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SENATE 

Tuesday,  Auglst  10, 1954 

ihegislative  day  of  Thursday.  August  5, 
J954) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Rev.  F.  Ndrman  Vnn  Brunt,  associate 
pastor,  Foundry  Methodist  Church, 
Washington,  q,  C.  offered  the  following 
prayer: 


i 


Almighty  and  Eternal  God  our  Father, 
we  pause  in  this  moment  to  dedicate 
our  thoughts  and  motives  to  Thee.  Look 
upon  them,  we  pray,  that  as  we  face  this 
new  day,  we  may  be  messed  to  \ise  them 
to  their  fullest  andi  best  intent.  We 
thank  Thee  that  Thou  hast  set  in  our 
hearts  a  dream  of  life  without  futility, 
of  faith  without  fear,  of  freedom  with' 
out  folly.  Arise  Tliou  within  us  as 
strength  and  healing  and  victory,  over- 
coming all  confusion  of  purpose,  all 
^haunting  failure,  and  all  that  would 
keep  us  from  the  bc«t  to  which  Thou 
dost  call  us.  In  the  dear  Redeemer's 
name.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On.re<iuest  of  Mr.  KNowuiifD.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday, 
August  9.  1954.  was  dispensed  with. 


REPORT  ON  PAR'nCrPATION  IN 
THE  UNITED  NATi  3NS— MESSAGE 
PROM  THE  PRESIDENT  (H.  DOC. 
NO.  492) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  communication 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read.  and.  with  the  accom- 
panying report,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations: 

To  the  Congress  0/  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith,  pursuant  to  the 
United  Nations  Participation  Act,  the 
eighth  annual  report,  covering  the  year 
1953,  on  United  States  participation  in 
the  United  NaUons. 

This  report  surveys  the  first  year  of 
our  activity  in  the  United  Nations  since 
this  administration  tciok  oflloe,  and  I  am 
happy  to  bring  to  your  attention  its  evi- 
dence of  benefits  that  have  accrued  to 
our  country  and  the  free  world  from  par- 
ticipation in  the  United  Nations. 

DWIGHT  D.   ElSENHOWCR. 

The  Wnftz  House,  August  10. 1954. 
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MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  follow- 
ing bills  of  the  Senate: 

S.  1585.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of 
Ck)lumbla  TrmiBc  Act,  1925,  as  amended; 

8.  1611.  An  act  to  regulate  the  election  of 
delegates  representing  the  DUtrlct  of  Colum- 
bia to  national  political  conventions,  and  lor 
otber  purpKuses; 

S.  2798.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  AzlzolUh 
Azordegan; 

8.  3506.  An  act  to  repeal  the  act  approved 
September  25.  1014.  and  to  amend  the  act 
apiwoved  June  12.  1S34,  both  relating  to  aUey 
dwellings  In  the  District  of  Columbia:   and 

8. 3«55.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  Metro- 
politan Police  force  shall  keep  arrest  books 
which  are  open  to  public  Inspection. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  following  bills  of 
the  Senate,  each  with  an  amendment,  in 
which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate: 

8.  2420.  An  act  to  amend  section  32  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended; 
and 

8.3482.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of 
Coliunbia  Unemployment  Compensation  Act, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  a  bill  (H.  R.  9Z45)  to 
establish  a  Joint  committee  of  Congress 
to  study  postal  field  service  reclassifica- 
tion, to  increase  the  rates  of  basic  com- 
pensation of  postmasters,  officers,  and 
employees  In  the  postal  field  service 
pending  reclassification  pursuant  to  rec- 
ommendations of  such  joint  committee, 
and  for  other  purposes,  in  which  it  re- 
quested the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  following  con- 
current resolution  <H.  Con.  Res.  218) 
favoring  the  waiver  of  State  residence 
requirements  in  elections  of  Federal  offi- 
cials, in  which  it  requested  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Senate: 

Whereas  many  citizens  are  deprived  of  the 
right  to  vote  because  they  have  recently 
moved  from  one  State  to  another  and  have 
not  subsequent  to  such  move  complied  with 
the  residence  requirements  of  the  State  to 
which  they  have  moved;  and 

Whereas  it  is  desirable  tliat  citizens  should 
be  entitled  to  vote  for  the  office  of  President 
and  Vice  President  whether  or  not  they  had 
moved  from  one  State  to  another;  and 

Whereas  such  disfranchisement  could  be 
avoided  by  reciprocal  arrangements  between 
the  several  States  which  would  recognize  the 
right  of  a  citizen  who  had  moved  from  one 
State  to  another  to  continue  to  vote  In  the 
State  from  which  he  had  moved  for  such 
reasonable  period  of  time  as  would  enable 
him  to  fulfill  the  residence  requirements  la 


the  SUte  to  which  he  had  moved:  Tharefore. 
be  it 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  concurring).  That  the  Congress 
expresses  itself  as  favoring,  and  stiggests  to 
the  several  States  the  consideration  of  appro- 
prUte  legislation  to  enable  a  pnvon  to  vote 
when  such  person  would  be  eligible  to  vote 
but  for  the  fact  that  he  had  moved  from  one 
State  to  another  and  had  not  yet  fulfilled 
the  residence  requirements  of  such  State  to 
which  he  had  moved. 


COMBOTTEE  MEETING  DURING 

SENATE  SESSION 
On  request  of  Mr.  Khowuind.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  waa  authorized 
to  meet  during  the  session  of  the  Senate 
tomorrow. 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTION  OP 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  immediately 
following  a  brief  executive  session  and 
a  quonun  call,  there  may  be  the  cus- 
tomary morning  hour  for  the  transac- 
tion of  routine  business,  under  the  usual 
2-minute  limitation  on  speeches. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business,  for 
action  on  nominations  under  "New 
Reports." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  executive 
business. 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF 
COMMITTEES 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  MARTIN,  from  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works: 

Herbert  Davis  Vogel,  of  Michigan,  to  ba 
a  member  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  th« 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  vice  Gordon  a. 
Clapp.  term  expired. 

By  Mr.  CARLSON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service'. 

Ninety-two  postmasters. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey,  from  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  PubUc  Welfare: 

Horace  W.  Harper,  of  Texas,  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board  for  a 
term  of  5  years  (reappointment);  and 

Joseph  H.  Gerber  and  sundry  ether  cati- 
dldates  for  appointment  in  the  Beguiar 
Corps  of  the  Public  Health  Service. 

13853 


13854 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


August  10 


ft., 

II 


I. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  be 
BO  fiirther  reports  of  committees,  the 
clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on  the 
Bzeeutive  Calendar.  «> 


UMl'lBD  STATES  DISTRICT  JUDGE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
o<  Hon.  James  C.  Connell,  of  Ohio,  to  be 
United  rstates  district  judge  for  the 
norttiern  district  of  Ohio. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  Is  confirmed. 


.     UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT 
ATTORNEYS 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Theodore  E.  Munson.  of  Alaska,  to  be 
United  States  district  attorney  for  divi- 
8km  No.  1,  district  of  Alaska. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  Is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
Of  Herbert  G.  Homme,  Jr.,  of  North 
Dakota,  to  be  United  States  attorney  for 
Guam.  

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Robert  Vogel,  of  North  Dakota,  to  be 
United  States  district  attorney  for  the 
district  of  North  Dakota. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  Is  confirmed. 


UNITED  STATES  MARSHAL 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Harry  R.  Tenborg,  of  North  Dakota, 
to  be  United  Statra  marshal  for  the  dis- 
trict of  North  Dakota. 

The  VICE  KIESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  President  be  immediately 
notified  of  nominations  confirmed  today. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  President  will  be  immedi- 
ately notified  of  the  nominations  this  day 
confirmed. 


LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  resume  the  con- 
(Sideration  of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  leg- 
islative business. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Crippa  in  the  chair) .  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Morning  business  is  in  order,  under  the 
2-minute  limitation  on  speeches. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  LANGER,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  without  amendment: 

8.  239.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Frank  Goto  (Rept.  No.  2365); 

S.2115.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  GertS-aut 
HUdegarde  Marie  Hubinger  and  Franz  Bub- 
inger  (Rept.  No.  2383); 

8.2692.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hetlwlg 
Marie  Zaimmuller  (Rept.  No.  2384); 

8. 2694.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Francis  Ber- 
tram Brennan  ( Rept.  No.  2385 ) ; 

H.  R.  697.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Demotrlos 
Christoe  Mataragglotls,  and  Zol  Demetre  Ma- 
taragglqtia,  his  wife,  and  Christoe  Matarag- 
glotls and  Constantlnos  Mataragglotls,  their 
minor  sons  (Rept.  No.  2386) ; 

H.  R.  717.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henrtette 
Matter  (Rept.  No.  2387); 

H.  R.  822.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  3lster 
Gluseppina  Glaccone  (Rept.  No.  2388); 

H.  R.  832.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kathlo-ine 
Balsamo  (Rept.  No.  2389); 

H.  R.  834.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Arthur  J. 
Boucher  (Rept.  No.  2366); 

H.  R.  839.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Mary  Gertrude  (Mary  Gertrude  Kelly)  (Rept. 
No.  2390) ; 

H.  R.  877.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Nasser 
Esphahanlan  (Rept.  No.  2391): 

H.  R.  1622.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Agtistln 
Mondreal  (Rept.  No.  2392); 

H.  R.  1627.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Johann 
Groben  (Rept.  No.  2393); 

H.  R.  1904.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Patricia 
A.  Pembroke  (Rept.  No.  2394) ; 

H.  R.  2480.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Chartotte 
Margarita  Schmidt  (Rept.  No.  2395) ; 

H.  R.  2483.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Glacomo 
Bartolo  Vanadla  (Rept.  No.  2396) ; 

H.  R.  2500.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stanlslaw 
MajEner  (alias  Stanley  Malsner)  (Rept.  No. 
2397): 

H.  R.  2794.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Claire  Godreau  Dalgle  (Rept.  No.  2398) : 

H.  R.  3384.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  B. 
Daniel.  Inc.  (Rept.  No.  2367) ; 

H.  R.  3388.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Louie 
Ella  Attaway  (Rept.  No.  2399) ; 

H.  R.  3447.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Paccione  Pica  (Rept.  No.  2400) ; 

H.  R.  3507.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Major 
Ellas  M.  Tsougranis  (Rept.  No.  2401 ) ; 

H.  R.  3520.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs  Erna 
Roeita  Pont  (formerly  Erna  Rosita  Miehel) 
(Rept.  No.  2402); 

H.  R.  3665.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marko 
Rlbls:  (Rept.  No.  2403): 

H.  R.  3760..A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Inge 
Beckmann    (Rept.   No.   2404); 

H.  R.  3874.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  RoDerto 
-Johnson  (Rept.  No.  2406); 

H.  R.4426.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Andrew 
Paulette  Quatrehomme  and  her  child  (Kept. 
No.  2406) ; 

H.  R.  4437.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Louise 
Rank   (Rept.  No.  2407); 

H.  R.  4522.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  P«trus 
Van  Keer    (Rept.  No.  2408): 

H.  R.  4815.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Alexander 
Petsche    (Rept. -No.  2409): 

H.  R.  4908.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pletro 
Petralia  (Rept.  No.  2410); 

H.  R.  5119.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Augusta 
Oppacher  Bialek  (Rept.  No.  2411); 

.H.  R.  5459.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Takeko 
Ishikl  (Rept.  No.  2412); 

H.  R.  5553.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Lu 
Jen-lung  (Rept.  No.  2413); 

H.  R.5749.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Teresa  Lubiat  (Rept.  No.  2414): 

R.  R.  6266.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
Robert  Gage  (Rept.  No.  2415); 

H.  R.6355.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hlena 
Scarpetai  Savelli  (Rept.  No.  2416); 

H.  R.  6442.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Tamlko 
Pujiwara  (Rept.  No.  2417); 


H.  R  6498.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elfrled* 
Lina  Avltable.  nee  Roser    (Rept.  N(^.  2418); 

H.  R.  6752.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Maria  Oiuseppa  De  Lisa  Quagllano  (Rept. 
No.  2419); 

H.  R.  6762.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Irmgard  (Chrapko)  Broughman  (9ept.  No. 
2420): 

H  R.  6858.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Efthemla   Soteralls    (Rept.   No.   2421); 

H.  R.  7031.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
George  A.  Meffan  (Rept.  No.  2368); 

H.  R.  7033.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Anna  J.  Weigle   (Rept.  No.  2422); 

H  R  7151.  A  bill^for  the  relief  of  Mazal 
Kolman    (Rept.  No    2423): 

H.  R.  7217.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Astor 
Vergata  (Rept.  No.  2424); 

H.  R  7581.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gaetano 
Conti   (Rept.  No.  2425)'; 

H.  R.  7829.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Bhimasol 
Michiko   (Rept.  No.  2426): 

H.  R  7834.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Erika 
Schneider  Buonasera  (Rept.  No.  2427); 

H.  R.  7938.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Miss 
Martha  Heu.schele  (Rept.  No.  2428): 

H.  R  7947.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Erika  (Hohenleitner)  Stapleton  (Rept.  No. 
2429): 

H.  R  8065.  A  bill  for  the  relief  Of  Carlos 
Francisco,  Manrlqueta  Mina,  and  Roberto 
Mina  Ver  (Rept.  No.  2430); 

H.  R.  8183.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elfrlede 
Ida  GelSEler  (Rept.  No.  2431): 

H.  R.  8244.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Dorothy  Nell  Woolgar  Allen  (Rept.  Ifo.  2432) ; 

H.  R  8375.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Use  Rad- 
ler  Hughes  (Rept.  No.  2433); 

H  R  8424.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Else  Johnson   (Rept.  No.  2434): 

H.  R.  8564.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
M.  Khoe  (Rept.  No.  2435); 

H.  R.  8557.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ezlo 
Bertoni   (Rept.  No.  2436); 

H  R  8936.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dana 
Evanovlch   (Rept    No    2437); 

H.R  9029.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paul 
James  Patrle  (Rept.  No   2438): 

H.  R  9^196.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elisabeth 
Hoeft    (Rppt.  No.  2439  I : 

H  R  9512  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Franziska  (Han)  Rlgau  (Rept.  No.  2440); 
and 

H  R  9953  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  Fu-Ho 
Chan.  Mrs.  Fu-Ho  Chan,  and  thfir  chUd. 
Richard   Chan    (Rept.   No.  2441). 

By  Mr.  LANGER.  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  with  an  amendment: 

S.  1345.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certtln  Pales- 
tinian Arab  refugees  (Rept.  No.  24*8);  ^ 

S  1504  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  ths  estat« 
of  Rev.  Pang  Wha  II  (Rept.  No.  2369): 

S.  1892.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hildegarde 
Killer   (Rept    No.  2443); 

S.  1920  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  ^hley  O. 
Ogden    (Rept.  No.   2370): 

S  3362.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Otker  Asz- 
monelt   (Rept.  No.  2444); 

S.  3602.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Hannah 
Mae  Powell   (Rept.  No.  2371); 

H.  R.  1461  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kenneth 
M'-Rieht   (Rept.  No.  2372); 

H.  R  2781.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
Matook   (Rept.  No.  2373); 

H.  R.  3014.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Alfred 
L.  Smith  (Rept.  No.  2374): 

H.  R.  3232.  A  bill  for  the  relWf  of  Dennis 
F.  Guthrie  (Rept.  No.  2375): 

H.  R  3446.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Emily  Wilhelm  (Rept.  No.  2376); 

H.  R.  3756.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Allen 
Pope,  his  heirs  or  personal  representatives 
(Rept.  No.  2377); 

H.  R.  4281.  A  bii:  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Thomas  V.  Compton  (Rept.  No.  2378) ; 

H.  R.  652d.  A  bill  for  the  relief  ol  Raleigh 
Hill   (Rept.  No.  2445);  and  , 

H.  R.  9357.  A  bill  for  the  i;pllef  of  S.  H. 
Prather,  Mrs.  Florence  Prather  Penman,  S.  H. 
Prather,  Jr.  (Rept.  No.  2379). 
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By  Mr.  XiANOKB,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  with  amendmenU: 

8.684.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Emeat  B. 
Banders  (Rept.  No.  2380); 

S.  1342!  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Palestinian 
Arab  refugees  (Rept.. No.  3446); 

8. 1343.  A  bUl  lor  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees  (Rept.  No.  3447); 

8.3203.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  certaiu 
PalestlnUn  Arab  refugees  (Rept.  No.  2448); 
and 

H.  R.  1107.  A  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  the  J.  A. 
Vance  Co.  (Rept.  No.  2381). 

By  Mrs.  BMTTH  of  Maine,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  GoTernment  Operations,  with  an 
amendment : 

H.  R.  9835.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  ter- 
mination of  Government  operations  which 
are  in  competitiou  with  private  enterprise 
(Rept.  No.  2383). 

By  Mr.  MARTIN,  from  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works,  with  an  amendment: 

8.  1043.  A  bill  to  almllsh  the  Commission 
for  the  Enlarging  of  the  Capitol  Grounds 
(Rept.  No.  2449). 


terlal  and  atomic  weapons,  tntroduoed 
by  Mr.  HiCKKirLoonni.  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  tlUe.  and  referred  to  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 


13^ 


PRINTINa  OF  ADDITIONAL  COPIES 
OP  HEARINOS  ENTITLED  "COM- 
MUNIST  PROPAGANDA" 

Mr.  JENNER  submitted  the  following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  311),  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration : 

Resolved.  That  there  be  printed  for  the 
use  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
20,000  additional  copies  of  the  hearings  en- 
titled "Communist  Propaganda,"  held  before 
a  subcommittee  of  the  above  committee  dur- 
ing the  8Sd  Congress. 


BILU5  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follow^ 
By  Mr.  HICKSNLOOPER : 

8.3851.  A  biU  to  provide  rewards  for  !n- 
formation  concerning  the  Illegal  Introduc- 
tion into  the  United  BUtes,  or  the  illegal 
mantifacture  or  actiulsltlon  In  the  United 
Statea,  of  epeelal  nuclear  material  and 
atomic  weapons;  to  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Atcynic  Energy. 

(See   the   remarks   dt  Mr.   Hicksnloofbk 
when  he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By    Mr.    McCI^ELLAN: 

8.  3862.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Oerda  Irm- 
gard Kurella;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DOUGLAS: 

8.3853.  A    bUl    to    prc^de    for    the    relief 
of   droughU   in   the   United   States;    to    the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey: 

8.  3854.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Toung 
Bae  Kim;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  STEKKIS: 
8. 3855.  A  bill  for  the  relief  at  certoln  de- 
pendenta  of  the  late  James  Anderson 
OT>onnelI.  Ueutenant  (Jtmlor  grade).  United 
States  Naval  Reserve;  ,to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


HOUSE  CONCURRENT  RESOLUTION 
REraiRRED 

The  concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con. 
Res.  218)  favoring  the  waiver  of  State 
residence  requirements  in  elections  of 
Federal  offlclals.  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS,  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC..  PRINTED  IN  THE 
RSCORD 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc..  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Appendix, 
as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BEAU,: 

Digest  of  the  tax-revision  bill,  H.  R.  8300. 


REWARDS  FOR  INFORMATION  ON 
SPECIAL  NUCLEAR  MATERIAL  AND 
ATOMIC  WEAION8 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  Introduce  for  appropriate  refer- 
ence, a  bill  to  provide  rewards  for  infor- 
mation concerning  the  illegal  Introduc- 
tion into  the  United  States  or  the  illegal 
manufacture  or  acquisition  in  the  United 
States,  of  special  nuclear  material  and 
atomic  weapons.  This  bill  provides  that 
rewards  and  other  benefits  will  be  avail- 
able to  aliens  who  give  information  about 
atomic  weapons  for  introduction  into  or 
for  use  against  this  country. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  3851)  to  provide  rewards 
for  information  concerning  the  Illegal 
introduction  into  the  United  States,  or 
the  illegal  manufacture  or  acquisition  in 
the  United  States,  of  special  nuclear  ma- 


OPPOSmON       TO        CC»4PULSORY 
INCLUSION      OP      MEMBERS      OF 
LEGAL   PROFESSION    IN    SOCIAL- 
SECURITY  COVERAGE 
Mr.    NEELY.    Mr.    President.    I    ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Rkcoro  an  excerpt  from  the  minutes 
of  the  meeting  of  the  executive  council 
of  the  West  Virginia  Bar  AssociaUon, 
held  on  the  16th  day  of  July  1954,  in 
opposition  to  compulsory  Inclusion   in 
the  social-security  coverage  of  members 
of  the  legal  profession. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcoko,  as  follows: 

RzsoLTmoH  or  thb  West  Virczxu  Baa 
AsaociAnoir 
The  following  is  an  excerpt  from  the 
pilnutes  of  the  meeting  of  th«  executive 
council  of  the  West  Virginia  Bar  AseocUtion. 
held  on  July  16,  1964: 

"Upon  motion  of  Mr.  James,  seconded  by 
Mr.  Scherr.  this  councU  records  its  opposi- 
tion to  compulsory  inclusion  in  the  social- 
security  coverage  of  members  of  the  legal 
professiob  and  reiterates  lu  former  resolu- 
tion approved  at  its  meeting  of  March  13, 
1964.  that  such  Inclusion  be  only  on  a 
voluntary  basis." 
TeACe:  ^ 

J.  Rose  Htnma,  Jr., 
Executive    Secretary-Treasurer .    the 
West  Virginia  Bar  Association. 

The  PRE8IDIND  OFFICER.    Is  there 
further  morning  business? 
If  not.  morning  business  Is  closed. 


AGRICULTURAL  ACT  OF  1954 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the   bill    (8.   3052)    to  encoimige  a 
stable,  prosperous,  and  free  agriculture, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Th« 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
AiKiN],  to  the  committee  amendment 
on  page  24. 

The  time  Is  controlled,  under  the 
imanimpus-consent  agreement. 

Mr.  Aiken.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes,  in  which  to  explain 
this  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  President,  this  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment,  which  I  sulxnit  " 
on  behalf  of  myself  and  6  of  my  col- 
leagues on  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry,  would  strike  from  the 
committee  amendmeint  secUcm  204.  on 
page  24.  That  provision  reads  as  fol- 
lows: 

8k:.  204.  Title  m  of  the  Agricultural  Act 
of  1040,  as  amended  (7  U.  8.  C.  1447-1449). 
is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  • 
new  section  as  foUows: 

"Sk.  304.  Notwithstanding  the  foregolnc 
provisions  of  this  title  price  support  ahaU  be 
made  available  to  producers  for  the  1055  ^im 
106«  crops  of  oats,  rye.  barley,  and  grain 
sorghums  at  not  leas  than  the  level  the  Sec- 
retary shall  determine  Is  the  feed-value 
equivalent  ratio  to  the  sui^Mrt  level  tat 
com." 

Mr.  President,  this  provision  of  the 
committee  amendment  should  lap  de- 
leted. Not  only  is  it  unworkable,  buVitis 
impractical  and  unwise.  I  do  not  know 
how  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
would  administer  it.  -  -         i 

Mr.  President,  the  reason- -why  this 
provision  of  the  committee  amexulment 
is  unsound  is  that,  first,  it  would  m»^t^ 
price  support  mandatory  for  these  prod> 
ucts,  but  would  not  require  the  use  of 
acreage  allotments.  Thus,  these  cfHA- 
modities  would  have  a  status  preferaUe 
to  that  for  com.  Criteria  other  than 
feed  value  should  continue  in  use  as  a  i 
determinant  of  price -support  levels,  as 
at  present,  under  my  amendment ' 

Second,  feed  Is  only  1  use  for  these  4 
small  grains.  The  estimated  percent- 
age  of  the  crop  of  these  grains  u;^  for 
feed  in  1953-54,  is  as  follows: 

Eighty-eight  percent  of  the  corn  crop 
is  used  for  feed. 

Eighty-eight  percent  of  the  oats  chh)     ' 
is  used  for  feed. 

But  orfly  49  percent,  or  less  than  one- 
half,  of  t^e  barley  crop  is  used  for  feed. 

Seventy-six  percent  of  the  crop  of 
grain  soi^hums  goes  into  feed. 

But  only  one-third,  or  33  percent  of 
our  production  of  rye  goes  into  feed. 

Third,  price  supports  for  com  in  the 
nonconunercial  areas  are  75  percent  of 
the  support  level  in  commercial  areas. 
It  is  inappropriate  to  tie  supiwrt  prices 
for  the  feed  grains,  wherever  grown,  to 
the  level  of  price  supports  for  com 
grown  in  the  commercial  areas.  Only  a 
part  of  the  feed  grain  is  produced  within 
the  commercial  com  area. 
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The  vartoua  percentages  of  these  feed 
Sraias  produced  within  the  commercial 
com  area  are  9»  follows: 

.Sixty  percent  of  the  oats  are  produced 
within  the  commercial  com  area. 

But  oQljr  45  percent,  or  less  than  one- 
half,  of  the  rye  is  produced  within  the 
conunercial  com  area. 

Twenty  percent  of  the  barley  is  pro- 
duced within  the  commercial  com  area. 

Twenty  percent  of  the  grain  sorghums 
«re  produced  within  the  commercial  com 

area. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  base  the  supports 
for  these  four  small  grains  on,  and  tie 
th«n  to,  the  feed  value  cX.  com  within 
the  commercial  com  area,  the  following 
changes  would  occur: 

At  present,  these  feed  grains  are  sup- 
ported at  85  percent  of  parity.  But  the 
actual  support  of  barley  in  1954  was  $1.15 
a  bushel.  If  this  provision  remains  in 
the  committee  amendment  and  is  en- 
acted into  law.  tying  the  support  price  of 
barley  to  the  present  support  price  for 
com  grown  within  the  cOTuaercial  com 
area,  will  make  the  support  rate  for  bsir- 
ley  #1.31  a  busheL 

In  the  case  of  grain  sorghums,  the 
Increate  would  be  from  $2.28  per  100 
pounds  to  $2.89. 

In  the  case  of  oats,  the  Increase  would 

be  fnHn  75  cents  to  81  cents  a  bushel. 

'  In  the  case  of  rye,  the  support  price 

would  drop  from  $1.43  to  $1.38  a  bushel. 

If  we  go  outside  the  commercial  com 
area  and  still  tie  the  support  for  these 
small  grains  to  the  support  gi^en  tojcefn" 
in  those  areas,  we  find  that  a  vaet^  dif- 
ferent set  of  support  levels  wiu  be  in  ef- 
fect. 

If  it  Is  the  Intention  to  provide  two 
levels  of  price  supports  for  o/silte^,  barley. 
rye.  and  grain  sorghums.  ^  a  manner 
atmiiar  to  the  two-price  support  levels 
tat  com.  that  would  mean  that  outside 
the  commercial  com  area,  the  minimum 
level  for  rye  would  be  lowered  from  the 
mreaent  support  of  $1.43  a  bushel  to  $1.03 
a  busheL 

Ifk  the  case  of  oats,  the  supp<nt  price 
would  be  lowered  from  the^  present  75 
cents  a  bushel  to  61  cents  a  bushel:  in 
the  case  of  barley,  from  $1.15  to  $1.08'  a 
bushel;  and  in  the  case  of  grain  sor- 
ghimis.  fnmi  $1.28  to  $1.21  a  bushel. 

Since  a  large  percent«ige  of  these  four 
small  grains  is  raised  outside  the  com- 
mercial corn  area,  the  net  result  would  be 
to  lower  generally  their  price  supports 
from  tiie  present  levels.  If  these  four 
small  grains  are  supported  outside  the 
commercial  area  at  the  level  of  com  in- 
side the  commercial  com  area,  the  result 
will  be  that  these  grains  will  be  treated 
on  a  much  different  basis  from  that  on 
which  com  outside  the  commercial  com 
area  is  treated. 

From  what  I  have  just  set  forth,  it  is 
«iuite  obvious  that  this  provision  of  the 
committee  amendment  is  highly  ambig- 
uous and  is  Impossible  of  rational  ad- 
ministration. The  confusion  is  greatly 
multiplied  by  ttle  fact  that  no  provision 
for  production'  controls  is  provided  in 
order  to  keep  supplies  in  line  with  de- 
mand. 

Mr.  President,  we  know  that  this  year 
the  planting  of  barley  on  acres  diverted 


from  other  crops  has  increased  apprcxi- 
jnately  50  percent,  as  compared  with  the 
Xdanting  last  year.  In  other  words,  we 
should  not  control  the  acreage  planted  to 
com  and  let  the  acreage  planted  to  oats, 
barley,  rye.  and  grain  sorghums  run 
wild. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  this  is  a  prime 
example  of  the  lack  qf  wisdom  in  trying 
to  operate'  our  economic  system  by  means 
of  rigid  political  formulas.  Supply  and 
demand  relationships  are  constantly 
changing.  Prices  reflect  these  changes. 
A  frozen  pattern,  such  as  the  one  pro- 
iwsed  in  this  section  of  the  committee 
amendment,  would  seriously  impair  the 
economic  workability  of  the  signals  of 
price  which  are  needed  by  both  pro- 
ducers and  consumers. 

Mr.  4^ident,  I  should  like  to  point 
out  what  a  small  percentage  of  the  farm- 
er's total  income  is  derived  from  these 
small  grains.  The  following  figures  are 
based  on  the  1953  crop.  Oats  account 
for  only  three-fourths  of  1  percent  of 
the  total  farm  income.  Barley  accounts 
for  only  flfty-flve  one-hundredths  of  1 
percent  of  the  farmer's  Income.  Orain 
sorghums  account  for  only  three-tenths 
of  1  percent  of  the  total  ftJrm  income. 
Rye  accounts  for  only  six  one-hun- 
dredths of  1  percent  Of  the  total  farm  in- 
come. 

These  crops  are,  to  a  large  extent,  fed 
on  farms  where  grown,  rather  than  sold. 
Since  sales  are  few,  price  support  is  not 
^of  major  consequence,  but  some  of  these 
crops— oats  in  partictdar — are  produced 
in  large  quantities. 

If  the  support  price  for  cOn^  hap- 
pened to  be  high,  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  would  acquire  very  large 
stocks  of  these  feed  grains,  particularly 
as  the  committee  amendment  provides 
for  no  additional  production  controls. 

Ftmnidable  administrative  problems 
would  be  encountered  because  of  con- 
flicting crop  years.  Considerable  quanti- 
ties of  barley  and  oats  are  sold  la  the 
faJl.  If  section  204  were  enacted  it 
would  be  necessary  to  determine  the  sup- 
port price  for  the  corn  crop  8  months 
before  the  com  crop  was  planted:  It 
woiild  be  administratively  unworkable. 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  accept,  the 
amendment  which  will  delete  section  204 

from  the  bill.  y'^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  AiKEMl  for  himself  and  ether 
..  Senators,  to  the  committee  amendment. 
Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr;  AIKEN.    I  yield. 
Mr.  ELLENDER.    Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  small  grains  to  which  the  Senator 
has  referred  have   been  supported   by 
the  Grovernment  in  the  past? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  At  present  they  are  sup- 
ported, I  believe,  at  85  percent  of  parity, 
which  is  as  fair  a  level  of  support  in 
relation  to  the  support  given  to  corn 
and  other  grain  as  the  Department  has 
been  able  to  Work  out. 

Mr,  ELLENDER.  The  support  IS  now 
permissive,  and  this  amendment  Would 
make  it  mandatory,  would  it  not? 


Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct;  with- 
out any  provisions  for  control  of  acreage. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  has 
control  of  the  time. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  me  some  time? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  How  much 
time  does  the  Senator  desire? 

Mr.  YOUNG.    Five  minutes  or  less. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President.  I  rise  in 
supF>ort  of  a  substitute  I  shall  offer.  I 
think  that  in  his  Kasson,  Minn.,  speech. 
President  Eisenhower  made  his  position 
very  clear  with  respect  to  supi>ort  prices 
for  oats,  barley,  rye,  and  soybeans.  I 
do  not  have  the  text  of  that  speech  be- 
fore me  at  the  moment,  but  in  it  he  was 
very  specific  in  saying  that  these  com- 
modities should  have  the  same  price  pro- 
tection as  that  accorded  major  farm 
commodities.  He  did  not  say  basic  farm 
commodities,  but  he  said  major  farm 
commodities.  I  should  say  that  among 
the  major  farm  commodities  which  are 
supported  at  75  to  90  percent  are  dairy 
commodities,  and  basic  farm  commodi- 
ties, supported  at  fiO  percent  of  parity. 
The  provision  of  the  bill  seeks  to  give 
them  the  same  type  of  price  support  they 
have  not,  except  that  it  is  optional  with 
the  Secretary,  and  I  propose  to  make  it 
mandatory. 

These  feed  grains  are  supported  with 
corn  on  a  feed  ratio  basis.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  support  level  would  be  changed 
one  iota,  except  that  it  would  be  manda- 
tory instead  of  optional 

I  should  hope,  Mr.  President,  in  view 
of  the  very  fine  statement  made  by  Pres- 
ident Elsenhower,  which  has  never  been 
contradicted  by  Secretary  Benson  or  any- 
one else,  that  the  Senate  would  very  hap- 
pily accept  and  approve  my  amendment. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICBR.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Prelident,  I 
am  about  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quoriun.  Apparently  the  debate  has  run 
out.  Are  both  sides  willing  to  yield  all 
time  back,  or  do  they  desire  to  reserve 
5  minutes  so  when  a  quorum  is  Obtained, 
some  time  will  remain  availably? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Yes.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  and  I  reserve  5  minutes  in  case  of 
need.  Otherwise,  I  am  willing  to  yield 
the  time  back. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICBHl.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


names: 

- 

■;              . 

Atken 

Burke 

Clementa 

Anderson 

Bush 

Cooper 

Barrett 

Butler 

Cordon 

Bean 

Byrd 

Crlppa 

Bennett 

Capehart 

Danltl 

Bowrlng 

Carlson 

Dlrkaen 

Brlcker 

Case 

DouglM 

Bridges 

CiiaTea 

Duff 

Dwonbak 

Eastland 

EUender 

Er?ln 

Fergviaon 
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Johnston,  8.  C. 

Kelauver 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

KUgcire 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehnian 

Lena on 

Long 

Magtiuson 

Malone 

Maniifleld 

Man.n 

Maybank 

McCarran 

McClelUn 

MUDktn 

Monroney 

Morae 

Mundt 

Murray 


Ifeely 

Paatore 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Reynolds 

Robertson 

Runell 

8alton«taII 

Scboeppel 

Bmatbers 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Stennla 

Symington 

Thye 

Upton 

WatkiQs 

Welker 

Wiley 

Williams 

Young 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan- 
ders] is  necessarily  absent. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
(Mr.  McCa«thy]  is  absent  on  official 
business. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  I  Mr.  PrcarI  and 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  I  Mr.  Spark- 
MAK)  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  p»-esent. 

The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken]  for  himself  and 
other  Senators,  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  have  just 
answered  to  the  quorum  call.  May  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  amendment  *> 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  All  time 
Is  controlled. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
believe  the  Senator  from  Mihnesota 
merely  wants  to  have  the  amendment 
explained.  Five  minutes  are  reserved  on 
each  side  of  the  question  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  should  like  to  know 
what  we  are  voting  on.  I  have  just 
answered  the  quorum  call. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sec- 
retary will  read  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clbsk.  On  page  24  it  is 
proposed  to  strike  out  lines  4  through  12, 
inclusive. 

Mr.  THYE.     What  does  the  amend-' 
ment  strike  out?    Am  I  to  understand 
that  it  strikes  out  mandatory  supports 
for  oats,  barley,  rye,  and  sorghum? 

Mr.  AIKEN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  THYE     And  soybeans? 

Mr.  AIKEN.     Not  soybeans. 

Mr.  THYE.  Just  oats,  barley,  rye,  and 
grain  sorghum? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct.  The 
amendment  would  strike  out  section  204 
of  the  committee  amendment,  which 
wouW  require  mandatory  supports  for 
small  grains  and  tie  such  supports  to  the 
feed  value  of  corn. 

I  pointed  out  earlier  how  this  provision 
would  be  unworkable.  There  are  a  com- 
mercial and  a  noncommercial  area  for 
com.  Would  the  support  prices  for  these 
feed  grains  be  U(?d  to  the  support  price 
for  corn  in  the  commercial  area  or  in 
the  noncommercial  area  or  both?  In 
any  event,  the  proposal  of  the  majority 
of  the  committee  would  reduce  the  sup- 
port price  for  rye  from  the  present  one. 


I  alao  pointed  out  that  only  a  small 
percentage  of  the  farmer's  income  is 
derived  frwn  these  four  commodities.  I 
further  jwinted  out  that  there  is  no  pro- 
vision for  acreage  control  over  these 
commodities.  We  already  know  how 
rapidly  the  plantings  of  barley  and  other 
^  small  grains  can  increase.  This  provi- 
sion is  not  contained  in  the  House  bill. 
I  believe  it  is  completely  unworkable. 
Much  of  our  rye  is  sowed  in  the  fall. 
Oats  also  are  sowed  in  the  fall.  We 
would  have  to  figure  out  a  support  level 
for  com  in  order  to  apply  It  to  those 
fall-sown  small  grains.  The  whole  pro- 
vision is  unworkable,  and  I  hope  the 
amendment  which  I  have  proposed  will 
prevail 

Several  Senators.     Vote!     Vote! 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  I  Mr.  Young  1  5  minutes. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  as  soon 
as  I  have  an  amendment  drawn,  I  shall 
offer  It  as  a  substitute.  It  would  pro- 
vide mandatory  supports  for  oats,  bar- 
ley, rye.  soybeans,  and  grain  sorghums 
at  75  to  90  percent  of  parity. 

Let  me  read  a  statement  from  the 
President's  Kasson,  Minn.,  speech,  and 
ask  my  Republican  friends  to  place  their 
own  interpretation  upon  its  meaning 
and  intent: 

As  provided  In  the  Republican  platform, 
the  nonperlahable  crept  so  Important  to  the 
diversified  farmier— crops  such  as  oats,  bar- 
ley, rye.  and  soybeans — should  be  given  the 
same  protection  as  avaUable  to  the  major 
cash  crops. 

The  amendment  which  I  shall  propose 
would  leave  it  within  the  discretion  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  support , 
these  very  important  commodities  at  a ' 
level  anjrwhere  between  75  and  90  per- 
cent of  parity. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  YOUNG.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Does  the  Senator,  in 
his  substitute  amendment,  provide  any 
machinery  for  controlling  acreage? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  The  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture has  that  authority  now,  and  he 
is  doing  a  pretty  good  job  of  limiting  the 
amount  of  acreage  farmers  can  seed  to 
oats,  barley,  rye.  and  other  crops.  In 
fact,  he  has  as  much  or  more  authority 
than  under  the  dairy  price-support  pro- 
gram. There  is  no  effective  means,  so 
far  as  I  am  able  to  determine,  under 
which  the  Secretary  can  control  the  pro- 
duction of  dairy  commodities. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  North  pakota  yield  for 
another  question? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  gladly  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Is  not  the  total  pro- 
duction of  the  small  grains  approxi- 
mately twice  the  volume  of  the  total 
production  of  wheat? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Let  me  say  to  my  friend 
from  Florida  that  the  production  of  oats 
each  year  is  approximately  1,250,000.000 
bushels.  Only  about  250  million  bushels 
of  that  total  production  of  oats  ever 
reach  the  market  place.  All  the  rest  of 
it  is  fed.  The  250  mlUlon  bushels  that 
do  reach  the  market  place  determine  the 


price  for  all  the  rest  of  It  In  the  past 
year  we  have  imported  151  million  bush- 
els of  oats,  barley,  rye,  and  feed  wheat. 
I  have  on  my  desk  a  letter  from  a 
farmer  at  North  Gate.  N.  Dak.,  which  is 
on  the  Canadian  Iwrder;  I  should  like 
to  read  it.  The  writer  points  out  that 
there  are  Canadian  trucks  backed  up 
at  the  elevators  waiting  to  get  in.  They 
somehow  can  find  storage  space  and  a 
place  to  handle  Canadian  oats,  barley, 
and  rye.  Ironically,  at  the  same  time 
United  States  farmers  who  are  required 
to  reduce  their  production  cannot  even 
get  their  grain  In. 

There  is  presently  no  surplus  of  oats 
or  of  barley.  The  next  crop  looks  pretty 
good.  We  import  practically  the  whole 
Canadian  crop  of  rye.  These  crops  are 
very  important  to  this  Nation.  We  are 
not  asking  for  100  percent  supportr  we 
are  not  asking  mandatoiy  90  percent 
support,  but  we  are  asking  for  those 
crops  the  meager  protection  to  which 
they  are  entitled.  We  seek  the  protec- 
tion for  these  crops  which  the  President 
of  the  United  States  very  plainly  indi- 
cated they  should  ha*  in  his  Kasson 
Minn.,  speech.  ' 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield? 
Mr.  YOUNG.  I  yield. 
Mr.  SCHOEPPEL,  Did  I  correctly 
understand  the  Senator  to  say  that  un- 
der his  amendment  it  would  be  discre- 
tionary with  the  Secretory  of  A«rtcul- 
tiu^  whether  he  would  support  these 
commodities  at  from  75  to  90  percent? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  That  is  correct.  Let 
me  again  read  from  the  President's 
speech.  Will  any  Senator  on  the  floor 
say  It  means  anything  other  than  what 
I  have  interpreted  it  to  mean?  I  read: 
As  provided  in  the  Republican  platform, 
the  nonperlshable  crops  so  important  to  the 
diversified  farmer — crops  such  as  oats,  bar- 
ley, rye,  and  soybeans — should  be  given  tbe 
same  protection  as  available  to  the  major 
cash  crops. 

Mr.  President.  I  wrote  to  Secretory 
Benson  twice  and  tried  to  get  his  inter- 
pretotion  of  that  stotement.  I  always 
believed  that  after  a  campaigm  Members 
of  Congress  should  try  to  carry  out  the 
campaign  promises  by  the  Introduction 
and  passage  of  bills  to  fulfill  comi^t- 
ments.  So,  believing  to  that  very 
strongly,  I  wrote  to  Secretoi^  Benson 
shortly  after  this  Congress  convened 
and  asked  him  for  his  interpretotion. 
He  has  refused  to  give  it  to  me  in  writ- 
ing. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  ^rom  North  Dakoto  a 
further  question.  Does  the  Senator  en- 
vision within  his  amendment  the  discre- 
tion which  should  be  exercised  by  the 
Secretory  of  Agrlcultiue,  ramely.  to  es- 
toblish  acreage  controls  on  these  crops, 
and.  If  necessary,  to  estoblish  market- 
ing quotos? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  froAi  North  Dakoto 
has  expired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentory  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  stote  It. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  As  I  understond. 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakoto  hat  an 
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ftmendmeirt  to  offer.  I  suggest  that  if 
lie  offen  his  amendment  there  will  be, 
uxMter  the  provisioDs  of  the  agreement, 
an  bonr  of  debate  on  each  side  on  his 
amendment.  

The  FRESIDINa  OFFICER.  That  is 
eorreet.  if  he  offers  the  amendment. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the' desk  and  ask  to  have  stated  an 
amendiBfent  whidi  is  offered  on  behalf 
;  of  the  Seoators  f  rcnn  Minnesota  and 
mys^,  and  I  aide  for  its  immicdiate  con- 
sideration.   

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
l^  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  for 
yiiinii»»if  and  other  Senators  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment. 

Th^  ijEdSLATivx  CiJWK.  It  is  pro- 
ixMedt  in  lieu  of  the  lai^^uage  on  page 
24.  lines  4  ttirough  12,  inclusive,  to  Insert 
the  following: 

8bc.  a04.  (s)  Title  n  of  the  Marketing  Act 
ta  IMO,  M  Mnended,  to  furtlier  amended  by 
,     adding  at  tbe  end  tbereofa  new  section  as 
1  Xollowa: 

\  "Bac.  302.  The  Secretary  is  authorized  Kod 
'  tflrcctad  to  make  available  through  loans. 
limrTiMrn.  or  other  operatfons  price  support 
to  producen  of  oata,  barley,  rye,  soybeans. 
^iMi  grain  aorfrhumaat  a  level  not  In  excess 
of  90  paaroant  or  leas  than  75  percent  of  the 
parity  iviee  therefor." 

(b)  The  amendment  made  by  this  section 
Shan  be  effective  with  respect  to  1955  and 
succeeding  crops. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
myseU  5  minutes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  has 
•n  hour.  * 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  should  like  to  answer 
the  question  posed  by  my  good  friend 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  SchcwppklI.  namely, 
whether  it  is  possible  to  control  the  acre- 
age of  these  crops.  First,  may  I  point 
out  that  we  have  mandatory  supports 
on  dairy  cmnmodlties  yet  Uiere  is  no 
jiroTision  to  control  effectively  the  pro- 
ductton  of  dairy  commodities.  :  Pres- 
ently fanners  are  required  to  limit  their 
acreage  next  year  on  the  commodities 
affected  by  the  present  amendment. 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  now  ex- 
ercidng  his  authority  to  limit  farmers 
with  req;>ect  to  these  crops. 

Mr.KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Saiator  from  North  Dakota  yield? 

Kr.  YOUNG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.      Merely  for  the 
purpose  of  clarification,  I  read  from  the 
.  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota,  section  202,  as  follows: 
''  Bbc.  203.  The  Secretitry  is  authorized — 

Ana  I  call  the  Senator's  particular  at- 

.   tentlon  to  the  words — 

■    and    directed   to   make    available   through 

loans,  purehaaes.  or  other  operations  price 

aupport  to  iHTOducera  of  oats,  barley,  rye,  soy- 

.  beans,  and  grain  sorghums  at  a  level  not  in 

*  ezceaa  of  90  percent  nor  leas  than  75  percent 

of  th»  parity  price  therefor. 

(b)  The  amendment  made  by  this  section 
shidl  be  effective  with  respect  to  1955  and 
succeeding  crops. 

I  am  merely  asking  the  question  for 
clarification,  to  determine  whether  or 
not  the  Senator  would  be  satisfied  with 
the  language  '*the  Secretary  is  author- 
ized." leaving  out  the  words  "and  di- 
rected." because,  as  I  understand  the 
Sonator.  this  was  to  be  permissive,  and 


not  mandatory.  If  the  words  "and  di- 
rected" were  included,  would  that  hot, 
with  respect  to  other  nonbasic  crops. 
place  the  Secretary  in  a  position  where 
he  would  have  the  authority  to  provide 
price  supports,  but  would  not  be  directed 
to  do  it? 

If  the  Senator  were  willing  to  accept 
the  modification  I  suggest,  and  if  the 
situation  ';S  as  I  have  indicated,  the  Sec- 
retary would  have  authority  under  other 
sections  of  the  law  to  impose  acreage  re- 
strictions and,  as  I  understood  the  3en- 
ator~to  say,  there  is,  in  his  judgment, 
such  authority.  Then  I  think  there 
would  be  an  entirely  different  situation. 

I  am  concerned  about  the  words  "and 
directed."  which  I  think  go  beyond  the 
stage  of  permissiveness.  In  fact,  I  think 
they  would  l>e  mandatory,  which  is  not 
the  case  with  respect  to  other  nonbasics, 
other  than  as  is  specifically  provided  by 
C!ongress. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  No.  I  remind  my  friend 
that  there  are  support  prices  for  (kiiry 
commodities. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  speaking 
about  other  nonbasic  agricultural  oom- 
modities. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Until  recently  there 
have  been  mandatory  supports  for  tung 
nuts,  mohair,  wool,  and  many  other  oom- 
modities. 

I  may  say  that  the  words  "and  di- 
rected," are  exactly  what  I  desire^"  to 
have  in  the  amendment.  I  think  the 
President  himself  promised  such  a  pro- 
vision in  the  last  campaign.  Further- 
more, there  are  many  rumors  to  tht  ef- 
fect that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
intends  to  eliminate  price  supports  for 
these  commodities  entirely.  Presently 
the  support  level  for  ma<;t  of  these  com- 
modities is  near  85  percent  of  parity.  I 
am  not  sajring  that  they  should  lie  man- 
datory at  85  percent;  I  am  leaving  that 
to  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary.  He 
can  reduce  them  below  the  present  level 
If  circumstances  make  it  necessary. 
They  have  been  maintained  on  that  basis 
for  tf,  8,  or  10  years;  perhaps  longer. 
I  am  not  seeldng  to  change  the  present 
program  for  these  commodities,  except 
to  make  certain  that  there  will  be  sup- 
ports in  the  future.  If  the  adminiitra- 
tion  believes  the  supports  should  be  con- 
tinued and  if  the  administration  denies 
that  they  will  be  discontinued,  then 
there  should  be  no  objection  jbo  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  -Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  jrield?  , 

Mr.  YOUNG.    I  yield.  ( 

Mr.  AIKEN.  First,  I  wish  to  say  there 
is  absolutely  nothing  to  the  nunort  re- 
ferred to  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  to  the  effect  that  the  Secretary 
plans  to  drop  supports  for  these  eomr 
modities.  The  nmiors  are  a  part  of  a 
deliberate  propaganda  campaign  to  em- 
barrass the  Secretary  and  to  rouse  to 
a  fighting  pitch  the  farmers  of  the  Da- 
kotas,  Minnesota,  and  that  area. 

Let  me  call  the  Senator's  attention 
to  section  302. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  First,  let  me  answer  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Supports  are  mandatory 
now  on  these  grains. 


Mr.  YOUNG.  No;  they  are  not  man- 
datory. If  they  were  mandatory,  what 
objection  would  the  Senator  liave  to 
the  amendment? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Section  302  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Act  of  1949  reads  as  follows: 

without  restricting  price  support  to  thoae 
commodities  for  which  a  marketing  quota 
or  marketing  agreement  or  order  program 
is  In  effect,  price  support  shall,  insofar  as 
feasible,  be  made  available  to  producers  of 
any  storable  nonbasic  agricultural  oommod- 
Ity  for  which  such  a  program  Is  in  effect 
and  who  are  complying  with  such  program. 
The  level  of  Buch  Buppwrt  shall  not  be  In 
excess  of  90  percent  of  the  parity  price  of 
such  commodity. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  should  hke  to  answer 
the  later  statement  first,  and  also  the 
other  question  raised  by  the  Senator 
from  Vermont.  It  has  always  been  my 
interpretation,  and  the  interpretation  of 
every  Solicitor  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  that  the  present  support 
program  for  these  conunodities  is  op- 
tional with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

I  am  very  happy  to  have  the  assurance 
of  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  who  is 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry,  that  there  is  no  inten- 
tion to  delete  this  important  part  of  the 
price-support  program.  The  rumors,  by 
the  way.  did  not  come  from  North  Da- 
kota. My  friend,  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont, thinlcs  that  whenever  rumors 
arise  they  come  from  North  Dakota.  The 
rumors  came  from  farm  group  represent- 
atives in  Washington. 

I  wish  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
would  reassure  the  farmers  of  the  Na- 
tion that  he  has  no  intention  of  lower- 
ing the  support  levels  or  of  deleting  them. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  do  not  tiiink  he  can 
under  the  law  because  If  the  Senator 
will  read  title  3  of  the  act  of  1949.  he 
will  find  this  provision: 

Price  8up{>ort  shall,  insofar  as  feasible, 
be  made  available  to  producers  of  any  stor- 
able nonbasic  agricultural  commodity  for 
which  such  a  pro-am  U  In  effect  and  who  ar* 
complying  with  such  program. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  "If  It  Is  feasible."  But 
the  Secretary  can  say  that  price  sup- 
ports are  not  feasible,  and  can  elimi- 
nate the  supports  entirely.  Those  words 
indicate  very  plainly  that  supports  are 
entirely  optional.  The  Secretary  could 
find  that  they  were  not  feasible,  if  he 
wished  to.  Ansnjiay,  if  my  friend  from 
Vermont  is  correct,  what  is  his  objection 
to  the  amendment? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  act  of  1949  contains 
a  table  providing  a  minimum  support 
level  for  storable  honbasics  from  90  to 
75  percent;  and  then  there  is  a  proviso 
which  might  permit  the  Secretary  to  go 
below  75  percent,  which  reads  as  follows: 

Provided.  That  the  level  of  prlc^  support 
may  be  less  than  the  minimum  ijevel  pro- 
vided In  the  foregoing  table  if  the  Secre- 
tary, after  examination  of  the  availability 
of  funds  for  mandatory  price-support  pro- 
grams and  consideration  of  the  other  fac- 
tors specified  In  section  401  (b),  determines 
that  such  lower  level  Is  desirable  and  proper. 

In  other  words,  if  there  were  not 
enough  money  to  support  everything, 
then  the  basic  commodities  would  have 
preference.  But  if  the  money  were  avail- 
able, the  Secretary  would  be  supporting 
other  commodities  already  at  between 
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75  and  90  percent.  If  they  were  storable— 
and  all  the  commodities  we  are  discuss- 
ing are  stoinable. 

I  do  not  know  that  the  Senator's 
amendment  would  change  the  law  at  an. 
except  that  the  present  law  sajrs  that 
If  the  Secretary  runs  out  of  funds,  the 
iMsic  commodities  shall  have  preference 
Mr.  YOUNG.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  danger  of  the  Secretary  running  out 
of  funds.  I  remember  last  June,  when 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  wanted  to 
raise  the  borrowing  authority  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

The  PRESmma  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota has  expired. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  yield  myself  10  addi- 
tional minutes. 

I  remember  when  there  was  a  rush 
to  increase  the  borrowing  authority  to 
$8,500,000,000.  I  believed  there  was  an 
emergency.  I  b^eved  the  SecreUry.  I 
was  one  of  those  who  really  worked  to 
get  the  increased  borrowing  authority 
through  Congress.  My  friend,  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Delaware  [VLr. 
Wn-LiAMsl.  did  not  think  there  was  any 
need  for  it.  I  think  he  proved  to  be 
right.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  of  that 
borrowing  authority  was  used. 

Only  recently  the  Department  of  Ag- 
riculture has  been  urging  another  in- 
crease of  $1,500,000,000  to  bring  the  bor- 
rowing authority  up  to  $10  bilUon.  Cer- 
tainly, in  view  of  the  present  crop  condi- 
tions, that  is  entirely  unnecessary.  I  do 
not  ttiink  the  administration,  will  be 
found  pushing  it  at  all. 

I  think  my  amendment  is  entirely  in 
order.    If  it  is  not  in  line  with  the  Re- 
publican pledges  hi  the  last  campaign,  I 
wish  some  Senator  would  rise  and  tell 
me  so.    If  I  am  misreading  the  Kasson. 
Minn.,  speech.  I  wish  some  Senator  would 
rise  and  tell  me  how  I  am  misreading  it. 
If  I  am  not  misreading  it,  then  I  thinlc 
it  is  time  that  the  Republican  Party 
kept  one  or  two  of  its  campaign  pledges 
Mr.  SCHOEPPEU    Mr.  President,  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  YOUNG.    I  yield. 
Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.    Again,  as  I  under- 
stand the  able  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kou,  he  recognizes  that  if  the  prices  are 
supported  permissively  under  his  amend- 
ment, and  if  the  production  should  reach 
such  a  quanUty  that,  in  the  judgment 
of  the  SecreUry  or  those  hi  charge  of  the 
enforcement  of  the  program,  it  became 
necessary  to  impose  acreage  quotas  or 
marketing    quotas,    then    the    Senator 
would  recognize  that  that  would  be  an 
order,  and  would  have  to  be  done.   That 
would   put  the  supports  on   the  same 
basis  as  those  for  wheat. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  The  Senator  has  been 
a  great  advocate  of  fiexible  supports 
This  is  fiexibility.  He  has  contended 
that  fiexibihty  would  Uke  care  of  the 
surpluses  of  corn  and  wheat  Is  the 
Senator  worrying  about  surpluses  of 
these  commodities  when,  after  10  or  12 
years,  we  do  not  have  surpluses,  but,  in 
fact,  have  shortages  at  present? 

Mr.  SCHOKITEL.  I  am  in  sympathy 
With  what  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kote  is  attempthig  to  do.  I  assure  him 
that  I  am;  but  I  also  want  to  be  sure 
that  the  record  will  be  clear  as  to  what 


bpropoMd  to  be  done.  It  might  become 
necessary  for  the  producers  of  these 
commodities  to  know  that  they  could 
stin  have  Imposed  on  them  acreage 
quotas  and  marketing  quotas,  the  same 
as  is  the  case  with  wheat.  Those  are 
things  I  wanted  to  be  sure  were  crystal 
clear  if  we  moved  into  such  a  program, 
so  that  there  would  be  no  misimder- 
standing. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Let  me  first  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  do  not  see  that  the 
Senator's  proposed  amendment  changes 
the  practical  effect  of  the  present  law. 
except  insofar  as  the  present  law  pro- 
vides that  if  there  is  not  money  enough 
to  go  around,  it  wiU  be  necessary  to  re- 
duce w  eliminate  price  supports  for 
Qonbastcs.  because  the  basics  would  have 
first  call  on  the  money. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  if  he  agrees  th%t  the 
present  law  does  give  the  Secretary 
authority  to  require  compliance  with 
acreage  allotments  and  controls  in  re- 
turn for  price  supports.  If  the  Senator 
does  agree  that  the  Secretary  has  au- 
thority to  require  compliance  with  acre- 
age allotments.  I  would  have  no  objec- 
tion to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  take  it  that  the  Secre- 
tary does  have  such  authority. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Ttiis  year,  when  large 
acreages  were  diverted  from  cotton  and 
wheat,  we  found  an  increase  in  oats  of 
106.7  percent,  in  barley  of  151  percent, 
in  rye  of  123.4  percent,  and  in  sorghum 
of  148.1  percent  above  last  year. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  understand  the  Sec- 
retary does  have  authority  to  control 
production. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield? 

'    Mr.  YOUNG.    I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Delaware. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  understand  that 
imder  the  existing  law  the  Secretary  has 
the  authority  to  fix  supports,  but  it  is 
not  mandatory.  Under  the  proposed 
amendment,  it  would  be  mandatory  that 
the  Secretary  fix  supports  at  from  75  to 
90  percent  Is  that  correct? 
Mr.  YOUNG.  Yes. 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  amendment  of 
the  Senator  fnun  North  Dakota  would 
make  mandatory  that  which  the  Sec- 
retary merely  has  discretionary  author- 
ity to  do  under  the  law.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Yes. 
\Ui.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  wouW 
have  no  objection  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  if  I  were 
sure  that  the  Secretary  now  has  fuU 
authority  to  require  compliance  with 
acreage  allotments  in  return  for  price 
supports.  I  would,  however,  like  to  have 
the  opinion  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  AirDssaoM]  as  to  whether 
he  believes  the  Secretary  now  has  au- 
thority to  require  compliance. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  speak  to  the  question  after 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  has  com- 
pleted his  remarks,  but  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  quite  obviously  does  not  have 
control  over  marketing  quotas.  He  may 
be  able  to  stretch  the  law  so  as  to  apply 
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It  to  acreage  allotmaits.  but  not  to  mar- 
keting qix>tas. 

Mr.  THYE.    Mr.  President.  wlU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  YOUNO.    I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.    If  we  are  to  have  a  pro- 
gram that  is  administratively  poasible 
the  SecreUry  of  Agriculture  must  be 
given  the  opportimlty  to  control  the  di- 
verted acres,  and  he  must  have  the  au- 
thority to  control  the  number  of  acres 
planted  to  oats,  barley,  rye.  and  even  to 
soybeans  and  fiax.    Unless  the  Secretary 
is  given  such  authorization,  it  win  do 
htUe  good  to  restrict  the  numbers  of 
acres  devoted  to  wheat  or  com  in  the 
northern  regions  if  at  the  same  time  in 
the  delU  areas  of  the  Southern  SUtes. 
com  can  be  planted,  because  by  ushig' 
irrigation  methods  on  that  land  fannen 
can  produce  more  com  per  acre  than  can 
be  produced  in  the  North.    Therefore, 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
North  DakoU,  which  I  am  cosponsoring. 
would  give  some  control  over  the  diverted 
acres,  and  some  control  over  the  number 
of  acres  planted  to  oats,  barley,  and 
rye.    Chily  in  that  manner  can  there  be  a 
program  under  which  it  win  be  admin- 
istraUvely  possible  to  control  the  overaU 
production.    If    barley    and    oats    are 
aUowed  to  be  overproduced,  they  wtQ 
become  competitive  with  com.  and  as  a 
result  we  wiU  find  com  cribs  sealed  up, 
and  oats  and  barley  going  Into  feed' 
rations  not  only  for  hogs,  but  in  some 
insUnces  for  poultry  and  beef  cattle. 

Therefore,  the  amendment  of  the^Sen- 
ator  from  North  DakoU,  making  it  man-  - 
datory,  and  discretionary  within  the 
limits  provided  to  fix  support  prices  at  ^ 
between  75  and  90  percent  of  parity,  is 
absolutely  sound.  It  would  give  the  Sec- 
retary authority  to  Umit  the  number  of 
acres  planted  to  those  crops  mentioned 
in  the  amendment.  Unless  such  author- 
ity is  put  into  the  law,  it  wlU  not  be  ad- 
ministratively jx>ssible  to  fimction  imder 
the  law,  and  it  wiU  not  be  possible  to 
control  the  surpluses.  Senators  who 
have  any  knowledge  of  planting  should 
know  that  If  Senators  do  not  have  that 
knowledge,  they  are  working  In  a  vacuum 
of  misimdersUnding. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President  the  ex- 
isting law  is  so  strict  that  I  cannot  plant 
any  more  rye  on  diverted  acres  thin  the 
Secretary  aUows  me  to.  Likewise.  I 
cannot  plant  any  more  barley,  oats,  or 
many  other  crops  than  the  Secretary . 
permits  me  to  plant 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  wiD 
the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  CaUfomia. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  merely  try- 
ing to  get  some  light  on  the  subject  in 
the  hope  that  a  satisfactory  area  of 
agreement  may  be  reached.  I  imder- 
stood  the  Senator  to  say  that  the  amoul- 
menb  would  fix  the  fuU  range  of  supports 
at  between  75  and  90  percent  of  parity. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  YOUNG.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Within  t>»««: 
UMige.  the  SecreUry  would  have  discre- 
tion to  fix  the  support  prices.  Is  that 
correct? 
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Itr.  YODNO.  He  would  have  com- 
plete discretion. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Secondly,  it  is  my 
understanding  that  in  the  event  the 
price  suppOTt  should  be  put  into  effect, 
there  te  now  in  the  law  sulBcient  author^ 
ity  to  give  the  Secretary  discretion  to 
impose  acreage  limitations.  From  the 
expIuiatioDS  which  have  been  made.  I 
am  not  clear  as  to  whether  the  Senator's 
-  statement  applied  only  to  acreage  limi- 
tation, in  the  event  a  fanner  went  out 
of  pnkhiction  of  wheat,  as  an  example, 
and  into  the  production  of  some  of  the 
other  named  commodities,  or  whether, 
once  having  put  the  support  into  effect, 
the  Secretary  would  "have  the  authority 
to  impose  acreage  limitations  on  new 
acres  or  acreage  which  had  never  been 
Idanted  to  wheat,  but  had  been  planted 
to  various  other  cmnmodities  mentioned 
in  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota. 

I  think  if  the  Senator  can  clear  that 
up  and  agree  that  the  Secretary  defi- 
nitely would  have  authority  to  impose 
acreage  limitations  on  noiiformer  wheat 
acreage  in  the  same  manner  in  which 
he  may  apply  limitations  on^  we  will  say. 
wheat,  then  we  shall  have  clarified  at 
least  one  basic  i>oint  at  issue. 

"Ux.  TOUNO.  1  am  advised  by  counsel 
for  the  Senate  Cominittse  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry,  that  the  Secretary 
now  has  authority  to  control  production 
of  such  commodities,  both  for  reasons 
of  price  support  and  for  cost  compliance. 

tSx.  SNOWLAND.  I  do  net  have  a 
copy  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
fromi  North  Dakota  before  me,  because 
<■  he  hAS  just  offered  it.  but,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  a  record  of  its  legisla- 
tive history.  I  should  like  tp  have  the 
Senator  state  whether  his  r^ly  applies 
to  each  and  every  one  of  th^lcommodi- 
ties  which  is  now  included  inlus  amend- 
ment. 

Mr;  YOUNQ.  1  understand  that  It 
^  Includes  oats,  barley,  rye,  soybeans,  and 
''  grain  sorghums.  Most  of  those  com- 
modities are  now  supported  at  85  per- 
cent, or  near  parity. 

ICr.  KiraWLAND.  I  understand  that, 
but  I  was  impressed  as  well  by  the  state- 
ment of  the. Senator  from  TCftTi«aiT  [Mr. 
ScHOKPPK],  who  raised  a  question  as  to 
whether  this  was  *o  oecome  a  directive, 
so  to  speak,  though  the  option  existed  as 
between  75  and  90  percent.  The  Senator 
from  Kansas  wished  to  be  satisfied  that 
the  law  would  provide  that  the  Secretary 
would  have  the  same  power  of  acreage 
limitation  he  has  in  the  case  of  the  basic 
commodities,  once  supports  are  given  to 
the'se  commodities,  for  each  and  every 
one  of  them. 

If  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  can 
assure  the  Senate,  the  Secretary  would 
have  that  authority,  so  that  the  legis- 
lative history  will  be  complete  and  can- 
not be  challenged,  then  I  tUnk  we  shall 
have  at  least  t^e  facts  upon  which  the 
Senate  can  vote. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  wish  to  assure  my 
friend  from  California  the  Secretary 
would  not  have  the  full  authority  he  has 
on  ttie  basic  commodities.  On  the  basic 
commodities  the  Secretary  can  ask  for 
acreage  allotments  or  quotas.  The  Sec- 
retary would  not  have  the.  same  author- 


ity in  the  case  of  these  commodities  as 
he  would  have  in  the  case  of  the  basic 
c(Hnmodities.  at  least  as  to  quotas.  The 
same  is  also  true  with  regard  to  m^ny 
other  commodities  which  are  now  b^ng 
supported,  siich  as  wool. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Let  me  say  I  have 
been  quite  impressed  with  the  reacting 
by  the  Senator  of  the  President's  speech 
at  Kasson.  Minn..^  in  relation  to  the 
treatment  of  certain  specified  commod- 
ities in  the  same  manner  the  basic  com- 
modities are  treated. 

I  submit,  as  a  matter  of  equity  gnd 
fairness,  that  if  the  Senator  is  going  to 
rely  upon  the  Kasson  speech  those  com- 
modities should  be  treated  in  a  compara- 
ble fashion  with  the  basic  commodities. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
should  be  prepared  to  take  the  other  side 
of  that  coin,  so  to  speak,  and  should  be 
prepared  to  permit ,  these  commociities 
which  are  going  to  be  covered  on  an 
optional  basis  between  75  and  90  peroent 
also  to  I  ear  the  other  responsibility: 
namely,  that  the  Secretary  will  have  the 
same  power  as  to  both  quotas  and  acre- 
age limitations  with  respect  to  these 
commodities  that  the  Secretary  has  in 
respect  to  thr  basic  commodities. 

I  understand  now  the  Senator  ffom 
North  Dakota  does  not  believe  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  that  pu- 
thority.  Would  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  be  prepared  to  ^ccept  an  amend- 
ment which  would  carry  out  both  the  im- 
plied and  apparently  the  express  state- 
ment of  •  the  President  that  those 
commodities  would  be  tnated  on  a  com- 
parable basis  with  the  basic  comnjod- 
ities;  which  would  require,  it  seems  to 
me,  at  least  the  same  power  as  to  both 
acreage  limitations  and  quotas? 

Mr.  YOUNG.     Mr.  President,  I  desire 

to  comment  upon  that  matter.  We 
have  been  talking  about  flexible  price 
supports. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time. of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
has  expired. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  yield  myself  10  min- 
utes more. 

For  many  months  the  proponents  of 
flexible  price  supports  have  been  pro- 
claiming to  the  public  that  flexible 
price  supports  will  solve  the  surplus 
problem,  tiiat  there  would  be  no  Sur- 
pluses if  we  only  had  flexible  price 
suppoits. 

We  are  not  asking  tor  rigid  price  sup- 
ports by  this  amendment.  We  are  ad- 
hering to  the  principle  of  flexible  ptice 
supports,  which  the  proponents  of  such 
price  supports  claim  will  take  care  of  the 
surpluses. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  full 
and  complete  authority  to  eliminate 
price  support^  or  to  require  strict  con- 
trols on  production  if  he  desires.  I  am 
not  willing  to  permit  any  more  regimen- 
tation, unless  the  Senator  from  Cftli- 
fomia  [Mr.  Knowland]  is  willing  to  ap- 
ply that  same  regulation  to  dairy  com- 
modities and  to  other  commodities.  If 
the  Senator  from  California  desires  to 
apply  that  principle  straight  across  the 
board.  I  would  be  willing  to  corisider  his 
proposal.     Otherwise  I  would  not.. 

Mr.  President,  on  July  1  of  thii  year 
the  expected  carryover  of  oats  was  esti- 


mated at  240  million  bushels.  In  1953 
the  carryover  was  254  million  bushels. 
In  1952  it  was  283  million  bushels.  The 
carryover  is  about  the  same  amount 
now,  if  not  less,  than  it  was  in  a|xy  year 
since  1945. 

The  expected  carryover  of  barley  is 
70  million  bushels.  We  had  a  carryover 
of  100  million  bushels  in  1949.  This 
carryover  is  approximately  at  the  same 
level  it  has  been  for  many  years. 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion  I  should 
like  to  read  a  letter  which  has  a  lot  of 
meaning  in  it.  I  hope  the  Senators  will 
listen  to  it. 

This  year  we  imported  151  million 
bushels  of  oats,  barley,  and  rye. 

The  letter  I  desire  to  read,  which  was 
published  in  the  Minot  Daily  Ilews  of 
August  5,  1954,  was  written  by  a  farmer 
who  lives  at  Northgate,  a  town  on  the 
border  of  Canada: 
Editor,  the  News: 

Being  a  farmer  in  the  Northgate  territory 
(a  border  town),  I  hare  witnessed  thousancU 
of  bushels  of  Canadian  grain  comluB  acrcws 
ttie  border.  Now  they  tell  me  that  ive  have 
to  cut  down  on  our  seeding  acreage^  and  to 
prepare  to  store  our  1954  crops  In  bins  on 
our  farms,  because  we  have  such  a  surplus. 

I  would  like  to  know  what  goes  on  with 
the  allotment  program  concernlnt  wheat 
acreage  and  so  on. 

We  are  to  cut  down  on  rye  acreage  next 
year,  and  yet  we  let  millions  of  bisihels  be 
Imported  from  Canada.  Why  should  we  have 
to  take  care  of  Canada's  surplus,  when  we 
have  no  room  for  our  own?  The  gr^in  com- 
ing across,  too.  takes  up  the  space  in  ^levators 
that  we  should  have,  and  will  need  badly, 
If  this  crop  comes  through,  and  yet  |Cr.  Ben- 
son tells  us  there  Is  no  room  to  store  our 
grain,  and  we  will  have  to  cut  down  on  seed- 
ing next  year. 

There  is  grain  stored  on  farms  from  laat 
year,  and  some  lii  poor  bins,  but  If  yo\i  go  to 
the  elevator  and  try  to  get  rid  of  It,  they  tell 
you  they  can't  take  It.  but  at  the  sabie  time 
there  Is  a  line  of  Canadian  trucks  80  roda 
long  loaded  with  grain,  coming  to  our  ele- 
vators;  they  find  a  place  to  ship  this. 

Doesn't  It  look  like  we  farmers  In  the 
United  States  of  America  should  be  first 
with  our  crops?  j 

I  believe  his  request  is  very  reason- 
able. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield 
some  time  to  me? 

Mr.  YOUNO.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hxnt- 
PHREY  ] . 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  should  like  to  say 
a  few  words  on  the  amendment  ofllered  by 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakotsa  [Mr. 
Yotmcl  of  which  I  am  proud  to  be  a 
sponsor. 

The  provision  in  the  pending  bill, 
S.  3052.  to  my  mind,  should  prevail  as 
legislative  policy.  That  provision  re- 
lates the  feed  grains  which  have  been 
mentioned — particularly  oats,  barley. 
rye,  and  grain  sorghums — to  the  price 
support  level  of  com,  on  the  basii  of  the 
feed  value  equivalent.  Simply  put,  that 
means  the  price  support  levels  of  these 
alternate  feed  grains,  wrach  are  inter- 
changeable with  corn  as  a  feed  gram, 
shall  be  related  directly  to  the  price  sup- 
port level  of  com,  which  is  a  basic  com- 
modity. 

It  is  true  at  the  present  time  that  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  in  settJing  the 
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price  supports  for  the  so-called  feed 
grains,  gives  a  great  deal  of  consideration 
to  the  feed  value  equivalent  compared 
with  com.  That  is  one  of  the  major 
factors  which  is  used  to  establish  the 
price-support  level  to  be  accepted  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  the  so-called 
feed  grains. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  (Mr.  AikekI  would  strike  from 
the  bill  section  204,  which  relates  to  these 
■  feed  grains.  The  amendment  would 
-strike  out  that  section  completely,  re- 
taming  the  provisions  of  law  presentlj* 
written.  The  law  as  presently  written  is 
now  operated  on  the  basis  of  what  we  caU 
the  modernized  parity  formula,  which, 
within  itself,  has  reduced  the  cash  price 
supports  for  feed  grains. 

The  provision  of  the  bill,  which  was 
adopted  by  a  majority  of  the  committee. 
would  relate  the  cash  price  on  feed  grains 
to  the  support  price  on  com,  on  an  equi- 
table IMisis.  In  other  words,  we  cannot 
use  the  old  parity  formula  on  one  com- 
modity and  the  new  parity  formula  on 
another  commodity  without  bavins 
some  gross  discrepancies. 

What  the  language  of  the  committee 
bill  would  do  is  to  place  all  these  com- 
modities on  n  uniform  standard  and  use 
as  the  common  denominator  the  feed 
value  equivalent. 

Such  a  prc>cediu*  is  plam  good  sense. 
After  all.  anybody  who  knows  the  differ- 
ence between  a  bucket  of  oats  and  a 
corncob  must  be  aware  that  there  is  a 
feed  value  relationship  between  these 
respective  grains.  As  has  been  pointed 
out  on  the  noor,  we  have  to  watch  what 
the  price  adjustments  are,  or  else  we  are 
going  to  have  one  commodity  all  sealed 
up  in  storage  bins  because  of  a  more 
favorable  price  under  the  loan  program, 
and  the  othei-  commodities  bemg  sold  m 
the  cash  market  and  nooding  the  market. 
Th^  purpo.se  of  the  provision  in  the 
committee  bill  was  to  make  the  appro- 
priate adjustments.  More  than  that,  I 
think  the  puiT?ose  of  the  committee  bill 
was  to  tell  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
very  frankly  what  the  standards  would 
be  for  setting  the  price  of  these  grains 
on  the  price- support  program. 

It  might  be  said.  "There  is  wide  discr«. 
tionary  authority  under  the  present  leg- 
islation. Why  do  we  need  new  legisla- 
tion?" 

I  am  going  to  be  very  honest.  I  do 
not  trust  the  Secretry  of  Agriculture.  I 
frankly  do  not  put  any  faith  in  what  the 
Secretary  is  going  to  do. 

There  is  wide  discretion  under  the 
present  law.  Uterally  from  lero  to  90 
percent.  The.  Senator  from  Vermont 
(Mr.  AiKKH]  says  that  with  respect  to 
feed  grains  the  present  law  is  in  essence 
mandatory.  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont, if  the  provisions  of  law  are  man- 
datory why  are  they  not  under  those 
sections  of  the  bUl  which  provide  for 
mandatory  price  supports? 

The  present  a^icultural  legislation, 
the  act  of  1949.  has  a  section  caUed 
Mandatory  Piice  Supports. 

Included  to  mandatory  price  supports 
are  those  basic  commodiUes:  included 
m  mandatory  price  supports  are  dairy 
products,  75  Xo  90  percent.  The  feed 
grains  are  included  under  that  section 
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which  covers  discretionary 


of  the  bill 
authority. 

I  have  no  faith  in  the  discreUoniiry 
authority  of  the  present  Secretary  of 
Agriculture.  He  has  already  proved  to 
me  beyond  shadow  of  a  doubt  that  he  is 
primarily  interested  in  lowering  feed 
bosts.  He  is  primarily  interested  in 
lowering  agricultural  prices.  He  is  pri- 
nxarily  determined  to  lower  agricultural 
income. 

I  will  say  for  the  Secretary  that  he  is 
blunt  about  it.  He  says  he  thinks  the 
farmers  ought  to  have  a  little  downward 
adjustment.  He  looks  upon  price 'sup- 
ports si8  a  sort  of  emergency  exit  for 
farmers.  He  has  a  kind  of  "parachute" 
philosophy  of  agricultural  economics.  In 
other  words,  if  everytWng  blows  up  and 
it  looks  as  if  there  is  to  be  general  dis- 
aster, he  will  provide  some  sort  of  little 
parachute  for  the  farmer  possibly  to 
gUde.  without  too  much  disaster  to  him 
individually,  into  the  bottom  of  the  val- 
ley. I  have  no  faith  in  that  kind  of 
philoaophy.  I  would  be  less  than  candid 
with  my  colleagues  and  with  myself  if 
I  did  not  say  so. 


I  have  In  my  hand  a  listing  of  tlie  x«> 
spective  States  of  the  Union  which  prt>- 
duce  a  substantial  or  major  part  of  the 
feed  gram  production  in.  this  Nation. 
For  example,  the  State  of  Minnesota  pro- 
duced 1,742.000  bushels  of  rye  in  1952-  of 
oats,  we  produced  204,555  bushels;' of 
barley,  we  produced  28,400  bushels;  of 
soybeans.  21.945,000  bushels.  The  flgur* 
on  soybeans  has  gone  up  since  that  time, 
because  there  is  more  shifting  to  soy- 
bean production. 

In  other  States  a  comparable  situation 
is  foimd.  Nebraska  produced  46,6264KM 
bushels  of  oats,  and  ir«n«FaB  produced 
18,142.000  bushels  of  oats  and  18.536.000 
bushels  of  grain  sorghums. 

One  can  go  from  State  to  State  and 
And  that  the  feed  grains  accoimt  for  a 
good  part  of  the  cash  income  and.  of 
course,  a  very  substantial  part  of  the 
feed  that  is  used  on  the  farm  for  the 
purposes  of  catUe  production,  livestock, 
and  pork  production. 

So  the  purpose  of  the  committee  bill 
was  to  stabUlae  the  price  relationahips. 
That  is  the  only  way  any  reasonable  con- 
trol can  be  exercised  over  the  balance  of 


Vtom^r.  I  h.ve  lo<*.<l  .t  the  char.,     p^^u^^  or  .-.^S^'LS^SI?^ 


which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
sent  in.  In  those  charts  he  tried  to 
point  out  how  small  a  proportion  of 
agricultural  itK»me  came  from  the  so- 
called  basic  commodities.  The  purpose 
of  those  charts  was  to  tell  the  Members 
of  the  Senate 

The  FRBSIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has 
expired. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  My  I  ask  for  addi- 
tional time? 

Mr.  YOUNO.     How  much  addiUonal 
time  does  the  Senator  wish? 
.  Mr.  HUMPHREY.    Ten  minutes 

Mr.  YOUNO.  I  yield  an  additional 
10  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  purpose  of 
those  charts  was  to  show  to  Members  of 
the  Senate  that  such  a  small  amoimt  of 
agricultural  Income  came  from  the  basics 
that  there  was  no  use  becoming  excited 
over  90  percent  price  support  upon  those 
commodiUes.  But.  Mr.  President.  I  no- 
ticed m  those  charts  that  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  did  not  suggest  a  program 
which  would  strengthen  the  price  sup- 


among    these    altemata    feed 


duction 
grains. 

The  amendment  which  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Youkg]  offers 
is  but  an  attempt  to  rescue  soniething. 
It  is  an  attempt  to  get  something  better 
than  we  now  have.  It  should  be  done  on 
the  basis  of  the  feed  value  equivalenta  of 
the  respective  grains  as  related  to  the 
feed  value  of  com.  which  is  the  basic 
commodity  and  basic  feed.  That  is  the 
way  m  which  the  program  ought  to  be 
operated. 

Very  Uttle  argument  to  the  contrary 
can  be  produced.  Those  who  have 
studied  this  picture  on  the  basis  of  sci- 
enUfic  objecUvity,  those  who  have 
looked  at  it  as  producers,  as  feeders,  as 
scientiste.  as  economists,  will  agree  with 
the  position  taken  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Minnesota,  namely,  that  the  feed 
value  equivalent  related  to  com  should 
be  the  ba«is  of  price  sujH>prt. 

We  now  have  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  to  amend 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  IMr.  Aiksw].  The  purpose  of 
the   amendment   of   the   Senator   troax 


•"^  ^HlL  us  Who  are  joining  With  him  is  to  see 
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As  has  been  related  «on  the  floor  ^,^ 
President  of  the  United  ^tates.  as-a  can- 
didate, promised  that  the  nonperishable 
crops  would  be  given  the  same  protection 
as  that  available  to  the  major  cash  crops. 
Frankly  this  amendment  should  read 
"from  82»^  to  90.-  That  is  the  same 
kind  of  protection. 

If  there  is  r«al  concern  as  to  whether 
the  pledges  were  tacit,  as  I  heard  the 
majority  leader  say  a  while  ago.  that 
concern  went  out  the  window  yesterday 
by  the  action  of  the  Senate.  Let  not  the 
mantle  of  purity  and  poUtical  integrity 
be  picked  up  at  this  date  in  the  Senate 
by  the  majority  leader  and  others.  We 
threw  that' off  by  a  majority  vote  m  the 
Senate  yesterday.         ^v 

When  we  speak  of  feed  grains  we  are 
talking  about  a  great  share  of  agricul- 
tural income;  we  are  «^"f'ng  about  thou- 
sands of  farmers. 


^  that  the  Secretary  is  at  least  re- 
stricted between  the  75-  to  90-percent 
parity  ngures.  so  he  will  not  go  away 
down  the  ladder  or  the  first  excuse,  so 
h'j  will  at  least  have  to  make  his  discre- 
tionary authority  operate  within  "'those 
Umited  confines. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota answered  all  questions,  insofar  as 
controls  are  concerned,  when  he  pototed 
out  that  those  who  argue  for  flexible 
price  supports  think  they  have  the  "mh-- 
acle  cxire"  for  surplus  production.  This 
is  some  kind  of  new — what  did  they  call 
the  old  medicine  shows  they  used  to 
have?  It  is  like  the  old  linimenta 
Ward's  liniment  was  the  name  I  was  try- 
ing to  think  of.  I  remember  that  we 
used  to  have  Ward's  liniment  on  the 
shelves  in  the  drugstore.  I  can  still  see 
it.  Ward's  liniment  was  sold  fot  every- 
thing from  dandruff  to  warts.    It  cured 
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floe  of  everything  from  influraifty^down 
to«Brlgbt's  dineaae.  Thiit  may  be 
pared  to  what  are  ealled  flexible 
supports.  Just  name  the  problem  in  ag- 
riculture and  apply  those  simple  words, 
"flexiUe  price  supports."  and  the  difB- 
culty  aU  evaporates. 

While  Ward's  liniment  was  a  fine 
product  in  a  (biigstore.  on  which  the 
^bvggist  made  a  reasonably  good  profit,. 
I'  am  here  to  say,  as  one  who  spent  a 
little  time  in  that  field,  that  it  did  not 
perform  all  the  miracle  cures  claimed, 
but  it  did  have  a  certain  amount  of  psy- 
chologlcal  value  because  ot  its  presence. 

BCr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  jrield. 

Mr.  KERR.  Did  the  Senator  ever  hear 
of  Hadacel? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes;  I  have  heard 
of  that,  too. 

»  Mr.  KERR.  I  should  Uke  to  say  it 
promised  even  more  and  delivered  less 
than  flexible  price  supports. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor. I  have  heard  that  Hculacol.  how- 
ever, did  deliver  some  pretty  good  mone- 
tary rewards,  even  If  it  did  not  deliver 
the  cure,  without  any  reference  to  the 
quality  of  the  product. 

Finally.  I  hope  thiU:  the  legislative  in- 
terpretation of  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  (Mr.  Yottng] 
would  include  what  are  now  the  pres- 
ent standards  for  adjusting  price-sup- 
port levels  on  feed  grains.  I  recall  that 
when  we  debated  and  argued,  in  the 
Senate  committee,  over  the  committee 
language  in  S.  3052,  the  majority  bill. 
we  pohited  out  then  that  one  of  the 
standards  the  Secretary  used  to  estab- 
lish price  supports  for  feed  grain?,  and 
possibly  .the  most  important  standard. 
was  the  feed  value  equivalent  to  that  of 
com.  I  wish  to  make  sure  that  that  is 
included  in  the  general  legislative  his- 
tory. I  have  heard  nothing  which  .would 
deny  that  it  was  being  included,  but  we 
want  to  make  sure  that  the  Secretary 
is  not  just  again  plasring  a  game  of 
arithmetic,  but  rather,  is  trying  to  relate 
this  to  the  problem  of  agricultural  eco- 
nomics and  the  problem  of  production. 

Mr.  President.  I  as'k  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  a  statement  which  I  have 
prepared  upon  mandatory  supports  for 
feed  grains  included  at  this  point  in  the 
Rbcoko,  along  with  a  number  of  tables 
which  apply  to  the  committee  Ibill  as 
well  as  to  the  amendn^ent  which  is  be- 
fore the  Senate.  Along  with  those  are 
included  tables  which  relate  to  the  acre- 
age and  farm  value  of  different  feed 
crops  in  several  States  of  the  Union  in 
the  year  1952. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  accompanying  tables  were  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Rzcord,  as 
follows: 

STATKMKNT  BT   SeMATOK   HtnCFRXZT   OK   Mam- 
OATOBT   SrPFOBTS   FOR   FIXD   GRAINS 

On  September  6.  1952.  at  Kasson.  Minn., 
the  then  RepubUcan  candidate  ^or  President 
declared : 

"As  provided  In  the  RepubUcan  platform, 
the  nonperishable  crops  so  important  to  the 
diversified  farmer — crops  such  as  oats,  bar- 
ley, rye,  and  soybeans — should  be  given  the 
same  protection  as  available  to  the  major 
cash  orops." 


Sectioa  904  of  the  farm  bill  would  nwke 
good  that  promise. 

It  proTldes  mandatory  rather  than  dlsere- 
tbmary  price  support  through  1956  for  yro- 
duoers  of  ocOs.  rye.  barley,  and  grain  »or- 
ghuma. . 

It  llnitt  the  support  levels  for  these  alter- 
native feed  supplies  to  the  support  level  for 
com.  on  the  basis  of  the  feed-value  ratio. 

I  believe  this  Is  the  fairest  and  soundest 
method  of  determining  the  support  level  for 
these  competitive  feed  grains,  to  keep  from 
upsetting  nc^mal  and  proper  marketing  rela- 
tionships between  them. 

We  have  seen  how  easily  marketing  eon- 
dltlons  could  be  upeet  by  distorting  price 
relationship  between  commodities  that  com- 
pete with  each  other.  The  most  recent  ex- 
ample la  the  relationship  between  cotton- 
seed and  soybeans,  where  I  regret  to  say  that 
there  Is  evidence  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture playing  one  against  the  other  to  the 
detriment  of  both. 

Feed  grains  are  used  Interchangeably.  The 
feed-value  eqxilvalent  seems  the  logical  way 
to  establish  and  maintain  proper  pric^  Rela- 
tionships. 

If  the  Department  of  Agriculture  does  not 
now  have  adequate  statistical  evidence  to 
support  findings  on  feed  value  equivalents. 
It  should  have.  I  regret  to  say  that  there 
have  been  too  many  indications  of  the  De- 
partment acting  arbitrarily  in  setting  tup- 
°  port  levels  on  some  of  these  commodities 
without  due  regard  to  the  effect  it  would 
have  on  the  competing  commodities. 

Perhaps  we  need  some  feeding  experiments 
conducted  by  our  agricultural  experiment 
stations  imder  various  conditions  in  vatlous 
areas  to  properly  determine  the  feed  value 
relationship  between  these  feed  grains  upon 
whldh  a  piroper  ratio  of  price-support  levels 
could  be  established.  By  placing  respon- 
sibility upon  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture to  use  the  feed  value  equivalent  aa  the 
basis  of  determining  the  support  level.  I  be- 
lieve we  are  quite  properly  calling  for  es- 
tablishment of  such  standards,  even  if  they 
must  be  achieved  on  an  experimental  |>asis 
subject  to  adjustment  on  the  basis  of  actual 
feeding  tests. 

Failure  to  provide  better  assurance  of  pup- 
port  lor  these  commodities  In  any  farm  bill 
coming  out  of  this  Congress  would  be  break- 
ing President  Eisenhower's  promise.  Ttiere 
were  no  "Ifs,"  "ands"  or  "huts"  about  this 
promise.  We  need  to  adopt  this  sectioti  to 
make  good  that  promise,  and  take  this  phase 
of  the  support  program  away  from  the  ar- 
bitrary discretion — or  indiscretion — of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  view  of  the  minority  of  the  commit- 
tee against  the  feed  grains  provisions  raises 
the  question  if  the  feed  grains  provUloti  of 
the  bill  sets  different  support  levels  for  the 
secondary  feed  grains  Inside  and  outside  the  / 
commercial  corn  area.  The  answer  to  that 
question  is  that  the  intent  of  the  provision 
Is  to  establish  supports  for  the  secondary 
grains  at  not  more  than  90  percent  of  old 
parity   formula   price,    as    is    established   for 


corn  In  existing  legislation <::and  not  \Hn  than 
a  feed  value  equivalent  level  to  the  level  at 
which  corn  is  supported  within  the  com- 
mercial corn  area. 

The  producers  of  the  secondary  feed  grains 
and  the  farm  organizations  who  represent 
them  have  never  accepted  the  validity  of  the 
rollback  or  so-called  modernized  parity,  for- 
mula In  Its  application  to  these  commodities. 
The  theory  of  the  rollback  formula  la  that 
the  10-year  moving  average  gadget  will  cause 
calculated  parity  prices  to  move  toward  , 
sotne  kind  of  normal  or  free  markiet  price 
reflecting  \mderlylng  changes  In  supply  and 
demand  forces.  This  concept  itself  Is.  In 
the  first  place,  inconsistent  logically  with 
the  equity  content  of  the  parity  idea.  The 
rollback  feature  means  that  when  a  com- 
modity gets  into  trouble  and  needs  price 
support  assistance  the  formula  works  year 
after  year  for  10  years  to  bring  about  a  lower 
parity  price,  and  thereby  a  lower  support 
level. 

The  theory  of  the  rollback  idea  was  that 
while  years  of  lower  prices  would  p<ill  down 
the  parity  level,  on  the  other  hand,  yean  of 
higher  prices  would  pull  parity  back  up. 
But  in  the  case  of  these  secondary  feed 
grains,  the  formula  has  not  worked  out  that 
way.  Imports  from  Canada  combined  with 
special  efforts  of  the  Oovernment  to  en- 
courage Increased  production  in  war  years 
have  both  worked  to  hold  down  prices  in 
years  of  scarcity  and  to  make  prides  lower 
than  they  would  otherwUe  be  evea  in  low 
price  years.  Thus  the  so-called  modernized 
formula  had  only  one  way  to  work-^that  U 
to  push  down  the  parity  price  y^ar  after 
year. 

If  farmers  had  not  been  encouraged  by  the 
Government  to  grow  ample  suppllea  of  oats, 
rye.  barley,  and  grain  sorghums,  the  market 
prices  of  these  commodities  would  have  been 
considerably  higher  during  the  Korean  war 
than  they  were.  It  was  in  the  national  in- 
terest and  in  the  best  interest  of  the  free 
world  that  Increased  supplies  of  these  im- 
portant grains  were  produced,  but,  and  for 
that  very  reason,  we  should  not  alliow  some 
automatically  operating  mathematical  gadg- 
et in  our  prlce-suppcrt  laws  to  penalize  the 
farmers  who  reacted  so  patrlotlcalljy  to  the 
national  need. 

Every  time  In  the  past  few  years  that  oata. 
barley,  rye.  or  grain  sorghums  price*  started 
to  rise  and  thus  incorporate  higher  market 
prices  in  the  lO-year  moving  average  of  the 
so-called  modernized  parity  formula,  a  flood 
of  Imports  from  Canada  would  (k'ive  the 
price  back  down.  Yes.  we  should  haVe  an  in- 
ternationalist foreign  policy.  But  I  don't 
think  the  entice  cost  of  an  intelligent  for- 
eign policy  should  be  charged  to  the  pro- 
ducers of  the  feed  grains  by  the  mochanlcal 
operation  of  the  10-year  moving  average  In 
the  rollback  parity  formula  or  any  other  way 
except  through  means  shared  by  all  the  peo- 
ple. These  Canadian  Imports  come  In  and 
prevent  the  free  market  price  of  theae  grains 
from  rising  as  the  theory  supposed  they 
would. 


195.3  IMPORT?^  OF  C.\\.\DIAV  0RAIN">; 


Januarj' i 

Fcbruai-y 

March 

April .J 

May 

June 

July... 

AUftUEt... 

September *■■ 

Pctohor. .Ti. 

Kovember 

Uecemlicr 

Total 

In  bond  Jan.  1, 1954 


Oa|s 


Harloy 


Ryr 


4-ill. 

7(«. 

4:«i. 

H7I. 

'•tit. 

21«. 


Wi 
AVA 
1?71 
0<il 

:»7 

<m 

(117 
:». 

Ml 
S30 


8fi.  MH.  f-27 
6.  7fl|(.  484 


1.411.fM2 
7>>2,(I24 
21 «,  .'■,h9 
?,  ;j.M.  AfA 
?,  :»hK.  Zll 
1,.M«.  h7.'> 
2,14h,  .'iy 
4.221,222 
4.  2fW>,  a22 

^3»■|«'.:^ll 

fi.  WA/AX, 
4.  0<V>. .').% 

34,  HH. :«« 
2,  723,  Mb 


47n.  9R4 

.Vonr 

41fi.  iH« 

1,  ■'■24.  47.'. 
W\.  3>*7 
:.22.  3»4 
im,  04J« 

1.3(17.  Wl 

2.371.316 

S24.  f.73 

4,  31«v.  3N« 

2.  .■i37.  22.5 

1.5,  H<V,.  !<3S 
702.  (KM) 


Feed  whea: 


Total 


83f..M0 

2»1.013 

381.775 

.143.542 

T>Z\  M2 

4«fi.852 

3.52.281) 

11.090 

12.297 

ft,  500 

729,  495 

321,,50fi 


8,  781, «» 
5,  522.  95' I 
3,733.623 

11.025.652 

10.  .vjn.a^i 
fi,  907,  458 

9,  941.  854) 
12.410.430 
13.  51 Z  331 
15,  UK),  325 
t4.  9.59,  OfiO 
17.079,120 


i  399,  542 

(') 


1«1.  475,  490 
do.  254, 129) 


'  Not  available. 
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1964  IMPORTS  OF  CANADIAN 

ORAIN8 

Oates 

Barlry 

Kys 

Feed  wheat 

Total 

January „. 

Fchruary. .,  . 

March 

],7t)6, 160 
1.  910,  667 
1,741.666 
3.64ZiaO 

298.827 

713,342 

606.341 

7,iH5.n«3 

60^111 
606.046 
221.  471 
.'54,  113 

472.302 

177,234 
174,274 
6»Q,J27 

2,532  200 
3.49^I78 

Ai>rll ' 

^73^64l 

7,83Z653 

.  Total 

\  900,531 
4,5(X),000 

a.  000, 000 

4.565,273 
3.400,000 
2,  MX).  000 

1,526,740 

1,  506,  137 
600.000 
800,000 

May' c-— "1 

June  ' ^. '.'.'. 

Jfi,587,681 
8.500.000 
6.300.000 

Total 

16.  4«U.  531 

10;  45.5,  273 
19,000 

1,  536,  740 
3,228,000 

Z906,137 
347,000 

In  bond  July  2,    054 

31. 387.  r,Nl 



3.694.000 

» I'r* llminary,  based  on  Canadian  reporU of  Iniled  States  Imports. 


total  cropland  harvested  flgtire.  I  aak  unan- 
imous consent  to  Inaert  In  the  Rkxmb  these 
tables  of  Cena«B  Bureau  figtirea  showing  the 
acreage  harvested,  the  production  In  budkeia 
the  number  of  farms  producing,  and  the 
number  of  commercial  farms  In  selected 
States.  These  tables  prove  conclusively  that 
the  feed  grains  covered  by  this  provision  rec- 
ommended by  the  majority  of  your  Commit- 
tee on  Agriculture  are  very  Important  in 
the  farm  situation  in  varlotis  States: 

Acreage  and  farm  value  of  different  field 
crops  in  Minnesota.  19S2 
[Apicultural  ."ttatiiitics.  19531 


CANADIAN  VXBSTT8  UNnTO  STATES  OaAlN 

It  is  reason:ible  to  asume  that  every  bushel 
of  CanadUn  foed  grain  replaced  United  States 
grain  in  domestic  consumption  causing  CCC 
to  take  over  an  equivalent  amount  under 
price-support  programs. 

The  following  table  shows  the  country 
warehouse  cost  for  handling  and  storage  of 
an  equivalent  amount  of  grain  the  first 
year.  If  the  Kraln  has  to  be  moved  to  termi- 
nal storage,  there  would  be  additional  cosU 
for  weighing,  InspecUon,  and  transportation. 

i*»'» in2.flrM.l.ViXI.V4  f»nt.i-$15.M7,  240.33 

l\»rU'y 4.V24fl.fifl«xaf)  Hcenus-     9.411   UST)  53 

?>'■;  -   30.B21,00HX21.3renU.-    4,392,415;28 

Fwd  wheat 7, 305.  679X22.  3  cvaUm    },  «3u  lee  42 


Total 176.061.171  31.28n.75XftB 

Plorairo  post  per  t-iontb ^  SMi.  729  38 

Storage  cost  per  cay . ^         86^890^98 

•  Includes  rye  i  i  bond.  July  1. 1954. 

Aside  from  the  Oovernment  requests  for 

Increased    prcductlon    in    wartime    and    the 

Canadian  ImporU.  other  factors  have  inter- 

vened  to  prevent  the  transitional  parity  from 

I  •  achieving  a  fiilr  balance. 

During  every  crisis  such  as  wartime  prtce 
ceUlngs  have  been  invoked  at  100  percent 
of  parity.  As  a  result,  with  no  opportunity 
for  periods  of  high  prices  to  offset  periods 
of  low  prices,  the  only  direction  tha  10-year 
moving-average  could  go  Is  down. 

Thus  so-called  modernized  parity  for  these 
products  has  been  constanUy  down,  pre- 
vented by  wartime  demands  and  good  inter- 
national poUcy  from  rising  as  in  theory  they 
were  supposed  to  do.  The  result  Is  that  all 
of  the  forces  are  tending  to  drive  down  the 
modernlaed  parity  price  of  these  commodities 
toward  zero.  The  report  of  the  majority  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  shows  what 
has  happened  to  the  so-called  effective  parity 
prices  of  these  commodities.  Barley  parity 
dropped  from  the  $1.73  per  bushel  level  to 
$1.36;  oats  from  11.12  to  88  cent&j)er  bushel- 
rye,  ta.oa  to  $1.71.  and  grain  sorghums  from 
•3.39  per  hundredweight  to  92.M. 

Secretary  Benson's  action  dropping  the 
supporta  of  three  of  these  grains  by  another 
6  percent  from  1963  to  1954  will  have  the 
effect  for  the  next  10  year*  of  still  further 
reducing  the  so-called  modernixed  parity 
price.  It  wlU  t>e  1960  before  the  depre«slnK 
effect  of  his  action  of  reducing  supports  for 
1954  will  have  worked  itsell  out  of  the 
10-year  movluK  acreage. 

Because   these  commodities   have   already 
been  on  rollback  parity  ever  since  1949  the 
minority  view   is  able   to  attempt   ridicule 
Instead   of   stable   argument   to   oppose   the 
support  levels  the  majority  has  recommended 
for  the  secondary  feed  grains  In   this  bill 
They  point  ou-w  that  the  levels  we  urge  are 
above  90  percent  of  the  new  parity  formula 
What  they  dont  point  out  is  that  the  pro- 
posed leveU  vary  between  68  and  90  percent 
w*,"**  ^'^*  parity  price  of  these  commodities 
What  they  don  t  point  out  U  that  whUe  they 
propose  to  hold  com  at  the  old  parity  price 
they  attempt  to  force  the  other  feed  grains 
Into  accepting  a  secondary  position  because 
these  grains  have  ah-eady  been  put  on  the 
sliding    parity    fohmula.     Since   all   of   these 
feed    grains    compete    in    the    market    with 
corn,  and  In  many  areas  compel*  for  land. 


capital,  and  labor  resources  common  sense 
requires  that  support  levels  of  the  different 
feed  grains  be  kept  in  a  reasonable  relation- 
ahip  to  each  other. 

This  Is  what  the  proposal  of  the  majority 
of  your  committee  has  recommended.  A 
pound  of  n^at.  or  milk,  or  eggs  is  Just  the 
same  regardless  of  which  kind  of  grain  the 
livestock  ate.  I  understand  the  animal  is 
Just  as  happy.  The  meat  is  Just  as  valuable, 
and  scientiflc  feeding  ratios  considered,  the 
different  feeds  are  worth  Just  as  much  for 
feed. 

I  am  not  opposed  to  Arm  adequate  sup- 
porU  for  the  so-caUed  basic  commodities. 
I  feel  that  we  must  provide  that.  But  I  do 
want  to  say  this.  Any  product  that  a  farm 
family  produces  is  a  basic  to  that  family. 
The  farmer  that  depends  for  his  Income  upon 
the  production  of  rye  or  oats  or  grain  sor- 
ghtuns  U  as  dependent  upon  the  prices  and 
income  from  his  commodities  as  are  the 
producers  of  dairy  products,  cotton,  wheat, 
or  any  other  of  the  so-QaUed  basics.  And' 
whether  there  are  10,000  or  1  million  farmers 
In  total  who  produce  that  commodity  makes 
no  real  difference  in  that  regard. 

This  body  has  already  acted  to  extend  100 
percent  of  parity  price  supports  to  the  pro- 
ducers of  wool.  And  I  am  for  that,  particu- 
larly since  the  supports  wiU  be  carried  out 
by  means  of  production  payments  to  farmers. 
My  point  U  that  there  are  few  if  any  more 
wool  producers  than  there  are  producers  of 
oau.  barley,  grain  sorghums,  and  rye. 

The  present  law  provides  mandatory  sup- 
poru  for  tung  nuts.  There  are  more  rye  pro- 
ducers In  my  State  than  there  are  tung-nut 
producers  In  the  entire  United  States.  And 
I  favor  price  supports  for  tung-nut  producers 
and  for  peanut  producers,  but  there  are 
more  feed-grain  producers  in  the  great 
Northwest  States,  than  there  are  peanut 
producers  In  the  Southern  SUtes.  I  favor 
adequate  supporU  for  the  secondary  feed 
grains  for  the  same  reasons  I  favor  supports 
for  wheat,  cotton,  com.  tobacco,  rice,  pea- 
nuU.  dairy  products,  tung  nuU  and  honey — 
all  of  which  have  mandatory  supports  In 
the  existing  law. 

There  are  broad  areas  In  this  country 
where  different  ones  of  the  secondary  feed 
grains  are  as  important  within  that  area  as 
any  of  the  so-called  basics  are  on  a  nation- 
wide basis. 

The  1950  Oensus  of  Agriculture  reported 
157.000  conunerclal  farms  in  Minnesota.  The 
same  census  shows  that  122.000  farmers  pro- 
duce oau.  39,000  produce  barley,  and  9.000 
produce  rye. 

In  Nebraaka  there  were  100.000  commercial 
farms  and  60.000  oats  producers;  10,000  bar- 
ley producers:  and  6,000  rye  producers.  In 
Kansas  1 12.000  commercial  f ann«  and  40  O0O 
oats  producers:  8,000  producers  of  barley. 
In  Iowa  almo^  as  many  farmers  produce 
oate  as  produce  corn.  The  same  is  true  of 
IlUnois.  There  are  71.000  oats  producers  In 
Indiana  and  5.000  producers  of  rye.  There 
are  24.000  oaU  producers  in  Texas.  There 
are  85.000  oat«  producers  in  Ohio.  There 
are  more  oata  producers  In  Missouri  than 
there  are  wheat  producers. 

In  many  of  these  States  and  others  the 
acreage  of  land  devoted  to  these  secondary 
feed  grains  is  a  sizable  proportion  of  the 


Wheat 

Rye.. Illllllllllir" 

Com 

Oats "'""' 

Barley '-"-"IIIIIIIIIi: 

Sorfrhum  for  prain I.III"! 

Foyliean*  for  beans..!."" 

Flaxseed '.'."'." 

Feed  prains  other  than  oornl' 
Soybeans  and  flaxsred " 


Acreage 
harvested 
for  Rrain 


1,076.000 
129,000 
5.281,000 
6,245,000 
1,136,000 

(0 
1,156,000 
1.048,000 
6.510,000 
2,303,000 


Prodoo- 

tion 
(buriicis) 


16^998,000 

1.742,000 

266,090.000 

204,555,000 

38,400,000 
{') 

21,945,000 

10,845,000 
231,697,000 

32.790.000 


"  Not  available. 


NUMBXa    OF    VAXICS    THAT    PSODTTCXD    DIVraUDrT 
rtKLD   CBOPS,    1S4S 


-       ,                 (United  Sutes  oenstul 
Com  for  (Train 


^^o^(fhuln  for  grain 
Wheat    .. 
Oats,  thrpshed... 
Barley,  threshed. 

Kye.  threshed 

Fiaxj*ed.  threshed. 


133,211 
21 

41.  an 

132.  SI  1 
a8.«2S 

8.7«a 

£0.802 

334 

acres..  19,700.1X1 


fv)yhpans.  for  beans ',  ""  v/ 

Cropland  harvested.  1949 .'""tH^"  19.7im. 

iotai  conimerctal  tanas 157 

Acreage  and  farm  value  of  different  field 
crops  in  Nebraska.  1952 

I -Agricultural  ytatisties.  1963) 


Rye 

Com . 

Oats .      H 

Barley "I""! 

Soruhum  forprain- '""'. 

Feed  m^fns  other  than  com... 


Acreaice 
harvested 
for  grain 


17O.>00 

7.080.000 

2.461000 

172.000 

97.000 

Z88S,000 


Prodoo 

tion 
(bosfaels) 


1,7m,  009 
361.960.000 

46,«a6.e» 
3.440.000 
2.231.000 

53,907,000 


HUKBIB    or    FAKMS    THAT    PB0DX7OD    DIFnUMT 

rixLD  caops,  i»4s 

_        ,  |l'nit«d  Stateswusus] 

Com  for  frrain __ 

Sorjrhum  for  (train. „„  "21 

Oau,  threshed Z""I".  *~ 

Barley,  threshed " 

Rye.  threshed ""Ill" 

Cropland  harvested.  1949^111111' 

Total  commercial  farms "I". 

Cottonseed  production . "', 

'  Not  available. 


ar.ss 

4. 514 

- — „.  8B.784 

10. 144 

a,«3» 

seres..  11^  406. 999 

99^  AM 

(i> 


Acreage  and  farm  value  of  different  field 
crops  in  Kansas,  1952 

f .Agricultural  statistigi,  19.53) 


Acreaee 
harvested 
for  grain 

Prodoo 

tion 
OKishels) 

Wheat 

14,649.000 

42.000 

2,720.000 

885.000 

86.000 

1,324,000 

640.000 

7.000 

2,337,000 

647.000 

307,620,000 

4A2,000 

60.480.000 

18.141000 

1.333.000 

18.536.000 

7,900,000 

38,000 

38,473^000 

7,308,000 

Rye 

Com ■• 

Oat* 

Barlev 

i^onthutn  for  grain. 

Soybeans  for  beans...— 

Flaxseed 

Feed  erain?  other  than  com 

8oyl>«'ans  and  flaxseed 

KITKBia    or    FAKMS    THAT   PBODUCKD    OIFFCantT 
FIELD   CaOPS,    1S4S 

[Vnitcd  States  census) 

Com  for  grain ._ 

Porghum  for  grain 

Wheat ;""■ 

Oats,  threshed lllllll 

Barley,  threshC'l 1.1""""1"1 

Rye,  threslM-<l .1..""""1I1I111111 

FUn.ieed.  threslied """111""! 

Soyheun.x  for  lie^inn "IIUl""!""! 

Cropland  liar\e!!ted   1949 ll'icm" 

Total  comnicrcial  farms I'' 1 


.f.2ini4 

r'.4.fi35 

87,  782 

40.216 

8.098 

1,838 

1.403 

io.afn 

21,  r\  734 
1U338 


s.     iK>.u  KiBius  la  m  siHiDie  proponion  ol  um      -">— vvui..Mn.iaiii»iius ..... .... 


»«*- 


If  I 
If 


'1 


a 


If 
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^ereofe  ani  farm  value  of  digerent  field 
crops  in  Iowa,  19S2 

lAcrieoItiinl  statisttcs.  nsg\ 


Acreage 
barvested 
forsnin 

PToda> 

tion 
(bushels) 

Wheat 

163,000 

7,000 

10,ffn,000 

6,182,000 

23,000 

(■) 

1,474,000 

40,000 

6,212,000 

1.514,000 

3,579,000 
108,000 

Oata        ~".I 

697.792,000 
216,370,000 

Bartey           -  

090^  000 

(') 

Soybeans  fbrlwans 

Flaxseed 

37,887,000 
540.000 

Soybouoa  and  flaxseed 

217,168,000 
38,127,000 

>  Not  available. 
xxnaxa,  or  raaics  that  pboducsd  Domnn 

FBLO  CSOFS,    1949 

rUntted  States  censusj 

Com  for  grahi.. 181,847 

Sorghum  for  grain 89 

Wheat-.... -  16,389 

Oats,  threshed... 164,423 

Barley,  threshed 1,685 

Rye,  thredied „ 1,800 

Flaxseed  threshed ^. 4, 119 

SoybeanafiMr  beans.. 56, 112 

Cro|^n4bSr^«Med,  IMS attes..  22,547.337 

Total  cemlfercial  {arms -* 187,702 

Acreag^d-Hd  farm  value  of  different  field 

crops  in  Illinois.  1952 

[Agrfcultaral  statistics,  19531 


Wheat 

Kye 

Ccrn 

Oats 

Barjey 

Sorebum  for  Krstn 

Soybeans  for  beans 

Flaxseed 

Feed  mins  other  than  oom... 
Soybeans  and  flaxseed 


Acreage 
harvested 
for  grain 


1, 8ia  000 

33,00a 
8,911,000 
3, 35%  000 

22,000 

(■) 
3,547.000 

(') 
3.  414. 000 
3, 547, 000 


Prodno 

tion 
(bushels) 


41,63aO0O 

462,000 
516,838,000 
124, 283. 000 

640,000 

(') 
85.128,000 

(') 
25.394.000 
85,128,000 


>  Not  available. 
HUMMK  or  ruaiB  that  frodttcbd  ddtxbxnt 

nXLD  CROPS,    1949 

lUnited  states  census] 

Oom  forgrain 160,618 

Sorghum  bxc  grain ..  54 

Wheat „ S.^670 

Oats,  threshed u 113,694 

Barley,  threshed 2,606 

Rye,  threshed _  3,609 

Fliuaeed,  threshed _  p) 

Soybeans,  for  beans S2,782 

OmplKaA  harvested,  1949 acres..  20,364,489 

Total  commercial  farms 160,867 

1  Not  available. 

Acreage  and  farm  vedue  of  different  field 
crops  in  Indiana.  1952 
[Agricultural  statistics,  1953] 


Wheat 

Rye 

Corn ,■ 

Oats 

3arley. .-- 

Sorghum  for  grain 

Soybean  for  beans 

Flaxseed 

Feed  grains  or  other  than  com 
Soybeans  and  flaxseed 


Aerenge 
harvested 
forgraij) 


1,  540.  000 

47.000 

4.646,000 

1, 416. 000 

24.000 

2.000 

1,638,000 

(') 
1.  489. 000 
1,638,000 


Produ<v 

tion 
(bushels) 


Acreage  and  farm  value  of  different  fteti 
crops  in  Texas,  1952 

fAgricnltural  statistic?.  19M1 


Wheat 

Rye 

Com 

Oats. 

Barley 

Sorghum  for  erain... 

Soybeans  for  beans 

Flaxseed 

Feed  grains  other  than  com 
Soyb^ois  and  flaxseed 


Acreage 
harvesttHl 
for  grain 


3,011,000 

27,  (Xlf) 

2,  232.  (*.*) 

8211.  000 

fiO,  000 

2,682,000 

('1 

12.'>,  000 

3,589,000 

12.^000 


Prodtio 

tio* 
Cbushpl.') 


34,  fi».  000 
21fi,  (NIO 

41,28K.(XIO 

20,  ^111,  000 
KTll,  (XIO 

48.  ZV'.  000 
(  ) 
1.  002,  (XK) 

70,  it, !««) 
1,0«2.«X) 


'  Not  available. 

NXTMBER    or    TAtOtS    THAT    PRODUCED 

ravD  CROPS,  1949 

[United  States  census) 


DimnENT 


36,960,000 

658,000 

232;30a000 

£0,268.000 

648.000 

66.000 

38,403,000 
(') 

51, 640. 000 

38,4iB,000 


I  Not  available. 
iriTMBZR  or  rARMs  that  produced  diffkrent 

nXLO    CROPS,    1049 

[United  States  census] 

Com  forprain 127,  W3 

Sorghum  for  grain... '. 65 

Wheat ^. 71.580 

Oats,  threshed j 70.  70S 

Barley,  threshed 2, 1.36 

Rye.  threshed _  5,066 

Flaxseed,  threslied (n 

Soybeansfor  beans .^3,343 

Cropland  bar ve.sted.  1949 acres-,  ll.noo,  6fi2 

Total  commercial  farms.. „  123,222 

>  Not  available. 

»^ 


Com  for  grain 

Sorghum  for  grain 

Wheat 

Oats,  threshed 

Barley,  threshed..... 

Rye,  threshed 

Flaxseed,  threshed 

Soybeans  for  beans 

Cropland  harvested.  1049 

Total  oommercial  farms 

Cottonseed  prodoction 

>  Not  available. 


14i'. 
a. 


230 
7in 

2-.'7 

'4.  .S78 

rt 

3,yi0 

41 

..aoros  .  28,  IC. '<»V'> 

■^tl\.  tvwj 

...tons..  1,  5^J,  000 

I 

Acreage  and  farm  value  of  different  fiald 

crops  in  Missouri,  1952 

lAgricultural  statistics.  19,t;i| 


Acrcapo 
harvcst('<l 
for  fcrain 


Wheat 

Rye 

Com 

Oats 

Barley 

Sorghum  forgrain 

Soybeans  for  beans 

Flaxseed 

Feed  grains  other  than  com  .. 
Soybt^ms  and  flaxseed 


1,199,000 

2.^(lO<l 

4.  Z?2.  0«X) 

1,  104. 1«)0 

tiO,  (KX) 

30,  IX  XI 

1,  724,  0«JO 

(I) 
1.  224.  0<X) 
1,  724,  00»J 


Prodlic- 

tidn 
(bus»«>ls) 


2*'>.  ■ff'*,  onn 
,'itxi.  ixxi 

173.  512. 1 XX I 

2<>.  X'>^.  <xx) 

1,  "ilXI,  (iXi 

32,  Tt*\  000 

(•) 
2fi,  XW,  000 
32,  TUi.  Wjrj 


>  Not  available. 

KXTMBBR    or    FARMS    THAT    PRODUCIX    DIFFBtZNT 
riELO   CROPS,    1949 

[United  States  censusj 

Com  forgrain 18«,0K3 

Sorghum  for  grain 3.  317 

Wheat 63,  .S49 

Oats,  threshed _ M,  42.1 

Barley,  thresiied iw'i.  .■«« 

Rye,  threshed.. 2.712 

Flaxseed,  threshed .  f) 

Soybeans  for  beans 24,717 

Cropland  harvested.  1949  (acres^ 12,  Ja,  M7 

Total  commercial  farms 11^4.  rtfX) 

Total  o^tonseed  production  (tons) UiK.OOO 

■  Not  available. 

Acreage  and  farm  value  of  different  fitid 

crops  in  Mississippi,  1952 

(Agricultural  statistics,  lassl 


- 

AcTpnge 
harvpsfivi 
for  (train 

Protl  I  lo- 
tion 
(bualKb) 

Wheat 

9.000 
Pi 
1.721.000 
lf)7.  000 

(1) 
(■> 

i^\  000 
(U 

it)7,noo 

4i.i.  UOO 

Z?i,00fJ 

Rye 

(t) 

CH)m.. . 

27  S'fi  000 

Oats               .                J 

6  179  000 

Barley...  .- 

(1) 

Sorghiioi 

for  prain 

(•> 

Soybeans  for  "be^ns- 

6,  M2,  00  J 

Flaxsred. 

(<i 

Feed  prains  other  than  cora.. 
Soy  beans  and  flaxseed  . . 

f),  »T9.(«X1 
6.  W2,  (JOO 

■  Not  available.    . 

NUMBER    OF    FARMS    THAT    PRODUCED    DIFFMBENT 


Com  for  drain , 
Sorgiium  for  grain . 

Wheat 

Oaf.s,  threslipd 

Harloy,  tliroslied.. 

Ryp,  thrrshpd 

Flaxspod.  threslied 
'Not  available. 


FIELD   CROPS,    194  9 

[United  States  cpnsiis] 


I 


NUMBER    OF    FARMS    TKAT    PRODUCED 

FIELD  CROPS.    1949 CJODtlnued 

4,314 

_  6,136.206 

1.V5.696 


."Jovheans  for  b(';ins 

Cropland  harvpstPd,  194U  tacri'S). 
Total  CDtnrni'rcial  farms 


Cotton.s»'«'d  production  (tons;. 


..      755, 000 


Acreage    and    farm    value   of   different   field 
crops  in  Virginia,  1952 

[Aifficiiltural  statLstics.  1053) 


»-3,  713 

371  i 

c, 
I'' 


*W                                                                                 .  1 

Acreage 

harvpstwl 
for  gra  in 

rro<lue- 
tion 

(l)UstH'ls) 

Wheat 

Rvp                           

3.'i7.  nno 
ic,  noit 

U.'iM.  (XX) 
143,  mx) 
82.000 

174.  nw.) 
24!,  nno 

174.000 

:.  .'WO.  nno 

240,000 

Corn - - 

Oats   

Ilarlrv                        

3i.«M.ono 

4.  7l'».IXX) 
2,7S8,00U 

.*^<>^vhu^3  for  BTHin      

<l> 

2.9.'>K.U00 

Klax-iiM*')                                  - .  - . 

f'l 

Kw'd  rriins  other  iMnn  corn  .. 
So}  tx'an.s  and  fl  n.-ai  <i    

7.747.000 
2,OV<.000 

'  Not  available. 

NUMBER    OF    FARMS    THAT    PRODUCED    D|FI  ERENT 
FIELD   CROPS,    194  9  j 

I  niti-*!  .■>t»t<-s  census.  I 

Torn  fur  pniin            _ 103.  36l» 

.^irghiiiii  tor  er.iin .J »  (') 

Wh.af                      ,  :i\4a< 

Oats.  Ihr»-<h.d     : ^  11,  «<^ 

Harlev.  lhre'<hcl  ,  8.(KS 

Hy.',  ttinshcd 2.438 

Klax>«i'<l.  lhri-<hid        ._ ,  ('1 

Sovtx'ans  lor  tx-alis 6,  .W8 

(roiiland  har\i>lcd,  Ii*jy arres..  3. 313.  MO 

Total  (Yimnirn  111  firiu.s ,  7H.  KU 

CoiloiiM-til  [jrodiiction totjs.»  10,0LU 

'  Not  aviilahl*'. 

Acreage  and  farm  value  of  different  field 
crops  m  Alabama,  1952 

»i  lAirriculliiral  -latistio,  1«.'>3| 


Aere-igp 

hHrve^teil 

for  gmjn 

Pro<h«>- 

tion 
(bushels) 

Wheat 

U.fXX) 
2.  .•»«•,  nno 

II 4,  (XX) 

I'/ 

1 1 , 1 XTO 
92.  (XX) 
(l| 

125,000 
02,000 

200.000 

Kve          

(!) 

Com 

Oal-s 

2»i.  2W,  nno 

3.  240.  uuo 

UaiUy 

.*-'orv;huni     ffjr     prain     

('» 
i.i7r.ooo 

."ViyU'an?  for  t)Ouns  

Flax.-i«'e<l    .      .      

Ke«'d  Krains  otlvT  than  com... 
tk»ybeansand  fluwi'ed-.   

l,74^000 

CI 
3,425,000 
1.748,000 

'  Not  available. 


NUMBER    OF    FARMS    THAT    PRODUCED    9TFFERENT 
FIELD    CROPS.     194  a 

.T'niled  Stales  ceasusj 

Tom  foreran. ,.  160.  2.M 

.^orirhiini  (or  (Train «.  2,  3.V5 

Wheat       .   ^  020 

Oats   threshed 3,376 

Harley,  threshed ,.  (') 

Rye.  threshed    ,.  (') 

Flaxseed,  threshed  . ..  (') 

Soybeans  for  ix'ans   .' ,.  },f>'!9 

Cropland  harvested    1949  (aires)... ..,.  ,',720.421 

Total  coriimereial  f;iriiis          ,.  1IM,143 

Cottons<-ed  production  (loii.«     ».  3-''i6,  000 

'  Not  available. 

Acreage  and  farm  value  of  different  field 
crops  in  South  Carolina,  1952 


.\tcririiltural  statistics.  19.VJ) 


Aereflge 
harvested 
for  Kruiii 

Pro<hio 

tion 
(busi.fls) 

Wheat. _ 

Kye. 

Corn ._ _ 

Out< 

iM.ono       3,fj*),nnn 

7.  OU)                W).  (X)0 

l.2ia.(xx)       iH.y4.S(XXi 

5K2,T)00         17. 4fi0.000 

harley 

.'^orKhii'n  for  erain 

Soybiniiis  for  beans 

l"lii\«l'e<l 

Feed  LTiiiK  other  than  corn... 
Soytieari'<  and  flavseod 

lK.fXX) 

4.000 

ON.OWJ 

(■) 
(-104.000 
<*.  (XJO 

4»«,'ino 
74.000 

1.127.000 

(■■) 
IS.  020.000 
1.I27.00U 

'  -Not  .ivaiLilile. 
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rnxjuxam  or  rARMS  that  prodxtcb  difimujit 

nSLD  CROPS,    1949 

[United  States  census] 

Com  forgrain.  .,^  113,071 

Soruhum  forpriln .  gn 

Wheat,  threshe'l .  18,243 

OaLs,  lhre»h«d. 10.3!i8 

Harley.  threaheil .  2,  107 

Rye.  threshed „„  eiO 

Flaxseed,  thresl ed (i) 

Soytx-ans  for  lieuis     1.  .V57 

Croplands  liar\  ■sled,  1O40 acres..  3,9.'iH.K22 

Total  oomintffciil  farms .  B4,231 

■  Not  available. 

Acreage  and  farm  value  of  different  field 
crops  in  Arkansas,  1952 

[Agricultural  statL<tics.  lO.SSf 


ft 

harvested 
for  grain 

rrodu(> 

tion 
(bushels) 

s 

Wheat.. 

Rvp   _.. 

Corn   . 

22,000 

(') 

020.000 

12:1.000 

5.000 

laooo 

8r>6.000 
CI 
1:0*.  onn 

it<i6,a00 

39^ooo 

C) 
n  035  nnn 

Oats   

Itarhy      

Horirhnni  for  gra  n  

3,  90K  UX) 

i(K.  nrxi 
170,  nno 

.^ovlw'aiis  for  l)e!ais 

KllUM^I   ... 

l'ee<l  Rrainx  othi  r  than  corn... 

13.  H.'se,  000 

C) 
4. 273.  nno 

13.  8S6.  000 

>  Not  availa)>L>. 


NtTMBI 


OF    I  ARMS    THAT    PRODUCED    DCmaENT 
FIELD  CROPS,    1949 


I'nited  States  census) 

Corn  for  grain ._  06,  .175 

N.rKliuin  lor  grain. .. .  1.363 

Wb»vit.  thn-she<l „  i'.VH 

()al-i.  threslied.. .  6,701 

Harley.  threslied .  354 

Kye.  threslied (  ) 

l'Uis«'«<l,  thresh»d..„ „  (') 

Koy{>ean.»  for  bea:is 8,396 

Cropland  harveaied,  1040  (acres) 5,030.(103 

Total  commereial  farms „  113. 1149 

Cottonseed  iirodiictiua  (tons) 543,000 

Not  available. 

Acreage  and  farm  value  of  different  field 
crops  in  Washington.  1952 

[Agricultural  sUtiiitics.  19.^3I 


Acreage 
harvested 
for  grain 

Produo- 

tion 
(buattelB) 

Rve 

10.000 

21,000 
136.000 

84.000 

(') 
230.000 

100.000 
1.239.000 
6.800.000 
3,024,000 

(') 
9,934,000 

Com.... .. . „. 

Oats ' 

Harlej 

Sorehura  forgrain 

Ftx-d  grains  other  than  com... 

'  Not  available. 

arxTMBER  or  farms  that  producb  DDmsirr 

nXLD  CROPS,    1949 

(United  States  censo^ 

Com  'or  grain 

Sfjrghum  for  grain '. 

Oats,  threshed ] 

Harley.  I hre.shod     , . „ Jll"'. 

Rye,  ttireshed 

Croiiland  harvested.  1940  (acres) .'I^II! 

Total  commercial  farms 

Cottonseed  production..... 


—    1,444 

._   (') 

8.065 

3,315 

251 
...  4,236.706 
30. 355 
...   ('; 


'  Not  available. 

Acreage  and  farm  v€Uue  of  different  field 
crops  in  California,  1952 

[ A  Rricultural  statistics.  1053) 


Rye 

<  om "  "        " 

Oatji  

narley. """mil 

Sorehum  for  grain " 

leed  grains  other  than  oom. 


Acreage 
harvested 
for  grain 


8,000 

7H.000 

170,000 

1,407.000 

9.\000 

1.  770, 000 


Produo- 

tion 
(bushels) 


96,000 
2.730.000 
5.525.000 

53.802,000 
3.900,000 

63,  303,000 


yr    rARMS    THAT    PRODUCB)    DtrrBODfT 
flEUl  CROPS,    1949 

[United  States  census] 

Com  for  grata. _.. ...^  j  4^ 

Sorghum  tor  grain. .IIIIIII""!  1  436 

Oats,  threshed "  2  015 

Barley,  threabed .  10  403 

Rye,  threshed '  (1/ 

Cropland  harvested.  1040  (aori>s) .-."II  7, 0.V.  (571 

Total  commercial  farms     '   ou  ift4 

Cottonseed  production  (tons;  (1052; .1  741^000 

>  Not  available. 

Acreage  and  farm  value  of  different  field 
crops  in  Pennsylvania,  1952 

l.^grifiiltiiral  sUtistics.  \9S3] 


Acreage 
harvc-st«l 
for  grain 

Produc- 
tion 
(bushels) 

Wheat 

Rye 

84.1.000 

12.(»(MI 

1,347.(K»0 

7.S5.  OUO 

14M.OO0 

C; 

19.000 

Cl 
91  .■■).  000 

19,000 

19, 012.  onn 

''04  (NiO 

Com 

Wt  ntin  tvif\ 

Oalji 

Barley _ I." 

21.H9.1.000 
6,  47(i,  000 

V) 

361  000 

Sorghum  for  grain    

Soybeans  for  beans 

Flaxseed   

(')■ 
27,  .ITS,  000 
361,000 

Feed  grains  other  than  corn... 
Soybeam>  and  flaxseed 

■  Not  available. 

KUMBB    or   FARMS   THAT   nODUCED    DtTFIXENT 
riBLS   CROPS.    1949 

[United  Slates  census] 

Com  for  grain  .   

Sorghum  for  gram... 

Whieat,  threshed 

Oats,  threshed    Ill 

Barley,  threshed 

Rye,  threshed 

Flaiseed.  threshed 

Soybeans  for  beans  

Cropland  harvested.  1040  (acres) 

Total  commercial  ,amui, 

Cottonseed  produclioa 

>  Not  available. 


06,681 
2 
71.007 
7(1.603 
^7.  4M 

2.436 
(" 

2.  Lll 
5,637.202 
8H.  310 


Cj 


This  section  of  the  bill  does  nothing  more 
than  to  require  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
to  put  into  effect  the  principles  of  good 
administration  with  respect  to  price  supports 
for  the  feed  grains.  All  of  these  feed  grains. 
Including  corn,  can  be  used  more  or  less 
Interchangeably  in  the  feeding  of  liFestock 
and  poultry.  The  livestock  or  poultry  feeder 
naturally  shops  around  to  see  which  of  these 
grains  he  can  buy  at  the  t>est  bargain  in 
relation  to  the  feeding  value.  If  the  price 
of  oats  is  lower  in  relation  to  feed  value  than 
com  at 'the  supported  market  price  the  feed- 
er will  leave  com  alone  and  buy  oats.  A 
feeder  in  the  Com  Belt  even  may  well  find 
that  he  can  store  his  com  under  a  price- 
support  loan  or  purchase  agreement  and  buy 
oats  or  barley  or  rye  or  grain  sorghums  in 
the  market.  If  the  support  progranu  for 
these  other  ocnnmodities  have  allowed  the 
market  price  to  sag  below  the  feeding  value 
equivalent  level  with  com. 

The  result  should  tie  that  when  oats  are 
relatively  underpriced  relative  to  feeding 
value  in  relation  to  corn,  feeders  Bfe^p  the 
price  of  oats  and  thus  its  price  rlses^>ward 
the  relatively  higher  supported  price  of  corn. 
The  same  situation  is  true  with  respect  to 
the  other  secondary  feed  grains. 

And  that  would  have  been  the  case  these 
past  few  years  except  that  every  time  the 
price  of  these  grains  rose  a  little  we  received 
more  imports  from  Canada  which  served  to 
hold  down  market  prices.  One  result  has 
been  that  the  market  prices  of  com  have 
been  allowed  to  sag  more  than  10  percent 
below  the  support  level  for  corn  itself,  owing 
to  the  pressure  of  these  other  grains  which 
should  have  been,  but  were  not,  supported 
at  a  feeding  valxie  equivalent  level  with  the 
support  level  for  corn. 

I  am  reliably  informed  that  in  the  18 
months  Just  past  a  total  of  176.061.171  bush- 
els of  such  grains  have  been  imported  into 
the  United  States.  For  the  individual  grains, 
these  included  102.904.158  bushels  of  oats. 
45  million  bushels  of  barley,  and  71  mlllloa 


bushels  of  rye.    All  of  these  Importa 

to  depress  the  prices  of  secondary  feed  grains 
In  the  United  States.  These  secondary 
grains  were  substituted  in  the  domestic  feed- 
using  market  for  United  States-produced 
com;  and  an  equivalent  amount  of  com  un- 
doubtedly found  its  way  into  the  Inventory 
of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  A 
considerable  share  of  the  high  storage  costs 
that  Secretary  Benson  has  gone  to  such  pains 
to  talk  about  come  from  this  source.  Just 
to  store  the  corn  equivalent  to  these  amounts 
of  imported  secondary  feed  grains  come  to 
a  1-year  total  of  $31>4  million;  $2,006,729^  per 
month;  $86,890  per  day. 

This  is  the  kind  of  pressures  that  a  dis- 
torted feed  grain  support  system  places  upon 
the  price-Bupport  program  for  com,  I  have 
heard  that  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
has  Justified  its  distortion  of  the  8upp<n^ 
levels  of  the  different  feed  grains  with  the 
statement  that  it  is  more  efficient  to  run 
the  program  with  com  alone.  This  causes 
the  entire  Job  of  supporting  feed  grains  to 
fall  upon  the  price-support  operatioc-  for 
corn,  which  is  one  of  the  six  basics. 

Do  I  need  plcttire  for  you  the  political 
effect  of  this?  This  kind  of  operation  allows 
and  encourages  the  CommocUty  Credit  in- 
ventory on  cora  to  build  up  artlflcisdly  high. 
Then  corn  can  be  pointed  to  in  alarm,  like 
butter  this  year,  as  a  program  about  to 
break  down.  Thus  com  will  be  transformed 
to  the  political  target  commodity  In  1955. 
Efforts  will  be  made  to  remove  it  as  a  basic 
commodity  by  using  the  scare  tactics  that 
have  been  employed  this  year  against  dairy 
products. 

Conceivably  such  tactics  might  work.  And 
corn,  like  potatoes,  might  be  made  an  **un« 
touchable."  If  that  happens  the  whole  po- 
litical structure  supp>orting  continued  price 
supports  for  all  the  basic  commodities  as 
well  as  the  designated  nonbasics  will  be  en- 
dangered. If  corn  goes,  wheat  oould  not 
conceivably  be  held.  If  com  and  wheat  go, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  maintain  the  pro- 
grams for  tobacco,  peanuts,  cdtton.  and  rice. 
If  these  were  gone  la  there  inyone  in  this 
Chamber  that  thinks  that  supports  for  dalrr 
products  would  be  continued? 

Let  us  not  kid  ourselves,  my  colleaguea. 
We  are  dealing  here  with  a  carefully  designed 
plan  to  destroy  the  price-support  program. 
To  stop  this  attempt  we  must  provide  foe 
mandatory  supports  for  producers  oC  tba 
secondary  feed  grains. 

The  majority  report  on  this  bill  shows  the 
manner  in  which  the  1954  supports  estab- 
lished by  Secretary  Benson  have  dlstbrted 
support  levels  in  relation  to  feeding  values. 
Com  is  supported  at  $1.62.  although  the 
market  price  was  allowed  to  sag  as  low  as 
•1.40.  Barley  was  supported  at  80  percent 
of  its  parity  feeding  value  eqtUvalent  price; 
oau  at  83  percent;  rye  at  90  percent;  and 
grain  sorghums  at  only  71  petoent  of  Its 
parity  feeding  value  equivalent  prtCe. 

To  argue  that  the  levels  we  have  suggested 
are  too  high  relative  to  so-called  modemlaed 
parity  u  no  argument  at  aU.  I  wish  to  read 
the  remarks  made  by  a  Southern  Congress- 
man. Mr.  Whttten,  of  Mississippi,  on  tlM 
floor  of  the  House  on  this  problem: 

[Prom  the  Cohgressional  Record  of  July  2, 
1954.  pp.  9633-9634] 

"Mr.  Chairman.  I  take  this  time  to  point 
out  the  difference  between  modernised  par- 
ity and  the  other,  or,  as  described,  the  old 
parity  formula.  Oiu-  RepubUcan  friends  say 
'Give  us  the  modernized  version.'  We  hear 
everybody  speak  of  modemlEed  parity.  You 
know,  it  sounds  nice  to  say  something  is 
modern.  Lots  of  people  think  it  must  be 
gcxxl  if  it  is  modern. 

"I  would  like  to  point  out  to  you  what  Is 
involved  in  this  so-called  modernized  parity. 
The  regular  parity  formula  is  baaed  on  an 
effort,  100  percent  of  it,  to  give  the  farmer 
the  same  comparative  purchasing  power  that 
he  had  from  1909  to  1914.    In  order  to  give 
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the  larmar  that  cotnparattre  purchasing 
power  tlMt  he  had  in  that  period,  an  index 
la  kept  of  the  selling  price  at  vanous  and 
sundry  oommoditles  which  he  buys  and  his 
wapparX  varies  with  the  rise  an$  fall  of  the 
eost  ol  what  he  buys.  So  there  }s  a  tie-in  on 
ilM  old  parity  formula  betweeik  what  other 
things  are  costing  and  what'  the  farmer 
gets  for,  his  commodity. 

"What,  is  modemloed  parity?  Modernized 
parity  ties  the  support  program  to  the  aver- 
age price  received  by  the  farmer  for  the  last 
10  years.  That  means  that  there  is  no  tie-in 
between  the  supports  he  gets  and  the  cost 
of  things  he  must  buy.  It  does  not  recog- 
nlM  his  costs.  I  tell  you  that  modernized 
parity  could  conceivably,  year  by  year,  re- 
duce supports  down  to  where,  over  a  period 
of  years,  there  would  be  no  support  price  at 
all;  not  only  that  but  his  costs  could  be 
going  Just  as  riapldly  or  more  so  in  the  other 
direction. 

"The  record  shows  that  there  is  real  rea- 
son to  be  distiu-,be4  about  modernized  parity, 
because  It  Ignores  rising  costs  to  thp  farmer. 
Tou  cannot  afford  to  ignore,  rising  costs. 
Since  IMS  the  costs  attached  to  farm  com- 
modities from  the  farmers'  hands  to  the 
consumer  have  increased  83  percent.  Since 
World  War  n  we  have  had  11  freight  in- 
creases. Steel  has  gone  up  a  number  of 
times,  and  so  with  nearly  everything  else, 
and  ^ch  trend  will  likely  continue." 

liF.  Whitten's  remarks  apply  directly  to 
this  secondary  feed  grain  problem.-  Let  Ma 
not  be  fooled  by  attempts  to  ridicule  pro- 
ducers of  feed  grains  into  taking,  action  that 
win  endanger  the  entire  price-support  pro- 
gram for  all  of  the  commodities  including  the 
six  basics  and  dairy  products.  To  preserve 
the  price-support  program  from  those  who 
seek  to  destroy  it,  we  must  provide  manda- 
tory feeding  value  support  levels  for  the  sec- 
ondary feed  grains. 

The  opposition  to  firm  adequate  price- 
Bupport  programs  sometimes  urges  the  so- 
called  vast  accumulation  of  surpluses  as  a 
major  argument  against  the  price-support 
program.  If  that  is  the  criterion  they  want 
to  follow  then  they  will  support  the  ma- 
jority of  your  committee  and  vote  for  sup- 
porting these  secondary  feed  grains.  •  The 
so-called  "surplus"  owned  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  or  pledged  to  it  for  loans 
in  the  case  of  oats  comes  to  the  grand  total 
of  eqiudlofc  a  10-day  supply  for  the  Na- 
tion's ruCTBl  domestic  consumption  and 
exports;  \fitt  ^  an  1  day's  supply  is  actually 
ownetflgf^jJPL  We  have  2  months  and  26 
days  maBl^mtjt  held  by  Commodity  Credit 
CorporaUM^l  month  and  7  days  supply  of 
barley;  and  1  month  and  12  days  supply  of 
grain  sorghums.  Amounts  as  low  as  this 
can  hardly  be  called  burdensome  surpluses. 

Even  the  total  supply  of  corn  owned  by 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and  pledged 
to  It  for  price-support  loans  on  May  31,  1854, 
was  equal  only  to  a  3  months  and  I14  days 
domestic  consumption  and  exports.  And 
remember  through  this  year,  com  has  been 
required  by  administrative  rulings  to  carry 
almost  the  entlfe  burden  of  supporting  the 
entire  feed-grain  market. 

Normal  prudence  as  a  Nation  would  indi- 
cate that  under  present  iinsettled  world 
conditions,  and  the  risks  of  hydrogen  bombs 
o.and  biological  warfare,  we  should  have  a 
safety  reserve  stockpile  of  a  full  year's  needs 
of  these  storable  commodities.  Does  it  make 
sense  to  have,  only  10  days  supply  of  oats, 
for  example?  It  is  easy  to  see  what  has  hap- 
pened. Secretary  Benson  has  set  the  sup- 
port levels  fen'  corn  jtnd  rye  at  their  feed 
value  equivalent  levels,  while  lowering  the 
supp<»ts  for  oats,  barley,  and  grain  sor- 
ghums. As  a  result  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration accumulated  supplies  of  com  and 
rye,  wlille  we  have  dangerously  depleted  our 
supplies  of  the  other  feed  grains.  I  do  not 
think  we  have  too  much  corn  on  hand  for 
national  safety.    Certainly  no  one  can  say 


that  10  days  supply  of  oats  is  a  burdensome 
surplus  in  the  hands  of  the  Cqmmotilty 
Credit  Corporation. 

Since  this  is  such  an  important  matter, 
I  include  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my 


remarks  the  following  table  showing  how 
long  the  present  stocks  of  commodities  of 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  would 
last  If  the  Nation  had  to  call  upon  them  in 
event  of  a  catastrophe: 


Quantity  of  commodities  plerigrd  for  CiX"  loans  and  owned  hy  CCC  and  months  ($nd  dayt 
present  supply  (as  of  May  SI,  tSi.'t)  will  last,  baaed  on  1952  requirements 
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Peanuts,  farmers'  stocks  and 
shelled. 

Rice 

Tobacco 

Wheat 

Butter 
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Milk,  dried 

Honey 

Tung  oil 

W00I....V — 

Barley 

Beans,  dry  edible 

Cottonstvd. 

Cottonseed  meal 

Cottonseed  oil 

Fla.iseed_ _ 

Grain,  sorKbum ^ 

Linseed  oil 

Oats _. 

Rye 

Soybeans...'. 
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do 

do 
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1  month  7  days. 

12  days        ' 
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1  moll  I  h  12llu>s, 
2'.ida\s. 

10  ilays 

2  months  a]<lays. 
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'  1».M.  I 

'  Less  than  a  thousand.  1 

The  provision  requiring  that  secondary 
feed  grains  be  supported  In  relation  to  the 
established  support  level  for  corn  Is  not  a 
temporary  one-shot  propxasltlon  but  estab- 
lished a  consistent  rule  of  administration. 
The  support  level  for  oats,  rye,  barley,  and 
grain  sorghums  would  be  established  In  rela- 
tion to.  the  support  level  of  corn,  whatever 
the  support  level  for  corn  may  be.  The  pur- 
pose of  the  provision  is  to  establish  the 
principle  that  the  support  levels  of  all  of 
the  feed  grains  should  bear  a  commonsense 
relationship  to  each  other.  This  provision 
does  not  establish  some  particular  support 
level  iar  these  four  commodities:  merely  the 
principle  their  supports  shall  be  established 
In  relation  to  corn  in  the  same  way  that  the 
free  market  does. 

As  you  will  note  If  you  read  the  minority 
report  Itself,  in  the  table  on  page  6%  the 
market  prices  of  the  five  feed  grains  bear 
a  closer  relationship  to  feed  value  equiva- 
lents than  do  the  support  levels  Secretary 
Benson  established  for  1954.  Only  Id  the 
case  of  grain  sorghums  6-year  average  has 
the  so-called  free  market  price  dropped  much 
below  a  feed  value  equivalent  ratio  to  corn. 
Every  time  that  free  market  prices  debated 
from  feed  value  equivalents  the  forces  I  de- 
scribed earlier  went  to  work  to  bring  them 
back  toward  that  level.  I  do  not  believe 
all  this  price  instability  for  the  secoOdary 
grains  is  a  desirable  thing  for  the  producers 
nor  for  the  feeders  nor  for  the  public  gen- 
erally. 

Demand  for  all  of  the  feed  grains  rises 
and  falls  together,  not  separately  as  the 
minority  conunlttee  contends.  These  com- 
'modities  are  interchangeable  as  the  price 
record  indicates,  and  the  market  prices  tend 
to  maintain  a  feeding  value  equivalent  even 
when  price  support  levels  and  imports  from 
Canada  cause  temporary  disjointing.  But  if 
support  levels  of  the  secondary  grains  are  set 
below  the  support  level  for  corn,  then  corn 
goes  into  CCC  loans  and  inventories,  while 
the  secondary  feed  gralnk  go  into  the  market. 
Economically  this  coiild  do  long-term  dam- 
age to  the  market  for  corn.  But,  even  more 
important,  disjointing  secondary  feed  sup- 
port  levels    put«r   the    full    bi»4en    of    feed 
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grains  market  supports  on  the  corn  program, 
which  Is  one  of  the  keys  to  maintaining  the 
entire  price-support  program.  If  we  allow 
the  program  to  be  disjointed  so  that  huge 
inventories  of  corn  are  built  up.  then  we 
must  accept  that  much  more  political  pres- 
sure from  the  price  fiexers  to  fix  th*  price  of 
corn.  At  the  same  time,  we  shall  have  al- 
lowed the  flexing  forces  to  bring  about  in- 
come Instability  among  the  families  of  sec- 
ondary feed  grain  producers  as  a  byproduct 
of  their  attempt  to  "get"  the  corn  program. 

The  provision  that  feed  grains  be  sup- 
ported at  a  feed  value  equivalent  level  to 
corn  supports  would  mean  that  if  the  sup- 
port level  for  corn  Is  flexed,  so  will  be  the 
support  level  for  these  other  four  grains. 
The  bill  the  Senate  is  considering  assumes 
the  support  level  for  corn  will  go  on  the 
sliding  scale  after  1955  and  that  cam  parity 
prices  will  go  on  transitional  down  to  mod- 
ernized parity.  If  that  is  the  wBl  of  the 
next  Congress  to  allow  this  "time  bomb"  to 
stand,  and  I  hope  the  next  Congress  will 
not,  this  secondary  feed  grain  provision  will 
allow  the  level  of  supp>ort  fo-  oats.  rye.  barley, 
and  grain  sorghums  to  fall  down  the  sliding 
scale  and  roll  back  parity  right  atong  with 
corn.  I  do  not  think  sny  of  these  grains 
should  be  allowed  to  take  such  a  fcws.  But 
my  point  is  this:  The  provision  now  under 
consideration  puts  all  of  the  feed  ^alns  in 
the  same  basket  by  law,  an  action  that  pru- 
dent and  sensible  administration  Would  do 
anyway.  The  major  effect  of  the  provision 
to  insure  the  forces  inimical  to  th^  support 
program  will  be  unable  to  use  mamipulatlon 
o\  grain  price  supports  to  discredit  the  en- 
tire support  pEogram,  as  has  been  appar- 
ently attempted  in  1954. 

The  minority  of  your  Agriculture  Com- 
mittee suggest  that  all  eight  of  the  factors 
in  present  law  should  be  used  ratiher  than 
feeding  value  as  the  criteria  for  the  support 
levels  for  the  secondary  feed  grains.  This 
suggestion  will  not  stand  up  under  close 
Inspection. 

One  of  the  eight  factors  is  "perishability 
of  the  commodity."  Certainly  oatis,  bcurley, 
rye,  and  grain  sorghums  possess  storablllty 
in   the   same   degree   and   in   the   aame   way 
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that  corn  does.  Axtother  of  the  eight  fac- 
tors U  avallabUity  of  funds.  It  wUl  Uke 
less  funds  to  support  all  of  the  feed  grains 
In  a  correct  relationship  to  each  other  than 
to  put  the  entire  burden  of  feed-grain  sup- 
ports on  the  single  cc^nmodlty,  com. 

Another  of  the  eight  factors  Is  the  impor- 
tance of  the  commodity  to  agrictilture  and 
the  national  economy.  I  find  no  difference 
here  between  these  five  commodities.  Oats, 
as  completely  interchangeable  as  it  is  with 
com,  certainly  has  the  same  importance, 
measured  in  feeding  value  ratios,  pound  for 
pound,  as  has  corn.  Bach  of  the  dollars 
earned  by  farmers  growing  oats  bears  the 
same  relationship  to  farm  purchasing  power 
and  the  national  economy  as  a  dollar  earned 
growing  corn.  There  are  different  types 
of  corn,  and  the  entire  price-support  pro- 
gram for  corn  could  be  destroyed  If  we  al- 
lowed each  type  to  be  singled  out  and 
firoved  to  be  unimportant  nationally.  Tet 
hat  is  the  effect  of  the  minority  reasoning, 
when  they  say  that  oats,  or  grain  sorghums, 
in  a  feed  sense  another  kind  of  corn.  Is  un- 
important nationally  because  it  Is  a  small 
proportion  of  the  total  feed  supply. 

The  ability  to  dlspoee  of  stocks  acquired 
through  a  price-support  operation  is  an- 
other of  the  eight  factors.  Certainly  oats, 
barley,  rye,  and  .grain  sorghvuns  have  this 
characteristic  In  the  same  manner  and  de- 
gree as  com.  If  com  can  be  dispoeed  of  so 
can  rye,  barley,  oats,  and  grain  sorghums  in 
relation  to  feeding  value  <»qulvalents.  An- 
other of  the  eight  factors  Is  the  need  for 
offsetting  temporary  losses  of  export  mar- 
kets. None  of  these  feed  grains  enter  im- 
portantly into  United  States  exix>rts.  How- 
ever, even  if  they  did.  the  four  secondary 
grains  are  interchangeable  wHh  com  at 
feeding  value  ratio*. 

Ability  and  willingness  of  prodtieers  to 
keep  supplies  in  line  with  demand  is  an- 
other of  the  eight  factors.  The  bill  you  are 
considering  now  abolishes  marketing  quotas 
with  respect  to  corn.  The  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture has  already  demonstrated  in  his  now 
well-known  regimentation  order  setting  up 
"cross  compliance"  and  "total  acreage  al- 
lotments" for  the  entire  farm  that  he  al- 
ready has  the  authority  to  limit  the 
production  of  the  secondary  feed  grains  in 
the  same  manner  that  he  will  have  under 
this  bill  to  regxilate  the  production  of  corn. 
Moreover,  the  bill  you  are  acting  on  now 
reiterates  and  substantiates  this  authority 
of  the  Secretary.  So  this  next  year  and  In 
all  years  under  this  bill,  the  producers  of 
the  four  secondary  feed  grains  will  be  un- 
der the  same  regulations  to  keep  supplies 
In  line  with  demand  as  will  the  producers 
of  corn.  The  Secretary  will  have  the  full 
authority,  which  he  has  already  demon- 
strated that  he  Is  quite  willing  to  use  in  its 
most  stringent  form,  to  control  the  supplies 
of  rye,  oats,  barley,  and  grain  aorghtmis  in 
the  same  manner  that  he  will  control  the 
stipply  of  corn.  So  there  U  no  difference 
here. 

If  secondary  feed  grains  relate  to  all  of 
the  7  factors,  other  than  feeding-value 
equivalent,  in  the  same  way  that  corn  re- 
lates to  them,  I  see  no  baais  for  the  minority 
contention  that  aU  of  those  7,  in  addition 
to  feeding  value,  need  to  be  Included  in  the 
provision  we  are  now  discussing.  The  con- 
tention of  the  minority,  since  it  makes  no 
logical  sense,  must  be  psychologically  a 
"dodge"  to  bring  in  a  lot  of  verbiage  behind 
which  the  Secretary  of  Agriciat\u-e  can  hide 
when  he  deviates  secondary  feed-grain  sup- 
port levels  from  their  feeding-value  equiva- 
lents to  the  level  of  support  for  corn. 

If  corn  la  supported  at  90  percent  of  parity 
In  1955.  the  support  levels  for  these  other 
4  feed  grains  would  be:  Oats,  81  cents  per 
bushel;  barley,  11.31  per  bushel;  grain  sor- 
ghums, 91.62  per  hundredweight:  and  rye, 
•1:38  per  bushel.     These  support  prices  are 
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In  direct  ratio  to  feedlng-value  equivalents 
with  the  support  for  corn  projected  in  1955. 

The  bill  now  under  consideration  would 
allow  corn  support  price  in  1956  to  drop  to 
as  low  as  91.28  per  bushel  (75  percent  of 
transitional  parity  price  of  com).  If  the 
next  Congress  should  allow  this  to  happen  To 
com.  the  support  levels  for  the  4  secondary 
feed  grains  under  this  provision  now  under 
consideration  would  drop  to:  Oats,  about 
58  cents  per  bushel;  barley,  about  94  cents 
per  bushel;  grain  sorghums,  about  f  1.17  per 
bushel;  and  rye,  about  99  cents  per  bushel. 
By  adopting  this  provision  you  will  not  be 
adopting  the  principle  that  their  support 
levels  should  be  kept  in  an  Intelligent  ratio 
with  com  supports. 

I  do  not  want  to  conclude  this  statement 
without  calling  the  Senate's  attention  to  an 
Important  consideration  that  we  are  apt  to 
overlook  in  otir  global  considerations  at  the 
debating  level.  That  is  this.  The  good  farm 
families  in  Minnesota  and  other  States  that 
produce  rye,  oats,  barley,  and  grain  sor- 
ghums are  living  human  beings  who  need 
decent  incomes  and  family  purchasing  power 
just  the  same  as  the  producers  of  corn.  The 
producers  of  the  secondary  feed  grains  are 
just  as  patriotic  Americans  and  depend  upon 
their  own  work  for  their  living  to  fully  the 
same  extent  as  do  the  producers  of  wool« 
whom  this  bill  proposes  to  give  price  sup- 
ports of  at  least  100  percent  of  parity.  Let 
us  not  forget  the  people  while  we  are  debat- 
ing the  economics  of  price  supports.  Let  us 
not  forget  that  the  businessmen  on  Main 
Street  in  areas  of  Minnesota  where  rye  is 
a  major  crop  are  jtist  as  dependent  upwn 
good  incomes  for  rye  producers  as  the  busi- 
nessmen on  Main  Street  in  parts  of  Kansas 
are  depezulent  upon  good  income  from  wheat 
production.  Most  of  the  Main  Street  busi- 
nessmen of  Minnesota  know  this.  I  have 
received  many  of  their  letters  and  petitions 
and  these  are  In  the  CoitcxzssioNAL  Records 
of  the  past  months.  The  same  Is  true  of  the 
wage  earners.  The  wage  earners  have  seen 
tractor  factory  pajrrolls  cut,  production 
schedules  slowed  down,  because  the  pro- 
ducers of  rye,  oats,  barley,  and  grain  sor- 
ghiuns  have  reduced  incomes.  The  effect 
here,  dollar  for  dollar.  Is  the  same  as  when 
wheat  or  cotton  or  corn  incomes  fall. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Finally,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  hope  every  Senator  Imows  what 
we  have  been  doing  during  every  hour  of 
this  debate.  We  have  proceeded  step  by 
step,  but  not  with  the  help  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Minnesota,  to  cut  agricul- 
tural income.  We  have  been  ignoring 
the  facts  of  population.  We  have  ig- 
nored the  growing  food  needs  of  this 
country.  There  has  not  been  an  intel- 
ligent speech  made  on  the  part  of  those 
who  support  flexible  price  supports 
which  takes  into  consideration  the  need 
for  millions  of  acres  of  new  land  and 
new  crop  acres  to  meet  tl.e  food  needs 
of  America. 

By  1960.  175  million  Americans  will  be 
living  in  this  blessed  Republic.  There 
will  be  2.700.000  more  mouths  to  feed 
every  year,  at  a  minimum.  Think  of  It, 
Mr.  President. 

The  only  kind  of  vision  I  see  here  is 
the  kind  with  the  eyes  in  the  back  of 
the  head,  looking  to  the  rear,  to  the 
good  old  days,  which  were  not  so  "hot" 
in  the  first  place. 

I  suggest  that  the  Senate  ought  to 
think  of  itself  as  young  men  think  of 
themselves,  who  have  hope  and  faith 
in  the  future,  and  who  can  lo(ric  at  little 
cribs  that  will  be  filled.  I  hope  that  the 
love  of  life  has  not  yet  gone  out  of  this 
Chamber. 


There  will  be  over  220  million  Ameri- 
cans in  this  country  by  1975.  according 
to  the  most  conservative  estimates. 
There  will  be  175  million  Americans  by 
the  time  the  terms  of  8<Mne  of  our  Mem- 
bers run  out  after  the  coming  election. 
By  1960  there  will  be  a  minttnnin  of  175 
million  Americans,  in  a  world  in  trouble. 
In  a  world  where  Communist  forces  are 
taking  over  the  areas  of  food  production 
right  under  our  very  noses. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  TtM 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has 
expired. 

1ST.  YOUNO.  I  yield  3  additional 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  will  be  in  a 
world  in  which  the  Communist  f<Hx:e« 
are  taking  over  the  Rice  Bowl  of  ttie 
Indochina  Delta,  and  in  which  the  Com- 
munist  forces  are  beginning  to  under- 
stand the  application  of  food  to  world 
politics. 

The  Senate  apparently  hw  lost  Its 
good  judgment.  We  vote  billions  of  dol- 
lars for  military  assistance,  and  billions 
of  dollars  for  defense.  Yet  here  we  sit 
with  the  greatest  asset  in  the  world, 
food.  In  a  world  of  hunger.  In  a  world 
of  misery,  and  in  a  world  of  want,  and 
we  sit  here  as  though  we  had  been  hit 
on  the  head  with  a  hammer,  not  know- 
ing what  to  do,  while  we  hold  in  our 
hands  God's  greatest  blesidng,  food. 

It  is  that  philosophy  which  Is  being 
embraced  in  this  action  ty  Congress  on 
agricultural  legislation,  and  I  say  It  is  a 
philosophy  which  Is  a  negation  of  our 
history,  and  a  negation  of  our  faith  In 
the  future. 

We  are  thinking  about  how  to  dispose 
of  food,  instead  of  thinking  how  to  help 
people.  We  are  thinking  of  how  to  con- 
trol a  surplus.  Instead  of  thiniring  about 
what  this  country  is  going  to  do  5  years 
from  now.  or  6  years  from  now,  of  10 
years  from  now. 

Even  if  I  never  get  back  to  the  Senate, 
this  will  be  a  dark  day  in  ttie  history  of 
the  entire  United  States.  It  is  a  pathetio 
situation  when  Members  of  the  Senate 
do  not  have  the  vision  to  recognize  the 
needs  of  the  future,  do  not  evoi  have 
faith  in  the  present,  and  cannot,  appar- 
ently, accept  the  challenge  of  imagina- 
tive leadership  and  use  two  of  the  great- 
est of  God's  gifts,  food  and  fiber.  I  am 
ashamed.  I  regret  what  is  taking  place 
here.  Not  only  have  we  ignored  our  own 
producers  and  consumers,  but  we  have 
abrogated  our  leadership  at  home  and 
abroad. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has 
expired. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President.  I  yield  20 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  ANI^RSON.  Mr.  President,  I  re- 
gret that  it  is  the  considered  judgment 
of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Minnesota 
that  there  has  not  been  an  intelligent 
speech  made  by  those  of  us  who  are  in 
favor  of  fiexible  price  supports  whidi 
takes  into  consideration  the  possibility 
of  a  rising  population. 

For  years  I  have  been  pointing  out.  In 
the  Senate  and  out  of  the  Soiate,  that 
the  day  is  not  too  far  distant  when  «• 
shall  need  all  the  agricultural  reso>arces 
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of  the  united  Statesi  I  hare  been  points 
log  out  that  some  day  ttie  population  of 
this  oo'jntry  will  be  such  that  we  will  be 
able  to  abeorb  the  tremendous  quantities 
of  food  we  are  producing,  provided  sci- 
oice  does  not  keep  pace  with  the  increase 
In  population  and  add  tremendous  quan- 
tities of  food  which  will  be  produced 
under  new  scientific  methods  to  offset 
the  increase  in  population. 

Perhaps  our  eyes  are  in  the  backs  of 
our  heads.  Perhaps  we  do  not  know 
anything  about  what  is  going  on  in  the 
world. 

We  might  analyze  some  of  the  amend- 
ments which  have  been  offered  to  this 
bill  and  prove  that  it  is  also  possible  that 
other  people  may  have  made  mistakes. 

Yox  example,  section  304.  to  which  the 
Senator  frcmi  Minnesota  so  strongly  re- 
ferred »»«i  of  which  he  so  vehemently 
reminded  us  and  called  our  attention  to. 
Is  supposed  to  stabilize  prices,  according 
to  the  statonent  of  the  jimior  Senator 
frwn  Minnesota.  ^       '    , 

I  voted  against  that  amendment  in 
committee,  and  I  am  glad  I  voted  against 
It,  because  it  provides  that  oats,  rye, 
))arley.  and  gxaiB  sorghums  shall  be  sup- 
ported at  not  Ma  than  the  level  the  Sec- 
retary shall  determine  as  the  feed-value 
equivalent  of  the  support  level  for  com. 

What  is  the  support  level  for  com? 
It  is  one  figure  inside  the  commercial 
eom  areas  and  75  percent  of  that  out- 
side the  commercial  com  areas.  Eighty 
percent  of  all  the  barley  produced  in  this 
country  is  produced  outside  the  commer- 
cial com  areas.  In  order  to  stabilize  the 
price,  we  are  asked  to  fix  the  feed  ratio 
one  way  in  one  area,  and  85  percent  of 
the  country  will  have  a  feed  ratio  75 
percent  less  than  that.  , 

Let  us  realize  that  if  we  use  the  sup- 
port level  on  c<hii  it  will  be  $1.62  inside 
the  ccHnmercial  com  area  and  $1.21  out- 
Bide  the  commercial  com  area. 

Tliere  is  before  the  Senate  an  amend- 
ment designed  to  stabilize  prices  which 
directs  the  Secretary  to  fix  the  price  on 
the  basis  of  $1.62  if  the  oats.  rye.  barley, 
and  grain  sorghums  are  produced  inside 
the  commercial  com  areas,  but  that  the 
Secretary  shall  support  the  price  at  $1.21 
if  the^  gndns  are  produced  outside  the 
commercial  com  areas. 

We  are  told  that  we  are  looking  out 
of  the  backs  of  our  heads  when  we 
realize  that  60  percent  of  the  oats  are 
produced  in  the  commercial  com  areas, 
that  45  percent  of  the  rye  Is  produced 
.within  those  areas,  and  20  percent  of 
barley  and  20  percent  of  the  grain 
sorghums. 

When  I  first  read  the  amendment,  it 
seemed  as  though  it  might  be  very  in- 
teresting to  my  part  of  the  coimtry  and 
to  some  other  parts  of  the  country,  be- 
cause in  the  case  of  grain  sorghiuis. 
which  are  now  being  supported  at  85 
percent,  the  support  level  would  be  raised 
-  to  113  percent  of  parity. 

We  have  heard  much  talk  about  equal- 
izing everything.  However,  who  has 
asked  to  raise  the  support  level  to  113 
percent  on  grain  so^hums?  No  grain- 
sorghum  producer  .in  my  State  has  said 
he  wanted  it  raised  to  that  amount  and 
no  grain -sorghum  producer  in  any  area 
in  my  State  has  said  he  wanted  113 


percent  of  parity.  No  producer  la  my 
State  would  get  113  percent  of  parity. 
because  we  are  outside  the  commercial 
com  area.  Therefore,  a  farmer  who 
lives  within  a  commercial  corn  area  will 
get  113  percent  and  farmers  who  live 
outside  a  commercial  com  area  will  get 
75  percent  of  that  figure  in  order  to 
Stabilize  prices  in  this  country. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANiiERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  not  that  113 
percent  refer  to  the  modernized  parity 
formula?  We  have  two  formulas.  One 
is'  the  com  formula,  which  is  the  old 
formula  now  in  the  law,  and  which  will 
be  the  law  until  1955,  and  the  other  is 
the  modernized  parity  formula,  which 
applies  to  feed  grains.  What  would  be 
the  percentage  of  parity  if  the  modern- 
ized parity  program  were  used  across 
the  board  as  related  to  corn? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Unfortunately.  I 
must  take  the  language  of  the  Senator's 
amendment,  and  that  is  what  throws  the 
support  price  to  118  percent  of  parity. 

Mr,  HUMPHREY.  Does  not  the 
amendment  apply  to  parity  programs 
relating  to-com? 

Mr.  AND^ISON.    Yes. 

Mr.  HUliffHREY.  Does  not  the  lan- 
guage also  apply  in  such  a  manner  that 
it  would  be  uniform  across  the  board? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  No:  it  would  hot  be 
uniform  across  the  board.  That  is  what 
I  have  been  trjring  to  show.  Within  the 
c(Hnmercial  com  area  the  support  price 
on  oats,  rye,  barley,  and  grain  sorghums 
would  be  one  thing,  and  outside  the  com- 
mercial com  area  the  support  price 
would  be  75  percent  of  that.  There  is 
no  reason  anyone  can  advance  for  that 
sort  of  discrimination. 

Let  me  tium  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  able  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  YouNC] .  He  said  we  had  been  talk- 
ing about  flexible  price  supports  running 
from  75  to  90  percent  on  small  grains. 
We  wrote  title  ni  of  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949,  which  authorized  the  Secre- 
tary to  make  available  price  supports  on 
honbaslc  agricultural  commoditiea  up  to 
90  percent  of  the  parity  price.  We  had 
complete  flexibility.  We  had  it  from  0  to 
90  percent.  What  has  the  Secretary  done 
in  the  past?  He  supported  grain  sor- 
ghums from  1940  to  1953.  He  supported 
them  from  55  percent  of  parity  in  1940 
to  85  percent  in  1953.  The  price  of  grain 
sorghums  is  now  being  supported  at 
85  percent  of  parity.  So  far  as  I  know, 
the  producers  are  well  satisfied  with  that 
figiire.  Seventy-five  may  be  too  high ; 
85  may  be  too  high.  Conditions  change 
a  great  deaL 

Oats  have  been  supported  from  48  per- 
cent of  parity  to  80  percent  of  parity. 
Rye  has  been  supported  from  38  percent 
of  parity  to  85  percent  of  parity. 

The  Secretaries  of  Agriculture  bf  the 
United  States  have  had  to  act  upon  these 
things  as  best  they  could,  trying  to  find 
out  what  was  the  best  thing  to  do  for  the 
agricultural  population  of  the  country. 

What  is  wrong  with  the  law  thp  way  it 
Is  now  written?  What  are  we  complain- 
ing about?  To  be  sure,  referenced  have 
been  made  to  the  Kasson,  Minn.,  speech. 
What  did  the  then  candidate  of  the  Re- 


publican Party,  and  now  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  promis*  to  the 
farmers  of  this  Nation?  He  promised 
that  he  would  try  to  support  ihe  non- 
basic  commodities  in  line  with  the  basic 
commodities,  which  he  did.  What  has 
been  the  result?  When  we  support  them 
at  85  percent  of  parity,  I  think  he  ful- 
fills his  platform  pledge.  Who  is  com- 
plaining about  it? 

We  can  get  ourselves  into  all  sorts  of 
trouble  in  connection  with  these  matters. 
Take,  for  example,  what  happened  in 
the  case  of  potatoes.    The  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  had  a  right  to  determine 
eligibility  for  price  supports,  and  in  de- 
termining eligibility  he  could  give  price 
support  on  potatoes,  provided  the  pro- 
ducers kept  their  supply  within  reason- 
able limits.    So  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture announced  that  he  would  apply 
acreage  allotments,  but  not  marketing 
quotas.     There  is  a  difference  between 
the  two.    When  the  Secretary  3aid  there 
would  be  acreage  allotments,  what  did 
the  producers  do?    They  changed  the 
distance  between  the  rov;s  and  began  us- 
ing unusual  and  tremendous  quantities 
of  fertilizers  and  fungicides,  and  where 
previously  we  had  had  record!  running 
from  100  to  200  bushels  of  potatoes  to 
the  acre,  we  had  records  of  1.100  bushels 
to  the  acre.    We  could  not  control  the 
potato  situation  under   those  clnmm- 
stances.    Therefore,  it  was  realized  that 
unless  we  made  marketing  quotas  appli- 
cable to  the  situation  we  could  not  con- 
trol production  at  all. 

It  is  a  wholly  different  story  with  ref- 
erence to  com.  It  has  been  pointed  out 
that  a  large  quantity  of  com  is  fed  on 
the  farms,  but  a  large  percentiige  of  the 
potato  crop  is  not  consumed  on  tha 
farms. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 
Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  AIKEN.  Did  the  Senator  notice 
an  item  in  the  press  2  or  3  weeks  ago  to 
the  effect  that  the  barley  yleW  in  Lou- 
doun County,  Va.,  was  running  over  60 
bushels  to  the  acre  this  year? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  That  situation 
continues  to  change,  and  that  is  why 
parity  is  not  the  finest  yardstick  in  the 
world.  We  all  recognize  that  parity  is 
an  attempt  to  find  a  proper  relation- 
ship, but  it  can  get  all  out  of  kilter. 

Here  sits  the  able  and  genial  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland  1.  who  has 
made  a  flne  speech  with  reference  to 
the  pending  measure.  Has  he  ever 
asked  for  90  percent  support  on  citrus 
fruits?  No.  Why  not?  Because  the 
level  would  run  from  30  to  35  or  40  per- 
cent. If  we  tried  to  place  90  percent 
supports  on  citrus  fruits,  the  producers 
would  laugh  the  Secretary  out  of  office. 
Do  we  need  price  supports  on  soy- 
beans? As  of  Jime  30.  the  price  of  soy- 
beans was  124  percent  of  parity.  Here 
comes  an  amendment  which  would 
provide  for  85  percent  or  75  percent,  or 
some  other  fiexible  figure,  for  the  pro- 
ducers of  soybeans.  Have  they  asked 
to  be  dropped  to  75  percent?  T  have 
not  heard  of  it.  Does  that  measure  the 
market  price?  Not  at  all.  We  do  not 
want  to  place  a  limitation  that  will 
cause    trouble.      Prices    are    supported 


under  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture.  Why  provide  something 
that  is  mandatory? 

We  talk  about  writing  legislation  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  Title  ni  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949  was  discussed 
and  debated  In  committee  for  weeks, 
and  was  debated  on  the  Senate  floor  day 
after  day;  yet  the  pending  amendment 
would  wipe  out  completely,  insofar  as 
oats.  rye.  barley,  soybeans,  and  grain 
sorghums  are  concerned,  title  in  of 
the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949. 

People  talk  about  not  doing  these 
things  without  a  hearing.  Have  the 
people  who  produce  soybeans  and  who 
are  now  receiving  124  percent  of  parity 
been  given  a  hearing  where  they  could 
indicate  whether  they  want  these  new 
mandatory  supports?  If  they  have,  I 
have  not  heard  anything  about  it.  We 
had  better  be  very  careful  when  we  start 
writing  this  tyi>e  of  legislation  on  the 
floor  of  thf  Senate. 

Reference'  was  made  a  day  or  so  ago, 
by  the  able  and  distinguished  Senator 
from  Florida,  to  the  situation  with  refer- 
ence to  noiibasic  crops,  such  as  oats.  rye. 
and  barley.  If  I  remember  correctly,  the 
Senator  said  the  total  production  was 
something  hke  2  billion  bushels  a  year, 
which  is  twice  the  production  of  wheat. 
He  also  stated  that  the  stocks  in  the 
hands  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion were  only  45  million  bushels.  I 
think  that  is  very  good  evidence  that  the 
program  has  been  working  all  right. 
Any  time  we  can  say  that  2  billion  bushels 
a  year  are  produced  and  that  only  45 
million  bushels  are  in  the  hands  of  the 
Commodit5  Credit  Corporation,  we  do 
not  have  a  very  badly  administered 
program. 

Mr.  HOIXAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Sena  to.-  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.   ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  To  make  the  figures 
specific.  I  wish  to  state  again  that  the 
stocks  on  h.ind  in  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  of  the  more  than  2  billion 
bushels  of  rJie  small  grains  which  have 
been  produ<:ed  yearly,  were  just  a  httle 
over  2  perct  nt  of  the  annual  production, 
or  between  40  million  and  45  million 
bushels,  as  contrasted  with  75  percent 
of  an  annual  production  In  the  case  of 
wheat,  which  is  roughly  1  billion  bushels 
a  year. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.-  I  think  that  is  a 
perfect  example  of  what  goes  on.  Seven- 
ty-five perct  nt  of  the  annual  production 
of  wheat  is  in  the  stocks  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation.  Two  per- 
cent of  the  annual  production  of  small 
grains  is  in  the  stocks  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation.  The  only  conclu- 
sion I  can  I  each  is  that  the  purpose  of 
the  amendment  is  to  get  more  of  the 
small  grains  into  the  stocks  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     1  yield. 

Mr.  HUMI'HREY.  Would  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  tell  me  if  in  recent 
years — let  as  say  the  past  2  years — there 
has  been  anj  price-support  level  on  small 
grains  below  75  percent  of  parity? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  do  not  think  there 
has  been. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  What  has  been  the 
price-support  level?  Has  it  not  been 
from  90  to  85? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  It  has  been  from 
75  to  90. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  What  was  the 
price  support  level  last  year  on  soy- 
beans? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  It  is  80  percent  this 
year. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Was  it  not  85  per- 
cent last  year? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  It  seems  to  have 
been  90  percent. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yet  there  is  a  defi- 
cit of  soybeans.  Is  there  not? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     Yes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  90-percent 
support  price  did  not  produce  a  sur- 
plus, did  it? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     No. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  What  was  the 
price  support  last  year  on  rye? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  reason  is  that 
parity  does  not  work  properly  with 
every  commodity.  As  I  have  pointed  out 
many  times.  90-percent  price  supports 
on  dairy  products  normally  will  not 
provide  a  sufficient  milk  supply  in  this 
country;  but  a  90-percent  support  price 
on  eggs  will  have  eggs  running  out  of 
one's  ears.  It  is  not  possible  to  buy  all 
the  eggs  that  will  be  produced  at  90 
percent  of  parity. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Therefore,  the  Sec- 
retary is  trying  to  balance  these  items 
off.  I  have  not  been  opposed  to  sup- 
port prices  on  soybeans ;  neither  has  the 
distinguished  jiihior  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota. All  I  am  trying  to  say  is  that  the 
program  is  working  reasonably  well.  I 
think  it  is  working  in  accordance  with 
the  Kasson.  Minn.,  speech.  I  am  not 
committed  to  that  speech  and  I  did  not 
vote  for  the  man  who  made  it.  But  just 
the  same,  I  believe  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  who  did  vote  for  the  man 
who  made  it.  Is  carrying  out  the  pro- 
gram in  good  faith.  I  am  satisfied  that 
he  is  trying  to  do  exactly  what  was 
promised  to  the  farmers  of  the  country. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  merely  mak- 
ing the  point  that  the  high  price  sup- 
port levels,  which  have  been  utilized  by 
not  only  the  present  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, but  by  othlfb,  on  feed  grains, 
have  not  produced  unusual  surpluses. 
What  price  depression  there  has  been 
in  the  market  on  some  of  the  feed  grains 
has  been  due  to  the  flood  of  Imports.  I 
think  that  is  a  fair  statement. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  think  it  Is  a  fair 
statement.  No  one  has  resented  the 
flood  of  imports  more  than  I  have,  luiless 
it  has  been  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  (Mr.  Youwe].  The  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  (Mr.  ThtcI  also 
has  resented  it.  All  of  us  have  resented 
the  flood  of  imports. 

All  I  am  trying  to  say  is  that  I  do 
not  think  the  way  to  cure  the  trouble 
is  to  destroy  a  program  which  is  working 
well. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  respect  and 
admiration  for  the  distingmshed  Sen- 


ator from  New  Mexico  as  an  individual  ^ 
and  as  a  great  Senat<H-,  because  of  his 
knowledge  in  this  field.  What  is  being 
proposed  by  the  75  percent  to  90  per- 
cent support  levels  is  some  safeguard 
within  the  law  as  it  is  now  written.  I 
heard  the  dlstingvii^ed  Senator  from 
Vermont  (Mr.  AucenI  say  that  he  con- 
sidered the  present  law  to  be  mandatory. 
with  the  exception  of  a  kind  of  escape 
hatch,  namely,  that  if  there  were  a 
shoriage  of  money  in  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation,  the  basics  instead  of 
so-called  nonbasics,  would  have  first 
claim. 

What  is  sought  to  be  done  under  the  75 
percent  to  90  percent  amendment  Is  to 
put  all  the  feed  grains — com,  wheat,  rye. 
barley,  oats,  grain  sorghums,  and  soy 
beans — ^all  on  the  same  level  of  priority, 
insofar  as  protection  is  concerned  under 
operations  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation. 

I  do  not  beUeve  any  Senator  can 
prove  that  there  is  any  problem  in  con- 
nection with  feed  grains.  I  do  not  think 
it  can  be  proved  that  90  percent  price 
support  on  feed  grains  has  glutted  the 
market,  or  that  85  pecent  or  80  percent 
has  glutted  the  market. 

Had  the  Secretary  of  Agricultxu'e  in- 
sisted upon  his  cross-compliance  in  re- 
spect to  com  last  year,  namely,  tiiat  one 
could  not  plant  any  soybeans,  there 
would  have  been  such  a  shortage  of  soy- 
beans that  the  price  Would  be  absolutely 
out  of  reach.  At  present  it  is  124, 
which  is  far  above  parity. 

I  have  no  further  questions  to  ask.  I 
merely  wish  to  clarify  the  Rkx>rd,  be- 
cause I  think  there  are  some  points  of 
common  agreement. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  readily  agree 
with  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  that 
there  are  points  of  common  agre«nent. 
I  do  not  quarrel  with  much  of  what  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  has  said, 
or  with  what  the  two  able  Senators 
from  Minnesota  have  suggested. 

We  have  been  trying  to  protect  the 
small  grains.  I  think  the  record  speaks 
for  itself.  When  this  section  was  writ- 
ten in  the  Agricultm^l  Act  of  1949,  very 
dire  .predictions  were  made  to  the  effect 
that  the  producers  of  oats,  rye.^ind  bar- 
ley would  be  badly  treated.  I  want  the 
Record  to  show  that  they  have  not  been 
badly  treated,  and  to  suggest  that  this 
is  one  way  to  handle  the  situation. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Much  has  been  said 
about  the  trouble  caused  by  the  im- 
portation of  grain  from  Canada.  I 
think  the  Record  should  show  that  al- 
though we  have  imported  as  much  as 
$174  million  worth  of  grain  from  Can- 
ada in  a  year,  at  no  time  in  recent  years 
have  we  exported  less  than  $250  million 
worth  of  agricultural  products  to  Can- 
ada, and  about  3  or  4  years  ago  we  ex- 
ported $300  million  worth  of  agricul- 
tural products  to  Canada.  Included  in 
those  exports  were  considerable  amounts 
of  corn  and  some  of  the  other  small 
grains.  We  should  not  think  of  ex- 
ports and  imports  solely  in  terms  of 
grain. 
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Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  agree  witb  the 
Senator  that  there  has  been  a  good  deal 
of  trouble  with  certain  types  of  imports 
from  Canada.  I  think  we  did  our  very 
best  to  straighten  out  that  situation. 

There  is  now  legislation  on  the  books 
n^iich  permits  the  Secretary  of  Agrl- 
eultureto  suj^iort  these  commodities 
in  a  discretionary  fashion.  He  has  done 
so.  He  has  one  small  weapon  he  can 
use.  and  that  is  to  say  to  the  farmers, 
"If  these  commodities  get  out  of  Une, 
I  can  drop  your  supports.  Be  careful 
what  you  do.  So  long  as  you  are  careful, 
I  wiU  treat  you  f  ahrly." 

That  is  not  the  most  satisfactory  sys- 
%an  ill  the  world.  I  agree  with  the 
SoMitor  from  Minnesota  in  that  I  wish 
it  were  possible  to  have  absolutely  strict, 
mandatory  controls  on  every  com- 
modity, siich  as  wb  liave  on  tobacco, 
so  that  every  farmer  would  be  as  pros- 
perous as  the  tobacco  farmers  have  been. 
But  such  an  arrangement  does  not  seem 
poaslble.  All  I  am  saying  is  that  I  be- 
lieve the  legislation  now  on  the  books  is 
satisfactory,  and  I  do  not  believe  we 
should  tamper  with  it  by  this  amend- 
moit.  I  believe  agriculture  would  be 
better  off  if  the  Young  amendment  were 
rejected,  and  if  the  amendment,  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
AXKKN]  striking  out  the  provision  with 
reference  to  small  grains,  were  adopted. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Toung]  for  himself  and 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
HuifFHitKT]  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  AncsM]. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
time  is  under  control. 

l^r.  ANDERSON.  The  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Yoxmo],  who  con- 
trob  the  time  on  the  other  side  of  the 
question,  is  not  present. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  do  not  think 
there  will  be  any  more  speeches. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  wonder  if  the 
majority  leader  would  consider  a  sug- 
gestion. Instead  of  having  additional 
speeches,  would  he  consider  having  a 
quorum  call,  the  time  for  the  quorvun 
call  to  be  charged  equally  to  both  sides, 
with  a  vote  on  the  amendment  after  the 
quorum  call? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  suggest  that  we 
vote  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  may 
be  a  quonun  call,  with  the  time  for  the 
quorum  call  to  be  charged  equally  to 
both  sides. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?    The  Chair  heara  none. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum.  I 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll.  - 

Mr;  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quonun  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Presid(|ht.  a 
parliamentary  inquiry.     

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Will  the  Rarlia- 
mentarian  advise  us  as  to  the  amount 
of  time  remaining? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Vermont  has  38  minutes 
remaining  and  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  has  16'/^  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
believe 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  How 
much  time  does  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mQpt  yield  to  himself? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield  myself  3  minutes. 
I  do  not  think  the  Senate  should  agree 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Young  1 
and  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  (Mr. 
HrMPHRZY]  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute 
ifor  my  amendment.  The  support  level 
for  the  4  small  grains  is  now  at  86,  per- 
cent of  parity.  It  is  relatively  etose  to 
the  feed  value  of  corn.  The  support  lev- 
el for  soybeans  is  now  at  80  percent  of 
parity,  and  soybeans  are  selling  bo  far 
above  the  support  level  that  the  support 
is  not  applicable  at  all. 

The  Senate  Is  asked  to  provide  manda- 
tory supports  without  adequate  provi- 
sion for  marketing  controls  on  commod- 
ities. The  4  small  grains  account  for 
less  than  IVa  percent  of  the  total  farm 
income  of  the  country. 

I  believe  the  Senate  should  vote  down 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  and  the  Sienator 
from  Minnesota  in  the  nature  of  a  sub- 
stitute for  my  amendment,  and  then 
vote  favorably  on  the  amendment  which 
I  have  offered  on  behalf  of  mysdf,  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  (Mr.  Ander- 
son], the  Senator  from  Florida  \ifir. 
Holland],  the  Senator  from  Iowa  (Mr. 
HicKENLOOPER],  the  Senator  from  Kan- 
sas [Mr.  Schoeppel],  the  Senatot  from 
Delaware' [Mr.  Williams],  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker]. 

I  also  wish  it  to  be  understood  that 
the  two  amendments  on  which  the  Sen- 
ate has  acted  so  far  v^ere  offered  on  be- 
half of  myself  and  the  Senators  I  have 
just  enumerated. 

I  cannot  approve  of  the  amendment 
in  the  natiu'e  of  a  substitute  which  has 
been  offered  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  and  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
myself  1  minute.  The  amendment 
merely  proposes  to  establish  mandatory 
supports  at  75  to  90  percent  of  parity 
for  oats,  barley,  rye,  soybeans,  and  grain 
sorghums.  The  proposal  is  entirely  in 
line  with  the  Republican  platform  and 
the  statements  of  President  Eisenhower. 
At  the  present  time  most  of  these  com- 
modities are  supported  at  80  to  85  per- 
cent of  parity.  There  are  ample  pro- 
visions in  existing  law  to  controQ  pro- 
duction of  these  commodities.  Further- 
more, the  commodities  will  be  supported 
on  a  flexible  scale  at  from  75  to  90  per- 
cent. Secretary  Benson  believes  that 
flexible  supports  will  take  care  of  sur- 
pluses. 

I  see  no  reason  why  this  amendment 
should  not  be  acceptable.     I  hope  the 


Senate  will  approve  it.   I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  b^ 
fore  the  request  for  the  yeas  and  nays 
is  acted  on.  I  should  like  to  a4k  if  both 
sides  are  willing  to  yield  back  the  re- 
mainder of  their  time. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield  back  the  remain- 
der of  my  time. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  yield  back  the  remain- 
der of  my  time. 

Mr.   KNOWLAND.     Mr.   President.   I 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
and  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  in  the 
natpre  of  a  substitute  for  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Vermont* 
The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 
The     PRESIDING     OFFICER      (Mr. 
Reynolds  in  the  chair).    The  clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.    I  announce  that 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr, 
McCarthy  ]  is  absent  on  official  business. 
The  Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr.  Fi^w- 
DERsI  and  the  senior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin (Mr.  Wiley]  are  necessarily  ab- 
sent. 

If  present  and  voting,  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  McCAitnnrl 
would  vote  "yea." 

On  this  vote,  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont I  Mr.  Flanders]  Is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  SparkmanI. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  (Mr.  FYandersI  would  vote 
"nay"  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  SparkmanI  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  ( Mr.  Bt7rk|:  1  and  the 
Senators  from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Ekvin 
and  Mr.  Lennon)  are  unavoidably  de- 
tained on  official  business  at  one  of  the 
executive  departments,  and,  if  present 
and  voting,  each  of  these  Senators  would 
vote  ""yea."  i 

The  Senator  from  Misslsalppi  FMr. 
Eastland!  and  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware (Mr.  Frear]  are  necessarily  absent. 
I  announce  further  that  on  this  vote 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  (Mr.  Spark- 
man  1 ,  who  is  necessarily  absent,  is  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders  1.  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  would  vote  "yea" 
and  the  Senator  from  Vermont  would 
vote  "nay." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  33, 
nays  £4,  as  follow^ 

TEAS— 33  I 

Ca.**  Humphrey  Maione 

Chavez  Jackson  Mansflfld      * 

Clementa  Johnson.  Tex.  Maybank 

Cooper  Johnston.  S.  C.  Mofiroaey 

Danl"!  Kefauver  Morse 

Douglas  Kerr  Mutidt 

E'.lender  Kilgore  Murray 

Fulbrlght  Langer  NeeBy 

George  Lehman  Syrtilngtoii 

Hennings  Long  Tt\1e 

Hill  .    Magnuson  Toung 

NATS— 54 


Kennedy 

Payns 

SnuLtbera 

Knowland 

Bocter 
PurteU 

Sinltfa,Maln« 

Kucbel 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Martin 

Reynolds 

BtennU 

McCarran 

Robextaon 

McCleUan 

Ruaaell 

Watklns 

MlUlkln 

SaJtonstaH 

Welksr 

PMtora 

Schoeppel 

WUlUms 

NOT  vonNO— © 

Burke 

nandera 

McCarthy 

Eaatland 

FPear 

Spark  nuui 

Errin. 

Lennon 

WUey 

Aiken 

Byrd 

Gold  water 

Anderson 

Capehart 

Oote 

Barrett 

Carlson 

Green 

Beall 

Cordon 

Hayden 

Bennett 

Crlppa 

Heddrlckson 

Bowrlng 

Dlrksen 

Hlckenlooper 

Bricker 

Duff 

Holland 

Bridges 

Dworshak 

Ive« 

Bush 

Ferguson 

Jenine» 

Butler  ■ 

Gillette 

Jotanson,  Colo. 

So  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Yoxmc.  on  behalf  of  himself  and  Mr. 
HuMPRKKT,  to  Mr.  AnuEir's  amendment 
was  rejected. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment 
to  my  amendment  was  rejected  be  re- 
considered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  to  reconsider. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  California  to  lay  on 
the  table  tho  motion  to  reconsider. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Rkcord  a  statement 
I  have  prepared  on  the  subject  of  feed 
grains. 

There  beir.g  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

STATKMOrr    IT     SCKATOa    HUMPRBST 
Kn.ATION    or    yKMB    CBAIM    8UPPOKTS    TO    COBM 

Price  supporta  on  feed  grains  (oaU.  rye. 
barley  and  gruln  sorghums)  arc  discretion- 
ary with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  at  any 
level  between  «ero  and  90  percent  of  parity. 

SecUon  401  b)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949.  seU  forth  eight  conditions  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  by  the  Secretary  In  es- 
tablishing prl'?e  supports  on  "other  non- 
basic   agricultural   conunodltles." 

The  second  of  these  eight  conditions  Is: 
"(2)  the  price  levels  at  which  other  com- 
modities are  >>elng  supported  and.  In  the 
case  of  feed  grains,  the  feed  values  of  such 
grains  In  relallon  to  com." 

Under  this  authority.  Secretary  Brannan 
supported  the  feed  grains  at  about  7S  per- 
cent of  old  parity  with  com  at  90  percent  of 
parity.  This  seemed  to  work  out  as  a  prac- 
tical relationsliip. 

Upon  the  tidoption  of  the  modernized 
parity,  the  new  in-oblem  aroae  of  relating 
the  four  feed  grains  which  were  to  be  on 
the  new  parity  to  corn  wblch  was  to  remain 
on  the  old  parity. 

To  com  pens;  ite  for  the  5  percent  transi- 
tional drop  In  parity.  Secretary  Brannan  for 
1952  raised  the  feed  grain  support  to  80  per- 
cent of  parity  and  for  1953  to  85  percent  of 
parity.  The  5  percent  increase  in  support 
rate  did  not  exactly  compensate  for  the  s 
percent  drop  i.i  parity  but  quite  nearly  so. 

General  Elseahower  in  his  Kasson,  Minn., 
speech  said: 

"As  provided  in'  the  Republican  platform, 
the  non-perishable  crops  so  Important  to 
the  diversified  farmer — crops  such  as  oats, 
barley,  rye  ami  soybeans — should  be  given 
the  same  pro-.«ction  as  available  to  the 
major  cash  crops." 

In  1953.  when  it  came  time  to  set  the  1954 
support  rate.  Secretary  Benson  Ignored  both 
the  Klsenhower  pledge  to  raise  the  feed 
grains  to  the  same  level  as  the  major  cash 
crops,  and  also  Ignored  the  Instruction  in 
section  401  (b)  that  feed-grain  supports 
should  be  relat'Kl  to  com  supports  according 
to  the  feed  valje  relationship  to  corn. 


Secretary  Benson  set  the  supports  on  rye, 
barley,  oats,  and  grain  sorghtuns  at  85  per- 
cent, failing  to  com^penaate.  as  Secretary 
Brannan  had  done,  for  the  drop  In  the  mod- 
ernised parity. 

Thus,  although  be  could  claim  that  h*  had 
maintained  the  same  suppfH-t  in  terms  of 
percentage  of  parity.  Secretary  Benson's 
support  figure  in  actual  dollars  and  cents 
was  6  cents  a  bushel  lower  on  oats  and  9 
cents  a  bushel  lower  on  barley  than  the  sup- 
ports of  the  previous  year. 

The  modernized  parity  dropped  sharply  on 
the  field  grains  in  the  4  years  from  1950  to 
1953.  The  average  annual  drop  in  modern- 
ized parity  values  on  oats  for  those  years  was 
4.5  percent.  The  average  annual  drop  in 
modemiaed  parity  values  on  barley  for  those 
years  was  2.7  percent. 

Thus,  ir  Secretary  Benson  were  to  set  feed- 
grain  supports  at  85  percent  of  parity  for 
1956  the  dollars  and  cents  support  figure 
would  again  be  likely  to  be  lower  than  for 
the  preceding  year. 

These  cuts  are  seriotu  for  Minnesota  farm- 
ers. Minnesota  is  the  second -ranking  State 
in  oats  production,  third  ranking  In  barley. 
Minnesota  produces  13  percent  of  the  Na- 
tion's oats.  9  percent  of  the  barley,  and  10 
percent  of  the  rye. 

This  is  what  the  Benson  support  cuts  on 
oats  and  barley  mean  in  Minnesota  in  1954: 
The  July  1  indicated  production  of  oats 
is  218  million  bushels.  The  5-cent-a-bu&hel 
support  cut  can  potentially  result  In  an  in- 
come loss  of  910,900,000  to  Minnesota 
farmers. 

The  July  1  indicated  production  of  barley 
la  31,610.000  bushels.  The  9 -cent-a- bushel 
support  cut  can  potentially  result  in  an  in- 
come loss  of  S24M4.000  to  Minnesota  farmers. 
The  farmer  will  take  the  loss  whether  he 
sells  the  feed  grains  or  whether  he  feeds 
them.  Cheap  feed  cheapens  the  price  of 
livestock,  so  the  farmer  does  not  avoid  the 
loss  by  feeding  up  the  grain. 

The  1954  supf>ort  cuts  on  feed  grains  Is 
serious  enough  in  itself  but  has  other  dan- 
gerotis  implications. 

President  Elsenhower  In  his  agricultural 
message  to  Congress  on  January  11.  1954, 
said  in  8UbBtance"The  Nation's  agricultural 
problem  Is  not  one  of  general  overproduc- 
tion. The  problem  is  rather  one  of  unbal- 
anced production." 

One  would  suppose  that  if  xmbalanced 
production  is  our  problem  that  the  adminis- 
tration would  devise  sodm  method  of  balanc- 
ing production.  On  the  contrary.  Secretary 
Benson  has  tended  to  unbalance  production 
still  further  by  alloicing  the  feed  grain  sup- 
ports to  drop  below  their  former  relation- 
ship to  com. 

This  can  only  restilt  in  farmers  placing 
their  com  under  loan  and  feeding  the  other 
feed  grains. 

The  trend  is  already  noticeable  from  the 
fact  that  on  April  15  of  this  year  43  percent 
of  the  total  corn  stock  was  either  under  loan 
or  owned  by  CCC  while  only  9  percent  of 
the  oats  was  under  loan  or  owned  by  CCC. 
The  July  1  crop  production  report  indi- 
cates that  1954  oats  production  nationally 
will  be  328  million  bushels  greater  than  1953, 
barley  will  be  131  million  bushels  greater, 
rye  will  be  5.7  million  bushels  greater.  Grain 
sorghum  production  is  not  estimated  in 
bushels  but  the  planted  acreage  is  39  per- 
cent greater  than  1953.  Hay  production  also 
is  expected  to  be  up  over  the  1953  figure. 
These  production  figures  indicate  that 
there  will  be  fair  to  large  supplies  of  every 
feed  grain. 

About  120  million  bushels  of  oats,  barley, 
and  grain  sorghums  were  under  loan  or 
owned  by  CCC  on  April  16. 

Production  of  oats,  rye,  barley,  and  grain 
sorghums  are  indicated  at  about  SCO  million 
bushels  greater  for  1954  than  the  1953  pro- 
duction. 


Therefore,  there  will  be  a  sufAdent  stocA 
of  other  feed  grains  in  most  areas  to  dis- 
place com. 

As  much  as  300  to  400  million  bushels  of 
corn  may  unnecessarily  be  forced  into  the 
loan  program  If  the  tinkering  with  the  sup- 
port  level  by  the  Secretary  at  Agriculturv 
is  allowed  to  stand. 

Price  supports  on  all  the  feed  grains  must 
be  at  a  reasonable  balance,  otherwise  we  will 
pile  up  an  unnecessary  surplus  of  the  high- 
er-supported com. 

It  seems  ^ry  advisable  then  to  add^t 
legislation  making  feed  grain  suj^xnts  man- 
datory and  at  a  level  in  relation  to  com 
supports  which  fairly  repreaente  the  feed 
value  relationshipa. 

To  maintain  the  old  relationship  of  90 
percent  supports  on  com  and  76  percent  on 
the  other  feed  grains  (all  computed  under 
the  old  parity  formula)  would  require  today 
a  support  under  the  new  parity  of  about  93 
percent  of  parity  on  oats  and  barley,  89  per- 
cent on  rye.  and  100  percent  on  grain  sor- 
ghums, swimming  that  com  is  to  remain  on 
90  percent  of  the  old  parity. 

If  com  is  to  go  on  the  sliding  scale  at 
either  75  percent  or  8214  percent  of  parity, 
the  supports  on  the  feed  grains  will  drop  by 
a  corresponding  margin. 

To  break  the  corn  price  is  the  qxxlckest 
way  to  break  the  general  farm  price  levd 
since  other  feed  grs,ins  will  be  iaunedlately 
affected  aa^wiU  the  price  of  the  Uvestock. 
dairy,  and  poultry  products. 

Using  the  average  annual  production,  a 
15-percent  across-the-board  cfut  on  supports 
for  com,  oats,  rye,  and  barley  would  mean 
an  Income  loss  of  885  million  in  a  year's 
time  for  Minnesota  farmers. 

If  the  support  cut  is  made  across  the  board. 
com  will  still  be  the  most  attractive  to  pro- 
duce. But  as  long  as  the  feed-grain  sup- 
ports are  out  of  kilter,  the  com  will  tend  to 
go  under  loan  while  the  other  feed  grains 
will  tend  to  displace  It  in  feeding  operationa. 

This  will  eventually  cause  a  ccoti  s\irplus 
and  severe  acreage  controls.  The  sundus 
and  the  controls  will  be  xised  by  the  enemies 
of  the  farm  program  to  discredit  the  sup- 
port program.  It  wUl  be  difficult  to  hold 
corn  supports  at  90  percent  of  parity  if  other 
grain  price  levels  are  allowed  to  sag. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  recurs  on  agreeing  to  the. 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  (Mr.  Aiken],  on  behalf  of  him- 
self and  certain  other  Senators,  to  the 
committee  amendment  on  page  24. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  on 
this  question  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
cleric  will  call  the  roll. 

The  ailef  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCahtkyJ  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Oold- 
WATER]  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Welker;  are  absent  on  official  commit- 
tee business. 

The    Senator    from    Vermont     [Mr/ 
Flanders  1  and  the  senior  Senator  from . 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  WiletJ  are  necessarily 
absent. 

On  this  vote  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Flanders]  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spakkman] 
and  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
(Mr.  McCarthy]  is  i>aired  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Arizona  [Mr.  GoldwatebI.  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders  1  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Arizona  [Mr.  Gold  water]  would 
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each  vote  '^ea."  and  the  junior  Senator 
frtan  Wiaconsin  XiSi.  McCarthy]  and 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spabk- 
man]  would  each  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  Uuit  the 
Senator  tram  Ohio  [Mr.  Burke]  and  the 
Senators  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Er- 
viH  and  Mr.  Lknkon]  are  unavoidably 
detained  on  official  business  at  one  of 
the  executive  departments,  and  if  pres- 
ent and  voting,  each  of  these  Senators 
would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastuuvd],  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
[Mr.  FrxarI.  the  Senators  from  Tennes- 
see [Mr.  Gore  and  Itlr.  KefauverI,  and 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long] 
are  necessarily  absent.  ' 

I  announce  further  Chacon  this  vote 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gore] 
Is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana [Mr.  Long ] .  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  would  vote 
"yea."  and  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
woiild  vote  "nay." 

I  announce  also  that  on  this  vote  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkham], 
who  is  necessarily  absent,  is  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan- 
ders]. If  present  and  voting,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Alabama  would  vote  "nay."  and 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  would  vote 
"yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  52, 
nays  29,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 52 


Aiken 

Dull 

MlUikin 

Anderson 

Dworshak 

Pas  tore 

Barrett 

Ferguson 

Payne 

Beall 

Green 

Potter 

Bennett 

Hayden 

Purtell 

Bowrlng 

Hendrickson 

Reynolds 

Brlcfcer 

■  Htckenlooper 

Robertson 

Bridges 

Holland 

SaltonBtaU 

Bush 

Ives 

Schoeppel 

Butler 

Jenner 

Smathers 

Byrd 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Smith,  Maine 

Capehart 

Kennedy 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Carlson 

Knowland 

Stennis 

Cooper 

Kucbel 

Upton 

Cordon 

Malone 

Watkins 

Crippa 

Martin 

Williams 

Dlrksen 

McCarran 

Douglas 

McCIellan 
NAYS— 29 

Case 

Humphrey 

Maybank 

Cbaves 

Jackson 

Monroney 

Clements 

Jobnson,  Tex. 

Mundt 

Daniel 

Johnston,  S.  C 

Murray 

Ellender 

Kerr 

Neely 

Fultulght 

Kllgore 

Russell 

Qeorge 

Langer 

Symington 

ClUette 

Lehman 

Thye 

Hennlnga 

Magnuson 

Young 

EUl 

Mansfield 

NOT  VOTINO — 15 

Burke 

Goldwater 

McCarthy 

Bistland 

Gore 

Morse 

Brrln 

,     Kefativer 

Sparkman 

Flanders 

L^nnon 

Welker 

Prear 

Long 

Wiley 

So    the 

amendment    offered    by    M 

Aiken,  on  behalf  of  himself  and  certain 
other  Senators,  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment on  page  24,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  reconsider  the  vote  by 
which  my  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  move  to  lay  on  the  table  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Vermont  to  re- 
consider. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 


the  Senator  from  Iowa  to  lay  on  the 
table  the  motion  to  reconsider. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was- 
agreed  to. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  |>resi- 
dent.  I  send  an  amendment  to  the  desk 
and  ask  that  the  clerk  state  it.  The 
amendment  is  offered  on  my  own  behalf 
and  on  behalf  of  my  colleague  I  Mr. 
PAY^ra]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  on  page  34.  line  5, 
after  the  word  "lines,"  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  a  comma  and  the  words  "Irish 
potatoes." 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  wish  to  modify  my  amendment 
by  striking  out  the  word  "lines"  and  in- 
serting the  word  '•limes.'* 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  frqm  Maine  modifies  lier 
amendment  accordingly. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Is  this  the  amendment 
relating  to  the  importation  of  foreign 
pofcitoes?     - 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  That  Is  cor- 
rect. Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe 
this  amendment  needs  explanation  or 
comment  for  its  purpose  and  its  Justifi- 
cation are  clear  on  its  face.  It  would 
authorize  the  Government  to  limit  im- 
ports of  foreign  potatoes  which  inter- 
fere with  our  own  potato  marketing  and 
production  activities. 

There  is  no  reason  why  we  should  p>er- 
mit  the  importation  of  foreign  potatoes 
which  do  not  measure  up  to  the  same 
standards  we  establisii  for  our  domestic 
croijs. 

The  very  spirit  of  this  argument  has 
been  incoriwrated  in  the  law.  for  sec- 
tion 22  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1953  authorizes  the  Government 
to  limit  imports  of  a  foreign  agricultural 
commodity  which  interferes  with  a  do- 
mestic crop  under  the  agriculture  ad- 
justment program. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President.  I  under- 
stand that  the  purpose  of  this  amend- 
ment is  to  provide  protection  against  a 
situation  which  might  arise  if  the  po- 
tato growers  of  the  United  States  should 
enter  a  marketing  agreement,  one  piir- 
pose  of  which  would  be  to  keep  culls 
off  the  market,  and  importers  went  into 
neighboring  countries  and  purchased 
culls  for  little  or  nothing,  and  brought 
them  into  the  United  States.  This  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  desirable  amendment. 
*  Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  insert  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  statement 
which  I  have  prepared  on  the  pending 
amendment. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  tlie 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Patne 
This  amendment  would  Include  Irish  pota- 
toes in  subsection  8e.  section  401.   title  IV, 
entitled  "Amendments  to  Agriculturgl  Mar- 
keting Act  of  1937."  of  the  committpe  biU. 


Irish  potatoes  were  Included  In  the  corre- 
sponding section  of  the  House  bill.  Sub- 
section Be  provides  that  when  a  marketing 
order  Is  Issued  by  the  Secretary  ©f  Agrictil- 
ture  containing  any  terms  or  conditions 
regulating  the  grade,  size,  quality,  or  ma- 
turity of  the  listed  perUhable  IrulU  and 
vegetables,  Imp-rts  are  prohibited  while  the 
marketing  order  Is  In  effect  unless  those  Im- 
ports comply  with  the  grade,  site,  quality. 
and  matiu-lty  provisions  specified  for  the 
domestic  crop. 

This  provision  Is  designed  to  correct  a 
condition  which  has  long  interfered  with 
efficient  functioning  of  marketing  agree- 
ments. Imports  of  foreign  crop4  into  mar- 
keting-agreement areas  without  regard  for 
the  standards  Imposed  on  domestic  crop* 
defeat  the  prime  purjxjse  for  which  the 
marketing  agreement  was  Initially  made.  It 
i.s  only  Just  and  fair  that  Imports  comply 
with  domestic  marketing  requirements  when 
official  marketing  agreements  are  In  effect. 

This  amendment  to  the  committee  bUl 
would  merely  afford  the  same  pmttSctlon  to 
Irish  potatoes  which  the  committee  has  given 
to  tomatoes,  avocados,  limes,  and  grapefruit. 
Imports  of  Irish  potatoes  would  l>e  pro- 
hibited if  they  did  not  comply  With  grade. 
size,  quality,  and  maturity  provisions  of  any 
mark^lng  orders  applicable  to  domestic  Irish 
potatoes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment to  the  committee  amendment 
offered  by  the  Seriator  from  Maine  IMrs. 
Smith  I,  for  herself  and  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Maine  I  Mr.  Payne), 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  I  .send  amend- 
ments designated  7-26-54-A  to  the  desk 
and  ask  that  they  be  stated.  Thes» 
amendments  are  alsq  offered  by  me  on 
behalf  of  my  colleague  IMr.  Payne]  and 
myself. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  state  the  amendments. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  on  page  22,  line 
6,  after  'Sk.  203",  it  is  proposed  to 
irusert  "(a)." 

On  page  24.  between  lines  S  and  4,  it 
is  proposed  to  insert  the  following: 

(b)  Section  5  of  the  act  of  March  31.  1950 
(7  U.  S,  C.  1450).  a.<!  amended  by  section 
5  (a)  of  Public  Law  290.  83d  Congress,  U 
repealed.  I 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Maine  desire  to  have 
the  amendments  considered  en  bloc? 

Mrs.  S.MITH  of  Maine.     I  do. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President. 
I  shall  be  very  brief  in  my  i?emarks  in 
support  of  this  amendment  because  it  is 
very  simple,  very  direct,  and  does  not  re- 
quire extended  discussion  to  enable 
Members  to  decide  how  to  cast  their 
votes. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
remove  discriminations  against  Irish 
potato  producers  and  to  extend  to  them 
a  status  with  their  Government  equal  to 
that  of  the  producers  of  other  vegetables 
and  fruits. 

This  amendment  does  not  seek  any 
special  favor.  It  seeks  only  equity. 
Potatoes  now  are  the  only  agricultural 
commodity  prohibited  by  law  from  re- 
ceiving any  type  of  price-support  assist- 
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ance.  This  amendment  would  eliminate 
that  discrimination.  It  slsIls  for  pota- 
to producers  no  more  than  that  granted 
other  vegetable  and  fruit  producers. 

Now  let  me  make  one  point  crystal 
clear.  This  amendment  does  not  seek 
to  restore  mandatory  price  support  to  the 
potato  industry.  It  is  not  designed  to 
institute  a  price-support  program  for 
Irish  potatoes.  It  would  grant  only  dis- 
cretionary authority  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has 
stated  clearly  what  would  be  his  policy 
under  such  di^retionary  authority.  He 
has  written: 

It  would  be  the  Department's  basic  ap- 
proach to  treat  potatoes  the  same  as  other 
fresh  fruits  anc  vegetables. 

And  the  Secretary  has  stated  his  sup- 
port of  this  pioposal. 

This  amendment  would  give  potato 
producers  a  legal  basis  equivalent  to 
producers  of  ether  perishable  commodi- 
ties, enabling  them  to  work  with  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  relative  to  basic 
problems  of  the  industry.  It  would  per- 
mit potato  producers  to  bring  their 
problems  to  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture and  to  have  available  the  same 
services  available  to  all  other  producers 
of  fruits  and  vegetables. 

Irish  potatoes  are  very  important  to 
the  health  and  life  of  our  people.  They 
are  a  basic  American  food,  ranking  sixth 
in  terms  of  cash  receipts.  Potatoes  are 
so  essential  ea  a  food  and  so  important 
in  the  Nation's  agricultural  economy, 
that  they  surely  should  not  be  excluded 
from  the  basic  legislation  designed  to  im- 
prove agriculture  and  stabilize  the  Na- 
tion's economy. 

Surely  it  is  clear  that  the  restoration 
of  potatoes  to  a  comparable  r>osition 
with  other  vetcetables  and  fniits  is  not 
only  reasonable  and  justified  but  in  the 
best  interest  of  fair  play. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.     I  jrleld. 

Bir.  DWORSHAK.  This  amendment 
relates  to  price  supports.  What  would 
the  range  be.  both  as  to  maximum  and 
minimum  supix)rts? 


Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  From  zero  to 
ninety. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  From  aero  to 
ninety? 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  From  zero  to 
ninety ;  and  this  is  permissive,  not  man- 
datory. 

Mr.  BUSH.  May  we  have  some  com- 
ment from  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  committee  IMr.  Aiken  1  ? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  This  amendment  was 
inserted  in  the  bill  by  the  committee 
tentatively,  and  then  removed.  The 
effect  of  the  amendment  would  be  to 
put  potatoes  in  the  list  of  respectable 
vegetable  citizens  once  more,  from 
which  list  they  were  removed  some  3  or 
4  years  ago. 

This  amendment  does  not  establish 
any  price-support  program  for  p)otatoes. 
It  would  put  potatoes  in  the  same  cate- 
gory as  tomatoes,  string  beans,  radishes, 
and  other  commodities  for  which  price 
supports  are  permissive,  from  zero  up  to 
90  percent. 

In  fact,  at  the  present  time,  potatoes 
are  the  only  commodity  not  eligible  in 
any  way  for  price  supports.  Personally, 
I  would  not  want  to  see  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  establish  a  definite  price - 
support  program  for  potatoes.  I  think 
the  Secretary  can  handle  the  situation 
as  he  has  this  spring,  through  the  use  of 
section  32  funds.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
is  discriminatory  against  potatoes  to  say 
that  they  are  not  respectable  and  can- 
not take  their  place  along  with  157  other 
agricultural  Oommodities  which  are  pro- 
duced in  the  United  States. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  did  a 
beautiful  job  by  the  si>endlng  of,  per- 
haps, a  couple  of  miUion  dollars  in  the 
program  of  taking  potatoes  off  the 
market,  with  section  32  funds  this  spring. 
The  price  of  potatoes  went  up  from  ap- 
proximately 30  percent  of  parity  to  al- 
most 100  percent  of  parity  over  the 
course  of  possibly  3  weeks;  and  potatoes 
today  are  selling  at  about  100  percent  of 
parity. 

However,  as  I  have  said,  excluding  po- 
tatoes from  the  list  of  ordinary  veg- 
etables which  are  eligible  for  price  sup- 
ports is  discrimination,  indeed.  I  be- 
lieve,  personally.   I   would   support   the 
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amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Maine 
[Mrs.  Smith]. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  I  thank  the 
Senator  very  much. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  there  be  in- 
serted in  the  Record  at  this  point  a 
statement  I  have  prepared  with  refer- 
ence to  this  amendment. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Sematos  Patits 

The  effect  of  this  amendment  is  (1)  to 
repeal  the  Ellender  amendment  (section  6 
of  the  act  of  March  31,  1950)  which  has 
effectively  prohibited  price  supports  for  Irish 
potatoes  and  (2)  to  Uansfer  Irish  potatoes 
from  title  II  to  title  m  of  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  October  31,  1949  (Anderson-Pace- 
Gore  Act).  Title  II  of  the  1949  act  provides 
for  mandatory  price  supports  for  potatoes  and 
other  designated  nonbasic  agricultural  com- 
modities at  60  to  90  percent  of  parity;  tlUe 
III  of  the  1949  act  authorizes  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  at  his  discretion  to  support 
all  other  nonbasic  a^lcultural  commodities 
at  zero  to  90  percent  of  parity. 

In  considering  this  amendment  to  the 
committee  bill  the  basic  characteristics  and 
problems  of  the  potato  industry  should  b« 
Itept  In  mind. 

CENXaAL 

Potatoes  are  a  national  agricultural  crop. 
They  are  grown  In  every  State  in  the  tJnlon, 
although  commercial  production  does  tend 
toward  specialization  and  Is  concentrated 
In  several  Important  producing  areas  in 
Idaho,  California,  the  Red  River  Valley  of 
North  Dakota  and  Minnesota,  Long  Island, 
Aroostook  County  in  Maine,  and  other  areas. 
In  the  1953  crop  year  approximately  1.5  mil-  . 
lion  acres  of  potatoes  were  planted  in  the 
United  States  and  produced  373.7  mUlion 
bushels,  with  a  total  estimated  farm  value 
of  $295  million.  The  average  annual  farm 
value  of  potato  production  for  the  10-year 
period  1943-52  was  approximately  %ST7  mil- 
lion. The  July  1954  crop  report  published 
by  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  estimates 
that  1,380  000  acres  of  potatoes  have  been 
planted  with  production  estimated  at  845.6 
million  bushels  for  this  1954  crop,  n-om 
the  standpoint  of  acreage,  production,  and 
farm  income,  Irish  potatoes  are  the  most 
Important  vegetable  crop  in  the  United 
States.  This  important  crop  Is  grown.  ac« 
cording  to  thr  latest  1950  agricultural  een- 
BUS.  by  1.650.000  farmers. 


Group  and  State 


Late  Stater. 

Maine      „ 

Npw  Hani|>shire  

Vermont  

Massachustlls ^ 

KbiMlp  Island 

<'onn«>ct  knit      

Now  York.  I>one  Island. 

Ni-w  York.  U(>$tut4- 

IVna^ylvrtnia 

West  Virginia 


8  Ea.stern. 


ACTPSf^ 


Jlarvested 


ATeraite, 
1M3-52 


■cret 
174 

6.7 
7.7 

1&.8 
6.8 

14.0 

60 

M 

no 

23 


sav3 


1053 


T\oumnd 
mcTti 

l» 
4.2 
4.1 
8.7 
4.5 
9  6 
f<b 
61 
62 
IS 


370.1 


For  har- 
vest 1U64 


T%<m»an4 
matt 
147 
3.4 
8.7 
8.3 
4.0 
8.0 
61 
46 
68 
14 


343.3 


VieM  p^r  acre 


Averaiw, 

i»a-52 


BvaMt 
373 
218 
172 
190 
231 
232 
283 
201 
180 
08 


254  1 


1953 


BMtkeli 
370 
255 
190 
240 
2M 
2X0 
320 
260 
210 
90 


290.5 


Indicated, 
'     1054 


Bu»Ktl* 

251) 
19i 

27(1 
2711 
331) 

aai 

21(1 


3<r.  8 


Production 


Averapp, 
l»a-^ 


T%tm»an4 

62,095 

1,178 

1,243 

Z936 

1.310 

3,032 

16,824 

16,481 

19, 147 

2,251 


127.396 


1953 


TTumaand 

67.720 

1,071 

779 

2,088 

1.282 

2,688 

17,600 

13,360 

13,020 

1,360 


110.858 


Indicated, 
1054 


Tlumsand 

buakfU 

£6,595 

850 

722 

1,903 

1,080 

2,403 

16,830 

11,700 

12,180 

1,330 


105,683 


*  Early  and  late  crops  shovn  separately  for  California;  combined  for  all  otber  Statea 
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I 

August  10 


Oronp  and  Stoto 


Late  States— Continued 

Ohio 

Indiana . 

Illinois i 

Michigan... 

Wiseonrin 

Minnesota 

Iowa 

North  Dakota 

South  Dakota. 


S  Central. 


Nebraska. 
Montana.. 
Idaho. 


Wyoming .- : 

Colorado . ». 

New  Mexico ^ I. 

Utah t_ 1- 


Neyada 

Washington 

Oreiton i... 

California  > 


11  Western... 
29  late  States. 


Intermediate  States: 

New  Jersey 

Delaware.... 

Maryland 

Virginia 

Kentucky.. 

Missouri : 


7  iatermediate  States. 


86  late  and  intermediate  States. 

Early  States: 

North  Carolina "... 

South  Carolina 

Ofortiia 

Fforlda 

,  Tennessee 

Alabama.... 

Mississippi 

Arkansas 

Louisiana 

Oklahoma. 

Texas 

■*   Arizona 

California! 

13  early  States 


United  States. 


>  Early  and  late  crops  sliown  separately  for  California;  coinbiiie<i  for  ali  other 
States. 


'Includes  tlie   rollowini;   ((tiarUiiie.s  <if  c-ommerri.il   nirlv   jxitalo^  not   marketed 
(l.fKX)   imshel.si:    North    Carolina,    lij5,    FUiri'la.    .;t.l,    Alat>aiua,    l.alS.    Texas.   4iM: 

Califi>mia.  2,!«».  1 


A  major  characteristic  of  potato  farming 
to  Um  relatively  wide  fluctuation  in  prices 
to  growers  caused  by  relatively  smaU  changes 
in  supply.  For  example,  the  1951  crop  of 
320  million  bushels  returned  an  average 
United  States  farm  price  of  $1.63  per 
bushel,  or  91   percent  of  parity,  and  the 


total  farm  value  was  $522  million.  Com- 
parable figures  for  the  1952  crop  ate:  pro- 
duction, 349  million  bushels:  United  States 
average  farm  price  •1.94  per  bushel,  or  114 
percent  of  parity  with  a  total  farra  value 
of  $685  million.  Preliminary  figures  for 
1953  crop  show  production   at  374 'million 


bushels;  United  States  average  farm  price 
78  cents  per  bushel,  or  50  percent  of  jwrlty 
witli  a  total  farm  value  $295  mUllion.  The 
following  table  shows  the  wide  Variation  in 
potato  prices  from  month  to  month  for  the 
period  1930  through  1953: 


Potatoes:   Farm  price  as  percent  of  pnril'f.  inoO-51  rrop!< 


Month 


May.... 

June.^ ... 

July 

Auxust 

September 

October 

November 

December 

January 

February 

March 

April 

Season  average.. 


1930  crop 


Parity 
price 


PaJ>uihel 
$1.72 
1.72 
1.75 
1.76 
1.80 
1.80 
l.SO 
1.83 
1.76 
1.76 
1.79 
1.80 

1.77 


Farm 
price 


Perlmthtl 
$1.13 
.975 
1.08 
1.12 
.935 
.738 
.741 
.734 
.84 
.909 
.9^ 
.969 

.901 


Percent 
of  parity 


C6 
57 
62 
64 
52 
41 
41 
40 
48 
52 
62 
54 

61 


1951  crop 


19.V.>  crop 


19.Urro^ 


Parity 
price 


Per  buiktl 
$1.80 
1.82 
1.80 
1.80 
1.80 
1.83 
1.83 
1.83 
1.73 
1.73 
1.73 
1.73 

1.79 


Farm 
price 


Per  Imtkel 

$1.11 

l.:» 

1.25 

i.a") 

1.21 
1.30 
1.67 
1.82 
1.96 
1.96 
2.  OH 
2.26 

1.63 


Percent 
of  parity 


f.2 

7;) 

67 
71 
91 

113 
114 
121) 
131 

91 


Parity 

prire 

Per  bt'M 

|1   73 

1      ~*1 

1.73 

1.73 

1.73 

l.7:i 

1.73 

1.72 

1.66 

Las 

i.tii) 

l.M 

1.70 

Farm 
pricf 


Prr  hvthei 
$2.  '23 
2.  /..5 
2  W 
2.  Hi.', 
2.  14 
2  111 
2.(16 

is-i 

1.92 
.W 
42 


I. 
1. 
1.  12 


l.'>4 


Percent 
of  jKirity 


Parity 
price 


129 
147 
H3 
li.3 
124 

\\r, 
119 

KM 
lUi 
96 
Wi 

(i>l 

lit 


Per  'nitkel 
il.hl 
1.  > 
I.W 
l'i9 
1.  m 

1.  :-H 

l.'W 
1..W 
1..S2 
l..i2 
l.W 
l..y 

•     1.57 


Farm 
price 


Per  huihtl 
$1.0$ 
.H.1K 
.848 
.H42 
.'M-2 
.H94 
.<H 
.)>99 
.6$! 
.6$3 
.■M2 
.702 

.715 


Percent 
of  parity 


63 
•W 
Kt 

.•a 

62 
SI 
A3 
44 
45 
43 
35 
46 

SO 


I 


195^ 
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Speclallzatior,  In  potato  production  has  re- 
sulted In  Increased  yields  per  acre.  In- 
creased yields  have  resulted  from,  as  well  as 
been  accompanied  by.  increased  use  of  fer- 
tilizers. l>etter  jM-oductlon  methods,  and  in- 
creased cash  ov.tlays  per  acre  for  seed,  fer- 
tilizer, labor,  machinery,  and  other  produc- 
tion costs.  The  1943-52  average  yield  per 
acre  for  the  Urlted  States  was  202  bushels 
per  acre.  Last  year  (1953)  the  average  yield 
for  all  States  wsa  247  bushels  per  acre.  Cur- 
rent estimates,  as  shown  In  the  July  crop 
report,  predict  250-bushel  yield  for  1954. 
However,  this  estimate  is  subject  to  many 
adjustments  be<:ause  of  weather  and  other 
production   hazi.rds. 

CONSUMPTION 

Potatoes  are  in  important  basic  food  in 
the  diet  of  mo£t  Americans.  Consumption 
In  general  does  not  change  appreciably  be- 
cause of  price  changes.  Both  household  and 
institutional  potato  purchases  tend  to  follow 
an  established  steady  pattern.  However, 
despite  a  rising  trend  in  f>opulatlon.  there 
has  been  a  tendency  for  consumers  to  pur- 
chase fewer  potatoes  each  year.  Prior  to 
World  War  I  con.sumption  was  at  the  rate  of 
approximately  180  pounds  per  capita  per 
year  which  has  declined  to  about  100  to  110 
pounds  per  capita  since  World  War  II.  The 
following  table  illustrates  the  decline  in 
per -capita  consumption  of  potatoes: 

Vegetables :  Civilian  eonsvmption  per  capita. 
United  States.  1909-49  ' 

(Pounds! 


Year 


jiolatoes 


IWlit  .. 
191 1. 
1V<12  .. 
IWIt  . 
IHM  .. 
191.".  .. 
1911', 
1917  .. 
Itiis  : 
1!*IM  .. 
19jn  .. 
19J1  .. 
1922  . 
1923... 
1924... 

HrjR... 
1927... 

i«a*... 

1929  .. 

liHO... 

Ittll... 

1332... 

ItfH... 

1934... 

193.5... 

1996... 

U«7... 

193<*... 

1M«»... 

1940_. 

IIMI-  . 

1942... 

194.1... 

1944     . 

MM.S... 

lM«i... 

1947.. 

194H_   . 

1949.. 

19.10  :. 

19.H.  . 


Fresh 

Cannrd 

1 

v«>fe- 

\rve 

Potatoes  1 

taliifs 

Ubies 

r 

200 

1.V2 

193 

192 

14   4 

1«.5 

\H\ 

1.5  5 

1.50 

ly,") 

IK  5 

ISO 

lh.S 

IM  fi 

IH4 

iv'5 

19  1 

ir>i 

mi 

17.9 

Ihl 

l^7 

If.  I 

14(1 

1K5 

Ih  s 

1.52 

IKX 

22  I 

171 

193 

21    1 

1.51- 

218 

18.3 

145 

193 

lf..K 

I.Si 

2in 

17.(1 

\Ki 

190 

21.3 

169 

2(t6 

22.4 

1.57 

•Jll 

24.  )> 

1.52 

2112 

15.  fi 

VM 

214 

22.2 

142 

296 

22.9 

1.'.4 

221 

ZV7 

1S4 

213 

27.8 

i;t.5 

222 

Z5.0 

1411 

227 

21.9 

13V 

213 

21.8 

137 

21* 

23.2 

1»> 

231 

26.0 

144 

219 

27.4 

132 

235 

29.2 

la-. 

247 

30.  R 

132  1 

243 

31.  K 

121 

24(1 

M.7 

130 

242 

36.6 

129 

2.V. 

99.  ft 

12X 

238 

.36.7 

131  1 

2&5, 

34.2 

12h 

267 

42.9 

12fi 

2T2 

4«l5 

127 

2.S2 

3K8 

124 

2r.i 

37  0 

113 

249 

38.:: 

](»< 

252 

41.8 

104 

254 

4L4 

104 

26  0 
26  1 
2t.  .5 
24.  I 
23  4 
22.1 
24.  9 
24.3 
27.7 
2.5  V 
29.  7 
2H  •! 
2ti.9 
.^.9 
24.7 
17.4 
17.7 
21.0 
24.8 
21).  5 
22.  2 
IK  3 
31.5 
27.  .5 
23.9 
24.3 
2.5.5 
19.6 
21.4 
21.2 
19  .5 
Ifi  2 
1H.3 

an.  :i 
21.3 

19.6 

IK.  H 

IK. :; 
1.5.9 
13.  II 
14.3 
12.  « 
6.5 


1  Frr.^h  vejrrtables  potatne«  and  "rw(><'I|¥>IaIoe'.  are  in 
term..;  of  quant  it  ir.<  avnilahir  (or  consumption  at  thp 
farm  level.     Cannetl  vegetables  are  on  u  ciuim.\!  \»pj(:ht 

•  Preliminary. 

Due  to  perishability  each  potato  crop  must 
be  disposed  of  within  a  limited  marketing 
season.  Although  some  of  the  crop  produced 
in  the  so-called  late  States,  which  is  har- 
vested in  the  late  summer  or  fall,  is  stored 
for  marketing  throughout  the  winter 
months,  potatoes  do  not  lend  themselves  to 
a  carryover  from  1  year  to  the  next.  Conse- 
quently,  changes    in    supply    have   a   direct 


effect  on  the'  market  within  the^  compara- 
tively short  period  when  they  must  be  dis- 
posed of.  This  applies  not  only  to  potatoes 
harvested  in  the  fall  and  marketad  through- 
out the  subsequent  winter  montl^but  also, 
even  more  particularly  and  drasftcally,  to 
the  potatoes  harvested  during  the  idbc  win- 
ter, spring,  and  summer  months  wbii^  have 
even  more  limited  storage  life  and  usually 
go  directly  from  the  field  to  packliig  shed, 
and  then  to  market,  with  pressure  to  reduce 
all   marketing  delays  to  a  minimum. 

These  characteristics  result  in  an  inter- 
play of  market  forces  between  supplies  still 
in  storage  from  the  crop  dug  the  previous 
fall  and  potatoes  which  are  harvested  in  the 
late  winter  or  early  spring.  Each  segment 
of  the  supply  is  not  only  part  of  the  total 
affecting  prices,  but  also  changes  In  esti- 
mates of  either  segment  have  a  direct  effect 
on  the  respective  position  of  the  supply  to 
which  It  belongs,  as  well  as  that  portion  of 
the  supply  with  which  It  competes.      - 

FOREIGN    TKAOE 

Exports  and  imports  of  potatoes  by  the 
United  States  are  relatively  small  compared 
m-lth  total  production.  Cuba  and,,  other 
Caribbean  countries  take  approximately  two 
to  three  million  bushels  a  year.  Some  few 
so-called  early  potatoes  are  shipped  to  Can- 
ada, but  this  export  movement  invariably 
is  more  than  offset  by  Canadlan'sln:  ports, 
especially  from  New  Brunswickf  ana^\  Prince 
Edward  Island.  The  New  Bruruinrlck  potato- 
producing  area  is  just  across  the  lyundary 
from  the  major^  potato-producing  area  In 
Aroostook  County,  Maine.  Facilities  for 
moving  New  Brunswick  potatoes  to  eastern 
seaboard  and  southern  markets  are  much 
the  same  as  those  available  to  Maine  and 
other  eastern  potato  growers.  In  addition, 
ocean  freight  is  readily  available  to  Prince 
Edward  Island  handlers  and  to  a  somewhat 
lesser  extent  to  New  Brunswick  shippers. 
Movement  from  the  Canadian  potato-pro- 
ducing Provinces  is  heaviest  immediately 
preceding  and  during  planting  in  the  early 
producing  States  when  Canadian  seed  stock 
offers  considerable  competition  to  other 
nortbern-grown  seed  in   the  United   States. 

Canadian  potatoes  may  be  imfwrted  sub- 
ject to  duty.  One  million  bushels  of  table 
stock  and  2.5  million  bushels  of  seed  may  be 
imported  at  37.5  cents  a  hundred  duty  rate. 
Any  imports  over  that  amount  are  subject  to 
75  cents  a  hundred  duty.  However,  if  the 
September  crop  report  shows  a  United  States 
crop  of  less  than  350  million  bushels,  the 
deficit  may  be  added  to  the  quota  for  low- 
duty  table-stock  Imports. 

Prices  of  potatoes  grown  In  the  Northern 
and  Eastern  States  are  followed  relatively 
close  by  Canadian  potato  prices,  although 
usually  at  a  somewhat  lower  level.  For  the 
1953  season  a  Canadian  Government  market- 
ing pool  operated  in  New  Brunswick  and 
Prince  Edward  Island  through  which  an  ad- 
vance price  of  75  cents  per  hundred  was  paid 
to  growers  in  New  Brunswick  and  83  cents 
In  Prince  Edward  Island.  These  prices  were 
scheduled  to  Inen-eate  as  the  season  pro- 
gressed and  storage  costs  mounted.  At  the 
end  of  the  season  the  Dominion  Government 
is  supposed  to  make  up  any  deficit  and  the 
growers  are  to  be  paid  any  profit  which  exists 
between  the  season  average  price  received 
and  the  guaranteed  pool  price.  During  the 
past  season  at  the  instigation  of  the  Maine 
congressional  delegation,  representatives  of 
the  United  States  Treasury  Department  met 
with  Canadian  officials  concerning  state- 
ments that  Canadian  potato  shipments  to 
the  United  States  were  being  subsidized  from 
the  marketing  pool  program.  The  Cana- 
dians were  informed  that  countervailing 
duties  would  have  to  be  invoked  if.  In  fact, 
potato  shipments  to  the  United  States  were 
being  subsidized.  Following  the  discussions, 
the  Canadian  officials  agreed  that  they  would 
assure  that  no  potatoes  shipped  to  the  United 
States  would  be  eligible  for  subsidy  navment. 


POTATO  PklCI  UDGISLATIOK 

Potatoef  were  a  Steagall  commodity  and 
supported  at  90  percent  of  parity  from  1943 
through  1948.  The  Agricultural  Act  of  1949 
included  {xitatoes  under  title  n  which  al- 
lowed supix>rt  at  60  to  90  percent  of  parity 
and  the  Department  determined  that  they 
should  be  supported  at  60  percent  of  parity 
for  the  1949  and  1950  crops.  During  the  8 
crop  years  1943  through  1950  the  total  net 
dollar  deficit  resulting  from  Conunodity 
Credit  Corporation  and  section  32  purchaaei 
of  potatoes  was  $553  million. 

Public  Law  471,  Slst  Congress,  approved 
March  31,  1950.  was  passed  after  eztenstve 
debate  on  the  Senate  floor  as  shown  by  the 
Congressional  Records  of  Februsu^  23-24 
1950.  Section  5  of  this  law  stated  that  "for 
the  crop  year  of  1951  and  thereafter  no  price 
support  shall  be  made  available  for  any  Irish 
potatoes  unless  marketing  quotas  are  In  ef- 
fect with  respect  to  such  potatoes."  No 
marketing  quota  legislation  for  potatoes  waa 
passed  at  that  session  of  Congress  or  at  any 
session  since.  Therefore,  there  was  no  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  or  section  32  op- 
eration of  potatoes  for  the  1951  or  1952  crop 
and  none  for  the  1953  crop  until  the  passage 
of  section  5,  Public  Law  290,  83d  Congress, 
which  permitted  the  use  of  section  32  funds 
for  limited  purchases  of  potatoes.  No  addi- 
tional legislation  has  been  passed  affecting 
purchases  or  prices  of  potatoes. 

CX)NCLtTSION  ,, 

This  amendment,  which  would  repeal  sec-  * 
tlon  5  of  the  act  of  March  31,  1950,  is  spon- 
sored as  a  matter  of  equity  and  Justice. 
Irish  potatoes  are  the  only  agricultural  com- 
"modity  specifically  excluded  from  the  Agri- 
cultural Act  of  1949.  Although  there  U  no 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  vast  majc»-ity  of 
our  potato  farmers  for  direct  price  supports  ~ 
in  the  foreseeable  future,  conditions  might 
develop  so  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
would  deem  it  advisable  to  support  potato 
prices  somewhere  between  0  and  90  pwrcent 
of  parity.  Thrs^fimendment  would  give  the 
Secretary  complete  discretion  as  to  whether 
or  not  potato  prices  should  t>e  supported.  I 
want  the  legislative  record  to  show  that  this 
amendment  shduld-be  in  no  way  construed 
as  a  dire<:tive  to  thi^  Secretary  to  reinstitute 
potato  price  supports  unless,  at  his  com- 
plete discretion,  he  deems  it  advisable. 

Potatoes  should  not  t>e  outside  tbe  regular 
framework  of  our  agric\iltural  laws.  Pota- 
toes are  one  of  our  most  important  agricul- 
tural crops.  They  are  a  staple  commodity, 
a  basic  part  of  the  American  diet.  The 
present  discrimination  in  our  agricultural 
laws  against  ptotatoes  should  l}e  repealed  as 
a  matter  of  equity.  It  is  hoped  that  the 
Senate  will  favorably  consider  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Senators  from  Mrine. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  TTss 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maine 
I  Mrs,  Smith]  for  herself  and  her  col- 
le  I  Mr.  Payne]. 
Ir.  ANDERSON.     Mr.  President,  has 

:tion  201.  title  2,  of  the  1949  act,  ever   , 

>n  completely  repealed,  the  effect  of 

lich  repeal  would  be  to  take  out  tbe 
rovisions  with  regard  to  Irish  potatoes? 

think  it  has  not  been  repealed,  and 
therefore  this  language  would  make 
mandatory  the  support  of  Irish  potatoes. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  No.  As  I  understand 
the  committee  counsel,  this  does  not 
make  such  support  mandatory. 

Mr.  President,  on  page  22  of  the  bill 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  might 
read  section  203,  which  provides: 

Section  201  of  the  Agrlctdtural  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended,  is  amended  (1)  by  deleting 
"Irish  potatoes,"  from  the  first  seatanoe 
thereof. 
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That  takes  them  out  of  the  mandatory 
price  supports,  according  to  the  counseL 
Mr.  ANDERSON.  While  it  takes  them 
out,  80  far  as  this  bill  is  conceraed. 
should  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Maine  be  adopted, 
potatoes  would  be  supported  between  60 
and  90  percent,  although  that  program 
heretofore  cost  the  Government  $500 
.  million.  Every  time  we  have  .tried  to 
get  rid  of  price  supports  on  potlatoes  by 
some  device  or  other,  we  have  never  been 
able  to  get  the  Senators  from  Maine  to 
agree  with  us. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
senior  Senator  from  Maine  jrleld  in  order 
that  I  may  reply  to  the  statement  made 
by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 
Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  I  yield. 
Mr.  PAYNE.  This  amendment  simply 
removes  potatoes  from  the  mandatory 
price  supports  in  accordance  with  the 
action  taken  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, placing  them  imder  title  HI, 
which  is  a  permissive  provision,  making 
price  support  possible  if.  in  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  it 
is  deemed  advisable,  on  a  basis  of  from 
zero  to  90  percent.  It  has  been  acted 
.  upon  by  the  House,  and  this  amendment 
merely  restores  the  House  language. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield,  section  203  is  in  the 
House  bill,  as  I  understand,  and,  there- 
fore, would  not  be  in  conference.  It  is 
true  that  if  section  203  were  thrown  out 
and  the  amendment  offered  by  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Maine  were  included, 
we  might  get  the  result  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico  fears. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  wil^ 
the  Senator  from  Maine  yield? 
Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  I  yield. 
Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  remind  the  Sen- 
ator that  section  203  will  be  in  con- 
ference. On  page  22  there  is  language 
indicating  an  intention  to  throw  it  into 
conference,  and  we  shall  end  up  with  60- 
percent  potato-price  supports.  I  am  not 
opposed  to  saying  that  we  should  have 
discretionary  supports  from  zero  to  90 
percent,  but  if  anyone  wants  to  know 
what  it  is  like  to  support  potatoes  at 
90  percent  and  have  them  pile  up  by 
hundreds  of  millions  of  bushels,  and 
have  newspapers  print  stories  about  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  spraying  oil 
on  them  in  order  to  bum  them,  let  him 
come  and  talk  to  me. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  tinderstand  from 
.  counsel  that  the  language  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Maine  is  identical 
with  the  language  of  the  House  bill, 
and  that  it  would  not  result  in  manda- 
tory support  prices  for  potatoes.  I  am 
reljring  on  the  advice  of  coimsel.  Cer- 
tainly, there  is  no  intent  to  restore 
^mandatory  supports  for  potatoes. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President, 
does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  have 
an  amendment  to  offer  which  would  cor- 
rect the  situation  which  he  thinks  is 
wrong? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  .1  do  not  question 
the  intention  or  the  good  faith  of  the 
amendment  at  all.  I  know  the  Sena- 
tor wishes  to  accomplish  the  same  thing 
we  wish  to  accomplish,  namely,  that 
if  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  feels 
that  at  sometime  he  should  have  author- 
ity to  support  prices  at  a  discretionary 


level  between  60  and  90  percent,  he  may 
be  able  to  do  so.  Frankly,  I  kno^  the 
bin  as  it  came  to  the  Senate  committee 
contained  language  which,  after  we  had 
translated  it  back  and  forth  2  or  3  times, 
meant  that  price  supports  could  go  back 
on  potatoes  by  a  specific  act  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States,  provided 
there  would  never  be  price  supports  un- 
less some  sort  of  control  could  be  agreed 
on.    That  is  what  I  wish  to  accomplish. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  I  am  sitre  the 
amendment  would  make  price  supports 
permissive  and  not  mandatory.  We 
have  no  thought  in  Maine  of  asking  for 
mandatory   price   supr>orts. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Maine  yield? 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  laiiguage  in  the 
House  bill  is  not  exactly  identical  with 
that  in  the  Senate  bill  and  the  language 
of  the  proposed  °  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Maine,  but  the  purpose  is 
identical. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Since  the  language 
in  the  House  bill  is  not  identical  with 
that  in  the  Senate  bill,  if  we  can  have 
some  sort  of  assurance  from  the  able 
Senator  from  Maine  and  from  ranking 
Members  on  the  Democratic  side  of  the 
aisle  that  we  are  not  going  to  bring 
in  a  conference  rejxjrt  that  would  re- 
quire mandatory  price  supports  on 
potatoes  from  60  to  90  percent,  I  am 
satisfied. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  am  positive  that  there 
is  no  such  Intent  on  the  part  of  the 
sponpon  of  the  amendment,  and  I  am 
^■n  there  is  no  such  intent  on  the  part 
of  the  committee,  either. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Maine  yield? 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.     I  yield 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  one  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate committee  or  of  the  House  commit- 
tee advocating  mandatory  supports  for 
potatoes  at  60  to  90  percent  or  from  zero 
to  90  percent.  I  think  the  explanation 
of  the  Senator  from  Maine  tlsit  she 
is  not  intending  to  do  that  should  be 
sufBcient. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  The  Senator 
from  Maine  would  assure  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  that  she  would  give 
the  word  of  the  Maine  Senators  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry  that  the  amendment 
would  be  permissive  and  not  mandatory. 

The      PRESIDING      OFFICER.     The 

question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs.  SMitHi  for 
herself  and  her  colleague  I  Mr.  Pavne  ) . 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  I 
call  up  my  amendment  8-5-54-D,  and 
ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Kansas. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  on  page  30,  between 
lines  19  knd  20,  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
the  following: 

Sec.  310.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro- 
vision of  law,  no  land  leased  from  the  United 
States  shall  be  allotted  any  acreage  for  the 


production  of  any  commodity  subject  to 
marketing  quotas.  Tlila  provUloli  aliaU  not 
affect  any  acreage  allotment  iua4e  prior  to 
the  enactment  ol  this  act. 


Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.    Mr.  President.  1 

do  not  intend  to  labor  the  point 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  state  how  much 
time  he  yields  to  himself? 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  yield  to  myself 
about  8  minutes.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  that  what  the 
amendment  does  or  is  intended  to  do 
is  to  take  care  of  this  situation:  During 
the  war,  and  when  we  were  preparing 
for  the  defense  of  the  Nation,  the  De- 
fense Department  purchased  by  con- 
demnation or  otherwise  hundreds  and 
hundreds  of  airports  and  military  in- 
stallations in  various  places  throughout 
the  country.  Since  the  war  ended, 
many  of  those  defense  plants  by  way 
of  air  bases  and  other  large  tracts  have 
been  inactive.  As  a  result  of  the  inac- 
tivity at  a  number  of  those  bases,  many 
of  which  are  in  crop-produaing  areas, 
the  Defense  Department  rightfully  has 
leased  for  agricultural  purposes  to  large 
operators  or  other  op)erator9  many  of 
the  lands  not  now  needed  for  defense 
purposes. 

I  did  some  checking  with  the  Defense 
Department,  and  I  found  that  on  April 
1  of  this  year  there  were  2^16  active 
leases  involving  1,477.214  acres  of  either 
farm  land  or  grazing  land. 

At  present  the  situation  Is  such  that 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  in  the 
wisdom  of  its  officials  and  because  of  the 
overall  situation,  has  reduced  acreages 
and  imposed  marketing  quotas  on  cer- 
tain crops.  I  am  speaking  largely  In 
terms  of  wheat.  In  certain  areas  it  may 
apply  to  corn.  • 

I  have  ascertained  from  Inquiries  I 
have  made,  that  in  a  number  of  these 
places,  and  in  some  of  the  installations, 
the  Defense  Department,  not  wanting  to 
give  a  number  of  leases  to  anall  oper- 
ators on  contiguous  acres  adjacent  to 
the  leased  bases,  has  refused  to  enter 
into  contracts  of  leasing  with  the  small 
farmers,  but  has  leased  to  1  or  2  indi« 
viduals  having  large  holdings,  to  enable 
them  to  go  into  the  production  of  crops 
which,  under  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture's present  policy,  are  being  restricted 
to  certain  acreages. 

In  other  words,  I  do  not  believe  It  la 
good  policy  for  one  department  of  the 
Government  to  lease  lands  which  It  has 
purchased,  and  to  which  it  has  title,  to 
operators  in  order  that  they  may  produce 
crops  which  are  now  under  marketing 
quotas.  My  amendment  seeks  to  pre- 
vent exactly  that  situation.  I  may  say 
to  the  Members  of  the  Senate  that  I 
should  much  prefer  to  have  the  matter 
handled  i^  an  administrative  way. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 
Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.     I  yield, 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  want  to  be  clear 
in  my  own  thinking.    I  think  the  Sena- 
tor has  given  a  satisfactory  eKplanation. 
but  unfortunately  I  was  called  out  of  the 
Chamber  during  a  part  of  his  remarks. 
As  I  understand,  the  amendment  ap- 
plies only  to  the  leasing  of  the  tyjies  of 
land  indicated,  which  have  been  used  for 


Army,  Navy,  or  Air  Force  installations, 
I  assume. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  is  restricted  to 
land  which  has  been  leased  for  the  pur- 
pose of  raising  crops  which  are  under 
marketing  quotas  and  acreage  limita- 
tions.    Is   that  correct? 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  So  it  would  not  in 
any  way  prevent  the  leasing  of  property 
for  crops  which  are  not  Involved  in  acre- 
age limitations  and  quotas. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  That  is  absolutely 
correct.  I  may  say  further,  for  the  In- 
formation of  the  Senate,  that  the  provi- 
sions of  my  amendment  would  not  affect 
any  acreage  allocations  made  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  the  act. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Therefore,  no 
existing  lease  would  in  any  way  be  in- 
validated by  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas.  ( 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.    That  is  cdrrect. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  chairman  of 
the  committee  is  temporarily  out  of  the 
Chamber.  I  have  discussed  the  amend- 
ment with  him.  and  he  has  said  that  he 
would  have  no  objection  to  taking  to 
conference  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  Kansas. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kan- 
sas [Mr.  SCHOEPPEL]  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President,  I 
call  up  my  amendment  designated  "7-29- 
54-B."  and  ask  that  it  be  read.  I  offer 
it  for  myself  and  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Hatdkh]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.    In  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  on  page  34.  in  line  \2f 
after  the  period,  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
the  following: 

In  detepmlnlng  the  amount  of  notice  that 
Is  reasonable  In  the  case  of  tomatoes  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  give  due  con- 
sideration to  the  time  required  for  their 
transportation  and  entry  Into  the  United 
6tat«s  after  picking. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  please  state  the 
amount  of  time  he  desires  to  yield  to 
himself? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  yield  myself  2 
minutes. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  discussed  the 
amendment  with  the  two  distinguished 
Senators  from  Florida,  and  also  with  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Vermont 
They  have  informed  me  that  they  will 
accept  the  amendment  If  I  am  not 
correct  in  my  understanding.  I  hope  the 
senior  Senator  from  Florida  will  so  in- 
form me. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  two  minutes  to  me? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. We  are  willing  to  accept  the 
amendment.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we 
think  that  under  the  wording  of  the  pro- 


vision already  in  the  bill  perhaps  the 
same  result  would  be  assured.  But  to 
make  absolutely  certain  that  the  result 
desired  will  be  assured— that  is,  that  the 
time  element  concerned  in  the  produc- 
tion and  shipment  of  the  tomatoes  will 
be  taken  care  of — we  are  willing  to  have 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  written  into  this  section  of 
the  bUl. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  myself  an  additional  minute,  so 
that  I  may  explain  the  amendment 
briefly. 

On  the  west  coast  of  Mexico,  in  the 
States  of  Sonora.  Sinoloa,  and  Tamal- 
pais,  below  Arizona,  there  have  been  de- 
veloped In  recent  years  a  large  number 
of  acres  which  are  now  in  production. 
One  of  the  products  which  c(Hne  out 
of  northwestern  Mexico  is  tomatoes. 
A  great  many  persons  from  the  United 
States  are  engaged  in  the  agricultural 
business  in  those  three  states  of  Mexico, 
and  the  amendment  has  been  offered  to 
allow  those  persons  time  to  get  their 
tomatoes  from  the  point  of  picking  to 
the  border,  after  a  marketing  agree- 
ment has  been  aiuiounced. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  certain  material  in  connection 
with  the  situation  be  printed  at  this 
p(Hnt  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  material 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

CowmnucioN  dc  Asociacionxs 
Agkicolas      del      Estaoo      DC 

BiMALOA, 

June  1.  19S3. 
CoMMrrm  fob  RscipaocrrT  iNroaMATioN. 
Tariff  Commission   Building, 

Washington,   D.   C. 

Gkntlkickn:  Reference  Lb  made  to  earlier 
exchanges  of  communications  between  your- 
selves sjul  the  undersigned  In  regard  to  the 
Importation  Into  the  United  States  from 
Mexico  of  fresh  tomatoes  produced  in  the 
Utter  country. 

On  May  27.  1952,  you  held  bearings  In  con- 
nection with  the  Importation  of  fresh  to- 
matoes from  Cuba  and  Mexico,  wherein 
there  became  Involved'  a  purported  agree- 
ment made  September  14,  1951,  between 
representatives  of  growers  of  those  two 
countries  and  of  Florida  for  the  Imposition 
of  quotas  upon  such  importation. 

In  consequence  of  action  taken  at  a  gen- 
eral meeting  of  the  associations  composing 
the  undersigned  confederation,  the  latter 
transmitted  to  you  on  July  14.  1952,  a  tele- 
gram which  for  present  convenience  Is  now 
quoted.  In  the  foUowlng  language: 

"CoMicrrrKx  fob  RxciPBocrrr  iNroBJCATioN. 
Tariff  Commission  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
"Confederaclon  de  Asoclaclones  Agrlcolas 
del  Bstado  de  Sinaloa  In  convention  today  as- 
sembled voted  Its  absolute  opposition  to  any 
quota  baaed  upon  quantity  of  fresh  tomatoes 
which  may  be  Imported  Into  the  United 
States  of  America  from  Mexico  and  its  res- 
cission, cancellation,  and  nullification  of  any 
and  all  representation  and  actions  hereto- 
fore made  to  the  contrary.  The  views  of 
our  growers  are  that  the  imposition  of  such 
quotas  In  Mexico  would  require  the  use  of 
governmental  pressures  prohibited  by  Mexi- 
co's fundamental  principles  guaranteeing 
freedom  to  the  Individual  and  that  this 
association  should  not  presume  to  usurp 
functions  of  the  legally  constituted  Mexican 
authorities  having  Jurisdiction  in  the  matter 
of  International  trade  agreements  and  "M&t 
negotiations    t>etwesn    this    association    and 


similar  associations  In  other  countries  b« 
limited  to  Improvement  of  the  marketed 
product  through  voluntary  restrictions  upon 
quality,  sizing  and  pack.  Confirmation  fol- 
lows by  mall. 

"CONrEDEBACIOir        BB        ASOCIACIONBi 
AGBIOOLAS  del  EBTAOO  DX  SiMAlOA. 

"By  C.  A.  Cabkaca,  Its  President." 

We  have  now  been  advised  that  the  com- 
munication contained  in  such  telegram 
should  perhaps  have  been  submitted  in  12 
written  counterparts.  Upon  the  assumptioa 
that  such  advice  is  accurate,  and  In  order 
to  meet  your  requirements  as  fully  as  we 
may  In  the  light  of  our/'  understanding 
thereof,  we  now  fully  and  ezpUcltly  ratify 
such  telegram  and  herein  repeat  the  content 
thereof  in  full,  in  12  counterparts  and  In 
order  that  your  entire  membership  may  have 
full  knowledge  of  the  substance  of  ovir  views 
and  position. 

The  Confederaclon  de  Asoclaclones  Agrl- 
colas del  Estado  de  Sinaloa  (Confederation 
of  Agricultural  Associations  erf  the  State  of 
Sinaloa)  comprises  all  the  associations  of 
growers  of  the  State  of  Sinaloa,  Mexico,  who 
grow  tomatoes  for  export  to  the  United 
States  In  fresh  condition.  The  growers 
composing  these  particular  associations 
produce  and  export  approximately  75  per- 
cent of  all  fresh  tomatoes  of  Mexican  cn-igln 
which  are  Imported  Into  the  United  States. 
Growers  constituting  the  membership  of 
similar  associations  of  the  State  of  Tamauli- 
pas,  Mexico,  produce  and  export  approxi- 
mately 15  percent  of  all  fresh  tomatoes  of 
like  origin  and  so  Imported. 

We  are  reliably  Informed  that  the  aSsocla* 
tlons  of  the  State  of  TamauUpas  stated  to 
you  prior  to  your  meeting  of  May  27.  1952, 
that  neither  they  nor  their  membership  con- 
sented to  nor  agreed  to  the  pio-ported  agree- 
ment above  mentioned. 

We  therefore  respectf uUy  submit  that  it  to 
clear  that  growers  of  approximately  00  per- 
cent of  the  fresh  tomatoes  produced  In 
Mexico  and  exprarted  to  the  United  States 
are  now  In  accord  with  the  purported  agree- 
ment of  September  14.  1951,  and  that  such 
growers  are  opposed  to  Imposition  of  quota* 
upon  the  Importation  to  the  United  States 
of  fresh  tomatoes  grown  in  Mexico. 
Very  truly  yours, 

CoifrEDEKACION    DE    ASOCIACIOItCB    ACKX- 

oolas  dei.  bstaoo  de  sinai.oa. 
State  of  Abizona, 

County  0/  Santa  Cruz,  as: 
I  have  examined  the  original  and  the  copy 
above  and  I  certify  that  the  above  is  a  true 
copy  of  the  original.    Dated  at  Nogales,  Aria., 
this  3d  day  of  December  1953. 

GeOXGX  R.  MABTUf. 

Notary  Public. 
My  commission  expires  November  24,  19M. 

NOVXKBKB  5,   1953. 
Mr.  S.  R.  Smtth,  » 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Branch, 
Production  and  Marketing 
Administration, -United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington.  D.  C. 
DxAB  Mb.  Smith:    Mr.  O.  R.  Roberts,  the 
Panhandle    Fruit    Co.,    AmarlUo.    Tex.,    baa 
turned  over  to  us  your  letter  written  to  him 
on  November  3,   1953,  a  copy  of  which  i» 
enclosed. 

We  believe  there  Is  some  misunderstanding 
regarding  a  plan  which  was  developed  by  the 
Florida  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Association  con- 
cerning a  proposed  quota  for  Mexican-grown 
tomatoes  Imported  Into  the  United  States. 
In  yo\ir  letter  to  Mr.  Roberts  you  state  that 
the  plan  was  developed  In  cooperation  with 
producer  and  governmental  Interests  In  Cuba 
and  Mexico. 

So  far  as  we  can  learn,  the  Governments  of 
Cuba  and  Mexico  have  never  taken  any  part 
In  the  development  of  this  plan. 
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An  agrwiiiKit  Is  on  file  wltb  the  Commit- 
tM  for  Badprodty  Information,  signed  by 
leumeonftlTW  of  Cuban  and  Mexican  grow- 
•n'  atrfrr*«*««"«     However,  tboee  signing  on 
behalf  of  growers'  associations  In  the  State 
of  Staaloa  were  without  auth«rtty  to  make 
mn  a««ement.  or  sign  an  agreement,  for  the 
aasoeUtlon  named.    In  ordw  to  dear  up  the 
natter,  the  Confederadon  de  Aaodaclones 
ftg>««»i««  del  Kstado  de  Sinaloa  (Confedera- 
Uon  of  Fanners  Associations  at  the  State  of 
amaloa)  sent  a  telegram  to  the  Committee 
tor  Bedivodty  infarmation  on  July  14. 1803. 
•ad  sent  a  lettwfb  that  committee  on  June 
1    1058.    On  May  33.  1B68.  and  June  30.  1963. 
tlM  confederation  wrote  letters  to  the  Com- 
mittae  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  of  the 
united  SUtea  Senate,  by  way  of  clarlflcatlon 
of  this  point  with  the  Senate  committee. 
The  growers  represented  by  the  confedera- 
tion produce  approximately  76  percent  of  aU 
fresh  tomatoes  grown  In  Mexico  for  export. 
PrlOT  to  the  hearing  held  on  May  37-38, 
1963.  by  the  Committee  for  Reciprocity  In- 
fOTmatkm  tomato   growers   assocUtlons   In 
tue  State  of  Tamaullpas.  Mexico,  met  and 
teroked  the  agreement  purportedly  signed 
on  their  behalf  in  Mexico  City  on  September 
14^  1061.      Informatlpn  to  that  effect  was 
forwarded  to  the  Cwnmlttee  iar  Bteclprodty 
InformaUon  prior  to  the  hearing.     Growers 
In  the  State  of  TamauUpas  produce  approx- 
Imatdy  IB  percent  of  all  tomatoes  grown  in 
Mexloo  for  export  to  the  United  States.     To- 
gether, the  State  of  Sinaloa  and  Tamaullpas 
nroduoe    i^nxro^Omately    90  percent    of    all 
tomatoes  exported  from  Mexico  to  the  United 

States.  ,    ...^ '  «...  * 

So  far  as  we  know,  the  growws  in  the  State 
of  Sonora,  Mexico,  are  the  only  ones  who 
SMde  an  agreement  with  Florida  and  Cuba 
aad  who  now  consider  themselves  bound  by 
that  agreement.  The  SUte  of  Sonora  pro- 
duoes  i4>proxlmately  .10  percent  of  all  to- 
matoes grown  In  Mexico  for  export. 

In  view  of  the  above,  we  do  not  believe 
that  It  can  be  said  that  an  agreement  be- 
tween Florida.  Cxiba.  and  Mexico  associa- 
ti<nis.  or  growers,  exists  today,  nor  has  any 
such  agreement  exUted  insofar  as  growers 
who  produce  approximately  90  percent  of 
tomatoes  grown  in  Mexico  for  export  to  the 
United  SUtes  since  July  14,  1963,  when  the 
Confederftdon  de  Asociaciones  Agrlcolas  del 
Estado  de  Sinaloa  sent  the.  telegram  to  the 
conunlttee. 

Of  course  there  would  seem  to  be  no  rea- 
son, legally.  Why  the  United  States,  acting 
liiilliil»iillj]  inwilil  not  place  a  quota  on  im- 
parts of  lisilpan  tomatoes.  However,  under 
the  Trade  Agreement  Act,  it  would  seem 
that  Florida,  ae  other  domestic  growers  of 


tomatoes,  tnust  first  show  they  are  injured. 
or  threatened  with  injury,  by  ImporU.  "We 
believe  that  no  domestic  growers  have  ;yet 
shown  any  Injiiry,  or  threat  of  injury. 

We  would  appreciate   a  letter   outUndng 
your  views  oh  the  question  of  whether  fcny 
agreement  exists  between  growers  or  tbelr 
associations  In  Florida.  Cuba,  and  Mexico. 
Very  truly  yours. 

Oeosck  .R.  Maktik, 

Secretary -Manager. 

STATX1CXII9'  ST  SXMATOa  OOLOWATES 

Since  the  war.  using  the  1946-47  setson 
as  the  first  cojpplete  postwar  apason,  Florida 
has  more  than  tripled  their  smpment*,  while 
Mexican  Imports  have  fallen  off  about  1,600 
carloads  when  the  1946-47  season  Is  cfom- 
pared  with  the  cxirrent  season  ending  May 
29,  1964.  Cuban  shipments  have.  In  recent 
years,  fallen  to  such  a  low  point  that  they 
are  negligible. 

During  the  season  ending  May  29.  1954, 
U8DA  figures  show  on  t^elr  June  1.  1954 
weekly  summary  of  frxilt  and  vegetable  car- 
lot  shipments  that  Florida  showed  an  In- 
crease over  1953-53  season  from  17,169  car- 
loads of  tomatoes  to  18,789  carloads — aa  In- 
crease of  1,830  cars.  Also.  It  showed  that 
imports  from  Mexico  fell  from  7,515  oafs  to 
6,896  cars,  a  loss  of  1.620  cars. 

Facts  appear  to  indicate  that  increased 
production  in  Florida  and  not  excessive 
amounts  of  Imports  may  be  the  cause  of 
any  surpluses  that  may  develop. 

The  1949-50  season,  distribution  of  to- 
matoes Imported  from  west  Mexico  shows 
only   286   carloads   shipped   to   the    Eastern 


United  States,  while  3.145  cars  were  shipped 
to  the  West,  and  1.215  to  the  Mldweat. 

There  are  sound  economic  reascms  Ifor  this 
distribution  when  we  consider  tJ>e  geo- 
graphic locations  of  production  areaa  In  re- 
lation to  the  distribution.  Freight  rates 
from  Florida  to  the  West  far  excedd  those 
from  west  Mexico,  and  the  reverse  U  true 
from  Florida  to  the  Eastern  Unlte4  States. 
Therefore,  freight  rates,  time  In  transit, 
and  condition  on  arrival  are  dominant  fac- 
tors which  must  be  considered  prior  to  estob- 
llshlng  quotas  of  any  sort  on  the  shipment 
of  winter  vegeUbles. 

Comparing  total  tomato  shipmedts  from 
Florida.  18,789  cars  In  the  season  Just  closed 
with  5,895  cars  from  Mexico  during  the  sams 
season.  It  Is  easy  to  recognise  that  amy  11ml- 
tatlon  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  With  \ 
not  less  than  3  days'  notice,  would  place  an  * 
undue  hardship  on  the  Western  half  of  the 
United  States  that  would  cause  excessive 
price  rises  in  the  markets  which  would 
otherwise  not  occur. 

We  have  used  figures  for  tomatoes  becausa 
they  represent  85  to  90  percent  of  winter 
vegetables  Imported  from  Mexico  and  Cuba. 
For  example,  using  the  same  8  postwar  years 
as  a  basis  for  comparison,  west  Mexico 
shipped  615  cars  of  green  peppers  14  the  sea- 
son Just  ending,  compared  to  an  8-year  aver- 
jage  of  713  cars,  and  236  cars  of  gMen  peas 
compared  to  the  8-year  average  of  263  cars. 
This  again  shows  that  any  serious  over- 
production is  not  due  to  Imports  when  ws 
consider  United  SUtes  population  growth 
and  economic  condition  during  these  8  yeara. 


Tomatoes,  fresh,  imports  into  the  Vnil«d  Slnlen  hy  country  of  origin,  fitcal  yeart  1944-4^ 

to  1953-54 

In  diousands  of  poumlsl 


Fiscal  year 


Ci'UnTy  of  oricin 


Canada 


Mexi(» 


Cubs 


British 
West 
Ind.es 


1044-46 

lM6-*«. 

l»46-47„ 

1947-48 

194»-49 - 

1949-50 

1980-51- 

19S1-52 — 

198a-S».. 

1953-54  ' 


<JK'> 

1,411 

1,492 

1.67« 

2.7.'i« 

731 

2,106 

1.73f. 

3.  ."vn 

2,806 

1«2,  «77 
lfiK,243 
Zi.\433 
233,6fi5 
l«y,  2H2 
H2,H.'.2 
141,626 
171.3<r7 
191.. "i:« 
139,168 


l.%»48 
32,723 
24.  HfiB 
2»i,677 
30.  6«7 
23.  4fle 
26.S53 
17.263 
l.%738 
14.354 


1.2«4 

D 

«M 

U 

1.5.S6 

a 

1.493 

IK 

1.691 

» 

3.294 

7(» 

4,163 

30B 

2.010 

3 

4.106 

286 

Z187 

12 

Otber 


Total 


210,874 
203,006 

»U,5a6 
204,434 

in.  lis 

175,000 
193.  SIS 
215,199 
158,527 


« Incomplete.  July  1963-AprU  1954. 


Tomatoes,  commercial  crop  for  processing:  Acreage,  yield,  production,  season  averagt  price  received  by  growers,  and  value,  annual,  1951, 

1952,  and  196S 


State 


New  York 

New  Jersey 

Pennsylvania 

Ohio 

Indiana 

Illinois ..— 

Micfaigan 

W  isconsin 

Iowa 

Missouri 

Delaware 

Maryland 

Virgtaia 

South  CaroHns 

Florida 

Kentucky 

Tennessee 

Arkansas 

Oklahqma...^ 

Texas.X 


Harvested  acfeage 


1951 


20,000 

34.000 

23,600 

18,100 

49,000 

12,800 

8,100 

1,400 

1,700 

6,000 

4,100 

23,700 

18,600 

2,700 

8,500 

1,600 

1.900 

6,000 

500 

18,500 


1953 


1953 


Yield  per  acre  (tons. 
2,000  pounds) 


1951 


18.800 

34,000 

26.100 

23,000 

48,000 

12,400 

8,100 

900 

1,400 

4,500 

6,000 

24,400 

16,000 

300 

-«,S00 

1,200 

2,000 

4,800 

300 

12,000 


16,600 

27,700 

24,800 

20,200 

33,800 

11,000 

7,000 

900 

1,600 

1,700 

3,300 

18,000 

13,400 

400 

6,700 

1,200 

500 

2,000 


8.000 


1952 


1953 


Production  (tons,  2,000  pounds) 


Value  (thousands) 


1951 


19.^2 


1953 


9.5 

1Z6 

10.6 

190.000 

9.3 

5.5 

10.8 

316,200 

9.2 

6.8 

&4 

217,100 

9.5 

9.0 

11.6 

17Z(I00 

8.5 

6.0 

9.0 

416,500 

8.1 

8.9 

10.3 

102,100 

7.1 

8.2 

10.9 

57,500 

6.0 

11.0 

11.5 

8.400 

3.4 

8.3 

6.8 

5,800 

3.0 

2.7 

1.5 

18,000 

7.5 

5.2 

&1 

30,800 

7.4 

6.3 

7.0 

175,400 

6.0 

3.4 

3.2 

93,000 

1.8 

1.7 

2.0 

4,900 

4.9 

4.4 

4.2 

42,030 

4.2 

2.6 

4.7 

6,700 

3.0 

2.0 

1.8 

5,700 

Z7 

3.0 

ZO 

16,200 

2.0 

1.0 

1,000 

1.9 

1.8 

1.6 

35.200 

236,900 

187.000 

177,  ."iOO 

207. 000 

2><H,()00 

110,100 

66.400 

9.900 

11,500 

12.  200 

31,200 

129,  *)0 

54,400 

500 

28,650 

3.100 

4.000 

14.400 

300 

21,bUQ 


176,000 

299,200 

208,300 

234,300 

3<>4,  300 

113,300 

7ti,  300 

10,  4(XI 

lO.WK) 

2,tiOO 

26,  7(H) 

126,  (HX) 

42,900 

«00 

28,430 

6,600 

900 

4.000 

"'8,'6o6 


>  Season  avecsfS  price  received  by  growers.   The  season  tails  la  the  calendar  year. 
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Tomatoes,  commercial  crop  for  processing:  Acreage,  yield,  production,  season  average  price  received  by  growers,  and  value   annual   1951 

1952,  and  /.i55— Continued  '  ' 


State 

Harvested  acreags 

Yiekl  per  acre  (tons, 
2.000  pounds) 

Production  (tons,  2,000  pounds) 

Price  per  ton  ' 

Value  (tiwuaonds) 

1951 

1952 

1953 

1951 

1952 

1953 

1951 

1952                 1953 

1 

1951 

1952 

1953 

1951 

1952 

1953 

Tolorado 

llah 

California 

3.400 

7.600 

148.300 

3,990 

2.600 

6,900 

112.900 

3.000 

ZfiOO 

7.200 

81,000 

2.700 

7.2 
13.1 
14.9 

4.7 

9.8 
11.0 
16.1 

3.4 

10.2 

14.0 

17.6 

3.7 

24.500 

99,600 

2,210.000 

18,444) 

2.V.W0 

7.").  900 

1,817,  7flO 

10.100 

36..V10 

10(1.  SOO 

1,4^"..  »iO0 

10.1(10 

«fi80 
27.  «l 

30.  an 

31.70 

t2.V60 
26.  (XI 
25.50 
36.20 

$26.70 
24.10 
23.00 
34.40 

$657 

Z749 

66,742 

565 

1,973 

46,351 

366 

$708 

2,439 

32,789 

347 

Ullu>r  States' 

Total,  all  SUtes 

423.830 

376.100 

292.300 

10.06 

9.37 

11.09 

4,  267,  070 

3,  523,  450 

3,241,830 

31.40 

29.10 

27.50 

134,124 

102,505 

80,281 

'  Season  average  pric*  received  by  growers.    The  season  falls  in  the  calender  year.    »  Alabama,  Aritona,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Orepon,  Washington,  and  West  VirKinis. 

Tomatoes,  commercial  crop  for  fresh  market:  Acreage,  yield,  production,  season  average  price  received  by  growers,  and  value    annuaL 

1951,   1952  and  1953 


Seasonal  group  and  State 


Winter:  Florida,  south 

Karlv  spring: 

Florida.  . 

Ti'iai  lower  valley... 
Ca'1/omla 

Group  total... 

Latf  spring: 

Tt'xas,  other 

IjouLslana 

M  kssiSBippl 

South  Carolina 

Ueorgia 

Group  total 

Early  munmrr: 

California 

Alabama 

.     Arkansas 

Tennessee 

North  Carolina 

Virginia 

Kentucky..... 

Illinois 

Missouri 

Ohio  

Maryland 

Delaware 

Group  total 

Late  summer: 

New  Jerspy 

Washington— 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 

Ohio,  other 

Indiana  

Illinois,  other 

Iowa 

Connecticut 

Rhode  Island. 

Massachu.vtls 

New  York 

Michigan 

Colorado 

Utah 

AlatNuna 

Group  total 

Karly  fall:  California 

Lstefall: 

Texas 

Florida. 

Group  total 

All  States 


Acreage' 


1951 


11.  aoo 

23,200 

28.000 

iOUO 


65.800 


1952 


16.200 

22.300 

2.^200 

3.800 


61.300 


1963 


13.700 

24,400 

SJS.OOO 

3,500 


62.900 


Yield  per  acr 
(bushels^ 


1951 


190 

185 

SO 

200 


136 


38.000 

1.  too 

1.000 

3,800 

11,000 


45.  SCO 


24.000 
1.100 
1.000 
i300 

11.000 


41.400 


33,000 

600 

XOOO 

4.800 

12,000 


4Z400 


7,500 
1,000 

S,»0 
3.100 
1400 
3.300 

UO 
1.000 
1300 
1.300 
3,000 

COO 


34.  wo 


9.000 
2.000 
1,300 
2,700 
3,000 
3.700 
l.MO 

&50 
1,800 

S90 
1,700 
8.500 
7.000 
1,500 

270 
Z300 


48.310 


19.000 

4.800 

8.500 


13.300 


238.060 


7.500 
4,500 

s,aoo 

1500 

2,300 

6,000 

4fi0 

950 

1100 

1.300 

2,900 

&50 


34.850 


9,900 
2,100 
1,300 
2.900 
3,400 
3.700 
1,300 

470 
1.80Q 

430 
1.700 
8.000 
7.700 
1.000 

300 
2,100 


48.100 


8.300 

6,000 
1,400 
X.000 
1700 
7,900 
700 
1,000 
1000 
1.300 

ino 

450 


37,450 


8,  flOO 
1,800 
1.300 
3,400 
3,400 
3.600 
1,300 

490 
1,900 

460 
1,700 
7,700 
8,100 
1,000 

300 
1300 


47,  710 


70 
75 
80 
ft5 

70 


S75 

80 

105 

UO 

86 

186 

IfiO 

1» 

95 

215 

300 

ISO 


100 


» 
SIO 
275 
330 
1» 
140 
110 
100 
270 
290 
296 
325 
170 
225 
280 
«6 


302 


15,700 

10,000 
11,900 


21.900 


229,450 


16,000 

6,000 
9,400 


15.400 


235,560 


365 

80 
185 


136 


151 


1952 


185 

195 

65 
200 

136 


00 
70 
60 
65 
75 


65 


S30 
70 

80 
ISO 
130 
86 
75 
300 
195 
100 


103 


155 

280 
260 
210 
1«5 
130 
110 
130 
250 
340 
310 
346 
176 
800 
330 
46 


I«3 


310 

55 

125 


98 


ISO 


1953 


180 

1.S5 

60 

350 


Production  (thousand 
buslM-ls  ') 


Price  per  bushel 


Value  '  (thousands) 


1951 


1952 


2,128 

4,292 
1.400 
1.334 


113 


40 
60 
30 
65 
75 


63 


.020 


1,960 

82 

50 

247 

812 


3.151 


S30 

75 

00 

85 

70 

195 

75 

•0 

75 

215 

306 

185 


109 


195 

385 
230 
190 
176 
125 
115 
125 
300 
300 
330 
246 
100 
300 
370 
45 


197 


310 

60 
125 


100 


1062 
400 
556 
403 
304 
693 
96 
130 
209 
280 
000 
106 


6.590 


l,t«0 

«ao 

330 

694 

648 

618 

165 

66 

48« 

113 

602 

1.912 

1,292 

338 

68 

ISO 


9.771 


6,035 

240 
1.572 


1.812 


144   34, 513 


1997 

4.348 

1,  63)s 

988 


6.974 


1,440 

77 

.W 

380 

825 


1953 


1466 

3.782 
1100 
1.225 


7,107 


930 

36 

60 

312 

900 


1951 


$6.65 

4.50 
2  15 
4.80 


1952 


$4.45 

4.85 
100 
6.25 


1953 


$4.70 

4.15 
180 
5.00 


1951 


$13,938 

19, 314 
3,010 
8,403 


1672 


1400 
315 
292 
212 
176 

1,090 

56 

81 

156 

300 

666 


6.686 


1,472 

W8 

300 

009 

661 

481 

143 

61 

450 

146 

627 

1,900 

1,346 

480 

46 

94 


9.266 


4,867 

550 
1,488 


1038 


34,600 


1228 


1634 

875 

204 

170 

189 

1,540 

62 

90 

150 

280 

674 

83 


^331 


1,877 

477 

386 

646 

605 

438 

150 

56 

670 

138 

544 

1.886 

1.386 

480 

64 

104 


9.397 


4,960 

360 
1.175 


1.585 


34,024 


4.09 


100 
3.70 
1.30 
2  15 
135 


113 


3.40 
LW 
130 
1.30 
1.30 
1.45 
140 
3.70 
3.95 
0^10 
160 
125 


180 


196 
100 
3.66 
1.90 
165 
150 
130 
100 
4.30 
8. 70 
4.30 
110 
ISO 
136 
100 
165 


170 


X90 

4.50 
4.95 


4.89 


A.  hi 

6..V) 
6.50 
4.60 
4.20 
3.45 


4.71 


4.80 
4.40 
0.06 
4.60 
4.00 
3.15 
6.90 
7.30 
7.00 
&80 
100 
180 


4.18 


105 
155 
195 
146 
4.05 
6.00 
136 
140 
4.80 
4.80 
4.70 
145 
3.» 
130 
100 
3.65 


8.18 


3.95 

150 
6.00 


4.33 


3.90 

5.30 
8.00 
a  75 
6.30 
4.50 


5.16 


4.45 
3.90 
8.45 
4.80 
4.90 
110 
4.35 
7.30 
6.80 
8.30 
8.15 
3.00 


3.96 


S.30 
105 
3.36 
110 
3.60 
8.00 
1.80 
125 
3.40 
8.35 
3.00 
140 
8.16 
L70 
1.50 
3.00 


195 


3.10 

4.80 
8.00 


6.67 


3.48 


4.02 


8.75 


28.727 


8,930 

303 

65 

531 

1.906 


6.727 


7,011 

1,000 

1,118 

472 

365 

858 

134 

444 

826 

1,428 

1.500 

348 


15,350 


5,841 

1,812 

1,172 

1,129 

1,717 

1,29S 

363 

110 

2,090 

418 

1108 

4.015 

8,230 

794 

136 


26.428 


19,636 

1,080 
7,781 


8.861 


119, 676 


IftsJ^ 


$13,337 

21.068 
4,290 
6,175 


31.523 


7,930 

424 

230 

1,178 

X846 


11506 


icaao 
i,aM 

1,7«7 

976 

704 

3,402 

343 

601 

1,106 

1,456 

1,472 

ate 


23.767 


4.400 

1.490 

886 

1,403 
1272 
1405 
886 
148 
2,180 

e» 

1477 
4.803 
4,881 
1.104 
92 
343 


20,512 


19,336 

1,375 
7,440 


8,815 


138,774 


1968 


811,680 

16,006 
6^880 
8^125 


27,780 


4,784 

388 

405 

1,886 

4,090 


n,( 


11,677 

1,483 

1,S1« 

818 

936 

8.234 

236 

648 

•45 

1,786 

1.806 

249 


2S,0tt 


ore 

944 

1.857 
2,142 
1180 

270 

136 
1.998 

462 
1,068 
4,636 
4,083 

816 
81 

812 


27,716 


18,376 

1,856 
7,050 


8,706 


137,024 


'  .^orrage  sTsIbble  for  harvest.  Including  mature  aorrage  shandoned  or  ODly 
partially  harvested  beoiu*  of  low  prices  or  otbiT  (.couomic  lactors. 
'  Approximately  53  pounds. 


'  Value  is  for  the  marketing  season  or  crop  year  and  does  not  tnrrespoDd  to  oalendar* 
year  inoome. 


The  PRESIDINa  OPPICpR.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment to  the  committee  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  junior  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona [Mr.  GoLDWATER]  for  himself  and 
on  behalf  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona [Mr.  HatdenI. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 


Mr.  HCXJaAND.  Mr.  President,  1  caU 
up  my  amendment  ft-4-54-E.  and  ask 
that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment  on  page  34,  line  9, 
before  the  period,  it  is  proposed  to  in- 


sert the  following:  "or  comparable  re- 
strictions promulgated  hereunder." 

On  page  34,  line  12,  after  the  period, 
insert  the  following: 

Whenever  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
finds  that  the  application  ol  the  restric- 
tions under  a  marketing  order  to  an  Import- 
ed commodity  Is  not  practicable  because  of 
▼ariatlons   In   characteristics   between   the 
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dOBMstlc  »nd  Imported  conunodlty  he  Bhall 
ectabllsh  with  respect  to  the  ImpOTted  com- 
modity such  grade,  size,  quality,  and  ma- 
turity restrictions  by  varieties,  types,  or  other 
classUlcatlODS  as  he  finds  will  be  equivalent 
or  comparable  to  those  imposed  upon  the 
domestic  commodity  under  such  ordet. 

The  PRESlDINa  OFFICER.   Does  the 
Senator  from  Florida  ask  to  have  his 
amendments  considered  en  bloc? 
Mr^  HOLLAND.    I  so  request. 
•Ilie    PRESIDING    OFFICER.      The 
Amendments  will  be  considered  en  bloc. 
How  much  time  does  the  Senator  from 
Florida  yield  to  himself? 

Mr,  HOLLAND.  Two  minutes  will  be 
adequate  for  me  to  explain  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment  is  ad- 
dressed to  the  same  provision  as  has  just 
been  discussed  by  the  able  junior  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  Goldwatbh],  and  as 
was  discussed  a  few  minutes  ago  by  the 
able  senior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs. 
Smith],  at  the  time  her  amendment, 
which  Included  Irish  potatoes  with  the 
other  cOTunodities  already  covered  by 
this  proviBion  of  the  bill,  was  offered  and 
ad(H;>ted. 

...  My  amendment,  which  Is  offered  at  the 
request  of  the  Department  of  Agrknil- 
ture,  simply  recognizes  the  fact  that  cer- 
tain commodities — and  I  am  thinking 
particularly  of  tomatoes  moving  from 
outside  the  United  States  into  this  coun- 
try—may have  Krade,/iizei  quality  or  ma> 
turity  restrictions  applying  to  them 
imder  tbe  laws  of  the  foreign  country. 
or  under  the  customs  of  the  industry  in 
the  foreign  country,  which  are  different 
from  those  which  are  applicable  in  this 
Nation. 

In  such  cases,  under  the  terms  and  pro- 
▼Isions  of  the  amendment,  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  would  be  allowed  to 
prescribe  the  equivalent  or  comparable 
standards,  which  would  allow  the  produc- 
tion of  the  foreign  country  to  move 
freely. 

I  understand  that  the  two  Senators 
from  Arlxona  have  no  objection  to  the 
amendment;  I  have  also  talked  with  the 
two  Senators  from  Bfaine.  and  they  have 
no  objection  to  the  amendment. 

The  PRESlDINa  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
meat  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Holland]  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Mr.  President,  I  offer 

an  amendment,  which  I  ask  to  have  read. 

The     PRESIDINQ     OFFICER.       The 

clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 

by  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

The  LidSLATiVK  Clerk.  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment  on  page  25,  after  line 
6,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  a  new  section, 
as  follows: 

Sec.  200.  That,  notwithstanding  the  provi- 
sions of  section  407  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  or  of  any  other  law,  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  Is  authorized 
until  March  1,  1956,  to  seU  at  the  point  of 
storage  any  feed  grain  owner  by  the  corpo- 
ration at  10  percent  above  the  current  sup- 
port price  for  the  commodity. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the 
Benator  from  Illinois  state  the  amount 
of  time  he  desires  to  yield  to  himself? 


Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  myself  5  min- 
utes. I  should  like  to  have  the  attention 
of  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken]. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  matter  whieh  I 
discussed  with  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
on  another  occasion.  So  far  as  I  can 
ascertain,  tliere  is  no  objection  to  the 
amendment.  It  has  already  been 
adopted  by  the  House  in  the  form  Of  a 
Joint  resolution. 

The  amendment  proposes  to  make  feed 
grains  available  at  the  point  of  stomge, 
at  a  price  which  is  somewhat  less  than 
the  price  which  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  must  obtain  under  existing 

law. 

A  report  issued  by  the  House  indicates 
by  quantities  and  by  States  what  the 
amendment  would  mean  in  price  per 
bushel,  in  the  case  of  barley,  corn,  and 
other  grains. 

While  the  amendment  is  not  designed 
particularly  as  a  drought  relief  measure, 
yet  because  some  com  is  being  held  in 
areas  where  it  is  necessary  to  have  feed, 
on  the  theory  that  the  price  will  appre- 
ciate, there  Is  need  for  corn  by  various 
feeders,    unless    they    are    impelled    to 
slaughter  their  Uvestock.    I  think  this 
provision  was  adopted  by  the  House,  not- 
ing, of  course,  that  it  is  necessary  to  make 
feed  supplies  available  at  a  proper  price 
in  smne  of  the  areas  .where  adequate 
suppUes  are  not  available  at  the  present 
time^    I  referred  to  the  conversation  I 
had  with  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
on  this  subject.    It  is  my  understanding 
that  the  amendment  will  be  accepted  and 
taken  to  conference. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  as  I  un- 
derstand, a  measure  containing  this  pro- 
vision passed  the  House  last  week,  un- 
der a  suspension  of  the  rules.  It  pro- 
vides that  Government-stored  corn  may 
be  sold  at  the  support  level  plus  10  per- 
cent. I  would  want  it  understood  that 
the  support  level  plus  10  percent  applies 
to  the  support  level  within  the  commer- 
cial com  area,  however.  Otherwise  some 
parts  of  the  country  might  be  getting 
com  for  about  25  percent  less  than 
would  be  paid  in  other  parts  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  my  imder- 
standing.  I  believe  that  point  was  em- 
phasized in  a  letter  from  the  Dtpart- 
ment  of  Agriculture  to  the  chairman  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  With  that  understand- 
ing. I  believe  the  amendment  will  be 
very  helpful,  not  only  to  take  to  confer- 
ence but  to  retain  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSB^J.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Am  I  to  Under- 
stand that  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  would  permit  the  sale 
of  stored  com  at  the  point  of  storage 
in  an  area  where  it  may  be  needed,  at  a 
price  not  more  than  10  percent  above 
the  support  level? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  would,  of  course,  bear 
some  losses  under  the  proposal.  ]s  that 
correct? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  There  may  be  losses. 
I  am  not  at  all  sure.    However,  let  me 


point  out  that  in  Minnesota,  for  exam- 
pie.  where  oats  might  be  used  as  feed 
in  some  of  the  dairy  areas,  it  is  indicated 
that  if.  under  existing  law.  105  percent 
of  parity  plus  charges  had  to  be  paid, 
as  of  March  1954.  oats  could  be  sold  for 
93  cents  a  bushel.  If  this  provision  pre- 
vails and  remains  in  the  bill,  it  will  be 
required  that  the  product  be  sold  at  only 
10  percent  above  the  support  price,  and 
the  farmers  could  buy  the  product  at 
79  cents  a  bushel.  So  there  is  a  differ- 
ential of  about  15  cents  available  to 
feeders,  where  there  is  authority  for  it, 
and  there  would  be  a  comparable  ar- 
rangement as  regards  com,  oats,  and 
grain  sorghums. 

Mr.  HUMPHl^EY.  "What  <|oes  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  think  that  will  do 
to  the  general  market  areas  of  the  coun- 
try in  the  normal  market  place? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  provfsion  is  per- 
missive in  nature,  but  it  will  give  the 
Department  an  opportunity  to  meet  feed 
needs  where  there  are  stringei|t  short- 
ages, but  where,  at  the  same  time  a 
widespread  emergency  condition  cannot 
be  said  to  exist. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  for  his  explanation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  niinols  [Mr. 
Dirksem]  to  the  committee  amiendment 
on  page  25.  after  line  8. 
The  amendment  to  the  amendment 

was  agreed  to.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
committee  amendment  is  open  to  further 
amendment.  ' 

Mr.  HOIXAND.  Mr.  President.  I  call 
up  my  amendments  identified  as  No.  9 
and  No.  7,  and  I  ask  that  they  be  con- 
sidered en  bloc.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER,  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  amendments. 

The  LiciSLATTVK  Clerk.  On  page  33, 
In  line  1,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "fix- 
ing or." 

On  page  32,  In  lines  6  and  7,  It  Is  pro- 
posed to  strike  out  "a  majority  of." 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  amendments  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  will  be  considered  en 
bloc. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  if  any 
Senator  desires  to  be  informed  on  the 
amendments,  which  are  very  simple.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  speak  on  them. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICSR.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senator  from  Florida  to  the 
committee  amendment  on  page  33,  line 
I,  and  on  page  32.  lines  6  and  7. 

The  amendments  to  the  amendment 
were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  send 
an  amendment  to  the  desk,  which  I  ask 
to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  to  the  committee  amendment 
will  be  stated. 

The  Legislattvi  Clerk.  On  page  21  in 
the  committee  amendment,  beginning 
with  line  2,  with  the  words  "the  Secre- 
tary", it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  through 
the  word  "in"  in  Une  4,  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "there  are  hereby  autihorized  to 
be  appropriated." 


Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  carry 
out  a  policy  previously  adopted  by  Con- 
gress about  2  years  ago,  when  Congress 
repealed  the  authority  of  the  Treasury 
Department  to  cancel  notes  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation,  and  required 
the  agency  to  come  to  Congress  for  di- 
rect appropriations.  This  amendment 
would  strike  out  the  new  cancellation 
authority  proposed  in  the  laill.  and  at 
the  same  time  authorize  the  necessary 
appropriations.  It  would  make  no  dif- 
ference at  all  in  the  cost  of  the  program, 
but  it  would  make  a  great  difference  in 
the  bookkeeping  methods  of  the  agency. 

I  do  not  think  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
has  any  objection  to  the  amendment, 
although  he  does  not  happen  to  be  pres- 
ent in  the  Chsmiber.  I  think  the  ma- 
jority leader  received  the  understand- 
ing, as  I  did.  that  the  chairman  of  the 
conmiittee  would  not  oppose  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware [Mr.  Williams]  to  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  21,  beginning  with 
line  2. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
committee  amendment  is  open  to  fur- 
ther amendment. 

Mr.  -  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  another  amendment  which  I  should 
hke  to  have  considered  at  this  time, 
identified   as  "8-3-54-0;" 

The      PRESIDING      OFFICER.     The 

clerk  will  state  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clekk.  At  the  end  of 
the  bill  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing new  title: 

TrrLE    Vni — MI.SCII.LANZOVS 

8ec.  801.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro- 
Tlslon  of  law,  no  fe«d  lor  Uvestock  or  seed 
for  planting  shaH  be  fitmUbed  to  larmers. 
ranchers,  or  stoclunen  pursuant  to  PubUc 
Law  875,  81st  Ckjngress  (42  U.  8.  C.  1855  and 
the  following).  Public  Law  115,  83d  Con- 
gress, first  session.  Public  Law  357,  83d  Con- 
gress, second  session.  Public  Law  480.  83d 
Congress,  second  session  or  pursuant  to  any 
other  law  as  a  disaster  relief  measiire.  unless. 
In  addiUon  to  such  administrative  costs  as 
may  be  assumed  by  the  State,  the  State  In 
which  such  feed  or  seed  is  furnished  agrees 
to  contribute  such  percentage,  not  less  than 
25  nor  more  than  60,  as  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  shall  determine  to  be  equitable 
of  that  part  of  the  cost,  Including  transpor- 
tatlon.  of  such  feed  or  seed  which  Is  not  paid 
for  by  tbe  recipients  thereof. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  will  not  press  his  amend- 
ment I  remind  him  that  drought  con- 
ditions exist  in  many  parts  of  this  coun- 
try. Farmers  in  those  areas  have  not 
been  notified  that  they  wiU  not  be  able 
to  participate  in  the  program  unless 
their  States  have  participated  to  the 
extent  of  at  least  25  percent.  There- 
may  be  States  which  have  enacted 
no  laws  providing  that  they  partici- 
pate  to   the   extent  of   25   percent.    I 


am  not  thinking  particularly  of  mr 
State,  but  Colorado,  for  example,  is  now 
participating  in  the  program  designed  to 
relieve  drought  suffering.  The  south- 
eastern part  of  Colorado  is  in  extremely 
bad  condition,  and  should  be  receiving 
drought  reUef.  The  great  central  por- 
tion of  Texas  is  in  a  drought  area.  That 
area  may  be  relieved  by  current  rain. 

While  It  may  be  satisfactory  for  the 
Congress  to  adopt  a  law  in  January  that 
would  become  retroactive  after  a  time 
during  which  States  would  have  an  op- 
portunity to  submit  measures  to  their 
own  legislatures  to  put  up  money  under 
the  program,  I  think  it  would  be  bad,  at 
this  late  hour  just  before  adjournment, 
to  agree  to  such  an  amendment,  when 
the  drought  is  as  bad  as  it  is. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  make  the  effective 
date  60  days  after  the  enactment  of  the 
provision,  which  would  give  the  States 
necessary  time  to  act.  It  seems  to  me 
that  any  State  which  requires  Federal 
assistance  should  be  able  to  put  up  a 
minimum  of  25  percent  to  help  its  own 
farmers.  There  does  not  exist  a  State 
which  is  not  financially  better  able  to 
participate  in  the  program  than  is  the 
Federal  Government.  I  think  there 
would  be  much  better  administration  if 
some  method  of  State  participation  were 
provided  for. 

It  seems  to  me  that  by  means  of  the 
present  arrangement,  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  given  open  encouragement 
for  every  State  or  every  county  to  try 
to  have  itself  declared  a  disaster  area,  in 
order  that  it  may  obtain  cheap  feed. 

We  are  receiving  a  number  of  com- 
plaints from  States  or  counties  or  farm- 
ers who  may  be  directly  across  the 
boundary  line  from  a  State  or  county  in 
which    such    relief    is    received.     They 

complain  because  they  are  not  receiving 
the  same  treatment  that  is  received  by 
their  neighbors  who  live  just  across  the 
boundary  line.  A  certain  amount  of 
such  complaints  cannot  be  avoided,  of 
course.  However.  I  believe  that  by  hav- 
ing some  degree  of  State  participation, 
it  will  be  possible  to  avoid  having  many 
recommendations  for  such  relief  either 
solicited  or  approved  on  a  political  basis, 
rather  than  on  a  basis  of  actual  need. 
I  have  modified  my  amendment,  so  as  to 
provide  that  a  minimum  State  partici- 
pation of  25  percent  would  be  required, 
and  a  maximum  of  50  percent.  That 
would  mean  that  the  Government  could 
pay  anywhere  from  50  to  75  percent  of 
the  cost  of  the  program. 

Certainly  any  State  which  requests 
assistance  from  the  Federal  Government 
should  be  willing  to  pay  a  minimum  of 
25  percent.  I  believe  such  an  arrange- 
ment would  avoid  a  repetition  of  certain 
cases  to  which  reference  was  made  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  a  few  weeks  ago. 
wherein  ranches,  such  as  the  King 
Ranch  and  other  large  millionaire 
ranches,  were  feeding  their  Uvestock 
from  the  Federal  Treasury.  Certainly 
the  program  was  never  intended  to  oper- 
ate in  that  way. 

'  "nie  drought  relief  program  bill  was 
passed  by  Congress,  and  I  supported  it, 
and  I  would  do  so  again.  But  the  bill 
was  passed  with  only  one  thought  in 


mind,  namely,  that  we  would  help  dis- 
tressed areas  and  farmers  in  those  areas 
who  were  in  a  distressed  condition,  so 
as  possibly  to  enable  them  to  save  their 
farms.  The  program  was  never  in- 
tended as  a  relief  program  for  those  who 
did  not  need  it.  After  all.  the  pro- 
gram was  established  on  a  basis  quite 
similar  to  that  of  the  survivors  and  old- 
age  insurance  program,  namely,  to  help 
those  who  were  unable  to  help  them- 
selves. 

That  does  not  mean  that  Congress 
ever  intended  to  have  the  farmers  %ho 
receive  this  aid  take  a  pauper's  oath. 
That  was  not  required,  inasmuch  as  they 
were  called  upon  to  request  the  aid  be- 
cause of  circumstances  beyond  their  con- 
trol. However,  I  think  we  can  limit  and 
better  control  this  demai\d  on  the  Fed- 
eral Treasury  if  we  require  some  degree 
of  State  participation,  rather  than  to 
have  the  program  continue  with  the 
Federal  Government  contributing  the 
whole  cost.  Local  supervision  would 
eliminate  its  misuse. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.      I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  occurs  to  me  that  the 
objective  orthe  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Delaware  is  good.  I  think  any- 
one who  has  observed  the  administra- 
tion of  one  of  these  programs  knows 
there  is  considerable  complaint  to  the 
effect  that  some  persons  who  receive 
relief  of  this  tjrpe  do  not  need  it  or.  at 
least,  do  not  need  it  in  the  degree  in 
which  they  receive  It.  if  all  aid  of  this 
sort  is  given  without  a  requirement  of 
any  contribution  by  either  the  State  or 
the  recipient. 

However.  I  think  the  point  raised  by 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Andehson]  is  most  pertinent  in  thii^ 
connection. 

Just  a  moment  ago  I  nad  on  the  news 
ticker  that  my  home  county  of  Custer, 
S.  Dak.,  is  requesting  reUef.  It  hap- 
pens that  conditions  in  the  adjoining 
county  of  Wyoming,  so  I  was  told  some 
days  ago  by  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
[Mr.  BAutKTT],  are  identical  with  the 
conditions  in  my  home  county,  as  he 
observed  the  situation  as  he  flew  over 
the  country  by  airplane,  and  saw  the 
conditions  existing  both  in  that  part  of 
Wyoming  and  in  tbe  adjoining  part  of 
South  Dakota,  just  across  the  boundary 
line. 

So  It  would  not  surprise  me  to  learn 
that  the  two  counties  in  South  Dakota 
just  to  the  south  of  Wyoming  and  im- 
mediately adjacent  to  the  boundary  line 
seek  relief,  because  it  is  obvious  that 
when  such  a  condition  develops  it  does 
not  stop  at  a  county  or  State  boundary 
line. 

Mr.  WTTJiTAMS.  But  would  not  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  agree  with 
me  that  the  State  of  South  Dakota 
should  be  able  to  pay  frcm  25  percent 
to  50  percent  of  the  cost  of  the  program. 
if  it  is  needed  in  that  area? 
Mr.  CASE.  I  was  referring  to  the  way 
such  conditions  develop  and  spread. 

The  fact  that  just  across  the  boundary 
line,  the  farmers  are  receiving  relief, 
makes  those  who  live  on  the  other  side 
of  the  boundary  line  think  they  should 
receive  some  assistance,  too. 
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X  would  not  contend  that  the  Stlate  of 
fiouth  Dakota  would  not  find  it  poaiibte 
to  put  up  25  percent,  or  that  tn  many 
tntrtanrpff  the  ranchers  themsehres  could 
not  put  up  25  percent. 

If  the  amendment  is  actopted.  I  think 
It  should  make  it  possiUe  for  the  relief 
program  to  proceed  without  requirins 
«;»eclal  meetings  of  the  State  legisla- 
tures. In  many  cases  I  think  the 
ranchers  themselves  would  f  e^  that  they 
were  receiving  sufficient  subsidy  reli^ 
If  the  Oovenunent  paid  '75  percent  and 
if  the  ranchers  th^nselves  or  if  the  State 
paid  the  remaining  25  iiercent. 

However,  the  language  of  the  amend- 
ment, as  It  is  noir  drawn,  requires  that 
not  less  tlian  25  percent,  nor  more  than 
50  percent  of  the  cost  must  be  assumed 
by  the  State.  I  am  sure  that  my  State 
is  without  authority  to  accept  such  re- 
lief. z$  the  matter  now  stands. 

ICr.  WILLIAMS.  To  overcome  that 
objection  I  would  be  willing  to  modif yx 
%k\m.  amendment,  so  as  to  make  the  effec- 
tive date  60  or  90  days  from  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  bilL  In  that  way  the 
State  of  South  Dalrata  or  any  other 
State  in  which  such  an  emergency  situ- 
ation exists  could  easily  call  its  legisla- 
ture Into  session. 

I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  of  merit 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from 
new  Iklexico  tllr.  AronsoH]  that  we 
tiMNdd  not  disrupt  this  program  over- 
nigfat.  It  cannot  be  said  that  the 
ranchers  would  not  be  able  w  willing  to 
make  any  payment  at  all.  However  at 
the  present  time  the  question  of  State 
contribution  is  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  has 
not  been  required.  I  believe  that  to  the 
extent  the  Oovemment  takes  a  loss  on 
the  feed,  by  selling  it  below  cost,  to  that 
extent  a  minimimi  tjH  25  percent  of  such 
cost  should  be  furnished  by  the  States 
Involved. 

llr.  President,  I  now  modify  the 
amendment,  so  as  to  provide  that  its 
tf eettve  date  shall  be  90  days  after  the 
oiactment  <^  the  bill. 

Ifr.  CASE.  Will  the  Senator  from 
IMaware  take  notice  of  the  fact  that 
most  of  the  State  legislatures  will  have 
tbeir  regular  meetings  in  January? 
ance  it  wiU  be  practically  the  first  of 
Septonber  before  the  bill  is  enacted  into 
law.  upon  being  signed  by  the  President, 
if  we  provide  for  exactly  90  days,  we 
might  force  the  legislatures  to  hold  spe- 
cial sessions  about  mid-December, 
wliereas  for  the  most  part  the  legisla- 
tures wiU  meet,  in  any  event,  on  the  sec- 
ond or  third  day  of  January,  following 
the  biennial  election. 

Bffr.  WTTJ.TAMa  I  really  think  this 
formula  should  be  placed  into  effect  at 
an  early  date,  4Uid  I  understand  that 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  could  do 
so  by  means  of  Executive  order.  He 
could  work  out  some  such  arrangement 
with  the  States.  Such  an  arrangement 
was  worked  out  last  year  in  the  hay  pro- 
gram. Under  that  program  several  of 
the  States  contributed  50  percent.  The 
States  will  be  able  to  make  a  similar 
arrangement  under  ^e  same  authority. 
Mr.  CASE.  They  might  or  they  might 
not  be  able  to.  It  appears  to  me  to  be 
difficult  to  know  that,  without  making 
,    an  examination  of  the  pertinent  statutes 


of  the  several  States  which  are  involved 
in  the  program. 

I  am  not  particularly  concerned  about 
this  matter,  because  my  State  would  not 
tae.grea^  affected,  inasmuch  as-«-fortu- 
nately — only  1  or  2  coimties  of  my  State 
would  be  affected  to  any  great  extent. 
However,  it  seems  to  me  that  If  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware  wishes  to  save  money 
by^means  of  the  amendment,  he  should 
not  require  the  State  legislatures  to  hold 
meetings  on  the  first  of  December,  Inas- 
much as  ordinarily  they  would  meet  only 
a  few  weeks  later.  The  arraagement 
made  should  be  such  that  the  State  leg- 
islatures, when  they  meet  in  the  early 
days  of  January,  will  be  able  to  take 
cognizance  of  the  amendment  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield  to  me? 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.    I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  that  I  have  some 
sympathy  for  his  motives  in  connection 
with  this  matter,  because,  as  he  does.  I 
feel  that  we  should  expect  the  $tates  to 
assiune  their  responsibility  and  to  live 
up  to  their  responsibility  in  connection 
with  this  matter. 

However,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  frcm  Dela- 
ware would  establish  a  principle  which 
would  be  very  difficult  to  live  up  to  in 
connection  with  the  various  kinds  of  dis- 
tress which  we  are  called  upon  to  meet. 
I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware  to  the  fact  that  we 
more  often  have  huge  floods  than  we 
have  huge  or  widespread  droughts.  I 
ivish  to  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there  are  other  kinds  of  natural  dis- 
asters; and  in  the  case  of  every  disaster 
that  I  know  anything  about,  the  local 
community  has  to  carry  the  largest  part 
of  the  load;  the  persons  who  are  affected 
have  to  carry  the  largest  part  of  the 
load,  despite  any  assistance  wbich  may 
be  furnished  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. 

If  there  were  to  develop  another  one 
of  the  vast  dust  bowls  which  we  have 
previously  experienced,  and  which  even 
now  may  be  imminent  in  some  areas. 
I,  for  one,  would  not  wish  to  have  a  sit- 
uation occur  wherein  we  would  expect 
the  States  which  already  are  very  hard 
hit  to  meet  a  fixed  standard  in  respect 
to  contributions. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware that  the  discretion  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  ttiis  field, 
and  in  the  General  Services  Adminis- 
tration in  other  fields,  already  permits 
the  requiring  of  reasonable  participa- 
tion. 

I  was  in  the  drought  area  last  summer, 
along  with  my  distinguished  friend,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Kansas,  who  now  is 
on  the  floor;  and  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  will  rememl>er.  as  t  do,  that 
at  that  very  time  the  question  of  sup- 
plying hay  to  areas  which  had  no  hay  of 
their  own  came  up.  and  that  tiie  ruling 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agricultare — and. 
personally.  I  thought  it  was  a  fair  and 
friendly  railing — was  that  the  States  had 
to  carry,  with  reference  to  the  supply 
of  hay,  over  a  rather  indefinite  period, 
a  much  larger  percentage  of  the  total 


expenditure  than  had  been  required  in 
the  earlier  stages  of  the  prMrson. 

I  hope  the  distinguished  Senator  will 
not  insist  upon  this  amendment,  which 
does  not  relate  at  all  to  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  the  bill,  and  which  I  think  should 
be  apuroached  with  caution,  with  the 
idea  of  learnini?  what  kind  Of  situations 
have  arisen  in  the  past  and  are  likely  to 
arise  in  the  future.  I  am  stre  that  the 
distinguished  Senator,  out  of  his  mercy — 
and  he  does  have  a  very  merdiful  heart — 
would  not  want  to  withhold  the  aid  of 
the  Federal  Government  In  the  su- 
premely distressing  situations  which 
sometimes  arise. 

I  know  perfectly  well  that  there  have 
been  vexing  cases  of  abuse  which  have 
been  presented.  As  far  as  the  Senator 
from  Florida  Is  concerned,  his  first  re- 
liance would  be  upon  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  who  I  believe  will  be  care- 
ful to  see  whether  Federal  aid  should  be 
given  and.  if  so.  how  much  and  under 
what  conditions;  and.  in  the  second 
place,  the  Congress  always  controls  the 
pursestrings,  and  if  there  is  a  texKiency 
toward  abuse  we  can.  of  course,  cut  off 
appropriations  for  certain  objectives 
where  the  Federal  Government  is  being 
imposed  upon. 

Though  having  considers  Die  sympathy 
with  the  provision  offered  by  the  able 
Senator  from  Delaware,  whom  I  com- 
mend for  his  interest  in  ecoiramy  and 
for  his  interest  in  insisting  that  States 
do  their  part  in  meeting  oommon  dis- 
asters. I  still  feel  he  would  be  setting 
a  very  bad  precedent  and  that  there 
would  be  no  end  to  it.  If  the  provision 
applied  in  the  case  of  droufht.  it  would 
apply,  therefore,  in  all  other  cases  of 
natural  disaster. '  In  the  very  nature  of 
things,  disasters  cannot  kw  measured  by 
percentage  points  because  there  are  some 
disasters  which  simply  wipe  out  the  abil- 
ity of  the  local  government  or  the  State 
government  effectively  to  meet  any  sub- 
stantial part  of  the  cost  of  such  disaster. 
I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  insist  upon 
his  amendment. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
going  to  insist  on  the  amendment.  I 
disagree  with  the  Senator  from  Florida 
that  this  is  not  the  appropriate  bill  be- 
cause the  amendment  adopted  immedi- 
ately prior  to  this,  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksSnI.  was  de- 
signed to  assist  the  drought-stricken 
areas.  We  are  dealing  with  that  sub- 
ject in  this  bill,  and  the  comimittee  which 
has  jurisdiction  over  it  is  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry.  So  we  are 
not  dealing  with  a  subject  Which  is  for- 
eign to  that  which  we  are  now  discussmg. 
I  have  offered  to  modify  my  amende 
ment  to  make  the  effective  date  60  or  90 
days  after  enactment,  to  overcome  the 
question  as  to  the  legislatares  being  in 
session.  I  shall  make  the  effective  date 
January  1.  1955.  Nearly  aU  the  legisla- 
tures of  the  country  are  In  session  in 
January,  and  that  would  give  to  the  gov- 
ernors of  the  respective  States,  if  they 
wished,  a  chance  to  call  their  legislatures 
into  action  immediately  upon  their  con- 
vening and  lew  them  act  quickly.  If  an 
emergency  such  as  that  being  described 
existed  in  any  State,  surely  that  would 
be  made  the  first  order  of  business,  and 
the  necessary  funds  would  be  provided 
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whereby  the  State  could  participate  in 
this  program. 

I  think  we  in  Congress  have  a  respon- 
sibility to  determine  the  policy.  I  have 
discussed  this  matter  with  the  Depart- 
ment downtown.  Just  as  the  members  of 
the  committee  have.  Department  offi- 
cials said  they  were  perfectly  within 
their  rights  under  the  law  in  extending 
relief  such  as  the  $30,000  or  $40,000  of 
relief  granted  a  few  w€-eks  ago  to  the 
King  ranch.  If  we  rejftt  the  pending 
proposal,  we  are  endorsing  tliat  practice. 
If  that  is  what  the  Congress  desires,  let 
us  make  it  very  clear  tliat  in  rejecting 
this  amendment  we  a:*e  encouraging 
States  and  counties  ttiroughout  the 
country,  whether  in  the  East  or  the  West, 
in  which  there  is  any  semblance  of 
drought,  to  come  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment and  expect  it  to  underwrite  their 
costs. 

We  should  also  remember  that  drought 
is  not  the  only  disaster  which  affects  the 
farm.  Very  often  a  hail  storm  will  strike 
a  section  of  the  country  and  completely 
wipe  out  some  farmer's  crops  or  those 
in  some  particular  coimt}'.  If  we  are  to 
adopt  a  proposal  which  will  mean  that 
every  time  a  disaster  stril:es  an  area,  the 
people  there  can  call  onttte  Federal  Oov- 
emment for  cheaper  feed  and  for  assist- 
ance, let  us  determine  the  policy  now 
whether  or  not  there  shall  be  some  State 
participation  in  order  to  warrant  Fed- 
eral assistance. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  a  little  loath 
to  enter  the  debate  on  this  amendment. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator's 
amendment  has  been  printed  and  is 
available  to  all. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  It  has  been  printed 
for  about  2  weeks. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  While  from  a  strict 
reading  of  the  amendment  it  may  be 
germane  to  the  existing  bill.  I  think  it 
is  at  least  a  borderline  case  of  germane- 
ness. 

I  am  a  little  concerned,  very  frankly, 
although  I  think  the  Senator's  motives 
are  certainly  the  best,  an!  the  idea  he 
expresses  on  the  desirability  of  local 
participation  is  sound,  as  &  general  rule. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  many  activities 
of  the  Federal  Government — in  social  se- 
curity, highway  construction,  vocational 
education,  and  so  forth — we  have  tried 
to  encourage  local  participation.  I  think 
the  principle  is  perfectly  valid  and  sound, 
because  if  the  people  on  the  spot  have, 
'so  to  speak,  an  investment  in  the  pro- 
gram, they  will  probably  police  it  and 
watch  it  and  take  more  interest  than  if 
they  are  merely  getting  Federal  assist- 
ance. That  is  not  the  basis  of  my 
concern. 

There  are  many  kinds  of  disasters. 
Drought  is  one  of  them.  Others  are 
floods,  fire,  and  earthquake.  There  may 
be  a  great  many.  It  seem^  to  me  that 
it  is  not  unreasonable,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  we  are  entering  into  a  flekl 
which  is  at  least  questiomible  as  to  its 
germaneness 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  wffl 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Will  the  Senator 
let  me  finish  my  sentence? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  beUeve  the  Sena- 
tor from  Calif oi-nia  is  slightly  confused. 
i>ecause  we  are  dealing  only  with  drought 
and  disaster  reUef  on  farms.  We  are  not 
dealing  with  floods. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  thoroughly 
understand  that,  but  my  ix>int  is  that 
drought  is  a  disaster  to  the  farmer  be- 
cause of  the  particular  way  in  which  it 
is  concentrated  more  on  the  farmer,  but 
he  may  suffer  as  much  from  a  flood.  Ex- 
cept perhaps  for  the  demolishing  of  his 
buildings,  Iwth  his  home  and  his  farm 
buildings,  bams  and  so  forth,  the  farmer 
might  not  be  so  much  affected  by  an 
earthquake  and  would  not  be  subject  to 
quite  the  hazard  that  is  involved  where  a 
fire  sweeps  a  great  metropolitan  area. 

These  are  varying  tjrpes  of  disaster. 
It  seems  to  me  that  when  we  get  into 
this  field,  there  would  be  some  merit 
in  the  proposal  so  far  as  sound  legisla- 
tive procedures  are  concerned.  I  think 
the  Senator  has  performed  a  useful 
service  in  raising  the  issue.  It  seems 
to  me  that  it  would  be  better  to  have 
committee  consideration  of  this  pro- 
posal on  its  own  merits,  rather  than  to 
raise  the  issue  at  this  stage  in  the  leg- 
islative procedm^  on  the  farm  bill.  I. 
at  least,  think  reasonable  men  might 
want  more  time  for  consideration  and 
the  securing  of  adequate  testimony  as 
to  Just  what  it  would  mean.  The  fact 
that  the  Senator  from  Delaware  is  pre- 
pared to  accept  an  amendment  that 
would  postpone  the  effective  date  until 
the  first  of  the  year  would  seem  to  me 
also  to  argue  strongly,  the  Senator  hav- 
ing raised  the  issue,  that  it  would  be  bet- 
ter for  the  Senator,  perhaps  after  con- 
sideration, to  reintroduce  his  proposal 
as  a  bill  early  in  the  next  session,  and 
to  ask  the  proper  committees  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  give  priority  consideration  to  it 
at  that  time.  If  we  could  then  get 
prompt  action  in  the  Congress,  there 
would  be  time  for  action  by  the  biennial 
legislatures  that  will  meet  next  year  and 
the  year  following. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  would  be  more 
sympathetic  to  the  proposal  were  it  not 
for  the  fact  that  the  Senate  has  just 
adopted  an  amendment  dealing  with  this 
same  subject  which  will  cost  the  tax- 
payers a  considerable  sum  of  money. 
That  amendment  likewise  extends  rehef 
to  the  drought-stricken  areas  of  the 
country.  I  believe  all  of  us  are  familiar 
with  the  proposal  under  discussion.  We 
know  what  it  dea&  with.  The  sole  ques- 
tion is  whether  or  not  we  want  a  mini- 
mum participation  on  the  part  of  the 
States  affected.  I  have  no  intention  to 
labor  the  point  any  further.  If  the  Sen- 
ator from  California  will  assist  me  in 
having  the  yeas  and  nays  ordered.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  have  a  vote  on  the  amend- 
ment and  yield  back  the  remainder  of 
my  Ume. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  difficulty  is 
that  I.  at  least,  have  no  testimony  be- 
fore me  as  to  the  States  which  have  been 
hard  hit  and  which  States  or  local  com- 
munities have  taken  any  steps  to  give 
assistance  to  those  who  have  been  ad- 
versely affected  by  drought  conditions. 
It  seems  to  me  that  on  a  matter  of  this 


kind  25  percent  in  most  instances  may 
be  a  modest  sum.  As  a  general  propo- 
sition, if  a  locality  were  putting  up  25 
percent  and  the  Federal  Government 
were  putting  up  75  percent,  it  would 
appear  to  me  to  be  a  perfectly  reasonable 
proposal.  On  the  other  hand,  there  may 
be  instances  in  which  it  would  be  neiUier 
feasible  nor  equitable  for  a  State  or  a 
community  to  \x  denied  assistance  un- 
less either  one  were  able  to  put  up  25 
percent  of  the  cost. 

After  we  have  adequate  testimony  and 
after  the  facts  are  presented  and  we  have 
an  opportunity  to  determine  which 
areas  ought  to  receive  aid.  and  after  we 
determine  the  economic  conditions  and 
the  financial  condition  of  the  treasuries 
of  the  States  or  localities  involved.  I  may 
be  prepared  to  support  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Delaware.  How- 
ever, spealcing  as  an  individual  Senator, 
not  as  majority  leader — there  has  heea 
no  party  poUcy  established  on  this 
point — in  considering  the  points  which 
have  occurred  to  me  while  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  has  been  spealcing,  dur- 
ing the  course  of  this  discussion 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  Senator  from 
California  has  raised  a  point.  However. 
I  say  again  that  the  Senate  has  already 
adopted  an  amendment  which  deals 
with  this  subject,  on  which  no  testimony 
has  been  taken.  On  the  other  hand,  vol- 
imies  of  testimony  have  been  taken  on 
this  subject  of  drought  relief  before  both 
Agricultural  Committees,  and  Congress 
has  passed  4  or  5  bills  dealing  with  that 
subject,  and  has  made  appropriations 
for  such  purpose. 

We  are  not  dealing  with  a  new  sub- 
ject. We  are  not  dealing  with  a  ques- 
tion which  has  not  had  the  attention  of 
Congress  or  of  the  administration.  Offi- 
cials of  the  administration  have  said 
they  were  shocked  that  such  organiza- 
tions as  the  King  Ranch  in  Texas  should 
be  getting  relief  from  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. They  said  that  under  exist- 
ing law  nothing  could  be  done  about  it. 
The  present  law  does  not  require  a  State 
affected  to  make  any  contribution. 
Some  responsibility  for  the  program 
should  be  placed  on  the  States.  Ttiat  is 
the  question  on  which  we  can  vote  now. 
I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  should  first  like  to 
have  the  yeas  and  nays  ordered. 

Mr.  >KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
will  assni  the  Senator  from  Delaware  in 
having  the  yeas  and  nays  ordered,  if  it 
will  expedite  consideration  of  the 
amendment. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  shall  renew  my 
request  after  the  absence  of  a  quorum 
has  been  suggested. 


'  Mr.  ELLENDER. 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.   WILLIAMS. 
Mr.    ELLENDER. 


Mr.  President.  wiU 


I  yield. 
Has    the 


Senator 


made  a  study  of  the  constitutionB  of  the 
various  States  to  determine  whether  the 
States  would  have  authority  to  provide 
funds  to  match  fimds  furnished  by  the 
Federal  Government? 

Mr.    WILLIAMS.      No;    I    have    not. 
However.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from 
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Lonlstona  that  last  year,  under  the  pro* 
gram  for  the  distribution  of  hay  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  they  required 
not  25  percent  as  a  minimum,  but  a  min« 
imum  of  50  percent  contribution  on  the 
part  of  every  State  participating,  and 
I  cannot  recall  any  State  being  handi- 
capped. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
again  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nasrs  were  ordered. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Bftr.  President,  the  prac- 
tice of  extending  "Federal  aid  to  drought- 
staiicken  areas  has  now  become  so  wide- 
smread  that  I  believe  we  ought  to  lay 
some  rules  for  extending  the  aid 
^re  the  practice  becomes  so  deeply  iin- 
led  on  an  unsound  foundation  that 
w^' /shall  not  be  able  to  establish  any 
nUes.  It  eoes  without  saying-  that  if 
States  were  required  to  meet  some  part 
of  the  expense  of  drought  relief  we  could 
probably  avoid  considerable  chiseling  on 
Uie  programs  for  drought  relief.  I  do 
not  believe  that  anyone  can  prevent  some 
chiseling  on  the  pn^Tams  as  the  pro- 
grams are  administered  at  the  present 
time.  However  worthy  the  objective  of 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  is,  I  must  say 
that  b^ore  voting  for  his  amendment 
I  should  wish  to  give  considerable  study 
to  the  situation. 

I  believe  there  should  be  hearings  held 
tlia.  the  subject,  and  I  believe  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  should  be  re- 
liuired  to  draw  up  a  tentative  program 
which  would  require  the  States  to  share 
some  of  the  responsibility  for  the 
program. 

It  had  been  my  hope  that  we  could 
find  time  this  fall  to  do  some  work  along 
that  line.  The  sooner  we  do  so  the 
sounder  our  methods  will  be. 

I  am  not  prepared  to  vote  for  the 
amendment  at  this  time,  although  I  am 
in  full  sympathy  with  the  purpose  of 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Delaware.  We  have  not  consulted 
any  State  officials  about  this  subject,  and 
I  think  we  should. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
wonder  whether  I  may  address  an  in- 
quiry to  the  Chair  as  to  the  amount  of 
time  remaining  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Delaware. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
RxmoLra  in  the  chair).  The  Senator 
from  Delaware  has  used  30  minutes,  and 
the  Senator  from  Verm6nt  has  used  2 
minutes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senators  in  control  of  the  time, 
when  the  Senator  frpm  Vermont  has 
concluded  his  remarks,  whether  they  will 
be  prepared  to  waive  the  remainder  of 
their  time? 

Mr.  AIKEN.    Certainly. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.     Yes. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  do  not  know  whether 
there  is  anything  more  that  I  care  to 
say  about  the  amendment.  If  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware  is  willing  to  waive 
his  time,  I  will  be  willing  to  waive  the 
remainder  of  my  time  also.  However, 
I  want  to  make  it  clev^that  my  voting 
against  the  Senator's  mnendment  is  not 
to  be  imderstood  as  my,, being  opposed 
to  requiring  States  to  shoulder  some  re- 
^sponsibility  for  the  drought  program. 


iSx.  THYE. 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  AIKEN. 
Mr.  THYE. 


The  PRESmiNO  OFFICEH.  Is  It 
Uie  imderstanding  of  the  Chair  that  the 
remainder  of  the  time  has  been  waived? 

Blr.  WILLIAMS.  We  will  waive  it  in 
a  minute. 

Mr.  President,  will  the 

I  yield.  I 

I  shall  find  it  necessary 
to  vote  against  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Delaware  (Mr. 
WnxiAMSl.  There  is  considerable  merit 
to  the  amendment  the  Senator  has  pro- 
posed, but  it  is  too  late  in  the  session 
to  consider  it,  with  recess  or  ado  j  urn - 
ment  about  a  week  away. 

The  amendment  should  have  been  laid 
before  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry  earlier  in  the  year.  If  that  had 
been  done,  the  committee  coaid  have 
held  hearings  on  the  amendment  to  de- 
termine how  it  would  affect  the  States 
in  the  drought-stricken  areas. 

If  such  an  amendment  were  not  to 
go  into  effect  until  after  January,  it 
would  be  too  early  to  permit  States  to 
legislate  on  the  subject  "for  the  purpose 
of  creating  funds  within  the  States  and 
setting  up  administrative  bodies  which 
could  work  with  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. 

For  that  reason  I  should  say  that 
while  there  have  been  some  glaring 
errors  in  the  administrative  function, 
permitting  such  an  organization  as  the 
King  Ranch  to  participate  when  we  know 
very  well  that  it  can  establish  the  credit 
necessary  to  buy  all  the  feed  which  is 
necessary  to  feed  its  cattle,  the  program 
has  been  a  good  one.  In  that  particular 
instance  I  would  share  tL^  views  of  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Williams) 
but  unfortunately  this  program  involves 
many  people  in  addition  to  those  at  the 
King  Ranch.  It  involves  people  who 
have  no  credit. 

I  tliink  adoption  of  the  proposed 
amendment  would  represent  a  hardship 
to  many  people,  and  it  would  be  a  mis- 
imderstood  action  on  the  part  of  Con- 
gress. Therefore,  I  find  it  neoessary  to 
vote  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  yield  some 
time  to  me? 

Mr.  AIKEN.     Does  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  desire  time? 
■  Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Yes;  I  should  Uke 
to  have  about  5  minutes. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY^  Mr.  President.  I 
have  listened  to  the  presentation  of  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  pertaining  to  his 
amendment.  I  thought  that  presenta- 
tion was  answered  conclusively  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Ander- 
son]. The  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
IX)inted  out  very  appropriately  that  there 
undoubtedly  have  been  some  weaknesses 
in  the  disaster-relief  program,  but  also 
that  severe  hardships  would  ejclst  if  this 
amendment  were  adopted. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  has  said 
that  he  would  make  the  date  January 
of  1955,  as  I  recall,  but  January  of  1955 
is  a  date  of  no  particular  consequence, 
because  many  of  the  State  legislatures 
will  not  be  in  session  at  that  time.  Fur- 
thermore, in  many  instances  tlve  call  for 


a  special  session  would  result  in  a  con- 
siderable cost,  insofar  as  tbe  respective 
States  are  concerned. 

It  seems  to  me  that  this  disaster-relief 
program  is  being  administered  coopera- 
tively. There  is  nothing  to  prevent  the 
governors  of  States  from  taking  such 
administrative  action  as  they  deem  nec- 
essary. I  am  sure  that  in  most  instances 
this  program  has  been  established 
through  the  administrative^  agencies  of 
the  States. 

My  colleague  has  further  pointed  out 
that  if  there  is  an  abuse  here  and  there, 
we  would,  of  course,  like  to  eliminate  any 
such  abuse.  But  the  fact  is  that  disaster 
relief — being  afforded  in  a  limited  quan- 
tity, by  the  way — is  helping  a  large  num- 
ber of  people  who  are  unable  to  obtain 
credit. 

I  resent  the  fict  that  there  are  atti- 
tudes expressed  here  implying  that 
everybody  wants  to  get  oii  the  "gravy 
train."  As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  some  of 
the  States  there  are  people  who  have 
literally  seen  their  farms  blow  away. 
They  have  seen  their  investments  in  seed 
and  cropland  destroyed.  iJhey  are  see- 
ing the  possibility  of  production  of  a 
crop  yield  for  1  jrear  gone.  It  is  not  Just 
for  1  year.  In  some  areas  tn  the  past  4 
years  there  have  been  3  years  of  drought. 

I  suggest  that  this  would  be  a  most  in- 
appropriate amendment,  tf  the  situa- 
tion continues,  with  thiskiDd  of  drought 
problem,  the  Congress  can  surely  take 
care  of  any  such  problem  as  this  in  the 
next  session  of  Congress,  by  appropriate 
legislative  propo.sals.  There  can  be 
hearings  before  the  committees  of  Con- 
gress, with  the  opportunity  to  hear  from 
governors.  State  commissioners  of  agri- 
culture, and  other  agencies,  and  repre- 
sentatives of  those  agencies.  I  do  not 
think  we  should  legislate  before  proper 
consideration  is  given  the  subject. 

I  will  conclude  by  saying,  let  us  not 
worry  about  helping  somebody  too  much. 
Very  few  people  will  abuse  this  privilege. 

If  the  Congress  were  to  adopt  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  [Mr.  Williams]  we  would 
be  abusing  thousands  of  people  who  are 
in  a  state  of  desperate  need. 

One  of  the  main  purposes  of  the  sur- 
plus program,  or  the  storage  program, 
was  to  provide  supplies  which  would  be 
available  in  case  of  disaster  or  in  case  of 
need. 

I  have  lived  in  an  area  of  the  country 
where  the  people  have  needed  this  help 
at  one  time.  They  may  nieed  it  again. 
I  also  read  on  the  "ticker"  just  a  mo- 
ment ago  that  p>eople  who  live  in  certain 
portions  of  South  Dakota  h^ve  appealed 
for  disaster  relief.  I  am  sure  those 
people  would  not  apF>eal  for  such  reUef 
unless  they  really  needed  it.  Those  peo- 
ple are  proud  people.  I  have  hved  in  a 
rural  area  long  enough  to  know  that  the 
rural  people  are  among  the  last  to  ask  for 
any  kind  of  lelief.  and  they  do  not  do  so 
until  they  really  need  it. 

We  have  supj?lies.  We  have  the  means 
to  accomplish  the  program  at  the  ib'ed- 
eral  level.  I  suggest  that  the  program 
be  continued.  I  shall  vote  against  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware. 


ilii.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  address  an  inquiry  to  the  two  Sena- 
tors in  control  of  the  time  as  to  whether 
they  care  to  waive  the  remaining  time. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  will  waive  aU  but 
about  5  minutes. 

MX.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  that  5  minutes  be  reserved  for 
each  side,  and  I  will  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.     That  is  satisfactory. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that,  on  agree- 
ment of  the  two  Senators  in  control  of 
the  time,  all  time  be  waived  with  the  ex- 
ception of  5  minutes  to  a  side. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
now  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

OUlette 

Maybank 

Anderson 

Ooldwater 

McCarthy 

Barrett 

Oore 

MeClellan 

B?all 

Oreen 

MUlUUn 

Bennett 

Harden 

Monroney 

Bowling 

Hendrtckaon 

Iforae 

Brlcker 

Hennlngs 

Mundt 

BrtdgM 

Hlckenlooxxr 

Murray 

Burke 

HUl 

Neely 

Busb 

Holland 

Pastors 

Butler 

Humphrey 

Payne 

B>Td 

Ives 

Potter 

Capeh&rt 

Jackson 

Purtell 

Cftrlsoa 

Jenner 

Reynolds 

Csise 

Johnaon.  Oolo. 

Robertstm 

Chaves 

Johnson,'  Tex. 

Buasell 

Clements 

Johnston.  S.  C 

Saltonstall 

Cooper 

Kefauver 

Bchoeppel 

Cordon 

Kennedy 

Bmathers 

Cr.pp* 

Kerr 

Smith.  Maine 

Daniel 

Kllgore 

Smith.  W.  J. 

Dlrksen 

Knowland 

Stennls 

Douglas 

Kuchel 

Symington 

Duff 

Langer 

Thye 

Dworsbak 

Xjtnuon 

Upton 

EUender 

Long 

Watklna 

Ervln 

Magnuson 

Wetter 

Ferguson 

Malone 

WUey 

Pul  bright 

MansfleM 

Williams 

George 

Martin 

Toung 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER-  A  quo- 
nmi  is  present. 

The  question  Ls  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  (Mr.  Williams],  as  modified, 
to  the  committee  amendment.  | 

Mr.  MAYBANK.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  is  imder  controL  Five  minutes  has 
been  allotted  to  each  side. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield  to  me,  so  that  I  may 
ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  California  first. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment,  as  modified,  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  provides  that  the 
States  shall  contribute  at  least  25  percent 
of  the  funds  for  drought  relief.  I  object 
to  the  amendment,  and  I  shall  not  vote 
for  it.  I  speak  in  my  individual  capacity, 
because  there  has  been  no  party  policy, 
as  such,  adopted  with  re8i>ect  to  it.  My 
objection  Is  that  no  committee  hearings 
have  been  held  on  the  question.  No  tes- 
timony has  been  received  as  to  whether 
the  States  which  have  been  the  hardest 
hit  might  find  it  possible  to  operate  im- 
der  the  conditions  of  the  amendment, 


In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Seoator 
from  Delaware  has  said  he  would  be  will- 
ing to  modify  his  amendment  to  the  ex- 
tent that  it  would  not  take  effect  imtil 
January  of  next  year,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  more  orderly  and  sound  legislative 
procedure  would  be  to  conduct  committee 
hearings  on  the  amendment  when  Con- 
gress reassembles  in  January.  This 
would  provide  the  States  an  opportunity 
to  present  testimony  as  to  their  financial 
ability  to  carry  on  such  a  program:  and 
it  would  make  possible  a  proper  deter- 
mination of  the  question  whether  the 
percentage  of  contribution  by  the  States 
should  be  10  percent,  25  percent,  50  per- 
cent, or  76  percent.  At  least,  these  ques- 
tions could  be  discussed  by  the  witnesses, 
and  Congress  could  receive  supporting 
testimony. 

For  these  reasons.  I  shall  not  vote  for 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Del- 
aware, but  I  shall  oppose  it. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
myself  3  minutes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  heartUy  concur  in 
the  Senator's  amendment.  Some  re- 
sponsibility should  be  placed  on  the 
States,  because,  after  all,  it  is  the  Gov- 
ernors of  the  States  who  are  required  to 
declare  drought  areas.  The  only  ques- 
tion I  raise  about  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment is  with  respect  to  the  date  of  Jan- 
uary 1.  The  legislatures  of  many  States 
do  not  meet,  as  is  the  case  in  South  Car- 
olina, until  the  second  Tuesday  in  Jan- 
uary. I  wonder  if  the  Senator  would  be 
willing  to  modify  his  amendment  re- 
quiring the  States  to  contribute  25  per- 
cent, so  as  to  make  the  effective  date 
February  1.  This  would  enable  the  State 
legislatures  to  act  before  February  1 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  modify  my  amend- 
ment so  as  to  make  the  effective  date 
February  1.  1955. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator has  the  right  to  modify  his  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  What  this  amend- 
ment proposes  is  to  have  Congress  estab- 
lish a  policy  as  to  how  It  is  desired  to 
hrve  these  relief  programs  administered. 
The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Kmowlaitd]  has  pointed  out  that  the 
governors  of  the  respective  States  have 
not  had  an  opportunity  to  testify  on  the 
amendment.  I  answer  that  by  pointing 
out  that  Congress  authorized  all  the  pro- 
grams with  which  the  amendment 
deals — to  my  knowledge,  not  a  single 
State  governor  testified  in  connection 
with  the  pn^rrams.  Natiu^lly  the  posi- 
tion of  the  governors  of  the  States  would 
be  to  let  the  Government  keep  on  paying 
for  all  of  the  program.  I  do  not  believe 
there  will  be  many  governors  of  States 
coming  to  Washington  and  asking  Con- 
gress to  let  the  States  pay  25  percent  or 
50  percent  of  the  programs.  That  is  o\a 
business. 

A  statement  was  made  by  one  Senator 
that  he  believed  that  a  large  number  of 
farmers  would  suffer  if  the  amendment 
were  adopted.  That  could  only  be  true, 
in  States  where  the  governors  or  the 
legislatures  refused  to  contribute  a  mini- 
mum of  25  percent  to  assist  the  farmers 


In  a  period  of  emergency.  I  cannot  con- 
ceive of  any  such  situation  if  the  original 
request  was  bona  fide.  If  the  States  re- 
fused to  contribute  it  would  be  evidence 
that  the  citizens  of  those  States  did  not 
think  the  request  was  justified. 

This  amendment  is  along  the  lines  of 
the  program  which  the  administration 
has  been  urging  for  the  past  2  years, 
namely,  that  on  any  Federal-aid  pro- 
gram there  be  some  participation  on  the 
part  of  the  States.  We  hear  much  about 
States  rights.  I  say  that  if  the  States 
want  to  preserve  their  rights,  let  them 
accept  some  of  their  responsibilities. 
There  is  not  a  single  one  of  the  48  States 
that  is  not  in  much  better  financial  con- 
dition than  is  the  Federal  Government, 
and  thus  it  is  able  to  pay  for  its  portion 
of  the  program. 

Practically  everybody  speaking  here 
today  has  endorsed  the  principle  of  this 
amendment  and  that  being  true.  I  can- 
not understand  why  they  hesitate  to 
vote  for  it. 

By  the  same  token,  the  adoption  of 
this  amendment  would  be  to  require 
much  needed  local  supervision.  Above 
all,  that  is  what  is  needeo  at  this  par- 
ticular time.  We  all  know  that,  m  the 
experience  we  have  had  under  programs 
relief  has  gone  in  directions  in  which 
Congress  and  the  administration  had  no 
intention  that  it  should  go. 

I  certainly  hope  the  Senate  will  agree 
to  the  amendment.  By  doing  so  we  will 
be  saying  in  effect  that  we  want  State 
supervision  and  responsibility  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  whatever  relief  funds  go  out 
of  the  Federal  Treasury. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  has  yielded  to  me 
the  remamder  of  the  time  allotted  to 
him.  I  shall  yield  myself  1  additional 
minute. 

While  there  may  be  merit  in  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  I 
think  there  would  be  more  merit  in  it 
if  it  had  received  consideration  by  the 
committee. 

So  far  as  drought  is  concerned,  that 
is  one  tjrpe  of  disaster  which  happens 
to  be  concentrated  on  the  farmers  of  the 
country.  In  the  case  of  extreme 
drought,  city  dwellers  may  stiffer  from 
lack  of  adequate  water  from  their  mu- 
nicipal water  systems,  and  otherwise. 
So  far  as  the  present  drought  is  con- 
cerned, it  is  connected  with  the  consid- 
eration of  disaster  reUef  to  farmers. 
However,  there  are  other  types  of  dis- 
asters, such  as  floods,  earthquakes,  and 
great  fires.  It  does  seem  to  me  we  are 
getting  into  a  field  where  perhaps  each 
locality  should  be  required  to  put  up  25 
percent  o|^e  cost  of  such  relief.  Per- 
haps after  hearings  and  testimony  that 
would  be  the  decision  of  the  committee 
and  the  Senate;  but  I  do  not  believe  that 
at  this  stage  of  the  proceedings  the 
amendment  should  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  back  the  re- 
mainder of  my  time. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bush  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  yield  back  the  mnainder 
of  his  time?  He  has  2  minutes  remain- 
ing. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield  back  the  re- 
mainder of  my  time. 
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Tbe  FRESIDINO  QPlflCBR  Tbe 
qoeitlim  to  on  agiieeiog  to  the  amend- 
mmt  of  tbe  Senator  from  Delaware. 
Tbe  yeaa  and  nays  bave  been  ordered, 
and  tbe  cleric  wiU  caU  tbe  roU. 

The  Cbki  Clerk  called  the  rolL 

Ifr.  SALTONSTALLl  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
^uunos]  is  necessarily  absent. 

If  present  and  voting  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  FLahdbis]  would  ^ote 
•Ijay."  I 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  annomice  that 
the  Senator  from  Mianlwiwrt  [Mr.  Bssr- 
uuro].  tbe  Soiator  fnnn  Delaware  [Mr. 
FUA>],  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Lkbmaii],  the  Soiator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCauuuf].  and  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama [Mr.  Spaskmam]  are  neeeasarily 
absent. 

The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  25. 
nays  65,  as, follows: 


Brtdvcs 

(Hrtdwater 

Pnrten 

Butfi 

ITCS 

Reynolds 

Butler 

Jenner 

BuaseU 

Bynl 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Upton 

Capduurt 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Watklns 

Cms 

llakme 

Welker 

CtULTtm 

Martin 

WllUams 

Duff 

Ifaylianlc 

DwaaHaX 

Potter 

NATS— «5 

Aiken 

Gore          ♦. 

McCarthy 

Andenon 

Green 

McCU;Ilan 

Barrett 

Hayden 

MUIikln 

BeiUl 

HeiMliickaoQ 

lfonz«»iey 

BenTi4!tt 

Mone 

Bowrtnc 

Hickenlooper 

Mundt 

Brleker 

Hill 

Murray 

Burke 

Hcdlsnd 

Neely 

Carlson 

Humphrey 

Pastore 

Ctementa 

Jackson 

Payne 

Cooper 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Robertson 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

SaltonstaU 

Crippa 

Kennedy 

Scboeppel 

Daniel 

Kerr 

fbnathera 

ZMrksen 

Kilgore 

Smith.  Maine 

Knowland 

Smith.  N.J. 

XUexMler 

Kuch'el 

8t«nnls 

■nrln 

Ijanger 

Sytnlncton 

VerBueon 

licnnon 

Thye 

Fulbrlcbt 

Long 

WUey 

George 

Young 

Gillette 

Mansfield 

NOT  VOTINa-6 

BMtland 

Prear 

McCarran 

TIandera 

Xiehman 

Sparlunan 

So  Mr.  Williams'  amendment  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee  was  re- 
jected. .  ' 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer.  its  reading 
cleric,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  follow- 
ing bills  of  the  Senate: 

8. 1184.  An  act  to  authorize  re'ief  of  au- 
thorized certifying  officers  from  exceptions 
.  taken  to  payments  pertaining  to  terminated 
war  agencies  In  liquidation  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  State;  and 

S.  3709.  An  act  to  amend  section  709  of 
title  18,  United  States  Code,  so  as  to  protect 
the  name  at  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion from  commercial  exploitation. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  8152)  to  extend  to  June  30,  1955, 
the  direct  home  and  farmhouse  loan  au- 
^^  thorlty  of  the  Administrator  of  Veterans' 
Affairs  under  title  in  of  the  Servicemen's  < 


Readjustment  Act  of  1944.  as  amended, 
to  make  additional  funds  available 
therefor,  and  for  other  purposea. 

The  message  further  announeed  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  <  S. 
354tf)  to  provide  an  inunedlate  program 
for  the  modernization  and  improvement 
of  such  merchant- tsrpc  vessels  in  the  re- 
serve fleet  as  are  necessary  for  national 
defense. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  afElxed  his  signature  to  the 
following  enrolled  bills,  and  they  were 
signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore: 

S.  1585.  An  set  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Traffic  Act,  1925.  as  amended; 

S.  1611.  An  act  to  regulate  the  election  of 
delegates  representing  the  District  cif  Colum- 
bia to  national  political  conventlt^na  and  for 
other  purposes; 

S.  2798.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  AzlzoUah 
Azordegan; 

S.  3506.  An  act  to  repeal  the  act  approved 
September  25.  1914,  and  to  amen4  the  act 
apixt>Ved  June  12.  1934.  both  r^atlng  to 
alley  dweUlngs  In  the  District  of  Columbia; 
and 

S.  3655.  An  act  to  provide  that  tae  Metro- 
politan Police  force  shall  keep  arrest  books 
which  are  open  to  public  Inspection. 


AMENDMENT  OP  DISTRICT  OP  CO- 
LUMBIA UNEMPLOYMENT  COM- 
PENSAnON  ACT 

Mr*.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that 
the  Chair  lay  before  the  Seaate  the 
amendment  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  Senate  bill  3482,  to  aoftend  the 
District  of  Columbia  Unemployment 
Compensation  Act. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Presid- 
ing OfBcer  (Mr.  Bxtsh  in  the  clwir)  laid 
before  the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  'S. 
3482)  to^  amend  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia Unemployment  Compensation  Act, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which  was.  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  in^rt: 

That  the  District  of  Columbia  Dhemploy- 
ment  Compens^ktlon  Act,  approved  August 
28,  1935,  as  amended,  is  further  amended  as 
follows : 

Section  1  (b)  (2)  (B)  Is  amended  by  add- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"Service  shall  be  deemed  to  be  localized 
Within  a  State  if— 

"(1)  the  service  Is  performed  entltely  with- 
in such  Static;  or 

"(U)  the  service  Is  performed  both  within 
and  without  such  State,  but  the  service  per- 
formed without  such  State  is  Incidental  to 
the  individual's  service  within  the  Btate,  for 
example.  Is  temporary  or  transitory  in  nature 
or  consists  of   isolated   transactions." 

Section  1  (bj  (4)  Is  amended  t«  read  as 
follows : 

"(4)  Notwitluitandlng  any  other  provisions 
of  this  subsection,  the  term  employment 
shall  also  Include  all  service  perforaied  after 
the  eff^tive  date  of  this  amendment  by  an 
officer  or  member  of  the  crew  of  ati  Ameri- 
can vessel  on  or  In  connection  with  such 
vessel,  provided  that  the  operating  office, 
from  which  the  operations  of  such  Vessel  op- 
erating on  navigable  waters  within  cr  within 


and  without  the  United  States  are  ordlnarUy 
and  regularly  supervised,  managed,  dlrscteo, 
and  controlled,  is  within  the  Dfitnct." 

Section  1  (b)  (5)  U  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  subsections : 

"  ( Q )  service  performed  on  or  in  connection 
With  a  vessel  not  an  American  veMel  by  an 
individual  If  he  performed  servtoe  on  and  in 
connection  with  such  vessel  |rhen  outaids 
the  United  States: 

"(R)  service  performed  by  an  individual 
In  (or  as  an  officer  or  member  of  the  crew 
of  a  vessel  while  It  is  engaged  in )  the  catch- 
ing, taking,  harvesting,  cultivating,  or  fann- 
ing of  any  kind  of  fish,  shelliiah,  Crustacea. 
sponges,  seaweeds,  or  other  aquatic  forms  of 
animal  and  vegetable  life  (InCltudlng  serrloe 
performed  by  any  such  Individual  as  an  or- 
dinary Incident  to  any  such  ac|lvlty) ,  except 
( A )  service  performed  in  connexion  with  the 
catching  or  taking  of  salmon  cf  iiaUbut,  for 
commercial  purposes,  and  (B)  service  per- 
formed on  or  in  connection  with  a  vessel  of 
more  than  10  net  tons  (determined  in  the 
manner  provided  for  determiaing  the  reg- 
ister tontiage  of  merctiant  veMKla  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States)." 

Section  1  (b)  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the   end   thereof   the   following  subsections: 

"(71 ,  Notwithstanding  any  of  the  provi- 
sions 6f  subsection  1  ib)  (5|  of  this  act, 
services  shall  be  deemed  to  be  la  employment 
if  with  respect  to  such  servicea  a  tax  is  re- 
quired to  be  paid  under  any  Federal  law 
Imposing  a  tax  against  which  Credit  may  be 
taken  for  contributions  required  to  be  paid 
into  a  State  unemployment  compensation 
fund. 

"(8)  (I)  Any  service  performed  for  an  em- 
ploying unit,  wblcb  Is  excluded  under  tbe 
definition  of  employment  In  section  1  (b)  (5) 
and  with  respect  to  which  no  payments  are 
required  under  the  employiaent  security 
law  of  another  SUte  or  of  the  Federal  Oov- 
ernment  may  be  deemed  to  constitute  em- 
ployment for  all  purposes  of  this  act:  Pro- 
tided.  That  the  Boaid  has  approved  a  written 
election  to  that  effect  filed  by  the  employ- 
ing unit  for  which  the  service  U  performed. 
as  of  the  date  stated  in  such  approval.  No 
election  shall  be  apprt>ved  by  the  ^oard  un- 
less It  (A)  Includes  all  the  service  of  the 
type  specified  In  each  establishment  or  place 
of  business  for  which  the  eleotlon  is  mkde. 
and  IB)  Is  made  for  not  lest  tt)an  2  calendar 
years. 

••(11)  Any  service  which,  because  of  an 
election  by  an  employing  unit  under  aec- 
tlon  1  (b)  18)  (1»,  Is  emplojtei?nt  subject 
to  this  act  shall  cease  to  be  employment 
subject  to  the  act  as  of  January  1  of  any 
calendar  year  sub8«'quent  to  the  2  calendar 
years  of  the  election,  only  If  not  later  ttian 
March  15  of  such  >ear,  either  such  employ- 
ing unit  has  filed  with  the  Board  a  written 
notice  to  that  effect,  or  the  Board  on  Its 
own  mcftion  has  given  notice  of  termination 
of  such  coverage." 

Section  1  (c)  is  amended  by  tepeallng  sub- 
section (1)  and  renumbering  subsection  (2) 
to  be  subsection  (l)  and  subtiectton  (3)  to 
be  subsection  (2)  and  subsection  (4)  to  be 
subsection   (3). 

Section  I  (h)  Is  amended  t4»  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

■'(h)  'Benefit  year'  with  retpect  to  any 
Individual  means  the  52  conaecutlve-week 
period  beginning  with  the  flr<t  day  of  the 
first  week  with  respect  to  which  the  indi- 
vidual first  files  a  valid  claim  for  benefits, 
and  thereafter  the  52  consecutive-week  pe- 
riod beginning  with  the  first  d»y  of  the  first 
week  with  respect  to  which  the  individual 
next  files  a  valid  claim  for  benefits  after  the 
termination  of  his  last  preceding  lieneflt 
year.  Any  claim  for  benefits  niade  In  ac- 
cordance with  section  11  of  tiil«  act  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  a  valid  claim'  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  subsection  if  the  Individual 
has  during  his  base  period  been  paid  wages 
for  employment  by  employers  as  required  by 
the  provisions  of  6<;ction  7  of  the  act." 


Section  1  (m)  is  amended  to  read  as  Sol- 
Iowa: 

"(m)  'Employment  office'  means  a  frae 
public  employment  office  or  branch  thereof 
operated  by  tills  or  any  other  State  as  a  part 
of  a  State-controlled  system  of  public  em- 
ployment offices  or  by  a  Federal  agency  or 
any  agency  of  a  foreign  government  charged 
with  tbe  administration  of  an  unemploy- 
ment-insurance program  or  free  public  em- 
ployment offices." 

Section  1  is  amended  by  adding  at  tbe 
end  thereof  the  foUowlng  sulMections : 

"(t)  The  term  'American  venel'  means  any 
vessel  documented  or  numbered  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States;  and  Includes  any 
vessel  which  Is  neither  documented  or  num- 
bered under  tbe  laws  of  the  United  States 
nor  documented  under  the  laws  of  any  for- 
eign country,  if  its  crew  performs  service 
solely  for  one  or  more  citizens  or  residents 
of  the  United  States  or  corporations  or- 
ganized under  the  laws  of  tbe  United  States 
or  of  any  State. 

"(u)  Tbe  term  'principal  base  period  em- 
ployer' means  the  employer  that  paid  a 
claimant  the  greatest  amount  of  wages  used 
In  the  computation  of  his  claim.  In  the 
event  two  or  more  employers  paid  the  claim- 
ant Identical  amounts,  the  employer  in  such 
group  for  whom  the  claimant  most  recently 
worked  shall  be  tlie  principal  base  period 
employer." 

Section  3  (c)  (1>  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"Each  year  the  Board  siiali  credit  to  each 
of  such  accounts  having  a  positive  reserve 
on  the  computation  date,  the  interest  earned 
by  such  accounts  from  the  Federal  Oovem- 
ment.  This  shall  be  done  by  averaging  tbe 
Interest  rate  paid  for  the  four  quarters  end- 
ing on  the  computation  date  and  crediting 
to  each  luch  account  tbe  amount  wbitth  tbe 
reserve  on  such  computation  date  would  earn 
at  such  average  rate  of  interest."         j 

Section  3  (c*)  (2)  Is  amended  by  adding 
St  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"The  principal  l>ase  period  employer  shaU 
be  notified  of  each  payment  cf  benefits  to 
a  claimant  at  tbe  time  of  such  payment." 

Section  3  (c)  (7)  (a)  is  amended  to  read 
as   follows : 

"(a)  If  25  percent  or  more  of  the  business 
of  any  employer  is  transferred,  the  trans- 
feree sliall  be  determined  a  suc>:esaor  for  tbe 
purposes  of  this  section. 

"(1)  If  thit  Board  Is  unable  to  get  infor- 
mation upon  which  to  determine  whether 
or  not  25  fiercent  of  the  busiress  has  l>een 
transferred.  It  may,  in  its  discretion,  make 
such  determination  l>aaed  upon  the  quarterly 
payrolls  of  the  employers  involved  for  the 
last  complete  calendar  quarter  prior  to  the 
transfer  and  the  first  complete  calendar 
quarter   after   such    transfer. 

"(11)  In  the  event  'of  a  transfer  of  26  per- 
cent or  more  of  the  assets  of  a  covered  em- 
ployer's business  by  any  means  whatever, 
otherwise  tlMtn  in  the  ordinsry  course  of 
trade,  such  transfer  shaU  be  deemed  a  trans- 
fer of  biuiness  and  shall  constitute  the 
transferee  a  stisucceasor  hereunder,  unless 
the  Board,  on  its  own  motion  or  on  appii* 
cation  of  an  interested  party,  find  that  all 
of  the  foUowlng  conditions  exist: 

"(i)  The  transferee  has  not  assumed  any 
of  the  transferor's  obligations: 

"(2)  The  transferee  has  not  continued  or 
resumed  transferor's  goodwill; 

"(3)  The  transferee  has  not  continued  or 
resumed  the  business  of  the  transferor, 
either  tn  the  same  establishment  or  else- 
where; and 

"  ( 4 )  The  transferee  has  not  employed  sub- 
stantially the  same  employees  as  those  the 
transferor  had  employed  in  coiuiectloa  witll 
the  assets  transferred." 

Section  3  (c)  (7)  (c)  U  amrnded  to  read 
as  follows: 

"(c)  The  succeesor  shall  tt^ke  over  and 
continue  the  employer's  account,  including 


its  reeerre  and  an  other  aspects  of  Its  ezpcrU 
enoe  under  this  aectlon,  in  proportion  to  tbe 
payroll  awlgnable  to  the  transferred  busincaa 
as  determined  for  the  purposes  of  this  sec- 
tion by  the  Board.  However,  his  successor 
shaU  take  over  only  the  reserve  actuaUy 
credited  to  the  account  of  the  transferor  or 
for  which  the  transferor  has  filed  a  claim 
with  the  Board  at  the  date  of  transfer.  The 
successor  shaU  be  secondarily  liable  for  any 
amounts  owed  by  the  employer  to  the  fund 
at  the  time  of  such  transfer;  but  such  lia- 
bility shall  be  proportioned  to  the  extent  of 
the  transfer  of  business  and  shall  not  exceed 
the  value  of  the  assets  transferred." 

Section  3  (c)  (7)  (d)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"(d)  TtM  benefit  chargeablllty  of  a  suc- 
cessor's account  under  section  3  (c).  if  not 
accrued  liefore  ttie  transfer  date,  shall  begin 
to  accrue  on  the  transfer  date  in  case  the 
transferor's  benefit  chargeabUlty  was  then 
accruing:  or  shall  begin  to  accrue  on  the 
date  otherwise  applicable  to  the  successor, 
or  on  the  date  otherwise  applicable  to  tbe 
transferor,  whichever  is  earlier,  in  case  the 
transferor's  l>eneflt  chargeablllty  was  not  ac- 
cruing on  the  transfer  dste.  SlmUarly,  bene- 
fits from  a  successorls  account.  If  not  charge- 
sble  before  the  transfer  date,  shall  become 
cliargeable  on  the  transfer  date,  in  case  the 
transferor  was  then  chargeable  for  benefit 
payments:  or  shall  become  chargeable  on  the 
date  otherwise  applicable  to  the  successor  or 
on  the  date  ottterwise  applicable  to  the  trans- 
feror, whichever  is  earlier,  in  case  the  trans- 
feror was  %bargeable  for  benefit  payments 
on  the  transfer  date." 

Section  3  (c)  (7)  (f )  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"(f)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions 
Of  this  section,  if  the  successor  employer  was 
an  employer  subject  to  this  act  prior  to  the 
date  of  transfer,  his  rate  of  contributions  the 
remainder  of  tlie  calendeo-  year  shall  be  his 
rate  with  respect  to  the  period  immediately 
preceding  his  date  of  acquisition.  If  tbe 
successor  was  not  an  employer  prior  to  the 
date  of  transfer,  bis  rate  shall  be  the  rate 
applicable  to .  the  transferor  or  transferors 
with  respect  to  the  period  immediately  pre- 
ceding the  date  of  transfer:  Provided.  That 
there  was  only  one  transferor  or  there  were 
only  transferors  with  Identical  rates;  if  the 
transferor  rates  were  not  Identical,  the  sue-' 
ceasor's  rate'  shall  be  the  highest  rate  ap- 
plicable to  any  of  the  transferors  with  respect 
to  the  period  Immediately  preceding  the  date 
of  transfer.  The  rate  of  the  transferor.  If 
still  subject  to  the  act,  wiu  not  be  redeter- 
mined and  shall  remain  the  rate  with  respect 
to  the  period  immediately  preceding  the  date 
of  transfer. 

"For  future  years,  for  the  purposes  of  sec- 
tion 3  (c).  the  Board  sliall  determine  the 
'experlenoe  imdw  this  section'  of  the  suc- 
cessor employer's  account  and  of  the  trans- 
ferring employer's  account  by  allocating  to 
the  suoceasor  employer's  account  for  each 
period  in  question  the  respective  proportions 
of  the  transferring  employer's  payroll,  con- 
tributions, and  tbe  benefit  charges  which  the 
Board  determines  to  be  properly  assignable 
to  the  btisiness  transferred." 

Section  8  (c)    (7)   (g)     is  hereby  repealed. 

Section  3  (c)  (8)  (1)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows : 

"(1)  If  as  of  the  computation  date  the 
total  of  all  contributions  credited  to  any  em- 
ployer's account,  with  respect  to  emplojrment 
since  May  31.  1039.  is  in  excess  of  the  total 
beneflU  paid  after  June  30. 1939.  then  charge- 
able or  charged  to  his  account,  such  excess 
ahaU  be  known  as  the  employer's  reserve, 
and  his  contribution  rate  for  the  ensuing 
calendar  year  or  part  thereof  shall  be — 

"(A)  2.7  percent  if  such  reserve  is  less 
than  0J>  percent  of  his  average  annual  pay- 
roll; 

"(B)  S  percent  if  such  reserve  equals  or 
exceeds  0.9  percent  but  is  less  than  1.4  per- 
cent of  bis  average  anntial  payroll; 


"(C)  1.6  pereent  If  such  reserrs  equals  or 
exceeds  1.4  percent  but  is  leas  than  U  per- 
cent of  his  average  annual  payroll; 

"(D)  1  percent  if  such  reserve  equals  or 
exceeds  1.9  percent  but  is  leas  Uian  3J>  per- 
cent of  his  average  annual  payroll; 

"(E)  0.6  percent  if  such  reserve  equals  or 
exceeds  3.9  percent  but  is  less  than  3.4  per- 
cent of  his  average  annual  pajrroll; 

"(P)  0.1  percent  If  such  reserve  equals  or 
exceeds  3.4  percent  of  Ills  average  annual 
payroll." 

Section  3  (c)  (10)  is  amended  by  sub- 
stituting the  word  "thirty"  tar  the  word 
"fifteen"  in  the  second  and  seventh  sen- 
tences thereof. 

Section  3  is  amended  by  adding  at  tbe  end 
thereof  tlie  following  new  subsections: 

"(e)  From  December  31,  1939.  to  January 
I.  1955,  wages,  for  the  purpose  of  section  3. 
shall  not  include  any  amount  in  excess  of 
as  .000  paid  by  an  employer  to  any  person 
arising  out  of  his  or  her  employment  during 
any  calendar  year.  After  December  31.  19M. 
wages  ahaU  not  include  any  amount  in  ex- 
cess of  $S.(X)0  (or  in  excess  of  the  limitation 
on  the  amount  of  taxable  wages  fixed  l>y 
the  Federal  Uneifiployment  Tak  Act  (26 
U.  S.  C.  1600;  1607).  whichever  U  greater) 
actually  paid  by  an  employer  to  any  person 
during  any  calendar  year.  After  December 
31,  1954,  the  term  'employmenr  for  the  pur- 
pose of  this  subeection  shaU  include  serv- 
ices constituting  employment  under  any  em- 
ployment security  law  of  another  Btate  or  of 
the  Federal  Oovemment. 

"(f)   In  the  eyent  tbe  District  of  Columbia 
should  elect  to  cover  employees  imder  this 
act  under  the  provisions  of  section  1  (b)  (8) 
(1)   In  lieu  of  contributions  required  of  em- 
ployers under  this  act.  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia shall  pay  into  the  fund  an  amount 
equivalent  to  the  amoimt  of  t>eneflt8  paid 
to  individuals  based  on  wages  paid  by  tbe 
District.     If  benefits  paid  an  individual  are 
based  on  wages  paid  by  both  the  District 
of   Columbia   and   one   or   more   other   em- 
ployers, the  amount  payable  by  the  District 
to  yie  fund  shall  bear  tbe  same  ratio  to 
toUl  benefits  paid  to  the  individual  as  %^ 
base-period  wages  paid  to  the  individual  by' 
the  District  of  Columbia  bears  to  the  tot*l 
amount  of  the  base-period  wages  paid  to  the ' 
individual   by   all   of   his   base-period   em-, 
ployers. 

"The  smiount  of  payment  required  undet 
this  section  shall  be  ascertained  hj  the  Board 
quarterly  and  shall  be  paid  from  the-  gen- 
eral funds  of  tlie  District  at  such  time  and 
in  such  manner  as  the  Commissioners  of 
the  District  of  ColumbU  may  prescribe  ex-  . 
cept  tiiat  to  the  extent  that  benefits  are 
paid  on  wages  paid  by  the  District  from 
special  administrative  funds,  the  payment 
by  the  District  Into  the  unemployment  fund 
shall  be  made  from  such  special  funds. 

"(g)  Contributions  due  tmder  this  act 
with  respect  to  wages  for  insured  work  shall, 
for  the  purpose  of  this  section,  be  deemed 
to  have  been  paid  to  ttie  fund  as  of  the  date 
payment  was  made  as  contributions  therefor 
under  another  State  or  Federal  employment 
security  law  if  payment  into  the  fund  of 
such  contributions  is  made  on  such  terms 
as  the  director  finds  will  be  fair  and  reason- 
able as  to  aU  affected  interests.  Payments 
to  the  fund  under  this  sulMectton  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  contributions  forf  purposes  of 
section  3." 

Section  4  (c)  Is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"(c)  (1)  If  contrltmtlons  are  not  paid 
wlien  due,  there  shaU  be  addecfTas  part  at 
the  contributions,  interest  at  ttie  rate  of  one- 
half  of  1  percent  per  month  for  fraction 
thereof  from  the  date  the  contributions 
liecame  due  iintil  paid. 

"(2)  If  contributions  or  wage  reports  are 
not  filed  when  due  or  contributions  are  not 
paid  when  due,  there  shal'  be  added  as  part 
of  the  contributions  a  penalty  ot  10  pereent 
of  the  contributions,  but  such  penalty  stiaU 
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M»t  b*  Ian  than  tS  nor  mors  than  $28  and 
for  good  cavM  lucta  penalty  may  be  waived 
by  the  Board  with  the  apimtral  of  the  Com^ 
■yaslonen  of  the  Dlatrlct  of  Columbia." 

Section  4  (d)  ie  amended  to  read  •• 
follows: 

"(d)  IB  the  event  of  the  death,  dlnolu- 
ttonr.  Inaelveney.  receivership,  bankruptcy, 
oothpoaltlan,  or  ■— Ignment  for  benefit  of 
creditor*  o(  any  employer.  contrtbutlonB  then 
or  thereafter  due  from  such  emi^yer  under 
this  section  shall  have  i»iorlty  over  all  other 
claims,  eaeept  taxes  due  the  United  States 
cr  the  District,  and  wages  (not  exceeding 
•600  with  leapect  to  any  Individual)  due  for 
■ervlcea  performed  within  the  3  months  pre- 
ceding such  •vent." 

Section  4  (J)  Is  amended  by  substituting 
the  followl&g: 

"(J)  The  Board  In  its  discretion,  whenever 
It  may  <toen  It  administratively  advisable, 
ma^  charge  off  of  its  books  any  unpaid 
account  due  tint  Board  or  any  credit  due  an 
emidoyer  who  has  been  out  of  business  for 
a  period  o(  asore  than  3  years.  Whenever 
an  account  is  charged  off  by  the  Board,  there 
ahall  be  placed  In  the  minutes  of  the  Board 
a  reason  tat  such  action." 

Section  4  (1)  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following: 

"There  Is  hereby  established  In  the  Treas- 
ury of  the  United  States  a  special  escrow 
•oeount  into  which  the  Board  shall  deposit 
all  funds  received  In  connection  with  an  offei^ 
of  oomfpromtoe.  Bntih  funds  shall  be  kept 
in  such  escrow  account  until  final  action  Is 
had*  u^n  the  offer  of  compromise  and  shall 
not  be  subject  to  offset  for  any  indebtedness 
whatsoever.  In  the  event  the  ccntnpromlse  Is 
approved,  tta«  ftindi  shall  be  transferred  to 
the  District  Uztemployment  Cknnpensatlon 
Fund.  In  the  event  the  compromise  is  disap- 
proved, the  funds  shaM  be  Immediately  j9- 
tumed  to  the  UidfVldual  who  made  the  offer 
of  oompromla*." 

Section  7  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"AMOTTMT  AMD  0T7BATION   07  BXNXriTS 

"Sac.  7.  (a)  On  and  after  January  1.  1938, 
benefits  shall  become  payable  from  the  bene- 
fit aooount  of  the  District  unemployment 
fund.  AU  benefits  shall  be  paid  through 
•mplidyittent  olBoes,  in  accordance  with  such 
regulations  as  the  Board  may  prescribe. 

"(b)  Bxcept  as  provided  in  section  7  (c). 
an  InfUvldual's  weekly  benefit  amotint  shall 
be  the  amount  in  oolxunn  (B)  of  the  table 
in  this  subsection  on  the  line  on  which,  in 
eoMmn  (A),  there  appears  his  total  wages 
for  employment  paid  to  such  individual  by 
employers  during  that  quarter  of  his  base 
period  In  which  such  wages  were  the  highest. 

*rrABLE  A 


"High-quarter  wages 
(ool.  A) 

Basic 
weekly 
benefit 

(ool.  B) 

Mlnimam 

qusli/ying 

wages 

(col.  C) 

$130.00  to  tl84 

$8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
LO 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
2C 
27 
28 
29 
30 

$27o 
'  310 
345 
379 
414 
44S 

tlS4.01tota07 

ta07.01  to«230. 1 

«230.01  to  tB53 

tZSS.Ol  to  t276 

I37««.0I  to«M> 

KW.OI  to  t322  

Sa32J)l  toS345...- 

517 
552 
586 
621 
655 
690 
724 
T59 

«S4A.01  toiM. „ 

%atm.m  to  tan 

taBl.Ol  to  $414 

$414.01  to  $437 

$437.01  to$4«0.... 

$460.01  to  $483 

$483.01  to  $606 :....  .. 

$SOr>.01  to  $S29 

$529.01  to$SS3 

823 
863 
897 
931 
966 
1,000 
1.035 

$S52.01  to  $575 

$675.01  to  $508., ,. 

$8884)1  to  $031 

$rt81.01  to$644 

5644.01  totes? .^ 

$667.01  and  over.. 

"{e)  To  qualify  for  benefits  an  Individual 
must  luive  been  paid  wages  for  employment 


in  hla  baae  period  totaling  not  less  than  the 
amount  In  eotunui  (C)  of  the  table  in  sec- 
tion 7  (b)  on  the  line  on  which,  in  ooludin 
(B),  there  appears  his  weekly  bend&t 
amount,  and  such  wages  must  have  been 
In  at  least  two  calendar  quarters  in  his  base 
period:  Provided.  That  If  an  individual  dur- 
ing his  base  period  has  not  been  paid  such 
an  amount,  but  has  been  paid  wages  In 
more  than  one  cs^endar  quarter  totaling  aot 
leas  than  U^e  amount  appearing  on  one  of 
the  lines  in  column  (C)  above,  he  can  qual- 
ify for  benefits  and  bis-  weekly  benefit 
amount  shall  be  the  amount  appearing  In 
column  (B)  on  the  line  for  which  the  Indi- 
vidual qualifies  for  benefits  in  column  (O- 

"(d)  Any  otherwise  eligible  Indlvldoal 
shall  be  entitled  during  any  benefit  ytar 
to  a  total  an^unt  of  benefits  equal  to  22 
times  his  weekly  benefit  amount  or  38  per- 
cent of  the  wiges  tor  employment  paid  to 
such  individual  by  employers  during  Ms- 
base  period,  whichever  is  the  lesser:  Pro- 
vided, That  such  total  amount  of  benefits. 
If  not  a  multiple  of  $L.  shall  be  computed  to 
the  next  higher  multiple  of  $1. 

"(e)  Any  individual  who  is  unemployed  in 
any- week  as  defined  in  section  1  (e)  aaid 
who  meets  the  conditions  of  eligibility  for 
benefits  of  section  0  and  is  not  disqualified 
under  the  provisions  of  section  10  shall  be 
paid  with  respect  to  such  week  an  amount 
equal  to  his  weekly  benefit  amount,  less  the 
earnings  (M  any)  payable  to  him  with  re- 
spect to  such  week.  For  the  purp>06e  of  this 
subsection,  the  term  'earnings'  shall  In- 
clude only  that  part  of  the  remuneration 
payable  to  him  for  such  week  which  Is  in 
excess  of  40  percent  of  his  weekly  benefit 
amount  for  any  week.  Such  benefits,  if  oot 
a  multiple  of  $1.  shall  be  computed  to  the  ' 
next  higher  nniltiple  of  $1." 

"(f)  Dependent's  allowance:  In  addi- 
tion to  the  benefits  payable  under  the  foge- 
golng  subsections  of  this  section,  each  eligi- 
ble individual  who  is  unemployed  in  any 
week  shall  be  paid  with  respect  to  such  waek 
$1  for  each  dependent  relative,  but  not  m^re 
than  as  shall  be  paid  to  an  individual  as 
dependent's  allowance  with  respect  to  any 
one  week  of  unemployment  nor  shall  any 
weekly  benefit  which  includes  a  dependent's 
allowance  be  paid  in  the  amount  of  mCtre 
ttian  $30.  An  individual's  number  of  de- 
pendents shall  be  determined  as  of  the  day 
with  respect  to  which  he  first  files  a  valid 
claim  for  benefits  in  any  benefit  year,  and 
shall  be  fixed  for  the  duration  of  such  bene- 
fit year.  The  dependent's  allowance  is  dot 
to  be  taken  into  consideration  in  calculat- 
ing the  claimant's  total  amount  of  benefits 
In  subsection  (d)  of  this  section." 

Section  10  (a)  is  amended  to  read  as  fel- 
lows: 

"(a)  An  individual  who  has  left  his  most 
recent  work  volimtarily  without  good  cause. 
as  determined  by  the  Board  under  regiija- 
tions  prescribed  by  it,  shall  nbt  be  eligible 
for  benefits  with  reject  to  the  week  in  whfch 
such  leaving  occurred  and  with  respect -to 
not  less  than  4  nor  more  than  9  consecutive 
weeks  of  unemployment  which  immediately 
follow  such  week,  as  determined  by  the  Bodrd 
in  such  case  according  to  the  seriousness  of 
the  case.  In  addition  such  individual's  total 
benefit  amount  shall  be  reduced  in  a  sum 
equal  to  the  number  of  weeks  of  disqual- 
ification multiplied  by  the  weekly  benefit 
amount." 

Section  10  (b)  Is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"(b)  An  Individual  who  has  been  dis- 
charged tor  misconduct  occurring  In  the 
course  of  his  most  recent  work  proved  to 
the  satiafaction  of  the  Board  shall  not  be 
eligible  for  benefits  with  respect  to  the  week 
In  wl^ch  such  discharge  occurred  and  for 
not  leaa  than  4  nor  more  than  9  weeks  of 
consecutive  unemployment  Immediately  fol- 
lowing such  week,  as  determined  by  the 
Boacd  in  aoeb  diae  according  to  the  serioxtB- 
neaa  of  the  misconduct.     In  addition  such 


individual's  total  benefit  amount  sball  be 
reduced  In  a  sum  equal  to  the  nunlber  of 
weeks  of  disqualification  multiplied  by  his 
weekly  benefit  amount." 

Section  10  (c)  is  amended  to  read  aa 
follows : 

"(c)  If  an  individual  oi;herwlse  eligible  for 
benefits  fails,  without  good  cause  as  deter- 
mined by  the  Board  under  regulations  pre- 
scribed by  It.  either  to  apply  for  new  work 
found  by  the  Board  to  be  suitable  when 
notified  by  any  employment  office  or  to 
accept  any  suitable  work  when  offered  to 
him  by  any  employment  office,  his  union 
hiring  ball,  or  any  employer  direct,  he  shall 
not  be  eligible  for  benefits  with  resj^t  to 
the  week  in  which  such  failure  o«ctUTed 
and  with  respect  to  not  less  than  4  nor  more 
than  9  consecutive  weeks  of  unemployment 
which  immediately  follow  such  week,  as  de- 
termined by  the  Board  in  such  case  accord- 
ing to  the  seriousness  of  nhe  refusal.  In  ad- 
dition such  indlviduars  total  benefit  amount 
shall  be  reduced  In  a  sum  equal  to  the  num- 
ber of  weeks  of  disquaUflcatlon  multiplied 
by  the  weekly  benefit  amount.  In .  deter- 
mining whether  or  not  work  is  suitable  with- 
in the  meaning  of  this  subsection  the  Board 
shall  consider  (1)  the  physical  fltnoBS  and 
prior  training,  experience,  and  earnings  of 
the  individual.  (2)  the  distance  of  the  place 
Of  work  from  the  Individual's  place  of  resi- 
dence, and  (3)  the  risk  irvolved  as  to  health, 
safety,  or  morals."  i 

Section  10  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereol  the  fcSlowln:;  subsection t 

"(h>  An  individual  shall  not  be  eUglb'e 
for  benefits  for  any  week  within  the-d  weeks 
prior  to  the  expected  date  of  such  Individual 'a 
childbirth  and  within  6  weeks  after  tbe  date 
of  such  childbirth.  '  In  determining  the  ex- 
pected date  of  childbirth  the  Board  in  its 
discretion  may  rely  solely  upon  a  doctor's  . 
certificate." 

Section  13  (c)  is-  amended  to  read  aa 
follows; 

"(c)  The  Board  shall  each  year,  not  later 
than-  May  1.  submit  to  Congress  a  report 
covering  the  administration  and  operation 
of  this  act  during  the  preceding  calendar 
year,  and  containing  such  recommen^atlona 
as  the  Board  wishes  to  make."  ^ 

Section  14  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  14.  All  moneys  received  by  the  Board 
from  the  United  States  under  title  III;  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  or  from  other  soui^es  for 
administering  this  act  shall,  immediately 
upon  such  receipt,  be  deposited  In  the-Treas- 
ury  of  the  United  States  as  a  special  ^e)?oeit 
to  be  used  solely  to  pay  such  adnflhti^tratlve  . 
expenses  (including  expenditures  fot  rent. 
for  suitable  offlce  space  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, and  for  lawbooks,  books  of  reference. 
and  periodicals),  traveling  expenses  when 
authorized  by  the  Board,  premiums  bn  the 
bonds  of  its  employees,  and  allowarlces  to 
Investigators  for  furnishing  privately  owned 
motor  vehicles  in  the  performance  of  official 
duties  at  rates  not  to  exceed  $40  per  «ionth. 
All  such  payments  of  expenses  shall  be  made 
by  checks  drawn  by  the  Board  and  sball  be 
subject  to  audit  by  the  Commissioners  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  In  the  same  manner 
as  are  payments  of  other  expenses  of  the 
District.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
this  section  and  the  provisions  of  sections  2 
and  8  of  this  act.  the  Board  is  authorized  to 
requisition  and  receive  from  its  account  in 
the  unemployment  trust  fund  in  the  Treas- 
ury of  the  United  States  of  America?  in  the 
manner  permitted  by  Federal  law.  such 
moneys  standing  to  the  District's  credit  in 
such  fund,  as  are  permitted  by  Pede«al  law 
to  be  used  for  expenses  incurred  by  the 
Board  for  the  administration  of  this  act  and 
to  expend  such  moneys  for  such  purposes. 
Moneys  so  received  shall,  immediately  upon 
such  receipt.  b3  deposited  in  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States  in  the  same  special  ac- 
count as  are  all  other  moneys  recel\iBd  for 
the  administration  of  this  act.    All  iboneya 


received  by  the  Board  puraoa-rxt  to  aeetlon 
302  of  the  Social  Sectuity  Act  ahall  be  ex- 
pended aolely  for  the  purpoeei  and  in  the 
amounts  found  neceaaary  by  the  Department 
of  Labor  for  the  proper  And  eihclent  admin- 
istration of  this  act.  In  lieu  of  incorpora- 
tion in  this  act  of  the  provlaion  deacribed  In 
section  803  (a)  (0)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act.  the  Board  shall  Include  In  its  annual  re- 
port to  Congress,  provided  in  section  18  (c) 
of  this  act,  a  report  of  any  moneys  received 
after  July  1.  IMl,  from  the  Department  of 
Labor  tuider  title  m  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  and  any  unenctuibered  balances  In  the 
unemployment  compensation  adminlatra- 
tlon  fund  aa  of  that  date,  which  the  Depart- 
ment of  Labor  finds  have,  becauae  of  any 
action  or  contingency,  been  lost  or  have 
been  expended  for  purposes  other  than,  or 
111  amounts  in  excess  of,  those  found  necee- 
sary  by  the  Department  of  Labor  for  the 
proper  administration  of  thia  act." 

Section  15  (c)  is  amended  to  read  aa  fol- 
lows: 

"(c)  The  Commissioners  of  the  Dlatrlct 
shall  serve  on  the  Board  without  additional 
compenaatlon,  but  the  repreaantatlvea  of  em- 
ployees and  employers,  reapectlvely.  ahall  be 
paid  $25  for  each  day  of  active  aervlce.  n>r 
the  purposes  of  this  subaeotlon,  a  part  of  a 
day  BhaU  be. construed  as  an  ertlre  day." 

Section  19  (a)  la  amended  tc  read  aa  foN 
lows: 

"(a)  Whoever  makea  a  falae  statement  or 
representation  knowing  It  to  be  false,  or 
knowingly  falls  to  dledoae  a  material  fact. 
to  obtain  or  Increase  any  benefit  or  other 
payment  provided  for  in  this  act  or  under  an 
employment  security  law  of  any  other  State, 
of  the  Federal  Oovemment,  or  a  foreign  gov- 
ernment for  hln^self  or  any  other  individual. 
shall,  for  each  such  offense,  be  fined  not  more 
than  $100  or  imprleoned  nOt  nMre  than  W 
days,  or  both." 

Section  19  la  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  subaectlofi : 

"(e)  Any  person  who  the  Board  finds  baa 
made  a  falae  statemiOnt  or  it»preeentatton 
knowing  it  to  be  falae,  cr  wbo  knowingly  falls 
to  diadoae  a  material  fact,  to  obtain  cr  In- 
creaae  any  benefit  or  any  othar  payment 
under  thia  act  may  be  requited  by  the  Board 
to  repay  to  it  for  the  fund  a  sum  equal  to 
the  amount  of  all  benefits  received  by  him 
for  weeks  subsequent  to  the  date  of  the 
offense  and  falling  within  the  benefit  year 
current  at  the  time  of  the  oflenae.  Such 
claimant  may  alao  be  dlaquallllad  for  beneflto 
for  all  or  part  of  the  remainder  of  auch 
benefit  year  and  for  a  period  of  not  more 
than  1  year  commencing  with  the  end  of 
such  benefit  year  and  thereafter  whUe  any 
sum  payable  to  tba  Board  for  the  fund  under 
this  subsection  la  atUl  due  and  unpaid,  un- 
less the  Board  in  iu  diaeretlon  abaU  decide. 
after  the  dlequal.lflcatlon  Impneed  has  been 
served,  to  allow  the  claimant  to  Ale  a  claim 
'¥  ^n«flta  and  recoup  from  such  beneftu 
tlfe  amount  stUl  payable  to  the  Board. 

"All  findings  under  title  aubeeetion  ahaU 
be  made  by  an  appeala  tribunal  of  the  Board 
which  shall  aSdrd  the  claimant  a  raasonable 
opportunity  for  a  fair  hearing  in  accordance 
with  the  provlalona  of  aeetlon  11  of  thia  act. 
and  such  findings  shall  be  subject  to  review 
in  the  same  manner  aa  all  other  dlaqualifica- 
tlons  decided  by  an  appeals  tribunal  of  the 
Board." 

There  ahall  be  added  after  aeetlon  28  the 
following: 

"BMC.  27.  (a)  Whenever  thia  act  preacribea 
the  performance  of  a  duty  by  any  official  or 
agency  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  such 
duty  shall  be  performed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  District  of  Coltunbia  or  auch 
officer,  employee,  or  agency  as  the  Commis- 
sioners may  delegate  to  perform  the  duty 
for  them. 

"(b)  Where  any  provision  of  this  act,  or 
any  amendment  made  by  this  act.  refer*  to 
an  offlce  or  agency  abollabad  by  or  under  the 
authority  of  Beorganlaation  Plan  Mo.  ft  of 


1952.  au^  reference  ahall  be  deemed  to  be 
the  oaoe,  agency,  or  oOloer  exerclalng  the 
functlona  of  the  olBce  or  agency  ao  abol- 
lahed." 

,.  TmamRioir  paovmowa       * 

Sac.  2.  (a)  Aa  tiaed  in  thia  aeetlon.  unleaa 
the  context  clearly  requlrea  otherwiae— 

(1)  "old  law"  means  the  unemployment 
compensation  law  prior  to  its  amendment  by 
thU  act: 

(2)  "new  law"  means  the  unemployment 
compenaatlon  law  as  amended  by  this  act; 
and 

(3)  "effecUve  date"  means  the  date  upon 
which  the  new  law  becomes  effective. 

(b)  The  benefit  rlghu  of  any  individual 
having  a  benefit  year  current  on  or  after  the 
effective  date  ahall  be  redetermined  and 
benefits  for  calendar  weeks  ending  subse- 
quent to  the  effecUve  date  shall  be  paid  in 
accordance  with  the  new  Uw:  Provided,  That 
no  claimant  ahall  have  hla  beneflta  reduced 
or  denied  by  redetermination  resulting  from 
the  application  of  this  provision.  All  initial 
and  continued  claims  for  benefits  tot  weeks 
oociuTing  within  a  benefit  year  which  com- 
mences on  or  after  the  effective  date  ahall  be 
oothputad  and  paid  in  accordance  with  the 
new  law. 

(c)  nus  act  shaU  take  effect  on  January  1, 
1956. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  Senate  disagree  to  the  amendment 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  request 
a  oonferenoe  thereon  with  the  House, 
and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  ^kaix. 
Mr.  Patkb,  and  Mr.  Maxsfxklo  con- 
ferees on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


EXTENSION  OF  DIRECT  HOME  AND 
PARMHOU8B  LOAN  AUTHORITY— 
COSFEREHCE  REPORT 

Mr.  CAFEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
submit  a  report  of  the  coounlttee  of  con- 
ference aa  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  ttie  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  Ull  (H.  R.  8152)  to  extend 
to  June  30,  1955.  the  direct  home  and 
farmhouse  loan  authority  of  the  Ad- 
ministrator of  Veterans'  Affairs  under 
title  m  of  the  Servicemen's  Readjust- 
ment Act  of  1M4.  as  amended,  to  make 
additional  funds  available  therefor,  and 
for  other  purposes.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report. 

The  rasSIDINO  OFFICER.  The  re- 
port will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 

(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro- 
ceedings of  today,  p.  13948.  Cohcrks- 

SXONAL  RKXNU).) 

The  PRBSIDING  OWTICKR.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
IMMoeeded  to  ctmsider  the  report. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  inquire  of  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  committee  whether  the  re- 
port is  a  unanimous  one. 

Mr.  CAPBHART.  Yes.  it  is  100  per- 
cent unanimous. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  report  be 
agreed  to.   

The  PRBSIDINa  omCER.  The 
questicm  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  report. 
[Putting  the  question.] 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 


AGRICULTURAL  ACT  Ol^  1954 
The  Senate  resumed  the  oonMderation 
of  the  biU  (S.  3052)  to  encourage  a  stable, 
prosperous,  and  free  agriculture,  and  for 
other  purposes.  > 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  Prdsldent.  Z 
call  up  my  amendment  identi^ed  as  "7- 
20-64 — ^A."  Since  the  amendment  is 
rather  long.  I  do  not  ask  that  It  be  read 
at  this  time.  T 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  1  Without 
Objection,  the  amendment  will  U|e  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Rkcou.  iastead  of 
being  read. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  is  offered  by  me,  ^  behalf 
of  myself,  the  senior  Senator  fxiom  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  Tbti],  the  senior  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  MviKvT].  the 
senior  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Mc- 
Cakran],  the  Junior  Senator  from  Colo« 
rado  [Mr.  MilukinI,  the  senioflSenator 
from  Wycxning  [Mr.  BAstrrrl, Uie  Junior 
Senator  from  W!yc«nlng  [Mr.  .Ckippa]. 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Arizcna  [Mr. 
OoLDWAm],  and  the  Junior  ^Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  BotifRT]. 

The  amendment  submitted  {by  Mr. 
Anderson,  on  behalf  of  hhm|elf,  Mr. 
Thy¥.  Mr.  MuirDT.  Mr.  McCIarRan.  Mr. 
Mn.i.iKTW.  Mr.  Barrett.  Mr.  Crwpa.  Mr. 
OoLowATER.  and  Mr.  BBinTXTrVTwas  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Rgbois,  at 
follows:  I 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  insert  the  jrollowlnc 
—  tlUe:  f 


"TXTLX    VXD — MATIONAI. 

ADMunantATioir 

"Sac.  801.  Thia  title  ahall  apply  tf  the  na- 
tional forests  and  lands  administered  by  tka 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  (hereinafter  caUed 
the  Secretary)  under  title  in  of  tie  Bank- 
head -Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act. 

"SBC.  802.  (a)  The  Secretary  is 
to  promote  and  encourage  the  ooi 
and  maintenance  of  fences,  range ' 

Itles,  the  tmdertaking  of  range  ret^,. ^ 

noxious  plant  control  projects,  and  other 
auch  improvements,  upon  the  Pedwal  lands 
concerned  to  the  mazlmtun  practl^ble  ex- 
tent by  the  holders  of  gracing  prlvllegea. 
As  an  Incentive  to  make  such  lmi»<a^ments, 
the  Secretary  la  authorised  to  aAer  Into 
agreementa  with  the  holders  of  grasing  priv- 
ileges providing  for  the  constou^ou  and 
maintenance  of  atich  improvementat  and  the 
temis  under  which  the  Increaaed  gpraalng  ca- 
pacity reaultlng  from  ao^much  of  auch  im- 
provements as  are  undo-taken  at  th;^  expense 
of  au(^  holders  will  be  made  available  to 
auch  holdera.  ^ 

"(b)  TO  ftvther  promote  and  encourage 
the  eonatnictlon  and  maintenance' of  aucb 
range  improvementa  the  Secretary  afiaU  pro- 
vide by  rulea  and  ragulati<aia  for  compenaa- 
tlon to  such  prtvUege  holders  cr  ihelr  ca- 
tates  for  the  loes  ot  the  value  !of  audi 
improvementa.  where  auch  Improvements 
ahall  have  been  authorised  by  the  proper 
govemmenUl  agoicy  and  when  alich  loas 
la  caused  by  subaequent  govenunentai  action 
not  occasioned  eltbw  by  abandon&ent  or 
unlawful  acts  of  the  prlvUege  holdw*  or  by 
fire,  flood,  drought,  or  other  tltsfistflr  which 
causes  injury  to  the  landa  or  imprqrementa 
covered  by  the  permit :  Prooidied,  That  in  tha 
event  such  loaa  la  the  reault  of  the  action  oT 
a  FM««1  agency  other  than  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  or  because  the  Mdeml  landa 
are  needed  for  or  tranafcrred  or  aaa^gned  to 
another  governmental  agency  for  iftmlnla- 
tration  auch  compensation  shall  be  siaid  bf 
auch  other  agency.  ^ 
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—  ^.«  „„6«  ^„.  c«.|,iu,meufc     new  oi  ine  misconduct.     In  addition  such     the  administration  of  this  act.    All  rt>oney. 


#J      *#•      W*M«0«      »J 


authority  oi  Rcorgmnlatlon  Plan  No.  ft  ot         The  report  was  agreed  to. 


•uch  other  agency. 
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"(e)  No  pvmlt  Aan  be  l«ned  whidk  ahaU 
entitle  •  permittee  to  the  tiae  of  Improve- 
BMnte  eonetrueted  and  owned  by  a  iwtor  per- 
mittee untU  either  mich  prior  permittee  or 
hla  estate  baa  recelTed  comp|»naatlon  from 
tlM  Ooremment  In  accordance  with  the  pro- 
vlslona  of  aeetlon  803  (b)  or  the  applicant 
paid  to  the  prior  permittee  or  hla  ettate 
the  reeacmable  value  of  aueh  Improvementa 
to  be  determined  under  rulea  and^egulatlona' 
of  the  Secretary;  but  no  prior  permittee  who 
aluai  have  abandoned  hla  p«ainit  ahall  be 
required  to  be  oompensated. 

"(d)  The  Talue  til  any  Improvement  as 
determined  under  subeection  (b).(»'  (e)  ahall 
not  exceed  Its  replacement  cost,  leea  a  per- 
centage thereof  commensurate  with  the 
expired  portion  of  its  normal  life.  The 
normal  life  of  any  improvement  shall  be  de- 
termined under  rulea  and  iegulatlons  of  the 
Secretary  and  shall  not  exceed  90  years. 

"Sac.  803.  Tixe  Se<!retary  ahall  provide  by 
rules  and  regulatlona  f<v  the  terms  and  con- 
ditions under  which  transfers  of  grazing 
privUegee  may  be  made.  The  Secretary,  at 
the  time  of  transfer,  shall  not  make  any  re- 
duction In  the  number  of  p«^rmltted  live- 
stock solely  on  the  basis  that  the  permit  is 
being  transferred. 

"Sac.  804.  Baaed  upon  the  customary  prac- 
tleea  of  the  graalng  privilege  holdera  of  each 
locality  concerned,  the  Secretai^  shaU  main- 
tain standards  as  to  the  kind  and  extent  of 
lands,  waters,  or  ranch  or  range  improve- 
ments or  any  combination  thereof,  com- 
monly known  aa  baae  propertiea.  required  aa 
a  quaHfleation  for  gracing  privUegea  ^  the 
lands  to  which  this  title  applies. 

"Sac.  805.  (a)  Regulations  of  the  Secre- 
tary applicable  to  any  occupancy  and  itse  of 
lands  described  in  aeetlon  801  shall  include 
provisions  whereby  any  action  or  decision 
of  an  (dBcer  of  the  Department  with  ^pect 
to  such  occupancy  and  use  may,  upon  request 
of  any  person  aggrieved  by  the  action  or  de- 
cision, be  reviewed.  Unless  a  request  for  re- 
^ew  is  made  in  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  such  regulation,  the  action  or  de-. 
clslon  shall  1m  final. 

"(b)  Revtewa  by  the  Secretary  of  deci- 
slona  of  the  Chief  of  the  Forest  Service  with 
respect  to  such  occupancy  and  use  shall, 
IBpon  written  request  to  the  Secretary,  be 
referred  by  him  to^  a  board  consisting  of 
three  members.  One  member  of  the  board 
shall  be  an  employee  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  to  be  designated  by  the  Secretary 
from  any  agency  of  the  Department,  except 
the  Ibrest  Service.  The  second  member  shall 
be  designated  by  the  person  requesting  the 
review.  The  third  member  of  the  board  shall 
tie  selected  by  the  other  two  members  to 
represent  the  general  public,  but  such  third 
member  Shall  not  be  either  t^  employee  of 
the  IMeral  or  any  State  govenmient  or 
directly  connected  with  the  interest  or  in- 
ierests  eimcerned.  Shoiad  the  first  two 
members  fail  for  more  than  30  days  after 
their  appointment  to  agree  upon  a  third 
member,  siich  third  member  representing  the 
general  public  ihall  be  appointed  by  the 
TTplted  States  district  court  for  any  district 
to  which  any  of  the  lands  with  respect  to 
vrtxleh  the  mattrr  in  dispute  arose  are  lo- 
cated. Neither  the  first  nor  third  member 
shall  be  a  resident  of  the  State  in  which  the 
lands  with  respect  to  which  the  matter  in 
dispute  arose  are  located.  The  members  of 
the  board  shall  raeeive.sueh  per  diem  and 
actual  expenses  as  may  be  determined  by  the 
Secretary.  Hearings  shall  be  held  In  the 
State  in  which  the  lands  with  respect  to 
which  the  matter  in  dlq;>ute  arose  are  located. 
The  board  shall  consider  the  case  on  its 
merits  and  furnish  its  advice  and  recommen- 
dation to  the  Secretary. 

"(c)  Upon  the  completion  at  the  review, 
the  Secretary  shall  render  a  decision  which 
shall  affirm,  modify,  or  reverse  the  action  or 
decision  under  review.  The  decision  of  the 
Secretary  ahall  be  final  unless  an  appeal 
therefrom   pursuant  to   section   e  is   taken 


Within  60  days  from  the  day  on  which  the 
decision  is  annoimced. 

"Sac.  806.  (a)  Any  iierson  who  is  aggrieted 
by  a  decision  of  the  Secretary  under  section 
806  may  appeal  to  the  Secretary  for  a  review 
de  novo  of  the  action  or  decision  of  the 
officer  reviewed  under  section  806,  or  of  sech 
action  or  decision  as  modified  or  reveived 
by  the  decision  of  the  Secretary  under  8«ch 
section,  by  filing  a  i)etltlon  therefor  within 
60  da]rs  from  the  date  on  which  the  decision 
of  the  Secretary  under  such  section  Is  an- 
nounced. The  petition  for  appeal  shall  be 
In  such  form  and  contain  such  information 
•and  allegations  as  the  Secretary,  by  regula- 
tions, shall  prescribe.  Upon  the  filing  ctf  a 
petition  within  the  time  prescribed  In  this 
subsection,  the  Secretary  shall.  In  accord- 
ance with  the  petition,  review  de  novo  the 
action  or  decision  of  the  officer  reviewed 
under  section  805,  or  such  action  or  decldon 
as  mo^fied  or  reversed  by  tbe  Secretary  under 
such  section.  A  formal  hearing  shall  be 
held,  in  accordance  with  regulations  of  the 
Secretary,  in  the  State  in  which  the  lands 
with  respect  to  which  the  -matter  in  dispute 
arose  are  located.  The  Secretary  shall  render 
a  decision  affirming,  modifying,  or  reversing 
the  action  or  decision  reviewed  under  sec- 
tion 805,  or  such,  action  or  decision  as  modi- 
fied or  reversed  by  the  Secretary  under  sUch 
section.  The  decision  of  the  Secretary 
under  this  section  shall,  except  as  provVded 
in  section  808,  he  final. 

"(b)  For  the  purpose  of  any  hearing  pro- 
vided for  in  this  section,  the  Secretary  or 
his  designated  representative  Is  authorized 
to,  and  at  the  request  of  the  appellant  sHall, 
take  the  deposition  of  any  person,  and  by 
subpena  require  any  person  to  appear  and 
testify,  or  to  appear  and  produce  documcTits, 
or  both,  at  any  named  place,  before  the  Sec- 
retary or  his  designated  representative,  or  be- 
fore the  person  taking  the  deposition.  The 
Secretary  or  his  designated  representative  is 
also  authorized  to  administer  oaths  or  aifflr- 
mations  to  such  witnesses.  Any  deposition 
may  be  taken  before  any  person  designated 
by  the  Secretary  or  his  designated  repre- 
sentative and  having  power  to  administer 
oaths. 

*'(e)  Witnesses  subpenaed  under  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  paid  the  same  fees  and  mllsage 
as  are  paid  witnesses  in  the  district  courts. 

"(d)  In  the  case  of  contumacy  by,  or  re- 
fusal to  obey  a  subpena  served  upon,  any 
person,  the  district  court  In  which  such  per- 
son resides,  transacts  biislness.  or  Is  foUnd 
shall,  upon  application  by  the  Secretiary. 
have  Jurisdiction  to  issue  an  order  requiring 
such  person  to  i^pear  and  give  testimony,  or 
to  appear  and  produce  documents  or  both, 
and  any  failure  to  obey  such  order  of  the 
court  may  be  piinlshed  by  such  court  as  a 
contempt  thereof. 

"Sic.  807.  The  United  Stated  district 
court  within  whose  Jurisdiction  the  fonnai 
hearing  required  by  section  806  (a)  was  held 
is  vested  with  Jiu-lsdlctlon  to  review  any 
decision  made  under  the  provisions  of  section 
806  (a)  provided  a  petition  for  that  pur|>ose 
Is  filed  within  60  days  from  the  date  of  the 
entry  of  such  decision.  Service  of  procees  in 
any  such  proceedings  may  be  had  upon  the 
Secretary  by  delivering  to  him  a  copy  of  the 
petition.  Within  the  time  prescribed 
and  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of, 
rules  promulgated  by  the  court,  unless  the 
proceeding  tias  been  terminated  on  a  motion 
to  dismiss  the  petition,  the  Secretary  ahall 
file  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  the  record  on 
review,  dxily  certified,  consisting  of  the  plead- 
ings, evidence,  and  proceedings  before^the 
Secretary  under  section  806,  ot  such  portions 
thereof  as  such  rules  shall  require  to  be  in- 
cluded In  such  record,  or  such  portions  there- 
of as  the  petitioner  and  the  Secretary,  with 
the  approval  of  the  coiirt,  shall  agree  upoh  In 
writing. 

"See.  808.  Petitions  filed  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 807  of  this  title,  unless  determined  on  a 
motion  to  dismiss  the  petition,  shall  be  hSard 


by  the  court  upon  the  record  of  the  plead- 
ings, evidence  adduced,  and  proceedlhgs  be- 
fore the  Secretary.  If  the  court  determines 
that  the  decision  of  the  Secretary  un^er  sec- 
tion 806  Is  arbitrary,  capricious,  an  abuse  of 
discretion,  or  otherwise  not  In  accordance 
with  law,  it  shall  remand  such  proceedings 
to  the  Secretary  with  directions  eithet  (a)  to 
make  such  decision  as  the  court  shall  deter- 
mine to  be  in  accordance  with  law.  ot  (b)  to 
take  such  further  proceedings  as  in  its 
opinion  the  law  requires.  If  the  court  aSlrms 
the  decision  reviewed,  the  petitioner  shall 
be  required  to  pay  the  costs  of  such  review 
as  determined  by  the  court.  The  co\>rt  may 
require  bend  or  other  assurance  frpm  the 
petitioner  to  assure  payment  of  such  costs. 

"Sec.  809.  The  pendency  of  proOeedings 
Instituted  pursuant  to  section  806  or  sec- 
tion 807  of  this  title  shall  not,  unless  spe- 
cifically ordered  by  the  Secretary  or  the 
court,  as  the  case  may  be.  operate  to  stay  or 
suspend  the  application  of  the  fleclsion 
Involved. 

"Sec.  810.  Decisions  and  rulings  by  the 
Secretary  with  respect  to  the  occupapcy  and 
use  of  the  lands  described  in  section  801 
(except  those  relating  to  the  authority  de- 
scribed In  the  next  sentence)  shall  not  be 
reviewed  in  any  manner  except  as  herein 
provided.  Nothing  In  this  title  shall  be  con- 
strued to  restrict  the  authority  of  the  Sec- 
retary In  his  discretion  to  limit  or  discon- 
tinue the  occupancy  and  vise  of  any  such 
lands  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  Injury 
to  such  lands  or  to  change  the  iise  of  any 
such  lands  from  one  use  to  any  otiier.  au- 
thorized use,  nor  to  authorize  the  review 
under  section  806,  807,  or  806  of  this  title 
of  any  action  or  decision  with  respedt  to  the 
powers  reserved  to  the  Secretary  In  t>hls  sec- 
tion. Nor  shall  anything  In  this  title  be 
construed  to  prevept  or  restrict  any  appro- 
priate action  with  respect  to  any  uijauthor- 
ized  use  or  occupancy  of  any  suck  lands, 
nor  to  authorize  the  review  under  section 
805.  806,  807.  or  808  of  this  title  of  a«iy  aucb 
action  or  decision  with  respect  thereljo. 

"Sec.  811.  In  order  to  obtain  the  views 
and  recommendations  of  the  varlows  users 
of  tbe  lands  described  In  section  $0)  and 
their  resources  on  questions  of  pdlcy  in- 
volved in  the  multiple  use  of  such  lands,  the 
Secretary  may  establish  muItlple-use  advi- 
sory councils:  Provided,  however,  Tljat  such 
councils  shall  not  supersede  or  perform  any 
of  the  functions  of  the  advisory  boards  ea- 
tabllshed  under  section  18  of  the  act  of 
April  24,  1950  (16  U.  S.  C.  680k>.  Such 
councils  may  be  established  for  any  unit 
of  such  lands,  for  grouiw  of  such  units,  and 
for  all  such  lands.  In  appointing  the  mem- 
bers of  such  councils,  the  Secretary  shall 
give  consideration  to  tbe  recommendations 
made  by  the  officers  of  organizations  repre- 
senting the  principal  Interests  concerned 
with  the  use  and  administration  of  such 
inds.  Including,  but  net  limited  to,  grazing, 
lining,      recreation,      timber      production, 

itershed  conservation,  wildlife,  end  the 
general  public.  Such  councils  may  submit 
Recommendations  on  their  own  Initiative  or 

response  to  requests  by  the  Secretary  with 

spect  to  any  question  of  policy  effecting 

le  multiple  use  of  such  lands. 

"Sec.  812.  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the 
policy  of  the  Congress  that  the  Secretary,  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  title, 
shall  give  full  consideration  to  the  safe- 
guarding of  all  resoxirces  and  uses  made  of 
these  lands,  Including  grazing,  mlnttig.  rec- 
reation, timber  production,  watersbed  con- 
servation, and  wildlife." 
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Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  comprises  the  bill  which  was 
passed  by  the  Senate  as  an  amendment 
to  the  Grazing  Act.  That  bill  was  the 
subject  of  longer  hearings  than  tbe  ones 
I  have  been  acquainted  with  in  donnec- 


tion  with  any  other  proposed  grazing 
legislation. 

The  original  Butler-Barrett-D'Ewart 
\.yfi\\.  Senate  bill  1491,  was  the  s^bjeot  oX 
rather  extended  bearings. 

Representatives  of  tbe  livestock 
groups,  who  are  particularly  interested 
in  that  bill,  made  their  presentations 
on  the  bill  and  sought  to  have  it  pateed 
-^by  the  Congress.  The  first  hearing  was 
held  before  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  At  that 
time  it  was  suggested  to  the  representa- 
tives of  the  livestock  groups  that  they 
should  obtain  some  acquaintance  with 
the  views  of  the  Forest  EJervice  and.  in 
addition,  should  have  in  attendance  at 
the  hearings,  representatives  of  the 
groups  interested  in  conservation.  The 
suggestion  was  made  tliat  the  Congress 
would  not  pass  a  bill  primarily  in  the 
interest  of  the  stockmen,  but  would  in- 
sist that  representatives  of  the  conser- 
vationist groups  be  in  attendance  at  the 
hearings  and  that  their  point  of  view 
be  considered. 

Subsequently  representatives  of  the 
Forest  Service  met  with  representatives 
of  the  stockmen's  organizations;  and 
those  meetings  continued  for  many 
days.  Sul>sequently  also,  representa- 
tives of  the  game  and  fish  departments 
of  the  various  States  were  called  in;  and 
last  night  I  noticetf  that  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  I  Mr.  Aikxh]  placed  in  the 
RECORD  a  telegram  from  the  Montana 
Fish  and  Game  Department,  saying  that 
it  supported  Senate  bill  2548,  as  amend- 
ed, which  is  in  reality  my  amendment, 
and  I  also  noticed  that  passage  of  the 
bill  was  recommended  bj'  the  Western 
Association  of  Fish  and  Game  Commis- 
sioners, at  their  Las  Vegas  meeting;  and 
I  also  noticed  that  from  Montana  had 
come  a  telegram  stating  tiiat  the  Mon- 
tana Wildlife  Association  has  approved 
the  bill,  as  amended. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  has  always  occurred  to 
me  that  the  situation  which  has  ex- 
isted in  the  national  forests  is  a  bit 
anomalous.  Up  to  this  time,  if  permit- 
tees in  the  forest  expended  their  own 
money  to  make  water  improvements,  dig 
wells,  build  dams,  or  develop  springs, 
there  was  always  the  prospect  that  they 
would  lose  their  money  without  any 
compensation,  which  acts  as  a  deterrent 
to  their  doing  anything  about  It. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  soil-conserva- 
tion program  has  not  been  applicable 
to  the  national  forests;  that  is,  the 
rancher  or  stockman  has  not  been  able 
to  assign  to  national  forest  land  that 
he  might  have  rented  the  same  assist- 
ance he  would  get  if  he  were  building 
a  dam  or  developing  a  water  resource 
on  his  own  land.  Consequently,  noth- 
ing has  been  done  on  the  national  for- 
ests except  in  cases  in  which  the  Na- 
tional Forest  Service  has  obtained  an 
appropriation  to  do  it,  and  that  is  always 
in  limited  amounts. 

In  my  State  there  are  different  types 
of  public  lands.  We  have  one  area  of 
public  land  known  as  the  school  sec- 
tion, section  18  of  36,  which  is  admin- 
istered by  the  State.    Under  the  State 


law  if  a  lessee  builds  a  dam  on  the 
school  section  during  the  period  of  his 
lease,  or  if  he  builds  a  fence  or  pro- 
vides some  other  facility,  if  he  is  not  the 
successful  bidder  for  the  renewal  of  tliat 
lease  after  the  end  of  the  5-year  period 
or  tbe  exteiKled  5-year  period,  as  the 
case  may  be.  his  successor  in  the  lease 
must  compensate  him  for  the  depre- 
ciated value  of  the  improvement  or  fa- 
cility. That  has  served  to  encourage 
conservation  on  the  school  section 
lands.  The  lessee  knows  if  he  puts  in 
an  improvement,  develops  a  dam,  erects 
a  fence,  or  opens  a  spring,  he  can  have 
the  use  of  it  wMle  he  has  the  lease,  and 
that  his  successor  in  interest  will  com- 
pensate him  for  the  value  of  the  depre- 
ciated investment  at  the  end  of  the 
period. 

There  ought  to  be  some  similar  ar- 
rangement in  the  Forest  Service  to  en- 
courage conservation  of  water  or  the 
development  of  springs  in  the  forests. 
Is  that  what  this  amendment  seeks  to 
do? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  That  is  precisely 
wha^  the  amendment  seeks  to  do.  I  ap- 
preciate the  example  which  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  has  used.  The 
State  of  South  Dakota  wisely  says  that  if 
a  man  improves  a  school  section  by  es- 
tablishing water  facilities  on  it  and  then 
loses  his  lease,  he  shall  l>e  recompensed 
to  a  reasonable  degree  for  such  ex- 
penditure. 

The  same  thing  ought  to  happen  in 
the  national  forests.  That  is  why  many 
of  us  realize  that  this  is  a  move  in  the 
right  direction. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield  to  vax^ 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Before  I  forget  it. 
Mr.  President.  I  modify  my  amendment 
on  page  5.  line  18.  where  the  figure  6 
appears,  to  read  "806.";  That  \s  a  tech- 
nical amendment  whic^  had  been  over- 
looked. 

Btr.  BARRETT.  I  shotad  like  to  carry 
a  little  further  the  discission  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  \New  Mexico 
had  with  the  distinguished  ^Igenator 
from  South  Dakota.  ^--' 

In  the  hearings  on  the  bill  it  was  in- 
dicated that  between  1943  and  1952.  the 
Forest  Service  spent  $4,442,000  for  im- 
provements on  the  range  of  the  western 
forests.  During  the  same  period  of 
time,  private  operators  spent  $2,300,000. 
So  a  total  of  $6,700,000  was  expended 
over  the  10-year  period. 

I  bring  that  out  for  this  reason:  In 
the  hearings.  Mr.  McArdle.  the  Chief 
Forester,  stated  that  a  complete  range 
redevelopment  program  for  the  western 
lands  and  forests  would  cost  approxi- 
mately $100  million.  In  other  words,  to 
carry  out  the  program  he  has  in  mind 
would  take  $100  million  for  a  10-year 
period,  and  the  Congress  appropriated 
but  $4  million. 

That  is  precisely  why  we  need  the 
program  outlined  in  the  bill,  which 
would  enable  the  permittees  on  the  for- 
ests to  expend  their  own  money  and  im- 
prove the  range  so  as  to  increase  the 
carrying  capacity  of  the  range,  so  that 
they  may  have  the  benefit  of  the  im- 
provonent.  It  is  proposed  that  they  be 
protected  in  their  investment  as  against 
any  other  user  of  the  forest. 
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Tlie  questiim  I  wish  to  ask  tlte  Senate 
from  New  Mexico  is  whether  funds  can 
bfc  obtained  for  the  improvement  of  the 
ranges  as  needed,  and  as  explained  by 
the  Chief  Forester,  in  any  4ay  other 
than  by  this  bill?  [ 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  In  my  opftiion.  they 
cannot,  and  I  believe  I  have  li  right  to 
an  opinion.  When  the  Junicj-  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  came  to  tbejCongiess, 
he  came  directly  from  the  I>  partment 
of  Agriculture.  One  of  the  tht  igs  which 
had  been  brought  forcibly  to  his  mind 
was  the  necessity  of  a  progrtm  of  re- 
seeding  and  reforestation  in  oufnational 
forests.  One  of  the  first  bills  [which  he 
introduced  had  to  do  with  the  reseeding 
and  revegetation  of  our  fores  3.  That 
bill  is  known  today  in  the  admlnistratton 
of  the  Forest  Service  as  the  Anderson- 
Mansfield  Act,  because  the  pre^t  Jim- 
ior  Senator  from  Montana  was  then  a 
Member  of  the  House,  and  he  iiltroduced 
the  bill  in  the  House  after  it  was  intro- 
duced in  the  Senate,  and  it  w^p  a  com- 
panion bill  to  the  Senate  measSre. 

That  legislation  would  permit  the  ap- 
propriation of  substantial  sums  of  money 
for  revegetation  and  reforestation.  We 
have  never  been  able  to  get  from  the 
Congress  even  a  small  amount  of  Vbb 
money  authorized  by  the  law. 

I  do  not  blame  that  on  aiiyone.  I 
recognize  that  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittees of  the  Congress,  and  particularly 
the  members  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee of  the  Senate,  have  a  ver^  dUOcult 
burden  to  carry.  They  work  tbe  longest 
hours  I  have  ever  seen  men  w0r^.  The 
range  lies  there  without  any  li&rticalar 
person  asking  for  an  approprption  for 
a  specific  section  of  it.  and  coi 
no  appropriation  is  made. 

I  think  the  only  way  the  f  oi 

built  as  it  ought  to  be  built,  thel ,  „„, 

to  provide  the  proper  drainake  struc- 
tures, is  to  allow  those  who  have  permits 
on  the  forests  to  build  such  facilities; 
and.  at  a  subsequent  date,  if  they  lose 
their  leases,  to  recompense  ttiem  for 
what  they  have  done.  [ 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  am  entlrdy  in  ac- 
cord with  the  Senator's  amendment,  and 
I  thank  him  for  offering  it.    '  ( 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  srleld?  T 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana.  ! 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  *  Is  the  Senator's 
amendment  Identical  with  the  Mil  passed 
by  the  Senate  a  few  weeks  agi? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  It  is  Absolutely 
identical  with  the  bill  which  the  Senate 
passed.    It  is  here  because 

Mr.  ELL£NDER.  The  Senator  antici- 
pates my  next  question.  Has  the  Sena- 
tor inquired  as  to  the  status  ot  the  bill 
before  the  House?  ' 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Yes.  The  bill  was 
delayed  in  the  House,  as  were^the  wool 
bill  and  many  other  bills,  bekause  we 
got  into  a  disagreement  with  tne  House 
as  to  how  we  were  going  to  pqoceed  on 
agricultural  legislation.  Everyf  piece  of 
agricultural  legislation  was  lait  aside, 
and  the  statement  was  made  that  we 
were  going  to  consider  a  oni^package 
bill  containing  only  the  items  vhich  we 
think  ought  to  be  handled. 
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ICr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  shield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ELL£NDER.  What  assurance 
has  the  Senator  that  the  House  will  ac- 
cept  this  amendment  if  the  Senate 
adopts  it  and  includes  it  in  the  pending 

torn? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  have  no  assur- 
ance whatever.  No  one  has  any  such 
assurance.  I  feel  that  this  is  good  leg- 
islation, and  that  there  ought  to  be  an- 
other opportunity  to  try  to  see  if  the 
eonferees  on  the  House  side  will  not 
agree  to  its  being  adc^ted  and  made  the 
law  of  the  land. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Does  the  Senator 
know  whether  or  not  the  House  held 
hearings  on  the  bill  which  we  enacted 
several  weeks  ago? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  the  House  held  hearings  on  the 
Senate  bill,  but  the  House  held  hearings 
on  the  former  Butler-Barrett-D'Ewart 
bill,  and  heard  ample  discussion  of  the 
so-called  Alken-Thye  bill,  which  was  the 
predecessor  of  this  amendment.  I  com- 
mend the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  for  doing 
what  he  did  in  this  connection.  Meet- 
ings were  held  In  several  cities  through 
the  West.  I  recall  the  conference  which 
was  held  in  my  home  city  of  Albuquerque. 
The  Senator^  from  Vermont  brought  his 
committee  there.  Those  who  were  in- 
vited to  attend  were  not  only  stockmen, 
not  only  users  of  the  range,  but  conserva- 
tionists were  invited,  and  the  game  and 
fish  administra^rs  were  invited.  At 
that  meeting  there  was  present  Hon. 
Hugh  Woodward,  who  is  the  regional  di- 
rector of  the  National  Wildlife  Federa- 
tion, and  is  recognized  by  every  citizen 
in  otir  State  as  the  leading  conservation- 
ist. Also  attending  the  meeting  was 
Elliott  Barker,  for  25  years  the  game 
warden  in  our  State.  He  was  as  much 
opposied  to  the  stockmettananyone  could 
be.  From  that  meeting  of^ninds  of  con- 
servationists, of  people  who  were  pri- 
marily interested  in  game  and  fish,  and 
people  who  use  the  range,  there  was  de- 
veloped a  reasonable  bill  which  all  of 
them  could  support  That  is  where  the 
bin  came  from. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana [Mr.  ELLENDER]  askcd  if  the 
amendment  is  identical  with  the  bill  the 
Senate  passed.  As  I  understand,  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  suggested 
two  amendments  to  the  bill  which  passed 
the  Senate.  Those  amendments  had 
been  suggested  by  the  Western  Associa- 
tion of  Fish  and  Game  Commissioners. 
I  believe  those  amendments  were  con- 
sidered to  be  desirable. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  do  not  beUeve  that 
Is  the  case. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Were  not  those 
amendments  adopted  by  the  Senate 
when  it  passed  the  bill? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  No.  The  Western  Asso- 
ciation of  Fish  and  Game  Commission- 
ers did  not  hold  their  meeting  until  after 
the  Senate  had  passed  the  bill.  The 
amendments  were  suggested  to  the 
House,  and  it  seems  to  me  they  were  the 


ones  that  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
had  suggested. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  believe  the 
amendment  is  identical  with  the  bin 
which  was  passed  by  the  Senate,  The 
National  Wildlife  Federation  is  com- 
posed of  a  group  of  individuals  who 
certainly  could  not  be  accused  of  trying 
to  give  away  the  public  domain.  Their 
statement  is  clearly  set  forth  in  their 
letter  of  August  2.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  letter  be  printed  in  tlie 
Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Recorb, 
as  follows:  • 

National  WiLDimc  Fedctatioh,  \ 

Washington,  D.  C,  August  2.  1954. 
Supporting  the  Aiken  bill.  S.  2548.  as  passed 
by  the  Senate  and  as  It  appears  in  the 
amendment  (In  the  nature  of  a  substi- 
tute)  to  the  farm  bill,  S.  3052,  as  title 

vrn. 

Hon.  Clifford  Hopi, 

Chairman,  House  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture,    House     Office     Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.   Hope:   The   Aiken   bill.   S.   254S. 
which  passed  the  Senate  In  amended   form 
on  March  8,  1054,  is  now  incorporated  as  title 
Vni — National     Forest     Administration — in 
the  amendment  proposed  to  the  farm  bill,  £. 
3052.  proposed  by  Senators  Aiken,  HickeM- 

LOOPER,    SCHOEPPEL,    HOLLAND,    and    ANDERSON 

on  July  29.  We  therefore  thought  It  appro- 
priate, as  suggested  by  you,  to  restate  our 
position  with  regard  to  this  legislation. 

The  National  Wildlife  Federation,  the 
Western  Association  of  State  Game  and  Fish 
Commissioners,  and  the  Association  of  Mid- 
western Fish,  Game,  and  Conservation  Com- 
missioners, after  careful  and  full  considera- 
tion, have  by  separate  and  appropriate  reso- 
lutions endorsed  this  measure  as  it  was 
passed  by  the  Senate  and  sent  to  the  House. 
Two  minor  amendments  have  been  suf- 
gested.  both  of  which  are  clarifying.  Sena- 
tor AiKZN  has  said  that  they  would  be  ac- 
ceptable to  such  proposal. 

The  National  Wildlife  Federation  Is  a  noo- 
proflt  organization  of  sportsmen-conserva- 
tionists constituted  of  affiliated  federations 
in  47  of  the  48  States,  having  a  combined 
membership  of  more  than  3  million  indi- 
viduals. It  is  Interested  In  sound  manage- 
ment programs  relating  to  soil,  water,  forests, 
and  wildlife. 

The  Western  Association  of  State  Game 
and  Fish  Conunlssloners  is  made  up  of  tbe 
commissioners  and  directors  of  the  fish  and 
game  departments  of  the  11  western  public- 
land  States.  These  men  live  continuously 
and  intimately  with  the  problems  of  hunt- 
ing and  fishing,  the  grazing  of  livestock,  the 
cutting  of  timber,  watershed  management, 
and  the  recreational  uses  of  the  public  lands. 
Their  considered  opinion  on  these  matters 
should,  therefore,  be  valuable  to  the  Congreas 
In  evaluating  the  merit  of  a  law  relating  to 
national  forest  lands,  the  major  portions  Of 
which  are  located  in  these  Western  States. 

These  three  groups  are  now  on  record  In 
support  of  this  Important  measure.  The 
Association  of  Midwestern  Fish,  Game,  and 
Conservation  Conunissioners  is  composed  ef 
the  commissioners  and  directors  of  those 
States  in  the  Mississippi  watershed  except 
those  south  of  Missouri  and  Kentucky  and 
have  similar  objectives  as  those  in  the  west- 
ern association. 

We  deem  it  fitting  and  proper  to  state 
the  reasons  which  impel  us  to  support  this 
measiire. 

The  amendments  and  revisions  of  the  orig- 
inal bill  (now  title  VIII  of  substitute  $. 
3052)  have  completely  changed  its  impott 
and  effect.  It  is  no  longer  a  measure  relatlr^ 
to  one  use  only  of  the  national  forests:  vK, 
grazing. 


Now  for  the  first  time  the  bill  as  rewritten 
contains  full  congressional  recognition  qf  the 
multiple  use  doctrine. 

It  directs  administration  in  accordance 
with  such  pronouncement. 

It  Implements  such  mandate  by  authoriz- 
ing multiple-use  councils,  including  but  not 
limited  to  representatives  of  grazing,  mining, 
recreation,  timber  production,  watershed 
conservation,  wildlife,  and  the  general  pub- 
lic, to  advise  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  on 
their  own  Initiative  or  at  his  request  lirlth 
respect  to  any  question  of  policy  affecting 
the  multiple  use  of  such  lands. 

The  revised  version  has  deleted  thertfrom 
those  provisions  of  the  original  bill  afTordlng 
to  grazing  permittees  privileges  not  afforded 
to  other  users  of  forest  lands. 

The  bill  now  contains  the  essential  pro- 
visions for  which  conservation  forces  have 
long  contended. 

As  passed  by  the  Senate  (and  as  it  now 
appears  in  title  VIII  of  proposed  substitute 
S.  3052)  it  is  a  fair  and  Just  bill  giving  con- 
gressional approval  to  all  uses  of  the  na- 
tional forests  and  providing  for  protection 
of  each  use  against  any  use  becoming  dom- 
inant to  the  detriment  of  other  uses. 

The  National  Wildlife  Federation,  as  a 
policy,  desires  to  maintain  a  fair  and  con- 
structive attitude  toward  all  legislation,  rec- 
ognizing economic  necesalties  while  dof end- 
ing natural  resources  In  behalf { of  tha  gen- 
eral public.  Instead  of  a  consistently  nega- 
tive attitude. 

We  hope  that  our  policy  is  one  of  help- 
fulness to  the  Congress  rather  than  otf  un- 
reasonable opposition. 

Respectfully  submitted.  I 

National  Wildlife  Federation,  | 
By  Charles  H.  Callieon. 

Conservation  Director. 
By  Carl  D.  Shoemaker, 

Conservation  Consultant. 

Mr  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  understand  that  the 
affiliates  of  the  National  Wildlife  Fed- 
eration, to  wliich  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  has  referred,  a  letter  from  which 
he  has  placed  in  the  Record,  are  opposed 
to  the  measure  before  us.  1  have  infor- 
mation to  the  effect  that  telegrams  have 
been  received  from  30  State  affiliates 
opposing  the  amendment.  These  are 
affiliates  of  the  national  association.  In 
addition  to  that,  I  have  several  tele,^rams 
from  Montana  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  memorandum 
on  this  matter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memo- 
randum was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  State 
affiliates  of  the  National  Wildlife  Federation 
in  all  of  the  following  30  States  still  are  op- 
posed to  the  amended  grazing  bill,  S.  2548, 
and  that  they  have  wired  protests  to  it(  pas- 
sage, and  to  having  it  made  a  part  of  the 
farm  bill.  S.  3052:  Arizona.  Arkansas,  Cali- 
fornia. Colorado.  Connecticut.  E>elaware, 
Florida.  Idaho,  Illinois.  Iowa.  Kentucky, 
Louisiana.  Maine,  Michigan.  Minnesota,  Mis- 
sissippi, Nebraska,  New  Hampshire.  New 
York.  North  Carolina.  North  Dakota.  Okla- 
homa, Oregon,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Virginia,  Washington.  Wisconsin. 

I  believe  that  my  colleagues  from  aU  of 
those  States  already  have  received  wires  from 
the  State  federations.  Many  more  of  the 
State  affiliates  cf  the  National  Wildlife  Fed- 
eration, which  passer'  that  resolution  so 
hurriedly  in  Chicago,  undoubtedly  would  ex- 
press themselves  if  they  knew  of  this  last- 
minute  move.     Georgia,  which  is  not  afWi- 


ated  with  the  National  Wildlife  Federation, 
Is  on  record  in  oppocltion  to  the  graslnc  bUl. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  merely  wish  to 
say  that  if  30  affiliates  have  sent  tele- 
grams in  opposition  to  the  measure,  they 
certainly  did  not  send  them  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry.  I 
do  not  Icnow  to  whom  those  telegrams 
were  sent.  Certainly  they  are  not  on 
file  with  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry.  So  far  as  the  Wildlife 
Federation  is  concerned.  I  assume  the 
Senator  is  aware  of  the  fact  that  the 
Montana  association  yesterday  sent  a 
telegram  saying: 

The  Montana  Wildlife  Federation  ap- 
proves the  grazing  bill  as  amended. 

Why  should  they  not  approve  it?  For 
the  first  time  Uuit  I  know  of  in  the 
history  of  legislation  dealing  with  the 
range  in  this  country,  tliere  has  been 
recognition  of  the  multiple  use  of  the 
forests.  I  have  not  been  able  to  find  any 
such  recognition  of  multiple  use  of  for- 
ests In  prior  legislation. 

Section  812  reads  as  follows: 

Bec.  8ia.  It  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  the 
policy  of  the  Congress  that  the  Secretary,  in 
carrying  out  the  provislonti  of  this  title, 
shall  give  full  consideration  to  tbe  safe- 
guarding of  all  resource*  and  tises  made  of 
these  lands,  including  grazliig.  mining,  rec- 
reation, timber  production,  watershed  con- 
servation, and  wUdllfe. 

Heretofore,  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture has  been  largely  concerned  with 
grazing  and  the  timber  -  production 
phases  of  our  national  forests.  In  a 
public  statement,  which  I  hope  will  be 
incorporated  into  law.  he  now  says  that 
he  is  to  consider  the  multiple  uses  of 
the  forests,  and  that  he  cannot  merely 
cozK:em  himself  with  the  people  who 
harvest  the  timber  or  the  people  who 
graze  livestock,  but  must  also  concern 
himself  with  the  recreational  uses  of  the 
forests,  as  well  as  with  water^ied  con- 
servation and  wildlife  activiti^.  That 
is  a  very  substantial  gain,  and  it  may  ac- 
count for  the  reason  that  wildlife  feder- 
ations have  supported  the  bill. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  grazing  permittees  are  given  special 
privileges,  and  that  it  was  the  intention 
originally,  before  the  bill  was  amended, 
that  the  bill  should  be  confined  to  the 
grazing  permittees?  As  a  result  of  the 
opposition,  this  amendment  has  been  of- 
fered to  the  pending  bilL  Is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  Senator  from 
Montana  is  entirely  correct  when  he  says 
that  in  the  original  version  It  was  hoped 
to  deal  only  with  the  grazing  question. 
However,  when  the  grazing  people  met 
with  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs,  it  became  apparent  that 
that  would  not  be  the  solution. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  At  that  time  the 
affiliates  in  the  various  States  of  the 
Union  did  not  know  what  the  situation 
was.  and  therefore  they  could  not  express 
themselves  at  that  meeting.  Since  that 
time  the  affiliates  in  30  States  have 
signified  their  opposition  to  the  measure. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  That  statement  is 
entirely  in  error.    In  the  first  hearing. 


which  was  held  In  July  1953.  there  was 
no  warning  to  the  wildlife  organizations. 
I  would  appreciate  it  if  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia,  if  he  is  interested, 
would  listen  to  what  I  have  to  say. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  The  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia  has  been  listening 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico.  He 
was  trying  to  give  to  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  information  as  to 
why  the  State  units  of  the  American 
Wildlife  Federation  are  overwhelmingly 
opposed  to  the  amendment.  They  have 
so  informed  us  after  they  found  out 
what  was  involved.  There  was  no  ade- 
quate debate  and  no  real  information 
was  available  when  the  bill  passed  the 
Senate.  The  bill  has  been  tied  up  in 
the  House  ever  since  the  American 
Wildlife  Federation  foimd  out  what  was 
involved. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Virginia  is 
listening,  and  he  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity further  to  express  himself  when 
the  Junior  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
has  concluded  his  remarks. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  that 
is  exactly  what  I  have  been  hoping 
would  happen.  We  held  hearings  on 
the  bill  as  originally  drawn.  The  bill  as 
originally  drawn  was  solely  concerned 
with  grazing,  or  so  it  seemed  to  me.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  people  who  are 
protesting  now  were  present  then.  I 
do  not  recall  their  lieing  present.  I  do 
know  that  the  Junior  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  was  present,  and  I  know  he  pro- 
tested the  bill  as  it  was  originally  drawn. 
The  suggestion  was  made  at  that  time 
that  those  interested  in  the  bill  had  bet- 
ter meet  with  representatives  of  the 
wildlife  organizations  with  those  inter- 
ested in  fish  and  game  and  with  the  con- 
servationists. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield 
himself  further  time?  His  time  has 
expired. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  myself  an 
additional  IS  minutes. 

It  was  suggested  also  that  they  had 
better  meet  with  the  Forest  Service  rep- 
resentatives and  find  out  if  a  bill  could 
not  be  c  rafted  that  would  meet  the  ob- 
jections. Then  what  happened?  The 
bill  was  prepared,  and  a  hearing  was  held 
first  at  the  city  of  Albuquerque.  N.  Mex. 
I  believe  a  meeting  was  held  at  Colorado 
Springs,  and  at  various  cities  in  Idaho. 
Montana,  and  Wyoming.  To  each  meet- 
ing those  interested  in  wildlife  were  in- 
vited. They  were  given  an  opportunity 
to  express  themselves,  and  they  did  ex- 
press themselves.  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  recall  that  representatives 
of  the  wildlife  organizations  were  invited 
to  every  one  of  the  meetings,  and  that 
they  attended  the  meetings? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct.  All 
those  who  were  interested  in  wlldUf  e  and 
conservation  were  invited.  They  tes- 
tified, and  they  gave  us  extensive  in- 
formation. I  do  not  know  of  any  piece 
of  legislation  proposed  before  this  Con- 
gress on  which  there  has  been  distributed 
so  much  misleading  propaganda  in  op- 
position to  Itl  The  word  has  gone  out  to 
the  various  clubs  that  the  bill  gives  stock- 


men a  vested  right  in  the  la^d.  That 
statement  is  incorrect  and  wai  recently 
carried  in  a  pubUcation  whicn  goes  out 
from  Washington  every  Mondfiy  morn- 
ing, purporting  to  give  informati(xi  on 
agricultural  subjects.  That  inlsrepre- 
sentation  has  gone  all  over  the  country. 
Occasionally  one  club  does  oppo  se  tlie  bill 
because  it  has  been  misled.  I  have  never 
seen  such  an  unwarranted  camnaign,  and 
I  am  sure  the  purpose  of  the  campaign  is 
to  cover  up  activities  which  might  have 
a  detrimental  effect  on  our  {national 
forests.  ! 

Mr.  MURRAY.  The  infor^iation  I 
have  from  Montana  is  that  alrafflliates 
of  the  National  Wildlife  Associ|ition  are 
opposed  to  this  proposed  legislation. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Will  thc  Senator 
give  us  the  source  of  that  Information? 
We  keep  on  hearing  these  statenients,  but 
when  we  check  back 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  have  four  telegrams 
from  Montana.  There  is  one  from  Mis- 
soula, and  one  from  the  fish  and  game 
association,  concerning  a  resolution 
against  any  legislation  which  would  lower 
the  standards  of  management  of  public 
lands. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  But  this  bill  does 
not  lower  the  standards;  it  raises  them. 
Naturally,  if  we  should  say  to  some  group. 
"Are  you  for  legislation  which  would 
lower  the  standards  of  management  of 
our  public  lands?"  they  would  see  that  a 
resolution  was  adopted  saying  that  they 
were  not  in  favor  of  such  legislation. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Bly  imderstanding  is 
that  the  cattlemen  in  Montana  are  in 
favor  of  maintaining  the  present  system 
which  is  in  operation  and  which  has 
worked  entirely  satisfsu:torily.  and  that 
this  proposed  legislation  is  not  desired 
and  would  not  be  for  the  best  interests 
of  those  who  are  solicitous  about  the  na- 
tional forests.  It  is  not  only  the  cattle- 
men who  are  interested  in  forests.  Tim- 
ber conservationists  and  recreational  or- 
ganizations are  also  interested  in  the 
matter.  There  are  many,  many  recrea- 
tional places  in  our  national  forests. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Exactly.  The  ree- 
reational  interests  have  rights  in  this 
bill.  For  the  first  time  there  is  written 
Into  the  bill  language  with  reference  to 
their  water  rights  in  the  national  forests. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  That  has  been  done 
because  of  the  opposition  to  this  pro- 
posed legislation,  but  it  was  not  intended 
to  be  incorporated  in  the  first  instance. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  That  may  be  true; 
but  I  am  one  of  those  who  were  in  oppo- 
sition; I  am  one  of  those  who  said  the 
bill  as  originally  drafted  was  not  going 
to  pass.  I  thought  it  looked  after  only 
the  grazing  rights.  There  is  a  matter  of 
serious  argument  as  to  that.  But  the 
interesting  thing  is  that  the  cattlemen 
did  not  stop  with  that.  They  said.  "We 
will  sit  down  with  representatives  of  the 
Forest  Service  and  with  representatives 
of  the  Wildlife  Association  and  the  Fish 
and  Game  Commissioners";  and  they 
did.  Does  the  Senator  know  a  man 
named  O.  A.  Clark? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    Yes.  I  do. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  He  Is  an  juright 
man,  is  he  not?  H^W 

Mr.  MURRAY.  That  does  ndrhava 
anyUiing  to  do  with  the  question. 
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Ifr.  AMDQiSON.  Does  the  Senator 
know  ttie  aeeretary  of  the  Wildlife  Fed. 
eraUon? 

Mr.  MUHRAT.  liy  telegrams  are  to 
the  effect  that  they  are  appoaed  to  this 
proposed  legislation.  I  have  a  telegram 
f  nxn  the  Icaak  Walton  League,  which  is 
opposed  to  it.  and  I  have  received  a  very 
long  telegram  in  opposition  to  it.  I  ask 
unanimous  consult  ttiat  that  telegram 
and  the  other  messages  which  I  have  re- 
ceived be  incorporated  in  the  Rbcoro  at 
this  point. 

lir.  ANDERSON.  I  have  no  objection 
to  that 

Tha*e  being  no  objection,  the  tele- 
grams were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rccoso,  as  follows: 

ICmotTLA,  IfOMT.,  August  7, 1954. 
Senator  JAicn  MinuuT, 
VnitelL  States  Senate, 

Washington.  D.  C: 

New  small  permittees  will  be  effectively  ex- 
cluded natlcmal  forest  permits  If  S.  3648 
puMs  u  rider  to  farm  biU.  Aiken  biU 
also,  eBoourages  establishment  vestAi  rights 
by  ttdsting  permittees.  I  am  bitterly  op- 
posed to  Hope-Aiken  bills.  Hope  you  will 
vigorously  oppose  this  giveaway. 

Leon  C.  Hxtktt. 
PresULent,  Grasshaven  Ranches. 

IfaeouLA,  IfoMT.,  Aug^ut  1, 1954. 
Senator  Jamss  liDSSAT, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington.  D.  C: 
Ttom.  my  years  in  charge  forest  grasing, 
Mlmoiila  and  Denver  regions.  I  strongly  op- 
pose Aiken  rider  to  farm  bill  beca\ue  it  gives 
undue  advantage  to  large  permittees  and 
wieakena  ssaenCial  control  on  national  for- 
ests. WiU  you  vigorously  expose  this  leg- 
isUtton? 

Glsk  a.  SurrR, 
Assistant  Regional  Forester,  Re- 
tired. 

Mi—OTiiA.  MoMT..  August  9, 1954. 
Senator  Jaua  ICvaaAV, 
Senator  trom  Montana, 

Washington,  D.  C:  - 
The  Western  Ifontana  Fish  and  Game  As- 
sociation, an  affiliate  of  the  Montana  Wild- 
life Federation,  in  open  meeting  resolved 
against  legislation  which  would  lower  the 
standards  bf  management  of  national  pub- 
lic lands.  As  chairman  of  t^e  public  rela- 
'tions  committee  of  that  association.  I  ex- 
press opposition  to  grazing  bill  S.  2548  at- 
tached as  rider  to  farm  bill  S.  3052. 

J.   W.   SCVXXT. 

HAicn,TOM^  Mont.,  August  7, 1954. 
Senator  Jameb-  Mitkkat, 

Senate.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Bavalll  County  Fish  and  Wild  Life  Asso- 
eiati<»i,  Hamilton.  Mont.,  with  483  members 
remain  opposed  to  the  grazing  bill  8.  2548 
and  oppose  the  attachment  of  this  impor- 
tant legislation  as  a  rider  to  farm  bill  8. 
3062.  We  urge  your  continued  opposition 
to  the  above  bill. 

Ravaixi  Coxnrrr  Pan  and  Wn.D   • 
LiTK  Association. 
By  V.  C.  HoLKiNGSOKTH,  President. 


Caspkb.  Wto..  August  S.  1954. 
C.  R.  GurniieTTTH, 

Wort;i  American  Wildlife  Poundation. 
Washington.  D.  C: 
Advised  Senator  ANvxasoN,  New  Mexico, 
has  introduced  the  stockmen's  grazing  bill, 
S.  2548,  as  an  amendment  to  S.  -3062,  which 
is  the  administration's  general  farm  bill. 
The  unscrupulous  efforts  on  the  part  of  the 
proponents  of  S.  3548,  to  lead  Congress  to 
believe  that  thf  conservation  organizations 
and  the  sportsmen's  clubs  of  the  States  af- 
fected are  in  favor  of  such  legislation  are 


reprehensible  uid  will  be  proven  to  be  entire-* 
ly  false  Just  ai^  soon  as  certiflcatlon  resolu- 
tions can  reacli  yo\U'  office.  Tbe  controversy 
over  S.  2548  and  its  companion  In  the  House, 
H.  R.  6787,  is  already  establishing  the  fact 
that  the  vast  majority  of  the  people  through-* 
out  the  Western  States,  wherein  our  publla 
dixnain  and  most  of  our  national  forests  are 
located,  are  fearful  of  any  more  special-In- 
terest legislation  and  particularly  anything 
Infringing  on  something  as  vital  to  our  na- 
tional welfare  as  are  our  national  forests  and, 
as  a  result,  candidates  for  Governor,  Con- 
gress, and  tbe  United  States  Senate  wbo  have 
eiulorsed  this  proposed  legislation  will  find 
it  embarrassing  In  trying  to  Justify  their  ac« 
tions  to  the  people  throughout  the  Westerti 
States  who  are  in  position  to  appreciate  just 
how  valuable  our  national  forests  really  are 
to  the  Nation's  welfare.  I  am  forwarding  you 
evidence  of  the  fact  that  every  chapter  of  the 
Izaak  Walton  League  In  Wyoming  and  over 
11,000  members  of  the  Wyoming  Federation 
of  Sportsmen's  Clubs  have  unanimously  gon# 
on  record  against  this  and  all  similar  leglsla* 
tion.  Drge  you  to  make  these  facts  know4 
to  the  Senate  committee.  | 

Chaxlzs  E.  Pixssall,  ' 

National  Director.  Izaak  Walton  League 
of  America. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator's 
amendment  in  any  way  grant  vested 
property  rights  to  any  of  the  people  who 
improve  the  public  lands? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
Senator  that  he  knows  I  am  not  a  lawyer, 
but.  to  the  best  of  my  ability,  and  on  the 
advice  which  I  have  before  me,  it  does 
not.  It  does  say.  however — and  I  want 
to  be  frank  about  that — that  if  a  maa 
builds  a  dam  in  the  forest  range  which 
the  Forest  Service  believes  is  essential  in 
connection  with  a  water  supply,  he  shall 
have  some  sort  of  recompense  for  putting 
in  that  feature. 

Mr.  MORSK  Is  it  true  or  false  that 
he  can  devise  the  improvements  he 
makes  on  public  lands,  under  this 
amendment? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Does  that  mean 
that  when  he  dies  he  can  leave  it  to 
someone? 

Mr.  MORSE.    Does  it  go  to  his  heirs? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    Yes;  I  think  so. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  that  is  true,  it  grants 
a  vested  property  interest  in  the  public 
domain. 

3frr^tNDERSON.  When  his  lease  ex- 
pires, 'his  heirs  do  not  have  a  right  to 
go  on  forever  and  ever. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr. ;  President.  I  should 
like  to  assure  the  SSenator  from  Oregon 
that  the  improvements  would  not  in  any 
sense  go  to  the  heirs.  There  might  be  an 
unusual  value  in  an  improvement,  such 
as  the  development  of  a  spring  which 
had  been  only  a  mudhole,  so  to  speak.  A 
man  may  have  put  in  some  concrete  and 
pipes,  and  in  that  manner  developed  a 
spring  providing  a  good  water  supply 
for  his  livestock. 

He  may  have  invested  $200  or 
$400  in  that-  development,  and  he 
may  pass  away  and  his  widow  might 
have  some  right  to  the  investment. 
However,  there  would  be  no  title  to  that 
property.  It  would  have  to  be  passed  on 
by  the  forestry  authorities. 


The  reason  why  we  conceived  the  pro- 
visions that  are  in  this  bill  with  refer- 
ence to  this  question  was  primarily  to 
encourage  the  eradication  of  the  so- 
called  brushy  weeds  which  have  taken 
over  some  of  the  land  and  made  it  Unfit 
for  grazing.  Oftentimes  a  rancher  can 
take  his  tractor  equipment  and  chop  up 
this  brushy,  woody  plant  and  thereby 
permit  the  native  grass  to  reestablish 
itself.  It  may  be  that  he  would  have  an 
investment  of  $300  or  $400  an  acre,  which 
might  represent,  over  a  tract  of  graising 
land,  a  $1,000  investment. 

If  he  were  to  die  or  should  find  It  nec- 
essary to  leave  that  grazing  property,  it 
would  go  back  to  the  PubUc  Lands  Ad- 
ministrator. In  that  event  the  question 
of  his  expenditure  in  the  grazing  im- 
provement of  the  land  could  be  raised. 
and  compensation  could  be  made  to  his 
estate.  But.  otherwise,  there  is  nothing 
in  the  bill — and  we  sat  through  the  liear- 
ings.  and  I  was  a  member  of  the  sub- 
committee which  drafted  this  language — 
which  would  give  anyone  the  right  to  it 
except  as  a  user  of  the  property  estab- 
lished under  a  lease  with  the  public 
grazing  land  management.  That  is  my 
understanding  of  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  further? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Will  the  Senator  permit 
me  to  read  the  language,  starting  at  the 
bottom  of  page  2  and  going  to  the  top  of 
page  3: 

(c)  No  permit  shall  be  issued  which  shall 
entitle  a  permittee  to  the  use  of  Improve- 
ments constructed  and  owned  by  a  prior 
permittee  until  either  such  prior  permittee 
or  his  estate  has  received  compensation  (rom 
the  Government  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  section  802  (b)  or  the  applicant 
has  paid  to  the  prior  permittee  or  his  estate 
the  reasonable  value  of  such  Improvements 
to  be  determined  under  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  Secretary:  but  no  prior  permittee  who 
shall  have  abandoned  his  permit  shall  be  re- 
quired to  be  compensated. 

I  Wish  to  say.  as  a  lawyer,  that  I  should 
love  to  have  that  kind  of  business  aalk 
into  my  office. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  do  not  know  what 
kind  of  business  it  is.  I  would  simply  say 
that  if  a  man  had  built  a  dam  costing 
from  $25,000  to  $50,000.  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Forest  Service,  it  would  not 
be  right  to  say  that  if  he  should  die  his 
estate  would  receive  nothing.  These  im- 
provements would  be  completely  wiped 
out  in  a  period  of  25  years.  Some  of  tjiem 
may  last  for  a  whole  lifetime.  But  imder 
present  regulations  does  anyone  believe 
that  cannot  be  done  if  we  want  to  do  it? 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further  at  that  particular 
point? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  believe  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  mentioned  a  figure  of 
$50,000  as  the  cost  of  the  installation 
of  a  dam.  I  believe  none  of  us  carried 
the  thougnt  in  mind  that  any  suct\  in- 
vestment would  be  either  developed 
under  the  act  or  even  contemplated 
under  the  act.  We  were  thinking  ipore 
about  the  fact  that  in  this  mountainous 
terrain  there  are  streams  or  springs 
which,  unless  they  are  developed,  do  not 
furnish  a  water  supply. 


What  we  are  endeavoring  to  do  in 
that  public  grazing  area  is  to  develop 
a  water  supply  for  the  various  areas 
on  the  range,  so  that  the  cattle  will 
not  have  to  traverse  3  or  4  miles  to  reach 
water,  because  the  cattle  will  only  graze 
around  a  waterhole.  Only  starvation 
will  force  the  cattle  farther  and  farther 
away  from  the  waterhole.  Therefore, 
they  destroy  the  grazing  values  near  the 
water,  and  they  do  not  move  back  on 
the  range  until  they  are  starved  into 
doing  so.  In  the  process  the  animals 
walk  too  much  of  their  fiesh  off. 

The  whole  purpose  of  the  act  Is  to 
develop  one  water  source,  let  us  say,  on 
one  side  of  the  range,  and  another  on 
another  side  of  the  range,  maybe  2  or  3 
miles  away,  and  to  follow  the  same  proc- 
ess across  the  range,  so  as  to  get  an  even 
distribution  of  grazing. 

There  was  only  one  reason  why  I  be- 
came interested  in  this  matter,  since  I 
am  not  a  western  man.  I  had  the  good 
fortune  to  spend  about  10  days  in  and 
about  Willcox,  Ariz.,  on  a  ranch.  I  rode 
the  range.  I  became  interested  in  the 
water  supply  and  the  distribution  of 
water  and  the  places  where  the  salt  was 
put  in  order  to  get  the  cattle  spread  out 
across  the  range. 

When  I  saw  the  muddy  springs,  where 
neither  cattle  nor  other  animals  could 
drink.  I  saw  that  with  a  cost  of  $300 
or  $400  such  springs  could  be  developed 
into  excellent  water  supplies,  which 
would  bring  about  a  proper  distribution 
on  the  range. 

I  came  back  from  that  trip  and  I 
Joined  with  my  colleagues  in  the  formu- 
lation of  a  bill  looking  to  the  accom- 
plishment of  what  we  thought  was 
needed. 

I  do  not  like  the  provision  in  the 
House  bill.  That  is  the  reason  why  we 
are  endeavoring  to  adopt  the  Senate 
language  and  have  it  incorporated  into 
the  pending  bill,  so  that  it  will  be  in 
conference  when  the  bill  goes  to  con- 
ference. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  I  Mr.  Morse  1,  I  do  not  believe 
that  we  will  ever  find  ourselves  involved 
with  a  problem  of  even  a  $20,000  or 
$50,000  dam  on  such  grazing  property. 

Mr.  MORSE.  What  language  is  there 
In  the  bill  to  prevent  it? 

Mr.  THYE.  There  is  no  language  to 
prevent  it,  but  I  cannot  foresee  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois.. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to 
preface  my  remarks  by  saying  that  those 
of  us  who  come  from  regions  where 
there  are  no  national  forests  are  natu- 
rally at  a  disadvantage  in  this  debate, 
because  we  do  not  know  the  practices 
followed  under  leases  granted  in  the 
national  forests.  Certainly  I  do  not  pre- 
tend to  any  expertness  in  this  matter. 

Secondly.  I  hold  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  in  very  high  esteem  for  the 
great  contribution  which  he  has  made 
to  the  work  of  this  body.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  has  labored  with  a  high  sense  of 
public  interest  in  this  whole  matter. 
Therefore,  I  hope  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  will  not  think  the  questions 
which  I  shall  address  to  him  are  in  the 


slightest  setae  persmially  critical  ot 
liim. 

I  should  appreciate  It  if  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  would  turn  his  atten- 
tion to  section  804  of  his  proposed 
amendment,  appearing  at  the  hoUom  of 
page  3. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  myself  5 
more  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Ten 
minutes  additional? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  should  appreci- 
ate it  if  the  other  side  would  yield  a  lit- 
tle time.  This  discussion  Is  not  only 
my  discussion. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  certainly  do  not 
desire  to  act  as  chairman. 

Mr.  ELLKNDER.  Mr.  President.  I 
yidd  5  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
IlUnois. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.    The  section  reads: 

Based  upon  the  customary  practices  of  the 
gracing  privilege  holders  of  each  locality 
concerned,  the  Secretary  shaU  maintain 
standards  as  to  the  kind  and  extent  of  lands, 
waters  or  ranch  or  range  improvements  or 
any  combination  thereof,  commonly  known 
as  base  properties,  required  as  a  quaimca- 
tJon  for  grazing  privileges  on  the  lands  to 
which  this  title  applies. 

The  question  in  my  mind  about  this 
language  is:  Suppose  in  a  given  locality 
the  customary  practice  has  been  for 
more  cattle  to  be  given  grazing  privileges 
than  the  land  can  possibly  support,  with 
the  i^ult  that  there  is  overgrazing  of 
the  land,  with  the  effect  which  this  in- 
evitably has  upon  the  water  supply, 
growth  of  new  trees,  and  so  on. 

Since  the  Secretary  xs  to  maintain 
standards  based  upon  the  customary 
practices,  it  the  customary  practices 
themselves  are  faulty,  is  the  Secretary 
not  estopped  from  making  any  improve- 
ment in  the  terms  of  the  leases  con- 
cerning the  number  of  cattle  or  the  num- 
ber of  sheep  which  can  be  quartered  on 
these  lands?     That  is  the  first  question. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  shall  be  happy  to 
answer  that  question.  Let  me  say  to 
the  Senator  from  lUinois  that  just  the 
opposite  is  true  under  this  amendment. 

In  the  first  place,  section  804  refers 
to  base  properties,  and  base  properties 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  number  of 
cattle.  The  question  is  whether  or  not 
in  developing  the  rangeland  there  shall 
be  a  home  headquarters;  whether  tl^re 
shall  be  developed  certain  springs;  and 
whether  there  is  a  need  for  a  certain 
amount  of  patented  land  mixed  in  with 
the  grazing  land  which  is  used.  This 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  number  of 
cattle. 

Let  me  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  the  fact  that  there 
was  written  into  the  bill  section  810, 
which  says: 

Decisions  and  rulings  by  the  Secretary 
with  respect  to  the  occupancy  and  use  of 
the  lands  de8crlt>ed  In  section  801  (except 
those  relating  to  the  authority  described  In 
the  next  sentence)  shall  not  be  reviewed 
In  any  manner  except  as  herein  provided. 

I  had  something  to  do  with  trsring  to 
put  that  language  in  the  bill,  because,  as 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  I  had  heard 


some  of  the  appeals.  There  were  cer- 
tain persons  who  tried  to  take  me  into 
court  on  the  decisions  which  I  had  made 
in  connection  with  the  national  forests. 

I  skid.  "You  cannot  change  the  rights 
of  the  Secretary.  He  has  a  right  to  de- 
cide to  cut  down  the  number  of  grazing 
imits  on  a  given  piece  of  land." 

That  is  written  into  the  law.  It  is  one 
of  the  finest  protections  we  can  have. 
Sometimes  I  think  Monbers  of  the  Sen- 
ate ought  to  ask  themselves  who.  when 
the  Gila  wilderness  in  my  own  State 
was  under  attack,  went  down  and  fought 
against  It.  I  know  who  went  down.  I 
know  who  has  protected  the  wilderness 
and  forests  of  the  country,  to  the  point 
where  I  have  not  alwajrs  been  very  hap- 
py in  the  presence  of  some  of  the  live- 
stock men,  who  think  I  have  not  done 
the  right  thing  by  them. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  May  I  ask  the  able 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  about  the 
meaning  of  section  805  (b)  which  pro- 
vides that  the  decisions  of  the  Chief  of 
the  Forest  Service  can.  upon  written 
request  to  the  Secretary — which  could 
be  a  request  by  the  stockmen — be  re- 
ferred to  a  board  of  three  members,  one 
of  whom  is  to  be  designated  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture,  another  of  whom 
is  to  be  designated  by  the  person  re- 
questing the  review;  and  the  third  of 
whom  is  to  be  selected  by  the  two  men-  . 
tioned  before. 

Does  the  very  able  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  believe  that  this  is  a  proper  pro- 
vision? I  had  always  thought  that  a 
lease  was  a  privilege  and  not  a  right. 
Etoes  the  Senator  think  it  is  proper  that 
this  matter  should  be  referred  to  an  ex- 
tragoveminfental  board  lor  an  opinion? 
Why  should  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture not  have  the  power  to  make  the  de- 
cision, upon  appeal  from  the  decision  of 
the  Chief  of  the  Forest  Service? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  did  have  that  power.  The 
Secretaries  of  Agriculture  have  exercised 
that  power.  In  the  case  of  a  man  named 
Redd  in  the  State  of  Colorado.  I  had  a 
review  made,  and  I  did  exercise  the 
power. 

I  wish  to  say  that  it  is  not  the  kindest 
thing  in  the  world  to  require  the  Secije- 
tary  to  exercise  such  power  by  himself. 
Hs  ought  to  have  people  acting  some- 
what in  the  category  of  a  jury.  This 
proposed  amendment  provides  for  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  Jiut-  But  for 
the  first  time  there  is  a  provision  that 
the  public  shall  be  represented. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me  at  that  point? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  disagree  with  the 
Senator,  because  the  board  to  which  he 
refers  is  merely  advisory,  and  does  not 
act  as  a  jury  in  making  a  determination. 
On  line  12,  page  5.  the  proposed  amend- 
ment reads: 

The  board  shall  consider  the  caae  on  Its 
merits  Knd  furnish  its  advice  and  recom- 
mendation to  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  grant  that.  I  am 
merely  trjring  to  say  it  would  be  very 
useful  to  a  Secretary  to  have  the  advice 
of  a  group  like  that.  When  I  had  ta 
take  appeals  in  the  Department.  I  did 
not  enjoy  taking  them,  because  when 
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fhey  came  to  me  the  maa  would  walk 
in  with  his  attorney,  and  the  Forest 
Servlee  representatives  of  the  people 
would  walk  in  

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
has  expired. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  will  yield  1  addi- 
tional minute  to  myself. 

Mr,  AIKEN.  I  would  like  to  say  that 
the  section  which  has  been  referred 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Who  is 
yielding  time?    — 

Mr.  AlOKSRSOM.  I  guess  I  am  going 
to  have  to  yield  the  time. 

The  niESIDINO  OFFICER.  One 
minute  has  been  yielded. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  section  which  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  was  inquiring 
about  was  inserted  at  the  request  of  the 
wildlife  conservation  organizations,  and 
the  board  was  made  up  in  accordance 
with  their  recommendation. 

BIr.  ANDERSON.  Let  me  say,  finally, 
that  everything  in  the  world  was  done 
to  bring  those  interested  in  wildlife  into 
harmony.  I  cannot  understand  the  pro- 
t^t  which  ttiey  have  suddenly  launched 
against  the  bill.  So  far  as  the  wildUf e 
conservatUmists  in  my  State  are  con- 
cerned, the  Honorable  Hugh  Woodward 
is  their  spokesman.  He  has  been  and 
still  remains  their  spokesman,  and  he 
wires  me  and  writes  me  and  says,  "This 
bill  should  be  passed." 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Amdxrson]  for  himself  and 
other  Senators. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  is  recog- 
nized for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President,  I  can  un- 
^derstand  why  those  interested  in  wild- 
life are  opposed  to  the  amendment.  In 
the  first  place,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  amendment,  property  which  has 
been  acquired  and  set  aside  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  for  the  benefit  of  all 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  will  be 
used  by  a  small,  selected  group  of  peo- 
ple, whose  use  of  the  property  will 
necessarily  interfere  with  the  purposes 
for  which  the  property  Was  originally 
acquired  by  the  Federal  Government. 

■Hie  amendment  also  provides  that 
those  who  sure  to  be  given  grazing  per- 
mits may  make  improvements  on  the 
land.  Witt)  Vbit  approval  of  the  Federal 
Government,  but  if  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment desires  to  use  the  property  for  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  originally  re- 
quired, it  will  have  to  reimburse  those 
persons  for  the  improvements  they  have 
made  on  the  lands,  not  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Federal  Government,  but  for  the 
benefit  of  the  users  of  the  property. 

Persons  interested  in  wildlife  in  North 
Carolina  have  consulted  with  me  about 
the  proposal.  They  are  opposed  to  it. 
Xhey  feel  that  tba  pxfi|M»al  wtuld  per- 


mit t^tming  pnq>erty  which  belongs  to 
all  the  people  of  the  United  States,  the 
naUcmal  forests,  over  to  a  small  selected 
group  of  persons  for<*heir  benefit.  Nbt 
only  are  those  interested  in  wildlife  op- 
posed to  the  proposal,  but  the  State  De- 
partment of  Conservation  and  Develop- 
ment is  opposed  to  it.  In  my  judgment, 
the  amendment  is  bad;  certain  persotis 
are  given  the  use  of  the  property,  even 
though  title  is  not  given  to  them.  There 
is  very  little  difference  between  having 
title  to  land  and  the  right  to  use  it. 
That  is  especially  true  when  the  ppo- 
posal  provides  that  if  the  Governmemt 
desires  to  use  the  property  for  its  own 
use,  the  Government  will  have  to  reim- 
burse the  persons  with  grazing  permits 
for  making  improvements  on  the  laad. 
which  improvements  were  made  not  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Government,  but  for 
the  benefit  of  the  persons  who  are  to 
be  given  the  right  to  use  the  Govern- 
ment property.  In  my  opinion,  it  is  a 
bad  amendment,  and  should  not  be 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
3rleld  15  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  J  wish  to 
sui^iwrt  the  position  just  taken  by  the 
distingiiished  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  ErvinI.  I  wish  to  dwell  for  a 
few  minutes  on  what  I  consider  to  be  the 
vested  property  interests  which  would 
flow  from  the  amendment  if  it  should  be 
enacted  into  law.  There  is  no  question 
about  the  fact  that  the  language  of  the 
bill,  starting  with  section  802,  and  all 
the  subsections  thereunder,  refers  to  the 
property  interests  of  the  permittees.  As 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  bas 
pointed  out,  once  the  permittees  made 
the  capital  investments  on  the  land,  they 
would  have  a  definite  property  interest  in 
the  land.  Thereafter  the-  most  that 
could  be  said  would  be  that  it  is  quasi - 
public  land,  and  no  longer  public  land. 
I  know  there  are  powerful  interests  in 
my  State  that  want  the  proposal  to  be- 
come law,  but,  from  my  standpoint,  they 
are  wrong  so  far  as  sound  public  policy 
regarding  the  public  domain  is  con- 
cerned. 

I  was  opposed  to  giving  the  people's 
oil  lands  to  private  interests.  I  was  op- 
posed to  giving  away  to  private  utilities 
what  amounts  to  a  monopolistic  control 
over  the  atomic  energy  program.  I  am 
also  opposed  to  giving  away  to  powerful 
economic  groups  vested  property  inter- 
ests in  the  property  rights  of  all  the 
people  of  the  country  in  the  public  do- 
main. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  uill 
the  Senator  yield?  I  wish  to  discuss 
that  one  point. 

Mr.  MORSE.  When  I  get  through  I 
shall  yield  to  the  Senator  to  discuss  it. 

I  point  out  that  when  there  is  given 
to  cattlemen  or  sheepmen  the  right  to 
go  on  the  public  domain  and  make  cap- 
ital investments  in  fencing,  in  water 
tanks.  In  waterhole  developments,  in 
dams,  and  all  the  improvements  cattle- 
men and  sheepmen  need  on  certain  large 
areas  of  public  land,  there  is  given  to 
those  same  persons  a  vested  property  in- 
terest in  the  public  domain.  So  far  as 
the  public  is  ooneemed.  the  vested  prop- 


erty interest  cannot  be  taken  away  from 
those  persons  without  compensation  and 
in  many  cases  that  will  mean  until  some 
very  interesting  court  Utigation  has  en- 
sued. 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Ervin]  is  unanswerably  right  In 
his  position  when  he  states  that  if  users 
have  the  kind  of  rights  to  the  land 
granted  by  this  amendment  they  might 
as  well  have  title  to  the  land.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  such  persons  would  have  a 
legal  interest  to  the  land.  The  language 
of  the  bill  itself  deals  with  the  rights  of 
the  heirs  and  of  the  estate  in  the  im- 
provements on  which  the  permittee 
spent  money. 

In  the  interest  of  the  cattlemen,  I 
have  great  concern  in  their  having  a 
better  use  of  the  public  domain  than 
they  are  now  being  afforded.  The  Fed- 
eral Government  should  improve  the 
waterholes.  provide  water  facilities,  and 
make  other  improvements  whiclh  are 
necessary  so  that  cattlemen  may  make 
more  profitable  use  of  the  public  do- 
main. Once  the  Federal  Government 
does  that,  the  cattlemen  should  be  re- 
quired to  pay  a  license  fee  sufBclent  in 
amount  for  each  head  of  cattle,  in  or- 
der to  reimburse  the  Treasury  over  a 
reasonable  number  of  years  for  the  ex- 
panse of  providing  such  facilities.  If 
that  were  done,  the  public  domain  would 
be  kept  intact  for  all  the  people  of  the 
country.  The  rights  of  the  public 
should  not  be  encumbered  by  giving 
various  cattlemen  and  cattlemen's  as- 
sociations a  property  interest  in  such 
public  land. 

From  the  standpoint  of  sound  pubHc 
policy.  I  consider  it  to  be  a  great  mis- 
take to  make  this  kind  of  so«-called 
partnership  approach  to  the  use  of  the 
public  domain.  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment's title  in  the  land  should  be  kept 
absolutely  free  at  all  times.  I  do  ttot  be- 
lieve we  should  encumber  the  title  by 
any  kind  of  leasehold  interest  based 
upon  capital  investment  on  the  part  of 
the  lessee  or  permittee. 

Therefore,  I  am  opposed  to  the  pro- 
posal as  a  rider  to  the  agricultural  bill. 
I  think  we  need  to  take  another  long 
look  at  the  proposal  and  see  to  it  that 
legislation  is  enacted  which  will  protect 
an  unencumbered  title  to  the  public 
lands  in  the  people  of  the  United  States. 

The  next  argument  I  wish  to  make 
about  the  amendment  is  based  on  the 
discretionary  power  which  it  proposes 
to  give  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriqultiu^. 
That  I  do  not  like.  When  one  reads  of 
the  grant  of  discretionary  power  given 
to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  Ught 
of  the  vested  property  interest  provision 
which  it  is  proposed  to  give  to  permittees 
and  licensees,  he  is  reminded  that  such  is 
the  way  to  build  up  a  dangerous  domain 
of  arbitrary  administrative  discretion  In 
government.  After  all,  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  amendment,  would  have  the  rfght  to 
exercise  his  discretion,  and  say  to  the 
cattle-raising  group  or  the  sheep-raising 
group,  "You  can  go  on  the  lai*l  and 
spend  $2,500  or  $5,000."  It  does  not  take 
much  of  a  dam  to  cost  $5,000.  evoi  on  a 
small  creek  in  the  mountains. 


When  my  friend  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota,  states  that  those  interested 
in  this  bill  were  not  thinking  in  terms 
of  expenditures  of  thousands  of  dollars. 
I  remind  him  that  there  is  not  a  word 
in  the  amendment  to  prevent  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  from  giving  per- 
mission to  spend  practically  any  amount 
of  money.  Once  such  a  capital  invest- 
ment is  made  the  people  of  the  United 
States  lose  partial  control  at  least  over 
their  own  public  domain. 

Let  us  be  frank  about  it.  Once  there 
is  in  power  an  administration  that  be- 
lieves in  turning  over  to  private  interests 
more  and  more  of  the  public  domain  and 
the  people's  property,  we  shall  run  the 
great  danger  of  an  administration  with  a 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  who  will  author- 
ize the  expenditure  by  some  private  live- 
stock company  of  $5,000,  $10,000,  or 
$25,000,  for  example,  for  water  improve- 
ments, fencing,  or  other  improvements 
on  the  land.  It  would  be  a  great  mistake 
to  run  the  risk  of  the  exercise  of  such 
arbitrary  discretion  on  the  part  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  because  once 
the  Secretary  exercised  such  discretion, 
property  rights  in  the  permittee  would 
t>ecome  vested,  and  they  could  not  be 
regained  in  behalf  of  the  pubUc  until  the 
whole  subject  had  been  taken  through 
long  court  procedure  or  negotiations  in 
case  of  dispute  or  contest.  Suppose 
thousands  of  dollars  are  spent  on 
fencing.  Does  anyone  think  the  public 
would  then  have  free  access  to  their  own 
land?  Here  is  an  attempt  to  give  away 
valuable  property  rights  belonging  to  the 
public  for  a  political  song. 

The  last  point  I  wish  to  make  is  that 
there  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  where  the 
wildUfe  and  the  conser>atlon  groups 
stand  on  the  amendment.  Certainly 
communications  I  have  received  m  the 
F>ast  3  hours  leave  no  room  for  doubt  as 
to  where  they  stand  in  my  State.  In  my 
State  they  have  had  all  the  explanations 
given  to  them  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  has  made  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  today,  and  they  are  opposed 
to  his  amendment.  They  have  expressed 
their  opposition  in  no  uncertain  terms. 

In  closing  my  remarks.  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  certain 
materials,  including  letters  of  opposition 
to  the  amendment  from  my  State,  print- 
ed in  the  Rscou  at  this  point  in  my 
speech. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  docu- 
ments were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

PotxsT  CoNEnvAnoM  Sognrrr 

or    Amkbica, 
Washington,  D.  C.  April  5.  1954. 
The  Honorable  Watkv  IfOKSE. 
Senate  Offlce  Butlding. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Deai  Sknatoi  Momk:  A  review  of  Senate 
bin  254S  which  the  Senate  pHaaed  on  a  TOloe 
vote  abowa  that  thU  bm  could  be  a  meana  ot 
eatabllahlng  private  righta  In  our  national 
forest  lands.  That  this  (Unger  eziata  la 
eufflclent  grounds  for  reconsideration  and 
recommittal  of  this  measure. 

We  are  enclodnc  a  copy  a€  our  analysla 
ot  thU  bUI.  Thia  estabUahes  the  InlMrent 
dangers,  and  we  Invite  your  aarliius  study 
of  this  appraisal. 

The  members  of  this  society  have  takan 
a  position  of  unalterable  opposition  to  this 
measure  on  the  grounds  that  the  people  at 


the  United  States  must  expect  the  OongreM 
to  protect  their  national  forest  lands  with- 
out  Interference.  We  therefore  feel  that 
the  motion  by  Senator  Wkjub  to  reconsider 
this  bUl  should  be  approved  so  that  the 
full  Senate  can  vote  on  a  rollcall  and  defeat 
these  efforta  to  impair  the  Integrity  of  the 
national  forest  system. 
Very  truly  yours. 

Chakles  H.  Stodoakd. 

Executive   Secretary. 

CoirsnvATiON    Okcanizations   Opposino 
S.  2548 

Audubon  Society  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia;  Mr.  Iraton  Barnes,  president. 

Soli  Conservation  Society  of  America;  Dr. 
Hugh  H.  Bennett,  president. 

Sierra  Club;  Ur.  David  R.  Brower,  execu- 
tive director. 

International  Wild  Life  Protection;  Dr. 
Harold  J.  Coolldge,  chairman  American 
Committee. 

Sport  Pishing  Institute:  Dr.  R.  W.  Esch- 
meyer.   executive   vice   president. 

Nature  Conservancy:  Mr.  Qeorge  B.  Pell, 
secretary. 

Prlends  of  the  Land;  Mr.  Jonathan  Por- 
man.  president. 

Wildlife  Management  Institute;  Dr.  Ira  N. 
Oabrlelson.  president. 

Independent  Timber  Farmers  of  America; 
Dr.   Christopher   Granger,   delegate. 

North  American  Wildlife  Foundation;  Mr. 
C.  R.  Outermuth,  secretary. 

The  WUdUfe  Society;  Mr.  C.  R.  Outermuth, 
delegate. 

National  Association  of  Soil  Conservation 
DlstncU;   Mr.  George  Heldrlcb,  delegate. 

Outdoor  Writers  Association  of  /jjlerlca; 
Mr.  Michael  Rudoba,  secretary. 

American  Planning  &  Civic  Association; 
Miss  Harlean  James,  executive  secretary. 

National  Parks  Association;  Mr.  Fred  M. 
Packard,   executive   secretary. 

American  Nature  Association;  Mr.  Harry 
E.  Radcllffe.  vice  president. 

Icaak  Walton  League  of  America;  Mr.  WU- 
Ilam  Volgt.  Jr..  executive  director. 

International  Association  of  Game  Fish 
and  Conservation  Commissioners;  Mr.  Ches- 
ter S.  Wilson,  president. 

The  WUdemeM  Society;  Mr.  Howard  Zah- 
nlser,  executive  secretary. 

Forest  Conservation  Society  of  America; 
Mrs.  Olflord  Plnchot,  chairwoman. 

CoMioirri  ON  8.  2548.  Pokbst  Conscsvation 

SOCIXTT   OP   AMXXICA 

These  comments  refer  to  the  draft  (the 
third)  reported  by  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  March  3.  They 
are  baeed  on  the  Intrinsic  merits  (or  lack 
of  them)  of  the  blU.  and  without  refer- 
ence to  such.  If  any,  poUtical  or  other  cir- 
cumstances as  may  be  Involved. 

They  are  not  critical  of  Senator  Ancnr 
and  Congressman  Hopk  (who  introduced  the 
companion  bm)  whose  long  record  of  deep 
interest  and  support  for  forest  conservation 
Is  weU  known.  But  they  do  reflect  ova  be- 
lief that  there  are  aspects  of  this  proposal 
which,  notwithstanding  a  great  deal  of  study, 
have  not  received  adequate  consideration. 

We  believe  the  proposal  Is  unwise  and  un- 
desirable for  reasons  we  shaU  give  later  on. 

The  general  purpose  of  the  bm  as  stated 
In  the  title  is  "to  facUltate  the  admlntetra- 
tlon  of  national  forests  and  other  lands  un- 
der the  Jurisdiction  ot  the  Secretary  of  Agrl- 
ctUture;  to  provide  for  the  orderly  use.  Im- 
provemenifc.  and  developntent  thereof;  and 
for  other  purpoess." 

The  phrase  "to  stablllae  the  Uvestock  In- 
dustry dependent  thereon"  was  deleted,  but 
probably  remains  a  general  purpose. 

Other  fHMral  purpoess  stat«d  In  the  re- 
port or  by  msM^eis  of  the  committee  on 
the  floor  Include:  to  report  Incentives  to 
pemxlttees -to  oonstruct  range  improvements 


(which  It  Is  said  they  can  do  cheaper  than 
the  Government) ;  to  write  Into  law  various 
features  of  present  Forest  Servloe  policy; 
to  Improve  the  method  of  h«nrfn«g  graslng 
areas;  and  to  place  national  forest  admlnl»> 
tratlon  under  the  rule  of  law. 

Some  Important  provisions  of  the  pro- 
poeal  are  summarised  as  follows: 

1.  The  Secretary  Is  authorised  (and  by 
the  report  expected)  to  promote  and  en- 
courage the  construction  of  range  Improve- 
ments by  permittees  to  the  »«»wt«ninr^  prac- 
ticable extent. 

The  gracing  permittee  Is  assured  compen- 
sation for  his  Improvements  on  a  depreciated 
basis  (maximum  life  30  years),  by  the  Gov- 
ernment If  he  loees  their  use  through  gov- 
ernmenui  action.  No  other  permittee  can 
be  allowed  to  use  them  untU  he  has  com- 
pensated the  prior  permittee  on  a  similar 
basis.  No  prior  permittee  shall  be  ccnn- 
pensated  who  has  ab«mdoned  or  loet  bis 
permit  through  no  fault  of  his  own  or  act  of 
God. 

2.  Reduction  of  preference  solely  on  the 
basis  of  transfer  la  prohibited. 

3.  A  new  system  of  appeals  Is  superlm- 
poeed  upon  Intra-Porest  Servloe  appeal* 
from  one  administrative  level  to  the  next 
higher.  ThU  curtails  the  preeent  flexible 
authority  of  the  Secertary  for  the  handling 
of  appeals. 

With  certain  exceptions  this  system  of 
appeals,  unlike  the  provisions  about  range 
Improvements,  Is  appUcable  to  any  action 
or  decision  with  respect  to  any  land  occu- 
pancy or  use.  This  Is  understood  to  In- 
clude, for  example,  the  whole  gamut  of 
timber  management  and  sale  activities.  The 
exceptions  referred  to  above  are  as  to  re- 
duction or  ellmmatlon  of  use  for  protec- 
tion of  the  land,  as  to  change  from  one 
use  to  another.  Theee  would  continue  to 
be  subject  to  the  preeent,  or  such  other  ap- 
peals arrangement  as  the  Secretary  might 
preeorlbe.  This  new  system  of  appeals  In- 
volves three  levels  aboire  the  Chief  of  the 
Forest  Service. 

First,  upon  written  request  by  the  ap- 
pellant an  advisory  board  of  three  mem- 
bers wlU  be  established  to  review  the  mat- 
ter. One  member  Is  to  be  designated  by 
the  Secretary  from  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture (Forest  Servloe  excepted),  the  sec- 
ond by  the  appellant,  and  the  third  by  the 
other  two  members  to  repreeent  the  gen- 
eral pubUc.  and  who  shaU  be  neither  a  Fed- 
eral nor  State  employee.  If  agreement  la 
not  reached  on  this  third  member  within 
30  days  he  shaU  be  appointed  by  the  district 
court.  Members  shaU  receive  per  diem  and 
expenses.  Hearings  shall  be  held  In  the  State 
where  the  matter  la  located.  The  board  shall 
give  Its  advice  and  recommendations  to  the 
Secretary,  who  will  then  make  his  decision. 

Second,  the  appellant  may  appeal  to  the 
Secretary  within  60  days  after  the  above 
decision  for  a  review  de  novo.  Formal  hear- 
ings. Issuance  of  subpenaa.  and  the  taklnf 
of  depositions  by  the  Secretary  or  his  rep- 
resentative, are  authorlaed.  Wltnaaaea  shall 
be  paid  the  same  fees  and  mileage  as  are 
witnesses  in  the  district  courts. 

Third,  the  appellant  may  appeal  from  the 
foregoing  decision  of  the  Secretary  (under 
most  clrcumstanoea)  to  the  dlstrlet  eourt 
by  petition  within  00  days.  The  eourt  will 
hear  the  petition  upon  the  record  of  the 
pleadings,  evidence  adduced,  and  proceed- 
ings before  the  Secretary.  If  the  court  finds 
the  decision  of  the  Secretary  was  arbitrary, 
caprlcloua.  an  abuse  of  discretion,  or  other- 
wise not  In  accordance  with  the  law.  It  may 
remand  the  proceedings  to  the  Secretary 
with  appropriate  instructions.  It  Is  pre- 
sumed that  thess  provisions,  in  effect,  spell 
out  the  existing  rl^t  of  an  aggrieved  oeer 
to  take  a  ease  Into  eourt,  and  prevent  the 
court  from  passing  on  queetlons  of  teehnl- 
cal  or  professional  Judgment,  though  what 
an  abuse  of  discretion  means  that  It  Is  not 
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In  eaprletoui  and  arbttrary  Is 
iwt  iinrtantoort 

4.  ttWUtthmmt  by  the  Secretary,  of  mul- 
t^lfle-purpoee  adrlKuy  oouiusUs.  Is  autlxn'- 
iBBd.  TlMy  are  restricted  to  tbe  oonsldera* 
tton  of  questlona  of  policy.  Per  diem  and 
aipwTM  are  not  authorlaed.  In  appoint- 
ing membera  eonalderatlon  must  be  given  to 
reeommendatloiis  of  ofllcera  of  arganlmtums 
leiaeaeiitlni  the  principal  interests  con- 
eemed. 

0.  Tbe  Secretary's  authority  to  limit  or 
discontinue  occupancy  and  use  for  the  pur- 
pose of  prsventlng  injury  to  the  lands,  and 
to  change  tbe  use  of  land  from  one  use-  to 
ancthw.  is  safsguarded.  It  is  understood. 
t(X>.  tbat  his  authority  to  make  distribution 
reductions  is  continued,  but  actions  or  de- 
clsloBB  In  relation  thereto  would  be  subject 
to  the  new  system  of  appeals. 

We  ccoasldw  the  proposed  l^lslation  i^xy 
unwise  because: 

1.  It  is  unnecessary.  It  involves  coiaplex 
legal  questions.  Obviously  it  deals  with  mat- 
ters of  basic  poliey.  How  it  woxild  work  . 
out  in  years  to  come  cannot  be  foretold. 
But  we  fear  it  would  lead  to  great  dlfflcul- 
ties  In.  and  to  hampering  or  preventing 
effective  administration  of  the  national  for- 

.  cats. 

There  has  been  adequate  general  legis- 
lative authority  to  enable  the  Forest  Service 
for  nearly  half  a  century  to  do  what  is 
widely  regarded  as  a  generaUy  good  Job  of 
administering  the  national  forests.  An  im- 
portant factor  in  this  has  been  flexible  au- 
thority to  function  within  certain  general 
congressional  legislative  policies  and  provi- 
sions. Failtires  have  been  due  to  adminis- 
trative policies  and  shortcomings  rather  than 
lack  of  specific  legislative  prescriptions. 

The  bxirden  of  proof  should  be  upon  adopt- 
ing rather  than  upon  not  adopting  this  far- 
reaching  proposal.  Tbe  need  for  it  has  not 
been  shown  so  far  as  we  are  aware. 

a.  Cloeely  related  to  item  1,  is  the  fact 
that  long  ago  the  Supreme  Court  validated 
the  action  of  Congress  in  delegating  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  authority  to  make 
rules  and  regulations  governing  the  occu- 
pancy and  use  of  the  national  forests,  which 
regulatl<ms  have  the  force  and  effect  of  law 
{V.  8.  V.  OHmaud  (220  U.  S.  606)  and  Light 
V.  fj.  8.  {TOO  D.  8.  623) .  both  1911).  In  other 
WOTds  tiie  administration  of  the  national 
forests  has  been  pursuant  to  rule  of  law 
these  many  years,  the  implication  of  the 
eomaoftttee  to  the  contrary  notvrithstanding. 

3.  Further  related  to  item  1  is  the  fact 
that  the  bill  would  spell  into  specific  law 
many  features  of  present  administrative  pol- 
icy, practice,  and  authority.  For  example, 
it  is  undOTstood  that  the  Secretary  now  has 
authority  to  enter  ~  into  substantially  the 
kind  of  agreements  with  grazing  permittees 
regarding  range  improvements  that  are  pre- 
scribed by  this  bill.  It  may  be  safe  to  freeze 
In  specific  legislation  some  of  these  policies 
and  practices.  Others  may  need  to  be  modi- 
fled  as  ctrcumstanoes  change.  It  will  be 
much  more  dilBcult  to  obtain  revision  by 
legislation  than  by  administrative  regula- 
tion. 

4.  The  bill  Is,  in  part,  a  special  interest 
proposal.  While  it  sets  up  a  new  appeals 
procedure  applicable  to  administrative  ac- 
tions and  dcelsiona  with  respect  to  all  land 
occupancy  and  use.  it  provides  special  treat- 
mmt  and  guat-pities  only  for  range  Improve- 
ments. We  certainly  do  not  advocate  some 
type  of  legislative  guaranties  for  other  cate- 
gc»les  of  improvements.  But  we  believe  that 
efforts  to  widen  tlie  scope  of  such  provisions 
are  bound  to  follow,  sooner  or  later.  . 

6.  The  appeals  prescription  is  much  more 
complicated  than  present  procediure,  and 
restricts  unwisely  the  Secretary's  present 
authority  In  handling  appeals.  The  makeup 
of  the  three-member  board  might  operate  to 
weight  it  in  ^avor  of-the  appellant.  The  pro- 
posed system  could  lead  to  a  very  burden- 


some or  possibly  Intcderable  load  of  loftg- 
drawn-out  appeals  In  process.  This  is  ix>t- 
wlthstandlng  that  a  wholesale  resort  to  ^e 
courts  nuiy  be  deterred  by  the  fact  that  the 
appellant,  if  not  sustained,  must  pay  the 
costs. 

((.  Thit  provisions  for  the  establishment  of 
multiple-purpose  advisory  councils  repre- 
sent undesirable  limitation  on  the  Secretary's 
present  authority  and  practice.  Moreotver 
they  might  lead  to  weighting  membership  in 
favor  of  the  larger  interests  and  away  from 
the  small  users. 

7.  The  policy  enunciated  with  respect  to 
range  improvements  will  probably  have  the 
effect  of  minimizing  still  further  the  meager 
funds  available  to  the  Forest  Ssrvlce  for  the 
construction  of  range  Improvements.  Pub- 
lic construction  of  range  improvements-  on^ 
the  national  forests  has  the  advantage  of 
enabling  greater  flexibility  in  the  manage- 
ment and  usj  of  related  resources. 

Finally,  the  legislation  raises  two  questions 
of  overriding  importance  which  are  dlscuesed 
in  the  next  two  items.  The  conservatioS  of 
national  forest  ranges  is  a  crucial  factor  in 
the  economy  of  the  United  States.  They  can 
help  to  underwrite  a  healthy  permanent  live- 
stock industry  with  its  needed  products. 
And  even  more  important  is  their  function 
in  safeguarding  the  water  supply  of  every 
important  western  irrigation  project,  and  of 
most  western  cities.  To  render  there  and 
other  services  the  ranges  must  be  built  up 
and  maintained  at  their  highest  feasible  level 
of  productivity. 

8.  The  first  question  is  whether  the  enact- 
ment would  not  retard  rather  than  advance 
conservation  of  the  range  resource  in  the 
national  forests.  Building  up  national  for- 
est ranges  has  been  a  long-drawn-out  and 
very  dUBcult  Job,  one  which  is  not  yet  com- 
pleted. The  chief  cllfflculties  have  come  from 
the  opposition  of  the  group  of  stockmen  who 
have  tried  to  obtain  special  legislation  favor- 
able to  them.  While  the  present  bill  does 
not  meet  their  deman'ts,  we  are  convinced 
that  the  effect  of  Its  enactment,  with  its 
complex  and  time-consuming  system  of 
fq>peals,  and  the  likelihood  of  private  in- 
vestments on  problem  ranges,  and  the  pro- 
visions regarding  administrative  procedures 
would  be  to  retard  rather  than  to  facllttnte 
the  correction  of  misuse  of  the  ranges  and 
the  making  of  needed  adjustments,  and  to 
make  administration  more  cumbersome.' 

9.  The  second  of  these  two  questloiw  is 
whether  the  proposed  legislation  would  not 
be  a  definite  step  toward  the  establlshndent 
of  private  or  vested  rights  in  public  prop- 
erty. We  do  not  challenge  the  assurances 
that  have  been  given  that  this  proposal  of 
Itself  would  not  establish  vested  interests  in 
national  forest  lands  or  in  their  use.  But 
the  establishment  of  private  or  vested  rights 
is  not  necessarily  solely  a  matter  of  legal 
language  and  provisions.  They  can  develop 
through  a  process  of  evolution.  Certain  in- 
tangibles are  invoaved.  In  the  present  sit- 
uation there  is,  for  one  thing,  the  back- 
ground of  demands  by  the  stockmen.  Un- 
liappily.  we  beUeve  the  enactment  of  this 
bill  would  help  set  the  stage  for  progress 
toward^  the  establishment  of  such  rights. 
Among  the  reasons  dre: 

(a)  In  some  degree  the  bill  provides  the 
nme  legal  means  for  the  protection  of  privi- 
leges on  the  national  forests  that  are  Cus- 

,tfnnarily  provided  for  the  protection  of  prl- 
JT<ate  property  and  private  rights. 

(b)  The  bill  would  spell  into  law  certain 
administrative  policies  and  procedures  that 
have  hitherto  been  subject  to  the  Secretary's 
flexible  authority  and  regulations  under 
more  general  legislation.  In  certain  resjiects 
his  authorfty  is  definitely  cvutailed. 

(c)  This  bill,  if  enacted*  may  readily  be- 
come an  entering  wedge  and  be  followed  by 
even  moref  aggressive  efforts  by  stockmen's 
and   other   CHrganizatlons    to   obtain   ob|Jec- 


tives  which  this  bill  would  not  satisfy.  It 
may  be  followed  by  efforts  of  other  groups 
to  obtain  corresponding  advantages. 

Let  us  not  adopt  legislation  that  would 
make  it  more  difDcult  in  the  long  run  to 
maintain  range  xise  as  a  privilege  rather 
than  as  a  private  right. 

East  End  Rod  and  Gun  Clu^, 
Milton-Freewater ,  Oreg.,  March  8. 1954. 
Senator  Watne  Mokse, 

Senate  Office  Buildinff,  I 

Washington,  D.  C.  ' 
Dear  Senatok  Morse:  We  are  against  S. 
2548  and  any  other  legislation  of  this  type. 
Our  public  lands  belong  to  all  of  us  and  not 
to  the  stockmen  or  chamber  of  commerce. 
In  fact  we  recomnvend  legislation  to  re- 
move all  domestic  livestock  from  our  public 
lands.  It  is  only  In  our  11  Western  States 
that  livestock  is  permitted  in  the  national 
forests. 

We  know  of  your  record  on  the  people's 
behalf  and  we  feel  that  you,  too,  will  be 
against  5.  2548. 

Very  truly  yours,  ^ 

Harold  Orrd. 

President. 

Malheur-Harnet-Lake      ' 
Counties  Central  Couwcit., 
Bums.  Oreg.,  February  20.  1954. 
To  Senators  and  Representatives,   United 
States  Congress.  Washington,  D.  C- 

Gentlemen:  Thanks  to  Congress,  cattle- 
men's grazing  bill  4023  Is  dead.  However. 
404  million  acres  of  public  land  Is  not  safe. 

The  defeated  bill  gives  birth  to  Aiken-Hope 
bills  S.  2548  and  H.  R  6787.  the  first  step 
and  o(}ening  wedge  to  the  greatest  public- 
land  steal  in  American  history. 

The  Aiken-Hope  brainchild  crucifies  the 
small  cattlemen  and  youth — selling  out  their 
American  rights  of  free  enterprise  to  farm 
and  raise  cattle  for  a  livelihood. 

A  few  preferred  top-level  cattleman  with 
grazing  permits  on  huge  regions  of  aational 
forests  and  public  lands,  with  locked  gates, 
are  now  refusing  the  public  access  to  their 
own  lands  for  recreation.  This  is  oonunon 
knowledge  in  the  West. 

Today,  preferred  cattle  permittees  are 
squeezing  and  pushing  the  small  cattle- 
men out  of  business.  The  Alken-H«pe  bill. 
S.  2548.  will  bankrupt  thousands  qf  small 
cattlemen. 

Let's  not  give  away  an  empire:  404  million 
acres  of  public  land  is  12.8  times  the  slxe  of 
New  York  State.  76  times  the  size  of  Massa- 
chusetts, and  12  4  times  the  size  of  England. 
Your  attention  is  urged  to  the  accompany- 
ing letter  which  has  been  mailed  to  several 
hundred  chambers  of  commerce. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Frank  McQueeW. 

President. 

Malheur-Harnet-Lake  CoUNnta  ' 
Central  Cou»*cil. 
Burns.  Oreg.,  October  10.  1953. 
To  Members  of  the  Chamber  o/  Commerce 
in  the  United  States: 

Referring  to  the  conference  held  by  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United  States 
at  Hotel  St.  Francis,  San  Francisco,  C^lif.. 
September  30,  1953: 

We  were  amazed  that  Mr.  Rlcbard  W. 
Smith,  manager  of  the  chamber's  natural 
resources  committee,  refused  guest  (delegates 
the  courtesy  to  be  heard  after  each  natural 
resources  address  by  the  officers  and  direc- 
tors of  the  chamber  who  used^the  entire 
day  to  generalize  on  the  United  SUtes  cham- 
ber's policies  and  obstruct  diecusaion  on 
the  chamber's  public  land  policy. 

No  criticism  or  debate  was  po8slbl#  on  the 
public-lands  policy  or  the  bitterly  opposed 
cattlemen's  grazing  land  tenancy  bill,  H.  R. 
4023,  the  so-called  public-land  grab  of  404 


million  acres  of  national  forests  and  gracing 
lands  In  the  11  Western  States. 

The  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United 
States  is  speaking  for  Itself  and  it's  board  of 
directors,  not  for  the  public  who  oppose  their 
giveaway  puMlc-lands  policy.  The  panicky 
rush  of  procedures,  crowding  a  2-day  con- 
ference into  10  a.  m.  till  4:16  p.  m.,  was 
obvious  to  the  delegates. 

Guest  delegates  were  nut  given  time  on 
the  official  program  until  4  15  p.  m.  Sensing 
this  unfairness,  very  few  responded;  three- 
fourths  of  the  delegates  and  audience  had 
retired  from  the  conferenw  room;  only  small 
groups  were  on  the  floor.  There  was  no 
debate  on  the  cattlemen's  bill,  so  vital  to 
the  American  public,  the  bill  that  the  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce  of  the  United  States  so 
earnestly  advocated  and  tried  so  hard  to  pass 
through  congressional  committee  and  Con- 
gress, only  to  suffer  defeat. 

The  proposed  amendment  is  the  same  old 
public-land  swindle. 

It  is  a  raw  deal  for  the  general  public  and 
will  give  millions  of  dollars  in  leases  to  pre- 
ferred cattlemen  now  holding  national  for- 
ests and  public -lands  grarlng  permits. 

Mr.  Richard  W.  Smith,  manager  of  the 
chamber's  natural  resource  committee,  wrote 
to  this  Council  of  Natural  Resources  and 
Wildlife  May  11,  1953.  replying  to  our  ques- 
tionnaire letter  of  April  2*'. 

Quote :  "The  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
United  States  will  support  the  stoclonen's 
bill  4023,  based  on  the  following  policy, 
adopted  by  its  membership  years  ago  and 
reiterated  at  our  recent  annual  meeting, 
etc" 

Mr.  Smith's  letter  states  that  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce  of  the  Unite<l  States  was  then 
on  record  as  supporting  bill  4023.  the  cat- 
tlemen's proposed  tenants  land  grab.  Then 
why  the  expensive  conference  to  obtain  opin- 
ion of  the  delegates  from  the  11  Western 
States  on  the  United  States  chamber's  pub- 
lic-land policy?  The  die  was  cast,  the  vote 
had  been  taken.  As  several  hundred  dele- 
gates were  seated,  the  chairman  advised  them 
"there  will  be  no  votes  taken  at  this  meet- 
ing." Why  did  the  Chambrr  of  Commerce  of 
the  United  States  refuse  their  own  western 
delegates  a  vote?  And  neglect  to  say  that 
the  Chamt)er  of  Commer(:e  of  the  United 
States  had  already  voted  to  hand  some  404 
million  acres  of  public  land  to  the  cattlemen 
forever  on  10-year  renewable  leases  at  an 
incredible  low  pasture  rate  of  13  cents  per 
head  per  month  for  Bureau  of  Land  Manage- 
ment lands.     The  chairman  stated: 

"Chamber  of  commerce  delegates  will  be 
allowed  15  minutes  to  speak. 

"Guest  delegates  will  be  allowed  5  minutes 
during  the  general  discussions  after  4:15 
p.  m..  etc." 

It  was  obvious  that  no  criticism  of  their 
sccepted  and  approved  policy  was  being  al- 
lowed beard  at  this  meeting  and  risking 
a  vote  from  the  delegates.  What  a  travesty 
of  public  faith  and  Justice 

The  following  is  authentic  information, 
and  documentary,  and  could  explain  the 
chamber's  incredible  action  trying  to  shove 
bill  4023  through  Congress. 

Laurence  F.  Lee.  president  of  the  United 
States  chamber  in  1952.  is  now  1953  chair- 
man of  the  board  of  directors  and  vice  pres- 
ident and  director  of  the  Fernandez  Co.  in 
New  Mexico,  one  of  the  largest  cattle  and 
sheep  operators  in  the  11  Western  States. 
Floyd  W.  Lee,  his  brother,  is  president  of 
the  Fernandez  Co.  He  is  also  a  member  of 
the  United  States  chamtier's  natural  re- 
sources committee  advisory  as  to  disposal  of 
404  million  acres  of  public  land.  Francis  M. 
Lee,  Harriet  F.  Lee.  and  Harry  F.  Lee  are 
directors  ot  the  Fernandez  Co.,  who  now  own 
permits  or  leases  on  some  70.000  acres  of  New 
Mexico  national  forest  lands  and.  we  under- 
stand, an  inestimable  amount  of  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  lands. 
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Except  under  limited  conditions,  the  pre- 
ferred cattlemen  land-tenancy  bill  4028,  or 
its  amendment,  if  passed  by  Congress,  will 
give  the  Lee  families  noncancellaMe  leases 
forever  for  themselves,  their  heirs  and  as- 
signs, and  the  lawful  right  to  sell  the  public 
land  along  with  their  deeded  or  rented  prop- 
erty, to  the  exclusion  of  the  general  public, 
multiple  users,  and  those  who  wish  to  make 
the  cattle  industry  a  life  business. 

The  11  Western  States  billion-dollar  wild- 
life economy  Is  in  mortal  peril.  Witness  pre- 
ferred cattlemen  passing  resolutions  to  kill 
off  elk,  cows  and  calves,  doer  and  fawns. 
Bill  4023  and  its  amendment  is  a  subterfuge 
to  take  over,  control,  and.  in  practice,  own 
and  cheat  the  public's  use  of  404  million 
acres  of  public  land  and  destroy  a  present 
and  future  recreational  economy  that  is 
irreplaceable. 

The  top-level  cattlemen,  those  few  who 
now  hold  vast  regions  of  public  land,  could 
retard  and  actually  stop  reforestation  of  our 
national  forests,  ruin  the  sustained -yield 
program  now  successfully  in  operation  and 
gradually  slow  down  and  finally  bankrupt 
the  great  sawmills  and  logging  enterprises  In 
order  to  pasture  a  few  more  cows. 

With  an  obvious  public-land  swindle  like 
this,  how  can  the  Chamber  of  Conunerce  of 
the  United  States  Justify  itself  to  support 
land-grab  Mil  4023,  or  lU  amendment,  when 
apparently  Mr.  Laurence  F.  Lee.  chairman  of 
the  chamber's  board  of  directors,  and  his 
brother,  Floyd  W.  Lee,  their  families  afid 
assigns,  are  In  line  to  benefit  more  than  any- 
one we  know  of  in  the  11  Western  States? 

Help  us  to  defeat  th.8  unfair  legislation 
and  the  will  of  a  very  few  men  to  take  bil- 
lions of  future  land-value  dollars  away  from 
the  general  public. 

Frank  McQuEsif, 

President. 

PorrLAKD,  Oaxa..  April  28,  1954. 
Senator  Watwx  Morse. 

Deak  8n:  Please  pardon  the  paper.  I 
couldn't  find  anything  else  handy.  I  have 
Just  finished  reading  Sports  Afield  magazine. 
May  issue.  In  regards  to  the  big  land  grab: 
N.itlonaI  parks  and  forest  reserves  are  owned 
by  the  public,  wcH^h  millions,  and  are  one 
of  the  heritages  left  to  us  by  ovu-  forefathers. 
Kven  if  I  were  willing  to  sell  or  lease  these,  I 
cannot  speak  for  my  grandchildren  or  other 
generations  to  come.  I  have  served  l>oth  in 
World  War  II  and  Korea,  and  I  now  have  four 
children.  Outdoor  camping  and  fishing  is 
our  recreation  and  vacations  as  well.  We 
can't  afford  to  buy  anything  like  this,  so 
please  dont  take  them  sway  or  let  anyone 
post  "no  trespassing"  signs  on  them.  I  am 
in  the  paint  business.  If  I  want  to  start  a 
store  or  go  into  business.  I  have  to  be  able 
to  afford  to^buy  the  things  I  need  and  find 
the  location.  The  cattleman  is  a  business- 
man and  should  stand  on  tils  own  two  feet  as 
well.  Kven  the  meadows  should  belong  to 
the  deer,  etc.  Look  what  happened  to  the 
buffalo.  Please  vote  to  kill  bUl  8.  1491  and 
H.  R.  4033,  also  S.  3M8  and  H.  R.  67S7.  and 
all  other  bills  of  this  nature. 
Sincerely, 

C.  E.  COCRSAW, 

Precinct  149- A. 
P.  8. — Don't  confine  us  to  the  public  parks, 
like  the  Indian  reservation.     There  are  too 
few  of  them. 

PoBTLAMD.  Oxco..  May  22,  1954. 
Hon.  WAvm  Mobse, 

Senate  0.^ce  Building. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
DxAS  8nt:  I  am  very  much  concerned  about 
a  certain  minority  group  which  is  attempt- 
ing to  appropriate  our  public  lands  for  their 
personal  gains  to  the  detriment  of  the  ma- 
jority, by  promoting  the  passage  of  ieglsla- 
Uon  known  as  &.  2648  and  H.  R.  6787. 


I  think  that  everything  within  the  power 
of  our  legislators  should  be  done  to  see  4Jut 
our  public  lands  which  belong  to  all  of  the 
people  of  our  country  always  remains  in  a 
status  which  will  be  of  an  equal  benefit  to 
all  of  the  people  and  not  a  few. 

I,  therefore,  enjoin  you  to  see  that  no  laws 
shall  ever  be  legislated  which  shall  deprive 
all  of  the  people  of  out  country  to  their 
Justifiable  right  to  access  and  eqtud  benefit 
of  our  public  lands. 
Sincerely, 

OEoacs  E.  Ttxeb. 

RESOLunoN  or  Hood  Rivxx  Fakm  BcmzAV. 
Hood  Rivxa,  Oaxc.,  April  26,  1954 

Whereas  the  cattlemen  are  trying  to  have 
a  bill  (Senate  bill  2548  and  House  bill  6787) 
[>as8ed  by  the  United  States  Legislature;  and 

Whereas  the  proposed  grazing  bill.  If 
passed,  would  give  them  Jurisdiction  over  a 
vast  portion  of  the  public  domain  and  the 
same  would  be  closed  to  the  use  of  the  pub- 
lic, the  same  as  the  Bull  Bun  Reserve :  There- 
fore be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  Hood  River  Farm  Bu- 
reau is  opposed  to  the  new  cattlemen's  graz- 
ing bill  as  now  pending  In  the  United  States 
Legialature  as  Senate  bill  2548  and  Hoxise 
bill  6787  and  that  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  sent  to  our  State  ofllce  and  also  to  our 
Representative  and  Congressmen. 

P.  J.  MOHB, 
Cotnmftfee  on  Resolutions. 


CiuzATTE,  Oaxc.,  May  I,  1954. 
Senator  Wayne  Morse. 

Dear  Sn:  We,  the  undersigned,  are  very 
much  concerned  about  an  article  In  the  May 
issue  of  Sports  Afield  concerning  bills  intro- 
duced in  the  83d  Congress.  The  bills  in  qiies- 
tion  are  8.  2548,  introduced  by  Senator 
George  D.  Atkzm,  Republican,  of  Vermont, 
and  H.  R.  6787.  introduced  by  Representative 
Clutohd  R.  Hopk,  Etepubllcan.  of  Kansas. 
We  l>elleve  these  bills  are  detrimental  to  the 
Nation  as  a  whole  and  are  for  the  benefit 
of  the  livestock  industry  only.  This  Is  an- 
other of  the  so-called  giveaway  bUls  that 
have  been  introduced  in  this  session  of  Con- 
gress. If  these  bills  are  made  into  laws,  the 
public  will  be  kept  out  of  our  national  for- 
ests and  some  of  the  favored  few  will  make 
some  money.  We  feel  that  the  Imlk  of  the 
people  should  be  benefited  by  laws  pasted 
in  Congress  and  not  tbe  favored  few.  These 
national  forests  have  been  here  for  a  long 
time  and  have  been  administrated  by  well- 
informed  men  b  to  the  needs  of  otir  forests 
and  wild  game  and  if  the  livestock  people 
get  control  of  them  there  is  no  telling  what 
will  happen.  We  cannot  understand  how 
this  bin  S.  2548  passed  the  Senate,  but  we 
feel  that  Mr.  Eisenhower  should  veto  this 
bill.  We  also  feel  that  the  other  bill.  H.  R. 
6787,  should  be  killed  on  the  House  or  Sen- 
ate floor.  We  also  would  like  to  appeal  to 
you  to  fight  any  other  bill  that  favors  special 
interests.  We  also  woxUd  like  to  ai^>eal  to 
you  to  help  us  to  save  our  beauty  spots  where 
we  can  fish  and  hunt  and  not  have  to  get 
permission  from  someone  who  bought  our 
land  from  the  Government  for  a  few  cents 
an  acre.  In  other  words,  help  tis  to  renew 
our  faith  in  the  people  that  were  selected  to 
run  our  Government. 
V«y  sincerely, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Waloo  E.  Hnx. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Ellsworth  A.  Rxo. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Ltlx  A.  Waltrbop. 

E.  A.  Davis. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  J.  E.  Soma. 

Mr.  Kknt  B.  Rio. 

Mr.  JoRif  E.  Akcvich. 

Cssi'BR.  Wto.,  Augtat  8, 19S4, 
C.  R.  GTrrsBBTUTB. 

North  American  Wildlife  Foundation, 
Washington,  D.  C: 
Advised   Senator   AHsaumr,   Mew   Mexico, 
has  introduced  the  stockmen^  grasing  bill. 
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8.  3648,  ■•  an  unendment  to  S.  9083.  wlileb 
Is  tlM  •dnUidstratUm's  general  farm  blU. 
The  (tf  orta  on  the  part  of  the  part  of  the 
propanents  of  8.  3648  to  lead  OongreM  to 
beUere  that  the,  conaerratlon  organlcattona 
^Tyi  the  qtortamen'a  eluhe  of  the  States  af- 
fected are  In  faTor  of  such  legislation  are 
reptehenslble  and  wUl  be  proven  to  be  C3ii> 
tlrely  false  ]ust  as  soon  as  certification  reao- 
lutkma  can  xeaeh  your  offlee.    The  contro- 
versy crtiA  S.  2848  and  its  oompanion  In  the 
House,  H.  B.  6787,  is  already  establishing  the 
fact  that  the  vast  majority  of  the  people 
throughopt  the  Western  States,  vherein  our 
pubiUe  itfMnff*"  and  most  of  our  national  for- 
ests are  located,  are  fearful  of  any  more 
spedal-ihtsHst  legislation,  and  particularly 
anything  la|frlnglng  on  something  as  vital 
to  our  national  welfare  as  is  oar  national 
foreata;  and  as  a  result,  candidates  for  gov- 
ernor, Congreas.  and  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate who  have  endorsed  this  proposed  legis- 
lation will  find  it  embarrassing  in  trying  to 
Justify  their  actions  to  the  pec^le  through- 
out the  Western  States  who  are  in  position 
to  H'P'^clate  ]\]st  how  valuable  our  national 
forerta  naUy  are^  to  the  Nation's  welfare.    I 
am  forwarding  you  evidence  of  the  fact  that 
every  chapter  of  the  Izaak  Walton  League 
in  Wyoming  and  over  11.000  members  of  the 
Wyoming  Federation  of  Sportsmen's  Clubs 
have  unanimously  gone  on  record  against 
this  and  all  similar  legislation.    Urge  you 
to  make  these  facts  known  to  the  Senate 
oommlttee. 

Ckasubb  E.  PxxsaAix, 
national  Director,  Izaak  WaUon  League 
of  America.  ^ 

Mr.  MORSB.  Ifr.  President.  I  also 
wish  to  rail  particular  attention  to  an 
argumem  which  was  made  in  the  House 
against  a  similar  proposal  by  Hon.  Johk 
P.  SaTidOB  on  July  1,  1954,  and  by  Hon. 
Ln  Mbtcalf  on  Jiily  28,  1954.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  tbat  their  jstatements 
be  printed  in  the  Rkcoro  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ments were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
iBiooKD,  as  follows:  ' 

VaaaiOii  or  AcmxcwrumAS.  Acv  or 
1984  MtoBS  PusTKOi  SnjDT 


(■xtension  of  remarks  of  Hon.  Jobk  P. 
Batiam,  of  Pennsylvania,  In  the  House  of 
Bepresentatives.  Thursday,  J\ily  1, 1954) 

itx.  SATLoa.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  July  29,  an 
amended  version  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1954.  S.  8003,  was  introduced  in  the  Senate 
In  the  form  oC  a  substitute  bill.  I  am  par- 
tleularly  eonoemed  about  a  new  section,  title 
Vm,  that  was  added,  and  which  contains 
the  same  provisions  of  the  natural  forest 
graalng  bill.  8.  2548.  The  amendment  has 
been  printed  as  Senate  Calendar  Mo.  1825. 
and  Is  awaiting  action  in  the  other  body. 

In  my  Judgment,  it  would  be  meet  un- 
fortunate if  that  move  would  deprive  the 
House  of  the  opportunity  to  give  full  oon- 
aideratlon  to  a  piece  of  legislation  to  which 
there  is  such  widespread  public  opposition. 

I  do  not  believe  that  measures  involving 
the  administration  of  abou^^JMO  mUlion  aores 
of  our  national  forest  and  Bahkhead-Jonee 
lands  should  be  rushed  through  in  the  dos- 
ing hotus  of  Congreas  without  proper  con- 
sideration. 

The  gracing  bill,  8.  2648.  as  amended  In 
the  Senate,  has  been  in  the  House  Ag^cul- 
ture  Oommlttee  for  quite  some  time.  Hear- 
ings have  been  held,  and  it  haa  been  dis- 
cussed by  the  committee  members  in  execu- 
tive session.  The  committee  obviously  has 
found  that  the  measure  needs  further  eon- 
sldoation,  or  It  would  have  been  reported 
before  now. 

Practically  an  of  the  national  conserva- 
tion organisations  have  registered  vlgoroxis 
opposition  to  this  leglsUtion.  I  have  a  let- 
ter on  the  graalng   bUl  from  one   of  the 


larger  organisations,  the  Wildlife  Manage- 
ment Institute,  and  wish  to  Insert  the  samf 
as  a  part  of  my  remark!  for  the  inf ormatloa 
of  the  Members: 

WiLBurc  Managkicxnt  Instituts, 

Waahington.  D.  C.  July  30.  1954.  I 
The  Honorable  John  P.  Satlob, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dkab  Conobxssmait  Satlok:  This  response 
to  your  request  far  an  outline  of  tbe  prin- 
cipal objections  of  the  national  conservation 
organizations  to  the  grazing  bill.  S.  2548.  has 
been  condensed  as  much  as  possible.  All  of 
the  following  viewpoints  are  significant  and 
merit  consideration. 

There  is  ^rldespread  public  opposition  to 
this  bUl.  and  that  obviously  Is  the  main  rea^ 
son  that  it  was  not  reported  by 'the  Houae 
committee.  All  of  the  national  conservation 
organisations  opposed  the  original  bill,  and, 
to  our  knowledge,  only  1  national  and  1 
regional  organization  have  endorsed  the 
amended  version.  Several  of  the  State  affili- 
ates of  those  two  organizations  still  aito 
opposing  any  such  legislation. 

1.  8.  2548  is  regarded  as  unnecessary  leg- 
islation. While  it  has  been  changed  to  ap- 
pear of  benefit  to  other  users  of  the  national 
forest  lands,  it  was  tailored  to  meet  tlie 
wishes  of  the  livestock  -organizations.  It 
definitely  will  create,  questionable  legal  com- 
plexities that  could  hamper  efTective  admin- 
istration of  the  national  forest  lands.  More- 
over, it  is  nothing  more  than  a  modlfled 
version  of  earlier  projxieals  for  an  act  that 
were  squelched  by  overwhelming  public  oH- 
Jection.  As  an  Indication  of  the  intention 
of  the  sponsors,  when  tbe  Senate  passed 
S.  2548  Senator  Wxlkex  stated  that  further 
concessions  will  be  sought  next  year. 

2.  The  existing  discretionary  authoritiy 
that  was  granted  by  Congress  under  tlse 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  would  be  re- 
placed by  inflexible  legal  requirements  that 
could  not  foe  altered  to  meet  emergencies 
and  changing  conditions.  Few  people  are 
willing  to  go  along  with  S.  2548  simply  be- 
cause it  is  supposed  to  contain  the  first 
recognition  given  to  other  users.  While 
those  other  users  are  merely  recognized  In 
the  bill,  the  permittees  would  be  given  legal 
rights  in  Uncle  Sam's  acres. 

The  conservation  forces  have  been  battling 
for  years  to  get  discretionary  authority  for 
the  administrative  agencies  that  are  charged 
with  responsibility  of  managing  tbe  natural 
reeources  under  the  ciistodlansblp  of  State 
and  Federal  agencies.  If  the  Secretary  of 
AgrlcultiU'e  were  deprived  of  the  flexible  aa- 
thorlty  that  is  needed  to  meet  emergencies 
and  changing  conditions,  it  would  be  a  seri- 
ous step  backward. 

That  so-called  recognition  Is  embodied  In 
section  11  of  S.  2548,  which  reads:  "In  order 
to  obtain  the  views  and  recommendatloas 
of  the  various  users  of  lands  described  In 
section  1  and  their  resources  on  questloas 
of  policy  involved  in  the  multiple  use  of 
such  lands,  the  Secretary  may  establish  miil- 
tiple-use  advisory  councils:  Provided,  hott- 
ever.  That  such  councils  shall  not  supersede 
or  perform  any  cA  the  functions  of  the  ad- 
visory boards  established  imder  section  18  of 
the  act  of  April  24,  1930  (16  U.  S.  C.  580k )." 
Yes;  8.  2548  provides  that  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  may  appoint  advisory  boards,  bat 
in  view  of  the  many  things  that  he  is  maa- 
dated  to  do  for  the  permittees,  the  position 
of  the  other  users  remains  about  the  san«e. 

3.  The  proposed  appeal  procedure  is  much 
more  complicated  than  at  present.  The  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  is  restricted  unwisely 
and  unnecessarily  in  the  handling  of  appeals. 
A  complex  and  burdensome  procedure  would 
be  made  applicable  to  administrative  actions 
and  decisions.  (The  present  law  provides  for 
appeal  to  the  courts  for  arbitrary  and  ca- 
pricious acts  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary. 
Moreover,  of  the  84,000  administrative  de- 
cisions made  In  the  past  30  years,  only  83 


api>eala  have  been  taken  to  the  Secretary, 
which  is  proof  enough  that  no  chan|e  ts 
needed  in  the  appeals  procedure.) 

4.  One  rather  good  provision  that  appeared 
in  the  original  draft  of  8.  2548,  which  ^ould 
have  required  a  survey  of  grazing  fees,  haa 
been  deleted.  While  the  Forest  Service  has 
the  right  to  conduct  such  a  survey,  the  con- 
servationists would  like  to  have  the  Con(greaa 
rather  than  the  Secretary  see  how  fat  the 
Forest  Service  fees  are  below  the  prevailing 
rates  of  comparable  private  lands,  and  see 
how  ridiculously  low  the  Taylor  grazing  fees 
are  In  relation  to  those  of  the  Forest  Serv- 
ice. 

5.  Perhaps  the  most  important  objection 
is  that  the  Secretary  is  mandated  to  en- 
courage grazing  permittees  to  improve  the 
national  forest  lands.  A  vested  right  Is  es- 
tablished In  the  provision  that  is  ma<|e  for 
compensation  of  the  unused  or  uneagiired 
value  of  such  Improvements  up  to  20  years. 
Many  people  believe  that  this  Is  contrary  to 
the  basic  land  ownership  laws  of  this  foun- 
try.  Permittees  would  be  urged  to  make  fixed 
improvements  to  tbe  property  of  anpther 
(public-owned  lands),  and  would  ttaiereby 
acquire  a  legal  equity  in  tbe  ownership. 
This  also  means  that  congressional  appro- 
priations for  national  forest  land  Improve- 
ments undoubtedly  would  decrease  year  after 
year;  the  Oovemment's  reaponslbllity  irould 
be  shirked  more  and  more  as  time  go4s  on, 
and  the  permittees  would  continue  to  grasp 
a  more  firm  hold  on  precious  watersheds, 
timber  production,  recreational,  and  flsb  and 
game  lands  belonging  to  the  entire  cltlSenry. 

Congressman  Satlok,  we  already  ar^  get- 
ting calls  from  all  parts  of  tbe  country  libout 
the  fact  that  the  grazing  bill  has  been  in- 
cluded In  the  substitute  agricultural  blU. 
S.  3052.  in  the  Senate.  You  have  been  a 
stanch  advocate  of  sound  natural  re«|ource 
management  in  the  public  Interest,  anil  can 
appreciate  the  grave  concern  about  this  last- 
minute  maneuver.  The  conservationists  are 
hopeful  that  this  strategem  will  not  pnevent 
the  Congress  from  giving  full  conside^tion 
to  this  legislation. 
Sincerely, 

C.  R.  OtrrcaictrrR, 

Vice  President, 
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esat 


Stockmen    Grr    Foot    ik    DooawAir 

(Extension  of  remarks  of  Hon.  Lex  MrrcAtv, 
of  Montana,  In  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, Wednesday,  July  28.  1954) 
Mr.  Metcalt.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  attentpt  to 
add  the  revised  version  of  the  so-called  uni- 
form grazing  bill  to  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1954  Is  an  example  of  tbe  evils  of  attaching 
riders  to  bills  that  are  not  directly  concerned 
with    the   subject   matter   of   the   principal 
legislation. 

This  grazing  legislation  has  no  bearing 
whatsoever  on  the  price-support  program. 
Many  proponents  of  high  price  supports  are 
vigorously  opposed  to  the  adoption  of  S.  2548. 
Many  hunters  and  fishermen  from  city  dis- 
tricts who  want  to  Insure  the  farmer  a  cfecent 
minimum  standard  of  living  are  opposed  to 
giving  away  their  rights  on  public  landb  to  a 
handful  of  special  interests. 

The  big  livestock  Interests  who  have  yigor- 
ously  fought  the  whole  farm  prograo^  and 
condemned  It  for  years  are  now  hitching  on 
to  a  price  support  bill  to  try  to  get  their 
foot  In  the  door  and  control  the  public  do- 
main. I  hope  that  responsible  propceienta 
of  the  Agriculture  Act  of  1954  reject  this  at- 
tempt to  make  them  the  vehicle  foi-  the 
enactment  of  bad  and  dangerous  legislation. 
J  also  Include  a  discussion  of  S.  26(48  by 
Michael  Hudoba  in  his  report  from  Waiftilng- 
ton  In  the  July  1954  Issue  of  Sports  ^eld 
magazine :  i 

"STOCKMEN  Orr  FOOT  TH  DOOSWAT 

"The  drive  made  by  certain  groups  of 
stockmen  who  sought  unusually  special  priv- 
ileges for  grazing  on  our  national  forests,  as 
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expressed  in  UlU  H.  R.  4023  and  B.  1491. 
petered  out  when  the  public  raised  a  storm. 
of  protest  to  Osngress. 

"But  following  President  Elsenhower's 
message  to  Congress  on  natural  resoiircee. 
two  bills  were  Introduced  by  tbe  chairmen  of 
the  Senate  and  House  Committees  on  Agri- 
culture. These  bills  sought  to  meet  some  of 
the  stockmen's  demands  for  security  of  ten- 
ure for  livestock  grazing  permits  on  national 
forests. 

"S.  2548  and  H.  R.  6789,  by  Senator  Oeokgk 
AiKKM  (Republican,  Vermont),  Senator  Bd- 
WAKD  Trtk  (Republican.  Minnesota),  and 
Representative  Curroeo  Hon  (BepubUcan. 
Kansas ) .  are  a  considerably  modified  version 
of  the  D'Ewart-Barrett  blll8.  and  have  the 
endorsement  of  the  administration. 

"S.  2548  passed  the  Senate  In  an  even  more 
modified  form,  although  the  majority  of  con- 
servation organizations  strongly  object  to  its 
provisions.  Conservationists  claim  the  pro- 
visions are  unnecessary  since  most  of  the 
proposals  are  already  in  effect  by  order  of  the 
Agriculture  Secretary.  A  particular  objec- 
tion is  against  the  foot-ln-t  he-door  priority 
for  grazlng-permlt  dominailon  of  our  na- 
tional forests. 

"The  Senate  amended  8.  2548  to  eliminate 
the  words  "grazing  uses"  from  the  bill,  and 
substituted  Instead  the  words  "any  occu- 
pancy and  use  of."  ThU  acUon  together 
with  the  change  of  the  bill's  title  would 
make  the  bill  more  of  a  multiple-purpose-use 
deal  for  our  national  forest  lands.  But 
as  you  examine  the  provisions  of  S.  2548,  It 
becomes  clear  that  the  deUills  for  adminis- 
tering this  proposed  law  are  designed  for 
grazing  permit  uses,  and  in  effect  make  graz- 
ing a  priority  use  of  these  lands. 

"The  multlp^i-purpose-use  councils,  which 
the  Senate  put  into  the  bill  to  pacify  the 
public's  conaervatlon  wlahes.  would  have 
representatives  of  the  various  interests  of 
the  national  forests,  such  its  timber,  wild- 
life, recreation,  and  so  on.  But  the  council 
is  not  necessarily  required  by  the  proposed 
law.  and  whether  it  would  lie  set  up  at  all 
is  left  up  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
Even  if  tbe  multiple-pun>3ee-use  council 
should  be  set  up,  there  is  no  provision  for 
expenses  (or  council  members  to  represent 
the  public,  and  the  council  could  not  super- 
sede the  grazing  advisory  boards  established 
under  the  Oranger-Thye  Act. 

"While  S.  2548  states  a  congressional  policy 
that  such  uses  as  grazing,  watershed  con- 
eervatlon,  timber  production,  recreation, 
mining,  and  wildlife  should  be  safegxiarded 
and  given  full  consideration,  it  does  not  spell 
out  this  aim  in  the  detail  for  law  and  ad- 
ministration as  it  does  the  various  provisions 
for  grazing  use. 

"Livestock  permittees  would  be  given  stat- 
utory rights  to  Improve  national  forest  land 
for  grazing  purposes  with  the  consent  of  the 
Agriculture  Department,  and  to  benefit  from 
such  increased  grazing  capacity.  This  could 
Include  fencing  of  the  public  forest  lands, 
and  so  on.  They  would  have  Implemented 
rlghU  for  appeal  In  district  courts  over  dis- 
putes on  grazing  uses  and  rights  on  national 
forest  lands. 

"In  other  words,  while  timber,  recreation, 
and  other  multlple-piu-pose  uses  remain  in 
the  status  of  temporary  permissive  trespass 
use.  the  grazing  right  and  grazing  permit 
occupancy  would  be  implemented  and  bol- 
stered by  law  far  more  thiin  other  public 
Uses. 

•We  suggest  that  you  refer  to  the  May  1954 
Isfue  of  Sports  Afield  for  the  revealing  story. 
It's  Still  Your  Land,  that  tells  about  the 
stockmen's  scheming  that  led  to  these  bills." 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  statement 
which  I  had  prepared  with  reference  to 
S.  2548.  the  grazing  bill,  be  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  RKooao  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 


Tbere  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RscoKD.  as  follows: 

STATUcxirr  rr  Sxwatob  Moass 

It  Is  my  understanding  that  the  State 
afllliatee  of  the  Nstional  WUdllfe  Federation 
in  all  of  the  following  30  SUtes  still  are 
opposed  to  the  amended  grazing  bill,  S.  2548, 
and  that  they  have  wired  protests  to  its 
passage,  and  to  having  it  made  a  part  of  the 
farm  bill,  S.  3062:  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Cali- 
fornia. Colorado,  Connecticut.  Delaware, 
Florida,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana.  Maine,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis- 
sissippi, Nebraska,  New  Hampshire.  New  York, 
North  CaroUna,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma. 
Oregon,  South  CaroUna.  South  Dakota,  Ten- 
nessee. Vtrginis,  Washington,  and  Wisconsin. 

I  believe  that  my  colleagues  from  all  of 
those  States  already  have  received  wires  from 
the  State  federations.  Many  more  of  the 
State  affiliates  of  the  NaUonal  Wildlife  Fed- 
eration, which  passed  that  resolution  so  hur- 
riedly in  Chicago  last  March,  undoubtedly 
would  express  themselves  if  they  knew  of 
this  last-minute  move.  Georgia,  which  is 
not  affiliated  with  the  National  WUdllfe  Fed- 
eration, is  on  record  in  opposition  to  the 
grazing  bill. 

Here  Is  an  Important  Item  in  connection 
With  the  national  forest  grazing  bill,  S.  2548. 
which  has  been  attached  as  a  nder  to  the 
farm  bill,  8.  3052. 

S.  2548  gives  special  privileges  to  the  18.000 
grazing  permittees  who  use  the  national 
forest  lands.  That  la  the  total  number  of 
grazing  permittees  using  the  national  forest 
lands  throughout  the  entire  country. 

According  to  the  Report  of  the  Chief  of 
Forest  Service  for  1963,  there  were  33  million 
recreational  visits  to  the  national  forests, 
9  million  of  which  were  hunters  and  fisher- 
men. 

This  bill  creates  private -property  rights 
In  public-gracing  lands  In  the  national  for- 
ests (sec.  2).  Heretofore,  stockmen  entitled 
to  grazing  privileges  on  these  public-grazing 
lands  have  been  mere  permittees  or  licensees. 
Now  they  are  given  a  property  interest,  not 
merely  in  fixttires  and  equipment  (e.  g., 
fences,  tanks,  etc.)  that  may  be  put  on  the 
land,  but  in  improvements  on  the  land  it- 
self, such  as  stock  ponds,  reseedlng  of  the 
range,  etc..  which  are  inseparable  from  tbe 
land.  These  rights,  according  to  this  blU, 
can  be  inherited  and  devised  and  can,  in  ef- 
fect, be  assigned.  It  cannot  properly  be 
claimed  that  this  legislation  does  not  con- 
fer actual  property  rights  in  public  land. 

Mot  only  are  actual  property  rights  in 
public  land  conferred,  but  this  step  moves 
in  the  direction  of  plaguing  American  pub- 
lic-land administration  with  the  kind  of 
encumbrances  which  have  been  the  bane  of 
public  administration  In  Europe.  Hence- 
forth, our  grazing  and  forest  lands  will  not 
be  pubUc  lands,  but  quasi-public  lands  bur- 
dened with  all  kinds  of  easements,  encimi- 
brances,  etc.  This  is  the  entering  wedge  to 
a  corruption  of  public  title  to  public  lands 
and  looks  toward  small -minority  private 
control  and  ownership  of  these  lands. 

Section  2  (b)  provides  not  only  that  priv- 
Uege  holders  are  to  be  compensated  for  the 
value  of  improvements,  but  that  their  es- 
tates are  to  be  compensated  as  well. 

SMtion  6  (b)  sets  up  a  procedure  to  arbi- 
trate the  public  interest  in  public  lands. 
One  member  of  the  Board  may  be  designated 
by  the  licensee:  yet  tbe  administrating 
agency  (Forest  Service)  cannot  designate  the 
second  member,  wbo  must  be  designated  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture:  tbe  third, 
whose  decision  will  be  controUlng  Is  chosen 
by  these  two:  If  they  cannot  agree  the 
district  court  appoints  the  third  meml>er: 
this  comes  close  to  being  private  arbitration 
for  the  disposal  of  public  property. 

Thereafter  the  biU  provides  for  a  decision 
tjy  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  a  rehearing 
de  novo  by  the  Secretary:  and  review  by  tlie 


district  court.  The  process  is  lengthy,  cum- 
bersome, and  could  wreck  administration. 
Tliere  is  no  provision  in  the  bUl  that  finrttngB 
of  fact  by  the  Secretary,  if  supported  by  sub- 
stantial evidence,  shall  be  condasive  upon 
the  court.  While  there  may  be  doubt  as  a 
matter  of  law  whether  the  court  can  weigh 
the  evidence  under  this  legislation,  protective 
language  should  have  been  included. 

Section  3  prevents  reduction  in  permitted 
livestock  on  the  sole  basis  of  transfer  of  a 
permit.  This  section  is  xinnecessary,  because 
it  merely  states  present  procedtu-e. 

Section  4  says  the  requirements  as  to  base 
properties  shall  be  based  on  ctastomary  local 
practices.  If  this  changes  present  pro- 
cedures, which  Is  doubtful.  It  permits  unde- 
sirable relaxation  of  standards  against  the 
public  interest. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  if  I  stiU 
have  time  in  which  to  do  so,  I  yield 
now  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  State 
of  Oregon  and  all  other  States  in  the 
West  have  in  their  laws  a  provision  that 
when  State  lands  are  leased,  if  ttxe  lessee 
puts  Improvements  upon  the  land,  with 
the  consent  of  the  State  board,  the  lessee 
will  be  recompensed  if  he  should  lose  the 
lease  as  a  result  of  having  the  State  take 
the  lease  away  from  him  or  otherwise 
dispose  of  the  property? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  that  is 
a  common  provision. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  And  that  is  iM"eclsely 
what  we  are  providing  In  this  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  MORSK  I  am  not  Interested  in 
what  prevails  in  the  States  in  regard  to 
the  use  of  State  land.  But  I  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  that  a  telegram, 
I  have  received  from  Cas];>er,  Wyo.,  from 
the  wildlife  group  in  his  State,  shows 
that  that  group  is  unequivocally  opposed 
to  the  position  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming is  talcing  on  the  amendment  in 
respect  to  Federal  land. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
Senate  that  in  this  case  we  are  dealing 
with  a  Federal  policy  in  regard  to  Fed- 
eral lands.  I  do  not  propose  to  have 
the  Federal  lands  in  my  State,  for  ex- 
ample, become  encumbered  by  a  vested 
property  interest  on  ttie  part  of  the  cat- 
tlemen of  the  State  of  Oregon.  I  believe 
that  the  title  to  those  lands  should  be 
kept  completely  clear  for  all  the  people 
of  the  United  States.  Those  lands  are 
not  owned  J)y  Oregon  or  by't^e^atUe- 
men  of  Oregon.  To  the  con trarf;  those 
lands  are  owned  by  the  160  million  peo- 
ple across  this  coiuitry.  So  we  should 
protect  the  title  and  interest  of  all  the 
people  of  the  United  States  in  those 
lands. 

The  Federal  Govemmait  should  pro- 
ceed to  make  on  those  lands  such  im- 
provements as  will  permit  the  best  use 
of  the  lands  by  cattlemen,  by  sheejmien. 
and  by  sportsmen ;  and  then  the  Fedeiul 
Government  should  charge  them  fees 
sufficiently  high  to  reimburse  the  Treas- 
ury of  the  United  States  for  the  cost  of 
the  improvements. 

When  we  follow  that  simple  principle. 
which  I  have  outlined  here  today,  we 
protect  the  interest  of  all  the  people  of 
the  United  States  in  the  public  domain. 
If  we  follow  that  principle  we  will  not 
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to  kt  the  sheepmen  or  the  cattle- 
UKOk  get  tbdr  heads  under  the  public 
dom^  tant,  with  the  result  that,  before 
ve  know  it,  in  a  few  years.  If  there  Is  a 
Seeretary  of  Agriculture  who  exercises 
a  ovridauB  discretion,  we  shall  find  that 
Xkut  piddle  dcrnudn  will  hare  been  en- 
cumbered with  the  vested  rights  kA  per- 
mittees and  lessees.  Under  such  a  situ- 
ation the  general  public  would  be  fenced 
off  their  own  land.  Undni  such  a  situ- 
ation we  shall  not  be  able  to  have  it  used 
for  the  purposes  for  which  the  pubUe 
donain  is  supposed  to  be  used. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  bad  bill.  It 
Is  anotner  giveaway  bilL  It  vi(^tes 
sound  administrative  policy.  It  is  not 
in  the  best  loiw-tinie  interests  of  the 
hf  estodc  men.  It  will  turn  the  public 
against  them.  It  will  sow  seeds  of  re- 
sentment and  conflict  between  and 
amcmg  groups  of  dtlaens.  The  stock- 
men may  criticize  me  today  for  my  op- 
position to  this  bill  but  I  am  convinced 
that  they  will  come  to  see  the  soundness 
of  the  public  policv  for  which  I  am  argu- 
ing. I  dudl  con&iue  to  work  for  legis- 
lation that  will  provide  &tockmen  with 
better  facilities  for  grazing  on  the  pub- 
lic domain  but  I  shall  c<Matinue  to  insist 
that  it  be  done  by  the  Federal  Qovem- 
ment  and  not  by  private  interests.  It 
is  the  only  way  to  keep  the  people's  tiUe 
in  the  public  domain  clear  and  unen- 
cumbered. This  amendment  clouds  the 
title  of  the  public  domain  belonging  to 
an  th^  people. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  announces  Uiat.  a  moment  ago, 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  was  not 
called  to  otder,  because  he  did  not  have 
the  floor;  but  he  was  requested  to  take 
his  seat,  in  the  interest  of  peace  and 
harmony  in  the  Senate.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  HDMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  AnsxasoM]  was  dlsciissed 
in  the  Soiate  on  the  evening  of  August 
4,  as  wrwere  b^lnning  the  debate  on 
the  farm  MIL  At  that  time  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson  ], 
and  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
MnaiAT]  were  in  colloquy  regarding 
which  <tf  ttie  conservationist  groups  were 
in  uppoalllon  to  the  proposed  amend- 
mmt  and  which  ones  were  in  support 
of  it. 

As  a  result  of  that  colloquy,  I  read 
Into  the  BsGCNiii.  as  appears  on  page 
13276  of  the  Hgji^oKi)^  a  list  of  the  con- 
servationist orgttiizatlons  which  oppose 
this  amendment. 

On  the  following  Friday,  I  presented 
for  ^  consideration  of  the  Senate,  and 
fbT;  review  by  it.  telegrams  signed  by  a 
number  of  such  organizations  and  their 
representatives.  Those  telegrams  ap- 
pear on  pages  13537-13538  of  the  Con- 
GMJEssioifAL  Rkcokd  for  August  6.  As  an 
example  of  those  telegrams,  I  now  read 
one  of  them,  as  follows: 

Waskxkqtom.  D.  C.  August  4. 1954. 
Bxfnart  H.  Humphskt, 

Senate  Oglce  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Practieally  all  national  conaervation  or- 
ganlzaUona  atUl  opposing  amended  version 
stockmen's  grazing  bill,  S.  3548.  and  protest 
attaclilng  measure  affecting  administration 
of  aoo  mlllloB  acres  of  national  forest  and 
Bankbead- Jones  lands  as  a  mere  rider  on 


farm  bill.  8.  S063.  Several  State  aflUfeites 
oit  National  WUdllXe  federation  are  stroligly 
In  opposition. 

Forest  Conservation  Society  of  America, 
Spencer  Smith,  Secretary;  Outdoor 
Writers  Association  of  America.  Mtcb- 
ael  Hudoba,  Conservation  Director; 
Izaak  Walton  Leagu?  of  America.  Wil- 
liam Voigt,  Jr.,  Ejceoutlve  Director; 
North  American  Wildlife  Foundation. 
C.  R.  Qutermuth,  Secretary;  Natlpnal 
Parks  Association,  Devereux  Butcher. 
Editor:  Sierra  Club,  Richard  M.  I^n- 
ard.  Director;  Sport  Fishing  Institute. 
R.  W.  Eschmeyer,  Executive  Vice  ♦res- 
ident; Wilderness  Society.  Ho1?ard 
Zahniaer,  Executive  Secretary;  Wlkllife 
Management  Institute  Ira  N.  Galtrlel- 
son.  President.  j 

So,  Mr.  President,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that,  as  the  distinguished  juhior 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  (Mr. 
EkvinI  has  said,  with  the  exception  of 
1  or  2  groups  here  or  there,  the  wild- 
life and  conservationist  groups  of  the 
country  are  almost  unanimously  opposed 
to  adoption  of  the  amendment.  They 
are  opposjed  to  its  adoptim  for  the  rea- 
sons set  forth  by  the  Forest  Conserva- 
tion Society  of  America,  in  the  brief  it 
presented  before  the  committee.  That 
society  made  a  very  powerful  argument 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment,  and 
also  made  a  very  appropriate  analysis 
of  it. 

At  this  time  I  wish  to  rea'd  into  the 
Rbcobd  the  concluding  paragraph  of  the 
statement  by  the  Forest  Conservajtion 
Society  of  America:  ■ 

This  bUl—  I 

The  society  was  referring  to  the 
amendment  at  the  time  when  it  wiis  a 
bill— 

If  enacted,  may  readily  become  an  ent«ring 
wedge  and  be  followed  by  even  more  aggres- 
sive efforts  by  stockmen's  and  otiier  organ- 
izations to  attain  objectives  which  this  bill 
would  not  satisfy.  It  may  be  followed  by 
efforts  of  other  groups  to  obtain  correspond- 
ing advantages. 

Let  us  not  adopt  legislation  that  wculd 
make  it  more  difficult  in  the  long  run  to 
maintain  range  use  as  a  privilege,  rather 
than  as  a  private  right. 

Mr.  President,  the  point  is  that  in  this 
case  a  technical  amendment  which  has 
very  great  i^ractical  application  is  in- 
volved. As  th*  Senator  from  Oregon 
pointed  out  i|idisputably,  these  lands  are 
public  landsi  owned  by  all  the  people. 
Any  one  iwho 'puts  foot  on  them  does  so 
as  a  citizen  with  the  privilege  of  putting 
foot  on  them.  Anyone  who  obtains  per- 
mission to  use  these  lands  obtains  that 
as  a  privilege,  hot  as  a  right. 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Ervin]  is  a  distinguished  jurist, 
and  he  put  his  finger  exactly  on  the 
point.  The  moment  a  licensee  or  per- 
mittee obtains  permission  to  make  im- 
provements in  these  areas,  4  certain 
vested  property  right — either  tangible  or 
intangible— is  thereby  established. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Then  would  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  say  that  under 
the  Taylor  Grazing  Act,  if  an  investment 
is  made,  title  to  the  land  has'  been 
encumbered? 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes,  if  the  Federal 
Government  then  has  to  buy  b^ck  the 
land,  as  this  amendment  provide ;  and 
it  provides  that  the  Federal  Oovem- 
ment  will  have  to  make  compensation  if 
the  licensee's  permit  runs  out;  br  that 
if  the  Federal  Government  wishes  to  re- 
claim the  land,  the  Federal  Government 
will  have  to  buy  it  back. 

In  that  connection,  I  think  the  gnalysis 
made  by  the  conservationist  oiiganiza- 
tions  is  a  correct  one,  in  that  i|  points 
out  that  there  really  is  not  anything  very 
wrong  with  the  way  the  Federal  Oovern- 
ment  is  now  operating  these  lands,  and 
that  there  rests  ^on  the  proponents  the 
burden  of  showing "rlearly  why  the  mak- 
ing of  such  a  change  is  desirably.  Cer- 
tainly there  has  been  no  hue  gnd  cry 
for  such  a  change  from  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  from  conser\tatlonist 
groups,  or  from  any  other  groups  in  the 
country,  except  the  cattlemen  an4  sheep- 
men, who  would  like  to  have  a  Uttle 
better  opportunity  to  go  into  the  public 
domain. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  made  a  very 
telling  point.  He  did  not  say  thf  cattle- 
men and  sheepmen  should  be  ke^t  out  of 
the  Federal  lands;  but  he  said  the  Fed- 
eral Government  should  make  Whatever 
developments  may  be  necessairy  and 
should  make  whatever  Improticmenta 
may  be  necessary,  so  that  titl^  to  the 
lands  will  clearly  remain  in  thelPederal 
Government,  and  so  that  the  right  of  the 
Federal  Government  to  ownership,  con- 
trol, and  use  of  the  lands  is  clear;  and 
then  the  Federal  Government  should 
charge  adequate  license  or  permit  fees, 
to  offset  the  costs  which  may  be  mvolved 
in  making  the  improvements. 

Finally,  Mr.  President,  let  me  point  out 
that  one  person  who  was  mentioned  dur- 
ing the  debate  some  2  or  3  days  ago  as 
possibly  being  in  support  of  the  amend- 
ment is  a  gentleman  from  my  owti  State. 
Mr.  Cliff  Sakry.  He  sent  me  the  fol- 
lowing telegram: 

St.   Paul,   Minn..   August   5,  1954. 
Senator   Hubert    Humphskt, 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C,: 
Minnesota  Conservation  Federation  back- 
ing  you   in  fight  to  defeat  national  forest 
« grazing  bill  from  Aiken  amendment;  to  agri- 
cultural bill.  S.  3052.    Your  work  for  conser- 
vation greatly  appreciated. 

Minnesota  CoNSxilrATiON 
Fedexation,  I 

Executive  Secfetmrg. 

The  PRESroiNG  OFFICERI.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has 
expired. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  Presidepit,  may 
I  have  1  more  minute? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  1  more  minute 
to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

The  PRESIDING  OFPICERt  The 
Senator  from  Minnesota  is  recogiiized  for 
1  more  minute. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
also  submitted  for  the  Record  telegrams 
from  the  Izaak  Walton  League,  the  Wad- 
life  Management  Institute,  and  all  the 
other  major  conservationist  and  wild- 
life groups.  I  think  that  all  Members  of 
the  Senate  must  agree  that  these  groups 
have  at  heart  the  national  interest  in  the 
public  domain  and  in  the  national  forests 
and  the  national  park  lands. 
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I  realise  that  there  may  be  dilTerenees 
of  opinion  regarding  how  far  the  amend- 
ment goes.  Let  me  say  the  amendment 
is  greatly  improved  over  the  way  the 
grazing  bill  previously  read;  there  is  no 
doubt  about  that.  The  amendment  is 
not  now  the  original  so-called  stockmen's 
bill— not  by  the  sUghtest  stretch  of  the 
imagination.  However,  I  do  not  believe 
that  bill,  now  the  pending  amendment, 
should  be  added  to  the  farm  bilL  I  know 
that  grazing  bill  was  once  passed  by  the 
Senate,  but  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives would  not  pass  it.  I  also  know  that 
the  only  way  this  grazing  bill  can  now 
become  law  is  by  being  attached  to  the 
farm  bill,  as  an  amendment,  and  in  that 
way  be  reported  from  conference,  fol- 
lowing the  passage  of  the  bill  here  in  the 
Senate.  But  in  that  way.  the  processes 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  would  be 
circumvented. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  very 
clear  that,  as  has  previously  been  stated, 
the  House  of  Representatives  will  not 
agree  to  such  an  amendment  to  the 
pending  bilL  This  amendment  is  but  an 
effort  to  get  the  so-called  stockmen's  bill 
through  the  back  door. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER,  llie 
Senator's  time  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  (Mr.  AmdeisohI  for  himself  and 
other  Senators. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS,  kr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  4  minutes  for  that  purpose. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  For  the 
purpose  of  a  quorum  call? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    Before  the  vote. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  advised  that  that  cannot  be 
done.  All  time  must  be  yielded  before 
a  quonun  call  can  be  had. 

Mr.  THYE.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.    Mr.  President.  I  sug- 
^^gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  still  has  24 
minutes,  and  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
has  29  minutes. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Am  I  to  understand 
I  cannot  yield  4  minutes  for  the  purpose 
of  calling  a  quorum  if  I  desire  to  do  so? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  advises  the  Senator  Uiat  it  is  im- 
possible to  tell  how  much  time  would  be 
required  for  a  quonun  call. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  said  I  would  yield 
not  to  exceed  4  minutes.  If  a  quorum 
is  not  obtained  in  4  minutes,  I  shall  ask 
that  the  order  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  It  must  be  by  unanimous 
consent. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.   I  am  sure  there  will 

be  no  objection   if   the  Senator   from 

T     Louisiana  desires  it  that  way.     Let  us 

proceed   in   the  manner  he  desires.    I 

certainly  will  not  object. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  ttiat  there  be  a 
quorum  call. 

The  .PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  to  be  divided  how?  . 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     Equally. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  sug- 
gestion is  made  that  there  be  a  quorum 


call,  and  that  the  time  be  divided  equally. 
Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  the  Secretary  will  call  the  rolL 
The  legislative  clerk  preceded  to  call 
the  rolL 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  srield  15  minutes 
to  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
am  opposed  to  the  pending  amendment 
for  three  reasons. 

First,  it  is  bad  legislative  procedure. 
During  my  service  in  the  Congress.  I 
always  have  opposed  major  riders  which 
were  not  germane  in  any  sense  to  the 
pending  biU.  Everyone  knows,  of  course, 
that  granting  a  limited  number  of  stock- 
men more  Uberal  grazing  permits  and 
some  vested  rights  in  the  national  for- 
ests has  nothing  in  the  world  to  do  with 
a  price-support  bill  for  farmers.  I  am 
a  Uttle  surprised  that  the  distinguished 
patrons  of  the  flexible  support  bill — the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  AiKn ]  and  the  distingui^ed  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  AHitnsoNl — 
should  be  willing  to  hazard  the  main 
provision  of  the  bill,  which  was  adopted 
by  the  Senate  after  a  bitter  fight  by  a 
majority  of  only  four,  and  by  a  similar 
narrow  margin  in  the  House,  by  adding 
an  extraneous  Forest  Service  bill  which 
will  be  fought  again  in  the  House,  even 
if  the  House  conferees  accept  it. 

I  do  not  know  whether  they  will  accept 
it.  It  may  be  tied  up  for  a  long  time. 
Even  if  they  do  accept  it,  the  issue  will 
be  raised  again  on  the  floor  of  the  House, 
because  all  the  conservation  agencies  of 
the  Nation  have  become  aroused,  and 
they  will  fight  the  provision. 

What  better  excuse  will  the  90-percent 
rigid  supporters  of  the  House  have  for 
voting  against  the  conference  report 
than  their  opposition  to  the  forest 
amendment? 

I  am  surprised  that  Senators  who  are 
so  eager  to  see  Congress  adopt  a  flexible 
support  program  are  willing,  in  the  clos- 
ing days  of  the  session,  to  hazard  the 
entire  program  with  some  extraneous 
matter. 

The  second  reason  I  am  opposed  to  the 
amendment  is  that  the  Senate  never  de- 
bated the  bill.  How  did  it  pass?  It 
pasaed  by  unanimous  consent,  when  not 
more  than  a  handful  of  Senators  were 
present  on  the  floor.  There  was  no  de- 
bate and  no  recorded  vote. 

The  Senate  had  been  lulled  into  a  feel- 
ing of  false  seciu-ity  about  the  bill  by  the 
published  report  that  it  had  the  endorse- 
ment of  the  National  Wildlife  Federa- 
tion. 

We  now  find  that  a  director  of  that 
organization  in  New  Mexico  went  to  one 
of  the  Western  States  with  an  official  of 
the  Federation  from  Wa^ington.  and 
the  two  of  them,  at  a  meeting  held  out 
there,  put  through  a  certain  resolution. 
That  action  has  since  been  overwhelm- 
ingly refuted.  We  have  telegrams  in 
Washington  today  fnun  at  least  30  State 
units  of  the  same  organization  repudi- 
ating the  action  taken  last  q;)ring  at  that 
western  conference. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.Prcs- 
Ident.  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  know 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  would  never 
make  a  statement  that  was  not  abso- 
lutely correct.  When  the  bill  was  be- 
fore  the  Senate  there  was  debate  on  it. 
I  know  I  asked  a  dozen  questions  my- 
self, and  4  or  5  or  6  other  Senators  en- 
gaged in  debate  at  the  time  the  bill  was 
before  the  Senate.  I  know  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  would  not  want  to  give  a 
wrong  impression  about  the  Wll.  Ther« 
is  in  the  Rcooto  a  consideraUe  amount 
of  debate  on  the  bilL 

Ml.     ROBERTSON.    Mr.     President, 

the  Senator  from  Vinrlnia  will,  of  course, 
accept  the  statement  of  his  diigtiTigumvfti 
friend  from  Colorado.  The  statement  o( 
the  junior  Senator  from  Virginia  was 
based  on  what  he  read  in  the  Raooa*. 
namely,  the  statement  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Idaho  IMr. 
Weueki],  who  asked  that  the  action  of 
the  Senate  be  reconsidered  on  the  ground 
that  only  a  handful  (a  Senators  werw 
on  the  floor  when  it  passed  the  Senate, 
and  that  there  was  no  adequate  d^Mtte 
on  it. 

The  point  has  been  made  that  the 
House  has  not  had  an  opportunity  to 
consider  the  new  biU.  The  House  has 
considered  the  new  biU.  It  has  held  two 
separate  hearings  on  the  new  bilL  The 
House  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry  has  refused  to  report  the  new 
bill.  It  is  tied  up  in  committee.  An  the 
committee  members  are  against  it.  AH 
the  Members  of  the  House  who  are  in- 
terested in  the  conservation  of  our  nat- 
ural resources  are  against  the  bill. 

What  is  involved?  Nine  miUion  people 
a  year  use  our  175  miUion  to  180  million 
acres  of  national  forests.  Bghteen  thou- 
sand stockmen  have  grazing  permits.  I 
do  not  claim  that  the  stockmen  are  any 
more  selfish  than  people  in  Virginia  or 
anywhere  else.  However,  anyone  who 
acquires  an  interest  in  public  property 
wants  to  use  that  interest  to  the  fullest 
advantage  permitted  by  the  law.  Cer- 
tainly the  stockmen's  association  Is  no 
eleemosynary  institution.  During  the  21 
years  I  have  been  in  Congress  ttiey  have 
been  constantly  pressing  us  for  more  and 
more  use  of  the  public  domain,  particu- 
larly the  national  forest  They  have 
brought  it  to  the  point  where  the  game  is 
gone  and  the  water  supply  is  imperiled. 
The  Taylor  Grazing  Act  was  passed  in 
an  effort  to  control  the  situation. 

The  stockmen  came  back  this  year  and 
asked  for  more  than  was  included  in  the 
first  Anderson  bill.  The  Senator  frmn 
New  Mexico  could  not  get  that  bill 
through,  so  he  cut  them  down  some  more 
in  the  amendment.  There  is  no  question 
that  this  is  just  suiother  wedge,  that  the 
stockmen  will  be  back  for  more,  and  that 
they  will  keep  coming  back  for  more. 

I  do  not  criticize  the  stockmen  for 
wanting  to  get  the  fullest  use  for  them- 
selves, but,  as  I  say.  they  are  fOr  private 
property  with  two  capital  "P's."  Our 
duty  is  so  to  regulate  the  natural  re- 
scurces  which  belong  to  the  people  that 
the  people  may  get  the  fullest  enjoyment 
from  them. 
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The  pennlUees  would  have  the  jlght  to 
build  waterfaoles  and  to  improve  the  for- 
est grazing  ranges.  As  the  distinguished 
Senator  frc»n  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Bbvxv]  has  pointed  out,  the  amendment 
would  give  stockmen  a  vested  right  in 
public  property.  11  we  let  them  go  into 
the  forests,  and  the^  build  waterholes 
and  otherwise  improve  the  land,  we  idiall 
never  get  them  out  again. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  said  that  he  had  very  carefully 
provided  in  the  amendment  that  no  one 
could  overrule  the  decision  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  with  respect  to  the 
national  forests.  However,  we  do  place 
a  restriction  in  the  bill  on  his  manage- 
ment which  tiesT  his  hands. 

That  is  why  conservation  organiza- 
tions throughout  the  Nation  have  ad- 
vised us  that  in  their  opinion  if  this  bill 
is  passed  the  Qovemment  will  lose  its 
control  and  management  of  t^e  vast  for- 
est areas  in  the  West. 

The  proper  procedure  in  coimection 
with  this  legislation  is  to  handle  it  in  the 
way  it  has  started,  namely,  by  a  separate 
bill  jn  the  House  and  in  the  Senate.  We 
should  stick  to  that  method  of  legisla- 
tion. We  passed  the  bill,  as  I  said,  in 
amended  form  on  the  call  of  the  calen- 
dar. The  House  has  refused  to  pass  the 
bill. 

We  can  wait  until  next  year,  when  we 
can  develop  more  testimony.  Then  we 
can  frame  a  bill.  If  we  want  to  give 
stockmen — 18,000  of  them  as  against  the 
twrniftiin  of  pecvle  who  want  to  use  the 
national  forests — ^this  additional  privi- 
lege, we  can  do  so. 

However.  Mr.  President,  it  would  be  a 
great  mistake,  in  my  humble  opinion,  for 
us  to  adopt,  in  the  closing  days  of  this 
aesdon.  an  amendment,  as  a  rider  to  the 
farm  WH,  which  would  imperil  the  agri- 
cultural bUl,  without  giving  the  craiser- 
vation  organizations  an  opportunity  to 
be  heard.  The  Senator  trom.  Minnesota 
has  furnished  a  long  list  of  organizations 
which  are  opposed  to  the  amendment, 
including  the  Izaak  Walton  League,  all 
the  State  game  departments  in  .the  East. 
and  nearly  all  the  units  of  the  National 
Wildlife  Federation. 

I  do  not  wish  unduly  to  delay  a  vote  on 
the  amendment.  I  hope  very  much  that 
it  will  not  be  adopted. 

Tlie  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Andkrson]  for  himself  and 
other  senators,  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  rise 
to  oppose  the  amendment  o£Fered  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico.  I  believe 
the  adoption  of  the  amendment  would 
set  an  extremely  dangerous  and  harm- 
ful precedent.  The  amendment,  as  I 
read  it,  would  give  to  the  sheepmen  and 
cattlemen  of  the  West,  at  least  by  im- 
plication, a  vested  claim  to  the  public 
lands,  and  it  would  be  extremely  dllfi- 
cult  to  get  rid  of  it.  I  thoroughly  agree 
with  the  proposal  of  the  distinguished 
Junior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  that  in  order  to  make  these 
lands  available  as  fully  as  possible  to 
the  largest  number  of  persons,  the 
Government  should  build  water  holes  or 
Other  improvements  which  are  so  neces- 


sary to  ttie  conduct  of  the  grazing  lands 
and  charge  the  necessary  fees  to  the 
grazing  expenses. 

Bfy  second  objection  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
is  that  it  would  open  the  door  to  similar 
or  equally  dangerous  procedures  with 
regard  to  our  timber  lands  and  our  other 
natural  resources,  which  belong  not  to 
only  a  small  group  of  persons,  but  to 
160  million  people  of  the  Nation. 

We  in  New  York  hold  a  forelt  re- 
serve of  approximately  2  million  acres. 
We  would  not  think  of  giving  anyone  the 
right  to  make  improvements  on  that 
land  with  the  understanding  that  they 
would  receive  reimbursement  if  they 
were  later  divested  of  the  use  of  the 
land.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  State  of  , 
New  York  may  not  divest  itself  of  even 
a  few  acres  without  a  referendum  of 
all  the  people  of  the  State. 

Finally.  Mr.  President,  I  have  a  very 
strong  feeling  that  this  amendment  has 
absolutely  no  place  in  the  farot  bill. 
It  bears  no  relationship  whatsoever  to 
the  subject  which  we  have  been  discuss- 
ing for  the  past  5  days.  It  merely 
complicates  matters.  It  is  a  rider, 
purely  and  simply.  Let  us  not  fool  our- 
selves. It  is  not  an  amendment;  it  is  a 
rider.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  it  1$  con- 
sidered proper  and  advisable  to  consider 
the  subject  at  all,  it  should  be  the  subject 
of  an  entirely  separate  bill  to  which 
Congress  can  give  consideration  with 
reference  to  all  the  implications,  nil  the 
threats,  all  the  possibilities  of  the  bill, 
and  reach  a  decision. 

For  the  reasons  I  have  stated,  Mr. 
President,  I  oppose  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  New  York 
has  expired. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  10  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  Barrktt]. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  Presideat.  we 
have  heard  that  the  provisions  of  this 
amendment  would  grant  a  vested  right 
to  the  permittee.  The  Senator  f  roto  New 
York  [Mr.  Lehman]  has  just  finished 
saying  that  he  is  fearful  that  if  these 
privileges  are  granted,  the  permittee  can 
never  be  divested  of  the  lands. 

I  invite  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
f£u;t  that  in  subsection  (b).  on  page  2,  it 
is  provided  as  follows: 

(b)  To  further  promote  and  encourage 
the  construction  and  maintenance  of  such 
range  Improvements  the  Secretary  sh^U  pro- 
vide by  rules  and  regulations  for  conipensa- 
tlon  to  such  privilege  holders  or  tlielr  es- 
tates for  the  loss  of  the  value  of  such  Im- 
provements. 

On  page  3.  subsection  (d)   provides: 

(d)  The  value  of  any  Improvement  as  de- 
termined under  subsection  (b)  or  (a)  shall 
not  excee<|  its  replacement  cost,  less  a  per- 
centage thereof  commensurate  with  the  ex- 
pired portion  of  its  normal  life.  The  normal 
life  of  any  Improvement  shall  be  detet^lned 
tmder  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Sacretary 
and  shall  not  exceed  20  years. 

How  under  the  sun,  could  anyone  con- 
tend that  a  person  could  never  be  di- 
vested of  his  privileges  or  rights  when  the 
amendment  itself  sets  a  limitatioa  of  20 
years. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  con- 
tended a  while  ago  that  vested  rights 


were  provided  for  in  this  amendment. 
In  the  Western  States  the  States  them- 
selves own  thousands  upon  thousands  of 
acres  of  land.  The  lands  are  used  gen- 
erally for  grazing  purposes.  They  are 
leased.  In  every  one  of  the  Western 
States  there  is  a  provision  of  law  iden- 
tical with  the  provision  found  in  this 
amendment,  a  provision  whereby  the 
lessee,  if  he  builds  fences  on  the  land,  if 
he  puts  reservoirs  or  dikes  on  the  land, 
will  be  recompensed  for  the  replacement 
cost  of  those  improvements  if  the  State 
takes  the  lease  away  from  hioft  or  if  he 
disposes  of  the  improvements  io  a  third 
person. 

That  is  precisely  what  this  amendment 
would  provide. 

I  invite  the  attention  of  Sonators  to 
the  fact  that  more  than  100,000  such 
leases  are  in  existence  in  the  Western 
States  and  never  in  any  one  of  those 
States  has  the  question  of  vested  rights 
been  raised.  No  court  has  ever  held  that 
the  permittee  or  the  lessee  acquired  a 
vested  right  under  those  provisions  of 
State  law.  That  is  precisely  what  would 
happen  here. 

We  have  before  us  an  amendment 
which  pro];x>ses  to  write  into  law  the 
regulations  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, and  particularly  of  the  Forest 
Service,  which  have  been  in  force  for  a 
long  period  of  years.  How  anyone  could 
be  opposed  to  writing  into  law  the  rules 
and  regulations  of  that  Dtpartment 
is  beyond  me.  If  a  man  is  opposed  to 
writing  into  the  law  the  rules  by  Which 
these  lands  can  be  used,  he  certainly 
favors  a  government  by  men  rather  than 
a  government  by  law.  That  is  precisely 
the  situation  which  is  before  Us. 

The  p>oint  has  been  raised  that  permit- 
tees can  make  improvements  on  these 
lands.  Of  course  they  can.  As  I 
pointed  out  a  while  ago,  in  the  past  10 
years  they  put  up  $4  million  for  those 
improvements. 

The  Chief  of  the  Forest  Service  has 
indicated  that  it  would  requi{»  $100  mil- 
lion to  improve  the  forest  ranges  in  the 
West.  Bear  in  mind  that  we  are  not 
talking  alxiut  national  paifks.  That 
question  has  been  brought  into  the  de- 
bate a  great  many  times  this  liftemoon, 
but  whoever  makes  the  assettion  that 
this  amendment  refers  to  national  parks 
has  not  thoroughly  read  the  amendment. 
because  that  is  simply  not  the  ease.  But 
the  Chief  of  the  Forest  Service,  who  ap- 
proves the  amendment,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  and  the  Biu-eau  of  the 
Budget,  representing  the  executive  arm 
of  the  Government,  have  approved  it  be- 
cause they  Icnow  it  will  require  upward 
of  1 100  million,  over  a  period  of  years,  to 
improve  the  ranges  so  that  the  people 
can  have  a  greater  grazing  caipacity  for 
their  livestock,  so  that  the  recreational 
uses  of  the  national  forests  can  be  en- 
hanced, and  so  that  the  States  of  the 
West  will  have  a  right  to  develop,  to 
grow,  and  to  prosper  as  have  States  in 
the  East,  where  there  has  been  no  such 
reservation  of  lands  as  there  has  been 
in  the  West. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  iMr.  Rob- 
ertson] made  a  point  of  the  fact  that 
there  are  no  public  lands  in  Virginia. 
That  is  precisely  so.  When  Virginia 
came  into  the  Union,  it  would  not  give 
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1  acre  of  public  domain  to  the  Federal 
Government.  On  the  other  hand,  in  the 
State  of  Wyoming,  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment owns  52  percent  of  all  the  lands  in 
the  State.  Consequently,  we  need  legis- 
lation which  will  give  our  people  the 
right  to  pursue  their  work,  tlieir  avoca- 
tions, their  industries,  and  their  busi- 
nesses under  a  system  of  law.  I  say  that 
the  proposed  legislation  is  wholly  rea- 
sonable in  every  way. 

It  does  not  grant  to  the  permittees  any 
advantages  which  they  do  not  have  at 
present,  save  and  except  the  one  provi- 
sion that  if  they  expend  their  own  money 
on  improving  Federal  lands,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
they  will  be  protected  in  that  permission 
for  a  period  not  to  exceed  10  years;  and 
if  they  lose  the  land,  their  successors  in 
interest  will  be  obliged  to  compensate 
them  for  the  replacement  value  of  the 
improvement,  less  the  depreciated  value 
over  a  period  of  10  years. 

All  we  are  seeking  is  fair  play.  The 
States  of  the  West  have  seen  fit,  over  the 
past  50  years,  to  write  into  their  statutes 
language  giving  to  the  lessees  of  State 
lands  precisely  the  same  rights  as  are 
provided  in  the  bill.  Such  provisions 
have  worked  quite  satisfactorily  over  the 
years  so  far  as  State  property  is  con- 
cerned. Certainly,  there  is  no  reason 
why  such  a  provision  cannot  be  dealt 
with  in  the  same  fashion  so  far  as  Fed- 
eral lands  are  concerned. 

It  seems  to  me  that  there  is  no  reason 
to  believe  that  the  language  or  the  im- 
plications of  the  amendment  would 
justify  anyone  in  contending  that  a  vest- 
ed or  property  right  in  Federal  lands  is 
given  to  the  permittees. 

There  is  one  other  provision  in  the 
amendment  which  is  new  and  different 
from  existing  regulations,  namely,  the 
provision  that  if  and  when  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  acts  in  a  capricious  man- 
ner or  contrary  to  law.  a  record  can  be 
made  and  an  appeal  taken  to  the  courts, 
to  require  the  Secretary  of  AgricultvuY 
to  follow  the  law.  I  carmot  conceive  of 
any  Senator  being  opposed  to  in.suring 
to  an  American  ciUzen  the  right  to  his 
day  in  court. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  amendment  Ls 
sound  and  proper,  and  that  it  should  be 
adopted.  I  can  see  no  reason  why  the 
Senate  should  reverse  the  position  which 
it  took  a  month  or  6  weeks  ago. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  1  minute  to 
the  distingxiished  Senator  from  Vermont, 
to  enable  him  to  make  clear  whether  the 
Forest  Service  has  given  full  approval 
to  the  bill. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  night  be- 
fore last  I  received  a  communication 
from  Mi.  McArdle,  Chief  of  the  Forest 
Service,  saying  that  he  had  heard  re- 
ports throughout  the  country  to  the  ef- 
fect that  the  United  SUtes  Forest  Serv- 
ice did  not  favor  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico.  Mr. 
McArdle  said  that  if  I  heard  any  such 
reports.  I  could  state  specifically  that  the 
Forest  Service  was  absolutely  behind  the 
amendment. 

In  fact,  the  amendment  is  the  result 
of  a  cooperative  effort  by  the  United 
States  Forest  Service,  the  real  wildlife 
and  conservation  veofiit  of  the  coun- 


try, and  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry.  It  Is  an  excellent 
amendment. 

Mr.  ET  .LENDER.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  mjrself  1  minute. 

I  assisted  in  drafting  the  original  bill, 
as  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  IMr. 
Barrxtt]  has  just  stated.  That  bill  was 
passed  by  the  Senate  and  is  now  before 
the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture  for 
consideration.  The  only  difference  be- 
tween the  law  as  now  administered  and 
the  amendment  is  that  the  amendment 
empowers  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
to  promote  and  encourage  the  construc- 
tion and  maintenance,  by  permittees,  of 
fences,  range-water  facilities,  range  re- 
seeding,  and  so  forth.  That  function  Is 
now  carried  out  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. In  my  judgment  the  plan  en- 
visioned in  the  pending  amendment  will 
save  the  Government  much  money  and 
will  encourage  a  wider  use  of  our  public 
lands. 

I  maintain  that  no  vested  rights  in 
lands  are  conveyed  by  virtue  of  the 
amendment.  I  repeat,  the  same  rights 
as  are  obtained  now  under  existing  law 
will  be  obtained  by  the  permittee  under 
the  pending  amendment  if  adopted. 
The  only  additional  right  conveyed,  as 
I  see  it.  is  the  right  of  permittees  to 
build,  at  their  own  expense,  waterholes 
and  fences,  under  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  It  is  my 
belief  that  the  amendment  should  not 
be  considered  in  coimection  with  the 
pending  bill. 

A  bill  similar  to  the  pending  amend- 
ment was  passed  by  the  Senate  4  or  5 
weelcs  ago.  and  is  now  before  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  has 
expired. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  myself  an 
additional  half  minute. 

The  fact  that  the  House  has  not 
acted  on  the  bill  makes  me  beUeve  that 
the  House  is  opposed  to  it.  It  strikes 
me  that  it  would  be  only  an  idle  gesture 
for  the  Senate  to  adopt  the  amendment 
at  this  time,  in  the  hope  that  the  House 
would  agree  to  it.  For  that  reason,  I 
shall  vote  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  won- 
der if  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Elixrimi]  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  (Mr.  AMDEaaoHl  would  yield  back 
the  remainder  of  their  time,  so  that  I 
may  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  EIX£NDER.  I  yield  the  remainder 
of  my  time. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  the  rest  of 
my  time. 

The  PRBSIDINd  OFFICER.  All 
time  is  yielded  back. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  (Mr.  AirvtxsoMl  for  himself 
and  other  Senators,  to  the  committee 
ameodment 

Itf .  AIKEN.  I  ask  for  the  yeaa  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  tlARTIN.  I  suggest  the  abeenoe 
of  a  quorum. 


The  PRESIDINO  OFTCCER.  Tht 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Bowrlnc 

Brlcker 

Bridges 

Burke 

Bush 

Butler 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Case 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Crlppa 

EMrksen 

Bouglas 

Duff 

Oworshak 

Ellender 

Ervln 

Ferguson 

Ful  bright 

Oeorge 

OlUette 

Ooldwater 


Oore 

Orecn 

Hayden 

HendrtckWQ 

Hennlngs 

Hlckenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson.  Oolo. 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kennedy 

Kerr  • 

Knowland 

Ruchel 

Linger 

Lehman 

Lennon 

Lont 

Magnuson 

Malons 

Martin 

Maybank* 

McCarran 


McCarthy 

McClellan 

MUtlkln 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Meely 

Pastor* 

Payns 

PotUr 

Reynolds 

Robertson 

Russell 

SaltonstaQ 

Sohoeppel 

Smathen 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Stennls 

Bymlngtoa 

Thys 

Upton 

Watklna 

Welker 

Wiley 

WtUUm 

Toung 


The  PRESIDING  OlViCJLU.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Akdirsom]  for  himself 
and  other  Senators,  to  the  amendment 
of  the  committee.  The  yeas  and  naye 
have  been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call 
the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Pui- 
TKLLl  is  absent  on  official  business.  The 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flawdos]  is 
necessarily  absent. 

On  this  vote.  Uie  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont (Mr.  FLandebsI  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  frtmi  Alabama  (Mr.  Sfaskmaw). 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  (Mr.  FLAHOcael  irould  vots 
"yea,"  and  the  Senator  from  Alabsm» 
[Mr.  SfabkmamI  would  vote  "nay." 

If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Puktku.]  would  vote 
"yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  BtbsI.  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  (Mr.  Chavce). 
the  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  DamxklI, 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  (Mr. 
Kn.Goul.  and  the  Senator  fnnn  Mon- 
tana (Mr.  MAMsnxu)!  are  detained  on 
official  btisineas. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  IMr. 
EastlahvI.  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
(Mr.  PuASl.  and  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama (BCr.  Sfaucmav]  are  neoeeearUf 
absent. 

I  announce  further  that  on  this  vote 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  (Mr.  Bruoi' 
MAM]  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  (Mr.  FLAvonal.  If  invsent 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
would  vote  "nay."  and  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  would  vote  "yea." 

I  announce  also  that  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr, 
Srsol.  the  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr. 
DaioklI  ,  and  the  Senator  from  Weet  Vir- 
ginia IMr.  KzLoOBs]  would  eaoh  vote 
-nay." 
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The  result  was  annomieed— yeas  45, 
nays  41.  as  follows: 

TBAS— ftS 


li 


Alkm 

ZMilDKn 

IfeCuran 

Andenon 

Dwoiahalc 

McCarthy 

nnrreU 

Fersuson 

llUllkin 

BeaU 

^Joldwatcr 

Uundt 

Bennett 

Bayden 

Payne 

Bowrlns 

Bendrlcketm 

Reynolds 

Brlrsktf 

HlckenIo(9er 

Raltonstall 

BridCM 

Schoeppel 

Bush 

Ivee 

Smith,  llalna 

BuUer 

Jeziner 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Capehan 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Thye 

carlaon 

Knowland 

Upton 

Case 

Kuchel 

Watklns 

CordOD 

Xlalone 

Welket 

Crlppa 

Ifartln 
HAYS— 41 

Williams 

Burke 

Hiunphrey 

Monroney 

Clement* 

Jackson 

If  one 

CkJoper 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Mxirray 

Johnston.  8.  C 

.  Neely 

Duff 

KefaUTCT 

Pastor* 

KUender 

Kennedy 

Potter 

Bnrin 

Kerr 

Bobertson 

Pulbrlgbt 

Langer 

BusseU 

George 

I/ehman 

Smathera 

OUlette 

Xjennon 

Btennls 

Oore 

Long 

Symington 

Gtreen 

Magniison 

Wiley 

Maybank 

Toung- 

Hill 

McClellan 

HOT  VOnHO— 10 

Byrd  t 

Flanders 

PurteU 

Cbmym- 

Frear 

Danlel 

Kllgore 

Kutland 

llansfleM 

So  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Anoxkson  for  himself  and  other  Sena- 
tors to  the  amendment  of  the  committee 
was  agreed  to.  '}■ 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  vote  just  taken  be  rectmsidered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  move  to  lay  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont  on 
thetabte. 

The  motion -to  lay  on  the  table  was 
•greed  to. 

Mr.  YOCTNa.  Mr.  President,  to  the 
eommittee  amendment.  I  offer,  on  be- 
half of  myself  and  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  New  York  (Mr. 
Ivasl,  the  amendment  which  I  send  to 
fhe  desk.  I  request  the  immediate  con- 
tidCTatlon  of  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDINO  O^nCER.  The 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment will  be  read. 

Mr.  YOUNO.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  is  a  rather  long  one.  If 
there  is  no  objection.  I  ask  that  the 
reading  of  the  amendment  be  dispensed 
with  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without, 
objection,  the  reading  of  the  amend- 
ment will  be  dispensed  with;  and.  with- 
out objection,  the  amendment  will  be 
printed  in  the  Rkoosd. 

The  amendment  submitted  by  Mr. 
Yoxmo.  on  behalf  of  himself  and  Mr. 
Ivas,  to  the  committee  amendment,  is 
as  follows: 

On  page  30,  between  lines  19  and  30,  insert 
the  foUowlng: 

"Sac.  310.  (a)  Section  332  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Adjxistment  Act  of  1988.  as  amended 
(7  U.  8.  C.  1332),  la  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"  'Sk.  332.  Not  later  than  Jul;  1  of  each 
calendar  year,  the  Secretary  shall  determine 
and  proclaim  the  acreage  allotment  for  the 
crop  of  wheat  to  be  produced  in  the  next 
calendar  year.' 


"(b)  Section  S33  of  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
jiMtanent  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  d.  8.  C. 
1333),  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  'Sac.  333.  The  acreage  allotment  for  any 
erc^  of  wheat  shall  be  that  acreage  In  the 
c<»iunerclal  wheat  producing  area  wbkh,  on 
the  basis  of  the  average  yield  for  wDeat  In 
such  area  during  the  5  calendar  yeats  Im- 
mediately preceding  the  calendar  year  In 
which  such  allotment  is  determined.  ad- 
Justed  for  abnormal  weather  conditioas,  will 
produce  an  amount  of  wheat  in  eucb  area 
which  the  Secretiuy  determines  will,  together 
with  wheat  produced  in  the  United  States 
outside  the  commercial  wheat  producing  area 
and  wheat  Imported,  make  available  a  sup- 
ply for  the  marketing  year  beginning  in 
the  next  calendar  year,  equal  to  the  formal 
supply.  The  acreage  allotment  for  wheat 
shall  not  be  less  than  50  million  acr«s.' 

"(c)  Subeections  (a)  and  (b)  of  tection 
334  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938.  as  amendW  (7.  U.  S.  C.  1334).  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"'(a)  The  acreage  allotment  for  wheat. 
less  a  reserve  of  not  to  exceed  1  percent 
thereof  for  apportionment  as  provided  In 
this  subsection,  shall  be  apportioned  by  the 
Secretary  among  the  States  in  th«  com- 
mercial wheat  producing  area,  on  the  basis 
of  the  aggregate  acreage  seeded  for  the  pro- 
duction of  wheat  In  the  counties  In  the 
State  included  In  the  commercial  wheat  pro- 
ducing area  during  the  5  calendar  years 
immediately  preceding  the  calendar  year  In 
which  such  acreage  allotment  is  determined 
(plus,  in  applicable  years,  the  acreige  di- 
verted under  prevloxis  agricultural  Adjust- 
ment and  conservation  programs),  with  ad- 
justments for  abnormal  weather  corvdltlons 
and  for  trends  In  acreage  during  such  period. 
The  reserve  acreage  set  aside  herein  for 
apportionment  by  the  Secretary  shall  be 
used  to  make  allotments  to  counties.  In 
addition  to  the  county  allotments  made 
imder  subsection  (b)  of  this  section,  on 
the  basis  of  the  relative  needs  of  the  counties 
for  additional  allotment  because  of  reclama- 
tion and  other  new  areas  coming  into  the 
production  of  wheat  during  the  5  calendar 
years  ending  with  the  calendar  year  in  which 
the  acreage  allotment  for  the  comaiercial 
wheat  producing  area  is  proclaimed. 

"  '(b)  The  State  acreage  allotmerjt  for 
wheat,  less  a  reserve  of  not  to  exceed  3  per- 
cent thereof  for  apportionment  as  provided 
in  subsection  (c)  of  this  section,  shall  be 
apportioned  by  the  ^Bfccretary  amoag  the 
counties  in  the  State  Included  within  the 
commercial  wheat-producing  area,  en  the 
basis  of  the  acreage  seeded  for  tt^  c  production 
of  wheat  during  the  five  calendar  years  im- 
mediately preceding  the  calendar  yfear  In 
Which  such  acreage  allotment  Is  determined 
(pliis,  in  applicable  years,  the  acreage 
diverted  under  previous  agricultural  adJuBt- 
ment  and  conservation  programs),  with  ad- 
justments for  abnormal  weather  conditions 
and  trends  In  acreage  during  such  period  and 
for  the  promotion  of  soil  conservatioa  prac- 
Uoes.' 

"(d)  Section  335  of  the  Agrlcultuml  Ad- 
justment Act  of  1838,  as  amended  (7  V.  S.  C. 
1335),  is  amended: 

"(1)  By  striking  out  of  the  first  sentence 
of  subsection  (a)  the  words  'a  national  mar- 
keting quota  shall  be  In  effect'  and  Iniertlng 
in  lieu  thereof  'marketing  quotas  shall  be  in 
effect  in  the  commercial  wheat-producing 
area':  and 

"(2)  By  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing new  subsection : 

"'(e)  If  the  average  acreage  seeded  tor  the 
production  of  wheat  In  any  State  durltig  the 
3  calendar  years  immediately  preceding  the 
calendar  year  in  which  the  national  market- 
ing quota  is  proclaimed  Is  150.000  a«res  or 
less,  the  Secretary,  in  order  to  promote  effi- 
cient administration  of  this  act  and  the  Agri- 
cultural Act  of  1949,  may  deslgnat*  such 
State  as  outside  the  conunerclal  whegt- pro- 


ducing area  for  the  crop  with  reapect  to 
which  such  quota  is  proclaimed:,  Provided, 
That  any  group  of  three  or  more  contiguous 
counties  In  a  State  Included  In  thf  commer- 
cial wheat-producing  area  may  b»  excluded 
from  such  area  If,  after  investigfation.  the 
Secretary  determines  that  80  percept  or  mora 
of  the  farms  producing  wheat  In  such  con- 
tiguous group  of  counties  In  the  l|wt  year  of 
the  immediately  preceding  5  calendar  years 
produced  wheat  from  13  acres  or  less.  No 
farm  marketing  quota  shall  be  applicable 
with  respect  to  any  such  crop  of  wheat  on 
any  farm  in  any  State  or  county  so  deslg- 
n-»t«-d  or  excluded.  Notice  of  any  9uch  desig- 
nation or  exclusion  shall  be  published  In  th« 
Federal  Register.' 

"(e)  Section  338  of  the  Agrlciglturai  Ad- 
justment Act  of  1938.  as  amended  (7  U.  8.  O. 
1336) .  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  'Sec.  336.  Between  the  date  of  the  la« 
suance  of  the  proclamation  provided  for  In 
section  335  (a)  and  July  2$,  th«  Secretary 
shall  conduct  a  referendxmi,  by  secret  ballot, 
of  farmers  who  would  be  subject  to  market- 
ing quotas  to  determine  whether  luch  farm- 
ers favor  or  oppose  such  quotas.  If  more 
than  one-third  of  the  farmers  voting  in  the 
re'erendum  oppose  such  quotas,  the  Secre- 
tary shall,  prior  to  the  effective  d$te  of  such 
quotas,  by  proclamation  sxispend  the  opera. 
tion  of  marketing  quotas  with  respect  to 
wheat.' 

"(f)  Part  m  of  title  m  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  aitiended.  ia 
amended  by  striking  out  the  word  'na- 
tional' whenever  it  apfiears  therein. 

"(g)  The  amendments  made  b^  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  effective  with  respect  to  the 
1956  and  succeeding  crops." 

On  page  21,  line  14.  after  "Sxd.  201."  in- 
sert "(a)." 

On  page  21.  following  section  201  (a),  in- 
sert the  following; 

"(b)  Section  101  (d)  of  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949  (7  U.  8.  C,  sec.  1441  (d))  U 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  It^ereof  the 
following  new  paragraph: 

"'(7)  Where  a  State  or  county  Is  desig- 
nated or  excluded  under  section  335  (e)  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1B38.  aa 
amended,  as  outside  the  commerttlal  wheat- 
producing  area  for  any  crop  of  wheat,  tba 
level  of  price  support  for  wheat  to  cooper- 
ators  in  such  State  or  county  for  such  crop 
of  wheat  shall  be  75  percent  of  tbe  level  of 
price  support  to  cooperators  in  the  com- 
mercial  wheat-producing   area.'"' 

On  page  25.  between  lines  8  and  7,  Inaert 
the  following: 

"Sec.  206.  Section  408  (b)  of  tke  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1949  (7  U.  8.  C,  sec.  1428  (b)) 
Is  amended  by  inserting  'or  wkeat'  altar 
'com,'  and  by  Inserting  'or  wheat-produc- 
ing' after  'corn-producing.' " 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  is  a  very  important  one,  and 
I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  all  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  to  it  The  amend- 
ment would  establish  a  commercial  and 
noncommercial  area  for  wheat,  as  we 
have  had  for  many  years  in  the  case  of 
com. 

The  amendment  Is,  as  I  havie  already 
said,  submitted  on  behalf  of  msrself  and 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Ives],  to  the  committee 
amendment.  I  am  very  happy  to  be  as- 
sociated with  the  Senator  from  New 
York  on  the  amendment. 

This  amendment  has  the  support  of 
the  administration.  j 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  aSk  unan- 
imous consent  that  a  letter  from  Mr. 
McConnell,  the  Administrator  of  the 
Commodity  Stabilization  Servlae,  be  read 
at  the  desk.    Although  I  have  differed 


greatly  with  Mr.  McCkmnell  on  many 
problems  relating  to  agriculture.  I  think 
he  is  one  of  the  finest  and  most  honor- 
able men  in  the  Government  service. 
He  is  a  very  honest,  sincere,  and  capable 
person. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  letter  wiU  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  resul  as  follows: 
Untted  Statxb 

DETARTICnrr  op  ACKICT7T.TT7BS, 

COMMODrrr  9rABix.iZATioN  Sxavicx. 
Washingtcm.  D.  C.  August  10.  1954. 
Hon.   MU.TON   R.   Totnf<:. 

Unitfd  States  Senate. 

DcAS  SxNAToa  TotTNc:  I  understand  that 
you  have  prepared  amendments  to  S.  3052, 
which  would  place  the  wheat  program  on  a 
commercial  area  basis  similar  to  corn.  As 
you  know,  the  bill  passe<i  by  the  House  (H.  R. 
9680)  contained  a  similar  but  Inadequate 
provision  In  that  it  would  have  excluded 
from  the  conunerclal  area  but  a  few  of  the 
States  which  are  not  engaged  In  the  conuner- 
clal production  of  wheat.  Specifically,  It 
would  have  excluded  only  Louisiana,  Florida, 
and  the  six  New  England  States. 

I  feel  that  I  should  expieas  to  you  the 
views  of  the  Department  in  regard  to  the 
problem  of  the  establishment  of  a  commer- 
cial wheat-producing  erea.  In  general,  we 
are  taking  the  position  that  a  commercial 
wheat-producing  area,  properly  established, 
would  not  only  result  In  a  sounder  wheat 
program  but  effect  substantial  savings  in  the 
administration  of  acreage  and  marketing 
controls  and  price-support  operations.  We 
have  given  conslderablt?  study  to  this  prob- 
lem and  have  explored  («veral  possibilities  as 
to  what  areas  should  be  Included  In  a  com- 
mercial  wheat-producing  area. 

On  the  basis  of  otir  studies,  it  appears  that 
a  practical  breaking  point  between  commer- 
cial and  noncommercial  wheat-producing 
States  would  be  an  average  State  wheat  acre- 
age of  approximately  ISO.OOO  acres.  In  addi- 
tion, it  would  be  desirable  to  exclude  from 
States  within  the  cominerclal  area  groups  of 
contiguous  counties  in  which  80  percent  or 
more  of  xJxt  farms  produce  15  acres  or  less  of 
wheat. 

A  commercial  wheat-producing  area  deter- 
mined on  this  basis  would  exclude  17  States 
entirely  and  addltlonul  counties  in  other 
States  within  the  commercial  area.  The 
States  and  coimtles  so  excluded  would  com- 
prise areas  In  which  wheat  is  produced  on 
small  farms  primarily  lor  livestock  feed.  It 
Is  the  view  of  the  Department  that  It  is  un- 
necessary and  undesirable  to  subject  wheat 
producers  in  these  feed  wheat -producing 
areas  to  the  rigid  controls  required  under 
existing  legislation.  Bstabllshment  of  a 
conunerclal  wheat- producing  area  would  en- 
able these  feed-wheat  producers  to  raise 
wheat  free  of  marketing  quotas  and  other 
restrictions,  and  thereby  provide  more  ade- 
quate feed  In  the  arefis  which  In  the  past 
have  not  produced  sufBdent  feed  to  meet 
local  requirements. 

Sincerely  yours. 

J.  S.  McComrxu., 

AdwiinUtrator. 

Mr.  YOtmO.  Mr.  President,  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  Mexico,  the 
former  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  has 
been  on  the  floor  continuously  all  day, 
but  left  the  Chamber  momentarily.  Be- 
fore he  left  he  asked  me  to  advise  the 
Senate  that  he  favoi-s  this  amendment. 
He  WiU  be  back  shortly. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  statement? 

Mr.  YOUNG.     I  yield.  I 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr. 
Patrk  in  the  chair).  How  much  time 
does  the  Senator  desire? 


Mr.  IVES.  It  is  not  worth  considering 
the  amount  of  time  I  shall  take. 

I  simply  want  to  state  that  I  am  de- 
lighted to  be  associated  with  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  North  Dakota 
in  offering  this  amendment.  To  use  a 
very  trite  expression,  it  is  a  definite  step 
in  the  right  direction.  I  do  not  know 
how  much  benefit  it  will  be  to  New  York 
State,  but  I  do  know  that  it  can  do  no 
harm.  Whatever  it  does  do  will  be  all  to 
the  good.  It  is  a  very  sound  approach,  a 
very  just  approach.  I  think  it  should 
be  approved  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  the 
House  approved  an  amendment  similar 
to  this,  which  would  exempt  States  pro- 
ducing less  than  2,500  acres  of  wheat. 

By  that  amendment,  all  the  six  New 
England  States  would  be  eliminated, 
plus  Florida  and  Louisiana. 

This  amendment  would  eliminate  any 
State  planting  less  than  150,000  acres. 
It  would  eliminate  the  six  New  England 
States,  plus  New  Jersey,  Daiaware,  West 
Virginia,  South  Carolina.  Florida, 
Georgia.  Alabama,  Mississippi.  Arkanssis, 
Louisiana,  Iowa,  Wisconsin.  Arizona,  and 
Nevada — 20  States  in  all. 

In  these  20  States  there  has  been  an 
average  production  of  wheat  of  1,044,656 
acres  for  the  past  5  years.  Under 
their  wheat  allotment  for  next  year,  for 
these  States,  there  will  be  680.270  acres. 
That  is  the  total  acres  in  the  United 
States  that  would  be  exempt  from  wheat 
quotas,  with  an  average  production  of  a 
little  over  18  million  bushels. 

It  would  exempt  92.574  farmers  in  the 
Nation  from  the  harsh  provisions  of  the 
wheat  quota  law,  and  I  think  rightly  so. 
A  farmer  who  produces  15  or  20  acres  of 
wheat,  mostly  for  feed  purposes,  cer- 
tainly should  not  be  subjected  to  quotas 
and  all  the  penalties  that  go  with  them. 
For  example,  even  though  a  farmer  has 
only  20  acres  of  wheat,  if  he  exceeds  his 
quota  he  cannot  sell  that  wheat  without 
a  severe  penalty,  he  cannot  feed  it  to  his 
livestock  without  a  severe  penalty. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  YOUNG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Would  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  agree  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  that  another 
justice  which  would  flow  from  this 
amendment  would  be  to  take  out  of  na- 
tional referendum  those  farmers  who  are 
not  particularly  concerned  with  the  com- 
mercial production  of  wheat  and  to  per- 
mit f utiu-e  decisions,  from  the  standpoint 
of  wheat  and  dairy  farms,  to  be  made  by 
the  areas  and  the  farmers  in  which 
wheat  is  a  major  product  and  which  are 
naturally  commercially  interested  in  the 
production  of  wheat? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  That  is  correct.  I 
think  most  small  farmers  in  the  States 
affected  usually  produce  a  different  type 
of  wheat.  They  produce  a  feed  wheat 
in  place  of  a  bread  wheat. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  The  problems  con- 
fnmting  the  producer  of  wheat  in  New 
York  State  for  feed  purposes,  and  the 
problems  confronting  a  commercial  pro- 
ducer of  wheat  ixi  Nmth  Dakota  or  South 
Dakota,  are  mtirely  difl«rent.  and  there 
is  no  reason  that  their  ballots  should  be 
commingled  in  a  national  referendum 


looking  to  the  establishment  of  a  wheat 
quota. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  That  is  correct.  I  do 
not  maintain  that  this  is  a  perfect  bill. 
Neither  do  I  imderstand  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  contends  it  is  a  perfect 
bill.  It  was  drawn  up  with  a  representa- 
tive of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
with  a  member  of  my  staff  and  the  Sen- 
ate Legislative  Counsel. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  YOUNG.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  had  not 
intended  to  take  a  position  on  this  be- 
cause I  did  not  know  enough  about  the 
particular  bill  which  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  was  introducing.  I  have 
had  the  feeling  that  dividing  the  wheat 
acreage  into  commercial  and  noncom-  . 
mercial  States  and  coxmties  would  be 
advantageous  not  only  to  the  wheat 
counties  but  also  to  some  of  us  in  the 
Eastern  States  who  find  the  measuring 
of  acreage  to  be  more  a  nuisance  than 
anything  els^.  I  have  just  been  in  con- 
versation with  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, Mr.  Benson,  and  while  he  does  not 
claim  that  this  may  be  the  perfect  solu- 
tion to  our  problem,  he  believes  that  it 
would  be  to  the  advantage  of  the  Senate 
to  approve  the  amendment  which  is  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Vermont. 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota. 

Mr.  CASE.  As  I  understand,  the  pro- 
gram for  this  year  and  frtnn  now  on, 
imder  the  existing  law.  also  contem- 
plates cross-compliance. 

Mr.  YOUNO.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  that  not  another  rea- 
son it  would  be  advantageous  to  ttMse 
areas  that  would  be  excluded  from  the 
commercial  wheat  area  to  be  reUeved  of 
the  requirements  of  the  present  law  in 
that  respect?  If  they  should  stay  under 
the  present  law,  they  would  suffer  the 
penalties  of  cross-compliance  tmder 
other  crops. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  That  is  correct,  yea. 
It  would  relieve  them  of  most  of  that 
penalty. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  State  of  North 
Dakota  we  have  only  one  commercial 
com  coimty.  My  faHh  is  in  a  noncom- 
mercial area.  In  the  c<nnmercial  area 
we  presently  have  90-percent  support  for 
com.  In  the  noncommercial  area  the 
support  level  is  75  percoit  of  the  90  per- 
cent, or  67  >^  percent  The  same  thine 
would  ain>ly  to  wheat. 

If  the  support  level  on  wheat  in  the 
commercial  area  is  90  percent  of  parttj. 
the  support  level  in  the  noncommercial 
area  would  be  75  percent  of  that,  or 
67  V^  percent. 

We  who  live  in  the  noncommercial 
com  area  of  North  Dakota  are  very  hap- 
py with  the  situation.  On  my  own  farm 
we  produce  about  250  acres  of  com  a 
year.  We  feed  aU  of  it  We  have  no  in- 
terest in  the  price-support  program  for 
com  and  do  not  care  to  come  under  It 
I  assume  that  most  of  the  small  Wheat 
producers  in  the  eastern  part  of  tht 
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United  eutes  and  elsewhere,  who  pro- 
duce wheat  almost  entirely  for  feed  par- 
poses,  would  Just  as  soon  be  out  from 
under  the  severe  penalties  In^x^sed  hy 
quotes. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Do  the 
Sraator  f  rran  North  Dakota  and  the 
Senator  frmn  Vermont  yield  back  the 
remainder  of  their  time? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  do  not  have  control  of 
the  time.  

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  In  view 
of  the  unanimous-consent  agreement, 
does  the  S^iator  from  Texas  yield  back 
the  remainder  of  his  time? 

Mr.  YOUNO.  Unless  some  other  Sen- 
atcHT  carea  to  speak  on  the  amendment, 
I  yield  back  my  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  back  my  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  having  been  yielded  back,  the  ques- 
tion is  xna.  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  ny  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota [Mr.  ToTTNC]  for  himself  and  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ivbb]  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HECKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  call  up  my  amendment  desig- 
nated "7-21-54-A." 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  state  the  amendment. 
Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa  desire  the 
amendment  to  be  read  in  full? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  amend- 
ment is  of  S(»ne  length  and.  unless  there 
is  objection.  I  ask  that  the  amendment 
be  printed  in  the  Rkcord. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  amendment  is  rather 
long,  the  Senator  from  Iowa  asks  that 
the  reading  of  his  amendment  be  dis- 
pensed with  and  that  it  be  printed  in 
the  Bbcokp.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amend- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rxcots,  as  follows: 

On  page  80,  strike  out  Unes  16  tlirouglx  23. 
and  Insert  In  Itou  thereof  the  following: 

"Sac.  601.  Par  the  purpose  of  encouraging 
and  promoting  the  marketing  of  agricultural 
products  of  the  United  States  and  assisting 
American  fanners,  processors,  distributors, 
and  exporters  to  adjust  their  operations  and 
practices  to  meet  world  conditions,  the  Sec- 
retary, of  Agriculture  shall  acquire  Informa- 
tion regarding  the  competition  and  demand 
foK  United  States  agricultural  producta.  the 
marketing  and  distribution  of  said  producta 
In  foreign  ooimtrles  and  shall  be  responsible 
for  the  Interpretation  and  dissemination  of 
such  Information  In  the  United  States  and 
Shan  make  Investigations  abroad  regarding 
tt»e  factors  affecting  and  Influencing  the  ex- 
i»ort  of  United  States  agricultural  producta. 
and  shaU  conduct  abroad*  any  other  activities 
Including  the  demonstration  of  standards  of 
quality  for  American  agrlctUtural  producta 
for  which  the  Department  of  Agriculture  now 
has  or  In  the  futxire  may  have  such  stand- 
ards, as  be  deems  necessary.  Nothing  con- 
tained herein  shall  be  construed  as  prohibit- 
ing the  Department  of  Agriculture  from  con- 
ducting abroad  any  activity  for  which  au- 
thority now  exlBto. 

"Skc.  603.  (a)  To  effectuate  the  carrying 
out  of  the  purposes  of  this  title,  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agrtcult\ire  Is  authorized  to  appoint 
such  personnel  as  he  determines  to  be  neces- 
sary and,  with  the  oonc\irrenoe  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  to  assign  such  personnel  to 
service  abroad,  and  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture may  place  not  to  exceed  8  positions 


In  grade  16  and  3  In  grade  17  of  the  General 
Schedule  of  the  Classlflcatlon  Act  of  1049,  as 
sunended,  In  accordance  with  the  standards 
and  procedxires  of  that  act  and  such  pesl- 
tlons  shall  be  In  addition  to  the  nuinher 
authorized  in  section  505  of  that  act. 

"(b)  OOlcers  or  employees  assigned  or  Ap- 
pointed to  a  post  abroad  pursuant  to  this 
title  shall  have  the  designation  of  A^ldul- 
tural  Attach^  or  other  titles  or  deslgnatlans, 
which  shall  be  Jointly  agreed  to  by  the  Seflre- 
tary  of  State  and  the  Secretary  of  Agrlcult«re. 

"(c)  Upon  the  request  of  the  SecretarJ  of 
Agriculture,  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  leg- 
ularly  and  officially  attach  the  officers  or  tm- 
ployees  of  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture  to  the  diplomatic  mission  of  the 
United  States  in  the  country  In  which  stich 
officers  or  employees  are  to  be  assigned  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  shall  ob- 
tain for  them  diplomatic  privileges  and  Im- 
munities equivalent  to  those  enjoyed  by  for- 
eign Service  personnel  of  comparable  ranlc 
and  salary. 

"(d)  The  President  shall  prescribe  regu- 
lations to  Insure  that  the  Ofllcial  activities 
of  persons  assigned  abroad  under  this  title 
are  carried  on  ( 1 )  consonant  with  United 
States  foreign  policy  objectives  as  defined  by 
the  Secretary  of  State;  (2)  In  accord aince 
with  Instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture with  respect  to  agricultural  mat- 
ters; and  (3)  In  c(X)rdinatlon  with  other  rep- 
resentatives of  the  United  States  OoT«rn- 
ment  in  each  country,  under  the  leadership 
of  the  Chief  of  the  United  States  Diplomatic 
Mission. 

"Sic.  608.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
may,  under  such  rules  and  regulatione  as 
;  may  be  prescribed  by  the  President  or  his 
designee,  provide  to  personnel  appointed  or 
assigned  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Un- 
der this  title  or  other  authority  allowances 
and  beneflta  similar  to  those  provided  by 
title  IX  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  lft46. 
Leaves  of  absence  for  personnel  under  this 
title  shall  be  on  the  same  basis  as  is  pro- 
vided for  the  Foreign  Service  of  the  United 
States  by  the  Annual  and  Slclc  Leave  Act  of 
1961  (5U.  S.  C.  2061). 

"Sic.  604.  (a)  The  reporte  and  dispatches 
prepared  by  the  officers  appointed  or  as- 
signed under  thLi  title  shall  be  made  avail- 
able to  the  Department  of  State,  and  «iay 
be  made  avallHble  to  other  Interested 
agencies  of  the  Oovemment.  and  the  agri- 
cultural reporta  and  dispatches  and  related 
agricultural  Information  produced  by  cffl- 
cers  of  the  Foreign  Service  shall  be  avall»ble 
to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

"(b),  The  Secretary  of  State  is  authorized 
upon  request  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture to  provide  office  space,  equipment,  fa- 
cilities, and  such  other  administrative  serv- 
ices as  may  be  required  for  the  personnel 
affected  by  this  title.  The  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture is  authorized  to  reimburse  or  ad- 
vance funds  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
such  services. 

"Szc.  606.  Provisions  in  annual  appropria- 
tion acta  of  the  Department  of  State  facili- 
tating the  work  of  the  Foreign  Service  of  the 
ynlted  States  shall  be  applicable  under  r»les 
and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President 
or  his  designee  to  activities  pursuant  to  this 
Utie. 

"Sec.  606,  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
may  make  rules  and  regulations  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  title  and  may 
cooperate  with  any  department  or  agency  of 
the  United  States  Government,  State,  Terri- 
tory, or  possession  or  any  organization  or 
person.  In  any  foreign  country  where  cus- 
tom or  practice  requires  payment  in  advance 
for  rent  or  other  service,  such  payment  qiay 
be  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture. 

"Szc.  607.  (a)  For  the  fiscal  year  1955  so 
much  of  the  Department  of  State  and  t>e- 
partment  of  Agriculture  unexpended  bal- 
ances   of    appropriations,    allocations,    and 


other  funds  employed,  held,  used,  atallablo. 
or  to  be  made  available.  In  connectl^  with 
the  functions  covered  by  this  title  i  as  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  or  the 
Congress  by  appropriation  or  other  law  shall 
determine  shall  be  trnnaferred  to  of  estab- 
lished in  accounts  under  the  control  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  and  there  are 
hereby  authorized  to  be  established  slich  ad- 
ditional accounts  as  may  be  neces4ary  for 
this  purfxwe. 

"(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  to  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture such  amounta  as  may  be  necessary  for 
the  purpose  of  this  title. 

••(c»  For  the  fiscal  year  1956  fund^  which 
become  available  for  the  purposes  of  this 
title  may  be  expended  under  the  provisions 
of  law,  including  current  appropriation  acta, 
applicable  to  the  Department  of  State:  Pro- 
vided. That  the  provisions  of  section  671 
(d|  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  IMS.  as 
amended,  with  respect  to  the  source  of  pay- 
ment for  Foreign  Service  officers  and  em- 
ployees shall  not  apply  to  peraoDdel  em- 
ployed under  this  title.  Obllgatlens  In- 
curred by  the  Department  of  State  prior  to 
September  1.  1954.  with  respect  to  functions 
affected  by  this  act.  shall  be  paid  ftfom  ap- 
propriations available  to  the  Departaaent  of 
State. 

"Sec.  608.  Nothing  in  this  title  dhall  be 
construed  to  affect  personnel  employed  by 
or  funds  available  to  the  Foreign  Optrationa 
Administration  or  programs  conducted  un- 
der its  authcM-lties." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  How 
much  time  does  the  Senator  yield 
himself? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield  to  my- 
self 15  minutes,  or  so  much  thereof  as 
I  may  need. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  an  amendment 
providing  for  the  appointment  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  with  certain 
cooperation  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
of  agricultural  attach^  at  our  Various 
missions  abroad.  The  history  of  the 
proposal  is  that  in  the  House  till,.  H.  R. 
9680,  title  V,  subtitle  A,  there  is  set 
forth  at  some  length  provision  |or  the 
selection  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
of  attaches  at  our  various  missions. 
That  was  considered  in  connection  with 
other  provisions  of  the  bill  by  the  Senate 
committee,  but  in  the  House  bill  there 
were  found  certain  provisions  whUch  we 
thought  perhaps  did  not  quite  m^t  the 
needs  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
as  to  the  appointment,  classlflcatlon. 
and  activities  of  these  attach^. 

Therefore,  the  Senate  committee,  on 
page  36,  title  VI.  section  601,  Inserted  a 
very  short  provision  for  agricultural  at- 
taches for  two  purposes;  namely,  to  es- 
tablish approval  of  the  agricultural 
attache  principle,  and  at  least  to  place 
the  section  in  conference  for  the  purpose 
of  making  any  needed  improvements  of 
the  provision  in  the  House  bill.       i 

The  committee  went  further  ahd  au- 
thorized some  of  Its  members,  of  whom 
I  am  one,  to  attempt  to  work  with  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  De- 
partment of  State  on  the  provisions  of 
the  House  measure,  which  are  set  out  at 
considerable  length  and  detail,  to  carry 
out  the  general  Idea  of  the  members  of 
the  committee  and  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  the  Department  of  State 
on  this  subject. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  El- 
lender  1  has  been  interested  In  this  sub- 
ject.   I  have  asked  him  to  cooijerate.  and 


he  has  done  so.  I  have  asked  him,  li 
he  will,  after  such  cooperation  and  ex- 
amination, to  state  whether  he  is  satis- 
fled  with  the  amendment.  I  shall  not 
ask  him  to  so  state  at  the  moment,  but 
he  is  in  the  Chamber,  and  I  will  appreci- 
ate his  cooperation. 

I  should  like  to  explain  in  just  a  few 
words  what  the  amendment  would  do. 

This  amendment  would  substitute 
specific  and  detailed  provisions  concern- 
ing appointment  of  an  agricultural  for- 
eign service  for  the  very  general  provi- 
sion therefor  contained  in  the  commit- 
tee amendment.  In  general  this  amend- 
ment provides  for  Uie  appointment  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  officers 
and  employees  to  conduct  abroad  such 
activities  as  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture deems  necessary  to  encourage  the 
marketing  of  agricultural  products  of 
the  United  States. 

Section  601  of  the  amendment  sets 
out  its  purpose,  to  conduct  abroad  ac- 
tivities deemed  necessary  to  encourage 
the  marketing  of  agricultural  products 
of  the  United  States. 

Section  602  provides  for — 

(a)  Appointment  of  personnel.  In- 
cluding 8  additional  positions  in  grade 
16  and  2  in  grade  17  of  the  general 
schedule  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949, 
the  compensation  for  which  corresponds 
to  that  provided  Foreign  Service  person- 
nel; 

(b)  Designation  of  such  personnel  by 
titles  agreed  to  be  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture: 

(c)  Their  attachment  to  United  States 
diplomatic  missions  and  their  diplomatic 
privileges  and  Immunities;  and 

(d)  Regulations  to  insure  that  their 
activities  will  be  carried  on  consonant 
with  United  States  foreign  policy  objec- 
tives, with  Instructions  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  and  with  other  activities 
of  the  mission  to  which  they  are  at- 
tached. 

Section  603  authorizes  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  under  rules  prescribed  by 
the  President  to  pnivide  personnel  ap- 
pointed under  this  title,  or  under  other 
authorization — such  as  i>ersonnel  work- 
ing abroad  on  dlsea.se  or  pest  control — 
allowances  and  benefits  similar  to  those 
provided  by  title  IX  of  the  Foreign  Serv- 
ice Act  of  1946,  which  includes  quarters, 
cost  of  living,  travel  commissary,  med- 
ical expenses,  and  so  forth,  and  to  pro- 
vide personnel  appointed  under  this  title 
with  leaves  of  absence  on  the  same  basis 
as  provided  for  Foreign  Sarvice  person- 
nel. 

Section  604  provides  for  making  the 
reports  of  such  personnel  available  to 
other  agencies  of  the  Government  and 
for  agreements  with  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  office  space  and  services. 

Section  605  provides  for  nr>airine  ap- 
propriate provisions  of  State  Department 
appropriation  acts  applicable  to  activ- 
ities under  this  title. 

Section  606  authorizes  appropriate 
regulations,  cooperation  with  Federal. 
State,  local,  and  private  agencies  or  In- 
dividuals, and  advance  payments  where 
required  by  local  castom. 

Section  607  provides  for  the  transfer 
of  existing  appropriations,  authoriza- 
tion of  additional  appropriations,  aad 


the  expenditure  of  funds  for  fiscal  1955 
under  lawi  applicable  to  the  State  £)e- 
partment. 

Section  608  provides  that  nothing  in 
the  title  shall  affect  persoimel,  funds, 
or  programs  of  the  Foreign  Operations 
Administration . 

I  believe  a  number  of  us  have  been 
aware  for  some  time  that  agricultural 
attach^  in  our  missions  abroad  hereto- 
fore have  been  somewhat  in  the  nature 
of  atrophied  appendages.  That  is,  they 
have  had  certain  functions  which  have 
been  rather  indefinitely  set  out.  Their 
fields  of  activities  have  been  cor^der- 
ably  restricted  by  Foreign  Service  pio- 
cedures.  In  general,  I  believe  it  is  true 
that  their  reports  on  agricultural  sub- 
jecte  have  too  often  had  to  be  channeled 
through  the  red  tape  of  the  mission  itself, 
at  a  lower  level  than  the  head  of  the 
mission.  There  have  been  delays  in  the 
acquisition  of  information,  and  a  general 
limitation  of  their  activities.  We  have 
long  felt  that  agricultural  attaches 
should  be  more  responsible  directly  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  than  they  have 
been,  realizing  at  the  same  time  that  we 
cannot  have  two  separate  and  Independ- 
ent departments  operating  In  a  foreign 
country,  and  that  all  functions  of  a  mis- 
sion must  be  heaued  up  through  an  Am- 
bassador, but  that  at  the  same  time  the 
agricultural  attaches  must  be  lifted  to  a 
proper  position  in  the  hierarchy  of  the 

mission,  and  also  that  their  duties,  rights, 
and  obligations  must  be  channeled  more 
specifically  and  more  understandably  to 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  which 
they  are  principally  Intended  to  serve. 

Provision  is  made  to  increase  the  num- 
ber of  higher  grade  classifications  in  the 
Department  of  Agriculture.  It  is  neces- 
sary for  certain  individuals  to  be  given 
the  classification  in  order  to  meet  the 
classifications  provided  by  the  State  De- 
partment for  the  people  who  are  per- 
forming similar  functions  abroad  in  vari- 
ous missions  under  the  State  Depart- 
ment. 

I  believe  the  amendment  is  a  step  in 
the  right  direction. 

As  I  have  said,  the  head  of  the  mis- 
sion, either  the  Ambassador  or  whoever 
is  the  head  of  the  mission  abroad,  would 
be  the  supervisor  of  the  agricultural  at- 
taches, and  the  agricultural  attach^ 
would  be  given  a  much  enlarged  re- 
sponsibihty  and  duty  in  connection 
with  agricultural  developments,  especi- 
ally in  connection  with  the  development 
of  markets  for  American  products 
abroad. 

It  is  a  good  amendment.  As  I  said  at 
the  outset,  the  amendment  has  been 
drafted  by  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture and  the  State  Department.  I  am 
told  by  the  staff  of  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  that  the  State 
Department  has  stated  that  the  amend- 
ment as  now  written  is  satisfactory  to  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  Prerident.  will 
the  Senator  srield? 

Mr.  HICKiSNLOOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  the  Senator  is 
aware  that  our  agricultural  attaches 
are  exclusively  under  the  Department 
of  State. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Senator 
is  correct,  as  I  understand. 


Mr.  ELLENDER.  Their  function  in 
the  past  has  b'sen  merely  to  make  re- 
ports on  crop  conditions  abroad. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Sena- 
tor's statement  is  correct. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  To  what  extent  is 
the  work  of  the  agricultural  attach^ 
broadened  under  this  amendment? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  work  of 
the  attache  is  broadened,  b^inning  In 
the  very  first  section,  in  which  the  at- 
tach^  is  under  the  direction  of  and.  of 
course,  alwajrs  -subject  to  the  cooperat- 
ing approval  of  the  State  Department. 
so  that  the  attaches  do  not  run  wild  on 
each  other.  But  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, through  his  attaches,  is  required 
to  acquire  information  regarding  the 
competitive  demand  for  American  agrt" 
cultural  products.  He  only  reports.  He 
is  a  "received-and-filed"  man. 

Under  this  amendment  a  part  of  the 
responsibilities  is  to  make  investigations 
in  the  agricultural  field  as  to  the  factors 
affecting  and  influencing  Uie  exports  of 
United  States  agricultural  products,  and 
any  other  activities,  including  Uie 
demonstration  of  standards  of  quality 
for  American  agricultural  products  for 
which  the  Department  of  Agrictilture 
now  has  or  in  the  future  may  have  such 
standards.  In  other  words,  the  attach^ 
is  in  the  nature  of  an  expert  on  the 
investigation  and  sale  of  American  prod- 
ucta in  whatever  field  may  seem  appro- 
priate and  desirable  under  the  direction 
of  his  chief. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  And  cSe  Senator 
feels  that  the  attach^  acting  m  that  ca- 
pacity will  act  more  or  less  as  an  agent 
of  our  Government  m  the  probable  sale 
and  distribution  of  agricultural  intxlucts 
abroad? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Yes.  It  gives 
the  attache  abroad  a  wider  scope  of  re- 
sponsibihty  in  his  own  independent  ac- 
tion than  he  has  had  heretofore.  Ijet  me 
illustrate.  Heretofore,  the  agricultmvl 
attach^  in  our  mission  abroad  has  been 
far  down  the  line.  The  ambassador  is 
at  the  top.  Under  him  will  be  a  coun- 
selor and  some  other  persons,  and  then 
the  attaches.  They  are  limited  merely 
to  observing  and  reporting  oertam  things. 
Their  reporta  go  in  at  a  low  level  within 
the  mission  and  must  flnd  their  way  up 
to  the  ambassadorial  level,  and.  even- 
tually those  reports  may  get  around  to 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  The 
attach^  is  a  representative  of  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture,  but  be  is  noC  on 
an  independent  level,  because  he  must 
be  responsive  to  the  overall  policies  of 
the  mission.  But  he  would  have  an  ia- 
depeiulence  and  a  responsibility,  under 
the  amendment,  far  greater  them  that 
which  he  now  has.  to  look  the  ground 
over,  to  examine  it  as  an  expert,  and  to 
recommend  the  things  he  thinks  will  be 
in  aid  of  American  agriculture  in  con- 
nection with  the  sale  of  American 
products. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  He  could  make  his 
report  directly  to  the  Department  of  Ag- 
riculture, would  he  not? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Not  only  to 
the  chief  of  mission,  but  directly  to  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  without  the 
delays  and  the  redtape  which  have  so 
often  slowed  up  action. 
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lir.  HOUJIND.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  SeiMitor  f rom  lowrftyield? 

lir.  HICKBHIjOOPER.    I  yield. 

lir.  HOLLAND.  I  appreciate  the 
darifieaticm  which  the  Senator  has  al- 
ready made  of  his  amendment,  but  I 
should  like  to  ask  him  a  few  more  ques- 
tions. 

Do  I  now  correctly  understand  that 
the  r^Mvts.  obeervatl<»is,  and  recom- 
mendattois  of  the  agricultural  attach^ 
Will  oome  directly  to  the  Department  of 
Agriculture? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Tes.  It  is  my 
understanding  that  th^  will  go  direct- 
ly to  theDei^arlment  of  Agriculture,  and 
I  think  It  is  Important  that  they  go  di- 
rectly th^re. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  join  the  Senatm:  in 
that  statement. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Depart- 
ment of  State  will  have  copies  of  the 
information,  but  it  will  also  come  di- 
rectly to  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  It  seems  to  me  that 
k.  highly  necessary. 

Would  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, then,  have  the  authority  to  act  in 
such  a  way  as  to  help  American  agricul- 
ture without  the  long  and  involved  de- 
lays which  have  been  taking  place  In 
the  Department  of  State? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Yes;  I  believe 
that  is  true;  although  tho'e  is  a  provi- 
sion far  cooperation  and  consultation  be- 
tweoi  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and 
the  Department  of  State.  But  this 
amendment  would  greatly  enlarge,  first, 
the  basis  of  accurate,  immediate  infor- 
mation which  the  Secretary  would  have 
from  any  mission  abroad  and  would  en- 
able him  to  program  activities  immedi- 
ately, if  it  is  desirable  to  program  them, 
or  undertake  the  establishment  of  a 
policy  or  Uie  basis  for  disposal  of  Ameri- 
can products.  It  would  cut  a  great  deal 
of  redtape. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield  further? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOIXAND.  I  am  personally 
greatly  interested  in  this  amend^^nt. 
and  in  having  an  arrangement  under 
which  agricultural  attaches  can  be 
helpful  to  agriculture  in  the  United 
States.  I  am  personally  glad  to  know 
that  the  reports  can  be  made  directly 
to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
that  the  Department  of  Agriculture  will 
have  authority  to  take  immediate  and 
effective  action  without  waiting  for  the 
long,  involved,  and  complicated  func- 
tionings  of  the  Department  of  State.  If 
the  Senator  will  yield  a  moment  further. 
I  should  like  to  say  that  in  two  particu- 
lars I  have  had  an  opportiuiity  to  ob- 
serve the  completely  ineffectual  han- 
dling of  this  branch  of  our  Federal  ac- 
tivities in  the  past  year. 

On  two  occasions  the  Florida  citrus 
industry  has  had  very  aggressive  person- 
nel in  Europe  to  help  in  the  forwarding 
of  programs  which  have  been  permitted 
by'  legislation  passed  by  Congress.  The 
first  of  these  programs  was  to  build  up 
greater  export  markets  by  the  use  of 
section  32  funds  to  pay  up  to  a  certain 
point  the  difference  between  the  market 
price  in  Europe  and  the  price  at  which 
the  same  product  was  selling  on  Ameri- 
can markets  in  an  effort  to  recapture  lost 


markets.  We  were  dealing  with  a  per- 
ishable crop  which  required  arrange- 
ments to  be  made  promptly;  otherwise ' 
they  would  be  completely  ineffective. 
For  months  after  the  very  aggressive 
agricultural  agents  had  acted  coopera- 
tively with  our  field  men  from  the  Flor- 
ida citrus  industry  we  tried  to  get  action. 
only  to  be  thwarted  by  the  interminable 
delays  in  the  embassies  abroad.  After 
the  reports  redched  the  Department  of 
State,  it  began  to  look  as  though  the 
Department  of  State  was  more  inter- 
ested in  protecting  the  organization  of 
the  dealers  in  the  foreign  countries  Who 
were  dealing  with  other-sources  of  citrus 
tlian  they  were  in  helping  the  citrus  in- 
dustry of  tills  Nation. 

The  final  result  accomplished  was  to 
completely  convince  our  people  in  Flor- 
ida that  the  Department  of  State  had 
very  little  interest  in  them,  because  the 
action,  when  finally  taken,  was  too  late 
to  be  effective. 

In  the  second  Instance  there  was  a 
freeze  in  Spain,  which  is  a  heavy  pro- 
ducer of  oranges,  and  there  was  a  chance 
to  find  a  greatly  enlarged  outlet  for  our 
citrus  fruits.  Exactly  the  same  sort  of 
frustrating  delay  was  encountered.  So 
far  as  my  observation  went,  the  fault 
was  not  at  all  with  the  agricultural 
attaches.  They  were  aggressive;  they 
were  informed;  they  tried  to  be  helpful. 
but  they  were  thwarted  by  the  redtape 
in  the  Department  of  State.  I  feel  that 
this  is  a  field  in  which  we  simply  must 
improve  the  situation. 

With  that  background  I  ask  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Iowa  if  he  is 
convinced  that  the  amendment,  whioM  is 
quite  lengthy  and  which  the  Senate  has 
not  had  an  opportunity  to  digest  in  de- 
tail, will  effectively  accomplish  the  tut- 
ting of  redtape  so  that  the  agricultural 
attaches  can  effectively  help  the  agri- 
cultural industry  of  this  Nation  in  find- 
ing foreign  outlets? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  am  firmly 
convinced  that  the  amendment  will 
effectuate  that  result.  Administrative- 
ly, of  course,  any  law  can  be  slowed  down 
or  fouled  up.  But  the  amendment  lays 
the  basis  for  exactly  the  kind  of  coopera- 
tion that  is  needed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chah-  announces  that  21  minutes  have 
expired. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield  Iny- 
self  another  10  minutes. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  believe  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  has  reassured  me  on  these 
points.  Let  me  say  again  that  so  far 
as  the  effort  to  reestablish  our  markets 
overseas  since  World  War  II  is  concerned. 
the  State  Department  has  been  more 
hurtful  than  helpful.  It  has  lieen 
equauy  hurtful  to  our  efforts  to  avoid 
the  harmful  effects  of  indiscriminate 
competition  from  some  offshore  sources 
in  the  shipment  of  perishables  into  this 
country  which  were  not  well  graded,  not 
well  prepared  for  shipment,  and  did  not 
arrive  in  good  shape,  and  simply  oper- 
ated to.  break  down  the  markets  which 
had  been  bmlt  up. 

For  that  reason,  I  feel  that  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  had  better  be  restricted  to 


handling  affairs  which  have  to  do  with 
diplomatic  relations,  and  should  get  out 
'of  the  field  of  agricultural  relations.  I 
hope  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Iowa  will  accomplish  that  pur]|K>se  by 
his  amendment. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  Is  ex- 
actly the  purpose  of  the  amendntent.  I 
believe  it  will  accomplish  that  result. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished  Senator. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  hav*  great 
respect  for  our  Foreign  Service  and  our 
diplomatic  personnel.  The  overwhelm- 
ing number  of  them  are  fine  pers<>ns  and 
mean  well.  In  their  respective  capaci- 
ties, in  whatever  field  they  ape  moet 
skilled,  they  protect  the  best  interests 
of  the  United  States  with  considerable 
ability.    But.  as  the  Senator  from  Florida 

has  pointed  out,  most  of  them  do  not 

know  the  problems  of  agric\Utiu-e.  They 
know  the  niceties  of  diplomatic  (onduct 
and  how  to  represent  the  United  States 
on  a  diplomatic  level  concerning  the 
political  needs  of  our  country.  But  they 
do  not  know  much  about  agricidture. 

Heretofore  agricultural  attachjte  have 
been  useless  appendages  on  the  diplo- 
matic tree  or  structure.  When  an  agri- 
cultural attach^  made  some  recommen- 
dations he  was  like  a  little  boy  who 
tugged  at  his  father's  coattails  and  said. 
"Daddy,  look  at  the  bear."  The  father. 
who  had  other  things  on  his  mind,  would 
say,  "Go  on,  now.  son;  don't  bother  me. 
I  have  other  things  to  do." 

I  have  observed  situations  in  a  num- 
ber of  countries  where  recommendations 
by  the  agricultural  attache  were  made 
at  such  a  low  level  that  by  the  time  they 
rose  2  or  3  echelons,  to  persohs  who 
did  not  know  anything  atwut  agricul- 
ture, the  recommendations  were  kicked 
around,  and  further  study  was  recom- 
mended. That  was  done  becapse  the 
diplomatic  personnel  did  not  know  any- 
thing about  agricultural  conditions. 
Often  such  action  defeated  the  very  pur- 
pose of  the  recommendations  which  had 
been  made  by  the  poor  fellow  down  the 
line. 

I  think  the  amendment  will  cwt  red- 
tape.  It  gives  to  the  attach^  respon- 
sibilities, duties  to  perform,  and  chan- 
nels to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
The  amendment  provides  for  cbopera- 
tion  between  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture and  the  Secretary  of  State,  for  the 
purpose  of  making  certain  that  particu- 
lar policies  of  the  United  States  are  not 
destroyed  by  the  foolish  operataons  of 
diplomatic  personnel. 

I  think  the  amendment  will  be  a  great 
step  in  the  right  direction  toward  pro- 
moting the  interests  of  American  agri- 
culture abroad. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  brief  obsenvation? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  think  it  has  been 
clear  throughout  the  debate  that  one 
of  the  principal  needs  of  agriculture  in 
the  Nation  now  is  to  improve  our  export 
program,  which  has  fallen  off  vastly 
more  than  has  the  export  program  in 
the  field  of  industry  and  other  business. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  do  not  believe  agri- 
cultural exports  will  be  greatly  inoreased, 
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certainly  not  up  to  tlie  level  of  the  pos- 
sibilities for  increase,  unless  there  is  an 
aggressive  handling  of  our  problems  by 
the  American  agricultural  attach^,  who 
are  our  contact  men  with  the  buyers 
and  the  markets  in  foreign  nations,  un- 
hampered by  the  excessive  amount  of 
State  Department  'njdtape  "  which  now 
exists. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER  That  is  the 
intent  of  the  amendment,  and  I  believe 
it  will  accomplish  that  purpose.  At 
least,  so  far  as  we  can  see  at  present, 
the  amendment  goes  far  In  that  direc- 
tion I  am  told  by  members  of  the  staff 
that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  favors 
the  amendment,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  also  approves  of  it 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  All  I  can  say  is  that 
if    the    amendment    accomplishes    that 

purpose,  the  distinguished  6enatoi*from 
Iowa  will  be  even  more  welcome  in 
Florida  the  next  time  he  visits  that 
State,  than  he  has  been  in  the  past. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Florida 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  there  any  estimate 
as  to  the  additional  <ios\.  which  will  be 
incurred  by  reason  ol  the  amendment? 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  have  what 
I  believe  is  the  answer  to  the  question 
asked  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Will  the  Senator  tell 
us.  further,  in  what  countries  the 
attaches  will  be  located? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Agricultural 
attaches  are  already  located  in  practi- 
cally all  our  missions  abroad. 

Mr.  LANGER.  In  how  many  coun- 
tries are  such  attaches  located  at 
present? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  should  say, 
roughly,  that  they  are  located  in  50 
countries. 

Mr.  LANGER.  WiU  the  missions  have 
assigned  to  them  any  personnel  in  ad- 
dition to  those  which  they  now  have? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  think  there 
will  be  no  additional  personnel.  There 
might  be  a  very  few.  There  are  I  think, 
about  17  such  positions. 

Mr.  ET  .LENDER.  There  are  8  posi- 
tions in  grade  16.  and  2  in  grade  17. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  There  is 
nothing  in  the  amendment  which  would 
require  or  proyide  for  any  additional 
personnel.  I  am  informed  by  the  staff 
that  there  are  8  positions  which  will  call 
for  grade  16.  and  2  positions  which  will 
call  for  grade  17.  That  will  not  neces- 
sarily mean  the  employment  of  addi- 
tional personnel,  but  it  will  provide  8 
grade  16  positions  where  that  grade  is 
now  held  by  attaches  in  the  State  De- 
partment ;  and  it  will  provide  for  2  posi- 
tions in  grade  17.  where  grade  17  is  now 
held  by  personnel  in  the  State  Depart- 
ment. The  amendment  would  merely 
place  the  personnel  in  the  same  grades 
which  they  now  occupy,  and  provide  for 
the  regular  pay  allowances. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Has  the  Senator  any 
Idea  as  to  what  the  additional  expense 
will  be? 


Mr.  mCBIENLOOPER.  I  wUl  ask  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  if  he  has  any 
additional  information.  The  members 
of  the  staff  tell  me  that  to  ail  intents  and 
purposes  there  will  be  comparatively 
little  additional  expense,  or  no  substan- 
tial amount  of  increased  expense. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  question  came  before 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  and 
we  studied  the  subject.  There  are  some 
countries  in  which  there  are  no  agri- 
cultural attaches.  Therefore,  if  it  were 
desired  to  have  a  full  and  effective  for- 
eign service,  it  would  be  necessary  to  in- 
crease the  number  by  placing  an  agri- 
cultural attache  in  every  country. 

When  the  question  arose  as  to  how  to 
staff  the  offices,  because  most  of  the  at- 
taches will  require  secretarial  service 
and  office  space,  the  position  was  taken 

that  there  would  have  to  be  oflBce  space. 
The  best  estimate  which  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  could  obtain  was  that 
the  expense  would  be  increased  by  about 
$1  million.  I  personally  think  that  that 
would  be  a  good  expenditure,  from  the 
standpoint  of  United  States  agriculture. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  would 
be  true  if  all  the  positions  were  filled. 

Mr.  THYE.  If  there  were  an  agricul- 
tural attache  in  each  of  the  major  coun- 
tries where  it  was  desired  to  dispose  of 
some  of  our  agricultural  surpluses,  that 
is  what  could  be  expected. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  But  if  the 
personnel  merely  stepped  into  the  posts 
where  they  are  now  located,  which  com- 
prise most  of  the  posts  in  the  world,  the 
probability  is  that  the  increased  cost 
would  be  negligible. 

If  posts  were  filled  in  the  other  coun- 
tries of  the  world,  especially  in  some  of 
the  smaller  countries,  there  would  be 
some  increased  cost  for  the  additional 
agricultural  attach^. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  think  about  4  or  5 
year  ago,  on  the  floor,  the  Senate  tripled 
the  amount  of  money  wiiich  was  provided 
for  our  ambassadors.  One  of  the  argu- 
ments made  was  that  if  the  ambassadors 
had  sufficient  money,  they  could  have 
agricultural  attaches,  and  would  thus  be 
able  to  represent  the  United  States  in  a 
better  way.  As  the  Senator  may  recall, 
Congress  provided  a  huge  additional 
amount  of  money.  That  is  the  reason 
why  I  inquired  whether  the  proposed 
amendment  would  cost  the  taxpayers 
more  money. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  At  the  mo- 
ment, I  cannot  remember  the  exact  cir- 
cumstances to  which  the  Senator  is  re- 
ferrmg.  I  know  there  was  an  increase, 
but  I  am  not  prepared  to  discuss  that 
detail  with  the  Senator.  However,  the 
Department  feels  there  will  not  be  any 
greatly  increased  appropriation  or  ex- 
penditure necessary  by  reason  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Under  section  604 
(b)  I  notice  the  following:    " 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  State  is  authorized 
upon  requetit  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture to  provide  offlce  space,  equipment, 
facilities,  and  such  other  administrative 
services  as  may  be  required  for  the  personnel 
affected  by  this  title.  The  Secretary  of  Agrl- 
cuitur*  is  authorized   to  reimburse   or  ad- 


vance funds  to  the  Secretary  of  Qtate  for  sueb 

services. 

H  the  Senator  from  Iowa  will  look  at 
line  12,  on  page  4  of  his  amendment,  I 
should  like  to  suggest  that  he  modify 
his  amendment  by  adding  the  words 
"and  clerical,"  after  the  word  "admin- 
istrative," because  I  am  siu*  that  the 
clerical  services  that  are  employed  in  the 
embassy  could  also  be  used  for  clerical 
work  for  the  attach^. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  wish  to 
check  with  counsel.  It  is  my  impres- 
sion that  the  term  "administrative  serv- 
ices" would  include  clerical  services. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  would  do  no  harm 
to  put  that  language  in  the  amendment, 
would  it? 

Mr.  HICKEa«XXDPEaR.    I  see  no  reason 

Why  it  should  do  any  harm  to  put  that 
language  in  the  amendment.  I  think 
probably  the  language  would  clarify  the 
provision.  I  am  sure  that  is  the  intent. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  DoCS  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  modify  his  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President. 
I  modify  mr  amendment  by  adding  the 
words  "and  clerical"  after  the  word  "ad- 
ministrative", which  appears  on  line  12 
of  page  4  of  my  amendment. 

In  the  main,  the  amendment  will 
merely  amount  to  a  transfer  in  the  duties 
of  personnel.  The  State  Department  is 
furnishing  that  service  now,  and  it  will 
merely  reassign  duties. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  And  it  will  save  a 
little  money. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     Yes. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  do  not  see  how  It 
would  save  any  money.  It  will  cost  $1 
million  more. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  increased 
cost  will  come  about  if  posts  which  are 
not  now  staffed  with  agricultural  repre- 
sentatives should  be  so  staffed.  That 
would  increase  the  cost.  The  total  pos- 
sible cost,  as  estimated  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Agricultiu-e  and  Forestry,  will  not 
exceed  $1  million. 

Mr.  President,  if  any  Senator  desires 
to  use  any  time  I  have  remaining.  I  duiU 
be  glad  to  yield  such  time  as  is  needed. 
I  do  not  know  who  is  in  charge  of  the 
time  on  the  other  side. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Loiiisiana  [Mr.  Eluenseb]  is  in 
charge  of  that  time. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  back  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President. 
I  yield  back  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Both 
Senators  having  yielded  back  the  re- 
mainder of  t:ieir  time,  the  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa  [  Hickenumpes  ] .  as  modi- 
fied, to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  modified  amendment  to  the 
amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to 
the  desk  an  amendment  on  behalf  of  my- 
self and  the  junior  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa (Mr.  MoKRONET]  and  ask  that  it 
be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  In  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  24,  after  line  12,  it 
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it  proposed  to  add  a  new  sectioii.  as  fol- 
lows: 

aw.  ao«.  {•y  ntl*  n  at  the  A&rlcultona 
Act  at  IMft.  as  uoended.  Is  amwwlotl  by  add- 
tng  mt  tbm  and  tbereof  »  new  section  as 
UAkam%: 

ItacJOS.  Rotwithstaiutliig  any  other  pro- 
vision of  law  the  Secretary  Is  authorised  and 
directed  to  make  Immediately  available 
thraagh  kMaMTpurchases,  or  other  operations 
undar  eztetlng  law.  fvloe  support  to  pro- 
'  ducers  of  beef  cattle  at  80  percent  of  parity." 

(b)  Tlie  provlskNU  of  the  amendment 
made  by  sobaectlon  (a)  shall  not  affect  the 
authority  of  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  under 
section  403  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1049. 
to  make  price  support  available  at  higher 
levels. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  How 
much  time  does  the  Senator  from  C^la- 
homa  arleld  to  himself? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  myself  5  minutes. 
llr.  President. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendmoit  is  to 
support  the  price  of  beef  cattle  at  80  per- 
cent of  parity  through  loans,  pur^ases. 
or  other  operations  under  existing  law, 
and  retain  the  provisions  <A  the  present 
law  which  proi^e  for  additional  au- 
thority or  discrefionary  power  to  sup- 
port the  price  of  beef  cattle  at  above  the 
level  of  80  percent  of  parity. 

More  than  80  percent  of  the  income  of 
the  farm  people  of  Oklahoma,  and  of 
farmers  in  many  other  areas.^uring  the 
past  10  years  has  come  from  the  sale  of 
cattle.  Due  to  the  tremendous  drop  in 
the  price  of  cattle,  near-bankrupt  or 
bankrupt  conditions  prevail  today  for 
tens  of  thousands  of  cattle  producers. 

Although  the  Secretary  has  had  the 
authority  to  support  the  price  of  cattle, 
he  has  permitted  the  average  price  of  the 
average  grade  of  cattle  to  be  reduced  to 
a  lower  percentage  of  parity  than  that:, 
of  any  other  product  which  is  of  similar 
importance  to 'the  farmer.  This  is  in 
q>ite  of  the  fact  that  the  feed  purchased 
by  the  cattle  producer  is  supported  at 
some  level  of  parity,  and  certain^  above 
the  level  of  80  percent,  which  is  the  fig- 
ure which  would  be  made  mandatory  by 
the  amendmoit  at  which  the  Secretary 
would  have  to  support  the  price  of  cattle. 

It  is  a  well-known  fact  th(it  today  in 
many  States,  due  to  the  terrible  drought 
conditions,  cattle  are  being  forced  on  the 
mailcet  in  large  numbers,  with  the  result 
that  the  value  of  the  cattle  is  greatly  de- 
creased, not  only  as  affects  the  one  who 
sells  the  cattle,  but  also  the  collateral 
value  generally  of  cattle  owned  by  pro- 
ducers who  have  to  borrow  money  from 
the  banks  is  greatly  reduced. 

The  result  is  to  create  a  rapidly  accel- 
erating downward  spiral  which,  in  the 
Judgment  of  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa, cannot  be  substantially  arrested, 
halted,  or  reversed  until  a  definite  fioor 
is  placed  under  the  value  of  live  cattle. 
It  will  not  be  possible  for  stable  credit 
to  be  made  available  and  maintained  im- 
tii  a  substantial  and  steady  floor  is  placed 
under  the  value  of  the  cattle.  Therefore, 
not  only  from  the  standpa|Kt  of  the  wel- 
fare of  the  average  cattle  producer,  but 
also  from  the  standpoint  of  the  economy 
of  areas  in  which  farmers  are  engaged 
primarily  or  generally  in  the  production 
of  cattle,  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
two  Senators  fron*  Oklahoma  is  of  great 
significance  and  value. 


Last  year  the  situation  was  CQlx.pa- 
rable  to  that  existing  today,  with  ref- 
erence to  cattle  being  forced  on  the  mar- 
ket and  tens  of  thousands  of  producers 
having  to  sell  because  of  the  drought 
conditions.  In  the  interest  of  the  orderly 
marketing  of  the  cattle,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  put  into  effect  a  pr^^ram 
which  he  said  was  calculated  to  si^iport 
the  value  of  cattle. 

The  Secretary  spent  nearly  $100  mil- 
lion in  a  progiam  which  had  three  re- 
sults. The  first  was  that  it  created  a 
great  bonanza  for  the  packers.  Because 
of  that  program  last  year  it  was  poBsible 
for  the  packers  to  make  the  greatest 
profit  in  their  history. 

Another  result  of  the  program  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  in  whieh  he 
spent  nearly  $100  million  last  year  was 
that  the  price  of  the  products  of  cattle 
to  the  consumer  was  abnormally  in- 
creased. In  other  words,  the  program 
which  was  put  into  effect  penalized  the 
consumers.  Yet  the  producers  of  cattle 
were  not  benefited  by  the  program  at  all. 
to  say  nottiing  of  being  benefited  to  a 
degree  commensurate  with  the  tremen- 
dous cost  of  the  program  and  the  great 
amoimt  of  money  spent  by  the  Secretary. 

I  have  been  advised  that  the  Secre- 
tary Is  now  contemplating  a  similar  pro- 
gram for  this  year.  A  short  time  previ- 
ously, the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson  1  called  on  the  Sec- 
retary to  put  into  effect  a  progrtm  of 
buying  beef  products  as  a  measure  to 
support  the  price  of  cattle,  especially  for 
the  benefit  of  those  areas  afflicted  with 
the  drought,  within  which  areas  pro- 
ducers are  being  compelled  to  go  to  mar- 
-ket  with  vast  quantities  of  cattle. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  5 
minutes  have  expired. 

Mr.  KERR  The  Senator  from  Okla- 
hmna  srields  himself  an  additional  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  President,  neither  Senators  nor 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  nor  anyone 
else  with  responsibility  would  prescribe 
a  program  of  buying  fiour  as  a  measure 
to  support  the  price  of  wheat. 

Certainly  the  Secretary  would  not  be 
so  fooUsh,  if  he  had  the  authority,  nor 
would  the  Congress  be  so  unwise,  as  to 
prescribe  a  program  of  buying  cigarettes 
to  support  the  price  of  tobacco. 

No  one,  Mr.  President,  with  judgment 
and  responsibility,  would  prescribe  a 
program  of  buying  peanut  butter  to  sup- 
port the  price  of  peanuts. 

Yet  we  had  the  example  last  year  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  putting  into 
effect  a  program  of  buying  from  the 
packers  canned  gravy,  processed  meat, 
and  canned  meat  to  the  extent  of  $100 
million,  purportedly  as  a  program  to 
support  the  price  of  cattle. 

Mr.  President,  this  proposed  amend- 
ment has  two  purposes. 

The  first j)urpose  is  to  put  a  floor  un- 
der the  value  of  cattle  on  the  ho«f;  to 
put  into  effect  a  program  which  would 
stabilize  the  value  of  that  product,  which 
represents  such  a  great  percentage  of 
the  value  of  the  output  of  the  farmers 
of  Oklahoma  and  of  other  similar  ureas. 

The  other  purpose  of  this  amendment. 
Mr.  President. "is  to  make  certain  that 
any  money  spent  by  the  Secretary  for 
any  program  Which  the  Secretary  puts 


into  operation  will  be  spent  on  the  bads 
of  direct  benefit  to  the  producer  of  cat- 
tle, and  will  be  for  a  program  #hich  will 
result  in  stabilization  of  the  price  or 
value  of  cattle  on  the  hoof,  ralher  than 
for  a  program  which  must  be  inlterpreted 
and  considered'only  as  a  bonus  or  a  sub- 
sidy to  the  processor. 

Mr.  President,  the  program  o|  the  Sec- 
retary to  support  the  price  of  b(Bef  prod- 
ucts has  resulted  in  a  great  bonus  and 
bonanza  to  the  processors.  Tfhat  pro- 
gram had  its  counts-part  this  year  in 
the  handling  by  the  Secretai*y  of  the 
support  program  he  has  maintfdned  for 
the  price  of  dairy  products.  The  way 
it  has  been  handled  has  resulted  In  an 
additional  profit  to  the  proces^r  with- 
out commensurate  benefit  to  the  pro- 
ducer and  without  commensuHite  sav- 
ings to  the  consumer. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Kansas. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  able  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
how  the  Government  would  hlindle  the 
cattle  situation  if  there  were  a  floor  un- 
der the  cattle  price.  Would  the  Gov- 
ernment be  required  to  purdhase  the 
live  cattle? 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  there  are 
three  ways  in  which  the  Secretfiry  could 
suppori  the  price  of  cattle  on  the  hoof 
for  the  direct  benefit  of  the  cattle  pro- 
ducer. 

The  first  way  is  that  the  Secretary 
could  arrange  nonrecourse  loans.  A 
loan  could  be  made  to  the  producer  at 
the  prescribed  percentage  of  ppirity.  for 
the  cattle  which  were  the  object  of  the 
support  program.  The  loan  could  be 
made  to  the  producer,  Mr.  President, 
while  still  allowing  the  produce  to  keep 
the  cattle  if  he  had  the  pasturage  or  the 
feed  or  the  means  with  whicH  to  take 
care  of  them.  In  that  way  the  pro- 
ducer would  receive  the  benefit  of  any 
increase  in  the  value  of  the  cattle  over 
and  above  the  amount  of  the  loan.  In 
other  words,  the  program  could  be  han- 
dled on  a  basis  which  would  give  the 
producer  the  opportunity  to  Come  out 
whole  on  his  product,  to  get  the  benefit 
of  any  increase  in  its  value;  and  at  the 
same  time.  Mr.  President,  it  would  pro- 
vide on-the-farm  care  of  the  qattle,  the 
price  for  which  was  being  supported. 

Another  way  the  Secretary  cOuld  sup- 
port the  price  of  cattle  would  be  by  out- 
right purchases.  There  is  no  more  rea- 
son. Mr.  President,  why  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  should  not  buy  Uve  cattle 
in  the  sales  pen  and  have  them  proc- 
essed for  Government  account,  than 
there  Is  that  he  should  not  go  to  the 
packers  and  spend  tens  of  mlUions  Of 
dollars  in  the  buying  of  beef  products. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICEtR.  The 
additional  5  minutes  of  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  have  expired. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  to  myself  an  ad- 
ditional 5  minutes,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  to  the  Senat<»' 
from  Kansas. 


Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Assuming,  as  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
says,  that  the  Government  could  go  into 
the  market  and  buy  cattle,  then  would  it 
not  be  true  that  if  the  Govenunent  de- 
sired to  eliminate  the  expense  incident 
to  handling  the  cattle,  keeping  them  and 
feeding  them,  the  cattle  would  have  to 
be  slaughtered  and  processed?  Then 
does  the  able  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
say  that  the  Government  should  own 
packing  plants,  or  commandeer  packing 
plants?  How  would  that  situation  be 
handled? 

Mr.  KERR.  Not  at  all,  Mr.  President. 
There  is  no  more  reason  why  the  Gov- 
ernment should  not  make  arrangements 
with  the  packing  plants  to  process  the 
cattle  the  Government  buys  from  the 
producer,  than  that  the  Government 
should  not  do  as  it  did  last  year  and  is 
presently  contemplating  doing.  I  refer 
to  the  fact  that  the  Secretary  goes  to 
those  same  packers  and  gives  them  con- 
tracts for  this  month,  next  montn.  or 
6  months  from  now,  under  which  he 
agrees  to  take  a  certain  niunber  of  mil- 
lions of  pounds  of  processed  meat,  which 
represents  the  output  of  those  packing- 
plants. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  wUl 
the  Senator  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  to  my  distin- 
guished colleague  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  am  happy  to  Join 
my  distinguished  colleague  from  Okla- 
homa In  supporting  and  offering  this 
proposed  amendment.  It  would  seem  to 
me,  following  the  same  pattern  which 
has  historically  existed  in  supporting 
dairy  products,  supporting  cottonseed, 
and  supporting  even  peanuts  and 
pecans,  that  this  beef  program,  with  a 
guaranty  that  the  producer  will  receive 
at  least  80  to  90  percent  of  parity,  when 
the  Government  enters  the  purchasing 
program,  could  be  as  easily  carried  out 
as  any  of  the  other  programs,  histor- 
ically. To  say  that  this  program  is  ad- 
ministratively impossible,  or  to  say  that 
we  have  to  buy  packing  plants,  is  only 
a  means  of  saying  that  we  intend  to 
refuse  to  extend  effective  Government 
help  to  the  vast  livestock  industry,  which 
is  equal  to  many,  many  of  the  smaller 
farm  industries,  which  are  now  and  con- 
sistently have  been  supported  by  the 
Government. 

If  we  lose  our  cattle  industry  because 
of  neglect  to  pay  attention  to  the  dis- 
aster which  extends  throughout  the 
West,  then  the  consumers  of  the  United 
States  will  pay  dearly  for  such  lack  of 
attention. 

I  certainly  feel  that  the  people  should 
understand  there  is  a  3-year  cycle  which 
is  necessary  for  the  production  of  an 
adequate  supply  of  beef.  If  beef  should 
be  allowed  to  go  into  short  supply  be- 
cause of  the  Government's  negligence, 
then  the  present  high  prices  of  beef  at 
the  retail  counter,  which  have  not  re- 
fiected  the  disaster  and  loss  to  the  live- 
stock producer,  will  be  small  in  compar- 
ison to  what  consumers  in  the  future 
will  have  to  pay. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President.  I  appre- 
ciate the  remarks  of  my  distinguished 
colleague.  I  remind  the  Senate  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
MoNRONEYl  last  year  went  to  the  Secre- 


tary of  Agriculture  and  to  the  President, 
while  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  was 
engaged  in  a  program  of  buying  $100 
million  worth  of  processed  meat,  and 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oklahoma  asked 
the  President  to  instruct  the  Secretary 
to  handle  that  program  in  such  a  way 
that  the  packer  would  be  compelled  to 
pay  the  producer  a  price  refiecting  the 
amount  of  money  the  Govenunent  was 
paying  to  the  packer  for  the  meat 
products. 

Mr.  President,  when  the  Government 
entered  upon  a  program  of  supporting 
pecans,  the  processor  or  the  produce 
handler  was  required  to  send  a  bill  of 
lading,  with  invoices,  to  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation,  covering  a  certain 
quantity  of  pecans  at  the  price  which 
had  l)een  fixed  by  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  to  be  paid  to  the  producer 
of  the  .pecans.  At  the  same  time.  Mr. 
President,  the  processor  or  the  produce 
dealer  had  to  accompany  his  invoice  to 
the  Government  with  receipts  from  the 
producers,  showing  that  they  had  re- 
ceived lAe  minimum  amount  required  by 
the  support  program,  as  prescribed  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

What  would  prevent  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  from  following  this  year  the 
same  pattern  as  last  year  in  his  program 
of  buying  meat  products?  If.  as,  and 
when  he  puts  it  into  effect — and  cer- 
tainly. Mr.  President,  he  is  going  to  be 
compelled  by  the  economics  of  the  situ- 
ation to.  do  so — what  would  keep  him,  if 
he  did  not  want  to  handle  it  any  other 
way,  Yrom  having  a  contract  with  the 
packers  from  whom  he  buys  the  meat 
products  specifying  that  in  order  for 
their  product  to  be  delivered  to  the  Gov- 
ernment under  the  contract  purchase 
program,  the  packer  would  have  to  show 
that  the  producer  had  received  a  mini- 
mum of  80  percent  of  parity  for  the 
cattle  on  the  hoof? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  myself  an  addi- 
tional 1  minute. 

Prom  the  standpoint  of  the  needs  of 
the  cattle  producer,  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  general  economy  not  only  of  mil- 
lions of  our  farmers,  but  also  of  the  vast 
areas  of  our  country  where  they  live,  I 
regard  it  as  an  absolute  necessity  that 
this  amendment,  which  would  put  a  fioor 
luider  the  value  of  live  cattle  on  the  hoof 
for  the  benefit  of  the  producer,  be  adopt- 
ed by  the  Congress  and  made  a  part  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
time  for  a  quorum  call. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  yields  time  from  his  own  time 
for  a  quorum  call. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  believe  I  have  an  hour's 
time.     I  reserve  10  minutes  of  my  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  Secretary  will  call 
theroU. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Burke 

Clements 

Anderson 

Bush 

Cooper 

Barrett 

BuUer 

Cordon 

Beall 

Byrd 

Crlppa 

Bennett 

Capebart 

Daniel 

Bowrlng 

Carlson 

EHrksen 

Brtcker 

Case 

Douslae 

Duff 

Dworshak 

Blender 

Krvin 

Fersuson 

rul  bright 

George 

Gold  water 

Gore 

Green 

Hendrickaon 

Hennln«s 

Hlckenlooper 

RUl 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnion,  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C. 


Kefauver 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

Knowland 

Kucbel 

Langer 

Lennon 

Long  < 

lilagnuson 

Malone 

Uanafield 

Martin 

Maybank 

McCartljv 

UcClellan 

tUlllkln 

Ifonroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastore 


Payne 

Potter 

PurteU 

Reynolds 

Robertson 

RuaaeU 

SaltonataU 

Schoeppel 

Smathera 

Smith,  Mains 

Smith.  H.  J. 

Stennls 

Smilncton 

Thye 

Upton 

Watklns 

Welker 

WUey 

wmiams 

Young 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER. 
rum  Is  present. 


A  quo- 


ANNOUNCEMENT  AS  TO  THE  LEGIS- 
LATIVE PROGRAM.  THE  CALL  OF 
THE  CALENDAR.  AND  ORDER  FOR 
RECESS  UNTIL  10  O'CLOCK  TO- 
MORROW 

Mr.  KNOWLAM:).  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be 
permitted  to  speak  for  not  to  exceed 
2  minutes,  in  order  that  I  may  make 
a  statement  with  reference  to  the  pro- 
gram for  this  evening.  , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  JK>ne.  and 
the  Senator  from  California  may  pro- 
ceed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  and  when  we 
complete  consideration  of  the  agricul- 
tural bill — and  I  hope  that  may  be 
around  6:30  this  evening — I  shall  pro- 
ceed to  set  as  the  unfinished  business 
of  the  Senate  Calendar  No.  1720,  S.  3706. 
a  bill  to  amend  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Act  of  1950.  to  provide  for  Xiit 
determination  of  the  identity  of  certain 
Communist  infiltrated  organizations, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

After  that  bill  has  been  made  the  un- 
finished business  of  the  Senate,  it  will 
not  t>e  my  purpose  to  have  the  Senate 
proceed  with  its  consideration,  but  to 
proceed  immediately  to  the  caU  of  the 
calendar  for  the  consideration  of  bills 
to  which  there  is  no  objection. 

I  ask  imanimous  consent  that  when 
the  calendar  is  called  the  call  begin  at 
the  point  where  the, last  call  was_con- 
cluded,  and  proceed  from  that  point. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  after  the 
end  of  the  calendar  is  reached  the  old 
bills  on  the  calendar,  which  have  alresidy 
been  called  at  least  once  and  passed  over. 
again  be  called. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  It 
is  my  plan  to  have  the  Senate  remain 
in  session  until  10  o'clock  this  evening. 
If  consideration  of  the  agricultural  bill 
is  concluded  by  6:30.  bills  on  the  cal- 
endar will  be  considered  until  10  o'clock. 
If  consideration  of  the  agrictiltural  bill 
is  finished  at  8  o*clock.  there  will  Be 
approximately  2  hours  for  the  call  of 
the  calendar.  The  time  spent  this  even- 
ing on  the  call  of  the  calendar  will  de- 
pend on  when  we  conclude  consideration 
of  the  agricultural  bilL 
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Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    Mr.  President, 
Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  As  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  weU  knows,  the 
Senate  has  the  heaviest  calendar  it  has 
had  in  many  years.  I  suggest  that  we 
lay  down  some  ground  rules  with  respect 
to  the  call  of  the  calendar.  I  suggest 
~  that  we  hew  strictly  to  the  spirit  of  the 
rule  which  governs  the  call  of  the  cal- 
endar. By  doing  so,  we  shall  get  along 
With  the  call  of  the  calendar  in  an  expe- 
ditious manner.  If  we  violate  the  spirit 
of  the  rule,  and  call  up  bills  out  of  order, 
for  example,  we  shall  run  into  trouble. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  hope  that  the 
calendar  committees,  who  wiU  have  that 
situation  in  their  hands,  will  follow  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  with  respect  to  ground  rules.  If 
a  Senator  asks  that  a  bill  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar,  in  the  event  he  is  called 
away,  or  if  a  Senator  cannot  be  present. 
I  do  not  believe  he  should  ask  that  it  be 
taken  up  out  of  order,  because  that  is  a 
little  hard  on  other  Senators  who  are 
present^ 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  subscribes  to  that  view 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  may  say  also  that 
we  intend  to  have  the  Senate  convene 
at  10  o'clock  tomorrow  morning,  i  ask 
unsnimous  consent  that  when  the  Sen- 
ate completes  its  labors  this  evening  it 
stand  in  recess  imtil  10  o'clock  tomor- 
row  morning. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  understand  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  plans  to  have  the  Sen- 
ate continue  in  session  xmtil  10  o'clock 
tonight.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     That  is  correct 
Mr.  8MATHERS.    Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.,  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 
B«r.  8MATHERS,    If  the  caD  of  the 
calendar  is  no^  finished  by  10  o'clock 
this  evening.  i|  it  the  majority  leader's 
Intention  to  start  at  10  o'clock  in  the 
morning  with  the  call  of  the  calendar 
and  conclude  it  tomorrow  ^ 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes.  I  hope  to 
have  the  caU  of  the  calendar  begin  at 
10  o'clock  in  the  morning,  perhaps  after 
a  brief  knoming  hour,  under  the  usual 
2-minute  limitations  on  speeches,  and  to 
conclude  the  call  of  the  calendar  tomor- 
row. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  After  the  consider- 
ation of  the  new  bills  on  the  calendar  is 
concluded,  is  it  planned  then  to  take  uo 
the  old  bills?  *^ 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  And  proceed  with 
the  call  of  the  calendar  until  it  is  finally 
concluded? 
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dar  No.  2249,  H.  R.  7840.  a  bill  to  amend 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Act? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  that  the  policy 
committee  has  taken  the  position  that 
until  there  has  been  a  call  of  ttie  calen- 
dar, and  we  can  determine  what  bills  are 
to  be  passed  on  the  call  of  the  calendar, 
aside  from  the  high  priority  measures 
which  I  have  already  mentioned,  and 
with  which  I  know  the  Senator  is  fa- 
miliar, it  would  not  schedule  the  con- 
sideration of  other  bills. 

After  the  calendar  has  been  called,  I 
expect  to  have  the  policy  opmmittee 
make  certain  recommendations  to  the 
Senate,  which  I  shall  communicate  im- 
mediately to  the  minority  leader. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  wUl  say 
for  the  information  of  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  that  earlier  in  the  day  the 
minority  leader  talked  with  the  chair- 
man of  the  policy  committee,  and  he  has 
planned  a  discussion  with  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  about  the  pro- 
posed legislation  in  which, the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  is  interested.  The  bill 
referred  to  passed  the  House  unanimous- 
ly, and  it  has  been  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee to  the  Senate  with  only  one  vote 
against  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  ma- 
.iority  leader  and  the  minority  leader. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
should  like  to  inquire  of  the  majority 
leader  whether  he  has  any  plans  for  tak- 
ing up  the  pay-increase  bill? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  My  answer  is  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  the  one  I  gave  to  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota.  We  shall 
schedule  no  further  bills  until  the  call 
of  the  calendar  is  completed  and  we 
know  what  has  been  passed  on  the  call 
of  the  calendar. 


I 


AGRICULTURAL  ACT  OP  1954 


That  is  correct. 
Mr.  President,  will 

I  yield. 

My  question  may 


Mr.  KNOWLAND. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY, 
th^  Senator  jrierd? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    _  ,,.^ ^  ^,_ 

not  be  stricUy  hj  line  with  the  majority 
leader's  stetement.  I  understand  he  Is 
outUning  the  procedure  with  reference 
to  the  caU  of  the  calendar.  Has  the 
Senator  from  California  scheduled  any 
time  within  the  foreseeable  future  with 
reference  to  the  consideration  of  Calen- 


The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  3052)  to  encourage  a  sta- 
ble, prosperous,  and  free  agriculture,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield  1  minute  to  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Barrett] 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  senior  Senator  from  omahoma 
[Mr.  Kerr]  for  himself  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Monro- 
neyJ. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  I  take 
this  opportunity  to  address  a  queetlon  to 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry.  It 
is  my  understanding  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  committee  that  the  incen- 
tive payment  features  of  the  National 
Wool  Act  of  1954,  which  is  title  Vn  of 
this  bill,  should  be  applied  retroactively 
t3  hiclude  marketings  of  shorn  wool  and 
mohair  beginning  AprU  1,  1954.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  AIKEN.    That  is  correct.  1 
_Mr  BARRETT.    I  should  Uke'to  ask 
the  distinguished  chahroan  if  it  is  not 


recognized  that  in  the  c4se  of  pulled 
wool  the  support  cannot  be  made  retro- 
active as  payment  to  the  poller  of  sheep 
and  lambs  already  market^  and  would 
not  be  reflected  back  to  the  producer  of 
the  live  animals.  Likewise,  it  would 
not  be  practical  to  majce  payments  on 
past  marketings  of  sheep  amd  lamtaa,  as 
there  would  be  no  way  of  adeqTiately  es- 
tablishing a  record  of  ownei-ship  in  such 
transactions.  I  ask  if  It  is  hot  the  inten- 
tion of  the  committee,  with  respect  to 
pulled  wool,  that  the  support  will  not  be 
retroactive  to  April  1  and  will  be  under- 
taken only  with  respect  to  future  trans- 
actions. 

Mr.  AIKEN.    That  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OTOCER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  has 
expired. 

Mr.  AIKEN.     I  yield  myself  1  more 

minute. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  it  would 
bj  impossible  to  determine  who  the  pro- 
ducer of  the  wool  was  if  this  provision 
were  made  retroactive  in  regiard  to  pulled 
wool.  The  result  would  be  that  some 
processor  would  get  a  windfall  and  the 
man  who  originally  produced  the  wool 
would  get  nothing. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  thank  the  dlstin- 
guished  chairman.  That  is  my  under- 
standing  also. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  Presideht,  I  am  op- 
posed to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  L^m  Oklahoma.  The  Senate 
has  perennially  voted  against  such  a  pro- 
posal, and  I  hope  it  will  again  do  so.  I 
do  not  beUeve  the  Oovemmesit  should  go 
into  the  hve  cattle  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  senior  aenator  from 
Oklahoma  I  Mr.  Kirr]  for  himself  and 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oklahoma  (Mr 
MormoiiEY]  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment, j 

Mr.   KNOWLAND.    Mr.   President,   I 

ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered  and 
the  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  amiounce  that 
the  Senator  from  New  Hamtpshire  [Mr 
Bridges  1  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
( Mr.  Flanders  1  are  necessarty  absent. 

If  present  and  voting,  ttie  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  mncTn^  and 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr.  Flan- 
ders I  would  each  vote  "nay.** 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  ChavbI. 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr  East- 
land 1.  the  Senator  from  Delaware  fMr. 
'^f*"'.  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gil- 
LETn:  1 .  the  Senator  from  West  Vu-ginia 
fMr.  KiLGOREl.  the  Senator  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  Lehman  1.  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran],  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spa»kmai»]  are 
necessarily  absent. 

The  result  was  annoimced— yeas  23, 


nays  62,  as  fellows 

YE^S— 23 


I 


Clements 

Ervln 

Fulbrlght 

Hennlngs 

Hill 

Humphrey 

Jackson 


Johnston,  S.C.  Mc(Cirth7 
Kefauver  Monroney 


Kerr 
Langer 
Long 
MagniHon 

Mansflelci 


;f 


Johnson.  Colo.    Maybank 


Marrmy 
Ne«ly 
Rupaell 
ByttilnctOQ 


1954, 
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MATS— a 


Aiken 

Dworahak 

Mnndt 

Anderaon             XUendci 

Paiitora 

Barrett 

Ferguson 

Payne 

B?all 

Oeorse 

Potter 

Bennett 

Ooldvtiter 

Purten 

Bo  wring 

Oore 

Beynolds 

Brlcker 

Oreen 

Robertson 

Burke 

Hendrlckaon 

8altonst«n 

Bush 

Hlrkerlocper 

Bchoeppel 

Butler 

Holland 

Byrtl 

Ivea 

Bmltb,  Maine 

C.ipehart             Jenner 

Bmltb,  N.  J. 

Carlaon 

Johnacin.  Tek. 

8t«nnU 

Cue 

Kennely 

Thye 

Cooper 

KnowUnd 

Upton 

Cordpn 

Kucbel 

Watklna 

Cr,p8ia^ 

ZiCnno:! 

Welker 

Daniel 

Ifalonu 

WUey 

DJ-keen 

MartlD 

WlUlama 

Douglu 

McClellan 

Touns 

Duff    ' 

MlUikln 

WOT  VCOTNO— 11 

Bridsea 

Frear 

Lehman 

Chares 

OlUetta 

McCarran 

EasUand 

Haydeii 

Sparknuui 

Plandera 

KUcoru 

So  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Kna 
for  himself  and  Mr.  Mooraomr  to  the 
committee  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  reconsider  the  voto  by 
which  the  Kerr  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  move  to  lay  on 
the  table  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Vermont. 

The  PRESmiNa  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
committee  amendment  is  open  to  further 
amendment 

Mr.  MUNDT.  lk|r.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
(Mr.  Young],  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky [Mr.  Coopn].  and  myself.  I  offer 
an  amendment,  which  I  ask  to  have 
stated. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  19.  in  the 
committee  amendraent  after  the  period 
in  line  11.  it  is  proposed  to  add  a  new 
paragraph,  as  follows: 

strategic  materlali.  acquired  by  the  Com- 
modity Cre<llt  Corporation  under  paragraph 
(2)  of  this  subsection  shall  be  transferred 
to  the  national  stockpile  established  pursu- 
ant to  the  act  of  June  7,  1939,  as  amended, 
and  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  shaU 
be  reimbursed  for  the  value  of  the  com- 
modities bartered  for  such  strategic  materials 
from  funds  approprifited  pursuant  to  aactton 
8  of  such  act  of  June  7.  1939,  as  amended. 
For  the  purpose  of  such  reimbursement,  the 
value  of  any  commotUty  so  bartered  shall  be 
the  lower  of  the  dom'^stlc  market  price  or  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation's  investment 
therein  as  of  the  date  of  such  barter,  as  de- 
termined by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment,  which  spealLs  for  itself,  Is  a 
simple  one.  I  have  discussed  it  with  my 
colleagues  on  the  cc  mmittee  and  with  the 
distinguished  chahman  of  the  commit- 
tee. 

In  brief,  it  provides  that  the  Com- 
modity Credit  ConJbratlon  shall  be  re- 
imbursed for  the  value  of  its  surplus  com- 
modities which  are  used  in  bartering 
abroad  to  secure  materials  and  other  sup- 
plies for  the  national  stockpile  program. 
It  means  that  we  sli^U  recapture  for  the 
C 876 


Oommodity  Credit  Corporation  the  value 
of  th*  materials  wliich  are  liartered  for 
defense  supplies.  It  means  that  we  shall 
be  engaged  in  trying  to  encourage  the 
disposal  of  surpluses.  The  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  will  then  have  a  very 
vital  interest  in  the  program,  because  it 
will  be  reimbursed  for  the  value  of  the 
suppUes  which  are  so  kMotered. 

I  shall  not  detain  the  Senate  longer, 
because  the  chairman  has  stated  to  me 
that  be  has  no  objection  to  the  amend- 
ment. Unless  there  be  objection  to  the 
amendment.  I  see  no  reason  to  detain  the 
Senate  by  making  a  further  explanation. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  At  the  moment.  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  amendment,  unless 
it  should  be  found  that  it  is  in  conflict 
with  other  provisions  of  the  law.  In  that 
case,  an  adjustment  would  have  to  be 
made. 

Mr.  MUNDT.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  think  it  proper  that 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
should  be  reimbursed  for  its  holdings  or 
for  its  commodities  which  are  traded 
with  foreign  countries  for  other  com- 
modities which  are  to  be  transferred  to 
the  national  stockpile. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  The  chairman  is  cor- 
rect. He  and  I  have,  discussed  the 
amendment,  and  we  have  also  discussed 
it  with  some  of  the  staff  members  of 
other  committees.  Since  there  are  now 
3  or  4  different  legislative  measures,  all 
looking  in  the  same  direction,  we  are  iu 
agreement  that  some  formula  should  be 
evolved  for  taking  care  of  the  foreigu 
transactions. 

Mr.  YODNQ.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BffUNDT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  YOUNO.  Argentina  increased  its 
wheat  exports  this  year  from  9  million 
bushels  to  81  million  bushels.  This  was 
accomplished  mostly  by  barter  deals. 

I  think  there  is  a  great  opportunity  for 
the  United  States  to  barter  many  of  its 
surplus  commodities  for  strategic  war 
materials.  To  me.  it  seems  very  foolish 
for  the  United  States  to  spend  dollars  for 
strategic  war  materials,  when  we  can 
Just  as  well  trade  off  surpluses.  In  my 
opinion,  such  an  amendment  ais  has  been 
offered  would  greatly  encourage  more 
barter  deals.  As  I  recall.  Congress  this 
year  appropriated  $300  miUion  to  buy 
strategic  war  materials. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
Every  dollar  saved  by  bartering  and  re- 
imbursing the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration would  be  a  saving  to  the  Ameri- 
can taxpayer.  I  feel  certain  that  this  is 
the  kind  of  amendment  which  the  Sen- 
ate and  Congress  as  a  whole  will  en- 
thusiastically support. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  South 
E)akota  [Mr.  Munst]  for  himself  and 
other  Senators  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
bill  is  Often  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an 
amendment  which  I  ask  to  have  read. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  desire  to  have  the  entire 
amendment  read? 


Mr.  THYE.  I  believe  It  would  en- 
lighten the  entire  membership  if  the 
amendment  were  read.  The  language  of 
the  amendment  is  identical  with  the  lan- 
guage in  the  House  bill.  I  propose  to 
offer  it  as  an  amendment  to  the  Senate 
bill.    I  believe  it  speaks  for  itself. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chup  Clxrk.  At  the  end  of  the 
biU  it  is  proposed  to  add  a  new  title, 
as  follows: 

Trrut   vni— DantT   PBOVOcra 

Sec.  801.  The  production  and  use  of  abun- 
dant suppUes  of  high  quaUty  milk  and  dairy 
products  arc  esBentlal  to  the  bealtb  and 
general  welfare  of  the  Nation;  a  dqwndable 
domestic  source  at  supply  of  these  foods  In 
the  form  of  high  grade  dairy  herds  and  mod- 
em, sanitary  dairy  equipment  Is  Important 
to  the  national  defense;  and  an  •eoaomleally 
Boimd  dairy  Industry  affects  beneficially  the 
economy  of  the  country  aa  a  whole.  It  la  tiM 
policy  of  Congress  to  assure  a  ctahUlaed  an- 
nual production  of  adequate  supplies  o(  Billk 
and  dairy  products;  to  promote  the  increaaed 
use  of  these  essential  foods;  to  tmptav  the 
domestic  source  of  supply  at  milk  and  bat- 
terfat  by  encouraging  dairy  fanners  to  de- 
velop efficient  production  units  conslsftlnK^ 
of  high-grade,  disease-free  cattle  and  modflnt 
sanitary  equipment:  and  to  stabUlas  tlM 
ec<momy  of  dairy  farmers  at  a  lercl  whlclt 
wiu  provide  a  fair  return  for  their  labor  and 
Investment  when  compared  wltli  tlM  ooa(t  of 
things  that  farmers  buy. 

Sxc.  802.  In  order  to  prevent  the  •ccumn- 
latlon  of  excessive  Inventortea  of  dairy  prod- 
ucts the  Secretary  of  Agrteulture  shall  im-* 
mediately  undertake  domestic  '*«*y'^»*  pro- 
grams under  authorities  granted  in  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Act  of  1988  and  tbm 
Agricultural  Act  of  1948.  as  amended,  or  m 
otherwise   authorized  by  law. 

Sbc.  803.  Title  n  of  the  Agricultural  Act  ot 
1948,  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  "«'""g  at 
the  end  thereof  the  foUowing: 

"^c.  202.  As  a  means  of  increasing  the 
utilization  of  dsUry  products,  upon  the  oer- 
tiflcation  that  the  usual  quantities  of  dairy 
products  have  been  purchased  In  the  normal 
channels  of  trade — 

"(a)  The  Commodity  Credit  Corporatioa  ' 
shall  make  available  to  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans'  Affairs  at  warehouses  where  dairy 
products  are  stored,  such  dairy  products  ac- 
quired under  price-support  programs  as  the 
Administrator  certifies  that  he  requires  in 
order  to  provide  butter  and  '•^^^f^ff  and  other 
dairy  products  as  a  part  of  the  ration  In  hoa- 
pitals  under  his  jtirisdlction.  The  Adminis- 
trator shall  report  monthly  to  the  Commit- 
tees on  Agriculture  of  the  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives  and  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture the  amount  of  dairy  products  used 
under  this  subsection. 

"(b)  The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
Ehall  make  available  to  the  Secretaries  of 
the  Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  at  ware- 
houses where  dairy  products  are  storeCU 
such  dairy  products  acquired  under  price- 
support  programs  as  each  Secretary  certifies 
that  he  requires  In  order  to  provide  butter 
and  cheese  and  other  dairy  products  as  a 
part  of  the  ration  of  the  Army,  Navy,  or 
Air  Force,  and  as  a  part  of  the  ration  in  hos- 
pitals under  his  Jurisdiction.  The  Secre- 
taries of  the  Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force 
shall  report  monthly 'to  the  Committees  on 
Agriculture  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  ctf 
Representatives  and  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture the  amount  of  dairy  iMx>ducta  used 
under  this  subsection. 

"(c)  Dairy  products  made  available  vrndo- 
this  section  Ehall  be  made  avaUable  without 
charge,  except  that  the  appropriate  Secre- 
tary or  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs shkll  pay  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration the  cxwts  of  packaging  incurred  In. 
making  such  products  so  available. 
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•■(«)  l!k*  oblifKtlOB  Of  fh«  OPBomedtty 
GMdl*  OctpenMon  to  m«ks  dairy  produeu 
rnnlUmbkt  parauuit  to  tbe  aboT*  shall  be 
nioBltwl  to  tfafiry  pro<Xaeta  •oqulrad  by  tb« 
Oaqpuratkm  ttmnigh  prieeHrapport  opera- 
tion dM  not  dlnosed  ctf  under  provlelons 
(1>  and  (2)  Off  Mctkm  416  of  this  act;  as 


80i>.  rot  the  purpose  of  asstotlng  pri- 
vate toade  flienniils  in  the  deTSloinnent  enil 
eaqpaiMlon  of  foreign  markets  for  United 
States  datrj  products,  the  Secretary  is  au- 
thorlBsd,  notwltbttandlng  any  other  pro- 
Tkdon  of  law,  to  enter  Into  commitments 
and  cuutraets  for  periods  of  not  to  exceed 
ft  ysare  ttx  the  sale  of  aucb  products. 

Bao.  SOB.  Am  a  means  of  staMllalng  the 
ilalzy  iadvstry  and  further  suppressing  and 
•nMUeatfnc  fefucellosls  in  cattle  tbs  Seore- 
tary  Is  authoriasd  to  transfer  not  to  exceed 
$Xft-inluion  annuBlly  lot  a  period  of  ,aVears 
troaa  funds  aTallaMe  to  the  Ckmunodlty 
Ckedlt  Oorporatlon  to  the  spprcqjnrlatton 
ttsm  "Plant  and  Animal  Disease  and  Pest 
OoBtrol'*  In  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
AppfOf»iaMon  Act.  1966,  for  the  purpoee  of 
laoreaalng  to  not  to  exceed  960  per  head  of 
eattto  the  amount  of  tbe  Indemnitiea  paid 
by  the  Federal  CtoTemment  for  Cattle  de- 
■trofed  bseaoie  of  brucellosis  in  connection 
with  eooperattre  control  and  eradication 
programs  for  such  disease  In  cattle  ent«ed 
^  Into  by  the  Secretary  under  the  authority  of 
the  Afifctf  May  39,  1884.  as  amended,  for  the 
•  .  purpose  of  increasing  the  number  of  such 
Indemntttes,  and  for  the  purpose  of  defray- 
ing an^r  addtttonat  administrative  expenses 
in  .oonneetlon  therewith. 

Sac.  906.  Ttte  Secretary  of  Agriculture  la 
directed  to  make  a  study  of  tlie  Tarious 
methods  of  production  control  and  of  the 
Tsrlous  methods  of  price  support  which 
oould  be  made  i4)pllcable  to  mUk  and 
buttcrfat  and  their  products.  Inehiding 
programe  to  be  operated  and  financed  by 
dairymen;  and  to  submit  to  Ciongress  on  or 
before  the  8d  day  of  January  1955,  a  de- 
tailed r^mrt  thereof  showing  among  other 
things  the  probable  costs  and  effects  of  each 
type  of  operation  studied  and  the  leglsla- 
tl<m.  if  any,  needed  to  put  it  into  effect. 
The  puipoee  of  tlM  study  and  report  is  to 
develop  basic  material  which  can  be  used 
by  Congress '  In  formulating  an  Improved 
agrieoltoral  program  for  milk  and  butterfat 
and  their  products.  AltematiTe  programs 
are  to  ha  submitted  for  consideration  by 
OoagrssB  'WNI  for  possible  submission  to  a 
refersn^gf  of  dai^  farmers.  The  Secre- 
tary MJ^OBduct  such  hearings  and  receive 
Bueh  sMiements  and  briefs  in  connection 
with  sodi  study  as  he  deems  appropriate. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  Will 
Hxt  Senator  state  how  much  time  he 
desires  to  yield  to  himself? 

Mr.  THTE.  Mr.  President,  I  yield  my- 
self 10  minutes.  I  doubt  whether  I  shall 
use  that  mueh  time. 

The  amendment  I  offer  would  not 
affect  the  price-support  question  in  any 
manner.  The  amendment  would  broad- 
en the  opportunity  not  only  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  but  of  the 
Depcutnient  of  Agriculture,  to  make  use 
of  surplus  dairy  products  by  making 
them  available  to  the  armed  services, 
thereby  increasing  the  amount  of  dairy 
products  that  would  be  available  to  sol- 
diers and  yeterans'  hospitals. 

There  Is  In  the  amendment  a  provision 
for  a  study  on  the  part  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture.  I  think  such  a 
study  is  vitally  necessary  if  we  are  to 
develop  a  constructive  i^d  far-reaching 
program  in  the  future. 

The  other  important  provision  of  the 
amendment  is  the  one  referring  to  bru- 


cellosis eradication,  by  which  it  is  ho^ed 
to  improve  the  health  condition  of  dairy 
herds.  By  eliminating  the  disease  and 
by  o-adicating  the  diseased  animal, 
greater  health  will  be  brought  about  In- 
sofar as  even  the  consiiming  public  is 
ooncemed. 

Secondly,  every  animal  which  is  taicen 
out  of  the  market  under  the  eradicailon 
program  will  contribute  to  lessening  the 
number  of  dairy  cows  to  be  milked. 

In  general,  the  amendment  contains 
the  identical  language  of  the  House  bill 
which  the  House  approved.  I  repeat 
that  it  does  not  involve  price  supports 
in  any  manner. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President.  I  hope  the 
amendment  can  be  included  in  the  'cocn- 
nUttee  bill  because  the  committee  b^l  is 
silent  on  this  question.  One  reason  Why 
the  bill  which  was  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee is  silent  on  this  feature  Is  ihat 
it  had  been  fully  anticipated  that  the 
House  bill  would  be  adopted  in  place  of 
the  Senate  bill.  However,  the  Se|iate 
bill  now  has  been  amended,  and  it  is 
my  understanding  that  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  everything  after  the  enacting 
clause  of  the  House  bill  and  substitute 
the  Senate  language.  It  is  for  that  rea- 
son that  I  am  desirous  of  having  the 
amendment  written  into  the  Senate  hill. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  understood  that 
the  sum  of  $50  million  was  to  be  taken 
from  a  particular  fund. 

Mr.  THYE.  No ;  that  is  not  provided  in 
the  amendment.  The  only  sum  involved 
is  $15  million. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  the  figure  $15  mil- 
lion? 

Mr.  THYE.  Fifteen  million  dollars  for 
the  eradication  of  brucellosis. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Would  such  a  limd 
be  provided  by  a  separate  appropria- 
tion, or  would  it  come  from  funds  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation? 

Mr.  THYE.  The  money  for  the  eradi- 
cation of  brucellosis  would  come  from 
separate  fimds.  They  would  not  come 
out  of  fimds  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation. 

Mr.  EI  .LENDER.  Would  there  be  a 
separate  appropriation  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen- 
ator will  yield,  I  should  like  to  ask  if 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  does  not  authorize  tak- 
ing the  $15  million  from  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  funds. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  clerk  advises  me  that 
the  money  would  be  taken  out  of  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  funds  for  the 
next  two  years. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Would  the  amend- 
ment under  discussion  be  the  authority 
for  taking  .such  funds? 

Mr.  THYE.  The  amendment  would 
provide  such  authority. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Would  the  $15  mil- 
lion be  used  exclusively  to  eradicate  bru- 
cellosis? 

Mr.  THYE.  That  is  true.  Federal 
funds  would  be  matehed  by  State  funds 
in  the  indemnity  payments  for  the  con- 
demned animals  found  to  be  affected  by 
brucellosis.  The  condemned  aniisials 
would  be  sent  to  the  slaughter  yards. 


and  the  Federal  Government  would  pay 
a  certain  amount  on  purebreds.  so  much 
on  grade  cattle,  and  so  forth.  That  has 
been  the  customary  procedure. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  other  words,  the 
funds  would  be  utilized  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  the  funds  which  Congress  now 
appropriates  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
my  colleague  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  THYE.    I  am  delighted  to  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  my  colleague's 
amendment,  which  has  been  tak^n  from 
the  bill  passed  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, include  language  which  would 
permit  adequate  disposal  of  the  surpluses 
of  butter  and  butterfat  products  through 
any  means  other  than  to  the  armed 
services  and  public  institutions? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  can  reply  best  to  that 
question  by  reading  a  portion  of  th« 
report  on  House  bill  9680. 

The  amendment  "directs  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  to  use  to  the  fullest  extent 
possible  existing  authority  to  dispose  of 
inventories  of  dairy  products  for  do- 
mestic consumption.  The  Secretary  has 
broad  authority  under  existing  law  to 
undertake  many  tjrpes  of  disposal  pro- 
grams. Many  of  these  programs  require 
the  cooperation  and  assistance  pf  State 
and  local  governmental  or  private  agen- 
cies, and  this  provision  is  intended, 
among  other  things,  to  direct  the  Secre- 
tary to  use  every  practicable  n^ans  to 
enlist  such  necessary  cooperation  and 
assistance  from  these  agencies  in  order 
to  make  possible  such  disposal  pro- 
grams." 

The  amendment  "authorizes  the  Sec- 
retaries of  the  Army.  Navy,  and  Air 
Force,  and  the  Administrator  of  Vet- 
erans' Affairs,  to  requisition  from  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  without 
charge,  except  for  packaging  antf  trans- 
portation, surplus  dairy  products  ac- 
quired pursuant  to  the  price-support 
program,  for  the  purpose  of  augmenting 
the  diet  of  personnel  in  the  armed  serv- 
ices and  in  hospitals  oiserated  by  the 
armed  services  or  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration. It  is  made  clear  that  the  dairy 
products  so  donated  must  be  III  addi- 
tion to  continued  purchase  of  the  usUal 
quantities  of  dairy  products  by  the  armed 
services  and  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration." 

I  believe  "that  members  of  th*  armed 
services  should  receive  more  dairy  prod- 
ucts in  their  diets." 

The  amendment  "provides  the  author- 
ity for  opening  up  an  entirely  new  field 
of  profitable  export  sale  of  American 
dairy  products,  and  one  which  may  de- 
velop into  a  market  of  considerable  im- 
portance. Under  recently  developed 
processes,  it  is  possible  to  process  whole 
milk  into  nonfat  milk  powder  and  but- 
ter oil.  or  into  other  constituent  prod- 
ucts, and  later  recombine  these  products 
with  water  to  produce  a  fluid-milk  prod- 
uct that  compares  very  favorably — par- 
ticularly in  parts  of  the  world  where 
modern  dairy  plants  and  milk-handling 
methods  are  relatively  unknown — with 
fresh  fluid  milk." 

That  outlines  the  Important  part  of 
the  amendment,  in  my  humble  opinion, 
because  the  amendment  will  open  up 
markets  such  as  in  Pakistan  and  other 
areas  of  the  world  where  there  is  a  defi- 


cit of  dairy  products  and  niiere  then  la 
malnutrition,  eq^epially  tniofar  M  tbU- 
dren  are  concerned. 

So  the  amendment  will  permit  us  to 
send  to  those  areas  condenaed  and  pow- 
dered milk,  thus  eUminattnff  the  heavy 
freight,  with  attendant  larce  tranq>or- 
totion  costs:  and  when  the  powdered  or 
condensed  products  reach  those  eoun- 
tries  the  products  can  be  reconstituted 
in  plants  which  can  be  erected  in  thoee 
countries. 

I  also  understand  "that  there  are  al- 
ready In  operation  la  a  few  parts  of  the 
world  such  milk  recombining  plants 
which  are  now  operating  profitably 
using  milk  powder  and  butter  oil  pur- 
chased from  commercial  sources  in  the 
United  Stotes.*^ 

I  also  understand  "that  with  some  en- 
couragement from  the  Oovemment.  pri- 
vate industry  is  willing  to  construct  and 
operate  a  number  of  similar  plants  in 
other  parts  of  the  world. 

"The   type   of   assistance   which    has 

been  proposed  to  the  committee  as  of 
possibly  the  most  value  to  the  private  in- 
dustry interested  to  the  construction  of 
these  plants,  would  be  a  contract  with 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
which  would  assure  the  plant  of  a  sup- 
ply of  milk  powder  and  butter  oil  for  a 
relatively  long  period  of  time  in  the  fu- 
ture and  which  would,  at  the  same  time, 
offer  such  commodities  at  a  slight  reduc- 
tion below  the  going  commercial  price 
with  the  agreement  that  the  saving  in 
cost  of  raw  material  should  be  aiH>Ued  to 
amortization  of  the  plant." 

Mr.  President.  I  could  read  further 
from  the  report  of  the  House  committee, 
but  I  think  I  have  covered  the  main 
points  in  connection  with  what  we  are 
endeavoring  to  do. 

I  think  the  amendment  is  a  perfectly 
sound  one;  and  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives must  have  thought  so,  because 
the  House  adopted  the  amendment 

Therefore,  Mr.  President.  I  urge  that 
the  Senate  adopt  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  to  my  colleague  that  I  agree  with 
him  that  the  amendment  provides  a 
means  of  disposing,  both  at  home  and 
abroad,  of  our  fxirpluses  of  dairy 
products. 

Furthermore,  let  me  say  that,  of 
course,  the  provisions  in  regard  to  bru- 
cellosis are  much  needed  and  will  con- 
tribute to  a  much  better  dairy  industry. 

Mr.  THYE.  In  regard  to  brucellosis, 
let  me  say  that  a  year  ago  there  was  an 
appropriation  for  tJiat  part  of  the  pro- 
gram: and  in  this  year's  bill  there  is  a 
similar  appropriation.  So  this  amend- 
ment will  merely  augment  or  follow  up 
that  program. 

Mr.  President,  I  tldnk  this  amendment 
is  a  perfectly  sound  one.  I  do  not  wiah 
to  press  the  point  any  further,  and  I  do 
not  wish  to  request  the  yeas  and  nays 
unless  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
intends  to  oppose  U\e  amendment.  But 
if  he  can  see  fit  to  accept  the  amend- 
ment, then  I  should  like  to  bring  my 
discussion  to  a  close. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has 
expired. 


Ifir. 

fheBeiMilar 


Mr.  President,  win 
tnm  Minnesota  yiekl  for  a 


Mr.  THYK.  Mr.  President.  I  yield  my- 
HSt  an  additional  5  minutes,  so  that  I 
may  answer  any  questions  the  Beoktor 
from  Louisiana  may  wish  to  aA. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Minnesota  is  recognised 
for  an  addiji<mal  5  minutrs. 

Mr.  ELUgNDER.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  THTE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  for  a  qfuestion. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  reading  the 
amendment,  I  notice  that  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  is  onpowered 
to  store  such  dairy  products  in  ware- 
houses near  the  veterans'  hospitals  and 
also  at  facilities  near  Army,  Navy,  and 
Air  Force  installations:  and  then  the 
amendment  contains  a  provision  that  the 
dairy  products  which  are  so  stored  shall 
be  made  available  without  charge.  Are 
we  to  understand  tliat  all  the  products 
which  are  made  available  to  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  the  Air  Force,  as  well  as  to 
the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  AlTairs, 
will  be  gifts  to  those  departments  of  the 
Oovemment? 

Mr.  THYE.  They  would  be,  when 
over  and  above  the  amounts  those  agen- 
cies now  are  regiilarly  purchasing  as  a 
part  of  their  commissary  purchases.  In 
other  words,  my  experience  with  the 
Army  camps  has  been  that  for  a  certain 
number  of  men.  a  bottle  ot  milk  or  a 
carton  of  m*^k  would  be  available:  and 
if  the  men  used  the  milk  on  theh-  break- 
fast food,  they  would  have  no  milk  to 
drink:  or  If  they  drank  the  milk,  they 
would  have  to  eat  their  breakfast  food 
dry. 

Therefore,  rather  than  have  the  dairy 
products  which  are  in  storage  possibly 
deteiioratA.  I  propose  that  they  be  made 
available  to  those  who  serve  in  the 
Armed  Forces,  so  that,  within  reason, 
they  wHl  be  able  to  have  all  the  milk 
they  may- wish  to  use. 

Mr.  BULENDER.  I  thought  that  our 
men  in  the  armed  services  wtere  well  fed. 

Mr.  THYK  They  are;  but  this  amend- 
ment would  also  be  available  in  connec- 
tion with  providing  them  with  an  ade- 
quate diet. 

Mr.  ELL£NDER.  Would  the  amend- 
ment result  in  a  charge  against  the  Com- 
modity ^«dit  Corporation? 

Mr.  THYE.  Yes:  Just  as  was  done 
when  we  sold,  for  3Mt  cents  a  pound,  to 
the  commercial-feed  mixers  or  feed 
dealers,  powdered  milk  which  cost  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  14  or  16 
cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Has  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  any  idea  of  the  amount 
of  milk  and  butter  which  would  be  dis- 
posed of  in  that  way? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  have  no  way  of  telling 
that:  but  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration oould  fit  in  the  operations  under 
this  amendment  with  their  handling  of 
the  existing  surplus  which  we  recognize 
is  threatened  with  deterioration. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  addition  to  mak- 
ing this  gift  to  these  departments.  I 
understand  that  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  would  have  to  pay  for  the 
freight,  packaging,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  THYE.  No:  that  is  not  the  case. 
The  report  of  the  House  Committee  on 
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Arrleulture  on  House  un  9680  states  that 
this  would  authfHize  "the  Secretaries  of 
the  Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  and  tb» 
Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  to 
requisition  from  t!ie  Commodttey  Credit 
Corporation  without  dtiarge,  except  for 
packaging  and  transportatkm.  surplus 
dairy  inrodocts  iM^quired  pursuant  to  the 
price-support  program,  for  the  purpose 
of  augmenting  the  diet  at  persimnel  in 
the  armed  servloes  and  in  hoq>itals  o|>- 
erated  by  the  armed  servloes  or  the  Vet- 
erans' Admlnlstratton." 

That  is  the  language  of  the  Hbuee 
committee  report  in  regard  to  the 
eorreqxmding  provisions  of  the  bill 
which  was  passed  by  the  House  of 
Representotives.  S 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  tMr.  PreslAnt.  win 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  me 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  THTE.  Yes;  and.  Mr.  Presideiit. 
I  now  3deld  mysdf  an  additiooal  i  min- 
utes, so  that  I  may  have  time  in  wtikdi 
to  answer  the  question  of  the  Senator 
from  Ftorida. 

The  PRE8IDINQ  OPnCER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  is  reoocniaed  for 
an  additional  5  minutes. 

Mr.  HOIXAND.  Of  ooorae.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  am  interested  in  the  suggestton 
made  by  means  of  the  amendment 
However,  one  of  the  points  which  occurs 
to  me  and  which  seems  to  me  to  be 
higtily  questionable,  is  why  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Minnesota  piefcts 
to  have  the  amounts  a<  dairy  products 
wnich  will  go  to  the  armed  services  and 
Uie  Veterans'  Administration  diarged  to 
tJbe  agricultural  income  of  the  VmUaik, 
rather  than  paid  for  by  the  appropria- 
tions for  the  armed  services  and  for  the 
Veterans'  Administration. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  can  an- 
swer, because  in  the  first  instance  the 
object  is  to  supplement  what  the  Quar- 
termtister  is  ah-eady  purchasing  as  a 
part  of  the  troops'  regiilar  diet  It  is  to 
make  additional  milk  availaltle  to  the 
Armed  Forces  and  to  the  veterans'  hos- 
pitals and  any  other  hospitals  iterated 
and  controlled  by  the  Armed  Farces.  In- 
stead of  permitting  this  product  to  de- 
teriorate and  go  to  waste  or  provide  addi- 
tional and  further  windfalls  for  the  com- 
mercial feed  mixer,  we  are  going  to  try 
to  put  it  where  It  can  be  used.  We  can 
either  appropriate  the  money  to  the  mill- 
tary  authorities  to  buy  the  milk,  or  we 
can  let  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion make  it  available  to  supply  and  sup- 
plement what  the  Quartermaster  fur« 
nishes  the  troops.  By  making  available 
more  of  the  dairy  products  of  which  the 
Commodity  Credit  already  has  a  surplus 
the  surplus  may  be  consumed.  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  of  discussion  to  the 
effect  that  these  surplus  dairy  products 
may  deteriorate.  I  think  the  proposal  is 
perfectly  sound.  The  House  must  have 
thought  so.  or  it  would  never  have  put 
the  provision  in  the  bill  and  approved 
the  bill. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President  wiU 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.    I  am  delighted  to  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  have  great  respect 
for  the  House,  and  also  for  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Minnesoto,  but  it 
still  seems  to  me  that  if  these  dairy  prod- 
ucts are  useful  to  the  defense  agencies 
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«Dd  llMirpcnonBd  and  to  the  Veterutf* 
Admiiilitnitton  and  tbe  penmuMl  of 
vImmb  they  have  eharge.  those  agencies 
Aoidd  pay  for  tbem.  It  Is  not  fair  to 
adtoidtare  to  have  tte  expeow  of  thia 
procram  ehMsed  to  the  agrlcuttural  sup- 


JKirther.  it  seems  to  me  a  eomidete 
aosver  to  the  Senator's  sosgestkm  that 
this  siAlert  wUl  be  In  ecmfercnoe.  any- 
way. It  is  in  the  Honae  UU.  and  If  we 
voted  It  in  the  form  whiA  the  Senator 
suggests,  which  Is  copied  out  of  the  ^Hise 
tam.  it  would  not  be  to  conference.  The 
amendment  tovolves  a  huge  outlay  of 
funds  from  the  acrlcultural  support  pro- 
gram fdr  the  benefit  of  other  agencies, 
which  certainly  should  stand  mxm  their 
own  feet  R  involves  the  appropristton 
of  $U  mllUoa  a  year  for  2  years  out  <tf 
Commodi^  Credit  funds  for  the  per- 
f  ermanee  of  a  task  which  is  properly  the 
task  of  the  Bureau  of  Animal  Indnstryi 
It  seems  to  the  Senator  from  Florttia 
that,  with  an  good  motives,  this  program 
is  iKighly  questionable,  and  ttmt  it  wouki 
be  beet  to  leave  it  in  conference  so  ttiat 
the  disttnguisbed  Senator  f  rmn  Minne- 
sbto  [Mr.  Thtb],  who  will  be  one  of  the 
conferees,  with  others,  cisn  arrive  at  a 
fair  program  In  this  fldil,  but  without 
charging  the  cost  to  the  aiirieultural  sup- 
pMTt  program. 

I  thank  the  Senator.     | 

Itr.  THTS.  I  renew  my  plea  that  the 
ehairmaa^aecqpt  this  ai^ndment  and 
take  it  to  omf erence.       \ 

Mr.  AIKB9.    Mr.  PresMent 

Mr.  ELUENDEtl.  It  Would  not  be  in 
conference  if  #e  adopted  the  same  lan- 
guage as  the  House  has  lapproved. 

Mr.  THYB.  Mr.  President,  the  bru- 
celloeis  program  is  not  mentioned  In  the 
Senate  bill.  I  most  certainly  am  anxious 
that  the  Senate  take  action  <ni  this  ques- 
tion, because  the  SMiate  has  been  con- 
tinuously talking  about  too  many  dairy 
cows.  There  are  diseased  animals,  and 
we  can  eradicate  the  disease  only  by 
finding  the  animals,  condemning  them, 
and  sending  them  off  to  the  slaughter 
3rard.  If  the  House  thought  well  enough 
of  this  provision  In  the  act  to  approve  it. 
I  believe  it  should  appear  in  the  Senate 
bill.  

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  the  Senator 
from  Florida  has  just  pointed  out,  if  the 
Senate  does  not  take  action  at  all  and 
the  House  has  the  provision  in  its  own 
\X5\,  and  substituted  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee amendments  for  the  House  bill, 
the  entire  subject  will  be  in  conference 
and  we  can  then  consider  it. 

Mr.  THTE.  Mr.  President.  I  must  say 
to  the  Senator  that  if  we  are  talking 
about  dairy  products  deteriorating  be- 
cause they  are  in  surplus,  if  we  are  offer- 
ing to  the  commercial  feed  mixer  good, 
edible  powder  that  has  cost  the  United 
Statea  Government  anywhere  from  14  to 
18  cents,  at  3V^  cents  a  pound,  to  be  used 
both  as  poultry  and  hog  feed  and  in 
other  ^rpes  of  feed  mix.  such  a&  feed  for 
turkeys — ^I  think  we  can  afford  to  put  a 
little  money  into  the  milk  to  put  it  on 
the  teble  of  the  soldier. 

I  have  received  any  ntunber  of  letters 
from  parents  in  which  tiiey  say  their 
soldier  sons  complain,  "I  am  not  getting 
enough  dairy  products  in  my  diet." 


The  money  must  be  impropriated, 
irtiether  it  is  Ux  the  quartermastef-  c«- 
whether  it  Is  made  available  to  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  HOIliAm>.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.    I  am  deUghted  to  y|eld. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  noUce  the  Senator 
would  appropriate — that  is  what  it 
amounts  to——  i 

Mr.  THYE.     Indeed  it  does.  | 

Mr.  HOU<AND.  The  Senator  would 
amnroprlato  $15  million  a  year  for  tach 
of  2  years,  for  speeding  up  the  campaign 
against  Bang's  disease.  Is  it  not  true 
that  in  connection  with  every  cozmiiod- 
ity  handled  by  the  Commodity  Credit 
Omporation.  there  are  numerous  prob- 
\eai&,  such  as  the  elimination  of  diseases 
or  pests  or  of  other  injurious  situations. 
which  are  looked  after  by  various  Other 
agnscies  of  the  Government?  If  the 
Congress  once  commits  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  the  handling  of 
all  of  those  programs,  we  shall  indeod  be 
on  most  dangerous  ground. 

It  seons  to  the  Senator  from  Florida 
that  that  would  necessarily  follow.  Poes 
the  Senator  suggest  that  we  shall  now 
enter  into  the  financing  of  all  of  those 
control  and  eradication  programs  from 
the  funds  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration instead  of  by  ordinary  appro- 
priations from  the  general  revenue 
funds  of  the  Government? 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Department  of  Agri- 
culture has  repeatedly  stated  that  there 
are  too  many  dairy  cattle,  that  the|-e  is 
too  great  dairy  production.  Here  Is  a 
diseased  animal  that  can  in  every  sense 
contaminate  the  health  of  man,  because 
if  man  handles  such  an  animal  in  the 
normal  process  of  milking,  he  can  con- 
tract undulant  fever,  and  anyone  af- 
flicted with  imdulant  fever  is  certainly 
a  very  ill  person. 

In  this  particular  instance  we  are 
going  one  step  farther  by  tndng  to  erad- 
icate more  cattle  than  the  brucellosis 
program  has  been  eradicating  in  pre- 
vious years.  That  is  what  is  involved 
in  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mrs. 
BowRiNG  in  the  chair) .  The  time  of  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  has  expirSd. 

Mr.  THYE.  Madam  President.  I  yield 
myself  an  additional  5  minutes  in  order 
that  I  may  properly  reply  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Florida. 

This  is  a  health  measure  as  well  as  a 
means  for  making  dairy  products  at' ail- 
able  to  our  soldiers  in  the  quantities  they 
desire,  because  my  mail  indicates  from 
time  to  time  that  the  soldier  is  not  get- 
ting enough  dairy  products. 

The  other  point  is  that  we  are  taking 
a  step  to  speed  up  through  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  the  eradication  of 
diseased  cattle  which  can  well  trar»mit 
disease  to  man.  That  is  what  is  em- 
bodied in  this  amendment.  The  Hbuse 
thought  well  of  it.  I  think  it  a  good 
amendment.  I  have  presented  it  to  the 
Senate.  I  regret  that  I  have  taken  as 
much  time  as  I  have.  I  do  not  wi^  to 
press  it  any  further. 
,  Madam  President.  I  request  the  yeas 
itod  nays,  and  I  hope  I  may  have  the 
privilege  of  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
amendment 


The  PRESIDING  OWICEH-  Ths 
yeas  and  nays  are  requested.  14  the  re- 
quest sufficiently  seconded? 

Mr.    AIKEN.    Madam    President 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Madam  Ptesictent. 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  distix^guished 
Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICE^.  The 
Senator  from  Vermont  has  oo|itrol  of 
the  time^ 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  shall  yield  Whatever 
time  the  Senator  from  New  Mes^ico  may 

Mr.  ANiSIrSON.  Madam  President. 
in  this  particular  instonce  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  is  proposing 
something  which  many  of  us  would  nor- 
mally wish  to  support.  I  lookefl  at  the 
proposed  amendment  of  the  iSenator 
from  Minnesoto  a  while  ago  and  thought 
the  things  he  was  proposing  wene  things 
which  ought  to  be  considered  by  the  con- 
ferees, and  I  so  told  him.  However,  I 
realize  now  that  if  this  lan^iiage  Is 
adopted,  it  exactly  follows  the  House 
language,  and  therefore  the  possibility 
of  conference  is  foreclosed.  "The  lan- 
guage adopted  by  the  Senate  would  be 
the  very  language  adopted  by  the  House, 
if  we  agreed  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota,  so  thef e  would 
be  no  possibility  of  conferring  over  it. 
However,  if  we  do  not  adopt  the  amend- 
ment, the  language  will  be  considered  to 
conference. 

The  conferees  on  the  Republican  side 
will  be  the  very  able  chairman  of  the 
committee,  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
(Mr.  AjkenI,  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Young  1.  the  Senator  from 
Minnesoto  (Mr.  ThykI.  and  otl>er  Sen- 
ators: while  on  the  Democratic  side  the 
conferees  will  be  headed  by  the  ajble  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  (Mr.  ELLXxfEBl.  the 
Senator  from  South  Caroliija  [Mr. 
Johnston  1 ,  and  other  Senators. 

Those  Senators  are  familiar  frith  the 
problem,  and  I  am  sure  they  dan  con- 
sider it  in  a  sensible  fashion.  I  thtok 
it  would  be  a  shame  if  we  we^e  to  tie 
the  hands  of  the  conferees  by  Sdopting 
exactly  the  House  language.  I  am  en- 
tirely willing  to  leave  this  subje^  to  the 
hands  of  the  able  Senator  frc»xt  Louisi- 
ana (Mr.  ELLENDER]  and  the  other  able 
Senators.  I  think  Senators  on  the 
other  side  should  be  willing  to  leave  it 
in  the  hands  of  the  Republican  con- 
ferees, headed  by  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [  Mr.  Aiken  ] .  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  (Mr.  Young]. 

It  seems  to  me  there  are  mai^  things 
proposed  here  which  are  worth  while. 
but  the  point  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland]  is  Very  im- 
portant. Are  we  going  to  charge 
against  the  farm  program  again  the  cost 
of  supplying  food  for  memlierS  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force.  Are  we  go- 
ing to  say  that  the  ration  in  the  hospitols 
must  be  increased  by  use  of  this  food. 
and  charge  it  to  the  farm  program?  I 
do  not  believe  so. 

The  brucellosis  campaign  is  a  worthy 
campaign.  It  should  be  charged  to  the 
Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  which  is 
where  the  charge  belongs.  The  appro- 
priations are  made  for  that  Bureau. 

I  sympathize  with  wliat  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  is  attempting  to  do,  and 


I  commend  him  for  it,  but  I  believe  It 
would  be  extremely  unfortunate  if  the 
Senate  were  to  adopt  the  identical  lan- 
guage the  House  adopted,  thereby  pre- 
venting the  possibility  of  this  language 
gotog  to  conference.  I  think  it  wo\ild 
be  far  wiser  to  follow  the  suggestion  of 
the  chairman  of  the  (t>mmlttee.  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  (Mr.  Aixxn]  and 
the  ranking  member  on  the  Democratic 
side,  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  (Mr. 
Ellenvei  ] ,  and  let  the  matter  go  to  con- 
ference, as  will  be  Uie  case  If  this  lan- 
guage is  not  adopted  in  order  that  there 
may  be  a  full  confeience  on  both  sides 
of  the  aisle. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Madam  President.  I 
should  like  to  accept  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Minnesoto.  because  I 
know  how  keenly  he  feels  on  behalf  of  the 
dairy  people  of  his  Etiite.  and  how  whole- 
heartedly he  represents  their  interests. 
but  his  amendment  is  rather  extensive. 
It  is  taken  from  the  House  bilL  It  has 
some  things  to  it  which  I  am  inclined  to 
think  are  good.  It  lias  1  or  2  things  to 
it  which  I  do  not  thiok  are  so  good. 

As  has  been  pototed  cut.  the  entire 
amendment  will  be  considered  to  confer- 
ence if  we  take  no  action  on  it  now.  If 
we  should  approve  it.  then  no  part  of  it, 
either  good  or  bad.  iKould  be  considered 
in  conference,  because  the  wordtog 
would  be  Identical  with  that  adopted 
by  the  House. 

I  am  sorry  I  cannot  agree  to  support 
the  amendment  whic^i  the  Senator  from 
Minnesoto  has  offered,  much  as  I  should 
like  to  do  that  for  htoi. 

Mr.  THYE.  Madam  President,  may  I 
inquire  as  to  how  much  time  I  still  have 
on  this  amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER-  The 
Senator  has  30  mtoutes. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  yield  as  much  time  as 
is  desired  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  Wniv]. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Madam  President.  I 
have  listened  to  the  n^ding  of  the  pro- 
posed amendment.  I  have  listened  to 
the  objections.  We  have  had  road- 
blocks thrown  up  against  the  solution  of 
the  dairy  problem  llie  argiunent  we 
have  hear  J  on  the  floor  Is  ihat  a  surplus 
of  dairy  products  cretited  the  problem. 
We  know  that  we  really  do  not  have  a 
surplus ;  that  what  we  seem  to  be  lack- 
tog  in  is  the  power  to  cUstribute. 

We  know  that  during  the  war  we 
shipped  powdered  mUk  overseas.  We 
know  that  we  had  big  mixing  machtoes, 
?ome  of  which  were  built  to  my  own 
State,  which  were  useti  in  this  connec- 
tion. If  we  listen  to  the  radio  or  tele- 
vision programs,  we  find  that  today  cer- 
tain folks  are  selling  powdered  milk  and 
can  tell  us  how  to  mix  ir,  without  the 
fat  content.  They  tell  us  it  produces  a 
wonderful  drink  after  it  is  put  to  the 
ice  box. 

A  few  years  age  we  ha/1  a  debate  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  with  relation  to 
oleomargartoe.  The  prophecy  that  was 
made  then  has  come  to  pass.  Oleo- 
margarine has  token  o^'cr  about  60  per- 
cent of  the  spread  market,  and  has 
token  it  away  from  the  dairyman.  The 
result  is  that  we  have  stored  to  the  dairy 
Stetes  not  only  butter  and  cheese,  but 
powdered  milk. 


Tlw  distinguished  Senator  from  Mto- 
nesoto  lias  proposed  a  plan  whereby 
certain  people  are  to  receive  the  benefit 
of  our  finest  foods.  The  cow  has  been 
called  the  "mother  of  the  race."  We  are 
talking  about  putttog  up  $15  million  as  a 
roadblock  against  giving  our  boys  an 
adequate  milk  supply^or  let  us  say 
cheese    or  let  us  say  butter. 

Instead  of  that,  it  is  contended  we 
should  give  them  oleomargartoe.  and  let 
them  drink  other  things  they  can  get  to 
cans.  But  we  rre  not  supposed  to  give 
them  milk,  which  is  surplus.  I  think  it 
is  perfect  nonsense. 

As  I  have  listened  to  the  discussion  of 
this  amendment  there  has  been  preached 
a  sermon  to  all  who  will  listen.  This 
sermon  says  "America  is  blessed  with  a 
surplus." 

We  are  calling  it  a  curse.  If  we  suf- 
fered from  a  scarcity  of  these  products, 
it  would  be  dilTerent.  but  we  have  been 
blessed  with  a  surplus.  However,  we  call 
it  a  curse,  because  we  have  not  exercised 
enough  totelligence  to  ascertato  how  to 
distribute  it  to  the  needy. 

In  this  city  alone  there  are  hundreds 
of  children  who  need  this  food,  but  up 
to  now  we  have  not  been  able  to  evolve 
a  distribution  system. 

The  senlcH*  Senator  from  Minnesoto 
brings  before  us  a  challenge  and  says 
"Give  this  food  to  the  tK>ys  m  the  service, 
who  do  not  receive  an  adequate  supply 
of  nature's  greatest  food." 

Madam  President,  I  trust  the  Senate 
will  speak  to  no  uncertato  terms.  The 
House  of  Representotlves  has  shown  us 
the  way.  The  House  has  given  us  the 
green  light  on  this  subject.  That  is 
something  we  did  not  have  to  the  debate 
heretofore  to  relation  to  the  dairy  toter- 
ests  of  the  Middle  West.  The  dairy  to- 
terests  of  the  other  sections  of  this  coun- 
try— where  they  do  not  need  parity — 
have  not  stood  by  us  at  all.  They  have 
stobbed  us  to  the  back.  They  want  to 
stob  us  again.  *" 

We  have  an  opportunity  to  show  a 
little  liberality  and  also  to  show  that  we 
are  ready  to  think  to  terms  of  what  the 
House  has  said  on  this  subject.  I  think 
this  language  should  be  taken  to  confer- 
ence, so  that  there  will  be  no  argument 
over  the  subject.  Let  us  have  at  least  one 
item  with  respect  to  which  the  dairy 
toterests  of  this  country  have  not  been 
turned  down. 

Mr.  THYE.  Madam  President.  I  am 
ready  to  jrield  back  the  remStoder  of  my 
time,  if  the  Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr. 
AnoN]  is  willing  to  yield  his  time,  to 
order  that  this  question  may  come  to  a 
vote. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Madam  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  Minnesoto  yields  the  rest 
of  his  time  I  will  yield  the  remainder  of 
our  time. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  rose. 

Mr.  THYE.  BAadam  President,  my 
colleague  from  Miimesoto  is  seeking  to 
be  recognised. 

I  yield  to  my  colleague  from  Minnesoto 
3  mtoutes. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Madam  President,  I  will 
defer  yielding  back  my  time  until  the 
junior  Senator  from  Miimesoto  has  fto- 
ished  speaking.  I  may  desire  some 
further  tlmsL 


Mr.  THYE.  Inasmuch  as  the  junior 
Senator  from  Minnesoto  desires  to  speak, 
I  yield  to  him. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  How 
much  time  does  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.    I  yield  S  mtoutes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, among  the  arguments  which  have 
been  made  against  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  senior  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota is  the  argument  as  to  where  the 
money  will  come  from,  not  whether  it 
will  come  from  the  toxpayers,  from  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  or  from 
the  Veterans'  Administration,  or  from 
the  armed  services.  From  an  accounting 
potot  of  view,  that  is  a  good  argument. 
It  is  another  of  the  argumente  which 
we  frequently  have  over  procedme.  I 
am  of  the  opinion  that  the  American 
public  is  not  toterested  to  the  procedural 
debates  we  have  to  this  Chamber,  lliey 
are  toterested  to  resulte  and  action. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Minnesoto  is 
proposing  an  amendment  which  has  al- 
ready been  adopted  by  the  House  of 
Representatives.  It  is  not  as  thouah  It 
were  somethtog  pulled  out  of  thto  air, 
and  which  had  not  been  discussed  fully 
to  both  the  House  of  Representotlves 
and  discussed,  at  least  to  part,  to  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

I  think  it  is  quite  well  understood  that 
the  provisions  of  the  amendment,  when 
discussed  to  the  Senate  committee,  were 
looked  upon  with  considerable  favor. 
At  least,  we  thought  it  was  one  of  the 
items  we  would  take  up  to  conference, 
and  possibly,  with  some  modifications 
which  have  been  suggested,  could  be 
made  a  part  of  the  general  sgilcultural 
bill.  I  should  like  to  see  the  amendment 
made  a  part  of  the  Senate  bill  so  that  it 
will  be  nailed  down  and  not  be  lost. 

I  do  not  think  anyone  to  the  Chamber 
would  want  to  limit  the  activity  of  the 
Federal  Government  to  the  field  of  the 
control  of  brucellosis.  Let  us  not  "kid" 
ourselves  as  to  where  the  money  comes 
from.  It  c<Mnes  from  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  Stotes;  and  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  Stotes  gete  it  from  the  peo- 
ple. The  argument  about  whether  it 
comes  from  the  Ctmimodity  Credit 
Corporation,  the  Department  of  Labor, 
or  the  department  of  this  or  that  has. 
somethtog  to  do  with  the  general  ac- 
counting of  our  Federal  Government, 
but  it  does  not  have  ansrthing  to  do  with 
the  question  of  where  the  money  comes 
from ;  natoely,  the  taxpayers. 

The  argument  has  been  made  agato 
and  agato  as  to  the  pressing  burden  of 
the  surplus  of  dairy  products.  The 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
soto does  not  do  away  with  normal  pur- 
chases to  the  market,  to  the  trade  areas. 
It  does  not  toterrupt  normal  purchases 
by  the  armed  services  or  the  Veterans' 
Administration.  It  ^s  supplementol  to 
what  is  already  being  purchased  to  the 
competitive  open  market. 

It  seems  to  me  that  this  amendmmt 
offers  some  opportunity  for  certato  ex- 
perimentol  activity  overseas.  I  have 
discussed  with  representotlves  of  the 
dairy  industry  some  of  the  proposals 
made  to  the  Department  of  Agrioultura.'' 
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I  iccret  that  those  propoeak  hsTe  gen- 
enlly  been  reiflcted  by  the  Department 
of  Asrieulture.  but  I  happen  to  know 
that  the  proposal  fop:  the  lise  of  dried 
milk  and  the  estabUahm^iit  of  plants 
overseas,  as  suggested  by  mjr  ecdleague. 
is  a  iMToposal  which  was  advanced  by 
the  dairy  industry  Itself  as  a  way  of 
utilising  the  great  abundance  which  is 
ours. 

Tbit  proposal  came  from  the  dairy  In- 
dustry itself.  The  dairy  industry  wishes 
to  have  an  opportunil?  to  proceed  to  de- 
velop markets  in  areas  where  milk  prod- 
ucts and  butterf  at  are  not  a  customary 
partof  the  diet  It  takes  time  to  develop 
such  maricets.  and  the  help  of  our  Gov- 
ernment may  be  req^ired  during  the  in- 
terim period. 

Hie  way  to  meet  these  proposals  is 
not  by  ducking  them  or  trying  to  slide 
by  on  the  basis  of  procedural  tactics,  but 
to  meet  them  face  to  face. 

I  commend  my  colleague  for  offering 
his  ammdment.  The  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  WIlkt]  made  ah  ac- 
curate statement  when  he  said  that  the 
issue  is  now  directly  before  us  to  decide 
whether  we  wish  to  take  a  constructive 
step  in  this  Chamber  and  do  something 
about  a  problem  which  has  been  exten- 
sively discussed. 

I  am  glad  to  Join  with  my  colleague. 
I  commend  him,  and  I  shall  support  his 
amendment. 

Mr.  THYE.  Madam  President,  we  are 
placing  our  youth  in  the  military  forces. 
We  have  denied  them  the  right  to  have 
all  the  milk  ttiey  need  in  their  diet  The 
mHk  which  is  placed  on  the  tables  will 
be  supplemental  to  the  diet  which  has 
been  placed  before  the  soldiers  in  the 
regular  course  of  procedure.  It  will  not 
replace  what  has  been  put  into  the  sol- 
diers' diet  heretofore.  We  can  place 
this  milk  on  the  tables  of  the  young  men 
who  are  in  the  very  flower  of  their  life 
and  who  need  the  milk  solids  and  the 
calcium  to  build  their  bodies. 

If  this  amendment  is  rejected.  I  shall 
vote  "nay"  on  the  entire  bill. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Madam  President,  I 
yield  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
vteat  offered  by  the  Sniator  from  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  Thte]  to  the  committee 
amendment.  On  this  question  the  yeas 
and  nays  have  been  ordered,  and  the 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
theroa 

Mr.  DANIEL  (when  Ills  name  was 
called) .  On  this  vote  I  have  a  pair  with 
the  senior  Senator  from  Califomia  [Mr. 
Knowland].  If  he  were  present  and 
voting,  he  would  vote  "nay."  If  I  were 
at  liberty  to  vote,  I  would  vote  "yea."  I 
withhold  my  vote. 

The  rollcall  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flandebs]  and  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  Knowland]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

If  present  end  voting,  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Fij^ndsrs]  would 
vote  "nay." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavcz]. 
the    Senator    from    Mississippi     [Mr. 


Eastland],  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
EMr.  FUEAKl.  i^e  Senator  from  low^  [Mr. 
OuxBTTKl.  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCaxkan],  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
hcma  [BCr.  MoNSOHrr],  and  the  ScBiator 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  SpaikmanI  ar«  nec- 
essarily absent 

I  announce  further  that  if  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCABaAN]  would  vote  "nay." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  30. 
nays56<  as  follows: 

YEAS— 30 


3urke 
Case 

Clementa 

Cooper 

Cordon 

DougtaM 

DwOTShak 

ttvlii 

Pulbiigbt 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

BeaU 

Bennett 

Bowrlng 

Brtckw 

Bridges 

Bush 

Butler 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Crlnpa 

EHrluen 

Duff 

Blender 

Ferguson 

George 


Chaves 
Daniel 

Flanders 


Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Rusaell 

Symington 

Thye 

Upton 

Wiley 

Young 


Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Kefauver 

Langer 

Lehman 

Magnuson 

Mansfield 

McCarthy 

j      NATS— 66 

Goldwater  Maybank 

Oore  McClelua 

Qreen  MlUlkln 

Hayden  Pastore 

Hendrlckson  Payne 

Hlckenlooper  Potter 

HUl  Purtell 

I  Holland  Reynolds 

I  Jenner  Robertsofi 

Johnson.  Colo.  Saltonst^U 

!  Johnston,  B.  C.  Schoepp^ 

Kennedy   '  Smatherf 


Kerr 

Kllgore 

Kucbel 

Lennon 

Ijong 

Malone 

Martin 

NOT  VOTING — 10 


Smith,  Iilaine 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Stennls 

Watklns 

Welker 

WUlUmsl 


Frear 
OUlette 
Knowland 
McCarran 


Monrone^ 
Sparkmafi 


So  Mr.  Thyx's  amendment  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Madam  President.  I 
move  that  the  vote  by  which  the  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment  was  rejected  be 
reconsidered. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  I  moved  to  lay  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Vermoiit  on 
the  table. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Madam  President, 
I  offer  the  amendment  which  I  sfnd  to 
the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Lbgislativk  Clerk.  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  on  page  38,  line  14, 
before  the  word  "no",  it  is  proposed  to  in- 
sert the  following:  "no  price  sapport 
shall  be  made  available,  through  p>ay- 
ments,  at  a  level  in  excess  of  105  percent 
of  the  parity  price  for  the  cominodity; 
and." 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Madam  PresKlent,  I 
yield  myself  5  minutes. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to 
place  a  ceiling  on  the  support  price  of 
wool  as  accomplished  by  the  direct  pay- 
ment alternative  in  the  bill.  Thae  are 
two  methods  of  support  in  the  wool  bill. 
The  first  method  is  60  to  90  percent  of 
parity  loans,  and/or  purchases,  and  the 
second  is  by  direct  payments  from  the 
Treasury. 

The  purpose  of  the  pending  amend- 
ment is  to  establish  a  ceiling  of  1(15  per- 
cent of  parity  for  payments  ma|de  on 
WOOL    In   the   pending    bill   there    are 


many  commodities  for  which  price  siu>- 
ports  range  from  zero  to  90  p^cent;  on 
others  the  range  is  from  82  ^A  percent  to 
90  percent,  but  in  the  case  of  wool  the 
sky  is  the  limit. 

The  way  the  bill  would  opera|te  is  this: 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  would  de- 
termine the  price  at  which  wool  should 
be  sold  in  order  for  productl(|n  to  ap- 
proximate 360  million  pounds  a  year. 
To  do  so  the  Secretary  of  Africulture 
would  confer  with  producers  slid  ascer- 
tain from  them  the  price  at  which  suffi- 
cient Incentive  would  exist,  and  at  which 
they  were  willing  to  produce  the  neces- 
sary amount.  If,  for  exan|ple.  the 
price  fixed  should  be  72  cents  a  pound, 
but  the  wool  grower  could  market  the 
wool  for  only  50  cents  a  pound,  the  Sec- 
retary would  direct  that  pajrments 
amounting  to  the  difference  between  50 
cents  and  72  cents — that  is,  22  cents  per 
pound — be  made.  That  momey  would 
be  taken  directly  from  the  Treasury. 
The  only  limitation  on  the  amounts  of 
payments,  as  the  bill  now  stands,  is  that 
total  payments  may  not  exceed  an 
amount  equal  to  70  percent  cl  the  im- 
port duties  which  the  tariff  on  wool 
produces.  The  payments  could  go  sky 
high;  the  only  limit  as  to  how  far  they 
could  go  would  be  the  amount  of  money 
to  make  them. 

Madam  President,  I  believe  that  wool  is 
a  product  deserving  of  and  which  should 
receive  fair  treatment.  But  it  is  not  fair 
to  limit  the  price  supports  on  our  basic 
commodities  such  as  wheat,  cotton,  com. 
and  others  to  90  percent,  and  then  make 
the  sky  the  limit  insofar  as  wool  is  con- 
cerned.   I  think  that  is  unfair. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Madam  president. 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  for  a  question. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  As  I  understand  the 
proposal  as  it  affects  wool.  It  is  very 
similar  to  the  provision  in  the  bill  which 
passed  the  Senate  some  time  ago.  The 
provision  makes  application  of  what  is 
commonly  known  as  the  Brannan  plan, 
or  the  plan  which  was  suivanced  by 
former  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Bran- 
nan,  embodying  the  making  of  cash  pay- 
ments from  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  to  the  producers  of  wocA  in  order 
to  assure  a  fair  price.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  pnovides  for 
105  percent  of  parity  from  payments  to 
be  made  out  of  the  Federal  Treasury, 
and  gathered  from  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     That  is  oorrect. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senate  has  been 
considering  for  several  days  an  agricul- 
tural bill.  In  the  form  in  whieh  the  bill 
is  at  the  present  time,  the  producers  of 
wheat  would  have  a  basic  parity  of  75 
percent  guaranteed  in  1956.  The  pro- 
ducers of  cotton  would  have  a  basic 
parity  of  75  percent  guaranteed  under 
the  loan  system.  The  producers  of  other 
commodities  will  have  variable  parities. 
Senators  representing  the  dairy  farm- 
ers have  had  knocked  down  fvery  pro- 
posal they  have  made,  with  the  result 
that  support  price  on  dairy  prices  have 
been  reduced  to  75  percent  of  parity. 


Why  does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
think  we  should  take  from  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States,  from  funds  which 
will  come  into  it  by  way  of  Import  duties. 
an  amount  sufficient  to  pay  wool  produc- 
ers 105  percentof  party,  when  other  pro- 
ducers are  being  cut  down?  It  seems  to 
me  it  is  rather  discriminatory  to  provide 
105  percent  of  parity  for  producers  of 
wool,  to  be  paid  out  of  the  Treasury  from 
funds  received  from  import  duties,  when 
support  prices  have  been  cut  down  for 
the  producers  of  wheat,  com.  and  cot- 
ton, and  every  effort  to  assist  the  dairy 
industry  has  been  rebuffed  and  defeated 
on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate.  Why  is  it 
necessary  to  take  from  the  Treasury 
funds  sufficient  to  pay  the  wool  producer 
105  percent  of  parity  when,  by  vote  of 
the  Senate,  we  have  cut  down  parity 
price  supports  for  the  producers  of  every 
other  agricultural  commodity  in  the 
United  States? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  To  be  perfectly 
frank  with  my  good  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Georgia,  my  amendment  would 
set  the  limit  at  105  percent  of  parity  be- 
cause I  feel  the  Senate  will  agree  to  that. 
That  limit  is  better  than  no  limit  The 
Senator  from  Georgia  will  remember 
that  when  the  wool  bill  was  being  con- 
sidered some  time  ago,  I  tried  to  limit 
the  support  level  to  100  percent,  but  my 
amendment  did  not  carry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  has 
expired. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Madam  President, 
I  yield  myself  5  more  minutes. 

As  I  have  said,  that  effort  to  limit 
Xht  support  level  to  100  percent  failed. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  my  friend  will  hi- 
dulge  me,  I  should  like  to  inform  him 
that  that  was  before  the  Senate  had 
applied  the  ax  to  all  the  other  pro- 
ducers. Until  that  time  the  other  pro- 
ducers had  something  to  look  forward 
to.  but  in  the  Senate  they  have  been 
struck  down  and  pushed  back.  I  do  not 
see  why  the  wool  producer  should'  be 
singled  out  for  preferential  treatment. 
It  has  been  rather  interesting  to  see  how 
various  provisions  have  been  put  into 
the  bill,  and  how  other  groups  have 
been  cut  down.  There  is  now  before  the 
Senate  a  propotsal  to  have  the  Brannan 
plan  applied  to  wool  at  105  percent  of 
parity,  whereas  price  supports  for  the 
benefit  of  all  other  agricultural  pro- 
ducers have  been  struck  down  and  cut 
down  time  and  again. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  think  the  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana  would  probably  per- 
mit me  to  say  that  by  no  stretch  of  the 
imagination,  should  this  be  called  the 
Brannan  plan.  This  wool  program  was 
submitted  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
Sutes  in  1946.  Mr.  Brannan  was  not 
then  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  He  did 
not  become  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
until  1948.  This  plan  was  devised  by 
the  then  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming. 
Mr.  O'Mahoney.  in  conjunction  with 
many  persons  representing  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agricultur-..  I  do  not  believe 
that  by  any  stretch  of  the  imagination 


the  proposal  could  be  called  the  Bran- 
nan plan. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  What  the  Senator 
has  said  is  that  the  program  originated 
with  respect  to  wool,  and  Mr.  Brannan 
tried  to  seize  it  and  apply  it  to  all  omi- 
modities  produced  ir  the  United  States. 
Since  it  happened  that  he  was  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  at  that  time,  the  plan  be- 
came known  as  the  Brannan  plan. 
Everyone  knows  that  Mr.  Brannan  did 
not  originate  the  plan.  It  grew  from  a 
number  of  sources.  It  grew  fnnn  the 
effort  with  respect  to  wool  which  failed 
in  1946.  It  grew,  from  an  article  written 
by  a  professor,  as  a  distress  measure. 
The  term  "Brannan  plan"  is  a  term  un- 
derstood by  every  person  in  the  United 
States,  because  it  provides  for  payments 
by  the  Government  in  order  to  give  a 
fair  price  to  the  farmers. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Instead  of  calling 
it  the  Brannan  plan.  let  us  call  it  direct 
payments  to  the  producer,  because  that 
is  what  it  is. 

Mr.  RUSSELl*  It  would  not  be  a 
subsidy,  would  it? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  is  a  subsidy,  of 
course.  In  the  case  of  wheat  or  cotton, 
or  com,  or  rice,  or  peanuts,  or  any  of  the 
other  basics,  a  farmer  is  permitted  to 
borrow  so  much  money  from  the  Govern- 
ment. He  must  pledge  his  crop, as  se- 
curity for  the  loan.  But  in  this  case, 
there  not  only  is  the  loan  plan,  but 
there  is  the  additional  gadget  which  will 
permit  the  Government  to  pay  a  pro- 
ducer the  difference  between  what  he 
receives  on  the  market  and  what  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  agrees  is  a  fair 
price — a  price  at  which  a  wool  grower 
could  find  sufficient  Incentive  to  do  his 
share  to  produce  as  much  as  360  mil- 
Uon  pounds  of  wool. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  it  is  unfair  to 
other  commodities  to  place  wool  in  a 
position  where  it  will  receive  price  sup- 
port at  as  much  as  105  percent  of  parity 
when  the  basics  can  get  a  maximum  of 
only  90  percent.  That  simply  is  not 
fair.  As  the  bill  is  now  drafted,  there  is 
no  limitation  to  the  provision  concern- 
ing wool.  I  would  prefer  to  have  Uie  bill 
provide  for  much  less  than  that — per- 
haps the  same  level  as  the  basics — but 
at  least.  105  percent  of  parity.  There 
must  be  some  maximum  level  set. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Beall  in  the  chair).  The  time  of  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  has  expired. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  myself  1  more  minute. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Louisiana  is  recognized 
for  an  additional  minute. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President.  I  un- 
derstand that  the  House  has  limited 
payments  under  the  subsidy  alternative 
in  the  bill  to  110  percent  of  parity. 

It  is  my  hope  that  we  shall  at  least  be 
able  to  place  a  lOS-percent  limitation  in 
the  bill  as  to  these  direct  payments  to 
the  producers  of  wooL  I  urge  that  my 
amendment  be  adopted.  We  must  be 
fair.  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  myself  10  minutes. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Wyoming  is  recognized  for 
10  minuter. 


Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  it 
seems  to-  me  that  it  would  be  eminently 
unfair  for  the  Senate  to  adopt  this 
amendment.  If  the  Senate  adopts  this 
amendment,  it  will  single  out  wool  as  the 
only  commodity  which  will  be  subject 
to  this  limitation. 

Section  402  of  the  1949  act  provides 
that  any  commodity  can  be  supported 
In  excess  of  90  percent  of  parity,  if  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  gives  notice  and 
thereafter  holds  a  hearing  and  then  de- 
termines to  do  so. 

If  this  amendment  is  adopted,  its  ef- 
fect will  be  to  say  that  any  farm  com- 
modity, save  and  except  wool,  may  be 
supported  at  any  figure  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  deems  proper — and  above 
100  percent  of  parity,  if  he  so  dteides. 

The  Senator  from  T.niii«rfitrni  ksiows 
full  well  that  section  32  funds  oome  from 
the  custom  receipts  on  numerous  com- 
modities, including  wool.  I  may  say  to 
him  that  for  the  past  12  years  or  13 
years,  the  total  receipts  from  the  tariff 
on  wool  have  exceeded  $1  biUion.  but 
not  one  penny  of  that  money  has  been 
used  for  the  benefit  of  wooL  On  the 
contrary,  the  money  under  section  32 
funds  has  been  used  for  nearly  every 
other  commodity. 

Let  me  enumerate  some  of  the  items 
with  respect  to  which  the  tariff  income 
on  imported  wool  and  other  imports  has 
been  used  to  promote  the  foreign  use  of 
other  farm  commodities  from  1943  to 
1953: 

Fruits,  $261  million;  cotton  $185  mU- 
lion;  vegetables.  $183  milhon;  grains. 
$176  miUlon;  eggs  and  poultry.  $175  mil- 
Uon:  dairy  products.  $166  milUon. 

And  so  I  could  continue  through  the 
list.  But,  Mr.  President,  you  will  not 
find  that  a  soUtary  nickel  of  that  money 
was  used  for  the  benefit  of  wool,  during 
all  that  period  of  time. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  tell  us  how  much  the 
Government  has  lost  on  the  wo(d  pro- 
gram? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  can  tell  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  that  the  total  loss  on  the 
wool  program  during  the  war  years  was 
approximately  $46  milhon.  I  can  also 
tell  the  Senator  from  T^iiaintiit  and  this 
is  more  damaging  than  any  statement 
made  thus  far  today  on  the  floor  of  the 
United  States  Senate — that  the  United 
States  Govemmoit  caused  the  wool- 
growers  of  the  United  States  to  lose  five 
times  that  amount  of  money.  That  was ' 
done  because  during  World  War  n,  the 
OPA  set  on  wool  a  ceiling  price  of  42 
cents  a  pound,  but  permitted  the  prioea 
of  evenrthing  the  woolgrowers  had  to 
buy.  to  skyrocket.  Labor  costs  went  up 
and  up.  The  result  was  to  make  it  im- 
possible for  woolgrowers  to  remain  in 
business.  That  is  precisely  why  wool 
production  in  the  United  States  declined 
from  460  million  pounds  a  year  in  1943. 
to  230  million  pounds  in  1953.  The  wool 
growers  went  out  of  business  in  whole- 
sale numbers.  They  went  out  of  busi- 
ness because  they  knew  that  if  they  re- 
mained in  business,  they  would  go  broke. 
That  is  one  reason  why  the  Nation's  live- 
stock industry  has  been  thrown  oom- 
Iiletely  out  of  gear.  Those  wool  grow- 
ers had  ranges  and  had  to  run  livestock 
in  order  to  use  the  grass.    As  a  result. 
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tlie  growers  shifted  to  cattle  produetioii. 
That  te  wby  we  new  hftve  9S  miUkm  bMul 
of  cattle  oa  the  ranges  in  the  West— the 
highest  eiUtle  pomlatbm  in  the  history 
of  the  Nattooi — and  why  we  alao  have  the 
anallest  sheep  pc^mlatlon  in  the  last  80 
years.^  That  situation  has  developed  be- 
cause of  the  policies  of  the  United  States 
OoTemment. 

Mr.  ANESE^SON.  Mr.  FresklMit.  will 
the  Soiator  f rwn  Wyoming  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  yield  to  my  col- 
league from  Tew  Mexico. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Does  the  Senator 
frcnn  Wyoming  agree  with  me  that  the 
reduction  of  wool  production  to  230  mil- 
lifm  or  240  million  pounds  was  a  very 
expoisive  project  for  the  Government, 
once  operations  in  Korea  began,  with  the 
result  that  the  Government  then  had  to 
go  into  foreign  markets  and  purchase 
hundreds  of  millions  of  pounds  of  wool 
at  $2  or  $2.50  a  pound. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  That  is  correct.  It 
was  very  fortunate  that  the  sea  lanes 
were  open  to  us,  so  that  we  could  Import 
the  wool  we  needed.  Otherwise  we 
might  have  been  in  a  critical  conditi(m, 
without  wool  to  outfit  our  Army. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  If  we  produced  in 
the  United  States  approximately  300  or 
350  million  pounds  of  wool  a  year,  I  be- 
lieve that,  would  permit  us  in  a  period 
of  emergency — as  has  occiured  time  and 
time  again — to  equip  the  American 
soldier  with  uniforms  made  of  wool  and 
to  make  sure  that  wool  for  that  purpose 
would  be  available  to  us  when  it  was 
needed. 

I  am  sure  that  such  a  program  will 
not  cost  the  Government  any  money. 
The  Senator  from  Wyoming  said  a 
moment  ago.  that  the  program  had  cost 
the  Government  $4MI  million.  But  if  the 
ceilings  on  wool  had  been  raised,  in  the 
way  that  the  Government  has  raised  so 
many  other  ctilings,  the  Government 
could  have  disposed  of  the  entire  stock 
of  wool  at  a  profit. 

However,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
was  not  restricted  in  the  case  of  wool, 
in  the  way  he  was  in  the  case  of  cotton. 
Therefore,  he  sold  the  wool  at  a  loss, 
although  he  sold  the  cotton  at  a  profit. 
That  should  never  have  been  allowed 
to  happen  to  the  wool  producers  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  ELI2NDER.  BUt.  Mr.  President, 
the  price  of*  cotton  was  held  down  in 
much  the  same  way  that  the  price  of 
wool  was.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexi- 
co knows  that  as  well  as  I  do. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Let  me  explain  why 
wool  was  in  a  different  situation.  The 
parity  price  on  wool  was  established 
with  a  most  inopportune  base  period. 
The  period  between  1910  and  1914  was 
established  as  the  base  period.  How- 
ever, that  period  was  the  worst  in  the 
history  of  the  United  States,  insofar  as 
the  pi:ice  of  wool  was  concerned.  The 
price  established  on  that  basis  was  so 
unrealistic  that  the  parity  established  as 
a  result  was  of  little  help  to  the  wool 
growers.  But  when  the  war  came  along, 
the  OPA  used  that  base,  and  froze  the 
price  of  wool  at  a  figure  at  which  it  was 
impossible  to  profitably  produce  wool. 

Year  after  year  during  the  war  days 
the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 
showed   that    the    wool   growers   were 


losing  10  cents  on  every  pound  of  wool 
they  produced. 

Mr.  President,  the  most  unfortunate 
thing  of  all  is  that  when  a  new  parity 
formula  was  established  for  agricul- 
tural commodities,  the  figure  chosen  was 
the  one  banning  10  years  ago,  during 
the  war  period,  when  the  OPA  estab- 
lished t)ie  ceiling  price  of  wool  at  42 
cents  a  pound,  as  I  said  a  moment  ago. 
Consequently  the  wool  growers  were- 
obliged  to  accept  that  low  price  as  the 
basis  for  fhe  new  parity. 

So.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that 
if  the  amendment  is  adopted,  the  Sen- 
ate will  be  singling  out  wool,  for  discrim- 
inatory treatment.  It  is  proposed  that 
the  Secretary  df  Agriculture  shall  not 
have  the  discretion  to  support  wool  at 
a  higher  price,  although  we  are  willing 
to  give  him  authority  to  support  every 
other  farm  commodity  at  a  higher  price 
if  he  so  desires. 

Secondly  it  will  make  it  impossible  to 
raise  the  price  of  wool  even  though  the 
Secretary  believes  that  to  be  neoessary 
for  the  security  of  our  country. 

I  hope  the  amendment  is  voted  down. 

Mr.  DANIEL.     Mr.  President - 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Texas. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Do  I  correctly  tinder- 
stand  that  if  the  bill  is  passed  as  now 
written,  without  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellcnoer] 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  will  have  the 
power  to  support  certain  commodities 
above  the  price  ceilings  which  we  fix 
here,  namely  above  821/2  to  90  percent? 

Mr.  BARRETT.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  in  the  law  as 
it  is  today? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  That  is  in  tike  law 
as  it  is  today.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  situation  would 
not  be  changed  by  the  passage  of  this 
bill?  

Mr.  BARRETT.  If  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  were 
adopted,  it  would  be  changed. 

Mr,  DANIEL.  I  meant  without 
amendment. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  As  to  all  the  other 
commodities  mentioned  in  the  bill,  is  it 
true  that  the  law  would  permit  tlie  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  to  support  them 
above  100  percent  of  parity? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  The  Senator  Is  cor- 
rect.   

Mr.  DANIEL:     After  a  hearing.. 

Mr.  BARRETT.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  it  true  that  if  a  com- 
modity is  to  be  supported  at  100  percent 
of  parity,  there  may  be  times  whan  it  is 
necessary  to  go  above  parity  in  order  to 
strike  an  average? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  has 
expired. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  yield  myself  >n  ad- 
ditional 5  minutes. 

Mr.  CASE.  At  times  the  commodity 
is  selling  at  considerably  below  parity. 
and  to  make  it  possible  for  it  to  at erage 
100  percent  of  parity,  there  would  have 


to  be  some  time  when  it  itas  above 
parity.  

Mr.  BARRETT.  The  Senatjor  is  cor- 
rect. If  the  grower  is  to  be  encouraged 
to  expand  his  herds  and  brtng  more 
wool  to  the  market,  it  will  be  necessary 
to  have  a  higher  support  price. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  it  not  true  that  In  the 
case  of  wool  we  are  dealing  with  a  stra- 
tegic commodity?  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  recalls  a  time  during 
World  War  II  when  we  authorised  the 
agencies  of  the  povernment  to  go  in 
to  the  world  market  and  buy  up  even 
second-grade  wool  in  order  tx>  prevent 
it  from  falling  Into  the  hands  of  the 
enemy.  In  order  to  carry  on  their  at- 
tack against  Moscow  the  Germans 
needed  woolen  clothing,  and  one  of  the 
reasons  for  the  breakdown  of  the  Ger- 
man ofiFcnsive  against  Moscow  was  the 
fact  that  the  ersatz  clothing  did  not 
give  the  German  soldier  the  protection 
he  needed  in  the  weather  he  confronted. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  The  Senator  is  en- 
tirely correct.  In  the  early  days  of 
World  War  II.  the  RFC  went  into  the 
market  and  bought  a  tremenidous  sup- 
ply of  Australian  wool  for  fear  we  might 
be  cut  otl  from  that  supply  during  the 
war.  I  do  not  recollect  the  exact  pound- 
age, but  as  I  remember  it.  approximately 
125  million  pounds  were  purchased  by 
the  RFC  for  that  very  purpose. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  is  my  impression  that 
it  was  somewhat  more  than  that.  For 
a  time  following  the  war  that  wool  was 
used  in  effect  to  depress  the  market  for 
native  American  wool. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon. 

Mr.  CORDON."  I  am  interested  in  the 
question  asked  by  the  Senator  from 
Texas  IMr.  Daniel]  and  the  answer 
given.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  any  action 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  in- 
crease the  support  price  above  00  per- 
cent of  parity  can  come  Into  being  only 
when,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  it  is  necessaity  for  the 
protection  of  the  health  and  safety  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Or  the  security  of 
the  country.  That  is  precisely  the  basis 
of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Is  it  not  also  true  that 
this  reserved  authority  rests  in  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  with  respect  to 
every  supported  price? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  The  Senator  is  en- 
tirely correct. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Is  it  not  also  true  that 
this  is  an  attempt  to  single  out  one  com- 
modity, which  happens  to  be  the  only 
commodity  in  short  supply  and  the  most 
essential  commodity  by  reasoti  of  that 
fact,  and  to  lessen  the  authoiTity  of  the 
Secretary  to  protect  the  people  of  the 
United  States? 

Mr.  BARRETT  The  Senator  is  en- 
tirely correct;  and  I  can  say  t:  him  that 
the  production  of  wool  in  this  country 
dropped  from  460  million  pounds  10 
years  ago  to  230  million  pouttds  today, 
and  the  domestic  production  this  year 
is  less  than  it  was  last  year. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Will  the  Senator  yield 
for  one  further  question? 


I  am  deUshted  to 


Mr.   BARRETT, 
yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Does  not  the  author- 
ity of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
protect  the  safety  and  security  of  the 
United  States  permit  him,  if  necessary, 
to  increase  the  support  price  of  cotton 
along  with  other  commodities? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  The  Seimtor  Is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  But  not  by  direct 
payments,  as  is  sought  to  be  provided 
in  the  wool  bilL 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
call  attention  to  one  fact  hefore  the 
debate  is  closed.  The  tariff  on  wool  at 
the  present  time  jrields  a  revenue  some- 
what in  excess  of  $55  million  a  year. 
This  bill  merely  provides  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  may  use  70  percent  of 
that  amount,  if  necessary — and  I  think 
It  would  require  more  nearly  40  percent 
of  that  amount — in  order  to  encourage 
the  wool  growers  of  the  United  States  to 
bring  into  producti<m  300  million  pounds 
of  wool  which  are  needed  for  the  scciurlty 
Of  this  country. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  am  delighted  to 
yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Under  section  402, 
would  the  Govemoient  be  authorized  to 
make  direct  pajrmeats  to  producers  as  in 
the  case  of  wool? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  No;  I  think  not.  I 
think  the  Senator  Is  correct  about  that. 
Nevertheless,  the  lame  result  would  be 
achieved  by  a  loao  under  the  support 
program. 

Mr.  ELLENDEIi.  I  cannot  agree. 
The  producers  would  obtain  the  increase 
in  price  from  the  ;»le  of  their  products 
whereas  in  this  Instance  the  producers 
obtain  a  portion  of  their  pajrment  out  of 
the  Treasury.  Tliat  is  the  difference 
between  the  two  programs. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  The  payment  is  not 
made  out  of  the  Treasury.  It  is  made 
out 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  jrield  myself  an 
additional  2  minutes. 

The  payment  is  made  from  the  cus- 
toms receipts  on  v/ool  alone. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Which  would  other- 
wise remain  in  the  Treasury.  Those 
receipts  go  to  the  Treasury  after  they  are 
collected  and  then  paid  out  to  producers. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  wants  to  (»bject  to  that,  he  also 
ought  to  tell  the  people  of  Louisiana  that 
he  did  not  like  the  idea  of  taking  $185 
million  out  of  the  Treasury  to  encourage 
foreign  use  of  domestic  cotton  or  $261 
miUlon  to  encourage  use  of  fruits.  I 
could  go  through  the  entire  list.  I  do 
not  know  any  reascn  why  the  woolgrower 
should  not  have  a  Uttle  protection  from 
the  tariff  on  wool.  All  other  commod- 
ities have  had  help  over  the  years  in  ex- 
ports and  subsidies  of  one  character  or 
another. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  B.\RRETT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDEIl.  The  Senator  has 
just  stated  that  oae -hundred-some-odd 
million  dollars  was  taken  out  of  the 
Treasury   to   pay   for  cotton  supports. 


That  was  done  to  cubsldlse  foreign  uAea 
of  cotton.  Last  Saturday  In  debate  I 
produced  flffures  to  show  that  the  Treas- 
ury had  pcen  enriched  by  $260  million 
plus  from  cotton  sales. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Nevertheless.  I  say 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Louisiana  that  cotton  used  $185  million 
of  section  32  funds  between  1936  and 
1953,  and  during  that  same  period  of 
time 

Mr.  ELLENESR  That  was  done  to 
subsidlie  sales  of  cotton  abroad  as  I 
previously  stated. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  During  that  same 
period  of  time,  wool  did  not  use  a  thin 
dime  of  section  32  funds. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  am  delighted  to 
yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  In  fact,  despite  what 
may  be  the  seeming  difference  and  the 
argumentative  difference,  is  not  the  real 
difference  the  fact  that  we  are  support- 
ing the  price  of  cotton  and  other  so- 
called  basic  agricultural  products  be- 
cause there  is  a  surplus,  and  not  enough 
demand  to  take  care  of  the  surplus,  and 
consequently  not  enough  demand  to  off- 
set supply;  whereas  in  the  case  of 
domestic  wool  we  are  faced  with  a  com- 
modity which  is  essential  but.  because 
of  imports,  is  in  such  low  supply  that 
we  are  in  danger  of  losing  the  very 
basis  to  which  we  can  turn  for  the  par- 
ticular commodity  in  case  of  emergency? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  The  Senator  is  en- 
tirely correct.  I  am  certainly  not  op- 
posed to  using  section  32  funds  for  the 
benefit  of  cotton,  fruits,  grains,  vege- 
tables, and  ;so  forth. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARRETT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  does  not 
mean  to  tell  the  Senate  that  section 
32  funds  were  used  at  any  time  to  pay 
the  farmer  more  than  90  percent  of 
parity  on  cotton? 

Mr.  BARRETT.    No. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  the  Senator's 
inference  is  to  that  effect.  The  Sena- 
tor knows  very  well  that  that  is  not 
true. 

Mr.  BARRETT.    I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Very  well.  Let  us  get 
1*;  straight. 

This  is  a  marvelous  piece  of  legisla- 
tion. Mr.  President.  I  have  seen  the 
dairy  Industry  literally  butchered  by  this 
bill.  I  know  what  is  happening  to  the 
producers  of  the  basic  farm  commodi- 
ties. There  is  no  question  about  what  is 
happening.  Therefore,  I  do  not  believe 
the  Senator  is  fair  when  he  says  that 
section  32  funds  have  been  used  to  pay 
the  American  cotton  farmer  more  than 
90  percent  of  parity  at  any  time. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  No;  I  wish  to  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  that  what  I 
said  was  that  imder  section  402  the  Sec- 
retary had  the  discretion  to  support  cot- 
ton and  every  other  farm  commodity  at 
an  amoimt  in  excess  of  90  percent  of 
parity.   That  is  the  point  that  was  made. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  When  has  he  done 
that?  

Mr.  BARRETT.  Section  32  funds  are 
an  entirely  different  matter,  and  they 
are  used   to  increase   consumption  of 


these  c(»nmodlties.  mostly  abroad.  It  is 
probably  true,  as  the  Senator  frcmi  Loui- 
siana has  said,  that  the  money  was  used 
to  subsidize  export  markets  for  these 
crops.  Ttiat  is  entirely  oorreet.  I  assume. 
It  might  have  been  used  for  other  par- 
poses,  but  it  was  not  paid  to  the  growers. 
I  am  certain  of  that. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  what  I  wanted 
to  make  clear.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  a  question.  What  is  the  amount 
of  the  imports  of  wool  over  the  past  sev- 
eral jrears?  How  much  wool  do  we  have 
to  buy  from  abroad? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  It  has  varied  some- 
what, but  during  the  war  years  it  was 
as  high  as  700  million  or  800  million 
pounds  a  year.  The  tariff  on  wool,  over 
a  10-  or  12-year  period,  amomited  to 
about  a  billion  dollars,  or  on  an  average 
of  about  $100  million  a  year. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Then  we  are  on  an 
import  basis,  so  far  as  wool  is  concerned. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  ELL£NDER.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  During  the  war  we 
imported  about  twice  as  much  wool  as 
we  produced  in  this  country. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  what  I  wanted 
to  know. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  At  the  present  time 
it  is  about  50-50.  I  should  say. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  In  other  words,  we 
are  on  an  import  basis,  so  far  as  wool 
is  concerned. 

Mr.  BARRETT.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Of  course,  the  prob- 
lem is  different  when  it  comes  to  cot- 
ton, wheat,  and  dairy  products  than  it  is 
with  respect  to  wooL 

I  am  perfectly  willing  to  vote  nam 
against  production  payments  in  excess 
of  100  percent  of  parity  on  anyone's 
products.  I  say  that  although  I  am 
quite  sure  that  some  of  the  products  of 
Florida  have  perhaps  received  more  than 
that  out  of  this  particular  fund.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  right.  If  we  are  going  to 
say  to  our  own  producers,  "You  can  be 
paid  only  75  percent  and  up  to  90  per- 
cent, or  82^  percent  and  up  to  90  per- 
cent," we  should  not  at  the  same  time 
say  that  if  someone  is  producing  in  this 
country  a  product  which  is  on  an  import 
basis,  he  may.  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  be  paid  140  per- 
cent, 150  percent,  or  200  percent  of  the 
parity  price. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  do  not  know 
whetlier  the  Senator  is  speakii^  on  his 
time  or  on  mine. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  sorry.  I  mere- 
ly wanted  to  develop  the  facts.  I  wanted 
to  make  that  point  clear.  I  b^eve  the 
American  people  WiU  understand  that  we 
are  willing  to  pay  to  the  producers  of  a 
product  in  this  country  on  an  import 
basis  more  than  100  percent  of  parity, 
but  we  are  not  willing  to  pay  on  dairy 
products  even  as  much  as  80  percent  of 
parity  or  90  percent  of  parity.  The  same 
is  true  with  respect  to  cotton.  Cotton 
is  just  as  essential  as  wooL 

Mr.  BARRETT.  There  is  no  question 
about  it. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  same  is  true  with 
respect  to  wheat.  Wheat  is  just  as  es- 
sential as  WOOL   Wool  is  essential,  too.   I 
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•m  afmkl  the^  Senator  has  thls^jsubject 
IwelcmutL  Tbe  American  pec^le  will 
tinderstand  ttult  we  are  saying  we  want 
to  stop  8iiridu#  mroductton  by  lowering 
the  price,  but  t  doubt  if  there  afe  many 
perscHis  who  a}%  familiar  with  agricul- 
ture who  believe  that  there  Is  much  to 
that  argument. 

Owt  the  long  run  an  economic  factor 
taatrudes  as  every(»ie  realizes,  of  course. 
because  in  the  long  run  the  producer  will 
go  broke.  He  will  either  have  to  stop 
producteg  or  hie  will  have  to  reduce  his 
producttto.  We  have  a  propof»l  before 
us  in  the  ease  of  a  certain  commodity  to 
resist  eveD«  limitation  of  105  percent  of 
parl^  oat  of  other  funds  available  for 
production  payments,  while  there  is  no 
money  available  with  which  to  pay- even 
M  percent  of  the  cost  of  producing  other 
commodities  m  this  country,  regardless 
of  the  cost  the  producer  must  pay  to 
cafTj(  <m  ttiat  production.  There  Is 
something  wrong  here. 

If  the  Senator  wishes  universally  to 
apply  that  principle  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  will  say  that  no  produc- 
tion pasnnmts  in  excess  of  100  percent 
of  parl^  should  be  made  on  any  product. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  3^eld  for  a  question? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  should  like  to  make 
one  statonent  in  response  to  the  remarks 
of  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  effect  of  the  amendment 
would  be  entirely  to  upset  the  theory  the 
Senator  has  advanced.  As  I  imderstood 
the  Senator,  he  wanted  the  commodities 
to  be  treated  equally.  That  is  precisely 
what  I  want  done.  The  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  provides 
that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may 
support  the  other  commodities,  saye  and 
exc^t  woqI,  at  any  figure  he  may  deter- 
mine. 

Mr.  OBQRGE.    No. 

Mr.  Barrett,  with  respect  to  wool, 
however,  he  cannot  go  above  105  percent. 

Mr.  CHSOROE.  No.  The  Senator  did 
not  understand  me.  I  said  I  hope  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  will  provide  that 
no  payments  should  be  made  which 
would  carry  the  price  to  the  producer 
above  100  percent  of  parity,  whether 
the  product  Is  on  an  export  basis  or  on 
an  Import  basis. 

If  we  are  to'Testrlct  the  producer  of 
an  absolutely  vital  and  necessary 
product  in  the  United  States  to  a  price 
somewhere  between  90  percent  and  the 
bottom,  or  zero,  there  Is  no  need  in  the 
world  to  pay  more  than  100  percent  of 
parity  to  the  producer  of  a  product 
which  is  constantly  on  an  import  basis. 
The  Senator  will  never  put  wool  on  an 
export  basis  by  the  kind  of  scheme  he 
is  resorting  to.  He  will  not  even  supply 
the  demand  for  wool  ii;  the  United  States 
by  anything  he  proposes  to  do  in  this 
bill.  

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  may  say  that  It  has 
been  done,  of  course. 

Mr.  OEOROE.  It  was  done  at  a  time 
when  we  were  not  consiuning  so  much 
wool,  when  the  population  was  very 
much  smaller. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  That  may  be  true. 
However,  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  wool 
has  been  singled  out  because  it  has  been 
declared  by  the  Munitions  Board  to  be  a 


strategic  material,  necessary  for  the  de- 
fense of  the  country. 

Mr.  YOUNG.,  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  , 

Mr.  BARRETT.     I  yield.        '  I 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  'the 
time  of  the  Senator  trom  Wyoming  has 
expired. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  yield  myself  5  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  believe  the  parity 
formulas  under  the  price-support  pro- 
grams are  not  generally  understood.  Of 
course,  they  are  far  from  perfect.  If 
either  the  so-called  modernized  parity 
formula  or  the  old  parity  formula  re- 
flected the  true  value  of  wool  or  of  other 
commodities.  I  think  there  would  be  a 
great  deal  of  merit  to  a  limitation  of  105 
percent  of  parity. 

Let  me  give  an  example  of  how  the 
parity  formulas  do  not  apply  fairly  to 
all  commodities.  I  think  we  all  know 
that  when  we  applied  the  90  percent  of 
parity  formula  to  potatoes  the  potato 
farmers  were  very  pleased  with  it  and 
produced  all  the  potatoes  that  were 
needed,  and  n!iore.  They  made  a  great 
deal  of  money  out  of  90  percent  of  partly. 
However,  we  had  a  90  percent  suppcrt 
program  for  wool  for  6  or  8  years.  I  be- 
lieve. Nevertheless  the  wool  inrfustry 
continued  to  decline.  I  believe  that 
means  only  one  thing,  namely,  that  the 
parity  formula  has  not  been  fair  for  wool 
producers.  In  my  opinion  a  90  percent 
support  program  for  wool  does  not  rep- 
resent a  fair  support  for  wool,  and  mere 
than  would  a  60  percent  support  for 
potatoes. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  think  the  Senator 
is  correct.  While  the  90-percent  pro- 
gram has  been  in  effect,  the  production 
of  wool  has  been  declining  year  after 
year,  and  is  declining  this  year. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  tihe 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARRETT.      I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  wish  to  oteerve  some- 
thing along  the  same  line  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  has  brought  out. 
One  hundred  and  five  percent  of  parity 
is  not  what- it  may  seem  to  be,  because 
the  basis  upon  which  the  wool  parity  is 
computed,  historically,  is  fundamentally 
wrong.  Although  the  support  price 
might  reach  105  percent  of  parity  in 
name,  in  actual  fact  it  does  not. 

There  is  one  other  thing  I  wish  to 
mention.  We  certainly  do  not  want  to 
use  Treasury  support  to  increase  produc- 
tion of  something  which  is  in  long  supply 
by  paying  over  100  percent  of  parity.  If 
we  are  going  to  pay  more  than  100  per- 
cent of  parity  ^of  any  product,  it  should 
be  paid  only  for  those  products  which 
are  in  short  supply,  which  are  strategic 
in  character,  and  which  are  essential  to 
the  national  security.  That  is  the  jus- 
tification for  this  whole  procedure,  in 
order  to  try  to  maintain  a  domestic  wool 
industry  which  is  sufficiently  sound  to 
insure  that  it  will  be  available  when  we 
need  it.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  Barrett]  will  recall  that 
about  a  year  or  two  ago  we  were  both- 
ered by  the  fact  that  some  of  our  South 
American  friends  were  subsidizing  the 
export  of  wool,  so  that  when  the  wool 
came  to  this  country  it  carried  with  it 


what  amounted  to  an  export  aubsldy 
from  the  country  in  which  it  was  pro- 
duced. It  was  brought  in  here  at  an 
upset  price,  which  tended  to  destroy  the 
market.  Many  of  us  thought  it  was  only 
fair  that  we  should  use  the  proceeds 
from  the  special  tariff  fund  to  off  let  the 
kind  of  a  trade  war  which  we  en- 
countered. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  indulge  me  for  one  moment. 
I  wish  to  say  that  I  do  not  object  to 
paying  the  woolgrowers  a  fair  price,  but 
when  we  talk  about  paying  a  production 
payment,  all  we  mean  is  that  we  are 
paying  the  producer  more  than  100  per- 
cent of  parity  on  one  commodity,  but 
we  have  denied  it  to  the  milk  producers, 
we  have  denied  it  to  the  cotton  farmers, 
and  we  have  denied  It  to  the  wheat 
farmers  of  the  country. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  have  the 
floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  B/vrrett] 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Minnesota  [Mr.  ThyiI. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  should  like  to  make  one 
comment. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  yield  provided  I  do 
not  lose  the  floor.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  I  may  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  without  losing  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  THYE.-  Mr.  President,  In  refer- 
ence to  the  remark  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia,  I  wish  to  say 
that  this  body  rejected  an  amendment 
to  provide  dairy  products  to  the  soldiers 
of  this  land,  coming  from  the  surplus 
supply.  The  soldier  is  taken  from  his 
home  at  a  very  tender  age,  really  in  the 
very  flower  of  life,  and  is  put  Into  a  mili- 
tary camp.  He  is  allowed  only  a  certain 
amount  of  milk,  although  we  hav«  dairy 
surplu-ses  which  are  threatened  with  de- 
terioration. We  are  going  to  give  this 
surplus  to  the  feed  dealers  at  a  knocked- 
down  sacrifice  price  of  3'i  cents  a  pound, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  powdered 
milk  costs  anywhere  from  14  to  16  cents 
a  pound  when  the  Conunodity  Credit 
Corporation  is  acquiring  it.  Yet  we  deny 
the  military  forces  the  right  to  use  milk 
products  for  the  soldiers  of  our  coun- 
try. 

We  also  denied  the  military  forces  and 
the  Veterans'  Administration  the  right 
to  put  a  few  surplus  dairy  products  on 
the  tables  in  veterans'  hospitals. 

I  commend  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  George]  for  the  remarks  he  has 
made,  when  he  said  we  have  denied  this 
support  to  dairy  products,  but  we  are 
now  talking  about  an  unlimited  figure, 
if  it  becomes  necessary,  for  subsidy  pay- 
ments on  wool. 

I  do  not  say  this  with  any  thought 
that  I  have  rejected  wool  supports,  i 
will  support  that  program.  However,  I 
could  not  help  but  add  to  the  comments 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia, because  we  are  being  inconsistent. 
Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President— — 
Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me? 
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The  PRESrOINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recogniises  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  are  we 
on  controlled  time? 

The  PRESIDING  OPFTCKR.  The 
Senator  from  Wyoming  controls  the 
time.  Does  the  Senator  yield  time  to 
the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  BARRETT.    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Before  the  Senator 
yields  the  floor,  will  he  yield  to  me  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  BARRETT.    I  am  delighted  to 

yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  As  one  Senator  who 
supported  the  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mimiesota  in  the  dairy  field, 
I  suggest  that  two  wrongs  never  make  a 
right. 

Mr.  CASS.    Mr.  President,  will  tbe 
Senator  jrleldto  ihe? 
Mr.  BARRETT.    I  yield. 
Mr.  CASE.    I  also  call  attention  to 
Uie  fact  that  I  supported  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota.   I  regret  that  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
was  not  agreed,  to,  but  it  was  not.    I  cer- 
tainly Join  with  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon in  saying  that  such  action  would 
not  be  made  light  by  doing  a  wrong  in 
this  instance. 
Mr.  BARRETT.    I  yield  the  floor,  Mr. 

President.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Wsroming  srields  the  floor. 
Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  make  one  thing  clear.  In  tbe 
past  we  have  supported  certain  com- 
modities at  Jrell  over  90  percent  of 
parity,  during  World  War  n  and  during 
the  Korean  War.  The  Kw  provides  that 
when  necessary  to  obtain  adequate  pro- 
duction the  Secretary  may  fix  the  sup- 
port level  at  wherever  Is  necessary.  In  tbe 
interest  of  the  national  security. 

Toward  the  end  of  World  War  n  cot- 
ton was  supported  at  95  percent  of 
parity.  We  supported  milk  at  around 
130  or  135  percent  of  parity.  Flaxseed 
was  suiivorted  at  over  150  percent  of 
parity.  In  1951  long  staple  cotton  was 
supported  at  155  percent  of  parity,  and 
in  1952  it  was  supported  at  153  percent 
of  parity. 

The  proposiKl  wool  program  would  not 
break  any  precedent.  I  do  not  beUeve 
support  for  wool  at  over  105  percent  of 
parity  would  result  In  the  obtaining  the 
desired  production,  if  105  percent  of 
parity  would  not  do  it.  Nevertheless.  I 
do  not  think  I  would  single  out  wool  as 
the  only  commodity  with  respect  to 
which  the  support  price  could  not  be 
raised  subsbintially  in  the  event  of 
emergency,  which  would  simply  mean 
that  Congress  would  have  to  enact 
emergency  legislation. 

However,  I  will  say  that  if  105  percent 
of  parity  would  not  bring  about  in- 
creased production  of  wool,  probably  115 
percent  of  ptirity  would  not.  either.  To 
that  extent  I  agree  with  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  (Mr.  ELLEMon],  al- 
though I  do  not  believe  we  should  single 
out  wool,  any  more  than  I  thought  we 
should  single  out  potatoes  as  the  only 
outlaw  veget^ible,  which  they  were  for 
3  or  4  years.  , 


.  I  have  nothing  more  to  say.  Is  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  yielding  his 
time  back? 

Mr.  ELIfNDER.  I  yield  the  re- 
mainder of  my  time. 

llie  PRB8IDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Louisiana  yields  his  time. 
Does  tbe  Senator  from  Vermont  yield 
bis  time? 

Mr.  AnCEN.  I  yield  back  the  re- 
mainder of  my  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  All  time 
has  been  yielded.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  (Mr.  Ellkhseb]  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  Chief  Clerk  caUed  the  roU. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Sefiator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Plas- 
DKB8]  and  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
(Mr.  RKTROL9S]  are  necessarily  absent. 

If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Plahdeks]  and  \he 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  RkykouwI 
would  each  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Cha- 
vxzl.  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastlaxd],  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
[Mr.  Pkba>].  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  KiLCOBK],  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Uehxaii],  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Monbonkt],  and 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spark- 
KUM  are  necessarily  absent. 

Tne  result  was  announced — yeas  21, 
nays  66,  as  follows: 


Clemen  ta 
Doucta* 


Krln 
Pulbiitfixt 
OeoTK* 
Oor* 


Aiken 

Andenon 

Barren 

Be«U 

Bennett 

Bowrlnc 

Brtcker 

Brldcw 

Burke 

Bush 

BuUer 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Cailcon 

Caae 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Crtpp* 

Daniel 

Dlrkaen 

Duff 

Dwonhak 
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Henningn 

HUl 

Johnctom,  S.  C 

Kefauver 

Kerr 

Lennon 

Lone 

NATS — ee 

Feicuaon 

OlUette 

Ooldwater 

Oreen 

Bayden 

Hendrlckaon 

Hlckenlooper 

Holland 

Humpbrey 

iTea 

Jackaon 

Jenner 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Jotinaon.  Tex. 

Kennedy 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

lADcer 

Macnuaon 

Ifalone 

Manstteld 

Martin 


Maybank 

lieClellan 

Bobertaon 

KummU 

Smathers 

Stcnnla 

Symlncton 

McCarran 

McCarthy 

Mone 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastore 

Payne 

Potter 

PurteU 

SaltonstaU 

Schoeppel 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Thye 

Upton 

Watklna 

Welker 

WUey 

WlUUms 

Young 
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Chavei  Frear  Monroney 

Bastland  Kllgore  Reynolds 

Flanders  Lehman  l^arkman 

So  Mr.  Ellendir's  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  AIBIEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment 
to  the  amendment  was  rejected  be 
reconsidered.  ' 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  move  that  the 
motion  to  reconsider  be  laid  on  the 
table. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  teble  was 
agreed  to. 


Mr.    KENNEDY.    ISr.    PrestdeBt,    I 

offer  the  amendment  which  I  have  wX 
the  desk,  and  which  I  ask  to  bav» 
stated. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OlViCJUi  (Mr. 
HuTDRicKsoif  In  the  chair).  Tbe  Sen- 
ator will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  What  was  tba 
amendment  that  was  acted  on  by  tte 
Senate  with  such  imseemly  baste  a 
moment  or  so  ago? 

The  PRESIDING  OPFlCKIt.  Tbe 
Chair  will  advise  the  Senator  that  tbe 
Senate  did  not  apt  on  an  amendment; 
It  merely  agreed  to  a  motion  to  lay  on 
the  table  the  motion  to  reconsider  tbe 
vote  by  which  an  amendment  was 
rejected. 

The  clerk  will  state  tbe  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Bir.  Kkmhkdt]  to  the  commit- 
tee amendment. 

The  Legislativi  Clisk.  In  tbe  com- 
mittee amendment,  on  page  43.  after 
line  19,  it  is  prc^xjeed  to  add  a  new  aec- 
tion.  as  follows: 


710.  (a)  The  third  eentenoe  of 
tlon  a  (a)  of  the  Commodity  Etchenge  Act* 
as  amended,  la  amended  by  InaerUns  "wool.* 
after   the   comma   foUowlng   "(Irlah   poCa-  ^ 
toes)." 

(b)  The  amendment  made  by  thle  aeetlon 
shaU  become  effective  00  days  after  ths  date 
of  enactment  of  this  act. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  the 
provisions  of  this  amendment  were  sub- 
mitted by  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota [Mr.  TouKG]  and  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  BAumr]  and  prevkmily 
passed  the  Senate  unanimously.  The 
amendment  to  the  bill  is  being  offered 
at  the  suggestion  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  in  order  to  make  sore  .thai 
the  provisions  will  be  passed  at  tkit 
session  of  the  Congress.  The  amead* 
ment  has  the  support  of  tiie  Department^ 
and  I  believe  it  would  be  In  the  best 
interests  of  the  woolgrowers,  the  manu- 
facturers who  use  wool,  and  the  general 
consuming  public. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  It  appears  to  be  a  worthy 
amendment.    I  txave  no  objection  to  it. 

ICr.  MAYBANK.  The  conferees  re- 
fused to  agree  to  it.  did  they  not? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  No.  The  amend- 
ment merely  proposes  to  put  wool  under 
the  Commodity  Exchange  Act.  That  Is 
aU. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  tiiank  the  Senator 
for  the  information. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  BCassacbus- 
setts  [Mr.  KennkdtI  to  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  43,  after  line  19. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
committee  amendment  is  open  to  fur- 
ther amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to  tba 
desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 
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Tbe  PREKULIZNO  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  wSIl  stete  tbe  smendment  to  the 
MneDdBMnt. 

The  LmsLATiVB  Clbuc.  In  the  com- 
mittee Mnendment,  on  page  36,  between 
Unee  14  and  15,  It  Is  proposed  to  Insert 
a  new  aeetton,  as  follows:     . 

Bk.  6M.  Nothing  contained  In  section  8 
(b)  of  the  Soil  ConMrratlon  and  DomMtlc« 
Allotment  Act.  aa  amendad.  or  In  any  oUier 
provMon  of  law.  sball  be  construed  to  au- 
thorlae  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  Im- 
poM  any  limitations  umb  the  nunfiber  of 
terms  for  which  members  ^of  county  com- 
mittees Mtabllahed  under  such  section  may 
be  retieoted. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  is  directed  toward  the  or- 
ganization of  what  we  know  as  the  coun- 
ty oommittees  and  State  committees  im- 
der  the  Production  and  Marketing  Ad- 
ministration. It  Is  commonly  known 
throughout  the  country  as  the  coimty 
committee  ssrstem.  Recentiy  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture,  speaking  in  behalf 
of  his  D^nartment.  ordered  that  no  one 
should  be  eligible  to  become  a  member 
of  a  county  commictee  if  he  had  served 
more  than  three  terms.  It  seems  to  me 
that  what  is  desired  on  the  county  com- 
mittees is  persons  of  experience,  as  much 
as  persons  having  any  other  quahflca- 
tions.  It  was  rather  surprising  that  an 
order  was  issued  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  requiring  that  persons  eli- 
gible to  be  elected  as  members  of  a  county 
committee  should  not  have  served  more 
than  three  terms  on  coxmry  committees. 

Not  long  ago  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Hnnnxcs]  dilrected  attention 
to  this  question  as  it  related  to  the  State 
of  Miasourl.  I  am  sure  this  is  a  com- 
mon condition  throughout  the  United 
States  because  of  the  departmental  or- 
der on  the  part  of  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  very  little  more 
to  say  on  the  subject,  except  to  call  upon 
the  Senate  to  enlist  its  support  in  ar- 
ranging for  county  committees  to  be  as 
truly  representative  as  they  can  be.  and 
not  deny  to  the  farmers  of  America  the 
opportunity  to  elect  whomever  they 
wish  as  members  of  county  committees. 
It  seems  to  me  rather  strange  that  the 
Secretary  should  issue  an  edict  that  per- 
8(»is  who  have  had  expenence  extend- 
ing beyond  three  terms  shall  no  longer 
be  eligible  to  run  for  that  ol&ce.  For 
the  life  of  me,'  I  cannot  understand  how 
that  kind  of  rule  would  add  to  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  activities  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  through  the  Pro- 
duction and  Marketing  Administration. 

Mr.  AIKEN  rose. 

The  PRESmma  OFFICER  (Mrs. 
Smtih  of  Maine  In  the  chair).  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator,  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  HnMPHBXY]  to  the  committee 
amendment,  on  mige  36,  between  lines 
14  and  15.  [Putting  the  question.]  The 
amendment  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Madam  President.  I  was 
seeking  recognition  before  the  result  was 
announced. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  In  that 
case,  the  Chair  will  withhold  the  an- 
noimcement  and  recognize  the  Senator 
from  Vermont. 

B«r.  HUMPHRIfy.  Madam  President, 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  wUl  state  it, 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Did  not  the  Chair 
announce  the  result? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes,  but 
the  Chair  is  withholding  the  announce- 
ment of  the  result  because  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  was  seeking  recogniUon. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  f«om 
Vermont  was  on  his  feet  before  the  an- 
noimcement  of  the  result. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Madam  President,  I  was 
on  my  feet. 

I  merely  wish  to  say  that  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
would  simply  overturn  the  reorganization 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  as 
effected  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
It  so  happens  that  there  were  11  States 
in  the  Union  in  which  the  county  and 
local  committees  were  virtually  closed 
corporations  in  the  administration  of  the 
Production  and  Marketing  Administra- 
tion programs,  and  the  Secretary  reor- 
ganized those  activities  so  that  those  U 
States  fell  In  line  with  the  other  States. 
One  of  those  States  happened  to  be  the 
State  of  Minnesota.  There  was  a  closed 
corporation  in  that  State,  and  the  com- 
mittee was  conducting  its  work  jus*,  about 
as  they  wished.  The  Senator  from  Alin- 
nesota  has  proposed  an  amendment 
which  would  overturn  the  reorganization 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  his 
attempt  to  put  all  the  States  of  the  Union 
on  the  same  basis,  so  far  as  local  com- 
mittees are  concerned. 

Therefore.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Madam  President, 
I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Florida  withhold 
his  suggestion  of  the  absence  of  a  quorum 
until  I  make  a  statement? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  withhold  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  amendment 
does  not  apply  to  any  organization  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture.  It  applies 
simply  to  the  desires  of  farmers  to  elect 
their  own  representatives  to  serve  on 
their  own  local  committees.  The  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  has  laid  down  the 
rufe  that  if  a  mamber  of  the  local  com- 
mittee has  served  more  than  three  terms 
as  a  member  of  a  county  committee;  he 
is  no  longer  eligible  for  election.  I  say 
that  runs  in  the  face  of  the  logic  that 
one  of  the  qualifications  of  members  of 
county  committees  should  be  experience. 
I  should  like  to  know  if  Senators  would 
say  that  if  a  Senator  had  served  more 
than  three  terms  he  should  never  be  per- 
mitted to  run  for  the  Senate  again. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Madam  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  would  simply  make  it  impos- 
sible for  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
say,  "I  am  in  favor  of  putting  you  out 
of  ofBce  after  three  terms." 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  remind  my  col- 
leagues that  three  terms  comprise  a 
period  of  only  3  3'ears.  It  is  not  6  ©r  8 
years,  but  3  years.  I  wish  to  make  it 
clear  that  the  only  purpose  of  my 
amendment  is  to  permit  county  commit- 


tees to  be  truly  representative  of  the 
farmers. 

Mr.  AIKEN.    Madam  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Of  course  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Madam  President,  first 
I  wish  to  say  that  the  reorganization  of 
the  county  committee  system,  as  put  into 
effect  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  in 
no  wav  interferes  with  the  right  of  the 
fanners  of  each  community  or  of  each 
county  to  elect  their  own  committees. 
It  simply  provides  that  when  a  f>erson 
has  served  for  3  years  on  such  a  oomnut- 
tee,  he  must  then  "lay  off"  for  1  year,  so 
as  to  give  someone  else  a  chance^ 

The  reason  for  that  was  that  in  certain 
States,  little  groups  had  control  of  the 
committees,  and  went  on  year  after  year 
after  year,  until  they  became  the  "whole 
show,"  and  no  one  else  had  a  look-in. 
The  Secretary's  order  simply  provides 
that  when  such  persons  have  served  on 
the  conunittees  for  3  years,  they  must 
"lay  off"  for  1  year.  Thereafter,  they 
can  serve  for  another  3  years.  But  in 
the  meantime  there  will  be  rotation  in 
the  committee  positions,  among  the 
farmers  of  the  commimity  or  of  the  * 
county;  and  the  Secretary's  order  will 
prevent  a  continuation  of  the  Uttle 
"closed  corporations '  which  had  existed 
in  a  few  States. 

Most  of  the  States  had  been  handUng 
this  matter  very  well,  but  a  few  States 
had  not  done  quite  so  well.  That  was 
the  reason  for  the  Secretary's  OPder.  It 
does  not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the 
right  of  the  farmers  of  any  community 
to  elect  their  own  committee  members. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President, 
in  order  that  my  colleagues  majy  know 
what  the  situation  is  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  let  me  say  that  the  only  State 
of  the  Union  which  is  exempt  from  the 
application  of  the  order,  so  far  as  I  know, 
is  the  State  of  Minnesota:  and  Minne- 
sota has  been  exempted  from  the  ap- 
plication of  the  order  because  the  head 
of  the  Production  and  Marketing  Admin- 
istration in  Minnesota  said-^and  In  mak- 
ing this  statement  I  am  only  reporting 
what  has  been  carffed  in  the  press,  in- 
cluding in  the  Wayne  Darrow  News- 
letter; I  did  not  plan  to  bring  up  this 
point  in  the  debate,  but  in  view  of  the 
way  the  situation  has  developed,  we 
should  set  forth  the  facts — that  if  the 
rule  went  into  effect  in  Minnesota,  it 
would  assure  the  reelection  of  Senator 
Humphrey. 

Madam  President.  I  want  to  make  sure 
that  the  rule  does  not  go  into  effect  in 
Minnesota.     [Laughter.] 

Let  me  say  that  the  farmers  have  a 
right  to  reelect  15  times,  if  they  choose 
to  do  so,  those  whom  they  have  chosen 
to  elect  to  these  committees,  if  the  ones 
they  have  chosen  serve  them  well  After 
all,  some  persons  have  served .  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  for  30  years, 
in  other  words,  for  15  terms;  and  some 
Members  of  the  United  States  Senate 
have  served  in  this  body  for  a  similar 
number  of  years. 

Madam  President,  let  me  say  £hat  all 
my  amendment  says  is  that  neither  Mr. 
Benson  nor  any  other  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture can  impose  by  edict  a  rule  to 


the  effect  that  if  a  person  serves  ably  on 
one  of  these  committees  for  three  terms, 
in  other  words,  for  3  years,  he  must  then 
stand  aside  and  let  someone  else  come  in. 

We  should  let  the  farmers  decide  about 
this  matter.  '^Tho  are  we  to  decide  who 
should  serve  on  the  farmer-elected  com- 
mittees? What  right  does  the  Senate 
have  at  this  moment  to  decide  about  the 
qualifications  of  those  who  serve  on  the 
county  or  community  conunittees? 

However,  the  rule  promulgated  by  the 
Secretary  would  say.  in  effect.  "If  you 
are  experienc(Ml  in  the  work,  you  must 
get  out;  and,  instead,  we  shall  get  some- 
one who  is  inexperienced." 

Madam  President,  let  me  say  that  I 
have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  discuss 
this  matter  with  the  Minnesota  Admin- 
istrator of  the  Production  and  Market- 
ing Administration  or  with  anyone  else 
connected  witn  the  Administration;  but 
it  is  shocking,  to  me,  that  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculturt!  would  lay  down  a  rule 
stating  to  the  farmers,  in  connection 
with  the  selection  of  their  county  and 
local  committees.  "If  you  wish  to  elect 
someone  to  serve  you  on  your  county  or 
local  committee,  you  cannot  elect  a  per- 
son who  has  i«rved  you  in  that  position 
for  3  years."  Madam  President,  such  a 
rule  simply  does  not  make  any  sense. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  srleld  to  me? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 
I  Mr.  YOUNG.  Madam  Preshlent.  I 
think  I  am  ore  of  the  very  few  Members 
of  the  Senate  who  have  served  on  these 
committees.  I  started  serving  in  1934. 
Most  of  the  members  of  the  committees 
in  the  North*  estem  States  are  good  Re- 
publicans, and  are  well  posted  on  these 
programs.  Tney  know  how  to  deal  with 
these  problems.  The  farmers  want  to 
reelect  those  members,  and  I  think  they 
should  have  a  right  to  reelect  them  if 
they  so  desire.  It  Is  wrong  to  tell  a 
farmer  that  lie  cannot  reelect  such  men 
to  serve  when  they  are  probably  the  best 
men,  and  most  resi>ected  men.  in  the 
community.  They  are  probably  the  best 
RepubUcans  in  the  average  communities 
in  many  R^ublican  States. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  thank  the  Sen- 
f  ator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  DOUCJLAS.  Madam  President. 
will  the  Seniitor  from  Minnesota  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  say  that  the  ruling  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  is  char- 
acteristic of  a  bureaucracy  and  the  at- 
tempts of  a  bureaucracy  to  extend  its 
hand  into  local  government,  suppressing 
the  desires  ol  the  localities,  and  doing  so 
at  the  expense  of  a  strong,  centralized 
force,  thus  irirlnging  upon  the  rights  of 
the  States  and.  in  fact,  upon  the  rights 
of  government  itself? 
I  Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  that  is  an 
accurate  statement  of  the  situation. 

Madam  Piesident,  I  think  no  more 
need  be  said  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
yield,  so  that  I  may  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum,  if  it  is  understood  that  the 
time  required  for  that  purpose  will  be 
divided  equally  between  the  two  sides? 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  for  that 
purpose.  Madam  President. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Let  me  inquire 
whether  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
and  the  Senator  from  Vermont  will  be 
willing  to  yield  all  but  5  minutes  of  the 
time  remaining  to  them,  with  the  im- 
derstanding  that  at  this  time  we  have  a 
quorum  call,  and  that  when  a  quorum  is 
present,  the  further  discussion  of  the 
amendment  be  limited  to  5  minutes  to  a 
side? 

Mr,  HUMPHREY.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  have  that  done.  Madam  Presi- 
dent. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Then.  Madam 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
at  this  time  there  may  be  a  quonmi  call, 
with  the  time  required  for  that  purpose 
to  be  divided  equally  between  the  two 
sides,  except  for  5  minutes  for  each  side; 
and  if  unanimous  consent  Is  given  in 
accordance  with  that  request,  I  shall  now 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Before  that  Is 
done.  Madam  President.  I  ask  imanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  at  this  i>olnt  in 
the  RxcoKo  a  statement  on  the  amend- 
ment and  a  newspaper  article. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  article  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rxcord.  as  foHows: 

Fabsuk  COMMlilua — Statemkmt  bt 
Bkmator  Humpbxet 

As  we  proceed  with  en»sc\ilatlng  Amer- 
ica's greet  farm  program,  cannot  we  pause 
long  enough  to  at  least  preserve  a  voice 
for  fanners  themselves  In  how  the  remnants 
of  our  farm  program  is  administered? 

I  have  sent  to  tbe  desk  an  amendment 
seeking  to  protect  the  rights  of  farmers  to 
elect  neighbors  of  their  own  choosing  to 
serve  on  the  farmer-committees  that  have 
proven  so  effective  m  putting  democracy  into 
action  In  rural  America. 

During  the  1952  campaign  Candidate 
Xlsenhower  repeatedly  assxired  farmers  he 
would  let  them  run  their  own  farm  programs. 

Ijet  me  cite  a  few  such  Instances: 

At  Kasson.  Minn.,  he  said: 

"E  pledge  you  that  the  Republican  Party 
Is  going  forward  with  positive,  aggressive, 
farmer-run  farm  programs.  •  •  •  Our  goal 
will  be  sound,  farmer-run  programs  that 
safeguard  agriculture  •  •  •  the  programs 
must  be  transferred  into  genuinely  farmer- 
run  operations." 

At  Columbia,  S.  C,  he  said: 

"Management  and  direction  of  the  farm 
program  •  •  •  federally  financed  though  It 
wUl  be  *  *  *  must  be  turned  over  to  the 
farmer." 

At  St.  Cloud.  Minn.: 

"At  Kasson,  I  had  the  oppcntunity  to  out- 
line a  part  of  the  farm  program  that  the 
Republicans  will  support  and  urge  and 
operate  •  •  • .  There  was  another  part  of  It; 
that  every  kind  of  program  adopted  for  the 
future  would  be  farmer  run,  locally  run." 

At  New  Orleans: 

"What  we  need  Is  to  start  from  here  and 
buUd  a  better  program  based  on  more  farmer 
participation." 

At  lAemphls: 

"I  pledge  you  an  administration  that  will 
cleanse  all  farm  programs  of  partisan  politics, 
that  will  decentralize  their  administration, 
that  wlU  increase  farmer  participation  In 
their  own  programs." 

Duplte  such  assurances,  we  have  been 
headed  In  Just  the  opposite  direction. 

Committees  have  -been  made  advisory, 
rather  than  administrative.  I  am  deeply 
concerned  over  Indications  thst  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  Is  seeking  to  minimize 
the  participation  of  such  farmer  committees 
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In  the  operation  of  our  farm  programs,  and 
seeking  to  block  participation  at  the  moat 
experienced  farmer  committeemen  In  sudi 
work. 

During  the  past  30  eventful  years,  farm- 
ers have  come  to  a  new  awareness,  that 
they  must  make  their  voices  heard  If  they 
are  to  have  the  kind  of  program  they  want 
and  need.  They  realize  more  than  ever  that 
they  must  actively  participate  In  guiding 
these  programs  along  sound  and  practical 
lines  If  the  desired  results  are  to  be  ob-* 
talned. 

Through  practical  ezperlenoe  over  tiM 
years,  and  with  the  valuable  help  of  sym- 
pathetic legislators,  farmers  have  developed 
the  democratlcaUy  elected  farmer-oommit- 
tee  system. 

This  system  has  proved  to  be  a  most  effec- 
tive means  for  farmers  themselves  to  share 
In  the  formulation  and  administration  of 
farm  programs.  Regardlen  of  partisan  po- 
litical differences  over  ttria  policy  or  its 
administration,  the  principle  of  farmers  run- 
ning their  own  farm  programs,  through 
farmer  committees  they  themselves  elect 
from  among  their  own  nelghbon,  has  be- 
come a  proven  success. 

I  have  long  been  convinced  that  the  sys- 
tem of  freely  elected  farmer  committeemen, 
is  an  example  of  economic  democracy  which 
no  other  country,  and  no  other  branch  oC 
American  free  enterprise,  can  equaL 

This  sjrstem  of  farmer  participation  in  the 
administration  of  farm  programs  has  been 
a  very  real  factor  in  the  amazing  progress 
of  our  agriculture  dtirlng  the  past  30  years. 
In  my  opinion,  and  in  the  (pinion  of  most 
farmers  with  whom  I  have  talked,  it  should 
certainly  be  maintained  to  meet  adequataly 
the  new  challenges  to  agrlculturs  that  sttll 
lie  ahsad. 

There  always  hss  been  some,  for  one  rea- 
son or  another,  who  have  objected  to  farmera 
having  a  direct  voice  In  the  administration 
of  their  farm  programs.  In  the  main,  tba 
opposition  has  come  from  foes  of  the  farm 
price -support  programs  who  realize  the  dUB- 
culty  of  undermining  those  programs,  or 
rendering  them  xaseless  and  inefleettve,  as 
long  as  farmers^'CfiemseWM  "*  responaiblt 
for  administering  them.      \^^ 

The  opposition  has  not  c(»ae  out  in  ttM 
open  with  frantal  attacks  upoh—the  right 
of  farmers  to  have  an  active  voice  mv^elr 
own  affairs;  rather.  It  has  \iaed  more  subt|a 
approaches  In  an  attempt  to  discredit  the 
farmer  committees,  or  to  trim  their  salla 
by  making  them  only  advisory  Instead  oC 
having  any  real  administrative  authority. 

Just  recently,  the  Department  has  gone  a 
step  further  in  crippling  these  committees 
by  an  administrative  order  saying  no  farmer 
may  be  reelected  who  has  served  more  than 
3  years  previously. 

We  either  beUeve  In  farmer  committees  or 
we  don't. 

If  we  believe  In  farmer  committees,  tha 
farmers  should  have  a  right  to  elect  who 
they  please,  regardless  whether  they  have 
already  served  1,  3,  3,  4,  or  6  years. 

All  my  amendment  says  Is  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  has  no  right  to  Impose 
any  limitation  on  the  number  of  terms  such 
committeemen  serve  as  long  as  they  are 
democratlcaUy  elected. 

Anyone  voting  against  this  amendment  la 
saying,  in  effect,  that  farmers  should  no 
longer  have  the  right  to  choose  whoever  they 
please  to  represent  them. 

[From  the  St.  Paul  Dispatch  of  July  24,  1964) 
MmwcsT  Bkabs  Mnjc  Buboem 
(By  Alfred  D.  Stedman) 
Minnesota  and  neighboring  States  of  tha 
Midwest  with  bargain  milk  prices  seem  to 
be  carrying  the  main  burden  of  the  down- 
ward adjustments  of  milk  production  that 
Secretary  Benson  credits  to  his  lowering  d 
Federal  dairy  price  supports,  dairymen 
today. 
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Zn  eaatam  arcM  that  are  malntatntng  high 
eonwimar  prtow  by  barring  the  lilchreat's 
ctwpnr  milk,  production  had  been  rising  In- 
stead of  falling,  they  pointed  out. 

And  iB  addition,  laiger  *ur]diiM«  not  oon- 
■timed  aa  fluid  milk  at  the  high  consumer 
prices  In  the  monopoly  markets  are  spilling 
over  li^o  oompetltlon  with  the  Midwest's  fac- 
tory dadiy  products. 

In  lOnnesota.  Iowa,  and  North  Dakota. 
inlJHl  production  in  June  dropped  from  June 
prodiKtlon  la^  year  and  In  Wisconsin  the 
rise  was  only^^a  trifle  over  1  percent. 

But  under  the  New  York  Federal  milk  or- 
der, milk  production  for  June  actually  rose 
34  pnoent  over  last  June's  production.  And 
at  the  same  time  a  t**'^"'^  In  New  York  milk 
consumption  under  its  high  retail  prices  left 
a  surplus  of  483  million  pounds  oC  Its  milk 
to  go  into  competition  with  Minnesota  fac- 
tory products. 

That  amount  of  New  York  surplus  xnUk 
was  more  than  half  of  Mlnneeota's  entire 
June  production  and  68>4  percmat  of  New 
Toric  area  production  in  June. 

Mlxmeeota's  June  milk  production  actually 
defined  10  million  pounds  to  924  million 
from  934  million  pounds  last  year,  olBclal 
figures  showed.  At  the  same  tiara,  milk  con- 
sumption here  under  moderate  milk  prices 
■  was  rising,  thus  cutting  Into  the  dairy  sur- 
plus. Instead  of  falling  to  lnereas«  that  sur- 
plus as  in  New  York.  Fluid  milk  consump- 
tion rose  in  the  Twin  Cities  from  about  30.6 
million  pounds  last  June  to  3S.3  million 
pounds  this  June  while  In  New  York  It  fell 
8.6  million  pounds,  ofBclal  reports  showed! 

Also  In  PoinsylTanla.  anoth«  high  price 
market,  where  the  State  milk  bSbd  has  just 
officially  refused  a  license  to  a  moderate- 
priced  milk  distributor  from  neighboring 
Ohio,  milk  production  also  rose  sUghtly  In 
June  this  year. 

lite  major  burden  for  dairy  price  adjtist- 
ments  is  likely  to  continue  to  rest  on  Minne- 
sota. Wisconsin.  Iowa,  and  neighboring  dairy 
manufacturing  States  so  long  as  east«m  and 
southern  fluid  milk  pricee  are  kept  high  out 
of  relation  to  our  prices  by  F«deral  tariffs, 
sanitary  barriers  and  other  monopoly  devices, 
flalry  qiokesmen  here  contend. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President. 
Z  am  ready  to  vote  onihe  amendment. 

Mr.  KNOWIAND.  Madson  President. 
I  now  ask  unanimous  consent,  in  accord- 
ance with  my  previous  request,  that  I 
may  suggest  the  absence  of  a  qucnimi. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  California?  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

The  absence  of  a  quorum  haying  been 
suggested,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
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Aiken 

Ferguson 

Lehman 

Anderson 

Fulbright 

Lennon 

Barrett 

Oearge 

Long 

B3»U 

Gillette 

Magnuson 

Bsimett 

Ooldwater 

Ifalone 

Ck>re 

Mansfield 

Bricker 

Green 

Martin 

Bridges 

Hayden 

Maybank 

Burke 

Hendrlckson 

McCarran 

Biuh 

Hennlngs 

McCarthy 

BuUer 

Hlckenlooper 

MoClellan 

Byrd 

HUl 

MUllkln 

Capehart 

Holland 

Morae 

Carlf.on 

Humphrey 

Mundt 

Case 

Ives 

Murray 

Clements 

Jackson 

Neely 

Cooper 

Jenner 

Pastbre 

Cordon 

Jobnson,  Colo. 

Payne 

Ciippa 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Potter 

Daniel 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Purtell 

Dirkaen 

Kefauver 

Reynolds 

Douglas 

Kennedy 

Robertson 

Duir 

Kerr 

Busaell 

KnowUnd 

Saltonstall 

EUender 

Kuchel 

Schoeppel 

Srvln 

Langer 

Bnoathers 

Smith.  Maine  Thye  Wiley 

Smith,  N.  J.  Upton  Williams 

Stennis  Watkins  Young 

Symlncton  Welker 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

Under  the  unanimous  consent  a^ee- 
ment,  10  minutes  are  now  available  on 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment, with  the  time  to  be  divided  equally 
between  the  Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr. 
AixKN]  and  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  HtntPRREY]. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President, 
in  order  that  the  Record  may  be  cr]rstal 
clear,  let  me  say  that  the  amendgient 
will  do  nothing  more  or  less  than  to 
keep  in  the  law  and  in  the  administra- 
tion what  was  in  the  law  and  in  the 
administration  imtil  recent  months.  All 
it  does  is  permit  the  farmers  to  have 
their  own  elections,  so  long  as  thej  are 
democratically  held,  for  their  own  agrl- 
pultural  stabilization  committees,  com- 
monly known  as  the  farmer-elected  com- 
mittees. 

I  have  here,  for  example,  some  quo- 
tations which  I  think  are  rather  perti- 
nent to  this  question. 

At  Columbia,  S.  C. — and  I  look  at  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  I  Mr.  John- 
ston]— Mr.  Elsenhower  said  in  1952: 

The  management  and  direction  d  the 
farm  program,  federally  financed  though  It 
win  be,  must  be  turned  ovei  to  the  farmer. 

At  St.  Cloud.  Minn.,  the  President,  the 
then  candidate,  said: 

At  Kasson,  I  had  opportunity  to  otitllne 
a  part  of  the  farm  program  that  the  Re- 
publicans will  support,  urge,  and  operate. 

This  is  another  part  of  It : 

That  every  kind  of  program  adopted  for 
the  futrire  will  be  farmer  run.  locally  run. 

At  New  Orleans — ^the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Long]  Is  here  in  the 
chamber,  and  I  know  he  would  be  in- 
terested in  this — Mr.  Eisenhower  speak- 
ing: 

What  we  need  is  to  start  from  here  and 
build  a  better  program  based  on  more  farm- 
er participation. 

At  Memphis — our  friends  from  Ten- 
nessee would  be  most  interested  in 
this — ^Mr.  Eisenhower  said: 

I  pledge  you  an  administration  that  will 
eleanse  all  farm  programs  of  partisan 
politics — 

May  I  repeat  that — 

I  pledge  you  an  administration  that  will 
cleanse  all  farm  programs  of  partisan 
politics,  that  will  decentralize  their  admin- 
istration, that  will  increase  fanner  participa- 
tion in  their  own  programs. 

Mr.  LONG.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  Could  it  be  that  the  way 
to  cleanse  the  program  of  politics  is  to 
tell  the  farmers  they  cannot  elect  whom 
they  want  to  elect  to  these  committees? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator knows  the  farmers  are  the  best 
judge  of  whom  they  want,  and  that 
this  kind  of  rule  which  has  been  im- 
posed is  rank  partisanship  and  rank  ad- 
ministrative bureaucracy. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Madam  Presidenf.  will 
the  Senator  yield? 


Mr.  HU»«PHR^.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  It  would  be  as  sensi- 
ble to  say  that  after  a  Senator  has  been 
elected  once,  he  cannot  nm  again. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  is 
correct.  As  pointed  out  here,  this  has 
nothing  to  do  with  whether  a  commit- 
teeman is  a  Democrat  or  a  Republican. 
In  some  States,  most  of  the  committee- 
men are  obviously  Republicans.  In 
others,  there  may  be  some  Democrats. 
I  have  not  the  slightest  idea.  We  have 
not  gone  around  giving  politicftl  blood 
tests  in  order  to  determine  whether  or 
not  the  men  the  farmers  want  to  elect 
to  these  committees  have  a  right  to 
serve  on  them. 

So  I  boil  my  cause  down  to  these  two 
paragraphs. 

All  my  amendment  says  is  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  no  right 
and  should  have  no  right  to  impose  any 
limitation  on  the  number  of  teems  such 
committeemen  serve,  so  long  as  they  are 
democratically  elected  in  a  free  election. 

Mr.  LENNON.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  LENNON.  Does  the  Senator 
knov/  of  anything  in  which  the  farmers 
are  more  interested  than  the  right  to 
determine  for  themselves  who  shall 
manage  their  program? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  know  of  no  other 
subject  that  would  be  of  such  interest 
to  them,  and  the  farmers  gu$rd  that 
right  of  theirs  jealously,  as  they  should, 
because  the  county  and  local  commit- 
tees have  done  a  good  job,  and  they  have 
done  it  without  much  fanfare  or  her- 
alding of  their  accomplishment.  They 
have  done  an  amazing  job. 

Mr.  LENNON.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Btfr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LENNON.  Does  the  Senator 
know  of  anything  the  Congress  could 
do  to  hurt  the  program  more  than  to 
say  to  the  farmers  of  America,  "You 
cannot  determine  by  your  own  selection 
those  of  you  who  are  to  manage  the 
program"? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  If  we  were  to  say 
that  to  the  farmers,  we  would  be  liter- 
ally insulting  them,  telling  them  they 
did  not  know  enough  to  conduct  their 
own  business.  That  is  what  I  was  about 
to  say.  Any  Senator  voting  against  this 
amendment  is  saying,  in  effect,- that  the 
farmers  should  no  longer  have  the  right 
to  choose  whoever  they  please  to  repre- 
sent them.  Surely  I  am  not  going  to 
say  that,  and  I  do  not  think  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Senate  wiU  say  that. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
Madam  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  tjhe  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  Is 
it  not  true  that  the  farmers  of  a  par- 
ticular locality  go  to  the  committeemen 
for  advice,  wanting  to  know  what  to 
do  about  this  and  that  concerning 
farming? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Indeed  they  do. 
The  committeemen  are  looked  upon  as 
advisers  and  counselors  of  the  whole 
farm  program  as  it  relates  to  pqrice  sup- 
ports and  soil  conservation. 


Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  being  so,  is  it  not  further  true  that 
the  3  years  of  experience  will  be  worth 
a  great  deal  to  all  the  farmers  in  the 
immediate  community? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Of  course  that  is 
true.  As  a  mt<tter  of  fact,  the  farmer 
who  is  willing  M)  take  on  these  respon- 
sibilities rendeis  a  great  public  service. 
Those  who  are  willing  to  serve  as  com- 
mitteemen should  be  honored  at  least 
with  the  privilege  of  being  able  to  serve 
a?ain  if  their  community  members  want 
them  to  do  so. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  HUMPHP.EY.  I  regret  my  time 
ha.s  expired. 

The  PRESIEINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Vermont  has  5  minutes. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  hope  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  Irom  Minnesota  will  not 
prevail.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota is  harking  back  in  his  memory  to 
the  time  4  years  ago  when  the  State 
PMA  Committee  of  Minnesota  instructed 
the  county  PMA  committees  to  bring 
every  community  committeeman  in  to 
St.  Paul,  and  offei-ed  to  pay  them  $8  a 
day  and  their  expenses  for  coming  there 
to  hear  Secretary  Brannan  and  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Minnesota  make 
speeches.  That  cost  the  farmers  of  Min- 
nesota about  $4('.0O0.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  and  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, Secretary  Braiman.  never  men- 
tioned the  ACP  or  the  PMA  program  in 
the  course  of  their  speeches.  The  Gen- 
eral Accounting  Office,  which  went  into 
the  matter,  found  that  it  was  not  illegal 
to  hire  5.000  county  committeemen  to 
go  to  St.  Paul  for  tha't  purpose. 

Some  of  the  committeemen  wrote  me 
and  told  me  they  had  refused  to  take  the 
money  proffered  them.  They  com- 
plained about  the  proceedings  very 
vigorously. 

It  seems  that  there  was  a  grand  cele- 
bration there,  supposedly  to  discuss  the 
PMA  program,  but  the  Secretary  of  Ag- 
riculture and  the  junior  Senator  from 
Minnesota  never  mentioned  the  PMA 
program  in  their  speeches. 

Mr.  LONG.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  AIKEN.     I  wUl  not. 

They  talked  plain  politics,  and  nc  th- 
ing else,  and  took  $40,000  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  farmers  of  Minnesota. 

Mr.  LONG.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  AIKEN.    I  will  not. 

The  PRESIDINO  OPnCER.  The 
Senator  frt«n  Vermont  refuses  to  jield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.    1  have  limited  time. 

I  am  telling  the  truth,  and  it  can  be 
verified  from  the  Ricord.  Look  in  the 
Congressional  Record  and  also  in  the 
records  of  the  General  Accounting  Of- 
fice. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Madam  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota apparently  wants  the  good  old 
days  to  come  back  but  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  has  now  undertaken  a  reor- 
ganization of  those  committees  so  that 
such  a  thing  cannot  recur.  There  is 
nothing  in  his  order  to  prevent  the  farm- 
ers of  a  community  or  a  county  from 
electing  whom  they  vant  on  their  com- 


mittees, regardless  of  politics.  There  is 
an  order  that  a  county  committeeman 
can  serve  3  years,  then  he  has  to  lay 
off  1  year,  and  then  he  can  serve  on  the 
committee  for  another  3  years.  What  is 
wrong  with  that  limitation?  The  Con- 
gress has  limited  the  number  of  terms 
the  President  of  the  United  States  can 
serve.  Most  of  our  successful  coopera- 
tives provide  for  rotation  of  their  direc- 
tors. What  is  wrong  with  having  a  sound 
instead  cf  a  purely  political  State  ASC 
program? 

Madam  President,  how  much  time  have 
I  remaining? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  min- 
ute and  a  half. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  How  much  time  has  the 
other  side  remaining? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  pro- 
ponents have  no  time  remaining. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield  back  the  remain- 
der of  my  time. 

Mr.  CtSMENTS.  Madam  President. 
I  yield  a  minute  on  the  bill  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  I  Mr.  LoncI. 

Mr.  LONG.  Madam  President,  if  I 
correctly  understand  the  argument  made 
by  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
committee,  it  boilc  down  to  the  fact  that 
these  committee  chairmen,  these  farm- 
ers, should  not  have  an  opportunity  to 
serve  a  third  or  fourth  term  even  though 
the  other  farmers  may  want  them  to 
serve,  because  they  happened  to  have 
heard  a  sijeech  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey].  If 
that  is  the  only  argument  against  the 
amendment,  we  shoidd  adopt  it. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Madam  President, 
I  yield  2  minutes  on  the  bill  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President. 
I  am  rather  surprised  by  the  argument 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont.  It 
has  no  more  relevancy  to  the  issue  than 
the  man  in  the  moon.  It  is  about  as  rele- 
vant to  the  issue  as  a  trip  to  Mars. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Is  that  argument 
not  typical  of  what  we  have  seen  hap- 
pening in  the  Senate  today? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  regret  to  say 
that  it  is  most  untypical  of  what  I  had 
expected  to  see  in  the  Senate  Chamber. 
My  friend,  the  Senator  from  Vermont, 
very  well  knows  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Minnesota  at  no  time  ever  denied 
that  he  made  a  speech.  I  will  say  I  made 
a  good  speech. 

Mr.  AIKEN.    And  a  political  speech. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  A  good  speech.  If 
talking  politics  means  talking  about  90 
percent  of  parity,  perhaps  the  Senator 
is  right.  I  talked  about  good  farm  prin- 
ciples, and  I  talked  about  soil  conserva- 
tion, and  I  talked  on  my  own  time.  The 
Senator  knows  that  those  farm  com- 
mitteemen had  been  there  in  conference 
for  2  or  3  days.  He  knows  they  had  been 
there  llsteniiu:  to  representatives  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and  to 
representatives  who  have  sat  in  the  Sen- 
ate gallery,  like  Mr.  Wooley,  who  was 
there,  and  talked  to  them. 

What  did  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
expect  me  to  talk  about  to  farm  people? 
I  went  there  to  talk  about  farm  legis- 
lation. If  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
thinks  that  is  politics,  then  that  is  the 


way  he  looks  at  this  legislation.  I  gavn 
them  my  views  on  price  supports.  Those 
views  have  not  changed  since,  and  they 
are  not  changing  tonight. 

I  say  that  the  amendment  does  noth- 
ing more  than  ask  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  permit  the  farmers  to 
manage  their  own  affairs.  What  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  said  in  1951  or 
in  1950.  or  whenever  it  was.  is  wholly 
irrelevant  to  the  situation  before  us. 
I  repeat  that  what  I  said  made  enough 
good  sense  to  the  farmers  so  that  at  the 
end  of  my  remarks  the  audience  stood 
as  one  man  and  cheered  what  I  had 
said.  I  venture  to  predict  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  would  not  get  such 
a  reception  in  Minnesota,  or  in  any  other 
State. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey  1  to  the  committee 
amendment.  On  this  question  the  yeas 
and  nays  have  been  ordered,  and  the 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  rolL 

Mr.  SALTONSTALIj.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanscrs]  is  necessarily  absent. 

On  this  vote  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Flakdebs]  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spauoiaii]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flandkbs]  would  vote 
"nay"  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Sparkmam]  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  (Mr. 
Chavez],  the  Senator  from  MississiiH>l 
[Mr.  EASTLAiro],  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware [Mr.  Freab]  ,  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgork],  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Mokrohzy],  and 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spark-  . 
man]  are  necessarily  absent. 

I  announce  further  that  on  this  vote. 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spask- 
mam]  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [  Mr.  Flanders  1 .  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Alabama  would 
vote  "yea"  and  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont would  vote  "nay." 

The  result  was  announced-^yeas  45, 
n?.ys  44,  as  follows: 
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So  Mr.  HxnfPHKXT's  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Ull  is  opm  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President, 
I  move  that  the  Senate  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  my  amendment  was 
agreed  to:  , 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
Madam  President,  I  move  to  lay  that 
motion  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  ^Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Johnston]  to  lay  on  Uie  table  the  motion 
to  reconsider  of  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  HUMPHRKY]. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
on  this  question  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nasns. 

The  jreas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  les^sUtive  cl^k  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTON8TALL.  I  announce 
that  the  S^iator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanseks]   is  necessarily  absent. 

On  this  vote  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  PLANDKits]  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  fnnn  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman]. 
If  present  and  voting  the  Senator  from 
Vermcmt  [Mr.  Flandeks]  would  vote 
"nay"  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Sparkman]  would  vote  "yea." 

Idr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
SenatfHT  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Cbavkz], 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
x.ANi>],  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Fmak],  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Kilgork],  the  Senator  from  CMda- 
home  [Mr.  MoNR(»rET].  and  the  Senator 
frtMn  Alabama  [Bir.  Sparkman]  are  nec- 
essarily absent. 

I  announce  furth^  that  on  this  vote 
tiie  Senator  from  .Alabama  HSi.  Spark- 
Man]  is  paired  with,  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  iVIx.  Flandkrs].  If  present 
and  voting  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
would  vote  "yea"  and  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  would  vote  "nay." 

The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  46, 
Bays  43.  as  follows: 
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So  the  motion  of  Mr.  JonrNSTON  of 
South  Carolina  to  lay  on  the  table 
Mr.  HxjMPHRKT's  motion  to  reconsider 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
offer  my  amehdment  No.  1,  and  ask  that 
it  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  state  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

The  Lzgislativx  Clerk.  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  on  page  36,  line  14, 
i)efore  the  period,  it  is  proposed  to  Insert 
the  following:  "and  to  the  maintenance 
of  a  proper  balance  between  soil  con- 
serving and  soil  depleting  crops  oti  the 
farm." 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  would  simply  require  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  in  carrying  out 
agricultural  conservation  programs,  to 
give  particular  consideration  to  the 
maintenance  of  a  proper  balance  be- 
tween soil  conserving  and  soil  depleting 
crops  on  the  farm.  I  do  not  believe  the 
amendment  is  at  all  controversial. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendmont  of 
the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Holiand] 
to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
offer  my  amendment  No.  4.  and  ask  that 
it  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sec- 
retary will  state  the  amendment  U)  the 
amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  on  page  24,  lines  18 
and  19,  It  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  "to 
the  extent  he  determines  practicable" 
and  insert  "to  the  fullest  extent  prac- 
ticable." 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  this 
propKJsed  amendment  provides  for  a 
minor  difference  in  words.  Section  205 
of  the  committee  amendment  directs  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  impose  re- 
strictions on  the  use  of  diverted  acreage 
"to  the  extent  he  determines  practi- 
cable." This  proposed  amendknent 
would  simply  direct  the  Secretary  to  im- 
pose such  restrictions  "to  the  fullest  ex- 
tent practicable,"  thereby  emphasizing 
the  obligation  of  the  Secretary  to  im- 
pose these  restrictions.  I  do  not  believe 
the  amendment  is  controversial. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  wHI  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  As  I  understand  the 
section  the  Senator  from  Florida  is  dis- 
cussing, it  is  with  reference  to  the  di- 
verted acres,  meaning  acres  which  are 
taken  out  of  production  of  any  particu- 
lar commodity.  The  Secretary  will  have 
authority  to  limit  what  can  be  grown 
upon  those  diverted  acres. 

The  point  I  desire  to  make  is  not  in 
opposition  to  that  principle,  but  is  rather 
a  question:  What  year  is  the  Secretary 
going  to  use  in  figuring  how  many  iRcres 
are  classified  as  diverted? 

In  other  words,  for  example,  as  to  cot- 
ton I  understand  that  the  Secretary  is 
considering  using  the  year  1953,  which 
was  a  very  large  year  of  production.    If 


the  farmer  Is  forced  to  reduce  50  acres 
from  a  lOO-acre  crop  in  1953,  he  would 
have  50  diverted  acres  subject  to  this 
control — 1954  would  be  a  smaller  acreage 
year.  If  the  farmer  could  have  the  1954 
acreage  figured  in,  he  would  not  have 
such  a  large  number  of  the  so-called  di- 
verted acres.  Is  the  Senator  familiar 
with  that  phase  of  the  problem  t 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  I  could  give  a  categorical  answer 
to  my  friend  from  Mississippi.  My  own 
opinion  is  that  this  provision  would  apply 
from  year  to  year ;  that  a  reduction  made 
in  any  particular  year  would  have  ap- 
plied to  it  this  condition  for  the  next 
year.  But  on  this  point  I  would  much 
prefer  to  have  the  opinion  of  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  (Mr.  Aiken]  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico  I  Mr.  A»derson1, 
since  they  collaborated  in  the  drafting 
of  the  original  wording. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  value  the  opinions 
of  both  those  Senators.  However,  the 
point  I  wish  to  make  is  that  I  understand 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  Using  the 
year  1953,  which  I  respectfully  submit 
would  be  somewhat  out  of  line.  Why 
should  we  not  take  1954,  If  we  are  to  use 
only  one  year  for  the  purpose  of  making 
the  comparison?  I  am  trying  to  offer 
constructive  suggestions,  without  trying 
to  defeat  the  purpose  the  Senator  has  in 
mind. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  ap- 
preciate the  attitude  of  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi. 

While  my  change  of  wording  would 
not  affect  the  situation  one  way  or  the 
other,  I  have  expressed  the  opinion  that 
this  condition  would  continue  f)rom  year 
to  year.  This  means  that  a  reduction 
made  this  year,  looking  to  next  year, 
would  divert  certain  acres.  As  to  those 
particular  diverted  acres,  thi$  control 
would  apply  for  the  following  year. 

I  ask  if  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
fMr.  AixEN]  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  IMr.  Anderson]  have  the  same 
idea? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Florida  has  described  the  situation  as 
it  is. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  If  the  Senator  from 
Florida  will  yield  further,  would  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  or  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  object  to  inserting  an  amend- 
ment specifying  that  this  control  con- 
tinues frpm  year  to  year,  starting  in 
1954?  If  that  is  too  narrow,  I  propose 
to  make  it  cover  1952,  1953,  and  1954. 

My  point  is  that  I  believe  1953  as  a 
standard  would  be  unduly  harsh. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  doubt,  Mr.  President. 
if  we  could  find  any  one  year  which 
would  reflect  equitable  conditions  for  all 
parts  of  the  country  at  the  same  time.  I 
think  the  Secretary  has  discretion  to 
take  that  fact  into  consideration  in  lay- 
ing out  his  program. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  If  the  Senator  from 
Florida  will  yield  further,  Mr.  President. 
it  seems  it  is  agreed  that  this  control 
should  continue  from  year  to  year  after 
these  reductions  start.  If  that  is  too 
narrow  a  time  limit,  let  us  extend  it  to 
cover  at  least  3  years,  so  that  there  will 
be  some  kind  of  congressional  expression 
without  a  definite  limitation  on  the  Sec- 
retary. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  had 
suggested  that  the  Senator  from  New 


Mexico  IMr.  Anderson  1  should  also  ex- 
press his  opinion:  and  I  ask  tinanimous 
consent  that  I  may  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  on  that  point. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  If  the  Senator  will 
p>ermit  me  to  say  so,  I  do  not  think  3 
years  would  be  an  appropriate  period  of 
time.  I  think  It  is  in  the  year  when 
cotton  is  taken  out  of  production  that 
one  should  worry  about  the  whole  propo- 
sition. The  way  it  should  be  considered 
is  from  year  to  year. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  would  suit  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  splendidly. 
What  I  am  trying  to  avoid  is  having  only 
the  year  1953  considered. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  should  think  it 
ought  to  be  possible  to  establish  enough 
legislative  history  so  that  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  would  not  try  to  use  the 
year  1953  alone.  I  do  not  think  that  is 
the  purpose  at  all.  It  is  not  the  way  it 
should  be  interpreted,  anyway. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Do  I  understand  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  agrees  to  the 
interpretation  given  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  would  accept  the  Judg- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
on  the  question.  The  Senator  from 
Vermont  will  have  to  admit  that  he  has 
not  studied  this  particular  matter  suf- 
ficiently to  form  an  opinion,  and  he  re- 
lies upon  the  opinion  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico,  because  I  know  he  has 
been  studying  that  part  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  If  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  has  a  question  on  that  point. 
I  should  like  to  Inform  him  that  it  would 
not  in  any  wise  be  affected  by  the  amend- 
ment I  have  offered. 

Mr.  STENNIS.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  a  vote  on  my  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Florida  (Mr.  Holland] 
to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  com- 
mittee amendment  is  open  to  further 
amendment. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
that  my  amendment  No.  3,  designated 
••8-4-54-C '.  be  sUted. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  In  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  28,  between  lines  3 
and  4.  it  Is  proposed  to  insert  the 
following: 

Sec.  307.  Section  348  of  the  Agrtcultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended.  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  348.  (a)  Any  person  who  knowingly 
plants  any  basic  agricultural  commodity  on 
his  farm  in  any  year  in  excess  of  the  farm 
acreage  allotnient  for  such  commodity  for 
the  farm  for  such  year  under  this  title  shall 
not  be  eligible  for  any  payment  for  such 
year  under  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domes- 
tic Allotment  Act,  as  amended. 

"(b)  Persons  applying  for  any  payment  of 
money  under  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Do- 
mestic Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  with  re- 
spect to  any  farm  located  in  a  county  in 
which  any  basic  agricultural  commodity  has 
been  planted  during  the  year  for  which  such 
payment  is  offered,  shall  file  with  the  appli- 
cation a  statement  that  the  applicant  has  not 
knowingly  planted,  during  the  current  year, 
any  basic   agricultural  commodity  on  land 
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on  his  farm  In  excess  of  the  acreage  allotted 

to  the  farm  under  Ihls  title  for  such  year." 

Renumber  succeeding  sections  accordingly. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  may  be  controversial.  I 
hope  It  will  not  be  so.  Under  the  present 
law  a  similar  provision  applies  to  cotton 
acreage,  but  does  not  apply  to  other  acre- 
age. The  Intent  of  the  amendment  is 
to  make  the  same  provision  apply  to 
other  commodities,  namely,  that  anyone 
who  knowingly  exceeds  his  acreage  allot- 
ment for  the  other  commodities,  just  as 
is  provided  in  the  case  of  cotton,  shall  be 
ineligible  for  payments  under  the  Soil 
Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment 
Act.  as  amended.  In  other  words,  the 
purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to  put  those 
persons  who  deliberately  exceed  their 
allotments  on  exactly  the  same  basis  as 
is  applicable  to  cotton  farmers  who  do  so. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND, 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  As  we  are  operating 
under  allotted  time,  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Florida  to  yield  me  sufficient  time 
so  that  I  may  say  a  word  with  reference 
to  the  matter  which  was  discussed  In 
the  colloquy  between  me,  the  Senator 
from  Vermont,  and  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico.  I  am  relying  on  their  as- 
surances of  what  they  think  is  a  sound 
rule  for  ascertaining  the  number  of  di- 
verted acres,  which  is  that  they  should 
not  be  ascertained  by  considering  a  pre- 
vious year  when  controls  were  not  in 
effect,  but  that  the  ascertainment  of 
diverted  acreage  for  1  year  should  be 
based  upon  the  acreage  allotments  for 
the  preceding  year.  I  shall  not  insist 
that  such  a  provision  be  written  into  law. 
I  think  it  would  be  difficult  to  word  sat- 
isfactorily. I  think  we  have  an  under- 
standing that  Is  satisfactory  to  all  par- 
ties, and  I  rest  my  case  on  that,  with 
especial  thanks  to  the  Senators  for  their 
reassurances. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  should  like  to  re- 
iterate that  I  do  not  believe  under  any 
circumstances  should  a  previous  year  be 
considered,  if  that  is  what  the  distin- 
guished Senator  means. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Hol- 
land] to  the  committee  amendment  on 
page  28,  between  lines  3  and  4. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  com- 
mittee amendment  is  open  to  further 
amendment. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  an  amendment  at  the  desk,  which 
I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chiev  Clerk.  In  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  34,  in  line  9,  It  is 
proposed  to  change  the  period  to  a  semi- 
colon and  insert: 

Prorid^d,  That  this  prohibition  shall  not 
apply  to  such  commodities  when  shipped 
Into  continental  United  States  from  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  or  any  Terri- 
tory or  poasession  of  the  United  States  where 
this  act  has  force  and  effect. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  myself  1  minute.    The  amendment 


Is  offered  only  because  the  Commission 
from  Puerto  Rico  is  afraid  that  a  mar- 
keting quota  provided  in  an  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  fnnn  Florida 
might  be  considered  as  stopping  im- 
portations from  Hawaii  and  from  Puerto 
Rico  into  the  United  States. 

I  am  asking  the  able  chairman  of  the 
committee  to  take  this  amendment  to 
conference  to  see  if  the  fears  of  the  Com- 
missioner from  Puerto  Rico  are  well 
founded.  If  they  are,  the  amendment 
ought  to  be  made  part  of  the  law.  Other- 
wise, it  should  be  left  out.  I  do  not  think 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida  to  bar  Puerto  Rican  products. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  There  was  no  inten- 
tion whatever  in  the  wording  emplosred 
in  that  particular  provision  or  in  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona to  apply  to  any  Imports  except 
those  from  foreign  countries,  and.  of 
course,  Puerto  Rico,  Alaska.  Hawaii,  and 
the  Virgin  Islands  are  Territories  of 
the  United  States  and  would  not  be 
affected  in  anywise  by  the  wording  to 
which  the  Senator  refers. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President.  I  accept 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico.  It  is  obviously  intended  to  cor- 
rent  an  omission  in  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Anderson]  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment, on  page  34.  line  9. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  com- 
mittee amendment  is  opesa  to  further 
amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  to  the  desk,  on  behalf  of  myself  and 
the  senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr. 
WiLEv]  an  amendment,  which  I  ask  to 
have  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  In  the  committee 
amendment,  on  page  34,  between  lines  20 
and  21,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing: 

BBC.  402.  The  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree- 
ment Act  of  1937  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following  new  section: 

"SEC.  7.  (a)  The  purpose  of  this  section  Is 
to  remove  those  barriers  to  the  free  move- 
ment of  milk  and  milk  producU  in  Inter- 
state commerce  which  now  exist  because  of 
milk  marketing  agreements  and  orders  Issued 
under  this  act,  and  because  of  various  State 
and  local  sanitation  requirements;  and  to 
provide  uniform  sanitation  standards  gov- 
erning milk  and  milk  products  shipped  in 
Interstate  oonunerce. 

"(b)  The  Surgeon  General  of  the  PubUe 
Health  Service  shall  prescribe  uniform  sanl-, 
tation  standards  governing  the  production 
and  handllpg  of  milk  and  milk  products 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce.  As  used  In 
this  section  the  term  'sanitary  milk  or  milk 
products'  means  milk  or  milk  products  pro- 
duced in  a  SUte  whose  chief  agricultural 
officer  has  certified  to  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture of  the  United  States  that  milk  and 
mUk  producU  produced  in  such  State  are 
produced  and  handled  In  compliance  with 
the  standards  prescribed  under  this  eubate 
tlon. 
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"(e)  Mb  markettng  agreeBient  or  orter 
iMuad  waOm  thia  act  sluU  apply  to,  or  be 
•ffaetlT*  In.  any  markatlng  area  in  which 
any  VBdoral.  State,  or  local  reatrictionB  oper- 
ate to  prerent  the  tree  marlfeting  oi  sani- 
tary milk  or  milk  produeti  shipped  Into  such 
area  In  interstate  ecmuneroe. 

-"(<!)  No  FMeral,  State,  or  local  law  shall 
operate  to  prevent  the  free :  marketing,  in 
any  area  of  the  United  SUtes.  of  sanitary 
milk  or  milk  products  shipped  into  such  area 
In  Intentate  commerce." 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  sdeld  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator frma  Virginia. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Is  the  purpose  of 
the  amendment  to  destroy  the  sanitary 
laws  of  the  Ustrict  of  Columbia,  so  milk 
from  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota  may  be 
shipped  into  the  IMstrict  of  Columbia 
without  inqiection  by  the  health  cheers 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as -is  now 
required?  Is  that  the  purpose  of  the 
amendment? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  No,  that  is  not  the 
purpose  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Is  not  that  what 
the  purpose  Is? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    No. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Why  is  It  desh*ed 
to  destroy  all  the  local  Inspection  laws, 
so  that  milk  from  the  State  of  Minne- 
sota can  be  shipped  into  the  District 
of  Columbia,  when  such  milk  cannot 
now  be  shipped  because  of  the  inspec- 
tion laws? 

BCr.  HUMPHREY.  I  shall  speak  to 
that  questicm  if  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia win  permit  me  to  do  so. 

Mr.  President,  I  was  expecting  that 
there  would  be  a  certain  amount  of  dis- 
cussion of  the  amendment. 

I  desire  to  address  myself  to  the 
amendment  for  a  moment,  and  then  I 
shall  yield  to  the  distinguished  Junior 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Andxb- 
80Nl. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  submitted  the 
amendment  so  as  to  afford,  an  opportu- 
nity to  eliminate  milk  marketing  bar- 
riers which  are  depriving  consumers  of 
low-cost  milk. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  two  forms  of 
milk  price  supports.  Areas  producing 
milk  aiainjy  for  manufactured  dairy 
products  get  support  through  the  pur- 
chase and  loan  program  which  this  ad- 
ministration has  drastically  slashed  to 
75  percent  of  parity. 

Mr.  KNOWIiAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Bdinnesota  yield  to  me 
at  this  time,  so  that  while  a  number  of 
8enat(»s  are  in  the  Chamber,  we  may 
have  the  yeas  and  nays  ordered  on  the 
question  of  agreeing  to  this  amendment? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  yield  for  that  purpose  at  this  time. 

BCr.  President,  many  of  our  major 
milk-producing  areas  surrounding  met- 
ropolitan cities,  however,  get  similar  sup- 
port through  milk -marketing  agreements 
fixing  consumer  prices. 

Despite  all  the  talk  about  getting  lower 
prices  to  consumers,  nothing  at  all  has 
been  done  in  this  farm  bill  about  getting 
milk  prices  down  in  owe  great  cities — 
down  enough  to  increase  consmnption  to 
the  point  where  the  surplus  could  be 
wiped  out.  In  fact,  the  debate  is  replete 
with  evidence  that  despite  the  lower 
prices  paid  to  the  farmers  who  produce 
milk,  the  price  of  milk  in  the  cities  has 


continued  to  rise.  That  evidence  thas 
been  presented  a  number  of  times  by 
several  Senators  in  connection  with  the 
debate  on  the  dairy  portion  of  this 
measure. 

If  we  could  bring  about  a  lower  price 
for  milk,  we  would  literally  be  ablt  to 
wipe  out  much  of  the  surplus,  because 
the  surplus  is  due  primarily  to  the  in- 
ability to  ship  milk  and  thus  to  have 
more  milk  consumed.  As  a  result,  much 
of  the  milk  has  been  converted  into  man- 
ufactured products. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  heard  it  taid 
many  times  that  the  loan  and  purchase 
program  has  primarily  been  focused 
upon  the  Midwestern  States,  insofar  as 
milk  is  concerned.  Of  course,  that  is 
true,  because  that  area  is  one  which  pro- 
duces milk  in  surplus  quantities,  and  that 
area  is  unable  to  consume  all  the  itiiUc 
it  produces,  and  therefore  much  of  the 
milk  produced  in  that  area  has  to  be 
converted  into  manufactured  products. 
At  the  same  time,  milk  has  been  tell- 
ing at  ever-rising  or  ever-increasing 
prices  in  many  of  the  metropolitan 
areas,  although  in  the  country  as  a  whole 
there  is  an  abundance  of  milk  which 
could  be  used  to  keep  milk'  prices  in  line 
with  the  supply. 

Mr.  President,  we  know  that  we  could 
produce  milk  and  provide  it  to  city  oon- 
sumers  for  less  than  they  are  now  pay- 
ing, if  it  were  not  for  the  artificial  bar- 
riers shutting  out  Midwest  milk  from 
eastern  cities. 

If  it  is  right  to  cut  price  supports 
on  our  Midwest  dairy  products,  it  seems 
only  just^to  end  restrictions  on  the  sale 
of  milk  products  anywhere  in  the  United 
States.  It  seems  unfair  to  provide  a  spe- 
cial kind  of  protection  to  a  limited  group 
of  milk  producers,  at  the  exp>ense  of 
consumers.  That  is  what  this  adminis- 
tration is  now  doing. 

As  the  situation  now  stands,  local 
fluid-milk  producers  in  fluid  milksheds 
operating  under  Federal  orders  are 
building  walls  around  their  areas  and 
are  excluding  qualified  milk  from  pro- 
ducers who  can  sell  it  cheaper. 

None  of  us  wants  to  undermine  health 
precautions,  but  we  do  not  want  local 
health  regulations  misused  to  protect  a 
monopoly,  such  as  has  been  done  in  some 
instances. 

My  amendment  proposes  uniform  na- 
tional health  standards  for  milk,  as  pro- 
vided by  the  Public  Health  Service. 
Under  my  amendment,  any  milk  meet- 
ing those  standards  could  be  marketed 
anywhere  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  since  reference  has  l>een 
made  to  the  situation  in  the  Distriot  of 
Colimibia — although,  to  be  frank  al>out 
the  matter.  I  did  not  particularly  have 
in  mind  the  situation  in  the  Distriot  of 
Columbia,  because  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia is  one  of  many  large  metropolitan 
areas  in  the  United  States — let  me  point 
out  that  the  District  of  Columbia  is  a 
Federal  district;  and  if  there  is  any  part 
of  the  Nation  which  should  be  under 
Federal  supervision,  it  is  the  District  of 
Columbia.  No  matter  how  one  may  con- 
sider this  matter  the  health  authorities 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  certainly  are 
subject  to  the  Federal  law  and  the  ac- 
tivities of  the  Federal  agencies. 

If  the  administration  really  believes 
what  it  says  about  opposing  dairy  ptod- 


uct  price  supports  because  they  keep 
dairy  products  from  the  consumers,  then 
it  should  support,  rather  than  oppose. 
my  amendment  to  end  milk-marketing 
barriers  which  are  forcing  arliflcially 
high  fluid -milk  prices  in  the  cities. 

Why  should  some  milk  producers  have 
such  price  protection,  when  it  iS  denied 
producers  in  the  Midwest?  Why  should 
consumers  be  denied  low -cost  milk  by 
such  artiflcial  barriers? 

Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that  the 
purpose  of  the  Federal  milk -marketing 
orders  was  to  assure  that  therf  would 
be  available  a  sufficient  quantity  of  milk 
for  the  larger  centers  of  population. 
The  purp>ose  was  to  be  helpful,  t^  assure 
a  good  standard  of  milk  deliv«ery  for 
consumers.  But  I  say  those  orders  have 
been  abused  in  many  areas,  ahd  cer- 
tainly they  are  properly  subject  td  a  com- 
plete restudy.  Likewise,  such  legisla- 
tion now  on  the  statute  books  needs  to 
be  examined. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  grield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexioo  [Mr. 
Anderson]. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
wonder  whether  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota wiU  agree  with  me  that  this  ts  a 
very  late  hour  at  which  to  be  taking  up 
this  matter,  in  connection  with  the  farm 
bill.  If.  as  the  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  KnowlandI  has  suggested,  we  are 
to  have  a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  this 
amendment,  I  must  state  that  I  shall  be 
compelled  to  vote  against  the  amend- 
ment. I  think  a  study  should  be  made 
of  the  matter:  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry  should  study  it. 
But  it  is  now  too  late  to  have  tlwt  done 
at  this  session. 

Certainly  there  is  a  great  delil  to  be 
said  for  the  milk-marketing  orders. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Indeed  sa  and  I 
do  not  wish  anything  I  have  said  to  be 
regarded  as  a  statement  that  I  da  not  be- 
lieve the  milk-marketing  orders  are  de- 
sirable. I  simply  say  that  some  stand- 
ards which  have  grown  up  around  them 
have  more  or  less  perverted  their  use  and 
application,  so  that  they  no  longer  serve 
the  need  which  they  were  established  to 
serve. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  think  that  Is  true. 
However,  I  p>oint  out  that  whiere  the 
milk-marketing  orders  are  working  best, 
we  have  not  had  the  least  trouble  in  ob- 
taining an  adequate  supply  of  milk,  be- 
cause actually  there  is  a  surplus  of  milk, 
when  it  is  properly  made  available, 
especially  when  it  is  prop>erly  made  avail- 
able to  the  children  who  need  it. 

So  I  hope  the  Senator  from  MiJinesota 
will  agree  to  withdraw  his  amendment, 
because  if  he  does  not.  and  if  the  amend- 
ment is  voted  on  at  this  time  by  a  yea- 
and-nay  vote,  he  will  force  many  of  us 
who  believe  in  the  principle  of  the  Fed- 
eral milk-marketing  orders  to  vote  as  if 
we  did  not  believe  in  them,  for  it  is  now 
too  late  to  have  the  matter  properly 
studied  at  this  session. 

So.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
will  permit  a  voice  vote  to  be  taken  on 
his  amendment,  and  thus  will  not  re- 
quire that  more  time  be  consianed  at 
this  point. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
repeat  that  I  do  not  wish  anything  I 
have  said  to  be  regarded  as  indicating 
that  I  do  not  believe  the  Federal  milk- 


marketing  orders  are  desirable.  They 
are  desirable,  and  they  have  their  place. 
and  they  have  been  devised  for  the  pur- 
pose of  providing  consumers  with  an  ade- 
quate supply  of  the  fine  food  which  is 
milk. 

But  I  contend  that,  in  the  name  of 
health,  there  have  been  established 
standards  which  have  ceased  to  be  prop- 
er standards,  but  have  become  barriers, 
more  or  loss  little  tariff  walls,  which 
have  prevented  the  free  flow  of  milk  in 
commerce   n  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  seek  to  prolong 
the  debate  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
have  a  voic<;  vote  taken  upon  my  amend- 
ment, and  yhus  let  the  Senate  decide  as 
it  chooses. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  suggest  to  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  that  if  he  is  willing  to  have  a  voice 
vote  taken  on  the  amendment,  we  shall 
be  able  to  .'ave  a  great  deal  of  time  for 
ah  Members. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  2  minutes 
to  me? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  THYS.  In  all  frankness,  I  must 
state  that  in  speaking  at  this  time.  I 
shall  be  speaking  in  support  of  the  posi- 
tion Of  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
in  regard  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMJ'HREY.     I  understand  that. 

Mr.  AIKES.  Mr.  President,  under  the 
circumstances.  I  shall  yield  time  to  the 
Senator  frcm  Minnesota  (Mr.  ThtiI. 
Let  me  inquire  how  much  time  he  would 
like  to  have  me  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  THYE.  Approximately  3  min- 
utes. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Very  well;  I  yield  3  min- 
utes to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Thtx). 

The  VICi:  PRESIDENT.  The  senior 
Senator  frcm  Miimesota  is  recognized 
for  3  minut<s. 

Mr.  THYS.  Mr.  President,  there  is 
merit  in  the  amendment  of  my  colleague. 
However,  it  should  be  submitted,  not  in 
the  form  of  an  amendment  to  the  pend- 
ing bill,  but  in  the  form  of  a  bill  which 
would  be  referred  to  the  appropriate 
committee,  vhich  conunittee  should  hold 


hearings  on  it  In  that  way  it  would 
be  possible  to  develop  the  facts  regarding 
the  interstate  shipment  of  milk. 

But  at  this  time,  in  the  course  of  de- 
bate on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  we 
cannot  give  proper  attention  to  all  the 
factors  Involved.  Therefore,  under  the 
circumstances  I  would  have  to  vote 
against  the  amendment. 

Thus,  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to 
see  the  amendment  withdrawn,  because 
if  it  is  voted  down  at  this  time,  by  means 
of  a  yea-and-nay  vote,  the  vote  is  cer- 
tain to  be  misunderstood. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Miimesota  [Mr. 
Hu^fPHREY]  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment, on  page  34,  between  lines  20  and 
21.     [Putting  the  question.  1 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
call  up  my  amendment  marked  "8-9-54- 
L."  arid  offer  it  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment, and  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend- 
ment submitted  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clekk.  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment  on  page  25,  m  Une 
10,  after  "Sec.  301",  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  "(a)." 

On  page  25.  between  lines  16  and  17. 
it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following: 

<b)  Section  301  (a)  (1)  (G>  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Act  of  1938  U  amended 
by  striking  out  "six-year  period"  and  insert- 
ing in  lieu  thereof  "seven-year  period." 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  be- 
fore I  presented  my  amendment  I  had 
the  advice  and  counsel  of  the  committee 
in  its  preparation.  There  was  a  mistake 
made,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
modify  my  amendment  in  Une  2  so  that 
it  will  read: 

On  page  26.  line  15,  strike  out  "1955"  and 
insert   -1956." 

Retaining  the  other  language  in  the 
amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend- 
ment will  be  modified  as  requested. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  will  send  a  cor- 
rect copy  to  the  desk  for  the  Record. 


Mr.  ANDERSON.  WiU  tbe  Senator 
state  the  number  of  his  amendment 
again? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  is  designated 
"8-&-54— L." 

Mr.  President,  the  purpose  of  this 
amendment  can  be  stated  very  quickly. 
Its  purpose  is  to  continue  the  use  of  the 
old  parity,  if  higher,  for  basic  commod- 
ities through  1956.  That  is  what  the 
amendment  amounts  to.  The  present 
law  permits  the  continuation  of  the  old 
parity  formula  through  1955. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.    Through  1954.       ^ 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  This  would  con- 
tinue it  through  1956. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna.  It 
would  extend  it  2  years. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  seek  by  this 
amendment  to  extend  for  another  year 
the  present  old  ixirity  formula  on  ba^ 
commodities,  instead  of  shifting  to  tbe 
so-called  modernized  parity  next  year. 
The  farmers  cannot  stend  a  triple  blow 
to  their  pocketbooks,  and  that  is  appar- 
ently what  will  happen  as  a  result  of  the 
passage  of  this  bill. 

Rrst,  on  many  of  the  basic  commodi- 
ties there  are  acreage  allotments.  There 
have  been  2  or  3  of  them  in  the  case  of 
wheat.  We  have  had  them  on  cotton; 
we  have  had  them  on  com ;  we  have  had 
them  on  other  commodities. 

Then  we  reduce  the  price  supports 
from  90  percent  to  82  V^  percent. 

Then  we  provide  for  the  coming  into 
being  and  into  appUcation  of  the  mod- 
ernized parity,  which  actually  will  fur- 
ther reduce  the  level  of  price  supports. 

The  reduction  of  the  level  of  price 
supports  to  82  Me  percent,  as  I  have  said, 
hsis  added  an  extra  burden  in  the  com- 
ing year. 

The  least  we  can  do  is  to  defer  for  one 
more  year  the  change  in  parity  formula. 
so  as  to  prevent  all  these  drastic  blows 
to  farm  income  going  into  effect  at  one 
time. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  tinanimous  con- 
sent to  place  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
a  table  of  average  prices  received  by 
farmers  for  farm  products  on  June  15, 
1954,  with  comparisons. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcosd. 
as  follows: 


Avfragf  prices  receivfd  hy  farmers  for  farm  products,  Vnited  Slates,  Junt  15,  195 J,,  with  comparUon* 


Coiniii>1itj-  and  unit 


Averajte 


Aupusi  J»nuar>,     ,u.«         loju  iqju 


July 
1014 


1M7 

Decfm-' 
her  IMS 


^^  heat.  pvT  hu.Mn  1   dollar!! 

kyp,  per  bu.shel ,    ...do 

Kkv  (rouKhi,  \tet  hundrcdwciKht  .  do 

Torn,  iMT  tnj^rl  do 

<»ats.  per  bushel do 

H:irl(-y,  i>er  tiasJii  1   do 

Sorirhum.  jrraln.  rer  hundredweight  do 

Hay.  all  txili<d,  pir  ton    .     do 

t'olton,  American  upland,  per  pound 

cent5. . 
Cotton,  .^mericaii-EniTtiAn,  per  pound 

cents. . 

rotton«>ed.  per  tin  dollar^.. 

Soybeans,  t>er  bu;hel... do     .. 

I'canuts,  JUT  pou  ul <«iiL«.. 

Fl:n.sood.  \WT  bu«hel   dollars.. 

rotato«',<,  i>er  ^)us^el  .     do 

Sweet ix)tatws,  p<  r  bush«-l do 

lieans,  dry  edibl. .  i»er  huntlredu eight 

dollar*.. 

Pea."<,  dry,  fleld,  pi-r  hundred weiRht. do 

ipples.  per  buithd do 


n  W4 
0. 7a) 

1.81 
0.642 
0.3W 
0.  filU 

1.21 


1Z4 


22.55 


4.  h 

l.fiO 

0.  fiKl 

O.STS 

3.37 

0.  ttC 


1953 


ISM 


lOM 


Commodity  and  unit 


2. 14 
1.K2 

1.64 

1.17 

2  53 

22.40 

31.21 


71.60 
2.M 
10  2 
.V.M 
1.48 
2.30 

0.»2 
4.  fiO 
2.39 


1.88 
1.2S 
^70 
1  46 
a7(tt 
1.16 
2.  .W 

aatn 

31.51 


2.00 
1.U2 
4.  H8 
1  47 

0.766 
I.Wi 
2.47 

21.80 

32.17 


1.U1 

0.  WO 

4.  It* 

1   40 

0.735 

i.a^ 

2.  27 

20.  40 

32.31 


61.20 
2.66 
11.1 
3.33 

0.83K 
3.08 

U.30 
5.86 
3.25 


.■)1.40 
3.55 
11.2 
3.64 
1.34 
Z63 

K  12 
4.47 
.\44 


51.40 
3.40 
11.2 
3.48 
1.51 
2.70 

K03 
4.51 
154 


Hops,  per  hundredweight dollars.. 

IJeel  cattle,  jier  hundredweight  do 

Calves,  per  hundredweight do 

She<p  \>er  hundredweight do — 

Latnhs,  |>er  hundredweight do — 

HutlerlHt,  in  cream,  per  pound..  ..cents. 
AU  milk,  wholesale,  per  hundredweieht 

dollars. 

Milk,  ref'iil.  per  quart gents. 

.\11  chickens,  live,  per  pound .do 

Farm  chickens,  live,  per  pound . do. . . 

Commerrial  broilers,  live,  per  pound 

do... 

Turkeys,  lire,  per  pound... do — 

Eggs,  jier  dozen do — 

Wool,  per  pound do — 

-Adjusted  for  seasonal  variation: 

Butterfat,  in  cream,  per  ix)und..do. . 

All   milk,   wholesale,    per   hundred- 
weight  dollars. 

Eggs,  ;>er  doien cents.. 


Average 


I 
.August  January 


1009- 
July 
1«U 


1947 
Decern 
ber  1M9 


June  15, 
1953 


7.27 
.^.  42 
6.75 
4.53 
5.88 
26.3 

1.60 
&8 
11.4 


14.4 
21.5 
18.3 


21.00 
20.20 
22.60 
R15 
21.90 
71.2 

4.42 

18.3 
29.3 
27.7 

32.1 

37.0 
46.6 
46.0 


22.80 
16.00 
16.50 
6.30 
21.80 
65.0 

3.90 
2a4 
25.2 
22.0 

26.2 
31.7 

45.7 
56.0 

71.0 

4.38 
S0.2 


May  15.  June  IS, 


1054 


25.70 
17.60 
18.40 
7.01 
21.80 
56.2 

3.  .51 
20.0 
22.5 
10.6 

23.5 
30.  S 
33.1 
54.3 

58.5 

3.00 
37.6 


1054 


21.  7Q 
16.00 
17.90 
6.06 
».30 
&5.9 

3.48 
19.9 
22.6 
18.9 

24.2 

aai . 

32.0 
55.2 

.«.8 

S.S7 
3ilw< 


Source:  Figur-s  from  Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  USDA. 


zniiK,  uie  price  of  milk  m  tne  cities  has     what  it  says  about  opposing  dairy  ptod-     that  I  do  not  believe  the  Federal  milk- 


ik>urce:  Figures  from  Agricullural  Marketing  Service,  VSDA. 
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i 


I:    h 


U 


It' 
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ICr.  HIAIPHRE7.  Mr.  President.  I  fallen  from  the  pre-Korean  base  period. 
also  aak  consent  to  have  printed  another  and  a  table  showing  how  far  such  prices 
table,  showing  how  farm  prices  have    hnve  declined  sinde  the  1952  harvest. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  tables 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rscokd, 
as  follows: 


Pricet  received  hy  farmers  mostly  down  from  pre- Korea  base  period 
{Figures  from  Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  U.  S.  Drpartioent  of  Apriculturt-l 


Commodltx 


Wh«at.  p«-  baiiliel 

Rye,  per  bosbel 

Corn,  per  bwdiel 

Bioe.  per  handredweli^t 

Gate,  pw  btuhel 

Barley,  per  bushel.... 

Omln  sorgbum,  par  hundredweight 

Baled  hay,  per  too 

Butterfat  in  cream,  per  pound... 

Cotton,  per  pound 

Cottonaeed,  per  ton.. 

Soybeans,,  per  bushel 

Flaxseed,  per  bushel 

Peanuts,  per  pound 

Beans,  dry  edlMe,  per  hundredweight... 

Potatoes,  per  bushel 

Hogs,  peroandredweight. 

Beef  cattle,  per  hundredweight 


1947-W 
average 


12.14 

1.S2 

1.64 

&28 

.85 

1.37 

2.M 

22.40 

.71 

.31 

71.10 

2.84 

5.34 

ia2 

0.02 

1.48 

21.00 

20.20 


June  15, 
19M 


$1.91 

.OSO 

1.49 

4.18 

.735 

1.05 

2.27 

20.40 

.S« 

.32 

51.40 

3.49 

3.48 

11.2 

8.03 

1.  .11 

21.70 

16.90 


Percentage  change 


Down  11  percent. 
Dovm  46  percent. 
Down  9  percent. 
Down  22  percent. 
Down  13  percent. 
Down  23  percent. 
Down  10  percent. 
Down  9  percent. 
Down  21  percent. 
Up  \  percent. 
Down  28  percent. 
Up  2;!  percent. 
DowTi  Vi  percent. 
Up  9  percent 
Down  IP  percent. 
Up  2  oercent 
Down  1  percent. 
Down  16  percent. 


Commoditv 


l<M7-49 
average 


Pnlves.  per  hundredweipht  

Wool,  [cr  jxiuri'l      .    _    _     

Lamhs,  iier  hundre^wcipht 

Sweet  i>otatoos 

.\1I  milk,  wholps^ilp,  [ler  hundriHlweitht 

Al!  chirtens.  live.  i«'r  [>oiiinl..   

Egss.  per  duu-n , 

I 

AvcTiTP  of  all  frirm  firofliicts 

food  prHiiLs 

yced  ijr.iiii;.  and  hay 

All  cro[i.« 

Meat  animals  

Dairy  pnxiucts. . .   ,   

All  iivestocli  iind  pBkIucI.-; 


J22.r,n 

.  4f. 

21  90 

2.  :Vi 

4.42 

.2<J 

.47 


June  15, 
I'.-M 


J  17.  50 

ai.  .10 

2.  71) 
3.48 

.34 


Perwniiige  change 


Down  Z.^  percent. 
I'p  20  I>ercent. 
Down  7  i>ercent. 
J'p  14  percent. 
Down  21  iJcrcent. 

Do 
Down  28  percent. 


Inlex 


:7t 

r4s 

i4«-. 

:ifi 

:3o 

10.1 

•:47 

144 

■AM 

^ 

'.99 

17.'> 

229 

■-\r2 

■lb\ 

T^own  P  rvreent. 
Down  32  [lercent. 
Down  11  ixToeiit. 
Down  5  percent. 
Down  10  i)ercent. 
Down  17  percent. 
Down  14  ijorcent. 


PARITY  RATIO  OF  PRICES  RECEIVED  TO  PRICES  P.VID  UY   F.\nMEri.S 


193S-MaTera«e. 
1M7-M  average. 

Oct.  16, 1952 

Oct.  15, 1953 


8fi 

lOK 

99 

91 


Jan.  1.^.  19.14 .        .        92 

Keb.  1.1   IMt , w 

Juno  15,  l'J04 bli 


Prices  received  by  farmers  mostly  down  since  19ot  harvest  season 
[Figures  from  Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  V.  S.  Department  ol  .\2rK-ulture| 


C<Hnmodity 


Wheat - - per  bushel 

Rye do.. 

Corn .: do.. 

Rice: - per  huiidredweiRht 

Date .per  bushel 

Barley .-do.. 

Oraln  sorghum per  hundredsretsht 

Baled  hay per  ton 

Butterfat,  in  cream per  pound 

Cotton  do.. 

Cotton 9eed per  ton 

Soybeans per  bushel 

Flaxseed do.. 

Peanuts ve:  pound 

Beans,  dry,  edible per  hundredweight 

Potatoes per  bushel 

UoTS  per  hundredweight 

Beef  cattle ,.. , do.. 

Calves do.. 


Oct.  15, 

June  15, 

19S2 

1954 

price 

price 

$2.07 

$1.91 

1.74 

.990 

1.53 

1.49 

5.76 

4.18 

.83 

.735 

1.42 

1.01 

2.87 

2.27 

2.V60 

20.40 

.735 

.559 

.3703 

.3231 

7Q»70 

51.40 

5.73 

3.49 

3. 48 

.111 

.112 

8.48 

8.03 

2.11 

1.51 

I8^fi0 

21.70 

22:00 

16.90 

23.80 

17.50 

Percentage  change 


Cor 


noilitv 


Down  8  percent. 
Down  43  percent. 
Down  3  percent. 
Down  27  percent. 
Down  11  percent. 
Down  27  percent. 
Down  21  percent. 
Down  20  percent. 
Down  24  percent. 
Down  13  percent. 
Down  28  percent. 
Up  29  percent. 
Down  7  [KTcent. 
Up  sliehtly. 
Down  5  percent. 
Down  28  j)ercent. 
Up  17  percent. 
Down  23  percent. 
Down  26  percent. 


Wool , 

Lamhs  .     _ , 

Swpetr>otatoe«  ..  . 
All  milk.  wIioIcshU' 
All  chicken.s.  live  ., 
Egg? 


_   .     [KT  |>.iini'l 

.]»■:  liunuri'dwi-mhl 

|xT  tm-ihel 

_|H'r  liuiidre'iwiMt'iit 

_. J ixr  poiiiiil 

Jier  Uoien 


Avpnw  of  nil  farm  pro<liir*» 

Foo'l  pr.iin*  .     . 

Fp<'d  er:iins  :in<l  hay 

-Ml  crops     ._ , 

Meat  aniniiiU 

Diiry  product*    .      . 

All  livestock  ind  pnxiucts.. 


Oct.  1.1, 
IUS2 
pric* 

22.  LI) 
2.  '.(4 
S,  HO 
.  242 


Junp  M, 
price 


JO   M2 
20  M) 

2.  70 

3.  4H 
.22r> 

.S2U 


I'eroentagc  change 


T'p  10  percent. 
Down  V  jxTcent. 
Down  ti  iH-rrenl. 
Down  i*  percent. 
Down  (  i>erocnt, 
Down  $.1  [lercent. 


Index 


?S2 

24S 

24.1 

21'i 

2ia 

■2HF, 

yn) 

241 

.■!2« 

29'( 

Hl'i 

22<4 

3III 

251 

1 

Down  n  perrvnt. 
Down  I')  [KTcent. 
Dow  II  I  iKTcrnt. 

Do, 
Dow  n  f  percent. 
1  )i)wn  t»*  fiercent. 
Down  |7  prrocnt. 


Index  of  prices  received  for  all  commodities 
and  index  of  prices  paid  by  farmers 
(1910-14=100)   and  index  of  parity  ratio 


Index 

Oct.  15, 
1952 

Jan.  15, 
1953 

June  15, 
1954 

Prices  received 

582 
284 
100 

2fi7 

282 

95 

248 

Prices  paid 

282 

Parity  ratio 

88 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Prices  paid,  still  rising — Index  of  prices  paid 
by  farmers  (1910-14  =  100) 

(Figures  from  Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  CsDA! 


Prices  paid,  still  rising — Index  of  prices  paid 
by  farmers  (1910-14  =  100) — Continued 


Item 


Fertilizer, 
lious«-hold  o[«'ratioii . 


Item 


Mr.  Hlfli4PHREY.  By  contrast,  Mr. 
President,  the  prices  farmers  pay  for 
the  articles  they  purchase  are  still  ris- 
ing. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert 
in  the  Rkcoro  a  table  on  the  index  of 
prices  paid  by  farmers,  comparing  1952 
and  1954  levels  with  the  1947-49  average. 


Average  of  all 

Taxes 

Interest 

Production  items 

Family  living  items... 

Clothing 

Autos   and    auto   sup 

plies _ 

Farm  machinery 

Farm  supplies 

Building  and  fencing.. 


1947-49 

Oct.  1.1, 

average 

l'J,12  ' 

2.10 

2S4 

270 

3.13 

79 

107 

237 

2f.9 

244 

2f.9 

285 

301 

233 

282 

239 

;tio 

235 

2H4 

296 

35U 

ir* 

7-49 

Oct 

J 

1   av, 

r.ier 

I«: 

2  ' 

14.T 

1.17 

i 

17H 

I 'JO 

June  M 
l<i.'-4  ' 


115 
l'J6 


Jl»ie  1.1. 
lt).14  • 


2S2 
3' II 
ILK 
212 
271 
307 

2^11 
3H 
277 
348 


'  V  r  latc";t  .ivml   h.(   fiuiire.  I 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  So  that  we  may 
compare  average  prices  received  at  pres- 
ent with  existing  parity  prices,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  in- 
sert in  the  Record  still  another  table  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows. 
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Effective  parity  prices  for  farm  products,  and  average  prices  received  as  percentages  of  effective  parity  prices,  UniUd  Stales,  JuiU  16,  1964 

ufilh  comparisons  '  ' 


Commodity  and  imit 


Cotton,  American  upland,  per  pound 

hundredweight. 

Wheat,  per  bushel dollars. 

Kii-e,  per  hundredwi  Ight. do... 

Corn,  per  bushel do  .. 

I'eHnut.<,  per  [wund  hundredweight. 

'l'ohac«).  per  pound 

Klue-cured,  tyixs  11-14... do... 

Fire-cured,  type;  21-24 do... 

Hurley,  type  31    do  .- 

PotalfM-s.  per  bushel   dollars. 

Butterfat.  in  cream,  rier  (lound  . .     oenls 
All  milk,  wholesale,  per  hundredweight, 

dollars 

Wool,  per  pound    cents. 

Honey,  wholesale,  piM  pound: 

("omb do 

Extracted       do  .. 

BarWy,  tier  bushel dollars. 

BetuiK,  dry,  edible,  pei  hundri-dweight 

dollars. 


Base 
perio<l 
prioes 


12.4 
CbM 

1.94 
0.642 

4.8 

18.8 

2.3 

18.2 

0..135 

26.  i 

i.ns 
au.9 

11.3 

5fi« 
0.484 

3.21 


EfTeetive 
parity  prices 


Average  prices 
as  peroantages 
of  parity  prices 


May  15,  June  15,  May  15, 
1954    I    19M         1064 


3.1.  og 

2.  .10 
5.  51 
1.K2 
13.6 

.13.4 

34.  V 

51   7 

,  I    ,12 

75.3 

4  77 
59.4 

32.1 
16.  1 
1.37 

«.  12 


34.97 
2.49 
6.47 
1.81 
13.5 

53.0 
M.7 

61.3 
1.51 
74.7 

4.74 
SK9 

31.9 
16.0 
1.16 

9.05 


92 
80 
89 
81 
82 


(') 
(') 
CI 


88 
78 

82 
91 


79 


June  15, 
1954 


Commodity  and  unit 


92 
77 
76 
82 
83 


(') 
(') 
(') 


100 
79 

82 
94 


89 


Cottonseed,  per  ton dollars. 

Flaxseed,  per  bushel do... 

Oats,  per  bushel do... 

R>-e,  i)er  bushel do... 

Sorghum,  grain,  per  hundredweight 

dollars. 

Soybeans,  per  bushel do... 

Swi-etpotatoes,  per  bush«'l do 

Beef  cattle,  per  hundredweight do... 

Calves,  |ier  hundredweight .do... 

All  chickens,  live,  per cents. 

pound 

Eggs,  per  doien    do... 

Hogs,  per  hundredweight dollars. 

Lambs,  per  hundredweight.. do... 

Sheep,  per  hundredweight ..do... 

Turkeys,  live,  per    . .,  oents. 

pound 


Base 

period 
prioes 


Effective 
parity  prices 


Average  priees 
aa  peroentarea 
Of  parity  pnoM 


May  16,  June  15,  May  15,  June  IS, 
19M        1954        19M        IftM 


25.  iM 

1.60 

0.311 

0.605 

1.21 

1.00 

0.988 

7.50 
8.28 
10.6 

16.6 
7.34 
8.16 
3.64 

13.4 


72.40 
4.  .M 

0.883 
1.72 

2..'!6 

2.84 

2.81 

21.30 

23.50 

30.1 

47.1 

20.80 

23.30 

10.30 

38.1 


n.90 
4.  SI 

0.877 
1.71 

2.56 

2.83 

2.79 

21.20 

23.30 

2B.9 

46.8 
20.70 
23.00 
10.30 

37.8 


71 
80 
87 
N 

96 

125 

»4 

83 
78 
75 

80 

124 

»4 

68 

80 


71 
77 
81 
M 

» 
124 

vr 

80 
75 

n 
n 

105 
8B 
ftS 


>  Not  available. 

Mr.  HXJMPHIiEY.  Mr.  President,  in 
the  face  of  such  documented  declines — 
and  these  table;  show  the  price  decline 
which  has  been  alluded  to  time  after 
time  in  this  deb&te,  and  there  is  no  point 
in  restating  it — we  are  confronted  with 
proposals  to  shift  to  a  modernized  parity 
formula  which  obviously  will  mean  still 
further  reductions. 

I  therefore  ask  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Recobd  a  table  comparing  the  old 
and  modernized  parity  on  various  com- 
modities, together  with  an  example  of 
what  they  would  be  if  we  accepted  for 
agriculture  the  same  1947-49  base  pe- 


riod used  by  labor  for  figuring  costs  of 
Uving,  and  a  quotation  from  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  I  Mr.  YouhcI  on  that 
subject,  taken  from  the  hearings  before 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  docu- 
ments were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rxcou,  as  follows: 

KxcBurra  Pkom  Heakings  Befoke  the  Sekate 

OolCaCITTEE   OH   AaKICTn.TT7KE   AWD  POKESTBT. 

83d  CX>ncbbss,  2d  Session,  om  S.  3052 

(Pt.  I,  March  4-26,  1954) 
Senator  Tounc.  I  would  like  to  have  Ifr. 
Thompson  supply   for  the  record  a  table 


ahowlng  a  compariaon  of  what  parity  would 
be  If  parity  were  determined  on  the  aame 
base  period  as  labor  is  using  in  flgtiring  cost 
of  Uvlng,  and  so  forth,  that  Is  the  1947-49 
period.  I  understand  the  Federal  Reserve 
Sjrstem  uses  the  same  period. 

Senator  Eulxmdee.  Tou  mean  <TMrtf>ad  of 
the  period  we  used  for  the  old  parity  formula, 

which  is  1909  to  1914? 

Senator  Yomfo.  Yes.  Compare  that  with 
the  modernised  parity  formiUa  too.  *  *  *  Z 
think  you  should  do  it  for  all  the  oom^* 
modities. 


Specified  commodities:  Old,  modernized,  and  1947-^9  parity  calculations,  United  States,  Feb.  15,  1954 


Commodity 


Bik-iir  commodities 
Cotlon,    Amerk»r 

upland. 
Cotton,   extra   loni 
s»;iple. 

Wheat.. 

Corn  _ 

Tobacco: 

Hurley-  

Klue-cure<1..  . 

Ria^ 

Veanut."! 

Desijtnnted    nonbasi- 
eomriKKlities 

Hutterfat.        

Milk   (or  manufac- 
ture. 
Wool 


Unit 


Pound. 

do-. 

Bushel. 
do.. 


Pound 

..do 

Hundredweight. 
Pound 


do 

Hundredweight. 

Pound 


Old 
parity 


$0.3472 

None 

Z48 
1.80 

..VW 
.534 
5.07 
.134 


.736 
3.96 

.512 


Modem- 

Ited 

parity 


ta3363 

.725 

2.13 
L61 

..MS 
.530 
&47 
.108 


.747 
'4.  19 


.589 


1947-49  parity 
calculations 


Old 
formula  ■ 


10.3620 
.a»5 

£48 
1.W 

.641 

.534 
.624 

.11» 


.826 
*4.M 

.534 


Modern- 
ized 
formula  ' 


to.  365 

.7«1 

2.32 
1.75 

.5.19 

..■.78 
5.96 
.118 

.815 
4.56 

.642 

Commodity 


Designated  non basic 
commodities— Con. 

Mohair 

Tung  nuts 

Honey,  iiiractcd. 

Other: 

Soybean."! 

Cottonseed. 

Oats 

Barley 

Dry  edible  beans... 

Flai.ieed 

^rghum  grain 

Kye 

Crude  pine  gum... 

Nonsupported  com- 
modities: 

Beef  cattle 

Hogs 


Unit 


Pound  . 

Ton 

Pound. 

Bushel. 
Ton.... 
Bushel. 
do. 


Hundredweight. 

Bushel 

Hundredweight. 

Bushel 

Barrel 


Hundredweight. 
do_ 


Old 
parity 


•0.770 
None 
.194 

Z60 
63.10 
1.12 
l.Q 
9.44  ' 
4.73 
3.39 
2.02 
None 


15.20 
20.40 


Modern- 
ized 
parity 


•0.773 
92.50 
.160 

Z82 

71.90 

.877 

1.36 

9.05 

4.51 

2.54 

1.71 

28.30 


;21.20 

20.70 


1947-49  parity 
calculations 


OM 
formula  ■ 


•a  561 
68.70 
.181 

3.29 

83.10 

.968 

1.99 

11.50 

&43 

2.93 

2.11 

aSiTO 


23.90 
25.40 


Modern- 
ised 
formula  * 


•0L841 
101.00 
.174 

3.08 

78.48 

.ftS4 

1.49 

9.85 

4.91 

2.77 

1.86 

3a  70 


23.00 
22.60 


'  .\verage  price  recoi  .ed  by  farmers.  1947-49  times  the  index  of  prices  paid,  interest 
anil  t-urs,  liM7-4U-  10(..  a.s  computed  prior  to  Jan.  1.  \9M). 

•  11*44  .M  :ivi>nipi-  pri  T  receive*!  by  farmers  for  indiYidual  commodities  multiplied 
by  1  1(1  which  tji  the  r.tio  ol  Feb.  15.  1954.  iwrity  Index  (1947-49- lOOJ  to  the  UM4-W 
a\(  r..K.'  index  o(  priiv    n-aived  by  farmers  (1947H9-100). 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  lilce  to  ruad  a  paragraph  from  a 
trade  broadcast  made  recently  by  Wil- 
liam Thatcher,  manager  of  the  Grain 
Terminal  Association  in  St.  Paul,  regard- 
ing this  issue  of  so-called  modernized 
parity : 

Never  in  all  these  years  has  any  compe- 
tent  evidence   ever   been    brought    before   a 


*  rarity  eq  jivalent  for  millc  for  manufacturing  which  is  88.5  percent  of  the  parity 
price  lor  milk  wholesale. 

Source:  .\gricultura.  Marketing  Service. 


House  Committee  of  Agriculture,  or  a  Sen. 
ate  Committee  of  Agriculture,  to  Justify  the 
modernized  parity  formula.  And  what  will 
the  so-called  program  of  the  President  and 
Mr.  Benson  accomplish  If  it  is  put  through? 
This  price-cutting  won't  cut  the  wheat  sur- 
plus an  iota.  The  only  thing  that  wiU  cut 
surplus  is  enotigh  cut  in  acres.  WiU  this 
new  parity  cut  the  cost  to  the  Oovemment 
of  storage  charges  that  some  people  say  cost 


930,000  an  hour?  Not  1  cent.  The  only 
way  to  lower  these  costs  is  to  get  rid  of  the 
surplus.  The  only  way  you  can  get  rid  of 
a  surplus  is  to  sell  it  abroad  or  cut  acreage 
or  both. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  the  entire  text  of  this  broad- 
cast printed  at  this  point  in  the  Rboobb. 
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TEbete  hdaag  no  objectton.  the  taroad- 
cast  waa  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Rkoosb,  as  foUovs: 

rm  glad,  to  be  with  you  again  today.  Tbls 
Is  •  VM7  aolcxnn  hour  for  me.  Vor  ws^vnl 
yean,  we  have  done  everything  we  know 
how  to  try  and  protect  farm  prices  that  are 
made  la  Washington.  Now.  we  receive  In- 
:onnstiGii  from  the  Nation's  Capital  that 
tethers,  worries,  aad  gives  us  a  heavy  heart. 

Our  Yioipt  la  that  we  can  secure  the  allout 
etrorta  of  an  able,  energetic,  well-educated 
yoiing  man  In  the  United  States  Senate.  He 
has'  the  understanding,  the  character,  and 
the  heart  to  light  for  what  he  bellevas  is 
right,  rm  getting  in  touch  with  Sniator 
HuBBST  HTncraaaT,  of  ICinnesota.  ak  has 
been  making  a  hard  fl|^t,  alongside  oC  Sen- 
9Xtx  Thts.  of  ICinneeolia,  and  others,  to  pro- 
tect the  farm  programs  that  took  \u  over 
ao  years  to  build. 

What  we  need  today  on  the  floor  of  the 
United  States  Senate  la  one  man's  voice. 
We  need  a  man  wlio  is  able  to  stand  and  hcdd 
that  floor  and  compel  the  Senators  who  have 
not  had  the  time  to  study  this  farm  ques- 
tion, to  listen  to  his  remarks  and  answer 
some  specific  questions. 

First  of  all.  the  farmer  who  is  being  most 
hurt  by  this  proposed  farm  leglslati(m — now 
called  the  President's  program — is  the  wheat 
farmer.  It  wlU  only  be  a  matter  of  time 
until  other  faiiners  suffer,  too,  if  the  wheat 
farmer  is  put  on  the  bloclc 
'  Flrat  of  all,  the  wlieat  farmer  Is  required 
to  cut  his  acreage  SO  percent.  He's  not  com- 
plaining about  that,  because  he  knows 
there's  a  surplus  which  must  be  reduced. 
But  he  also  knows  the  surplus  came  about 
largely  because  during  the  Korean  war  In 
1952,  the  administration,  without  any  ob- 
jection from  Congress,  asked  for  all-out 
productton.  llien  becaiise  we  wen  fortu- 
nate enough  to  get  a  "cease  fire"  In  Korea, 
we  find  oxirselves  In  the  unfortunate  position 
of  having  too  much  wheat  on  hand. 

Now.  instead  of  the  Government — all  the 
taxpayers  and  all  the  people — standing  the 
shock,  Mr.  Benson  proposes  a  program  to  the 
President — and  the  President,  unknowingly, 
calls  It  his  program — which  seeks  to  cut  the 
wheat  fanner's  throat  In  more  ways'  than 
one.     Specifically,  it  calls  for: 

1.  A  cut  In  irtieat  acreage  of  30  percent. 

2.  The  isolation  of  those  30  peicent  acres 
from  any  cash  crops  whatsoever — barley, 
rye,  oats,  and  feed  wheat. 

3.  rekmltting  Canada  to  continue  slHpplng 
into  the  United  States  barley,  rye.  oats,  and 
feed  wheat,  while  our  wheat  producers  are 
told  they  cannot  produce  any  crop,  only  hay. 
ete.,  on  diverted  wheat  acres,  or  they'll  sxifler 
the  penalty  of  not  being  able  to  get  a  Oov- 
ernment  loan  on  any  crop  that  they  raise. 

4.  Cutting  the  wheat  price  down,  by  flex- 
ing it  down  with  the  sliding  scale. 

Now,  here  is  the  question  that  I'm  going  to 
urge  Senator  HxTBCPHravT  to  hold  before  the 
Senate  until  It  Is  thoroughly  debated — the 
inequity  of  the  modei^n  parity  formula 
which  cuts  the  parity  price. 

In  all  the  speeches  ths^  have  been  made — 
by  the  President  and  the  many,  many 
speeches  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriciilture, 
Senator  AiKSif,  as  well  as  other  Senators  and 
Members  of  the  House — never  once  has  any 
of  these  people  Justified  the  use  of  the 
modernized  parity  formula.  In  all  these 
years,  not  a  single  witness  has  ever  Justified 
the  employment  ^of  the  so-called  modern- 
ized parity  formula  before  the  House  Com- 
nUttee  on  Agriculture  or  the  Senate  Commit- 
tee on  Agriculture.  The  wheat  farmer  is 
particularly  vulnerable  to  this  so-called 
modernized  parity. 

Imagine  tf  you  can,  the  way  the  United 
States  Senate  this  week  Is  sitting  as  a  Jury, 
ready  to  vote  on  the  questionable  evidence, 
or  lack  of  evidence  that  has  been  placed 
before  it. 


Z  say  to  Senator  HmcFiaBT,  you  tfiovild 
stand  on  the  floor  at  the  Senate  and  hold 
the  floor,  hour  after  hour,  and  day  after 
day,  until  these  Senators  understand  What  is 
involved  in  this  question  of  the  so-called 
modernized  parity  formula.  Whether  t»r  not 
It  was  intended  as  a  fraud  on  the  wheat 
farmer  is  not  a  charge  that  one  could  ttghtly 
make,  but  its  effect  is  as  disastrous  to  the 
Wheat  farmer  as  though  It  were  a  plfinned 
fraud.  Ho  Senator,  who  knows  the  facts, 
wants  to  in^xise  any  such  a  hardship  and 
throat-cutting  {nice  on  the  wheat  farrier  as 
is  proposed  In  the  nuxlern  parity  formula. 
The  Members  of  Vb»  United  States  Senate  do 
not  today  understand  that  unless  you  bring 
it  to  their  attention. 

Never  in  all  these  years  has  any  competent 
evidence  ever  been  brought  before  a  Bouse 
Committee  of  Agriculture,  or  a  Senate  Com- 
mittee of  Agriculture  to  Justify  the  modern- 
ised parity  formula.  And  what  will  the  so- 
called  program  of  the  President  and  Mr.  Ben- 
son accomplish  If  It  la  put  through?  This 
price  cutting  won't  cut  the  wheat  surplus  an 
iota.  The  only  thing  that  will  cut  slxrplus 
is  enough  cut  in  acres.  Will  this  new  parity 
cut  the  cost  to  the  Government  of  storage 
charges  that.sonte  people  say  cost  $30,900  an 
hour?  Not  one  cent.  The  only  way  to  lower 
these  costs  is  to  gfet  rid  of  the  surplus.  The 
only  way  you  can  get  rid  of  a  surplus  is  to  sell 
it  abroad  or  cut  acreage  or  Ixith.  We've  been 
willing  to  cut  acreage. 

Canadian  imports  alone  are  costing  more 
than  •7.600  an  hour  storage.  More  than  one- 
fourth  of  this  $30,000  an  hour  storage  and 
other  costs  that  we  now  hear  so  much  about 
arise  out  of  the  fact  these  Canadian  grain 
imp<M^  pour  Into  this  country.  The  reason 
they  did  is  because  we  seek  to  maintain  a 
good  relationship  la  our  foreign  relations. 
Granted  that's  true,  it  ought  to  be  main- 
tained at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayet.  and 
not  taken  out  of  the  hide  of  the  wheat  farm- 
ers by  sasrlng,  "You  can't  plant  oats.  You 
can't  plant  rye.  You  cant  plant  barley*.  You 
can't  raise  feed  wheat,  but  Canada  can  ship 
it  in." 

I  urge  you.  Senator  Humphrey,  to  stand  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  to  hold  it  hour 
by  hour,  and  day  by  day,  until  you  oompel 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  to  face  up  to  this 
fbct  that  there  is  no  evidence  to  Justify  the 
modern  parity  formula  or  cut  in  smpport 
price.  No  evidence  exists  In  any  speech  by  the 
President,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  by 
Senator  AiKXif ,  or  any  other  Senator  or  Rep- 
resentative, or  by  any  witness  before  any  con- 
gressional committee.  There  is  no  Justifi- 
cation. Even  the  Senators  and  Representa- 
tives— Republicans  and  Democrats  alike — 
who  made  up  the  President's  Economic  Ad- 
visory Committee,  urged  the  President  not  to 
use  the  modernized  parity  formula  Or  cut 
farm  support  prices  at  this  time,  until  we 
know  more  about  the  conditions  of  this 
country. 

I  urge  you.  Senator  Humphrey,  as  a  young, 
vigorous,  well-informed  spokesman,  t©  take 
that  Senate  fioor,  and  you  hold  it  until  you 
make  the  Sznators  understand  what  they  as 
a  Jury  are  about  to  vote  on  this  year.  Make 
it  clear  that  if  they  vote  for  what  Senator 
Anuaf  and  Mr.  Benson  and  the  Pr^ident 
want,  that  they  are  going  to  crush  the  hopes 
and  aspirations,  as  well  as  the  economic  level 
for  hundreds  of  thoiisands  of  farmers  In  this 
country.  These  aro  family  farmers,  good 
American  citizens,  who  have  a  surplus  today 
only  because  their  Government  asked  them 
for  all-out  production  2  years  ago.  Btand 
there  and  fight  this  out.  Let's  not  try  to  be 
concerned  with  saving  the  faces  of  a  few 
people  who  wf.nt  this  program.  InsteSd.  let 
■or  make  it  clear  that  the  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  farmers  who  depend  on  the  price 
supxiorts  that  are  made  in  Washington  are 
the  ones  to  save,  not  the  few  fades  in 
Washington. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  president. 
this  whole  matter  was  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed in  the  CoNGitcssioif  AL  BLxcoks  of 
July  2.  1854,  by  Representatife  Whtt- 
TEN,  when  he  pointed  out  as  follows — 
and  I  read  from  Representative  Whit- 
ten's  remarks: 

I  would  like  to  point  out  to  you  what  is 
involved  in  this  so-calied  moderhiaed  par- 
ity. The  regular  parity  formula  is  based 
on  an  effort,  100  percent  of  it.  to  give  the 
farmer  the  same  comparative  purchasing 
power  that  he  had  from  1909  to  1914.  In 
order  to  give  the  farmer  that  comparative 
purchasing  power  that  he  had  id  that  pe- 
riod, an  index  is  kept  of  the  selllsg  price  of 
various  and  sundry  commodities  which  he 
buys  and  his  support  varies  with  the  riae 
and  fall  of  the  cost  of  wiiat  he  buys.  So. 
there  is  a  tie-in  on  the  old  parity  formula 
between  what  other  things  are  casting  and 
what  the  farmer  gets  for  his  comtnodity. 

What  is  modernized  parity?  Modernised 
parity  ties  the  support  program  to  the  aver- 
age price  received  by  the  farmer  for  the  last 
10  years.  That  means  that  there  is  no  tie-In 
in  between  the  supports  he  gets  and  the 
cost  of  things  he  must  buy.  It  does  not 
recognize  his  costs.  I  tell  you  that  modern- 
ized parity  could  conceivably,  year  by  year, 
reduce  8upp<»^  down  to  where.  Over  a  pe- 
riod of  years,  there  would  be  no  support 
price  at  all;  not  only  that  but  his  eosts  could 
be  going  Just  as  rapidly  or  more  so  In  the 
other  direction. 

The  record  shows  that  there  is  teal  reason 
to  be  disturbed  about  modernized  parity,  be- 
cause it  ignores  rising  costs  to  the  farmer. 
You  cannot  afford  to  ignore  n|ing  costs. 
Since  1945  the  coets  attached  to  farm  com- 
modities from  the  farmers'  hanUs  to  the 
consumer  have  increased  83  percent.  Since 
World  War  II  we  have  had  11  freight  in- 
creases. Steel  has  gone  up  a  numlMr  of 
times,  and  so  with  nearly  everything  else. 
and  such  trend  will  likely  continue. 

Mr.  WHrrreH's  remarks  applf  directly 
to  the  problem  that  is  before  us,  namely, 
the  kind  of  parity  formula  that  is  to  be 
used  upon  basic  commodities.  We  here 
in  the  Congress  have  recogillzed  the 
value  of  the  old  formula.  We  extended 
it  over  a  6-year  period  in  the  last  action 
of  the  Congress.  The  Junior  Senator 
from  Minnesota  Is  asking  that  we  extend 
it  an  additional  year,  a  7-year  period. 
In  the  bill  which  we  have  now  worked  on 
and  voted  upon,  we  have  extended  price 
supports  for  an  additional  year,  and  that 
seems  to  me  a  logical  base  upon  which 
one  can  ask  for  the  extension  of  the 
modernized  parity. 

Mr.  President,  a  day  or  so  ago.  I  was 
confronted  in  the  Chamber  with  a  state- 
ment as  to  my  powers  of  predlctablUty. 
I  have  never  claimed,  as  I  have  said 
repeatedly,  to  be  a  prophet,  Dut  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  since  yesterday  some- 
thing has  happened  which  makes  me 
seem  to  have  some  prophetic  tision. 

I  quote  from  page  13710  of  the  Con- 
gressional Record  as  of  yesterday.  The 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr,  AncXN] 
said  as  follows:  | 

Mr.  President.  I  yield  myself  t  minutes 
on  the  bin.  because  I  am  sure  that  Senators 
who  Just  listened  to  the  voice  of  the 
prophet — 

That  means  the  junior  Senator  from 
Minnesota — 

win  be  interested  in  what  became  of  one  of 
his  prophecies.    On  page  1771  of  the  Recoso. 


on  February    IS,    1954.    the    Junior   Senator 
from  Minnesota  made  thU  prophecy: 

"I  shall  make  another  prediction  on  the 
floor  of  the  Sena*^,  without  being  an  expert 
in  these  matters  With  the  very  large  sur- 
plus of  corn  in  storage,  the  price  of  corn 
will  t>e  down  next  spring.  By  next  spring 
there  will  l>e  iit'.le  pigs  coming  out  of  our 
ears,  and  the  suiplus  of  com  will  disappear 
In  a  short  time.  The  great  surplus  of  corn 
which  Lb  l}eing  talked  about  will  have  become 
a  thing  of  the  past." 

I  go  back  to  Senator  Amu:  ' 

The  prophecy  was  fine,  but  the  facta  are 
that  corn  prices  went  up  during  the  spring. 
The  corn  surpli^s  has  gone  up  from  764 
million  bushels  to  an  estimated  900  million 
bushel  surplus  expected  this  fall.  Otherwise 
the  prophecy  waj  entirely  correct. 

Mr.  President ,  the  prophet  returns  to 
the  days  of  prophecy.  Only  this  time  I 
do  not  come  with  a  prophecy.  I  come 
with  fumilmen:.  What  are  the  facts? 
As  of  today,  according  to  the  news 
ticker,  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
reports  the  July  estimate  of  com  pro- 
duction as  3.311,493,000  bushels.  The 
August  estimate  is  2.824,078,000  bushels. 
In  other  words,  in  1  month  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  has  dropped  Its 
estimate  by  487.415.000  bushels. 

That  is  what  the  Senator  fi-om  Minne- 
sota predicted,  namely,  that  there  would 
be  a  drop  in  production  and  that  there 
would  be  a  reduction  in  the  surplus.  The 
estimate  is  therefore  67  million  bushels 
more  than  are  o'^rned  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporaton,  or  more  than  half 
of  the  total  amount  owned  and  pledged 
under  loan  to  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation.  The  reduction  is  due  to 
such  factors  as  weather. 

We  had  only  about  a  3-month  supply 
of  corn  on  hand  as  of  June  1.  on  the 
basis  of  the  1952  requirements.  I  would 
have  the  Senate  note  that  on  the  basis 
of  1952  requirements  we  were  using,  on  a 
monthly  average,  262,743,000  bushels  of 
corn  a  month. 

This  drop  in  the  estimate  alone  will 
wipe  out  nearly  a  2-month  supply,  on 
the  basis  of  1952'  requirements. 

In  other  words,  what  we  are  doing  is 
.'aying  that  the  surplus  which  was  built 
up  is  being  litenlly  absorbed  because  of 
crop  conditions  which  are  prevalent 
throughout  the  country  and  because  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  has  slowly 
but  surely  come  to  the  realizaUon  of 
what  the  facts  of  life  are  and  what  the 
facts  of  production  are.  We  will  actually 
have,  on  the  baf  is  of  this  estimate.  328,- 
812.000  bushels  less  in  1954  than  were 
used  in  1952.  I  repeat,  we  will  actually 
have  328,812,000  bushels  of  com  less  than 
we  used  in  1952,  Mr.  President. 

Therefore,  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota was  not  such  a  bad  prophet,  on  the 
basis  of  the  crop  estimates.  We  will  be 
faced  with  a  corn  deficit.  We  will  be 
faced,  at  least,  with  a  situation  where 
the  carryover  will  be  insignificant;  in 
fact,  it  will  go  l)eyond  what  may  be  called 
a  safety  factor  with  respect  to  the  needs 
of  our  country. 

I  wanted  to  amend  the  Record,  because 
I  feel  the  comment  the  other  day  was  not 
exactly  related  to  the  debate  that  was 
going  on.  It  was  another  effort  to  point 
out  that  the  junior  Senator  from  Minne- 


sota did  not  know  what  he  was  talking 
about.  The  Department  of  Agriculture's 
crop-production  estimate  on  com  is  the 
handwriting  on  the  wall.  It  shows  that 
instead  of  our  going  around  crying  croco- 
dile tears  about  surpluses.  Congress  will 
undoubtedly  next  year  be  wondering  why 
we  are  so  short  of  com  that  we  cannot 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  American 
people  and  feed  needs  of  the  livestock 
on  the  average  farm.  That  will  be  par- 
ticularly true  if  the  drought  conditions 
continue  and  the  amount  of  disaster  re- 
lief must  be  expanded,  unless  we  want 
to  sacrifice  our  livestock  and  hogs  and 
produce  merely  because  someone  is  try- 
ing to  be  consistent. 

I  have  nothing  more  to  offer  on  the 
amendment,  except  to  say  that  we  have 
already  delivered  a  blow  to  farm  income 
by  acreage  allotments.  We  have  already 
delivered  a  blow  at  farm  income  by  the 
reduction  of  price  supports.  If  we  do  not 
continue  for  an  extra  period  of  time  the 
old  parity  formula  we  will  deliver 
another  blow  to  farm  income.  I  have 
placed  in  the  Record  tables  which  show 
the  difference  between  the  modernized 
parity  and  the  old  parity  formulas.  It 
is  a  substantial  difference.  It  adds  up  to 
dollars  and  cents.  It  adds  up  to  money 
in  the  pocketbook  or  money  out  of  the 
pocketbook.  In  view  of  the  action  we 
have  taken  before,  I  suggest  we  extend 
the  formula  for  another  year,  as  we  have 
done  on  other  occasions. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  jrield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  as  much  time  as  he 
desires. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
connection  with  the  passage  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Ac*t  of  1949,  Congress  adopted 
for  the  first  time  a  formula  called  the 
modernized  parity  formula.  At  the  time 
the  formula  was  adopted  the  experts  in 
the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  economics 
testified  before  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  that  within 
a  4-year  period  the  old  parity  and  the 
new  parity  would  coincide.  In  other 
words,  they  testified  it  would  not  matter 
after  4  years  whether  we  used  the  old 
parity  or  the  new  parity,  because  the  two 
prices  would  come  together.  It  was  said 
that  it  would  become  effective  4  years 
after  the  passage  of  the  act.  We  said  if 
it  will  take  4  years  to  accomplish  it,  we 
will  wait  4  years  from  1949.  and  let  it 
become  applicable  4  years  later. 

To  show  whether  we  tried  to  keep 
faith  with  the  people,  at  a  later  date  it 
was  pointed  out  to  the  Senate  Commit- 
-tee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  that 
these  two  prices  were  not  moving  to- 
gether. Therefore  Congress  in  June 
1952  passed  Public  Law  585.  which  ex- 
tended the  parity  for  2  more  years.  We 
said  if  they  do  not  move  together  at  the 
end  of  that  time  Congress  will  again 
take  it  up  and  try  to  make  something 
out  of  it. 

Therefore  we  do  not  have  to  act  on  it 
now.  We  can  safely  wait  and  trust 
Congress  to  find  out  what  has  taken 
place,  because  all  during  the  year  1955 
the  present  parity  will  be  applicable. 
and  the  so-called  double  standard  will 
also  be  applicable,  whereby.  If  the  mod- 
ernized parity  is  more  favorable,  the 
farmer  will  get  the  benefit  of  it.  and  if 


the  old   parity  is  more  favorable  the 
farmer  will  get  the  Iwneflt  of  that. 

That  goes  on  all  through  the  year 
1955.  It  is  not  until  January  1,  1956, 
that  the  so-called  modernized  parity 
becomes  effective,  and  then  the  transl* 
tional  period  takes  over,  and  the  unount 
is  dropped  only  5  percent  a  year. 

Therefore  I  suggest  that  at  this  late 
hour  we  not  spend  time  in  a  discussion 
of  it,  because  it  will  be  handled  by  the 
Senate  and  House  Committees  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry  during  1955.  if  the 
predictions  of  the  ofBcials  of  the  Bureau 
of  Agricultural  Economics  are  not  borne 
out. 

I  recognize  what  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  has  suggested.  He  has  sug- 
gested that  the  predictions  of  the  ex- 
perts have  not  proved  true  thus  far. 
However,  I  believe  they  are  woiicins 
closer  together,  and  I^^believe  it  is  desir- 
able to  have  the  modernised  parity  work 
out.  U  it  can  work  out  in  a  normal 
fashion,  that  will  be  fine.  However. 
Congress  did  exactly  what  it  said  it 
would  do.  When  it  did  not  work  out 
properly.  Congress  extended  the  law. 
We  can  trust  both  Committees  on  Agri* 
culture  and  Forestry  to  do  it  again. 
Therefore,  I  hope  the  Senate  wiU  not 
adopt  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
(Mr.  HuicpHxrr]  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  com- 
mittee amendment  is  opm  to  further 
amendment.  If  there  be  no  further 
amendment  to  be  offered  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  the  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment* 
as  amended. 

The  amendment,  as  aosraded.  was 
agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Pursuant  to 
the  unanimous-consent  agreemmt  en- 
tered into,  without  objection,  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  is  dis- 
charged from  further  consideration  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9680)  to  provide  for  the 
continued  price  support  for  agricultural 
products,  to  augment  the  marketing  and 
disposal  of  such  products,  to  provide  for 
greater  stability  in  agriculture,  and  for 
other  purposes;  the  Senate  will  proceed 
immediately  to  its  consideration;  H.  R. 
9680  will  be  deemed  to  be  amended  \xf 
striking  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  inserting  the  text  of  S.  3052.  as 
amended;  and  the  engrossment  of  ttie 
amendment  and  third  reading  of  said 
House  bill  will  be  deemed  to  be  ordered. 

The  amendment  wasordered  to  be  en- 
grossed, and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  the  final  passage  of  House  bUl 
9680. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  final 
passage. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  rolL 
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Tte  kti>l»tfve  derk  proweded  to  eaU 
theroD. 

Ux.  KNOWLAND.  ICr.  President.  I 
ask  unaaimotts  consent  that  tbe  order 
for  tbe  Qoorum  call  be  rescinded. 

Tbe  VICE  FRB8IDENT.  Without 
(AJeetkm.  It  is  80  ordered. 

The  question  is.  Shall  the  bill  pass? 
On  this  question  the  jreas  and  najrs  have 
been  ordered,  and  the  dei^  will  call  tbe 

The  legislatiTe  derk  called  the  rOU. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL^  I  annonnait 
that  .the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
njunuBs]  is  necessarily  absent. 

On  this  Yote  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont (Mr.  PlAHBKBs]  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  tnaa.  Alabama  [Mr.  Spaixiiam]. 
If  present  and  voting  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanoos]  would  vote 
"Tea"  and  the  Senator  from  AUUtema 
{Mr.  SrAKKKMrlwould  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  GLBMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
CttATBl.  the  Senator  frcMn  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Eastlams],  the  Senator  fronyOela- 
ware  [Mr.  FaxAal,  the  Senator  from 
CAIahoma  [Mr.  MonkohxtI,  and  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  EPAncMAii ] 
are  necessarily  absent. 

I  announce  further  that  on  this  vote 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Bast- 
lams]  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  [Mr.  MomtoNrrl.  If  i»«s- 
ent  and  voting,  the  Senator  frtxn  Mis- 
sissipiJl  would  vote  "yea",  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oklahoma  would  vote  "nay." 

I  announce  also  that  on  this  vote  the 
Senator  frobn  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkmam] 
is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
(BCr.  R.AXSKK8] .  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  would  vote 
**nay"  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
wouki  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced-^.^eas  62. 
nays  28.  as  follows: 
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Johnson.  Tex. 
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■lender 
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Oreen 
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Hlckenlooper 

wnitMid 

Ives  ' 
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Kennedy  - 
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ICalone 

Martin    ' 

IfcCarran 

Mlllikln 
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Jcrtmston,  B.  C.  Ifaybank 
Blefauver  McCarthy 

Kerr  McCleUait 

Kllgore  Morse 

lAnger'  Murray 

Tiehman  BuaaeU 

Lennon  l^mington 

Xionc  Thye 

MagnuBon 
Mansfield 
NOT  VOTINa— « 

Flanders  Moflroney 

Frear  Sparkman' 


Mxindt 

Neely 

Fastore 

Pa^ie 

Potter 

Pui^U     .' 

Reynolds. 

Robertson 

Saltonstall 

Schoeppd 

Smathers    . 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Stennls 

Upton 

Watklna 

Welker 

WUey 

WUllaras 

Toung 


So  the  bill  (H.  R.     »0)  was  passed. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  Pi-esident.  I  move 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  bill 
was  Just  passed. 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  to  lay  the  motion  of  the  S^iator 
from  Vermont  on  the  table. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  qu^tion 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  thei  Sen- 
tor  frmn  California  to  lay  on  the  i  table 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  title  of  the  bill  be  amended  so 
as  to  conform  to  the  title  of  the  Senate 
biU. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
title  was  amended  so  as  to  read :  '^h  bill 
to  encourage  a  stable,  prosperous  and 
free  agriculture,  and  for  other  pumoses." 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  insist  on  its  amendments, 
request  a  conference  with  the  Hoase  of 
Representatives  thereon,  and  thait  the 
Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the 
Vice  Presidmt  appointed  Mr.  AiKEif,  Mr. 
Young.  Mr.  Hickknlooper.  Mr.  Scsioep- 
PEL.  Mr.  Ellknder,  Mr.  Johnston  of 
South  Carolina.  Mr.  Holland,  and  Mr. 
Andbkson  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement.  Senate 
bill  3052  is  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Houie  bill 
as  it  passed  the  Senate  be  printed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered.  i 

iDENTrry  op  certain  commukist- 

INPILTRATED  ORGANIZATIC*JS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  as 
previously  announced,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
Calendar  No.  1720,  Senate  bill  3706.  re- 
lating to  the  identity  of  certain  Com- 
munist-infiltrated organizations.  I 
merely  desire  to  have  the  bill  made  the. 
unfinished  business,  but  not  to  be  talsen' 
up  for  debate  tonight. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  biU  by  title. 

The  Lkgislativk  Clerk.  A  bill  (S. 
3706)  to  amend  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Act  of  1950  to  provide  for  the 
determination  of  the  identity  of  certain 
Communist-infiltrated  organizations, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  0f  the 
Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S. 
3706)  to  amend  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Act  of  1950  to  provide  for  the 
determination  of  the  identity  of  certain 
Communist-infiltrated  organizations, 
and  for  other  purposes.  j 

CALL  OP  THE  CALENDAR 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
under  the  prior  order,  it  is  proposed  to 
have  the  Senate  consider  the  bills  an  the 
calendar  to  which  there  is  no  objection. 


f 

I 
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beginning  at  the  point  where  the  last 
call  of  the  calendar  was  concluded.  Ob- 
viously we  shall  not  get  very  far  this 
evening,  but  I  think  that  during  the 
next  20  minutes  a  good  staii  can  lie 
made. 

The   VICE  PRESIDENT.    The   clerk 
will  state  the  first  bill  on  the  calendar. 


BILLS  PASSED  OVEBt 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9580)  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend the  laws  relating  to  espionage  and 
sabotage,  and  for  other  purposes,  was 
announced  as  first  in  order. 

Mr.   SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  bill  (S.  3428)  to  authorize  the 
Federal  Government  to  guard  strategic 
defense  facilities  against  individuals  be- 
lieved to  be  disposed  to  commit  acts  of 
sabotage,  espionage,  or  other  subversion 
was  announced  as  next  in  orde|:. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.      Over. 


DR.  JAMES  C.  S. 


LEE 


The  bill  (S.  979)  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
James  C.  S.  Lee  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Payne  in  the  chair) .  Is  there  objection 
to  the  present  consideration  o{  the  bill? 


PREVENTION  AND  CONTROL  OP 
POLLUTION  IN  THE  POTOMAC 
RIVER 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  I  wish  to  stete 
that  on  March  15,  1954,  I  introduced  in 
the  Senat«  a  bill,  S.  3132.  to  promote  the 
prevention  and  control  of  pollution  in 
the  Potomac  River.  The  Senator  from 
Louisiana  I  Mr.  LongI  joined  m(  in  spon- 
soring the  bill. 

This  bill  would  authorize  the  Inter- 
state Commission  on  the  Potomac  River 
Basin  to  distribute  some  $8  million  a 
year  in  Federal  aid  to  State  and  local 
governments  in  the  Potomac  basin  for 
pollution  control  projects.  The  money 
would  be  made  available  on  a  6D  pezcent 
Federal.  40  percent  local  matching  basis. 

On  May  6.  the  Interstate  Cc^nmission 
advised  the  Senate  Public  Works  Com- 
mittee that  it  favors  the  genoral  prin- 
ciples of  the  bill  and  its  recognition  of 
the  responsibility  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment for  cleaning  up  pollution  in  the 
Potomac. 

The  Commission  advised,  however, 
that  it  believed  it  was  not  the  proper 
agency  to  administer  the  Federal  aid. 

Accordingly,  after  further  cohferences 
with  city  olBcials  and  with  thie  Deputy 
Chief  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers.  I  have 
today  introduced  a  revised  bill  authoriz- 
ing the  administration  of  Federal  aid  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  on  ttie  advice 
of  the  Corps  of  Engineers.  The  corps 
already  has  vast  responsibilitias  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  river  channel  and  Is 
in  a  good  position  to  expand  this  activity 
to  take  in  the  allied  subject  of  pollution. 
The  proximity  of  corps  headquarters  at 
Gravelly  Point  to  the  polluted  area 
should  make  this  agency  additionally 
qualified  to  carry  out  this  task. 

The  revised  bill  authorizes  the  aid  to  be 
made  available  in  the  Washington  met- 


ropolitan area,  where  the  problem  is  per- 
haps most  acute  and  the  financial  need 
is  the  greatest. 

I  think  this  bill,  if  enacted,  would  be 
a  proper  recognition  of  Federal  respon- 
sibility to  provide  a  healthy  and  attrac- 
tive environment  for  the  Capital  City. 
In  addition,  it  should  serve  as  a  model — 
a  pilot  plant  operation,  perhaps — for 
Federal  leadership  and  aid  in  cleaning 
up  other  badly  polluted  rivers  through- 
out the  Nation. 

Federal  responsibility  in  this  field  was 
recognized  in  1948  by  the  passage  of  the 
act  authorizing  pollution  control  activi- 
ties by  the  United  States  Public  Health 
Service.  Unfortunately,  it  does  not  ap- 
pear that  this  act  ever  will  be  implement- 
ed with  appropriation  of  adequate  funds 
to  carry  out  its  chief  purposes. 

I  am  hopeful  that  my  bill  will  receive 
careful  study  by  the  affected  agencies 
this  fall  during  the  adjournment  of  Con- 
gress and  that  it  will  be  the  subject  of 
early  hearings  when  reintroduced  in  the 
new  Congress. 

I  send  the  bill  to  the  desk  and  ask  to 
have  it  lie  on  the  table. 

The  bill  (S.  3856)  to  promote  the  pre- 
vention and  control  of  pollution  in  the 
Potomac  River,  introduced  by  Mr.  Morse, 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  if  I  have  the 
time. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  think  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  deserves  commendation 
for  the  bill  he  has  introduced  for  the 
prevention  and  control  of  pollution  in 
the  Potomac  River.  I  sincerely  hope 
that  hearings  can  be  held  on  the  bill  and 
that  some  affirmative  action  can  be  taken 
with  respect  to  the  recommendations 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  chairman  of 
the  committee.  I  am  only  sorry  that 
the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  do  not 
make  it  possible  to  consider  the  bill  at 
this  point. 

DR.  JAMES  C.  S.  LEE 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  979)  for  the  reUef  of 
Dr.  James  C.  S.  Lee? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Dr  James  C.  S.  Lee  shall  be  held  and  con- 
Bidered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  t7nited  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon 
the  granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act.  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  frcan 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  is  available. 

Sec.  2.  Dr.  James  C.  S.  Lee,  of  Chicago, 
111.,  may  be  naturalized  upon  compliance 
with  all  the  requirements  of  title  HI  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  except 
that — 

( a )  no  period  of  residence  or  physical  pres- 
ence within  the  United  States  or  any  SUte 
shall  be  required  in  addition  to  his  residence 


and  physical  presence  in  the  United  States 
since  June  1M8;  and 

(b)  the  petition  for  naturalization  may  be 
filed  with  any  court  having  naturalization 
jvirlsdlctlon. 


KOSMAS  VASSILIOS  FOURNARAKIS 

The  bill  (8.  1123)  for  the  relief  of 
Kosmas  Vassilios  Foumarakis  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Kosmas  Vassilios  Fournarakis  shall  be  held 
and  considered  to  have  been  lawfully  ad- 
mitted to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the  required 
visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of  permanent 
residence  to  such  alien  as  provided  for  in 
this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  instruct 
the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct 
one  number  from  the  appropriate  quota  for 
tbe  first  year  that  such  quota  Is  available. 


MARTIN  P.  PAVLOV 
The   biU    <S.    1201)    for   the   reUef   of 
Martin  P.  Pavlov  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  ''or  tbe  purposes 
of  the  Inunigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Ilia-tin  P.  Pavlov  shall  be  held  and  consid- 
ered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  as 
of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Up- 
on the  granting  of  permanent  residence  to 
such  alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper 
quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
from  the  appropriate  quota  Tor  the  first  year 
that  such  quuta  is  available 


ANASTA^IA  KONDYUS 

The  bill  CS.  1259)  for  the  relief  of 
Anastasia  Kondylis  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  the  minor 
child.  Anastasia  Kondylis.  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  be  the  natural- oom  alien  child 
of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Peter  (Panag-.otls  N.)  Vlasos, 
cltlxens  of  the  United  States. 


SZJENA  PEISON  AND  DAVID  PEISON 
The  bill  (S.  1325)  for  the  relief  of 
Szjena  Peison  and  David  Peison  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Scjena  Peison  and  David  Peison  shall  be 
held  and  considered  to  have  been  lawfully 
admitted  to  the  United  States  for  perma- 
nent residence  as  of  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  tbe 
required  visa  fees.  Upon  the  granting  of 
permanent  residence  to  such  aliens  as  pro- 
vided for  In  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  instruct  the  proper  quota-control 
officer  to  deduct  two  ntunbers  from  the 
appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  Is  available. 


SULTANA  COKA  PAVLOVITCH 

The  bill   (S.   1558)    for  the  relief  of 
Sultana  Coka  Pavlovitch  was  considered, 


ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
retuling.  read  the  third  time,  and  paased. 
as  follows  : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Sul- 
tana Coka  Pavlovitch  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act. 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  residence 
to  such  alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper 
quota-control  ofllcer  to  deduct  one  number 
from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year 
that  such  quota  is  available. 


RICA,  LUCY,  AND  SALOMON  BREGER 

The  bill  (S.  1888)  for  the  relief  of 
Rica,  Lucy,  and  Salomon  Breger  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  ptirposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Rica.  Lucy,  and  Salomon  Breger  shall  be 
held  and  considered  to  have  been  lawfully 
admitted  to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  as  of  the  date  of  tbe  enactment 
of  this  act.  upon  payment  of  the  required 
visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of  permanent 
residence,  to  such  alien  as  provided  for  in 
this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct 
the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct 
three  numbers  from  the  appropriate  quota 
for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  is  avail- 
able. 


JACOB  GRYNBERG 

The  bill  (S.  1909)  for  the  relief  of 
Jacob  Grynberg  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  tbe  piupoces 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Jacob  Grynberg  shall  be  held  and  consldovd 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  in  this  act.  the  Secret^ary  of  State 
shaU  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  offi- 
cer to  deduct  one  number  from  the  ap- 
propriate quota  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  is  available. 


DONALD  HECTOR  TAYLOR 

The  bill  (S.  2105)  for  the  relief  of 
Donald  Hector  Taylor  was  considered, 
ordered  to  b^^ngrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Donald  Hector  Taylor  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  -to  tbe 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this' act.  upon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fee. 


REV.  CHARLES  V.  ROSSINI 
The  bill  (S.  2259)  for  the  reUef  of  Rev. 
Charles  V.  Rossini  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Rev.  Charles  V. 
Rossini,  who  lost  United  SUtas  ciUnnahip 
under  the  provisions  of  section  404   (C)   ot 
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&HattonaUt7  Act  of  1B40.  may  be  natixna- 
toy  taking  prior  to  1  year  after  the  efrec> 
jtlTe  data  at  this  act,  before  any  coiirt  re- 
ferred to  In  aubeectlon  (a)  of  section  SIO  of 
tbe  Xmmigratton  and  Nationality  Act  or  be- 
fore any  diplomatic  or  consular  officer  of  the 
United  States  abroad,  the  oatha  prescribed 
by  seeilon  837  of  the  said  act.  From  and 
after  naturaUaatlon  under  this  act,  the  said 
Bev.  Char^  V.  Rossini  shall  have  the  same 
dtlaenship  ^status  as  that  which  existed  im- 
mediately prior  to  Its  loss. 


JOSE  ALVAHEZ 


The  bill  (8. 2337)  for  the  relief  of  Jose 
Alvarez  was  considexed,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  thlnf  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  ptirpoaes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Jose  Alvarez  shall  be  held  and  considered  to 
have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  tar  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
of  the  enactment  oi  this  act,  upon  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fee. 


YUN  TAI  MIAO  AND  ms  WIFE.  CHAO 
PEI  TSANG  MIAO 

The  bill  (S.  2345)  for  the  reUef  of  Yun 
Tai  Miao  and  his  wife,  Chao  Pel  Tsang 
Miao  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Tun 
Tai  Miao  and  his  wife,  Chao  Pel  TSang  Miao, 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have  been 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  oS  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fees.  Upon  the  granting  of 
permanent  residence  to  such  aliens  as  pro- 
vided for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
ahall  instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer 
to  deduct  the  required  numbers  from  the  ap- 
propriate quota  m  quotas  for  the  first  year 
that  such  quota  or  quotas  are  available. 


DR.  SYLVIA  SIU  FAN  CHENG  CHU 
AND  DR.  JOHNSON  CHIN-SHENG 
CHU 

The  bin  (S.  2433)  for  the  relief  of  .Dr. 
Sylvia  Siu  Fan  Cheng  Chu  and  Dr. 
Johnson  Chin-sheng  Chu  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Dr. 
Sylvia  Siu  Fan  Cheng  Chu  and  Dr.  Johnson 
Chin-sheng  Shu  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  tbe 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  required  visa  fees.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
aliens  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  the  required  num- 
bers from  the  appropriate  quota  or  quotas 
for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  or  quotas 
are  available. 


JULIUS  MAAR 
The  bill   (S.  2520)    for  the  relief  of 
Julius  Maar  was  considered,  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  Reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passedf'  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of    the    Immigration    and    Nationality    Act, 


Julius  Maar  shall  be  held  and  consldwetl  to 
have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  Untted 
States  tor  permanent  residence  as  of  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper  qudta- 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  fdom 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  Is  available.  , 


anni  marjatta  makela  (nee 
klrvesmaki)  and  her  son, 
markb:u  paivio  makela 

The  bill  (S.  2580)  for  the  relief  of  Atini 
Marjatta  Makela  (nee  Kirvesmaki)  and 
her  son,  Markku  Paivio  Makela  was  con- 
8idex:ed,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpoeea  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Anni 
I^arfatta  Makela  (nee  Klrvesmalcl)  and  hei 
son.  Markku  Paivio  Makela.  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fees. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  residetice 
to  such  aliens  as  provided  for  in  this  act. 
the  Secretary  of  State  shall  instruct  the 
proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  the 
required  numbers  from  the  approprtate 
quota  or  quotas  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  or  quotas  are  available. 


LEON      J.      DE      SZETHOFER      AND 

BLANCHE  HRDINOVA  DE  SZETHO- 
FER 

The  bill  (S.  2586)  for  the  relief  of  Lfon 
J.  de  Szethofer  and  Blanche  Hrdinova  de 
Szethofer  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Leon  J.  de  Szethofer  and  Blanche  Hrdlncva 
de  Szethofer  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act.  upon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fees.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  sttch 
aliens  as  provided  for  in  this  act.  the  Seore- 
tary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quctta- 
control  officer  to  deduct  the  required  nuvn- 
bers  from  the  appropriate  quota  or  quotas 
for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  or  quotas 
are  available. 


ETSUKO  TAMAKI  (SHIMIZU) 

The  bUl  (S.  2639)  for  the  relief  of  Et- 
suko  Tamaki  (Shimizu)  was  considered. 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows:  ^ 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  purpxises 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child.  En»uko  Tamaki  (Shlmlzu).  shall  be 
held  and  considered  to  be  the  natural-born 
alien  child  of  Mrs.  Shlzuko  Tamaki,  a  citiSen 
of  the  United  States. 


MARIA  LOUISE  ANDREIS 

The  bill  (S.  2644)  for  the  relief 'of 
Maria  Louise  Andreis  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 


ing, read  the  tiiird  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  plurposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Maria  Louise  Andreis  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
the  minor  child  of  her  mother,  Egidla  Bo- 
nessi  Schaetzler.  a  lawful  permanent  resi- 
dent of  the  United  States. 


ANASTASIA  ALEXXADOU* 

The  bill  (S.  2666)  for  the  reftief  of 
Anastasia  Alexiadou  was  consideried,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Anastasia  Alexiadou  shall  be  held  attd  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  adrnttted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  rosidence 
&s  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  residence 
to  such  alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act.  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper 
quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the  fi|vt  year 
that  such  quota  is  available. 


CHOKICHI    IRAHA 

The  bill  <S.  2710)  for  the  relief  of  Cho- 
kichi  Iraha  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  at  the 
last  call  of  the  calendar.  Calendar  No. 
1817.  Senate  bill  3219.  to  amend  certain 
provisions  of  title  XI  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act  of  1936,  to  facilitate  private 
financing  of  new  ship  construction,  was 
directed  to  be  placed  on  this  call  of  the 
calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  state  that  that  bill  Will  be 
called  in  its  regular  order.  The  order  in 
which  this  call  of  the  calendar  b  pro- 
ceeding began  with  the  uncalled  items  as 
of  July  17,  starting  with  Calendar  No. 
1833,  H.  R.  9580.  Following  the  comple- 
tion of  that  order  of  the  call  of  the  cal- 
endar, it  is  projxjsed  to  return  to  the 
beginning  of  the  calendar. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  Senate  bill  2710? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Chokichi  Iraha  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
states  for  p>ermanent  residence  as  of  Che  date 
o^  the  enactment  of  this  act.  upon  peyment 
of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  instruct  the  proper  quota-contfol  offi- 
cer to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appro- 
priate quota  for  the  first  year  thift  sucb 
quota  Is  available. 


GUISEPPE  MINARDI 
The  bill  (S.  2771 )  for  the  reUef  of  Gui- 
seppe  Minardi  was  considered,  ok-dered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Guiseppe  Minardi, 
who  lost  United  States  citizenship  under  the 
provlsiona  of  section  404  (a)   of  the  Kation- 
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Blity  Act  of  1940,  may  be  naturalised  by  tak- 
ing prior  to  1  year  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  act,  before  any  court  referred  to  in  sub- 
section (a)  of  section  310  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act  or  before  any  diplo- 
matic or  consular  officer  of  the  United  States 
abroad,  the  oaths  prescribed  by  section  337 
of  the  said  act.  Prom  and  after  naturallm- 
tion  under  this  act.  the  said  Guiseppe  Ulnar- 
di  shall  have  the  same  citizenship  status  as 
that  which  existed  Immediately  prior  to  Its 
loss. 

DR.  FELIX  DE  PINlfeS 

The  bill  (S.  2842)  for  the  relief  of 
Dr.  Felix  de  Pini*a  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Dr. 
Felix  de  Pinl^  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  realdence  as  of  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act.  the  Secre- 
tary of  SUte  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduce  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  Lrst  year  that 
such  quota  is  available. 


SERAPHINA  PAPGEOROIOU 

The  bill  (S.  2893)  for  the  relief  of 
Seraphina  Papgeorgiou  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27»  (A»  and  206  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child.  Seraphina  Papgeorgiou,  shall  be  held 
and  considered  to  be  the  natural-born  alien 
child  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Edward  K.  Toompas, 
citizens  of  the  United  SUtes. 


MRS.  AZNTV  Y.  HASSERDJIAN 

The  bill  (S.  2894)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Azniv  Y.  Hasserdjian  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Mrs. 
Azniv  T.  Hasserdjian  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary 
of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  offl<«r  to  deduct  one  number  from  the 
uppropriat*'  quota  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  Is  available. 


JAMES  JI-TSUNG  WOO  ET  AL. 

The  bill  (S.  2967)  for  the  reUef  of 
James  Ji-Tsung  Woo.  Margie  Wanchung 
Woo,  Daniel  Du-Ning  Woo,  and  Robert 
Du-An  Woo  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows : 

Be  it  eniicted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  In;mlgration  and  Nationality  Act, 
James  Ji-Tsung  Woo.  Margie  Wanchung  Woo, 
Daniel  Du-Ning  Woo,  and  Robert  Du-An  Woo 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have  been 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the 


required  visa  fees.  Upon  the  granting  of 
permanent  residence  to  such  aliens  as  pro- 
vided for  In  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer 
to  deduct  the  required' ntimbers  from  the 
appropriate  quota  or  quotas  for  the  first  year 
that  such  quota  or  quotas  are  available. 


SUZANNE  L'HEUREUX 

The  blU  (S.  3319)  for  the  relief  of 
Suzanne  LUeureux  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  wishes  to  advise  that  the  House 
has  passed  H.  R.  8694,  which  is  identical 
with  the  bill  S.  3319.  The  House  bUl  is 
now  on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  House  bill  be  substituted  for  the 
Senate  bill.  

The  PRESIDING  OFPICEK.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  now  ask  for  th«;  con- 
sideration of  the  House  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
House  bill  8694? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8694 )  for  the  rehef  of  Stizanne  L'Heureux 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection.  Senate  bill  3319  is  indefinitely 
postponed. 

MRS.  ERNA  GRONOWSKI 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  686)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Elma  Gronowski  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


NINA  MAKEEF,  ALSO  KNOWN  AS 
NINA  BERBEROVA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  692)  for  the  reUef  of 
Nina  Makeef.  also  known  as  Nina  Ber- 
berova  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 


JEAN  HOLLIS  VOCK 

The  bill  (H.  R.  795)  for  the  reUef  of 
Jean  Hollis  Vock  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  FRANCA  GATTI  OHTA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1337)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Franca  Gatti  Ohta  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


FOTINI  X.  PARISIS 

The  biU  (H.  R.  1462)  for  the  relief  of 
Fotini  X.  Parisis  was  considered,  ordered 
to  »  third  reading,  read  the  third  time. 
and  passed. 


CLAIRE    LOUISE    CAREY    AND    VIN- 
CENT F.  CAREY 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1768)  for  the  relief  of 
CHaire  Louise  Carey  and  Vincent  F.  Carey 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


WANDA  UJCERI,   ALSO  KNOWN  AS 
SISTER  CECHJA.  AND  OTHERS 

The  biU  (H.  R.  1788)  for  the  reUef  of 
Wanda  Lucerl,  also  known  as  Sister 
Cecilia;  Maria  De  Padova.  also  known  as 
Sister  Rosanna;  Anna  Santoro,  also 
known  as  Sister  Natalina;  Valentina 
Ruffoni,  also  known  as  Sister  Severina; 
Cosima  Ruso,  also  known  as  Sister  Cai- 
meUna,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 


MRS.  ANTONIETTA  PALMIERI 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2028)  for  the  reUef  of 
Mrs.  Antonietta  Palmieri  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


KAROUNE  DIKKMEYER 

The  biU  (H.  R.  2188)  for  the  reUef  of 
Karoline  Diekmeyer  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  MARIA  M.  BRODC 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2371)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Maria  M.  Broix  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


LASZLO  VARGA  AND  NIKE  VARGA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2403)  for  the  relief  ot 
Laszlo  Varga  and  Nike  Varga  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


LIDUA  CIMZE 

The  biU  (H.  R.  2440)  for  the  reUef  of 
Lidija  crimze  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 


ADOLFO  L.  KALB  AND  WIFE 
The  bill  (H.  R  2499)  for  the  reUef  of 
Adolfo  L.  Kalb  and  his  wife,  Mrs.  Eu- 
genia G.  Kalb,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  Ume. 
and  passed. 


SISTER  AURELIA  YANGUAS  TERES 
AND  SISTER  MATILDE  CUEVAS 
SAN  MARTIN 

The  biU  (H.  R.  2619)  for  the  reUef  of 
Sister  Aurelia  Yanguas  Teres -and  Sister 
Matilde  Cuevas  San  Martin;  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


CECILIA  LUCY  BOYACK 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2627)  for  the  relief  of 
Cecilia  Lucy  Boyack  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


SISTER  ANNA  ETTL 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2650)  for  the  reUef  of 
Sister  Anna  Ettl  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 
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Tlw  bill  (H.  R  3017)  for  the  reUef  of 
Felix  Petraiver  was  oooaldered.  orflered 
to  a  third  rtmOixig.  read  the  third  time, 
and; 


BERRS  VAN  DER  VEKN  ET  AL. 

The  biU  (H.  R.  3675)  for  the  relief  of- 
Herre  van  der  Veen,  Mrs.  Marie  van  der 
Veen,  BxAxsa  Winifred  van  der  Veen,  and 
Jan  Herre  van  der  Veen  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  tl^d 
time,  and  passed. 


CHAIM  SZEMAJA  SEOAL  AND  ICEK 
HERSZ  SEOAL 

The  bin  (H.  R.  3743)  for  thedrelief  of 
Chaim  Szemajii  Segal  and  Icek  Hersz 
Segal  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


ALBERTAS  BAURAS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4248)  for  the  relief  of 
Albertas  Bauras  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


DR.  ORLANDO  ARTD80  AND  FAMILY 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4330)  for  the  reUef  of 
Dr.  Orlando  Artuso  and  family  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


BILLS  PASSED  OVER  . 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4813)  fov  the  relief  of 
Radu  norescu  and  Nicole  Elizabeth 
Bfichel  Florescu  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  OORE.     Over.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5340)  for  the  relief  of 
Tibor.  Szuzsa  (Susanna)  and  Judith 
Sauer  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  mCKENLOOFER.    Oyer. 

The  FRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5354)  for  the  reUef  of 
Llborio  Guido  Rutilio  was  ennoimced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    Over. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 

The  blU  (H.  R.  6026)  for  the  relief  of 
Gertrud  O.  Heinz  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5816)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Caridad  Rosa  Avlla  Leyva  de  Ernest 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6553^  for  the  relief  of 
Esterina  Pella  Bellucci  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  biU 
Will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6855)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Elisabeth  Metzing  Rink  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     Over. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6982)  for  the  relitf  of 
Maria  Elizabeth  Sanchez  Y.  Moreno  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    Over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield?  Is  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  objecting  because  the  bills 
are  being  called  after  the  hour  of  10 
p.  m.? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Yes.  I  think 
this  is  the  most  fantastic  situation  I 
have-ever  seen. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Sen- 
ate on  tomorrow  may  retura  to  the  call 
of  the  calendar,  starting  with  the  bill 
first  objected  to  by  the  Senator  f^om 
Iowa. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
first  objected  to  by  the  Sienator  firom 
Iowa  was  Calendar  No.  1883.  H.  B.  3340, 
for  the  relief  of  Tibor.  Szuzsa  (Susanhe) . 
and  Judith  Sauer. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is 
so  ordered. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
it  was  announced  by  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  that  we  would  continue 
the  call  of  the  calendar  until  10  o'dock 
tonight.  The  hour  of  10  o'clock  has  ar- 
rived and  passed.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  distinguished  acting  majority  leader. 
our  able  whip,  what  the  plans  are. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
it  was  the  suggestion  of  the  majority 
leader,  concurred  in  by  the  minority 
leader,  when  they  left  the  Chamber- 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  minority  leader  has  not  left 
the  Chamber.  The  minority  leader  has 
not  made  any  suggestions,  but  he  is  lis- 
tening. ^ 

Mr.  SALTONSTALK  It  was  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  majority  leader,  and  I 
thought  the  minority  leader  concurred, 
that  we  should  proceed  until  about  half 
past  10  o'clock.  It  was  my  understand- 
ing that  at  half  past  10  o'clock  I  would 
move  a  recess  until  tomorrow.  That  was 
the  plan. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield?  1 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     I  yield.         ' 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena- 
tor is  correct.  The  majority  leader  taid 
there  are  600  or  700  bills  on  the  calendar. 
We  are  in  the  last  days  of  the  session. 
While  the  majority  leader  had  previously 
announced  that  he  hoped  we  could  oon- 
tinue  in  session  imtil  about  10  o'clock,  or 
shortly  thereafter,  he  stated  he  hoped 
that  we  could  consider  the  calendar  un- 
til about  10:30  p.  m.,  if  the  Members  were 
willing ;  and  the  minority  leader  thought 
that  suggestion  was  a  good  one. 

I  have  no  disposition  to  ask  any  Sen- 
ator to  remain  longer  than  he  desires  to 
stay.  The  majority  leader  has  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  legislative  program. 
There  are  hundreds  of  bills  on  the  calen- 
dar, of  interest  to  every  Member  of  the 
Senate. 

So  far  as  the  minority  is  concerned, 
we  are  very  willing,  anxious,  and  eager 
to  remain  to  see  that  those  bills  to  which 
there  is  objection  are  objected  to,  and 
those  bills  we  are  willing  to  pass  are 
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passed.  But  we  have  no  desire  to  impose 
on  the  majority.  If  any  member  of  the 
majority  desires  to  recess  at  10  oVlock,  it 
is  satisfactory  to  us. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  It  was  my  hope, 
as  the  acting  majority  leader,  particu- 
larly since  many  private  bills  art  on  the 
calendar,  that  we  could  consider  us  many 
of  those  bills  as  possible  until  about  half 
past  10.  I  earnestly  hope  that  tihe  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa  [Mr.  HickenlooperJ  will 
agree  to  that  understanding. 

When  the  hour  of  half  pa^  10  Is 
reached,  I  shall  promptly  move  that  the 
Senate  recess.  We  should  go  as  far  as 
we  can  with  bills  to  which  there  is  no 
objection,  and  proceed  with  the  call  of 
the  calendar  on  private  bills  as  to  which 
there  would  not  be  much  debate. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  most  respectfully  suggest  to  the  dis- 
tinguished acting  majority  leader  that 
there  is  little  to  be  gained  by  caBling  the 
calendar  of  the  bills  that  have  not  been 
objected  to  by  the  calendar  committees 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  If  they  are  to  be 
objected  to  because  of  the  princit)le  that 
has  been  laid  down.  I  do  not  see  any- 
thing to  be  gained  by  the  procedure  of 
objecting  to  many  bills  and  having  to 
take  them  up  again. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  PBesident, 
I  agree  with  the  Senator  100  percent. 
The  suggestion  which  I  hoped  the  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa  [Mr.  HicKKMLoopn] 
would  agree  to  was  that  the  Senate 
would  recess  promptly  at  half  past  10  ' 
o'clock. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  WiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  point  out  to  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  that  I  do 
not  think  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER  1  is  alonc  in  his  views  that 
we  have  worked  long  enough  today,  and 
that  the  Senate  ought  to  recess. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
it  is  obvious  that  the  Members  wish  to 
recess  at  this  point.  Before  moving  to 
take  a  recess  I  shall  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  Malowe]. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Is  it  quite  clear 
that  the  unanimous-consent  agreement 
which  the  junior  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey proposed  referred  to  the  first  bill  to 
which  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Iowa  (Mr.  Hickenlooper ]  objected,  and 
included  all  the  following  bills  from  there 
on  until  the  last  bill  objected  to? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  correct.  The  call  of  the  cal- 
endar tomorrow  will  begin  with  Calendar 
No.  1883,  House  bill  5340. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  tha|ik  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas  subsequently 
said.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  tO 
know  what  the  plan  of  the  acting  major- 
ity leader  is  as  to  procedure  tomorrow 
morning.  I  assume  that  the  call  of  the 
calendar  will  be  resumed  at  the  point  at 
which  we  left  ofif  tonight,  and  that  the 
Senate  will  proceed  with  the  call  of  the 
calendar  until  it  is  completed.    I  should 
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like  to  ask  the  distinguished  acting  ma- 
jority leade:-  if  that  is  his  understanding. 
Mr.  SAL1XDNSTALL.  That  is  my  un- 
derstanding. It  is  intended  to  resume 
the  call  of  the  calendar,  beginning  at 
Calendar  No.  1883,  House  bill  5340,  com- 
plete the  call  of  the  calendar;  and  then 
go  back  to  the  beginning  of  the  calendar. 


SENATOR  BRIDGES  OF  NEW 
HAMPSHIRE 

Mr.  BdALONE.  Mr.  President,  the 
August  issu'i  of  the  American  Mercury 
magazine  published  a  very  illuminating 
article  on  tl^e  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire (Mr.  HridgbsJ,  entitled  "Senator 
Styles  Bkidces:  New  Hampshire 
Yankee."  wi  Itten  by  Patrick  McMahon. 

Many  qufJiflcations  and  accomplish- 
ments of  the  distinguished  President  pro 
tempore  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
which  are  111. tie  known  even  to  his  Senate 
associates,  are  documented  in  the  article. 

I,  therefoj-e,  Mr.  President,  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  the  article  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  at  this  point 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Senator    Sttlcs    Bridges:    New    Hampshire 
Yankee 

(By  Putrlck  iicMahon) 

The  most  important  man  In  the  United 
States  Senate  today  la  a  Senator  whose  face 
you  rarely  sec  peering  at  you  from  your  tele- 
vision screen  Indeed,  there  are  days  In  a 
row  that  you  will  not  e^en  aee  his  name 
mentioned  li.  the  newspapers. 

There  are  ii  score  of  Senators  who  attract 
more  publlcfy;  who  speak  more  freely  and 
more  volubly  on  more  Issues  from  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  or  any  other  available  rostrum; 
who  grab  more  free  radio  and  TV  time  at 
investigating  committee  bearings  and  the 
numerous  nctworlc  forim^s;  and  who  air 
their  views  niore  frequently  and  moressen- 
sationally  to  .lie  Washington  corps  of  corre- 
spondents In  formal  and  Informal  press 
conferences. 

But  when  ttie  big  blue  chips  go  down  on 
the  really  Important  legislation,  the  man 
who  calls  tho  shots  more  than  does  any 
other  Senatoi  la  Sttlks  Baioccs.  of  New 
Hampshire,  President  pro  tempore  of  the 
Senate  and  chairman  of  the  powerful  Senate 
Appropriation!  Committee. 

Senator  Sttles  BaxDcm  knows  more  about 
the  vast,  sprawling.  seventy-odd-blUlon-dol- 
lara-a-year  Fe<leral  Government  of  ours  than 
any  other  Mitmber  of  the  Senate.  Along 
with  three  otJier  men — the  chairman  of  the 
House  Appropriations  Ck)inmittee,  Repre- 
sentative John  TASxa.  Republican,  of  New 
York;  the  Prerildent;  and  the  Director  of  the 
Budget  Bureau — he  shareathe  major  respon- 
BtbUity  of  de<:idlng  how  much  money  will 
be  spent  by  each  and  every  department, 
bureau,  agency,  service,  office,  and  commis- 
sion of  the  Government  on  down  to  the 
smallest  subdivision.  Along  with  those 
other  three  men,  he  has  the  major  respon- 
sibility of  deciding  not  only  how  much  will 
be  spent,  but  how,  when,  where,  why,  and 
under  what  conditions  it  wUl  be  spent. 

Throughout  our  history,  the  chairmen 
of  the  two  congressional  Appropriations 
Committees  have  always  wielded  great  power 
and  influence.  But  never  before  so  much  as 
now,  during  this  era  of  $70-  and  •80-bUllon 
peacetime  budgets.  By  simply  sitting  on 
an  appropriations  request,  the  chairman  of 
either  of  the8>;  two  committees  can  llteraUy 
kill  a  piece  ol  legislation  he  regards  as  un- 
desirable, evea  though  it  has  been  passed 


by  both  HouMc  and  signed  by  the  President. 
By  delaying  action,  he  can  literally  ham- 
string any  department  or  agency  he  finds 
offensive.  By  exerting  Ills  tremendous  pow- 
er, he  can  whittle  or  slash  appropriations 
requests  that  he  considers  too  high,  or  he 
can  even,  under  certain  conditions,  boost  re- 
quests that  he  feels  are  too  low. 

In  exercising  these  tremendous  prerog- 
atives. Senator  Bamoxs  has  demonstrated 
that  he  tlioroughly  understands  one  of  the 
fundamental  rules  of  sound  politics:  When 
entrusted  with  great  power,  exercise  It  spar- 
ingly. 

When  the  present  chairman  feels  very 
strongly  on  an  issue  t>efore  his  committee, 
he  never  hesitates  to  use  every  force  at  his 
command  to  assure  the  decision  he  believes 
is  the  right  one. 

Generally  speaking,  however,  he  rarely 
uses  those  powers.  He  leans  heavily  on  his 
staff,  the  subcommittee  reports,  and  the 
majority  views  of  his  fuU  committee  in 
arrlTlng  at  decisions. 

He  is  a  strong  chairman.  A  chairman 
who  makes  almost  a  fetish  of  being  person- 
aUy  informed  on  every  major  detail  In  the 
hundreds  of  Individual  budgets  that  come 
before  his  committee — ^insofar  as  Is  hiuoanly 
possible. 

But  be  has  never  been  accused,  even  by 
the  opposition  party,  of  being  an  arbitrary 
chairman. 

He  believes,  and  has  demonstrated  that  he 
believes,  that  there  are  certain  matters  of 
fundamental  principle  that  cannot  be  com- 
promised. He  also  beUeves  that  If  the  demo- 
cratic processes  are  to  function  with  any  de- 
gree of  efficiency.  Intelligent  men  must  ar- 
rive at,  and  agree  to.  Intelligent  compromises 
on  matters  of  detaU. 

One  experience  that  undoubtedly  had  a 
strong,  sobering  effect  on  BamcKs  In  prepar- 
ing him  for  his  present  responsibilities  oc- 
curred during  the  early  days  of  World  War  U 
when  he  was  the  ranking  minority  member 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee.  WbUe 
the  chairman  has  primary  responsibility  and 
wields  most  of  the  power,  the  ranking  minor- 
ity member  can  make  It  very  uncomfortable 
for  him  sometimes.  If  he  gets  too  far  off 
base. 

Late  in  1942.  when  all  of  the  trends  of  the 
war  were  going  against  us.  In  Europe  as  well 
as  in  the  Far  East,  Bamcxs  was  called  to  the 
White  House  for  a  private  conference  with  a 
man  with  whom  he  had  clashed  frequently, 
publicly,  and  sometimes  rather  bitterly. 
President  Roosevelt  told  the  Senator  that  he 
was  going  to  ask  him.  as  a  member  of  the 
opposition  party,  to  accept  a  very  grave  re- 
sponslbUlty  in  what  he  felt,  and  hoped 
BamoKs  would  also  feel,  was  in  the  vital  in- 
terest of  the  Nation.  He  told  Bxidcks  that 
he  would  have  to  make  up  bis  mind  whether 
or  not  to  accept  that  responslblUty.  without 
consulting  with  any  member  of  his  party,  or 
any  other  human  being,  no  matter  how 
trusted.  No  word  of  this  subject  must  ever 
be  uttered  to  anyone,  except  the  accredited 
participants.  The  President  reftiaed  to  give 
any  htsit  as  to  what  the  responsibility  was. 
He  simply  informed  Bamcxs  that  he  would 
be  aaked  to  attend  a  meeting  in  the  War  De- 
partment, where  it  would  be  outlined  In 
detaU. 

Three  days  later  he  was  summoned  to  the 
office  of  Secretary  of  War  Stlmson,  along 
with  the  chairman  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  and  the  second-ranking  Repub- 
lican and  Democratic  members.  (Later,  a 
similar  meeting  was  held  by  Stlmson  with 
the  top  four  ranking  members  of  the  House 
Apinxtpriatlons  Committee,  with  the  same 
results.) 

When  they  arrived,  they  fotmd  Stlmson 
flanked  by  a  group  of  the  most  eminent 
scientists  of  the  Nation  and  the  leaders  of 
the  armed  services. 

They  sat  in  stunned  and  utter  sUenoe 
while  the  war  leaders  outlined  InteUlgence 
reports  of  the  Oerman  program  to  develop 


an  atomic  bomb,  snd  while  the  tcientiiti  ad- 
vanced their  views  cH  the  terrible  dectruCtlve 
potentialities  c€  stich  a  boml).  They  were 
told  tbat  on  the  l>asl8  of  accumulated  aeien- 
tlilc  knowledge,  such  a  bomb  was  feastbls. 
tilough  many  baffling  dlfllcultlea  would  ktill 
have  to  be  overcome.  They  were  told  that 
the  first  nation  to  develop  tlie  bomb  would 
almost  certainly  win  the  war.  If  it  were 
perfected  In  time,  and.  If  It  chose  to  utUlaa 
Its  terrible  power  to  the  utmost,  It  would, 
without  any  doubt,  dominate  the  postwar 
world.  They  were  told  that  only  three  na- 
tions had  the  scientific  and  economic  po- 
tential, and  the  aovuxses  of  necessary  mate- 
rials, to  develop  such  a  bomb — Oermany. 
whose  program  was  well  underway;  Bueala, 
whose  capabilities  were  something  of  a  ques- 
tion mark;  and  the  United  States,  whidi 
probably  had  the  best  chance  of  aU. 

The  Secretary  grimly  Inform  ed  them  that 
the  United  States  Oovemment  had  deddad 
to  develop  the  atomic  bomb.  Be  outUned, 
briefly,  the  details  of  what  later  was  known 
as  the  Uanbatan  project. 

But  there  were  2  great  dtficulties  that 
only  the  8  congressional  leaders  oould 
resolve.  The  project  had  to  be  kept  entirely 
secret,  not  only  from  the  pubUc,  not  only 
from  Congress,  but  even  from  the  two  Aip* 
IMX>priations  Committees.  But  somehow  the 
money  had  to  be  appropriated,  bllUons  of 
dollars.  Under  the  Constitution,  money  can- 
not be  appropriated  without  the  knowledge 
and  consent  of  Congress.  The  methods  sug- 
gested by  which  it  could  be  done  were  not 
only  extralegal,  they  were  probably  lUegaL 
The  eight  Members  of  Congress  who  were  ' 
asked  to  put  It  through  realised  Instantly 
that  by  so  doing  they  were  risking  not  only 
impeachment  but  pcMslbly  prison  as  well. 

But,  one  after  the  other.  Senator  *»■"««— 
and  his  coUeagues  gave  their  pledge  to  go 
along.  The  Issue  was  not  Just  wbether  or 
not  this  terrible  power  woiild  be  made  avail- 
able to  mankind:  It  was  which  would  be 
the  first  nation  to  achieve  it — the  United 
States,  Germany,  or  possibly  the  Soviet 
Union. 

Well,  extra-legally  or  Ulegally,  the  money 
was  made  available.  The  bomb  was  devel- 
oped. Whether  or  not  we  made  wise  tise 
of  the  immense  power  It  gave  us  dtxrtng  the 
postwar  yean  la  a  subject  of  considerable 
debate.  But  there  can  be  very  Uttle  debate 
as  to  what  would  have  happened  if  Oermany 
or  the  Soviet  Union  bad  come  up  with  it 
first. 

"I  think  most  of  the  civilised  world  wlahes 
to  heaven  that  nuclear  weapons  were  still 
beyond  the  reach  of  all  nations,"  Bkiooks  told 
a  friend  recently.  "But  as  the  sIttMtlcm 
then  existed,  with  the  Germans  already  weU 
under  way  with  their  project,  and  the  tning 
within  the  possible  reach  of  the  Busslans, 
I  beUeve  we  made  the  only  possible  deci- 
sion. I  think  recent  history  has  vindi- 
cated us." 

Then  he  added,  with  a  wry  smile:  "But 
I  often  wonder  what  my  own  fate  would 
have  been,  and  the  fates  of  my  ooUeagues, 
If  the  Manliattan  project  had  been  a  flop." 

Senator  Bbidges  is  not  the  kind  of  a  man 
who  worries  iinduly  atiout  his  decisions  once 
they  have  been  made.  Pew  men  are  who 
achieve  success  and  responsibility,  whether 
it  is  pubUc  or  private  life.  Nevertheless,  he 
mxist  ha\'e  spent  many  a  sleepless  night  from 
the  time  he  agreed  to  go  along  on  the  ICan- 
hattan  project  and  the  day  the  first  bomb 
was  successfully  exploded  in  the  flatlanda  oC 
New  Mexico  some  2^  years  later. 

The  fates  presented  Sttucb  Jtenxas  with 
two  of  the  most  Important  vote-getting  at- 
tributes that  a  candidate  for  public  olBoe 
In  the  United  States  can  possess.  He  was 
born  on  a  farm.  And  he  was  compelled  to 
work  hard  throughout  most  of  his  boyhood 
to  help  support  his  famUy:  His  Is  the 
Horatio  Alger  story,  which  since  the  days 
of  Andrew  Jackson  has  appealed  so  strongly 
to  the  American  electorate — the  poor  farm 
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Mr.  mCKENLOOPER.     Over. 


those  bills  we  are  willing  to  pass  are 


oeiicitc  win  proceea  wiin  me  can  oi  ine 
calendar  until  it  is  completed.    I  should 
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kill  a  piece  ol   legislation  be  regarda  aa  un-      while  tbe  war  leaders  outlined  Intelligence      of  Andrew  Jackson  has  api>ealed  ao  strongly 
desirable,  evea  though  It  has  been  passed     reports  of  the  German  program  to  develop      to  the  American  electorate — ^the  poor  farm 
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bom  tm  UM  an  m  fwm  in  W«at 

IfafaM,  tiM  «m  of  Hwleulfc  ana 

trldiH.    Hte  f  fttbar  dlad  wten 

Iw  warn  t  THUS  old.  and  aa  many 

-fami  Iwy  of  BKMlaat  droumMaiMa 

young  Stylaa  liaci  to  tadp  work  ttia  family 

farm  and  alian  tba  napoulbUtttw  of  ttw 


Alao,  aa  mlUKms  of  oth«r  Amerleaa  boys 
hava  done — and  an  sUU  doing — Baiwaa 
woricad  his  way  throogh  collage.  Wblla  at- 
tending tha  UnlTsrslty  of  Maine,  be  worked 
tn  tha  dairy  bams,  rising  at  4:30  every  morn- 
ing In  order  to  complete  bis  woA  In  time 
to  attend  bis  morning  classes. 

Bom  and  raised  in  the  State  of  lialne. 
the  senior  Senator  from  M«w  Hampabtre 
actually  cut  his  political  teeth  in  Masaachu- 
setts.  On  his  graduation  from  college  in 
1918.  he  became  instructor  In  agriculture  at 
Sanderson  Academy  in  Ashfleld.  Mass.  While 
a  resident  of  Ashfleld,  the  BepubUcana  nomi- 
nated and  elected  him  a  supervisor  o<  check- 
lists. This  marked  the  first  of  a  long  series 
of  consecutive  election  victories,  ^aaama  has 
never  been  defeated  in  a  campaign  for  pubUe 
ofBce. 

BsTwosB  soon  returned  to  Maine  to  take 
the  poet  of  county  agricultural  agent  in 
Hancock  County.  A  short  time  later  he 
migrated  to  his  present  State  of  New  Hamp- 
shire, where  he  was  appointed  to  the  agri- 
cultural extension  staff  of  the  University  of 
New  Hampshire  as  qMcialist  on  crops  and 
aoUs. 

The  real  grotindwork  for  Bsdgb'.  political 
career  was  laid  when  he  became  the  first 
•zeeutlve  secretary  of  the  newly  organised 
New  Hampshire  Farm  Bureau  Federation, 
and  the  editor  of  the  bureauls  official  pub- 
lication, the  Oranlte  Monthly.  In  those 
twin  capacities  he  toured  every  county  in 
the  State,  doeens  of  times,  visiting  every 
town  and  hamlet,  eollcitlnf  members  for  the 
Bureau,  and  subscriptions  and  news  for  the 
publieatlan.  Politicians  up  that  wi^  say 
Sttlcs  Banxixs  knows  more  farmers  by  their 
first  name  than  any  man  in  New  Hampshire, 
which,  aa  any  political  expert  can  tell  you. 
Is  another  great  asset  to  «  candidate  for 
public  dBee. 

Banwte  got  his  first  tryout  in  the  political 
big  league  in  1938.  irhBn  he  played  the  key 
role  In  obtaining  the  nomination  and  elec- 
tion of  Charies  W.  Tobey  for  governor.  Al- 
though Tobey  was  later  to  become  Baioaxs' 
bitterest  political  enemy,  before  the  cleavage 
became  too  deep,  he  named  BaxDOsa  to  the 
New  Hampshire  Public  Service  Commission 
in  1930,  a  body,  incidentally  which  gained 
a  nationwide  reputation  In  the  field  at  pub- 
lic utility  regulation  during  the  tumultuous 
early  1930's  when  the  public  utiUties  of  the 
Nation  were  a  subject  of  major  concern. 

In  .1934,  BsTnosa  received  the  Republican 
nomination  for  governor,  and  was  elected. 
In  fact,  he  was  tlie  only  Republican  to  win 
a  -governorship  in  the  Nation  in  that  un- 
happy Republican  year— a  fact  which  cata- 
pulted him  into  the  national  spotlight. 

Not  even  the  mort  wildeyed  liberals  have 
any  criticism  of  Banxas'  record  as  Cknremor 
of  New  Hampehire.  He  balanced  the  budget, 
something  of  a  feat  for  the  governor  of  any 
State  back  in  the  1930'8  (New  Hampehire, 
like  most  of  the  Nation,  had  been  operating 
on  borrowed  funds).  Moreover,  he  did  so 
without  curtailing  any  essential  services, 
and  without  cutting  back  the  reUef  pro- 
grams that  were  so  costly  but  so  necessary 
during  that  period  of  severe  depression. 

The  thing  that  baffles  the  extreme  Uberals 
Is  that  it  was  the  conservative  T*y™iy«w  who, 
while  Governor,  pushed  through  the  neces- 
sary legislation  to  make  New  Hampshire  the 
first  State  in  the  Nation  to  qualify  under  the 
Federal  Social  Security  Act,  and  the  second 
to  provide  unemployment  insurance  to  work- 
ers. He  also  was  responsible  for  setting  up 
a  State  cancer  commission,  one  of  the  first 


ia  tte  Itatlon.  to  conduct  research  anil  pro- 
vide treatment. 

Aleo,  alarmed  at  the  increasing  encroach- 
ment at  the  Federal  Government  in  fields  of 
government  that  had  traditionally  been  left 
to  the  States,  Governor  Bridges  pioneered 
the  negotlatian  of  interstate  pacts  to  elimi- 
nate disparities  and  disagreements  between 
States  wbi^i  were  being  used  by  the  "Wash- 
ington empire-builders  as  an  excuse  to  fur- 
ther extend  Federal  powers. 

HaTDoas  was  the  first  Governor  qf  New 
Hampshire  to  name  women  to  executive  posts 
in  the  State  government,  and  to  appoint  a 
woman  judge,  another  fact  which  doesn't 
hurt  any  around  election  time. 

Sttlxb  BanMss  had  a  narrow  escape  from 
political  disaster  in  1936.  but  once  again  the 
fatee  were  kind.  He  was  almost  nonalnated 
for  ttae  vice  presidency  on  the  Landon  ticket. 
To  the  top  GOP  politicoes,  especiagy  the 
youngor  men,  BamcEs  had  considerable  ap- 
peal. His  election  in  1934  had  proved  him  to 
be  an  outstanding  vote  getter.  He  had  an 
exceUent  record  as  governor.  He  wae  well- 
liked  by  labor  and  the  farmers.  He  was  a 
forceful  platform  speaker,  and  as  such,  might 
offset  one  of  Mr.  Landon 's  more  obvious  de- 
ficiencies.   And  he  was  young — a  mere  37. 

Then  some  smart  adviser  pointed  cat  that 
if  BanwBS  were  nominated  for  the  secoad  spot 
on  the  ticket,  the  natural  campaign  song  for 
the  Democrats  would  be  a  parody  of  the  old 
nursery  rhyme:  "Landon-Bridges  Falling 
Down."  Thus  Bamcxs  was  saved  from  a  fate 
which  could  have  meant  political  death. 

So  he  went  back  to  New  Hampshire  and 
campaigned  for  the  United  States  Sen»te.  in- 
stead, and  despite  a  Democratic  landslide — 
the  most  devastating  political  landslide  In 
United  States  history,  which  even  sw^t  New 
HampslUre— he  was  elected. 

During  that  campaign  there  occuraed  one 
of  those  amusing  blunders  that  sooner  or 
later  fall  to  the  lot  of  every  political  figure. 
Neering  the  end  of  the  campaign,  caadidate 
BxnwKs  was  making  a  wtUrlwlnd  series  of 
speeches  one  night  in  the  heart  of  enemy 
territory,  the  Democratic  stronghold  <*  Man- 
chester. He  arrived  at  a  rally  at  the  Franco- 
American  Club,  jumped  out  of  bis  oar  and 
hurried  up  to  the  chairman,  tired,  a  bit 
breathless,  and  a  good  half -hour  behind  his 
schedule. 

"I'm  Governor  Bbioces."  he  said,  grasping 
the  somewhat  startled  chairman  by  the  hand 
and  pumping  it  vigorously.  "I'm  overdue  at 
another  meeting,  and  have  two  more  speeches 
to  make  tonight.  I'd  appreciate  It  very  much 
if  you  cotild  cut  the  present  speaker  short. 
and  let  me  go  on  Inunedlately." 

The  chairman  went  into  a  quick  huddle 
wit]^  his  aides;  the  man  then  speaking  was 
unceremoniously  cut  off,  and  the  Governor 
was  escorted  to  the  platform.  There,  for  the 
next  20  minutes,  he  denounced  "the  hor- 
rible mess  the  Democrats  have  made  in  Wash- 
ington." 

"It  was  a  dam  good  speech,"  Bkioses  In- 
sists to  this  day.  But  before  he  was  half- 
way through,  it  became  apparent  even  to  him 
that  his  audience  did  not  think  so. 

And  when  he  glanced  toward  the  back 
of  the  room  a  few  minutes  later,  durltig  one 
of  those  brief  pauses  for  emphasis  and  antici- 
pated applause  (which  this  time  was  not 
forthcoming)  he  knew  very  well  that  some- 
thing was  wrong.  For  standing  there  in  the 
center  of  the  aisle,  grimly  ignoring  the 
frantic  whispers  of  the  distraught  chairman 
and  his  aides,  was  the  then  Congressman 
William  Rogers,  the  Democratic  nomiaee  for 
the  Senate,  and  Baiscxs'  campaign  oppK>nent. 

It  seems  there  were  two  Franco-American 
clubs  in  Manchester.  Both  were  holding  po- 
litical rallies  that  night.  And  Bbidccs  was 
addressing  the  Democratic  rally. 

Prior  to  the  1936  campaign,  Bsnxjts  was 
regarded  by  many  liberals,  both  m  14s  and 
In  the  Democratic  Party,  as  one  of  their 
very  own.  But  as  a  result  of  his  vigorous 
attacks   sgalnst   the  Roosevelt   admiaistra- 


tion,  and  especially  against  the  tepidly  In- 
creasing growth  of  Federal  power  in  all 
pbases  of  political  and  econoofiie  lUe.  doubts 
conunenced  to  rise,  at  least  in  the  minds  of 
the  more  avid  New  Dealers.  Tt^  doubts 
changed  to  suspicions  when  Batmsa,  as  a 
freshman  Senator,  took  a  leading  )role  In  the 
fight  against  President  Roosevelt's  plan  to 
pack  the  Supreme  Court.  And  ithe  suspi- 
cions became  convictions  as  Senator  Bsnwxs 
fought  consistently  for  economy  In  govern- 
ment and  a  balanced  budget,  afid  against 
further  extension  of  Government  controls 
and  power.  Today  they  regard  bim  as  the 
archest  of  the  archconservstives. 

Sttlzs  Bxidcks  insists  that  h|i  own  po- 
litical phlloaophy  has  not  changed.  It  is 
simply  the  issues  and  the  pblloectohy  of  the 
liberals  that  have  changed,  qs  bellevee 
firmly  in  free  enterpriss,  and  the  holding 
of  Government  authority  ( partlciilarly  that 
of  the  Federal  Government)  to  H  practical 
minimum. 

However,  he  also  believes,  as  fitmly  today 
as  he  did  when  he  was  Ooverrior  of  New 
Hampshire,  that  free  enterprise  and  our 
democratic  institutions  cannot  be  rigid  nor 
static  things.  They  must  have  flexibility  to 
meet  new  challenges  and  new  criees.  wheth- 
er they  arise  in  time  of  peace  or  in  time 
of  war. 

During  his  18  years  in  the  United  States 
Senate,  BamcES  has  participated  vigoiously 
in  virtually  every  major  controversy.  In  an 
era  when  controversy  has  been  the  domi- 
nant note  of  national  political  affairs.  It 
was  Inevitable,  with  such  a  record,  that  be 
make  many  enemies,  including  some  very 
powerful  enemies. 

One  of  the  charges  most  frequefatly  voiced 
Is  that  Bkidces  is  a  politician.  And,  of 
course,  he  is  a  politician — one  of  the  most 
astute  politicians  in  the  United  gUtea  Sen- 
ate.  After  all.  the  business  of  g(>vemment. 
in  a  democracy  at  least,  is  pollticsi  It  is  just 
about  time  we  Americans  learned  that  fact. 

It  is  grossly  untrue,  however,  to  infer  by 
the  use  of  the  word  "politician."  that  he  is 
dishonest,  or  insincere,  or  Interested  only  In 
being  elected  and  reelected  to  public  olBce. 
Senator  Bkidcks  has  repeatedly  risked  bis 
political  career  by  bucking  the  tUe  of  pub- 
lic opinion,  both  in  his  State  and  in  the 
Natlen,  on  matters  which  he  felt  involved 
important  principles.  He  has  done  so  at 
times  when  emotionalism  was  running  high, 
and  when  he  knew  In  advance  thait  his  cause 
was  hopelessly  lost  (at  least  for  the  time 
t)elng)  and  the  only  effect  of  bis  stand  would 
be  to  antagonize  substantUl  bloc$  of  voters. 

Back  in  the  ISSO's.  when  pacifism  was  at 
an  all-time  high,  when  the  country  was  thor- 
oughly engrossed  with  its  own  troubles  and 
weary  of  the  perennial  quarrels  and  prob- 
lems of  Europe.  BRrocES  was  one  bf  the  first 
Senators  to  warn  of  the  growing  menace  of 
German  nazlsm,  Italian  fascism,  and  Japa- 
nese Imperialism.  His  was  one  of  the  lone 
voices  to  demand  immediate  strengthening 
of  United  States  air  and  sea  power.  And 
he  drew  down  the  wrath  of  mllljchs  of  so- 
called  isolationists  and  won  the  epithet  of 
warmonger. 

In  1937,  he  introduced  into  the  Senate  a 
resolution  to  ban  the  shipment  of  scrap 
iron  and  steel,  and  other  war  goods,  to 
Japan— and  to  this  day  there  mU»t  be  mil- 
lions of  parents,  widows,  and  sNreethearts 
of  men  who  were  lost  in  the  Paciflt  who  wish 
with  all  their  hearts  that  Bsiooxa'  measure 
had  been  adopted. 

Bridces'  unpopular  stands,  of  course,  were 
thoroughly  vindicated  by  the  events  of  De- 
cember 7.  1941.  and  those  that  ftollowed  in 
the  ensuing  months  and  years. 

In  even  more  striking  fashion,  recent 
events  have  vindicated  his  far  m()re  tmpop- 
ular  stands  during  the  war  and  early  postwar 
years.  As  far  back  as  during  th4  battle  of 
Stalingrad,  when  the  press  and  pilbllc  of  the 
Nation — conservatives  and  liberals  alike — 
were  singing  paeans  of  praise  lb  the  Red 


Army.  BxnxiES  was  one  of  the  first  responsible 
officials  to  wa-n  of  the  potential  dangers  of 
Soviet  Imperialism,  to  question  the  wisdom  of 
the  huge  lenl-lease  shipmenta  to  Russia, 
and  to  publlcl  /  charge  that  secret  deals  were 
being  negotiated  at  Teheran  and  Yalta.  He 
was  one  of  th<-  first  Senators  to  charge  that 
Communista  ^eld  high  poeta  in  the  United 
States  Government  and  to  support  the  then 
bitterly  criticized  efforts  of  congressional 
committees  to  root  them  out. 

Today  those  efforta  of  Budges  to  awaken 
the  Nation  to  the  Coiihmunlst  dangers  are 
overwhelmingly  sustained.  But  at  the  time 
they  brought  <iown  on  him  tirades  of  abuse, 
and  not  only  from  the  Commies,  the  plnkoes, 
and  the  extreme  literals. 

But  the  to'Jgh-minded  Yankees  in  the 
State  of  New  Hampshire  apparently  respect 
a  Senator  with  a  mind  of  his  own.  and  the 
political  courige  to  vote  his  convictions. 
For  in  1948  they  agSln  reel9cted  BaiDoes, 
this  time  by  the  largest  majority  given  a 
senatorial  candidate  In  the  State's  history. 

Today  Senator  Bamcxs  is  again  bucking 
the  political  tides.  In  the  view  of  many  as- 
tute politicianii.  While  many  of  his  Republi- 
can colleagues  from  the  farm  States  are  des- 
perately temporizing,  the  senior  Senator 
from  the  predominantly  agricultural  State 
of  New  Hampthlre — who.  Incidentally.  Is  up 
for  reelection  this  year — has  come  out 
strongly  for  the  administration's  flexible 
price-support  [jrogram — a  stand  which  many 
of  his  friends  have  warned  him  will  bring 
down  the  wrath  of  the  farmers. 

BxnxiEs  disa(<Tee8.  He  feels  that  the  Amer- 
ican farmer  needs,  and  should  have  some  as- 
sistance In  price  stabilization  of  his  major 
crops.  But  h*  is  also  convinced  that  the 
rigid  parity  priigram  of  the  past  several  years 
has  had  the  inevitable  effect  of  encouraging 
the  overproduction  of  commodities  already 
existing  in  suiplus.  that  the  net  resulta  are 
grossly  unfair  to  the  taxpayer  and  the  con- 
sumer, a  serious  threat  to  the  Nation's  econ- 
on>y  and.  In  the  long  run.  a  danger  to  the 
farmer  hlmsell .  And  Styles  Bridges'  back- 
ground in  farming  Includes  the  practical  and 
the  theoretical,  as  well  as  the  political. 

A  rather  ironic  aspect  of  Bbidgks'  political 
career  is  that,  of  all  the  bitter  controversies 
in  which  he  has  engaged,  the  two  battles  that 
caused  him  the  severest  headaches  were  one 
in  which  he  did  not  participate  at  all  and  one 
In  which  he  entered  only  as  a  peacemaker, 
and  succeeded  in  making  the  f>eace. 

To  this  day  some  of  the  ardent  supporters 
of  the  late  Senator  Taft.  and  the  even  more 
zealous  foUotsers  of  President  Efsenhower, 
have  not  forgiven  Bkidces  lor  his  refusal  to 
enter  the  1952  preconventlon  campaign  (on 
the  side  of  ihelr  respective  candidate,  of 
cjurse).  He  l>as  been  accused  of  betraying 
the  man  who  was  one  of  his  closest  friends 
in  the  Senate:  of  waiting  until  the  race  was 
over,  and  then  slapping  down  his  t>et  on  the 
winning  horse;  of  playing  both  factions  In  an 
unsuccessful  try  for  the  vice  presidential 
nomination. 

The  facts  art  these:  At  the  opening  of  the 
1952  session  of  Congress,  Bridges  was  asked 
by  his  Repub  lean  colleagues  to  serve  as 
minority  fioor  deader.  It  was  already  appar- 
ent that  a  bitter  fight  was  brewing  between 
the  Taft  and  Eisenhower  factions.  If  the 
Republicans  wtre  to  function  with  any  effec- 
tiveness during  that  session,  it  was  absolutely 
essential  that  the  minority  floor  leaders  in 
the  Senate  anU  the  Hoiise  remain  on  good 
terms  with  the  supporters  of  both  Eisen- 
hower and  Taf-.  So,  on  accepting  their  re- 
spective posts,  ooth  Bridges  and  Representa- 
tive Joseph  Martin,  the  minority  leader  of 
House,  were  asked  to  pledge  that  they  would 
remain  absolutely  aloof  from  the  preconven- 
tlon campaign.  They  both  gave  that  pledge. 
They  both  scrupulously  kept  it.  And — as  is 
frequently  the  "ate  of  the  neutral— they  both 
wound  up  taking  a  lusty  thumping  from 
both  Bides. 


Curiously.  BaiDCKs'  close  friend,  Joe  Mar- 
TiK.  also  shared  with  him  that  other  political 
headache,  the  one  he  received  as  the  peace- 
maker (whose  blessings,  alas,  are  usually 
reserved  for  another  world ) . 

Back  in  the  spring  of  1948.  two  imp>ortant 
events  were  vying  for  the  Nation's  attention, 
and  neither  one  of  them  was  exactly  un- 
familiar to  the  American  public.  A  presi- 
dential election  was  brewing.  And  John  L. 
Lewis'  coal  miners  were  out  on  an  unde- 
clared strike. 

And  back  in  the  spring  of  1948,  things 
did  not  look  too  good  for  P/esident  Truman 
and  the  Democrata.  They  were  already  be- 
ing ruled  into  political  oblivion  by  such 
august  authorities  as  Gallup  and  Roper,  and 
some  of  Tom  Dewey's  more  Impetuous  fol- 
lowers were  confidently  shopping  for  George- 
town houses. 

Things  were  to  change  somewhat,  later  in 
the  year  (along  about  early  November.  I 
think  It  was),  but  at  the  time  the  Falr 
Dealers  were  so  desperate  that  they  even 
seized  upon  the  hated  Taft-Hartley  Act  in 
an  effort  to  drum  up  some  political  capital, 
and  they  threw  the  book  at  John  L.  Lewis, 
who  was  the  No.  1  villain  of  the  day.  His 
miners  had  l>een  out  for  more  than  20  days. 
Coal  reserves  were  rapidly  nearing  exhaus- 
tion. Steel  mills  throughout  the  Nation 
were  banking  their  furnaces,  and  factories 
were  shutting  down.  Schools  were  closing: 
trains  running  only  half  their  schedules. 
Truly,  the  Nation  was  on  the  verge  of  a  great 
economic  crisis. 

And  it  was  all  because  John  L.  Lewis  and 
Ezra  Van  Home,  of  the  coal  operators,  the 
two  trustees  of  the  miners'  multl-mllUon- 
dollar  pension  fund,  were  unable  to  agree  on 
a  program  to  start  paying  pensions.  The 
third  trustee,  after  months  of  vainly  trying 
to  effect  a  compromise,  finally  had  quit  In 
dlsgiut. 

Then  Joe  Martin  got  an  idea.  He  ap- 
proached Lewis  and  Van  Home  and  suggested 
that  they  name  Sttles  Bridges  as  the  third, 
or  neutral  trustee,  to  try  to  work  out  an 
acceptable  compromise.  Both  agreed,  and 
BaiDOES  accepted  the  job. 

Two  days  later  Brioces  came  up  with  a 
proposed  compromise,  and  although  Van 
Home  flatly  rejected  it,  Lewis  reluctantly 
agreed.  Since  Bridges  and  Lewis  constituted 
a  majority  of  the  three-man  board,  the  pro- 
posal was  adopted — and  the  miners  went 
back  to  the  pita. 

The  Initial  reaction  of  the  Nation  was  one 
oi  Immense  relief,  and  generally  unstinted 
praise  for  Martin  and  Bridges  for  the  pari.s 
they  had  played  in  bringing  an  end  to  a  cat- 
astrophic impasse.  The  day  the  compromise 
was  adopted.  Speaker  Martin  was  given  a 
rising  ovation  by  the  entire  House,  Republi- 
cans and  Democrats  alike. 

But  some  of  the  more  rabid  Fair  E>ealers 
were  flt  to  be  tied.  They  viewed  the  whole 
thing  as  a  snide  trick  by  Republicans  Bridges 
and  Martin  to  deprive  them  of  the  full  glory 
of  prosecuting  Lewis  and  his  union  under 
the  Taft-Hartley  law. 

The  mine  operators  were  not  very  happy 
about  it,  either.  They  immediately  slapi}ed 
Bridges  and  Lewis  with  a  series  of  lawsuita 
and  injunctions,  charging  them  with  illegal- 
ly using  their  powers  as  trustees  of  the  pen- 
sion fund. 

But  the  miners  stayed  on  the  job. 

Then,  a  few  months  later,  the  roof  fell  In 
on  Senator  Bridges.  The  former  left-wing 
Senator  from  Idaho,  banjo-playing  Glen  H. 
Taylor,  took  thy  Senate  floor  to  reveal,  with 
considerable  ^sto  and  innuendo,  that 
Bridcks  was  receiving  compensations  at  the 
rata  of  93S,(X)0  a  year  for  his  services  as 
trustee  to  the  miners'  pension  fund  and  for 
his  expenses  in  connection  with  the  same. 
It  was  perfectly  true  (Van  Home  got  the 
same).  But  while  $35,000  a  year  would  be 
regarded  as  a  modest  fee  for  a  top-flight 
New  York  or  Boston  lawyer  for  sharing  In  the 


management  of  millions  of  dollars,  it 
regarded  as  a  fortune  in  the  Nation's  Capital, 
where  the  men  who  are  responsible  for  the 
expenditure  of  billions  are  lucky  to  receive  a 
third  of  that  amount.  The  Pair  Dealere 
really  went  to  town,  and  peacemakers 
Bbidgks  and  Martin  found  themselves  biif« 
feted  from  all  sides. 

By  that  time  Bamczs  had  become  pretty 
thoroughly  fed  up  with  the  job.  Not  only 
was  he  being  sued  by  the  operators  and  indi- 
vidual miners,  but  he  was  clashing  repeat- 
edly, and  sometimes  publicly,  with  Lewis. 
One  day  he  was  denounced  as  a  stooge  of 
John  L.  Lewis,  and  the  next  he  was  accused 
of  selling  out  to  the  operators.  Much  of  bis 
•35.000-a-year  salary  was  being  eaten  up  in 
legal  fees.  So,  as  soon  as  he  could  gracefully 
do  so.  he  resigned,  serving  the  greater  part 
of  a  year  without  compensation. 

There  was  one  rather  important  fact, 
though,  that  was  generally  (to  some  extent. 
dellbtfately)  overlooked  in  the  uproar. 
Throughout  it  all,  the  miners  remained  in 
the  pita. 

And  even  while  the  torrents  of  abuse  were 
being  poured  over  ills  head.  Smxs  BainoM 
could,  in  all  justice,  claim  a  substantial  share 
of  the  credit  for  that. 

Another  Important  fact  that  was  over- 
looked  was  that  President  Truman  himself 
had  flxed  the  835,000-a-year  fee  for  the  neu- 
tral tnistee. 

There  Is  an  old  axiom  in  Washington  that 
many  a  successful  senatorial  career  is  made 
by  the  Senator's  wife;  and  even  more  are 
unmade.  On  that  score,  too,  the  fates  that 
guide  tbfi  destinies  of  public  officeholders 
have  been  kind  to  Sttles  Bamocs. 

In  1944.  Senator  BaiocES,  then  a  widower 
( his  first  wife.  Sally  Clement  Bridges,  died  in 
1938)  married  Doloris  May  Thauwald.  an 
administrative  assistant  in  the  Department 
of  Stata  and  a  native  of  Minnesota. 

Mrs.  Styles  Bridges  is  an  attractive  woman 
with  charm,  poise,  tact,  intalligenoe,  and  a 
lively  Interest  In  national  and  international 
affairs.  Moreover,  she  has  the  rare  knack  of 
exercising  all  of  these  talenta  in  an  entirely 
unostentatious  manner. 

Most  important,  she  closely  follovrs  all  of 
the  important  phases  of  her  husband's  many 
political  activities,  but  has  the  good  sense 
never  to  Intrude  in  them. 

Bridges,  like  many  men  of  heavy  responsi- 
bilities, often  discusses  the  problems  of  his 
job   with   his  wife. 

"But  he  does  not  ask  my  advice,  nor  do 
I  ever  volunteer  it."  Mrs.  Bridges  BUyB.  "He 
simply  likes  to  talk  things  out.  for  the  pvu'- 
pose  of  clarifying  his  own  thinking.  Once  in 
a  while  he  will  ask  my  views  on  certain  sub- 
jects, but  It  Is  only  to  keep  the  conversation 
going.     He  never  asks  for  suggeetlons. 

"And  I  am  delighted  to  l>e  able  to  help 
as  much  as  I  can,  by  simply  sitting  and 
listening.' 

Senator  Bridges  has  three  sons.  The 
eldest  two.  Styles.  Jr..  and  David,  are  Navy 
veterans.  John,  the  youngest,  is  now  a  buck 
private  in  the  United  States  Army,  and  it 
took  no  political  influence,  no  phone  calls  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  to  get  him  there. 
The  draft  took  care  of  that. 

Senator  Bridges  Is  not  only  the  moet  in- 
fluential man  in  the  United  States  Sentfte 
today,  but  he  also  carries  the  heaviest  burden 
of  work.  Besides  the  chairmanship  of  the 
lull  Appropriations  Committee,  he  serves  as 
a  member  of  each  of  Ita  10  subcommittees 
and  Is  also  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Stata.  Justice,  and  Commerce.  He  \b  the 
ranking  Republican  member  of  the  Senata 
Armed  Services  Committee  and  chairman  of 
its  Important  Subcommittee  on  Aircraft  Pro- 
curement. 

As  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate  he 
has  the  obligation  of  presiding  over  sessions 
when  the  Vice  President  is  absent  (although 
he  frequently  delegates  that  task  to  another 
Senator).     And  in  this  capacity  he  is  third 
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tiM  UnttsCI  States. 

Senator  Birnow  has  little  tlms  these  days 
to  eaicsge  In  the  popular  oontroveniee  that 
the  headlines  and  the  tderislon 
His  ]ob.  day  after  day.  Is  to  deftly 
wMd  that  scalpel  (he  rartfy  swings  a  meat 
ax).  o&  appropriations  requests,  which  savea 
the  taspayen  of  the  Nation  llta«Uy  billions 
of  dollars  a  yiwr.  It  was  while  Sttus 
ttrnnrw  was  chairman  of  the  Senate  Appro- 
priations Ocwunlttee  in  1M7.  that  49  billion 
was  pruned  from  the  Tmman  budget  (and 
you  can  still  hear  faint  echoes  ot  the  screams 
that  reverberated  akmff  the  shares  of  the 
Potomae)  and  for  the  first  time  since  1980, 
brought  Federal  expenditures  into  balance 
with  income. 

On  the  Senate  floor,  Bamass  makes'an  tan- 
presslTC.  but  not  pompous,  figure.  He  is  a 
tall,  well-built,  pleasant-looking  man  who 
areeies  conserratiYely.  Is  always  immacu- 
lately groomed,  and  whoee  lips  frequently 
twist  into  an  affable,  slightly  lopsided  grin. 
He  is  a  skillful,  and  occasionally  fiery,  de- 
bater. 

In  the  committee  rooms  he  is  a  peiBuasive. 
effective  negotiator,  usually  conciliatory,  but, 
when  the  need  arises,  sometimes  Just  aa 
hard  as  nails.  In  the  Senate  cloakroom  he 
is  genuinely  liked  and  respected  by  his  eol- 
leaguM,  p(dltlcal  friends  and  political  foes 
alike. 

**Zr  yoa  deal  ttie  cards  off  the  top  of  the 
deck  to  Smas.  hell  deal  them  off  the  top 
of  the  deck  to  you."  Senator  Lthdon  B. 
JOHnsow?  the  minority  floor  leader,  once  re- 
marked to  a  colleague.  "BaX  if  you  try  to 
deal  them  aify  other  way.  you  will  find  he's 
pretty  tough  at  tbat  game,  too." 

And  cotning  from  a  poker-playlng  Texss 
Democrat  to  a  Republican  Yankee  from  the 
State  of  New  Hampshire,  that  Is  really  not 
such  a  bad  acctdade  at  all. 

Mr.  MAIONK  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  la  com- 
pleting his  third  term  as  a  Member  of 
this  body.  By  right  of  seniority,  he  is 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Appro-i 
miations.  one  of  the  most  powerful  com- 
mittees in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  The  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire is  also  President  pro  tempore  of  the 
Senate. 

Perhaps  few  of  the  people,  even  thoee 
of  Ills  own  State  of  New  Hampshire,  have 
a  clear  idea  of  the  importance  and  the 
influence  of  their  senior  Senator. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  I^IESENTED 

The  Secretary  reported  that  on  today. 
August  10. 1954,  he  presented  to  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  the  following 
enrolled  bills: 

S.  1585.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Traffic  Act.  1925,  as  amended; 

8. 1611.  An  act  to  regulate  the  election  of 
delegates  repreeentlng  the  District  of  Co- 
liunbla  to  national  political  conventions  and 
for  other  purposes; 

S.  2798.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Aalzollah 
Azordegan; 

S.  3506.  An  act  to  repeal  the  act  approved 
September  25.  1914,  and  to  amend  the  act 
approved  June  12,  1934,  both  relating  to 
alley  dwellings  in  the  District  of  Ckilumbia; 
and 

S.  3655.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Force  shall  keep  arrest  books 
which  are  open  to  public  inspection. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consant  that  I  may  be  ex- 
cused from  attendance  on  the  sessions  of 


the  Senate  on  Wednesday  and  Thursday 
of  this  week,  because  of  serious  illness 

in  my  personal  family. 

The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.     With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered.      | 


ADDITIQNAL  BILL  INTRODUCED 

An  additional  bill  was  introduced,  read 
the  first  time.  and.  by  unanimotts  con- 
sent, the  second  time,  and  referred  as 
follows: 

By  Mr.  MORSE: 

8.3856.  A  bill  to  promote  the  prflvention 
and  control  of  pollution  In  the  Potomac 
River;  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Moasz  vhen  he 
Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
imder  a  separate  heading.) 


AMENDMENT  OP  SECTION  845  OP 
REVENUE  ACT  OP  1951— AMEND- 
MENT 

Mr.  FERGUSON  submitted  an  amend- 
ment intended  to  be  proposed  py  him 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6440)  to  amend  section 
345  of  Revenue  Act  of  1951.  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  MARTIN  submitted  an  Amend- 
ment intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
House  bill  6400.  supra,  which  was  or- 
dered to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

RECLASSIFICATION  OP  E>ICTO- 
PHONES  IN  THE  TARIFF  ACT  OF 
1^30— AMENDMENT 

Mr.  MARTIN  submitted  an  f^mend- 
ment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  8932)  to  reclassify  dicto- 
phones  in  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930^  which 
was  otdered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to 
be  printed. 


SOCIAL     SECURITY     ACTT     AMEND- 
MENTS OF  1954— AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  KENNEDY  submitted  amend- 
ments intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9366)  to  amend  the  Social 
Security  Act  and  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  so  as  to  extend  coverage  under 
the  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  pro- 
gram, increase  the  benefits  payable 
thereunder,  preserve  the  insurance 
rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and  in- 
crease the  amount  of  earnings  permitted 
without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  submitted  amend- 
ments intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
House  bill  9366.  supra,  which  were  or- 
dered to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed.  1 

MUTUAL     SECURITY     APPROPRIA- 
TIONS.   195&— AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  MAYBANK  submitted  an  Amend- 
ment intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  10051)  making  appropria- 
tions for  mutual  security  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1955,  and  for  other 
pinix>ses,  which  was  ordered  to  he  on 
the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  LONG  submitted  an  amendment 
intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to  House 


bill  10051.  supra,  which  was  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 


RECESS  TO  10  A.  M.  TOMORROW 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  move  tliat  the  Senate  stand  in  recess 
until  10  o'clock  t<»norrow  morning. 

The  motion  was  agreed  t^;  and  (at 
10  o'clock  p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess, 
the  recess  being,  under  the  Order  pre- 
viously entered,  until  tomorroir.  Wednes- 
day, August  11,  1954,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 

the  Senate  Augrust  10  (legislative  day  of 
August  5),  1954: 

UNrrcD  States  Distsict  JPdcb 
Hon.    James   C.    Connell,    of   Ohio,    to   be 
T7nlted  States  district  Judge  for  t(be  northern 
district  of  Ohio.  i 

Unttid  States  Dtst«ict  Attobntts 
Tbeodore    E.    Munson.    of    Alaska,    to    be 

United   States   attorney   for   dlvlsioa   No.    1. 

district  of  Alaska. 

Herbert  O.  Homme,  Jr.,  of  North  Dakota, 

to  be  United  States  attorney  for  Ouam. 
Robert    Vogel.    of    North    Dakota,    to    be 

United    States   attorney   for   the   district   of 

North  Dakota. 

UNrrza  States  MASswtL 

Harry  R.  Tenborg.  of  North  Dtikota,  to  be 
United  States  marshal  for  the  district  of 
North  Dakota. 


mm^ 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  August  10, 1954 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clqck  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  great  God,  our  creator  and 
benefactor,  whose  blessings  are  abun- 
dantly sufficient  for  our  many  needs. 
show  us  how  we  may  help  mankind  at- 
tain unto  new  and  nobler  sttindards  of 
life  and  add  to  its  richness  and  glory, 
its  wonder  and  joy. 

Inspire  us  with  a  greater  ooncem  for 
human  rights  and  human  welfare  and 
may  men  and  nations  learn  the  art  and 
the  blessedness  of  living  and  walking  to- 
gether in  ijeace. 

We  are  daily  praying  that  those  who 
hold  positions  of  leadership  may  be  en- 
dowed with  wisdom  and  understanding. 
faith  and  fortitude,  patience  and  perse- 
verance as  they  plan  and  labor  to  lead  ■ 
and  lift  humanity  to  the  high  plateau 
of  brotherhood. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  the  Prince  of 
Peace.    Amen.  I 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
terday  was  read  and  approved. 


yes- 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  communi- 
cated to  the  House  by  Mr.  Trtt>be,  one  of 
his  secretaries. 


THE  LATE  VITO  MARCANTONIO 

Mr.  CELLER.     Mr.  Speaket,  it  is  with 
a  sense  of  sorrow  that  I  ani^ounce  the 
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demise  of  the-  late  lamented  Vlto  ICar- 
cantonio.  who  formerly  was  a  liembw 
of  this  Hous«;  from  the  State  of  New 
York. 

One  may  have  disagreed  with  him  but 
one  could  ne\er  find  any  fault  with  his 
metbod  of  disagreement  He  was  a 
Member  of  tlus  House  who  always  fought 
hard  for  what  he  deemed  right.  He 
always  fought  fair.  He  had  great  cour- 
age and  detennination — a  determination 
as  firm  as  a  rock  you  hold  in  your  hand 
and  a  courage  as  fierce  as  lightning.  He 
brought  to  besir  upon  his  services  in  this 
House  erudition,  keen  Intelligence,  hard 
work,  and  wlu.t  to  him  was  a  sincerity  of 
purptose. 

He  may  have  been  enthusiastically 
misguided  in  his  espousal  of  certain 
causes.  But  that  was  his  right.  He 
ever  stood  for  the  preservation  of  fun- 
damental libeities.  and,  using  the  words 
of  our  distinguished  Chaplain  this  morn- 
ing, he  always  sought  the  enhancement 
of  human  rights  and  human  welfare. 

He  was,  indeed,  a  redoubtable  oppo- 
nent. One  had  to  bring  up  the  best  of 
his  battalions  even  to  meet  him  on  e<;ual 
terms.  He  ea.':ily  found  the  chink  in  any 
opponent's  armor.  He  knew  long  in  ad- 
vance the  adversary's  weakness. 

He  was  one  of  the  most  skilled  de- 
baters in  the  Congresses  he  attended. 
He  was  an  adept,  artful  parliamentarian. 
No  one  knew  the  rules  better  than  he 
and  he  used  that  parUamentary  knowl- 
edge and  art  with  telling  effect. 

He  was  ever  kind,  modest,  and  just. 
I  disagreed  with  him  frequently — some- 
times vehemently.  We  can  no  longer 
disagree  and  all  scores  are  even. 

Death  is  a  mighty  leveler.  He  now 
sleeps  the  sleep  of  death  from  which 
there  is  no  awakening. 

He  was  a  CathoUc  by  faith,  and  I  pre- 
sume a  true  disciple  of  his  creed.  I  am 
sure,  hke  E>avid  of  old,  he  trusted  in 
God  s  mercy  and  rejoiced  in  his  salva- 
tion, for  God  was  his  shepherd  and 
benefactor. 

He  had  many  setbacks;  he  had  experi- 
enced many  failures  and  frustrations, 
but  one  never  found  him  bitter  or  ran- 
corous or  unduly  condemnatory.  There 
was  no  personal  aiumosity  about  him; 
there  was  never  self-pity.  He  was  ever 
cordial  and  friendly.  He  was  respected 
by  his  colleagues. 

Our  sympathy  and  condolence  go  forth 
to  his  dear  wife  and  mother  who  survive 
him. 

In  closing,  permit  me  to  quote  a  verse 
of  Stevenson's  Requiem: 

Under  the  wide  and  starry  sky,  j 

Dig  the  grave  and  let  me  He.  ' 

Glad  did  I  live,  and  gladly  die. 
And  I  laid  me  down  with  a  wUl. 

This  be  the  verse  you  grave  lor  me: 
"Here  he  Ilea,  where  he  longed  to  be; 
Home  Is  the  sailor,  home  from  the  sea. 
And  the  hunter  home  from  the  hUl." 

Mr.  HC^TMAN  of  Michigan.  Bfr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Mirhlgftn 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Our 
late  colleague  Vito  Marcantonio,  came 
to  the  Hoiiae  about  the  same  time  that 
it  was  my  privilege  to  begin  my  service 
bere.    On  his  passing,  those  whose  poli- 
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cies  and  beliefs  were  as  his  lost  an  able, 
Tigorous  and  effective  advocate. 

He  not  only  knew  the  parliamentary 
proced&e  which  governed  the  House, 
but  he  never  lacked  the  courage  to  use 
that  knowledge  to  further  the  legislative 
program  to  which  he  adhered. 

He  was  so  far  to  the  left  that  I  could 
not  go  along  with  his  views.  Perhaps  I 
was  too  far  to  the  right.  However  that 
may  be.  im>  Member  of  the  House,  so  far 
as  I  know,  ever  doubted  his  sincerity, 
ever  failed  to  recognize  his  ability  or  his 
effectiveness. 

In  this  coimtry  of  ours,  under  our 
form  of  government,  every  citizen,  as 
well  as  every  Member  of  Congress,  has 
a  right  to  his  own  opinion  as  long  as  he 
stays  within  the  letter  and  the  spirit  of 
the  law.  It  has  always  been  my  firm 
conviction  that  we  should  be  tolerant  in 
our  judgment  of  others,  that  no  man 
should  be  condemned  because  of  what 
he  believes  as  long  as  he  is  sincere,  en- 
tertains honest  convictions.  Equally 
true  is  it  that  no  man  is  required  to  ac- 
cept or  to  follow  the  views  of  another. 
Our  colleague  served  the  i>eople  of  his 
district  vigorously,  consistently,  and 
sincerely. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  many  of 
us  had  our  differences  with  cur  late  col- 
league, Vito  Marcantonio.  Many  on  my 
side  of  the  aisle,  when  he  first  came  here 
In  1934.  having  been  elected  to  this 
House  as  a  Republican,  members  of  my 
party,  differed  with  him  politically.  I 
did,  too.  Later  when  he  led  the  Amer- 
ican Labor  Party,  many  of  us  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  differed  with  him  po- 
litically. But  he  was  truly  a  good  Amer- 
ican. Despite  his  differences  politically 
with  us,  he  was  always  honest  in  his 
convictions.  He  was  fair  in  his  political 
warfare.  As  a  man,  we  respected  him 
in  life  and  it  is  fitting  that  we  pay  re- 
spect to  his  memory  today. 

There  were  few  who  were  as  good  par- 
liamentarians in  this  House  as  was  Con- 
gressman Marcantonio  when  he  was 
with  us.  But,  knowing  all  of  the  intri- 
cacies of  parUamentary  law,  he  never 
took  unfair  advantage  of  anyone;  he 
always  gave  due  notice  of  what  he  in- 
tended to  do,  and  when  he  gave  his  word, 
it  was  his  bond. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  join  our  colleagues 
today  in  extending  to  his  aged  mother 
and  his  beloved  wife  our  sincere  sym- 
pathy.   May  his  soul  rest  in  peace. 

Mr.  CEUoER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Mc- 
CaithtI. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
would  like  to  join  with  my  colleagues  in 
saying  a  word  in  regard  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York,  concerning  whose 
death  we  have  just  received  notice.  I 
think  most  of  us  know  that  on  many 
occasions  his  name  was  made  a  kind  of 
byword;  the  fact  that  one  had  voted 
with  him  was  used  as  argument  that  one 
was  unfit  to  serve  in  the  Congress.  I 
knew  him  during  only  (me  term  in  this 
Congress,  and  I  judge  him  only  by  his 
actions  on  the  floor  of  this  House  and 
by  things  he  said  while  I  was  a  Member 
here  with  him.  And,  I  say  quite  frankly 
that  never  did  he  support  anything  on 
the  floor  of  this  House  or  advocate  any- 
thing which  any  good  American,  allow- 


ing for  the  great  differences  tt  opinia^ 
among  Americans,  might  not  have  pS^ 
vocated  and  any  Christian  might /no* 
have  advocated.  I  was  struck  eep^pdlaUy 
by  oiie  at  his  remarks  f oUowlz^  a  no- 
tice in  the  newspaper  that  htt  wallet 
had  been  mislaid  or  stolen.  This  noUee 
included  the  information  tluit  it  had 
contained  two  religious  medals.  A  day 
or  two  later  I  asked  him  about  it,  and 
he  said  that  he  regretted  very  mudti 
having  lost  his  wallet,  not  beeaasc  of 
the  money  which  it  contained  but  be- 
cause of  these  two  medals,  one  of  wtakii 
he  ssdd  was  the  medal  of  Mother  Ca- 
brint  an  Italian-bom  American  aaint 
who  had  recently  been  canonised,  and 
the  second,  a  medal  that  he  had  received 
when  he  was  confirmed  as  a  Christian. 

The  gentlefnan  from  New  York  was  a 
lonely  man.  Few  of  us  knew  him  w^ 
or  intimately.  I  did  not.  He  was  a  bard 
and  vigorous  advocate  of  his  causes.  He 
was  a  master  of  the  rules  of  this  Houae^ 
He  was.  as  other  Members  have  stated, 
a  man  who  hon(»ed  his  word. 

In  death  he  will  be  fairly  Judged. 
There  is  no  need  for  further  judgment  by 
men- 
Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  l^^eaker.  I  yield 
to  the  genUeman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Kleih]. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to 
echo  what  our  colleague  I  Mr.  CillxkI. 
the  dean  of  our  delegation,  has  sadd  of 
our  dei)arted  friend,  Vito  Marcantonio. 
He  was  my  friend.  I  loved  him.  although 
I  was  in  complete  disagreement  with  his 
political  views.  Mr.  ^;>eaker,  I  am  sorry 
that  I  am  somewhat  overcome  by  emo- 
tion, but  what  I  really  wanted  to  say 
was  that  "Marc"  was  my  friend,  even 
though  some  ptosis  thought  it  was  po- 
litically unwise  to  admit  such  frimdshtp 
because  of  his  poUtical  views.  I  diflned 
with  him  many,  many  times  in  the  past. 
I  said  on  many  occasions  in  speaking 
about  him  during  his  lifetime  that  I 
would  undoubtedly  disagree  with  him  in 
the  future.  I  cannot  say  that  any  more. 
As  the  gentleman  from  New  York  IMr. 
Ckllek]  pointed  out,  when  he  thought 
he  was  right  there  was  no  way  of  chang- 
ing his  views.  He  was  consistent,  he  was 
hard  working,  and  represented  his  con- 
stituents ably.  Many  of  us  will  miss 
him.  I  know  that  every  Member  of  this 
House  who  knew  him  respected  him  and 
Uked  him,  although  I  suppose  not  many 
will  get  up  here  and  say  so.  No  one  can 
find  fault  with  his  personal  life,  even 
though  we  disagreed  with  him  politi- 
cally. I  kiK)w  you  join  with  me  in  ex- 
tending our  condolences,  our  sincere 
sympathies,  to  his  very  fine  wife  Miriam, 
to  his  dear  mother,  and  to  the  members 
of  his  family. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  ^>eaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  Members  may 
have  the  right  to  extend  their  remarks 
in  the  Raooaa  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Speaker,  while  one 
might  disagree  with  his  philosophy  of 
government,  all  who  observed  him  and 
served  with  him  had  to  respect  the  In- 
defatigabihty  and  application  to  duty  of 
our  late  colleague.  Vito 
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irtkOM  deatb  oeeurred  uxMler  such  tragic 
etreunuteofces.  He  was  <tf  ten  alone  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  but  his  sudden 
de«th  was  a  shock  to  us  all.  ^worked 
hard,  and  he  Uved  hard,  and  literally 
died  while  at  work.  His  life  was  not  an 
eaqr  one  and  his  untimely  passing  calls 
for  us  to  express  our  sympathy  to  his 
wife  and  relatives.  It  should  be  the  hope 
of  all  that  he  will  now  obtain  a  d^rree 
>l  of  peaoefulness  which,  it  is  ajiparent. 

he  found  dilBcult  to  have  here. 

Mr.  EBBRHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
join  with  those  who  preceded  nie  in  ris- 
ing to  pay  a  brief  tribute  to  our  former 
colleague  from  New  York,  and  to  agree 
with  them  in  all  the  good  things  said 
about  Mr.  Marcantonio,  and  the  glowing 
tributes  paid  to  him. 

Of  his  many  sterling  attributes,  what 
impressed  me  most  in  my  personal  con- 
tacts with  him  was  his  true  concern  for 
the  opfnressed,  for  those  who  were  among 
the  less  fortunate,  his  ever-ready  sym- 
pathy for  the  poor  and  downtrodden. 

I  believe  that  he  was  possessed  of  a 
good  heart  and  a  pure  soul,  and  our 
memory  of  him,  as  we  saw  him  in  ac- 
tion on  the  floor  of  this  House  will  be  to 
many  of  us  an  inspiration,  for  without 
doubt  he  possessed  excepti(mal  ability, 
coupled  with  immense  strength  of 
character.  We  who  knew  him  regret  his 
passing  at  so  early  an  age. 

May  the  good  Lord  abide  with  him  and 
with  his  family  in  their  bereavement 

Mr.  BLATNIK.  Mr.  Speakei-,  I  was 
shocked  and  grieved  to  learn  that  yes- 
terday a  good  friend  and  a  former  col- 
league had  passed  away.  I  refer,  of 
course,  to  the  late  Vito  Marcantonio  who 
formerly  represented  the  18th  District 
of  New  York  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  some  14  years. 

Many  Members  of  this  body  have  dis- 
agreed with  the>  political  principles  held 
by  Vito  Man^ntonio.  However.  I  am 
sure  that  of  those  who  have  known 
him — including  those  who  disagreed 
with  him  most  strongly — will  all  admit 
that  he  was  a  most  honest,  courageous, 
sincere  and  warmhearted  person  who 
served  his  constituents  well  in  the  Halls 
of  Congress. 

During  the  80th  and  81st  Congresses 
I  came  to  know  Marc  very  well.  I  liked 
hiip  perqonally  very  much,  and  I  re- 
elected him  for  his  courage  and  for  his 
willingness  to  stand  up  on  an  issue  even 
when  he  stood  alone.  It  is  always  a 
simple  matter  to  take  a  position  when 
one  is  part  of  the  majority — but  it  takes 
real  conviction  to  stand  up  and  be 
coimted  when  you  are  by  yourself  or 
with  only  a  small  minority.  Vito  Marc- 
antonio was  a  man  of  such  convictions 
who  never  hesitated  to  fight  for  that  in 
which  he  believed. 

Marc  was  a  very  honest  and  sincere 
pers<m.  m  all  the  yeai^I  knew  him  as 
a  colleague,  I  never  heard  of  him  taking 
an  unfair  advantage  of  anyone,  nor  did 
I  ever  hear  him  utter  a  malicious  word 
about  even  his  worst  enemies.  In  fact, 
he  was  an  honorable  man  who  always 
conducted  himself  as  a  gentleman  and 
a  Member  of  the  Coni^ress  of  the  United 
States. 

Vito  Marcantonio  was  a  real  friend  of 
mankind  who  always  fought  for  the  un- 
derdog.   Few  Members  of  this  distin- 


guished body  were  his  equal  as  a  parlia- 
mentarian and  floor  strategKt.  He 
knew  the  rules  of  the  House  and  was  a 
master  when  it  came  to  floor  debate.  He 
fought  the  good  flght  and  did  it  well. 

Vito  Marcantonio  will  be  long  remem- 
bered by  all  of  us  who  knew  him.  His 
coiu-age,  sincerity  and  devotion  to  prin- 
ciple are  traits  to  be  admired.  May  his 
soul  rest  in  peace. 

I  extend  my  deepest  sympathies  to  his 
family  in  this  hour  of  sorrow. 


CONTINUATION  OP  DIRECT  LOAN 
PROGRAM  THROUGH  JUNE  30, 
1955 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  call  up  the  conference  report 
on  the  bill  (H.  R.  8152)  to  extend  to  June 
30, 1955,  the  direct  home  and  farmhouse 
loan  authority  of  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans'  AflTairs  under  title  HI  of  the 
Servicemen's  Readjustment  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended,  to  make  additional  funds 
available  therefor,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, and  ask  unanimous  consepit  that 
the  statement  of  the  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  House  be  read  in  lieu  of  the 
report. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  that  further  read- 
ing of  the  statement  of  the  managers  be 
dispensed  with  inasmuch  as  the  report 
has  been  printed  both  in  the  Record  and 
as  a  separate  report. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  continues  the 
direct  home  loan  program  administered 
by  the  Veterans'  Administration  through 
June  30.  1955.  The  program  has  worked 
well,  the  default  rate  on  these  loans  has 
been  less  than  one-half  of  1  percent,  and 
the  maximum  amount  which  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  is  authorized  to 
advance  may  not  exceed  $10,000.  In  ac- 
tual practice  it  has  been  considerably  less 
than  that — about  $6,900.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  insert  at  this  point  the 
latest  figures  available  on  the  operations 
of  this  program  by  the  States  lince  it 
will  be  of  interest  to  all  Members  of  the 
House. 

The  conference  agreement  provides  for 
a  quarterly  allocation  of  $37,500,000  less 
the  proceeds  of  sales  on  previously  made 
loans.  This  is  exactly  half  of  the  dif- 
ference between  the  two  Houses.  As 
passed  by  the  House,  the  authorization 
was  for  $25  million  a  quarter.  As  passed 
by  the  Senate,  it  was  $50  million  a  quar- 
ter. The  conferees  have  agreed  to  split 
the  difference. 

There  has  been  some  question  on  the 
matter  of  allocation  of  these  funds.    The 
present  system  provides  for  an  allocation 
on  the  basis  of  veteran  population  in 
those  areas  which  are  eligible  fbr  this 
program — the     nonmetrop>olitan    areas. 
The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
believe  that  the  present  system  of  allo- 
cating  those   funds   in   the   individual 
States  should  be  continued  inasmuch  as 
it  is  as  equitable  a  system  of  distribution 
as  can  be  devised  when  all  points  are 
considered. 
The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 
The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of   the  gentlewoman   from 
Massachusetts? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 


The  conference  report  and  statement 
are  as  follows: 

CoNTBiZNCx  Rkfokt  (H.  Rept  No.  2653) 
The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  HdUMs  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  tl|e  bill  (B.  R. 
8153)  to  extend  to  June  30,  19$5,  the  direct 
home  and  farmhouse  loan  authority  of  the 
Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  under 
title  in  of  the  Servicemen's  Headjuatznent 
Act  of  1944.  as  amended,  to  make  additional 
funds  available  thcfrefor,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, having  met.  after  full  and  free  con- 
ference, have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  a« 
follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  th«  Senate  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows :  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
Inserted  by  the  Senate  amendmtmt  Insert  the 
following  "That  the  Servicemen's  Readjust- 
ment Act  of  1944,  as  amended.  Is  hereby 
amended — 

"(a)  by  striking  out  of  clause  (C)  of  sec- 
tion 513  (b)  'July  31.  1954'  and  Inserting  In 
lieu  thereof  'June  30,  1955'; 

"(b)  by  striking  out  of  section  513  (d)  'to 
any  private  lending  Institution  evidencing 
ability  to  service  loans'  and  Insvting  In  lieu 
thereof  "to  any  person  or  entity  approved  for 
such  purpose  by  the  Administrator'; 

"(c)  by  striking  out  of  the  first  sentence  of 
section  513  (a)  'July  31,  1954'  and  Inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  'June  30,  1955'; 

"(d)  by  striking  out  of  the  third  sentence 
of  section  513  (c)  'June  30.  1955'  and  Insert- 
ing in  lieu  thereof  'June  30,  1954"; 

"(e)  by  striking  out  of  the  Orst  sentence 
of  section  513  (d)  'July  31,  1954'  and  Insert- 
ing in  lieu  thereof  'June  30.  195^'; 

"(f)  by  striking  out  of  section  513  (d)  the 
second  time  it  appears  the  sum  of  '$25,000,- 
000'  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  sum 
of  'tST.SOO.OOO'." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  th»  same. 
Edith  Noxjrse  Rogeks, 
Bkrnaro  W.  Kearnet. 
William  H.  Atezs.  ' 

Olin   E.   Teague, 
Wm.    Jennings    Bktan  Do*k, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  \he  House. 
Homes  E.  Capehakt. 
John  W.  Brickex, 
Irving  M.  Ives, 
Burnett  R.  Matbanx. 
A.  Willis  Robertson, 
Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  Senate, 

Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  aineeidment&  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  815))  to  extend 
to  June  30,  1955,  the  direct  home  and  farm- 
house loan  authority  of  the  Administrator 
of  Veterans'  Affairs  under  title  111  of  the 
Servicemen's  Readjustment  Act  of  1944.  as 
amended,  to  make  additional  f*und3  avail- 
able therefor,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit 
the  following  statement  In  explanation  of 
the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and 
recommended  in  the  accompanying  confer- 
ence report  as  to  such  amendment,  namely: 

The  bill  as  passed  by  the  HoUse  provided 
for  a  1-year  extension  of  the  direct  loan 
program  administered  by  the  V«tera.i8'  Ad- 
ministration to  June  30,  1955.  It  also  au- 
thorized $25  million  additional  e»ch  quarter 
for  the  purpose  of  making  loans,  less  the  pro- 
ceeds from  the  sale  of  loans  In  the  preceding 
quarter. 

When  the  bill  was  referred  in  the  Senate 
no  action  was  taken  Immediately,  but  when 
the  bill  H.  R.  7839.  the  so-called  general 
housing  bill,  was  under  consideration,  sec- 
tion 902  was  added  to  that  bill  bry  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency,  to  extend 
the  program  for  the  same  period  of  time 


as  H.  R.  8162 — June  30.  1956 — and  to  In- 
]  crease  th«  amount  ot  authorisation  Crom 
$25  million  a  quarter  to  $50  miUlon  a  quarter. 
This  bill  was  passed  by  the  Senate  In  that 
form  but  In  conference  section  902  was  elimi- 
nated from  the  measure. 

In  the  meantime  Public  Law  438  had  been 
enacted,  which  extended  the  operattons  of 
the  direct  loan  program  to  July  SI,  1954. 

Following  the  elimination  of  section  S03 
from  the  housing  blU  which  •ubeequently 
became  Public  Law  500,  H.  R.  81S2  was  re- 
ported to  the  Ssnate  and  passed,  providing 
for  an  extension  to  June  30,  1955.  authoriz- 
ing $50  million  a  quarter,  and  permitting 
the  sale  of  direct  loans  to  individuals.  TMre 
Is  no  difference  between  the  two  Houses  as 
to  the  period  of  extension  of  the  program. 

Tlie  conference  agreement  provides  that 
the  direct  loan  program  shall  continue  until 
June  30,  1955,  permits  the  sale  of  previously 
made  loans  to  individuals,  and  authorizes 
$37,500,000  for  each  quarter  beginning  July  1. 
1954. 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
believe  that  the  present  system  of  allocating 
funds  to  the  Individual  States  and  subdlTl- 
slons  of  such  States  should  be  continu?d.  as 
it  embodies  as  equitable  a  method  of  dis- 
tribution as  can  be  devised. 

Edith  Nourse  Rogers, 
Bexnaso  W.  Kearnet. 

WnXlAM  H.   ATBK3. 

OuM  K.  Tcasux. 
Wm.  Jennings  Bbtak  Doih, 
Manmters  on  the  Part  of  the  House.    *" 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

REPORT  ON  UNITED  STATES  PAR- 
TICIPATION IN  UNITED  NATIONS 
FOR  THE  TEAR  1953— MESSAGE 
PROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  492) 

>  The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 

the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read:  and.  together  with  the  accompany- 
ing papers  and  illustrations,  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Poreign  Affairs  and 
ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith,  pursuant  to  the 
United  Nations  Participation  Act,  the 
eighth  annual  report  covering  the  year 
1953.  on  United  States  participation  hi 
the  United  Nations. 

This  report  surveys  the  first  year  of 
our  activity  in  the  United  Nations  since 
this  administration  took  office,  and  I  am 
happy  to  bring  to  your  attention  its  evi- 
dence of  benefits  that  have  accrued  to 
our  country  and  the  free  world  from 
participation  in  the  United  Nations. 

DWICHT  D.  ElSTHHOWER. 

The  White  House,  August  10,  1954. 


PAYMENT       TO       AMERICAN       EM- 
PLOYEES DISMISSED  PROM 

UNITED     NATIONS 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  resolution 
(H.  Con.  Res.  262)  expressing  the  sense 
of  the  Congress  that  the  United  States 
delegation  to  the  United  Nations  should 
take  all  possible  steps  to  prevent  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  United  Nations 
from  authorizing  or  approving  the  pay- 
ment to  the  11  American  employees  in 


the  Uhlted  Natloos  who  were  dtsmiased 
becatne  of  theh*  refusal  mider  the  fifth 
amendment  to  answer  proper  questions 
before  the  Internal  Security  Subcommit- 
tee of  the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  concur- 
rent resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  ot  the  gentleman  from 
Plorida? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

Whereas  11  American  employees  in  the 
United  Nations  were  asked  in  1952  and  1953 
to  testify  before  the  Internal  Seciu-lty  Sub- 
committee of  the  Senate  concerning  their 
memberahlp  in  the  Communist  apparatus 
and  other  subversive  activities,  but  refused 
under  the  fifth  amendment  to  answer,  with 
the  result  that  such  subcommittee  recom- 
mended their  dismissal  from  such  employ- 
ment; and 

Whereas  the  Secretary  General  of  the 
United  Nations  dismissed  the  11  employees 
trom  their  employment  in  the  United  Na- 
tions, and  they  appealed:  and 

Whereas  on  appeal  the  United  Nations 
Administrative  lYlbunal  awarded  damages 
to  the  11  employees  In  a  total  amount  of 
$179,430  on  account  of  such  dismissal,  and 
the  International  Court  of  Justice  has  re- 
cently upheld  the  Administrative  Trlbuhal; 
and 

Whereas  the  case  is  now  before  the  Gen- 
eral Assembly  of  the  United  Nations,  which 
must  approve  the  award  of  such  damages  be- 
fore payment  thereof  can  be  made:  and 

Whereas  the  United  States,  which  pays  ap- 
proximately one-third  of  the  expenses  of  the 
United  Nations,  stiould  not  be  compelled  to 
contribute  any  of  its  funds  for  the  payment 
of  damages  In  a  case  of  this  kind  to  persons 
who  have  a  record  of  disloyalty  to  the  United 
SUtes:  Therefore  b^  It 

Heaolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senmte  concurring) ,  That  it  Is  the  sense 
Of  the  Congress  that  the  United  States  dele- 
gation to  the  United  Nations  should  take  aU 
possible  steps  to  prevent  the  General  As- 
sembly of  the  United  Nations  from  authoris- 
ing or  approving  the  pajrment,  to  the  11 
American  employees  in  the  United  Nations 
who  were  dismissed  because  of  their  refusal 
under  the  fifth  amendment  to  answer  prop- 
er questions  before  the  Internal  Security 
Subcommittee  of  the  Senate,  of  the  awards 
of  damages  (in  a  total  amount  of  $179,420) 
made  by  the  United  Nations  Administrative 
Tribunal  and  recently  upheld  by  the  Interna- 
tional Court  of  Justice,  and  that  no  part  of 
the  funds  heretofore  appropriated,  or  here- 
after appropriated  by  the  Congress  for  the 
United  Nations  shall  be  used  for  the  payment 
of  such  awards. 

The  House  concurrent  resolution  was 
agreed  to,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  desire  to 
commend  the  gentleman  from  Florida 
[Mr.  ROGias]  for  his  untiring  efforts  to 
obtain  passage  of  House  Concurrent 
Resolution  262  and  I  want  thC  record  to 
show  that  I  have  supported  him  in  every 
way  possible. 

It  is  unthinkable  that  a  single  dollar 
of  money  derived  from  the  taxpayers  of 
this  country,  and  appropriated  to  the 
United  Nations  should  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  almost  $180,000  in 


alleged  damages  to  11  so-called  Ameri- 
cans, emidoyed  by  the  United  Nattons. 
who  sought  refuge  under  the  flfm 
amendment  and  refused  to  answer  prop- 
er questions  of  a  United  States  Senate 
committee  and  a  New  York  grand  Jury. 

My  only  criticism  of  this  concnrrent 
resolution  is  that  it  does  not  go  far 
enough.  It  ought  to  further  state  the 
position  of  Congress  as  being  opposed  to 
any  further  approiMiation  ot  funds  to 
what  is  euphoniously  called  the  Intona- 
tional  Court  of  Justice.  It  was  this  al- 
leged court,  meeting  in  a  foreign  coun- 
try, that  recently  held  these  11  suspect 
Americans  should  be  paid  $1M.0M. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  unanimous  vote  by 
which  this  resolution  was  approved  biy 
the  House  of  Representatives  ought  to 
serve  notice  on  occupants  of  that  mod- 
em Tower  of  Babel,  otherwise  known 
as  the  United  Nations  Building,  that 
there  can  be  an  end  to  the  opeidianded 
patience  of  Americans.  It  ought  to  be 
notice  to  some  foreigners  that  not  all 
Americans  are  as  guUible  as  they  might 
seem  to  be. 

AUTHORIZING  RELIEF  OF  CERTIFT- 

ING  OFFICERS  FROM  EXCEPTIOIfS 

TAKEN  TO  PAYMENTS 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill 
(S.  1184)  to  authorize  relief  of  author- 
ized certifying  olBcers  from  exceptions 
taken  to  payments  pertaining  to  tomi- 
nated  war  agencies  in  UquidatioD  by  the 
Department  of  State. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Cleik  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  eiiacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States  Is  authorlaed 
and  directed  to  allow  credit  in  the  aecoaats 
of  authorized  certifying  ofllcers  of  termi- 
nated war  agencies,  in  proces$  of  liquidation 
by  tlie  Department  of  State  at  the  time  of 
the  enactment  of  this  act.  for  the  amounts 
of  Euspenslons  and  disallowances,  which  have 
been,  or  may  be.  raised  by  the  General  Ac- 
counting Offlce  on  account  of  payments  made 
in  accordance  with  vouchers  certified  by 
such  certifying  officers:  Propided,  That  the 
Secretary  of  State  or  his  authorized  repre- 
sentative shall  certify  that  in  his  opinion 
there  Is  no  evidence  of  fraud  or  collusion  on 
the  part  of  the  certifjring  ofllcers  In  connec- 
tion with  the  payments. 

Sec.  2.  "Authorized  certifying  officers  of 
terminated  war  agencies  in  process  of  liqui- 
dation by  the  Department  of  State"  as  iiaed 
in  this  act  means  certifying  officers  employad 
by  terminated  war  agencies  transferred  to 
the  Department  of  State  for  liquidation  and 
certifying  officers  under  the  Departskent  at. 
State  who  certified  payments  for  the  activi- 
ties of  such  terminated  war  ag«acl«a.  or  any 
terminated  wartime  activity  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  from  funds  allocated  to  or 
made  avallabte  to  the  Department  of  Stats 
by  working  funds  or  reimbursements  pur- 
suant to  the  provisions  of  section  680,  titis 
31.  United  SUtes  Code,  or  other  authority 
of  law:  Provided,  however.  That  no  certify- 
ing officer  of  the  Department  of  State  shall 
be  released  hereunder  as  to  pajrments  mads 
from  funds  appropriated  direcUy  to  the  D»- 
partment  of  State  or  as  to  payments  mads 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act:  ff  - 
vided  iurUier,  That  ths  authorUy 
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•et  abaU  e^lra  not  later  than 
tftar  tb0  date  at  anaotinwit  of  tills 

bm  was  ordored  to  be  read  a  third 
w»  read  the   t'llrd  thne,   and 

and  a  motkn  to  reoonsider  was 

tha  table. 


liODBRNXZATlON     AND     IMPROVE- 
IfSNT  QP  IfXRCHANT-TZFE  VES- 


Mr.MUDfofGaUfomia.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ean  «q»  the  eonferenee  report  on 
the  MS  (B.  SB46)  and  ask  unantanoos  con- 
sent that  the  statement  of  the  managers 
CD  the  part  of  the  House  be  read  in  lieu 
of  the  report. 

llie  Olerk  read  the  title  of  the  biU. 

Tike  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gmtleman  f  nnn 
California? 

miere  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

Hie  crafermce  report  and  statement 
are  as  follows: 

Coaovmrcs  Rvon  (H.  Rm.  No.  2647) 

TlM  ediniBlttae  of  conf  tfence  on  tbe  dis- 
agreeing voC«a  of  tbe  two  Houses  on  tbe 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (8. 
3546)  wlilcta  would  authorize  an  Immediate 
progrun  for  tiM  modernisation  and  improve- 
ment of  such  merchant-type  vessels  in  the 
reeerve  fleet  as-  are  necessary  for  national 
defense,  having  met.  after  full  and  free  con- 
tenmoe,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Bouses  as 
follows : 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendments  of  the  House  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  further  amendments 
as  follow:  In  lieu  at  the  matter  propoeed 
to  0s  (Meted  by  the  Bouse  amendment  be- 
ginntng  on  page  3.  line  25.  after  the  num- 
eral "IMS"  Insert  a  period,  delete  the  word 
"and"  and  insert  the  following  sentence: 
"In  entarlng  Into  such  contracts  the  Secre- 
tary irf  rmiiiiiiii  II  shall  not  alter  the  pres- 
ent MMElllaM  Administration  policy  of  in- 
il*li<f  iflliiN'  bids  or  spUt  bids  or  both  for 
drydoakjiMd  nondrydock  work." 

DMete  ^e  matter  proposed  to  be  Inserted 
by  the  House  amendment  on  page  3.  lines 
5  through  7. 

TROa    C.   TOLUKTSON. 

JoRM  J.  Allen,  Jr.. 
JoBN  H.  Rat, 
HsasssT  C.  BoNNsa, 
JOBM  F.  Shbllxt, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

JoBM  M.  Bxnxa. 
nuanaicK  O.  Patms, 

WaBSSN    O.    IfAONTTSOM, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  Senate. 

STATnODVT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
House  to  the  Mil  S.  3546.  which  would 
provide  an  immediate  program  tat  the  mod- 
emlaatlon  and  improvement  of  such  mer- 
clumt-type  vessels  in  the  reserve  fleet  as  are 
necessary  for  national  defense,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanatlcm  of  the 
effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  con- 
ferees and  recommended  in  the  acccnnpany- 
ing  conference  r^mrt: 

S.  8646  as  passed  by  the  Senate  provided 
XkM%  within  12  months  after  the  date  of  the 
enaetment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  Cora- 
meros  61^01  enter  into  contracts  for  the  re- 
pair, modsmlaatlon.  and  conversion  of  vessels 
as  may  ba  aipssary  to  carry  out  the  provi- 
sions <^  this  act.  It  further  provided  that 
such  contracts  may  provide  for  expenditure 


by  the  United  States  of  not  more  than  #45 
«»»«««""  It  also  provided  that  such  contracts 
should  bs  with  private  shipbuilding  or  sUip- 
repalr  yards  on  the  Atlantic,  Pacific,  and  ^If 
coasts  of  the  United  States,  and  on  the  Oneat 
Lakes  or  other  inland  waterways.  It  SIbo 
provided  that  in  entering  into  such  contrScts 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  shall  not  alter  the 
present  Maritime  Administration  policy  of 
inviting  split  bids  for  drydock  and  nondry- 
dock work.  It  required  that  bids  on  any 
such  contracts  shall  include  any  towage  Snd 
insurant  cost  involved.  Finally.  It  autlior- 
ised  to  be  appropriated  such  sums  of  not 
In  ezMss  of  $45  million  as  may  be  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

As  amended  by  the  House,  8.  3546,  ex- 
tended the  12-month  period  to  24  months; 
reduced  the  $45  million  authorization  ftnd 
contract  celling  to  $25  million;  deleted  the 
Great  Ijakes  or  other  Inland  waterways  pro- 
vision; deleted  the  provision  requiring  the 
Secretary  of  Ooxnmerce  not  to  alter  the  pres- 
ent Maritime  Administration  policy  of  Invit- 
ing spilt  bids  for  drydock  and  nondrydDck 
work;  deleted  the  requirement  that  bids  on 
any  such  contract  shall  Include  towage  and 
insurance  cost  Involved;  and  Inserted  a  f^ro- 
vlsion  that  the  contracts  in  question  Siay 
be  negotiated  without  competitive  bidding 
whenever  such  action  Is  determined  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  to  be  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  purpose  of  this  act. 

It  was  the  view  of  the  conference  cem- 
mlttee  that  the  House  amendments,  with 
two  exceptions,  were  sound  and  should  be 
ad(^ted.  The  first  exception  raised  by  the 
Senate  conferees  and  concurred  In  by  the 
House  conferees  was  that  the  bill  should 
provide  that  in  entering  Into  such  contracts 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  shall  not  alter 
the  present  Maritime  Administration  policy 
of  inviting  single  bids  or  split  bids  or  tloth 
for  drydock  and  nondrydock  work.  The 
second  exception  raised  by  the  Senate 
conferees  and  concurred  in  by  the  Hduse 
conferees  was  that  the  provision  that  the 
contracts  in  question  may  be  negotiated 
without  competitive  bidding  whenever  sUch 
action  Is  determhied  by  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  to  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
purpose  of  this  act  is  unnecessary  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  under  present  law.  In  appro- 
priate situations,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
already  has  the  power.  ,  ; 

Trok  C.  Tollxpson, 
John  J.  Allem,  Jr., 
JOHN  H.  Rat. 
Hkbbxxt  C.  Bonnes, 
John  P.  Shellet. 
Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  House. 

The  conference  report  <kras  agreed  to, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table.  I 


THE  LATE  JAMES  V.  BUCKLEY 

Mr.  McVEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  all  of  us 
were  saddened  by  the  sudden  and  unex- 
pected death  of  Mr.  James  V.  Buckley. 
Mr.  Buckley  represented  the  Fourth 
Congressional  District  of  Illinois  during 
the  81st  Congress.  He  died  Friday,  July 
30,  in  the  St.  Margaret's  Hospital,  at 
Hammond,  Ind.  Funeral  services  were 
held  at  9  a.  m.  on  August  2,  1954,  at 
St.  Victor's  Church  in  Calumet  City,  111. 

Mr.  Buckley  was  bom  May  15,  1894,  in 
Saginaw,  Mich.  He  has  lived  in  the  area 
of  the  Illinois  Fourth  Congressional  Dis- 
trict for  approximately  35  years.  He 
was  engaged  in  real  estate  and  building 
business  in  the  Calumet  region  for  more 
than  20  years. 

While  Mr.  Buckley  was  my  predeces- 
sor in  the  Congress,  it  was  not  my  privi- 
lege to  meet  him  on  numerous  occasions. 


However,  we  have  many  friends  l^  com- 
mon, and  the  esteem  in  which  be  was 
held  by  residents  of  the  Fourth  Congres- 
sional District  certainly  testifies  to  his 
congenial  disposition  and  his  ability  to 
serve  his  fellow  men.  In  the  House  of 
Representatives,  he  stood  flrmliy  for 
various  types  of  legislation  which  i  aimed 
to  better  the  conditions  of  ttie  itk>rking 
classes.  His  passing  is  a  matter  Of  deep 
regret  to  all  of  us. 

Mr.  Buckley  has  lifted  the  veil  of  mys- 
tery and  gone  to  the  great  beyond.  It  is 
fitting  that  we  pause  at  Uiis  time  in 
respect  to  his  memory. 

Mr.  KLUCZYNSKI.  Mr.  Spealoer.  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McVEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  KLUCZYNSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  it 
was  my  privilege  to  know  the  late  Jamea 
V.  Buckley  prior  to  the  time  he  was 
elected  as  Congressman  from  the  Fourth 
District  of  Illinois.  He  was  reared  on  a 
farm  and  educated  in  the  public  schools 
of  Saginaw  County,  Mich.  For  a  Dumber 
of  years  he  was  engaged  in  the  real  estate 
and  buildinr  business  in  Chicago.  He 
was  very  active  in  labor  work  afid  was 
president  of  local  714.  United  Automo- 
bile Workers,  CIO. 

He  was  a  personable  individual  who 
fought  vigorously  in  behalf  of  the  work- 
ing people  of  his  district.  In  liis  pftiwing 
the  city  and  State  have  lost  an  outstand- 
ing man. 

To  his  family  I  extend  my  deepest 
sympathy. 

nt    MXMOBIAIC  I 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  lUinois.    Mr.  St)eaker, 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objjection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois?  j 

There  was  no  objection.  I 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  have  never  been  able  to  understsind  the 
pattern  of  life.  Today  dear  friends  are 
with  us  in  the  alternating  joys  atid  dis- 
appointments of  human  lives,  and  to- 
morrow they  lie  quiet  in  eternal  slumber. 
All  of  us  in  our  respective  turns  Will  fol- 
low the  westward  course  droppiilg  over 
the  horizon  that  divides  the  finite  from 
the  infinite.  But  the  order  of  our  going 
is  not  within  the  zone  of  either  our  reck- 
oning or  our  understanding. 

I  came  to  the  81st  Congress  with  Jim 
Buckley.  Three  of  our  colleagues  from 
Illinois,  beloved  friends  of  mine,  passed 
on — Ralph  Church,  Martin  Gorski.  and 
A.  J.  Sabath — and  to  me  with  the  passing 
of  each  of  these  dear  friends  my  world 
narrowed. 

Now  Jim  Buckley  has  gone  to  join  the 
others  in  that  wider  sphere  of  richer 
service  to  which  from  the  tris^  and 
tests  of  our  sojourn  on  earth  We  are 
graduated. 

But  it  is  hard  for  me  to  realUe  that 
Jim  Buckley  has  gone.  He  alwaiys  was 
so  big.  so  strong,  so  vibrant.  It  seems 
but  yesterday  that  his  rich  voicte  rang 
out  with  warm  cordiality  his  greetting  of 
me  as  Bart.  I  never  had  been  called 
by  that  abbreviation  of  my  name.  I 
never  had  had  a  nickname,  and  I  sup- 
pose that  somewhere  deep  within  ine  and 
undiscerned  by  me  was  the  longing  for 
a  nickname  sucA  as  possessed  by  those 


who  are  named  Rictiard  and  are  ad- 
dressed by  friends  as  Dick.  A  few  oth- 
ers of  my  colleague)  in  Uie  Slst  Congress, 
Clint  McKinnon  snd  Chester  Chesney 
among  them,  took  up  the  Bait  of  Jim 
Buckley's  creation. 

It  was  a  trivial  c^ircumstance.  But  it 
is  from  the  seeming  trivialities  of  human 
associations  that  ate  made  the  measures 
of  our  memories  of  departed  friends. 

Jim  Buckley  sened  one  term  in  this 
body.  He  was  tiappy  at  the  opportunity 
that  was  given  him  to  be  a  Member  of 
the  Congress  of  thi*  United  States.  He 
was  happy  becaus*;  his  life  had  been 
given  to  the  cause  of  labor,  and  here  in 
this  Chamber  he  fcund  the  opportunity 
to  serve  that  cause  in  a  broader  area.  No 
higher  tribute  could  be  paid  his  memory, 
nor  one  that  he  would  like  the  better, 
than  at  the  conclusion  of  his  congres- 
sional service  organised  labor  in  making 
its  appraisals  of  the  service  of  Members 
of  the  81st  Congress  gave  to  Jim  Buckley 
a  100-percent  rating. 

He  was  bom  in  Michigan,  a  farm  Iwy. 
Those  were  Uie  days  wlien  there  was 
little  or  no  machinery  on  the  farm. 
There  were  endless  hotu-s  of  hard  work 
that  had  to  be  done  at  the  cost  of  sweat 
and  aching  muscles.  It  was  not  a  boy- 
hood cushioned  foi  ease.  It  was  the 
rugged  boyhood  of  a  farm  boy  in  a  period 
when  a  farmer  was  left  to  shift  for  him- 
self and  to  take  a  1  the  gamble  w^ith 
weather,  pests,  and  :luctuatlng  markets. 
It  was  a  boyhood,  iiowever.  spent  in  a 
simple  farmhouse  lightened  and  en- 
riched lieyond  the  power  of  costly  fur- 
niture by  the  wholesome  atmosphere  of 
a  home  that  placed  its  faith  in  God  and 
in  fellow  men. 

He  came  to  Chicag aland,  was  married, 
children  were  bom.  and  he  was  iHtw- 
perous.  The  way  ahead  seemed  rosy. 
Then  the  great  depression  struck.  G^y 
those  who  experienced  the  terrors  of  that 
devastating  depression  can  grasp  the 
completeness  with  which  the  props  were 
knocked  from  under  the  generation  then 
in  the  prime. 

Jim  Buckley  took  i:  on  the  chin,  as  did 
the  others,  battling  t3  find  livelihood  for 
his  little  family  in  a  sea  of  economic 
sugnation.  but  smLing  always  in  the 
faith  that  soon  the  ccming'of  tomorrow's 
sun  would  break  the  darlcness  of  the 
night. 

The  enactment  ol  the  Wagner  Act, 
hailed  throughout  the  land  as  labor's 
Magna  Carta,  ushered  in  the  new  day 
when  hope  returned  and  again  the  sun 
5  hone  upon  our  country.  From  the 
darkness  of  the  night  of  the  depression 
came  the  dawning  of  a  new  day  when  at 
long  last  labor  was  fn?ed  of  the  stigma  of 
servitude  and  enthroned  with  the  dignity 
of  copartnership  with  management. 
thereafter  to  meet  with  employers  at  the 
conference  table  foi  determination  of 
common  problems. 

Jim  Buckley  threw  liis  talents  and  his 
devotion  into  the  work  of  marshaling 
the  workers  to  accept  the  challenge  of 
the  new  and  happier  order. 

He  came  to  Washington,  one  of  the 
crusaders  for  the  digrJty  of  labor,  mem- 
ber of  a  valiant  army  mustered  by  the 
votes  of  an  indlgnam  electorate  in  the 
election  of  1948.  It  wj^  pn  army  of  high- 
purposed  crusaders,  friends  and  cham- 


pions of  the  great  mass  of  American 
men  and  women  who  lived  by  toiL  It 
won  some  victories.  It  raised  the  mini- 
mum wage  to  75  cents  an  hour  and  vastly- 
increased  the  coverage.  It  greatly  en- 
riched the  benefits  of  social  security.  It 
did  very  much  indeed  to  contribute  to 
the  greater  oontentment  and  welfare  of 
the  American  people. 

But  It  failed,  disappointingly,  in  the 
main  objective  of  restoring  and  preserv- 
ing In  fulf  meastire  the  status  of  dignity 
and  copartnership  of  labor  with  man- 
agement blueprinted  in  lalMr's  Magna 
Carta — Um  Wagner  Act.  Jim  Buckley 
did  all  that  lie  cotild  do  and  labor  gave 
him  a   lOt-percent  rating. 

For  myself  and  my  colleagues  from 
Chicago  I  extend  to  the  widow,  the  sons, 
and  the  other  members  of  Jim  Bucidey's 
family  our  deepest  sympathy. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  imanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  In  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  waa  no  objection. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
wish  to  Join  with  my  colleagues  in  pay- 
ing tribute  to  the  Honorable  James 
Buckley,  of  Lansing,  HI.  The  news  of 
his  death  has  saddened  the  hearts  of  all 
those  who  knew  him.  It  was  my  privi- 
lege to  serve  with  Jim  Buckley  during 
the  81st  Congress.  During  those  2  years, 
he  aggressively  pressed  for  legislation 
which  would  benefit  the  worldng  people, 
not  only  in  his  district  in  Cook  County, 
but  the  entire  Nation  as  well.  Mr. 
Buckley  believed  in  the  principles  of  or- 
ganised labor  and  in  the  betterment  of 
woiicing  standards  for  all  men.  His 
votes  in  Congress  always  vlvkUy  reflected 
this  view.  He  was  an  unrelenting  op- 
ponent of  all  legislation  which  was  not 
in  the  interest  of  the  worldng  people 
of  this  Nation. 

James  Buckley  served  in  this  body 
with  distinction.  He  was  a  great  Ameri- 
can axui  a  Christian  gentleman.  His 
loss  will  be  keenly  felt  by  all  w^ho  served 
with  him.  To  his  wife  and  family  who 
loved  and  honored  him,  I  offer  my  sincere 
condolenoea. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  Speaker,  James 
Budkley  served  with  me  during  his  term 
of  Congress  as  a  member  of  the  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee. 
We  were  both  new  Members  of  the  Con- 
gress. I  appreciated  and  enjoyed  his 
fellowship  and  friendship.  In  many 
ways  James  Buckley  symbolised  the 
great  city  from  which  he  came.  He  was 
big  and  strong  like  Chicago.  He  was 
positive  and  forceful.  He  maintained 
his  position  with  vigor  and  with  assur- 
ance. His  direction  was  forward.  In 
him  the  great  poem  of  Carl  Sandburg 
"Chicago"  was  alive.  In  his  voice  was 
the  cry  of  the  poet  "Come  and  show  me 
another  city  with  lifted  head  so  singing 
proud  to  lie  aUve." 


ADJOURNMENT  OF  CONGRESS  A 
HUNDRED  YEARS  AGO  THIS  WEEK 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  dbnsent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute.  " 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objeetloa 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objeetlon. 

Mr.  BCULTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think 
we  can  stand  the  injeetion  of  a  wmrd 
of  levity  into  the  solemn  proeeedings  of 
this  very  deliberative  body.  Therefore, 
I  quote  an  item  appearing  in  last  Sun- 
day's New  York  Herald  Tribune  under 
the  heading  "A  Himdred  Years  Ago  This 
Week  in  the  New  York  Tribune."  It  is 
indeed  apropos: 

Congress  finally  adjoomed  yesterday  morn- 
ing.'immediately  after  meeting.  In- conse- 
quence of  a  breakdown  In  tbe  telegrapb.  w 
have  DO  details  of  tbe  dtapeBmion.  Um  wliols 
country  will  esperlanoe  a  grateful  aepsatton 
of  relief,  when  tbey  bear  tbat  tbelr  Reprt- 
sentatlves  have  really  separated. 


MODERNIZE  THE  FAIR  LABOR 
STANDARDS  ACT 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remaiks  at 
this  point  in  the  Rscoaa. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  fnxn 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  modernize 
the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act. 

The  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  he- 
came  effective  in  1938 — 16  years  ago. 

So  many  ehuiges  have  oocurred  sinee 
then,  that  the  time  spnaA  seems  more 
like  M  than  Ig.  Prices  and  wages  have 
left  1938  far.  far  behind.  The  Pah-  La- 
bor Standards  Act  of  that  year  is  hope- 
lessly out  of  date  and  out  of  touch  with 
present  conditions.  , 

To  bring  it  within  spoiling  dJstanoe 
of  reaUty.  I  have  introduced  a  bill  to 
raise  the  minimum  wage  from  75  cents 
to  $1.25  per  hour,  and  to  bring  •  milUoD 
more  workers  under  its  eoverage. 

Even  the  original  act  was  a  misnomer. 
Ijecause  its  true  intent  was  riddled^  by 
amendments. 

TOO  many  qiecial  pleaders  "got  out 
from  under." 

Most  of  us  recognise  that  a  few  indus- 
tries can  pay  a  mintmiim  higher  than 
the  $1.25  per  hour  that  is  proposed.  Un- 
der my  bill,  tripartite  industry  commit- 
tees are  authortzed  to  adjust  ttiese  par- 
ticular situations. 

New  legislation  is  required  to  reach 
those  employers  who.  under  one  pre- 
text or  another,  have  failed  to  declare 
their  employees  in  on  their  own  prog- 
ress. \ 

Ignoring  the  fact  that  average  hourly 
earnings  of  factory  workers  have  gone 
up  from  62  cents  to  $1.79  per  hour  dur- 
the  past  16  years. 

Refusing  to  admit  that  the  coat  ot  liv- 
ing for  lower  income  groups  has  in- 
creased 120  percent 

Blind  to  the  actual  minimum  wage 
of  $1.25  or  higher  that  prevails  in  Ameri- 
can industry  today. 

Brushing  aside  the  increasing  skQl 
and  experience  of  the  workers  which 
add  to  the  production  and  profits  ct 
the  employer. 

The  one-way  philooophy  that 
how  expected  that  undetpaU 
would,  by  some  miracle,  be  able  to  i 
the  purchases  that  would  support  a  hUh 
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level  «f  aconomir  activity  wu  tragically 
icpudlatad  in  1839. 

SulMtandard  wages  in  any  industiy 
have  a  way  of  pmaHilng  tbe  industry 
ttaelf.  Tbose  w)m>  oupose  reawmable 
ptognaB  tor  tbetr  emidoyew,  usually  be- 
<M>aie  victlflas  of  their  ofwn  abmrtsighted- 
neas.  Lack  of  recognition  oar  incentive 
eventually  drives  tbeir  best  employees 
into  other  fields.  Besistanee  to  change 
leads  to  alow  motiMi.  The  exploiters 
gain  an  initial  advantage,  but  lose  out 
in  the  long  run. 

In  the  meantime,  before  they  are 
brought  to  book,  they  have  harmed  their 
own  workers,  and  have  been  a  drag  upon 
progr^sstve  ttiunoycrs. 

I  recall  that  in  1960  ^hose  industries 
that  were  paying  lees  than  75  cents  per 
hour  voluntarily  Intnight  their  wages 
into  line  when  they  saw  that  Congress 
was  going  to  act  to  raise  the  statutory 
rate. 

The  anguished  cries  suddenly  sub- 
sided. 

They  were  able  to  pay  the  Increased 
minimum  all  along. 

The  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act,  if  it 
only  lived  up  to  the  economic  Justice 
Implicit  in  its  title,  would  protect  the 
wages  of  helpless,  unorganized,  and  de- 
pressed millions  who  depend  upon  the 
laws  of  this  Nation  to  prevent  slave 
labor. 

'  We  can  no  longer  afford  the  exemp- 
tions that  make  a  mockery  of  the  pres- 
'  ent  law. 

Our  economy  depends  upon  the  widest 
possible  q;>read  of  adequate  purchasing 
power. 

Any  evasion  of  this  teonomic  law 
weakens  our  genuine  domestic  security. 

Therefore  I  have  introduced  a  bill  to 
strengthen  FLSA,  to  prepare  the  ground- 
wnrk  and  to  stimulate  early  hearings 
by  the  Labor  Committees  of  the  House 
and  Senate  so  that  there  will  be  no  ex- 
cuse for  further  posUwnement  when  this 
vital  issue  is  brought  up  for  congres- 
sional action. 


AMERICAN  lylERCHANT  MARINE 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request*"^  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland?  \I>^ 

There  was  no  oS^etion. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Speaker.  S.  3233 
which  provides  for  transportation  on 
privately  owned  American-flag  vessels  of 
at  least  50  percent  of  the  United  States 
Government  financed  cargoes  represents 
years  of  concentrated  activity  to  insure 
a  fair  deal  for  our  hard-hit  American 
merchant  marine.  The  bill  has  passed 
the  Senate,  been  favorably  reported  out 
of  the  House  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries Committee  and  has  been  pending 
in  the  Rules  Committee  since  Jiily  22. 

I  feel  that  it  is  imperative  the  Rules 
Committee  at  least  report  this  vital  bill 
and  give  the  Members  of  the  House  a 
right  to  vote  on  the  legislation.  I  am 
100  percent  in  favor  of  the  measure,  and 
am  confident  that  if  the  bill  is  brought 
out  on  the  floor  it  will  pass  by  a  great 
majority. 


It  seems  to  me  it  is  shortsighted  in- 
deed, on  the  part  of  a  few.  to  keep  the 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  House 
who  are  in  favor  of  S.  3233  from  the 
right  to  vote  on  the  legislation. 

Time  is  of  the  essence.  I  urge  the 
Rules  Committee  to  bring  this  all  im- 
portant bill:— S.  3233 — to  the  floor  for 
a  vote. 

YUGOSLAV.  TURKISH.  AND  GREEK 
PACT 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objectien  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  with  very  real  pleasure 
that,  as  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
on  the  Near  East  and  Africa  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs,  I  call  your  at- 
tention to  the  pact  just  signed  between 
Yugoslavia.  Greece,  and  Turkey.  This. 
Mr.  Speaker,  means  more  than  is  appar- 
ent to  the  casual  reader.  Looking  back 
over  the  years  as  I  do  to  the  long  history 
of  wars  in  the  Balkans  and  between 
Greece  and  Turkey,  it  is  almost  incred- 
ible that  bitterness  and  siispicion  should 
have  given  way  to  the  mutual  respect 
and  understanding  necessary  to  suoh  an 
agreement.  It  spealcs  well  for  the  states- 
manship of  the  leaders  of  these  three  na- 
tions that  this  should  have  been  accom- 
plished in  spite  of  previous  antagonisms 
and  wide  differences  of  their  social  and 
political  backgrounds.  It  spealcs  well  for 
the  understanding  of  their  people  oif  the 
need  for  unity  and  strength  if  freedom 
is  to  be  protected  not  only  in  the  Western 
World  but  in  the  world  as  a  whole. 
Surely  this  pact  is  indeed  another  link 
in  the  ever-growing  strength  of  the  de- 
fenses of  our  free  world. 


COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 

BAr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  file  minority  views,  report  No. 
2851.  

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Walter]' 

There  was  no  objection.  I 

EXPENSES  OF  SELECT  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  MORANO.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direc- 
tion of  the  Committee  on  House  Admin- 
istration I  call  up  House  Resolution  701 
and  ask  luianimous  consent  for  its  im- 
mediate consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved.  That  the  expenses  of  condtlctlng 
the  investigation  authorized  by  House  Reso- 
lution 549,  83(1  Congress.  Incurred  b}  the 
Select  Committee  To  Investigate  and  Study 
Benefits  Provided  Under  Federal  Law  for  the 
Surviving  Dependents  of  Deceased  Members 
and  Former  lismbers  of  the  Armed  PDrces. 
not  to  exceed  $20,000  including  exf^ndltures 
for  tbe  employment  of  such  experts,  sfieclal 
counsel,  and  sucb  clerical  stenographic,  and 
otber  assistants  shall   be   paid  out  ot   the 


contingent  fund  of  the  House  on  vouchers 
authorized  by  said  committee  and  Signed  by 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  and  ap- 
proved by  the  Conunlttee  on  Hotiaf  Admin- 
istration. 

Sec.  2.  The  official  stenograpbcra  to  com- 
mittees may  be  used  at  all  bearinpi  held  In 
the  District  of  Columbia.  If  not  otherwise 
engaged. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  t^.  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


AMENDMENT  TO  SECTION  709,  TITLE 
18,  UNITED  STATES  CODE 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  bill  (B.  3760) 
to  amend  section  709  of  title  18.  United 
States  Code,  so  as  to  protect  the  name  of 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  from 
commercial  exploitation. 

The  Clerk  read  the  UUe  of  the  bUl. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois I  Mr.  Reed]? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  709  of 
Utle  18.  United  States  Code,  la  amended  by 
Inserting  immediately  after  the  elgbth  para- 
graph thereof  a  new  paragraph  as  follows: 

••Whoever,  except  with  the  written  permis- 
sion of  the  Director  of  the  Federal  bureau  of 
Investigation,  knowingly  uses  the  words  "Fed- 
eral Bureau  of  Investigation'  or  ttte  IniUals 
'FBI.'  or  any  colorable  Imitation  of  such 
words  or  initials.  In  connection  with  any 
advertisement,  circular,  book,  pamphlet,  or 
other  publication,  play,  motion  picture. 
broadcast,  telecast,  or  other  production.  In 
a  manner  reasonably  calculated  <o  convey 
the  impression  that  such  adverttseaient,  cir- 
cular, book,  pamphlet,  or  other  puibltcatton, 
play,  motion  picture,  broadcast,  telecast,  or 
other  production,  is  approved,  endorsed,  or 
authorized  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Inves- 
tigation; or". 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

A  similar  House  bill  (H.  R.  9921)  was 

laid  on  the  table. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


PROVIDING  PAYMENT  OF  FEES  TO 
COUNSEL  ASSIGNED  TO  REPRE- 
SENT INDIGENT  DEPENDENTS  IN 
FELONY  CASES 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  immedi- 
ate consideration  of  the  bill  <H.  R. 
10158)  to  provide  for  the  payment  of 
fees  to  counsel  assigned  to  represent  in- 
digent defendants  in  felony  cases. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  sectloi}  3006  of 
title  18.  United  States  Code,  is  aniended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"i  3006.  Fees  for  counsel  assigned  to  Indi- 
gent defendants 
"Whenever  a  district  court  assigns  counsel 
to  represent  an  indigent  defendant  charged 
with  a  felony,  the  court  may  ailow  to  each 
such  counsel,  upon  the  termination  of  tbe 


services  rendered,  »  fee  of  not  to  exceed  the 
following  amounts,  namely: 

•*(  1 )  Where  tbe  defendimt  la  charged  with 
an  oSenae  punishable  by  deetli.  easo: 

"(3)  Where  the  defendant  is  charged  wltb 
any  other  felony,  aiOO.** 

SBC.  2.  The  analysis  of  chapter  301  of  title 
18.  United  States  Code.  Is  amended  by  strik- 
ing out  Item  SOOe  and  Inserting  In  Its 
place  the  following  Item: 

-  3006.  Fees  for  counsel  a;«lgned  to  Indigent 
defendants". 

Sec.  3.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  to  the  United  States  courts,  out 
of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


AMENDMENT  TO  FLAMMABLE 
FABRICS  ACT 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3379)  to 
amend  the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act.  so  as 
to  exempt  from  its  application  fabrics 
and  wearing  apparel  which  are  not 
highly  flammable. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  and  I  shall  not  ob- 
ject, I  simply  take  this  time  to  point 
out  that  while  I  favor  an  amendment 
to  the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act,  I  do  not 
believe  this  bill  goes  far  enough.  In 
fact.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  Purtell  bill 
which  was  passed  by  the  Senate.  I  am 
hopeful  that  when  the  bill  goes  to  con- 
ference the  Senate  will  insist  on  its 
version  of  the  bill  and  that  that  is  the 
way  it  will  finally  pass.  I  withdraw  my 
reservation. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
aerving  the  right  to  object,  may  I  ask 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  if 
this  takes  care  of  the  textile  industry  in 
Massachusetts?  Apparently,  they  have 
reached  the  place  where  they  do  not 
know  exactly  where  they  are. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  This  amendment  Is 
Intended  to  reUeve  the  situation  in  re- 
gard to  certain  mills  that  manufacture 
sheer  articles.  There  is  only  a  very 
slight  change  which  ha.s  been  approved 
by  the  Department,  and  by  the  industry. 
I  know  of  no  objection  other  than  the 
one  indicated  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  I  Mr.  Klew]. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  This  matter  was 
referred  to  the  Department  of  Commerce 
or  to  some  department  in  the  Federal 
Govenunent  because  we  could  not  just 
exactly  agree  on  something.  All  I  want 
to  kn^  is  if  they  have  agreed  that  these 
so-called  flammable  things  are  manu- 
factured in  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Yes.  There  are  two 
mills  in  Massachusetts  and  two  In  Con- 
necticut. The  Department  of  Commerce 
and  the  textUe  industn  are  in  accord 
with  this  change  and  it  will  take  care 
of  the  situation  to  which  the  gentleman 
refers. 


Mr.  8EELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Rxcoao. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  rise  in  support  of  S.  3379.  as  amended 
by  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce.  This  bill  amends  the 
Flammable  Fabrlps  Act.  PubUc  Law  88, 
83d  Congress. 

The  purpose  of  the  act  is  to  properly 
protect  the  public  from  the  danger  sur- 
rounding the  use  of  wearing  apparel 
made  of  highly  flammable  textiles  of  the 
types  which  have  caused  either  bodily 
injury  or  death  to  numerous  individuals. 

The  major  problem  in  formulating  leg- 
islation to  control  the  use  of  dangerously 
flammable  textiles  is  to  distinguish  be- 
tween the  conventional  fabrics  that  pre- 
sent moderate  and  generally  recognized 
hazards  and  the  special  tjrpes  of  fabrics 
which  present  imusual  hazards  and  are 
highly  dangerous. 

Shortly  before  the  effective  date  of  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act — July  1.  1954 — 
representations  were  made  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce to  the  effect  that  certain  sheer 
fabrics,  such  as  organdies,  tulles,  and 
georgettes  which  have  been  used  with 
safety  by  the  American  consumer  for 
many  generations  failed  by  a  very  narrow 
margin  to  pass  the  4-second  burning  time 
prescribed  by  the  law. 

The  ban  on  such  fabrics  will  have  a 
very  serious  effect  on  the  manufacturers 
and  processors  of  these  sheer  fabrics. 

The  very  sheer  organdie  produced  by 
the  Baltic  Mills  Co.,  of  Baltic.  Conn.,  nor- 
mally represents  from  40  percent  to  50 
percent  of  its  total  production.  A  simi- 
lar organdie  produced  by  the  Ponemah 
MiUs.  of  Taftville,  Conn.,  represents  25 
percent  of  its  sheer-cotton  production. 

These  very  sheer  organdie  fabrics  have 
been  made  for  more  than  50  years  with* 
out  criticism  as  to  their  flammability. 

The  discontinuance  of  production  of 
this  sheer  organdie  would  remove  from 
the  market  a  fine  textile  which  for  gen- 
erations has  been  used  safely  in  the  man- 
ufacture of  women's  and  children's 
clothing. 

The  discontinuance  of  production  in 
this  line  would  cause  additional  hardship 
to  the  many  workers  who  for  generations 
have  been  employed  in  these  mills  and 
processing  plants. 

I  am  advised  that  the  textiles  produced 
by  these  firms  would  pass  the  flamma- 
bihty  test  conducted  in  accordance  with 
Commercial  Standard  191-53.  providing 
the  burning  time  is  lowered  from  4  sec- 
onds to  3^  secoiuis. 

This  proposed  bill,  as  amended,  is  sup- 
ported by  the  Textile  Workers  Union  of 
America,  by  the  executive  departments  of 
the  Government,  and  by  industry. 

If  the  law  is  amended  in  accordance 
with  the  reported  bill,  this  organdie  and 
similar  textiles  would  be  permitted  to 
move  in  ocmuneroe.  Production  and  em- 
ployment would  be  continued.  The  pub- 
lic would  still  be  adequately  protected 
against  the  highly  flammable  textiles 
used  In  wearing  apparel  which  have 
caused  bodily  injury  and  death. 


Mr.  CEUJER.  Mr.  Speaker,  further 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  sponsor  of  the  bill  whetho: 
this  bill  exempts  scarves? 

Mr.  HESELTON.  No;  It  does  not. 
The  committee,  in  Its  report.  <pi1V^tw! 
that  they  did  not  feel  that  aeanrea 
should  be  exempted.  Not  all  silk  scaiTea 
are  presently  banned,  only  silk  scai-vea 
which  are  unable  to  meet  the  test,  the 
requirements  under  this  law,  which  are 
very  light  scarves. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Did  not  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce  ask  that  scarves  be 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  tbe  act? 

Mr.  HESELTON.  It  is  my  rao(dlac- 
tion  that  at  one  stage  the  Department 
did  indicate  they  thought  scarves  should 
be  exempted,  but  later  took  a  different 
position,  and  now  do  not  recommend  it. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  want  to  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  I  was  given  a  different 
impression. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  I  beg  the  gentle- 
man's pardon.  I  withdraw  that  They 
did  not  change  their  position. 

Mr.  CELLER.  They  are  still  onpoeed 
to  the  fact  that  scarves  were  not 
excluded? 

Mr.  HESELTON.  That  is  my  under- 
Standing. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  want  to  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  there  is  a  very  substan- 
tial industry  Involved  in  this  bill,  par- 
ticularly as  it  refers  to  scarves,  and 
those  that  handle  scarves  in  my  city  of 
New  Y(H-k  are  greatly  embarrassed  by  this 
act  and  will  continue  to  be  Mnbarrassed 
unless  scarves  are  excluded.  For  that 
reason,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  there  should 
be  full  and  mature  debate  on  a  biU  of 
this  character  and  It  should  not  be  eon- 
sidered  in  this  fashion.  For  that  reason 
I  must  object 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  please  withhold  his  objection? 

Mr.  CELLER.    Certainly. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  May  I  say  that  I  hftv6 
been  very  close  to  this  situatioa  I  have 
been  in  contact  with  the  representatives 
of  the  industry  in  New  Yoiic.  and  whUe 
I  agree  with  the  gentleman  that  scarves 
should  be  excluded.  I  hope  the  gentle- 
man will  not  object,  because  we  are 
hopeful,  if  we  can  pass  this  bill,  it  will 
at  least  be  a  start  This  is  better  than 
nothing,  and  we  are  hopeful,  if  it  gets 
over  to  the  Senate,  that  in  conference 
we  will  get  much  more  than  this.  If  the 
gentleman  objects.  I  am  afraid  that  we 
will  get  no  legislation  at  all  at  this  pointy 
and  then  we  will  all  be  badly  off. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  appreciate  the  atti- 
tude of  the  gentleman  from  New  Yozic, 
and  I  am  most  anxious  always  to  co- 
operate with  him,  and  with  the  rank- 
ing minority  member  of  the  distin- 
guished Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce,  the  gentleman  from 
Teimessee  [Mr.  PrixstI.  Can  we  get 
some  assurance  from  those  on  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle  that  they  will  seek,  say, 
in  the  next  Congress,  to  exempt  scarves 
from  the  operation  of  this  act? 

Mr.  HESELTON.  I  certainly  thhik 
that  the  committee  will  be  glad  to  give 
further  consideration  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  CELLER.  That  is  not  the  answer 
I  am  seeking.  Does  the  gentleman  him- 
self feel  that  scarves  sheuld  be  excluded? 

Mr.  HESELTON.    In  my  ofdnion.  no^ 
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Ifr.  CKULER.-  Well.  then.  I  do  not 
ttilnk  we  will  get  anything  out  of  the 
MOferenee.  I  will  say  to  the  gentU>man 
from  New  Yoric,  who  seemed  to  imply 
that  If  the  matter  went  to  conference, 
we  might  be  aUe  to  get  some  apprecia- 
ble results  and.  failing  that,  in  the  next 
sesaiaa  we  might  get  scanres  eliminated. 
Apparently  those  who  control  the  destiny 
td  the  committee  now  will  not  help. 
Mayhap  they  will  not  have  control  in 
the  next  Congress.  N<metheless.  we  are 
taking  a  cfaanee  in  case  they  are  in  con- 
trol, that  they  will  not  help  us  in  this 
maUer. 

Iff.  KLEIN.  I  would  like  to  point  out 
that  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate, 
l^ileh  was  introduced  by  Senator 
PuxTBX,  of  Connecticut,  specifically 
provided— and  if  I  am  incorrect.  I 
think  a  m«nber  of  the  staff  will  cor- 
rect me — that  scarves  should  be  excluded 
fnmi  the  (operation  of  this  act,  which  is 
what  I  favor  and  which  I  think  the  gen- 
tleman favors.  There  is  no  reason  in  the 
world  why  scarves  should  not  be  ex- 
cluded. They  are  detachable.  The  his- 
tory of  this  legislation  is  that  some 
deaths  were  caused  by  the  burning  of 
suits  of  some  kind  worn  by  youngsters. 
It  was  never  intended  that  scarves 
should  be  included  in  the  prohibition. 
However.  I  think  the  gentleman  should 
get  the  assurance  to  take  it  up  at  the 
next  session  from  this  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CELI^Sl.  All. right  May  I  get 
the  assurance  of  the  gentleman  traai 
Tenneaaee  [Mr.  Paissrl  who  will  scon 
ondoabiedly  be  chairman? 

Mr.  FRIBST.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gen- 
Uemaa  firom  New  York  [Mr/  Cxmn]  of 
eounw  Is  speculating  at  this  point.  I 
can  assiu^  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
that  so  far  as  our  side  of  the  ccnnmittee 
Is  coneemed  we  are  greatly  interested 
in  the  question  he  has  asked.  I  feel,  how- 
ever, that  a  determination  of  what  might 
happen  in  another  session  of  Congress 
should  not  at  this  time  enter  into  the 
question  of  whether  this  bill  should  be 
passed  and  sent  to  conference  at  this 
time.  I  shall  confer  privately  with  the 
gentleman  about  tmy  possibility  of  what 
may  happm  in^  another  session  of  Con- 
gress. 

Mr.  CBLLXR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  with- 
draw my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [BCr.  Heskltoh]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bin,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  Thmt  the  Plammabl* 
Fabrics  Act  (67  Stat.  Ill;  15  U.  8.  C.  sees. 
llOl-iaOO)   U  amexKled  aa  foUows: 

(1)  In  section  2  (d)  after  tlie  comma 
foUowlng:  "liata,  glovea"  Insert  "aearfs  made 
of  plain  aurfaee  fabrics";  and  (2)  after  sub- 
aection  (b)  of  section  4  Insert  the  follow- 
ing: 

"(c)  Notwithstanding  tbe  provlsiona  of 
Commercial  Standard  191-63.  setting  forth 
the  conditions  under  which  samples  of  fab- 
rics and  articles  of  wearing  apparel  are  to 
be  tested,  the  tests  shall  be  made  upon 
eamples  which  after  having  been  previously 
clrtod  are  conditioned  to  equlUbrlimi  In  the 
standard  textUe-testlng  atmosphere  of  65 
pczvent  relative  humidity  and  70*  F." 


With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
Insert  "Tliat  section  4  of  the  Plamtxutble 
Fabrics  Act  (15  U.  S.  C.  sec.  U93)  is  Hereby 
amended  by  inserting  at  the  end  tberetf  the 
following   subsection: 

•**(c)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  3.1  Commercial  Standard  191-53. 
textUes  free  from  nap,  pile,  tufting,  flock,  or 
other  type  of  raised  fiber  sxirf  ace  when  tested 
as  described  in  said  standard  shall  be  classi- 
fied as  class  1.  normal  fiammabiUty,  wb^n  the 
time  of  fiame  spread  Is  3*/]  seconds  or  more, 
and  as  class  3,  rapid  and  intense  burning, 
when  the  time  of  flame  spread  is  less  than 
314  seconds.'" 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
xinanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want 
to  make  a  brief  explanation  of  this  bill 
which  provides  for  a  simple  amendment 
to  the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act.  The 
amendment  would  permit  plain  surface 
fabrics  which  burn  in  3  ^/^  seconds  when 
tested  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  this 
law  to  qualify  as  "safe"  fabrics.  They 
would  not  be  prohibited  for  use  in  wear- 
ing apparel.  The  present  minimum 
permissible  burning  time  is  4  seconds. 

The  law  will  retain  the  4-second  burn- 
ing time  for  textiles  which  have  f  nap, 
pile,  tufting,  or  other  type  of  raised  fiber 
surface.  They  will  have  to  meet  the 
present  requirement  of  the  law  and  the 
bill  does  not  attempt  to  affect  these 
textiles  at  all. 

The  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Ckunmerce  was  advised  that  fabrics 
made  of  plain  surface  bum  with  a  lesser 
degree  of  intensity  as  compared  with  the 
raised  fiber  surface  textiles,  and  that  the 
binning  time  for  the  former  fabrics  may 
be  lowered  without  reducing,  to  any  sig- 
nificant degree,  the  protection  to  the 
pubUc  which  the  Congress  sought  to  pro- 
vide by  the  enactment  of  the  Flammable 
Fabrics  Act. 

The  purpose  of  this  act  is,  of  oourse, 
to  protect  the  public  from  the  danger 
surrounding  the  use  in  wearing  apparel 
of  highly  flammable  textiles  of  the  types 
which  have  caused  either  bodily  Injury 
or  death  to  numerous  individuals. 

This  act  becsime  Public  Law  88  of  the 
present  Congress  on  Jime  30,  1953.  The 
Congress  provided  that  the  law  Aould 
take  effect  1  year  after  the  date  of  Its  en- 
actment. The  effective  date  was  post- 
poned for  1  year  in  order  to  give  the  tex- 
tile industry  adequate  time  to  dispose  of 
stocks,  to  obtain  the  testing  machinery 
and  develop  the  necessary  skills  to  con- 
duct the  flammability  tests. 

Shortly  before  this  law  was  scheduled 
to  take  effect,  there  was  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  Congress  the  fact  that 
certain  textiles,  which  have  been  In  use 
in  this  cotmtry  for  many  decades  with- 
out any  history  of  unusual  fiammability 
characteristics,  were  barred  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act. 
Included  among  these  ineligible  textiles 
are  certain  organdies,  georgettes^  and 
tulles. 


Two  textile  mills  in  New  England  are 
especially  hard  hit  by  this  law.  The 
Baltic  Mills,  of  Baltic,  Conn.,  normally 
produces  between  40  and  50  percent  of 
its  total  volume  of  production  very  sheer 
organdie  which  fails  to  meet  the  present 
flammability  test  by  a  very  narrow  mar- 
gin. A  similar  organdie  produced  by  the 
Ponemah  Mills,  of  Taftville,  C()nn.,  also 
fails  to  meet  the  test.  Other  mills  in 
Massachusetts  are  similarly  affected. 
Discontinuance  of  production  of  these 
very  sheer  textiles  will  mean  depriving 
the  American  people  of  a  product  used 
in  the  manufactuie  of  ladies'  and  chil- 
dren's dresses.  It  would  mean  Increased 
unemployment  in  the  mills  an4  process- 
ing plants. 

These  grave  consequences  are  undesir- 
able as  well  as  unnecessary.  The  com- 
mittee is  convinced  that  so  far  as  these 
very  sheer  textiles  are  concerned,  the 
present  law  is  unduly  harsh. 

The  National  Bureau  of  Standards, 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  and  the 
textile  industry  favor  a  reduction  in  the 
burning  time  of  these  plain-surface  fab- 
rics from  4  seconds  to  SVa  seconds.  No 
one  would  be  hurt  by  this  amendment. 
B^veryone  would  stand  to  gain.  And  the 
public  would  still  be  adequately  protect- 
ed against  textiles  which  are  so  highly 
flammable  as  to  be  dangerous  when 
worn  by  the  individual. 

I  urge  the  House  to  pass  this  bill. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Rkcokp. 

The  ^^EAKER.  Is  there  objiection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
little  over  a  year  ago  the  C^ongress  passed 
the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act,  and  it  was 
approved  by  the  President  on  June  30, 
1953.  This  act  was  the  culminlition  of  g 
years  of  continuous  and  very  careful 
study  by  the  Congress  and  the  textile  in- 
dustry and  trade  for  a  law  to  protect  the 
public  from  the  danger  surrounding  tho 
use  in  wearing  apparel  of  highly  flam- 
mable textiles  of  the  types  wttlch  have 
caused  either  bodily  injury  or,  death  to 
numerous  individuals. 


HISTORT    or   LKGISLATION' 

Bills  to  prohibit  the  transportation  in 
interstate  commerce  of  highly  flammable 
fabrics  and  wearing  apparel  were  intro« 
duced  in  the  House  beginning  with  the 
79th  Congress,  1st  session.  194(.  In  the 
80th  Congress  your  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce  h(ld  exten- 
sive hearings  on  three  flammable  fabrics 
bills,  namely.  H.^.  505,  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Canvieu)]:  H.  R. 
601.  by  the  gentleman  from  (California 
[Mr.  Johnson];  and  H.  R.  IIU.  by  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  ArnouI. 
Similar  bills  were  introduced  during  the 
81st  and  82d  Congresses.  In  the  82d 
Congress  the  Senate  passed  unanimously 
on  July  3,  1952,  8.  2918,  a  bill  Similar  in 
many  respects  to  H.  R.  5069,  of  the  83d 
Congress,  which  was  enacted  into  law. 
S.  29lft  was  reported  by  your  Oommittee 
on  July  4.  1952.  The  House  took  no 
action  on  that  bill  prior  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  Congress  on  July  7, 1952. 


195  J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  --  HOUSE 


13955 


On  April  16.  28.  and  29.  1053,  your 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  held  public  hearings  on  flve 
similar  bills.  H.  R.  389.  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr  CAHraLD);  H.  R. 
2768.  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
( Mr.  WoLvxRTow] ;  H.  R.  3851,  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  Jeraiy  [Mr.  Cakfiku)]  ; 
H.  R.  4159.  by  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  Johnson];  and  H.  R  4500. 
by  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
WrLLiAics].  The  principal  objective  of 
these  bills  is  to  prohibit  the  introduction 
or  movement  in  inten^tate  commerce  of 
articles  of  wearing  apparel  and  fabrics 
which  are  so  highly  flammable  as  to  be 
dangerous  when  worn  by  individuals. 
H.  R.  5069  was  introduced  by  me,  as 
chairman  of  the  committee,  and  at  the 
direction  of  the  committee,  as  a  "clean" 
b^ll  as  a  result  of  the  committee  hearings 
and  after  executive  consideration  of  all 
of  the  bills  pendmg  before  the  commit- 
tee. This  bill  was  passed  unanimously 
by  the  House  on  June  3. 1953,  by  the  Sen- 
ate on  June  18.  1953.  iind  was  approved 
by  the  President  on  June  30.  1953 — Pub- 
he  Law  88.  83d  Congress.  This  act  took 
effect  on  July  1.  1954. 

Every  witness  who  t*^stifled  before  the 
committee,  without  i?xception.  repre- 
senting virtually  all  segments  of  the  tex- 
tile industry  and  trade,  urged  prompt 
and  effective  Federal  legislation  to  pro- 
tect the  public  from  the  dangers  of 
highly  flammable  wearing  apparel  and 
fabrics  used  in  weanng  apparel,  and 
supported  these  bills  in  principle.  More- 
over, the  ccmunlttee  was  urgently  re- 
quested to  take  prompt  action  on  this 
legislation.  It  was  pointed  out  that  if 
this  legislation  was  not  enacted,  a  variety 
of  State  and  local  regulations  lacking 
in  uniformity  might  very  well  ensue.  It 
seemed  obvious  that  uniformity  of  regu- 
lation in  this  matter  was  necessary. 

Testimony  in  support  of  legislation  on 
this  subject  was  received  from  the  Fed- 
eral Trade  Commission,  the  National 
..  Cotton  Council  of  America,  the  National 
Retail  Dry  Goods  Association,  the  Tufted 
Textile  BCanufacturers  Association,  the 
Society  of  the  Plastics  Industry,  the 
Rayon  and  Acetate  Fiber  Producers,  and 
others. 

It  should  be  cle-r  frcm  what  has  been 
said  that  this  act  had  the  unanimous 
approval  of  everyone  concerned  with  this 
problem.  The  effective  date  of  this  law 
was  postponed  for  1  yes  r  in  order  to  give 
the  industry  and  trade  adequate  time  to 
make  the  necessary  inventory  and  tech- 
nical adjustments. 

IXAMMABnjn-    TSST 

The  major  problem  in  formulating 
legislation  to  control  th^e  use  of  danger- 
ously flammable  textiles  Is  to  discrimi- 
nate between  the  conventional  fabrics 
that  present  moderate  and  generally 
recognized  hazards  and  the  special  types 
of  fabrics  which  present  unusual  hazards 
and  are  highly  dangerous. 

The  rate  of  burning  of  a  garment  or 
other  textile  product  depends  upon  the 
kind  of  fiber,  the  finishing  materials 
present,  the  structure  of  tfie  yam  and 
fabric,  and  such  circumstances  as  the 
relative  humidity.  In  general,  wool  tex- 
tiles ignite  and  bum  with  difficulty  while 
cotton  and  rayon  ignite  and  bum  more 


readily.  The  major  hazards  arise  from 
certain  cotton  or  rayon  fabrics  having 
fuzzy  or  f urlike  surfaces  which  fla^  and 
bum  with  exceeding  rapidity.  Most 
synthetic  textUes  melt  when  heated  and 
the  molten  material  Is  capable  of  pro- 
ducing serious  bums  on  coming  in  con- 
tact with  the  skin. 

Section  4  of  the  Flammable  Fabrics 
Act  preserlbes  the  standards  of  flam- 
mability. Commercial  Standard  191- 
53,  promulgated  by  the  Secretary  of 
Cooamerce.  effective  January  30.  1953, 
prescribes  the  standard  for  flammability 
of  clothing  textiles  and  Commercial 
Standard  192-63,  promulgated  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  effective  May  22, 
1953.  prescribes  the  standard  of  flam- 
mability for  vinyl  plastic  fllm. 

The  flammability  test  provided  in  the 
Commercial  Standard  191-53  makes  use 
of  strips  of  fabric  2  by  6  inches  in  dimen- 
sion. These  strips  are  washed,  cleaned, 
and  dried  to  a  bone-dry  condition  in  a 
prescribed  manner.  The  test  consists  of 
measuring  the  buming'^ime  in  seconds 
when  the  test  piece  Is  mounted  in  a 
specially  designed  apparatus,  called  a 
flammability  tester,  and  a  flame  is  ap- 
plied in  a  prescribed  manner.  Fabrics 
with  a  flame  spread  of  more  than  7 
seconds  are  classed  as  having  normal 
flammability.  Those  with  a  flame  spread 
of  less  than  4  seconds  are  classed  as  rapid 
and  intense  burning,  while  those  burn- 
ing in  4  to  7  seconds  are  rated  as  having 
intermediate  flammability.  This  act 
prohlMts  the  introduction  or  movement 
m  interstate  commerce  of  those  fabrics 
which  are  classed  as  rapid  and  intense 
burning  fabrics. 

Commercial  Standard  192-53  is  the 
industry-approved  standard  with  re- 
spect to  vinyl  plastic  film.  Such  film  is 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  various 
articles  of  wearing  apparel  such  as  rain- 
coats, capes,  hoods,  pants,  and  aprons. 
The  flammabiUty  test  is  prescribed  in 
paragraph  3.11  of  this  standard. 

tm  roi  kuxtmmrr 

Shortly  before  the  effective  date  of  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act  representations 
were  made  to  your  committee  and  the 
corresponding  Senate  committee  to  the 
effect  that  certain  sheer  fabrics,  such  as 
organdies,  tulles,  and  georgettes,  which 
have  tieen  used  with  safety  by  the  Amer- 
ican consumer  for  many  generations, 
failed  by  a  very  narrow  margin  to  pass 
the  4-second  burning  time  prescribed  in 
the  law  for  nonhighly  flammable  textiles, 
azKl  are  therefore  banned  under  this 
law.  It  is  imfortunate  that  representa- 
tives of  manufacturers  and  processors  of 
such  materials  were  not  awarfe  of  this 
difBculty  and  did  not  present  their  prob- 
lem to  the  Congress  during  the  time  that 
it  was  considering,  a  year  ago,  the  bills 
to  prohibit  the  introductioa  or  move- 
ment of  highly  flammable  fabrics  in  in- 
terstate commerce. 

Tour  committee  was  advised  that  the 
ban  on  such  fabrics  will  have  a  very 
signifleant  effect  on  the  manufacturers 
and  processors  of  these  sheer  fabrics. 
The  very  sheer  organdie  produced  by  the 
Baltic  Mills  Co.,  of  Baltic.  Conn.,  nor- 
mally represents  from  40  to  50  percent  of 
its  total  production.  A  similar  organdie 
produced  by  the  Ponemah  Mills,  of  Taft- 


ville. Conn.,  represents  25  percent  of  Its 
sheer-cotton  production.  The  discon- 
tinuance of  production  of  this  sheer 
organdie  would  remove  from  the  market 
a  \ery  fine  textile  used  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  women's  and  children's  dresses, 
that  would  be  dUBcult  to  replace.  It 
would  also  cause  unemployment  in  the 
mills  and  the  processing  plants. 

Your  committee  understands  that  the 
textiles  produced  by  these  firms  would 
pass  the  flammabiUty  test  Conducted 
in  accordaiM^  with  the  law  providing  the 
burning  time  is  lowered  from  4  seconds 
to  3  >4  seconds.  If  the  law  is  amended 
in  accordance  with  the  reported  bin.  this 
organdie  and  similar  textiles  would  be 
permitted  to  move  in  commerce,  produc- 
tion and  employment  would  be  con- 
tinued, and  the  public  would  still  be  ade- 
quately protected  against  the  highly 
flammable  textUes  tised  in  wearing  ap- 
parel which  have  caused  bodily  injury 
and  death. 

The  Senate  approved  blU,  wfiich  your 
committee  amended,  proposed  to  add 
scarfs,  made  at  plain  surface  fabrics,  to 
the  other  articles  of  wearing  appard 
which  had  already  been  exempted  from 
the  provisions  of  the  Flammable  Fab];lcs 
Act.  namely,  certain  hats,  gloves,  and 
footwear.  The  bin  also  proposed  a 
change  in  the  conditions  luider  which 
samples  of  textiles  were  to  be  tested,  for 
flammability.  Instead  of  the  test  being 
conducted  in  a  bone-dry  condition,  as 
stipulated  in  Commercial  Standard  191- 
53.  which  is  the  standard  of  flammability 
set  forth  in  section  4  of  the  Flammable 
Fabrics  Act.  S.  3379  proiiosed  that  the 
samples  of  the  fabrics  to  be  tested  should 
first  be  dried  and  then  be  conditioned  to 
equUibrium  in  an  atmosphere  of  65  per- 
cent relative  humidity  and  70*  F. 

Shortly  after  the  bill  passed  the  Sen- 
ate, several  important  communications 
were  received  by  your  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce,  express- 
ing strong  oiq>o6ition  to  S.  3379.  Such 
communications  came  from  the  National 
Retail  Dry  Goods  Association,  the  Inter- 
national Association  of  Fire  Chiefs,  the 
State  fire  marshal  of  California,  the  In- 
ternational Ladies  Garment  Workers 
Union,  the  Textile  Workers  Union  of 
America,  the  Northern  California  Chap- 
ter of  the  Society  of  Fire  Protection 
Engineers,  and  even  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce  which  had  previously 
approved  this  bilL 

The  reason  for  this  opposition  was  the 
fact  that  further  tests  conducted  under 
the  formula  proposed  in  the  bill  produced 
results  that  were  greatly  disturbing  to 
the  safety  and  protection  of  the  public. 
If  enacted,  the  bill  would  have  the  effect 
of  greatly  weakening  the  flammability 
standard  by  as  much  as  300  to  MO  per- 
cent in  the  case  of  some  textiles. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  also 
withdrew  its  support  from  the  new 
flammability  testing  formula  proposed  in 
S.  3379.  as  introduced,  and  similar  House 
bills.  H.  R.  9193  and  H.  R.  9392.  In  his 
letter  of  June  16.  1954,  addressed  to  the 
chairman  of  your  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce,  Acting 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  Mr.  Walter  Wil- 
liams stated  in  part: 

The  bills  pending  before  your  commlttM 
would  resolve  this  aspect  of  the  problem  by 
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■aodifyias  th*  tMt  to  ptOfvUto  tlutt  tbe  ma- 
UfttMl  to  b*  tested  ahoukl  be  tested  when  it 
Is  tn  equUltetum  In  the  steadmrd  teetlng 
•tmoertMre  of  6S  percent  relAtive  bumldltf 
and  70*  fUirenlielt.  Under  tbe  wrtrtlng 
Btandaid  the  test  le  made  on  the  matertal  In 
an  eatreinriy  dry  oondltlon. 

In  eoimnnitlng  on  S.  837B  to  the  Commit* 
tee  on  Intentete  and  Vteelgn  Oonuneroe 
of  the  Senate  and  In  a  oommunleation  di- 
rected to  the  Gommlttee  on  Interetate  and 
Vorelgn  Oommorce  of  the  Houae,  dated  May 
14.  1054.  we  urged  that  theae  modlflcatlona 
enacted  Into  law.  We  have,  since  that 
time,  through  tests  which  have  been  con- 
ducted, determined  that  many  fabrics  with 
a  ralaed-41ber  surface,  when  tested  under  the 
standaria  testing  atmoaphore  prescribed  by 
S.  3379,  ahow  such  a  wide  dlaparlty  of  burning 
characteristics  as  to  raise  questions  concern- 
ing the  adequacy  of  the  proposed  revision 
as  a  saf^uard. 

It  Is  recommended  that  instead  of  testing 
fabrics  under  the  standard  testing  conditions, 
which  give  us  cfMicem  for  the  reasons  set 
forth  above,  a  mlnimuin  of  3  seconds  burn- 
ing time  be  established  for  plain-surface 
fabrics  and  that  the  4-8econd  minimum  be 
maintained  for  raised-surface  fabrics.  The 
tests  would  be  performed  under  the  dry  con- 
ditions eatabliahed  by  CS  191-53  as  presently 
Inoorpoirated  in  the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act. 
Hm  dlfferiences  in  burning  times  are  sulll- 
clently  Justified,  in  our  opinion,  by  the  more 
Intense  burning  of  the  raised-surface  fab- 
rics. We  are  advised  by  technical  experts  in 
the  field  of  .flammablllty  of  textiles  at  the 
National  Bureau  of  Standards  of  the  De- 
partment that  sheer  plain-surface  fabrics 
burning  within  tbeee  limits  have  been  in 
conventional  use  for  many  years  and  that 
most  of  these  fabrics  with  raised  surfaces 
which  have  q)p«uwntly  caused  recent  aocl- 
denta  because  of  their  unusual  flammablllty 
would  be  banned  by  the  4-8econd  limit  which 
remains  In  effect  for  such  fabrics. 

17m  various  proposals  to  avoid  the  real 
dllBeulty  with  respect  to  conventional  sheer 
plain-surface  fabrics  have  been  discussed 
thoroui^y  with  members  of  the  standing 
eommlttee  for  CS  191-68.  This  committee 
which  participated  actively  in  the  develop- 
ment of  the  standard  was  unanimous  in  the 
opinion  that  the  solution  herein  proposed 
would  provide  adequate  and  appropriate 
safeguarda  againat  fabrics  of  unusual  has- 
•rda  and  at  the  aame  time  allow  Interstate 
traffic  In  conventional  sheer  plain-surface 
fabrics  which  do  not  present  such  unusual 
hazards. 

The  recommendation  of  the  Acting 
Secretary  of  Commerce  that  a  minimum 
of  3  seconds'  burning  time  be  established 
for  plain-surface  fabrics,  while  main- 
taining    the     4-SeCOnd     minimum     for 

raised-surface  fabrics,  and  conducting 
the  tests  under  the  bone-dry  conditions 
established  by  CcMsmercial  Standard 
191-53,  was  explored  by  tbe  chairman 
of  your  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  with  many  Interested 
parties.  As  a  result  of  these  discussions 
and  communications,  it  develt^ied  that 
a  reduction  of  tbe  burning  time  from 
4  to  3^  seconds  for  plain-siu^ace  fab- 
xlcs  would  be  sufficient  to  qualify  as  safe 
those  sheer  fabrics  which  now  fall  to 
pass  the  flammability  requirements  un- 
der the  law  by  a  very  narrow  margin. 
Moreover,  the  view  was  expressed  that 
this  amendment  would  have  the  support 
of  the  cotton-textile  industry.  Your 
committee  was  also  assured  that  this 
reduction  in  burning  time  to  3^  seconds 
for  plain-surface  fabrics  would  not  ma- 
terially lessen  the  safety  to  the  public 
Which  th^  Congress  sought  to  provide 


by  the  enactment  of  the  Flammable 
Fabrics  Act. 

Tour  committee  is  convinced  that 
scarfs  should  be  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  the  law  just  as  any  other  item  of  wear- 
ing apparel.  They  can  be  as  much  a 
danger  to  human  safety  as  any  other 
improperly  protected  garments.  Scarfs 
are  worn  around  the  head  or  neck  and 
tied  on  with  a  knot  which  may  not  be 
easily  removable.  Once  ignited,  the 
danger  of  the  hair  catciiing  on  fire  is 
very  great.  The  scarfs  cannot  be  read- 
ily discarded  under  such  circumstances. 

It  should  be  emphasized  that  not  all 
the  silk  scarfs  are  presently  being  banned 
imder  the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act. 
The  only  silk  scarfs  which  are  unable 
to  meet  the  flammability  requirements 
under  this  law  are  the  very  lightwe^ht 
4-momme  and  lighter  scarfs.  The 
heavier  weight  silk  scarfs  of  5-momme 
weight  or  higher  would  generally  pass 
the  flammability  tests  under  the  preaent 
law. 

Handkerchiefs  up  to  24  inches  square, 
according  to  an  administrative  ruling  of 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission,  are  not 
articles  of  wearing  apparel  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act 
and  are,  therefore,  exempted  from  the 
provisions  of  this  law. 

I  urge  the  House  to  pass  the  Commit- 
tee-approved bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  amend  section  4  of  the  Flam- 
mable Fabrics  Act,  with  respect  to  stand- 
ards of  flammability  in  the  case  of  cer- 
tain texUles." 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


COBIMnTEE  ON  APFROPRIATIOINS 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consult  that  the  conferees 
on  the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Bill 
may  have  imtil  midnight  tomorrow 
night  to  file  a  conference  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection.  j 

RENEWAL  OF  AND  ADJUSTMENT  OF 
COMPENSATION    FOR    CARRYING 
MAIL  ON  WATER  ROUTES 
Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.     Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  361) 
to  provide  for  renewal  of  and  adjust- 
ment of  compensation  under  contracts 
for  carrying  mail  on  water  routes. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  biD. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 
the   request   of   the    gentleman    ftom 
Kansas?  , 

There  was  no  objection.  1 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows i 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  last  two  para- 
graphs of  section  3951  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes, as  amended  (39  U.  8.  C.  sec.  434).  is 
amended  by  Inserting  after  tbe  terms  "Star 
route  contract"  and  "star  route  contractor." 
the  terms  "inland  water  route  contract" 
and  "Inland  water  route  contractor,"  re- 
spectively. 


With  the  following  committee  Amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  Une  4.  strike  out  after  thie  figure 
*'434) ",  the  balance  of  Une  4.  lines  I  and  8. 
and  line  7  up  to  acd  including  the  word 
"respectively",  and  insert  "are  ameaded  by 
striking  out  the  words  'star-route  or  screen 
vehicle  service'  wherever  they  appear  in  such 
paragraphs  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
'star-route,  screen  vehicle  service,  of  Inland 
water-route'." 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  ia  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


PERMISSION  TO  EXTEND  REMARKS 
Mr.  McVEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
who  wish  to  do  so  may  extend  their 
remarks  in  the  Record  with  reference  to 
the  late  Mr.  Buckley,  following  the  re- 
marks of  Mr.  O'Hara  of  nhnois  and 
myself. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 
the    request    of    the    gentleman    from 
Illinois? 
There  was  no  objection. 


LABELING  OF  PACKAGES  CONTAIN- 
ING FOREIGN-PRODUCED  TROUT 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  1  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  for 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2033) 
relating  to  the  labeling  of  packages 
containing  foreign-produced  trout  sold 
in  the  United  States,  and  requiring  cer- 
tain information  to  appear  on  the 
menus  of  public  eating  places  serving 
such  trout. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  Itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  S.  2033.  with  Mr. 
Allen  of  Illinois  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Chairman. 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  (Mr. 
O'Hara  ]  will  handle  the  time  on  this  side. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota^  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  myself  5  minfites. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  was  conallderable 
debate  upon  the  rule,  and  I  should  like 
to  summarize  briefly  in  a  factual  way  the 
purpose  of  this  legislation. 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  protect  the 
public  by  requiring  Imported  tiK>ut,  as 
defined  in  the  bill,  to  be  labeled  as  trout 
and  identified  as  to  the  country  of 
origin  so  that  the  public  and  tliie  pur- 
chaser can  Identify  and  distinguish  im- 
ported trout  from  domestic  trout. 

The  reported  bill  will  serve  ^tiially 
three  objectives:  First,  to  protect  the 
public  and  consumer  against  deceptive 
and  unfair  practices  by  requiring;  truth- 
ful disclosure  of  the  origin  of  th*  trout; 
second,  to  protect  our  domestic  trdut  pro- 
ducers against  unfair  competltioiD  from 
foreign  producers  of  trout;  and  tjiird.  to 
protect  our  source  of  supply  for  stocking 


the  streams  of  the  Niition  with  game 
trout. 

Is  there  anything  wrong  with  protect- 
ing the  public  from  being  deceived  or 
being  misled  by  fraudulent  misrepre- 
sentation? Let  me  point  out  that  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  has  over  the  ^rears  brought  out 
similar  bills  with  an  identical  purpose. 
X  need  only  to  q?eak  of  the  Federal  label 
laws  covering  foods,  drugs,  and  cosmet- 
ics under  the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act;  the  widely  acclaimed  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939;  and  the 
Fur  Labeling  Act  of  Au;?ust  8,  1951.  All 
of  these  had  as  their  principal  purpose 
the  protection  of  the  public  and  the  pro- 
tection of  the  American  producer  as  well 
as  the  American  consumer. 

What  has  been  going  on  here?  I  wish 
some  of  my  friends  on  my  right  side 
would  eat  some  of  our  American  pro- 
duced Rocky  Mountain  trout,  rainbow 
trout,  and  perhaps  they  would  not  be 
quite  so  facetious  about  some  of  their 
suggestions  as  to  this  bill.  Those  peo- 
ple who  raise  trout  are  mostly  in  a  fam- 
ily-size farm  production  ot  domestic 
trout.  Most  of  them  a^e  a  family -size 
unit  operation,  and  the  total  mvestment 
of  these  people  is  perhap(<  every  cent  they 
have. 

They  are  confronted  with  furnishing  to 
the  Food  and  Game  Dei>artment  of  the 
48  States,  those  that  hav;  them,  at  least, 
the  flngerUngs  and  the  e;gs  for  the  pro- 
duction of  trout  that  are  planted  in  the 
streams  of  the  various  States.  On  top 
of  that  they  must,  in  order  to  make 
ends  meet,  sell  the  trout  they  produce 
for  eating  purposes.  They  have  been 
getting  their  throats  cut  by  the  tremen- 
dous importation  of  a  cheap,  foreign,  in- 
ferior type  of  flsh  into  this  country, 
which,  unfortunately,  too  many  of  the 
people  in  the  restaurant  business  are 
selling  as  Rocky  Mountain  trout — mis- 
labeUng  and  fraudulently  describing 
trout  which  in  no  was*  compares  to 
American  produced  trout.  They  can  buy 
this  cheaply  produced  imported  foreign 
trout  from  Japan  or  Denmark.  These 
people  can  buy  this  cheaply  produced 
foreign  trout  at  about  40  cents  a  pound 
less  than  the  American  produced  trout 
can  be  sold.  So  they  are  making  a  nice 
profit  in  doing  so.  I  know  that  most  of 
the  restaurant  people  are  decent,  fine 
people,  and  that  they  would  not  in- 
tentionally mislead  or  deceive  the  public, 
and  we  are  protecting  them  by  requiring 
these  importers  of  this  foreign  trout  to 
identify  and  mark  the  trout  whether  it 
is  1  fish  or  12  in  packages  and  to  iden- 
tify the  country  that  the  trout  is  im- 
ported from.  Is  there  ansrthlng  wrong 
about  that?  We  did  that  in  the  fur- 
labeling  bill  where  we  compelled  the 
fur  people  to  mark  and  identify  for  sales 
purposes  the  origin  of  the  fur. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  myself  8  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  very  simple 
bill.  The  purpose  of  it  has  been  well 
explained  by  my  colleague,  the  gentle- 
man from  Miimesota  (Mr.  O'Haka]. 
Now  it  becomes  a  question  of  whether  or 
not  you  want  the  public  to  be  advised  as 


to  what  they  are  eating  when  something 
is  put  before  them  which  is  labeled  trout 
such  as  Rocky  Moimtam  trout  or  some 
other  kiiKl  of  trout.  Not  only  that  but 
there  are  a  number  of  trout  producers  in 
this  country  and  everyone  of  tliem  who 
appeared  before  the  committee  was  in 
favor  of  this  bill  We  did  have  some 
opposition  to  the  bill  on  the  part  of  some 
restaurant  owners,  but  other  than  that 
so  far  as  the  pubUc  at  large  is  concerned. 
I  do  not  recall  much  opposition.  We 
have  letters  here  from  the  Izaak  Walton 
League  in  favor  of  this  bill.  We  have 
letters  from  the  National  Wildlife  Fed- 
eration in  favor  of  the  bill.  We  have  a 
communication  from  the  Sport  Fishing 
Institute,  of  Washington,  D.  C,  in  favor 
of  the  bilL  We  tiave  a  communication 
from  William  K  Rae.  editor  of  Outdoor 
Life.  We  have  a  letter  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  Fish  and  Game  of  the  State  of 
Idaho. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Miimesota.  Mr.  Chair- 
main,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.     I  yield. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  MUinesoU.  It  is  my 
understanding  that  the  Fish  and  Game 
Departments  of  38  States  have  endorsed 
tills  bill.  I  was  informed  of  Uiat  fact 
this  morning. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  I  do  not  re- 
call how  many  there  were,  but  I  presume 
the  gentlonan  is  absolutely  correct  when 
he  makes  that  statement  Certainly,  this 
is  not  an  mvasion  or  violation  of  any 
principle.  The  Cozigress  has  adopted 
similar  l^islation  with  reference  to  oleo- 
margarine. This  type  of  law  was  passed 
concerning  furs  and  wool.  There  are 
many  other  pieces  of  legislation  that  the 
Congress  has  passed  to  protect  the  pub- 
Uc. There  is  one  provision  here  that 
makes  certain  that  there  is  no  interfer- 
ence at  all  with  any  State  law.  I  believe 
it  is  section  3  of  the  bill  which  provides 
that  nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  con- 
strued as  authorizing  possession,  sale,  or 
serving  of  foreign  pn>duced  trout  in  any 
State  or  Territory  in  contravention  of 
the  laws  of  such  State  or  Territory.  So 
it  appears  to  me  that  there  cannot  be 
much  objection  to  the  passage  of  this 
bill.  Certainly  some  good  can  come  out 
of  it.  I  think  this  Congress  today  should 
give  favorable  consideration  to  the  pas- 
sage of  this  bill. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  have  been 
puzzled  to  know  how  you  are  going  to 
tell  the  difference  and  what  is  the  differ- 
ence— and  I  am  siure  the  gentleman 
being  an  expert  on  these  matters,  can  tell 
me — what  is  the  difference  between  the 
fish  that  is  spawned  in  the  United  States 
and  one  that  is  spawned,  say.  in  Canada, 
a  trout  now?  What  is  the  difference  be- 
tween these  trout?  How  can  you  tell  if 
you  eat  them? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  There  Is 
some  difference  in  the  flavor.  It  is  just 
like  ham.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman 
would  like  to  get  Virginia  ham  in  this 
WU.  

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  hope  the 
gentleman  is  going  to  offer  such  an 
amendment. 

Mr.  ROOERS  of  Florida.  I  do  not 
propose  to. 


Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  X  Just  do  not 
see  how  a  restaurant  dealer  or  a 
customer  eating  m  a  restaurant  is  goins 
to  know  the  difference  between  a  trout 
bom  in  Canada  and  one  bom  in  New 
York. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  I  do  not 
think  the  purpose  is  to  get  the  birth 
certificate  of  any  fksh.  as  far  as  that  is 
concerned. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Suppose  one 
fish  grew  up  in  Canada  and  one  grew  up 
in  New  York;  how  are  you  going  to  tell 
the  difference  when  you  eat  the  fish? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Plorkla.  Suppose  a 
citizen  were  bom  in  Canada,  we  would 
like  to  know  something  of  his  back- 
ground. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  T^rginia.  There  nn 
several  different  kinds  of  trout  named 
in  this  bill,  and  I  know  the  gentleman 
is  an  expert  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  I  would  not 
say  that. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  It  talks 
about  the  following  genera:  fialmo. 
Salvelinus.  Cristivomer.  Hucho.  and 
Brachymystax. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Those  who 
eat  flsh  might  know  the  difterenee; 
those  who  eat  flsh  are  entitled  to  know, 
and  labeling  the  flsh  will  give  this  in- 
f  ormation  to  flsh  eaters. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, will  the  gentleman  yield?  I  want 
to  partly  answer  the  Question. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.    I  sdeld. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  I  think  thoae 
of  us  who  enj(9  eating  trout  know  the 
difference  between  a  brown  trout  and  a 
brook  trout.  The  Salmo  is  the  brown 
trout.  The  Salvelinus  and  Cristivomer 
are  brook  trout. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Well,  the 
gentleman  seems  to  know.  I  think  the 
experts  possibly  might  know,  but  how 
are  just  plain  ignorant  folks  Uk^e  me  to 
know? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  I  will  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  it  would 
not  be  a  difficult  matter  to  tiave  the 
package  label  show  the  origin  of  the 
foreign  trout,  and  from  what  country  it 
comes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  But  how  is  a 
restaurantkeeper  going  to  be  able  to  tell 
whether  this  txout  was  bom  in  Canada  or 
New  York? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  It  does  not 
make  any  difference  where  it  was  bom 
as  long  as  it  is  bAnded  and  labeled. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  TTiriginia.  If  It  Is  not 
branded  how  does  he  know?  Are  you 
going  to  brand  all  these  flsh? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  The  brand- 
ing is  on  the  packages ;  I  mean  the  label- 
ing of  the  packages  should  tell  the  kind 
of  fish  it  is  and  from  which  country  it 
comes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  But  suppose 
they  mislabel  the  package;  suppose  the 
package  does  not  contain  the  proper 
label  and  the  restaurantkeeper  puts  the 
fish  on  the  table? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  If  he  does 
ft  in  good  faith  and  unknowingly  he  baa 
not  violated  the  law. 

Mr.  BEAMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  wiU 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGBEIS  of  Florida.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  BBAMER.  X  think  that  Is  one 
Important  point  the  genUcman  from 
Vlridala  has  raised.  This  Is  a  matter 
of  mlsteaadiag.  Is  it  not  true  that  it 
is  a  matter  id  sood  faith?  No  one  has 
any  ohjectlon  to  having  foreign  trout 
imported,  but  they  should  not  be  brand- 
ed as  Rodcy  Mountain  trout  or  with 
some  name  indigenous  to  this  country. 
In  other  words,  this  is  another  reason 
why  the  Pure  Pood  and  Drug  Division 
has  approfed  this  legislation. 

Just  as  in  the  case  of  beef  that  is  im- 
ported in  cans,  the  cans  are  labrted  as 
to  the  source  of  origin.  This  merely  ap- 
jdies  the  same  prineiide  to  trout. 

Mr.  CHARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Chairmaxf,  I  yield  S  minutes  to  the  gen- 
ttonanlrom  California  [Mr.  HntsTAm}. 

Mr.  HIESTAMD.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
ia  a  good  bill,-  in  my  Judgment.  It  is  a 
sound  one  and  it  is  important  from  an 
interstate  point  of  view.  It  comes  f  rmn 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
commerce.  The  basic  thinking  Involved 
in  »his  matter  has  been  tested  in  many, 
numy  rulings  under  existing  law  cover- 
ing food  labeling  and  so  forth. 

There  are  two  important  principles 
Involved  here,  in  my  judgment.  One  is 
simple  honesty.  Who  is  going  to  quarrel 
with  honesty  in  labeling?  What  honest 
man  wants  wrong  labeling  or  dishonest 
labeling?  The  labeling  should  be  at  the 
ptrtnt  Qi  sale,  of  course. 

The  second  point  is  this:  We  are  fac- 
fng  a  threatened  destruction  of  an  in- 
dustry composed  of  small  businessmen 
scattered  all  over  the  United  States  who 
market  their  trout  in  order  to  be  able  to 
keep  the  tarout-flshing  industry  aliye. 

Quite  a  while  ago  I  read  an  article  by 
a  very  distinguished  former  President  of 
fhe  United  States  which  had  to  do  with 
the  conservation  of  natural  resources. 
He  made  a  very  powerful  argimient  and 
he  wound  up  his  argument  by  advocat- 
ing, believe  it  or  not,  the  preservation 
Of  trout  streams.  As  he  put  it  in  his 
last  line:  "For  fishing  is  good  for  the 
Boul  of  mankind." 

I  submit.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  will  be 
many  people  in  every  congressional  dis- 
trict of  the  United  States  vitally  inter- 
ested in  trout  fishing,  for  it  is  good  for 
the  soul  of  mankind. 

Mr.  ROONE7.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Bir.  HIESTAND.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York.  * 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  should  like  to  pro- 
pound a  question  of  the  gentleman.  Let 
us  go  into  this  supposititious  case:  A 
Danish  trout  finds  himself  in  American 
waters  where  he  meets  and  admires  a 
lovely  American  trout.  Subsequently 
we  find  a  number  of  little  trout  swim- 
ming around  both  of  them.  How  would 
the  restaurantkeeper  label  these  little 
trout  when  they  become  of  age? 

Mr.  HIESTAND.  If  we  were  to  seri- 
ously consider  an  answer  to  the  gentle- 
man's question,  we  would  have  to  require 
that  the  restaurantkeeper  label  his  menu 
in  accordance  with  the  labeling  on  the 
package. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlonan  srield? 

Mr.  HIESTAND.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York. 


Mr.  CELUR.  Do  I  imderstand  this 
bill  provides  for  penalties  as  follows: 
For  the  first  violation  the  restauraat- 
keeper  or  the  hotelkeeper  who  violates 
this  law  would  be  subject  to  penalties  up 
to  1  year  in  Jail  or  $1,000,  and  for  the 
second  offense  he  would  be  subject  to  a 
penalty  of  3  years  in  jail  and  a  fine  of 
upwyds  of  $10,000,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  HIESTAND.  May  I  direct  the 
gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact  he  has 
stated  the  extreme  penalty,  but  those  ire 
already  in  the  law.  They  have  been  in 
aH  of  our  pure  food  laws. 

Mr.  CELIJSR.  But  they  have  never 
been  applied  to  trout  before?  j 

Mr.  HIESTAND.     No.  | 

Mr.  CELLER.  Suppose  Hamburg  Joe, 
having  a  snack  bar,  buys  fish  in  the  fish 
market  and  he  gets  his  Danish  tr^ut 
mixed  up  with  his  Wyoming  trout  and 
he  prepares  a  Danish  trout  for  a  cus- 
tomer in  his  place  who  asked  for  Idaiho 
or  Wyoming  trout:  he  could  be  subject 
to  all  those  penalties,  is  that  correct? 
That  is  possible,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  HIESTAND.  I  suggest  to  the  gsn- 
tleman  that  he  should  not  be  deceiving 
the  people.  The  same  penalty  appKes 
to  oleomargarine,  tomatoes,  and  other 
things. 

Mr.  CELLER.  He  does  not  deceive  in- 
tehtionally.  He  got  mixed  up.  He  can- 
not tell  one  trout  from  another  and  he 
serves  Danish  trout  for  American  trout, 
or  serves  un-American  trout  for  Amer- 
ican trout.  He  would  be  subject  to  the 
penalties  I  have  suggested,  would  he 
not? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  trill 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Bfr.  HIESTAND.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  As  I  understand  it, 
you  have  to  show  definite  intent  to  de- 
ceive. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  |he 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  ROQESIS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  6  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Klucztnski]. 

Mr.  KLUCZYNSKI.  Mr.  Chairman, 
Mr.  M.  R.  Stephens,  Associate  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra- 
tion, I>epartment  of  Health.  Education, 
and  Welfare,  in  the  closing  paragraph  of 
his  testimony,  on  page  15  of  the  hear- 
ings on  July  7. 1953.  said: 

The  Department  respectfully  recommends 
against  the  enactment  of  this  bill. 

The  Interior  Department  and  the 
State  Department  are  opposed  to  this 
bill.  The  restaurant  associations  and  the 
American  Hotel  Association  are  opposed 
to  this  bUl. 

One  feature  of  the  bill  up  for  con- 
sideration is  that  restaurants  would  be 
required  to  list,  "in  clear  and  conspicuous 
type,  the  word  'trout'  preceded  with  the 
name  of  the  country  in  which  such  trout 
was  produced"  or  a  notice  displayed 
prominently  and  conspicuously  statfog 
such  fact. 

The  restaurant  industry  is  vigorously 
opposed  to  this  provision,  nor  is  th«re 
any  good  reason  legally  or  otherwise  tor 
a  provision  of  this  nature.  The  legality 
of  such  a  provision  is  seriously  ques- 
tioned, as  it  is  doubted  that  the  inter- 
state commerce  provision  of  the  United 


States  Constitution  reaches  to  th^  point 
of  a  specifying  language  to  be  contained 
in  a  restaurant  menu  of  a  purely  local 
and  intrastate  business  esteblishment. 

Apart  from  the  legality  of  such  a  pro- 
vision, the  wisdom  of  a  procedure  re- 
quiring prominent  and  conspicuous  no- 
tices on  restaurant  menus  is  mott  seri- 
ously doubted. 

If  this  requirement  were  enact^  into 
law,  then  the  same  provision  could  be 
enacted  in  other  laws  where  an  imtxuted 
product  competes  with  one  produced  in 
this  country.  And  this  would  on]y  be  a 
start.  To  further  complicate  matters,  if 
the  resteurant  did  not  use  menut.  then 
the  notices  would  have  to  be  posted  on 
the  wall.  This  certainly  would  detract 
from  the  inviting  atmosphere  a  restau- 
rateur creates  for  his  guests. 

An  important  point  which  the  con- 
templated bill  does  not  take  into  con- 
sideration is  the  fact  that  a  restaurant 
is  all  three — a  manufacturer,  a  proc- 
essor, and  a  retailer.  The  restauntnt  ob- 
tains food  in  the  raw  state  and  converte 
it  into  a  meal  which  it  sells  to  the  ulti- 
mate consumer.  The  consimier  pur- 
chases a  meal  with  the  accompanying 
service  and  atmosphere.  Patronage  of 
a  restaurant  is  based  upon  the  reputetion 
of  the  restaurant  to  serve  good  food  with 
good  service  in  pleasant  surroundings. 

The  patron  is  interested  in  tl^  ulti- 
mate product  and  relies  on  the  yestau- 
rant  proprietor  to  satisfy  his  de4re  for 
food.  The  customer  depends  qn  the 
restaurateur  and  not  the  label  fqr  food 
that  is  good  to  eat.  Twice  durlhg  the 
past  decade  restaurants  were  required  to 
put  notices  on  their  menus  or  w^lls  be- 
cause of  Federal  Oovemment  laws. 
During  the  eras  of  OPA  and  OPS  notices 
were  required.  Restaurants  cdnpUed 
with  these  requirements  because  of  the 
unusual  emergencies.  However,  with  no 
emergencies  existing  laws  requiring 
menu  notices  give  just  another  rule  or 
regulation  to  further  compUcate  a  typi- 
cal small-business  industry.  Most  res- 
taurants are  individually  owned  and,  if 
the  policy  of  the  Federal  Government  is 
to  assist  small  business,  then  the  best 
way  to  do  so  would  he  to  eliminate  busi- 
ness restrictions  rather  than  add  an- 
other restriction  or  requirement. 

Again  may  we  invite  your  attention  to 
the  fact  that  there  are  a  total  of  over 
500.000  eaUng  establishments  tn  the 
United  States  which  might  l|ecome 
subject  to  such  a  law.  Is  the  supervision 
of  over  half  a  million  establishments  in 
a  matter  of  this  kind  to  be  giv«n  any 
consideration  whatsoever? 

In  view  of  the  above  and  the  fa<t  that 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  whose  department  admitiisters 
the  food  and  drug  lews,  is  opposed  to  this 
bill.  I  respectfully  recommend  against 
the  enactment  of  Senate  bill  2031. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  ttie  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland  [Mr.  Dgv^muxJ. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  first 
of  all  I  think  we  should  understand  that 
trout  being  used  as  food  is  only  a  sec- 
ondary operation  of  the  hatoheriea.  The 
primary  purpose  of  the  hateheries,  of 
course,  is  to  furnish  flngerlings  and  eggs, 
and  so  forth,  for  the  great  sporting 
world  and  the  trout-flshing  peop&e.    If 


we  deprive  the  hatcheries  of  this  sec- 
ondary market,  they  are  simply  going 
to  fold  up.  they  are  going  to  go  out  of 
busmess,  and  we  will  not  have  a  source 
of  supply  to  stock  the  various  streams 
in  this  coimtry. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Minnesote. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  May  I  ask  who  pays 
them  for  flngerlings  and  the  eggs  in 
connection  with  putting  game  fish  toto 
the  streams? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  The  people  a'ho 
purchase  them.  They  may  be  private 
sporting  clubs,  or  some  of  the  States. 
But  in  order  to  carry  on  the  operation 
which  lasts  over  a  year's  time,  they  must 
have  some  outlet  for  the  rest  of  their 
product. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Would  not  the  an- 
swer be  to  pay  them  an  adequate  price 
for  the  service  they  perform  instead  of 
passing  a  nuisance  law.  such  as  this? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  No;  I  think  it 
would  be  a  question  of  going  forward 
for  3  months  of  the  year  and  then  going 
back;  in  other  words,  going  back  and 
forth,  start  and  stop.  I  do  not  believe 
that  it  would  justify  the  investment  that 
these  people  have  to  put  up,  to  stay  In 
business,  on  that  sort  of  a  short-term 
proposition. 

The  restaurateurs  object  to  the  mat- 
ter of  labeling  trout.  Some  of  them 
6i>ealc  about  5.000  or  more  restaurants, 
and  so  forth.  Of  course,  actually  there 
are  only  a  few  restaurants  in  the  en- 
tire country  that  serve  trout.  But,  as 
I  said,  in  the  debate  on  the  rule  the 
other  day,  when  it  is  to  the  interest  of 
the  restaurateur  to  mark  his  food,  he 
will  do  so.  We  have  all  been  in  restau- 
rants where  they  mark  a  poteto  as  an 
Idaho  potato,  or  a  lobster  as  a  Maine 
lobster.  They  know  where  the  food 
comes  from.  In  the  case  of  trovrt  they 
should  know  where  the  trout  comes 
from.  Otherwise  they  would  l)e  buying 
a  pig  in  a  poke. 

So  far  as  the  bill  is  concerned,  they 
must  knowingly  and  willfully  deceive  to 
be  guilty,  to  come  under  the  general  pro- 
visions of  the  law. 

Objection  has  been  made  because  they 
say  that  the  State  Department  has  not 
approved  this  bill.  Actually,  the  infor- 
mation that  the  State  Department  twsed 
its  report  on  came  from  some  clerk  in 
Denmark.  The  Stote  Department  did 
not  even  appear  before  the  committee 
in  opposition  to  the  bin.  I  think  we 
can  throw  that  argument  out.  Actually 
they  did  not  demonstrate  any  thorough 
knowledge  of  the  question  that  is  before 
us. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  took 
exception  to  the  kind  of  fish,  and  so 
forth. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  yield  the  gentleman  2  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  As  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, it  seems  to  me  that  that  is  Just 
a  question  between  the  fish  as  to  which 
is  which,  whether  one  species  or  the 
other. 


Another  tiuestion  about  the  type  of 
fish  has  been  raised.  If  anyone  goes 
into  the  question  of  how  they  raise  fish 
abroad,  particularly  in  Denmaiic,  they 
will  find  that  those  fish  are  raised  in 
ponds.  They  do  nol  swim  through 
rapidly  moving  water.  They  are  not  fed 
in  the  way  that  our  fish  are  fed.  They 
are  in  truth  a  different  sort  of  fish.  But 
once  they  are  cooked,  they  appear  on 
the  teble  as  the  same  sort  of  thing.  If 
we  allow  that  cheap  product  to  be 
brought  into  our  market  and  put  on  our 
table,  it  will  undermine  a  very  important 
industry  in  our  country. 

I  Iwlieve  this  whole  question  may  be 
sxmomed  up  in  this  way ;  whether  or  not 
we  are  going  to  furnish  some  slight  pro- 
tection to  an  industry  that  is  doing  a 
good  Job  for  a  great  many  people 
throughout  this  entire  country.  The  bill 
will  not  impose  any  hardship  on  the  res- 
tauranteurs  in  any  way.  I  earnestly 
urge  the  passage  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROONEY  I  should  like  to  hi- 
quire  of  the  gentleman  whether  or  not 
this  bill  is  part  of  President  Eisen- 
hower's dynamic  legislative  program  and 
is  a  "must"  bill? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  am  sure  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  Roontv] 
realizes  that  I  am  not  privy  to  the  coun- 
cils of  the  President  in  all  things. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Bfr.  Chair- 
man. I  srield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  I  Mr.  Cellkr]. 

Mr.  CELLER.  lAx.  Chairman.  I 
should  prefer  to  call  this  proposed  legis- 
lation a  bill  to  bankrupt  trout  hateher- 
ies. because  if  you  pass  this  bill  you  will 
find  that  the  resteurant  owners  and 
hotelkeepers  are  going  to  boycott  trout. 
Why  should  they  risk  the  penalties — a 
year  in  Jail  and/or  $1,000  fine?  I  have 
spoken  to  representatives  of  the  Hotel- 
men's  Association  and  the  National  Res- 
taurantmen's  Association.  They  tell  me 
that  instructions  will  go  forth  by  way 
of  recommending  that  no  restaurants 
or  hotels  serve  trout  if  you  pass  this  bill. 
So  you  are  going  to  be  hoist  by  your  own 
petard  if  you  pass  it. 

I  would  like  to  know  what  would  hap- 
pen to  a  resteurateiu-  who  has  fish  chow- 
der every  Friday  and  who  puts  Danish 
trout  in  the  fish  chowder.  Would  he 
have  to  say  conspicuously  to  the  cus- 
tomers, "This  fish  chowder  contains 
alien,  im- American  trout?"  And  what 
about  gefUllte  fish?  Gefullte  fish  is  a 
round  ball  of  fish  containing  many  dif- 
ferent kinds  of  fish.  Suppose  a  resteu- 
rant man  making  the  gefiillte  fish  in- 
cludes some  Canadian  trout,  must  he 
put  a  label  on  that  fish  ball.  "This  ball 
contains  a  quantity  of  Canadian  trout?" 

Mr.  O'HARA  •  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesote.  On  the 
point  of  gefiillte  fish,  let  me  say  to  the 
gentleman  I  have  tried  it.  I  will  leave 
it  up  to  the  gentleman  to  write  his  own 
rules  and  regulations. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  do  not  like  it  too  a-ell 
and  I  do  not  know  what  really  is  in  it, 
but  presumably  it  might  contain  alien 


trout.  What  would  happen  then?  If 
the  resteurateur  would  not  put  the  mart: 
on  the  ball  of  fish  the  poor  fellow  would 
go  to  Jail;  there  is  a  possibility  he  would 
go  to  Jail  for  1  year,  and  if  he  does  It 
twice  there  is  a  possibility  he  would  go 
to  jail  for  3  years.  There  is  a  horren- 
dous punishment. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  win  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Yoi±. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  I  object  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  making  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesote  an  expert  on  ge- 
fUllte fish. 

Mr.  CELLER.  The  questidn  was  pro- 
pounded to  me  as  follows:  If  a  Canadian 
trout  and  a  Scandinavian  trout  got  to- 
gether and  spawned  in  the  St.  Lawrence 
River,  and  the  children  fish  grew  up  and 
were  served  in  a  New  York  resteurant 
by  an  Italian  owner,  how  would  that 
Italian  ovraer  label  that  fish?  That 
a^ould  be  a  fine  kettle  of  fish. 

You  have  five-hundred  and  fifty- 
thousand-odd  eating  places  in  the  United 
States.  They  involve  cafes,  tevems. 
diners,  resteurants,  coffeeshops,  snack 
bars,  and  food  counters,  and  each  one 
of  those  purveyors  of  food  would  have  to 
be  acquainted  with  the  terminology  of 
the  bill  otherwise  they  might  find  them- 
selves in  Alcatraz  or  Leavenworth  or 
Lewisburg. 

How  In  thunder  are  they  going  to  un- 
derstand the  meanings  that  are  expressed 
in  these  words  on  page  3 : 

As  used  in  this  section  tb«  term  "trout** 
means  all  species  of  trout  fish,  except  Salve- 
linus  namaycush  (lake  trout),  belozaging  to 
the  following  genera:  Salmo,  8alv«Un«B, 
Crlstlvomer,  Hucho,  and  Bracbymyatax. 

They  would  have  to  spend  a  couple  of 
weeks  in  the  Library  of  Congress  in  the 
piscatorial  section  to  find  out  the  mean- 
ing of  all  this  terminology.  If  they  did 
not.  and  they  served  fish  in  a  manner 
contrary  to  the  express  terms  of  this  bill, 
they  will  go  to  Jail,  and,  as  I  said,  on  the 
second  offense  they  would  go  to  Jail  for 
3  years.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  tbis 
will  be  an  opening  wedge  and  other  fish 
hateheries  and  other  producers  of  food 
might  want  their  food  properly  labeled 
or  the  food  alien  to  their  product  labeled, 
why,  I  can  well  imagine  that  you  would 
go  into  a  restaurant  and  the  menu  or 
sign  on  the  wall  would  say,  "The  tea 
served  here  is  a  blend  of  Japan,  Ceylon. 
India,  and  Indonesia  tea,"  or  "The  coffee 
comes  from  Ecuador  and  Brazil."  or 
"This  hamburger  contains  Bermuda 
onions  and  Argentine  beef,"  or  "This 
soup  contains  Irish  potetoes,  German 
beete.  Holland  leeks." 

What  about  striped  bass  and  pickerel? 
Are  they  not  entitled  to  protection 
against  the  xm-American  kind?  What 
manner  of  fishy  discrimination  is  this? 

Finally,  the  administration  wante  to 
keep  the  Government  out  of  business, 
especially  little  business.  This  bill  puts 
a  Federal  agent  into  a  half  million  eat- 
ing places. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Aiinnesota.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Idaho  [Mr.  Buacx]. 
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lir.  BODGB.  Mr.  Chalimsn.  this  ia 
eertelBly  a  subject  which  lends  itself  to 
lerity.  I  spent  until  after  11  o'clock  last 
nigbt  with  the  Senate  eonferees  on  the 
suvfdeBiental  i^qmroiHriaticm  l^.  We 
were  over  there  again  this  mmming.  We 
vere  «V^M"g  with  hundreds  of  millions 
of  dollars.  But,  I  will  have  to  admit,  the 
trout  tail!  seems  to  have  attracted  more 
attention  than  all  of  the  hundreds  of 
«  miHiQiM  of  dollars.  I  rather  wonder 
though  if  the  time  has  come  in  this 
coimtry  when  it  is  to  be  made  a  subject 
of  ridicule  when  a  Monber  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  attempts  to 
protect  an  industry  within  hi&  district.' 

lir.  HOFPMAN  of  BAlchigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BUDOE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  If  all 
th^  do  is  poke  fun  at  you,  you  ought  to 
be  complimented,  but  when  they  begin 
to  claim  this,  that,  and  the  other  thing, 
or  introduce  a  resolution  to  find  out 
whether  you  ever  stole  a  watermelon 
when  you  were  5  years  old,  then  you  can 
b^din  to  worry. 

Mr.  BXTDGE.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  contribution.  But  you  know 
there  are  325  of  these  trout  farms  in  the 
country.  Most  of  the  omxisition  seems 
to  stem  from  the  city  of  New'^ork.  I 
would  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Mem- 
bers the  fact  that  the  State  of  New  York 
is  one  of  the  States  which  reported  to  the 
committee  through  its  fish  and  game 
commission  that  imless  legislation  were 
enacted  to  protect  that  industry  in  the 
State  of  New  York,  they  would  not  be 
able  to  keep  these  industries  in  business 
in  the  State  of  New  York,  and  they  re- 
ported that  three  such  businesses  had 
gone  bndce  and  out  of  biisiness  in  the  last 
3  years.  This  is  not  just  a  simple  matter 
which  involves  a  few  small  businesses. 
It-involves  all  of  the  people  in  this  coun- 
try who  like  to  fish  for  trout.  Last  year 
17'/^  million  pec^Ie  bought  fishing 
licenses  in  this  country.  When  you  add 
up  the  value  of  the  tackle  that  they  buy 
and  the  clott:Ung  that  they  buy  and  the 
rubber  lioots  that  they  buy  and  the  gaso- 
line that  they  bum,  it  is  a  tremendous 
Industry  in  this -country.  Even  though 
It  were  not.  it  seems  to  me  it  is  proper 
and  it  is  right  and  it  is  just  to  have  people 
who  are  shipping  products  into  this  coun- 
try for  sale  in  this  country— and  the  bill 
does  not  attempt  to  prohibit  tliat  in  any 
way — simply  to  have  them  tell  the  Amer- 
ican people  that  the  products  did  not 
come  from  the  United  States.  Most  cer- 
tainly the  products  shoxild  not  be  lal}eled 
so  as  to  make  the  American  consumers 
think  they  are  American  products.  The 
removal  of  this  deception  is  all  that  is 
Intended  in  the  bill  before  you. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chainnan,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BUDGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  There  is 
no  difference  in  principle  between  this 
and  other  bills  of  a  like  nature,  bills  to 
protect  other  products;  for  instance,  we 
voted  a  fur-labeling  bill.  There  is  no 
difTerence  in  principle. 

Mr.  BUDOE.  The  principle  Is  just  the 
same. 

Mr.ROONEY.   Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BXnX>E.    I  yield. 


Mr.  ROONEY.  Since  the  gentleman 
says  that  most  of  the  opposition  to  this 
bill  comes  from  New  York,  does  it  occur 
to  the  gentleman  that  those  of  us  who 
are  opposed  to  this  bill  as  now  written 
are  doing  more  to  help  the  trout  favmer 
in  the  gentlonan's  State  than  is  the  gen- 
tleman? This  bill  in  its  present  form 
might  as  weU  be  entitled  "A  bUl  to  bink- 
rupt  the  trout  farmers  of  the  Natioil"  in 
view  of  the  following  letter  from  the 
American  Hotel  Association:  j 

Amzxican  Horn,  Associatioh. 

Neva  York,  N.  T..  July  28. 19C4. 
Hon.  John  C.  Klucztnski.  j 

House  of  Repreaentatives,  ■ 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dbab  Ms.  Ki.nczTNSKi:  Pursuant  to  our 
conTenatlon  with  you.  we  are  authorlzsd  by 
OUT  principals  to  tell  you  that  the  American 
Hotel  Association  believe?  that  If  S.  2033.  the 
trout-Iabellng  bill,  should  be  enacted  Into 
law,  as  the  bin  now  reads,  the  hotels  of  the 
country  would  be  obliged  to  cease  serving 
trout  or.  their  menus. 

The  hotels,  and  we  wculd  think  thai  the 
same  principle  would  apply  to  restaumnts, 
simply  would  not  dare  run  the  risk  of  han- 
dling trout.  Imported  or  domestic,  which 
might  have  been  erroneously  labeled  by  our 
suppliers,  and  face  the  extremely  heavy  pen- 
alties provided  for  any  violation  of  the  act. 

We  think  It  is  also  pertinent  that  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  continues  to  Vigor- 
ously oppose  this  legislation.  They  complain 
that  they  never  could  enforce  it  without 
neglecting  almost  all  other  Important  aetivl- 
ties.  Wc  understand  that  Mr.  George  Latrick, 
the  present  Commissioner.  Is  preparad  to 
publicly  make  this  statement  if  questioned. 
His  telephone  number  is  Executive  3-(6300, 
extension  3712.  Or  if  he  cannot  be  reached, 
Mr.  Don  Counlhan  is  authorized  to  speafc  for 
him.  j 

Respectfully,  | 

M.  O.  RTiM. 

Mr.  BUDOE.  The  gentleman's  re- 
marks as  to  trout  farms  in  my  State  and 
his  can  well  be  answered  by  the  fact  that 
none  of  them  in  my  State  have  as  yet 
gone  bankrupt,  but  3  in  the  gentleman's 
State  have  gone  bankrupt  in  the  last  3 
years. 

Mr.  CElLeR.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  very  briefly? 

Mr.  BUDOE.  The  gentleman  declined 
to  jrield  to  me.  I  would  like  to  complete 
my  statement. 

I  have  here  a  list  of  36  States  whose 
fish  and  game  departments  have  en- 
dorsed this  bill.  The  National  Wildlife 
Association,  with  its  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  membersi,  has  endorsed  the  bill. 
The  Izaak  Walton  League — and  no  other 
agency  has  done  more  to  serve  the  sport- 
ing interests  of  this  Nation  than  the 
Izaak  Walton  League— the  Izaak  Walton 
League  has  endorsed  it. 

It  Is  not  just  a  matter  of  attempting  to 
protect  a  few  small  people,  although  for 
my  part,  I  am  eoing  to  try  to  protect 
them  as  long  as  I  am  here,  but  this  is  a 
matter  of  pure  honesty.  We  are  not  put- 
ting on  a  tariff;  we  are  not  attempting 
to  prohibit  any  imports;  we  are  simply 
asking  them  to  be  decent  and  honest  and 
say  what  they  are  selling.  Certainly  the 
producers  of  any  American  product  are 
entitled  to  that  much  consideration  from 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Priest  J. 


Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  agree 
with  those  who  said  that  this  Is  a  bill 
that  lends  itself  to  levity,  and  perhaps  a 
Uttle  levity  is  in  order  here,  as  men. 
wearied  with  words  and  long  idays  of 
labor,  come  to  the  end  of  the  sefsion. 

I  agree  that  this  is  not  an  outstanding 
world -shaking  piece  of  legislation;  there 
is  not  any  question  about  that.  %  realize 
that  many  so-called  light  and  funny 
phrases  could  be  used  in  discussing  the 
legislation.  On  the  other  han4.  I  feel 
that  the  legislation  has  some  merit  and 
that  it  should  be  considered  on  its 
merits. 

I  was  not  present  at  the  hearings 
which  were  held  about  a  year  ago,  but 
I  have  read  the  testimony.  After  read- 
ing the  hearings  and  the  testimony  I 
became  convinced  that  this  is  a  piece  of 
legislation  that  did  have  some  merit;  I 
became  convinced  that  the  domestic 
trout-farming  industry  may  be  iti  rather 
grave  peril. 

The  greatest  interest  I  have,  however, 
stems  from  the  fact  that  this  legislation, 
or  the  situation  bringing  about  the  leg- 
islation, does  affect  the  questiop  of  the 
conservation  of  game  fish,  and  in  that 
subject  I  have  been  greatly  interested 
since  long  before  I  became  a  Member  of 
the  House. 

As  you  have  heard  already,  the  fish 
and  wildlife  services  of  at  least  36  States 
have  gone  on  record  as  favoring  the  bill. 
It  is  from  that  viewpomt  that  I  desire 
to  address  a  very  few  remarks  to  the 
membership.  In  the  mountain  streams 
of  my  own  State  there  are  some  rainbow 
trout  that  are  perhaps  unexcelled  any- 
where else  in  the  country.  There  may 
be  others  just  as  good,  but  certainly  none 
any  better. 

I  know  that  the  question  of  propagat- 
ing streams  with  eggs  and  with  flngerling 
trout  has  become  a  problem.  Bacause  of 
the  closing  down  here  and  therf  of  pri- 
vate trout-producing  farms,  there  is  a 
growing  problem  of  propagatiitg  these 
streams.  This  legislation,  accofding  to 
the  testimony  which  I  have  read  but  did 
not  hear,  would  be  a  contributicig  factor 
toward  making  available  for  the  country 
as  a  whole  more  fish  for  putting  into 
these  streams  and  lakes  under  the  super- 
vision of  State  agencies  charged  with 
that  responsibility,  and  perhaps  Federal 
agencies. 

There  is  one  section  of  the  bill  and  one 
provision  in  the  bill  to  which,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
I  Mr.  KluczynskiJ  will  offer  an  amend- 
ment. I  believe  his  amendment  deserves 
consideration.  Tliis  bill  has  merit,  but  I 
do  believe  that  the  provision  he  will 
offer,  as  I  ujfiderstand  it,  which  would 
permit  a  restaurant  operator  to  quahfy 
to  meet  the  terms  and  conditionis  of  the 
bill  by  posting  on  the  walls  of  the  res- 
taurant a  notice  that  trout  from  Sweden 
or  Denmark  or  some  place  else  asi  served. 
would  meet  the  situation. 

There  is  a  provision  at  the  bottom  of 
page  2  and  on  the  top  of  page  )  of  the 
bill  providing  that  if  a  restaurjjnt  does 
not  have  a  menu  it  may  then  comply 
with  the  law  by  simply  putting  a  notice 
on  the  wall  in  a  place  that  Is  easily 
visible  to  the  diners  of  that  restaurant 
that  trout  of  a  certain  type  are  served 


in  this  restaurant,  the  same  as  is  re- 
quired in  the  case  of  oleomargarine. 

It  is  my  Judgment  that  that  would 
meet  the  conditions  of  the  law  for  all 
and  that  it  should  not  be  necessary  to 
print  on  the  menus  in  all  restaurants 
the  name  of  the  country  from  which  the 
imported  trout  comes.  That  is  a  per- 
sonal opinion,  however;  I  have  not  dis- 
cussed it  with  members  of  the  committee, 
but  it  appeals  to  me  as  a  reasonable 
approach  to  the  matter.  With  that 
amendment  the  bill  shouid  be  adopted 
and  I  can  see  no  objection  to  it.  I 
believe  it  might  be  helpful  from  the 
standpoint  of  protecting  an  American 
industry  that  is  having  some  hard  sled- 
ding in  providing  eggs  and  flngerlings  to 
stock  the  streams  throughout  the  coun- 
try that  are  growing  scarcer  and  scarcer 
day  by  day. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Thn  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Termeasfe  has  expired. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florid;!.  Mr.  Chahr- 
man,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  McCaithtI. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr  Chairman,  I 
doubt  very  much  whethei  Izaak  Walton 
himself  would  have  supported  this  leg- 
islation. He  was  a  great  angler,  but  he 
was  never  a  man  to  have  his  own  pleas- 
ure at  the  inconvenience  of  others  and 
by  making  a  nuisance  of  himself. 

I  am  informed,  although  the  report 
does  not  carry  the  information,  that  the 
State  Department,  the  I3epartment  of 
the  Interior  and  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  are  all 
opposed  to  this  bill.  All  three  of  the 
Federal  agencies  that  are  involved  are 
opposed  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  In  some^ 
degrees,  yes;  but  I  think  they  are  very 
ill-considered  opinions. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  report  does 
not  make  any  mention  oi  that  fact. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  That 
may  be,  but  it  is  in  the  hearings. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  it  is  in  the  hear- 
ings? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minneijota.     Yes. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  It  ee^ms  to  me  it 
should  be  printed  in  the  report.  Those 
who  have  confidence  in  tlie  administra- 
tion might  thereby  be  moved  to  support 
the  bUl. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York. 

Mr.  MULTER.  I  wonder  how  the  Re- 
publican National  Cotamittee  feels 
about  this.  I  had  the  pr.vilege  of  hav- 
ing lunch  there.  I  did  not  notice  any 
designation  of  trout  there.  What  would 
they  have  to  do  with  theii  menus? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  do  not  know.  I 
suppose  they  serve  trout  at  the  Capitol 
Club.  I  have  not  been  Ir.vited  there  or 
to  any  of  the  recent  Whte  House  din- 
ners. Invitations  are.  I  iinderstand  a 
sign  of  approval.  Exclusion,  I  assume, 
a  sign  of  disapproval.  Certainly  anyone 
attending  who  wants  to  know  what  kind 
of  trout  he  is  eating,  should  know.  Per- 
haps we  should  add  at  least  one  amend- 
ment stating  that  it  is  the  consensus  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  that  at 
White  House  dinners  and  at  any  dinner 
which  either  the  Republicans  or  the 
Democrats    are    sponsor  ng    at    which 


trout  is  served  it  should  be  trout  which 
Is  Rocky  Mountain  trout,  preferably 
from  Colorado. 

Mr.  MULTER.  That  could  easily  dis- 
turb our  foreign  relations. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY,  Apparently  that  is 
not  a  matter  of  concern  of  this  bill,  since 
the  State  Department  position  has  been 
ignored.  If  this  is  a  serious  problem,  it 
seems  to  me,  it  should  be  met  not  by  this 
kind  of  mischievous  legislation  but 
through  adequate  appropriations  for 
fish  and  game  services,  through  tariff 
changes  or  changes  in  the  food  and  drug 
laws  or  by  administrative  action. 

Mr,  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Colorado   [Mr.  HillI. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  glad 
to  support  this  legislation.  First  of  all. 
I  think  I  should  rehash  this  statement 
in  the  committee  report.  Now,  I  know 
that  my  friends  on  the  right,  w^ho  are 
having  quite  a  little  field  day  here  mak- 
ing smart  and  cute  remarks  about  this 
bill  should  just  carefully  read  the  bill. 
The  bill  refers  to  trout  and  not  to  the 
fin  or  to  the  tall  or  some  other  small 
parts  of  a  fish.  And.  if  they  want  to 
amend  the  bill  that  can  easily  be  done. 
They  can  offer  their  amendments  when 
we  get  under  the  5-minute  rule  and  not 
take  my  time,  because  I  am  not  in  the 
notion  of  listening  further  to  remarks 
without  any  substance. 

Now,  let  me  ask  my  friends  on  the 
right  who  do^ou  think  the  Izaak  Walton 
League  is?  There  are  more  people  on 
my  right  hand  side  w^ho  nm  when  the 
Izaak  Walton  League  says  something 
than  there  are  on  my  left.  But,  in  this 
particular  situation  the  left  side  of  the 
aisle  is  suiHX)rting  the  bill.  Here  is 
another  one:  National  Wildlife  Federa- 
tion. Who  are  they?  Are  they  some 
foolish  kind  of  folks  who  go  up  and  down 
the  land  who  do  not  know  anything 
about  wildlife?  Here  are  the  greatest 
experts  in  the  world,  and  these  gentle- 
men who  oppose  this  legislation  know 
this. 

Some  gentlemen  probably  have  not 
read  this,  or  they  would  not  interrupt. 
When  I  go  fishing,  I  do  not  want  someone 
alongside  the  bank  making  as  much 
noise  as  a  calliope  whistle,  and  that  is 
what  has  been  going  on. 

Next  is  the  Sport  Fishing  Institute. 
I  wonder  who  they  are?  National  Board 
of  United  States  Trout  Farm  Associa- 
tion; Rocky  Mountain  Troutmen's  As- 
sociation. I  know  something  about 
those  folks.  Pennsylvania  Trout  Grow- 
ers; Outdoor  Life;  Department  of  Pish 
and  Game,  Idaho ;  State  Board  of  Fish- 
eries and  OsLine,  Connecticut;  Conunon- 
wealth  of  Pennsylvania,  Department  of 
Justice;  Department  of  Inland  Fisheries 
and  Game;  State  of  New  Hampshire 
Fish  and  Game  Department  and  State  of 
Vermont  Fish  and  Game  Department. 

Now,  those  are  the  folks  supporting 
it.  Now,  why  do  we  have  this  opposi- 
tion? In  Colorado  it  is  a  real  job  to 
suppy  fish  to  my  friends  from  Minnesota 
who  want  to  try  out  a  httle  trout  fish- 
ing. We  have  lots  of  trouble,  lots  of 
difficulty.  And.  we  have  always  paid 
high  prices  for  licenses,  and  some  of  us 
never  fish  more  than  once  or  twice  a 
year. 


Let  us  read  the  bilL    It  says: 

No  person  shall  sell,  offer  for  me.  or  pas- 
tas for  sale  as  food — 

Now.  I  know  you  lawyers.  I  am  al- 
ways scared  to  death  when  one  of  them 
tackles  me.  because  you  know  so  much, 
and  you  know  more  about  words  than  I 
ever  learned  in  my  life — 

No  person  shall  sell,  offer  for  sale,  or  poa—— 
for  sale  as  food.  In  any  place  other  than  • 
public  eating  place,  trout  produced  outskl* 
the  United  States.*  Its  Territoriea.  or  po— ea- 
slona.  unless — 

(1)  such  trout  is  packaged— 

Who  is  going  to  package  it?  We  heard 
a  lot  of  silly  statements  here  a  while  ago 
about  packaging,  suggesting  that  they 
might  cut  up  the  trout  and  package  its 
heart  or  its  veins  or  some  small  organ 
in  the  trout.    The  bill  continues: 

(2)  If  the  package  Is  broken  whUe  held  for 
sale,  each  unit  for  sale  (oonsistlng  of  one  or 
more  trout)  Is  In  a  package. 

That  answers  all  the  arguments  about 
our  not  being  able  to  enforce  this  bill. 
There  it  is.  It  is  in  a  package.  All  any- 
one has  to  do  is  to  read  the  bill  and  the 
report  to  understand  what  it  is  we  are 
trying  to  do,  which  is  to  protect  the  trout 
producers. 

This  is  a  new  industry.  I  remember 
when  the  first  trout  pond  was  started  by 
the  Fish  and  Game  Commission  of  Colo- 
rado, near  my  own  home,  where  they 
learned  how  to  hatch  these  little  fish 
eggs,  and  so  forth,  how  to  feed  these 
fingerlings.  how  to  take  them  up  the 
river  and  put  them  in  the  stream.  At 
that  time  we  did  not  understand  how  to 
dump  the  trout  in  the  river.  It  UxOc 
several  years  to  learn  how  to  handle 
these  flngerlings. 

I  wonder  what  is  the  matter  here.  If 
we  can  do  anything  to  help  a  trout  fish- 
ing industry  in  the  Western  States.  I 
think  we  ought  to  do  it  and  not  p(dce 
fun.  political  or  otherwise,  at  such  a  bill. 
I  think  there  are  a  lot  of  suckers  here  if 
they  do  not  support  this  bill. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Rooirrr]. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr,  Chairman,  1 
should  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Miimesota  [Mr.  O'HAasl  how  the  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  of  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  feel  about  this  bilL 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Minnesota  [Mr.  McCasthtI 
referred  to  that  a  Uttle  while  ago.  I 
could  not  make  sense  out  of  their  report. 
They  were  opposed  to  it  for  no  intelligent 
reason  that  I  could  find  in  their  report. 
I  do  not  see  that  their  report  made  a 
particle  of  difference. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
this  bill  has  no  more  to  do  with  con- 
servation of  sporting  fish  than  Vbt  man 
in  the  moon? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Yes,  it 
does;  it  has  very  much  to  do  with  it. 
That  is  why  I  thought  the  letter  from 
the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
was  so  ill-considered. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  yield  my  remaining  minute  of 
time  to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  O'HARA.] 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  MinnesoU.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  the  remainder  of  our 
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time.  7  minutes,  to  the  chairman  of  our 
committee,  the  gentleman  Xrom  Kew 
Jeney  [Mr.  W(H.TnToH]. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Chairman. 
the  purpose  of  8.  2083  is  to  protect  the 
pabiie  hj  reoulring  Imported  trout,  as 
defined  In  the  bill,  to  be  labeled  as  trout 
and  kfenttfied  as  to  the  country  of  origin 
ao  that  the  public  and  purchaser  can 
Identify  and  tf<«tingiiii>h  imported  trout 
fnmi  domestically  produced  trout.  The 
reported  bill  will  serve  a  threefold  objec- 
ttre.  namcdy,  first,  to  protect  the  public 
prtA  consumer  against  deceptive  and  un- 
fair acts  and  practices  by  requiring 
truthful  disclosure  of  the  origin  of  the 
trout  being  sold;  second,  to  protect  our 
domestic  trout  producers  against  imf  air 
competition  from  foreign  producers  of 
trout;  and  third,  to  protect  our  source  of 
Bupp^  for  stocking  the  streams  of  our 
Naticm  irith  game  trout. 

The  bill  proposes  to  amend  the  Fed- 
eral Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  so  as 
to  proTidir.that  no  person  shall  sell,  offer 
for  SHle.  or  possess  for  sale  as  food,  in 
any  i4ace  other  than  a  public  eating 
place,  trout  produced  outside  the  United 
States,  its  Territories,  or  possesions,  un- 
less  such  trout  is  packed  and  each  pack- 
age is  stunped  or  labeled  in  a  readable 
type  to  indicate  that  it  contains  trout 
and  the  name  of  the  country  in  which 
such  trout  was  produced.  If  the  package 
is  broken  while  held  for  sale,  each  unit 
for  sale,  consisting  of  one  or  more  trout, 
must  be  padutged  and  properly  stamped 
and  labeled. 

The  reported  bin  further  provides  that 
xu>  person  shall  xxtssess  in  a  form  ready 
for  serving,  or  shall  serve  at  a  public 
eating  place,  trout  produced  outside  the 
ITnlted  States,  its  Territories,  or  posses- 
.«i<ms,  unless  there  appears  in  such  eat- 
ing place  serving  Imported  trout,  a  suit- 
able notice  displayed  giving  the  name  of 
the  country  In  which  the  trout  was  pro- 
duced. 

The  reported  bill  provides  that  this 
act  shall  not  take  effect  until  6  months 
after  the  date  of  its  enactment. 

This  bill  does  not  regulate  the  manner, 
processes,  methods,  or  conditions  under 
which  foreign  trout  are  produced  nor 
does  it  affect  in  any  manner  the  taking  of 
fish  under  the  Ash  and  game  or  conser- 
▼ation  laws  of  our  States.  It  does  not 
restrict  or  limit  in  any  way  the  importa- 
tion of  trout. 

OeneraUy  speaking,  this  bill  is  simi- 
lar In  purpose  and  identical  In  principle 
to  other  Federal  labeling  laws  covering 
food,  drugs,  and  cosmetics  under  the 
Federal  2^x>d.  I^rug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
and  the  widely  acclaimed  Wool  Products 
Labeling  Act  of  1939.  as  well  as  the  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act  of  August  8,  1951. 

In  recent  years,  according  to  the  In- 
formation made  available  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce, large  quantities  of  imported 
trout  have  been  offered  for  sale  to  the 
public  in  the  United  States.  The  com- 
mittee was  advised  that  these  imported 
ti-out  have  been  sold  as  Rocky  Mountain 
trout,  eastern  brook  trout.  Rocky  Moun- 
tain rainbow  trout,  and  various  other  de- 
acriptive  names  that  have  been  used 
many,  many  years  by  the  domestic  trout 
pi'oducers.  These  deceptive  terms  mis- 
lead the  purchasers  into  believing  they 


are  purchasing  domestically  produced 
Ut)ut.  This  practice  is  unfair  to  the 
domestic  producer  and  consumer. 

If  this  practice  continues  the  entire 
reputation  for  quality  that  has  beea  es- 
tablished by  the  domestic  trout  pro- 
ducers will  be  completely  destroyed  in 
spite  of  the  fact  that  it  has  taken  them 
many  years  of  time,  effort,  and  money  to 
build.  Not  only  will  such  deceptive  prac- 
tice destroy  the  reputation  for  quality 
of  the  product  sold  under  these  com- 
mon names,  but  they  will  destroy  the 
market  for  the  entire  domestic  prodocers 
of  trout,  thereby  forcing  them  out  of 
business. 

It  should  also  be  realized  that  if  this 
American  industry  is  broken  down  or 
destroyed  that  it  would  be  a  great  loss 
to  our  sportsmen.  Individuals  and  State 
fish  hatcheries  obtain  these  high-class 
trout  for  the  purpose  of  stocking  the 
streams  of  our  country.  While  a  f reat 
quantity,  as  much  as  1 V2  million  pounds, 
are  sold  for  restocking  purposes,  yet,  this 
would  not  be  sufficient  in  itself  to  justify 
the  existence  of  so-called  trout  farms. 
Operating  a  trout  farm  is  a  highly  spe- 
cialized business  requiring  scientific 
knowledge  and  constant  care.  Substan- 
tial investment  must  be  made  in  hatchery 
facilities.  Rearing  ponds  must  be  prop- 
erly located,  constructed  and  maintained. 
Water  temperatures  must  be  proper  and 
the  water  must  be  kept  constantly  Clean 
and  fresh.  Sufficient  oxygen  must  be 
kept  in  the  water,  otherwise  severe  losses 
will  result.  Supplying  and  preparing  the 
proper  balanced  nutritional  require- 
ments for  proper  growth  and  production 
of  high-quality  trout  is  a  specialized,  im- 
portant matter. 

All  of  this  special  care  is  expensive. 
The  number  of  trout  raised  for  restock- 
ing piu-poses  and  the  incident  revenue 
therefrom  would  not  be  sufficient  by  itself 
to  carry  on  and  meet  the  expense  of 
propagation  for  sporting  purpose.  It  is 
the  additional  3y2  million  pounds  that 
are  raised  for  food  that  makes  it  possible 
to  carry  on  such  an  enterprise.  There- 
fore, if  we  permit  cheap  foreign  trout  to 
come  into  our  country  and  compete  with 
our  own  high  quality  trout,  it  would  de- 
stroy the  market  for  American  trout, 
and  it  would  not  be  possible  to  carry  on 
the  industry.  And,  if  the  industry  should 
close  up,  then  there  would  not  be  Buffi- 
cient  trout  available  to  supply  tht  de- 
mand for  restocking  our  streams. 

This  legislation  for  the  reasons  I  have 
set  forth  has  the  support  of  such  organi- 
zations as  the  Izaak  Walton  League  of 
America,  National  Wildlife  Federation. 
Sport  Pishing  Institute,  National  Board 
of  United  States  Trout  Farm  Associa- 
tions, Rocky  Moimtain  Troutman  Asso- 
ciation. Pennsylvania  Trout  Growers, 
Outdoor  Life,  the  fish  and  game  depart- 
ments of  our  several  States,  and  other 
organizations  of  a  similar  character. 
The  communications  received  by  our 
-committee  from  every  section  of  our 
country  leave  no  doubt  of  the  wide- 
spread and  favorable  attitude  toward  this 
legislation. 

Thus,  it  will  be  seen  that  although  this 
Is  a  small  industry  in  size,  probably  rep- 
resenting only  $7  or  $8  million  dollars  of 
investment,  yet.  it  has  very  widespread 
and  important  interest.    The  interest  of 


nVz  million  of  oxu-  people  who  have  fish 
and  game  licenses  should  not  be  ignored. 
To  protect  this  industry  the  proposed  law 
should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Chairman,  during  this  debate,  I 
have  thought  seriously  as  I  have  listened 
to  the  various  statements  made  by  the 
gentlemen  who  have  spoken  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  bill.  I  have  not  heard  any 
reason  advanced  that  would  juttify  the 
deception  now  being  practiced.  If  you 
read  this  bill  you  can  very  readily  under- 
stand that  the  purpose  of  this  legislation 
is  to  prevent  this  objectionable  decep- 
tion. Why  should  anyone  be  opposed  to 
a  bill  that  seeks  to  do  that? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Referring  to  tbe  state- 
ment made  by  the  gentleman  from  Colo- 
rado [Mr.  Hill]  a  moment  ago.  which 
would  leave  the  impression  that  every- 
one on  this  side  of  the  aisle  is  opposed 
to  this  bill,  I  was  merely  trying  to  help 
the  gentleman  out  a  moment  aeo  when 
I  asked  him  to  yield,  in  an  effort  to 
clarify  the  statement  that  was  made. 
Not  only  have  some  of  those  Who  have 
spoken  on  this  side  spoken  in  favor  of 
the  bill  but  there  are  several  Of  us  on 
this  side  likewise  supporting  the  bill. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  I  am  very  glad 
the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  has  em- 
phasized that  fact.  His  remarks  are 
very  appropriate.  This  bill  was  reported 
unanimously  by  the  Committee  en  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce.  It  had 
the  wholehearted  support  of  the  gentle- 
men of  the  minority.  In  no  particular 
has  there  been  any  indication  of  parti- 
sanship in  its  consideration.  The  mi- 
nority on  our  committee  has  given  at 
all  times  evidence  of  its  favorable  atti- 
tude toward  this  bill.  That  Was  also 
indicated  the  day  when  the  Tote  was 
taken  on  the  rule  and  has  been  Indicated 
here  today. 

This  bill  has  two  purpose.  The 
fundamental  purpose  is  that  which  I 
have  already  stated,  namely,  the  prohi- 
bition of  deception.  In  the  flrtst  place, 
we  want  to  protect  an  American  indus- 
try. This  is  not  a  big  industi^  in  the 
sense  that  you  would  speak  of  some  of 
our  other  industries,  our  steel  Industry, 
our  railroad  industry,  and  so  On.  This 
is  a  small  industry.  For  that  reason  It 
is  probably  entitled  to  more  attention 
than  its  size  would  indicate  it  could 
claim.  It  needs  help.  At  the  present 
time  it  is  being  destroyed  by  deceptive 
means.  The  trout  from  foreign  sources 
is  being  unpacked  into  this  country  and 
sold  as  Rocky  Mountain  trout,  rainbow 
trout  and  other  high-quahty  American 
trout. 

I  have  noticed,  and  I  assume  you  have 
likewise,  that  articles  in  which  people 
have  a  pride  are  advertised  in  a  way  to 
attract  attention  to  their  desirability. 
I  could  refer  to  many  prodifcts  that 
come  from  across  the  water.  How  fre- 
quently we  see  the  advertisement  as  to 
where  it  was  produced.  It  might  be 
woolens  or  tweeds  from  England,  it 
might  be  wines  from  Spain  or  it  might 
be  sardines  from  Italy,  yet  you  find  the 
producers  are  very  proud  of  thfcir  prod- 
uct and  readily  advertise  the  country 
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from  which  it  comes,  liecause  the  pror 
ducers  have  something  of  value.  The 
producers  are  of  the  opinion  that  their 
product  is  better  than  ^rhat  is  produced 
in  this  country  and,  th(>refore,  they  ad- 
vertise the  place  of  orifin  as  a  part  of 
their  salesmanship,  even  though  it  is 
from  a  foreign  country. 

However,  very  frequently  those  who 
object  to  advertising  their  goods  or 
where  they  come  from  are  those  who 
have  an  article  inferior  to  that  which 
is  produced  in  this  country,  whereupon 
they  seek  to  put  their  product  on  sale 
iQ,  this  counti-y  under  the  names  of  our 
more  creditable  products.  With  respect 
to  trout  the  testimony  before  our  com- 
mittee showed  that  in  many  Instances 
the  trout  from  abroad  are  being  brought 
into  our  country  and  sold  as  rainbow 
or  Rocky  Mountain  trout.  When  those 
names  are  utilized  by  8  foreign  concern 
it  is  a  recognition  of  rjtie  value  of  our 
particular  product  over  and  above  their 
own  and  their  desire  to  profit  by  the 
good  name  and  recognized  quality  of 
our  own  American  brand  of  trout. 

In  the  second  place,  the  consumer  has 
a  right  to  protection  from  this  type  of 
deception.  He  has  a  ri(;ht  to  know  what 
he  is  getting.  Why  sliould  he  be  de- 
ceived? Why  should  he  be  denied  that 
information?  Why  is  it  that  a  foreign 
produced  trout  wants  to  come  in  under 
the  name  of  an  Ameri<;an  trout?  Why 
is  it  they  are  not  willing  to  say,  "This 
trout  is  from  Denmark."  Or,  this  trout 
is  from  some  other  coimtry.  Why  is  it 
that  they  are  not  willing  to  advertise 
that  fact?  The  answer  is  plain.  It  is 
an  inferior  product. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Mirmesote.  Much 
has  been  made  of  the  fact  that  these 
menus  would  have  to  b<;  printed  up.  Of 
course,  in  most  restaurants,  they  print 
their  menus  every  day  and  I  have  no- 
ticed over  the  years  th»t  I  have  been  a 
patron  of  public  eating  places,  that  they 
do  not  hesitate  to  descnbe  all  of  the  for- 
eign wines  or  cheeses  and  other  various 
food  products.  They  seem  to  emphasize 
that.  Why  is  there  anything  wrong  if 
they  want  to  sell  EtenLsh  trout  to  indi- 
cate that  it  is  Danish  trout  or  Japanese 
trout  and  so  forth?  Cen  the  gentleman 
see  any  reason  why  it  would  be  any 
hardship  on  the  people  who  operate 
these  eating  places? 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  It  would  not  be 
any  hardship  whatso«?ver.  This  bill 
does  not  preclude  anyone  from  import- 
ing trout  from  Denmark  or  any  other 
place  into  this  country.  All  we  are  ask- 
ing is  that  they  name  the  place  of  origin. 

It  is  a  benefit  to  tho  American  pro- 
ducers of  high-quahty  products  that  con- 
sumers know  that  they  are  getting  the 
article  they  desire  and  for  which  they 
are  paying.  Legitimate  business  that 
handles  and  serves  a  reputable  product 
should  be  protected  aga:nst  unscrupulous 
operators  who  engage  in  unfair  methods 
of  competition  and  unfair  or  deceptive 
acts  and  practices. 

The  trout  producers  of  this  country 
are  wholeheartedly  in  lavor  of  this  leg- 
islation. They  must  ^;ave  the  protec- 
tion it  will  afford  them  if  they  are  to 
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continue  to  provide  the  consumers  with 
high-quality  trout  at  the  lowest  possible 
prices.  The  producers  of  fine  trout  are 
the  ones  who  sxiffer  from  the  imscrupu- 
lous  merctuints  who  indulge  in  decep- 
tion. If  our  domestic  trout  industry  is 
to  be  successful,  it  must  produce  the 
finest  quality  trout  and  have  the  trout 
identified  by  a  name  that  means  quaUty. 

The  enforcement  provisions  of  this 
l^islation  are  those  that  presently  are 
provided  for  in  the  Federal  Pood.  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act.  Twenty-first  United 
States  Code,  page  331. 

This  legislation  is  in  the  public  in- 
terest and  should  be  enacted  into  law. 
Enactment  of  the  reported  bill  would 
prevent  these  unfair  and  deceptive  prac- 
tices, would  protect  our  domestic  trout- 
producing  industry  against  unfair  com- 
petition, and  would  provide  the  consiuner 
with  a  truthful  disclosing  of  the  fact  as 
to  the  origin  of  the  product  offered  for 
sale  so  that  he  can  make  a  more  intel- 
ligent determination  as  to  the  value  of 
the  product  being  purchased. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired.  All  time  has  ex- 
pired. The  Clerk  wUl  read  the  bill  for 
amendment  under  the  5-minute  rule. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  section  301  of  the 
Federal  Pood.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  as 
amended  (21  U.  S.  C.  331).  Is  amended  by 
adding  thereto  a  new  paragraph  aa  foUows: 

"(n)  The  sale,  offering  for  sale,  possessing 
for  sale  or  serving  of  trout  produced  outside 
the  United  States.  Its  Territories,  or  posses- 
sions. In  Tlolatlon  of  section  408  of  thU  title." 

Committee  amendment:  Page  1,  Une  S, 
strike  out  "(n)"  and  insert  "(o)." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Committee  amendment:  Page  1,  lines  8 
and  B.  strike  out  the  words  "of  this  title." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FENO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  listened  with 
a  great  deal  of  interest  to  the  pros  and 
cons  on  this  bill.  I  think  we  are  all 
pretty  much  familiar  with  what  it  con- 
tains and  what  it  is  supposed  to  do.  Of 
course,  the  bill  requires  that  all  of  this 
un-American  or  foreign  trout  must  be 
packed  and  properly  labeled  with  the 
country  of  origin.  We  know  that.  The 
present  law  provides,  and  if  the  gen- 
tleman of  the  committee  would  have 
looked  at  it.  they  would  know  that  the 
Food  and  Ehng  Act  requires  all  packages 
to  bear  the  name  of  the  articles.  The 
law  enforced  by  the  Customs  Bureau 
requires  all  imported  products  to  be 
labeled  with  the  place  of  origin.  The 
Food  and  Drug  Act  prohibits  the  re- 
moval or  alteration  of  the  required 
labeUng.  The  customs  law  provides  a 
penalty  for  that.  Therefore,  we  can 
very  readily  see  that  existing  law  already 
requires  a  proper  labeling  of  foreign 
trout. 

You  gentlemen  remember  that  very 
recently  we  cut  the  appropriation  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration.  On  the 
one  hand,  we  cut  their  appropriation, 
and  on  the  other  hand,  we  are  trying  to 
get  the  administration  to  do  more  work, 
asking  them  to  employ  more  personnel 
to  do  this  job  of  inspecting.  How  ridicu- 
lous can  we  be  when  we  say  on  the  one 
hand  we  will  give  you  less  money,  and 


on  the  other  hand  we  are  asking  you 
to  do  additional  work?  At  the  present 
time,  in  order  to  protect  the  public.  tSe 
Agency  must  give  attention  to  violations 
of  law  directly  affecting  public  health. 
Are  we  going  to  cut  down  on  this  pro- 
tection measure  in  order  to  take  care 
of  the  trout?  The  Agency  must  also  give^ 
attention  to  violations  involving  filth, 
decomposition,  and  insanitation.  Are 
we  going  to  cut  down  on  that  type  of 
enforcement?  The  Agency  is  also  re« 
quired  to  give  attention  to  violations  in- 
volving short  weight  and  excess  water  in 
food  products.  Are  we  going  to  dis- 
continue those  types  of  violations  in 
favor  of  the  trout?  If  you  pass  this  bill, 
you  will  cut  down  on  health  and  sanita- 
tion enforcement  measures  in  favor  of 
trout.  Of  course,  the  people  in  Colorado 
and  Idaho  and  points  west  are  interested 
in  this  special  legislation.  But  I  think 
the  people  of  this  country,  all  of  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country,  have  a  prl-*, 
mary  interest  in  this  type  of  1^11  be- 
cause it  is  the  taxpayers'  money  that  is 
going  into  the  enforcement  of  this  kin<| 
of  legislation. 

When  you  use  taxpayers'  money  for  an 
unimportant  activity  such  as  enforce- 
ment of  this  trout  bill  then  I  think  you 
are  going  much  too  far. 

The  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
O'Haka]  asked:  Why  should  the  res- 
taurant operator  worry  about  listing  on 
the  menu  the  place  of  origin  of  trout? 
I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota that  that  is  not  the  concern  of 
the  restaurant  operator.  He  is  not  wor- 
ried so  much  about  the  place  of  origin 
of  the  trout.  What  he  is  worried  about 
is  that  if  the  middleman  should  make  a 
mistake  in  telling  him  the  type  of  fish  It 
was  or  put  the  wrong  label  On  it  or  guess 
the  wrong  place  of  origin,  then  he  is  sub- 
ject to  this  penalty.  j 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FINO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  No:  the 
restaurant  keeper  would  not  be  guilty  of 
ansrthing  if  he  was  misled  by  reason  of 
the  default  or  some  criminal  act  of  some- 
body else. 

Mr.  FINO.  I  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  if  he  does  not  think  the  risk 
Is  too  great  for  the  restaurant  operator 
to  take  a  chance? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  No;  let 
the  middleman  and  the  importer  label 
his  trout  so  that  it  is  correct,  or  he  should 
be  prosecuted. 

Mr.  FINO.  What  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  OHasaI  is  telling  the 
restaurant  operator  is:  Do  not  sell  trout. 
domestic  or  foreign  .because  the  risk  of 
listing  the  wrong  fish  is  possible.  That  is 
what  the  gentleman  is  telling  him. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  We  are 
telUng  him  merely  that  we  want  him  to 
sell  it  for  what  it  is. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FINO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Have  we  not  got  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  to  detect 
fraud  in  the  sale  of  all  things?  I  think 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  covers 
that  situation  without  a  bill  of  this  char- 
acter. 
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Mr.  miO.  That  is  eorr^t;  there  Is  no 
qtmstion  About  it.  I  think  existing  l»w 
sufDelaitly  covers  the  problem,  and  there 
is  abaoliitely  no  need  for  this  legislatioQ. 
I  cannot  see  how  the  Members  til  this 
House  could  be  so  foolish  as  to  pass  this 
type  of  legislation.  It  is  bad  leglslaUon 
and  it  dioald  be  defeated. 

Vtt.  VORYS.  Ux.  Chairman.  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  this  bilL 

fiir.  Chairman,  when  I  fh^  heard  this 
biU  was  coming  up  for  c<»islderatlon  I 
was  in  faTor  of  it  because  of  an  experi- 
ence I  had  here  in  Washington  receatly. 
I  went  into  a  restaurant  and  saw  Rocky 
Mountain  trout  <m  the  bill  of  fare,  and 
it  was  within  my  price  range.  I  ordered 
it,  but  it  tasted  as  though  it  had  mrob- 
ably  come  from  Dien  Bien  Phu  in  Indo- 
china before  that  fortress  fell;  it  was 
long  past  its  prime. 

Maybe  I  do  injustice  to  a  foreign  trout. 
In  any  case  I  thought  this  bill  was  a  good 
idea  until  I  got  to  thinking  about  it,  this 
matter  of  deception  in  restaurants,  serv- 
ing things  under  attractive  but  untrue 
labels.  If  we  prohibit  American  labels 
on  foreign  products  I  wonder  if  other 
nations  could  demand  that  we  stop  using 
foreign  labels  when  we  serve  American 
products.  There  ought  to  be  interna- 
tional reciprocity  in  such  matters,  and  I 
wonder  Just  how  far  we  should  go.  I  got 
to  thinking  that  if  we  required  American 
trout  to  be  labeled,  we  might  get  into 
trouble  on  Danish  pastry.  French  pastry. 
Swiss  cheese.  Wienerwurst,  which  is 
Vienna  sausage. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Everybody  knows 
that  Danish  k>astry  is  made  in  this  coun- 
try even  though  it  is  put  on  the  bill  of 
fare  and  we  call  it  Danish  pastry,  but  I 
would  like  to  have  them  label  American 
trout  and  American  tobacco. 

Mr.  VORYS.  That  is  the  point  I  am 
making.       ^ 

Danish  paStry  is  not  made  in  Denmark. 
French  pastry  is  made  in  the  United 
States.  We  make  wonderful  Swiss  cheese 
in  Ohio.  Turkish  Delight  is  a  kind  of 
candy  made  in  this  country.  Spanish 
onions  do  not  come  from  Spain.  I  got  to 
thlnldng:  Well,  now,  if  we  were  to  be 
honest  with  ourselves  are  we  going  to 
have  to  change  the  names  of  all  these 
delightful  things  that  we  make  and  eat 
here  in  America  and  relabel  them  with 
American  names? 

.  Then  we  come  to  Virginia  ham,  and 
New.  York  sirloin,  and  Idaho  potatoes, 
which  may  have  come  from  right  around 
where  you  are  and  may  not  come  from 
those  places  at  all. 

Mr„  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Ver- 
inont  turkey,  too. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Then  I  got  to  thinking 
that  this  bill  Is  too  much  law  for  the 
situation  Involved.  We  have  municipal 
and  State  laws  to  require  sanitary  con- 
ditions in  restaurants.  I  doubt  if  tTncle 
Sam  should  step  in  and  try  to  police  the 
500.000  restaurants  in  our  country  to  re- 
quire honesty  in  menus,  esiiecially  Just 
for  one  item  on  the  menu. 

I  wish  restaurants  would  label  what 
they  serve  with  realism — ^up  to  a  point. 
I  like  labels  that  I  imderstand  and  that 
makes  me  feel  good  if  the  stviS  tastes 


good,  even  when  they  are  not  literally 
true.  If  restaurants  fool  people  too 
often,  they  pay  the  penalty  of  loling 
business.  I  doubt  if  the  owner  should 
also  be  put  in  Jail. 

Mr.  OUARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Of  course, 
the  gentleman  may  be  actuated  and  in- 
fluenced by  the  attitude  of  the  State  De- 
partment; but  could  I  ask  the  gentle- 
man this  simple  question?  Why  should 
a  restaurant  sell  a  foreign  imported  tf out 
from  Denmark,  which  has  been  shipQied 
many  thousands  of  miles,  or  from  Jaipan. 
nowhere  near  the  quality  of  our  Amer- 
ican trout,  and  sell  it  to  us  who  eajoy 
rainbow  or  Rocky  Mountain  trout  for 
American  trout?  Does  the  gentleman 
think  that  is  honest  and  decent? 

Mr.  VORYS.  No.  I  wish  they  would 
not  do  it.  There  are  a  lot  of  things  res- 
taurants do  that  I  wish  they  would  not 
do.  But  I  do  not  come  in  here  and  vote 
a  $1,000  Federal  penalty  on  them,  on  that 
account.  In  this  case,  the  restaurant 
may  not  be  able  to  tell  where  the  trout 
come  from,  or  the  printers  may  make 
a  mistake  on  the  menu,  but  the  owner 
may  find  himself  indicted  under  this  bill. 

Seriously.  I  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  I  agree  with  the  three  de- 
partments of  Govemmeilt  that  will  have 
to  do  with  the  administration  of  this 
law.  They  are  against  the  bill.  I  have 
changed  my  mind  and  will  not  be  able 
to  go  along  with  it. 

I  like  troutfishing,  and  I  like  trout- 
catching,  and  that  requires  stocking  the 
streams,  and  that  requires  troutfarms. 
I  realize  these  farms  must  sell  trout  oom- 
mercially.  They  should  advertise  and 
push  their  own  product.  In  view  of  the 
attitude  of  the  restaurant  people,  I  do 
not  think  a  bill  like  this  will  help  to 
sell  American  trout. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
re^iisite  niunber  of  words. 

]^r.  Chairman,  our  friend  from  Ohio 
has  been  thinking  altogether  too  much. 
He  admitted  three  separate  and  distinct 
times  that  he  had  been  thinking  about 
this  situation.  That  is  too  much  time 
to  devote  to  any  domestic  policy,  I 
should  say  to  the  gentleman.  The 
gentleman  got  to  thinking  about  these 
forei^mers,  as  some  people  call  them, 
and  inasmuch  as  ^me  of  them  might 
"beef"  about  this,  the  gentleman  changed 
his  mind. 

The  gentleman  and  I  were  together 
the  other  day  on  this  postal  bill.  We 
both  voted  against  that  increase.  I 
voted  against  it  because  I  thought  it  was 
a  futile  gesture  and  that  we  might  just 
as  well  let  the  Senate  send  their  bill  over 
here.  I  was  tired  of  this  man  Doherty 
telling  us  what  to  write.  I  thought 
Congress  should  write  the  legislation 
rather  than  Doherty  doing  it.  Then 
the  gentleman  and  I  got  together  and 
discussed  it. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  That  is  what  I  did.  too. 
Then  the  gentleman  and  I  also  said  that 


maybe  we  ought  to  save  some  of  this 
money  so  we  could  send  it  abroad. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  That 
is  what  the  gentleman  did  and  the  next 
day  he  voted  to  send  some  more  money 
abroad.     I  voted  against  that. 

But  I  cannot  get  some  things  through 
my  head.  All  of  the  gentlemen  from 
New  York  have  voted  that  we  should 
have  labels  on  things  that  were  sold  in 
this  counti-y  that  came  from  abroad. 
When  it  came  to  furs  these  gentlemen 
from  New  York  wanted  them  labeled  for 
what  they  were.  When  it  came,  to  oleo 
they  wanted  that  labeled,  do  you  re- 
member? They  had  to  put  the  sign  up. 
they  had  to  cut  it  a  certain  way,  Some 
States  even  had  to  color  it,  piidc  down 
in  Virginia,  green  up  in  Vermont  Sure, 
there  were  laws  like  that,  they  were 
ridiculous,  but  notwithstanding  that 
fact,  how  many  things  has  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  and  the  gentlemnn  from 
New  York  voted  for  where  the  purpose 
was.  as  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
said,  to  make  them  sell  it  for  what  it 
was.  to  prevent  fraud  and  deception? 
That  is  all  we  are  asking.  I  do  not  like 
to  go  into  a  restaurant  and  order  trout 
and  get  carp.  I  can  never  convihce  my- 
self it  is  Just  as  good.  Over  in  Illinois 
they  wanted  to  sell  horsemeat,  and 
they  did.  because  they  had  it  In  the 
stores.  You  can  go  down  to  the  inarkets 
here  and  you  can  buy  horsemeat,  but 
it  is  labeled  horsemeat.  Maybe  I  like 
horsemeat.  I  do  not  want  to  buy  some- 
thing that  is  labeled  horsemeat  and 
find  that  it  is  a  good  sirloin  or  porter- 
house steak.  That  would  be  a  fraud  on 
me. 

Mr.  VORYS.  The  gentleman  is  a 
great  fisherman. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  catch 
them.  too. 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  am  a  great  fisherman, 
too. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  But  you 
do  not  catch  them. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
feel  we  ought  to  do  something  about 
these  signs  in  restaurants  and  fl&h  mar- 
kets that  say  "fresh  fish"  when  they  are 
not  fresh? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Oh,  I 
do  not  know.  If  a  fellow  is  gullible 
enough  and  cannot  tell  by  the  smell 
whether  it  is  fresh  or  not,  he  shpuld  not 
order  it.  I  know  of  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  take  care  of  our  own  peo- 
ple. I  am  just  getting  sick  apd  tired 
of  my  lovable  friend  from  Ohio,  when 
anything  comes  up  here,  wanting  to  give 
it  to  the  foreigners  all  the  time. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  you  know,  as  long 
as  we  are  talking  about  all  these 
products  from  the  great  State  of  Ohio. 
I  think  it  is  a,  splendid  opportunity 
to  say  a  word  or  two  on  behalf  0f  Penn- 
sylvania grade  lubricating  oil  produced 
in  the  great  State  of  Pennsylvania. 
Why  we  even  police  the  industi^y  to  see 
that  nobody  represents  any  oil  as  being 
of  Pennsylvania  grade  other  than  the 
that  produced  and  refined  under  the 
Pennsylvania  label.  We  insist  oh  our  oil 
being  labeled  Pennsylvania  grade.  We 
want  the  American  people  to  lu}ow  Uiat 


13965 


they  are  getting  the  finest  lubricating 
oil  in  the  world. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  hOl  should  be 
passed.  As  it  now  stands,  it  is  deception. 
We  have  13  trout  hatcheries  in  my  State. 
It  is  a  growing  business,  and  they 
should  receive  some  protection  from 
foreign  and  imported  misrepresented 
trout. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr. 
FiNol  said  the  other  day  that  consider- 
able pressure  was  being  brought  upon 
the  Members  of  the  Ctingress.  Well.  I 
would  say  that  considerable  pressure 
from  the  metropolitan  areas  was  also 
being  brought  upon  the  Members  of 
Congress  who  represent  those  districts 
by  the  hotel  and  ^-estaurant  keepers  to 
see.  that  this  bill  is  not  passed.  And  I 
waht  to  call  attention  to  my  very  good 
and  able  friend  from  Arkansas  I  Mr. 
Haaris  1  who  said  that  we  have  a  lot  of 
su(n>ort  on  his  side  of  tne  House.  That 
is  true,  but  not  so  much  .-oipport  from  the 
gentleman's  side  from  those  who  repre- 
sent the  metropoUtan  ureas  where  the 
hotels  and  restaurants  are  located. 
Most  of  the  support  is  ctoming  from  the 
rural  areas  of  the  Nation.  .Certainly 
this  is  a  growing  industry,  and  it  shoUld 
be  protected.  I  say,  the  situation  as  it 
stands  is  deceiving.  Ti-out  are  shipped 
into  this  country  in  refrigerated  cases 
from  foreign  countries,  all  packaged  up 
as  Rocky  Mountain  trout  or  Colorado 
trout  or  some  other  American  name 
which  is  very  appealinjf  to  the  average 
hotel  and  restaurant  keeper,  and  they 
serve  it  as  such,  but  the  facts  are  that 
most  of  these  trout  are  coming  from 
Japan  or  Dermiark  or  some  other 
country. 

The  gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr. 
VoRYsl  inferred  atwut  being  more 
friendly  to  these  countries.  In  the  last 
10  years  we  pumped  alMUt  $100  billion 
into  these  countries.  CJertainly  it  can- 
not be  said  that  this  ;s  an  imfriendly 
gesture.  We  just  passed  a  bill  the  other 
day  for  another  $3  bllUon  for  foreign  aiJ 
even  though  there  were  $9  biUion  au- 
thorized but  unexpended,  that  was  car- 
ried over,  that  evidently  could  not  l)c  ex- 
pended up  to  1954.  S4j  we  authorized 
another  $3  billion,  so  that  gives  them 
$12  billion  to  spend  in  1954-55 — twelve 
thousand  million  dollars.  That  Is  a  lot 
of  money.  It  is  to  me  or  it  is  to  anybody 
from  my  State  who  is  paying  a  great 
share  of  the  taxes  to  meet  the  cost  of 
these  programs.  So  let  no  one  leave  the 
inference  that  we  are  Ijeing  unfriendly 
to  any  foreign  country.  In  other  words, 
all  we  have  been  doing  is  rehabilitating 
their  economy  and  industry,  and  other 
Phases  of  their  economic  life,  and  now 
since  their  recovery  is  about  complete, 
we  find  they  are  in  stiff  competition  with 
us.  What  is  wrong  with  trying  to  pro- 
tect American  industry?  What  is  wrong 
with  trying  to  protect  American  pro- 
ducers of  foodstuffs?  This  labeling  bill 
is  certainly  giving  protection  to  the 
American  producers  of  trout,  and  the 
American  people,  when  they  sit  down  to 
eat  trout,  will  know  they  are  getting 
American  trout,  domestic  trout,  and  not 
trout  mislabeled  coming:  from  some  for- 
eign country.  It  is  about  time  we  gave 
consideration  to  our  own  backyard  and 
protect  our  industries  and   the  people 


who  are  dependent  upon  them  for  their 
livelihood.  Again  I  ask,  What  is  wrong 
with  looking  after  our  own  American 
affairs? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  QAVEN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  The 
gentleman  does  not  want  to  offend  the 
State  Department,  does  he? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  The  gentleman  knows  my 
position  on  the  State  Department. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  And  I 
am  sure  he  Icnows  mine. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  would  rather  not  get 
into  the  matter  at  this  time — I  have  only 
a  limited  time — but  reciprocal  trade 
treaties  should  be  a  two-way  street,  and 
we  have  been  putting  up  the  money  to 
bring  about  recovery  in  these  countries. 
American  industry  should  be  protected. 
Let  us  get  back  to  the  trout  bill. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GAVIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  have  not  heard  from 
the  State  Department  on  this.  I  am  in 
a  squeeze  between  the  Izaak  Walton 
League  of  Ohio  and  the  Ohio  Restaurant 
Association,  so  I  have  got  to  walk  the 
straight  and  narrow  path. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  wiU  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GAVIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  thought  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  (Mr.  VouysI  said  that  we 
should  not  offend  our  foreign  friends  by 
passing  this  bill,  or  words  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Oh,  no;  it  is  apparently 
all  right  to  offend  American  producers, 
but  under  no  circumstances,  in  any  way. 
offend  foreign  producers.  All  we  have  to 
do  is  have  the  American  taxpayers  fur- 
nish the  money  for  the  rest  of  the  world 
and  bring  them  into  competition  with 
American  producers  and  put  them  and 
those  dependent  on  them  out  of  tmsiness. 
When  the  American  producers  ask  for 
some  protection,  believe  me,  it  poses  a 
real  problem  to  secvire  consideration 
and  relief. 

This  bill  Is  a  good  bill  and  I  am  asking 
the  Memt>ers  of  the  House  to  vote  for  it. 
It  win  give  protection  to  the  American 
producers  of  trout. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  KLUCZYNSKI.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  may  have  2  ad- 
ditional minutes.  Perhaps  he  can  con- 
vince some  of  us  who  are  opposed  to 
this  bill. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  I 
have  said  all  I  want  to  say  on  this  bill 
and  have  no  further  use  for  time,  as  I 
doubt  very  much  I  could  convince  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  requisite  number 
Of  words. 

The  question  arose  about  the  power 
of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  in  this 
controversy.  I  have  a  letter  from  the 
general  counsel  of  the  F>ederal  Trade 
Commission  who  gives  his  personal 
views,  but  I  think  he  says  something 
that  is  worthwhile.    He  says: 

It  Is  my  beUer  tbat  In  itie  large  majority 
of  cases  the  fish  retailer  and  the  restaura- 
teur receiving   the   fish   for   local   resale   or 


serving  as  food  know  the  origin  of  the  flah 
which  they  buy,  and  In  any  event,  this  Com- 
mission would  have  no  authority  to  require 
them  to  make  dlscloeure  of  that  origin  to 
their  respective  customers,  whether  the 
housewife  or  the  diner  In  the  restaurant. 

They  may  have  authority  so  far  as 
the  importation  of  various  products  is 
concerned  to  require  the  labeling  of  the 
import  as  such,  but  that  is  simply  on  the 
outside  of  the  pacluige,  the  big  package, 
as  it  comes  into  this  country.  But  there 
Is  no  authority  for  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  to  go  in  and  determine  with- 
in the  specific  restaurant  the  place  of 
origin  of  the  product  that  they  are  try- 
ing to  selL 

Mr.  CRTJJIR.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CELLER.  If  the  fish  is  mis- 
labeled or  misbranded.  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  undoubtedly  would 
have  authority  to  bring  a  prosecution 
against  those  guilty  of  misbranding, 
would  they  not? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  The  gentleman,  of 
course,  is  an  eminent  lawyer,  and  I  am 
sure  he  imderstands  about  that.  But 
I  would  like  to  bring  to  the  attention  of 
this  committee  the  fact  that  the  large 
package  in  which  the  fish  arrive  in  this 
country  is  labeled  as  to  point  of  origin. 
However,  after  the  breakdown  of  the 
package,  which  may  be  mislabeled 
"Mountain  Trout,"  and  so  forth,  they  do 
not  have  to  reveal  the  point  of  origin. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  yield- 
Mr.  CfeLLER.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
entity  that  would  have  charge  of  the  en- 
forcement of  this  act,  namely,  the  Pure 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  is  op- 
posed to  this  bill? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  They  are  always 
opposed  to  having  any  sulditional  duties 
put  upon  them.  However,  I  might  point 
out  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
I  Mr.  Celler]  that  if  they  carry  out  their 
present  duties  and  make  these  inspec- 
tions throughout  the  country  imder  the 
Pure  Food  and  Drug  Act.  all  they  would 
have  to  do  is  to  take  a  look  around 
through  the  restaurants  to  find  out 
whether  or  not  the  law  was  being  cir- 
cumvented. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  DEVKREUX.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Regai-dless  of  whether 
or  not  they  are  opposed  to  the  bill, 
should  a  handful  of  men  determine 
what  we  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
shall  accept?  We  are  435  Members  of 
the  House  who  represent  every  section 
of  the  country.  We  are  the  ones  who 
should  determine  what  we  want  in  the 
way  of  legislation  to  protect  American 
producers  of  trout,  not  some  department 
official. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  think  it  has  been 
demonstrated  time  and  again  that  some- 
times this  Congress  Is  perhaps  a  litUe 
better  informed  and  acts  more  in  the 
interests  of  the  country  as  a  whole  than 
somebody  from  downtown. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Is  it  not  true  that  two 
other  responsible  agencies  of  the  Gov- 
ernment oppose  this  bill,  to  wit,  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior  and  the  State 
Department? 
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protect  our  industries  and   the   ijeople     t«\ir  receiving  the  fish  for  local  resale  or    Department? 
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The  genttemaa 
feraoilltovtttot  question  about  treaties, 
and  m  on.  jesterday.  If  we  pass  this 
Un  «a  do  not  disnipt  any  treaties.  All 
^  art  tnrinc  to  do  is  tell  the  people  of 
this  euuntry  wluit  they  are  reoelTing,  and 
iro  are  trybic  to  give  onr  industry  a  fair 
toeak  and -an  opportunity  to  compete 
nrlth  fbiae  foreign  prodoets.  We  are  net 
any  reciproeal  trade  agree- 
fea  any  way  whatsoe?er. 

Mr.  CKULBt '  Do  not  your  hearings 
eontalB  a  statement  by  Thruston  B.  Uor- 
ton.  AssMaiit  Oecretary  of  State^fOT  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  pages  •  and  7  that 
this  bill  undoubtedly  Tiolates  Tarlons 
treaties  that  the  United  States  has  with 
countries,  firom  whleh  come  this  trout? 

Mr.  ilBVEKEUX.  As  the  gentleman 
knows.  I  am  not  a  member  of  that  com- 
mittee and  I  was  not  present  to  hear 
that,  but  I  aA  sure  there  is  nothing  In 
there  in  any  way  whatsoever  that  vio- 
lates anyttiing  In  the  treaties. 

Mr.  CELLER.  It  speclfieaUy  states  it 
Is  a  violation  of  treaty.  It  Is  on  page  7. 
Read  It  twr  yourself . 

Mr.  DEVEREOX.  It  might  possibly 
be.  but  that  does  not  make  any  differ- 
ence in  the  matter  that  ia  l>efore  us.  I 
pn^MtUy  was  wrong  In  getting  into  a  dis- 
cussion with  the  eminent  attorney  from 
Mew  York. 

The  whole  question  resolves  itself  down 
to  this,  whether  you  are  gtdng  to  give 
aojdie  aid  er  chance  for  a  growing  indus- 
try in  this  country  that  is"  so  vital  to  it 
and  to  an  the  mxirts  fishermen  through- 
out our  entire  country,  or  wh^her  you 
-are  gota^  to  furnish  protection  to  a  for- 

'  Mr-O^EAtCAOf  Minnesibto.  Mr.Chalr- 
nan.  I  sESk  unanimous  fetaisent  that  the 
remiilndfar  bf  the  bOl  be  ccmshiered  as 
read  and  open  to  amendment  at  ibiy 
polftt. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  tbe  »quest  of  the  gentlonan  from 


There  was  iio  objection.    ^ 

The  remainder  of  the  bill  Is  as  follows: 

8bc.  9.  Chttpter  IV  of  tlw  Vedaral  Pood. 

Drug,  and  Coaaetle  Act,  ••  amended    (31 

U.  8.  C.  841  et  eeq.) ,  to  amended  by  addtag 

•t  tlie  end  tbereoC  a  new  eectlon  as  follows: 


RODOCBD    laUUT 

40a.  <a)  Ho  pwaon  sliaU  aell,  offer 
for  eale.  or  poeee—  for  sale  as  food.  In  any 
place  otber  tbaa  a  public  eating  place,  trout 
prodttoed  outside  tbe  United  SUtes,  Its  Ter- 
ritories, or  possessions,  imless — 

"(1)  mtth.  troot  to  packaged; 

"(3)  each  part  of  the  contents  of  the 
package  to  eoantalned  in  a  wrapper;  and 

"(S)  each  such  package  and  wrapper  to 
eleaiiy  and  conspleuously  stamped  or  laheled 
to  dtoelose  in  type  or  lettering  not  smaller 
than  90-polnt  type  the  word  'trout'  preceded 
toy  the  name  of  the  country  In  which  such 
trout  was  produced. 

"(b)  No  perspn  shall  possess  In  a  form 
ready  for  eMrrlng  or  shall  serve  at  a  pubUc 
eating  plade  trout  prodiieed  outside  the 
United  Statesi  Its  Ttxnxixrla^  at  poaaeaalona. 
unless  thMPS  appears  on  the  menu  of  such 
eating  place  tat  clear  and  oonq>lcuous  type 
the  want  trout'  preceded  by  the  name  of  the 
country  in  which  such  trout  was  produced, 
or.  if  such  eating  place  does  not  have  a  menu. 
m,  notice  to  dlqilayed  prominently  and  con- 
spicuously In  such  eating  place  stating  that 

• trout  to  served  In  thto  res- 

Uurant',  the  blank  space  to  be  filled  with  the 


nime  of  the  country  in  which  such  tsout 
was  produced.  j 

^(o)  TtM  requirements  of  subsections  (a) 
and  (b)  shall  be  In  addition  to  and  not  In 
lieu  of  any  of  the  other  requirements  of 
thto  act. 

"(d)  As  used  In  thto  section  the  t»rm 
trout'  means  all  species  of  trout  fish,  except 
Balvellnus  namaycush  (lake  trout),  belomg- 
Ing  to  the  following  genera:  Salmo,  Balvell- 
nus. Crtotlvomer.  Hucho,  and  Brachymystax." 

Sac.  3.  Nothing  In  thto  act  shall  be  don- 
strued  as  authorizing  the  possession,  sals,  or 
serving  of  foreign-produced  trout  In  any 
State  or  Tmitory  In  contravention  of  ,the 
laws  of  such  State  or  Territory. 


With  the  following  committee  ametid- 
ments: 

Page  a,  line  11,  strike  out  "each  part  of 
the  contents  of  the  package  Is  contained  In 
a  wrapper"  and  Insert  "If  the  package  to 
broken  whUe  held  for  sale,  each  unit  for 
sale  (consisting  of  one  or  more  trout)  to  In 
a  package." 

Paee  a.  line  15.  strike  out  "and  wrapper."* 
Page  3.  line  17,  insert  the  following: 
"Sec.  4.  nito  act  shall  take  effect  6  moatbs 
after  the  date  of  its  enactment." 

The  committee  amendments  '«ere 
agreed  to.  

Mr.  KLUCZYNSKI.  Mr.  Chairmati,  I 
offer  an  amendment.  | 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  1 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Klttcztnski: 
On  page  a,  line  30,  strike  out  all  of  subsec- 
tion (b),  and  reletter  the  following  sections. 

Mr.  KLUCZYNSKI.  Mr.  (nialnna|i,  I 
believe  I  would  l>e  the  last  Member  ^ere 
to  do  harm  to  the  trout  fanner.  I  wquld 
not  want  anybody  to  interfere  with  that 
business.  So  I  have  offered  this  sinlple 
amendment  which  would  clarify  this  bill. 
I  believe  I  can  vote  for  the  bill  if  this 
is  .adopted.  It  simply  strikes  out  slib- 
section  (b),  which  has  to  do  with  the 
menus  in  restaurants  or  the  placards  on 
the  waU.  It  is  a  simple  amendment,  and 
I  h(4)e  it  is  adopted. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
lunendment.  As  I  understand  the 
amendment,  which  has  just  been  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  it  woftild 
strike  out  all  of  section  (b) ;  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  KLUCZYNSKI.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Of 
course,  then  you  would  not  have  much 
left  in  this  bill,  Mr.  Chairman.  There 
would  be  nothing  but  a  hollow  shell,  gnd 
the  bill  would  be  onasculated.  I  realize 
that  the  gentleman  who  offers  the 
amendment  must  do  it  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Would  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  be  willing  to  accept  the 
amendment  if  the  language  which  is  in 
the  bill  remains  in  the  bill  requiring  a 
sign  in  the  restaurant? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  No ;  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  accept  such  an 
amendment. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  May  I  inquire  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  if  he  would  be 
willing  to  modify  his  amendment  to  that 
extent? 

Mr.  KLUCZYNSKI.     Yes;  I  would. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  The  gen- 
tleman may  be  willing  to  do  that,  but 
I  would  like  to  state  that  the  amend- 


ment which  has  now  been  offered  is  not 
what  the  gentleman  from  Teimes^ee  re- 
ferred to.  The  amendment  which  has 
Just  been  offered  by  the  gentlemah  from 
Illinois  goes  a  great  deal  further  than  . 
the  Inquiry  Just  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee.  I  think  we  had  better 
get  rid  of  these  amendments  in  the  form 
in  which  they  are  submitted,  and  then 
come  to  whatever  other  questions  may 
arise. 

Ml-.  PRIEST.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Mlimesota.    ]  yield. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  I  would  want  the  Rsc- 
ORD  to  show  that  when  I  discussed  the 
amendment  under  general  delMite,  it  was 
'  my  understanding  at  that  time  that  the 
tAnendment  would  require  a  notice  on  the 
walls  of  the  restaurant.  I  had  not  read 
the  language  of  the  amendment  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota,  il  Just 
wanted  to  make  it  plain  that  the  gentle- 
man's amendment,  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois, 
goes  a  great  deal  further  than  the 
amendment  which  was  referred  to  by  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee. 

I  do  not  condone  deception  and  fraud 
practiced  by  those  who  sell  foreilKn  fish 
by  calling  the  foreign  fish  AmeriOan  fish 
and  calling  it  a  highly  desirable  type  of 
fish  for  eating  purposes;  that  is  their 
privilege.  But  let  us  have  it  understood 
what  it  does.  We  are  here  trying  to 
protect  the  American  people. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chalntan,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  this  time  !f or  the 
purpose  of  asldng  a  question  or  two  in  a 
desire  to  get  some  information;  As  I 
imderstand  it,  if  I  may  address  this  to 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota,  if  jsection 
(b)  is  eliminated  and  section  (a)|  Is  left 
in,  then  the  bill  would  apply  ^nly  ttt 
those  who  sold  trout  other  than  in  puldio 
eating  places. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  MinnesoU.'  That 
would  l>e  my  understanding,  I  would  say 
to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  KEATINO.  It  is  section  (b> 
which  troubles  me  about  this  legisla- 
tion. Some  of  the  restaurant  proixle- 
tors  have  indicated  to  me  that  they 
often  do  not  know  when  they  bi^  trout 
where  it  does  come  from. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  MinnesoU.  May  I 
answer  the  gentleman  by  sayiqg  that 
that  is  probably  true  today;  they  do  not 
know.  This  bill  requires  that  whien  this 
foreign  trout  is  brought  into  this  cotin- 
try.  if  it  is  in  packages  of  one  of  more, 
the  package  must  be  marked  with  the 
name  of  the  country  of  origin  of  the 
trout,  which  does  give  to  the  restaurant 
keeper  the  information  which  protects 
him. 

Mr.  KEATINO.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. May  I  follow  that  up  wi|h  this 
question:  Suppose  a  person  wbo  has 
sold  the  trout  to  the  restaurant  keeper 
had  not  marked  It,  in  violation  of  sec- 
tion (a) ;  and  the  restaurant  keeper  did 
not  know  where  it  came  from  a^  had 
not  marlced  it,  would  he  still  Im^  liable 
even  though  he  had  been  imposed  upon 
by  the  man  from  whom  he  boughi  it? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  |In  my 
opinion  he  would  not.  because  he  is  not 
willfully  violating  this  law. 
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Mr.  KEATINO.  That  leads  to  this 
questicm:  Does  prosecution  under  the 
F«ood  and  Drug  Act  for  a  violation  of 
secUon  (b).  if  it  is  left  in  the  bill,  re- 
quire knowledge  and  intent?  In  other 
words,  would  it  have  to  be  willful  viola- 
tion? 

Mr.  OTIARA  of  Mhinesoto.  I  would 
think  there  would  have  to  be  willful  in- 
tent to  be  a  violation. 

Mr.  iCEATINa.  In  other  words,  this 
is  added  to  the  list  of  so-caUed  pro- 
hibited acts  in  the  law. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  That  is 
right;  in  the  food  and  drug  law. 

Mr.  KEATINO.  And  under  prosecu- 
tions for  committing  one  of  those  pro- 
hibited acts,  is  it  necessary  to  prove  in- 
tent to  violate  the  law? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Generally 
speaking  it  is  my  understanding  that  in 
these  offenses  there  must  be  a  willful 
intent  to  violate  the  law. 

Mr.  KEATING.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man. That  clears  up  a  good  deal  in 
my  mind. 

I  want  to  ask  Just  one  additional  ques- 
tion: In  a  communication  which  I  re- 
ceived from  certain  restaurant  operators 
they  spoke  of  the  provisions  of  this  bill 
being  unusually  severe  in  their  penal- 
ties. Am  I  correct  that  there  Lb  nothing 
in  this  bill  about  penalties,  but  that  the 
regular  provisions  of  the  Fobd  and  Drug 
Act  would  apply? 

Mr.  O'HARA  <rf  Minnesota.  The  same 
penalty,  if  I  am  not  antldpaUng  the 
gentleman,  that  applies  to  any  other 
violations  of  the  Pood  and  Drug  Act. 

Mr.  KEATING.  And  for  the  first  of- 
fense  

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  That  is  a 
misdemeanor. 

Mr.    KEATINO.    That    is    a    misde- 
meanor and  not  more  than  $1,000  fine. 
Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.    Or  1  year 
in  jail,  or  both. 

Mr.  KEATINO.  The  gentleman  Is 
probably  more  familiar  than  I  with 
prosecutions  under  the  Food  and  Drug 
Act;  to  it  customary  for  them  to  be  fined 
the  maximum?  My  impression  to  that 
in  most  cases  it  is  aoore  like  a  $100  fine 
or  something  of  that  kind  for  the  first 
offense. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  MinnesoU.    I  am  not 
familiar  with  it  but  I  think  that  is  true. 
Mr.  CXLUBR.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KEATINO.  If  I  have  any  time 
remaining  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  CEUjER.  The  Impression  has 
been  gained  from  the  answer  to  the  gen- 
tleman's question  that  the  utmost  pen- 
alty is  a  $1,000  fine.  That  is  inaccurate. 
Under  the  Pxire  Food  and  Drug  Act  for 
the  first  offense  there  is  a  possible  pen- 
alty of  1  year  in  Jafi  and/or  a  $1,000 
fine;  and  for  the  secoiMl  penalty  3  years 
in  jail  and/or  a  $10,000  fine. 

Mr.  KEATINO.  As  I  understand  It.  a 
violation  of  tlito  section  would  stand  on 
the  same  footing  as  any  other  violation 
of  the  Pood  and  Drug  Act.  There  are 
no  more  severe  penalties  Involved  here 
than  attach  to  any  other  violation. 
But  I  might  ask  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  who  perhaps  has  had  some 
experience  in  this  field,  whether  it  is 
customary  for  a  person  who  is  convicted 


as  a  first  offender  to  be  fined  as  much  as 
$1,000?  My  impression  is  that  he  is 
not  usually  given  the  maximum  fine  and 
that  It  would  only  be  in  an  extremely 
aggravated  case  that  he  would  be  so 
severely  dealt  with. 

Mr.  CELI£R.  That  all  depends  on 
the  facts  in  the  case.  Also,  to  clear  up 
another  misapprehension  on  the  ques- 
tion of  guilty  knowledge  and  willful  in- 
tent, those  are  questions  of  fact  a  Judge 
will  have  to  determine  for  himself.  We 
cannot  determine  that  in  the  act  itself, 
and.  twing  questions  of  fact,  the  resUu- 
rant  man  runs  a  tremendous  risk  if  he 
handles  trout. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
a  substitute  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois. 

The  Clerk  read  a«  follows: 

Substitute    amendment    offered    by    ICr. 


"(b)  Mo  person  shall  possess  In  a  form 
ready  for  serrlng  or  shall  serve  at  a  public 
eating  place  trout  produced  outside  the 
United  States,  Its  Territories  or  possessions , 
unless  a  notice  Is  displayed  pronttnently  and 
conspicuously  in  such  eating  place  stating 

that  ' trout  Is  served  in  this  res- 

teuraat.'  the  blank  spaoe  to  be  filled  with 
the  name  of  the  cowaVrj  In  which  such  trout 
was  produced." 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  MinnesoU.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRIEST.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  MinnesoU.  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
all  debate  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  niiiMis  and  the  sub- 
stitute offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  close  in  30  minutes,  the  last 
5  minutes  to  be  reserved  to  the  commit- 
tee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
MinnesoU? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  a  bin  such 
as  this  coming  up  here  in  the  closing 
days  of  the  session  is  not  a  thing  that 
makes  me  very  proud.  I  would  like  to 
see  this  come  to  an  end  Just  as  quickly 
as  possible.  If  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  would  agree  with,  I  think,  all 
of  the  membeis  of  his  committee  on  this 
side  to  the  substitute  amendment  Just 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
see, we  can  close  this  thing  in  less  than 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  MinnesdU.  Answer- 
ing the  gentlenaan  from  Texas.  I  am  not 
in  positioa  where  I  can  agree.  I  have 
no  authority  to  agree. 

Mr.  RATBURN.  The  gentteman  has 
his  individual  authority  to  agree  m  dis- 
agree. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  I  have  no 
authority  from  anybody  other  than  my- 
self. Let  me  say  to  the  gentleman  that 
I  have  submitted  this  to  certain  Mem- 
bers and  they  are  not  aareeable. 

Mr.  wAniMR  Can  the  gentleman 
consider  accepting  this  amendment,  and 
since  this  Is  a  Senate  bUl  and  It  Is 
amended,  perhaps  we  can  get  together 
and  see  If  ve  eaumot  resolve  the  dtffer- 
enoe? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.'  I  do  not 
wish  to  appear  to  be  axtitraiy  about  this 


matter,  but  I  am  not  In  poaltton  to  say. 
It  Is  a  rather  embarrasslnc  position  to 
put  me  in. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Tlie  gentleman 
knows  he  cannot  pass  this  bill  today  be- 
cause there  will  not  l>e  a  roUeall  In  the 
House  today.  In  all  probability  It  will  go 
over  until  Tliursday.  I  would  Just  like  to 
see  this  whole  argument  cease,  to  be  very 
frank,  and  I  wish  some  accommoda- 
tion could  be  brought  about  in  refer- 
ence to  this  matter.  The  bUl  oouM  pass 
today  without  a  rollcali. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman.  Z 
object. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
offered  this  perfecting  amendment 
which  I  imdersUnd  is  agreeable  to  tbo 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Klvcsyw- 
SKil.  It  was  the  amendment  I  feferred 
to  in  general  debate.  It  Is  an  amend- 
ment which  would  reqtilre.  If  the  blU 
becomes  law.  that  a  resUurant  operator 
serving  imported  trout  shall  display  a 
sign,  but  it  does  not  require  that  it  shall 
be  prtnted  on  the  menu.  I  believe  It  Is 
a  satisfactory  compromise  between  tho 
provision  in  the  bill  in  that  respect  and 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  which  would  havo 
striclcen  all- of  section  (b)  from  the  bUL 
I  share  the  opinion  expressed  by  tho 
distinguished  minority  leader  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  I  Mr.  RATsunr]  In 
hoping  that  this  matter  can  be  dispos0d 
of  rather  quidcly,  and  I  hope  very  mttdh 
that  the  perf ectijog  amendment  will  be 
agreed  to  and  that  we  can  i^Mpom  of 
this  legislation  this  aftemooo: 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  wilt 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRIEST.  I  yield  to  the  gedtlemaa 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDBRO.  I  have 
amendment  offered  by  the 
from  Illinois  at  the  ClertCs  dsi*.  II 
strikes  out  aU  of  section  <b).  bat  IM 
sUted  here  that  he  would  be  perlMlIp 
willing  to  strike  out  aU  of  that  with  Hm 
exception  of  the  notice  to  be  displayed  tag 
the  resUurant.  Why  does  not  that  real- 
ly comply  with  the  objective  of  this  leg* 
Islation?    Why  do  we  not  aooept  Itt 

Mr.  PRIEST.  I  believe  It  does  comply 
with  the  objective,  and  I  eertalnly  hopo. 
Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  Commlttae  o( 
the  Whole  will  accept  the  amendments 

Mr.  JKNSBN .  Mr.  Chairman.  wiU  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRIEST.  I  yield  to  the  gentlo- 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Anyone  can  read  tho 
bill,  and  certainly  there  is  enough  pro- 
tection for  the  trout  prodoeers  In  this 
bill  without  that  section,  and  with  the 
gentleman's  amendment. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  It  would  Seem  to  me 
that  that  is  true,  I  will  say  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Iowa. 

Mr.  KEATUiO.  >  Mr.  Chahnan,  will 
the  gentleman  yield?  . 

Mr.  PRIBBT.    I  yfeld  to  tbe  gentle- 

nuui  from  Hew  York. 

Mr.  KBATBKI.    It  seems  to 
the  gentleman  from  Tc 
a  very  sensible  snggrstion  bcve.    We  «n 
want  to  protect  the  dnmotie  niKn  of 
trout,  and  we  do  not 
iif^if*  or  nnneeeaaaty 
wtaooondnct 
too  great  a 
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%jign,  but  It  I*  »  eoQsidarable  Iwrdai  to 
malBatttaiiNrini  ttila  on  all  their  mcfnuB;. 
I  think  the  gentleman's  amendment  fai 
vortbor  o(«or  support. 

Mr.  SSIE8T.  I  thank  the  gentlonan 
frmn  Htv  Totk  lor  his  very  apt  comment 
and  I  hope.  Ifr.  Chairman,  that  this 
amendment  wm  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WOLVBITON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  ttie 
gMitlwnen  jrMd? 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ailcanaas. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chaiiman,  carry- 
ing out  the  thought  Ol  our  dlsttnguidied 
leader  on  the  Danocratic  side  a  momfrat 
ago  in  an  ^ort  to  try  to  get  this  mat- 
tor  resolved,  the  members  of  our  com- 
mittee on  this  side  are  willing  to  adopt 
the  substitute  amendment  As  I  under- 
stand, those  who  are  opposed  to  the 
legislation  or  have  been  offPOBtA.  to  It 
would  be  willing  to  take  this  substitute 
amendment,  and  consequently,  as  our 
leador  on  the  minority  side  a  moment 
ago  said,  we  could  get  this  bill  deared 
out  and  get  it  passed  today.  .  Otherwise, 
the  flaatter  is  going  to  go  over  until. 
p^haps.:Thurs(tey,  and  we  will  get  in- 
volved In  another  jam.  Conaequently,  I 
think,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  is  so 
much  bsterest  on  both  aides  of  this  issue. 
I  hope  that  we  can  get  the  matter 
worked  out  this  way  and  get  unanimous 
agreeoBent  on  it  so  that  the  matter 
eould  go  over  to  the  other  side  and 
flmUly  be  woriced  out  in  cosif  erence. 

Mr.  WCX^VKBTON.  Mr.  Chaizman.  I 
wlU  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Azkansas 
that  I  was  not  In  the  room  wbm  the 
mInoKtty  leader,  the  gentloian  from 
Tfezas  [Mr.  Ratbubx]  made  the  soggcs- 
tten  which  he  did.  But,  I  have  been 
InfanBed  with  respect  to  it.  and  I  have 
conferred  wtth  other  members  of  the 
eommlUee.  not  all  of  them  but  wtth  a 
sufelent  number  to  Indicate  that  tt 
would  be  agreeaUe.  so  far  as  I  am  oon- 
oemed  and  thoae  with  wham  I  have  om- 
f  erred,  to  accept  the  amendment  oflfered 
by  the  gentleman  fion  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Pansr]  as  suggested  by  the  minwity 
leader.  Mr.  Raybuut.  . 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
I  thiidc  It  will  settle  the  matter  so  that 
It  can  be  worked  out. 

Mr.  QROSa  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  amend- 
ment be  again  reported. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
lowa^ 

Tmstt  was  no  objection. 

Tmt  Clerk  again  reported  the  Priest 
^     ^,s(iostltute  amendment. 
^-^     Mr.    O'HARA    of    Minnesota.      Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  at 
that  point? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman  a  question  first,  if  I  may.  I 
am  glad  to  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota. 

The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Bdr. 
PsnEST],  the  author  of  the  amendment, 
used  the  words  "eating  place  and  restau- 
rant." 

Mr.  PRIEST.  I  believe  there  is  an 
"or"  connecting  "restaurant"  and  "eat- 
ing place."    The  language  i«  i^e  same 


as  was  in  the  bill,  with  the  exception  of 
the  H<"><"***»»  of  the  menu  provision. 
Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  I|  the 
gentleman  will  yidd,  I  think  the  gentle- 
man  added  the  word  "restaurant."  which 
was  not  included  in  the  bUL  Th^  bill 
refers  to  "eating  place." 

Mr.  GROSS.  That  is  the  point  Itiat  I 
was  making.  How  are  you  gohtg  to 
ddlne  "restaurant"  and  "eating  pUice"? 
Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  I  suppose 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Pkust]  to  cover  both. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  It  is  the  intentien  of 
Uie  gentleman  from  Tennessee  to  cover 
both. 

Mr.  O'H^IA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
further? 
Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Sa  that 
we  may  have  clearly  the  intention  ^f  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  FrKkst], 
if  his  substitute  is  adopted,  it  is  merely 
striking  out  of  the  bill,  in  subsection  (b) . 
the  reference  to  printing  it  on  the  ibenu ; 
is  that  the  gentleman's  intention? 

Mr.  PRIEST.  That  is  the  purpose  of 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  I  thank 
the  gentleman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is 
on  the  perfecting  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Tennesseo  [Mr. 
Pmxst]. 

The  perfecting  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  t^e  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  before  this  bill  is 
passed,  I  want  to  make  the  observlation, 
if  we  are  going  to  embark  on  a  program 
of  labeling  imported  edibles  whidh  are 
sold  in  restaurants  and  cafes  and  eating 
places  in  the  United  States,  I  should  like 
to  see  the  great  commltee  from  which 
this  bill  came  consider  the  matter  of 
such  \\jeas  as  imported  sugar.  Our  peo- 
ple in  Louisiana  and  throughout  the 
united  States  would  like  to  see  imported 
sugar  marked.  It  might  be  very  help- 
ful to  all  of  us  who  grow  these  cootmod- 
Ities  in  the  United  States.  I  throw  out 
this  observation  so  that  the  committee 
may  ponder  it.  and  hope  that  it  ixill  fall 
on  fertile  groiuid. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  ros^;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair. 
Bifr.  AU.KN  of  Illinois,  Chairman  Of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  <tn  the 
State  of  the  Union,  reported  thgt  the 
Committee,  having  had  under  codsider- 
ation  the  bill  (S.  2033)  relating  to  the 
labeling  of  packages  containing  foreign- 
produced  trout  sold  in  the  United  States, 
and  requiring  certain  information  to 
appear  on  the  mentis  of  public  bating 
places  serving  such  trout,  pursuant  to 
House  Resolution  687,  he  reported  the 
bill  back  to  the  House  with  sundry 
amendments  adopted  by  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  oti  any 
of  the  amendments?    If  not,  the  Chair 
will  put  them  en  Uoc. 
The  amendments  were  agreed  tf. 


The  SPEAKER.  The  questipn  is  on 
the  third  readhig  of  the  bllL 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  reafl  a  third 
time,  and  was  read  the  third  tl^e. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  questipn  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  biU  was  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"Relating  to  the  labeling  of  packages 
containing  foreign -produced  tfout  s<M 
in  the  United  States,  and  requiring  cer- 
tain information  to  appear  in  public 
eating  places  serving  such  trouf." 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

-^— —    i 
MART  B.  HOIMES 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  tbe  imme- 
diate consideration  of  House  RJesolution 
703. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows : 

Resolved.  That  there  ahall  be  p^  out  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives to  Mary  B.  Holmes,  widow  of 
Atnos  E.  Holmes,  late  an  employee  of  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol,  an  amolLint  equal 
to  6  months'  salary  at  .ha  rate  He  was  re- 
celTlng  at  the  time  of  his  deat%.  and  an 
additional  amount  not  to  exceed  9150  toward 
defraying  the  funeral  expenses  of  the  said" 
Amos  E.  Hermes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  genUemim  from 
Virginia? 

Mr.  SCHENCK  Reserving  the  right 
to  object.  Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  Ihall  not. 
I  have  not  been  able  to  discuss  this  reso- 
lution with  many  of  the  memb^  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Administt^tlon  on 
the  majority  side,  but  those  with  whom 
I  have  discussed  it  are  in  afreement. 
Therefore,  I  withdraw  my  reservation  of 
objection.      

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  oblection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlemfin  from 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to.  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  i 


DESIGNATION   OP   MAY   1.   1955,   AS 
LOYALTY  DAY      i 


Mr.  McCULLOCH.  Mr.  Spesiker,  1 1 
unanimous  consent  for  the  itomediate 
consideration  of  the  joint  fesolution 
(H.  J.  Res.  118)  to  designate  the  1st  day 
of  May  in  each  year  as  Loyalty  Day. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  jthe  joint 
resolution.  i 

The  SPEAKER.  Has  the  gentleman 
cleared  this  through  the  leadership  on 
both  sides?  i 

Mr.  McCULLOCH.  I  am  pleased  to 
say  that  the  matter  has  been  cleared 
with  the  minority  leader  and  with  the 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary.  It  i^  brought 
up  at  the  request  of  the  chsiirman  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  Will  report 
the  joint  resolution.  i 

The  Clerk  read  the  joint  itesolution. 
as  follows:  i 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  Ist  dky  of  Ifay 
In  each  year  be  designated  as  Leyalty  Day 
and  set  aside  as  a  special  day  tbr  the  re- 
•fllrmatloa  of  loyalty  to  the  United  SUtcs 


of  America  and  for  the  recognition  by  ap- 
propriate ceremonlea  of  the  beriUge  of 
American  freedom. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  resolTlng  clause 
and  Insert  the  following:  "That  the  1st  day 
of  May,  19M,  U  hereby  designated  as  Loy- 
alty Day  and  Is  set  asMe  as  a  special  day 
for  the  reaffirmation  of  loyalty  to  the  Dnlted 
SUtes  of  America  and  for  the  recognition 
of  the  heritage  of  American  freedom:  and 
the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  is  author- 
ized and  requested  to  Issue  a  proclamation 
calling  upon  officials  of  the  Oovernment  to 
display  the  flag  of  the  United  B^tes  on  all 
GoTcrnment  buildings  on  such  day  and  In- 
viting the  people  of  the  United  States  to 
observe  such  day,  in  schools  and  other  suit- 
able places,  with  appropriate  ceremonies." 

Mr.  McCULLOCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
olTer  an  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
Amendment  offered  by  lir.  licCuixocH  to 
the  committee  amendment:  On  page  1,  line 
8.  after  the  first  comma  strike  out  "1964" 
and  insert  "1966." 

The  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time,  and 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"To  designate  the  1st  day  of  May  1955, 
as  Loyalty  Day." 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  

GENERAL  I£AVE  TO  EXTEND 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  Mem- 
bers may  have  5  legislative  days  within 
which  to  extend  their  remarks  on  the 
bill.  S.  2033. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 


MINIMUM  WAGE  LEGISLATION 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  tlicre  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  centleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  take  this  opportunity  of  calling  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  and  of  the  country 
to  H.  R.  10132.  a  bill  which  I  have  intro- 
duced to  increase  ihe  (iresent  statutory 
minimum  wage  from  7.')  cents  per  hour 
to  $1.25  per  hoiu*.  Roughs,  it  would  add 
an  additional  9  million  workers  to  the 
number  now  covered  by  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938. 

Bills  similar  to  H.  R.  10132  have  been 
introduced  by  other  Members  of  the 
House.  The  purpose  of  the  sponsors  of 
this  proposed  legislation  is  to  afford  op- 
portunity for  study  during  the  next  few 
months  of  the  terms  of  the  act  and  its 
economic  effect.  Thiw  will  facilitate 
early  hearings  by  the  Labor  Committees 
Of  this  and  the  other  body. 


By  the  time  the  84th  Congress  con- 
venes on  January  3  of  1955  the  economy 
of  the  country  is  certain  to  need  the 
stimulus  of  a  genuinely  dsmamic  labor 
program.  I  am  convinced  that  a  reces- 
sion can  be  whipped  and  unemplojrment 
stopped  in  its  tracks  only  if  the  84Ui 
Congress  immediately  upon  its  conven- 
ing sets  Itself  to  work  on  such  a  pro- 
gram. An  enactment  increasing  the 
minimum  wage  from  its  present  low  fig- 
ure is  a  fundamental  must  in  the  re- 
quired program. 

•IBTH     or     MINIMUIC     WACK 

As  one  of  the  pioneers  in  the  field  of 
minimum  wage  legislation  I  have  an  es- 
pecial interest  that  stems  from  long  fa- 
miliarity with  the  subject  and  close  ob- 
servation of  its  operation. 

In  1913  clerks  in  the  large  banks  of 
Chicago  were  paid  a  maximum  wage  of 
$25  a  week,  women  employed  as  clerks 
in  the  fashionable  retail  stores  were  paid 
as  low  as  $2  a  week,  seldom  more  than 
$5  a  week.  As  the  chairman  of  a  select 
committee  of  the  Illinois  State  Senate  I 
conducted  an  Investigation  that  awak- 
ened intense  national  interest,  enlisted 
the  support  of  President  Woodrow  Wil- 
son and  the  governors  of  32  other  States, 
including  the  then  Gov.  Hiram  Johnson, 
of  California,  and  resulted  in  the  enact- 
ment of  7  of  the  first  State  minimum- 
wage  laws  in  our  history. 

Thirty-six  years  later  as  a  Member 
of  the  81st  Congress  I  had  the  great  and 
satisfying  privilege  of  voting  for  a  Fed- 
eral law  establishing  75  cents  an  hour 
as  the  least  payment  that  could  be  made 
for  the  service  of  an  American  worker. 

In  the  intervening  6  years  the  cost  of 
living  has  increased  to  such  an  extent 
that  75  cents  now  Is  far  from  adequate. 

TBITABTm  INDUSTKT   COmOnXXS 

I  can  attention  to  certain  basic  facts 
about  our  national  economy  which 
should  be  borne  in  mind  when  consid- 
ering H.  R  10132. 

This  proposed  bin  reestablishes  the 
machinery  In  the  1938  act  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  tripartite  Industry  OMn- 
mittees  to  recommend  minimiim  rates 
for, a  particular  Industry  which  would 
be  higher  than  the  basic  nationwide 
$1.25  rate. 

There  are  in  my  biU  a  number  of  fairly 
technical  but  quite  important  and 
highly  practical  revisions  of  the  1949 
version  which  experience  has  proven  to 
be  necessary  both  frcnn  the  standpoint 
of  administrative  feasibUity  and  fair 
treatment  for  both  employer  and  em- 
ployees. 

This  bill  would  not  affect  a  greater 
proportion  of  the  total  working  force 
than  did  the  original  FLSA  in  1938. 

It  would  primarily  affect  industries 
whose  wage  standards  have  lagged  and 
those  emplosrers  who  have  faUed  to 
grant  prevailing  wage  increases. 


"Hie  cost  of  living  for  lower-inoome 
groups  has  riaoi  by  more  than  120  per- 
cent since  the  FTJBA  first  became  law. 

Productivity  in  the  American  industry 
has  been  rising  at  the  rate  of  3.25  to 
3.5  percent  per  year  per  man-hour.  Thia 
increase  alone  wotUd  justify  the  pnx* 
posed  increase  in  the  statutory  mini- 
mum wage. 

The  actual  prevailing  minimum  wage 
in  industry  today  is  $1.25  or  higher. 
smmrLTTB  to  uaascuK  aoovoirr 

By  increasing  the  statutory  minimum 
wage  in  1955,  the  Congress  would  8timu<-t 
late  and  strengthen  the  entire  Americai^ 
economy  by  eliminating  remaining  areas 
of  substandard  wages  and  by  increasing  " 
purchasing  power.  Hie  passage  of  tho 
1938  bin  sparked  an  almost  sensatlimal 
upturn  in  our  national  economy.  The 
effect  of  the  75  cents  minimum  rate 
which  became  effective  in  1950  was  leas 
dramatic,  but  its  beneficial  effect  was 
persuasive  and  its  total  effect  was  most 
helpful.  The  advance  predictions  about 
firms  being  forced  out  of  business  be- 
cause of  the  requirement  of  paying  75 
cents  an  hour  simply  did  not  materialise. 
Indeed,  the  great  bulk  of  industry  that 
was  paying  below  75  cents  an  hour  vol« 
untarily  brought  their  wages  into  Una 
when  they  saw  that  Congress  was  going 
to  act  to  raise  the  statutory  rate. 
XLBMKMT  or  aociaL  waacm 

My  principal  justification,  however, 
for  introduction  of  this  legislation  is  that 
from  the  standpoint  of  aodal  ethics  w« 
must  not  permit  millions  of  workers  to 
remain  outside  the  protection  of  this 
law.  and  to  aUow  the  wages  <rf  helplen, 
imorganized  and  depressed  groups  to 
lag  behind  those  enjoyed  by  the  advane« 
ing  sectors  In  our  economy  and  to  per* 
mit  them  to  benefit  from  our  rising  tm^ 
tional  productivity.  This  condltton  also 
deters  the  progressive  employera  in  the 
highly  competitive  Industries  from. 
raising  their  wages.  Both  social  justtoe 
and  sound  economics  require  Immedlats 
revision  and  extension  of  the  FUIA. 

To  keep  America  strong  we  must  con- 
stantly strengthen  the  foundation  of  our 
economy.  And  that  foundation  Is  our 
purchasing  power.  The  75  cents  mini- 
mum wage  is  out  of  date;  it  no  longer 
provides  adequate  purchasing  power;  it 
no  longer  provides  a  decent  American 
standard  of  Uving  for  that  section  of  our 
population  which  Is  working  for  sucli 
substandard  rates  of  pay. 


TO  MKST  ZMCBBASID  LITIMG  COBTS 

This  proposed  increase  in  the  statu- 
tory hourly  minimum  from  75  cents  to 
$1.25  is  certainly  modest  when  compared 
with  the  rise  in  average  hourly  earnings 
of  factory  workers  from  62  c«iit8  to 
$1.79— June  1938  to  March  1954— a  step- 
up  of  $1.17. 


REQUEST  TO  ADJOURN  OVER 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  th«  House 
adjourns  today,  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Thursday  next. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserr- 
ing  the  right  to  object.  I  think  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture [Mr.  Hors]  wants  to  reserve  the 
right  to  object.  

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  reserve  the  right  to  object. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Speako*.  reserr- 
ing  the  right  to  object.  I  think  the  Hbuse 
should  be  in  session  tomorrow  if  for  no 
other  purpose  than  to  send  the  agricul- 
ture bill  to  conference.    I  ondetstaaA 
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Si 


thai  liie  taiD  Is  Bolnc.  to  pmi  the  other 
bodr  Mice  tbej  adjourn  today,  and  I 
think  ttM  Ooaalttee  en  AfrievHafo 
vodd  Uke  to  Mod  that  bin  to  coBf  oreace 
at  thO  aarlicat  uypmUuilty.  and  the 
bo  in  aenkm  In  order  to  do 


Mr.  S.  CABL  ANISRSEN.  That  Is 
tDss  sentiment  exactly.  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPBAKER.  The  Chair  can  state 
that  It  ms  thought  that  If  ^the  other 
body  did  pan  the  bill  today  <n:  tomorrow, 
the  c<mf  erees  could  meet  inf  omuUy  and 
thai  when  the  House  is  In  session  and 
the  cocterees  are  named,  they  could 
meet  clBeially. 

icr.  ROBVElf.  ICr.  Speaker.  Objec- 
tion was  made  yesterday  to  that  very 
procedure.    

The  SPEAKER.  Tes.  the  Chair  un- 
derstands ttiat.  Would  the  gentleman 
from  nunols  CMr.  AssMiis]  kindly  with- 
draw hlsreqtwst? 

Afr.  ABENDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  with- 
draw the  request 


row,  whicfa  would  preclude  that  frokn  be- 
Iso^  taken  m)  until  the  following  dky. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  The  gentleman  beard 
the  gentleman  ttcm.  New  York  ask  iman- 
imous  etmsent  for  the  privilege  of;  filing 
a  report  toy  midnight  tomorrow.  Does 
that  ooean  that  we  will  have  it  UP  on 
Thursday? 

Mr.  AREND3.  It  ts  entirely  possible 
that  that  will  be  up  on  Thiirsday  for  con- 
sideration. 


.  LEOTBTATIVK  PROORAM 

Mr.  ABENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
qnantmons  consent  to  address  the  House 
tat  1  ndnute. 

The  eB*EAKER.  Is  there  tdajeeticm  to 
the  request  o<  the  gentleman-  fnxn 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ARENDBw  Mr.  Speaker.  I  adced 
fOr  this  time  in  ord«:  to  advtw  the  mi- 
nority leader  and  the  Members  ot  the 
House  that  it  Is  the  plan  now  to  call  up 
the  Gimaent  Cataidar  on  Thursday, 
whieh  win  be  followe^hHay  the  Private 
Calendar.  Of  course,  any  conference  re- 
ports wiU  be  In  order  at  any  time.  At  the 
moment,  so  far  as  we  know,  that  is  all 
that  Is  seheduled  for  the  kglslatkm  on 
Thmraday  of  this  week. 

Mr.  RAYBDRN.  Is  It  the  idea  then 
•n  Thnrsdv  togo  over  until  Monday? 

Mr.  ABENDS.  Yes;  if  that  is  possihlo 
and  if  BOthlnc  oomes  before  the  House  at 
that  time  wliieh  we  must  ecmsider  in  ttie 
way  d.  a  conf emice  report. 

Mr.  iizujER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.Speak- 
gr.  will  the  gentleman  jritiid? 
^    Mr.  ABENDS.    I  yiekL 

Mr.  MIULER  of  Nebraska.  Is  It 
planned  to  tolng  up  bills  under  suqxn- 
sioa  of  the  rules? 

Mr.  ABENDS.  That  has  been  dis- 
euased  but  there  is  no  agreement  be- 
tween the  minority  and  the  majority  as 
yet  as  to  what  might  be  called  up  under 
suspension  of  the  rules. 

BCr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Will  there 
be  an  opportunity  to  call  up  the  confer- 
ence report  on  statedhood  for  Hawaii 
and  Alaska  so  that  we  might  go  to  con- 
ference on  that? 

Mr.  ABENDS.  I  suppose  the  gentle- 
man could  ask  for  that. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Perhaps 
the  minority  leader  could  answor  that 
for  me. 

Mr.  i^IUilPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  when  does  the  gen- 
tleman expect  the  ocmferoioe  report  on 
the  supplemental  apprc^Hiation  bill  to  be 
on  the  floor? 

Mr.  ABENDS.  The  conferees  have  not 
flnlshed  and  the  best  inf  ormatloh  I  have 
is  that  they  will  not  finish  until  tomor- 


CONSENT  CALENDAR  AND  PRIVATE 
'CALENDAR    TO    BE    CALLED    ON 
THURSDAY  NEXT 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  be  in  order  to 
call  the  Consent  Calendar  and  the  Pri- 
vate Calendar  on  Thursday  next 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  froti  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  ATOMIC 
ENERGY 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  thlit  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy  may 
have  imtU  midnight  tomorrow  nteht  to 
file  a  report  on  the  bill  entitled  "Atomic 
Weapons  Reward  Act  of  1954." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  frosa  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


THE  HONORABLE  WESLEY  tA. 
ITEWART 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
rwnartcs.       

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California?  | 

There  was  no  objection.  ' 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the 
end  of  every  session  of  Congress  there  are 
always  certain  partings  that  are  not 
pleasant;  yet  we  face  them  in  the  life  we 
lead  as  Members  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  I  rise  today  to  aao  that 
all  of  us  from  the  West  know  that  those 
Monbers  who  represent  the  eastern  and 
eentral  parts  of  the  United  States  will 
Join  with  us  in  regret  at  the  loss  of  one 
Member  ol  this  body  who  has  not  filled  for 
reelection  to  this  House,  the  Honorable 
WssLKT  D'EwAKT,  of  Montana. 

I  came  here  the  session  before  him;  he 
followed.  We  have  been  closely  associ- 
ated in  the  78-79  Club,  and  in  other  or- 
ganlzaUcms.  We  have  worked  together 
on  many  measures  that  have  b^n  of 
great  benefit  tojbhe  West  and  to  the  Na- 
tion as  a  whole.  He  has  the  outstanding 
regard  of  his  fellow  Members  pt  the 
House. 

He  is  running  for  office  In  another 
body.  If  he  were  to  be  successful,  as  we 
hope  he  will  be,  he  would  carrf  with 
him  not  only  the  ability,  the  expeHence, 
and  the  acquaintance,  but  also  the  af- 
fectiooi  and  regard  of  the  Members  of 
this  House,  all  of  which  I  would  think 
the  people  of  his  State  would  consider 
to  be  of  great  value  to  them. 


Mr.  KEATINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  win  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  tile  gentle- 
man from  New  York.  i 

Mr.  KEATTNO.  The  House  is  lotting  a 
very  valuable  Member  in  the  gentleman 
from  Montana  [Wkslkt  D'EwastI.  In 
mr  work  on  the  Cmnmittee  oh  the  Ju- 
diciary it  has  been  my  privilege  to  be 
associated  frequently  with  hix^  in  mat- 
ters that  he  had  before  our  committee 
which  he  has  always  pursued  ^th  great 
diligence  and  with  the  obviow  interest 
of  his  people  at  heart.  I  ei^ress  the 
hope  that  the  Nation  will  not  lose  the 
benefit  of  his  wonderful  services. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Naturally,  he  has  been 
one  of  the  powers  in  this  House  on  mat- 
ters having  to  do  with  irrigation,  recla- 
mation, and  Indian  affairs. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  Com^ttee  pn 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  my  committee,  the  House  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs  Qommittce. 
and  the  House  of  Representitives  will 
definitely  be  losing  four  of  jits  mem- 
bers next  year.  They  are  '^tsurr  A. 
D'EwAKT,  of  Montana;  Williiuc  Hki»t 
Harrison,  of  Wyoming;  GsoBdi  Bkhobs, 
of  Ohio,  and  Sam  Yotrr.  of  California, 
who  are  seeking  election  to  the  United 
States  Senate— ;-three  have  ^on  their 
primary  fights. 

Two  of  them.  Messrs.  D'Ewast  and 
Harrison,  are  subcommittee  chairmen 
and  have  done  exemplary  work  in  that 
capacity.  It  is  with  deep  reg^t  that  I 
will  be  losing  these  two  exdeptlonally 
hard-woiklng  subcommittee  Chairmen. 

Wks  D'Ewait  is  the  committee  watch- 
dog against  faulty  legislation  as  well  as 
being  the  workhorse.  His  careful  study 
of  pending  measui-es,  his  questions  that 
go  to  the  heart  of  the  issue  ahd  expose 
imwise  proposals,  and  his  knowledge  of 
the  national  resource  developgient  pro- 
gram have  resulted  in  the  imfrovenent 
of  many  measures  and  the  defeat  of 
others  that  were  not  in  the  public 
interest. 

Quite  often  Wis  D'Ewait  was  called 
upon  to  preside  over  subcommittees 
when  the  regular  chairman  fo^md  it  Im- 
possible to  attend.  He  was  always  will- 
ing and  most  able  to  sit  in  f^r  the  ab- 
sentee member. 

When  I  was  unable  to  attend  full  com- 
mittee meetings,  he  as  the  next  ranking 
majority  member  very  ably  presided 
over  the  committee. 

A  member  of  all  of  the  fiv^  subcom- 
mittees of  my  committee— .Irrigation 
and  Reclamation.  Public  Lands,  Indian 
Affairs,  Mines  and  Mining,  and  Territo- 
ries— he  has  been  in  regular  attendance 
at  almost  dally  mi^etings  over  ithe  years. 
His  subcommittee  on  Public  tiSnds  has 
acted  on  78  different  bills  reisultlng  In 
37  public  laws  and  12  private  Jaws.  Al- 
together, 64  bills  from  his  subtommlttee 
have  ultimately  t)assed  the  House — 13 
of  those  are  awaiting  action  lit  the  Sen- 
ate. 

This  number,  of  course,  does  not  In- 
clude the  many  other  bills  <which  be 
heard  presiding  as  acting  chl^irman  of 
the  four  other  subcommittees; 


This  total  does  not  reflect  his  hard 
work  in  Congress,  nor  the  work  he  has 
done  in  behalf  of  his  constituents.  His 
legislative  record  is  excellent.  He  is  the 
author  of  nearly  100  laws  passed  during 
his  9  years  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tiires.  Unlike  many  Members  of  the 
House,  Wes  is  a  member  of  two  major 
committees.  Besides  being  a  member  of 
the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Com- 
mittee, he  is  also  a  meml)er  of  the  Bank- 
ing and  Currency  Committee  and  on  the 
Republican  policy  committee.  On  the 
Banking  Committee,  he  has  been  active 
in  shaping  monetan'  policy,  the  new 
housing  program,  ami  other  vital  legis- 
lation. 

His  services  In  the  Ho  ise  will  be 
greatly  missed,  but  I  feel  confident  that 
the  good  people  of  Montana  will  see  fit 
to  send  him  back  to  Washington  to  con- 
tinue to  serve  them,  but  this  time  as  a 
United  States  Senate:-. 

With  his  excellent  knowledge  of  the 
problems  of  Montana  and  the  rest  of  the 
great  western  area  of  the  United  States, 
he  will  be  able  to  best  serve  the  interests 
of  his  constituents. 

Bill  Harrison's  re<'ord  Is  also  an  ac- 
count of  outstanding  accomplishments. 
His  deep-rooted  personal  interest  In 
leclamation  Is  eviden'sed  by  his  activity 
as  chairman  of  the  Irrigation  and  Recla- 
mation Subcommitte;.  His  most  no- 
table accomplishment  In  this  field  was 
the  manner  in  which  lie  conducted  hear- 
ings on  the  many  irrigation  matters. 
He  was  also  chairman  of  a  special  In- 
dian Affairs  Subcommittee  and  was 
chairman  of  the  regular  Indian  Affairs 
Subcommittee  until  he  headed  up  the 
Irrigation  Subcommittee. 

His  accomplishmects  are  further  en- 
hanced by  the  fact  that  he  is  serving  his 
second  term.  He  w;is  elevated  to  his 
subcommittee  chairmanship  when  a  col- 
league resigned  to  accept  the  post  as 
mayor  of  Los  Angeles. 

As  subcommittee  clialrman.  he  heard 
37  bUls  dealing  with  irrigation  and  rec- 
lamation— many  of  which  are  major  ir- 
rigation projects.  Cf  those,  28  have 
passed  the  House  and  3  are  awaiting 
action. 

Eleven  of  the  bills  have  been  enacted 
into  law,  5  are  awaiting  signature  by  the 
President,  and  2  are  in  conference. 

His  personal  recoid  of  legislation  Is 
also  very  good.  Seven  of  his  bills  have 
passed  both  Houses  of  Congress— six  of 
which  have  been  signed  into  law  by  the 
President.  In  addition,  three  Senate  bills 
to  which  Bill  had  companion  legislation 
in  the  House  have  been  enacted.  When 
they  reached  the  House,  he  moved  to 
table  his  own  bills  in  favor  of  the  Senate 
ones  in  order  to  expedite  the  legislation. 
When  Bill  came  to  Washington  as 
Wyoming's  Represiintative.  he  was 
elected  president  of  the  82d  Club.  His 
colleagues  recognized  his  abiUties  of 
leadership  and  were  quick  to  pay  turn 
tribute. 

Most  anxious  to  work.  Bill  is  a  member 
of  the  5  subcommittees  and  the  chair- 
man of  1  of  them.  He  is  also  chairman 
cf  a  special  subcommittee  which  investi- 
gated the  activities  and  operations  of  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  with  a  view  to 
encouraging  that  agency  to  work  itself 


out  of  work — ^whlch  was  the  original  idea 
anyway. 

Besides  being  a  member  of  my  commit- 
tee, he  Is  also  a  member  of  the  important 
Education  and  Labor  Committee. 

This  committee  and  the  House  hate 
to  lose  Congressmen  D'Ewaxt  and  Har- 
usow.  but  it  will  be  most  satisfying  to 
know  that  they  will  be  using  their 
knowledge  of  the  problems  of  their  States 
and  the  other  Western  States  to  full  ad- 
vantage in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  extend  their  remarks  on  this  sub- 
ject at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  take  this  opportunity  of  asso- 
ciating myself  with  my  colleagues  who, 
today,  are  saying  so  many  merited  words 
of  praise  about  our  colleague,  Wesley 
D'EWART.  of  Montana. 

During  my  8  years  in  the  Congress, 
no  Member  has  been  more  hard  worlcing 
and  conscientious  in  performing  his 
duties  of  the  high  office  of  Congressman 
than  has  been  our  friend  Mr.  D'Ewait. 
His  legislative  work.  also,  always  has 
been^  most  constructive  and  effective. 

As  a  westerner.  I  especially  appreciate 
Mr.  D'Ewart's  service.  He,  too,  is  a 
westerner.  He  knows  western  problems. 
He  knows  what  the  West  needs  for  its 
development  and  how  to  obtain  from 
Congress  the  things  the  West  needs. 
Wis  D  Ewari  is  a  progressive,  forwarrd- 
looking  statesman  of  great  capacity.  He 
has  rendered  a  great  service  to  his  dis- 
trict, to  the  entire  West,  and  to  the 
Nation. 

Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  it 
has  been  truly  said  that  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  makes  warm 
friendships  during  his  term  of  office  and 
one  that  I  have  l)een  privileged  to  make 
is  with  Wesley  DEwart.  a  friendship 
which  I  treasure  highly. 

A  quiet,  unassuming  man.  he  goes 
about  his  duties  with  a  selfless  thorough- 
ness which  makes  a  great  impression  on 
thoEC  who  work  with  him.  One  does  not 
have  to  talk  with  him  long  to  realize 
that  back  of  that  quiet  exterior  there  is 
a  wonderful  mind  of  great  capacity  and 
a  vision  that  prepares  for  the  future. 
He  has  a  rare  sense  of  humor  with  a 
point  of  view  which  makes  life  lighter 
and  friendships  warm.  He  is  a  real 
American,  devoted  to  his  country,  and 
has  contributed  much  to  the  develop- 
ment of  history. 

It  is  comforting  to  know  that  while  he 
Is  leaving  the  House  of  Representatives 
at  the  end  of  this  Congress,  he  is  seek- 
ing further  opportunities  of  service  in 
the  Senate.  I  have  the  feeling  that  the 
people  who  know  him  so  well  in  his  na- 
tive State  will  elect  him  to  that  high 
office  so  they  may  enjoy  the  benefits  of 
his  wisdom,  his  experience,  and  his 
knowledge  hi  facing  and  solving  the 
grave  problems  of  the  days  4o  come.  All 
of  us  wish  him  well  and  we  earnestly 
hope  that  when  he  becomes  a  Senator 
he  will  frequently  return  to  this  Hall  to 
keep  his  early  friendships  fresh  and  to 
give  us  renewed  courage. 


Mr.    HILL.      Mr.    G^peaker,    win    the 
genUeman  yield? 
Mr.  PHILUFS.    I  yield. 
lyfr.  hhjl.   I  want  to  place  myself  on 
record  as  supporting  the  fine  remarks 
that  are  being  made  by  my  friends  re> 
garding  the  loss  that  will  come  to  this 
House  when  our  personal  friend.  Con-    ' 
gressman  Wbslkt  D'Ewait.  of  Mon- 
tana, leaves  us  at'  the  end  of  the  SSd 
Congress. 

The  problems  of  Montana,  Wyoming, 
Colorado,  and  all  the  Western  States  are 
quite  similar.  Including  those  of  the  gen- 
tieman  from  California  (Mr.  Pbilups]. 
Our  irrigation  and  watershed  develop- 
ment, forest  grazing,  flood  control,  and 
many  other  diffleulties  are  quite  similar. 
We  do  not  have  a  better  friend  of  the 
West  than  Congressman  D'Ewait.  He 
has  always  supported  and  assisted  us 
with  efficieiKy,  earnestness,  and  great 
zeal  as  we  considered  our  area  dUBcultiea. 
We  shall  miss  him  in  this  House. 

In  closing  may  I  add  Mr.  D'EwAKT, 
that  every  Member  who  has  worked  and 
cooperated  with  you  on  every  issue  con- 
sidered has  borne  testimony  of  your  fair- 
ness and  graciousness  in  debate,  in  con- 
ferences and  general  demeanor. 

We  all  wish  you  good  luck  and  the 
best  of  success  in  whatever  endeavor 
your  pathway  of  life  may  lead  you.  It 
has  been  a  pleasure  and  privUege  to 
work  with  you  these  past  sevn-al  years. 
Mr.  COON.  Mr.  Speaker,  during  my 
term  in  the  Congress  I  have  had  many 
occasions  to  work  with  Congressman 
Wesley  D'EvirARX,  of  Montana.  He  Is,  In 
my  opinion,  one  of  our  best  Informed 
legislators,  especially  on  matters  that 
pertain  to  the  West.  His  knowledge  and 
imderstanding  of  reclamation,  mining.  * 
public  lands,  and  Indian  affairs  Is  out- 
standing. He  ably  represents  the  people 
of  the  Northwest,  and  e^wcially  tiie  peo- 
ple of  his  own  State  of  Montana,  whether  . 
it  be  legislation  for  the  miner,  the  lum- 
berman, the  fanner,  the  wheat  grower, 
the  woolgrower  or  the  cattieman — In  fact 
any  legislation  pertaining  to  Montana. 
We  regret  very  much  to  lose  Mr. 
D'EWAKT  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, because  in  my  estimation  he  is  one 
of  the  most  capable  legislators  In  the 
United  States  Congress.  He  has  served 
well  and  with  distinction  for  his  coimtry 
and  his  State,  and  I  wish  him  continued 
success. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
wish  to  associate  mjrself  with  the  gentie- 
man  from  California  and  my  other  col- 
leagues who  have  spoken  about  the  dis- 
tinguished service  of  Wesley  D'Ewait 
in  this  House. 

I  can  remember  when  Wesley  D'Ewaet 
first  came  to  the  House.  He  was  elected 
to  fill  a  vacancy  at  a  special  election  in 
the  State  of  Montana.  He  Inunediately 
impressed  us  with  his  gre»t  ability  and 
his  knowledge  of  western  problems.  He 
is  now  one  of  our  most  capable  and  ex- 
perienced Members. 

The  fact  that  Wesley  D'Ewaet  has 
made  an  enviable  record  in  this  House 
is  proven  by  the  fact  that  the  RepubU- 
can  Party  in  Montana  has  selected  him 
as  its  candidate  for  the  United  SUtes 
)  Senate.  Personally.  I  regret  vwr  much 
to  see  him  leave  the  House,  where  he  has 
made  such  an  outstanding  record.    I  am 
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•ore  that  tte  people  of  lIontMM  wtn  re- 
ward his  f  attliful  aenrtoe  1^  gMnf  him 
»  mte  of  eoofldenoe  in  Moifcmber.  He 
Witt  lie  fresHy  miased  In  this  body,  but  I 
am  eanfldeat  fate  career  m  a  puUie  senr- 
ant  win  eonttnue. 

I  wlAi  talm  much  soeoess  not  alone  in 
poilttlea  bitt  In  everyUiing  he  undertakes. 
It  has  been  a  real  pleasure  and  a  inivi- 
lege  for  me  to  serve  with  Wblbt 
DIEWAST.  We  need  more  men  like  him 
In  pubUe  hf  e. 

Mr  Pitnjjpg.  Thegmtlemanisone 
of  the  older  Members  of  the  House  and 
speaks  with  great  authority,  and  I  thank 
hljB  for  hte  oomments. 

Mr.  BCXEV8N.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  too. 
regret  that  our  very  good  friend.  Wssunr 
lySwABT;  is  going  to  leave  this  body.  I 
conflidw  him  to  be  one  of  my  very  best 
friends.  I  have  cmne  to  know  him 
rather  well  throughout  the  years.  He  is 
a  man  of  the  highest  integrity  and  he 
has  proven  himself  to  be  an  outstanding 
Representative  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  SUtes. 

Always  alert  and  devoted  to  duty  he 
has  devoted  much  of  his  time  to  prob- 
lems of  the  West  and  his  own  great  State 
of  Montana.  I  hope  the  people  of  Mon- 
tana will  reward  this  faithful  servant  by 
sending  him  to  the  Senate  at  the  electicn 
in  Noyember.  Needless  to  say,  Wbsixt 
D  EwAiT  has  my  best  wishes  for  success 
in  all  his  endeavors. 

Mr.  SADIiAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  our  col- 
leagues from  the  Western  States,  and 
rightfully  so.  are  expressing  great  pride 
In  the  record  that  Wkslxt  D'Ewait  has 
made  as  a  Member  of  this  body.  The 
regret  at  his  leaving  this  House  is  not 
confined  to  his  western  colleagues  be- 
cause we  oi  ttie  East  also  are  very  pleased 
with  the  record  of  service  and  accom- 
plishment he  has  made  as  a  Meml^r  of 
the  House.  ~l¥e  wish  to  record  that 
WssLXT  D'XwAKT  Is  a  New  Englander  by 
birth  and  a  graduate  of  grade  and  high 
school  in  his  hcnnetown.  Worcester,  Mass. 
Subsequently,  our  distinguished  friend 
went  west  and  there  made  his  mark.  His 
star  continues  in  its  ascendancy  as  he 
serves  the  citizens  of  Montana  who  sent 
him  to  Washington. 

I  have  always  found  Weslky  D'Ewakt 
most  friendly  and  a  hard  worker,  de- 
voted and  determined  to  fulfill  his  legis- 
lative responsibilities.  I  want  to  join 
with  the  other  Members  of  the  House  in 
wishing  him  every  success,  and,  above 
all.  good  health  in  the  days  ahead.  I  am 
glad  to  have  had  the  privilege  of  serv- 
ing with  him  and  to  call  him  my  friend. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  all  of  us  in 
this  House  who  have  been  associated 
during  these  years  with  Weslet 
D'BwABT  are  appreciative  of  the  fine 
character  and  the  gentlemanly  spirit 
and  the  great  ability  of  this  colleague 
from  Montana.  But  I  rise  to  speak  espe- 
cially of  what  I  learned  about  his  work 
as  a  legislator  when  I  had  a  bill  before 
his  committee  dealing  with  an  efTort  to 
get  better  medical  care  for  the  American 
Indians. 

The  diligence,  the  scholarliness,  the 
thoroughness,  and  always  the  unfailing 
courtesy  and  patient  effort  which  Wes- 
LEY  D'EwAKT  put  Into  Studying  all  angles 
of  my  proposal,  getting  the  bill  perfected 
and  a  splendid  report  written,  then  get- 


ting It  acted  upon  favorably  by  the  full 
ccmuQittee.  the  House,  and  the  con|er- 
ence  with  the  Senate,  were  as  impressive 
a  demonstration  of  legislative  skill  as  I 
have  seen  during  my  years  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  body. 

I  wish  him  well  and  full  success  in 
his  effort  to  move  to  a  larger  field!  of 
seiTlce.  with  wider  responsibility  and 
greater  opportunity  to  serve  the  people 
of  his  State  and  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachvisetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  with  keen  regret  thost  of 
us  who  have  been  associated  with  Wes 
D'EWAKT  in  recent  years  see  the  end  of 
his  service  in  the  Hoilse.  He  has  been 
a  splendid  Representative,  well  informed 
as  to  the  legislation  under  consideration 
and  with  the  courage  of  his  convictions. 
He  has  been  intimately  associated  With 
the  problems  of  the  West.  He  knew  the 
needs  of  his  section  of  the  country  and 
guided  with  skill  and  wisdom  legislation 
that  would  advance  the  West.  A  zealous 
champion  of  the  West,  he  was  more  than 
a  sectional  leader.  He  believed  in  Amer- 
ica and  worked  for  its  bettei-ment.  real- 
izing that  if  America  went  forward  his 
section  would  also  go  forward.  The 
House  has  suflei'ed  a  real  loss  in  Mr. 
D'ETwAar's  decision  not  to  return.  It  is 
to  be  hoped  the  country  can  retain  his 
services  in  another  position  of  trust  and 
responsibility. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  Join  with  my  colleagues  Who 
have  expressed  their  regrets  that  Wes- 
ley A.  D'EwART  is  terminating  his  serv- 
ice in  the  House.  We  all  wish  him  suc- 
cess in  his  effort  to  extend  his  service  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

It  has  been  my  privilege  to  work  with 
my  distinguished  colleague  since  he  be- 
gan his  service  here.  It  has  been  his  re- 
sponsibility to  handle  bills  on  the  Pri- 
vate Calendar  and  my  responsibility  was 
to  clear  these  private  bills  for  final  ac- 
tion in  the  House. 

Wesley  D  Ewart  has  always  been  a 
conscientious,  able,  and  diligent  public 
servant.  He  has  rendered  outstanding 
service  to  his  district  and  the  great  West 
in  general.  He  is  an  expert  on  reclatna- 
tion,  agriculture  and  close  to  his  Ivart 
are  the  mining  interests  in  his  great 
State. 

We  shall  miss  Wesley  DEwart.  His 
kindly  smile,  his  modesty  and  his  in- 
tegrity has  endeared  him  to  every  Mem- 
ber of  this  distinguished  body.  Every 
good  wish  goes  with  him  for  a  successful 
campaign  this  fall  and  for  further  dis- 
tinguished service  in  the  United  Sbates 
Senate. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  before 
leaving  Idaho  to  come  to  Washington  to 
be  sworn  in  as  a  freshman  Congressman, 
I  had  heard  so  much  about  Wesley 
D'EwART  that  I  almost  felt  as  though  I 
knew  him.  My  predecessor  representing 
the  Second  Congressional  District  of  the 
State  of  Idaho,  the  Honorable  John  San- 
bom,  had  told  me  that  no  Member  of  the 
House  was  more  capable  or  better  in- 
formed on  matters  affecting  the  Western 
States  than  the  gentleman  from  Mon- 
tana [Mr.  D'EWART].  In  the  4  ypars 
during  which  it  has  been  my  pleasure  to 
serve  with  him  and  under  his  chairman- 
ship, the  words  of  John  Sanborn  have 
been  proven   true   many,   many   times. 


Wesley  D'Ewakt  has  been  not  oilly  one 
of  the  foremost  spokesmen  for  tho  States 
of  the  West,  but  he  has  also  put  in  prob- 
ably as  much  time  at  his  work  as  any 
Member  of  Congress,  and  his  iildustry 
and  devotion  to  his  work  have  been 
manifest  in  many  fields,  but  partlpularly 
those  affecting  the  Western  SUt#s. 

His  background,  his  legislative  pibility. 
his  knowledge  of  the  problems  of  the 
West,  and  his  courage  and  honesty  will 
be  sorely  missed.  It  is  with  the  greatest 
regret  on  the  part  of  all  of  us  from  all 
sections  of  the  Nation  to  see  Wes 
D'EwART  leaving  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives where  he  has  don^  such 
meritorious  service  for  his  people  of 
Montana,  for  the  West  and  l|or  the 
Nation. 

Mr.  PHIULIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Hope  1 . 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  li|ce  the 
others  who  have  spoken,  I  regret  very 
much  that  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Montana  [Mr.  D'EwARtl  has 
reached  a  decision  to  leave  this  body. 
Certainly,  the  regret  that  I  have  is  tem- 
pered somewhat  by  the  fact  that  he  is 
a  candidate  for  a  place  In  another  leg- 
islative body  and  I  am  sure  al)  of  us 
wish  him  success  in  that  eflfort. 

I  have  observed  the  gentlemajn  from 
Montana  throughout  the  many  years 
that  he  has  been  a  Member  of  the  House. 
No  Member  has  been  more  diligent  in 
his  duties  and  none  stands  higher  in  the 
esteem  of  his  colleagues.  Mr.  D'Ewart 
represents  a  section  of  the  country  which 
has  many  problems  that  necesssoily  re- 
quire the  attention  of  Congress,  and  no 
Member  of  the  House  has  done  $.  better 
job  than  he  in  representing  the  varied 
interests  of  his  own  State  and  other 
States  in  that  area. 

Montana  is  a  great  agricultural  State, 
and  I  have  had  the  pleasure  and  oppor- 
tunity of  working  with  the  gentleman 
from  Montana  in  connection  with  many 
agricultural  matters.  His  knowledge  of 
the  problems  confronting  the  farmers 
and  ranchers  of  Montana  in  connection 
with  the  production  of  wheat,  sugar 
beets,  cattle,  wool,  and  other  Agricul- 
tural commodities  is  such  that  other 
Members  have  come  to  regard  him  as 
an  authority  on  them.  I  have  frequent- 
ly looked  to  him  for  counsel  and  advice 
on  such  matters,  as  have  many  other 
Members. 

My  kindest  wishes  go  to  him  not  only 
in  his  present  political  contest,  but  in 
everything  he  may  undertake  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Arends 1 . 

Mr.  ARENDS.  ^  Mr.  Speaker,  like  my 
many  other  colleagues,  I  welcome  this 
opportunity  to  pay  my  respects  to 
the  gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr. 
D'EwARTl,  who  has  been  such  a  stalwart 
among  our  ranks  here  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  in  the  movement  and 
the  effort  to  put  through  a  constructive 
program  during  this  session  of  the  Con- 
gress. For  many  years  I  have  had  the 
pleasure  of  working  with  Congitessman 
DEwART.  I  know  of  his  splendid,  out- 
standing characteristics,  the  fine  gentle- 
man that  he  is,  and  the  continual  devo- 
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tion  and  loyalty  to  tlie  country  that  he 
has  displayed.  I  wlsli  for  him  the  very 
best  of  success.  Rumor  tells  me  that  he 
has  no  desire  to  leave  this  body,  but 
thought  that  sendee  hi  another  body 
would  be  helpful  to  ihe  great  State  of 
Montana,  and  if  there  is  any  push  I 
can  give  him  to  help  make  him  a  Sena- 
tor. I  want  to  do  it.  The  gentleman  from 
Montana  has  displayed  great  talents. 
He  is  a  great  American,  a  great  patriot, 
and  a  fine  legislator. 


A   MEMBER   OP  CONGRESS   TAKES 
A  NEW  LOOK  AT  WATER  CONTROL 
AND  SOIL  CONSERVATION- 
The  SPEAKER.    Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  (Mr.  Miller    is  recognized  for 
20  minutes. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  came  to  Wsishlngton  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  83d  Congress  with  the 
unusual  pubUcity  of  having  been  the  only 
Democrat  ever  to  be  elected  from  the 
First  District  of  Kansas  in  the  more  than 
90  years  of  that  State's  history.  That 
this  should  have  occurred  at  the  time  of 
a  great  Republican  landslide  when  many 
states  and  congressional  districts  went 
Republican  for  the  flr.'it  time  was  of  Itself 
news.  What  was  the  cause  of  this  re- 
verse of  the  usual  was  the  question  that 
interested  many  people  and  that  was 
raised  in  the  newspapers  and  periodicals 
from  New  York  to  La  Angeles,  and  even 
appeared  m  Stars  suid  Stripes  of  far- 
away Japan. 

Since  I  was  the  central  figure  in  this 
interesting  phenomenon,  and  since  the 
issues  that  brought  it  about  are  still 
alive  and  bid  fair  to  Iwcome  more  acute 
in  the  coming  campaign  tha^  they  were 
2  years  ago,  I  shall  review  briefly  the 
facts  leading  up  to  the  present  situation 
and  possibly  take  a  look  into  the  future, 
judging — as  Patrick  Henry  would  say — 
what  may  happen  in  tlie  future  by  what 
has  happened  in  the  past. 

Even  though  there  is  a  saying  to  the 
effect  that  major  cat.astrophes  are  re- 
membered only  4  or  .'>  years  and  minor 
catastrophies  for  a  much  shorter  time. 
the  near  revolutionary  conditions  of  the 
thirties  are  well-remembered  by  most 
of  the  adult  people  of  the  United  States. 
By  laboring  people  they  are  remembered 
for  the  difficulty  of  procuring  a  Job  and 
for  the  low  wages.  By  merchants  they 
are  remembered  for-,  the  shop- worn  mer- 
chandise and  the  bad  accounts.  By  pro- 
fessional men.  they  lire  remembered  as 
the  period  of  low  income.  By  children 
and  youths  in  the  home,  they  are  re- 
memt)ered  for  the  hashed  conversation 
when  father  and  mother  were  disciissing 
whether  or  not  to  make  one  more  effort 
to  save  the  home.  Ihis  was  the  situa- 
tion when,  in  1938,  Congress  was  cast- 
ing about  to  find  some  way  in  which 
to  furnish  jobs  for  desperate  men  who 
wanted  to  have  honwable  work  at  which 
they  could  earn  money  to  buy  food  for 
themselves,  their  wl^cs  and  their  chil- 
dren. It  was  \mder  these  conditions  that 
Congress  directed  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
of  the  United  States  Army,  a  body  of 
tramed  men  under  able  leadership,  to 
make  a  hydrological  survey  of  the  Kan- 
sas River  Basin  to  determine  what  meas- 


ures oould  profitably  be  taken  to  con- 
trol the  excess  rainfall,  and  prevent,  so 
far  as  practicable,  flood  damage  in  the 
river  valleys  and  to  the  cities  situated 
on  the  river  banks. 

FoUowing  this  authorization,  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  made  surveys  on  the 
main  tributaries  of  the  Kan.^a8  River 
and  reported  to  Congress  their  findings 
and  recommendations  in  various  docu- 
ments from  time  to  time.  In  Ju.>tice  to. 
the  Corps  of  Engineers  it  must  be 
realized  that,  in  making  their  surveys 
and  laying  their  plans,  they,  like  any 
other  body  of  men,  experts  or  otherwise, 
were  bound  to  be  guided  by  the  condi- 
tions of  the  time,  the  kind  of  tools  avail- 
able to  work  with,  the  time  required  for 
the  work,  and  every  other  consideration 
that  might  enter  into  development  and 
completion  of  any  project.  It  is  im- 
portant to  know  that,  up  to  that  time, 
there  had  not  been  developed  any  of  the 
modem  earth-moving  machinery  which 
makes  possible  the  execution  of  a  pro- 
gram of  water  control  from  the  area 
upon  which  the  raindrops  fall  to  the 
river  channel  which  nature  has  pre- 
pared to  carry  the  water  back  to  the  sea 
whence  most  of  it  comes.  There  were 
available  only  tools  and  equipment  suit- 
able for  building  dams  on  the  river 
channel.  Naturally  no  other  system  of 
flood  prevention  was  given  considera- 
tion. 

It  was  known  to  hydrological  engi- 
neers   for    centuries    that    if    mankind 
could  find  the  means  to  construct  ter- 
races to  conduct  the  excess  rainfall  which 
poured  from  the  fields  slowly  around  the 
hillside  instead  of  permitting  it  to  rush 
swiftly  down  the  hillside,  the  damage 
done  by  the  runoff  would  be  greatly  re- 
duced.   But  in  the  United  States,  with 
large  acreages  and  low  prices  for  farm 
products,  it  was  not  found  to  be  eco- 
nomically possible  with  the  crude  equip- 
ment of  the  early  thirties.    I  know  this 
well  from  an  individual  experience,  for 
I  was  one  of  the  few  farmers  who,  fol- 
lowing the  counsel  of  the  county  agent 
and  the  engineers  from  the  extension 
department  of  the  land-grant  colleges, 
experimented  with  a  terracing  program 
in  the  days  of .  the  horse-drawn  ma- 
chinery.   We  were  convinced  that  soil- 
conservation  practices  were  needed  to 
save  our  soil  and  reduce  flood  damage, 
but  we  found  them  too  slow  and  expen- 
sive.   Only  determined  men  of  unus\ial 
foresight    and    with    assured    financial 
means  carried  forward  the  program  to 
anything  like  completion.     They  were 
less  than  one  in  a  hundred  of  the  own- 
ers and  operators  of  the  farms. 

This  was  the  situation  when  Congress, 
under  the  prodding  of  such  soil-conser- 
vation-minded men  as  Hugh  Bennett,  of 
the  Agriculture  Department,  and  many 
men  of  like  conviction,  but  lesser  fame — 
notably  Deans  Umberger  and  Williams 
of  the  extension  service  of  the  land- 
grant  college  at  Manhattan,  Kans. — 
passed  the  Soil  Conservation  Act  of  1935. 
The  enactment  of  this  law  resulted  in 
the  organization  of  soil-conservation 
districts  in  every  State  in  the  Union,  and 
in  some  instances  in  every  county  in  the 
Stote. 

Now  it  so  happened.  largely  as  a  mat- 
ter of  coincidence,  that  the  authoriza- 


tion of  the  Kan.sas  River  water-control 
survey  and  the  development  of  the  Sou 
Conservation  Service  came  about  in  the 
ssune  period  of  timte  when,  through  the 
development  of  the  intemal-combustlan 
engine,  there  was  being  invented  ma- 
chinery which  would  greatly  accelerate 
the  execution  of  the  program  which 
these  two  separate  organhtattons  were  to 
undertake  and  promote.  The  neoeasitj 
to  furnish  employment  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  the  need  of  w^er  con- 
trol and  soil  conservation  as  advocated 
by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  and  the  ex- 
tension agents,  coupled  with  the  fact 
that  there  was  being  developed  machin- 
ery twnnny  it  possible  and  practicable 
to  put  into  execution  the  plans  advo- 
cated by  these  governmental  agencies, 
aroused  the  American  people  to  the  fact 
that  control  of  water  and  saving  of  the 
soil  was  the  greatest  problem  before  the 
Nation.  The  truth  of  the  matter  is  that 
control  of  water  has  always  been  man- 
kind's greatest  problem,  but  it  has  never 
been  as  seriously  considered  as  its  im- 
portance justified  because,  up  to  our  own 
time,  it  had  never  been  physically  pos- 
sible to  do  very  much  about  it.  Had  it 
been  possible  for  the  people  of  Babykm 
and  Egypt  to  have  terraced  their  land 
and  built  detention  reservoirs  as  it  is 
now  possible  for  the  farmers  of  America 
to  save  our  soil  and  control  the  move- 
ment of  water,  the  estuaries  of  the 
Tigris,  the  Euphrates,  and  the  Nile 
would  not  now  be  the  graveyard  of  those 
ancient  civilizations. 

We  of  the  United  States  are  the  most 
fortunate  people  that  ever  the  sun  shone 
on.     We  have  not  only  inherited  the 
greatest  area  of  undeveloped,  unwasted. 
fertile  land  along  with  mineral  wealtl& 
and  good  climatic  conditions,  we  are  the 
heirs  to  science,  invention,  and  discovery 
of  all  the  ages.  The  results  of  the  think- 
ing, the  labor,  the  experience  of  all  the 
men  and  nations  that  went  before  are 
ready  at  our  hand  as  tools  t«i  be  used 
in  the  development  of  this  great  land 
and  Nation.     It  is  a  heritage  of  whMi 
we  may  well  be  proud,  an  opportunity 
which  we  must  «nbrace.  a  responsibtllty 
at  which  we  might  well  tremble.     It  is 
UtertOly  true  that  all  that  we  are.  all 
that  we  have,  and  all  that  we  hope  to 
be — with  apologies  to  Daniel  Webster — 
we  owe  to  the  men  and  nations  who  have 
gone  before.    It  is,  therefore,  our  duty  to 
preserve  all  those  things  that  are  valu- 
able and  to  transmit  them,  undimin- 
ished and   imtamished,  to  those  who 
shall  come  after.     In  this  regard  the 
Congress  must  take  its  full  part  and 
share  its  full  responsibility.     In  fact. 
Congress  should  be  in  the  van  of  human 
progress.     It  should   lead — ^not  follow. 
And  in  the  last  20  years.  Congress  had 
led  in  the  all-important  matter  of  sav- 
ing our  soil.      Congress  has  furnished 
the  leadership.     It  has  led  the  States 
in  furnishing  assistance  and  cooperation 
to  farmers   to  encourage   construction 
of  terraces,  waterways,  and  water-con- 
trol reservoirs.    It  has  led  in  providing 
for  pilot  watershed  devek^xnent.   Those 
Members  who  were  in  the  House  and 
Senate  when  the  SoU  Canaerratkm  Act 
was  passed  in  1936,  may  wdl  be  praad  of 
the  foresight  and  wisdom  they  exhibMed 
on  that  occasion. 
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ThOM  wbo  were  here  when  the  pilot 
■abedi  were  provided  Ua  taax  have 
gxeftt  aatWMttan  in  the  knowledge  that 
that  pracram  is  danonstrating  the  f easi* 
Ulity  o(  water  eontrol  from  the  raindrop 
to  the  rtfer  channel;  and  we  ot  the  83d 
Oil  Ml  Ml.  who  have  had  a  part  in  the 
piflMiffe  of  the  water'«ontrol  law  en- 
acted In  this  aeaslon,  ipy^j^g  poadble  the 
fuQ  developoient  of  water-control  meas- 
vres  in  every  area  of  the  United  States, 
can  have  tbe  suprane  satisfaction  oi 
kzMmtTK  that  we  are  contributing  to  the 
weU-^BWiC,  not  ODly  of  this  gsoeration, 
but  of  411  the  people  that  may  come 
after  ua.  The  enactment  of  the  Hope- 
Alken  law  so  recently  passed  by  both 
Houses  of  Congress  and  si^pwd  by  the 
President;  is  the  culmination  of  the  labor 
and  ttie  thinking  of  every  Congress,  and 
the  oombined  efforts  of  the  leaders  in  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  land- 
grant  colleges  during  the  last  20  years. 
It  is  not  complete,  it.  is  iK>t  perfect,  but  it 
does  make  possible  the  carrying  forward 
of  ttie  woxk  it  is  designed  to  promote.  It 
can  be  changed  as  time  and  experience 
may  show  the  need  and  from  time  to 
time  it  win  be  so  changed.  The  people 
are  back  of  this  law,  and  the  people  will 
see  to  it  that  it  is  safegiuurded  and  im- 
proved. Such  is  the  enthusiasm  of  the 
people  that>  whereas  heretofore  Con- 
gress has  been  In  the  lead,  from  here  on 
it  may  be  fo\md  difBcult  for  Congress  to 
keep  apace  <tf  tbe  peoide. 

If  any  Member  questions  this.  I  Invite 
him  to  attend  the  great  pilot  watershed 
demmistration  to  be  held  at  Powhattan. 
Kans^,  August  18.  The  farmers  and  the 
landowners  of  the  Little  Delaware- 
Mission  Creek  pilot  water^ed  will,  at 
this  demonJBtration,  show  to  all  the  world 
how  it  is  now  possible  to  cp^trol  excess 
wat«r  from  the  raindrop  to  the  river  and 
on  to  the  sea  hy  stowing  down  its  flow  on 
the  land  where  It  falls,  in  the  raving  that 
it  oxters.,  and  in  the  creeks  and  tribu- 
taries thai  Iea4  to  the  river  channel,  as 
advocated  by  President  Kisenhower  in  a 
recent  qpeeeh  before  the  Rivers  and 
Harbors  Convention.  Thejr  have  adopt- 
ed the  thesis  that  it  is  easier  to  con- 
trol a  number  of  small  streams  than  one 
large  one.  They  are  convinced  that  It  is 
better  to  prevent  floods  than  to  try  to 
control  them.  They  have  flgures  to 
prove  that  this  upstream  control  system 
is  more  econmnical.  does  less  damage, 
and  is  more  beneficial  than  construction 
of  big  dams  on  the  river  channel.  What 
more  can  anyone  want?  All  believers 
are  invited  to  come  out  and  celebrate. 
All  ctouMers  are  invited  to  come  and  be 
convinced.  '  I  am  authorized  to  extend  a 
qDCcial  invitation  to  all  Members  of  Con- 
gress and  an  extra  special  invitation  to 
members  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Come  to  Kansas.  We  produce  com  and 
wheat  and  hogs  and  cattle,  and  occasion- 
ally a  President,  but  we  specialize  in  com- 
mon  people,  and  our  watchword  is 
progress. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Recokd.  or  to  re- 
vise and  extend  remarks,  was  granted  to : 

Mr.  MosAHO  and  to  Include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  LoifO. 


Mr.  Blaticik  and  to  include  extrantous 
matter. 
-  Mr.  N«TCHn  and  Include  an  edltotlal. 

Mr.  WosoN  of  California  in  twoi  in- 
stances. 

Mr.  Adazi  and  to  include  additional 
matter. 

Mr.  Bow  in  two  Instances. 


for  peace";  without  amendment  (I1|ept.  No. 
2664).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  tbe 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 


SENATE   ENROLLED   BILLS   SIGVTED 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signa- 
ture to  eiUY>lled  bills  of  the  Senate  of 
the  following  titles: 

S.  1585.  An  act  to  amend  the  Dlstrldt  of 
Columbia  Traffic  Act,  1925.  as  amended; 

S.  ISll.  An  act  to  regulate  the  election 
of  delegates  representing  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  national  political  conventions 
and  for  other  piupoees; 

8. 2798.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Azlzeilah 
Azordegan; 

8.  3500.  An  act  to  repeal  the  act  appnoved 
September  25,  1914,  and  to  amend  th«  act 
ai^iroTed  June  12,  1934,  both  relating  to  t^ley 
dwellings  In  the  District  of  Columbia:   and 

S.  3666.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  Iiietro- 
ix>lltan  Police  force  shall  keep  arrest  books 
which  are  open  to  public  Inspection. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accord- 
ingly (at  3  o'clock  and  29  minutes  p.  m.) 
the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Wednesday.  August  11. 1954,  at  12  o'clock 
noon..  *  . 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

1815.  Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXlV.  a 
letter  from  the  Commissioner,  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization  Service,  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  transmitting  additional 
evidence  relating  to  certain  cases  involv- 
ing suspension  of  deportation,  and  re- 
questing that  they  be  withdrawn  from 
those  now  before  the  Congress  and  re- 
turned to  the  Jurisdiction  of  this  Setvice 
was  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

.  Under  clause  2  of  rule  xni,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows:  i 

Mr.  WALTER:  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities.  Part  11.  minority  views  on  B.  R. 
9838,  a  bill  to  amend  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Act  of  1950  to  provide  fat  the 
determination  of  the  Identity  of  certain 
Communist-infiltrated  organizations,  and  for 
other  purposes  (Rept.  Mo.  2651).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  HouSe  on 
the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HOPE:  Committee  on  Agrlcidture. 
H.  R.  10077.  A  bin  to  amend  section  6  Of  the 
act  of  AugXMt  30,  1890,  as  amended,  and 
section  2  of  tbe  act  of  February  2.  1903,  as 
amended;  without  amendment  (Repe.  No. 
2653).  Referred  to  the  Committee  cC  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Unloa. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas:  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service.  H.  R.  9120.  A  bill 
to  authorize  the  Postmaster  General  to  pro- 
vide for  the  use  In  first-  and  second*-class 
post  c^ces  of  a  special  canceling  stamp  or 
postmarking   die   bearing   the   words   "Pray 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTJIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXU^  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced 
and  severally  referred  as  follow^: 

By  Mr.  BERRY: 

H.R.  10211.   A  bUl   for   the  relief  of   the 
South  Dakota  State  Hospital  for  th«  Insane; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mrs.  KKI.LY  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  10212.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the 
United  States  shall  reimburse  the  States  and 
their  political  subdivisions  for  reil  prop- 
erty taxes  not  collected  on  real  property 
owned  by  a  foreign  government  and  there- 
fore exempt  from  taxation;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MACK  of  Illinois: 

H.  R.  10213.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  relief 
of   droughts   In   the   United   States;    to   the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  itflalrs. 
By  Mr.  RAINS: 

H.  R.  10214.  A  bill  to  provide  bez|eflts  for 
members  of  the  reserve  con>ponentv  of  the 
Armed  Forces  who  suffer  disability  or  death 
froqp  Injury  or  disease  Incurred  v«!hlle  en- 
gaged In  active-duty  or  inactive-duty  train- 
ing; to  the  Committee  on  Armea  Servicea. 
By  Mr.   THORNBERRY: 

H.  R.  10215.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  ac- 
quisition by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
of  the  public  school  located  adjacent  to  the 
northwest  comer  boundary  of  B«rg«trom  Air 
Force  Base  at  Austin,  Tex.;  to  tbe  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  PILUCMf: 

H.  J.  Res.  583.  Joint  resolution  tq  provide 
for  the  award  of  the  Medal  of  Freedom  to 
Herbert  Hoover,  Jr.;  to  the  Comn^ittee  en 
Foreign   Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLIpTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,!  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By   Mr.   BOLAND: 
H.R.  10216.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  &ic  U 
Reid;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  FALLON: 
H.  R.  10217.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  qf  MlcoUl 
DUnitrlu;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota; 
H.R.  10218.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Spanish   aliens;    to   tbe   Committee   on   the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MACK  of  IlllnoU: 
H.  R.  10219.  A  biu  to  authorize  aUd  direct 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  donate  10  rlflaa 
to   the    Clark    County    Post    No.   94    of    tbe 
American  Legion.  Marshall,  111.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 
By   Mr.  MORGAN: 
H.  R.  10220.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Ltdulna 
Rossi;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Jfudlclary. 
By  Mr.  ROONEY  { by  request  y : 
H.R.  10221.  A  bill  for  the  reUel!  of  Mrs. 
Theodora  Bourlotos.  nee  HangepetrOs;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   YORTY: 
H.  R.  10222.   A   bill   for   the   relief  of  Mrs. 
Vera  O'Callaghan;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII. 

1138.  Mr.  MUMMA  presented  a  petition 
signed  by  Mr.  and  Mrs.  John  A.  ^linger, 
of  Harrisburg.  Pa.,  and  some  13  otiier  mem- 
bers of  that  community,  urging  favc^rable  ac- 
tion on  H.  R.  1227,  which  would  prohibit 
the  transportation  in  Interstate  dommcrce 
of  advertisements  of  alcoholic  leverages 
which  was  referred  to  the  Comiaittee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 


EXTENSIONS    OF    REMARKS 


Asalysu  ef  the  Tax  Revision  Bill 


EXTENSION  OF  IlEMARKS 

am 

HON.  J.  GLENN  BEALL 

or  MAmriAVD 
IN  THE  SDIATB  OF  THE  UNITBD  STATES 

Tuesday,  August  10,  1954 

Mr.  PFAT.T.  Mr.  Prtssident,  because 
of  the  great  interest  expressed  by  the 
people  ot  Maryland  in  Uic  tax-revision 
bill,  I  have  prepared  a  digest  of  its  pro- 
visions which  are  of  specific  benefit  to 
the  small  taxpayers — individuals,  small 
business,  and  farmers. 

The  revision  of  our  entire  Internal 
Revenue  Code  for  the  first  time  in  75 
years  was  a  mammoth  undertaking,  and 
the  members  of  the  committees  who 
worlced  on  that  bill  are  deserving  of  tbe 
highest  praise.  Even  if  ix>  other  bill  had 
been  acted  on  by  the  aSd  Congress.  I 
believe  It  could  truthfully  be  said  that 
this  wao  a  successful  Congress. 

Under   the  provisions   of  House  bill . 
8300.  individuals  will  iave  a  total  of 
$827  million:  and  every  citizen  will  bene- 
fit in  some  way  from  th(>  revision  of  the 
tax  law. 

It  is  estimated  that  under  the  tax 
changes  the  following  nimiber  of  people 
will  benefit:  From  medical  deductions. 
8.5  million  people:  from  lower  tax  on 
dividends,  7  million  people;  from  working 
mothers'  relief,  2.1  million  people;  from 
tax  cut  in  retirement,  IM  million  people; 
from  changes  on  installments.  1.6  mil- 
lion people:  from  the  new  dependent 
rule,  1.3  million  people;  from  change  on 
annuities,  800,000  people;  from  the  soil- 
conservation  rule,  500,0<X)  people;  from 
easier  depreciation,  B.6  million  people — 
plus  600.000  corporations. 

The  Elsenhower  administration  is  ful- 
filling its  campaign  pl<!dge  to  "reduce 
Government  spending  and  thereby  per- 
mit lower  taxation." 

Administration  econcimies  and  cuts 
made  by  Congress  in  th;  appropriations 
made  practicable  the  10  percent  income 
tax  cut  which  went  into  effect  on  Janu- 
ary 1.  1954,  with  a  saving  to  the  public 
of  $3  billion. 

In  addition  to  that  10  percent  income- 
tax  reduction,  a  billion  dollar  excise-tax 
reduction  was  voted  by  Congress  on  April 
1. 1954.  In  general,  excise  taxes  were  cut 
back  to  10  percent,  although  taxes  on 
most  household  appliances  were  slashed 
to  5  percent. 

Eight  hundred  million  dollars  of  the 
billion  dollars  voted  in  excise  cuts  will  go 
to  individuals — about  (20  per  house- 
hold— and  $200  million  to  business  con- 
cerns. All  the  tax  cuts  approved  by  the 
Eisenhower  administration  will  put  an 
additional  $100  in  the  a^'erage  taxpayer's 
pocket. 

Mr.  President.  I  rec^uest  unanimous 
consent  to  have  the  dig<*st  of  the  tax  re- 
vision bill.  H.  R.  8300,  printed  in  the 
Record. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  digest 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

DunsT  or  H.  R.  8300,  Bsvtsimo  ths  Intibmal 
RaVEWua  Cook 

The  revenue  revision  bill,  H.  R.  8300,  which 
revlaes  our  entire  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
contains  literally  hxindreds  of  prj^vlslona 
which  wlU  greatly  allevUte  the  majority  of 
hardships  and  Inequities  imposed  by  our 
present  tax  laws  on  taxpayers  having  small 
Incomes. 

Critics  of  the  bUl  contend  that  It  beiAflts 
only  corpcvations  and  wealthy  individuals 
and  that  practically  no  relief  is  given  to  the 
small  taxpayer.  It  should  be  recognized 
that  although  this  legislation  is  not  de- 
signed as  a  tax-reducing  measure,  the  tax- 
payer's bUl,  when  computed,  wUl  be  smaller 
through  more  and  Increased  deductions.  A 
greater  portion  of  the  taxpayer's  Income  will 
be  tax  free.  New  rules  have  been  designed 
to  aid  the  taxpayer  in  working  his  tax  costs 
down. 

OKMBUa.    BXKDTrS    TO    INDIVmUALS 

The  bill  contains  many  provisions  which 
are  bene&clal  to  individuals.  Briefly,  the 
more  important  changes  from  the  stand- 
point of  Individuals  are  the  new  provisions 
concerning: 

1.  Retirement  (policemen,  firemen,  teach- 
ers, and  others) :  For  retired  individuals 
66  years  of  age  or  over;  or  under  65,  retired 
under  some  Federal.  State,  or  local  govern- 
■aent  pension  plan  other  than  military, 
there  is  provided  a  credit  against  tax  liabil- 
ity equivalent  to  the  tax  at  the  first  bracket 
rate  amounting  to  20  percent  on  the  first 
$1 JOO  of  ann\ial  Investment  income  or  pri- 
vate pension. 

3.  Children  earning  over  iOOO:  A  pamnt  la 
permitted  to  continue  to  claim  a  child  as  a 
dependent  regardless  of  the  child's  earnings 
or  Investment  Income  if  he  is  under  10  years 
of  age  or  away  from  home  at  school,  as  long 
as  the  parent.  In  fact,  supplies  more  than 
one-half  of  the  child's  support. 

5.  Foster  chlldfen:  Foster  children  and 
children  In  process  of  adoption  may  be 
claimed  as  dependents. 

4.  Head  of  hoiisehold:  A  taxpayer  Is  per- 
mitted to  head  of  household  status  and  the 
partial  lncoms-q>liUlng  benefit  if  supporting 
a  father  or  mother  in  a  home  of  his  or  her 
own. 

6.  Medical  expenses:  A  tax  allowance  Is 
given  for  medical  xpenaes  in  excess  of  8  per- 
cent of  adjusted  gross  Income  Instead  of  only 
those  expenses  in  excess  of  5  percent  of  this 
Income.  Outlays  for  drugs  and  medicines 
may  be  Included  in  medical  expenses  to  the 
extent  they  exceed  1  percent  of  adjusted 
gross  income.  The  transportation  costs  of 
a  trip  prescribed  by  a  doctor  may  be  de- 
ducted. However,  the  expenae  of  meals  and 
lodging  incurred  on  such  a  trip  may  not  be 
deducted.  The  present  celling  of  $1,250  for 
a  single  person,  with  a  maximum  of  $6,000 
for  a  family,  is  doubled,  allowing  a  ceiling  of 
$2,500  for  a  single  person  with  no  dependents, 
and  a  maximum  for  a  family  of  $10,000. 

6.  Working  mothers:  A  working  mother 
may  deduct  child -care  costs  up  to  $600  minus 
any  amount  which  the  adjtisted  gross  income 
of  the  taxpayer  and  her  spouse  exceeds  $4,600. 
Thiis,  if  a  woman  and  her  husband  have  an 
adjusted  gross  Income  of  $4,700  the  deduc- 
tion may  not  exceed  $400  ($600-$4,700-$4.500 
$400). 

7.  Working  widows:  A  widow  with  one  or 
more  children  under  12  years  of  age  or  handi- 
capped chUdren  can  deduct  up  to  $600  for 
coeta  of  child  care  while  working.  This  relief 
Is  also  provided  for  a  div<»t:ed  pa-son.  or 
l^ally  separated  person  or  a  woman  whose 


husband  Is  unable  to  work  providing  that  the 
taxpayer  works  and  bas  child  ears  oosts  as 
defined. 

8.  Death  of  qwuse:  A  taxpeysr  suSsclnc 
the  loss  of  a  spouse  can  oonttnos  tat  a  period 
of  3  years  the  benefits  of  Income  s|rtlttliic 
If  there  are  dependent  children  to  support. 

0.  The  allowance  of  an  exonptlon  wHers 
several  indlTlduais  support  a  dependsat: 
The  bill  provides  that  wiMre  «  dspendent  Is ' 
supported  by  two  or  moce  taxpayers  thsy 
may  agree  among  themselves  on  wbo  will  gst 
the  exemption.  Under  existing  law.  wlksrs 
an  aged  relative  is  supported  by  the  Jotnt 
contributions  of  a  number  ot  members  of 
his  family  no  one  of  them  cea  claim  tlw 
exemption. 

10.  Annuity  income:  The  bill  grants  relief 
by  providing  that  annuities  are  to  be  taasd 
vinder  the  llf e-eq>ectancy  method.  Annual 
exclusions  wlU  be  determined  by  dividing  the 
total  consideration  paid  for  the  annuity  by 
the  expected  life  of  the  annuitant.  As  a 
result,  in  the  average  case  i^icre  tbe  an- 
nuitant lives  out  his  life  expectancy  he  will 
completely  recover  his  cai^tal  free  of  tax. 

12.  Home  owners:  In  the  event  a  taxpayer 
purchases  a  home  the  title  can  be  In  tbe 
names  of  husband  and  wife  without  Incur- 
ring liability  under  the  gift  tax  provlsJons. 

The  taxpajrer  who  sells  his  borne  can.  In 
computing  the  basis  of  the  property,  reduce 
the  sales  price  by  any  sales  coounlsslone 
paid,  painting  expense,  and  other  expenses 
incxirred  in  making  the  property  salable. 

Another  benefit  to  home  owaars  Is  the  pcov 
vision  which  grants  to  persons  Uvldg  In  co-op 
housing  developments  a  tax  deduction  for 
their  share  of  the  Interest  and  taxes  paid 
by  the  development. 

IS.  Personal  injury  and  sickness:  The  Mil 
provides  for  an  excluslmi  o<  Income  up  to 
$100  a  week  for  payments  for  personal  Injury 
or  sickness  made  under  a  plan  financed  toy 
the  employer  where  ths  payments  are  In  Ilea 
of  wages.  Tikis  exclusion  will  not  apply  to 
the  first  7  days  an  employee  Is  absent  frooa 
work  unless  such  alisenoe  Is  on  account  Ot 
personal  injury  or  If  the  employee  Is  hos- 
pitalixed  on  account  of  sickness  for  1  day 
during  the  period  of  absence. 

Benefits  which  reimburse  the  employee  for 
expenses  incurred  for  his  own  medical  care 
and  for  the  medical  care  of  hia  spouse  or  hie 
dependents  will  also  be  exempt.  In  addition, 
the  bill  makes  it  clear  that  certain  payments 
for  injury  If  made  without  regard  to  the 
employe«!s  absence  from  work  are  to  be  ex« 
empt.  These  are  payments  for  ths  perma- 
nent loss,  or  loss  of  use,  of  a  member,  or 
functiqi;^  of  the  body  or  for  permanent  dla- 
flgureoMht.  These  payments  may  be  made 
with  respect  to  the  taxpayera,  his  spouse,  or 
his  dependents. 

14.  Alimony:  Under  this  meaaure  pay- 
ments of  alimony  or  separate  maintenance 
constitute  a  tax  deduction  to  the  husband 
and  makes  the  wife  taxable  on  any  payments 
made  under  a  written  separation  agreement 
even  vrlthout  a  court  decree  where  the  hua- 
band  and  wife  file  separate  retuma.  Pay- 
ments to  a  wife  under  a  court  decree  entered 
into  after  March  1,  1054.  wUl  be  treated  la 
the  same  way  as  alimony  payments. 

15.  Inventors:  More  liberal  treatment  of 
Income  is  provided  for  Inventors. 

16.  Ministers  of  the  Oospei :  Hie  cash  paid 
to  a  minister  by  a  church  for  the  rental  of  a 
parsonage  will  be  tax  free. 

17.  Policemen:  Generally  subslstenoe  al- 
lovrance  paid  to  Federal,  8Ute.  cr  local  po- 
licemen wUl  be  tax-free  up  to  $6  per  day. 

18.  Contributions:  The  amount  dedtietl- 
ble  for  contributions  is  increased  from  SO 
to  30  percent,  providing  the  additional  10 
percent  goes  to  churches,  schools,  and  hoe- 
pltals. 
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19.  iMtanment  purehaacs:  A  taxpayer  can 
tfattoot  tba  earryliig  cbargea  on  inaUllmant 
purrliaaaa  up  to  6  percent  of  tlM  aTeraga 
^m|f^VI  t)^f^»«#Mi  even  when  anch  eharsea  (to 
not  tfiov  the  portion  which  la  Interaat. 

90.  ■luphijaaa     and    outaMe     aataaman: 

•niMlni  Tf  anapmrturr 1 ' —  *-" 

tasL  and  other  farea  mi^  be  deducted  by 
ampii^eea   and  ovtaide  lalwftwn   tn  eoqi- 

aab-oMamn  trstel  la  not  involved.  The  eoat 
of  antMBoMlo  oparatton  sooh  aa  oU.  gaaoUne. 
aaataianaaee,  and  deprfclatiim  can  be  de- 
dortld  to  the  extent  aoO^  ei^enaea  are  aetn<> 
ally  UMnuied  In  baalneaa.  °0iieh  expeoaaa 
am.  be  deduetod  and  the  taqMyer  wlU  atlll 
be  able  to  take  th»  lO-pero«nt  ataBdacd 
deduetloB.  -^ 

ai.  Death  beneflta;  %1ie  law  haa  bean  Ub- 
eraUaed  by  extendlng-the  tS,OdO  exemi^ton  to 
death  beneati  paid  without  a  contract  and 
to  diatnbutlona  trom.  qualified  profit-ahartnc. 
atock  bonua.  poulon.  or  employee  annuity 
plana  even  though  the  decaaaad  had  a  ncm* 
forfeitable  right  to  the  money  while  Urtog. 

22.  WMtCKB  and  artlata:  The  btU  provMea 
that  ineome  frcnn  a  a-year  project  tin  be 
averaged  over  the  yean  required  for  the  Job. 

as.  Inaunukce:  A  life  inauimnce  policy 
made  payable  to  the  wife  or  child  of  a  tax- 
payer will  not  be  included  la  the  taxpayer'a 
taxable  eetate  if  the  taxpayer  irrevocably 
aaalgned  the  policy  to  hla  wife  Of  dilld. 

34.  SharehoMen:  An  eielualon  la  provided 
for  the  flnt  $60  ai  dividend  tneome  received 
by  an  individual  in  any  taxable  year  ending 
rafter  July  31. 19M.  Taxpayan  with  dividend 
InotHne  maaining  after  this  exduakm  will 
be  permitted  to  ded\^  from  their  final  tax 
a  credit  of  4  percent  of  auch  dividends  re^ 
cdved  after  August  1. 19M. 

as.  Subdivided  land:\  Taxpayen  who  are 
Bot  regular  deal««  in  real  eatato  subdivide 
land  tn  order  to  make  it  more  saleable  will 
receive  more  lll>eral  treatment.  Such  tax- 
payere  will  be  allowed  capital  gains  treat- 
ment oa  most  of  their  profits  providing  the 
pc<9erty  la  held  for  longwr  than  B  ]rears  and 
that  no  improvements  substantiaUy  enhanc- 
ing the  property  have  been  made. 

In  addUkni  to  the  many  tax  bmeflta  avail- 
able tmdsr  this  bill  to  small-tax  payers,  the 
f  oUowing  provisions  are  at  particular  benefit 
to  small  businessea: 

91.  Aooelerated  depredation:  The  bill  eon- 
tlnuea  all  depredatkm  allowable  under  pres- 
ent law.  and  in  addltton  granta  taxpayers 
the  rlgiit.  at  thrts  option,  to  use  the  dlmin- 
tshing-balanoe  method  of  depreciation  at 
double  the  rate  available  undCT  the  straight- 
line  method,  or  to  use  any  other  systematic 
■Mtliod  which  does  not  give  greater  aggregato 
•hargaa  than  thoee  avaUable  under  the  de- 
ellning-halanre  metltod.  This  provision  ap- 
plies to  au  types  of  tangible  depreciable 
asseta.  including  farm  equipment,  machinery, 
and  buildtngs,  rental  housing,  and  indua- 
trial  and  commercial  buildings,  as  well  aa 
machinery  and  eq\ilpm'ent.  This  provision 
will  particularly  help  farmers  in  w^^nrlng 
their  machinery. 

27.  Business  debto:  Bad  debts  of  a  buriness 
nature  can  tie  taken  as  an  ordinary  bualneaa 
loaa  even  if  they  become  bad  after  the  tax- 
payer is  out  of  business. 
.  28.  Research  and  development  expenses: 
PvovlBlon  provides  specifically  that  a  busi- 
ness can  either  write  off  research  and  experi- 
mental coata  in  the  year  in  which  Incurred 
or  elect  to  treat  them  as  deferred  expenses  to 
be  written  off  over  a  period  of  5  years  or 
more. 

29.  Accumulation  .of  earnings:  Section  lOa 
provides  that  the  first  $30,000  of  accumulated 
earnings  will  not  be  counted  in  determining 
whethtt  there  has  been  an  imreasonable  ac- 
ctimulation.  These  provisions  have  t>een 
llberallaed  to  i»ovlde  greater  protection  for 
the  taxpayer. 

30.  Corpcwate  reorganisations:  The  tax  law 
la  amended  to  permit  tax-free  rearrange- 
menu  of  stockholders'  interests  in  corpora- 


tions, so  long  as  no  corporate  eamlqgs  are 
withdrawn. 

91.  Loas  fsairyback:  The  carryback  .provl- 
aion  la  extended  to  a  years.  The  B-year  carry- 
forward provision  has  been  continued* 

82.  Percentage  depletion:  The  allowance 
for  percentage  depletion  has  been  libel^allzed 
and  a  numtwr  of  new  nonmetalUc  minerals 
have  been  added  to  the  15  percent  group. 
The  strategic  and  critical  minerals.  U  pro- 
duced in  the  United  States,  have  boen  in- 
creaaed  to  23  potent.  Other  changaa  have 
been  made  in  the  groups  now  allowed  5  and 
10  percent. 

S4.  Partners  and  partnerships :  The  measure 
llberallzea.and  clarifies  the  law  with  respect 
to  partners  and  partnerships.  Payments  by 
the  firm  of  a  guaranteed  salary  to  a  partner 
are  taxable  to  him  and  deductible  to  the 
firm.  The  transfer  of  property  to  a  partner 
frmn  the  firm  usually  will  be  tax  free.  Also 
certain  partnershlpa  may  elect  to  be  taxed 
as  a  corporation. 

36.  Sole  proprietors:  An  Individual  who 
owns  his  own  business  as  a  sole  proprietor 
may  elect  under  certain  conditions  to  be 
taxed  aa  a  COTporatlon. 

36.  Prepaid  Income:  The  measure  liber- 
alizes the  provisions  relating  to  prepaid  in- 
come by  allowing  a  taxpayer  to  repeat  such 
Income  as  earned  and  to  take  expenses  as 
Incurred.  This  will  result  In  less  bookkeep- 
ing work  for  the  taxpayer. 

37.  Bualness  losses:  The  measure  liberal- 
tees  the  provisions  relating  to  business  losses 
by  allowing  such  losses  to  be  offset  against 
proflta  of  2  prior  years.  Such  losses  may  con- 
tinue to  be  offset  against  5  future  years. 

38.  Losses  from  theft:  Such  losses  may 
now  be  dedxicted  In  the  year  of  discovery 
rather  than  in  the  year  of  theft. 

89.  Investment  firms:  Regulated  invest- 
ment companies  will  be  permitted  to  invest 
in  a  greater  amo\mt  of  the  stock  of  new  and 
speculative  development  companies  without 
loss  of  its  special  tax  treatment. 

40.  Accounting  definitions:  Tax  account- 
ing Is  brought  ihore  nearly  in  Hoe  with 
accepted  business  accounting  by  allowing 
prepaid  income  to  be  taxed  as  it  is  earned 
rather  than  as  it  is  received,  and  by  allowing 
reserves  to  be  established  for  known  future 
expenses. 

41.  Administrative  provisions:  Parts  of 
the  law  covering  aasessments.  collations, 
interest  and  penalties,  the  statute  of  limita- 
tions, and  other  administrative  provisions 
have  been  simplified  and  brought  together 
in  one  place. 

42.  Retivns  and  declarations  of  estimated 
tax:  The  bill  provides  a  new  set  of  Hequlre- 
menta  for  the  filing  of  declarations  of  esti- 
mated tax  which  will  be  beneficial  to  all  tax- 
payers and  will  relieve  a  substantial  tumber 
of  Individuals  of  the  bvirden  in  preparing 
these  returns.  Moreover,  the  bill  provides  a 
uniform  additional  charge  of  6  peroent  for 
unpaid  Installments  of  estimated  tax  and 
eliminates  many  of  the  penalty  proivlsions. 

In  addition  to  the  many  tax  beneflte  avail- 
able \uider  this  measure  to  farmers  as  indi- 
viduals, the  following  provisions  are  of  spe- 
cific benefit  to  them  as  a  group : 

43.  Accelerated  depreciation :  The  bill  con- 
tinues all  depreciation  allowable  under  pres- 
ent law,  and  in  addltton  grants  taxpayers 
the  right,  at  their  option,  to  use  the  dimln- 
Ishlng-balance  method  of  depreciation  at 
double  the  rate  available  under  the  straight- 
line  method,  (v  to  use  any  other  systematic 
method  which  does  not  give  greater  aggre- 
gate charges  than  those  available  under  the 
declining-balance  method.  This  provision 
applies  to  all  types  of  tangible  depreciable 
aaseta.  Including  farm  equipment,  ma- 
chinery and  buildings,  rental  housing,  and 
indiistrlal  and  commercial  buildings,  as  well 
as  machinery  and  equipment.  This  provl- 
alon  will  particularly  help  farmers  In  financ- 
ing their  machinery. 

44.  Soil  and  water  conservation  expendi- 
tures: This  provision  Is  an  extremely  impor- 


tant feature  of  the  bill  and  will  De  of  direct 
Iwnefit  to  about  500,000  farmers  ahd  of  indi« 
rect  benefit  to  all  by  fostering  «>und  con- 
servation practices.  The  bill  will  allow  farm- 
ers to  deduct  expenditures  for  soil  and  water 
conservation.  Including  thoee  t<f  levying, 
grading,  terracing,  drainage,  contour  fur- 
rowing, eradication  of  brush,  planting  of 
windbreaks,  and  other  expenses  for  treat- 
ment or  moving  of  earth.  The  bill  makes  It 
clear  that  the  provision  applies  to  earthen 
dams  not  subject  to  depreciation  land  to  the 
construction  as  well  as  the  control  and  ivo- 
tectlon  of  water  courses.  outleU,  and  ponds. 
The  provision  is  also  applicable  for  ex- 
penditures by  farm^s  to  satisfy  apeclal  aa- 
sessmenta  of  soil  or  water  conservation  dis- 
tricts. The  annual  deduction  is  limited  to 
25  percent  of  farm  income,  but  amounta  in 
excess  of  this  limit  may  be  carried  forward 
to  be  deducted  in  subsequent  y^ars. 

45.  Declarations  of  estimated  tax:  The  bin 
extends  to  farmers  an  extension  ef  time  for 
filing  final  returns  to  February  IS.  In  addi- 
tion the  bill  treats  oyster  farming  aa  "farm- 
ing" for  purposes  of  the  estimated  tax. 

46.  Children  earning  over  $800$  This  pro- 
vision allows  a  taxpayer  to  clalkn  the  de- 
pendency exemption  for  children  they  sup- 
port who  are  under  10  years  of  age  or  away 
from  home  attending  school  or  college  even 
though  the  children's  earnings  aie  In  exceaa 
of  $600  as  long  as  he  is  In  fact  stU}  supported 
by  the  parent  (more  than  one -half  of  the 
support). 

47.  Accounting  provisions:  Under  present 
law,  there  are  numerous  dlvergenclea  be- 
tween the  computation  of  incojae  for  tax 
purposes  and  the  computstlon  of  income  for 
business  purposes,  even  though  the  buslneaa 
follows  generally  accepted  accounting  prin- 
ciples. The  points  of  difference  between 
business  accounting  and  tax  accounting  are 
confined  chiefly  to  questions  of  wjhether  cer- 
tain types  of  receipts  and  expensea  should  Iw 
taken  into  account  tn  arriving  at  xaxaMe  in- 
come. Frequently  picayune  In  n4ture.  theea 
differences  are  a  constant  aourci  of  Irrita- 
tion and  hardship  to  business.  The  bill  will 
bring  tax  accounting  Into  cloa«r  harmony 
with  sound  business  accounttag.  Under 
these  provisions  a  farmer  may  u^e  a  hybrid 
type  of  accounting  which  may  l>e  more 
adaptable  to  the  way  he  keepe  his  hooka. 


Mr.  Chelf  ladolf  es  b  a  Fbc  Old  Art 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  WILUAM  H.  NATCHER 

or  KINTUCKT 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  RJKPRESKNTATIVES 

Tuesday.  August  10,  1964 

Mr.  NATCHER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
happy  to  have  this  opportunity  to  pay 
my  respects  to  my  coUeagi^e,  FtAinc 
Chelf.  who  so  ably  represents  Uie 
Fourth  Congressional  District  of  Ken- 
tucky. He  is  loved,  admired  and  re- 
spected by  his  constituents  *rho  have 
again  paid  tribute  to  his  statesmanship, 
character  and  high  ideals  by  reelecting 
him  without  primary  or  November  oppo- 
sition. He  is  a  gentleman  ot  unshak- 
able poise,  rapierlike  wit  an<|  polished 
diplomacy  who  believes  that  a  real  rep- 
resentative of  the  people  is  ndt  one  who 
changes  principles  with  every  shift  of 
the  wind,  but  rather  one  who,  while  In 
close  communication  with  hia  constitu- 
ents, translates  into  practical  form  their 
opinions  and  wishes  as  revealed  to  his 
mature  judgment  and  enlightened  con- 


science. A  true  leader  possessing  to  a 
remarkably  high  degree  the  great  out- 
standing qualities  of  wisdom,  of  modera- 
tion, of  Justice  and  of  patience.  One 
who  believes  tn  fair  play  and  is  ready  and 
willing  to  fight  to  maintain  decency  and 
honor  in  peptics. 

Believing  as  he  does  that  no  man 
should  be  deprived  of  his  life,  liberty,  or 
property  without  due  process  of  law  and 
the  right  to  his  day  in  court,  my  friend. 
Prank  Chklf,  has  only  recently  protested 
the  ouster  of  Raymond  Stigall  as  post- 
master at  Danville,  Ky.  Mr.  Stigall  is 
known  throughout  the  Fourth  Congres- 
sional EHstrict  as  a  conscientious,  loyal, 
energetic,  honest,  capable  public  ser- 
vant. As  pointed  out  by  Congressman 
Chelf  to  Postmaster  General  Summer- 
field,  this  is  simply  a  case  of  a  Democrat 
holding  a  position  that  the  Republicans 
want,  and  regardless  of  method,  Mr. 
Stigall  must  be  ousted  to  make  room  for 
a  member  of  the  Postmaster  General's 
party.  The  fact  that  Mr.  Stigall  is  a  dis- 
abled veteran,  an  honest  capable  public 
servant,  plays  no  part  apparently  with 
the  Postmaster  General.  To  me.  Mr. 
Speaker,  this  particular  case  is  a  se- 
rious blow  to  the  thousands  of  decent 
career  employees  who  have  devoted 
their  lives  to  our  service,  and  naturally, 
Mr.  Stigall  will  appeal  his  dismissal  no- 
tice to  the  regional  ofSce  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  at  Cincinnati.  I 
predict,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  before  Mr. 
Summerfleld  finishes  with  this  particular 
case  he  will  understand  full  well  why  the 
people  of  the  Fourth  Congressional  Dis- 
trict of  Kentucky  believe  in  Frank  Chxlf. 
Under  leave  to  extend  my  remarks.  I 
Include  herewith  an  editorial  entitled 
"Mr.  Chklf  Indulges  in  a  Fine  Old  Art." 
which  appeared  in  the  August  7,  1954, 
issue  of  the  Courier-Journal,  of  Louis- 
ville, Ky. 
The  editorial  Is  as  follows: 
Ma.  Chkut  iNSUuiaB  iw  a  Purs  Ou>  Abt 
As  fanciers  of  the  form -fitting  aimlle— 
as  tight,  let's  say,  as  a  alpper — we  are  caught 
tn  admiration  and  envy  by  Representative 
Fkank  Cmx.r'a  virtuosity  at  manipulating 
that,  alaa,  too-often  overlooked  figure  of 
speech. 

This  accompliahment  c€  Kentucky'^ 
Fourth  District  statesman  ahows  up  in  a 
letter  to  Postmaster  Oeneral  Summerfleld. 
protesting  dismissal  of  the  poetmaster  at 
Danville.  Tou  can  Just  put  It  down  that 
oxu-  Fkanx  Is  as  aharp  as  Shakespeare,  as  full 
of  comparisons  aa  a  hive  is  of  honey,  aa  fast 
as  a  Jet  plane. 

The  department's  excuses  for  giving  the 
Danville  man  the  air,  writes  Mr.  CmxLr.  are 
"as  phony  as  a  13  bill  and  as  flimsy  as  a 
dickey  bird's  power  dive."  This,  in  case  you 
missed  the  Kentucky  Member's  full  out- 
pourings. Is  Just  the  beginning.  Mr.  Chb^ 
has  a  million.  The  charges  "liave  about  aa 
much  weight  as  the  glue  on  a  second-hand 
stamp  and  about  as  much  real  truth  aa  the 
wool  In  a  chlckenH  taU." 

But  why  go  on?  Why  knock  ourselvee  and 
you  out  by  the  faactnatlon  that  lies  In  such 
poetic  artistry  aa  to  say  of  the  chargea  that 
"they  are  as  fantastic  as  pink  elephanta  do- 
ing a  strip-tease  dance  on  the  northwest 
side  of  a  plugged  dime"? 

Out  of  it  all  we  gather  tluit  Mr.  CRB;.r  Is 
as  hot  as  a  firecracker,  aa  mad  as  a  hornet, 
as  unlimited  in  hla  fury  as  cosmic  space. 
He  Is  also  aa  Democratic  as  Andrew  Jackson 
and  he  doesnt  care  whether  Mr.  Summer- 
fleld Is  aa  Republican  aa  Lincoln,  hell  get 
him  told.    It's  as  refreshing  as  Chxlp. 


AMcrica's  ChallcBf  e  Today 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  GEORGE  S.  LONG 

or  LOmSIAMA 
IN  THE  HOUOE  OF  RKPRRSEIVTAITVICS 

Tuesday.  August  10.  1954 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  story  is 
told  of  a  village  moron  who,  proceeding 
to  his  h<mxe  one  dark  night,  ran  into  a 
tree  standing  by  itself  in  the  middle  of 
a  broad  pasture.  Desperately  he  circled 
the  tree — 'round  and  'round — becoming 
more  distraught  and  panicky  with  each 
step. .  When,  at  last,  a  rescuer  appeared 
and  asked  what  was  the  matter,  the  poor 
fellow  replied.  "Can't  you  see.  I'm  lost 
In  an  impenetrable  forest." 

In  times  such  as  these  in  which  we  are 
living,  there  are,  I  believe,  two  clear  les- 
sons for  us  in  this  story.  One  of  them  is 
that  we  are  sometimes  prone  to  circle 
round  and  roimd  an  issue  for  so  long 
that  we  lose  sight  of  the  realities  and 
grow  fearful.  The  other  is  the  distor- 
tion which  fear  produces. 

Underlying  aU  of  the  issues  which  we 
have  faced  in  our  time  has  been  the  old 
struggle  between  fear  and  anxiety  on  the 
one  hand,  and  faith  and  courage  on  the 
other.  We  have  been  greatly  concerned 
with  the  threat  of  the  international 
Communist  conspiracy.  We  have  been 
concerned,  and  appropriately  so,  with 
building  a  strong  and  adequate  defense; 
with  the  development  of  weapons  of 
great  destructive  force  and  long-range 
striking  power;  with  questions  of  mili- 
tary and  diplomatic  strategy.  But  how 
often.  I  wonder,  have  we  really  under- 
stood that  basically,  the  conttet  of  today 
is  one  between  one  camp  representing 
organized  fear  of  other  men.  and  the 
other  representing  organized  faith  in 
mankind.  How  often  have  we  recog- 
nized that  one  of  our  best  weapons 
against  communism  is  genuine  evidence 
that  we  recognize  the  worth  of  every  man 
and  woman  and  the  right  jof  every  indi- 
vidual to  seek  his  own  best  way  of  life? 

Do  we.  on  the  other  hand,  genuinely 
understand  that  the  technique  of  com- 
munism Is  to  organize  fear  sind  mistrtist 
among  people  to  the  point  where  all  pow- 
er is  surrendered  to  the  police  state? 
This  point  is  clearly  demonstrated  in  the 
literature  of  international  communism. 
Stalin  wrote  plainly: 

The  stata  is  a  macliine  in  the  hands  ot  the 
ruling  class  for  suppreaaing  the  reelstance  of 
ita  daaa  enemies. 

In  this  diabolical  view  the  most  out- 
rageous crimes  against  human  person- 
ality are  Justified  because,  to  use  his 
words  again,  "solidarity  and  the  internal 
unity  of  the  party"  cannot  afford  "to  be 
too  liberal  or  to  permit  freedom  of  fac- 
tions."   Earlier  Karl  Marx  had  written: 

The  democratic  concept  of  man  is  false 
because  it  la  Christian.  •  •  •  Thia  is  the 
illuaion.  dream  and  poetulato  of  Clulstianity. 
that  man  has  a  sovereign  aoul. 

Now  contrast,  if  you  will,  these  cynical 
and  suspicious  statements  with  the  words 
of  Thomas  Jefferson  who.  perhaps  better 
than  anyone  else,  has  expressed  the 
spirit  of  the  founders  of  our  way  of  lift. 


Engraved  upon  his  tombatone.  at  his 
own  request,  are  the  words:  "Auth<»-  of 
the  statute  of  Virginia  tor  religious  free- 
dom." Among  the  passages  of  this  law 
are  such  notable  statements  as  these: 

That  Almighty  Ood  hath  created  the  ml*^ 
free,  and  manifested  His  supfeane  wlU  that 
free  it  atall  remaiu,  by  making  it  attogettaar 
insusceptible  of  restraint;  that  all  attempts 
to  Influence  it  by  temporal  punlahmenta. 
burthens,  or  by  civil  incapacitations,  tend 
only  to  beget  hablta  of  hypocrisy  and  mean- 
ness •  •  •  and,  finally,  that  truth  la  great 
and  will  prevaU. 

Our  first  obligation,  then,  is  to  look 
squarely  at  the  problems  of  our  times 
with  a  full  imderstanding  that  the  threat 
of  international  communism  is  based  on 
propagandized  su;q>icion  and  organized 
fear.  And  to  remember  that  this  is  an. 
old  trick.  It  was  not  new  when  tiie 
anger  of  hungry  Romans  was  diverted 
from  the  monopolists  of  their  time  who 
were  stealing  the  Egyptian  com.  to  the 
small  band  of  men  with  Peter  and  Clem- 
ent in  the  catacombs,  scrawling  their 
professions  of  faith  on  the  rocks  that 
underlay  the  Seven  Hills.  We  all  know 
the  incalculable  cost  to  manUn^,  in  the 
thousands  of  years  of  history,  of  hate 
and  despair.  But  we  believe,  too.  that 
always,  at  some  point,  they  must  run 
headlong  into  the  good  sense  and  good 
heart  of  the  common  man. 

One  of  those  moments  In  the  history 
of  mankind  took  place  in  1776  and  the 
stirring  years  which  immediately  fol- 
lowed. The  good  sense  and  good  heart 
of  those  patriots  of  our  early  years  took 
the  form  of  a  liberal  land  policy  which 
saw  the  vast  continental  domain  as  land 
to  be  shared  by  all  pe<q;>le.  rather  tjtiaa 
by  the  privileged  few.  Through  the  bar- 
rier of  moimtain  and  wilderness  they 
expressed  their  faith  in  the  future  ai  our 
country  by  the  development  of  pikes  like 
the  Cumberland  Road  or  canals  like  the 
Erie — ^the  f  orenmners  of  our  great  high- 
ways of  today.  Theiir  belief  in  puldie 
education  was  reflected  as  early  as  178S 
when,  with  the  passage  of  the  land  ordi- 
nance of  that  year — pertaining  to  lands 
in  the  Western  Territory — the  idea  of 
land-grant  colleges  was  bom.  These 
are  Just  a  few  of  the  testaments  of  faith 
in  mankind  which  have  come  down  to 
MB  from  our  forefathers.  They  are  a 
measure  of  the  trust  we  hold  for  them 
and  for  the  future  of  our  country. 

Their  example  has  served  us  well  la 
more  than  one  dark  hour  in  the  history 
of  our  country.  For  the  drama  of  our 
story  is  not  all  concerned  with  our  suc- 
cesses. We  have  our  villains,  too.  In 
every  age  and  time  one  menace  to  free- 
dom has  been  concentration  in  a  few 
hands  of  some  kind  of  power— political 
power  or  economic  pow«r— over  men's 
bodies,  minds,  or  souls.  Ever  since  the 
Civil  War  moxMvoly  has  ccmstituted  one 
of  the  most  dangerous  threats  to  our 
freedom.  The  monopolies  and  carttiks  ot 
Germany  gave  HlUer  his  chance— on  his 
promise  to  protect  them,  in  th^  posi- 
tions of  power,  fran  the  wrath  of  the 
people.  Russian  cfxnmunism  has  eom- 
bined  economic  mtmopoly  with  poUtleal 
mon(V)oly.  The  golden  thread  that  runs 
through  the  best  traditions  of  our  Na- 
tion la  the  struggle  against  monopoly,  to 
reahae  the  goal  of  "equal  opportanlty  tor 
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A.  9edU  prtTllcce  to 

frMt  I^Mtieal  moftiiaint  in 

hMdry  bM  been  baaed  on  ttuit  prlii- 

dple. 

Indaed  I  am  eoQvliiMd  that  the  special 
f  4tf  the  demoermUe  f<Hnn  of  govern- 
Hw  in  ito  abUltj  to  translate  good 
afid  a  good  heart  into  tbe  erery- 
daj  realities  of  life. 

Let  OS  look,  for  a  moment,  at  another 
**^»"pV  of  Uie  fact  =that  there  are  few 
of  the  problems  which  face  us  which 
cannot  be  solved  by  a  little  more  de- 
mocracy. On  Uarch  4.  1933,  America 
was  without  any  national  provisiohs  to 
protect  its  aged  or  disabled  eltlaens,  or 
its  dependent  children,  against  the  un- 
aroididde  haaards  of  life  in  this  modem 
machine  age.  We  were  wtihout.  any 
means  wherdby  the  purchasing  power  of 
these  people  could  be  maintained  in  the 
face  of  advandng  age.  We  had  no  sys- 
tem of  unemptoyment  insurance. 

I  am  happy  to  have  been  one  of  the 
first  men  who  stumped  the  entire  United 
States  for  old-age  pensions  and  for  in- 
surance against  such  economic  hazards 
long  before  there  was  ever  a  law  on  the 
statute  books  of  any  State  or  of  the  Fed- 
eral Qovemment.  I  beUeved  then,  as 
I  believe  now,  that  Americans  were  en- 
titled to  such  pensions  with  no  ques- 
tions aSked-^iot  because  they  were  ill, 
or  because  they  were  crippled,  or  because 
they  wore  in.dire  need,  but  because  they 
had  been  good  citizens  and  had  con- 
tributed to  the  program  by  paying  their 
taxes  during  their  working  life.  I  re- 
member, too.  how  some  people  laughed 
«t  the  idea  atthe  time.  I  remonber  how 
others  did  not  ]ai«h.  but  denounced  it 
bitterly  as  "socialistic.''  or  as  a  means  of 
OMouraglng  laziness  and  irresponsibility. 

I  hope  you  win  permit  me.  then,  a  mo- 
ment oi  pride  as  ;  read  the  statements 
now  being  made  abotit  our  social-security 
Myatiem — and  not  infrequently  by  those 
interests  which  originally  opposed  it  for 
tbe  reasons  which  I  have  just  suggested. 
It  is  still  incomplete  and  inadequate  in 
many  respects,  but  this  great  legislation 
now  stands  for  a  principle  ^dilch  is  ac- 
cepted on  an  sides  as  an  integral  part  of 
American  life.  Reporting  the  biU  con- 
taining tbe  1954  amendments  to  the 
Hbuse  ot  Representatives  this  spring,  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  in  discussing 
the  desirabmty  of  extending  the  cover- 
age of  the  system,  used  the  following 
words  of  endorsement: 
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Mrtendtng  eovw«g»  to  these  and 
groopa  now  outside  the  system  p 
that]  •  •  •  not  only  more  of  the  sged  but 
•lao  more  of  the  young  wldom  and  chil- 
dren win  be  reoelvliig  beneflti  without  a 
UB^staBt.  Aooordlngly,  these  old-age  and 
MtrrlTors  tnawrancie  benelletarles  are  able  to 
matntatn  a  senss  of  their  own  contlnusd  In- 
tfepradnioe  and  oC  their  dignity  and  worth 
.as  indlvMuala.  even  though  their  support 
from  samlngi  have  been  cut  off  by  the  re- 
i^wnent  and  death  of  the  Insxired  worker. 
ledge  that  benefits  will  be  paid  Ir- 

o*  whether  the  individual  U  in 

■apimrts  and  stimulates  his  own  thrift 
and  laitiatlvs.  since  he  can  add  his  penonal 
■avfags  (Indudlag  homa  ownership  and  in- 
auranoe)  as  well  as  -pensions  he  may  receive 
•s  a  result  of  his  work,  to  the  basic  old-age 
and  suivivurs  Insurance  beneflts. 

.Within  the  last  20  years,  then,  your 
Government  has  established  a  system  of 


social  security  which  now  helps  to  pro- 
tect 4  out  of  every  5  workers — and  their 
wives  and  children— «gainst  the  hazards 
of  loss  of  wages  caused  by  death  or  re- 
tirement. Four  years  ago.  in  the  1950 
amendments,  .this  system  was  isubstan- 
tiaUy  strengthened  over  the  original  bill 
when  coverage  was  extended  by  some  10 
million  jobs  and  the  amount  of  beneflts 
for  persons  who  would  retire  in  the  fu- 
ture was  more  than  doubled.  In  1952. 
the  amount  of  the  benefits  was  again  in- 
creased, to  meet  further  increases  in  the 
cost  of  living. 

Again  this  year  another  lent  step  in 
the  direction  of  improving  our  social - 
security  system  will  be  made  if  the  bill 
already  passed  by  the  House  becomes 
law.  For  on  June  1.  1954,  by  a  vote  of 
355  to  8.  Uie  House  passed  and  sent  to 
the  Senate  the  1954  amendments  to  the 
Social  Slecurity  Act.  This  House  bill 
would  extend  old-age  and  survivors  In- 
surance coverage  to  about  9  million  ad- 
ditional workers,  and  Increase  monthly 
retirement  benefits  by  an  average  of 
around  $g  per  month.  Minimum 
monthly  benefits  would  be  raided  from 
$25  to  $30  and  maximum  beneflts  for 
those  now  on  the  rolls  would  increase 
from  $85  to  $98.50.  Among  the  groups 
newly  .covered  by  the  system  would  be 
self-employed  farmers,  most  employees 
<rf  State  and  local  governments,  hired 
farmworkers  and  household  workers, 
ministers,  and  certain  professional  men 
and  women. 

Now  that  it  is  working.  It  has  become 
clear  that  it  is  good  democracy  and  good 
Oovemment  to  continue  and  eDq>and  a 
system  by  which  the  workers  of  this 
country  can  make  tax  contributions  dur- 
ing their  working  life  to  a  social  security 
system  which  will,  then,  entitle  them  to 
a  monthly  check  for  the  rest  of  their  Uf e 
with  no  questions  asked.  In  simple 
terms,  it  is  Just  a  way  of  laying  aside 
scMnething  for  a  rainy  day  that  will  be 
available  when  needed. 

Simultaneously  hi  1935.  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  established  public  assistance 
programs  to  assist  the  least  fortunate  of 
our  people  who  could  not  quallf  yf or  ade- 
quate old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
benefits — those  persons  who  have  been 
unable  to  provide  for  themselves  and  are 
now  aged,  or  blind,  or  disabled,  widowed, 
or  fatherless.  Realizing  that  <»ur  chil- 
dren are  this  Nation's  greatest  iJesource, 
we  also  established  a  national  ^Ucy  of 
aiding  States  and  localities  through  the 
Children's  Bureau  and  other  ag^icies.  to 
insure  needed  maternity  and  chlW  health 
services. 

In  Louisiana  today,  more  than  70  per- 
cent of  all  people  65  and  over  are  on  the 
old-age  assistance  system.  As  the  in- 
surance system  is  broadened  to  cover 
more  people,  and  as  beneflts  paid  become 
more  adequate,  the  number  of  people 
subject  to  these  "means  test"  pensions 
win  decrease. ,  The  sooner  we  can  elim- 
inate the  "means  test"  principle— with 
its  endless  questions  regarding  personal 
affah^,  the  better. 

Ah-eady  tke  ^ect  of  the  1950  amend- 
ments in  this  direction  can  be  demon- 
strated in  Louisiana.  For  example, 
within  a  2-year  period  between  Pecem- 
ber  1951  and-December  1953  the  humber 
of  people  in  my  State  receiving  beneflts 


increased  from  52,100  to  alifost  70,( 
69,800,  or  by  more  than  one-lthird.  Dur- 
ing the  same  period  the  tot41  amoimt  of 
money  received  in  beneflts  In  the  State 
has  Increasec  from  $19 J  million  in  1961 
to  $29.8  million  for  the  yeaf  1953.  This 
means  that  social  security  benefits  have 
increased  income  by  around  $11  million 
within  a  2-year  period.  And  bear  in 
mind  the  fact  that  this  is  ai  self -financ- 
ing system,  without  recoursct  to  any  gen- 
eral revenues  from  State  or  Federal  Oov- 
ernments.  With  the  further  coverage 
and  the  increased  beneflts  Iprovided  by 
the  1954  amendments.  thU  trend  will 
continue  and  more  and  more  people  in 
Louisiana — and  in  the  United  States- 
will  be  able  to  face  the  ecohomlc  iMt>b- 
lems  of  declining  years  with  the  knowl- 
edge that  they  have  established  through 
their  contributions  an  eamM  right  to  a 
regular  monthly  check  wheri  they  rethr. 
John  J.  Corson,  the  well-known  man- 
agement counselor,  has  said; 

The  evolution  from  meager  charity  to  gro- 
cery orders,  to  cash  granU,  to  work-relief 
wages,  and  finally  to  soclal-tosurace  pay- 
ments marks  social  Invention!  of  as  great 
significance  as  Watt's  steam  engine,  Fulton's 
seamboat,  or  Edison's  slectrlc  Ught,  because 
they  progressively  recognize  th«  Insecurity  of 
presently  self-supporting  people,  while  In- 
creasing understanding  of  tb^  rights  and 
freedom  of  the  Individual  who  mtist  ask  for 
help.  •  •  •  Thus,  the  piu-po^e  of  reUef— 
putting  essential  cash  Into  the  hands  of  per- 
sons who  need  it — was  accomplished  while 
also  preserving  the  Individual!  self-rsepeet. 

Our  Social  Security  Act,  therefore. 
stands  as  another  benchmark  of  our 
ability  to  use  the  democratic  process  in 
adjusting  to  the  irresistable  trend  of 
events.  It  was  part  of  a  great  crusade 
which  has  as  its  goal  the  purpose  of  see- 
ing that  every  child  bom  in  this  country 
shall  be  assured  of  conditiods  maUng  j^ 
fairly  easy  for  him  to  live  ih  a  normal, 
wholesome  atmosphere,  with  the  oppor- 
tunity for  an  education  to  prepare  Mtn 
for  the  burdens  and  respoiisibilltles  of 
life.  Your  Government  demonstrated 
its  concern  with  protecting  o|ir  river  val- 
leys from  waste  and  for  preserving  the 
wasting  soil  of  our  land.  With  the  assist- 
ance of  our  Oovemment  the  farmers  of 
America  have  been  encourafed  to  bring 
the  boon  of  electricity  into  every  farm 
home,  lifting  untold  burdens  from  the 
backs  of  the  farmers  and  their  wives, 
and  giving  them  the  power  with  which 
to  produce  more  of  the  goad  things  of 
life. 

If,  then,  we  are  facing  alarming  prol>- 
lems  today,  let  us  remember  as  well  our 
amazing  accomplishments.  Shall  we 
succumb  to  fear  because  we  have  pro- 
duced a  single  bomb  which  could  wipe 
out  a  city?  Or  because  we  l»ve  learned 
to  build  aircraft  by  the  te^s  of  thou- 
sands in  our  factories?  No  one  would 
deny  the  almost  imbelievable  advances 
of  science.  But  deep  down  ill  our  hearts 
we  are  all  conscious  of  the  faf t  that,  un- 
less we  learn  how  to  use  theM  scientific 
developments  in  line  with  |Our  demo- 
cratic ideals,  they  may  lead;  to  our  de- 
struction. We  know  that  in  everemiAia- 
sizing  force,  efficiency,  and  sjpeed  it  may 
be  possible  to  lose  those  hu|nan  rights 
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and   freedoms  which 
long-term  survivaL 


are  dssential  to 


It  is  my  conviction  that  in  finding  the 
answers  to  these  hard  problems  we  shall 
be  required  to  take  account  of  another 
facet  of  our  national  life  which  has  con- 
tributed richly  to  all  of  our  gains.  I 
speak  of  the  spiritual  gifts  of  Christi- 
anity. For  our  religion,  with  its  empha- 
sis on  the  conviction  that  every  indi- 
vidual is  a  child  of  Ood,  has  made  the 
hunger  and  unhappiness  of  any  man  the 
creat  concern  ot  the  good  Christian. 
The  spread  of  education,  the  expansion 
of  public  services,  the  concern  to  secure 
an  abundant  life  to  all  men  are  founded, 
basically,  upon  the  contributions  of  the 
Christian  philosophy  to  our  economic  Uf  e. 
That  philosophy  has  fostered  the  kind  of 
charity  so  well  described  liy  Maimonides 
when  he  wrote: 

Anticipate  charity  by  preventing  poverty: 
assist  tbe  reduced  fellowman  either  by  a 
consicierable  gift,  or  a  sum  of  money,  or  by 
teaclilng  him  a  trade,  or  by  putting  him 
111  the  way  of  business,  so  that  he  may  earn 
p. II  honest  livelihood,  and  not  be  forced  to 
the  dreadful  alternative  of  holding  out  his 
l\Ax\A  for  charity.  This  Is  the  highest  step 
and  the  summit  of  charity's  golden  ladder. 

We  Americans  have  learned  in  our 
Sunday  schools,  in  our  homes,  and  in  the 
thousands  of  churches  dcitted  throughout 
the  country  not  only  tho  comfort  wtiich 
comes  from  an  abiding  faith  in  our 
Maker,  but  also  the  broad  outlines  of 
bocial  and  governmental  institutions 
which  a  Christian  should  seek.  We  have 
learned  that  a  Christian  nation  will  es- 
tablish institutions  basted  upon  respect 
for  the  dignity  and  worth  of  every  human 
being.  We  have  learned  from  the  prin- 
cples  of  Christian  brotlierhood  the  im- 
portance of  basic  equality  before  the  law 
and  in  other  essential  areas.  Freedom 
of  religion,  which  has  be<>n  so  vital  a  part 
of  the  Nation  from  the  beginning,  is 
based  on  the  concept  that  each  of  us 
must  allow  freedom  of  expression  of  con- 
scientious beliefs  and  freedom  for  carry- 
ing out  these  beliefs.  The  social  and 
governmental  Institutions  based  on 
Christian  principles  are  those  which  have 
encouraged  growth  and  development  of 
the  minds  and  spirits  of  our  people. 

We  have  learned  these  same  lessons 
in  our  schools.  In  his  speech  at  Colum- 
bia University,  on  May  31.  1954,  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  restated  the  vital  role 
of  our  educational  Institutions  in  prc- 
.•^erving  and  strengthening  our  way  of 
life. 

Through  knowledge  and  understanding — 

He  said— 
we  will  drive  from  the  temple  of  freedom 
all  who  seek  to  esublish  over  us  thought 
control— whether  they  be  agents  of  a  for- 
eign state  or  demagogs  th.rsty  for  personal 
power  and  public  notice. 

Truth  can  make  men  free.  And  where 
men  are  free  to  plan  their  Uvea,  to  govern 
themselves,  to  know  the  truth,  and  to  under- 
stand their  feUow  men.  we  believe  there  also 
Is  the  will  to  live  at  peace. 

Here.  then,  in  spite  of  A-boml>s,  H-bombs, 
all  the  cruel  destructtvenscs  of  modem  war: 
in  spite  of  terror,  subvendon.  propaganda, 
and  bribery,  we  see  the  key  to  peace.  That 
key  is  knowledge  and  understanding — and 
their  constant  use  by  men — everywhere.  •  •  • 

If  a  university  can  find  ways  to  shsre 
Its  perspective  with  every  >jnerlcsn,  we  shall 
never  hear  the  hjrsterlcal  clamor  that  all  Is 
lost  when.  In  fact,  the  flgbt  has  Just  begun. 
We  shall  be  steadfast  In  a  manifold  strength, 
C 880 


knowing  that  the  pace  of  hUtory— despite 
Marxist  ptishlng — Is  slow  snd  that  both  set- 
backs and  victories  of  todsy  wUl  be  truly 
measured  by  the  sUte  of  the  world  a  gen- 
eration hence. 

In  our  concern  with  the  short-range 
successes  of  organized  fear  and  suspi- 
cion, as  they  are  represented  today  by 
international  communism,  let  us  be  pro- 
foundly aware  of  the  ability  of  our  free 
institutions  and  our  democratic  way  of 
life  to  win  the  hearts  of  men.  There  is 
klways  the  danger  that  we  may  begin 
to  doubt  our  beliefs  or  to  beUeve  our 
doubts. 

In  this  hour,  as  in  other  dark  hours  of 
our  past,  we  must  know  that  no  overly 
simple  or  expedient  solutions  will  work. 
No  democracy  can  safely  embark  on  a 
course  of  tiying  to  put  ideas  in  jaiL  On 
the  other  hand,  those  who  advise  that 
nothing  need  be  done,  fail  to  reckon 
with  the  clever  tactics  and  the  absolute 
discipline  of  communism.  Cases  of  out- 
right treason  must,  of  course,  be  dealt 
with  under  the  law.  A  democracy's  best 
defense  lies  in  exposing  all  the  facts  thus 
enabling  its  own  people  to  pass  intelli- 
gent Judgments.  But  if  this  method  is 
to  be  effective,  it  must  create  in  the  pub- 
lic mind  the  clearest  possible  distinc- 
tion between  Communists  on  the  one 
hand,  and  all  loyal  citizens  upon  the 
other,  however  their  views  in  some  par- 
ticulars may  differ  from  our  own. 

In  terms  of  winning  the  minds  of  men. 
it  is  perfectly  clear  to  me  that  the  most 
effective  method  for  overcoming  organ- 
ized fear  is  to  find  continued  expression 
for  our  faith  in  humankind  and  the  in- 
nate dignity  of  the  individual.  This  is 
the  great  lesson  of  our  past  and  it  is  the 
challenge  for  our  future.  Our  message 
is  one  of  hope,  of  courage,  and  of  mag- 
nanimity. 

If  I  were  to  say  what  I  believe  to  be 
the  most  Important  single  need  of  the 
world  today  I  would  say  it  was  this: 
for  one  pe<H>le  to  give  to  all  mankind  a 
living  proof  and  demonstration  that 
they  can,  without  loss  of  liberty,  solve 
the  economic  problems  of  this  power  age. 
end  poverty  in  ttie  midst  of  plenty,  and 
make  the  machine  the  servant  of  man 
and  not  his  master. 

There  must  be  bom  again  in  the  hearts 
of  all  of  us  a  dynamic  faith  in  America — 
the  sort  of  faith  that  has  sent  out  mis- 
sionaries to  work  and  perish  in  far-off 
lands.  It  must  be  a  faith  practical  and 
realistic  but  with  its  sights  fixed  on  the 
new  kind  of  life  we  are  beginning  to 
build.  It  will  draw  on  the  conviction 
of  a  Jeremiah  in  his  defiance  of  a  coward 
king.  It  will  draw  on  the  example  of 
men  of  great  heart  like  Robert  Rumboldt 
who,  undaunted  on  the  scaffold  said: 

I  could  never  believe  that  Providence  had 
sent  a  few  men  Into  the  world  ready  booted 
and  spurred  to  ride,  and  mlUlons  ready 
saddled   and   bridled   to   be   ridden. 

It  will  rest  on  the  premise  that  we  can 
have  dignity  and  security  for  all  our 
citisens  if  we  have  the  will  to  do  so  and 
the  courage  to  do  so.  We  can  have  free- 
dom if  we  make  the  freedom  of  others 
our  ooocem.  We  can  move  forward  to 
that  better  future  we  all  want  for  our- 
selves and  our  grandchildren  if  we  learn 
a  little  more  each  day  how  to  share  the 
Ood-given  rights  of  Uberty  and  abund- 


ance. We  cannot  retreat  from  the 
lUMwledge  that  we  are  a  tremendous 
force  m  the  world  today.  Nor  can  w« 
fail  to  meet  the  challenge  of  destiny 
which  has  cast  for  us  the  TtAjt  of  a  for- 
midable fortress  on  the  frontio-  of  free- 
dom, struggling  to  realise  the  hope  oC 
mankind. 


Repabficaa  Patty  Betrays  Labor 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  JOHN  A.  BLATNIK 

or  MimrrsoTA 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  August  10. 19S4 

Mr.  BLATNIK.  Mr.  Speaker,  one  of 
the  most  cynical  political  betrayals  ever 
perpetrated  is  found  in  the  Republican 
Party's  unprincipled  repudiation  of  its 
1952  campaign  pledges  made  to  the 
American  Labor  movement.  It  will  be 
recalled  that  during  the  last  campaign 
Mr.  Eisenhower  and  his  party  made  sev- 
eral specific  pledges  to  labor — they 
promised  to  repeal  the  worst  provisions 
of  the  Taft-Hartley  law  and  gave  their 
word  that  they  would  go  forward  on  such 
things  AS  social  security,  unemployment 
compensation,  and  minhnum  wages. 

Many  good  honest  hardworking  voters 
were  deceived  by  this  GOP  doubletalk — 
they  took  these  OOP  promises  at  their 
face  value  and  voted  for  the  Eisenhower 
ticket.  When  the  GOP  took  over  the 
White  House  and  control  of  Congress, 
these  misled  voters  got  a  rude  awaken- 
ing. They  found  that  the  Eisenhower 
promises  to  labor  were  not  meai^  to  be 
taken  seriously — that  they  were  made 
for  vote-getting  purposes  only,  and  that 
after  election  they  were  conveniently 
forgotten. 

However,  the  time  for  an  accoimtinr 
is  approaching.  As  Abrahun  Lincoln 
once  said:  "You  can  fool  all  the  people 
some  of  the  time  and  some  of  the  people 
all  the  time,  but  you  cannot  fool  all  the 
people  all  the  time."  Now  that  another 
national  election  is  approaching  this  is 
an  especially  appropriate  moment  to 
carefully  examine  the  RepuWcan  ma- 
jority's record  on  labor  legislatimi.  and 
evaluate  this  record  in  thit  light  of  the 
1952  campaign  promises.  The  people 
who  relied  on  these  promises  when  they 
cast  their  vote  for  the  GKDP  in  November 
1952  have  a  right  to  know  whether  they 
got  their  money's  worth. 

BrrsATAL  oir  TArT-HAm.rr  AMonanam 

The  most  glaring  example  of  the  ad- 
ministration's betrayal  of  labor  is  found 
in  the  GOP  repudiation  of  Eisenhower's 
campaign  promise  to  relax  some  of  the 
many  antilabor  features  of  the  Taft- 
Hartley  law.  In  1952  Mr.  Eisenhower 
appeared  before  the  national  convention 
of  the  American  Federation  ~  of '  Labor 
and  stated : 

I  know  the  law  (1.  e.  the  Taft-HarUey  Act) 
might  be  used  to  break  unions.  That  must 
be  changed.  America  wants  no  law  Uoena- 
Ing  unlcn-btistlng.    And  neither  do  I. 

So  spoke  the  Chief  Executive  before 
election.  And  after  his  election  Btsen- 
hower  kept  up  his  "I  am  a  friend  o( 
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Talb^'  pMteaae  for  a  few  months.    He 
.  jn«  toeder  Ifarfeta  parkin  as 
of  Labor  and  auttiorlMd  Dar- 
to  draw  np  a  series  of  proposed 
to  make  the  Taft-Hartley 

I  iHurih  on  labor.    Ammnlng  ttiat 

his  soperlor  was  acting  in  good  faith. 
Ifr.  Durkin  mqmlnted  a  15-man  commit- 
tee to  wort:  up  a  set  of  proposed  changes 
In  ttie  Taft-Hartley  law.  These 
amaadnwnts— which  represented  rery 
reasooable  and  mild  reforms  of  the  Taft- 
Hartley  Act— were  j^repared  in  due 
course. 

Then  came  the  sellout— President 
Eisenhower  tmmed  his  back  on  Mr.  Dur- 
kin and  repudiated  the  proposed  modl- 
flfftttg""  This  "knife  in  the  back"  to 
hims^  and  the  labor  movement  gave 
Ifr.  Durkin  no  iMmorable  choice  but  U> 
rodgn  as  Secretary  of  Labor.  This  he 
did. 

Since  the  Durkin  resiemation  last  Sep- 
tember, the  administration  and  the  GOP 
Boajorlty  have  more  and  more  been 
ahowlng  their  true  antilabor  bias.  The 
best  evidence  of  this  change  of  face  is 
found  in  the  administration's  bill  (3. 
3950)  which  contained  amendments  to 
the  Taft-Hartley  law  and  which  was 
brought  to  the  Senate  floor  last  spring 
with  the  blessii^s  of  the  White  House. 
This  measure  would  have  made  the  Taft- 
Hartley  law  still  more  antilabor— its 
overall  i«ect  would  have  been  to  place 
still  mort  restrictions  on  labor's  right 
to  organtee.  to  bargain  collectively,  and 
to  strike.  Fortunately,  the  Senate  on 
.May  7  voted  down  this  super  Taft-Hart- 
ley law. 

OIBBt  UmON-BUSTDfe  MOVSS 

■'^wre  are  plenty  of  examples  over  and 
above  the  Taft-Hartley  issue  to  show  the 
ition's  change  of  poslticm  <m 
;  showing  that  the  change  was 
the  worse.  For  instance, 
has  adopted  as  a  plank  in 
r'ysogiBm  the  Ooldwater  states 
ment — a  proposal  to  l^al- 
iae  and  eaeourage  passage  of  State  laws 
to  outlaw  picketixig  and  labor  stirikes. 
By  way  of  background  it  is  interesting 
to  note  that  this  States  rights  amend- 
ment follows  word  for  word  a  recent 
resolution  adopted  by  the  National  As- 
sodi^ian  of  Manufacturers  which  read: 
■nut  Bothtag  In  the  Labor-Management 
nelatlooos  Act  (Tfift-Bartley)  sball  be  con- 
strued to  BtiUtfy  the  power  of  any  State  to 
regulate  ■trlkes  and  picketing  wltbln  Its 
bonlers. 

Another  union-busting  proposal  which 
has'bofin  advanced  ^  the  admlnistra- 
ti<m  isifee  Brownell  bill — proposed  by 
Attorney  General  Brownell — ^which  pro- 
vides that  the  Federal  Government 
should  take  over  and  dissolve  any  union 
or  other  organization  which  the  Attor- 
ney Gai«ral  has  reason  to  believe  is 
a  Communist-infiltrated  organization. 
Since  every  labor  organization  is  some- 
whist  8uq)eet  as  being  subversive  in  the 
eyes  of  big  business  representatives,  the 
passage  of  the  Brownell  biU  would  place 
the  labor  uMvement  at  the  tender  mercy 
of  taigola  like  Attorney  General  Brown- 
fSL  Both  the  CIO  and  the  A.  F.  of  L. 
have  risen  up  to  denounce  the  un-Amer- 
ican Brownell  proposals,  and  I  am 
pleased  to  note  that  even  the  ccmserva- 


tive  Wall  Street  Journal  has  voiced  Its 
(qiposition. 

Although  these  administratlon-aipon- 
sored  proposals  have  not  been  paissed. 
the  Eisenhower  administration  has 
found  ways  and  means  of  making  the 
Taft-Hartiey  law  much  worse  by  acinin- 
istrative  action — revision  by  adminis- 
trative Interpretation.  During  the  last 
2  srears  the  National,  Labor  Relations 
Board  has  been  packed  with  the  agents 
of  management,  and  so  we  find  that  in 
cases  before  the  NLRB  these  big-butiness 
stooges  always  side  with  the  emiiloyer 
against  the  worker.  Thus  the  new 
NLRB,  by  means  of  reinterpretatiot  and 
reexamination  of  prior  decisions,  has 
made  the  Taft-Hartley  law  still  more 
antilabor  in  actual  practice. 

K0TTBUCANS  IGNOUC   nKEMPLOYMENT  PaOBLKM 

During  the  past  18  months  many  eco- 
nomic warning  signs  of  recession  have 
been  appearing — our  economy  has  been 
declining  and  economists  have  warned 
that  we  may  be  headed  for  ecohomic 
trouble  in  the  near  future  unless  Con- 
gress acts  in  time.  There  are,  for  ex- 
ample, some  3.6  million  imemi^loyed 
right  now  and  another  2  million  workers 
are  employed  only  part  time.  The  rate 
of  capital  investment  has  slowed  down. 
and  inventories  at  the  retail  level  are 
swollen.  There  have  been  cutbaiks  in 
the  production  of  steel,  automi)biles, 
farm  implements,  and  other  hard  goods. 
Consimier  credit — ^which  has  been  ex- 
panded to  the  enormous  amoimt  of 
$21.8  billions — is  beginning  to  contract. 
These  various  economic  trends  spell 
recession  unless  they  are  halted  and 
reversed  by  adoption  of  a  sound  and 
practical  program  to  Implemenjt  the 
Full  Employment  Act  of  1946. 

Business  depressions  are  not  inevi- 
table— our  political  experiences  show 
that  recessions  can  be  combated  by  ap- 
propriate Government  action  and  that 
the  way  to  prevent  them  is  to  mailntain 
adequate  purchasing  power  in  the  hands 
of  the  people.  When  consumer  purchas- 
ing power  begins  to  dry  up.  it  oan  be 
restored  by  giving  tax  relief  to  the  lower 
income  groups,  by  promoting  a  high 
wage  policy  for  labor,  by  giving  full 
parity  to  the  farmer,  and  by  putting 
idle  men  to  work  by  means  of  a  public - 
works  program. 

The  administration  and  the  control- 
ling majorit^'^  in  Congress  have  Shown 
no  real  interest  in  establishing  an  ef- 
fective antirecession  program,  instead 
of  planning  a  sound  program  of  public 
works,  GOP  leaders  tells  us  that  full 
employment  is  just  around  the  Corner, 
and  that  the  millions  of  unemployed 
have  nothing  to  worry  about.  At  a  time 
when  credit  restrictions  should  have 
been  relaxed  to  encourage  investment, 
the  administration  established  a  hard- 
money  poUcy  with  higher  interest  rates 
which  benefits. only  the  money  lenders. 
As  to  tax  policy,  the  GOP  has  rail- 
roaded through  Congress  a  new  tM  law 
which  gives  huge  tax  reductions  to  the 
wealthy  taxpayers  and  corporations — 
who  do  not  need  it — but  gives  onlyi  token 
relief  to  the  lower  income  groups  who 
need  it  mo^t  The  Republican  mlijorlty 
has  ttuned  thumbs  down  on  labor- 
backed  proposals  to  raise  the  miaimum 


wage  from  75  cents  to  $1.25  fler  hour. 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  Ezrai  Benson 
has  opposed  full  parity  for  the  farmer — 
the  ofBclal  position  of  the  administration 
is  support  for  lower  flexible  supports. 

In  other  words.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Re- 
publicans at  the  White  Housd  and  in 
Congress  have  followed  a  dw-nothing 
negative  policy  regarding  our  economic 
problems.  Instead  of  taking  deiisive  ac- 
tion, they  are  telling  us  that  there  is 
really  no  recession  developing  t^ay,  but 
that  we  are  only  witnessing  a  mild  down- 
ward adjustment. 

My  conservative  colleagues  from  the 
opposite  side  of  the  aisle  have  I  even  re- 
fused to  raise  the  amount  of  unemploy- 
ment compensation  payable  so  as  to  bet- 
ter protect  those  workers  who  lose  their 
jobs.  The  administration's  unemploy- 
ment compensation  bill  which  recently 
passed  the  House  merely  extends  the 
present  program  to  a  few  million  more 
workers.  It  does  nothing  to  inorcase  the 
present  inadequate  level  of  uhemploy- 
ment  benefits  payable,  nor  dqes  it  ex- 
tend the  duration  of  the  beneit  period. 
To  most  unemployed  workers  the  final 
passage  of  this  administratiod  bUl  will 
represent  only  an  idle  gesture. 

WE    NEZS    A    PaOGEAM    FOB    TVLL    Ma^rVOTUMXT 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  present  jeconomfte 
picture  is  not  encouraging  and  i  swift  ac- 
tion is  needed  to  reverse  the  t^de  of  re- 
cession and  return  our  countfy  to  full 
employment.  To  meet  the  pr^Knt  un- 
employment situation  and  to  prevent  it 
from  spreading,  I  propose  the  ^following 
seven-point  program:  , 

First.  Tax  relief  should  be  gjranted  to 
the  low-  and  middle-income,  croups  by 
raising  individual  and  dependency  ex- 
emptions from  the  present  $600  to 
$1,000.  and  by  eliminating  unpiecessary 
excises.  All  proposals  for  a  national 
sales  tax  should  be  rejected. 

Second.  Congress  should  adoipt  a  well- 
planned  system  of  public  works  to  pro- 
vide for  more  jobs,  and  also  meet  the 
Nation's  needs  for  more  sch^Ls,  hos- 
pitals, public  roads,  recreation  centers, 
housing,  and  so  forth. 

Third.  The  minimum  wage  should  be 
increased  from  the  present  7$  cents  to 
$1.25  per  hour,  and  the  coverage  of  the 
wage-hour  law  should  be  expended  to 
additional  workers  now  unprotiected. 

Fourth.  The  Taft-Hartley  liiw  should 
be  repealed  as  a  means  of  strengthening 
collective  bargaining,  and  in  ihls  man- 
ner raise  wage  levels  generally. 

Fifth.  To  prevent  the  present  farm 
recession  from  turning  into  a  wholeeale 
depression.  Congress  should  p^ss  a  farm 
program  which  establishes  full  parity  on 
all  farm  crops.  ' 

Sixth.  Small  business  {enterprise 
should  be  encouraged  and  prc^tected  by 
means  of  tax  relief  to  small  0rms.  the 
adoption  of  a  liberal  program  of  Gov- 
ernment credit  to  business,  and  the  strict 
enforcement  of  the  antitrust  ikws. 

Seventh.  To  protect  all  Americans 
from  the  economic  insecurity  ^f  old  age, 
sickness,  and  unemployment,.  Congress 
should  exp>and  and  liberalize  ^e  social- 
security  system,  extend  the  coverage,  and 
increase  the  amounts  payable  iunder  our 
unemployment  compensatioil  system, 
and  develop  a  Federal  program 'for  health 
and  hospital  construction. 


This  seven-point  prorram  outlined 
above  is  not  meant  to  bis  all-lnehutve. 
Utttead  it  is  a  limited,  liasie,  national 
economic  program  designed  to  meet  the 
most  pressing  economic  problems  of  our 
lieople  m  this  period  of  innwing  reces- 
sion. It  mnesents  only  the  blueprint  of 
a  program  of  full  employment,  proa- 
perity,  security,  and  nodal  Justloe. 
These,  Mr.  Speaker,  are  the  goals  which 
the  American  people  desire,  and  which 
Congress  should  strive  to  achieve. 


HottMBf  for 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  BOB  WILSON 

or  CAUFOUflA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  RSPBKSENTATIVES 
TuescUiy,  Auguat  10. 1954 

Mr.  WILSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  83d  Congresf  has  taken  two 
significant  steps  toward  correcting  the 
major  morale  problem  of  the  services: 
that  of  adequate  housing  for  the  fami- 
lies of  servicemen. 

Approval  of  the  military  family  hous- 
ing authorisation  and  appropriation  bills 
will  mean  that  some  13.000  mlUtary  fam- 
ilies will  be  provided  with  adequate 
homes  at  bases  and  posts  where  the  need 
is  most  apparent.  This  Is  the  first  in- 
crement in  a  plan  that  we  hope  will  even- 
tually provide  homes  for  at  least  50  peri- 
cent  of  the  currentiy  improperly  housed 
peacetime  forces  of  our  Nation. 

While  there  are  some  objections  to 
providing  on-base  housing  as  compared 
to  Wherry  and  other  Government  en- 
couraged or  subsidized  private  hoiising 
units,  it  seems  apparent  that  tremen- 
dous savings  will  accrue  to  the  taxpay- 
ers through  providing  additional  Gov- 
ernment quarters  at  permanent  bases. 

The  present  practice  of  granting  quar- 
ters allowances  in  Ueu  of  housing  actu- 
ally costs  the  Government  over  $1^4  bil- 
lion per  year.  In  Government-owned 
military  housing,  the  serviceman  accepts 
the  housing  and  gets  no  allowance.  The 
amount  which  would  otherwise  be  allo- 
cated for  allowances  can  thus  amortise 
the  cost  of  such  homes  in  a  reasonably 
short  time. 

No  attempt  is  being  made  to  provide 
more  than  a  reasonable  minimum  of  per- 
manent quarters  for  families  of  peace- 
time forces  for  the  years  ahead.  Great 
care  was  taken  in  the  hearings  before 
the  House  Sul)commlttee  on  Housing  to 
see  that  homes  were  authorised  only  for 
bases  or  posts  that  are  permanent  in 
nature,  where  the  shortage  of  available 
housing  was  most  acute,  or  wheie  mili- 
tary needs  were  best  served  by  having 
men  in  residence  close  to  action  stations. 

Even  more  important  and  far  reach- 
ing in  its  benefits  to  service  famiUee  is 
the  new  provision  in  the  National  Hous- 
ing Act  that  extends  favoimble  terms  and 
Insured  mortgages  to  men  and  wmnen 
on  active  duty. 

Many  servicemen  in  the  past  have  been 
lured  into  civilian  life  by  the  attractive 
provisions  of  the  OI  bill  which  prtnided 
low  downpayments  and  loof-term 
nnancing  for  home  purchasers. 


The  MtUonal  Housing  Act  for  1954  ex- 
tends mMtmihMt  similar  provistons  to  en- 
listed men  and  officers  on  active  duty. 
Ocmferences  I  have  held  with  FHA  offi- 
cials and  miUtary  leaders  have  convinced 
me  that  this  act  will  prove  to  be  the 
biggest  boon  to  the  servicemen  in  many 
years. 

While  regulations  have  not  been  made 
public,  it  seems  apparent  that  under 
terms  pi  this  act  a  serviceman  can  pur- 
chase a  home,  Uving  ixx  it  while  at  a 
given  base.  post,  or  station,  and  upon 
being  transferred  can  sell  the  home  and 
repurchase  another  at  his  new  duty  sta- 
tion. 

In  other  words,  it  will  not  be  a  one- 
time shot,  as  with  the  GI  program,  but 
instead  will,  within  reason,  recognize  the 
impermanence  of  assignments  and  not 
penalise  the  serviceman  through  setting 
a  limit  on  the  number  of  times  a  service- 
man may  avail  himself  of  the  benefits 
of  home  ownership. 

Actual  provisions  of  the  bill  will  per- 
mit a  seiviueman  to  obtain  an  FHA- 
insured  mortgage  not  exceeding  05  per- 
cent of  the  appraised  value  of  the  prop- 
erty up  to  $lt.OOO,  providing  the  service- 
man either  occupies  it  or  certifies  his 
failure  to  do  so  is  the  result  of  his  mili- 
tary assignment.  Premhmis  on  the 
mortgage  insurance  will  be  paid  by  the 
Defense  Department,  which  will  reduce 
the  loan  percentage  from  4^  to  4^ 
percent. 

Military  regulations  are  planned  to 
prevent  servicemen  from  abusing  the 
privileges  accorded  them  under  this  act. 
but  it  is  expected  that  the  services  will 
be  Uberal  in  their  interpretation  of  the 
act.  in  order  to  make  the  benefits  avail- 
able to  all  interested  career  personn^. 

This  act  should  prove  to  be  a  stabi- 
lizing Influence  on  the  families  of  service 
personnel  and.  in  the  opinion  of  military 
leaders,  should  make  peacetime  career 
service  much  more  attractive. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  encouraging  to  note 
that  the  Air  Force  has  reported  an  up- 
swing in  reenlistmoits  for  the  first  time 
in  many  years.  I  believe  the  construc- 
tive efforts  of  the  83d  Congress  to  im- 
prove conditions  for  servicemen  and 
women  have  reversed  the  10-year  trend 
of  reduction  of  benefits  that  had  put  us 
in  a  dangerous  comer.  Morale  win  im- 
prove markedly,  and  reenUstments  are 
bound  to  Increase  if  we  continue  to  rec- 
ognise the  importance  and  dignity  of  the 
servicemen  m  whose  hands  we  have 
placed  the  safety  and  defense  of  our 
homes  and  families. 


Report  l»  Ike  Peopk 


ofthelClk 
ofOlM 


KZTBNSION  OF  REMARKS 

or 

HON.  FRANK  T.  BOW 

or  OHIO 


m  THK  HOUSB  OP  BVBBBBHTATIVBB 
Tmetdmg.  Auffutt  IQ.  1954 

Mr.  BOW.    Mr.  ^waker,  m  the  many 

important  leglatattve  dedstons  which  1 
have  been  eaUed  upon  to  make  In  this 
83d  OoogrcflB.  both  as  a  member  of  the 
Appi'opfiatians  Ootnitiittee.  vrhich 


trols  the  spending  of  all  the  Federal 
agencies,  and  upon  the  floor  of  Um 
House,  I  have  at  all  timet  attempted  to 

bear  in  mind  the  welfare  and  the  wishes 
of  my  oonstttuoitB  in  the  16th  Congres- 
sional TXstriei  of  Ohio. 

Through  many  perstmal  trips  to  the 
district,  comprising  the  counties  (tf 
Stark.  Tuscarawas,  and  Wajme,  through 
detailed  questionnaires,  and  by  other 
means,  I  have  sought  to  keep  myself 
constantly  informed  <m  the  sentiments 
of  my  district  regarding  legislation  pend- 
ing before  Congress. 

When  I  have  called  upon  my  constitu- 
ents for  advice  and  guidance  they  hsvs 
responded  generously,  and  their  cooper- 
ation has  materially  lessened  the  bur- 
dens of  my  legislative  duties.  In  turn, 
I  feel  that  I  owe  them  a  report  on  my 
more  important  activities  in  behalf  of 
them  and  the  Nation  during  the  current 
Congress,  now  coming  to  a  close.  This 
is  my  report. 

Congressional  Quarterly  News  Fea- 
tures, a  highly  respected,  independent 
news  service,  in  a  recent  survey  of  voting 
records,  noted  that  my  voting  partldpa- 
ti<m  on  rollcalls  in  the  first  session  was 
100  percent.  While  this  session  has  not 
yet  been  completed,  I  am  confident  that 
my  final  record  of  voting  participation 
again  will  be  unusually  high. 
TAJoa  Am  anMBinm 

At  the  begiiming  of  this  Congress  I 
was  appointed  to  the  powerful  Apmu- 
priations  CanmMtee,  generally  accepted 
as  the  most  Important  committee  In 
Congress.  This  appointment  brought 
prestige  to  my  district  which  it  had  not 
enjoyed  in  many  years,  since  none  of  my 
immediate  predecesKns  had  aoqulred' 
sufficient  seniority  and  experience  for 
such  an  important  asitignment. 

The  Appropriations  Committee  last 
year  conducted  studies  whl<^  resulted  In 
a  saving  of  $14  bilUon  from  the  budget 
reomunended  by  former  President  Tru- 
man. FUrtho-  elimination  of  wasteful 
and  needless  expenditures  were  made 
during  the  present  year.  Much,  of 
coiuve,  remains  to  be  done. 

The  savings  already  made  have 
brought  a  balaiiced  budget  in  sight,  and 
made  possible  $8  billion  in  tax  reductioos 
already  being  enjoyed  by  our  citlKns. 
Reductions  in  the  exdse,'  or  sales  tax, 
on  theater  and  other  admissions,  tele- 
phone bills,  electric-light  bulbs,  trans- 
portation of  persons,  and  a  long  list  of 
other  items,  already  are  in  effeet  In- 
come-tax reductions  will  benefit  a  vast 
number  of  persons  through  reductioni 
in  the  withholding  and  other  personal 
income  taxes. 

The  farm  problem  is  one  of  the  most 
perplexing  situations  confronting  the 
Nation  today.  I  have  given  this  ques- 
tion much  time  and  study. 

The  farmer  has  been  beset  by  round 
after  round  of  tnllatton  brootfit  on  bgr 
the  ruinous  pending  poUeies  of  tlie  Tkrn- 
man administratiaB.  TlKmsandsofi 
of  land  have  been  hsought  Into 
turn  through  costly  lnlcaSiBa 
flnanoed  by  the 
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hr  hiffk  iNrtA  mivorts.  Wide  vuage  of 
cim9«r  Md  inferior  substitutes  for  some 
ct  oar  fsim  preduets  hare  been  eneour- 


Frice  supports  diookl  be  maintained 
i^  a  imt  level  until  a  more  realistic 
solofelott  can  be  achieved.  Butlameon- 
l^ffnt  our  farmers  prefer  to  have  their 
ptodacts  consumed  by  humans  rather 
than  to  have  them  rot  in  smne  Qovem- 
OMDi  cate  or  warehouse.  Tlie  farmers 
wmmA,  ip  entitled  to.  and  must  have  a 
fair  sbaiv  of  the  national  income.  lam 
oonfldent  this  twin  objective  can  be 
achieved  and  will  continue  to  devote  my 
efforts  toward  that  end. 

Ttie  problem  of  massive  surpluses  is  a 
Bia^  one.  Several  additional  methods 
for  further  reducing  surplus  stocks  have 
been  proposed  by  me.  and  are  now  being 
considered  at  high  administration  levels. 
Regardless  of  the  disruptiYe  talk  of  their 
^tetractors.  the  farmers  will  not  be  "sold 
short"  by  the  Eisenhower  administration. 
I  am  confident  we  will  evolve  a  more  ben- 
eficial and  satisfactory  system  than  the 
present  one  of  "production  fbr  waste," 
one  which  will  be  satisfactory  to  the 
farmers  and  of  benefit  to  the  whole 
econrany. 


AMO  Busimss  comnnoNB 
The  business  recession  which  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  inherited  has  presented 
difBcult  problems  in  the  industrial  areas 
of  my  district  I  have  been  in  almost 
constant  contact  with  the  Secretary  of 
LabOT.  Defense  Department  ofBcials,  and 
others  in  an  effort  to  do  everything  pos- 
sible in  this  connection.  These  officials 
have  been  very  cooperative  and  are 
watching  developments  carefully.  While 
there  appears  to  have  been  some  im- 
provement, neither  I  nor  they  will  relax 
^lOrts  In  this  connection. 

After  a  series  of  conference  with  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  and  other  high  Gov- 
ernment oflkdals,  I  succeeded  in  having 
the  Canton  ai^  placed  in  class  IV.  which 
gave  industrie^t&ere  preferential  treat- 
ment on  Government  contracts.  The 
Department  of  Agrlciilture  sent  carloads 
of  surplus  food  to  areas  in  the  district 
where  it  was  needed. 

The  interest  and  cooperation  of  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower's  administration  in  this 
problem  has  been  greatly  appreciated, 
and  has  been  of  material  benefit  to  the 
people  of  my  district. 

MATIOMAL  SBCXnUTT 

Recent  developments  havie  confirmed 
my  stand  that  we  can  place  little  or  no 
dependence  In  our  so-called  friends 
abroad  in  the  time  of  an  emergency. 
They  are  looking  out  for  then»elves  and 
we  must  look  out  for  ourselves. 

There  are  enough  unexpended  bal- 
ances which  already  h^ve  been  appro- 
priated to  carry  the  foreign  aid  program 
a  full  year.  Hence  I  voted  against  addi- 
tional appropriations  for  this  purpose. 
It  was  my  feeling  that  if  this  extra  ap- 
propriation were  not  made,  we  could 
have  given  the  American  public  a  bal- 
anced budget  And  this  we  promised 
to  do. 

President  Eisenhower's  proposal  for 
streamlining  our  Military  Establishment. 
cutting  down  on  o\xr  dependence  on  foot 
soldiers,  and  emphasizing  more  modem 
weap(»i8  was.  indeed,  a  heartening  one. 


We  all  pray  that  war  will  not  be  tiirust 
upon  us.  but  if  it  is,  we  want  to  be  pre- 
Itfured  to  win  it  with  the  least  loss  of  the 
lives  of  our  people. 

EIOCIAL  SBCnaiTT 

More  adequate  and  realistic  socinl  se- 
curity was  given  much  attention  W  the 
current  Congress.  When  this  measure 
was  under  consideration  I  advocated  ex- 
tending it  to  those  who  needed  and 
wanted  the  coverage.  I  opposed  extend- 
ing it  to  such  groups  as  doctors,  who  did 
not  want  to  come  under  the  system. 
Among  other  things.  I  was  conqemed 
over  the  teachers'  retirement  fund  in 
Ohio.  I  urged  we  should  not  jeopardize 
this  grpup  by  forcing  them  under  aocial- 
securlty  regulation  and  denying  their 
rights  under  their  own  social  security 
system.  I  felt  the  same  way  about  police, 
firemen,  and  other  employees  already 
covered  by  State  and  municipal  pl|ins. 

VXTZRANS 

As  a  former  war  correspondent  who 
served  with  Ohio's  37th  Division  In  the 
Pacific  and  saw  what  the  boys  went 
through,  the  interests  of  our  veterans 
and  their  families  is  very  close  to  my 
heart  I  am  convinced  that  much  of  the 
money  which  in  the  past  has  been  ap- 
propriated for  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration has  been  used  in  a  very  inefB- 
cient  manner,  to  say  the  very  least  I 
have  worked  and  will  continue  to  work 
to  cut  out  the  red  tape  and  inefHciency 
in  the  Veterans'  Administration,  and  to 
see  ttiat  agency  weed  out  those  persons 
who  are  not  giving  courteous  and  effi- 
cient service. 

As  a  member  of  the  Appropriations 
Comnnttee,  I  have  supported  and  will 
continue  to  support  appropriations 
which  give  our  veterans  the  medical, 
hospital,  and  other  rights  to  which  they 
are  entitled.  I  will  continue  to  do  my 
utmost  in  this  direction  as  long  as  I 
am  a  Member  of  Congress. 

FKOnCT   AMERICAN    LABOR         I 

The  protection  of  American  labor 
against  floods  of  cheap  imports  from 
low-wage  aieas  has  been,  and  will  con- 
tinue to  be,  one  of  my  main  objectives 
as  a  Member  of  Congress.  When  the 
appropriation  bill  for  the  Department  of 
Interior  was  under  consideration  on  the 
floor  of  the  House,  I  proposed  an 
amendment  designed  to  give  American 
workers  a  better  break  on  Government 
contracts.  The  Buy  American  Act 
should  be  strengthened,  not  weakened, 
and  the  "peril  point"  provision  should 
be  rigidly  enforced.  American  workers 
must  not  be  put  out  of  their  jobs  by 
cheaply  made  products  from  abroad. 

The  recent  action  of  President  Eisen- 
hower in  raising  by  up  to  50  percent  the 
tariff  on  imports  of  cheap  watches  in- 
dicates the  attitude  of  this  admitiistra- 
tion  regarding  the  necessity  of  protect- 
ing American  workers.  I  was  among 
those  who  recommended  this  action. 
My  strong  support  of  it  was  detailed  in 
a  recent  House  speech.  i 


years  1956  and  1957  for  highnray  and 
road  construction.  It  gives  the  States 
a  greater  degree  of  administrative  con- 
trol over  their  own  roads  included  in 
their  Federal-aid  and  secondary  sys- 
tems. The  residents  of  Ohio  farms  and 
villages,  in  conamon  with  thosel  in  other 
States,  will  benefit  materially  from  this 
legislation.  It  is  of  interest  that  this  im- 
portant highway  bill  was  spodsored  by 
my  good  friend  and  neighbor  (Congress- 
man J.  Harry  McOrxgor,  of  West  La- 
fayette. 

VOTING  RECORD 

There  is  included  herewith  >a  record 
of  my  stand  on  important  legislation  on 
which  recorded  votes  were  taken  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  during  the  83d 
Congress.  This  list  shows  whether  I  fa- 
vored or  opposed  passage,  and  the  ac- 
tion taken  by  the  House. 

1st  session 


ROAOBUILDIMC    PROGRAM 

A  Federal  highway  building  program 
that  will  include  rural  roads  and  town 
and  city  streets  was  approved  by  this 
Congress.  This  law  authorizes  e:lpendi- 
tures  of  $966  million  in  each  of  tl«e  fiscal 
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uoBT  TO  yum 


Mr.  Speaker,  the  right  to  vote  Is  a 
very  dear  heritage  of  the  American  peo- 
ple. It  is  a  right  which  has  been  denied 
to  Increasing  millions  of  formerly  free 
people  in  the  past  few  j'ears.  It  can  be 
said  without  fear  of  contradiction  that 
those  persons  who  have  lost  the  right  of 
the  free  ballot  wish  now  they  had  it 
back :  and  if  they  had  It,  they  would  miss 
no  opportimlty  to  use  it 

Those  of  us  who  do  not  exercise  our 
right  to  vote  are  courting  disaster.  Be- 
ing busy,  or  disgruntled,  or  bad  weather 
on  election  day,  Is  no  excuse.  Even  the 
best  excuses  for  not  voting  will  not  allevi- 
ate the  disaster  that  will  come  to  us  all 
if,  through  our  failure  to  vote,  our  coun- 
try is  destroyed  by  corruption  or  decay. 
It  is  not  only  a  right  but  a  duty  for  all 
patriotic  Americans  to  turn  out  on  elec- 
tion day  and  vote  for  the  candidate  who. 
in  their  opinion,  can  do  the  most  for  our 
country  in  the  perilous  days  ahead. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  stand  on 
my  record  in  behalf  of  the  people  of  my 
congressional  district  and  the  Nation 
and  my  firm  support  in  moat  major 
instances  of  the  Elsenhower  administra- 
tion in  Washington. 


Refaf ee  Relief  Ad  ef  1»S3 

i>tere4  CMVclcatly  ami  Ably  by  Mr. 
Scott  H cLeod 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

or 

HON.  ALBERT  P.  MORANO 

or  COMWBCTICUT 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  RKfRaSKNTATIVKS 

Tuesday .  August  10. 1954 

Mr.  MORANO.  Mr.  Speaker,  those  of 
us  who  have  followed  closely  the  admin- 
istration of  the  Refugee  Relief  Act  of 
1953  were  astonishedOo  read  the  state- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  New  Torlc 
I  Mr.  CsLLn]  in  which  he  alleged  that 
the  immigration  of  refugees  is  being 
hindered  and  hamperiMl  and  that  the 
refugee  relief  program  is  foredoomed  to 
failure. 

If  the  gentleman  from  New  TorlE  had 
ever  read  the  Refugee  Relief  Act.  which 
came  out  of  his  committee,  he  would 
realize  how  vastly  different  it  is  from  the 
former  Displaced  Persons  Act.  The 
present  act  was  adopted  on  an  entirely 
different  premise,  to  meet  an  entirely 
different  situation,  and  its  provisions  are 
much  more  stringent  tlian  were  those  of 
the  DP  Act. 

Nevertheless,  despite  the  difficulties  of 
administering  an  act  which  invcdves  the 
cooperation  of  half  a  dozen  departments 
of  the  Government,  tight  security  regu- 
lations, and  the  necessity  for  negoti- 
ating and  canylng  out  working  agree- 
ments with  about  two  doxen  foreign  gov- 
ernments, the  results  achieved  to  date 
under  the  Refugee  Relief  Act  have  most 
certainly  amounted  to  a  great  deal  more 
than  a  trickle,  as  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  elected  to 
characterize  them. 

Obviously,  some  time  was  required  to 
set  a  program  as  big  and  as  widespread 


as  this  rolling.  Regulations  and  admin- 
istrative ivooedures  had  to  be  devel- 
oped—not unilaterally  by  the  State  De- 
jwrtment  alone,  but  in  cooperation  with 
numerous  other  participating  agencies. 
Staff  expansion  had  to  be  accomplished, 
and  that  involved  recruiting  good 
people  for  a  temporary  Job,  getting  them 
security  cleared,  trained,  transported, 
equipped,  and  set  up  In  business.  The 
mere  jnatter  of  getting  office  space  in 
which  these  people  could  work  required 
3  and  4  months  in  some  instances  be- 
cause of  the  shortage  of  available  space 
In  Europe. 

Another  essential  which  could  not  be 
rushed  was  the  negotiation  of  the  agree- 
ments with  foreign  governments  which 
the  act  requires.  Some  of  these  agree- 
ments have  not  yet  been  worked  out. 
and  one  of  them.  I  happen  to  know,  was 
achieved  Just  recently  only  after  the 
personal  intervention  of  President  Eisen- 
hower with  the  Foreign  Minister  of  the 
country  concerned. 

Frankly.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  myself  did 
not  understand  these  delays,  and  I  was 
much  Mmcemed  last  March  1  when  the 
target  date  for  the  issuance  of  visas-  in 
volume  passed  without  appreciable  re- 
sults. Being  genuinely  and  construc- 
tively interested  in  the  success  of  this 
himianitarlan  program.  I  took  the 
trouble  to  learn  what  the  difficulties  and 
delays  were  all  about.  Actually,  there 
was  very  little  delay.  March  1  had  been 
set  as  a  target  date  for  getting  the  pro- 
gram on  the  rails.  This  was  achieved 
just  1  month  late,  on  April  1. 

Since  then  mOre  than  8.000  visas  have 
been  Issued.  More  than  800  applicants 
who  could  not  quaUfy  have  been  re- 
jected; 32,813  applicants  are  in  the  pipe- 
line. 

Approximately  14.000  assurances  of 
employment  and  housing  have  been  re- 
ceived, and  these  will  admit  about  25.000 
heads  of  families  and  dependents. 

The  administration  of  the  act  is  now 
geared  to  continue  production  of  visas 
in  substantial  nimabers  so  as  to  get  the 
Job  done  by  the  time  the  act  expires  on 
December  31,  1956. 

Until  now.  It  would  not  have  been 
possible  to  make  use  of  larger  nimibers 
of  Job  and  housing  assurances.  With 
the  program  rolling  at;  good  speed,  how- 
ever, the  time  now  has  come  when  a 
steady  flow  of  assurances  is  essential  to 
continued  progress,  for  the  head  of  every 
refugee  family  must  be  guaranteed  a  Job 
and  a  roof  over  his  head.  The  act  does 
not  permit  thesf  people  to  come  to  the 
United  States  and  wander  around  Job- 
less, homeless,  and  as  wards  of  hap- 
hazard charity. 

It  was  for  this  reason  that  the  Ad- 
ministrator of  the  act  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  requested  the  President  to 
solicit  the  cooperation  of  the  governors 
Just  a  few  days  ago.  As  you  know,  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  President  asked  the  gov- 
ernors to  establish  local  ctmunittees  to 
help  obtam  assurances  and  assist  in  the 
resettlement  problems  of  the  immi- 
grants. Far  from  being  an  admission 
that  the  act  is  a  failure,  as  my  unusually 
gloomy  coUeaJgue  from  New  York  has 
sem.ilt  tp.ocmclude.  the  Preeidenrs 
action  was  a  logical  and  eonstructive 
effort  to  usure  the  success  of  the  refugee 


program.  I  am  glad  that  oar  President 
has  the  personal  interest  in  this  i»x>iee* 
not  only  to  want  it  to  sueeeed.  bat  to 
do  something  positive  and  constructive 
to  see  that  it  does  succeed. 

I  cannot  believe  that  carping  criticism 
will  contribute  anjrthing  toward  w***^*^ 
it  succeed. 

When  the  gentleman  from  New  Yortc 
exposed  his  lack  of  kxK>wledge  of  the 
stringent  secmlty'  provisions  contained 
in  this  act,  I  was  afraid  to  trust  my  own 
memory  of  how  he  had  voted  on  the  act. 
A  check  of  the  CoNcaEssiOMAL  Rscokb  of 
July  28,  1953.  volume  99.  part  8.  at  page 
10205.  Roll  No.  112.  reveals  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Cblloi]  did 
vote  for  the  act.  Of  cotirse  he  had 
plenty  of  (^iportunity  to  know  of  its  pro- 
visions because,  as  already  noted,  it  came 
out  of  his  own  ctHsmittee. 

I  frankly  do  not  pretend  to  under- 
stand the  mind  of  my  colleague.  But 
jmne  thing  I  do  know.  If  I  were  in  the 
^KmnUn,  and  had  people  escaping  and 
being  driven  from  behind  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain. I  certainly  would  plant  among  them 
a  considerable  number  of  spies  and  sabo- 
texm  so  that  thiy  could  endeavor  to 
reach  the  United  States  as  refugees  un- 
der this  act.  It  was  to  guard  against  this 
possibility  that  the  Congress  imposed 
very  strict  secwity  requirements  upon 
the  administrator  of  the  act.  These  are 
requirements  which  permit  little  or  no 
administrative  discretion. 

It  would  be  quite  understandable  to  me 
to  hear  the  able  and  competent  Athnin- 
istrator  Mr.  McLeod  crlticiwd  for  relax- 
ing these  requironents  and  thereby  tak- 
ing the  risk  of  admitting  spies  and  sabo- 
teurs; I  would  be  one  of  the  first  to  de- 
mand his  scalp  if  he  did  ao.  .But  it  ii 
incomprehensible  to  hear  a  conscientious 
public  servant  condemned  for  canying 
out  the  will  of  Congress. 

Because  I  am  familiar  not  only  with 
the  act  but  with  its  admLiistration  as 
well.  I  know  that  it  is  most  complex  and 
difficult  to  administer.  I  personally  ad- 
mire the  courage  of  those  who  are  re- 
sponsible for  its  administration,  for  they 
have  determined  to  make  it  work  despite 
its  built-in  handicaps.  This  they  are  do- 
ing speedily  and  effectively.  The  results 
speak  for  themselves. 


Small  Basiaess  Adainristratiea  AHm  SmaD 
Firms  Across  Caulry 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
ov  •    . 

HON.  BOB  WILSON 

or  CAUPOBxu 
IN  THE  HOU8B  OP  KK^BMSEHTATtVWa 

Tuesday,  August  10, 1954 

Mr.  WILSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  thousands  of  small  badness 
firms  across  the  country  haf<e  been  able 
to  improve  their  fbianctal  position,  get 
Government  contracts,  or  obtain  valu- 
able advice  and  assistance  in  aoivtag 
managemoil  gpd  iedinipiil  laelih—  «§ 
a  result  of  the  programs  «( 
Business  Administration. 
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Tbis  acency.  the  only  new  govem- 
MoiUal  «c«cu9  created  tqr  the  Elaenhow- 
er  itelnlftTfitf^"  has  Jurt  doeed  its  fint 
year  of  oporatkm  and  to  imivoviiig  and 
streaaUlniiig  Uh  pcograsu  so  greater 
Buanbefs  of  small  Unas  can  be  he^ed  in 

the  f  iitare. 

A  prime  objective  of  the  Small  Btisi' 
fif^  Adndnlstratioa  has  been  to  make 
ttsserrlecsaTaUable  to  anall  firms  at  the 
local  lerel.  so  it  «iU  not  be  necessary  for 
tbtm  toq^oid  their  time  and  money  in 
coming  to  Washington.  To  meet  this 
objective.  36  Add  offices  have  been  estab- 
lished in  UMior  cities. 

m  addition  to  developing,  idannlng. 
and  putting  its  own  small  business  as- 
sistance programs  into  operation  during 
the  first  year  of  existence,  the  small 
Business  Administration  was  aiso  espe- 
cially Interested  in  obtaining  the  tax 
relief  embraced  in  the  new  Federal 
tax  law. 

The  Small  Business  Administration  is 
the  first  comprehensive,  peacetime,  in- 
dependent governmental  ugeacf  in  his- 
tory created  tar  the  sole  purpose  <rf  ad- 
vising, counselling,  assisting,  and 
protecting  small  business  enterprises^ 

Legislation  creating  the  Small  busi- 
ness Administration  was  signed  by  Pres- 
ident Eisenhower  July  30,  1953.  Its 
programs  of  giving  assistance  to  small 
firms  are  fast  gathering  momentmn 
under  the  direction  of  the  Small  Busi- 
ness AdminiBtrator  Wmdell  B.  Barnes. 

The  agencsTs  main  programs — ^loans 
and  flhanclal  counselling  assistance,  aid 
in  getting  Government  contracts,  tech- 
nical and  managerial  help  of  many  kinds, 
and.  disaster  loans  to  help  victims  of 
floods  and  other  catastrophies  rebuUd 
their  homes  and  shops — are  each  de- 
signed to  offer  Important  services  to 
small  firms.  ^^ 

In  all  of  these  fields  the  results  so  far 
are  notable,  and  they  offer  even  srreater 
premise  for  future  development. 

Summing  up  the  year'k  JEu;compllsh- 
ments  in  the  four  major  fields  of  activ- 
ity, here  Is  the  Small  Business  Admin- 
istration's national  record — a  record  of 
which  the  administration  can  be  proud: 

FINAMCUL  ASSXSTANCX 

Authority  for  the  Small  Business  Ad- 
ministration to  make  loans  did  not  be- 
gin until  September  29. 1953.  Since  then 
634  small -business  loans,  totaling  $36.- 
359,962.  have  been  approved.  Two- 
thirds  of  these  loans  are  bank  partici- 
pation loans,  in  which  local  banlcs  put 
up  part  of'  the  money,  and  the  Small 
Business  Administration  puts  up  the  re- 
mainder. Direct  loans  are  made  by  the 
Small  Business  Administration  only 
when  they  are  needed  to  help  small 
firms  that""  cannot  obtain  private 
financing. 

'  Of  the  total  loans  approved.  429  loans, 
totaling  $25,936,602.  are  bank  participa- 
tion loans,  and  205  loans,  totaling  $10.- 
^3,360,  are  direct  loaitt- 

In  eetahlishtwg  the  email  Business  Ad- 
ministration's financial  assistance  pro- 
■  gram.  Administrator  Barnes  has  stressed 
the  fact  that  the  private  banlcs  of  this 
country  have  done  and  are  doing  a  good 
]ob  Sx  providing  for  the  credit  needs  of 
our  businessmen. 


The  Small  Business  Administration  Is 
not  competing  with  the  banks,  an^  plans 
to  offer  its  loans  for  sale  to  them  afi  soon 
as  the  loans  have  been  "seasoned"  and 
are  of  iMX>ved  worth. 

Ihe  &nall  Business  Administration  is 
working  with  the  private  banks,  to  help 
provide  term  credit  to  small  firms.  By 
putting  the  emphasis  on  bank  participa- 
tion loans,  the  Small  Business  Adtninls- 
tration  is  helping  the  proprietors  of 
small  firms  establish  a  banking  rela- 
tionship with  a  private  bank  in  their  own 
community.  This  is  providing  a  service 
of  lasting  value,  as  it  helps  to  strettgthen 
the  customer -bank  relationships  in  the 
local  communities.  j 

StSASTKK    liOANS 

In  addition  to  making  business  loans, 
the  Small  Business  Administration  has 
the  responsibility  of  making  disaster 
loans  to  aid  in  the  rehabilitation  of 
homes  and  businesses  damaged  in  wind- 
storms, fires,  fioods.  and  other  catastro- 
phes. 

Ninety-eight  disaster  loans  totaling 
about  $400,000  have  been  made  So  far, 
helping  people  rebuild  their  hom^s  and 
shops.  The  Small  Business  Administra- 
tion stands  always  ready  to  give  belp  to 
the  homeowners  and  the  businessman 
whenever  catastrophes  occur.        , 

nCOCDBZlCENT  ASSISTANCK       \ 

The  law  creating  the  Small  Business 
Administration  gives  it  the  responsibility 
for  seeing  to  it  that  a  fair  share  of  the 
goods  and  services  purchased  by  the 
Government — and  remember  that  the 
United  States  Government  Is  the  biggest 
customer  in  the  world — are  obtained 
from  small  firms. 

During  the  period  August  1,  1953, 
through  June  30,  1954,  the  Small  Busi- 
ness Administration  assisted  1,08$  small 
firms  in  obtaining  Government  cottracts 
toUling  $124,837,044. 

These  figures  represent  actual  con- 
tract awards  under  the  Small  Business 
Administration's  "joint  determination" 
program,  but  they  tell  only  a  small  part 
of  the  accomplishments  of  the  Small 
Business  Administration  in  Helping 
smaller  firms  get  Government  contracts. 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
concentrates  its  contract  procurement 
assistance  activity  in  the  area  wlhere — 
except  for  the  vigilance  of  the  Small 
Business  Administration — the  contracts 
would  probably  go  to  larger  firms. 
Through  its  joint  determinatiofi  pro- 
gram it  is  constantly  working  to  increase 
the  small-business  share  of  Government 
orders. 

Under  this  joint  determinatioii  pro- 
gram, the  Small  Business  Administra- 
tion has  representatives  stationed  in-  the 
principal  procurement  centers  of  the 
military  departments  across  the  country. 

Here,  all  individual  proposed  piocure- 
ments  valued  at  $10,000  or  more— ^except 
those  classified  as  "confidential"  or 
higher — are  screened  jointly  liy  the 
Small  Business  Administration  repre- 
sentatives and  military  procurement  of- 
ficers. 

Those  found  suitable  for  performance 
by  small  business,  if  jointly  agreed  to  by 
the  Small  Business  Administration  and 
the  military,  are  earmarked  and  rfserved 
exclusively   for   competitive   aw$rd    to 


small  firms.  In  some  cases,  portions  of 
proposed  procurements  are  jalso  ear- 
marked for  performance  by  si^U  firms 
imder  this  program.  | 

Once  a  joint  determination!  has  been 
made,  the  Small  Business  A(|ministra- 
tion  field  ofllces  are  notified,  anid  are  thus 
able  to  call  possible  procurem^t  oppor- 
tunities to  the  attention  of  s^iall  firms 
in  their  own  areas. 

In  addition,  through  cooperfitive  pro- 
grams, larger  private  firms  ionstantly 
are  being  encouraged  to  plac^  more  of 
their  orders  with  smaiier  ooncems  in 
their  own  areas. 

The  regional  offices  of  the  Small  Busi- 
ness Administration  regularly  deceive  no- 
tices of  propurement  opportunities. 
They  keep  a  register  of  many  thousands 
of  small  firms  that  are  desiroios  of  ob- 
taining a  Government  contract. 

Every  day  procurement  specialists  in 
the  regional  offices  of  the  Small  Business 
Administration  check  the  list  of  products 
the  Government  wants  to  buy^  and  refer 
them  to  those  firms  that  are  capable  of 
producing  the  specific  products. 

Last  year  the  regional  ofllces  made 
many  thousands  of  referrals,  and  al- 
though it  is  impossible  to  keep  a  close 
check  on  the  results  of  each  referral,  it 
is  known  that  they  resulted  in  a  good 
volume  of  Government  contracts  going 
to  small  firms. 

In  addition  to  the  activity .  in  behalf 
of  small  firms  in  the  regional  offices  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration  and 
in  the  field  offices,  representatives  of  the 
agency  in  procurement  centers  of  the 
Armed  Services  held  more  than  2,500  in- 
terviews with  biisinessmen  regairding  pro- 
curement matters,  handled  about  40,000 
communications  regarding  procurement 
matters,  and  in  about  3,000  cases  made 
specific  referrals  of  bid  opportunities  to 
individual  firms. 

In  addition  to  these  Government  con- 
tracts, the  Small  Business  A^tminlstra- 
tion  also  works  with  firms  holding  large 
prime  Government  contracts  and  helps 
them  locate  small  firms  who  (an  take  a 
subcontract.  This  activity  is,  of  course, 
a  two-way  street. 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
noi  only  helps  the  smaller  firtis  by  aid- 
ing them  in  getting  more  business,  but 
also  heljjs  the  larger  producer  develop 
reliable  suppliers.  The  net  itsiilt  is  to 
stimulate  all  business  activity, 

The  perseverance  of  the  S$uill  Busi- 
ness Administration  in  helping  small 
firms  get  Government  contracts  is  best 
demonstrated  by  its  certificatie  of  com- 
petency program. 

Certificates  of  competency  are  issued 
only  in  cases  where  a  small  ^na  \s  ac- 
tually the  low  bidder  on  a  Government 
contract  and  should  get  the  gward,  ex- 
cept that  the  military  procurement  spe- 
cialist calls  into  the  question  tfie  techni- 
cal or  financial  ability  of  the  firm  to 
produce  the  item  satisfactorQy  and  on 
time. 

In  such  cases  the  Small  Bu|siness  Ad- 
ministration has  its  production  experts 
investigate.  If  they  find  thajt  the  firm 
does  have  the  technical  ability  and  ade- 
quate financing  to  produce  the  article 
wanted,  a  certificate  is  issued  and  the 
contract  goes  to  the  small  fimi. 
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The  Small  Businesa  Administration  yearg.  barriert  had  been  erected  in  our  perlmental  budget  has  a  clear  right  to 

has  issued  41  certificates  of  oomt^teney  tax  stmeture.  handicapping  the  Uttle  deduct  its  reaeareh  outlays  as  current 

to  aid  small  firms.    As  a  result,  these  fellow.    The   new  tax  law   will   inwn  expenses  or  to  amortiae  them  over  a  5- 

firms  won  contracts  valued  at  $6,500,000.  greatly  to  the  benefit  at  the  many  small  year  period. 

The  taxpayer,  Uicidentally,  has  a  stake  businesses  of  California,  as  weU  as  to  the  Loss  carryover:  The  new  law  increases 

in  this  program,  since  its  objective  is  to  Nation.   I  osthusiastically  supported  the  the  net  loss  carryback  provision  to  2 

help  the  low  bidder  get  the  contract.    Bo  passage  of  the  omnibus  tax  law,  the  first  years,  instead  of  1  year  |»eviou8ty  al- 

far,  the  savings  total  about  $264,000.  major,  revision  of  the  revenue  laws  in  lowed.    This  helps  take  care  of  busi- 

Sometimes  it  is  found  that  smaU  firms  75  years.  nesses  with  irregular  or  spotty  eamhsgs 

have  the  technical  ability  to  handle  a  American    taxpayers    stand    to    save  to  permit  the  offset  of  losses  over  a 

partictOar    Government    contract,    but  $7,400,000,000  hi  taxes  through  actions  longer  period.    Any  individual  who  seUs 

they  lack  the  financial  resources  needed  by  the  Congress  which  accrue  this  year  his  business  or  business  assets  will  be 

to  do  the  job.    In  such  cases  the  Small  or  within  a  year  after  enactment  of  a  permitted  to  use  his  loss  on  the  sale  as 

Business  Administration  may  be  able  to  particvdar  measure.    Broken  down  into  a  net  operating  loss  carryover 

approve  a  loan  to  help  the  smaU  firm.  the  tax  actions  taken  by  Congress,  the  ReUef  from  double  taxation  of  divl- 

It  often  happens,  too,  that  the  pro-  savings  are  as  follows,  in  round  num-  dends:    Double    taxation   of    corporate 

prietor  of  a  smaU  firm,  after  consulting  bers:  eamhigs  has  heretofore  reduced  the  In- 

with  the  SmaU  Business  Amnmistrauon  ppom  j«n.  i  income-tax  cut.  $3,  ooo.  ooo,  ooo  centive  to  invest,  particularly  in  «maH 

financial  specialist,  is  able  to  work  out  From  raduction  exciM  taxes,    i.  ooo,  ooo.  ooo  new   concerns   and   has  restricted  the 

private  credit  with  his  bank,  or  P^haps    P«m    i«p««i    exca-proau marketability    of    new    equity    shares. 

by  recognising  his  producUon  schedule     ^  tax... 2.000.000,000  under  the  new  law  the  Zuma^vt^iT^l 

he  i».n.bl«l  to  get  .lo>«  without.  loan.  f^^~.ucuo„.  ,»  »..„.  Swe?  .^riJj^'uJf^'S^; 

MANAOEincNT  AMD  TBCBincAx.  AMZRAKCB                          '  of  dlvldends  f rom  domcstic  corporatlozis. 

Under  this  heading  the  Small  Busl-          .    Total _.    7,400.000,000  Plus  an  exclusion  of  the  first  $50  re- 

ness    AdmlnlstraUon.    through    its    re-  savlnira  to  Individuals  und^r  th*  ni^w  ^e^^***-     Th**  should  stimulate  the  sup- 

gional  Offices,  offers  a  wide  range  of  re^nulltrt  aT«tS?t^to  SSie  to  P^^^'h*^^,*^*"*^*^^     *   .      ^  . 

service  to  help  smaU  firms.  j^OO  million  a  year     Here  aVe  seme  of  ^p^o^l   ^«   treatment   for   certain 

The  Small  Business  AdmtoistraUon  the  savings  wwS  will  awrue  to  Inih-  Partnerships  and  corporations:   Under 

publishes   two   series   of   practical   and  vlduate-  ****^    previous    system    there    might    be 

helpful  leaflets  called  Management  and  Throiiah  medical -exnense  deductions  ™»*"1^^  differences  to  tax  liability  of  a 

Technical    Aids    for    SmaU    Business  B,^SSo%S^ri^'^ulS^ylm  b^ness  dependhig  on  whether  it  oper- 

These  leaflets  cover  a   wide  range  of  million  a  year  "^'^  '^  *  partnership  or  a  corporaticm. 

management  and  production  problems.  Through  sUowimi  as  denendents  chil-  "^^  °*^  ^^  *^  provides  clear,  flexible 

and  are  in  great  demand    They  are  de-  diS^^Sd^  ^  wlTai^eTth^r  stude^^^^^^  SS?J2.tiSLiSi^  '°'  ***™^  "^^ 

signed  particularly  to  aid  the  proprietor  earnin*  more  than  S600  a  vear  an  esti-  '^^rship  transactions. 

of  a  small  firm  who  may  have  an  out-  ma^l^Soooo  tenSk^ri^wm  SJ^  Changes    in   capital    structure:    The 

sunding  aptitude  in  certain  lines,  but  ^S^g75S^          ^   "  ""  "  '^^^  new  law  permits  the  issuance  of  pre- 

lacks  the  rounded  management  expert-  Through  spUtting  hicome  to  widows  **"^  *'***^^  dividends  to  holders  of  com- 

ence  which  big  compaiiie.  hire  for  their  and  widJSJen  with  chUdSS  and  Itotor  P°°  ,^!^\  ^1"^"*  '^^'^'^^k  "^  ^: 

top  management  team.  benefits,    160.000   beneficiaries   are   ex-  i';^^!i*i°?,  ***  *^^*.  ^*  •S*^L"f*'' **' 

The  SmaU  Business  Administration  pected  to  save  $11  million  distribution.  This  is  calculated  to  re- 
has  experienced  management  counselors  Through  a  tax  credit  of  20  percent  on  ™°^®  **^  barriers  to  needed  financial  re- 
in its  field  ofllces.  Tli««e  counselors  are  income  up  to  $1,200  for  retired  persons,  ^^^^^f^^**^*^  *}^t  ^^  ^'l^*^? 
always  ready  to  work  dhectly  with  own-  about  1,806,000  beneficiaries  wUl  be  al-  ^^  ^  ^^  without  the  tempUtion  hf 
ers  of  small  businesses  on  specific  ques-  lowed  to  keep  $141  million.  *"*  owners  of  a  small  ctmcem  to  sell  out 
tions  presented  to  them.    It  has  recently  Approximately    500.000    farmers   will  to  a  large  concern. 

developed  a  program  of  helping  smaU  save  $10  million  on  liberalized  soU-con-  Redemption   of   stock   to   pay   estate 

firms  with  products  development  prob-  servation  expense  allowances  taxes:  The  new  act  broadens  the  pres- 

lems— finding  new  uses  and  new  appU-  And  working  widows    widowers    and  *°^  provisions  which  permit  the  tax-free 

cations   for   items   produced   by   small  working  wives  to  a  Umlted  extent,  will  get  redemption  of  stock  in  a  corporation  to 

firms.  a  tax  reduction  up  to  $600  for  chUd-care  J^^J^^!!^®*-     ^J*  ^.i?"??^  ^***  U^ 

There   are  hundreds  of  small  firms  expense.   This  will  provide  2  100  000  tax-  "**   ,    ™L  "*     °'  "2f«*»"on  "  *  busi- 
whose  proprietors  have  ideas  for   im-  payers  with  savings  of  $130  mlUion.  '^^     °^^  ^  P*^  Federal  estate  taxes. 
proved  or  new  products  and  processes.  Savings  in  taxes  by  business  concerns  These  tax  savings  for  tiie  individual 
or  perhaps  they  own  a  product  patent,  through  the  new  tax  law  are  estimated  restore   freedom   to   the   individual   to 
but  they  may  lack  the  technical  know-  to  come  to  approximately  $600  million  fP«odjnore  of  his  own  money  as  he  sees 
how  or  means  of  putting  the  article  or  annually  "'  and  Increase  dlsp(»able  personal  In- 
new  idea  to  practical  use.    The  Small  Now,  here  are  some  of  the  ways  in  ?°™®  and  thus  purcha^  power.    For 
Business  Administration  is  giving  help  which  the  new  law  will  aid  smaU  con-  D^n«»'  ^^  savings  will  help  to  achieve 
to  these  firms.     Sometimes  ita  experts  cems:                              -  healthy  growth  and  thereby  strengthen 
can  direct  the  proprietor  to  a  competent  Liberalised  depreciation :  This  permits  the  national  economy, 
research  institution  or  laboratory,  or  re-  faster  writeoffs  for  depreciation  on  new  ^— «^»— i^^— 
fer  an  inventor  to  a  firm  which  may  property  acqured  In  1954  and  later  years, 
utilize  his  invention  or  idea.  Its  eflectwiU  be  to  pennit  tax-free  recov-  Awdyiu  of  Ike  New  Tti  Bffl 

All  of  the  programs  of  the  Small  Busl-  ery  of  about  two-thirds  of  the  cost  in  the                                 

ness  Administration  are  aimed  at  this  first  half  of  service  life,  thus  aiding  small  ts-s-nrTmaToiM  r.»  mr^anirc 

one  basic  objective:   To  assist  m  the  businesses  in  the  financing  of  theh  mod-  ex^i^ension  or  remakkb 

growth  and  survival  of  small -business  emixation  and  expansion.  *" 

firms:  to  help  them  meet  the  continuhig  Treatment  of  surplus  accumulations:  HON.  FRANK  T.  BOW 

chaUenge  of  our  expanding  economy.  This  section  provides  that  the  burden  of  „  omxo 

There    are    about    4.200,000    business  proof  shall  be  on  the  Government  to  tm  -rmt  itnmm  nm  ■wi>nwanrrATn7VR 

establishmente  to  the  United  States.    Of  show  that  earnings  accumulations   by  in  thz  hoow  or  bh'bmntativw 

these.  06  percent  are  classed  as  small,  firms  are  uiu-easonable.    It  also  exempts  Tuesday.  August  19, 1954 

The  new  tax  law  enacted  by  the  83d  the  first  $60,000  of  earnings  accmnula-  Mr.  BOW.    Mr.  Speaker,  while  there 

Congress  and  signed  by  President  Elsen-  tions  from  the  pexxalty  tax  and  takes  Is  a  general  understanding  of  the  overall 

hower  is  going  to  be  of  great  benefit  to  only  the  accumulations  which  are  un-  effects   of   the   new   tax-reduction   bill 

businesses  generally.    It  wUl  be  a  boon  reasonable  in  amount.  recently  passed  by  Congress,  there  Is 

to  small  firms.  Research  and  experimental  expend-  some  confusion  among  my  eonstitoettts 

Congress  and  the  Elsenhower  admin-  itures:  For  the  first  time  a  small  busl-  over  provisions  having  wideqn^ead  cffeoi 

istration    recognized    that,    in    recent  ness  lacking  a  regular  research  and  ex-  on  izidividual  taxpayers. 
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an^l^P  oiitliie  UU,  I  btfteve  that  a  sum- 
nmif  4f  BMM  of  tbe  more  aaUent  fea- 
tora  wm  be  helpful  to  many  todWdwito 
ta  tlM  lith  OUo  Coocrecaifonal  Oistrlet. 

Tton  bapfflts  outUned  hertin.  of 
coiixae,  ax«  in  addition  to  ttM  10  percent 
cut  In  V<ederal  ineome  taxes  irtiich  went 
Into  effect  iMt  January  L 

.  AXB  TO  wtaaaam 

Deduetlons  up  to  M  percent  of  farm 
tacooM  are  allowed  for  soil  and  wat«r 
OMMervation. 

MoK  rapid  writeoff  of  the  expense  of 
fam  machinery,  equipment,  and  tan- 
atroetloB.  is  provided. 

Tax  on  the  proceeds  <tf  the  sale  of 
cattle  la  removed  when  the  sale  Is  neces- 
sitated by  disease. 

mULHl—  AMD   ACCIBBMT  rLAKS 

Proniums  paid  by  employers  to  health 
and  accident  plans  will  not  be  taxable  to 
the  employees. 

All  accident  and  health  benefits  paid 
as  reimbursement  for  actual  medical  ex- 
penaea  to  employees,  their  wives,  or  chil- 
dren, are  completely  exempted  from  tax. 

Payments  to  employees  for  loss  of 
wace  doe  to  hijury  or  illness  are  ex- 
empted up  to  $100  per  week. 

BxnaiMZHT  mooMx  casmr 

All  retired  peF8<H|s  CS  and  over  will  in 
effect  be  exempt  on  all  retirement  in- 
come up  to  $1,200.  Tlie  same  exemption 
wfll  apidy  to  individuals  under  65  such 
as  school  teachers,  pcrilcemen.  and  so 
forth,  if  they  rective  a  pmsion  from  a 
public-retiremeut  system. 

VXnSIOMS  AMD  AMMUnUB 

m  addition  to  the  $1,200  exemption  on 
rel^remait  income,^ the  bill  provides  a 
simpler  mettiod  of  taxation  of  pension 
uid  annuities.  It  ends  the  annual  3 
percent  tax  paid  on  anntdties.  and  pro- 
vides instead  a  method  of  computing  tax 
on  basis  of  cost  divided  by  years  of  life 
erpectancy. 

MXDICAL    XXrCHSIS 

Medical  expenses  can  be  deducted 
when  they  exceed  3  percent  of  income. 
\rysi;*^A  of  5  peic^it  as  under  present 
law.  For  example,  a  family  with  $3,000 
gross  inoune  and  medical  expenses  of 
$150  will  be  able  to  deduct  $60.  The 
same  family  can  deduct  nothing  today. 

The  bUl  doubles  the  present  maximum 
Umit  on  the  amount  that  can  be  de- 
ducte<L 

CBEDIT    FUKCHASXS 

Deduction  for  interest  up  to  6  percent 
on  installment  jnirehases  Is  provided. 

DEPZNDXNTS 

A  parent  can  claim  a  deduction  of  $600 
for  each  child  regardless  of  the  child's 
earnings  if  the  child  is  luxler  19  and  the 
parent  continues  to  furnish  more  than 
half  the  child's  support. 

A  parent  can  claim  the  $600  depend- 
ency deduction  for  a  child  over  18  re- 
gardless of  the  child's  earnings  if  the 
child  is  attending  school  or  college,  or 
receiving  on-the-farm  training,  and  the 
parent  continues  to  furxdsh  more  than 
half  the  child's  support. 

An  aged  parent  or  other  dependent 
cared  for  by  several  members  of  a  family 
can  be  claimed  as  a  deduction  by  one  of 
the  members  of  the  family. 


A  taxpayer  can  claim  $300  dependency 
deduction  for  any  person,  regardless  of 
relationship,  if  the  taxpayer  sutnwrts 
that  person  in  his  home. 


CHILD-CAaS  BXFSNSXS 

Single  working  parents,  such'  as  a 
widow,  are  allowed  a  deduction  up  to 
$600  for  the  expense  of  child  caire  for 
children  up  to  12  years  of  age. 

The  same  deduction  is  allowed!  for  a 
married  woman  who  must  work  because 
her  husband  is  incapacitated. 

The  same  deduction  is  allowed  with 
respect  to  any  dependent,  regartless  of 
age.  who  is  mentally  or  physically  in- 
capable of  caring  for  himself.       i 

HEAD    or    FAMILY 

A  single  taxpayer  who  has  a  dependent 
son  or  daughter  will  be  entitled  during 
the  first  2  years  after  the  death  of  spouse 
to  the  same  income-splitting  privilege 
as  is  accorded  married  couples. 

A  single  individual  can  receive  half 
the  benefits  of  income  splitting  if  there 
is  a  d^Tendent  parent  for  whom  the  tax- 
payer maintains  a  hoiisehold. 

DEATH  BKNKFITS  I 

The  bill  exempts  all  death  benefits  up 
to  $5,000  paid  by  an  employer  to  the 
widow  or  other  beneficiary  of  an  em- 
ployee. 1 

BIVIOKND  CKEDIT  | 

The  first  $50  in  dividends  is  excluded 
from  taxation,  and  a  credit  equRl  to  4 
percent  of  the  balance  is  provided^ 

UFE  IMStTRAMCX  | 

The  estate  tax  on  the  proceeds  of  cer- 
tain life  insurance  policies  is  lessened. 

DXPXXCIATION  I 

More  lit>eral  writeoff  of  the  cost  of  new 
equipment  is  provided.  For  example,  in 
the  first  year  of  life  of  new  equipment, 
the  taxpayer  will  be  able  to  write  off 
twice  the  amount  now  allowed. 

TTLOm    TAX    BKTT7KNS  I 

Tax  returns  will  be  due  April  15  instead 
of  March  15,  giving  the  taxpayers  an  ad- 
ditional month  in  which  to  prepare  their 
final  tax  returns  and  make  payments. 


I 


AecoBpliskflients  of  83d  G>iigrc»s 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or  i 

HON.  E.  ROSS  ADAIR 

OF  INDIANA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday.  August  10. 1954 

Mr.  ADAIR.  Mr.  Speaker,  realizing 
the  importance  of  the  accomplishnents 
of  the  83d  Congress,  I  should  11^  to  set 
forth  some  of  them  and  of  the  results  of 
the  first  year  and  a  half  of  the  Eisen- 
hower administration.  • 

KNV  TO   KOREAN    WAR  J 

Foremost  in  any  such  recapiiulation 
is  the  fact  that  the  United  States  is  not 
now  at  war  and  American  boys  are  not 
being  killed  in  active  warfare  aay  place 
in  the  world.  Before  his  election,  Mr. 
Eisenhower  said  he  would  strive  to  bring 


an  end  to  the  Korean  war,  and  this  has 
been  done.  If  for  no  other  thing,  the 
present  administration  deserved  the  con- 
tinued trust  and  confidence  ot  the  elec- 
torate. 

In  the  field  of  national  d^ense,  we 
have  embarked  upon  a  progrwn  that  Is 
sometimes  referred  to  as  "the  new  look." 
Simply  put.  this  means  we  are  attempt- 
ing to  get  a  greater  degree  of  national 
security  for  less  dollars  spent.  While  no 
one  of  the  armed  services  is  neglected, 
there  is  special  emphasis  put  on  air 
power  in  all  its  aspects.  The  Defense 
Department  is  also  making  rdnewed  ef- 
forts to  assure  that  the  taxpajler's  dollar 
will  buy  the  maximum  amount  of  de- 
fense materiel.  This  is  belDg  accom- 
plished through  better  administration 
and  economy  of  operation. 

DEFENSE    AGAINST    OOMMCMlSM 

Today  we  seek  a  just  and  |)ermanent 
peace  in  the  world  through  a  consistent 
and  firm  foreign  policy.  Thlis  policy  is 
based  upon  the  desire  for  freedom  for  all 
peoples  and  their  willingneafc  to  form 
alliances  for  their  commoh  defense 
against  communism.  I 

The  value  of  the  dollar  has  been  stabi- 
lized and  Inflation  has  been  halted. 

Tax  reductions  of  an  estimated  $7 .3 
billion  have  gone  into  effect  with  most  of 
this  great  saving  going  to  inditidual  citi- 
zens. This  is  the  greatest  tM  eavings 
ever  put  Into  effect  by  a  single  Congress. 

In  its  first  full  year  in  offloe.  this  ad- 
ministration and  the  Congress  reduced 
expenditures  by  an  estimated  •12  billion. 
This  was  accomplished  by  strict  econ- 
omy and  the  elimination  of  waste. 

The  social-security  system  has  been 
broadened  and  improved. 

Controls  which  previously  plagued  us 
have  been  removed.  i 

COVEKNMENT  PATROIX  iCDtlCCB 

In  keeping  with  campaigi|  promises. 
Government  payrolls  have  beien  reduced 
by  almost  a  quarter  of  a  million  people. 

Having  In  mind  the  fundamental  Im- 
portance of  agriculture,  thifc  Congress 
has  given  unusually  long  and  detailed 
study  to  the  farm  problem.  As  a  result 
of  this  study,  legislation  ha^  been  en- 
acted which  has  as  its  two-folid  goal  both 
the  protection  of  the  producer  and  the 
consumer.  It  is  recognized  that  the 
farmer  must  get  a  fair  retxim  for  the 
produce  he  sells,  and  yet  this  must  be 
achieved  without  constantly  adding  to 
surplus  stocks  already  in  exisience.  The 
program  enacted  into  law  is  a  long-range 
one  which  is  designed  to  benefit  all  seg- 
ments of  our  population.        ' 

PROGKAU  OF  HIGHWAT  CONSTtUCTlON 

An  extensive  program  of  highway  con- 
struction was  approved. 

Preservation  of  our  interi|al  security 
and  the  fight  on  communism  have  been 
vigorously  pushed  forward.  People  of 
doubtful  loyalty  have  been  re$aoved  from 
our  Federal  Government,  a|ui  ttie  De- 
partment of  Justice  has  been  given  in- 
creased legislative  authority  in  its  fight 
against  the  menace  of  comm|jinlsm.  We 
are  determined  that  our  Nation  shall 
never  be  taken  over  by  tfiis  godless 
philosophy.  , 

Integrity  in  Government  has  been  re- 
stored. 


Increased  benefits  have  been  given  to 
deserving  groups  of  veterans  and  their 
dependents. 

Attention  has  been  given  by  the  Con- 
gress to  many  other  matters  of  prime 
importance.  Among  them  are :  Reorgan- 
ization of  several  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government,  legislation  providing  for 
study,  but  not  Federal  control  over  iMX>b- 


lems  in  the  field  of  education,  and  the 
Uberallition  of  the  Housing  Act  to  aid 
those  who  aspire  to  own  their  own  homes. 

AlUOUCA   THAT    IS    PSOSPnOUS 

Finally,  we  have  achieved  an  America 
that  is  prosperous  and  economically 
sound  without  war.  Certain  people  had 
said  that  the  transition  from  a  war  to  a 


SENATE 

Weonesday,  ArcrsT  11,  l^rv4 

(Legislative  day  of  Thurtday.  August  5. 
19S4) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.. 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D..  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

O  God.  high  and  holy,  above  all  our 
thought:  Like  the  morning  dew  on 
parched  ground,  like  the  misty  quiet  of 
a  summer's  dawning,  steal  upon  us  now 
with  a  sense  of  the  eternal  as  we  bring 
our  fainting  spirits  to  the  holiness  that 
shames  our  uncleanness.  to  the  love  that 
forgives  our  iniquities,  to  the  truth  that 
unveils  all  our  falseness,  to  the  patience 
that  outlasts  our  fickleness.  Even  as 
our  minds  are  plagued  with  questions 
that  haunt  us,  as  to  how  humanity  with 
the  dread  secret  of  nature  in  its  fum- 
bling hands  can  live  on  this  planet  in 
peace  and  security,  steady  our  hearts 
with  the  knowledge  that  the  fundamen- 
tal facts  of  the  universe  are  not  material, 
but  spiritual.  Give  us  inner  greatness 
of  spirit  and  clearness  of  vision  to  meet 
and  match  the  large  designs  of  this  glo- 
rious yet  demanding  day,  that  we  may 
keep  step  with  the  drimibeat  of  Thy  eter- 
nal purpose,  which,  in  spite  of  puny  foes, 
is  marching  on. 

We  ask  it  all  in  the  dear  Redeemer's 
name.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Khowlako.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Tuesday, 
August  10,  1054.  was  dispensed  w^ith. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Bartlett.  one  of  its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed  the  bill  (S.  361)  to  provide  for 
the  renewal  of  and  adjustment  of  com- 
pensation under  contracts  for  carrying 
mail  on  water  routes,  with  an  amend- 
ment, in  which  it  requested  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  annotmced  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  following  bills  of 
the  Senate,  ea^ch  with  amendments,  in 
which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate: 

S.  2033.  An  act  reUtlng  to  the  labeling  of 
packages  containing  foreign-produced  trout 
sold  In  the  United  States,  and  requiring  cer- 
tain Information  to  appear  on  tlie  menus  of 
public  eating  places  serving  such  trout;  and 

S.3379.  An  act  to  amend  the  Flammable 
Fabrics  Act.  bo  as  to  exempt  from  its  appli- 


cation fabrics  and  wearing  apparel  which  are 
not  highly  flammable. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  passed  a  bill  <H.  R. 
10158)  to  provide  for  the  payment  of 
fees  to  counsel  assigned  to  represent  in- 
digent defendants  in  felony  cases,  in 
which  it  requested  the  conciu-rence  of 
the  Sepate. 

The  message  also  aimounced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  a  concurrent  reso- 
lution (H.  Con.  Res.  262)  expressing  the 
sense  of  the  Congress  with  respect  to 
the  payment  of  damages  to  certain 
American  employees  in  the  United  Na- 
tions who  were  dismissed  because  of 
their  refusal  imder  the  fifth  amendment 
to  answer  questions  before  a  committee 
of  Congress,  in  which  it  requested  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate. 


SEVEHTY -FIFTH  BIRTHDAY  ANNI- 
VERSARY OF  CHARLES  L.  WAT- 
KINS.  PARLIAMENTARIAN.  UNITED 
STATES    SENATE 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  wish  to  make  a  very  brief  state- 
ment which  I  had  intended  to  make  yes- 
terday, but  did  not  have  the  opportunity 
to  do  so.  I  think  it  would  be  very  fitting 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  yester- 
day was  the  75th  birthday  anniversary 
of  one  of  the  most  capable  and  valuable 
officials  of  the  United  States  Senate.  I 
am  referring,  of  course,  to  our  Parlia- 
mentarian, Charles  L.  Watkins,  a  man 
who  for  many  yearskiuis  helped  us  to 
keep  the  Senate  running  smoothly. 

Charlie  Watkins  hsis  been  III  since 
March.  He  is  now  convalescing  at  his 
home.  During  his  absence  his  position 
has  been  competently  filled  by  his  able 
assistant,  Ifr.  Floyd  Riddick. 

Mr.  President,  I  can  think  of  no  more 
vital  or  difficult  job  in  the  Senate  than 
that  of  the  Parliamentarian  of  this  body. 
Most  ol  US  realize  that  without  the  rich 
store  of  knowledge  which  the  official 
Parliamentarian  possesses,  the  machin- 
ery of  the  Senate  would  not  function 
nearly  so  smoothly. 

Charlie  Watkins  has  been  Parliamen- 
tarian of  the  United  States  Senate  since 
1935.  For  nearly  20  years  he  has  per- 
formed his  duties  always,  Mr.  Piesident, 
with  tact,  patience,  and  with  an  almost 
incredible  ability  to  restore  order  from 
confusion. 

Charlie  Watldns  has  served  both  the 
minority  and  the  majority  in  a  non- 
partisan spirit  always,  and  I  can  never 
recall  any  occasion  on  which  his  rulings 
have  been  challenged  on  grounds  of 
partiality. 

Charlie  Watkins'  service  to  the  S«iate 
goes  back  long  before  his  term  as  Pariia- 
mentarian.  It  actually  spans  half  a  cen- 
tury, going  back  to  the  days  when  he  first 


peacetime  economy  could  not  be  made 
without  a  severe  depreudon,  but  they 
have  been  proved  wrong. 

The  peoirte  of  America,  through  th^ 
elected  Representatives,  have  again  dem- 
onstrated the  strength  and  resourceful- 
ness of  free  men.  A  great  rcspmuttbility 
was  laid  upon  this  Congress,  and  it  has 
discharged  it  welL 


came  to  the  Senate  as  stenographer  for 
former  Senator  James  P.  Clarke,  of 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  confident  that  I 
can  speak  for  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  aisle  when  I  convey  birthday  greet- 
ings to  Charlie  Watkins.  We  aU  wish 
him  a  speedy  recovery,  and  we  wish  him 
to  return  to  our  midst,  and  we  look  for- 
ward to  many  more  jrears  of  association 
with  him. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  Join  and  fully  concur  in  the  re- 
marlu  made  by  the  minority  leader  x«- 
garding  the  service  of  our  Parliamen- 
tarian. Mr.  Watkins,  and  his  able  assist- 
ant, and  to  concm*  in  the  statement  that 
the  operations  of  the  Senate  have  worked 
more  smoothly  because  of  their  combined 
efficiency  and  helpfulness  over  the  years 
and  their  senhce  in  an  entirely  impartial 
and  nraipartisan  manner. 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTION  OF 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  ElVOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  immediately 
following  a  brief  executive  session  and 
the  quorum  call  there  may  be  the  cus- 
tomary morning  hour  for  the  transaction 
of  routine  business,  under  the  usual 
2-minute  limitation  on  speeches. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  bon- 
sideration  of  executive  business,  for  ac- 
tion on  nominations  under  "New  Re- 
ports" other  than  postmasters. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  executive 
business. 

EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  A 

COMMITTEE 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  WILEY,  from  the  Committee  <m 
Foreign  Relations: 

John  C.  Beiikema,  of  Michigan:  Harry  C. 
Brockel.  of  Wisconsin;  Bdwanl  J.  Noble,  of 
Connecticut;  Kenneth  Merle  Uoyd.  of  ^Uo; 
and  Hugh  Moore,  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be 
members  of  the  Adrlsory  Board  of  the  8t. 
Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corporatioa. 

The    PRESIDENT    pro    tempore.    If 
there  be  no  furthor  reports  of  comimit- 
tees.  the  clerk  will  state  ttte  nomina- 
AtioTos  on  the  Executive  Caloidar. 


TENNESSEE  VALLEY  ADTHORIT7 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nominatfoB 
of  Herbert  Davis  Vogel.  of  Michigan,  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Directors, 
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effeetivc  nitaequent  to  August  31,  1954. 
for  ttie  term  expiring  Hay  18.  1963. 

■me  FRBSn^MT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out okjeetfoo,  tbe  nomination  is  c(m- 
flimed.  

RAIUiOAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
<rf  Hturaee  W.-  Harper,  of  Texas,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Board  for  a  term  of  5  years  from  August 

29  1994. 

The  niESn^ENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.    Mr.  Presi- 


tlon  Service,  Department  of  JuSU?e, 
withdrawing  the  names  of  certain  a|itns 
whose  deportation  had  been  susi>eiided. 
heretofore  transmitted  to  the  Senate, 
which,  with  the  accompanying  papers. 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

INTEaiSTATE  COMPACTS  BETWEEN 
STATE  OP  UTAH  AND  STATES  OP 
NEW  MEXICO  AND  WASHINGTON 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  lai<  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  letter  from  the  Ad- 
ministrator, Federal  Civil  Defense  Ad- 


By  Mr.  AIKEN,  from  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Foreetry.  without)  amend- 
ment : 

H.  R.  9756.  A  bill  to  increaae  the  borrow- 
ing power  of  Commodity  Credit  Cotporatlon 
(Rept.  No.  2470). 


ministration,  transmitting  copies  of  in 

terstate  compacts  between  the  State  of 

dent,  has  action  been  taken  on  the  noni-    u^h  and  the  States  of  New  Mexico  and 
nation  of  Horace  W.  Harper,  of  Texas?     Washington,   wliich,   with   the   aceom- 

pansrlng^  papers,    was    referred    to    the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services.       , 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tenux>re.  The 
nomination  has  be»i  confirmed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  should  like 
to  observe  that  Mr.  Harper  is  a  distin- 
guished Texan,  he  has  rendered  much 
useful  public  service.  I  am  very  haK>y 
ttaX  the  President  has  seen  fit  to  mmil- 
nate  him  for  that  very  important  post, 
and.  of  course.  I  am  happy  that  the 
Senate  has  seen  fit  to  confirm  the  nomi- 
nation. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 
The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Public  Health 
Service. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEESl 
The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted: 
(I   By  Mr.  WATKINS,  from  the  Committee  on 


'the  Judiciary,  with  amendments : 

8.3660.  A  bUl  to  make  the  employrnent, 
and  related  practices,  of  any  alien  knoWn  by 
an  employer  to  have  entered  the  Ijnlted 
States  Illegally  within  3  years  thereoT  un- 
lawful, and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No. 
2451);   andt 

8.3661.  A  blU  to  provide  for  the  seizure 
and  forfeiture  of  any  vessel  or  vehicle  used 
In  the  transportation  of  any  alien  Jnown 
by  the  owner  thereof  to   have   enterad   the 


PRINTING  OP  ADDITIONAL  bOPIES 
OP  PART  4  OP  HEARINGS  RELAT- 
ING TO  STOCKPILE  AND  ACCESSI- 
BILITY OP  STRATEGIC  AND  CRIT- 
ICAL MATERIALS  IN  TIME  OP  WAR 

Mr.  JENNER.  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  to  which  was 
referred  the  concurrent  resolution  (S. 
Con.  Res.  104>  to  print  additional  copies 
of  part  4  of  the  hearings  held  before  a 
subcommittee  of  the  Committ3e  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs  reljative  to 
stockpile  and  accessibility  of  Strategic 
and  critical  materials  to  the  United 
States  in  time  of  war.  submitted  by  Mr. 
Malone  on  August  4.  1954.  reported  it 
favorably,  without  amendment},  and  it 
was  considered  and  agreed  to,  as 
follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  Houie  of  Rep- 
resentative!! concurring).  That  there  be 
printed  1.000  additional  copies  of  part  4  of 
the  hearings  conducted  before  a  tubcom- 
mittee  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Insular  Affairs  pursuant  to  Senate 
Resolution  143,  83d  Congress,  relative  to 
stockpile  and  accessibility  of  strategic  and 
critical  materials  to  the  United  Btatee  In 
time  of  war.  Such  additional  co|>ies  shall 
be  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Mr.  President,  I 

ask  unanimous.consent  that  the  nomi-     „_,  .„., .„  .._ — .     ^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^„p  a^nt,^ 

nations  in  the  Public  Health  Service  be  united  states  illegally  within  3  years  tnereof ,     interjor  and  Insular  Affairs 

confirmed  en  Woe.  a°d  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  245B). 

The  PRESHJENT  pro  tempore.   With-  By  ^  wiley  ( for  Mr.  Langeb  ) .  from  the 


out  objection,  the  nominations  in  the 
Public  Health  Service  are  confirmed  en 
bloc. 

Mr-  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  President  be  immediately 
notified  of  the  nominations  this  day 
confirmed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  President  will  be  im- 
mediately notified. 


LEGI^iATlVE  SESSION 

Mr.  KIIOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  resume  the  con- 
sideration of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  call  of  the  roll  be  rescinded. 

The  PRBSIDE3rr  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Morning  business  is  in  order. 


SUSPENSION  OP  DEPORTATION  OP 
CERTAIN  ALIENS— WITHDRAWAL 
OF  NAMES 

The  PRESiraan'  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  letter  from  the  Com- 
missioner. Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 


Commlttee  on  the  Judiciary,  without  asiend- 
ment: 

8. 3813.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  certain  alien 
sheepherders   ( Rept.  No.  2453 ) ; 

H.  R.  2061.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eeglne 
du  Planty  (Rept.  No.  2454); 

H.  R.  2393.  A  bill  for  the  rfellef  of  Brother 
Sugene  Cumerlato  (Rept.  No.  2455): 

H.  R.  3024.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Bergio 
Emerlc  (Rept.  No.  2456) ; 

H.  R.  3566.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  flmen 
Mazlmovltch  Sofrona|^(Rept.  No.  2457) : 

H.  R.  3869.  A  bllTTor  the  relief  of  Oilbert 
Elkanah  Richards,  Adelaide  Gertrude  Rich- 
ards, and  Anthony  Gilbert  Richards  (Rept. 
No.  2458): 

H.R.  4016.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Joeef, 
Paula,  and  Kurt  Friedberg  (Rept.  No.  2459); 

H.R. 4054.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Jorge 
Sole  Massana  and  Montserrat  ThOmasa- 
Sanchez  Massana    (Rept.  No.  2460); 

H.R.  4427.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Helena  Plasecka  (Rept.  No.  2461); 

H.  R.  4969.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Baslllos 
XarhoulacoB  (Rept.  No.  2462); 

H.  R.  5194.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Pauline 
Katzmann   (Bept.  No.  2463); 

H.R.  5319.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Henry 
(also  known  as  Heinrich)  Schor,  Sail*  (also 
known  as  Sail)  Schor,  and  Gita  (also  known 
as  Oltta  Avlva)  Schor  (Rept.  No.  2464); 

H.  R.  5344.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Bob  Kan 
and  Foiirere  Kan  (Rept.  No.  2465) : 

H.R.  6492.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Bodolfo 
Navarro  (Rept.  No.  2466); 

H.  R.  7828.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mariana 
George  Loizos  Kellls  (Rept.  No.  2467) ;  and 

H.R.  7885.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sohan 
Singh  Rai  and  Joglndar  Kaur  Ral  (Rept.  No. 
2468). 

By  Mr.  WILEY  (for  Mr.  Langeh)  ,  fr^m  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  with  an  aimend- 
ment: 

8. 3238.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Johanna 
Schmidt  (Rept.  No.  2469). 


PRINTING  OF  ADDITIONAL  COPIES 
OP  HEARINGS  HELD  BY  JOINT 
COMMITTEE  ON  ATOMIC  |3«3iaY 
RELATING  TO  CONTRIBUTION  OF 
ATOMIC  ENERGY  TO  MEDtCINE 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration, I  report  favorably,  with  an 
amendment,  the  concurrent  ifesolution 
(H.  Con.  Res.  267)  authorizing  ttie  print- 
ing of  additional  copies  of  the  hearings 
held  by  the  Joint  Committee  oh  Atomic 
Energy  relative  to  the  contribution  of 
atomic  energy  to  medicine.  I  a(sk  unan- 
imous consent  for  the  immediale  consid- 
eration of  the  concurrent  resolution. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  consider- 
ation of  the  concurrent  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  concurrent 
resolution. 

The  amendment  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  was,  in  line  3, 
after  the  word  "Energy",  to  strike  out 
•fifteen"  and  insert  "twenty-fiTe." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  concurrent  resolution,  a^  amend- 
ed, was  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Repr$aentativea 
(the  senate  concurring).  That  (  there  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Atomic  Energy.  25,000  addltidnal  copies 
of  the  hearings  held  by  the  said  |olnt  com- 
mittee during  the  current  Congress,  rela- 
tive to  the  contribution  of  atoiplc  energy 
to  medicine. 


J 


PRINTINa  OF  COMPILATION  OP 
SOCIAL  SECURITY  LAWS 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mir.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration. I  report  favorably,  with  amend- 
ments, the  resolution  CS.  Res.  297)  pro- 
viding for  the  printing  of  a  compilation 
of  social-security  laws  as  a  Senate  docu- 
ment, submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Mn.r.iKTN]  on  July  29, 
1954.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
present  consideration  of  the  resolution. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  consider- 
ation of  the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution. 

The  amendments  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  were,  in  line 
3,  after  the  word  "as"  to  insert  "a",  and 
in  line  4.  after  the  word  "document",  to 
strike  out  the  period,  insert  a  semicolon 
and  "and  that  2.500  additional  copies  be 
printed  of  which  500  copies  shall  be  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Finance  and  2,000  copies  shall  bt  for  the 
use  of  the  House  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  resolution,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  oompUatlon  of  eoelal- 
security  laws.  prepAPid  by  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Administration  for  the  xisc  of  tbe  Senatei 
Committee  on  Vlnanoe,  be  printed  as  a 
Senate  document:  and  that  2.800  additional 
copies  be  printed,  of  which  600  copies  abaU 
be  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  Oommlttae  on 
Finance  and  2.000  ooplea  ahaU  be  for  the  uae 
of  the  House  Commiti^ee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


PRINTING  OF  ADDITIONAL  COPIES 
OP  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  COMMIT- 
TEE ON  QOVISRNMENT  OPERA- 
TIONS 

Mr.  JENNER.  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Adminisijvtion.  to  which  was 
referred  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  302)  to 
print  additional  copies  of  annual  report 
by  the  Committee  on  Oovemment  Oper- 
ations (S.  Rept.  No.  881.  83d  Cong..  2d 
sess.).  submitted  by  Mr.  McCabtht  on 
July  31.  1954.  and  it  was  considered  and 
agreed  to,  as  foUovs: 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  Pei^nanent  Sub- 
committee on  InTestl;etk>na  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  OoTemment  Operations  Is  authortzed 
to  have  printed  for  its  vam  12,000  copies  of 
Senate  Rieport  No.  881,  83d  CongrdiB,  2d  ses- 
sion, entitled  "Annail  Report  of  Uie  Com- 
mittee on  Oovemment  Operations  made  by 
Its  Senate  Pem\anfnt  SAibcommittee  on 
Investigations  pursuint  to  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 40." 


ADDITIONAL  FUNDS  FOR  COMMIT- 
TEE ON  AGRICULTURE  AND  FOR- 
ESTRY 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  from  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administratioa. 
I  report  favorably,  with  an  amendment. 
fhe  resolution  (St  Res.  304)  to  provide 
additional  funds  for  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Fo:.-estry.  reported  by  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  AixehI  from 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry on  August  2,  1S54,  and  I  submit  a 
report.  No.  2450.  tliereon.    I  ask  unani- 


mous eonsent  for  the  present  considera- 
tion of  the  resolution. 

The  FRESnxSNT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  tbe  presei^  considera- 
tion of  tbe  resolution? 

There  being  no  obieetion.  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  ctmsider  the  resolution. 

The  amendment  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administratibn  was,  m  line  6. 
after  the  word  "session",  to  insei^  a 
comma  and  "agreed  to  July  10. 1953." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tbe  resolution,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Pttrestry.  or  any  duly  authorised 
subcommittee  thereof,  hereby  Is  authorised 
to  expend  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
Senate,  during  the  83d  Congress.  $12X)00  In 
addition  to  the  amo\int  and  for  the  same 
ptirpoaes  as  specUed  In  Senate  Resolution 
127,  8Sd  Congress,  1st  session,  agreed  to  July 
10,  1958  (providing  for  an  investigation  of 
varlons  matters  related  to  agricultural 
progrmmsX. 

ADDmo)9AL  FUNDS  FOR  COMMIT- 
TEE ON  THE  JUDICIARY 

Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  to  whi<^  was 
refored  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  305)  to 
provide  additional  funds  for  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  reported  by  Mr. 
LaHcn  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary on  August  2, 1954.  reported  it  favor- 
ably, without  amendment,  and  iX  was 
considered  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Xetolved.  That  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  Is  hereby  authorised  to  expend 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  dur- 
ing the  8M  CoQgress  tlO.OOO  In  addition  to 
the  amount,  and  for  the  same  purpoees  spec- 
ified In  section  1S4  (a)  of  the  LeglsUUve 
Beorganlaatton  Act  approved  August  2,  IMS. 


PRINTINO  OF  ADDITIONAL  COPIES 
OF  HEARINGS  ENTITLED  "COM- 
MUNIST PROPAGANDA" 

Mr.  JENNER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  to  which  was 
referred  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  311)  au- 
thorizing the  printing  of  additional 
copies  of  the  hearings  entitled  "Com- 
munist PrcHnaganda."  submitted  by  him 
on  August  10. 1954.  reported  it  favorably, 
without  amendment,  and  it  was  ocmsid- 
ered  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  Tliat  there  be  printed  for  the  use 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
20,000  additional  copies  of  the  hearings  en- 
titled "Communist  Propaganda."  held  before 
a  subcommittee  of  the  above  committee  dur- 
ing the  83d  Congress. 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time.  and.  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  CARLSON: 

8.S8S7.  A  biU  to  amend  the  act  of  Oc- 
tober IS.  1*40.  with  respect  to  the  rate  of 
compensation  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Coun- 
cil of  BeoxKimlc  Advisers;  to  the  Conunlttee 
on  Post  OBoe  and  ClvU  Bcrrlce. 
By  Mr.  OBKBf : 

&S8M.  A  MU  to  authorlM  tbe  Secretary 
of  tbe  Treasury  to  prescribe  regulations  re- 
lating to  the  quallftrattons  of  persons  who 
assist   taxpayers   in   the   determination   of 


their  Ptodena  tax  liability,  and  for  otbar  pur- 
poses; to  tbe  Committee  on  nnaitoa. 
By  Mr.  PLANDBBS: 
8.3868.  A  bm  for  the  xtUat  of  IngiriMirg 

Bli^daiena  Slanla;  to  ttie  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

AMENDMENT    OF    THE    STANDINQ 
RULES  OF  THE  SENATE 

Mr.  CAPEHART  submitted  the  follow- 
ing resolution  (S.  Res.  312) .  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 

Administration : 

Resolved,  That  the  table  contained  in  tab- 
paragraph  e  (a)  of  rule  XVI  of  the  Standing 
Rulea  of  the  Senate  Is  amended  toy  adding 
at  tbe  end  thereof  tbe  following: 

"Committee  on  For  tbe  Small  Bosi- 

Banking  and  neaa  Admintetra- 

Cuxrency  tkm." 


SOCIAL     SECURITY     ACT     AMEND* 
MENTS  OF  1954— AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
GoLDWATn)  sulxnitted  amendments  In- 
tended to  be  proposed  by  than,  jointlr. 
to  the  bill  (H.  R  93M)  to  amend  the 
Social  Security  Act  and  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  as  to  extend  coTerage 
under  the  old-age  and  sunrivors  insur- 
ance program,  increase  the  benefits  pay- 
able thereunder,  preserve  the  insurance 
rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and  In- 
crease the  amoimt  of  earnings  permitted 
without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other 
purxKises,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  sulunitted  amend- 
ments intended  to  be  proposed  by  him 
to  House  bill  0366.  supra,  whi^  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  STENNIS  submitted  amendments 
Intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to  Hoine 
Mil  9366.  supra,  whit^  were  ordered  ta 
lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 


AMENDMENT  OF  SECTION  345  CfP 
REVENUE  ACT  OF  1951— AMEND- 
MENT 

Mr.  MARTIN  submitted  an  amend- 
ment intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
the  bill  (H.  R  6440)  to  amend  section 
345  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1951  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 


INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTATION 
OF  PARIMUTUEL  MACHINERY— 
AMENrakCENT 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  Z 
send  to  the  desk  an  amendment  in- 
tended to  be  proposed  by  me  to  the 
amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Bvr- 
Lnl.  to  the  Mil  (S.  3190)  to  amend  sec- 
tion 3  of  the  act  of  January  2. 1951.  pro- 
hibiting the  transportation  of  gambUtaf 
devices  m  interstate  and  foreign  com- 
merce, if  and  whm  that  bill  comes  be- 
fore the  Senate  for  considrratien. 

The  hill  as  it  was  reported  to  tbe  Sen- 
ate contains  a  Toorltskxi  maUng  the  In- 
terstate  transportation  of  parlmutud 
machinery  illegal.  The  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  woidd 
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llw  MB  taMmiUealde  to  parlmotuel  bet- 
ting frtfff'pfy***-  lite  argument  for  the 
^■■■■■ifpMi^  d  the  Seofttor  from  Mary- 
buod  li  thai  parimntuel  ttettlng  lAjegal 
In  certain  Stipes,  under  applicable  ^te 
law.  and  therefore  should  not  be  luunp- 
ered  br  Vaderal  enactment.  My  pro- 
poeed  amendment  carries  this  principle 
one  step  farther,  mod  makes  the  a»mp- 
tloo  a  general  one,  baaed  od  legality. 
lather  than  a  Q>eeial  one.  designed  to 
aid  atitf  the  manufacturers  of  pari- 
mutod  betting  equipment. 

TlM  theory  of  my  amendment  Is,  if 
w  are  to  nwke  exceptions  where  bet- 
ting is  kgal.  why  confine  it  to  the  race- 
tx«ck  States  and  pwrimutuel  equtpmoit? 

I  ask  that  my  amendment  may  be 
printed  and  lie  <ax  the  table. 

The  FRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  received  and  printed, 
and  win  lie  on  the  table. 


BOUSE  BILL  REFERRED 

The  tail  (B.  R.  10158)  to  provide  for 
the  pi^rment  of  fees  to  counsel  assigned 
to  represent  indigent  defendants  In  fel- 
ony cases,  was  read  twice  by  its  title,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary.   

AIXSIESSBS,  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE 
RECORD 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkoois.  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  "WILXY: 
Statement  prepared  by  him  on  "The  Im- 
portance of  Expanding  the  Reservoir  of  Lan- 
guage SpeclaliatB." 


WHY  GO  EAST  ON  DOPE  PEDDLERS? 
Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President,  on  May  6, 
1954, 1  introduced  8.  3412.  a  bUl  to  pro- 
vide increased  penalties  for  the  sale  of 
narcotic  drugs  to  minors.  The  subject 
of  sentences  given  to  dope  peddlers  was 
discussed  in  an  article  entitled  "Why  Go 
Easy  on  Dope  Peddlers?"  written  by 
Irene  Corbaliy  Kuhn.  and  published  in 
the  Washington  Evening  Star  of  August 
10,  1954.  The  article  also  discusses  the 
increase  in  narcotics  trafBc  from  behind 
the  Iron  Curtain.    The  article  states: 

The  Increase  In  the  narcotics  traffic  is  due 
to  two  things — the  revenue  that  <^n  ^e 
realized  from  the  sale  of  opium  In  countries 
with  a  depreAed  economy:  and  the  use  of 
opium  aa  a  deliberate  political  weapon  to 
demorallae  youth  in  countries  on  the  Red 
agenda  for  conquest. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  the  article  printed  at  this 
point  in  the  body  of  the  Rkcokd. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcord, 
as  follows: 

Wht  Oo  East  ok  Dopb  PnmuEas? 
(By  Irene  Corbally  Kuhn) 

Police  executives  ever3rwhere  know  the 
dealer  In  dope  as  the  chain-reaction  criminal. 
One  drug  peddler,  even  though  he  operates 
on  a  small  scale,  can  be  responsible  for 
dosens  of  crimes,  ranging  from  petty  larceny 
to  murder.  Yet  sentences  passed  on  dope 
peddlers  by  some  judges  are  so  light  as  to 


t)e  nonsensical,  one  dedicated  law  enforce- 
ment oOemr  told  me. 

"The  law  reads  plainly  enough."  the  police 
oOcial  added.  "Most  States  have  laws  strong 
enough  to  Udc  the  dope  traffic  If  the  judges 
really  enforced  them.  For  Instance,  la  New 
York  If  you  sell  drugs  to  a  minor  yoto  can 
get  6  years,  even  for  a  first  offense,  tf  you 
sell  to  an  adult  it's  2  to  15  years.  A«d  for 
a  third  affense,  the  law  says  the  minimum 
sentence  shall  be  15  years. 

"And  yet,  some  Judges  let  flrstttime- 
convlcted  dope  pushers  rff  with  60  days — 
practically  a  vacation — even  though  they've 
been  caught  redhanded  selling  2  or  3  decks 
of  heroin.  You  can  bet  most  of  the^i  had 
been  selling  dope  long  before  we  wer^  able 
to  get  the  evidence  on  them.  And  you  can 
see  how  fast  word  of  this  kind  of  jttdlclal 
mollycoddling  woiild  get  around,  an^  how 
the  underworld's  shady  lawyers  would  twist 
and  finagle  to  make  sure  their  clients  came 
Up  for  trial  before  this  kind  of  Judge. 

"In  this  kind  of  crime  the  Judge  tbould 
let  the  law  decide;  he  shouldn't  impose  his 
own  ideas  on  it.  These  dope  peddlers  know 
what  they're  doing.  They  sell  heroin  Dpostly. 
It's  a  derivative  of  opium  more  potent  than 
morphine,  and  the  addict  needs  Jar  less  to 
get  the  same  effect.  And  it's  big  business 
for  organised  criminals." 
.-  We  might  as  well  let  a  first  offender  In 
murder  go  with  a  rap  on  the  knucklas  as  a 
first  offender  in  dope  peddling.  Fortunately, 
almost  all  Judges  cooperate  wholeheartedly 
with  police  Ini  the  growing  national  drive 
against  the  scourge.  The  few  who  don't  are 
the  exceptions,  and  they'll  have  to  revise 
their  own  don't-tell-me-what-to-do  attitude 
soon. 

Public  awareness  of  the  fearsome  blight  of 
dope  addiction  has  come  about  chiefly  as  a 
result  of  pitiless  publicity,  and  the  public 
service  activities  of  newspapers  digging  out 
and  publishing  the  stories  of  the  wholesale 
corruption  of  teen-agers  and  school  ckildren 
by  vicious  dope  rings. 

Every  bit  of  heroin  in  the  United  States 
is  here  illegally.  The  United  States  outlawed 
the  drug  In  1924.  It  is  not  needed  far  med- 
ical purposes,  as  there  are  other  drugs  that 
do  the  Job  as  well  or  better.  Actually,  only 
600  tons  of  raw  opium  are  required  tor  the 
medicinal  needs  of  the  entire  world.  T°t  in 
1950  Communist  China  alone  dumped  500 
tons  on  the  market;  and  In  1952  shie  grew 
4,000  tons. 

As  a  nkfttter  of  fact,  most  of  the  world's 
opium  is  grown  in  Red  China.  The  aatlons 
permitted  to  export  it  under  Jnterntktlonal 
agreement  are  Bulgaria,  Greece,  India,  Iran, 
Turkey,  Soviet  Russia,  and  Tugoelavla.  The 
Increase  in  the  narcotics  traffic  is  due  to 
two  things — the  revenue  that  can  be  xeallzed 
from  the  sale  of  opium  grown  in  countries 
with  a  depressed  economy;  and  the  use  of 
opium  as  a  deliberate  political  weafxin  to 
demoralize  youth  in  countries  on  ttie  Red 
agenda  for  conquest.  These  two  factors  are 
the  cause  of  most  of  our  troubles  with  the 
evU  trafBc  against  which  all  our  foCces  of 
law  and  decency  are  arrayed. 


SIDI 


ADDRESS    BY   FORMER    PRESIDENT 
HOOVER  AT  80TH  BIRTHDAY  PETE 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
yesterday  former  President  Hoover  cel- 
ebrated his  80th  birthday  annifversay 
at  ills  birthplace  in  Iowa.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  printed  In  the 
body  of  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks  former  President 
Hoover's  address  on  that  occasion,  to- 
gether with  the  text  of  President  Eisen- 
hower's greetings.  It  is  not  often  that  a 
former  President  lives  to  the  age  of  80 
and  is  so  active  In  rendering  service  for 


the  benefit  of  all  of  us.  even  at  that  ad- 
vanced age. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  text  of 
the  address,  together  with  Resident 
Eisenhower's  greeting,  was  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Rkcord,  as  fopows: 

IFroni  the  New  York  Times  of  August  11, 
1954.1  ' 

Text  or  Foaicn  PaxsmKNT  Hoowi's  Sfsbcb 

AT  80th   BntTROAT   Pbtb 

The  Legislature  and  the  Oovemfr  of  Iowa 
did  me  the  great  honor  of  Inviting  m«  to  a 
reception  by  my  native  State  on,  thla,  my 
80th  birthday. 

It  is  more  than  difficult  adequaliely  to  ex- 
press my  appreciation  for  such  evidence  of 
affection. 

I  am  glad  to  come  to  West  Branch.  My 
grandparents  and  my  parents  came  here  In 
a  covered  wagon.  In  this  cotnmilnlty  they 
toiled  and  worshipped  Ood.  They  lie  burled 
on  your  hillside.  The  most  formative  years 
of  my  boyhood  were  spent  here,  liy  roots 
are  in  this  soil. 

This  cottage  where  I  was  born  Is  physical 
proof  of  the  unbounded  oppoHtunity  of 
American  life. 

My  first  paid  Job  was  in  this  community 
picking  jKJtato  bugs  at  one  cent  a  hundred. 
I  was  not  inspired  by  altruism  to  Relieve  th« 
world  of  a  pest.  Such  altruism  M  was  at- 
tached to  that  labor  was  to  secure)  firecrack- 
ers with  which  to  commeraorat*  properly 
the  Declaration  of  Independence. 

But  Iowa  is  a  progressive  9t*te  Its 
mothers,  anxious  to  avoid  repairs  to  small 
boys,  secured  a  law  abolishing  that  kind  of 
tribute  to  the  Pounding  Fathers.  Moreover, 
by  insecticides,  the  slave  wage  of  Only  a  cent 
a  hundred  has  been  overcome. 

Iowa  has  made  fabulous  progriaa  since  I 
left  here.  I  can  prove  it  by  statistics — and 
all  speeches  must  have  statistics  because 
nobody  can  defy  a  statistic. 

Since  that  time,  the  people  of  Iowa  have 
multiplied  the  wealth  of  the  State  9  times 
over.  That  statistic  Is  weakened  p»y  the  de- 
crease In  purchasing  power  of  monfcy.  In  the 
meantime  with  the  blessing  of  "th#  tall  com" 
you  have  sent  to  market  enougfti  hogs  to 
cover  the  Chicago  Stock  Yards  5,045  feet  deep. 
You  can  vary  that  statistic  as  yoii  like. 

Also  you  have  sent  forth  a  host  6f  men  and 
women  who  have  distinguished  themselves 
in  every  SUte  In  the  Union  and  every  for- 
eign country.  Their  quality  is  prdved  by  the 
fact  that  I  have  never  seen  Iowa  attributed 
as  the  origin  of  any  of  our  letfdlng  bank 
robbers,  gangsters,  or  Communlsta, 

A  VAxiED  Lxrm 

Eighty  years  is  a  long  time  for  a  man  to 
live.  Mine  has  been  a  life  of  wcM(k  in  many 
lands  under  many  kinds  of  governments, 
both  good  and  bad.  I  have  been  honored 
by  my  countrymen  In  many  p\4bUc  offices 
and  with  many  opportunities  to. serve  out- 
side the  Government.  I  have  watched  the 
two  great  world  wars  with  their  holocausts  of 
death,  destruction,  and  famine.  I  have 
taken  some  part  In  remedy  of  their  terrible 
aftermaths.  I  have  participated  in  the 
search  for  a  healing  peace. 

I  have  witnessed  the  legacy  of  war  In 
doubting  minds,  brutality,  crim^,  and  de- 
based morals.  Moreover,  I  hava  witnessed 
on  the  ground  in  20  nations  thr  workings 
of  the  philosophy  of  that  antlihrtst  Karl 
Marx.  i 


THE    PKOBLEMS    OF    FHEEDOM    AND  IPKOCSI 

After  these  long  years  and  froai  all  these 
experiences,  there  rises  constantly  In  my 
mind  the  forces  which  make  f<>r  progress 
and  those  which  may  corrode  aw4y  the  safe- 
guards of  freedom  in  America.  I  want  to 
say  something  about  these  forces;  but  I  shall 
ei!deavor  to  do  so  not  In  the  tones  of  Jere- 
miah but  In  the  spirit  of  St.  Paul. 


New  forces  from  science  and  new  idea*. 
both  good  and  bad,  constantly  arise  In  the 
world.  We  welcome  changM  which  advance 
the  welfare  of  our  people.  Our  system 
always  needs  repairs. 

Also,  we  have  to  clean  up  the  vast  wreck- 
age and  disorder!  of  two  devastating  torna- 
does of  wars  vrtalch  have  swept  over  man- 
kind during  the  pMt  40  ywtra. 

And,  above  all,  wt  have  need  to  remedy 
constant  corruption  of  the  safeguards  of 
freemen. 

The  remedies  in  Amsrlca  are  not  revolu- 
tion. They  are,  except  for  peace  and  war. 
mostly  Jobs  of  martjlnal  repairs  around  a 
sound  phlkMopby  aod  •  stout  heart. 


■AFMUAiias  or 

Our  Founding  Fathers  did  not  Invent  tjke 
priceless  boon  of  Individual  freedom  and 
respect  for  the  dignity  at  men.  That  great 
gift  to  mankind  sprang  from  the  Creator, 
and  not  from  govermnenta. 

The  Founding  Fatl:«rs.  with  superb  genius, 
welded  together  the  aaieguards  of  theee 
freedoms. 

They  were  mostly  concerned  with  the  dan- 
gers of  political  tyranny.  With  the  coming  of 
the  Industrial  age,  oiir  people  welded  in  new 
safeguards.  We  could  no  more  have  eco- 
nomic tyranny  than  poUtlcal  tyranny. 

And,  with   these   safeguards,  our  people 
were  at  one  time  closer  to  the  goals  of  hu- 
man welfare  than  any  other  dvUixatlon  In 
all  history. 
powxa  or  rssiaAL  aho  local  oovxaaricxirr 

The  progress  of  freedom  Is  a  never -ending 
struggle  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  powar. 
whether  by  Individuals,  by  groups,  or  by 
government  or  nations. 

Our  Founding  Fathers  created  unique  re- 
straints on  power  by  the  Bill  of  Rights  'and 
a  structure  of  buUt-ln  checks  and  balances. 
Among  theee  new  concepts  was  a  division  of 
power  between  the  Federal  and  State  Gov- 
ernments and  between  the  three  branches 
of  Oovemment.  I  do  not  need  to  tell  you 
that.  But  what  I  have  to  tell  you  Is  that 
these  separattons  of  power  became  aeriousty 
confused,  corroded,  and  weakened  during  the 
20  years  before  this  administration. 

These  confusions  have  Included  executive 
encroachment  on  the  legislative  and  Judicial 
branches.  There  has  been  Judicial  encroach- 
ment on  the  States'  rights.  There  bag  been 
congressional  encroachment  on  the  execu- 
tive. The  Federal  Oovemment  has  grasped 
many  of  the  vital  functions  of  State  and 
local  government. 

Some  of  the  ccarocilons  of  our  division  of 
power  are  the  aftermaths  of  our  wars.  Some 
of  them  come  from  the  varlotu  infections  of 
socialism.    I  will  tell  you  more  of  that  later. 

Some  of  the  oorroalons  come  from  the  dis- 
covery that  It  Is  easy  for  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  light  the  magic  power  of  Federal 
credit.  But  the  flame  that  warms  can  alao 
consume  the  safeguards  of  freemen. 

Some  of  these  encroachments  come  fran  a 
long  era  of  begullement  by  pressure  groups 
and  local  government  for  subsidies  from  the 
Federal  Government. 

One  of  the  end  results  of  all  this  is  the 
growth  of  a  huge  rentrallaed  Federal  bu- 
reaucracy. It  has  expanded  In  30  years  from 
600,000  to  a,300.00O.  Some  Increase  U  necee- 
sary.  Most  of  them  are  fine  men  and  women. 
But  innate  In  bureaucracy  are  three  implaca- 
ble spirits.  They  are  self-perpetuation,  ex- 
pansion of  their  empires,  and  demand  for 
more  power.  Biireaucracy  ruahes  headlong 
into  the  visions  of  the  millennium  and  sends 
the  bills  to  the  Treastiry. 

Today  we  have  more  Federal  employees  In 
nearly  every  State  than  all  the  local  offlclala. 
Including  oonaUblee.  Tliey  penetrate  every 
part  of  the  local  government.  They  produce 
great  waste  of  the  tiupayers'  looney.  They 
create  a  vested  interest  or  a  Yeated  habit  for 
■ome  piassine  group.    They  Interfere  In  poU« 


tics  and  too  often  are  Infected  with  oamip* 
tkm. 

Tbelr  maglos  Invade  personal  freedom  of 
every  eltlaan.  every  moment  of  every  hour. 

The  remsdy  Is  to  restore  the  checks  and 
balances  of  power,  to  relnvlgorate  State  and 
local  govamnMots  and  to  deflate  the  bureau- 
cratic amplres. 

Many  of  thees  confusions  of  power  are  to- 
day under  Tlgorous  investigation  in  which  X 
have  aotne  part. 

My  countrymen,  all  these  corrosions  of  the 
checks  and  balances  of  power  call  for  con- 
stant battle  from  you,  the  people.  They 
mxist  be  wiped  out  if  you  would  stay  fuUy 
free. 

rowBi  nr  ora  vobzioh  axLAXiowa 

In  our  foreign  relations  there  are  great 
dangers  and  also  vital  safaguarda  to  free- 
men. During  the  last  vrar  we  witnessed  a 
special  encroachment  of  the  executive  upon 
the  legislative  branch.  This  has  been 
through  a  new  type  of  commitment  of  the 
United  Statea  to  other  nations. 

I  am  not  going  to  argue  legallsma.  for 
thej  do  not  go  to  the  centw  of  the  issue. 
The  real  laaue  Is  whether  the  Prealdent, 
through  declaration  or  inipUcatlon  or  by  ap- 
peasement or  by  acquiescence,  or  by  Joint 
statements  with  foreign  officials,  can  com- 
mit the  American  people  to  foreign  nations 
wltliout  the  specific  consent  of  the  elected 
rcpreaentatlves  of  the  people. 

There  has  been  a  grlevlous  list  of  such 
eommltmants.  They  Include  international 
agreements  which  shackle  our  economy  by 
limiting  a  free  market.  But  more  terrible 
were  such  executive  agreements  as  our  recog- 
nition of  Soviet  Russia  which  opened  the 
headgatas  for  a  torrent  of  traitors. 

Our  tadt  alliance  with  Soviet  Russia 
spread  eommunlsm  over  the  earth.  Our  ac- 
qtileaoence  In  the  annexation  by  Rtissla  of  the 
Baltic  Statea  at  Moaoow  and  the  partition  of 
Poland  at  Teheran  extinguished  the  liber- 
ties of  tens  of  millions  of  people. 

Worse  stin  vras  the  appeasei^ent  and  sur- 
render at  Yalta  of  10  tuitions  to  slavery.  And 
there  was  the  secret  agreement  with  rei^Mct 
to  China  which  set  In  train  the  communica- 
tion of  Mongolia.  North  Korea,  and  all  of 
China. 

Theee  unrestrained  Prealdentlal  actions 
have  resoltod  in  a  shrinking  of  human  free- 
dom over  the  whole  world.  Prom  theee  ac- 
tions came  the  Jeopardies  of  the  cold  war. 
Aa  a  byproduct  these  actions  have  shrunk 
our  fieedoius  by  crushing  taxes,  huge  defense 
costs,  inflation,    and    compulsory    military 


We  must  make  such  mls^ise  of  power  for- 
ever Impoeslble. 

And  let  me  say,  I  have  no  fears  of  this  evil 
from  Presklent  Eisenhower,  but  he  vrill  not 
always  be  Prealdent. 

ova  iBamrr  rouaatt  srruATioir 

Our  dangers  from  the  Oommimlst  source 
of  gigantic  evil  tn  the  world  are  unending. 
AU  of  the  peace  agenelea  we  have  created 
and  aU  ot  the  repeated  conferences  we  have 
held  have  failed  '.o  find  even  a  whisper  of 
real  peace. 

Amid  theae  malign  farces,  our  haunting 
anxiety  and  our  paramotmt  necessity  Is  the 
defense  of  our  country. 

It  is  not  my  purpose  to  define  the  foreign 
poUdca  of  our  Oovemment. 

Sooner  or  later  a  new  line  of  action  will 
become  Imperative. 

I  have  disagreed  with,  and  protested 
against,  the  nuMt  dangerous  of  our  foreign 
political  policies  during  the  whole  of  the  20 
years  prior  to  the  last  Presidential  election. 
I  opposed  and  protested  every  step  In  the 
polldea  which  led  us  into  the  Second  World 
War. 

■specially  In  June  1941.  when  Britain  was 
safe  from  a  German  Invasion  due  to  Hitler's 
diversion  to  attadc  on  StaUn.  I  urged  that 
the  gargantaan  Jest  of  all  history  would  be 


our  giving  aid  to  the  Soviet  Oovemment.  t 
urged  we  should  allow  those  two  dletaton  to 
exhaust  each  other.  I  stated  that  the  reanlt 
of  our  aaalstance  would  be  to  qsread  com- 
munism over  the  whole  world.  I  urged  that 
If  we  stood  aside  the  time  would  come  whan 
we  could  bring  lasting  peace  to  the  world. 
I  have  no  regreta.  The  conaequeneea  have 
proved  that  I  was  right. 


THJt  ooaot  u Jiiais 

Today  the  Socialist  virus  and  poison  gas 
generated  by  Karl  Man  and  IMedrlch  Xngels 
have  spread  Into  every  naUon  on  the  aarth. 
Their  dogma  Is  abaolute  materlallam  .which 
defies  truth  and  religious  taMkx.  Their  poi- 
sons are  of  many  sorts.  The  preeervatlon  of 
the  safeguards  of  liberty  makes  It  Imperatlvw 
that  we  give  heed  to  their  every  variety. 

The  bloody  virus  type,  radiating  ttom  Osm- 
munist  Russia.  Is  today  rotting  the  aoula  of 
two-fifths  of  all  mankind  whl^  It  has  en-* 
slaved. 

From  the  day  Lenin  roee  to  power  In  Mos- 
cow, the  Oommuntsts  have  carriad  on  an  un- 
derground conspiracy  against  eVery  other 
nation.  The  ran;:  and  file  of  our  people  sre 
Immune  from  this  infection.  The  recnilttnc 
^grounds  for  their  agents  are  from  our  minori- 
ty of  fuzcy-mlnded  InteUeetuals  and  labor 
leaders.  Over  a  thousand  such  Conmouulst 
agents  have  already  been  rooted  out  of  re- 
sponsible positions  In  our  Government  and 
other  spots  of  Influence. 

Many  of  these  spies  and  traitors  when  ex- 
poeed  sovight  sanctuary  for  their  Infamies  in 
the  fifth  amendment.  Such  a  plea  at  Inunu- 
nlty  la  an  Implication  of  guilt.  Surely  these 
people  ahould  not  have  the  right  to  vote  or 
to  hold  office,  for  thereby  they  use  these  privi- 
leges of  free  men  against  the  safeguards  oC 
freedooL 

Despite  the  clamor  over  ferreting  out  these 
persons,  you  must  not  be  led  Into  the  mistake 
that  Moscow  has  closed  down  its  recruiting 
crfBces  for  American  agents.  Or  that  con- 
tinued action  of  the  FBI  and  congressional 
committees  Is  not  equally  imperative. 

I  have  little  fear  that  theee  Communist 
agents  can  destroy  the  Bepublic  if  we  con- 
tinue to  ferret  them  out.  Our  greater  con- 
cern should  be  the  other  varieties  ot  Kail 
Marx  vlrua. 


Among  them  are  tlM  Socialists.  Tliey  ae- 
8«t  they  would  proceed  only  liy  oonstitii- 
tlonal  meana. 

The  Socialists  inowl  on  many  fronts.  Tbsy 
promote  the  centrallaed  Federal  Oovemment.' 
with  its  huge  bureaucracy.  Tlisy  'drive  to 
ahaorb  the  income  of  the  people  by  unnee-  ■ 
essary  Government  spending  and  exorbitant 
taxea.  They  have  pushed  our  Government 
deep  Into  enterprises  which  compete  wtth 
the  rights  of  freemen.  These  enterprises  ara 
endowed  with  exemption  from  control  at 
State  and  kx^l  governments.  OongrsaslpBal 
committees  have  listed  hundreds  of  thssa 
Federal  actlvltlea.  But  only  a  dn^  of  ty- 
phoid in  a  barrel  of  drinking  water  sickens 
a  whole  village. 

Xvery  step  of  these  programs  somewlieas. 
somehow,  stultifles  the  freedom,  the  isoen- 
tives.  the  cotirage.  and  the  creative  Impiilsns 
of  otu*  people. 

Beyond  all  thla,  there  la  proof  In  the  world 
that  the  end  result  of  aoclallam  can  be  bloody 
communism.  In  the  Iron  Curtain  statss  it 
was  the  Socialist  Intellectuala  who  weakened 
the  freedom  of  men  by  destroying  free  en- 
terprise. Thiis  they  fumMied  the  boarding 
ladders  by  which  the  Communists  captured 
the  ship  of  state. 


One  of  the  postwar  cousins  of  sortsHam 
is  the  so-caued  welfare  atate.  Thla  pelaoa 
gas  is  generated  by  the  same  sort  of  taamf* 
minded  intsllsctuals.  Ita  slogan  is  TUAiisd 
economy-"-  31is  phrsM  Iteelf  was-baRwwatf 
from  totalitarian  govemmenta.    The  end  off 
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It  maHA  »t  leaat  be  a  gorenuaent  wherein 
whaterw  Is.  not  forbidden  would  be  oom- 
VcStaarj. 

One  of  the  uinoyancea  of  this  cult  Is  Ita 
felee  HHOnqytton  that  our  Nation  haa  never 
been  heedful  of  the  welfare  of  o^  people. 
That  we  are  our  brother'^  keeper  was  |gpted 
In  xellgloas  faith  long  before  these  funy- 
mlnded  men  were  bom.  Since  tha  founda- 
tion Off  the  BepubUc  we  have  recogiilaed  and 
practiced  both  ivtrate  and  goremmental  re- 
qxmalblllty  for  the  unfortunate  and  the 
aged:  for  t^  education  of  our  youth  and  the 
bealth  of  our  people. 

Moreorer,  this  cult  has  a  host  of  gimmicks 
for  ghrlng  away  the  people's  money.  Am<mg 
their  Ideas  Is  that  government  should  guar- 
antee every  cltlaen  aecnrtty  from  the  cradle 
to  the  grave. 

But  It  Is  solely  the  Initiative  and  the  labor 
odt  the  physically  able  In  the  prime  of  life 
that  can  support  the  aged,  the  young,  the 
sick — and  the  bvireaueracy.  And  this  active 
earning  group  requires  the  ineseures  of  com- 
petltton,  tbe  rewards  of  enterprise,  and  new 
adventure  to  keep  It  on  the  }eb. 

even  If  security  from  the  cradle  to  the 
grave  could  eliminate  the  risks  of  life,  it 
would  be  a  dead  hand  on  the  creative  spirit 
kA  out  people.  Also,  the  Judgment  of  the 
Xxntl  to  Adam  about  sweat  has  not  been 
repealed. 

Wnen  we  flirt  with  tlte  Delilah  of  security 
for  our  productive  groiip.  we  had  better  watcb 
out  lest  In  our  blindness  we  pull  down  the 
pillars  of  the  temple  of  freemen. 

Tbe  British  under  a  Socialist  government 
tried  It.  Its  result  was  a  level  of  poverty 
which  British  Sodallats  sought  to  obecura 
with  the  term  "austerity."  Britain  !■  now 
In  retreat  from  It. 

TBI  COMMON  MAW 

4tinf>ng  the  delusions  offered  us  by  fuzay- 
mlnded  people  Is  that  Imaginary  creature, 
the  common  man.  It  ts  dixmed  into  us  that 
this  is  the  century  of  the  conunon  man.  The 
whole  Idea  Is  another  cousin  of  the  Soviet 
proletariat.  Tlxe  uncommon  man  Is  to  be 
whittled  down  to  size.  It  is  the  negation 
of  individual  dignity  and  a  slogan  of  medi- 
ocrity and  uniformity. 

The  common  man  dogma  may  be  of  use  as 
•  vote-getting  apparatus.  It  supposedly 
proves  the  humility  <A  demagogs. 

The  greatest  strides  of  human  progress 
have  come  from  \mcommon  men  and  women. 
Tou  have  perhaps  heard  of  George  Wuhlng- 
ton,  Abraham  Lincoln,  or  Thomas  Edison. 
They  were  humble  in  origin,  but  that  was 
not  their  greatness. 

The  humor  of  It  is  that  when  we  get  sick, 
we  want  an  uncomooon  doctor.  When  we  go 
to  war,  we  yearn  for  an  uncommon  general 
or  admiral.  When  we  choose  the  president 
«f  a  university,  we  want  an  uneooimon 
educator. 

The  Imperative  need  of  this  Nation  at  all 
times  Is  the  leadership  of  the  imctHnmon 
men  or  women.  We  need  men  and  women 
who  cannot  be  intimidated,  who  are  not  con- 
cerned with  applause  meters,  nor  those  who 
•ell  tomorrow  for  cheers  today. 

Such  leaders  are  not  to  be  made  like  queen 
bees.  They  must  rise  by  their  own  merits. 
America  recognizes  no  frocen  social  stratlfl- 
eatlons  which  prevent  this  free  rise  of  every 
IndlvldTUl.  They  rise  by  merit  from,  our 
shops  and  farms.  They  rise  from  the  35 
million  boys  and  g(irls  in  our  schools  and 
colleges.  That  they  have  tbe  determination 
to  rise  Is  the  glorioiis  promise  of  leadership 
among  freemen. 

A  nation  is  strong  or  weak.  It  thrives  or 
perishes  upon  what  it  believes  to  be  true.  If 
our  youth  Is  rightly  izistrueted  in  tbe  faith 
of  our  fathers;  In  the  traditions  of  our  coun- 
try: in  the  dignity  of  ea^  Individual  man, 
then  our  power  will  be  stnmger  than  any 
of  destruction  that  man  can  devise. 


THC  WHOLZ  SOCUUST  GAMUT    | 

And  now  as  to  this  whole  gamut  of  tocial- 
1st  infections.  I  tan  to  you,  the  neighK>rs  of 
mj  childhood,  the  sons  and  daughters  of  my 
native  State.  God  has  blessed  us  with  sn- 
other  wonderf\il  word,  "heritage.*  The 
great  documents  of  that  heritage  are  uot 
from  Karl  Uara.  They  are  the  Bible,  the 
Declaration  of  Independence,  and  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States.  V^ltbin 
them  alone  can  the  safeguards  of  fseedom 
siirvive.  Safeguard  the  true  spirit  of  these 
guaranties  for  your  children,  that  they  may 
not  become  the  prisoners  of  a  hydra-headed 
socialism. 

If  anyone  rises  to  say  that  all  this  Is  re- 
actionary, you  may  class  him  as  eltbet  fuzzy 
minded  or  an  Ignorant  enemy  of  freemen. 

THK  NEW  raONTIXXS 

Amid  this  recitation  of  our  problems,  I 
would  not  ]aave  you  think  that  there  are  not 
great  fields  of  promise  for  tbe  future  If  we 
can  keep  out  of  war. 

The  last  few  years  have  seen  advances  In 
science  and  technology  which  amount  almost 
to  revolution  in  our  life  and  world  relations. 
If  we  maintain  free  minds,  free  spirits,  and 
direct  our-- steps  aright,  still  other  new 
horizons  and  new  frontiers  are  open  to  us. 
New  Inventions  and  new  applications  of  old 
knowledge  will  come  to  us  dally. 

These  neiw  frontiers  give  us  other  blessings. 
Not  only  da  they  expand  our  living  but  also 
they  open  new  opportunities  and  new  areas 
of  adventure  and  enterprise.  The|  open 
new  vistas  of  beauty.  They  unfold  tlie  won- 
ders of  the  atom  and  the  heavens.  Dally 
they  prove  the  reality  of  an  all  wise  Svpreme 
giver  of  laa'. 

COWCtUSTOW 

There  are  voices  In  our  country  who  daily 
sotmd  alarms  that  omi  civilization  is  on  the 
way  out.  Concentrated  on  the  difficulties  of 
our  times,  ttfey  see  an  early  and  dour  end  for 
us.  But  civilization  does  not  decline  and 
fall  while  the  people  still  possess  dynamic 
creative  faculties,  devotion  to  religious  faith 
and  to  liberty.  The  American  peopile  still 
possess  these  qualities.  We  are  not  at  the 
bedside  of  a  nation  in  death  agony. 

Sghty  years  is  a  long  time  for  a  man  to 
live.  As  the  shadows  lengthen  over  my  years, 
my  confidence,  my  hopes  and  dreams  for  my 
countrymen  are  undlmmed.  This  confidence 
is  that  with  advancing  knowledge,  toil  will 
grow  less  exacting;  that  fear,  liatred,  pain. 
and  tears  may  subside;  that  the  regenerating 
sun  of  creative  ability  and  religious  devotion 
will  refresh  each  morning  tbe  strength  and 
progress  of  my  coiuitry.  j 

TKZT  of  EiSXKHOWES'S   GRKETIMe 

Deak  Ml.  PREsiDnrr:  As  you  celebrate  your 
80th  birthday  this  August  10.  I  look  anew, 
and  with  ever  increasing  admiration,  upon 
your  distinguished  career.  Few  men  in  our 
country's  history  have  been  privll<|ged  to 
serve  the  Nation  in  so  many  Important  ca- 
pacities as  have  you,  and  certainly  none  has 
done  so  with  greater  brilliance  and  devotion. 

To  me  It  is  also  remarkable  that  after  so 
many  years  given  to  public  service  you  still 
cheerfully  accept  new  assignments  Involving 
governmental  responsibilities  of  the  most 
burdensome  charscter. 

To  Justify  my  own  part  in  asking  you  to 
assume  some  of  these  additional  dtities,  I 
merely  point  cut  that  by  virtue  of  your  long 
experience,  wise  understanding,  and  eminent 
position,  you  are  qualified,  as  almost  no  other 
American,  to  discharge  them  successfully. 
Your  party  and  your  country  are  ptoud  of 
you;  Americans  know  that  you  haVe  ever 
used  your  great  talents  in  the  interest  of  all. 

I  wish  I  covild  be  present  to  Join  in  the 
ceremony  to  honor  you,  but  I  kncMr  that 
what  I  have  Just  stated,  and  what  all  of  us 
Americans  feel  in  our  hearts,  will   be  far 
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more  eloquently  expressed  by  others  present 
than  I  could  hope  to  do.  May  you  have 
many  more  years  of  happiness  and  health, 
and  may  we  continue  to  have  the  benefit  of 
your  counsel  and  Judgment.  , 

With  warm  personal  regards. 
Sincerely.  I 

DWICHT   D.   EisitfHOwn. 


INSTRUCTION  IN  MUKDSR  AND 
ASSASSINATION  BY  FORMER 
SOVIET  AMBASSADOR  tX)  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  Prestdent,  un- 
der date  of  July  27  there  appea|-ed  in  the 
Washington  Evening  Star  an  ftrticle  by 
Mr.  Eugene  Lyons  entitled  "Aifibassador 
or  Murderer?"  dealing  with  the  testi- 
mony of  a  former  Russian  MOB  offi- 
cer respecting  the  instruction  In  murder 
and  assassination  which  he  got  from  a 
former  Soviet  Ambassador  to  the  United 
States. 

The  point  stressed  in  this  atticle,  Mr. 
President,  is  an  extremely  Important 
one;  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  article,  which  is  short,  may  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkord, 
as  follows : 

Ambas:s.m>ok  or  MrsoESEt? 
(By  Eugene  Lyons) 

One  fact  which  should  have  sent  a  chill 
down  American  spines  didn't  coiHe  throtigh 
clearly  enough  in  the  press  repoits  of  Capt. 
Nikolai  Khokhlov's  story.  It  hqlds  a  clue 
to  the  innermost  nature  of  the  Soyiet  regime. 

Captain  Khokhlov  Is  the  Soviet;  secret  po- 
lice agent  sent  to  West  Berlin,  equipped  witb 
ingenious  death  weapons,  to  assassinate  a 
prominent  Russian  antl-CommuOlst  leader. 
Horrified  by  the  assignment,  be  flurrendered 
to   the   Western    authorities. 

Among  other  things  Captain  Khokhlov  re- 
vealed that  the  Moscow  official  wh0  organized 
the  murder  project — the  man  whp  heads  up 
the  killer's  section  of  the  MOB — 1$  Alexander 
Panyushkin. 

That  Is  the  chilling  fact  that  eeeds  to  be 
noted  and  pondered.  For  Mr.  Banyushkln, 
until  less  than  2  years  ago.  served  as  the 
Soviet  Ambastiador  to  the  United  States. 
For  5  years  he  was  a  member  of  the  Wash- 
ington diplomatic  corps,  with  a|I  the  frills 
and  prerogatives  of  <hat  exalted  position. 

Now,  Communists  are  not  given  high  posts 
In  the  hierarchy  of  the  Kremlin^  police  es- 
tablishment without  ample  training  In  that 
sphere.  It  is  clear  that  Panyushkin,  though 
disguised  as  a  diplomat,  was  reafly  a  secret 
police  agent. 

He  could  not.  otherwise,  have  pepped  di- 
rectly from  his  Washington  post  into  a  key 
MGB  spot.  His  American  assignment,  we 
may  be  sure,  had  a  lot  more  to  do  With  espio- 
nage and  terror  than  with  diplotnstlc  teas. 

Moreover,  people  are  not  put  at  the  head  of 
complex  murder  operations  wlthiout  special 
knowledge  and  a  record  of  achievements  in 
that  field.  Tlie  man  who  was  our  official 
guest,  with  whom  we  negotiated  during  5 
long  years  as  If  he  were  Jiist  another  diplo- 
mat, was  a  killer  by  vocation. 

This  amazing  circumstance  iftKiuld  give 
pause  to  those  who  kid  themselves  that 
we  can  do  business  with  Soviet  Russia — 
that  It  Is  a  nation  like  other  nations. 

What  are  we  to  thln^  of  a  govemnient 
which  sends  specialists  In  bomlcide  as  Its 
plenipotentiaries  to  other  coiiatries?  A 
government  whose  leading  official!  move,  as  a 
matter  of  routine,  from  murder  tO  diplomacy 
and  back  again  to  murder? 


Tbe  truth  is  that  the  Kremlin  regards 
crime,  even  to  the  point  of  taking  life  on 
foreign  soil,  as  a  routine  instrument  of  policy 
and  governance.  This  regime  with  which 
some  free-world  statesmen  ars  so  eager  to 
coexist  looks  upon  assassination  as  a  stand- 
ard gambit  In  its  ststesmanshlp. 

The  sooner  we  recognize  that  the  Com- 
munist world  is  ruled  by  bandits,  tbe  sooner 
we  will  be  rid  of  se'.f-delusions  in  dealing 
with  them.  Even  where  we  are  obliged  by 
circumstances  to  negotiate  with  them,  we 
villi  be  better  off  if  we  cease  pretending 
ebout  their  real  chsnicter. 

Whatever  there  4ra8  of  idealism  In  the 
Communist  movement  was  expunged  long 
rgo.  No  genuine  idealist  can  survive 
through  decades  of  liquidations  and  blood 
purges.  The  survlvora  in  the  long  and  grim 
struggle  for  dictatorial  power  are  the  tough 
guys,   the    coldblooded   killers. 

Soviet  representatives  come  into  the  halls 
of  the  United  Nations  and  international  con- 
ferences In  the  habiliments  of  statesmen  and 
diplomats.  But  they  think  like  kidnsp- 
ers.  torturers,  snd  murderers,  snd  live  by 
the  code  of  the  criminal  underworld. 

To  Ignore  or  underr.ite  this  fact  in  dealing 
with  them  is  to  lose  by  default. 


PERMANENT   CERTIFICATION   TO 
LOCAL-SERVICE  AIRLINES 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President. 
there  has  come  to  me  a  copy  of  an  edi- 
torial printed  In  the  San  Francisco 
Chronicle  of  July  26.  This  editorial  deals 
with  the  question  of  granting  permanent 
certification  to  lo<:al -service  airlines. 
This  is  the  subject  of  a  bill.  S.  3759. 
which  I  had  the  honor  to  coaponsor 
jointly  with  the  Semitor  from  CXilo  (Mr. 
Brickcr),  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
This  biu  is  now  p«ndlng  before  that 
committee;  and  b«rause  of  the  impor- 
tance of  the  subject.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  this  fine  editorial  may  be 
printed  in  the  Ricord  at  this  point  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edito- 
rial was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Local  Auujkks  Dksekvs  Pcbmanent 

CCBTniCATSS 

Although  they  hav«  been  faithfully  serv- 
ing the  American  public  for  almost  a  decade. 
14  local,  scheduled  airlines  now  operating  in 
the  United  States  arc  forced  to  live  a  year- 
to-year  existence  on  temporary  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Board  certlfinstes. 

Last  year  tbeae  temporary  carriers  served 
no  fewer  than  440  cities,  and  carried  1.908.000 
passengers.  Two  hundred  and  sixty  Ameri- 
can cities  are  served  exclusively  by  local 
airlines.  In  California,  for  example.  38  cities 
are  served  by  Southwest  Airways,  one  of  tbe 
outstanding  successes  among  the  local  air- 
lines. 

Any  Interruption  of  this  network  of  local 
air  service  between  the  260  cities  which  tbe 
major  trunk  airlines  do  not  touch  would,  of 
course,  greatly  handicap  the  flying  public. 
So  long  as  the  airlines  are  required  to  oper- 
ate on  temporary  certificates,  there  is  a  con- 
tinuing threat  of  service  suspensions.  Be- 
cause of  this  the  affected  airlines  are  seek- 
l!ig  permanent  Government  certification. 
The  House  has  utuinlmously  passed  the  Hln- 
shaw  bill,  providing  for  this.  Tomorrow,  a 
similar  bill.  Senate  bill  No.  8750.  comes  be- 
fore the  Senate  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce Committee.  We  urge  its  approval  and 
passage  this  session.  , 

On  the  free  entenirlse  competitive  prin- 
ciple as  properly  applied  to  air  transports- 
tion,  we  are  convinced  there  is  a  distinct 


need  for  more  air  stops  than  the  trunk  air- 
lines of  the  country  make.  Although  these 
major  airlines,  plus  railroad  and  bus  inter- 
est*, are  organized  in  opposition  to  perma- 
nent certification  of  the  local  airline  car- 
riers, we  believe  the  local  carriers  rate  the 
stability  and  strength  which  permanent  cer- 
tification would  give  them.  Air  transporta- 
tion for  the  smaller  cities  should  be  a  con- 
cern at  Congress,  and  the  way  for  Congr^ 
to  express  it  is  to  pass  this  pending  legisla- 
tion. 


THE  NEED  FOR  RATIFICATION  OF 
THE  INTERNATIONAL  OPIUM 
PROTOCOL 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  there  is 
now  pending  before  the  Senate.  Execu- 
tive C  for  International  Control  of 
Opium  Production  and  Traffic. 

This  protocol  has  been  unanimously 
approved  by  the  Senate  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee. 

It  will.  I  know,  receive  the  prompt  and 
resounding  approval  of  the  Senate. 

By  way  of  supplementing  remarks 
which  I  will  make  at  the  time  the  Sen- 
ate takes  this  issue  up  for  ratification, 
X  send  to  the  desk  the  text  of  a  state- 
ment which  I  have  prepared  on  the 
background  of  this  subject.  I  ask  unani- 
mous coDsent  that  this  background  in- 
formation be  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
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Theire  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  tbe 
Rkcokd,  as  follows : 

STATBSfSMT  ST  SbMATOR  Wn.KT 
WIFIKO  OUT  not  8COT7SGE  OF  nXlCTT  NARCOTICS 

Of  all  the  individual  crimes  committed  in 
tbe  world  today,  there  are  probably  few  more 
reprehensible,  more  evil,  than  that  of  nar- 
cotics peddling. 

Literally  millions  of  individuals  throtigh- 
out  the  world  have  become  victims  of  opium 
poisoning.  "^ 

No  man  can  gage  the  extent  to  which 
these  mllUons  upon  mUllons  of  htunan  lives 
have  been  and  may  be  wrecked — not  simply 
the  lives  of  the  Individuals  directly  Involved, 
but  the  Uvea  of  their  innocent  wives  and 
chUdren.  brothers  and  sisters,  fathers  and 
mothers  and  other  relstlves.  No  one  can 
gage  the  full  terrible  effect  upon  nstions — 
the  economic  loss,  the  social  loss,  the  moral 
loss. 

The  scourge  of  opium  eating  and  opium 
smoking — tbe  scourge  of  illegal  use — in  any 
form— of  opium  derivatives  and  of  other  nar- 
cotics and  their  derivatives  is  a  stain  on  the 
record  of  dvllixatlon. 

ASnaiCA'S  BSCOSD  IS  INSPIXIMG 

Fortunately,  our  own  Oovemment  has 
spoken  as  clearly,  as  consistently,  as  coura- 
geously ss  has  any  other  single  nation  on 
behalf  of  the  elimination  of  this  scourge. 

It  makes  one  proud  to  be  an  American,  to 
review  all  that  our  country  has  done  down 
through  the  years  in  battling  against  illegal 
narootios. 

I  urge  my  colleagues  to  read  Kxecutive 
Report  7.  which  describes  the  background  of 
those  qiiendid  United  States  efforts. 

I  urge  them,  to  the  exteot  that  they  have 
an  oppqrtunl^  amidst  their  crowded  day.  to 
read  the  M-page  printed  transcript  of  the 
hearing  which  had  been  conducted  by  the 
Benste  Foreign  RelatlMis  Subcommittee  on 
the  Opium  Protoool. 


uaoTATioits  or  raoroooL's  msiciivani 
When  the  protocol  has  been  ratlfled.  an- 
other important  chapter  In  the  history  of 
world  law  enforcement  effort  will  have  been 
achieved. 


Clearly,  the  millennium  will  not.  however, 
have  been  ushered  In,  beeauss  of  several  ol»> 
vious  factors: 

1.  This  protoool.  like  any  proitooOl,  depends 
basically  upon  the  good  faith  at  the  signa- 
tory psrtles.  In  the  past,  not  all  the  nations 
which  have  signed  narootlcs  treaties  and  con- 
ventions have  completely  abided  by  them. 
We  of  the  United  States  have  always  upheld 
our  end.  have  always  fulfilled  our  obtlgaClons. 
but  the  record  of  some  other  rauntrles  has 
been  somewhat  spotty. 

3.  Numerous  nations  are  not  slgnatorleB 
St  all  to  the  Protoool,  although,  as  ts  ex- 
plained in  the  report,  there  Is  machinery 
available  in  the  protoool  to  help  assure  com- 
pliance by  thoee  nonparticipatlng  states. 

Kach  of  those  natimis  must  recognise  that 
they  must  answer  before  the  world  if  they  fall 
to  abide  by  the  Intamatlonal  anti-ophim 
effort. 

ns  chima's  itarK  wAaraas 

3.  But,  in  any  event,  there  remains  one 
particular  country  which  ts  not  a  signatory 
or  a  participant,  and  which  will  probably 
continue  openly  to  flout,  as  it  has  been 
flouting,  the  conscience  of  msnklnd  by  ita 
vicious  opium  peddling. 

That  country  is,  of  cotuse.  Red  China. 

The  indictment  of  Bed  China  on  this 
count  has  been  filed  and  elaborated  on  sev- 
eral occaaions.  and  it  does  not  require  smpU- 
ficatlon  here. 

The  indictnaent  has  been  presented  be- 
fore the  United  Nations  Committee  on  Nar- 
cotics Drugs,  not  only  by  our  able  United 
States  representative  on  that  Commission, 
the  Honorable  Harry  J.  Ansllnger.  but  by  the 
representatives  of  other  free  powers  as  wdL 

It  bas  been  made  in  tbe  world  press,  not 
Just  In  the  American  newqi^jMrs.  but  in  for- 
eign newspapers  by  competent  Journalists 
who  have  studied  Bed  Chinese  dope  warfare. 

It  has  been  made  as  wtil  by  foreign  poUec 
departmente  who  have,  tinte  after  tinM.  ap- 
prehended violators  carrying  narootlcs  firona 
Bed  China. 

Mankind  must  speak,  therefore,  more 
firmly  than  ever  befors  In  protest  against 
tills  foulest  at  Communist  sins. 

4.  Then,  there  is  a  fourth  limiting  factor, 
and  that  Is  that  this  protocol  does  not  cover 
all  types  of  narcotic  drugs. 

A  uniform  drug  convention  is  fortunately . 
now  being  drafted. 

A  great  many  technical  and  policy  prob- 
lems must  stUl  be  worked  out.  but  it  is  my 
earnest  hope  that  great  progress  will  be 
msde  toward  this  goal. 

In  the  l(Hig  run.  however,  the  uniform 
drug  convention,  like  the  present  protocol. 
will  depend  vipon  the  good  faith  of  the 
nations  of  tbe  world. 

If  nations  refuse  to  honor  their  formal 
or  informal  obligationa;  if  they  refuse  to 
make  acctirate,  complete,  and  prompt  reporta 
regarding  narcotics  within  their  area;  if  they 
fail  to  crack  down  upon  narcotics  offenders 
in  their  midst;  if  they  in  any  way  prove 
tbe  weak  link  in  the  worldwide  enforcement 
chain  against  criminals,  then  the  chain  will 
snap. 

The  history  of  the  fight  against  tbe  nar- 
cotics scourge  proves  that  criminals  will 
always  exploit  the  weakest  link  In  the  chain, 
the  weakest  country  which  fslls  to  aMde  by 
ita  responsibilities. 

FCUnLLZHO  ITS  SBSPOMSIBIUTXZa 


UMl'IU)  8TA' 

In  pointing  up  the  reqx>nsibilitlcs  of  other 
countries,  I  do  not  imply  for  oat  moment 
thst  we  do  not  have  continuing  respoh- 
slbilltles  m  our  own. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  la.  however,  that 
we  have  made  a  great  deal  of  progress  against 
tbe  dope  evil  in  our  midst.  Wbile  there  has 
been  a  dreadful  postwar  upsurge  in  narootlcs 
addiction  (which  is  partfculsrly  disttirbhag 
In  relation  to  addiction  among  our  young 
peopde),  the  fact  Is  thst  the  rate  of  dope 
addiction  is  far  less  today  in  the  United 
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war  I. 

In  any  •wnt.  no  phase  of  naroattea  addle- 
tlOB  ta  the  JSaHtmA  8t««ea  Ium  ao  itlned  the 
imMliTtn  petqtle  aa  baa  tce9-a«a  addiction. 
ftartOBAtaiy.  oontrary  to  CBrtaIn  aenaaUonal 
■tarlflB.  the  teen-age  problem  baa  been  oon- 
flff^it  ta  a  relatively  aaoaU  taropOTtlon  of  our 
youtb  la  a  few  of  our  prln^ial  Ameirlnan 
cltiM.  Dope  ediUctlon.  eepedally  among  Im- 
jM  I— ionetile  young  pec^e.  la,  however,  ao 
eontaB>o*u  »  aodal  matedy  that  the  moat 
•OBttaMMNw  efforta  muat  be  made  to  atamp 
it  out,  leatk  unoheeked.  It  return  one  day  to 
cptdnale  proportions. 

On  aa  overall  heals.  OoBunlsalmMr  AnsUng- 

cr  baa  wtlmTrtirl  that  there  la  now  approxi- 
mately 1  nareoUos  addict  In  every  8.000  of 
our  p^nilatkm.  a  figure  wbidi.  when  adjuated 
with  other  data.  Indlcatee  a  total  eddlct 
populetlon  of  flO.OOO  to  70.000.  The  numtier 
of  peddlera  of  narcotlca  la  dllDcult  to  deter- 
mine: but  It  might  be  noted  that  approxi- 
mately 7  out  of  10  of  the  peddlera  convicted 
end  eent  to  prison  are  themaelvea  nareotlca 
addicts. 

A  htotory  of  addiction  proves  Its  cyclical 
nature.  Fortunately,  the  postwar  trend  Is 
now  on  the  decline;  but  there  la  no  aaauranee 
that  It  could  not  spturt  uprlrard  again,  given 
certain  favorable  conditions.  Including  the 
subtest  relaxation  of  control  niMKBuree.  or 
the  easing  up  of  penaltlee  on  offenders. 

That  baa  been  the  repeated  warning  of 
the  United  Statea  Narcotics  Bureau.  America 
knows  that  the  Bureau  represents  a  stalwart 
guardian  of  the  American  home.  Its  capable 
Oommlasloner,  since  the  Inc^tlon  of  the 
Bureau  In  1930,  has  been  Harry  J.  Ansllnger. 
I  can  say  from  long  years  <rf  cooperation 
with  htm  that  be  Is  a  steadfast  and  devoted 
aervant  of  the  public  Interest  In  this,  as  In 
many  other  respects. 

1^  personal  staff  and  the  staffs  ct  com- 
mltteaa  on  which  I  have  served  have  had  a 
great  deal  of  splendid  contact  wl^  the  Com- 
mlasloner  and  his  steff,  with  his  agents  In  the 
field,  as  well  as  with  his  supervisors  in  Wash- 
ington. 

One  of  bis  crack  narcotics  experts  served 
with  the  Kefauver  Senate  Crime  Investigat- 
ing Committee,  on  which  I  was  privileged  to 
aerve.  Since  then,  this  expert — a  particularly 
fearless  fighter — has  racked  up  still  further 
Important  adilevemente  In  law  enforcement. 

I  recall,  too.  the  expert  testimony  before 
our  Senate  Crime  Committee  of  the  United 
States  Narcotlca  Bureau  agent  who  baa  been 
assigned  to  Italy  to  cooperate  with  Italian 
law-enforcement  authorities  and  who  had 
also  done  particularly  fine  work. 

With  the  aid  of  these  and  other  fine  per- 
•onnel.  I  know  that  the  antlnarcotles  job 
Is  being  carried  out  and  that  It  merits  the 
fullest  cooperation  on  the  part  of  the  Amer- 
ican iMople.  It  merits  cooperation,  too,  on 
the  part  of  the  Judicial  branch  of  our  Oov- 
emment.  so  that  narcotics  violators  are  not 
coddled. 

WABoonca  ms  amomo  uMrrm  statbs  sxavicx- 

Mnf  nt  KOIXA  AMD  JAPAN 

In  connection  with  Uncle  Sam's  own  re- 
aponslbllltles,  one  particular  pbaae  which 
has  recently  engaged  our  attention  is  the 
problem  that  has  arisen  to  some  extent  in- 
volving some  memberstof  our  Armed  Forces 
In  Korea  and  Japan. 

The  peddling  of  considerable  dope  to  our 
aervlee  boys  in  the  Far  East  was  brought 
'  to  the  attention  of  our  Senate  Foreign  Re- 
lations Subcommittee  at  its  hearing  in  New 
Tork. 

Later.  I  pursued  the  matter  further  with 
Dr.  nrank  B.  Berry,  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense  for  Bealth  and  Medicine,  who  was 
very  cooperative. 

X  will  not  attempt  to  review  all  of  the 
yhaias  of  this  problem  as  we  explored  It. 
but  I  will  state  that  I  know  that  the  Armed 
Forces  are  keenly  cognizant  of  their  re- 
sponsibilities to  protect  our  young  men,  and 


that  they  are  taking  strong  remedial  steps 
and  are  seeking  the  fullest  cooperation  on 
the  part  of  our  friends,  the  Koreali  and 
japaneae  law-erlorcement  authorities.  If 
the  lawa  are  adequately  enforced  in  those 
areaa,  and  assuming  vigilance  on  ttae  part 
of  all  concerned,  this  problem  can  be  kept 
xmder  control  and  substantially  reduced. 

I  am  delighted  to  know  that  Dr.  Berry 
will  personally  proceed  to  the  Far  <ast  In 
order  to  look  into  this  question  ftirther, 
and  I  am  also  delighted  to  know  that  full 
cooperation  la  being  assured  among  all  the 
numerous  (Alices  in  the  Defense  Establish- 
ment having  a  responsibility  In  this  respect, 
as  well  as  with  the  Narcotics  Bureau  and 
other  Federal  sources. 

Without  attempting  to  get  Into  ail  the 
details  of  the  problem,  I  should  like  tc  quote 
now  from  two  messages  which  Dr.  Befry  bad 
filed  with  me  in  response  to  inquiries  which 
I  had  conveyed: 

BxcxatPi's  raoM  Lrrrsas  nox  assisIant 

BBCBlTAaT  BXaXT 

Assistant  SEcarrAST  or  DcvTNsa, 

W<iahington,  D.  C.  July  29, 1954. 
Hon.  AuoAMOKX  Wnjnr, 

ChaU-nuin,  Committee  on  Foreign 
RtlatUxM.  United  States  Senatt. 
DxAK  lis.  Crauukan:  The  problem,  while 
serious  wherever  it  exists,  is  not  unduly  large 
In  that  furea  (the  Far  East).  The  situa- 
tion has  been  known  for  some  tla^e  and 
suitable  preventive  and  corrective  aetfons  are 
continually  being  undertaken  to  alleviate  or 
remove  the  causes. 

As  regards  the  past  and  ciirrent  dimen- 
sions Of  the  problem,  statistics  for  19S3.  1053, 
and  to  include  May  1954.  are  at  hand. 
Whereas  the  incidence  of  convlctltns  for 
narcotics  violations  was  in  gradual  ascent 
through  19S3.  and  1954  convictions,  together 
with  the  projection  to  estimate  an  annual 
rate  for  1954,  indicate  an  almost  stationary 
situation,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  an  Increase 
of  only  0.03  percent. 

It  is  realized  that  an  evaluation  of  the 
problem  using  these  and  other  statistics  Is 
not  conclusive.  The  presence  of  a  cheap  and 
plentiful  supply  of  narcotics  throughout 
Japan  and  Korea  has  been  and  noVr  poses 
a  continuing  active  problem  to  the  military 
eonunands  in  those  cpuntrles.  Conclusions 
are  that  true  addiction  is  relatively  rare 
and  that  the  majority  of  military  narcotics 
offenders  are  more  correctly  clasalfled  as 
users.  The  commander  in  chief.  Far  East, 
realises  that  the  narcotics  problem  is  seri- 
ous but  that  it  is  not  yet  dangerous.  He 
assures  tis  that  positive  action  is  being  taken 
at  all  echelons  of  command  to  control  the 
situation  that  exists. 

ProJeciUon  of  current  conviction  rates  In- 
dicates continuance  of  the  serlouanesa  of 
this  problem  for  1954.  The  application  of  a 
continuous  and  reemphasized  prograaa  which 
has  been  In  effect  within  the  Far  East  Com- 
mand at  all  echelons  of  command  is  aimed 
at  a  definite  reduction  although  it  tnust  be 
realized  that  when  troops  are  In  occupation 
status  the  temptations  for  drug,  alcohol,  anc! 
sex  are  greater  than  when  they  are  In  com- 
bat. The  assistance  from  other  United 
States  Oovemment  agencies,  particularly  per- 
sonnel of  the  Department  of  the  Treasury, 
has  been  extremely  helpful  to  the  com- 
mander in  chief.  Far  East,  and  is  a  most 
valuable  adjunct  to  the  program. 

Civillaa  authorities  in  Japan  and  Korea 
are  well  aware  of  this  problem  and  present 
laws  in  effect  are  considered  to  be  aidequate 
for  control,  if  properly  enforced  by  those 
authorities.  Due  to  the  economic  and  social 
factors  involved  (including  the  abllilty  to  ap- 
propriate sufficient  budgetary  funda  for  law 
enfCM'cement) .  it  is  considered  doubtful 
that  complete  and  full  control  can  ever  be 
attained  in  this  area. 

This  Office  first  became  interested!  in  this 
problem  as  a  result  of  an  Inquiry  from  a 
Methodist  minister,  and,  as  stated  above,  a 


conference  was  held  with  the  tbret  Surgeons 
General  and  Mr.  Ansllnger.  Mr,  Wayland 
L.  Speer,  field  supervisor  of  enfordement  ac- 
tivities, addressed  the  Army  medical  person- 
nel at  the  Army  Medical  Uervlce  graduation. 
Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  on  this 
subject  on  April  30,  1934. 

Following  the  above  conference  in  my  of- 
fice, I  recommended  that  a  group  of  three 
go  to  the  Far  East  for  further  investigation 
of  this  subject.  After  conference  with  Sec- 
retary Wilson  it  was  decided  that  I  would  go 
myself  and  take  whomsoever  I  wfsbed  with 
me.  It  seemed  inadvisable  to  leave  during 
the  present  session  of  the  Congresa  and  I  have 
therefore  made  arrangements  td  leave  for 
the  Far  East  on  Septenrber  18.  T  shall  con- 
sult with  Mr.  Ansllnger  as  to  tl|e  coopera- 
tion of  his  department  In  Japan  pmd  Korea. 
I  have  also  conferred  with  Maj0r  General 
Maglln,  Provost  Marshal,  who  haa  sugge«t«d 
that  I  see  the  representative  of  their  ofllce. 
Mr.  Byron  Engle,  In  Tokyo. 

The  Air  Force  has  already  established  a 
narcotic  treatment  center  in  Jt|pan  where 
they  are  conducting  a  successful  campaign  in 
the  treatment  of  these  young  u«ers  of  nar- 
cotics. It  seems  likely  tiiat  this  may  well  be 
converted  Into  a  Ulservlce  narcOUc  center, 
should  such  be  needed.  Maj.  Ofpi.  John  M. 
Hargreaves,  command  surgeon  of  the  Air 
PYjrce  In  the  Far  East,  is  well  ai«are  of  thU 
problem  and  Is  taking  considerable  interest 
In  the  esUbllshment  of  this  center.  From 
the  Information  at  hand,  largely  from  Mr. 
Ansllnger,  It  seems  probable  that  the  prob- 
lem In  the  Far  East  corresponds  very  ckwely 
with  the  narcotics  problem  In  our  own  large 
cities  and  the  use  and  abuse  of  these  drugs 
are  usually  confined  to  those  youqg  men  with 
poor  family  backgrounds  and  minimum 
educations. 

I  shall  be  pleased  to  confer  farther  with 
you  members  of  the  committee  Cr  the  com- 
mittee sUff.  You  may  be  sure  that  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  and  the  medical  depart- 
ments of  the  three  services,  as  ^rell  as  tba 
Provost  Marshal,  are  all  aware  of  this  prob- 
lem and  that  steps  are  being  taken  to  deal 
with  it. 

Sincerely  yours, 

FsANK  B.  Bxarr.  M.  D. 


Assistant  Secketait  or  DzMSNax, 
Washington,  D.  C.  August  10, 1954. 
Hon.  Alexandex  Wn,ET, 

Chairman.   Committee  on   foreign   K<- 
lations.  United  States  Sen^ite. 
Deas   Sknatob  Wn.rr:    In   re^y  to   your 
letter  of  August  4.  1954,  and  after  conversa- 
tions with  Mr.  Julius  M.  Cahn,  your  counsel, 
I  will-  answer  your  questions  (farther). 
•  •  •  •  • 

The  figures  reported  to  th«  Honorable 
Harry  J.  Ansllnger  by  hte  agent,  ^Ir.  Wayland 
L.  Speer.  In  1952,  on  the  number  of  investi- 
gations In  which  military  peraonnel  have 
been  reported  for  engaging  in  narcotic  traffic, 
are  as  follows: 

1952 _ -. 462 

1953..- .,— 937 

1954  (first  quarter) ., 214 

To  approach  this  in  another  fray,  on  De- 
cember 15.  1953,  the  Honorable  Chaklks  B. 
Bkowmson,  of  the  House  of  Repfesentativea. 
made  a  similar  inquiry  of  Oenj  J.  B.  Hull. 
On  January  6,  1954,  General  Hull  replied: 

"The  number  of  court-martial  convictions 
for  such  offenses  have  been  as  fbllows: 


19.M 

* 

ie$3 

1S53 
(Utrotwh 
AugiiSt) 

Army 

192 

:6 

261 

31 

324 

Navy       

19 

Air  Force 

41 

"Seventy-nine  peraona  were  bospltaliaed 
in  Army  hospitals  from  January  through 
June  1953  as  narcotics  users.  The  Air  Force 
boepitallBed  28  nart^otlcs  users  from  January 
through  Novemlier  1953.  Complete  records 
on  hospitalizations  and  medical  treatment 
of  nucotlcs  uaers  In  -Army  and  Air  Force 
hospitals  during  1951  and  1052  were  not 
available.  The  Navy  hospitalized  8  cases  in 
1951.  32  cases  in  1052,  and  30  cases  throtigh 
the  first  8  months  of  1953.  Each  person 
apprehended  for  suspected  use  of  narcotics 
is  given  a  medical  examination. 

"True  narcotic  addiction  is  relatively  rare 
in  this  theater.  Nevertheless,  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Forcr  commanders  In  tlte  Far 
East  are.  well  aware  of  the  seriousness  of  the 
narcotics  problem  tJid  are  making  every  ef- 
fort to  reduce  it.  Evidence  compiled  in  a 
recent  thorough  triiiervice  study  on  narcotics 
has  enabled  us  to  strengthen  our  controls 
and  more  effectively  meet  this  problem." 

As  you  will  not4>.  Mr.  Anslinger's  report 
speaks  of  invesygations  and  General  Hull's 
of  convictions  which  will  account  for  some 
alight  difference.  According  to  both  Mr. 
Ansllnger  and  the  Army  neuropsychiatrlst. 
Col.  D.  B.  Peterson,  consultant  in  neuropsy-' 
chiatry  to  the  Far  East  for  the  past  4  or  5 
years,  this  problem  closriy  parallels  the 
civilian  problem  Ixi  our  larger  cities. 


With  all  best  witbes. 
Sincerely. 

PkAMK  B. 


Bout,  M.  D. 


TBXZX  AOOrnOMAL  BACXOBOUKD  PBA8S8 

I  should  like  now  to  present  certain  final 
t>aclKground  material  wblcta  I  believe  will 
prove  helpful  to  m?  colleagues  on  three  par- 
ticular phases  of  the  narcotics  problem. 

First,  I  shall  present  a  description  of  the 
basic  types  of  narcotics  wlilch  are  generally 
discussed,  as  well  as  of  their  legal  use  aiMl 
their  illegal  abuse. 

Then,  I  shall  present  Information  with 
regard  to  the  extent  of  the  illicit  traffic  in 
the  world  today  ard.  finally,  data  on  the  re- 
lationship between  narcotics  and  other 
crimes. 

I  believe  that  tbia  materUl,  together  with 
the  material  whicli  I  have  previously  cited, 
constitutes  an  araple  justification  of  the 
protocol,  which  t  know  will  receive  the  sym- 
pathetic and  favorable  attention  oS  the  Sen- 
ate. 

1.  TVFis  or  NABOOnCS 

Under  the  Uws  of  the  United  SUtes,  the 
term  "narcotics  drugs"  Includes  (a)  opium 
and  its  various  derivatives  (which  are  the 
only  drugs  covered  under  the  present 
protocol):  (b)  coca  leaves  and  their  deriva- 
tives; (c)  marihuana  and  its  derivatives:  and 
(d)  any  other  drug  found  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  have  addiction  qualities 
similar  to  these  und  so  proclaimed  l>y  the 
President. 

Opium 

Tlie  opium  family  of  drugs  Is  generally 
regarded  as  the  most  troublesome  of  the 
narcotics.  Paradtixically  enough  its  very 
quality  of  relieving  pain  has  made  of  it  both 
a  blessing  and  a  curse,  depending  on  its  use. 

The  opixmi  family  consists  of  those  active 
principles  derived  from  the  opium  poppy 
(papaver  somniferum),  an  annual  herb. 
From  ancient  times,  the  milky  juice  of  the 
poppy  has  l^een  uHcd  both  as  a  medicine  and 
to  produce  sleep  or  insensibility  to  the  prob- 
lems and  cares  of  life. 

The  alkaloids  ol  opltun  represent  its  phar- 
macologically active  constitiients.  The  most 
Important  of  theee  are  morphine  (the  most 
csnunonly  used  and  beat  known  of  the  alka- 
loids, codeine,  and  papaverine. 

/  dditlonally,  there  are  many  derivatives  of 
morphine,  anxon(;  which  are  heroin  and 
dionin. 

,  Heroin  today  represents  the  principal  drug 
problem    faced    by    the    United    States.    It 


abould  be  noted  that  heroin  (which  la  five 
times  as  potent  as  morphine)  Is  not  per- 
mitted to  be  manufactured  in  the  United 
States  and  In  50  other  countries. 

Theee  are  two  preparations  of  opium  which 
are  therapeutically  employed  today,  lauda- 
num and  paregoric.  Tbe  fact  that  from  this 
chemical  family  are  derived  numerous  aids 
in  medical  science  is  indicated  by  the  fact 
that  a  mild  form,  paregoric,  today  is  cua- 
tonukrlly  used  with  children. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  when  carefully  used 
in  medicine,  opium  and  its  alkaloids  and 
derivatives  have  exceedingly  valuable  func- 
tion as  sedatives  and  pain  relievers.  Im- 
proper use  develops  into  habituation  and 
physical  dependency  upon  the  drug.  B:- 
cause  of  the  dependency,  more  and  more  of 
the  drug  is  required  in  order  to  produce  the 
false  effect  of  well-being  and  relief  from 
care.  Eventually,  tbe  addict  becomes  totally 
dependent  upon  the  dmg.  Withdrawal  of 
it  causes  acute  physical  diccomfort  and  mis- 
functioning  of  all  organs  generally.  Even  a 
gradual  withdrawal  causes  the  same  symp- 
toms, allielt  in  milder  form,  and  there  is 
always  the  final  psychological  and  physio- 
logical shock,  carrying  either  real  or  imagi- 
nary terror  for  the  addict.  It  is  during  this 
stage  that  tbe  addict  becomes  an  aggressive 
nienace  to  society  in  that  he  will  commit 
almost  any  act  to  secure  a  supply  of  the  drug 
so  as  to  relieve  his  physical  or  mental  terror. 
Crimes  of  the  most  violent  and  shocking  na- 
ture are  committed  by  addicts  in  this  condi- 
tion or  in  prospect  of  this  condition. 

But  even  if  the  addict  is  supplied  with 
sufficient  amounts  of  the  drug,  he  is  a  so- 
cial menace,  for  he  will  endeavor  to  keep 
himself  in  a  drugged  stupor  so  that  he  may 
relish  to  the  fullest  his  artificial  sense  of 
well-being. 

In  this  semiconscious  state,  he  is  at  best 
a  net  loss  to  himself,  his  family,  and  his 
society:  at  worst — e.  g.,  at  a  driver's  wheel — 
he  ta  an  absolute  threat  to  the  safety  of 
others. 

Cocaine,  marihuan*,  and  syntfietics 
Turning  to  other  drugs  not  covered  by  the 
present  protocol,  cocaine  (unlike  opium, 
which  is  a  depressant),  is  considered  in  the 
excitant  group  as  is  marihuana.  Cocaine 
(which  is  derived  from  tbe  coca  leaf)  can  be 
used  medically  as  a  local  anesthetic,  but  be- 
cause it  is  so  potent  and  dangerous,  it  has 
been  extensively  replaced  in  medicine  by 
patented  synthetic  preparations  that  are  not 
dangerous,  such  as  novocalne  and  procaine. 
When  abused  either  by  sniffing  deeply 
through  the  nose  or  by  injection,  cocaine 
causes  a  transient  exhilaration  with  para- 
noic del\iaions  and  hallticlnatlons  followed 
by  extreme  nervous  tensions  and  imagined 
fears. 

Thus,  effects  of  its  misuse  are  mental  de- 
terioration, and  physically  nausea,  digestive 
disorders,  sleeplessness,  loss  of  appetite, 
emaciation,  and  tremors.  Fortunately,  co- 
caine is  very  scarce  on  the  illicit  market, 
because  the  international  movement  of  coca 
leaves  is  strictly  controlled. 

Also  in  the  excitant  family  is  marihuana — 
cannabla — whose  varieties  are  popularly 
known  as  Indian  hemp  or  hashish.  It  pro- 
duces a  form  of  intoxication,  the  strength 
and  duration  of  which  are  not  predictable 
because  of  the  various  factors  which  may  de- 
termine it.  Its  very  unpredictability  in  its 
Elects  on  a  particular  individual  make  it 
one  of  the  most  dangerous  drugs  knovm. 
A  small  dose  taken  by  one  subject  may  bring 
about  intense  intoxication,  raving  fits, 
criminal  assaults.  In  another  individual, 
consumption  of  even  considerable  qtiantl- 
tiee  may  result  in  sheer  stui>efication. 

It  la  this  drug  (smoked  in  cigarettes 
known  aa  reefers)  which  has  been  tradition- 
ally used,  especially  among  teen-age  young- 
sters aa  a  first  step  in  caualng  narcotlca  ha- 
bituation. Unlike  opiates  which  do  have 
therapeutic  values,  marihuana  has  no  such 


legitimate  uae;  indulgence  la  it  la,  thera* 
fore,  always  an  abuse  and  vice. 

Next,  there  la  tbe  problem  of  barbiturata 
drugs  (notably  sleeping  pills)  which  hmvs  a 
sedative  action  similar  to  tbe  oplatea  and 
which  can  likewise  prove  eztreaoriy  danger- 
ous. So  dangeroua  are  these  that  statistics 
show  that  more  people  in  tbe  United  States 
die  of  barbiturate  poisoning  than  from  any 
other  kind  of  poisoning. 

Reference  should  also  be  made  to  paln- 
relievlng  synthetic  drugs  such  as  demaroL 
Becauae  of  potential  addletlon-maklng 
qualities,  11  such  synthetic  drugs  have  baea 
brought  under  control  of  United  States  nar- 
cotics laws. 

t.  DiacKNsiotrs  or  trb  paoaLnt 

A  brief  review  of  the  worldvrtde  dimen- 
sions of  the  current  problem  of  illicit  traSc 
in  opium  underlines  the  Importance  of 
prompt  action  to  curb  Illegal  cultlvatton. 
production,  and  trafllc. 

The  following  table  indicates  comparative 
total  seizures  of  opium  as  reported  by  coim- 
trles  to  the  United  Nations  for  the  years 
1939,  prewar,  and  1950,  postwar: 

{In  kilocram^ 


Year 

Raw  opium 

(smokinc) 
opium 

19S9       - 

28. 723. 8T5 
46,285.901 

1,331.514 

IftV).   

M,»47.aei 

The  report  of  the  ninth  session  of  tbe 
United  Nations  Commission  on  Narcotics 
Drugs  cites  the  latest  information,  as  received 
in  annual  reports  filed  by  43  sovereign  atatea 
and  7  territories,  and  In  seizure  reports  cov- 
ering 1.285  seizures  reported  by  19  sovereign 
states  and  17  territories. 

Among  the  facts  cited  are  the  following: 

Raw  opium 

Far  East:  During  1953,  16.070  kilograms 
were  seized  in  Thailand  (there  are  2.2  pounds 
per  Itllogram) :  4.004  kilograms  In  India;  4.420 
kilograms  in  Burma:  2,278  kHogrmms  In 
Singapcve;  1,721  kilograms  In  the  Federation 
of  Malaya:  94  kilograme  in  Indonesia;  and 
83  kilograms  in  Hong  Hong.  It  should  be 
noted  that  the  seizures  In  India  and  Burma 
vrere  described  aa-coming  mostly  from  inter- 
nal traffic,  but  the  Chinese  mainland  was  tba 
source  given  for  the  greater  part  of  482  kilo- 
grams of  raw  opium  selaed  In  tbe  Far  East. 

Near  and  Middle  Bast:  Quantities  seised 
Included  Egypt  with  1.475  kUograms;  Turkey 
with  589  kilograms:  Lebanon  irlth  480  kilo- 
grams: Iraq  vrith  300  kilograms,  and  Israel 
with  27  kilograms. 

North  America:  In  the  United  States,  19.S 
kilograms  were  seized:  ir  Mexico,  4.9,  and  in 
Canada,  1.5.  The  quantities  seized  in  our 
country  originated  from  Mexico,  India.  Tur- 
key, and  Iran. 

Other  regions:  Seizures  of  raw  opium  bava 
t>een  reported  in  France,  809  kilograms:  Aus- 
tralia, 94  kilograms:  Netherlands,  9  kilo- 
grams: Union  of  South  Africa.  4  kilograms; 
and  some  African  terrltoriea. 

Prepared  opium 

The  volume  of  llUcit  traffic  in  prepared 
opium  Is  smaller,  but  nonetheless  disturbing. 
The  largest  quanUtles  of  prepared  opium  bMd 
been  seteed  in  Singapore.  441  kUograms;  Ma- 
laya, 18S  kilograms;  Izkdla.  21  kllograma; 
Hong  Koog,  17  kilograms;  and  Indonesia.  10 
kllograma. 

Sources  of  tbe  Ulldt  traffic  were  repotted 
a.  the  Chinese  mainland,  Singapore,  and 
Thailand.  Selztires  elsewhere  included  Aus- 
tralia, 12  kilograms;  United  Kingdom.  8A3; 
France.  CuraciM>.  Ttinldad.  and  Mauriana. 

Heroin 
Total   heroin   seizures  reporited  for   105» 
amount  to   135,002  kilograms.'   The  largest 


'  No  recur  lis  available. 
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■lagl*  MiRir*,  14.800  kUogrami  Mportod.  mm 
mad*  tn  Pkfaee. 

Tta«  aomew  reported  v«ff«  the  ChltiMi 
matwlMWI,  yir«iioe,  Italy,  Japui.  Latancm, 
Ifflslco,  an(l  Tvctkaj. 

It  alMMUd  te  ramemlNrad  that  thaae  flgoraa 
do  not  include  flUdt  tTsffle  In  eocalna  or 
marOraana.  One  thousand  two  hundred  «imI 
thirty  kUocrams  of  eannabli  alone  were  seised 
In  the  United  States. 

The  kUogram  flgures  tell  only  a  small  part 
of  the  story,  of  eourae.  Mot  long  afo  Ul* 
mf  ■«**»  reported  how  a  kilo  of  heroin — 
puiehMed  In  Italy  for  $1.000— would  be  sold 
and  resold  through  criminal  hands.  Erentu- 
ally,  after  considerable  adulteration  so  that 
It  oontalnad  only  8  porcent  to  8  percent 
heroin  It  would  be  put  up  In  paper  packets 
and  sold  for  $200,000  in  the  retail  market  and 
would  be  capaUe  of  supplying  an  enormous 
number  of  addict  shots. 

Mr.  WUllam  Tompkins,  now  Assistant  At- 
torney General  for  Internal  Sectirity,  testify- 
ing before  the  committee  on  Vederal-State 
local  aelBures  within  the  New  Jtosey  area  (for 
which  he  was  formerly  United  States  at- 
tomey),  rep<»led  that  a  single  kilogram — 
representing  between  39  and  40  ounces  of 
pure  heroin,  constituted  enough  heroin  to 
give  addicts  better  than  300.000  shots. 

Smuggling  of  ofpium 

It  should  be  noted  that  opium  smuggling 
utlUaes  every  medium  of  transportation,  no- 
tably the  sea.  principally  through  merchant 
seamen,  as  well  as  airlines,  and  even  the 
mall. 

The  Tery  nature  of  modem,  high-speed 
International  transportation  underlines  the 
impwtanes  of  worldwUle  cooperation  In  seal- 
ing off  the  smuggling  channels.  The  In- 
genuity of  amugglera  In  seeking  to  evade 
the  various  national  police  and  customs 
fcvoes  makes  necessary,  moreover,  the  high- 
est degree  of  eocvdlnatlon  among  law-en- 
forcement oflleials. 

yew  types  at  criminal  operation  are  or- 
ganised on  a  more  systematic  and  world- 
wide a  basis  than  Illicit  narcotics  tralBc. 

In  virtually  no  other  crime,  moreover,  can 
the  effect  ot  tanipx  vlolatloos  of  the  law 
be  felt  so  significantly  on  lawbreaklng  within 
other  oountrles. 

Thus,  the  narcotics  iHt>blem  in  the  United 
States  can  never  be  reduced  to  smallest  pos- 
sible psoportlons  until  overseas  sources  of 
supply  have  been  effectively  slashed.  The 
hlstcny  of  the  combat^ig  of  narcotics  trafllo 
In  our  country  attestf  to  the  fact  that  time 
after  time  the  succeib  of  a  foreign  govern- 
ment in  stamping  out  nareoUcs-cultlvatkm 
production,  export,  or  smunUng  has  been 
felt  almost  immediately  within  the  United 
States.  Szpedsnces  with  respect  to  Peruvian 
and  Italian  governmental  action  prove  this 
point. 

Pern 

Numerous  Instances  can  be  cited  attesting 
to  the  direct  and  dramatic  relationship  be- 
tween a  foreign  source  of  narcotics  and 
addlcftlon  with  the  United  SUtes.  In  1048 
thM*  was  scarcely  one  cocaine  seizure  In 
the  United  States.  Suddenly,  however,  the 
country  was  flooded  with  cocaine.  Its  origin 
was  graced  to  Peru.  A  now-depejrted  regime 
there  had  allowed  17  cocaine  factories  to 
opervte.  although  here  In  the  United  States 
there  is  only  1  factory  for  a  country  of  many 
times  the  population.  Through  representa- 
tions to  the  Peruvian  Ambassador.  aU  of  the 
cocaine  factories  were  cloaed.  Within  6 
naonths  th)|Ke  was  a  phencnnenal  change  In 
the  prevaMnoe  of  cocaine  addiction  in  the 
United  Stetes:  it  almost  disappeared  com- 
pletely. 

/taly 

Beginning  In  IMl.  Inveetlgatlons  con- 
ducted tn  Italy  proved  that  ItaUan  heroin 
had  beisn  smuggled  into  the  United  States 
and  elsewhere  since  1848.  Five  licensed  fac- 
tories there  diverted  one  ton  of  heroin  into 

Illicit    «^>»yWT^y|g 


Beeognlslng  this  shocking  situation^  the 
Italian  Oovemment  undertook  remMlal 
measures.  In  October  1951  the  Italian  Com- 
nUsston  of  Public  Health  passed  a  decree 
indefinitely  suspending  the  further  produc- 
tion of  heroin.  Clearly,  such  further  pro- 
daetion  was  unwarranted  since  possibly  only 
ao  kllogrmms  of  heroin  out  of  the  total  an- 
nual production  of  200  kilograms  were  used 
or  needed  for  Italian  medical  consumpitlon. 
This  reduced  the  supply  of  heroin  available 
for  smuggling  to  the  United  States,  alttiough 
not  BO  dramatically  as  In  the  cocaine  Instance 
because,  unfortimately,  there  were  other 
foreign  sources  of  supply  available. 

S.    MASCOnCS   AND   CRIME 

In  conclusion.  I  want  to  point  out  the 
Interconnection  between  narcotics  and  the 
crime  problem  as  a  whole.  As  I  have  pre- 
vipiisly  Indicated,  and  as  the  public  is  gen- 
erally aware,  an  Individual  under  naifcotic 
Intoxication  and/or  desperate  to  secure  nar- 
cotic supplies  may  commit  crimes  of  the  most 
violent  kdA  reprehensible  nature.  Wh^t  Is 
not  generally  perceived,  however,  is  that  most 
narcotic  offenders  have  police  records  of  a 
nonnarcotic  nattire  prior  to  their  having 
beoonM  drug  addicts.  Criminality  breeds  ad- 
diction, and  addiction  aggravates  criminal- 
ity. 

The  Federal  Bureau  of  Narcotics,  on  a 
random  review  of  its  files,  showed  that  83 
percent  of  119  narcotic  trafficker  addicts  had 
previotis  criminal  records  for  other  offenses 
prior  to  their  first  narcotics  crime. 

The  Canadian  Oovernment  several  years 
ago  conducted  a  study  of  narcotic  crimtnal- 
ity.  It  showed  that  93  percent  of  those 
convicted  of  narcotic  offenses  during  the 
period  under  review  had  committed  at  least 
1  crime  prior  to  the  first  narcotic  otense 
and  some  had  committed  as  many  as  27  other 
crimes  pritM-  to  the  first  narcotic  offense. 

These  observations  are  paralleled  bf  the 
experience  of  law  enforcement  offlcltds  of 
other  countries. 

Major  American  gangsters.  like  Charles 
"Lucky"  Luciano  and  Waxey  Gordon,  have 
very  often  engaged  in  the  narcotics  traflic, 
along  with  sundry  other  crimes.  The  profits 
from  illicit  narcotics  are  potentially  so  vast 
as  to  offer  ready  temptation  to  the  criminal 
mind. 

The  temptation,  particularly  to  the  a<|dlct- 
crlminal.  often  proves  virtually  Irresistible. 

Superintendent  R.  S.  S.  WUaon.  a  noted 
narcotic  expert  of  the  Royal  Can«dian 
Mounted  PoUce.  pointed  out  "the  ordinary 
criminal  may  attempt  to  go  straight,  perhaps 
reform,  or  the  fear  of  punishment  deter  him. 
But  not  so  the  addict.  For  him  there  Is  no 
reform,  no  road  back,  for  Just  so  long  as  fae  is 
an  addict.  So  he  is  inexorably  bound  to  a 
life  of  crime." 


I^GISLATIVE  PROGRAM 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President^  the 
able  majority  leader  has  several  times 
annouQced  that  on  a  day  certain,  in  the 
near  future— that  is,  today — the  Senate 
would  take  up  what  the  majority  lead- 
er has  repeatedly  referred  to  as  "the 
three  antl-Communlst  bills."  I  ui^er- 
stand  It  Is  now  planned  that  the  biUs  so 
referred  to  will  be  taken  up  on  Monday. 
Mr.  President,  there  are  more  than 
three  antl-Communlst  bills  on  the  Sen- 
ate Calendar.  According  to  my  count, 
there  are  10  such  bills. 

I  shaU  list  the  bills  in  this  category, 
and  then  I  want  to  ask  the  able  majority 
leader  If  he  will  clarify  his  intentions 
with  regard  to  bringing  up  some  of  all 
of  these  bills  for  Senate  consideration. 
I  think  It  woidd  be  well  if  the  able  ma- 
jority leader  would  make  it  clear  whether 
Monday  is  to  be  set  aside  for  the  coiKid- 


eration  of  antl-Communlst  legisl$tion,  or 
only  for  the  consideration  of  CMtatn 
an ti -Communist  legislation;  anc^  If  only 
for  certain  legislation,  then  we  should 
be  told.  I  believe,  what  is  planned  with 
respect  to  the  other  anti-Commutiist  leg- 
islation pending  on  the  calendar. 

The  bills  which  I  believe  merit  inclu- 
sion on  any  list  of  pending  anti-<t:ommu- 
nist  legislation  are  the  following!: 

Calendar  No.  1447.  S.  2373.  to  prohibit 
repeated  stays  of  execution  or  sentence; 
Calendar  No.  1540,  S.  23,  to  maltte  it  un- 
lawful for  a  Communist  to  hold  Dfflce  or 
employment  with  a  labor  orgaikization, 
and  to  facilitate  the  discharge  of  sub- 
versives; Calendar  No.  1720.  ^.  3706, 
dealing  with  Communist  infiltrated  or- 
ganizations  

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
might  say  that  Senate  bill  3706  is  the 
unfinished  business.  j 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Thatlstruel  Other 
bills  in  this  category  are  Calendar  No. 
1833,  H.  R.  9580.  to  revise  and  ex^nd  the 
laws  relating  to  espionage  and  sabotage; 
Calendar  No.  1834,  S.  3428.  to  give  better 
protection  to  strategic  defense  facilities. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Those  2  bills  and 
Senate  bill  3706  are  the  3  bills  that  were 
previously  announced. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  Is  .correct. 
There  are  also  Calendar  No.  2066,  H.  R. 
7486.  to  increase  the  penalty  for  ;harbor- 
ing  a  person  wanted  for  arrest ;  Calendar 
No.  2067,  H.  R.  8658,  to  increase  the  pen- 
alty for  jumping  bail:  Calendar  No.  2220. 
S.  521,  relating  to  published  articles  and 
broadcasts  by  foreign  agents;  dalendar 
No.  2222.  S.  19.  to  suspend  the^-unnlng 
of  the  statutes  of  limitations  applicable 
to  offenses  involving  performande  of  of- 
ficial duties  by  Government  ofD^ers  and 
employees  during  periods  of  Government 
service:  and  Calendar  No.  2223.  H.  R. 
7130.  the  so-called  expatriation  Dill. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada  that 
the  other  measures  had  not  been  sched- 
uled, primarily  because  I  had  hoped  some 
of  them  might  be  passed  during  the  cal- 
endar call. 

As  soon  as  the  calendar  call  Has  been 
completed,  there  are  a  number  'of  biUa. 
not  only  in  this  category  but  lb  other 
categories,  which  we  intend  to  Itake  up 
With  the  policy  committee. 

The  list  I  had  given,  as  I  am  $ure  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  xmderstai^ds.  was 
not  meant  to  be  an  exclusive  one,  but 
merely  a  start;  and  we  shall  try  to  have 
consideration  given  the  other  bills. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  am  very  Itappy  to 
hear  the  Senator  from  Callfoitila  say 
that  the  three  bills  mentioned  are  not 
exclusive,  because  I  was  a  llttlf  afraid 
they  were  exclusive;  and  I  want  the 
others  considered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Yes.  I 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  wonder  Whether 
the  majority  leader  will  give  con^dera- 
tion  to  this  matter:  There  areinow  at 
the  desk  1  or  2  bills  with  amend- 
ments by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  they  correspond  to  bills  now  on  the 
Senate  Calendar.  If  we  act  oh  those 
bills  at  this  time — and  I  do  not  fchink  It 
would  take  very  long,  that  would  clear 
the  situation  as  regards  that  part  of  the 
calendar.  I  do  not  wish  to  lm|)ede  in 
any  way;  instead,  I  wish  to  facilitate. 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  will  inform  me  of  the 
numbers  of  the  bills,  so  I  can  discuss  them 
with  the  minority  leader,  we  may  be  able 
to  clear  up  the  matter. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  They  are  Senate 
bill  541  and  Senate  bill  16.  They  are 
now  at  the  desk,  having  been  messaged 
from  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  What  are  the 
bills? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Senate  bill  16  has 
.to  do  with  immunity;  Senate  bill  541  re- 
lates to  war  claims. 

I  bring  this  matter  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senator  from  California  merely  be- 
cause these  bills  correspond  in  part  to 
bills  on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Insofar  as  Senate 
bill  16,  the  immunity  bill,  is  concerned, 
I  think  we  can  take  it  up  during  the  day. 


AMENDMENT  OP  IMMUNITY  PRO- 
VISION RELATING  'd6  WITNESSES 
BEFORE  CONGREflSIONAL  COM- 
MITTEES 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President, 
would  it  be  agreeable  to  the  majority 
leader  to  have  the  Chair  lay  before  the 
Senate  the  amendments  of  the  House  to 
Senate  bill  16  at  this  time? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
that  is  agreeable.  I  have  discussed  it 
with  the  minority  leader,  and  it  is  agree- 
able to  him.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ivis 
in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
amendments  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives to  the  bill  (S.  16)  to  amend  the 
immunity  provision  relating  to  testimony 
given  by  witnesses  before  either  House 
of  Congress  or  their  committees,  which 
were,  to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting 
clause  and  insert: 

That  title  18.  United  States  Code,  section 
3486,  is  amended  to  read  %b  foUows: 

"I  3486.  Compelled  testimony  tending  to  in- 
criminate witnesses:   Inununity 

"(a)  In  the  course  of  any  Investigation 
relating  to  any  interference  with  or  en- 
dangering of.  or  any  plans  or  attempts  to 
Interfere  with  or  endanger  the  national  secu- 
rity or  defense  of  the  United  States  by 
treason,  sabotage,  espionage,  sedition,  sedi- 
tious conspiracy  or  the  overthrow  of  ita 
Government  by  force  or  violence,  no  witneas 
shall  be  excused  from  teatifylng  or  from 
producing  books,  papers,  or  other  evidence 
before  either  House,  or  before  any  commit- 
tee of  either  House,  or  t>efore  any  }oint  ootn- 
mittee  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  on  the 
ground  that  the  testimony  or  evidence  re- 
quired of  him  may  tend  to  incriminate  him 
or  subject  him  to  a  penalty  or  forfeiture, 
uhen  the  record  shows  that — 

••  ( 1 )  1n  the  case  of  proceedings  l>eror«  one 
of  the  Houses  of  Congreaa,  that  a  majority  of 
the  members  preaent  oi  that  House:  or 

"(2)  In  the  case  of  i»tx:eedlng8  b^ore  a 
committee,  that  two-thirds  of  the  members 
of  the  full  committee  shall  by  alBmiaUve 
vote  have  author laed  such  witness  to  be 
granted  immunity  under  this  section  with 
respect  to  the  transactions,  matters,  or 
things  concerning  which  be  is  compelled, 
after  having  claimed  his  privilege  against 
self-incrimination  to  testify  or  produce  evi- 
dence by  direction  of  the  presiding  officer 
and 

that  an  order  of  the  United  States  district 
court  for  the  district  wherein  the  inquiry 
is  being  carried  on  has  been  entered  into 
the  record  requiring  said  person  to  testify 


or  produce  evidence.  Such  an  order  may 
be  issued  by  a  United  States  district  court 
Judge  upon  application  by  a  duly  authorized 
representative  of  the  Congress  or  of  the  com- 
mittee concerned.  But  no  such  witness  shall 
be  prosecuted  or  subjected  to  any  penalty  or 
forfeiture  for  or  on  account  of  any  transac- 
tion, matter,  or  thing  concerning  which  he 
is  so  compelled,  after  having  claimed  his 
privilege  against  self-incrimination,  to  tes- 
tify or  produce  evidence,  nor  shall  testi- 
mony so  compelled  be  used  as  evidence  in 
any  criminal  proceeding  (except  prosecu- 
tions described  In  subsection  (d)  hereof) 
against  him  in  any  court. 

"(b)  Neither  House  nor  any  committee 
thereof  nor  any  Joint  committee  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  shall  grant  Immunity  to 
any  witness  without  flret  having  notified  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  of 
such  action  and  thereafter  having  secured 
the  approval  of  the  United  States  district 
court  for  the  district  wherein  such  inquiry 
is  being  held.  The  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  notified  of  the  time 
of  each  proposed  application  to  the  United 
States  district  cotirt  and  shall  t>e  given  the 
opportunity  to  be  heard  with  respect  thereto 
prior  to  the  entrance  into  the  record  of  the 
order  of  the  district  court. 

"(c)  Whenever  In  the  Judgment  of  a 
United  States  attorney  the  testimony  of  any 
witness,  or  the  production  of  books,  papers, 
or  other  evidence  by  any  witness.  In  any  case 
or  proceeding  before  any  grand  Jury  or  court 
of  the  United  States  Involving  any  inter- 
ference with  or  endangering  of,  or  any  plans 
or  attempta  to  interfere  with  or  endanger, 
the  national  security  or  defense  of  the  United 
States  by  treason,  sabotage,  espionage,  sedl- 
ticm.  seditious  conspiracy,  violations  of  chap- 
ter 115  of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code, 
violations  of  the  Internal  Sscurity  Act  of 
1950  (64  Stat.  987).  violations  of  the  Atomic 
Knergy  Act  of  IMS  (00  Stat.  755) ,  as  amend- 
ed, violations  of  sections  212  (a)  (27),  (28). 
(29).  or  241  (a)  (6).  (7).  or  313  (a) 
of  the  Inunlgration  and  Nationality  Act 
(66  Stat.  182-186;  204-206;  240-241) .  and 
conspiracies  involving  any  of  the  foregoing, 
is  necessary  to  the  public  interest,  fae. 
upon  the  approval  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, shall  make  application  to  the  court 
that  the  witness  shall  be  instructed  to  tes- 
tify or  produce  evidence  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section,  and  upon  order  of  the 
court  such  witness  shall  not  t>e  excused  from 
testifying  or  from  producing  books,  papers,  or 
other  evidence  on  the  ground  that  the  testi- 
mony or  evidence  required  of  him  may  tend 
to  incriminate  him  or  subject  him  to  a  pen- 
alty ex  forfeiture.  But  no  such  witness  shall 
be  prosecuted  or  subjected  to  any  penalty  or 
forfeiture  for  or  on  account  of  any  trans- 
action, matter,  or  thing  concerning  which 
he  is  compelled,  after  having  claimed  his 
prlvUege  against  self-incrimination,  to  tes- 
tify or  produce  evidence,  nor  shall  testimony 
ao  compelled  be  used  as  evidence  In  any  crim- 
inal proceeding  (except  prosecution  de- 
scribed in  subsection  (d)  hereof)  against  him 
in  any  court. 

"(d)  No  witness  shall  be  exempt  under  the 
provision  of  this  section  from  prosecution 
for  perjury  or  contempt  committed  while 
giving  tastimony  or  producing  evidence  un- 
der compulsion  as  provided  in  this  section." 

Sbc.  3.  The  analysis  of  chapter  223  of  title 
18.  United  Stata  Code,  is  amended  by  sulk- 
ing out 

"3488.  Ttatimony    before    Congress;    immu- 
nity." 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"3486.  CompeUed  testimony  tending  to  in- 
criminata  wltnese;   immunity." 

And  to  amend  the  title  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  permit  the  compelling  of  testl- 
nx>ny  under  certain  conditions  and  to  grant 
immunity  from  prosecution  in  connection 
therewith." 


ytc.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  Preodent.  tbte 
is  a  bill  which  as  it  passed  the  Senate 
related  to  testimony  given  by  wlUiefisea 
before  either  House  of  Congress  or  their 
committees.  It  has  been  amended  in 
the  House  to  include  also  provisions  re- 
specting the  grant  of  immunity  to  wit- 
nesses before  Federal  grand  juries  and 
before  petit  Juries  in  Federal  courts. 

The  House  committee  has  done  a  fine 
Job  in  reconciling  differing  viewpoints  on 
this  bill,  and  the  bill  in  the  form  in  which 
it  has  passed  the  House  is  wholly  acc^t- 
able  to  the  author  of  the  original  Senate 
bill. 

For  many  months  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral held  out  for  a  power  of  veto  over  the 
acticm  of  a  congressional  committee  in 
voting  to  grant  immunity  to  a  witness  in 
exchange  for  his  testimony.  I  opposed 
any  such  grant  of  a  veto  power  to  the 
Attorney  General,  because  I  felt  that  it 
would  be  a  violation  of  the  doctrine  of 
the  separation  of  powers. 

On  the  other  hand,  I  have  thought  it 
entirely  proper  to  provide^ that  in  con- 
nection with  grants  of  immunity  to  wit- 
nesses before  Federal  grand  juries  and 
petit  Juries  in  Federal  courts,  the  Attor- 
ney General  should  secure  a  court  order 
or  leave  of  court  before  immunity  could 
be  granted.  Some  months  ago  I  sug- 
gested that  the  appUcation  of  the  same 
principle  to  grants  of  immunity  by  con- 
gressional committees  might  resolve  the 
controversy.  This  is  what  the  House 
bill  provides  for.  and  I  think  it  is  a  salu- 
tary provision. 

The  House  bill  also  limits  grants  of 
immunity  to  cases  involving  the  internal 
security  of  the  United  States.  I  see  no 
objection  to  that  limitation.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  the  addition  of  that  limita- 
tion should  make  the  bill  more  palatable 
to  those  who  have  been  afraid  that  by 
reason  of  enactment  of  such  legislation 
there  might  be  a  possibility  that  immu- 
nity would  be  granted  to  murderers  or 
kidnapers  in  return  for  testimony  not 
vitally  necessary,  or  that  in  some  other 
way  this  legislation  might  provide  for 
excessive  grants  of  immunity. 

I  think  the  bill  in  the  form  hi  which 
it  has  been  passed  by  the  House  avoids 
any  such  danger,  while  at  the  same  time 
providing  the  means  so  urgently  needed 
for  securing  vital  testimony  with  respect 
to  the  Communist  conspiracy  against  the 
internal  security  of  the  United  States. 

Let  me  make  it  clear,  lest  there  be  any 
misunderstanding,  that  this  bill  does  not 
take  away  f  nnn  any  witness  his  constitu- 
tional privilege  against  self-incrimina- 
tion. This  bill  recognizes  that  privilege 
and  fully  meets  it  by  removing  all  possi- 
bility of  self-incrimination  to  connec- 
tion with  the  testimony  which  is  com- 
pelled. 

Under  this  bin.  where  two-thirds  of 
the  members  of  a  committee  vote  to 
authorize  a  grant  of  immunity  in  the 
case  of  a  certain  witness  with  respect  to 
the  transactions,  matters,  or  things  con- 
cerning which  he  is  compelled  to  tesUlf. 
after  having  claimed  his  privilege  agunst 
self-incrimination,  the  committee  could 
send  a  representative  into  the  United 
States  district  court  for  the  district  in 
which  the  inquiry  is  being  carried  oa 
and  ask  for  an  order  by  a  United  States 
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tflBfcrlel  eatort  Judge  requiring  fhe  wit- 
netB  to  «Mtiiy.  notwltbstandlag  hl8  daim 
ofprtvfles*.  Tlie committee vookllutTe 
to  aottty  the  Attoniey  Oenenl  of  the 
tntcntloii  to  sedc  such  f»  order,  and  the 
Attoraer  General  would  ha^e  the  right 
to  go  into  eoHTt  and  be  heard  with  re- 
qieet  to  the  grant  of  an-mrder  requiring 
the  witness  to  testify.  If  the  order 
should  he  lasoed  and  the  witness  should 
then  be  reqidred  to  testify,  he  could  not 
thereafter  be  prosecuted  or  subjected  to 
maw  penalty  or  forfeiture  for  or  on  ae- 
eoont  (tf  any  transaction,  matter,  or 
thing  concerning  which  he  might  be  so 
compelled  to  testify. 

Similar  pn>¥isions  woidd  be  made  with 
reqieet  to  witnesses  before  grand  Juries 
or  witneosee  befcnre  petit  Juries  in  Federal 
courts,  excqii  that  there  the  request  for 
a  court  orAsr  would  be  nuule  in  open 
oourt  by  the  Attorn^  General  or  his 
authorised  representative  rather  than 
by  a  representative  of  a  C(Higressi(mal 
klf  committee. 

This  Is  urgently  needed  legislation,  Mr. 
President.  It  was  recommended  years 
ago  by  the  8«utte  Internal  Security  Sub- 
c<mmiittee.  In  the  present  administra- 
tion it  has  been  considered  as  a  part  of 
the  President's  program  of  internal  secu- 
rity legislaticm.  The  provisions  of  the 
bill  as  it  has  passed  Uie  House  are  fair 
and  resolve  points,  of  controversy  which 
have  previously  eadsterf^etween  the  leg- 
islative and  executive  branches  with  re- 
spect to  such  legislation.  I,  therefore, 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amoidments  to  Senate  bill  16. 

The  FIOSIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
questlcm  is  en  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Mc- 
CAaaaw]^ 

1^  LIHMAN.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
Uanicntaxy  inquiry. 

The  FRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  win  state  it. 

Mr.  LBHMAN.  Does  Uiis  mean  that 
the  oonference  report  is  now  before  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  not  a  con- 
ference report 

The    FRESmiNO    OFFICER.      The 
f  matter  under  consideration  is  the  mo- 

tion of  the  Senator  from  Hevada  to 
etmeur  in  the  House  amendments  to 
Senate  Ull  16. 

.Mr.  UEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
a  very  important  bill.  I  certainly  have 
not  had  a  chance  to  stuc^  the  House 
amendment,  and  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  any  other  Senator  has  had  a 
chance  to  study  it.  I  do  not  believe  that 
we  should  take  action  on  the  bill  now,  if 
that  Is  the  purpose  of  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Nevada. 
,The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
CTiair  will  advise  the  Senator  from  New 
York  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada  has 
moved  that. the  House  amendment  be 
agreed  to. 

(/  Mf .  1BD70WLAND.    The  bill  has  been 

before  the  Senate  since  last  Thursday. 
,  The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.      The 

.^  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 

'  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  LEHMAN.    Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  be  reporded  as  voting  la  the  negative 
not  necessarily  because  I  am  opposed  to 


the  bm  but  because  T  object  to  ttie 
manner  In  which  it  has  been  brought  gp. 

Mr.  LEHMAN  subsequently  said:  B^. 
President,  I  wish  to  return  to  the  bill 
which  was  pcuwed  a  few  minutes  ago.  I 
believe  it  is  8. 16.  I  should  like  to  make 
a  parliamentary  inquiry.        

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Was  that  bill,  which 
came  back  from  the  House  with  an 
amendment,  ever  printed  and  distrib- 
uted in  the  Senate,  or  referred  to  a 
committee?  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  It  Was 
printed  in  the  House  proceedings. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Was  it  ever  referred 
to  a  committee  when  it  came  to  the 
Senate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
not  the  normal  procedure.  Such  bills 
are  taken  from  the  desk.  The  matter 
can  be  brought  up  at  any  time. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  again  I 
wish  to  file  a  protest.  Possibly  it  was 
Within  the  rules  of  the  Senate  to  have 
proceeded  as  has  been  ruled  by  the  Chair, 
but  this  bill,  when  it  came  before  the 
Senate  last  year,  I  believe,  was  opc>oaed 
by  a  substantial  number  of  Members  of 
the  Senate.  I  know  that  I  voted  against 
it.  I  believe  that  as  It  comes  back  from 
the  House  the  Members  of  this  body 
should  at  least  be  given  the  opportunity 
to  study  the  changes  made  in  the  bill 
by»  the  House  of  Representatives.  To 
put  an  important  bill  through  in  the 
manner  it  has  been  put  through  is  con- 
trary to  good  policy,  and  I  wish  to  file  a 
strong  protest. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  To  repeat  the  ex- 
pression of  the  leader  of  the  majority, 
this  bill  has  been  on  the  desk  of  the 
clerk  now  for  several  days,  if  not  for  a 
week.  It  has  been  known  to  the  Sena- 
tors who  were  Interested  in  the  matter. 
This  bill  was  passed  by  a  yea-and-nay 
vote  of  the  Senate.  It  was  sent  to  the 
House  and  held  there  for  months.  It 
was  amended  by  the  House  in  a  very 
meticulous  manner,  and  returned  to  the 
Senate  as  amended.  The  author  of  the 
bill  has  moved  that  the  Senate  approfve 
it  as  passed  in  the  House.  That  is  the 
usual  procedure. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
was  referred  to  in  the  House  proceedings 
of  August  4.  and  in  th(>  Senate  proceed- 
ings of  August  5.  It"  was  received  in 
the  Senate  under  date  of  August  4,  and 
it  has  been  referred  to  also  in  debate  cn 
the  floor  since  that  time. 


McCARTHYISM:      A      DEFENSE     OF 
AMERICAN     CIVILIZATION 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  last 
May  Dr.  Francis  X.  Gannon,  assistant 
professor  of  history  and  politics.  Univer- 
sity of  Scranton,  delivered  a  lectire 
which  he  entlUed  "McCarthyism :  A 
Defense  of  American  Civilization." 

In  the  course  of  this  lecture.  Dr.  Gan- 
non laid  an  indictment  against  commu- 
nism and  Communists  which  ought  to  be 
read  by  every  Member  of  this  body. 


Let  me  quote  him  very  briefly,  find.  I 
stress,  only  in  small  part.  Dr.  Glmnon 
said: 

Communists  have  advised  Prei|dents, 
dined  at  the  White  House,  slept  at  the'  White 
House,  picketed  Federal  courthouM«<  pick- 
eted the  FBI,  castigated  fearleas  inviestlffa- 
tors  •  •  •  poisoned  young  minds  •  •  • 
lampooned,  ridiculed,  derided,  bludgeoned, 
and  taunted  •  •  •  outstanding  antl-Oom- 
munlsts  •    •   •. 

Communists  have  caused  Inteifneclne 
quarrels.  They  have  played  off  agali|st  on* 
another  our  major  political  parties.  They* 
have  arrayed  leaders  of  major  religious- bodies 
against  one  another.  They  have  ^l^lded 
families  and  friends.  They  have  cursed  out 
the  apoetates  from  their  ranks.  As  k  result 
of  this  strategy  of  confusion  Comzaunlst* 
have  been  feted,  awarded,  promoted,  ^auded, 
and  martyrized. 


r 


At  another  point  in  his  lecturt.  diS- 
cussing  the  matter  of  academic  freedom. 
Dr.  Gannon  said: 

Just  what  Is  academic  freedom?  It  is  the 
privilege  of  a  teacher  to  present  truth  to  de- 
veloping minds.  It  Is  not  the  llcensci  to  in- 
troduce developing  minds  to  untruth  and 
Indecency  unless  they  are  labeled  as  lUch. 

Speaking  again  of  Communists,  Dr. 
Gannon  said : 

Communists  are  evildoers.  Those  who 
give  Communists  the  least  aid  and  comf(vt 
are  also  evildoers.  Because  they  are  tlotbwl 
with  the  name  of  dupe,  fellow  tcavel^r,  lib- 
eral, progressive,  or  Intellectual  does  Hot  de- 
tract from  the  fact  that  they  are  evildoers. 
Evil  should  never  be  rewarded:  It  should  be 
punished.  Evildoers  should  be  puhlshed. 
They  should  be  repelled  by  every  weapon  at 
ovu:  command. 

Mr.  President,  I  could  quote  mpre  at 
length  from  Dr.  Gannon's  lecture;  tout  in 
the  interest  of  saving  the  time  Of  the 
Senate,  I  will  not  do  so.  I  only  ask  that 
the  full  text  of  this  lecture  may  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  lecture 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  R|kcokd, 
as  follows: 

McPaxthtism:   A  Defense  or  AicnpCAN 

CIVILIZATION 

Someday  In  the  future — perhaps  eftren  at 
this  very  moment — It  will  be  the  ta^  of  a 
lexicographer,  as  he  compiles  his  dictionary, 
to  define  the  word  McCarthyism.  I  think 
that  it  Is  safe  to  predict  that  he  shall  faU  to 
provide  a  satisfactory  definition.  I|istead. 
his  results  will  probably  read  as  fallows: 
"McCarthyism:  Pertaining  to  and  Of  Mc- 
Cabtht.  Joseph  R.,  onetime  Member  of  the 
United  States  Senate  from  the  State  <^t  Wis- 
consin."' 

It  is  almost  unnecessary  to  comzneilt  that 
the  simple  word  "McCaetht"  will  not  pc  fur- 
ther defined  elsewhere  In  the  dictionary. 
But  the  Ism  Is  subject  to  deflnlton  today. 
We  can  find  McCarthyism  being  deflQed  al- 
most dally  in  the  various  media  of  thetpraM! 
the  newspaper,  the  radio,  television,  paoa- 
phlets,  magazines,  learned  Journals. ,  house 
organs,  religious  publications;  In  tegl^latlT* 
sessions  in  our  country  and  abroad,  Ih  pul- 
pits of  every  creed.  In  conversations  of  large 
and  small  groups.  In  debates.  In  famfna.  In 
panels — ^in  other  words,  in  every  place; where 
men  find  a  chance  to  express  their  ideM- 

The  definitions  are  not  all  alike.  Tl)ey  are 
oftentimes  as  dissimilar  as  black  and  white. 
night  and  day.  right  and  wrong.  Nevterthe- 
less.  it  Is  safe  to  say  that  the  same  wovds  are  ~ 
being  repeated  and  repeated  to  descril^  thU 
newest  of  Isms. 


We  constantly  hear  such  words  and 
phrasee  as  these  to  describe  McCarthylam: 
Fascist,  totaUtarlan,  demagog,  OesUpo,  hys- 
teria, witch  hunting,  inquialtlon.  bigotry, 
terroristic,  smear,  unbalanced,  antlaemltlc, 
libelous,  undemocratic,  persecution,  uni- 
formity, and  so  on  ad  infinitum. 

The  repetitious  use  of  words  of  this  sort  In 
association  with  the  name  McCarrHT  would 
seem  to  Imply  strongly  that  our  cotintry  has 
been  cursed  with  some  manner  of  predatory 
beast  upon  committing  the  collective  galaxy 
of  crimes  generally  attributed  to  Attlla.  Nero, 
Hitler,  MussoUnl,  StatUn,  and  even  Satan 
himself. 

It  behooves  us  to  pay  a  great  deal  of  at- 
tention to  such  damning  words  and  phrases 
especially  when  we  consider  the  sources  of 
such  utterances.  Such  words  and  phrases 
have  been  publicly  used  by  two  of  our.  Presi- 
dents, the  wife  of  a  President,  national  lead- 
ers of  high  elective  and  appointive  office, 
distinguished  members  of  the  clergy,  pundits 
of  the  press,  foreign  dignitaries  of  friendly 
and  unfriendly  nations,  leading  scientists 
and  professional  people,  high -school  teach- 
ers, college  presidents,  deans  and  professors, 
people  from  all  entertainment  media,  best- 
selling  authors  In  the  fictional  and  nonflc- 
tional  field,  labor  leaders.  Industrial  giants, 
housewives,  leading  newspaper  editorialists, 
and  sidewalk  and  cocktail  lounge  conversa- 
tionalists. 

McCarthyism  and  McCastht  have  a  legion 
of  crltlca.  That  legion  forms  an  unusual 
conglomeration  of  adherents.  Bven  a  hastily 
contrived  list  would  have  to  include  former 
President  Truman,  incumbent  President 
Elsenhower.  Senators  Lehman,  Humphrey, 
Kefauver.  Margaret  Chase  Smith.  Paul  Doug- 
las, Chavez,  former  Senators  Tydlngs  and 
Benton,  newsmen  Drew  Pearson,  Thomas  L. 
Stokes.  Joseph  Barnes,  Joseph  and  Stewart 
Alsop.  Edward  R.  Murrow,  Homer  Blgart, 
John  Crosby,  Elmer  Davis.  H.  V.  Kaltenbom, 
Douglas  Edwards.  Agnes  Meyer,  the  editorial 
and  publishing  staffs  of  Time,  Life,  the  New 
York  Times,  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune, 
the  Washington  Post  (now  combined  with 
the  Times  Herald).  New  York  Post,  »«ilwau- 
kee  Journal,  the  Boston  Herald,  the  Nation. 
Pravda,  Izvestia.  Dally  Worker,  the  New  Re- 
public, Atlantic  magazine.  Harper's  maga- 
zlite,  the  Saturday  Review  of  Literature,  the 
Monthly  Review,  Commonweal,  the  Reporter. 
We  must  also  include  as  critics  of  McCastht 
and  McCarthyism  such  clergymen  as  Meth- 
odist Bishop  O.  Bromley  Oznam.  Roman 
Catholic  Bishop  Bernard  J.  SheU.  Rabbi  Jo- 
seph Shubow.  assorted  personalities  as  Mar- 
quis ChUds.  Clement  Atlee,  Alan  Barth, 
Eleanor  Roosevelt.  Arthur  Meier  Schleelnger. 
Jr.,  Earl  Browder.  Henry  Steele  Commager, 
James  B.  Conant.  Robert  Maynard  Hutchins, 
Adlal  Stevenson.  Harold  Stassen,  and  a  host 
of  other  famous  men  and  women  from  all 
walks  of  life.  This  is  only  a  sampling  of 
Senator  McCabtht's  distinguished  critics. 

There  is  no  comparable  list  of  adherents  to 
McCarthsrism  but  there  are  signa  at  least  that 
such  a  list  is  growing  in  numbers  at  the 
present  time. 

Now  here  is  a  subject  which  has  seemed 
to  have  gripped  the  Imagination  of  aU  think- 
ing Americana  as  well  as  those  who  think  of 
America.  It  is  a  subject  that  has  permeated 
every  phase  of  our  civilization. 

It  is  a  subject  thst  has  entered  Into  every 
avenue  of  our  political,  social,  cultxiral.  and 
economic  life.  Few,  if  any,  subjects  in  mod- 
ern times  have  engaged  so  much  concen- 
trated attention. 

We  cannot  r«cape  McCarthyism.  Let  tis 
be  thankful  that  we  cannot  escape  it  as 
long  as  .^e  try  to  defend  what  is  our  Ameri- 
can civfiizatlon.  The  time  has  come  for  our 
fellow  Americans  to  stop  apoldglzing  to  Eu- 
ropeans and  other  foreigners  on  behalf  of 
McCarthyism.  Let  us  start  bosftlng  about 
j    McCarthyism  and  its  growth. 


McCarthyism  Is  nothing  less  than  a  a  de- 
fense of  our  American  civilization  despite 
the  glittering  group  of  critics  who  are  ar- 
rayed against  McCarthyism.  It  would  defy 
the  normal  Imagination  to  recite  one  single 
toulc  which  could  bring  together  such  a 
varied  group  of  attackers  such  as  are  wag- 
ing a  ceaseless  barrage  of  propaganda  against 
McCastht  and  his  "Ism." 

It  Is  my  sincere  and  considered  belief  that 
McCarthyism  may  weU  be  partially  defined 
as  one  of  the  last  intellectual  bulwarks  of 
our  clvUlzatlon.  McCarthyism  is  not  ex- 
pendable at  this  time.  McCarthjrism  Is  nec- 
essary until  something  better  is  develqsed  to 
protect  our  civilization  from  the  cxirrent  and 
growing  threat  of  communism. 

Before  developing  this  thesis  any  further, 
let  me  state  what  I  believe  to  be  our  Ameri- 
can civilization.  I  believe  that  our  Ameri- 
can clvUlzatlon  is  an  accumulation  of  po- 
litical, social,  cultural,  and  economic  habits 
developed  through  evolution  and  revolution. 
These  habits  have  sometimes  been  formed 
by  ptirging  ourselves  of  the  mistakes  made  In 
our  own  history  or  in  the  history  of  previous 
and  foreign  clvUlzatlons.  Sometimes  these 
habits  have  been  formed  by  adapting  good 
features  of  previous  and  foreign  cfvillzations. 
Also,  these  habits  have  been  formed  often 
through  the  faculties  of  inventiveness  on  the 
part  of  Americans.  These  habits  are  ba- 
sically decent.  These  are  the  habits  which 
give  to  our  country  that  uniqueness  which 
makes  the  United  States  an  object  of  ad- 
mU-ation  or  envy  for  every  nation  In  the 
world. 

Consider  brlefiy  some  of  our  political 
habits.  We  are  a  people  living  under  a  moral 
law — our  Constitution — which  provides  for 
the  protection  by  our  Oovernmen^  of  our 
natural  rights.  We  are  habituated  to  expect 
that  protection  and  to  protest,  without  ^ear, 
if  that  protection  is  not  aU  that  we  demand 
and  have  a  right  to  expect.  It  mayoiot  be  a 
perfect  political  arrangement  buv>  It  will 
suffice  untU  a  better  one  Is  introduced  peace- 
fully and  accepted  by  the  freely  expressed 
wUl  of  our  people. 

Consider  briefly  our  social  habits.  We  are 
basically  a  people  who  do  believe  and  prac- 
tice the  golden  rule.  There  are  no  legal 
castes,  classes,  or  strata  of  any  kind  in  our 
society.  We  have  emphasized,  as  no  previous 
society  has  ever  done,  the  equality  of  men 
on  earth,  men  before  and  after  the  law,  men 
before  opportunities,  and  men  in  quest  of 
reward.  We  have  continually  emphasized 
the  sanctity  of  human  and  property  rights 
in  defense  of  encroachment  upon  those 
rlghU. 

Consider  briefly  our  economic  habits.  We 
have  tried  to  maintain  freedom  of  enterprise 
and  initiative  and  Inventiveness  for  all  men 
of  good  wiU.  We  have  not  had  such  freedoms 
destroyed  by  recession,  panic,  depression,  in- 
flation, deflation,  labor  crises,  or  economic 
theorists.  We  have  managed  to  survive  the 
Square  E>eal,  the  New  Deal,  and  the  Fair  Deal. 
We  have  stirvived  through  agrarianism,  the 
Wobblies  populism,  progi-essivism.  New  Free- 
dom, new  nationalism,  internationalism,  iso- 
lation, and  reforms  of  all  descriptions.  We 
have  even  stirvlved  the  Henry  Walleceites. 
We  survived  Harry  Hopklnsism — ^no  mean 
feat  and  one  which  goes  a  long  way  toward 
explaining  the  miracle  of  America. 

Consider  briefly  some  of  our  cultural 
haUts.  We  live  in  a  country  where  every 
man  may  enjoy  the  religion  of  his  choice 
or  no  religion.  We  live  in  a  country  Where 
sectarian  anJ  nonsectarian  schools  exist  side 
by  side.  We  Uve  in  a  country  where  for 
the  edUleatlon  of  television  audiences  Molly 
Goldberg  serves  as  a  summertime  replace- 
ment for  Bishop  Sheen.  We  live  in  s  country 
where  the  col\imns  of  Drew  Pearson  and 
Westbrook  Pegler  may  bt  placed  side  by  side 
on  the  same  editorial  page.  In  other  words, 
our  cultural  habits  are  marked  by  freedom 


and  diversity.   Tliey  are  not  characterised  by 
unlf  ormiiy  or  regimentation. 

Now  there  is  only  one  force  in  the  world 
at  this  time  which  appears  to  be  strong 
enough  to  change  or  destroy  our  habits  of 
civUlBstion — ^that  one  force  is  conununlsm — 
the  cancer  of  our  generation.  And  like  a 
bodUy  cancer,  communism  is  a  perrading, 
spreading,  destructive  disease  and  It  can  re- 
duce even  the  strongest  polltleal  unit  to  the 
status  of  a  whimpering,  grovelling.  snivelUng 
puppet. 

The  world  has  long  sought  a  cure  for  bodily 
cancer.  Experimentation,  trial  and  error, 
discovery,  disappointment,  hope,  progreaa, 
and  faUure  are  some  of  the  elements  of  that 
search.  Our  country  has  sought  a  cure  for 
the  political  cancer— communism.  Some- 
times that  search  has  bogged  down  in  a  mire 
of  indifference.  Sometimes  that  search  has 
been  blocked  by  extreme  opposition.  Scnne- 
times  that  search  has  stumbled  against  po- 
litical expediency.  McCarthyism  is  the  best 
cure  yet  found.  McCarthyism  is  a  serious 
attempt  to  ferret  out  the  roots  of  the  cancer, 
to  ferret  out  the  advocates  of  conununlsm,  to 
ferret  out  the  willing  and^or  the  \ui witting 
supporters  of  communism  and  Conmaunlsta. 
to  ferret  out  those  who  would  obstruct  in  the 
slightest  degree  the  search  for  the  roots  of 
communism. 

There  can  be  little  quarrel  with  the  obser- 
vation that  conununlsm  ts  a  real  threat  to 
our  country.  The  major  share  of  our  na- 
tional annual  budget  is  a  defense  item,  a 
defense  against  an  expected  and  feared  ag- 
gression by  the  stronghold  of  communism 
which  can  only  be  Soviet  Russia  and  its  . 
allies.  Americans  have  spared  little  expense 
or  energy  to  build  up  a  wall  of  alliances 
against  the  external  attacks  of  communism. 
There  can  be  little  doubt,  however,  that  we 
have  been  remiss  in  buUding  up  our  defenses 
against  the  attacks  of  communism  from 
within  our  borders.  The  advocates  of  com- 
munism have  found  places  in  our  Oovem- 
ment.  In  Its  political,  diplomatic,  administra- 
tive, military,  and  clerical  offices.  They  have 
found  room  in  our  press,  in  our  pulpits,  in 
our  schools,  in  our  laboratories,  in  our  takUis- 
trial  plants,  in  our  entertainment  mal^  la 
our  cultural  societies.  In  our  youth  orgaalM* 
tlons,  and  in  our  labor  organizations. 

Communists  have  advised  Presidents,  dined 
at  the  White  House,  slept  at  the  White  House, 
picketed  Federal  court  houses,  picketed  tbe 
FBI,  castigated  fearless  investigators  such  as 
Bob  Stripling,  Martin  Dies.  J.  PameU  Thomas, 
and    Joaeph    McCarthy.    Communists    hava 
poisoned    young    minds.    They    have    lam- 
pooned, ridiculed,  derided,  bludgeoned,  and 
taunted  such  outstanding  anti-Communists 
as  Louis  Budenz.  Whittaker  Chambers,  BUaa- 
beth  BenUey,  J.  B.  Matthews.  Alfred  Kohl- 
berg.  Eugene  Lyons,  William  P.  Buckley.  Bob 
Considine,  Senators  Jenner  and  McCarran. 
Congressman  Velde,  John  ODonnell.  Walter 
Wlncbell.  Father  James  GilUs,  George  Sokol- 
Eky,  Gov.  Hugh  Gregg  of  New  Hampshire. 
Widter    Trohan.    James    Buml»m,    Pulton 
Lewis.  Westbrook  Pegler,  Oen.  Claire  Cben- 
nault.  Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur,  Judge  Harold 
Medina,  David  Lawrence,  Ralph  deToledano, 
John  T.  Flynn.  and  the  editorial  staff  of  tbe 
New  York  Journal  American,  the  Washing- 
ton Times -Herald  (now  defunct),  the  Man- 
chester Union-Leader,  the  Chicago  Tribune, 
the  Freeman,  Human  Events,  the  American 
Mercury,  the  American  Legion  magazine,  the 
Boston  Post;  the  publishing  hoiue  of  Bcf^icry 
*  Co.,  Devin-Adair.  Oazton  PubUshers.  the 
Committee  for  OonsUtutlonal  Oovenunent, 
the  producers  at  Ftaets  Foram.  as  wen  as 
any  other  tndtvMual  or  group  advocating  a 
consistent  antt-CoaBMnniak  pollej. 

Communists  have  tnwssd  latanadne  qfuar- 
rels.    They  have  playstf  i 
other  otir  major  poinftea)  ; 
arrayed   leaden  of 
against 
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fuolllM  and  frtomli.  Ttkcy  hmr*  eoned  out 
th«  aposUtw  tram  tbtix  nunka.  As  a  remit 
of  tbta  atratagy  erf  eonfualoa  OommiuilBtB 
have  bMB  f  ctad,  awanled.  promofO.  landed, 
•nd  martyrteed. 

Ironleally  enough,  tbeae  aame  Oommuniste 
hare  aoxiglit  and  found  shelter  under  a  de- 
cent document — the  Constitution — ^when 
thetr  groai  Indewmctes  hsve  been  In  the 
proceee  at  dJeooTary.  They  have  used  the 
lat.  4th.  6th.  «th,  and  10th  amendments  plus 
the  Declaration  of  Independence  plus  the 
utterances  (tf  Abraham  Lincoln  and  George 
Washington. 

These  same  Communists  have  oftentimes 
bidden  behind  the  facade  of  frant  organiaa- 
tions  which  emphastae  In  their  titles  and 
letterheads  such  words  and  phrases  as  antl- 
Faseist.  democratic,  liberty,  civil  rights,  free- 
dom. Amorlcan.  and  dvU  liberties. 

8enat<»  Josbfb  B.  McCa«tbt  has  been  one 
outstanding  man  who  has  bullied  these  ver- 
min when  they  have  been  called  to  task  be- 
fore the  legal  investigating  body  of  which 
he  is  the  present  chairman.  It  has  -been  the 
worjt  of  his  congressional  subconmiittee  to 
Investigate  and  to  study  subversive  person- 
alities who  have  been  influential  in  under- 
mining our  civilization  and  then  to  make 
recommendations  for  laws  to  prevent  future 
Kucceeses  of  similar  vermin.  "" 

McCabtht'b  has  been  pretty  much  of  a 
thankless  and  mlsinterin'eted  task.  He  has 
interrogated  and  investigated  people  who 
were  not  and  are  not  Communists.  This 
has  been  necessary  to  complete  the  back- 
ground of  the  Investigations.  Instead  of  be- 
ing praised  tot  being  thorough,  he  has  been 
condemned. 

licCssTHt  has  recited -names  in  public 
which  he  has  associated  by  simple  logic  with 
a  pattern  of  subversion  even  though  some 
of  those  names  belong  tq>'people  In  high 
places.  However,  he  has  notiealled  out  names 
which  are  completely  out  from  under  a  cloud 
of  suspicion  in  respect  to  past  and/or  pres- 
ent activities  and  associations. 

McCsBTirr  has  been  confronted  time  and 
time  again  by  witneeses  from  the  ranks  of 
blgh-school  faculties  and  collie  professors 
who  have  suffered  a  sudden  loss  of  memory 
when  asked  questions  about  their  member- 
ship in  the  Communist  Party,  their  Commu- 
nist associates,  their  recruitment  efforts  for 
the  party,  their  financial  contributions  to 
the  party,  their  membership  in  front  organi- 
zations, or  their  association  with  perennial 
Joiners.  Such  teachers  often  use  the  shield 
of  the  flOh  amendment  or  they  maintain 
that  such  questions  are  an  affront  to  aca- 
demic freedom.  Please  note  how  ridiculous 
these  defenses  are.  A  teacher,  who  by  his 
very  occupation,  is  called  upon  to  answer 
miuch  more  searching  inquiries  in  his  dally 
routine,  suddenly  has  a  loss  of  memory  and 
cannot  tell  Senator  McCaitbt  whether  or 
not  he  ever  did  or  still  does  belong  to  the 
Communist  Party.  Membership  in  that 
world  renowned  party  is  not  something  to 
be  forgotten  easily.  It  is  an  entrance  into 
the  vale  of  complete  indecency  and  should 
under  all  normal  circumstances  be  a  move 
forever  ingrained  on  the  mind  of  the  ln> 
divldtial. 

Then  there  Is  the  matter  of  academic  free- 
dom. I  cite  Bishop  Fulton  J.  Sheen  for  his 
concise  answer  to  this  problem: 

"There  is  no  danger  whatsoever  to  aca- 
demic f reborn  when  a  professor  is  asked  if 
he  is  a  member  or  not  of  the  Communist 
Party.    Absolutely  none." 

And  there  can  be  more  said  about  aca- 
demic freedom.  First  of  all  Just  what  is 
academic  freedom?  It  is  the  privilege  of  a 
teachMT  to  present  truth  to  developing  minds. 
It  is  not  the  license  to  introduce  develop- 
ing minds  to  untruth  and  Indecency  imless 
they  are  labeled  as  such. 

Communism  is  indecent  and  it  Is  a  mas- 
alve  collection  of  imtruths.  Nothing  good 
can  be  said  for  communism.  Academic  free- 
dom does  not  have  the  elasticity  to  allow 


favorable  oomments  by  any  Christian,  atiy 
American,  cr  any  real  educator  on  behalf  of 
communism. 

And  it  would  not  be  Improper  to  say  a 
few  words  at  this  time  about  the  fifth 
amendment.  It  is  a  part  of  oiir  Constitu- 
tion. That  Constitution  Is  designed  until 
the  present  time  to  jvotect  only  two  groups, 
namely,  loyal  Americans  and  friendly  aU#ns 
residing  in  this  country.  It  was  never  wid 
is  not  now  designed  to  protect  enemies  of 
this  country,  and  remember  Communists  are 
avowed  enemies  of  this  country.  Only  the 
naive  or  ignorant  will  still  deny  that  Com- 
munists are  our  sworn  enemies. 

I>t  these  fifth  amendment  teachers  re- 
flect If  they  will  upon  the  chances  they  wo«ld 
have  of  survival  If  they  were  teaching  amti- 
Conununist  doctrines  In  any  of  the  Commu- 
nist countries  today.  They  would  soon  lesrn 
that  academic  freedom  Is  peculiarly  a  tradi- 
tion of  freedom-loving  countries. 

Is  it  too  much  to  expect  that  teachers 
should  respect  their  positions  of  trust  md 
that  they  have  a  moral  obligation  to  <|is- 
play  inspiring  decency  to  students  so  that 
those  students  will  be  encouraged  to  ssek 
the  full  truth  of  the  subject  at  hand  after 
an  introduction  to  the  basic  truths  of  that 
subject?  A  Communist  teacher  is  a  moral 
pervert:  his  perversion  should  not  be  the 
subject  of  quibbling  over  the  technlcalitfes 
of  tenure.  He  should  be  shunned  arbi- 
trarily from  the  academic  profession  wid 
then  called  before  the  bar  of  decency  to 
answer  for  his  crimes  of  perversion  stad 
subversion.  He  should  be  tried  as  an  ac- 
cessory before,  during,  and  after  the  crime 
of  intellectual  miu-der — brainwashing  under 
the  guise  of  a  liberal  shampoo. 

Senator  McCastbt  has  been  berated  for 
questioning  the  widely  publicized  pro-Cotn- 
m\mist  statements  and  associations  of 
scientists.  McCaxtbt's  critics  seem  to  tsk« 
the  stand  that  because  a  man  has  a  distin- 
guished position  in  the  field  of  physics  or 
mathematics  or  nuclear  fission  that  such  a ' 
man  automatically  qxiallfles  for  immunity 
from  criticism  when  he  transcends  the 
boundaries  of  his  specialized  field  of  knowl- 
edge and  begins  to  pontificate  on  other  sub- 
jects. 

They  further  take  the  stand  that  such  dis- 
tinguished savants  of  the  physical  sciences 
should  not  be  criticized  for  their  adheredce 
to  and  support  of  the  cause  of  communism 
or  Communist-front  organizations. 

Suc^  muddle-headed  thinking  develops  to 
the  point  where  Americans  are  asked  to  re- 
ward, condone,  and  follow  these  scientists 
who  support  a  caxise  that  Is  subversive  of  all 
that  our  floe  civilization  represents.  I  can- 
not understand  why  Albert  Einstein  or  J. 
Bobert  Oppenhelmer  should  be  commended 
for  harboring  communistic  views  or  associates 
in  the  past  or  in  the  present.  Because  a  man 
builds  a  better  mouse  trap  is  no  reason  tor 
believing  that  he  should  be  respected  as  a 
guardian  along  the  way  of  truth  In  moral 
matters.  -Do  not  forget  that  communism 
is  a  question  of  morals.  It  Is  not  a  subject 
that  can  be  reduced  to  a  scientific  formula. 

Albert  Dnstein  and  Oppenhelmer  and 
others  of  their  ilk  are  not  to  be  regarded  as 
paragons  of  knowledge  respecting  constitu- 
tional law  and  every  other  subject  within  the 
ken  of  Americans.  They  have  no  right  to 
tell  us  what  church  to  attend,  what  school  to 
attend,  how  to  run  a  grocery  store,  how  to 
answer  or  defy  congressional  committees. 
what  brand  of  cigarettes  to  smoke,  or  what 
political  beliefs  will  best  serve  us  as  Am«-l- 
cans. 

Scientists  as  these  are  specialists  In  a  ma- 
terial field.  They  have  shown  a  marked  de- 
flciency  in  certain  fields  of  intelligence. 
They  cannot  recognize  a  subversive  doctrine 
or  subversive  organization  when  such  a  doc- 
trine or  such  an  organization  has  been 
labeled  subversive  in  public  docimients. 
These  men  have  shown  a  marked  lack  of 
decency.    Einstein,  for  example,  encourages 


defiance  to  orderly  processes  of  legally  ap- 

pointed  investigating  coounittees.  Oppen- 
helmer has  never  voluntarily  bared  h|s  past 
record  of  associates  who  were  tech|ilcaUy 
and  actually  at  war  with  our  civUi^atloo. 
He  has  Instead  sheltered  and  apologised  for 
his  associates  and  provided  them  rafUge  In 
sensitive  positions  of  government  by  his  vary 
silence.  No  scientist  is  unexpendablf.  Let 
our  Government  officials  appomt  arid  rely 
upon  men  whose  past  is  completely  un- 
clouded by  membership  in  or  asso^Uoa 
with  those  perverts  who  Join  in  and  con- 
tinue to  support  Communist  front  prgan- 
izations. 

Senator  McCaxtht  has  been  roundly  de- 
nounced for  criticizing  high  olftclals  of  our 
Government  for  allowing  people  to  cofitlnue 
In  their  employment  in  sensitive  poaitlona 
even  though  they  have  enjoyed  question- 
able associations  In  the  past  or  enjoy  ques- 
tionable associations  at  present. 

This  Ls  a  country  of  more  than  100  4illltOD 
people.  It  is  not  too  much  to  expect  that 
Government  employees  without  the  slightest 
taint  of  a  pro-Communist  backgrouitd  can 
be  recruited  from  that  large  population. 

It  is  not  a  national  necessity  that  this 
country  should  employ  or  continue  to  Employ 
someone  who  has  married  a  Commui|ist,  or 
someone  who  has  belonged  to  a  half  m  doaen 
Communist-front  organizations,  or  mad* 
contributions  to  the  Rosenbergs'  cs«se,  or 
paid  personal  tribute  to  the  Red  Dean  of 
Canterbury.  It  is  ridiculous  to  say  that 
the  normal  part  of  every  American's  growth 
Is  to  Join  for  a  long  or  short  period  soma 
subversive  organization  which  Is  Intent  upon 
reducing  our  civilization  to  a  mass  of  atheis- 
tic rubble.  Communism  was  never  decent. 
There  was  never  a  decent  cllnute  of  opinion 
which  allowed  toleration  of  communtam. 

Surely  our  leaders  of  Government  C4n  find 
individuals  In  this  country  who  have  never 
deviated  In  the  direction  of  communism.  An 
unsullied  record  is  certainly  preferabte  to  a 
tarnished  record.  Dupes  In  positions  at  tmst 
are  positively  expendable.  There  is  no  room 
In  logic  for  countenancing  them  in  the  serv- 
ice of  our  Government  no  matter  bow  minor 
or  unimportant  might  be  their  Job.  Btocaus* 
a  man  Is  a  graduate  of  a  university  which 
has  a  charter  200  or  300  years  old  does  not 
qualify  that  man  for  a  sensitive  Govertiment 
position  If  he  Is  a  fellow-traveler. 

It  Is  laudable  to  forgive  sinners  but  whera 
In  the  name  of  common  sense  Is  It  ^^iae  to 
reward  sinners.  The  ordinary  prudent  |>arent 
does  not  employ  a  known  iiaroled  mttrderer 
as  a  babysitter  even  though  the  murder 
was  committed  some  time  in  the  distant 
past.  Likewise,  a  prudent  American  would 
not  reward  an  ex-contributor  to  the  Com- 
munist Party  with  a  Job  of  trust  In  th« 
Government  which  is  a  prime  target  df  that 
party. 

It  is  our  right  as  members  of  a  Jludale- 
Chrlstian  civilization  to  be  critical  ol!  thoaa 
who  have  deviated  from  standards  of  political 
decency  by  contributing  (even  mlnutOly)  to 
the  cause  of  communism.  Commimism  Is 
an  evil  which  can  destroy  our  exlstenOa  as  a 
decent  civilization. 

Communism  has  as  its  xiltlmate  ob|«ctlv« 
the  destruction  of  our  decent  hahtts  oC 
civilization.  Conmiunlsm  can  make  n0  posi- 
tive contributions  to  our  or  any  civilisation. 
Its  Impressions  can  only  be  of  a  negatltre  and 
destructive  nature.  Conununlsm  would 
destroy  our  political  Government  by  deem- 
phaslzlng  to  the  point  of  non-recognition 
human  Integrity,  natural  rlghU.  pifaperty 
rights  and  freedoms;  and,  it  would  O^age  a 
war  against  religion  with  the  objecmve  at 
creating  a  vacuum  In  the  field  of  r«lglon. 

There  can  be  no  compromise  with  luch  a 
force  as  communism.  It  is  ridiculous  to  ex- 
pect that  the  Communists  can  be  siiScOptible 
to  compromise,  or  appeasement,  or  co^icilla- 
tlon.  or  any  other  decent  overture*.  As 
Munich  failed  as  a  compromise  with  nazism. 
so    too,    Poland,    Hungary.    Czechoslovakia. 


China,  and  other  nations  stand  as  real 
evidence  that  there  can  be  no  compromise 
with  communism.  We  cannot  mix  decency 
and  Indecency  and  expect  the  total  product 
to  be  decency.  We  cannot  mix  positives  and 
negatives  and  exi>ect  the  total  product  to  be 
positives.  We  cannot  mix  Americanism  and 
communism  and  expect  the  end  product  to 
be  Americanism. 

Communists  ar-s  evildoers.  Those  who  give 
Communists  the  least  aid  and  comfort  are 
also  evildoers.  Because  they  are  clothed  with 
the  name  of  du))e,  fellow  traveler,  liberal, 
progressive,  or  Intellectual  does  not  detract 
from  the  fact  that  they  are  evildoers.  Evil 
should  never  be  rewarded;  it  should  be  pun- 
ished. Evildoers  should  be  punished.  They 
should  be  repelled  by  every  weapon  at  our 
command. 

We  have  mlgh-y  weapons.  We  have  the 
Department  of  Justice,  the  FBI.  grand  Juries, 
State  and  National  legislative  investigative 
committees  and  s  good  court  system.  We 
have  the  means  ct  education.  We  have  the 
force  of  public  opinion.  We  have  the  moral 
strength  which  U  inherent  in  decency.  We 
have  the  electric  chair,  gas  chamber,  and 
gallows. 

The  sins  of  Communists,  pro-Communists, 
dupes,  fellow  travelers,  and  their  protectors 
should  be  aired.  The  age  of  the  sins  does 
not  matter.  Conspiracies  are  not  consum- 
mated overnight.  Conspiracies  are  long  and 
complicated  In  formation.  Old  sins  form  a 
part  of  the  pattern  of  conspiracy  and  make 
later  sins  possible  and  successful.  It  does 
not  matter  if  a  man  or  woman  fell  imder 
the  spell  of  coramunism  5,  10,  15,  or  30 
years  ago.  We  must  concern  ourselves  with 
whether  or  not  tlie  spell  has  completely  worn 
ocr.  When  we  sje  convinced  that  the  spell 
Is  gone,  we  mvist  examine  if  that  spell 
was  cast  off  voluntarily  or  only  when  the 
man  or  woman  ^?as  under  close  scrutiny  by 
a  Judicial  or  Investigating  body.  Even  if 
we  are  firmly  convinced  that  the  spell  Is 
gone,  we  have  no  moral  obligation  to  reward 
the  convert  for  tls  cure. 

Being  a  non-Communtst  or  anti-Oommu- 
nlst  Is  normal  for  Americans  and  they  ex- 
pect no  rewards  'or  being  normal.  Apostasy 
does  not  breed  privilege. 

Senator  McCastmt  hM»  labored  under  the 
belief  that  if  a  man  falls  once,  he  can  fall 
again  and  he  should  not  be  placed  in  a 
position  where  Ids  second  fall  might  Jeop- 
ardize the  security  of  our  Nation.  That  Is 
an  extremely  pr\ident  view  admittedly.  But 
there  Is  call  for  extreme  prudence  when  the 
security,  freedom,  and  existence  of  1«0  mil- 
lion people  are  Involved. 

This  does  not  mean  that  Senator  McCar- 
thy refuse  to  recognize  that  there  are  sin- 
cere former  Co:mmunlsts  who  have  since 
their  reformation  contributed  mightily  and 
generously  by  p<isitlve  action  to  the  crusade 
agaliut  commutilsm.  Wblttaker  Chamben, 
Louis  Budenz,  Elizabeth  Bentley.  and  others 
have  bared  their  past  records  for  all  to 
see.  They  have  revealed  names.  Incidents, 
associates,  and  all  manner  of  valuable  in- 
formation whicli  lends  to  the  revelation  of 
the  entire  Communist  conspiracy  In  this 
country.  They  have  rejected  communism 
and  embraced  Americanism.  They  did  not 
seek  the  shield  of  the  Constitution,  aca- 
demic freedom,  or  abuse  the  legally  consti- 
tuted investigative  bodies  of  our  Govern- 
ment. They  huve  made  public  confession 
and  repentance  and  penance  for  their  po- 
litical sins.  However,  they  have  come  under 
the  scornful  attacks  of  that  new  legion — 
the  antl-anti-Communlsta. 

Compare  the  treatment  accorded  to  such 
aggressive  and  cooperative  converts  from 
conununlsm  to  the  treatment  accorded  to 
those  who  have  made  no  positive  contribu- 
tion after  their  aUeged  conversion  from  a 
policy  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the  Com- 
munist cause. 

Lucille  Ball  confessed  that  at  the  age  of  25 
she  registered  and  voted  as  a  Communist  to 
satisfy  the  wh.m  of  a  domineering  grand- 


father. There  have  probably  been  more  In- 
ane reasons  for  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the 
cause  of  conununlsm  but,  if  there  have  been, 
they  escape  me  at  the  present  moment.  It 
would  follow  from  her  reasoning  that  each 
generation  should  satisfy  the  past  generation 
when  it  comes  to  marking  a  ballot  in  se- 
crecy. This  woman  has,  since  her  widely 
heralded  explanation,  become  one  of  the 
favorite  entertainers  of  the  White  House. 
Needless  to  say  an  endorsement  of  that  na- 
ture is  much  more  than  a  strong  an tl -Com- 
munist such  as  Adolphe  Menjou  ever  re- 
ceived. 

The  death  of  John  Garfield  ended  his  ca- 
reer— not  the  fact  that  he  bad  been  exposed 
as  a  fellow-traveler  and  Joiner.  Other  careers 
that  come  to  mind  as  not  being  retarded 
noticeably  after  exposure  as  dupes  or  fellow- 
travelers  Include  Judy  HoUlday,  Jose  Ferrer, 
Abe  Burrows,  Marlon  and  Jocelyn  Branda 
Lee  Cobb.  Kim  Hunter,  Danny  Kaye,  Frank 
Sinatra.  Karen  Morley,  Melvyn  Douglas,  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Humphrey  Bogart.  and  Larry  Parks. 
My  own  studies  of  this  problem  fall  to  reveal 
where  any  one  of  these  entertainers  has  made 
a  positive  contribution  to  the  cause  of  anti- 
communism. 

Senator  McCaktht  and  others  practicing 
McCarthylsm  have  made  the  American  pub- 
lic aware  of  people  who.  If  they  are  not  Com- 
munists, have  not  harmed  the  Communist 
cause.  Rather  they  have  consistently  es- 
poused the  aims  and  ideals  of  Soviet  Russia 
in  their  teachings,  writings,  and  activities. 
By  no  manner  of  reasoning  can  they  be  in- 
cluded In  the  ranks  of  an  tl -Communists.  I 
speak  of  such  men  as  Owen  Lattlmore,  Fred- 
erick Schuman.  T.  A.  Blseon,  Edgar  Snow, 
and  Theodore  C.  White. 

By  what  manner  of  reasoning  can  Edward 
R.  Murrow  be  regarded  as  an  an  tl -Commu- 
nist? He  can  certainly  be  regarded  as  an 
antl-antl-Conununlst.  There  Is  also  Elmer 
Davis,  bitterly  anti-McCA«THT.  but  who  as 
head  of  the  Office  of  War  Information,  shield- 
ed willingly  or  unwittingly  an  effective  col- 
lection of  Communist  propagandists  speak- 
ing with  the  support  of  our  Government  to 
the  entire  world  as  they  tried  to  undermine 
Americanism.  Does  the  dismal  career  of 
Elmer  Davis  in  a  position  of  trust  qualify 
him  as  an  expert  on  anti-conununlsm? 
Should  he  be  lauded  for  his  attacks  upon  a 
real  antl -Communist,  Senator  McCa«tht? 
What,  precisely,  has  Elmer  Davis  ever  done 
to  lessen  the  Influence  of  Reds  In  the  coun- 
try or  has  he  consistently  given  the  Conunu^i:, 
nlsts  aid  and  comfort  by  hU  hysterical  utter- 
ances upon  McCarthylsm? 

Can  there  be  any  excuse  for  James  B.  Co- 
nant  and  Nathaniel  Pusey.  past  and  present 
Harvard  presidents,  for  making  that  aged 
campus  a  spawning  ground  for  Communists? 
What  lunatic  fringe  of  thinkers  would  de- 
scribe Eleanor  Roosevelt  as  an  anti-Commu- 
nist? 

One  of  Senator  McCa«tht's  prime  targets 
was  George  Catlett  Marshall.  No  one  name 
aroused  so  much  antl-McCarthylsm.  Tet 
few  can  deny  that  Marshall,  serving  his  no- 
vitiate In  diplomacy,  contributed  aid  and 
comfort  to  Moscow  and  Mao  Tse-tung  by  his 
advocacy  of  an  armistice  in  China.  In  a  few 
days  Marshall  accomplished  more  for  the 
Chinese  Conununlsts  than  they  had  been 
able  to  accomplish  in  more  than  20  years  of 
active  flghting  in  China.  Marshall  insured 
the  rout  of  the  Chinese  Nationalists.  This 
does  not  mean  that  Marshall  was  a  Conunu- 
nlst.  It  does  mean  that  he  was  stupid 
enough  to  accept  advice  from  someone  who 
was  positively  pro-Communist.  Gen.  Claire 
Chennault's  book.  The  Way  of  a  Fighter, 
is  a  strong  Indictment  against  Marshall's 
amateumesB.  Incidentally,  what,  if  any- 
thing, has  Mftrsh*"  upon  his  own  initiative 
done  to  combat  conununlsm?  Even  the  Mar- 
shall plan  was  his  in  name  only  and  he  re- 
ceived the  Nobel  peace  iMriae  for  that.  He 
might  well  have  sent  his  checK  to  the  relief 
of  Nationalist  China. 


Another  of  McCabtht'b  targets  was  Deaa 
Achesrai,  former  Secretary  of  State.  He  waa 
a  man  who  could  not  And  it  in  his  heart  to 
condemn  Alger  Hiss,  who  was  an  architect 
of  pro-Communist  diplomacy  within  the 
walls  of  the  State  Department  and  an  archi- 
tect of  the  TalU  sell-out  and  that  great  war 
preventative,  tlie  United  Nations.  Is  Ache- 
son  to  be  applauded  and  defended  for  har- 
boring such  disreputable  employees  of  our 
Government  as  Hiss,  John  Stewart  Service, 
Philip  Jessup.  and  John  Paton  Davles?  Is 
McCaxtht  to  be  condemned  for  spotlighting 
this  cancerotis  situation  within  the  most  sen- 
sitive spot  of  ovtr  diolomacy? 

Now.  included  in  any  appraisal  of  Mc- 
Carthylsm must  be  a  mention  of  the  new 
horde  of  questionable  Americans — the  anti- 
anti-Communists.  They  are  a  strange  group. 
Tbey  insist  that  they  are  against  commu- 
nism, yet  they  carry  on  relentless  attacka 
against  those  who  are  recognizable  as  anti- 
Communists.  It  is  one  of  the  nuijor  tasks 
of  these  anti-antl-Communists  to  discount 
the  real  conversions  of  former  Communists. 
to  ridicule  their  confessions  as  fictional,  all 
this  despite  the  repeated  suppcot  of  these 
former  Communists  by  J.  Edgar  Hoover  and 
other  responsible  loyal  Investigators.  The 
same  sort  of  trestment  is  accorded  to  those 
courageous  Americans  who  live  a  dual  life 
while  working  undergroiuid  for  the  FBI.  The 
same  sort  of  treatment  Is  accorded  to  thoaa 
enlightened  and  cow-ageous  people  who  es- 
cape from  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  and  vol- 
unteer their  knowledge  to  American  inves- 
tigative bodies. 

The  antl -anti-Communists  also  exert 
much  energy  In  petty  attacks  on  the  person 
of  Senator  McCaktbt.  They  Invent  stories 
questioning  his  rigid  adherence  to  his  reli- 
gion. They  describe  McCabtht  as  anti- 
Semitic,  anti-Negro,  and  antl-Protestant. 
They  probe  and  search  his  personal  flnancial 
record.  They  probe  and  search  the  flnances 
of  his  friends  and  associates.  They  ridicule 
his  military  record.  They  quote  him  out  of 
context.  They  distort  his  facts.  They  carry 
on  vicious  whispering  campaigns  reflecting 
upon  bis  personal  integrity.  They  mlnlmlas 
the  res\ilt8  of  his  work.  They  accuse  hlaa 
of  neglecting  his  duty  becatise  he  has  not  yet 
filled  the  Federal  prisons  with  Oommunlsta. 
They  ignore  the  fact  that  McCabtht  Is  not 
a  prosecutor,  that  he  Is  not  a  one-man  Jury. 
They  Ignore  the  fact  that  Senator  McCabtht 
Is  the  elective  choice  for  the  United  States 
Senate,  a  choice  made  by  the  electorate  of 
the  sovereign  State  of  Wisconsin,  and  that  a 
portion  of  his  duties  aaslgned  to  him  by  his 
collesgues  of  the  Senate  is  to  investigate 
subversives  in  this  country,  and  that  he  la 
then  to  make  recommendations  for  laws  to 
make  it  more  difficult  for  the  infiltration  of 
subversives  into  the  core  of  our  civilization. 
If  McCastht  smiles,  the  antl-anti-Commu- 
nlsts  describe  him  as  tmeasy. 

The  antl-anti-Communists  spend  a  great 
deal  of  time  in  publishing,  editing,  and  writ- 
ing books.  They  review  each  other's  books. 
They  Invariably  praise  each  others  work  but 
also  invariably  condemn,  boycott,  or  sup- 
press any  book  which  is  written  from  an 
anti-Communist  position.  This  has  been 
particularly  noticeable  in  the  book  review 
sections  of  the  New  York  Times.  New  Tork 
Herald  Tribune,  Satxuxiay  Review  of  Utera- 
t\ir«.  Harper's.  Atlantic,  the  Nation^  and  Mew 
Republic.  The  American  Legion  magaalna 
has  repeatedly  called  this  frivolous  situation 
to  the  attention  of  its  readers  but  the  prac- 
tice has  not  abated.  The  anti-antl-Oommu- 
nlst  conspiracy  still  continues  uiuetarded  la 
the  book-selling,  book-publishing,  and  book- 
reviewing  fields. 

The  anti-antl-Communists  have  also  made 
it  a  practice  to  play  the  numbers  game  over 
figures  allegedly  or  actually  presented  by 
Senator  McCaxtht  in  a  series  of  speeebss 
made  in  1950.  I  refer  you  to  the  recent  pub- 
lication of  McCabtht  and  His  Enemy  by 
William  F.  Buckley,  Jr.  and  L.  Brent  BossH. 
Those     two     authors     have     sattafactertlf 
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aaalyaBd  and  eq^lodad  the  tbeary  that 
ICoOusKT  «M  laooiudstent  with  that  nib- 
jeet  aC'nuaibeni  at  Oommunlsts  at  woA  in 
the  State  Department  in  19«). 

How«f«r,  the  antl-antl-Oommtintrte  have 
another  numhen  game.  Thla  eeoond  num- 
bcra  game  pw^wunde  the  theory  that  alnee 
onlj  a  firaetUm  of  1  percent  of  Amolcans  are 
Commimleta,  there  le  no  real  danger  to  our 
aeeorlty— eotalnlj  not  the  type  of  danger 
which  la  pointed  out  by  ICCCaktbt.  Tble  la 
a  moet  q;>ecloua  line  of  reasoning  and  haa 
had  aome  eupport  frmn  recent  utterances 
by  Preeldmt  Bsenhower.  Those  who  mini- 
mise the  dangers  of  subversives  might  well 
read  the  dispassionate  accoimt  Web  of  Bub- 
version  recently  written  by  James  Bum- 
ham.  That  one  book  makes  me  wish  that  we 
had  a  thousand  full-time  Senator  McCab- 
THT's  in  action  at  this  very  time.  Instead  we 
have  1  Senator  ICcOabtht  and  he  has  been 
hamstruDg  In  a  2-a-day  television  spec- 
tacle while  Nero  Malenkov  must  be  wearing 
out  his  flddles. 

Beyond  Bumham's  account  of  subversion, 
let  us  further  consider  the  ridlculousnees  of 
estimating  and  evaluating  the  dangers  of 
subversives  in  terms  of  numbws  and  per- 
centagee.  Bow  many  men  like  Alger  ffiss  are 
needed  to  corrupt  the  State  Department? 
How  many  men  like  Harry  Dexter  White  are 
needed  to  oomipt  the  Treasury  Department? 
How  many  sets  of  muscles  are  needed  to 
carry  secrets  out  of  radar  laboratories, 
H-bomb  InstallatKms,  the  Central  Intelli- 
gence Agency,  or  General  Beetrlc  plants? 

There  was  a  lian  who  begui  his  crusade 
with  12  disciples.  His  cause  has  never  befwe 
In  history  been  so  challenged  as  it  is  today 
by  the  antichrist  which  la  oommimism. 
The  advocates  of  antichrist  should  view 
optimistically  their  future  success  in  this 
country  tf  they  have  26,000  disciples  (Blsen- 
howerli  figures)  carrying  o\it  their  cancerous 
destiny  In  this  cotmtry  today.  Remember 
there  was  only  Karl  Marx  and  Frederich 
Sngels  106  years  ago.  Remember  further 
that  no  revolution  is  started  by  a  majority  of 
the  populace. 

Axul  before  closing — a  few  words  about 
ICcCABTHT'a  methods.  There  has  been  a  hue 
and  cry  that  his  methods  are  too  rough.  I 
tnterjwt  an  objection  and  maintain  that 
ICcCAxnrr's  methods  have  been  too  gentle. 
No  set  of  methods  can  be  too  rough  against 
Commimists  and  those  who  directly  or  indi- 
rectly give  willing  aid  and  comfort  to  the 
Communists.  This  is  a  holy  war  that  exists 
In  our  time.  It  is  a  struggle  for  existence. 
It  is  a  fight  between  decency  and  indecency. 
It  Is  a  time  when  standards  of  fair  play 
ahould  be  Ignored  because  one  set  of  bellig- 
•renta  does  not  recognize  fairness  as  a  virtue 
but  only  as  a  weakness. 

IfcCaaTHT  and  men  like  him  should  be 
given  more  and  more  encoiu'agement  to 
gouge  and  kick  and  punch,  figuratively  speak- 
ing. Abuse  of  uncooperative  witnesses 
should  be  intensified  and  prolonged  until  the 
American  public  becomes  aware  of  the  cal- 
lousness of  the  subversives  who  are  in  our 
mldtit.  This  is  not  a  time  for  niceties.  We 
are  dealing  with  people  who  are  in  the  em- 
ploy xa,  or  sympathize  with,  a  foul,  corrupt 
nation  and  cause  which  endure  only 
through  the  use  of  brute  force,  through 
alavery.  torture,  degradation,  persecution  and 
Indecency.  Such  a  nation,  and  cause  and 
their  adherents  are  not  going  to  be  converted 
by  reason  or  appeals  to  sensltlviUes  which 
have  been  dulled  by  regimentation— they  can 
only  be  convinced  by  the  one  tiling  they 
reoogntae — ^force. 

McCastht  is  the  only  national  leader  yet 
on  the  scene  who  seems  to  recognize  this 
fact.  Bis  methods  have  been  the  only  pro- 
ductive methods  in  ferreting  out  Commu- 
nists since  MAaror  Dixs  was  railroaded  out 
of  poUUca  and  his  chief  investigator,  Rob- 
ert Stripling,  was  made  a  yardblrd  in  the 
Army,  I  refer  you  to  the  Red  Plot  Against 
America,  by  Bob  Considlne  and  Robert  E. 


Stripling  for  the  account  of  an  earlier  ver- 
alon  of  the  O.  David  Schine  controversy 
enacted  back  in  1M4  and  1»45. 

If,  and  I  do  not  maintain  that  they  f re — 
If  licCAaxHT's  methods  are  bad,  point  out. 
If  you  will,  a  better  set  of  methods  w|hlch 
have  been  tried  and  tested  and  found  to  be 
eOcient.  Question,  If  you  will,  anyone  who 
disputes  McCarthjrism  by  asking  that  critic 
what  he  has  personally  done  to  uniover 
Communists  In  a  nxore  efficient  manner  than 
BicCaxTHT.  His  silence  will  astound  you — I 
promise. 

And  as  a  final  admonition.  Silence  Mc- 
Cabtht  and  the  vermin  will  crawl  out  of 
their  hiding  places  and  Into  the  arms  of 
their  liberal  protectors.  Silence  McCaXtht 
and  these  indecent  creatures  will  wrealc  un- 
told destruction  until  another  McCAkxHT 
comes  along,  but  then  it  may  be  too  late. 
Let  us  hope  not. 

My  thoughts  are  not  exhausted  on  this 
subject  and  I  hope  that  they  never  are,  even 
if  my  voice  is  in  the  minority.  I  curse  the 
day  when  McCarthylsm  la  no  more. 


THE  UNITED  NATIONS 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  accord- 
ing to  newspaper  reports.  Gen.  Mark 
Clark  testified  before  a  Senate  cominit- 
tee  to  the  effect  that  the  United  States 
should  withdraw  from  the  United  Na- 
tions. That  is  the  opinion  of  Gen.  Mark 
Clark. 

I  was  happy  to  read  in  this  morning's 
Washington  Post  the  result  of  a  Gallup 
Poll,  which  shows  that  the  youth  of  the 
Nation  very  decided  disagree  with  the 
general. 

Gen.  Mark  Clark,  according  to  news- 
paper reports,  said  that  he  could  see 
no  good  being  accomplished  by  the 
United  Nations.  I  suggest  that  he  read 
what  the  United  Nations  has  accom- 
plished. I  suppose  the  Ten  Commnnd- 
ments  have  not  accomplished  what  they 
were  supposed  to  accomplish.  How- 
ever, the  Ten  Commanments,  when  they 
are  utilized  by  people  of  good  spirit,  who 
live  according  to  their  spirit,  prove  to  be 
very  valuable. 

The  trouble  is  not  with  the  mecha- 
nism. The  trouble  is  with  those  who 
attempt  to  operate  the  mechanism.  At 
least  the  United  Nations  is  a  program. 
The  late  Senator  Vandenberg  called  it 
the  Town  Meeting  of  the  World.  After 
my  experience  with  it,  I  call  it  the  cross- 
roads of  the  world. 

I  am  happy  to  note  that  according  to 
a  recent  Gallup  poll  the  youth  of  the 
Nation  believe  there  is  hope  in  the 
United  Nations  and  that  it  may  be  a 
solution.    At  least  it  is  a  hope. 

Nothing  was  said  by  the  geaeral 
about  where  we  would  go  if  we  termi-^ 
nated  our  membership  in  the  Uftited 
Nations.  We  would  probably  precipi- 
tate a  third  world  war. 

Mr.  Pi-esident,  I  ask  uiianiinous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Recoiv  at 
this  point  an  article  dealing  with  the 
subject  which  was  published  in  this 
morning's  Washington  Post. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record 
as  follows: 

Thx   Gallup  Poll — Public   Accxptanc*   or 

U.  N.  Has  Incskased  Since  1945 

(By  George  Gallup) 

PamciTON,  N.  J.,  August  10. — Two  reasons 

the  public's  unwillingness  to  go  along  with 

the  Knowland  proposal  to  pull  out  of  the 


United  Nations  if  Red  China  is  Admitted 
come  to  light  in  the  latest  coast- to -oOaat  sur- 
vey by  the  institute: 

1.  Public  acceptance  of  the  U.i  N.  haa 
widened  since  It  was  founded  in  1^6.  An 
Institute  survey  In  July  of  that  yeir  found 
66  percent  In  favor  of  Senate  ral|ificatk>n 
of  the  U.  N.  Charter. 

Today,  9  years  later.  3  out  of  every; 4  Amer- 
icans (76  percent)  say  they  approije  of  the 
world   organization. 

2.  Nearly  6  out  of  every  10  (50  t)ercent) 
believe  the  U.  N.  has  done  a  goot)  job.  In 
general,  in  trying  to  solve  the  probletns  it  liaa 
had  to  face. 

Only  1  f>erson  in  4  (26  percent)  believes  it 
has  done  a  poor  Job. 

As  reported  Sunday.  59  percent  say  we 
should  not.  as  Senator  Knowland  bas  pro- 
posed, pull  out  of  the  U.  N.  tf  the;  Chinese 
Reds  are  admitted  by  majority  vote. 

To  find  out  where  the  Amerlcah  people 
stand  on  the  tJ.  N.  today,  the  Instlitute  had 
its  nationwide  corps  of  Intervlewent  ask  two 
questions  of  a  cross-section  of  voters.  The 
first: 

Do  you  approve  or  disapprove  of  the  United 
Nations?  1 

I  Percent 

Approve . ^ .     78 

Disapprove ^ »     11 

No   opinion ^ 13 

100 

Strongest  approval  of  the  world  0rganlra- 
tlon  is  found  among  persons  who  have  at- 
tended college.  Here  is  the  vote  by  educa- 
tion levels: 

irpr(<pntl  "     J 


follegf 


Approve 

I  )isapi>r(>vc. 
No  opinion. 


Total. 


90 

4 


100 


HiKh 
school 


1 

110 


srbooi 


64 


luo 


I 


The  second  question: 

"In  general,  do  you  think  the  UnKed  Na- 
tions is  doing  a  good  Job  or  a  po<|r  Job  in 
trying  to  solve  the  problems  It  ha*  had  to 
face?" 

Here  is  the  trend  since  1951—1  year  after 
we  entered  the  Korean  war: 

rp.»r(*nt| 


Junf 
1V51 

t^m- 
ber 
1»U 

Jan- 

To- 
day 

r.oo<i 

M 

36 
lU 

6« 
22 
12 

M 

30 
15 

as 

I'oor.     . 

No  opinion, .. 

It 

ToUkl 

100 

100 

100 

109 

Of  interest  is  the  fact  that  partlsAn  differ- 
ences of  opinion  on  both  of  today's  ques- 
tions about  the  U.  N.  are  remarkably  abeent. 
Republicans,  Democrats,  and  independent* 
all  express  approval  of  the  organization  and 
believe  that.  In  general.  It  has  dooie  a  good 
Job  to  date. 

Pew  organizations  in  history  have  ev« 
started  out  with  such  overwhelming  sup- 
port as  the  U.  N. 

In  institute  surveys  daring  the  years  that 
have  followed,  the  public  has  repeatedly 
been  in  favor  of  the  U.  N..  although  exprees- 
ing  disappointment  at  times  over  the 
achievements  and  progress  of  the  Irorld  or- 
ganization. . 

But  the  public  also  has  felt  stro:iigly  that 
the  proper  course  was  to  strengthe^  tlie  or- 
ganization, not  abandon  It.  ' 

For  example,  in  December  1952.  jan  over- 
whelming majority— 77  percent— of  the  Na- 


tion's votcn  said  It  was  highly  important  to 
make  the  U.  N.  a  greater  suooaas. 

Today's  survey  is  eloquent  evidence  of 
how  far  public  opinion  has  swung  away  from 
the  isolationist  doctrine  of  the  IffSO's. 

By  way  of  oortrast,  an  institute  survey  in 
1937  found  Just  38  percent  of  the  people  In 
favor  of  Joining  a  league  or  association  of 
nations.  Those  were  the  days  of  the  Neu- 
trality Act. 

The  turning  point  came  tn  1941.  That 
was  when  an  institute  survey  Xoimd  that  a 
majority  of  our  people  had  turned  their 
thoughts  to  Joining  a  new  league. 

In  December  1942  a  very  sizable  majority 
of  73  percent  expressed  Mm  opinion  that 
Washington  should  call  a  meeting  of  Allied 
leaders  to  set  up  a  world  organisation  with- 
out waiting  for  the  war  to  end. 

That  is  what  happened  in  San  Francisco 
S'j  years  later. 


OBITRUD  O.  HEINZ 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6026)  for  the  relief  of 
Gertrud  O.  Heinz  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


FUNG  PDIG  WAH  ET  AL 


CALL  OP  THE  CALENDAR 

The  PRESnJING  OFFICER.  U  there 
is  no  further  morning  business  the  Sen- 
ate will  proceed  to  the  call  of  the  cal- 
endar. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  discussed  with  both  the  majority 
and  the  minority  calendar  coounittees 
the  fact  that  as  of  last  night  the  last 
bill  on  the  calendar  was  calendar  No. 
2Z9A.  8.  3622.  All  measures  from  that 
point  on  have  been  placed  on  the  calen- 
dar since  yesterday.  Obviously,  the  cal- 
endar committees  have  not  had  an  op- 
portunity to  .study  those  measures.  In 
fact,  the  reports  on  many  of  them  have 
not  been  received.  Therefore  it  would 
seem  to  me  that  under  the  circum- 
stances we  sliould  stop  the  call  of  the 
calendar  with  calendar  No.  2394. 

So  that  every  Senator  may  be  ad- 
vised, we  expect  to  have  one  more  cal- 
endar caU.  at  least,  before  final  adjourn- 
ment, and  perhaps  more  than  one. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  it  the  in- 
tention of  the  majority  leader  that  we 
stop  after  Calendar  23M  is  called? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes:  stop  the  cal- 
endar call  .with  No.  2394.  S.  3822.  That 
is  the  last  bill  which  was  on  the  calen- 
dar as  of  last  ni^ht. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  it  the 
intention  of  the  majority  leader,  after 
Calendar  2394  has  been  disposed  of.  to 
return  to  the  beginning  of  the  calendar? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes;  the  Senate 
will  then  resume  the  call  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  calendar.         

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  state  the  first  bill  to  be 
called  on  the  calendar  under  the  order. 


MRS.  CARIDAD  ROSA  AVILA  LEYVA 
DE  ERNEST 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5816)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Caridad  Rosa  Avila  Leyva  de  Ernest 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


The  WH  (H.  R.  8239)  for  the  relief  of 
Fting  FLng  Wah  (also  known  as  Reginald 
Ping  Wah  Funf )  aitd  his  wife,  Fung 
Wai-Yin  Li  (also  known  as  Doris  Fung) , 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


ESTERINA  PELLA  BELLUCCI 

The  biU  (H.  R.  6553)  for  the  relief  of 
Esterina  Pella  Bellucci  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  ELISABETH  METZINa  RINK 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6855)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Elisabeth  Metzing  Rink  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


TIBOR,  SZUZSA  (SUSANNE),  AND 
JUDITH  SAUER 

The  biU  (H.  R.  5340)  for  the  relief  of 

f  Tibor,   Szussa    (Susaone).  and  Judith 

Sauer  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 

reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


MARLA  ELIZABETH  SANCHEZ  Y 
MORENO 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6982)  for  the  relief  of 
Maria  Elizabeth  Sanchez  y  Moreno  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


WALTRUADE  ELSA  SOLLEDER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7041)  for  the  relief  of 
Waltroade  Elsa  SoHeder  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


ANNELIESE  CATALINO 

The  bill  <H.  R.  7145)  for  the  relief  of 
Anneiiese  Catalino  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


THORA  JUNE  GRX7MBLES 
The  bill  (H.  R.  7150)  for  the  relief  of 
Thora  June  Grumbles  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


JOZEF  VAN  DEN  BROECK 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7152)  for  the  relief 
of  Jozef  Van  den  broeck  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


ANDERS  TARANGER 

The  bill  H.  R.  7221)  for  the  relief  of 
Anders  Taranger  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


LIBORIO  GUnX)  RUTIUO 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5354)  for  the  relief  of 
Liborio  Guide  Rutilio  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


JOHN  LEWIS  PYLBB.  JR. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7761)  for  the  relief  of 
John  Lewis  Pyles,  Jr..  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


RELIEF  OF  THE  STATE  OF 
OKLAHOMA 

The  bill  (S.  377)  for  the  relief  of  the 
State  of  Oklahoma  was  announced  aa 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  think  we  should  liave  a  thorough  ex- 
planation of  this  bill,  because  it  involves 
the  payment  of  a  very  substantial  sum 
of  money. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
legislation  would  pay  to  the  State  of 
Oklahoma  the  sum  of  $656,500  in  fuU 
settl«nent  of  all  claims  of  the  State 
against  the  United  States  by  reason  at 
an  agreement  made  by  the  United  States 
through  the  Works  Projects  Administra- 
tion vmder  a  stipulation  regarding  par- 
ticipation by  the  WPA  in  certain  high- 
way projects  undertaken  by  the  State 
highway  commissicm  and  necessitated 
by  reason  of  the  construction  of  the 
Grrand  River  Dam  in  Oklahoma. 

This  legislation  has  quite  a  history,  in 
which  there  was  considenJide  disagree- 
ment between  the  State  of  Oklahoma 
and  the  United  States  Government  as 
to  damages  for  inundating  highways  and 
bridges  for  the  constriction  of  the  Grand 
River  Dam.  After  suits  between  the 
parties  involved,  a  stipulation  was  en« 
tered  into  whereby  the  United  States 
Government  settled  a  82V^  million  claim 
by  the  State  of  Oklahoma  for  a(>proxi- 
mately  $700,000,  of  which  the  State  of 
OklahMoa  received  approximately  $50.- 
000.  leaving  a  balance  of  $656,500.  Tlie 
WPA  was  to  do  work  in  the  way  of  high- 
ways and  bridges  for  the  State  of  Okla- 
home  up  to  that  amount,  but  since  the 
lake  level  of  the  Grand  River  Dam  had 
not  actually  been  determined,  the  State 
of  Oklahoma  was  not  in  position  to  have 
the  work  done.  At  about  that  time  the 
United  States  became  engaged  in  World 
War  n  and  the  WPA  was  abolished. 
Therefore,  the  funds  allocatwt  for  this 
purpose  are  no  longer  in  existence. 

The  Goveniment's  contention  in  this 
matter  is  that,  under  the  stipulatiOB. 
settlement  was  made  for  all  damages 
and  that  on  a  later  suit  brought  by  the 
state  of  Oklahoma,  the  stipulation  was 
held  to  be  a  bar  against  further  recov- 
ery; but  the  committee  is  of  the  opinion 
that,  while  it  is  a  bar  for  any  suit  for 
damages,  the  fact  remains  that  tlie 
United  States  Government  entered  into 
an  agreonent  to  pay  this  money  to  the 
State  of  Oklahoma  and  has  not  done  ao. 
The  committee  therefore  reoommends 
that  the  claim  be  considered  favorably. 
The  PRESIDING  OiWlCKR.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
Of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  S77) 
for  the  reUef  of  the  State  of  CMclaboma. 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  with  an  aotend-o 
ment  on  page  2,  line  5,  after  the  word 
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•Wver".  to  sirflKe  out  "ram"  and  insert 
'dan^,  ao  as  to  make  the  bin  read: 

B0  a  •iiaeif.  «te..  That  th*  Baeretary  of 
tb«  TftMBHT  !■  •uttkorliMd  wid  dlrMtecl.to 
p«y,  oat  o<  any  monoy  in  tiM  Ttvaagny  no* 
otberwiM  iqitproprlatMl.  to  th*  Stat*  of 
Oklahoma,  for  th*  um  and  benefit  oi  the 
8tate  h%hway  onnnnlMlmi  of  tath.  State, 
the  Bum  of  »65ej00.  The  payment  of  rach 
sum  ahall  be  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims 
of  the  State  of  Qfclabnma  against  the  trnlted 
States  by  reason  of  an  agreement,  made  by 
the  United  States  through  the  Works 
Projects  Administration,  under  a  stipula- 
tion filed  on  Vibmary  35,  1941.  In  the  ease 
of  VniUd  States  ▼.  PhiUipB  and  others 
(elTll  aetlon  numbered  861  In  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Northern  Dis- 
trict of  Oklahoma),  for  the  Work  Projects 
Adpnlnistr»tlon  to  participate  In  certain 
highway  projects  In  the  Orand  River  Dam 
Reaerroir  area  imdertaken  by  the  State 
highway  commission  of  the  State  of  Cttla- 
boma  and  n  enseal tated  by  reason  ot  the  con- 
structiun  at  the  Orand  Blver  Dam.  Such 
agreement  waa  not  fully  carried  out  by  the 
Work  Ptolects  Administration  because  of 
the  subssquent  participation  by  the  United 
States  m  World  War  n  axul  abolishment  of 
the  Work  Projects  Administration. 

Mr.  HENDRICK80N.  Mr.  President, 
may  I  ask  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Nevada  a  question? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  an  amendment  which  I  am  going 
to  offer,  if  I  may. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  was  going  to 
adc  about  that  amendment. 

Ur.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
offer  herewith  an  amendment  to  S.  377. 
a  bm  fOT  the  relief  of  the  Stote  of  (Hda- 
hena.  wttith  amendment  woidd  pro- 
hlUt  the  payment  of  any  attorneys'  fees 
in  eonneetion  with  this  claim,  even 
though  the  att<Mmeys  who  appeared  in 
IMudf  of  the  State  of  (Mdah(»na  were 
employees  of  that  sovereign  state,  this 
amendment  is  offered  in  order  to  have 
the  bin  conform  completely  with  the 
past  aetlon  of  the  Judiciary  committee 
relating  to  attorneys'  fees.  The  amend- 
ment is  as  follows: 

On  page  2,  hne  11.  strike  the  period, 
insert  a  colon  in  lieu  thereof,  and  the 
following: 

Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  ap- 
Ttopr\Klxd  in  this  act  shall  be  paid  or  de- 
livered to  «r  received  by  any  agent  or  at- 
torney <m  seooant  of  aervloes  rendered  in 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
ahall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  vlolat- 
li^t  ^M  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
convietton  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum 
net  etoeeding  $1,000. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question,  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment <rf  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  amendmoit  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  Will  state  the  amendmeht  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Nevacbt. 

The  Lbgiblativk  Cufeoc.  Qn  page  2 
nne  11,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  the  period! 
insert  a  comma  in  lieu  thereof,  and  the 
following: 

Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  ap- 
propriated in  this  act  shall  be  paid  or  de- 
Uvered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attcv- 
ney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  con- 
nection with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shaU 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.    Any  person  violating  the 


provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  giAlty 
of  a  iplsdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  ^eX' 
ceeding  ei.OOO. 


Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  Presld«nt. 
will  the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
for  some  time  I  have  been  deeply  con- 
cerned about  these  private-claim  bills, 
particularly  those  involving  the  payment 
of  money.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Nevada  if,  from 
his  long  experience  as  a  member  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  the  Senate  should 
not  have  some  rule  whereunder  bills  pro- 
viding for  the  payment  of  sums  exceed- 
ing a  certain  amount  should  be  debated. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
committee  in  recent  months  has  Uni- 
formly turned  down  fees  for  attorneys. 
There  might  be  some  instances  in  wl^ch 
a  different  rule  should  apply,  and  tbiere 
might  be  cases  where  a  different  rule 
would  be  justified,  but  undev  all  the  con- 
ditions, as  I  view  it — and  in  this  matter 
I  may  say  that  I  am  substituting  for  the 
chauman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee — 
in  this  case  there  should  be  no  attorney's 
fees  allowed. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  quite  agree 
with  the  distinguished  Senator  as  to  -iTis 
amendment,  but  I  am  concerned  about 
the  payment  of  large  sums  of  money 
without  a  thorough  debate  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  I  shall  not  object  in  this 
Instance,  because  the  equities  are  clearly 
presented.  But,  more  and  more,  the 
Senate  is  getting  Into  the  habit  of  act- 
ing on  bills  which  allow  very  excessive 
sums,  in  some  cases,  without  any  debnte 
at  all.  I  am  only  trying  to  find  stxne 
way  to  protect  the  members  of  the  Jildi- 
ciary  Committee  and  of  the  Senate,  be- 
cause we  have  virtually  become  a  court 
of  claims.  I  know  these  things  deeply 
concern  the  Senator  from  Nevada.  To 
protect  the  Senate,  we  created  the  Court 
of  Claims  to  hear  the  facts  and  adjudi- 
cate claims,  but  we  constantly  authorize 
payments  onl  testimony  which  would  tiot 
be  recognized  in  a  court  of  law. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
may  say  to  the  Senator  and  to  the  Senate 
that  those  of  us  who  are  on  the  Judiciary 
Comntlttee  consider  it  a  matter  of  grave 
concern  when  we  view  the  magnitude  of 
some  of  the  blUs  which  come  before  that 
committee  and  the  amounts  of  money 
which  are  involved.  However,  the  cotn- 
mittee  is  well  staffed.  The  staff  is  com- 
posed of  a  hard-working  group.  After  a 
staff  member  passes  on  any  claim  it  is 
then  submitted  to  the  entire  staff  and  to 
every  member  of  the  committee,  so  that 
a  study  can  be  made,  and  so  that  a  Sen- 
ator's Individual  staff  may  make  a  study 
of  the  claim.  Then  the  claim  is  brought 
before  the  Judiciary  Committee  as  a 
whole,  and  there  it  is  discussed  pro  and 
con.  As  a  rule,  we  go  into  such  matters 
very  thoroughly.  This  matter  was  gone 
into  at  length. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  That  is  quite 
true  In  the  earlier  days  of  the  session. 
Mr.  President,  but  in  recent  weeks  ttie 
Judiciary  Committee  has  been  voting  to 
report  en  bloc  150  bills  at  a  time  without 
any  explanation  to  the  full  committee  at 
all.  I  think  such  a  procedure  is  wrong. 
In  my  opinion,  I  think  some  of  these 


days  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  is 
going  to  be  very  much  embarraised  by 
the  ever-increasing  tendency  fo  pay 
large  sums  of  money  without  a  Ijull  ex- 
amination of  all  the  witnesses  iiijvolved. 
and  in  many  cases  the  witnesses  ;Should 
be  examined  under  oath.  ; 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  i 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida.  ' 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  able  Senator  from  New  Jersey*  if  It  is 
not  his  duty,  as  chairman  of  the  ci|lendar 
committee  on  his  side,  to  rise  and  object 
when  he  finds  a  bill  he  thinks  carries  too 
large  an  amount,  thereby  requiriitg  that 
the  bill  be  put  on  the  regular  calendar  to 
be  debated,  so  that  all  the  facts  can  be 
brought  out. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  That  Is  one  of 
my  duties. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  do  not  quite  un- 
derstand the  position  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey.  I  agree  that  many 
claims  bills  involve  large  amounts  of 
money,  but,  as  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCAJiitAN]  said,  the  bills  afe  con- 
sidered by  the  full  Judiciary  Comhiittee. 
Then  they  are  reported  to  the  Senate, 
where  the  calendar  committeea.  with 
their  staffs,  consider  th«n.  If  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey  has  any  doubt 
about  a  bill,  if  I  have  any  doubt  about  a 
bill,  or  if  any  other  Senator  has  any 
doubt  about  a  bill,  there  is  a  duty  to 
stand  up  and  object.  One  objection  will 
cause  a  bill  to  be  passed  over,  so  tJlat  the 
whole  matter  can  be  debated. 

Mr.  HENE>RlCKSON.  The  Senator 
from  Florida  need  have  no  fear  ^  that 
regard.  The  Senator  frwn  New  Jersey 
will  object,  and  will  object  many  times 
during  the  course  of  the  day. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thank  th*  Sen- 
ator. I  understand  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  does  not  intend  to  oMect  to 
this  bill.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    That  Is  correct. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  aimend- 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  frota  Ne- 
vada   [Mr.  McCARRAN], 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Cajrolina. 
Mr.  President,  what  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  has  said  was  well  stated-  We 
do  get  into  a  rush  at  the  conclusl(^  of  a 
session,  and  it  is  dlfDcult  for  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  really  to  give  full  con- 
sideration to  bills.  However,  the  staff 
has  gone  over  these  bills,  as  I  thihk  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  will  agree,  be- 
fore the  committee  reports  them,  The 
staff  does  most  of  the  work  of  studying 
the  bills  for  the  committee.  If  We  did 
not  have  an  excellent  staff  in  the  com- 
mittee I  do  not  know  what  we  wo«kl  do. 
for  we,  as  Senators,  do  not  have  time  to 
study  each  and  every  claim  which  is 
filed. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  win 

the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolltoa  I 
yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  If  any  Senator  is 
In  doubt  about  this  particular  bill7l  may 
say  that  extensive  hearings  were  held  on 
it.  This  is  not  one  of  the  bills  iwhich 
came  in  "in  the  rush,"  so  to  speak. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
No;  this  is  not  one  of  those. 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senate  need 
have  no  apprehension  as  to  this  bill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
It  is  for  that  reason  that  I  shall  not  ob- 
ject to  the  bill.  The  bill  has  had  study; 
but  there  are  other  bills  which  have  not 
had  such  study. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
was  calling  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  that  fact,  noL  as  to  this  particular  bill 
any  more  than  any  other  bill.  Toward 
the  close  of  a  session  we  do  get  in  a  Jam. 
and  it  would  be  very  easy  for  something 
to  happen  sometime  that  might  embar- 
rass us  in  the  future. 

The  PRESIDXNO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada [Mr.  McC^RiANl. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  (S.  377)  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed.        \ 


Dr.  Chang  Ho  Cho  shall  be  held  and  oonsid- 
ered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  ofBoer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  Is  avaUable. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


HAVA  SHPAK  ET  AL. 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  <S.  547)  for  the  relief  of  Hava  Shpak, 
A.  A.  Shpak,  and  Sympcha  Shpak,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert: 

That,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Immigration 
and  NattonaUty  Act.  Hava  Shpak.  A.  A. 
Shpak.  and  Sympcha  Shpak  shaU  be  held 
and  considered  to  have  been  lawfuUy  ad- 
mitted to  the  Uoited  States  for  (lermanent 
residence  as  of  Uie  date  of  the  enactment  of 
this  act.  upon  piiyment  of  the  required  visa 
fees.  Upon  the  (granting  of  permanent  resi- 
dence to  m\xb  aliens  as  provided  for  ta  this 
act.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  instmct  the 
proper  quota-control  oScer  to  deduct  the  re- 
quired numbers  from  the  appropriate  quota 
for  the  first  year  that  siKh  quota  is  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

JEREMY  ALLEN  CLORE 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1601)  for  the  rehef  of  Jeremy 
Allen  Clore.  ^'hlch  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  in  line  5,  after  the 
word  "natural ",  to  Insert  "alien",  so  as 
to  make  the  bJl  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Jeremy  Allen  Clore  shall  be  held  and  con- 
Eldered  to  be  the  natural  alien  child  of  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  J.  M.  Clore,  dtlMns  of  the  United 
States. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

DR.  CHANG  HO  CHO 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1978)  for  the  reUef  of  Dr.  Chang 
Ho  Cho,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiclai-y  with  an 
amendment.  In  line  7.  after  the  word 
"fee",  to  strike  out  "and  head  tax ',  so 
as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws. 


ANICETO  SPARAGNA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  20«4)  for  the  relief  of  Aniceto 
Sparagna,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  in  line  7,  after  the  word 
"fee.",  to  strike  out  "Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as 
provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary 
of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota - 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
f nmi  the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first 
year  that  such  quota  is  available.",  so 
as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Inunlgratlon  and  Nationality  Act, 
Aniceto  Sparagna  shall  be  held  and  consid- 
ered to  have  been  iswfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


ELLEN  HENRIETTE  BUCH 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
biU  (S.  2536)  for  the  relief  of  Ellen 
Henriette  Buch.  which  had  been  report- 
ed from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  on  page  2.  line  1, 
after  the  word  "available",  to  insert  a 
colon  and  "Provided.  That  a  suitable  and 
proper  bond  or  undertaking,  approved  by 
the  Attorney  General,  be  deposited  as 
prescribed  by  section  213  of  the  said 
act",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  tbe  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Ellen  Henriette  Buch  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon 
paynaent  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  sucli  alien 
as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary  of 
State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control 
officer  to  deduct  one  number  from  the  ap- 
propriate quota  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  Is  available:  Provided,  That  a  suitable 
and  proper  bond  or  undertaking,  approved* 
by  the  Attorney  General,  be  deposited  as  pre- 
scribed by  section  213  of  the  said  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


CHAYA  FRANGLES 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 

bill   (S.  2649)    for  the  reUef  of  Chaya 

Frangles,  which  had  been  reported  from 

the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 


amendment,  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That,  for  the  purposes  of  sertluais  101  (ak. 
(37)  (A)  and  306  of  the  Immigration  and 
nationality  Act.  the  minor  child.  Chaywi 
PTangles,  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be; 
the  natnral-bom  alien  child  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.' 
l^njamln  fiOierman,  legal  residents  of  the 
United  States. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

llie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

PETTER  HABERL 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2709)  for  the  relief  of  Peter  Ha- 
berl,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  in  line  7,  after  the  word 
"act",  to  insert  a  colon  and  "Provided, 
That  this  exemption  shall  apply  only 
to  a  ground  for  exclusion  of  which  the 
Department  of  State  or  the  Department 
of  Justice  has  knowledge  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  this  act",  so  as  to  make  the 
bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  notwithstanding 
the  provision  of  section  213  (a)  (9)  of  tbe 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Peter  Ha- 
terl  msy  be  admitted  to  the  United  Statca 
for  pernument  residence  If  be  Is  found  to 
be  otherwise  admissible  under  the  provision 
of  such  act:  Provided.  That  this  exemption 
shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  for  exclusion 
of  which  tbe  Department  of  State  or  the 
Department  of  JusUce  has  knowledge  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time. 
aiKi  passed. 

GIANNI  BERNARDIS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2789)  for  the  relief  of  Glanzii 
Bemardis,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out  all 
after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That,  for  the  purpoees  of  sections  101 
(a)  (27)  (A)  and  305  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act.  Gianni  Bemardis  shall 
be  held  and  considered  to  be  the  minor 
alien  chUd  of  Jacob  Schiftman.  a  United 
states  citizen.  Notwlttistandlng  the  pro- 
vision of  section  213  (a)  (7)  of  the  said 
act.  Olannl  Bernardls  may  be  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residfnoe- 
if  otherwise  admissible  under  the  provisions 
of  that  act:  Provided,  That  this  exemption 
shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  for  exclusion 
of  which  the  Department  of  State  or  the. 
Department  of  JusUce  has  knovnedgc  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engitwsed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

ERNESTO  DE  LEON 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2791)  for  the  reUef  of  Ernesto 
DeLeon,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 
an  amendment,  in  line  7,  after  the  word 
"fee.",  to  strike  out  "Upon  the  granting 
of  permanoit  residence  to  such  alien  as 
provided  for  in  this  act.  the  Secretary  of 
State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer   to  deduct   one  number 


14006 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  JJFNATE 


August  11 


195J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14007 


13'" 


from  Hie  apintqiiriate  quota  for  the  first 
year  that  coeh  qiwta  Is  aTaflaUe.",  so 
as  to Haake  tbeblll  read: 

Be  it  tmmeUd,  itc..  That,  for  tha  purpoMS 

of    tlM    TfMiylgi^tinm    uul    MstkHUOlty    Act, 

KiBMto  IMLton  i^all  be  bald  and  oonaldered 
to  bav«  bMsx  lavf uUy  admitted  to  tbe  United 
State*  for  permanent  reetdence  as  of  the 
date  at  the  enactment  of  this  act.  upon 
paymMkt  of  the  reqidred  tIm  fee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


SANDRA  LEA  MacMUIXIN 

Tlie  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (8.  2886)  for  the  relief  of  Sandra 
Lea  MacMnffln.  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  on  page  1,  line 
7.  after  the  word  "fee",  to  strike  out 
the  period  and  "Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  such  alien 
as  proTided  for  in  this  act.  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper 
quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  num- 
ber from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the 
first  year  that  such  ciuota  is  ayailable" 
and  insert  a  colon  and  "Provided,  That  a 
suitable  and  proper  bond  or  undertak- 
ing, approved  by  the  Attorney  General. 
be  deposited  as  prescribed  by  section  213 
of. the  act,"  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Se  ft  enaefed,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Bandra  Lea  IfacBCullln  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawfuUy  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act. 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee:  Pro- 
vided. That  a  suitable  and  proper  bond  or 
undertaking,  appro'ved  by  the  -Attorney  Gen- 
eral, be  deposited  as  prescribed  by  section 
aiSoftheact. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  thlird  time, 
and  passed. 


ERNEST  LUDWIO  BAMFORD  AND 
MRS.  NADINE  BAMFORD 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3065)  for  the  relief  of  Ernest 
Ludwig  Bamford  and  Mrs.  Nadine  Bam- 
ford,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  in  line  8.  after  the  word 
"fees",  to  strike  out  "and  head  taxes ',  so 
as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws. 
Brnest  Ludwig  Bamford  and  Mrs.  Nadine 
Bamford  ahaU  be  held  and  considered  to 
have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment  of 
the  required  visa  fees.  Upon  tha  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  such  aliens  as 
provided  for  in  this  act.  the  Secretary  of 
State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control 
officer  or  officers  to  make  appropriate  deduc- 
tions of  two  numbers  from  the  llrst  available 
immigration  quota  or  quotas. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  thlKd  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


IRENE  JULIENNE  GFVENS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3160)  for  the  reUef  of  Irene  Juli- 
enne Qivens.  which  had  been  repotted 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  in  line  7,  after  the 
word  "act",  to  insert  a  colon  and  "Pro- 
vided, That  this  exemption  granted  here- 
in shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  for  ex- 
clusion of  which  the  Department  of  State 
or  the  Department  of  Justice  has  knowl- 
edge prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act", 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Irene  Juli- 
enne Oivens  may  be  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  If  she  is  found 
to  be  otherwise  admissible  under  the  provi- 
sions of  such  act:  Provided,  That  this  exemp- 
tion granted  herein  shall  apply  only  to  a 
ground  for  exclusion  of  which  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  or  the  Department  of  Justice 
has  knowledge  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this 
act.  I 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


BABETTE  BAYER  TRISLER 


INGEBORG  OTTO 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3221)  for  the  relief  of  Ingeborg 
Otto,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  in  line  7,  after  the  word 
"act",  to  insert  a  colon  and  "Provided, 
That  a  siiitable  and  proper  bond  or 
undertaking,  approved  by  the  Attorney 
General,  be  deposited  in  accordance  With 
section  213  of  the  said  act",  so  as  to  make 
the  bill  read: 


Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provision  of  section  212  (a)  (7)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Inget>org 
Otto  may  be  admitted  to  the  United  Stotes 
fpr  permanent  residence  if  she  Is  found  to 
be  otherwise  admissible  under  the  provisions 
of  that  act:  Provided,  That  a  suitable  And 
proper  bond  or  undertaking,  approved  by  the 
Attorney  General,  be  deposited  in  accord- 
ance with  section  213  of  the  said  act. 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  titne. 
and  passed. 


ALI  HASSAN  WAFPA  I 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3322)  for  the  relief  of  All  Hassan 
Waffa,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act.  All  Hassan  Waffa  shall 
be  held  and  considered  to  have  been  law- 
fully admitted  to  the  United  States  for  per- 
manent residence  as  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of  per- 
manent residence  to  such  alien  as  provided 
for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State  shaU 
Instruct  the  proper  quota -control  officer  to 
deduct  one  number  from  the  appropriate 
quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  Is 
available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3343)  for  the  reUef  of  Babette 
Bayer  Trisler,  which  had  been  ijeported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  in  line  7,  after  the 
word  "act,"  to  insert  a  colon  and  "Pro- 
vided, That  this  exemption  sha|l  apply 
only  to  a  ground  for  exclusion  of  which 
the  Department  of  State  or  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  has  Icnowledge  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  act",  so  as  (o  make 
the  bill  read : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (81)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Babette 
Bayer  Trisler  may  be  admitted  to  th^  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  if  she  is 
found  to  be  otherwise  admissible  under  the 
provisions  of  such  act:  /Provided,  ithat  this 
exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  for 
exclusion  of  which  the  Department  of  State 
or  the  Department  of  Justice  has  kaowledge 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time. 
and  passed. 

ANNEUESE  hofmann 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill  (S.  3424)  for  the  relief  of  An- 
neliese  Hofmann.  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  an  amendment,  in  line  7. 
after  the  word  "act",  to  insert  %  colon 
and  "Provided.  That  this  exemption  shall 
apply  only  to  a  ground  for  exclusion  of 
which  the  Department  of  State  or  the 
Department  of  Justice  has  knowledge 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  tliis  act:  And 
provided  further.  That  the  marriage  to 
her  United  States  citizen  fiance,  Onore 
E.  Case,  shall  occur  not  later  than  6 
months  following  the  date  of  t$he  en- 
actment of  this  act",  so  as  to  m^ke  the 
bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstand- 
ing the  provisions  of  section  212  (al  (B)  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  An- 
nellese  Hofmann  may  be  admitted'  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  If 
she  Is  found  to  be  otherwise  admissible  un- 
der the  provisions  of  such  act:  Provided. 
That  this  exemption  shall  apply  oi)ly  to  a 
ground  for  exclusion  of  which  the  Apart- 
ment of  State  or  the  Department  of  Justice 
has  knowledge  prior  to  the  enactiiient  of 
this  act:  And  provided  further.  That  the 
marriage  to  her  United  States  citised  fiance. 
Onore  E.  Case,  shall  occur  not  later  than  S 
months  following  the  date  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  t4 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  enfrossed 

for  a  third  reading,  read  the  thirfi  time. 

and  passed. 

CLINT  LEWIS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  1514)  for  the  relief  of  CUnt 
Lewis,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  With  an 
amendment,  on  page  2.  line  2,  after  the 
word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in  extess  of 
10  per  centum  thereof." 

Mr.  HENDRiCKSpN.  Mr.  PreBident. 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  offer  an 
amendment,  which  I  ask  to  have  stated 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 


TTie  LsGiSLATiVK  Clekk.  On  page  1. 
beginning  with  line  3.  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "That  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized 
to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  approi»lated."  and  Insert 
in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  "That  the 
Director  of  the  Foreign  Operations  Ad- 
ministration is  authorized  and  directed 
to  pay,  out  of  any  money  made  available 
for  assistance  to  France  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 103  (a)  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act 
of  1954." 

Mr.  WHjEY.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
have  to  object  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  if  it  is 
insisted  on.  Otherwise,  I  shall  not  ob- 
ject to  the  bill.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  with- 
hold his  objection? 

Mr.  WILEY.    Yes. 

Mr  HENDRICKSON.  This  bill  In- 
volves a  French  flier  who  stole  an  Ameri- 
can military  plane  and  crashed  into 
American  property.  I  know  the  amount 
is  small,  but  I  cannot  understand  why 
the  money  should  not  come  from  the 
French  assistance  appropriation. 

Mr.  WILEY.  My  answer  is  that  the 
bill  pays  a  private  claim  of  $200,  result- 
ing from  the  crash  of  an  airplane  flown 
without  permission  by  a  French  pilot  in 
Texas  in  1951. 

I  understand  the  amendment  which 
has  been  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Je^y  would  require  the  claim  to 
be  paid  br  the  Director  of  the  Foreign 
Operations  AdministraUon.  the  purpose 
t>eing  to  deduct  the  amount  of  the  claim 
from  assistance  programed  for  France. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
should  be  resisted,  and.  as  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  I 
am  resisting  it,  particularly  in  view  of 
the  claimant's  own  statement  that  "if 
the  claim  is  not  proper  according  to  mili- 
tary law,  we  can  forget  it."  This  state- 
ment was  contained  in  a  letter  from 
CUnt  Lewis  to  Representative  Homkk 
Thornbxrkt,  as  appears  (m  page  4  of  the 
Senate  committee  report 

I  have  simply  raised  the  question  be- 
cause I  have  been  asked  to  object  to  the 
amendment,  but  not  to  the  bill.  Of 
course,  if  the  amendment  is  insisted 
Xipon,  I  shall  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  ask  that  the 
bill  go  over. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  make  a  statement  in  answer  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  lJi£r.  Wn^rrl? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  will  withhold 
his  objection  on  the  bill  which  is  under 
consideration,  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
can  be  recognized. 
Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Indeed  I  will, 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
bill  proposes  to  award  the  siun  of  $200 
to  Clint  Lewis,  of  Caldwell.  Tex.,  in  full 
settl«nent  of  his  claims  against  the 
United  States  for  property  damage  sus- 
tained by  him  as  the  result  of  an  acci- 
dent involving  a  United  States  Air  Force 


plane  In  Burleson  County,  Tex.,  on  Jime 
4,  1951. 

A  member  of  the  French  Air  Force  sta- 
tioned at  Randolph  Air  Force  Base.  Tex., 
took  an  American  Air  Force  plane  with- 
out authority  and  crashed  said  plane  in- 
to property  belonging  to  the  claimant. 

The  claimant  filed  a  claim  with  the 
Department  of  the  Air  Force  for  the 
amount  of  $200  for  property  damage 
sustained  by  him  due  to  the  plane  crash. 
This  claim  was  disapproved  for  the  rea- 
son that  the  accident  causing  the  dam- 
age was  due  to  an  airman  acting  outside 
the  scope  of  his  employment.  Subse- 
quently, the  United  States  Government 
entered  into  negotiations  with  the  Gov- 
ernment of  France  in  an  effort  to  secure 
payment  of  the  claim  and  the  French 
Govenunent  refused  to  consider  the 
claim  favorably.  The  committee  be- 
lieves it  inequitable  to  deny  a  United 
States  citizen  compensation  for  damages 
caused  to  his  property  by  a  member  of 
the  French  Air  Force  when,  under  the 
Foreign  Claims  Act,  the  United  States 
is  reiq;>onsible  for  damages  or  destruc- 
tion of  private  property  in  a  foreign 
country  irrespective  of  whether  the 
United  States  airman  was  acting  in  an 
official  capacity.  It  appears  incongru- 
ous to  deprive  a  United  States  citizen  of 
a  remedy  for  damages  caused  to  his 
property  when  at  the  same  time  the 
United  States  compensates  foreign  citi- 
zens when  their  property  is  damaged, 
irrespective  of  whether  the  member  of 
the  United  States  Armed  Forces  causing 
the  damage  is  acting  within  the  scope 
of  his  authority. 

The  committee  therefore  recommends 
favorable  consideration  of  this  bill,  H.  R. 
1514.  as  amended.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRiCKSON.  Mr.  President, 
as  the  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Joim- 
soH]  Just  remarked  to  me,  this  is  a  veiy 
small  matter  of  $200.  In  view  of  that 
fact  I  shall  not  object  to  passage  of  the 
bill. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  withdraw 
his  objection? 

Mr.  HENDRICB3SON.  I  withdraw  the 
objection,  Mr.  President.  I  should  like 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  to  a  bill  reported  by  him 
from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions. It  is  Calendar  No.  2355.  S.  3844,  a 
bill  to  provide  for  a  reciprocal  and  more 
effective  remedy  for  certain  claims  aris- 
ing out  of  the  acts  of  miUtary  personnel 
and  to  authorise  the  pro  rata  sharing  of 
the  cost  of  such  claims  with  foreign  na- 
tions, and  for  other  purposes. 

The  principle  of  that  bill  is  exactly  the 
same  as  my  amendment  sought  to  ac- 
complish. I  do  not  know  how  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  can  explain  this  in- 
consistency.   

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  withdraw 
both  his  objection  and  the  amendment? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  withdraw  my 
objection.  

The  PRESIDINO  OCTTCKR.  And 
the  amoidment.  too? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  And  my 
amendment  as  welL 


The  PRESIDINO  OPRCER.  Th» 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  withdraws  his 
amendment. 

The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

WAH  CHANG  CORP. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bUl  (H.  R.  5461)  for  the  relief  of  Wah 
Chang  Corp..  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judlcianr 
with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out  all 
after  the  enacting  clause  and  hisert: 

That,  notwithstanding  any  statute  of  lim- 
itations, lapse  of  time,  or  any  prior  court 
decision  on  this  claim  by  any  court  of  the 
United  States,  Jurisdiction  is  hereby  con- 
ferred upon  the  United  States  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judg- 
ment on  the  claim  of  Wah  Chang  Corp. 
against  the  United  States  for  compensatUm 
for  loss  of  property  and  for  removal  ezpeneea 
inciured  as  a  result  ot  the  acquisition  In  the 
year  1»43  by  the  United  States  for  mmtazy 
purposes  of  pier  No.  13,  New  Tork  foreign- 
trade  zone,  Stoten  Island.  M.  T..  which 
had  theretofore  been  leased  by  said  Wab 
Chang  Corp.  and  upon  which  the  said  Wah 
Chang  C(»p.  had  erected  and  maintained  • 
tungsten  processing  plant. 

Sac.  2.  Suit  upon  such  claim  may  be  in- 
stituted hereunder  not  later  than  1  year 
after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act: 
Provided,  however.  That  nothing  contained 
in  this  act  shall  be  construed  as  an  infovnce 
of  liabUity  on  the  part  of  the  United  State* 
Government. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  confer  Jurisdietion  upon  the 
United  States  Court  of  Claims  to  hear. 
determine,  and  render  Judgment  on  the 
clahn  of  Wah  Chang  Ctni).  against  the 
United  States." 


JUAN  ANTONIO  GORRpNO  LAJAR- 
ZABULO  AND  JESUS  MARIA  OJEN- 
OLA  GUERNICA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1852)  for  the  relief  of  Juan  An- 
tonio Gorrono  Lajarzabulo  and  Jesus 
Maria  OJenola  Guernica,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  with  amendments,  on  page  1. 
line  4,  after  the  name  "Gorrono",  to 
strike  out  "Lajarzabulo"  and  hoaert  "Le- 
jarzaburu";  and  in  line  5.  after  the  name 
"Objenola",  to  strike  out  "Guernica"  and 
insert  "Gamica",  so  as  to  make  the  bill 
read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpoees 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Juan  Antonio  Oorrono  Lejarsabuni  and 
Jesus  liarla  Ojenola  Oamlea  shaU  be  held 
and  considered  to  have  been  lawfuUy  ad- 
mitted to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act.  upon  payment  at  the  required 
Tlsa  fees.  Upon  the  granting  o*  permaaent 
residence  to  stKh  aliens  aa  provided  for  Im 
this  act.  the  Secretary  of  SUte  shaU  instraet 
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to  didVBt 

ttm  Mqolrad  vamlMfB  tram  tb*  tppnptlito 
quota  or  qootaa  for  tbe  tint  year  tliafc  raclk. 
quote  or  qootaa  are  arallahla. 

Tbe- amendments  vera  agreed  ta 
The  l^  vai  ordored  to  be  imgrwiiwd 
for  a  tfatrd  leadtng,  xead  the  third 


Hie  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  Mn  for  the  rdlef  of  Juan  Antonio 
Oorrono  Lejarzaburu  and  Jesus  Maria 
OJenola  Oamiea.** 


URSULA,  wnjos 


Tbe  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
UU  (a  1873)  for  the  relief  of  Ursula 
WUke,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Commitliee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment^  to  strike  out  aU  after  the 
enacting  elame  and  insert: 

That,  notwithstanding  th«  prorlslon  of 
section  aia  (a)  {9)  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act.  Ursula  Wllke,  the  fiance  of 
Sgit.  WlUard  M.  Collins,  a  United  States  cttl- 
aen  senrfceman.  and  Mike  MBXio  Wllke.  Uielr 
minor  ehUd.  Shan  be  eligible  for  Tlsas  as  non- 
immigrant tsmporary  Tlsttors  for  a  period  of 
S  months:  Prtwided.  That  the  admlnlstra- 
ttre  anttaorttles  find  ttiat  the  said  nrsul^ 
WUke  Is  coming  to  the  United  States  with  a 
bona  flda  Intention  of  being  married  to  thf 
said  Wfflard  IC.  CbUtns  and  that  they  are 
found  otherwise  admissible  under  the  immi- 
gration laws.  In  the  event  the  marriage 
between  the  above-named  persons  does  not 
oocnr  wlthtn  3  months  after  the  entry  of 
the  said  Until*  WUks  and  ICke  IiCario  WUke. 
they  ShaU  be  required  to  depart  from  the 
United  States  and  upon  failure  to  do  so  shaU 
be  deported  in  accordance  with  the  prorl- 
alcms  of  aeetloDs  M9  and  348  of  the  Immi- 
gration and  Nationality  Act.  In  the  event 
that  tha  maniage  between  the  above  per- 
aotts  shaU  oceur  within  3  numths  after  the 
entry  of  tbe  said  Ursula  WUke  and  Mike 
Mario  WUke.  the  Attorney  Oenwal  Is  au- 
thorised and  directed  to  record  the  lawful 
admisrtna  for  permanent  residence  at  the 
said  Ursula  WUke  and  Mike  Mario  WUke  as 
of  tha  date  of  the  paymemt  by  them  of  the 
required  visa  fees:  Provided  /urther.  That 
the  ezeanptlon  granted  herein  shaU  apply 
only  to  grounds  for  exclusion  of  which  the 
.Department  of  State  or  the  Department  at 
jQstioe  has  knowledge  |nlor  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bm  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

Tbe  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
**A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ursula  "V^lke  and 
Bfike  Mario  Wilke." 


vrrroRiA  alberghetti  and 

OTHERS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
Wn  (S.  2841)  for  the  relief  of  Vittoria 
Alberghetti.  Daniele  Alberghetti.  and 
Anna  Maria  Alberghetti.  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  amendments  in  line  4,  after 
the  name  "Alberghetti".  to  strike  out 
-and",  and  in  line  5.  after  the  name  "Al- 
berghetti". to  insert  "Carla  AlberghetU. 
and  Paolo  Alberghetti",  so  as  to  make 
the  bin  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  ptupoees 
of  the  Immigration  and  NatlonaUty  Act.  Vit- 
toria AlberghetU.  Daniele  Alberghetti.  Anw,ft 
MarU  Alberghetti.   Carla  Alberghetti,   and 


Paolo  Alberghetti  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  resi<Sence 
as  at  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act. 
upon  payment  cS  the  required  visa  tees. 
Upon  tbe  granting  of  permanent  resl<ience 
to  sueh  aliens  as  provided  for  In  this  act. 
the  Secretary  of  State  shaU  Instruct  the 
proper  quota-control  ofllcer  to  deduct  the 
required  numbers  frocn  the  appropriate 
quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  is 
available. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  cnrdered  to  be  engnsssed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  ttiird  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vittoria  Alber- 
ghetti, Danielle  Alberghetti,  Anna  Maria 
Alberghetti,  Carla  Alberghetti,  and  Paolo 
AlberghetU." 


EVANTIYI  YORGIADIS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2925)  for  the  reUef  of  Evantiyi 
Yorgiadis.  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  in  line  4,  after  the  name 
"Evantiyi".  to  strike  out  "Yorgiadis"  ard 
insert  "Yorgiyadis",  so  as  to  make  the 
bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  ThBt,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Katlonallty  Act. 
Bvantiyl  Torgiyadls  shaU  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  tbe 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  lis  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  tipon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upoa  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  oOicer  to  deduct  one  number  f  roo^  the 
appropriata  quota  tor  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  is  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.      j 
The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engr<Ksed 

for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 

and  passed. 
The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  rfad: 

"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Evantiyi  Yorgri- 

yadis." 


MRS.  CECIL  NORTON  BROY 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H:  R.  7886)  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs. 
Cecil  Norton  Broy,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Ccmunittee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  amendments,  on  page  1. 
line  5.  after  the  word  "of",  to  strike  out 
"$3,000"  and  insert  "♦lO.OOO";  in  line  10. 
after  the  name  "Broy",  to  insert  '^nd 
for  his  subsequent  death";  and  on  page 
2.  line  5.  after  the  word  "act",  to  strike 
out  "in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
bill  would  pay  to  Mrs.  Cecil  Norton  Broy 
the  sum  of  $10,000  for  medical  and  hos- 
Irital  expenses  and  personal  loss  incurred 
by  her  when  her  husband  died  as  a  re- 
sult of  being  struck  by  a  train  in  Berg- 
heim,  Germany,  on  August  29, 1940,  while 
employed  in  the  diplomatic  service  of  the 
United  States  Government.  Mr.  Broy 
died  some  3  years  after  the  accident,  but 
the  cause  of  his  death  is  traceable  direct- 
ly to  the  injuries  received.  At  that  time 
Mr.  Broy,  being  an  officer  of  the  United 
States  Government,  did  not  come  within 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Employees' 
Compensation  Act  as  it  was  construed,  so 
that  no  benefits  were  available  to  him  by 


reason  thereof,  nor  to  his  widof^.  Ifrs. 
Broy  did  receive,  however,  retirement 
benefits,  which  the  committee  {consid- 
ered for  a  career  ofllcer  to  be  m  |the  na- 
ture of  insurance,  inasmuch  as  uiere  was 
the  contributory  feature  on  the  i  put  oC 
Mr.  Broy.  The  committee  feels  tliat  Mn. 
Broy  Is  entitled  to  be  reimbursed  for  the 
hospital  and  medical  expenses  iKicurred 
as  a  result  of  this  accident.  Even  though 
there  was  no  liability  on  the  paxt  of  the 
United  States  Government  for  the  In- 
jury, it  did  occur  in  the  course  of  his 
official  duties,  and  had  Mr.  Broy  l^n  de- 
termined to  be  an  employee  of  the  United 
States  Government  coming  within  the 
provisions  of  the  Employees'  Compensa- 
tion Act,  such  benefits  would  han^e  been 
forthcoming  over  and  above  the  amount 
of  the  hospital  ^nd  medical  expenses. 
The  committee^tas  that  Mrs.  Broy  Is 
entitled  to  that^HMuice.  as  stated  in 
the  report,  on  thlBiPst  of  a  bill  passed 
in  the  76th  Congress,  for  the  reUef  of  the 
widow  of  George  A.  Meffan.  who  was  a 
United  States  marshal  killed  in  the  per- 
formance of  his  official  duties.  He  also 
was  not  an  employee  of  the  United  States 
Government  entitled  to  the  Federal  em- 
ployees' compensation  benefits,  ao  a  pri- 
vate bill  was  introduced  and  hi|  widow 
was  awarded  the  sum  of  $5,000  as  a  re- 
sult thereof.  The  committee,  after  con- 
sideration, felt  that  this  bill  wais  meri- 
torious and  recommends  it  to  the  favor- 
able consideration  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  ask  a  question  of  the  distir|gul8hed 
Senator  from  Nevada.  I  note  ttiat  the 
report  states  that  the  husband  of  the 
claimant  was  injured  while  riding  in  an 
automobile  which  was  struck  by  a  train 
in  Germany.  The  report  also  staltes  that 
the  German  National  Railway  paid  the 
actual  medical  expenses  and  loss  oi 
earnings.  The  House  awarded  $1,000.  I 
will  ask  the  distinguished  Senator  if  the 
Increase  to  $10,000  is  based  upon,  the  as- 
sumption that  the  death  of  the  h<isband 
of  the  claimant  was  occasioned  by  the 
injury.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  death 
occurred  3  years  after  the  accideiit,  as  a 
result  of  heart  failure? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  investigation 
showed  that  the  accident  was  the  proxi- 
mate cause  of  the  death. 

Mr.  COOPER.  That  the  accident  was 
the  proximate  cause  of  the  heart  failure 
that  occasioned  the  death  of  tlfte  hus- 
band of  the  claimant? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  accidept  was 
the  proximate  cause  of  the  death. 
whether  it  was  due  to  heart  failure  or 
whatever  it  was. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Did  the  committee  find 
that  death  of  the  husband  of  the  claim- 
ant 3  years  afterward  was  occasioned 
by  the  accident  in  Germany? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  was  the  con- 
clusion reached  by  both  the  Ho^se  and 
Senate  committees. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  committee. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


GEORGE   D.    EMERY   CO.— RESOLU- 
TION PASSED  OVER 
The  resolution  (S.  Res.  285)  to  refer 
B.  3730,  for  the  reUef  of  the  George  D. 
Emery  Co.,  to  the  Court  of  Claims  for  a 
report,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
may  we  have  an  explanation? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
hope  I  may  be  pardoned  today,  because 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  by  rea- 
son of  illness  in  his  family,  is  absent,  and 
I  am  picking  up  the  explanations  as  I  go 
along,  and  tnring  to  make  clear  the  rea- 
sons for  reporting  the  bills. 

The  purpose  of  the  resolution  is  to  re- 
fer to  the  Court  of  Claims  the  claim  of 
the  George  D.  Emery  Co.  for  compensa- 
tion for  services  they  performed  on  be- 
half of  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  and  other  Government 
agencies  in  connection  with  establish- 
ing an  abaca  plantation  in  Ecuador,  in 
accordance  with  the  Abaca  Production 
Act  of  1950,  Public  Law  683,  81st  Con- 
gress. 

The  procedure  involves  a  hearing  by 
the  court,  with  a  report  back  to  Con- 
gress giving  such  findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  thereon  as  shall  be  suffi- 
cient to  inform  the  Congress  of  the 
nature  and  character  of  the  demand,  as 
a  claim,  legal  or  equitable,  against  the 
United  States. 

This  formula  has  been  used  many 
times  by  the  Congress  in  connection  with 
complex  claims  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  committee. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Is  it  not  true 
that  the  claimant  has  already  received 
from  the  RFC  approximately  $25,000  for 
his  out-of-pocket  expenses? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  correct, 
according  to  the  record. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Then  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill,  if  the  Court  of  Claims 
awards  additional  money,  would  result 
in  giving  the  claimant  a  profit  over  and 
above  his  out-of-pocket  expenses,  would 
it  not? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  take  it  that  may 
be  true  if  money  Is  awarded  by  the 
Court  of  Claims. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Does  the  Sena- 
tor feel  that  is  Justified? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  11  the  claimant 
can  establish  his  claim  in  the  Court  of 
Claims;  yes. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  A  precedent 
would  be  established,  however,  would  it 
not? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  establish  a  precedent;  I  think  it 
follows  a  precedent  which  we  have  al- 
ready established. 

Mr.    HENDRICKSON.     I    thank    the 

Senator.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  consider- 
ation of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  ask  that  the 
resolution  go  over. 


The     PRESIDINp     OFFICER.    The 
resolution  will  be  passed  over. 


SUSPENSION   OF   DUTIES   AND 
IMPORT  TAXES  ON  METAL  SCRAP 

The  bill  'H.  R.  8155)  to  continue  until 
the  close  of  June  30, 1955,  the  suspension 
of  duties  and  import  taxes  on  metal 
scrap,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


The  amendment  was  Mjeed  to. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the 
amendment  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


EXEMPTION    PROM    TARIFF    DUTY 
OF  CRUDE   SILICON   CARBIDE 

The  bill  <H.  R.  8628)  to  amend  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  insiu-e  that  crude 
silicon  carbide  Imported  Into  the  United 
States  will  continue  to  be  exempt  from 
duty  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  send  an  amendment  to  the  desk,  which 
I  desire  to  offer  f^  myself  and  my  col- 
league [Mr.  Kennedy  1. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  At  the  end 
of  the  bill  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the 
following  new  section: 

Sw:.  a.  (a>  Paragraph  720  of  title  I  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1B30  (U.  8.  C,  1952  edition,  title 
19,  sec.  1001.  par.  720) ,  Is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  subpara- 
graph: 

"(d)  Fish  sticks  and  similar  products  of 
any  size  or  shape,  flllets.  or  other  portions  of 
fish.  If  breaded,  coated  with  batter,  or  simi- 
larly prepared,  but  not  packed  in  oil  or  in 
oil  and  other  substances,  whether  In  bulk 
or  In  containers  of  any  size  or  kind,  and 
whether  or  not  described  or  provided  for 
elsewhere  in  this  act.  if  uncooked,  20  per- 
cent ad  valorem;  cooked  in  any  degree, 
30  percent  ad  valorem." 

(b)  The  foregoing  amendment  shall  en- 
ter Into  effect  as  soon  as  practicable  on  a 
date  to  be  specified  by  tbe  President  In  a 
notice  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  fol- 
lowing such  negotiations  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  effect  a  modification  or  a  termination 
of  the  International  obligations  of  the 
United  States  with  which  the  amendment 
would  be  In  conflict. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930 
to  Insure  that  crude  silicon  carbide  Im- 
ported Into  the  United  States  will  con- 
tinue to  be  exempt  from  duty,  and  with 
respect  to  the  duties  applicable  to  cer- 
tain prepared  fish."     

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  biU? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  have  taken  the  amendment  up  with 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance,  and  also  with  the 
ranking  member  of  the  committee  on 
the  minority  side.  I  believe  that  they 
are  agreeable  to  taking  the  amendment 
to  conference. 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKTM  Mr.  President,  I  have 
no  objection  to  taking  the  amendment 
to  conference.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  SALTONSTALL]  for  him- 
self and  his  colleague  [Mr.  Kennedt]. 


AMENDMENT  OF  TARIFF  ACT  OF 
1930 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9248)  to  amend  section 
308  (5)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as 
amended,  was  announced  as  next  in  or- 
der.   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  the 
bill  would  permit  the  temporary  impor- 
tation into  the  United  States  of  boats 
and  vehicles  for  use  in  specified  shows  or 
races,  without  the  posting  of  bond. 
Bond  is  generally  filed  to  insure  pay- 
ment of  duty  or  the  reexport  of  the  ar- 
ticle. Each  year  we  have  bills  of  this 
kind.  So  far  as  I  can  remember,  they 
are  uniformly  approved.  There  is  no 
violation  of  whatever  the  tariff  law  may 
be;  this  measure  is  merely  to  permit  a 
temporary  importation  of  such  boats. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
P'lnance  with  an  amendment  on  page  2, 
after  line  8,  to  insert: 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Paragraph  1631  of  tbe  Tariff 
Act  of  1930.  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  in- 
serting "book  binding  or  cover"  after  "book,". 

(b)  The  amendment  made  by  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  effective  as  to  articles  entered 
for  consumption  or  withdrawn  from  ware- 
house for  consumption  on  or  after  tbe  10th 
day  following  the  date  of  tbU  act  and  prior 
to  September  1,  1956. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


BENEFITS  FOR  SERVICE  IN   WOM- 
EN'S ARMY  AUXILIARY  CORPS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  8041)  to  provide  benefits 
under  laws  administered  by  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  baaed  upon  serv- 
ice m  the  Women's  Army  Auxiliary  Corps 
luider  certain  conditions,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance  with  amendments,  on  i&ge  1, 
line  6,  after  the  word  "disability",  to 
insert  "incurred  in  line  of  duty";  and 
In  ,lin^  8,  after  the  word  "Corps",  to 
insert  "established  imder  PubUc  Law  110, 
78th  Congress." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 
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The  bin  was  read  the  third  time  mnd 


ANTONIO  FOPP 


The  bill  (&  11^1)  for  the  relief  of 
AntcNDio  F(w>  was  announced  as  next  in 
order.  

The  FRESiniNa  OFFICKR.  IS  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bUl? 

Mr.  MoCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
bill  has  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  but 
the  bill  appears  to  be  in  the  nature  of  a 
relief  bill,  very  closely  allied  to  a  private 
claim  or  pmsion  UU.  Of  course,  as  a 
pension  bill  it  would  be  barred  by  the 
provisi<ms  of  the  Legislative  Reorganiza- 
ticm  Act;  and.  as  a  relief  bill,  I  wonder 
whether  jurisdiction  does  not  properly 
lie  in  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

I  wonder  whether  there  would  be  ob- 
jection to  referring  the  trill  to  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee  for  consideration.  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  clear  that  the  bill 
comes  within  the  jurisdietion  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee. 

Mr.  GOLOWATER.  Mr:  President.  I 
may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  that 
the  bill  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  because  the 
bill  came  under  the  Railroad  Retirranent 
Act.  The  Subcommittee  on  Railroad  Re- 
tirement, of  which  I  am  chairman,  held 
hear^gs  on  the  bill,  and  decided  that  Mr. 
F\)pp  was  entitled  to  this  payment.  I  feel 
that  the  bill  comes  within  the  jurisdictitm 
of  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare,  because  it  relates  directly  to  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act.  and  we  are  the 
only  committee  having  jurisdiction  over 
that  act. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  GOIDWATER.  I  am  very  glad  to 
yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Is  not  this  bill  in 
fact  enUrdy  in  the  nature  of  a  claim 
against  the  Government? 
•  Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  may  say  that  it 
is  not  exactly  in  the  nature  of  a  claim. 
We  liave  decided  to  give  Mr.  Fopp  credit 
feu- service  he  performed.  After  the  credit 
has  been  given,  Mr.  Fopp  is  entitled  to 
pasrment  under  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Act.  We  had  to  decide  on  the  legality 
and  the  soundness  of  his  claim  to  the 
time. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  is,  in  fact,  a  claim 
under  the  RaUroad  Retirement  Act;  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  GOUDWATER  Not  exactly.  The 
subcommittee  had  to  determine  the  va- 
lidity of  Mr.  Fopp's  claim  to  the  time  he 
served.  The  employer  failed  to  report  it 
in  connection  with  his  retirement.  That 
is  the  extent  of  our  determination. 

Having  determined  that.  Mr.  Fopp  is 
automatically,  without  any  reference  of 
the  bill  to  any  other  committee,  entitled 
to  tlie  money  under  the  Railroad  Retire- 
ment Act. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    As  I  understand 

and  if  I  am  in  error,  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  will  correct  me^this  is  a 
claim  which  clears  the  record  of  this  per- 
son and  gives  him  compensation.  Is  that 
correct? 


Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  Senator  from  Nevada  that  It  is  a 
claim.  It  is  a  request  to  the  subcommit- 
tee to  determine,  whether  Mr.  Fopp  per- 
formed the  service.  Having  determined 
that,  the  matter  is  then  out  of  our  tiands: 
it  is  practically  automatic  from  that 
point. 

I  may  say  that  the  Senators  from  Mon- 
tana introduced  the  bill,  and  can  explain 
it  much  better  than  I  can. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  my 
understanding  is  that  the  bill  clears  the 
r^ord  as  to  this  person,  and  awards  ills 
claim,  luider  the  record.  With  that  in 
mind,  I  shall  not  raise  any  objection. 
However,  I  wished  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  the  close  line  witJi  re- 
spect to  jurisdiction. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  blU  (S. 
1871)  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  in  the  admin- 
istration of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of 
1937.  as  amended.  Antonio  Fopp.  of  Semera. 
Mont.,  shall  be  credited  with  ssrvict  per- 
formed by  him  and  compensation  therefor 
between  Axigust  29.  1935.  and  January  1946, 
as  an  employee  of  Glacier  Park  Co..  but  which 
through  administrative  error  was  not  reported 
by  his  employer  within  the  time  limit  pre- 
scribed by  section  8  of  the  act. 


LAURIE  DEA  HOLLEY 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3436)  for  the  relief  of  Laurie  Dea 
Holley  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 
amendments  on  page  1,  line  6.  after  the 
words  "sum  of",  to  strike  out  '  $10,000" 
and  insert  "$5,000.  and  to  the  legal 
gtiardlan  of  Karmen  Lael  Holley.  minor 
Child,  $20,000';  in  lipe  8.  after  the  word 
"of.  where  it  occurs  the  second  time, 
to  strike  out  "her"  and  insert  "tUeir  "; 
in  line  9,  after  the  word  'of'  to  strike 
out  "her  husband"  and  insert  "their  hus- 
band and  father";  and  on  page  2.  line  9. 
after  the  word  "act",  to  strike  out  'in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof",  so  as  to 
make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasurj-  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Laurie  Dea  Elolley. 
of  Cannonville.  Utah,  the  sum  of  $5.00d.  and 
to  the  legal  guardian  of  Karmen  Lael  Hol- 
ley, minor  child.  $20,000.  in  full  satisfaction. 
except  as  provided  in  section  2  of  thte  act. 
of  their  claim  against  the  United  States  for 
the  death  of  their  husband  and  father.  Eimer 
Leroy  Holley.  who  was  fataUy  injured  in 
an  accident  which  occurred  on  November  29. 
1953,  while  he  was  engaged  In  the  perform- 
ance of  his  duties  as  an  employee  at  the 
United  States  Senate  Post  OflJce. 

Sbc.  2.  This  act  or  any  payment  made  In 
accordance  with  its  provisions  shall  not  have 
the  ellect  of  destroying  or  changing  any 
rights  to  compensation  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Employees'  Compensation  Act 
resulting  from  such  death. 

Sec.  3.  No  part  of  the  amount  appropri- 
ated in  this  act  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  receive  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  bf  un- 
lawful, any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  violating  tht  pro- 
visions of  this  section  shall  be  deemed  guilty 


of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convictton  there« 
of  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum,  not  exceeding 
$1,000.  I 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time. 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Laurie  pea  Hol- 
ley and  the  legal  guardian  of  Karmen 
Lael  Holley.  minor  child." 


li 


NORMAN  F.  GEORG 

The  bill  (S.  1061  >  for  the  relief  of  Nor- 
man P.  George  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  readJLng,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Norman  p.  George. 
of  Montpeller.  Vt.,  is  hereby  relieved  of  all 
liability  to  the  United  States  for  nepayment 
of  the  sum  of  $118  representing  t|he  aggre- 
gate balance  claimed  to  be  due  the  United 
states  as  a  result  of  errors  made  In  family 
allowance  payments  to  his  wife  and  of  errors 
In  deductions  from  his  pay  on  account  of 
such  payments,  while  he  was  a  ntember  of 
the  Armed  Portfts  of  the  United  States  dur- 
ing World  War  11.  i 


C  O  P  Y  R  I  G  H  T  S— AMETTOMENT  OP 
UNITED  STATES  CODt— BILL 
PASSED    OVER 

The  bill  fS.  2559)  to  amend  Utle  17, 
United  States  Code,  entitled  "Copy- 
rights," was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  This 
bill  is  a  companion  measure  to  House 
bill  6616.  Calendar  2235.  The  two  bills 
are  identical,  with  one  exceptioti.  name- 
ly, that  on  page  8,  in  line  2.  of  the  Sen- 
ate bill,  the  word  'its'  appears,  whereas 
in  the  House  bill,  on  page  8,  in  line  4. 
the  word  is  "is." 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  by 
request.  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  go  over. 


EXTENSION  OF  FEDERAL  DECLARA- 
TORY JUDGMENTS  ACT  TO  TERRI- 
TORY  OF   ALASKA— AMENDMENT 
OP  UNITED  STATES  CODB. 
The  bill  (H.  R.  1975)  to  amend  section 
2201  of  title  28.  United  States  Code,  to 
extend  the  Federal  Declaratoiy  Judg- 
ments Act  to  Territory  of  Alatica,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed., 


REGISTRATION  OF  JUDGMENTS. 
DISTRICT  COURT  OF  ALASKA- 
AMENDMENT  OF  UNITED  STATES 
CODE 

The  bill  fH.  R.  1976)  to  amend  title 
28.  United  States  Code,  to  permit  the 
registration  of  judgments  in  or  (rom  the 
District  Court  for  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  ttne.  and 
passed. 


CAPT.  WALTER  C.  WOLF— BILL 
PASSED  OVER 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  3557)  for  the  relief  of  Capt. 
Walter  C.  Wolf. 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
offer  an  amendment  which  I  aend  to  the 
desk  and  ask  to  have  stated.  The 
amendment  would  prevent  the  payment 
of  any  attorney's  fees  in  conofection  with 
tills  claim.  Hie  amendment  is  c^ered 
in  order  that  the  bill  may  be  in  complete 
conformity  with  the  past  action  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee  in  regard  to  at- 
torney's fees.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  will  be  stated. 

The  LKGisu^Trvx  Cucbk.  On  page  3.  in 
line  10.  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
period,  and  insert  a  colon  and  the  fol- 
lowing: 

Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  ap- 
propriated In  this  act  ahall  be  paid  ac  deliv- 
ered to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  aerrtosa  rendered  Ux  connec- 
tion with  this  claim,  and  the  same  ahaU  be 
unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  Tlolatlng  the  pro- 
Tlslons  ot  this  act  ahaU  be  deemad  gvUty  of 
a  mlsdeoi— nor  and  upon  ooBvioiloB  thereof 
shaU  be  ftnea  la  any  aum  not  etreerUng 
•  1,000. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  NevmdsL 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  by 
request.  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OtViCBt  ^^11  the 
Senator  from  Florida  withhold  the  re- 
quest, until  action  can  be  taken  on  the 
amendment? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Certainly. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  \xj 
request,  I  ask  that  the  bill  so  over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OPnCER.  Ilie  bin 
will  be  PssBWl  over. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bOl  (H.  R.  3757)  for  the  relief  of 
Dorothy  Kilmer  Nlfckeraon  was  an- 
noimced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKBON.   Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


ROBERT  A.  DUVAL 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7140)  for  the  relief  of 
Robert  A.  Duval  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  ttie  third  time, 
and  passed. 

MRS.    BSTBRUE    HUTZLER    WEIN- 
HOBPPEL 

The  bffl  (H.  R  7411)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Esterlee  Hutzler  Weinhoeppel  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


RESOLUTION  PASSED  OVER 

Tlie  resolution  (a  Res.  286)  referring 
the  bill  (a  1C13)  for  the  relief  of  the 
Tom  HeOander  Co..  Superior.  Nebr..  to 
the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  pur« 
suant  to  aecUons  1492  and  2509  of  Utte 
28.  United  States  Code,  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 
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Mr.  HBIDRICK80N.  Mr.  President, 
by  request.  I  ask  that  the  resolution  be 
passed  over.  

The  PRBBIDINO  OFFICER  The 
resolution  will  be  passed  over. 


JURISDICTION  OF  CLAIMS  ARISINO 
FROM  CONSTRUCTION  OP  ELE- 
PHANT BUTTE  DAM— BILL  PLACED 
AT  FOOT  OP  CALENDAR 

The  bill  (S.  417)  conferring  jurisdic- 
tion upon  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  New  Mexico,  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment 
upon  certain  claims  arising  as  a  result 
of  the  construction  by  the  United  States 
of  KlertMfflt  Butte  Dam  on  the  Rio 
Orande,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  considera- 
Uon  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  no  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill:  but  I  have  a  re- 
quest that  the  bin  go  over,  although  I 
had  understood  that  the  request  might 
be  withdrawn. 

I  wonder  whether  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  can  inform  us  about  that. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President.  I  won- 
der whether  the  Senator  from  Florida 
will  be  willing  to  have  the  bill  passed 
over  temporarily? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  that  the  bUl  be  placed  at  the  foot  of 
the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  With- 
out objection,  the  biU  wiU  be  placed  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  this  morning  there  was  called 
to  the  attenUoQ  of  the  Senate  Calendar 
No.  1939.  Senate  biU  417.  At  that  time 
the  Senator  from  Texas  {Mr.  Dahixl] 
asked  that  the  biU  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  Did  the 
Chair  oorrectty  understand  the  Senator 
from  New  Mezloo  to  say  that  the  bin  was 
placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes.  But  the  Senator 
from  Texas  now  has  prepared  an  amend- 
ment which  is  agreeable  to  me.  and  I  be- 
lieve we  can  now  dlirpoae  of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Unani- 
mous consent  will  be  required  in  (M-der 
to  have  the  Senate  return  to  the  bin  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Senator  from  Texas  has  pre- 
pared an  amendment  that  is  agreeable 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  that 
the  Senate  now  return  to  that  I>1U. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  object. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  Objec- 
tion is  heard. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  having  the  bin  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  That  is 
where  the  blU  is  at  this  time. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bUl  (S.  1737)  for  the  reUef  of  cer- 
tain former  employees  of  the  Inland 


Waterways  Corporation  was  annouDced 
as  next  in  order.         # 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Tbe 
bin  win  be  passed  over. 


CITY  OF  SANDPOINT.  IDAHO— BIU* 
PLACED  AT  FOOT  OP  THE  CAI*- 
ENDAR 

The  bin  (S.  S1S6)  for  the  relief  of  the 
city  of  Sandpoint,  Idaho,  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
this  bin  involves  quite  a  large  amount 
of  money,  and  I  think  the  record  should 
show  a  clear  explanation. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  bin  be  placed  at  the  foot  of  th« 
calendar. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFIGER  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  wiU  be  placed  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  biU  <S.  3214)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Marie  Monchen  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHEEtS.     Over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bffl 
WiU  be  passed  over. 


LT.  P.  B.  SAMPS<»f 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (8.  3293)  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  P.  B. 
Sampson  which  liad  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment  on  page  2.  line  3.  after  the 
word  "act"  to  strike  out  In  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof  ^  so  as  to  make  the  biU 
read: 

Be  U  enmctea.  etc..  That  the  Secretary  at 
the  TTeaatury  be.  and  lie  la  bereby.  autliortaea 
and  directed  to  pay.  out  at  any  money  la 
the  Tteasury  not  oClierwise  apfxoprlated. 
to  1st  U.  P.  B.  Sampwm  (AOaSMSSl),  Box 
173.  Army  POet  Ofltoe  SM.  care  or  Foatmastar. 
San  Vtandaoo.  CaUX..  tba  man  of  aiassa?. 
In  fuU  aettlement  at  ail  clatana  tf^^  *>>• 
United  States  Ux  the  flamsflw  sustainad  by 
him  on  account  of  damage  to  a"4  dastruc- 
tlon  of  his  househcdd  goods  atwj  peramial 
effects  as  the  result  of  a  crash  of  a  B-4a 
bomber  In  Otuam,  ICarlanaa  t-i*"*^^  « 
camber  IT.  1»5S,  for  whldi  tie  baa  not 
toCors  been  oompenaated:  ProvtdaA,  That 
no  part  at  the  amount  appropriatad  in  this 
act  shaU  be  paid  or  deUvarad  to  or  rsoeived 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
aerrlces  rendered  In  connection  with  tlila 
claim,  and  tbe  same  Shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  tlia  contrary  notwttbstuiding. 
Any  person  vtolattag  the  provlalons  of  this 
act  ahaU  ba  rtfiamut  guUty  of  a  mlsrtnnifiaiMw 
azMi  upon  oomTlctiom  thereof  sbaU  tM  flaad 
In  any  sum.  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tlie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


BIUJS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bin  (H.  R.  1370)  for  the  reUef  of 
Ouy  H.  Davant  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  The 
l)iU  win  be  passed  over. 
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(H.  R.  2DS2)  for  ttie  rdlef  of 
Ctaruee  D.  MewlaiMl  was  ftonoimced  as 
iMzt  tn  ofd0. 

Ifir.  aMATBOtRa.    Over. 

Hie  niBBn>IMO  OFPICKR.  The 
|y|ii  iviii  be  p<w»i*H  over. 

Tike  bill  (H.  R.  3222)  for  the  relief  of 
Mnrttn  liotber  Johnson  was  announced 
as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  OORE.    Over.  

The  FKESIDINa  OFFICER.  Tbe 
tam  Witt  be  passed  over. 


RtlDERICK  J08SPH  BXTTTACCIO 
ANDOTHERS 

TlM  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bm  (H.  R.  4474)  for  the  relief  of  Fred- 
eric JOseiA  Buttaoelo  and  others,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  the  JudliBiary  with  an  amendment 
on  page  2.  Une  6.  after  the  word  "Act". 
to  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof." 

TlM  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  Ull  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

Tlie  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4638)  for  the  relief 
of  David  W.  Wallace  was  annoimced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
faUl  wiU  be  passed  over. 


HARVEY  SCHWARTZ 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (8.  3496)  for  the  reUef  of  Harvey 
Sehwarts,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 
amendments,  on  page  1.  Une  5,  after  the 
word  "of",  to  strike  out  "$850.52"  and 
insert  "$600.82";  and  at  the  top  of  page 
2.  to  insert  "Skc.  2.  That  tbe  Secretary 
ot  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorised  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of 
any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
approprli^ed.  to  the  said  Harvey 
Sehwarts  the  sum  of  $250,  which  repre- 
sents overpayments  in  salary  received  by 
him  during  the  period  beginning  April 
14, 1952,  the  date  ha  was  erroneously  ap- 
pointed to  a  position  in  grade  06-7,  and 
ending  on  the  date  he  was  demoted  to  a 
positioix  in  grade  GS^  in  ctxnpliance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  1310  of  the 
Supplemental  Appnn^riation  Act  of 
19S2".  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Harrey  Schwartz, 
of  DeiiTnr.  Odo.,  an  employe*  at  tbe  Vet- 
•rana'  Administration,  la  rcUered  of  all  lia- 
bility to  refund  to  the  United  States  tbe  sum 
of  seoo^aa.  representing  overpayments  in 
salary  reeelTed  by  him  during  the  period 
beginning  AprU  14,  19i^.  the  date  he  was 
flOToneousIy  appc^nted  to  a  position  In  grade 
08-7,  and  ending  on  the  date  he  was  de- 
moted to  a  position  in  grade  OS-5  in  com- 
pliance with  tbe  provisions  of  section  1310 
of  tbe  Supplonental  Appropriation  Act,  1953. 

Sac.  %.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
be.  and  be  Is  hereby,  authorised  and  directed 
to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury 
not  otberwto*  appropriated,  to  tbe  said  Har- 
vey actawana  tbe  sum  tO.  S360,  which  repra. 


sents  overpnyments  in  salary  receive  by  him 
during  the  period  beginning  Aiuil;14.  1953, 
the  date  he  was  erroneously  appointed  to  a 
position  In  grade  08-7,  and  ending  on  tbe 
date  he  was  demoted  to  a  position  In  grade 
OS-fi  In  compliance  with  the  proVlslona  of 
section  1310  of  the  Supplemental  At)proprla- 
tion  Act  of  1953. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  efigrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

BILL  PASSED  TO  FOOT  OP  THE 
CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1665)  for  the  relief  of 
Carl'Piowaty  and  W.  J.  Piowaty  was  an=. 
nounced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  8MATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar.  

TTie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  '>>€  passed  to  the 
foot  of  the  calendar.  j 

HAROLD  J.  DAVIS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  7413)  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
J.  Davis,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 
amendments  on  page  1.  line  9.  after  the 
word  "him",  to  strike  out  "on  the  3d  and 
4th  of  July"  and  Insert  "on  or  a|>out  the 
3d  or  4th  day  of  June",  and  oit  page  2. 
line  3,  after  the  word  "except",  to  strike 
out  "medical  expenses  shall"  and  insert 
"hospital  and  medical  expenses  actually 
incurred  shall." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

'  The  bill  was  read  the  third  t^e  and 
passed.  | 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5420)  to  amen*  section 
161.  tiUe  35,  United  States  Code,  relat- 
ing to  the  patenting  of  plants  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order.  | 
Mr.  GORE.  Over.  ' 
The  PFtESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over.  i 

RIGHTS  OF  PRIORITY  OP  NA- 
TIONALS OP  JAPAN  AND  GER- 
MANY RELATING  TO  A|»PLICA- 
TIONS  FOR  PATENTS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6280)  to  extend  tempo- 
rarily the  rights  of  priority  of  nationals 
of  Japan  and  certain  nationals  •  of  Ger- 
many with  respect  to  applications  for 
patents  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  ttae,  and 
passed.  J 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 
The  blU  (S.  3305)  to  authorize  pay- 
ment of  certain  war  claims.  Including 
payment  of  certain  claims  arising  out  of 
the  sequestration  by  the  Imperial  Japa- 
nese Government  of  credits  of  members 
of  the  military  and  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States  and  other  United  States 
nationals  In  the  Philippines  Was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  GORE.     Over. 


The  PRESmiNG  OPTTCEH.    The  bill 
will  be  passed  over.  ! 


CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  LAND  TO 
THE  HOT  SPRINGS  SCHOOL  DIS- 
TRICT AND  TO  GARLANp  COUNTY. 
ARK. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8038)  to  alithorlze  the 
conveyEmce  to  the  Hot  Spi^li^B  School 
District  and  to  Garland  COimty,  Ark., 
for  school  and  for  other  public  purposes, 
of  certain  land  originally  donated  to  the 
United  States  and  situated  in  Hot 
Springs  National  Park,  Ark.,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  consideted,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the;  third  time, 
and  passed. 

^^^^^^^■■■^^^^— ♦ 

LHLIAN  SCHLOSSHERQ 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  Consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2163)  for  the  relief  of  Lillian 
Schlossberg.  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment  to  strike  out  all 
aft^r  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
section  2401  (b)  of  title  38.  Ignited  States 
Code,  jurisdiction  Is  hereby  coniferred  on  the 
United  States  District  Court  io^  the  Xastern 
District  of  New  Tork  to  beaf,  determine, 
and  render  judgment  on  the  tort  claim  of 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Allan  Schlossberg^  of  Brooklyn, 
N.  Y..  arising  out  of  an  accldeqt  Involving  a 
United  States  Army  vehicle  on  December  S, 
1945.  In  the  vicinity  of  Cani^  Street  and 
West  Broadway.  New  York.  N.  t. 

Sec.  2.  Suit  upon  such  clalnk  may  be  In- 
stituted hereunder  not  later  tban  6  months 
after  the  date  of  the  enactibent  of  this 
act:  Provided,  however.  That  bottling  con- 
tained in  this  act  shall  be  coqstrued  as  an 
inference  of  liability  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  Government.        i 

The  amendment  was  agreled  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordeiied  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mk.  and  Mrs. 

Allan  Schlossberg." 


BILL  PASSESD  OVl^R 

The  bill  <H.  R.  8753)  to. amend  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  to  au- 
thorize the  Administrator  lof  General 
Services  to  establish  and  operate  motor- 
vehicle  pools  and  systems  and  to  provide 
office  furniture  and  furnishings  when 
agencies  are  moved  to  new  k)cations,  to 
direct  the  Administrator  to|  report  the 
unauthorized  use  of  Govem|nent  motor 
vehicles,  and  to  authorise  jUie  United 
States  Civil  Service  Commlsuon  to  reg- 
ulate operators  of  Govemdient-owned 
motor  vehicles,  and  for  othir  purposes, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON  slibsequentiy 
said:  Mr.  President,  some  time  ago  Cal- 
endar No.  1957  <H.  R.  8753)'.  to  amend 
the  Federal  Property  and  A<ininstrative 
Services  Act  of  1949,  as  ameiided,  to  au- 
thorize the  Administrator  jof  General 
Services  to  establish  and  operate  motor- 


vehicle  pools  and  systems  and  to  pro- 
vide oCBce  furniture  and  furnishings 
when  agendas  are  moved  to  new  loca- 
tions, to  direct  ^e  Administrator  to  re- 
port the  unauthorized  use  of  Government 
motor  vehiclei,  and  to  authorise  the 
United  States  Civil  Service  Commission 
to  regulate  operators  of  Government- 
owned  motor  vehicles,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, was  objected  to.  I  understand  the 
objection  has  been  withdrawn.  Tliere- 
fore  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
bill  be  passed  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 
The  FRBSmiNO  OFFICKR.  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  will  be  passed  to 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 


CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  REAL 
PROPERTY    TO    THE    TOWN    OF 

BEAUFORT,  N.  C. 

The  bill  (S.  3709)  to  provkle  for  the 
conveyance  of  certain  real  property  to 
the  town  of  Beaufort.  N.  C,  was  an- 
'  nounced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  ERVEN.  Mr.  President,  an  iden- 
tical bill.  House  bill  9406,  has  passed  the 
House.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions be  discharged  frcnn  further  con- 
sideration of  the  House  btn,  and  that 
the  House  bin  be  substituted  for  the 
Senate  bill  and  be  preamtly  considered. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICBR.  Is  there 
objection?  Tbe  Chair  bears  none,  and 
the  Conunlttee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions is  discharged  from  further  consid- 
eration or  House  bill  9406. 

Is  Uiere  objection  to  tbe  present  con- 
sideration of  House  bin  9406? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9406)  for  the  conveyance  of  cer- 
tain real  property  to  the  town  of  Beau- 
fort, N.  C.  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER     Without 

objection.  Senate  bin  S709  is  indefinitely 
postponed. 

CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  LANDS 
TO  THE  COUNTY  OF  CDMBKB- 
LAND.  N.  C. 

The  bill  (H.  R  6658)  to  provide  for  the 
conveyance  of  certain  lands  by  the 
United  States  to  the  county  of  Cumber- 
land. State  of  North  Carolina,  without 
remuneration,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R  179)  to  amend  section 
7  of  the  Administrative  Expenses  Act  oi 
1946.  as  amended,  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  OORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


was  eootUiene,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  pasKd. 

Mr.  MORSE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  I  wish  to  make  a  very  brief 
statement  for  the  record  on  Cali^dar 
No.  1961.  a  bill  (H.  R  8030)  to  authoriae 
the  transfer  of  certain  property  of  the 
United  States  Government  in  Klamath 
County,  Ores.,  to  the  State  of  Oregon, 
under  tbe  time  that  I  am  allotted  on  tbe 
pending  bin. 

When  I  was  at  the  hospital  this  morn- 
ing. Calendar  No.  1961.  H.  R.  8020,  was 
paseed.  I  had  made  dear  to  the  Sen- 
ate Calmdar  Committee  that  I  had  no 
objection,  because  it  does  not  violate 
the  Morse  formula,  but  so  that  no  one 
in  the  future  will  misunderstand  my 
position,  let  me  say  this  very  Iniefly: 

This  is  a  case  in  which  some  25  acres  of 
land  were  donated  to  the  Inderal  Gov- 
ernment by  the  Sumter  County  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  in  Georgia,  for  the  spe- 
cific purpose  of  building  a  veterans'  hos- 
pital. The  Federal  Government  ac- 
cepted the  vropertj  for  that  purpose, 
and  that  purpose  alone. 

The  Federal  Government  then  cur- 
tailed its  veterans'  hospital  program  and 
decided  against  building  a  hospital  at 
this  particular  site.  It  is  now  proposed 
to  reconvey  the  property  to  the  donors, 
in  keeping  with  their  clear  equity  in 
the  matter  and  in  keeping  with  the 
original  intent  of  the  transfer,  because 
unless  the  pitipeity  was  to  be  used  for 
the  hospital  purposes,  there  was  no  in- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  chamber  ot 
commerce  to  donate  the  propetty  in  the 
first  place.  Thus,  the  Mone  formula 
does  not  apply. 


CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  LAND  Of 
SUMTER    COUNTY,    GA.,   TO   THE 
AMERICU8  AND  SUMTER  COUNTY 
CHAMBER  OP  COMMERCE 
The  bill  (H.  R  gsoi)  to  provide  for 
the  conveyance  of  certain  land  in  Sum- 
ter County.  Ga..  to  the  Americia  and 
Sumter  County  Chamber  of 


TRAN8RR  OP  CERTAIN  PROPERTY 
TO  THE  STATE  OF  OREGON 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
biU  (H.  R  8020)  authorising  the  trans- 
fer of  certain  property  of  the  United 
States  Government  (in  Klamath  County, 
Oreg.)  to  the  State  of  Oregon,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Govenunent  Operations  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  4,  line  17,  after  tbe 
word  "or,  to  strike  out  "title  40.  United 
States  Code  Supplement,  chapter  10,  ti- 
tied  'Management  and  Disposal  of  Gov- 
ernment Property',  subchapter  U.  sec- 
tion 484  (k)  (2)  U})  (40  U.  S.  C.  Supp.. 
484  (k)  (2)  (D))"  and  insert  "section 
203  (d)  (2)  (D)  of  the  Federal  Prop- 
erty and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (40  U.  S.  C,  484  (k) 
(2)   (D))." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engroaied  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bni  (8.  3778)  amending  section 
413  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946 
was  annotmced  as  next  In  ordd*. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  bOl 
will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  WILEY  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  conaent  that 


calendar  IMS.  Senate  biU  3778.  be  plaeed 
at  the  foot  of  the  calendar.  I  under- 
stand that  it  is  agreeable  to  the  Senator 
who  previously  objected  to  the  bill  to 
have  it  idaced  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar 
at  tills  time. 

TThe  PRESIDING  OFFICER  With- 
out objection,  the  UU  wiU  be  placed  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  understand  tliat  the  bffl  has  already 
been  ordered  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  No;  the 
bill  was  passed  over,  upon  objection. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Then  I  am  aat- 
isfled  to  have  the  UU  go  to  the  fOot  of 
tbe  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OPTICER  Very 
well. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President.  I  wobder 
how  we  shall  come  out  if  such  a  course 
is  followed— in  other  words.  If,  follow- 
ing tbe  making  of  an  objection,  and 
after  the  Senator  who  objected  may  per- 
haps have  left  the  floor,  the  bill  is  or- 
dered placed  at  the  foot  of  tiie  calendar. 
I  wonder  whether  it  is  pr(v>er  to  have' 
that  done  wlthoik  notice  to  the  4?*ifrtffr 
or  Senators  who  previously  objected  to 
the  consideEation  of  the  Mil.  and  asked 
that  it  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
Chair  cannot  rule  as  to  that. 

Mr.  MANSFDOJ).  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  was  to  request  that  the  bill  go 
to  the  foot  of  the  «^i*"^w. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  If  ob- 
jection iras  filed,  it  would  sUn  stand. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
have  spoken  to  the  Senator  who  objected, 
and  we  have  oonfwred  about  the  tailL 
It  is  agreeable  to  him  that  tbe  UU  be 
placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  The  bill 
has  been  ordered  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar. 


THBODCmE  J.  HARRIS 

The  Omate  proceeded  to  eonaidCT  the 
biU  (S.  3104)  for  the  rdief  of  Theodore 
J.  Harris. 

Mr.  MoCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  chairman  of  tbe  Judidary 
Committee  I  offer  an  amendment  toBen- 
ate  biU  3104.  This  amendmoxt  would 
IHnhiUt  the  payment  of  any  attomeyr 
fees  m  connection  with  this  claim.  This 
amendment  is  offered  to  have  ttds  bill 
conform  completely  with  the  past  action 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  relating  to 
attorneys'  fees. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  fmn 
Nevada  will  be  stated. 

The  Lbcxblstxvk  Clbk.  On  page  2, 
line  6.  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
period,  insert  a  cokm.  and  the  following: 

Prorided.  That  no  part  of  tlM  aaaouaS 
appropriated  In  this  act  ahaU  ba  paid  or  da- 
llvered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attor- 
ney on  account  of  aervloea  reiMlnad  la 
connection  with  tbli  claim,  and  tba  aama 
BhaU  be  unlawfxil.  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  peraon  violat- 
ing the  proTtelons  of  this  act  abaU  ba  daamad 
guilty  of  a  mlademeanor  and  upon  oonvlctloA 
thereof  ahaU  be  fined  in  any  cum  not 
exceeding  $1,006. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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The  ItOH  WM  ordered  to  be  ensroased 
for  »  ttiSrd  rettdtxts,  read  the  third  time, 
■ad  pMMd.  M  foUom: 

B9  U  tmmetti,  *te..  T1ii(t  TtMbdon  J.  Harris. 
BodcvUle,  Md.,  !•  tineliy  rsUered  of  aU  UaMl- 
tty  to  zafoiMl  to  the  United  8ta«««  the  mm 
<tf  9anM.  Sudi  mm  refweeente  the  eiHn- 
pen— tfcat  reeelTMl  by  the  aeld  Theodore  J. 
HaiTle  for  Saturday  and  Sunday  overtime 
aarvln  p«f ormed  during  the  period  Ircm 
FBtaniary  to  April  1951.  at  the  Boekvme.  Md.. 
post  oOoe.  In  the  audit  and  letileaient  of 
the  aoeounte  of  any  certifying  or  dlaburslng 
ottoer  oX  the  United  SUtee.  ftm  credit  ahall 
be  glTMi  tot  the  amount  tor  whidi  liability 
to  rrtlevad  by  tbto  act. 

Bee.  S.  The  Secretary  of  the  lyeaeury  to 
authortoed  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any 
money  in  the  Iteasory  not  otherwise  i^ppr6- 
prtated.  to  the  said  Tliecdore  J.  Harrts.  an 
anumnt  equal  to  the  aggregate  of  the 
amounts  pidd  by  him,  or  withheld  from  sums 
otherwise  due  him.  In  complete  or  partial 
sattsfaetton  at  the  claim  of  the  United  States 
for  such  refund:  ProiHded,  That  no  part  of 
the  amount  appropriated  in  thto  act  shall 
be  paid  or  deliVM-ed  to  or  reoeived  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  servloes 
rendered  in  connection  with  thto  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  otm^oy  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
Tkdatlng^the  ivorlslons  of  thto  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  <a  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
eenTletlfm  tha«of  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum 
not  exceeding  fl.OOO. 


I 


H 


STANLEY  RYDZON  AND  ALEX/ITOER 
P.  ANDERSON 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3105)  for  the  relief  of  Stanley 
R3rds(tti  and  Alexander  F.  Anderson. 

Mr:  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  chairman  of  the  Ck>mmit- 
tee  on  the  Judiciary  I  offer  herewith 
an  amendment.  This  amendment  would 
prohibit  the  payment  of  any  attorney's 
fees  in  connection  with  thto  claim.  Thto 
amendment  is  offered  in  order  to  have 
the  bill  conform  completely  with  the  past 
action  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  re- 
lating to  attorney's  fees. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
usendmoit  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  wiU  be  stated. 

The  Legislativk  Clssk.  On  page  2, 
line  13,  it  to  proposed  to  strilce  the  period, 
insert  a  colon  in  lieu  thereof,  and  the 
foUowing: 

Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
approprtoted  In  thto  act  shall  be  paid  or 
<lelivn«d  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  at- 
torney on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  thto  claim,  and  the  same 
•ItaU  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shaU  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shaU  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceed- 
ing  $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  as  ioHows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Stanley  Rydzon 
and  Al«cander  F.  Anderson  are  hereby  relieved 
of  aU  Itoblllty  to  refund  to  the  United  States 
the  sums  of  ga.074.60  and  •1,660.25.  respec- 
tively. Such  niTDB  repreeent  compensation 
received  by  the  persons  aforesaid  as  em- 
ployeee  of  the  United  States  post  ofllce,  San 
Antonio,  Tta..  during  the  periods  July  1 
IMO.  to  Aprtl  16.  1968.  and  April  9.  1961.  to' 
l*«h  81.  196S,  respectively.  aU  dates  in- 
clualve.  While  they  were  also  employed  by 
th#  General  Services  Administration  and  each 
was  receiving  dual  compensation  from  the 


XTnlted  Stotee  at  a  combined  annuil  rate  in 
excess  of  $3,000.  In  the  audit  aqd  settle- 
ment of  the  accounta  of  any  cert^ylng  or 
dlahurslng  <dlBcer  of  the  United  Stiates,  full 
credit  shaU  be  given  for  the  ameunts  for 
which-  UabUlty  to  relieved  by  the  alt. 

Qac.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Titeasury  is 
authorlaed  and  directed  to  pay  oiit  of  any 
money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwl^  appro- 
priated, to  the  said  Stanley  Rydzon  ind  Alex- 
ander P.  Anderson  an  amount  eqijal  to  the 
aggregate  of  the  amounts  paid  by  them,  re- 
spectively, ot  withheld  from  sums  otherwise 
d\ie  them,  respectively,  in  complete  br  partial 
satisfaction  of  tbe  claims  of  the  United  States 
for  such  refunds:  Provided,  That  qo  part  of 
the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shaU  be  unlawful,  any  c<|ntract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  A4y  person 
vlototing  the  provtoions  of  this  ac|  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  $nd  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  ii\,  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000.  | 

ESTATE  OP  P.  H.  McCONNElX— BILL 
PASSED  TO  FOOT  OP  CALEjTOAR 

The  bill  (S.  3326)  for  the  reUet  of  P.  H. 
>icConnell  was  announced  as  next  in 
order.  , 

Blr.  GORE.    Over.  I 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  Presicjent,  will 
the  Senator  withhold  his  objection  for 
a  moment? 

Mr.  GORE.    I  withhold  objeo^bion. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
July  20.  1954.  S.  3326,  Calendar  Ho.  1966. 
was  reported  to  the  Senate  ffom  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

As  reported,  this  bill  is  for  the  relief  of 
P.  H.  McConnell. 

Since  the  time  of  reporting  the  bill  it 
has  been  learned  that  the  claimant  is 
deceased. 

I  offer  herewith  amendments  to  the 
title  and  text  of  S.  3326,  so  as  td  provide 
for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  P.  H. 
McConnell. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  considetation  of 
the  bill?. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  GORE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  the  juxiior  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee was  under  the  impression  that 
there  was  no  agency  report  with  respect 
to  Calendar  1966.  Senate  bill  332<,  for  the 
relief  of  P.  H.  McConnell.  I  am  ttow  sup- 
plied with  the  report,  and  I  withdraw  my 
objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
Calendar  No.  1966,  Senate  bill  3)26? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  object  on  the  ground  that  we  must 
establtoh  an  orderly  procedure  if  we  are 
ever  to  finish  the  call  of  the  calendar. 
The  bill  must  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  be  passed  to  the 
foot  of  the  calendar.  T 

BILL  PASSED  TO  FOOT  OF  THE 
CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  351€)  for  the  reUef  of 
Anna  K.  McQuilkin  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 


Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  Prudent,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  ofne  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  An  ex- 
planation is  requested  of  Ho^  bill  3516. 
Calendar  No.  1967. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  PreMdent.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  ihe  bill  be 
passed  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  be  pissed  to  the 
foot  of  the  calendar.  ' 


I 
HAROLD  E.  WAHXJ^ERG 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  Consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  5986)  for  the  reUfcf  of  Harold 
E.  Wahlberg. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  chairman  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  I  offer  the  amendment 
which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to 
have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFtCER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  2. 
line  3,  It  is  proposed  to  strike  the  period, 
insert  a  colon  in  lieu  therfof  And  the 
following : 

Provided,  That  no  part  of  a°7  proceeds 
paid  as  the  result  of  the  enactment  of  this 
legislation  shall  be  paid  or  dejlevered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attiirney  on  ac- 
count of  services  rendered  i^  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  I  shall  be  un- 
lawful, any  contract  to  the  (Contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  violating  any  o( 
the  provisions  ol  this  act  sha|l  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  fipon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  In  pmy  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  amendment  was  ordetcd  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  itead  a  third 
time.  I 

The  bill  was  read  the  thitd  time  and 
passed. 

i 
RULES  OF  PRACTICE   AllD  PROCE- 
DURE   BEFXDRE    FEDERAL    AGEN- 
CIES 

The  bill  (S.  17)  to  provide  general  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  before  Federal 
agencies,  was  announced  pis  next  in 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICE^.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  con^deration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  M^.  President. 
reserving  the  right  to  object^— and  I  cer- 
tainly shall  not  object — I  think  this  is  a 
very  important  bill.  I  am  stire  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  I^evada  feels 
that  the  Rkcoro  should  show  the  pur- 
pose of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFlUiifR.  An  ex- 
planation is  requested. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  Pnesident.  the 
aim  of  this  bill  is  to  bring  inifreased  uni- 
formity and  simplicity  into  the  practice 
before  administrative  agencies  of  the 
Government. 

Almost  everyone  agrees  there  is  an 
area  within  which  the  rules  of  practice 
before  the  various  agencies  of  the  Gov- 
ernment can  be  made  simpler  and  more 
uniform.  Almost  everyone  disagrees  as 
to  just  where  the  boundariesiof  this  area 
are  to  be  found. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  U  to  provide 
the  machinery  by  which  the  location  of 
this  boundary  may  be  determined,  and 


through  which  the  greatest  feasible  de- 
cree of  uniformity  and  simplicity  in  rules 
of  pracUoe  may  be  brought  about. 

This  will  make  it  easier  for  the  average 
citizen  who  munt  deal  with  ^e  complexi- 
ties of  his  Government.  It  will  also 
make  it  easier  for  lawyers  to  represent 
their  clients  before  the  Government  de- 
partments fJoA  agencies.  As  the  com- 
mittee report  points  out: 

At  the  present  time,  the  fleM  of  adminis- 
trative practice  tnd  procedure  is  a  Jungle  to 
be  entered  with  Impunity  only  by  tboee 
familiar  with  ite  paths,  and  then  only  warily, 
for  the  paths  ai«  often  subject  to  diange 
with  little  notice. 

This  bill,  S.  17.  would  create  a  com- 
mission of  0  mianbers,  including  2  Sen- 
ators. 2  Members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  an  Asrtstant  Attorney 
General,  the  head  of  an  indepeixlent 
agency  in  the  executive  tnanch  of  the 
Government,  a  chief  Judge  of  otie  of  the 
Judicial  circuits,  a  law  sehocd  dean,  and 
a  practicing  lawyer,  and  would  charge 
this  commission  with  the  duty  of  formu- 
lating and  transmitting  to  the  Attorney 
General,  for  reiiort  to  Congress,  general 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  for 
agencies. 

In  deference  to  the  aecountants  who 
now  practice  before  certain  agencies, 
and  who  fear  legislation  which  might 
restrict  such  practice  to  lawyers,  the 
bill  has  been  amended  to  provide  spe- 
cifically that  the  rules  proposed  by  the 
commission  shaQ  not  deal  with  qualifi- 
cations or  requh-ements  for  admission  to 
practice  before  agencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

It  is  also  provided  tbal  the  proposed 
rules  shall  neither  abridge,  enlarge,  dot 
modify  substantive  powers  or  limita- 
tions respecting  any  agency,  and  may 
not  provide  or  withdraw  autbcMlty  to 
hold  hearings  or  to  Issue  compulsory 
process. 

Just  as  In  the  case  of  the  eminently 
successful  rules  of  criminal  procedure 
and  rules  of  civil  procedure,  the  rules  of 
procedure  for  administrative  agencies 
which  the  commission  would  propose 
would  be  submitted  to  the  Congress 
within  30  days  after  the  beginning  o£  a 
session,  and  if  the  Congress  found  t&e 
rules  unobjectionable,  they  would  be* 
come  effective  10  days  after  the  ad- 
journment sine  die  of  the  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
Senate  biU  17? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (8.  17)  to 
provide  general  rules  of  practtee  and 
procedure  before  Federal  agencies, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  with  an  amend- 
ment on  page  2.  line  4,  after  the  word 
"process."  to  insert  "Such  rules  shall  not 
deal  with  qualifications  or  requirements 
for  admission  to  practice  before  such 
agencies.",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  tlte  definitions  in 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  shall  be 
appucable  to  the  same  terms  used  in  tlUs 

act. 

Bac.  a.  Rules  of  practice  and  procedtue  for 
agencies:  The  Commission  estebllshed  by 
section  S  of  this  act  ahaU  formulate,  and 
transmit  to  the  Attorney  General  for  report 
to  Congress,  general  rules  of  practice  and 


procedure  for  agencies,  including  fo 
such  rules  as  It  may  deem  impropriate  in 
agenclea  respecting  judicial  proceedings  for 
tlM  enforeement  or  review  of  agency  action. 
Such  ruler  shall  neither  abridge,  enlarge, 
nor  modify  substantive  ixmers  or  Umltetlons 
respecting  any  agency  nor  may  they  provide 
or  withdraw  authority  to  hold  hearings  or  to 
Issue  oompuftory  process.  Such  rules  sliaU 
not  deal  with  qualifications  or  requlrcmente 
for  admlSBlon  to  practice  before  such  agen- 
cies. Unless  previously  disapproved  by  con- 
current resolution  of  Congress  the  rules  so 
formulated  shaU  take  effect  10  days  after 
the  adjournment  sine  die  of  any  repilar 
session  of  Congress  at  which,  within  80  days 
of  the  beginning  of  such  session,  they  shall 
liave  been  reported  to  Congress  by  the  At- 
torney Oeneral.  After  rules  so  become  ef- 
fective aU  laws  and  agency  rules  or  practices 
In  oonfUet  therewith  shall,  to  the  extent  of 
such  conflict,  be  of  no  further  force  or  ef- 
fect exoept  in  the  case  of  an  agency  proceed- 
ing Initiated  prior  to  sxich  effective  date.  Ad- 
ditions, ^peals.  or  amendments  shaU  be 
formulated  and  shall  become  effective  in  the 
same  manner.  So  far  as  any  administra- 
tive function  Is  exempt  from  such  general 
rules  by  statutory  definition  or  by  a  provision 
of  the  rulaa.  they  ahall  nevertheleea  be 
treated  as  models  for  adoption  to  the  extent 
that  the  policy  of  this  act  and  the  ends  of 
JusUoe  would  be  served. 

Sac.  S.  Administrative  Rules  Commission: 
For  the  purpoees  of  section  2  of  this  act  there 
is  hetvby  estebllshed  a  commission  composed 
of  (1)  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority 
members  of  the  Committees  on  the  Judiciary 
of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Bepre- 
sentetlvea  or,  in  case  one  ot  more  of  them 
rterllhee  to  serre.  the  next  ranking  member  of 
the  committee  on  the  majority  or  minority 
side,  as  the  cass  may  be,  until  four  shaU  ac- 
cept; (2)  one  of  the  Assistant  Attorneys 
General  wl^  has  served  as  such  not  lees  than 
3  years,  designated  by  the  Attorney  General; 
(S)  the  bead  of  an  Independent  agency  who 
has  served  more  than  1  terfn  of  oOoe  as 
such,  dislgnated  by  the  President;  (4)  the 
senior  chief  Judge  of  the  Judicial  dreulte 
or.  In  ease  he  decUnes  to  serve,  the  next  In 
seniority  untU  one  agrees  to  serve;  (6)  a 
dean  of  a  law  school,  dealgnated  by  tlie 
President;  and  (S)  a  practicing  lawyer  versed 
in  Vsdsral  administrative  law  and  representa- 
tive at  Vb»  legal  profession,  deelgnated  by 
the  rtesldent.  who  shall  not  be  subject  to 
title  18.  united  States  Code,  section  288.  or 
any  similar  prohibition.  Members  of  ths 
Commission  sliaU  receive  no  compensation 
otbe^  than  reimbursement  tat  travel,  sub- 
sistence, and  other  necessary  expanses  in- 
curred by  them  in  the  polormance  of  their 
duties  as  msmbcrs  of  the  Commission  eio^>t 
that  members  not  drawing  compensation 
from  the  United  Stetes  for  personal  asrvicee 
ShaU  be  paid  $60  per  diem  In  lieu  of  sub- 
Blstenoe.  The  Commission  shaU  elect  a 
dialrman  and  secretary  from  among  tlieir 
number,  and  without  regard  to  tlie  elvU- 
earvloe  laws  or  the  Claaslflcatlon  Act.  ahaU 
appoint,  and  fix  the  compensation  of.  such 
professional  and  clerical  asslstante  as  may 
be  necessary  for  the  performance  of  Ite 
duUea.  The  Commission  shaU  also  provide 
for,  and  ooUaborate  with,  voluntary  and  un- 
compensated advisory  commltteee  repreeent- 
atlve  of  Government  agencies  and  private  or 
professional  Intereete.  The  Attorney  Gen- 
eral ShaU  bs  reeponslble  for  the  Commission's 
quarters.  fadUtlea.  and  budget.  There  Is 
hereby  authorlaed  to  be  appropriated,  out  of 
any  funds  in  the  Trsasury  not  otherwise  ap- 
propriated, such  sums,  not  to  exceed  In  the 
aggregate  825.000.  as  may  be  necessary  for 
the  purpoeee  of  this  act. 

The  am«idment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


niANCIS  C.  POUARD 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1892)  for  the  reUef  of  Frauds  a 
Pollard  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judidary  with  an 
amendment  on  page  2,  line  11,  after  the 
word  "act"  to  strike  out  "in  ezeeaa  of  10 
percent  thereof,"  so  as  to  make  the  bill 
r«td: 

,he  it  enacted,  ete..  That  the  Secretary  of 
we  Treasury  is  authorlaed  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Tieaadif  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Francis  C.  Pollard 
(commander.  United  SUtes  Coast  Guard  (re- 
tired) ) ,  of  FUrhaven,  ICasa.,  a  sum  equal  to 
the  amount  that  the  said  Pranda  C.  FoUard 
would  have  reoeived  for  4  mOntha'  terminal 
leave  had  he  been  placed  on  terminal  leave 
beginning  on  Septembw  i.  1944.  idue  sudb. 
additional  amount  as  would  be  equal  to  the 
difference  between  tbe  retired  pay  he  has 
received  for  the  period  January  1,  IMS.  to  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  and  the 
retired  pay  he  would  have  reoeived  for  aneh 
period  had  he  in  fact  bem  granted  such  4 
months'  terminal  leave. 

Sac.  2.  In  the  administration  of  aU  laws 
and  regulations  related  to  the  granting  of 
retired  pay  to  retired  oOlcers  of  the  United 
Stetes  Coast  Guard  the  said  Pranda  C.  Pol- 
lard shall  be  held  and  considered  to  liave  had 
24  years  of  creditable  eervloe  on  January  1, 
1»45. 

Sac.  8.  No  part  of  the  amcrant  anicopriBlad 
In  this  act  shaU  be  paid  or  deUvered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  conneetloa  with  this 
claim,  and  ths  same  shaU  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  noterithstanidlng. 
Any  person  violating  ths  provlsiona  of  this 
act  shaU  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mlademeancr 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  lined  la 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

Hie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrosnd 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  tlme^ 
and  passed. 

MEADOW  SCHOOL  DlBTRICr 
NO.  29,  UPHAM.  N.  DAK. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  eon^der  ttiil 
bill  (S.  3076)  to  provide  for  tbe  reim- 
bursement of  Meadow  School  Distriet 
No.  29.  Upham.  N.  Dak.,  for  loss  of  reve- 
nue result^  from  the  arquisitlon  ci 
certain  lands  within  such  scl)ool  district 
by  the  Department  of  tbe  Interior' 
which  had  been  report^' from  the  Com* 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary  wi^,|m  amepd- 
ment  on  page  2.  line  7.  after  the  woM 
"act",  to  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof",  so  as  to  make  the  blU 
read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  tbe  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  Is  authorlasd  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  tlM  Tieasuiy  nroi 
otherwlss  appropriated,  to  Meadow  Solioal 
XMstrit^  No.  as.  Uidiam.  N.  Dak.,  the  ana^ 
of  $6,197.56  in  fuU  satltf action  at  such  sehoQl 
district's  claim  against  tbe  United  States 
for  relmburaement  of  loes  of  naeaue  rseult- 
ing  from  the  acquisition  by  the  United 
States  Department  of  the  Interior  at  Kf^ 
proximately  30  p«x»nt  of  the  lands  within 
such  school  district  for  a  wildlife  refuge, 
such  amount  repreeentlng  the  equitable 
Bhare  of  such  school  district's  bonded  In- 
debtedneee  remaining  due  against  sudi  lands 
acquired  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
at  the  l^me  of  soch  aoqwialtlon; 
That  no  part  at  the  amount  awaopsi 
in  this  act  shaU  be  paid  or  deUvered  to 
reoeived  by  any  agent  or  actoraey  oa 
cotmt  of  eervicee  rendered  in 
with  this  claim,  and  the  aaoM  diaU  be 
lawful,  any  contract  to  tb»  eontrary 
withstanding.     Any  persoa  vlolaktiii  tbs 
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DIBQDALIFICA'nQN  OP  JinXOS  BE- 
UBVS>  TOHAVS^FBBSQNMi  BIAS 
OR  FRBJUIUCE 

Tbe  biU  (a  S617>  to  amend  section 
144  Off  tttle  3S  of  tbe  United  States  Ckkte 
WM  annotmced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  OORR    Over. 

The  FIOSSIDINa  omCER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


'  FRANK  L.  PEYTON 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  condder  the 
bm  (H.  R.  2024)  for  the  rdief  of  Frank 
I*.  Peyton,  which  had  been  reported  f  nun 
tbe  Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  2,  line  1.  after  the 
word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in'jezcess  of 
10  percent  thereof." 

tbit  ammdment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  UU  was  read  the  third  time  and 


ESTHER  SMITH 


Tlie  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
biU  (H.  R.  3008)  for  the  relief  of  Esther 
anith.  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  2,  at  the  tMyinn^Tig 
of  line  1.  to  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

Hie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  tliird 
time. 

The  WU  was  read  the  third  time  and 


FRANK  a.  KOCH 


Tbe  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
MU  (H.  R.  3M1)  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
O.  Xbeh.  which  had  been  reported  from 
tbe  Cgmmlttee  on  tbe  Judiciary  with  an 
amc^ment.  on  page  2.  line  5.  after  the 
word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
tttgroBsed  and  the  bin  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 


MRS.  DOROTHY  J.  WILLIAMS,  WID- 
OW OF  MELVIN  EDWARD  WIL- 
UAM8 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consided  the 
Wll  (H.  R  S093)  for  tbe  relief  of  Mrs. 
Dorothy  J.  WUliams.  widow  of  Melvin 
Edward  Williams. 

Mr.   McCARRAN.    Mr.    President.   I 
•end  forward  an  amendment  with  refer- 
coee  to  attorneys'  fees. 
^'^     PRESIDINO     OFFICER.    The 
ScCTBtanr  will  state  the  amendment. 

TbeLnasLATivxCLnx.  On  page  l.  line 
9,  It  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  period 


;  a  colon  in  lieu  thereof,  andfthe  fol- 
lowing: 

rrovUied.  Tbat  no  port  of  any  proceeds 
paid  ••  the  rasolt  of  the  enactmenit  of  this 
laglsUtlcm  ihaU  b«  paid  or  deliver  to  or 
xaeaivMl  by  any  agent  or  attom«i  on  ac- 
oount  of  tbe  aerrlees  rendered  In  connection 
wltli  tbla  claim,  and  tbe  same  slia|l  be  un- 
lawful, any  contract  to  tbe  contmry  not- 
wlthatandlng.  Any  person  violating  tbe  fvo- 
vlaion  of  this  act  ahall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  Tttil*"**^"*^  **"*  upon  conTlctloti  tbereof 
abaU.  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding 
SI  .000, 

The  PRESIDINO  OPPICEB.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  ftom  Ne- 
vada. 

Tbe  amendment  was  agreed  %o. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  |o  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed.^ 


JOSEPH  ANDREW  WRIGHT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  conjiider  the 
bill  (S.  47)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  An- 
drew Wright  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  JUdiclary 
with  amendments  on  page  1.  line  6,  after 
the  word  "for",  to  strike  out  "total" ;  and 
on  page  2.  line  7,  after  the  wond  "act", 
to  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereor*.  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  Tbat  the  Secretary  of 
the  Tteaniry  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Tre^ury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Josepb  Andrew 
Wright  (0-2962631),  a  sum  equal  to  the 
amount  of  oompenaation  for  disability  in- 
curred in  peacetime  naval  servlde  which 
would  have  been  payable  to  him,  for  tiie 
period  beginning  November  13.  1930,  the  date 
of  bis  discharge  from  the  United  Staites  Navy, 
and  ending  November  29,  1949,  the  date  on 
which  his  claim  for  disability  compensation 
was  allowed  by  the  Administrator  of  Vet- 
erans' Affairs  by  virtue  of  a  correction  in  his 
naval  record  ordered  by  the  Board  for  Ctor- 
rectlons  of  Maval  Records,  and  api^-oved  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  on  Novttnber  22. 
1040.  if  claim  for  such  compensation  had 
been  filed  and  allowed  immediately  upon  his 
discharge  from  the  United  States  Navy: 
ProviOed,  That  no  part  of  the  ami)unt  ap- 
propriated in  this  act  shall  i>e  paid  or  de- 
livered to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attor- 
ney on  account  of  services  rendered  In  con- 
nection with  this  claim,  and  tbe  s4me  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
Potwltbstanrttng.  Any  person  violating  the 
proviaiona  of  tbia  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  cenvlctlon 
thereof  ahall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceed- 
ing $14)00. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  eilgrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  thi^d  Ume, 
and  passed. 

L.  R.  SWARTHOUT.  AND  THE  LEGAL 
GUARDIAN  OP  HAROLD  SWARTH- 
OUT—BILL  PASSED  TO  FOOT  OP 
THE  CALENDAR  | 

The  biU  (S.  1022)  for  the  relief 'of  L.  R. 
Swarthout,  and  the  legal  guardian  of 
Harold  Swarthout,  was  announced  as 
next  in  oitler. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President  by 
request.  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Will  the  Senator 
Withhold  his  objection? 


Mr.    SMATHERS.    I    ami  happy    to 

withhold  it. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  offer  an  amendment.  At 
the  time  the  bill  was  prlntfed  a  ^rpo- 
graphical  error  was  made,  i^th  respeet 
to  one  of  the  amendments  proposed  by 
the  committee.  The  report  aooompany- 
ing  the  bill  correctly  reflects  tbe  pro- 
posed amendment  At  this  time  I  submit 
an  amendment,  and  I  ask  fog*  its  imme- 
diate consideration.  I  ask  tbat  the 
amendment  be  stated.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  like  to  inquire  |r  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  desires  thai  the  bill  go 
to  the  foot  of  the  calendar  ajnd  that  the 
proposed  amendment  be  taken  up  at  tbe 
time  the  bill  is  under  ccmslderation. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  malie  that  re- 
quest, because  we  have  a  request  tbat 
the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFPICEfL  The  bill 
will  be  passed  to  the  foot  of  tbe  calendar. 


CUBAN-AMERICAN  SUOAR  CO. 
CLAIM 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  Oonsider  the 
the  bill  (S.  3304)  conferring  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  oil  the  United 
States  to  consider  and  rend^  Judgment 
on  the  claim  of  the  Cubah -American 
Sugar  Co.  against  the  Ur^ted  States 
which  had  been  reported  fro|D  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  with  amend- 
ments, on  page  1.  line  5.  after  the 
word  "claim",  to  strike  out  the  comma 
and  "together  with  interest  therein,"; 
and  on  page  3.  line  2,  after  the  word 
"amended",  to  insert  a  coloil  and  "Pro- 
vided, however.  That  nothing  contained 
in  this  act  shall  be  construed  as  an  in- 
ference of  liability  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  Government.^,  so  as  to 
make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Cofurt  of  Claims 
of  the  United  States  be.  and  hereby  la.  given 
Jurisdiction  to  hear,  determine  and  rendar 
Judgment  on  the  claim  of  the  Cuban- Amer- 
ican Sugar  Co.  against  the  libutad  States 
for  a  refund  of  taxes  emmeoualy  and  lUegally 
assessed  and  collected  as  rvrfis^  profit  tana 
for  the  period  from  January  1.  1017,  to  Sep- 
tember 30.  1017.  That,  for  tb4  purpow  of 
arriving  at  the  correct  deterfninatton  of 
the  tax  for  this  period,  the  Oodrt  of  ^ulirw 
Is  to  apply  the  method  of  oompmatloo  under 
sections  201  or  203  of  the  Revenue  Act  of 
1917,  based  upon  the  Invested  capital  of 
the  corporation  amounting  to  ip0.84S.8S0.S6. 
which  was  the  Invested  capital  at  tbe  Cuban- 
American  Sugar  Ck).  according  jto  the  dad- 
Blons  of  the  Board  of  Tax  Appeals,  all  dated 
December  18,  1082,  which  de^lons  were 
based  upon  the  stipulation  entered  Into  be- 
tween the  Cuban -American  Bi^gar  Co.  and 
the  Commissioner  of  Intern|Ll  RevMiue. 
whereby  It  was  agreed  that  the  sum  of 
$39,848,530.85  was  the  invested  capital  of 
the  Cuban- American  Sugar  Co.  ^  for  the  cal- 
endar year   1917.  ' 

Sac.  2.  In  the  proceedings  upoii  such  dalmi 
before  the  Court  of  Claims  tbe  Ignited  State* 
shall  not  avail  itaelf  of  the  defe^iae  that  the 
General  Counsel  for  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue  acted  without  legal  authority  in 
making  such  stipulation  of  se^lement. 

Sac.  3.  Suit  upon  such  claim  Aij  be  Insti- 
tuted at  any  Ume  within  S  ^ntha  after 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Hct,  notwith- 
standing tbe  lapse  of  tlnae.  lacb^aa,  the  form 
or  any  content  or  tbe  time  of  fUtag  of  claims 
for  the  refund  and  alleged  ameadmenU 
thereto,  heretofore  filed  or  an^  statute  of 
limitations.     Proceedings  for  th#  detcrmina- 
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tlon  of  such  claim  and  appeals  from  ths 
payment  of  any  Judgment  thanon  shall  be 
In  the  same  manner  as  In  the  ease  of  claims 
over  which  such  coort  has  Jurladlctton  under 
section  134S  of  Utle  38,  United  Stotea  Code. 
as  amended:  J^rorided,  however.  That  noth- 
ing contained  In  thla  act  ahaU  be  ooostrued 
as  an  Inferenoe  of  UabUlty  on  the  part  ot 
the  United  Stataa  Oovemment. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  tbe  third  time, 
and  pasMd. 


CHARLES  R.  LOGAN 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  4175)  for  the  relief  of 
Charles  R.  Logan  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  with  amendments,  on  page  1. 
line  6,  after  the  word  "of.  to  strike  out 
'-$800"  and  insert  "$2,799.93";  and  on 
page  2,  line  5,  after  the  word  "act",  to 
strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  biU  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

CHANCY  C.  NEWSOII 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
biU  (H.  R  54«0)  for  tbe  relief  of  Chancy 
C.  Newaom  which  had  been  rqwrted 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out  all 
after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

Tliat  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  la  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any 
money  In  the  lYeasury  not  otherwise  ap- 
propriated, (1)  to  the  legal  guardian  of 
Susan  M.  Newaom.  a  minor,  the  sum  of 
S25.000,  m  full  aaUafaction  oC  all  dalma 
against  the  17nlted  Stataa  for  personal  and 
permanent  injoilea.  pain  and  aufferlng, 
facial  and  other  phyatoU  dlaflgurement  aua- 
tained  by  the  aaid  Suaan  ML  Mewaom  on 
February  21.  1058.  when  ahe  was  severely 
burned  by  the  exploalon  of  an  oil  switch  at 
Camp  Wood.  Kumamoto,  Kyuahu,  Japan, 
and  (2)  to  Chancy  C.  Newaom,  of  98  North- 
west 36  Court,  Miami,  Fla..  father  of  the 
aaid  Suaan  IC  Newaom,  the  sum  o<  $887,  In 
full  satisfaction  ot  his  dalm  agalxiat  the 
United  Stataa  for  gelmlmiseiiiaiit  for  boa- 
pital  and  other  expenses  Incurred  by  him  on 
account  of  the  Injurlea  ao  sustained  by  the 
aaid  Suaan  M.  Newaom:  Pi-ovUled,  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  i^iiiroprlated  by  thla 
act  sbaU  be  paid  or  deUvered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
aervlcea  rendered  In  eonaeettaa  with  this 
claim,  and  the  aaoM  shall  be  unlawful,  any. 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  tbe  proviaiona  of  the 
act  shaU  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  oo&victlon  theraoC  shall  be  fined 
In  any  aum  not  rvoeedlng  gl/MO. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  tbe  committee 
amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was  i«reed 
to. 

Mr.  RKNDRICKBON.  I  send  an 
amendment  to  the  desk  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  FRBSmiNa  OFFICER  The  Sec- 
retary will  state  tbe  ameodment  offered 
by  the  Senator  frcMn  New  Jovey. 

The  LxoisLAnvi  Cuooc  On  page  2. 
line  14.  it  is  pro];>osed  to  strike  out  the 


figure  "las.OOO'*  and  to  insert  In  lieu 
tbereof  the  figure  "$17,473." 

Mr.  KKNDRICBBON.  The  amend- 
ment brings  tbe  sum  to  be  awarded  in 
line  with  tbe  amount  contained  in  the 
bill  passed  by  the  House. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is  <m  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  tbe  Senator  from  New 
Jersey. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendmrat  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chancy  C.  New- 
smn  and  tbe  legal  guardian  of  Susan  M. 
Newsom.  a  minor." 


CONVEYANCE  OF  A  CERTAIN  TRACT 
OF  LAND  IN  MISSISSIPPI  TO  JON- 
ATHAN JONEB— BILL  PLACED  AT 
FOOT  OF  CALENDAR 

Tbe  bill  (S.  3316)  to  authorixe  and 
direct  the  conveyance  of  a  certain  tract 
of  land  in  the  State  of  Mississippi  to 
Jonathan  Jones  was  announoed  as  next 
in  order. 

llie  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  tbe  present  consideration  of 
tbe  bill? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  By  request.  I  ask 
that  the  Mil  go  to  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar. 

The  PRBSIDINa  OFFICER  Without 
obJecti<m.  the  bill  will  be  passed  to  the 
foot  of  the  calendar. 


BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

Tbe  bill  (H.  R.  5605)  to  amend  the 
Federal  Property  and  Admlnlstntlve 
Oeivioes  Act  of  1949  to  provide  for  pay- 
ment of  taxes  or  payments  in  lieu  of 
taxes  with  respect  to  real  property  trans- 
ferred frun  Oovemment  Corporations 
to  other  agencies  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  CORK    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6290)  to  discontinue 
certain  reports  now  required  by  law,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  COOPER     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  UHflCEU.  The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 

Tbe  bUi  (H.  R.  951)  for  the  relief  of 
tbe  Trust  Association  of  H.  Kempner  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  COOPER    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


^ 


MARKERS  IN  NATIONAL 


The  bin  (H.  R.  4690)  to  provkle  for 
tbe  oeetlon  of  appropriate  maikers  In 
natioDal  eemeteries  to  honor  tbe  memory 
of  nmmhw's  of  tbe  Armed  Forces  wHsfing 
in  aetkm  was  oonsideied,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  tbe  third  time,  and 


CHIEF.  MEDICAL  SERVICE  CORPS  OT 
THE  NAVY 
The  bill  (H.  R.  2224)  to  ammd  Vb» 
Army-Navy  Medical  Servfoes  Onps  Act 
of  1947  (61  Stat  734).  as  amended,  so 
as  to  authorise  the  appctotment  of  a 
Chief  of  the  Medical  Servloe  Corps  of 
the  Navy,  and  for  otber  purposes  was 
eooAdtitd,  ordered  to  a  third  readlnc, 
read  the  third  Ume.  and  passed. 


AMENDMENT  O^  NATIONAL 
DEFENSE   ACT 

The  bill  (H.  R  6223)  to  amend  seetlon 
87  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  Jum 
3,  1916,  as  amended  (32  U.  S.  C.  47>.  to 
relieve  the  States  from  acoountaUUty 
and  pecuniary  liability  for  property  lost, 
damaged,  or  destroyed  except  in  cases 
where  it  shall  appear  tbat  tbe  loss,  dam- 
age, or  destruction  of  the  pnqDcrty  was 
due  to  carelessness  or  "'■gTHgyncy  or  could 
have  lieen  avoided  by  the  exercise  of 
reasonable  care  was  considered,  cwdered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  tbe  third  time, 
and  passed. 

PAY  OF  CERTAIN  NAVAL  OFTTCERS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7131)  to  repeal  a  limi* 
tation  on  pay  of  certain  ofllcers  of  tbs 
Navy  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  tbe  third  time,  and  passed. 


DISPOSAL  OF  CERTAIN  I7NCX>M- 
PLETED  NAVAL  VESSELS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8570)  to  autborlae  tbe 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  diq^ose  of  cer* 
tain  uncompleted  naval  vessels,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  MAONUSON.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  tbe  bill? 

Mr.  SALTONSTAUl  Mr.  President, 
this  biU  win  do  three  things. 

First.  Autborixe  tbe  Seeretary  ot  the 
Navy  to  scrap  two  uncompleted  destroy- 
ers on  which  ooostructioii  has  been 
stoKied  for  at  least  7  years.  These  ves- 
sels, tbe  Cottle  and  Woodnno  R.  Thomp- 
ton,  consist  of  two  uncompleted  hnlta. 
located  in  the  Naval  Industrial  Reserve 
Shipyard.  Port  Newark.  N.  J.  Thediip- 
yard  itsdf  has  been  deaetivated  for  sev- 
eral jrears.  Tbe  Navy  has  no  autbort^ 
to  scri4>  the  hulls  slnoe  efxlstlng  legisla- 
tion requires  tbftt  th^  be  kept  for  even* 
tual  oompleUoo. 

Second.  Tbe  bin  would  ratify  the  Navy 
action  of  scrapping  two  imoompirted  de- 
stroyers which  were  scrapped  shortly 
after  December  3.  1946.  without  le0sla- 
tlve  authority.  These  vessels  at  the  time 
consisted  of  two  uncompleted  tmUs. 

Third.  The  bill  would  ratify  the  Navy 
action  in  disoontinuing^tfie  conrtnietlaa 
of  two  submarines,  Hm  Laneetfith  and 
Tttrbot.  Teebnicany,  tbt  Navy  was  re- 
quired by  law  to  oosoplete  these  vsmsls 
because  ot  tbe  ^nnopriatioa  HeselSBloti 
Act  of  1946.  which  required  tbe  Masy  to 
complete  all  vessels  which  were  30  per* 
cent  complete  as  of  March  1, 1946.  Sub- 
sequently the  Navy  found  tbat  ai>out 
$9^  millioa  could  be  sav«d  by  oomplsi- 
ing  two  otber  submarines  of  tbs  fleet  re- 
serve rather  than  tbe  two  nsmud  la  tbo 
bin.  Lancetfiah  was  placed  in  the  re- 
serve fleet  and  the  Turbat 
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Bo0i  ef  fhew  Yoaeb 
at  ft  later  date.  If 


Is  ttie  bm  directed 
■jmaMkiftny  to  three  ihlpSk  or  doe«  ttae 
mip  trnnfafff  geueral  awthflrtty? 

llr.  6AI.TC»i8TAUi^  It  is  directed 
nmffWIrftlly  to  two  suimaijiies.  two  un- 
amnJntfrt  deetrofcrs,  aod  two  more  ua- 


MAQNUBON.    It  is   limited   to 
those  afaips? 

^  Mr.  SALTONBTAUfc    That  is  ewrect. 

'  BCr.  ICAGENUSCHT.  I  have  no  (Mftjection. 

The  FRB8IDINO  dVICDt.    Is  there 

oltfectkm  to  the  present  caQstderaUon 

ofthotaiU? 

There  bring  no  objeetiosi,  the  hm  (H. 
R.  WWi  to  authorise  the  Seeretarr  of 
the  liavy  to  dispose  <tf  certain  nneom- 
pieted  naval  vessels,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, was  considered,  ord^ed  to  a  third 
rwMWnr,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


niTBGSlATION  OP  JUDGE  ADVO- 
CATES' PROMOTION  LIST  WITH 
THAT  OP  THE  ARMY 

The  hlU  (H.  R.  9000)  to  Integrate  the 
Judge  Advocates*  promotion  list  with 
that  of  the  Army  to  restore  lost  senlorl^ 
aiul  grade,  and  for  other  puiposes,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  'Uilrd  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


REVOCATIPN  OP  EL^ICTION  BY  RE- 
TIRED MEMBERS  OP  THE  UNI- 
FORMED UISUVICIBS  UNDER  THE 
UNIPORMED  SERVICES  CONTIN- 
GENCY OPTION  ACT  OP  1053 

The  Mil  (H.  R.  9902)  to  permit  re- 
tired memtiMs  of  the  vasMoaaeA  serv- 
ices to  revv^e  eleetlans  made  under  the 
Uhiformed  Services  Contiiweney  Op- 
tion Act  of  1953  in  certain  eases  where 
the  elections  were  made  because  of 
mathematical  errors  or  misinformation 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


TRANBPER  OP  CERTAIN  PROPERTY 
IN  CANAL  ZONE 

T%e  bin  (S.  2700)  to  authorise  certain 
properly  transactlms  in  CocoU.  Canal 
Zone,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  FRESmiNO  OPPICER.  There 
ts  on  the  calendar  a  companion  bill  to 
8.  2780.  It  is  Calendar  No.  2238.  H.  R. 
7334.  "Vl^thout  (^ectian.  the  House  bUl 
will  be  ccmsidered.  The  Secretary  wni 
state  the  House  bQl  by  title. 

The  LaazsLATiVB  Ci.swr.  A  bill  (H  R. 
7S34>  to  authorlae  certain  prapnty 
tnnaaetloos  in  OoooU.  C.  Z.,  and  for  other 


The  PRESIDING  OPP1CJ5R.  Xb  there 
objection  to  the  |»esent  consideration 
of  thebffl? 

There  being  no  objeetioo,  the  bill  was 
eoDBldered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  FRESIDINa  OFFICER.  With- 
out (HI)ieetion,  S.  2780  wlH  be  Indefinitely 
poe^pcmed. 


AXTTHORIZINO  ADMINISTRiirrOR  OF 
VETERANS'  AFFAIRS  TO  CONVEY 
CERTAIN  PROPERTY  TO  l4lLWAU- 
KEE  COUNTY,  WIS.  ! 

The  bin  (S.  3393)  authorizing  the  Ad- 
ministrator of  Veterans'  Affaiii  to  con- 
vey certain  property  to  Itfllwaulcee 
County.  Wis.,  was  considered '  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  Uilrd  time,  and  passed,  a^  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Ado^inistrator 
of  VetanuM'  Affaln  Is  authorized  ai«l  directed 
to  convey  to  MUwaukee  Coiinty,  Wis.,  for  use 
for  highway,  motor  vehicle  parking,  and  rec- 
reatlomal  purposes,  all  right,  title,  Snd  inter- 
est of  the  United  Statea  in  and  to  ,a  tract  of 
38  acres  of  land,  more  or  less,  together  with 
structures  thereon,  constituting  a  bortion  of 
the  resnvation  of  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion Center,  Wood,  Wis.,  and  situated  along 
the  southwesterly  boundary  of  ceytain  land 
conveyed  to  Milwaukee  County  b|  the  Ad- 
ministrator ptirsuant  to  the  act  of  Septem- 
tier  1.  1049  (63  Stat.  683),  and  described 
therein  as  "Parcel  II."  The  exact,  legal  de- 
Bcrlption  of  the  land  to  be  conveyed  shall  be 
determined  by  the  Administrator  *  his  des- 
ignate and,  in  the  event  that  a  survey  is 
required  in  order  to  make  such  dptermina- 
tion.  liilwaulEee  County  shall  be^  the  ex- 
pense thereof. 

Sac.  a.  Tl^  deed  of  conveyance  sltall — 

(a)  provide  that  Milwaukee  County  shall 
construct  for  the  Veterans'  Adml|ilsUation 
two  service  buildings,  a  duplex  ])ouse  and 
two-car  garage,  an  animal  house  (all  with 
necessary  utilities  and  service  drive^) ,  a  water 
meter  pit,  necessary  fencing,  and  a  service 
road,  all  of  which  construction  sHall  be  in 
accordance  with  plans,  and  at  lo<|atlotu  on 
the  reservation  of  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion Center.  Wood.  Wis.,  to  be  mutually 
agreed  upon  by  the  Administrator  of  Vet- 
erans' Affairs  or  his  designate  and  BQlwaukee 
County: 

(b)  provide  that  if  Milwaukee  County  fails 
to  use  the  tract  of  land  so  conveyed  for  high- 
way, moXat  vehicle  parking  and  recreational 
purposes  or  alienates  or  attempts  to  alienate 
aU  or  any  part  thereof,  title  thereto  shall 
revert  to  the  United  States;  and 

(c)  contain  such  additional  terms,  con- 
ditions, reservations,  and  restrictiolu  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Administrate  of  Vet- 
erans' Affairs  to  be  necessary  to  protect  the 
Interests  of  the  United  States.         i 


PARTICIPATION  IN  FIRST  INTERNA- 
TIONAL INSTRUMENT  CONGRESS 
AND  EXPOSITION 
The  joint  resolution  (H.  J,  ^ts.  257) 
authorizing  the  President  to  iivite  the 
States  of  the  Union  and  foreign  coun- 
tries to  participate  in  the  Plr^  Inter- 
national Instrument  Congress  and  Ex- 
position to  be  held  in  Phlladeliihla,  Pa., 
from  September  13  to  25, 1954.  tras  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


"gold"  and  Insert  "bronze"(  on  page  3, 
line  1.  after  the  word  "tfilentlfle"  to 
strike  out  "and";  and  in  ttje  same  Une, 
after  the  word  "educationSl"  to  insert 
"and  welfare",  so  as  to  mfake  the  bill 
read:  , 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  TbaX,  Inj  eommamora- 
tion  of  the  260th  annivenary  ff  tbs  birth  of 
Benjamin  Franklin  occurring  On  January  17. 
1956,  and  in  connection  with  ttie  obserrance 
and  celebration  of  that  event.^the  Beeratary 
of  the  lYeasury  is  authorlaedl  and  directed 
to  have  struck  10  bronze  medaU  at  an  ap. 
propriate  design  and  inscription  and  to  yto- 
vlde  for  the  presentation  of  sttch  medals  to 
the  following-named  aclcntlflq.  sducational. 
and  welfare  societies  of  wb^h  Benjamin 
Franklin  was  a  member:  "Ths  American 
Philosophical  Society  (PhUadelphia),  Phila- 
delphia Society  of  the  Sons  kt  St.  Ctoorge. 
Accademia  di  Scienae.  Lettre  etlArtl  in  Padors 
( formerly  Reale  Accademia )  ( ISaly ) ,  L'Acads- 
mle  des  Sciences,  LTnstitute  d0  Francs  (for- 
merly Academie  Royale),  the  Jtoyal  Society 
(England) ,  KOnlgliche  Oesellesthaft  der  Wla- 
senschaf tier,  OOttingen  (Germany) .  the  Roy- 
al Society  of  Arts  (England),  Ffftaafsch 
Genootschap  der  Proefohdervlndelijke 
Wijsbegeerte  (Netherlands),  'Ths  Academie 
de  Medicine  (France),  The  ittdteal  Society 
of  London.  The  American  Academy  of  Arts 
and  Sciences  ( Boston ) .  the  Royal  Society  of 
Edlnbvirgh.  Real  Academia  ^  1«  Blstorla 
(Spain),  Academie  Nationale  des  "'•^mfHjita. 
Belle-Lettres  et  Arts  de  Lyon  (|nimcc).  Real 
Accademia  delle  Science  dl  "liorino  (Italy), 
the  Manchester  Literary  and  i  PhUosophlcal 
Society  (England),  the  Socleta  Patrloca 
dlretta  all'avanzamento  dell'Agflcultura  dells 
Artl  e  delle  Manlf atture,  MUaxio  (Italy) .  the 
Philadelphia  Society  for  Promoting  A^cul- 
ture,  and  the  Society  of  A>itlquarl«  of 
London. 

Sk.  2.  Such  stmis  as  may  b#  nscsasary  to 
carry  out  the  piirposes  of  this  >ct  ars  bareby 
authorized  to  be  appropriated.; 

The  amendments  were  ag^'eed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  th^  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended,  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  to  authorize  the  is8u4nce  of  com- 
memorative medals  to  certalh  societies  of 
which  Benjamin  Franklin  was  a  member 
in  observance  of  the  250tb  aqniversary  of 
his  birth."  ^^ 


AMENDMENT  OP  mSEIlAL  CREDIT 
UNION  ACT.  AS  AhO^iDBi 
The  bill  (H.  R.  9236)  toj  amend  the 
Federal  Credit  Union  Act,  is  amended, 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and!  passed. 


ISSUANCE  OF  MEDAIB  TO  CERTAIN 
SUIEN'I'IFIC  AND  EDUCAfnONAL 
SOCIETIES 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3400)  to  authorize  the  Issuance 
of  commemorative  medals  to  certain 
scientific  and  educational  societies  of 
which  Benjamin  Franklin  was  aimember 
in  observance  of  the  250th  anniversary 
of  his  birth  which  had  been  )-eported 
from  the  Committee  on  Banl^ng  and 
Currency  with  amendments,  on.  page  1 
line  6,  after  the  word  "of",  to  strike  out 
"State"  and  Insert  "the  Treasury";  at 
the  beginning  of  line  8,  to  strike  out 


AMENDMENT  OP  TRADtNO  WITH 
THE  ENEMY  ACT— BHiL  PASSED 
OVER 

The  bill  (S.  3423)  to  amend  the  Ttad- 
Ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  was  announced 
as  next  in  order.  | 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over.   I 

Mr.DIRKSEN.  lifr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  withhold  his  objection? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  ani  happy  to 
withhold  It.  T 

Mr.DIRKSEN.  I  ask  leavfe  to  proceed 
for  15  minutes,  in  explanatlcm  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    I  (^Ject 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard.    The  bill  goeaiover. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  ih^dent,  I 
renew  my  request  that  the  bll  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICE  I.  The  biU 
goes  over. 
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Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  should  like  to  state  the  reason  for  my 
objection.  It  was  stated  at  the  begin- 
ning of  tha  calendar  can  that  both  cal- 
endar committees  agreed  that  we  would 
have  an  orderly  call  of  the  calendar,  and 
not  vU^te  the  spirit  of  the  ft-mlnute 
irule. 

Bill.  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  1»55>  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  construct, 
operate,  and  maintain  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project  and  participating 
projects  and  for  other  purposes,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


RECLASSIFICATION  OF  DICTA- 
PHONES IN  THE  TARIFF  ACT  OF 
1930 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  8933)  to  reclassify  dlcUphones 
in  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  Finance 
with  amendments,  on  page  2,  line  11. 
after  the  word  "The",  to  insert  'fore- 
going"; and  after  line  13,  to  Insert: 

Sec.  5.  Section  201  of  title  n  at  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1030.  as  amended.  Is  further  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  nev  para- 
graph to  read  as  foUows: 
•T»AB.  1818.  Furfural.- 

Scc.  0.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
hereby  directed  to  admit  free  of  duty  black 
granite,  in  whatever  form,  for  use  in  any 
statue,  ntonument.  or  memorial  autboriaed 
by  law  to  be  erected  on  Federal  property. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 


Itr.  ICARTIN.  Mr.  President,  to  H.  R 
8932  I  offer  an  amendment  which  I  send 
to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

Mr.  MTTJ.TKTN.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  ask  the  SenatOT  from  Pennsylvania 
what  is  the  purport  of  his  amendment? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  As  the  distinguished 
chaiiwian  <tf  the  Committee  on  Finance 
will  recall,  the  committee  acted  upon  an 
amendment  to  this  bill  which  would 
permit  the  importation  of  black  granite, 
for  the  consta^ction  of  the  Marine  Corps 
War  Memorial  on  the  Nevius  Tract  near 
Arlingtcm  Cemetery.  This  is  the  famous 
monument,  showing  Marines  raising  the 
flag  on  Iwo  Jima. 

Subsequently,  it  was  brought  to  my 
attention  that  there  is  granite  pf  a 
similar  Idnd  to  be  found  in  the  Uhited 
States,  and  the  wording  of  the  commit- 
tee amendment  might  be  hiterpreted  to 
permit  the  entry  of  black  granite,  duty 
free,  for  an  unspecified  period  of  time. 
This  was  not  the  Intention  of  the  original 
amendment,  which  was  for  the  specific 
purpose  of  the  monument.  I  twlieve  this 
limlthig  amendment  will  answer  the 
objection  raised. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
l>y  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

The  LtczBUTivx  Clxix.  On  page  2, 
line  19.  after  the  word  "form",  it  is  pro- 
posed to  Insert  "Imported  prior  to  Jan- 
uary 1. 1955." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania (Bfr.  MAKmr]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 


The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  ^nd 
passed. 


INCREASE  IN  RATB5  OF  COMPENSA- 
TION TO  CERTAIN  VETERANS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H  R.  9020)  to  provide  increases  in 
the  monthly  rates  of  compensation  pay- 
able to  certain  veterans  and  their  de- 
pendents. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  a  statement 
printed  immediately  prior  to  the  passage 
of  Calendar  No.  2002.  H.  R.  9020. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RscoKD,  as  follows: 

STATDcnrr  bt  Ssmatob  Coona 
There  arc  two  important  veterans  bills 
preaently  pending  before  the  Senate.  H.  &. 
9030  and  H.  R.  9002.  Theas  bills  wiU  pro- 
vide for  a  much-needed  infnwu  in  vwtarans' 
compensation,  tlieir  dependents,  and  sor- 
vivors.  We  aU  know  to  what  extent  vet- 
erans who  must  Uve  on  fixed  compensation 
and  penaton  payments  have  been  sertovaly 
affected  by  the  increaees  in  the  cost  of  Uving. 
Althou^  I  am  not  a  member  at  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee,  which  subnltted  tbm 
reporta  on  these  bills.  I  i*»t^^n»  t^w<n»\%fff  ^xti 
the  scope  and  purpose  of  tbeae  bills  as  a 
member  of  the  majority  Ottlendar  Commit- 
tee and  I  wish  to  speak  in  srqjport  of  this 
vital  legislation.  I  should  like  to  offer  brief 
expUnationa  oT  the  bills  before  os  and  to 
set  forth  the  actual  increases  provided. 

H.  B.  eeie 
Section  1  of  H.  R.  90S0  provldas  for  a 
fi  percent  increase  in  compensation  for  vet- 
erans with  service-incurred  dlsaMlity  w"d 
an>Ues  to  wartime  veterans  as  weQ  as  vet- 
erans of  the  regular  astahUshmeat  wIm> 
served  in  time  of  peace.  The  actual  In- 
creases which  are  provided  in  the  bin  are 
as  follows: 


Compen9ati0n  increatet  lo  veteran*  and  dependent*  under  //.  R.  9090 


{<■> 
(d) 

(h) 
(') 
(>) 


W 


(») 


(n) 

(0) 


10  per«ent  disabUltr 
ao  pment  diaablUty 
30  (wroont  diaabOity 
40  pcroeot  disabflitr 
SO  pweset  disaMity 
60  perrwit  disabfllty 
70  percent  diaabUitr 
M  ppreent  disabStty 
90  F>«r(«iit  diMbiUty 
Total  disabilUy 


^IS^^^'JJJ  *  ■  vmaomur  aamMfln  or  so  helptas  as  to  be  la  seed  of  recuiar  aid  and  atteedaiKe.  monthly 

Trld  .?ZSdJSl  S.j£j£;^iSS2ittolr^  i«  hi»ti.  ey«.  rendering  him  90  betplan  as  to  be  m  need  of  rerular  aid 

Anatomi«l  kMsof  2  «to»mlti«i  »  near  sl»ulder  «  hj^  wto  i^i^^it' "is  S'^^iihiue'siipitai^.  « j^ifljiiiaiito^ical 

_  ^^  "  wMi  rw^m,  wonuir  cwpewaatniii 

^uf^Ted  diaabUity  under  eondltfaxm  which  would  entitled  him  to  t 
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sicierrd  twice,  or  nUkn*  tstal  deatDess  in  combination  with  taCal  MtadnesB  with  Vaw  visual  acuity  or  leiB,  iMuthly 
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Section  a  of  M.  R.  9090  provid«B  _ 

for  widows  and  parents  of  vetsraos 
death  resulted  from  a  senrlcc-incurred 


atalltty.     Widows  wltbout  dittdrea  will 
Inrrosssd  ftem  an  to  987  per  month.     _. 
pendent  parente  wUl  receive  an  Increase  from 


'to  979  If  one  parent  Is  llvlag. 
tbe  present  rate  of  f7a  to  flO  If 
eoti  ars  ttrlBg. 
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aort  of  Um  incnMM  prcwiiHd  In     estimated  allocation  of  the  coets  Is  as  fol- 
ttJ»  bOl  Is  artlmatert  at  VlMJU^jatOO.     lUe     lows: 


Cwt 

Kmw 

Worid 
WarU 

World 
War  I 

S^iish 

Regular 

Total 

- 

Wartime 

Peacetime 

*«1llt*lp 

1^721,  MO 
40.087.000 

USjMO 

l^»0 
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l,«2a^700 

X^MO 

lot.  400 

211,100 
31,  Tin 
aD,4in 
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075 
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1,M0 
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1.4W 
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f>.  ono 

7.300 

2,OSfi,000 
fiH  700 
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T^Mtn 

242,  700 
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MI^8H«t 

H.  a.  otss 

The  second  bill  provides  a  similar  Increase 
for  non-serrioe-eonnected  Teteralis  and  tbetr 
dependents.  H.  R.  9003  will  Inpvaae  by  t 
percent  virtually  all  monthly  riftes  of  pen- 
sions payable  to  veterans  and 'dependents 
under  the  various  laws  which  ai«  adminis- 
tered by  the  Veterans  Administration.  This 
will  Include  veterans  at  the  Korean  war. 
World  War  n.  World  War  I.  tl|e  Spanish- 
American  War,  the  Civil  War.  .the  Tn«nan 
Camfwlgn,  and  the  Mexican  Wan 

Tlie  actual  increases  provided  In  H.  R. 
9962  for  veterans  of  the  recent  Mrars  are  as 
follows : 


Ptntion  increase  to  veterana  and  dependents  under  II.  R.  99fi2  ' 


Existing 
rates 
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AcBOoroiver .... . .. 
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Widow.. ,. ""■ 

WUow  who  was  wtfe  of  veteran  doling  aerviee 
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Chadrm  where  there  Is  no  widow: 

1  efaUd  (to  age  10) 

Karti  sddttional  child  (to  age  10),  tot&I  equally  divided.. 
leUId  (age  lOorover) 

2  efafldren  (age  10  or  over)  equally  divided „ 

S  dilkbvn  (age  10  or  over)  equally  divided. 

Esdi  additional  cblM  (age  10 or  over),  total  equaDy  divided 
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61,800  veterans. 
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120,210,000 
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It  Js  estimated  that  the  enactment.of  H.  R. 
9Sea  would  affect  approximately  544,700  vet- 
wans  and  399,100  cases  of  deceased  veterans 
during  the  fb*t  year,  at  an  additional  cost 
of  approximately  $36.968,(000. 

I  am  glad  that  we  are  considering  legisla- 
tion to.  provide  these  increases.  The  eco- 
nomic readjustments  in  recent  years  have 
bean  a  partieulu'  hardship  to  our  veterans 
yihom  rates  of  compensation  have  often 
laawd  far  behind  the  cost  of  living  and  the 
adjustments  which  were  made  for  other  seg- 
mente  of  our  population.  It  is  my  hope  that 
the  Senate  will  approve  both  of  these  biUs. 

The  ^PRESmiNa  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is  on  the  third  reading  of  the 
bilL 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
was  riead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


EXTENSION  OF  COVERAGE  OP 
SERVICEMEN'S  INDEMNITy  ACT 
TO  RESERVE  OFFICERS'  TEIAIN- 
INO  CORPS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5314>  to  extend  the 
coverage  of  the  Servicemen's  Indemnity 
Act  to  members  of  the  Reserve  Officers' 
Training  Cwps  when  ordered  to  active 
training  duty  fov^periods  in  excess  of 
Z4  days  was  announced  as  next^in  order. 


Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  PreBident, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  Mn.T.TKTN.  Mr.  President,  the 
puiDose  of  the  proposed  legislation  is 
to  extend  coverage  under  the  Service- 
men's Indemnity  Act  of  1951,  effective 
April  25,  1951,  to  members  of  the  Army 
Reserve  Officers'  Training  CorpB,  the 
Naval  Rese/ye  Officers'  Training  Corps, 
and  the  Air  Force  Reserve  CJfflcers' 
Training  Corps,  when  called  or  ordered 
to  active  duty  for  14  days  or  more. 
Thus,  in  the  event  of  death  of  a  mem- 
ber of  any  of  these  training  corps 
while  on  such  active  training  duty,  his 
beneficiary  would  be  entitled  to  |10,000 
free  indemnity  insurance. 

In  addition  to  providing  indemnity 
coverage,  the  bill  extends  to  members  of 
these  training  corps  the  right  to  apply 
for  national  service  life  insurance  within 
120  days  after  separation  from  active 
training  duty  of  more  than  30  dajiB 

Ilr.  HENDRICKSON.  Does  not  the 
Senator  think  that  this  wiU  establish  an 
imdesirable  precedent? 

Mr.  Mn.T.TKTN.    I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  Pre|ident. 
will  the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  MILUKEN.    I  yield.  " 


Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Will  the  Senator 
state  whether  the  bill  covers  National 
Guard  men  also? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  They  are  already 
covered  under  the  law. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Does  Jt  include 
Air  National  Guard  men  also? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  All  guardsmen  are 
covered. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  They  are  pres- 
ently covered? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     Yes.  I 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  <jf  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection^  the  bill 
(H.  R.  5314)  was  considered,  Ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third,  time,  and 
passed. 


BILL  AND  RESOLUTION 
OVER 


MASSED 


The  biU  (H.  R.  9366)  to  abend  the 
Social  Security  Act  and  thel  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  so  as  to  extend  coverage 
under  the  Old -Age  and  Survivors'  In- 
surance program,  increase  th^  benefits 
payable  thereunder,  preserve  the  insur- 
ance rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and 
increase  the  amount  of  eam|ings  per- 
mitted without  loss  of  benefit!,  and  for 
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other  purpoaes.  was  announced  as  next 
in  order.     

Mr.  ffltfATHERS.    Over. 

The  FRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  Mil 
will  be  passed  bver. 

The  resolution  (8.  Res.  288)  to  make 
certain  funds  available  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Oovemment  OperaUons  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHER&    Over. 

The  PRE8ID1NO  OPVICBR.  The 
resolution  win  be  passed  over. 


PRINTINO  OP  IllAYERS  OP  GfHAP- 
UJH  OF  THE  SKNATV 

The  resolution  (8.  Res.  294)  to  print 
the  prayers  of  the  Chaplain  of  the  Sen- 
ate was  considered  and  agreed  to,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  S,CO0  copies  ot  the  prayers 
offered  by  the  Reverend  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  Doctor  of  Divinity,  Ohiylain  of  the 
Senate,  at  the  opening  of  the  dally  sessions 
of  the  Senate  durln{  the  81st,  SSd.  and  8Sd 
Congresaes.  incluslvt!,  be  printed  and  bound 
for  the  use  of  the  8>mate. 


ADDITIONAI.  PDNDe  FOR  THE  COM- 
MITTEE ON  BANKmo  AND  CUR- 
RENCY 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
resolution  (S.  Rea.  289)  to  provkle  addi- 
tional funds  for  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Ocmmlttee  on  Rules  mod 
Administrmtion  with  amendments,  on 
page  1,  Une  12,  after  the  word  "exceed". 
to  strike  out  "$150,000"  and  insert  "$75.- 
000";  and  on  page  2,  Une  2.  after  the 
word  "purposes",  to  insert  "mumant  to 
Senate  Reaolutloa  220.  agreed  to  April 
23,  1954".  so  as  to  make  the  resolation 
read: 

Resolved,  That  in  holding  hearis^i.  re- 
porting such  hearings,  and  «wv«»*j  Invsatl- 
gatlons  as  authorlaed  by  sactloa  IM  (a)  of 
the  Legislatlvs  Beoiganlaatloa  Act  ot  1M0 
and  pursuant  to  Its  JurisdlcUon  iinrtw  rule 
XXV  (1)  (d)  4  of  ths  Standi i^  Rules  of  the 
Senate,  the  Committee  on  w*''*^**^  and  Cur- 
rency, or  any  duly  authorlaMl  suboommlttM 
thereof.  Is  authoriaed  unUl  January  Si,  1066, 
to  maka  such  SKpancUtures.  and  to  employ 
upon  a  temporary  bnsls  soch  inassUgators. 
and  such  tachnical.  elarioal.  and  other  as- 
sUtants.  as  it  deems  advlaabla. 

Sac.  a.  The  ooqiensai  of  the  committee  un- 
der this  reeolutkm.  which  shaU  not  sir  mill 
•75.000  (In  addition  to  asaonnts  heretofara 
made  avaUable  for  such  purpoeee  pursuant 
to  S.  Res.  339,  agreed  to  April  33,  1954) ,  shall 
be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
Senate  upon  vouchers  approved  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
The    resolutiOQ.    as    amended,    was 
agreed  to. 


STUDY  OF  ANTITRUST  LAWS— RESO- 
LUTION PASSED  OVER 

The  resolution  (8.  Res.  14)  authoris- 
ing a  study  of  the  antitrust  laws  of  the 
United  States,  and  administration,  inter- 
preUtion.  and  effect,  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  QORE.    Over. 

Mr.  MAQNUSON.  With  regard  to 
Calendar  2008,  Senate  Resolution  14.  I 
am  wondering  if  the  objector  would  In- 


form the  Senate  whether  the  objectfam 
is  by  request  What  is  the  reason  for 
the  objection? 

Mr.  QORE.    It  Is  by  request. 

Mr.  MACmusON.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object.  Mr.  President— and  I  shall  not 
object — this  is  a  very  important  investi- 
gation which  is  now  going  on,  involving 
the  question  of  monopoly  and  antitrust 
laws.  It  also  involves  the  question  of 
the  misuse  of  monopoly  and  the  questi<m 
of  power  and  matters  of  that  sort. 

I  had  hoped  that  the  objector  might 
allow  this  resolution  to  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar,  instead  of  going  over,  so 
that  we  might  be  able  to  get  the  matter 
settled.  It  has  been  hanging  tiit  for  a 
long  time,  as  I  think  the  Senator  fronx 
Nevada  [Mr.  McCaaaaK]  will  agree.  We 
would  like  to  have  the  resolution  adopted, 
so  that  we  can  get  started  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Calendar  Committee  have  as 
their  prime  function  the  registration  of 
objections  on  the  part  of  their  colleagues. 
I  have  been  requested  to  object  to  the 
coniridcratton  of  this  resolution.  Unless 
that  request  is  withdrawn.  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  have  the  resolution  con- 
sidered. 

Mr.  MAGNUBON.  May  I  make  a  sug- 
gestion to  tte  Senator  from  Tennessee? 
If  be  win  allow  this  resolution  to  go  to 
the  foot  of  the  calendar,  I  might  ask  who 
the  ohIeetcM-  is.  and  I  valgb.\,  be  aide  to 
talk  to  him. 

Mr.  OGRE.  I  am  not  going  to  say  in 
which  direction  I  have  beoi  looking;  but 
I  see  a  certain  Senator  shaking  his  head 
to  indicate  'Tfo."  so  I  will  have  to  insist 
that  it  go  over. 

The  FREBIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
resolution  will  go  over. 

Mr.  MAONUSON.  I  will  say  the  Sen- 
ator  from  Tennessee  was  not  looUng 
btiiind  him. 

Mr.HAYDIN.  ICr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  withhold  his 
objection  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  QORE.    I  wiUihold  the  objection. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  amount  of  money 
involvod  in  the  resolution  is  compara- 
tively smalL  It  is  understood  that  there 
will  be  cooperation  with  the  Department 
of  Justiee.  wldch  is  also  investigating 
this  same  subject  matter.  It  would  seem 
to  me  that  the  Judiciary  Committee 
ou^t  to  study  this  subject,  along  with 
the  Department  of  Justice.  I  hope  some 
arrangement  can  be  made. 

Mr.  MAONUSON.  The  amount  in- 
VKrived.  as  I  have  been  informed  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada  (Mr. 
McCauar],  is  $35,000.  This  is  a  very 
important  matter.  It  involves  the  whole 
power  question,  and  many  oUier  ques- 


"Qrads 


12, 


—  a. 

—  s. 


a. 

4.^ 

7. 

8 . 


4, 

4. 

6. 

6. 

ft. 

7. 

8. 
10. 
11. 
«. 
U. 


670 
9» 
!» 
S46 
fiSO 
9SS 
415 
MS 
SIS 
778 


7W 
040 
340 


tlons  of  antlmoDopoly  which  I  tM»ic 
have  been  sadly  neglected  at  the  other 
end  of  the  avenue. 

The  PRESIDINO  OmCER.  Is  ttiei« 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution? 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDINa OFFICEEt.  Theres- 
olution  will  go  over. 

Mr.  MAONUSON.  Is  the  objection  lif 
request? 

Mr.  QORE.    It  is  by  request 


AMENDBCENT    OF    INTERNAL    REV* 
ENUE  CODE— BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bOl  (H.  R.  5407)  to  amend  seetlan 
2879  (b)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
was  announced  as  next  in  order.''' 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

Hie  PRJB3IDINO  OFFICER.  The  biU 
will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  MALONE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  may  I  adc  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Florida  to  withhold  his 
objection  to  Calendar  2009,  H.  R.  5407. 
so  that  I  may  make  a  statement  ^nj 
request? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFSCEEL  The 
Chair  advises  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
that  unanimous  consent  must  be  ob- 
tained in  order  to  return  to  the  oonskt- 
eration  of  the  bilL 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  shall  have  to  object,  because  I  have 
been  Insirting  all  alimg  that  such  bOla 
go  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar,  and  ttaea 
to  be  heftrd  in  their  turn. 

Mr.  MALONE.  That  is  the  request  I 
now  make.  I  ask  that  Calendar  Mo. 
2009.  H.  R.  5407.  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar  to  be  called  again  at  that  Umfe. 

Hie  FBEsmiNa  officer,  with- 
out objeetion.  the  bill  will  go  to  the  fooi 
of  the      '      ' 


XNCREASE  OF 
CLASranED.  POSTAL.  AND  OTHER 
GOVERKMENT  EMFIOTEBS— BIIli 
PASSED  TO  FOOT  OF  CAUENDAB 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  eooitder  ths 
bill  (H.  R.  7774)  to  esUblish  a  uniform 
system  for  the  granting  o£  incentive 
awards  to  oiBoers  and  employees  of  tho 
United  States,  and  for  other  pmi^Qoes, 
wlilch  had  been  reported  from  ttw  Com- 
mittee on  Post  OfBoe  and  Civil  Service 
with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out  all 
after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 
raiM  I— d 

Sk.  101.  (a)  Section  000  (b) 
60S  (c)  of  the  aasslWratfcw  Act  of  1940.  as 
amended,  are  amen<tod  to  read  m  foOowa: 

"(b)  The  compensation  sehaduls  for  the 
Oeneral  achsdnle  shaU  be  aa  fOUiniB: 
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*(•)  (1)  Ttm  eompeBnttai  Khetfule  for  ttw  Grafts.  ProtoetlTe.  and  Cxistodial  abbeduie 
B*jM  follewi:  j 


"(S)  CbM  women  working  part  time  ihaU 
be  paid  at  tbe  rate  of  tajTO  par  annum,  and 
bead  csbarwonMn  working  part  time  at  the 
xtXm  of  tS^no  per  annum." 

(b)  Tbe  rates  of  tiaate  oompenaatloa  of 
cOean  and  cmpl<^ees  to  whom  this  section 
applies  shaU  be  InltlaUy  adjusted  as  fol- 
lows: 

(1)  If  the  employee  Is  reoelTing  a  rate  of 
twsle  compensation  Inmiediately  prior  to  tlie 
•SeetlTs  date  of  this  section  at  od»  of  the 
scheduled  ot  l<KigeTity  n^tas  prorlded  Xny  the 
CtasBlfleation  Act  of  1M9,  as  amanded.  he 
shall  reoelre  a  rate  of  basic  compensation 
at  the  corresponding  scheduled  or  longevity 
rate  In  effect  on  and  after  such  date; 

(3)  If  the  emplc^ee  Is  receiving  a  rate  of 
basic  oompensatlm  immediately  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  this  section  at  a  rate  be- 
tween two  scheduled  or  two  longevity  rates, 
or  between  a  scheduled  rate  and  a  longevity 
rate,  provided  by  the  Claaalflcatkni  Act  of 
1M0,  as  amended,  he  shall  receive  a  rate  of 
basic  compensation  at  the  higher  of  the  two 
eorrespondlng  rates  in  effect  on  and  after 
BU^  date; 

(S)  If  the  employee.  Immediately  prior  to 
the  effective  date  of  this  section,  ta  in  a 
pOBlttcm  In  any  one  of  the  first  10  grades  of 
the  Oenwal  Schedule  or  in  any  cme  of  the 
gnMles  of  the  Crafts.  Protective,  and  Cus- 
todial Schedule,  and  Is  receiving  a  rate  of 
baste  compensation  in  excess  of  the  msxi- 
mum  longevity  rate  of  his  grade  as  pro- 
Tlded  in  this  section,  he  shall  continue  to 
reoalT*  basle  compensation  without  change 
In  rate  untU  (A)  he  leaves  such  position,  or 
(B)  he  Is  entlUed  to  receive  basic  compensa- 
tion at  a  higher  rate  by  reason  of  the  op- 
eration of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as 
unendMl;  but  when  such  position  becomes 
▼aeant.  the  rate  of  basic  compensation  of 
any  subseQuent  appointee  shall  be  fixed  in 
accordance  with  such  act.  as  amended; 

(4)  If  the  employee,  immediately  prior  to 
ttie  cffeetlve  date  of  this  section,  is  in  a 
position  In  grade  11.  12.  IS,  14.  or  15  ctf  the 
General  Schedule,  and  is  receiving  a  rate  of 
basic  compensation  In  excess  of  the  nuud- 
vmana  scheduled  rate  of  his  grade  as  provided 
In  this  section,  he  shall  continue  to  receive 
basle  oompensatlon  without  change  In  rate 
untU  (A)  he  leaves  such  position,  or  (B)  he 
Is  entitled  to  receive  basic  compensation  at  a 
higher  rate  by  reason  of  the  operation  of 
the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as  amended; 
but  when  such  position  becomes  vacant,  the 
rate  of  basic  oompensatlon  of  any  subse- 
quent appointee  shall  be  fixed  in  accordance 
with  such  act.  as  amended. 

Bac.  loa.  (a>  The  ratea  of  basic  compensa- 
tion of  oOoers  and  employees  in  or  under 
the  Judicial  branch  of  the  Government 
whose  rates  at  compehsatlon  are  fixed  pur- 
suant to  section  63  (2)  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Act  (11  U.  S.  C.  102  (a)  (2)).  section  3656 
of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code,  the 
second  and  third  sentences  of  section  MS. 
sectkm  004  (6),  or  sections  672  to  676.  In- 
clusive, (tf  tttle  28  of  the  United  States  Code, 
are  hereby  increased  by  6  percent,  except 
that  no  such  rate  shaU  be  increaBcd  by  more 
than  6440  per  annum  or  less  than  »170  per 
annum. 

(b)  The  limitations  of  $10,860  and  614,358 
With  respect  to  the  aggregate  salaries  pay- 
ab^  to  secretaries  and  law  clerks  of  circuit 
•nd  district  Judges,  contained  in  the  para^ 


Xtto 

3^000 

Sim 

4,060 
4.48S 


Vft  snnuni  rates 


mm 

XTM 

2Ha 

1,0(0 
S,3(4 

s,sao 
a,8c« 

4.175 
4.610 
6k  045 


$2,180 

xwa 

%962 
3,180 
a,  364 
S,610 

a,so6 

4,300 
4.735 
5^170 


»2,22D 
2,870 
3,042 
3,240 
3,4M 
3,660 
4,005 
4,425 
4.8flO 
5,295 


$2,280 
2,  MO 
3,122- 
3,320 
3,544 
3,77«> 
4.105 
4.  S-W 
4,W5 
6,420 


$2,340 
3,010 
3,202 
3,400 
3,824 
3,850 
4.  2a5 
4.  «7.S 
5.110 
5.545 


graph  under  the  heading  "Salaries  t>f  Sup- 
porting Personnel"  in  the  Judiciary  Appro- 
priation Act.  1955,  or  in  any  subsequent  ap- 
propriation act,  shall  be  increased  by  tbe 
amotmta  necessary  to  pay  the  additional 
basic  compensation  provided  by  this  act. 

Sec.  103.  (a)  Bach  olQcer  and  employee  In 
or  under  the  legislative  branch  of  tike  Oov' 
emment  (other  than  an  employee  In  the  of- 
fice of  a  Senator)  whose  rate  of  compensa- 
tion is  increased  by  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Employees  Pay  Act  of  1946  shall  be  paid  ad- 
ditional compensation  at  the  rate  o|  5  per- 
cent of  the  aggregate  rate  of  his  rate  of  basic 
compensation  and  the  rate  of  the  additional 
compensation  received  by  him  under  lections 
601  and  502  of  the  Federal  Employees  Pay 
Act  of  1945,  as  amended,  section  301  of  the 
Postal  Rate  Revision  and  Federal  Entployees 
Salary  Act  of  1948,  the  provisions  uader  the 
heading  "Increased  pay  for  legislative  em- 
ployees" In  the  Second  Supplemental  Appro- 
priation Act.  1950,  and  the  act  of  October 
24,  1951  (Public  Law  201,  82d  Cong.)  except 
that  no  such  ofllcer  or  employee  shall  be  paid 
additional  compensation  at  a  rate  lass  than 
6170  per  annimi  or  In  excess  of  6k40  per 
annum. 

(b)  Section  2  (b)  of  the  act  of  October 
24.  1951  (Public  Law  201,  82d  C<|ng.)  Is 
amended  by  striking  out  "611,646"  and  In- 
serting In  lieu  thereof  "612.086." 

(c)  (1)  The  aggregate  amount  of  the  l>asic 
compensation  authorized  to  be  paid  for  ad- 
ministrative and  clerical  assistance  and  mes- 
senger service  in  the  offices  of  Senators  is 
hereby  Increued  by — 

(A)  62,160  In  the  case  of  Senators  from 
States  the  population  of  which  is  1^  than 
3  million; 

(B)  $2,400  In  the  case  of  Senator*  from 
States  the  population  of  which  is  3  million 
or  more  but  less  than  5  mUlion: 

(C)  63,120  In  the  case  of  Senators  from 
States  the  population  of  which  Is  5  million 
or  more  but  less  than  10  million;  ang 

(D)  $3,180  In  the  case  of  Senators  from 
States  the  pcqyulation  of  which  is  10  million 
or  more. 

(2)  The  second  proviso  In  the  paragraph 
relatli^g  to  the  authority  of  Senators  to  re- 
arrange the  basic  salaries  of  employees  in 
their  respective  ofllces,  which  appear)  in  the 
Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Adt,  1947. 
as  amended  (2  U.  8.  C.  60f ),  is  ameaded  by 
striking  out  "65,880"  and  Inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "66,180";  by  striking  out  *67,320" 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "67,620";  and 
by  striking  out  "68,400"  and  inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  "68,640." 

.  (d)  The  rates  of  basic  compensation  of 
each  of  the  elected  ofllcers  of  the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives  (not  including 
the  presiding  offlcers  of  the  two  Houses ) ,  the 
Parliamentarian  of  the  Senate,  the  Parlia- 
mentarian of  the  House  of  Represedtatives, 
the  legislative  counsel  of  the  Senate,  the 
legislative  counsel  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, and  the  coordinator  of  informa- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  are 
hereby  Increased  by  5  percent,  except  that  no 
such  rate  shall  be  Increased  by  mote  than 
$440  per  annum  or  less  than  $170  per  annum, 
(e)  (1)  The  provisions  of  subsection  (a) 
shall  not  apply  to  employees  whose  compen- 
sation is  paid  from  the  appropriation  con- 
tained in  th*  paragraph  designated  "folding 
documents"  under  the  heading  "Contingent 
Ekpenses  of  the  Senate"  in  the  Legislative 


Branch  Appropriation  Act.  1965  (Public  law 
470.  83d  Cong. ) . 

(2)  The  limitations  in  the  paragraph 


ignated  "Folding  documents"  ;  under  tha 
"Contingent  Expenses  of  the  House"  in  tha 
Legislative  Appropriation  Act,  ip56  (PnbUc 
Law  470,  83d  Cong.),  aretiereby  ihcreased  bj 
6  percent. 

(f)  The  Official  Reporters  of  t|ie  proeeed- 
ings  of  the  debates  of  the  Senate  and  their 
employees  shall  be  considered  t0  be  ofltoers 
or  employees  in  or  under  thc(  legislative 
branch  of  the  Government  wlthii$  the  mean- 
ing of  subsection  (a)  and  the  pkY>vlsions  of 
law  referred  to  in  such  subeectloh. 

(g)  The  additional  compensation  provided 
by  subsection  (a)  and  the  provl^ons  of  law 
referred  to  in  such  subsection  shall  be  con- 
sidered a  part  of  basic  compensation  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act 
of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended. 

Sbt.  104.  Section  66  of  the  Harm  Credit 
Act  of  1933  (48  Stat.  269)  Is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  66.  No  director,  officer,  dr  employee 
of  the  Central  Bank  for  Cooperatives,  or  of 
any  production  credit  corporatian,  produc- 
tion credit  association,  or  bank  vpr  coopera- 
tives shall  be  paid  compensation  at  a  rate  la 
excess  of  $14,240  per  annum." 

Sec.  105.  (a)  The  rates  of  ba4lc  ccnnpen* 
satlon  of  offlcers  and  employees  in  the  De- 
partment of  Medicine  and  Surgery  In  the 
Veterans'  Administration  whose  rates  of 
basic  compensation  are  provided  by  Public 
Law  293,  79th  Congress,  approved  January  S. 
1946,  as  amended,  are  hereby  lAcreased  by 
5  percent,  except  that  no  such  rSte  shall  be 
Increased  by  more  ttJan  $440  per  s""i'm  or 
less  than  $170  per  annum. 

(b)  Section  8  (d)  of  PubUc  Ldw  298.  79th 
Congress,  as  amended,  is  smend$d  by  strik- 
ing out  "$12300"  and  in  li^u  thereof 
"613.240." 

Sec.  106.  The  rates  of  basic  compensation 
provided  by  sections  412  and  416  of  tha 
Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  are 
hereby  increased  by  5  percent,  ^cept  that 
no  such  rate  shall  be  increased  bf  more  than 
$440  per  annum  or  less  than  6170  gper  anntun. 

Sec.  107.  The  rate  of  basic  compensation 
of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  «h»n 
be  at  the  maximum  scheduled  rate  of  th« 
highest  grade  established  by  th$  Classiflca- 
tlon  Act  of  1949,  as  amended. 

Sec.  108.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro- 
visions of  this  act,  no  rate  of  compensation 
which  is  $14,800  or  more  per  a^num  shall 
be  increased  by  this  act,  and  no  mte  of  oom« 
p>ensatlon  shall  be  Increased  by  this  act  to 
an  amount  In  excess  oi  614.800  |>er  annum. 

Sec.  109.  Section  3  at  the  Travel  Kxpenaa 
Act  of  1949  (63  Stat.  166,  as  Amended;  g 
U.  8.  C.  836)  Is  amended  by  striking  out 
"$9"  and  inserting  In  lieu  ther^  "$12." 

Sec.  110.  This  title  shall  take  dVect  on  tha 
first  day  of  the  first  pay  period  wblch  beglna 
after  the  date  of  Its  enactment.  ' 

tttle  II POSTAL  XaCPLOTklS 

Sac.  201.  It  is  the  sense  of  tl^e  Congress 
that — 

( 1 )  It  Is  both  necessary  and  de$ir.able  that 
an  equitable  system  should  be  established  for 
the  classification  of  positions  and  the  deter- 
mination of  salaries  of  poetmastars.  oflloers. 
and  employees  in  the  field  service  of  the  Post 
Office  Department:  and 

(.2)  such  classification  and  salary  system 
should  be  established  after  a  study  of  all 
problems  relating  thereto  condpcted  by  a 
commission  composed  of  represontatlves  of 
the  Congress,  the  Post  Office  Department, 
and  postal  employees,  and  throi^h  the  en- 
actment of  appropriate  legislatioli  pursuant 
to  recommendations  submitted  Mp  the  Con- 
gress by  such  commission  following  the  com- 
pletion of  such  study.  ; 

Sec.  202.  (a)  The  rates  of  basfc  oompen- 
satlon, other  than  rates  referred,  to  In  sub- 
section (b)  of  this  section,  of  {iostmasters, 
officers,  and  employees  in  the  postal  field 
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service  whoaa  ratas  of  oompenaatton  are  pre- 
scribed by  the  act  ec  titled  "An  act  to  reclas- 
sify the  salsrlas  of  postmasters.  offkMn.  and 
employaes  of  the  pistal  service;  to  estab- 
lish uniform  procedures  for  computing  oom- 
pensatlon; and  for  otlier  purposes,"  approved 
July  «.  194$  (PuMle  Law  134,  TOth  Cong.), 
as  amended,  are  heraby  incraasad  by  S  par- 
cent  except  that  no  such  rate  ahall  be  in- 


craasad by  mora  than  H40  at  Vm  than  $300 
per  annum. 

(b)  (1)  That  part  of  tha  compensation 
schedule  headed  "Grades  and  Salaries  of 
Employees  in  the  Automatic  Grades"  and 
contained  in  section  11 A  of  such  act  of  July 
e.  1M6  (Public  Law  1S4.  79th  Cong.),  as 
amended,  which  provldaa  hourly  rmtea  of 
oompensatlon.  U  amended  to  read  as  foUows: 


"Hourly  ratet 
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matie  tub«  service 
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$2,065 

$2,115 

Stiecisl  merhanics 

*» 

(3)  The  rates  of  basic  compensation  of 
postmasters  at  post  oAoss  of  the  fourth  class 
are  hereby  increased  by  5  percent. 

(3)  The  rates  of  tlxsd  compensation  per 
anniun  of  rural  carrlf  rs  are  hereby  Increased 
by  5  percent  except  that  no  such  rate  shall 
be  increased  by  more  than  $440  or  less  than 
$300  per  annum. 

(e)  This  section  ShiUl  not  apply  to  Skilled- 
trades  employees  of  the  mail -equipment 
shops.  Job  cleaners  in  first-  and  second-class 
post  offices,  and  emplsyees  who  are  paid  on 
a  fee  or  contract  basU . 

(d)  The  Increases  la  rates  of  basic  com- 
pensaUon  provided  by  this  section  skaU  not 
apply  to  longevity  salary  inereasss. 

Sac.  208.  Section  16  ( r )  of  such  act  of  July 
6,  1946  (Public  Law  194,  79th  Cong.),  as 
amended,  which  relates  to  travel  allowances 
for  employees  In  the  Postal  Transportation 
Service  who  are  assigned  to  road  duty,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  "$6  per  day"  and 
inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "$9  per  day." 

Sec.  204.  Any  Increase  In  rate  of  basic  com- 
pensation by  reason  of  the  enactment  of  this 
title  shall  not  be  considered  as  an  "equiva- 
lent Increase"  in  compensation  within  the 
meaning  of  section  701  or  the  Classlfleatlon 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  in  the  case  of  post- 
masters, officers,  and  employees  In  the  postal 
field  service  who  trans:fer  or  are  transferred 
to  positions  within  the  purview  of  the  Clas- 
sification Act  of  1940.  SB  amended. 

Sbc.  205.  In  the  exercise  of  the  authority 
granted  by  section  81  of  title  2  of  <he  Canal 
Zone  Code,  as  amended,  the  Governor  of  the 
Canal  Zone  Is  authorlxnd  to  grant,  as  of  the 
effective  date  of  this  section,  additional  com- 
pensation to  postal  employees  of  the  Canal 
Zone  Government.  basiKI  on  the  additional 
compensation  granted  tiy  this  act  to  slnaisr 
employees  In  the  field  service  of  the  Poet 
Oflloe  Department  of  the  United  States. 

Sxc.  206.  This  act  shall  have  the  same  force 
and  effect  within  Guam  as  within  other  pos- 
sessions of  the  United  States. 

Sac.  207.  (s)  Section  7  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  reclassify  the  salarias  of  post- 
masters, ofllcers,  and  employees  of  the  postal 
service;  to  establish  uniform  procedures  for 
computing  compensation:  and  for  other  pur- 
poses", approved  July  0.  1946  (Public  Law 
134,  79th  Cong.),  as  amcndsd.  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

'Mettuid  of  payment 
"Sec.  7.  (a)  The  oompensatlon  of  post- 
masters and  per  annum  rate  employeee  shall 
be  paid  in  26  installmenta.  Bach  such  hi- 
stallment  shaU  be  the  oompanaatlon  for  a 
pay  period  of  2  weeks.  The  oompensatlon  of 
hourly  rate  substitute  employees  and  other 
hourly  rate  employaes  shaU  be  computed  for 
each  pay  period  of  2  waeks  on  the  basis  of 
the  niunber  of  hours  of  work  performed  by 
such  employees  during  such  pay  period. 


"(b)  To  compute  an  ho\u-Iy  rate  for  post- 
masters and  psr  annum  rate  employees,  the 
per  annum  rate  shall  be  divided  by  2080. 

"(c)  To  compute  a  dally  rate  for  post- 
masters and  per  annum  rate  employees,  the 
hourly  rate  shall  be  multiplied  by  the  num- 
ber of  dally  hours  of  service  required. 

"(d)  Subsections  (b)  and  <c)  of  this  sec- 
tion shall  not  apply  to  carriers  in  the  rural 
deUvery  service.  Whenever,  for  pay  com- 
putation purposes.  It  Is  necessary  to  convert 
the  basic  annual  rate  of  compensation  of 
carriers  in  the  rural  delivery  service  to  a 
basic  daUy  or  biweekly  rate,  the  following 
rules  shall  govern: 

"(1)  An  annual  rate  shall  be  divided  by 
312  to  derive  a  dally  rate. 

"(3)  A  daUy  rate  shall  be  multipUed  by  12 
to  derive  a  blwe^ly  rate. 

"(e)  All  rates  shiU  be  computed  to  the 
nearest  cent,  counting  one-half  cent  and 
over  as  a  whole  cent. 

"(f)  When  a  pay  period  for  any  postmaster 
or  aoaployee  begins  In  one  fiscal  year  and 
ends  m  another  fiscal  year,  the  gross  amount 
of  the  earnings  of  such  postmaster  or  em- 
ployee for  such  pay  psrlod  msy  bs  regarded 
as  a  charge  against  ths  appropriation  or 
allotment  current  at  the  end  of  such  pay 
period." 

(b)  Section  8  of  such  act  of  July  6.  1043.  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  a  new  subsection  (d)  to  read  as 
follows: 

"(d)  The  salartea  of  postmasters,  assistant 
postmasters,  and  supervisors  paid  undM'  the 
provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  readjusted 
at  the  beginning  of  the  first  complete  pay 
period  in  each  fiscal  3rear." 

(c)  Section  9  (b)  of  such  act  of  July  6. 
1946.  as  amended,  is  amended  by  *^hi»^  at 
the  and  thereof  a  new  sentenee  to  read  as 
follows:  "The  salaries  of  superlntendenta  and 
assistant  superlntendenta  of  dassifisd  sta- 
tions shall  be  readjusted  at  the  beginning  of 
the  first  complete  pay  period  in  each  fiscal 
year." 

(d)  Section  llA  of  such  act  of  July  6.  1945, 
as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  "and 
shall  be  promoted  successively  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  quarter  following  one  year's 
satisfactory  service  in  each  grade  to  the  next 
higher  grade  until  they  reach  the  top  auto- 
matic grade"  and  by  inserting  in  lieu  there- 
of "and  shall  be  promoted  successively  at  the 
beginning  of  the  first  complete  pay  period 
following  52  weeks  of  satisfactory  service  in 
each  grade  to  the  next  higher  grade  tmtU 
they  reach  tlM  top  automatic  grade." 

(e)  Sectfcm  1$  of  such  act  of  July  6,  1946. 
as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  Immedi- 
ately after  subsection  (a)  thereof  a  new 
subssction  (b)  to  read  as  foUows: 

"(b)  The  salaries  of  employees  paid  under 
the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  read- 


justed at  the  beginning  ta  ttie  first  eomplato 
pay  period  in  each  flaeal  year." 

(f )  Section  14  of  soeh  act  of  July  g.  iggg. 
as  amended,  is  amanded  by  adding  ta^aa- 
dUtely  after  subsection  (a)  thersof  a  saw 
subsection  (b)  to  read  as  foUowa:    • 

"(b)  The  salaries  of  emptofsas  paid  imdsr 
the  provisions  of  this  ssetlon  shall  be  read- 
justed at  the  beginning  of  ttoe  first  nrwmilats 
pay  period  In  each  fiscal  yaar." 

(g)  That  part  of  subeeetton  (1)  of  i 
14  of  such  act  of  July  g,  igii.  as 
which  precedes  the  first  pnnrlao  to 
to  rsad  as  follows: 

"(I)  Temporsry  employees  in  the  custodial 
service  paid  on  an  annual  basis  aliaU  be  paid 
at  the  rates  of  pay  of  grade  1  of  the  p«-«Him 
in  which  employed  and  shall,  at  the  bagla- 
ning  of  the  first  ooaaplate  pay  psrlod  follw- 
Ing  63  weeks  of  satisfactory  swloe  In  eacb 
pay  status,  be  advanced  nimssslislj  to  ths 
rates  of  pay  of  the  next  higher  grade  of  audi 
position:  and  temporary  nmplojoss  in  the 
custodial  servloe  paid  on  an  hourly  basis 
shall  be  paid  at  the  rates  of  pay  of  grade  1  of 
the  position  In  which  emplograd  and  ahall.  at 
the  beginning  of  tbe  first  eompleto  pay  pa- 
liod  following  S3  weeks  of  satiafaetory  ssiiluii 
in  each  pay  atatua.  be  advancad  suoeeashraly 
to  the  rates  of  pay  of  the  next  higher  gnwle 
of  such  position". 

(h)  Soctitm  16  (b)  of  such  act  of  July  «. 
1945.  as  amended.  Is  anwrndad  by  striking  oat 
"and  shall  be  promoted  sunneeslislj  at  ttie 
beginning  of  the  quartar  following  1  yoar'a 
satisfactory  scrviee  In  each  grade  until  $lMiy 
reach  grade  8".  and  by  Inaartlng  in  Itsu 
thereof  "and  ahall  be  promoted  sueeesslvMy 
at  the  beginning  of  the  first  eompieta  pay 
period  following  83  weeks  of  satlafaetary 
service  in  each  grade  untU  Cbsy  reach  grade 

(1)  That  part  of  aectitm  18  (f)  of  sach  act 
of  July  6.  1946.  as  amanded.  which  pracsdss 
the  first  jwovlso  is  amended  to  read  aa  fol- 
lows: 

(1)  That  part  of  section  16  (f)  of  such 
of  July  e,  1946,  as  amanded.  which  . 
the  first  proviso  is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

"(f)  Kach  temporary  eaapl<9ec  in  the  mall 
equipment  shops  paid  en  an  »»««v»»  bMto 
ahall  be  paid  at  tiie  rate  of  pay  of  tha  lowast 
grade  provided  for  a  regular  employas  in  tha 
same  type  of  position  in  which  such  tem- 
I>orary  employee  Is  employed,  and  ahall.  •$ 
the  beginning  of  the  first  complete  pay  pe- 
riod following  52  weeks  of  satisfactory  aerrloa 
in  each  pay  status,  be  advanced  surcssslvaiy 
to  the  rates  of  pay  of  the  next  higher  gnuAa 
of  such  position:". 

(J)  The  first  section  of  the  act  of  April  18. 
194T  (PuUlc  Law  85.  80th  Cong.),  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  "shall 
be  promoted  successively  st  the  beginning  of 
the  quarter  following  1  year^  satiafaetory 
servloe  In  eadi  grade**  and  by  inserting  In 
lieu  thereof  "shall  be  promoted  auoeeaslvaiy 
at  the  beginning  of  the  first  complete  pay 
period  following  52  weeks  of  sattofactory 
service  in  each  grade." 

(k)  All  laws  or  parte  of  laws  Inconsistent 
with  the  amendmenta  made  by  thto  ssetlon 
are  hereby  repealed  or  modified  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purpoaea  of  and 
conform  to  such  smsndments. 

Sk.  306.  (a)  (1)  There  is  hereby  estab- 
lished a  Commission  on  Postal  Piaid  Beiflea 
Classification  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  "tha 
Commission")  to  be  ccnnpoeed  of  (A)  tha 
chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Post  06toe  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice of  the  Senate.  (B)  the  Ohairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Oonimlttaa 
on  Post  Offloe  and  Civil  Serrloa  of  the  Houaa 
of  Representatives.  (C)  the  Postaaastar  Gen- 
eral. (D)  two  ofllcers  or  employses  of  tba 
Poet  Ofltoe  Departmsnt  to  be  appointed  by 
the  President,  and  (X)  two  rapreaantatlvaa 
of  postal  employee  organlaatloiis  feo  ba  aip> 
pointed  bj  tha  President. 
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tte  ■■■■mw  of 
:  eourtttvt*  %  quo  urn  for  i 

(b)  Tbm  nnmmiMtnn,  acting  m  %  wtaoto  or 
\f/  sttbeommtttM.  •hail  eandnet  or  caaw  to 
ft  t*i"rniH!ti  iBVMUgsttoa  and 
oC  davtOoptng  »  plan 
tt  o<  •  nnimm.  Inte- 
wnitfeabla  danlfteatton  awl  pay 
all  poalnuMtan,  oAowi,  MiqAoy- 
■Ittooa  In  tte  postal  flaid  aarrlea. 
(e>  TSm  Foafemaatflr  QasMnl  U  «utbartaad 
to  vulkm  svallaltto  to  th*  Ooaunlnkn  men 
ftwJMttM.  and  aernaw  ot  tte  Pwt 
Ky  be  BaoMnry  to 
It  to  pert  ana  Ita  tonetlODs.  Tlie 
of  tbe  Ooomtttae  on  Foat  Oflkoe 
GtvU  PMiitu  or  tlw  8«nat«  and  tbe 
Oonuatttaa  on  Post  OAoe 
OMI  awiee  oT  tha  HoiifM  of  Bapra- 
■aptotlfai  are  anthorlaKl  to  aastgn  from  time 
to  time  tbe  membera  of  tbe  ataCfe  of  tbalr 

to  dntlaa  and  reqpon- 
In  oonnection  with  tbe  operatloa 


<d)  THe  OnwinHaalon  abaU  report  to  tbe 
Biata  and  tbe  Honae  «  BepraaentatlvaB.  on 
or  batora  Mareb  1.  last,  tbe  raanlta  of  Its 
study  and  Invaatlgatton.  tofetber  witb  aucb 
tacommandaUona  (Indodlng  drafta  of  legis- 
lation to  carry  oat  «ucb  recommendations) 
•a  It  dsaaas  sdvlsabta. 

anc.  aO0.  section  laiO  of  tbe  Supidemental 
Jkpptaprtatlon  Act.  1983  (Public  Law  353. 
•M  Oaag.).  aa  amended,  la  boeby  repealed. 
310.  Tbls  title  sball  take  effect  as  fol- 


<1)  SeetloBs  306  and  306  and  this  section, 
slMlI  take  clBect  <m  the  date  of  enactment  of 
«ils  act: 

(3)  SecUons  303,  304.  and  305  sbsll  take 
eCeet  on  tbe  ftrst  day  of  tbe  first  pay  period 
wlileta  begins  sfter  tbe  date  (tf  enactment  oC 
this  act: 

(S)  Seetlatts  SOS  and  309  sbiUI  take  effect 
on  tbe  first  day  of  tbe  first  calendar  month 
iDllowtng  tbe  calendar  month  in  which  this 
act  la  enacted:  and 

(4)  Section  307  Shan  take  effect  upon  such 
date,  not  later  than  90  days  after  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  act,  as  may  be  deslg- 
aatad  by  the  Postmaster  General. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  The 
qoestton  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  eominittee 
UBendment. 

Mr.  HKNIHUCKSON.  Mr.  President, 
to  the  emnmittee  amendmoit  I  offer  the 
•mendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk 
and  Mk.to  have  stated. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  The 
tlexlc  win  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  tbe  Soiator  from  New  Jersey  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  Lbgzslatxtx  Clxuc  On  page  15. 
Une  3,  It  is  proposed  to  Insert  "(a)". 
Immediately  foUowlng  "Section  109."; 
and  on  page  15.  between  lines  5  and  8, 
to  insert  the  following: 

<b)  The  proviso  in  the  parsgrsph  desig- 
nated "Znquiriee  and  inveatigations"  under 
tbe  beading  "Contingent  Kqpensee  of  the 
flMiate"  In  the  LegislatiTe  Appropriation  Act. 
1BB6.  Is  amended  by  striking  out  "SO"  and 
Inserting  in  lieu  thereat  "flS." 

The  FRE8IDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
questfon  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  tbe  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  to  the  committee  amendment. 


Tbe  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  to  the 
eoimnittee  amendment  I  oiSer  tbe 
amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and 
ask  to  bave  stated. 

Tbe  FRESmiNa  OFFICER.  The 
dCTk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Kansas. 

The  Lbgislativx  Ci.KitK.  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment  on  page  13,  before 
the  period  in  line  13.  it  is  proflosed  to 
insert  a  comma  and  the  foIIowin{::  "and 
tbe  provisions  of  section  2  (a)  of  the 
Federal  Employees'  Group  Life  Insur- 
ance Act  of  1954." 

Mr.  CAPIiSON.  Mr.  President  I  offer 
this  amendment  to  take  care  of  the  Offi- 
cial Reporters  of  Debates  of  the  Senate. 
I  ttiink  all  of  us  are  agreed  they  have 
rendered  outstanding  service.  Tliey  have 
been  left  out  of  the  Federal  insurance 
bill,  and  the  amendment  would  include 
them  in  this  particular  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFPICEll.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  f rogi  Kan- 
sas to  the  committee  amendmeat. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to.  

The  PRESIDING  OPPICEE.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit- 
tee amendment,  as  amended. 

The  amendment,  as  amend^,  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  OiroUna. 
Mr.  President,  I  think  we  ought  to  know 
what  we  are  passing.  This  is  the  pay 
Increase  bill  for  iwetal  and  other  Fed- 
eral employees.  I  should  like  to  call  to 
'  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the  fact  that 
the^  Democrats  of  the  committee  pro- 
posed a  10  percent  and  a  7  perdent  in- 
crease, and  that  both  were  defeatted  be- 
cause of  unanimous  objection  by  the 
Republicans  on  the  committee.  What  is 
proposed  here  is  a  compromise  5  percent 
agreement.  There  is  sufficient  reason 
to  pass  this  bill  on  the  call  of  the  cal- 
endar. Time  is  short  and  hasty  action 
is  mandatory.  However,  if  I  had  known 
this  bill  would  pass  on  the  calendar  call. 
I  would  have  been  prepared  lo  offer 
some  amendments  to  increase  certain 
provisions.  I  hope  this  bill  pa«es  be- 
cause pay  Increases  are  urgently  needed 
by  Government  employees. 

Mr.  GORE.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  the  junior  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see understood  that  there  was  t4  be  an 
amendment  to  this  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
S«iator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hen- 
OKiCKSON]  and  the  Senator  frort  Kan- 
sas [BJr.  Caklson]  offered  amei^ments 
which  have  been  read,  and  acted  upon 
by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President 
before  the  bill  is  passed.  I  should  like  to 
say  that  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senatoi^from  New  Jersey  was  on  behalf 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  North 
Dakota,  who  is  absent  today  becfiuse  of 
illness  in  his  family. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the 
amendment,  and  the  third  reading  of 
the  biU. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  ind  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 


The  bill  was  read  tbe  third  time  tad 
passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  fes  to  read* 
"An  act  to  increase  the  rates  of  com- 
pensation of  classified,  posta^  and  other 
employees  of  the  Government,  and  for 
other  purposes." 

Mr.  B3IOWLAND  subsequ^tly  said: 
Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  vote  whereby  Calendar  2010. 
H.  R.  7774,  was  passed  be  reconsidered, 
and  that  the  bill  go  to  tbe  ^oot  of  tbe 
calendar.  ' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hean|  mme.  and 
the  biU  (H.  R  7774)  will  go  td  tbe  foot  of 
the  calendar.  ; 


f 


READJUSTMENT  OF  C<^MPENSA- 
TION  OP  HOLDERS  OF  CON- 
TRACTS     OF     MAIL-MISSENOKR 

SERVICE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2263)  to  authorize  the  Post- 
master General  to  readjust  tbe  compen- 
sation of  holders  of  contra^  for  tbe 
performance  of  mail-messen|;er  service. 
which  had  been  reported  fn^  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 
with  an  amendment  to  strike  oat  all 
after  the  enacting  clause  anKl  insert: 

TITLE    I AMENDMENTS    TO    CXASaxtlCATIOM    ACT 

or   1949 

Number  o/  pontiona  in  grmdeM  If.  17,  and  li 
of  the  General  ScfiednU 

Sec.  101.  (a)  Section  SOS  of  the  Clsssl- 
flcstlon  Act  of  1949,  as  amended^  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  505.  (a)  No  position  8h«n  be  placed 
In  grade  16  or  17  of  tbe  OeneSal  Schedule 
except  by  action  of,  <»  after  prior  approTal 
by.  the  Commission. 

"(b)  No  position  shall  be  plsded  In  or  re- 
moved from  grade  18  of  the  Oeneha  Schedule 
except  by  the  President  upon  reoonunenda- 
tlon  of  the  Commission. 

"(c)  At  any  one  time  there  abaU  not  be 
more  than  400  positions  in  gra^a  16  of  the 
General  Schedule,  not  more  thSn  116  poal- 
tlons  In  grade  17  of  the  Oeneria  Schedule, 
and  not  more  than  35  positions^  grade  18 
of  the  General  Schedule. 

"(d)  Poeltlons  that  may  be  eatSbUshed  un- 
der the  p'rovtso  of  section  203  (b)  (1)  of  tbe 
act  of  August  2,  1946  (60  Stat.  nS).  may  be 
In  addition  to  those  authorized  py  the  fore- 
going provisions  of  this  section.t 

(b)  The  amendment  made  b^  subsection 
(a)  shall  not  affect  positions  allocated  to 
grades  16,  17.  and  18  of  the  OeneralSchedule 
of  the  Classification  Act  of  1940,  as  »i«»«4o«i 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  law  (otner  than  the 
Classification  Act  of  1949,  as  an^ndad)  and 
reorganization  plans  In  effect  ^rior  to  the 
effective  date  of  this  section. 

Longevity  step-increast» 
Sec.  102.  (a)  (1)  Subsection  (s)  of  sec- 
tion 703  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949. 
as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 
words  "change  of  grade  or  rate  of  basic  com- 
pensation except  such  change  ss  may  be  pre- 
scribed by  any  provUlon  of  laWof  general 
application"  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the 
words  "increase  In  grade  or  raite  of  basic 
compensation  except  such  increnee  aa  may 
be  prescribed  by  any  provision  of  law  of 
general  application."  i 

(2)  Subsection  (b)  (1)  of  sedtion  703  of 
the  Classification  Act  of  1949.  as  amended. 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(b)  ( 1 )  No  officer  or  employee  {shall  be  en- 
titled to  a  longevity  atep-incfeaae  while 
holding  a  position  in  any  grade  »boTe  grade 
15  of  the  General  Schedule." 
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(b)  Tbe  amendments  made  by  subaaetlon  as  amended,  which  are  appUeable  to  posl-  Aboiuriment  t%i  rrmtt,  »^*m^^  — ..  **-.^ 

<a)  sbaU  bacome  effaetlve  at  the  bednning  tk»a  of  equlralent  dlfflcul^  or  reapanSS-  ^^^'^"'^    to2w&l2S^    '  ^  *^^ 

of  the  flrst  pay  period  fullowlnf  tbe  date  of  Ity."                                                 — i~»-»uii  toauu  scaea«i« 

enactment  of  thU  act.  (b)  aectlon  204  (c)  Is  amended  to  read  as      .^;  J27;.  Section  001  of  ttae  ClaaatflcatlaB 

amc.  108.  (a)  Section  r04  of  tbe  daeslOca.  foUows:                        '       «n«iaeQ  to  reaa  as     Act  of  1940.  as  amended.  1.  ame»tod  to  rmA 

tlon  Act  of  1»40.  as  amended.  Is  amended  to  "(c)    Section  202   (except  paragraph    17)  **..^^^\    n^       ,    ^     ^      ^ 

re«l  as  follows:  tber«»f )  snd  section  203  shsU^JJly  ti     no^r^L  ^Th  ^Jh^T^  "*^******^!2!: 

••S«c.  704.  In  the  ease  of  oncer,  and  em-  the  Offloe  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  -  SSi^^iL  2^S?  «!fL'5?**  '  *^ 

rates  for  their  respectire  grades  on  the  date  ^TyiZ   ,Tt  rJ^^  3  ^  IoST^  ***-^  *5*  P**^' 

immedlstely  preceding  tbe  effective  dste  of  ,^  *«••  <•>  ^^  ^^W^  *»»•»  the  flrst  dsy  ^"fJ^^  *"  ^V^/  "^  •fj"*^^*"  amended 

thU  amendatory  section,  not  to  exceed   s  °'  ""  •«»™»  P*^  Pe^od  which  begins  after  '^^ •f*^*^*^.*  ^f^  ^^  ^"-  ~*" 

yean  of  aerrice  performed  immediately  pre-  ***•  *■*•  o*  enactment  of  this  act.  and  not  .    <**>  Subaaetlon  (b)  of  such  section  «a  la 

ceding  such  effective  date  shaU  be  counted  "*"  "*•"  **»•  *>»*  <**y  of  the  flrst  pay  pertod  '^^"^  fS?^*r«.  . ^ 

toward  longevity  step  Increeees  under  sec-  ^*»1<*  begins  more  than  6  months  aftw  the  -«r^,-  *!?•  '^i  Sudeectlon    (a)    of    aeetlatk 

tlon  708.    Wotwlthstandmf  subsection    (b)  ****•  °'  enactment  of  thU  act,  all  poalUons  '"^   °:_"?   Claaslflcation  Act  of   IMS.   as 

(4)  of  section  708.  long«ylty  step  increaaee  *°    **»•    drafts.    ProtecUve.    and    Custodial  »n^nf«^to  amended  to  read  aa  foUowa: 

for  grade  15  ol  the  General  Schedule  ahaU  8ch«*«le  of  the  Claaslflcation  Act  of  liMO,  as     j*j/*°*.  *"*"!  "    °*"*«    enmpansattoa 

be  $300."  amended,  not  included  from  such  act  by  eec-  ^^'"  respect  to  offieers.  employees,  and  poal- 

(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subeeetlon  V?!"  ^  <"^'  thereof,  as  amended  by  eecUon  l!^^""*^ *^'^  ^^J^^HH^  ^^J^J^ 

(a)  shaU  become  effective  at  the  beginning  »<»   °^   "»»■   ""«■   -^^   »»   placed   in   cor-  !^^S^ T^^,^^l*S"f!f^f'*~   sAadule       ^ 

of  the  flrst  pay  period  following  the  date  of  ««I»nding  grades  of  the  General  Schedule  ?J^^JLr^^°.  ^**^C ^       ^ 

enactment  «rf  thjTact.                             '^    '  as  set  forth  below :  JIL^S^S^  <*>  "^  "^  ■***°"  «•  »•      ' 

-,      .  nereoy  repeaiea. 

Jlecruitment  above  the  minimum  rate  of  the  "^~f  "  *"•  CrafU.      Corresponding     new  (c)  Subsection  (d)  of  sn<A  section  008  li 

cIoM  Protective,         and           grade  of  the  0«n-  amended  to  read  aa  foUows: 

Sec.  104.  Section  SOS  of  tbe  Classification  ^^^^    Sched-          eral  Schedule  "(c)  Whenever  payment  is  made  on  tbm 

Act  of  1948,  ss  amended,  is  amended  to  read  ,  **"*■  °'  •  ***"y-  hourly,  weekly,  biweekly,  or  •-_ 

as  foUows:                                                                                 * -      *  monthly  rate,  such  rate  abaU  be  ccmputad 

"Sac.  803.  (a)  Whenevnr  the  Commlsalon                     • ?  '"""  *^  ^>proprtate  annual  rate  qiaelllsd 

shall  find   (1)    that  a  sufllcient  number  of                       J subsection  (b)  by  tbe  method  preserfbed 

qualified  ellglbles  for  positions  in  a  given                       I ,  1?  section  604  (d)  of  tbe  Bsderal  gnqrtoyass 

class  cannot  be  secured  in  one  or  more  areaa                       « '  ^*^  ^"^  **  *•**•  •■  amended.- 

or  locations  st  the  exlsUng  minimum  rste                      , *  ^'^-  **°-  <*>  SecUon  106  at  this  title  riuOl 

for  such  class,  and  (2)  tbiit  there  is  a  powl-                      I""" *  ***•  effect  on  the  date  or  dataa  apeeiflad  by 

blllty  that  a  svifllcient  number  of  such  ellgl-                       « " *  ****  "****  "^  *  department,  but  not  earlter 

bles  can  be  secured  by  in<»«ashig  the  mini-                     ,„" "      1  ***"  "*•  **"*  '^•y  °*  "»  aecond  pay  pertod 

mum  rate  for  such  claaa  hi  such  areas  or  lo-                         '  which  begins  sfter  tbe  date  of  enactment 

cations  to  one  of  the  higher  rates  within  the  (b)    The  ratee   of  basic  compensation   of  °i  ♦^  I^  *"**  "***  *•***  ****"  ***•  •'^  ^^  ' 

grade   in   which   such  class  U  placed,   the  officers  and  employees  to  whom  this  section  ?l      ,„          ^/  P«^<**  whlali  baghas  more  , 

Conunlsslon  may  establish  such  higher  rate  appllea  ahaU  be  initially  adjtisted  as  follows-  7*w  J    ™"»«»  *'*«  "»  date  of  enactment      ' 

as  the  minimum  rate  for  that  claaa  in  each  (1)  If  tbe  employee  is  recelTlna  a  rate  of  .«  **; '  '^'^"•P«^  *<>  •«*  «nployaa  and 

area  or  location  concerned.  ballc'  compenlSfon'S  the^^P;U':^iv°e  ^T.?ch"StSf2^*  '^^^  **"  '^- 

•(b)   Minimum    rstee    BsUbllsbed    under  and  CustodUl  Schedule  which  U  lees  than  ^»  VjSJir^^irSf  .„.•  ina  .- •v.    «« 

subsection  (a)  may  be  reviaed  from  time  to  the  minimum  Mdiaduled  rate  of  that  ^e  .hi,V  tf^*^2!.i°L!2^Jfll*  ^'^  **'*?J^ 

time  by  the  Commission.     Such  actions  or  In  tbe  General  Schedule  in  which  his  poU-  t^  J^i^T^'       ^  "'Z^Jf  •^P>»T— 

.^l,rJS^,^~.?.lL^-;  JSilL^i^^f^^'^T.^l'  HSS^S"S.S; 

Of  minimum  ratee  under  this  section  shsU  and  Custodial  Schedule  which  U  equal  to  day  of  ^e  fl^  JTt  n«S  ^SL^^.^ 

not  be  regarded  as  an  'equivalent  increaee*  one  of  the  scheduled  or  longevity  «tes  of  mie  than  12^ntti  SS^thl^  2^ 

?o~Sf ."?- °°  ^'*^  "^^  ™*°*^  °'  •~-  ^'"^  «~>«'  *°  "»•  0«»^  SchSule  in  Which  StoeS^  tL?^  after  tbe  daU  of  en- 

tion701(a).  his  position  is  placed,  he  shall  receive  a  rate  „,      „              ,_^_ 

Exclusion  from  CUuaifleati>yn  Act  of  1949  of  °'  '»'»^«  compensaUon  at  such  scheduled  or  Jf  uceuoneoiu  prooMons 

crafta.    trades,    and    labitr    position*    and  longevity  rate;  Sac.  111.  Section  604  of  tbe  raaaslflrstloo 

applicxition  of  prevaUinff  wage  policy  to  (8)  U  tbe  employee  is  receiving  a  rate  of  '^^'^,  ^•**'  ■*  "nen**^  ^  "menrtad  to  rand 

such  position*  basic  compensation  in  the  Crafts.  Protective^  "  »ouows: 

Sac.  106.  (a)  Paragrsph  (7)  of  section  202  "**  CustodUl  Schedule  at  a  raU  between  '*™?- •**\*°*P*°'**  racalTlng  beale  earn. 

Of     the     ClailflSSJ*^  Act     of  ^9«    ^  »   scheduled   or   2    longevity   rates,   or    be-  P*°fJ*^  "L*  ?**  •'*!52?r*  ^  •*"•  *^' 

amended,  U^ndiS  to  «ld  m  fouS;s  •  ""^  *  ''^^^^^  "'t*  '^  •  longevity  rate,  f^,*?*' P^^  *?  ^*  mamM^  date  of  thto 

"(7.   emoloveee    IxT  rM»n^  toSlTar  "^  **»**  «>*<*•  ^  ">«  General  Schedule  in  ""•'  ^  «««aa  of  the  approprUte  new  rate 

cranVcTo'Sr^tl^SSSSa^U.S  which  bis  positi^  is  piac«l.  he  shaU  re-  ?  )"S*???)*  TnJrii^^i^^JSS^  ^S^T^^f^ 

in  uasltmed,^mlsWUed.  or  skUled  man^-  ^L\?^^ 2'^'^"''^'^'''''  '*  "^'  Jilslcl^i  T^eS'  STtTuTdlt^  S 

labor  occupations,  and  other  employece  in-  TfT,, '  ^            ,          '.           ._  enactment   of   this   amended  aeetton^^J* 

eluding  foremen  and  supervisors  li  jislttons  ^  <*>  "  **»•  employee  is  receiving  a  rate  of  conUmTe  to  no^m^^^JtSS^  S^ 

having   trade,  craft,  or   Uborlng  ei^erlence  »»^««>«npensatlon  In  the  Crafts.  ProtecUve.  p.mi^  m  thT^i^^S^SI^  rll^LII!  ^ 

and  knowledge  as  the  paramount  VequST  and  CunodUl  Schedule  in  excess  of  the  max-  wh^.?,^,^^,SSS^i^SZ^!J^ 

ment,  and  eiSployeea  in  the  Bureau  Site-  »«»«  toni^'tJ  "te  of  that  grade  in  tbe  ^e  J-tTi  ESte  ^2f.L2S^.«?^ 

graving  and  PrinUng  the  dutSTof  wh«»  Oenerml  Schedule  in  which  his  position  U  !Zu2?  ^LS^^^S^Sf^  «  --.  .  ""U^ 

are  to'perform  or  to  dt^  STuiS  oT^  P**^-  »»•.  ^^  continue  to  reS^  baaic  ISS^^tSTSfS  ^^^  be  fl«d  to  acoord- 

chine   operations   requiring  special  akiU  or  «»n»PensaUon  without  change  in  rate  untU  Sw    112    BteUanm   ta»    /r\    .n^    an*    #k* 

experience,  or  to  pertorm  a  dl^tke  count-  ''^•J?^  »~:T~<*  P~»^i°"'  or  (B)  he  1.  en-  of  ^'  ^l^iJ^^^  j!S^o/!iiB^  aSJ^l 

ing.  examining,  sorting,  or  other  veriflcatlon  "*i?*   **'*'^^'   basic  compensation   at   a  .^e  amended  brrtrttoi  cwt  •wSto^^ 

Of  the  product  of  manual-or  machine  opera-  ^^**"  ™*f  »^  "**»  "^  "»•  operation  of  tbe  (b)  (iirind  toeSMto  U«  th^T-M^ 

tlons:  Prot>lded.  That  the  oompanaattoT  of  Claaalflcatton  Act  of  l»4B.  as  amended;  but  tlon  604  "         "'■■'****  "*  "~  ""««*    "^^ 

such  employees  shall  be  fixed  and  adjusted  •'^****  '""^  position  becomes  vacant  the  rate  g-c   lia   Th«  oivii  nj..-i—  nM«».i..u..  «. 

from  time  to  time  as  n«^ly  as  1.  cimSISS  "'^^T^   c«npen«ttlon   of   any   «,beequent  herSSy  autlSSJ?  to  SS^bSTSSI^ 

with  the  public  interest  in  accoidance  with  l^lK!?*  ■**"  ^^^^  *°  accordance  with  as  may  be  necessary  for  tbTMLitototr^m 

prevauing    rates:    Provided    further.    lHat  '"fb  "cl^  as  amended.  of  tbls  Utle.                               —mmi.«m«« 

whenever  the  avU  Senrloe  Commission  con-  ^,  o^^^HT*      .**f  *™**"  "^  "**  °*°"  ^^   "♦•  Hothlng  oontainad  to  this  tttla 

curs  in  tbe  opinion  of  the  employing  agency  2^,.^^^?^    .  ^,^^  covered  by  this  shall  be  construed  to  flipriaai  tbe  estotlng 

that  in  any  given  area  the  nSmb«*ofiucJ  ^^u^'^J^SL'iS:S^^^.'^J^  rato  of  baalc  compm—tlon  of  any  ^SSS 

employees  U  so  few  as  to  make  prevaUlna  S!S!SnuS  ^'VT^^J^^^'  ""^^  "*'  ^  employee,  but  when  ble  pastttan 

rate  determinaUons  Impracti^e  \ut^^.  ^^J^T^           ^    tranaf ers    or    promotions  vacant   any  subaequent  appointee   to 

Ployeeoremplo^Sr^^SbieJJtotoe  SS^STl^TfSf'^iiS*^  ~  ^^iL'*' "^  po-tlon  shaU  iTcSSii-Sdto 

provision,  of  ^thTSasslflcaUonSVilS:  St^SSiSn-^l^'Si^i.^"'^'  "^  JSlT  '^  ^  ^  "*"«»-  *» 
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ame.  UB. 
la  tb* 


"idKIMrtment"  ahaU 
ta  thJa  title  M  when 
Act  oC  1M0.  •■ 


tb* 


VAT  ACT  or  IMS,  AS 

aoi.  Ibis  title  may  be  clta« 


8ae.  908.  («)  Subeection  (•)  of  eeetlon  101 
of  ttM  Ibdwal  «ni4(9MC  Pay  Act  of  1M5. 
■•  — «— '^•*.  la  emended  by  etrlklog  out 
"tttlee  B  and  m"  and  tneertlag  in  lieu 
tbeceof  mtSea  n.  m.  and  IV." 

(b)  anbeeettcm  (b)  of  racb  eeetlcm  101  la 


CoMpenaotion  /or  ootrti'mt  iwrfe 

a  aos.  Seetlon  aoi  of  tbe  Federal  Bm- 
Pay  Act  of   l»4».  aa  amended,  la 

to  read  a#  toUow: 
aOl.  AU  boura  tA  work  oOdaUy 
ordered  or  amvoved  In  exceaa  of  40  boura  in 
any  admlnlatratiTe  workweek  performed  by 
oOeera  and  emplojreea  to  wbom  tbla  title 
apitfiaa  aball  be  conaidered  to  be  overtime 
work  and  eomprnaatlon  for  such  overtime 
work,  eaeapt  aa  otberwlae  provided  for  in 
ibis  act.  aball  be  at  tbe  f<dlowing  rates: 

"(l)  JRor  each  oCDoer  and  employee  wboee 
basle  compenaatlon  la  at  a  rate  which  does 
not  a»ceed  tbe  m«Tlmnm  enhediilad  rate  of 
baale  oompenaatkm  provided  for  grade  OS-O 
In  the  Claaaiflcation  Act  of  1040.  aa  amended, 
the  overtime  hourly  rate  of  compenaatlon 
shall  be  an  amount  equal  to  1^  ttmea  Uie 
hourly  rate  of  basic  compenaatlon  of  such 
aOear  or  «x^>loyee,  and  all  of  auch  amount 
•ball  be  conaidered  premium  compenaatlon. 

"(2)  Vor  each  oOcer  and  empk>yee  wlioae 
baaic  compensation  is  at  a  rate  which  ez- 
ceeda  tbe  maTlmum  acheduled  rate  of  basic 
compensaitlon  provided  for  grade  OB-0  in  the 
CTlaasinf  tlon  Act  of  1040.  as  fttwri^ffi  the 
overtime  hourly  rate  of  compensation  shall 
be  an  amount  equal  to  1  V<^  times  the  boxirly 
rate  of  such  maxtmum  scheduled  rate  of 
bade  campenaatkm,  or  an  amount  equal  to 
tbe  baadc  hourly  rate  of  compensation  of  such 
oflftecr  or  employee,  whichever  Is  greater,  and 
all  of  such  amount  shall  be  considered  pre- 
mium compenaatlon." 

Sac.  aOi.  Section  202  (a)  of  the  Federal 
Xmidoyce*  Pay  Act  of  1046.  as  amended.  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sac.  aoa.  (a)  The  head  of  any  department. 
Independent  establishment,  or  agency,  in- 
cluding Oovemment-owned  or  contndled 
corporatloaa.  or  of  the  municipal  government 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  the  head  of 
any  leciaiative  or  Judicial  agency  to  which 
tlUs  title  applies.  (1)  may,  at  the  request  of 
any  oAoar  or  employee,  grant  sxich  oOoer 
or  employee  compensatory  time  kM  from  Us 
•cbediilMt  tour  of  duty  in  ilea  of  payment 
for  an  equal  amount  of  time  spent  in  irregu- 
lar er  oonastonsl  overtime  work,  and  (2) 
may.  at  bis  own  discretion,  provide  that  any 
oflesr  or  employee,  wboee  rate  of  basic  eom- 
pstiaatlon  is  in  exceaa  of  the  maximum 
•ebednled  rate  of  baaic  compenaatlon  pro- 
vided for  grade  OS-O  In  the  Claasiflcatlon  Act 
of  1040.  aa  amended.  shaU  be  compensated 
for  irregular  or  occasional  overtime  work  for 
wbl^  compensation  would  be  due  imdcr  this 
act  with  an  equal  amount  of  compensatory 
time  off  from  his  scheduled  tour  of  duty  in 
lieu  of  such  oompenaatlon." 

8bc.  209.  (a)  Section  203  of  the  l^dwal 
Smi^oyeas  Pay  Act  tA  1046.  as  amended,  la 
Terteelgnated  as  section  906.  and  wherever 
watStk  aeetloa  number  appears  in  such  act 
or  in  any  other  provision  of  law  it  is  amend- 
ed to  coBfoim  to  the  redealgnatlon  pre- 
scrtbed  by  this  subsection. 

(b)  Tbe  Federal  ttnployees  Pay  Act  of  104S, 
as  am«uted,  is  amended  by  inserting  after 
aeetloo  202  thereof  tbe  following  new 
sections: 

"Call-Back  Overtime 


203.  For   the   purposes  of  this   act. 
any  unscheduled  overtime  work  performed 


by  any  ofBcer  or  employee  on  a  day  trhen  no 
work  was  scheduled  for  him.  or  for  ^hich  he 
Is  required  to  return  to  bis  place  of  employ- 
ment, shall  be  considered  to  be  at  least  2 
hours  In  dtn-atlon.  i 

"Time  In  Travel  Status 
*SK.  204.  For  the  purposes  of  this  %cX,  time 
spent  in  a  travel  status  away  from  tbt  official - 
duty  station  of  any  officer  or  employee  shall 
be  considered  as  hours  of  employment  only 
when  (a)  within  the  days  and  hourt  of  such 
ofllcer's  or  employee's  regularly  scheduled 
administrative  workweek.  Including  f  egularly 
scheduled  overtime  hours,  or  (b)  When  the 
travel  involves  the  performance  of  work  while 
traveling  or  Is  carried  out  under  arduous 
conditions." 

CompenaatUm  for  night  and  holiday  work 

SBC.  206.  Section  301  of  the  Federal  Em- 
ployees Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amebded,  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sac.  801.  (a)  Any  regularly  scheduled 
work  between  the  hours  of  6  o'clotk  post- 
meridian and  6  o'clock  antemeridian  (Includ- 
ing periods  of  absence  with  pay  during  such 
hours  due  to  holidays,  and  any  su<h  hours 
within  periods  of  leave  with  pay  if  such 
periods  total  less  than  8  hours  during  any 
pay  period)  shall  be  considered  night- 
work,  except  as  provided  in  subsection  (b). 
and  any  officer  or  employee  performing  such 
work  to  whom  this  title  applies  shall  be 
compensated  for  such  work  at  his  rate  of 
basic  compensation  plus  premium  caknpensa- 
tlon  amounting  to  10  percent  of  s«ch  rate, 
unless  otherwise  provided  in  title  iV  of  this 
act.  This  section  shall  not  operate  to  modify 
the  provisions  of  the  act  of  July  1.  1944 
(Public  Law  No.  394,  78th  Cong.),  or  any 
Other  law  auth(»1zlng  additional  cocapensa- 
tlon  for  nightwork. 

•*(b)  The  head  of  any  department.  Inde- 
pendent establishment,  or  agency.  Ihcluding 
Oovemment-owned  or  controlled  corpora- 
tions, may  designate  any  time  after JB  o'clock 
postmeridian  and  any  time  before  0  o'clock 
antemeridian  as  the  beginning  atnd  end. 
respectively,  of  nightwork  for  the  parpose  of 
subsection  (a)  at  any  poet  outside  the  several 
States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  where 
customary  hdurs  of  business  extend  Into 
the  hours  of  nlghtwwk  provided  toy  such 
subeection." 

Sec.  207.  Section  302  of  the  Fed4ral  Eht- 
ployees  Pay  Act  of  1046,  as  ametided.  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

"Skc.  302.  (a)  All  work  not  exceeding  8 
hours,  which  Is  not  overtime  work  ai  defined 
in  section  201  of  this  act  and  wbicb  is  per- 
formed on  a  holiday  designated  by  Federal 
statxtte  or  Executive  order,  shall  be  com- 
pensated at  the  rate  of  basic  compenaatlon  of 
the  oOcer  or  raaployee  performing  8\|ch  work 
on  a  hcdiday  plus  premium  compenaatlon  at 
a  rate  equal  to  the  rate  of  basic  cotnpensa- 
tion  ot  such  officer  or  employee. 

"(b)  Any  officer  or  employee  who  is  re- 
quired to  jterloTm  any  work  on  such  a 
holiday  shall  be  compensated  for  at  least  2 
hours  of  such  work,  and  any  such  fremlum 
compensation  due  under  the  provtBions  of 
this  section  shall  be  in  addition  to  any  pre- 
mium compensation  which  may  be  due  for 
the  same  work  under  the  provision*  of  sec- 
tion 301  of  this  act  providing  premium  com- 
pensation for  nightwork. 

"(c)  Overtime  work,  as  defined  In  section 
901  of  this  act.  on  Sundays  and  such  holidays 
shall  be  compensated  In  accordance  With  the 
provisions  of  such  section  201. 

Special  provisions  for  certain  types  of  work 
Sbc.  208.  (a)  The  Federal  Employees  Pay 
Act  of  ie46,4aa  amended,  is  amended  by  in- 
serting after  title  ni  thereof  a  new  title  to 
read  as  follows: 

"rrn*   iv — spbcial   ntovisiows   roa    cbrtain 

TTPKS    or    WORK 

"Sec.  401.  (a)  The  head  of  any  department, 
independent  establishment,   or   agency,   in- 


cluding Oovemment-owned  of  controlled 
corporations,  or  of  the  municipal  government 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  mHy,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission, 
provide  that — 

"  ( 1 )  any  officer  or  employee  In  a  position 
requiring  him  regularly  to  re|nain  at.  or 
within  the  confines  of,  his  stetlon  during 
longer  than  ordinary  periods  of  iduty.  a  sub- 
stantial part  of  which  consists  ^f  remaining 
In  a  standby  status  rather  thai}  performing 
work,  shall  receive  premium  cfMnpensatlon 
for  such  duty  on  an  annual  ba$ls  in  lieu  of 
premium  compensation  provided  by  any 
other  provisions  of  this  act.  Premium  com- 
pensation under  this  fiaragraph  shall  be  de- 
termined as  an  appropriate  pertentsge  (not 
in  excess  of  25  percent)  of  such  part  of  tbe 
rate  of  basic  compensation  fqr  any  such 
position  as  does  not  exceed  the  maximum 
scheduled  rate  of  basic  compensation  pro- 
vided for  grade  aS-9  in  the  C^^aaification 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  by  taklyig  into  con- 
sideration the  number  of  houfs  of  actual 
work  required  in  such  position,  the  number 
of  hours  required  in  a  standby  status  at  or 
within  the  confines  of  the  statloh.  the  extent 
to  which  the  duties  of  such  position  are  made 
more  oherous  by  night  or  hoU4ay  work,  or 
by  being  extended  over  periods  ^  more  than 
40  hours  a  week,  and  any  other  relative  fac- 
tors; or 

"<2)  any  officer  or  employee  bi  a  position 
In  which  the  hours  of  duty  caxtnot  be  eon- 
trolled  admlnistrstlvely.  and  which  requlree 
substantial  amounts  of  Irregul^,  unsched- 
uled, overtime  duty  and  duty  at  night  and 
on  holidays  with  the  officer  or  employee  gen- 
erally being  responsible  for  recognising. 
without  supervision,,  circtunstAncea  which 
require  him  to  remal^  ott' duty,  shall  receive 
premium  compensation  for  such  duty  on  an 
annual  basis  in  lieu  of  premluiA  oompenaa- 
tlon provided  by  any  other  provisions  of  this 
act.  except  for  regularly  scheduled  overtime 
duty.  Premium  compensation  under  this 
paragraph,  shall  be  determined  aa  an  ap- 
propriate percentage  (not  in  #xceea  of  IS 
percent)  of  such  part  of  the  i|at«  of  basic 
compensation  for  any  such  position  as  does 
not  exceed  the  maximum  schecfuled  rate  of 
basic  compensation  provided  fo^  grade  OS-O 
in  the  Classification  Act  of  1049,  ,as  amended, 
by  taking  into  consideration  the  frequency 
and  duration  of  night,  hoUdi|y.  and  un- 
scheduled overtime  duty  requll-ed  in  such 
position. 

"(b)  This  section  shall  not  ^pply  to  of- 
ficers and  employees  in  posltiom  the  duties 
of  which  are  to  supervise  or  perform  work 
involved  in  (1)  fighting  fires,  (2)  maintain- 
ing flre-flghtlng  apparatus  and  equipment. 
(3)  inspecting  fire  protection  apparatus  and 
equipment,  and  (4)  Inspecting  file  haaards  in 
public  buildings  and  reservationa  with  a  view 
to  elimination  of  such  fire  hi^arda.  Any 
such  officer  or  employee  shallreoeive  pre- 
mium compensation  for  such  ^uty  on  tbe 
basis  to  which  such  officer  or  «midoyee  Is 
entitled  under  any  other  provUions  of  tills 
act. 

(b)  Nothing  contained  In  this  section 
shall  be  construed  to  decrease  the  existing 
aggregate  rate  of  compensation  pf  any  pres- 
ent employee,  but  when  the  poeHtion  of  such 
employee  becomes  vacant  any  subsequent 
appointee  thereto  shall  receltle  premlxun 
compensation  provided  for  such  position  in 
accordance  with  this  section. 

Limitation  on  premium  compentation 
Sec.  209.  Section  003  of  the  fMeral  ftn- 
ployees  Pay  Act  of  1045,  as  attended,  and 
the  heading  immediately  precedlbg  such  sec- 
tion are  amended  to  read  as  feUows: 

"Limitation  on  premium  comhensation 
"Sec.  (J03.  (a)  No  premium  c^pcnaatlon 
provided  by  this  act  shall  be  paid  to  any 
officer  or  employee  whose  rate  olbaslc  com- 
pensation equals  or  exceeds  the  maximum 
scheduled  rate  of  basic  compedsatlon  pro- 


vided for  grade  OS-15  in  tbe  Classification 
Act  of  1040,  as  amended. 

"(b)  In  the  caae  of  any  officer  or  employee 
whoee  rate  of  baaic  oompenaatlon  is  less 
than  the  maximum  schedtUed  rate  of  basic 
compensation  provided  for  grade  OS-15  In  the 
Classification  Act  of  1040.  as  amended,  such 
premium  compensation  may  be  paid  only 
to  the  extent  that  soeb  payment  would  not 
caxise  his  sggregate  rate  of  compensation  to 
exceed  such  maxlmom  ecbeduled  rate  with 
respect  to  any  pay  period." 

Work  schedules 

Sac.  210.  (a)  The     beading     immediately 
preceding  section  604  of  the  Federal   'Xm- 
ployees   Pay   Act   of    1046.   aa   amended,   is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 
'  Establlahment  of   Basic  Workweek:    Work 

Schedules;  Pay  Computation  Methods" 

(b)  Section  604  (a)  of  tbe  Federal  Em- 
ployees Pay  Act  of  1046.  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  inserting  "(1)"  after  "(a)"  and 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  para- 
graph as  follows: 

"(2)  Except  where  the  bead  of  each  such 
department,  establishment,  or  agency  and  of 
the  municipal  government  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  determines  that  hla  organization 
would  be  seriously  handicapped  in  carrying 
out  its  functions  or  that  costs  would  be 
substantially  increased,  be  shall  provide, 
with  respect  to  all  oOoers  and  employees  in 
his  organisation,  (A)  that  aaslgnmenta  to 
toura  of  duty  aball  be  acheduled  in  advance 
over  perioda  of  not  leaa  than  1  week,  <B) 
that  the  baaic  40-bour  worlcweek  aball  be 
scheduled  on  6  days,  wlUch  shaU  be  Mon- 
day through  Friday  wherever  possible,  and 
the  2  dajrs  outside  tbe  basic  workweek  shall 
be  conaeeutlve,  (C)  that  the  working  boura 
in  each  dsy  in  the  basie  woskweek  aball  be 
the  same,  (D)  that  the  basic  nonovcrtime 
workday  shall  not  exceed  6  hours.  (E)  that 
the  occurrence  of  holidays  shall  not  affect 
the  deaignation  of  tbe  basic  workweek,  and 
(F)  that  breaks  in  working  hours  of  more 
than  1  hour  shall  ZMt  be  ecbeduled  in  any 
basic  workday." 

Sac.  311.  This  Utie  shall  become  effective 
at  tbe  beginning  of  ttie  first  pay  period  which 
begins  more  than  60  days  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  act. 


nru  m— covaaHMXMT  otruyrtMa.'  tHcarrrrt 

AWAMOB 

Sac.  301.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the 
"Oovemment  Employees'  Incentive  Awsrds 
Act." 

See.  802.  The  departmental  awards  pro- 
gram set  forth  in  this  title  shall  be  carried 
out  under  such  regulations  and  instructions 
as  may  be  issued  by  the  United  States  Civil 
Service  Commission  which  shall  annually 
report  the  results  of  the  program,  with  re- 
lated recommendations,  to  the  President  for 
transmittal  to  the  Congress. 

Sac.  803.  As  used  in  this  UUe,  the  term 
"department"  means  an  executive  depart- 
ment or  Independent  agency  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Oovcmment.  including  a  Gov- 
ernment-owned or  controlled  corporation 
(but  not  Including  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority) ,  and  also  Includes  (a)  the  Admin- 
istrative Office  of  the  United  States  Cotirts. 
(b)  the  Library  of  Congrees.  (c)  the  Botanic 
Oarden,  (d)  the  Oovemment  Printing  Oflloe. 
(e)  the  onoe  of  tbe  Architect  of  tbe  Capitol, 
and  (f)  the  municipal  government  of  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Sxc.  304.  (a)  Tbe  bead  of  each  department 
la  authorised  to  pay  eaab  awarda  to,  and  to 
incur  neeeaaary  ezpenaaa  for  tbe  honorary 
recognition  of,  civilian  oOcers  and  employees 
of  the  Oovemment  who  toy  thdr  suggestions, 
inventions,  superior  accomplishments,  or 
other  personal  efforts  contribute  to  the  aOl- 
clency,  economy,  or  other  improvement  of 
Government  operations  or  who  perform  spe- 
cial acts  or  services  in  the  public  Interest 
In  connection  with  or  related  to  their  official 
employment. 


(b)  In  Instances  determined  by  the  Presi- 
dent to  warrant  such  action,  he  Is  authorised 
to  pay  cash  awards  to,  and  to  incur  necessary 
expenaea  for  the  honorary  recognition  of. 
civilian  oOoers  and  employees  of  the  Oovem- 
ment who  by  their  suggestions.  Inventions, 
supnior  accomplishments,  or  other  personal 
efforts  contribute  to  the  efllclency,  economy, 
or  other  Improvement  of  Government  opera- 
tions, or  who  perform  exceptionally  meritori- 
ous special  acts  or  services  in  the  public  in- 
terest In  connection  with  or  related  to  their 
official  employment,  and  any  such  Presiden- 
tial awards  msy  be  In  sddltlon  to  the  de- 
partmental awards  authorized  in  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section. 

(c)  Awards  under  this  section  may  be  paid 
notwithstanding  the  death  or  separation 
from  the  service  of  the  officer  or  employee 
conoemed:  Prorided,  That  the  suggestions. 
Inventions,  superior  accomplishments,  other 
personal  efforts,  or  special  acta  or  services  In 
the' public  interest  forming  the  basis  for  the 
awards  sre  made  or  rendered  while  the  officer 
or  employee  is  in  the  employ  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

(d)  A  cssh  award  under  this  section  shall 
be  in  addition  to  the  regular  compensation 
of  the  recipient  and  the  acceptance  of  such 
cash  award  shall  constitute  an  agreement 
that  the  use  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  or  the  municipal  government 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  of  any  idea, 
method,  or  device  for  which  the  award  is 
made  shall  not  form  the  basis  of  a  further 
claim  of  any  nature  upon  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  or  the  municipal  goy- 
emment  of  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the 
employee,  his  heirs,  or  assigns. 

(e)  Awards  to  employees  and  expenses  for 
tbe  honorary  recognition  of  employees  may 
be  paid  from  the  funds  or  appropriations 
avallaMe  to  the  activity  primarily  benefiting 
or  may  be  paid  from  the  several  funds  or 
approprUtions  of  the  various  activities  bene- 
fiting as  may  be  determined  by  the  President 
for  awards  under  subeection  (b)  of  this  sec- 
tion, and  by  the  head  of  the  department 
concerned  for  awards  under  subsection  (a) 
of  this  ssction. 

(f )  An  sward  under  this  tiUe  shall  be  given 
due  weight  in  qualifying  and  selecting  em- 
ployees for  promotion. 

Sac.  SOS.  Tbe  following  Isws  and  parts  of 
laws  are  hereby  repealed: 

(a)  Sections  703.  1002,  and  1003  of  the 
Classification  Act  of  1040  (63  Stat.  954;  5 
v.  B.C.  1122,  1162,  1153). 

(b)  Section  14  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  authorize  certain  administrative  ex- 
penses in  the  Oovemment  service,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  August  3,  1046 
(60  Stat.  800:  5  U.  S.  C.  116a). 

(c)  The  act  entitled  "An  act  authwlzing 
payments  of  rewards  to  postal  employees  for 
inventions,"  spproved  December  3.  1945  (S9 
Stat.  SOI;  SO  U.  S.  C.  813). 

(d)  The  act  entlUed  "An  act  authoriz- 
ing the  Secrett-ry  of  War  to  pay  a  cash 
award  for  suggestions  submitted  by  em- 
ployees of  certain  establishments  of  the 
Ordnance  Department  for  improvement  or 
economy  in  manufacturing  process  or 
plant."  approved  July  17.  1012  (37  Stat. 
193:  SO  U.  S.  C.  68) . 

(e)  Tbe  act  entiUed  "An  act  to  provide 
equitable  compensation  for  useful  sugges- 
tions or  inventions  by  personnel  of  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior,"  approved  June 
26.  1044  (58  Stat.  360;  S  U.  S.  C.  500). 

(f)  Bubeections  (a)  and  (b)  of  section 
S5  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  enact  cer- 
tain proviaiona  now  Included  in  the  Naval 
Appropriation  Act,  1946,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." iqiproved  August  2.  1046  (60  Stat. 
857;  5  U.  &  C.  416). 

(g)  Tbe  Joint  resolution  entltted  "Joint 
resolution  to  provide  cash  awards  to  per- 
sonnel of  the  Maritime  CommlsskMi  and  the 
War  Shipping  Administration  for  useful  sug- 
gestions to  Improve  administration  of  their 


activities,"  approved  March  IS.  1044  (fit  Stat. 
115:  46U.  S.C.  1111b). 

(h)  All  other  laws  or  parts  of  lava  la- 
eonslstent  with  this  act  ai«  bertiiy  rrpealed 
to  the  extent  of  such  inoooslstency. 

Sac.  306.  This  title  ahaU  take  effect  on  tbm 
eoth  day  after  the  date  of  Its 


TTTLs  rv — ^trmroBic  aujOWAMcn 

Bbc.401.  Tbla  title  may  be  cited  as  tbe 
"Federal  Employees  Uniform  Allowance  Act." 

Sbc.  402.  There  is  hereby  authorised  to  be 
appropriated  annually  to  each  agency  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  or  of  tbe 
District  of  0<rtumbla  (including  Govern- 
ment-owned oorporattons) .  upon  a  abowli^ 
of  the  necessity  or  desirability  tberaof.  aa 
amoimt  not  to  exceed  $100  multi|dtod  by 
the  number  of  the  employeea  of  such  agency 
who  are  required  by  regtilation  now  adstiaff 
or  by  law  to  wear  a  preecribed  uniform  la 
the  performance  of  his  or  her  official  dutlas 
and  who  are  not  being  fumlahed  with  auch 
iinlform.  The  head  of  any  agency  to  wbieb 
any  such  appropriation  Is  made  shall  pay, 
out  of  such  appropirlation.  to  each  such  em- 
ployee an  allowance  for  defraying  the  ex- 
penses of  acquisition  and  upkeep  of  such 
uniform  at  such  times  and  in  such  *■««■»«*» 
not  to  exceed  0100  per  ■.nmim  ss  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  head  of  such  ageocy  la 
accordance  with  rules  and  regulatioma  prom- 
ulgated pursuant  to  section  404.  Where  tbe 
payment  of  a  uniform  allowance  Is  author- 
ised under  any  other  provision  of  law  or 
regulation  existing  on  the  date  of  eaaei- 
ment  of  this  act,  the  head  of  the  ageaey  aaay 
in  his  discretion  continue  the  payment  of 
such  allowance  under  such  provision  of  lasr 
or  regulation,  but  where  a  uniform  allow- 
ance Is  paid  under  any  such  law  or  regula- 
tion no  allowance  shall  be  paid  under  tbla 
section. 

Sbc.  40S.  AUowanoas  paid  under  this,  title 
shall  not  be  considered  as  pay.  salary,  or 
compensation  within  the  maantwg  of  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  20,  lOSO. 
as  amended,  or  as  wagea  wUbin  the  meaning 
of  section  200  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  aa 
amended,  or  aubchapter  A  or  D  of  chapter 
0  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  aa  amended. 

Sac.  404.  The  Director  of  tbe  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  la  authorised  aad  directed  to 
promiilgate  auch  rulea  and  regulations  m 
may  be  necessary  to  provide  fen'  the  uni- 
form administration  of  this  tiUe. 

TrrxB  V — Atnrau.  Ubvs 

Sac.  501.  aauae  (6)  of  section  2  of  tbe  act 
of  August  3,  leso.  as  amended  by  section  B 
of  such  act  of  Jvlj  2.  1063.  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  "(6)  payment  for  all  accu- 
mulated and  current  accrued  annual  tt  vaca- 
tion leave  equal  to  the  eompensatton  the 
decedent  would  have  received  had  be  re- 
mained in  the  eervice  until  the  eaq>lratlon  at 
the  period  of  such  annual  or  vacation  leave; 
except  that  such  lump-sum  payment  shaU 
not  include  compensation  for  any  period  at 
accumulated  leave  in  exceaa  of  SO  days,  plus 
current  accrued  leave,  or  in  excess  of  the 
number  of  days  of  accumulated  leave  to 
which  he  is  entitied  on  the  date  of  separa- 
tion (excluding  accumulated  leave  earned  la 
the  1954  leave  year  and  thereafter),  plus 
current  accrued  leave,  whichever  la  tbe 
greater." 

S«;.  602.  Section  6  of  the  act  of  July  a. 
1953  (Public  Law  103.  83d  Ctmg.) .  to  hereby 
repealed. 

SK.  SOS.  Section  501  of  tbla  tlUe  aball  taka 
effect  as  of  September  1,  1953. 

Trn.s  VI — saoup  ntsoBAJiCB 
Sbc.  001.  This  act  may  be  ated  aa  tbe 
"Federal  Employees'  Group  life  Inauianoe 
Act  of  1064." 

Bac.  603.  (a)  accept  as  prorided  in  (b)  of 
thto  section,  each  appointive  or  elective  eOl- 
eer  er  employee  (hereinafter  called  em- 
ployee) in  or  uxKler  the  executive.  Judicial, 
or  legislative  branch  of  the  United  BtaUa 
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OofwauBMit.  Incltidlng  a  Ck»?cniiiisnt  ovnad 
or  oontroUad  oorpormUon  (Imi  not  tnrliiilinK 
•aj  ao*^or«tloo  muftar  tb*  ■vqparrtaUm  o<  th* 
Vtem  CMdtt  AdmlBtetrsttan  of  wliieb  oor- 
poratlOB  aay  mMnb>r  of  tb*  boaM  <rf  dlr«i»- 
'ton  Is  tltetta  or  appolntod  bf  private  In- 
t«r«li),  atad  of  tba  municipal  fovemment  at 
tba  DMzlot  of  Oolmnhla  abaU,  at  aueb  tlm* 
and  niMlar  aoeb  ctnuUtloiui  of  eligibility  as 
tba  OMI  Sanrloa  OOmmlnlon  (bareliiafter 
eaUad  Xbm  Oommtehm)  may  by  regulation 
prMRSlba,  eoma  within  tba  purview  of  thla 
tttla.  8adi  regulatiooa  may  proride  for  tba 
•KdUBieB  of  amployeea  on  tba  basla  of  the 
nature  and  type  of  employment  or  ooimU- 
ttcma  pertaining  dereto  aueh  as,  but  not 
VmMad  to,  tfxart-term  aiqiotntments,  aea- 
aenal  or  lat«mttt«nt  employment,  part-time 
omploymant,  and  enq>loyment  of  like  nature, 
and  •hall  be  leaned  only  after  consultation 
with  the  head  of  the  department,  estabUsh- 
ment,  agency,  or  other  eny>loylng  autbcxlty 
eoDoemod:  ProHded,  That  no  employee  or 
group  of  employees  shall  be  CBduded  aolely 
on  the  basis  of  the  haaardous  nature  of 
ampioyment. 

(b)  This  title  shall  not  apply  to  non- 
^^aen  employees  whose  permanent  duty 
station  la  located  outside  a  State  of  the 
Uhltad  SUtea  or  the  DIatrlct  of  ColumMa. 
nor  Shan  It  apply  to  commissioned  dOcecs 
and  enhsted  personnel  on  active  duty  In  or 
with  the  Army.  Navy.  Air  Force,  Marine 
Oorpa,  or  Coast  Guard  of  the  United  Statea, 
who  have  Indemnity  coverage  under  the 
Servleemen'B  Indemnity  Act  of  1951  (66 
8tat.8S). 

Sac.  608.  (a)  Saeh  employee  to  whom  this 
title  apidles  shall  be  ellglbte  to  be  Insured 
for  an  amount  of  group  life  Insurance  ap- 
proximating his  annual  compensation  not 
aaoeedlng  ^.000  i^us  an  equal  amount  of 
group  accidental  death  and  dlnnemberment 
Insurance,  In  accordance  with  the  following 
achedule: 


If  aanna  oompemstion 

Th«  amount 

ofsroap 

accidental 

to- 

— 

Th»  amount 

of  RTOup  life 
insaranoe 

death  and 
dismember- 

Offater 

But  not 

shaU  be- 

ment Insur- 

tllH^ 

greater 
than— 

ance  shall 
be- 

• 

$1,000 

ll,  000 

ll.  000 

9i.ooe 

2,000 

2.000 

2,000 

2,000 

3^000 

.3,000 

3.000 

2,000 

4,000 

4,000 

4.000 

4,000 

^ooo 

^000 

NOOO 

S,00O 

6,000 

6,000 

6,000 

8,000 

7,000 

7.000 

7,000 

7,000 

8.000 

8,000 

8,000 

a,  000 

9,000 

9.000 

9.000 

9,000 

laooo 

laooo 

10.000 

10^000 

11,000 

11.000 

11,000 

11,000 

1^000 

13,000 

12,000 

12,000 

UOOO 

13,000 

13,000 

ROOO 

14,000 

14.000 

14,000 

14,000 

13,800 

IS,  000 

15.000 

1\000 

18,000 

16,000 

16,000 

10,000 

17,000 

17,000 

17,000 

17,000 

18.000 

18,000 

18,000 

18.000 

19,000 

19.000 

19,000 

Ifl^Mt 

— — -• 

aaooo 

Ml  000 

(b)  Subject  to  the  conditions  and  llmita- 
tlona  of  the  policy  or  policies  purchaaed  by 
the  Commission  imder  this  title,  as  may  be 
approved  by  the  Commission,  the  group  ac- 
cidental death  and  dismemberment  Insur- 
ance shall  provide  payments  as  follows: 


£o«» 

Vor  loH  of  life. 

Loss  of  1  hand  ot  of 
1  foot  or  loss  of 
alght  of  1  eye. 

Loes  of  two  or  xaan 
suel^  members. 


Amount  pajfable 
Full  Amount  shown 
In  the  schedule  in 
(a)  of  this  section. 
One-half  the  amount 
thamn  in  the 
schedule  in  (a)  of 
this  section. 
Full  amount  shown 
In  the  schedule  in 
(a)  of  this  section. 
For  any  one  accident  the  aggregate  of  group 
accidental  death  and  dismemberment  insur- 


ance that  may  be  paid  shall  not  exceed  the 
amount  shown  in  the  schedule  in  (a)  of  this 
section. 

(c)  The  Commission  shall  by  reglilatlon 
provide  for  the  conversion  of  other  than  an- 
nual rates  of  compensation  to  an  annual 
basis,  and  shall  further  specify  the  tfrpes  of 
compensation  to  be  Included  In  annual  com- 
pensation. 

(d)  Sach  of  such  amounts  of  Insurance 
shall  me  reduced  by  a  percent  thereof  at 
the  end  of  each  full  calendar  month  follow- 
ing the  date  the  employee  attains  age  65, 
subject  to  minimum  amounts  prescribed  by 
the  CommlBsion,  but  not  lesa  than  25  percent 
of  the  insurance  in  force  Immediately  pre- 
ceding the  first  reduction  provided  herein: 
Prot^ded,  That  the  amounts  of  insurance  In 
force  from  time  to  time  on  an  employee  who 
becomes  insured  under  this  title  after  having 
attained  the  age  of  66  shall  be  the  same  as 
would  be  in  force  had  he  been  Insured  at 

.  age  65,  and  shall  be  based  on  the  leaser  of 
his  annual  compensation  ( 1 )  at  the  ttme  he 
becomes  so  insured,  or  (2)  at  age  66,  pro- 
vided -he  was  eligible  at  tnat  time  to  be  in- 
sured under  this  title. 

Sxc.  604.  Any  amount  of  group  life  Insur- 
ance and  group  accidental  death  Insurance 
in  force  on  any  employee  at  the  date  of  his 
death  shall  be  paid,  upon  the  estabU$hment 
of  a  valid  claim  therefor,  to  the  petson  or 
persons  surviving  at  the  date  of  his  death, 
in  the  following  order  of  precedence : 

First,  to  the  beneficiary  or  beneficiaries  as 
the  employee  may  have  designated  by  a  writ- 
ing received  in  the  employing  office  prior  to 
death; 

Second,  if  there  be  no  such  beneficiary,  to 

the  widow  or  widower  of   such  employee: 

Third,  if  none  of  the  above,  to  the  cfalld  or 

children  of  such  employee  and  descendants 

of  deceased  children  by  representation: 

Fourth,  if  none  of  the  above,  to  the  parents 

of  such  employee  or  the  survivor  of  them: 

Fifth,  if  none  of  the  above,  to  tt«e  duly 

aiqx>inted  executor  or  administrator  of  the 

estate  of  such  employee: 

Sixth,  If  none  of  the  above,  to  other  next 
of  kin  of  such  employee  entitled  under  the 
laws  of  domicile  of  such  employee  at  the  time 
of  his  death. 

If  any  person  otherwise  entitled  to  pay- 
ment under  this  section  does  not  make  claim 
therefor  within  1  year  after  the  death  of  the 
employee,  or  If  payment  to  such  persoa  with- 
in that  period  is  prohibited  by  Federal  stat- 
ute or  regulation,  payment  may  be  made  in 
the  order  of  precedence  as  If  such  person 
had  i»'edeceased  the  employee,  and  any  such 
payment  shall  be  a  bar  to  recovery  by  any 
other  person. 

Sic.  606.  (a)  During  any  period  In  which 
an  employee  under  age  66  is  Insured  under 
a  policy  of  Insurance  purchased  by  the  Com- 
mission as  authorized  in  section  607  of  this 
title,  there  shall  be  withheld  from  each  sal- 
ary payment  of  such  employee,  as  his  share 
of  the  cost  of  his  group  life  and  accidental 
death  and  dismemberment  Insurance  an 
amount  determined  by  the  Commission,'  but 
not  to  exceed  the  rate  of  25  cents  biweekly 
for  each  $1,000  of  his  group  life  Insurance: 
Provided,  That  an  employee  who  is  paid  on 
other  than  a  biweekly  basis  shall  have  an 
amount  so  withheld,  determined  at  a  propor- 
tionate rate,  which  rate  shall  be  adjusted  to 
the  nearest  cent. 

Any  policy  of  insurance  purchased  hy  the 
Commission  as  authorized  in  section  607  of 
this  title  shall  provide  that  all  employees 
eligible  under  the  terms  of  this  title  will  be 
automatically  insured  thereunder  com- 
mencing on  the  date  they  first  become  so 
eligible:  Prorld«d.  That  any  employee  de- 
siring not  to  be  so  insxired  shall,  on  an  ap- 
propriate ferm  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Com- 
mission, give  written  notice  to  his  employing 
ofltoe  that  he  desires  not  to  be  insured  If 
such  notice  is  received  before  the  employee 
shall  have  Income  insured  under  such  pol- 
icy, he  ahaU  not  be  so  insured;  if  it  Is  re- 


ceived after  he  shall  have  beooiha  Inaurad. 
his  insurance  under  the  poUcy  |  will  oeaae 
effective  with  the  end  of  the  pay  period  dur- 
ing which  the  notice  is  received  py  the  em- 
ploying office.  I 

( b)  For  each  period  in  which  a|i  am|Aoyea 
Is  Insured  under  a  policy  of  Inamranoa  pur- 
chased by  the  C<Mnmission  as  au^horlaed  in 
section  607  of  this  title,  there  shall  be  con- 
tributed from  the  respective  appnipriatlon  or 
fund  which  is  used  for  payment; of  his  sal- 
ary, wage,  or  other  compensation  (or.  In  the 
case  of  an  elected  official,  frcnn  s|ich  appro- 
priation or  fund  as  may  be  aiatilable  for 
payment  of  other  salaries  of  the  same  oOoe 
or  establishment)  a  sum  compnited  at  a 
rate  determined  by  the  Commissian.  but  not 
to  exceed  one-half  the  amount  withheld 
from  the  employee  under  this  sdetton. 

(c)  The  auina  withheld  from'  employees 
under  subsection  (a)  and  the  Wmos  con- 
tributed from  appropriations  andi  funds  un- 
der subsection  (b)  shall  be  deported  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  to>  the  credit 
of  a  fund  which  is  hereby  credted.  Said 
ftind  is  hereby  made  available  without  fiscal 
year  limitation  for  premiiim  payments  under 
any  Insurance  policy  or  policies  purchased  as 
authorized  in  sections  607  and  ^10  of  thla 
title,  and  for  any  expenses  incuit«d  by  the 
Commission  In  the  administratlhn  ot  thla 
title  within  such  limitations  as  mdy  be  qMCl- 
fled  annually  in  appropriation  |«ts:  Fre- 
vided.  That  appropriations  availdble  to  the 
Commission  for  salaries  and  expe^aea  for  the 
fiscal  year  1955  shall  be  availably  on  a  re- 
imbursable basis  for  necessary  atdmlnlstra- 
tive  expenses  of  carrying  out  tha  purposes 
of  this  title  until  said  fund  shall  be  suA- 
clent  to  provide  therefor.  The  l^icome  de- 
rived from  any  dividends  or  premium  rate 
adjustments  received  fnxn  insurers  ^ftW 
constitute  a  part  of  said  fund. 

Sec.  606.  Each  policy  purchaaed  under  this 
title  shall  contain  a  provision,  in  terms 
approved  by  the  Commission,  to  the  effect 
that  any  Insurance  thereunder  op  any  em- 
ployee shsll  cease  upon  his  separation  from 
the  service  or  12  months  after  <4lsoontinu- 
ance  of  his  salary  payments,  whidhever  first 
occurs,  subject  to  a  provision  wbleh  shall 
be  contained  In  the  policy  for  temporary 
extension  of  coverage  and  for  codversion  to 
an  Individual  policy  of  life  insurance  under 
conditions  approved  by  the  Conunlssion,  ex- 
cept that  If  upon  such  date  as  the  insur- 
ance  would   otherwise  cease  the   employee 

(a)  retires  on  an  Immediate  annuity,  and 

(b)  unless  retired  for  disability,  has  had  1ft 
years  of  creditable  civilian  service^  as  deter- 
mined by  the  Commission,  his  life  insurance 
only  may.  under  conditions  determined  by 
the  Commission,  be  continued  without  coat 
to  him  in  the  amounts  for  which  he  would 
have  been  insured  from  time  to  time  had 
his  salary  payments  contlntied  all  the  aame 
rate  as  on  the  date  of  ceesstion. 

SBC.  607.  (a)  The  Commission  Is  author- 
ized, without  regard  to  section  3T09  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  as  amended,  toi  purchase 
from  one  or  more  life-insurance  dompanlsa. 
as  determined  by  It,  a  policy  or  policlea  of 
group  life  accidental,  death  and  dismember- 
ment Insurance  to  provide  the  benefits  qiecl- 
fled  in  this  title:  Provided,  That  any  such 
company  must  meet  the  following  require- 
ments: (1)  Be  licensed  under  tHe  laws  of 
48  of  the  States  of  the  United  dtates  and 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  tratisact  life 
and  accidental  death  and  dismemberment 
insurance,  and  (2)  the  amount  Of  Its  em- 
ployee group  life  Insurance  on  th«  moat  re- 
cent December  31  for  which  Infoiknatlon  is 
available  to  the  Commission  shall  on  that 
date  equal  at  least  1  percent  of  the  total 
amount  of  employee  group  life  liuuranoe 
in  the  United  States  in  all  llfe-|nsuranoe 
companies. 

(b)  The  life-insurance  company  or  com- 
panies Issuing  such  poUcy  or  policies  shall 
establish  an  administrative  office,  under  a 
name  to  be  approved  by  the  Co$amlssk>n. 
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(c)  The  Oommlasloa  s^all  arrange  with 
the  life-insurance  company  or  oompanles 
Issuing  any  policy  cr  pollcisa  purchaaed 
under  this  title  to  reinsure,  under  condi- 
tions approved  by  it.  portlona  of  the  total 
amount  of  Insurance  under  the  policy  or 
policies,  determined  as  provided  in  subsee- 
Uon  (d)  of  this  section,  with  such  other  life- 
insurance  eompanles  as  asay  elect  to  par- 
ticlpato  in  such  reinsurance. 

(d)  The  Oomndaalon  shall  determine  a 
formula  so  that  the  amount  of  insurance  In 
force  to  be  retained  by  each  Issuing  company 
after  ceding  reinsurance  and  the  total 
amount  of  reinsurance  ceded  to  each  rein- 
suring company  shall  be  in  proportion  to  the 
total  amount  of  each  such  company's  group 
life  Insurance  in  force  in  the  United  States 
on  December  81,  10S9:  Provided.  That  in  de- 
termining such  proportions,  that  portion  at 
any  company's  group  life  insurance  in  force 
on  December  SI.  19SS,  which  Is  in  ezceas  of 
$100,000,000  shall  be  reduced  by  25  percent 
of  the  first  $100,000,000  <rf  such  ezceas.  fiO 
percent  of  the  second  $100j000.000  of  such  ex- 
cess, 75  percent  of  the  third  $100,OOOXK>0  of 
such  excess,  and  96  percent  of  any  excess 
thereafter:  Frovlded  further.  That  the 
amount  retained  by  or  ceded  to  any  company 
shall  not  exceed  35  percent  of  the  anMmnt  of 
that  company's  total  life  Insurance  In  force 
in  the  United  Statea  on  December  81,  1958: 
Provided  further.  That  if,  at  the  end  of  1  year 
following  the  date  of  enactment  of  thla  act, 
in  the  case  ot  any  Issuing  company  or  rein- 
surer which  Insured  employees  of  the  Federal 
Government  on  December  81.  1968,  under 
policies  issued  to  an  association  of  Fsderal 
employees,  the  amount  which  resulta  from 
the  application  of  this  formula  is  less  than 
the  decrease,  if  any.  in  the  amount  of  such 
company's  insiumnoe  under  such  policies,  ths 
amount  allocated  to  su^  company  shall, 
upon  the  first  reallocation  as  provided  in 
subsection  (e)  of  this  section,  be  Increased 
to  the  amoxmt  of  such  decrease:  ilnd  jno- 
vided  further,  That  any  fraternal  benefit  as- 
sociation which  Is  licensed  under  the  lawa 
of  a  State  of  the  United  States  or  the  DU- 
trlct  of  Columbia  to  transact  life  Insurance 
and  Is  engaged  in  lasulng  Insurance  certifi- 
cates on  the  lives  of  employees  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  exclusively  shall  be  eligible 
to  act  as  a  reinsuring  company  and  may  be 
allocated  an  amount  of  reinsurance  equal  to 
25  percent  of  Its  total  life  insurance  in  force 
on  employees  of  the  Federal  Government  on 
December  81.  1958. 

(e)  The  oompanles  eligible  to  participate 
as  reinsurers,  and  the  amount  of  Insurance 
under  the  policy  or  policies  to  be  allocated  to 
each  issuing  company  or  relns\irer  may  be 
redetermined  by  the  Commission  for  and  in 
advance  of  any  policy  year  after  the  first,  on 
a  basis  consistent  with  subsections  (c)  and 
(d)  of  this  section,  with  any  modifications 
thereof  It  deems  appropriate  to  carry  out  the 
intent  of  such  subsections,  and  based  on  each 
participating  company's  group  life  Insurance 
In  force,  excluding  that  under  any  policy  or 
policies  purchased  under  this  title  except  in 
the  case  of  companies  covered  in  the  third 
proviso  of  subsection  (d).  in  the  United 
States  on  the  most  recent  December  31  for 
which  Informstlon  Is  available  to  It,  and 
shall  be  so  redetermined  In  a  similar  manner 
not  less  often  than  every  3  years  or  at  any 
time  that  any  participating  company  with- 
draws from  participation. 

(f )  The  Commission  may  at  any  time  dis- 
continue any  policy  or  policies  It  has  pur- 
chased from  any  Insurance  company. 

Sac.  608.  (a)  Each  policy  or  policies  pur- 
chased under  this  title  shall  Include,  for  the 
first  policy  year,  basic  tables  of  premium 
rates  as  follows: 

(1)  For  group  life  Insurance,  a  schedide 
of  basic  iH-emium  rates  by  age  which  the 
Commission  shall  have  determined  on  a 
basis  consUtent  with  the  lowest  schedule 
of  basic  premium  rates  generally  charged 
for  new  group  life  insurance  policies  issued 


to  latce  employers,  thla  achedule  of  basic 
premium  rates  by  age  to  be  applied,  except 
as  otherwise  provided  in  this  section,  to  the 
distribution  by  age  of  the  amounts  of  group 
life  Insurance  under  the  policy  at  its  date 
of  Issue  to  determine  an  average  baale 
premium  rata  per  $1,000  of  life  insurance, 
and 

(3)  IVir  group  accidental  death  and  dls- 
membeiment  insurance,  a  basic  premliui  rate 
which  the  Commission  shall  have  determined 
on  a  basis  consistent  with  the  lowest  rate 
generally  charged  for  new  group  accidental 
death  and  dismemberment  lusiuance  policies 
Issued  to  large  employers. 

Each  policy  so  purchased  shall  alao  in- 
clude provlalons  whereby  the  basic  ratea  of 
premium  determmed  for  the  first  ptAiey  year 
shall  be  continued  for  subaequcnt  policy 
years,  except  that  they  may  be  readjusted 
for  any  subsequent  year,  based  on  the  ex- 
perience under  the  policy,  such  readjust- 
ment to  be  made  by  the  insurance  company 
or  companies  lasulng  the  policy  on  a  basis 
determined  by  the  C<Munlaslon  in  advance 
of  such  year  to  be  consistent  with  the  gen- 
eral practice  of  life  insurance  companies 
under  policies  of  group  life  and  group  acci- 
dental death  and  dismemberment  Insurance 
issued  to  large  employers. 

(b)  Each  policy  so  pxirchased  shall  include 
a  provlaitm  that.  In  the  event  the  Commis- 
sion determines  that  ascertaining  the  actual 
age  distribution  of  the  amounts  of  group 
life  Insurance  m  force  st  the  date  of  Issue 
of  the  polley  or  at  the  end  of  the  first  or 
any  subeeqiient  year  of  insurance  thereunder 
would  not  be  possible  except  at  a  dispro- 
portionately high  expense.  It  may  approve 
the  determination  of  a  tentative  average 
group  life  premium  rate,  for  the  first  or  any 
subsequent  policy  year,  in  lieu  of  using  the 
actual  age  distribution.  Such  tentetlve  aver- 
age premium  rate  shall  be  redetermmed  by 
the  Commission  during  any  policy  year  upon 
requeet  by  the  insurance  company  or  com- 
panies Issuing  the  imUcy,  if  experience  In- 
dicates that  the  assxnnptlons  niade  In  deter- 
mining the  tentative  average  premium  rate 
for  that  policy  year  were  Inoarrect. 

(c)  Bach  policy  so  purchased  shall  contain 
a  proviaion  stipulating  the  maximum  ex- 
pense and  rise  charges  for  the  first  policy 
year,  which  charges  shall  have  been  deter- 
mined by  the  Commission  on  a  basis  con- 
sistent with  the  generia  level  of  such 
charges  made  by  life  insurance  companies 
under  policies  of  group  life  and  accidental 
death  and  dismemberment  insurance  issued 
to  large  employers.  Such  Tw»T<TTniTn  charges 
shall  be  continued  from  year  to  year,  except 
that  the  Commission  may  redetermine  such 
maximum  charges  for  any  year  either  by 
agreement  with  the  Insurance  company  or 
companies  issiiing  the  policy  or  upon  writ- 
ten notice  given  by  it  to  such  companies  at 
least  1  year  in  advance  of  the  beginning  of 
the  year  for  which  such  redetermined  maxi- 
mum charges  will  be  effective. 

(d)  Bach  such  policy  shall  provide  for  an 
accounting  to  the  Commission  not  later 
than  90  days  after  the  end  of  each  policy 
year,  which  shall  set  f<»^h,  in  a  form  ap- 
proved by  the  Commission.  (1)  the  amounte 
of  premiums  actually  accrued  under  the  pol- 
icy from  ite  dste  of  Issue  to  the  end  of  such 
policy  year,  (3)  the  total  of  all  mortality 
and  other  claim  charges  incurred  for  that 
period,  and  (3)  the  amounts  of  the  In- 
surers' expense  and  risk  charges  for  that  pe- 
riod. Any  excess  of  the  total  of  Item  (1) 
over  the  sum  of  Items  (2)  and  (3)  shall  be 
held  by  the  Insurance  company  or  com- 
panies Issuing  the  policy  as  a  special  con- 
tingency reserve  to  be  used  by  such  insur- 
ance company  or  companies  for  charges  un- 
der such  policy  only,  such  reserve  to  bear 
interest  at  a  rate  to  be  determined  in  ad- 
vance of  each  policy  year  by  the  insiirance 
company  or  companiea  Issuing  the  policy, 
which  rate  shall  be  approved' by  the  Com- 


mlsslon  aa  being  consistent  with  the  rataa 
generally  need  by  such  eoopaoy  or  com- 
paniea for  almllar  funds  held  under  ottmr 
group  life  inaaranoe  poUcfia:  Provided.  Tliat 
If  and  whfBn  the  ComnUaikm 
that  such  special  eonttncancy 
attained  an  amount  eetlaiated  by  It  to  m$km 
satisfactory  provlakm  tar  advetaa  flaetua>- 
tlons  in  future  chargee  under  the  poU^.  any 
further  such  ezceas  shaU  be  depoatted  hi  the 
Treasury  of  tba  United  StaUa  to  tba  credit 
of  the  fund.  If  and  when  such  poUey  te 
dlaconUnued.  and  if.  after  all  chargsa  have 
been  asade.  there  la  any  positive  halanra 
remaining  in  such  special  c<mtinceney  ra- 
aervc,  aueh  balance  shall  be  dapoaltad  In  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  Statea  to  the  eradtt 
of  the  fund,  subject  to  the  right  of  the  in- 
surance con^iany  or  companies  Isaniini,  t*»^ 
policy  to  make  such  deposit  tn  equal  month- 
ly installmente  over  a  period  of  not  aaora 
than  3  yeara. 

Sac.  eOO.  The  Oommlaslon  shall  arrange  to 
have  each  employee  Insured  under  such 
policy  receive  a  certificate  setting  forth  the 
benefite  to  which  the  employee  is  entitled 
theretmder.  to  whcan  such  benefits  shall  ba 
payable,  to  whom  claima  ahould  be  sub- 
mitted, and  stmunarlzing  the  provlalons  of 
the  policy  principally  afl'ecting  the  employee. 
Such  certificate  shall  be  in  lieu  of  the  cer- 
tificate which  the  insurance  company  or 
companies  would  otherwiae  be  required  to 
issue. 

Sac.  610.  (a)  The  Commission  Is  author- 
ized  to  arrange  with  any  nonprofit  snanrla 
tlon  of  Federal  employees  for  the  assump- 
tion by  the  ftmd  of  any  existing  life  Insur- 
ance agreementa  of  such  aaaoeUtlon  with 
Its  members  retired  or  otherwise  separated 
from  the  Federal  service  and  to  Inaure  the 
obligations  sasumed  with  any  oonqiaay  or 
companies  meeting  the  reqiUremente  of  aee- 
tlon  607  (a). 

(b)  Any  such  arrangement  ahall  provMa 
that  paymente  by  such  insured  members  for 
life  insurance  only  shaU  thereafter  be  made 
at  the  same  rates  to  the  fund,  under  such 
conditions  as  the  Oooimlsston  may  preacrlbe. 

(c)  Any  such  arrangement  shall  further 
provide  that  there  be  tranaferred  to  and 
deposited  in  the  ftind  the  leaser  of  the  fol- 
lowing amounte: 

(1)  The  total  assete  of  the  life  Insurance 
fund  of  such  association;  or 

(2)  The  amount  required  to  meet  the  lia- 
bilities under  life  insurance  agreemente  aa- 
sumed,  taking  into  account  the  paymente  aa 
provided  in  paragraph  (b).  The  determina- 
tion of  this  amount  shall  be  baaed  on  an 
actuarial  valuatkm  satisfactory  to  the  Com- 
mission, procured  by  the  association  without 
expense  to  the  Commission. 

(d)  The  arrangemente  authorlaed  by  thJa 
section  shall  be  made  only  with  thoae  asso- 
ciations which  terminate  life  Insurance 
agreemente  arlth  all  of  their  members  within 
1  year  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 
and  such  arrangemente  shall  apply  only  to 
life  insurance  granted  to  any  member  by  any 
such  association  before  January  1,  1054. 

(e)  In  any  case  in  which  the  fund  asaumea 
a  Uaibillty  for  life  instiranoe  as  provided  tn 
this  section  In  respect  to  a  person  who  (1) 
subsequently  becomes  eligible  to  be  insured 
as  an  employee  under  this  title,  and  (2)  does 
not  give  notice,  as  provided  tn  aection  605 
(a) ,  of  his  desire  not  to  be  so  insured,  the 
life  insurance  provided  under  this  section 
shall  terminate  as  of  the  date  such  peraon 
becomes  insured  as  an  employee. 

Sac.  611.  Except  aa  otherwiae  provldad 
herein,  the  Commission  is  hereby  authorlaed 
to  promulgate  such  regulations  as  may  ba 
necessary  and  proper  to  give  effect  to  the 
intent,  purposes,  and  provisions  of  this  title. 

Skc.  612.  <s)  There  Is  hereby  established  an 
Advisory  Council  on  Group  Insurance  con- 
sisting of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  aa 
Chairman,  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  and  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget*  irtia 
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Of  fiv*  «ai- 
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.idMUnqpart  an- 
190a  ttM  oparatUn  of 

fU.  tiM «lrtilet esnrtaef^^VBitad 

ooffVMt  witti  tba  Oonrt  W  Olalw,  <tf  sny 
dvlt  ■■turn I  or  taataa.   t^pOat^  tb»  UUtwl 

DDoaiod  iqpon  thlo  ttoo. 

flil.  IfIm  IwrannM  pforldcd  iqr  ^** 
tltlo  and  tlM  wtthtaokUnci  and  oantribattotu 
for  that  amri^oio  liiall  tweooM  effaotlT*  wlwii 
■   -  Iqr  tte  ~ 


flHL  IW.  (a)  Bectloii  a  (b)  of  tb*  Per- 
tanaaet  Rtiklag  Act  of  1860  (5  u.  8.  c,  mc. 
jMNtt)  ia  amonrtxi  by  atrlkint  out  tbe  parkid 
at  tb»  man  tberaof  aad  Inawrtlng  Ux  ll«u 
thanof  a  — mlnolcm  and  ttie  fcAowtng: 

"(la)  TIM  Central  Xnttfligenoe  Agency." 

(b)  aeetloo  9  of  tbe  Oentrel  Intelligence 
Ageney  Aet  of  1948.  ae  amended  (SO  U.  8.  C^ 
aee.  40M).  to  hmttaf  yjpealed. 

8BC.  TOO.  Swetan  l9»«CtlM  StqnilenMntal 
Approfetattota  Act.  lOOaJPobUe  Law  203.  82d 
Oong.)>  M  efoaended,  Si'^ereby  repealed. 

lir.  afAIIHBR&  Ifr.  PresideDt.  niAy 
ym  bttfit  «ii  exitenfttkm  <rf  the  bill? 

Mr.aaOMfm.  Mi-.  President,  this  is 
Um  boom  ^renfon  of  the  fringe  benefit 
inn.  A  tffdiiur  UU  pMsed  tbe  flenate 
aom  PMfci  Ago,  and  was  sent  to  the 
-BOOM  ei  IwutmutaUvee.  where  It  was 
ameridertly  tnnludtng  the  dasslfled  pay 
Iritt.     tt  hap  not  moved  since  that  thne. 

It  18*  pioee  Of  togldatlon  which  is  tan- 
pOTtaat  totbe  Vtederal  workers  of  the 
THMta^  It  lias  the  lyni^oTal  of  everyone 
with  ^mom  I  have  talked. 

Tba  Oen^te  Committee  on  Post  QflBce 
and  Cfvfl  Servftce  took  the  fringe  bene- 
ilfc  feffl  AOd  tttt  Vederal  insuranee  bUl 
and  camiritwid  them  as  amendments  to 
the  Boose  bin  whl<di  is  present^  before 
the  Senate. 

Stnce  that  time  the  Boose  has  passed 
tbe  PedenJ  insurance  bill.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  provisions  with 
zegard  to  Federal  Insurance  may  be 
striAm  from  the  bill  now  pending. 

Tbe  FRB8IDINO  OPV iCliU.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unuilmous-consent  re- 
<iue8tt  Wtthoiit  objection,  it  is  so  ot- 
dered. 

Ifr.  CARUBON.  That  would  leave  the 
fringe  benefit  bill  about  as  it  passed  the 
Senate  for  further  action,  either  1^  the 
committee  of  conferaaoe,  or  by  the 
Bouse  accepting  the  amendment  of  the 

Mr.  aORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CARIJSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  supidemental  ap- 
proiHlatkm  bill,  which  ttw  Smate  oon- 
tidered  a  few  <tay8  ago.  pnyvided  for  aal- 
ary  Increases  for  certain  enqiloyees  of 
the  Senate.  Would  tbe  propowd  action 
involve  a  duplication  ctf  tbe  previous 
action? 

Mr.  CARUBON.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Tennessee  talked  with  me 
about  that,  and  I  told  him  I  would  check 


and  propose  an  amendment  to  take  care 
of  tliat  situation.  Under  a  genUei  lan's 
agreement  <m  the  Senate  floor,  the  ]  lum- 
btr  o<  positions  to  be  included  in  tb  e  l^ 
were  160.  If  the  approprlatioQ  bill 
diovld  supwaede  this  bill,  provldio  i  for 
150.  I  sincerely  hope  that  they  wfll  be 
Included  in  that  number.  It  is  my  sin- 
cere intention  that  that  be  done,  but  I 
have  not  prepared  the  language  f  01^  such 
an  amendment. 

Mr.  HATDEN.  Mr.  President,  wfll  the 
Senator  yield?  ] 

Mr.  GORE.    I  yield.  | 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  happen  to  know  that 
iSxt  House  conferees  seriously  obJiBcted 
to  the  amendment  placed  in  tht  bill 
changing  the  dvU-aervice  ratings  ol  cer- 
tain employees  of  the  Architect  of  the 
Capitol,  and  said  that  the  matter  bould 
be  cured,  in  their  opinion,  by  some  con- 
tact which  was  to  be  made  wltl)  the 
Civil  Service  Commission.  I  underttand 
that  contact  has  been  made.  If  tliat  be 
true,  then  there  will  be  nothing  ii  the 
bill,  when  it  comes  out  of  conferenise,  of 
the  nature  to  which  the  Senator  h^  re- 
ferred. 

Mr.  CARIfON.  Mr.  President,  %  ap- 
preciate very  much  the  statement  ^f  the 
Senator  from  Arizona,  because  that  is 
certainly  what  Z  hoped  would  be  the  at- 
titude of  the  Senate  on  this  particular 
Idece  of  legislation. 

Mr.  GORE.    I  thank  the  Senato^. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Wfll  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  kindly  adviselwhat 
portion  of  the  bill  relative  to  the  ihsur- 
anoe  features  he  asks  to  have  stiicken 
out? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  The  section  I  wish 
stricken  ii  an  amendment  to  H.  R.  12263, 
beginning  on  page  28. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  It  lis  an 
amendment  to  the  pending  bill? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Yes.  I  ask  thai)  that 
be  8tri<Aen.  1 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER,  ts  it 
tiUe  e? 

Mr.  CARLSON.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment 
which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  IxoiSLATivi  Clbrk.  On  pagfc  28, 
line  20,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  oufi  title 
6,  Group  msiu^nce. 

The     PRESIDINa     OFFICER.     '  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend-^ 
xnent   offered   by    the    Senator  |[rom 
Kansas.  1 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

li«r.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  %  of- 
fer the  amendment  which  I  ask  to  have 
stated. 

nic  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  t^GisLATivi:  Clkrk.  On  page  46. 
after  line  14,  it  la  proposed  to  Insert  a 
new  section,  as  follows: 

Ssc.  703.  The  pfflclal  Reporters  of  ths  pro- 
ceedings and  debates  of  the  Senate  and  their 
employees  shaU  be  considered  to  be  olscera 
or  employeee  In  or  imder  the  leglBlatlve 
branch  of  the  OoTeroment  within  the^ean- 
ing  of  the  provisions  of  section  2  (a)  Of  the 
Federal  Employees'  Group  Life  Insurande  Act 
of  10M.  • 

Bfr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  I  toffer 
this  amendment  to  the  bill  because  I  sin- 
cerdy  hope  the  Senate  will  take  ca|-e  of 


the  Official  Reporters  of  Debates,  who 
have  woiiced  so  faithfully  during  this 
session.  { 

The  PRESIDING  OF7ICEK.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Kanrns. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  px 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFiC'KiL  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  tbe  commit- 
tee amendment,  as  amended.     ! 

The  amendment  as  amenfed  was 
agreed  to.  | 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  real!  a  third 
time.  ] 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  ^ime  and 
passed.  1 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  amend  the  Classification  Act 
of  1949,  as  amended,  and  th4  FMeral 
Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945.  as  4>nended, 
and  for  other  purposes." 


BILL  PASSED  OVER] 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1980)  to  authorize  and 
direct  the  Conunlssioners  of  th^  District 
of  Columbia  to  construct  a  bridge  over 
the  Potomac  River  in  the  vUdnlty  <tf 
Jones  Point,  Va.,  and  for  otner  pur- 
poses, was  announced  as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over.         , 


The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICE31. 
Will  be  passed  over. 


ThebtU 


SPECIAL  REGULATIONS  IN  TtHB  DIS- 
TRICT OF  CCNLUMBIA  F^R  THE 
AMERICAN  LEGION  NATIONAL 
CONVENTION  | 

The  Joint  resolution  (H.  J. 
to  authorize  the  Commissio 
District  of  Columl^  to  prom 
cial  regulations  for  the 
American  Legion  National 
of  1954,  to  authorize  the  gran:. 

tain   permits  to  the  America:^ 

1954  Convention  Corporation  o*  the  oc- 
casion  of  such  convention,  and  for  other 
purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  t  me,  and 
passed. 

QUARTERING  OF  TROOPS 
AMERICAN  LEGION  COl 
IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COU 
The  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  kes.  581) 
to  authorize  the  quartering  m  puldie 
buildings  in  the  District  of  Coljunbia  of 
troops  participating  in  activitielsrelated 
to  the  American  Legion  National  Con- 
vention of  1954  was  conslderedi  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


AMENDMENT  OF  CODE  OF  L^W  FOR 
THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  RE- 
LATINO  TO  ATTACHMENT  PRO- 
CEEDINOS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to 
bill  (H.  R.  8128)  to  amend 
of  the  Code  of  Law  for  the  _ 
Columbia  relating  to  attachmi 
ceedings.  which  had  been  repor 
the  Committee  on  the  Distric 
lumbia  with  an  amendment,  o: 
line  9.  after  the  word  "after* 
out  "  "isog"  and  insert  "1089^•1 

The  amendment  was  agreed  t|o. 
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The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed.  , 

CONSOLIDATION  OF  POLICE  AND 
MUNICIPAL  COURTS  OF  THE  DIS- 
TRICT OF  COLUMBIA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  8916)  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  consolidate  the  police 
court  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
the  municipal  court  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  be  known  as  tbe  mimici- 
pal  court  of  appeals  for  the  District  of 
Coliunbia  and  for  other  purposes, 
which  had  been  reported  f  nnn  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia  with 
an  amendment,  on  page  3,  at  the  begin- 
ning of  line  1,  to  striki;  out  "121"  and 
insert  "1121." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  wa£  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  tci  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  'An 
act  to  consolidate  the  police  court  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  the  municipal 
court  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be 
known  as  the  municipiil  court  for  the 
District  of  Columt>ia,  to  create  "the 
municipal  court  of  appisals  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  ColimiUa",  and  for  other  pur- 
I)oses.' " 

WAIVER  OF  ANNUITTES,  RELIEF,  OR 
RETIREMENT  COMPENSATION  OF 
RETIRED  POLICEMEN  AND  FIRE- 
MEN OF  THE  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
biU  (H.  R.  1853)  to  permit  retired  poUee- 
men.  firemen,  and  teachers  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  to  wiiive  all  or  part  of 
their  annuities,  relief,  or  retirement  com- 
pensation, which  had  bi^en  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colimi- 
bia  with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out 
all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That  any  person  entitled  to  relief  or  re- 
tirement compenaatton  ptirauant  to  the  pro- 
TtLlons  of  aectlon  12  of  the  act  approved 
September  1,  1918  (SS  SUt.  TIS),  «•  amended 
(title  4.  ch.  5.  D.  C.  Code,  1951  edition),  may 
decline  to  accept  all  or  any  part  of  such  re- 
lief or  retirement  compeiiflatton  by  a  waiver 
signed  and  filed  with  th()  Commlaelonere  of 
tiie  District  of  Columbia  or  their  dealgnated 
agent.  Such  waiver  may  be  revoked  In  writ- 
ing at  any  time,  but  no  piyment  of  the  relief 
or  retirement  compensation  waived  shall  be 
made  covering  the  period  during  which  Buch 
waiver  was  In  effect. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
may  we  have  a  brief  explanation  of  the 

bin? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  pui-pose  of  the  bill  is 
to  permit  retired  policanen  and  firemen 
to  waive  all  or  any  part  of  their  retire- 
ment compensation  cr  relief  to  which 
they  are  entitled,  in  the  same  manner  as 
persons  retired  under  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act.  Section  3  of  Public  Law 
555  of  the  82d  Congress,  approved  July 
16, 1952,  gives  such  privilege  to  the  latter 
group  of  employees. 


Tlie  purpose  of  the  eonunittee  amend- 
ment is  to  eliminate  school  teachers  from 
the  provisions  of  this  measure.  This 
was  done  in  accordance  with  the  request 
of  a  representative  of  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Teachers  appearing  at  the 
subcommittee  hearings  on  June  22.  1954. 

Representatives  of  the  policemen's  and 
firemen's  groups  favored  the  bill,  as  did 
the  District  of  Columbia  Commissioners. 

The  House  passed  the  bill,  and  it  was 
reported  unanimously  by  the  Senate 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Tht  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

The  title  was  amended,  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  permit  retired  policemen  and 
firemen  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
waive  all  or  part  of  their  relief  or  re- 
tirement compensation." 


COMDEBffNATION  OF  INSANITARY 
BDILDINaS  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6127)  to  amend  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  create  a  Board 
tor  the  Condemnation  of  Insanitary 
Buildings  in  the  IMstrict  of  Columbia, 
and  for  other  pmpoees",  approved  May 
1,  1906,  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


PROVISION  FOR  FAMILY  QUARTERS 
FOR  PERSONNEL  OF  THE  MILI- 
TARY DEPARTMENTS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3818)  to  provide  for  family  quar- 
ters for  personnel  of  the  militsiry  de- 
partments of  the  Department  of  De- 
fense and  their  dependents,  and  for 
otho*  purposes,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
with  an  amendment  on  page  16,  after 
line  11,  to  strike  out: 

Bae.  40T.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  Is  auth- 
orlaed  to  procure  family  housing  for  military 
pcraonnel  In  foreign  countries  through  the 
use  of  not  to  exceed  the  equivalent  o(,S75 
mnitQw  In  foreign  currencies  in  accordance 
with  the  provlslona  of  the  Agricultural  Trade 
Development  and  Aasistanee  Act  of  1954 
(PubUe  Law  480.  SSd  Congress),  which  fam- 
Uy  b4>sw<ng  shaU  be  in  addition  to  famUy 
housing  to  be  constructed  or  acquired  by 
the  Department  of  Defense  through  the  use 
of  iH^m^x^ated  funds.  Notwithstanding  any 
other  provision  of  law,  the  Secretary  of  the 
mUitary  department  concerned  1«  authorized 
to  utUlae  and  transfo-  to  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  in  lieu  of  reimbursement 
pursuant  to  section  105  of  said  act  the  allow- 
ances for  quarters  that  would  otherwise  be 
payable  to  mUltary  personnel  occupying  such 
famUy  housing  to  the  amount  of  the  cost 
of  the  quarters  inv<rived. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing: 

Sac.  407.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  auth- 
ortaed.  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Direc- 
tor of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  to  construct, 
or   ai^uire   by   lease  or   otherwise,  family 


housing.  In  addition  to  f  anally  1 
wise  authorlaed  to  be 
quired  by  the  Departmant  oC  Defanaa  In 
foreign  oountrtas.  to  tbe  valve  of  Wn  millii 
through  the  use  of  f  <»elgn  currenetas  in  ae- 
cordance  with  the  provisions  o(  the  Agti-^ 
cultural  TVade  Developmaat  and  Aartataaea 
Act  of  1064  (Publle  Law  480.  SSd  Oongrsaa). 

The  Secretary  of  Defense  staaU  famMi  to 
the  Oommltteaa  on  Armed  Servlees  ct  tiM 
Senate  and  the  House  of  BcpreaaotattVM  a 
quarterly  report,  the  first  cS.  which  shaU  be 
submitted  8  months  subsequent  to  tbm 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act,  aetttog  AHth 
the  cost,  number,  and  locstkm  of  taoMtnc' 
unlts  constructed  or  acquired  pttnoant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  this 
Ing  the  8-month  period 
date  of  such  report,  and  aettlng  fortli  ttaa 
cost,  number,  and  location  of  tbe  boOBlilg 
units  intended  to  be  eonstmefeed  or  a^ 
quired  purstiant  to  such  authorttj  durtag 
the  next  succeeding  quarter. 

Appropriations  of  the  Department  of  De- 
fense otherwise  avaUable  for  payment  of 
quarters  aUowanees  of  personnel  occupy- 
Ing  such  family  bousing  shaU  be  avaflaMs 
for  reimbursement  to  the  Oommodlty  Ckedit 
C(»poratlon  pursuant  to  secticm  10ft  of  tiM 
Agricultural  Trade  Devriopment  and  As- 
sistant Act  of  1954  in  an  amount  equiVBtoot 
to  the  dollar  value  of  the  curTendes 


So  as  to  make  the  bin  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc. — 

rnxM  I 

Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  Is  au- 
thorlaed  further  to  develop  mUltarj  lagtal- 
latlons  and  faeilltlcs  by  providing  faadlf 
housing  for  peraonnel  at  the  military  ^to- 
partments  and  their  dependents  by  the  oen- 
struction  or  installation  ot  pidBUe  woika,  . 
which  include  site  preparation,  appurtaa- 
ances,  utUities,  eqtilpment,  and  the  acquisi- 
tion of  UCad,  as  foUows: 

Continental  United  State* 
(Third  Army  Area) 

Fort  Campbell.  Ky.:  300  units  o(  tamUf 
housing,  $4,003,000. 

(Fourth  Army  Area) 
Fort  Bliss,  Tex. :  250  units  of  famUy  bous- 
ing. 83.213,000. 

Fort  Hood.  Tex.:  800  units  of  family  bovB- 
ing,  $8,099,000. 

(Fifth  Army  Area) 

Camp  Carson,  Colo.:  1,000  units  ot  tmmOf 
housing,  •13.427.000. 

Camp  Crowder,  llo.:  70  units  of  family 
housing,  f052,000. 

(Sixth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Lewis.  Wash  :  800  unlU  ot  family 
housing.  810J»6,000. 

Camp  Cooke  (United  States  DlaelpUnary 
Barracks),  Calif.:  60  units  of  famUy  hous<- 
ing.  $663,000. 

Tuma  Test  Station,  Aria.:  30  unite  ct 
famUy  housing,  $3S7,(M)0. 

(Quartermaster  Corps) 

Belle  Mead  Genoul  Depot.  N.  J.:  10  units 
of  famUy  housing,  $158,000. 

(Chemical  Corps) 
Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  SO  units 
of  famUy  housing.  $486,000. 
(Signal  Oorpa) 
Fort  Huschuca,  Ariz.:  300  units  ot  family 

bousing,  $3,899,0(W. 

Department    a€    the    Anny 
Station.    Va.:    10    unlU   of   famUy 
$104,000. 

(Corps  Of  Bnglneen) 

rori  Belvoir,  Va. :  300  unlU  of  family 
ing,  $3,984,000. 

(Transportation  Oorpa) 

Fkirt  Kustls.  Va.:  280  units  of  family 
ing.  $3,374,000. 
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WUaili«ton  AaununltioB  TttmLB*!,  N.  C: 
4  unit*  of  family  bouaing,  #00,000. 

(Army  Seeorlty  Agency) 
Two  Rock  Ban«h  SUtUm.  Oftltf.:  10  unit* 
ot  iMDUy  homing.  flOOtOOO. 

(Annad  Fonm  Bpteial  WMpoos  proJMt) 

SmhUs  Baw,  N.  Ilex.:  S  units  of  tamlly 
houidng.  f79.000. 

KlUeen  Baae,  Tex.:  5  units  cS  family  lious- 
tng:  |M,000. 

(Tsctleal  Sites) 

Various  locations:  300  units  of  family 
housing.  •S^MO.OOO. 

Sac.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  Is 
autborlasd  further  to  devtitv  military  In- 
stallations and  facilities  by  providing  family 
bouslaff  for  panonnel  of  the  military  de- 
partmcgat  and  their  dependents  by  the 
rehabUltatlon  of  public  works,  which  In- 
clude anrartcnancea.  utUltlaa.  and  eqxUp- 
ment.  In  a  total  amount  of  $12:880,560: 
Provided,  ThaX  In  bla  discretion  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army  may  utilise  the  authorisa- 
tion cont'^*"*ft  In  this  section  to  provide 
family  housing  by  the  construction  or  In- 
stallation of  public  works,  which  Include 
site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities, 
equipment,  and  acquisition  of  land,  at  loca- 
tions to  be  determined  by  him.  Such  family 
housing  shall  be  In  addition  to,  but  shall  not 
exceed  5  percent  of,  the  total  number  of 
units  auth«1sed  by  sectkm  101  of  this  act. 
but  the  average  cost  of  such  additional 
units  shall  not  exceed  $13,500. 

TTfLX  n 

Ssc.  901.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is 
authorised  further  to  develop  naval  Instal- 
lations and  facilities  by  (Kovldlng  family 
housing  for  peraonnel  of  the  military  de- 
partmsnta  and  their  dependents  by  the  con- 
struction or  Installation  of  public  works, 
which  Include  site  preparation,  i^purte- 
nances,  ultllltles.  equipment,  and  the  acqxii- 
Bltion  at  land  as  follows: 

Continental  United  States 
(Ist  Naval  District) 
Naval  hoslptal,  Newport,  R.  I.:  10  units 
of  family  housing,  $162,000. 

(3d  Naval  District) 

Naval  hospital,  St.  Albans.  N.  T.:  10  uniU 
of  family  bousing.  $162,000. 

(4th  Naval  District) 

Naval  shipyard,  Philadelphia.  Pa.:  25  units 
of  family  housing.  $321,300. 

Naval  hospital,  Philadelphia.  Pa.:  10  units 
of  family  housing.  $162,000. 

(5th  Naval  District) 

Naval  hospital.  Camp  Lejeune,  N.  C:  60 
units  of  fkmlly  housing.  $842JX)0. 

ICarlnk  Corps  air  faciUty.  New  River.  N.  C: 
89  units  of  family  housing.  $473300. 

Mwal  hoqrttal,  Portsmouth.  Va.:  10  tmlts 
of  fnnUy  housing,  $152,000. 

Naval  mine  depot.  Torktown,  Va.  (Skifles 
Creek  Annex) :  6  vinits  of  family  housing, 
$91,200. 

(Sth  Naval  District) 

Naval  air  station.  CecU  Pleld:  90  uniU 
of  family  housing.  $1,192,200. 

Naval  hospital.  Jacksonville.  Pla.:  30  units 
of  family  housing,  $397,300. 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West,  Fla.:  20  units 
of  family  housing,  $273,900. 

Naval  station.  Key  West,  Fla.:  80  units  of 
famUy  housing.  $1,044,600. 

Naval  mine  eountermeasurep  station.  Pan- 
ama. City,  Pla.:  26  units  of  family  housing, 
$343,100. 

Naval  hospital.  Pensaeola,  Fla.:  25  imlts  of 
family  housing.  $321,300. 

Naval  supply  corps  school.  Athens,  Ga.:  30 
unite  of  famUy  hovising.  $460,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Olynco,  Oa.: 
80  units  of  famUy  housing.  $1,068,600. 


Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Qulf- 
port.  Iflas.  7  tmlte  of  family  housing. 
$102,100. 

ICarlne  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beau- 
fort, 8.  C:  176  unite  of  family  housing, 
$2,306,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Beaufort,  8.  C:  60  unUs  of 
family  housing.  $064,300. 

(8th  Naval  District) 
Naval  auxiliary  air  station.  Chase  neld. 
Tex.:  80  units  of  family  housing.  $1,0731,400. 

(llth  Naval  DUtrict)  j 

Naval  amphibious  base.  Coronado,  Cilif.: 
2  unite  of  family  housing.  $47,300. 

Kaval  air  station.  Miramar,  Calif.:  15  Unite 
of  family  housing,  $204,500. 

Naval  hospital,  San  Diego,  Calif.:  10  Unite 
Of  famUy  housing,  $152,000. 


(12th  Naval  District) 

Naval  hospital.  Oakland.  Calif.:  10  Unite 
Of  family  housing.  $152,000. 

Naval  supply  center.  Oakland.  Calif.:  10 
unite  of  family  housing,  $152,000. 

Naval  communication  stetion,  SkaggS  Is- 
land, Calif.:  60  imlte  of  family  houalng. 
$808,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station.  Fallon,  Vev.: 
60  unite  of  family  housing,  $787,500. 

Marine  Corps  facilities  j 

ICartne  Corps  depot  of  supplies.  Aloany. 

Ga.:  100  unite  of  family  housing,  $1,339,800. 

Marine  Corps  supply  annex,  Barstow.  Calif. : 

1  unit   of   family   housing,    $27,000. 
Marine    Corps    recruit    depot,    San    dego, 

Calif.:   12  unite  of  family  housing,  $173,400. 
Marine  Corps  school,  Quantlco.  Va.:   300 
imite  of  family  housing.  $4,121,700. 

Outside  continental  United  States 
(Atlantic  Ocean  Area)  | 

Naval  station,  Argentla.  Newfoundland: 
46  unite  of  family  housing.  $595,100. 

Naval  base.  Guantenamo  Bay,  Cuba:  100 
unite  of  family  housing,  $1,379,000. 

(Pacific  Ocean   Area)  j 

Naval  station.  Kwajalein.  Marshall  Islands: 
175  imite  of  family  bousing,  $3,289,100. 
Marine  Corps  barracks.  Pearl  Harbor,  T.  H.r 

2  imite  of  family  housing,  $30,400. 

Ssc.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  la  au- 
thorised further  to  develop  naval  instlilla- 
tlons  and  facilities  by  providing  family  bpiis- 
Ing  for  personnel  of  the  military  depart- 
mente  and  their  dependente  by  the  rehabili- 
tation of  public  works,  which  Include  ap- 
purtenances, utilities,  and  equipment.  In  a 
total  amount  of  $1,218,300:  Provided,  That  in 
his  discretion  tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Navy  may 
Utilize  the  authorization  contained  in  this 
section  to  provide  family  housing  by  the 
construction  or  installation  of  public  wtrks, 
which  Include  site  preparation,  appurte- 
nances, utilities,  equipment  and  acquisition 
of  land,  at  locations  to  be  determined  by 
him.  Such  family  housing  shall  be  in  ad- 
dition to,  but  shall  not  exceed  5  percent  of. 
the  total  niunber  of  tinite  authorized  by 
section  201  of  this  act,  but  the  average  cost 
of  such  additional  xmits  shall  not  en^ed 
$12,500.  1 

RTLX   HI  f 

Ssc.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Fbrce 
Is  authorized  further  to  develop  Ab*  Force 
Installations  ■  and  facilities  by  providing 
family  housing  for  personnel  of  the  military 
departmente  and  their  dependente  by  the 
construction  or  installation  of  public  w«rks, 
which  Include  site  preparation,  appurte- 
nances, utilities,  equipment,  and  the  acquisi- 
tion of  land  as  follows: 

Continental  United  States        I 
(Strategic  Air  Command) 
Sedalia  Air  Force  Base,  Mo.:  400  units  of 
family  housing.  $5,364,000. 

Altus  Air  Force  Base.  Okla.:  360  units  of 
famUy  housing,  $4,827,800. 


Lincoln  Air  Force  Base.  Nebr.:  4f)0  tmlte 
of  famUy  hoiislng.  $5,364,000. 

Smoky  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Kans.:  $80  \uilte 
of  family  housing,  $3,754,800. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Maine:  300  unite  of 
famUy  housing,  $4,023,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  La.:  )00  unite 
of  family  hoiislng,  $2,682,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base.  Ariz.:  6 
unite  of  family  housing,  $108,000. 

Falrchlld  Air  Force  Base,  Wash.:  $  unite 
of  family  housing,  $108,000. 

Great  Falls  Air  Force  Base,  Mont.t  4  unite 
of  family  housing,  $87,750. 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Ga.:  6  tm^ite  of 
family  housing,  $108,000. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Miss.:  80  unite 
of  family  housing,  $402,300. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Wash.:  5  units  of 
family  housing.  $108,000. 

Limestone  Air  Force  Base.  Maine:  4  unite 
of  family  housing.  $87,750. 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Ohio:  4  unite 
of  family  housing.  $87,750. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base.  Calif.:  4  unite  of 
family  housing,  $87,750. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Idaho: 
4  unite  of  family  housing,  $81,000. 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Nev.:  6  Unite  of 
family  hovising.  $108,000. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Calif.:  6  Unite  of 
family  hovising,  $128,250. 

(Air  Defense  Command) 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  N.  T.:  100 
unite  of  family  housing.  $1341,000. 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Mass.:  200  Unite  of 
family  housing,  $2,682,000. 

Newcastle  County  Airport.  Del.:  IjOO  unite 
of  family  housing,  $1,341,000. 

Truaz  Air  Force  Base.  Wis.:  100  unite  of 
family  housing.  $1,341,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base.  Mich.:  $0  unite 
of  family  housing.  $1,206,900. 

Paine  Air  Force  Base.  Wash.:  70  unite  of 
family  housing.  $938,700. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Calif.:  70  unite  of 
family  housing,  $938,700. 

Ent  Air  Force  Base.  Colo.:  90  |mlte  of 
family  housing,  $1,206,000. 

Toungstown  Municipal  Airport.  Ohio:  60 
unite  of  family  bousing.  $670,500. 

Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport,  Pa.:  ^  tmlte 
of  family  bousing.  $670,500. 

Niagara  Municipal  Airport,  N.  T.:  i60  unite 
of  family  hovising.  $670,500. 

MlnneapoUs-St.  Paul  Airport.  Minn.:  70 
unite  of  family  housing.  $938,700. 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport.  Mlqn.:  100 
unite  of  family  bousing.  $1,341,000. 

Gelger  Field,  Wash.:  50  unite  of  family 
housing,  $370,500. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  I^ywa:  50 
unite  of  family  housing,  $670,500. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  M$lne:  60 
units  of  family  housLog.  $670,500. 

McGee-Tyson  Airport,  Tenn.:  50  unite  of 
famUy  housing,  $670,500. 

Portland  International  Airport.  Oreg.:  80 
units  of  family  housing.  $804,600. 

Minot  area.  North  Dakota:  65  Unite  of 
family  housing,  $871,650. 

Wurtemlth  Air  Force  Base,  Mich.:  60  unite 
of  family  housing,  $670,500. 

(Tactical  Air  Command) 

Clovls  Air  Force  Base.  N.  Mex.:  iVO  unite 
of  family  housing.  $2,279,700. 

Hvirlburt  Air  Force  Base,  Fla.:  2t6  unite 
of  family  housing,  $3,687,750. 

Poster  Air  Force  Base,  Tex.:  200  Unite  of 
family  housing,  $2,682,000. 

McGulre  Air  Force  Base,  N.  J.:  6  Unite  of 
family  housing,  $108,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base.  S.  C:  8  unite'! of 
family  housing,  $108,000. 

(Air  Training  Command) 

Luke  Air  Force  Base.  Ariz.:  125  Unite  of 
family  hovising.  •1,676.250. 

Laredo  Air  Force  Base.  Tex.:  100  Unite  of 
family  housing,  $1,341,000. 


Gary  Air  Force  Base,  lex.:  100  unite  of 
family  hovising,  $1,341,000. 

Laughlln  Air  Force  Baa.i.  Tex.:   150  unite 
of  family  hovising,  $2,011,600. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Miss.:  120  unite 
of  family  housing,  $1,609,200. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Ga.:  140  units  of 
family  hovising.  $1,877,400. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Nev.:  90  unite  of  fam- 
ily housing.  $1,206,900. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Kans.:  150  unite 
of  family  housing,  $2,01 !,{«). 

Webb   Air   Force   Base,    Tex.:    85  unite  of 
family  housing,  $1,139,860 

Parks  Air  Force  Base,  (;alif.:  86  unite  of 
lamlly  hovising,  $1,139,850. 

(Military  Air  Transport  Service) 

Charleston  Air  Force  Ba.»e,  S.  C. :  450  unite 
of  family  housing.  $6,034..>00. 

(Contmental  Air  C'-ommand) 

Beale  Air  Force  Base.  Calif.:  225  unite  of 
family  housing.  $3,017,260. 

(Research  and  Development  (Command) 
Kirtland  Air  Force  Base    N.  Mex.:  6  unite 
of  family  housing.  $108,0(K}. 

TTTLX    XV 

Sec.  401.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  respectively  author- 
ized to  proceed  with  the  further  develop- 
ment of  military,  naval,  iind  Air  Force  in- 
stallations and  facilities  as  authorized  by 
titles  I,  II,  and  HI  of  thU  act  without  regard 
to  the  provisions  of  sections  1136,  3648,  and 
3734,  as  re8i>ectively  amended,  of  the  Revised 
statutes,  and  prior  to  approval  of  title  to 
underlying  land,  as  provided  by  section  356, 
as  amended,  of  the  Bevt-sed  Stetues.  The 
authority  to  provide  family  housing  by  the 
construction  or  installation  of  public  works 
shall  Include  authority  to  acquire  lands  and 
rights  and  interests  therfto  or  therein,  in- 
cluding the  temporary  vise  thereof,  by  dona- 
tion, purchase,  exchange  of  Government- 
owned  lands,  or  otberwis<!. 

Sec.  402.  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  not  to  exce«-d  1175  million  to 
carry  out  the  pvirpoees  of  titles  I.  11.  and  HI, 
and  not  to  exceed  $15  million  to  carry  out 
the  pvirposes  of  section  408.  of  this  act. 

Sec.  403.  Any  of  the  approximate  coste 
enumerated  in  titles  1,  U.  and  in  of  this  act 
may.  In  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  con- 
cerned, be  varied  upward  by  10  percent,  but 
the  total  of  all  coste  shiill  not  exceed  the 
total  amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated 
by  this  act. 

Sec.  404.  Not  to  exceed  250  of  the  unite  <rf 
family  quarters  constructed  under  the  au- 
thority of  titles  I.  n.  and  III  o'  this  act  shall 
have  a  net  floor  area  of  not  to  exceed  2,100 
square  feet.  None  of  the  other  famUy  quar- 
ters authorized  to  be  constructed  by  this 
act  shall  have  a  net  floor  area  In  excess  of 
1.250  square  feet,  and  the  average  net  floor 
area  of  all  of  such  other  family  quarters  shall 
not  exceed  1.080  square  feet. 

Sxc.  405.  Appropriation  made  to  carry  cut 
'  the  purpose  of  this  act  shall  be  available  for 
expenses  incident  to  construction  or  rehabil- 
itation work  authorised  by  this  act.  includ- 
ing administration,  overbead,  planning,  and 
supervision. 

Ssc.  406.  Whenever — 

(a)  the  President  deternilnes  that  com- 
pliance with  the  requiremente  of  Public  Law 
245,  82d  Congress,  in  the  case  of  contracte 
made  pursuant  to  this  act  with  respect  to 
the  establishment  or  development  of  mili- 
tary installations  and  facillUes  in  foreign 
countries  wovUd  Interfere  with  the  carrying 
out  of  the  provisions  of  this  act;  and 

(b)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the 
Comptroller  General  have  agreed  upon  al- 
ternative methods  for  conducting  an  ade- 
quate audit  of  such  contracte,  the  President 
is  authorized  to  exempt  such  contracte  from 
the  requiremente  of  Public  Law  245.  82d 
Congress. 


Ssc.  407.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  au- 
thorized, subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Di- 
rector of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  to 
construct,  or  acquire  by  lease  or  otherwise, 
family  hovising.  In  addition  to  family  housing 
otherwise  authorized  to  be  constructed  or 
acquired  by  the  Department  of  Defense  in 
foreign  countries,  to  the  value  of  $75  million 
through  the  vise  of  foreign  currencies  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  tbe  Agri- 
cultural Trade  Development  and  Assistance 
Act  of  1954  (Public  Law  480,  83d  Cong). 

The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  furnish  to 
the  Committees  on  Armed"  Services  of  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representetives  a 
quarterly  report,  the  first  of  which  shall  be 
submitted  3  months  subsequent  to  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  act,  setting  forth  the 
cost,  number,  and  location  of  hovising  unite 
constructed  or  acquired  pvirsuant  to  the 
authority  contained  in  this  section  during 
the  3-month  period  preceding  the  date  of 
such  report,  and  setting  forth  the  cost,  nvim- 
ber,  and  location  of  the  housing  unite  in- 
tended to  be  constructed  or  acquired  pvir- 
suant to  such  authority  dvirlng  the  next 
succeeding  quarter. 

Appropriations  of  the  Department  of  De- 
fense otherwise  available  for  payment  of 
quarters  allowances  of  personnel  occupying 
such  family  housing  shall  be  available  for 
reimbursement  to  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  pursuant  to  section  105  of  tbe 
Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  Assist- 
ance Act  of  1954  in  an  amount  eqviivalent 
to  the  dollar  value  of  the  currencies  used. 

Ssc.  408.  The  Secretaries  of  the  mUltery 
departmente  are  authorized  to  acquire  a 
total  of  not  to  exceed  5.000  unite  of  trailers 
which  may  be  made  available  at  locations 
both  inside  and  outeide  continental  United 
States  for  occupancy  by  military  personnel 
and  their  dependente  on  a  rental  basis  with- 
out loss  of  any  allowances  for  quarters. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there  is  on  the  calendar  a  companion 
bill,  namely.  Calendar  No.  2037  <H.  R. 
9924)  to  provfde  for  family  quarters  for 
personnel  of  the  Military  Departments 
of  the  Department  of  Defense  and  for 
other  purposes.  The  bill  seems  to  be 
somewhat  different  in  character. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  if  consent 
is  given  that  the  Senate  may  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  House  bill,  I 
desire  to  move  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert  the  Senate 
bill,  as  amended. 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  House  bill? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr»  President.  If 
I  may  address  a  question  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota,  does  the  bill  pro- 
vide for  family  garters  on  all  military 
bases  in  this  country,  or  merely  on  mili- 
tary bases  adjacent  to  Washington? 

Mr.  CASE.  No;  the  bases  are  scat- 
tered throughout  the  United  States, 
and  there  are  some  overseas  bases,  but 
they  are  mostly  in  Continental  United 
States.  The  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota has  in  his  hands  a  list  of  the  au- 
thorizations by  States.  They  appear 
alphabetically,  and  under  the  first  ones 
listed  there  appear  several  in  Arizona. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Are  the  quarters 
to  be  provided  for  military  personnel,  or 
civilian  personnel? 

Mr.  CASE.  They  are  primarily  to  be 
used  by  military  personnel. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  . 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER  Mr.  President.  I 
have  one  more  question.  What  per- 
centage of  the  quarters  would  be  for 
military  persotmel  and  what  percentage 
would  be  for  civilian  personnel? 

Mr.  CASE.  It  is  possible  that  in  some 
isolated  locations  or  stations,  there 
might  be  some  housing  occupied  by  civil- 
ian personnel,  but  primarily  I  should  say 
that  more  than  90  percent  of  the  hous- 
ing would  be  occupied  by  dependents  of 
military  personnel 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Is  the  provision 
in  conjunction  with  the  Wherry  housing 
program  or  in  addition  to  it? 

Mr.  CASE.  In  a  way  it  is  in  addition 
to  it,  but  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota may  say  that  in  the  supplemental 
appropriation  bill  which  was  passed  by 
the  Senate  a  few  days  ago  a  provisi<m 
was  added,  which  woiild  in  effect  consti- 
tute a  rider,  that  the  funds  appropriated 
under  this  heading — and  that  would  be 
under  the  authorization  of  the  bill— 
would  not  be  used  for  family  housing  un- 
less the  Secretary  of  Defense  should  cer- 
tify that  it  was  impracticable  to  con« 
struct  family  housing  under  provisiODS 
of  title  8  of  the  Housing  Act. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  That  answers 
my  question.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  House  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9924)  to  provide  for  family  quarters  for 
personnel  of  the  Military  Departiaents 
of  the  Department  of  Defense,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  all  after  the  enacting  clause  of  tbe 
House  bill  (H.  R.  9924)  be  stricken  out, 
and  that  the  text  of  the  Senate  bill  ai 
amended  be  substituted. 

The  reason  for  that  request  is  that  the 
Senate  committee  spent  several  days  tn 
hearings  in  an  endeavor  to  reduce  the 
authorizations  for  particular  stations,  In 
order  that  the  total  authorizations  wouk^ 
come  within  the  amounts  proposed  to 
be  authorized.  The  total  number  of 
individual  allocations  under  the  House 
bill  would  have  exceeded  the  authorlm- 
tions. 

The  Senate  committee  also  inserted 
two  or  three  major  new  sections  in  the 
bill.  For  instance,  one  authorizes  the 
use  of  foreign  currencies  for  construc- 
tion overseas,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget.  The  committee 
feels  that  those  are  definitely  constnie- 
tive  changes  in  the  bill,  and  desires  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Senate  bill  be  sub- 
stituted for  the  House  bill,  but  passed 
under  the  House  number. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  Tbe 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  .amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [BAr.  Cask]  that  all  after  the  en- 
acting clause  be  stricken  out  and  tbe 
Senate  bill  as  amended  be  inserted. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  ttiird 
time. 
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in*  Wn  wai  icad  the  third  tiaw^  and 


The  FRBEODZNO  OFFICER  Wlth- 
oat  omrtlon.  Senate  bm  »18  is  Indefl- 
iiHilj  jwliHMwd 

lir.  CAas.  Ifr.  Piwldeii*.  X  ask 
iiinnlmmM  consent  that  Z  may  have 
printed  In  the  Raooas  at  this  pcdnt  a 
statement  on  the  proviskms  of  the  bflL 

miere  hekog  no  objeetkm.  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
BacoBs.  as  follows: 


IN' 


mw  prtaelpal  |Hurpo>e  at  B.  8818  la  to  «n- 
tborla*  th*  SecraUrles  o<  tlM  8  maitery  de- 
partamrta  to  eonctruct  IIJMT  uzxita  at  family 
quartan  for  anllltary  panwapal.  OaecmdaTy 
purpaaM  ara  to  autborlaa  ttia  Oacratary  of 
Datanaa  to  procure  family  bouatng  for  mili- 
tary pMMiuMl  In  foreign  oowmtrlea  throogli 
tha  uaa  of  f  oialgn  eurrenetea  generated  by 
tba  aala  of  avr^tna  agricultural  coonnodl- 
to  antlMirtaa  the  acqulalttnn  of 
traUara  for  avallaUlity  to  miU- 
taxy  pwehaiMil  on  a  rental  baals  wltbout  kiaa 
of  qoMrteia  alloarancea. 

For  thoia  military  peraonnal  «bo  have 
depandenta.  tlia  GoTemaoent  furnishes 
either  pobUe  quartexa  br  qoartera  allowancea 
at  ratea  pnaertbcd  by  the  Career  Oompcaea- 
tlOB  Aet  of  194S.  as  amended.  The  i^tes 
enmntly  tn  affect  are  S77ao  aionthly  for 
anllsted  aeok  wtth  two  dependents  and 
886J0  per  month  for  anllated  men  with  8  or 
more  dependents.  The  naonthly  rates  of 
quarters  allowances  for  olBears  at  the  present 
time  are  as  fcdiows:  Second  lieutenants  and 
enalgaa,  88tJ0;  Snt  Ueutanants  or  lieuten- 
ants (Junior  grade).  m*M;  captain  or  full 
lleut«aiant>  $108.60;  major  or  lieutenant 
eommandar,  8119.70:  lieutenant  colonel  or 
commander,  8130.80:  colonel  or  captain. 
813S.S0:  flag  or  general  cfllBers.  $171.  The 
housing  that  would  be  constructed  under 
the  aathortsatioo  cratalned  In  thla  bUl  will 
mean  that  quartan  allowaneea  at  these 
rates  will  not  be  paid  to  the  personnel  occu- 
pying the  housing. 

The  aovemnaant-owned  quarters  now  in 
existence  have  been  constructed  with  ap- 
ivoprtatad  funds,  but  although  several  bll- 
noos  of  doUan  have  been  autharlaed  and 
ai^roprlated  for  military  conatmctkm  alnoe 
the  end  at  World  War  n.  an  Insignificant 
porthm  at  thla  oonstraetlon  has  bera  for 
faasUy  quartsra.  This  ststoment  Is  sub- 
stantiated by  the  fact  that  only  807  unita  at 
temlly  housing  have  been  buQt  with  appro- 
priated fundu  within  the  United  SUtca  over 
the  past  4  years. 

The  failure  to  provide  adequate  famOy 
hfloalBg  for  Bollltary  paraonnel  haa  un- 
doubtedly been  one  of  the  contributing 
causea  at  a  reduction  in  reenllstment  latee 
and  an  Inereaae  in  the  resignations  ot  oa- 
cers.  with  ooosequentlal  Ices  of  trained  per- 
aonntf  and  expense  of  training  replace- 
ments. The  committee  does  not  contend 
that  the  nonavallabUlty  ot  family  housing 
la  the  only  factor  that  Infiuencea  a  peraon 
to  leave  the  asUltary  ssrvlee:  wa  cannot  dis- 
regard the  iBoentivee  that  military  person- 
nel have  to  leave  military  aervlce.  The  Con- 
gress haa  amvoved  a  program  of  subatantlal 
beneflta  and  prlvUegas  available  under  the 
■o-caned  bill  of  rights  for  persons  enter- 
ing civilian  life  after  millttfy  aervtoe.  Tbeea 
benefits  Inchide.  among  other  things,  mus- 
tsrlng-out  pay.  lump-aum  pigment  for  ae- 
croad  leUve,  unemployment  companaation, 
GovemoMnt  assistance  in  a«>»^t^|^  tha 
purchaae  of  homes,  aovenunoit  assistance 
for  education.  Almost  all  the  top-ranking 
clvUian  and  asitttsry  oSfelals  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  ZMtenee  have  atrsassd  the  aerkwis 
coneequeiMsa  flowing  Itaaa  Iosb  of  tndaed 
pweonnrt  through  failure  to  laoillat  ^**n 
reelgnatlon  ot  ofBcers.  Again  let  me  state 
that  the  committee  does  not  m^int^in  that 


thla  family  housing  authorization  Is  a  com- 
plote  aoawer  to  the  loes  ot  military  [leraonnel 
but  it  doea  believe  that  in  conjunctloS  with 
pthar  programs,  the  construction  ot  |amUy 
hwislng  should  tend  to  make  mUltary  serv- 
ice more  attractive. 

The  Benator  from  South  Dakota  tnigbt 
also  mention  that  the  Congress  has  t^a  no 
hesitation  in  authorizing  and  appropriat- 
ing the  many  bilUons  necessary  to  pfovlde 
materiel  such  as  airplanes,  ships,  tank».  and 
guns,  and  the  bases  from  which  to  operate 
these  Implements  of  war.  Since  the  cost  of 
providing  adequate  living  quarters  t<tr  the 
personnel  who  niust  man  this  equipn^nt  is 
relatively  small  when  compared  with  the 
cost  of  the  equipment  and  the  bases  them- 
eelvea.  there  is  no  sound  reason  wtty  we 
should  be  niggardly  in  this  respect. 

The  committee  has  been  convince^  that 
the  military  departments  have  used  cotiserv- 
atlve  criteria  In  estimating  requirementB  for 
family  quarters.  Illustrative  of  thla  con- 
viction is  the  fact  that  in  the  calculating  of 
these  requirements  the  permanent  peace- 
time strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  has  been 
assumed  to  be  1.750,000,  which  figure  Is 
slightly  more  than  one-half  ot  the  present 
actual  strength.  About  10  percent  qf  the 
1.750,000  are  officers  and  some  90  percent 
enlisted  men.  A^irozimately  80  percent  of 
the  officers  and  20  percent  of  the  enfllBted 
men  are  estimated  to  be  married  and  to  re- 
quire family  quarters  for  the  purpose  oT  this 
calculation,  whh^  results  in  ttie  require- 
ment of  140,000  units  for  officers  and  315.000 
units  for  enlisted  men.  a  total  of  4^5.000 
units.  Against  this  total  there  are  now 
available  47,000  pennanent  public  quarters 
and  25,000  temporary  public  quartera  that 
aiw  in  satisfactory  condition  and  87.000 
units  constructed  under  the  so-called  Wher- 
ry Act  that  are  completed  or  in  the  process 
of  oxnpletlon.  The  total  availabiltiy  of 
149,000  units  when  matched  against  the  to- 
tal requirement  of  455,000  units  reflecU  a 
deficit  of  300.000  units.  It  has  been  esti- 
mated that  150,000  privately  owned  housing 
tmits  are  available  in  local  commuaitles. 
Thus  the  net  deficit  Is  at  least  150,000  units. 
With  a  deficit  of  this  sLse.  the  obvious 
question  Is  how  best  to  meet  the  deficit, 
■nie  prii)clpal  alternatives  are  to  congtruct 
the  hotulng  through  appropriated  furtds  or 
to  cau89  the  housing  to  be  constructed 
through  fiu^her  utUization  of  title  VtlX  of 
the  National  Housing  Act.  which  Is  loiown 
as  the  Wherry  Housing  Act.  When  the  com- 
mittee questioned  Department  of  Defense 
repreaentetlvea  regarding  why  the  Wtherry 
Act  could  not  be  utilized  to  provide  the 
needed  housing -these  representatives  fur- 
nished a  statement  that  has  been  set  forth 
on  pages  3  and  4  of  the  conunlttee  report. 
TlM  Senator  from  South  Dakota  recom- 
mends that  this  statement  be  read  by  those 
who  would  urge  Wherry  housing  as  a  com- 
plete solution  to  this  problem. 

It  should  be^ioted  that  every  housing  unit 
constructed  pursuant  to  the  authoriaition 
contained  In  8.  8818  will  mean  that  the  Ap- 
propriationa  Committee  will  not  be  recguired 
to  HVoprlate  quarters  allowances  for  the 
personnel  occupying,  these  unite.  Sln<»  the 
average  quarters  allowance  Is  between  81,000 
and  81.100  per  year,  and  this  auth<M'imtlon 
bill  would  provide  11.967  units  of  family 
houBlng.  it  will  be  seen  that  in  future  years 
Vproprlatlons  for  quarters  aUowancea  can 
be  reduced  by  about  812  miUlon  each  year. 
After  14  or  16  years  the  coet  of  the  hohsing 
wOl  have  been  amortised  and  the  only  cost 
to  the  Government  after  that  time  vrtl  be 
for  malntexumoe.  The  eatlmated  life  of  the 
housing  is  36  years  so  that  after  the  total 
cost  of  the  construction  has  been  ret^ned 
to  the  Oovnnment  substantial  savings  wiU 
aecrue  over  approalmately  20  years,  and 
theee  savings  would  be  in  addition  to  those 
caused  by  whatever  tf  eet  an  increase  in  re- 
enlistment  rates  and  a  decreaee  in  resl^na- 
tlODs  might  have. 


The  type  aiMl  cost  of  housing)  provided 
under  this  authorlaaticm  will  be  fuhject  to 
prcxnulgation  at  detailed  speclflqatlona  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense.  One-,  tw0-,  three-, 
and  four-bedroom  houses  will  be  i>rovlded. 
Housing  constructed  for  enlisted :  men  will 
average  953  square  feet  in  area  and  $12JU0 
in  coet;  housing  for  company-grafle  oOteera 
will  average  1.126  square  feet  in  i  area  and 
$15,200  In  cost;  housing  for  fleld-|7ade  ofB- 
cers will  av«-age  1.500  square  fe«t  in  area 
and  820.250  in  cost;  and  housing  for  ofBcers 
in  flag  and  general  rank  wUl  avefage  2.000 
square  feet  in  area  and  $37,000  in  foat. 

Since  the  average  cost  of  all  blouaing  to 
be  constructed  under  the  authoria^tion  con- 
tained in  this  bUl  will  be  $13,500,  i^  is  mani- 
fest that  the  great  preponderanie  of  the 
housing  to  be  constructed  Is  fof  enlisted 
men  and  company-grade  officers. 

When  the  military  construction  tutborlza- 
tlon  bill  for  fiscal  year  1955,  whlctt  has  be- 
come Public  Law  634.  83d  Cotigrcss.  was 
pending  before  the  House  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  the  Department  Of  Defense 
requested  an  amendment  to  the  bill  that 
would  have  added  $350  million  in  authoriza- 
tion for  the  construction  of  military  family 
housing.  The  House  Conunlttee  pn  Armed 
Services  decided  to  consider  the  family-hous- 
ing authorization  separately,  and  Public  Law 
534,  83d  Congress,  does  not  contain  author- 
ization for  family  housing.  Subeequently, 
the  House  Conunlttee  on  Armed  Services  con- 
ducted hearings  on  the  housing  aut|iorlzatlon 
and  reported  H.  R.  M24.  The  line  items 
comprising  H.  R.  9024.  as  it  was  rt|x>rted  by 
the  House  Armed  Services  Conunlttee,  total 
some  $216  million,  but  an  appropriation  of 
not  to  exceed  $175  million  was  recotnmended 
to  carry  out  the  ptirposes  of  the  bill. 

The  committee  was  of  the  opinion  that 
the  appropriations  authorization  should  cor- 
respond to  the  total  of  the  Une  ItcCns  In  the 
bill.  After  conducting  hearings,  the  cosn- 
mlttee  made  reductions  and  deletions  neces- 
sary to  cause  the  line  items  to  niot  exceed 
$175  million. 

Section  407  of  the  bUl  authorize^  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  to  prociire  fan^Iy  hous- 
ing for  military  personnel  in  foreign  co\in- 
trles  through  the  use  of  foreign  cfurrencles. 
in  accordance  with  the  provlsioi|s  of  the 
Agricultural  Trade  Development  a8d  Asalst- 
ance  Act  of  1954  (Public  Law  480,  B$a  Cong.) . 
The  extent  of  this  authority  is  limited  to  the 
equivalent  of  $75  mUlion  in  forelgfi  curren- 
cies. 

The  Agricultural  Trade  Developtient  and 
Assistance  Act  of  1954  authorizes  |he  Presi- 
dent to  negotiate  agreemenU  with  friendly 
nations  for  the  sale  of  surplus  agrictUtund 
commodities  in  exchange  for  foreign  ctu-- 
rencies.  Section  104  of  the  act  prescribes  the 
purposes  for  which  the  President  may  use 
the  foreign  currencies  that  accrqe  to  the 
United  States  from  the  sale  of  surplus  com- 
modities. Section  105  of  the  act  provides 
that  "any  department  or  agency  of  the  Gov- 
ernment using  any  of  such  currencies  for  a 
purpose  for  which  funds  have  be<n  appro- 
priated shall  reimburse  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  in  an  amount  equivalent 
to  the  dollar  value  of  the  currencies  used." 

In  order  that  the  Commodity  Cnedlt  Cor- 
poration shall  not  be  unfairly  charged  with 
the  coet  of  military  housing,  section  407  of 
this  bill  provides  that  approprlatlohs  other- 
wise available  for  payment  of  quarters  allow- 
ances of  personnel  occupying  family  hous- 
ing acquired  pursuant  to  this  authority  shall 
be  available  for  reimbursement  to  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  In  an  amount 
equivalent  to  the  dollar  value  of  th^  cinren- 
cies  used. 

The  committee  has  amended  section  407 
by  adding  a  provision  that  the  Co$nmlttees 
on  Armed  Services  shall  be  fumlsMed  quar- 
terly reports  of  the  housing  procured  pursu- 
ant to  the  authority  contained  in  this 
tlon. 


Section  408  of  the  bill  authorises  the  Sec- 
retariea  of  the  military  departments  to  ac- 
quire a  total  of  not  to  exceed  6,000  units  of 
trailers  to  be  made  available  for  occupancy 
by  military  personnel  and  their  dependents 
on  a  rental  basis  without  loss  of  any  aUow- 
ances  for  quarters. 

The  committee  has  been  sufficiently  im- 
pressed by  recent  refinements  in  trailers  to 
believe  that  they  would  serve  a  useful  pur- 
pose in  some  locations  where  it  is  inadvisable 
to  construct  or  otherwise  to  procure  housing 
for  military  personnel.  Trailers  probably 
do  not  constitute  housing  that  is  sufllcienUy 
adequate  to  require  the  personnel  occupying 
them  to  forfeit  the  entire  amoimt  of  quar- 
ters allowances,  and  it  Is  contemplated  that 
the  rentals  charged  for  the  use  of  these 
Uailers  will  be  somewhat  less  than  the  quar- 
ters allowances  accruing  to  the  personnel 
occupying  them.  The  rentals  received  will 
be  covered  into  the  Treasury  under  "Miscel- 
laneous receipte." 

If  there  are  questions  from  Senators  I  shall 
be  glad  to  attempt  to  answer  them.  If 
there  are  no  questions  I  recommend  that 
the  biU  be  passed. 


CONVEYANCE  OP  CERTAIN  BGNERAL 
RIGHTS  TO  MRS.  PEARL  O.  MARR 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3261)  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance of  certain  mineral  rights  to  Mrs. 
Pearl  O.  Marr,  of  Crossroads.  N.  Mex.. 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
with  an  amendment  on  page  2.  after  line 
2,  to  insert: 

Sac.  2.  Mrs.  Pearl  O.  Marr  shall  succeed  to 
the  pcsitlon  of  the  United  States  as  lessor 
at  the  time  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
makes  conveyance  under  this  act.  The 
United  States  shall  not  be  liable  for  any 
rents  or  royalties  accruing  before  the  date 
of  the  conveyance.  , 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  It  enacted,  etc..  That  the  SecreUry  of 
the  Interior  U  authorized  and  directed  to 
convey  by  quitclaim  deed  and  without  com- 
pensation to  Mrs.  Pearl  O.  Marr,  of  Croas- 
roads.  N.  Mex..  all  oil,  gas.  or  other  mmeral 
rights  which  are  held  by  the  United  States 
in  the  following-described  lands  situated  in 
Lea  Cotmty.  N.  Max.:  The  east  half  of  the 
southeast  quarter  of  section  33;  the  aouth 
half  of  the  south  half  of  section  34;  the 
southwest  quarter  of  the  southwest  quarter 
of  section  35.  township  9,  range  87  east.  New 
Mexico  principal  meridian,  containing  two 
hundred  and  eighty  acres,  more  or  less. 

Sbc.  2.  Mrs.  Pearl  O.  Marr  shaU  succeed  to 
the  position  of  the  United  States  as  lessor 
at  the  time  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
makes  conveyance  under  this  act.  The 
United  States  shall  not  be  liable  for  any  rents 
or  royalties  accruing  before  the  date  of  the 
conveyance. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


in  line  21.  at  the  beginning  of  the  line, 
to  strike  out  "'(a)"  and  insert  •'(l)"; 
on  page  4,  at  the  beginning  of  line  1,  to 
strike  out  "(b) "  and  insert  "(2)";  after 
line  3,  to  insert: 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  re- 
quire in  connection  with  any  project  for  the 
control  or  extinguishment  of  fires  in  any  in- 
active coal  mine  on  any  lands  not  owned  or 
controlled  by  the  United  States  or  any  of  Its 
agencies,  except  where  such  project  is  neces- 
sary fcr  the  iHX>tectlon  of  lands  or  other 
property  owned  or  controlled  by  the  United 
States  or  any  of  its  agencies,  (1)  that  the 
State  or  person  owning  or  controlling  such 
lands  contribute  on  a  matching  basis  50  per- 
cent of  the  cost  of  planning  and  executing 
such  project,  or  (3).  If  such  State  or  person 
furnishes  evidence  satisfactory  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  of  an  Inability  to  make 
the  matching  contribution  berem  provided 
for,  that  such  State  or  person  pay  to  the 
Government,  within  such  period  of  time  as 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  determine, 
an  amount  equal  to  60  percent  of  the  cost 
of  planning  and  executing  such  project.  At 
least  75  percent  of  the  funds  expended  In  any 
fiscal  year,  from  any  appropriation  available 
to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  act.  In  con- 
nection with  projects  for  the  control  or  ex- 
tlngulshmfnt  of  fires  In  Inactive  coal  mines 
where  such  action  is  not  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  lands  or  other  property  owned 
or  controlled  by  the  United  States  or  any 
of  its  agencies,  shall  be  expended  In  con- 
formity with  clause  (1)  of  this  sulisectlon. 

On  page  5,  line  7,  after  the  word  "act", 
to  insert  "of  1949",  and  on  page  6,  line 
10.  after  the  word  "fund",  to  strike  out 
"for  disbursement  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  as  the  terms  of  the  grant 
may  require."  and  Insei-t  "to  be  disbursed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  upon 
certification  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
the  grant." 

The  ajnendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

ISSUANCE  OP  CERTAIN  PUBLIC  IM- 
PROVEMENT BONDS  BY  THE  TER- 
RITORY OF  HAW  An 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6886)  to  ratify  and 
confirm  sections  5  and  6  of  Act  254  and 
Act  280  of  ihe  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii 
1953  and  to  authorize  the  issuance  of 
certain  public  improvement  bonds  by  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


sidered,  wdered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


EXTTNOUXSHMENT  OP  OUTCROP 
AND  UNDERGROUND  PIRES  IN 
COAL  FORMATIONS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  270)  to  provide  for  the  control 
and  extinguished  of  outcrop  and  imder- 
ground  fires  in  coal  formations,  tmd  for 
other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs  with  amendments  on  page 
3,  line  14,  after  "Sec.  5",  to  insert  "(a)"; 


ISSUANCE  OP  GENERAL  OBLIGATION 
BONDS  BY  THE  TERRITORY  OP 
HAWAH 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5997)  to  enaUe  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to 
authorize  the  issuance  of  general  obliga- 
tion bonds,  the  proceeds  thereof  to  be 
used  for  veterans'  mortgages,  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  ttaa 
bill  (H.  R.  M59)  authorisiiig  the  coa- 
struction,  repair,  and  i^eservatlcm  ct 
certain  public  works  on.  rivers  and 
harbors  for  navigation,  flood  control,  and 
for  other  purposes,  was  announced  as 

next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over.  

The  PRESIDING  C^FICEU.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


AMENDMENT  OF  ORGANIC  ACT  OF 
GUAM 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8634)  to  amend  secUon 
22  of  the  Organic  Act  of  Guam  was  con- 


TRANSFER  OP  CERTAIN  UNITED 
STATES  PROPERTY  TO  TBCE  STATE 
OP  WYOMING 

The  bill  (S.  2486)  authorizing  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  to  transfer  certain 
property  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment (in  the  Wyoming  National  Guard 
Cunp  Guernsey  target  and  maneuver 
area.  Platte  County,  Wyo.)  to  the  State 
of  Wyoming  was  announced  as  next  in 

order.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanatioa  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  convey  to  the 
State  of  Wyoming,  for  the  use  of  the 
Wyoming  National  l^uard,  about  7.680 
acres  of  grazing  land  in  Platte  Coxmty. 
Wyo..  to  lie  used  as  a  maneuver  hnd  tar- 
get area. 

I  might  say  the  bill  provides  that  if 
the  land  is  not  used  for  that  purpooe  the 
title  shall  revert  to  the  United  States. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  Na- 
tional Guard  of  several  surrounding 
States  have  indicated  that  they  desire  to 
use  this  area  for  the  same  purpose.  Tbe 
State  of  Wyoming  has  set  aside  several 
thousand  acres  of  its  own  land  tot  the 
same  purpose.  In  additi<m  to  that,  the 
State  has  bought  up  about  $40,000  worth 
of  privately  owned  lands. 

The  purpose  of  the  Ull  is  to  authorise 
the  transfer  of  Federal  lands  lying  with- 
in the  proposed  maneuver  area  to  the 
State  of  Wyoming. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  asked  for  the  ex- 
planation because  I  knew  it  would  bear 
out  what  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  has 
Just  said.  The  bm  is  in  Une  with  a  whole 
series  of  conveyances  for  National  Guard 
purposes,  such  as  at  Fort  Blanding.  in 
Florida;  at  Klamath  Falls,  in  Oregon; 
and  one  in  California,  as  I  recalL 
Mr.  BARRETT.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  MORSE.  The  bill  is  definitely  in 
line  with  the  Morse  formula,  insofar  as 
the  conveyance  is  concerned,  because  the 
Federal  Government  is  to  receive  more 
than  adequate  consideration,  whm  we 
consider  the  Federal  benefits  which  ae- 
crue from  the  National  Guard  s?rvioe.- 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  2486). 
which  had  been  report  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
with  amendments  on  page  2,  line  f.  after 
the  word  "Lots"  to  strike  out  "1.  2.  3. 
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•od  4,  aoutlnrMt  Quarter  nortlmsi  quar- 
ter^ Math  bftU  northvwt  qoftrter,  north- 
wwt  onutar  aootheMt  quarter,  aouth- 
eaet  qoarternatheaafc  iiuarter  pectton  1; 
lota  1.  X  S.  ftad  4.  aouth  half  northwest 
^iaartM>.  aaat  half  aoothweat  quarter. 
aooUmtat  quarter  ioutheast  quarter  see- 
tloa  Si  kita  S  and  4.  weat  half  aouth- 
•aat  quarter  aeetioa  S;  lota";  In  line  IS. 
after  "aeetkm  V,  to  strike  out  "north- 
east qnart«r.  northwest  quarter  south- 
cast  quarter  section  10;  north  half 
ntutheast  quarter,  southwest  quarter 
northeast  quarter  seetion  11;  east  half 
northeast  quarter,  southwest  quarter 
northeast  quarter,  west  half  southeast 
quarter  aeetkm  12;  northwest  quarter 
northeast  quarter,  southeast  quarter 
northeast' quarter  section  13." 

On  iwge  3.  line  23,  after  "section  33" 
to  strike  out  "east  half"  and  Insert 
"northeast  quarter";  on  page  5,  after 
line  9.  to  Insert: 


9.  (a)  Wbere  lands  described  to  be 
oonir«y«d  hendn  are  being  tiaed  under  valid 
outataadlnc  tTnlted  Statea  graslng  leaaea,  tbe 
Oecratery  of  the  mtartor  diaU  conTey  the 
lands  oolj  after  be  find*  mziUble  proTlakm. 
•qiiltable  to  aueb  leaieea.  baa  been  made  to 
otunpenaate  tbem  for  loaaea  reaultlng  from 
the  iiae  at  tbe  lands  for  tbe  puriKMas  of 
this  act  and  to  aasure  them  H>proprlste 
prefarenoe  to  such  future  use  of  the  lands 
for  graslBc  aa  may  be  consistent  with  tbe 
purpoaea  of  tbis  act. 

(b)  Tbe  Secretary  of  the  Xnterlor,  at  the 
earUeet  poaatble  date  after  tbe  sseeutloo  of 
the  eonvayance  suthorlxad  by  this  set,  ihaU 
lasua  a  p«mtt  to  the  State  of  Wyoming  al- 
lowing tbe  State  tbe  free  uae  of  tbe  lands 
described  below  for  tbe  puipoeee  described 
in  aeetlon  1  ot  tbls  act  and  subject  to  ade- 
quate protection  of  the  lands  for  VMleral 
purpoass: 

Lots  I.  3,  8,  and  4.  southwest  quarter 
northeast  quarter,  south  half  northwest 
quarter,  northwest  quarter  southeast  quarter, 
southeast  quarter  southeast  quarter  section 
1;  Iota  1,  a.  3.  and  4,  aouth  half  northwest 
quarter,  east  half  southwest  quarter,  south- 
west quarter  aoutbeast  quarter  section  3;  lots 
S  and  4.  wast  half  southeast  quarter  section 
3;  northeast  quarter,  northwest  quarter 
southeast  quarter  seetion  10;  north  half 
ncnrtbeast  quarter,  aouthweat  quarter  north- 
east quarter  section  11;  east  half  northeast 
quarter,  southwest  quarter  northeast  qiuv- 
*«.  w««t  half  southeast  quarter  section  12; 
northwest  quarter  nortbeast  qtuuter,  south- 
east quarter  northeast  quarter  section  13: 
southeast  quarter  section  3S,  township  ss 
north,  range  87  weat,  sixth  principal  meridian. 
State  ci  Wyoming. 

And  on  page  8,  after  line  13,  to  insert: 

Sk.8.  The  State  of  Wyoming  may  Ci»- 
poae  of  interests  and  rights  in  tbe  land 
by  leaae,  license,  and  easement,  provided 
that  the  exercise  of  such  rights  and  uses 
shall  not  Impair  the  use  of  tbe  land  ttx 
tbe  puipoees  set  out  In  section  1  of  tbls 
«ct.  Rerenues  deriTcd  from  such  trans- 
ections by  tbe  SUte  of  Wyoming  shall  be 
expended  by  the  State  for  the  protection, 
maintenance,  and  preaervaUon  of  tbe  lands 
for  tbe  purposes  expressed  in  tbls  act  and 
for  the  protection  and  preeeivatlon  of  the 
natural  reaources  thereon.  The  United 
States  and  the  State  of  Wyoming  shall  aliare 
equaUy  in  any  residual  revenue  beyond  tbe 
co*t  for  thoee  purpoeea.  All  moneys  to 
which  tbe  United  Statea  is  entitled  under 
tbU  act  shau  be  deposited  In  tbe  Treasury 
as  mlscellanaous  receipts.  Tbe  Secretary 
of  tbe  Interior  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  are  authorised  to  enter  into  any  nee- 
emary  agreements  with  tbe  ivoper  authon- 


tlea  of  tbe  State  of  Wyoming  for  tbe  pur- 
poee  of  carrying  out  the  jMrovlslons  ai  tbis 
act. 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
tbe  XnterkMT  Is  hereby  authorized  an|l  di- 
rected to  transfer  to  tbe  State  of  Wyckning 
certain  property  of  tbe  United  States  Got- 
emment  sltiiated  near  Lake  Guernsey,  f  latte 
County.  Wyo..  deecribed  aa  foUowB: 

Lota  1,  a,  8,  and  4  of  section  5;  lots  1»  2.  3. 
S,  and  e,  east  half  southwest  quarter,  west 
half  southeast  quarter  section  6:  nortawest 
quarter  nortbeast  quarter,  west  half  seuth- 
west  quarter,  southeast  quarter  soutlwest 
quarter  section  17;  northeast  quarter,  aorth 
half  northwest  quarter,  southeast  quarter 
northwest  quarter,  northeast  quarter  seuth- 
west  quarter,  north  half  southeast  qtiarter 
aeetlon  aO:  all  in  township  28  north,  fange 
ee,  west,  sixth  principal  meridian. 

Lote  1,  a.  3,  and  4,  south  half  north  half 
section  4;  south  half  southwest  quarter  sec- 
tion 8;  lot  1,  section  7;  lots  2  and  3,  north- 
eaat  quarter  southwest  quarter  sectloa  18; 
aoutbeast  quarter  northeast  quarter,  north- 
west quarter  southeast  quarter  potion  M;  all 
In  township  87  north,  range  67  west.  Birth 
principal  meridian. 

South  half  southwest  quarter  section  2; 
northwest  quarter  southwest  quarter,  north- 
east quarter  southeast   quarter   south   half 
aouth    half    section    3;     northwest    qi^irter 
northeast    quarter,    south    half    nortkeast 
quarter  section  8;  northwest  quarter  north- 
east  qxxarter,   northeast   quarter   northwest 
quarter,  south  half  north  half,  north  half 
south    half    section    9;    northwest    quarter. 
nirth    half    southwest    quarter,    southeast 
quarter  southwest  quarter  section  10;  aorth 
half  northwest  quarter,  southwest  quarter 
northwest  quarter,  northwest  quarter  south- 
west quarter  section  14;   northeast  quarter. 
southwest  quarter  southwest  quarter,  aorth 
half  southeast  quarter,   southwest  quarter 
southeast  quarter  section  16;  northeast  quar- 
ter, northeast  qiiarter  southeast  quarter  sec- 
tion 17;  northeast  quarter  southeast  quarter 
section  aO;  west  half  southwest  quarter  sec- 
tion 21;  north  half  northwest  quarter,  south- 
east quarter  southeast  quarter  sectloa  22; 
southwest  quarter  northeast  quarter,  north- 
east quarter  northwest  quarter,  south  half 
northwest  quarter,  southwest  quarter  section 
23;  east  half  northwest  quarter  sectloa  24; 
nrarthwest  quarter  southeast  quarter  section 
25;  east  half  northwest  quarter,  northeast 
quarter  southwest  quarter  section  27;  south- 
west quarter  northeast  quarter,   southwest 
quarter,  west  half  ^southeast  quarter  section 
28;  northeast  quarter  southeast  quarter  sec- 
tion 29;  southeast  quarter  southeast  quarter 
•action  31;  all  of  section  33;  northeast  qjuar- 
tw  of  section  35;  all  in  township  28  n^rth, 
range    67    west,    sixth    principal    meridian. 
Consisting  of  approximately  7,680  acres;  and 
said   property   shall    be    conveyed,    togather 
with   all   buildings,    improvements   thewon, 
and  all  apptirtenances  and  utilities  belonging 
or  appertaining  thereto,  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  shall  execute  and  deliver  la  the 
name  of  the  United  States  in  its  behalf  any 
and  aU  contracts,  conveyances,  or  othee  In- 
stnunents  as  may  be  necessary  to  effectuate 
tbe  said  transfer:  Proc<d«d.  That  there  ^all 
be  reserved  to  the  United  States  all  min- 
erals, including  oil  and  gas,  in  said  lands. 

Such  conveyance  shall  contain  a  provision 
that  aald  property  shall  be  used  primarily 
for  training  of  the  National  Guard  or  Air 
National  Guard  and  for  other  military  aur- 
poeea,  and  that,  If  the  State  of  Wyoming 
aball  ceaae  to  use  tbe  property  so  conveyed 
for  the  purposes  intended,  then  tlUe  thereto 
shall  immediately  revert  to  the  United  States 
and.  In  addition,  all  Improvements  made  by 
tbe  State  of  Wyoming  during  its  occupancy 
•haU  vest  in  the  United  States  without  pay- 
ment of  compensation  therefor. 


Such  conveyance  shall  contain  tbe  further 
provision  that  whenever  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  shall  declare  a  state  of  war  or 
other  national  emergency,  or  the  president 
declares  a  state  of  emergency  to  exist  and 
upon  the  determination  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary  that  the  profwrty  so  cobveyed  is 
useful  or  necessary  for  military,  airl  or  naval 
purposes,  or  in  the  interest  of  natnonal  de- 
fense, the  United  States  shall  have  the  right. 
without  obligation  to  make  paymeht  of  any 
kind,  to  reenter  upon  the  property  and  use 
the  same  or  any  part  thereof,  including  any 
and  all  improvements  made  by  the  State  of 
Wyoming,  for  the  duration  of  such  state  of 
war  or  other  national  emergency,  and  upon 
the  cessation  thereof  plus  6  moaths  said 
property  Is  to  revert  to  the  State  of  Wyoming 
together  with  any  or  all  facilities' and  Im- 
provements, appurtenances,  and  utilltiea 
thereon  or  appertaining  thereto. 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Where  lands  described  to  be 
conveyed  herein  are  being  used  uQder  valid 
outstanding  United  States  grazing  leases,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  convey  the 
lands  only  after  he  finds  suitable  provision, 
equitable  to  such  lessees,  has  been  made  to 
compensate  them  for  losses  resultdng  from 
the  use  of  the  lands  for  the  purposes  of  this 
act  and  to  assure  them  approprtaOe  prefer- 
ence to  such  future  use  of  the  lands  for 
grazing  as  may  be  consistent  with  the  piu*- 
poses  of  this  act. 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  at  the 
earliest  possible  date  after  the  exertion  of 
the  conveyance  authorized  by  this  act,  shall 
issue  a  permit  to  the  State  of  Wycening  al- 
lowing the  State  the  free  uae  of  Ijhe  lands 
described  t>elow  for  the  pxu-poees  described 
in  section  1  of  this  act  and  subject  to  ade- 
quate protection  of  the  lands  for  Federal 
purposes : 

Lots  1.  2.  3.  and  4.  southwest  quarter 
northeast  quarter,  south  half  northwest 
quarter,  northwest  quarter  southeast  quartM*. 
southeast  quarter  southeast  quarter  section 
1:  lots  1.  2.  3.  and  4.  south  half  nortbweat 
quarter,  east  half  southwest  quarter,  south- 
west quarter  southeast  quarter  section  2; 
lots  3  and  4.  west  half  southeast  quarter  sec- 
tion 3:  northeast  quarter,  northwest  quar- 
ter southeast  quarter  section  10;  nWtb  half 
northeast  quarter,  southwest  quarter  north- 
east quarter  section  11;  east  half  aortheast 
quarter,  southwest  quarter  northeast  quarter. 
west  half  southeast  quarter  section  12; 
northwest  quarter  northeast  quarter,  south- 
east quarter  northeast  quarter  section  18; 
southeast  quarter  section  35.  towaship  SS 
north,  range  67  west,  sixth  principal  merid- 
ian, state  of  Wyoming. 

Sec.  3.  The  State  of  Wyomlnr  m»y  dis- 
pose of  interests  and  rights  in  «ie  land  by 
lease,  license  and  easement,  provi<ied  that 
the  exercise  of  such  rights  and  utes  shall 
not  Impair  the  use  of  the  land  for  the  pur- 
poses set  out  In  section  1  of  this  aot.  Rev- 
enues derived  from  such  transactions  by  the 
State  of  Wyoming  shall  be  expended  by  the 
State  for  the  protection,  malntenaace.  and 
preservation  of  the  lands  for  the  purDoees  ex- 
pressed lif  this  act  and  for  the  protection  and 
preservation  of  the  natural  resources  there- 
on. The  United  States  and  the  State  of 
Wyoming  shall  share  equally  in  any  residual 
revenue  beyond  the  cost  for  those  purposes. 
All  moneys  to  which  the  United  States  Is 
entitled  under  this  act  shall  be  depdeited  in 
the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts.  Tbe 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  are  authorized  to  enter  Into  any 
necessary  agreements  with  the  prober  au- 
thorities of  the  State  of  Wyoming  tot  the 
purpc*e  of  carrying  out  the  proviaiont  of  tbls 
act. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  |o. 

The  bill  waa  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  thir  J  time, 
and  passed. 
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AORICULTDRAL  ENTRIES  UNDER 

NONICNERAL  LAND  LAWS 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3071)  to  amend  the  act  author- 
izing agricultural  entries  under  the  non- 
mineral  land  laws  of  certain  mineral 
lands  in  order  to  increase  the  limitation 
with  respect  to  desert  entries  made  under 
such  act  to  320  acres  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  BARJE^STT.  Mr.  President,  tbe 
purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  bring  into  accord 
two  different  laws  affecting  desert  en- 
tries. In  the  act  of  March  3.  1877,  Con- 
gress authorized  entries  of  homesteads 
not  exceeding  330  acres  on  nonmineral 
desert  lands.  In  the  act  of  July  17. 1914. 
desert  entries  were  authorized  on  lands 
withdrawn,  classified,  or  valuable  for 
phosphate,  nitrate,  potash,  oil.  gas.  or 
asphaltic  minerals.  In  that  case,  non- 
mineral  entries  are  limited  to  a  maxi- 
mum of  160  acres. 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  Is  to  bring  both 
those  acts  into  accord,  so  as  to  provide 
for  entries  of  320  acres.  Under  the  act 
of  1914  there  was  a  reservation  of  the 
minerals  to  the  United  States,  and  that 
will  continue  to  be  the  case. 

This  bill  has  been  approved  by  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  and  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  was  unani- 
mously approved  by  our  committee.  The 
Department  of  the  Interior  Justified  the 
bill  because  homesteading  under  the 
Desert  Entry  Act  has  taken  nearly  all 
Of  the  valuable  lands  which  were  avail- 
able, and  now  all  that  is  left  are  rather 
rough  lands. 

Mr.  MAQNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  lllce  to  aslc  a  question.  I  am  con- 
cerned with  how  this  measure  might 
affect  the  160-acre  limitation  on  desert 
lands  under  the  Department  of  the  Inte- 
rior, which  are  reclaimed  under  the 
reclamation  law. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Washington  speaUng  of  entries  under 
the  reclamation  law? 
Mr.  MAQNUSON.  Yes. 
Mr.  BARRETT.  Let  me  say  that  the 
bill  does  not  affect  in  any  way,  shape,  or 
form,  homestead  entries  unler  the  recla- 
mation law.  This  Is  a  bill  relating  to 
homestead  entry  on  desert  claims. 

Mr.  MAQNUSON.  Does  the  bill  relate 
to  Federal  lands  that  do  not  come  under 
the  reclamation  law? 

Mr.  BARRETT.    That  is  true. 
Mr.    MAQNUSON.    The    bill    applies 
only  to  those  lands,  does  it? 

Mr.  BARRETT.     That  is  correct. 
Mr.  MAQNUSON.    The  bill  increases 
the  acreage  from  160  acres  to  320  acres, 
does  it? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  On  entries  imder  the 
1914  act  that  is  true. 

Mr.  MAQNUSON.  But  the  Rxcobd 
Will  be  clear,  as  I  understand,  that  in  no 
way  is  there  an  implied  repeal  or  an  im- 
plication that  the  160-acre  limitation 
under  the  reclamation  laws  will  be  af- 
fected. 
Mr.  BARRETT.  That  is  correct. 
The  PRESIDINQ  OPTICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  biU? 


Tliere  being  no  objection,  the  Soiate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3071) 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  iTuwilar  Affairs 
with  an  amendment  at  the  top  of  page  2. 
to  insert: 


8bc.  2.  The  first  session  of  the  act  of  June 
23.  1010  (S6  8Ut.  58S).  U  amended  by  strik- 
ing out  tbe  following  language:  "No  desert 
entry  made  under  the  provisions  of  tbls  act 
aball  contain  more  than  160  acres,  and." 

Sac.  3.  Any  person  who  has  made  a  valid 
desert-land  entry  on  lands  subject  to  the 
act  of  June  22.  1910  (36  Stat.  6S3),  or  of 
July  17,  1914  (SS  Stat.  609),  may.  if  other- 
wise qualified,  enter  as  a  personal  privilege, 
not  assignable,  an  additional  tract  of  deaert 
land  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  act 
and  section  7  of  the  act  of  June  38,  1934.  as 
amended  (48  Stat.  1269:  1272:  43  U.  S.  C, 
sec.  SlSf) ,  which  shall  not.  together  with  the 
original  entry,  exceed  830  aerea.  Tbe  bolder 
of  an  additional  entry  authorized  imder  this 
seetion  must  comply  with  all  the  require- 
ments of  the  desert -I  and  law  on  the  lands 
embraced  by  his  additional  entry. 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  first  section 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  agri- 
cultural entry  of  lands  withdrawn,  classified. 
or  reported  as  containing  phosphate,  nitrate, 
potash,  oil,  gas,  or  asphaltic  minerals",  ap- 
proved July  17, 1914  (38  SUt.  509) ,  is  amend- 
ed by  deleting  the  following:  ";  but  no  desert 
entry  made  under  the  provisions  of  this  act 
ahaU  contain  more  than  100  acres." 

Sac.  2.  The  first  section  of  the  act  of  June 
22, 1910  (36  SUt.  583) ,  U  amended  by  striking 
out  the  following  language :  "No  desert  entry 
made  under  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall 
contain  more  than  100  acres,  and." 

Sac.  8.  Any  person  who  has  made  a  valid 
desert-land  entry  on  lands  subject  to  the 
act  of  June  23,  1910  (36  SUt.  683).  or  of 
July  17.  1914  (38  SUt.  609).  may  if  other- 
wise qualified,  enter  as  a  personal  privilege, 
not  assignable,  an  additional  tract  of  desert 
land  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  act 
and  section  7  of  the  act  of  June  38,  1934, 
as  amended  (48  SUt.  1209;  1272;  43  U.  8.  C. 
sec.  SlSf ) ,  which  shall  not,  together  with  the 
original  entry,  exceed  320  acres.  The  holder 
of  an  additional  entry  authorised  under  this 
section  must  comply  with  all  the  requlre- 
menU  of  the  desert -land  law  on  the  lands 
embraced  by  his  additional  entry. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


AMENDMENT  OP  HAW  AH  HOME- 
STEAD LAW 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6885)  to  amend  sec- 
tion 1  of  Joint  Resolution  12  enacted  by 
the  2Sth  Legislature  of  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii,  in  the  regular  session  of  1949. 
and  approved  by  the  81st  Congress  of 
the  United  States  of  America  at  the  sec- 
ond session  (Public  Law  746,  ch.  833). 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


States,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  OORR     Over. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFTICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


PROMOTION  OP  RESERVE  COMPO- 
NENTS OP  THE  ARMED  PORCES— 
BUX  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6573)  to  provide  for 
the  promotion,  precedence,  constructive 
credit,  distribution,  retention,  and  elim- 
ination of  officers  of  the  reserve  compo- 
nents of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 


CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  LANDS 
TO  THE  MONTEREY  COUNTY 
FLOOD-CONTROL  AND  WATER 
CONSERVATION  DISTRICT,  MON- 
TEREY COUNTY.  CAUF. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3189)  providing  for  the  convey- 
ance by  the  United  States  to  the  Monte- 
rey County  Flood-Control  and  Water 
Conservation  District.  Monterey  County. 
Calif.,  of  certain  lands  in  Camp  Roberts 
MiUUry  Reservation,  Calif.,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  with  an  amendment  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause, 
and  insert: 

That  (a)  tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Army  la 
authorized  to  convey  by  quitclaim  deed,  to 
tbe  Monterey  County  Flood  Control  and  Wa- 
ter Conservation  District  of  Monterey  County. 
calif.,  for  the  purpoee  of  oonstructlnc, 
operating,  and  maintaining  thereon  a  dam 
and  reservoir  area  for  lU  B  Nadmlento 
Reservoir  project,  all  right,  title,  and  interest 
of  tbe  United  SUtes.  exolpt  aa  reeerved  laare- 
in,  in  and  to  so  much  of  tbe  foUowlag 
deecribed  lands  within  tbe  boundarlea  o< 
Camp  Roberts  Military  Reservation.  Calif.,  as 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  or  bla  dealgnee. 
and  tbe  Monterey  County  Flood  Control  and 
Water  Conservation  District  shall  determine 
to  be  necessary  as  a  dam  site  and  reservoir 
area  for  the  Kl  Naclmlento  project: 

The  east  half  of  tbe  southeast  quarter  of 
section  11:  the  southwest  quarter  oi  sectkm 
12;  tbe  west  half  of  section  13:  and  tbe  eaa* 
half  of  tbe  east  half  of  section  14.  all  lying 
in  township  25  south,  range  10  east.  Mount 
Diablo  base  meridian. 

(b)  The  deed  conveying  tbe  lands  deter- 
mined to  be  neoeaaary  for  tbe  dam  site  and 
reservoir  area  for  tbe  B  Nadmlento  fHOject 
shaU  provide  (1)  tat  tbe  leeeivatlon  by  tbe 
United  SUtes  of  all  mineral  rights.  Includ- 
ing oU  and  gas.  In  and  underlying  the  lands 
conveyed.  (3)  that  the  lands  conveyed  sbaU 
be  used  solely  for  the  purpose  of  construct- 
ing, maintaining,  and  operating  a  dam^and 
reservoir  project  thereon,  and  In  tbe  event 
such  dam  has  not  been  constructed  tbereoo 
within  10  years  afUr  tbe  enactment  of  tbll 
act,  or  in  the  event  the  lands  conveyed  aball 
at  any  time -after  construction  of  the  dam 
cease  to  be  used  for  tbe  sole  purpose  of  main- 
taining and  operating  a  dam  and  reservoir 
thereon,  all  right,  title,  and  Interest  In  and 
to   such   lands   shaU   revert   to   the   United 
States,  (3)   that  In  the  event  tbe  existing 
water  supply  at  Camp  Roberts  shall  be  di- 
minished or  adversely  affected  In  any  manner 
by  the  construction,  c^ieratkm.  and  main- 
tenance of  the  dam  and  reservoir  project, 
^the  grantee,  ita  successors,  and  assigns.  shaU 
provide  to  the  United  States  without  addi- 
tional cost  substitute  or  supplementary  wa- 
ter supply  neoeasary  to  equal  tbe  existing 
supply    at   Camp   Roberta.    (4)    tbe   Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  sbaU  be  granted 
for  recreational  and  training  piirpoaee  tbe 
use  of  the  lands  conveyed,  to  tbe  extent  that 
such  use  does  not  adversely  affect  the  opoa- 
tlon    and    maintenance    of    the    dam    and 
reservoir,    and    the    use   of   tbe   remaining 
portion  of  the  reeervolr  area,  to  tbe  extent 
provided  In  tbe  regulaUona  of  tbe  Monterey 
County  Flood  Control  and  Water  Oonserva- 
tion    DUtrict    generaUy    appUcaMe    to    tbe 
reservoir  area,   and    (5)    tbe   grantee  sbaU 
remove,  relocate,  and  reconstmct.  at  Ita  own 
cost  and  expense  aU  structures,  roads,  and 
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j'cnfiM  at  Ota4>  BobcrU  affectod  by  tbe  pro- 

poMd  OOBWyWS. 

Sac.  1.  tlM  Saeratarj  of  tha  Army  lu 
authui  laid  ftp  taau*  to  tba  li(»t«r»y  County 
nood  Okmtrol  and  Water  Oonaervatlon  ZMa- 
trtet,  wltboot.oompenaatkm  tlMrefor.  and  on 
au^  tarma  and  condltiona  aa  be  daetna  ap- 
prapriata.  «  lloaoae  to  um  and  occupy  any 
landa  tn  tte  araa  deaerlbed  In  Section  1  not 
,  purmaant  to  the  authorlaatlon  con- 
tberatn.  aa  may  be  required  for  tbe 
ftvatloo  off  botiow  materlale  end  any  other 
purpoaea  related  to  the  canatruetlon  of  the 
B  Nadmlanto  project. 

Sac.  8.  The  oonvcyance  herein  authorlaed 
ahaU  be  made  for  a  monetary  oonsldere- 
tlon  determlneid  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  or  hla  authorised  repreaentatlve  to 
repreaent  the  fair  market  value  of  the  eatate 
copveyad  and.  In  making  aueh  determination, 
the  Becratary  ahall  take  Into  account  the 
value  off  the  benaflta  accruing  to  the  C|unp 
Roberta  Military  Reeervatlon  aa  a  reeult  of 
the  conveyance. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
•ndtMssed. 

.  The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  providing  for  the  conveyance  by 
the  United  States  to  the  Monterey 
County  Plood  Control  and  Water  Con- 
servation District,  Monterey  County. 
Calif.,  of  certain  lands  in  Camp  Roberts 
Military  Reservation.  Calif.,  for  use  as  a 
dam  and  reservoir  site  and  for  other 
purposes." 

Mr.  MORSS  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  when  Calendar  No.  2031,  Sen- 
ate bill  3189,  was  taken  up,  I  was  en- 
grossed in  a  conference,  with  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  in  regard  to  an  amend- 
ment to  another  bill;  and  therefore  I 
missed  my  opportunity  to  submit  an 
amendment  to.  Senate  bill  3189.  The 
amendment  is  in  line  with  amendments 
which  heretofore  have  been  adopted  in 
the  case  of  similar  bills. 

So  I  ask  unanimous  consent  Uiat  Sen- 
ate bill  3189,  Calendar  No.  2031.  be  placed 
at  the  foot  of  the  caleodar. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection — — 

Mr.  KUCHEL.    Mr.  President 

The  FRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  imderstands,  does 
he  not,  that  Calendar  No.  2031,  Senate 
bill  3189.  has  been  passed? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  imderstand;  but  I 
should  like  to  have  the  vote  by  which  it 
w^  passed  reconsidered,  so  that  the  bill 
may  go  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  reconsideration  of  the 
vote  by  which  Calendar  No.  2031,  Senate 
bm  3189.  was  passed? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Ur.  President,  at  this 
time  I  object.  I  should  like  to  discuss  the 
matter  with  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 
Mr.  MORSE.  Then,  Mr.  President,  we 
may  as  well  stop  the  call  of  the  calendar, 
if  I  cannot  have  the  courtesy  of  recon- 
sideration of  the  bill.  I  was  engrossed  in 
the  discussion  of  an  amendment  to  an- 
other bill  at  the  time.  and.  at  the  speed 
we  were  going,  I  missed  the  fact  that  the 
bill  was  passed.  If  I  cannot  be  extended 
the  courtesy  of  reconsideration  of  the 
vote  by  which  the  bill  was  passed,  we 
may  as  weU  stop  consideration  of  meas- 
ures on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 
Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 


Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  Ciilendar 
committee  takes  the  position  that  there 
should  be  no  return  to  bills  which  have 
been  considered,  except  to  have  them 
passed  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar.  I 
think  that  is  in  the  interest  of  orderly 
procedure. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  It  is  too,  but  the 
Senator  from  California  does  not  want 
the  bill  to  go  to  the  foot  of  the  calefidar. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President.  I  could 
not  hear  what  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
was  saying  a  moment  ago. 

hbc.  MORSE.  I  wished  to  ofTer  an 
amendment  to  Calendar  No.  2031.  Sen- 
ate bill  3189.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
California  would  not  object  to  it.  It  is 
an  amendment  which  has  been  adopted 
in  connection  with  a  whole  series  of  bills. 
It  goes  to  the  question  of  determining  a 
standard  for  the  price  of  the  property. 

Section  3  of  the  bill  as  it  stands  teads 
as  follows: 

Sec.  3.  The  conveyance  herein  authC)rlzed 
shall  be  made  for  a  monetary  conBlderatlon 
determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Artny  or 
his  authorized  representative  to  represent  the 
fair  market  value  of  the  estate  conveyed  and, 
In  making  such  determination,  the  Secfetary 
shall  take  into  account  the  value  off  the 
benefits  accruing  to  the  Camp  Roberts  Mili- 
tary Reservation  as  a  result  of  the  cadvey- 
ance. 

In  connection  with  a  whole  series  of 
biUs,  I  have  objected  to  this  particular 
language.  All  my  amehdment  provides 
is  that  the  property  shall  be  conyeyed 
at  the  fair  market  value. 

Other  Senators  have  adopted  the 
standard  which  has  become  pretty  much 
of  a  practice  in  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carran]  .  in  connection  with  an  identical 
bill,  in  principle,  at  the  last  call  at  the 
calendar,  adopted  the  language  of  my 
amendment.  It  does  not  prevent  sale  of 
the  property,  but  it  does  take  away  from 
any  Government  ofOcial  arbitrary  dis- 
cretion to  take  Into  account  some  such 
intangible  thing  as  is  included  in  the 
language  of  the  bill  defining  the  fair 
market  standard.  All  I  am  asking  is 
that  the  property  be  conveyed  oa  the 
basis  of  the  fair  market  value. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Chair  correctly  understand  that  the 
Senator  from  California  has  withdrawn 
his  objection? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  I  will 
withdraw  my  objection  if  the  bill  may 
be  passed  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar.  , 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  vote  by  which  the  bill 
was  passed  will  be  reconsidered,  and  the 
bill  will  be  passed  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar  for  consideration  later. 


RETIREMENT    OF    CERTAIN    OFFI- 
CERS   OF    THE    REGULAR    AKMY 
AND  REGULAR  AIR  FORCE       i 
The  bill  (H.  R.  9002)   to  amend  the 
OfBcer  Personnel  Act  of  1947  to  provide 
for  the  retirement  of  certain  offlcets  of 
the  Regular  Army  and  the  Regular  Air 
Force  at  age  60.  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  annoimced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar. 


The  PRESmLMQ  OPPICEH.  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  will  be  iplaced  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 


CONFERRING  OF  APPROPRIATE  DE- 
GREES UPON  PERSONS  p»  THE 
RESIDENT  COLLEGE  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES  AIR  POLICE  IN- 
STITUTE  OF  TECHNOLOGY 

The  bill  (S.  3712)  to  authorize  the 
commander.  Air  University,  to  confer 
appropriate  degrees  upon  pemons  who 
meet  all  requirements  for  thos^  degrees 
in  the  Resident  College  of  thfc  United 
States  Air  Force  Institute  of  Technology 
was  considered,  ordered  to  be  dngrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  under  rfgulatlona 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force, 
the  commander.  Air  University,  Qxay,  upon 
accreditation  of  the  United  States  Air  Force 
Institute  of  Technology  by  a  nationally  rec- 
ognized accreditation  association  0r  author- 
ity, confer  appropriate  degrees  upon  peraoiis 
who  meet  all  requirements  for  tboae  degrees 
in  the  Resident  College  of  the  United  States 
Air  Force  Institute  of  Technology. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  Pred- 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  an 
explanation  of  the  bill  may  b«  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  explana- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

AuTHoansiNo  Commakocx.  Ant  UKTvaaarrr, 
To  CoNm  Appeopkiate  £>Kcaxz8  ^pok  Pxa- 
soNs   Who   Mekt  All  RKQinKKB4Ki«Ta   po« 

Those  Degeees  in  the  RESCoxift  Coixoaa 

or  THE  Unfted  States  Aia  FoacR  Ufgnrxm 

or  Technoloct 

The  purpose  of  S.  3712  is  to  provide  au- 
thority for  the  commander  of  the  Air  Uni- 
versity to  confer  appropriate  degrees  upon 
persons  who  meet  the  proi>er  reqtiirements 
for  the  degrees  in  the  Resident  College  of  the 
United  States  Air  Force  Institute  of  Tech- 
nology. The  bill  fiirther  provides,  however, 
that  the  commander  would  posses  the  de- 
gree-granting authority  only  aftef  the  In- 
stitute of  Technology  has  received  accrediu- 
tlon  by  a  nationally  recognized  accfeditatlon 
association  or  authority.  This  scteol  is  op- 
erated by  the  Air  Force  and  offers  a  very 
high  degree  of  training  In  aeronautical  engi- 
neering and  related  fields.  Persona  who  at- 
tend the  school  are  selected  Air  Forte  officers. 

This  bUl  wUl  provide  the  means  by  which 
the  Institute  will  be  eligible  for  accredlU- 
tlon  since  a  school  cannot  be  recognized  for 
accreditation  unless  it  first  haa  degree- 
granting  authority.  In  federally  operated 
schools  Congress  must  provide  such  author- 
ity. There  is  ample  legislative  preoedent  for 
this  bin.  The  Navy  counterpart  t»  tbe  Air 
Force  Institute  of  Technology  Is  the  United 
States  Naval  Postgraduate  School  at  Mon- 
terey, Calif.,  which  was  authorized  the  de- 
gree-granting authority  as  a  result  of  Public 
Law  303  of  the  80th  Congress. 

This  bill  therefore  provides  the  fneans  by 
which  deserving  students  who  con^lete  the 
high-level  course  of  instruction  may  receive 
an  appropriate  degree  after  the  scllool  itself 
has  received  accreditation. 


SALE  OP  PXJBUC  LANDS  TO  CfKTAIN 
LESSEES  IN  THE  TERRITORY  OF 

HAWAII  I 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5832)  to  authorize  the 
Commissioner  of  Public  Landd  of  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  to  sell  public  lands 


to  certain  lessees,  permittees,  and  others, 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


ISSUANCE  OF  PUBLIC-IMPROVE- 
MENT BONDS  BY  THE  TERRI- 
TORY OF  HAWAH 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7517)  to  enable  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
to  authorize  the  city  and  coimty  of  Hono- 
lulu, a  municipal  corporation,  to  issue 
public-improvement  bonds  was  consid- 
ered, order  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passtjd. 


ERBCTION  OF  MEMORIAL  GIFT 
FRCM  THE  PEOPLE  OP  THE  NETH- 
ERLANDS 

The  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  356)  au- 
thorizing the  erection  of  a  memorial  gift 
from  the  people  of  the  Netherlands  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


SALE  OF  PUBUC-IMPROVEMENT 
BONDS  BY  THE  CITY  AND  COUN- 
TY OF  HONOLULU.  T.  H. 

The  bill  <H.  R.  7518)  to  enable  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
to  authorize  the  city  and  county  of  Hono- 
lulu, a  municipal  corporation,  to  issue 
public-improvement  bonds  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  thiid  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


FAMILY  QUARTERS  FOR  PERSONNEL 
OP  THE  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  was 
Calendar  No.  2037,  House  bill  9924.  acted 
upon?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  com- 
panion bill.  Calendar  No.  2020,  Senate 
bill  3818,  was  previously  passed. 

Mr.  BENNETT.     Very  welL 


CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  LAND 
BY  THE  FARM  LOAN  BOARD  OF 
HAWAII 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7568)  to  authorize  and 
direct  the  Farm  Loan  Board  of  Hawaii 
to  convey  certain  lard  and  to  ratify  and 
confirm  certain  acts  of  said  farm  loan 
beard  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  thii-d  time,  and  passed. 


EXCHANGE  OF  CERTAIN  LANDS  FOR 

THE     CATOCTIN     RECREATIONAL 

AREA.    MARYLAND 

The  bill  (S.  3296)  1o  authorize  the  ex- 
change of  lands  acquired  by  the  United 
States  for  the  Catoctin  recreational  dem- 
onstration area.  Fre<lerick  County,  Md., 
for  the  purpose  of  ccinsolidating  Federal 
holdings  therein  was  announced  as  next 
in  order.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  This  bill 
is  a  companion  bUl  U)  Calendar  No.  2237. 
House  bill  8821,  which  is  identical. 

Is  there  objection  to  present  consider- 
ation of  the  House  bill,  in  lieu  of  the 
Senate  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H. 
R.  8821)  to  authorize  the  exchange  of 
lands  acquired  by  thie  United  States  for 
the  Catoctin  recreatonal  demonstration 
area,  Frederick  County,  Md.,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  consolidating  Federal  holdings 
therein,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
.passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  Senate  bill  3296  will  be  in- 
dehnitely  postponed. 


CREATION  OF  NATIONAL  MONU- 
MENT COMMISSION 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  6455)  to  create  a  National 
Monument  Commission,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Aflfairs  with  an  amendment  on  page  2. 
line  16,  after  the  word  "Arts",  to  insert 
"and  thereafter  submitted  to  Congress 
for  legislative  authorization." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

REQUIREMENT  OF  BOND  COVERING 
PROPERTY  FOR  USE  BY  RESERVE 
OFFICERS'  TRAINING  CORPS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  7734)  to  amend  section  47  of 
the  National  Defense  Act  concerning  the 
requirement  for  bond  covering  certain 
property  Issued  by  the  United  States  for 
use  by  Reserve  OfBcers'  Training  Corps 
units  maintained  at  educational  institu- 
tions, which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  with 
amendments  on  page  1,  line  9,  after  the 
word  "consider",  to  strike  out  "appro- 
priate" and  Insert  "adequate,  but  in  no 
event  less  than  $5,000";  and  on  page  2, 
line  4,  after  the  word  "instruction.",  to 
insert  "A  bond  without  surety  thereon 
may  be  accepted  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force, 
provided  the  institution  to  which  the 
property  is  issued  furnishes  to  the  Sec- 
retary concerned  satisfactory  evidence 
of  its  financial  responsibility." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

AUTHORIZATION  OF  APPROPRIA- 
TION FOR  CONSTRUCTION  OP 
PUBLIC-SCHOOL  FACILITIES, 

KLAMATH  INDIAN  RESERVATION. 
OREG. 

The  bill  (S.  2699)  to  authorize  an  ap- 
propriation for  the  construction  of  cer- 
tain public-school  facilities  on  the  Kla- 
math Indian  Reservation  at  Chiloquin. 
Oreg..  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  This  is 
a  companion  bill  to  Calendar  No.  2236. 
House  bill  7290.  and  is  identical  with  one 
exception:  On  page  2.  in  line  6,  of  the 
House  bill,  the  wording  is  "of  tuition 
from  Federal  funds,"  whereas  in  the 
case  of  the  Senate  bill  the  words  are 
"from  Federal  funds  of  tuition  of  Indian 
children  under  Federal  supervision." 


Is  it  the  wish  of  the  Senate  to  Bli^ethe 
House  bill  considered?  Is  there  objec- 
tion to  the  consideration  of  the  House 
bUl  at  this  time? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  l^  (H.  R. 
7290)  to  authorize  an  appropriaticm  for 
the  construction  of  certain  public-school 
facilities  on  the  Klamath  Indian  Reser- 
vation at  Chiloquin.  Oreg. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
the  following  amendment,  to  strike  out 
all  after  the  enacting  clause  of  the  House 
bill  and  insert  the  text  of  the  Senate  bill. 
including  the  amendment  reported  by 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs.  

The  PRESIDINO  OWICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  LEGISLATIVE  CucRK.  It  is  proposed 
to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  claiue, 
and  insert: 

That  there  Is  hereby  authorised  to  be 
appropriated  the  sum  of  t30e.880  to  be  used 
by  the  Secretary  of  Interior  for  assisting  the 
Klamath  County  School  District  in  con- 
structing and  equipping  new  public-school 
facilities,  which  shall  Include  an  elementary 
school  site,  school  building,  and  neceieary 
equipment,  on  the  Klamath  Indian  Reeer- 
vatlon at  Chiloquin,  EUamath  County,  Oreg. 

Sec.  2.  Tbe  expenditure  of  any  money  ap- 
propriated pursuant  to  tbe  first  section  of 
this  act  shall  be  subject  to  the  ezpreis  con- 
ditions that  (1 )  40  percent  of  the  cost  of- each 
facilities  shall  be  paid  by  the  Klamath  Coun- 
ty School  District:  (2)  such  facilities  ahaU 
be  available  to  aU  Indian  children  of  tbe  dis- 
trict on  the  same  terms,  except  as  to  pay- 
ment from  Federal  funds  of  tuition  of  Indian 
children  under  Federal  supervision,  as  other 
children  of  tbe  district;  (3)  the  coet  of  pre- 
paring the  plans  and  specifications  for  such 
facilities,  to  be  furnished  by  the  local  or 
State  authorities,  shall  be  paid  out  of  the 
appropriation  authorized  in  this  act  In  the 
same  proportion  as  the  building  coeta;  (4) 
upon  the  approval  of  such  plans  and  speci- 
fications by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the 
actual  work  shall  proceed  under  the  super- 
vision of  such  local  authority;  and  (6)  pay- 
ment for  the  work  completed  ahall  be  made 
monthly  on  vouchers  properly  certified  by 
the  local  officials  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection.  Senate  bill  2699  will  be 
indefinitely  postponed. 


CIVIL  GOVERNMENT  FOR  ALASKA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1974)  to  amend  the 
third  paragraph  of  section  4.  chapter  1, 
title  I,  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  mak- 
ing further  provision  for  a  civil  govern- 
ment for  Alaska,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  June  6.  1900  (31  Stat.  322;  48 
U.  S.  C.  sec.  101) .  as  amended,  was  coa- 
sidered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  LAND  IN 
STATE  OF  MARYLAND 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  tbe 
bill  (S.  26i4)  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance of  certain  land  In  the  State  of 
Maryland  to  the  Disney-Bell  Post  ••  of 
the  American  Legion.  Bowie.  Md.,  whidi 


I 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


i 


Auanst  11 


ItiKK 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14lkl1 


KVAkuu.        X    J^lCiU. 


enaar. 


Territory  of  Hawaii  to  sell  public  lands 


\ 


i^ciiai/c     uiu    d«9u 


defiiiitely  postponed. 


r  AAA         V^r         «&A 


children  under  Federal  supervision.' 


the  American  Legion,  Bowie.  Md.,  whidi 


14M0 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


J, 


August  11 


195i 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14041 


1 1 


1  ? 


i 


,1 


h    I 


f 


h 


wpMJed  from  the  CommiUee 
on  Xttkecior  mnd  InsuUr  Affairs  with  an 
ainHMimeMt  on  pase  2,  after  line  2,  to 
strike  (nit: 

aee-t.  Boeh.  «DKff«y»BO»  shall  1m  aisde 
n*J«et  to  Ca)  th*  catwIttlnB  ttet  matA  land 
■haU  b*  «Ma  for  pubac  puniuw  and  If  tt 
■houM  tM  UMd  for  any  otlMr  pfurpoM  tltl* 
shaU  Mvert  to  tbe  xniltad  Btataa.  and  (b) 
so^  other  ocHMBticnu.  limitations,  m  res- 
•rratloiis  aa  the  aeeretary  may  deem  proper. 

Azkl  insert: 


.1.  aneh  oonveyanee  shall  be  made 
Qpoa  payment  by  the  Dtsney-^BM  Post  6e 
of  80  psce«t  of  the  appraised  fair  market 
value,  eaetoslve  of  any  increased  value  re- 
sulting from  the  development  or  tanprovs* 
ment  of  the  lands,  as  determined  1^  the 
Secretary,  and  shall  be  made  subject  to  <a) 
the  ccmdltion  that  such  land  shall  be  used 
by  the  Aaaerlcan  Legion  poet  for  Its  por- 
poses  and  If  H  should  be  used  (or  any  other 
purposes,  title  shall  revert  to  the  United 
States,  and  (b)  such  other  conditions,  lim- 
itations, or  reservations  ss  the  Secretary  may 
deem  proper. 

So  as  tomake  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  Is  authorised  and  directed  to 
convey  to  the  Disney-Bell  Post  60  of  the 
American  Legion.  Bowie,  lid..  wlUiout  eon- 
slderathm.  aU  x\gtit.  Utle.  and  Intereet  of 
the  XThlted  States,  except  as  retained  under 
eectlon  3  of  this  act.  to  all  of  the  land  ap- 
proximating 6  acres  more  or  less  In  Prince 
Georges  County,  Md..  which  such  post  Is  now 
using  under  a  special  use  permit  Issued  by 
the  nsh  and  Wildlife  Service  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior. 

8ac.S.  Such  oonveyance  shall  be  made 
upon  payment  by  the  Otsney-BeU  Poet  M 
of  SO  percent  «f  the  appraised  fair  market 
value,  eaetuslve  of  any  Increased  value  m- 
sultlng  from  the  deveh^nnent  or  In^xove- 
ment  of  the  lands,  as  determined  by  the  Sec- 
retary, and  shaU  be  made  subject  to  (a)  the 
condition  that  such  land  ahall  be  used  by 
the  American  Legion  poet  for  Ita  pmpoeee 
and  If  It  should  be  used  for  any  other  pur- 
poeee.  title  shaU  revert  to  the  United  States, 
and  <b)  such  other  ffiMMllttons.  limitations, 
or  reserfsttoiis  as  the  Seciwtary  may  deem 
proper. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President.  I 
oiTer  the  amendment  irtilch  I  send  to 
the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRBSIDINO  CfFFlCER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  win  be  stated. 

The  Lbcxslative  Clsrk.  On  page  1, 
line  5.  It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
words  "Vitbout  consideration." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


CONFORMATION  OF  SIZE  OF  TOWN- 
LOTS  TO  LOCAL  STANDARZ36 

The  Un  (H.  R.  8385)  to  amend  section 
2382  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  in  order  to 
make  the  slae  ot  townlots  conform  in  size 
to  local  standards  was  annoonced  as 
next  In  order. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  OCHIE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  exidanatlon  of  the  bill? 

The  PRESUHNO  OFFICER.  An  ex- 
planation is  requested  of  House  bill  8385. 


Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Presi^t. 
the  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  revise  thf  ex- 
isting statute  relating  to  townsitet  on 
public  lands,  so  as  to  repeal  the  present 
outmoded  maxlwtim  area  UmltatioH  of 
4.300  square  feet,  on  townlots  in  such 
townsltes.  The  bill  is  fully  explained  in 
House  Report  1886.  The  bill  merely  au- 
thorizes an  expansion  in  the  size  of  town- 
lots. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
con^ctered.  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


SALE  OF  CERTAIN  LAND  IN  ALASKA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
Mil  (H.  R.  2009)  to  authorize  the  sale 
of  certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Nlnil- 
chik  Hospital  Association,  of  Ninilchik. 
Alaska,  for  tbt  use  as  a  hospital  site  and 
related  purposes  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Inttrior 
and  Insular  Affairs  with  an  amendment 
on  page  2,  after  line  4.  to  strike  out: 

Sxc.  3.  That  the  conveyance  shall  be  made 
upon  the  payment  by  the  said  association 
for  the  land  at  its  reasonable  appraised  price 
of  not  lees  than  $10  per  acre,  to  be  fixed  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior:  Provided.  That 
the  conveyance  hereby  authorized  shall  not 
Include  any  land  covered  by  a  valid  existing 
right  Initiated  under  the  public  land  laws: 
Provided  furtKer,  That  the  coal  and  other 
mineral  deposits  in  the  land  shall  be  re- 
served to  the  United  States,  together  with 
the  right  to  prospect  for,  mine,  and  resaove 
the  same  under  appUcable  laws  and  reg ula- 
Uoos  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior:  J'rorfded  further.  That  said 
ccmveyance  Aall  not  be  made  unless  or  un- 
til said  prc^KMSd  grantee  shall  have  eom- 
Irited  with  all  applicable  statutes  and  regula- 
tions of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  pertahilng 
to  sssoclstlona  of  the  general  class  of  said 
proposed  grantee. 

Sac.  3.  Notwithstanding  any  of  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act,  the  Secretary  shall  con- 
vey the  lands  to  the  Ninilchik  Hospital  As- 
sociation of  Ninilchik.  Alaska,  only  if  the 
hospital  pays  the  price  fixed  by  the  Secretary 
wtthln  6  years  after  notification  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  price. 

Sac.  4.  If,  at  any  time  following  coqrvey- 
ance  of  stich  lands  to  the  Ninilchik  Hospital 
Asaociatlon^  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
makes  a  determination  that  the  association 
or  Its  successors  la  no  longer  using  such 
lands  for  the  purposes  specified  in  seotion 
1  of  this  act,  title  to  the  lands  conveyed 
shall  revert  to  the  United  States.  This  re- 
verter provision,  however,  shall  cease  t©  be 
in  effect  as  to  such  lands  25  years  after  is- 
suance of  patent  tho-efor.  , 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert:  J 
Sbc.  2.  Such  conveyance  shall  be  subject 
to  the  terms  and  conditions  provided  for  the 
sale  of  public  lands  to  a  nonproflt  corpora- 
tion or  nonproflt  association  under  the  act 
of  June  4,  1964  (Public  Law  387,  83d  Cong.. 
2d  sees.)  :  Provided,  That  the  conveyince 
hereby  authorized  shall  not  include  any  land 
cohered  by  a  valid  existing  right  Initiated 
under  the  public  land  laws,  or  a  valid  pos- 
sessory right  based  upon  section  8  of  tha  act 
of  May  17,  1884  (2S  Stat.  34),  section  14  of 
the  act  of  March  3.  1881  (26  Stat.  1095),  or 
section  27  of  the  act  of  June  8.  1900  (31  filtat. 
321;  48  U.  8.  C.  sec.  856) :  Provided  further. 
That  notwithstanding  any  of  the  provisions 
of  this  act.  the  Secretary  shall  convey  the 
lands  to  the  Ninilchik  Hospital  Association 


only  if  the  association  pays  the  prlcf  fixed  by 
the  Secretary  within  5  years  after  ziotlflca- 
tlon  by  the  Secretary  of  the  price. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  rnd  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


Alasi 


SALE  OP  CERTAIN  LAND  IN  ALASKA 
TO  THE  ALASKA  EVANOELIEaTION 
SOCIETY 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2010)  to  authorize  the  sale 
of  certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Alaska 
Evangelization  Society,  of  i;<evelock. 
Alaska,  for  missionary  purposes  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  conside^tlon  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  An  ex- 
planation is  requested  of  House  bill  2010. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  I  may  ask  o<ie  ques- 
tion, perhaps  an  explanation  will  be 
unnecessary. 

Is  adequate  compensation  being  paid 
for  this  land? 

Mr.  BruCHEL.  Yes.  That  is,  true  of 
this  entire  series  of  Alaskan  bllis. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  the  Federal  Government  is  receiv- 
ing adequate  compensation  in  all  these 
transactions,  and  therefore  the  Morse 
formula  is  not  involved. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Js  there 
objection  to  the  present  considemtion  of 
the  biU?  I 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  with  an 
amendment  on  page  2,  after  line  15,  to 
strike  out: 

Bzc.  2.  That  the  conveyance  shall  be  made 
upon  the  payment  by  the  said  Society  for 
the  land  at  its  reasonable  appraised  price, 
to  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
at  not  less  than  $1.25  per  acre,  if  the  Society 
makes  the  total  payment  due  wlthia  5  yean 
after  notification  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
amount  due:  Provided,  That  the  coaveyance 
hereby  authorized  shall  not  include  any  land 
covered  by  a  valid  existing  right  Initiated 
under  the  public-land  laws. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert:  I 
Sec.  2.  Such  conveyance  shall  be  subject 
to  the  terms  and  conditions  provided  for  the 
sale  of  public  lands  to  a  nonproflt  corpora- 
tion or  nonproflt  association  under  the  act 
of  June  4.  1954  (Public  Law  387,  83kl  Oong.. 
2d  sess.)  :  Provided,  That  the  conveyance 
hereby  authorized  shall  not  include  any  i»P4t 
covered  by  a  valid  existing 'right  InltUted 
under  the  public-land  laws,  or  a  valid  pos- 
sessory right  based  upon  section  8  of  the  set 
of  May  17,  1884  (23  Stat.  24).  section  14  of 
the  act  of  March  3.  1891  (26  Stat.  lOOS).  or 
section  27  of  the  act  of  June  6.  1900  (31  Stat. 
321:  48  U.  8.  C,  sec.  366) :  Provided  further. 
That,  notwithstanding  any  of  the  ptovlslooa 
of  this  act.  the  SecreUry  shall  ooQvey  the 
lands  to  the  Alaska  Evangelisation  Society 
only  if  the  organization  pays  the  price  flxed 
by  the  Secretary  within  5  years  after  notifl- 
cation  by  the  Secretary  of  the  price. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  t4. 


The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bOl  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed.        

SALE  OF  CERTAIN  PUBLIC  LANDS  IN 
ALASKA  TO  THE  ALASKA  COUNCIL 
OF  BOY  SCOUTS  OF  AMERICA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2012)  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  public  lands  in  Alaska  to  the 
Alaska  Council  of  Boy  Scouts  of  America 
for  a  campsite  and  other  public  purposes 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
with  an  amendment  on  page  3,  after  line 
8,  to  strike  out: 

Sac.  2.  The  lands  shall  be  sold  to  the  Ck>un- 
eil  at  the  reasonable  appraised  price  to  be 
flxed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  plus 
the  cost  of  survey.  The  conveyance  shall  be 
made  only  if  the  council  makes  the  total  pay- 
ment due  within  5  years  after  notlflcation 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  amount  due:  Pro- 
vided, That  the  conveyance  hereby  author- 
ized shall  not  include  any  land  covered  by  a 
valid  existing  right  initiated  under  the  pub- 
lic-land laws. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  Insert: 

Sac.  2.  Such  conveyance  shall  be  subject 
to  the  terms  and  conditions  provided  for  the 
sale  of  public  lands  to  a  nonproflt  cor]3ora- 
tion  or  nonproflt  association  under  the  art 
of  June  4.  1954  (Public  Law  387.  83d  Cong.. 
Sd  seas.) :  Provided.  That  the  conveyance 
hereby  authorized  shall  not  include  any  land 
covered  by  a  valid  existing  right  initiated 
under  the  public-land  laws,  or  a  valid  pos- 
sessory right  baaed  upon  section  8  of  the  act 
of  May  17,  1884  (23  Stat.  24).  section  14  of 
the  act  of  March  3.  1891  (26  Stat.  1095),  or 
section  37  of  the  act  of  June  6.  1900  (31  Stat. 
321 ) :  48  U.  8.  C.  sec.  366) :  Provided  further. 
That  notwithstanding  any  of  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act,  the  Secretary  shall  convey 
the  lands  to  the  Alaska  Council  of  Boy  Scouts 
of  America  only  if  the  organization  pays  the 
price  flxed  by  the  Secretary  within  5  years 
after  notlflcation  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
price. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

SALE  OP  CERTAIN  PUBLIC  LAND  IN 
ALASKA  TO  THE  COMMUNITY 
CLUB  OP  CHUGIAK,  ALASKA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2014)  to  authorize  the  sale 
of  certain  public  land  in  Alaska  to  the 
Community  Club  of  Chugiak,  Alaska, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
with  an  amendment  at  the  top  of  page 
2,  to  strike  out: 

Ssc.  2.  That  the  conveyance  shall  be  made 
upon  the  payment  by  the  said  Community 
Club  for  the  land  at  its  reasonable  appraised 
price  of  not  less  than  81.25  per  acre,  to  be 
flxed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior:  Pro- 
vided. That  the  conveyance  hereby  author- 
ized shall  not  include  any  land  covered  by 
a  valid  existing  right  initiated  under  the 
public  land  laws.  The  Secretary  shall  have 
the  appraisal  made  on  the  basis  of  the  value 
of  the  lands  at  the  date  of  appraisal  ex- 
clusive of  any  Increased  value  resulting  from 


the   development    or    Improvement   of   the 
lands. 

Sec.  3.  Notwithstanding  any  of  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act,  the  Secretary  shall  convey 
the  lands  to  the  Community  Club  of  Chu- 
giak, Alaska,  only  if  the  club  pays  the  price 
flxed  by  the  Secretary  wfthin  5  years  after 
notification  by  the  Secretary  of  the  price. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing: 

Sac.  2.  Such  conveyance  shall  be  subject 
to  the  terms  and  conditions  provided  for 
the  sale  of  public  lands  to  a  nonproflt  cor- 
portatlon  or  nonproflt  association  under  the 
act  of  June  4.  1954  (Public  Law  387,  83d 
Cong.,  2d  sess.)  :  Provided,  That  the  con- 
veyance hereby  authorized  shall  not  In- 
clude any  land  covered  by  a  valid  existing 
right  Initiated  under  the  public  land  laws, 
or  a  valid  possessory  right  based  upon  sec- 
tion 8  of  the  act  of  May  17,  1884  (23  Stat. 
24),  section  14  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1891 
(26  Stat.  1095),  or  section  27  of  the  act  of 
June  6,  1900  (31  Stat.  321;  48  U.  S.  C,  sec. 
356) :  Provided  further.  That  notwithstand- 
ing any  of  the  provisions  of  this  act,  the 
Secretary  shall  convey  the  lands  to  the  Com- 
munity Club  of  Chugiak,  Alaska,  only  if  tbe 
organization  pays  the  price  fixed  by  the 
Secretary  within  5  years  after  notlflcation 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  price. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

SALE  OF  CERTAIN  PUBLIC  LAND  IN 
ALASKA  TO  THE  TURNAGAIN  ARM 
COMMUNITY  CLUB  OF  ANCHOR- 
AGE, ALASKA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  <H.  R.  3854)  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  public  land  in  Alaska  to  the 
Turnagain  Arm  Community  Club  of 
Anchorage,  Alaska,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Conmiittee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  with  an  amendment 
on  page  2,  after  line  9,  to  strike  out: 

Sxc.  2.  The  lands  shall  be  sold  to  the  club 
at  the  reasonable  appraised  price  to  be  fixed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  but  not  less 
than  $1.25  per  acre,  pltis  the  cost  of  survey. 
The  Secretary  shall  have  the  appraisal  made 
on  the  basis  of  the  value  of  the  lands  at  the 
date  of  appraisal,  exclusive  of  any  increased 
value  resulting  from  the  development  or 
Improvement  of  the  lands  by  the  club  or  its 
successors  in  interest.  The  conveyance  shall 
be  made  only  If  the  club  makes  the  total 
psjrment  due  within  5  years  after  notlflcation 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  amount  due:  Pro- 
vided, That  the  conveyance  hereby  author- 
ized shall  not  include  any  land  covered  by 
a  valid  existing  right  initiated  under  the 
public  land  laws:  Provided  further,  That  the 
coal  and  other  mineral  deposits  in  the  land 
shall  "be  reserved  to  the  United  States,  to- 
gether with  the  right  to  prospect  for.  mine, 
and  remove  the  same  under  applicable  laws 
and  regulations  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior. 

And  In  lieu  thereof  to  insert: 
Sac.  3.  Such  conveyance  shall  be  subject 
to  the  terms  and  conditions  provided  for  the 
sale  of  public  lands  to  a  nonproflt  corpora- 
tion or  nonproflt  association  under  the  act 
of  June  4,  1954  (Public  Law  387,  83d  Cong.. 
3d  sess.) :  Provided,  That  the  conveyance 
hereby  authorized  shall  not  Include  any  land 
covered  by  a  valid  existing  right  inltlatsd 
under  the  public  land  laws,  or  a  vaUd  pos- 


rl^t  based  upon  section  8  of  the  act 
of  May  17,  1884  (38  Stat.  34).  secUoo  14  of 
the  act  of  March  8.  1801  (36  Btet.  1005).  or 
section  27  of  the  act  of  JUne  8.  1000  (81  SUt. 
331:  48  U.  S.  C.  sec.  866) :  Provided  further. 
That  notwithstanding  any  of  the  provisions 
of  this  act,  the  Secretary  shall  convey  the 
lands  to  the  Turnagain  Arm  Oommunlty 
Club  of  Anchorage  Alaska,  only  If  the  organ- 
ization pays  the  price  flxed  by  the  Secretary 
within  5  years  after  notification  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  price. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill. was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

SALE  OF  CERTAIN  LAND  IN  ALASKA 
TO  THE  BAPTIST  MID-MISSIONS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  6959)  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Baptist 
Mid -Missions,  an  Ohio  nonproflt  corpo- 
ration, for  use  as  a  church  site,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  with  an 
amendment  on  page  2.  after  line  2.  to 
strike  out: 

Sac.  2.  That  the  conveyance  shall  be  made 
upon -the  pajrment  by  the  Baptist  Mld-Mls- 
Blons  for  the  land  at  its  reasonable  appralssd 
price  to  he  flxed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior.  The  conveyance  shaU  be  made 
only  if  the  Baptist  Mid-Mission  makes  the 
total  payment  due  within  5  years  after  notl- 
flcation by  the  Secretary  of  the  amount  due: 
Provided.  That  the  conveyance  hereby  au- 
thorized shall  not  Include  any  land  covered 
by  a  valid  existing  right  initiated  tmder  the 
public  land  laws.  4 

And  In  lieu  thereof  to  insert: 

Sec.  2.  Such  conveyance  shall  be  subject 
to  the  terms  and  conditions  provided  for  th^ 
sale  of  public  lands  to  a  nonproflt  oorpcn«- 
tion  or  nonproflt  association  tinder  the  act  of 
June  4.  1954  (Public  Law  387,  8Sd  Congress. 
2d  sess. ) :  Provided,  That  the  conveyance 
hereby  authorized  shall  not  Include  any  land 
covered  by  a  valid  existing  right  Initiated 
under  the  pubUc  land  laws,  or  a  valid  pos- 
sessory right  based  upon  section  8  of  the 
act  of  May  17,  1884  (23  Stat.  34).  section  14 
of  the  act  of  March  3,  1801  (36  Stat.  1005). 
or  section  27  of  the  act  of  June  6,  1000  (81 
Stat.  321:  48  U.  S.  C,  ^ec.  856) :  Provided 
further.  That  notwithstanding  any  of  tha 
provisions  of  this  act,  the  Secretary  shall 
convey  the  lands  to  the  Baptist  Mld-Mls- 
slons  only  If  the  organization  pa3rB  the  price 
flxed  by  the  Secretary  within  6  years  after 
notification  by  the  Secretary  of  the  price. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  or  not  all 
these  bills  involve  what  we  generallyv, 
term  the  Morse  formula.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  can  answer  that  question. 
Do  the  bills  in  the  series  of  Alaskan 
bills  which  are  now  being  considered  in- 
yolve  the  Morse  formula? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Federal  OoTem« 
ment  is  receiving  even  more  than  90 
percent  of  the  appraised  fair  market 
Talue. 
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KKJUrr,  TRUl  AMD 
UrigUDM'  TO  CKRTAIH  UkHDB  Iff 


Tlie  Oenate  proceeded  to  oocBlder  tb« 

C&  Slf7>  to  autlMirlae  tbe  United 

atatae  «(  AMertca  to  «iitoliim  aU  ito 

Jnfterart  in  end  to  oer- 

in  AriaoBft.  and  for  otber 

bad  been  reported  from 

tbe  Conunittee  on  fiiteitor  wad  Insular. 

lAffaln  wtth  an  amendment  on  pafe  9, 

after  Une  $,  to  atrlke  out: 

am.  4.  Wtth  iMpeet  to  an  of  tb*  Unte 
qultcbUmad  by  tbla  met  tbera  la.  boiMvcr, 
r— innid  to  tho  MoiXitA  Stataa,  punua&t  to 
tan  proTlsloiMi  of  tlu  aet  of  Angcot  1.  IMS 
(00  Stat.  755),  all  uranl\im.  tharhna.  or 
any  other  materials  nMcili  are  or  may  be 
tfetanaBlaed  to  be  peculiarly  aeMntUl  to  tbe 
production  of  flaBlonable  matotals,  wbetber 
or  aot  e(  wiiaiwiiil  value,  tmeiiiiir  with 
Um  rlgbt  ot  tbe  United  SUtee  tbioucb  ita 
authorlaBd  asente  or  reprcMstativn  at  any 
ttane  to  enter  upon  the  land  and  proqiect 
tot,  mine,  end  rasore  tbe 


And  In  Ueu  ttaereof  to  Inaert: 

8k.'4.  Wltn  raipeofc  to  aU  of 
qaltdalmad  by  this  act.  aU 
hereby  reeerred  to  tbe  United  State*,  to. 
gether  with  the  right  of  the  United  Statee, 
its  leeaeee.  permittees,  and  Uceneees  to  enter 
«pe»  tbe  land  te  pgoapeet  for.  drlU  for. 

•adi  mtaMrala  aad  to  oae  ao  mnfch  of  tbe 
anrfaee  apd  eriwurtace  ae  may  be  reaaoa- 
Mly  Bteeiaary  far  tbe  «'''«*ip1ric  pnrpoaee. 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 
Se  n  enoetcd.  eU.,  Tbat,  eubject  to  the 
raaaiiatlons  ■*  ont  in  aeetioa  4  of  tUa  act. 
tbe  VUtad  Btatei  oC  Amarlca  iMreby  quit- 
daiaa  an  a<  Ita  right,  tttle.  and  Interect  in 
and  to  the  land  deacrlbed  In  that  certain 
deed  esecuted  by  Salt  Blver  Valley  Water 
Uaera'  AMOdatton,  an  Artaona  eorporatton. 
ttMtad  llay  ao.  IMl.  and  recorded  Uay  ao. 
1041.  In  Cbe  ofllee  at  tbe  eoonty  reoordcr. 
State  ot  Arlaena.  in  Ixxric 
iai.tottie 
totaMpKMaawboi 


byM*d<lei 
the  Onited  Cttfrtee  ef 

Miriliy  ilUif  taiie  to  tbe  State  at  Ariaona  aU 
Ita  f%bt,  tttlB.  aad  lat«nat  la  and  to  aU 
tbat  pottlon  of  tbe  land  lying  wttbia  the 
right-of-way  of  tbe  State  blgliwa^  j— i|p.«fai^ 
••  tba  plat  aC  Victory  Ifeaet  aa  the  Apache 
Itan.  aald  plat  being  recorded  In  Vbm  aOeo 
aaantf  leoordflr  of  Maricopa  OOnnty 
ai  at  mapa,  page  0  ttureoC. 
.1.  OabJiU  to  tbe  reaarvatloBa  Ht  out 
In  aeettan  4  of  this  act.  the  United  Statee 
of  Amertea  Iwraby  qnltdataBa  all  cf  Ita  right, 
tltta,  and  tntmt  in  and  to  the  lands  de- 
aoribed  In  tboae  certain  instrument*  exe- 
cuted by  SattWver  TaUey  Water  Users'  Aaao- 

In  «JM  emse  ef  tbe  eoun^  neordar.  Maricopa 
Cotmty.  SUte  of  Artaona.  as  follows: 

l>Md  dated  June  1.  1981.  and  lecorded 
Tune  1*.  Itsi,  in  botA  387  eC  deeds  at  page 

■ury  M.  laae.  aad  recorded 

;  IT.  IfH.  la  b«}k  IM  «f  daoik  at 
188* 

Daad  tfatsd  April  •.  1884  aad 

AprU  la.  1041.  In  book  433  of  deeds  at 


Qetober  IS.  1»47.  also  cocecuted 

by  Salt  Blvar  Project  Agilcuttanl  finprore- 
ment  and  Power  District,  a  nnmle|pal  eor- 

17. 108T.  in  basket  108  at  pepM  «7  aad  m: 

Peed  dated  laly  gi.  Ittff.  tad  rtmomsd  " — 
nary  28,  1981,  la  book  290  of  deeds  at 

OlQ^ 


Deed  dated  Jaaaary  20.  1889,  and  rooorded 
June  22,  1939,  in  book  334  of  deeds  ^  pages 
•88  aad  M4  subject  to  tbe  rlghU-of-wty.  rcs- 
aad  ooTsaaats  as  set  forth  In  aald 


Deed  dated  Augost  1,  1927,  and  recorded 
AprU  12.  1938,  la  book  220  of  deeds  at  page 
lU: 

Deed  dated  AprU  18.  1930.  and  recorded 
May  10.  1830,  In  book  347  of  deeds  at  pages 
17  and  18: 

Deed  dated  Atnuary  10,  1935.  and  recorded 
Ptbruary  IS.  188S,  in  book  289  of  deeds  at 
pagcaOS  and  96; 

Deed  dated  September  34.  1930,  and  re- 
eorded  October  4.  1930.  in  book  248  of  deeds 
at  pagee  378  aad  870: 

Deed  dated  March  19,  1928,  and  recorded 
May  4.  1828,  In  book  220  of  deeds  at  pagee 
304  and  385; 

Deed  dated  April  6.  1953.  also  ezeoited  by 
saM  Salt  Blver  Project  Agricultural  la^iroTe- 
ment  and  Power  DIstrtct.  and  recorded  April 
If,  1063.  In  docket  1117  at  page  174: 

Deed  dated  December  2,  1929,  and  rocorded 
Jane  20.  1030,  In  bocdc  347  of  deeds  a|  pages 
882  and  353: 

Deed  dated  October  30.  1963.  also  executed 
by  said  Salt  Blver  Project  Agrleultuoa  Im- 
provement and  Power  District,  and  recorded 
November  17,  1953,  In  docket  1334  at  pagee 
166  and  167; 

Deed  dated  April  6.  1953,  also  executed  by 
said  Salt  River  Project  Agrlcultviral  improve- 
aaent  and  Power  DUtrict.  and  reccn^ed  AprU 
17,  1953,  in  docket  1119  at  pagee  to,  71. 
and  72; 

Deed  dated  November  8. 1952,  and  recorded 
November  5.  1952,  in  docket  1019  at  pages 
491  and  492; 

Deed  dated  November  13.  1953.  and  re- 
eoRlBd  November  17.  1953,  in  docket  1234  at 
pages  170  and  171; 

General  release  of  easement  dated  May  3, 
1933,  and  recorded  May  2,  1933,  In  book  45 
of  miscellaneous  at  page  500; 

Deed  dated  Novembo-  13.  1953.  and  re- 
corded November  17,  1953,  In  docket  1334 
at  pities  100  aad  161; 

Deed  dated  October  S.  1930.  and  recorded 
October  19.  1053.  in  docket  1219  at  pafes  513 
and  614; 

Deed  dated  November  16,  1953,  alB  exe- 
euted  by  said  Salt  Blver  Project  AgrlcOltural 
Imi»x>vement  aad  Poww  District,  and  re- 
ocvded  November  17.  1953,  in  docket  1234  at 
pages  102  and  103; 

Deed  dated  May  5,  1938,  and  recorded 
May  11.  1938.  in  book  821  of  deeds  «t  page 
«80; 

Deed  dated  November  13,  1953,  and  re- 
corded November  17.  1953,  In  docket  1234 
at  pages  108  azid  189; 

Deed  dated  July  18.  1923.  and  recorded 
August  18.  1923.  in  book  177  of  deeds  at 
pages  447  and  448.  as  well  aa  in  deed  from 
Arthur  D.  Neuhard  to  the  United  StOtca  of 
America,  dated  December  13,  1922,  atid  re- 
corded December  14,  1922,  in  book  171  of 
deeds  at  pages  298  and  299; 

Deed  dated  July  18.  1931,  and  recorded 
August  8,  1831,  in  lxx>k  257  of  deeds  at 
pagee  510  and  511;  and 

Deed  dated  November  3.  1953.  aad  re- 
corded November  17,  1953,  In  docket  1284 
at  pages  184  and  185.  subject  to  the  tighU- 
(tf-way  set  forth  In  said  deed; 

to  the  persons  named  as  grantees  or  re- 
leasee therein  or,  if  such  persons  no  longer 
hold  the  posseeewy  Interests  ooavejad  by 
deeds  or  xeleaeed  by  said  geneial  re- 
of  eaewment,  then  to  the  pers<nw  who 
to  and  now  bold  siich  poseessory 
Interests. 

Sac.  3.  SiUtJect  to  the  reservation  set  out 
la  seettoa  4  of  this  act,  the  United  Stetes 
ef  Aassrica  hereby  quitdaims  to  the  abut- 
ttag  property  owners  of  record  on  either 
skle  of  the  rights-of-way  of  the  hereinafter 
described  canals  to  the  center  lines  thereof 


aU  of  its  right,  title,  aad  lnt»f*  < 
to  the  following  deecrtbed  property: 

All  that  certain  canal  right-of-way  known 
aa  the  Maricopa  Caaal.  which  tahM  iU  head 
out  of  the  Salt  River  jointly  with  that  of 
the  Salt  River  Valley  Canal  on  the  north 
side  thereof  in  section  8,  township  1  north, 
range  4  east,  OUa  and  Salt  Bivce  base  and 
meridian,  and  running  *>\»nr*  Ih  a  north- 
westerly direction  to  Its  terminu4  In  section 
27.  township  3  north,  range  1  east.  €UIa  and 
Salt  River  base  and  Tw^ntnar^^  Maricopa 
County,  Ariz.,  except  thoee  pixtlons  of 
said  right-of-way  through,  over,  and  across 
the  following  lands: 

North  haU  of  tbe  south  half  aecttoa  8, 
townstilp  1  north,  range  4  east. 

North  half  of  the  south  half  aectloa  7, 
township  1  north,  range  4  east. 

North  half  of  the  south  half  jMctlon  12, 
township  1  north,  range  3  east. 

Southwest  quarter  aectlon  1,  township  1 
north,  range  3  east. 

Southeast  quarter  section  S,  township  1 
north,  range  3  eaat. 

Southwest  quarter  section  25.  township  S 
north,  range  3  east. 

Northwest  quarter  of  the  aortbwset  quar- 
ter of  section  38.  township  3  nOrth,  range 
3  east. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  section  84. 
township  3  north,  range  3  east. 

Northwest  quarter  of  the  nortblwest  quar- 
ter of  the  northeast  quarter  of  section  33. 
township  a  nortn.  range  2  east. 

All  that  certain  canal  rlght-of-|ray  known 
as  the  Salt  River  Valley  OaaaL  alhlch  tafcea 
Its  head  out  of  the  Salt  River  jointly  with 
that  of  the  Maricopa  Canal,  on  the  north 
side  of  said  river,  in  aectlon  0.  townahip  1 
north,  range  4  east.  Oila  and  Salt  River  bsee 
and  meridian,  and  running  thenoe  In  a 
westerly  directloa  to  its  terminus  in  seetlon 
13.  township  1  north,  range  1  weet,  ifari- 
copa  County,  Aria.,  except  those  porttcms 
of  said  right-of-way  through,  over,  and 
across  the  following  lands: 

North  half  of  the  south  half  of  section  t. 
township  1  north,  rsnge  4  east. 

North  haU  of  the  south  half  oC  section  7, 
township  1  north,  range  4  east. 

North  half  of  the  south  half  of  aectkm  13. 
township  1  north,  range  3  east. 

North  hslf  of  the  northwest  quarter  of 
section  13.  township  l  north,  raOge  3  e^rt. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  section  11, 
township  1  north,  range  2  east. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  section  10, 
township  1  north,  range  2  east. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  section  0, 
township  1  north,  range  2  east. 

North  half  of  tbe  north  half  oC  section  8. 
township  1  north,  range  2  east. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  section  7, 
township  1  north,  range  2  east. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  section  13, 
township  1  north,  range  1  sast. 

North  half  of  tbe  north  half  of  KctlOB  11, 
township  1  north,  range  1  east. 

North  half  of  the  ntwtheast  Quarter  of 
the  northeast  quarter  of  section  10.  town- 
ship 1  north,  range  1  east. 

Northwest  quarter  of  the  northeast  quar- 
ter of  section  10,  township  1  north,  range 
1  east.  ~ 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  section  8, 
township  1  north,  range  1  east. 

Northeast  quarter  of  the  nortbwtst  quarter 
of  secUon  8.  township  1  north,  rapge  1  east. 

North  half  of  ths  north  half  of  ■oftloa  7, 
township  1  north,  range  1  eaet. 

North  half  of  the  northeast  quadfeer  of  i 
tkm  12.  townahip  1  north,  nu^e  1 

Sac.  4.  With  rsepect  to  aU  of  itbe 
quitclaimed  by  this  act.  aU  aslnsralt  are  I 


by  reserved  to  tbe  United  Sta1 
lessees,   permittees,  snd   llreiisess'  to 


with    the   right    of    ths    United 


>teiitog« 


Its 


upon  the  land  to  proapeet  for.  drm  for.  adno, 
treat,  store,  transport,  aad  reasose  taeh  ■ila-' 

erals  and  to  use  so  much  of  the  sitrface  and 
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I     subsurface  as  may  be  reasonably 

I      for  the  foregoing  purposes 

Sac.  6.  For  the  purpoees  of  this  set.  tbe 
deeds  from  the  Salt  River  VaUey  Water  Uasrs' 
Association  lef erred  to  in  sectlone  1  and  2  of 
this  act  Bhall  be  deemed,  insofar  ss  ths 
United  States  Is  concerned,  to  have  created 
pobseasory  interests  in  ths  grantees  therein 
named,  and  the  general  release  of  eaaen>ent 
referred  to  in  aecUon  3  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed.  Insofar  as  tbe  United  States  is  con- 
cerned, to  have  released  possessory  interests 
to  the  releesee  therein  named. 

Sec.  6.  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall 
be  deecaed  to  <neate  or  ie«MTgiilaf  any  obliga- 
tion or  liability  whatsoever  on  tbe  part  of 
the  United  SUtes. 

The  amendment  was  acrreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engroeeed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  tbe  tbird  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  biU  to  authorise  the  United  SUtes 
of  America  to  quitclaim  all  Its  right,  title, 
and  interest  in  and  to  certain  lands  in 
Arizona,  except  tor  mineral  interests 
therein,  and  for  other  purpoees." 


PRIVATE  PINANCINO  OF  NEW  SHIP 
CONSTRUCTION— BnX  PASSED 

OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9M7)  to  amend  certain 
provisions  of  title  XI  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act.  1936.  as  amended,  to  facili- 
tate private  flnancinc  ot  new  ship  con- 
struction, and  for  other  purposes,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRBSIDINO  OFPICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  tbe  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  wID  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  withhold  his  ob- 
jection for  a  moment? 

Mr.  GORE.    I  withhold  my  objection. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  May  I  inquire  from 
whom  the  objection  conus? 

Mr.  GORE.  It  has  not;  been  tbe  cus- 
tom of  members  of  the  Calendar  Com- 
mittee for  the  minority  publicly  to  dla- 
close  the  identity  of  the  coDeague  who 
registers  an  objection. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Will  the  Senator  do  so 
privately?  I  should  like  to  talk  with  the 
Senator  who  is  objecting,  if  possible. 
This  is  very  important  Icigislation.  It  Is 
completely  noncontroversial. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  shall  be;  hapi^y  to  con- 
fer with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mi.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  yield. 
•  Mr.  MAQNUSON.  I  am  sure  that  my 
friend  from  Maryland  does  not  wish  the 
Recoro  to  show  that  this  legislatkm  is 
completely  noneontrofveiaial.  I  am  not 
the  objector  referred  to  in  this  case,  but 
I  think  this  is  too  important  a  piece  of 
legislation,  and  too  complicated  to  be 
passed  by  unanimous  ccnsent  upon  the 
call  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESHHNO  officer.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESromo  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

C 884 


INCREASE  IN  FBDBRAL  AID  FOR 
SUI70RT  OP  DISABLJBD  SOU>IER8, 
SAILORS,  AND  AIRMEN  OF  TBB 
UNITED  STATES 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  8180)  to  increase  the 
amount  of  Federal  aid  to  SUte  ot  Ter- 
ritorial homes  for  the  support  of  dis- 
abled sokUers.  sailors,  and  airmen  of  the 
United  States  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


EDUCATION   AND  TRAINING  BENE- 
FITS TO  CERTAIN  VETERANS 

The  biU  (H.  R.  9888)  to  ameikd  the 
laws  granting  education  and  training 
benefits  to  certain  veterans  to  extend 
the  period  during  which  such  benefits 
may  be  offered  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  tbird  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


COMPENSATION  FOR  OVERTIME 
EMPLOYEES  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES  PUBLIC  HEALTH,  FOR- 
EIGN QUARANTINE  DIVISION 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6253)  to  amend  Pub- 
lic Law  410.  78th  Congress,  with  regard 
to  compensation  for  overtime.  Sunday, 
and  holiday  work  of  employees  of  the 
United  SUtes  Public  Health  Service, 
Foreign  Quarantine  Division,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  preient  consideration 
of  the  bUl? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Presldmt,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object — and  I  shall  not 
object — I  should  like  to  ask  a  question 
of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
PoETKLLl.  Do  I  understand  correctly 
that  the  class  of  carriers  exempted  under 
the  last  paragraph  of  this  bill  from  pay- 
ing for  public-health  inspection  includes 
any  and  every  airline  which  operates 
regularly  and  publishes  schedules? 

Mr.  PURTELL  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. Tbe  charges  imposed  under  this 
bill  do  not  apply  at  any  time  to  any  air- 
line whose  operations  are  covered  by 
published  schedules. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  was  sure  that  was 
tbe  intent  of  the  ccunmittee.  I  am  glad 
to  have  the  information.  I  thank  the 
Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,-  the  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


AMENDMENT  OF  SECTION  345,  REV- 
ENUE ACT  OF  1951— BILL  PASSED 
OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6440)  to  amend  section 
345  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1951  was  an- 
nounced as  next  to  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I  of- 
fer an  amendment  to  the  bilL 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  This  measure  is 
clearly    not    a    calendar    measure.    It 


should  not  be  paased  on  the  ca&  of  ttw 
calendar.    On  that  ground  I  object 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard. 

Mr.  MiiTCARRAN.   Mr.  Ppeoident 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Of  course,  Z 
gladly  withhold  my  objection  if  the, Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  wants  to  make  an  ex- 
planation of  the  bOL 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  wanted  to  offer 
an  am«)dment  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President.  wHI  the 
Senator  withhold  his  objection  so  that  I 
may  make  an  inquiry  about  the  bill?  I 
should  like  to  address  some  questions  to 
the  chairman  of  the  CcMnmittee  on  fi- 
nance. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  withhold  my 
objection. 

Mr.  POTTER.  It  is  my  understanding 
tliat  the  Senate  committee  adopted  as  an 
amendment  to  this  bill  8.  358g.  which 
was  totroduced  by  the  late  Senator  But- 
ler, of  Nebraska,  and  sponsored  bor  tbe 
Senator  from  Nebraska  IMr.  RstnolbsI. 
It  is  my  understanding  that  they  accept- 
ed the  bill  in  toto  as  an  amfinriment  to 
the  bill  now  under  conilderatkin,  but 
tbat  inadvertently,  due  to  aa  «— j-tjihi 
by  the  d^-k.  some  language  was  left  out 
of  the  bill.  I  am  wondering  if  the  chair- 
man is  familiar  with  that  situation. 

Mr.  MTTJ.TKTN.  I  think  I  am  reason- 
ably familiar  with  it. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Can  the  chairman  tell 
me  whether  it  was  done  Inadvertently,  or 
whether  there  was  some  purpooe  behind 
it,  because  it  greatly  affeete  the  toteresU 
of  my  SUte  of  Michigan,  for  examine. 

Mr.  MTTJ.TKTN.  There  was  no  pur- 
pose behind  it  to  any  tovldtous  sense. 
Objection  has  beat  made  to  Houae  UU 
6440,  and  the  bill  will  go  over.  Even  if 
objection  bad  not  been  made  tagr  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Goaxl .  I  think 
another  objection  would  be  made.  So  wo 
will  thrash  it  out  to  the  Senate. 

I  shall  be  very  glad  to  consult  with  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Michigan,  or  any- 
body else  who  may  be  toterested. 

Mr.  POTTER.  I  thank  the  Senator, 
and  I  hope  before  the  piopooed  legida- 
tion  comes  before  tbe  Senate  for  debate, 
we  shall  have  an  oi^ortunitar  to  consult 
and  possibly  c^er  an  amendment  to  tbe 
language,  as  amended,  to  order  to  meet 
any  objecticms  the  committee  might 
have. 

Mr.  MTI.T.TKTN.  It  is  apparent  now 
that  there  are  several  matters  which  tbe 
Members  are  not  satisfied  with,  so  I  think 
it  is  proper  that  this  bHI  go  over. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Tho 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


CITATION  OF  WENDEU<  H.  FURRY 
FOR  CONTEMPT  OF  THE  SENATE 

The  reaolution  <S.  Res.  8M)  to  cito 
Wendell  H.  Furry  for  contempt  of  tbe 
Senate  was  announced  as  next  to  order. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  May  we  have 
an  explanation  of  the  resolutton? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Calendar  No.  200, 
Senate  Resolution  306.  rdates  to  the  < 
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tt  Wteddl  H.  Punr,  an  aasodftte  pro- 
feMor  at  Harrard  imiTenity  at  Cam- 
lirk^.  Maas.  The  InTcstigatlnff  sub- 
committee and  the  fuU  oranmlttee  unanl. 
moudy^I  beUeve  It  was  unanimously— 
votoi  ttiat  contempt  i»t)ceedings  be 
brought  ai^Unst  Furry,  after  we  first  got 
an  o^nion  from  the  Attorney  Qeneral. 

There  are  five  contemipt  cases.  We 
wrote  the  Attorney  Oeneral,  and  while 
he  eould  not  give  us  an  official  opinion, 
he  did  write  us  that  he  thought  these 
cases  were  good  contempt  cases. 

Let  me  state  briefly  the  Furry  case: 

Furry  was  an  associate  professor  at 
Harvard  University.  He  testified  in 
public  session  before  the  Investigating 
c<»m)ittee  on  January  15  of  this  year. 
He  admitted  that  he  had  been  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Communist  Party  at  Harvard 
TTniversity.  The  first  time  he  appeared 
he  invdced  the  fifth  amendment;  the 
second  time  he  appeared  he  did  not. 
.  He  testified  that  while  he  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Communist  Party,  employed 
in  secret  radar  work,  at  least  six  other 
members  of  the  Communist  Party  were 
likewise  so  employed.  He  was  ques- 
tioned in  detail  as  to  the  names  of  the 
other  six  Ccnnmunists  who  were  work- 
ing in  secret  radar  work,  where  they  were 
located,  where  they  were  workhig  in 
Government,  and  what  they  were  doing. 
He  refused  to  answer.  He  did  not  in- 
voke the  fifth  amendment.  If  he  had 
Invoked  the  fifth  amendment,  I  feel  we 
could  not  have^^ited  him  for  contempt. 
He  invoked  no  part^f  the  Constitution. 
He  merely  refused  to  answer. 

Mr.  HENDRICKBON.  I  thank  the 
Senator.  

The  PRESn>INO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  30«)  to  cite  Wendell  H. 
Furry  for  contempt  of  the  Senate  was 
considered  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

SeMolved.  That  tbe  President  of  the  Senate 
MrtUy  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Oov- 
emment  Operationa  of  the  United  States 
Senate  aa  to  the  refusal  of  Wendell  H.  Furry 
to  answer  questions  before  the  Senate  Per- 
manent Subcommittee  on  Investigations. 
•aid  refusal  to  answer  being  pertinent  to 
the  subject  matter  \inder  Inquiry,  together 
with  all  the  facts  In  connection  therewith. 
under  the  seal  of  the  United  States  Senate 
to  the  United  States  Attorney  for  tbe  Dis- 
trict of  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  to  the 
end  that  the  said  WendeU  H.  Furry  may  be 
proceeded  against  In  the  manner  and  fornx 
provided  by  law. 


CITATION  OF  LEON  J.  KAMIN  FOR 
CONTEMPT  OF  THE  SENATE 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  307)  to  cite 
Leon  J.  Kamin  for  contempt  of  the  Sen- 
ate was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
may  we  have  an  explanation  of  the  reso- 
lution?   

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
make  an  explanation. 

This  is  the  case  of  Leon  J.  K^mtn  On 
January  15.  1954,  at  Boston,  Mass.. 
Kamin  testified  before  the  investigat- 
ing committee  that  he  was  a  research 


assistant  at  Harvard.  He  admitted  that 
he  IumL  been  a  member  of  the  C(Hnmu- 
nist  Party  from  November  of  11945  until 
January  of  1946.  He  said  he  dropped 
out  and  rejoined  the  party  in  1947  and 
remained  a  member  of  the  communist 
Party  until  1950.  He  admitted  that  he 
was  a  paid  fimctionary  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  and  that  his  name  in  the 
Communist  Party  was  Leo  Soft,  which 
name  he  used  while  writing  articles  for 
the  Daily  Worker. 

On  eight  different  occasione  Kamin 
refused  to  answer  questions  concerning 
the  identity  of  other  individuals  he  knew 
to  be  Communists  and  who  were  em- 
ployed in  handling  classified  defense 
work  for  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. 

He  did  not  invoke  the  fifth  amend- 
ment. In  other  words,  he  said,  "Yes;  I 
was  a  Communist  from  1945  toi  1946  and 
from  1947  to  1950.  I  knew  other  Com- 
mvinists  worked  in  handling  classified 
Government  work." 

We  asked  him  to  name  them,  and  he 
refused  to  do  so.  He  did  not  invoke  the 
fifth  amendment.  If  he  had,  I  believe 
he  would  not  have  been  subjetjt  to  cita- 
tion for  contempt. 

On  two  occasions  he  declined  to  an- 
swer on  the  groimds  of  good  conscience, 
under  the  first  amendment.  On  the 
other  occasions  he  merely  refused  to 
answer,  invoking  the  privilege  of  no 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  what- 
soever 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  tlaank  the 
Senator.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  307)  to  cite  Leon  J.  Kamin 
for  contempt  of  the  Senate  was  con- 
sidered and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  President  of  the  Senate 
certify  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  of  the  United  States 
Senate  as  to  the  refiisal  of  Leon  J.  Kamin 
to  answer  questions  before  the  Senate  Per- 
manent Subconunlttee  on  Investigations, 
said  reftisal  to  answer  being  pertlilent  to  the 
subject  matter  under  inquiry,  together  with 
all  the  facts  in  connection  therewith,  under 
the  seal  of  the  United  States  Seiwte  to  the 
United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
the  State  of  Massachusetts,  to  the  end  that 
the  said  Leon  J.  Kamin  may  be  proceeded 
against  In  the  manner  and  form  provided 
by  law. 


CONCEALING  OP  PERSONS  FROM 
ARREST 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7486)  to  amend  section 
1071  of  title  18.  United  States  Code,  re- 
lating to  the  concealing  of  pertons  from 
an-^st,  so  as  to  increase  the  penalties 
therein  provided,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed.  i 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  26)  to  amend  chapter  19, 
title  5,  of  the  United  States  Code,  entitled 
"Administrative  Procedure."  so  as  to  pro- 
hibit the  employment  by  any  person  of 
any  member,  ofBcial.  attorney,  or  em- 
ployee of  a  Government  ageney  except 
under  certain  conditions  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  |onskleration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  GORE.     Over.  ^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICJER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

PUNISHMENT   OP   PERSONS   WHO 
JUMP  BAIL 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8658)  to  amend  title 
18,  United  States  Code,  to  provide  for 
the  punishment  of  persons  who  Jump 
bail  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


REGULATION  OP  ADMiSSION  TO 
VIRGIN  ISLANDS  OP  INFESTED  OR 
INFECTED  CATTLE  OR  CHICKENS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3800)  to  amend  sedtion  6  of  the 
act  of  August  30,  1890,  as  amended,  and 
section  2  of  the  act  of  February  2,  1903. 
as  amended,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry  with  an  amendment,  on  page 
2.  line  5,  after  the  word  "freed",  to  strike 
out  '•therefrom"'."  and  insert  "there- 
from." ",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  0  of  the 
act  of  August  30.  1890  (26  St«t.  414.  410;  21 
U.  S.  C.  104),  entitled  "An  act  providing  for 
an  inspection  of  meats  for  exportation,  pro- 
hibiting the  importation  of  adulterated 
articles  of  food  or  drink,  ai|d  authorizing 
the  President  to  make  proclaaiatlon  in  cer- 
tain cases,  and  for  other  purpoaes."  aa 
amended,  is  further  amended  by  deleting 
the  words  "and  tbe  admiaslon  into  the  Vir- 
gin Islands"  immediately  foUcrwlng  the  word 
"Texas"  in  the  first  sentence  of  such  section; 
deleting  the  period  at  the  ent  of  such  sen- 
tence; and  adding  the  following  clatise  after 
the  word  "therefrom"  In  such  sentence: 
",  and  the  admission  from  the  British  Vir- 
gin Islands  into  tbe  Virgin  Islands  of  the 
United  States,  for  slaughter  only,  of  cattle 
which  have  been  Infested  wllth  or  exposed 
to  ticks  upon  being  freed  therefrom." 

Sec.  2.  Section  2  of  the  Act  of  Pebruary  2, 
1903  (32  Stat.  791.  792;  21  V.  8.  C.  Ill), 
entitled  "An  act  to  enable  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  more  effectually  suppress  and 
prevent  tbe  spread  of  contagious  and  In- 
fectious diseases  of  livestock,  and  for  other 
purposes",  as  amended.  Is  fuifther  amended 
by  deleting  the  proviso  reading:  ":  Provided. 
That  no  such  regulations  or  measures  shall 
pertain  to  the  Introduction  of  live  poultry 
Into  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States." 

The  amendment  was  agrqed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  tHe  third  time, 
and  passed. 


INTERSTATE  FOREST  FIRE 
PROTECTION  COMPACT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6393)  granting  the  con- 
sent and  approval  of  Congress  to  an  in- 
terstate forest  fire  protection  compact, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  biU? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  this 
bill  would  give  the  consent  of  Congress 
to  Arkansas.  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Okla- 
homa, and  Texas  to  enter  into  the  South 
Central  Interstate  Forest  Fire  Protec- 
tion Compact.  That  compact  is  similar 
to   the   northeastern  and   southeastern 
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forest  Are  protection  (nnpaets  whI(Bh 
have  heretofore  been  approved  by  Coa- 
gress.  It  provides  for  cooperation  in  the 
prevention  and  supprcMion  of  forest. 
fires.  Each  member  State  wouki.  first. 
formulate  its  own  foreft  fire  plan  and 
integrate  it  with  a  regional  forest  fire 
plan  formulated  tj  compaet  administra- 
tors; second,  render  assistance  to  other 
States  upon  request;  and  third,  be 
given — ^for  Itself  and  Its  «imployces  ccr- 
tain  duties,  rights,  privileges,  immuni- 
ties, and  reqxmsibllltles  necessary  to 
effectuation  of  the  compact.  The  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  would  be  au- 
thorized to  act  as  primaiT  research  and 
coordinating  agency  and  to  make  recom- 
mendations with  respect  to  the  regional 
fire  plan.  The  Departoient  has  indi- 
cated that  this  woukI  not  require  addi- 
tional direct  Federal  expenditures. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8193)  to  amend  the 
Refugee  Relief  Act  of  1953  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present,  consideration 
of  the  bUl? 

Mr.  GORE.    Over.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 


MONIEK  L£MBER(SR  AND  OTHERS 

The  bin  (8.  575)  for  thf;  reUef  of  Ifon- 
lek  Lemberger.  Frida  Lemberger,  and 
Peysach  Lemberger  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  foi-  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enmeted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  iUtlonallty  Act, 
Monlek  Lemberger.  Prlda  Lemberger,  and 
Peysach  Lemberger  shall  bt  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfiiUy  admitted  to 
tbe  United  States  for  pennanent  reaUtenoe 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act 
upon  payment  of  the  re([Ulred  Tlaa  fee. 
Upon  tbe  granting  of  pencjinent  residence 
to  such  aliens  as  pronded  for  In  this  act, 
the  Secretary  of  State  ahiUl  Instruct  the 
proper  quota-control  oOeer  to  deduct  three 
numbers  from  the  approfinate  quota  or 
quotas  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota 
or  quotas  are  arallable. 


KURT  GLASER 


The  bill  (S.  1063)  for  the  reUef  of  Kurt 
Glaser  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  ae  follows: 

Be  it  enmeted.  etc..  That,  for  the  puiTWses 
of  the  Immigration  axxl  Nationality  Act.  Kurt 
Glaser  shaU  be  held  and  ooosldered  to  have 
been  lawfully  admitted  to  tbe  Unltad  BUtes 
for  permanent  rasldenee  sh  of  the  data  of 
the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  tbe  granOng 
of  permanent  resldenos  to  such  aUen  m 
provided  for  In  this  act,  xbs  Sscrstary  of 
Bute  shaU  Instruct  the  pro|ier  qtaota-eontroi 
officer  to  deduct  od»  numbei  from  the  innvo- 
priate  quota  for  the  first  year  that  aocb 
quota  la  aTaUable. 

I 


CHARALAMPOe  SOCRATES  I08SIP0- 
GLU  AND  OTHERS 

Tbe  bin  (S.  1391)  for  the  relief  of 
Charalampos  Socrates  lossifodu.  Nora 
loflBlf ochi,  Helen  loesif odu.  and  EXrosstni 
losiif  oglu  was  cxmsldered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  paaeed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enmeted.  etc^  That,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act,  Charalampos  Socrates  loeslfoglu,  Nora 
losstfoglu*  Helen  losslfoglu.  and  Rfm—twt 
losstfoglu  shaU  be  held  and  considered  to 
have  been  lawfuUy  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fees.  Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  such  aliens  as 
provided  for  In  this  act.  the  Secretary  of 
State  ShaU  Instruct  the  prc^>er  quota-con- 
trol olBoer  to  deduct  the  required  numbers 
from  tbe  appropriate  quota  or  quotas  for  the 
first  year  that  such  quota  or  quotas  are 
available. 


GERARD  LUCIEN  DANDURAND 

The  bill  (8. 1417)  for  the  relief  of  Ger- 
ard Lucien  Dandurand  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  tmie,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enmeted.  etc..  That  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral Is  authorised  and  directed  to  discontinue 
any  deportation  proceedings  and  to  cancel 
any  outstanding  order  and  warrant  of  de- 
portation, warrant  of  arrest,  and  bond,  which 
may  iiave  been  issued  in  the  case  of  Gerard 
Lucien  Dandurand.  From  and  after  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  act.  the  said  Gerard  Lu- 
cien Dandurand  shall  not  again  be  subject 
to  deportation  by  reason  of  the  same  facts 
upon  which  such  deportation  proceedings 
were  commenced  or  any  such  warrants  and 
order  hare  issued. 


CONSTANTINOS  PANTERMALIS 

The  bill  (S.  1622)  for  the  reUef  of  Con- 
stantinos  Pantermalis  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enmeted,,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  NatlonaUty  Act. 
Constantlnos  Pantermalis  shaU  t>e  held  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawf  uUy  admitted  to 
the  Unltad  States  for  pennanent  residence  as 
of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  upon 
payment  of  tbe  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  In  this  act.  the  Secretary 
of  State  shaU  Instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  dedtict  one  number  from  the 
appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  is  available. 


ALEXT  W.  KATYLL  AND  JOANNA 
KATYLL 

The  bill  (8.  2010)  for  the  relief  of 
Alexy  W.  Katyll  and  loanna  Katyll  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  U  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Alexy  W.  Katyll  and  loanna  Katyll  shiU  be 
hrtd  and  oonsldered  to  have  been  lawfully 
admitted  to  tbe  Uhtted  States  for  permanent 
resMenee  as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act.  upon  payment  ot  tbe  required 
visa  fess.  Upon  the  granting  of  pennanent 
reeidenee  to  socta  aUens  aa  provided  for  In 
this  act,  the  Secrrtary  of  State  shaU  Inatruet 


ttw  proper  quoia-eontral  catoer  to  deduct 
two  numbers  from  tiie  appropriate  quoin    • 
for  the  first  year  that  soeh  quota  Is  avidlalrie.  ^ 


DEBOBAH  JORDAN  WIIUAMS 
(GRACE  YOKO  WATANABE) 

The  bill  (S.  2056)  for  tbe  relief  of 
Deborah  Jordan  Williams  (Grace  Yoko 
Watanabe)  was  comidered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  thhx!  reading,  read  tbe 
third  tlfl^ie,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted  etc..  That,  for  the  puipueee 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  90B  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child.  Deborah  Jcvdan  WlUlams  (Grace  Yoko 
Watanabe),  shall  be  held  and  oonsldared  to 
be  the  natural-bom  alien  ciilld  of  liaj.  and 
Mrs.  Robert  WUloughby  WlUlama,  dttaena 
of  the  United  States. 


) 


GARABED  PAPAZIAN 

The  bill  (S.  2329)  tar  tbe  relief  of 
Garabed  Papazian  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enmeted,  ete^  TiuA.  for  tbe  purpoase 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Garabed  Pi^Mislan  tfiall  be  b^d  and  con- 
sidered to  have  beett  lawfuUy  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  thi^  act. 
upon  payment  of  tbe  required  visa  fee. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  realdenae 
to  such  alien  as  provided  for  In  thta  act, 
the  Secretary  of  State  sliaU  Instruct  the 
proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one 
number  from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the 
first  year  that  such  quota  Is  available. 


DAVID    WEI-DAO    LEA    AND    JUUA 
AN-PONO  WANG  LEA 

The  bill  (S.  2452)  for  the  relief  of 
David  Wei-Dao  Lea  and  Julia  An-Ring 
Wang  Lea  was  considered,  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enmeted.  etc..  That,  for  tbe  purpoass 
of  the  XmmlgraUon  and  Natlooaltty  Act, 
David  Wel-Dao  Lea  and  Julia  An-Pong  Wang 
Lea  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have 
been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  Statea 
for  permanent  residence  sa  of  the  date  of  tbe 
enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fees.  Upon  the  granting  of 
permanent  residence  to  such  aliens  as  pro- 
vided for  m  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  of- 
ficer to  deduct  the  required  ntunbers  from 
the  appropriate  quota  or  quotas  for  the  first 
year  that  such  quota  or  quotas  arc  available. 


LUPE  M.  GONZALEZ 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2525)  for  the  relief  of  Lupe  M. 
Gonzalez  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  JudleiUT  with  an 
amendment,  in  line  7.  after  the  word 
"fee.",  to  strike  out  "Upon  the  granting 
of  permanoit  restdmoe  to  soch  alien  as 
proTlded  for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary  of 
State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  cme  number 
from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first 
year  that  apueh  quota  is  STailabie",  so  as 
to  make  tbe  bill  read: 

Be  it  enmeted.  etc..  ThaX,  tor  the  purpoeti 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nattonahty  Act, 
Lupe  M.  Gonzales  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  a^hnltted  to  tbe 
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ItaltMl  SUtM  for  pcnnancot  reddwoee  m  of 
tlM  dftt*  of  tlM  enactment  of  UUa  act.  upon 
paynMDt  oC.tlie  required  tIm  fee. 

Hie  unendment  was  agreed  to. 

"Hie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

DR.  LUCIAI^O  A.   LEOIARDI-LAURA 

Tbit  bill  (S.  2613)  for  the  reUef  of 
Dr.  Luciano  A.  Legiardl-Laura  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
pa»ed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Dr.  Luciano  A. 
XieglanU-Laura.  who  lost  United  States  dt- 
iaenshlp  under  tbe  provlslonB  of  the  first 
paragraph  of  section  3  of  the  act  of  Uarch  2, 
1907,  may  be  naturalized  by  talcing,  prior  to 
1  year  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act,  before  any  court  ref errd  to  In  subeection 
(a)  of  section  310  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act  or'  before  any  diplomatic  or 
consular  officer  of  the  United  States  abroad, 
an  oath  as  prescribed  by  section  337  of  such 
act.  Ftom  and  after  naturalization  under 
this  act,  the  said  Dr.  Luciano  A.  Legiardl- 
Laura  shall  have  the  same  citizenship  status 
as  that  wbich  existed  immediately  prior  to 
its  loss. 


ESTHER  JOANNE  POTTER 
The  bill  (S.  2640)  for  the  relief  of 
Esther  Joanne  Potter  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  pttrposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child.  Esther  Joanne  Potter,  shall  be  held 
and  considered  to  be  the  natiiral-bom  alien 
child  oi  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Oall  M.  Potter,  citizens 
of  the  United  States. 


VICTORIANA  AREITIO  BERINCUA 

The  bill  (S.  2646)  for  the  relief  of 
Vlctoriana  Areitio  Berincua  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Vlctoriana  Areltlo  Berincua  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act. 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee. 
I^n  the  granting  of  permanent  residence 
to  such  alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act, 
the  Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the 
proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one 
number  from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the 
first  year  that  such  quota  Is  available. 


MARY  GEOROE  SOLOMON 

The  bill  (S.  2667)  for  the  relief  of 
Mary  George  Solomon  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  state  that  there  is  a  com- 
panion bill.  Calendar  No.  2255.  H.  R. 
7051. 

Mr,  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  consider  H.  R.  7051. 
for  the  relief  of  Mary  Geoi^e  Solomon, 
in  lieu  of  the  Senate  bill,  and  that  the 
Senate  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to;  a^d  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7051)  for  the  relief  of  Mary 
George  Solomon,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  tlird  Ume, 
and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection.  Senate  bill  2667  is  indefinitely 
postponed. 

MOXON  J.  VAN  DEN  ABEELE 

The  bill  (S.  2674)  for  the  reUef  of 
Moxon  J.  van  den  Abeele  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding 
the  provlsionii  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Moxon  J. 
van  den  Abeele  may  be  admlttied  to  tbe 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  if  he 
is  found  to  be  otherwise  admisatble  under 
the  provisiomi  of  that  act:  Provided,  That 
this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a  ground 
of  exclusion  of  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
or  the  Attorney  General  had  knowledge  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 


CHRISTOS  PAUL  ZOIXyTAS 

The  bill  (S.  2830)  for  the  relief  of 
Chrlstos  Paiil  Zolotas  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  tblrd  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  tlje  pvirposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Chrlstos  Paul  Zolotas  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  residence 
to  such  alien  as  provided  for  in  tttis  act.  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper 
quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
from  tbe  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year 
that  such  quota  Is  available. 


JONAS  DERCAUTAN 

The  bill  (S.  2840)  for  the  relief  of 
Jonas  Dercautan  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Natioaallty  Act. 
Jonas  Dercautan  shall  be  held  atid  consid- 
ered to  have  been  lawfully  admlHted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  thla  act,  upon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  Instruct  the  prajjer  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  nuyiber  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first;  year  that 
such  quota  Is  available. 


URSULA  ELSE  BOYSBN 

The  bill  (S.  2843)  for  the  relief  of 
Ursula  Else  Boysen  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  tht  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Natlor»lity  Act, 
Ursula  Else  Boysen  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  a*nltted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  ^ee.  Upon 


the  granting  of  permanent  re41dence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  In  thU  act.  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  shall  instnact  the  proper 
quota-cootrol  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
from  the  ai^>r(^;>rlate  quota  fdr  the  first  year 
that  such  quota  is  available,   j 


ELISA-POMPEA    ROPPO     (EUSA 
POMPEIA  CARDONE) 

The  bill  (S.  2849)  for  relief  of  Elisa- 
Pompea  Roppo  (Elisa-Pbmpea  Car- 
done)  was  considered,  otdered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reacttng,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  the  minor 
child,  Elisa-Pompea  Roppo  ( Ellsa-Pompea 
Cardone ) .  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be 
the  natural-bcn-n  alien  child  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Michael  Roppo,  citizens  of  the  United 
States. 


SISTER  ANNA  SCRINZI  AND  OTHERS 

The  bill  (S.  2884)  for  the  relief  of  Sis- 
ter Anna  Scrinzi,  Sister  G|uliana  Pala- 
dini.  Sister  lolanda  Mazzoochi,  and  Sis- 
ter Giuseppina  Zanchetta  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  fcr  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  N|itlonallty  Act, 
Sister  Anna  Scrinzi.  Sister  Oluliana  Pala- 
dlnl.  Sister  lolanda  Mazzocctil,  and  Sister 
Giuseppina  Zanchetta  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  pennahent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  tbe  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee*. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permahent  residence 
to  such  aliens  as  provided  for  in  this  act. 
the  Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the 
proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  the 
required  numbers  from  the  appropriate 
quota  or  quotas  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  or  quotas  are  available^ 


HON  CHEUN  KWAN 

The  bill  (S.  2887)  for  the  reUef  of  Hon 
Cheun  Kwan  was  considered,  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purpcaes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Hon 
Cheun  Kwan  shall  be  held  snd  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  adntitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  fesidence  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  •ct,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  instruct  tHe  proper  quo- 
ta-control officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  Is  available. 


JAN  HAJDUKIEWICZ 

The  bill  (S.  2904)  for  the  reUef  of  Jan 
Hajdukiewicz  was  considerqd,  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  Reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  fot  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Jan 
Hajdukiewicz  shall  be  held  ahd  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admlttedf  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  resldeiice  as  of  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  ict,  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  required  visa  f«|e.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  ftct,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota- 
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control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  is  available. 


ERVIN  PUCHS 


The  biU  (8.  2921)  fot  the  reUef  of  Er- 
vln  Fuchs  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  leading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  312  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Immlgatlon  and  Nationality  Act.  tt-vln 
pnichs  may  be  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  1  r  he  is  found  to  be 
otherwise  admissible  under  the  provisions  of 
that  act:  Provided,  That  this  exemption 
shall  apply  only  to  a  groi.nd  of  exclusion  of 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the  Attor- 
ney General  had  knowledi;e  prior  to  the  en- 
actment of  thla  act. 


ROBERT  A.  BORROMEO 

The  blU  (S.  2922)  for  the  relief  of 
Robert  A.  Borromeo  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  pxirpoMt 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Robert  A.  Borromeo  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence  as 
of  tbe  date  of  the  enactnent  of  thla  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  requii-ed  visa  fee.  Upon 
the  granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  In  ttils  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  tbe  first  year  that 
such  quota  is  available. 


DOMENICO  SCAR.\MUZZINO 
The  bUl  (S.  2950)  for  the  reUef  of 
Domenico  Scaramuzzinc  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  Tor  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Domenico  Scaramuzzlno  thall  be  held  and 
,  considered  to  have  been  la^vf ully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  petmanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  pa/ment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Up- 
on the  granting  of  permanent  residence  to 
such  alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper 
quota-contr<d  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
from  the  appropriate  quata  for  the  first 
year  that  such  quota  is  available. 


CHRISTINE  THUM 
The  bUl   (S.  2954)    for  the  reUef  of 
Christine  Thum  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  thhxl  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act,  Christine  Thum,  the  fiance  of  William 
Ritchie  Smith,  a  citizen  of  the  United  Staites. 
shall  be  eligible  for  visa  as  a  nonimmigrant 
temporary  visitor  for  a  period  of  8  montha. 
If  the  administrative  authorities  find  (1) 
that  the  said  Christine  Thiun  Is  coming  to 
the  United  States  with  a  bona  fide  intention 
of  being  married  to  the  said  WlUlam  Ritchie 
Smith,  and  (2)  that  she  U  otherwise  ad- 
missible under  the  Immigration  and  Na- 
tionality Act.  In  the  event  the  marriage 
between  the  above-named  perscits  does  not 
occvir  within  S  montha  after  ttie  entry  of  the 
said  Christine  Thum,  she  shall  be  required 


to  depart  from  the  United  States  and  upon 
failure  to  do  so  shall  be  deported  In  acoord- 
anoe  wlti  the  provisions  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act.  In  the  event  that  the 
marriage  between  the  above-named  persons 
shall  occur  within  8  months  after  the  entry 
of  the  said  Christine  Thum,  the  Attorney 
General  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  record 
the  lawful  admission  for  permanent  resl- 
denoe  of  the  said  Christine  Thum  as  of  the 
date  of  the  payment  by  her  of  the  required 
visa  fee. 


PRANCISZEK  JANICKI  AND 
STEPANIA  JANICKI 

The  bill  (8.  2968)  for  the  relief  of 
Franciszek  JanickJ  and  Stefania  Janicki 
was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  lime, 
and  passed,  as  foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
PranciazelE  Janlckl  and  StefanU  Janicki 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have  been 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fees. 


ROGER  OUELLETTE 

The  bill  (8.  2984)  for  the  relief  of 
Roger  Ouellette  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provision  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Roger 
Ouellette  may  be  admitted  to  the  United 
Sutes  for  permanent  residence  if  he  is  found 
to  be  otherwise  admissible  under  the  pro- 
visions of  that  act:  Provided,  That  this  ex- 
emption shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  fcr 
exclusion  of  which  the  Department  of  State 
or  the  Department  of  Justice  have  knowledge 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 


SISTER  RAMONA  MARIA  (RAMONA 
E.  TOMBO) 
The  bill  (S.  2996)  for  the  relief  of  Sis- 
ter Ramona  Maria  (Ramona  E.  Tombo) 
was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Sis- 
ter Ramona  Maria  (Ramona  E.  Tombo)  shall 
be  held  and  considered  to  have  been  law- 
fully admitted  to  the  United  States  for  per- 
manent residence  as  of  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the  re- 
quired visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of  per- 
manent residence  to  such  alien  as  provided 
for  In  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to 
deduct  one  number  from  the  appropriate 
quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  is 
available. 


MIROSLAV  SLOVAK 

The  bill  (S.  3029)  for  the  reUef  of  Mir- 
oslav  Slovak  was  considered,  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Tmtnlgratlon  and  Nationality  Act, 
MlzoslaT  Slovak  shall.be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  reaidence  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  thla  act,  upon 
payment  at  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
gran  ting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  In  this  act.  the  Secre- 
tary   of    State    shall    Instruct   the    proper 


quota-control  officer  to  ded\iet  one  nnmlter 
from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the  flrat  year 
that  such  quota  is  available:  Pnvtded,  Tlaat 
the  past  membership  of  Miroslav  Slovak  In 
the  classes  defined  in  section  213  (a)  (28) 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  shall 
not  hereafter  be  a  cause  for  his  exclusion 
from  the  United  States. 


ANTONIN  VOI£JNICEK 

The  bill  (8.  3031)  for  the  relief  of  An- 
tonin  Volejnicek  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpoaea 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Antonin  Volejnicek  shall  be  held  and  consid- 
ered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  •• 
of  the  date  of  the  enactment  at  this  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  required  vtaa  fee. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  reaidenoe  to 
such  alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper 
quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
from  the  appropriate  quota  for  Uie  first  year 
that  such  quota  la  available. 


BOHUMILSURAN 

The  bill  (S.  3032)  for  the  relief  of 
Bohumil  Suran  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpona 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Bohumil  Siu-an  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  s\ich  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  In  this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota -control  oflloer 
to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appropriate 
quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  Is 
available. 


JAN  R.  CWIKLINSKI 

The  bill  (8.  3055)  for  the  relief  of  Jan 
R.  Cwiklinski  was  considered,  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpoaes 
of  the  immigration  and  naturallaation  iawa, 
Jan  R.  Cwiklinski  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  as  ot 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act.  upon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  rasidenoe  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Beere- 
tary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the  piupei  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  is  available. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  Calendar 
Nos.  2104.  S.  3059.  to  and  including  No. 
2218,  H.  R.  7045,  be  passed  en  bloc,  with 
the  amendment  or  amendments  thereto, 
as  the  case  may  be. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFTICER.  The 
Chair  will  state  that  there  are  two  House 
bills  of  an  identical  nature  included  in 
the  bills  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  should  like  to 
amend  my  request  by  including  the  con- 
sideration of  the  two  House  bills  and 
having  the  two  correepondlng  Senata 
bills  indefinitely  postponed. 
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Tbe  FRBSnilNQ  onnCER..  I8  there 

Mr.  BOEZAND.  Ifir.  Presldeiift.  I  did 
not  understexid  the  aei»tortt  re<iiie8t. 

Hie  FRE8IDINC}  OWICER.  Tlie  re- 
^funi  w»8  tbat  the  Senate  pass  en  bloc 
the  hills  indicated  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Florida,  with  two  exceptions  where 
there  are  identical  House  bills,  and  that 
the  House  bffls  be  itassed  in  i^ace  of  the 
Senate  bills. 

Mr.  WAIKIHS.  Mr.  President.  I  did 
not  hear  the  ii«it>itnoiig-c<mswit  reqaest. 

The  FRESHUNG  OFFICEK.  The 
Chair  win  state  that  the  request  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  norida  was  to  the 
effect  that,  starting  with  Calendar  2104. 
8w  30M.  down  to  and  including  Calen- 
dar a21t.  H.  R.  7045.  the  bills  be  con- 
sldeied  en  btoe.  with  the  committee 
amendments  agreed  to,  and  that  two 
Idcntieal  House  bills  be  substituted  for 
the  companion  Senate  bUls  and  that  the 
two  Senate  bills  be  huleflnitely  post- 
poned. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  only  wanted  to 
know  what  was  going  on. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President, 
these  are  all  immigration  bills,  and  there 
can  be  no  serious  objection. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object.  I  merely  wanted  to  find  out 
what  we  were  doing.  I  could  not  hear 
all  that  was  being  said. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  am  sorry  I  did  not 
hear  and  understand  fully  the  state- 
ments which  were  made  respecting  this 
arrangonent.  I  certainly  do  not  want 
to  h(dd  up  the  procedure  and  the  prog- 
ress of  the  Senate. 

J  must  say.  however,  that  I  think  it  Is 
a  bad  procedure,  in  that  it  does  not  per- 
mit individual  Members  of  the  Senate. 
whether  or  not  they  may  have  objections, 
to  make  their  objections  known  to  the 
majority  Calendar  Coounittee  or  to  the 
Calmdar  Ccmunittee  of  the  minority.  It 
does  not  idve  them  a  chance  to  register 
their  objections  upon  individual  bills. 
There  might  not  be  any  objection  at  all 
to  any  of  these  biUs,  but  I  think  it  is  a 
bad^  precedent,  and  I  object. 

The  PRBSIDINO  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard,  and  the  call  of  the  Cal- 
endar will  iffoceed. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON  obtained  the 
floor. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  win  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  parliamentary  in- 
quiry? 

M^.  HEHDRICKSON.    I  yield. 

The  niESIDlNQ  onnCER  The 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  wlU  state  his 
parliamentary  hujulry. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  it  not  correct  that  any 
Member  of  the  Senate  could  object  tb  the 
re<iue8t  and  ask  to  have  any  particular 
bill  set  apart  so  he  could  register  in- 
dividual objection? 

The  PRESIDINa  OPTICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  CASE  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  be  recognized  for  30  seconds. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  thought  I  had 
already  yielded  for  a  parliamentary  in- 


Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  t  merely 
hoped  that  the  parliamentary  inquiry 
might  call  that  fact  to  the  att^tlon  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  ahd  won- 
dered if  that  would  not  meet  the  ob- 
jection that  he  raised.  In  his  objection 
he  indicated  that  he  thought  iildlvidual 
Senators  might  lose  their  right  to  ob- 
ject. It  is  obvious  that  any  Senator 
does  have  a  right  to  object  and  to  have 
separate  bills  segregated  from  this  group 
if  he  desires  to  object.  In  view  of  that 
fact,  and  in  view  of  the  absenoe  of  any 
such  request,  I  was  hoping  the  Senator 
might  withdraw  his  objection. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  was  about  to  say,  when  I  w^s  recog- 
nized, in  fairness  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Florida,  that  he  came  over 
to  the  Republican  side  and  asked  if  we 
had  any  objections  registered  to  any  of 
these  bills,  and  I  told  him  we  had  not. 
I  therefore  assumed,  when  he  made  his 
unanimous-consent  request,  that  Sena- 
tors on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  had 
no  objection,  either. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  In  order  to  save 
time.  I  withdraw  my  unanimous-consent 
request.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re- 
quest is  withdrawn,  and  the  Clerk  will 
proceed  with  the  call  of  the  Calendar. 


liutruct  the  proper  quota-ooxArol  oOoer  to 
deduct  one  number  from  th#  approprlat* 
quota  for  the  first  year  tbat  |uch  quota  le 
available. 
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CERTAIN  NATIONALS  OF  ITALY 

The  bm  (S.  3058)  for  the  relief  of 
certain  nationals  of  Italy  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  far  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposee 
of  tlie  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Te- 
resa Arlorlo  (Sister  M.  Augusta),  Rosemma 
Brlgnolo  (Sister  M.  Davldlcs),  AJina  Maria 
De  ToffoU  (Sister  M.  Cornelia),  Olovanna 
Donola  (Sister  M.  Natalia),  Maria  Libera 
(Sister  M.  Alma),  Anna  Teresa  Mlcca  (Sis- 
ter M.  Annvmzlata).  Glovanna  Marietta  (Sis- 
ter M.  Cunegonda),  Maria  Muzzl  (Sister  M. 
Betilamlna),  Maria  Panero  (Sister  M.  Im- 
macolata) .  ICarla  Rosa  Plsano  (Slsttr  M.  Pao- 
llna).  ICarla  Saccone  (Sister  M.  Agspe) ,  Lul- 
glna  Torasan  (Sister  M.  Leona),  MarcelUns 
Tozzl  (Sister  M.  Adalgisa),  and  Tefesina  Za- 
notto  (Sister  M.  Chlara)  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted 
to 'the  United  States  for  permanent  resi- 
dence as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
this  act,  upon  payment  of  the  required  visa 
fees.  Upon  the  granting  of  permatient  resi- 
dence to  such  aliens  as  provided  fbr  in  this 
act,  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct 
the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct 
the  required  numbers  from  the  appropriate 
quota  or  quotas  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  or  quotas  are  available. 

PETER  CHARLES  BETHEL 

The  bUl  (S.  3087)  for  the  relief  of  Peter 
Chafles  Bethel  (Peter  Charles  Peters) 
was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Peter  Charles  Bethel  (Peter  Char  las  Peters) 
shall  bcP  held  and  considered  to  have  been 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of  per- 
manent residence  to  such  alien  as  provided 
for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State  shaU 


CHRISTA  HARKRADER 

The  bill  (S.  3094)  for  tbe  relief  of 
Chrlsta  Harkrader  was  ooilsidered.  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for*  the  purpoMs 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Chrlsta  Harkrader  shall  be  helfl  and  oonald- 
ered  to  have  been  lawfuUy  adtnltted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  rfeldence  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  lee. 


EMIKO  WATANABB 

Tlie  bill  (S.  3112)  for  the  relief  of 
Emiko  Watanabe  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read   the   third   time,  and  passed,  as 

follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  In  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Inunlgration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Emiko  Watanabe.  the  flanc6e  of  T.  A.  Brlce.  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  eligible 
for  a  visa  as  a  nonimmigrant  temporary 
visitor  for  a  period  of  3  months.  If  the  ad- 
ministrative authorities  find  (1)  that  the 
said  Emlko  Watanabe  is  coming  to  the  United 
States  with  a  bona  fide  intention  of  being 
married  to  the  said  T.  A.  Brlce  and  (3)  that 
she  is  found  otherwise  admissible  under  the 
Immigration  snd  Nationality  Act.  In  the 
event  the  marriage  between  the  above-named 
persons  does  not  occtir  within  3  months  after 
the  entry  of  the  said  Bmiko  Watanabe,  she 
shall  be  required  to  depart  frctn  the  United 
States  and  upon  failure  to  do  so  shall  be 
deported  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  In 
the  event  that  the  marriage  between  the 
above-named  persons  shah  occur  wlhln  S 
months  after  the  entry  of  this  said  Bnlko 
Watanabe.  the  Attorney  Oenefal  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  wdmtT- 
Blon  for  permanent  residence  of  the  said 
Bmiko  Watanabe  as  of  the  datie  of  the  pay- 
ment by  her  ol  the  required  vtui  fee. 


WAKAKO  NUMI  AND  HER  MINOR 
CHILD.  KATHERINB 

The  bill  (S.  3138)  for  «he  relief  of 
Wakako  Niimi  and  her  xtiinor  child, 
Katherine  was  considered,  drdered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  flollows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  la  the  admin- 
istration of  the  Immigration  aitd  Nationality 
Act,  Wakako  Nilml.  the  flanofee  of  Jerrold 
Lynn  Cunningham,  a  citizen  ef  the  United 
States,  and  her  minor  child,  Katherine.  shaU 
be  eligible  for  visas  as  nonimmigrant  tempor- 
ary visitors  for  a  period  of  3  laontha.  if  the 
administrative  authorities  find  (1)  that  the 
said  Wakako  Nilml  is  coming  to  the  United 
States  with  a  bona  fide  Intention  of  being 
married  to  the  said  Jerrold  Ljmn  Cunning- 
ham and  (2)  that  they  are  othterwise  admis- 
sible under  the  Immigration  aitd  Nationality 
Act.  In  the  event  the  marriage  between  the 
above-named  perscms  does  not  occur  within 
3  months  after  the  entry  of  the  said  Wakako 
Nilml  and  the  minor  chUd,  K4therlne,  they 
shall  be  required  to  depart  frotn  the  United 
States  and  upon  falliire  to  d^  ao  shall  be 
deported  in  accordance  with  the  provisiona  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  In 
the  event  that  the  marriage  between  the 
above-nanted  persons  shall  oocur  within  S 
months  after  the  entry  of  the  nld  Wakako 


Nilml  and  her  minor  child,  Katherine.  tbe 
Attorney  Oenerai  Is  authorised  and  directed 
to  record  tbe  lawful  artmlaelon  for  permanent 
residence  of  the  said  Kakako  Nilml  and  her 
minor  child,  Katherine,  as  of  the  date  of  the 
payment  bj  them  of  Um  required  viaa  feea. 


FRANCESCO  PUGLIESE 

The  bill  (S.  3148)  for  the  reUef  of 
Francesco  Pugliese  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  mgroesed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  pxirpoees 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  a06  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child,  Francesco  Pugliese,  shaU  be  held  and 
considered  to  be  the  natural-born  alien  child 
of  Harold  P.  Kobleus,  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States. 


XANTHI  GEOROES  KOMPOROZOU 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
biU  (S.  3150)  for  the  reUef  of  Xanthi 
Georges  Komporozou. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  this 
is  the  bill  as  to  which  I  had  asked  to 
have  the  Senate  committee  report  print- 
ed in  the  Rkcord.  I  assume  that  request 
has  already  been  granted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  report  (No.  2085)  was  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Rbcord,  as  follows: 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3150)  for  the  relief 
of  Xanthi  Georges  Komporozou,  hsvlng 
considered  the  same,  reports  favorably  there- 
on without  amendment  and  reconunends 
that  the  bill  do  pass. 

PXTSPoec  or  n»  box 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  grant  the 
status  of  permanent  residence  in  the  United 
States  to  Xanthi  Oecx^es  Komporozou.  The 
bill  provides  for  an  appropriate  quota  dedxic- 
tion  and  for  the  payment  of  the  required  Visa 
fee. 

STATKiciiirr  or  rAcrs 

The  beneficiary  of  the  bUl  Is  a  44-year-old 
native  and  citizen  of  Greece  who  last  entered 
the  United  SUtes  as  a  visitor  on  July  39, 
19&0.  accompanying  her  employers,  Lt.  Col. 
and  Mrs.  Joseph  McChristlan,  West  Point. 
N.  Y.  Mrs.  McChristlan  is  the  daughter  of 
Gen.  and  Mrs.  James  A.  Van  Fleet.  She  suf- 
fered an  attack  of  pulmonary  tuberculosis  3 
years  ago  and  the  benfldary  of  the  bill  has 
taken  charge  of  the  McChristlan  children. 

A  letter,  with  attached  memorandum, 
dated  June  25.  1054.  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  from  the 
Commissioner  of  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation with  reference  to  the  case,  reads  as 
follows: 

JVKX  25,  1954. 
Hon.  WnxiAic  LiAMCKa, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
United  States  Senate, 

WoMhington,  D.  C. 

DzAi  Sknatob  :  In  response  to  your  request 
of  the  Department  of  Justice  for  a  report 
relative  to  the  blU  (S.  3150)  for  the  relief  of 
Xanthi  Georges  Komporozou,  there  is  at- 
tached a  memorandum  of  Infonnatlon  con- 
cerning the  beneficiary.  This  memorandum 
has  been  prepared  from  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service  fUes  relating  to 
the  beneficiary  by  the  New  York.  N.  Y..  office 
of  this  Service,  which  has  custody  of  those 
files. 

The  bill  would  grant  this  alien  the  status 
of  a  permanent  resident  of  the  United  States 
upon  pajrment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  It 
also  directs  that  one  number  be  deducted 
trom  the  appropriate  immigration  quota. 


The  beneficiary  U  chargeable  to  the  quota 
of  Greece. 

Sincerely, 

—— b  Commissioner. 

MsHOBAinnTBC  or  IwroaMATiOK  Fbom  Immi- 

OaATION  AND  NATOaAUZATIOM   SCZVICX  TTLMS 

Ra  Zamthx  Gzoacza  Kompobozou,  Bxnk- 
nciaaT  or  8.  3160 

Xanthi  Georges  Komporoeou  is  single,  a 
native  and  citizen  of  Greece,  and  was  bom 
on  October  3,  1000,  at  Manolas.  Her  only 
entry  into  the  United  States  was  on  July  20, 
1950,  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  when  she  was  ad- 
mitted as  a  visitor,  accompanying  her  em- 
ployers, Lt.  Col.  and  Mrs.  Joseph  McChristlan. 
West  Point.  N.  Y.  She  has  received  four  ex- 
tensions, the  last  one  to  expire  on  May  27, 
1054. 

Miss  Komporozou  has  been  nursemaid  to 
Lieutenant  Colonel  and  Mrs.  McChristian's 
three  children  since  December  1049.  She 
{has  cared  for  the  children  since  Mrs.  Mc- 
Christian's attack  of  pulmonary  tubercu- 
losis S  years  ago,  and  has  been  practically  a 
nwther  to  the  3  chUdren.  Mrs.  McChristlan 
is  the  daughter  of  Gen.  and  Mrs.  James  A. 
Tan  Fleet. 

Miss  Komporozou  has  no  assets,  but  little 
formal  education,  and  has  educated  herself 
by  having  tutors  and  by  self- teaching. 
Miss  Komporoeou  speaks  classical  Greek 
fluently  and  has  taught  the  McChristlan 
children  the  Greek  language. 

She  has  no  relatives  In  the  United  States. 
Her  two  sisters  and  a  half-brother  reside  In 
Greece. 

Senator  Spsbsabo  L.  Holland,  the  author 
of  the  blU,  has  submitted  the  following  in- 
formation in  connection  with  the  case: 

Untrd  States  Scnatz, 
CoMMrmz  ON  Pxtbuc  Wobks, 

April  I,  1954. 
Hon.  WnxiAM  Lakcdi, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
United  States  Senate, 
Washington.  D.  C. 
Mr  Deax  Sknatob:  As  you  know,  on  March 
17  I  Introduced  8.  3150,  a  bill  to  grant  per- 
manent residence  to  Xanthi  Georges  Kom- 
porozou, and  this  bUl  is  now  pending  before 
yotir  committee. 

I  am  enclosing  herewith  a  copy  of  a  let- 
ter to  me  from  General  Van  Fleet,  as  well  as 
a  copy  of  a  letter  from  the  General's  daugh- 
ter to  him.  both  of  which  are  self-explana- 
tory. 

Ilils  appears  to  me  to  be  a  meritorious 
case,   and   I   wUl   appreciate   anything   you 
may   do   to   secure   early   consideration    of 
S.  3150. 
With  kind  regards.  I  remain 
Yours  faithfully. 

SmsAao  L.  Holland. 


AuBuaNDALB,  Fla.,  ilarch  15,  1954. 
Senator  Srssasd  L.  Holland, 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

DKAa  SPxsaABD:  I  have  a  great  favor  to  ask 
of  you. 

It  is  to  ask  you  to  introduce  special  legis- 
lation which  will  authorize  the  retention  in 
this  country,  and  to  become  an  American 
citizen,  of  a  Greek  nurse  who  has  been  in  my 
family  in  this  country  for  nearly  4  years. 

The  reason  for  special  legislation  is  the 
fact  that  the  Greek  quota  for  entry  Into  the 
United  States  is  small  and  is  oversubscribed 
for  many  years  to  come.  I  believe  her  case 
Is  outstanding  and  naerits  special  legislation. 

Her  name  is  Miss  Xanthi  Georges  Kom- 
poroeou, bom  in  Manolada,  Greece,  October 
8,  1910. 

Miss  Komporozou  Is  presently  living  with 
my  daughter  Dempsie.  wife  of  Col.  Joseph 
A.  McChristlan,  United  States  Army,  at  West 
Point.  N.  Y. 


IClM  KomporoBou  holds  paoKport  No.  8B0O 
Issued  by  the  Greek  Ckivaminent  la  AtlMos. 
Oreeee.  June  14.  IMC  It  Is  valkl  until  May 
0.  1065.  but  the  eorrent  visa  Mo.  00*310  la 
valid  only  untU  May  17.  19M. 

Mlas  Komporaaoul  pannte  are  dead, 
has  no  living  relatlTSs  and  no  home, 
desires  to  become  an  American  dtiasn. 

I  am  enclosing  a  statement  oonoemlnc 
Miss  KomporoBou,  submitted  by  my  dai^bter 
Dempaie. 

Colcmel  McChristlan  was  ralaed  in  mi*i«^ 
Beach  and  is  also  a  friend  of  Senator  Oaoaaa 

SMATHXm. 

With  warm  regards  to  you  and  Mary. 
CordlaUy. 

Jaiob  A.  Van  Plsct. 
General.  United  States  Armg  (Betirtd). 

Wist  Point,  N.  Y..  March  10, 1954. 
Gen.  JAM^  A.  Van  Flkkt, 

United  States  Army  (Retired), 
Aulmmdale,  Fla. 

DxAS  Daodt:  Here  briefly  are  the  facts, 
most  of  which  you  know  already,  about 
Xanthi. 

She  is  Miss  Xanthi  Georges  Komporoaou. 
born  in  Manolada.  Greece.  October  3.  1910. 
She  is  presently  in  possession  of  passport  No. 
5900,  issued  by  the  Greek  Government  In 
Athens  June  14.  1950.  It  is  valid  until  May 
9,  1956,  but  her  visa  No.  BS321Q  ia  valid  only 
until  May  27.  1954.  Her  parents  are  dead 
and  she  has  no  (relatives)  and  no  home. 
She  wants  more  than  anything  in  this  world 
to  become  an  American  citizen.  The  Greek 
quota  is  small  and  already  oversubscrtbed 
for  years  to  come. 

Her  Integrity,  lojralty.  superior  ideals — ^in 
fact  all  the  qualities  which  would  make  her 
an  ideal  American  citizen — are.  of  course,  the 
very  reasons  we  found  her  in  the  first  place.  . 
You  recaU  this  was  Just  before  Christmas,  a 
little  over  3  years  ago,  in  Greece,  and  tbe 
Communists  had  made  puUie  threat  to 
assassinate  you.  and  they  did  get  the  man 
near  you.  You  were  under  constant  police 
guard  and  we  were  aU  scared  to  death  for 
fear  something  would  happen  to  you  or  Jto 
your  grandchildren.  And  with  your  third 
grandchild  due  any  day  we,  or  rather  mother, 
appealed  to  the  lady-in-waltlng  to  the 
Queen — ^Mary  Carolou — to  find  someone  who 
could  be  trusted  completely.  Mary  Carolou 
sent  us  Xanthi  Komporoeou,  who  had  been 
in  her  own  home  for  many  years. 

When  we  returned  to  the  States  in  July 
1950,  we  wwe  able  to  bring  Xanthi  with  us 
on  a  temporary  visitor's  visa  for  S  months. 
When  she  was  due  to  return  to  Greece  alke 
was  nUdway  in  extensive  dental  work  and  we 
were  able  to  exteiul  her  visa  fcur  another  6 
months. 

During  this  time  we  were  transferred  from 
Norfolk.  Va..  to  West  Point,  N.  Y.,  and  on 
arriving  at  West  Point  it  was  discovered  that 

1  had  contracted  tuberc\ilosls  in  Greece.  I 
know  you  well  recall  that  terrible  experience. 

The  same  day  that  I  entered  FltsBlmons 
Hospital  in  Denver,  In  April  1961,  you  were 
suddenly  sent  to  Korea  to  oonmiand  the 
Eighth  Army.  It  seemed  pretty  glum — in 
fact,  downright  unsolvable,  since  it  meant 

2  years  minimum  hospitalization  for  me  and 
no  small  amount  of  anguish  about  our  3 
children. 

Any  ordinary  person  would  have  left  in  a 
hiury,  but  Xanthi  quietly  put  aside  her  own 
life  and  plans  and  took  up  all  of  our 
burdens.  Our  case  was  presented  to  the  im- 
migration officials  in  New  Ywk  and  they 
were  very  kind  and  agreed  to  extend  her  vlalt. 

Two  years  later  I  came  back  from  the  hos- 
pital and  you  came  back  from  Korea.  Then 
In  October  1053  it  was  discovered  that  my 
tuberculosis  was  not  cured  and  the  doctors 
recommended  surgery,  which  was  performed 
at  great  expense  at  Hartcness  Pavilion.  Pres- 
bytoian  Hospital  in  New  York  City. 

This  time  we  were  fortunate  to  get  a  let- 
ter from  the  National  Employment  Senrloe 
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■Qlng  tbat  tbey  eonld  not  farniih  anyone 
to  tttka  Zanthlli  pten  to  can  f  or  tbe  ehlMnn 
■ad  ao  taM  TlM  «M  cxtMidMl  ontu  May  10M. 
But  dnrlnv  all  tlMaa  past  manx  moiiUu. 
irtileli  bj  now  la  alaooat  4  Taara.  Xanttit 
Xomporana  baa  baooma  not  Jnat  Irreplace- 
•bla,  but  Imepanbla  from  tu  aa  a  loved 
of  tbe  family.  Not  oily  baa  abe 
i  for  the  diUdren  ocaiqdetely  and  nuned 
vtaen-ttaey  ware  Ul.  but  she  baa  loved 
tbmn  aa  ber  own  and  in  trutta,  cotild  not  be 
mueb  more  loved  by  iia  all  bad  die  been  bom 
Into  tba  family. 

8be  baa  taugbt  tbe  cblldren  tbe  Greek 
langni^e  and  (toeek  pliUoaopby.  Sbe  taaa 
won  tbe  admiration  of  all  wbo  know  tu  at 
Weat  Point.  Tbat  abe  would  be  a  credit  to 
our  ooontry  goea  wltbout  Baying.  Horbealth 
la  ezoellent.  She  la  known  by  many  people 
of  prominence.  Arcbbiabop  Michael,  of  the 
Oreek  Ortbodoz  Church  of  North  and  South 
America,  stated  fn»n  his  pnlptt  that  she  was 
•n  example  to  all  OraekB  In  thia  country. 

And  ao  I  am  appealing  to  you,  Daddy,  be- 
eauaa  of  Xantbl's  loyalty  to  your  family  at 
n  dangerooa  time  In  Greece  and  becaiise  of 
ber  4  aeUleaa  years  of  derotion  since — thus 
treeing  your  mind  when  tbe  country  needed 
you  both  for  Greece  and  for  Korea.  I  be- 
Nara  all  of  tbla  deacrrca  rewarding,  and  all 
^i^ko  know  ber  feel  It  Justifies  special  legisla- 
tSoB  allowing  her  to  remain  aa  a  dtiaen  in 
tbe  United  States. 

r^aaa  are  tba  facts  concerning  Xanthi. 
Tc  ;  aMiy  use  tbla  letter  aa  you  wish. 

Wltb  lora. 


(Dempale  Van  Fleet  lieChrlstlan.  wife  of 
Ool.  ^oaepb  A.  McCbrlstlan.) 

Tba  eommlttee,  after  consideration  of  all 
the  facta  In  tbe  case,  is  of  the  optaiion  that 
tbe  bill  (8.  S160)   should  be  enacted. 

Tlie  PRBfrmTNQ  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  tbe  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  biU. 

Tbe  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
ef  tba  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Xantbl  Genrgea  Koaqi>oroaou  shall  be  held 
and  eonsldered  to  have  been  lawfully  ad- 
mitted to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
rcaldenee  as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act.  upon  payment  of  tbe  required 
tlaa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of  permanent 
residence  to  such  alien  as  provided  for  in 
this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  instruct 
the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct 
one  number  from  the  ^yropriate  quota  for 
tbe  first  year  that  such  quota  Is  available. 


SLAVOLJUB  DJUROVIC  AND  GORAN 
DJUROVIC 
The  biU  (S.  3156)^  for  the  relief  of 
Slavoljub  Djurovic  and  Goran  Djurovlc 
was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Slavoljub  Djurovic  and  Goran  Djurovlc  shall 
be  held  and  considered  to  have  been  lawfully 
admitted  to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
this  act,  upon  payment  of  the  required  visa 
fees.  Upon  tbe  granting  of  permanent  resi- 
dence to  such  aliens  as  provided  for  in  this 
act,  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  instruct  the 
proper  quota-eontrol  officer  to  deduct  the 
required  numbers  from  the  appropriate 
quote  or  quotas  for  tbe  first  year  that  such 
quote  or  quotas  are  available. 


ROSARIO  ESTEVEZ  DE  APONTE 
The  bin   (S.  3164)    for  the  reUef  of 
Rosarlo  Estevez  de  Aponte  (nee  Frias), 


otherwise  known  as  Rosarlo  Estevez 
Aponte,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  Tba^,  for  tte  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Rosarlo  Estevez  de  Aponte  (nee  Pria£), 
otherwise  known  as  Rosarlo  Estetrez  Aponte. 
sbaU  be  held  and  considered  to  have  been 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act,  upon  paygient  of  the 
reqtilred  visa  fee. 


L 


SARAH 


MARIA  ELENA  VENEGAS  A 
LUCIA  VENEGAS 

The  bill  (S.  3218)  for  the  relief  of 
Ifaria  Elena  Venegas  and  Sarah  Lucia 
Venegas  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  tbe  purposes 
of  the  Znunlgratlon  and  Nationality  Act. 
Maria  Bena  Venegas  and  Sarah  Lucia  Vene- 
gas shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have  been 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  aa  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fee. 

ARON  KLEIN  AND  ZTTA  KLEIN 
The  bill  (S.  3234)  for  the  relief  of  Aron 
Klein  and  Zita  Klein  (nee  Bpielman) 
was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purjKwes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Aron 
Klein  and  Zita  Klein  (nee  Spieknan)  shall 
be  held  and  considered  to  have  been  lawfully 
admitted  to  the  United  States  tor  perma- 
nent residence  as  of  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the  re- 
quired visa  fees.  Upon  the  granting  of  per- 
manent residence  to  such  aliens  as  provided 
for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
Instruct  the  proper  quota-contrOl  officer  to 
deduct  the  required  numbers  from  the  ap- 
propriate quota  or  quotas  for  tlje  first  year 
that  such  quota  or  quotas  are  available. 


ANNI  STROEE  JACOB6EN 
The  bill  (S.  3404)  for  the  relief  of  Anni 
Stroee  Jacobsen  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  tbe  purposes 
of  sections  101  (b)  and  203  (a)  (3)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  (8  U.  S.  C. 
1101  (b)  and  1152  (a)  (3)),  Annl  Stroee 
Jacobsen  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be 
the  natural  born  alien  child  of  her  adoptive 
parents.  Hans  Peter  Jacobsen.  and  his  wife. 
Else  Margrethe  Stroee  Jacobsen.] 


JUNE  ROSE  McHENRY 
The  bill  (S.  3415)  for  the  relief  of 
June  Rose  McHenry  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  thiftl  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Inunlgration  and  Nationality  Act, 
June  Rose  McHenry  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act. 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  residence  to 
such  alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper 


quota-control  officer  to  dediict  one  number 
from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year 
that  sucb  quota  is  available. 


USELOTTA  KUiNZE 

The  bill  (8.  3485)  for  the  relief  of 
Liselotta  Kunze  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  thin)  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passe4,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act,  Liselotta  Kunze.  the  flapice  of  John  D. 
Beighley.  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  shall 
be  eligible  for  a  visa  as  a  nonimmigrant 
temporary  visitor  for  a  period  of  S  months, 
if  the  administrative  authorities  find  (1) 
that  the  said  Liselotta  Kunae  is  coming  to 
the  United  States  with  a  bona  fide  intention 
of  being  married  to  the  said  John  D.  Beighley 
and  ( 2 )  that  she  is  otherwise  admissible  un- 
der the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
In  the  event  the  marriage  between  the  above- 
named  persons  does  not  occur  within  3 
months  after  the  entry  of  tbe  aaid  Liselotta 
Kunze,  sbe  shall  be  required  to  depart  from 
the  United  States  and  upon  failure  to  do  so 
shall  be  deported  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  ImmigraUoa  and  National- 
ity Act.  In  the  event  that  tbe  marriage  be- 
tween the  above-named  persons  shall  occur 
within  3  months  after  the  entry  of  the  said 
Liselotta  Kunze.  the  Attorney  General  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful 
admission  for  permanent  residence  of  the 
said  Liselotta  Kunze  as  of  the  date  of  the 
payment  by  ber  of  the  required  visa  fee. 


MRS.  HTT.DEGARD  SIMON  WALLEY 

The  bill  (S.  3586)  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs. 
Hildegard  Simon  Walley  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  fof  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc .  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  213  (a)  (9)  and 
(12)  of  the  Immigration  and  Rationality  Act, 
Mrs.  Hildegard  Simon  Walley  may  be  ad- 
mitted to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  if  she  is  found  t«  be  otherwise 
admissible  under  the  provisions  of  that  act : 
Provided,  That  this  exemption  shall  apply 
only  to  a  ground  for  exclxulcft  of  which  the 
E>epartment  of  3Ute  or  the  Department  of 
Justice  have  knowledge  priot  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act. 


EL^GNGRE  SCHMUCKBR  AND  HER 
CHILD 

The  bill  <S.  3598)  for  the  reUef  pf  Ele- 
onore  Schmucker  and  her  child  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  in  the 
administration  of  such  act,  Eleonore 
Schmucker.  the  fiance  of  Corp.  Jay  B.  Woolf. 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  ber  child 
shall  be  eligible  for  visas  as  nonimmigrant 
temporary  visitors  for  a  period  of  3  months. 
If  the  administrative  authorities  find  (1) 
that  the  said  Eleonore  Schmv}cker  is  coming 
to  the  United  States  with  a  bona  fide  inten- 
tion of  being  married  to  the  .said  Oorp  Jay 
K.  Woolf  and  ( 2 )  that  she  and  her  child  are 
otherwise  admissible  under  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act.  In  the  event  the  mar- 
riage between  the  above-named  persons  does 
not  occur  within  3  months  after  the  entry  of 
the  said  Eleonore  Schmucketf,  she  and  her 
child  shall  be  required  to  depart  from  the 
United  States  and  upon  failure  to  do  so  shall 
be  deported  In  accordance  with  the  provl- 
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•Ions  of  the  Zmmlgratlon  and  Nationality 
Act.  In  the  event  that  the  marriage  between 
the  above-named  persons  shall  ooetir  within 
3  months  after  the  entry  ot  tbe  said  Beonore 
Schmucker,  the  Attorney  General  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  admla- 
slon  for  permanent  residence  of  the  said 
Eleonore  Schmucker  and  her  child  as  of  the 
date  of  the  payment  by  her  of  the  required 
visa  fees. 


GEORGE  D.  KYMINAS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  669)  for  the  relief  of 
George  D.  K3rminas  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


ISRAEL  RATSPRECHER  AND 
MARTSE  RATSPRECHER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  787)  for  tbe  reUef  of 
Israel  Ratsprecher  and  Maryse  Rats- 
precher  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  tlie  third  time,  and 

passed. 


CHRIST AKIS  MODINOS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  803)  for  the  reUef  of 
Christakls  Modinos  tias  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


ENRICHETTA  P.  C.  MEDA-NOVARA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  804)  for  the  reUef  of 
Enrichetta  P.  C.  Meda-Novara  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  pissed. 


CmiACO  CATINO 

The  bin  (H.  R.  868)  for  the  relief  of 
Ciriaco  Catino  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading.  r*ad  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

PRANCISZEK  WOLCZEK 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  90i>)  for  the  relief  of 
Pranciszek  Wolcsek  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reacing,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


PANOULA  PAKAGOPOULOS 

The  biU  (H.  R.  950)  for  the  reUef  of 
Panoula  Panagoponlos  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


MRS.    AIMEE   DUTOUR   ROVZAR 
The  bill  (H.  R.  977)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Aimee  Dutour  Rovzar  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  WAX-JAN  LOW  FONO 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1171)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Wai-Jan  Low  Pong  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reiuling.  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


OEOROINA  CHINN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1324)  for  the  relief  of 
Georgina  Chinn  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  i-ead  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


ILQNA  ELIZABETH  CARRIER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1463)  for  the  reUef  of 
Dona  Klteabeth  Carrier  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


ARTHUR   NEUSTArrr   AND   MRS. 
EMMA    NEDSTADT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1646)  for  the  relief  of 
Arthur  Neustadt  and  Mrs.  Emma  Neu- 
stadt  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  KATHARINA  BATKE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1697)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Katharina  Batke  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  BETTY  E.  LaMAY 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1897)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Betty  El  LaMay  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


IVO    MARKUIilN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2051)  for  the  reUef  of 
ITO  MarkuUn  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 


JOSEPH  VEICH,  ALSO  KNOWN  AS 
OUISEPPE    VEIC 

Tlie  bin  (H.  R  2359)  for  the  relief  of 
Joseph  Veich,  also  known  as  Ouiseppe 
Veic  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


OLGA  ABITEA 

The  bm  (H.  R.  2635)  for  the  relief  of 
Olsa  Abitia  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

SISmt    LINDA    SAI2RNO    AND 
OTHERS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2654)  for  the  relief  of 
Sisters  Linda  Salerno.  Luigiana  C.  Cairo, 
Antonietta  ImiHeri,  Anna  Impieri,  Roslna 
Scarlato,  lolanda  Gaglianone,  Marie  As- 
simta  Scaramuzzo.  Pranceschina  Cau- 
tenicci,  and  Pilomena  Lupinacci  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


MIYOKO  NAGARE 

The  bin  (H.  R.  2793)  for  the  relief  of 
Miyoko  Nagare  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

JUAN  ONATIVIA 

The  bin  (H.  R  2879)  to  stay  deporU- 
tion  proceedings  on  Juan  Onativta  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  tliird  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


ductra  MAKHAvrrzia 

Tlie  bin  (H.  R.  3116)  for  tlie  relief  of 
Dhnitra  Makharltzki  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


ALEXANDER  HAHN  AND  SUZANNS 
HAHN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3125)  for  the  relief  oT 
Alexander  Ebthn  and  Suzanne  Hahn  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


CARMEN  SALVADOR  AND  HER 
DAUGHTER.  RUBY  SALVADOR 

The  bin  (H.  R  3344)  for  the  relief  of 
Carmen  Salvador  and  her  daughter. 
Ruby  Salvador,  was  considered,  oideied 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

TOKI  YAEKO 
The  bm  (H.  R  3444)  for  the  relief  of 
Toki  Yaeko  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

NICOLETTTA  DI  DQNATO 

The  bin  (H.  R.  3616)  for  tbe  reUef  of 
Nicoletta  Di  Donato  was  considered. 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  tha 
third  time,  and  passed. 


SISTER  PAOIJNA  (ANOHIA  DI 
PRANCd)) 

The  bin  (H.  R  3677)  for  the  reUef  of 
Sister  Paolina  (Angela  Di  Franco)  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed.  . 


BABETTE  MUT3JLXR  ESPOSTTO 

The  bin  CH.  R  3759)  for  the  reUef  of 
Babette  Mueller  E^sposlto  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  readine,  read  the  tbirA 
time,  and  passed. 


SISTER  AORIPPINA  AND  OTHERS 

The  bin  (H.  R.  3855)  for  the  rdief  at 
Sister  i^rippina  (Agrlppina  Palermo), 
Sister  Battistina  (Franceachina  Serpa), 
Sister  Romana  (Angela  lolanda  MoreUi) , 
Sister  Pranceschina  (Maila  Caruso) .  and 
Sister  Bruna  (Giuseppina  De  Caro)  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


MIRA  TELLINI  NAPOLEONS 

The  bill  (R  R.  4092)  for  the  reUef  of 
Blira  Tellini  Napoleone  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


JUNE  ANN  SAKURAI 

The  bin  (H.  R  4371)  for  the  reUef  of 
June  Ann  Sakural  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


KAORU  YOSmOKA 

The  bin  (H.  R.  4740)  for  the  reUef  of 
Kaoru  Yoshioka  was  considered,  oitlered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  tbe  tblrd  time, 
and  passed. 

MUHl'l'llN  SCHUER 

The  bUl  (H.  R  4959)  for  the  reUef  of 
Muhittin  Schuer  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 
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PAUL  FRKOVICH 

Tbe  bUl  (H.  R.  4998)  for  the  reUef  of 
Faul  RkoVich  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


CARMEN  D'OTTAVIO 

The  biU  (H.  R.  5072)  for  the  relief  of 
Carmen  D'Ottavio.  also  known  as  Cam- 
eron lyottavio,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


SOPHIA  NASSOPOULOS 

The  biU  (H.  R.  5077)  for  the  relief  of 
Sophia  Nassopoulos  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  tliird 
time,  and  passed. 


EVA  LOWINGER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5443)  for  the  relief  of 
Eva  Lowinger  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


EDELTRAUD  KAMBERG  DOUGLASS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5639)  for  the  reUef  of 
Edeltraud  Kamberg  Douglass  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


EVAKTHIA  DEMETRIOS  MAKROZO- 
NARI 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5822)  for  the  relief  of 
Evanthia  Demetrios  Makrozonari  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


ALBERTO  UGO  LANDRY 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5944)  for  the  relief  of 
Alberto  Ugo  Landry  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


BARBARA  PATOR  ALLEN 

The  biU  (H.  R.  6414)  for  the  relief  of 
Barbara  Pator  Allen  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


MAROERS  NULLE-SIECENIEKS 
The  bill  (H.  R.  6955)  for  the  relief  of 
Margers  NuUe-Siecenleks  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


GENE  C.  SZUTU  AND  FLORENCE  C. 
SZUTU 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6987)  for  the  relief  of 
Gene  .C.  Szutu  and  Florence  C.  Szutu 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


ROSA  MARIE  ADELHEID  HEROK 
The  biU  (H.  R.  7138)  for  the  relief  of 
Rosa  Marie  Adelheid  Herok  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


ERIKA  JETTE  LAVERT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7451)  for  the  reUef  of 
Erika  Jette  Lavery  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed.  j 

ELIZABETH  FORSTER  AUSTIN 
The  bill  (H.  R.  7494)  for  the  relief  of 
Elizabeth  Forster  Austin  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


ANGELE  MARIE  BOYUl 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7584)  for  the  relief  of 
Angele  Marie  Boyer  (nee  Pleniazeck) 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


THERESIA  PROBST  UHL 
The  bill  (H.  R.  7593)  for  the  relief  of 
Theresia  Probst  TJhl  was  consiciered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


MICHAEL  HENRY  LaFLBUR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7606)  for  the  relief  of 
Michael  Henry  LaFleur  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed.  , 


ENRICO  INTRAVAIAl 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7612)  for  the  relief  of 
Enrico  Intravaia  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  tloird  time, 
an(|  passed.  j 

MRS.  ADRIANA  M.  TRUYER3  ARETZ 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7628)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Adriana  M.  Truyers  Aretz  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  RUTH  GRUSCHKA  KRUG 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7629)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Ruth  Gruschka  Krug  Was  con- 
sidered, oi-dered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


MARTTI  riMARI  TIMONEN  AND 
OTHERS 
The  bill  (H.  R.  7635)  for  the  relief  of 
Marttl  limari  Timonen,  Maj-Us  Timo- 
nen,  and  Marja  Timonen  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  tinsf*,  and  passed.         , 

HEINZ  GERHARD  ROLA|»PE 

The  bill  CH.  R.  7807)  for  the  relief  of 
Heinz  Gerhard  Rolappe  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


GIUSEPPI  CLEMENTI 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7924)  for  the  relief  of 
Giuseppi  dementi  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  DINA  MIANULU 


The  bill  (H.  R.  7925)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Dina  Mianulli  (nee  E^ratzer)  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


BART  BLAAKI 


The  bill  (H.  R.  7945)  for  the  relief  of 
Bart  Blaak  (formerly  Johannes  J.  M. 
Gijbers)  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

PALMINA  SMARRHLLI 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8146)  for  the  relief  of 
Palmina  Smarrelli  (nee  La(tanzio)  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


HELMUT  CERMAK  AND  HANA 
CERMAK 


The  bill  (H.  R.  8334)  for  the  relief  of 
Helmut  Cermak  and  Hana  Cermak  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


PIETRO  MEDURI 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  831)  for  the  reUef  of  Pietro 
Meduri,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment.  :n  line  7,  after  the  word 
"fee",  to  strike  out  "and  head  tax",  so  as 
to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws, 
Pietro  Meduri  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  In  this  act.  the  Secrttary  of  State 
shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer 
to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appropriate 
quota  for  the  flrst  year  that  fuch  quota  is 
available. 

The  amendment  wns  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  th^  third  time, 
and  passed. 


1 


TOKUKO  KOBAYASHI  AND  HER 
MINOR  SON 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (8.  883)  for  the  reUef  of  Tokuko 
Kobayashi  and  her  minor  son,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert:  j 

'rhat,  In  the  administration  bt  the  Immi- 
gration and  Nationality  Act,  llDkuko  Koba- 
yashi, the  flanc<'e  of  Ernest  Carl  Fehlhaber.  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  her  minor 
son.  shall  be  eligible  for  visas  as  nonimmi- 
grant temporary  visitors  for  a  period  of  S 
months:  Provided,  That  the  aHminlstratlve 
authorities  find  that  the  said  liokuko  Koba- 
yashi Is  coming  to  the  United  States  with  a 
bona  fide  Intention  of  being  mArrled  to  the 
eald  Ernest  Carl  Fehlhaber  an4  that  she  la 
found  otherwise  admissible  uiKler  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Immigration  an«  Nationality 


Act  othar  than  tht  prirtakm  of  aBcttSB  21S 
(a)  (•)  of  that  act:  froN^atf  further.  That 
this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a  ground 
for  ezclualon  of  wlilch  tlia  Departmant  at 
sute  or  the  Departtomk  of  Jtisttca  baa 
knowledge  prior  to  the  enartment  of  tlila  act. 
In  the  event  that  the  marrtage  between  the 
above-named  peraona  doea  not  ooeiir  witbla 
3  months  after  ttie  entry  of  tbe  aald  Tokuko 
Kobayashi.  she  and  htT  minor  son  ahall  be 
required  to  depart  frcm  the  United  States 
and  upon  failure  to  do  so  shall  be  deported 
In  accordance  wtth  the  pcoTlalons  of  aectlans 
242  and  343  Of  the  Inunlgratlon  and  Iffatlon- 
allty  Act.  In  the  event  that  the  marriage 
between  the  above-named  peraona  shaU  occur 
within  3  months  after  the  entry  of  the  said 
Tokuko  Kobayashi  and. her  minor  aon.  the 
Attorney  General  la  aiitlkorlaed  and  directed 
to  record  the  lawful  admlsaion  for  permanent 
residence  of  the  said  rr^okuko  Kobayaahl  and 
her  minor  aon  as  of  the  date  of  the  payment 
by  her  of  the  required  visa  feea. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
August  2, 1954.  Calendar  No.  2179.  S.  883. 
was  reported  to  the  Senate  from  the 
Committee  on  the  J  Jdiciary. 

Since  that  time,  fie  House  has  passed 
H.  R.  2901.  similar  hill,  which  was  refer- 
red to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  dis- 
charged from  furtiier  consideration  of 
H.  R.  2901,  and  that  it  be  considered  in 
lieu  of  S.  883. 

The  PRESIDma  OPPICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  is  dischansed  from  the  further 
consideration  of  House  bill  2901. 

Is  there  objection  to  tbe  coosldtfaUon 
of  the  bill  (H.R.  2901)  r 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bQl 
(H.  R  2901)  for  tlte  relief  of  Tokuko 
Kobayashi  and  her  minor  aon  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  pamed. 

The  FRESIDnfa  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection.  Senate  bin  883  is  indefl- 
nitely  postponed. 


MARQOT  HERTA  liATUIfWTTZ 

The  Senate  procetided  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1604)  for  tbe  relief  of  Margot 
Herta  Matulewitz.  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  with  ao  amendment.  In  line  7. 
after  the  word  "act,"  to  insert  a  colon 
and  "Provided.  That  this  exwnption  shall 
aiH>ly  only  to  a  ground  for  exclusion  of 
which  the  Department  of  State  or  the 
Department  of  Justiee  hat  knowledge 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act",  ao 
as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  aotwlthstazkdlng 
the  proTlslona  of  aeetloii  Sia  (a)  (t)  at  ttaa 
Immigration  and  Mationallty  Act,  liargot 
Herta  llatulewlta  ma^  be  admitted  to  tlaa 
United  States  fdr  permanent  realdenoe  U  aho 
Is  found  to  be  otherwlaa  t)it"if— "»Kr  under 
tbe  provisions  of  tudi  act:  Provided,  That 
this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a  ground 
for  exclusion  of  which  the  Department  of 
sute  or  the  Dapartsient  ot  Justice  baa 
knowledge  prior  to  tbe  enartment  of  tbla  act.. 

The  amendment  n-as  agreed  to. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrotsed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  thiitl  time, 
and  passed. 


AZZAM  IBSAC  RAFnX 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  <8.  1838)  for  the  reUef  of  Asam 
lasac  Ralldl.  which  had  been  report- 
ed from  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary with  an  amendment,  in  line  7. 
after  word  "fee,"  to  strike  out  "and  head 
tax.  Upon  the  granting  of  permanent 
residence  to  such  aUen  as  provided  for  in 
this  act.  tbe  Secretary  of  State  shall  in- 
struct the  proper  quota-control  officer  to 
deduct  one  number  from  the  appropriate 
Quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota 
is  available.",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  tbe  purpoaea 
at  the  immlgraticm  and  naturalization  lawa. 
the  alien  Anam  Isaac  Bafldl  shall  be  held 
and  oonaldered  to  have  been  lawfully  ad- 
mitted to  tbe  United  States  for  permanent 
realdenoe  aa  of  the  date  of  enactment  of  thla 
act.  upon  payment  of  tbe  required  visa  tea. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tbe  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

OIJVIA  MART  ORCIOCH 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1890)  for  the  relief  of  Olivia  Mary 
Orciuch,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  CcMnmittee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  to  stiike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That,  for  the  purpoeea  of  the  ImmlgraUon 
and  Nationality  Act,  OUrla  liary  Orciuch 
aban  be  held  and  oonaldered  to  bave  been 
lawfully  adnUtted  to  the  United  Statea  for 
permanent  realdenoe  aa  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act.  upon  payment  of  tbe 
required  visa  fee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and 


VASILI06      D^fFTRIOU      ERET90S 
AND  HIS  WIPIS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bOl  (8.  1316)  for  the  relief  of  VasUios 
Demetrlou  Kretsos  and  his  wife  Chryssa 
Tliomaidou  Kretsos.  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out 
all  after  the  macting  clause  and  insert: 

That,  for  the  purpoaea  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act.  Vaamoa  Demetiiou 
Kretsos  and  bis  wife  Ctaryasa  Tbomaldou 
Kretsoa  rtiall  be  held  and  considered  to  have 
been  lawfuUy  admitted  to  tbe  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  at 
the  enactment  of  this  act.  upon  payment 
of  tbe  required  vlaa  fees.  Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  such  aliens  aa 
provided  for  in  thla  act,  tbe  Secretary  of 
State  ahall  instruct  the  proper  quota-con- 
trol oOoer  to  deduct  the  required  numbers 
from  tbe  appropriate  quota  or  quotas  for  tbe 
first  year  tbat  such  quota  or  quotaa  are 
available. 

Tbe  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tlie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and 


STANIBLAVAB  RACINBKAS 

TlK  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (a  38SS)  for  the  relief  of  Stanislavas 
Racinskas    (Stacys   Racinskas),   which 


had  been  reported  tram  the  OcHnmittee 
on  tbe  Judiciary  with  an  aaftoidmeat, 
to  strike  out  all  after  the  *»i»«»Mi»f 
clause  and  insert: 


That,  la  the  artailiiiedalfct  vi  ttM 
gratlon  and  Nationality  laws,  Cba  AStoriMy 
General  la  .authorised  and  directed  to  dla- 
continue  any  deportation  frnfm»ttin^  maiA 
to  cancel  any  outstanding  order  and  war- 
rant tt  deportatkHi,  warraaft  of  arreet.  aad 
bond,  which  may  have  been  taaoad  In  the 
caae  of  Stanlalavaa  BadnAaa  <8taeya  Ba- 
clnskaa).  rnm.  and  after  ftaa  date  of  en- 
actment of  this  act,  -tbe  eald  Stanlalavaa 
RaclnMcaa  (Stacys  Badnakaa)  sbaU  not 
again  be  subject  to  deportation  by 
of  the  same  facta  upon  wbleb  such 
tatlon  proceedings  were  oonunenoed  or  any 
such  warrants  and  order  have 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

ARTDRO  RODRIGUEZ  DIAZ 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2636)  for  the  relief  of  Artuzo 
Rodriguez  Diaz,  wfdch  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  JndidaiT 
with  an  amendment,  in  line  7.  after  the 
word  "act",  to  insert  a  colon  and  "Pro- 
vided, That  this  exemption  shall  aprtf 
only  to  a  ground  for  exclusion  of  which 
the  Department  of  State  or  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  has  knowledge  piior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  act",  so  as  to  make 
the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  ete^  Tliat.  notwttbstandtng 
tbe  provlalooa  of  aectlom  312  (a)  (19)  of  tiM 
Immigration  and  NattonaU^  Act.  Artuio 
Rodrigues  IXas  may  be  »Amitij^  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  realdenea  U  be 
Is  found  to  be  otbowlae  adaiaalMa  aadar 
tbe  provisions  at  such  act:  PropMed,  Tbat 
this  fgemptlon  ahaU  apply  otUy  to  aground 
for  ezdualoa  at  which  the  Departmant  ot 
State  or  the  Departmant  at  Justloa  bas 
knowledge  prior  to  tbe  enactmnit  ot  thla  i 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  bsr  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  tiine, 
and  passed. 

USKLOTTE  WARMBRAND 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2678)  for  the  relief  of  Uselotte 
Warmbrand.  which  had  been  repeated 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amenrimwit.  in  line  7,  after  the 
word  "act",  to  insert  a  colon  and  "Pro- 
vided.  That  this  exemption  shall  apfily 
only  to  a  ground  for  ezdusioa  of  which 
the  Department  of  State  or  tbe  D^jiart- 
ment  of  Justice  has  knowledge  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  act",  so  as  to  make 
the  bin  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  Tbat,  Botwithataikttiit 
tbe  provlalona  tit  seetkm  SIS  (a)  (•)  tit  tbe 
ImmlsiatUm  and  NatlanaUty  Act.  Tlaiilirtla 
Warxnteand  may  be  admitted  to  tbe  TTiiilad 
States  for  i>ermanent  realdenoe  If  aba  la 
found  to  be  otherwise  admlaalbie  under  the 
provlaftims  of  such  act:  Provided.  That  this 
exemption  ahall  apply  only  to  a  sroand  for 
exclusion  of  which  tbe  Department  of  Stata 
or  the  Department  at  Juetloe  bM  knowledse 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  thla  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  ta 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  eDgrossed 

for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time. 

and  passed. 
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ABn  JOHANNES  RUUSKANEN 
Ttoit  Senftte  proceeded  to  consider  the 
MR  (&  a679>  for  the  relief  of  Ahtl  Jo- 
hanines  Rawtkmnen,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judl- 
cfeuy  with  an  amendment,  in  line  7, 
after  the  word  "fee",  to  strike  cut  "and 
head  tax",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  Iliat.  for  the  purpoM* 
of  tbe  tmmlgratlon  and  natunOlaaUon  laws. 
Ahtl  Johannw  Buuikanen  ihall  be  held  and 
conaldnvd  to  liave  beoi  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  united  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  tne  date  of  the  enactment  of  tbla  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  r«<iulred  Tlia  fee.  Upon 
the  granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  aa  provided  for  In  thla  act,  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  ihall  instruct  the  proper 
quota-control  olBcer  to  deduct  one  number 
from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year 
tliat  mdi  quota  la  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


FRANCOISE  O.  IfcMAHON 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
blQ  (8.  3695)  for  the  relief  of  Francoise 
O.  McBfahon,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  on  page  1,  line  7, 
after  the  word  "act",  to  insert  a  colon 
and  "Provided.  That  Uils  exemption  shall 
apply  only  to  a  ground  for  exclusion  of 
which  the  Department  of  State  or  ^  the 
Department  of  Justice  has  knowledge 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act",  so  as 
to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  Tbat,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Inmiiigratlon  and  Nationality  Act,  Francoise 
O.  McMahon  may  he  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  if  she  is 
found  to  be  otherwise  admissible  imder  the 
provisions  of  such  act:  Provided,  That  this 
exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  for 
ezdualcm  of  wliich  the  Department  of  State 
or  tlie  Department  of  Justice  has  knowledge 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


JEAN  CANTALINI 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2731)  for  the  relief  of  Jean  Can- 
tallnl.  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert: 

Tliat,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act,  Jean  Cantalini 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have  been 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  Stotes  for 
permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

LYDIA  TISCHLER 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
Wll  (8.  2768)  for  the  relief  of  Lydia 
Tlschler,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 


an  amendment,  to  strike  out  nil  after 

the  enabting  clause  and  insert: 

That,  in  the  administration  of  the  Immi- 
gration and  Nationality  Act.  Lydla  Tlsch- 
ler, the  fiance  of  Theodore  Schmlcit,  a  legal 
resident  alien  of  the  United  States,  shall 
be  eligible  for  a  visa  as  a  nonltimigrant 
temporary  visitor  for  a  period  of  3  months: 
Provided,  'mat  the  administrative  authori- 
ties find  that  the  said  Lydla  Tlschlsr  is  com- 
ing to  the  United  States  with  a  |>ona  fide 
intention  of  being  married  to  the  8|ild  Theo- 
dore Schmidt  and  that  she  is  found  other- 
Wise  admlaslble  under  the  provlsiotis  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  other  than 
the  inx>vlsion  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  that 
act:  Provided  further.  That  this  «Remption 
shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  for  exclusion 
of  Wliich  the  Department  of  State  or  the 
Department  of  Justice  has  knowledge  prior 
to  the  eniictment  of  this  act.  In  the  event 
that  the  marriage  between  the  above-named 
persons  does  not  occur  within  9  months 
"after  the  entry  of  the  said  Lydia  Tlschler. 
she  shall  be  required  to  depart  from  the 
United  States  and  upon  failure  to  do  so 
BhaU  be  deported  in  accordance  with  the 
provlslom;  of  sections  242  and  243  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  In  the 
event  that  the  marriage  between  the  above- 
named  persons  shall  occur  within  8  months 
after  the  entry  .of  the  said  Lydia  Tlschler, 
the  Attorney  General  Is  authorizell  and  di- 
rected to  record  the  lawful  admission  for 
permanent  residence  of  the  said  Lydia  Tlsch- 
ler as  of  the  date  of  the  paymedt  by  her 
of  the  required  visa  fee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed.  i 

PHILOPIMIN  MICHALACOPOULOS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill  (S.  2877)  for  the  relief  ol  Philop- 
imin  Michalacopoulos  (Mihalakopoulos), 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  with  an  amend- 
ment, to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting 
clause  and  insert: 

That,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Imanigratlon 
and  Nationality  Act,  Philoplmin  Michala- 
copoulos (Mihalakopoulos)  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  permanent  resi- 
dence as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
thla  act,  upon  pajrment  of  the  required  visa 
fee.  Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  resi- 
dence to  such  alien  as  provided  fdr  In  this 
act.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the 
proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one 
number  from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the 
first  year  that  such  quota  is  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  th^rd  time, 
and  passed.  i 


ELISA  PALUMBO  CASTALDO 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2936)  for  the  relief  of  Blisa  Pa- 
lumbo  Castaldo,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Jlidiclary 
with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out  all 
after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That,  notwithstanding  the  provision  of 
section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act,  Elisa  Pal  umbo  Castaldo  may 
be  admitted  to  the  United  SUtes  for  per- 
manent residence  If  she  is  found  to  t>e  other- 
wise «lml88lble  under  the  provisions  of  that 
act:  Provided.  That  this  exemption  shall 
apply  only  to  a  ground  for  exclusion  of  which 


the  Department  of  State  or  tlie  Department 
of  Justice  has  knowledge  prior  ^  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  he  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 
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KIM  KWANO  SUK  AND  KIM 
WOOSHIK 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2941)  for  the  relief  of  Kim 
Kwang  Suk  and  Kim  Woo  Shik.  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment. 
at  the  beginning  of  line  7,  to  strike  out 
"Mr.  and  Mrs.  Kenneth  N.  Hoberts,  cit- 
izens of  the  United  States"  and  insert 
"Mr.  Kenneth  N.  Roberts,  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States,  and  his  wife",  so  as 
to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  p\irpoaes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  206  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
children,  Kim  Kwang  Suk  and  Kim  Woo 
Shlk,  shall  be  held  and  considSred  to  be  the 
natural-born  alien  children  of  llr.  Kenneth 
N.  Roberts,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
and  his  wife. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


EULALIO  RODRIGUEZ  VARGAS 

The  bill  (G.  2945)  for  the  relief  of  Eu- 
lalio  Rodriguez  Vargas  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provision  of  section  212  (a^  (19)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Kulalio 
Rodriguez  Vargas  may  be  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  if  he 
Is  found  to  be  otherwise  adnnUsslble  under 
the  provisons  of  that  act:  Ptovided,  That 
this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a  ground 
for  exclusion  of  which  the  Department  of 
State  or  the  Department  of  Justice  have 
knowledge  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 


RUTH   WEHRHAN 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  fxmslder  the 
bill  (S.  2993)  for  the  relijef  of  Ruth 
Wehrhan,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judlcbiry  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  1,  line  8,  after  the 
word  "act",  to  insert  a  colot  and  "PrO' 
vided,  That  this  exemption  shall  apply 
only  to  a  ground  for  exclusion  of  which 
the  Department  of  State  or  the  Etepart- 
ment  of  Justice  has  Icnowledge  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  act:  Afid  provided 
further.  That  a  suitable  and  proper  bond 
or  undertaking,  approved  by  the  Attor- 
ney General,  be  deposited  a$  prescribed 
by  section  213  of  the  said  aet",  so  as  to 
make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notiwlthstandlng 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (4)  (8)  ot  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  upon  ap- 
plication heresifter  filed,  an  immigration  visa 
may  be  Issued,  and  admission  for  permanent 
residence  granted,  to  Ruth  Wehrhan  if  she  is 
otherwise  admissible  under  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act:  Provided,  Tliat  this 
exemption  shall  apply  only  to  It  ground  for 
exclusion  of  which  the  E>epartiAent  of  State 
or  the  Department  of  Justice  h«8  knowledge 


prior  to  the  ensetment  of  this  act:  And  pro^ 
vided  further.  Tha^  a  suitable  and  proper 
bond  or  imdertaking,  approved  by  the  At- 
torney General,  be  deposited  as  prescribed 
by  section  213  of  the  said  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  readmg,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


MARGARET  ISABEL  BYERS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3045)  for  the  reUef  of  Margaret 
Isabel  Byers.  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  in  line  7.  after  the 
word  "fee",  to  strike  out  "and  head  tax. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permanoit  resi- 
dence to  such  alien  as  provided  for  in 
this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  in- 
struct the  proper  quota -control  officer  to 
deduct  oiie  number  from  the  appropri- 
ate quota  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  is  available",  so  as  to  make  the 
blU  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  immlgratloc  and  naturalisation  laws, 
Margaret  Isabel  BytTS.  sliall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  t>ermanent  residence  as  of 
the  date  of  the  eniictment  of  this  act,  upon 
payment  of  the  rec|\ared  visa  fee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  thir'*  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


NEJIBE  EL-SOUSSE  SLTMAN 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
biU  (S.  3046)  for  the  relief  of  Nejlbe  El- 
Sousse  Slyman.  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  an  amendment,  m  line  7, 
after  the  word  "lee,"  to  strike  out  "and 
head  tax."  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  immigration  and  naturalisation  laws, 
Nejibe  El-Sousse  Slyman  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  liave  been  lawfully  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  permanent  resi- 
dence as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
this  act.  upon  paynient  of  the  required  visa 
fee.  Upon  the  grariting  of  permanent  resi- 
dence to  such  alien  as  provided  for  in  this 
act.  the  Secretary  of  State  sludl  instruct 
the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct 
one  number  from  tlie  appropriate  quota  for 
the  first  year  that  such  quota  Is  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  readini;.  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


LUZIACOX 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3047)  for  the  reUef  of  Luzia  Cox, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Jud:  clary  with  an  amend- 
ment, to  strike  out  all  after  the  enact- 
ing clause  and  insert: 

That,  notwithstanding  the  provision  of 
section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act,  Luf  la  Cox  may  be  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  permanent  rsatdence 
if  she  is  found  to  ba  oUierwlae  admissible 
under  the  provision!  of  such  act:  Provided. 
That  this  ezemptloa  ahaU  apply  only  to  a 
ground  for  ezclusloa  of  which  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  or  the  Department  of  Justice 


has  knowledge   prior  to  the  enactment  of 
this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


S.  SOT.  SILVESTRE  E.  CASTILLO 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (8.  3056)  for  the  reUef  of  S.  Sgt. 
Silvestre  E.  Castillo,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  to  strike 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
insert: 

That,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act,  S.  Sgt.  Silvestre  E. 
CastiUo  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have 
been  lawfuUy  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of 
the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment  of 
tiie  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of 
pernutnent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  in  this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  instruct  the  proper  quota-control  of- 
ficer to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appro- 
priate quota  for  Uie  first  year  that  such 
quota  is  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


ELSA  T.RDEIRER 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (8.  3084)  for  the  reUef  of  Elsa 
Lederer.  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  in  line  7,  after  the  word 
"act",  to  insert  a  colon  and  "Provided, 
That  this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to 
a  ground  for  exclusion  of  which  the  De- 
partment of  State  or  the  Department  of 
Justice  has  knowledge  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act",  so  as  to  make  the  bill 
read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwltlistanding 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Elsa  Le- 
derer may  be  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  if  she  Is  found  to 
be  otherwise  admissible  under  the  pro- 
visions of  such  act:  ProtHded.  That  this  ex- 
emption shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  for  ex- 
clusion of  which  the  Department  of  State 
or  the  Department  of  Justice  has  knowledge 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


CIRINO  LANZAFAME 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3273)  for  the  relief  of  Cirino 
Lanzafame,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  in  line  7,  after  the 
word  "act"  to  insert  a  colon  and  "Pro- 
vided. That  this  exemption  shall  apply 
only  to  a  groiuid  for  excliision  of  which 
the  Department  of  State  or  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  has  knowledge  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  act",  so  as  to  make 
thebUlread: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provlaions  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Immigration   and   Nationality    Act.    Cirino 


I^anaafame  may  be  admitted  to  tlM  United 
States  for  permanent  residenoe  if  be  la  fouiMl 
to  be  otherwiae  admiaaibls  undsr  tba  pto- 
vlslons  of  such  act:  ProtMed,  Tliat  thla  ex- 
emption slum  apply  only  to  a  ground  for  es- 
clxislon  of  which  the  Department  of  State  or 
the  Department  of  Justice  has  knowledge 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agrreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrosBed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


ANNA  C.  GIE6B 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3392)  for  the  relief  of  Anna  C. 
Giese  which  had  been  reported  from  tike 
Committee  on  th?  Judiciary  with  an  * 
amendment,  on  page  1.  line  7,  after  the 
word  "fee",  to  strike  out  the  period  and 
"Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  resi- 
dence to  such  alien  as  tHt>vided  for  in 
this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
instruct  the  protter  quota-control  offloer 
to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appro- 
priate quota  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  is  available"  and  insert  a  colon  and 
"Provided,  That  a  suitable  and  proper 
bond  or  undertaking,  approved  by  the 
Attorney  General,  be  deposited  as  pre- 
scribed by  section  213  of  the  said  act", 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  poposas 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Anna  C.  Oiese  ahaU  be  held  and  consldsrsd 
to  have  been  lawfuUy  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  reaidenoe  aa  at  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fee:  Provided,  Tbat  a 
suitable  and  proper  bond  or  undertaking. 
approved  by  the  Attorney  General,  be  depos- 
ited as  prescribed  by  section  21S  of  tbe  said 
act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

MRS.  USA  LEAR 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
biU  (S.  3569)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Lisa 
Lear,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  aa 
amendment,  in  line  7.  after  tbe  word 
"act",  to  insert  a  colon  and  "Provided. 
That  this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to 
a  ground  for  exclusion  of  which  the  De- 
partment of  State  or  the  Department  of 
Justice  has  knowledge  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act",  so  as  to  make  the  bUl 
read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Immigration  and  NationaUty  Act,  lira.  Lisa 
Lear  may  be  admitted  to  tbe  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  if  she  is  found  to 
be  otherwise  admissible  under  the  provisions 
of  such  act:  Provided.  That  this  exemption 
shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  for  exclusion  of 
which  the  Department  of  State  or  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  has  knowledge  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  tbe  third  time; 
and  passed. 

MILOS  KNEZEVICH 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  eoosider  Uhe 
bill  (S.  3577)   for  the  relief  of  MUoa 
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tDbe 
fit « lUrd  naoam,  road  tlw 
IftM^ML  «d  pwed.  M  AiBows: 

MiUmwHt**,  «te.,  TlMt»  Cor  Om  popoM* 

UMt  aMkmiCt^  Act. 

L  ahaU  to*  litfd  aDd  cirmalrlfii ml 

I  iMrtvQy  admitted  to  «»  Ttaitad 

for  pVBUumxt  NsldMifle  iM  of  tbe 

ditt  <C  Hit  fBMtant  of  thto  attk  upon  pay- 

UpoB  th* 
•  to  socii 
for  la  this  aot.  tlie  Skt*- 
tary  of  State  diall  liuttruet  tba  ptoper  qnota- 
oontnd  oAoijF  lo  dotfuct  oiw  mnnbOT  from  tlia 
approprfait*  iHote  for  tha  ftBi  year  that  meb 
Viota  li  aTaUabla. 


The  Scnftte  proceeded  to  eooslder  the 
Un  (&  aesS)  tor  the  leUef  of  FrandB 
Tlmalfay  ICury  Hodgwin  (fonnerly  Vlc- 
tor  ChKties  Joyce) ,  which  had  been  re- 
posted  fran  tfae  Oommittee  on  the  Jndi- 
ciaiy  vKb  an  amendnKnt,  to  strike  out 
aB  after  the  enaetins  dbtose  and  insert: 


Tbat.  ttm  tlM  puipoMa  of  — rttona  101  <a) 
(37)  (A)  and  aOS  of  tha  iBMBlcratlan  and 
MkUotMOtty  Act,  tba  minor  child.  Ptanda 
TlBMaiy  Ktfy  IbjttiKm  (formerly  Tletor 
CHaiWi  Joyae),  duOl  be  held  and  tenaldered 
to  ha  the  aatutal-bom  alien  ehtld  of  ICr. 
aad  lata.  Jeiu  O.  Wodgeon,  citlaeiia  oC  tbe 
United  SUtae. 

Tba  iiwndmfnt  was  acreed  to. 

The  taill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
•Bd 


SCHART  COUUON 


to  oonakler  the 
felH  <8.  Wtmy'tat  the  reitaf  of  Hds& 
Sdhart  Coulaon,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  tbe  Judiekry 
wttb^  amenrtmimtt  in  line  7.  after  the 
'  '"*.  to  hisert  a  eolon  and  "Pro- 
_  this  ademption  sball  apply 

.  KJPDDUDd  for  exclusion  of  which 

the  Defitttment  of  State  or  the  Depart- 
ment of  JtHtlee  has  knowledge  prioi  to 
of  this  act",  so  as  to 
the  tain  read: 


0«  <t  ewaefed,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
of  aeettoa  au  (a)  <9)  of  the 
and  Wattnmallty  Act,  B<«a 
■uqr  be  admitted  to  the 
I  fer  penaaaoit  leehlonia  IX  she 
Is  toaad  to  he  otherwise  admlwlMe- under 
the  •panuaam  of  such  act:  ProviOed,  mat 
this  Mwaptton  shall  apply  only  to  a  gromid 
for  aaclalaa  of  whlidi  the  Department  of 
State  or  the  Dqiartaaant  of  Jvstlce  haa 
knowledge  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this 
•ct. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Mn  was  ordered  to  be  engroosed 
for  «  third  reading,  read  the  third  time. 
and 


OESELA  NAGOBL 

The  Senate  praeeeded  to  oonskler  the 
hiU  (S.  3MP)  fer  the  relief  of  Oiseia 
Mkcel  (nee  Maireder).  which  had  been 
reported  fren  the  Oommittee  on  the 
JUdlchury  with  an  amoidment.  in  line  7, 
mfter  the  word  "act**  to  Insert  a  colon 
and  "Prooidid.  That  this  exemption  shall 
amly  on]y  to  a  cround  for  exclusion  of 
which  the  Department  of  State  or  the 
of  Justiee  has  knowledge 


prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  aet",  so 
as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  mmeted,  etc..  That,  notwithsti^dlng 
tbe  proTlslons  of  section  213  (a)  <»)  ^  the 
iBualgratlon  and  Nationality  Act,  piaela 
Nagei  (nee  Ifalreder)  may  be  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
If  she  Is  foimd  to  be  otherwise  admissible 
under  tbe  proTlslons  of  such  act:  Prooided, 
That  this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a 
ground  fOr  eaduslon  of  wtxlcti  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  or  the  Department  of  Justice 
has  knowledge  prior  to  the  enactment  OX  this 
act.  ^ 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engnossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  itime. 
and  passed. 


C3RANTI1IO  OP  STATUS  OF  P£!^MA- 
NB9TjSlESID£MCE     TO     CERtTAIN 

alieMs 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  considek'  the 
concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con.  Res^  227) 
favoring  the  granting  of  the  stat^  of 
permanent  resideiM^e  to  certain  aliens 
(tear  text  of  above  concurrent  resoliiUon 
see  pp.  8313  to  8315  of  the  CoNtus- 
siOHAL  Raooaa  of  June  16.  1954),  Which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Coinxaittee 
on  the  Judiciary  with  amendment^,  on 
page  29.  after  line  4,  to  insert: 

A-4ie82832.  Abraham,  Joseph  Heskel. 

After  line  5.  to  insert: 
A-71fl^l6.  Rosenberger,  Menaeche. 

After  line  6.  to  hisert: 
A-718aS51,  Pulop,  Bertha. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
The  concurrent  resolution,  as  amended, 
was  agreed  to. 


RELIEF  cap  CERTAIN  PALESTnklAN 
ARAB  REFUGEES 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consid^  the 
bill  (S.  1338)  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees,  which  had 
been  reported  from  ttie  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  an  amendmenlt.  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  c|ause 
and  insert: 

That,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Immigmtlon 
and  KatlonaUty  Act,  Nablha  BSias  Audi. shall 
be  held  and  considered  to  bave  been  law- 
fully admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment  df  the 
required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  grantl4g  of 
permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  In  this  act.  the  Secretary  of  Btate 
shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-contrdl  of- 
ficer to  deduct  one  number  from  the  ap- 
propriate quote  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  Is  STallable. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  lime, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  il>ad: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nabiha 
Audi." 


JAMES  ARTHUR  CIMINO 


tUias 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1605)  for  the  relief  of  James 
Arthur  Cimino.  which  had  been  repoted 
trem  the  Ck}minittee  on  the  Judidiary 


with  amendmente.  at  the  beginning  of 
Une  5.  to  strike  out  "child"  aid  faisert 
"children";  in  the  same  Une,  after  the 
name  "Arthur",  to  strike  out  "IChnino." 
and  insert  "Cimino  and  Joan  Clmlno"; 
and  at  the  beginning  of  line  7,ito  strike 
out  "chUd"  and  msert  "childreh".  ao  as 
to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  tti4  purposes 
of  secUons  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  $05  of  tbe 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
cMIdren,  James  Arthur  Clmlno  tuid  Joan 
Clmlno  shaU  be  held  and  consldcp«d  to  be 
the  natural-bom  alien  children  of!  Jamee  N. 
Clmlno  and  Barbara  Scrlbner  Clailno.  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States. 

The  ammdments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  dnsrosaed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as i  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Jameg  Arthur 
Cimino  and  Joan  Cimino."       i 


AlfANTIOS 


EUGENIA  GAFOS  AND  AD 
GEORGE  GAFOS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  coo^der  tbe 
bill  (S.  1720)  for  the  relief  of  Eugenia 
Gafos  and  Adamantdos  Geor^  Gafos, 
which  had  been  reported  from  vhe  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  with  an  ammd- 
ment.  on  page  1,  line  4.  after  the  word 
"act",  to  insert  "Capt.  (3eorge  Oafoe".  so 
as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the!  pinpoeee 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Capt.  George  Oafoa,  Kugenla  Oafosi  and  Ad- 
amantlos  George  Oafos  shall  be  ^d  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawfully '  admitted 
to  tbe  United  States  for  permanent:  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  tbe  enactment  o4  this  act. 
upon  payment  of  the  required  Visa  feee. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  residence 
to  such  aliens  as  provided  for  In!  this  act, 
the  Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the  prop- 
er quota-control  officer  to  deduct  tbe  re- 
quired numbers  from  tbe  approprl|ite  quota 
or  quotas  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota 
or  quotas  are  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  ehgrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  ito  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Capt.  George 
Gafos,  Eugenia  Gafos,  and  Adamsuitios 
George  Gafos." 


HELEN  HILDA  CORAL  NEW93ERT 
AND  OTHERS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  con^der  the 
bill  (S.  2879)  for  the  relief  of  Hel^  Hilda 
Coral  Newbery.  Peter  Julian  Ifewbery. 
and  Prudence  Ellen  Newbery»  wiiich 
had  been  reported  from  the  Cc^nmittee 
on  the  Judiciary  with  an  amehdment. 
to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert:  ] 

That,  for  the  purposes  of  seeUo4  903  (a) 
(1)  (B)  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act,  Peter  Julian  Newbery  and  Prudence 
feUen  Newbery  shall  be  held  and  censldered 
to  be  tbe  natural-bom  chlldren  a|  Charles 
Bruce  Newbery  and  regarded  ad  having 
accompanied  him  at  the  thne  of  his  admis- 
sion for  permanent  residence  under  sectloa 
303  (a)  <l)  of  the  said  act:  ProvUed.  That 
they  obtain  appropriate  Immigrant  Vlaas  and 
apply  for  admission  Into  the  United  Statea 
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within  e  months  following  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act. 

The  amendment «  as  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reiading.  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Peter  JuUan  New- 
bery and  Prudence  ISllea  Newbery." 


S3DWARD  H.  HON 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2994)  for  the  reUef  of  Edward  H. 
Hon,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Immigration 
and  NatlonaUty  Act.  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Bdward  H. 
Hon  shaU  be  held  and  considered  to  have 
been  lawfuUy  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  resldenoe  as  of  the  dat^  of 
the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment  of 
the  required  visa  feee.  Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  sucb  aliens  as 
provided  for  In  this  act,  the  Secretary  of 
Bute  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-eontrol 
ofllcer  to  deduct  the  required  numbers  from 
the  appropriate  quota  or  quotas  (or  the  first 
year  that  sucb  quota  or  qubtas  ars  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read : 
"A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Edward  H.  Hon. 


MALVINA  DAVID    (NEE  GABRIEL) 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  otmsider  the 
bill  (S.  3024)  for  the  relief  of  MalvUia 
David  (nee  Gabriel),  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  in  line 
4.  after  the  word  "act",  to  strike  out 
"Malvlna  David  (nee  Gabriel)"  and  in- 
sert "Malbina  Rouphael  David,  nee  Ge- 
brael",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  ttx  the  ptupoees 
of  tbe  Immigration  and  NatlonaUty  Act. 
Malbina  Rouphael  David,  nee  Oebrael.  shall 
be  held  and  considered  to  have  been  law- 
fuUy admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permsnent  resldenoe  as  of  the  date  at  the 
enactment  of  this  act.  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Malbina  Rou- 
phael David,  nee  Oebrael." 


ROSITA  A.  JCXaSAN 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3054)  for  the  reUef  of  Rosita 
A.  Jocsan.  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  in  line  4,  after  the  name 
"Rosita  A.",  to  strilce  out  "Jocsan"  and 
insert  "Jocson".  so  as  to  make  the  bill 
read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Rosita  A.  Jocson  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawf uUy  admitted  to  the  United 

I 
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Statee  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
of  the  eaactaaent  of  this  act,  upon  payiaent 
of  tbe  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  resldenoe  to  such  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  In  this  act,  tbe  Secretary  of  State 
shall  InstrwTt  the  proper  quota-control  offi- 
cer to  deduct  one  nxunber  from  the  appro- 
priate quoU  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  Is  avaUable. 

The  am«idment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read : 
"A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Rosite  A.  Jocson." 


CLEOPHAT  ROBERT  JOSEPH  CARON 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (8.  3276)  for  the  reUef  of  Cleophat 
Robert  Joseph  Caron,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judteiary  with  amendmente.  at  the  be- 
ginning of  line  4.  to  strike  out  "(9)  and 
212  (a)  (17)"  and  insert  "(9)  (17).  and 
(19)";  and  in  line  8.  after  the  word 
"act",  to  insert  a  colon  and  "Prortded, 
That  this  exemption  shall  apply  (mly  to 
grounds  for  exclusion  of  which  the  De- 
partment of  State  or  the  Department  of 
Justice  has  knowledge  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  this  act",  so  as  to  make 
the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  sections  212  (a)  (9),  (17), 
and  ( 19)  of  the  Immigration  and  NatlonaUty 
Act,  Cleophat  Robert  Joseph  Caron  may  be 
admitted  to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  If  he  is  found  to  be  otherwise  ad- 
missible under  the  provisions  of  such  act: 
l*roofded.  That  this  exemption  shaU  apply 
only  to  grounds  for  ezclusion  at  wblcb  tbe 
Department  of  State  or  tbe  Department  of 
Justtoe  has  knowledge  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act. 

The  amendmente  were  agreed  to. 

The  Ull  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


ROGER  FEGHALI 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
biU  (S.  SS52)  for  the  reUef  of  Joseph 
Peghali  and  Roger  Feghali,  which  had 
lieen  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert: 

That,  for  the  purpoees  of  sections  101  (a) 
(37)  (A)  and  a06  of  the  Immigration  and 
NatlonaUty  Act.  the  minor  child,  Roger 
FeghaU,  ahaU  be  held  and  considered  to  be 
the  natural-bom  alien  child  of  Max  J.  Mc- 
Sovid,  a  cltlaen  oi  the  United  States.  The 
said  Roger  FsghaU,  tor  the  purpoees  of  this 
act,  ahall  be  deemed  to  be  a  chUd  under  10 
years  of  age. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
August  2,  1954.  Calendar  No.  2S17.  a 
3352.  was  reported  to  the  Senate  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Since  that  time,  the  House  has  passed 
H.  R.  7983.  similar  bill,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  ttie 
Committee   on   the  Judiciary   be   dis- 
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charged  frmn  further  consideratiosi  of 
H.  R.  7987.  and  that  if  be  edhtklered  ta 
lieu  of  S.  8352,  and  that  the  Senate  bffl 
be  ^definitely  pos^^cMwd. 

The  PRE8IDINO  QFFlCEIi.  Without 
objection,  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary is  disohaxged  from  the  f uither  con- 
sideraUon  of  House  bfU  7M7. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  preaent  oon« 
SideraUon  of  the  House  bUl? 

There  b^ng  no  objection,  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7987)  for  the  reUef  of  Roger 
Feghali  was  ccHisidered.  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

DR.  MARCIANO  GUTIERREZ  AND 
OTHERS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bUl  (H.  R.  7045)  for  the  rtfief  of  Dr. 
Marciano  Gutierrez.  Dr.  Amptao  Q. 
Joaquin  Gutierrez,  and  their  chlldzen. 
Rosenda,  Rebecca.  Raymundo,  and  BCu-- 
ciano,  and  Mrs.  Briglda  de  Gutiares. 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  with  amend- 
mente. on  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  name 
"Rebecca",  to  hisert  "and":  in  the  same 
line,  after  the  name  "Raymundo".  to 
strike  out  "and  Marciano,";  and  on  page 
2,  line  3,  after  the  word  "deduct",  to 
strike  out  "seven"  and  insert  "six." 

The  amendmente  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendmente  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Marciano 
Gutierrez.  Dr.  Amparo  G.  Joaquin  Gu- 
tierrez, and  their  children,  Roaendft» 
Rebecca,  and  Raymundo,  and  Mrs.  Bri- 
glda de  Gutierrez." 


AMENDMENT  OF  STRATEGIC  AND 
CRITICAL  MATERIALS  STOCKPIL- 
INQ  ACT 

The  bill  (S.  3585)  to  amend  the  Stra- 
tegic and  Critical  Materials  Stockpiling 
Act  (60  Stet.  596),  relating  to  the  ac- 
quisiticm  of  stocks  of  strategic  and  criti- 
cal materials  for  national  defense  pur- 
poses was  annmmced  as  next  iniorder. 

The  PRESIDINO  onfiCEU.  Is  there 
obJecti(m  to  the  present  oooskleratlon 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
bill  as  introduced  was  very  Imiad  in  ito 
possible  appUcation.  The  ctmimittee  haa 
pit^josed  amending  the  bill  so  as  to  nar- 
row it  down  to  a  particular  purpose. 
namely,  to  authorize  ttie  dimo^tion  of 
certain  gem  diamonds  now  to  the  sto^- 
pile  and  acquisition  by  the  stodqidle.  in 
turn,  of  a  like  value  of  industrial  dia- 
monds which  do  constitute  a  strategic 
material.  If  the  committee  aaaendment 
is  adopted,  this  bill  is  unobjectionable. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFKJBEL  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  con^Uleration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  biU.  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  amendments,  on  page 
1.  ime  4.  after  "(60  Stot.  597)",  to  strike 
out  "be  amended  to  read  as  follows:" 
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■and  tifTt  *i»  hereby  ifMrnitart  by  Inaert- 
Inc  I— nedlately  preoedia*  tbe  aeiiil- 
colmAt  f^i^  end  tJutnut  %  eidoii  mid  ^^*^ 
loQowtaig  provtoo:  "Fropiied.  Tliat  any 
iWHwUtnttngapMiofthe 
be  eadumsed  for  indus- 
ictel  rtlainnrti  nf  •  like  traOue".";  and 
after  Use  8,  to  atrlke  out: 

(c)  wowUm  Vaeaa^  ikonaal  eoBmwelal 
^rhft«"*»t  for  tlM  TCOnlac  iMOMMliig.  or  other 
btannfilatlfin  of  any  mattrrlali  aoqulnd  or 
lisiirfminil  UBfdar  thta  actiAeii  tbe  DIreetar 
«tf  tlM  OSoe  of  Defenae  Mobil  t«tlon  deems 
watSt  •ettoB  iiec—Bwy  to  eouTwt  wtuitx  niA- 
tHtal*  taito  »  form  beet  suttalito  for  stock- 
piling: ProoUbed,  ThaX  sucb  oonveislon  may 
also  be  aecompMihed  by  tbe  exchange  or 
■•le  d  9*ict  soeh  materials  and  tbe  ajqiiUca- 
tkm  of  tbe  exduuoge  allowance  or  proceeds 
of  sale  In  sucb  cases  In  wbole  or  in  part  pay- 
memt  fiar  tlM  acquisition  of  similar  material 
la  the  Una.  deslnd:  ProvkLeA  further,  Tbat 
wa  mcb  exdiange  shall  result  in  tbe  reduc- 
tion of  the  quantity  of  any  such  material 
In  tbe  stockpiles.'  except  to  the  extent  of 
any  excess  abore  tbe  aotSiorlBed  stockpile 
«b)eetlvc  for  sucb  material. 

So  as  to  make  the  bin  read: 


it  enacted,  ete^  That  subsection  (e)  of 
.  S  of  the  act  of  July  S8.  194«  (40  Stat. 
se7).  is  bertijy  amended  by  inserting  Im- 
mediately preceding  the  semlcoIOQ  at  the  end 
thereof  a  colon  and  the  following  proviso; 
"Prerfcled,  That  any  gem  diamonds  consti- 
tuting a  part  of  tbe  stockpile  may  be  ex- 
changed for  taadnstrlal  diamnnds  of  a  like 
value." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  to  amend  the  Strategic  and  Criti- 
cal Materials  Stockirillng  Act  (60  Stot. 


), 


BTTiTfi  PASSED  OVER 


The  bill  (a  521)  to  amend  Utle  18. 
tThlted  States  Code,  regarding  published 
artieleB  and  broadcasts  by  foreign  agents 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Ifr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  by 
nvoest.  I  ask  that  the  bill  be  passed 
•vcr. 

The  FRBSIDINO  OTTICER.  The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  1708)  to  amend  section  11 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act. 
and  for  other  purposes,  was  announced 
as  next  in  order.         

The  PRBBIDINa  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objeetion  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bm? 

Mr.  HBIDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
by  request,  I  ask  that  the  bQl  go  oyer. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
win  go  oyer. 


SUSPENSION  OF  STATUTES  OF  LJMI- 
TATIONS  APPLICABLE  TO  OF- 
VERBES  BY  GOVERNMENT  OFFI- 
CIALS ANDEMFLOTKES 

The  bm  (S.  19)  to  suspend  the  running 
of  the  statutes  of  limitations  applicable 
to  offenses  involving  pvformance  of  of- 
ficial duties  by  Government  olBcers  and 
employees  during  periods  of  Government 
service  of  the  officer  or  eiiU>loyee  con- 
cerned was  announced  as  next  in  order. 


Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  Presideht,  by 
request.  I  ask  that  the  bill  be  passed 
over. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  wtll  the 
Senator  from  Florida  withhold  his  re- 
quest? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  withhold  my  re- 
quest. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  make  it  very 
clear  that  I  have  withdrawn  my  objec- 
tion to  the  biU.  Heretofore  the  bill  has 
been  passed  over  on  the  basis  of  fltiy  ob- 
jection. I  think  the  committee  report 
filed  with  the  bill  answers  in  a  very 
satisfactory  manner  every  objection  I 
raised  to  the  bill  itself.  I  have  &o  ob- 
jection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  I3  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
thebiU? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  in 
the  absence-  of  the  able  Senator  from 
Oregon,  we  had  been  filing  some  ob- 
jectiCHis  for  him.  and  I  had  not  been 
notified  that  he  had  withdrawn  his  ob- 
jection. Therefore.  I  withdraw  the  ob- 
jection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (6.  19) 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  with  amend- 
ments, on  page  1,  line  6,  to  change  the 
section  number  from  "3291"  to  "3292"; 
and  on  page  2,  line  14,  after  the  word 
"there",  to  strike  out  "3291"  and  insert 
"3292".  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  chapter  213  of  title 
IS  of  the  United  States  Code  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  section  as 
follows : 

"Sex:.  3292.  Suspension  of  limitaUons  in  of- 
fenses involving  perform&nce 
of  ofllclal  duties  by  Oovern- 
ment  employees. 
"The  running  of  any  statute  of  limitations 
applicable  to  any  offense  committed  by  any 
person  (other  than  an  offense  invol^ng  an 
sssaiilt  or  inflicting  of  bodily  injury ),  an  es- 
sential element  of  which  is  (1)  an  act.  or 
failure  to  act  by  a  Member  of  tbe  Congress 
or  by  an  officer  or  employee  of  the  United 
States  or  any  agency  thereof  in  the  per- 
formance of  his  official  duties  or  (2)  an  at- 
tempt or  offer  to  procure  an  act,  or  failure 
to  act  by  a  Member  of  the  Congress  or  by 
an  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States 
or  any  agency  thereof  In  the  performance  of 
his  official  duties,  shall  be  suspended  during 
any  period  during  which  the  Member  of  the 
Congress  or  the  officer  or  employee  con- 
cerned is  In  the  service  of  the  United  Statee 
or  any  agency  thereof." 

Sac.  2.  The  analysis  of  chapter  213  of  such 
title  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  there- 
of "3292.  Suspension  of  limitations  in  of- 
fenses involving  performance  of  official  du- 
ties by  Oovemmoit  employees." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed.  { 


sons  convicted  of  certain  crimes  was  an* 
nounced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  PRESimNG  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7130)  to  amend  the  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  Act  to  pro- 
vide for  the  loss  of  nationality  ol  per- 


BILL  PASSED  TO  POOt  OF 
CALENDAR 

The  bill  (S.  3726)  granting  the  con- 
sent of  Congress  to  certain  New  England 
States  to  enter  into  a  compaot  relating 
to  higher  education  in  the  New  England 
States  and  establishing  the  Neir  England 
Board  of  Higher  Education  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OPFIC8R.  The 
Chair  will  state  that  there  ic  a  com- 
panion bill  on  the  calendar.  Calendar 
No.  2232,  House  bill  9712,  with  the  same 
title. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  I>resident. 
will  the  Senator  from  Florida  withhold 
his  request? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
that  the  bill  be  passed  to  the  ftx>t  of  the 
calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  be  pasied  to  the 
foot  of  the  calendar. 


ASSISTANCE    FOR   SCfiOOL 
CONSTRUCTION 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3628)  to  amend  Public!  Law  815, 
81st  Congress,  in  order  to  provide  a 
permanent  program  of  assistance  for 
school  construction  under  the  provi- 
sions of  such  law,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  with  an  amendment, 
to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert: 

That  the  last  sentence  of  section  301  of 
the  act  of  September  23.  1950  (f>ubllc  Law 
815,  81st  Cong.),  as  amended.  Is  amended  to 
read  as  foUows:  "There  are  bereby  autborlaed 
to  be  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1954.  and  for  the  4  succeeding  fiscal 
years,  such  sums  as  the  Congress  may  deter- 
mine to  be  necessary  for  such  purpose." 

Sec.  2.  The  first  sentence  of  aedtion  SOS  of 
such  act  is  amended  by  striking  out  "1964" 
and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "198^7." 

Sac.  3.  The  first  sentence  of  sedtion  304  of 
such  act  is  amended  by  striking  out  "the 
regular  school  year  1953—54"  and  Inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  "the  current  school  year." 

Sec.  4.  Section  305  (a)  of  swch  act  Is 
amended  by  striking  out  "the  regular  school 
year  1953-54"  and  inserting  in  Ueu  there- 
of "the  current  school  year." 

Sec.  5.  Section  305  (d)  of  sach  set  is 
amended  (1)  by  striking  out  "ttoe  regular 
school  year  1953-54 '  and  inserting  in  Ueu 
thereof  "the  current  school  year"  and  (2)  by 
striking  out  "the  school  years  1051-62  and 
1953-54  '  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "the 
school  year  1951-52  and  the  currpnt  school 
year." 

Sec.  6.  Section  305  of  such  act  is  further 
amended  by  Inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  subsection: 

"(f)  The  determination  of  any  increase  in 
children  for  the  purpose  of  any  application 
under  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
made  without  regard  to  any  increase  in  tfiU- 
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dren  for  which  payment  has  been  or  will  be 
made  on  the  basis  of  a  previous  application 
under  the  provisions  of  this  act." 

Sac.  7.  The  first  sentence  of  section  310  of 
such  act  is  amended  by  inserting  after  "June 
30,  1954"  tbe  following:  ".  June  SO,  1955, 
June  30,  1954,  or  June  SO,  1957." 

Sac.  8.  Title  in  of  such  act  Is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
section: 

"Sac.  312.  For  the  purposes  of  this  title, 
the  term  'current  school  year'  means  (1) 
with  respect  to  an  application  filed  before 
July  1,  1954,  tbe  regular  school  year  1953- 
64:  (2)  with  respect  to  an  application  filed 
after  June  30.  1954,  and  before  July  1.  1956, 
the  regular  school  year  1954-65;  (3)  with 
respect  to  an  application  filed  after  June  80, 
1955,  and  before  July  1.  1066,  the  regular 
school  year  1956-56;  and  (4)  with  respect 
to  an  application  filed  after  June  SO,  1956, 
the  regular  school  year  1966-67." 

Sec.  9.  Section  209  (e)  of  such  act  Is 
amended  by  striking  out  "June  30,  1955"  and 
inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "June  30,  1958." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  [lassed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  to  amend  PubUc  Law  815,  81st 
Congress,  in  order  to  extend  for  3  addi- 
tional years  the  program  of  assistance 
for  school  construction  under  title  m  of 
that  act."  

ELIMINATION  OF  3  PERCENT  "AB- 
SORPTION" REQUIREMENT 

The  bill  (S.  3629)  to  amend  PubUc  Law 
874,  81st  Congress,  so  as  to  eliminate  the 
3  percent  "absorption"  requirement  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object.  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
if  this  is  the  last  year  in  which  it  is  ex- 
pected that  the  3  percent  absorption  re- 
quirement will  be  waived. 

Mr.  HPTON.  Mr.  President.  I  did  not 
hear  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understood  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts to  inquire  as  to  whether  this 
is  the  last  year  the  3  percent  requirement 
wil  be  waived. 

Mr.  UPTON.  The  present  statute  has 
2  years  to  run.  It  is  proposed  to  sus- 
pend the  3  percent  absorption  require- 
ment for  1  year  only. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Is  it  the  Senators 
understanding  that  this  is  Uie  last  year 
the  3  percent  absorption  requirement 
will  be  eliminated? 

Mr.  UPTON.  I  had  understood  that, 
under  a  bill  previously  passed  by  the 
Senate,  the  entire  field  of  education 
would  be  reviewed.  Pending  a  national 
conference.  I  cannot  tell  what  recom- 
mendation would  come  from  the  confer- 
ence. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  may 
say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Massachusetts,  in  conjxmction  with  the 
remarks  of  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire, that  the  Commissioner  of  Educa- 
tion said  next  year  views  would  be  pre- 
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sented  to  the  Congress  respecting  the 
continuance  of  this  type  of  legislation. 
The  bill  would  suspoid  the  3  percent 
absorption  clause  only  during  the  next 
year.   

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  have  no  objection 
to  the  aixorption  requirement  being  sus- 
pended for  the  next  year,  but  I  think 
we  should  put  the  communities  on  notice 
that  the  requirement  will  not  be  sus- 
pended in  the  future. 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  bill  does  no  more 
than  suspend  it  for  1  year. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  biU? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3629) 
to  amend  PubUc  Law  874,  81st  Congress, 
so  as  to  eliminate  the  3  percent  absorp- 
tion requirement,  which  had  t)een  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
PubUc  Welfare  with  an  amendment,  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert: 

That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
section  3  (c)  (1)  of  PubUc  Law  874.  81st 
Congress,  as  amended,  the  amounts  payable 
to  a  local  educational  agency  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1955,  with  respect  to  « 
the  number  of  children  determined  under 
subsection  (a)  or  (b)  of  section  S  thereof 
shall  be  computed  on  the  same  basis  as  was 
used  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1954,  under  subsections  (s).  (b),  (c).  and 
(d)  of  section  3  of  said  law. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  biU  to  postpone  the  effective  date  of 
the  3  percent  'absorption'  requirement 
in  PubUc  Law  874,  8 1st  Congress,  for  1 
year." 

EXTENSION  OF  CERTAIN  TIMBER 
RIGHTS— BILL  PASSED  TO  FOOT 
OF  CALENDAR 

The  biU  (S.  3601)  to  provide  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorized  to 
extend  untU  not  later  than  October  18. 
1962,  certain  timber  rights  and  the  nec- 
essary Ingress  and  egress,  and  for  other 
purposes,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bUl? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
ItCr.  President,  I  should  Uke  to  have  an 
explanation  of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  object  to  the  present  con- 
sideraUon  of  the  bUl? 

Mr.  JOHNSnrON  of  South  CaroUna.  I 
ask  that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar.  I  understand  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson]  is  not 
present. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
wlU  be  passed  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 


PPJPARATTON  OF  PLANS  FOR  A 
MUSEUM  BUILDING  FOR  THE 
SMITHSONIAN   INSTITUTION 

The  biU  (S.  3622)  to  provide  for  the 
preparation  of  plans  and  specifications 


for  a  museum  building  for  the  Smith- 
sonian Institution  was  announced  aa 
next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  tha« 
objection  to  the  present  cimsideraUoti  ol 
the  biU? 

Mr.  HENDRICK80N.  Mr.  President. 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  know  the 
biU  is  directed  to  a  very  worthy  cause. 
Imt  it  would  authorize  an  ajqiwopriatioa 
of  more  than  $1  miUion  for  plans  akme. 
I  think  the  Senate  should  have  an  expla- 
nation of  the  bilL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  An  ex- 
planation is  requested. 

Mr,  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  tbe 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Cass] 
does  not  seem  to  be  in  the  Chamber  at 
this  time. 

Let  me  say  that  the  purpose  of  the 
biU  is  to  authorize  and  direct  the  Re- 
gents of  the  Smithsonian  Instituti<m  to 
have  drawings  and  specifications  pre- 
pared, under  the  supervisimi  of  the  Ad- 
ministrator of  the  General  Services  Ad- 
ministration, of  a  building  and  aU  nec- 
essary appurtenances,  for  use  by  the 
Smithsonian  Institution  as  a  museum. 

The  location  of  the  building  would  be 
aproved  by  the  National  capital  Plan- 
ning Commission,  and  the  dcsiign  ap- 
proved by  the  Commission  of  Fine  Arts. 
The  biU  further  authorizes  an  appro- 
priation of  $990,000  to  the  Rmithsnnl^n 

Institution  for  canying  out  the  work. 
the  Regents  to  make  an  estimate  of  the 
cost  of  the  buUding  and  report  its  find- 
ings to  the  Congress. 

The  biU  has  been  amended  to  elimi- 
nate a  specific  location  for  the  proposed 
building  in  order  to  permit  a  wider  scope 
in  planning  to  take  advantage  of  vaiious 
engineering,  technical,  and  esthetic  fea- 
tures, and  to  properly  blend  such  build- 
ing with  present  a^d  proposed  develop- 
ments in  the  area. 

The  buUclings  wiU  probably  cost  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $30  milUon.  The  cam- 
mittee  did  not  think  that  $990,000  was 
an  exorbitant  sum  to  spend  for  the  mak- 
ing of  a  complete  study.  There  has  been 
no  expansion  of  the  Rmit.hs«nian  insti- 
tution buildings  for  many  years,  and  the 
numlier  of  fine  exhibits  has  been  In- 
creasing each  year.  One  of  the  first 
things  that  children  who  visit  the  Capi- 
tal wish  to  do  is  to  see  the  Smithsonian 
Institution. 

So  the  committee  unanimously  be- 
Ueved  the  study  should  be  made,  and 
felt  that  $990,000  Is  not  exorbitant  when 
we  consider  the  amount  the  buildings 
eventually  wUl  cost. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
in  view  of  the  explanati(m  given  by  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  and  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  ocxnmittee  was 
unanimous  in  reporting  the  bill,  I  would 
not  wish  to  pit  my  judgment  against  the 
good  judgment  of  our  eminent  commit- 
tee, on  a  subject  matter  of  this  character. 

Therefore,  I  shaU  not  object;  but  I 
wish  the  Rbcokd  to  show  that  whereas  I 
have  stated  that  the  cost  of  the  plana 
would  be  $1  million,  tbe  actual  cost  is 
to  be  $990,000. 

Mr.  MARHN.    Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bUl? 
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-  TlMre  bdng  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proeeeded  to  ccnttder  ttie  bills  (8.  St31) 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Oooi- 
mitteo  Oft  Publle  Works  wtth  amend- 
ments on  page  1.  line  9.  after  the  word 
"Institution*',  to  strike  out  the  oonma 
Mid  **to  be  located  on  that  part  of  reser- 
▼atioa  S  whi^  Is  bounded  by  12th 
Street  ^IW.  on  the  east.  14th  Street  NW. 
on  the  west,  constitution  Avenue  on  the 
north,  and  BCadison  Drive  on  \ht  south, 
title  to  which  is  in  the  United  States" ; 
on  pace  2,  line  5.  after  the  word  "The" 
where  it  first  occurs  to  strike  out  "ex- 
act", and  in  the  same  line,  after  the 
word  "bonding"  to  strike  out  "on  the 
site",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc'That  tbe  Regents  of  tbe 
Smithsonian  Institution  are  hereby  author, 
laed  and  directed  to  hare  prepared  drawings 
and  qMclfleatlons,  and  to  have  done  aU  work 
Incidental  thereto,  for  n  building  (Includ- 
ing equipment,  approachea,  architectural 
landscape  treatment  of  the  grounds  and  con- 
nectlaos  with  public  utlUtles.  and  the  Fed- 
eral heating  system)  for  the  use  of  the 
Smithsonian  Institution. 

Sac.  a.  Hie  said  R^ents  shall  estimate 
the  east  of  said  building  and  report  Its  find- 
ings to  the  Congress. 

Brno.  S.  Tlie  location  of  tbe  building  shall 
be  apfiroved  by  the  National  Capital  Plan- 
ning Commission,  and  the  design  shall  be 
approved  by  the  Commission  of  Fine  Arts. 

Sac.  4.  Tbe  preparation  of  said  drawings 
and  mteclflcatlons  and  all  work  Incidental 
thereto  shall  be  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Administrator  of  the  Oeneral  Services 
Administration  In  accordance  with  provi- 
sions of  the  Publle  Buildings  Act  of  May 
as.  lOae.  as  amended. 

Sac.  6.  There  is  hereby  authorised  to  be 
appnqMiated  to  the  Regents  of  the  Smith- 
sonian Instltutlm  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appnHWiated  a  sum 
not  In  excess  of  $090,000  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  act:  Provided,  That  ap- 
proprlatlona  for  this  purpose,  except  such 
psrt  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  Incidental 
expenses  of  the  Regents  of  the  Smithsonian 
Institution  In  connection  with  this  project, 
shall  be  transferred  to  the  General  Services 
Administration  for  the  performance  of  the 
work. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9804)  to  authorize  the 
appointment  in  a  civilian  position  in  the 
I>epartment  of  Justice  of  MaJ.  Qen. 
Frank  H.  Partridge.  United  States  Army, 
retired,  aiyl  for  other  purposes,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  8MATHERS.    Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 

The  bin  (S.  3040)  to  provide  financial 
assistance  to  the  Oakdale  and  South 
Joaquin  Irrigation  Districts.  California, 
in  the  construction  of  the  Tri-Dam 
project,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  iMissed  over. 
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PER    CAPITA    PAYMENT   TO    MEM- 
BERS OF  THE  RED  LAE£  BAND  OF 
CHIPPEWA  INDIANS 
The  bill  (H.  R.  3419)  to  authorize  a 

$50  per  capita  payment  to  members  oX 


the  Red  Lake  Band  of  Chippewa  Indians 
from  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  Umber 
and  lumber  on  the  Red  Lake  Reserva- 
tion was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


COMPACT  RELATINO  TO  HIOHER 
EDUCATION  IN  THE  NEW  ENG- 
LAND STATES— BILL  PLACED  AT 
FOOT  OF  CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9712)  granting  the 
consent  of  Congress  to  certain  New  Eng- 
land States  to  enter  into  a  compact  re- 
lating to  higher  education  in  the  New 
England  States,  and  establishing  the 
New  England  Board  of  Higher  Educa- 
tion, was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Ltt  the 
Chair  state  that  this  bill  is  a  companion 
measure  to  Senate  bill  3726,  Calendar 
2224. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President, 
when  the  companion  bill  was  readhed  a 
few  minutes  ago,  I  requested  that  it  be 
placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar.  I 
now  ask  that  this  bill  be  placed  at  the 
foot  of  tlie  calendar. 

The  PRESn>INO  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  will  be  plaeed  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar.  i 

CHARTER  OP  PASSENGER  SHIPS  IN 
DOMESTIC  TRADE— BILL  PLACED 
AT  FOOT  OF  CALENDAR 

The  biU  (H.  R.  9868)  to  amend  the 
Merchant  Ship  Sales  Act  of  1946  to  pro- 
vide for  the  charter  of  passenger  ships  in 
the  domestic  trade  was  announoed  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  by  re- 
quest I  ask  that  this  bill  be  placed  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar.  . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  be  placed  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6616)  to  amend  title  17, 
United  States  Ccxie,  entitled  "Copy- 
rights," was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  bill 

Win  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  has  Cal- 
endar 2234,  House  bill  1254,  been  passed? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  went 
over  at  a  previous  point  in  the  calendar, 
in  connection  with  a  companion  bill. 
The  companion  bill  was  objected  to,  and 
went  over. 

IRRIGATION  DEVELOPMENTS  IN 
THE  MISSOURI  RIVER  BA,SIN 
PROJECT  j 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8520)  to  provide  f«r  the 
inclusion  of  the  Alnsworth,  Lavaca  Plats, 
Mirage  Flats  Extension,  and  O'Neill  irri- 
gation developments  in  the  Milsouri 
River  Basin  project  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed.  i 


RECIPROCAL      FIRE      PROTECTION 
AGREEMENTS  j 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3773)  to  authorize  reciprocal  fire- 


protection  agreements  betweeii  depart- 
ments and  agencies  of  the  United  States 
and  public  or  private  organizations  en- 
gaged in  fire-fighting  activities,  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Conunerce  with  an  amendment, 
on  page  3,  after  line  17,  to  insert: 

Sec.  S.  Mutual  aid  agreements  9f  tbe  type 
authorized  in  section  1  hereof,  wblch  are  in 
effect  on  the  effective  date  of  tbils  act,  are 
hereby  ratified  and  confirmed. 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  readj: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  head  of  each 
executive  department,  independent  eetab- 
llahment.  or  agency  of  tbe  Ooverament.  In- 
cluding the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Sec- 
retary of  tbe  Navy,  and  the  Secrsfary  of  tbe 
Air  Force  (hereinafter  referred  to  aa  tbe 
"head")  1b  authorized  to  enter  Into  and  per- 
form, with  domestic  governmental  unite  or 
subdivisions,  with  other  public  or  private 
organizations,  and,  consistent  «'W!ltb  inter- 
national agreements,  with  foreign  govern- 
mental units  or  subdivisions,  engaged  In  flre- 
fightlng  activities  near  installations  or  activ- 
ities under  the  jurisdiction  or  control  of  tbe 
respective  beads,  reciprocal  agree«ients  pro- 
viding for  mutual  aid  In  protectliig  against 
fires.  In  extinguishing  fires,  and  In  preserving 
life  and  property  threatened  by  flue,  through 
the  furnishing  of  flre-flghting  perfonnel  and 
equipment  by  and  for  such  installations  or 
activities  and  such  organizations  or  govern- 
mental units  or  subdivisions.  Each  such 
agreement  shall  provide  that  epw:b  party 
thereto  waives  all  claims  for  loel,  damage. 
injury,  or  death  against  all  otber  parties 
thereto  that  may  arise  in  the  performance  of 
the  agreement,  but  any  such  agreetnent  may. 
In  the  discretion  of  tbe  head  concerned,  pro- 
vide for  reimbursement  for  the  cist  of  fur- 
nishing personnel  and  equipment  pursuant 
to  Its  provisions.  In  the  absence  0f  such  an 
agreement,  said  beads  are  respedtlvely  au- 
thorized to  malte  available  in  eaiergenciea 
fire-flghtlng  personnel  and  equlpn^ent  to  as- 
sist In  extinguishing  fires  and  preaervlng  life 
and  property  threatened  by  fire  in  local  gov- 
ernmental units,  or  subdivisions  thereof.  In 
or  near  which  Government  installations  are 
located,  under  such  circumstanced  Involving 
the  best  Interests  of  the  United  gtates  and 
under  such  regulations  as  tbe  appropriate 
head  may  prescribe. 

Sec.  2.  Funds  available  for  Federal  flre- 
flgbtlng  activities  and  facilities  oa  InstaUa- 
tions  or  in  connection  with  activities  under 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  respective  Ibeads  may 
be  used  for  carrying  out  the  purpocee  of  this 
act.  Any  reimbursements  made  to  the  re- 
spective heads  for  services  perfoi^ed  pxu-- 
Buant  to  the  provisions  of  this  adt  shall  be 
covered  into  the  Treasury  as  mlscellarteoua 
receipts. 

Sec.  3.  Personnel  of  domestic  governmen- 
tal units  or  subdivisions,  public  Or  private 
organizations,  or  foreign  governme^ital  units 
or  subdivisions,  engaged  In  flre-flgbtlng  ac- 
tivities pursuant  to  reciprocal  fire|>rotectlon 
agreements  entered  into  pursuant  to  this  act 
shall  not  be  considered  as  employees  of  tbe 
United  States  for  the  purposes  of  ttxe  Federal 
Employees'  Compensation  Act,  as  amended. 

Sec.  4.  Services  performed  pursuant  to  tbe 
provisions  of  this  act  by  any  fire-fighting  per- 
sonnel under  the  jurisdiction  of  tbe  respec- 
tive heads  shall  be  held  and  considered  to 
be  services  performed  In  line  of  duty. 

Sec  5.  Mutual  aid  agreements  of  tbe  type 
authorized  In  section  1  hereof,  which  are  in 
effect  on  the  effective  date  of  thlis  act,  are 
hereby  ratified  and  confirmed- 
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The  amendment  was  agreed 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  eoigrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  tt^rd  time, 
and  passed. 


INCREASE  IN  RETIRED  PAY  OF 
CERTAIN  MEMBERS  OP  THE 
FORMER  LIGHTHOUSE  SERVICE 

The  bill  (H.  P..  1843)  to  increase  the 
retired  pay  of  certain  members  of  the 
former  Lighthouse  Service  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


RIGHTS    OF   UNITED    STATES   VES- 
SELS ON  THE  HIGH  SEAS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9584)  to  protect  the 
rights  of  vessels  of  the  United  States  on 
the  high  seas  axid  in  territorial  waters 
of  foreign  countries  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passe<l. 


DEVELOPMENT  OF  PRIVATE 
A'/IATION 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  292)  to  express 
the  sense  of  the  Senate  for  development 
of  private  aviation  was  considered  and 
agreed  to,  as  foLows: 

Wbereaa  tbe  svlation  Industry  in  tbe 
United  States  slncn  its  inception  60  years  ago 
has  grown  to  be  tlie  second  largest  Industry 
In  point  of  number  of  people  employed  in 
manufacturing;  and 

Whereas  air  transportation  baa  sbrunlc 
distance  Iietween  countries  so  that  every  na- 
tion is  now  our  next  door  neigblxn-;  and 

Wbereaa  world  markets  and  tourist  travel 
have  expanded  eiiormously  and  new  prod- 
ucts formerly  Insccesslble  are  now  readily 
available  to  all;  arid 

Whereas  tbe  sirplane  baa  become  tbe 
prime  factor  In  d«!fense  strategy  and  in  ad- 
dition to  being  a  deterrent  to  war.  aviation, 
as  a  tool  to  national  policy  is  tbe  leading 
participant  in  oui  effort  to  maintain  peace; 
and 

Whereas  conseqaently  it  is  essential  that 
the  aviation  industry  be  maintained  so  as 
to  assure  continue  us  healthy  growth;  and 

Whereas  tbe  continued  growth  of  avia- 
tion Is  dependent  upon  tbe  establlahment 
and  maintenance  at  a  large  resource  pool  of 
personnel  who  ct.n  be  utUized  to  fiU  the 
needs  of  the  various  segments  of  tbe  avia- 
tion Industry;  and 

Whereas  since  the  termination  of  World 
War  II,  there  has  been  no  concerted  or  or- 
ganized training  of  most  types  of  aviation 
personnel  needed  to  fuUUI  tbe  manpower 
demands  of  our  aviation  policy  and  as  a  re- 
sult there  has  hcen  a  gradual  decrease  in 
the  supply  at  aviation  manpower  as  Indi- 
cated by  statistics  compiled  by  the  CivU 
Aeronautics  Adialnlstratlon  and  otber 
sources  which  ba\-e  disclosed: 

1.  Continuous  snd  alarming  reduction  in 
number  of  pilot  approvals  of  all  classes  (stu- 
dent, private,  commercial,  airline  transport, 
and  filght  instrucfxxr)  since  1948. 

2.  Ck>ntlnuous  and  alarming  reduction  in 
number  of  mecbaiics  or  technicians  approv- 
als since  1940. 

3.  Continuous  reduction  in  original  and 
additional  grounc  instructor  ratings  since 
1949. 

4.  Continuous  snd  alarming  reduction  In 
hours  of  Instructional  flying  since  1947. 

5.  Continuous  reduction  In  numlier  ot 
fixed  base  operators  since  1948. 

6.  Continuing  lack  of  adequate  ntunbor  of 
trained  aeronautical  engineers,  aercxlynam- 
Iclsts,  physicists,  and  other  technical  per- 
sonnel :  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  in  view  of  tbe  critical  man- 
power needs  of  tjie  aviation  indiutry  and 
the  need  to  revert.e  tbe  downward  trend  at 
persons  l>ecx>mlng  Interested  in  aviation  and 
because  of  its  day-to-day  cx)ntact  with  the 
civilian  training  facilities  and  its  experience 


In  supervising  tbe  training  activities  of  vari- 
ous scbcmls  and  other  aviation  Industry  or- 
ganlaattons.  ttie  ClvU  Aeronautics  Adminis- 
tration is  hereby  requested  and  directed  to 
aasxuie  tbe  recponsiblUties  of  leadership  and 
direction  In  the  formulation  and  Implemen- 
tation of  a  national  plan  designed  to  cap- 
ture and  hold  tbe  interest  of  Aineric:an  ycmth 
in  aviaUan  careers,  and  to  assist  others  m 
tbe  preparation  of  scbcx>l  curricula  to  i»'o- 
Tide  theoretical  training  and  practical  avia- 
tion experlenc;e  and  to  develop  incentives  to 
achieve  that  end;  to  ccx>perate  with  and  co- 
ordinate the  activities  of  both  national  and 
lcx;al  sponsor  groups  in  the  promotion  of  all 
aspects  of  aviation  training,  and  to  develop 
ways  and  means  to  promote  general  interest 
in  aviation  in  tbe  various  communities 
throughout  tbe  country. 


CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  LAND  TO 
THE  STATE  OP  OKLAHOMA 

The  biU  (H.  R.  1797)  to  provide  for  the 
conveyance  of  certain  land  to  the  State 
of  Oklahoma  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
the  Eastern  Oklahoma  Agiicultural  and 
Mechanical  College  at  Wilburton,  Okla., 
and  for  other  purposes,  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  send 
to  the  desk  an  amendment.  Before  the 
amendment  is  read.  I  wish  to  make  a 
statement  by  way  of  explanation. 

In  this  case  there  is  a  sale  to  the  State 
of  Oklahoma,  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
the  OklahiHna  Agriculture  and  Mechan- 
ical College,  of  lands  for  which  the 
United  States  paid  the  Indians  $8,500.- 
000.  The  mineral  rights  are  resei^ed 
to  the  United  SUtes. 

Under  this  conveyance,  the  State  may 
not  use  the  lands  for  any  purpose  other 
than  stated,  except  with  the  consent  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  for  another 
public  purpose.  This  provision  ceases  to 
be  in  effect  after  25  years.  Payment  is 
to  be  made  within  3  years. 

However,  the  payment  provision  set 
forth  in  the  bill  is  what  I  object  to.  It 
reads  as  follows: 

The  Secretary  shall  sell  the  lands  at  a 
price  to  be  fixeid  by  him  through  appraisal 
or  otberwlae.  after  taking  into  cxinslderatlOD 
ttie  purpoae  for  wtiic^i  tbe  lands  are  to  be 
used. 

I  have  objected  to  the  above  language, 
as  suggested  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior in  the  case  of  other  sales  of  Gov- 
ernment land.  My  objection  Is  made  on 
the  ground  that  the  language  sets  no  real 
standard  for  fixing  the  value.  The  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  could  establish 
about  any  price  he  wished  to  under  that 
language. 

In  the  case  of  the  sale  of  lands  in 
Nevada  recently,  the  same  provision  was 
inserted  in  the  bill;  and  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarramI  ac- 
cepted— ^without  even  personal  objec- 
tion. I  think — a  modification  in  accord- 
ance with  the  amendment  which  I  now 
have  sent  to  the  desk,  and  which  I  ask 
to  have  considered  at  this  time. 

The     PRESIDINO     OFFICER.     The 

amendment  will  be  stated. 


The  iJuaxLATm  Clksk.  On  page  4.be- 
glnnhog  with  line  1.  It  Is  proposed  to 
strike  out  all  to  tbe  eolon  in  line  5,  and 
to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  foUowlng: 

8bc.  3.  lite  conveyance  authorlaed  by  this 
act  abaU  be  cxnutlttonal  apon  tbe  Stat*  vt 
Oklahoma  agreeing  to  pay  to  tbe  Seentaiy 
of  tbe  Interior,  in  return  for  the  lands  con- 
veyed, an  amount  equal  to  the  »ppni»M 
fair  market  yalue  of  such  lands. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

BILL  PASSS3  OVER 
The  bill  (S.  3708)  to  authorize  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  to  sell  and  convey 
certain  Parker-Davis  transmission  facil- 
ities and  related  property  in  the  States  of 
Arinma  and  California,  and  for  other 
purposes,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  By  request,  I 
ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRBSIDINa  OFFICER.  The  blU 
will  be  passed  over. 


EXTENSION  OF  BENEFITS  OF  WA- 
TERSHED AND  FLOOD  PREVEN- 
TION ACT  TO  ALASKA.  HAWAII. 
AND  PUERTO  RICO 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3774)  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the 
Watershed  and  Plood  Prevention  Act  to 
Alaska.  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico,  wUdi 
had  been  reported  from  the  Coinmittee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forest  with 
amendments,  in  line  3.  after  the  word 
"Watershed",  to  insert  "Protection",  and 
in  line  8.  after  the  name  "Hawaii",  to 
strike  out  "and  Puerto  Rico"  and  insert 
"Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands", 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  section  2  of  the 
Watershed  Protecticni  and  Flood  Prevention 
Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
tbe  following  additional  paragraph: 

*"SUte'  Includes  Alaska.  Hawaii.  Poato 
Rico,  and  tbe  Virgin  Islands." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

llie  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the 
Watershed  Protection  and  Flood  Preven- 
tion Act  to  Alaska,  Hawaii,  Puerto  Rico, 
and  the  Virgin  Islands.** 


TRANSFER  OF  CERTAIN  LAND  Ttf 
THE  NORTHERN  CHEYENNE  IN- 
DIAN RESERVATION,  MONT. 

The  Ull  (H.  R.  8897)  to  authorise  and 
direct  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
transfer  40  acres  of  land  in  the  Northern 
Cheyenne  Indian  Reservation.  Mont,  to 
school  district  No.  6.  Rosebud  Couuty. 
Mont.,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Mr.  President, 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 
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Mr.  IfAHSrOU).  Mr.  President,  the 
IdU  was  tntrdduced  at  tbe  request  of 
tiM  Morlliiem  CSwyenne  Indian  Tribe. 
wbo  wUb  to  tnmafer  nuns  of  their  land 
for  aehool  puriKMes.  This  is  purely  a 
matter  within  the  reservation,  and  with- 
in the  diseretton.  we  hope,  of  the  tribal 
oounell.  Itself. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bin? 

There  beln;   no   objection,   the  bill 

(H.  R.  8897)  was  considered,  ordered  to 

^  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  azul 


PREPARATION  OF  ROU£  OF  CER- 
TAIN PERSONS  (^  INDIAN  BLOOD 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4118)  to  authorize  the 
preparation  of  rolls  of  persons  of  In- 
dian blood  whose  ancestors  were  mem- 
htarn  of  certain  tribes  or  bcmds  in  ttie 
State  ot  Oregon,  and  to  provide  for  per 
capita  distrilmtion  of  funds  arising  from 
certain  Judgments  in  favor  of  such  tribes 
or  bands,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  on  Feb- 
ruary 18.  1953,  I  introduced  two  bills. 
Senate  bill  1024  and  Senate  bill  1025.  to 
accomplish  the  objectives  of  this  bill. 
This  year  the  Committee  on  the  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  introduced  a  bill. 
Senate  bill  2869.  combing  the  two  pre- 
vious Mils  and  making  certain  addi- 
tions. Senate  bill  2869  is  the  Senate  ver- 
^sion  of  House  bill  4118. 

In  a  letter  to  the  committee.  I  stated 
I  had  no  objection  to  handling  the  mat- 
ter by  way  of  a  comUned  biU.  How- 
ever. I  objected  to  the  following  pro- 
vision of  section  4  of  this  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

AU  coats  Inctnred  by  the  Secretary  In  the 
preparation  of  auch  rolls  and  the  payment 
of  such  per  capita  aharee  shall  be  paid  by 
appropriate  withdrawals  out  of  the  fund  or 
funds  on  deposit  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  arising  out  of  such  Judgments. 

The  effect  of  such  a  provision  is  to 
reduce  the  amount  of  the  award  made  to 
the  bdian  people  by  the  Court  of  Claims. 
Of  course,  the  decision  went  against  the 
Federal  Government.  So  under  section 
4.  to  which  I  have  referred,  the  situation 
would  be  very  much  like  that  when  one 
has  a  lawsuit  against  the  Government 
and  wins  a  Judgment  against  the  Gov- 
ernment, but  then  the  costs  are  levied 
against  him.  although  he  was  found  to 
be  in  the  right.  I  believe  that  as  the 
bill  is  presently  worded  we  are,  in  effect, 
taking  advantage  of  the  Indians.  I  think 
the  Federal  Goverzmient  ought  to  i>ay 
the  cost,  and  not  the  Indians,  because 
the  Court  of  Claims  found  they  were  in 
the  right.  Funds  were  appropriated  for 
payment  of  Judgments  by  Public  Law 
253,  of  the  82d  Congress,  November  1. 
1951.  The  Indians  have  therefore  been 
waiting  for  years  for  the  per  capita  dis- 
tribution to  which  they  are  entitled. 

I  wish  to  be  perfectly  fair.  There  are 
no  communications  from  the  Indians 
protesting  section  4  of  the  bilL  We  are 
dealing  with  a  rituation  in  which  they 
feel  that  there  is  nothing  they  can  do. 
and  that  they  wUl  have  to  pay  the  costs. 


even  though  the  decision  went  ggainst 
the  Government.   . 

I  am  in  this  situation:  To  object  to 
the  bill  would  mean  that  my  Qidians 
would  not  get  anything.  However.  I  do 
think  that  the  equities  are  all  in  their 
favor.  I  shall  therefore  offer  an  amend- 
ment which,  in  effect,  would  assess  the 
cost  wh^re  it  really  belongs,  tl^at  is, 
against  the  Oovernment. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  I|  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  whieh  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  with  amend- 
ments, on  page  1,  line  5,  after  the  words 
"of  the",  where  they  occur  the  third  time. 
to  strike  out  "Confederated  Bahds  of 
Umpqua  and  Calapooins  of  the  Utnpqua 
Valley,  and  of  the  Tillamook,  COqxiille. 
Tootootoney.  Chetco,  and  Mollajlas  or 
Molel  Tribes  of  Oregon"  and  Insert 
"Molel  orMolallalas  Tribe  of  Oregon  and 
of  the  Confederated  Bands  of  the  Ump- 
qua Tribe  of  Indians  and  the  Calappolas 
residing  the  Umpqua  Valley,  and  of 
the  Tillamook,  Coquille.  Tooto<>toney 
and  Chetco  Tribes  of  Oregon";  and  on 
page  2.  line  16,  after  the  word  "States" 
to  strike  out  "115.  Ct.  CI.  463"  and  insert 
"119,  C.  CIS.  835." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  now  offer  my  amend- 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  puge  4, 
beginning  in  line  1,  It  is  proposed  to 
Strike  out  all  to  the  colon  in  line  5  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

S»c.  2.  The  conveyance  authorized  by  this 
act  shaU  be  conditional  upon  tbe  State  of 
Oklahoma  agreeing  to  pay  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  In  return  for  the  lands  con- 
Teyed.  an  amount  equal  to  the  appraised  fair 
market  value  of  such  lands. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

Mr.  MORSE  subsequently  said<  Mr. 
President,  earlier  today  we  passed  Calen- 
dar Order  No.  2248,  H.  R.  4118,  to  -which 
I  offered  an  amendment,  and  the  amend- 
ment was  adopted.  The  amendment  in 
effect  would  require  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  pay  the  costs  of  making  the  rolls 
for  distribution  and  distributing  the 
f  imds  to  the  Indians  involved  In  the  bill. 
The  Indians  won  their  case  before  the 
Court  of  Claims.  I  said  and  still  say 
that  I  think  it  is  unfair  of  the  Federal 
Government  to  charge  the  Indians  really 
with  the  cost  of  the  action.  That  is  what 
it  in  effect  amounts  to. 

I  have  talked  to  an  ofBcial  in  tlie  De- 
partment of  the  Interior,  and  he  puts  to 
me  this  very  realistic  situation:  That, 
irrespective  of  what  one  thinks  abotit  the 
principle  involved,  the  fact  is  if  the  bill 
stands  with  this  amendment  in  it,  the 
Indians  will  not  get  their  funds  dfctrib- 
uted  until  some  delayed  time  in  the  fu- 
ture, becaiise  they  must  come  befote  the 


Congress  in  January  for  a  sui^lemental 
appropriation.  i 

I  do  not  intend  to  disputej  with  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  a  Surmise  of 
mine,  namely,  that  they  probkbly  could 
find  the  funds  in  the  adiunistratlve 
budgets  to  pay  for  this  sort  ^t  thing  if 
there  was  a  will  to  do  it.  They  tell  me 
they  cannot,  and  I  take  them  at  their 
word.  ' 

I  certainly  do  not  want  to  Iiave  these 
Indians  suffer  further  delay  jbn  getting 
the  distribution  of  funds  for  Which  they 
have  l>een  fighting  for  many,  niany  years. 
Mr.  President.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  charge  probably  will  not  b0  too  great. 
and  because  they  raise  no  objection  to 
paying  the  charge — although  |  am  satis- 
fied they  would  share  my  feeling  that  it 
is  rather  an  unfair  cost  to  impose  upon 
them — I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  re- 
consider the  votes  by  which  the  amend- 
ments to  H.  R.  4188  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  rciad  a  third 
time  and  passed,  in  order  that  my 
amendment  may  be  deleted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  quite  understand  the  request. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  will  explain  it.  This 
particular  bill  refers  to  a  cas^  in  which 
the  Court  of  Claims  awarded  to  the 
Tillamook  Indians  in  my  Staite  certain 
funds  that  they  had  been  in  litigation 
about  for  many  years;  but  th^  bill  pro- 
vides in  section  4  thereof  that  the  In- 
dians will  have  to  pay  for  thie  costs  of 
malung  up  the  distribution  rolls  and 
carrying  out,  in  effect,  the  court  order. 

I  said  I  thought  that  was  unfair.  So 
I  offered  an  amendment  to  strike  section 
4  from  the  bill,  which  would  place  the 
cost  of  distributing  the  funds  on  the 
Federal  Government,  where  t  think  it 
belongs. 

However,  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior informs  me  that  that  would  re- 
quire their  coming  before  Congress  at 
the  next  session  and  asking  llor  a  sup- 
plementary appropriation  to  get  the 
money  to  pay  this  cost,  and  the  Indians 
would  have  pasmaent  of  their  cUims  post- 
poned that  much  longer. 

Although  I  still  think  my  proposition 
is  the  equitable  one,  nevertheless  I  do 
not  want  to  cause  further  delay  to  these 
Indians,  so  I  ask  that  action  qn  the  bill 
be  reconsidered  so  that  my  axpendment 
may  be  deletc'd. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon? 

The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  Is  so 
ordered. 

The  bill  is  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  ask  that  my  amend- 
ment be  deleted  from  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Without 
Objection,  it  so  ordered. 

The  question  now  is  on  engrossment 
of  the  amendments  of  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  and  the 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  .time  and 
passed.  ' 


AMENDMENT  OF  RAILROAD  RimRE- 
MENT    ACT.    THE   RAILROAD    RE- 
TIREMENT   TAX    ACT,    AND    THE 
RAILROAD    UNEMPLOYMENT    IN- 
SURANCE ACT— BELIi  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7840)  to  amend  the 
Railroad  Retireiaent  Act,  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Tax  Act,  and  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act.  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON,  Over,  by  re- 
quest.   

Mr.  MAN8PIE1JD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  withhold  his  objection  for  a 
moment? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Gladly. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  understand  that 
this  bill  passed  tiie  House  by  a  vote  of 
360  to  nothing.  It  was  reported  from 
the  Senate  committee  by  a  vote  of  11 
to  1.  I  am  afraid  that  if  action  is  not 
taken  on  the  bill  at  this  time,  no  action 
will  be  taken  during  the  remainder  of 
the  session.  

The  PRESIDU'IG  OFnCER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  ]}resent  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Over,  by  re- 
quest.   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  3570  >  to  authorize  the 
sale  of  certain  lands  situated  in  Utah 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McCARR.\N.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 


EXTENDING  TO  MENOMINEE  RES- 
ERVATION CIVIL  AND  CRIMINAL 
LAWS  OF  THE  STATE  OF  WIS- 
CONSIN 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  9821)  to  amend  titles 
18  and  28  of  tlie  United  States  Code 
was  considered.  c>rdered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  thii  d  time,  and  passed. 


ACQUISITION  OF  NON-FEDERAL 
LAND 

The  Senate  prxseeded  to  consider  the 
bill  ( H.  R.  6814)  to  facilitate  the  acquisi- 
tion of  non-Federal  land  within  areas  of 
the  National  Paric  System,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  with  amendments,  on  page  1.  line 
4,  after  the  word  "the"  where  it  occurs 
the  first  time,  to  strike  out  "Areas"  and 
insert  "existing  boundaries" ;  in  the  same 
line,  after  the  word  "of",  to  strike  out 
"the"  and  insert  "any";  and  at  the  be- 
ginning of  line  5,  to  strike  out  "System," 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  facilitate  the  acquisition  of 


non-Federal  land  within  the  existing 
boundaries  of  any  national  park,  and  for 
other  purposes." 


INCREASE  OF  PUBLIC  DEBT  UMIT— 
BILL  PASSED  OVER 
The  bill  (H.  R.  6672)    to  increase  the 

public  debt  limit  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  biU? 

Mr.  MORSE.     Over. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
reserving  the  right  to  object — and  I  shall 
object — I  do  not  think  this  is  a  bill  which 
should  be  passed  upon  a  cah  of  the 
calendar.  I  should  like  very  briefly  to 
state  my  reasons. 

Last  year  the  Republican  Party  ran  on 
a  pledge  to  balance  the  budget  and  prac- 
tice economy  in  government.  I  read 
from  an  encyclopedia  concerning  the 
Republican  Party: 

The  Republican  Party  historically  has 
balanced  the  budget.  Under  its  leadership 
the  United  States  has  established  a  record 
for  payment  of  national  debt  unequaled  by 
any  country  in  the  world's  history,  and  for 
rigorous  economy  In  government  man- 
agement. 

Last  year  about  this  same  time  the 
Congress  was  asked  to  increase  the  debt 
limit.  As  a  Republican.  I  do  not  under- 
stand why  the  request  did  not  come  to 
us  in  February.  March,  or  April. 

I  think  it  is  imcalled  for  to  ask  a  body 
as  busy  as  we  are.  in  the  closing  hours 
of  the  session,  to  consider  such  legisla- 
tion hastily. 

I  am  not  sold  for  1  minute  on  the 
proposition  that  the  $€  biUion  increase 
which  has  been  agreed  to  will  be  "tem- 
porary" and  will  terminate  next  year. 
It  will  continue,  and  the  $6  billion  will 
be  added  to  another  $6  billion,  and  so  on. 

The  further  we  go  away  from  balanc- 
ing the  Federal  budget  and  practicing 
economy  in  government,  the  closer  we 
come  to  economic  disaster.  I  suggest 
that  that  is  exactly  what  Stalin  intended 
to  do  to  this  country.  He  never  in- 
tended to  kill  us  by  bullets  and  bombs. 
He  said  that  he  would  destroy  the  West- 
em  Powers  by  means  of  the  demoraliza- 
tion and  debauchery  of  their  currencies. 
I  suggest  that  that  purpose  is  well  on 
road  to  accomplishment. 

The  Republican  administration  has 
dMie  a  good  job  in  cutting  down  expend- 
itures. It  has  made  a  good  gesture 
toward  balancing  the  budget.  I  do  not 
think  we  have  gone  far  enough.  I  think 
we  have  done  a  good  job.  but  I  think 
we  can  do  a  better  job.  Therefore,  I 
object.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard,  and  the  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

ISSUANCE  OF  PATENTS  IN  FEE  TO 
LANDS  OF  MISSION  INDIANS. 
CALIFORNIA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8365)  to  confirm  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  issue  patents  in  fee  to  allot- 
ments of  lands  of  the  Mission  Indians  in 


the  State  of  California  prior  to  tbe  ex- 
piration of  the  trust  period  specified  in 
the  act  of  January  12. 1891.  as  amended, 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


AUTHORIZATION  OF  APPROPRIA- 
TIONS FOR  CONSTRUCTION,  OP- 
ERATION AND  MAINTENANCE  OF 
WESTERN  LAND  BOUNDARY 
FENCE  PROJECT — ^BILL  PASSED 
OVER. 

The  bill  (S.  114)  authorizing  appro- 
priations for  the  construction,  opera- 
tion, and  maintenance  of  the  western 
land  boundary  fence  project,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  wonder 
if  the  distingiiished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson]  can  tell  the 
Senate  just  what  the  total  cost  involved 
is. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  $3,500,000  is  au- 
thorized under  the  bilL  The  bill  origi- 
nally was  discussed  as  a  customs  meas- 
ure, and  was  rejected  on  that  basis  by 
the  departments.  With  the  advent  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease,  and  certain  re- 
cent pests  which  have  come  across  the 
border,  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
has  asked  that  the  bill  be  revived  and 
passed.  $3,500,000  would  be  made  avail- 
able. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Has  the  Junior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  been  incor- 
rectly informed?  I  have  been  informed 
that  the  ultimate  cost  wUl  be  about 
$4,700,000. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  Senator  may 
be  correct,  and  I  may  be  mistaken.  The 
authorization  is  for  $3,500,000. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  That  is  not  the 
authorization.  Those  figures  are  esti- 
mates of  the  agencies  involved. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  cost  might  run 
as  high  as  $4  million.  I  cannot  be  sure. 
If  so.  that  would  be  because  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  might  sUghtly 
change  the  type  of  fence. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Does  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  Madco  feel 
that  this  expenditure  would  be  justified? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  certainly  do;  and 
so  does  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina 
subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  with 
reference  to  Calendar  No.  2257.  S.  114, 
authorizing  appropriations  for  the  con- 
struction, operation,  and  mAintmance  of 
the  western  boundary  fence  projection, 
and  for  other  purposes,  I  objected  to  ItS" 
consideration  a  few  minutes  ago  when  ^ 
it  was  reached  on  the  call  of  the  cal- 
endar.    I  withdraw  my  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFTTCER.  Is  there 
objection  to  having  the  Senate  return  to 
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to  d»  »,  taeMw  Z  tasf*  «li|Mted  IB  Um 
paik  under  jtaflAr  ctasuBtttaiioes.  and 
I  do  not  «ant  to.  dtoerfmlnato  as  be- 
Theretore.  I  adc  tmaxd- 
tbat  the  wn  «o  to  tbe  foot 

of  the  catentar.        

TheTHBBnHNOOPnCBL  Without 
olk)eetk».  the  tam  will  to  piabed  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar. 


LBAsiNa  OP  BBcrnucmD  indian 

LAIOXim  AROBOMil  OB  NEW  MKK- 

Tint  ftenate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
biU  (S.  3043)  to  authorize  the  leasing  of 
resMcted  Indian  lands  in  the  State  of 
Arisona  or  on  the  Navaho  Indian  Reser- 
vation, in  the  fitate  of  Hew  Mexico,  tar 
rdlgloas.  educational,  residential,  busi- 
nees.  and  other  purposes  requiring  the 
grant  of  tepg-term  leases  irt»l<ai  had  been 
rQNxrted  CroBH  the  Committee  on  fiiterior 
azul  Insular  Affairs  with  amendments, 
at  the  beginning  of  line  4.  to  strike  out 
"and  anj  such  lands  on  the  Naraho  Res- 
enrathm  within  the  State  of  New  MexAco" 
and  Insert  "(other  than  lands  of'' the 
Navaho  or  Hoid  Indians) ";  in  line  8, 
after  Iheword  •^or",  to  Insert  "public"; 
In  the  same  line,  aftCT  the  word  "educa- 
tionar,  to  insert  "recreattonal";  on  pi«e 
a.  line  8.  rfter  the  word  "for",  to  insert 
"puUie*':  at  the  beginning  of  Une  9.  to 
Insert  "recreattonal";  and  on  page  S.  line 
1,  after  the  word  "to",  to  insert  "section  5 
of  ttw  act  of  Aprfl  19.  1950  (64  Stat.  44. 
4f>,  or",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  n  enmeted.  etc..  That  any  restricted  In- 
dlaa  landi  wtthln  the  State  of  Arlsma 
(other  than  Unde  of  tbe  NaTabo  or  Bbpt 
IndtattM)  whetlwr  tribeny  or  IndirldnaUy 
owned,  asf  be  leaaed  1^  tbe  Xndlui  ownen. 
with  the  an»ofal  at  tbe  Seoetery  of  tiM 
iBtesiar.  <or  poMle.  reUgtaae.  edncetlonal. 
rerreettonel,  zeeldentUl.  or  *"'T«~tt  pur- 
poeee,  Inelwdlng  tbe  derelqianent  or  utllbta- 
tfa»t  oT  netnral  reeomtee  In  eonnectlcn  with 
«ip**»tteam  uudw  mefa  leeeee,  end  *or  tbose 
fBiettiif  pwipuwe  <net  to  twaude  gtaalBg) 
V  Ikft  SHiulie  the  ttakfaig  oT  a  Buhetautial 
nvMtaaBnt  In  the  ImprovaoMMt  of  tbe  lead 
'or  tbe  prodttctlaa  of  T-^ttillrm  crepe  as 
rtetermteej  by  eeld  Secretary.  AU  leaaee  eo 
granted  ihaB  be  for  a  term  at  not  to  exceed 
S8  yean,  bat  lesaee  for  pubUc,  rellglone.  edu- 
catlomd.  recreational,  residential,  or  busl- 
■eee  pnrpoeee.  wttb  tbe  ooneent  o*  botb 
pertlee,  may  include  prorWooa  autborlalng 
tbeir  renewal  for  1  addtttonal  term  of  not 
to  eioeed  as  years,  and  all  leasee  and  re- 
newals shall  be  made  under  such  terms  and 
regulations  ac  may  be  prescribed  by  tbe 
Secretary  of  the  Interior.  ! 

Sac.  a.  Restricted  lands  of  deceased  In- 
dians may  be  leased  under  this  act,  for  tbe 
benefit  of  their  heirs  or  rtriiMiwje.  In  the  dr- 
raimetaacies  and  by  the  persons  prescribed 
In  tbe  act  or  July  8,  1940  (M  Stat.  746:  26 
U.  a  C,  1»4S  edition,  eec  380). 

Sac.  3.  Vo  rent  or  other  consldoatlon  for 
the  use  of  land  leased  under  this  act  ShaU 
be  paid  cr  eoQeeted  more  tbMn  1  year  In  ad- 
fOM.  wakes  se  provided  in  tbe  lease. 

Sae.  4.  aaithtng  contained  tn  tSile  act  sbaU 
be  ooastraed  to  npeal  any  antborSty  to  leMe 
netrtoted  India*  leads  eow^sed  by  or  par- 
suant  ta  eectkm  S  ef  tbe  act  of  AprU  le. 
1980  (64 Stat.  44. 41).  or  any  other  morlslan 
of  law. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 


TRie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
tor  a  third  reading,  read  tbe  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  aimenriod  so  as  to  read : 
"/A  hill  to  authorize  tbe  leasing  4t  re- 
stricted Indian  lands  In  the  St^te  of 
Arizona,  other  than  those  of  the  Navaho 
or  Hopi  Indlaiis.  for  public,  religious, 
edteational.  reereatlonal,  residontiia. 
business,  and  other  purposes  reqglring 
the  grant  of  long-term  leases."       i 


bIiAc:k  canyon  irrioation  dis- 
trict, IDAHO 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9630)  to  authorise  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  execiAe  an 
amendatory  contract  with  the  ^ack 
Canyon  Irrigation  District,  Idaho^  and 
for  other  purposes,  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objeetkm  to  tbe  present  consideSatkm 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  mgy  we 
have  an  explknation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Presidexnt.  the 
bill  would  authorise  the  Secretary  ef  the 
Interior  to  execute  an  amendatoQr  re- 
payment contract  which  has  beesi  ne- 
gotiated with  the  Black  Canyon  iniga- 
tion  District,  Payette  Division.  Boise 
project.  Idaho.  The  OHitract  has  been 
negotiated  as  required  by  the  provisions 
of  section  7  of  the  Reclamation  Project 
Act  of  1939  in  order  to  provide  a  reason- 
able and  equitable  solution  to  the  repay- 
ment problems  involved.  The  bill  also 
would  approve  the  principles  set  forth 
in  the  Boise  project  revised  aUooation 
and  repayment  report  of  Septemlier  21, 
1953,  which  is  an  Integral  part  cf  the 
amendatory  repayment  arrangement. 

This  prtqiosed  legislation  was  re(|uest- 
ed  by  the  Department  of  the  Inferior 
primarily  to  inqjlement  the  new  a^ree- 
moit  reached  and  signed  on  September 
21.  1953. 

The  PRESIDINO  OPTICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  mesent  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  b^ng  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
considered,  mtlered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


AMENDMENT  OP  CJTVIL  SERVICE 
RETIREMENT  ACTT 

The  bill  (S.  3627)  to  amend  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  Act,  as  amended,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRK^KSON.  Mr.  President, 
may  we  have  an  explanation  of  the 
bill? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  amend  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  Act,  so  as  to  plug 
certain  kx^oles  which  have  been  dis- 
covered during  the  past  few  years.  Con- 
gress has  approved  a  study  of  the  entire 
Retirement  Act.  We  have  received  re- 
ports and  reomnmendations  from  the 
Civil  Serriee  Commission  looking  to- 
ward the  plugging  of  loopholes. 

I  will  mentloa  one  of  the  cases  iited 
In  the  report  which  we  received  from 


the  Civil  Service  Commission,  i  An  cm* 
Idoyee  worked  for  aeveral  yeailB  for  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority.!  He  re- 
signed his  position  in  that  agrney  and 
collected  over  $9,000  in  retirei|MQt  pay 
which  had  acciunulated  there.  ,  He  later 
secured  another  Job  in  a  Ooyernment 
asrency,  paid  $63.  and  collected  an  an- 
nuity benefit  in  a  sum  over  |3{000. 

It  Is  situations  like  that  whl^b  we  are 
trying  to  plug  op  at  the  presei)t  ttane. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CARLSON.    I  am  happf  to  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  No  additional  benefits 
are  conferred  upon  annuitante  by  the 
bill? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  There  are  none  mm! 
the  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  m|ike  these 
people — for  example,  the  map  I  Just 
mentioned — keep  those  amofmts  ac* 
cumulated  in  the  fund,  no  malftcr  when 
they  may  go  to  other  Oovernntent  Jobs, 
and  get  their  benefits  on  that  basis. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  example  the  Sena* 
tor  cited  was  only  an  isolated  instance, 
but  similar  ones  can  happen. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  That  Is  correct.  I 
mention  this  case  because  it  was  cited 
to  us  by  the  Commission. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection.  th#  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  5  of  the 
CItU  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  30. 
1930.  as  ameDded.  Is  amended  by  adding  at 

the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"Notwithstanding  any  proTlsl<«,QC  law  to 
the  contrary,  title  to  annuity  payable  from 
the  civil  service  retirement  and  disability 
fund  shall  not  arise  from  any  separation  un- 
less the  oOicer  or  employee  eo  eepafated  has. 
within  the  2 -year  period  Immediately  pre- 
ceding such  separation,  completed  at  least 
1  year  of  creditable  clrillan  senrlte  during 
which  he  was  subject  to  this  act.  Any  an- 
Putty  rights  based  on  a  separation  ^hich  (a) 
terminated  service  meeting  this  requirement, 
or  (b)  occurred  prior  to  this  amendment, 
shall  be  restored  upon  separation  ftrom  sub- 
sequent service  which  fails  to  meet  said 
requirement. 

"No  credit  shall  be  allowed  for  any  service 
subsequent  to  the  date  of  tbe  separation  on 
which  title  to  annuity  Is  based.  Any 
amounts  deducted  from  salary  fdr  retire- 
ment purposes  during  such  service  sball  upon 
separation  be  refunded  to  such  officer  or  em- 
ployee without  Interest,  and  shall  t^  subject 
to  redeposlt  as  provided  In  section  112  (b)  (2) 
of  this  act.  Any  such  amount  n<>t  so  re- 
funded to  the  officer  or  employee  before  bis 
death  shall  be  paid  In  the  order  of  pfecedence 
prescribed  in  section  12  (e) ." 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 
The  bill  (S.  2631)  to  prohibit  ihe  pay- 
ment of  Government  retirement  benefits 
to  persons  convicted  of  certain  jOflenses 
was  announced  as  next  in  orders 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Js  there 
objection  to  the  present  considemtion  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  By  request,  I  a^ 
that  the  bill  go  over.  i 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bUI 

will  be  passed  over. 
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GRANTINa  STATUS  OF  PERMANENT 
RESIDENCE  TO  CERTAIN  ALIENS 
The  concurrent    resolution    (H.   Con. 
Res.  254)  favorim;  the  granting  of  the 
status  of  permanent  residence  to  cer- 
tain aliens  was  considered  and  agreed  to. 
For  text  of  above  concurrent  resolu- 
tion, see  CONCKESsicmAL  Racoao  of  July 
21,  1954.  pages  1120&-11208. 


ALICi:  BHARK 


The  Senate  pro<jeeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  346)  for  the  relief  of  Alick  Bhark. 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Jud:ciary  with  an  amend- 
ment, in  line  7,  after  the  word  "visa"  to 
strike  out  "fees  and  head  taxes"  and  in- 
sert "fee",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Inunlgratlon  and  naturalization  laws, 
AUck  Bhark  shall  bi>  held  and  considered  to 
have  been .  lawfully  adnUtted  to  tbe  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the 
date  of  the  enactmeat  of  this  act,  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act.  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  dt^uct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
Euch  quota  la  available.  i 

The  amendment  wsis  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  readinjj,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


RELIEF   OF   CEF.TAIN   PALESTINIAN 
ARAB  IlEFUGEES 

The  Senate  pro<;eeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1336)  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Commitee  on  the 
Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  to  strike 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
insert : 

That,  for  the  pur])OBe8  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act.  Eullne  Sallba  Slhwel 
(ENeline  Sallba  But  well)  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  tbe  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  residence 
to  such  alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the 
Secretary  of  State  (ball  instruct  the  proper 
quota-control  officer  to  deduct  the  required 
number  from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the 
first    year    that    such    quota    is    available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  biU  for  the  relief  of  EuUne  SaUba 
Sihwel  (EveUne  SaUba  SuhweiD." 


PALESTINIAN  ARAB  REFUGEES 

The  Senate  pro-ieeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1341)  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees,  which  had 
been  reported  frcm  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert: 

That,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act,  Salamy  Khouri  shall  be 
held  and  considered  to  have  been  lawfully 
admitted  to  the  United  SUtes  lor  permanent 


residence  as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the  required 
visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of  permanent 
residence  to  such  aUen  as  provided  for  in 
this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct 
tbe  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct 
tbe  required  niunber  from  the  appropriate 
quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  is 
available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Salamy  Khouri." 


MILAN  K.  JOVANOVIC 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (6.  1625)  for  the  relief  of  Milan  K. 
Jovanovic,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  1,  line  7,  after  the 
word  "fee",  to  strike  out  "Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper 
quota -control  officer  to  deduct  one  num- 
ber from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the 
first  year  that  such  quota  is  available", 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Milan  K.  Jovanovic  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  ftayinent  of  the  required  visa  fee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

ANDREAS  GEORGES  VLASTOS 

The  biU  (S.  18S3)  for  the  relief  of  An- 
dreas Georges  Vlastos  (Andreas  Georges 
Vlasto)  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Andreas  Oeorges  Vlastos  (Andreas  Georges 
Vlasto)  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have 
been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act.  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of 
permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro- 
vided for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  instruct  the  proper  quota-control  of- 
ficer to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appro- 
priate quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota 
is  available. 


CLAIRE  HEISZLER 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2109)  for  the  relief  of  Claire 
Heiszler,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That,  for  the  ptirpoaes  of  sections  101  (a) 
(27)  (A)  and  205  of  tbe  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act,  Claire  Heiszler  shall  be  held 
and  considered  to  be  the  natural-born  alien 
cbUd  of  %tr.  and  Mrs.  Alex  Krauss,  citizens  of 
the  United  States. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


OIUSEPPINA  LATINA  MOZZICATO 
AND  GIOVANNI  MOZZICATO 
The  bill  (S.  2532)  for  the  relief  of 
Giuseppina  Latina  Mooicato  and  Gio- 
vanni Mozzicato  (John  Moassicato)  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engroesed  for 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  TbMt.  tor  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  NationaUty  Act,  Oiu- 
sepplna  Latina  Mozzicato  and  Oiovannl  Uoz- 
zlcato  (John  Mozzicato)  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawf  uUy  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act. 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fees. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  residence 
to  such  aUens  as  provided  for  In  this  act. 
the  Secretary  of  State  ahaU  instruot  tbe 
proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  tbe 
required  numbers  from  the  approprlat* 
quota  or  quotas  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  or  quotas  are  available. 


ANDREE  M.  DOYLE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2669)  for  the  relief  of  Andree  M. 
Doyle,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment  in  line  7,  after  the  word 
"act",  to  insert  a  colon  and  "Provided, 
That  this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to 
a  ground  for  exclxision  of  which  the  De- 
partment of  State  or  the  Department  of 
Justice  has  knowledge  prior  to  the  en- 
actment of  this  act",  so  as  to  make  the 
bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (Q)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Andree  If. 
Doyle  may  be  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  if  she  Is  found  to 
be  otherwise  admissible  under  the  provisions 
of  such  act:  Provided,  That  this  exemption 
shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  for  exclusion 
of  which  the  Department  of  State  or  tbe 
Department  of  Justice  has  knowledge  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed.  « 

MARIA  BERTAGNOLLI  PANCHERI 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2682)  for  the  reUef  of  Maria 
Bertagnolli  Pancheri,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Conunittee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  an  amendment  to  strike  out 
all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act,  Maria  Bertagnolli  Pan- 
cheri shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have 
been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  tbe 
enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of  per- 
manent residence  to  such  aUen  as  provided 
for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State  shaU 
Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  offioer  to 
deduct  one  number  from  the  approprlat* 
quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  Is 
available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

HENRY  DUNCAN 

The  bill  (S.  2973)  for  the  relief  of 
Henry  Duncan  was  considered,  ordered 
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mrDNO  SIK  HOMQ 

^The  MB  OS.  S163)  for  tlie  relief  of 
Kjuug  sn^  HoBf  was  considered,  or* 
dered  to  tie  emujwed  for  %  third  read- 
Ins,  retd  tbe  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
folkms: 

Be  M  ttmetHl,  tie^  matt,  tot  ttw  pmpoaea 
MkA  Ifa  III  main  y    Act, 
afaaU  IM  KmM  aa«  coaaM- 
iBtrfUIlf  ■*—"*■■«  to  tba 


of  tba  date  ct  Mm  ■iiaitaiMt  «C  tMa  act. 
iqxm  pajmant  o<  tha  requlrad  vlaa  Xee. 
UtRm  tha  granttng  cxf  permanant  realdenoe 
to  au^  allan  «a  pnorktod  tor  In  ttila  act,  tha 
Sacratary  at  State  ahaU  inatruet  tha  pnoper 
to  ded«et  oom  number 
(ivota  far  tha  Irat  year 
to  avaltolila. 


REV.  lORBQSO  BODaiOUEZ  BLAMCX> 


The  bin  (a  3327)  fbr  the  relief  of 
Ber,X4>oaiae  Rodriguez  Blanco  and  Rev. 
Alejandro  Megredo  Lasaro  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
xea^ttng.  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


I,  ete^  That,  for  the  purpoaea 
and  HatlaBamy  Act.  Rar. 
BlMieo  and  Bar.  Atejan- 
ahall  ha  held  and  con- 
haw  been  lawfully  a4bnitted  to 
Xtaltad  Statea  Xcr  parBuuieat  rfaldenca 
am  ai  tha  date  ai  tha  enactanant  of  tUa  act. 
upon  payment  of  tha  leqnlrad  vlaa  feea. 
Upon  tha  granting  of  permanent  realdenoe 
to  Buch  aliens  aa  prorlded  for  in  thla  act, 
tbe  Secretary  ol  State  ahaU  Inatruet  the 
proper  qaota-coiitxol  ofBcer  to  deduct  tha 
required  nxmibera  from  the  appropriate 
quote  or  quotea  far  tha  flnat  year  that  such 
quote  or  quotas  are  avallahia. 


SUIUKKO  NAKAMDRA  BULMER 

The  Senate  proceeed  to  consider  the 
bin  (8.  3413)  for  the  relief  of  Shigeko 
Makamun^  &ulmer.  which  had  been  re- 
ported fnm  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary With  an  amendment,  in  line  7, 
after  the  word  "fee,"  to  Insert  a  colon 
and  "Provided,  That  a  suitable  and 
proper  bond  or  undertaking,  i^^proved 
by  tlie  Attorney  General,  be  deposited 
as  prescribed  by  section  213  ol  the  said 
act",  so  as  to  make  the  blH  read: 

Be  U  enmcted.  etc^  That  for  tha  purpoaea 
of  tha  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Shigeko  Ifakamura  BiUmer  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted 
to  the  United  Stetes  for  permanent  resi- 
dence aa  of  the  date  of  tha  enactment  of 
tma  act.  upon  payment  of  the  required  Tlsa 
fee:  ^roeMed.  That  a  auttable  and  proper 
bond  or  undertaking,  approved  by  l^ie  At- 
torney Oeneral.  be  depoalted  as  prescribed 
by  aectl<m  ai3  at  the  said  act. 

Hie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


Tte  bBii  was  ordered  to  be  engtossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time. 


^ 


MRS.  JUAHA  PADILLA  Di 
CABAU^RO 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bm  (S.  3625)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  JTuana 
PadiUa  de  Caballero.  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  tbe  Ju- 
dldary  with  an  amendment,  In  line  8. 
after  the  word  "act,"  to  Insert  a  colon 
and  "Provided.  That  this  exemption 
shaH  apply  only  to  a  groimd  for  exclu- 
sion of  which  the  Department  of  State 
or  the  Department  of  Justice  lias  Icnowl- 
edge  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act", 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

S«  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstand- 
ing ■Oam  provisions  of  sections  213  (g)  (9) 
aad  213  (a)  (19)  of  the  Immigration  and 
MaMonaUtj  Act,  Bfr«.  Juana  PadUU  0$  Cab- 
aUaro  (lira.  Juana  PadlUa  de  Onttreros) 
may  be  admitted  to  the  United  SUtes  for 
permanent  residence  if  she  la  found  to  be 
otiwrwlae  admissible,  under  the  protlslons 
of  such  act:  Propided,  That  this  exemption 
ahaU  apply  cmly  to  a  ground  for  ezeiusion 
oC  whldi  tbe  Department  of  State  or  the 
Z>epartmant  at  Joatioe  has  knowledg*  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 


Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engtossed 
fmr  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


ICKERlJ 


MRS.   QERTRUD  E 
STRICKLAND 

The  bin  (S.  3728)  for  the  relief  o(  Mrs. 
Oertrud  Eckerl  Strickland  wag  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  On  August  5,  1954. 
S.  3728  was  reported  to  the  Senate  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  Since 
that  time  the  House  has  passed  H.  R. 
M06,  whi^  is  a  similar  bill.  It  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
dary. 

I  adc  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  dis- 
diarged  from  further  consideratinn  of 
H.  R.  8066.  that  it  be  considered  by  the 
Senate,  and  that  the  Senate  bill  3728.  be 
indefinitely  postponed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  Comimittee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary is  discharged  from  the  farther 
oonslderation  of  H.  R.  8066,  for  tbe  re- 
lief of  Mrs.  Gertrud  Eckerl  Strickland. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  House  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bfll  (H. 
R.  8066)  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection.  S.  3728  is  indefinitely 
postponed. 


HOWARD  CARL  KAISER 

The  bin  (S.  3756)  for  the  relief  of 
Howard  Carl  Kaiser  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passgd.  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc^  That,  for  the  purpoees 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Howard  Carl  Kaiser  shaU  be  held  and  con- 


aldered  to  have  been  lawfully  M^'fttftd  to 
the  United  Stetea  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  <tf  thla  act. 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee. 


MRS.  EMMA  MARTHA  STAACK 

The  bill  (H.  R.  818)  for  th^  relief  of 
Mrs.  Emma  Martha  Staack  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 

the  tiiird  time,  and  passed.       1 


GEORGE  ECONOMOS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  970)  for  the  reUef  of 
George  Economos  was  consider^,  order- 
ed to  a  tliird  reading,  read  the  t|iird  time, 
and  passed. 

HAYIK  VARTIYAN  AND  OTHERS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bm  <H.  R.  1912)  for  the  relief  of  Hayik 
(Jirair)  Vartiyan.  Annemarie  Vartiyan. 
and  Susanig  Armenulii  Vartiyan;  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Ckimmittee 
on  the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment, 
on  page  2.  line  1.  after  the  word  "deduct" 
to  strike  out  "two"  and  insert  "three.** 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordened  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bin  to  be  re«d  a  thlnl 
time. 

The  bin  was  read  the  Oilrd  time,  and 
passed. 

NATALE  JOSEPH  JOHN  EATIl 

The  biU  (H.  R.  4630)  for  th«  relief  of 
Natale  Joseph  John  Rattl  warn  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  readbig,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


rol 


ANTONIO  CAZZATC 
The  bin  (H.  R,  7088)  for  thS  reUef  of 
Antonio  Cazzato  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  tht  third  time, 
and  passed.  . 


EXTENSION  OF  CERTAIN  PATENTS 
DURING  CERTAIN  EMEttOENC^ 
PERIODS— BILL  PLACED  AT  FOOT 
OP  THE  CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3534)  to  authorize  tbe 
extension  of  patents  covering  ibventions 
whose  practice  was  prevented  or  cur- 
tailed during  certain  emergency  periods 
by  service  of  the  patent  own^r  In  the 
Armed  Forces  or  by  production  controls 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFPICE21.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Reserving  the 
right  to  object,  I  should  like  to  say  that 
a  few  days  ago  the  dlBtinguiShed  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wn,rrl 
consulted  with  me  with  respect  to  this 
bill  and  asked  me  whether  any  Objections 
had  been  filed  against  it  with  the  calen- 
dar committee.  I  told  him  tnere  had 
not  been  any  objections  filed. 

Since  then,  the  junior  Sensltor  from 
New  Jersey  is  in  receipt  of  a  telegram 
from  a  distinguished  and  prominent 
patent  attorney,  Mr.  P.  L.  YoUng.  who 
has  been  practicing  in  his  special  field 
for  more  than  25  years.  In  his  tele- 
gram he  outlines  several  reaso^  for  his 


opposition  to  this  bilL  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  this  telegram  be  placed  in 
the  Rbcord  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Raooas, 
as  follows: 

Aocuar  8.  1954. 
Senator  nuaasi  C.  HaHsaicxaoM. 

Senate  Office  Building: 
I  imderstand  that  a  biU.  H.  R.  3534.  to 
extend  the  terms  of  certain  United  States 
patents  has  been  passed  by  the  Bouse  and 
la  now  before  the  Senate.  Aa  an  attorney 
specializing  in  patent  law  for  over  25  years. 
I  am  deeply  concerned  and  urge  you  to  op- 
poee  this  mischievous  bill  for  the  foUowlng 
reasons: 

1.  Proposals  for  the  extension  of  the  term 
of  patents  have  been  traditionally  oppoeed 
by  our  Oovemment.  It  has  been  done  only 
in  an  insignificant  number  of  cases. 

2.  This  bill  is  extremely  complex  and 
tinder  it  extensions  of  different  lengths 
would  be  granted  to  different  patentees  de- 
pending on  extremely  complicated  findings 
and  conditions.  It  would  introduce  much 
confusion  as  to  the  actual  term  of  the 
patents  in  question.  With  only  trifling  ex- 
ceptions at  present,  one  can  tell  whether  a 
patent  has  expired  or  whether  it  is  pending, 
merely  by  looking  at  the  face  of  the  patent. 
If  this  bill  paaaes,  this  clear  assurance  would 
be  converted  into  a  troubleeome  puzzle. 

3.  The  passage  of  thU  bill  wUl  throw  a 
heavy  burden  of  expense  on  all  the  members 
of  the  general  public  who  are  concerned 
with  patents,  forcing  them  to  expensive  op- 
position proceedings  to  protect  themselves 
against  unjust  grants,  and  an  additional 
burden  wiU  be  placed  on  the  Patent  Office 
which  does  not  have  the  money,  time  or 
manpower  available  for  the  examination  of 
the  many  claims  for  extension  and  for  the 
oppositions,  hearings,  and  appeals  that  would 
normally  result. 

4.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  advantages  to 
the  patentees  are  heavily  outweighed  by 
these  various  burdens  which  are  placed  upon 
the  whole  country  with  questionable  Justice. 

5.  I  conctir  with  the  opinions  of  Secretary 
of  Commerce  WeelLs  and  Mr.  Willi*m  Rogers 
of  the  Department  <rf  Justice  in  letters  which 
they  have  written  in  opposition  of  this  bill. 

P.  L.  Toxmo. 
WESTnxLo,  N.  J. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
in  addition  to  Mr.  Young's  telegram 
another  patent  attorney.  Maj.  K.  M. 
Lefever,  a  most  able  lawyer  from  New 
Jersey,  consulted  with  my  counsel.  Col. 
Joseph  W.  Levy.  He,  too.  expressed 
opposition  to  this  bilL 

I  am  very  much  impressed  by  the 
opinions  of  these  men  and  feel  that  this 
is  a  measure  that  should  be  debated  on 
the  floor  and  not  passed  on  a  call  of  the 
calendar. 

Moreover,  Mr.  President,  the  Depart- 
ments of  Justice  and  Commerce  are  both 
opposed  to  the  bill. 

In  view  of  the  communications,  and 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  agencies  in- 
volved seemed  to  be  opposed  to  the  bill, 
I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Is  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  aslcing  that  tbe  bill  go  over? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     I  am. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion has  been  made. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  feel  that  in 
view  of  these  strong  expressions  of  opin- 
ion on  the  bill  this  is  a  measure  which 
should  be  called  up  in  the  regular  order 
and  carefully  debated. 


Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Of  course,  we  realize 
that  among  lawyers,  as  among  preachers 
and  every  other  class,  there  are  differ- 
ences of  opinion.  Even  on  this  floor  as 
to  the  meaning  of  certain  language  we 
have  differences  of  opinion. 

However,  this  proposed  legislation  is 
to  authorize  the  extension  of  the  terms 
of  certain  patents  for  such  periods  as 
may  be  required  in  order  to  secure  to 
the  owners  of  such  patents  the  reason- 
ably unrestricted  exercise  of  the  exclu- 
sive rights  granted  thereby  for  a  total 
period  equivalent  to  the  17-year  term  for 
which  they  were  issued,  where,  during 
World  War  n  or  the  ELorean  conflict,  tlie 
normal  use  or  development  of  such  pat- 
ents was  prevented  or  substantially  cur- 
tailed for  the  following  reasons: 

First.  That  the  owner  or  owners  were 
in  the  military,  naval,  or  air  forces:  or 

Second.  That  an  order  of  an  agency  of 
the  Government  prohibited  or  limited 
the  production  or  use  of  the  articles  or 
processes;  or 

Third.  That  such  owners,  having  been 
granted  licenses,  either  royalty-free  or 
for  a  nominal  royalty,  to  the  United 
States  or  to  the  manufacturers  furnish- 
ing goods  to  the  United  States,  In  order 
to  promote  any  program  for  national 
defense  since  September  1,  1939. 

This  legislation  is  based  on  a  number 
of  bills  introduced  in  the  House  as  well 
as  similar  bills  introduced  in  the  Senate. 
The  House  had  hearings  on  this  matter 
and  the  House  Judiciary  Committee,  it 
is  understood,  unanimously  approved 
the  substitute  bill  which  was  reported 
in  H.  R.  3534.  The  House  also  unani- 
mously passed  this  bilL 

When  the  bill  reached  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  a  study  of  the  report 
of  the  House  was  made,  and  for  the  rea- 
sons I  have  mentioned  previously,  the 
committee  was  convinced  that  this  leg- 
islation was  meritorious  and  warranted. 
All  tiiat  it  does  is  to  restore  to  the  per- 
son additional  time  for  thfc  exploitation 
of  the  patent,  when  such  time  was  pro- 
hibited or  curtailed  for  the  reasons  here- 
inbefore mentioned.  It  is  therefore  rec- 
ommended that  the  bill  be  considered 
favorably. 

I  wish  to  restate  that  because  these 
people  were  in  the  service  or  because 
the  Government  itself  interfered  with 
their  having  the  right  to  proceed  under 
patent  law.  their  rights  were  restricted. 
I  realise  that  some  lawyer  might  feel 
that  he  would  like  to  get  in  on  the  gravy. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  yield? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  In  one  moment 
I  shall  be  glad  ^  yield. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  in  my  hand  the 
Senate  committee  report,  submitted  by 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  on  House 
bill  3534,  the  bill  we  are  now  consider- 
ing. 

As  I  look  over  that  document  I  see 
among  the  agency  reports  one  from  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  in  which  he  says, 
among  other  things: 

So  far  as  the  first  class  of  persons  is  con- 
eemed.  the  act  would  be  an  extension  of 


Public  Law  SM,  81st  Oongreaa.  In  that  It 
would  extend  the  periods  at  aeirloa  Invoivad 
and  would  also  apparently  permit  an  ex- 
tension whetho'  or  not  the  veteran  had  suf- 
fered any  loas  whatever  by  xeaaon  of  aenrlca 
In  the  Armed  IViroes. 

I  proceed  to  tbe  other  objections, 
where  the  Secretary  flnally  says: 

Tor  these  reaaons  we  reooaunend  f^'PTt 
enactment  of  H.  R.  S534. 

Tlien  in  the  report  of  the  Department 
of  Justice,  after  stating  their  analysis 
of  the  bill,  they  conclude: 

Accordingly,  the  Department  at  Juatioe  is 
unable  to  recommend  the  enactment  of 
this  bUl. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.    Mr.  President.  wiU 

the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Yes.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Those  are  letters 
which  were  addressed  to  Representative 
RsKD.  After  those  letters  were  addressed 
to  him  the  bill  was  amended,  and  no 
department  of  the  Government  is  oppos- 
ing the  bill  at  the  moment. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    But  the  letters  ' 
are  in  the  committee  report 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  do  not  know  how 
the  letters  got  into  the  report.  Tbey 
should  not  have  been  there. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFVICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  eonsideratkm 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.   Is  the  time  limit  up? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar,  so  that  I  may  consult 
with  the  two  distinguished  Senators. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  wiU  be  placed  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 


REGISTRATION  OF  TRADE-MARKS 

The  bill  (S.  2540)  to  amend  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  reg- 
istration and  protection  of  trade-markg 
used  in  commerce,  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  international  conventions,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  approved  July  5, 
1946.  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  .we 
have  an  explanation  of  this  bill? 

Ji4r.  WH^Tsr.  Mr.  President,  the  pro- 
posed legislation  is  to  make  certain 
amendments  to  the  Lanham  Trade- 
Mark  Act,  which  went  into  effect  on  July 
5.  1947.  That  act  has  been  in  operation 
now  for  almost  7  years  and  during  ttiia 
period  of  timeJJie  desiraULlity  and  need 
for  a  number  of  revisions  has  become 
evident.  Hearings  were  held  on  this 
matter  and  the  interested  agencies  were 
requested  to  report  thereon.  As  a  re- 
sult of  the  hearings,  conferences  were 
held  between  representatives  of  the 
agencies;  individual  trade-marit  lawyers, 
and  the  coordinating  committee  of  the 
trade-mark  association,  which  for  years 
past  has  been  working  on  this  matter. 
With  few  exceptions,  the  conferences  re- 
sulted in  agreement  and  a  substitute  btU, 
which  is  the  bill  now  before  tbe  Senate, 
was  ordered  reported.  It  is  the  <^inlon 
of  the  committee  that,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  1  or  2  individuid  objections,  this 
bill  is  noncontroversial  and  does  improve 
the    lianham   Trade-Msulc   Act.    It   is 
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tbcnf  QM  reoommended  that  this  legls- 

lir;  8KATHERS.  Mr.  Preddcnt.  win 
the  Sector  from  Wlacooain  yield? 

Mr  IKflurr.     I  yield. 

Mr.8MATHER8.  Has  the  Patent  Of - 
fioe  Kpsxpfpd  thto  measure? 

Mr.  WtaST.     I  am  so  informed. 

Mr.  8MATHERS.  Has  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  aijproved  it? 

Mr.  WIZ«EY.  I  undorstand  there  is 
one  cacception. 

Mr.  BMATHERS.  Is  that  exception 
considered  a  major  exception? 

Mr.  wrUEY.  I  am  informed  that  it 
is  not. 

Mr.  SIAATHERS.  The  biU  has  been 
xmanhnously  reported  by  the  commit- 
tee; has  it  not? 

Mr.  WILEY.     Yes.        

The  PRESIDINO  OFPICESt.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
thc^bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  tlie  bill  (8.  2540) 
to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  registration  and  inrotee- 
tion  of  trade-marics  used  in  commerce, 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  interna- 
tional conventiohs.  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." ain>roved  July  5, 1946.  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert: 

That  paragraph  (1)  of  subaectlon  (a)  of 
■ytion  I  at  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  pro- 
viile  for  the  registration  and  protection  of 
trade-nuurka  used  In  commerce,  to  carry  out 
the  provlskuis  of  International  conventlona, 
and  for  oth«r  purpoaes."  approved  July  5, 
1946  (80  Stat.  427).  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  the  words  "as  might  be  calcu- 
lated to  deceive"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
"as  to  be  likely,  when  ig;>plled  to  the  goods 
of  such  other  person,  to  cause  confusion, 
or  to  cause  mistake,  or  to  deceive";  and  by 
striking  the  words  "or  services"  from  the 
proviso  thereof. 

SBC.    a.  Subsection    (d)    of   section   3   is 
amended  by  striking  the  Unguage  beginning 
with  the  word  "confiuion".  first  appearance, 
and  ending  with  the  word  "herewith"  at 
the   end  of  said  subsection   and   inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  the  following:   "confusion, 
or  to  cause  mistake,  or  to  deceive:  Provided. 
That   when   the   Commissioner   determines 
that  confusion,  mistake  or  deception  Is  not 
likely  to  result  from  the  continued  use  by 
more  than  one  person  of  the  same  or  similar 
marks  under  conditions  and  limitations  as 
to  the  mode  or  place  of  use  of  the  marks 
or  the  goods  tn  connection  with  which  such 
marks  are  xised,  eoncwrent  registrations  may 
be  granted  to  such  persons  when  they  have 
become  entitled  to  use  ruch  marks  as  a  re- 
sult of  their  concurrent  lawful  use  in  com- 
merce prior  to  (1)  the  earUest  of  the  filing 
dates  of  the  applications  pending  under  this 
act;   or   (11)    the  application  filing  date  of 
a  fegistrauon  granted  under  this  act;    or 
(ill)   July  5.  1947,  in  the  case  of  registra- 
tions prevtously  granted  under  the   act  of 
March  3.  1881.  or  February  20,  1905,  and  con- 
tinuing in  full  force   and   effect   on  that 
date;  or   (Iv)    July  6.  1947,  In  the  case  of 
appUeatlODs  under  the  act  of  Febniary  20, 
,  1905,  pending  on  July  5,  1947.     Concurrent 
registrations   may  also  t>e  granted   by  the 
Commissioner  when  a  court  of  competent 
Jurisdiction  has  finally  determined  that  more 
than  one  person  is  entitled  to  use  the  same 
or  similar  marks  in  commerce.    In  the  grant 
of    concurrent   r^istrations.    the    Commis- 
sioner shall  prescribe  conditions  and  llml- 
tatlons  of  the  grant  as  to  the  mode  or  place 
of  use  of  the  mark  or  the  goods  In  con- 


nectton  with  which  such  mark  Is  registered 
to  the  respective  persons." 

Sac.  8.  Section  6  Is  amended  by  stalking 
the  entire  section  and  Inserting  I4  lieu 
thereof  the  following: 

"SBC.  6.  (a)  The  Commissioner  mSy  re- 
qiUre  the  applicant  to  disclaim  an  unregis- 
trable component  of  a  mark  otherwlvj  reg- 
istrable. The  applicant  may  volustarlly 
disclaim  a  component  of  a  mark  sought  to 
be  registered. 

"(b>  No  disclaimer  heretofore  or  hefeafter 
made,  or  made  under  paragraph  (d)  of  sec- 
tion 7  of  this  act,  shall  prejudice  or  affect 
the  applicant's  or  registrant's  rights  then 
wrtstlng  or  thereafter  arising  In  tb«  dis- 
claimed matter,  or  his  rights  of  registration 
on  another  application  11  the  dUclalmed  mat- 
ter be  or  shall  have  become  distinctive  of 
his  goods  or  services." 

Sac.  4.  Subsection  (a)  of  section  7  Is 
amended  by  striking  therefrom  the  word 
"either";  by  striking  the  words  •name 
printed"  and  inserting  in  Ueu  there<>f  the 
words  "signature  placed":  by  strlkiog  the 
words  "assistant  commissioner  or  by  «ne  of 
the  law  examiners  duly"  and  Inserting  In 
lieu  thereof  the  words  "officer  of  the  patent 
Office";  and  by  striking  the  words  "ftnd  a 
record  thereof,  together  with  printed  copies 
of  the  drawing  and  statement  of  the  ap- 
plicant, shall  be  kept  in  books  for  that  pur- 
pose" and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words 
"and  a  record  thereof  shall  be  kept  In  the 
Patent  Office." 

Subsection  (d)  of  section  7  Is  amended  by 
striking  the  entire  subsection  and  Inserting 
In  lieu  thereof  the  following:  "Upc^i  ap- 
plication of  the  registrant  the  Commlttloner 
may  permit  any  registration  to  be  surren- 
dered for  cancellation,  and  upon  caacella- 
tlon  the  Commissioner  shall  make  appropri- 
ate entry  upon  the  records  of  the  fatent 
Office.  Upon  application  of  the  registrant 
and  payment  of  the  prescribed  fee,  the  Com- 
missioner for  good  cause  may  permlit  any 
registration  to  be  amended  or  to  b4  dis- 
claimed In  part:  Provided,  That  the  amend- 
ment or  disclaimer  does  not  alter  materially 
the  character  of  the  mark.  The  Commis- 
sioner shall  make  appropriate  entry  u|X)n 
the  records  of  the  Patent  Office  and  upon 
the  certificate  of  registration  or,  if  saUl  cer- 
tificate is  lost  or  destroyed,  upon  a  certified 
copy  thereof." 

Sec.  6.  Subsection  (a)  of  section  8  Is 
amended  by  striking  the  word  "showing", 
first  appearance,  and  inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  the  word  "stating";  and  aft«-  the 
word  "use"  inserting  the  words  "In  com- 
merce on  goods  recited  In  the  registration"; 
and  striking  the  word  "Its",  second  appear- 
ance, and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  word 
"any." 

Subsection  (b)  of  section  8  Is  amencled  by 
striking  the  word  "showing",  first  appear- 
ance, and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word 
"stating";  and  after  the  word  "use"  inserting 
the  words  "in  commerce  on  goods  recited  In 
the  registration":  and  by  striking  the  word 
"its"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word 
"any." 

Sic.  6.  Section  9  is  amended  by  striking 
the  entire  section  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following: 

"Src.  9.  (a)  Each  registration  may  be  re- 
newed for  periods  of  20  years  from  th*  end 
of  the  expiring  period  upon  payment  of  the 
prescribed  fee  and  the  filing  of  an  applica- 
tion therefor  accompanied  by  an  affidavit  by 
the  registrant  setting  forth  those  goo<l8  re- 
cited in  the  registration  on  which  the  tnark 
is  still  in  use  in  commerce  or  showing  that 
any  nonuse  in  commerce  is  due  to  special 
circumstances  which  ezciise  such  nonuse 
and  is  not  due  to  any  intention  to  abakidon 
the  mark;  and  such  application  me^  be 
made  at  any  time  within  6  months  tiefore 
the  expiration  of  the  period  for  which  the 
certificate  of  registration  was  Issued  or  re- 
newed, or  it  may  be  made  within  3  months 


after  such  expiration  on  payment  pf  the  ad- 
ditional fee  herein  provided. 

"(b)  If  the  Commissioner  refuses  to  re- 
new the  registration,  he  shall  iotlfy  the 
registrant  of  his  refusal  and  the  reasons 
therefM-. 

"(c)  An  applicant  for  renewal  hot  doml- 
died  in  the  United  States  shall  ^  subject 
to  and  comply  with  the  provislo|>s  of  sec- 
tion 1  (d)  hereof." 

Sec.  7.  Section  10  is  amended  by  changing 
the  colon  following  the  word  "conducted" 
to  a  period  and  striking  the  words  "Provided, 
That  any  assigned  registration  m^y  be  can- 
celed at  any  time  if  the  registered  mark  is 
being  used  by,  or  with  the  permission  of,  th« 
assignee  so  as  to  misrepresent  the  source  of 
the  goods  or  services  in  conneotlon  with 
which  the  mark  is  used." 

Sbc.  8.  Subsection  (a)  of  section  12  is 
amended  by  changing  the  period  St  the  end 
thereof  to  a  colon  and  inserting  after  the 
colon  the  following:  ■Provided,  That  in  the 
case  of  an  applicant  claiming  ooncurrent 
use.  Or  in  the  case  of  an  application  to  be 
placed  in  an  Interference,  as  provi|led  for  in 
section  16  of  this  act,  the  mark,  if  otherwise 
registrable,  may  be  published  subject  to  the 
determination  of  the  righu  of  the  parties  to 
such  proceedings." 

Sutwectlon  (b)  of  section  12  la  amended 
by  inserting  after  the  word  "moqths",  sec- 
ond appearance,  the  following:  '♦,  or  such 
shorter  time  not  less  than  30  days  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  or  under  regulations  of  the 
Commissioner.". 

Subsection  (c)  of  section  12  is  a«iend«d  by 
striking  therefrom  the  word  "ststed".  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  "recited"; 
and  by  striking  therefrom  the  firft  word  of 
the  last  sentence  and  inserting  in  Jieu  there- 
of the  words  "Marks  published  U4der  this." 

Section  12  is  further  amended  by  »^fl'ng 
a  new  subsection  (d)  as  follows: 

"(di  The  Commissioner  is  authorized  to 
maintain  a  public  search  file  containing  re- 
productions or  descriptions  of  all  mvks  for 
which  applications  for  registration  are  pend- 
ing, together  with  the  name  and  Mdress  of 
tlie  applicant,  the  date  of  filing  <if  the  ap- 
plication, the  goods  or  services  an^  class  for 
which  registration  is  sought,  th0  claloMd 
dates  of  first  use  of  the  mark,  and  the  name 
and  address  of  the  applicant's  attorney." 

Sec.  9.  Section  13  Is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  ;sentence: 
"A  notice  of  opposition  may  be  amended 
under  such  conditions  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Commissioner.  " 

Sbc.  10.  Section  14  is  amended  bjy  striking 
said  section  in  lu  entirety  and  Inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"Sec.  14.  A  verified  petition  to  cancel  ft 
registration  of  a  mark,  stating  the  grounds 
relied  upon.  may.  upon  payment  of  the  pre- 
scribed fee,  be  filed  by  any  person  who  be- 
lieves that  he  is  or  will  lie  damaged  by  the 
registration  of  a  mark  on  the  principal  regis- 
ter established  by  this  act,  or  under  the  act 
of  March  3.  1881,  or  the  act  of  February  20. 
1905—  ' 

"(a)  within  5  years  from  the  d«te  of  the 
registration  of  the  mark  under  thi«  act;  or 

"(b)  within  5  years  from  the  dSte  of  the 
publication  under  section  12  (c)  henot  of 
a  mark  registered  under  the  act  of.  March  3, 
1881,  or  the  act  of  February  20,  lii^S:  or 

"(ci  at  any  time  if  the  reglste^wl  mark 
becomes  the  common  descriptive  nime  of  an 
article  or  substance,  or  has  been  abandoned 
or  its  registration  was  obtained  fraudulently 
or  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  section  4  or 
of  subsections  (a),  (b),  or  (c)  of  section  2  of 
this  act  for  a  registration  hereunder,  or 
contrary  to  similar  prohibitory  protrisions  of 
said  prior  acts  for  a  registration  tt^reunder, 
or  if  the  registered  mark  is  being'  used  by. 
or  with  the  permission  of,  the  registrant  so 
as  to  misrepresent  the  source  of  «he  goods 
or  services  in  connection  with  wlhlch  the 
mark  is  used;  or 


14069 


"(d)  at  any  time  If  the  mark  was  regis- 
tered nnder  the  act  at  March  8,  1881.  or  the 
act  of  Febniary  90t  1906.  and  has  not  been 
publishad  under  the  provlalcms  of  subsection 
(c)  of  section  12  of  this  act;  or 

"(e)  at  any  time  in  the  case  of  a  eertiflea- 
tion  mark  on  the  ground  that  the  registrant 

(1)  does  not  control,  or  is  not  able  legiti- 
mately to  exercise  control  over,  the  use  of 
such  mark,  or  (2)  engagas  In  the  production 
or  marketing  at  any  goods  or  aervlces  to 
which  the  certification  mark  is  applied,  or 
(3)  permits  the  vise  of  the  certification  mark 
for  pxirposes  other  than  to  certify,  or  (4)  dis- 
crlmlnately  refuses  to  certify  or  to  continue 
to  certify  the  goods  or  sei  flees  of  any  per- 
son who  maintains  the  standards  or  condi- 
tions which  such  mark  oerttfiea." 

Sac.  11.  Sectkm  15  la  amended  by  striking 
"or  trade  name"  and  ".  patented  or  other- 
wise" from  paragraph  No.  (4). 

Sec.  12.  Section  10  is  amended  by  striking 
therefrom  the  word  "purchasen.** 

Sec.  13.  SectlDn  18  is  amended  by  striking 
therefrom  In  the  first  sentence  the  words 
"In  such  proceedings  the"  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  the  word  "The";  and  by  Insert- 
ing in  the  first  sentence  after  the  word 
"may",  first  appearance,  a  comma  and  the 
following:  "in  the  appropriate  prooeedinga,"; 
and  by  strlklcg  the  word  "may",  second, 
third,  and  fou.-th  appearances. 

Sec.  14.  Section  21  is  amended  by  striking 
the  entire  section,  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  fo: lowing: 

"Sec.  21.  (a)  (1)  An  applicant  for  regis- 
tration of  a  mark,  party  to  an  Interference 
proceeding,  party  to  an  opposition  proceed- 
ing, party  to  an  application  to  register  as  a 
lawful  concum;nt  user,  party  to  a  cancella- 
tion proceeding;,  a  registrant  who  has  filed 
an  affidavit  as  provided  in  section  8,  or  an 
applicant  for  renewal,  who  is  dissatisfied 
with  the  decision  of  the  Oommissioner.  may 
appeal  to  the  United  States  Court  of  Cus- 
toms and  Pat<mt  Appeals  theret>y  waiving 
his  right  to  proceed  under  section  21  (b) 
hereof:  Providi'-d.  Thst  such  appeal  shall  be 
dismissed  if  any  adverse  party  to  the  pro- 
ceeding, other  than  the  Commissioner,  shall, 
within  20  days  after  the  appeUant  has  filed 
notice  of  appeal  according  to  section  21  (a) 

(2)  hereof,  files  notice  with  the  Oommis- 
sioner that  he  elects  to  have  all  further  pro- 
ceedings conducted  as  provided  in  section  21 
(b)  hereof.  Thereupon  the  appellant  ahall 
have  30  days  thereafter  within  which  to  file 
a  civil  action  under  said  section  21  (b).  In 
default  of  whic:h  the  decision  appealed  from 
shall  govern  tlie  further  proceedlngi  in  the 
case. 

"(2)  When  an  appeal  is  taken  to  the 
United  Statea  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent 
Appeals,  the  appellant  shall  give  notice 
thereof  to  the  Commissioner,  and  shall  file 
in  the  Patent  Office,  his  reasons  of  appeal, 
specifically  set  forth  in  writing,  within  such 
time  after  the  date  at  the  decision  appealed 
from,  not  less  than  60  days,  as  the  Commis- 
sioner appoints. 

"(3)  The  court  shall,  before  hearing  such 
appeal,  give  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of 
the  hearing  to  the  Commissioner  and  the 
parties  thereto.  The  Oommissioner  shall 
transmit  to  tiie  court  certified  copies  of  all 
the  necessary  iiriglnal  papers  and  evidence  in 
the  case  speciSed  by  the  appellant  and  any 
additional  pa)>er8  and  evidence  specified  by 
the  appellee,  and  in  an  ex  parte  case  the 
Commissioner  shall  furniah  the  court  with 
the  grounds  of  the  decision  of  the  Patent 
Office,  in  writing,  touching  all  the  points  in- 
volved by  the  reasons  of  appeal. 

"(4)  The  court,  on  petition,  shall  hear 
and  determine  such  appeal  on  the  evidence 
produced  before  the  Patent  OOce.  and  the 
decision  shall  be  confined  to  the  points  set 
forth  in  the  reasons  of  appeal.  Upon  its  de- 
termination, the  court  ahall  return  to  the 
Commissioner  a  certificate  of  its  proceedings 
and  decision,  which  shall  be  entered  of  rec- 


ord In  the  Patent  OOee  and  govern  tbe  far- 
ther proceedings  in  the  ease. 

"(b)  (I)  Whenever  a  peteon  authorlaed  by 
section  21  (a)  hereof  to  appeal  to  Uie  United 
Btatea  Ooort  of  Customs  and  Patent  Appeals 
U  dissatisfied  with  the  decision  at  the  Ocm- 
mlsalooer,  said  person  may,  unless  appeal  has 
been  taken  to  said  Court  of  Customs  and 
Patent  Appeals,  have  remedy  by  a  dvU  action 
If  commenced  within  such  time  after  such 
decision,  not  toss  than  00  days,  as  the  Oom- 
mlsskmer  appoints  or  aa  provided  in  section 
21  (a).  The  court  may  adjudge  that  an 
applicant  Is  entitled  to  a  registration  upon 
the  application  involved,  that  a  registration 
involved  should  be  canceled,  or  such  other 
matter  as  the  Issues  in  the  proceeding  re- 
quire, as  the  facts  in  the  case  may  appear. 
Such  adjudication  shall  authorise  the  Com- 
missioner to  take  any  necessary  action,  upon 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  law. 

"(3)  Tbe  Commissioner  shall  not  be  made 
a  party  to  an  Inter  partes  proceeding  under 
this  subsection,  but  he  shall  l>e  notified  of 
the  filing  of  the  complaint  by  the  clerk  of 
the  court  in  which  it  is  filed  and  shall  have 
the  right  to  intervene  in  the  action. 

"(3)  In  all  cases  where  there  is  no  adverse 
party,  a  copy  of  the  complaint  shall  be  served 
on  the  Oommissioner:  and  all  the  expenses 
of  the  proceedings  shall  be  paid  by  the  party 
bringing  them,  whether  the  final  decision  is 
In  his  favor  or  not.  In  suits  brought  here- 
under, the  record  in  the  Patent  Office  shall 
be  admitted  on  motion  of  any  party,  upon 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  to  costs,  ex- 
penses, and  the  further  cross-examination  of 
the  witnesses  as  the  court  imposes,  without 
prejudice  to  the  right  of  any  party  to  take 
further  testimony.  The  testimony  and  ex- 
hlblta  of  the  record  in  the  Patent  Office, 
when  admitted,  shall  have  the  same  effect  as 
if  originally  taken  and  produced  in  the  suit. 

"(4)  Where  there  is  an  adverse  party,  such 
suit  may  be  instituted  against  the  party  in 
Interest  as  shown  tty  the  records  of  the  Pat- 
ent Office  at  the  time  of  the  decision  com- 
plained of.  but  any  party  in  Interest  may 
become  a  party  to  the  action.  If  there  be 
adverse  parties  residing  in  a  plurality  of  dis- 
tricts not  embraced  within  the  same  State, 
or  an  adverse  party  residing  In  a  foreign 
country,  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  ahall  have  Jiu-isdic- 
tion  and  may  issue  sununons  against  the 
adverse  parties  directed  to  the  marshal  of 
any  district  in  which  any  adverse  party  re- 
sides. Summons  against  adverse  parties  re- 
siding in  foreign  countries  may  Ise  served 
by  publication  or  otherwise  -as  the  court 
dlrecU." 

Sec.  15.  Section  22  is  amended  by  chang- 
ing the  period  at  the  end  thereof  to  a  colon 
and  adding  the  vrords  "Provided,  That  regis- 
tration of  marks  under  the  act  of  March  3, 
1881,  or  the  act  of  February  20,  1905,  shall 
not  constitute  constructive  notice  for  any 
time  prior  to  July  5.  1947." 

Sec.  16.  Section  23  is  amended  by  strik- 
ing from  the  last  paragraph  thereof  the 
words  "has  begun  the  lav^ul  use  of  his  mark 
in  foreign  commerce  and  that  he." 

Sec.  17.  Section  24  is  amended  by  insert- 
ing in  the  second  sentence  thereof,  fc^ow- 
ing  the  word  "time",  the  following:  ",  ufmn 
payment  of  the  prescribed  fee  and  the  filing 
of  a  verified  petition  stating  the  grounds 
therefor,". 

Sbc.  18.  Section  26  is  amended  by  insert- 
ing the  words  "the  proviso  of  section  2  (d)," 
after  the  vrords  "advantages  of." 

Sbc.  19.  Section  28  is  amended  by  insert- 
ing after  the  numerals  "1920,"  the  words 
"shall  not  constitute  constructive  notice 
and." 

Sec.  20.  Section  29  Is  amended  by  loaert- 
Ing  the  words  "on  or  in  connection  with  the 
goods  or  serricas"  following  the  word  "used"; 
by  striking  the  words  "mark  gooda  bearing 
the  registered  mark"  and  Inserting  in  lieu 


notlee   off 


tbe    words   "give 
registration.'* 

Sac.  21.  Pectton  M  !■  ■»««»«ilil  by  strtktng 
tbcref  ram  aU  of  said  aeetton  eamept  the  flrak 

sentence  thereof  and  liieiiiliin  la  Ilea  of  tW 
matter  atrleken  the  following:  "Hie  appli- 
cant may  fito  an  appUeatlan  to  legletee  a 
mark  for  any  or  aU  of  tlie  goods  md  seitkies 
upon  or  In  oonnectkm  wltli  wlaleh  1m  M  ae- 
tuaUy  using  tbe  mark:  ProvMed.  TiMt  wbea 
such  goods  or  services  fall  wttbla  a  plurality 
of  classes,  a  fee  equaling  tbe  sum  of  tbe  feee 
for  filing  an  appllcatton  la  each  elaae  sball 
be  paid,  and  the  Oommlaakmer  may  Imae  a 
single  certificate  for  such  mark." 

Sac.  22.  Section  31  Is  amended  by  liiseiMin 
after  the  ninth  semicolon  tbe  words  "for 
filing  petiticm  to  revive  an  abandoned  af^dl- 
cation,  SIO:"  ;  by  striking  tbe  eomma  fol- 
lowing tbe  word  "disclaimer"  In  tbe  final 
clause  of  the  same  paragraph  and  Ineerttng 
In  lieu  thereof  the  word  "or";  and  by  strlkliig 
from  said  final  clause  thefoUowtng:  ",  sur- 
render, or  cancellation." 

Sac.  23.  Subsection  (1)  d  aectloa  sa  la 
amended  by  strlkmg  tbe  entire  subeectlon 
and  inserting  in  Ueu  thereof  tbe  following: 

"Any  person  who  shall,  without  tbe  con- 
sent of  tbe  registrant — 

"(a)  use  in  commerce  any  reproduction, 
counterfeit,  copy,  or  colorabte  Imitation  of  a 
registered  mark  in  connection  with  the  sale, 
offering  for  sale,  distribution,  or  advartlsliig 
of  any  goods  or  sei  vices  on  or  in  connection 
with  which  such  use  Is  likely  to  cause  con- 
fusion, or  to  cause  mistake,  or  to  deceive;  or 

"(b)  reproduce,  oounterfeit.  copy,  or  oolor- 
ably  imitate  a  registered  mark  and  apply  sueb 
reproduction,  counterfeit,  copy,  or  colorable 
Imitation  to  labels,  signs,  prtnte.  paekagaa. 
wrappers,  receptacles,  or  advartleamenta 
Intended  to  be  used  in  oommeroe  upon  or  In 
connection  with  the  sale,  offering  for  sale, 
distribution,  or  advertising  of  goods  or  serv- 
ices on  or  in  connection  with  which  such 
use  is  likely  to  cause  confusion,  or  to  cav 
mistake,  or  to  deceive, 
shall  be  liable  In  a  civU  aetkm  by  the 
trant  for  the  remedies  hereinafter  provided; 
Under  subsection  (b)  hereof,  the  registrant 
shall  not  be  enUUed  to  recover  profits  or 
damages  unless  the  acts  have  been  committed 
with  knowledge  that  such  imitation  Is  In- 
tended to  be  used  to  deceive,  or  to  cause  con- 
fusion, or  to  cause  mistake. 

Paragraph  (b)  of  subsection  (3)  of  sec- 
tion 32  Is  amended  by  striking  tbe  word 
"publlahed"  and  inserting  in  Ueu  tbcreof 
the  word  "publisher." 

Sec.  24.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  33  la 
amended  by  striking  therefrom  the  word 
"certificate",  second  appearance,  and  Insert- 
ing in  lieu  thereof  "affidavit  filed  under  tbe 
provisions  of  said  section  15." 

Paragraph  (3)  of  subsection  (b)  of  sec- 
tion 33  Is  amended  by  striking  tberettam 
the  worda  "has  tieen  assigned  and";  and  by 
striking  therefrom  the  word  "assignee"  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  tbe  VKirds  "regls- 
trant  or  a  person  in  privity  with  tbe  regla- 
trant." 

Paragraph  (5)  of  subsection  (b)  of  sec- 
tion 33  is  amended  by  striking  tberetrom 
the  word  "the"  following  the  words  "date 
prior  to"  and  inserting  in  Ueu  thereof  the 
words  "registration  of  tbe  mark  under  this 
act  or":  and  by  striking  therefrom  "(a> 
or"  following  the  word  "subsection." 

Paragraph  (6)  of  subsection  (b)  of  sec- 
tion 33  ts  amended  by  Inserting  tbe  words 
"registration  under  this  act  or"  after  ttas 
word  "the",  second  appearance;  by  strttdag 
therefrom  "(a)  or"  foUowlng  the  word  "sub- 
section", first  appearance;  by  striking  from 
tbe  proviso  the  words  "only  where  tbe  saM 
mark  has  been  publlsbed  pursuant  to  sub- 
section (c)  of  section  12  and  abaU  apply": 
by  atriklng  tbe  words  "tbe  date  of"  foUowlng 
the  words  "prior  to"  In  tbe  said  provtao  aad 
inserting  In  lieu  tberaotf  "such  leglsliatinw  or 
such";  and  by  striking  therefrom  tbe 
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*^ub— ctlon  (a)  or  (e)  oV*  ftdlowlng  the  word 
**uiultr"  In  said  prorlioi. 

Pancnplk  (7)  of  suliMetkm  (b)  of  mo- 
tUn  as  la  amandod  bj  atrlkliig  aald  para- 
gyapb  In  Iti  anttratj. 

8ao.  W.  SaeUoa  85  Is  amwidad  by  strlklnc 
tbanCrom  '^X  (1)  <b)"  and  Inaartlng  In  llmi 
tbaraof  "ST*:  and  by  adding  at  IAm  end  tber»- 
oC  a  new  paracrapb  aa  foUom:  "Tbe  court  in 
aasoapCloaal  cm—  may  award  reaaonabla 
attamay  f  «••  to  the  praraUlng  party" 

8B0.  36.  (a)  Section  43  la  amended  by 
BtrlUnc  therefrom  tbe  Initial  word  'Tbat" 
and  by  oapltallatng  tbe  then  initial  word 
"No":  by  etrUElng  the  word  nhe"  fidlowlng 
Che  words  "simulate  the  name  aC;  by  strtk- 
inc  tbe  words  "manufacture,  or"  following 
tbe  word  "domestic",  first  appearance;  by 
strttinc  the  word  "trade-",  each  appearance: 
by  strlklnc  the  words  "In  accordance  with 
the  provlskms  of  this  act"  following  the 
word  "registered",  first  appearance,  and  In- 
eertlng  in  lieu  thoreof  the  words  "on  the 
principal  register,  or  under  the  act  of  March 
t,  1881,  or  under  the  act  of  February  30. 
1906,";  and  by  striking  therefrom  the  words 
**.  Issued  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
Oft  this  act."  and  Inserting  In  lieu  therodt  the 
words  "on  the  principal  roister,  or  under 
the  act  of  ICarch  8. 1881.  or  imder  the  act  of 
VMruary  ao.  1906." 

<b)  Seetloo  4a'ls  further  amended  by  des- 
ignating the  matter  now  therein  as  subsec- 
tion (a)  and  by  adding  new  subsections 
(b)  and  (c)  to  read  as  follows: 

"(b)  Wot  the  purpoea  of  this  section  a 
foreign  mark  which  Is  identical  with  a  mark 
recorded  under  subsection  (a)  hereof  shall 
not  be  deemed  to  copy  or  simulate  the  said 
recorded  mark  when  used  by  a  person  hav- 
ing a  branch-factory,  parent-subsidiary, 
agency,  llceneee.  partnership,  or  similar  re- 
lationship with  the  owner  of  the  registra- 
tion. 

"(c)  Artlclee  entered  free  ot  duty  under 
any  of  the  exemptions  provided  for  in  sec- 
tion 321  and  paragraphs  1682,  1747,  and 
1798  <tf  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended, 
and  articles  entitled  to  temporary  entry 
nndmr  bond  as  provided  for  in  section  308  of 
the  Tarur  Act  of  1930  shaU  not  be  excluded 
from  Importation  undor  subsection  (a) 
hereof." 

(c)  Section  626  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930 
(XT.  S.  C.  1952  edition.  Utle  19.  sec.  1526) 
Is  repealed. 

Sac.  27.  Subeection  (b)  of  section  44  is 
amended  by  striking  said  subsection  In  its 
entirety  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the 
following: 

"(b)  Any  person  whose  country  of  colgia 
Is  a  party  to  any  convention  or  treaty  re- 
lating to  trade-marks,  trade  or  commercial 
names,  or  the  repression  of  unfair  competi- 
tion, to  which  the  United  States  Is  also  a 
party,  or  extends  reciprocal  rights  to  na- 
tionals of  the  United  States  by  law,  shall  be 
entitled  to  the  benefits  of  this  section  under 
the  conditions  'expressed  herein  to  the  ex- 
tent necessary  to  give  effect  to  any  provi- 
sion of  such  convention,  treaty  or  reciprocal 
law.  in  addition  to  the  rights  to  which  any 
owner  of  a  mark  Is  otherwise  entitled  by  tht« 
act." 

Subsection  (e)  of  section  44  Is  amended 
by  ineerting  after  the  article  "a"  in  the  sec- 
ond sentence  the  words  "certification  or  a"; 
and  by  striking  from  said  second  sentence 
the  words  "application  tat  tft." 

Sac.  28.  Section  45  is  amended  by  striking 
the  definition  in  the  sixth  paragraph  in  its 
entirety  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following: 

"Tbe  terms  'applicant'  and  'registrant'  em- 
brace the  legal  representatives,  predecessors, 
successors,  and  assigns  of  such  applicant  or 
registrant." 

The  ninth  paragraph  of  said  seeUon,  retot- 
Ing  to  the  meaning  of  the  terms  "trade  name" 
and  "commercUI  name".  Is  amended  by  in- 


aertUig  a  ^v**""*^  between  the  words  "com- 
mercUI" and  "agrlciUtural." 

The  11th  paragraph  of  said  sectioix  being 
the  definition  of  "service  mark",  is  ai|iended 
by  striking  the  definition  in  its  entirety  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof: 

"The  term  'service  mark'  means  $  mark 
used  in  the  sale  or  advertising  of  sertlcea  to 
Identify  the  services  of  one  person  and  dis- 
tlnguiah  them  from  the  services  of  others. 
Tttlee  of  radio  and  television  programs,  char- 
acter namee,  and  other  distinctive  features 
of  radio  or  television  programs  may  be  regis- 
tered ns  service  marks  notwlthstandlag  that 
they,  ot  the  programs,  may  advertise  the 
goods  of  the  sponsor." 

The  13th  paragraph  of  said  sectioi^  being 
the  definition  of  "collective  maflL",  is 
amended  by  striking  the  paragraph  in  its 
entirety  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof: 

"The  term  'collective  mark'  means  a  mark 
used  by  the  members  of  a  cooperative,  an 
association,  a  union,  or  other  collective  group 
ca  organization,  to  identify  the  goods  or 
services  of  such  members  and  distinguish 
them  from  the  goods  or  services  of  another." 

The  15th  paragraph  of  said  section,  relat- 
ing to  use  in  commerce,  is  amended  by 
changing  the  period  at  the  end  of  said  para- 
graph, to  a  comma  and  adding  tbe  words 
"or  the  services  are  rendered  In  moM  than 
one  State  or  in  this  and  a  foreign  oountry 
and  the  person  rendering  the  services  is  en- 
gaged in  conmierce  In  connection  therewith." 

The  17th  paragraph  of  said  section,  relat- 
ing to  the  meaning  of  the  term  "colorable 
imitation".  Is  amended  by  deleting  the  word 
"purchasers"  at  the  end  thereof. 

The  final  paragraph  of  said  section  Is 
amended  by  striking  therefrom  tb«  word 
"commence"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  word  "commerce." 

Sac.  29.  This  act  shall  take  effect  6  «ionths 
after  its  enactment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  Certain 
suggestions  with  regard  to  the  proposed 
legislation  were  made  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Treasury  insofar  as  the  orig- 
inal Senate  bill  2540  was  conoemed. 
Those  amendments  were  made  In  the 
bill,  as  suggested.  It  Is  now  my  informa- 
tion that  the  Treasury  Department  de- 
sires that  its  suggestions  be  deleted  from 
the  bill  as  reported.  I  therefore  olTer  an 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

On  page  36.  commencing  with  line  13. 
strilEe  out  all  down  to  and  including  line 
4  on  page  37. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


ESTABLISHMENT  OP  BOUNl)ARY 
BETWEEN  MARYLAND  AND  DEL- 
AWARE 

The  bill  (S.  3033)  to  authorize  the  Sec- 
retary of  Commerce,  acting  through  the 
Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  to  assist  the 
States  of  Maryland  and  Delaware  to  es- 
tablish their  common  boundary  was  an- 
noimced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  nmy  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
proposed  legislation  authorizes  and  di- 
rects the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey, 


upon  request  of  the  board  Of  natural 
resources  of  the  State  of  Maryland  and 
the  State  archivist  and  chief  efiKlneer  of 
the  highway  department  of  tfa|e  State  of 
Delaware,  to  resurvey  the  common 
boimdary  between  the  States  of  Mary« 
land  and  Delaware,  with  a  v^  to  as- 
sisting such  States  in  re-marking  and 
otherwise  delineating  such  boundary. 

It  would  appear  that  the  mlarlcers  in- 
stalled by  Mason  and  Dixod  on  the 
Maryland -Pennsylvania  boimdary  were 
repaired  and  reset  in  1902,  and  this 
boiuidary  is  still  in  good  condition.  The 
Maryland-Delaware  boundapriea  are 
equally  historic,  but  the  marktrs  on  this 
boundary  have  been  neglected  for  2 
centuries.  Many  of  the  marhjers  are  in 
bad  condition;  several  have  been  re- 
moved from  their  correct  positions,  and 
a  few  have  been  lost.  The  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey  is  well  equipped  to  carry 
on  this  work,  and  while  it  is  ii^dicated  in 
the  report  received  from  the  Interested 
department  that  this  could  be  done  pro- 
vided the  States  paid  the  cost8,  it  is  felt 
that  in  this  case  there  is  enough  national 
and  historic  importance  in  ijelation  to 
this  boundary  and  to  the  markers  which 
will  be  replaced  to  warrant  that  the  sur- 
vey be  made  without  expensf  to  those 
States.  It  is  therefore  recommtnded  that 
this  legislation  be  considered  favorably. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER,  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  coxsideration 
of  Senate  bill  3033? 

Mr.  GORE.    I  have  no  obJocUon. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  biU  (8. 
3033)  to  authorize  the  SecretaiQr  of  Com- 
merce, acting  through  the  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey,  to  assist  the  States  of 
Maryland  and  Delaware  to  establish  their 
common  boundary,  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  tlMrd  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  t>a88ed.  as 
follows:  I 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  tbe  Stocretary  of 
Commerce,  acting  through  the  Coast  and 
Oeodetlc  Survey,  is  autborlzed  and  directed, 
upon  the  joint  request  of  (1)  tte  Board  of 
Natural  Resources  of  the  State  of  Maryland. 
and  (2)  the  State  Archivist  and  the  Chief 
Engineer  of  the  Highway  Department  of  the 
State  of  Delaware,  to  resurvey  the  common 
boundary  between  the  States  of  Maryland 
and  Delaware  with  a  view  to  assisting  such 
States  to  re-mark  ot  otherwise  delineate  such 
boundary. 


PUNISHMENT  FOR  CERTADf  CONFI- 
DENCE GAME  SWINDIi£8 

The  bill  (S.  3341)  to  provi<fe  punish- 
ment for  certain  confldenpe  game 
swindles  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  foll(»ws: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  secti(>n  2314  of 
title  18.  United  States  Code,  be  and  It  Is 
hereby  amended  by  inserting  therein  im- 
mediately after  the  first  paragraj^h  thereof, 
a  new  paragraph  to  read  as  folloi^: 

"Whoever,  having  devised  or  intending  to 
devise  any  scheme  or  artifice  to  4efraud.  or 
for  obtaining  money  or  property  by  means 
of  false  or  fraudulent  pretenses,  representa- 
tions, or  promises,  transports  or  causes  to 
be  transported,  or  induces  any  person  to 
travel  in,  or  to  be  transported  in  interstate 
commerce  In  the  execution  or  concealment 
of  a  scheme  to  defraud  that  persod  of  money 
or  property  having  a  value  of  $5.0(1)  or  more: 
or."  r 


NATIONAL  NURSE  WEEK 


The  joint  i^esolution  (H.  J.  Res.  359) 
designating  tbe  period  from  October  11 
to  16,  inclusive,  1954.  as  National  Nurse 
Week  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


AMENDMENT  OF  THE  CANAL  ZONE 
CODE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4881)  to  amend  the 
Canal  Zone  Code  in  reference  to  the 
survival  of  things  in  action  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President, 
may  we  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President, 
.some  years  ego  it  was  discovered  that 
the  Canal  Zone  Code  did  not  have  a  pro- 
vision relating  to  the  survival  of  tort  ac- 
tions. The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to 
amend  the  Cinal  Zone  Code  so  that,  in 
that  Jurisdiciion.  henceforth  all  things 
in  action  sovnding  in  tort  will  survive 
the  death,  either  of  the  tort  feasor  or 
other  persons  liable,  or  of  the  person  in- 
jured, or  of  both.  It  has  the  approval  of 
the  Department  of  Justice. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  beiiig  no  objection,  the  bill 
<H  R.  4881)  to  amend  the  Canal  Zone 
Code  in  ref«^rence  to  the  survival  of 
things  in  a(tion.  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


INCREASING     PENALTIES     FOR 
SMUGGLING  GOODS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6113)  to  amend  title 
18  of  the  Urited  States  Code,  so  as  to 
increase  the  penalties  applicable  to  the 
smuggling  of  goods  into  the  United 
States  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


INCORPORATION  OP  THE  SONS  OP 
UNION  VI.TERANS  OP  THE  CIVIL 
WAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8034)  for  the  Incor- 
poration of  the  Sons  of  Union  Veterans 
of  the  Civil  V/ar  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

EXTENSION    OF    BENEFITS    UNDER 
THE  WAR  CLAIMS  ACT 

The  biU  (H.  R.  9390)  to  extend  certain 
civilian-intei  nee  and  prisoner-of-war 
benefits  under  the  War  Claims  Act  of 
1948,  as  amended,  to  civilian  internees 
and  American  prisoners  of  war  captured 
and  held  during  the  hostilities  in  Korea 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


FOUNDATION  OF  THE  FEDERAL  BAR 
ASSOCIATION 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9882)  to  incorporate 
the  Foundation  of  the  Federal  Bar  Asso- 
ciation was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


PUNISHMENT  FOR  TRAVELINO  IN 
INTERSTATE  OR  FOREIGN  COM- 
MERCE TO  AVOID  CERTAIN 
PROSECUTION  OR  PUNISHMENT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (6.  3116)  to  amend  section  1073  of 
title  18  of  the  United  States  Code  to  pro- 
vide for  the  punishment  of  any  individ- 
ual who  travels  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  to  avoid  prosecution  or  pun- 
ishment for  indecent  molestation  of  a 
minor,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment  in  line  9.  after  the  word 
"minor",  to  insert  "punishable  as  a 
felony",  so  as  to  mali:e  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  first  para- 
graph of  section  1073  of  Utle  18  of  the  United 
States  Code  is  amended  by — 

(a)  striking  out  the  word  "or"  where  it 
appears  immediately  preceding  the  phrase 
"extortion  accompanied  by  threats  of  vio- 
lence,"; and 

(b)  inserting,  Immediately  after  such 
phrase,  the  phrases  "indecent  molestation 
of  a  minor  punishable  as  a  felony,  or  sexual 
offenses  against  minors  punishable  as 
felonies." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


SETTLEMENT  OF  CLAIMS  BY  COAST 
GUARD 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3101)  to  amend  section  490  of 
title  14,  United  States  Code,  entitled 
"Coast  Guard,"  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
may  we  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  at 
the  time  title  14  of  the  United  States 
Code  was  enacted  into  positive  law,  it 
contained  a  provision  permitting  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  settle  cer- 
tain personnel  claims  of  the  Coast 
Guard,  as  was  then  permitted  by  the 
Secretaries  of  the  Army  and  Navy. 
Since  that  time,  the  Military  Personnel 
Claims  Act  was  amended  in  1952,  and 
the  purpose  of  this  legislation  is  to  bring 
the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  with  regard  to  Coast  Guard 
ptersonnel,  in  line  with  that  exercised  by 
the  Secretaries  of  the  various  other 
branches  of  the  armed  services. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3101) 
to  amend  section  490  of  title  XIV,  United 
States  Code,  entitled  "Coast  Guard,"  and 
for  other  purposes,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary with  amendments  on  page  1,  after 
line  4,  to  insert: 

(1)  Subsection  (a)  is  amended  by  strik- 
ing out  the  words  "pay  any  claim"  and  In- 
serting in  lieu  thereof  "pay  any  claim  not 
In  excess  of  $2,600." 

In  line  8,  to  change  the  subsection 
number  from  "(1)"  to  "(2)";  and  on 
page  2.  line  15,  to  change  the  subsection 


number  from  "(2)"  to  "(3)",  so  as  to 
make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  490  of  tttla 
14  of  the  United  States  Oode  is  amended  as 
follows: 

(1)  Subsection  (a)  is  amended  by  striking 
out  the  words  "pay  any  claim"  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  "pay  any  claim  not  in  exoess 
of  $2,500." 

(2)  By  redesignating  subsections  (b).  (e), 
and  (d)  thereof  as  (c),  (d),  and  (e),req>ee- 
tively,  and  by  inserting  after  subsection  (a) 
thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

"(b)  In  the  event  of  the  death  of  any 
person  among  the  mUitary  perscHinel  or 
civUian  employees  enumerated  in  subsec- 
tion (a),  the  Secretary  is  hereby  authorised 
to  consider,  ascertain,  adjust,  determine. 
settle,  and  pay  any  claim,  otherwise  cognis- 
able under  this  section,  presented  by  the 
survivor  of  such  person  for  damage  to  or 
loss,  destruction,  capture,  or  abandonment 
of  the  personal  property  of  such  person, 
regardless  of  whether  such  damage,  loss, 
destruction,  capture,  or  abandonment  oc- 
curred concurrently  with  or  subsequent  to 
such  death.  For  the  purposes  of  this  sec- 
tion, the  term  'survivor'  means  surviving 
spouse,  child,  or  chUdren,  parent  or  parents, 
or  brothers  or  sisters  or  both,  of  the  decedent, 
and  claims  by  survivors  shall  be  settled  and 
paid  In  that  order  of  precedence." 

(3)  By  amending  redesignated  subsection 
(c)  thereof  to  read  as  foUows: 

"(c)  No  claim  shall  be  settled  xmder  this 
section  unless  presented  In  writing  within 
2  years  after  the  accident  or  incident  out 
of  which  such  claim  arises  shall  have  oc- 
curred; if  such  accident  or  incident  occurs  In 
time  of  war  or  in  time  of  armed  conflict  in 
which  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
are  engaged,  or  If  war  or  such  armed  con- 
flict intervenes  within  2  years  after  Its  oc- 
currence, any  claim  may.  on  gocd  cause 
Ehown.  be  presented  within  2  years  after 
such  good  cause  ceases  to  exist,  but  not  later 
than  2  years  after  peace  is  established  or 
such  armed  conflict  teraiinates.  The  dates 
of  commencement  and  termination  'of  an 
armed  conflict  for  the  purpose  of  this  sub- 
section shall  be  as  established  by  concurrent 
resolution  of  the  Congress  or  by  determi- 
nation of  the  President." 

Sec.  2.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
section  490  of  title  14.  United  Stetes  Code, 
as  amended  by  this  act.  any  claim  cognizable 
under  that  section  which  has  not  heretofore 
been  presented  for  consideration,  or  has  been 
presented  for  consideration  $AxA  dlsspproved 
for  tbe  reason  that  the  claimant  did  not  file 
such  claim  within  the  time  authorized  by 
law.  or  any  claim  cognizable  thereunder  ot 
any  survivor  which  has  not  heretofore  been 
presented  for  consideration,  or  has  been  pre- 
sented for  consideration,  and  disapproved  for 
the  reason  that  heretofore  such  survivor  ac- 
quired no  right  of  recovery  under  that  sec- 
tion may,  at  the  written  request  of  the  claim- 
ant made  within  1  year  from  the  date  of 
the  enactment  of  this  act,  be  considered 
or  reconsidered  and  settled  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  thereof. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engroswd 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


NATIONAL  SALVATION  ARMT 
WEEK  — JOINT  RESOLUTION 
PASSED  TO  NEXT  CALL  OF  CAL- 
ENDAR 

The  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Re«.  113) 
to  authorize  the  President  to  proclaim 
the  week  of  November  28,  1854,  throogh 
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Mr.  IVKB. 


Ifr.  President,  wOl  Hbm 
fnaltamBee  vttitfteld  his  ok- 


Mr.  GORE.    X  wttihhoM  my  olxleetloii. 

Mr.  IVXa  May  I  ask  why  the  tin  Is 
bdnc  objected  to? 

Mr.  OORB.  I  shaU  te  clad  to  sUte 
my  reason  for  ohJectlnc.  Am  I  under- 
stand, the  Saltation  Araiy  ts  a  xeUgloiis 
orgaalaatlon.  If  Congress  begins  to 
designate  natbmal  weeks  for  religkras 
organlntions.  then,  sinee  the  United 
States  is  blessed  with  so  many  rtilgious 
organisations,  jnst  where  ShaU  we  stop 
in  the  _dg*jg"ation  of  religious  weeks? 

Mr.  IVEa  May  I  dwell  upon  that 
subject  for  a  moment?  In  one  sense  the 
Salvatton  Army  may  be  oonstrued  to  be 
a  rellidous  organlsatton.  In  a  broader 
sense,  it  is  much  more  than  that.  Some 
of  us  who  served  in  World  War  I  per- 
haps owe  our  Ures  to  the  Salvation  Army, 
because  at  times  when  no  one  else  would 
take  care  of  us.  the  Salvation  Army,  as 
it  was  constituted  at^that  time,  was  fA 
great  assistance. 

It  is  not  because  the  Salvation  Army 
is  a  rehgious  organization  that  an  effmrt 
is  being  made  to  have  the  week  set  aside; 
it  is  because  of  the  overall  work  of  the 
SahraUon  Army,  and  the  broad  field  of 
humanttarianism  in  which  it  has  been 
engaged,  that  many  of  us  are  interested 
inthiaeflrat. 

I  wish  the  distingiilahed  Senator  firom 
Tennessee  would  withhold  his  objection, 
so  that  the  resolution  might  be  passed. 

BCr.  GORE.  The  joint  resolution 
might  very  properly  be  amended  to  pro- 
vide for  Baptist  Motherhood  Week  or 
Bed  Cross  Week. 

Mr.  IVE&  Ttioab  organisations  are 
notconuiarahle  in  any  sense  of  the  word. 
The  Salvation  Army  Is  a  worldwide  or- 
ganlaatton.  

Hie  FRE811HMO  OFFiC'EU.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  conatderation  of 
the  bffl?L 

Mr.  GORE.  I  ask  that  Oie  bm  go  over 
until  the  next  call  of  Mm  calendar. 

The  FREflmiNO  OJViCliU.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

AMENDMENT  OF  dVIL  AERONAU- 
TICS ACT— BlUi  PASSED  TO  FOOT 
GFCAUENDAR 

The  bm  (H.  R.  8898)  to  amend  section 
401  (e)  (3)  of  the  CivU  Aeronautics  Act. 
as  amended,  was  annoiuaced  as  next  in 
order.  

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  By  request,  I 
ask  that  the  bin  go  over. 

Mr.SlKNNia  WmtheSenatmrwlth- 
hfdd  his  obleetion? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  am  glad  to  do 
so.       

Mr.  8TENNIS.  The  junior  Senator 
from  MisslBsipiri  wishes  to  express  a  very 
strong  Interest  in  the  bilL  He  believes 
be  fipiesauB  the  hiterest  of  a  great  many 
other  Senators  and  people  from  other 
areas  of  the  oountry. 

This  bUl  has  passed  the  Bouse  and  has 
been  unanimously  reported  from  the 
Senate  committee,  as  ttie  Senator  un- 
derstands.   If  it  is  passed  over  on  this 


eall  of  the  eakndar.  perhaps  It  WiU  not 
have  a  chance  to  be  considered^  Will 
the  Senator  agree  to  let  it  go  to  t^e  foot 
of  the  oalendar? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  shaU  be  glad 
to  let  it  go  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar 
but.  I  must  say,  Mr.  President,  that  two 
objections  have  been  lodged  with  me.  If 
I  can  reach  the  two  Senators  who  ob- 
jected--- 

Mr,  ST^amiB.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  biU  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield  for  a 
moment? 

Would  s(»ne  amendments  which  I 
hold  in  my  hand,  proposed  to  be  eSered 
by  me,  relieve  the  situation  at  all? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  CARLSON.    Mr.  President- 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Unless 
objection  is  withdrawn  to  the  imani- 
mous-consent  request  so  that  the  bill 
may  go  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar,  it  will 
be  necessary,  under  the  procedure,  to 
continue  with  the  call  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield,  that  I  might  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  majority  calendar 
C(»nmittee  whether  or  not  he  would  re- 
veal to  us  the  names  of  Senatons  who 
are  objecting  to  the  biU,  or  whether  he 
feels  that  that  would  violate  a  confi- 
dence. May  I  have  an  answer  to  the 
question? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  A  ques- 
tion ^bs  been  directed  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  regret  I  was 
In  conversation  with  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  and  did  not  hear  the  qiies- 
tlon. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  saw  that  the  Sen- 
ator was  engaged.  I  ask  the  able  Sena- 
tor if  he  would  feel  he  was  violating  a 
confidence  if  he  advised  those  of  ub  who 
are  in  favor  of  the  bm  who  the  objectors 
are? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  staff  Of 
the  calendar  committee  on  this  side 
Informs  me  that  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  BvsHl.  and  the  Senator 
from  CMo  [Mr.  Buckxs]  asked  that  the 
bin  go  over.    I  am  perfectly  willing 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor. That  win  give  us  an  opportunity  to 
confer  with  them  while  the  biU  goes  to 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  am  I 
to  understand  the  bill  goes  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar? 

The  I^IESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
was  the  unanimous-consent  request. 

Mr.  BUSH.    Mr.  President . 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    I  yield. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  now  yields  to 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Casiison], 
who  has  been  endeavoring  to  obtain  rec- 
ognition. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
would  object  to  the  bill  unless  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCabran]  were 
to  offer  a  couple  of  amendments  which 
I  would  be  willing  to  accept.  If  they 
were  adopted,  I  would  not  object.  Oth- 
erwise, I  ShaU  be  constrained  to  object. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICEHL    In  view 

of  the  fact  that  the  unanlmo<is  consent 
agreement  has  been  ent4^:«d  Intow 
whereby  this  bm  goes  to  the  loot  of  the 
calendar 

Mr.  BUSH.    No.  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFIUER.  The 
Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  did  not  understand  th« 
unanimous  consent  agreement  to  be  that 
the  bill  woiild  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
cclendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr;  STBrms] 
made  the  unanimous  consedt  request^ 
aiKl  it  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  objected,  and  I  stin  ob- 
ject. Mr.  President,  if  it  is  desired  to 
have  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the  calen- 
dar, and  if  it  is  the  understanding  that 
it  was  so  agreed.  I  will  withdraw  my 
objection. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
agreement  was  that  it  should  go  to  the 
foot  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  will  not  withdraw  my 
objection  to  the  bill  when  it  comes  up. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER,  The  bill 
goes  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar,  and  the 
clerk  will  report  the  next  caleWlar  item. 


JURISDICTION  OF  CLAIMS  OF  G.  W. 
TODD  AND  LLOYD  PAftKS 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  309)  eonf erring 
Jurisdiction  in  the  Court  of  Claims  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  on 
the  claims  of  G.  W.  Todd  and  Lloyd 
Parks  was  considered  and  agreed  to,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  bill  (S.  750()  entltted. 
"A  bill  conferring  jurlBdlctlon  on  the  Court 
of  Claims  to  bear,  determine,  noA  render 
judgment  on  tbe  claima  of  O.  W.  Todd  and 
Lloyd  Parka,  copartners,"  now  penflng  in  the 
Senate,  together  with  all  accompanying  pa- 
pers, la  hereby  referred  to  the  United  Statea 
Court  of  Clalnu  pursuant  to  Baotlons  14B9 
and  2508  of  title  28,  United  States  Cod*;  and 
said  court  shall  proceed  expeditloualy  with 
the  same,  In  accordance  with  the  proTlalons 
of  said  sections,  and  report  to  the  Sanata.  at 
the  earliest  practicable  date.  gVrliic  suclk 
findings  of  fact  and  concliialona  thereon  as 
shall  be  sufBcient  to  Inform  the  Oongraaa  of 
the  nature  and  character  of  the  fttmiaml.  as 
a  claim  legal  or  equitable,  against  the  United 
States,  and  the  amount,  If  any.  legally  or 
equitably  due  from  the  United  States  to  th* 
claimants. 


JURISDICTION  OF  CLAIMS  OF  IRA 
T.  TODD  AND  MAJOR  C.  tODD 

The  resolutions  (S.  Res.  308>  confer- 
ring jiuisdiction  on  the  Court  Of  Claims 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment 
on  the  claims  of  Ira  T.  Todd  a|id  Major 
C.  Todd,  copartners,  trading  as  TOdd 
Bros.,  was  considered  and  agreed  to* 
as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  bin  (8.  74P)  entitled 
"A  bill  conferring  jurisdiction  on  Kh»  Court 
of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  aad  render 
judgment  on  the  claims  of  Ira  T.  Todd  ff«v1 
Major  C.  Todd,  copartners,  tradinS  as  Todd 
Bros.-,  now  pending  In  the  Stoate.  to- 
gether with  all  accompanying  fapers.  Is 
hereby  referred  to  the  United  State^  ODurt  of 
Claims  pursuant  to  sections  1492  and  860a 
of  title  28.  United  States  Code;  'and  aald 
court  shall  proceed  expeditiously 'with  the 
same,  in  accordance  with  the  protrlskms  of 
said  sections,  and  report  to  the  ^enata,  at 
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the  earliest  practicable  date,  giving  such 
findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  thereon  as 
shall  be  sufflcient  to  Inform  the  Congress  of 
tbe  nature  and  character  of  the  demand,  as 
a  claim  legal  or  equitable,  against  the  United 
States,  and  tbe  amount,  if  any.  legally  or 
equitably  due  from  the  United  States  to  the 
claimants. 

EVELYN  HARDY  WATERS 

The  bill  (S.  1445)  for  the  relief  of 
Evelyn  Hardy  Waters  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enact rd.  etc.,  Thst,  notwithstanding 
any  statute  of  limitation  or  lapse  of  time  or 
any  provision  of  law  to  tbe  contrary,  suit 
may  be  instituted  within  one  year  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act  by  Evelyn 
Hardy  Watars  of  Pensacola,  Florida,  upon 
her  claim  against  the  United  States  for  per- 
sonal injuriet  sustained  by  her  as  a  result  of 
the  alleged  :mproper  adminlstaring  of  an 
anesthetic  in  the  course  of  an  operation  per- 
formed on  her  August  12.  1948,  by  the  per- 
sonnel of  tb<!  Naval  Hospital  at  Pensacola, 
Florida.  In  itny  such  suit  brought  pursuant 
to  this  act  proceedings  shall  be  had  and 
the  UabUity,  if  any,  of  the  United  States 
shall  be  dete 'mined  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  law  applicable  in  tbe  case  of 
tort  claims  sgainst  the  United  States:  Pro- 
vided, That  nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  con- 
strued as  an  inference  of  liability  on  the 
part  of  tbe  Lnited  States. 


THOMAS  BARRON 

The  bUl  (8.  3017)  for  the  relief  of 
Thomas  Bai'ron  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  tirae,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enaced'etc.  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Thomas  Barron, 
of  East  Qreeuwich,  R.  I.,  the  siun  of  SS.OOO. 
such  sum  be  ng  the  amount  determined  by 
the  United  (States  Court  of  Claims,  acting 
pursuant  to  Senata  Resolution  216.  82d 
Congress,  to  be  equitably  due  to  the  said 
Thomas  Barron.  The  pajrment  of  such  sum 
shall  be  in  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim 
against  the  Ignited  States  for  compensation 
for  typewriter  parts,  tools,  and  equipment 
which  were  destroyed  by  flre  at  the  naval 
air  station,  Quonset  Point.  R.  I.,  on  October 
15,  1948,  when  the  said  Thomas  Barron  was 
engaged  in  contract  work  for  the  United 
States  Navy:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess 
of  10  percem  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  de- 
livered to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  at- 
torney on  account  of  services  rendered  in 
connection  «ith  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwltliBtandlng.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provit  Ions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 


COL.  D/iVID  W.  STONECUFPE 

The  blU  (S.  3582)  for  the  relief  of  Col. 
DaArid  W.  Stonecliffe  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engi-ossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  "oe,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized 
and  directed  i  o  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treas\iry  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Col. 
David  W.  Stcnecliffe,  United  States  Marine 
Corps  (O5430I,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Caro- 


lina, the  sum  of  •1,653.29,  in  full  settlement 
of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  for 
the  damages  stistained  by  him  on  account 
of  damage  to  and  destruction  of  his  house- 
hold goods  and  personal  effects  as  the  result 
of  lmpr(^>er  handling  of  a  shipment  of  his 
household  goods  f^'om  Bangkok,  Thailand, 
to  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina,  between 
November  5,  1952,  and  February  17, 1953.  such 
shipment  having  been  made  in  pursuance 
of  orders  of  a  f>ermanent  change  of  duty 
station,  and  for  which  damages  he  has  not 
heretofore  been  compensated:  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
act  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  serv- 
ices rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim, 
and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  con- 
tract to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 


MARY  PALANUK 


The  bill  (S.  3666)  for  the  relief  of  Mary 
Palanuk  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  notwithstanding 
any  statuta  of  limitations,  lapse  of  time  or 
any  prior  adjudication  of  this  claim  by  any 
court  of  the  United  States,  jurisdiction  is 
hereby  conf  ered  upon  the  United  States  Dis- 
trict Court  for  the  District  of  North  Dakota 
to  hear,  detarmine.  and  render  judgment  in 
the  claim  of  Mary  Palanuk,  arising  out  of  the 
death  of  James  Palanuk,  on  Deceml>er  25, 
1947,  under  a  policy  of  national  service  life 
insurance  Issued  on  the  life  of  the  said  James 
Palanuk  by  the  Veterans'  Administration. 
In  the  adjudication  of  such  claim  the  said 
James  Palanuk  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  filed  timely  application  for  waiver 
of  premiiuns  under  said  policy  of  national 
service  life  insurance  on  the  ground  of  total 
disability  for  the  period  August  25,  1945.  to 
December  25,  1947,  data  of  death.  Such  suit 
may  be  instituted  at  any  tinae  within  l  year 
aftar  the  data  of  enactment  of  this  act: 
Provided,  however.  That  nothing  contained 
in  this  act  shall  be  construed  as  an  infer- 
ence of  liability  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States  Oovernment. 


JURISDICTION  TO  HEAR  CLAIM  OP 
MARY  K.  REYNOLDS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2874)  to  confer  juris- 
diction upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment 
upon  the  claim  of  Mary  K.  Reynolds,  as 
successor  in  interest  to  the  Colonial 
Realty  Co.,  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  biU  (H.  R.  6808)  for  the  relief 
of  Col.  Samuel  J.  Adams,  and  others,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  ask  that  the  bill 
go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


TRANSFER   OP   TITLE    IN   CERTAIN 
INVENTION  TO  VERNON  P.  PARRY 

The  biU  (H.  R.  7251)  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  trans- 
fer to  Vernon  P.  Parry  the  right,  title, 
and  interest  of  the  United  States,  in 
foreign  countries,  in  and  to  a  certain 


invention  was  announced  as  next  la 
order. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  thia 
bill  is  to  provide  for  the  correction  of 
an  error  which  inadvertently  was  made 
in  an  assignment  to  the  United  States 
of  a  patent  issued  on  an  application 
filed  in  1949  by  Vernon  F.  Parry  when 
he  was  an  employee  of  the  Bureau  qH 
Mines,  Department  of  the  Interior. 

This  legislation  is  endorsed  by  the 
Department  of  the  Interior.  The  hill 
will  permit  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
rior to  convey  to  the  claimant  the  for- 
eign patent  rights  which  were  erron- 
eously assigned  to  the  Government,  and 
for  which  the  Government  has  deter- 
mined not  to  secure  foreign  patents. 
The  Government  will  retain  ownership 
of  any  patents  that  might  be  grated 
in  the  United  States,  and,  in  additicm, 
the  Government  will  have  a  nonexclu- 
sive, royalty-free  license  under  any  pat- 
ents that  might  be  granted  in  foreicm 
countries,  and  the  right  to  grant  sub- 
licenses for  certain  defense  purposes. 
As  stated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
rior, the  assignment  which  was  signed 
by  Mr.  Parry  when  he  executed  the  oath 
to  this  appUcatlon^  included  not  only  the 
domestic  patent  rights  but  also  the  for- 
eign patent  rights,  and  this  should  not 
have  been  done. 

The  committee,  therefore.  beUeves  the 
proposed  legislation  to  be  meritorious, 
and  recommends  that  it  be  favorably 
considered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  WII2JAM  A.  CX7RRAN 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2634)  for  the  relief  of  Bffrs.  WU- 
Uam  A.  Curran,  which  had  been  report- 
ed from  the  Committee  on  Post  OfBce 
and  Civil  Service  with  amendments,  and 
subsequently  reported  from  the  Com* 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary  wiUiout  addi- 
tional amendments. 

The  amendments  of  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  were,  on 
page  2,  line  5,  after  the  word  "to."  to 
insert  "one-half,"  and  in  line  15,  after 
the  word  "to,"  to  strike  out  "10"  and  in- 
sert  "5,"  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  ClvU  Servlcs 
Commission  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  civil  service  re- 
tirement and  disability  fund,  to  Mrs.  William 
A.  Curran,  of  Bangor,  Maine,  the  widow  of 
William  A.  Curran,  formerly  an  employee  of 
the  Intamal  Revenue  Service,  an  annuity 
equal  to  the  annuity  which  she  would  have 
been  entitled  to  receive  had  the  said  William 
A.  Curran  elected,  at  the  time  of  his  retire- 
ment, under  the  provisions  of  the  CItU 
Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  39.  1980.  as 
amended,  to  receive  a  reduced  annuity  pay- 
able to  him  during  bis  life,  and  an  annuity 
equal  to  one-half  of  such  reduced  annuity 
payable  aftar  his  death  to  the  said  Mrs. 
William  A.  Curran,  as  survlvlog  benefldary, 
the  said  WUUam  A.  Curran  having  been 
unable  because  of  physical  and  mental  oon- 
dition  resulting  from  serious  Illness  to  sa- 
ercise  his  best  judgment  In  tlis  selactlaa  oC 
the  most  beneficial  type  of  annultj. 


14974 


a^GRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


August  11 


195  J^ 


CX>NGRESSION>iL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14975 


I 


* 


l\ 


1  ■ 


Is 


I 


akan  te  dttfoetod  and  wtth- 
the  aniratty  antborfaMd  undar  tka 
•CttUsaet  aa  aawnuk  aqaal  to 
at  anj  nCund  oC  ooatrfbutlooa 
ahall  bava  iMaa  mada  oa  aeoonnt  oC 
death  of  tlia  aald  WUIlam  A.  Oomn.  piua 
aaMOBl  tqam  to  S  pcvoant  o(  the  amount 
iff  tha  said  WUUam  A.  Conraa  In 
pai— *a  undMT  tba  Gltrll 
Act  at  Mqr  ».  ISM.  aa  i 
to  hia  daatk. 


The  mmendnients  wtsct  AgieMl  to. 

Ut.  HENDRXCXSOlf.  Mr.  President. 
Xaead  an  amendinftnt  to  the  dedc.  wbldi 
Z  a*  to  iMwreatated.  

nie  PBEBIDINO  OnnCEK.  The 
dnrk^wUl  state  the  amendment. 

♦ftMr  Tjwmii  i  I  HI  fT'f'  Attbeendof 
the  blH  it  l8  ptopoaed  to  insert  the  f  ol- 


S.  Mo  part  of  tba  annultf  authorted 
tha  Izat  aaefekm  of  thla  act  ataaU  ba 
r  daliveved  to  or  noalvad  by  ao;f  agant 
on  aeoonnt  at  aarvloaB  tondorad 
In  Qonnaetlon  wttb  obtaining  aoch  annuity, 
and  tba  aaaaa  abaU  be  tmUitrtta.  any  contract 
to  tba  eontraiy  notwttlutandlng.  Any  per- 
eon  Tlctetlnc  the  prortskma  at  ^iJa  eeetion 
Aall  badeemed  guU^of  a  aBlad«aManer  and 

aom  not  oeaedlnc  $1,000. 

lir.  BERDRZCBSON.  Mr.  President, 
the  amendment  is  aetf-explanatoar  And 
ia  imtlrfictory  to  the  aponaor  of  the  bilL 

The  FKESn>INO  OPnCSR.  The 
queetlon  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
mfBiU  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

ThB  tam  was  <H<lered  to  be  engroaaed 
for  a  tbird  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  as  follows: 

••  U  mmtted.  etc.,  "niat  tha  CMl  Serrlce 
Owililiie  la  autborlaBd  and  dlraetMl  to 
pay,  out  ot  any  money  In  the  civil  aerrloe 
retirement  and  disability  fund,  to  lire.  Wil- 
liam A.  Cuiran.  of  Bangor.  Maine,  the  widow 
of  WUUam  A.  Curran,  formerly  an  emftoyee 
of  the  Intemal  Berenua  Servloe.  an  annvtty 
aqoal  to  tbe  annuity  which  she  would  have 
baan  entitled  to  receive  had  the  said  WUllam 
A.  Cunran  elected,  at  the  time  of  lile  retm- 
ment,  imder  the  pruvielouB  of  the  CItU  Serr- 
lce BtUeiueut  Act  of  May  9S.  IMO,  aa 
amended,  to  receive  a  reduced  annuity  pay- 
able to  him  during  hla  life,  and  an  annuity 
equal  to  one-half  of  su^  ro<hioed  annuity 
payaMa  attar  hla  death  to  the  said  Mra.  WU- 
Uam A.  Curtan.  as  surviving  beneficiary,  the 
said  William  A.  Curran  having  been  unable 
because  of  physical  and  mental  condition 
resulting  from  serious  lllneee  to  exercise  his 
beet  Jodgment  In  the  seleetion  of  the  meet 
beneficial  type  of  annuity. 

Snc.  a.  There  shall  be  deducted  and  wlth- 
hdd  from  the  annuity  authorlaed  under  the 
first  section  of  this  act  an  amount  equal  to 
the  ammint  of  any  ref imd  of  contributions 
which  shall  have  been  made  on  account  of 
the  death  of  the  said  William  A.  Curran.  i^us 
an  amount  equal  to  5  percent  of  tbe  amoimt 
received  by  the  said  WllUam  A.  Curran  In 
annuity  payments  under  tbe  ClvU  Servioe 
Betlrement  Act  of  May  ao,  1030.  as  «m»«<|f>5t, 
prior  to  his  death.     ^ 

tec.  8.  Mo  part  ot  the  annuity  authorlaed 
under  the  first  section  at  this  act  shall  be 
paid  or  deUvcred  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  acootmt  of  eervleee  rendered 
in  connection  with  obtaining  such  annuity, 
and  the  eame  shall  be  unlawful,  any  con- 
tract to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  tha  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  deemed  gtiUty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
In  any  sum  not  eiweedlng  $1,000. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (a  345)  for  the  relief  of 
Bamnri  Chalut  was  announced  |u  next 
inordnr. 

Mr.  OORg.   Over.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
bill  adU  be  passed  over. 


T.  C.  EUJOTT 


The  bin  (S.  1687)  for  the  relief  of  T.  C. 
EUiott  was  announced  as  next  la  order. 

Tlie  FRESUHNO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
obiecti<m  to  the  present  consideration 
oftheUIl? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
reserving  the  right  to  object — and  I  shall 
not  object — ^l  wonder  if  we  can  have  an 
explanation  of  the  bilL 

Mr.  HOUAND.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
a  bill  which  I  introduced  on  behalf  of 
Mr.  T.  C.  Elliott,  who  is  a  retired  civil- 
servioe  auditor  who.  during  tiis  34  years 
of  service  for  the  Government,  served 
with  the  Treasury  Department,  pM  De- 
partment of  the  Navy,  and  the  C3eneral 
Aooounting  CM&ce.  Mr.  Elliott  became  a 
traffic  expert^  a  rate  expert  in  trans- 
portaticm  matters,  and  he  was  caOled  in- 
to service  by  the  late  Senator  l^eppard 
of  Texas  and  by  others,  as  will  be  shown 
from  the  report,  to  serve  both  Senate 
and  House  committees.  Mr.  Elliott  was 
likewise  caUed  in  to  brief  the  mAtter  in 
which  tbe  Federal  Government  was  the 
defendant  in  a  suit  by  the  railroads,  un- 
der wlilch  a  $10  million  Judgment  was 
obtained  against  the  Government,  which 
judgment  was  later  vacated,  st  least 
partly  because  of  the  research  conducted 
by  Mr.  Elliott. 

Senators  will  note  the  letter  dated 
September  18.  1951.  from  Mr.  Robert 
Ramspeck,  who  was  at  that  time  Chair- 
man of  the  United  States  Civil  Service 
Commission,  to  Mr.  T.  C.  Elliott,  printed 
on  page  12  of  the  report.  I  retid  Just 
one  sentence  from  that  letter: 

I  realize  that  your  case  presents  unusual 
circumstances  because  of  your  etorta  In 
bringing  about  the  return  of  SV^  million 
acres  of  land  to  the  public  domain  and  tha 
cancellation  of  tbe  Judgment  of  $10  million 
wbleh  had  been  secured  against  tho  Federal 
Oovemment. 

The  situation  is  that  Mr.  Elliott's  re- 
tirement came  before  the  law  Was  en- 
acted under  which  financial  reward 
could  be  given  for  that  kind  of  service, 
rendered  during  vacation  time  and  on 
weekends  and  at  night,  for  agencies  by 
which  he  was  not  directly  employed,  such 
as  the  committees  of  Congress. 

The  Judiciary  Committee  made  a  care- 
full  investigation  of  this  case.  My  un- 
derstanding Is  that  it  is  unanimous  in 
reporting  the  amount  of  the  award  in- 
cluded in  the  bilL  I  think  it  is  a  highly 
meritorious  award  to  a  very  faithful  em- 
.ployee,  who  did  not  follow  the  (flock  or 
the  hours  of  emplojrment,  but  instead 
rendered  very  exceptional  and  meritori- 
ous service  in  his  vacation  periods  and  at 
other  times,  for  which  he  received  no 
compensation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  ]s  there 
objection? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  thank  the  distinguished  Senatof .   This 


is  a  very  meritorious  bill.    I  wlU  not 
object. : 

The  PRESIDING  OiViCER.  1$  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
bUl?  ' 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  1887) 
for  the  reUef  of  T.  C.  EUiott.. which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Coi|miittee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  on 
page  2,  line  6,  after  the  woni  "act",  to 
strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  Tbat  tbe  Secretary  o( 
the  Treasury  Is  authorised  andi  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  approprlatad.  to  T.  0.  Slliott.  of 
Daytona  Beacb,  Pla..  the  sumj  of  $16,000. 
in  fuU  satisfaction  of  his  claim,  f  *«ft  the 
Dnlted  States  for  compensation  for  serrkma 
rendered  to  the  United  States  pHor  to  1$«4. 
In  addition  to  hU  oOklal  dutlds  as  a  fed- 
eral employee,  in  preparing  and  furnishing 
rate  and  transportation  information  for  tbe 
use  of  Ifembers  at  the  Senate  and  the  Houee 
of  Repreeentatlves.  tbe  Committees  oa  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Oommerceicf  the  Sen- 
ate and  House  of  Representatlv$s.  and  vari- 
ous other  ofllcials  and  agencies  tof  the  Oov- 
emment, as  a  result  of  wbleh  the  eatd  T.  O. 
EUiott  belped  to  save  to  the  Ublted  Statea 
approximately  $15,000,000:  ProsHdsd.  That 
no  part  of  tbe  amount  approprtated  ia  this 
act  sball  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  acoount  of 
services  rendered  In  coonectlofi  wltn  this 
claim,  and  tbe  same  shaU  be  utxlawf\U,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Auy  person  violsting  the  provl$lans  of  this 
act  sball  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  ihisdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1/M0. 

Sac.  a.  Tbe  sum  paid  puniuaa^  to  tba  first 
section  of  this  act  shall  be  exedipt  froaa  all 
Federal  income  taxes. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
and  passed. 

WALTER  H.  BERRT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1898)  for  the  reUef  of  Walter  H. 
Berry,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 
an  amendment,  on  page  1,  line  11  after 
the  word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in  excess 
of  10  percent  thereof",  so  fis  to  make 
the  bill  read; 

Be  U  enactfd.  etc..  That  tlie  jSecretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  an4  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  treasury  not 
otherwise  apivoprlated.  to  Walter  H.  Berry. 
of  Washington.  Ind.,  tbe  sum  af,$l,0e7JO,  In 
full  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  tha 
United  SUtes  for  salary  for  th«|  period  May 
10,  1947,  to  September  2.  1047,  <|iirlng  which 
he  was  erroneously  separated  fro«n  his  CAF-7 
clvU-service  position  at  the  United  Statea 
Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Cran$,  Ind.:  J»ro- 
rided,  Tbat  no  part  of  tbe  amount  appro- 
priated In  this  act  shafl  be  paid' or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  tbe  same  $ball  ba  un- 
lawful, any  contract  to  the  oQntrary  not« 
withstanding.  Any  person  violating  tha 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  diemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding $1,000.  1 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  ithird  time, 
and  passed. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (&  3083)  to  confer  Jurisdio- 
tion  upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  judgment  uiwn 
the  claim  of  [jawrence  P.  Kramer  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  ask  that  the  bill  go 
over.  

The  PRESII5ING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  go  over. 


BIRMINGHAM  IRON  WORKS.  INC. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2316)  for  the  reUef  of  the  Bir- 
mingham Irori  Works.  Inc..  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  on 
page  2,  line  5,  after  the  word  "act",  to 
strike  out  "in  <  xcess  of  10  percent  there- 
of", so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  ete^  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasxiry  is  authorised  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Birmingham 
Iron  Works.  Inc.,  of  Birmingham,  Ala.,  the 
sum  of  $0,000,  in  ftiU  sstlsfactlon  of  such 
company's  claim  against  tha  United  Statea 
for  reimbursement  for  losses  Incurred  In 
1951.  without  fsult  on  the  part  of  such  com- 
pany, when.  In  reliance  on  tbe  bona  fide 
belief  of  the  pnsident  of  the  company  that 
a  contract  had  been  entered  into  between 
the  company  snd  the  United  States,  tha 
company  maniuactured  40  forgce  which  the 
United  States  failed  and  refused  to  accept 
inasmuch  as  tte  Oovenunent  procivemsnt 
agent  had  no  authority  to  bind  the  United 
SUtea :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  ahaU  be  paid  or  de- 
livered to  or  rfceived  by  any  agent  or  at- 
torney on  account  of  aer flees  rendered  in 
connection  witli  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  tbe  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing tbe  proTlstoiis  of  this  act  sbaU  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  mialemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shiill  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  wat  ordered  to  be  engroaaed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


BnX  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (8.  2564)  to  confer  jurisdic- 
tion upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  judgment  upon 
the  claims  of  Gubbins  k  Co..  of  Lima, 
Peru,  and  Re:maldo  Gubbins  was  an- 
nounced as  ne.xt  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over.         

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


EPES  TRANSPORTATION  CORP. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bUl  (8.  2632)  for  the  reUef  of  the  Epes 
Transportation  Corp.,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  tbe 
Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  on  page 
2,  Une  6,  after  the  word  "act",  to  strike 
out  "in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof",  so 
as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorlaed 
and  directed  to  pay,  out  at  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otlterwlss  appropriated,  to  tbs 
Epes  Transportation  Corp.  of  Virginia,  the 
sum  of  $8,587.95,  in  full  satisfaction  of  all 
claims    of    such    corporation    against    the 
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United  States,  such  sum  representing  taxes 
(with  Interest  and  penalty)  paid  to  the 
United  States  by  such  corporation  on  account 
of  certain  clgsirettes  and  tobacco  products 
which  were  withdrawn  from  bonded  ware- 
house In  Wlnston-Salem.  M.  C,  by  such  cor- 
poration for  export  to  foreign  consignees,  but 
which  were  not  exported  due  to  the  fact  that 
such  cigarettes  and  tobacco  products  were 
stolen  from  the  trucks  of  such  corporation 
en  route  to  the  Intended  exportation  point: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  ap- 
propriated in  this  act  shall  be  paid  or  de- 
livered to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attor- 
ney on  account  of  services  rendered  in  con- 
nection with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shaU 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  tbs 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  oonvlctioa 
thereof  ahaU  be  lined  In  any  sum  not  exceed- 
ing $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

"""^■^■■^^  1 

GRAPHIC  ARTS  CORP.  OF  OHIO 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (8. 2801)  for  the  relief  of  the  Graphic 
Arts  Corp-  of  Ohio,  wlilch  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary with  an  amendment,  on  page  1, 
Une  10.  after  the  word  "act",  to  strike 
out  "In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof", 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  Is  authorlaed  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Oraphle  Arts 
Corp.  of  Ohio,  Toledo.  Ohio,  the  sum  of 
$84,360.19.  The  payment  of  such  aum  shall 
be  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  of  the 
said  Graphic  Arts  Corp.  of  Ohio  against  the 
United  States:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  shaU  be 
paid  or  deUvered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
tbs  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  tbs  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guUty  of  a  mlsdeameanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shsdl  be  fined  in  any  stun 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  tliird  time, 
and  passed. 


BlUi  PASSED  OVER 

The  biU  (8.  3057)  for  the  reUef  of  the 
Laochl  Construction  Co.  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  ask  that  the 
bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


PORTSMOUTH  SAND  ft  GRAVEL  CO. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3110)  for  the  reUef  of  the  Ports- 
month  Sand  li  CSravel  Co.,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  on 
page  3.  line  I,  after  the  word  "act",  to 
strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  percent  there- 
of", so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  U  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Tteasury  Is  authorlaed  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Portsmouth 


Sand  *  Oraval  Co..  of  Portsmouth.  Ohio,  tha 
Bum  ot  $75,000.  Tha  payment  at  suoh  sum 
ShaU  be  in  fuU  settlement  oC  aU  dalma  oC 
the  said  Portsmouth  Sand  ft  Oraval  Oa. 
against  the  United  States  for  oompanaatlo^ 
for  any  and  all  damage  ooosstoned  by  tha 
relocation  of  the  Scioto  River  by  tha  United 
States  Army  (Corps  of  Tr^lnasiB)  in  10«0 
and  1941:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  tha 
ankount  appropriated  In  this  aot  shs4l  ba 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agant 
or  attorney  on  account  of  sai»leea  rendarad 
In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  tha  aaaaa 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  pereon  vlolat- 
Ing  the  provlsloas  oC  this  act  shall  be  flsainsit 
guUty  of  a  mlsdemaanor  and  upon  oonvte- 
tlon  thereof  shall  -be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  acreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  tinie, 
and  passed. 


CENTRAL  RAILROAD  CO.  OF  NEW 
JERSEY 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3494)  for  the  relief  of  the  Cen- 
tral Railroad  Co.  of  New  Jersey,  which 
had  bein  rqxn-ted  from  the  Committee 
on  ttilb  Judiciary  with  an  ai|iendment, 
on  pttge  1,  line  6,  after  the  flfffres  "m.- 
056.23"  to  strike  out  "plus  interest  on 
such  siun  at  the  rate  of  4  percent  per 
annum  from  January  6. 1943.  to  the  date 
of  payment"  so  as  to  make  tM^  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  oC 
the  Treasury  is  authorised  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Central  RaU- 
road  Co.  of  New  Jersey  the  stun  of  $02,066.28. 
representing  the  amount  of  flsmagaa  found 
by  tlia  United  States  Court  of  Clalnu  (Con- 
gressional No.  17868.  decided  July  IS.  196$.  In 
response  to  S.  Bes.  S17,  81st  Cong.)  to  have 
resulted  from  accidents  In  which  trains  oC 
the  Central  Railroad  Co.  of  New  Jersey  were 
Involved  at  a  crossing  voluntarily  astabliahad 
for  the  convenience  of  the  Oovammant, 
which  accidents  were  caused  in  part  by  tha 
negligence  of  tbe  Oovemnaent:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  approprlatisd  in 
this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  reoelvad  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  aooount  of  servloas  r«n- 
dered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  tha 
same  sbaU  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  tha 
contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  vio- 
lating the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  ba 
deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined  la  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1X)00.  ^ 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

McMAHON  CO.,  INC. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
biU  (S.  3562)  for  the  relief  of  the  Me- 
Mahon  Co.,  Inc..  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judldhrr 
with  an  amendment,  on  page  1,  In  line 
11.  after  the  word  *'act",  to  strike  oOt 
"in  excess  of  10  percent  theroT*.  so  as  to 
make  the  biD  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  Ihat  the  Secretary  at 
the  Iteasury  to  authorlaed  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  meaey  la  the  Tiaaeiiiy  no$ 
otherwlsB  appropclatsd.  to  the  MdislMn 
Co..  Inc..  of  Ri^Hd  City.  &  Ihik,  $eia.44. 
fuU  satisfaction  of  tbe 
against  the  Ftemecs 
Department  of  Agriculture,  for  llv 
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fnrnldMd  fmnsti  ilurlBf  th«  cfmtoseney  of 
th*  mow  bloclCMle  crMtad  tiy  XA  bUasanlB 
in  January  1040:  Prwoiaed,  Tbat  no  partTot 
tlM  amount  vp^pxaptiMtmA  In  this  act  duOl  be 
paid  or  <teIlv«re(L  to  or  reoetTed  by  any  agent 
or  attontcy  on  aooonnt  of  anrloes  rendered 
in  oonneetlon  with  this  ^alm,  and  the  same 
diall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  vlolat- 
Ing  the  provlalona  of  this  act  Shall  be  deemed 
gnttty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  oonvlction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  aitreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


ESTHER  E.  FT.T.TCOTT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
biU  (H.  R.  2791)  for  the  reUef  of  Esther 
E.  Ellicott.  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  on  page  2,  line  4. 
aft«r  the  word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

lOlS.  ROSALINE  SPAQNOLA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2881)  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs. 
Rosaline  Spagnola,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  an  amendment,  on  page  2, 
line  1,  after  the  word  "act",  to  strike 
out  "in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


E.  c.  imLUs 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  3216)  for  the  relief  of  E.  C. 
Mills  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  1,  line  11,  after  the 
word  "act^,  to  strike  out  "in  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


MRS.  FLORENCE  D.  GRIMSHAW 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  3217)  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs. 
Florence  D,  Orimshaw.  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  in  line 
11,  after  the  word  "insurance:"  to  in- 
sert a.colon  and  "Provided,  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
senrices  rendered  in  connection  with 
this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlaw- 
ful, any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
Withstanding.    Any     person     violaUng 


the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  sha^  be  fined 
In  any  simi  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


EDGAR  A.  BELLEAU,  fcR. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  3273)  for  the  relief  of  Edgar 
A.  Belleau,  Sr.  which  had  beep  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  in  line  a,  to  strike 
out  "$1,209"  and  Insert  "$1,10175." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

CATHERINE  D.  PILGARD 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  3732)  for  the  relief  of  Cath- 
erine (Cathrina)  D.  Pilgard,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  on 
page  2,  line  3,  after  the  words  "prior  to". 
to  insert  "the  date  of  application  filed 
following  date  of." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


LYMAN   CHALKLE'^ 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
biU  (H.  R.  4531)  for  the  relief  of  Lyman 
Chalkley,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  2,  line  3.  after  the 
word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof." 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  apiendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

"liie  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


FLORIDA  STATE  HOSPITAL 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  4580)    for  the  relief  of  the 
Florida  State  Hospital  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committet  on  the 
Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  on  page 
2,  line  3,  after  the  word  "act",  to  strike 
out  "in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


GEORGE  ELDRED  MORGAN 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  5086)  for  the  relief  of  George 
Eldred  Morgan,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  an  amendment,  on  page  2, 


line  2,  after  the  word  "act",  to  strike 
out  "in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  Ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

ROBERT  LEON  ROHR 

The  Senate  proceeded  t^  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  5092)  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
Leon  Rohr.  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  on  page  2.  at  the 
beginning  of  line  1,  to  strike  out  "in  ex- 
cess of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


ROCCO  FORGIONE 

The  Senate  proceeded  t0  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  5489)  for  the  rpUef  of  Rocco 
Forgione,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  2.  «t  the  begin- 
ning of  line  7,  to  strike  out  "in  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  bt  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


JAMES  PHILIP  COYLE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  6332)  for  the  relief  of  James 
Philip  Coyle,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  |he  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  in  line  9.  after 
"1938 ',  to  insert  a  colon  and  "Current 
applicable  appropriations  ^all  be  avail- 
able for  the  payment  of  any  claims  re- 
sulting from  the  enactment  of  this  act." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  b^  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  thflrd  time  and 
passed. 


CAPT.   C.   R.   MacLEAN 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  6562)  for  the  reUef  of  Captain 
C.  R.  MacLean.  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  on  pige  2,  line  1, 
after  the  word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


DANIEL  D.  POL^i. 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  6566)  for  the  relief  of  Daniel 
D.  Poland,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  2.  Una  3.  after  the 
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word  "act",  to  strike  out  the  colon  and 
"Provided.  That  no  benefits  except  medi- 
cal expenses  shall  accrue  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  this  act." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

M.  M.  HESS— BILL  PLACED  AT  FOOT 
OP  CALENDAR 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  7762)  for  the  relief  of  M.  M. 
Hess,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  1.  line  8.  to  strike 
out  the  proviso,  as  follows: 

Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  ap- 
propriated in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  pa 
cent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  dellTered  to 
or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  wrvlcea  rendered  In  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  un- 
lawful, any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  vlolstlng  the  provi- 
Eions  of  thU  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 

$1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  th*;  third  time  and 
passed. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  wish  to  have  the  vote  by 
which  the  bill  was  passed  reconsidered? 

Mr.  OORE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
reserve  the  right  to  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  has  been  passed.  Is  it  desired  that 
the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was  passed  be 
reconsidered? 

Mr.  GORE.     Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  vote  will  be  reconsid- 
ered. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  first,  if  I  may 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  does  the 
Senator  wish  to  offer  an  amendment 
eliminating  the  entrance  features? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  shaU  offer  an 
amendment  on  the  fln>t  page,  line  5. 
after  'Internal  Revenue  Code."  to  insert 
'of  1939." 

Mr.  President,  this  propwsed  legisla- 
tion, as  amended,  would  provide  that  the 
claim  of  M.  M.  Hess,  Litchfield,  ni..  shall 
be  held  and  considered  to  have  been  re- 
cei-ed  by  the  Internal  Revenue  Service 
w  Ithin  the  time  allowed  by  law  and  regu- 
lations for  the  filing  of  such  claims,  not- 
withstandlng  the  provisions  of  section 
322  (b)  (1)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code. 

The  evidence  discloses  that  the  claim- 
ant filed  a  claim  for  refund  of  income 
tax  paid  for  the  taxable  year  1945  in 
the  amount  of  $3,113.94.  The  claim 
»  as  received  in  the  office  of  the  collector 
of  internal  revenue  on  March  16.  1949. 
The  Treasury  Department  rejected  his 
claim  for  refund  because  It  was  not  re- 
ceived m  the  office  of  the  collector  on 
March  15.  1949. 


Section  S22  (b)  (1)  requires  that  his 
claim  for  refund  must  be  filed  by  the  tax- 
payer within  3  years  from  the  time  the 
claim  was  filed.  Mr.  Hess'  claim  was 
disallowed  because  it  was  received  1  day 
late.  The  claimant  believed  that  he  was 
c<anplying  with  the  law  by  posting  the 
return  on  the  last  day  of  the  filing  date 
rather  than  physically  depositing  the 
claim  for  refund  in  the  collector's  office 
on  the  last  day. 

The  Congress  has.  in  the  past,  recog- 
nized the  equities  of  the  situation  such 
as  this — Private  Law  15.  83d  Congress. 
Detroit  Automotive  Co. — and  this  com- 
mittee recently  favorably  reported  S. 
1795.  Senate  Report  1542.  to  take  care  of 
a  situation  such  as  presently  exists  in 
the  instant  claim. 

The  committee  believes  that  this  legis- 
lation is  meritorious  and,  therefore,  rec- 
ommends favorable  consideration  of  this 
bill.  H.  R.  7762.  as  amended. 

Mr.  OORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield? 

The  PRB8IDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bush 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  As  presently  written,  the 
bill  would  permit  the  payment  of  inter- 
est, would  it  not? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  OORE.  For  that  reason  a  similar 
bill  was  vetoed  last  year.  So  I  believe  it 
would  be  the  better  part  of  wisdom  and 
good  procedure  to  ask  that  this  bill  go 
to  the  foot  of  the  calendar.  In  order  that 
an  amendment  making  that  correction 
may  be  prepared. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  thought  of  pre- 
paring an  amendment  to  eliminate  the 
payment  of  interest.  Perhaps  it  would 
save  time  and  do  some  good. 

Mr.  GORE.  Then.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar. 

BCr.  McCARRAN.     Very  well. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  with- 
hold his  request,  so  that  I  may  submit 
an  amendment  to  the  bill  and  have  It 
considered? 

Mr.  GORE.    Yes,  Indeed. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  amend- 
ment makes  the  standard  provision 
against  the  payment  of  attorneys'  fees. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bUl? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7762)  for  the  relief  of  M.  M.  Hess,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary,  with  an  amend- 
ment on  page  1,  Une  8.  after  the  word 
"claim",  to  strike  out  the  cofton  and 
"Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  deliv- 
ered to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  at- 
torney on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  coimectlon  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misde- 
meanor  and    upon   conviction   thereof 


shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exoeedini 

$1,000." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

BCr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  offer  the  amendment,  which  I  now 
send  to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tb« 
amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  will  be  stated. 

The  I^Gxai.ATivi  Cubk.  At  the  end  of 
the  bill,  it  is  proposed  to  add  the  follow- 
ing new  section: 

Sac.  a.  No  part  of  any  credit  or  refund 
that  may  be  aUowed  by  reason  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act  shall  be  paid  or  dellvend 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  oa 
account  of  serrioes  rendo-ed  tn  oonnecticxi 
with  obtaining  such  credit  or  refund,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  section  shaU 
be  deemed  guilty  at  a  nUsdeoManor  *ih| 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in 
any  sum  not  WTreertlng  SIXMM. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICEB.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President.  I  now  aA 
that  the  bin  be  placed  at  the  foot  of  the 
calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  will  be  placM  at 
the  foot  of  the  calmdar. 


8.  SOT.  PRANK  C.  MAXWELL 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
biU  (H.  R.  7835)  for  the  reUef  of  S.  Sgt 
Frank  C.  Maxwell  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  on  page  2. 
Ihie  2.  after  the  word  "act",  to  strike  out 
"in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof.* 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en« 
grossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 


CITY  OF  FORT  SMITH,  ARK. 

The  Sefiate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bUl  (H.  R.  8252)  for  the  relief  of  the  city 
of  Fort  Smith.  Ark.,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  on  page  2. 
after  the  word  "act",  to  strike  out  'in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  «i- 
grossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  tliird 
time. 

The  blU  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

IRENE  C.  BIARL 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  209)  for  the  relief  of  Irene  C 
Karl,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
CcMnmittee  on  the  Judiciary  with  amend- 
ments, on  page  1.  Une  5.  after  the  word 
"or-,  to  strike  out  "$3,633.36"  and  hisert 
"$3,194.39":  and  on  page  2.  line  1.  after 
the  word  "act",  to  strike  out  "to  ex- 
cess of  10  parent  thereof",  so  as  to  make 
the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  oT 
the  Treasury  Is  authorlaed  and  directed  to 
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Tftij,  oat  of  ftny  nuxiey  tn  tbe  Tnumrj  not 
otlmw^  m>proprlat«d,  to  Irene  C.  Karl,  tbe 
•urn  OS  98.194.30.  In  fuU  eatUtactioa  of  ber 
claim  against  the  United  SUtee  for  oom- 
pwmaMon  for  loes  of  certain  personal  pn^- 
arty  reaultlng  ftom  ber  fOTced  evacuation, 
on  or  about  June  26,  1950,  from  Seoul.  Kxxn^, 
wba«<e  she  was  sening  as  a  serrloe  club  direc- 
tor with  tbe  G^MClal  Serrlces  Seetlcm. 
'jilted  States  Army  Forces:  Provided.  Ttiat 
no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  tbla 
act  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
servloes  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  tbe  ccaitrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  purovlBlons  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (8.  3375)  for  the  relief  of  the 
Elkay  Manufacturing  Co.  of  Chicago,  111., 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICER.  The  bill 
will  be  pased  over. 


JULIO  MERCADO  TOLEDO 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2615)  for  the  relief  of  JuUo 
Mercado  Toledo,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  amendments,  on  page  1, 
line  5.  after  the  word  "to",  to  insert  "the 
estate  or';  and  in  line  11,  after  the  word 
"act",  to  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

DONALD  JAIAES  DARMODY 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2645)  for  the  reUef  of  Donald 
James  Darmody.  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  an  amendment,  on  page  2. 
line  9,  after  the  word  "act",  to  strike 
out  "in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 


PETRA  RUIZ  MARTINEZ  AND 
OTHERS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  5028)  for  the  relief  of  Petra 
Ruiz  Martinez  and  Marcelo  Maysonet 
Mirell  and  Maria  Benitez  Maysonet 
Mirell,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 
amendments,  on  page  1,  in  line  6,  to 
strike  out  "Afarcelo  Maysonet  Mirell. 
and  Maria  Benitez  de  Maysonet  Mirell", 
and  Insert  "Mr.  and  Mrs.  Marcelo  May- 
sonet B«irell";  in  line  11.  after  the  word 
"and",  to  strike  out  "Juan  Gilbert  May- 


sonet Benitez".  and  Insert  "^uan  Gil- 
berto  Maysonbt  Benitez";  on  page  2.  line 
2.  after  the  word  "date",  to  strike  out 
"when  they  were  struck  by  a  United 
States  Army  truck",  and  insert  "in  an 
acident  involving  a  United  States  Army 
truck,  which  occurred";  and  in  line  6. 
after  the  word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read»the  third  time,  and 
passed.  / 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  for  the  relief  of  Petra  Ruiz 
Martinez  and  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Marcelo 
Maysonet  Mirell." 


TO 


INCREASE  OP  PENSIONS  TO  VET- 
ERANS AND  DEPENDENTS — BILL 
PLACED  AT  FOOT  OP  CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9962)  to  increase  by  5 
percent  the  rates  of  pension  payaole  to 
veterans  and  their  dependent*  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  will  be  iJlaced  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  withhold  his 
request  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  am  glad  to  do 
SO. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Does  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  Jersey  under- 
stand what  the  bill  is? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  think  I  do. 
Mr.  MALONE.  Then  there  is  no  use 
in  mailing  an  explanation.  The  bill 
merely  provides  for  a  5  percent  increase 
in  the  pensions,  to  make  up  for  the  de- 
crease in  the  purchasing  power  cf  money. 
It  has  been  some  time  snice  such  an  in- 
crease has  been  granted,  and  in  this 
,  case  the  increase  will  apply  only  to 
totally  disabled  non-service-<|onnected 
veterans,  except  those  of  the  Spanish - 
American  War,  and  their  average  age  is 
atx)ut  78  years. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Yes:  those 
with  non-service-connected  disabilities. 
Mr.  MALONE.  Yes;  and  $$5  is  the 
approximate  maximum.  I  thought  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
might  wish  to  withdraw  the  Objection, 
under  those  circumstances. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  understand 
the  purpose  of  the  bill,  and  the  purpose 
is  very  worthy.  But  I  have  been  re- 
quested to  ask  unarymous  consent  tliat 
the  bill  be  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar, and  so  I  make  that  request 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  will  be  placed  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar,  as  requested. 


BILLS  PASSED  OVER 
The  bill  (H.  R.  10051)  making  appro- 
priations for  Mutual  Security  for  the 
nscal  year  ending  June  30,  1955,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 
Mr.  GORE.     Over. 


Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  that  the  bill  go  to  tbe  foot  of  the 
calendar. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  this  is  an 
appropriation  bill,  and  certainly  is  not 
proper  calendar  business.  So  I  ask  that 
the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFIGER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


BILL  PASSED   TO   FOOT  OF 
CALENDAR 

The  bill  (S.  3772)  to  an^end  the  Fed- 
eral Property  and  Adminiftrative  Serv- 
ices Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  to  provide 
for  the  payment  of  appraisers',  auction- 
eers', and  brokers'  fees  frooi  the  proceeds 
of  disposal  of  GovernmenI  surpliis  real 
propsrty,  and  for  other  purposes,  was 
announced  as  next  in  ordfr. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  parsed  over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON  subsequently 
said:  Mr.  President,  when  Calendar  No. 
2344  was  called,  there  was  objection! 
That  objection  has  been  Withdrawn.  I 
therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  will  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar. 


JOINT   COMMITTEE    ON  TIN— CON- 
CURRENT RESOLUTION         RE- 
FERRED  TO   COMMITTEE 
The   concurrent   resolution    (H.   Con. 
Res.  259)  to  provide  for  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Tin  was  announced  as  mext  in 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OPHcER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  it  is  Jn  order  for  a 
motion  to  be  made  to  refer  the  concur- 
rent resolution  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  concurrent  resolution  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


RESOLUTION  PASSED  OVER 
The  resolution  (S.  Res.  3 ID)  to  investi- 
gate the  marketing  of  new  cars   (auto 
bootlegging)   was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 
Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The      PRESIDING      OFFICER.     The 
resolution  will  he  passed  over. 


REPEAL  OP  SECTION  3321  OP  THE 
REVISED  STATUTES 
The  bill  (H.  R.  7398)  to  repeal  the  re- 
quirement of  section  3921  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  that  postmasters  Beport  to  the 
Postmaster  General  failure  to  cancel 
postage  stamps  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  tht  third  time, 
and  passed. 


SALE  OF  POSTAGE-DUB  STAMPS 
The  bill  fH.  R.  7399)  to  awthorize  the 
sale  of  postage-due  stamps  for  philatelic 
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purposes  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

COMPENSATION  FOR  GENERAL 
COUNSEL  OF  DEPARTMENT  OF 
COMMERCE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8921)  to  esUblish  the 
rate  of  compensation  for  the  position  of 
the  General  Counsel  of  the  Department 
of  Commerce  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5499)  to  provide  for  the 
construction,  maintenance,  and  opera- 
tion of  the  Michaud  Flats  project  for  ir- 
rigation in  the  State  of  Idaho  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  biU 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3716)  to  amend  the  Act 
of  June  30.  1948.  so  as  to  extend  for 
five  additional  years  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  patents 
for  certain  public  lands  in  Monroe 
County,  Mich.,  held  under  color  of  title, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (8.  2821)  granting  the  con- 
sent of  Congress  to  the  States  of  Colo- 
rado, Iowa.  Kansas.  Minnesota,  Mis- 
souri. Montana,  Nebraska.  North  Da- 
kota. South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming,  to 
enter  into  a  compact  for  the  allocation 
of  waters  of  the  Missouri  River  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  biU 
will  be  passed  over. 


DISPOSITION  OF  SURPLUS  PER- 
SONAL PROPERTY  TO  TERRITO- 
RIAL GOVERNMENT  OF  ALASKA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9582)  to  provide  for  the 
disposition  of  surplus  personal  property 
to  the  Territorial  Government  of  Alaska 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  biU  (H.  R.  6451)  to  provide  for 
the  conveyance  of  certain  public  lands 
in  Utah  to  1  he  occupants  of  the  land  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


CLAIMS  /JUSING  FROM  ACTS  OF 
MILITARY  PERSONNEL  —  BILL 
PASSED   OVER 

The  bill  (S.  3844)  to  provide  for  a  re- 
ciprocal itnd  more  effective  remedy  for 
certain  claims  arising  out  of  the  acts  of 
military  personnel  and  to  authorize  the 
pro  rata  sharing  of  the  cost  of  such 
claims  with  foreign  nations,  and  for  oth- 
er purposes,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  biU? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    Mr.  President, 

reserving  the  right  to  object 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  May  we  have 
an  explanation  of  the  purpose  of  the 
bill? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
will  implement  a  number  of  treaties  and 
other  international  agreements  which 
provide  a  reciprocal  and  pro  rata  method 
of  settling  claims  arising  out  of  the  line- 
of-duty  acts  of  military  personnel  or 
civilian  employees  of  the  Armed  Forces 
in  a  foreign  country.  The  treaties  and 
agreements  in  question  provide  that 
th^^^ims  are  to  be  settled  by  the  host 
gov^rQme{]tt  in  the  same  way  that  it  set- 
tles claims  arising  from  line-of-duty  acts 
of  its  own  military  personnel.  The  gov- 
ernment of  the  state  sending  the  forces 
abroad  will  then  reimburse  the  host  gov- 
emm^txt^foi:  an  agreed  percentage  of  the 
settlement.,  ^n  most  cases  the  host  gov- 
ernment will  pay  25  percent  of  the  cost 
and  the  sending  government  75  percent. 

For  example,  if  an  American  soldier 
driving  a  Jeep  on  duty  in  France  injures 
a  Frenchman  the  claim  is  settled  by  the 
French  Government  as  though  the  in- 
Jury  had  been  inflicted  by  a  French  sol- 
dier. The  United  States  reimburses  the 
French  Government  for  75  percent  of  the 
settlement. 

Conversely,  if  a  French  soldier  driving 
a  Jeep  on  duty  in  the  United  States  in- 
jures an  American  the  claim  is  settled 
by  the  Defense  Department  as  though 
the  Injury  had  been  inflicted  by  an 
American  soldier.  France  reimburses 
the  United  States  for  75  percent  of  the 
settlement. 

This  bill  simply  authorizes  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  to  participate  in  this 
method  of  settling  such  claims.  The  bill 
authorizes  the  Secretary  to  make  pay- 
ments in  reimbiu-sements  to  foreign  gov- 
ernments and  to  settle  claims  arising 
from  llne-of-duty  acts  of  foreign  mili- 
tary personnel  in  the  United  States. 

The  bill  should  result  in  substantial 
savings  to  the  United  States,  because 
previously  we  have  been  paying  the  full 
amount  of  this  type  of  foreign  claims 
and  under  the  bill  we  will  pay  only  75 
to  85  percent.  The  bill  should  also  pro- 
vide a  more  effective  remedy  for  Ameri- 
can citlaens  who  are  damaged  by  line- 
of-duty  acts  of  foreign  military  person- 
nel in  the  United  States. 

The  bill  has  the  approval  of  the  De- 
fense Department  and  the  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee,  and  I  urge  favorable 
action  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  explain  the  basic  dif- 
ference between  this  bill  and  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  to  House  bill  1914  when  it 
was  before  us  for  consideration? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  have  not  the  particu- 
lar bill  in  mind,  but  I  have  been  in- 
formed by  a  member  of  the  staff  that 
that  bill  did  not  contemplate  settlement 
of  claims  arising  from  line-of-duty  acci- 
dents. 

Mr.  HENIKIICKSON.  That  case  in- 
volved a  French  aviator. 


Mr.  WIL£Y.  In  the  Senator's  par- 
ticular case  I  am  informed  that  the  sol- 
dier stole  an  airplane,  which  was  unau- 
thorised, and  therefore  lu  was  not  act- 
ing in  line  of  duty. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  It  is  not  ray 
particular  case.  It  was  an  amendment 
which  I  sought  to  have  adopted  to  do 
Justice  to  our  own  peoi^. 

Mr.  8CHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  bill  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OPTTCER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
is  an  original  bill  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  There 
is  some  basis  for  a  claim  of  Jurisdiction 
in  that  committee,  over  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  the  bill.  There  is  also  substan- 
tial claim  for  Jurisdiction  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  since  the  bill 
basically  concerns  claims.  There  is  *i^p 
some  basis  for  a  contention  that  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  has  Jurisdic- 
tion since  the  claims  in  question  are 
those  arising  out  of  the  acts  of  military 
personnel. 

This  may  be  a  good  bill.  Mr.  President, 
but  I  believe  it  should  have  the  attention 
of  the  Committees  on  the  Judlciaiy  and 
on  Armed  Services.  I,  therefore,  move 
that  the  bill  be  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary  and  that  after  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  has  report- 
ed, the  bill  be  then  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
what  is  the  bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  is  Calendar  No. 
2355.  Senate  bill  3844. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFPICKR.  Tbat 
bill  was  passed  over. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  am  now  moving 
that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  and  later  to  tbe  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Unani- 
mous consent  is  required. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  hope  the  Sena- 
tor will  withhold  his  motion  until  I  have 
an  opportunity  to  discuss  the  bill  further 
with  him. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  wUl  withhold  the 
motion,  but  I  intend  to  renew  it  later. 


GREETINGS  TO  THE  GOLD  COAST 
AND  NIGERIA 

The  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  183) 
to  extend  greetings  to  the  Gold  Coast 
and  Nigeria  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Joint  rf solution? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, in  recent  months  Xhtrt  has  been 
great  progress  in  many  parts  of  the  world 
in  regard  to  the  independence  and  atif- 
govemment  of  former  colonial  lands. 
The  French  have  made  clear  their  in- 
tention of  cooperating  fully  with  tbe 
people  of  Tunisia  in  their  bid  for  self- 
rule.  An  agreeable  arrangement  over 
the  French  coastal  settlements  In  India 
is  apparently  in  the  ofBngu  This  ihxjk- 
ress  is  gratifying  to  us.  Our  great 
struggle  for  independence  is  not  so  Ux 
in  the  past  that  we  cennot  stm 
ciate  recent  developeaents  toward 
government  in  otber  cuuumesw 
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»te  With  tbeae  tboogfats  In  Bind  tliat 
I  rise  today  to  ayctm  my  irfaaif  hnarted 
AVPort  for  tbe  ifMohitton  now  betore 
OR.  which  extends  en  bdMlf  of  the  Sen- 
ate moot  cardial  eieetluea  to  ttie  repre- 
aentative  bodies  at  the  Odd  CX»e(  and 
Mserla  on  the  oocMdon  of  the  first  meet- 
ing of  their  xeq^eettye  legislatures  aula: 
revised  constitutions. 

Under  its  new  eonsittuticni.  an  all- 
African  Ckyrenuncnt  wltli  almost  com- 
plete rigpofniriWIlty  for  domestic  afEalrs 
has  been  established  in  the  Oold  Coast. 
In  Nigeria  a  new  coostitation  granting 
inra«ased  autonomy  is  aoon  to  be  ap- 
moved.  It  mppean  that  these  two  coun- 
tries are  on  the  threshold  of  independ- 
ence. It  is  my  hope  that  nationalist 
movements  in  other  eoontries  wUl  take 
note  of  the  peaceful  and  agreeable  meth- 
ods that  these  countries  have  used  in 
tbeir  dealings  witb  tbe  United  BSngdom. 

I  think  it  is  espedaliy  gratifying  to 
ns  that  the  two  leaders  of  the  natkmalist 
movements  in  the  Oold  Coast  and  Ni- 
seria  were  educated  at  Unctdn  Univer- 
sity In  Pennsylrania. 

It  is  entir^  fitting.  I  think,  for  us 
to  talse  aOcial  notice  of  tliese  recent 
developmaits.  America  has  always 
aympatlilsed  with  the  efforts  ctf  other 
countries  to  obtain  independence  ^n^ 
aelf-gov«nment  wlien  those  countries 
stum  not  only  the  desire  but  also  the 
abiUty  to  govern  themselves.  QDcial 
recognition  of  these  recent  develoimients 
will  reempfaaslze  to  all  the  world  our 
devotion  to  the  principles  of  freedom 
and  Independence  and  our  friendship 
with  those  people  of  Africa  who  are 
peacefully  strlvine  to  realise  these  prin- 
ciples. 

I  sincerdy  hope  the  Joint  resolution 
Will  be  passed. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Is  there 
Objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  Joint  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint 
resolution  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Wliereu  it  la  the  policy  of  tbe  tTnited 
8Uta«  to  encourage  efforts  towsnl  Independ- 
•xu»  and  Mlf-goTemment  truly  expresslTe  at 
the  desires  of  tbe  people  and  as  they  show 
their  capability  to  establlah  and  protect  free 
laatltutlons;   and 

Whereas  the  continent  of  Africa  Is  a  vital 
part  of  the  free  world  area;  and 

Whereas  s  revised  constitution  of  the  Gold 
Cosst  was  approved  on  April  29.  1954.  and 
the  llrat  formal  meeting  of  the  legialature  of 
that  territory  under  thla  constitution  will 
take  place  on  July  28.  IB54;  and 

Whereas  a  revised  oonstltution  of  Nigeria 
is  expected  to  be  approved  during  August 
1964.  and  the  first  meeting  of  the  federal 
legislature  of  that  territory  under  this  con- 
stltutlon  is  expected  to  take  place  shorUv 
thereafto-;    and 

Whweas  these  occasions  mark  Important 
aollsstones  hi  their  progress  toward  self-gov- 
jBrnment  and  hidependence:  Now.  therefore. 

Reaolved.  etc..  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  extend  Ita  moat  cordial  greet- 
Ings  to  the  representative  bodies  of  the  Oold 
Coast  and  Nigeria  on  the  occasion  of  the  first 
meeting  of  thrtr  legislatures  under  the  re- 
vised constitutions,  in  recognition  of  the 
demoamtlc  Ideals  shared  by  the  United  States 
and  those  terrltarlea.  and  in  reafllrmatkm  of 
the  frlendahlp  of  the  United  SUtee  for  the 
peoples  of  Africa;  and  be  it  further 


MemOved,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  Is 
hereby  requested  to  appoint  a  uaited  States 
delegation  at  the  appropriate  tlifte  to  repre- 
sent the  United  States  at  ceremonHes  marking 
tlM  achievement  of  complete  self-government 
for  these  tertltoriaB. 
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MEMBERSHIP  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES  IN  PAN-AMERICAN  INSTI- 
TUTE OP  QBOGRAPHY  AND  HIS- 
TORY 

The  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  565) 
to  amend  the  joint  resolution  providing 
for  the  membership  of  the  United  States 
in  the  Pan-American  Institute  of  Geog- 
raphy and  History  and  authorizing  ap- 
propriations therefor  was  announced  as 
next  In  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  Joint  resolution? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  the  joint 
resolution? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  rise  in 
support  of  House  Joint  Resolution  565 
wliich  passed  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives on  August  3.  The  Poraign  Rela- 
tions Committee  considered  the  resolu- 
tion on  August  6,  and  ordered  It  reported 
favorably.  This  resolution  amends  the 
joint  resolution  providing  for  the  mem- 
bership of  the  United  States  iti  the  Pan 
American  Institute  of  Geography  and 
History  and  authorizes  appropriations 
therefor. 

The  purposes  of  House  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 565  are  twofold.  First,  It  author- 
izes an  appropriation  of  $98,775  which 
will  enable  the  United  States  to  pay  Its 
assessed  annual  contributions  for  the 
period  beginning  July  1,  1951,  and  ex- 
tending through  the  fiscal  yeat  expiring 
June  30,  1954;  and  second,  it  increases 
from  $10,000  to  $50,000  the  awthorized 
annual  contribution  of  the  United  States 
to  the  Pan  American  Institute  of 
Geography  and  History. 

The  institute  was  organized  in  1929, 
and  the  United  States  became  a  member 
in  1935  with  an  authorized  antiual  con- 
tribution of  $10,000.  During  Iftie  1940's 
three  commissions  of  the  Institute  were 
established:  First,  the  Commission  on 
Cartography,  established  and  wholly 
supported  by  the  United  States;  second, 
the  Commission  on  History,  established 
and  whoUy  supported  by  Mexico;  and 
third,  the  Commission  on  Geography, 
established  and  wholly  supported  by 
Brazil.  During  this  period,  tlie  United 
States  contributed  a  total  of  $f70.000  to 
the  Commission  on  Cartograptiy,  in  ad- 
dition to  its  annual  contribution  to  the 
Institute. 

At  the  Fifth  General  Assembly  of  the 
Institute  in  Santiago  in  1950,  the  budgets 
of  these  commissions  were  merged  with 
that  of  the  Institute  and  the  formula  for 
making     financial      assessments      was 
changed.     Both    the   old   and   the   new 
formulas  are  based  on  population.    Un- 
der the  old  formula,  the  United  States 
contribution      of      $10,000      in      1951 
amounted  to  29.85  percent  of  the  total 
Under    the    new    formula,    the    United 
States    assessment   of    $42,928    in    1952 
amounted  to  39.01  percent  of  the  total 
Mr.  President,  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  was  informed  by  the  Depart- 


ment of  State  that  it.  as  well  as  other 
Government  agencies,  is  tery  much  In- 
terested in  this  legislation.  They  derive 
substantial  benefits  from  the  work  of 
the  Institute.  The  comoaittee  believes 
that  our  membership  in  the  Institute  is 
not  only  very  beneficial  to  us  in  a  prac- 
tical way;  it  also  demonstrates  our  will- 
ingness to  work  with  our  fiends  in  Latin 
America  in  solving  our  mutual  problems 

I  hope  very  much  that  the  Senate  will 
take  favorable  action  on  this  resolution 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WILEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  noUce  in  "reading 
the  statement  just  now  the  Senator  from 

Wisconsin  said  he  Is  asking  for  an  au- 
thorization of  $98,000  plus  per  annum 
from  1951.  What  Is  the  justification  for 
that? 

Mr.  WILEY.  That  is  the  total  from 
1951  to  1954,  as  I  recall. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Why  did  we  not 
start  in  1951?  Why  havd  we  accumu- 
lated It  to  this  point? 

Mr.  WILEY.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it 
did  not  accumulate,  becaUse  the  Con- 
gress did  not  pass  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  ask  that  the  joint 
resolution  go  over,  Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OP^CEB.  The 
joint  resolution  will  be  pasped  over. 
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REVIEW       OP       CUSTOMS       TARIFF 
SCHEDULES— BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  10009)  to  provide  for 
the  review  of  customs  tariff  schedules,  to 
improve  procedures  for  the  tariff  classi- 
fication of  unenumerated  articles,  to  re- 
peal or  amend  obsolete  pro«vlsions  of  the 
customs  laws,  and  for  otfter  purposes, 
was  announced  as  next  in  drder. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill?  , 

Mr.  GORE.    Over.  | 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  May  I  inquire  the 
reason  for  the  objection? 

Mr.  GORE.  This  does  Hot  appear  to 
be  calendar  business.  It  is  b  bill  of  such 
importance  that  it  deserves  to  be  con- 
sidered in  a  manner  which  will  permit 
some  debate  and  deliberation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard.    The  bill  goes  over. 


CONVEYANCE  BY  FEDERAL  GOVERN- 
MENT OF  CERTAIN  LAND  NEAR 
VICKSBURG.  MISS. 

The  bill  'H.  R.  9194)  to  pnovide  for  the 
conveyance  of  certain  land  Owned  by  the 
Federal  Government  near  Vicksburg, 
Miss.,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
th3  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  make  a  very 
brief  comment  on  this  bill.  I  have  dis- 
cussed it  with  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi [Mr.  StennisI.  who  had  to  leave 
the  floor,  but  I  am  authorized  by  him 
to  say.  Mr.  President,  that  when  there 
was  put  in  this  biU,  lines  4  and  5.  "in  con- 
sideration of  an  amount  eQual  to  the 
reasonable  appraised  value  thereof  as 
determined  by  the  Secretary"  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  and  the  authors  to- 


tended  it  to  l>e  the  appraised  fair  market 
value  of  tbe  property.  He  said  ttiat  be- 
cause he  was  a  party  to  tliis  \AS1  he 
wished  to  make  very  clear  that  it  was  his 
intention  that  the  market  value  should 
be  paid  for  this  property.  The  Senator 
from  Misiiissippi  pototed  out  to  me  ttiat 
this  is  a  House  bill,  that  the  chances  of 
clarification  within  the  bill  itself  were 
slim,  and  an  amendment  to  it  would 
probably  mean  that  the  bill  would  not 
pass  at  this  session. 

I  advis<xl  the  Senator  I  wished  to  be 
reasonable  in  these  matters.  He  felt 
that  if  I  made  this  legislative  history  now 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  would 
unquestionably  consider  It  binding  upon 

him  when  he  came  to  fix  the  value  ol  this 

property. 

With  tlie  understanding.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  the  authors  mean  the  "reason- 
able appraised  value"  to  be  the  "fair 
market  value"  I  do  not  raise  an  objection 
to  this  bill,  but  I  make  very  clear  that 
my  action  in  this  particular  instance  is 
not  to  be  deemed  a  precedent,  because  if 
this  were  earlier  in  the  session  I  would 
require  thut  the  bill  go  back  to  the  House 
with  the  "lair  market  value"  amendment 
in  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  teing  no  objection,  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9191)  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance of  cei'tain  land  owned  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  near  Vicksbui^,  Miss., 
to  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


REPLACEMENT  OP  GOVERNMENT- 
OWNED  UTILITY  FACILmBS  AT 
GLACIER  NATIONAL  PARK.  MONT.. 
AND  GIIAND  CANYON  NATIONAL 
PARK,  ARIZ. 

The  bill  (8.  3816)  to  authorize  the  re- 
placement of  certain  Government-owned 
utility  facilities  at  Glacier  National  Park. 
Mont.,  and  Grand  Canyon  National 
Park,  Ariz,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there 

objection  ta  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  GORE.    Over.  ' 

Mr.    GOLDWATER.    Mr.    President, 
will  the  Senator  withhold  his  objection? 
Mr.  GORE.     I  wiU  withhold  the  ob- 
jection. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
this  bill  is  a  rather  urgent  one,  in  that 
both  the  Grand  Canyon  and  the  Glacier 
National  Park  are  in  the  process  of  re- 
vamping tbeir  power  and  communica- 
tion faciliUes.  Inadvertently  in  Pub- 
lic Law  230  of  the  first  session  of  this 
Congress  the  words  in  paragraph  6  of 
that  act  which  would  have  allowed  the 
exchange  proposed  by  this  bill  to  be 
made  were  eliminated.  I  was  wondering 
if  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  I  Mr. 
Gore],  in  view  of  these  circumstonces 
and  the  fact  that  this  bill  was  requested 
by  the  Dei>artment  of  the  Interior  be- 
cause of  this  rather  urgent  situation, 
would  reconsider  his  objection. 


Mr.  GORE.  I  accede  to  the  sugges- 
tion and  request  of  the  able  Senator.  I 
withdraw  the  objection. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
Objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
3816)  to  authorize  the  replacement  of 
certain  Government-owned  utility  facili- 
ties at  Olacier  National  Park,  Mont.,  and 
Grand  Canyon  National  Park,  Ariz.,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  thh^  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpose 
of  facilitating  tbe  tnataUatlon  of  adequate 
electric  and  communication  facillttes  at 
Glacier  National  Park  and  Grand  Canyon 
National  Park,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
la  authorized  to  exchange,  on  an  equal  value 
basla.  the  existing  Inadequate  faclUtles  at 
these  parka  for  more  modern   and   efficient 

faciUtiet. 


ISSUANCE  OP  PATENTS   FOR   CER- 
TAIN LANDS  IN  WISCONSIN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8006)  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  patents 
for  certein  lands  in  Wisconsin  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
thebiU? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  «cplanation  of  the  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  An  ex- 
planation is  requested. 

Mr.  CX)RDON.  The  situation  which 
House  bill  8006  seeks  to  remedy  was 
caused  as  a  result  of  errors  in  the  orig- 
inal surveys  in  the  area.  In  the  days 
when  the  basic  survejrs  were  made  the 
Government  made  contracts  with  private 
surveyors  and  very  frequently  the  sur- 
veys were  turned  in  and  accepted  by  the 
Government  without  the  surveyor  ever 
having  been  even  on  the  land.  The  result 
was  that  in  this  particular  area  in  many 
instonces  they  turned  in  siirveys  based 
on  meander  lines  of  lakes.  Later  on 
when  accurate  surveys  were  made  and 
it  was  found  that  the  original  surveys 
were  far  off.  Many  of  the  lines  mean- 
dered along  lakes  which  were  nonexist- 
ent. Others  had  a  meander  line  inside 
the  lake.  Others  had  a  meander  line 
outside  the  lake,  and  so  on. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  Issue 
patents  for  the  areas  which  were  sup- 
];x>sed  to  have  been  patented  but  were 
not  actually  patented  because  of  those 
errors  in  the  original  patents  describing 
the  area  with  respect  to  a  meander  line, 
which  was  supposed  to  bound  a  lake 
when  the  lake,  in  fact,  was  some  dis- 
tance away.  These  patents  would  simply 
correct  an  error  due  entirely  to  the  erro- 
neous surveys  in  the  original  instance. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H. 
R.  8006)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  Issue  patents  for  certain 
lands  in  Wisconsin  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


TALENT    DIVISICW,    ROUGE    RIVER 

BASm  PROJECT— BILL  PIACED  AT 

FOOT  OP  CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8384)  to  authorise  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  construct, 
operate,  and  maintato  the  Talent  di-  a 
vision  of  the  Rogue  River  Basto  project,  f 
Oregon,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  OORE.  \ix.  President.  I  ask  that 
the  bill  go  over. 

Mr  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wonder 
whether  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  will 
withhold  his  objection  for  a  moment. 

Mr.  GORE.     I  withhold  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wonder  whether  it 
would  be  possible  to  have  tills  bill  go  to 

the  foot  of  the  calendar,  because  it  is  a 
bill  of  great  importance  to  the  farmers 
who  are  to  be  served  by  ttiis  project. 

I  would  be  very  much  interested  in 
learning  the  reasons  for  any  objection 
to  this  particular  project,  because  the 
Government  in  no  way  is  a  loser  under 
the  bill.  I  think  the  farmers  in  that  area 
are  entitled  to  its  passage. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  join  my  colleague  in  requesting 
that  we  have  an  opportunity  to  explain 
the  bill  to  whomever  objects  to  it. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  bill  is  a  23-page  bill, 
and  the  report  is  a  tedtmlcal  report  of 
15  pages.  It  is  doubtful  in  the  mind  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Tennessee  if  a 
bill  so  complicated  as  ttiis  should  be 
passed  on  the  call  of  the  calendar,  on 
which  there  are  600  other  biUs.  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  tiave  it  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar,  and  perhaps  my  doubts 
can  be  resolved  before  the  next  call  of 
the  calendar. 

Mr.  CORDON.    The  bill  consists  of  ^ 
only  four  pages. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest 
that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection  the  bill  will  l>e  placed  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar. 


CONVEYANCE  BY  SECRETARY  OF 
THE  ARMY  OF  CERTAIN  PROP- 
ERTY TO  STATE  OP  TEXAS 

The  bill  (S.  3595)  to  direct  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army  to  convey  certain  prop- 
erty located  in  El  Paso.  Tex.,  and  de- 
scribed as  part  of  Fort  Bliss,  to  the  State 
of  Texas,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  this  Is 
another  one  of  the  bills  which  fall  into 
the  National  Guard  category,  and  I  think 
it  is  highly  desirable. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
3595)  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  is  authorised  and  directed  to  con- 
vey by  quitclaim  deed,  without  considera- 
tion, to  the  Stete  of  Texas  all  right,  title, 
and  interest  of  the  United  States,  except  as 
retained  In  this  act.  in  and  to  a  parcel  of 
land  within  Fort  Bllas  MUltary  Reaerratlon. 
such  parcel  consisting  of  a  portion  of  Narth 
El  Paso  Addition  and  a  portion  of  Ifomlng- 
Bide  Heights  Addition,  El  Paao,  Tex.,  and 
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talBf  men  paiHeolarlj  dafrtbed  by  metes 
and  boMJiMlg  ••  loUowi: 

Betlnnlng  »t  a  point  which  Is  the  Inter- 
■eetlon  ot  the  east  rlght-af-wsy  line  o(  Pol- 
iHd  atnst  and  ths  aovth  rlfht-oC-way  line 
«C  Ifjys  Avsnue.  tbeaoe  scmth  no  degrees 
tOQifen  «Bd  alncty  cxne-hundreafhs  mln- 
ttfees  wast  along  the  cast  right-of-way  line 
oC  FoUard  Street  a  dlstaaoe  of  nine  hundred 
two  awl  sls-teniais  feet;  thenoe  south 
ilttitj  nlMii  dsgrsee  forty-flTe  and  ten  cme- 
bundredtbs' minutes  east  a  distance  of  one 
forty-two  and  ttirty-nlne  one- 
feet  to  the  wast  right-of-way 
line  at  the  Soatbem  Paclllc  Railroad  (for- 
merly the  ■.  P.  *  a  W.  B.  B.>;  thence  north 
thlrtean  degrees  forty-fire  and  two  one-hun- 
dredUas  minutes  east  a  dlstanoe  of  eight 
hundred  forty-five  and  serenty-three  one- 
hundredths  feet  along  the  Southern  Padflc 
SaOroad  right-of-way  line,  to  a  point;  thenoe 
north  osM  degree  fifteen  and  sixty-two  one- 
InuMfersdths  minutes  west  a  dlstanne  of  one 
hundred  twelve  and  five  one-hundredths 
feet,  to  a  point  In  the  south  right-of-way 
line  of  Hayes  Avenue:  thence  south  elghty- 
•^[ht  degrees  forty-she  minutes  west  a  dis- 
tance of  one  thoosand  two  hundred  thirty- 
seven  and  three-tenths  feet  along  the  south 
nght-oC-way  line  of  Hayes  Avenue,  to  the 
point  of  beginning,  cioiitalning  in  all  twenty- 
four  and  twenty-five  one-hundredths  acres 
of  land,  more  or  less. 

8kl  2.  All  mineral  rights.  Indudlng  gas 
•nd  oU.  In  the  -lands  authorised  to  be  con- 
veyed by  this  iM:t  shall  be  reserved  to  the 
Vnlted  States. 

.  Sac.  S.  There  tfutll  be  further  reserved  to 
the  united  States  In  the  conveyance  of  the 
abore-deeerlbed  lands,  rlgbts  of  Ingreas  and 
agrees  ov«r  roads  In  the  above-described 
lands  serving  buildings  or  ofther  worts  op«- 
ated  by  the  United  States  or  Its  suooeasors 
OT  assigns  In  connection  with  l^irt  BUss, 
rights-of-way  tot  water  lines,  sewer  lines. 
ttiephooa  and  telegn^h  llnea.  power  lines, 
and  such  other  utilities  which  now  exist,  or 
which  may  become  necessary  to  the  opera- 
tion of  the  said  Fort  Bliss. 

Sbo.  4.  The  conveyance  of  Uie  property 
authorised  by  this  act  shall  be  upon  condi- 
tion that  such  property  shsll  be  used  pri- 
asaiUy  for  training  of  ths  Itatkmal  Guard 
and  for  other  military  puiposss,  and  that  if 
ttM  State  of  Texas  shall  cease  to  use  the 
property  so  conveyed  for  the  purpoees  in- 
tended, then  title  thereto  shall  Immediately 
revert  to  the  United  States,  and  in  addition, 
itfl  hnprovemeuls  made  by  the  State  of  l^zas 
during  Ito  occqpancy  shaU  vest  in  the  Uhlted 
States  without  payment  of  compensation 
therefor. 

Sac.  5.  The   conveyance  of  the  property 
authorised  by  this  act  sbi^  be  upon  the 
farther  provision  that  whenever  the  Oon- 
grsss  of  the  United  SUtes  declares  a  state 
of  war  or  other  national  emergency,  or  the 
President  declares  a  state  of  emergency,  and 
upaa.  the  determination  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  that  the  property  conveyed  under 
this  act  Is  useful  or  necessary  for  military, 
air.  or  naval  purposes,  or  in  the  Interest  of 
national  defense,   the  United  States  shall 
have  tba  right,  without  obligation  to  make 
^y«P«Pt  Of  any  kind,  to  reenter  upon  the 
P'opwif  and  use  the  same  ot  any  part  there- 
of. InBlurthy  any  and  all  improvementa  made 
thereon  by  the  State  of  Texas,  for  the  dura- 
tion of  such  state  of  war  or  of  such  emer- 
gexicy.    XTpon  the  termination  of  such  state 
or  war  or  of  such  emergency  plus  e  months 
such  property  shall  revert  to  the  State  of 
"Ktt*.  together  with  all  appurtenances  and 
Utilities  belonging  or  appertaining  thereto. 
Ssc.  6.  In  executing  the  deed  of  convey- 
ance authorised  by  this  act,  the  Secretary 
«rthe  Army  shall  include  specific  provisions 
•overlng   the    reservations    and    conditions 
cratamed  In  sections  2.  S,  i.  and  6  of  this 
set. 


Mr.  HENIOIICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record  a  statement 
prepared  by  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  Saltonstall]  relative  to 
Senate  bUl  3595. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcors,  as  follows:  1 

Statekkkt  Bt  Senator  Saltonstau. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  Is  tD  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  convey  with- 
out consideration  approximately  24  acres  to 
the  State  of  Texas  to  be  used  for  military 
purposes  only.  The  transfer  of  this  prop- 
erty, which  is  located  in  El  Paso,  Tex.,  is 
fully  supported  by  the  Department  of  the 
Army  since  the  State  of  Texas  has  a  long- 
range  military  requirement  for  tails  acreage. 

The  bill  contains  the  visual  safeguards 
which  protect  the  interest  of  the  United 
States  in  transfers  of  this  type— by  reserv- 
ing to  the  United  States  all  mineral  rights, 
authority  to  use  the  property  without  com- 
pensation in  the  event  of  a  national  emer- 
gency, all  rights-of-way,  and  the  reversion 
of  title  to  the  United  States  In  the  event  the 
property  Is  used  for  other  than  military  pur- 
poses. There  Is  ample  leglslaUv«  precedent 
for  this  bilL  1 

CONVEYANCE  BY  SECRETARY  OP 
AIR  PORCE  OP  CERTAIN  PROP- 
ERTY TO  STATE  OP  TEXAS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3750)  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  to  convey  certain  property 
located  in  proximity  to  Saa  Antonio, 
Bexar  County.  Tex.,  to  the  State  of 
Texas,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  with 
amendments,  on  paee  1,  line  3^  after  the 
word  "Force",  to  insert  "or  his  desig- 
nee"; and  on  page  6,  after  the  word 
"Force",  to  insert  "or  his  designee',  so 
as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  or  his  designee  is  authorized 
and  directed  to  convey  by  quitclaim  deed, 
without  consideration,  to  the  State  of  Texas 
all  right,  title,  and  interest  of  Uve  United 
States,  except  as  retained  in  tbls  act,  in 
and  to  the  following  described  laad  In  prox- 
imity to  San  Antonio,  Bexar  County.  Tex., 
together  with  all  buildings,  improvements 
thereon,  and  all  appurtenances  atid  utilities 
belonging  or  appertaining  thereto,  such  land 
Including  approximately  two  hundred 
eighteen  and  fifty-six  one-hundrtdtlis  acres 
and  formerly  designated  as  Martlndale  Aux- 
iliary Field,  as  shown  on  maps  on  file  with 
the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Knginetrs: 
..Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  south  right- 
o'-^y  line  of  United  States  Highway  Num- 
bered 90,  at  the  northwest  corner  of  the 
ami  P.  Gambler  tract,  said  corner  being  also 
the  northeast  comer  of  the  Virginia  M. 
Johnson  tract: 

StaUon  1-2,  bearing  north  sixty-nine  de- 
RTees  forty-five  minutes  twenty  seconds  east, 
a  distance  of  forty-two  and  six-tenths  feet; 
Station  2-3,  bearing  south  ao  degrees 
twelve  minutes  forty  seconds  east,  a  distance 
of  eight  hundred  one  and  seven-tenths  feet; 
Station  3-4,  bearing  north  elght|r-nlne  de- 
grees thirty-six  minutes  twenty  seeonds  east, 
a  distance  of  two  thousand  two  hundred 
thirty-three  and  one  one-hundredth  feet; 

Station  4-5,  bearing  north  three  degrees 
twenty-three  minutes  forty  seconds  west  a 
distance  of  five  hundred  forty  and  five-tenths 
feet; 

Station  5-6,  bearing  north  elghity-slx  de- 
grees thlrty-slx  minutes  twenty  seqonds  east, 
a  distance  of  twenty  feet; 


Btatlon  6-7,  bearing  soutb  three  degrees 
twenty-three  minutes  forty  seconds  east,  a 
distance  of  five  hundred  for^-one  and  five- 
tenths  feet; 

Station  7-8.  bearing  north  leighty-nine  de- 
grees thirty-six  minutes  twenty  seconds  east, 
a  distance  of  two  hundred  seventy-eight  and 
fifty-four  one-hundredths  faet; 

Station  8-e,  l>earlug  soilth  no  degrees 
twenty-two  minutes  no  secohds  east,  a  dis- 
tance of  two  thousand  eight  hundred  foiir- 
teen  and  twenty-three  one-l|undredths  feet; 

station  &-10.  bearing  south  eighty-nine 
degrees  thirty-eight  minutes  thirty  seconds 
west,  a  distance  of  four  hundred  feet; 

Station  10-11,  bearing  so|ith  no  degrees 
twenty-one  minutes  forty-fife  seconds  east, 
a  distance  of  three  hundMd  eighty  and 
twenty-three  one-hundredths  feet; 

Station  11-12,  bearing  north  eighty-nine 
degrees  thirty-eight  minutes  fifteen  seconds 
east,  a  distance  of  four  hundred  and  eighty- 
five  feet; 

Station  13-13,  bearing  south  no  degrees 
twenty-one  minutes  forty-ave  seconds  east, 
a  distance  of  two  hundred  and  twenty-five 
feet; 

Station  13-14.  bearing  south  eighty-nine 
degrees  thlrty-elght  minutes  fifteen  seconds 
west,  a  distance  of  three  hundred  eighteen 
and  ninety-six  one-hundredths  feet; 

Station  14-15.  bearing  south  forty-six  de- 
grees tliirty -eight  minutes  forty-five  seconds 
west,  a  distance  of  one  huhdred  one  and 
sixty-seven  one-hundredths  feet; 

Station  15-16.  bearing  sottth  eighty-nine 
degrees  thlrty-elght  minutes  forty-five  sec- 
onds west,  a  distance  of  six  hundred  thirty- 
eight  and  two-tenths  feet; 

Station  16-17,  bearing  south  frarty-four  de- 
grees forty-three  minutes  twenty  seconds 
west,  a  distance  of  twenty-three  and  fifteen 
one-hundredths  feet; 

Station  17-18,  bearing  north  no  degrees 
six  minutes  twenty  seconds  irest, «  distance 
of  forty-six  and  thirty-five  dne-hundredths 
feet; 

Station  18-19,  bearing  soxlth  eighty-nine 
degrees  thirty-eight  minutes  forty-five  sec- 
onds west,  a  distance  of  eight  hundred 
thirty-seven  and  seventy-s«ven  one-him- 
dredths  feet; 

Station  19-20.  bearing  nafth  no  degrees 
twenty-one  minutes  thirty  aeconds  west,  a 
distance  of  six  hundred  and  forty-five  feet; 
Station  20-21,  bearing  soUth  eighty-nine 
degrees  thirty-nine  minutes  ao  seconds  west, 
a  distance  of  one  thousand  one  hundred 
ninety-nine  and  ninety-eight  one-hun- 
dredths feet; 

Station  21-22,  bearing  north  no  degrees 
twenty-one  nUnutes  thirty  seconds  west,  a 
distance  of  two  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
twelve  feet; 

Station  22-23.  bearing  north  eighty-nine 
degrees  twenty -six  minutes  inrenty  seconds 
east,  a  distance  of  live  hxmdred  thirty-one 
and  two-tenths  feet; 

Station  23-1,  bearing  north  no  degrees 
twelve  minutes  forty  second*  west,  a  dis- 
tance of  seven  hundred  elgbty-seven  and 
two-tenths  feet. 

Sec.  2.  All  mineral  rights.  Including  gas 
and  oil,  in  the  lands  authorl»ed  to  be  con- 
veyed by  this  act  shall  be  reserved  to  the 
United  States. 

Sec.  3.  There  shafl  be  further  reserved  to 
the  United  States  in  the  conteyanoe  of  the 
above-described  Unds,  rlghU  in  ingress  and 
egress  over  roads  In  tlie  above-desert  bed 
lands  serving  buildings  or  otlier  works  oper- 
ated by  the  United  States  or  Its  successors 
or  assigns  In  connection  with  Martlndale 
Auxiliary  Field,  rights-of-way  for  water  lines, 
sewer  lines,  telephone  and  telegraph  lines, 
power  lines,  and  such  other  utUltles  which 
now  exist,  or  which  may  become  necessary 
to  the  operation  of  the  said  Martlndale  Aux- 
iliary Field,  ^^ 

Sec.  4.  The  conveyance  of  thfe  property  au- 
thorized by  this  act  shall  be  upon  condition 
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that  such  property  shall  be  used  primarily 
for  trainlnr  of  the  National  Ouard  and  the 
Air  NatlooiJ  Ouard  and  for  other  military 
])urposes.  and  that  if  the  State  of  Texas  shall 
cease  to  lue  the  property  so  conveyed  for 
the  purposes  intended,  then  title  thereto 
shall  immi^istely  revert  to  the  United 
States,  and  In  addition,  all  impravemsnts 
made  by  ttie  State  of  Texas  during  its  oc- 
cupancy staU  vest  in  the  United  States 
without  pa:/ment  of  compensation  therefor. 

Sec.  5.  The  conveyance  of  the  property  au- 
thorized by  this  act  shall  be  upon  the  fur- 
ther provision  that  whenever  the  Congress 
of  the  Unit  Ml  States  declares  a  stste  of  war 
or  other  national  emergency,  or  the  Presi- 
dent declarv  a  state  of  emergency,  and  up- 
on the  determination  by  tlu  Secretary  of 
Defense  tliiit  tiie  property  conveyed  under 
this  act  Is  useful  or  necessary  for  military, 
air.  or  naval  purposes,  or  In  the  Interest  of 
national  defense,  the  United  Ststes  shall 
have  the  rt{ht.  without  obligation  to  make 
payment  ot  any  kind,  to  reenter  upon  the 
property  an  t  use  the  same  or  any  part  there* 
of.  Including  any  and  all  isfiprovements 
niade  thereon  by  tbe  State  of  Tsaas.  for 
the  duratioa  of  such  state  of  war  or  of  such 
emergency.  Upon  the  termination  of  such 
state  of  war  or  of  such  emergency  plus  6 
montiis  su<b  propeity  ^all  revert  to  the 
State  oC  Ttxas.  together  with  all  appurte- 
nances and  utilities  belonging  or  appertain- 
ing thereto. 

Sec.  6.  Ir.  esecutlng  the  deed  of  convey- 
ance autho'-iaed  by  this  act,  tbe  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Txcm  at  his  designee  shall  include 
speclflc  provisions  covering  the  reservations 
and  condltlins  contained  in  sections  2.  S.  4. 
and  5  of  thli  set. 

The  ami  ndments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  readihg,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended,  so  as  to  read: 
"A  biU  to  direct  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Porce  cr  his  designee  to  convey  cer- 
tain property  located  in  proximity  to  San 
Antonio,  isexar  County,  Tex.,  to  the 
State  of  Ti^xas." 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Ur.  President. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Rccou  a  statement 
prepared  by  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  Saltohstau.]  relative  to 
Senate  bill  S750. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RrcoKO,  as  follows: 

STATncsarr  ar  Sshatqb  SaLTOMvraix 

ThU  blU  would  authorlas  the  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force  to  convey  without  considera- 
tion to  the  State  of  Texas  to  be  used  for 
Air  National  Ouard  purposes  approximately 
218  acres,  known  as  the  Martlndale  Auxiliary 
Field.  This  airfield  has  not  been  used  by 
the  Air  Force  for  some  time  and  Is  surplus 
to  lu  needs.  Tbe  State  of  Texas  hM  a  mUi- 
tary  requirement  for  the  acreage.  The  Air 
Force  suppoi-ts  the  transfer. 

The  bUl  ix>ntains  the  usual  safeguards 
Which  protect  the  Interest  of  the  United 
States  in  trnnsfers  of  this  type — by  reserv- 
ing to  the  United  States  all  mineral  rlghta. 
authority  to  use  the  property  without  com- 
pensation in  the  event  of  a  national  emer- 
gency, all  rights-of-way.  and  the  reversion 
of  title  to  t  lie  United  SUtes  in  the  event 
the  property  is  used  for  other  than  military 
purposes.  Tiere  Is  ample  legislative  prece- 
dent for  thU  bUl. 


United  States,  be  transmitted  to  the 
Senate  within  30  days  after  the  execu- 
tion thereof,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  HENDRICK80N.  Mr.  President, 
by  request.  I  ask  that  this  biU  be  passed 
over. 

The  PRESmiNQ  OFFICER.  The 
bill  wUl  be  passed  over. 

The  blU  (8.  2017)  to  revise  the  pro- 
cedure in  the  district  courts  relating  to 
the  disposition  of  the  wages  and  effects 
of  deceased  and  deserting  seamen  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  OORE.    Over, 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


BniiS  PASSED  OVER 

The   biU    (a   3M7)    to   require   that 
International    agreements    other    than 

treaties,  he.eafter  entered  into  by  the 


AMENDMENT  OF  UNITED  STATES 
CODE  RELATING  TO  CUSTOMS 
COURT— BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  tbe 
bill  (a  2975)  to  amend  UUe  28,  United 
States  Code,  relating  to  the  Customs 
Court,  n^ilch  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 
an  amendment,  on  page  I,  after  line  9, 
to  strike  out: 

"(e)  The  C3iief  Justice  of  the  United  SUtes 
may.  upon  presentotlon  to  him  by  the  chief 
Jni%e  of  tlie  United  SUtes  Customs  Court 
of  a  certificate  of  necessity,  designate  and 
assign  temporarUy  any  district  Judge  to  per- 
form such  duties  as  Judge  of  the  Customs 
Court  as  he  Is  willing  to  undertake." 

Sac.  3.  SecUon  293  of  title  38.  United  States 
Code,  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
as  section  (f ) : 

"  ( f )  The  Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States 
may.  upon  presenUtion  to  him  by  the  chief 
Judge  of  a  district  court  of  a  oertlfleate  of 
necessity,  deslgnste  and  assign  temporarily 
any  Judgs  of  the  Customs  Court  to  perform 
such  duties  as  Judge  of  the  district  court  as 
he  U  willing  to  undertake." 

And  In  Ueu  thereof  to  Insert: 

Sk.  1.  Section  S»3  at  tltte  38,  United  SUtes 
Code,  Is  amanded  by  inserting  at  the  end  of 
such  section  a  new  subsection  reading  as 
foUows: 

"(f )  The  Chief  Justice  of  the  United  SUtes 
may  upon  presenUtion  to  him  by  the  chief 
Judge  of  Uie  Custonu  Court  of  a  certificate  of 
necessity,  deslgnste  and  assign  temporartly 
any  district  Judge  to  serve  ss  a  Judge  at  the 
Customs  Court. " 

8k.  S.  (s)  Section  293  of  UUe  28.  United 
SUtes  Code,  is  amended  by  Inserting  at  the 
end  of  such  section  a  new  paragraph  reading 
as  foUows: 

"Ths  Chief  Justice  of  the  United  SUtes 
may  designate  and  assign  temporartly  a  Judge 
of  the  Customs  Court  to  pwfoiui  Judtoial 
duties  In  a  district  court  in  any  circuit  upon 
presenUtion  of  a  certificate  of  necessity  by 
the  Chlaf  Judge  or  circuit  Justice  of  the  clr- 
ctilt  wherein  the  need  arises." 

(b)  The  first  paragraph  of  section  295  of 
title  28.  United  SUtes  Code,  is  amended  by 
inserting  at  the  end  thereof  an  additional 
sentence  to  read  as  follows:  "No  designation 
and  asslgxunent  of  a  Judge  of  tbe  Customs 
Court  in  active  servtoe  shaU  be  made  without 
the  ocmsent  of  the  chief  Judge  of  such  court." 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  first  sentence 
of  section  351  of  title  28.  United  SUtes  Code, 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"The  President  shall  appoint,  by  and  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  nine 
Judges  who  shall  constitute  a  court  of  record 
known  as  the  United  SUtes  Customs  Court 
which  is  hereby  declared  to  be  a  court  esUb- 


lished  under  article  UZ  of  tbe  Constitution 
of  the  United  SUtes." 

Sac.  2.  Section  292  of  title  28,  United 
SUtes  Code,  is  amended  by  inserting  at  tha 
end  of  such  section  a  new  sutaMctkm  rsadli« 
as  follcrws: 

"(f)  The  Chief  Justice  of  the  United  SUtes 
may  ujxin  presenUtion  to  him  by  the  chief 
Judge  of  tbe  Ctistoms  Court  of  a  certificate 
of  necessity,  designate  and  ssslcn  tenqm- 
rarily  any  district  Judge  to  serve  as  a  judge 
of  the  Customs  Court." 

Sac.  3.  (a)  Section  MS  of  title  98.  United 
SUtes  Cods,  ta  amended  by  inserting  at  the 
end  of  such  section  a  new  paragraph  reading 
as  follows: 

"The  Chief  Jtistice  of  the  United  SUtes 
may  deslgnste  and  assign  temporarUy  a  Judge 
of  the  Customs  Court  to  psrform  Judicial 
duties  in  a  district  court  in  any  circuit  upon 
presentation  of  a  certificate  of  necessity  by 
the  chief  Judge  or  circuit  Jtistice  of  the  cir- 
cuit wherein  ttie  need  arises." 

(b)  The  first  paragraph  of  section  305  of 
title  28.  United  SUtes  Code,  is  amended  by 
inserting  at  the  end  thereof  an  MMitifti»f| 
sentence  to  read  as  foUows:  "No  designation 
and  assignnoent  of  a  Judge  of  the  Customs 
Court  In  active  service  siiaU  lie  made  with- 
out the  consent  of  tlie  chief  Judge  of  such 
court." 

Sac.  4.  Nothing  containad  in  this  act  shall 
be  construed  in  any  way  to  limit  or  alter  the 
Jurisdiction  heretofore  conferred  upon  the 
United  SUtes  Customs  Court  by  any  provi- 
sion of  law. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed^ 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  with 
reference  to  Senate  UIl  2975,  to  amend 
tiUe  28.  United  States  Code,  relattng  to 
the  Customs  Court,  I  had  listed  a  re- 
quest that  it  go  over.  I  now  ask  that  it 
go  over.    

The  FRBBIDINa  On^CEEL  Is  there 
objection  to  reconsidering  the  action  of 
the  Senate  on  Senate  bill  2975.  to  amend 
tlUe  28,  United  States  Code,  relative  to 
the  Customs  Court?  The  Chair  hears 
none.  Without  objection,  the  action  of 
the  Senate  on  the  Mil  wffl  be  reconsid- 
ered, and  the  bill  will  be  passed  over. 


BIU^  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
PASSED  OVER 

The  bin  (S.  1813)  to  amend  title  28. 
United  States  Code,  so  as  to  extend  the 
privilege  of  trial  by  jury  to  certain  cases 
arising  within  the  special  maritime  and 
territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over.        

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  biU  (S.  3131)  to  amend  tide  28. 
United  States  Code,  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Court  of  Customs  and  Pat- 
ent Appeals  was  announced  as  next  in 
order.  . 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  158)  to 
amend  section  84  (a)  (2)  of  title  XXViU 
of  the  United  States  Code  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  C^FICER.  The 
Joint  rescdution  will  be  passed  over. 

The  biU  (S.  960)  to  amend  sectaons 
1505  and  3486  of  UUe  XVm  of  the  United 
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states  Code  relating  to  congressional  In- 
vesttgattons  was  announced  as  next  In 
order. 

Sir.  8MATHEB6.    Over. 

The  FRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  bill 
ivlU  be  passed  over. 


IRRIOATION  AND  OTHER  RE- 
SOURCES OF  CERTAIN  PROJECTS 
IN  TERRITORY  OP  HAWAH 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  2843)  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  investigate 
and  report  on  the  develoiHnent  of  the 
irrigation  resources  of  certain  projects 
in  t^  Territory  of  Hawaii  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


REMOVAL  OP  RESTRICTIVE  COVE- 
NANT ON  LAND  PATENT  NO.  9628 

The  bin  (H.  R.  7569)  to  authorize  the 
removal  of  a  restrictive  covenant  on  land 
patent  No.  9628  issued  to  the  board  of  the 
Hawaiian  Evangelicid  Association  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


ISSUANCE  OF  LAND  PATENT  TO 
PUBLIC  LANDS  IN  THE  TERRI- 
TORY OF  HAWAn 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8736)  to  authorize  the 
Issuance  of  a  land  patent  to  certain  pub- 
lie  lands  in  Xhe  Territory  of  Hawaii  was 
announced  as  next  bi  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  the  pur- 
pose of  H.  R.  8736  is  to  authorize  the 
commissioner  of  public  lands  of  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Hawaii,  with  the  consent  of  the 
Governor,  to  issue  a  land  patent  on  cer- 
tain public  land  in  the  cotmty  of  Elauai 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  bish(q;>  of  Hono- 
lulu, a  corporation  sole,  to  be  used  for 
school  purposes. 

The  public  land  concerned,  lot  40. 
Kapaa  house  lots,  Kapaa,  district  of 
Puna,  county  of  Kauai,  was  sold  at  public 
auction  to  Julia  R.  Tiizama  for  housing 
purposes.  The  sale  agreement  included 
a  condition  that  a  dwelling  would  be 
erected  on  the  lot  within  3  years  after 
the  sale  was  negotiated.  The  purchaser 
failed  to  meet  the  conditions  stipulated 
in  the  sales  agreement  and  subsequently 
the  lot  was  sold  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
bish<q>  of  Honolulu  who  also  owns  adja- 
cent land  which  is  used  for  residence  piu*- 
poses  by  church  officials  and  for  Catholic 
school  purposes.^ 

Your  committee  was  informed  that 
there  is  no  statutory  authority  for  classi- 
fication of  these  lands  for  school  pur- 
poses. Since  the  subject  lot  was  sold  as 
a  "house  lot"  it  now  appears  that  the  re- 
sult desired  by  the  bishop  can  best  be 
accomplished  by  an  act  of  Congress  au- 
thorizing the  commissioner  of  public 
lands  to  issue  a  patent  to  said  land  to  the 
interested  church  authorities. 

No  expenditure  of  Federal  funds  will 
be  Involved  in  this  l^islation. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
Objection  to  the  consideration  of  the 


There  being  no  objection,  the  bin  (H. 
R.  8736)  was  considered,  ordored  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  thir^  tlime,  and 
passed.  '    | 

SALE  OF  LAND  IN  ALASKA  TO  LLOYD 
H.  TXJRNER 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2015)  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  Lloyd  H.  Tur- 
ner, of  Wards  Cove,  Alaska,  which  had 
been  repwrted  from  the  Committee  an 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  2,  line  15,  after  the 
word  "laws"  to  strike  out  "and  shall  be 
subject  to  the  rights  of  owners  of  exist- 
ting  improvements  located  on  the  lands 
described  in  section  1  hereof  under  spe- 
cial use. permits  of  the  Forest  Service 
to  maintain  such  improvements  thereon 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  such  use 
permits"  and  insert  "Provided  further. 
That  the  coal  and  other  mineral  deposits 
in  the  land  shall  be  reserved  to  the 
United  States,  together  with  the  right  to 
prospect  for,  mine,  and  remove  the  same 
under  applicable  laws  and  regulations 
to  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretaiy  of  the 
Interior." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  reafl  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

DANICA  MARIA  VAVROVA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3238)  for  the  relief  of 
Danica  Maria  Vavrova  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

DR.  VAHRAM  ULUHOGlAN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2358)  for  the  relief  of 
Dr.  Vahram  Uluhogian  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed.  i 

NOBU  NOGAWA  NITTA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6367)  for  the  relief  of 
Nobu  Nogawa  Nitta  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


ELIAS  Y.  RICHA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3144)  for  the  relief  of 
Ellas  Y.  Richa  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  If 
I  may  have  the  attention  of  the  leader- 
ship, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  cal- 
endar No.  2366,  S.  2017;  calendar  No. 
2367,  S.  2975;  calendar  No.  2368,  S.  1813; 
calendar  No.  2369,  S.  3131;  calendar  No. 
2370,  Senate  Joint  Resolution  158;  and 
calendar  No.  2371,  S.  960;  be  passed  to 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Those 
bills  were  ordered  to  be  passed  ever. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  they  may  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 


R? 


Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  Puesldent,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object  and  I  shall 
'not  object,  I  seek  only  Information. 
Where  is  the  foot  of  the  calendar?  Is 
the  foot  of  the  calendar  the  end  of  the 
calendar  as  it  is  now  being  called,  or 
is  it  at  the  end  of  the  calendar  after  the 
calendar  is  called  from  the  beginning? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFTICER.  The 
Chair  would  suggest  that  It  is  getting 
farther  and  farther  away. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  Calendar  is  a 
centipede:    It  has  many  feet. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
plan  is  that  once  the  call  of  the  calendar 
has  been  completed  to  and  including  cal- 
endar No.  2394,  we  will  then  go  to  the 
beginning  of  the  calendar,  and  then 
when  the  call  has  been  completed  up 
to  where  we  started  today,  at  the  re- 
quest of  both  the  calendar  committees, 
we  wish  temporarily  to  depart  from  the 
calendar  and  give  them  a  chance  to  rec- 
ognize their  forces,  so  to  speak,  and  we 
will  take  up  some  other  proposed  legis- 
lation for  the  time  being  until  the  cal- 
endar committees  are  again  ready.  They 
tell  me  that  it  will  take  perhaps  a  half 
an  hour  or  possibly  as  much  as  an  hour 
to  get  into  shar>e. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
hope  that  in  the  meantime  certain  bills 
which  are  on  the  clerk's  desk  may  be 
taken  up.    They  are  not  oontroverslal. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  Presidemt,  will  the 
majority  leader  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  During  the  call  of  the 
calendar  today  requests  have  been  made 
that  certain  bills  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar.    Will  they  not  be  (ailed  today? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes;  they  wlU  be 
called  today.  However,  because  there 
are  about  40  or  50  of  thos^  bills,  the  2 
calendar  committees  wish  an  opportu- 
nity to  reorganize  themselves.  We  will 
pick  up  those  bills  and  handle  them 
before  we  adjourn  tonight. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  May  I  say  to  the 
Senator  from  California,  that  the  cal- 
endar committees  seem  to  bt  well  organ- 
ized now. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President  some  time 
ago  there  was  a  bill  called  |for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  and  the  suggestion 
was  made  that  it  go  over.  Then  there 
was  a  modification  that  It  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar.  I  did  not  ask  for  per- 
mission to  explain  the  bill  At  that  time, 
because  I  assumed  it  wou]|d  be  called 
upon  the  completion  of  the  calendar. 

I  do  not  want  to  disrupt  the  proceed- 
ings, but  such  procedure  makes  one  sit 
around  here  for  a  long  tUne  under  a 
misapprehension.  I  have  other  work  to 
do.  I  thought  once  we  got  through  with 
the  regular  call  of  the  calendar,  the  bill 
would  come  up. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  calendar 
committee  has  been  sitting  here  through 
the  whole  call  of  the  Calendar  and  will 
sit  here  until  it  is  finished. 

Mr.  CASE.  At  the  time,  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  might  have  asked 
for  an  explanation,  but  he  Was  under  a 
misapprehension. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarraki  is  agreed 
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to,  and  die  bills  mentioned  by  him  will 
go  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Am  I  correct 
in  my  understanding  that  Calendar 
2366.  Senate  bill  2017;  Calendar  2367. 
Senate  bill  2975;  Calendar  2368.  Senate 
bill  1813;  Calendar  2369,  Senate  bill 
3131;  Calendar  2370,  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
lution 158;  find  Calendar  2371.  Senate  bill 
960,  are  to  be  passed  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Those 
measures  will  be  passed  to  the  foot  of 
the  calendar. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  thank  the 
Chair. 

TANNOUS  ESTEPHAN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8115)  for  the  reUef  of 
Tannous  Estephan  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  ptissed. 


MAPIANNE  GEYMEIER 
The  bill  (H.  R.  9336)  for  the  reUef  of 
Marianne  Geymeier  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  ptissed. 


DR.  LIANO  NUN  WANO 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9671)  for  the  relief  of 
Dr.  Liang  Nan  Wang  and  his  wife  and 
child.  Fa-chi  Ling  Wang  and  EUeen 
Wing  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


ALFIO  CAPIZZI 

The  bin  (H.  R.  9814)  for  the  reUef  of 
Alfio  Capizzi  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  Uiird  time,  and 
passed. 


SUSAN  ELLEN  HEINEY 

The  bill  (E.  R.  9996)  for  the  relief  of 
Susan  Ellen  Heiney  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


CONTRACT  WITH  AB^ERICAN  FAUiS 
RESERVOIR.  DISTRICT  NO.  2, 
IDAHO 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9889)  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  execute  an 
amendatory  contract  with  American 
Falls  Reservoir  District  No.  2,  Idaho,  and 
for  other  purposes  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  Uiird  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


USE  OP  INFORMATION  FOR  MAKING 
DEMANDS  FOR  FUGITIVKS  FROM 

JUSTICE  ] 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1887)  to  amend  sections  3183  and 
3183  of  title  18  of  the  United  SUtes  Code 
so  as  to  authorize  the  use  of  an  infor- 
mation filed  by  a  public  prosecuting 
officer  for  making  demands  for  fugitives 
from  justice,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  on  page  2.  line  9. 
alter  the  word  "has",  to  strike  out  •'filed" 


and  insert  "fled",  so  as  to  make  the  bin 
read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc^  Tliat  section  S182  ctf 
title  18  of  the  United  SUtes  Code  U  uaend- 
ed  to  read  u  follows: 

"i  3183.  PugltlTes  from  State  or  Territory 
to  State.  DUtrlct,  or  Territory 
"Whetoever  the  executive  authority  of  any 
State  or  Territory  demands  any  person  as  a 
fugitive  from  justice,  of  the  executive  au- 
thority of  any  State,  District,  or  Territory 
to  which  such  person  has  fled,  and  produces 
a  copy  of  an  Indictment  found,  an  informa- 
tion filed  by  a  public  prosecuting  officer,  or 
an  affidavit  made  before  a  magistrate  of  any 
State  or  Territory,  charging  the  person  de- 
manded with  having  committed  treason, 
felony,  or  other  crime,  certified  as  authentic 
by  the  governor  or  chief  magtstrate  of  the 
State  or  Territory  from  whence  the  person  so 
charged  has  fled,  the  executive  authority  of 
the  State,  District,  or  Territory  to  which 
such  person  has  fled  shaU  cause  him  to  be  ar- 
rested and  secured,  and  notify  the  executive 
authority  making  such  demand,  or  the  agent 
of  such  authority  appointed  to  receive  the 
fugitive,  and  shall  cause  the  fugitive  to  be 
delivered  to  such  agent  when  he  shall  appear. 
If  no  such  agent  appears  within  SO  days  from 
the  time  of  the  arrest,  the  prison^'  may  be 
discharged." 

8k.  a.  Section  3183  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"I  3183.  Pugltlves  from  State,  Terrttory,  or 
posses  Blon     Into     extraterrltorUl 
jurisdiction  of  United  States 

"Whenever  the  executive  authority  of  any 
State,  Territory.  District,  or  poaseeslon  al  the 
United  States  or  the  Panama  Canal  Zone  de- 
mands any  American  dtlaen  or  national  as  a 
fugitive  from  justice  who  has  fled  to  a  ooim- 
try  in  which  the  United  SUtes  exwdses  ex- 
traterritorial jurlsdIcUon.  and  produces  a 
copy  of  an  indictment  found,  an  information 
filed  by  a  public  proeecutlng  officer,  or  an 
affidavit  made  before  a  magistrate  of  the  de- 
manding j\irladlctk>n.  charging  the  fugitive 
■o  demanded  with  having  committed  treason, 
felony,  or  other  offense,  certified  as  authentic 
by  the  governor  or  chief  maglstrato  of  such 
demanding  Jurladlction.  or  other  person  au- 
thorlaad  to  act,  the  officer  or  representative 
of  the  United  SUtes  vested  with  Judicial  au- 
thority to  whom  the  demand  has  been  made 
shall  cause  such  fugitive  to  be  arrested  and 
secured,  and  notify  the  executive  authorities 
making  such  demand,  or  the  agent  of  such 
authority  af^iminted  to  receive  the  fuglUve. 
and  shall  cause  the  fugitive  to  be  deUvered  to 
such  agent  when  he  shaU  appear. 

"If  no  such  agent  shall  appear  within  3 
months  from  the  time  of  the  arrest,  the 
prisoner  may  be  discharged. 

"The  agent  who  receives  the  fugitive  Into 
his  custody  shaU  be  empowered  to  transport 
him  to  the  jurladlctloa  from  which  he  has 
fled." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


PUNISHMENT  FOR  TRANSPORTA- 
TION OF  STOLEN  MOTOR  VE- 
HICLES 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  675)  to  amend  section  2312  of 
titie  18  of  the  United  States  Code  so  as 
to  extend  the  punishment  of  the  trans- 
portation of  stolen  motor  vehicles  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  to  trail- 
ers or  semitrailers,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 


amendment,  on  page  1.  begining  in  line 
3.  to  strike  out: 

That  section  23ia  of  title  18  of  the  Ulitted 
SUtes  Code  la  amended  to  read  aa  foUowa: 

*S  2313.  ITansportatlon  of  stiden  vehtclsa 

^Whoever  transports  In  Intersteto  or  for- 
eign commerce  a  motor  vehicle,  trailer,  semi- 
trailer, or  aircraft,  knowing  the  same  to  bav* 
been  stolen,  embeizled,  feloniously  oonwtad, 
or  taken  feloniously  by  fraud,  shall  be  «iw^ 
not  more  than  $5,000  or  Imjulaoned  not  motw 
than  6  years,  or  both." 

Sec.  2.  Section  2313  of  title  18  of  the 
United  SUtes  Code  Is  amended  to  immI  m 
follows : 

"I  2813.  Sale  or  receipt  of  stolen  rehlelea 

"V^oever  receives,  conceals,  stores,  barters, 
sella,  or  disposes  of  any  motor  vehicle,  trailer, 
semitrailer,  or  aircraft,  moving  as,  or  iHildt 
is  a  part  at,  or  which  oonsUtutes  Intsxatote 
or  foreign  oommeroe.  knowing  the  same  to 
have  been  stolen.  embeiBled.  feloniously  con- 
verted, or  taken  feloniously  by  fraud.  «*»»n 
be  fined  not  more  than  $5,000  or  Imprisoned 
not  more  than  5  years,  or  both.* 

And  insert: 

That  section  2311  of  title  18.  United  SUtes 
Code.  Is  amended  by  Inserting  In  the  deflnl- 
tlon  of  "liotor  vehicle",  after  "automobUa 
wagon",  the  following:  "tractor,  ecnnmerclal 
truck  trailer  or  truck  semitrailer  having  a 
chassis  weight  of  over  2,000  pounds." 

Ssc.  2.  Section  2312  of  such  title  Is  »wiTm- 
ed  by  inserting  after  "stolen",  the  foUowlng: 
"embezEled,  feloniously  converted,  or  taken 
felonioiisly  by  fraud." 

Sac.  3.  Section  3313  of  such  title  Is  amend- 
ed by  Inserting  after  "stolen",  the  foUowlng: 
"embeoled.  feloniously  converted,  or  t»fci»n  - 
feloniously  by  fraud." 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enmcted,  ete^  TbaX  section  2311  of 
title  18,  United  SUtes  Code,  Is  amended  by 
inserting  In  the  definition  of  "Motor  ve- 
hicle", after  "automobUe  wagtm",  the  fd- 
lowlng:  "tractor,  commercial  trudc  trailer 
or  truck  semitrailer  having  a  "hfiimlt  weight 
of  over  2,000  pounds." 

8k.  2.  Section  2312  at  such  Utle  Is  amend- 
ed by  inserting  after  "stolen",  the  following: 
"embezEled,  felonloualy  converted,  or  takaa 
feloniously  by  fraud." 

Sk.  S.  Section  asis  of  sudi  title  is  amstid- 
ed  by  Inserting  after  "stolen",  the  fcflknr- 
Ing:  "embecKled.  feloniously  converted,  or 
taken  feloniously  by  fraud." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  partic- 
ularly desire  to  have  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCakkav], 
because  I  shall  be  very  mudi  surmised 
if  he  does  not  join  me  in  the  amend* 
ment  I  am  about  to  explain. 

My  bill  was  originaUy  designed  to 
make  it  a  Federal  offense  to  transport  in 
interstate  commerce  a  stolen  rental 
trailer.  The  Senate  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee amended  It  so  as  to  cover  only  heavy, 
but  not  rental,  trailers. 

I  am  about  to  offer  an  amendment 
which  would  extend  the  coverage  to 
rental  trailers  with  a  weight  of  750 
r>ounds  minimum  Umit.  Ilils  would 
include  so-called  light  metal  trailers. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
it  is  a  matter  the  manitfacturers  and 
rental  agencies  of  trailers  have  taken  up 
with  the  Senator  fnnn  Or^ron,  and  I  do 
not  think  any  objections  will  be  found 
to  the  amendment.  I  offer  the  amend- 
ment. 
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Tlie  FRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  The 
elok  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
ttf  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

The  LasttLAnvK  Clsbk.  On  page  2, 
line  17,  it  is  inroposed  to  strike  out 
*^2.flOe"  and  insert  In  Ueu  thereof  "750." 

The  FRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bUl  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
f  <»:  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  to  amend  sections  2311.  2312. 
and  2313  of  titie  18.  United  States  Code, 
so  as  to  extend  the  punishment  for  the 
transportation  of  sUden  motor  ireliicies 
in  interstate  or  foreign  c<Hnmerce  to 
tractors.  ccMoimercial  truck  trailers  and 
truck  semitrailers,  and  for  other  ?ur- 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bin  (H.  R.  9910)  to  amend  section 
413  (A)  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of 
1946  was  annoimced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  QORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


JAMES  DORE.  JR. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7508)  for  the  relief  of 
James  Dore,  Jr.  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  biU  (H.  R.  9785)  to  provide  a 
method  for  compensating  claims  for 
damages  sustained  as  the  result  of  the 
explosions  at  Texas  City.  Tex.,  was  an- 
nounced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
clearly  this  is  not  calendar  business,  be- 
cause of  the  amount  of  the  claim  in- 
volved. I  think  there  is  great  'merit  to 
the  bill,  and  I  shall  support  it  if  I  am 
called  upon  to  vote  upon  it.  However,  I 
hardly  think  the  S^iate  should  be  asked 
to  pass  upon  the  bill  on  the  call  of  the 
calendar.  Therefore.  I  ask  that  the  bill 
go  over.  

The  PRESIDTNO  OFFICER.  The 
hill  will  be  passed  over. 


ASSESSMENT  OP  COSTS  AND  AT- 
TORNEYS' FEES  IN  CERTAIN  AP- 
PELLATE PROCEEDINGS 

The  bill  (S.  3429)  to  authorize  the  as- 
sesanent  of  costs  and  reasonable  at- 
torneys' fees  against  the  United  States 
in  certain  appellate  proceedings  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Ux.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  /kCcCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  tills  bill  is  to  provide  that  in 
a  civil  case,  where  the  United  States  is 
the  losing  party,  and  the  United  States 
files  an  appeal,  and  the  appeal  is  finally 
terminated  against  the  United  States, 
the  United  States  shall  be  required  to  pay 
costs  and  reasonable  attorney  fees  in- 
curred by  the  other  party  in  connection 
with  the  appeal. 


At  the  present  time,  the  Government 
can  take  an  appeal  without  aey  cost  or 
risk  except  the  engagement  of  the  time 
Of  a  Government  lawyer  who  is  on  salary. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  adverse  party  has 
to  stand  the  cost  of  the  appeal,  which 
is  often  a  very  considerable  expense; 
and  this  cost-must  be  borne,  even  though 
the  Government  loses  the  appeal. 

If  this  bill  is  passed,  the  Ga^ernment 
Will  have  to  make  a  more  careful  study 
before  taking  an  appeal  from  an  unfa- 
vorable Judgment.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  bill  to  stop  the  Govemment  from 
taking  an  appeal  in  any  case  in  which 
it  appears  there  is  a  chance  for  a  re- 
versal, favorable  to  the  Government,  in 
the  higher  cotirt.  But  the  bill  should 
operate  to  stop  the  taking  of  appeals  in 
cases  where  attorneys  for  the  Govern- 
ment feel  there  is  no  chance  to  get  a 
reversal.  In  other  words,  this  bill  will 
stop  the  practice  of  using  appeals  as  a 
club  to  force  a  settlement. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engflossed  for 
a  third  reading,  read  the  thiid  time,  and 
passed  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  2412  of 
title  28  of  the  United  States  Code  1«  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  n«w  subsec- 
tion as  follows  : 

"(d)  IX  the  decision  In  any  i^roceedlng 
before  a  court  of  appeals  or  the  Supreme 
Court  to  which  the  United  States  Is  a  party 
(1)  affirms  the  Judgment  of  a  court  of  first 
Instance  against  the  United  Stat#s,  or  (2), 
In  the  case  of  a  proceeding  before  the  Su- 
preme Court,  reverses  the  decision  o'  a  court 
of  appeals  by  an  order  requiring  in  effect  the 
reinstatement  of  a  Judgment  of  t  court  of 
first  instance  against  the  United  States,  the 
United  States  shall  be  liable  for  costs  and 
reasonable  attorneys'  fees  incurred  6s  a  result 
of  any  such  proceeding.  The  Suprtme  Court 
shall  prescribe  rules  for  determining  reason- 
able attorneys'  fees  In  any  proceeding  with 
respect  to  which  the  provisions  of  this  sub- 
section are  applicable. - 


PAYMENT     OF    LUMP-SUM    DEATH 
BENEFITS— BILL  PASSED   OVER 

The  bill  (S.  29)  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  lump-sum  death  bene^ts  to  the 
survivors  of  certain  employees  of  con- 
tractors with  the  United  States  during 
World  War  II  was  announced  qb  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President.  T  should 
like  to  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  bill  deals  with 
benefits  under  the  War  Claims  Act. 
That  act  now  provides  for  certain  death 
benefit  payments,  to  be  made  to  the  sur- 
viving widow  or  widower  or  the  employee, 
the  surviving  children  under  18  years  of 
age,  and,  in  certain  circumstances,  to 
dependent  grandchildren,  brothers,  and 
sisters. 

The  bill  S.  29  would  expand  the  pres- 
ent scheme  of  benefits  by  providing  that 
(1)  if  there  is  no  beneficiary  entitled  to 
receive  monthly  death  benefita.  or  (2) 
if  the  amount  of  such  benefits  previously 
paid  is  less  than  $7,500  and  there  is  no 
beneficiary  entitled  to  further  benefits, 
then  payment  shall  be  made,  up  to  the 
maximum  of  $7,500.  to  certain  desig- 


nated persons.  The  deslgtated  persons 
are,  in  the  order  named,  the  employee's 
parents,  children,  and  brothers  and  sis- 
ters. Payments  would  be  made  from  the 
war  claims  fund. 

The  Department  of  Ju|tice  has  re- 
ported that  enactment  of  the  bill  involves 
a  question  of  policy  on  whldh  the  depart- 
ment prefers  to  make  no  Recommenda- 
tion. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  Presic^nt,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     I  yielfl. 

Mr.  GORE.  Does  not  the  report  show 
that  the  Bureau  of  the  Budtet  is  opposed 
to  the  enactment  of  the  bilj? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  think  the  Bureau 
desires  to  have  action  on  the  bill  with- 
held until  they  can  complete  a  study. 
That  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  GORE.    I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFPICtR.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


BILLS  PASSED  TO  FOOT  OF 
CALENDAR 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  Calendar 
No.  2365,  Senate  bill  3C67.  ^nd  Calendar 
No.  2355.  Senate  bill  3844,  to  which  ob- 
jections have  been  made,  may  go  to  the 
foot  of  the  calendar,  so  that  there  may 
be  further  explanation  of  t^e  bills. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFIClK.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest that  Calendar  No.  2356,  Senate  bill 
3844,  and  Calendar  No.  236^,  Senate  bill 
3067,  go  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar? 
The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  bills  will 
go  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 


CLAIMS  OF  CERTAIN  AMERICAN 
CITIZENS 

IT.e  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  221)  to  amend  the  War  Claims 
Act  to  include  claims  of  cettain  Ameri- 
can citizens  who  served  14  the  armed 
forces  of  any  government  aQied  with  the 
United  States  during  World  War  n  and 
who  were  taken  prisoners  of  war,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  on 
page  2,  after  line  7,  to  insert: 

Sec.  2.  Any  claimant  brougbt  within  the 
definition  of  "prisoner  of  war'*  by  reason  of 
the  amendment  made  by  enadtment  of  this 
act  may  file  his  claim  at  anjf  time  within 
90  days  after  the  date  of  appr^tval  here,  any 
other  law  to  the  contrary  noltwlthstandlng. 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  subjection  (a)  of 
section  6  of  the  War  Claims  Act;  of  1948,  Pub- 
lic Law  896.  80th  Congress,  approved  July  3, 
1948.  be  amended  to  read  as  fallows: 

"Sec.  6.  (a)  As  used  In  thi4  section,  th« 
term  "prisoner  of  war'  means  uny  regularly 
appointed,  enrolled,  enlisted,  or  Inducted 
member  of  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States;  or  any  person  who  served  In 
the  active  military  or  naval  service  of  any 
government  allied  with  the  United  States  In 
World  War  II  and  who  at  tlm^  of  entrance 
into  such  active  service  was  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  who  was  held  as  a  prisoner  of 
war  for  any  period  of  time  subsequent  to 
December  7,  1941.  by  any  government  of  any 
nation  with  which  the  Unltefl  States  has 
been  at  war  subsequent  to  sucH  date." 

Sec.  2.  Any  claimant  brought  within  the 
definition  of  "prisoner  of  war"  by  reason  of 
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the  amendment  made  by  enactment  of  thii 
act  may  file  his  claim  at  any  time  within  90 
days  after  the  date  of  approval  hereof,  any 
other  law  to  the  contrary  notwlthstandlnf. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  LAND  TO 
THE  STATE  OF  TEXAS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3822)  to  authorize  the  convey- 
ance to  the  State  of  Texas  of  apprcoci- 
mately  9  acres  of  land  in  Houston.  Tex., 
to  be  used  for  National  Guard  purposes, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services  with  amend- 
ments, on  page  1.  after  line  2.  to  sUike 
out: 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  la  autboi*- 
Ized  and  directed  to  oonTey,  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  section  2  of  this  act.  to  the 
State  of  Texas  the  following-described  por- 
tion, comprising  nine  and  three  hundred  six 
one-thousandths  acres  of  land,  more  or  less, 
of  the  Hughes  Strut  Plant,  Houston,  Harris 
County,  Tex.,  together  with  all  Inaprovemente 
thereon : 

Beginning  at  the  Intersection  of  the  south 
property  line  of  the  Hughee  Strut  Plant  with 
the  northwesterly  right-of-way  line  of  Mc- 
carty Avenue,  also  known  as  State  Highway 
Numbered  S  and  United  States  Highway 
Numbered  M,  said  Intersection  also  being  the 
southernmost  aoutbeast  comer  of  a  twenty- 
six  and  seven  hundred  twenty-two  one-thou- 
sandths acre  tract  deacrlbed  In  deed  to 
Hughes  Tool  Co.  recorded  in  volume  1179. 
page  ess,  deed  records  of  Harris  County. 
Tex.,  a  two  and  oae-balf-lnch  pipe  and  a 
fence  comer  post; 

Thence  south  eighty-nine  degrees  fifty- 
six  minutes  west  two  hundred  ninety  and 
twenty-one  one-hundredths  feet  to  a  poknt. 
a  two  and  one-half -Inch  pipe  and  fence  cor- 
ner post; 

Thence  north  no  degrees  fifteen  minutes 
twenty-five  seconds  east  five  hundred  aev- 
enty-flve  and  aeventy-three  one-hundredths 
feet,  to  a  point,  a  two-and-one-half-lnch 
pipe  and  fence  comer  poet: 

Thence  south  eighty-nine  degrees  fifty- 
nine  minutes  twenty  seconds  east  one  hun- 
dred fifty-six  and  thirty-five  one-hun- 
dredths feet,  to  a  point,  a  one-half -inch  pipe; 

Thence  north  no  degrees  six  minutes  west 
three  hundred  sixty  and  twenty-five  one- 
hundredths  feet  to  a  point,  three-quarter- 
Inch  rod; 

Thence  south  eighty-nine  degrees  fifty- 
five  minutes  east  two  hundred  fifty-four 
and  ninety-two  one-hundredths  feet  to  a 
point,  a  three -quarter -Inch  rod: 

Thence  south  no  degrees  nine  minutes 
west  two  hundred  thirty-one  and  eighty  one- 
hundredths  feet  to  a  point,  a  three-quarter- 
Inch  rod; 

Thence  north  eighty-nine  degrees  fifty- 
seven  minutes  east  one  hundred  eighty-three 
and  fifty-six  one-hundredths  feet  to  a  point, 
three-quarter-inch  rod; 

Thence  south  two  degrees  eight  minirtes 
forty  seconds  west  forty-nine  and  seventy 
one-hundredths  feet  to  a  point,  a  two-and- 
one-half-lnch  pipe  and  fence  comer  poet; 

Thence  north  eighty-seven  degrees  nine 
minutes  east  one  hundred  eighty-one  and 
thirty-one  one-hundredths  feet  to  a  point, 
a  two-and-one-haU-inch  pipe  and  fence 
corner  poet; 

Thence  aouth  thirty-eight  degrees  nine 
minutes  fifty  seconds  west  five  hundred 
thirteen  and  sixty-nine  one-hundredths 
feet  to  a  point,  a  three-quarter-inch  rod; 


Thence  along  an  arc  curving  to  the  left 
whoee  radius  is  one  thousand  four  hundred 
eighty-two  and  sixty-nine  one-hundredths 
feet  and  whose  center  angle  is  eleven  degrees 
fifty-four  minutes  forty-eight  seconds,  a  dis- 
tance of  three  hundred  eight  and  twenty- 
nine  one-hundredths  feet  to  the  place  of  t>e- 
glnnlng. 

And  insert: 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  convey  to  the  State  of 
Texas,  without  compensation  therefor,  all 
the  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  the  United 
States  in  and  to  approxinoately  9.3  acres  of 
land  in  Houston.  Harris  County,  Tex.,  and 
aU  improvements  thereon,  said  property 
ccmprising  that  portion  of  the  former 
Hughes  Strut  plant  now  being  occupied  by 
the  Texas  National  Guard  under  a  license 
Issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

On  page  4.  line  23,  after  the  word 
"property",  to  strike  out  "(including  im- 
provements by  the  United  States)",  so 
as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  is  suthorlzed  and  directed  to  con- 
vey to  the  State  of  Texas,  without  compensa- 
tion therefor,  all  the  right,  title,  and  interest 
of  the  United  States  in  and  to  approximately 
9.3  acres  of  land  in  Houston.  Harris  County. 
Tex.,  and  all  improvements  thereon,  said 
property  comprising  that  portion  of  the 
former  Hughes  Strut  plant  now  being  occu- 
pied by  the  Texas  National  Guard  under  a 
license  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Sac.  2.  The  deed  of  conveyance  authorized 
under  tne  provisions  of  this  act  shaU — 

(1)  provide  that  the  property  conveyed 
shall  not  be  alienated  in  whole  or  in  part 
by  the  State  of  Texas  and  shall  be  used 
primarily  for  training  National  Guard  and 
Air  National  Guard  personnel  and  for  other 
military  purposes,  and  If  such  provision  Is 
violated  title  to  such  property  (Including  aU 
improvements  by  the  State  of  Texas)  shall 
revert  to  the  United  States: 

(2)  reserve  to  the  United  States  all  miner- 
als (including  oU  and  gas)  in  the  lands 
conveyed: 

(3)  provide  that  during  any  state  of  war 
or  national  emergency  and  for  6  months 
thereafter,  if  the  Secretary  of  Defense  de- 
termines that  the  property  conveyed  is  use- 
ful or  necessary  for  national  defense  pur- 
poses, the  United  States  may,  without  pay- 
ment therefor,  reenter  such  property  and  use 
all  or  any  part  of  it  (Including  improve- 
ments by  the  State  of  Texas)  but  upon  the 
termination  of  such  use  such  property  shall 
revert  to  the  State  of  Texas;  and 

(4)  contain  such  additional  terms,  condi- 
tions, reservations,  and  restrictions  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
to  be  neceesary  to  protect  the  interests  of 
the  United  States. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  a  state- 
ment prepared  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall]  rela- 
tive to  Senate  bill  3822  printed  at  this 
point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Recoro.  as  follows: 

STATXICZNT  BT  SXNATOa   Saltohstau. 

The  purpoae  of  this  bill  is  to  authorise  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  to  convey,  without 
consldMration.  to  the  State  of  Texas  approxi- 
mately 03  acres  of  land,  together  with  im- 
provements, in  Houston.  Tex.,  to  be  used  for 
National  Guard  purpoaea. 

The  transfer  of  the  property  is  supported 
by  the  Army  since  the  State  of  Texas  has  a 
long-range  military  requirement  for  the 
acreage.  Since  January  1952  the  {nroperty  has 


been  need  by  the  State  of  Texas  for  mllitaiy 
purposes,  under  license  from  the  Anny. 

The  bin  contains  the  \isual  safeguMtIa 
which  protect  the  Interests  of  the  UnlteA 
States  In  transfers  of  this  type,  by  iii— iIim 
to  the  United  Statea  all  mineral  rights,  tte 
authority  to  iiae  the  property  without  pay- 
ment in  the  event  of  natUmal  emergency.  ^tH 
the  reversion  of  title  to  the  United  Statea  ta 
the  event  the  property  Is  tiaed  for  other  ***r'\ 
military  purpoees.  The  bill  also  contains  a 
provision  which  provldee  "that  the  Seovtary 
of  the  Army  may  add  to  the  deed  of  convey- 
ance  such  additional  terms  as  nnrr— i  j  to 
protect  the  interests  of  the  United  Statea. 
There  is  ample  leglalative  precedent  for  tbla 
bUl. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  Th« 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third, 
reading  of  the  bilL 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  now  return  to  the  begixming 
of  the  calendar,  on  page  5,  The  clerk 
will  state  the  first  bill  on  the  calendar. 


BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  242)  to  provide  for  th« 
establishment  of  a  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration  domiciliary  facility  at  Rnt  Lo- 
gan, Colo.,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  SMATHER8.     Over. 

The  PRESmiNQ  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  biU  (S.  59)  for  the  reUef  of  FMiz 
Kortschok  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  SMATHER8.    Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  biU 
will  be  iwssed  over. 


PHED  VOSNIACOS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  ths 
bill  (S.  101)  for  the  reUef  of  Phed  Vos- 
niacos  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  in  Ihie  7.  after  the  word 
"fee",  to  strike  out  "and  head  tax",  lo 
as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpoaea 
of  the  immigration  and  naturalisation  laWa, 
Phed  Vosnlacos  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  reeidenoe  as  of  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  thia  act  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  realdence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secre» 
tary  of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  is  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  tp. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed.  t> 


RESOLUTION  PASSED  OVER 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  57)  to  amiMid 
rule  xm  of  the  standing  rules  relatlw 
to  motions  to  rectmsider  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  tlW 
resolution  will  be  passed  over. 
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BlXlt  PASSED  OVER 

Hie  ISSL  (8. 1663)  to  increase  the  sal- 
•xks  of  Membera  of  CongreBS.  judges  of 
the  Ihitted  Stotes  courts,  and  United 
Btetes  aUoraesTB,  and  for  other  purposes, 
vu  amwonced  aa  next  in  order. 

Mr.  flMATHBlS.    Over. 

The  FRBSIDDIG  OFFICER.  The  bill 
vm  be  passed  over. 


SBBQLOnON  PASSED  OVER 

The  reeolufcloKi  (8.  Res.  20)  amendlTig 
the  dotnre  rule  with  reqpect  to  the  num- 
ber required  for  adoption  of  a  dotare 
watMxm  was  announoed  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GK»i£.    Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OmCER.  The  res- 
dlutton  will  be  passed  over. 


BILLS  TASSESy  OVER 

The  bill  (8.  1857)  to  amend  certain 
■tatutes  providing  expeditious  judicial 
pgoceerlings  for.  the  ftmwi^mnj^^i^^p  of 
lands  for  public  purposes  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  bill 
irill  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  1396)  to  authorize  the 
adoption  of  certain  rules  with  respect  to 
the  broadcasting  or  telecasting  of  pro- 
fessional baseball  exhibitions  in  inter- 
state commerce,  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 
Bfr.  PORE.    Over. 

Ttie  FRK8TDTNO  OFFICER.    The  bill 
«1U  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  1806)  to  amend  the  Navy 
ration  statute  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
serving  of  oleomargarine  or  margarine 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 

^The  bill  (S.  848)  to  prescribe  policy 
and  procedure  in  connection  with  con- 
struction contracts  made  by  executive 
agencies,  and  for  other  purposes,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 
Hr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 

The  bm  (S.  281)  to  amend  section  1 
(17)  (a),  section  13  (3).  and  section  13 
(4)  <tf  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  in 
order  to  extend  to  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  power  to  prescribe 
the  discontinuance  of  certain  railroad 
services  in  intrastate  ctnumerce  when 
found  to  be  unreasonably  discriminatory 
against  or  to  constitute  an  undue  burden 
on  interstate  commerce  was  annoimced 
as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  bill 
Win  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  2413)  to  provide  an  elected 
mayor,  city  councU,  school  board,  and 
nonvoting  delegate  to  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, and  for  other  purposes,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  GCmE.    Over. 

T*e  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  1243)  to  amend  the  War 
Confaactors  Relief  Act  with  respect  to 
the  definition  of  a  request  for  relief,  to 
authorize  consideration  and  settlement 


of  certain  claims  of  subcontractors,  to 
provide  reasonable  compensaition  for 
services  of  partners  and  proprietors,  and 
for  other  purposes,  was  annotmced  as 
next  in  order.  i 

Mr.  GORE.    Over.  I 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6287)  to  extend  and 
amend  the  Renegotiation  Act  ol  1951 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6648)  to  amend  section 
205  of  the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  2404)  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  require 
reasonable  bonds  from  packers  was  an- 
xx>unced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  49)  to  enable  the  people 
of  Hawaii  to  form  a  constitution  and 
State  government  and  to  be  admitted 
into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with 
the  original  States  was  announced  as 
next  in  order.  j 

Mr.  GORE.    Over.  ' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  biU 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  50)  to  provide  for  the  ad- 
mission of  Alaslca  into  the  Uttion  was 
annoimced  as  next  in  order,      i 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over.         | 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  2244)  to  provide  for  pro- 
motion by  merit  of  employees  in  the 
postal  services  and  to  establish  uniform 
procedures  for  examination  and  ap- 
pohitment  of  candidates  for  pnomotion 
to  supervisory  positions  was  announced 
as  next  in  order.  1 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over.        ' 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  509  >  to  confer  Jurisdic- 
tion upon  the  United  States  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render 
Judgment  upon  claims  of  customs  offi- 
cers and  employees  to  extra  coSipensa- 
tion  for  Sunday,  holiday,  and  overUme 
services  performed  after  August  31 
1931,  and  not  heretofore  paid  in  accord- 
ance with  existing  law  was  announced 
as  next  In  order.  \ 

Mr.  GORE.    Over.  ' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over.  i 

RESOLUTION  PASSED  OVER 
The  resolution  (S.  Res.  207)  requir- 
ing a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  the  Question 
of  advising  and  consenting  to  the  ratifi- 
cation of  treaties  was  announced  as 
next  in  order.  i 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Over    I 
The     PRESIDING     OFFICER       The 
resolution  will  be  passed  over. 
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courts  or  other  departments  and  agen- 
cies of  the  United  States  was  announced 
as  next  in  order.  j 

Mr.  MORSE.    Over.         I 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  bill 

Will  be  passed  over. 
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BILL  PASSED  OVER 
The  bill  (S.  42)  to  provide  for  attor- 
neys' liens    In  proceedings    before  the 


INCREASE  IN  PER  DIEM  ALLOWANCE 
FOR  SUBSISTENCE  AND  TRAVEL 
EXPENSES 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3200)  to  amend  section  3  of  the 
Travel  Expense  Act  of  1949.  as  amended, 
to  provide  an  increased  maximum  per 
diem  allowance  for  subsistence  and 
travel  expense. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  offer 
the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the  deslc 
and  ELSk  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  'Legislativi:  Ci.xrk.     On  page  1 
line  3.  after  the  word  "That",  it  is  pro- 
posed to  insert  "(a)." 

On  page  1.  after  line  5,  It  is  proposed 
to  insert  the  following: 

(b)  The  proviso  in  the  paragraph  desig- 
nated "Inquiries  and  Investigations"  under 
the  heading  "Contingent  Expenses  of  the 
Senate"  in  the  Legislative  Appropriation 
Act.  1955.  Is  amended  by  strllllng  out  "$9" 
and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "$12. •• 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreied  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFHCER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  Ume, 
and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  fa>  section  S  of 
the  Travel  Bcpense  Act  of  1946  («3  Stat. 
166,  as  amended;  5  U.  S.  C.  836)  Is  amended 
by  striking  out  "t9'  and  insekting  In  lieu 
thereof  "$12." 

(b)  The  proviso  In  the  parigraph  desig- 
nated "Inquiries  and  Investl^tlons"  un- 
der the  heading  "Contingent  expenses  of  th* 
Senate"  In  the  Legislative  Appropriation 
Act.  1955.  Is  amended  by  strlkllng  out  "$9" 
and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  'tia.*' 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 
The  bill  (S.  692)  to  prohibit  discrimi- 
nation in  employment  because  of  race, 
color,  religion,  national  origin,  or  an- 
cestry was  announced  as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


WARREN  P.  HOOVER 
The  bill  (H.  R.  7460)  to  pay  Warren  P. 
Hoover  for  services  rendered  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  re$d  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  biU  (S.  2910)  providing  for  the 
creation  of  certain  United  States  Judge- 
ships, and  for  other  purposes,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over,  by  request. 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

.  The  bUl  (S.  44)  to  provide  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  deputy  United  States  mar- 
shals without  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
the  civil-service  laws  and  regulations  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over. 

The  PRISIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  2373)  to  limit  in  certain 
cases  the  power  of  a  single  Justice  or 
judge  of  the  United  States  to  grant  a  stay 
of  execution  or  sentence  in  connection 
with  a  habeas  ccninis  proceeding  or  other 
proceeding  collaterally  attaclcing  the 
conviction  of  any  person  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Over. 

The  PRKSIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  paesed  over. 

The  bin  (S.  2020)  to  amend  section  433 
of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  relating  to 
exemptions  with  respect  to  certain  con- 
tracts was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRISIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  blU  (H.  R.  4017)  to  provide  for 
the  conveyance  of  certain  land  and  im- 
provements to  the  England  Special 
School  Dis':rict  of  the  State  of  Arlcansas 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Over. 

The  PRISIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  23)  to  make  it  unlawful 
for  a  meml)er  of  a  Communist  organiza- 
tion to  hold  an  office  or  employment  with 
any  labor  organization  and  to  permit  the 
discharge  l)y  employers  of  persons  who 
are  raembe:-s  of  organizations  designated 
as  subversive  by  the  Attorney  General 
of  the  United  States  was  announced  as 
next  in  ord(>r. 

Mr.  GORE    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3915)  to  permit  the 
mining,  development,  and  utilization  of 
the  mineral  resources  of  all  public  lands 
withdrawn  or  reserved  for  power  devel- 
opment, and  for  other  purposes,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GOR3.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passixl  over. 


RESOLUTION  PASSED  OVER 

The  resoluUon  (S.  Res.  144)  requiring 
a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  the  passage  of 
joint  resolutions  proposing  amendments 
to  the  Con.stitution  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Over. 

The  PREBlDINa  OFFICER.  The  res- 
olution will  be  passed  over. 


BD  J£  PASSED  OVER 

The  biU  (8.  3199)  to  authorize  addi- 
tional use  of  Government  motor  vehicles 
at  isolated  Government  installations,  and 
for  other  porposes,  was  announced  as 
next  In  order, 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  biU  (H.  2980)  conferring  jurisdic- 
tion upon  the  United  States  District 


Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
Yoric  to  hear,  determine,  and  render 
Judgment  upon  a  claim  of  the  BunlEer 
HiU  Development  Corp.  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The      PRESIDINO      OFFICER.     The 

bill  will  be  passed  over. 


FLOYD  C.  BARBER 

The  Senate  resumed  consideration  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  2815)  for  the  relief  of 
Floyd  C.  Barber,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  an  amendment,  which,  to- 
gether with  an  amendment  submitted 
by  Mr.  Henorickson,  had  been  agreed 
to  on  June  15.  1954. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2876)  for  the  relief  of 
Leo  F.  Finder  was  annoimced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4104)  for  the  relief  of 
Frank  St.  Charles  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


HUNnNGTON.  McLAREN  L  CO. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  4329)  for  the  relief  of  Hunt- 
ington. McLaren  k  Co.,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  an  amendment,  on  page  1. 
line  11.  after  the  word  "act",  to  strilce 
out  "in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6033)  for  the  relief  of 
Albert  Vincent,  Sr.,  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.  Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  biU  (H.  R.  5572)  for  the  relief  of 
Lt.  Comdr.  Cook  Cleland  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3158)  to  eliminate  cumu- 
lative voting  of  shares  of  stock  in  the 
election  of  directors  of  national  banking 
associations  was  annoimced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mi.  gore.  Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3190)  to  amend  secUon 
3  of  the  act  of  January  2.  1951.  pro- 
hibiting the  transportation  of  gambling 


devices  in  interstate  and  foreign  com- 
merce was  announced  as  next  m  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3542)  to  prohibit  trans- 
mission of  certam  gambling  information 
in  interstate  and  foreign  commerce  by 
communications  facilities  was  announced 
as  next  iii  order. 

Mr.  GORE.  Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3435)  to  amend  the  act 
relating  to  tbe  administration  of  the 
Washington  National  Airport,  to  incor- 
porate the  Washington  National  Airport 
Corp..  and  for  other  purposes,  was  an- 
noimced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICSl.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3706)  to  amend  the  Sub- 
versives Activities  Control  Act  of  I9S0 
to  provide  for  the  determination  of  the 
identity  of  certain  Communist-iniU- 
trated  organizations,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  go  over. 


AMENDMENT  OF  REVISED 
STATUTES  4426 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bUl  (H.  R  8647)  to  amend  Revised  Stat- 
utes 4426.       

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  an  amendment  to  the  desk,  whlcfa 
I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment 

The  Lkgislativi  Clmxk.  On  page  1, 
line  8.  after  the  word  "the",  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  "inspection." 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  has  been  cleared  with  the 
staff  of  the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce Committee.  They  agree  it  is  de- 
sirable, as  apparently  does  the  Coast 
Guard. 

Its  purpose  is  to  insure  that  the  tem- 
porary exemption  granted  such  vessels, 
is  only  with  respect  to  boiler  and  hull 
inspections  and  not  the  safety  regula- 
tions or  other  provisions  of  Revised  Stat- 
utes 4426.  The  report  indicates  that  this 
is  all  that  was  intended  by  the  amend- 
ment. The  language,  however,  was 
broader  than  the  Intention. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7305)  to  amend  the 
definition  of  "airman"  in  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Act  of  1938.  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Ibe 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 
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SOOUE    SIVEB    BASSH    BECLAMA-        My  obJecUon  on  the  last  pr^ous  call 
HON  FROJICT,  ORBQON  of  the  calendar  was  based  on  the  fact 

«4*^k    A_  ^.^1 t A.*.,     that  the  consideration  I  had  sriven  thA 


rwn^^   wm 


Mr.  KUCHELu    Mr.  Pre^dent,  I  wish 
to  be  perfectly  sure  I  understand.    Does 

the  Senator  frnm   Rniith  r?Am1{n*    ra#.. 
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agency  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  having  jurisdiction  over  public 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     With- 
out objection.  House  bill  1254.  Calendar 


to  tfaem  pubUe  lands  In 

IflO-Bi*.!*  1iinit*tinn9 
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of  tiM 


•utnorlze  consideration  and  settlement 


The  bill  (S.  42)  to  provide  for  attor- 
neys' liens    in  proceedings    before  the 


•""*-".    emu    xyji    uuier    purposes,    was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over,  by  request 


! 


The  biU  (H.  2980)  conferring  jurisdic- 
tion upon  tiie  United  Stotes  District 


3  of  the  act  of  January  2,  1951,  pro- 
hibiting the  transportation  of  gambling 


The     PRESIDING     OFFICER. 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


Tte 
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BOGUS    ZOVEB    BAfflN    BECLAMA- 
TlOm  FROJBCT.  OREGON 

Tlie  tiffl  (8.  S1S4)  to  ttuUMTiae  the 
Seowtary  «r  the  Inberlor  to  eratstruct. 
<9erate.  and  tnalntittn  Oie  Tateut  dtvl- 
akm  of  the  Rogne  Rtrer  Basin  reebtma- 
tloB  iirojeet.  Oregvm.  was  anxKmnced  as 
i*yx^  111  ordcfa 

Ifr.  GORDON.  Mr.  President,  objec- 
tion was  originally  heard  to  the  Senate 
tdIL  I  ask  that  the  House  MU  (H.  R. 
83M).  Calendar  No.  2362.  be  snbstttated 
for  the  Senate  bilL 

The  PRESIDING  OFVICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  belnc  nd  objection,  the  bm 
<H.  R.  83M)  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  ttie  Interior  to  construct,  operate,  and 
matntatn  the  Talent  dtrislon  of  the 
Rogiie  River  Basin  project.  Oregon,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  thfardgme.  and  passed, 
r  ^  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection.  Senate  bill  3134  will  be 
todeflnltely  postponed. 
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BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

Tlie  bin  (H.  R.  7S15)  to  provide  for 
the  construction,  operation,  and  naaln- 
tenance  of  the  Cougar  Dam  and  Reser- 
voir on  the  South  Fork  McEIenzie  River, 
Qreg.,  with  participation  for  power  by 
thfe  city  of  Eugene.  C^reg.,  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Over. 

The     PRESB3INO     OFFICER.    The 

bill  will  be  passed  over. 

Tbe  bill  (S.  880)  to  amend  the  license 
law  of  the  District  of  Columbia  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  2601)  to  provide  for  Fed- 
eral financial  assistance  to  States  and 
Territories  in  the  construction  of  pub- 
lic elementary  and  secondary  school  fa- 
cilities was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  CMTFTCER.  The 
bUl  will  be  passed  over. 


CONSTRUCTION  OF  THE  SANTA  MA- 
RIA PROJECT.  SOtJTHERN  PACIFIC 
BASIN,  CALIF.— BILL  PLACED  AT 
FOOT  OF  CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2235)  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  construct 
the  Santa  Maria  project.  Southern  Pa- 
eiflc  Basin,  Calif.,  was  announced  as 
next  in  cuxier. 

B«r.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Over. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  withhold  his  objection  for  just 
a  moment? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  Souths  CaroUna. 
I  will  withhold  the  objection. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  ob- 
jected to  this  bill  on  the  previous  call  of 
the  calendar.  Since  then  I  have  looked 
Into  the  bill,  and  in  my  Judgment  the 
objections  which  I  raised  on  the  last  call 
of  the  calendar  should  be  withdrawn. 

I  wish  to  read  into  the  Rkcoro  a  letter 
which  I  have  received  from  the  director 
of  the  Oregon  State  Game  Commission. 


My  objection  on  the  last  previous  call 
of  the  calendar  was  based  on  the  fact 
that  the  consideration  I  had  given  the 
bill  up  to  that  time  did  not  I#ad  me  to 
believe  there  was  a  sufBcient  F^eral  in- 
terest to  justify  the  provisions  of  the 
bill.  However,  this  letter  states  as  fol- 
lows: 

DsAX  SxNATOx  Mo&sx:  Reference  Is  made  to 
tbe  so-called  graaslands  water  bill  spon- 
sored by  Congressman  Oaklxy  HTlNm,  now 
before  Congress. 

It  la  my  understanding  that  you  have  re- 
quested holding  this  bin  In  order  that  you 
might  have  an  opportunity  to  enmilne  the 
proposal. 

My  purpose  in  writing  you  at  t|iis  time  is 
to  emphasize  the  importance  of  this  legis- 
lation to  the  future  managemetit  of  the 
waterfowl  resources  of  the  Paciflc  Flyway. 
Because  of  the  wide  distribution  »nd  use  of 
the  waterfowl  resources  throughout  the 
■even  Western  States  and  to  western  Canada 
and  Alaska  and  the  tremendous  importance 
of  providing  adequate  wintering  ayeas.  much 
Of  which  is  In  California,  this  bill  is  of  con- 
cern then  not  only  to  California  but  to  the 
entire  flyway  from  a  waterfowl  standpoint. 
Locally,  It  la  Important  in  providing  essen- 
tial waterfowl  habitat  in  the  Satx  Joaquin 
Valley  of  California. 

We  will  appreciate  your  favorable  consid- 
eration of  this  legislation,  bearing  in  mind 
the  significance  it  has  to  the  filture  han- 
dling of  the  Important  Internatlotial  water- 
fowl resource  In  this  flyway. 

I  also  understand  that  our  Federal 
Wildlife  Bureau  is  very  much  titerestcd 
in  the  objectives  of  the  bill.  In  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  bill  is  really  a  conser- 
vation measure  in  respect  to  wildlife,  I 
wonder  whether  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Johnston]  will,  on  the 
basis  of  these  representations,  withdraw 
his  obJecti<m? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  a  decision  be 
withheld  at  this  time,  and  that  the  bill 
be  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  will  be  quite  sat- 
isfactory to  me. 

Tlie  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  having  the  bill  plaoed  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  there  is 
no  objection;  but  I  wish  to  ask  the  calen- 
dar number  of  the  measure  we  are  now 
discussing. 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICEA.  It  is 
Calendar  No.  1801,  House  bill  2i35. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  wish  to  point  out  to 
my  friend,  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
that  his  comments  would  apply  to  Calen- 
dar No.  1802.  House  bill  4213. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  say  to  my 
friend,  the  Senator  from  California,  that 
that  is  the  bill  I  thought  we  were  dis- 
cussing. I 

Mr.  KUCHEL.    Yes.  | 

Mr.  MORSE.    It  is  Calendar  No.  1802 
House  bill  4213,  that  I  thought  was  be- 
ing discussed;  and  that  is  the  bill  which 
I  thought  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina had  objected  to. 

Let  me  say  that  I  am  not  very  often 
ahead  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFPICBR.  The 
Chair  will  say  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  always  farsighted. 

Objection  was  heard  to  the  considera- 
tion of  Calendar  No.  1801,  House  bill 
2235.  Objecticm  having  been  htard,  the 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


I,''? 


Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  be  perfectly  sure  I  understand.  Does 
the  SenaUu:  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
JoHNSTOM]  object  to  the  piiesent  consid- 
eration of  Calendar  No.  18()1.  Hoiise  bill 
2235? 

Hr.  JOHNSTON  of  Sotith  Carolina. 
Yes,  Calendar  No.  1801. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OPflCER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  did  not  request 
that  Calendar  No.  1801  be  placed  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar,  did  h^? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No.  I  wa4  speaking  of 
Calendar  No.  1802,  House  bill  4213. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OPPKjER.  So  the 
objection  made  to  Calendar  No.  1801 
stands. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  SoUth  Carolina. 
Except,  Mr.  President,  that  I  should  Uke 
to  have  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar,  so  we  can  study  It  further 

The  PRESIDING  OFFIC^.  Without 
objection.  Calendar  No.  1801,  House  bill 
2235,  will  be  placed  at  th(  foot  of  the 
calendar. 

Mr.  KUCHEL,     I  thank  the  Chair. 
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WATER  SUPPLIES  FOR  WATERFOWL 
MANAGEMENT.  CENTRAL  VALLEY 
PROJECT,  CALIFORNIA 
The   bill    (H.   R.   4213)    to   authorize 
works  for  development  and  furnishing 
of  water  supplies  for  waterfbwl  manage- 
ment. Central  Valley  project.  California, 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


AUTHORIZATION  FOR  CERTAIN 
USES  OF  PUBLIC  LANDS 

The  bill  (S.  620)  to  proTide  authori- 
zation for  certain  uses  of  public  lands, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  This  bill 
is  a  companion  measure  to  House  bill 
1254,  Calendar  No.  2234,  which  was 
placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  question  arises  as  to  whether  the 
Senate  wishes  to  dispose  of  that  bill  at 
this  time,  since  the  comiKinion  Senate 
bill  is  before  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  previously 
requested  that  the  House  bUll  be  placed 
at  the  foot  of  the  calendar.  The  Senate 
bill  is  identical,  except  for  some  differ- 
ences in  language. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  president,  I 
have  no  objection  to  having  the  bill  con- 
sidered now,  if  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  no  objection. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
make  a  brief  statement  on  the  bill,  and 
then  to  have  the  sponsors  of  the  bill  com- 
ment on  that  statement,  bejfore  I  reach 
a  decision  as  to  what  my  final  position 
on  the  bill  will  be. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICBR.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  House  bill,  instead  of  Senate  biU  620, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  they  are  com- 
panion bills? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R. 
1254)  to  provide  authorization  for  cer- 
tain uses  of  public  lands. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  this  blU 
would    authorize    any    depiartment    or 


agency  of  th>:  Government  of  the  United 
States  having  jurisdictton  over  pubUc 
lands.  natlorAl  forests,  and  reservations 
in  toe  United  Stotes  to  grant  permits, 
leases,  or  eauements  for  a  period  not  to 
exceed  50  yes  rs  to  Stotes.  counties,  cities, 
towns,  townships,  municipal  corpora- 
tions, or  oth^r  public  agencies  for  pur- 
pose of  constructing  and  maintoining  on 
such  lands  piibUc  buildings  or  other  pub- 
lic works. 

The  bill  does  not  contain  any  particu- 
lar payment  provisions.  The  bill  simply 
states  "under  such  reasonable  terms  and 
conditions  as  such  head  may  determine." 

In  a  lettei  dated  April  16.  1954,  tbe 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  stoted: 

It  Is  noted  t:iat  the  bill  requires  no  mone- 
tary consideration  for  the  privileges  to  be 
granted.  Will  e  many  existing  statutes  re- 
quire no  consideration,  it  would  seem  ap- 
propriate for  ihe  redptent  of  tbe  grant  to 
pay  to  tbe  Uclted  States  an  amount  com- 
mensurate with  the  value  received.  Such 
payment  sbou  d  be  based  on  periodic  ap- 
praisal of  values  during  tbe  term  of  tbe 
lease,  permit,  iir  easement. 

TtaX  is  the  position  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  also  stoted. 
in  the  same  letter,  toat  there  may  be 
some  Questior  as  to  the  meaning  of  the 
term  "reservBtion." 

Apparently  the  purpose  of  the  bill  is 
to  assure  a  tenure  of  use  of  sufBcient 
duration  to  wc  rrant  expenditure  of  funds 
by  States  or  ether  non-Federal  agencies 
for  substontiel  improvements  of  a  per- 
manent natui«  on  lands. 

Mr.  President,  grants  of  permits, 
leases,  or  easements  on  Federal  lands  are 
grants  of  estetes  to  land.  Even  if  used 
for  public  purposes.  Stotes  or  subdivi- 
sions should  [ay  a  reasonable  value  for 
such  estates. 

The  languai:e  "reasonable  terms  and 
conditions."  ai  determined  by  the  head 
of  an  agency,  does  not  seem  to  amount 
to  very  much  of  a  stondard  for  pasmient. 
in  my  judgmeat.  Unless  I  can  be  satis- 
fied regarding  the  point  I  am  raising. 
I  shall  either  usk  to  have  the  bill  placed 
at  the  foot  of  the  calendar,  or  that  it  go 
over. 

The  PRES:X)INO  OPTICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  request  that 
the  bill  be  p  aced  at  the  foot  of  the 
calendar? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  provide  an 
opportunity  fcr  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia or  any  other  Senator  to  comment 
on  the  observation  on  the  part  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  because  it  is  the 
heart  of  what  will  be  my  objectioiL 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President.  I  prefer 
that  the  bill  go  over.  But  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Chair  the  calendar  number  of  the 
corresponding  House  bill  to  which  the 
Chair  has  referred. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  Is 
Calendar  2234.  House  bill  1254. 

Mr.  KUCHIIi.  Mr.  President,  do  I 
correctly  understand  that  the  request 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  is 
that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  have  that  done. 

Mr.  KUCHEl^.    Very  weU. 
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The  PRESIDING  ORTCER.  With- 
out objection.  House  bill  12S4,  Calendar 
2234.  will  be  placed  at  the  foot  of  the 
calendar. 


LANDS  IN  THE  OWL  CREEK  UNIT  OF 
THE  MISSOURI  BASIN  PROJECT 

The  bill  (H.  R  4721)  to  provide  that 
the  excess-land  provisions  of  the  Fed- 
eral reclamation  laws  shall  not  apply  to 
lands  in  the  Owl  Creek  unit  of  the  Mis- 
souri Basin  project  was  announced  as 
next  to  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  biU? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
object  now.  although  I  may  object. 

I  shoidd  like  to  have  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  BAaRcrr]  give  an  ex- 
I^nation  of  the  bill,  with  particular 
reference  to  the  comment  he  made  to 
me  in  private,  \iith  regard  to  the  bill's 
tovolving,  not  public  lands,  but  private 
lands. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  this 
bill  tovolves  the  Owl  Creek  project  in 
Wyoming.  It  is  one  of  the  units  of  the 
Missouri  Basto  project. 

Part  of  the  project  is  an  old  irriga- 
tion district,  and  the  land  has  been  ir- 
rigated for  a  good  many  years,  using  the 
water  from  Owl  Creek. 

When  the  Lucerne  Dam  was  con- 
structed, about  4  years  ago.  it  was  pro- 
vided that  the  project  could  be  expanded 
to  include  approximately  18.000  acres 
of  the  lands  in  the  upper  reaches  of 
Owl  Creek,  which  were  to  use  the  water 
that  is  dedicated  to  the  old  project  along 
the  Big  Horn  River.  The  lower  end  of 
the  project  was  to  obtain  water  by  pump- 
ing it  out  of  the  river,  from  the  water 
storage  at  Lucerne  Dam. 

All  these  lands  are  privately  owned. 
The  growing  season  to  that  area  Is  ap- 
proximately 88  days  a  year.  The  land  is 
siiltoble.  almost  exclusively,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  raising  supplementary  feed  for 
livestock,  for  toe  winter. 

The  owners  of  the  lands  could  not 
afford  to  dispose  of  all  but  160  acres, 
because  it  would  be  imeconomical  and 
unprofltoble  to  operate  their  holdings 
on  that  basis.  For  that  reason  they 
have  objected  to  the  construction  of  the 
project,  because  of  the  limitotion  of  160 
acres  of  land.  It  is  provided  to  the  bill 
that  the  limitotion  shall  be  increased  to 
300  acres. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Am  I  correct  in  my 
understanding  that  what  we  are  dealing 
with  here  is  a  body  of  land  which  is 
now  under  private  title,  but  upon  which 
the  owners  want  to  get  some  water  from 
another  reservoir,  really  in  exchange  for 
water  which  they  now  have  the  right 
to  take,  but  they  have  no  land  avail- 
able to  that  water? 

Bfr,  BARRETT.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. There  are  two  parts  to  the  proj- 
ect. The  lower  end  of  the  project  in- 
tends to  trade  the  water  it  is  entitled 
to  from  Owl  Creek,  provided  it  can  ob- 
toin  adequate  water  from  the  Big  Horn 
River  by  pumping  it  out. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Am  I  correct  to  my 
vmderstonding  that  this  bill  does  not  to- 
voive  a  case  in  which  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment is  to  any  way  maktog  available 


to  them  public  lands  in  excess  of  th« 
160-acre  limitotion? 

Mr.  BARRETT.    That  is  eorreet 

Mr.  MORSE.  Am  I  correct  further  fa 
my  understanding  that  this  bUl  could 
to  no  way  be  considered  a  precedent  for 
the  modification  of  the  160-acie  limitft* 
tion  with  respect  to  pabUc  Isnds? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
the  Senator  is  entirely  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFVICSR.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bUl? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R. 
4721)  to  provide  that  the  excess-land 
provisions  of  the  Federal  redamatioii 
laws  shall  not  apply  to  lands  to  the  Owl 
Creek  unit  of  the  Missouri  Basto  project 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


BUL  PASSED  OVER 
The  bill   (H.  R.  9709)    to  extend  and 
improve  the  unemployment-compensa- 
tion program  was  announced  as  next  to 
order. 
Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER     The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


EXTENSION  OF  TIME  FOR  El^TERINO 
INTO  AMENDATORY  REPAYMENT 
CONTRACTS— BILL  PASSED  TO 
FOOT  OF  CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H  R  8027)  to  ammd  the 
act  of  March  6,  1&52  (66  Stot  16)  to 
extend  the  time  durit)g  which  the  Sec- 
retory of  the  Interior  may  enter  into 
amendatory-repayment  contracts  under 
the  Federal  reclamation  laws,  and  for 
ether  purposes,  was  azmounced  as  next 
to  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OPTTCER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  By  request, 
over. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  was 
objection  made? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard. 

B«r.  ANDERSON.  The  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  must  realisBc  that  a  great 
many  of  the  small  Irrigation  districts 
now  have  problems.  Because  of  the 
drought  in  the  Western  Stotes  many 
small  irrigation  projects  need  this  power 
more  than  they  have  ever  needed  it  to 
the  history  of  the  country.  I  believe 
this  bUl  is  a  perfectly  fine  bill. 

The  able  chairman  of  the  subcommit- 
tee [Mr.  Burke]  is  not  to  the  Chamber 
now,  but  I  think  I  can  assure  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  that  these  projects  are 
In  more  trouble  now  because  of  the 
drought  than  they  have  evea  been  to 
before. 

The  bill  would  merely  give  the  Secre- 
tory of  the  Interior  an  extension  of  sev- 
eral years  of  the  right  to  n^otiato 
amendatory  contracts.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Baxutt] 
or  the  Smator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daioxi.] 
can  give  substantiating  information, 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President 
I  am  sure  that  what  the  dislimuiahgJ 
Senator  has  said  is  all  true.    I 
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atdwttiw  on  mr  own  aeeoimt.  I  am  In 
fftTor  of  the  taOL  I  am  objeettnc  on 
betaatfoCaSenatorwhoisafaaeiit.  lam 
uiiMa  to  reach  him. 

Z  aak  unanimous  ccmaent  that  the  bm 
be  tnchideil  in  the  next  eaU  ot  the  cal- 


llr.  BARRnr.  Mr.  President,  can 
the  BmatUtr  aasore  us  that  there  will  be 
another  call  <rf  the  calendar? 

Mr.  HKNDRICK80N.  I  can  only  say 
that  I  heard  ttie  dintlngniiihed  majority 
leader  say  that  there  would  be  another 
can  of  the  calendar.  *f 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  say  facetiously 
to  my  Moid  fnun  WytHnlng  that  I  thinlc 
Z  can  fire  him  reasonable  assurance. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  remind  the  Sen- 
at«v  from  New  Jersey  that  every  time  one 
of  these  contracts  is  renegotiated  it  has 
to  be  sulmiitted  to  the  floor  of  the  Con- 


Mr.  HENIXIICKSON.  Mr.  |>resident, 
this  19  not  calendar  business.  Haslcthat 
the  bill  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  tie  passed  over. 

The  biU  (8.  904)  to  standandize  rates 
on  household  goods  shipped  by  the 
United  States  Government  far  its  em- 
ployees was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  OORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 


I 


Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    I  ask  the  dis- 
ttngtdahed  Senator  what  choice  I  have 
In  tfie  matter. 
-    Mr.  ANDERSON.    I  am  sorry. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object.  I  should  like 
to  have  the  Reomo  show  that  all  the  bill 
does  Is  to  extend  for  3  years  a  law  which 
has  bem  in  force  for  a  hxag  time,  a  law 
which  has  worked  in  admirable  fashion, 
a  law  to  which  no  objection  whatsoever 
has  been  raised  by  anycme,  so  far  as  I 
know. 

The  bill  was  reported  unanimously 
from  the  committee.  The  law  granting 
authority  to  the  Secretary  to  make  these 
mnendatory  contracts  expires  on  De- 
cember 31  next.  Under  that  law  22 
such  amendatory  contracts  have  been 
made,  and  Congress  has  approved  every 
<«e  of  them.  The  Department  is  cur- 
rently attempting  to  conclude  nine  other 
contracts.  If  the  bill  is  not  passed, 
there  certainly  will  be  no  authority  to 
proceed  with  the  conclusion  of  the  con- 
tracts.^^ 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
the  Senator  who  is  absent,  and  on  whose 
behalf  I  have  lodged  an  objection,  is  in 
attendance  upon  a  very  sick  relative.  I 
think  I  would  be  absent  myself  if  I  had  a 
son-in-law  who  had  been  stricken  with 
polio.  I  will  not  state  the  name  of  the 
BenktoT  unless  I  am  requested  to  do  so. 
However,  in  view  of  the  situation,  in 
order  that  Senators  may  try  to  com- 
municate with  the  aljsent  Senator.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
passed  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object—which  I  shaU 

2!?*w*l^^w  "'*  *'^'*^  *o  Kc^  hi  touch 
^th  the  lOisent  Senator,  and  I  appreci- 
•tett'e  request  which  has  been  made. 

Hie  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  will  be  passed  to 
the  foot  of  the  calendar.         *"»«*"  ^ 


BILL  PASSED  TO  FOOTf  OF 
CALENDAR         I 

The  bill  (8.  3219)  to  amend  certain 
provisions  of  title  XI  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act  of  1936.  as  amended,  to  fa- 
cilitate private  financing  of  new  ship 
consti-uction.  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  aimounced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
passed  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
Objection,  the  bill  will  be  passed  to  the 
foot  of  the  calendar. 


CHANGE  OF  NAME  OF  GAVINS 
POINT  RESERVOIR 

The  bill  (S.  3744)  to  change  the  name 
of  Oavins  Point  Reservoir  back  of  Gavins 
Point  Dam  to  Lewis  and  Clark  Lake  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  an4  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled.  That  the 
Oavins  Point  Reservoir  back  of  Gavins  Point 
Dam,  which  la  located  on  the  Mlsiourl  River 
near  Yankton,  S.  Dak.,  shall  h«rearier  be 
known  aa  I^wls  and  Clark  Lake  aiad  any  law. 
regulation,  document,  or  recorH  of  the 
United  States  In  which  such  rtservotr  is 
designated  or  referred  to  under  tlje  name  of 
Oavins  Pol^nt  Reservoir  shall  be  held  to  re- 
fer to  Buch  body  of  water  under  and  by  the 
name  o'  Lewis  and  Clark  Lake. 


BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

»i  '^^^^  <S.  3114)  to  improve  the  pub- 
lie  health  by  encouraging  more  extensive 
use  of  the  voluntary  prepayment  method 
in  the  provision  of  personal  health  serv- 
icoB  was  announced  as  next  In  order. 


CmNO  ALBERT  SHADOWITZ  FOR 
CONTEMPT  Of  THE  SENATE 

The  resoluUon  (S.  Res.  280)  to  cite 
Albert  Shadowitz  for  contempt  of  the 
Senate  was  announced  as  next  in  order 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  By  request.  Mr 
President,  I  ask  that  this  resolution  go 
over, 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  withhold  his  objection  until 
I  can  explain  the  resolution' 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  gladly  with- 
hold my  objection. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  it  should  be  made 
very  clear  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  is  not  personally  objecting  •  may  I 
aslc  the  name  of  the  Senator  who  is 
objecting? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  North  Da- 
Itota  [Mr.  Lancer]. 

Mr.  McCarthy.    I  so  understood 
Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    As  the  Senator 

knows,  he  is  absent  today  due  to  serious 

illness  in  the  family. 
Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  understand  the 

Senator  from  North  Dalcota  desires  some 
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time  to  discuss  this  resolution  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  thank  th^  aUe  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  for  withholding  his  ob- 
jection until  I  can  very  triefly  explain 
the  resolution. 

On  December  18.  1953,  lat  New  York 
City.  Albert  Shadowitz  tcjBtifled  before 
the  Senate  Permanent  Sulxcommittee  on 
Investigations.  He  refused  to  answer 
questions  pertaining  to  communism  or 
espionage  on  the  grounds  of  the  privilege 
of  the  first  amendment  and  on  the 
grounds  that  the  subcominittee  lacked 
Jurisdiction.  He  did  not  inrvoke  the  fifth 
amendment. 

We  wrote  the  Attorney  Ofeneral  on  this 
matter  and  got  a  preliminiary  unofficial 
opinion  from  him  to  the  e^ect  that  tliis 
case  might  well  be  submitted  to  the  grand 
jury. 

Mr.  Shadowitz  readily  answered  ques- 
tions which  did  not  pertaih  to  commu- 
nism or  espionage.  He  talked  freely  of 
his  employment  background.  He  re- 
fused to  answer  certain  questions  which 
I  shall  state  on  the  grovmds  of  the  first 
amendment.  This  man  had  worked  for 
the  Government  in  classified  work  and 
was  in  close  contact  with  people  doing 
classified  work. 

He  refused  to  answer: 

First.  Whether  he  was  %  member  of 
the  Communist  conspiracy  at  the  time 
of  his  deferment  from  the  draft. 

Second.  Whether  he  disfussed  classi- 
fied defense  work  with  mepibers  of  the 
Communist  Party  while  he  was  working 
at  the  Federal  Telecommunlications  Lab- 
oratories, 1943  to  1951. 

Third.  Whether  he  took  orders  from 
the  Communist  Party  concerning  what 
line  his  union  newspaper  should  follow. 

Fourth.  Whether  certain  named  indi- 
viduals were  members  of  tt^  Communist 
Party. 

Fifth.  Whether  the  Communist  Party 
instructed  him  to  apply  |or  a  secret 
clearance  concerning  his  employment 
with  the  Federal  Telecoqimunications 
Laboratories. 

Sixth.  Whether  at  the  time  he  went  to 
work  for  the  Federal  Telecommunica- 
tions Laboratory,  he  was  asked  for  a 
statement  as  to  whether  he  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Communist  Party. 

I  think  it  is  interesting  to  note.  Mr. 
President,  that  this  man  was  ac- 
companied by  counsel.  He  did  not  in- 
voke the  fltth  amendment.  He  said  he 
was  refusing  to  give  us  information  about 
Communists  in  Oovemment  because  of 
the  advice  of  Albert  Einstein. 

The  subcommittee  and  the  full  com- 
mittee voted  to  cite  him  f^r  contempt. 

I  thank  the  Senator  for  withholding 
his  objection. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
resolution  will  be  passed  of^er. 
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CITING  ABRAHAM  UNQER  FOR  CON- 
TEMPT OP  THE  SENATE 

The  resolution  (8.  Res.  282)  to  cite 
Abraham  Unger  for  contempt  of  the  Sen- 
ate was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  for  the 
Record,  may  we  have  an  exnian*tlon  of 
the  resolution? 


Mr.  McCARlHY.  Calendar  No.  1828. 
Senate  Resolution  282.  deals  with  the 
case  of  Abraham  Unger.  I  understand 
that  if  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  LAKon]  w<!re  present  he  would  also 
object  to  its  being  considered  today.  I 
shall  ask  the  majority  leader  to  bring 
these  matters  up  on  motion  at  the 
earliest  opportunity. 

On  September  15  and  17.  1953,  Abra- 
ham Unger,  an  attorney,  teitified  before 
our  investigations  subc(»nmittee  in  New 
York.  Unger  is  a  memi)er  of  the  law 
firm  of  Unger  and  Freedman.  which  firm 
was  active  in  the  legal  defense  of  the  11 
top  Communists  who  were  tried  and  con- 
victed in  New  York  City. 

When  he  first  testified  before  the  in- 
vestigations subcommittee  on  September 
15,  he  said  he  i^iad  no  knowledge  that 
one  Julius  Reiss.  alias  Joel  L.  Remes — 
Remes  is  his  niune  in  the  Communist 
Party;  Reiss  is  his  official  name — ever 
worked  in  his  lav/  firm.  Remes  had  been 
identified  before  the  subcommittee  as  a 
top  functionary  (if  the  Communist  Party, 
who  was  an  American  citizen  employed 
by  the  Polish  delegation  to  the  United 
Nations. 

However,  when  Unger  was  confronted 
with  Information  that  Remes  had  been 
employed  by  his  law  firm,  he  changed 
his  testimony  on  his  following  appear- 
ance. 

On  September  17. 1953,  Unger  said  that 
Remes  had  beer,  employed  by  his  law 
firm  for  9  month.*;  doing  research  in  con- 
nection with  the  legal  defense  of  the  11 
top  Communists  who  were  convicted. 
Unger.  who  is  apparently  practicing  law 
before  Oovemment  agencies,  refused  to 
answer  whether  lie  was  a  member  of  the 
professional  group  of  the  Commimist 
Party  in  New  York,  whether  he  was  an 
organizer,  and  wliether  he  was  a  member 
of  the  Communist  Party. 

For  a  period  of  some  72  minutes.  Unger 
was  repeatedly  a.sked  questions  as  to  his 
membership  on  at  least  19  occasions. 
During  this  period  he  continued  to  fili- 
buster— to  give  e>  asive  answers.  He  was 
told  he  would  hav  3  to  answer  or  we  woiild 
aslc  to  have  him  cited  for  contempt.  He 
continued  to  refuse  to  answer. 

Unger  did  not  Livoke  the  fifth  amend- 
ment or  any  othei-  provision  of  the  Con- 
stitution, but  consistently  filibustered 
and  stalled  and  lefused  to  answer  any 
questions.  In  an  informal  opinion  from 
the  office  of  the  Attorney  General,  it  is 
indicated  that  the  facts  developed  at  the 
hearings  would  bf  sufficient  for  presen- 
tation of  his  case  to  a  grand  Jury  for  in- 
dictment for  contempt. 

In  all  these  cases  we  have  asked  the 
Attorney  General  for  an  unofficial  opin- 
ion. In  all  the  cases  wiiich  were  pre- 
sented we  receivetl  the  ophiion  that  the 
facts  were  such  that  the  cases  should  be 
presented  to  the  grand  jury. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  the  majority 
leader  will  arrangi;  our  work  so  that  we 
can  arrange  to  bring  these  contempt 
matters  up  on  motion,  in  view  of  the  op- 
position of  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota [Mr.  LangkhI. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Am  I  correct  In  my  un- 
derstanding that  this  resolution  recom- 
mending ciUtion  lor  contempt,  as  well 


•8  the  preceding  resolution,  was  adopted 
by  unanimous  vote  of  the  subcommittee? 

Mr.  McCARTETSr.  As  I  recall,  both  of 
them  were  adopted  by  unanimous  Tote. 
There  may  have  been  some  Senators  not 
present.  There  were  no  votes  against 
the  citations. 

Mr.  MORSE.  All  those  who  voted  did 
vote  for  it? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY,  Yes,  both  in  the 
subcommittee  and  then  in  the  full  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  add.  if 
the  Senator  will  yield  to  me,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident  

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I.  too.  hope  that  the 
Senate  will  take  official  action  by  way 
of  motion,  if  necessary,  on  these  resolu- 
tions before  we  adjourn,  because  I  think 
it  would  be  a  very  bad  thing  for  the  Sen- 
ate to  adjourn  without  actmg  uiwn  res- 
olutions asking  for  citations  for  con- 
tempt, because,  irrespective  of  what 
committee  may  be  involved,  it  is  my 
view  that  whenever  a  committee  of  the 
Senate,  by  either  unanimous  vote  or  a 
substantial  majority  vote,  brings  to  us  a 
resolution  calling  for  a  citation  for  con- 
tempt, that  is.  in  my  Judgment,  a  prima 
facie  basis  for  the  Senate  to  support  its 
committees  on  this  kind  of  issue.  I  think 
we  would  soon  lose  our  effectiveness  in 
the  field  of  investigation  if  the  idea  got 
abroad  in  this  land  that  a  resolution 
asking  for  citation  for  contempt  does  not 
mean  very  much  when  it  comes  to  the 
Senate.  On  the  contrary,  I  do  not  ttiink 
we  ought  ever  to  have  an  exception  to 
the  adoption  of  such  a  resolution  unless, 
in  debate  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate,  it 
can  be  shown  that  our  committee  was 
mistaken. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  Ol'FlCER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has 
expired. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  share  the  views  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Oregon  with  respect  to  all 
ttiree  of  these  resolutions.  I  want  the 
record  to  be  quite  clear  that  I  am  ob- 
jecting only  as  a  member  of  the  calendar 
committee  on  behalf  of  another  Senator. 
In  the  event  these  resolutions  are  not 
taken  up  in  due  course  by  the  majority 
leader.  I  shall 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  gladly  yield 
to  the  majority  leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator, there  is  no  question  that  these 
three  resolutions  will  be  called  up.  They 
obviously  cannot  pass  on  the  calendar 
call  because  of  the  objection  that  has 
been  lodged  by  an  absent  Senator,  who 
had  requested  that  he  have  at  least  48 
hours'  notice  in  advance  of  calling 
them  up. 

I  serve  notice  now  that  a  motion  will 
be  made  by  the  majority  leader  to  call 
up  each  of  these,  so  as  to  give  the  Senate 
an  opportunity  to  vote  upon  them.  I 
quite  agree  witii  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon [Mr.  MoKSKl  that  the  question  of  ci- 
tation for  contempt  of  the  Senate  is  such 
that  we  will  not  leave  these  resolutions 
on  the  calendar  when  we  adjourn. 


Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Would  the  ma- 
jority leader  object  if  I  were  to  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that.  If  tha«  is  «"ymifT 
calendar  caU  before  these  reaolutioiM 
are  taken  np.  all  3  of  the  reatduttona  b« 
included  in  that  gi^lCTvlar  call? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  think  that 
would  solve  the  problem  of  unanimoua 
consent,  because  the  Senator  from  Nortli 
Dakota  has  made  it  very  dear  thi^  he 
intends  to  oppose  them.  At  least  he  par- 
ticularly directed  my  Attrition  to  one 
resolution  he  expected  to  (hwobc. 

Under  those  circumstances,  I  thinly  it 
unlikely  that  the  resolutions  would  pass 
by  unanimoua  consent.  I  give  my  as- 
surance that  we  shall  move  to  their  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  recognise 
that  possibility,  but  I  thought  it  might 
be  another  safeguard. 

The  PRESIDING  C^TICER.  The  res- 
olution will  be  passed  over. 


CITING  CORLISS  LAMONT  FOR 
CONTEMPT  OF  THE  SENATE 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  281)  to  cite 
Corliss  Lamont  for  contonpt  of  the  Sen- 
ate was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  by 
request  I  ask  that  the  resolution  go  over. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  wlM  the 
Senator  withhold  his  objection? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  object. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  will  be  happy  to 
withhold  my  objection. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  have  the  Senator  withhold  his 
objection  until  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  McCaitht]  can  give  an  ex- 
planation of  the  resolution.  I  think  an 
explanation  ought  to  go  into  the  Ilmcyan. 
so  that  Senators  may  have  the  benefit 
of  such  an  explanation.  In  tJiat  way 
Senators  will  be  able  to  study  the  ques- 
tion between  now  and  the  time  the  Sen- 
ate debates  the  resolution. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  I 
appreciate  the  request  of  tlie  Senator 
from  Oregon.  I  think  that  an  explana- 
tion should  be  placed  in  the  Record  so 
that  it  will  be  available  to  Senators  be- 
fore they  are  called  upon  to  vote  on  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  What  is  the  time 
limit? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Five 
minutes. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  am  sure  I  can 
complete  my  explanation  in  5  minutes. 

On  September  23.  1953.  at  New  York 
City.  Corliss  Lamont  testified  before  the 
Senate  Permanent  Subcommittee  on  In- 
vestigations. He  at  no  time  invcdced  the 
privilege  of  the  fifth  amendment  as  to 
questions  that  were  asked.  Lamont  ob- 
jected to  the  power  and  JurisdicUan  of 
the  subcommittee.  He  also  objected  that 
luider  the  first  amendment  the  power  of 
investigation  by  congreaaioDal  camaiit- 
tees  into  matters  involving  freedom  of 
speech  and  freedom  of  the  press  could 
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not  be  used  in  the  absence  of  legfaOatiye 
Snteiil  or  power. 

Also,  be  doiied  that  he  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Communist  Party,  but  admit- 
ted wrltint  a  chapter  entitled.  "National 
and  Racial  MlnorltleB.''  which  appeared 
ttt  the  book  entlUed.  "U.  8.  8.  R.— A 
OoDdse  Handbook."  He  also  admitted 
writing.  People  of  the  Soviet  Union. 

On  the  basis  of  Mr.  Lamont's  state- 
ment that  the  subcommittee  lacked  juris- 
dlctioB,  he  refused  to  answer  the  f oDow- 
Ing  questkms: 

Whettter  he  knew  Louis  Budenz  who 
had  bera  editor  of  ttie  Daily  Worker  for 
a  number  of  years;  whether  he  admitted 
to  said  Budenz  in  a  teleirtione  conversa- 
tion that  he  was  a  member  of  the  Ckmi- 
munist  Party;  whether  he  knew  Clarence 
Hathaway,  a  well-known  Communist; 
whether  he  worked  with  Clarence  Hatha- 
way in  connection  with  the  penetration 
of  various  organizations  by  the  Commu- 
nist Party;  whether  he  was  ever  under 
instructions  from  the  Communist  Party 
or  from  a  known  Communist  to  work 
toward  the  penetration  of  any  organi- 
zations; whether  be  ever,  engaged  in 
activities  on  behalf  of  the  Communist 
Party  or  under  the  instruction  of  any 
individual  known  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Communist  Party. 

On  the  basis  of  his  statement  that  the 
subccmmiittee  lacked  jurisdiction  and 
under  his  privilege  of  the  first  amend- 
mmt  and  on  hie  objection  to  the  form 
of  questions  proposed,  he  refused  to 
answer  questions  concaving  the  fol- 
lowiag: 

Whether   Ernest-  J.    Simmons,    who 
edited  D.  a  8.  R.— A  Concise  Handbook. 
wMeh  is  published  by  the  military,  was 
a  member  of  the  Communist  Party  at 
the  time  Lamont  contributed  the  chap- 
ter to  the  book;  whether  he  had  ever 
been  solicited  to  join  the  Communist 
Party;  whether  he  had  ever  attended 
Communist  Party  meetings;  whether  at 
the  time  he  wrote  the  chapter  in  Ernest 
Simmons'  book  and  at  the  time  he  wrote 
the  book,  entitled  "Peoples  of  the  Soviet 
Union,"  both  of  which  were  piuxhased  by 
the  U.  S.  Government,  that  he  consulted 
with  or  was  instructed  by  individuals 
known  to  be  members  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party;  whether  he  considered  the 
Dally  Compass  a  Communist  publica- 
tion; at  the  time  he  was  writing  for  the 
Daily  Compass,  whether  he  was  writing 
articles  or  dociunents  which  were  being 
ptuThased  or  used  by  the  U.  S.  Govern- 
ment; the  length  of  his  trip  which  he 
made  to  Riissia;  whether  he  knew  Har- 
riet L.  Moore;  whether  he  knew  that 
Harriet  Moore  was  a  Communist — I  may 
say  that  Miss  Harriet  L.  Moore  is  the  one 
who  willed  her  property  to  Chou  En-Lai 
and  requested  that  her  ashes  be  distrib- 
uted over  Communist  China— whether 
he  knew  if  Vladimir  Kazekavich.  who 
wrote  a  chapter  in  a  book  used  by  the 
U.  8.  Government,  was  a  Communist- 
whether  Frederick  L.  Schuman,  whose 
works  have  been  used  by  the  U.  S.  Gov- 
ernment, was  a  Cmnmunlst;   whether 
John  N.  Hazard,  who  wrote  material 
which  was  purchased  and  used  by  the 
U.  8.  Government,  was  a  member  of  the 
Communist  r^n^imey 


Ut.  morse.  Mr.  President,  wni  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  yield.    • 

Mr.  MORSE  Did  the  Sens  tor  men- 
tion someone  working  for  U.  S.  News? 

Mr.  McCarthy.     No;  deflaitely  not 

Mr.  MORSE.    U.  S.  what? 

Mr.  McCarthy,  a  man  who  wrote 
works  for  the  U.  S.  Government. 

The  I'RESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  1  minute 
remaining. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  believe  the  Senator 
misspoke  himself. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  certainly  did  not 
mention  the  U.  S.  News. 

Mr.  MORSE  I  am  certain  he  did  not 
Intend  to. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  He  refuaed  to  tell 
whether  he  felt  the  Communist  Party 
was  dedicated  to  the  overthrow  of  this 
Government  by  force  and  violence; 
whether  Sergei  Kournakoff,  who  pro- 
duced works  used  by  our  military,  was 
a  member  of  the  Communist  Party;  that 
Henry  Sigerist,  who  had  written  mate- 
rial used  by  the  U.  S.  Army,  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Communist  Party;  whether 
he  had  ever  attended  a  meeting  where 
the  espionage  activities  of  members  of 
the  Communist  Party  were  discussed; 
whether  he  ever  attended  a  Communist 
Party  meeting  at  which  time  a  Commu- 
nist Party  member  advocated  the  over- 
throw of  ttiis  Government  by  force  and 
violence. 

The  Attorney  General  received  a  copy 
of  the  transcript,  and  in  an  unofScial 
opinion  said  he  thought  this  oase  could 
well  be  submitted  to  the  grand  jury  for 
indictment. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object— and  I  shall  ob- 
ject— I  wish  to  say  that  I  believe  this  is 
not  a  matter  which  should  be  considered 
on  a  call  of  the  calendar.  It  may  very 
well  be  that  there  is  full  justification  for 
citing  this  man.  but  I  think  the  reasons 
should  be  given  in  detaU  and  in  a  rea- 
sonably considerate  manner  toward  the 
Senate,  so  that  Members  of  the  Senate 
may  be  able  to  form  their  own  judgment 
as  to  the  seriousness  of  the  situation. 

Prom  the  report  which  was  made  in 
connection  with  the  request  for  a  cita- 
tion I  read  the  following 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  for  a 
brief  announcement? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  This  is  Hot  being 
disrespectful  to  the  Senator,  but  we  have 
a  number  of  witnesses  waiting  in  the 
committee  room,  and  I  am  presiding  at 
the  hearing.  I  must  leave  the  Chamber, 
r  imderstand  the  objections  will  be 
brought  up  later,  and  I  shall  read  the 
Senator's  remarks  in  the  piinted  Record 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Of  course.  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  Senator  leaving  the 
Chamt)er. 

I  read  from  the  report.  Mr.  President: 
Mr.  Lamont.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  hate  a  state- 
ment I  would  like  to  read  Into  the  record 
objecting  to  the  Jurladlction  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

The  Chairman.  Not  until  we  hive  sworn 
yoii. 


ugust  11 

Mr.  ijiMoifT.  I  would  pit'er  to  affirm, 
please. 

The  Chaxkman.  Pardon  mc(? 

Mr.  Lamont.  I  would  prefer  to  affirm. 

Tne  Chaikman.  In  other  words,  you  don't 
want  to  be  sworn;  you  want  to  alOnn. 

Lti  the  first  place,  Mr.  Pnesident,  there 
was  no  Inclusion  in  this  report  of  the 
statement  which  I  assiune  was  later  read 
by  Mr.  Lamont  justifying  Y&a  position. 

In  regard  to  affirmation  the  chairman 
said: 

In  other  words,  you  donit  want  to  be 
sworn:  you  want  to  affirm.      1 

Do  you  solemnly  affirm  to  tell  the  truth, 
the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth 
In  this  matter  now  in  hearl^ig  before  this 
committee? 

Mr.  Lamont.  I  do. 

Then  the  chairman  went  on  to  say: 
Your    reason    for    not    belag    sworn,    not 
wanting  to  be  sworn.  Is  what? 

So  far  as  I  know.  Mr.  I>resldent.  an 
aflarmation  has  exactly  the  same  weight 
as  does  an  oath  before  fi  committee. 
And  yet  the  chairman  took  it  upon  him- 
self to  question  the  validit»r  of  an  affir- 
mation by  the  witness  Who  appeared 
before  him. 

In  the  next  place.  Mr.  President.  Mr. 
Lamont  did  not  claim  immunity  under 
the  fifth  amendment;  he  claimed  the 
protection  of  the  first  amendment. 

Mr.  Lamont.  in  appearing  before  the 
committee  under  oath,  said: 

As  I  said  In  the  statement.,!  am  not  and 
never  ha\e  been  a  member  of  the  Communist 
Party. 

That  is  a  direct  rebuttal  of  any  claim 
that  he  has  been  or  is  a  nuember  of  the 
Communist  Party. 

For  that  reason,  and  for  many  others, 
I  feel  impelled  to  object  to  this  proce- 
dure, because  I  believe  the  citations 
should  not  be  lightly  treated  by  the  Sen- 
ate. I  believe  aU  the  fact#  of  the  case 
should  be  considered  and  fiven  weight, 
and  not  taken  up  on  a  calendar  call  when 
debate  is  limited  to  5  minutes  and  the 
facts  cannot  possibly  be  developed.  It 
may  very  well  be  that  thi$  man  should 
be  cited.  I  do  not  know.  I  am  not  form- 
ing any  opinion.  I  want  %o  make  sure 
that  this  case  and  the  othem  as  to  which 
objection  has  been  made  are  brought 
before  the  Senate  for  the  tonsideration 
of  all  the  Members  of  the  Senate,  who 
will  then  vote  in  accordanfe  with  their 
conscience  and  their  convictions.  There- 
fore, I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFIOER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard. 

The  clerk  will  call  the  next  item  on  the 
calendar. 
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BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3300)  to  authorize  the 
State  of  Illinois  and  the  Spmitary  Dis- 
trict of  Chicago  under  the  direction  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  |to  help  con- 
trol the  lake  level  of  Lake  Michigan  by 
diverting  water  from  Lake  Michigan  into 
the  Illinois  waterway,  was  atinoimced  as 
next  in  order.  i 

Mr.  GORE.    Over.  | 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICBR.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


The  bill  (S.  2317)  authorizing  the  mod- 
ification of  the  exit  ting  project  for  navi- 
gation on  the  Delaware  River,  Pennsyl- 
vania. New  Jersey  and  Delaware,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  lUik  that  the  bill  go 
over. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  withhold  his  request  for  a 
moment? 

Mr.  GORE.    I  withhold  my  request. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  bill  comes  to  the 
Senate  with  the  unanimous  vote  of  the 
Committee  on  Pub  ic  Worlcs.  It  deals 
with  a  subject  whic.i  the  committee  has 
pone  into  very  carefully.  I  think  there 
is  great  merit  to  the  argument  that 
greater  consideration  should  be  given  to 
the  bill  than  can  b<;  given  to  it  on  the 
Unanimous  Consent  Calendar,  since  the 
bill  involves  a  considerable  sum  of  mon- 
ey. Nevertheless,  tlie  objectives  of  the 
bill  and  the  plans  foi  construction  of  the 
project  were  conside-ed  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Worlcs  to  be  so  meritorious 
that  we  found  no  busls,  really,  for  any 
great  debate  on  the  question. 

It  is  my  hope  tha:  between  now  and 
the  time  of  final  adjournment  the  bill 
may  be  taken  up  on  motion,  or  that  the 
objectors  will  reconsider  their  objections 
between  now  and  the  time  of  the  next 
call  of  the  calendar. 

Therefore,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that,  if  there  is  to  be  another  call  of  the 
calendar,  the  bill  be  called  on  the  next 
calendar  call,  in  case  the  majority  lead- 
er does  not  have  th?  bill  taken  up  by 
motion  in  the  meantime. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSC'N.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield, 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Will  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  state  whether  there 
were  any  objections  made  by  abutting 
property  owners,  who  were  concerned 
about  erosion  which  might  result  from 
the  proposed  construction? 

Mr.  MORSE.  During  consideration  of 
the  bill  in  the  committee,  some  objec- 
tions were  raised  and  were  duly  consid- 
ered, but  the  committee  felt  that  there 
v^as  adequate  protection  afforded  to  jus- 
tify the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 
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BILLS  PLACED  AT  FOOT  OF 
CALENDAR 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Senate,  may  we 
have  a  complete  list  of  the  bills  which 
were  ordered  to  be  placed  at  the  foot  of 
the  calendar,  in  the  order  in  which  they 
will  take  precedence? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  point  of  information? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  What  happened  to  Cal- 
endar No.  1833,  H.  R.  9580;  Calendar  No. 
1834,  Senate  bill  3428;  and  Calendar  No. 
1882.  H.  R.  4813? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Those 
bills  were  called  last  evening,  and  were 
objected  to. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
Calendar  No.  2030,  H.  R.  6573,  to  which 
I  previously  objected,  may  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  go  to  the  foot  of 
the  calendar. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  when 
Calendar  No.  1315,  Senate  bill  2910,  at 
the  bottom  of  page  7  of  the  calendar,  was 
called,  objection  was  raised  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Gore],  who  was 
speaking  for  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Green  1.  I  understand  that 
the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  has 
agreed  to  withdraw  his  objection.  How- 
ever, there  may  be  other  objections  to 
the  bill. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  bill 
be  included  in  the  bills  which  will  go  to 
the  foot  of  the  calendar,  so  that  there 
will  be  an  opportunity  to  discuss  it  later. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  it 
was  I  who  objected.  I  have  no  further 
objection,  and  I  understand  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  GoRi:]  has  with- 
drawn his  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  go  to  the  foot  of 
the  calendar. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  Calendar  No, 
2358,  H.  R.  10009.  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar.  I  understand  there  was  ob- 
jection to  the  bill,  and  that  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gore!  desired  to 
consult  with  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
I  Mr.  George]  .  I  suggest  that  the  bill  go 
to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  go  to  the  foot  of 
the  calendar. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN  subsequently  said  f  Mr. 
President,  during  the  call  of  the  calen- 
dar, the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gore]  objected  to  the  consideration  of 
Calendar  No.  2358,  H.  R.  10009,  on  the 
ground  that  he  thought  the  bill  was  too 
compUcated  to  be  handled  on  the  call 
of  the  calendar.  He  stated  that  he  in- 
tended to  speak  with  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia  I  Mr.  George] 
akwut  the  matter. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  has  spoken 
with  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  and 
I  now  desire  to  have  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  make  a  statement  with  refer- 
ence to  the  bill. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
had  a  conference  wittj  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  (Mr.  Gore],  who  was  acting 
as  a  member  of  the  calendar  commit- 
tee on  the  minority  side. 

The  title  of  the  bill  In  question  was 
somewhat  misleading.  As  originally 
drawn,  the  bill  was  much  broader  than 
it  is  now.  When  I  explained  to  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  that  the  bill 
primarily  called  for  a  study  by  the  Tariff 
Commission  and  the  customs  officers  of 
the  Treasury,  and  for  a  report  to  be  made 
subsequently  to  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Finance,  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
then  said  that  he  would  authorize  me  to 
withdraw  his  objection,  so  that  the 
mesisure  could  he  taken  up  and  dis- 
posed of. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  May  I  ask  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  if  it  would  be 
desirable  to  have  the  bill  taken  up  in  the 
regular  order? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  that  would 
be  preferable. 


Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  ear- 
lier in  the  day  I  asked  that  Calendar 
1797,  Senate  bill  2601,  go  over,  by  re- 
quest of  other  Senators.  I  now  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  go  to  the  foot  of 
the  calendar. 

Request  has  been  made  that  the  list  of 
bills  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calmdar 
be  read,  and  the  Chair  will  now  do  so 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  a, 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Will  the  order  in 
which  the  bills  are  announced  as  being 
at  the  foot  of  the  calendar  be  the  order 
in  which  the  bills  will  be  called  up  for 
consideration? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bills  will  be  announced  in  the  order  in 
which  they  will  be  considered.  The  first 
one  is  Calendar  No.  1939,  Senate  bill  417. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  ask  what  the  order  number  is? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
order  number  of  the  first  bUl  at  the  foot 
of  the  calendar  is  1939.  The  second  is 
1941,  Senate  bill  3166. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KUCHEL  Am  I  to  understand 
that  there  are  no  bills  which  have  been 
placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar  that 
have  a  number  lower  than  1939? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
understanding  of  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia is  not  correct.  That  bill  appears 
in  the  middle  of  the  calendar.  We  shall 
eventually  come  to  bills  having  a  lower 
order  number. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  tmderstood  the 
Chair  to  say  that  he  would  call  in  order 
the  bills  which  were  placed  at  the  foot  of 
the  calendar,  and  that  they  would  be 
called  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  to 
be  considered.    Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  correct.  The  Chair  will  now 
continue  reading  them  in  order: 

Calendar  No.  1950.  H.  R.  1665;  Calendar 
No.  1957,  H.  R.  8753;  Calendar  No.  M63. 
Senate  bill  3778;  Calendar  No.  1966,  Sen- 
ate bill  3326;  Calendar  No.  1967,  H.  R. 
3516;  Calendar  No.  1978,  Senate  bill  1022; 
Calendar  No.  1983,  Senate  bill  3316;  Cal- 
endar No.  2009,  H.  R.  5407;  Calendar  No. 
2010,  House  bill  7774;  Calendar  No.  2013, 
House  bill  1980;  Calendar  No.  2030,  House 
bill  6573;  Calendar  No.  2031,  Senate  biU 
3189;  Calendar  No.  2032,  House  bill  9002; 
Calendar  No.  2224,  Senate  biU  3726;  Cal- 
endar No.  2227,  Senate  bill  3601;  Calen- 
dar No.  2232,  House  biU  9712;  Calendar 
No.  2233,  House  bill  9868. 

Then  the  following  calendar  numbers 
will  be  called:  Calendar  No.  2234,  House 
bUl  1254;  Calendar  No.  2257.  Senate  bill 
114;  Calendar  No.  2284.  House  bill  3534; 
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CUendar  M6.  3297,  House  bUl  8898;  Cal- 
endar No.  2334.  House  bill  7762 :  Calendar 
Ifo.  2342.  HbUK  bill  9M2:  Calendar  No. 
3844.  Senate  bill  3772;  Calendar  No.  2355, 
Senate  bill  3844;  Calendar  Na  2358, 
House  bin  10009. 

Then  beginning  with  Calendar  No. 
2385.  Senate  bill  3007;  Calendar  No.  23M, 
Senate  bill  2017;  Calendar  No.  2367,  Sen- 
ate  biU  2975;  Calendar  Na  2368;  Senate 
bill  1813;  Calendar  No.  2369.  Senate  bill 
3131;  calendar  No.  2370.  Senate  Joint 
Rescdution  158;  and  Calendar  No.  2371. 
Senate  bill  980. 

Going  now  to  the  front  of  the  calen- 
dar, the  first  number  is  1315. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
may  I  ask  what  happened  to  Calendar 
Noe.  2248,  House  Mil  4118;  and  No.  2277. 
Senate  Ull  3728?    Were  they  read? 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Calen- 
dar No.  2248,  House  bill  4118,  and  No. 
2277.  Sei^ate  bill  3728  passed. 
"  The  next  catoidar  number  is  1797. 
Senate  bill  2601.  There  then  foUow 
Nos.  1801.  House  bill  2235;  and  Calendar 
No.  1803.  Senate  bill  620, 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  wiU  state  it. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Did  I  understand 
the  Chair  to  say  that  Calendar  No.  1315. 
Senate  bill  2910  followed  the  other  bills 
at  the  end  of  the  calendar? 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  That 
Is  correct. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  What  were  the 
numbers  after  Calendar  1315.  Senate  bill 
2910  that  the  Chair  announced? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  No. 
1315.  Senate  blU  2910.  Calendar  No.  1797. 
Senate  bill  2601;  Calendar  No.  1801, 
House  bill  2235;  Calendar  No.  1803.  Sen- 
ate bin  820;  Calendar  No.  1810.  House 
bill  8027:  and  Calendar  No.  1817.  Sen- 
ate bm  3319. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  Calen- 
dar No.  1983.  Senate  bill  3316  went  to 
the  foot  of  the  calendar.  The  Chair 
may  have  read  it  and  I  may  not  haye 
heard  it. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Calen- 
dar No.  1983,  Senate  bill  3316  was  read. 
It  was  passed  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 
Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
in  order  that  the  respective  calendar 
committees  may  properly  mark  up  these 
bills,  and  restudy  them  briefly,  i  ask 
uxianimous  consent  that  the  Senate 
stand  in  recess  for  an  hour. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
had  not  intnided  to  have  the  Senate  re- 
cess. We  were  going  to  move  to  the 
consideration  of  unfinished  business  be- 
fore the  Senate,  and  I  intended  to  make 
the  aimouncement  that,  pursxiant  to  the 
understanding  I  had  had  with  both  cal- 
endar committees,  they  needed  time — I 
understood  they  needed  at  least  an  hour, 

aijd  perhaps  a  little  more  than  that 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  We  shaU  need 
more  than  an  hour.  I  am  sure. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  can  assure  the 
Senatcn-  that  we  shall  not  retiun  to  con- 
sideration of  the  calendar  before  5:10  or 
5:15.  so  the  Senator  may  at  least  have 
the  assurance  that  he  will  have  at  least 
an  hour.  If  the  Senator  finds  he  needs 
a  little  more  time,  there  are  other  bills 
the  Senate  can  consider. 


Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  tllank  the 
Senator  very  much.  I  misunderstood 
him. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President, 
would  it  be  satisfactory  to  the  Senator 
from  California,  the  majority  leader,  to 
bring  up  Calendar  No.  1936,  whict)  is 
H.  R.  7140.  for  the  relief  of  Robert  A. 
Duval?  There  wm  some  controversy 
back  and  forth  which  I  think  is  now 
reconciled. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  Is  one  of  the 
bills  which  went  to  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar. I  prefer  that  we  take  all  those 
bills  up  in  order,  so  that  the  Senators 
may  have  notice. 

Mr,  McCARRAN.  Then,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, win  it  be  satisfactory  to  take  up  2 
or  3  bills  that  are  on  the  clerk's  desk? 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes.  As  soon  as  we 
set  the  unfinished  business,  we  Intend  to 
take  up  some  of  the  bills  at  tht  desk. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  President 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
One  of  the  bills  is  better  known  as  the 
pay  increase  bill.  I  notice  that  the  ma- 
jority leader  asked  that  the  bill  be  placed 
at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

B«r.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.   JOHNSTON   of  South   Carolina. 
May  I  ask  the  reason  why  the  majority 
leader  did  so? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  believe  the 
bill  is  calendar  business. 

Mr,  MAGNUSON.     Mr.  President,   I 
have  just  heard — it  has  been  carried  on 
the  ticker  or  in  the  press — that  the  ma- 
jority leader  has  asked  that  the  bill  be 
placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.    That  is  ccrtrect. 
Mr.  MAGNUSON.    I  understand  that 
the  Senator  from  California  now  states 
that  the  reason  he  made  the  request  is 
that  the  bill  is  of  such  importance  that 
it  should  not  be  taken  up  during  the  call 
of  the  calendar. 
B«r.  KNOWLAND.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.  MAGNUSON.     Does  the  Senator 
from  California  intend  to  have  the  bill 
taken  up  later? 

Mr,  KNOWLAND.  As  I  have  an- 
nounced, there  is  a  long  list  of  bills,  in- 
cluding bills  relating  to  the  unemploy- 
ment insurance  reserves,  which  we  shall 
have  to  take  up  with  the  poUoy  com- 
mittee, to  determine  how  manr  Of  them 
can  be  acted  on  prior  to  adjournment 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    Many  of  those  bills 
relate  to  the  same  general  subject. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South   Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  do  I  correctly  understand 
that  the  Senator  from  California  will 
object  to  consideration  of  the  bill  today' 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  understand  that 
objection  will  be  made  to  consideration 
of  the  bill  during  the  call  of  the  calendar 
inasmuch   as  the   bill  is   not  olendar 
business.  < 


COMMISSION  ON  CELEBRATION  OP 
ANNIVERSARY  OF  BIRTH  OP 
ALEXANDER   HAMILTON 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr 
BiHNETT  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  amendment  of  the  H^use  of 
Representative;}  to  the  joint  resolution 


(S.  J.  Res.  140)  to  establish  a  commis- 
sion for  the  celebration  of  the  200th 
aimiversary  of  the  birth  0f  Alexander 
Hamilton,  which  was.  to  strike  out  all 
after  the  resolving  clause  and  insert: 

That  there  U  hereby  establtehed  a  com- 
mission to  be  known  as  the  "Alexander  Ham- 
ilton Bicentennial  Commlaalon^'  (berelnafter 
referred  to  as  the  "Commlwion*)  which  shaU 
be  composed  of  19  Commlasion^ra  aa  foUowa: 
The  Prealdent  of  the  Unlte4  SUtea.  the 
President  of  the  Senate,  and  t|M  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  all  ex  offlclo; 
and  8  persons  to  be  appointed  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  4  Senators  to  be 
appointed  by  the  President  of  tbe  Senate, 
and  4  Representatives  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repneaentatlves. 

Sec.  2.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Com- 
mission to  prepare  plans  and  s  program  for 
signalizing  the  200th  annlveraaty  of  the  birth 
of  Alexander  Hamilton.  In  preparing  such 
plans  and  program  the  Commission  shall 
give  due  consideration  to  any  plan  or  plans 
which  may  be  submitted  to  It,  and  to  take 
such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to  coordinate 
and  correlate  lU  plans  with  tftoae  prepared 
by  State  or  civic  bodies.  If  the  participation 
of  other  nations  In  the  conuitemoratlon  Is 
deemed  advisable,  the  Commission  may  com- 
municate to  that  end  with  the  governments 
of  such  nations  through  the  $tate  Depart- 
ment. 

Sec.  3.  The  Commission  shall  select  a 
Chairman  and  a  Vice  Chalrmai}  from  among 
Ita  members,  and  may  employ.  Without  regard 
to  the  civil -service  laws  or  the  Classification 
Act  of  1949.  such  employees  as  may  be  neces- 
sary In  carrying  out  lu  functions. 

Sec.  4.  The  Commissioners  shaU  serve 
without  compensation,  but  may  be  reim- 
bursed for  expenses  Incurred  by  them  in 
carrying  out  the  duties  of  the  Conunlaslon. 

Sec.  5.  When  the  Commission  >»*■  ap- 
proved a  plan  of  celebration.  It  shall  submit 
It.  insofar  as  It  relates  to  the  fine  arts,  to 
tlie  Com-mission  of  Pine  Arts  tot.  Its  approval. 

Sec.  6,  The  Commission  shall,  on  or  before 
March  1.  1955.  make  a  report  to  the  Con- 
gress In  order  that  further  eqabllng  legis- 
lation may  be  enacted. 

Sec.  7.  There  are  hereby  autHorlaed  to  be 
appropriated  such  sunfis  as  may  be  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  Joint 
resolution,  but  In  no  event  sh«ll  the  sums 
hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  exceed 
a  total  of  $10,000. 

Sec.  8.  The  Commission  shall  expire  upon 
the  completion  of  its  duties,  but  In  no  event 
later  than  January  11.  1958. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  (Mr. 
MuNDTj  is  not  in  the  Chan^ber  at  this 
time,  but  I  have  cleared  this  matter  with 
the  minority. 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  140  creates 
the  Alexander  Hamilton  Bicentermial 
Commission.  That  joint  resolution  was 
passed  by  the  Senate;  and  the  House  has 
amended  the  joint  resolution,  in  which 
amendment  it  requests  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 

The  amendment  of  the  House  would 
set  a  limitation  of  $10,000  on  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Commission.  Thus,  the 
amendment  would  make  the  joint  res- 
olution more  restrictive  than  it  was 
when  it  was  passed  by  tlie  Senate. 

The  amendment  of  the  HoOse  of  Rep- 
resentatives is  agreeable  to  the  author 
of  the  joint  resolution,  and  I  have 
cleared  this  matter  with  the  minority. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  move  that  the 
Senate  concur  in  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  , 

The  motion  was  agreed  to., 
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MODERNIZATION  AND  IMPROVE- 
MENT OP  MERCHANT-TYPE  VES- 
SELS— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  sub- 
mit a  report  of  the  committee  of  con- 
ference on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  the  bill  (S.  3546)  to  provide 
an  immediate  program  for  the  modern- 
ization and  improvement  of  such  mer- 
chant-type vessels  in  the  reserve  fleet  as 
are  necessary  for  national  defense.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
report  will  be  read  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

(The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report.) 
<For  conference  report,  see  House  pro- 
ceedings of  August   10,   1954,  p.    13950, 
Congressional  Record.) 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  report? 

Tliere  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  the  confer- 
ence report? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
the  conference  report  on  the  ship  re- 
pair bill.  The  report  has  been  submit- 
ted to  the  minority,  and  has  been  ap- 
proved by  the  minority,  as  well  as  by  the 
majority. 

The      PRESIDINO      OFFICER.     The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  report. 
The  report  was  agreed  to. 
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IDENTITY  OF  CERTAIN  COMMUNIST- 
INFILTR^TED  ORGANIZATIONS 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
unfinished  business  is  Calendar  No.  1720. 
Senate  bill  3706.  relating  to  the  identity 
of  certain  Communist-infiltrated  organ- 
izations. 

I  now  move  that  the  Senate  resume 
the  consideration  of  the  unfinished 
bu.siness. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  iS.  3706)  to  amend  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act  of  1950.  to  provide 
for  the  determination  of  the  identity  of 
certain  Communist-infiltrated  organiza- 
tions, and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  in  open- 
inj  the  debate  on  the  bill  (S.  3706)  to 
amend  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Act  of  1950.  to  provide  for  the  determi- 
nation of  the  identity  of  certain  Com- 
munist-infiltrated organizations,  there  is 
brought  to  a  culmination  a  project  of 
many  minds  and  a  project  involving  lit- 
erally thousands  of  hours  of  investiga- 
tion, study,  and  deliberation. 

Let  me  comment,  Mr.  President,  upon 
the  background  and  genesis  of  this  meas- 
ure, so  that  the  Senate  iiiay  fully  realize 
that  the  bill  has  not  bem  hastily  con- 
ceived, nor  does  it  represent  a  whimsied 
notion  of  one  or  two  individuals.  Rather, 
as  I  shall  shortly  develo;D,  this  measure 
has  evolved  as  a  result  of  dire  necessity 
to  protect  the  internal  security  of  our 
Nation,  and  has  been  compelled  by  the 
cold,  hard  facts  which  have,  over  many 
months,  been  developed  by  the  commit- 
tees of  the  Congress.    Furthermore,  the 


bill  has  been  shaped  and  pounded  on 
the  anvil  in  careful  deliberation  by  the 
best  minds  we  could  enlist  for  the  task. 

Mr.  President,  after  that  word  of  in- 
troduction, let  me  trace  the  actual 
chronology  of  events  leading  to  the  in- 
stant measure. 

On  September  22. 1950.  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  enacted,  over  a  presi- 
dential veto,  the  Internal  Security  Act 
of  1950.  which,  among  other  things,  pro- 
vides devices  for  disclosing  the  identity 
of  two  types  of  Communist  organiza- 
tions, namely.  Communist-action  organ- 
izations and  Communist-front  organiza- 
tions. This  act.  with  the  provisions 
which  I  have  Just  recounted,  and  others, 
is  one  of  the  principal  weapons  of  this 
Government  in  its  death  stniggle  with 
international  communism. 

Shortly  after  the  enactment  of  the 
Internal  Security  Act,  moreover,  the 
Senate  directed  the  establishment  of  an 
Internal  Security  Subcommittee,  in  order 
to  maintain  a  continuing  surveillance 
over  the  administration  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act  and  to  conduct  continuous 
investigations  for  the  exposure  of  Com- 
munist activities  in  this  Nation.  One  of 
the  principal  objectives  of  the  Internal 
Security  Subcommittee  has  been  to  de- 
tect any  areas  in  the  Internal  Security 
Act  or  any  other  internal  security  legis- 
lation which  need  strengthening,  and  to 
recommend  to  the  Congress  remedial 
legislation. 

I  shall  not  undertake,  Mr.  President, 
to  recite  to  the  Senate  all  the  accom- 
plishments of  the  Internal  Security  Sub- 
committee, but  I  do  wish  to  point  out 
that  since  its  establishment  various  task 
forces  of  the  Internal  Security  Subctmi- 
mittee  have,  from  time  to  time,  dealt 
with  the  very  serious  problem  of  Com- 
munist control  of  various  segments  of 
organized  labor,  particularly  in  defense 
establishments  or  in  industries  which 
are  vital  to  the  military  strength  of  this 
Nation.  As  the  published  reports  and 
hearings  of  the  Internal  Security  Sub- 
committee reveal,  there  are  power- 
ful Communist-controlled  organizations 
masquerading  as  labor  organizations, 
which  today  have  bargaining  rights  for 
large  segments  of  organized  labor.  Al- 
though the  great  nationwide  labor  or- 
ganizations have  done  a  creditable  job 
in  expelling  from  their  midst  these 
Communist-controlled  segments,  the 
Communist  leadership  and  Communist 
influence  and  Communist  threat  remain, 
even  as  these  Communist-controlled 
organizations  continue  to  function,  and 
fimction  in  most  instances,  under  the 
present  practice,  with  the  sanction  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board.  Per- 
mit me,  Mr.  President,  to  mention  just 
a  few  illustrations  of  the  situation  to 
which  I  allude. 

Here  is  the  conclusion  of  a  task  force 
of  the  Internal  Security  Subcommittee 
which  investigated  a  Communist-con- 
trolled labor  organization,  the  United 
Electrical.  Radio,  and  Machine  Workers 
of  America,  which  functions  in  the  vital 
industrial  area  of  Pittsburgh  and  Erie 
Pa.: 

The  testimony  esUbllshes  that  there  exists 
In  the  area  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  a  serious  po- 
tential danger  to  the  security  of  this  Nation. 


It  Is  unthinkable  that  a  luge  eegment  at 
the  heavy  Industrial  area  of  Pittsburgh,  Pm, 
should  be  manned  by  a  Oonununist-con- 
trolled  organlatlon  mattqueradlng  •■  •  labor 
union.  All  the  forces  of  tbe  Oovemment  off 
the  United  States  m\ut  be  brought  to  bear 
promptly  to  meet  this  crlticad  altuatlon. 

Here  is  an  excerpt,  Mr.  President,  from 
the  conclusions  of  still  another  task  force 
of  the  Internal  Security  Subcommittee 
which  invesUgated  another  Communist- 
controlled  labor  organization,  the  United 
Public  Workers  of  America: 

It  should  t>e  a  matter  of  deep  concern  to 
every  patriotic  American  that  the  United 
Public  Workers  of  America,  which  la  sus- 
tained by  contributions  from  30,000  to  36,000 
ntpmbers  who  are  employed  by  various  units 
of  Government  In  this  country,  is  under  the 
control  of  the  Communist  Party  which  Is 
dedicated  to  the  destruction  of  our  Oovem- 
ment.  The  subconunlttee  doubts,  however, 
that  the  majority  of  the  rank  and  file  of  tlM 
membership  Is  cognleant  of.  or  would  know- 
ingly support,  the  Communist  leadership  of 
the  organization. 

In  a  report  of  still  another  task  force 
of  the  Internal  Security  Sut>commlttee 
we  find  revealed  the  shocking  fact  that 
the  American  Communications  Associa- 
tion, another  Communist-controlled  la- 
bor organization,  has  access  to  communi- 
cations which  are  directed  over  lines 
which  are  used  exclusively  by  defense 
organizations  of  the  United  States  Gov- 
enunent. 

Mr.  President,  to  point  up  that  state- 
ment let  me  read  an  excerpt  from  the 
hearings,  beginning  on  page  189.  Mr. 
Ellery  W.  Stone,  president  of  the  Ameri- 
can Cable  &  Radio  Corp.,  appeared  be- 
fore our  task  force  and  testifled  under 
oath.  Mr.  Stone's  testimony  is  in  part 
as  follows: 

Despite  the  action  by  the  CIO  expelling 
ACA  because  of  Its,  and  here  I  quote  the  CIO 
language,  "subservience  lo  the  interests  of 
the  Communist  Party  and  through  that 
party  to  the  Soviet  Union."  and  despite  tbe 
fact  that  key  officers  of  ACA  were,  thereafter. 
Identified  as  Communists  by  labor  witnesses 
Including  former  ACA  members  before  con- 
gressional committees,  and  despite  the  fifth 
amendment  refuge  taken  by  officers  of  ACA. 
ACA  as  of  today  continues  to  represent  a 
large  segment  of  employees  in  thU  sensitive 
and  vital  industry. 

At  this  point  Mr.  Arens  of  our  sub- 
committee staff  asked  a  question  which 
I  will  quote,  and  then  I  shall  continue 
to  read  the  remainder  of  page  189  of  the 
hearings  and  down  to  about  the  middle 
on  page  190: 

Mr.  Arxns.  Could  you  pause  there  Just  a 
moment.  Admiral,  to  relate  for  the  purpoee 
of  the  record  some  of  the  contracts  which 
the  American  Communications  Association. 
this  Communist-dominated  labor  organiza- 
tion, has  at  the  present  time? 

Mr.  Stonk.  Yes:  at  the  present  time  they 
represent  the  employees  of  the  Western 
Union  Telegraph  Co..  both  In  the  metropoli- 
tan division  of  that  company,  which  means 
New  York  City  and  the  surrounding  area. 
and  they  represent  the  cable  employees  of 
Western  Union  Telegraph;  namely,  the  em- 
ployees engaged  In  the  International  business 
of  Western  Union,  similar  to  the  activities 
of  my  own  company. 

Mr.  AxKNs.  They  service  the  cables  of  mca- 
sages  going  overseas  to  Europe  from  the 
United  States? 

Mr.  Stonk.  They  handle  all  of  t]»e  Interna- 
tional messages  of  Western  Unkrn  goti^  to 
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Mr.  aieaa.  T«s.  and  aU  of  tlw  messagM  ot 
tbm  aDA  cmwnmiiimimw,  wbldt  is  a  rabsld-^ 
larr  of  VtmptMib  Oorpantkm  of  America. 

Does   that   eamprahend. 
eaM«s  oat  of  the  Penta- 
goa.  and  oOht  atenelee  of  the  Oovenmient? 

Ifr.  Sxoaia.  Abj  leaeee  whMt  Oofemment 
atendee  ha«a  with  Wcatem  Unton  and  KCA 
and  with  aqr  eompany  tn^olTB  neeeaaarUy 
that  our  miilnym  monitor  and  be  familiar 
wlUi  what  la  piMfftg  over  thoae  cables.  In  the 
normal  dladiarte  of  their  duties. 

Bmator  BvcLsa.  tn  other  words,  then,  the 
most  canfWentlal  meaaage  oat  of  the  State 
Oapartmeot  or  the  Pentagon  or  any  other 
agency  or  depairtment  of  the  Ckyvemment 
going  over  those  cables  is  monitored  by  these 
people  who  aia  membeis  of  a  Oommimlst- 
dowUnated  w^enT 

Mr.  aiiMn.  That  Is  oorreet.  But  Z  shmald 
like  to  saiiiiaaiae  that  not  aU  members  of 
thsee  Cnmmim  let -dominated  unions  are,  by 
any  means,  Commnnlitg. 

Senator  Bonn.  I  was  very  careful  In  say- 
ing that.    They  are  not  Communists  or  may 
no*  be  Oommunlats  themselves,  but  they  are 
members  «(  a  union  that  has  been  prored  to" 
bo  Oooianmist  dominated? 

Mr.  aaoML  Tint  Is  correct. 

Senatar  BRntaa.  And  they  handle  the  se- 
cret measassa  going  from  the  State  Depcurt- 
Boent  and  the  Pentagon  and  other  depart- 
m«BteaiM  •fancies  of  the  United  States 
OoventBasot? 

Mr.  Biodm.  That  is  quite  true.  sir. 

Mr.  Aanra.  As  a  man  who  said  you  had  con- 
•iderable  eaperlenoe  m  Commimist  tech- 
nlqxiee.  and  iHio  obviously  appreclatea  the 
aignidcMwa  of  the  defense  at  this  Nation. 
what  is  yvMur  appraisal  of  a  situation  in  which 
tlie  tie  Unea  and  ieaee  lines  coming  oat  of  the 
Pentagon  are  aarrlead  ty  pensonnel  of  a  Com- 
muniat-doaalnated  labor  organiaattonY 

Mr.  STOSfB.  WeU.  I  think  it  U  Inimlca]  to 
the  aecUrity  of  this  country.  It  Is  well 
known  that  one  of  the  tenets  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  Is  to  have  their  membera 
astride  vital  lines  of  oHnmanlcatloni,  both 
shipping  and  electrical  communications,  and 
I  referred  to  some  of  these  dangers,  gentle- 
man, later  ta  oiy  prepared  sUtement. 

Mr.  President.  I  refer  to  tuaother  ex- 
cerpt from  the  testimony  of  Mr,  Stone. 
I  read  from  the  testimony,  beginning 
with  the  last  paragraph  on  page  191 
and  continuing  to  the  middle  of  page 
192,  aa  follows: 

Mr.  Aaam.  Before  you  do  that,  may  we  ask 
you  a  qtieetlaa  or  two  here,  pleaae.  Admiral? 

It  has  been  anggwstsd.  or  waa  auggeated 
in  the  paat  that  after  aU  we  need  not  be 
too  ccmoemed  about  this  because  defense 
secreta  are  traaamittad  by  code  or  by  mea- 
aenger.  Admiral,  are  there  not  certain  mes- 
aagee  which  are  not  transmitted  by  code 
which  we  would  not  want  the  Oommunlsts 
to  know  abovtf 

Mr.  aroMa.  That  la  true,  and  oven  m  to 
coded  masHifM.  tt  la  euatimiary.  all  military 
aervieee.  to  intercept  ciphered  or  coded  mes- 
sages of  the  OMmy.  with  the  ^pectation  and 
hope  tO.  breaking  than. 

Mr.  Abbms.  Do  the  codes  go  over  these 
wlree. 

Mr.  aiXMTB.  Certainly. 


Mr.  AasMS.  Then,  the  code  Is  available  fof 
latarceptkm.  by  the  Communists,  Is  that  cor« 
rect? 

Mr.  Sroira.  Tlie  coded  message  Is.  i 

Mr.  Aanrs.  That  is  what  I  meant.  | 

Senator  Boruca.  And  It  is  constantly  avail-* 
able  to  give  them  fresh  opportunities  owing 
to  the  situations  in  the  world  as  it  goes  day 
by  day,  and  they  can  take  the  cipher  and 
relate  it  to  the  event  and  in  that  way  it  ald4 
them  in  breaking  the  code? 

Mr.  Siom.  That  Is  oae  of  the  means  that 
all  intelligence  people  use  in  breaking  coded 
messages. 

SenatOT  BTTTtra.  You  can  take  the  ciphered 
meaaage  and  try  to  relate  it  to  the  events 
of  the  day.  and  if  you  have  many  hundreds 
of  such  examples,  you  are  very  greatly  aided 
in  brealcing  the  code,  iire  you  not? 

Mr.  Stonx.  That  is  quite  correct,  sir. 

Here  is  another  excerpt  from  an  ex- 
tensive report  from  a  task  force  of  the 
Internal  Security  Subcommittee  which 
investigated  the  International  Union  o| 
lifine.  Mill,  and  Smelter  Workers: 

It  should  be  a  matter  of  deep  and  con- 
tinuing concern  to  all  patriotic  citizens  that 
the  International  Union  of  Mine,  Mill,  and 
Smelter  Workers,  which  operates  In  an  in- 
dustry so  vital  to  the  security  of  this  Nation, 
is  controlled  by  offlcers  who  have  t>een  iden- 
tified under  oath  as  Communists,  and  will 
not  deny  their  membership  in  the  Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr.  President,  it  ^rould  take  literally 
days  for  me  to  detail  to  the  Senate  all 
of  the  facts  which  have  been  carefully 
documented  by  the  Internal  Security 
Subcommittee,  by  the  House  Un-Ameri- 
can Activities  Committee,  and  other 
committees  of  the  Congress,  with  respect 
to  the  serious  danger  to  the  security  of 
this  Nation  by  Communist-controlled 
labor  organizations  that  are  at  this  hour 
functioning  in  this  Nation. 

Let  me  say  here   and   now,  without 
equivocAtion,    however,    Mr.    President, 
tliati  numerically  most  of  the  rank  and 
file  tiembers  of  such  Communist-con- 
trolled organizations  are  loyal,  patriotic 
Americans.    They  do  not,  however,  have 
either  the  security  information  avail- 
able or  the  facilities  for  ousting  the  Com- 
munist leadership   or  for   neutralizing 
the  Communist  influences.      Curiously 
enough,  although  international  commu- 
nism holds  in  Its  grip  literally  millions  of 
slave  laborers,  although  free  labor  organ- 
izations could  not  exist  for  a  moment 
within  the  shadow  of  the  Kremlin,  the 
trained  agents  of  Moscow  have  been  suc- 
cessful in  seizing  control  of  nerve  cen- 
ters in  certain  labor  organizations  in  this 
Nation  and  in  exercising  arbitrary  power 
over  the  lives  even  of  those  who  would 
not  for  a  moment  think  of  betraying  our 
Government  or  its  institutions. 

On  the  basis  of  the  findings  and  recom- 
mendations of  the  various  committees  of 
the  Congress,  a  special  task  force  of  the 
Internal  Security  Subcommittee  began 
Ihat  December  an  intensive  study  of  the 
various  proposals  to  cope  with  this  prob- 
lem of  subversive  influence  in  labor  or- 
ganizations. We  heard  witness  after 
witness  on  every  i^ase  of  each  bill  be- 
fore us  and  on  every  facet  of  any  sug- 
gestion, pro  or  con,  on  the  issues  involved. 
I  have  the  honor  of  serving  as  chair- 
man of  the  task  force,  which  is  composed 
Of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  WiLKKR],  the  able  Senator  from 


Nevada  [Mr.  McCarranI,  and  my^lf. 
After  the  conclusion  of  our  hearings^  we 
spent  many  hours  in  working  out  fi'om 
the  bills  which  were  before  us,  and  from 
the  proposals  of  numerous  witnesses  jand 
experts,  in  and  out  of  Government,  the 
legislation  which  is  presented  today. 

In  passing.  I  pay  particular  tribute  to 
the  splendid  assistance  which  was  rend- 
ered to  our  task  force  by  my  friend,  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  GoLSWAtn] 
and  also  by  the  distinguished  SenHtor 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  FihcusonI.  eacli  of 
whom  introduced  into  this  body  legisla- 
tion to  cope  with  this  situation.  We 
knew  from  the  start,  Mr.  President,  ihat 
we  would  be  confronted  with  crie$  of 
union  busting.  Red  baiting,  and  the  like. 
But  it  did  not  dissuade  us  from  our  tAsk. 
Our  objective  aas  simply  this,  to  pre- 
pare and  submit  to  the  Senate  the  t)est 
legislation  we  could  devise  which  w0uld 
be  effective,  sound,  and.  at  the  same 
time,  fair  and  practicable.  This  we  feel 
we  have  done  by  the  provisions  of  the  in- 
stant bill,  which,  in  its  present  form,  rep- 
resents a  measure  which  has  been 
drafted,  redrafted,  refined,  and  poliatoed 
as  the  handiwork  of  the  task  force,  its 
staff,  the  Internal  Security  Subcommit- 
tee, and  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Now.  Mr.  President,  may  I  outline  for 
the  Senate  the  provisions  of  the  WU? 

The  Subversive  Activities  Control  Act 
of  1950,  which  constitutes  title  I  of  the 
Internal  Security  Act,  is  applicable  to 
two  categories  of  Communist  organiza- 
tions: Communist-action  organizations 
and  Communist-front  organizations. 

A  Conununist-action  organizatioi}  Lb 
defined  as  "any  organization  in  the 
United  States  (other  than  a  diplomatic 
representative  or  mission  of  a  foreign 
government  accredited  as  such  by  the 
Department  of  State)  which  (i)  is  sub- 
stantially directed,  dominated,  or  con- 
trolled by  the  foreign  government  or 
foreign  organization  controlling  the 
world  Communist  movement,  and  rii) 
operates  primarily  to  advance  the  ob- 
jectives of  such  world  Communist  move- 
ment." 

A  Communist-front  organization  is 
defined  as  "any  organisation  In  the 
United  States  (other  than  a  Communist- 
action  organization)  which  (A)  is  sub- 
stantially directed,  dominated,  or  con- 
trolled by  a  Communist -action  orgami- 
zation,  and  (B)  is  primarily  operated  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  aid  and  support  to 
a  Communist-action  organization,  a 
Communist  foreign  government,  or  the 
world  Communist  movement." 

Neither  of  these  definition,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, adequately  embraces  an  organita- 
tion  such  as  most  of  these  Communtst- 
controUed  labor  organizations,  because 
the  Communist-controlled  labor  orga^- 
zations,  to  which  I  have  alluded,  can<iot 
be  said  to  be  directly  controlled  by  a  for- 
eign government  or  by  a  Commun^t- 
action  organization  as  .such,  but  we 
know,  as  revealed  by  the  various  con- 
gressional committees,  that  many  of 
these  organizations  are.  in  fact,  con- 
trolled by  individuals  identified  beydnd 
question  as  hard-core  Communists. 

The  instaht  bill,  accordingly,  adds  to 
the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Act  a 
third  categoiT  of  Communist  organlaa- 


tions,  designated  Communist-infiltrated 
organizations,  defined  in  the  bill  as  "any 
organisation  in  the  Unitsd  States — other 
than  a  Communist-action  organization 
or  a  Communist-front  organization — 
which  (A)  is  substantially  directed,  dom- 
inated, or  controlled  by  an  individual  or 
individuals  who  are.  or  who  within  5 
years  have  been  actively  engaged  in,  giv- 
ing aid  or  support  to  a  Communist- 
action  organization,  a  Communist  for- 
eign government,  or  the  world  Commu- 
nist movement,  and  (B)  is  serving,  or 
within  5  years  has  servecl.  as  a  means  for 
(i)  the  giving  of  aid  or  support  to  any 
such  organization,  government,  or  move- 
ment, or  (il)  the  impairment  of  the  mili- 
tary strength  of  the  United  States  or  Its 
^dustrial  capacity  to  furnish  logistical 
or  other  material  support  required  by 
its  Armed  Forces." 

As  the  bill.  8.  3706,  and  the  report 
thereon  clearly  show,  the  procedure  for 
determination  that  an  organization  la 
a  Communist-infiltrated  organization 
follows  very  cloaely  the  procedure  which 
is  currently  prescribed  In  the  Internal 
Security  Act  with  regard  to  Communist- 
action  and  Communist- front  organiza- 
tions. The  determination  would  be  made 
by  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board  on  a  petition  filed  by  the  Attorney 
GeneraL  The  bill.  8.  3706,  like  the  In- 
temal  Security  Act.  specifies  certain 
carefully  devised  standsu-ds  to  guide  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Board  in 
its  determinations  as  x/o  the  identity 
of  Communlst-infUtrated  organisations. 
Judicial  review  of  the  determinations  of 
the  Subversive  Activities.  Control  Board 
pertaining  to  Communist-infiltrated  or- 
ganizations is  provided  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  the  present  law  provides  with 
respect  to  Communist-action  or  Commu- 
nist-front organisations. 

The  Mil,  8.  3706,  further  provides.  Mr. 
President,  that  any  lab^r  organization 
which  has  been  finally  determined  to  be 
%  CommunIst-inflItrate<l  organization 
shall  lose  its  labor  standing  under  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act  for  the 
purpose  of  representing  employees  in  any 
bargaining:  unit.  The  bill  also  provides 
that  upon  petition  of  not  less  than  ao 
percent  of  the  employees  of  any  bargain- 
ing unit,  the  National  I^abor  Relations 
Board  shall  dii-ect  elections  to  be  held  for 
the  purpose  of,  first,  determining  whether 
It  desires  to  rescind  the  representative 
authority  previously  granted  by  it  to  such 
labor  organization,  and,  second,  selecting 
any  new  representative  desired  by  sxich 
bargaining  unit  for  collective-bargaining 
purposes. 

May  I  point  out  furthei',  Mr.  President, 
that  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  any 
organization  which  has  been  determined 
to  be  a  Communist  infiltrated  organiza- 
tion may.  within  1  year  thereafter,  file 
with  the  Board  a  petltitm  for  a  deter- 
mination that  It  is  no  longer  a  Com- 
munist-infiltrated organization,  and  the 
Board  is  empowered  to  make  an  appro- 
priate finding  in  accordance  with  such 
petition. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  kept  this  bill. 
8.  3706,  simple  in  terms,  in  phraseology, 
and  in  objective.  This  Is  not  an  anti- 
labor  bill.  If  It  were,  Idr.  President.  I 
should  be  the  first  to  cppose  it.    This 


bill  is.  in  truth  and  In  fact  a  bill  to 
sustain  and  strengthen  legitimate  trade 
unions  by  developing  a  means  pursuant 
to  which  Communists  may  be  driven  out 
of  organized  labor.  This  is  an  anti- 
Communist  bill  and  nothing  else.  I 
know,  Mr.  President,  It  is  contended  by 
some  that  Government  should  step  aside 
and  let  the  Communists  and  the  antl- 
Communists  in  organized  labor  fight  It 
out  among  themselves,  but  there  are  two 
fallacies  to  this  contention. 

In  the  first  place,  Mr.  President,  the 
loyal,  patriotic  rank  and  file  of  organ- 
ized labor  has,  imder  the  present  system, 
neither  the  facilities  nor  the  security  in- 
formation to  detect  or  oust  Communists 
from  the  key  posts  In  which  they  lodge 
themselves  and,  secondly,  Mr.  President, 
there  is  an  overriding  public  interest 
prompted  by  the  urgency  to  protect  this 
Nation's  internal  security  which  com- 
pels the  strong  arm  of  Government  to 
Intercede.  The  Issue  here  is  greater  than 
merely  which  of  two  competing  factions 
shall  control  any  designated  labor  or- 
ganization. 

No  patriotic  laboring  man  and  no  la- 
bor organization,  other  than  a  Com- 
munist-controlled oi-ganlzation,  need 
entertain  the  slightest  fear  of  arbitrary 
or  capricious  actions  under  this  bill. 
Every  procedural  safeguard  which  was 
Incorporated  in  the  Internal  Security 
Act  is  likewise  applicable  to  the  provi- 
sions of  this  bill,  including  the  right  of 
Judicial  review  in  the  courts  of  this  land. 

And  now,  Mr.  President,  in  all  earnest- 
ness and  humility,  I  present  this  bill 
(8.  3706)  to  the  Senate  as  a  carefully 
fashioned  weapon  designed  to  meet  a 
serious  problem  which  commands  the 
attention  of  all  who  seek  to  preserve 
America,  of  all  who  recognize  the  im- 
pending danger  to  the  American  way  of 
life  and  our  institutions,  of  all  who  are 
determined  to  eradicate  from  our  land 
the  creeping  paralysis  of  Insidious  com- 
munism. 

Mr.  President,  at  the  request  and  on 
behalf  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  FliaousoMl,  I  call  up  his  amend- 
ments to  the  instant  bill,  designated  as 
"WW"  and  "XX."  and  ask  for  their  im- 
mediate consideration.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  they  may  be  consid- 
ered en  bloc. 

Mr,  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object 

Mr.  BX7TLER.  May  I  say  that  these 
are  corrective  amendments  and  have  no 
substantive  force. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendments  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Rn- 
CTTSOifl,  and  without  objection,  they  will 
be  considered  en  bloc. 

The  iJKBLATXvi  Clxrk.  On  page  5. 
lines  8  and  9,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
the  phrase  "(c),  (d).  (e).  and  (f)"  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  phrase  "(c) 
and  (d)." 

On  page  10.  lines  7  and  8.  strike  out 
the  phrase  "or  paragraph  (1)  of  sub- 
section (J)." 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  these 
two  amendments  are  purely  technical 
and  corrective.  Their  purpose  is  to  de- 
lete certain  cross-references  in  the  in- 
stant bill  to  the  Internal  Security  Act 


which  are  not  applicable  to  Communist- 
infiltrated  organizations.  Aoo(»xlingly,  I 
move  the  adoption  of  the  #wM»ivinM»nt«, 

Tbe  FRESIDINa  GPFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Smator  from  Maryland. 

The  motion  was  agreed  ta 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for  the 
call  of  the  roll  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Without 
objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  1 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consideration  of 
executive  business. 


POSTMASTER  AT  LZNCROFT.  N.  J. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
nomination  of  Harry  H.  Seylaz  to  be 
postmaster  at  lincroft,  N.  J.,  had  been 
held  over.  I  understand  it  has  now  been 
cleared  by  the  minority. 

I  ask  that  the  nomination  be  con- 
firmed. 

The  FRESIDINO  OITICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  oonCbrmed. 


POSTMASTERS 


The  legislative  cterk  read  waautaf 
nominations  of  postmasters  under  the 
heading  "New  Reports." 

Mr.KNOWLAND.  I  ask  that  the  nom- 
inations of  postmasters  under  ttie  heiMl- 
ing  'TVew  Reports"  be  uoaiflimed  en  Uoe. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Withoot 
objection,  the  nominations  of  postmas- 
ters under  the  heading  "New  Reports" 
are  confirmed  en  Uoc. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  ask  that  the 
President  be  immediately  notifled. 

The  PRESIDING  OFKCER.  The 
President  will  be  Immediately  notifled  of 
the  confirmation  of  the  nominatians. 


TENNESSEE  VAIl^EY  AUTHORTTT— 
NOMINATION  OF  HERBERT  D. 
VOGEL 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  haiw 
Just  learned  for  the  first  time  that  while 
I  was  at  the  ho^tal  this  morning  for  a 
little  jaw  tiwtment.  the  XzecutlTe  Cal- 
endar was  considered,  and  that  the 
nomination  ot  Mr.  Vogd  was  oonflrmed. 
I  am  suriKlsed/ about  that^  I  do  not 
Mame  anyone  for  it.  but  I  am  surprised 
that  the  action  has  been  taken.  As  I 
understood,  the  hearings  which  were 
held  before  the  coounittee  were  to  be 
printed  so  that  they  could  be  used  as  a 
basis  for  the  debate  in  the  Senate  on 
the  nomination.  The  committee  took 
acti<m  on  the  nomination  only 
day. 

I  do  not  know  what 
rights,  if  any,  I  have  In  the  pnataa.   X 


1J1AA 
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A  pagtiamwitory  inouiry.  if  I  have 
tbe  rlglit  to  tave  ttie  actiin  on  the  iMMn- 
lofttton  noonridSQd. 

I  retnmd  to  fbe  Senftte  a  Uttte  after 
11  o'do^  fhia  morning.  I  ttiought  that 
the  call  of  tb»  calender  was  to  have 
taken  idaoe  this  morning.  I  have  an  ar- 
gument I  deatre  to  make  in  cqnweltlon 
to  the  nomination.  I  am  not  i»«8amp- 
tuous,  but  I  ttalnk  It  is  an  argument 
which  might  carry  some  persuasive  ef- 
fects on  some,  at  le&st.  of  my  colleagues 
in  the  Smate. 

I  make  a  parliamentary  Inquiry  as  to 
whether  I  have  a  right  to  move  to  re- 
consider the  actl(m  by  which  the  nomi- 
nation was  ccmflrmed.  In  order  that 
there  may  be  a  further  discussion  of  the 
nomination.  

The  FIOBSIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  advise  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon that  in  this  case  the  President  has 
been  notified  that  the  nomination  has 
p^CT^  00'HTinii^Cii 

Mr.  IfORSB.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  in- 
terpreted as  being  in  the  least  iHt  con- 
cerned about  the  matter,  but  I  think  it 
is  pretty  well  known  in  the  Senate  that 
I  was  in  opposition  to  the  luxnination.  I 
do  not  think  it  should  have  been  called 
up  until  I  oould  have  been  here  to  make 
my  representaticm  against  the  nomina- 
tion. I  think  the  nomination  is  an  ez-o 
1^ '  ceedingly  unwise  one. 

I  do  not  Uke  to  be  In  the  position  of 
arguing  after  the  fact  If  I  have  no 
other  course  but  to  make  my  argiunent 
after  the  fact.  I  shall  do  so  at  the  appro- 
priate time. 

I  say.  most  respectfully,  that  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  ttke  committee  on  yes- 
terday, by  unanimous  amsent.  voted  to 
have  the  h«>arlngs  printed.  I  thought  it 
was  understood  by  all  that  the  hearings 
would  be  used  as  a  basis  for  floor  debate 
-on  the  nomination. 

I  think  it  Is  most  regrettable  that  the 
nominattan  reached  the  calendar  today 
and  was  acted  upon  today.  80  I  raise 
another  parliamentary  inquiry:  Is  there 
any  requirement  that  a  nomination 
placed  on  the  Executive  Calendar  must 
remain  on  the  calendar  for  a  day  before 
It  is  acted  upon? 

The  FREBIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  advise  the  Senator  that  once 
a  nomination  hu  been  placed  on  the 
calendar  it  may  be  called  up  and  be  con- 
tidered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  As  I  say.  I  recognize  the 
fact  that  I  have  ho  parliamentary  de- 
fense, in  that  the  nomination  apparently 
was  called  up  when  I  was  off  the  floor 
tor  about  an  hour  and  15  minutes,  for  a 
Jaw  treatment  I  think  I  returned  to  the 
Senate  about  11:20  this  morning. 

I  regret  very  much  what  has  hap- 

^^jj^ened.    I  am  sorry  I  was  not  protected 

'    -  by  the  chairman  of  my  committee  in  this 

matter,  but  I  know  ttiat  any  failure  on 

his  part  to  protect  me  was  not  by  intent  • 

or  design,  but  rather  by  oversight. 

I  am  sorry  the  majority  leader  did  not 
wait  untU  I  returned.  All  I  can  do  is  to " 
make  my  argument  at  a  later  time 
against  what  I  think  was  a  most  imf  or- 
tunate' appointment  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 


UEOISLATIVE  SESSION 


( 


Mr.  ENOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  resume  the  consid- 
eration of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resiuned  the  consideration  of  leg- 
islative business. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Bartlett.  one  of  its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
disagreed  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  the  biU  (H.  R.  9680)  to  provide  for 
the  continued  price  support  for  agricul- 
tural products;  to  augment  the  market- 
ing and  disposal  of  such  products:  to 
provide  for  greater  stability  in  agricul- 
ture; and  for  other  purposes;  agreed  to 
the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Hope,  Mr.  Aucust 
H.  Andrkskm.  Mr.  Hill,  Mr.  Cooley,  and 
Mr.  P0A6B  were  appointed  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendments  c€ 
the  Senate  to  the  bUl  (H.  R.  8041)  to  pro- 
vide  benefits  under  the  laws  admin- 
istered by  the  Veterans'  Administration 
based  upon  service  in  the  Women's 
Army  Auxiliary  Corps  under  certain 
conditions. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  Speaker  had  afBbced  his  signature  to 
the  foBowing  enrolled  bills,  and  they 
were  signed  by  the  President  pro  tem- 
pore: 

H.  R.  68S.  An  act  {or  the  relief  of  Mrs.  ErnA 
Gronowikl; 

H.R.  092.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nina 
llakMf,  also  known  as  Nina  Berberova; 

H.  B.  796.  An  act  for  the  relief  ot  Jean 
Hollla  Vock; 

H.  R.  1337.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mra. 
Ttanca  Oattl  Ohta: 

H.  R.  1462.  Ap  act  for  the  relief  of  Fotlol 
X.  ParlslB: 

H.  R.  1768.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Claire 
Loulae  Carey  and  Vincent  F.  Carey; 

H.  R.  1788.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wanda 
Luceri.  also  known  as  Sister  Cecilia,  anfl 
othera: 

H.R.  2028.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr«. 
Antonletta  Palmieri; 

H.R. 2188.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Karo- 
line  Dickmeyer; 

H.R.2371.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs. 
ICarta  M.  Broiz; 

H.R. 2403.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Laszlo 
Varga  and  Mike  Varga; 

H.R.2440.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Udljft 
Clmse; 

H.  R.  2499.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Adolfo 
X.  Kalb  and  his  wife; 

H.R.2619.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Aurella  Tanguas  Teres  and  Sister  Matilda 
Cuevas  Ban  Martin; 

H.  R.  2627.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cecilia 
Lucy  Boyack; 

H.  R.  2660.  An  act  .for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Anna  Ettl; 

H.R. 3017.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pells 
PetroTw; 

H.  R.  3675.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Herr* 
▼an  der  Veen.  Mrs.  Marie  van  der  Veen,  Helea 
Winifred  van  der  Veen,  and  Jan  Herre  vaa 
der  Veen; 

H.  R.  3743.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chaini 
Szemaja  Segal  and  Icek  Hersz  Segal; 


H.  R.  4248.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Albfrtas 
Bauras; 

H.  R.  8152.  An  act  to  extend  to  Jun#  30. 
1955,  the  direct  home  and  farmhouse  loan 
authority  of  the  Administrator  of  Veterans' 
Affairs  under  title  III  of  the  Servicenlen's 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944,  as  amende<t.  to 
make  additional  funds  available  therefor, 
and    for   other   purposes; 

H.  R.  8300.  An  act  to  revise  the  internal 
revenue  laws  of  the  United  States;  and 

H.  R.  8604.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Suzanne 
L'Heureux, 


THE  NATIONAL  CX>MMnTEE  FOR  AN 
EPFECnVE  CONGRESS 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  memorandum  on  the  National 
Committee  for  an  Elffective  Congress.  A 
question  was  raised,  during  the  debate 
on  the  resolution  to  censure  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  McCARtHv] 
about  the  character  and  purposes  of  the 
National  Committee  for  an  Effeetive 
Congress.  The  memorandum  is  a  fac- 
tual report.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  it  printed  In  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memo- 
randum was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Memorandum  on  the  National  CoMMtrrzx 
FOR  AN  ErrscnvE  Congress 

The  National  Committee  for  an  Effectlv* 
Congress  is  an  outgrowth  of  the  League  for 
Franchise  Education.  The  League  for  PraU'- 
chise  Education  was  established  in  1944  for 
the  purpose  of  encouraging  maximum  elec- 
toral participation,  through,  among  other 
things,  distribution  of  information  alwut 
voting  rights,  procedures,  etc.  Among  Ita 
leaders  were  Henry  J.  Kaiser.  Henry  £uc«. 
Winthrop  Aldrlch.  John  Cowles.  and  others. 
The  activity  of  the  League  during  the  1944 
Presidential  campaign  was  commended  by 
both  President  Truman  and  Governor  D«wey. 

The  Idea  for  the  National  Conunitte«  for 
an  Effective  Congress  was  originated  by  ftoma 
of  the  members  of  the  League  for  n-anchtae 
Education  and  other  citizens,  who  w«nted 
to  engage  in  direct  political  activity  on  a 
nonpartisan  basis,  but  had  to  set  up  a  sepa- 
rate entity,  contributions  to  which  woul4  not 
be  tax  deductible  for  that  purpose.  The 
organization  agreement  of  the  National  Com- 
mittee for  an  Effective  Congress  was  drawn 
up  in  1948  by  Marshall  K.  Skadden,  attorney 
for  the  League  for  Franchise  Education  and 
now  a  member  of  the  National  Committee 
for  an  Effective  Congress. 

The  National  Committee  tor  an  Effective 
Congress  has  as  Its  purpose  the  provision  of 
a  channel  through  which  public-spirited 
citizens  can  give  direct,  practical  support  to 
responsible  candidates  of  both  parties  in  m 
mann«-  that  frees  the  candidates  from  the 
necessity  of  making  unwarranted  conynit- 
ments,  or  otherwise  entangling  their  inde- 
pendence. The  National  Committee  for  an 
Effective  Congress  also  provides  a  nonpar- 
tisan, practical  service  of  arranging  fact-to- 
face  get-togethers  between  community 
leaders  and  Members  of  Congress  for  ex- 
change of  Information  and  viewpoints  on 
Important  issues.  It  renders  technical  re- 
search assistance  to  Members  of  ^ngreaa 
upon  request. 

The  National  Committee  for  an  Effective 
Congress  supported  in  their  campaigns  the 
following  people  who  became  MembeQi  of 
the  United  States  Senate: 

1048 

Pattl  H.  DOTTC1.A8,  Democrat,  of  Illinois. 
Gut  M.  GnjxTTE,  Democrat,  of  Iowa. 
Hubert     H.     Hukfkret,     Democratd     of 
Minnesota. 


1954, 
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Kb-awxr,  Democrat,  of  Tenne— ee. 
jAMwm  K.  MuaaAT.  Deino(3«t  of  Montana. 
Matthew  M.  N^t,  DemC'Crst  of  West  Vir- 
ginia. 

itso 

THOMAS  C.  HxNifiNas,  Democrat,  of 
Missouri. 

HBUotT  H.  T.EffifW,  Di-mocrat,  of  New 
Tork- 

Waiwor  O.  MAAKUBOir,  Democrat,  of  Wash- 
ington. 

WATira    MoBJBX.    Indepemlent.    of    Oregon. 

Charles  W.  Tobey,  Repjbllcan.  of  Mew 
Hampshire. 

Brien  McMahon,  Democrat,  of  Connecticut. 

19S2 

Dennis  Chavxe.  Democra*:,  of  New  Mexico. 

John  S.  Cooper.  Republlc-an,  of  Kentucky. 

Ralth  E.  Flanders,  Republican,  of  Ver- 
mont. 

Dwlght  P.  Qriswold,  Republican,  of  Ne- 
braska. 

Irving  M.  Ives,  Republican,  of  New  York. 

HxmiT  M.  Jacxbon,  Demo:^at,  of  Washing- 
ton. 

Harlet  M.  Kuax)MX,  Democrat,  of  West  Vir- 
ginia. 

MncK  Mansftelb,  Democat,  of  Montana. 

Frsdouck  G.  Patwc,  Republican,  of 
Maine. 

Btcart  Stkington.  Demccrat,  of  Mlaaourl. 

It  supported  the  following  people  who  be- 
came Memt>er8  of  the  Howe  of  Representa- 
tives; 

lasa 

Gracie  ProsT,  Democrat,  of  Idaho. 

1SS3 

Lxsm  Johnson,  Demociat,  of  Wisconsin. 

In  almost  all  of  these  caces  the  committee 
made  financial  cofl$rlbutlc ns  to  their  cam- 
paigns in  addition  td^vlnf  its  endorsement. 

When  the  National  Conrnlttee  for  an  Kf- 
fective  Congress  makes  Its  transfer  of  con- 
tributions to  campaigns,  it  does  so  because 
of  its  estimate  of  the  quail  ies  of  the  men  it 
supports  rather  than  of  net;atlve  feelings  for 
their  opponents.  It  Inforsis  the  candidates 
that  this  support  is  tendere-1 :  ( 1 )  In  recogni- 
tion of  the  candidates'  belief  in  a  creative 
and  enlightened  antt-Conur  unist  foreign  pol- 
icy and  in  recognition  of  tlie  candidates'  de- 
votion to  fundamental  American  principles 
of  liberty  and  the  rule  of  la^v;  (2)  in  the  hope 
that  they  will  work  together  with  others  of 
both  parties  on  matters  of  broad  public  in- 
terests: and  (3)  in  the  hope  that  they  wUl 
feel  free  to  call  upon  the  committee  from 
time  to  time  for  research  und  assistance. 

The  members  of  the  Na.ional  Committee 
for  an  Effective  Congress  are: 

Paul  H.  Appleby,  dean  of  the  Maxwell 
School  of  Citizenship  at  S^-acuse  University; 
executive  assistant  to  the  (Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture from  1933  to  IMO;  Under  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  1040-44;  Assistant  Director, 
United  States  Bureau  of  th^  Budget,  1944-47. 

George  Backer,  former  publisher  of  the 
New  York  Poet;  author  of  the  Deadly  Parallel, 
a  comparison  of  Stalin  and  Ivan  the  Terrible. 

Stringfellow  Barr,  former  professor  of  mod- 
ern history.  University  of  Virginia;  member 
of  the  board  of  visitors  of  B>t.  John's  College: 
presently  professor  of  poUtlcal  science.  Uni- 
versity of  Virginia. 

Laird  Bell,  lawyer;  chainnan  of  the  board 
of  directors  of  the  Weyerhjiuser  Timber  Co.; 
director  of  varioxis  corporations,  former 
chairman  of  the  board  of  trustees,  University 
of  Chicago;  chairman  of  the  board  of  trustees. 
Charleston  College;  meml«r  of  the  botutl 
of  overseers.  Harvard  College. 

George  Biddle,  painter,  sculptor,  author. 

Henry  Seidel  Canby,  chabman  of  the  board 
of  editors,  Saturday  Heviow;  chairman  of 
the  board  of  Judges,  the  B<x>k  of  the  Month 
Club. 

Bvaiu  Clark,  vice  chalrmtm  and  director  of 
the  Advertising  Council,  former  executive 
director  of  the  Twentieth  Century  Fund.  Inc. 


Oeorge  BamUton  Oomba,  lawyer,  radio 
commentator  and  news  analyst,  former  Mem- 
ber of  Congress,  from  Missouri. 

Morris  Ij.  Oooke,  consulting  engineer  In 
management,  former  director  water  resources 
■ectlon.  National  Resources  Board,  former 
Administrator,  Rural  Slectrincatlon  Admin- 
istration. 

Thomas  H.  Blllott,  chairman  of  depart- 
ment of  poUtlcal  science,  Washington  Uni- 
venity;  lawyer;  former  Member  of  Congress, 
from  Massachusetts. 

Tt>m  Fixdale,  public  relations  counselor. 

Alan  Green,  member  Oreen-Brodle  Adver- 
tising Agency. 

Oscar  Hammerstein  n.  librettist. 

Alvin  H.  Hansen,  professor  of  economics. 
Harvard  University;  former  chairman  of  the 
economic  advisory  councU  of  the  National 
Industrial  Conlerences  Board  and  former 
chairman  of  the  United  States-Canada  Joint 
Economic  Commission. 

Mark  DeWolf  Howe,  lawyer;  professor  of 
law  at  Harvard  University  Law  School. 

Gardner  Jackson,  labor  consultant. 

Donald  Jenks,  businessman;  member  of 
various  State  commissions  and  boards. 

Mrs.  Albert  D.  Lasker,  member  of  the 
board  of  the  National  Committee  on  Mental 
Hygiene:  member  of  the  National  Heart  Ad- 
vertising CouncU;  the  National  Heart  Insti- 
tute. 

Susan  Mary  Lee,  vice  president  of  the  Na- 
tional Recreation  Association;  member  of 
the  board  of  United  Community  Defense 
Services. 

Isidore  Llpschutz,  importer;  former  presi- 
dent of  the  International  Committee  for 
Diamond  Trade  and  Indiistry;  by  special  de- 
cree of  the  King  of  the  Belgians,  Ofllcier  de 
rOrdre  de  Leopold  11;  by  special  decree  of 
the  French  Goveriunent,  ChevaUer  de  la 
Legion   d'Honneur. 

MarshaU  MacDuffie,  lawyer,  writer. 

Robert  R.  Nathan,  economist. 

George  Outland,  professor  of  government, 
San  Francisco  State  College;  former  Member 
of  Congress  from  California. 

Charles  Rose,  Investment  broker. 

Maurice  Rosenblatt,  management  consult- 
ant and  publicist. 

Robert  W.  Ruhl,  publisher  of  Medford 
Mail  Tribune.  Medford.  Greg. 

Thiabault  de  St.  Phallle,  lawyer. 

Sidney  H.  Scheuer,  partner  of  Scheur  & 
Co..  textile  consultants,  sales  agents  and 
brokers;  former  president  of  the  Society  for 
Ethical  Culture:  former  executive  director 
of  the  Foreign  Economics  Administration. 

Arthur  M.  Schlesinger,  retired  professor 
of  history  at  Harvard. 

Harry  Louis  Selden,  writer,  editor. 

Robert  E.   Sherwood,  playwright. 

Marshall  K.  Skadden,  lawyer. 

Edward  S.  Skill  in,  editor.  Commonweal 
magazine,  a  liberal  Catholic  weekly. 

Michael  Straight,  editor  of  the  New  Re- 
public. 

Nathan  Straus,  president.  Radio  Station 
WMCA;  former  Administrator,  United  States 
Housing  Authority. 

General  Telford  Taylor,  lawyer;  former 
United  States  representative  for  prosecu- 
tion of  war  criminals. 

Gerhard  Van  Arkel,  lawyer. 

Walter  Walker,  publisher.  Grand  Junction 
(Colo.)    Daily  Sentinel. 

Stunner  Welles,  former  Under  Secretary  of 
State. 


PERSONAL  STATE&CENT  BY 
SENATOR  FLANDERS 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
subjected  to  a  niunber  of  questions  by 
Mr.  William  Loeb,  the  publisher  of  the 
Manchester  (N.  H.)  Union  Leader,  the 
Burlington  (Vt.)  Daily  News,  and  the  St. 
Albans  (Vt.)  Messenger,  with  regard  to 
two  points  in  particular.    One  was  the 


export  of  machinery  to  Russia  fram  the 
firm  of  which  I  was  formerly  president, 
and  the  other  the  peace  terms  which  I 
proposed  for  Korea  before  the  Common- 
wealth Parliamentary  Association  at 
Ottawa,  Canada,  in  September  1952. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  ttw  list 
of  exports  of  machine  tools  at  my  fonner 
company  to  Russia  be  published  in  the 
body  of  the  Rboou  at  the  conclusion  of 
these  remarks. 

I  may  say  that  we  were  very  active  In 
business  with  Russia  during  two  periods; 
one  in  which  Russia  was  building  agri- 
cultural machinery  and  tractors  for  their 
collective  farms,  the  other  during  the 
Lend-Leaae  period.  The  table  gives  the 
total  of  the  machine  tools  so  exported 
to  Russia.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
It  be  printed  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rscoaa, 
as  follows: 

Exports  of  maehine  tools  to  the  V.  S.  S  Jl, 

1925-53 

[Value  $1,000] 
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l.WSS 

341 

2.&M 

4.5S3 

7.  MO 

4.701 

24.216 

11.646 

11,346 

3.267 

S5.577 

133,  «36 

130,373 

00.296 

34.901 

16,277 

1.970 

1981 

1932 

1933 

1934 

193.'i 

]«M 

1937 

1938.. 

1939 

IMO. 

1941  

1942 " 

1943  > 

1944  » 

1945  » 

(-! 
(') 

'''  „ 

1946  • 

1947 

194« 

7 

1949 

m 

1950 

1951 

' 

1952 

1953 

>  .Shipments  through  leod4esse  pncram  not  klenti- 
fial.;.'. 

>  Durlnir  the  period   1942-46  data  larfetr  represent 
sMpments  un<'er  the  lend-lease  proicrsin. 

>  No  shipments  permitted  aAer  Feb.  28, 1949. 

Export  Ueenses required  in  years  1948  t<vl9S3,tndusiv»v. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Finally,  Mr.  Loeb 
accused  me  of  suggesting  peace  terms  for 
Korea  favorable  to  Communist  China. 
In  order  that  the  peace  terms  suggested 
by  me  may  be  known,  I  ask  imanimous 
consent  that  they  be  printed  in  the  Rac- 
ORD  at  this  point  in  my  remaito.  I  may 
say  that  I  do  this  now  rather  than  ear- 
lier, because  I  served  notice  on  Mr.  Loeb, 
and  in  general,  that  I  would  reply  to  no 
charges  until  the  question  of  the  motion 
of  censure  was  disposed  of. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  sug- 
gested peace  terms  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rxcokd,  as  follows: 


Pkacz  Tibscs  poa 
(By  Raiph  E.  FlaifBBHi,  United  States 

Senator,  Vermont) 
Tour  BkceUency,  members  of  tbc  Partta- 
ments  of  the  Oommonwealtli.  and  goHts. 
not  by  right  as  a  manbex,  toot  Hf  graoe  as 
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9k  tOMt.  X  ta  ptnnlttod  to  addreai  70a  oa 
\bm  aolijMt  oC  paao*  for  Kan*.  X  am  dotnc 
tbtt  ta  vary  aoactoa  tanns,  without  omtarlcal 
mdmsJOM&t.  bMtac  the  appMl  on  oool  ]udg- 
meat  nttMr  tluui  an.  tb*  emotions.  Tbat 
xoal  Judcmant  nay  mora  eadly  be  arrived 
»t.  ooplee  ctf  tlito  Mldreee  are  aTailable  for 
lurtlMratudy. 

A  nnmbar  of  the  natlone  of  your  Oom- 
monvealtli  are  eni^ged  wltli  ua  In  Um  United 
Natlooc  war  broui^  upon  us  by  the  Cc«n- 
munlst  Invailon  of  South  Korea.  In  May 
,  USO.  Bemembering  how  th«  League  of  Na- 
tions tamporlJBed  with  Invasions  of  Its  mem- 
b^  ooontrtes  In  the  period  between  World 
Wars  I  and  XZ  and.  In  oonsequenee,  ceased 
to  exist  as  a  means  for  preserving  peace 
In  the  world,  It  became  the  dear  duty^oC  the 
United  |latlo:js  to  Intervene  militarily  In  Ko- 
rea to  stop  the  aggression.  Afto'  dishearten- 
ing vicissitudes,  this  has  been  done,  but  still 
there  Is  no  peace.  The  war  still  continues 
while  protracted  truce  negotiations  drag  on. 
for  more  than  a  year  now.  Should  a  truce 
be  negotiated,  that  will  be  no  guaranty  of 
peace.  Two  hostile  armed  forces  will  con- 
tinue to  face  each  other  for  an  Indefinite 
period. 

A  new  i^proach  is  needed.  Such  an  ap- 
proach Is  ready  at  hand.  Instead  of  gov- 
ernment maneuvering  for  military  power, 
we  have  but  to  propose  the  •  well-being  of 
people  as  the  end  objective  of  the  Korean 
stmggle.  This  gives  a  new  turn  to  the 
problem. 

The  peojdes  concerned  are  three:  the  Chl- 
neee  Communist  soldiers,  the  N<x-th  Koreans, 
and  the  South  Koreans.  Any  terms  offered 
must  be  of  advantage  to  all  three. 

The  so-called  volunteer  Chinese  aoldiers  are 
armed  and  munitioned  by  the  government  of 
Conununlst  C^ilna.  That  government,  so  far 
as  I  am  aware,  has  expressed  no  Interest  or 
purpose  In  Its  Intervention  otber  tban  tbe 
protection  of  Manchuria  from  Invasion  by  or 
through  Korea.  That  Interest  can  be  safe- 
guarded by  peaceful  means. 

That  means  Is  the  establishment  of  a  neu- 
tral s>ne  In  northwestern  Korea  substan- 
tially coinciding  with  the  watershed  of  the 
Talu  River.  This  sons  is  sparsely  populated 
and  is  principally  important  as  the  source  of 
water  for  Talu  River  power  stations.  In  which 
Manchuria  has  a  vital  concern.  Neutrality 
in  this  area  would  be  inspected  and  admin- 
istered solely  by  Asiatic  nationals.  None  of 
the  white  race,  none  of  the  so-called  capital- 
istic nations,  none  of  the  colonizing  empires 
would  be  peirmltted  any  place  or  authority. 
It  would  be  "AsU  for  the  Asiatics." 

The  soldiers  of  Communist  China  would 
then  have  nothing  left  to'  fight  for.  In  the 
mindi  of  aoottt  of  thousands  of  them  has 
been  a  growing  doubt  and  dissatisfaction,  as 
is  evidenced  by  the  unwllUngness  to  be  re. 
patrtated  of  the  great  majority  of  those  who 
have  been  captured.  It  is  inhuman  to  keep 
them  forced  into  conditions  of  hardship,  dis- 
ease, wounds,  and  death  which  do  not  result 
In  the  welfare  of  themselves  or"  any  other 
people. 

Acceptable  terms  can  be  offered  the  north 
Koreans,  civil  and  military.  These  people 
must  be  hungry  for  peace.  Even  while  de- 
struction rains  on  them  from  above,  peace 
must  be  set  before  them.  To  attack  them  as 
we  are  doing  without  offering  them  the 
means  of  escape  Is  unlntelUgent.  To  destroy 
them  endlessly  without  giving  them  accept- 
able peace  terms  is  to  plumb  the  depths  of 
human  Iniquity.  To  thoee  depths  have  we, 
as  members  of  the  United  Nations,  descended. 

The  nast  requirement  of  tbose  peace  terms 
is  that  North  and  South  Korea  be  reunited. 
This  U  in  the  interest  of  the  people  of  both 
areas.  The  Industrial  xuxrth  and  the  agri- 
cultural south  fit  Into  each  other  like  a  hand 
into  H  glove.  Separate,  they  are  dependent 
on  foreign  nations  for  their  well-being.  Re- 
joined together,  they  make  a  practically  self- 
contained  economy,  capable  of  a  standard  of 


living  higher  perhaps  than  that  available  to 
the  people  of  any  other  Asiatic  country. 

£t- these  peace  terms  are  met,  then  tBe 
UnUled  Nations  would  offer  to  rebuild  into 
usable  condition  the  industries,  the  trans- 
portation, and  the  housing  of  the  combined 
north  and  south.  This  would  be  expenslvK, 
but  it  would  be  a  cheap  price  to  for  us  to 
pay  for  peace.  Tbe  anited  States  alone  Is 
paying  arotmd  sA  billion  per  year  for  tbe 
Korean  war.  This  enormous  sum  Is  easily 
wasted  in  destruction.  It  would  go  far  In 
'  reconstruction.  In  any  event,  peace  is  not 
to  be  measured  in  dollars.  It  Is  without 
Quice. 

Finally,  after  the  period  of  reconstruc- 
tion, the  United  Nations  would  offer  to  tbe 
people  of  Korea  a  free  election,  as  was  tbe 
original  purpose.  They  can  have  the  kind  Of 
government  they  waat,  without  duress  Or 
Interference. 

To  all  these  peoples  then  we  offer  ( 1 )  safety 
from  invasion;  (2)  the  self-contained  aad 
high-level  economy  of  a  united  countrj-; 
(3)  rebuilding  of  destroyed  factories,  high- 
ways, railroads  and  homes;  and  (4)  a  gov- 
ernment of  their  own  choosing. 

These  terms  may  net  be  acceptable  to  pro- 
fessional military  mt^n.  They  may  be  re- 
fused by  self-seeking  politicians.  They  will 
be  hungrily  sought  after  by  all  the  peofde 
concerned.  More  and  more  it  Is  the  peopQe 
which  determine  the  conditions  of  our  world, 
whether  by  submiasioa,  revolt,  or  active  par- 
ticipation in  govefhcient.  Peace  in  Korea 
depends  therefore  In  getting  these  terms  be- 
fore tbe  people.  IT  we  can  do  that  with 
sufficient  coverage  and  sufBcient  force,  mili- 
tary and  political  forires  will  be  put  on  tbe 
moral  defensive,  and  can  the  more  easily  be 
overcome  by  active  resistance  or  by  non- 
resistance. 

The  problem  is,  then,  to  reach  the  people. 
both  civil  and  military.  This  can  be  done 
by  radio,  repeating  the  terms  over  and  ovsr. 
Since  receiving  sets  are  not  In  general  use  In 
North  Korea,  the  main  reliance  must  be  on 
meesagea  dropped  frotn  planes.  The  Inhab- 
ited areas  must  be  blanketed  by  this  gospel 
'from  the  skies. 

If  this  conflict  is  to  end  In  peace,  tbe 
terms  of  that  peace  must  be  acceptable  aad 
Just.  Above  all,  they  vcmbX  be  made  known. 
To  continue  to  spread  misery  and  death  in 
Korea  without  offering  peace  la  brutal. 
Worse  than  that,  it  is  ttupld. 

IDENTITY  OP  CERTAIN  COMMU- 
NIST -  INFILTRATED  ORGANIZA- 
TIONS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  3706)  to  amend  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act  of  1950  to 
provide  for  the  determination  of  the 
Identity  of  certain  Communist-inflltratiJd 
organizationfi,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  hope 
the  Senate  will  take  a  long  and  sober  look 
at  the  pending  bill,  the  so-called  Butltr 
bill,  and  turn  it  down  or  turn  it  back  to 
the  Judiciary  Committee  for  further 
study. 

This  measure  should  have,  by  right, 
the  benefit  of  study  and  consideration  by 
the  Labor  Committee,  in  whose  jurisdic- 
tion a  matter  like  this  properly  belongs, 
in  my  Judgment. 

Or,  the  Senate  may  wish  to  follow 
the  excellent  lead  of  the  House  Judiciaity 
Committee  and  vote  for  the  establishi- 
xnent  of  a  bipartisan  study  commissicti 
to  investigate  this  serious  matter,  and  tb 
report  back  to  the  Congress  next  year. 

Mr.  BUTI^R.  Mr.  President,  does  tlie 
Senator  from  New  York  desire  to  yield 


at  this  point,  or  would  he  prefer  to  icon- 
elude  his  statement  lief  ore  yielding? 

Mi-.  LEHMAN.  I  should  prefer  to 
finish  my  statement;  then  I  shall  be  glad. 
Indeed,  to  yield. 

Mr.  President,  the  support  for  this  bill 
springs,  in  large  part,  from  a  desire  to 
"do  something" — anything — about  Com- 
munist influence  in  th<}  United  States. 
The  administration  wants  to  have  a 
record  of  having  approved  a  legislative 
program  aimed  at  subv(?rsive  influences. 

I  will  not  deny  that  there  is  a  |>rob- 
lem — the  Communist  Influence— and 
even  domination  of  a  few  labor  unions 
organized  in  important  Industries  and 
areas. 

The  sponsors  of  the  Butler  bill  were 
not  the  flrst  to  discover  this  problem. 
Those  of  us  who  are  concerned  with  la- 
bor legislation  have  been  devoting  study 
to  this  matter  for  a  number  of  years.  A 
subcommittee  of  the  Liibor  Committee, 
headed  by  my  friend  and  colleague  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  Humphrey],  made  an  ex- 
haustive study  of  the  matter,  held  pub- 
lic hearings,  and  hashed  and  rehashed 
this  subject  over  a  i)eriod  of  many 
months.  That  was  during  the  last  ad- 
ministration, the  Truman  administra- 
tion. 

But  we  in  the  Senate  are  not  the  only 
ones  who  have  shown  concern.  The 
labor  movement  itself  has  shown  con- 
cern. They  were  the  first  to  do  dome- 
thing  about  ♦^he  situation. 

In  the  CIO.  nine  international  ufiions 
were  expelled  5  years  ago  becaiUe  of 
Communist  influence.  The  CIO  leiider- 
ship  launched  a  concei-ted  offensive  to 
capture  the  loyal  portion  of  the  mem- 
bership of  those  unions,  and  to  give  the 
workers  organized  by  these  Commu- 
nist-influenced unions  some  place  to  go. 

In  fact,  Mr.  President,  these  eftorts 
have  had  a  brilliant  success.  The  nine 
unions  I  have  referred  to  had  a  total 
membership  of  approximately  1  million 
members  in  1949-50  when  they  were  ex- 
pelled from  the  CIO. 

Today  only  six  of  thej;e  unions  are  left 
in  existence.  They  have  a  total  of  about 
250,000  members.  Approximately  750,- 
000  of  their  members  have  left  them  and 
have  joined  non-Communist  unions  of 
the  CIO  or,  in  some  cases,  of  the  Ameri- 
can Federation  of  Labor. 

This  has  happened  by  the  democratic 
process,  on  the  initiative  of  the  respon- 
sible anti-Communist  leadership  <of  the 
unions  concerned.  As  non-Communist 
unions  appear  on  the  scene,  ready  and 
able  to  fight  for  the  legitimate  rights  of 
the  workers,  the  workers  leave  the  Com- 
munist-dominated unions  and  join  the 
non-Communist  unions.  This  has  been 
the  pattern  of  the  past  4  years. 

What  else  would  you  expect.  Mr.  pres- 
ident? The  overwhelming  majority  of 
the  membership  of  the  nine  Conlmu- 
nist-dominated  unions  expelled  from  the 
CIO  in  1949-50  were  loyal  and  patriotic 
citizens.  And  even  today  most  o|  the 
members  of  the  weakened  and  strongly 
beset  Communist-influenced  uniona  still 
remaining  are  loyal  and  patriotic  Alner- 
ican  citizens  who  are,  however,  con- 
cerned to  protect  their  jobs,  their  work- 
ing standards,  and  their  dignity  as  union 
members.    So  they  keep  their  member- 
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ship  in  these  unions  which  have  con- 
tracts with  firms  like  General  Electric. 
Western  Union,  and  others. 

Parenthetically.  Mr.  President,  as  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Htm- 
PHREY]  can  tell  you  better  than  I.  as  a 
result  of  the  study  hLs  subcommittee 
made  several  years  ago.  there  was  strong 
evidence  that  management  "played  foot- 
sie" with  these  Communist-dominated 
unions  and  showed  favoritism  to  them,  in 
preference  to  the  non-Communist  un- 
ions, believing  that  these  Communist- 
dominated  unions  were  and  would  be 
more  tractable  and  less  IncUned  to  mili- 
tant demands  on  the  wa^e  and  working 
conditions  front.  Manai  ement.  in  some 
ca.ses.  conspired  with  thtse  Communist- 
dominated  unions  to  defeat  the  member- 
ship drives  of  the  non-<:?ommunist  un- 
ions. Evidence  to  that  effect  is  in  the 
record  of  the  hearings  of  the  Humphrey 
subcommittee. 

So.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  undertake 
to  say  there  is  no  problem  here,  and  that 
we  should  not  be  concerned  over  it. 
There  is  a  problem,  and  many — includ- 
ing the  responsible  leaders  of  the  labor 
movement — have  been  long  concerned 
over  it  and  have  been  doing  something 
effective  about  it. 

I  understand  that  in  Hawaii,  for  in- 
."stance,  where  the  Ijongshoremen's 
Union,  headed  by  Harry  Bridges,  has 
long  been  the  dominant  labor  force. 
j;reat  inroads  have  been  made  and  are 
being  made  by  competing;  non-Commu- 
nist unions.  If  let  alone,  that  process 
will  continue. 

Perhaps  it  is  possible  t<'  contrive  legis- 
lation that  will  accelera'e  this  process. 
I.  myself,  have  never  been  able  to  figure 
out  just  what  form  tiat  legislation 
should  take,  nor  have  the  responsible 
leaders  of  the  CIO  and  the  AFL.  That 
leadership,  Mr.  President,  js,  in  my 
judgment,  a  more  efTectiv-3  anti-Commu- 
nist force  and  influence  i.n  America,  and 
has  been  for  many  years,  than  any  of 
the  hysterical  groups,  in  and  out  of  the 
present  administration,  who  recently 
have  been  inciting  such  a  panic  about 
subversive  elements  in  our  Nation's 
midsi 

Now  let  me  address  myself  to  the  pend- 
ing measure,  to  the  ill-chosen,  hastily 
contrived,  blunderbuss  bill  before  us. 

The  pending  bill,  while  seeming  to  be 
Ingenious,  is  actually,  in  my  judgment, 
completely  naive  in  its  approach— naive, 
at  flrst  glance;  and  incredibly  dangerous, 
at  second. 

The  pending  bill  would  take  the  initi- 
ative away  from  the  responsible  leader- 
^  ship  of  the  labor  movement — away  from 
the  Walter  Reuthers  and  George 
Meanys,  away  from  the  host  of  anti- 
Communist  o£Bcers  and  members  of  the 
CIO  and  AFL — and  would  repose  it  in 
the  hands  of  Government.  We  would 
give  to  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board  and  to  the  Attorney  General  the 
responsibility  for  elimimLting  the  Com- 
munist influence  in  the  Itibor  movement. 
It  strikes  me  as  exceedingly  strange 
that  the  very  Members  01  this  body  who 
express  the  greatest  distrust  of  Gov- 
ernment and  of  bureaucracy,  in  regard 
to  measures  designed  to  advance  the  wel- 
fare of  working  people,  are  the  first  to 


demand  the  Intervention  of  Government 
by  means  of  mt^astires  designed  to  re- 
strict and  control  the  activities  of  work- 
ing people. 

The  pending  bill  would  give  to  the 
Government,  to  the  Attorney  General, 
and  to  the  Subversive  Activities  Con- 
trol Board,  the  power  and  authority  to 
decide  which  unions  are  sound  and  pa- 
triotic and  which  are  Communist-infil- 
trated and  hence  should  be  liquidated. 
What  an  awful  power  to  vest  in  Govern- 
ment. Does  this  not  smack  of  totali- 
tarianism, of  the  very  thing  we  fear  and 
fight,  struggle  against,  and  hate? 

Where  else  does  government  have  the 
right  to  tolerate  or  to  crush  labor  unions 
out  of  existence?  In  Russia  and  else- 
where behind  the  Iron  Curtain,  Mr. 
President. 

What  authority  and  responsibility  to 
give  to  Government.  The  authority  to 
initiate  action  against  one  or  another 
labor  union,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  al- 
leged to  be  Communist-infiltrated. 
What  could  an  antilabor  administration 
with  this  power  do  to  the  labor  move- 
ment? 

The  fact  is.  Mr.  President,  that  this 
power  will  backfire  with  regard  to  strong 
labor  unions  which  really  might  be  dan- 
gerous, and  will  far  overreach  itself  with 
regard  to  weak  unions  which  represent 
no  danger  at  all. 

With  strongly  entrenched  labor  un- 
ions which  reflect  a  Communist  influ- 
ence, prosecution  by  Government  will 
only  serve  to  close  ranks  in  the  labor 
union,  and  thus  to  forestall  efforts  by 
competing  non-Communist  unions  to  en- 
list membership  from  the  ranks  of  the 
Communist-dominated  unions.  The 
workers  in  those  unions  will  react  to 
Government  intervention  by  supporting 
their  union  more  strongly  than  ever. 
The  Government's  motives  will  be  sus- 
pected, and  the  purpose  of  this  law  will 
be  lost  in  the  resulting  conflict. 

But  with  regard  to  new  unions,  in  the 
process  of  organization,  the  initiation  of 
proceedings  before  the  Subversive  Activ- 
ities Control  Board  can  serve  to  destroy 
them.  Mr.  President,  what  assurance 
do  we  have  that  these  proceedings  will 
not  be  Initiated  as  a  means  of  impeding 
and  paralyzing  union  organization  ef- 
forts in  parts  of  the  country  now  unor- 
ganized, where  local  management  will 
readily  swear  and  affirm  that  any  union 
is,  per  se,  communistic? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

I  did  not  want  to  interrupt  the  Sen- 
ator, but  I  think  at  that  point  I  should 
advise  him  that  there  is  ample  review  of 
all  these  proceedings  by  the  courts  of  the 
United  States,  and  I  cannot  conceive 
that  the  courts  would  permit  an  injus- 
tice to  any  labor  organization. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  want  to  develop  my 
argxunent,  and  then  I  shall  be  only  too 
glad  to  3^eld  to  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland. 

Mr.  President,  I  would  not  place  this 
deadly  antiunion  weapon  in  the  hands  of 
any  administration,  even  one  of  my  own 
poUtical  persuasion.  I  do  not  think  it 
belongs  in  the  hands  of  Government.  It 
certainly  does  not  belong  in  the  hands  of 
the  Attorney  General  and  the  Subversive 
Activities    Control    Board,    who    have 


neither  experience  nor  sophistication  In 
labor  matters,  nor  any  sense  of  respon- 
sibility for  the  preservation  of  the  labor 
movement  in  this  country. 

Here,  Mr.  President,  is  the  real  crux  of 
the  matter.  The  pending  bill,  as  I  have 
Indicated,  and  as  I  shall  further  demon- 
strate in  a  moment,  will  be  completely 
Ineffective  in  its  avowed  purposes,  while 
it  holds,  under  its  terms,  promise  of 
grave  and  almost  incalculable  danger  to 
the  proper,  legitimate,  and  responsible 
labor  movement  in  America. 

This  is  why  the  two  leading  labor  or- 
ganizations in  this  country,  the  CIO 
and  A.  P.  of  L.,  are  strongly  opposed  to 
this  measure.  Were  the  bill  otherwise, 
Mr.  President,  they  would  be  among  its 
prime  supporters.  The  CIO  has  been 
devoting  a  major  share  of  its  efforts — 
imdertaking  with  sweat,  blood,  and 
tears — to  destroying  the  Communist  in- 
fluence in  the  labor  movement.  It  ex- 
pelled nine  unions  believed  to  be  under 
Communist  influence.  It  has  been  en- 
gaged in  an  all-out  effort  to  win  the  loyal 
members  away  from  those  unions,  and, 
as  I  have  already  indicated,  it  has  suc- 
ceeded in  a  remarkable  degree.  The 
lUE,  headed  by  Mr.  James  Carey,  has 
been  devoting  all  its  efforts  and  energies 
to  winning  the  membership  away  from 
the  UE.  which  is  said  to  show  a  Commu- 
nist influence.    This  is  just  one  example. 

The  A.  P.  of  L.,  as  far  as  I  know,  has 
had  no  great  Communist  problem. 
There  is  no  international  union  in  the 
A.  F.  of  L.  which,  as  far  as  I  know,  re- 
flects a  Communist  influence.  But  the 
A.  P.  of  L.,  too.  has  been  participating 
with  all  its  might  and  main  in  the  fight 
against  communism  in  the  labor-union 
movement,  in  the  country  as  a  whole, 
and.  indeed,  in  the  world  labor  move- 
ment. 

Would  it  not  be  logical,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, if  this  measure  gave  any  promise 
of  being  successful  in  its  avowed  ob- 
jective, for  these  unions  to  support  this 
bill? 

But  they  are  opposing  it.  They  are 
opposing  it  strongly.  They  see  in  it  a 
threat,  not  to  Communist-dominated 
unions,  but  to  the  entire  American  labor 
movement. 

It  is  worth  noting,  Mr.  President,  that 
the  views  of  these  two  labor  unions, 
which  have  most  of  the  knowledge  and 
experience  that  there  is  about  Commu- 
nist-dominated unions,  were  not  even 
heard  in  the  public  hearings  on  this 
measure.  Their  views  were  subsequently 
filed  with  the  committee,  in  the  form  of 
written  statements. 

It  seems  Incredible  to  me,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  this  measure  should  be  re- 
ported and  brought  to  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate  without  an  all-out  effort  by  the 
Judiciary  Committee  to  solicit  and  ex- 
amine in  the  greatest  detail  the  views 
and  observations  of  the  CIO  and  the 
A.  F.  of  L.  on  this  matter.  But  the 
fundamental  approach  of  this  measure 
is  not  to  help  the  labor  movement  to 
clean  house,  but  to  impose  an  aUeged 
solution  of  this  problem  on  the  labor 
movement — a  solution  which  holds  a 
threat  to  the  labor  movement  itself. 

As  far  as  the  way  which  this  bill  would 
operate  is  concerned,  it  would  penalise, 
not  the  Communists  who  have — to  use 
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Airtbcr.  In  resard  to  the  effeettveneis 
of  the  aetoal  terms  of  this  measure,! 
not  ise  bow  any  falr-mlndfed  Mem- 
of  this  body  can.  after  careful  ex> 

iliwtfcm.  wnn^e  it. 

■  Prealdeat.IwasoDcof  afewlJem- 
of  this  bod^  who  Toted  ««aliist  the 
original  Bakffoslve  Activities  Control 
AcX,  to  whieh  the  pending  bill  is  an 
amendment.  During  the  course  of  that 
debate.  In  the  summer  of  1S50.  I  said 
that  it  would  take  2  years  before  even 
the  Oommunkt  Party  could  be  forced 
to  recMor  under  the  terms  of  that  law. 
WdU  it  is  now  1964,  and  tbe  final  ruling 
on  the  registration  of  the  Communist 
Party  has  not  come  down  jret 

The  pcoeedures  provided  in  the  Snb^ 
Tcntve  Activities  Ckmtrol  Act  which 
wo*i]d  apply  to  the  designation  of 
u  MOM  as  "Communist  infiltrated"  will 
inevitataly  retniire  3,  4,  ox  even  5  years 
to  cooHtlete.  A  union  that  is  actually 
Oommunlst  dominated  will  be  able  to 
survive  that  process  and  keep  up  with 
it.  The  Oommunlst  Party  certainly 
has  dime  Just  that.  The  danger  in- 
volved In  this  bUl  is  not  to  them.  This 
bin  win  hdp  them.  The  danger  is  to 
the  xum-Oommunist  unions  which  might 
be  accused  of  being  Communist  infil- 
trated—during a  strilce  or  at  the  point  of 
a  repreaentatlop  election. 

Mr.  President,  the  standards  and  cri- 
teria set  forth  in  this  bill  are  so  vague 
and  indefinite  that  no  labor  union  has 
any  aasuranoe  that  it  will  not  be  brought 
before  the  Subversive  Activities  ContnA 
Board  on  the  charge  of  being  Communist 
infiltrated.  The  definition  of  a  OooHnu- 
nlst-infUtrated  organisation  is  a  union 
which  is  dominated  by  an  individual  or 
individuals  "actively  engaged  in"  a  Com- 
munist organization.  What  is  meant  by 
"actively  engaged  in"?  Is  it  confined 
to  membership,  or  does  it  include  asso- 
ciation with  Communists,  or  subscrip- 
tion to  the  Daily  Worker,  or  contribu- 
timis  to  an  organization  subseqiiently 
labeled  as  a  Communist-front  organiza- 
tion? 

Under  the  terms  of  this  bin  a  union 
can  be  proscribed  if  its  "effective  man- 
agemrat"  was  conducted  by  one  or  more 
Individuals  who  are,  or  within  5  years 
have  been,  members,  agents,  or  repre- 
sentatives of  any  Communist  organiza- 
tions or  any  Communist  foreign  govern- 
ment or  the  world  Communist  move- 
ment "with  knowledge  of  the  nature  and 
purpose  thereof."  What  does  "effective 
management"  mean  in  this  context? 
What  dangers  to  legitimate  labor  or- 
ganizattons  might  be  involved  in  this 
proscription  of  unions  whose  "effective 
management"  resided  in  the  hands  of  an 
Individual  or  Individuals  who,  as  long  as 
5  years  before,  were  members  or  repre- 
sentatives of  "any  Commui^st  organiza- 
tion"? 


What  does  this  bill  mean,  in  defining 
Communist  infiltration  as  a  situation  in 
which  the  policies  of  a  union  have  been 
carrl^  out  "pursuant  to  the  direction  or 
advice  <A  any  member,  agent,  or  repr»< 
sentative"  of  a  Communist  organization!? 
Is  a  showing  of  mere  coincidence  of  polir 
ctes  sufBcient? 

Tliere  is  a  third  standard  which  ref  em 
to  the  furtherance  or  promotion  of  the 
objectives  of  Communist  organizations. 
It  is  not.  only  possible,  but  inevitablt, 
that  labor  unions,  as  well  as  other  organ- 
laattons,  will  support  some  causes  whidi 
also  are  hypocrlUcally  espoused  by  Mm 
Ocmmnnist  Party.  Is  this  a  ground  f dr 
condemnation  of  such  a  labor  union  as  a 
Communist-infiltrated  organization? 

CMi.  Mr.  President.  I  have  just  begun 
to  scratch  the  surface  of  this  bill.  I  hai^ 
not  had  time  to  examine  it  line  by  line 
and  section  by  section.  I  have  not  had 
time  to  take  counsel  with  more  than  a 
few  experts  in  this  field. 

As  a  member  of  the  Labor  Committee, 
I  want  to  know  what  the  potentialities  Of 
this  bUl  are  in  situations  involving  a 
strike  such  as  the  steel  strike,  or  the  rail- 
way strike,  or  a  strike  of  a  local  public 
utility.  Might  not  feelings  in  such  a  sit- 
uation run  so  high  as  to  result  In  a  de- 
mand thatlhe  Attorney  General  move 
in,  under  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  and 
Indict  the  union  in  question  as  a  Com- 
mimlst-inflltrated  oiganizatlon? 

No,  Mr.  President,  I  will  not  vote  for 
this  measure.  I  hope  that  even  the  spon- 
sors of  this  bill  will  have  a  second 
thought  in  regard  to  it.  I  hope  the  Sen- 
ate will  send  this  bill  to  resounding  de- 
feat, or  will  at  least  refer  It  for  further 
study. 

The  House  Judipiary  Committee,  aftsr 
studying  this  proposal,  was  moved  to 
recommend  the  establishment  of  a  bipar- 
tisan commission  to  examine  this  mat- 
ter. That  is  the  most  that  we  in  the  Sen- 
ate should  dor  I  hope  my  colleagues  will 
Join  with  me  in  opposing  this  bill,  which 
undoubtedly  is  in^ired  by  high  motives, 
but  Is  vicious  and  highly  dangerous  in  its 
effect. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  already  referred 
to  the  action  of  the  House  Judicial;/ 
Committee  in  refusing  to  report  this  bill, 
but  recommending  instead  the  establish- 
ment of  a  bipartisan  commission  to  ex- 
amine the  matter. 

Yesterday  there  was  a  report  from  the 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities  df 
the  House,  attached  to  which  there  weue 
dissenting  views  by  the  minority  mem- 
bers of  that  committee,  consisting  of 
Representative  Prahcis  E.  Walter,  whose 
name  is  well  known  to  us  in  connection 
with  all  matters  relating  to  subversive 
activities.  Representative  Clyde  Doyl*. 
and  Representative  James  B.  Frazier.  Jt. 

I  wish  to  quote  in  part  from  the  mi- 
nority views:  j 

The  bUl  H.  R.  9838  was  reported  by  tlie 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities  wlttt- 
out  one  word  of  testimony  pro  or  con  beli|g 
introduced,  or  a  report  from  the  Department 
of  Justice  submitted.  The  bill  was  called  vq} 
for  consideration  when  a  bare  majority  9f 
the  committee  was  present  and  despite  tl)e 
protesto  of  Mr.  Walter  that  a  bill  of  this 
Importance  shoiild  not  be  considered  with- 
out, at  least,  having  an  explanation  made  Of 
what  It  does.    It  was  reported  by  a  vote  Of 


4  to  1,  without  ever  going  through  thq  for- 
mality of  reading  the  bill  for  amend m>»it. 

This  bill  is  slmUar  to  the  legislation  |  that 
was  considered  by  the  Committee  on  tbe 
Judiciary  In  hearings  which  started  on  llareh 
18,  1954.  and  t^mlnated  on  June  30,  1054. 
The  difference  between  H.  R.  9838  from  tho— 
under  consideration  during  theee  hearl]|ga  is 
that  not  a  single  word  of  testimony  ifx  aU 
of  the  hearings  held  before  the  Judiciary 
Committee  concerned  H.  R.  9838.  The  e)rects 
of  this  legislation  are  further  reaching  than 
apparently  the  proponents  understand!  As 
was  pointed  out  in  an  editorial  in  the  Wall 
Street  Journal  of  June  8,  1964: 

"This  type  of  legislation  la  intended  to 
extend  the  authority  contained  In  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act  ol  1960." 

In  view  of  the  fact  tliat  much  progress  is 
being  made  under  that  law  it  seems  dan- 
gerous to  US  to  report  a  far-reaching  bill 
which  may,  as  tbe  Wall  Street  Journal  pointed 
out.  "chip  away  at  the  very  rights  we  seek  to 
save  from  that   | Communist]    menace." 

I  may  say  that  the  Wall  Street  JoUmal 
cannot  by  the  widest  stretch  of  the  lihag- 
Inatlon  be  considered  a  subversive  or 
even  a  radical  sheet. 

I  continue  reading  from  the  minority 
views: 

We  are  firmly  of  the  opinion  that  a  con- 
tinued vigorous  enforcement  of  the  Smith 
Act  obviates  the  necessity  to  legislate  further 
when  such  legislation  Is  huiTledly  drawtt  and 
only  casually  considered. 

Up  until  now  we  have  dealt  with  the  pro- 
cedures followed  by  the  committee  majority 
in  approving  this  bill. 

We  also  have  grave  reservations  w'th  re- 
spect to  the  bill's  substantive  pro^lalons. 
This  bill  Is  copied  word  by  word  from  S.  3706, 
Introduced  by  Senator  Butt^xr,  of  liiar]|land. 
In  general  outline  it  resembles  House  »lolnt 
Resolution  528,  Introduced  at  the  request  of 
Attorney  General  Brownell.  on  which  th« 
House  Judiciary  Committee  held  hearings. 

The  essence  of  this  bill  Is  that  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Board,  created  by 
the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1960,  is  author- 
ized to  screen  unions  to  determine  wtether 
they  are  Communlst-lnflltrated.  The  bUl 
does  not  In  terms  apply  only  to  labor  unions, 
but  the  penalties  provided  for  "CommUnlst- 
Inflltrated"  organizations  seem  to  be  applica- 
ble only  to  unions.  The  principal  petoalty 
Is  that  a  union  found  to  be  "CommUnist- 
Inflltrated"  Is  to  be  forbidden  to  engage  in 
collective  bargaining;  that  is,  it  Is  to  be  put 
out  of  business. 

It  Is  difficult  to  avoid  the  conclusion,  that 
this  bill  is  a  step  toward  Government  licens- 
ing of  trade  unions.  Such  a  step  shoiild  be 
taken  only  after  the  moet  careful  considera- 
tion and  the  clearest  demonstration  of  its 
necessity.  Once  the  power  of  life  and  Seatb 
over  unions  is  vested  in  a  Federal  agency, 
there  is  always  the  danger  that  it  may  be 
misused.  The  danger,  too.  cannot  l>e  over- 
looked that  the  bare  existence  of  s\4ch  a 
power  In  the  Federal  Government  win  in- 
timidate unions,  and  tend  to  make  them 
subservient  to  the  political  ends  of  what- 
ever administration  may  be  In  power. 

The  minority  views  further  say: 
A  free  trade-union  movement  Is  aq  Im- 
portant bulwark  of  democracy.  Whert  de- 
mocracy has  been  destroyed,  as  in  Soviet 
Russia  and  Nazi  Germany,  the  subordinRtlon 
of  unions  to  complete  government  control, 
through  licensing  or  some  similar  device,  has 
always  been  a  first  step  in  the  march  toward 
total  Itar  lanism. 

Mr.  President,  the  standards  provided 
by  this  bill  for  determining  whether  a 
union  is  a  Communist-infiltrated  uviion 
are  so  vague  as  to  threaten  the  inndcent 
along   with   the  guilty.     The  bill  Usts 
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seven  criteria  which  the  Board  is  to  take 
into  consideration  hi  determining 
whether  an  organization  is  Communist- 
infiltrated,  but  they  are  vague  and  in- 
definite, and  imder  them  the  innocent 
as  well  as  the  guilty  could  be  Indicted, 
convicted,  and  punished. 

Mr.  President,  the  minority  views  from 
which  I  have  quoted  funiier  say: 

Obvloiisly,  this  bill  has  not  been  thought 
through.  Obviously  there  Is  danger  that  it 
would  do  more  harm  than  :j;ood. 

That  is  what  the  House  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee decided  after  conslderlJig  a  similar  pro- 
posal— House  Joint  Resolution  528.  That 
committee  concluded  that  Conununist  InfU- 
tratlon  of  unions  does  present  a  substantial 
problem,  and  one  which  merits  careful  and 
thoughtful  consideration.  But  It  was  not 
convinced  that  legislation  c>f  this  type  Is  the 
answer.  The  Judiciary  Committee  there- 
fore proposed  the  creatloo  of  a  bipartisan 
public  commission,  havlcg  industry  and 
labor  representation,  to  study  this  whole 
problem  and  report  back  to  the  Congress 
next  January.  This  propdsal  has  received 
t)>e  support  of  both  the  Am-'rican  Federation 
of  Labor  and  the  Congress  of  Industrial 
Organizations. 

We  think  that  Is  a  ratlocal  and  construc- 
tive proposal. 

This  problem  of  Communist  infiltration  of 
unions  should  be  dealt  wUh  carefully  and 
thoughtfully.  It  should  be  dealt  with  In  a 
way  which  wlU  not  dariage  traditional 
American  liberties,  or  bring  us  closer  to  the 
totalitarianism  this  bill  piuports  to  guard 
against. 

This  is  an  Issue  on  which  xilltlcs  should  be 
shelved;  those  who  seek  tJ  make  political 
capital  out  of  it  wUl  only  <lo  the  country  a 
grave  disservice. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  st.y  I  believe  that 
the  bill  in  its  present  fcrm  is  a  highly 
dangerous  bill.  It  threatens  the  very 
existence  of  decent,  patriotic,  and  loyal 
American  labor  unions.  The  bill  will 
not  help,  in  my  opinion,  in  the  slightest 
degree  to  root  out  Conuniuiists  in  labor 
unions,  because  I  know  that  the  decent 
labor  unions,  under  the  leadership  of 
the  great  men  who  are  at  the  head  of 
the  CIO  and  the  American  Federation 
of  Labor  are  doing  ever^tiung  possible 
to  root  communism  out  of  their  unions, 
and  they  are  meeting  >v1th  amazingly 
great  success.  This  bill.  If  enacted,  will 
merely  put  back  the  clock,  and  make  it 
much  more  difficult  for  tnem  to  succeed 
in  their  efforts. 

I  hoF>e  the  bill,  if  It  comes  to  a  vote 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  will  be  rec- 
ognized for  what  it  is.  as  a  highly 
dangerous  piece  of  legisLition  which,  in 
my  opinion,  will  do  much  more  harm 
than  good.  It  will  not  punish  the  guilty. 
It  win  not  root  out  those  who  are  seek- 
ing to  weaken  the  unions.  Instead,  it 
will  weaken  the  legitimate  labor  move- 
ment, which  has  done  so  much  to  build 
up  the  prosperity  and  strength  and  wel- 
fare of  the  United  State;  and  Its  people. 

If  the  bill  is  not  voted  down,  I  cer- 
tainly hope  that  the  sul>stitute  amend- 
ment, to  appoint  a  commission  in  ex- 
actly the  same  way  and  under  the  same 
language  as  was  recommended  by  the 
Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House,  will 
be  adopted  and  enacted,  instead  of  mak- 
ing the  great  mistake  of  enacting  legis- 
lation of  a  highly  dangerous  and  harm- 
ful character. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  it  is  my 
desire  to  address  to  the   Senator  from 


New  York  several  questions.  Before 
doing  so,  however.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  I  be  permitted  to  make  a  brief 
statement  of  not  more  than  a  minute, 
with  the  understanding  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  does  not  lose  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  the  dif- 
ference of  opinion  between  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  York  and 
myself  is  a  very  definite  one.  but  a  very 
Simple  one.  The  Senator  from  New 
York  feels  that  the  question  of  infiltra- 
tion of  Communists  into  labor  organiza- 
tions is  a  matter  that  ought  to  be  settled 
within  the  labor  movement  itself. 

I.  on  the  other  hand,  feel  that  there 
Is  an  overriding  public  Interest  that  de- 
mands that  Ctovernment  intercede. 
When  witness  after  witness  appears  be- 
fore me  and  identifies,  under  oath.  Com- 
munists in  plants  where  our  most  secret 
military  material  is  being  manufactiu-ed. 
and  when  we  are  told  that  Communists 
sit  astride  our  most  secret  communica- 
tions from  the  Pentagon  and  from  the 
State  Department  and  from  other  sensi- 
tive agencies  of  Government,  I  say  that 
is  something  that  the  public  generally 
is  interested  in,  and  Is  a  proper  subject 
for  legislation  by  Congress. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  May  I  reply  to  the 
Senator? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Yes,  indeed.  I  cer- 
tainly will  afford  that  opportunity. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  realize  that  there  is 
a  problem  of  a  Communist  threat,  just 
as  much  as  does  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland.  However,  it  would 
seem  to  me  that  the  Senator  should  ad- 
dress his  efforts  toward  taking  care  of 
Communists  or  controlling  Communists, 
instead  of  trying  to  weaken  the  labor 
movement. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  will  yield  in  a 
moment. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  said  that 
when  he  listened  to  the  witnesses  at  the 
hearings  he  was  impressed  by  the  con- 
stant stream  of  those  who  sought  to  sub- 
vert our  Government.  I  wish  to  make  it 
very  clear  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
that  at  the  head  of  our  great  labor 
unions  are  men  who  I  believe  are  fully 
as  patriotic  as  is  any  Member  of  the 
Senate.  Of  course,  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  knows  the  high  regard  in 
which  I  hold  nearly  every  Member  of  the 
Senate. 

Can  we  have  anyone  more  patriotic 
than  Walter  Reuther  or  George  Meany 
or  Jim  Cafey  or  Jacob  Potofsky?  Those 
men  have  given  their  lives  to  build  up 
the  labor  movement.  They  have  given 
their  lives  in  the  past  many  years  to 
fighting  communism.  Where  can  we 
find  any  more  patriotic  men?  Those  are 
the  men  who  are  now  leading  the  labor 
movement  in  this  country. 

Mr.  BUTLER.     Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEIOfAN.  I  shaU  be  glad  to 
yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Does  the  Senator  not 
know  that  in  the  Turtle  Creek  VaUey  of 
Pennsylvania,  outside  of  Pittsburgh,  for 
instance,  there  are  working  in  our  de- 


fense plants  a  ntulber  of  persons  who 
are  members  of  a  union  which  has  been 
proved  bejrond  any  question  to  be  Com- 
munist dominated?  Does  the  Senator 
not  think,  with  that  knowledge,  that 
something  should  be  done  to  i'-i«»^nffe  that 
union  or  to  get  the  managemoit  of  that 
union  out  of  those  defense  plants? 

What  is  the  Congress  to  do?  Are  we 
to  have  that  knowledge  and  sit  idly  by 
and  let  those  people  stay  in  our  defense 
plants?  Are  we  to  sit  idly  by  with 
knowledge  that  the  ACA,  in  charge  of 
all  of  our  vital  communications,  is  Com- 
munist dominated? 

I  do  not  say  the  members  of  the  union 
are  Conununists.  but  their  management 
is  Communist  dominated,  and  that  has 
been  proved  beyond  all  doubt. 

In  the  Pittsburgh  hearings,  if  my  rec- 
ollection serves  me  aright.  13  officers  and 
members  of  the  union,  including  some 
shop  stewards,  appeared  before  us. 
Eleven  of  the  13  refused  to  answer 
whether  or  not  they  were  Communists. 

We  on  the  other  side  had  live  wit- 
nesses who  testified  imder  oath  that 
those  persons  had  served  in  the  Com- 
munist Party  with  them.  We  have  tes- 
timony, if  the  Senator  will  look  at  the 
hearings  which  are  on  the  desk  of  each 
Senator,  which  shows  that  the  leased 
lines  and  tie  lines  over  which  our  secret 
communications  go  all  over  the  world, 
and  even  our  code  and  cipher  messages 
sent  from  the  Pentagon  itself,  are  serv- 
iced to  members  of  a  Communist-dom- 
inated union.  I  say  we  would  be  most 
derelict  if  we  did  not  take  notice  of  that 
and  put  legislation  on  the  books  to  take 
care  of  it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  May  I  answer  the 
Senator? 

Bylr.  BUTLER.    Certainly. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Of  course.  I  am  as 
definitely  concerned  about  the  existence 
of  Communists  in  unions  and  industries 
as  is  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  and 
I  think  something  should  be  done 
about  it. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  What  does  the  Sen- 
ator suggest? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Walt  a  minute.  Very 
definitely,  not  such  a  bill  as  this,  which 
would  only  hurt  the  unions.  I  suggest 
appointing  a  commission  to  study  the 
whole  situation. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Does  the  Senator  sug- 
gest any  of  the  proposed  legislation  now 
pending  before  the  Congress? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Whether  it  would  be 
wise  or  not.  I  do  not  know,  but  there 
would  be  one  way  of  handling  this  sit- 
uation, which  is  a  relatively  simple  way. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  it  would  nec- 
essarily be  a  wise  way,  and  it  has  not 
been  recommended  by  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States.  That  wotild 
be  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party.  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  would  be  wise; 
neither  does  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 
But  that  would  be  one  way  of  handling 
It  simply  and  completely. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  May  I  address  a  ques- 
tion to  the  Senator  with  reference  to  the 
formation  of  a  commission? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Does  the  Soiator  be- 
lieve that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  should  go  to  tl^  President  of  ttae 
United  States  and  aai  him  to  foraa  a 
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to  flttA  ktfonMitiBii  irtiicik 

oC  111*  OnrnH  am  pcr- 

to  mn^^am^  Umt  htm  •!- 


Wte.BOTUOL  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for 
the  jmB  and  mov  on  the  passage  of  %m 


tlni.   IdOBOtlMnw  tte 

«r  X  vooM  imv*  tt  as  some  of 
Boitbaidoca 
not  meaa  tbal  R  is  a  f aet  Kven  tba 
Jvdkiary  Obnadttoe  ol  Ilia  Honae  baa 
tanMd  ttraalM  down  on  tliis  tblna.  An 
Important  segment  of  ttw  9!n-ABBalcan 
ABtintiea  Oommlttee  of  the  HOose  has 
tamed  tt»m»  down  on  It  Tlie  nera 
fart  ttet  a  Senator  says  w«  onsbt  to 
follow  esaetir  what  some  man  or  woman 
may  ha^re  suggested  in  the  heaxings- 
TKJTLKR.    May    I 


anneBt  to  the  Senator  that  he  Is  begging 
the  ouestifm.  1^  question  goes  to  the 
SQianitloDof  powers. 

I  bdleve  the  leglslatlw  branch  of  the 
Oofeinment  not  only  has  the  facilities, 
but  has  the  capacity  for  getting  an  the 
information  we  need  for  the  purpose  of 
propoAiff  legislation;  I  might  say,  for 
the  putpose  of  fonnulattng  and  propos- 
ing iBglilatien.  I,  for  one,  do  not  want 
to  go  to  tlie  President  of  the  United 
(Mates  and  ask  him  to  appoint  a  com- 
mittee to  take  testimony  on  this 
QQCstion. 

Mr.  TJfflMAN.  The  Senator  is  Tery 
boid  in  his  statement.  !« too,  behere  in 
the  separatton  of  powers  between  the 
eseettUfe.and  the  l^islattre  braiMshes  of 
the  Qofamment,  but  I  must  say— and  I 
say  this  in  an  respect — ^that  I  think  my 
friend  from  Masylax^  is  wrong  in  saying 
that  Ccmgress  has  not  created  commis- 
slooB  or  diteeted  the  creation  of  eommia- 
gions  on  many,  many  occasions.  While 
X  do  not  ha've  the  record  before  me,  I  am 
Quite  sore  on  sever al  scores  of  occasions 
commissions  have  been  estabhshed.  X 
thlidc  of  one  Tery  notable  instance— the 
Hbo?er  Commission,  which  was  esUib- 
ndied  by  the  President  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  C?ODsreas  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BUTJUER.  It  was  estabUdied  for 
What  purpose? 

lir.  UBlfAN.  For  the  purpose  €i 
finding  out  certain  things  and  reporting 
bade  to  the  Congress — ^things  which  we 
certaliay  cooild  have  found. 

Mr.  BUnXEt.  Vor  the  sole  purpose 
of  InvestlfattDf  the  ezecuttve  branch  of 
the  Qovemment  and  reporting  bade  to 
theCOngreoB.  Which  is  a  somewhat  dif- 
ferent sitaation  as  competed  with  tliis. 

Mr.  ZJBBMAN.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Benator  fhn  Maryland  objects  to  the 
CSoDgreoB  of  the  Ukiited  States  prorlding 
for  onmmtawlons,  he  has  chosen  a  very, 
▼ny  bad  case,  because  In  this  instance 
the  President  was  directed  to  set  up  a 
cnmmlsrion  to  investigate  the  ezecuttve 
branch  of  the  aoremment.  which  lies 
completely  within  his  jurisdiction, 
whoeas  this  matter  lies  within  the  legls- 
lative  branch,  the  execntiTe  branch,  ahd 
the  general  public 

Does  the  Senator  hare  any  more  ques- 
tions? 

Mr.  BUnjOR.    Mo. 

Mr.  ZJEHMAR.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
the  floor.  

Ifr.  QGtJDWATCR  obtained  the  floor. 


lOr.  UCHMAK.  X  suggest  thc^  absence 
of  a  qocnruBi. 

Ur.  GOUTWATEEt  I  do  not  jrleld  for 
that  purpose,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  UHMAN.  Mr.  President.  hAye 
the  yeas  and  nays  been  ordered? 

The  PRBBimNO  OFnCER.  Hhe 
yeas  and  nays  are  ordered. 

Mr.  UEHMAN.  I  withdraw  my  s«g- 
gcstion  cf  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  QOUJWATER.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  only  a  few  remarks  to  make,  al- 
though I  admit  that  I  have  a  speech  I 
ahoiild  like  to  make,  which  would  take 
about  an  hour  and  a  half  to  deliver.  ]|ut 
in  reragnition  of  the  fact  that  we  have 
heard  so  many  long  speeches  in  recfnt 
days,  I  shall  ask  later  to  have  printed  in 
the  Raooaa  the  speech  I  bad  intended  to 
deliyer. 

At  the  outset  of  his  speech,  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  York  made 
the  remaA  that  the  proposed  legislation 
should  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  PuUlc  Welfare.  The  biU  I  in- 
troduced on  this  subject  last  year,  in  the 
c^iening  dasns  of  ttie  83d  Congress,  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  9nd 
Public  Welfare.  The  committee  had  a 
large  number  of  witnesses  who  appeared 
during  the  course  of  the  hearings  on  the 
Taft-Hartley  amendments,  and  who  tes- 
tified <»i  the  biU.  In  fact,  there  were  12 
witnesses  represMiting  oi^anized  labor 
who  testified  on  that  specific  biU.  relat- 
ing to  the  control  of  communism  in  labor 
organizations.  A.  F.  of  L.  Presidtnt 
Meany  and  CWA-CIO  President  Beime 
concede  that  the  Job  is  a  proper  function 
of  the  Justice  Department  and  otker 
executive  agencies. 

I  nmely  desired  to  correct  the  infer- 
ence that  the  bUl  was  not  considered  by 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wlel- 
fare,  and  that  it  did  not  receive  hear- 
ings. It  received  hearings,  but  it  did 
not  receive  the  proper  consideration  by 
the  entire  ntembership  of  the  commit- 
tee. 

Ttierefore,  this  year,  at  the  outset  of 
the  session,  anxious  to  have  some  action 
on  the  bin.  I  asked  during  the  course  of 
one  of  the  early  ratecutive  sessions  of  |he 
committee  that  the  sut>committee  be 
discharged  from  c<Misideration  of  the 
bin  and  that  it  be  referred  to  the  lull 
committee,  and  it  was. 

Although  I  do  not  have  a  tabulation 
of  the  vote  before  me.  I  am  quite  cer- 
tain the  Senator  from  New  Yoiic  voted 
"aye"  on  that  particular  pn^iosal. 

Whenever  an  attempt  is  made  to  do 
something  about  communism  in  this 
country,  the  question  is  raised.  "Is  this 
the  mvper  way  to  do  it?"  If  com- 
munism is  a  proUem  in  the  United 
States,  there  is  only  one  way  to  meet  It, 
and  that  is  head  on.  We  have  pussy- 
footed with  Communists  too  long.  I 
agree  that  some  members  of  manage- 
ment in  this  country  have  pussyfooted 
with  communism,  but  I  suggest  that 
Congress  and  the  United  States  also 
have  pussyfooted  with  communism  too 
long.  If  anyone  in  the  Chamber  dou|ts 
the  need  tor  this  type  of  legislation  I 
should  like  to  read  briefly  from  a  news- 
paper of   the  International  Union  of 


Mine.  MIU.  and  Smelter  Workers  of 
America,  dated  August  15,  1949.1  The 
man  who  made  the  statemmt  wis  the 
international  secretary-treasurepr  of 
that  union.  The  union  has  not  seen  fit 
to  expel  him.  I  quote  as  fcrilowa  from 
the  statement  by  Maurice  Travis:; 

Since  the  interest  ot  tlie  international 
union  is  uppennoKt  In  my  mind.  I  lia^  been 
confronted  with  the  iNToblem  at  resigning 
from  tbe  Communist  Party,  of  whlcli  X  ha!wm 
been  a  member.  In  order  to  make  it  pooeible 
for  me  to  sign  the  Taft-Hartley  afld4vit.  I 
hare  decided,  with  the  utmost  rrti|ctane» 
and  witn  a  great  sense  of  Indignation,  to 
take  such  a  step.  If  y  resignation  hSs  now 
taken  place. 

This  has  not  been  an  easy  step  for  mt  to 
take.  Membership  In  the  Communist  Party 
has  always  meant  to  me,  as  a  memtter  and 
ofl>c«r  of  the  international  union,  that  X 
coxild  be  a  better  trade  unionist;  It  tiae 
meant  to  me  a  call  to  greater  effort  in  be- 
half of  the  unl(Mi  as  a  solemn  pledget  to  my 
fellow  members  that  I  would  flght  fcf  their 
interests  above  all  other  interests. 

I  skip  through  the  statement  and  read 
the  following:  j 

Therefore,  I  want  to  make  It  eryitsl  clear 
that  my  belief  In  communism  Is  coOsistent 
with  what  I  believe  to  be  the  best  iittereste 
of  tbe  members  of  this  union  aad  tbe 
American  people  generally,  and  that  I  am 
especlaUy  happy  to  be  able  constaStly  to 
remember  that  it  Is  consistent  with  ttte  fin- 
est traditions  of  the  international  union. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  text  of  the  entire  state- 
ment by  Maurice  Travis  be  printed  in 
the  Rkcobd  at  this  point,  so  that  aU 
Members  may  read  it  and  remind  them- 
selves that,  although  most  of  the  ^irwyy 
in  the  United  States  have  cleansed 
themselves  of  Communist  leadfrshlp, 
there  still  remain  in  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  vital  defense  plants  and  jmines 
Communist-dominated  unions  'whose 
memt)ers  seem  unable  to  rid  themselves 
of  their  Communist  bosses. 

There  being  no  obJecUon.  toe  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Racoao,  as  follows: 

Tkavib  Statxicxmt  oif  Stcirarc  TArr-SAanjrr 
Law  AiraMvir 

(By  Maurice  Travis,  international  secretary- 
treasurer) 

The  executive  board  of  oxir  international 
union  has  voted  to  comply  with  th«  Taft- 
Hartley  Uw.     I  support  this  decision. 

As  most  of  the  membership  knows,  I  have 
stated,  more  than  once  in  the  last  ^  ysars, 
that  if  it  became  important  to  tlw  life  ot 
our  union  to  comply  with  Taft-Ba^ley.  I 
would  support  such  a  step.  The  teasons 
wblch  have  now  nxade  it  vital  to  our  union 
to  comply  are  the  betrayal  of  labor^  fight 
for  repeal  of  the  Taft-Hartley  Act  by  the 
controlUng  leadership  at  both  the  CIO  and 
AFL,  by  the  Slst  Congress  and  th4  Tru- 
man admlnUtratlon — a  betrayal  whidh  now 
saddles  the  labor  movement  with  this  law 
for  another  2  years — and  as  part  eg  that 
betrayal,  the  adoption  of  raiding,  gahgster- 
Ism,  and  strikebreaking  as  olBclal  poilcy  by 
reactionaries  in  the  leadership  of  CSO. 

Since  the  executive  board  meet4ng  at 
which  compliance  was  voted.  I  have  delib- 
erated very  carefully  on  my  course  and  I 
have  also  had  the  benefit  of  th«t>ugh  dis- 
cussions with  my  feUow  oOcmu.  ez4cuUv« 
board  members,  and  members  of  th#  staff. 
The  unanimous  opinion  of  my  fellow  pOtoera 
and  the  others  in  the  international  j  union 
is  that  the  most  effective  way  in  which  I 
can  serve  the  international  union  is  b(y  con- 


tinuing in  my  post  as  an  oOtoar  of  tba  in- 
ternational onion. 

Since  tbe  interest  of  the  intsroational 
union  is  uppermost  in  my  miad,  I  have 
l>«en  confronted  wlt2i  tb*  pcoblem  off  re- 
signing from  tbe  Oommunlst  Party,  at  whtcb 
I  have  been  a  member,  la  order  to  malce  it 
possible  f or  BM  to  sign  tbe  Taft-Hartley  afll- 
davit.  I  have  decided,  with  the  ntmoet  re- 
luctance and  with  a  great  sense  oC  Indigna- 
tion, to  take  such  a  step.  My  resignation 
has  now  taken  plaee  and  as  a  result,  I  have 
signed  the  alBdavlt. 

This  has  not  been  an  easy  step  for  me  to 
take.  Membership  in  the  Communist  Party 
has  always  meant  to  me,  as  a  menaber  and 
officer  of  the  international  union,  that  X 
could  be  a  better  trade  unionist;  It  lias  meant 
to  me  a  call  to  greater  effort  in  behalf  of  the 
union  as  a  solemn  pledge  to  my  fellow  mem- 
bers that  I  would  fight  for  their  Intereste 
above  all  other  Intereste. 

The  very  (jremlse  of  the  Taft-Hartley  afll- 
daviu  Is  a  big  lie.  the  same  sort  of  lie  that 
misled  the  peoples  cxf  Oermany,  Italy,  and 
Japan  down  the  road  to  fascism.  It  la  a 
big  lie  to  say  that  a  Communiat  trade  union- 
ist owes  any  higher  loyalty  than  to  his 
union.  On  the  contrary,  trade  unlpns  are 
an  Integral  part  of  a  Socialist  society,  the 
kind  of  society  in  which  Communlste  be- 
lieve. Therefore.  I  believe  that  good  Com- 
munlste are  good  trade  unionists. 

The  biggest  Ue  of  aU  is  to  say  that  the 
.Communist  Party  teacbee  or  advocatea  tba 
overthrow  of  tbe  Qovemment  by  force  and 
violence.  If  I  bad  bdlevsd  this  to  be  so  I 
would  not  have  Joined  the  Communist  Party. 
If  I  had  later  found  it  to  be  so  I  would  never 
have  remained  in  it.  AU  the  alanders  by 
the  corrupt  press,  all  tbe  TBI  stool  plgeona, 
and  all  the  persecution  of  Communist  work- 
ers will  not  make  me  believe  it  is  so.  I  be- 
lieve that  when  Uae  majority  of  tbe  American 
people  see  clearly  bow  rotten  tbe  foundation 
of  the  capitalist  system  Is.  they  wlU  Insist 
on  their  right  to  change  It  through  demo- 
cratic processes,  and  all  of  the  reactionary 
force  and  violence  in  the  world  will  be  unable 
to  stop  them. 

It  is  because  X  beUeve  these  things  that  I 
have  fought  the  aflldavit  requirement  at 
Taft-Hartley.  I  belle ve  It  Is  a  blot  on  Amer- 
ican lUe;  I  believe  under  ax*  BUI  of  Bights, 
for  which  our  forefather!  fought,  that  an 
American  has  as  much  right  to  be  a  Com- 
munist as  he  has  to  be  a  Republican,  a  Dem- 
ocrat, a  Jew,  a  CatboUc,  or  an  Bk  or  a  Mason. 
Free  voluntary  a seo elation  Is  the  very  corner- 
stone of  the  democratic  way  of  life.  I  bavs 
been  a  Communist  because  I  want  what  all 
decent  Americans  want,  a  higher  standard  of 
living  for  all  the  people,  the  ending  ot  dis- 
crimination against  Negroes.  Mexican-Amer- 
icans, and  all  other  minority  groups.  I  want 
a  peaceful  America  in  a  peaceful  world.  De- 
spite my  resignation  from  tbe  Communist 
Party,  I  will  continue  to  fight  for  theee  goals 
with  all  the  energy  and  sincerity  at  my 
command. 

I  am  also  taking  this  step  because  X  be- 
lieve it  is  one  effsctlva  means  of  bringing 
home,  not  only  to  tbe  membwsbip  of  tba 
international  union  but  to  tbe  pet^jile  gen- 
erally, the  dastardly  and  unprecedented  re- 
quirement that  a  man  yield  up  hia  poUtloal 
afllllatlons  in  order  to  make  a  government 
service  available  to  tbe  pe(q;»le  he  represents. 
This  is  a  dangerously  backward  step  in 
American  poUtlcal  life  which  threatens  aU  of 
our  denuKratio  Institutions.  Americana 
have  the  right  to  belong  to  the  political 
party  of  their  choice  and  trade  xinlon  mem- 
bers have  the  right  to  chooee  their  own 
leaders.  Denial  of  these  prindplee  under- 
mines democracy  and  gives  comfort  to  the 
arrogant  reactlonarlee  who  seek  to  put  oxir 
country  on  the  road  to  fascism. 

At  the  same  time.  I  want  to  make  It  abao- 
lutety  clear  that  my  opinion  continues  to  be 
that   only    a    fundamental    change    in    the 
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struetore  of  oar  society,  akmg  tbe  lines  im- 
plied in  tba  very  words  ot  the  charter  of  oar 
intornatlooal.  "Labor  produces  aU  wealth— 
wealth  belongs  to  the  producer  thereof,"  can 
lead  to  tiM  end  of  Insecurity,  dlscrlinlnation. 
depreaetons  and  the  danger  of  war. 

I  am  oonvlnoed  that  eapiuiistle  greed  Is 
respcmslble  for  war  and  Ite  attendant  mass 
destruction  and  horror.  I  am  convinced  It 
Is  responsible  for  depreesion,  unemployment 
and  the  mass  misery  they  generate.  The 
present  deepening  depreesion.  growing  un- 
eaaployment,  and  threat  of  war  confirm  my 
conviction  that  tbe  only  answer  is  socialism. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  Socialist  concept 
has  always  been  the  guiding  principle  for 
Amerlioan  workers.  The  struggle  led  by  the 
great  Bugene  V.  Debs,  the  early  fight  for  the 
8-hour  workday,  tbe  steel  and  packing 
strxiggies  led  by  Bill  Foeter,  the  stormy  his- 
tory of  the  L  W.  W.  were  all  Influenced  by 
Bodallst  Ideala. 

As  a  member  of  cnir  International  union 
I  have  always  been  proud  of  and  tiave  drawn 
strength  from  its  basic  Socialist  tradition. 
No  otlwr  union  In  this  country  matchee  ours 
In  Ite  glorious  working-class  history.  Our 
union,  and  Ite  predecessor,  the  Western  Fed- 
eration at  Miners,  has  carried  on  some  of  tbe 
most  bitter  and  courageous  struggles  in  the 
history  of  tbe  labor  movement.  I  have  al- 
ways been  lnq»lred  by  the  fact  that  early 
leaders  of  this  union  were  socialistic  In  one 
form  or  another,  tbat  BlU  Haywood  also  took 
tbe  road  to  communism  and  died  not  only 
as  a  paat  leader  of  the  working  class  but  as 
an  bonorad  and  respected  Communist. 

TlMrafora.  I  want  to  make  it  crystal  dear 
that  my  beUeC  in  onmmnnism  Is  consistent 
with  what  X  believe  to  be  the  best  Intereste 
of  the  members  of  this  union  and  the  Ameri- 
can people  gancraUy  and  that  I  am  eapeclaUy 
happy  to  be  able  constantly  to  remember 
tliat  It  ta  consistent  with  the  fineet  traditions 
of  tbe  international  union. 

I  know  that  sooner  or  later  we  wiU  turn 
this  present  shameful  page  In  American  life, 
tbat  the  reactionary  offenatve  wlU  be  beaten 
back  and  tbat  tbe  American  workers  will 
again  resume  their  march  on  tbe  road  to 
peaoe.  prngrei.  and  prosperity.  Particularly 
do  X  know  that  the  day  wiU  come  wtien 
loyalty  oatfae  and  aSMavlte  wlU  be  a  thing 
at  the  past,  when  the  true  test  will  again  be 
eervlce  to  tbe  people  and.  for  trade  union 
laadsts,  swlee  to  their  m«nben. 

In  tbe  meantime,  I  am  sure  that  every 
member  at  tbe  International  union  Joins  ma 
In  nay  ptodgc  to  fight  to  keep  this  intema- 
tfamal  union  strong,  to  bend  every  effort  to 
make  it  even  stronger,  to  continue  to  keep 
It  on  a  progressive,  militant  course,  and  to  do 
everything  in  my  power  to  make  life  in  our 
country  hi^tpy,  eecure.  proqieroua.  and 
peaoefuL 

Bfr.  GOLDWATER.  ICr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimouB  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks  the  text  of 
the  statentent  to  which  I  referred,  which 
I  shall  not  read,  thereby  saving  the  Sen- 
ate the  torture  of  listening  to  me  ad 
infinitum. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RaooBs.  as  follows: 


Service.  voL  S,  gist  Oong.,  Sd 
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>T  SnraToa  Qolbwa' 


International  communism  is  against  every- 
thing we  beUeve  In — America.  Ood.  the  dig- 
nity and  righte  of  IndivMuala,  and  de- 
mocracy. Communism  Is  dedicated  to  world 
revolution  and  tbe  dlctatorablp  at  tbe  pro- 
letariat. Ite  weapons  in  AuMrlca  are  treach- 
ery, deceit,  infiltration,  espionage,  eabotage. 
corruption,  and  terrorism.  It  Is  using  those 
weapons  against  up  now — Inside  of  our  own 
country. 

The  House  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities,  in  reporting  on  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act  of  1950  (U.  S.  Code  Congressional 


"Tbe  need  for  legtslatlon  to  oontm  Com- 
munist aetivttleB  In  the  United  States  can- 
not be  questioned. 

"Over  10  yean  of  InvasUgatkm  by  ttaa 
Committee  on  Un-Amsrtean  AetlvttlBs  and 
by  ite  predeeassor  oommlttee  has  estab- 
lished: (1)  that  tbe  Oommunkt  moveaaeut 
in  the  United  Statee  Is  for^gn-eontroUed; 
(3)  that  ite  ultimate  objeettve  with  reepect 
to  the  United  Statee  te  to  ovwtbrow  our  free 
American  Institutions  in  favor  of  a  Oom- 
munlst  totalitarian  dictatorship  to  be  con- 
trolled from  abroad:  (3)  that  Ite  aeUvitles 
are  carried  on  by  secret  and  '^^^^fp^'-aV^lal 
methods:  and  (4)  that  Ite  acUvlUea,  both 
because  ot  the  alarming  march  ot  Ocnmu- 
nist  forces  abroad  and  because  of  tb^  scope 
and  nature  of  Communist  activities  bare  in 
the  United  Statee,  constitute  an  Immediate 
and  powerful  threat  to  the  security  of  the 
United  Stetee  and  the  American  way  of 
lUe." 

Tbe  findings  which  support  these  con- 
clusions and  the  vast  qvumtlty  of  evidence 
on  which  they  are  baaed  are  set  forth  in 
detaU  In  the  numerous  reporte  which  com- 
mittees of  Congress  have  printed  and  cir- 
culated. 

There  can  be  no  compromise  or  appease- 
ment between  tbe  Ideals  of  our  BepubUc  and 
communism.  The  Commtiniste  stlU  follow 
tne  marxlsna  line:  "Parliantente  are  corrupt, 
and  voting  and  legislating  are  pleasant  forms 
of  rituals  for  deluding  the  workers.** 

Congress  has  passed  several  laws  aimed  at 
curbing  subversive  activities. 

The  Allen  BegUtration  Act  of  IMO  made 
it  a  crime  to  advocate  the  overthrow  of  tbe 
Government  of  the  United  Statee  by  force 
and  violenee.  While  force  and  violence  Is 
a  basic  principle  to  which  tbe  Communist 
Party  members  subscribe,  tbe  preeent  line 
of  tbe  party,  in  order  to  evade  czistlng 
legislation,  la  to  avoid  the  open  advocacy  of 
force  and  violence  and  to  reeort  to  eecret 
and  conaplratorlal  methods.  Consequently, 
the  act  is  rendered  less  effective  in  dealing 
with  Communist  activities  because  of  strat- 
eglee  and  tactics  of  tbe  Communists. 

The  McCormack  Act  of  ISSS  required  reg- 
istration at  Individuals  who  are  acting  a* 
agente  of  a  foreign  prlndpaL  TlM  Commu- 
nlste are  skillful  in  deoelt  and  in  conceal- 
ing Uieir  foreign  ties. 

The  problem  at  bow  to  enact  laws  to  da- 
fend  the  Nation  against  the  Communist 
Party  Is  a  perplexing  one.  b\rt  one  with 
which  we  must  keep  wise* ling.  If  we  loee 
this  battle,  it  will  be  because  ot  compla- 
cency. 

In  safeguarding  our  own  libertiea,  wa  must 
operate  within  the  framework  ot  th»  Con- 
stitution. In  19M,  In  analysing  tbe  problem, 
the  House  committee  said: 

"Communism  as  an  eoonntnic,  social,  and 
political  Uieory  is  one  thing.  Oosununism 
as  a  secret  conspiracy  dedicated  te  sub- 
verting the  Intereste  at  the  United  States 
to  that  at  a  foreign  dictatorship,  te  another." 

The  conunlttee  went  on  to  say: 

"We  hold  no  brief  for  tbe  aeonomlc.  social, 
and  political  theories  which  tbe  Ooauau* 
niste  advocate,  but  we  contend  that, 
our  constitutional  system,  ideee  must 
combated  with  Ideas  and  not  with 
tlon.  If  communism  in  tbe  United  Btataa 
operated  in  tbe  open,  without  foreign  dlree- 
tlon  and  without  attempting  to  eet  up  a  dlo* 
tetorship  subservient  to  a  foreign  power,  leg- 
islattcm  directed  against  It  would  neither 
be  Jostlficd  nor  necesary.  Thla,  however.  Is 
not  tbe  caee." 

Tba  ooounlttee  sakl  tbat  "a  careful  analy- 
sis of  tbe  strategy  and  taetles  of  eoDmvBlsBa 
In  the  United  Stetee"  diecloeee  aottvttlSB  by 
reeecsi  of  which  the  oommit 
eluded  that  taglalatlaii  can 
directed  against  thoae  ati 
tics  of  the  Communist  Party  tavsMac 
espionage. 
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tiM  IhteiMl' 
JMd  of  lieo.  wblA  tamOm  tt  untow. ; 
or  topiofM  «tf  tiM  Unlfeetf 
•n^  Infomatlfla 
by  tta*  Prwldent  cf  the  U^tMl^ 
firtii  !■>  MttHMBry  to  the  aworttjr  at  tlM< 
ttttflMl  MMw  to  aajr  nprMentatlv*  of  » 
or  say  mwabw  oC  •  Obai<- 
Ktlm.  and  llkawlM  bmuI*  It 
«qr  Mwnbw  o(  th*  Coauaaimlst 
or  foralgB  ma— ntaii^  o(  a 
fONl|B  fofinmcBtt  to  imwIts  ni^  lijfor^ 
Vh*  Isv  alao  made  it  Utogia  for 
cf  •  Oenimunl»t  orfuilaattoa  to 
oAm  ta  the  Oo»wriuaawit.  cr  for 
s  ■fBllf  off  •  OoBununlst  organintkm  to 
ilwnhlp  In  ■eelttTH  tnqHoy- 
BMBt  la  say  dafaoM  idant,  aimI  made  tt  im- 
l«wfid  for  any  coqilosree  In  a  d«f«nae  plant 
to  IM  a  BBMalMr  of  a  OoBunonlot  org*^laa- 
tlon.  nw  Oooretary  at  Dofenae  dedgnatea 
d«r«na»  planta. 

Hm  iBtimal  SeeurltlM  Act  reqalroa  that 
Oemaumlat  orfanlntlona  raglcta  wltb  the 
Attotnay  Oannral  and  that  they  give  the 
ddrawBi  of  their  memben.  Any 
leglstered  as  a  Oommtmlst  or- 
ganlaatlon  must  ihow  on  Ita  puUleattona 
that  tt  la  rtliwnitmtfd  by  a  Oonununlst  or- 
SantaattSL. 

The  mtemal  aeeurlty  Act  creates  a 
Sabventre  AettTmes  Ccmtrol  Board  ap- 
potntod  lyy  tbit  President  wttb  the  advice 
and  eotasent  of  the  Senate.  The  Board 
may,  upon  api^leatlon  of  the  Attorney 
General,  determine  whether  any  organization 
Is  a  Onmmiinlst  organisation.  Judicial  re- 
view la  provided  after  a  hearing  to  the  Clr- 
entt  Court  of  Appeals  cA  the  District  of  Co- 
lusibla.  Communist  arganlBatl(nt8  are  dl- 
.  Tided  Into  two  types:  Communlst-actlon 
organlaatloDs  and  Communist-front  organl- 
aatlans.  Tlie  farmer  Is  defined  as  substan- 
tlaUy  dtreeted.  oontroUed.  or  dominated  by 
a  foreign  government,  or  a  foreign  organl- 
Batton.  oontr<flllng  the  world  Communist 
movanent  and  c^ierated  prlmany  to  advance 
the  objectives  of  the  world  Ctnmnunlst 
movement.  The  Communist-front  organisa- 
tion Is  one  substantlaUy  directed,  dominated, 
or  eontroUed  by  a  Conmiunlst-actlon  ofganl- 
■atlon  primarily  operated  for  the  purpoee  of 
giving  aM  and  support  to  a  Communist^ 
•ctkni  organisation. 

The  aet  of  October- 19,  1018  (8  17.  8.  C. 
137),  was  strengthened  by  the  Internal 
Beeurtty  Aet  at  1950  and  provided  for  the 
emuskm  of  aliens  seeklnig  to  enter  the 
lanlted  BUtes  to  engage  In  activities  pteju- 
dlelal  and  dangerous  to  the  United  Statee, 
and  for  the  exclusion  of  aliens  who  are  mem- 
bers of  the  Communist  Party,  or  who  advo- 
eate  the  doctrine  of  world  conununlam,  or 
Who  are  members  of  any  organlsatl<m  which 
la  reglstsred,  or  required  to  be  registered. 
under  the  Internal  Security  Aet.  unless  the 
aUan  eaa  show  that  he  did  not  know,  nor 
had  leaeon  to  believe,  that  such  cvganlaatlon 
was  registered,  or  required  to  be  registered. 
It  was  also  provided  that  no  person  may  be 
BfttwaUMd  who  ts  a  monber  of  a  Commu- 
nist organlaatton. 

The  Bmsiftsiicy  Detention  Act  of  1S50  was 
tfso  pssssa  as  a  part  of  the  Internal  Secu- 
i\tf  Aet  of  1950.  This  act  provides  that^the 
Prestdeat  may  In  time  of  an  IntMiial-security 
•uMigsucy  oause  the  api»eheiislon  and  de- 
tention of  persons  as  to  whom  there  Is  rea- 
aoaable  ground  for  belief  that  they  probably 
«OQld  engage  In  aqrtonage  or  sabotage  activ- 
ity. This  law  provides  for  the  issuance  of  a 
pmrtamatlOB  by  the  President.  The  Presi- 
dent may  Issue  a  warrant  for  the  arreet  of 
such  a  (.arson,  a  preliminary  hearing  must 
be  had  bsfore  an  oaeor  appi^nted  by  the 
President,  wtth  a  fuU  hearing  befwe  a  Deten- 
tion Review  Board  appointed  by  the  Presl- 
dent  with  a  right  to  appeal  to  the  Federal 
ocsirta.  A  proclamation  can  only  be  Issued 
hy  tha  Fiaslduut  in  the  event  of  invasion  of 


territory  of  the  Uhited  States,  a  decUoition 
of  war  by  Congreas.  or  an  insiurection  l|i  the 
United  States  In  aid  of  a  foreign  enemy. 

liMnbershlp  In  the  CcMmnunlBt  Parity  la 
not  Illegal  per  se  \inder  any  Federal  la^.  If 
a  Communist  organisation  or  a  Comm|inist 
operates  In  such  a  way  as  to  come  within 
the  deflnitloDs  and  peztormB  acts  which  are 
outlawed,  tnen  it,  or  ne,  violates  tbe'  law. 
If  an  organization  changes  its  characteristics. 
then  the  object  of  the  law  has  been  act:om- 
pllshed.  The  most  important  thing  id  the 
combating  of  conununlsm  is  to  keepj  the 
people  informed  acciirately  and  fully  and 
continuously  about  the  activities,  natiire, 
and  strategy  of  the  Communist  Party. 

A  petition  of  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  sought  to  force  the  Ck}]:Amu- 
nlst  Party  to  register  under  the  Internal 
Security  Act  of  1960.  The  Attorney  Geseral. 
In  a  verified  petition,  after  summing  up  the 
program  of  the  Communist  Party  Iq  the 
United  States  and  in  the  world,  concluded 
that  "in  the  event  of  a  war  between  the 
Soviet  and  any  other  nation  it  is  the  recog- 
nized duty  of  all  American  Communists  to 
support  aod  defend  the  Soviet  Union." 
Another  conclusion  he  made  In  his  petition : 

"In  the  event  of  a  war  between  the  £k>vlet 
Union  and  the  United  States,  the  Commu- 
nlsts  in  the  United  States  have  obligated 
themselves  to  defeat  the  military  efforts  of 
the  United  States  and  to  aid  and  support  the 
Soviet  Union.  The  Communist  party  teiches 
Its  members  that  in  such  event  they  tnust 
act  to  foment  a  civil  war  in  the  Uhited 
States  as  a  means  for  impairing  the  Na- 
tl<m's  military  effort  and  for  establlsbtng  a 
Soviet  America,  having  a  dictatorship  of  the 
jvoletariat  such  as  exists  in  the  Soviet 
Union." 

In  the  final  concliulon  In  the  petition,  the 
Attorney  General  said  "To  the  leaders  and 
members  of  the  Communist  Party,  patriot- 
ism means  solidarity  with,  and  support  of 
the  Soviet  Union." 

At  the  trial  of  11  Communist  leaders  in 
1949  in  New  York,  charged  with  the  vllola- 
tion  of  the  Allen  Registration  Act  of  1940, 
Judge  ICedina,  in  his  instructions  to  the 
Jury  in  October  of  that  year,  told  them  that 
these  defendants  were  charged  with  cotKplr- 
Ing  with  each  other  and  others  unknown  to 
the  grand  Jury  to  knowingly  and  wllirully 
advocate  and  teach  the  duty,  or  necessity,  of 
overthrowing,  or  destroying,  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  by  force  and  violence; 
and  in  this  connection,  to  organize  the  Com- 
munist Party  as  a  society  group,  or  assetnbly 
of  persons  who  teach,  or  advocate,  such  Over- 
throw, or  destruction. 

The  act  tmder  which  they  were  indicted 
says: 

"It  shaU  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to 
knowingly,  or  willfully,  advocate,  or  t#ach, 
the  duty,  or  necesHlty  of  overthrowing,  of  de- 
stroying, any  government  in  the  USited 
States  by  force,  or  violence;  to  organize  any 
society,  group,  or  assembly  of  persons  who 
teach,  or  advocate,  the  overthrow,  or  de- 
struction of  any  government  in  the  United 
States  by  force  or  violence." 

Judge  Medina  told  the  Jury: 

"It  is  perfectly  lawful  and  proper  for  the 
defendants,  or  anyone  else,  to  advocats  re- 
forms and  changes  in  the  laws,  which  seem 
to  them  to  be  salutary  and  necessary.  Nd  one 
has  suggested  that  the  defendants  trans- 
gressed any  laws  by  advocating  such  refdrma 
and  changes.  No  syllable  of  the  Indictment 
refers  to  any  such  matters.  Purtherniore 
should  you  find  from  the  evidence  that  the 
defendants  wganlred.  or  helped  organize,  and 
assumed,  or  were  given  leadership  in  the 
Communist  Party  as  a  legitimate  political 
party  solely  with  the  view  of  electing  catodl- 
oatee  to  political  office  by  lawful  and  peace- 
ful means  advocating  reforms  and  changes 
in  the  laws,  or  the  adoption  of  policies  by 
the  Government  favorable  to  their  conten- 


tions In  the  matters  Just  referredl  to.  you 
must  render  a  verdict  of  not  guilty,  and  even 
if  you  do  not  so  find  from  the  evidence,  you 
cannot  bring  in  a  verdict  ot  guilty  against 
any  defendant  unless  the  prosecutioi|  has  sat- 
isfied you  of  his  guilt  beyond  a  rdasonable 
doubt  In  accordance  with  the  instrtictlons." 

The  Oovernment  introduced  evldcince  that 
plans  were  deeply  laid  to  place  energetic  and 
militant  members  of  the  Communist*  Party  in 
key  positions  In  various  industries  ifidlspen- 
sable  to  the  fimctlonlng  of  the  American 
economy,  to  be  ready  for  action  at  a  given 
signal,  and  such  action  was  to  consist  of 
strikes,  sabotage,  and  violence  of  on|e  sort  or 
another  appropriate  to  the  consumniatlon  of 
the  desired  end;  that  is  to  say,  th4  smash- 
ing of  the  machine  of  state,  the  de$truction 
of  the  Army,  and  the  police  force,  and  the 
overthrow  of  the  Oovernment  and  what  Com- 
munists  call   bourgeoisie   democracy. 

In  the  course  of  his  Instructions  to  the 
Jury.  Judge  Medina  said: 

"The  prosecution  further  clahns  that  the 
process  of  Indoctrination  at  these  various 
schools  and  classes  was  sought  to  b^  accom- 
plished by  the  defendants  by:  (1)  4  persist- 
ent and  unremitting  playing  upon  tjie  griev- 
ances of  various  minority  groups,  such  as 
young  people,  veterans,  Negroes,  ho^isewlves, 
Jews,  and  those  suffering  from  economic 
handicaps  of  one  sort  or  another— ^rubbing 
salt  Into  these  wounds  and  doing  their  best 
to  arouse  and  Inflame  antagonlsnu  between 
various  segments  of  the  population;  (3)  by 
Insistence  that  the  Communist  PaMy  alone 
is  qualified  to  assume  and  to  retaia  leader- 
ship of  the  revolutionary  movement  for  the 
smashing  of  the  capitalist  state  machine,  and 
the  ushering  In  of  the  dictatorship  of  the 
proletariat,  and  that  accordingly  Commu- 
nists must  at  all  times  maintain  what  they 
call  their  vanguard  role  and  the  elimination 
at  all  times  of  others  who  claim  to  b4  seeking 
by  various  means  to  attain  the  same^  or  sim- 
ilar ends:  (3)  by  constant  study  and  discus* 
slon  of  the  steps  by  which  the  Con|munists 
came  to  power  in  the  Soviet  Union,  includ- 
ing the  details  of  the  revolution  of  October 
1917.  In  Russia,  the  strategy  and  tactics  fol- 
lowed, including  the  wearing  by  the  workers 
of  uniforms  of  the  Russian  soldiers  and  sail- 
ors, the  street  fighting  and  so  on;  <4)  by 
constantly  stressing  their  claim  that  capital- 
ism during  the  period  of  time  specified  in 
the  Indictment  was  on  Its  last  legs,  or  mori- 
bund, that  the  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat 
was  inevitable,  that  the  workers  shoUld  hate 
the  capitalist  system  and  their  employers, 
and  the  Army  and  the  police  as  mer#  Instni* 
ments  of  Wall  Street  monopolists  and  ex- 
ploiters, who  are  said  to  hold  the  Oovern- 
ment of  the  United  States  In  their  dlutches; 
(5)  by  picturing  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  as  Imperialistic  and  tending 
toward  faclsm  and  the  Soviet  Unloa  as  the 
protector  of  the  rights  of  minorities,  the  only 
true  and  complete  democracy  and  as  dedi- 
cated to  peace;  (6)  by  Indicating  the  doctrine 
that  a  war  with  Russia  would  be  an  im- 
perialistic and  s^^unjust  war,  In  whieh  event 
it  is  said  to  be  the  duty  of  those  subscrib- 
ing to  defendants'  principles  to  ttirn  the 
imperialistic  war  into  a  civil  war  and  fight 
against  their  own  government,  meaning  the 
Government  of  the  United  States." 

The  Judge,  in  reviewing  the  defense,  said: 

"The  defendants  asserted  that  ^ey  re- 
garded the  establishment  of  sociallsi*  in  thla 
country  as  necessary  if  the  people  are  to  Uve 
In  peace  and  prosperity,  that  all  their  ac- 
tivities are  directed  toward  the  ultimate  es- 
tablishment of  soclalUm.  and  take  tvjo  forms 
which  interact  with  and  Influence  eadh  other, 
the  political  and  the  educational." 

The  defendants  asserted  that  they  sought 
to  form  a  peoples'  front  govemmedt,  such 
as  was  elected  in  Poland,  Czechodovakia 
Hungary,  and  Rumania,  and  that  thi  would 
only  come  about  U  and  when  a  ma>)rlty  of 


raadytoatm^ 


the  people  wanted  it  and 
gle  for  it. 
The  Judge  was  very  careful  to  charge  the 

Jury: 

"Among  the  most  vital  aad  preelous  liber- 
ties which  we  Ameneans  anjoy  by  vlrtua  of 
our  Constttutkm  are  freedom  of  spsach  aad 
freedcMn  of  the  press.  We  must  be  careful 
to  preserve  these  rights  unimpaired  la  all 
their  vigor.  Thus,  it  is  that  these  defend- 
ants had  the  right  to  advocate,  by  peaceful 
and  lawful  meaas,  any  and  all  changes  in 
the  laws  and  in  the  Constitution:  they  had 
the  right  to  criticize  the  President  and  Con- 
gress; they  had  the  right  to  assait  that  World 
War  n.  prior  to  the  Invasion  of  Russia  by 
Germany,  was  an  unjust  war.  an  Imperialist 
war.  and  that  upon  such  Invasion  it  became 
a  Just  war  worthy  of  all  material  and  moral 
support;  and  they  had  the  right  to  publicly 
express  these  views  orally  or  in  writing. 
They  had  the  right,  thus,  to  assert  thst  the 
Government  was  at  all  times  exploiting  the 
poor  and  worthy  workers,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  trtists  and  monopolies.  They  had  a  right, 
thus,  to  assert  that  what  they  called  the  de- 
mocracy of  Russia  is  superior  in  all  respects 
to  American  democracy.  They  had  a  right 
to  assert  that  the  Marshall  plan  was  a  mis- 
take, that  billions  ot  dollars  should  be  loaned 
to  Russia  and  that  legislation  adversely  af- 
fecting Communists  should  not  be  passed. 
Whether  you.  or  I,  or  anyone  else,  likes  or 
dislikes  such  or  similar  and  analogous  views, 
or  agrees  or  disagrees  with  them.  Is  wholly 
immaterial  and  not  entitled  to  the  slightest 
consideration  in  deciding  tfcls  case.  Unless 
a  minority  had  a  right  to  express  and  to 
advocate  its  views,  the  democratic  process 
as  we  understand  it  here  in  America  would 
cease  to  exist  and  thoee  in  power  might  re- 
main there  indefinitely  and  make  impoeslble 
any  substantial  changes  in  oxir  social  and 
economic  system,  or  in  the  texture  of  our 
fundamental  law." 

The  court  told  the  Jury: 

"Tou  must  be  satisfied  frim  the  evidence 
beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  that  the  defend- 
ants had  an  Intent  to  cause  the  overthrow 
or  destruction  of  the  Unlteo  States  by  force 
and  violence,  and  that  it  was  with  this  Intent 
and  for  the  purpose  d  furthiirlng  that  objec- 
tive that  they  conspired  both  (1)  to  organize 
the  Conununlst  Party  of  the  United  States  as 
a  group  or  society  to  teach  tnd  advocate  the 
overthrow  or  destruction  of  the  United  States 
by  force  and  violence,  and  13)  to  teach  and 
advocate  the  duty  and  necessity  of  over- 
throwing or  destroying  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  by  force  and  riolence." 

Why  is  such  legislation  n'qxilred? 

The  CIO  in  1950  expell<-d  11  of  lU  41 
International  tuilons  because  they  were 
Communist-dominated.  The  resolution  on 
the  expulsion  read: 

"We  can  no  longer  tolerate  within  the 
family  of  CIO  tbe  Communist  Party  mas- 
querading as  a  labor  union  The  time  has 
come  when  the  CIO  must  strip  the  mask 
from  these  false  leaders  wh<«e  only  purpose 
is  to  deceive  and  betray  the  workers.  So 
long  as  the  agents  of  the  Cimmunlst  Party 
and  the  labor  movement  enjc>y  the  benefits  ot 
affiliation  with  the  CIO.  they  will  continue  to 
carry  out  this  betrayal  under  the  protection 
of  the  good  name  of  the  CIO." 

The  names  of  those  tinloiis  and  the  dates 
of  their  expulsion  are:  the  United  Electrical, 
Radio  and  Machine  Workers.  November  3, 
1949;  the  United  Farm  Equipment  Workers, 
November  3.  1949;  Mine.  Mill,  and  Smelter 
Workers.  February  16, 1950;  United  Office  and 
Professional  Workers.  February  15,  1960; 
United  Public  Workers.  Felmiary  16.  1950; 
Food.  Tobacco,  and  Agrlotiltural  Workers, 
February  15.  1950;  Amerioim  Commimica- 
tlons  Association,  June  15.  1950;  Interna- 
tional Fur  and  Leather  Workers  Union,  June 
15,  1950;  International  Iiongsboren«n's  and 
Warehousemen's   Union.   August   29.   19S0; 


Mhrtea  OBotai  aad  Stewards.  August  99,  IggO; 
Interaatlupal  nsharmen  and  Allied  Worksrs, 
I  August  m,  1980. 

In  1989  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
Aaisricaa  Aetlvttles  listed  the  Mine.  MUl.  aad 
SflMltar  Workers  Union  as  a  Oommunlst- 
doanlnated  union.  Ten  years  later  the  CIO 
acted  upon  the  findings  of  the  House  com- 
mittee aad  expelled  this  union  from  iu  mem- 
bership. (P.  g.  Oct.  1968  beartnga.  BanaU 
Suboommittee  Judiciary.) 

The  CIO  said  as  to  the  Mine,  MUl.  and 
Smelter  Workers  International  leadership: 

"The  testimony  at  the  hearings,  both  oral 
and  documentary,  demonstrates  conclusively 
to  this  committee,  and  the  committee  finds 
that  the  policies  and  actirities  of  the  In- 
ternational Union  of  Mine.  Mill,  and  Smelter 
Workers  are  directed  toward  the  achievement 
of  the  program  and  the  purposes  of  the  Com- 
munist Party,  rather  than  the  objectives  set 
forth  In  the  CIO  constitution.  This  conclu- 
sion is  inescapable,  both  from  an  analysis 
of  the  policies  adopted  by  Mine,  MIU,  and  as 
shown  by  documentary  exhibits  submitted 
by  the  union,  and  by  direct  and  uncontra- 
dicted testimony  by  former  officers  of  the 
union  that  the  Communist  Party  directs  the 
affairs  of  the  union." 

At  the  hearing  before  the  subcommittee  of 
the  Senate  Judiciary  Conunlttee  In  October 
1953,  former  officers  of  the  union  admitted 
they  had  been  members  of  the  Conununlst 
Party  and  identified  a  number  of  the  officers 
of  the  present  Mine,  Mill,  and  Smelter  Wortc- 
ers  as  baring  been  members  of  the  Conunu- 
nlst Party. 

The  following  officers  and  employees  were 
subpenaed  by  the  committee  and  refused 
to  testify  as  to  whether  they  were  Com- 
munists, or  not,  on  the  groiuids  that  to 
testify  would  incriminate  them.  Those  per- 
sons were:  Nathan  Witt,  general  counsel; 
John  Clarit.  president;  Clinton  Jencks,  Inter- 
national repreeentative;  Hennan  Clott,  Wash- 
ington lobbyist  for  the  union;  Orvllle  lAr- 
son,  rice  president;  Holmgren,  assistant  edi- 
tor of  the  union  newspaper;  Rudolph  Han- 
sen, paid  employee:  Maurice  lYavls,  secre- 
tary-treasurer of  the  mtematlonal  union; 
Graham  Dcdan,  who  said  he  had  no  title 
but  worked  on  special  assignments  for  Presi- 
dent dark.  Vice  President  Larson,  Vice  Presi- 
dent Wilson,  snd  Secretary-Treastirer  Travis; 
and  Albert  Skinner,  regional  director  and  co- 
ordmator  of  the  Kennecott  bargaming  coun- 
sel. 

I  wUI  not  go  Into  all  the  details  of  the 
hearing.  They  are  available  in  the  report  of 
the  hearings  Issued  by  the  United  States 
Oovenunent  Printing  Office. 

And.  let  me  say  here,  that  under  the  Taft- 
Hartley  Act.  an  employer,  or  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  cannot  go  beyond  the 
non -Communist  affidavit  filed  by  the  union 
officials.  If  the  affidavits  are  filed,  the  em- 
ployer must  comply  with  the  law  and  must 
bargain  with  the  union  whether  or  not  he 
thinks  that  the  alBdarits  are  false  and  that 
the  representative  is  still  a  Communist. 

Let  DM  can  attention  to  what  Mr.  Travis 
says  regarding  Bill  Haywood: 

"I  have  always  been  inspired  by  the  fact 
that  eariy  leader*  of  this  tmlon  were  social- 
istic in  one  form  or  another,  that  Bill  Hay- 
wood also  took  the  road  to  conununlsm  and 
died  not  only  as  a  great  leader  of  the  work- 
ing dass  but  as  an  honored  and  respected 
Communist." 

BUI  Haywood,  as  you  wiU  remember,  was 
head  of  tlie  International  Workers  of  the 
World  during  World  War  I.  In  1918  he  was 
found  gunty  in  a  Federal  court  in  Chicago 
of  eq>loaage.  sabotage,  and  mterfertng  with 
the  war  effort  of  World  War  L  Pending  his 
appeal  1m  Jumped  baU,  fled  to  Russia,  and 
now  Uas  buried  in  the  Kranlin  as  one  of 
the  heroes  of  communism.  His  hsroism  con- 
sisted of  traaaon  to  his  country. 


of  Mattaaa  Witt, 
counsel  of  Mlns.  Mitt,  and 
and  the  brains  of  the  ualoa. 

formar  gansral  oounsel  of  tfea  CIO, 

before  the  Un-American  Aetlvttles  Commit- 
tee  in  the  Hooaa  in  19M  aad  aidd  tluife  ha  and 
Witt  both  belonged  to  tba  Oonwuatot  Maty 
at  one  time  axMl  that  he.  Ptasaassa.  Jotut 
Abt.  Charles  Knuaer,  aad  Wttt  wotkad  la  a 
ceU  together.  Ware  waa  the  liaison  wltb  tha 
Communist  Party  of  this  call  and  he  col'- 
lected  their  dues.  Whittakar  Chaaibani  in 
1948  testified  that  Ware,  Abt.  Witt.  Press- 
man. Alger  Hiss.  Donald  EUas.  Henry  H.  Col- 
lins. Charles  Kramer,  and  Victor  Perlo  b»- 
longed  to  the  Ware-Abt-Wltt  group. 

Witt  was  former  aseoutlve  secretary  of  tba 
National  Labor  Relations  Board.  In  1940  be 
wrote  the  United  States  Senate  when  the 
NLRB  was  being  mvestigated  that  bs  was  not 
and  had  never  been  a  member  of  the  Com- 
munist Party,  a  Communist  sympathlaar,  or 
one  who  used  the  Conununlst  Party  "«#,  At 
the  hearing  in  1953.  Witt  refused  to  testify  as 
to  whether  he  was  a  Conmmnlst  on  t*»e 
grounds  that  he  was  exercising  his  right  un- 
der the  fifth  amendment  not  to  give  testi- 
mony against  himself.  Nathan  Witt  was  also 
s  member  of  the  board  of  trusteee  of  the  Jef- 
ferson School  of  Social  Science,  which  the 
Saturday  Evening  Poet  of  March  12, 1940,  said 
was  the  biggest  school  for  the  t— ^h»ng  of 
communism  in  New  Tot^.  and  annuaUy  en- 
roUed  3.000  sttidents  which  was  a  fraction 
of  the  total  signed  up  by  the  natlmial  «'>»»in 
of  Communist  schools. 

How  does  a  union  become  Oommunlst- 
domlnated.  and  how  did  theee  CIO  tmlons 
become  Communist-dominated?  Tb  *m^»| 
with,  when  the  first  attempts  were  mads  to 
organize  mass  production  Industry,  there  was 
an  acute  shortage  of  trained  orgaalzos.  Un- 
knowingly, many  Conununlsts  were  used  and 
they  Installed  themselves  and  their  sym- 
pathizers in  key  positions  in  many  of  tbs 
new  unions.  The  newly  organlaed  workers. 
with  no  experience  in  unionism,  were  no 
match  for  theee  skUled  technicians.  The  r«- 
s\Ut  was  that  in  unkm  after  tmlon  the  Com- 
munists controUed  the  top  level  though  tlia 
membersh4>  was  overwhelmingly  American 
In  its  sympathies.  In  the  CIO  «iw«nti^  qq 
the  expulsion  of  the  Mine,  MUl.  and  at»wrttw 
Workers: 

"Both  Wilson  and  Bckert  made  it  perfectly 
clear  to  the  conunlttee  that  the  fact  that 
this  union  followed  the  Conomimlst  Party 
line  was  not  accidental.  It  was  the  rcatUt  of 
the  complete  domination  of  the  union's  lead- 
ership by  the  party.  The  party  group  within 
the  union  hss  a  systematic  worUng  ap- 
paratus for  iwfc-iwg  Its  decision  and  for 
translating  these  decisions  Into  union  pol- 
icy. At  the  tc^  there  was  a  party  steering 
committee  of  fom*  members.  This  commit- 
tee, of  which  Eckert  and  Maurice  TTavis  were 
members,  determined  Oommunlat  pottcy 
within  the  union.  They  did  this  In  oonsiU- 
tatlon  with  the  leaders  of  the  Communist 
Party.  Meetings  were  frequently  held  wltb 
the  Communist  Party  leaders,  sucb  as  WU- 
liam  Z.  Poster,  chairman  of  tbe  party;  Eu- 
gene Dennis,  general  secretary:  John  WU- 
liamson.  its  labor  secretary:  and  OU  Oreea. 
its  nilnoU  director.  In  addition,  there  wm 
a  regular  envoy  of  the  Commtinlst  Party 
who  was  designsted  as  liaison  man  between 
Mine.  MUl  and  the  party. 

"In  meetings  of  this  steering  «v»n»«»tt— 
which  was  sometimee  enlarged  to  Include 
such  persons  as  the  union's  rssearcb  director 
and  the  editor  of  its  newspaper,  the  poUrrtes 
to  be  adc^ted  by  Mine.  MIU  were  determined 
by  these  Communist  leaders.  Thslr  deci- 
sions were  then  brought  to  the  so-caUad  pro. 
gressivs  caucus  of  the  union,  which 
talned  aU  of  the  Conununlst 
munlst  leaders  of  tbe  union;  aU 
munlst  groups  of  tba  unloa. 
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•ntf  adoptad  ■•  unkm     and 


btft  l>y  vlileh 

If  tt»  OomBMUiM  Pvty  tattdsn 
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..  ef  ooane,  had  »  tbe- 

r.  but  ttM  party^  control 

.  .  r,  control  of  tts  or« 

^    ,  and  dpomi  of  it>  Imdanhlp  cn- 

alOad  tiMi  OoBBinimtot  Party  to  ooooMa  Its 
dtetatkm  of  tmloik  policy  umI  tliua  to  maln- 
tata  tta  povar  oror  tbe  unlon'a  affaln.  Tto» 
rlglit  of  tiM  Qnkm  mcmbordilp  to  control 
poiley  gtvan  Up  Mrrtce  by Jhc  toadenhtp  was 
Urat  ftnatratad.  Tbe  fiambcnhlp  had  no 
Toiee,  for  Inataneo.  In  tlie  deelBlon  of  Bold 
*«>t»tnaon  to  rwign  as  president,  a  decision 
made  by  tha  Communist  Party  for  party 
raaaoos.  He  had  no  control  oyer  tlie  ap- 
pointment of  llaurlce  Tiravls,  a  newcomer  to 
tlM  nnkm.  as  encutlve  assistant  to  President 
lU^Unson.  an  i4>polntment  dictated  by  tbe 
Communist  Par^  for  Its  own  purposes.  The 
mamlMrshlp  had  no  control  over  the  ap- 
pointment of  organlaen,  and  as  a  result  ap- 
proadmately  90  percent  of  the  union's  staff 
are  mMnbers  of  the  Communist  Party." 

Sckert.   In  testifying   before   the   Senate 
committee  In  Salt  I<ake  In  October  1952,  said : 

"Ttom  Commimlst  Party  regarded  lUne. 
sail,  and  Smelter  Workers  as  one  of  the  key 
unions  In  America,  because  of  Its  strategic 
posltloaa  In  the  nonferrous  metal  Industry 
and  also  because  they  have  locals  In  Alaska 
and  dose  proximity  to  the  Soviet  Union. 
That  Is  an  Interesting  ncte,  because  the  Mine, 
Mill,  and  Smelter  Workers  locals  up  there, 
which  are  conpletely  dominated  by  the 
Communist  I^uty.  are  only  40  miles  -from 
Soviet  Russia.  Because  of  the  Importance 
they  attach  to  Mine.  Mill,  and  Smelter  Work- 
ers, they  made  special  efforts  to  reactivate 
me  in  the  Commimist  Party.  I  became  ac- 
tive In  the  party  again  from  that  time  (1945) 
untU  the  time  Z  left  Mine,  Mill,  and  Smelter 
Workers,  or  just  fvior  to  leaving  Mine,  Mill, 
and  Smelter  Workers  in  1948." 

Bckert  testlfled  before  the  subcommittee 
on  this  steering  committee  in  Mine.  Xdill.  and 
BmeKer  Workers.     Bckert  said  that  the  steer- 
ing  committee   was   composed   of   Maurice 
Travis,    Bckert,    Al    Skinner,    and    Charles 
Powers,  and  they  received  their  instructions 
from  Oil  Green,  State  organizer  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  in  Illinois.     The  steering  com- 
mittee, he  said,  would  also  meet  with  William 
Z.  Foster,  national  chairman  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party,^  Eugene  Dennis,  and   jther  top 
leaders  to  discuss  matters  affecting  the  Com- 
manlst  Party.    He  testified  that  the  foUow- 
Ing  was  the  way  the  union  adopted  its  10- 
polnt  program  in  1946:  It  was  first  discussed 
by  tbe  steermg  committee;  it  was  then  sub- 
■«3itted  to  the  enlarged  party  meeting  held; 
from  this  meeting  it  was  taken  to  what  was 
called    the    progressive    caucus    inside    the 
Aline,    mu.    and    Smelter    Workers,    which 
consisted  of  the  party  people  on  the  staff  of 
the  union  and  co-tain  nonparty  people  who 
were  on  the  staff  and  other  people  who  were 
not  on  the  staff,  but  were  in  the  Mine.  Mill, 
and  Smelter  Workers  union.     He  said  the 
progress  ve  caucus  would  then  make  these 
proposals  where   it  was  necessary  to  have 
tliem  approved  by  the  international  execu- 
tive   board    to   the   international    executive 
board  of  the  imlon.  which  was  almost  evenly 
divided  between  the  right  and  left  wings. 
Those  decisions  would  then  usually  become 
the  dedslims  of  the  union  and  sometimes, 
as  In  the  case  of  the  10-point  program,  sub- 
mitted, to  the  convention,  as  was  done  in  the 
Instance  of  the  Cleveland  convention  in  1946, 


and  became  adoptedbj  the  convention  m  the 
oOolal  program  of  the  union.    As  he;  said: 

""It  originated  m  the  steering  ctnneilttee 
— 1  passed  down  to  this  large  party  msietlng, 
then  to  the  progressive  caucus,  the  in^ema- 
tkmal  executive  board,  and  finally  a<|opted 
by  tbe  international  convention.  Irrespec- 
tive of  the  various  channels  through  trhich 
It  went.  It  started  with  the  Communist  jParty 
and  crystallised  as  doctrine,  or  progratm,  of 
the  union  as  a  \vbole"  (pp.  51-58). 

There  were  approximately  126,(X)0  in  the 
unlcm  tbm  (1940).  The  end  result  w^  the 
convention  adopting  a  program  which  orig- 
inated with  a  small  niimber  of  people  who 
were  Communist  Party  members,  which  was 
later  adopted  as  a  program  of  over  100. (XX) 
members.  Bckert  said  that  the  party  mem- 
bership of  the  union  never  averaged  1  per- 
cent at  any  time  and  that  a  small  number 
of  Communists,  even  4,  a  steering  comiaittee, 
could  commit  a  union  of  100,000  members 
to  a  program  which  they,  the  4  Ccmmi|nl£t6, 
or  a  few  more,  oiiginated  (p.  69) . 

Bckert  said  the  Communist  personnel  did 
not  seep  very  far  down  because  If  It  kad  it 
would  be  very  much  larger:  here  and  there. 
there  might  be  a  shop  steward  who  might  be 
a  member  of  the  party,  or  a  local  union  pres- 
ident, or  a  local  member  of  the  exeiutive 
committee,  or  shop  committee,  but,  by  and 
large,  the  control  of  the  union  by  the  Com- 
munist Party  was  exercised  from  th0  top 
(p.  59). 

The  Commimist  Party  leadership  was  able 
to  maintain  itself  in  control  by  the  following 
procedure:  a  stuff  of  the  people  wha  have 
contacts  with  the  membership  would  go  out 
and  campaign  for  their  particular  candidate. 
■niey  would  get  up  at  the  meetings  and 
speak  for  them  and  they  were  not  above 
stuffing  the  ballot  boxes  where  it  was  aeces- 
sary  to  do  so  (p.  60). 

Eckert  said  he  knew  Mr.  Nathan  Witrt  was 
a  member  of  the  party  and  had  attended 
many  party  me<;tlngs  with  him.  He  was 
one  of  the  top  party  men  and  liaison  man 
between  the  Communist  Party  and  vsrious 
unloiu  that  wer«s  under  the  control  qf  the 
Commimist  Party,  including  the  Mill,  Mine. 
and  Smelter  Workers,  and  frequently  was 
the  person  who  transmitted  various  things 
to  Mill.  Mine,  and  Smelter  Workers,  party 
decisions  which  were  to  be  put  into  effect 
inside  the  union. 

The  unfortunate  and  tragic  thing  is  that 
most  of  the  members  of  the  union  are  not 
aware  of  this  Communist  domination  and 
are  loyal  Americans.  There  Is  no  law  which 
now  protects  the  rank  and  file  of  a  labor 
union  from  Communist  domination  of  their 
international  xuiion. 

I  say  that  thoee  men  are  entitled  to  the 
leadership  of  loyal  Americans.  My  bill  would 
provide  a  meansi  to  eliminate  from  a  »nion 
Communist  leadership  such  as  "travis 
and  Witt.  This  bill  would  permit  local 
unions  to  bargain  as  bona  fide  labor  vinions 
and  as  a  part  of  a  bona  fide  international 
union.  Employers  would  no  longer  be  ■com- 
pelled by  law  to  sit  down  with  a  Commiunist 
representative.  Tlie  union  newspaper  Would 
no  longer  be  a  vehicle  for  Communist  propa- 
ganda to  be  dropping  Itg  Indoctrinations 
drop  by  drop,  issue  by  issue. 

I  cannot  conceive  of  a  single  reason,  or 
Jxistlfication.  for  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  permitting  men  who  are  Com- 
munists to  head  and  to  run  a  labor  or*anl- 
Batlon.  I  think  loyal  members  of  the  Mine 
Mill,  and  Smelter  Workers,  for  example,  are 
entitled  to  their  Mine.  Mill,  and  Smelter 
Workers  Union  free  and  clear  of  Communist 
domination.  Their  strikes.  If  they  strike, 
should  not  be  under  any  cloud  that  It  Is 
for  political  purposes  and  under  a  leadership 
over  which  they  have  no  control. 

My  bill  would  not  destroy  the  Mine   Mill 
and  Smelter  Workers— it  would  protect  iheni 
and  preserve  them. 
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The  ease  with  which  4  or  5  meni  can  con- 
trol a  large  international  union  itiakes  me 
think  that  we  should  start  an  investigation 
into  the  general  subject  of  International 
unions  to  determine  how  democi)atic  they 
are  in  the  election  of  their  officers.  In  many 
international  unions,  the  same  P^*on  has 
been  president  for  many  years.  {The  con- 
stitutions, conventions,  systenu.  i4>point- 
nvents  of  international  representatives,  con- 
trol over  locals,  have  made  it  po^lble  for 
one  man  to  perpetuate  himself  |ln  office. 
The  membership  should  have  conti'ol  of  the 
selection  of  the  officers. 

On  Friday,  April  34.  1953.  Albert  3.  Flts- 
gerald,  general  president  of  th#  United 
Electrical  Radio  and  Machine  Workers  of 
America,  told  the  Senate  Labor  Q>mmlttee 
at  its  bearing,  that  S.  1254  and  its  com- 
panion House  bill,  H.  R.  8993^  was  a 
"thought-control  piece  of  legislaUpn."  Be- 
cause the  Senate  bill  will  undoul|tcdly  re- 
ceive the  same  charge  from  this  and  similar 
unions,  I  think  it  Is  well  to  discuss  that 
F.ttack  at  this  time.  In  tbe  first  place  the 
UE  dwells  on  the  alleged  fact  tt^st  orders 
of  the  Subversive  Activities  Contfol  Board 
will  operate  to  destroy  unions.  No«|here  does 
he  advert  to  the  lact  that  the  membership 
of  a  union,  which  is  the  object  o4  such  an 
order,  will  have  the  opportunity  to  piirge 
itself  of  the  few  individual  leadep-s  whose 
Communist  activities  give  rise  to  |he  order, 
and  that  they  can.  in  that  manner,  preserve 
their  union  with  all  its  rights  and  privilegee 
under  the  Federal  laws. 

Secondly,  he  quarrels  with  thf  various 
legislative  standards  and  definitions  which 
the  bill  provides  as  guides  to  be  used  by  the 
Board  in  determining  whether  er  not  a 
union,  or  an  Individ aal  union  ofltcial,  is  a 
Communist  representative.  Here  hf  employs 
the  well-worn  shibboleths  of  "thotlght  con- 
trol" and  "guilt  by  association."  Mr.  Fitz- 
gerald's remarks  are  to  be  found  on  pages 
1995  to  2010.  Inclusive,  of  part  4  of  the  hear- 
ings before  the  Conomlttee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  of  the  United  States  Senate 
of  the  83d  Congress. 

BASES    OF    THE    THOUGH T-COrTTSOL    COKTSNTIOIf 

It  has  been  contended  by  some  that  legis- 
lation of  this  sort  constitutes  thoiight  con- 
trol. This  contention  must  be  bas^d  on  one 
or  the  other  of  the  following: 

1.  An  attempt  to  distort  the  pprpose  of 
the  proposed  legislat  on  by  branding  It  as 
"antilabor  •  and  apply:ng  to  it  a  catdh  phrase, 
or  epithet,  which  will  generate  pu|)lic  con- 
demnation; or 

2.  A  sincere  belief  that  by  enacting  such 
legislation  Congress  would  be  unconstitu- 
tionally abridging  the  freedom  of  speech 
vouchsafed  by  the  tiTT.t  amendment. 

For  those  who  advsince  the  thought-con- 
trol contention  as  a  red  herring  and  who  seek 
thereby  to  divert  Congress  from  the  con- 
scientious reexamination  of  a  real  national 
problem,  no  answer  to  the  contention  Is  re- 
quired. Suffice  it  to  say  that  every  legisla- 
tive effort  to  protect  this  country  against 
Internal  subversive  activities  has  been  faced 
with  the  same  contenlion. 

But  for  those  who.  although  th^y  recog- 
nize the  gravity  of  the  problem,  neMerthelees 
advance  the  thought -control  contemtion  in 
the  sincere  belief  that  thte  type  of  legisla- 
tion goes  beyond  the  constitutional  powers  of 
Congress,  a  sincere  and  forthright  answer  is 
required.  They  must  have  an  answer  to 
their  fear  that,  In  seeking  by  this  »ieans  to 
combat  a  recognized  evil,  we  woul<i  be  de- 
stroying the  very  thins;  we  are  purporting  to 
protect;  in  other  words,  their  fear  that  by 
suppressing  freedom  of  thought  ahd  asso- 
ciation in  this  way,  we  would  be  approach< 
Ing  the  very  totalitarianism  which  t*ie  Com- 
munists are  seeking  to  establish  by  such 
means  as  the  control  and  domination  of 
trade  unions.  The  purpose  of  this  analysU 
is  to  supply  that  answer. 


TUB  FffVBamvrsL  iwi 


The  term  "thought  oontroL**  even  when 
iiaed  by  thoee  who  are  sinoerely  perturbed 
by  the  aspect  of  thle  tyi>o  of  leglalatkm.  la 
misleading.  Communism  la  fundamentally 
an  Idea  or  belief,  but  Its  slgnlflcanoe  today 
lies  not  so  much  in  the  Idea  itself  but  In  the 
plan  of  action  designed  to  Implement  that 
idea,  the  plan  of  affirmative  and  violent 
action  to  establish  and  enforce  that  Idea  in 
the  form  of  wwld  dictatorship  by  the  ruling 
power  of  one  nation.  A  peraon  may  have 
the  mtent  to  rob  or  to  murder,  but.  abeent 
any  action  on  his  part  to  implement  that 
Intent,  our  concept  of  liberty  would  not  per- 
mit us  to  restrain  him  just  for  having  such 
evil  thoughts.  The  same  la  true  of  a  person 
who  la  only  a  Communist  in  the  phlloeoph- 
Ical  sense.  When,  however,  the  robber,  or 
the  murdsrer.  or  the  Communist,  reaches  the 
point  of  affirmatively  imjilementing  his  in- 
tent to  employ  force  or  violence  to  gain  his 
end.  he  has  reached  the  action  stage  where 
his  Intentional  conduct,  not  hla  thoughts, 
becomes  the  legitimate  object  of  eocial  scru- 
tiny and  possible  limitation. 

It  is  with  this  concept  of  modem  com- 
munism in  mind  that  the  fundamental  Isstie 
presented  by  this  legislation  must  be  de- 
fined. The  determlnatloa  to  be  made  Is 
whether  or  not.  under  present  circumstances 
and  with  respect  to  communism,  the  neces- 
sity for  preserving  law  and  order  and  our 
national  sovereignty  Justifies  an  abridgement 
of  a  fundamental  liberty,  find  whether  or  not 
such  abridgonent  Is  within  the  constitu- 
tional powers  of  Congress.  Specifically,  the 
issue  is  whether  or  not  ixmuntmlstlc  mfil- 
tratlon  of  trade  unions  constitutes  a  threat 
to  national  security  sufficient  to  Justify  re- 
straining ths  liberty  to  loeter  communism 
through  imion  power,  and  whether  or  not 
the  exercise  of  that  libetty  can  be  consti- 
tutionally restrained  in  the  manner  proposed 
by  this  legislstlon.  As  so  defined,  it  is  obvi- 
ous that  the  issue  cannot  be  properly  char- 
scteriaed  as  a  thought-coatrol  Issue. 

TRX  BBTAauaHKa  VAcra 

The  portion  of  this  Issiie  which  requires 
a  determination  of  the  extent  of  the  threat 
to  our  national  security  m  relation  to  an 
impairment  of  individual  liberty  must  be 
resolved  on  the  basis  of  facts.  These  facts 
are  well  established  end  cannot  be  validly 
disputed.  They  have  be«!n  established  by 
hearings  conducted  by  congressional  com- 
mittees, reports  of  congressionsl  conunitteee. 
legislatire  findings  by  Congress,  verdicts  of 
Federal  Juries  and  decisions  of  the  Federal 
courts.     These  are  the  esti>blished  facU: 

1.  There  exists  a  world  Communist  move- 
ment which  is  a  worldwidf)  revolutionary  ef- 
fort designed  to  establish  a  Communist  to- 
talitarian dictatorship  In  the  countries 
throughout  the  world. 

a.  One  of  the  traditional  and  primary 
means  of  accomplishing  this  purpose  is  Com- 
munist infiltration  of  labor  unions. 

3.  The  American  Oommuolst  Party  is  domi- 
nated and  controlled  by  a  foreign  govern- 
ment. 

4.  The  goal  of  the  American  Communist 
Party  Is  the  overthrow  of  the  Oovemment  of 
the  United  States  by  fon-e  and  violence. 

5.  The  American  Communist  Party  has  m- 
flltrsted,  and  dominates,  sad  controls  certain 
labor  unions  in  this  country. 

6.  The  goal  and  the  activities  of  ths  Ameri- 
can Communist  Party  ooxutitute  a  clear  and 
present  danger  to  the  Niition. 

NATIONAL  MBcaaamr  vasaoa  xmuvnwAL 


In  the  face  of  theee  eeUbUabed  facta 
Congrees  must  decide  whether  or  not  the 
infringement  on  indlvidusl  Uberty  embodied 
in  the  propoeed  leglslaUoci  Is  Justified.  Tbe 
specific  liberty  involved  U  the  Uberty  to  par- 
ticipate In  and  encourage  Oommunlst  action 


toPif  tnda-tmion  raovemeni— by  ipeeeh.  by 
aaeoetatlon.  and  by  Intentional  conduct. 
The  objeetlve  of  that  Communist  action  is 
the  overttaroir  of  our  Oovemment  by  force 
and  violence,  a  clear  and  preeent  danger  to 
our  national  eecorlty.  The  mere  statement  of 
the  Uberty  involved  and  of  the  ultimate  re- 
sult of  Its  unlimited  exercise  provldee  the 
answer  for  all  loyal  Americans.  Congress, 
with  the  support  of  the  pec^le,  has  answered 
the  question  before  in  analogous  situations 
by  Imposing  more  drastic  reetralnts  on  that 
liberty.  Vsderal  legislation  applicable  to 
Communists  and  organlzstions  is  nothing 
new.  Xn  lOSS,  the  Foreign  Agents  Registra- 
tion Act.  also  known  as  ths  McOormack  Act, 
was  paaaed.  requiring  agents  of  foreign  gov- 
ernments to  register  with  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral and  to  label  their  propaganda.  In  1939, 
the  Hatch  Act  forbade  memlwrshlp  in  Oom- 
munlst. or  like  organisations,  to  Federal  em- 
ployees. In  1940.  the  VoorhU  Act.  supple- 
menting the  McCormaok  Act.  required  reg- 
istration by  native  groups  which  participated 
in  civilian-military  drill  and  in  specially  de- 
fined political  activities.  In  1940.  by  virtue 
of  the  Smith  Act.  it  became  a  Federal  crime 
to  "advocate,  abet,  advise,  or  teach"  the 
overthrow  of  the  Oovemment  by  force  or 
vlolenoe.  In  1947.  the  Taft-Hartley  Act  de- 
nied to  unions,  whose  officers  failed  to  file 
non-Communist  affidavits,  the  procedures 
and  benefits  of  the  National  Lsbor  Relations 
Act.  And  m  1950.  Congress  passed  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act.  which  requires  the  reg- 
istration of  all  Communist  organizations, 
prohibits  the  Issuance  of  passports  to  mem- 
bers of  such  organisations,  and  iHX>hibits 
the  employment  of  such  ntembers  by  the 
Federal  Oovemment.  or  by  private  defense 
facilities.  All  of  these  enactments,  except 
the  Taft-Hartley  Act,  provided  for  criminal 
penalties. 

If  the  measures  Just  enumerated  were 
Justifiable  infringements  on  individual  lib- 
erty In  the  face  of  the  Communist  threat. 
and  m  each  instaivce  Congress  found  them 
to  be  Justified,  certainly  far  less  Justification 
is  needed  for  legislation  such  as  that  under 
dlscusalon,  which  does  not  suppress  or  out- 
law the  Communist  Party  and  does  not  forbid 
any  mdivldual  to  be.  or  become,  a  philosoph- 
ical Oonununlst,  or  a  full-fiedged  and 
active  member  of  the  party,  but  which,  in 
effect,  only  prohibits  such  a  person  from 
holding  a  poaltlon  of  influence  in  a  labor 
union  if  that  union  wishes  to  continue  to 
avail  itself  of  the  special  rights  and  protec- 
tion afforded  it  by  specific  Federal  laws. 

It  seema  clear  from  the  foregoing  that 
there  U  ami^e  Justification,  as  a  matter  of 
oongreesional  policy,  for  the  proposed  legis- 
lation. 

coMoaassioNAi.  powxb 

Commg  now  to  the  portion  of  the  Issue 
which  requires  a  determination  of  congree- 
slonal  power  to  enact  such  legislstlon.  It  is 
neceesary  first  to  state  certain  fundamental 
principles  with  respect  to  the  liberty  of  free 
q>eech  vouchsafed  by  the  first  amendment 
to  the  Oonstitution.  All  of  those  principles 
can  be  gleaned  from  the  1951  decision  of  tbe 
United  Statee  Supreme  Court  in  the  case 
which  Involved  tbe  conviction  of  tbe  top  11 
Communists  for  violation  of  the  Smith  Act. 
{DennU  v.  United  Stmtei  (341  U.  8.  494.  95 
L.  ed.  1137)).    They  are  as  follows: 

1.  Tbe  right  of  free  speech  "is  not  an 
unlimited,  unqualified  right,  but  •  •  •  must, 
on  occasion,  be  subordinated  to  other  values 
and  considerations." 

a.  "Mo  one  could  conceive  that  it  is  not 
vlthln  the  power  of  Congress  to  prohibit  acts 
Intended  to  overthrow  the  Oovemment  by 
force  and  violence.  The  question  with  which 
we  are  eonoemed  •  •  •  is  not  whether  Con- 
grees haa  such  power,  but  whether  the  means 
which  It  has  employed  conflict  with  the  first 
•  *  *  amendment  (s)  to  the  Constltutlcm." 


8.  Reetrlctlona  on  freedom  of  epeocb 
eonstltutloinal  where  tbsre  Is  a  "dear 
preeent  danger"  that  "subetanttve  evU" 
result  from  nonrsstrlettan. 

4.  Since  the  purpoeee  and  acttvltiae  of  4fe« 
Communist  Party  oonatttute'tacb  a  "dear 
and  preeent  danger"  leglaUtlon  wbieh  pon- 
Ishee  tbe  advocacy  of  tbe  doetrtnss  of  tbe 
Oommunlst  Party  doea  not  violate  tbe 
amendments 

The  sutute  Involved  In  th«  Dannla  

presented  a  far  more  dUBcult  qiwatlon  as  to 
the  power  of  Oongrees  than  doea  tbe  iwapuead 
legislation  under  discussion.  Tbe  SnUtb  Aet 
made  it  a  crime  to  "advocate,  abet,  advtae. 
or  teach"  the  overthrow  of  tbe  Oovenunmt 

by  force  or  vlolenoe.    Actually,  tbe ^ 

Court  had  already,  prior  to  tbe  r>«Mt^ 

passed  upon  tbe  very  oontentlon  «bk)b  la 
advanced  against  the  Ooldwater-Bbodes  Kip, 

In  AmerUxm  CommuniemticmM  Ataoeimtkm 
V.  X>oitds  (389  U.  S.  383.  94  I.,  ed.  995  (Sup. 
Ct.  1950) )  the  Court  bad  before  it  tbe  non- 
Oommunlst  affidavit  requirement  (sec.  0 
(h))  of  the  Taft-Hartley  Act.  Tbe  peti- 
tioners m  that  case  contended  that  tbe  re- 
quirement was  unconstitutional  beeauee  It 
deprived  "unions,  union  officers,  and  mem- 
bers of  unions  of  freedom  of  thought,  speech, 
and  assembly,  in  vloUtlon  of  the  flrat 
amendment."  The  Court  rejected  that  con- 
tention. The  following  quotations  from  the 
decision  will  demonstrate  more  clearly  than 
attempts  to  paraphrase  them  the  reasoning 
of  the  Cotirt  and  the  basis  for  Its  decision: 

"One  such  obstruction  (of  commerce) . 
which  it  wss  tbe  purpoee  of  eection  9  (h)  of 
the  act  to  remove,  was  the  so-called  politleal 
strike.  Substantial  amounts  of  evldenoe 
were  preeented  to  various  commltteee  of 
Congrees.  including  the  committees  Imme- 
diately concerned  with  labor  legislation, 
that  Communist  leaders  of  labor  u"*^"s  had 
in  the  past,  and  would  contmue  in  the  fu- 
ture, to  subordinate  legitimate  trade-unloa 
objectives  to  obstructive  strikes  when  dic- 
tated by  party  leaders,  often  In  support  of 
the  policies  of  a  foreign  government.  aw«^ 
other  evidence  supports  the  view  that  aome 
union  leaders,  wbo  hold  to  a  belief  m  vUHent 
overthrow  of  the  Government  for  reasons 
other  than  loyalty  to  tbe  Oommunlst  Party. 
likewise  regard  strikes  and  other  forms  of 
direct  action  designed  to  serve  tiltimate  rev- 
olutloiuu7  goals,  as  the  primary  objectivea 
of  labor  tinions  which  they  eontroL 

•  •  •  •  • 
"No  useful  purpose  would  be  eerved  by 

setting  out  St  length  the  evidence  before 
Congress  relating  to  the  problem  of  political 
strikes,  nor  can  we  attempt  to  assess  the 
validity  of  each  item  of  evldenoe.  It  Is  suffi- 
cient to  say  that  Congrees  had  a  great  mass 
of  material  before  it  which  tended  to  show 
that  Communists  and  others  proscribed  by 
the  statute  had  infiltrated  tinlon  organlaa- 
tions,  not  to  support  and  further  trade-union 
objectives,  including  the  advocacy  of  change 
by  democratic  methods,  but  to  make  them 
a  device  by  which  commerce  and  Industry 
might  be  disrupted  when  the  dietatee  of 
political  policy  required  such  action. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"The  difficult  question  that  emergee  la 
whether,  consistently  with  the  first  amend- 
ment.  Congress,  by  statute,  may  ex«^  theee 
preesuree  upon  labor  tmlons  to  deny  posi- 
tions of  leadership  to  certain  peiscms  who  an 
identified  by  particular  beliefs  and  political 
affiliations. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Although  the  first  amendment  provides 
that  Congrees  shall  make  no  law  abridging 
tbe  freedom  of  speech,  prees,  or  asaambly.  It 
has  long  been  established  that  tboee  free- 
doms themselves  are  dependent  upon  .the 
power  of  constitutional  government  to  sur- 
vive. If  it  is  to  stvTlve,  It  auist  have  power 
to  protect  Itself  againa(  unlawful  coaduet 
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I  UkmA  that  QBlMrMI  Mtton  vlU 
''!•  pnetloed. 
of 


tlw  frw 

UMn  to 

or  ooaduet  tlutt  no  not 

tvtalL    fleeUOBt  (b), 

Bflt   tntnrfOTo  wttli 

foam  the 

tt 

Is 
I  who  may  be  Monttfied  by 
1  amatlou  and  baltaA. 
•  •  j«  •  • 

*1a  aannoa.  fha  prtiblom  la  on*  of  volijh- 
tDg  tho  prababla  aflteta  oC  tba  aUtnta  vnpao. 
Xkmtem  mmdm  at  the  rlgbt  ct  ^eech  and 
agalBat  tbe  eoaagreailanal  deter- 
that  ptrtitleal  atrlkea  az»  evtla  at 
'Vbl^  eanaa  aubataattal  harm  to 
DonuiMree  and  that  Oommunlsts 
UlmtmnA  by  aoettoa  B  (h)  poae 
onwtlnwint  fhreata  to  that  public  inteiest 
«b«B  la  poalttopa  at  union  leadetahlpu 


r  aa  the  problem  to  one  of  draw- 
tag  tatmauem  concmbag  ttie  need  for  rafu- 
latloa  of  particular  forma  of  oonduet  fiom 
oonfllettnc  OTldenee.  thla  Court  to  In  no 
pnaitlea  to  aubetltute  its  Judcment  aa  to 
tho  fiiieeaiHy  at  dealralalUty  of  the  statute 
for  that  pf 


"In  tbto  lattolatlon.  OoajpMa  did  not  xe- 
«trala  the  aettrtttea  of  the  Communist  Party 
as  Or  poiltteid  es»«nlaatton;  nor  did  it  at- 
tempt to  sttfle  beliefs.  Coai|Mii«  Wett  Yir- 
tinim  State  BomrA  of  Kdmemtkm  ▼.  Bamette 

(aiB  u.  &  09*.  87  L.  ed.  leae.  bs  s.  ct.  iits. 

147A]JlffM(194S)).  Seetion  »  (b)  touehea 
only  a  Motatan  handful  of  persons  teavlng 
the  great  majort^  of  perscms  of  the  Iden- 
ttfled  aflBtottons  and  beltafs  oompletely  free 
from  laetnlat.  And  It  leavce  thoee  f  ev 
who  are  affeeted.  free  to  maintain  their  afi- 
Uatlooa  and  ballaf  a  subject  only  to  possible 
loes  of  positions  which  Congress  hss  eon- 
eluded  are  being  abused  to  the  Injury  of 
the  public  by  members  of  the  described 
groojis. 

•  •  •  •  • 

*7t  to  contended  that  the  principle  that 
stattttee  touching  first-amendment  frsedosns 
must  be  narrowly  drawn  dictates  that  a  stat- 
ute aimed  at  poUtlcai  strikes  should  make 
the  calling  of  such  strikes  unlawful,  but 
•bduld  bat  attempt  to  bring  about  the  re- 
moval of  imton  oflleers.  with  its  attendant 
effect  bpon  first-amendment  lights.  We 
think,  bowerer.  that  the  legtatative  judg- 
ment tttat  interstate  ctHumeree  must  be  pro- 
tected from  a  continuing  threat  of  such 
strikes  to  a  permissible  one  In  tbto  eaae. 
The  fact  that  the  injury  to  interstate  com- 
merce would  be  an  accomplished  fact  before 
any  sanctions  could  be  aisled,  the  possi- 
bility that  a  large  number  of  such  atrlkes 
might  be  called  at  a  time  of  cattemal  or 
Internal  ertoto.  and  the  practleai  dUBeultiea 
which  would  be  eneopntered  in  detecting 
Illegal  setMtlea  of  thto  kind  are  factors 
which  are  persuaelTS  that  COngxeaa  should 
not  be  powerless  to  remove  the  threat,  not 
limited  to  punlahlng  the  act. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Ot  ooune,  wa  agree  that  one  may  not  be 
Imprtooned  or  eieeuted  becaose  be  holds 
partteuler  beiisfs.  But  to  attack  the  steaw 
man  of  tboogbt  eontrol  to  to  Ignore  the  fact 
that  ttos  sols  sSeet  of  the  statute  upon  one 


u 


who  bOUevdi  In  ovarthrov  of  the  Ooreitimmt 
If  foroe  and  Ttolence  and  does  no^  deny 
bto  beltof  to  that  he  may  be  forced  jto  n- 
lliHprtrti  hto  position  as  a  union  leader.** 

OOMCXUSIOIT 

TtM  deetoion  or  the  United  States  Sdpreme 
Oonrt  In  the  Douda  Case  and  its  reasoning  in 
Ibe  light  of  fundamental  concepts  of  tonstl- 
tnttonal  power  and  individiial  liferUes, 
should  allay  the  fears  of  any  sincere  |>er8on 
who  would  otherwise  be  perturbed  o^  the 
oontentlfm  that  the  proposed  legtolstlon 
ooostitutss  thought  control.  In  prlticlple. 
the  Goldwater-Bhodee  bUl  embodl#8  the 
same  approach  to  the  problem  of  c(|mmu- 
Blsm  In  labor  unions  as  that  of  tho  Taft- 
Bsrtley  Act.  namely,  to  deny  Instrumental- 
ittee.  admitted  or  proven  to  be  ComntunlBt- 
eontrolled.  the  opportunity,  imder  the  cover 
of  rights  and  privileges  granted  by  federal 
lawB,  to  foeter  the  class  warfare  and  to  fo- 
ment the  industrial  strife  which  conttltute 
an  integral  part  of  the  Communist  plittem. 
Under  the  Taft-HarUey  Act.  such  Com^iunlst 
control  has  to  be  admitted  before  Ckimmu- 
nlst-dlrected  union  conduct  la  denied  the 
specisl  legtolatlve  support  and  protection 
afforded  by  Federal  law.  It  la  quite  obvious 
that  the  Taft-Hartley  procedure  hes  not 
U'Qrked  with  any  marked  degree  of  suecess — 
mainly  because  of  the  Communist's  tock  of 
respect  for  an  oath  and  of  the  ease  with 
which  the  oath  requirement  can  be  ctrcum- 
vented.  The  prc^Meed  legislation  ab«ndons 
the  oath  procedure  and  gives  the  OOvern- 
ment  the  opportunity  to  prove,  if  it  can.  the 
extotenee  of  Comm\inlst  control.  Onoe  that 
fact  to  establtohed,  by  due  proceai  ang  open 
proceedings,  the  consequences  which  ensue 
are  substantially  the  same  as  those  In  the 
present  law. 

The  essence  of  the  proposed  legislation  to 
to  provide  a  means  whereby  the  members 
of  a  labor  union,  the  rank  and  file,  ais  they 
are  commonly  called,  can  be  informed  by 
their  Government,  on  the  basis  of  proven 
facts,  that  their  leadership  is  such  as  to 
constitute  a  thi'eat  to  themselves  vid  to 
their  country.  When  they  have  been  so 
advised  they  are  then  given  reasonable  time 
and  opportunity  to  decide  whethef  they 
wish  to  continue  as  a  Communist-controlled 
tmion,  or  to  rid  themselves  of  theli  sub- 
rerslve  leadership,  if  they  choose  tHe  for- 
mer course,  which  they  have  the  right  to 
do.  no  prohibition  is  imposed  against  their 
efaolee.  The  only  result  will  be  the  with- 
drawal at  special  Federal  support  an4  pro- 
tection for  union  conduct  which,  because  of 
Communist  direction,  the  Congress  believes 
to  be  Inimical  to  the  best  Interests  at  the 
United  Stotes. 

It  to  the  Commtmist-directed  union  con- 
duct, not  the  Communtot  idea  or  belief. 
which  thto  legislation  would  attempt  to 
regulate.  The  facts  requiring  leglsla^n  to 
protect  thto  Nation  against  communism  in 
action  are  a  matter  <rf  public  record.  The 
power  of  Congress  to  provide  the  meatis  for 
that  protection  within  the  framework  ef  our 
constitutional  government  to  ik  matter  of 
Judicial  decision.  Thto  to  the  answer  to  those 
with  conscientious  fears  of  the  implications 
of  thto  type  of  IsgtoUUon.  It  is  the  correct 
answer  to  the  Issue  defined  at  the  outset. 

Only  those  who  fall  «•  refuse  to  recdgnlae 
the  proven  objectives  of  oommunlstn  or 
those  who  refuse  to  accept  the  established 
fact  that  the  infiltration  of  the  trade-tmlon 
movement  to  a  primary  means  of  attaining 
those  Ccxnmuntot  objectives  will  agree  with 
thto  conclusion.  The  others,  the  informed 
and  loyal  members  of  society,  will  accept 
the  findings  of  Congress  and  the  decisions 
of  the  courts.-  They  will  be  able  to  dlstln- 
ydah  between  thought  and  action  add  to 
'eeogntae  the  neeeaslty  and  JiBtlflcatlcti  for 
contronii^  the  Utt«.  not  the  formed. 
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Thto  study  to  derived  from  a  general  analy- 
sto  of  selected  union  oonstltutiobs  under- 
taken by  the  Bureau  in  1961-6X  iThe  ooa- 
stltutlons  used  were  the  Utest  afailable  to 
the  Bureau  at  that  time.  In  some  laataiioea. 
theref<n«,  toter  union  aetiona  pMy  have 
placed  further  or  more  spedfle  r^strletUmB 
on  accepting  Communists  into  membership 
or  allowing  them  to  hold  oOcp.  Other 
unions  msy  have  adopted  similar  r^atrletlans 
for  the  first  time.  j 

For  this  study.  89  national  or  Interna- 
tional union  constitutions  covering  a  com- 
bined imion  membership  of  apptozlmately 
12  million  were  examined.  Torti-aayan  at 
these  constitutions  had  provision^  either  of 
a  specific  or  a  general  nature  which  barred 
Communists  from  union  ofllce  or  member- 
ship or  both.  It  should  be  not^  that  a 
refusal  to  accept  Communtots  as  members 
can  serve  as  an  effective  bar  against  Com- 
munists holding  union  ofllce  sibee.  as  a 
rule,  oflleers  rise  trt>m  membership  ranks. 
The  combined  membership  ol  these  47 
unions  was  about  6.3  million  of  rot^hly 
two-thirds  of  the  total  membership  covered 
by  the  sample. 

In  the  attached  table.  Selected  List  of 
Unions  with  Constitutions  Barring  Com- 
muntots from  Ofllce  or  Membership,  a  sep- 
arate column  shows  the  date  of  the  union 
constitution  consulted  In  the  Study.  A 
number  of  the  unions  hold  conventions  at 
IntervaU  of  2  years  cnr  longer  and  constitu- 
tions are  generally  dated  to  Indicate  only 
the  initial  year  In  which  provisions  became 
operative. 

The  information,  as  found  In  the  union 
constitutions,  was  classified  acceding  to 
whether  the  constitution  contained  either 
( 1 )  a  specific  provision  barring  Co^imuntots, 
or  (2)  a  more  general  provision  designed  to 
eliminate  undesirables  from  membership  or 
office.  Specific  provisions  all  had  in  com- 
mon a  mention  of  the  word  "Commu- 
nist." Illustrative  of  such  types  of  cla\ises  to 
the  following: 

"No  member  shall  tie  eligible  to  bold  office 
in  this  union  or  act  In  any  ofllcial  capacity 
for  this  union  or  sulx>rdinate  body  thereof 
who  shall  be  subject  to  orders  or  discipline 
of  any  party  or  organization  (su<h  as  the 
Communist  Party,  Nazi  or  Fascist  organlia- 
tlon)  which  makes  \ta  interests  and  policies 
on  union  matters  binding  upon  its  members 
irrespective  of  the  decisions,  Interests  and 
policies  of  the  union."  i 

Provisions  of  a  more  general  character  were 
those  which  apparently  could  be  Construed 
as  barring  Communlita  although  the  word 
"Communisf  actuall}-  did  not  appear  In  the 
Constitution.  Virtually  all  the  u^ion  con- 
stitutions identified  as  having  such  clauses 
had  provisions  somewhat  similar  to  the  fol- 
lowing which  appeared  in  one  constitution: 

"No  person  shall  be  eligible  either  to  mem- 
bership or  to  retain  membership  lit  thto  in- 
ternational or  any  local  union  afflll|ited  with 
the  international  who  shall  be  a  member  of 
any  organization  having  for  its  slii  or  pur- 
pose the  overthrow,  by  force  of  the  Con- 
stitution and  Government  of  th*  United 
States." 

Two  provisions  In  the  general  category 
differed  substantially  from  thto  type  of 
clause:  One  was  a  requirement  th4t  olBcers 
be  wllUng  to  execute  aflldavits  necessary  to 
secure  access  to  Government  agencies;  an- 
other required  oflleers  to  file  stateinents  as 
rwiulrsd  by  law  IndlcaUng  acceptaWUty  un- 
der law  as  a  qualified  repreeenUtlte  of  the 
union. 
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Ksme  of  nsUansl  or  totcmatkioiil  aaloB 


Amerirsn  FadermtiaB  of  Labor 

National  Afrlcoltural  Workers  Unloa. 
Int«nistionsl  Union.  Unltsd   Anto- 

mobib  Workws  of  Amarios 

Bakery  and  ConiBctloDenr  fl  orkart' 

laternstkxial  Union  of  AoMrios 

Jowtmjwma   Bwbara.   HalrdresMra. 

Cosmstolosista,  and  Propria  tots  Id- 

tsniatlonal  rnioB  of  AsMrk* 

International  Brottaarbeod  of  BoUar- 

makar*.  Iron   Ship  Bufidtrs  and 

Heipars  of  Annies 

Intamational  BretliarlMod  of  Book- 

btndcDL... 

Intamationsl  AnocUthn  of  Brid^ 

Structural,  and  OraamantU  Lrao 

Worker* 

Bufldlnc  8«r\-loa  Employeas    Intar- 

national  Unkm 

International  Chemical  Workers  Un- 

ioo 

Intamational  4sandstton  of  C 

and  Djrc  House  Workers... 
Coopers'^    Intaraatlanal    Us  km    of 

North  .America 

Fllitht  Encinears'  IntcraaUooiU  Ajw>- 

riation 

AmoricBn  FedefStfcMiofOrsIn  Mfllan 
laited  Hattars,  Cap,  and  MilUnary 

Workers  Inlamatioaal  Untea 

Hot^l  and  Reatanraat  Kmpfe*  era  and 

Bart«tKlm  Intemattooal  Cfiiion 

Intcmatiooai  Jewpk-y  Worlvn'  Union 
Intfmatlooal  LooKsharemes'.i  Aaao- 

ciatkm 

Int^matwnal  Aaaociatioo  of  Machin- 
ist!!  , 

National    Orcanitation    Masters, 

Matm,  and  Pitots  of  Ameriia 

Amrrican  FedrnUlon  of  Musicians... 
Brothn-hood  of  Painters,  Ueeiratora, 

and  Paperhangen  of  Amcrks 

International    Pboto-Kagi  avers' 

Union  of  North  AmMica 

Brotherhood  of  Railway  Carmen  of 

America 

BrothertMod  of  Railway  and  Stram- 

ahip    Clerks,     Freiitht    Himdlers, 

£xprea8  and  Station  Kmptoyeea.... 


Date 
of  eon- 
stlto- 


1«0O 

1M7 
INl 

1»M 

1M9 

1M0 

1»M 
IMO 
litOO 
IBM 
IMt 
19A1 

i»ao 

1«90 

l*M 
IMO 

1M7 

IM« 

IMS 
1«S0 

IWl 

IMO 

ion 

1M7 
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Mam- 

bar- 

ahip 


X 

X 

X 
X 
X 


OfltoB 


X 
X 


X 
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sa  haiiiiii 
CesBsmnlato 


Bfeei- 
bet^ 
■hip 


X 


Oflloa 


X 
X 
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of  national  or  international  unioa 


Ameriean  FederatioB  of  Labor— Con. 

RetaU  Clerks  International  AsmmIs- 
tkm , 

rnit«d  ^iate.  Tile  and  CompositJaD 
Hoofers,  iVamp  and  Waterproof 
Workers  AsMeiation , 

International  Brotherhood  of  Teaa- 
sters,  Cliaufleun,  Warehousemen, 

and  Helpers  of  America 

Coosrras  of  Industrial  Orcanisations: 

Intemational  Union.  United  Aato- 
mobile.  Aircraft  and  Acrieultaral 
Impirment  Workers  of  Amerkaa.... 

International  Union  of  EircUioaL 
Radkiand  Machine  Warbrs 

United  Oas,  Coke  and  Chemloai 
Worlnn  of  America 

Federation  of  Olaas,  Ceramic  and 
BUksSand  Workers  of  Ameriea... 

National  Marine  Enslneen'  Bene- 
ficial AsBoctotion.. 

Industrial  Unktn  ofMartoe  and'shipl 
buUdttts  Workers  of  America 

United  Optical  and  Instnunent 
Workers  of  America 

Ameriean  Radio  Asaodation 

United  Rubber,  Cork,  Linoleinn  and 
Plastic  Workers  of  America 

United  Steeiworken  of  America 

Transport  Workers  Union  of  America. 

Utility  Workers  Union  of  Ameriaa. ... 

International  Woodworlcen  ot  Amer- 
ica  

Indepoideot  or  imafllliated  unions: 

Xngineers,  ArcfaitiH^.  and  Scientists. 
Nstional  Profrssionai  Aaaoetetion... 

Natknal  Federatkn  of  Federal  Em- 
l^oyeea 

Intematioaal  Union  o(  Life  Insuranoe 
ARents 

United  Mine  Workers  of  America 

The  Society  of  Tool  and  Die  Crafta- 
men 

Brotherhood  of  UtUity  Workers  of 
New  Rnjrtand,  Inc 

Nationa]  Union  United  Welders  of 
America 


DaU 
of  ooo- 
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Spaatfleprs* 
vjslan  barring 
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1M7 
IMS 
IMO 

IMl 

lUO 

IMO 

!•» 

IMO 

IMl 

IMO 
1M9 
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ISW 
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IMO 

lOBO 
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leao 

IMO 
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IMO 

UflO 

IMO 
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X 
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>  The  omisstoa  of  a  unkn  bwc  this  list  does  not  neocaBsrlly  mean  that  iU  constitution  does  not  include  provisions  barrinc  Communista. 
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The  constitutions  of  the  followtng  unions 
covered  trial  proceduAs  where  oommunism 
may  be  an  issue.  These  10  unions  were  se- 
lected  arbitrarily   for   illustrative    purpoaaa. 

1.  International  Union,  United  Automo- 
bile Workers  of  America  {AfL). 

2.  International  Union,  United  Automo- 
bile, Aircraft,  and  Agricultural  Implement 
Workers  of  America  (CIO). 

3.  International  Assoctotion  of  Bridge. 
Structural,  and  Ornamental  Iron  Workers 
(AFL). 

4.  Building  Service  Smployees'  Interna- 
tional Union  (AFL). 

5.  International  Chemicta  Workers  Union 
(AFL). 

6.  Hotel  and  Restsuran*:  Employees  and 
Bartenders  International  Vnion  (AFL). 

7.  International  AaaoctoUon  of  Maefain- 
tots  (AFL). 

8.  United  Rubber.  Cork.  Uncdeum.  and 
Plastic  Workers  of  Amerlcs  (<3IO). 

9.  Brotherhood  of  UtUity  Workers  of  New 
England.  Inc.  (Independent). 

10.  International  Woodworkers  of  Amer- 
ica (CIO). 

Generally,  the  trtol  prooedtires  were  listed 
under  eectlons  of  ths  Constitution  dealing 
with  dtodpllnary  matters.  Usually,  the  pro- 
cedurea  were  not  exclusively  designed  to 
handle  chargee  of  oommuntam  but  could  be 
utlllaed  In  any  one  of  a  number  of  specified 
violations  of  union  constitutlcmal  provisions. 


The  procedure  followed  by  the  Interna- 
tional Union.  United  Automobile,  Aircraft, 
and  Agricultural  Implement  Workers  of 
America  (CIO)  may  be  of  particular  Interest 
in  vtow  of  the  ^>ecial  attenticm  paid  to  thto 
problem  at  the  UAW-CIO's  March  1968  con- 
vention. The  1961  constitution  of  the  union 
(art.  10,  aec.  8)  provided  that  members  w«'e 
ineligible  to  hold  elective  or  appointive  of- 
fice in  any  UAW  local  imion  or  in  the  inter- 
national tuilon  if  they  were  "a  member  of 
or  subeaivient  to  any  political  organisation, 
such  sis  the  Communist,  Fasctot,  or  MaEl 
organisation."  A  detailed  trial  procedure 
(art.  48)  by  a  local  union  trial  committee 
(for  chajges  involving  the  Communtot  issue 
SB  well  aa  a  number  of  others)  provided  in 
part  that  local  trial  committee  verdlcto  of 
guilty  could  be  reversed  by  s  two-thirds  vote 
of  the  local  union  membership.  However, 
verdlcto  of  acquittal  were  held  as  final  and 
could  not  be  reversed  by  the  membership. 

At  the  1B53  convention  thto  trtol  proeedtire 
was  changed.  Amendments  were  passed  to 
UAW^  constitution  which  provide  that  local 
union  trial  dectoions  ot  acquittal  involving 
ohargaa  of  Communtom  (or  other  totaU- 
tarlaa  leanings)  oould  be  reviewed  by  the 
international  union  exeeutive  board  upon 
an  i4>peal  by  any  member  of  the  local  union 
or  the  UAW  regional  director.  The  Interna - 
ttonal  board  could  then  oc<der  a  retrial  if  it 
found  that  ths  verdiet  appeared  to  be  con- 
trary to  the  aividence.  The  intent  of  thto 
amendment,  as  stated  by  a  UAW  spokesman. 


was  to  provide  review  of  decisions  "which 
may  have  been  arrived  at  fraudutontly  or  in 
a  manner  not  oonstotent  with  thto  kind  of  a 
democratic  organiaation." 

Tlie  ezperlenoea  which  UAW  had  in  deal- 
ing with  Oommtintot  influence  in  its  large 
Ford  local  600  were  in  large  pert  reapoaalMe 
for  theee  amendments.  In  hto  19SI  report  to 
the  convention.  UAW  President  Walter  P. 
Reuther  deacribed  how  the  IntematloBal 
union  intervened  in  local  600  to  prevent  5 
members  from  holding  oflos  who  had  been 
accused  of  subservience  to  Communist  doc- 
trine but  wtm  had  been  aoqtiitted  by  a  looal 
union  trial  committee.  Pteeident  Beuther 
pointed  out  that  the  intematkmal  union 
was  abto  to  act  imder  certain  "emergeney" 
provisions.  However,  be  recommended  more 
adequate  machinery  "to  deal  with  the  few 
Conununtots  in  our  rsnks  who,  white  at- 
tempting to  taks  advantage  of  the  demo- 
cratic privileges  that  they  have  as  ukemben 
at  our  union,  would  tiae  such  privUsfss  to 
weaken  and  deatroy  both  our  union  and  tte 
free  instttutlone  of  our  oountoy." 

Tlie  trial  prooedure  followed  In  one  of  the 
largest  ATL  alllllatee.  the  International  Aaao- 
ctotion  of  Machintota.  to  outlined  in  the 
union's  constitution  effective  April  1.  l9tB, 
as  amended,  and  effective  AprU  1.  IMW: 


"SBcnoN  1 
who  haa  inf< 


"Cote — Chmrgea 
It  to  the  duty  of  aaty 
tionof  ttoe 


limit 
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at  llw  •onsUtBttoa  of  tlM  gnmO. 

tt»  ooMtttutlMM  «r  local  lodgM.  »r 
or  wmuOtma,  to  immedlaMiy 

tn  mrtfelBC  flw*  an j  raeh 

I  by  flttnc  Muaa  with  the 

e(  tte  local  lodge  to  i^iich  th* 

n— iliiir  or  iminiiii—  balong.  wbo 

1  MVply  a.eqpy  of  tba  aama  to  tha  aMB- 

ara  praf flRvd, 
tiM  orlgUMl  Ohaigaa  to  tb» 
lor  by  tlM  tcfOawtng 
(lb  tba  arant  tba  praaMent,  or  tha 
of  tlia  lodfa  am 
taivolaaa  la  Ilia  diarfoa  Iliad,  tlia  xMxt  xaak- 
tag  oAeor  aliall  procaed  aa  harala  aat  forth. 
-IB  fttaa  ajuWeatlnn,  of  this  aaettcm  th«  onter 
of  oAoara  ahall  ha  praaldent,  vlee 
and  paat  praaldaiit.  In  tSia  event 
tlM  pawMml.  Tlea  praatdant.  and  paat  ptraal- 
dant  an  Uattfd  la  tha  duugea,  or  ara  ab- 
aaat.  tba  raonr^Mwg  aeeratary  ahaU  caU  tar 
Bamlaatkma  of  a  temporal  j  ehatnaaa  aad. 
tha  Bwmbna  preaent  ahaU  Immadtataiy  pro- 
oaad  toaalaet  a  temporary  chatomaa  hf  bmi- 
Jortty  Tota.  Tita  temporary  ebalnnaii  ae- 
laetad  ahaU  thm  proceed  to  cany  out  tha 
■    of  una  aectkm.) 
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"J^potntmen*  of  trUl  eommUte* 
9.  Whenerw  ehargea  have  been  pre- 
ifBlaat a BMBotar of  a locallodfe  tha 
praiMnt  of  aoA  lodge  ahall  taamadlately  ap- 
polat «  oommittae  to  iaveatlgato  the  ehargea. 
taketeettaMny,  aad  decide  upon  the  goUt  or 
Saaoaaaea  of  Ihe  oae  aecoecd.  The  oonualt- 
tea  eo  appelated  ahaU.-wlthla  1  week  there- 
aftar  aollfy  the  mamber  agalaat  whom  the 
rliariM  have  baan  prafenad  as  to  ttia  tlma 
uid  pteea,  when  aad  where,  to  appear  for 
trial.  (Xa  the  ereat  the  pniident.  or  the 
preeMaat  aad  other  ^oOceia  of  the  lodge  ere 
larolvad  la  the  charges  filed,  the  aext  raak- 
lag  oOeer  ahan  proceed  aa  herela  aet  forth. 
In  the  application  of  thla  aeeUon  the  order 
of  raak  of  oOoeni  shal  be  preeldwtr^nce 
prealdeat.  aad  paat  preeMeat.  Xa  the  ereat 
the  pnaMeat.  irlee  preeldeat.  ead  past  piert 
dnt  ara  lavolved  la  the  ehargea.  or  are 
•bom*,  the  zaoordlag  aaeratary  shall  call  for 
imnliialluua  of  a  temporary  ehatnaaa  aad 
fhe  membcra  present  iduOl  immediately  pro- 
eesd  to  seieet  a  temporary  chairman  by  ma- 
Jortty  vote.  The  tcupcmuy  ehalnaaa  select- 
ad  ataaU  than  proceed  to  carry  out  the  re- 
qolramaata  of  this  sscUoa). 

"MvkUnea 
"Sme.  a.  The  aeeussd  ehaU  have  the  prlvl- 
>>••>  efther  la  peracm  or  by  attorney  (the 
attoraey  being  a  m«absr  of  the  local  lodge) 
to  eroas-asamlae  au  witnesses  aiqManag  for 
tha  proaaeutloa  aiwi  preeeat  aU  auch  eri- 
denoe  ae^  mi^  deem  pnqper  la  his  owa  be- 
half. TBe  eommlttee  shall  ooasldar  all  of  the 
avldeaee  ta  the  ease  and  thneaf  ter  agree 
vpoa  Ita  verdict  of  guUty  or  not  guUty.  If 
the  verdict  be  that  of  guUty  the  committee 
ahaU  than  oonslder  aad  agree  upon  Its  reeoan- 
-^"      of  punishment. 

itpprarsttoe 
.  4.  IT  a  member  of  a  local  lodge  fans 
to  appear  for  trial  when  notlfled  so^  to  do. 
tha  trial  ahan  proceed  as  though  he  were 
la  fact  prwent. 

"Trial  procedure 

"SK.  6b  1.  Osll  trial  eooamlttee  to  order. 

•^  fcramlne  d«M  books. 

*»■  Caear  the  trial  chamber  of  all  people 
•loept  the  trial  eoaamlttee.  the  trial  reporter 
(who  aeed  aot  be  a  aiamber  of  the  later- 
aattoial  Aaaoctatton  of  Maehlalsts) .  the 
plalattC  aad  hla  aUomejr.  the  defendant 
aad  hla  aMoraey.  and  a  repreeeatative  of 
tha  graad  lodge,  tt  la  atteadanoe. 

"4.  Hegi  agate  tha  plaintiff  and  the  de- 
fendant. 

"6.  The  phOntUr  and  the  defendant  shall 
remain  in  tha  trial  chamber  until  trial  is 


"«.  Tha  ChafnnaB  shaU  read  the  ehargee 
»Bd  ask  tha  defendant  If  he  Is  'guilty'  or 


*hot  goUty.'  If  the  idea  is  'not  guUty'  the 
trial  shaU  then  proceed. 

"7.  The  pialntiff  or  his  attorney  ah4n  pre- 
aent his  case  flrHt. 

"8.  Witnesses  shall  be  called  into  the  trial 
chamb^  one  at  a  time,  and  will  leajre  the 
trial  chamber  upon  completing  theix)  tesU- 
mony,  subject  to  recaU  by  either  ttwe  trial 
ooounittee,  the  plaintiff,  the  defendant,  or 
the  repreeentatlYe  of  the  grand  lodge. 

"9.  Plaintiff's  witnesses  sbaU  be  caUed 
flrat. 

"10.  ZMendant  and  his  attorney*  shaU 
have  the  right  to  cross-examine  plaintiff's 


"11.  Defendant's  witnesses  shall  then  t>e 
caned. 

"U.  Plaintiff  and  his  attorney  shall  have 
tha  rl^t  to  cross-examine  the  defendant's 


"IS.  Before  the  trial  committee  shall  be- 
gin their  deliberations  upon  the  testimony 
given,  all  persons  except  the  trial  committee, 
ShaU  leave  the  trial  chamber. 

"Heport  of  trial  committee 
"Sac.  6.  The  trial  committee  shall  refwrt  at 
the  nest  regular  meeting  of  the  local  lodge. 
Such  report  shall  be  in  two  parts  as  fallows: 
"First.  The  report  shall  contain  the  find- 
ings and  verdict  of  the  trial  committee  to- 
gether with  a  synopsis  of  the  evldenix  and 
tcstlnKmy  preeented  by  both  sides. 

"After  the  trial  committee  has  made  nec- 
eesary  explanation  of  its  intent  and  meaning, 
the  trial  conmilttee's  verdict  with  respect  to 
gunt  or  innocence  of  the  defendant;  shall 
be  submitted  without  debate  to  a  vote  by 
eecret  ballot  of  the  members  of  the  local 
lodge. 

••aecoad.  If  the  lodge  concurs  with  a  guilty' 
verdict  of  the  trial  eommlttee,  the  recom- 
mendaticm  of  the  committee  as  to  tte  pen- 
alty to  be  Imposed  shall  be  submitted  in  a 
aaparate  report  to  the  lodge  and  voted  on  by 
aecret  ballot  of  the  members  then  In  at- 
tendance. 

IToting  on  report 

"Sac.  7.  The  recommendation  of  th#  com- 
mittee may  be  amended,  rejected,  or  another 
punishment  substituted  therefor,  by  a  ma- 
jority vote  of  those  voting  on  the  question, 
excepting  that  It  shall  require  a  two-thlrda 
vote  of  thoee  voting  to  expel  the  def<ndant 
from  membership. 

"If  the  lodge  reverses  a  'not  guilty*  terdlct 
of  the  trial  committee,  the  punishment  to  be 
Impoeed  ahaU  be  decided  by  the  lodge  by  a 
majority  vote  of  those  voting  on  the  ques- 
tion, except  that  It  shall  require  a  twO'^thlrds 
Tote  of  those  voting  to  expel  the  defendant 
from  membership. 

"Limit  of  fines  ■ 

"8bj.  8.  Wo  fine  shall  be  Imposed  upon 
any  member  or  applicant  eligible  to  mem- 
bership in  this  association  in  excess  of  $50 
unless  the  same  Is  first  spproved  by  the  ex- 
ecutive coundL 

"Appeala 
"Sac.  9.  Appeals  may  be  taken  from  the 
decision  of  any  local  lodge  or  grand  lodge 
ofllcer  to  the  international  president,  pro- 
vided, however,  that  such  appeals  mast  be 
taken  within  80  days  after  the  decision. 
Th«eafter  appeals  may  be  proeecu1|ed  in 
acc<Mtlance  with  the  provisions  of  seclllon  6 
article  XXV  of  the  grand  lodge  constltiitlon! 
"Sights  of  members  and  lodges  during  $ppeal 
"Bmc  10.  While  any  member  or  local  lodge 
Is  exercising  the  right  of  appeal  the  financial 
■tending  of  such  member  or  local  lodge  shall 
aot  be  Impaired  by  refusal  to  accept  dues 
or  per  capita  tax  imtU  after  the  exetutlve 
couBcU  has  passed  upon  the  appeal,  ahould 
any  member  or  local  lodge  decide  to  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  executive  council 
they  must  otHnply  with  the  provlslc«is  of 
aeetton  6.  artcUe  XXV.  of  the  grand  lodge 
consUtuUon.  No  individual  member  Or  lo- 
cal lodge  ShaU  appeal  to  the  civil  courts  for 


redress  until  after  having  exhausted  all 
rights  of  appeal  under  the  provlslfns  of  this 
constitution  and  the  constitution  of  the 
grand  lodge." 

Mr.  BX7TLER.  Mr.  Presidient,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  OOLDWATER.     I  yield.! 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Is  It  not  true  that 
there  are  other  persons  who  are  now 
officers  of  large  unions  who  Iiave  been 
Identified  to  be  Communists? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  bellete  that  if 
the  membership  of  the  Senate  will  read 
this  statement  very  carefully,  rthey  will 
find  the  answer  to  the  Senator's  (juestion, 
not  once,  but  many  times. 

At  this  time  I  wish  to  compl^nent  the 
task  force  committee  which  finally  held 
hearings  on  this  bill  and  on  the  other 
bills  which  were  Introduced.  fThey  did 
an  excellent,  thorough  Job.  Represent- 
atives of  every  union  in  the  coulitry  were 
invited  to  attend.  Both  sidea  trere  well 
represented,  and  all  the  members  of  the 
subcommittee  deserve  the  he&riy  th^rih-j 
of  the  Senate. 
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DISPOSITION  OP  ALIEN  ^NEMY 
PROPERTY 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Preslddnt.  I  am 
reluctant  to  detain  the  Senate  at  this 
hour  on  a  matter  which  is  somewhat  di- 
verse from  the  blU  under  conalderation 
at  present,  but  I  feel  that  ja  record 
should  be  made,  so  I  must  em|»raee  the 
opportunity  to  speak  about  i  matter 
which  has  occupied  the  front  pages  of 
the  newspapers  for  some  days,  namely, 
the  disposition  of  alien  enemy  k>roperty. 

I  should  like  to  make  the  rectord  clear 
that  It  was  in  1951  when  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
tMr.  WiLTT]  submitted  a  nesolution 
calling  for  an  investigation  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Trading  With  the 
Enemy  Act.  It  is  under  that  act  that 
all  alien  property  is  adminlstened.  The 
resolution  was  adopted,  and  a  commit- 
tee was  established,  under  the  chairman- 
ship of  a  very  distingvUshed  Member  of 
the  Senate,  the  late  lamented  Senator 
Smith,  of  North  Carolina.  The  Senator 
organized  the  subcommittee,  which  was 
provided  with  a  staff.  In  fact,  the  chief 
counsel  of  that  subcommittee  was  a 
very  able  lawyer  from  the  Senator's  own 
State. 

After  the  other  members  of  the  staff 
were  assembled,  the  investigation  began. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  had  no  identity 
with  it  at  that  time,  Mr.  President;  and 
It  was  not  until  1953  that  I  becajne  iden- 
tified with  the  subcommittee,  as  its 
chairman. 

That  was  a  rather  interesting  experi- 
ence, because  I  had  helped  the  ctiairman 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Jud^iary  set 
up  all  the  subcommittees  of  that  com- 
mittee. I  bent  over  backward  to  make 
sure  I  had  no  idenUty  with  this  invesU- 
gating  committee.  I  thought  every- 
thing was  in  good  order  at  that  time  and 
the  subcommittees  were  about  to  be  an- 
nounced; so  I  went  upon  a  jotmey  to 
my  State  to  address  a  dinner  meeting  at 
Bloomlngton.  m.  It  was  abopt  mid- 
night when  the  telephone  ran^  and  I 
was  caUed  by  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


He  said,  in  effect.  "You  will  have  to  take 
the  chairmanship  oi  this  Subcommittee 
to  Investigate  the  Trading  With  the 
Enemy  Act." 

I  confess  I  was  rather  reluetant  to  do 
so.  and  I  presented  quite  an  argument 
at  that  rather  unseeml)-  hour.  But  the 
chairman  was  so  Insistent  that  as  a  re- 
sult I  found  msrself  sfiddled  with  the 
chairmanship  of  this  investigating  sub- 
committee, along  with  a  good  many  other 
duties  on  a  good  many  other  subcom- 
mittees. 

There  ts  only  one  thing  I  wish  to  say 
about  the  staff  in  that  connecticm. 
When  the  late  Senator  Smith,  of  North 
Carolina,  organised  that  subcommittee, 
I  think  the  second  man  in  command  on 
that  staff  was  a  fine  young  gentleman 
of  fine  character  by  thi;  name  of  John 
Nairn.  I  did  not  know  him.  I  had 
never  seen  him  before.  But  when  a 
question  was  raised  about  the  size  of 
the  various  staffs  of  investigating  sub- 
committees, I  promptly  dismissed  all  the 
subcommittee  staff  members  but  Mr. 
Nairn.  I  kept  him  for  only  one  reason; 
that  I  needed  some  kind  of  an  anchor 
post.  I  called  Mr.  Naii*n  to  my  ofBce 
and  told  him,  "You  will  be  in  charge  un- 
til I  can  reorganize."  Frankly,  Mr. 
President,  that  is  the  first  time  I  ever 
saw  Mr.  Nairn. 

After  examining  the  field  somewhat 
and  examining  the  interim  report  which 
that  subcommittee  had  filed  before  I  be- 
came its  chairman.  I  then  recruited 
some  additional  personnel,  and  took  back 
two  former  FBI  agents,  young  men  of 
very  fine  character,  who  occupy  posi- 
tions of  responsibility  today,  retaining 
them  as  a  part  of  the  Investigatory  staff 
of  that  subcommittee. 

While  I  was  going  o^er  the  interim 
report  and  making  some  exploration  of 
my  own.  I  saw  that  a  lather  unhappy 
situation  was  developing  between  the 
Office  of  Allen  Property  and  the  War 
Claims  Commission,  wliich  had  been 
created  by  Congress  and  which  admin- 
istered extra  benefits  to  veterans  who 
had  been  Incarcerated  in  prison  camps, 
and  which  also  provided  for  some  extra 
benefits  to  certain  religious  organiza- 
tions which  had  been  diunaged  by  the 
war  effort  in  the  Pacific,  notably  in  the 
Philippines. 

As  I  thought  of  It  and  anticipated 
some  difBculty,  I  thought.  "Surely  the 
best  man  I  can  pick  as  chief  of  staff  un- 
der those  clrctimstances  would  be  a  man 
who  enjoyed  the  confidence  of  the  vet- 
erans of  the  country."  It  was  only  nat- 
ural, I  suppose,  that  my  mind  ^ould 
turn  to  a  very  distinguished  former  com- 
mander of  the  American  Legion  by  the 
name  of  Edward  A.  Hayes.  His  home 
then  was  in  Decatur,  HI.  His  present 
home  is  in  Chicago.  He  is  identified  with 
a  very  distinguished  law  firm  in  the  city 
of  Chicago. 

When  I  called  Mr.  Hayes  out  of  a  clear 
sky  late  one  afternoon,  and  told  him 
what  I  had  in  mind,  requesting  that  he 
come  to  Washington  and  assume  a  re- 
sponsibiUty  with  that  committee,  his 
answer  was  a  very  prompt,  emphatie 
"No."  He  said  he  could  not  afford  to 
come  back  to  Washington,  D.  C,  for  the 
amount  of  money  we  pay  as  salary  here. 
I  asked  him  not  to  close  his  mind,  an4 


asked  him  to  board  a  plane  and  come 
to  Washington,  D.  C  to  discuss  it. 

At  long  last  I  did  woi^  out  agreeable 
terms  of  a  contract  with  him.  So  it  was 
that  Mr.  Hayes,  a  very  distinguished  na- 
tional commander  of  the  American 
Legion,  and  probably  one  of  the  most 
beloved  national  commanders  that  great 
organization  ever  had,  became  identified 
with  the  investigatory  staff  of  the  Sub- 
committee To  Investigate  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act  and  the  Adminis- 
tration of  Alien  Property. 

I  make  note  of  those  things,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, only  because  something  quite  di- 
verse from  what  I  say  has  appeared  in 
the  press.  I  have  made  it  a  rule  in  22 
years  of  public  service,  virtually,  in  this 
body  and  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, not  to  respond  to  representations 
and  misrepresentations  which  appear  in 
the  press.  They  do  not  concern  me  one 
bit,  Mr.  President,  because  I  simply  fol- 
low my  own  conscience  and  do  the  Job 
as  best  I  can. 

But  at  least  in  the  interest  of  two  fine 
people— Ed  Hayes,  former  national  com- 
mander of  the  American  Legion,  and  Mr. 
John  Nairn,  a  fine  young  lawyer  whoae 
home  is  here  in  Washington.  D.  C  and 
who  was  first  engaged  by  the  very  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  this  Senate  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle,  the  Honorable 
Willis  Smith  to  Join  that  staff— I  wish 
to  make  these  comments. 

I  retained  Mr.  Nairn.  I  have  the 
greatest  confidence  in  him. 

Something  was  said  in  one  of  the  ac- 
counts recently  to  the  effect  that  Mr. 
Nairn  had  a  law  ofBce  and  that  he  was 
sharing  the  cost  of  retaining  a  stenogra- 
pher and  sharing  space  in  an  office  with 
another  young  attorney,  who  had  diverse 
interests,  identified.  I  think,  with  some 
interests  that  had  some  identity  with 
another  aspect  of  alien  property.  It 
could  be.  Mr.  President  But  I  luiow  Mr. 
Nairn.  I  know  he  is  a  man  of  character, 
and  that  is  enough  for  me. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senate,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Record,  that  I  was  first 
alerted  to  that  fact  by  a  member  of  the 
boctfd  of  directors  of  General  Aniline  and 
Film  Corv.,  who  called  me  and  made  it 
to  appear  that  there  might  be  a  little 
difficulty.  I  lost  no  time  on  that.  I 
called  a  meeting  of  the  subcommittee. 
I  think  only  one  or  two  members  were 
present  at  the  time.  And  there  in  open 
hearings,  where  all  the  world  could  hear, 
I  asked  the  questions  of  Mr.  John  Nairn, 
about  where  he  was  offldng  and  whether 
he  had  any  identic  with  any  conflicting 
interest?  If  so.  I  stated  I  wanted  to 
know  about  it  immediately.  So  every- 
thing that  has  been  done  here.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, is  a  matter  of  open  record. 

I  suppose  this  Interest  in  alien  prop- 
erty and  some  of  the  rather  diverse  atti- 
tudes that  are  being  expressed  may  go 
back  to  the  fact  that  we  subpenaed  some 
records  from  the  Treasury  Department; 
and  after  examining  literally  hundreds 
of  pages  of  records.  Mr.  President,  we 
discovered  that  one  Harry  Dexter  White, 
whose  name  is  known  in  rather  unsavory 
fashion  to  the  people  of  this  country  now 
because  of  disclosures  about  him,  was  the 
sparlqulug  and  prime  mover  in  the  Treas- 
ury of  the  United  States,  and  was  identi- 
fied with  Mr.  Heniy  Morgentoau  and 


others,  in  completely  reviving  Uw  idtele 
concept  of  our  administration  of  tte 
enemy-aUen  property. 

Some  day,  Ood  willing,  and  if  tim^^ 
permits,  I  will  teU  the  whole  story  from 
the  record  ot  the  hearings,  and  I  will  put 
the  "bee"  on  Mr.  White,  even  though  he 
has  been  gathered  up  to  the  dust  of  hla 
fathers  long  ago.  But  it  was  the  dis- 
tinguished Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  who,  in  a  speech  from 
Chicago  over  the  networks,  certainly 
read  the  pedigree  of  Harry  Dexter  White 
and  his  identity  with  subversive  elemmta 
in  this  country,  stating  how  be  praeti- 
tuted  and  subverted  his  responsibility  in 
high  position  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States. 

When  we  came  across  that  trail,  we 
began  to  wcmder  what  we  were  going 
to  do  about  the  whokt  question  of  Uw 
disposition  of  alien  property. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senate  this  evening. 
Mr.  President.  ituLt  there  are  stiU  seme 
vestiges  of  alien  propatr  uxkimxised  of 
which  go  back  in  ancestry  to  the  war  in 
which  I  was  a  soldier,  and  that  is  more 
than  a  generation  ago. 

Now.  when  we  have  had  former  cus- 
todians of  alien  property  come  befoco 
open  hearings  of  l^iis  subcommittee  and 
there  testify  that  insofar  as  they  can  de- 
termine, unless  some  summary  aetioD  is 
taken  with  respect  to  this  property,  we 
will  have  it  on  our  hands  for  the  next 
50  years,  that  certainly  is  a  oonfeesian 
of  mismanagement,  if  I  ever  heard  one. 
from  men  who  have  occupied  positions 
of  responsibility  in  this  Oovemment. 

That.  Mr.  President,  was  the  job  whicb 
I  inherited  as  an  unwilling  legatee  when 
I  became  chairman  of  the  eommlttee  to 
investigate  the  administration  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act. 

I  may  say  that  during  the  time  I  was 
chairman  of  that  sutKommittee,  any 
number  of  bills  were  Introduced  affecting 
one  aspect  or  another  of  this  whole  busi- 
ness of  alien  pn^erty. 

The  idea  of  maUng  restitutkm  of  that 
property  to  alien  enemy  naUonala  was 
certain]^  not  original  with  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Illinois.  The  fact  of  the 
matter  is  that  shortly  after  I  became 
chairman  of  that  subcommittee,  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  Minripo 
[Mr.  Chavkz]  introduced  a  short  bin 
which  had  for  its  purpose  the  restitutkm 
of  private  enemy  prcq;)erty  to  alien  enemy 
nationals. 

So  I  considered  all  the  bills  that  were 
presented  to  the  subcommittee  from  time 
to  time,  in  the  hcve  that  at  long  last  we 
might  contrive  smne  kind  of  agreeaUe 
measure,  to  deal  with  this  questton.  be- 
cause it  involves  hundreds  of  enipk>yeca 
who  continue  on  the  payndl.  and  It  in- 
volves $3  million  of  personnd  expendi- 
ture every  year,  out  ot  the  body  of  these 
assets,  for  the  perstmnel  of  the  Allen 
Property  Office  tn  the  Department  of 
Justice.  That  should  be  sufficient  in- 
centive f(»-  anyone  to  do  his  very  best 
in  the  hope  of  finding  a  rather  igactieal, 
historic,  traditional,  and.  shall  I  say. 
moral  solution  of  a  very  diflleult  aad 
complicated  problem. 

The  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  (Mr.  ShxxhI,  in  conjuncttwa 
with  the  distinguished  Junior 
from  New  Jersey  £Mr. 
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1MwdB0>d  ft  bffl.  In  the  hope  that  w« 
cOTdd  *ci4  aotte  rehwe.  sone  ronedy. 
for  the  dUBctOtar  that  tmires  today  in 
the  Allan  Fmwrty  Aet  becauae  of  Mat 
prafMeM  of  aeetion  8  (a>,  beeauie  that 
pvoviaiaii.  aiiya  that  when  property  Is 
■Biwd  ftikl  when  It  to  Tested  in  this 
GoMfBBMut.  and  a  eUdm  is  filed,  the 
PMHiertj  eaonot  be  disposed  of  until  the 
elaiBs  are  lint  diqiMeed  of.  There  is  In 
the  handB  of  this  Government  today  the 
Oeneral  Aniline  and  Film  Corp.,  which, 
with  Its  subsidiaries,  is  estimated  as 
worth 'Perhaps  $100  minion.  That  cui- 
not  be  disposed  of  until  we  can  find  a 
way  In  existing  law  to  deal  with  section 
9  (a). 

I  have  had  what  I  thought  were  the 
best  cMistttutional  lawyers  come  before 
the  committee  and  give  us  advice.  Thus 
far.  there  has  been  great  doubt  as  to 
whether  in  ex  post  facto  faaAiion  the 
Senate  or  the  House  of  Representatives 
can  now  remake  the  law  and  can  divest 
the  original  claimants  of  Uieir  rights  un- 
der the  act  as  it  stands  today.  I  myself 
have  great  doubt  about  it.  I  would  have 
been  willing  to'  try  it,  but  I  could  not 
sen  the  idea  to  the  Senate  Judiciary. 
Committee,  of  ^i^iieh  I  am  a  member. 
So  it  became  necessary  to  look  in  other 
directfams.  in  the  hive  that  we  could  find 
a  soiutlon. 

After  an  that  hibor.  we  Itaiany  devel- 
oped an  omnibus  Mil.  with  a  nionber  of 
sections.  One  of  the  sections  came  from 
the  bin  introduced  by  the  Senators  from 
New  Jersey  CMr.  Smith  and  Mr.  H«h- 
DKicxcsovl.  Another  section  came  from 
a  bni  which  was  introduced  by  the  Sen- 
ator Cram  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lahcsk]. 
Two  other  sections  came  from  original 
UUs  Introduced  by  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada [Mr.  McOuuux].  One  of  the  sec- 
tions came  from  a  biU  introduced  shortly 
before  the  taut  session  ol  Congress  ad- 
journed. That  UU  found  its  way  to  con- 
sideration on  the  part  of  the  Senate 
Judiciary  Conmiittee.  but  the  committee 
took  no  action  thereon. 

Oi  course.  I  knew  that  the  committee, 
of  which  I  had  been  in  chaige  as  chair- 
man, was  about  to  run  out  of  time.  So 
I  thought  we  should  make  a  final  re- 
port, surrender  all  the  money  we  had, 
and  do  the  best  we  could.  We  labored 
long  and  earnestly  on  the  report;  and 
we  filed  It.  as  I  recaU,  on  January  30  of 
this  year. 

But  the  letters  kept  coming  in  and 
hundreds  of  people  kept  coming  in.  Be- 
ing charged  with  enough  responsibility 
as  it  is,  I  simply  could  not  take  the 
additional  load.  So  I  said  to  the  chair- 
man oi  the  Judiciary  Committee,  "If  this 
matter  is  to  be  effectively  administered, 
this  c(»nmittee  will  have  to  be  kept  alive. 
but  I  win  not  keep  it  alive,  and  I  will  not 
Introduce  a  resolution  to  keep  it  alive." 

So.  on  the  last  day  of  the  life  of  that 
committee.  Mr.  President.  I  svurendered 
$37,000  that  I  kept  over— which  was  in 
line  with  Um  pnnnise  I  had  made  to  the 
C(»unlttee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
that  aU  the  money  would  not  be  ex- 
pended— and  I  walked  out  of  the  picture, 
because  it  was  a  headache,  as  it  was. 

But  the  chairman  of  the  Judiciary 
Cmnmittee  came  back  with  a  resolution; 
and  the  Ufe  of  the  committee  was  ex- 
tended to  January  31,  1965,  and  the  un- 
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expended  balance  and  an  additional 
$10,000  were  made  available  to  it.  8o 
the  business  of  finding  an  answer  to  this 
tangle  and  to  the  dlfBcult  problem  of 
disposing  of  alien  enemy  property  cSme 
to  my  desk  all  over  again. 

Then  the  labors  began,  early  and  Ibte. 
I  hesitate  to  think  how  many  nights  I 
beat  on  my  own  portable  typewriter, 
writing  out  provisions  here  and  there, 
in  relation  to  a  subject  that  is  so  ab- 
struse, Mr.  President,  and  requires  con- 
fined application  if  one  is  to  understtind 
what  this  business  is  all  about. 

It  was  in  the  course  of  those  delibsra- 
tions,  Mr.  President,  that  I  went  to  the 
White  House,  and  talked  to  the  Presi- 
dent about  this  matter;  and  I  went  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  talked  with 
him  at  least  3  times,  perhaps  4  times. 
and  indicated  what  was  in  my  mind,  and 
indicated  the  conviction  that  something 
had  to  l)e  done  in  this  field  because  if 
Germany  was  so  important  in  the  lor- 
eign-relations  scheme  of  our  country. 
then  certainly  we  should  look  with  some 
degree  of  sympathy  upon  .a  proposal  to 
make  a  restitution  of  property,  not  to 
enony  governments,  but  to  private  en- 
emy alien  nationals. 

Mr.  President,  we  finally  put  that 
provision  into  the  bill,  and  made  it  the 
essential  concept  of  Senate  bill  3423. 
It  is  on  the  Senate  calendar  at  the  pres- 
ent time. 

Before  I  forget  it.  let  me  say  that  bill 
was  reported  imanimously  by  the  Sen- 
ate Judiciary  Committee;  and  even  our 
distinguished  friend,  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrickson  ] ,  voted 
for  the  bill,  to  get  it  out  of  committee 
and  get  it  onto  the  floor,  so  it  could  be 
discussed  here. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  wish  the 
Record  to  be  quite  clear,  Mr.  Presidtnt. 
I  did  not  vote  against  the  bill;  but  in 
the  Judiciary  Committee  I  said  that  I 
reserved  the  right  to  oppose  the  bill  on 
the  floor— which  I  expect  to  do,  if  the 
bill  is  called  up. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  Is  correct. 
But  there  was  no  objection  to  the  \i\\. 
So  the  bill  is  on  the  calendar  today,  by 
what  we  may  call  a  unanimous  vote  of 
the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  bill  we  under- 
take to  follow  a  new  philosophical  ap- 
proach. 

The  dilHculty — O  Mr.  President,  I 
should  say  the  madness— that  this  man 
Harry  Dexter  White,  wrote  into  the  few 
of  this  country,  when  he  reversed  the 
concept  of  the  administration  of  alien 
enemy  property,  is  something  that  we 
shall  live  with  for  half  a  century. 

Ever  since  the  days  of  Alexander  Ham- 
ilton, ever  since  the  first  treaty  which 
was  proposed  by  John  Jay,  when  he  was 
our  Minister  abroad,  this  country  has 
historically  and  consistently  followed  a 
pattern  of  trusteeship  and  custodian- 
ship with  respect  to  the  administration 
of  alien  property.  There  has  never  been 
any  deviation,  in  all  the  generations 
since  the  founding  of  this  Republic,  it 
was  not  until  that  condign  rascal,  Harry 
Dexter  White,  whose  calumny  will  be 
remembered  always  in  the  annals  of  this 
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country,  reversed  the  whole  ccxicept.  and 
managed  to  get  Henry  Morgent^iau  to 
go  along  with  it,  that  they  proceeded 
upon  the  theory  of  confiscation, ;  of  the 
vesting  and  the  seizing  of  all  enemy 
property,  by  reducing  it  to  cash  and 
putting  it  into  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States. 

So  in  Senate  bill  3423  we  undertook  to 
make  restitution  of  this  property.  Hav-' 
ing  gotten  the  bill  ready,  we  set  $  hear- 
ing in  room  318  of  the  Senate  OfBce 
Building.  Various  persons  showed  up  at 
the  hearing.  One  of  the  witnesses  was 
John  P\jster  Dulles,  himself.  Ce|rtainly 
he  was  not  for  this  specific  bill;  he  did 
not  know  what  was  in  it,  as  a  matter  of 
fact. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  me 
at  this  point? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  Senator 
from  Illinois  said  'we  set  a  hearing." 
Will  the  Senator  from  Illinois  state 
whom  he  means  by  "we"? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  think  the  commit- 
tee. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Well.  I  ^id  not 
know  anything  about  the  meeting  until 
I  got  a  notice  on  my  desk  in  my  oflQce, 
and  I  noticed  particularly  that  thd  notice 
of  the  hearing  said  nothing  about  the 
Smith-Hendrickson-Ives  bill,  which 
seeks  to  do  the  same  thing — naniely,  to 
restore  property  by  proper  compeisiation. 

It  was  only  in  the  hearing,  af^er  the 
hearing  had  opened,  that  I  was  gble  to 
Ret  any  opinions  whatsoever  In  respect  to 
the  Smith-Hendrlckson-Ives  bill,  which 
has  been  pending  and  on  the  cajlendar 
for  almost  2  years,  now. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  Is  correct,  Mr. 
President;  all  those  bills  had  been  before 
the  Judiciary  Committee.  We  could 
never  get  any  action  taken  on  them.  So 
we  started  with  an  entirely  fresh  bill; 
and  it  is  the  prerogative  and  the  function 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to  call 
a  meeting.  Every  member  was  ade- 
quately notified  in  advance. 

So  we  held  the  hearing,  and  We  had 
some  very  distinguished  witnesses,  in- 
cluding the  Secretary  of  State  himself. 

Mr.  President.  I  shall  be  circumspectly 
fair,  and  shall  say  the  Secretary  o(  State 
did  not  give  his  endorsement  to  this  bill. 
But  he  endorsed  the  principle  of  the 
sanctity  of  private  property,  and  that  is 
the  core  around  which  Senate  bii  3423 
was  built. 

The  distinguished  Administrator  of 
Enemy  Alien  Property.  Col.  Dallas 
Townsend,  a  very  distinguished  lawyer, 
came  before  the  committee  and  teistifled 
at  great  length,  and  expressed  his  oppo- 
sition to  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  rather  inteiiesting 
that  the  Department  of  Justice,  through 
one  of  its  responsible  agents,  should  be 
opposed  to  the  bill  and  should  be  opposed 
to  the  principle  of  the  bill,  but  th^t  the 
Department  of  State,  through  it$  most 
emment  authority,  the  Secretary  of 
State  himself,  should  appear  in  i^erson 
and  should  endorse  the  principle  em- 
bodied in  the  bill.  I  wish  to  makr  that 
clear;  he  could  not  be  expected  to: know 
all  about  the  details  involved.  He  made 
some  suggestions  at  the  time. 
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The  AUen  Property  Custodian  made 
suggestions  at  the  time.  And  we  under- 
took then  to,  som^ow,  work  over  the 
bill,  in  the  hope  that  we  oould  fhid  some- 
thing that  was  practical,  something  that 
was  workaUe.  The  best  evldenoe  of  the 
Idnd  of  job  we  did  is  shown  by  the  fact 
that,  m  addition  to  the  oridnal  blU.  we 
considered  at  least  four  dliferent  com- 
mittee prints;  and  I  have  every  one  of 
them  here,  in  a  file.  If  any  Member  wiU 
examine  the  majority  report,  he  win  dis- 
cover that  we  made  $5  amendments  in 
the  bill.  In  order  to  meet  every  possible 
objectlm,  where  we  reasonably  could. 

So  at  long  last  that  biU  went  to  the 
full  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate, 
and  it  was  reported,  and  there  was  no 
objection  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  There  is  ik>  objection 
on  the  record. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  It  is  not  fair 
to  say  there  was  no  objection.  I  knew 
perfectly  well  that  every  other  member 
of  the  committee  but  me  was  going  to 
vote  for  the  bill.  I  did  xu>t  see  any  use 
of  maldng  a  record  of  a  "no"  vote,  so 
I  voted  "present"  in  order  that  I  might 
appear  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  if  ttie 
bill  was  called  up,  and  fight  for  the  views 
expressed  in  my  minority  views. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  do  violence  to  the  position  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  Jersey. 
He  did  not  vote  agahist  the  bllL  He 
says  he  voted  "present."  There  was  no 
objection  In  the  committee.  I  am  per- 
fectly within  my  rights,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent  

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent  

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  within  my 
rights  when  I  say  that  blU  came  from 
the  committee  by  unanimous  vote,  be- 
cause a  "presenfyote  is  not  a  neffattre 
vote.  It  is  neither  for  nor  against.  Tlie 
record  must  show  that  the  biU  came  from 
the  committee  without  any  objection  in 
the  form  of  a  negative  vote. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  AU  any  Mem- 
ber of  this  body  has  to  do  is  to  read  the 
minority  views  as  expressed  by  the  Jun- 
ior Senator  from  New  Jersey,  and  he 
WiU  know  perfectly  weU  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Jersey  was  opposed  to  the 
bill  in  the  committee.  I  am  not  hi  the 
habit  of  doing  fuUle  things  in  anything 
in  life. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
delineating  for  the  Senate  what  the  rec- 
ord  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  is.  That 
must  stand.  There  is  the  record.  If 
anyone  wants  to  take  trouble  to  check, 
he  can  caU  the  clerk  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee  and  see  what  tJbe  vote  was. 

Mr.  President,  since  ttiat  Ume  there 
has  been  a  good  deal  of  newspaper  com- 
ment, and  hi  the  New  Toik  Thnes  today 
there  appears  an  exchange  of  letters  be- 
tween Chancellor  Adenauer,  of  the  West 
German  RepubUc,  and  President  Eisen- 
hower. I  think  those  leUers  ought  to  be 
included  in  the  Rxcon,  and  I  now  aric 
consent  to  have  them  minted  in  the 
Rccois  in  connection  with  my  remarks. 


I  have  here  also  an  editorial  frtim  the 
New  York  Times,  whlidi  I  thlxA  might 
weU  be  Ineluded  in  the  Racoaa. 

There  behig  no  objection,  the  letters 
and  editorial  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
hi  the  RxcosB,  as  foUows: 

AOKlfATTBI'S    LCTT^ 

Ifr.  PsiBiDDrr:  Th«  FMcrai  Oovenunent 
foUowB  with  special  Interest  efforU  of  the 
United  States  Oonsress  to  ftnd  s  soluUon 
to  the  problem  of  seized  Oermsn  assets  In  the 
United  States.  Despite  the  favorable  develop- 
ment  of  relations  between  our  two  countries, 
this  problem  has  remained  unresolved  A 
soIuUon  to  It  U  a  special  wish  of  my  Oov- 
emment. 

Thousands  of  Oermans  who.  through  no 
fault  of  their  own.  And  themselves  in  an 
unfortunate  economic  sltxiatlon— old  people 
and  pensioners,  beneflciarles  of  insxiranoe 
PoUcles,  and  inheritances — hope  that  now,  9 
years  after  the  end  of  hostilities,  their  prop- 
erty will  be  released.  Among  them  ara 
numerous  persons  who  have  lost  their  means 
of  UveUhood  and  homes  as  a  consequence  of 
the  war. 

Tot  all  of  them  an  early  release  would  al- 
leviate their  hardships.  Many  Oermans 
would  be  able  to  build  their  Uvea  anew  with 
these  means.  Moreover,  seizure  at  these  as- 
seu  has  affected  precisely  these  Oermaa 
firms  and  pecsons  who.  through  personal  and 
huslnsss  eonneettons  with  the  United  States, 
have  for  many  years  formed  the  traditional 
bridge  of  frtendsliip  between  our  two  ooun- 
ttss.  rat  them  as  well,  the  unresolved 
problem  Is  an  element  of  uncertainty. 
STAWD  OK  aaooirsTBucnoir 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Federal  Oovemment 
and  of  the  entire  German  public,  the  FM- 
eral  RepubUc  has  ezpreesed  Its  wlU  to  con- 
tribute to  reconstruction,  on  the  basis  of 
common  principles  of  the  Western  World, 
throu^  recognition  of  German  foreign  obli- 
gations in  tlis  London  debt  agreement, 
through  ratification  of  the  Bonn  and  Paris 
agreements,  and  through  conclusion  of  ths 
laraeU  agreement. 

An  early  solution  to  this  problem  llss 
specially  cloae  to  the  hearts  of  myself  Shd 
my  Government.  It  would  not  only  have  a 
f ar-rsaehlng  favorable  psychological  effect  in 
that  It  would  give  the  German  people  a 
feeling  of  eecurlty  and  Increase  Its  moral 
strength.  It  would  also  make  a  considerable 
oontnbutloa  to  furthering  tlie  friendship 
between  our  two  peoples,  so  promisingly 
begun. 

As  the  head  of  the  Government  of  the  FM- 
eral  BapabUe.  mmj  I  voice  a  request  to  yoo. 
Mr.  President,  that  a  contribution  wiU  also 
be  made  from  your  side  that  the  hopes,  so 
recently  given  life,  will  not  Ytt  disappointed. 
Accept.  Mr.  President,  the  expression  of  my 
highest  eooslderatton. 


i4in 


hi 
fortte 


HOWB'S  BaPLT 

Aoouvr  7.  1S54. 
Cbsmcblumi:  X  was  very  much  In- 
In  your  views  on  the  question  at 
the  dlsposttkm  of  vested  Oermsn  assets  In 
the  United  States,  contained  In  your  letter 
of  July  17.  UM:  and  I  wppmAaAjt  the  q>irlt 
In  wlileh  your  eomments  were  offered. 

Tott  refer  particularly  In  your  letter  to  the 
hardships  Imposed  on  a  large  number  of  per- 
sons.  many  now  advanced  In  yean  and  with- 
out othOT  means  of  support,  whose  snail 
holdings  in  ttUs  count^.  in  the  form  of 
pensions,  life-insurance  policies.  Interssto 
In  estates  and  bank  deposits,  have  been 
vested.  Tou  state  that  early  action  to  pro- 
vide relief  In  such  cases  would  bs  a  ■najor 
contrUmtkai  to  ths  ■«>*ng«J"»««»g  of  tlie 
tlea  of  Mendahlp  bctwaui  our  two  coantrtea. 

Bseaoss  of  tbs  great  dislocstlow   in  Vtm 
Genaaa  eootwsny  which  took  place  as  a 
salt  at  tlM  war.  the  Allisd 


dded  to  look  to  Oermaa 
rttorlesas  aprtaelpal 
of  their  elaliiM 
oovsry  of  the  G 

progrssssd  so  rapidly  and  so  waU 

a^ainistratloo.  was  thw  not  tampered  by  a 
large  rsparatkm  Imrden.  in  irniMMmliw  tt* 
problem  of  the  vested  aassCa,  It  to  aeeMiw* 
therefore  to  take  Into  aeeoout  leglttaata 
claims  on  the  part  of  American  rltlasus  arto- 
ing  out  of  the  war  for  whMi  sane  pmetolon 
should  be  made,  if  the  original  approach  la 
reversed. 

Hw-nntBas  iwiiiesiiiiii 

T  am  aware  of  the  measures  taken  by  the 
German  Mderal  Government  undfsr  your 
htgh-mlnded  leadership  to  contribute  to  Vbm 
relief  of  victims  of  Naal  pwaecution.  and  to 
reestablish  normal  economic  and  tvMwwtiy^ni 
relations  with  the  countries  of  ths  tree  world. 
I  also  share  your  sympathy  with  Indtnduato 
In  straitened  drcumstancee  In  Germany  for 
whom  the  operation  of  the  vesting  pngram 
In  this  country  created  particular  >«»»««t«h*ng. 
X  am  hopeful  that  It  nuty  be  poeslbto  to  *«Vt 
some  remedial  action  In  such  ossss.  and  at 
the  same  time  provide  soms  measure  of  com- 
pensation to  thoss  American  natlonato  who 
Incurred  losses  arising  out  of  the  war,  with 
resultant  H«»»*fhlp  in  many  oases. 

As  you  know,  ths  soiutlon  of  thto 
problMn  lies  with  the  Oongrsss.  8evi__  „. 
dealing  with  the  subject  are  now  r*"******! 
there,  and  members  pt  my  Oabtnst  and  other 
Government  "^^'^t  have  appeared  »»mI  m* 
preeeed  their  vtowa.  None  of  the  mmmam 
thus  far  propossd  have  ths  Hiproval  of  my 
administration,  but  you  may  be  assvnaA 
that  this  problem  Is  rsoelvtng  earnest  eonskl* 
eratlon  and  It  Is  my  hope  that  a  fair,  aqult* 
able  and  satlsfaotor7  solution  can  ba  ar* 
rived  at. 

sincerely, 

I>wieaT  D. 


{Ftcm  tlM  New  Tork  Umas] 
Thb  ALmr  AaacTS  PaoaLiK 

Taking  a  hand  in  the  controversy  over  the 
disposition  of  German  and  Japsnsss  prop* 
ertles  sslaed  durli^  the  war  Tteeldenl  Btosa* 
hower  laas  turned  thumbs  down  on  all  Mils 
for  a  return  of  tbess  properties  now  iMtere 
Oongrees.  ftt  thu  seme  tlms  hs  ssts  nninissa 
to  ftnd  a  fair,  equitable,  anit  eatlstaotory 
solution  for  what  he  calls  the  '«~«'r»^»  o< 
problems  Invcdved.  The  Prasldant's  stats- 
ment.  made  m  reply  to  Clianoallar  Adsnamrli 
recent  appeal  for  a  return  of  the  ~ 
properties,  but  i^yplylag  to  tbs  Ja,. 
propertm  ss  well,  kills  any  ehanoe  tor 
gresslonsl  approval  of  ths  r -" — 
this  year.  But  aooording  to 
Hagerty  tills  statement  to  not  intandsd  to 
reject  Chancellor  Adenauer^  plea  oomplstaiy. 
In  fact,  the  President  sharss  the  Obaneellons 
concern  vrlth.  Individual  hardship 
promlsss  remedial  action  (or  Um 

At  stake  In  thto  oontroversy  to  , i •« 

valued  at  more  than  $600  milllaa.  oonstattnf 
of  Industrial  plants.  dUps.  sstates.  tmsS 
funds,  patenta,  trade-marks  and  some  BOOjOOe 
copyrights  to  books,  music  oompasUlons.  sad 
other  works  of  creative  art.  There  wae  never 
any  question  of  our  right  to  setae  thto  prey- 
erty  during  the  war  to  keep  It  fftn  be 
used  against  us.  But  its  final  dtoposltioh  ] 
involved  the  United  States  in  a  illlisiiiiis 
tween  the  prlaelirte  of  the  sanctity  of  prti 
propsrty.  which  to  part  of  our  tradttkia 
prompted  the  rcCam  of  selaad  propcnaas 
after  the  Pbst  Wctld  War.  and  the  to«al  otoll- 
gatloos  assumsd  by  both  Oemuuiy  and  Itos 

alUea.  tBciiadti«  ttie  Unttsd 
to  utUtas  OeroMm  Cotdgn  saMts  in 

in  paysMl  cf 
Inmetadby 

or 


14118 


CX)NGRESSIONAL  R£CX)RD  —  $ENATE 


August  11 


I: 


•,5 

i 


rbf  mwh  bodlM  M  tlM  Chaaalbnat 
'  aiitm  Utettad  Bttim.  tb»  .^aml- 

^.ut,  tb»  Mnr  York  Bar  Amoelmtkm, 

•nd  aliw  lay  Dtawtory  Dwll— .  It  te  uriMt  that 
AoMilqMt  <wnftwtluii  «<  prlv»to  property 
tcndf  to  WMhwuT  Amwrlcaa  InvMtmmta 
•IVMtf  and  to  i^  new  eneoangement  to 
'  iriil^  gBlned  tmpetue  In  Qua* 
Mteaee.  by  eiidottlng  the  Weeta- 

— ^ , i  eonllaoatton  of  OermMi  land 

liftlrttmi  to  «■•  like  aetton  asalnst  tbe 
'YaatpriB.'* 

But  In  an  age  of  total  war,  which  hits 
aoldlan  and  etvlUans  alike,  that  argument 
la  hegtnning  to  loae  force,  and  the  special 
depredatioiMi  of  the  NasU  make  It  even  more 
dlOcult  to  i^hold.  In  any  eaee.  President 
Baenhower  r^tly  polnte  out  that  In  solving 
the  pcobtem  It  le  necessary  to  take.  Into  ac- 
count both  the  legitimate  compensation 
clatma  of  American  citizens  and  the  war 
damaf^  dalms  of  our  allies,  nrance.  Bel- 
glum,  and  tbe  Netherlands  In  particular 
fear  that  our  return  of  the  seized  properties 
would  expoee  them  to  Oermsn  press\ire  to  do 
Ufcewlae,  deprlTlng  them  of  any  compensa- 
tfcm.  nMse  are  matters  which  Congress  also 
will  have  to  consider. 

Mr.  DXRBSEN.  There  are  other  edi- 
torials whieh  might  weU  be  included  and. 
as  they  enne  to  hand.  I  may  include 
them  in  thne  <femarks. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  wish  to  detain 
the  Soiato  too  long,  but  I  should  like 
to  say  that  fundamentally  we  wrote  a 
bill  that  got  away  from  ttie  idea  of  con- 
fiscation.   The    distinguished    Senator 
••  from  Ntew  Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrickson]  has 
set  forth  his  views  in  the  minority  views 
which  he  filed.    He  disagrees,  and  I  re- 
spect his  views.    I  simply  do  not  share 
them,  for  one  thing,  and  I  wish  to  make 
it  abundantly  clear  that  when  it  comes 
to  dealing  with  the  property  of  alien 
enemy  nationals  we  are  following  a  policy 
that  is  borne  out  by  every  element  and 
every  part  of  our  tradition  from  the 
beginning  of  the  Republic,  and  that  tra- 
dition also  has  the  sanction  of  the  Amer- 
ican Bar  Aswdation.    I  noticed  in  the 
minority  views  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  made  some  allusion  tp  that 
fact,  but  I  rather  fancy  that  he  did  not 
see  quite  all  of  the  rep<»-t,  because  the 
item  to  which  he  alludes,  insofar  as  I 
have  been  able  to  check,  was  never  sub- 
mitted to  the  house  of  delegates  of  the 
American  Bar  Association  for  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion.    The  bar  has  ex- 
pressed itself  in  line  with  the  tradition 
of  this  country. 

Mr.  President,  my  good  friend  sub- 
mitted minority  views 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
1  do  not  want  to  interrupt  the  Senator 
too  frequently.  « 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  quite  all 
right. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  But  I  do  not 
admit  that  statement  at  all.  The  mi- 
nority views  show  the  contrary,  i  shall 
let  the  minority  views  speak  for  them- 
selves. 

B«r.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  can- 
not let  the  minority  views  speak  for 
themselves,  because  I  am  going  to  put  in 
the  RKcoto  now  a  letter  that  was  written 
by  Mr.  Otto  C.  Sommerich.  identified 
with  the  American  bar.  dated  February 
8.  1954.. addressed  to  Mr.  Hayes,  who 
was  chief  counsel  of  the  subcommittee. 
He  gave  the  details  and  the  circum- 
stances in  connection  with  what  hap- 


pened in  tbe  house  of  delegates  ot,  the 
American  Bar  Association,  and  I  thall 
insert  it  with  my  remarks  so  that  they 
are  properly  documented. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Reooro. 
as  follows: 

Fkbbttakt  8,  1964. 
Xdward  a.  Hatss,  Ssq., 

Chief  Counsel,  Subcommittee  on  Trad- 
ing With  the  Enemy  Act,  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary , 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Hatks  I  am  very  much  gratified 
that  In  the  report  made  by  the  Subcom- 
mittee To  Examine  and  Review  the  Adlnln- 
iBtratlon  of  the  Tfiidlng  With  the  Enem|  Act 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  the  sub- 
committee gave  so  much  space  to  the  r#port 
of  the  American  Bar  Association  (p.  IP.  et 
seq.).  This  repori;,  as  you  know,  was  dtawn 
up  by  me  when  I  was  chairman  of  the  special 
committee  on  the  custody  and  manageaient 
of  alien  property. 

In  the  letter  of  Senator  Kefauvis  (p.  74 
of  the  subcommittee  print),  he  states  that 
a  report  by  a  committee  of  the  American  Bar 
Association,  urgini;  a  view  contrary  to  the 
report  of  the  special  committee  aforesaid, 
was  adopted  by  tlie  American  Bar  Asstcia- 
tion  House  of  DelCijates  December  120,  1945. 

I  have  before  me  a  copy  of  the  miautes 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  house  of  delegates 
of  that  day  and  all  that  was  adopted  (re- 
ports of  American  Bar  Association,  voL  70, 
1946,  p.  136)  was  the  recommendation  of  the 
section  of  intern ntional  and  compar|tive 
law  to  create  a  Judicial  commission  to  con- 
sider and  adjudlcai-e  claims  of  American  na- 
tionals against  Japan,  Germany,  Italy.  Bul- 
garia, Hungary,  and  Rumania. 

It  does  not  appeor  that  the  report  was  pre- 
sented for  action  by  the  house  of  delegates. 
Attention  was  called  (p.  154)  to  the  supple- 
mental report  (p.  288)  of  the  committee  on 
custody  and  manatjement  of  alien  property. 
which  states  that  the  majority  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  had  notified  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee  of  the  House  of  R^re- 
sentatives  that  they  were  in  favor  of  H.  R. 
376  providing  for  the  return  to  persons  who 
were  never  hostile  to  the  United  States  of 
properties  and  Interests  vested  in  the  Alien 
Property  Custodian. 

With  sincere  appreciation  of  the  very  ef- 
fective WOTk  that   you  have  done,  concern- 
ing which  Colonel  FUlman  has  reported  to 
me  on  several  occasions,  I  remain. 
Very  sincerely  yours. 

Otto  C.  Sommerich. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
at  this  point  I  wonder  if  the  Senator 
would  object  if  I  were  to  ask  unaniii»us 
consent  that  the  minority  views  be  in- 
serted at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  have  no  objection. 
Perhaps  we  should  insert  the  majofity 
report,  too. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  have  no  Ob- 
jection to  that. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  if  thf-re 
is  no  objection.  I  suggest  that  the  ma- 
jority report  and  the  minority  views  ap- 
pear in  connection  with  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  majoraty 
report  (No.  1999),  83d  Congress,  2d  ses- 
sion, and  the  minority  views  (pt  2  of 
Rept.  1999)  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rscord.  as  follows: 

Report  To  Actcompant  S.  3423 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bUl  (S.  3423)  to  amend  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  having  con- 
sidered the  same,  reports  favorably  thereon 
with  amendments,  and  recommends  that  the 
bill,  as  amended,  do  pass. 
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AiniVDMKNTS 

1.  On  page  1,  line  6.  following  Ijhe  word 
"vested",  add  tbe  following:  "or  payment 
made  to  the  United  States  in  lieu  of  vest- 
ing)-" , 

2.  On  page  1,  lines  0  and  10,  sljrlke  the 
words  "reduced  by  final  adjudlcatlonk  against 
the  property  under  section  34  of  the  act"  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  t'reduced 
by  any  payments  against  the  proper^  under 
section  34  of  the  act  and  any  compensation 
received  by  the  owner  with  respect,  to  such 
property  from  the  government  of  anjy  nation 
pursuant  to,  or  as  a  result  of,  any  ^reaty  or 
other  International  agreement  between  the 
United  States  and  such  nation." 

3.  On  page  2,  line  2,  before  the  wdrd  "per- 
son", insert  the  word  "natural." 

4.  On  page  2,  line  13,  following  l^e  word 
"That",  add  the  following:  ",  ezcepf  for  the 
Government   of  Italy.". 

5.  On  page  2,  line  14.  following  tfce  word 
"return",  add  the  following:  "Involving  prop- 
erty other  than  consuls r  or  diplomatic  prop- 
erty (or  proceeds  resulting  from  the  sale 
thereof)."  | 

6.  On  page  2.  line  19,  following  t|ie  word 
"section",  insert  "(1)." 

7.  On  page  2.  line  23.  following  the  word 
"Germany",  strike  the  words  "or  Ausvia"  and 
Insert  the  following:  "German  territory  un- 
der provisional  Polish  or  Soviet  Administra- 
tion." 

8.  On  page  2,  line  23.  before  tfte  word 
'China ',  Insert  the  word  "Communl$t." 

9.  On  page  2,  line  24,  following  th«  comma 
appearing  after  the  word  "Union",  pidd  the 
words  "or  other  Communlst-dofnlnated 
coiintrlc!!,". 

10.  On  page  2,  line  25,  following  the  word 
"or",  Insert  "(2» ." 

11.  On  page  2,  line  25.  before  the  word 
"person".  Insert  the  word  "natural." 

12.  Beginning  on  page  2.  line  26.  a(fter  the 
word  "crimes",  strike  the  words  "b|r  Allied 
Occupation  Tribunals  or  by  German  denazi- 
fication courts"  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following:   ",  as  hereinafter  defljied,". 

13.  On  page  3.  line  1.  Immedlattly  pre- 
ceding the  colon,  add  the  followln|:  "(3) 
to  the  owner  of  such  property  at  the  time  of 
vesting,  or  to  the  legal  representative  or 
successor,  as  tne  case  may  be.  of  such  owner, 
until  the  Attorney  General,  or  the  qfflcer  or 
agency  authorized  to  make  such  retlirn  has 
received  a  certificate  from  the  Depirtment 
of  state  that  It  has  obtained  satisfactory 
assurances  that  such  property  will  not.  upon 
the  return  thereof,  be  seized  or  trea)ted  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  as  er.emy  property  by' any 
foreign  government  having  jurisdiction  over 
such  property  or  the  owner  thereof:  (»■  (4)  if 
such  property  was  located  in  the  Philippine 
Islands  at  the  time  of  vesting  and  such  prop- 
erty, or  the  proceeds  thereof,  is  suDject  to 
tranrfer  to  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines 
undor  the  Philippine  Property  Act  «f  1946 
as  amended."  ' 

14.  On  page  3,  line  5.  fifter  the  word  "Cus- 
todian," add  "his  successor  or  succ^sois  " 

15.  On  page  3.  line  9.  strike  the  word  "re- 
lief and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  word 
"release." 

16.  On  page  3.  line  9.  beginning  w|th  the 
word  -Provided',  strike  all  down  to  and  In- 
eluding  the  colon  following  the  word  "own- 
ers" on  page  3.  line  23,  and  Insert  In  lieu 
thereof:  "Provided  further.  That  the  Presi- 
dent may.  within  60  days  from  the  date  of 
enactment  hereof,  find  that  it  Is  In  tihe  na- 
tional interest  to  require  any  owner  or  Owners 
to  dispose  of  their  right,  title,  and  Interest 
in- said  property  to  citizens  of  the  bnited 
States  within  12  months  from  the  <iate  of 
return  thereof  to  such  owner  or  owners-  In 

7^1^^!"  ,fr"*'  *^''  ^"^^^^^  property  shall'  be 
forthwith  returned  to  the  owner  or  t.wner8 
thereof  encumbered  with  the  aforesaid  con- 
dition, and  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  District  of  Columbia,  upon  the  an- 
plication  of  the  Attorney  General  shall  enter 
a  Judgment  or  decree  of  divestiture  t©  such 
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efTect,  and  add  eourt,  r««ofnlilag  the 
son  to  wboiu  the  property  la  returned  aa 
the  owner  thereof,  shaU  order  said  person. 
If  shares  of  stoA  repreasntlng  the  -voting 
control  of  a  eorporatlon  be  tbe  returned 
property,  to  nominate  three  voting  trustees 
of  United  States  elttaenshlp.  subjaet  to  tbe 
approval   of  such   trustnes   by   said   court, 
which  ipotlng  trusteee  ahall  elect  a  board 
of  directors  entirely  at  United  States  dtl- 
aenshlp,  eo  that  there  wUl  be  secured  and 
safeguarded,  until  dlverttture  is  complete, 
the  operational,  manufacturing,  trading,  t«- 
search.  and  other  eecretc  of  such  returned 
property,  or  of  the  buslDees  or  other  activ- 
ity represented  thereby  or  connected  there- 
with, against  dtacloeare  to  or  use  by  foreign 
Interests;  and  such  Judgment  or  decree  shall 
also  provide  that  If  the  owner  or  owners 
do  not  so  divest  themeelvea  within  said  13 
months'  period,  the  Atttouey  General  may 
thereafter  sell  forthwith  such  pr(q>erty  at 
public  auction  and  remit  the  proceeds  to 
the  owner  or  owners:  Propided  further.  That 
If  the  Attorney  Oeneral  Onds  that  (1)  any 
vested  property  or  Interest  consists  of  sharea 
of  stock  of  a  corporatloa  organised  under 
the   laws   of   any   State.   Territory,   or   poe- 
seaslon  of  the  United  States  or  the  District 
of  Columbia.  (2)  at  least  one- third  of  the 
total  outstanding  shares  of  common  stock 
of   such   corporation    is   registered    In   the 
names  of  dtlaens  of  the  United  States,  and 
(3)  return  of  the  vested  shares  of  stock  of 
such  corporation   to  the   owner   or  owners 
would  materially  prejudl<:e  the  Intereats  of 
such  cltlsen  stockholders,  he  may  require. 
as  a  condition  precedent  ix>  rettu^  pxirsuant 
to  thU  act.  that  such  vested  stock  be  sold 
at    public    sale    to    dtlaetu    of    tbe    United 
States  submitting  the  highest  bid,  after  pub- 
lic advertisement  of  the  time  and  place  of 
sale,  and   In  such  event  such  corporation 
shall  be  entitled  to  reccl7e  from  such  pro- 
ceeds of  sale  reimbursement  for  any  pay- 
ments made  or  payable  to  any  government 
because    of    en    aUeged    enemy    intwest    In 
such  vested  stock,  and  the  balance  of  the 
proceeds  of  such  sale,  eicept  as  otherwise 
provided  In  this  act,  ahsll  be  remitted  to 
tbe  owner  or  owners." 

17.  On  page  3,  line  35,  strUe  the  words 
"Allen  Property  Custodian  '  end  insert  in  Ueu 
thereof  "Attorney  General." 

18.  On  page  4.  line  10.  strike  the  words 
"Alien  Property  Custodian  '  and  Insert  In  lieu 
thereof  "Attomtij  General." 

10.  On  page  4.  line  11.  strike  the  period 
fdllowing  the  word  "therefor".  Insert  a  colon 
in  lieu  thereof  and  add  the  following: 
'Provided  /urther.  That  la  caaee  when  the 
seized  properties  consist  lolely  of  shares  of 
•took  in  a  corporation  whose  properties  are 
located  In  the  United  States,  and  a  valid 
option  exists  In  favor  of  rerldent  stockholders 
giving  rise  to  the  right  to  (>urchase  the  seised 
stock  In  the  event  the  owner  deelres  to  sell 
such  stock,  the  return  of  luch  stock  shaU  be 
deemed  and  treated  In  law  and  equity  as  a 
prospective  sale  at  the  vfJue  thereof  to  be 
determined  by  the  Attorney  Oeneral.  thereby 
entitling  such  option  holders  to  exercise  their 
rights  in  accordance  with  the  terms,  provi- 
sions, and  coL^tltlons  of  stich  option." 

30.  On  page  4,  line  31.  after  the  word 
"Custodian".  Insert  the  wtcds  "his  succeeeor 
or  suoceeeors." 

21.  On  page  6.  line  6,  following  the  period, 
add  the  following:  "Retura  of  any  invention 
pursuant  to  this  section  chaU  be  subject  to 
existing  licensee  Issued  by  the  AUen  Property 
Custodian,  his  sucoeasor  or  aucoeesors.  and 
shall  not  include  any  rights  of  the  Allen 
Property  Custodian,  his  siiooeeeor  or  suooee- 
■ors.  to  revoke  such  lloencies." 

33.  On  page  6.  line  14.  after  the  word 
"Custodian",  add  the  following:  "his  suc- 
ceeeor or  suoceeeors." 

23.  On  page  ft,  line  17.  after  the  word  "Cus- 
todian", add  the  words  ".  hU  bu< 
•ucceeeors." 


M.  Ob  page  6.  line  9.  after  the 
todlan",  add  the  following:  *-hls 


••C?U8- 

loeseor 
-Ous- 


«».  On  page  6.  line  S.  after  the 
todlan",  add  the  following:  -,  his 

99.  On  page  6.  line  9.  after  the  word  "Cus- 
todlan",  add  the  following:  "his  succeeeor  or 

«7.  On  page  «.  line  11,  after  the  word  "Cua- 
todlaa*\add  the  foUowlng:  ",  his  sueessaor 

38.  On  page  «.  line  23.  after  the  word  "Cus- 
todlan^add  the  foUowlng:  ".  bU  sxicceseor 

«  ^"  ^P**?  '•  **°»  >•  atrlke  the  words 
"Allen  Property  Custodian"  and  Insert  In  lieu 
thereof  "Attorney  General." 

30.  On  page  7.  line  7,  following  the  word 
"located"  strike  the  period,  insert  a  colon 
and  the  foUowlng:  "Provided.  That  if  a  de- 
termination by  the  Alien  Property  Custodian, 
his  succeeeor  or  successors.  U  under  review 
In  a  oourt  of  the  United  SUtes,  under  the 
provisions  of  section  S4  with  respect  to  such 
property,  publication  of  such  notice  of  in- 
tention to  petum  shall  not  be  made  unui 
entry  of  final  Jtadgment  by  the  court  or  courts 
of  stich  review.  At  the  same  Ume  a  similar 
notice  shall  be  given  by  registered  maU  to 
any  person  who  has  theretofore  filed  with  the 
Allen  Property  Custodian,  his  succeeeor  or 
suoceeeors.  any  claim  to  such  property  or 
any  claim  against  the  person  to  whom  It  is 
proposed  to  return  such  property." 

81.  On  page  7,  line  31,  strike  the  words 
"Allen  Property  Custodian"  and  Insert  In 
Ueu  thereof  "Attorney  Oeneral." 

83.  On  page  8.  line  1,  after  tbe  word  "Cus- 
todian", add  the  foUowlng:  ".  his  succemor  or 
suoceeeors." 

83.  On  page  8.  line  4,  strike  the  words 
"Allen  Property  Custodian"  and  Insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "Attorney  Oeneral." 

84.  On  page  8.  line  9.  strike  the  words 
"Allen  Property  CxistodUn"  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "Attorney  Oeneral." 

85.  On  page  8.  Une  18.  strike  the  words 
"Allen  Property  Custodian"  and  Insert  In  lieu 
therectf  "Attorney  Oeneral." 

86.  On  page  8.  between  Unes  16  and  17,  In- 
sert the  foUowlng  new  subsection : 

(gj   As  used  In  this  section — 

"(1)  The  Russian  Zone  Occupation  of 
Oermany'  shaU  be  deemed  to  be  composed  of 
that  part  of  Germany  that  is  presently  called 
the  Soviet  Zone  of  Occupation,  and  the  Riu- 
sUn  Sector  of  Berlin; 

"(3)  HXher  Communist -dominated  coun- 
tries' means  any  country  or  part  thereof,  ex- 
cept Austria,  that  was  actively  governed  by 
Communist  civilians  or  occupied  by  Com- 
munist forces  either  on  January  1,  1964.  or 
at  any  time  thereafter  prior  to  the  return 
of  the  property.  If  such  country  or  part  there- 
of Is  stUl  so  governed  or  occupied  at  the  time 
of  the  return  of  such  property;  and 

"(8)  'Oanvlcted  of  war  crimes'  means  tbe 
entry  of  Judgment  against  any  person  who 
has  been  convicted  personally  and  by  name 
by  a  court  of  competent  Jurisdiction  (as  de- 
fined by  the  Vested  Property  Commission)  of 
murder,  lU  treatment,  or  deportation  for 
slave  labor,  of  prisoners  of  war.  poUtlcal  op- 
ponents, hostages,  or  civilian  popiUation  in 
occupied  terrltorlea.  or  of  murder  or  lU  treat- 
ment of  mUltary  or  naval  persons,  or  of  plun- 
der or  wanton  destruction  without  Justified 
mUltary  necessity." 

87.  On  page  8.  line  30,  before  the  word 
"with".  Insert  the  words  "by  and"  and  fol- 
lowing the  word  "the"  insert  the  words  "ad- 
vice and." 

88.  On  page  0,  line  18.  strike  the  words 
"with  the  Oommlsslon  and." 

88  (a) .  On  pege  9.  line  14.  strike  tbe  words 
"Oaoe  of  Allen  Pn^ierty"  and  Insert  In  Ueu 
thereof  tbe  words  "Attomej  General." 

se.  On  page  •,  line  16.  strike  the  word 
"OonuBlaskm"  and  Insert  In  Ueu  thereof  the 
'    ''Attorney  OeneraL" 


40.  On  page  f .  ihMs  Ig  and  ».  sMka  tte 
words  "In  the  Ofltoe  of  Allen  Pyoparty  mmtL 
ineert  In  itoa  thereof  the  words  "wltti  tba 
Attorney  Oeneral." 

41.  On  page  0.  line  It,  begtaalM  with  fba 
words  "It  ShaU"  strUce  aU  down  to  and  la. 
eluding  the  words  "AUen  Property"  on  Une  91 
and  substitute  In  Ueu  thereof  the  IWlowtag: 
"no  addltkmal  claim  need  be  fUod." 

49.  On  page  B.  line  98.  strike  the  wQnlB**or. 
flee  of  Alien  Property"  and  iMert  la  !!•« 
thereof  "Attorney  General." 

42  (a) .  On  page  9,  Une  98,  strike  the  word 
"It"  and  Inasrt  In  Ueu  thereof  the  word  "he." 

48.  On  page  10,  line  1,  heglnning  with  the 
word  "or',  strike  aU  down  to  and  Indudlng 
the  word  "Register"  on  page  10.  line  9.  and 
Insert  In  Ueu  thereof  the  foUowlng:  "of 
notice  In  the  Federal  Register  aa  requiwd  by 
section  40  (f )  of  this  act." 

44.  On  page  10,  Une  8.  preceding  the  word 
"claUns".  Insert  the  word  "title." 

45.  On  page  10,  line  8,  following  the  word 
•That".  Insert  the  following :  ",  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  leetlon  40  (f )  of  thia  act,". 

46.  On  page  10.  llnee  8  and  6,  strike  ttw 
words  "Office  of  AUen  Property"  and  lassrt 
In  lieu  thereof  "Attorney  Oeneral." 

46  (a).  Page  10.  Une  6.  stiike  the  word 
"forthwith." 

47.  On  page  10.  Une  7,  foUowtog  the  word 
"property".  Insert  the  foUowlng:  ".  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  section  46  (c)  of  this 
act,". 

48.  On  page  10,  Une  7,  strike  the  wordte 
"where  a  claim  was  fUed"  and  Insert  In  Ueu 
thereof  the  following :  "where  an  owner,  legal 
repreeentatlve.  or  succeeeor  has  filed  a  dalm." 

40.  On  page  10,  line  8,  before  the  wottl 
"claim"  insert  the  word  "title." 

50.  On  page  10,  line  12.  before  the  w«rd 
"claim"  Insert  the  word  "title." 

51.  On  page  10.  Une  14,  strike  tbe  words 
"Oflloe  of  AUen  Property"  and  1  nets  I  In  Ueu 
thereof  "Attorney  General." 

53.  On  page  10.  Una  14.  strike  the  words 
"said  Office"  and  Inaert  In  Ueu  thereof  "the 
Attorney  General." 

63.  On  page  10.  Une  It,  atrlke  the  words 
"said  Oflkie"  and  Insert  In  Ueu  thereof  "tbe 
Attorney  General." 

54.  On  page  10.  line  19,  before  the  word 
"claims"  Insert  the  word  "title." 

66.  On  page  10,  Une  99,  strike  tbe  words 
"Office  of  Alien  Property"  and  insert  la  Uau 
thereof  "Attorney  General." 

56.  On  page  10.  Une  28,  following  the  word 
"days",  strike  the  words  "from  publloatton 
In  the  FMeral  Register"  and  Insert  In  lieu 
thereof  the  words  "after  notlfleatlon  to  tbe 
claimant  by  registered  maU,". 

57.  On  page  10,  lines  34  and  26.  atrlke  the 
words  "a  claimant's  right"  and  Insert  In  Ueu 
thweof  the  following:  "the  right  of  a  claim- 
ant, otherwise  eligible,". 

68.  On  page  10.  Une  25.  strike  tbe  words 
"proeecute  an  action"  and  Insert  In  lieu 
thoreof  "pursue  his  remedies." 

50.  On  page  11,  line  1,  following  "(a)". 
Insert  "or  section  83." 

60.  On  page  12,  line  S.  fc^owlng  the  word 
"Commission",  add  the  following:  "and  the 
expense  of  the  AUen  Property  Custodian,  his 
succeeeor  or  succeesors.". 

61.  On  page  13.  line  6,  strike  the  wotds 
"Office  of  AUen  Pn^Mrty"  and  Insert  In  Ueu 
thereof  "Attorney  General." 

62.  On  page  12.  Une  14.  strike  tbe  words 
"OOloe  of  AUen  ftopwty"  and  Inssil  In  lieu 
thereof  "Attorney  General." 

63.  On  page  13.  line  17.  strike  the  words 
"Office  of  Allen  Property"  and  liissri  In  Ueu 
thereof  "Attomqr  OencraL" 

64.  On  page  IS.  line  10.  strike  the  words 
"Office  of  AUen  Property"  and  Insert  In  ilea 
thereof  "Attorney  GcasraL" 

66.  On  page  IS.  tdOowii^  Une  17. 
following: 

"SBC.  9.  (a)  Sactkm  !•  of  tte 
With  the  Btaamy  Act  of  191T.  aa 
is  hereby 
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,    -  o<  th*  aubcoaninlttM  at 

th«  OonmlttM  on  tiM  Jndlclary.  ctcstod  to 

•wiMlw  MMl  nvlaw  tlia  Mtaninistratloii  of 

th*  ttmatag  «nth  tb«  Boamy  Aet.  neon- 

tbat  lnl>l>tton  b*  duSUiL  wtaleb 

ttH^lMt*    UM    iMQOmai.    iBjttiUOM. 

•aa  liwrpMirlaiiijIiir  found  to  exist  In  tb* 
t  Wlilk  tlM  Knemy  Act  and  Its  admln- 
a.  TIds  groMp,  artabUalMd  by  a  rp*. 
cMI  rwoHrttatt  appwwrad  by  tb«  awmte.  aad» 
tnla  weowiBMndatloa  aftar  an  vthaxmaye 
•tody,  eonqdetad  after  almost  a  ysais  o< 
iminatton.  Tfew  xeport.  which 
by  the  fiiU  JwUdary  Coounlt- 
m  OT««ral  snccestlons  by  which  the 
rsnommwirtatlon  might  be  Impto- 
Tha  greater  part  ot  these  suggee- 
tions  hsiva  been  Incorporated  In  this  bill  as 
nmrtad.    ChkC  aaooog  thOM  mn: 

^  Provision  for  the  return  of  ifflvate  prop- 
er^ coafleeated  under  the  act  to  individuals 
not  convicted  of  war  crlmce. 

a.  ftoTlitoo  for  retention  of  the  private 
P«^op«r^oif  fomar  anony  govemments. 

•.  FMMrMfltt  for  a  raaeonaUe  and  ^niroprl- 
ata  ehaige  against  property  so  returned  as  a 
rvtmbursament  for  eustodlal  eharges. 

cnmnstan  for  adequate  preteeUon  of 
aaine  off  AaMrlcan  ettlaens  pending  against 
the  e(»ite»t«d  aMets.  ^^"-^  -ti~»» 

•«5:.5'"****  ^»«rttog  the  President  of  the 
waited  Statee  with  the  discretionary  power, 
upon  a  finding  of  national  Interest,  to  dls- 

J^tJ?.**^^^***"  ^  fop"^  located  in 
.  ttto  Phited  Btates  to  bona  flde  American  pur- 
^ww.  the  proceeds  of  sale  Icm  custodial 
tbargmio  be  returned  to  the  alien  owners. 
T^lsblU  repreeents  the  fruition  of  l«uig 
•nd  srdoous  eflRort  on  the  part  of  thoee  Sen. 
ators  oonprlslng  the  spe^  subconunlttse 
and  Its  staff.  It  was  the  product  of  careful 
•tody,  and  has  been  examined  In  detail  bv 
tte  full  conuntttee,  as  befits  a  bUl  of  this 
Importance.  ^^ 

It  had  Its  geneels.  so  far  as  this  Nation  Is 
eonoMrnad.  In  the  early  phaae  of  the  Bepub- 

iw**^***  !;?*•■■***  *°  ^*  ''•y  Treaty  of 
1794.    Recently  the  United  Btotee.  through 

?,■•?"  ***  aweuUve  agreements,  and  one  leg- 
Wattre  enactment,  has  departed  from  tUs 
hlsterle  and  teadltlonal  policy.  This  blU  re- 
•««2tt«  aarly  American  perspective  and 
eonstttntee  a  reaOrmatton  ot  the  funda- 
mental reelect  which  this  Nation 
for  the  sanctity  of  private  pn^erty, 
■tfiisuc'  poucr 

««T^,2^^  ^^'  *°  P°»**^  *^  practice, 
uata  1M6  oonsistanuy  observed  a  policy  of 
honconflseatlon  of  private  propertyla  war 
•"*^P«**»-  In  tim«  of  war.  custodlanshlD 
«  ttio  propartar  of  enemies  hss  been  under- 
taken  to  reduce  the  property  as  an  effective 
«Vonln  the  war  effort  of  the  enemy,  but 
ttds    custodianship   did    not.    untu    J^^ent 

nS^'JT*^^^^  •  P°"«y  «*  confiscation. 
Tbia  policy  of  nonmnfleratlon  was  set  forth 

S,^.*55!?*^  *"  *"*  »"  *"»«^  »  V^ited 
»te<«  (8  Cranch  llO).  Treaties  embodying 
ttU  baidc  principle  were  offeiwi  during  thi 
ust  century  of  our  national  existence  to 
l«cUcaUy   aU   foreign   nations    (American 


BoHey  BolaUve  to  AUen  Property,  S.  Doc. 
Ma  Ul.  aetb  Gong  ..'ad  sees.,  pp.  6.  IB)  (1936) . 
mils  nonconfiscatory  principle  Is  exanpslfled. 
aoa  only  In  the  treaties  of  this  period  but 
also  throughout  KMcutivc  policy,  •$  ex- 
preeeed  In  other  International  agreone^ts. 
•  Tbe  policy  of  nonconflseatkm  was  |irac- 
tiasd  during  Work!  War  I  through  the  eptab- 
llshment  of  an  OtHce  of  Allen  Property]  Cus- 
todian. The  word  "Custodlsn"  wae  well 
dMieen  and  Is  reflective  of  the  intention  of 
the  draftsmen  of  the  basic  act.  Tbe  Tktding 
With  the  Kiemy  Act  of  1917  (40  SUt.  411) 
foUowad    the    theory    of    nonconflscttlon. 

Htowever,  the  Treaty  of  Versailles  which 
was  never  ratified  by  the  United  States,  de- 
parted from  this  historic  concept  and  pro- 
vided that  the  external  enemy  assets  shoxild 
be  used  to  pay  private  debts  and  public 
rep««tlons.  Notwithstanding  the  treaty,  the 
Wlnslow  Act  of  1933  (42  SUt.  1611)  provided 
'c  the  return  of  jiroperty  or  its  net  proceeds 
gP  to  a  maTimnm  of  •10,000  to  each  otmer. 
8oma  6  years  Utcr.  the  Settlement  of  War 
Claims  Act  (46  Stat.  364)  made  final  rfturn 
of  aU  property,  except  that  return  of  a 
minor  portlmi  of  the  property  was  condi- 
tioned upon  payment  of  certain  obUgidions 
by  the  former  enemy  governments. 

imh  the  advent  of  World  War  n,  the 
property  of  enemy  aliens  was  again  placed 
under  the  protective  custody  of  the  United 
y****-  The  vehicle  used  was  a  rejuvenated 
version  of  the  1917  act  which  stUl  referred 
to  the  trustee  <rf  such  property  as  a  'tC?us- 
todlan."  In  the  early  years  of  the  war 
■pwslflcally  on  March  29,  1943.  the  house 
of  delegates  of  the  American  Bar  Association 
^>proved  the  recommendations  of  its  iom- 
"^**^°"  custody  and  management  of  alien 
^'fS^^'  ^^^"^  reported  in  part  as  follows- 
«f  i«°^V°°  **  contrary  to  the  principles 
Of  law^  It  is  contrary  to  our  constitutional 
law  principles,  and  to  the  principles  of  in- 
tornational  Uw.  When  the  reign  of  la^  for 
w^ich  we  are  fighting  returns,  parties  Injured 
by  confiscation  may  be  expected  to  seek  just 
r^onn;  and  a  Just  administration  of  law 
may  be  expected  to  award  auch  redress.    It 

^.V^.^**P*'  "^  i"""«=e  »»ave  mean- 
ing, it  wiU  be  so  again. 


^«l!l£2T!^  °^  language  at  my  command 
2^?T^  ****  abhorrence  I  feel  at  the  idea 
S,Ji^"f*^  ^X  P^P«^  Of  IndlvldiaL 
;;^»lch  in  an  authtn^ied  intercourse  in  time 

m^S2!r^!L^***°  """on  and  nation.     In 

«o-^z^',r::Sa?fr"\s^- 

iJy'^ss?  or^Tij.  r^^  °'  ^'^'^  ^  °^  *^« 


tZ^iJ^^^^y^  ^^^^^  «*'*^««  not  only  at 
toe  interest  of  particular  individuals  hxi  at 
the  foundation  of  IntemaUonal  interco^^ 
tot  it  Is  only  on  the  basU  of  the  security  of 
property,  validity  possessed  under  thi  tews 

S^JFh*****"!  ^^^  °'  *^  acquisition.  K? 
the  conduct  of  acUviUes  in  helpful  cooplra- 

^^V^  1*^  ^^  *^"*^°«  °'  another  sJate 
(a  state)  is  under  an  IntemaUonal  obliga- 
tion appropriately  to  recognize.  It  is  the 
policy  of  the  United  States  to  support  tlSI 
fundamental  principles  (Secretary  o?  S»S 
Hughes,  at  Philadelphia.  November  23,  IqJs)  . 
•  •  •  •  •        ' 

,«*®"*^,**^"°°  *°"*<*  not  be  in  keeping  with 
international  practice  and  would  undoubSd- 
ly  subject  this  Government  to  severe  crttl- 
ctem.    Moreover,  the   confiscation   of   these 

dS^S.il'"**!  ^l  ^^^  Government  and  their 
distribution  to  American  nationals  wouldTe- 
act  against  the  property  interests  (some  v^rv 
large)  of  American  nationals  in  other  coun- 
tries. It  would  be  an  incenUve  to  other 
governments  to  hold  American  private  prop- 
erty    to   satisfy    cUdms    of    their    natioSi 


against  this  Government  and  to  pass  vpo« 
such  claims  la  their  own  way.  It' is  impor- 
tant  from  my  point  of  view,  theretfore,  that 
the  United  States  should  not  dspaft  in  any 
degree  froea  Its  traditional  attitude;  with  re- 
spect to  the  sanctity  of  private  ipropesiy 
Within  our  territory  whether  such  j  property 
belongs  to  nationals  or  former  enemir  powars. 
or  to  those  of  friendly  powers.  AJepartura 
tTOBo.  that  policy  and  the  taking)  over  of 
such  property,  except  for  a  public  purpose 
and  coupled  with  the  assumption  (^  llaldltty 
to  make  Just  compensation,  would  b#  frau^t 
with  disastrous  restilts  (Secretary  ftull.  May 

27.  1936).- 

Oeepite  this  background,  however,  con- 
fiscation  of  alien  property  becamei  our  In- 
ternational policy  after  World  War  U  through 
a  series  of  executive  ligreements.  4nd  ulti- 
mately our  domestic  policy  as  well. 

The  policy  now  being  pxirsued  Iras  con- 
ceived and  dedicated  In  an  agonising  hoar 
of  history.  It  was  born  of  design  gnd  war- 
time prejudice.  But  as  Secretary  iof  State 
John  Foster  Dulles  pointed  out  In  dlscuHlng 
United  SUtes  policy  with  reelect  to  Ger- 
many—  I 

"But  the  lapse  of  time  reetoree  iteaaon  to 
its  proper  place,  and  now  9  year*  having 
passed,  we  shoiild  be  able  to  invoke  wisdom 
and  statesmanship  to  be  our  guldee  (Depart- 
ment of  SUte  Publication  No.  6408.  p.  3)." 

Applying  a  rule  of  reascMi,  thi4  Nation 
should  now  return  to  lu  historic  policy. 
meeting  and  overcoming  such  difHefcilties  as 
may  have  been  caused  by  the  temporary  de- 
parture from  principle. 

THX  ISSXrxs  ZNVOI.VXD  I 

(a)  Foreif/n  policy 
Since  the  conclusion  of  the  SecoiM  World 
War.  the  Congress  has  authorised  Expendi- 
tures In  excess  of  $3  billion  for  the  efconomie 
rehabilitation  of  Oern-iany.  This  financial 
support  was  furnished  In  an  effort  to  siHtaln 
the  democratic  areas  of  Germany  a|  a  bul- 
wark m  the  death  strjggie  between  repre- 
sentative democracy  and  Communist  toUU- 
tarianlsm.  By  like  token.  simiUu-  Expendi- 
tures have  been  made  to  support  the  re- 
building of  Japan.  These  approdriatioos 
have  undoubtedly  restilted  in  recuberatlon 
of  these  nations  from  the  devastation  re- 
maining after  World  War  H.  Howeiver,  the 
good  will  which  might  otherwise  l^ave  re- 
sulted from  such  generosity  has  beeddlmin- 
Ished  by  the  action  of  this  Nation  In  eon- 
t  nulng  to  expropriate  property  of  individual 
citizens  of  those  countries.  These  Individ- 
uals have  on  a  number  of  occasions  addreseed 
letters  to  the  Committee  on  the  Jtididarv 
expressing  their  bewilderment  at  a  itellCT^S 
generous  on  the  one  hand  and  so  nlggJdlv 
on  the  other.  There  can  be  little  cj^loi 
but  what  these  individuals  have  bee*  alien- 

tion  ih.^!l*K'^°i:^*^*''*^  P°"*^y  Of  ct)nfisca- 
ItJJ-r^^  ^"  '^'^  pursued  by  the' United 
states  Oovemment  since  World  Wai'  n  It 
must  be  exceedingly  difficult  for  thase  oer- 
sons  to  understand  why  some  of  the  Indus- 
trial  properties  remain  intact  in  Germany 
and  Japan  while  return  of  their  proiertv  ta 
being  consistently  refused.  r^'-J  •* 

This  Nation  Is  now  embarked  upoil  a  for- 
eign policy  in  Which  the  Bonn  R^ilc  U 
to  assume  the  status  of  an  equal  JStner  In 
the  alliance  against  Communist  iSSJlon 

and  a^tUh  Prime  Minister  Sir  Winston 
Churchill  of  June  28.  1954.  declared- 

We  are  agreed  that  the  German  l^Meral 

Sn'ei'^n^°hr  "^'  *^  Place^^aTSS 
f.^  J"  *^*  community  of  Western  na- 
t  ons  Where  It  can  make  its  proper  coItoiSS- 
tlon  to  the  defense  of  the  free  world  ' 
1.  H?i^'^*,??'P  presupposes  equality.  Yet  it 
^  d  fflcult  to  discover  any  evidence  of  i^ua  - 
Ity  In  a  policy  which  permits  one  part^r  to 
seize  and  permanently  retain  protSftT  bS 
longing  to  Citizenry  of  the  other  wS^a„ 
many  can  be  expected  to  become  aTJfeSj: 
partner  in  any  Western  alliance  o^yj?!?^ 
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as  the  grasffooti  of  that  nation  rapport  th* 
alllanoa. 

Theee  observatlaos  apply  wtth  Uhe  force 
to  Japan  and  the  Japanene  people. 

The  ooQoeaslon  to  equaUty  repreeeuted  by 
this  bill  involvss  the  return  or  propaity  wtth 
an  estlmatad  value  of  I6O0  mllUoii.  Thla  la 
by  no  means  a  small  amount:  however,  it 
represents  but  one-sixth  of  ths  amount  al- 
ready Invested  In  an  effort  to  rehabilitate 
the  West  German  Republic  and  thereby  cre- 
ate a  raaervolr  of  good  will  upon  which  this 
Nation  may  draw  in  the  struggla  with  world 
communism  If  ths  expenditures  of  this  Na- 
tion looking  toward  Ja)>aneee  recovery  is 
added,  the  proportion  this  authorisation 
bears  to  moneya  already  advaneed  Is  even 
smaller. 

The  Attorney  Genaral  of  the  United  States 
and  others  have  long  raUad  the  question  of 
International  agreements  aa  a  bar  to  a  re- 
turn to  a  policy  of  nonconfiscatlon.  Theee 
international  agreemente  date  back  as  far  as 
tbe  Yalta  agreement.  Tbe  protocol  on  Ger- 
man reparations  slgnsd  by  ths  heads  of  the 
Govermnente  of  Great  Britain.  Russia,  and 
the  United  Statee  declared: 

"2.  Reparations  In  kind  are  to  be  exacted 
from  Germany  In  three  following  forms: 

"(a)  Removals  within  3  yaars  from  the 
surrender  of  Germany  or  the  ceeeation  of 
organised  resistance  from  the  national 
wealth  of  Germany  locatod  on  the  territory 
of  Germany  hwself  as  well  as  outside  her 
territory  (equipment,  machine  tools,  ships, 
rolling  stock.  German  In  vestments  abroad, 
shares  of  Industrial,  transport,  and  other 
enterpriaee  In  Gennany,  eix.) ,  theee  removals 
to  be  carried  out  chiefly. for  purpoee  of  de- 
stroying the  war  potential  of  Germany.  (S. 
Doc.  123,  tlst  Cong..  1st  seas.,  p.  32.) " 

StaU  Department  Publication  No.  2030.  in 
setting  forth  the  Potsdam  agreement  on  Au- 
gust 1B45,  Btatee  on  page  83,  as  follows: 

"1.  ReparaUon  cUlms  of  the  U.  S.  8.  R. 
shall  be  met  by  removal  from  the  aone  of 
Germany  occupied  by  the  U.  8.  S.  R.  and 
from  appn^riate  German  external  assets. 

"3.  The  U.  8.  8.  R.  undertakes  to  -<«ttle  the 
reparation  claims  ol  Pokuid  from  Its  own 
share  of  reparations. 

"3.  The  reparation  claims  of  the  United 
Statee.  the  United  i^lngdom,  and  other  coun- 
tries entitled  to  reparations  shall  be  met 
from  the  Western  Zone  and  from  approprlato 
German  external  assets." 

At  the  Paris  Reparation  Conference  of  De- 
cember 21. 1946. 18  allied  governments  agreed 
as  follows: 

"a.  Kach  signatory  government  shall,  un- 
der such  procedures  as  it  may  choose,  hold 
or  dlspoee  of  German  enemy  assets  within  its 
Jurisdiction  in  manners  dtsigned  to  preclude 
their  return  to  German  ownership  or  control 
and  shall  charge  against  its  reparation  share 
such  asseU  (net  of  accrund  taxes,  liens,  ex- 
penses of  administration,  other  in  rem 
charges  against  specific  iUims  and  legitimate 
contract  dainu  against  Vit  German  former 
owners  of  such  assets)." 

This  policy  of  confiscation  of  vested  Ger- 
man private  property  as  repsratlons  gained 
additional  recognition  In  the  Bonn  Con- 
vention of  May  20.  1962,  concluded  by  tbe 
West  German  Republic  on  the  one  hand  and 
the  United  States,  Great  Britain,  and  Prance 
on  the  other.  This  agremnent,  however.  Is 
not  now  In  force. 

All  of  these  agreements.  It  is  important  to 
note,  were  executive,  and  cannot  be  con- 
strued In  any  way  to  limit  the  poww  of 
Congreea  to  deal  with  alien  property  aa  it 
sees  fit. 

Secretary  of  State  John  Poster  Dullee  In  his 
testimony  befcu-e  the  subtxnnmittee  on  July 
2.  1964,  made  eminently  clear  that  theee 
agreementa  are  not  a  bar  to  return  by  stat- 
ing, in  answer  to  questiom^  as  to  the  implica- 
tions bf  these  various  agreemenu  as  they 


iim 


mighl  afltet  return  of  oonflseatsd  property 
by  CIM^eest 

"In  nay  opinion,  the  agreement,  whatevw 
Ito  mtent  Buty  be  as  an  executive  agreement. 
^—  artthoot  authority  whatever  to  bind  the 
Oo'm^'M  <<  the  United  States  In  this  matter. 
Tba  yopwty  had  been  vested  by  action  of 
Oongress.  I  believe  Oongrees  hss  the  right 
to  decide  what  to  do  about  the  matter.  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  freedom  of  OongreH  in 
this  matter  has  been  curtaUed  In  any  way 
by  this  executive  sgreement.  I  am  not  a 
believer  In  the  power  of  the  Preaident. 
through  executive  agreementa,  to  cut  acroas 
the  normal  legislative  powen  of  Oongrees. 

"I  may  say  that,  as  a  matter  of  interpreta- 
tion of  that  agreement  (Paris  Reparstions 
Agreement  I,  It  can  be  argued  that  it  was  not 
Intended  to  operate  in  perpetuity  but  was 
designed  ae  a  temporary  measure  perhaps 
to  assure  against  a  revival  of  German  mUl- 
tartsm  and  the  \iee  of  German  Important 
commercial  aeeeta  poeslbiy  as  an  Instrument 
of  German  militarism.  I  think  that  that 
danger  was  passed  and  that  if  the  agreement 
be  0ven  that  Interpretation — which  I  think 
is  a  reasonable  one — then  the  action  which 
you  contemplate  is  not  only  compatible  with 
the  powers  of  Congrsss  but  also  U  compati- 
ble with  the  executive  agreement." 

The  committee  baa  no  difficulty  in  agree- 
ing with  this  analysis  of  the  Secretarv  of 
State. 

(b)  Protecflon  o/  American  interests  abrood 

This  Nation,  which  has  encouraged  Inveet- 
mente  abroad  by  American  citizens,  is  con- 
sistently being  troubled  in  many  areas  of  the 
wortd  by  the  action  of  nations  which  per- 
sist In  disregarding  the  righu  of  owners  of 
private  property.  The  protesta  of  this  Na- 
tion In  those  areas  are  often  unavaUlng,  but 
the  force  of  such  protesta  is  dtmini^h^  «« 
this  Nation  itself  continues  a  policy  of  oon- 
fieoatlon  of  private  property.  The  subcom- 
mittee In  Ita  final  report  pointed  out  that 
"billions  of  dollars  of  Am^can  investmente 
abroad  and  additional  risk  capital  for  the 
development  of  world  marketa  is  Jeopardised 
by  thla  policy  of  conflacaUon  which  sets  an 
tmfortunate  precedent  for  similar  action 
against  our  own  investors  by  foreign  sovsr- 
elgn  governments." 

The  Secretary  of  State.  In  reeponse  to  a 
question  on  this  point  obaerved : 

"X  recognize  that  there  is  force  in  what 
you  say.  to  ths  effect  that  our  own  position 
to  protect  American  interesta  abroad  is 
strengthened  If  we  protect  foreign  interesta 
that  are  here. 

"I  would  think  that  in  an  era  when  we 
expect  the  American  interests  abroad.  Ameri- 
can capital  Investmente  abroad,  that  it  is 
wise  for  us  to  adhere  oiuaelves  strenuously 
to  the  highest  standards  of  conduct  in  rela- 
tion to  those  mattere.  That  puto  us  in  a 
iMtter  position  to  call  upon  others  to  apply 
the  same  standards." 

The  United  States  cannot  long  continue 
an  anomalous  policy  of  supporting  confisca- 
tion at  home  and  condemning  it  atnoad. 
Bven  when  the  inconsistency  of  such  action 
does  not  prove  troublesome  momentarily,  it 
threatens  to  plague  this  Nation  and  ita  citi- 
aens  in  ths  future. 

(c)  protection  afforded  American  citiMen*  by 
t^irbtU 
Although  tbe  committee  is  convinced  of 
the  correct  assa  of  Ite  decision  that  the  prop- 
el Involved  to  this  bill  should  be  returned. 
the  committee  stUl  maintains  a  strong  desire 
to  afford  every  pdaslble  protection  to  Ameri- 
can cltlaens  who  nuy  be  affected  in  some 
manner  by  the  return  of  this  propo^.  The 
conunittee  hss  sought  to  affcHU  such  protec- 
tion throughout  the  bill,  notably  in  the  pro- 
visions permitting  notification  by  registered 
mall  to  clalmante  having  a  direct  Intereat  In 
the  property  to  be  returned.  Reference  Is 
made  to  other  provisions  helpful  to  cltlaens 
of  the  United  States  in  tbe  detailed  analysis 
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appearing  later  In  thla  wport; 

aay.  that  wherever  ttae  eommlttee 

an  inatanoe  In  which  additional 

for  American  atlaene  was  Justlflsd.'imd  could 

be  incorporatwl  wltUn  the  framework  of  thte 

measure,  laaguag*  w«i  adopted  to  accoBipdrti 
that  purpoae. 

(d)  AdmlnlsfiwMoit 
The  Department  of  Jostlos  has  ..„ 
theee  propertlas  ars  so  inwdvad  ttet «..«» 
to  f  ormsr  owners  prasente  aa  admlalstrmtlv* 
Impoaslbtllty.  This  arfumant  tha  ooanmlttaa 
cannot  accept. 

To  admit  that  "*«*»**Trt  of  ths  paat  ^»««»«i^ 
be  corrected  le  a  sign  of  wssknsss.  This  MR. 
as  amended,  has  met  aU  rtaarmahls  admlala- 
trsuve  oblecUons  which  have  bam  pointed 
out  In  of^wsttloa  to  the  prapoaaL 

(a)  Approprtefioa 

The  appropriation  naesaaary  to  «i«»pi*»w.Tif 
return  of  eonfiecated  propsaiy  la  ^^^  ^ 
opponenta  of  the  maaaure  to  be  too  aoM* 
tt$ynatea  of  the  appreprlatloQa  naedad  have 
b^  made  aa  high  aa  gaas  mllUaa.  How- 
ever, the  Department  of  Justice.  In  a  latter 
toHhe  Judiciary  Committee,  wherein  oppo- 
sition is  made  to  this  bUl.  eatlmataa  that 
the  sum  required  will  be  approximately  glTft 
million. 

For  thoee  who  are  agreed  that  a  policy  of 
conflsntlon  of  privste  property  Is  hilmleabis 
with  historic  policy,  public  Intereat,  sad 
eound  Judgment,  there  Is  no  qutattan  of  ap- 
propriation to  reimburae  Individuals  tnm 
whom  property  has  been  eelaed. 

Tbe  neoeeslty  for  appropriation  ariasa  by 
reaaon  of  the  fact  that  certain  eonfiaeatad 
property  was  UqtUdated  and  used  to  pay  Jugt 
and  honorable  obligations  of  this  Oovsm- 
ment  to  certain  of  ita  cltlaens  who  bore  an 
undiie  personal  burden  during  Worid  War  n 
Undoubtedly  theee  obUgatlana  wotUd  have 
been  acknowledged  by  the  Oongraas  even  If 
this  fund  had  not  bean  avaUabla.  similar 
oompenaatUm  is  being  urgad  for  vatarans  of 
the  Korean  oonfilct.  payment  of  which  la  to 
be  made  from  funds  appropriated  fraoa  the 
United  Statee  Treasury.  This  Is  the  posture 
which  the  World  War  n  legislation  could, 
and  In  the  Judgment  of  many  ahould,  have 
assiunad. 

Lastly,  it  Is  said  that  even  conceding  the 
advisability  of  return,  such  return  «^M^^^^^(| 
be  bssed  upon  the  value  of  the  pn^erty  aa 
of  the  date  of  selsure.  This  reaaonlng,  whl^ 
has  moat  recently  been  raised  against  thfs 
genersl  proposal  of  return  to  a  policy  of  non- 
confiscation,  is  moat  fallacious.  If  ths  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  Statee  Is  to  act  only 
as  a  custodian,  holding  property  to  prevent 
Ita  poeslble  use  against  us  In  time  of  war. 
then  the  accretions  of  that  property  should' 
not  be  subject  to  oonfle^tlon  any  more  t^^p 
the  original  asseta. 

While  it  is  tnie  that  many  properties  have 
Increased  materUlly  In  value  there  are  many 
othen  whoee  values  have  been  completely 
destroyed  dtnlng  the  period  of  Oovemment 
operation.  The  value  of  stlU  other  praper- 
tiee  have  remained  static,  neltbcr  producing 
Income  nor  Increeslng  or  decreasing  In  prin- 
cipal value.  To  talk  of  adjustmant  for  such 
Increase  «■  decreaee  le  obviously  unrealistic. 
ImpracticaMe.  and  inconsistent  vrtth  the 
policy  of  nonconfleestion. 

siMurais  or  trx  raovxBunra  or  m  »wj, 
This  bill  proposes  an  amendment  to  the 
Trading  With  the  Xnemy  Act  by  ^^'-g 
seven  eections  which  wlU.  with  csrtala  as- 
cepticMts.  provide  for  the  return  of  aU«i 
property  vested  by  the  Curtodiaa  dartii«. 
and  Immediately  foOowU^  the 
Wortd  War.  The  caueptloas  to  this 
return  are: 

1.  The  private  ptupeaiy  (es 
from  **»»"'*«''  and  «*«r'™"^"-  prapertyi 
govemmenta  with 

at  war  alaoe  IMU 
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The  new  Metloa  40  of  the  Ttadlag  with 
the  mmat  Met  wfU  jmnrlde  for  the  return 
of  an  toqpertF  toetad.  or  paymeate  aaade 
to  tha  ItBttad  Statea  la  lieu  of  vaatliic.  after 
Tleoemher  7.  IMl.  or  tha  Uqoldatad  praoeeda 
flMraor.  ia  tha  avant  ta^Ok  property  hae  haen 
Mdd.  or  oOMndae  dlq^oaed  of.  Thla  aeetkm 
alao  pKmltB  the  return  of  any  dlTldaadB. 
dlatrthatkms,  or  latrement  ivhlOh  may  have 
.haaa  paid,  or  anovad.  on  thla  property  aah- 
Mqiaeat  to  tta  vesting.  Batorna  uadar  thla 
■wItoB  are  to  ha  xadneed  hy  aay  paynanta 
vlddh  tef*  baan  nada  to  AaMrteaa  cradlton 
dottog  tha  petted  tha  aoferaaMnt  brtd  tha 
•ncfli  awarda  are  alao  to  he  re- 
hy  any  aum  vhlA  aa  owaar  of  aofih 
have  rtoalfad  ftorn  tha  CMr- 
Quniiuiwut  widnr  tha  torms  of  the 
Boim  ObBvanUoB,  or  from  the  Jmianeae  Qot- 
'  uader  the  tarma  of  the  treaty  of 
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to  be  made  aa  a  matter  of 
Riaea  to  Hm  ovnar  of  tha  property  at  tha 
tt—  flC toattog. or hia wiooMiOg.  Lagdtttle 
to  Iba  propvtf  has  long  baaa  hrtd  by  the 
TtaMed  Mataa  aseapt  that  la  aoaae  eaaae  aneh 
tMe  la  aabjaet  toJIraaUtuia  by  dwstakm  or 
a  Vadaral  eovrt.  Aay  retara  uader  the  bUl 
ittwihai  gaa  any  obUgatkm  of  the  Federal  Cknr- 
orameBt  to  tha  owner  of  lueh  property,  and 
ttBdar  the  qpeeUe  terma  of  the  bUl  wavld 
oporato  to  dlanharge  the  aoverameat  from 
aay  ptmvl  ItabiUty  whlelt  might  arlaa  as 
the  reaatt.of  the  leluiu. 

Tha  saw  aaeUon  40  prorldea  eertatai  exeep- 
Hoaa  to  fhli  genaral  ptdley  of  reatltutlon 
of  alien  property,  rirat.  tt  intyrldea  that 
prlvato  prop»t»  ahiOI  aot  be  reamed  to 
the  goveniBMfnt  of  any  aatlam  with  which 
the  Oofaramaat  of  the  Uhited  Statea  has 
bean  at  war  ainee  Deeember  7, 1841.  with  the 
eiBeapttoB  of  the  Itallaa  Oofmament.  Ihe 
XtaHaa  Gkrrvameat  baa  been  ocoepted  la 
,vl«w  of  the  terma  of  the  treaty  of  peace 
aad  tanptaBieBttBg  agreemeata  eoneloded 
with  that  aatlon.  Setora  la  further  pro- 
hibited to  Indlvktaala  who  alace  December 
31.  1W4.  have  lived  behind  the  ao-oalled 
Iron  Curtain  and  to  oorporatlooa  having  their 
aola.  or  prlnuury  aeat,  la  auch  areas.  Beoov- 
ary  la  llkswtae  dented  to  aay  tndtrklual  eon- 
vteted  of  war  crhaee.  which  term  Is  defined 
aa  the  entry  of  Judgmeat  agalnat  any  person 
Who  waa  eonvteted  poracmaUy.  and  by  name, 
of  oartala  apeetfled  erhaea  by  a  court  of 
eompetent  Jucladletlan.  aa  deflaed  by  the 
Veeted  gWi|>erty  Oommlaaloa.  Betum  is  alao 
denied  of  property  located  In  the  Philippine 
lalanda  at  the  tlma  of  veatlng  of  auch  pr<q>- 
vtt9  or  the  prooeeda  thereof  la  aubject  to 
tnuosfer  to  the  PhiUppine  BepubUc  under 
the  i»ovlBtons  of  tbe  Philippine  Property  Act 
of  1M6,  aa  aaiended. 


Xa  addition  to  theee  prohlbltl<ms.  rf  tiim 
may  be  reatrlcted  only  so  long  as  fc^ign 
govaramente  haflng  Jurisdiction  ove«  the 
retiarnee.  or  the  pn^ierty  to  be  rec#lved, 
persist  In  the  policy  which  would  result  In 
eonflaeatlon  upon  return.  Such  property, 
however,  may  be  returned  at  such  tlnies  as 
Department  of  State  certifies  to  the  Att4>rney 
€teneral  that  he  has  received  assurance  from 
such  foreign  governments  that  the  pra|>erty 
wUl  not  be  confiscated  upon  return  t«  the 
owner  thereof. 

In  aome  caaes.  claimants  whose  pra|>erty 
haa  been  veeted  have  entered  Into  compro- 
mlaaa  with  the  Office  of  Alien  Property  pro- 
viding for  the  return  of  leas  than  the  full 
value  of  the  inx>perty  held  by  that  Office. 
Thla  bill  provldea  that  persons  who  have 
aatered  into  auch  a  compromise  may  a^xire 
the  return  of  tlieir  lux^ierty  (or  the  Kqul- 
dated  proceeds,  if  the  property  has  been  sold 
or  otberwlae  dlapoaed  of)  upon  tender  to  the 
United  Statea.  without  Interest,  of  the 
amoimt  reoelved  as  the  result  of  any  align- 
ment, compromise,  or  release. 

Oartala  of  the  pn^Mrtiea  now  administered 
by  tbe  OOoe  of  Allen  Property  are  of  such 
magnitude  and  importance  to  the  industrial 
might  of  the  United  Stotcs  that  it  may  be 
desirable  that  thla  Oovemment  should,  in 
the  Interests  of  its  own  well-being,  re^iuire 
the  sale  of  that  property  to  American  clti- 
aena.    Provlalon    for    such    contingent    is 
aiade  by  authorizing  the  President,  within 
00  days  from  the  enactment  of  this  leg isla- 
tkm  to  nrnke  a  finding  that  certain  property 
BOW  held  by  the  uaited  States  should  be  sold 
to  Aawrlean  toterests.    Upon  such  finding 
the  property  Is  to  be  returned  subject  ta  the 
eondltlon  that  the  same  be  aold  wlthbi  12 
moDtha  of  return  to  American  dtlaens.    The 
Attorney  Oeneral  may.  in  such  ease,  apifly  to 
the  Uhlted   Statee   District   Court  for   the 
District  of  Ooltnnbla  to  encumber  retiim  of 
the  property  with  that  oondlUon  and  with 
the  addltfcmal  eondltlon  that  United  akatea 
etttwna  be  appointed  to  supervlae  the  ora- 
tion of  tha  enlennlae  during  the  period 
^totted  for  aale  In  order  to  protect  trade 
eecrets    poseeseed    by    the    enterprise.    The 
eooamlttee  has  alao  Inaerted  a  limitation  on 
the  return  of  oertala  corporate  shares  Where 
the  corporation'!  properties  are  located  In 
the  Uhlted  States,  where  a  valid  optioi  for 
purehaae  of  the  stock  by  the  alien  o^fners 
haa  been  executed  in  favor  of  American  cltl- 
aena.  giving  such  citizens  a  right  of  first 
iMuftal  In  the  event  the  property  Is  to  be 
uoa^    Thla  provision  of  the  bUl  provides  that 
return  ahall  be  considered  a  sale,  thus  giving 
American   cltlzeDs   an   opportunity  to  pur- 
-  ebaae  the  stock  at  a  value  to  be  detemtfned 
by  the  Attorney  General.    The  proceeds  of 
■ale  are  thereafter  transferred  to  the  ilien 
owners  of  record.    Further,  where  one-fhird 
of  the  outstanding  stock  of  a  vested  corik)ra- 
tlon   Is    owned   tay   American    citizens, '  the 
Attorney  General  may  protect  the  interest  of 
auch  cttlsens  against   possible  unfavorable 
treatment  by  former  owners   through   the 
public  sale  of  the  stock  of  the  former  enemy 
to  American  citizens.    The  proceeds  of  sale 
are  to  be  remitted  to  the  owner  of  record  less 
any  stuns  which  the  corixjratlon  may  have 
been  forced  to  pay  foreign  governmente  for 
'•^••■c   ol   properties   of   such   corporaltlon 
which  were  seized  because  of  enemy  t»int. 
The    necessity    for    this    amendment    waa 
demonstrated  by  testimony  relating  to  the 
Hugo  Stinnee  Corp.     These  are  several  of  a 
number  of  rrovtslons  which  have  been  In- 
cluded in  the  measure  In  order  to  aford 
maximum  protection  to  American   citizens 
who  may  be  adversely  affected  by  the  adop- 
tion of  this  legislation. 

The  bill  also  contains  protective  provi- 
sions relating  to  return  which  appear  in 
earlier  sections  of  the  Trading  With  the 
Knemy  Act,  Typical  is  the  provision  in  tub- 
section  (b),  section  40,  relating  to  the  filing 
of  petitions  by  a  returnee  for  a  redemption 
la  respect  of  any  final  order  of  the  War  Con- 


tract Adjustment  Board  determining  ex<- 
cessive  profits.  Also,  the  provision^  of  sub- 
section (c)  of  section  40,  binding  ady  person 
to  whom  return  of  an  invention  |la  to  be 
made,  to  any  notice  or  order  issued,  br  agree- 
ment made  pursuant  to  the  Renegotiation 
Act  of  October  31.  1942  (50  Stat.  lo|3). 

Subsection  (c)  has  been  amendid,  again 
in  an  effort  to  afford  protection  to  American 
citizens  whose  rights  might  be  affected  by 
this  bill.  The  amendment  to  subsection  (c) 
provides  that  return  of  any  inventian  under 
this  section  shall  be  subject  to  ezfrtlng  li- 
censes issued  by  the  Allen  Property  Cuato- 
dlan  or  his  successors  except  that  the  re- 
turnee shall  not  succeed  to  the  Cu^todlan'a 
right  to  revoke  such  licenses.  The  Office  of 
Allen  Property  has  made  patents  re4dlly  and 
freely  available  to  American  industry.  Thla 
policy  was  widely  publicized  and  vetted  pat- 
ents, with  respect  to  which  no  American 
rights  would  be  prejudiced,  were  offered  for 
license  on  a  revocable,  nonezchislre.  royalty- 
free  basis,  obtained  for  a  nominal  feb.  Borne 
American  citizens  have  undoubte|Uy  pro- 
ceeded, on  the  basis  of  these  roy|Uty-fr«e 
licenses,  to  develop  business  Intereslts  which 
might  be  Jeopardized  unless  some  provision 
were  included  in  the  act  recogniglng  and 
protecting  such  licenses  but  ertraotlng  the 
revocable  provision  they  contain.  tTie  pat- 
tern here  adopted  is  similar  to  that  utilized 
by  the  United  Stetes  in  the  rettun  of  pat- 
ents to  Italian  nationals  under  the  treaty  of 
peace  (and  the  later  Lombardo  agnecment) 
entered  into  with  that  nation. 

Subsection  (d)  of  the  new  sectloa  40  con- 
fers upon  the  returnee  all  righte,  privUcgca. 
and  obligations  with  respect  to  the  property 
returned  which  would  have  existed  If  the 
interest  had  not  vested  in  the  CUatodlaa, 
with  such  exceptions  aa  are  noteq  In  tha 
act,  particularly  that  proviaton  requiring  the 
retention  of  a  sum  to  cover  ezpenaas  of  ad- 
ministering property  during  the  ovptodlan- 
shlp  thereof.  Subsectton  (d)  alao  eontalna 
provisions  similar  to  that  now  app^trlng  In 
subsection  (d)  of  section  83  of  the  Ttading 
With  the  Enemy  Act  which  prot^cte  the 
United  Stetes  from  the  aasertton  of  any 
claim  by  the  returnee  based  upon  the  reten- 
tion, sale,  disposition,  or  use  of  the  prtq>- 
erty  during  the  period  held  by  th4  United 
States. 

Subsection  (e)  of  the  new  section  40,  pat- 
terned after  subsection  (e)  of  sec^n  S3, 
provides  that  retvu^  of  tbe  property  under 
this  bill  shall  not  bar  prosecution  of  any 
suit  at  law  or  equity  against  the  person  to 
whom  return  is  made,  to  eaUbllah  aay  right, 
title,  or  interest  to  the  property  wh|eh  may 
exist,  or  may  have  existed,  at  the  time  of 
vesting.  Thus,  if  it  is  asserted  ttiat  the 
owner  of  record  is  not  the  true  own4r.  thoee 
making  such  an  assertion  may  hate  their 
claim  determined  Judicially  in  spite!  of  pre- 
vious adverse  administrative  detenilnatlon 
by  the  Office  of  Allen  Property  and  Judicial 
review  thereof.  The  period  during  which 
such  property  was  In  the  hands '  of  the 
United  States  Is  not  to  be  considereg  In  the 
determination  of  the  period  within  which 
such  action  may  be  instituted. 

As  an  added  measure  of  protection  to  cit- 
izens of  the  United  Stetes,  the  bill  provides 
that,  in  the  event  return  is  to  be  made  to  a 
foreign  resident,  or  a  corporation  oi^ganized 
under  foreign  laws,  notice  of  IntedUon  to 
return  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  at  least  60  days  prior  to  return. 
Such  notice  shall  specify  intention  to  make 
such  return,  to  whom  return  is  to  be  made, 
and  the  place  where  the  property  td  be  re- 
turned is  located.  At  the  same  time 
claimants  of  record  are  to  be  notified  by  reg- 
istered mall  of  the  Intention  to  retiirn  aUen 
property  irrespective  of  the  residence  or  lo- 
cation of  the  returnee.  This  publication  ol 
notice,  or  the  giving  of  notice  by  registered 
mall,  confers  no  rlglit  of  action  upon  any 
claimant  to  compel  the  return  of  property 
and  such  notice  may  be  revoked  by  publica- 
tion of  appropriate  notice  in  the  Federal 
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Beglster.    Thoee  who  have  an  Interest  In  the 
property,  eredlton.  for  example,  may  dur- 
ing this  period  seek  a  writ  of  attachment, 
notice  of  which  la  to  be  carved  upon  tha  At- 
torney GeneraL    Any  aitch  attachment  cr 
other  similar  proceeding  la  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  law  apj^lcLble  to  such  action 
In  the  Jurltdlotlon  under  which  the  proceed- 
ing haa  begun,  but  for  tlie  purpose  of  com- 
puting the  stetute  of  llmttetlons.  the  period 
during  which  the  pnq^wrty  was  In  the  hands 
of  the  Allen  Property  Cufitodlan.  or  his  suc- 
ceasors.  ahall  not  be  counted.    Under  a  writ 
of  attachment  obtelned  in  thla  m»nnrr  no 
officer  of  any  eoiirt  can  take  poaseaslon  of 
the  property  without  the  consent  of  the  At- 
torney General  and  publication  of  notice  of 
revocation  of  Intention  v>  return  ahall  In- 
validate any  attachment  with  respect  to  the 
property.    However,   the    bill   requires    that 
the  Attorney  General,  or  "Jie  Vested  Property 
Commission,  which  nuiy  in  some  caaes  suc- 
ceed to  the  reaponslbUlty  of  the  Attorney 
General,  accord  full  effe:t  to  any  tuch  at- 
tachment In  returning  the  property  or  in- 
terest.   In  such  proceedings,  before  a  writ 
of  attechment.  the  bill  p«rmlte  the  recorded 
owner  to  file  a  bond  In  an  amotmt  to  be 
set  by  the  court  In  order  to  permit  retxim 
to  be  made  to  the  owner.    If  a  creditor  has 
an  action  against  the  property  or  Ite  owner 
In  the  United  Stetes  cour:a  on  appeal  from  a 
decision  of  the  Custodian,  no  notice  of  in- 
tention to  return  Is  to  be  published  until 
that  matter  haa  been  Judicially  determined. 
Subeectlon  (g)  of  the  new  sectton  40  con- 
tains  three   deflnlttons.    (1)    describes   the 
Russian   Zone  of  Oocupfitlon   of  Germany. 
(3)  definea  the  use  of  the  term  "other  Com- 
munist-dominated countrlea"  tised  In  aub- 
•ectlon  (a)  of  sectton  40,  and  (3)  partlcu- 
larlaea  on  the  term  "convicted  of  war  crimes" 
which  was  referred  to  ear:  ier  In  this  analyala. 
The  new  sectton  41  of  the  Trading  With 
the  Enemy  Act  would  create  a  Conunlaalon 
to  be  known  aa  the  Vetted  Fnqiwrty  Oom- 
miatton.    This  Commlaa-on  la  to  be  oom- 
posed  of  S  perrona  appointed  by  the  Prcal- 
dent,  by  and  with   the  lulvtoe  and  oonaent 
of  the  Senate,  each  of  whom  la  to  receive 
an  annual  aalary  at  the  rite  of  •14.000.    The 
Commlatlon  la  authorlaed  to  employ  tuch 
personnel   aa   may   be   iteoetaary   to   carry 
out  ite  funcUona  tmder  thla  act.  but  In  no 
event  Is  such  staff  to  exceed  M  persons.    The 
bill  confers  authority  to  promulgate  rules 
and  regulattons  to  carry  out  the  purpoeee 
and  functions  of  the  bill  en  the  Commlaaton. 
The  decisions  of  tlie  Commission  oonoem- 
Ing  returns  as  a  matter  cf  grace  under  this 
bill  are  to  l)e  final,  and  the  authority  of  the 
Commission,  aa  well  aa  ttte  term  of  ofllce  of 
Its  members,  expiree  8  years  from  the  date  on 
which  the  majority  of  Ite  members  appointed 
first  take  office.    In  the  event  return  is  com- 
pleted under  this  act  at  a  time  earlier  than  8 
years  from  the  asstunptlon  of  duties  by  the 
members  of  the  CommisE-lon.  the  President 
Is  authorized  to  fix  an  earlier  termination 
date. 

Section  42  provides  that  persons  desiring 
return  of  property  under  this  act  must  fUe 
a  claim  with  the  Attorney  General  within  1 
year  from  the  date  of  emvctment  of  the  bill 
In  the  form  and  m^nnwy  prescribed  by  Mm, 
except  that  claimante  who  have  already 
filed  a  claim  for  return  of  their  property 
ahall  be  deemed  to  have  complied  with  auch 
a  requirement  without  addlttonal  filing. 

The  Attorney  Oeneral  is  auth<»-lzed  under 
section  43  to  make  an  Initial  determination 
with  respect  to  the  cUglbUlty  of  each 
claimant  for  returns  undf-r  section  40  of  this 
act.  However,  the  Attorney  General  cannot 
return  such  property  uatil  00  days  have 
eUpeed  after  pubUcatioa  In  the  Federal 
BegUter.  as  provided  by  station  40  (f )  of  this 
bUl.  In  cases  where  comllcting  title  clalma 
have  been  filed,  such  clidms  are  to  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Vested  Property  Commlaaton 
for  Inspection  and  dlspcisltlon.     Where  no 


oonlltettng  tlUe  clalais  have  been  gled  prior 
to  December  81.  loss,  and  the  owner  has 
filed  a  claim  before  AprU  80.  1040.  the  AU 
tomey  General  la  directed  to  order  the  re- 
turn of  such  vested  property  upon  applica- 
tion, subject  to  deleUon  for  taxes,  conserva- 
tory expenses,  and  expenaes  of  administra- 
tion of  the  property  during  custodianship 
The  provision  of  thU  sectton  relating  to  con- 
flicting UUe  claims  U  Intended  to  dUttn- 
gulsh  such  claims  from  debt  claims  filed 
under  sectton  34  of  the  Trading  With  the 
Enemy    Act,    which    constitute    claims    of 
creditors  against  the  property  rather  than 
daima  of  tiUe.    It  U  important  to  note  that 
the  provlalona  of  thU  bill  do  not  repeal  aec- 
tton  84  of  the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act. 
Thus,  property  retained  under  the  provl- 
stons  of  the  bUl  remaina  subject  to  such 
claims.  Insofar  as  property   to  be  returned 
te    oonoemed.    persons    who    have    a    fi»t«i 
agalnat  the  property  for   the  paymente  of 
debte  may  proceed  to  assert  their  Interest 
by  the  filing  of  write  of  attachment  after 
notice  of  mtentton  to  return  as  discussed 
earlier  in  this  analysis.    However,  in  no  case, 
except  as  provided  in  section  40  (f).  shall  a 
pending  claim  under  section  34  deUy  re- 
turn of  the  property  pending  adjudlcatton 
therectf.    Thla  aectton  is  designed  particu- 
larly to  rid  the  Gk>verunent  of  tbe  United 
Stetea  of  an  administrative  burden,  which 
estlmatee   have   todleated   cannot   tw   com- 
pleted In  leaa  than  80  or  man  yeara  under 
ezlating  law  and  proceditfe. 

The  eubcommlttee  which  Investigated  the 
administration  of  the  TVadlng  With  the 
&iemy  Act  noted  In  Ite  report  that  the  title 
claims  filed  with  the  oak«  of  Allen  Property 
were  aot  being  dlspoeed  of  aa  rapidly  aa  de- 
Blred.  In  order  to  foreatall  such  devtfop- 
Bkent  after  adoption  of  this  leglslatton,  pro- 
vistons  have  been  Inserted  to  section  44  of 
the  btU  providing  that  claimante  aggrieved 
by  a  dadalon  of  the  Attorney  Oeneral,  or  by 
faUure  of  the  Attorney  General  to  render  a 
dedaloB  with  raq>ect  to  their  claim  within 
1  year  awy  appeal  to  the  Vest«l  Property 
Ootamlastoa  under  procedures  to  be  pre- 
aertbed  by  that  body.  Thus,  if  return  u  not 
nuula  within  1  year  from  the  date  of  filing  the 
claim,  or  l  year  from  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  act,  depending  upon  the  time  and 
dreumatancee  under  which  the  claim  la 
filed,  or  If  tbe  Attorney  General  falls  to  cer- 
tify a  claim  to  the  Commission  in  which  a 
conflicting  tiUe  claim  has  been  asserted,  the 
claimant  aiay  invoke  an  administrative  ap- 
peal. However,  In  an  effort  to  estebllsh  some 
degree  of  finality  with  req>eet  to  conatdera- 
tlon  Of  these  claims,  it  is  also  provided  ta 
eecUon  44  that  decUtona  by  the  Attorney 
General  with  respect  to  claims  are  to  be 
final  If  not  appealed  within  00  days  after 
notification  to  claimante  by  registered  mall. 
Section  44  also  preserves  the  right  of  any 
peiaon  otharwlse  eligible  to  continue  to  pur- 
sue the  remedies  afforded  him  by  sections 
0  (a)  and  83  of  the  Trading  With  the  Enemy 
Act.  Theee  aecttons  provide  an  avenue  of 
recovery  by  persons  who  may  be  claased  as 
nonenemles  in  fact. 

Section  45  of  the  bill  authorises  the  Com- 
mission to  make  a  study  of  the  problems 
which  might  arise  as  a  result  of  the  adoption 
of  this  legislation  as  they  relate  to  executive 
agreemente  entered  into  with  other  nations. 
The  Commisston  is  to  report  to  the  Congress 
by  January  1,  10S5,  outlining  such  problems 
In  detail  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  con- 
greas  to  enact  legislation  to  fairly  and  prop- 
erly deal  with  such  other  nations  in  light  of 
the  expressed  policy  of  the  United  States  of 
nonconflscation. 

The  Oommlaaion  Is  limited  under  section 
40  to  the  expenditure  of  0350,000  per  annxun 
In  the  conduct  of  Ite  bualneaa.  It  ia  charged 
with  the  obligation  of  determining  the 
amount  which  haa  been  and  will  be  expended 
in  the  adminlstrattoo  of  vested  ainrts  No 
return  la  to  be  made  under  this  act  unleaa 
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the  claimant  agraat  to  the  ratantloai  of  am 
amount  equal  to  the  pro  rata  ahaia  whloh 
his  property  bears  to  the  total  anenaaa  aa 
ascertained  by  the  Ooaunlastaa.  XdcM  to 
provide  funds  sufficient  to  meet  such  lelak- 
bursement,  the  Attorney  General  is  author- 
laed to  Uquldate  retumaUe  aaarti  to  the  ex- 
tent neoeaaary  to  provide  funda  for  auch 
retention  except  that  the  owner  of  the  prep- 
ertyla  to  be  given  an  opportunity  to  pay  ttia 
neceaaary  amount  in  lieu  of  auch  liquida- 
tion of  the  property.    Mo  retantloa  tor  ax- 

uona.  oopyrigtate,  or  trade-marka.  other  »*>»n 
from  the  proceeds  coUected  from  such  ItenM^ 

Under  the  provisions  of  section  47,  tha 
Commlaslon  is  obligated  to  determine  by  esti- 
mate, within  80  days  after  Ite  mamben  aa- 
sume  odlce.  the  sum  of  money  which  will  be 
necessary  ta  order  to  carry  out  tbe  purpcaea 
of  thla  act.  Tbe  bUl  then  autborlaea  anap- 
proprlatlon,  for  credit  to  the  Attorney  Can- 
•r*^.  of  the  turn  the  Oommtelon  reporta  aa 
neceaaary  to  satisfy  awarda  under  aeetlon  4g 
where  the  property  haa  been  aold  and  tha 
proceeds  disposed  of  tmder  the  provlslaas  of 
section  89  of  the  Trading  With  the  Enemy 
Act.  Section  47  also  reqidrea  that  all  funtto 
remaining  after  the  administration,  liquida- 
tion, disposition,  pursuant  to  the  act,  be  paid 
Into  the  T^reasury  of  the  united  Statee. 

FoUowlng  sectton  47  (c)  there  appears,  at 
tbe  request  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  an 
exprees  repealer  of  section  SO  of  the  Ttadlag  ■■ 
With  the  Enemy  Act.  Section  SO  waa  tha 
leglalative  enactment  rnmm passing  the  eon- 
fiacatory  pMlcy  which  had  been  set  In  Bxmon 
by  Indivlduala  ta  the  Treasury  Department. 
Actions  of  these  penons  are  traced  In  detail 
In  the  final  report  of  the  Buboommlttee  TO 
Conduct  an  Examination  and  Bevlaw  of  tha 
Trading  With  tbe  Enemy  Act.  The  amend- 
ment la  not  to  be  oonstrusd  as  an  expreaatoa 
of  tatentlon  to  repeal  the  War  daUas  Act  of 
1048. 

Section  a  (b)  givaa  to  tha  Attoraay  Oan- 
cral  the  tipuas  right  to  continue  tha  laoov- 
«ry  at  expenses  incurred  ta  tbe  managsmant 
of  vested  property  for  conservation,  ptsaer- 
vatton,  and  maintenance  of  auch  ptopssty  aa 
prevtoualy  set  forth  In  aaettoa  sa  (g )  and 
In  addition  adds  the  aaturanoe  that  auch  es- 
penaea  will  be  recovered  from  all  praperty 
returned  under  sectton  40. 

cowcLuaraw 

The  long  review  by  this  committee  of  tha 
admlnlstratton  of  the  Trading  With  the  En- 
emy Act.  combined  with  algnlfleant  shlfte 
ta  world  conditions,  have^  convinced  tha 
members  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  that 
a  reorientetion  of  thla  Mationt  attitude  to- 
ward alien  assete  wlthta  this  country  Is  re- 
quired. The  present  confiscatory  approach 
Is  undermining  tbe  economic  dogma  advo- 
cated by  this  Nation  alnce  Ite  taceptton.  tt 
has  plagued  our  own  citizenry  with  tavest- 
mente  abroad  and  has  occasioned  111  feeling 
among  those  nattons  whose  active  aaslstanca 
we  now  seek  In  repelling  totalitarian  ag- 
gresston. 

The  committee  bellsves  it  regrettable  tha* 
this  un-American  policy  of  eonfiseatton  has 
been  so  firmly  engndned  aa  to  require  sub- 
stantial appropriattons  and  material  revision 
ta  our  taternational  agreemente  ta  order  to 
extricate  our  Nation  from  that  policy. 
Nevertheless,  such  steps  must  be  taken  la 
order  to  accomplish  worthwhile  resulta  aad 
prevent  further  impairment  of  our  eoonomle 
and  dlplaoMtic  pMMltlon.  Althoogh  fiiiaa 
compllcatkma  have  been  tnged  as  detei  rente 
to  the  reappraisal  Inherent  ta  8.  8438.  they 
are  not  algnlfleant  enough  to  assume  tha 
stetua  of  Insuperable  obstacles  to  adt^itton 
of  the  bin. 

Enactment  of  this  tilll  U  isamHsl  to 
own  taterests.  certainly,  bat  tt  obisIHmI 
an  effective  demoostratton  of  tl 
Ity  of  the  AnKrican  paopla.     & 
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the  vappori  of  tli*  Ootninlttee  on  the  Judl- 
eUry;  tt  Mmrrm  the  mpport  of  the  Oon- 
greee.  The  eemmtttee,  therefore,  recom- 
mnadi  tb«t  UUe  leglalatlon.  m  amended,  be 
tmyonMf  eonaldered. 

CBAiraCB  IH  SOBTnra  LAW 
In  <wi¥ii>H»nfie  with  mbeection  (4)  of  rule 
at  the  Btandlng  Biilee  of  the  Senate. 
In  e»1etlng  law  made  by  the  bUl.  ae 
xeportad.  are  shown  ae  follows  (existing  law 
ptopoeed  to  be  omitted  Is  enclosed  in  Uack 
braclBsts,  new  matter  Is  printed  in  Italics. 
•Ustliic  law  In  which  no  ebaftge  is  proposed 
Is  shown  in  ranuoi) : 
"  Tfimt  the  Trudiug  WUb.  the  Knemy  Act  of 
1917,  m»  mmenAtd,  be  further  amended  by 
addinf  the  /oUoiMwf  seetUms: 

"See.  40.  (a)  Any  property  or  interest 
vested  (or  pejfmfnt  mede  to  the  United 
State*  in  tteu  of  veeting)  pumiant  to  the 
prooisiofu  o/  thi*  act  after  December  7, 
1941  {or  the  Uqutdated  proeeeda  thereof), 
together  wUh  any  dividend*.  distrOmtione, 
or  other  tncrement  paid  or  oZlowed  thereon 
enJuwiuent  to  euch  vesting,  reduced  by  any 
.  psyvients  against  the  property  under  section 
~  34  of  the  act  and  any  compensation  received 
by  the  owner  wUh  respect  to  such  property 
from  the  government  of  any  nation  pursuant 
to.  or  as  a  resuU  of,  any  treaty  or  other 
tntematUmal  agreement  between  the  United 
States  and  ««eh  nation,  sh«M.  as  a  matter 
of  graoe,  be  returned  in  its  state  as  of  the 
date  of  enmetment  of  this  section  (i.  e.,  in 
kind  or  as  Uqutdated  proceeds),  to  the 
natural  person,  firm,  trust,  association,  or 
oorporation  who  or  which  was  the  owner 
thereof  at  the  tirrie  of  such  vesting,  or  to 
legal  representative  or  successor,  as  the  case 
may  be.  of  such  owner,  if  the  owner  be  dead 
or  if  its  existence  shall  have  been  in  any 
wise  terminated.  In  determining  the 
'ovoner',  the  record  holding  or  title  owner- 
ship as  the  ease  may  be,  of  such  property 
at  the  time  of  vesting  stiaU  be  conclusive 
and  delivery,  transfer,  conveyance,  or  pay-- 
ment  to  such  owner,  or  to  the  legal  repre- 
sentative or  successor  thereof,  shall  operate 
to  discharge  the  United  States  from  plural 
liability  in  respect  of  the  term  provided  for 
hereunder:  Provided,  however.  That,  except 
for  tha  Qovemment  of  Italy,  no  return  in- 
volving property  other  than  consular  or 
diplomatic  property  {or  proceeds  resulting 
from  the  sale  thereof)  shall  be  made  pur- 
suant to  this  section  to  the  government  of 
any  nation  with  which  the  United  States  has 
been  at  war  ^eince  December  7,  1941,  or  at 
any  time  thitreafter  or  to  subdivisions  or 
successors  of  any  such  government:  Provided 
further.  Thai  no  such  return  shall  be  made 
pursuant  to  this  section  (1)  to  natural  per- 
sons who  on  January  1,  1954,  or  any  time 
thereafter  prior  to  such  return  have  lived, 
or  corporations,  companies,  or  associations 
having  their  sole  or  primary  seat,  in  the 
Jtussian  none  of  occupation  of  Germany. 
German  territory  under  provisUmal  Polish 
or  Soviet  administration,  or  in  Albania,  Bul- 
garia, Communist  China.  Czechoslovakia, 
Hungary.  Poland.  Jtumania,  or  the  Soviet 
Union,  or  other  Communist-dominated 
countries,  or  (2)  to  any  natural  person  con- 
victed of  war  crimes,  as  hereinafter  defined, 
(J)  to  the  owner  of  such  property  at  the 
time  of  vesting,  or  to  the  legal  representative 
or  successor,  as  the  ease  may  be,  of  such 
oumer,  until  the  Attorney  General,  or  the 
officer  or  agency  authorized  to  make  such 
return,  has  received  a  certificate  from  the 
Department  of  State  that  it  has  obtained 
satisfactory  assurances  that  such  property 
will  not,  upon  the  return  thereof,  be  seized 
or  treated,  directly  or  indirectly,  as  enemy 
property  by  any  foreign  government  having 
jurisdiction  over  such  property  or  the  owner 
thereof;  or  {4)  if  such  property  was  located 
in  the  Philippine  Islands  at  the  time  of 
vesting  and  such  property,  or  the  proceeds 
thereof,  is  subject  to  transfer  to  the  Republic 
of  the  PhUippines  under  the  Philippine 
Property  Act  of  1946.  as  amended:  Provided 


further.  That  if,  after  any  such  property  u>$s 
so  pested  the  6laim  of  an  owner  vjith  respect 
to  such  property  was  assigned  or  released  to 
or  compromised  with  the  United  States  pr 
the  Alien  Property  Custodian,  his  success^ 
or  successors,  no  such  property  or  the  liqui- 
dated proceeds  thereof  shall  be  returntd 
pursuant  to  this  section  unless  such  owner 
Shall  tender  to  the  United  States,  without 
interest,  the  amotint  received  upon  such 
assignment,  compromise,  or  release:  Providtd 

,  further.  That  the  President  may,  within  $0 
day  from  the  date  of  enactment  hereof,  find 
that  it  is  in  the  national  interest  to  require 
€tny  owner  or  owners  to  dispose  of  their  right, 
title,  and  interest  in  said  property  to  citizens 
of  the  United  States  within  12  months  from 
the  date  of  the  return  thereof  to  such  owner 
or  owners:  in  which  event,  the  vested  prop- 
erty shall  be  forthwith  returned  to  the 
owner  or  owners  thereof  encumbered  with 
the  aforesaid  condition,  and  the  Unittd 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  upon  application  of  the  Attorney 
General  shall  enter  a  judgment  or  decree 
of  divestiture  to  such  effect,  and  said  court, 
recognizing  the  person  to  whom  the  prop- 
erty is  returned  as  the  owner  thereof,  shall 
order  said  person,  if  shares  of  stock  repre- 
senting the  voting  control  of  a  corporation 
be  the  returned  property,  to  nominate  three 
voting  trustees  of  United  States  citizenship. 
sttbject  to  the  approval  of  such  trustees  by 
said  court,  which  voting  trustees  shall  elect 
a  board  of  directors  entirely  of  United  States 
citizenship,  so  that  there  will  be  secured  and 
safeguarded,  until  divestiture  is  complete. 
the  operational,  manufacturing,  trading,  re- 
search, and  other  secrets  of  such  returned 
property,  or  of  the  business  or  other  activity 
represented  thereby  or  connected  therewipi, 
against  disclosure  to  or  use  by  foreign  in- 
terests; and  such,  judgment  or  decree  shall 
also  provide  that  if  the  owner  or  owners  do 
not  so  divest  tlumselves  within  said  12 
mont?*^  period,  the  Attorney  General  may 
thereafter  sell  forthwith  such  property  at 
public  action  and  remit  the  proceeds  to  the 
owner  or  owners:  Provided  further.  That  if 
the  Attorney  General  finds  that  (1)  any 
vested  property  or  interest  consists  of  shares 
of  stock  of  a  corporation  organized  under 
the  laws  of  any  State,  Territory,  or  posses- 
sion of  the  United  States  or  the  District  of 
Columbia,  (2)  at  least  one-third  of  the  total 
outstanding  shares  of  common  stock  of  such 
corporation  is  registered  in  the  names  of 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  (3)  return 
of  the  vested  shares  of  stock  of  such  cor- 
poration to  the  owner  or  owners  would  ma- 
terially prejudice  the  interests  of  such  citi- 
zen stockholders,  he  may  require,  as  a  con- 
dition precedent  to  return  pursuant  to  this 
act,  that  such  vested  stock  he  sold  at  public 
sale  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  sub- 
mitting the  highest  bid,  after  public  adver- 
tisement of  the  time  and  place  of  sale,  and 
in  such  event  such  corporation  shall  be 
entitled  to  receive  from  such  proceeds  of 
sale  reimbursement  for  any  payments  made 
or  payable  to  any  government  because  of 
an  alleged  enemy  interest  in  such  vested 
stocAc,  and  the  balance  of  the  proceeds  of 
such  sale,  except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  act,  shall  be  remitted  to  the  owner  or 
owners:  And  provided  further.  That  such 
return  shall  be  subject  to  a  determination 
that  the  Attorney  General  has  no  actual  or 
potential  liability  under  the  Renegotiation 
Act  or  the  act  of  October  31,  1942  {56  Stat. 
1013;  35  U.  S.  C.  A.  sees.  89-96),  in  respect 
of  the  property  or  interest  or  proceeds  to 
be  returned  and  that  the  claimant  and  his 

^  predecessor  in  interest,  if  any,  have  no  actxial 
or  potential  liability  of  any  kind  under  the 
Renegotiation  Act  or  the  said  act  of  October 
31,  1942;  or  in  the  alternative  that  the 
claimant  has  provided  security  or  under- 
takings adequate  to  assure  satisfaction  of 
all  such  liabilities  or  that  property  or  in- 
terest or  proceeds  to  be  retained  by  the  At- 
torney General  are  adequate  therefor:  Prc- 
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vided  further.  That  in  cases  v^ere  the  teised 
properties  consist  solely  of  shares  of  stock 
in  a  corporation  whose  properties  are  located 
in  the  United  States,  and  a  valid  Optton 
exists  in  favor  of  resident  stockholders  giv- 
ing rise  to  the  right  to  purchase  the  $eized 
stock  in  the  event  the  oumer  desires  to  sell 
such  stock,  the  return  of  such  stock  shall 
be  deemed  and  treated  in  law  and  equity 
as  a  prospective  sale  at  the  value  thereof 
to  be  determined  by  the  Attorney  General, 
thereby  entitling  such  option  holders  io  ex- 
ercise their  rights  in  accordance  u>ith  the 
terms,  provisions,  and  conditions  of  such 
option. 

"(b)  Notwithstanding  the  limitatioii  pre- 
scribed  in  the  Renegotiation  Act  upOH  the 
time  within  which  petitions  may  bd  filed 
in  the  Tax  Court  of  the  United  States,  any 
person  to  whom  any  property  or  interest  or 
proceeds  are  returned  hereunder  shall,  for  a 
period  of  ninety  days  [not  counting  Stxndoy 
or  a  legal  holiday  in  the  District  of  Colombia 
as  the  last  day)  following  return,  hafe  the 
right  to  file  such  a  petition  for  a  redemp- 
tion in  respect  of  any  final  order  of  the  War 
Contracts  Price  Adjustment  Board  de- 
termining excessive  profits,  made  against  the 
Alien  Property  Custodian,  his  succes$or  or 
successors,  or  of  any  determination,  not  em- 
bodied in  an  agreement,  of  excessive  profits, 
so  m,ade  by  or  on  behalf  of  a  Secretary. 

"(c)  Any  person  to  whom  any  invention, 
whether  patented  or  unpatented,  or  any  right 
or  interest  therein  is  returned  hereunder 
shall  be  bound  by  any  notice  or  order  issued 
or  agreement  made  pursuant  to  the  pet  of 
October  31,  1942  (56  Stat.  1013).  in  rtspect 
of  such  invention  or  right  or  interest,  and 
such  person  to  whom  a  licensor's  iiiterest 
is  returned  shall  have  all  rights  assert4fi)te  by 
a  licensor  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  said 
act.  Return  of  any  invention  pursuant  to 
this  section  shall  be  subject  to  existing  li- 
censes issued  by  the  Alien  Property  Custo- 
dian, his  successor  or  successors,  an4  shall 
not  include  any  rights  of  the  Alien  Property 
Custodian,  hit  successor  or  successors,  to 
revoke  such  licenses. 

"(d)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  here- 
in, and  except  to  the  extent  that  the  Presi- 
dent or  such  officer  or  agency  as  he  may 
designate  may  otherwise  determine,  an^y  per- 
son to  whom  return  is  made  hereunder  shall 
have  all  rights,  privileges,  and  obligations  in 
respect  to  the  property  or  interest  returned 
or  the  proceeds  of  which  are  returned  which 
would  have  existed  if  the  property  or  interest 
had  not  vested  in  the  Alien  Property  Custo- 
dian, his  successor  or  successors,  but  no 
cause  of  action  shall  accrue  to  such  person 
in  respect  of  any  deduction  or  retention  of 
any  part  of  the  property  or  interest  or  pro- 
ceeds by  the  Alien  Property  Custodian,  his 
successor  or  successors,  for  the  purpose  of 
paying  taxes,  costs,  or  expenses  in  cdnnec- 
tion  with  .tuch  property  or  interest  or  pro- 
ceeds: Provided.  That  no  person  to  whom  a 
return  is  made  pursuant  to  this  sectictn,  nor 
the  successor  in  intercut  of  such  persoj^  shall 
acquire  or  have  any  claim  or  right  of  action 
against  the  United  States  or  any  department, 
establishment,  or  agency  thereof,  or  cotpora- 
tion  owned  thereby,  or  against  any  person 
authorized  or  licenced  by  the  United  States, 
founded  upon  the  retention,  sale,  or  other 
disposition,  or  use,  during  the  period  tt  was 
vested  in  the  Alien  Property  Custodian,  his 
succes.tor  or  successors,  of  the  returned 
property,  interest,  or  proceeds.  Any  notice 
to  the  Alien  Property  Custodian,  his  succes- 
sor or  successors,  in  respect  of  any  property 
or  interest  or  proceeds  shall  constitute  no- 
tice to  the  person  to  whom  such  property  or 
interest  or  proceeds  is  returned  and  such 
person  shall  succeed  to  all  burdens  and  obli- 
gations in  respect  of  such  property  or  in- 
terest or  proceeds  which  accrued  during  the 
time  of  retention  by  the  Alien  Property  Cus- 
todian, his  successor  or  successors,  but  the 
period  during  which  the  property  or  interest 
or  proceeds  returned  were  vested  in  the  Alien 
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Property  Custodian,  Ms  successor  or  succes- 
tors,  shall  not  be  included  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  the  application  of  any  statute 
of  limitatioju  to  the  assertion  of  any  rights 
by  such  person  in  respect  oj  such  property  or 
interest  or  proceeds. 

"(e)  No  return  hereunder  shaU  bar  the 
prosecution  of  any  suit  at  law  or  in  equity 
against  a  person  to  whom  return  has  been 
made,  to  establish  any  right,  title,  or  in- 
terest, which  may  exist  or  which  may  hax>e 
existed  at  the  time  of  vesting,  in  or  to  the 
property  or  interest  retum>id.  With  respect 
to  any  such  suit,  the  period  during  which 
the  property  or  interest  or  proceeds  returned 
were  vested  in  the  Alien  Pr<rperty  Custodian, 
his  successor  or  successors,  shall  not  be  in- 
cluded for  the  p%iTpose  of  determining  the 
application  of  any  statute  of  limitations. 

"(/)  At  least  to  days  be /ore  making  any 
returr^  to  any  person  other  than  a  resident 
of  the  United  States  or  a  corporation  or- 
ganized under  the  lawt  of  the  United  States, 
or  any  State,  Territory,  or  poMsession  thereof, 
or  the  District  of  Columbia,  the  Attorney 
General,  or  the  Commission,  cm  the  case  may 
be,  shall  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  of  intention  to  make  such  return, 
specifying  therein  the  perron  to  whom  re- 
turn is  to  be  made  and  the.  place  where  the 
property  or  interest  or  proceeds  to  be  re- 
turned are  located:  Provided,  That  if  a  de- 
termination by  the  Alien  Property  Custodian, 
his  successor  or  successors  is  under  review 
in  a  court  of  the  United  States,  under  the 
provisions  of  section  34  wit>i  respect  to  such 
property,  publication  of  svch  notice  of  in- 
tention to  return  shall  not  be  made  until 
entry  of  final  ^u^f^ment  by  the  court  or 
courts  of  such  review.  At.  the  same  time 
a  similar  notice  shall  be  given  by  registered 
mail  to  any  person  who  has  theretofore  filed 
with  the  Alien  Property  Custodian,  his  suc- 
cessor or  successors,  any  claim  to  such  prop- 
erty or  any  claim  agairut  the  person  to 
whom  it  is  proposed  to  return  such  property. 
Publication  of  a  notice  of  intention  to  re- 
turn shall  confer  no  right  of  action  upon  any 
person  to  compel  the  return  of  any  such 
property  or  interest  or  proceeds,  and  such 
notice  of  intention  to  return  may  be  re- 
voked by  appropriate  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  After  publication  of  such  notice 
of  intention  and  prior  to  revocation  thereof, 
the  property  or  interest  or  proceeds  speci- 
fied shall  be  subject  to  attachment  at  the 
suit  of  any  citizen  or  resident  of  the  United 
States  or  any  corporation  organized  under 
the  laws  of  the  United  States,  or  any  State, 
Territory,  or  possession  thereof,  or  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  in  the  same  manner  as 
property  of  the  person  to  whom  return  is 
to  be  made:  Provided.  That  notice  of  any 
writ  of  attachment  which  may  issue  prior 
to  return  shall  be  served  upon  the  Attorney 
General.  Any  such  attachment  proceeding 
shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  law 
relating  to  limitation  of  actions  applicable 
to  actions  at  law  in  the  jurisdiction  in  which 
such  proceeding  is  brought,  but  the  period 
during  which  the  property  or  interest  or 
proceeds  were  vested  in  the  Alien  Property 
Custodian,  his  successor  or  successors,  shall 
not  be  included  for  the  purpose  of  deter- 
mining the  period  of  limitation.  No  officer 
of  any  court  shall  take  actual  possession, 
without  the  consent  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, of  any  property  or  interest  or  proceeds 
■to  attached,  and  publication  of  a  notice  of 
rci^ocation  of  intention  to  return  shall  in- 
validate any  attachment  udth  respect  to  the 
specified  property  or  interest  or  proceeds, 
but  if  there  is  no  such  revocation,  the  Attor- 
ney General  or  the  Commission,  as  the  case 
may  be,  shall  accord  full  effect  to  any  such 
attachment  in  returning  any  such  property 
or  interest  or  proceeds:  Provided,  however. 
That  upon  notice  of  such  attachment  pro- 
ceedings to  the  Attorney  General,  return 
may  be  made  to  the  'owners'  under  section 
40  hereof  if  bond  is  posted  by  the  owner  in 
an  amount  set  by  the  court  in  which  such 


aitact-.ment    proceedings    ahaU    Tuwe    bee* 
filed. 

"ig)  As  used  in  this  section — 

"(l)  'The  Russian  Zone  of  Occupation  of 
Crermany"  shall  be  deemed  to  be  composed 
of  that  part  of  Germany  that  is  presently 
called  the  Soviet  Zone  of  Occupation,  and  the 
Russian  Sector  of  Berlin; 

"(2)  'Other  Communist-dominated  coun- 
tries' means  any  country  or  part  thereof,  ex- 
cept Austria,  that  was  actively  governed  by 
Communist  citHlians  or  occupied  by  Commu- 
nist forces  either  on  January  1,  1954,  or  at 
any  time  thereafter  prior  to  the  return  of 
the  property,  if  such  country  or  part  thereof 
is  ttill  so  governed  or  occupied  at  the  time  of 
the  return  of  such  property;  and 

"{3)  'Convicted  of  u>ar  crimes'  means  the 
entry  of  judgment  against  any  person  who 
has  been  convicted  personally  and  by  name 
by  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction  (as  de- 
fined by  the  Vested  Property  Commission) 
of  murder,  ill  treatment,  or  deportation  for 
slave  labor,  of  prisoners  of  xoar,  political  op- 
ponents, hostages,  or  civilian  population  in 
occupied  territories,  or  of  murder  or  ill  treat- 
ment Of  military  or  naval  persons,  or  of 
plunder  or  wanton  destruction  without  jus- 
tified military  necessity. 

"Sec.  41.  (a)  There  is  hereby  established 
a  Commission  to  be  known  as  the  Vested 
Property  Commission  (hereinafter  referred  to 
as  the  Commission) ,  to  be  composed  of  three 
persons  to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen- 
ate, each  member  of  the  Commission  to  re- 
ceive a  salary  at  the  rate  of  $14,000  per  an- 
num. One  such  member  shall  be  designated 
by  the  President  as  Chairman. 

"(b)  The  Commission  may  employ  such 
personnel,  clerical  and  technical,  as  may  be 
necessary  to  carry  out  its  functions,  but  in 
no  event  shall  the  number  so  employed  ex- 
ceed 50  persons;  and  shall  make  and  promul- 
gate such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be 
necessary  to  carry  out  its  purposes  and  func- 
tions. 

"(c)  All  decisions  of  the  Commission  con- 
cerning returns  as  a  matter  of  grace  shall  be 
final. 

"(d)  The  authority  of  the  Commission  and 
the  term  of  office  of  its  members  shall  termi- 
nate at  the  expiration  of  3  years  from  the 
date  on  lohieh  the  majority  of  its  members 
first  appointed  take  office,  but  the  President 
may.  by  Executive  order,  fix  an  earlier  ter- 
mination date. 

"Sec.  42.  Persons  desiring  to  claim  return 
pursuant  to  section  40  shall  file  notice  of 
claim  with  the  Attorney  General  within  1 
year  from  the  enactment  of  this  section  in 
such  form  and  manner  as  may  be  determ.ined 
by  regulations  published  by  the  Attorney 
General:  Provided,  however.  That  if  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  section  a  claimant  has 
filed  with  the  Attorney  General  a  claim  for 
the  return  of  property  no  additional  claim 
need  be  filed. 

"Sec.  43.  The  Attorney  General  shall  de- 
termine the  eligibility  of  each  claimant 
under  section  40  of  this  act,  and  he  shall 
make  returns  of  property  at  a  time  not 
sooner  than  60  days  subsequent  to  the  pub- 
lication of  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
as  required  by  section  40  (/)  of  this  act: 
Provided.  That  where  conflicting  title  claims 
have  been  filed,  such  claims  shall  be  forth- 
with referred  to  the  Commission  for  deci- 
sion and  dtsposttion;  Provided  further.  That, 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  40  (/) 
of  this  act,  the  Attorney  General  shall  order 
the  return  of  vested  property,  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  section  46  (c)  of  this  act, 
in  every  case  where  an  owner,  legal  repre- 
sentative, or  successor  has  filed  a  claim  by 
ilpriZ  3(^  1949.  and  no  conflicting  title  claim 
has  been  fUed  prior  to  December  31,  1953, 
in  respect  of  the  same  property.  (A  claim 
filed  prior  to  said  date  by  a  foreign  gov- 
ernment, claiming  in  a  custodial  and  non- 
ownership  capacity,  shall  not  be  considered 
hereunder  as  a  conflicting  title  claim.) 


"See.  44.  Claimants  aggrieved  by  a  decision 
of  the  Attorney  General,  or  by  failure  of  tht 
Attorney  General  to  render  a  decision,  upon 
notice  of  claim  filed  in  pursuarux  of  section 
42,  for  more  than  1  year  suhsequent  to  the 
date  of  fiUng,  or  within  1  year  from  the  en- 
actment hereof  if  the  claim  was  filed  prior 
thereto,  or  by  faUure  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral to  refer  to  the  Commission  conflicting 
title  claims  or  to  order  forthwith  returns 
as  provided  in  section  43,  may  appeal  to 
the  Commission  under  procedures  to  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  Commission.  Decisions  of 
the  Attorney  General,  not  appealed  teithin 
60  days  after  notification  to  the  claimant 
by  registered  mail,  shall  be  final,  but  noth- 
ing herein  provided  shall  affect  the  right 
of  a  claimant,  otherwise  eUglble,  to  file  or 
continue  to  pursue  his  remedies  under  sec- 
tion 9  (a)  or  section  32  of  the  Trading  With 
the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended. 

"Sec.  45.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions 
of  the  act  of  September  28,  1950  (ch.  1094, 
64  Stat.  1079),  and  of  any  other  provision 
of  law  the  Commission  is  aut/iorised,  di- 
rected, and  empowered  to  make  a  study  of 
the  problems  arising  between  this  country 
and  other  nations  with  respect  to  intercus- 
todial  conflicts,  and  to  report  to  the  Con- 
gress by  January  1,  1955,  the  details  of  such 
conflicts  and  of  any  funds  and  other  prop- 
erty which  have  been  received  by  the  United 
States  from  other  nations  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Paris  Reparations  Agree- 
ment and  any  other  tntemationol  iigree- 
ments.  to  the  end  that  the  Congress  may 
enact  legislation  which  vnll  fairly  and  prop- 
erly deal  with  other  nations  as  the  result 
of  the  adoption  of  a  policy  by  the  United 
States  to  return  property  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 40  hereof  which  has  been  vested  since 
December  7,  1941,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended. 

"Sec.  46.  (a)  In  the  conduct  of  its  business 
the  Commission  is  authorized  to  expend  from 
vested  assets  on  hand  in  the  Office  of  Alien 
Property  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $350,000 
per  annum  during  the  life  of  the  Commission. 

"(b)  The  Commission  shall  determine,  by 
estimate,  the  sun%  which  has  been  and  will 
be  expended  in  the  administration  of  vested 
assets  from  December  7,  1941,  to  the  termi- 
nation of  the  activities  of  the  Office  of 
Alien  Property  as  entHsioned  by  the  provi- 
sions of  section  40  of  this  act,  incl^f^jW  the 
expense  of  the  Commission  and  the  expense 
of  the  Alien  Property  Custodian,  his  succes- 
sor or  successors,  for  the  administration  of 
vested  assets  which  has  not  been  charged 
directly  against  the  assets  themselves. 

"(c)  The  Attorney  General  shall  then  re- 
tain from  all  property  returned  in  accord- 
ance with  the  proiHsions  of  section  40  an 
amount  which  the  Commission  shaU  fix  as 
the  pro  rata  share  of  the  expenses  determined 
in  accordance  with  (b)  above,  such  share 
being  the  ratio  that  the  xfalue  of  the  property 
so  returned  bears  to  the  value  of  all  vested 
property:  Provided,  however.  That  no  return 
shall  be  made  pursuant  to  section  40  unless 
the  owner  thereof  files  with  the  Attorney 
General  a  written  consent  to  such  retention. 

"(d)  Upon  receipt  of  the  written  consent 
Of  retention  referred  to  in  (c)  above,  the 
Attorney  General  is  authorized  to  Uguidate 
returnable  assets  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
provide  funds  for  the  authorized  retention 
where  cash  is  not  available  for  that  purpose 
from  the  property  to  be  returned:  Provided, 
however.  That  each  oumer  shall  be  given  an 
opportunity  to  pay  the  necessary  amount  in 
lieu  of  liquidation  of  specific  property. 

"(e)  No  retention  shaU  be  made  from  pat- 
ents, patent  applications,  copyrights,  and 
trade-marks  other  than  from  the  proceeds 
collected  therefrom. 

"Sec.  47.  («)  The  Commission  shall  deter- 
mine by  estimate  within  30  days  after  a  ma- 
jority of  its  members  shall  have  been  ap- 
pointed and  qualified,  the  sum  which  will  be 
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neeetMry  to  carry  out  the  imrpose$  of  re- 
turn  m$  set  forth  <«  »eetUm  40  hereof,  and 
ahaU  report  tlU  «afii«  to  the  Congreea. 

"(h)  There  are  herebjf  authorized  to  he 
appropriated  racA  aume,  for  the  credit  of  the 
Attorney  OenerOl,  at  the  Commieaion  may 
under  (•)  aibove  report,  to  aatiafy  awarda 
made  under  taction  40  of  thia  act  to  the  ex- 
tent that  the  proeeeda  of  liquidated  vested 
property  arfi  not  avttOayHe  for  return. 

"(e)  Att  funda  remaining  after  adminis- 
tration, liquidation,  and  diapoattion  pursuant 
to  the  foregoing  aectiona  ahall  be  paid  into 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  Statea." 

ncnoN  St  AMD  sacnoK  at  or  thx  TRADoia 

WITK   TKB   XMKICT    ACT   OF   OCTOKB    9,    ISIT 

uo  rntax.  4it,  AS  AxxMrno) 

•  •  •  •  • 

(g)  without  limitation  by  or  upon  any 
other  wlrtlng  provision  of  law  with  respect 
to  the  payment  of  expenses  by  the  Allen 
Property  Custodian,  the  Custodian  may  re- 
tain or  recover  from  sny  property  or  Interest 
or  proceeds  returned  pursuant  to  this  section, 
[or]  section  0  (a),  or  Section  40  of  this  Act 
an  amount  not  exceeding  that  expended  or 
incurred  by  him  for  the  conservation,  pres- 
ervattoa,  or  maintenance  of  such  property  or 
Interest  or  proceeds,  or  other  property  or 
Interest  pt  proceeds  returned  to  the  same 
person. 

[Sac.  39.  No  property  or  interest  therein  of 
Oermany,  Japan,  or  any  national  of  either 
such  country  vested  in  or  transferred  to  any 
officer  or  aj^ncy  of  the  Oovernment  at  any 
time  after  December  17.  1941,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  this  Act,  shall  be  retiurned 
to  former  owners  thereof  or  their  successors 
In  interest,  and  the  United  States  shall  not 
pay  compensation  for  any  such  property  or 
Interest  therein.  The  net  proceeds  remain- 
ing upon  the  completion  of  administration, 
liquidation,  and  dlspoeltlon  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  this  Act  of  any  such  property 
or  intereet  therein  shall  be  covered  into  the 
Treasury  at  the  earliest  practicable  date. 
Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  construed  to 
repeal  or  otherwise  affect  the  operation  of 
the  provisions  of  section  33  of  this  Act  or  of 
the  Philippine  Property  Act  of  1946.] 

Mnroazrr  Vlrws  To  Accoicpakt  S.  3423 
I  have  examined  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  on  8.  3423  (Rept.  No. 
1883),  and  after  consideration  of  all  the  fac- 
tors and  arguments  presented  for  and 
against  the  bill,  I  am  constrained  to  con- 
clude that  I  am  unalterably  oppoeed  to  its 
enactment.  8.  3423  represents  implementa- 
tion of  the  subcommittee's  report  on  its 
examination  and  review  of  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act.  I 
filed  supplemental  views  to  that  report, 
indicating  my  objections  thereto.  The  legis- 
lative history  of  this  bill,  including  the  re- 
ports of  the  Department  of  8tate,  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  the  Department  of  Justice, 
and  the  testimony  adduced  at  the  hearings 
on  the  bill  before  the  subcommittee  held  on 
July  1  and  2,  1954.  has  served  only  to  Justify 
and  strengthen  my  earlier  convictions.  I 
fUe  these  views  as  my  objection  to  the  enact- 
ment of  8.  3433. 

The  Allen  Property  Ciistodian  and  his  suc- 
cessor, the  Attorney  General,  have  vested 
property  totaling  approximately  one-half 
billion  dollars  In  value,  which  is  now  the 
property  of  the  United  States.  This  biU 
would  return  all  that  property.  Much  of  the 
property  has  been  liquidated  and  converted 
Into  cash,  $310  milUon  of  which  has  been 
paid  over  to  the  war  claims  fund  under  the 
War  Claims  Act  of  1948  and  distributed  to 
American  war-damage  claimants.  Some  of 
the  vested  property  has  not  been  liquidated 
due  to  pending  litigation  for  its  retiirn. 
Under  section  9  of  the  Trading  With  the 
Bnemy  Act,  property  subject  to  return  liti- 
gation cannot  be  sold.  Apart  from  the  fact 
that   this   bill   would   require   the   United 


States  to  return  Tested  property  totaling 
one-half  blUion  dollars  in  value.  It  would 
require  apprt^rlations  In  approximately  the 
amount  of  the  $310  million  paid  over  to  the 
war  claims  fund.  The  written  reports  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  the  State  Depart- 
ment, and  the  Department  of  Justice  hiave 
all  withheld  their  approval  of  8.  3423  tee- 
cause  of  the  appropriations  required,  among 
other  reasons. 

The  committee's  recital  of  the  background 
or ■  the  historic  policy  of  tnis  Governiaent 
with  respect  to  the  treatment  of  enemy  prop- 
erty appears  to  be  extremely  limited.  The 
ootnmlttee  repo^  refers  to  the  Treaty  of  Ver- 
sailles which  provided  for  the  use  of  external 
enemy  assets  to  pay  public  reparations  and 
the  legislation  by  the  Congress  which  re- 
versed that  policy  and  returned  seized  enemy 
property.  The  committee  then  quotes  at 
great  length  from  the  report  of  the  house  of 
delegates  of  the  American  Bar  Association, 
dated  Marcb  29,  1943.  recommending  the 
return  of  vested  enemy  property.  I  regret  to 
find  that  the  omissions  from  the  committee's 
statement  of  the  policy  of  this  Government 
in  respect  of  the  disposition  of  enemy  assets 
are  much  more  significant  than  the  reasons 
stated  as  the  ground  for  the  reversal  of  (hat 
policy. 

Inasmuch  as  the  committee  places  n\Uch 
emphasis  on  the  1943  report  of  the  house  of 
delegates  of  the  American  Bar  Associatioti.  I 
think  It  appropriate  to  poln\  out  that  only  a 
short  time  thereafter,  on  December  20.  1645. 
the  very  same  house  of  delegates  of  the 
American  Bar  Association  adopted  a  recom- 
mendation that  "enemy  property  within  the 
Jiulsdiction  of  the  United  States  should  be 
held  and,  if  necessary,  applied  to  secure  the 
payment  of  all  Just  claims  of  this  war  and 
any  unpaid  claims  of  the  last  war." 

This  recommendation  was  referred  to  in 
a  statement  made  by  Assistant  Attorney 
General  Dallas  8.  Townsend.  Director  of  the 
Office  of  Allen  Property,  In  his  testimony  be- 
fore the  subcommittee  on  July  1.  1954.  The 
use  of  the  1943  report  of  the  house  of  dele- 
gates by  the  committee  In  these  circum- 
stances is  indication  to  me  of  a  clear  lack 
of  adequate  suppcnt  for  Its  position. 

But  this  is  only  a  minor  omission  when 
considered  in  the  light  of  the  other  matters 
Which  have  been  brought  to  its  attention 
and  Ignored.  The  policy  of  retention  of  ex- 
ternal enemy  assets  as  reparations  was  oon- 
sldered  long  before  the  Paris  Reparation 
Agreement  established  the  policy  of  this 
Government.  Beginning  in  1943,  such  emi- 
nent persons  and  responsible  bodies  of  legis- 
lators and  citizens  as  Congressman  Gearlvirt, 
of  California,  Senator  Carter  Glass,  of  Vir- 
ginia, Congressman  Beckworth,  of  Tekas. 
Congressman  Cunningham,  of  Iowa,  Con- 
gressman Rich,  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Bernard 
Baruch,  former  Secretary  of  State  James  P. 
Byrnes,  a  Subcommittee  on  War  Mobilization 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  AfTslrs. 
veterans'  organizations,  and  organizations  of 
American  civilians,  urged  that  assets  of  Oer- 
many and  Japan  in  this  country  should  be 
retained.  The  Paris  Reparation  Agreement 
which  was  entered  into  by  the  United  States 
and  17  Allied  nations,  excluding  Russia  and 
Poland,  followed.  That  agreement  deter- 
mined the  respective  shares  of  each  of  these 
countries  in  the  German  property  avallsble 
to  them  as  reparations.  It  was  a  method  of 
reimbursing  the  Allied  countries  in  some 
reasonable  manner,  reasonable  to  Gern^ny 
as  well  as  to  the  Allies.  As  stated  by  Secre- 
tary Dulles  at  the  hearings  on  the  bill.  "If 
thia  approach  is  to  be  reversed,  the  question 
of  unsatisfied  claims  against  Germany  would 
call  for  consideration."  Although  this  bill 
reverses  the  approach,  it  gives  no  considara- 
tion  to  the  question  of  unsatisfied  American 
claims  against  Germany. 

The  course  urged  by  the  various  individ- 
uals, organizations  and  congressional  com- 
mittees mentioned  above  and,  the  Paris  Rep- 
aration Agreement,  had  their  Inception  in 


the  unfortunate  history  of  this  Oovern- 
ment's  attempt  to  obtain  the  reparations 
due  It  from  Oermany  as  a  resxilt  of  World 
War  I.  The  history  of  our  futile  attempts  to 
obtain  these  reparations  over  the  years  Is 
too  well  known  to  require  restatement  here. 
It  is  a  hlstoiy  of  continuing  default  by  the 
German  Government.  Only  3  years  ago.  In 
1952.  a  new  agreement  was  nude  which  pro- 
vided for  installments  payable  over  a  period 
of  26  years.  If  the  obligations  undertaken 
by  the  West  German  Oovernment  un^er  this 
agreement  are  kept,  our  American  tltlaens 
may  expect  to  be  paid  after  a  total  period  of 
56  years. 

Congress  recognized  the  wisdom  of  the 
policy  fixed  by  the  Paris  Reparation  Agree- 
ment and  enacted  it  Into  law  In  the  War 
Claims  Act  of  1948.  Section  39  of  the  Trad- 
ing With  the  Enemy  Act  was  made  a  part  of 
the  War  Claims  Act.  That  section  provided 
that  no  vested  proj>erty  or  Interest  of  Ger- 
many or  Japan  or  their  nationals  aftiall  be 
returned  to  the  former  owners  and  that  the 
United  States  shall  not  pay  compensation 
for  any  such  property  or  interest  therein. 
The  Bonn  Convention  of  1962  enterM  into 
between  this  Government  and  West  Oer- 
many reaffirmed  this  principle  and  Was  ac- 
cepted by  West  Germany  as  is  evide<iced  by 
its  undertaking  in  that  agreement  1»  com- 
pensate its  nationals  for  their  losses  tfhrough 
the  vesting  action  of  the  United  States.  The 
Japanese  Treaty  also  recognizes  our  tight  to 
the  retention  of  this  property. 

What  has  been  said  above  establishes  that 
the  bugaboo  of  confiscation  Is  not  a  real 
issue  here.  Private  parties  who  have  lost 
property  through  vesting  are  to  be  compen- 
sated by  their  government.  This  blU.  then. 
serves  only  to  release  the  Oerman  Govern- 
ment from  Its  obligation  to  its  own  people 
to  repay  them.  The  real  Issue  here  Is  the 
unquestioned  right  of  the  United  States  to 
reparations.  But  the  bill  makea  no  provi- 
sion for  any  substitute  payment  to  protect 
the  United  States. 

The  end  result  of  S.  3423  Is.  therefore,  to 
strip  the  United  States  of  one-half  billion 
dollars  and  to  require,  in  so  doing,  that  at 
least  $200  million  be  appropriated  for  pay- 
ment to  Germany.  I  cannot  emphasize  too 
strongly  that  the  effect  of  the  enactitient  of 
this  bill  will  be  to  take  this  enormous  burden 
from  the  shoulders  of  the  German  taxpayer, 
where  It  belongs,  and  transfer  it  to  th4  Amer- 
lean   taxpayer. 

The  committee  report  stresses  the  good  will 
toward  this  Government  which  will  result 
from  the  return  of  this  property  and  points 
to  the  receipt  of  letters  from  citl$ens  of 
former  enemy  countries  urging  the  return 
of  the  property.  Nothing  Is  said,  however, 
of  the  multitudes  of  letters  that  are  being 
received  by  Members  of  the  Congress  dally 
from  American  citizens  decrying  the  pay- 
ment of  an  additional  half  billion  dottlars  to 
nationals  of  Germany  and  Japan.  Nbr  does 
the  committee  take  any  cognizance  of  the 
written  reports  by  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government,  each  objecting  to  the  ap- 
propriations the  bill  requires.  The  report  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  dated  June  Jo,  1954. 
stated  it  "is  opposed  to  the  use  of  appropri- 
ated funds  to  finance  such  a  return,"  The 
State  Department's  report  dated  July  1,  1954, 
states: 

"The  amount  of  appropriations  required 
either  for  a  complete  return  of  German  and 
Japanese  assets  or  for  any  measure  of  par- 
tial return  has  not  been  estimated.  In  the 
circumstances,  the  Department  does  aot  feel 
that  It  Is  In  a  position  to  endorse  any  specific 
proposal  for  return  at  this  time." 

The  letter  from  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice of  June  30,  1954.  opposes  the  enactment 
of  the  bin.  pointing  out  that  "the  bill  prob- 
ably would  require  appropriations  of  not 
less  than  $175  million."  The  chair»ian  of 
the  subcommittee  handling  this  measure  has 
stated  that  he  had  no  definite  idea,  btit  that 
$200  million  or  even  more  of  appropriated 


funds  may  be  required.  The  bill  authorizes 
the  Vested  Property  CcMiunlsslon  to  de- 
termine the  sum  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  the  bill  and  the  appropriation 
of  such  sum  is  authorized. 

Presumably,  the  committee  has  decided 
that  the  good  will  which  it  asserts  will  result 
from  the  generosity  of  this  Oovernment  In 
making  complete  return  Is  well  worth  the 
cost.  In  so  doing  it  has  chosen  to  ignore 
not  only  the  written  admonitions  of  the 
three  Government  agencies  mentioned,  but 
has  also  deliberately  disregarded  the  repre- 
Eentatlons  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  whom 
U  admittedly  looked  for  policy  guidance. 
Mr.  Dulles  testified  that  our  relations  with 
Germany  and  Japan  are  sufficiently  good  that 
we  do  not  have  to  buy  their  good  will;  that 
"we  have  done  plenty."  He  then  discussed 
the  good-will  effect  of  partial  return,  spe- 
ciflcally  a  return  of  some  figure  such  as  up 
to  $10,000.  Colonel  Townsend  had  already 
t^'Rtlfied  that  such  a  return  would  require 
the  payment  of  less  than  25  percent  of  that 
required  by  the  bill  in  its  present  form  and 
would  have  the  effect  of  paying  92  percent 
of  all  vested  enemy  accounts  and  removing 
the  hardship  cases.     Mr.  Dulles  stated; 

"The  maximum  of  good  will  would  be  ob- 
tained If  there  could  be  a  total  restitution 
ill  favor  of  the  small  people  who  in  the  aggre- 
gate make  up  a  very  considerable  number." 
His  testimony  referred  in  detail  to  the 
many  cases  of  small  and  impoverished  people 
who  had  small  savings  or  annuities  or  life- 
insurance  policies  in  this  country.  He  said: 
"I  would  very  strongly  approve  that  feature 
of  your  bill,  if  that  is  in  it  "  This  state- 
ment of  {X)licy  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
l.^vorln?  a  partial  return  has  not  swayed  the 
committee  from  its  announced  purjxjse  of 
returning  all  vested  property,  nor  has  the 
attendant  unnecessary  drain  on  the  Treasury 
cf  the  United  States  and  the  American  tax- 
pnyer  caused  the  committee  to  deviate  from 
tnlF  nurpose  In  the  slightest  desree. 

Colonel  Townsend.  in  his  testimony,  and 
the  I>epartment  of  Justice,  in  its  reports  on 
this  bill,  stated  that  certain  vested  properties 
have  increased  enormously  in  value  between 
the  time  of  vesting  and  the  present  time. 
For  example.  General  Aniline  &  Film  Corp., 
vested  as  the  property  of  I.  G.  Farl>enlndu8- 
trie.  h;is  lncrea.sed  in  value  from  $35  million 
at  the  date  of  vesting  to  about  $90  million 
at  the  present  time.  Scherlng  Corp.  has  In- 
creased from  $1,300,000  at  date  of  vesting  to 
over  $29  million  at  the  date  of  sale.  It  is  my 
understanding  that  such  Increases  In  value 
total  about  $150  million.  This  bill  would 
return  all  vested  property  together  with 
these  Increases.  The  Increases  occurred  not 
throiirrh  any  passive  custodianship  of  the 
\e&ted  property:  but  through  the  active  op- 
eration of  these  properties  under  the  super- 
vision of  the  Custodian  and  the  Attorney 
General.  The  original  enemy  owners  had 
iio  part  in  creating  this  vast  increase  in 
vaiue.  To  return  their  projierty  in  Its  pres- 
ent form  would  represent  an  unjustified 
windfall  to  the  former  owners  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  United  States  and  the  American 
t.^:<p.Tyer.  Some  of  these  corixirations  are 
of  substantial  Importance  to  American  in- 
dustry. They  contributed  greatly  to  the 
American  war  effort  and  continue  to  con- 
tribute to  our  present  defense  program.  The 
substantial  increases  in  value  resulted  in 
part  from  the  very  war  which  was  brought 
on  by  governments  of  the  people  to  whom 
this  property  would  be  returned.  This  bill, 
therefore,  represents  a  gift  to  these  people 
of  the  fruits  of  war.  Secretary  Dulles  testi- 
fied he  would  be  inclined  to  make  restitu- 
tion either  of  the  value  at  the  time  of  sei- 
zure or  at  the  time  of  return,  wlilchever  Is 
less.  Here  again,  the  committee,  having  re- 
quested and  received  jxillcy  guidance  from 
The  Secretary  of  State,  has  Ignored  It.  An 
amendment  to  the  bill  along  the  lines  indi- 
cated by  the  Department  of  Justice  and  the 


Secretary  of  State  would  save  the  Amerlcaa 
taxpayer  more  than  $150  million. 

Another  matter  deserves  special  attention. 
8.  3423  provides  that  where  an  owner  has 
filed  a  claim  before  April  30, 1949,  and  no  con- 
flicting title  claim  has  been  filed  prior  to  De- 
cember 31.  1953,  the  Attorney  General  shall 
order  the  return  of  the  property.  This  pro- 
vision denies  consideration  to  any  person 
who  would  be  eligible  under  the  terms  of 
this  bill  if  a  claim  had  been  filed  before 
April  30.  1949.  Obviously,  most  of  the  former 
owners  of  property  have  been  Ineligible  to 
file  claims  for  return  up  to  this  time.  S. 
3423  makes  them  eligible  to  do  so  for  the 
first  time.  Yet  In  those  cases  where  claims 
were  filed  before  April  30,  1949,  by  others,  it 
automatically  divests  them  of  rights  other- 
wise granted  by  this  bill.  I  believe  this  pro- 
Vision  particularly  unwarranted  and  objec- 
tionable. 

My  opposition  to  S.  3423  Is  also  dictated 
by  several  additional  aspects  of  the  bill. 
The  committee's  detailed  analysis  of  the  bill 
refers  to  its  purpose  to  maintain  certain 
large  and  important  industrial  properties 
under  American  ownership.  It  does  not  ac- 
complish that  important  purpose.  The  bill 
provides  that  this  Government  should  re- 
quire the  sale  of  such  property  to  American 
citizens.  The  committee  well  knows  that 
much  German  property  has  been  vested 
from  American  "cloaks."  to  whom  bare  legal 
title  to  the  property  was  conveyed  by  Ger- 
man interests  in  anticipation  of  war  and 
with  the  understanding  that  title  was  to 
be  reconveyed  after  the  war.  The  bill  does 
not  prevent  this  pro{>erty  from  being  sold 
to  such  American  "cloaks  '  and  from  finding 
lis  way  back  again  to  German  control.  It 
merely  requires  the  sale  of  the  property  to 
"citizens  of  the  United  States'  with  no 
other  standard  or  protection. 

Even  if  I  agreed  with  the  principles  of  the 
till  and  the  purposes  it  purports  to  achieve, 
I    would,   nevertheless,   object    to   its   enact- 
ment on  the  ground  that  it  fails  in  its  pur- 
poses.     The    committee's    report    indicates 
that  one  of  the  main  objectives  of  S.  3423 
is  to  obtain  the  good  will  of  the  German  peo- 
ple by  returning  their  vested  property.    It  is 
a  matter  of  common  knowledge  that  a  sub- 
stantial  portion    of    the   property    vested    as 
German -owned  was  not  held  by  Germans  at 
the  time  the  property  was  vested.    The  rec- 
ord owners  of  such  property  were  American, 
Swiss,  Dutch,  and  other  nonenemy   nation- 
als.      Two     noteworthy     examples     may     be 
found   in  the   General   Aniline  &   Fiim   and 
Scherlng  cases  mentioned  above.     The  rec- 
ord  title  in   both   these   cases   was   held    by 
Swiss  nationals.    These  two  alone  total  about 
$120    milllcn.      That    there    are    many    other 
such  cases  is  obvious  from  the  known  meth- 
ods used  by  the  Germans  in  cloaking  their 
property.     S.  34"3  provides  for  the  return  of 
vested   property   to  the   person   holding   the 
record  title  thereto  at  the  time  of  vesting. 
The  bill  makes  no  provision  to  Insure  that 
the   property   will    be  returned  to   the   Ger- 
mans determined  to  be   the  owners  at   the 
tlnr>e  of  vesting.    The  record  owners  to  whom 
this  property  would  be  returned  will,  there- 
lore,  be  in  a  position  to  retain  it.     The  bill 
thus  rewards  the  "cloaks"  who  collaborated 
in  violating  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 
I    believe    that    the    creation    of    a    Vested 
Property  Commission  and  the  placing  of  this 
Commission  in  a  position  to  review  the  work 
of  the  Attorney  General  is  highly  objection- 
able.    The   Attorney   General   is   responsible 
for  the  administration  of  the  Trading  With 
the  Enemy  Act.     No  useful  purpose  can  be 
served    by   sut)ordlnatlng    him   to    a    Vested 
Property  Commission.    If.  for  any  reason,  the 
committee  believes  that  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, a  Cabinet  officer,  is  not  capable  of  ad- 
ministering the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act 
without  the  supervision  of  the  Commission, 
the  entire  administration  of  the  act  should 
be  placed  In  the  hands  of  the  Commission. 


Otherwise,  the  creation  of  a  Vested  Property 
Commission  should  be  aband<»ied. 

There  are  further  objections  to  the  bill. 
Because  he  was  an  ann  of  the  Oovernment, 
the  Custodian,  having  vested  enemy  inter- 
ests In  patent  royalty  agreements  which  vio- 
late the  antitrust  laws,  was  able  to  collect 
royalties  from  American  licensees  even 
though  the  Oerman  party  could  not  have 
done  so.  To  return  the  proceeds  of  these 
collections  to  the  German  parties  to  the 
agreements  would  obviously  constitute  In- 
equitable enrichment.  In  addition.  In  re- 
turning vested  patent  contract  Interests  to 
nonenemies,  the  Office  of  Allen  Property  de- 
ducts royalties  received  from  patents  and 
proceeds  used  in  war  production  and  turxks 
these  royalties  over  to  the  Treasury.  Tbls 
bill  would  require  these  proceeds  to  be  re- 
turned to  the  former  enemy  party  to  the 
agreement.  The  bill  would,  therefore,  re- 
quire that  these  enemies  receive  more  favor- 
able treatment  than  our  allies  and  neutrals. 

ROBEET    C.    HENDUCKSON, 

Untied  States  Senator. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
minority  views  it  is  set  out  that  of  course 
this  operation  will  cost  some  money,  and 
that  there  may  be  an  outlay  of  $210  mil- 
lion in  cash.  In  all  candor,  I  must  say 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  that  I 
notice  from  its  letter  to  me  the  Budget 
Bureau  was  not  too  happy  about  the  idea 
of  having  to  appropriate  money  for  this 
purpose,  but  when  we  are  dealing  with 
principle,  Mr.  President,  we  do  not  cut 
it  half-way.  Either  we  go  right  down 
the  middle  of  the  road  or  we  do  not  go 
at  all,  for  otherwise  it  will  be  a  com- 
promise. But  if  we  are  going  to  make 
much  of  the  fact  that  restitution  of  alien 
property  is  going  to  cost  a  little  some- 
thing, I  point  out  to  Senators  now  that 
our  expenditures  in  Germany  and  Aus- 
tria up  to  date  have  been  $4^4  billion, 
and  I  do  not  know  where  they  are  going 
to  stop.  Two  hundred  ten  million  dol- 
lars would  be  peanuts  compared  with 
the  load  that  we  have  carried  over  there 
already.  I  want  to  emphasize  that  fact, 
because  there  is  involved  here,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, an  element  of  good  will  and  the 
possibility  of  bringing  within  the  orbit 
of  the  free  world  a  country  which  occu- 
pies a  pivotal  position  in  Europe  at  the 
present  time,  when  things  are  so  fever- 
ish and  so  fluid. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
th=  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  was  not  without 
reason,  Mr.  President,  that  the  distin- 
guished Secretary  of  State  came  before 
the  committee  and  testified.  He  knew 
that  this  was  a  matter  of  integrating 
something  desirable  into  our  foreign 
policy,  for  how  can  we  with  one  hand 
peddle  largesse  to  the  extent  of  bilhons 
of  dollars  to  a  vanquished  people,  and 
with  the  other  hand  withhold,  in  com- 
plete violence  of  traditional  American 
policy,  the  restitution  of  alien  property. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK  Mr.  President 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Idaho. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Does  the  Senator 
from  nhnois  recall  that  immediately 
following  the  end  of  World  War  II,  we 
were  sold  the  ill-fated  poUcy  by  the  ad- 
ministration and  the  then  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  Mr.  Morgenthau,  which 
was  designed  to  destroy  the  industrial 
capacity  of  Germany?    Can  the  Senator 
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ftdflM  OS  wHeiher  this  proposal  hM  tBy 
relatlanabip  to  it? 

lir.  DIRK8BN.  AH  I  ean  say  la  that 
Mr.  Hairy  Dexter  WUto  had  his  finger 
▼ery  deaifly  In  the  program  to  pastoral- 
lie  Cknnany  and  destroy  ho:  Industry. 
Tbday  we  are  w(»dering;  bow  to  bring 
Qennany  withhi  the  defense  orUt  and 
the  security  orUt  of  the  free  world.  be> 
cause  there  is  pending  now  the  Buro- 
pean  Defense  community  contract  and 
treaty.  Involving  6  countries  and  em- 
bradng  Germany;  and  no  less  a  person 
than  the  majMlty  leader,  as  I  under- 
stand, was  trying  to  force  the  hand  of 
France  in  order  to  come  within  the  pur- 
view of  that  pact,  so  that  we  might  im- 
plement tile  NATO  security  line  in 
Europe.  There  is  involved  then,  not 
only  the  reversal  of  a  concept  that  was 
at  variance  with  American  tradition  of 
adminiiECtering  alien  enemy  property,  but 
there  is  involved  also  the  good  will  of  a 
a  country  that  has  a  definite  bearing 
upon  the  security  pattern  and  the  gen- 
eral defense  concept  of  our  cotmtry. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  jrield  to  me  briefly? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  think  the  bill  is  about 
as  fine  a  bill  as  could  be  acted  on  by  the 
Senate.  It  represents  only  ordinary 
common  decency  and  fair  play.  Why 
should  we  not  turn  over  to  Individual 
Germans  the  property  that  belongs  to 
them  individually?  Why  should  we 
make  the  individual  German  responsible 
for  what  the  German  Govenunent  did? 

I  introduced  a  biU  prior  to  the  one 
that  was  introduced  by  the  Senator  trom 
Illinois,  but  I  based  my  bill  on  the  fact 
that  I  do  not  believe  it  is  a  part  of 
Am^lcan  fair  play  to  punish  individual 
Germans,  merely  because  they  happen 
to  have  a  little  money  or  a  little  proper- 
ty in  the  United  States,  by  not  turning 
it  back  to  them.  If  we  mean  what  we 
say,  and  if  we  are  trying  to  be  friends 
of  the  Germans,  and  if  we  are  tnrlng 
to  do  the  right  thing  by  them,  what  is 
wrong  with  turning  over  to  the  owner 
a  particular  piece  of  property  that  be- 
longs to  1  German  or  2  Germans  or  3 
Germans? 

I  hope  the  Senator's  bill  will  prevail. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
not  disposed  to  labor  the  point  too  long 
because  the  reports  and  the  hearings 
speak  for  themselves.  I  point  out  only 
one  thing:  The  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica is  the  biggest  investor  abroad  of  any 
nation  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  There 
is  presently  a  peculiar  dissident  wave 
in  the  whole  wide  world  that  expresses 
itself  in  the  form  of  expropriation. 
What  was  the  situation  on  the  Persian 
Gulf  when  suddenly  Mossadegh  moved  in 
and  one  of  the  world's  greatest  refineries, 
at  Abadan.  in  Iran,  shut  down? 

Only  now.  as  a  result  of  the  excellent 
efforts  of  the  son  of  Herbert  Hooyer, 
are  they  getting  ready  to  reopen  that 
refinery,  which  is  so  necessary  to  the 
economy  of  the  whole  world. 

What  was  the  situation  in  Guatemala 
even  before  the  forces  of  Castillo  Armas 
began  to  move  in?  The  Guatemalan 
Government  was  saying  to  the  Pan- 
American  Insurance  Co..  of  New  Orleans. 
La.,  that  so  far  as  it  was  concerned  the 


company  could  move  out.  It  was  lookr 
Ing  with  longing  eyes  on  the  property  at 
this  country.  Ihere  we  had  another 
evidence  of  the  wave  of  venal  expropriar- 
tion  that  is  moving  through  the  world. 

What  would  happen  if  conflict  should 
arise  some  day  at  a  time  when  this  Gov^ 
emment  is  encouraging  private  enter- 
prise to  mvest  American  dollars  in  every 
comer  of  the  earth?  If  seizure  comet, 
if  confiscation  comes,  it  will  be  this 
country  that  will  be  the  loser  in  a  great 
big  way.  with  interest  compounded. 

I  had  hoped  that  somehow  we  could 
reverse  this  course,  that  we  could  change 
the  philosophy  that  is  in  the  law  today, 
and  at  long  last  generate  some  good  wUl 
on  the  part  of  a  country  that  we  are 
wooing  now  into  a  new  defense  estab- 
lishment, to  be  incorporated  into  the 
NATO  organization,  against  the  day 
when  the  Red  forces  may  undertake  to 
march  across  Europe. 

That  is  what  is  involved,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. If  the  bill  is  faulty,  I  will  welcome 
with  open  arms  anyone  who  can  im- 
prove it  and  obtain  for  it  better  accept- 
ance than  I  have  been  able  to  get.  If  the 
bill  is  not  passed,  we  may  look  to  the 
day,  as  the  Custodian  said,  when  these 
burdens  will  be  on  our  doorstep  for  years 
and  years,  and  millions  and  millions  of 
dollars  will  be  expended  for  continuing 
the  administration  of  enemy  alien  prop- 
erty in  this  country. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield?  , 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield.  | 

Mr.  HENDRICEJ50N.  I  ask  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  why  the  Smith - 
Hendrickson-Ivds  bill  would  not  do  all 
the  things  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is 
arguing  for  today?  In  what  respect  is 
that  biU  faulty? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  If  my  friend  can  sell 
his  bill  to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  it  Is 
perfectly  all  right  with  me. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  My  friend  from 
Illinois  is  a  great  deal  more  successful 
in  selling  his  bill  to  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee than  I  have  been  in  selling  the 
Smith-Hendrickson-Ives  bill.  My  friend 
is  very  much  more  persuasive  than  I  am. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  can- 
not pretend  that  my  feeble  talents  are 
more  persuasive  than  those  of  my  genial 
and  gracious  friend  from  New  Jersey; 
but  I  do  the  best  I  can  with  anything 
that  is  laid  In  my  lap,  and  I  do  my  best  to 
discharge  any  responsibility  that  is 
placed  on  me.  I  am  proud  of  what  I 
have  done,  because  my  efforts  sprang 
from  the  conviction  that  it  was  a  definite 
service  to  my  country.  I  expect  to  see 
that  Judgment  vindicated  in  due  course. 

I  have  no  pride  about  the  details.  I  sty 
only  that  the  present  concept  must  be 
changed,  and  we  shall  have  to  deal  with 
the  situation  realistically.  I  am  glad  to 
know  that  in  the  exchange  of  letters  be- 
tween President  Eisenhower  and  Chan- 
cellor Adenauer  both  men  recognize  that 
the  door  is  open.  It  may  be  that  sonte 
sweet  fruit  will  crown  all  these  labors 
in  an  abstruse  field.    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
that  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois labored  long  and  hard  and  eflectivdy 
on  this  issue,  no  one  can  deny.    I  con- 


gratulate him  on  his  labors.  However, 
I  cannot  help  believe  that  in  all  his  labors 
the  distinguished  Senator  was  a  Uttle 
biased  In  behalf  of  his  own  bill,  beoause 
when  he  called  a  public  hearing  oi  the 
subcommittee,  there  was  before  the  sub- 
committee another  bill,  and  he  did  not 
even  give  recognition  to  the  other  bill, 
which  sought  to  accomplish  some  of  the 
things  that  are  sought  to  be  accom- 
plished by  the  pending  bill.  It  was  only 
because  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  was 
a  member  of  the  subcommittee  that  the 
so-called  Smith-Hendrickson-Ives  bill 
was  ever  mentioned  or  ever  thought  of 
in  the  hearings.  Of  course,  it  did  not 
receive  proper  treatment. 

When  I  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  if 
he  had  read  the  Smith-Hendricksonflves 
bill,  he  said.  •No."  He  said  he  had  not 
seen  it.  I  asked  him  if  he  would  obtain  a 
copy  of  it  and  study  it.  He  said  he  would. 
I  still  have  to  hear  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  with  respect  to  the  merits  or  de- 
merits of  that  bill. 

With  respect  to  the  bill  which  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Illinois  is  ad- 
vocating today,  there  are  many  faults  in 
that  bill.  The  minority  report  points  out 
those  faults.  The  Deputy  Attorney  Gen- 
eral and  the  Custodian  himself  pointed 
out  many  faults. 

True,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Illinois  added  several  amendments  to 
bring  the  bill  into  conformity  with  some 
of  the  Custodian's  objections.  However, 
there  are  many  facts  that  must  be 
searched  out  with  respect  to  this  Issue. 
I  suppose  now  those  facts  must  be 
searched  out  on  the  floor  of  the  Sejnate. 

I  hope  that  every  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate will  carefully  read  the  testimony  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  with  respect  to  the 
bill  which  is  advocated  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Illinois.  The  Sec- 
retary of  State  was  not  at  all  positive  in 
any  of  his  testimony.  I  asked  him  if  he 
had  made  a  study  of  the  bill.  He  said 
he  had  not  made  a  study  of  it.  although 
he  had  seen  it  and  looked  at  it. 

True,  he  said  he  was  in  favor  ct  the 
principle  involved.  There  are  principles 
in  both  bills.  Like  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Illinois,  I  have  no  pride 
of  authorship.  I  am  seeking  to  aocom- 
plish.  together  with  my  colleague  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Ives),  exactly  the  same  ob- 
jective the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  seek- 
ing to  accomplish.  But  it  must  be  done 
on  a  sound  basis.  The  principle  of  con- 
fiscation, in  my  opinion,  is  somewhat  of 
a  red  herring.  I  think  the  principle  in- 
volved is  the  principle  of  reparation.  I 
think  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  over- 
looked the  fact,  in  some  respects,  that 
there  was  a  treaty  made  in  Paris  which 
treats  of  the  subject  of  reparation.  I 
think  if  we  are  not  careful,  and  If  we 
move  too  rapidly  to  the  passage  of  the 
Dirksen  bill,  we  are  very  likely  to  create 
double  compensation  for  many  of  the 
folks  in  Germany  who  were  truly  enemies 
in  time  of  war.  It  is  a  question  which 
must  be  studied  very  carefully.  I  shall 
have  more  to  say  about  it  later  ih  the 
session  when  the  bill  is  called  up.  But 
I  plead  with  every  Member  of  the  Senate 
to  read  and  study  carefully  both  the 
majority  report  and  the  minority  views. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

On  his  own  request  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  Mr.  E«vin  was  excused 
from  attendance  on  the  session  of  the 
Senate  tomorrow.  Thursday,  August  12, 
1954.  

ADDITIONAL  BILL  PASSED  TO  FOOT 
OF  CALENDAR 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  at 
the  request  of  the  calendar  committee. 
Calendar  No.  2311,  Senate  bill  2083, 
which  was  objected  to  earlier  in  the  day 
by.  I  believe,  the  Senator  from  Florida 
I  Mr.  S MATHERS],  who  is  a  member  of  the 
minority  calendar  committee,  I  desire  to 
slate  that  the  objection  has  been  with- 
drawn. I  now  request  that  Calendar  No. 
2311.  Senate  bill  2083,  be  added  to  the 
bills  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


FUNDS  FOR  SELECT  COMMITTEE  TO 
STUDY  CENSURE  CHARGES  PUR- 
SUANT TO  SENAIE  ORDER  ON  S. 
RES.  301 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Select  Committee  to  Study  Censure 
Charges  pursuant  to  Senate  order  on 
Senate  Resolution  301,  to  censure  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  IMr.  Mc- 
Carthy], I  report  an  original  resolution 
to  provide  funds  for  the  select  commit- 
tee. I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
present  consideration  of  the  resolution. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
resolution  will  be  read  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  313)  was  read, 
as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  select  comnrlttee. 
named  by  the  Vice  Prtsident  as  ordered  by 
the  Senate  on  August  2,  1954.  to  consider 
Senate  Resolution  301  of  the  2d  session  of 
the  83d  Congress,  shall  select  a  chairman 
from  among  its  members. 

Sec.  2.  The  commit '.^e  Is  authorized  to 
employ  upon  a  temporary  biists  such  tech- 
nical, clerical,  and  other  assistants  as  It 
deems  advisable. 

Sec.  3.  The  necessary  expenses  of  the  com- 
mittee, not  to  exceed  130,000,  shall  be  paid 
irom  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate 
upon  vouchers  approved  by  the  chairman. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  presont  consideration  of 
the  resolution? 

There  loeing  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion <S.  Res.  313  >  was  considered  and 
agreed  to. 

ADDITIONAL   BILL   INTRODUCED 

An  additional  bill  vas  introduced,  read 
the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous  con- 
.sent,  the  second  time,  and  referred,  as 
follows : 


AMENDMENT  OF  SUBVERSIVE   AC- 
TIVITIES CONTROL  ACT,  RELAT- 
ING  TO    IDENTITY   OF   CERTAIN 
COMMUNIST  -  INFILTRATED    OR- 
GANIZATIONS—AMENDMENTS 
Mr.    KE]*WEDY    submitted    amend- 
ments intended  to  be  proposed  by  him 
to  the  bill  (S.  3706)  to  amend  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act  of  1950  to 
provide   for   the   determination   of   the 
identity     of     certain     Communist -infil- 
trated organizations,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table  and  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  submitted  amend- 
ments intended  to  be  proposed  by  him 
to  Senate  bill  3706,  supra,  which  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  (for  himself,  Mr. 
Kennedy,  and  Mr.  Morse  >  submitted 
amendments  intended  to  be  proposed  by 
them,  jointly,  to  Senate  bill  3706,  supra, 
which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
and  to  be  printed. 


By  Mr.  DANIEL 
Johnson  of  T< 

S.  3860.  A  bill  to  pro: 
of  the  history  of  the 
corded  In  pioneer  week 
currently  published  In 
the  United  States  by 
National  Library  of  W( 
lor  other  purposes;  t 
Rules  and  Adminlstrat 

(See  the  remarks  of 
Introduced  the  above  1 
der  a,  separate  beading 


{for  himself  and  Mr. 
>xa£) : 

note  the  preservation 
United  States  as  re- 
ly newspapers  and  as 
weekly  newspajiers  of 
establishment  of  the 
ekly  Newspapers,  and 
)  the  Committee  on 
Ion. 

Mr.  Daniel  when  he 
>ill,  which  appear  un- 
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IDENTITY  OP  CERTAIN  COMMU- 
NIST-INFILTRATED ORGANIZA- 
TIONS 

The  Senate  resimied  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  <S.  3706)  to  amend  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Act  of  1950 
to  provide  for  the  determination  of  the 
identity  of  certain  Communist-infil- 
trated organizations,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  What  is  the  pend- 
ing business  before  the  Senate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
pending  business  is  Senate  bill  3706, 
The  bill  is  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  op- 
posed to  the  pending  bill.  I  am  not 
opposed  to  the  anti-Communist  objective 
of  the  bill,  but  I  am  opposed  to  many  of 
the  procedural  provisions  of  it,  and  I  am 
opposed  to  giving  jurisdiction  over  the 
subject  matter  of  the  bill  to  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  New 
York  IMr.  Lehman],  in  his  remarks  ear- 
lier today  when  he  suggested  that  the 
bill  should  have  been  considered  by  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
of  the  Senate,  because,  in  my  judgment, 
that  is  the  committee  which  really  has 
jurisdiction  over  legislation  dealing  with 
American  unions.  I  am  not  talking 
about  jurisdiction  over  individual  citi- 
zens who  may  be  guilty  of  subversive  and 
Communist  activities.  I  shaU  dwell  on 
that  pKJint  in  a  moment. 

The  first  objection  I  wish  to  raise  to 
the  bill,  by  way  of  Senate  procedure  in 
handling  the  bill,  is  that  I  think  it  was 
considered  by  the  wrong  committee.  I 
think  the  bill  should  have  gone  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare, 
because,  in  my  judgment,  that  commit- 
tee has  respKjnsibility  for  advising  the 
Senate  on  legislation  we  should  consider 
in  respect  to  controlling  any  Commimist 
activities  which  may  exist  in  any  Ameri- 
can union. 


When  I  was  a  member  of  that  com« 
mittee — and  I  was  a  member  of  it  for 
some  8  years — I  took  the  position  that 
jurisdiction  over  the  issue  of  Commu- 
nist-dominated unions  should  be  placed 
squarely  in  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board.  A  majority  of  my  colleagues  on 
the  committee  were  not  of  that  persua- 
sion— at  least,  up  until  the  time  I  ceased 
to  be  a  member  of  the  committee.  I 
think  it  was  two  and  a  half  years  ago 
or  thereabouts.  I  shall  shortly  have 
the  report  which  will  give  the  exact  date. 
The  Senate  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare,  at  the  time  when  I  was 
a  member  of  it,  went  into  the  question 
of  how  to  handle  the  issue  of  communism 
within  American  unions.  I  remember  as 
distinctly  as  though  it  were  yesterday 
many  of  the  details  of  the  discussion. 
We  were  of  one  mind — and  I  am  of  the 
same  mind  today,  Mr.  President — that 
communism  in  American  unions  has 
been  greatly  exaggerated.  There  have 
been  cases  of  Communist-dominated 
unions,  but.  relatively  speaking,  there 
is  little  commtmism  in  American  unions. 
Undoubtedly  a  certain  percentage  of 
the  Communist  population  of  the  United 
States  are  workers,  and  a  certain  per- 
centage of  those  workers  are  members 
of  trade  unions,  but  they  represent  such 
a  small  percentage  of  the  workers,  in  the 
first  place,  and  of  trade  unionists  in  the 
second  place,  that  it  is  very  easy  for  antl« 
lalDor  forces  in  this  country  to  create  a 
hysterical  impression,  as  has  been  done 
among  certain  segments  of  our  popula- 
tion, that  American  unionism  is  honey- 
combed with  communism.  It  simply  is 
not  a  fact. 

I  also  wish,  as  the  Senator  from  New 
York  did  earlier  this  afternoon,  to  pay 
my  tribute  to  great  labor  statesmen  in 
hoXh  the  AFL  and  the  CIO  in  carrsring 
on  a  great  fight  against  the  small  seg-^ 
ments  within  the  American  labor  organ- 
izations which  have  become  Communist- 
inclined.  George  Meany  and  the  other 
labor  statesmen  of  his  steture  within  the 
AFL  must  be  counted  among  the  leaders 
of  this  country  dedicated  to  the  proposi-  ^ 
tion  that  communism  shall  not  thrive 
within  the  American  labor  movement. 
Walter  Reuther,  McDonald  of  the  steel 
workers,  the  leader  of  the  textile  work- 
ers, and  many  other  CIO  labor  leaders 
are  of  the  same  mind,  Mr.  President. 
Take  the  fight  Jim  Carey  has  made 
again  communism  as  he  found  it  some 
time  ago  in  his  union.  Under  his  lead- 
ership they  were  driven  out  of  the  electri- 
cal workers'  luiion.  The  charter  of  that 
Conununist-dominated  tmion  was  taken 
away  and  a  new  CIO  union  in  that  field 
was  established  imder  the  leadership  of 
Jim  Carey. 

Oh,  Mr.  President,  it  is  so  easy  in  these 
days  to  give  the  impression  that  Ameri- 
can labor  has  becmne  saturated  with 
communism  within  its  poUcymaking 
ranks.  It  just  is  not  true.  Nor  will  we 
find  upon  investigation  any  large  ntun- 
ber  of  Communists  within  the  ranks  of 
organized  labor.  The  Commimist  strat- 
egy and  tactics  are  to  infiltrate  every  or- 
ganization they  can  infiltrate.  I  do  not 
know  of  azjy  organization  in  which  any 
principle  of  self-government  exists,  ia 
which  the  Communists  will  xxt  Hy  ttt 


I 


14130 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


Augiist  11 


195U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14131 


m 


M^ 


worm  and  tennite  their  way,  hoidng  they 
can  take  over  aane  of  the  self -^ovom- 
ing  acttntles  of  Uie  organlation  and 
come  to  dominate  it.  Bvwy  organiza- 
tion. I  do  not  care  what  it  is,  must  be  on 
gua^  against  it. 

I  am  a  little  amused  about  one  of  the 
smears  against  me.  At  one  time  I  was  a 
miember  of  the  Institute  of  Pacific  Rela- 
tions. I  think  tit»t  was  the  name  of  the 
organization.  I  was  then  dean  of  the 
law  school  of  the  University  of  Oregon. 
Ray  Lsrman  Wilbur — ^no  flaming  liberal, 
a  former  Secretary  of  Commerce,  and 
then  president  of  Stanford  University, 
and  Dr.  Alsberg,  then  director  of  the 
Pood  Research  Institute  of  Stanford 
University,  invited  me  at  the  time  I  was 
chairman  of  the  Pacific  Institute  of  the 
Administration  of  Justice— I  think  that 
was  the  title;  I  may  be  incorrect  as  to 
the  exact  title,  but  I  think  that  was  the 
title  of  the  organization — to  become  a 
member  of  the  Institute  of  Pacific  Rela- 
tions. They  felt  that  the  chairman  of 
this  organization  of  legal  societies  on  the 
Pacific  coast  ought  to  cooperate  in  what 
was  a  very  sound  objective.  The  objec- 
tive is  Just  as  sound  today  as  it  was  then. 
It  was  in  the  early  thirties  that  I  became 
a  member. 

That  organization  was  created  to  do 
what?  To  improve  the  relationship  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Asia,  and 
to  do  what  could  be  done  in  trjring  to  de- 
velop a  greater  economic  intercourse  be- 
tween Asia  and  the  United  States.  A 
good  many  researches  were  underway 
in  the  colleges  and  universities,  particu- 
larly on  the  west  coast,  because  we  on 
the  west  coast  recognize  that  with  Asia 
at  our  front  door,  the  future  economic 
life  of  the  west  coast  has  a  direct  inter- 
est in  the  economic  developments  in 
Asia. 

So  upon  the  invitaticm  of  Mr.  Wilbur 
and  Dr.  Alsberg.  I  became  a  member  of 
the  Institute  of  Pacific  Relations.  The 
principal  membership  activity  in  the  in- 
stitute consisted  of  receiving  its  litera- 
ture. I  do  not  know  of  any  meeting 
which  I  ever  attended;  although  if  a 
meetiiv  had  been  available  to  me.  I 
would  have  had  no  objection  to  att^id- 
Ing  it. 

I  think  also  that  another  reason  for 
my  joining  the  institute  was  that  I  was 
the  representative  of  the  University  of 
Oregon,  as  I  recall,  on  the  western  re- 
gional division  of  the  Social  Science  Re- 
search Coimcil  of  America.  That  hap- 
pened to  be  a  council  of  representatives 
of  various  educational  institutions  which 
met  once  or  twice  a  year,  as  I  recall,  to 
pass  judgment  upon  the  application  for 
research  grants  to  be  made  by  the  Social 
Science  Research  Council  of  America 
for  research  investigations,  into  a  whole 
variety  of  subjects  in  the  field  of  social 
science.  Some  of  the  subjects  had  to 
do  with  research  study  in  the  field  of 
American-Asian  relationships  from  an 
economic  standpoint. 

As  a  member  of  the  council,  it  was 
suggested  to  me  tliat  I  should  take  an 
interest  in  the  Institute  of  Pacific  Re- 
lations, and  I  did.  as  I  say,  to  the  extent 
of  receiving  its  literature. 

I  could  not  raise  my  right  hand  today 
and  swear  whether  or  not  the  institute 
was  a  dues-paying  organization.    But 


knowing  that  my  finances  at  that  time 
were  Just  about  what  they  are  now— 
practically  zero— I  think  that  if  it  had 
been  a  dues-paying  organization.  I 
would  recall  it.  It  may  be  that  I  had 
to  pay  some  subscription  fee  for  the  lit- 
erature; I  do  not  know. 

But  that  organization  was  sound  In 
objective  and  purpose,  and  desirable  In 
objective  and  purpose.  So  far  as  I 
know,  as  long  as  I  was  a  member  of  the 
organization  there  was  not  the  sem- 
blance of  Communist  activity  connected 
with  it. 

I  understand — I  do  not  know  It  to  be 
a  fact — that  on  the  basis  of  some  in- 
vestigations which  have  been  conducted 
by  Senate  committees,  there  is  some  rea- 
sonable ground  to  believe  that  Commu- 
nists tried  to  termite  their  way  into  the 
Institute  of  Pacific  Relations.  That 
must  be  guarded  against  at  all  times. 
Of  course,  when  they  try  it,  and  to  what- 
ever extent  they  are  successful,  if  one 
happened  to  be  a  member  of  the  insti- 
tute, he  would  be  smeared  by  the  hys- 
terics in  the  country  who  think  it  is 
good  politics  to  frighten  the  American 
people  about  the  termiting  activities  of 
the  Commimists,  and  v/ho  seek  to  leave 
the  impression  that  anyone  who  is  a 
member  of  the  organization  which  they 
have  sought  to  imdermine  thereby  be- 
comes of  questionable  loyalty  to  his 
country.  They  also  seem  to  think  they 
can  frighten  people  by  that  kind  of 
smear  campaign  into  silence  at  an  hour 
when,  in  my  judgment,  loyalty  to  our 
country  calls  upon  persons  who  have  a 
belief  in  the  American  Bill  of  Rights  -to 
speak  out  in  support  of  their  full  pro- 
tection. I  have  done  so,  and  I  intend 
to  continue  to  do  so. 

When  it  comes  to  the  matter  of  Com- 
munists termiting  their  way  into  the 
American  labor  movement,  it  is  the  clear 
duty,  in  the  first  instance,  of  responsible 
labor  leaders  in  the  United  States  to 
proceed  to  clean  them  out.  In  my  judg- 
ment, with  but  very  few  exceptions,  that 
is  exactly  what  the  labor  leaders  of  the 
country  have  done,  and  to  a  highly  suc- 
cessful and  remarkable  degree. 

Mr.  BUTLPm.  Mr.  President,  will  tte 
Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  It  is  my  recollection, 
although  I  will  admit  that  I  have  not 
read  the  hearings  for  some  6  months, 
that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  appeared 
and  testified  before  the  Humphrey  com- 
mittee, which  studied  the  problem  to 
some  degree.  At  that  time  the  Senator 
from  Oregon^  made  the  very  definite  and 
direct  statement  that  there  was  a  great 
overriding  public  interest  involved  in  the 
question,  and  that  he  thought  Congress, 
sooner  or  lattir — I  hope  the  Senator  will 
not  hold  me  too  closely  to  this  state- 
ment— would  act  upon  the  question.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  wiU  be  a  little  patient  with  me, 
in  due  course  I  shall  read  those  state- 
ments into  the  record.  I  have  tham 
before  me. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  do  not  know  whether 
my  recollection  is  correct,  but  it  seemed 
to  me  that  the  Senator  had  made  the 
statement  that  there  was  great  over- 
riding public  interest,  that  the  labor 


unions  could  not  cope  with  the  situa- 
tion and  that  the  Legislature  should  act. 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  am  right  ot  not. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  did  not  say  that  they 
could  not  cope  with  the  situation,  but  I 
said  they  needed  some  assistance,  t 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  think  the  record  will 
speak  for  itself. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  come  io  it 
shortly. 

I  think.  In  regard  to  the  matter  of 
communism  within  the  labor  movement, 
the  first  step,  if  it  is  successfully  han- 
dled, is  the  assumption  of  responsibility 
on  the  part  of  labor  leaders  to  put  their 
own  houses  in  order,  and  to  see  to  it 
that  any  communism  which  exists  with- 
in the  labor  movement  is  cleaned  out 
by  way  of  official  union  action,  lii  my 
judgment,  that  is  exactly  the  record  of 
the  responsible  labor  leaders  of  this 
country,  and  they  deserve  the  highest 
commendation  from  the  Congress  and 
the  people  of  the  United  States  for  the 
magnificent  job  they  have  done. 

But  in  addition  to  the  labor  leaders  as- 
suming their  full  respnansibility  in  check- 
ing the  termiting  activities  of  Commu- 
nists within  the  labor  movement,  Con- 
gress has  a  responsibility,  too,  of  being  of 
assistance  to  the  labor  movement,  in 
helping  it  perform  this  very  important 
duty.  That  is  the  position  I  took  when 
I  was  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  to  whidh  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  has  just  alluded. 
I  took  the  position,  over  a  period  of  10 
years,  that,  in  my  judgment.  American 
employers  should  be  given  the  right  to 
file  a  claim  of  an  unfair  labor  practice 
against  a  union  if,  in  their  opinion,  the 
union  was  Communist  dominated. 

I  took  the  position,  as  will  be  seen  from 
the  minority  views  which  I  issued  when  I 
was  a  member  of  the  committee,  and 
which  I  am  about  to  read,  that  such  a 
claim  should  be  given  priority  by  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Board,  and  that  a 
hearing  should  be  held  on  a  ba^is 
analogous  to  a  pre-trial  hearing  in  a  Fed- 
eral court,  for  the  purpose  of  establish- 
ing whether  or  not  a  prima  faci^  case 
exists  in  support  of  the  employers  com- 
plaint. If  the  employer  could  estabUsh 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Board  tihat  a 
prima  facie  caiie  existed,  the  Board 
should  proceed  forthwith  to  try  the 
charge  of  unfair  labor  practice. 

In  my  judgment,  that  jurisdHction 
should  have  been  given  to  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  by  Congress  long 
before  this.  The  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Board  is  the  body  which  ought  to 
be  trying  ca.ses  involving  communism 
within  the  union.s. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  have  somfithing 
to  say,  after  I  have  yielded  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota,  about  what  I 
think  the  obligation  of  the  Department 
of  Justice  is  in  respect  to  individual  citi- 
zens: but  that  is  quite  different  from  giv- 
ing it  jurisdiction,  through  the  e.xiercise 
of  broad  discretion  by  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, over  the  American  labor  movement. 
I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  with  the 
indulgence  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 


I  should  like  to  make  a  statement  before 
I  ask  him  a  questioa 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield  for  that  pur- 
pose, without  losing  my  right  to  the  floor. 
Mr.  CASE.    First  of  all,  let  me  say 
that,  in  my  Judgment,  this  is  probably 
one   of   the  more   important  pieces  of 
proposed  legislation  to  come  before  this 
session  of  Congress.     We  are  proposing 
to  deal  with  a  subject  that  received  the 
attention  of  two  or  three  Congresses 
before  the  bill  was  passed.    When  the 
original  Mundt-Nixon  bill  was  proposed, 
in  about  the  79th  Congress,  I  believe,  it 
contained  a  great  deal  of  special  appeal. 
I  believe  the  bill  wtis  more  or  less  the 
genesis  of  the  one  introduced  in  the  80th 
Congress.    We   developed   the   Internal 
Security  Act.  which  was  a  revision  of  the 
original    Mundt-Nlxon    bill.      I    recall 
working,  as  a  member  of  the  subcommit- 
tee of  the  House  Committee  on  Un-Amer- 
ican Activities,  on  the  definition  of  what 
organization    should    be    defined    as    a 
Communist-Eiction     organization      and 
what  one  should  Xnt  defined  as  a  Com- 
munist-front organization.    In  fact,  the 
distinguished  Vice  President  and  I  were 
members  of  the  subcommittee  assigned 
to  work  over  the  bill  before  it  was  re- 
ported to  the  House  of  Representatives. 
At  one  time  I  also  had  some  c<mtact 
with   labor   legislation.     It   is   in   con- 
nection with  that  work  that  the  remark 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  prompted 
me  to  raise  this  interrogation.     I  had 
never  heard  before  tliat  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  advocated  the  definition  of  un- 
fair labor  practices  on  the  part  of  a  la- 
bor organization.    I  may  have  missed  it, 
but  it  is  my  recollection  that  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  opposed  the  enactment  of 
the  so-called  Case  labor  bill  in  1946  and 
the  Taft-Hartley  bill  thereafter.    Is  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  saying  that  the 
basic    Labor    Relations    Act    should    be 
amended  to  add  an  unfair  labor  prac- 
tice and  describe  it  in  terms  of  Commu- 
nist infiltration? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  know  where  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  has  been  if 
he  is  not  aware  of  my  position  on  the 
question.  I  did  not  vote  for  the  Case 
bill  because  I  thought  it  was  a  poor  bill. 

Mr.  CASE.  Did  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  vote  for  the  Taft-Hartley  bill? 
Mr.  MORSE.  No;  but  I  voted  for  the 
Ives-Morse  biU,  which  came  out  of  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
by  a  vote  of  1 1  to  2.  The  Ives-Morse  bill 
had  one  unfair  labor  practice  after  an- 
other listed  in  it.  In  fact,  in  1949.  the  late 
Senator  from  Ohio  the  great  Bob  Taft, 
adopted  a  whole  series  of  amendments  in 
conference  with  the  Senator  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  IvesI  and  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  based  upon  the  unfair  labor 
practices  Usted  in  the  Ives-Morse  bill  in 
1947. 

Mr.  CASE.  When  consideration  was 
given  to  the  modification  of  the  original 
Wagner  bill  so  as  to  define  unfair  labor 
practices  on  the  part  of  labor  organi- 
zations, the  Senator  from  Oregon  will 
recall  that  the  original  Wagner  Act  de- 
fined unfair  labor  practices  only  on  the 
part  of  employers.  It  did  not  set  forth 
a  comparable  list,  or  any  list,  of  unfair 
labor  practices  on  the  part  of  labor  or- 
g.-4nizations. 


Was  the  Senator  from  Oregon  advo- 
cating in  1946  the  establishment  of  a 
code  of  unfair  labor  practices  on  the 
part  of  labor  organizations? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon has  advocated  such  a  code  from 
the  day  the  Wagner  Act  was  enacted. 
8o  long  as  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota has  raised  the  question,  let  us  get 
the  record  straight  right  now.  I  wish 
I  had  a  certain  document  in  front  of 
me.  but  I  shall  obtain  it  in  the  next 
few  days.  I  spoke  in  the  Portland.  Oreg. , 
labor  temple  shortly  after  the  Wagner 
Act  was  enacted.  I  said  at  that  time 
that  I  even  raised  a  so-ious  question  as 
to  the  constitutionality  of  the  act.  When 
I  desire  to  discuss  such  a  question,  I  go 
to  the  people  directly  concerned.  I  did 
not  select  the  most  popular  audience  for 
a  discussion  of  the  Wagner  Act  back  in 
the  thirties,  when  I  appeared  in  the  Port- 
land labor  temple  before  a  labor  au- 
dience. I  said  at  that  time  that  the 
act  might  be  declared  constitutional, 
but  that  would  not  make  it  good  legis- 
lation. I  said  it  wsis  not  good  legisla- 
tion because  it  was  one-sided;  it  was 
loaded  in  behalf  of  labor.  I  said  at 
that  time  that  labor  was  making  a  seri- 
ous mistake  in  not  getting  behind  a 
movement  to  make  it  two-sided  legis- 
lation. 

There  was  great  comment  in  my  State 
about  that.  The  people  could  not  under- 
stand why  the  dean  of  a  law  school  who 
had  been  invited  to  discuss  the  legal  im- 
plications of  the  Wagner  Labor  Act  would 
take  that  position.  It  so  happens  that 
I  took  the  position  that  the  Wagner 
Labor  Act  was  partial  legislation  and 
that  it  would  not  be  fair  legislation  until 
unfair  labor  practices  on  the  part  of 
labor  organizations  were  also  checked  by 
legislation. 

Let  me  discuss  the  next  step  in  my 
record  with  regard  to  the  Wagner  legis- 
lation. In  1944  I  campaigned  up  and 
down  the  State  of  Oregon  with  the  pledge 
on  my  lips  that  the  Wagner  Act  should 
be  amended  so  as  to  add  to  it  protection 
for  the  employers  of  this  country  by 
putting  into  the  act  a  definition  of  unfair 
labor  practices  by  labor,  and  the  elimi- 
nation or  modification  of  some  of  the 
alleged  unfair  labor  practices  of  em- 
ployers. The  Ives-Morse  bill  was  the 
keeping  of  that  pledge.  Sooner  or  later 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  go- 
ing to  consider  the  major  provisions  of 
the  Ives-Morse  biU  of  1947. 

Let  me  take  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  to  the  next  step  with  regard  to 
my  record  in  connection  with  unfair 
labor  practices  on  the  part  of  unions. 
At  one  time  I  was  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare.  I 
see  present  Jnt  MmtRAT  and  Herbert 
LKHMAN,  the  only  members  oi  the  com- 
mittee at  the  time  I  was  on  it.  The 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hum- 
PHxiTl  has  just  entered  the  Chamber. 
I  can  call  upon  those  Senators  &s  my  wit- 
nesses, during  the  time  we  served  on  the 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare  Committee 
together,  to  testify  that  on  occasion  after 
occasion  I  said  labor  legislation  ought  to 
be  enacted  that  would  protect  the  em- 
ployer from  unfair  labor  practices  by 
labor. 


I  took  the  position  on  the  committee 
time  and  time  again  that  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  ought  to  be  re- 
quired by  statute  to  assume  jurisdiction 
over  the  issue  of  Communist  in^tration 
in  American  labor  unions,  and  that  a 
charge  of  Commiuiist  infiltration  in  a 
labor  luiion  ought  to  be  the  basis  avail- 
able to  the  employer  for  filing  an  unfair 
labor  practice  charge  against  a  union. 

I  now  want  to  take  my  friend,  the  Sen- 
ator fnmi  South  Dakota,  through  a  very 
brief  reading  of  my  minority  views  in 
the  report  of  the  subcommittee  known 
as  the  Humphrey  Subcommittee  of  the 
Senate  Labor  Committee,  and  I  want  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota, as  well  as  the  attention  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  and  the  Senator 
from  New  York  on  Uiis  point,  because 
they  are  aware  of  the  position  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  took. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  jrield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  regret  that  I  was 
not  giving  the  Senator  from  Oregon  my 
attention.  I  have  been  trying  in  the  last 
moments  of  this  session  to  try  to  get 
some  information  together  in  order  to 
deal  intelligently  with  the  proF>osal  be- 
fore us.  I  wish  to  thank  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  for  the  presentation  he  has 
made.  The  pending  bill  has  come  up 
quite  rapidly  on  the  calendar.  It  is  of 
such  significance  that  it  requires  time 
to  muster  one's  material. 

I  spent  several  months  studying  the 
question  of  Commxmist  infiltration  of 
trade  unions.  It  is  my  intention  to  make 
some  comments  on  the  question.  I 
might  suggest  that  before  we  are  through 
we  will  give  every  Senator  a  chance  to 
vote  on  the  issue  of  communism,  becaxise 
we  are  going  to  lay  the  issue  on  the  line 
and  not  on  the  fringes.  That  is  all  I 
want  to  say  at  the  present  time.  I  shall 
be  back  later. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  say  to  my 
friend,  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota, 
that  when  I  was  on  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  a  subcommit- 
tee studied  the  question.  We  conducted 
hearings  on  the  question  of  what  we  were 
going  to  do,  legislatively  speaking,  if  any- 
thing, about  the  issue  of  communism 
within  American  labor  imions.  The 
majority  of  the  committee  presented  a 
report.  I  speak  most  respectfully  when 
I  say  the  majority  of  the  committee  took 
the  position  that  we  should  not  impose 
any  jurisdiction  on  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  over  this  issue.  I  dis- 
sented from  that  point  of  view,  and  I 
now  wish  to  read  my  very  brief  minority 
point  of  view  on  that  matter. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  recall  that  period 
of  our  deliberations.  I  believe  the  Sen- 
ator will  note,  if  he  reads  the  report — 
and  also  I  think  subsequently  I  wrote  the 
Senator  a  letter  about  the  matter — that 
we  did  not  say  in  the  majority  report 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Board 
should  not  do  so.  We  said  there  was  a 
question  as  to  whether  the  Board  should 
do  so. 
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I  Msr  to  the  Senator  from  Oreg<m  that 
he  took  a  very  firm  stand  on  the  matter, 
and  one  which  I  think  has  a  great  deal 
ol  merit;  namely,,  that  the  National 
Labor  RelatJons  Board  ehouid  take 
JurladlettoB  in  this  area.  There  was  an 
honest  disagreement  as  to  whether  it 
should. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  now  that 
he  presMxted  a  very  pomiaslve  ease.  It 
is  entirely  probable  and  may  be  desirable 
that  the  Natltmal  Labor  Relations  Board 
include  this  as  one  kA  its  f  imctlons. 

llr.  MORSE.  I  am  happy  to  accept 
the  correction  of  the  Senator.  The 
majority  position  was  not  that  the  Na- 
ticmal  Labor  Ridations  Board  should  not 
assume  the  jurisdiction,  but  rather  that 
they  did  not  recommend  what  I  wanted 
them  to  rec(Mnmend;  namely,  that  the 
juriscyction  should  be  imposed  upon  the 
Board. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  Bfay  I  say  to  the  Senator 
from  O^^on  that  I  welcome  his  declara- 
tions on  these  issues  in  this  way  at  this 
time,  and  his  citing  of  whatever  record 
there  may  be  on  the  matter.  It  possibly 
is  a  bit  unfortunate,  I  might  say.  that 
whatever  his  advocacy  was  for  estab- 
lishing a  set  of  unfair  labor  practices  as 
a  part  of  the  Wagner  Act.  it  was  not 
recognized  at  that  time.  At  least,  when 
the  Cmnmittee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare  of  the  Senate  brought  in  its  very 
much  amended  version  of  the  bill  which 
had  passed  the  House  of  Representatives 
In  the  spring  of  1946.  I  do  not  recall 
that  the  version  brought  forth  was  par- 
ticularly noteworthy  for  the  code  of  un- 
fair labor  practices  which  it  sought  to 
establish  as  amendments  to  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act. 

I  do  wish  to  give  this  much  credit, 
though:  I  always  did  appreciate  the  fact 
that  the  Senate  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  did  report  a  bill.  I 
thought  that  was  a  very  fair  thing  to  do. 

I  see  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
MxnutAT]  is  present.  If  my  memory  is 
correct,  the  Senator  from  Montana  was 
chairman  of  that  committee  at  that 
time.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana [Mr.  Murray],  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  and  others  who 
were  in  the  majority  on  that  committee 
at  that  time  were  fair  in  bringing  out 
a  bill. 

However,  had  It  not  been  for  the  work 
of  such  Senators  as  the  late  Senator  from 
Ohio,  Mr.  Taft.  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Btrd]  and  others  who  were 
working  with  them  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  there  would  not  have  been  a  very 
effective  ^code  of  imf air  labor  practices 
even  proposed  as  the  action  of  Congress 
at  that  time,  in  1946. 

Irfr.  MORSE.  Let  me  say,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  I  am  sorry  I  so  c(xnpletely 
failed  to  make  clear  to  my  friend  from 
South  Dakota  over  the  years  my  posi- 
tion on  labor  l^rLslation.  However,  if  the 
Senator  will  check  back  through  the  de- 
bates on  the  Taft-Hartley  bill,  he  will 
find  I  occupied  this  floor  for  hours— on 
one  occasion  for  some  10  hours — «nd  in 
the  course  of  those  many  speeches  in 
that  prolonged  debate  on  the  Taft-Hart- 


ley bill  I  pleaded  for  the  adoption  of  the 
Ives-Morse  bill.  The  Ives-Morse  biU  |tf 
It  came  out  of  the  Committee  on  Labpr 
and  Public  Welfare  had  a  considerable 
list  of  unfair  labor  practices  to  be 
charged  against  the  unions. 
1  The  best  evidence  I  can  give  on  that 
matter.  Mr.  President,  would  be  to  cltte 
the  modifications  that  the  late  Senator 
Taft  proposed  in  1949  to  the  Taft-Hart- 
ley law.  which  were  based  in  large  meas- 
U^re  upon  the  Ives-Morse  bill  and  were 
the  result,  as  the  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Ivnl  would  state  if  he  were  on  the 
floor,  oi  a  series  of  conferences  we  had 
with  the  late  Senator  Taft  over  a  con- 
siderable period  of  time  in  that  session 
of  Congress,  before  he  ever  brought  his 
ao-called  package  amendments  to  the 
Taft-Hartley  law  to  the  floor  of  the  Sen-« 
ate.  ? 

May  I  say,  Mr.  President,  it  was  juA 
by  a  matter  of  a  weekend  that  we  missed 
a  complete  agreement  among  ourselves 
on  the  so-called  Taft  package  proposals 
of  1949.  The  thing  which  prevented  a 
ccunplete  agreement  among  us,  so  far  as 
that  was  concerned,  was  the  matter  of 
XbK  injunctive  process  and  the  matter  of 
the  secondary  boycott.  The  Senator 
from  Ohio  said  he  would  Like  to  have  the 
weekend  in  which  to  take  those  matters 
under  advisement  and  to  consult  with 
other  Members  of  the  Senate  over  those 
matters. 

The   COHGRKSSIONAL   RECORD   Will   ShOW 

the  position  I  took  as  I  discussed  this 
matter,  in  the  presence  of  the  late  Sena- 
tor Taft.  and  his  replies  will  also  show 
the  position  I  took.  I  stated  the  facts 
then  as  I  summarize  them  now,  in  say- 
ing practically  the  same  thing. 

I  theii  took  the  position  with  the  late 
Senator  Taft  that  I  would  not  go  along 
with  a  package  proposal  for  amend- 
ments to  the  Taft-Hartley  law.  although 
I  agreed  with  the  principles  of  most  of 
the  amendments  he  had  in  his  1949 
package,  unless  he  would  go  along  with 
some  modifications  of  the  injunctive 
process  features  of  the  Taft-Hartley  law 
and  some  Improvement  in  the  secondary 
boycott  prohibitions  of  the  Taft-Hartley 
law. 

I  have  always  said  there  are  some  sec- 
ondary boycotts  which  ought  to  be  out- 
lawed. There  are  some  secondary  boy- 
cotts, however,  which  labor  must  insist 
upon  retaining  if  labor  Is  going  to  pro- 
tect its  standard.  For  example,  I  do  not 
think  that  any  self-respecting  unton 
man  or  woman  is  going  to  work  on  struck 
goods,  even  though  one  can  maneuver  a 
case  into  a  factual  situation  where  it 
looks  as  though  they  are  supporting  a 
secondary  boycott  if  they  refuse  to  work 
on  struck  goods. 

Likewise,  I  said  then — and  it  can  be 
found  in  the  Record  in  1949,  when  I  dis- 
cussed it — and  I  had  said  previously  and 
have  said  many  times  since,  that  I  do  not 
think  a  self-respecting  union  man  or 
woman  is  going  to  cross  a  legitimate 
picket  line  even  when  a  factual  situa- 
tion in  a  labor  dispute  has  been  so  ma- 
neuvered that  the  worker  may  find  him- 
self in  a  position  where  if  he  crosses  a 
given  picket  line  it  will  look  as  though 
he  is  engaging  in  a  secondary  boycott. 

Therefore.  I  said  to  the  late  Senator 
Taft,  in  1949,  "I  will  not  go  along  with 


your  package  proposals  imless  you  agree 
to  help  improve  the  Taft-Hartley  law 
with  regard  to  what  we  think  are  «reat 
shortcomings  in  connection  with  the  in- 
junctive process  and  great  shortcomings 
In  connection  with  the  secondary  boy- 
cott provisions." 

I  can  say  this  now,  although  I  ordi- 
narily never  refer  to  a  conversation  I 
had  with  a  man  who  has  since  passed 
away,  because  this  is  in  the  Congrbs- 
siONAL  Record,  and  Senators  will  find  I 
am  giving  an  accurate  report  of  it. 

I  reported  at  that  time  that  the  late 
Senator  Taft  took  the  position  that, 
after  his  weekend  conference  with  his 
associates,  he  was  not  in  a  position  to  go 
along  with  many  of  those  modifications 
at  that  time.  However,  he  did  indicate 
that  he  thought  that  In  the  not  too  dis- 
tant future  we  would  probably  come  to 
agreement  on  amendments  at  least  simi- 
lar to  the  ones  I  was  proposing. 

That  was  my  position,  Mr.  President. 
in  1949.  I  am  surprised  that  anyone 
who  has  made  any  study  at  all  of  my 
position  on  labor  legislation  is  not  Hware 
of  the  fact  that  I  have  always  taken  the 
position  that  the  Wagner  Act  needed  to 
be  amended  by  providing  safeguards 
against  unfair  labor  practices,  available 
to  the  employers  against  the  unions,  be- 
cause there  have  been  many  unfair  la- 
bor practices  by  unions.  In  fact,  if  the 
Senators  wish  to  check  the  speech  I 
made  before  the  national  convention  of 
the  CIO  in  1948  or  1949,  out  in  Portland. 
Oreg.,  they  will  find  that  then.  In  the 
presence  of  the  national  officers,  I  itated 
it  was  my  opinion  they  had  made  a  great 
mistake  by  taking  the  position  before 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare that  the  Wagner  Act  should  |kot  be 
amended  at  all. 

I  paraphrase  that  speech  accurately. 
Mr.  President,  when  I  say,  "What  did  the 
American  labor  leaders  do  at  the  time 
we  had  the  bill  before  us  which  later  be- 
came the  Taft-Hartley  law?  They  came 
before  our  committee,  man  after  man, 
and  they  said.  We  are  against  all  amend- 
ments." 

I  can  recall.  Mr.  President,  when  Philip 
Murray  was  on  the  witness  stand  in  those 
hearings,  when  he  testified  to  the  effect 
that  they  wanted  no  amendments  at  all 
to  the  Wagner  Act.  I  said,  "You  are  go- 
ing to  get  them,  and  the  trouble  is  that  if 
you  do  not  sit  down  with  this  committee 
and  cooperate  with  us  in  devising  fair 
amendments  to  the  Wagner  Act.  you  are 
going  to  get  some  amendments  you  are 
not  going  to  like,  because  they  are  going 
to  be  passed." 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  sure  thei«e  are 
Members  in  the  Senate  who  will  recall 
that  at  the  time  I  had  that  colloquy  with 
Phil  Murray  at  that  hearing  of  the  Labor 
Committee,  I  was  subjected  to  a  great 
deal  of  criticism  in  the  labor  press  of  the 
country,  but  I  met  that  criticism  right 
here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  in 
a  speech  which  will  be  found  in  the  Con- 
gressional Record  I  said: 

I  want  to  say  here  on  the  noor  what  I  said 
before  the  Labor  Committee.  Amerlcati  labor 
leaders  either  ought  to  face  the  fact  tftat  the 
Wagner  Act  Is  going  to  be  amended  And  sit 
down  and  cooperate  with  the  Labor  Com- 


mittee In  helping  devise  reasonable  amend- 
ments  that  will  prot«ct  the  legltimats  rights 
of  labor  and  at  tbe  same  time  proteet  ttaa 
Itgltimate  rights  of  cmployen,  or  tliey  are 
going  to  get  out  of  this  session  of  Oongrass 
a  bad  pisce  of  labor  legislation. 

My  warning  then  became  true. 
Mr.  President,  it  is  Interesting  to  note 
in  the  Intervening  years  the  nimiber  of 
labor  leaders  who  have  come  to  me  and 
said.  "We  did  not  believe  you  then,  but 
you  were  dead  right,  and  that  is  exactly 
the  position  we  should  have  taken." 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  jield  to  the  Senator 
from  Maryland. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Did  not  the  Senator 
take  substantially  the  same  position  in 
connection  with  this  question? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes.  I  am  coming  to 
that.    That  is  my  position. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  May  I  ask  the  Senator 
another  question.  Has  the  Senator  seen 
any  effort  on  the  part  of  labor  to  take 
that  position? 
Mr.  MORSE.  Yes,  some. 
Mr.  CASE.  I  atipreciate  the  indul- 
gence of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  in  re- 
sponding to  the  questioivs  I  have 
directed  to  him. 

Is  it  the  suggestion  or  contention  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  that  there 
should  be  a  determination  of  the  ques- 
tion of  Communist  infiltration  In  labor 
organizations,  but  that  such  determina- 
tion should  be  made  by  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  rather  than  by 
the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board 
under  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Act? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  my  position, 
and  that  has  been  my  position  for  sev- 
eral years. 

Mr.  CASE.  Would  the  Senator  apply 
that  principle  in  respect  of  other  organ- 
izations, and  let  other  organizations  in 
which  this  question  arises  determine  the 
degree  of  subversive  penetration? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Only  when  the  facts 
are  comparable.  I  am  going  into  a  dis- 
cussion now  as  to  why  I  think  jurisdic- 
tion over  this  question  should  be  vested 
in  the  National  Lab(}r  Relations  Board. 

Mr.  CASE.  Does  the  Senator  think 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  is 
equipped,  both  by  reason  of  the  respon- 
sibilities it  has  in  other  respects,  and 
the  natural  qualities  that  would  be 
looked  for  in  selecting  members  of  that 
board,  to  be  entru.sted  with  the  deter- 
mination of  subversive  infiltration? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes,  I  do.  I  think  they 
could  smell  such  infiltration  at  a  much 
greater  distance  than  any  Attorney  Gen- 
eral could  smell  it,  I  care  not  how  highly 
developed  his  sense  of  smell  might  be. 
Of  course,  I  spoke  quite  figuratively 
and  half  jocularly,  as  the  Senator  knows, 
but  now  let  me  be  dead  serious  about  it. 
The  National  Labor  Relations  Board  is 
composed  of  men  who,  by  training,  back- 
ground, and  insight,  know  the  American 
labor  movement's  problem  from  "A"  to 
Izzard.  They  know  when  they  are  deal- 
ing with  a  union  which  has  Reds  in  it. 
They  can  tell  it.  At  the  time  we  were 
seeking  to  cooperate  with  Russia  as  an 
alleged  ally,  as  Senators  have  heard  me 


say  many  times,  die  never  was  one,  and 
I  said  80  from  the  beginning  of  the  war 
and  have  been  on  public  record  on  that 
point  time  and  time  again.  I  have  al- 
wajrs  said  that  Russia  was  only  a  coun- 
try with  a  common  enemy,  and  that  is 
quite  a  different  thing  from  being  an 
ally.  She  was  never  an  ally.  During 
the  war  I  raised  questions  in  discussions 
as  to  why  he  would  not  lift  the  curtain 
and  let  us  get  behind  that  curtain  with 
military  teams  and  observers.  I  said 
then,  as  I  have  repeated  so  many  times 
since,  that  if  she  had  been  an  ally  dur- 
ing the  war  she  would  not  have  dropped 
an  Iron  Curtain  on  us.  She  kept  it 
dropped  on  us  all  during  the  war. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  share 
with  the  Senator  from  Oregon  his  feel- 
ing as  to  Russia's  position  during  the 
war.  and  I  think  I  could  also  submit 
some  stat^nents  that  I  made,  even  be- 
fore we  got  into  the  war,  with  respect  to 
that  question. 

I  am  wondering  if  the  Senator  is  go- 
ing to  conclude  the  presentation  of  his 
argument  with  the  submission  of  an 
amendment,  as  a  substitute  for  the  pro- 
posed legislation,  whereby  he  would  pro- 
pose that  an  unfair  labor  practice, 
namely,  subversive  infiltration,  be  added 
to  the  act  under  which  the  National  La- 
bor Relations  Board  functions,  and  that 
the  flTwiirtg  of  such  unfair  labor  practice 
be  determined  by  that  Board. 

Mr.  MORSE.  No.  I  am  not.  but  I  am 
going  to  Introduce  a  bill  at  the  beginning 
of  the  next  session  of  Congress,  because 
frankly,  looking  at  the  legislative  posture 
of  the  Senate  in  these  closing  days,  I 
do  not  think  we  ought  to  be  taking  the 
time  to  debate  the  kind  of  proposal  I 
think  we  ought  to  consider,  without 
hearings  on  such  proposal  before  the 
Labor  Committee  of  the  Senate.  I  think 
my  proposal  should  go  to  the  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  Committee  of  the  Senate. 
I  think  there  should  be  early  hearings 
on  it,  come  January,  and  early  action 
in  the  next  session  of  the  Congress. 

I  do  not  think  we  should  pass  legis- 
lation on  this  subject  in  the  closing  days 
of  this  session.    I  may  be  misinformed, 
but  I  think  we  are  going  through  some- 
what of  a  gesture  in  the  Senate,  any- 
way, even  in  our  discussion  of  it,  be- 
cause I  do  not  think  it  has  a  snowball's 
chance  in  this  hot  Washington  summer 
weather  of  getting  through  the  House. 
I  was  talking   about  the  Himaphrey 
subcommittee.    I  can  remember  those 
sessions  of  the  committee  at  which  were 
present   a   great   many   labor    leaders, 
and  I  think   they  m^issed  another  op- 
portunity, Mr.  President,  to  make  a  rec- 
ommendation   to    the    Congress    that 
really  would  have  been  to  the  benefit  of 
labor.     The  labor  leaders  were  sincere 
in  their  difference  of  opinion  with  me, 
but  before  the  Humphrey  subcommittee, 
as  the  Senator  from  Minnesota   [Mr. 
Humphrey]  and  the  Senator  from  New 
York     (Mr.    Lkhmah]     would    have    to 
testify,  if  I  made  them  my  witnesses,  the 
labor  leaders  took  the  position  that  we 
should  not  enact  any  legislation  on  the 
subject.     The   Senator  from   Montana 
[Mr.  MmutATl  knows  that  to  be  true, 
also. 

Mr.  MURRAY.   Yes :  I  can  confirm  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 


In  that  respeet  I  recall  very  wen  the 
Independent  position  he  took  in  the  com- 
mittee. We  were  oonstantly  hearing 
from  him.  admonishing  the  labor  unions 
of  their  duty. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  MtAtana.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
Labor  leaders  disagreed  with  me.  Mr. 
President,  and  outside  the  committee 
room  they  disagreed  with  me  very  criti- 
cally. They  did  not  answer  my  argu- 
ments in  the  committee  room,  but  some 
of  them  came  to  me  and  made  such  argu- 
ments as  this:  There  Is  a  great  danger 
that  such  legislation  would  develop  Into 
union-busting  policies  on  the  part  of 
Government  officials. 

I  remember  on  one  occasion  I  said, 
not  too  politely,  '"Riat  is  just  a  lot  of 
hogwash.  It  is  in  your  interest  that  this 
jurisdiction  be  placed  in  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board.  If  srou  find 
yourself  In  a  position  where  you  have  a 
local  that  has  been  infiltrated,  and  you 
are  having  difSculty  or  find  that  you  are 
not  going  to  be  able  to  handle  the  prob- 
lem yourself,  you  ought  to  welcome  the 
backing  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board,  acting  upon  an  unfair  labor  prac- 
tice charge  filed  by  an  employer." 

I  shall  close  the  discussion  of  my  po- 
sition in  the  Humphrey  subcommittee. 
Mr.  President,  by  reading  the  very  brief 
minority  views  which  I  filed  after  the 
majority  filed  its  report,  which,  in  ef- 
fect, as  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has 
pointed  out.  did  not  recommend  that 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Board 
should  be  required  to  assimie  Jurisdic- 
tion. It  did  not  recommend  against  it, 
either. 

In  fact.  I  think,  as  will  be  seen  from 
my  minority  views,  the  majority  report 
was  very  objective  in  its  approach.  I 
speak  respectfully  about  the  report,  but 
I  think  it  amounted  in  effect  to  postpon- 
ing final  consideration  of  the  issue. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 
Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  take  a  great  deal 
of  pride  in  the  work  that  was  done  by 
that  subcommittee.  I  must  say  that  we 
did  not  have  the  benefit  of  television  and 
we  did  not  get  any  headlines  with  re- 
spect to  the  work  we  did  in  that  sub- 
committee. We  worked  for  months.  I 
shall  develop  some  of  the  work  that  was 
done  by  that  subcommittee.  It  had  be- 
fore it  as  witnesses  responsible  leaders 
in  business,  ih  labor,  and  in  manage- 
ment, men  from  universities,  and  attor- 
neys, representatives  of  the  American 
Bar  Association,  and  representatives  of 
the  chambers  of  commerce.  We  took  a 
tremendous  volume  of  testimony. 

That  subcommittee  did  not  have  an 
opportunity  to  complete  its  work.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  in  the  report  we  filed  we 
stated  that  we  had  bardy  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  appraise  the  dimensions  of  the 
program.  As  chairman  of  the  subcom- 
mittee, I  strongly  urged  that  in  the  next 
Congress  the  Senate  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  establish  a  similar 
subcommittee  and  proceed  forthwith  on 
the  basis  of  what  had  already  been  ex- 
ph>r«d.  We  had  oponed  up  —any  ave^ 
nues  of  exploration  and  opportnnities  Vor 
investigation,  and  I  urged  that  OoJWiws 
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XNToeeed  forthwith  to  pursue  those  fltids 
of  InTMitisation. 

I  have  in  my  hand  some  of  those  hear- 
ings. I  notice,  for  ocample,  that  one  of 
the  great  labor  leaders,  the,  president  of 
the  DiAuriaterers  Union.  BCr.  Sal  Hoff- 
man. reocMunended  exactly  what  the 
Senator  from  Oreg<m  has  reootnmended. 
Just  as  the  committee  cannot  have  the 
benefit  ci  the  National  lAbor  Relations 
Board,  so  should  not  a  Oommunist- 
dominated  union. 

Mr.  ICORSB.  lifr.  Presidait.  will  the 
Benat<»>  pomit  fleeting  comment  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  HUMPHRE7.    Of  course  I  do. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  will  say  that  there 
were  aomt  labor  leaders  in  the  Uphol- 
sterers Union — and  the  president  was 
one  of  them — ^who  did  share  my  view, 
but  the  majorl^  did  not  share  my  view. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes.  I  wish  to 
condikle  witti  this  thought:  What  disap- 
pointed me  more  than  anything  else  in 
the  83d  Ccmgress  was  the  fact  that  that 
subcommittee  was  disbanded.  I  shall 
read  into  the  Cohgussional  Rkcord  the 
results  of  our  findings,  and  some  of  the 
pertinent  testimony  obtained  by  our  sub- 
committee. This  is  a  serious  problem. 
My  position  on  the  issue  has  been  known 
ever  since  I  have  been  old  enough  to  ex- 
press an  opinion,  and  that  is  unqualified 
opposition  to  communistic  infiltration 
anywhere,  particularly  in  the  labor 
movement. 

It  is  most  regrettable  that  we  did  not 
pursue  the  inquiry.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon,  tn  his  individual  views,  raised 
the  the  question  of  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board.  He  will 
recall  that  he  and  I  had  private  conver- 
sations about  it.  It  seemed  to  me  that 
it  was  worthy  of  further  exploration. 
The  Senator  from  Oregon  will  recall  that 
Mr.  Herzog,  a  past  chairman  of  the 
NLRB.  was  opposed  to  the  NLRB  having 
jurisdiction.  He  did  not  make  as  con- 
clusive a  case  in  opposition  as  he  should 
have  made  if  he  was  opposed  to  it. 

Therefore  I  feel  this  subject  mfitter 
needs  exploration,  and  it  needs  very 
careful  study  and  very  careful  analysis, 
because  if  we  do  not  watch  out,  instead 
of  pointing  a  rifle  at  a  single  Communist. 
we  will  be  shooting  a  blunderbuss,  which 
will  spread  out  through  the  whole  area. 
I  do  not  want  that  to  happen. 

I  shall  use  my  own  time  to  develop 
this  point.  I  merely  wish  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  to  know — and  I  am  sure  he 
is  aware  of  the  te^t — that  one  of  the 
most  interesting  periods  of  my  public 
service  was  during  these  investigations 
and  studies. 

Those  investigations  were  honorable, 
imemotional,  and  objective.  We  re- 
ceived wonderful  cooperation  from  the 
Government,  from  universities,  from 
labor,  and  from  management,  and  I  be- 
lieve we  made  some  very  good  recom- 
mendations. 

Finally,  let  me  say  that  I  believe  the 
recent  prosecution  by  the  Department 
of  Justice  of  one  Mr^  Gold,  formerly  of 
the  fur  workers  union,  was  the  result  of 
our  hearings,  because  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  brought  before  the  subcom- 
mittee representatives  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  and  took  them  over  the 
coals  as  they  had  not  been  taken  over 


the  coals  for  some  time,  about  th^ir 
failure  to  investigate  the  authenticity 
and  validity  of  the  non-Communist  a|D- 
davits.  I  produced  them  to  show  that 
th^  needed  to  be  investigated.  As  a  re- 
sult of  the  investigation  we  pursued, 
prosecution  was  obtained  and  action  was 
obtained.  There  are  a  great  many  ways 
of  getting  at  this  problem. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  as  the 
Senator  knows,  I  said  when  we  con- 
cluded our  hearings  that  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  is  deserving  of  great 
credit  for  the  procedure  and  the  objec- 
tive approach  he  followed  in  conducting 
those  hearings.  I  believe  they  were 
model  hearings  which  other  Senate  com- 
mittees could  very  well  follow  v/ith  re- 
spect to  their  hearings. 

I  have  no  criticism  at  all  to  make  of 
the  objectivity  of  the  majority,  or  with 
respect  to  the  sincerity  of  the  majority. 
As  I  said  at  the  time,  I  only  regret  that 
I  cannot  see  eye  to  eye  on  each  of  their 
points. 

However,  in  order  to  make  certain  that 
the  RscoRD  we  are  making  today  is  abso- 
lutely fair  to  the  majority,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  printed  as  a  part 
of  this  discussion,  at  this  point  in  the 
Rkcord,  the  report  of  the  Subcommittee 
on  Labor  and  Lalxir-Management  Rda- 
tions  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare,  presented  by  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey]  on 
March  2.  1953. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Recooid, 
as  follows: 

Public  Policy  and  Communist  Domination 
or  Ckstain  Unions 

viATVtx  or  TBX  investigation  and  recosd 

This  is  the  report  of  an  Investigation  of 
the  public  policy  Implications  of  Commutilst 
domination  of  certain  labor  unions.  It  was 
undertaken  by  the  Subcommittee  on  Labor 
auid  Labor-Management  Relations  of  the 
United  States  Senate  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare. 

A  first  step  was  to  publish  as  a  Senate 
document  the  reports  of  the  trial  committees 
of  the  CIO  expelling  certain  unions  on 
grounds  of  Communist  control  and  domlna- 
tlon.i  The  objective  in  publishing  these 
documents,  which  were  otherwise  not  gen- 
erally avaUable,  was  to  provide  concrete  case 
material  on  the  strategy  and  tactics  of  Com- 
munist-controlled unionism  and  how  a  major 
labor  organization  went  about  coping  \tith 
this  problem. 

The  second  step  in  the  investigation  Was 
the  circulation  of  a  questionnaire  to  a  group 
of  representative  spokesmen  from  the  ranks 
of  labor,  management,  government,  and  the 
general  public,  who  have  had  some  specific 
experience  in  dealing  with  the  problem  at 
first  hand. 

The  subcommittee  asked  the  following 
questions  : 

1.  Is  there  an  effective  legislative  approach 
to  the  problem  of  Communist -dominated 
unions? 

2.  Can  you  suggest  the  principles  or  stat- 
utory language  which  ought  to  be  embodied 
In  such  legislation? 

3.  Can  you  suggest  avenues  of  inquiry 
which  the  subcommittee  ought  to  puriue. 
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particularly  those  avenues  which  bafre  not 
already  been  studied  by  other  commltte«a? 

The  answers  were  reprinted  in  seTerfl  Sen- 
ate documents.' 

In  the  third  step  the  subcommittae  held 
hearings  and  probed  further  into  the  Issues 
raised  by  the  replies  to  the  questlotinalre. 
In  addition  the  bearings  provided  an  oppor- 
tunity to  get  into  at  least  one  case  sltsuation 
involving  the  issue  of  Communist .  union 
domination  in  the  electrical  production  In- 
dustry. 

In  a  fourth  aspect  of  the  Investigation. 
the  subcommittee  with  the  coopera^on  oC 
the  General  Counsel  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  Inltated  an  investigation  of 
the  operation  of  a  Communlst-dooftlnated 
union  in  action.' 

This  then  is  the  basic  record  upon  which 
this  report  relies  In  analyzing  the  problem 
and  in  making  its  recommendations.  The 
hearings  and  investigations  of  the  Houae 
Un-American  Activities  Committee  and  the 
Senate  Internal  Security  subcommittee  have 
been  followed  carefully  and  that  record  too 
will  be  utilized  in  this  report. 

The  focal  point  of  the  subcommittee's  in- 
terest in  the  problem  has  been  the  public 
policy  implications  of  CommunlsQ-doml- 
nated  unions.  No  need  was  felt  to  Ntread 
the  path  of  exposure  and  Identification  be- 
ing carried  on  by  other  legislative  commit- 
tees and  by  the  labor  organlzattlons  them- 
selves. 

IDENnrTING      COMMtTNIST-DOMlNATID     tTNTONS 

Now  to  the  facts  as  revealed  by  oUr  rec- 
ord. Are  there  Communlst-domliuited 
unions  and  how  can  they  be  Identified  as 
such?  There  are  three  ways  of  identifying 
Communist-dominated  unions:  (1)  By  the 
adherence  of  the  union's  leadership  to  the 
shifting  pattern  of  the  Communlsl  Party 
line;  (2)  by  direct  acts  such  as  striken  which 
are  designed  to  Implement  the  intetests  of 
Soviet  foreign  policy;  (3)  By  systematic  par- 
ticipation of  Communist  Paxty  function- 
aries  In  the  determination  of  union  policy. 

There  Is  no  great  difficulty  in  identifying 
Communist-dominated  unions  on  the  first 
count,  that  is,  the  unerring  confordlty  of 
the  union's  policies  to  the  Communist  Party 
line  in  vogue,  and  as  It  shifts  as  directed  by 
the  Kremlin.  The  reports  of  the  CIO  trial 
committees  constitute  an  elaborate  spelling 
out  of  the  rigid  parallelism  between  the  po- 
litical lines  of  the  expelled  unions  and  the 
line  of  the  Soviet  Union. 

The  International  Longshoremen  and 
Warehousemen's  Union  led  by  Harry  Bridges 
is  an  outstanding  case  in  point  (pt.  Ill,  p. 
79) .  The  "popular  front"  was  the  keynote  of 
Soviet  foreign  policy  in  the  period  1935  to 
1939.  The  responsive  chord  which  this  line 
struck  in  the  ILWU  took  the  form  of  vigor- 
ous support  of  the  Roosevelt  program  to 
"quarantine  aggressors."  In  193B,  the 
union,  for  example,  supported  bills  to  change 
the  Neutrality  Act  to  permit  active  titade  as- 
sistance to  the  victims  of  aggression:  It  also 
supported  a  bill  to  ban  the  shipment  of 
helium  to  Germany. 

In  June  1939  Soviet  Russia  reversed  its 
field  and  negotiated  a  nonaggresslon  pact 
with  Nazi  Germany.  The  ILWU  too  shifted 
in  reverse.    This  was  the  cue  for  a  reversion 


=  Communist  Domination  of  Certain 
Unions:  Pt.  II.  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
reply  to  subcommittee  questionnaire.  S2d 
Cong..  2d  sess.  (hereafter  referred  to  as  pt. 
II).  Pt.  III.  Replies  to  questlonnalBe  from 
attorneys  in  labor  practice,  labor  leaders. 
labor  press,  university  professors,  einployer 
associations,  and  Government  ofllcUls,  82d 
Cong..  2d  sess.  (hereafter  referred  to  as  pt. 
in ) .  Pt.  IV.  Additional  replies  to  the  ques- 
tionnaire, 82d  Cong.,  2d  sess.  (hereafter  re- 
ferred to  as  pt.  rV) . 

"Hearings,  82d  Cong.,  2d  sess.  (hereafter 
referred  to  as  hearings) . 


to  isolationism  with  the  theme  "The  Tanks 
are  not  coming."  ILWU  resolutions  oppoaed 
any  aid  to  the  countries  fighting  Germany. 

The  Soviet  line  shifted  again  with  the 
German  attack  on  its  erstwhile  ally.  Again 
the  ILWU  responded  in  kind,  advocating  no- 
Btrlke  pledges,  national  service  legislation  for 
civilians,  and  the  "second  front." 

And  yet  another  shift  in  Soviet  foreign 
policy  In  the  postwar  period.  According  to 
certified  ILWU  doctrine  the  Truman  doc- 
trine in  Greece  and  Turkey  became  "Inter- 
national gangsterism"  and  the  Marshall  plan 
a  "monstrous  plot  against  freedom  and  living 
standards."  This  is.  of  course,  the  current 
phase  of  Soviet  foreign  policy  and  therefore 
the  official  line  of  the  ILWU. 

The  CIO  trial  committees  found  that  In 
addition  to  the  ILWU,  there  were  other 
unions  which  adhered  to  this  pattern  of  In- 
exorable conformity  to  the  Communist  line; 
FpeclAcally,  United  Office  and  I^ofessional 
Workers  of  America;  Pood,  Tobacco,  Agricul- 
tural, and  Allied  Workers  of  America:  Na- 
tional Union  of  Marine  Cooks  and  Stewards: 
American  Communications  Association;  In- 
ternational Fur  and  Leather  Workers  Union; 
International  Union  of  Mine,  Mill,  and  Smel- 
ler Workers;  and  United  Public  Workers  of 
America.  And  by  convention  action  the  CIO 
expelled  the  United  Electrical  Workers  on  the 
same  grounds  (pt.  II,  p.  48). 

The  United  Electrical  Workers  asked  for 
an  opportunity  to  be  heard  by  the  subcom- 
mittee. In  the  process  of  examination.  Mr. 
James  J.  Matles.  UE  director  of  organization, 
could  not  recall  a  single  Instance  in  which  an 
organ  of  the  UE  had  criticized  the  Soviet 
Union  or  the  Communist  Party.  Mr.  Matles 
denied  that  this  was  evidence  of  Communist 
domination.  "Every  single  action  Is  taken 
by  the  membership,  and  every  action  Is  taken 
on  the  basis  of  the  merits  of  the  case,  and 
every  action  that  we  take  we  believe  is  for 
the  best  Interests  of  our  members  and  the 
people  of  the  United  States"  (hearings,  p. 
600). 

For  the  purposes  of  this  report  we  shall  re- 
serve Judgment  at  this  point  Just  how  much 
the  policies  of  the  UE  reflect  democratic  sen- 
timent. But  the  law  of  coincidence  must 
be  strained  beyond  reasonable  bounds  to  be- 
lieve that  a  tenacious  conformity  to  the 
Communist  Party  line  through  at  least  six 
major  reversals  has  nothing  to  do  with  Com- 
munist domination. 

In  their  defense  against  the  CIO  expul- 
sion action.  the  Communist-controlled 
unions  sought  to  show  that  at  some  pointa 
their  policy  was  in  conformity  with  CIO  pol- 
icy on  these  matters.  Such  a  defense,  how- 
ever, merely  serves  to  Illuminate  the  real 
essence  of  the  party  line:  the  distinguishing 
mark  of  Communist  Party  line  adherence  is 
not  what  It  stand  for  at  any  particular 
phase.  Indeed  at  any  particular  phase  the 
party  line  may  happen  to  agree  with  the 
position  taken  by  reputable,  patriotic  or- 
ganizations and  individuals.  During  the 
period  of  World  War  II.  for  example,  the 
party  line  dictated  a  policy  of  all-out  prose- 
cution of  the  war. 

The  real  essence  of  the  party  line  is  its 
shifting  character,  a  shift  directly  associated 
In  time  and  in  content  with  a  corresponding 
change  In  the  foreign  policy  of  Soviet  Rus- 
sia. It  is  then  this  highly  sympathetic  re- 
sponsiveness to  the  shifting  requirements  of 
Soviet  Russia  that  marks  the  party-liner, 
not  what  he  happens  to  advocate  at  any 
special  time. 

Another  distinction  needs  to  be  made  and 
the  failure  to  make  that  distinction  has  re- 
sulted In  considerable  confusion  in  the  fight 
against  the  real  enemy — the  Communists. 
This  distinction  Ls  made  very  perceptively  by 
Prof.  Joel  Seidman  In  his  testimony  before 
the  committee: 

"There  are  important  differences  between 
Communist  unionism  and  other  liberal  or 
radical  groups  also  active  in  the  American 
labor  movement.  Prom  the  point  of  view 
of    the    other    liberal    or    radical    trroups.    a 


union  to  a  primary  institution  that  the 
group  seeks  to  build  and  to  make  strong, 
with  the  objecttve  of  winning  benefits  for 
the  members  and  for  workers  in  general." 

"The  poUcy  of  such  unions  Is  determined 
by  an  analysis  of  the  needs  of  the  workers 
who  are  employed  in  the  Industries  in  whlcb 
those  luilons  operate.  Such  other  liberal  or 
radical  groups  may  be  critical  of  employers, 
of  the  existing  economic  system,  of  Govern- 
ment policy:  they  may  in  a  particular  case 
t>e  opposed  to  a  war  In  which  this  Govern- 
ment Is  engaged,  or  even  opposed  to  all  wars: 
and  yet  I  would  sharply  distinguish  between 
such  groups  and  the  Communist  Party  on 
the  ground  that  the  Communist  Party  seeks 
control  of  unions  not  primarily  to  benefit 
the  workers  Involved  but  primarily  because 
the  unions  then  can  be  manipulated  to  fur- 
ther a  party  line  which  Is  in  turn  deter- 
mined with  reference  to  the  Interests  of  the 
U.  S.  S.  R."  (hearings,  p.  149). 

The  record  with  respect  to  direct  action 
by  Communist-dominated  unions  to  sup- 
port the  party  line  Is  not  as  decisive  as  is  the 
record  on  policy.  In  a  way  this  is  under- 
standable. No  union-management  relation- 
ship Is  free  of  grievances  of  one  sort  or 
another.  It  is  difficult  to  detect  the  precise 
motivation  which  edges  a  grievance  Into  a 
strike  or  slowdown.  The  Communist  un- 
ion leaders  do  not  usually  proclaim  in  ad- 
vance that  the  motivating  factor  in  a  strike 
or  slowdown  is  political.  It  is  even  not  un- 
likely that  most  of  Communist-led  strikes 
are  legitimate  strikes  arising  out  of  genuine 
trade-union  grievances.  There  may  be  Just 
a  hairline  of  Judgment  separating  the  atti- 
tude of  the  patriotic,  militant,  trade-union 
leader  and  the  Communist  Party  line  fol- 
lower. One  feels  that  the  grievance  Is  not 
weighty  enough  to  Justify  a  strike;  the  other 
concerned  with  implementing  the  foreign 
policy  of  a  foreign  country  does  move  for 
strike  action. 

There  Is  another  Important  reason  why 
the  political  strike  Is  not  easily  discernible. 
Communists  are  able  to  control  an  organi- 
zation with  a  few  strategically  placed  fol- 
lowers. The  vast  majority  of  members  in 
Communist-dominated  unions  are  not  Com- 
munist Party  followers  or  even  remotely  ssrm- 
pathetic  to  the  alms  of  the  Communists. 
It  would  be  virtually  imix)sslble  to  enlist 
the  support  of  the  rank-and-file  membership 
in  an  openly  announced  political  strike  or 
slowdown. 

Nevertheless  there  is  credible  evidence  of  a 
specific  kind  which  points  to  the  Communist 
origin  of  certain  strikes.  For  example,  the 
1941  strike  at  the  Milwaukee  plant  of  the 
AlUs-Chalmers  Manufacturing  Co.,  then 
producing  vital  defense  materials,  has  been 
characterized  by  a  congressional  committee 
as  a  party-line  strike  designed  to  weaken 
the  defense  program  (hearings,  p.  60). 

Benoit  Frachon.  French  executive  com- 
mittee member  of  the  Communist-con- 
trolled World  Federation  of  Trade  Unions 
was  reported  by  the  New  York  Times  as  hav- 
ing urged  the  use  of  labor  movements  to 
cripple  the  rearmament  of  the  western 
world  (hearings,  p.  2). 

Admitting  the  inconclusive  evidence 
available  on  the  use  of  direct  action  by 
Communist-led  unions,  one  would  have  to 
be  dangerously  blind  to  Ignore  the  signals 
provided  by  the  Communist  political  strikes 
abroad  and  the  nature  of  the  Bolshevik  con- 
spiracy in  the  world. 

The  Bolshevik  theory  on  the  role  of  the 
Communists  in  the  unions  is  clear.  Thus 
according  to  the  Theses  and  Statutes  of  the 
Third    I  Communist  I    International — 

"The  Communists  must  practically  sub- 
ordinate the  factory  committees  and  the 
unions  to  the  Communist  Party,  and  thus 
create  a  proletarian  mass  organ,  a  basis  for 
a  powerful  centralized  party  of  the  prole- 
tariat' (hearings,  p.  170). 


mere  Is  ample  afllrmatlTe  evidence  that 
the  Communists  In  the  unions  heeded  this 
directive.  An  American  Oommunlst,  WU- 
liam  Z.  Foster,  sometime  later  In  1929 
adapted  the  theory  as  foUows: 

"Among  the  membership  of  every  local 
union  the  Communists  must  organhBe  them- 
selves into  a  group  which  acts  as  a  body 
upon  all  problems  coming  before  the  cm*- 
ganization.  If  there  are  Communists  on  the 
executive  conunittee  of  a  given  local  union, 
they  must  act  together  as  a  faction  though 
in  close  connection  with  the  general  party 
faction  of  the  union.  The  same  principle 
applies  all  along  the  way.  The  Communist 
delegates  from  the  various  local  unions  In 
a  given  trade  or  industry  to  a  corresponding 
district  council  or  Joint  board  likewise  must 
form  themselves  Into  a  faction,  and  also 
those  on  the  executive  boards  of  such  coun- 
cils or  Joint  boards.  The  Communist  dele- 
gates to  all  central  labor  councils  must  take 
the  same  course"  (hearings,  p.  172). 

There  is  ample  affirmative  evidence  of  a 
credible  character  that  the  policies  of  Com- 
munist-dominated unions  were  tn  fact  con- 
trolled by  secret  Communist  Party  cau- 
cuses. In  the  same  UE,  in  which  James 
Matles  had  testified  "that  the  UE  is  not 
directed  or  controlled  by  any  political  party 
Including  the  Communist  Party"  (hearings, 
p.  501 ) ,  Lee  Lundgren,  an  admitted  former 
member  of  the  Communist  Party  and  an 
ex  official  of  local  1150  of  the  X7E.  testified 
under  oath  as  follows: 

"We  have  often  had  some  of  the  top  lead- 
ers of  the  Communist  Party  attend  our  meet- 
ings. Even  when  they  did  not  attend  the 
meetings,  why,  whoever  had  the  Job  as  edu- 
cational director  for  that  particular  club 
would  have  a  mimeographed  copy  of  an  order 
or  plan  or  whatever  It  might  be,  whatever 
the  thing  might  be  at  the  time,  and  they 
would  bring  this  to  the  club  and  then  repmrt 
from  that  directive  they  received  from  the 
Communist   Party   headquarters. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"We  had  a  meeting  of  our  branch  of  the 
Communist  Party,  and  we  discussed  who 
would  sign  the  non-Communist  affidavit, 
what  officers  would  actually  sign  and  which 
officers  would  not. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"In  all  cases  where  matters  of  importancs 
were  going  to  come  up  before  the  local  mem- 
bership meeting,  those  matters  were  dis- 
cussed at  the  Communist  Party  meeting  prior 
to  the  union-membership  meeting,  and  that 
also  included  the  selection  of  delegates  to 
conventions,  and  any  official  business  like 
that,  always  the  names  of  these  people  were 
selected  at  the  Communist  Party  meeting 
first.  Then  it  was  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  people  at  the  regular  unlon-meml>er- 
ship  meeting. 

•  •  •  *  • 

"The  local  was  under  complete  Communist 
control,  and  we  really  never  had  any  major 
opposition,  so  that  the  people  were  not  aware 
of  the  fact  that  actually  a  Communist  Party 
meeting  had  been  held  to  work  out  the  de- 
tails before  the  membership  meeting,  and 
therefore  the  people  Just  went  along  with  the 
policies  without  knowing  too  much"  about 
actually  what  was  happening.  Actiially,  the 
people  thought  they  were  making  the  deci- 
sions, and  little  did  they  know  that  they  were 
only  carrying  out  the  mandate  of  the  Com- 
munist Party." 

The  CIO  reports  furnish  additional  direct 
evidence  of  collaboration  between  party 
functionaries  and  union  leaden  in  the  de- 
termination of  union  policy.  Harry  Bridges 
met  with  party  functionaries  to  discuss  the 
initiation  of  a  longshore  organizing  cam- 
paign on  the  east  cost.  Bridges  begem<Miy 
is  limited  to  the  west  coast. 

The  steering  committee  of  the  Mine.  MlU, 
and  Smelter  Union  met  with  Ooanmunttt 
Party  leaders  WUllsm  Z  Foster.  Eug«ne  D«- 
nU.  John  Williamson,  and  GU  Oneen  (pi.  X, 
p.  103  If.,  pt.  I.  p  92  n  ) 
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Hm  BUkJor' KfaOaU*  m«omw  la  tt«  tow 
for  <Ua11ng  with  tlae  probltm  o(  CtamnumM- 
dnmtnatwl  valom  wlrt—  In  ■aetton  B  (b) 
of  Xbm  lAtar-lfUMcwMB*  BaUtknu  Ast. 
1947.  aMtton  •  (h)  stotM: 

'TTo  lavMttgMlon  aluUl  b*  mitds  by  tba 
Board  of  aaj  tpta^Uaa  aif noting  oommnw 
oanoomlng  Um  lejre— utBttoa  of  aaa^oy—. 
rataed  lijr  •  Ubor  organlMtlosi  undw  niboec- 
tkm  (c)  oC  this  MCtlon.  no  petition  under 
■wtloa  9  (e)  (1)  ahAll  be  entertained,  and 
no  complaint  ahall  be  lamed  pursuant  to  » 
charge  made  by  a  labor  organisation  under 
Bubeectlon  (b)  ot  aeetion  10,  unleM  there  la 
on  file  with  the  Board  an  aiBdaTlt  executed 
contemporaneoualy  or  within  the  preceding 
12-month  period  by  each  olBcer  ot  auch  !*• 
bor  organlaatlon  ahd  the  oflloers  of  any  na- 
tlcmal  ex  international  labor  organization  of 
which  it  la  an  afflllate  or  conatituent  unit 
that  he  la  not  a  member  of  the  Communiat 
Party  or  affiliated  with  such  party,  and  that 
he  doea  not  believe  in.  and  is  not  a  member 
of  or  aupporta  any  organlzatlm  that  be- 
llerea  In  or  teachea  the  overthrow  of  the 
United  Statea  Ooremment  by  force  or  by 
any  illegal  or  unconstitutional  methods. 
The  proTisloaa  at  section  35-A  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Code  ahaU  be  applicable  in  respect  to 
auch  affldanta.'* 

As  of  July  1.  19S1,  there  were  233.000  indl- 
▼Idual  aSdavlta  on  file  In  MUtB  offices  from 
26,000  local  and  international  labor  organl- 
satlmis  (hearings,  p.  91). 

The  Board  has  encountered  many  prob- 
leau  in  admlnlaterlng  this  section  of  the 
law.  One  of  the  most  Important  has  been 
the  problem  of  "ftontlng"  that  is  where  a 
nooeomplytng  union  has  sought  to  use  an 
IndlTldual  or  group  of  indlviduAls  aa  "fronts'* 
In  a  Board  proceeding  from  whi^  the  nan- 
complying  organisation  itself  was  dlaquaU- 
flad  from  participation.  Or  a  noncomplylng 
local  union  aon^xt  to  use  ah  lntema.tlonal 
unkm,  which  bad  compiled,  as  a  "Iront.** 
The  Board  has  said: 

*3y  adopting  »  firm  policy  as  regards 
fronting,*  the  Board  made  it  clear  that 
compliance  with  section  9h  would  have  to 
b«  achieved  la  aubrtance  as  well  as  la  f  onn. 


tf  the  BoanTs  serrloes  were  to  be  made  avat- 
aUe"*  (pt.  XZ.  p.  0) . 

The  Board  baa  however  permitted  a  noa- 
oomplylag  unl<m  to  be  cm  the  ballot  where  lit 
waa  the  bargaining  representative,  in  a  d^ 
certlfkiation  proceeding  "leet  the  labor  or- 
gaalaatkxi's  own  dereliction  In  failing  to 
comply  «"'"*""*'"  the  decertification"  (pt. 
in.  p.  4). 

The  Board  has  had  to  concern  Itself  with 
whether  the  parent  federations,  that  Is  the 
oOloera  of  the  AFL  and  CIO,  were  required 
to  sign  the  non-Communist  affidavit.  The 
Board  held  the  AFL  and  CIO  were  not  re- 
quired to  sign  but  the  United  States  Supreme 
Oourt  in  the  Highland  Park  case  held  to  the 
contrary.  The  position  of  the  NLRB  with. 
respect  to  its  responsibility  for  determinitig 
the  truth  or  falsity  of  the  non-Conununist 
affidavit  has  been  put  to  the  subconunlttee 
by  Chairman  Herzog,  as  follows : 

"It  was  apparent  from  the  outset  that  the 
MIjBB's  sole  function  was  to  make  certain 
that  the  necessary  persons  filed  these  afi- 
davits.  and  that,  once,  they  had  done  so. 
pxirsuant  to  the  rules  we  adopted,  we  were 
to  process  their  eases  without  Inquiring  Into 
the  truth  or  falsity  of  the  affidavits  them- 
selves. Where  such  an  issue  tu-ose,  the 
Board's  statutory  duty  was  only  to  refer 
the  aflldavlt  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
for  investigation  and  possible  prosecution  for 
perjury  imder  the  Criminal  Code.  We  have 
made  65  such  referrals  since  1947"  (hearings, 
p.  01). 

This  view  is  confirmed  by  the  1948  report 
of  the  congressional  Joint  Committee  on 
Labor-Management  Relations  when  It  said 
with  respect  to  9  (h) : 

"Oreat  care  must  be  given  to  prevent  liti- 
gation of  the  question  in  Board  bearings. 
If  the  parties  to  Board  bearings  are  per- 
mitted to  question  the  veracity  of  the  affi- 
davit or  the  facts  as  to  its  having  been  filed. 
records  will  be  hopelessly  burdened  with  such 
proof.  Board  hearings  must  be  confined  to 
evidence  going  Into  the  merits  of  the  case  at 
hand  if  the  Board  la  to  carry  out  Its  real 
function  of  deciding  unfair  labor  practice 
cases  and  determining  bargaining  repre- 
sentatives" (pt.  8.  p.  10). 

This  problem  became  particularly  vexing 
as  well-known  Conununlst  Party  followers 
signed  the  affidavits  when  they  realized  that 
it  would  be  impossible  for  their  imlons  to 


function  without  access  to  Board  pro- 
ceedings. 

In  connection  with  the  Perlow  aUdavlt 
the  then  General  Counsel,  Mr.  Denham,  said: 

"The  act  does  not  direct  ot  authortre  either 
the  General  Coimsel  or  the  Board  to  poMca 
these  affidavits  or  to  pass  Judgment  upon 
their  truth  or  falsity.  While  Mr.  Pcrlow'a 
published  statement,  if  they  aco\««tely 
quoted  him,  would  tend  to  throw  conaider- 
able  doubt  on  the  good  faith  of  his  aflldavit. 
nevertheless  we  are  required  by  the  law  to 
take  the  affidavits  as  they  are  submitted."  * 

Many  of  the  union  officers  In  this  category 
made  such  statements  In  connection  with 
their  alleged  resignation  from  the  Commu- 
nist Party  as  to  put  In  serious  questloQ  their 
good  faith  In  taking  the  oath  without  reeer- 
vation. 

For  example,  Ben  Gold,  of  the  Furriers* 
Union,  announced  his  resignation  from  the 
Communist  Party  and  said,  "I  resigned  from 
the  Communist  Party,  but  I  do  not  give  up 
my  belief  In  true  democracy." 

Max  Perlow,  an  officer  of  the  United  Fur- 
niture Workers,  resigned  from  the  Commu- 
nist Party  and  signed  the  affidavit,  but  in 
resigning  from  the  Communist  Party  said 
he  was  not  renouncing  Communist  doCtrinea 
or  his  right  to  advocate  them. 

Maurice  Travis,  secretary-treasurer  of  the 
Mine,  Mill,  and  Smelter  Workers,  resigned 
from  the  Communist  Party  and  signed  the 
affidavit,  but  he  said  he  would  still  "con- 
tinue to  fight  for  Communist  goals"  (pt.  ttt, 
pp.  6,  7:  also  bearings,  p.  511  if.). 

The  extent  of  the  Board's  responsibility 
for  ascertaining  the  truth  or  falsity  of  the 
9  (h)  affidavit  is  now  additionally  compli- 
cated by  the  refusal  of  witnesses  before  Sen- 
ate and  House  committees  to  testify  whether 
they  bad  signed  the  non -Communist  affi- 
davit, even  though  Board  records  indicate 
that  such  affidavits  were  on  file.  The  wit- 
nesses who  refuse  to  identify  their  affidavits 
plead  their  constitutional  right  agalns*  self- 
incrimination. 

For  example,  the  following  union  ^ffloers 
who  signed  the  non-Communist  oath  rtfiiaed 
to  testify  in  1952  before  congressional  com- 
mittees as  to  whether  they  had  signed  the 
affidavit: 


« Pt.  in,  p.  7. 


Kama 


Heoley.  Paid  A.. 

Heed,  WiBiaiB  B 

Beatia,  Paul 

Fnaklin.  Harold 

DeMaio,  Ernest... 

Eeodcnoo,  Donald 

Durkin,  James  H .„ 

Livtnitstoo,  Mortfaaer.. 
Bang,  Mrs.  Marie 

Kpsteln.  Jacob  SamiieL 
Shepard,  Paul  J . 


TJnlan 


Steward  tat  local  S,  UA-WCIO 

ReeordiBg  secretary,  UAW-CIO.  Ford  Local  flOO 

Cbalnnaa  of  poUUcal-Mtion  committee,  local  600,  UAW- 
CIO. 
Reoording  secretary  of  the  Dearborn  Iron  Foundry  local 
OoHfal  vice  president  of  UERMWA 


National  secretary-treagurer,  Distributive,  Processing  and 
Office  Workers  Unitm  of  America. 

Former  organizer,  United  Office  and  Professional  Workers 
of  America,  and  national  secretary-treasurer,  DPOWA. 

Prestd0Dtofdistrtct65,  DPOWA... 

Local  repreeaDtatlve,  local  735,  UnlU>d  Electrical,  Radio, 
and  Machine  Workers  of  America. 


President,  local  7Z1,  CIO,  International  Union  ol  Elec- 
trical, Radio,  and  Machine  Workei^. 

Ornniaer  for  k>oal  735,  United  Electrical,  Radio,  and  Ma- 
mine  Workers. 


Souroo 


Uouse  Committee  on  rn-Amprio<u\  Aptivities:  Communism  In  the  Detroit 
Area,  pt.  1,  hoariiip.  sad  Cong.,  2d  sess.,  February  25^29,  1052,  p  3881 

Ibid.,  p.  2H97. 

House  Comiaittee  on  Un-American  Activitipn:  Communwrn  In  the  Detroit 
Area,  pt.  t,  hearings,  82d  Cong.,  3d  scss.,  March-April  1062.  n   3113. 

Ibid.,  p.  3217,  ^  '^ 

House  Comaiittoo  on  T'n-Ameripun  Artivities;  Communist  activities  la 
the  ChicagD  Area,  pt.  1,  hearings,  83d  Cong.,  ad  sess.,  Sept.  3  and  3,  IM; 

Senate  Committee  on  the  Judioiiry.  Subcommitlne  To  Invrstiiate  the 
Administration  of  the  Intcriiiil  Security  Art:  Subversive  contnJTof  Dis- 
tributive, J'roces.sinfr.  ,ind  Office  Workm  of  America,  hearlixs.  Sad 
Cong..  2<1  *>ss.,  Feb.  12  15,  1»-21,  M  ir.  7,  1952,  p    172.  ^^ 

Ibid.,  p.  196. 


Ibid.,  p.  257. 

Sonate  Conanittee  on  the  Judid.rv,  Subcnnmiiltee  To  Investlaite  the 
AdniinLstmtion  of  the  Internal  Security  .\ct:  Subversive  influenOF  In  the 
I'nited  EIrctrtcal,  Radio,  and  Machine  Workers  of  Amerioi,  t«arincs. 
82d  Con?..  2-1  ses.s.,  Apr.  17,  18,  May  29,  and  June  26, 1952,  pp.  88,  »7. 

Ibid.,  pp.  121,  123. 

Ibid.,  p.  135. 


Aa  this  report  Is  being  written  the  Board 
haa  ruled  on  the  significance  of  a  perjury 
conviction  against  an  afBant  of  a  9  (h)  aCB- 
davit.  Anthony  Valentino,  an  oOcer  of  local 
BOA  of  the  United  Packlnghouae  Workers 
(dO)  was  convicted  in  a  Federal  district 
court  of  having  filed  a  false  non-Conomu- 
nlst  affidavit.  The  MLRB,  after  notice  of  in- 
tent proceeded  to  direct  that  '^o  further 
force  and  effect"  be  given  to  the  cc^ectlve- 
bargalnlng  certifications  of  the  local  union  in 


question  and  found  that  the  local  was  out  of 
compliance  with  9  (h).  Tbe  Board  said  tlwt 
Its  action  in  this  proceeding  was  designed  to 
protect  "its  own  processes  from  furtber 
abuse"  (NLRB  release  413). 

In  a  sense  the  Board  has  in  one  other  way 
gone  beyond  the  concept  of  being  simply  a 
filing  cabinet  for  tbe  B  (h)  affidavit.  It  bos 
taken  steps  to  prevent  evasion  of  the  law  by 
union  officers  who  resign  from  constltutloh- 
ally  designated  posts  and  take  so-called  ad- 


ministrative positions  in  tbe  union.  This 
issue  was  first  posed  when  Donald  Henderson, 
president  of  the  Pood,  Tobacco.  Agricultural, 
and  Allied  Workers  resigned  from  the  presi- 
dency of  that  union  and  became  "naitlonal 
administrative  director"  and  under  the  PTA 
constitution  presumably  not  an  "olBcer.'* 
FTA  did  not  provide  satisfactory  proof  to  the 
NLRB  that  Henderson  was  not  in  fawt  an 
officer,  and  the  Board  refused  to  permit 
FTA  to  be  placed  on  a  representation  hallot. 


With  the  Henderson  caae  as  background  the 
Board  amended  Its  rules  and  regulations  in 
1950  to  provide  that — 

"Where  the  Bocu-d  has  reasonable  cause  to 
believe  that  a  labor  organization  has  omitted 
from  its  constitution  the  designation  of  any 
position  as  an  office  for  the  purpose  of  evad- 
ing or  circumventing  the  filing  requirements 
of  section  9  (h)  of  the  act,  the  Board  may 
upon  appropriate  notice,  conduct  an  investi- 
gation to  determine  the  facts  In  that  regard, 
and  where  the  facts  appear  to  warrant  such 
action  the  Board  may  require  affidavits  from 
persons  other  than  the  incumbents  of  posi- 
tions identified  by  the  constitution  aa  of- 
ficers" (pt.  Ill,  p.  7). 

Not  directly  related  to  compliance  with  the 
non -Communist  affidavit  but  relevant  for 
the  purposes  of  the  general  problem  which 
the  subcommittee  is  exploring.  Is  the  Board's 
policy  on  what  an  employer  may  lawfully  do 
about  Communist  employees. 

The  General  Counsel  has  refused  to  issue 
a  complaint  in  a  case  where  the  employer  in 
good  faith  had  suspended  employees  for 
being  Communists  (27  L.  R.  R.  M.  1443).  A 
trial  examiner  found  that  an  employer  had 
not  been  guilty  of  failure  to  bargain  In  good 
faith  because  he  had  insisted  that  the  officers 
and  representatives  of  the  local  and  national 
organizations  of  the  UB  execute  a  non- 
Communist  affidavit  for  the  company  as  a 
condition  of  agreement.  The  trial  examiner 
held  that  the  company  had  sufBclent  reasons 
for  believing  that  the  union's  officers  and 
representatives  were  dominated  by  and  in 
as.sociatlon  with  Conimunista  (NLRB.  in 
the  matter  of  Square  D.  Co.  and  United 
Electrical.  Radio,  and  Machine  Workers  of 
America.  Local  1421,  Independent,  interme- 
diate report,  March  2.S,  l»6a).  The  Board 
itself  found  in  another  case  involving  the 
UE  that  the  discharge  of  a  steward  for  being 
a  Communist  was  for  cause  (94  NLRB  No.  85 
(1951)). 

In  the  Sunbeam  case  the  Board  revoked 
a  previous  direction  U  the  employer  to  bar- 
gain in  good  faith  when  It  found  that  the 
charging  union  had  not  complied  with  sec- 
tion 9  (h).  inasmuch  iis  officers  of  the  union 
who  should  have  signed  the  affidavit,  had 
not.  at  the  time  the  anion  was  put  on  the 
ballot  or  at  the  time  of  certification. 

The  Board  held  that — 

•It  would  be  inconsistent  both  with  the 
basic  considerations  v.hlch  Impelled  the  es- 
tablishment of  that  principle,  and  with  the 
spirit  of  section  9  (hi  itaelf.  as  indicated  In 
the  legislative  history  of  the  1947  amend- 
ments to  the  act,  to  hold  that  a  certification 
Inherently  defective  at  the  outset  could  con- 
fer on  the  union  the  right  of  later  recourse 
to  the  Board,  or  conversely,  expose  the  em- 
ployer to  an  unfair  laix)r  practice  finding  for 
refusing  to  honor  that  certification"  (98 
NLRB  No.  98). 

The  Board's  holdl  igs  on  the  non-Com- 
munist affidavit  aeenia  to  add  up  to  these 
tendencies: 

1.  The  prevention  of  "fronting"  by  in- 
dividuals for  unions   not  In  compliance. 

2.  The  prevention  of  evasion  by  officers.  In 
fact,  assuming  so-called  administrative 
posts. 

3.  The  revocation  of  compliance  status 
and  certifications  on  conviction  of  an  af&ant 
for  false  swearing. 

Still,  in  doubt,  at  this  writing.  Is  what  the 
Board  will  do  when  It  Is  confronted  by  a  re- 
fusal of  an  affiant  to  testify  whether  he  Is  a 
memljer  of  the  Com-nunlst  Party  In  a  con- 
gressional or  Judlcla.  proceeding. 

There  seems  to  be  no  doubt  if  the  Board 
maintains  Its  presen'  poeitlon  it  will  not  un- 
der present  law  undertake  to  find  through 
Its  own  proceedings  whether  In  fact  an 
affiant  is  actually  a  Communist  or  not. 

AEC  resources 
Another   repository   of    authority   to   deal 
with  the  problem  o;  Communist-dominated 
unionism  Is  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 


Since  ABC  authority  in  this  context  was 
used  only  with  respect  to  two  unions.  It  will 
be  useful  to  describe  specifically  what  hap- 
pened in  the  one  case  where  the  application 
of  aanctions  ran  Its  full  course. 

1.  The  General  Electric  Corp.  ptu^uant  to 
a  Wagner  Act  certification  bad  recognized 
the  United  Electrical  Workers  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  its  organized  employees.  When 
GE  undertook  to  operate  a  Government - 
owned  atomic  installation  at  the  Peck  Street 
(Schenectady)  plant  It  proceeded  to  rec- 
ognize UE  for  that  operation  as  well. 

2.  In  any  case  all  employees  engaged  on 
classified  atomic  energy  work  were  subject 
to  security  clearance.  But  recognition  of 
UE  as  the  bargaining  representative  raised 
tor  AEC  security  questions  over  and  atK>ve 
those  of  Individual  security  clearances.  On 
the  basis  of  an  examination  of  all  available 
data.  Including  congressional  investigations 
and  UE's  constitution,  the  AEC  concluded: 

"(11  That  there  might  exist  circumstances 
at  Schenectady  conducive  to  Communist- 
Inspired  action  adverse  to  the  atomic-energy 
program  and  the  Nation's  security;  (2)  that 
such  action  might  take  the  form  of  a  po- 
litical strike  or  other  organized  sabotage; 
and  (3)  that  an  effective  safeguard  against 
sucb  action  would  be  the  removal  from  lines 
of  Influence  over  employees  on  atomic-energy 
work  of  representatives  of  undependable 
loyalty"  (pt.  II.  p.  3). 

3.  On  Septemlier  27.  1948.  AEC  directed 
the  General  Electric  Corp.  not  to  recognize 
UE  at  the  new  atomic -energy  installation. 
GE  said  it  would  comply  fully  with  the  AEC 
directive. 

4.  Albert  Pltzgerald.  UE  president,  pro- 
tested the  AEC  order  and  in  response  AEC 
"proffered  to  the  officers  of  the  UE  the  op- 
portunity to  participate  in  a  fuller  explora- 
tion of  the  Issue,  with  the  understanding 
that  the  UE  officials  would  be  expected  to 
give  full  and  candid  statements  concerning 
present  or  past  affiliations  of  any  kind  with 
the  Communist  Party  or  Communist-domi- 
nated organizations."  There  was  no  reply. 
AEC  renewed  Its  offer.  This  time  Fitzgerald 
explicitly  rejected  the  opportunity  for  fur- 
ther discussion.  On  November  1,  AEC  for- 
mally directed  GE  to  withdraw  recognition 
from  UE  on  work  at  AEC-owned  or  installed 
operations. 

5.  On  October  26.  1948.  UE  petitioned  for 
injunctive  relief  In  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia Federal  District  Court  to  restrain  AEC 
and  GE  from  putting  the  ban  into  effect. 
AEC  and  GE  both  filed  motions  for  dis- 
missal. Judge  Letts  sustained  tbe  AEC  and 
GE  dismissal  motions  because  of  lack  of 
Jurisdiction. 

6.  In  May  of  1950  UE  and  lUE  were  both 
put  on  the  ballot  in  the  representation  elec- 
tions directed  hf  the  NLRB.  In  its  order 
directing  the  election  the  NLRB  conditioned 
any  certifications  that  might  issue  at  the 
atomic  energy   installation   thus: 

"The  record  shows  that  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  has  established  certain  security 
requirements  applicable  to  labor  organiza- 
tions, and  to  their  officers,  as  a  condition  of 
their  being  recognized  as  the  representative 
of  employees  at  the  employer's  atomic  energy 
operations  at  the  Schenectady  works.  We 
have  been  advised  generally  by  that  Com- 
mission of  the  scop>e  and  purpose  of  these 
security  requirements.  Accordingly,  any 
certification  resulting  from  elections  herein 
directed  on  behalf  of  employees  of  the  atomic 
energy  operations  will  be  conditioned  upon 
compliance,  by  the  certified  unions,  with  the 
secvirity  requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  a  matter  excltislvely  vrtthln  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission"  ( pt.  II,  p.  7) . 

UE  lost  all  of  the  three  elections. 

Similar  action  ordering  withdrawal  of 
recognition  from  the  United  PubUc  Workers 
was  taken  but  UPW  Inunediately  stopped 
organising. 


ABC  pointed  up  the  aigniflcanoe  of  its 
action  against  UE  aa  follows: 

"(1)  The  action  represented  a  particular- 
Ized  approach  to  a  particular  problem  and 
was  fitted  to  the  specific  facts  of  the  altua- 
tion. 

"(2)  There  was  a  decision  by  the  responsi- 
ble Government  agency  that  the  riak  in  the 
particular  aituatlon  was  inconsistent  with 
national  security  and  that  poeltlve  stepe  were 
required  to  eliminate  this  risk. 

"(3)  An  essential  step  was  to  provide  to 
employees  and  the  public  authoritative  in- 
formation regarding  the  question  of  loyalty 
which  existed  In  the  specific  situation  and 
authoritative  advice  regarding  the  signifi- 
cance of  this  in  terms  of — 

"  I  a )  Known  Communist  aims  and  ptu-pooes 
in  the  infiltration  of  trade  unions. 

"(b)  The  Importance  to  the  national  aecu- 
rlty  of  the  work  carried  on  in  the  apeciflo 
bargaining  unit. 

"(4)  Specific  assurance  was  given  to  em- 
ployees as  to  the  welcome  to  lie  accorded  any 
bargaining  representative  that  they  might 
select  which  waa  free  from  Communiat 
affiliations. 

"(5)  The  union  officials  involved  were 
given  every  opportunity  to  be  heard  In  their 
own  defense"  (pt.  II,  p.  7). 

Defense  Department  resourcef 

There  is  legal  authority  for  the  Department 
of  Defense  to  protect  classified  information 
including  classified  contracts.  Specifically 
they  are  (1)  title  5,  section  22  of  the  United 
States  Code  which  authorizea  the  heads  of 
Government  departments  to  issue  regula- 
tions for  the  protection  and  preservation  of 
pertinent  records;  (2)  the  Armed  Services 
Procurement  Act  of  1947  makes  It  possible  for 
the  secretaries  of  the  military  departments 
to  establish  reasonable  conditions  in  con- 
tracts with  the  departments;  (3)  under  the 
espionage  acts  there  is  authority  to  protect 
Government  records  and  Information  (hear-  ^ 
Ings,  p.  20). 

The  Industrial  Employment  Review  di- 
rected by  the  Munitions  Board  has  estab- 
lished criteria  for  determining  who  is  a  se- 
curity risk. 

"NovncBxa  7,  1949. 

"CarrEkiA  OovxaNiNC  Actions  bt  thk  Ikdus- 
raiAL  Emplotuent  Rsvxsw  Boabo,  aa 
Amended 

"acviskd  novcmbex  10,  isso 
"All  actions  by  the  Industrial  Employment 
Review  Board,  pursuant  to  its  charter  dated 
November  7,  1949.  shall  be  governed  by  the 
following  criteria  hereby  establlahed  by  the 
Secretaries  pf  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force. 

"A.  Individuals:  Af-ceas  to  classified  mili- 
tary information  shall  (except  as  provided  in 
paragraph  6  below)  be  refused  to  an  indi- 
vidual if,  on  all  the  evidence  and  information 
available  to  the  Board,  reasonable  grounds 
exist  for  belief  that  the  individual: 

"1.  Has  committed  acts  of  treason  or  sedi- 
tion, or  has  engaged  In  acts  of  espionage  or 
sabotage:  has  actively  advocated  or  aided 
the  commission  of  such  acts  by  others;  or 
has  knowingly  associated  with  persons  com- 
mitting such  acts. 

"2.  Is  employed,  is  employed  by,  or  subject 
to  the  Infiuence  of.  a  foreign  government  un- 
der clrcimistances  which  may  Jeopardize  the 
security  interests  of  the  United  States. 

"3.  Has  actively  advocated  or  supported  the 
overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  by  tbe  use  of  force  or  violence. 

"4.  Has  Intentionally  disclosed  military  in- 
formation classified  confidential  or  higher 
without  authority  and  with  reasonable 
knowledge  or  belief  that  It  may  be  tzaaa- 
mittcd  to  a  foreign  government,  or  lias  In- 
tentionjOly  <llscloBed  sodi  tnformsjrsnw  TU» 
persons  not  authorized  to  rer«*we  It^ 

-5.  Is  mentaCy  or  anctiona2:j  soBtaade.  * 
an  habitual  oeendc;  of  ibe  law.  «  tfloei,  SA 
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i  th*  tntigrttf .  dfaaretlon.  and  nspcai- 
■IMUty  — »ntm  to  th*  aeeurlty  o<  dantflMl 
mUttwy  tofwMattoo. 

"6.  Is  or  reeently  haa  bam  »  »»**»«»«fT  oC. 
or  amtlat^wl  or  ■ympath^lcmUy  Maoetatad 
with,  any  foreign  or  domestic  ocsanlatlon. 
aModatlon.  mofement.  group,  or  comblna- 
tl<m  of  paraona  (a)  which  la,  or  which  haa 
baan  rtiiilgnatad  by  tha  Attorney  Oeneral  aa 
batag.  totalitarian,  Faaclat.  Oommunlst.  ta 
aubrerslTe.  (b)  which  haa  adopted,  or  which 
haa  been  daalgnatart  by  the  Attorney  Oeneral 
aa  having  adopted,  a  p(^cy  at  advocating  or 
-  apfwovlng  the  eommlnalon  of  acta  of  force  or 
▼lolenoe  to  deny  other  pmona  their  rlghta 
tinder  the  Oonstltatlon  of  the  United  States. 
or  (c)  which  seeks,  or  which  has  been  desig- 
nated by  the  Attorney  Oeneral  as  seeking,  to 
alter  the  form  of  the  Oovemment  of  the 
United  States  by  unconstitutional  means; 
provided,  that  access  may  be  granted,  not- 
withstanding such  membership,  afflllation. 
or  association.  If  It  Is  demonstrated,  by  more 
than  a  mere  denial,  that  the  security  inter- 
eats  of  the  United  States  will  not  thereby  be 
Jeopardised. 

"B.  Aliens:  Access  to  information  or  ma- 
terial subject  to  section  10  (J)  of  the  act 
or  July  3,  lOae  (lO  U.  S.  C.  310  (J) )  whether 
or  not  daaslfled,  shall  be  refused  to  an  alien 
If.  on  all  the  evidence  and  information  avail- 
able to  the  Board,  reasonable  grounds  exist 
for  belief  that  the  aUen  Is  IneUgible  for  ac- 
cess under  the  criteria  specified  in  A  above. 

"C.  Contractora:  Access  to  military  in- 
fomatlon  neceaaary  for  the  negotiation, 
award,  or  performance  of  a  contract  shall 
be  refuaed  to  a  contractor  or  prospective 
oontractor  If,  on  all  the  evidence  available 
to  the  Board,  reasonable  grounds  exist  for 
beUef  that: 

"1.  Any  of  the  personnel  of  the  contractor 
or  pnMpectlve  oontractiv  who  will  have  ac- 
cess to  such  Information  or  material  ia  in- 
eligible under  the  criteria  specified  in  A  or 
B  above. 

"2.  The  contractor  or  prospective  contrac- 
tor la  owned  by  or  la  luder  the  control  or 
inlliienca  of  foreign  Interests  imder  clrcum- 
ataneea  which  may  Jeopardize  the  security 
interesta  of  the  United  States." 

Thlp  la  esaentlally  a  denial  of  access  pro- 
gram and  Involvea  the  screening  of  Indi- 
vlduala  found  to  be  security  risks.  But  as 
the  IConltlona  Board  pcdnta  out,  "the  denial 
of  acceiM  program,  efllcacious  as  it  may  be 
from  the  point  of  view  of  protecting  classi- 
fied information,  does  not  in  itself  substan- 
tlaUy  reduce  the  threat  of  possible  sabotage 
which  might  be  carried  out  at  the  instiga- 
tion of  Communist  dominated  unions.  •  •  • 
We  do  not  believe  that  we  have  the  legal 
■authority  to  go  in  and  remove  at  STimmarily 
exclude  potential  sabotetirs  from  national- 
defense  facilities'*  (hearings,  p.  ao). 

Under  Executive  Order  9835  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  haa  the  authority  to  promulgate  a 
list  of  subversive  organizations.  Other  re- 
sources which,  should  be  considered  are  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Board  estab- 
lished under  the  Internal  Seciirity  Act  of 
1950  and  the  merchant  marine  personnel 
clearance  program. 

xvaloathvo  trx  lxoal  kzsottbcxs  fob  dkauwo 

WITH     COMMUlflBT-DOMIICATXO     ONIONS     AND 
AODrnOMAI.   PBOPOaAUl 

Thlsaection  Is  devoted  to  a  critical  analy- 
ais  of  the  existing  resources  for  the  problem 
at  hand  as  well  as  an  analysis  of  proposed 
aolutlona.  AU  of  these  analyses  are  based 
on  the  record  before  the  subcommittee. 

Perspectives 
The  perspectives  through'*which  proposed 
solutions  to  the  problem  of  Conununlst 
unionism  need  to  be  examined  have  been 
perceptively  stated  by  witnesses  before  the 
subcommittee.  Prof.  Joel  Seldman  points 
to  "the  conflict  between  goals  equally  vital 
If  we  are  to  preserve  a  free  society.  On  the 
one  hand,  we  wish  to  preserve  essential  dem- 


oeratle  rlf^ts  within  the  trade -union  mo^- 
mmt,  aa  elsewhere  in  o\ir  society,  and  on 
tha  other  hand,  we  wish  to  safeguard  the 
country  at  a  time  of  dangerous  tension  «(th 
the  U.^.  8.  B..  by  not  permitting  potential 
fifth  columnists  to  obtain  strategic  positions 
for  spying  or  sabotage.  The  problem,  aa  I 
aee  it,  la  how  best  to  reconcile  these  goals  so 
as  to  preserve  simultaneously  a  maxlnuim 
of  democratic  rights  within  unions  antf  a 
maxlnuim  of  security  of  the  Nation." 

And  once  we  have  tried  to  resolve  the 
conflicts  between  the  goals  of  democratic 
rights  and  protection  from  subversion,  we 
face  other  alternatives.  As  Mr.  Paul  Heraog, 
Chairman  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board,  states  these  alternatives,  they  arc — 

"Is  it  to  legislate  to  eliminate  Commualst 
Influence  from  all  labor  organizations  in  all 
Industries  in  the  United  States,  no  matter 
what  the  cost  in  administrative  burden  or 
in  restriction  of  employee's  present  right  to 
make  an  uninhibited  choice  of  their  bar- 
gaining representatives?  Or  is  It  directed 
at  the  narrower,  and  plainly  imperative  need 
of  making  certain  that  Communist-domi- 
nated unions  play  no  role  in  those  sensitive 
areaa  of  Industry  essential  to  the  defense 
effort?" 

It  may  be  well  for  the  Congress  to  keep 
these  questions  constantly  in  the  forefront 
as  it  ap|»aises  the  various  proposals  for 
dealing  with  the  problem  of  Communist- 
dominated  unions. 

Explicit  or  implicit  In  the  proposals  made 
to  the  subcommittee  which  we  are  about  to 
examine  are  the  assvmiptions  that  (1)  the 
existing  resources  are  not  adequate  to  deal 
with  the  hazard  of  Communist-domlnaJted 
unionism:  (2)  that  the  labor  movement  Itaelf 
cannot  be  relied  upon  to  rid  Itself  of  Com- 
munist penetration  to  the  point  where  It  no 
longer  poses  a  serious  threat;  and  finally  (3) 
the  risk  of  Communist  subversion  is  so  great 
as  to  override  the  possible  benefits  accruing 
from  permitting  the  unions  to  clean  their 
own  houses. 

Those  who  argue  the  position  In  (1)  Im- 
mediately above,  say  that  the  threat  of  Com- 
munist subversion  exists  over  and  above  the 
threat  posed  by  individual  Communists  Who 
are  screened  out  through  security  measures 
of  one  sort  or  another.  Officers  of  a  Commu- 
nist-dominated \mlon  can  dictate  policies, 
which  are.  and  are  meaht  to  be  harmful  to 
the  security  of  the  Nation. 

With  respect  to  (2)  alxive.  it  Is  contenfled 
that  althotigh  the  CIO  has  expelled  Com- 
mimlst-controlled  unions  from  Its  organi- 
zation, these  xinions  continue  to  operate  In 
critical  defense  work  such  as  electrical  and 
electronic  manufacttuing,  nonferrous  met- 
als, telegraphic  communications,  and  wast- 
coast  maritime.  There  is  still,  in  spite  of 
union  antl-Communlst  activities  a  hard 
core  of  Commimist-controUed  labor  organ- 
izations standing  as  a  serious  threat  to  Our 
national  eecurity. 

Finally,  to  be  sure  there  are  great  benefits 
to  be  derived  In  permitting  the  unions  to 
do  the  Job  in  preference  to  some  form  of 
government  intervention,  out  these  betie- 
flts  have  to  be  measured  gainst  the  risk 
involved  that  the  unions  wUl  not  be  able  to 
do  the  Job  and  the  resulting  hazard  to  the 
national  security.  The  public  Interest  in 
ridding  the  unions  of  Communist  domi- 
nation is  overriding  and  therefore  the  Gov- 
ernment must  act   (hearings,  p.  305). 

THT  NONCOMMtTNIST  ATrnJAVrr  | 

There  are  varying  opinions  as  to  the  iffl- 
cacy  of  the  Taft-Hartley  9  (h)  affidavit.  %ii. 
Gerard  Reilly,  influential  in  drafting  the 
provteions  of  the  law,  thinks  that  'while  the 
Communist  disclaimer  In  the  Taft-HarBey 
Act  accomiJlished  a  great  deal  of  good  In 
focxjslng  tlxe  limelight  upon  some  of  the 
Communist  officials  and  their  dupes  In  the 
various  CIO  unions,  its  effectiveness  was  sub- 
sequently Impaired  when  apparently  as  a 
result   of  a   general  policy   adopted   by  the 
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Communist  Party,  union  offldals  widely 
known  as  Communists  executed  tlta  aflt* 
daviU"  (pt.  IV,  p.  20). 

Mr.  Theodore  Iserman,  an  attorney  spe- 
cializing In  labor  matters  for  management 
interests  and  a  participant  in  the  drafting  of 
the  Taft-Hartley  law,  expresses  a  aimilar 
viewpoint: 

"Section  9*  (h)  of  the  National  LAbor  Rela- 
tions Act,  as  amended,  has  gone  far  in  stimu- 
lating labor  organizations  to  clean  th^lr  own 
houses  of  leaders  who  are  Communlats  and 
fellow  travelers.  The  Taft-Hartley  approach. 
giving  unions  an  Incentive  to  rid  themselves 
of  disloyal  people,  rather  than  crealtlng  an 
outside  agency  to  do  it  for  them,  is,  on  the 
whole,  a  good  one. 

"The  amended  act  has  not  been  as  effective 
as  It  could  be.  This.  I  think  results  from  two 
things:  First,  the  seeming  reluctance  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  and  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  to  give  the  law  full  ef- 
fect, and,  second,  certain  shortcomings  in 
the  act  itself." 

The  National  Labor  Relations  Bo«rd  ex- 
presses this  view: 

"It  seems  highly  probable  that  the  9  (h) 
proviso  was  a  contributing  factor  to  the  post- 
war forces  which  led  to  the  revolt  against 
Communist  domination  of  a  few  labor 
unions,  especially  In  the  first  years  after  its 
enactment.  Foreclosing  the  services  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  to  noncom- 
plying  unions  was  a  catalyst  whici}  com- 
pelled compliance  by  practically  all  major 
labor  organizations.  The  affidavit  was  most 
effective  in  cases  where  the  membersblp  be- 
came aware  that  their  officers  were  or  might 
be  Communists,  thus  encouraging  removal 
or  resignation  of  such  officers.  Later  the 
Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations  moved 
vigorously  against  leftist  domination  by  ex- 
pelling some  of  Its  major  affiliates.  Not  to 
be  underestimated  are  other  and  more  gen- 
eral factors,  such  as  disputes  over  thv  Mar- 
shall plan,  the  Progressive  Party,  Soviet  for- 
eign policy,  the  World  Federation  of  Tlrada 
Unions,  and  the  Korean  war,  all  of  which 
undoubtedly  hastened  the  process.  Ifhere  la 
no  telling  with  certainty  today  whether  tha 
presence  or  absence  of  section  9  (h)  would 
still  constitute,  for  the  long-run  futtire.  a 
determining  factor  in  contributing  to  tha 
healthy  result  which  we  all  desire." 

Mr.  Sal  B.  Hoffman,  president  of  the  Up- 
holsterers' International  Union  (AFL>.  criti- 
cizes the  affidavit  provision  for  itt  one- 
sidedness.  Its  possibilities  for  harassment  of 
non-Communist  unions,  its  unenforceability, 
and  the  disrespect  for  law  which  the  blatant 
violation  of  the  provision  has  bred  (pt.  IIL 
p.  53). 

Mr.  Allan  Haywood,  executive  vice  presi- 
dent of  the  CIO,  rejects  the  affidavit  ap- 
proach on  three  counts. 

"In  the  first  place,  we  do  not  believe  that 
such  a  provision  has  any  proper  place  in  a 
labor-relations  law.  The  purpose  of  such  a 
law  Is  to  promote  harmonious  Industrial  re- 
lations. The  injection  Into  It  of  security 
measures  merely  creates  confusion  and  gra- 
tuitously insults  unions. 

"In  the  second  place,  we  believe  that  the 
mechanism  of  an  affidavit  requirement, 
harking  back  as  it  does  to  the  test  oiths  of 
the  17th  and  18th  century,  or  to  those  in 
use  after  the  Civil  War,  is  itself  objection- 
able. 

"Thirdly,  the  sanction  urged,  of  barring 
resort  to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board, 
places  in  the  hands  of  the  employer,  rather 
than  of  the  Government,  the  decitfon  of 
whether  a  particular  union  Is  to  be  t  ^nallzed 
for  Communist  leadership.  Section  9  (h) 
does  not  prohibit  an  employer  from  dealing 
with  a  Communist-led  union;  it  simply  gives 
him  the  option  of  whether  to  do  so  Or  not. 
Unscrupulous  employers  wlU,  In  exercising 
that  option,  be  guided  not  by  considerations 
of  national  security  but  by  the  strength  or 
weakness  of  the  Communist-led  union.  If 
the  union  la  strong,  the  employer  may  be 


afraid  to  chaUeng»  It.  If  It  la  weak,  the  < 
ployer  may  nevertbelaaa  ba  eagar  to  deal  with 
it  and  to  take  advantaga  at  ita  waslrrMiss  to 
maintain  substandard  wacaa  and  working 
condltlona.  Thla  ties  in  with  tba  point 
which  I  made  earlier,  ^hat  a  security  provi- 
sion, or  an  alleged  security  provision,  of  thla 
sort  should  not  be  a  part  of  a  labor-relationa 
law"  (hearings,  pp.  2T.>-a7«>. 

A  similar  view  is  e>4trea8ed  by  Mr.  A.  J. 
Hayes,  president  of  the  International  Asso- 
ciation of  Machinists: 

"The  enactment  of  tills  law  (1.  e.  the  Taft- 
Hartley  law)  aarlously  curtailed  the  union's 
efforts  to  rid  Itself  of  the  few  Communist 
■ympathizers  found  in  their  organizational 
structure,  and  as  an  example  we  can  specifi- 
cally turn  to  section  8  (a) ,  under  which  lan- 
guage it  is  unlawful  for  a  union  to  force  the 
discharge  of  an  emploTee  even  though  he  la 
a  known  advocate  of  un-American  principles 
or  an  agent  of  a  foreign  government"  (pt. 
in.  p.  47). 

In  general,  as  can  be  seen  from  this  sam- 
pling of  opinion,  thert  Is  some  difference  aa 
to  the  early  effectlvences  of  9  (h)  in  ridding 
unions  of  Communist  control.  There  seems 
to  be  a  fair  measure  of  agreement  that  thla 
provision  is  not  now  effective. 

From  the  viewpoint  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  there  are  legal  infirmities  in  section 
9(h)  which  interfere  with  effective  enforce- 
ment of  its  provisions.  Tba  Dapartntent  re- 
ported that  68  cases  involving  false  affidavits 
bad  been  referred  to  it ;  14  ware  preaented  to 
the  grand  Jury,  and  in  IS  of  tbaae  the  affiant 
himself  was  brought  tiefore  the  grand  Jury. 
There  has  been  one  convletioo  (already  re- 
ferred to)  In  the  case  of  Anthony  Valen- 
tino (hearings,  p.  SS). 

The  principal  crtmhial  sanction  for  viola- 
tion of  9  (h)  U  aecUon  1001  of  title  IB  of 
the  Criminal  Code.    This  aaction  states: 

"Whoever,  in  any  matter  within  the  Juris- 
diction of  any  department  or  agency  of  the 
United  States  knowint{ly  and  wUlfuUy  falai- 
fles,  conoeala.  or  covers  up  by  any  trick, 
scheme,  or  devloa  a  material  tact,  or  makes 
any  false,  fictitious,  or  fraudulent  statemetita 
or  representationa.  or  makea  or  uaea  any  false 
writing  or  dociunent  knowing  the  same  to 
contain  any  false,  fic^tltloua,  or  fraudulent 
statement  or  entry,  shall  be  fined  not  more 
than  910.(XM  or  ImprLioned  not  more  than  t 
years,  or  both." 

The  Department's  JudgBMBt  based  upon 
Its  experience  is  that  under  9  (h)  "it  Is  vlr- 
tuaUy  Impossible  to  develop  eaaes  for  svioceas- 
ful  prosecution  as  cow  drawn"  (hearings, 
p.  54).  First  of  aU  the  aflklavit  U  couched 
in  the  present  tense  and  it  requires  proof 
that  the  affiant  was  a  member  of  or  affiliated 
with  the  Communist  Party  on  the  very  day 
he  signed  the  affidavit. 

In  addition  it  has  lieen  suggested  that  en- 
forcement of  the  "be  Her*  section  of  the  affi- 
davit would  encounter  serious  oonstltutlonal 
obstacles  (hearinga.  p.  109). 

The  leading  Supreme  Court  caae.  It  is  held, 
makes  it  extremely  doubtful  that  "beUef 
in  Communist  jirtnclples  alone  ss  a  basis  for 
denying  access  to  tho  facilities  of  the  NLRB 
could  stand  up  in  a  ^est  of  constitutionality 
(hearings,  p.  58  ff.). 

To  meet  the  problem  posed  by  pro  forma 
resignations  from  the  Communist  Party  in 
order  to  qualify  undor  9  (h) ,  Attorney  Oen- 
eral McOrath  proposed  that  the  affiant  be 
required  to  swear  in  addition  "that  for  the 
preceding  la-month  period  he  has  not  been 
a  member  of  the  Oommunlst  Party  and  has 
not  believed  in  or  been  a  member  of  or  sup- 
ported any  organizacion  that  believes  in  or 
teaches  the  overthrow"  and  so  forth. 

The  crltlciam  lodged  against  the  1  year 
retroactivity  proposal  la  (1)  they  (the  Com- 
munlsU)  wiU  wait  a  year  and  then  will 
infiltrate  the  organlzatkm  (hearings,  p.  117 ) ; 
(2)  it  will  reduce  the  inoentlve  for  unkm 
officers  to  break  with  the  Oommunlste  If 
the  law  imposes  a  kind  of  retroactive  guUt 
( hearings,  p.  57):  (8)  this  amendment  wiU 
not  catch  the  "qulc'^de"  rteignaUons  whleb 
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started  aa  early  as  S  yean  ago  (hearinga.  p. 
378). 

Tha  Board  Itaelf  haa  in  the  past  recom- 
BMDded  a  more  preclae  definition  of  the  term 
"oAoer"  ao  that  it  would  not  be  possible 
for  Oooununist  union  officers  to  evade  the 
law  by  resigning  their  constitutional  office 
and  assuming  an  allegedly  administrative 
post  within  the  union.  Amendments  were 
proposed  to  define  officer  as  including  mem- 
bers of  all  "poUcy-formlng  and  governing 
bodiea  of  labor  organizations"  (pt.  III.  p. 
10).  This  concept  has  been  incorporated 
In  the  Board's  rules  and  regulations  (pt. 
in.  p.  7). 

Just  how  far  the  Board  will  go  with  re- 
elect to  safeguarding  the  affidavit  from  fal- 
sification may  be  more  fully  teated  in  its 
response  to  the  presentment  of  the  New 
York  grand  Jury.  The  grand  Jury  summoned 
13  union  official!  from  the  following  unions: 
United  Electrical  Workers,  American  Com- 
munication Association,  Fur  and  Leather 
Workers,  and  the  Distributive.  Processing 
and  OOloe  Workers,  all  unions  who  in  one 
form  or  another  were  expelled  from  the  CIO 
on  grounds  of  Communist  domination. 

The  preaentment  charges  that  theee  IS 
oflk;Uls  "were  initially  confronted  with  the 
non-Oommunist  affidavits  they  had  filed,  on 
the  basis  of  which  their  unions  had  been 
certified  by  the  NLAB.  They  were  then  asked 
whether  tha  sworn  statements  they  had 
made  in  these  affidavits  were  true.  To  a 
man  these  13  union  officials  refused  to  an- 
swer this  and  aimilar  questions,  claiming 
that  the  answer  might  incriminate  them, 
and  invoking  the  fifth  amendment  to  the 
Federal  Constitution.'* 

"In  following  this  course  [the  presentment 
continues],  these  persons  refuse  to  stand  by 
the  truthfulness  of  the  non-Oommunist  sfll- 
davito  they  have  submitted,  on  the  basis  of 
which  the  NUtB  haa  recogniaed  their  unions. 
The  only  possible  conclusion  Is  that  ttia 
filing  of  these  affklavits  was  a  subterfuge." 

The  prsaantment  concludes  that  the  afll- 
davita  are  therefore  worthless  and  that  the 
oertificatlona  of  the  unions  In  question 
should  be  revoked.  The  grand  Jury  further 
recommends  that  "consideration  be  given  to 
the  inclusion  in  each  affidavit  of  a  waiver 
by  the  affiant  of  his  fifth  amendment  privi- 
ly with  reference  to  any  question  pertain- 
ing to  the  truth  of  his  statements  in  the 
affidavit.'* 

The  grand  Jury  recommendation  Is  in  sub- 
stanoe  tha  aame  one  proposed  to  the  sub- 
committee by  Mr.  Nelson  Frank,  a  labor  re- 
porter for  the  Mew  York  World  Telegram  and 
Sun  (hef rings,  p.  188  ff.). 

In  response  to  the  grand  Jury  preaentment 
the  NXjBB,  on  Dooember  19,  1953,  issued  a 
notice  and  order  reciting  the  facts  set  forth 
in  the  presentment.  "In  order  to  protect  its 
own  prociBsses  from  abuae,"  the  Board  has 
addreased  a  questionnaire  to  the  t^Boers  who 
had  refuaed  to  testify  before  the  grand  Jury 
on  tha  question  of  the  truth  of  the  affidavita 
asking  these  officers  to  affirm  under  oath 
the  truth  of  the  statements  contained  in  the 
9  (h)  aflhUviU  filed  between  1948  and  lASl. 
Failure  to  file  a  timely  answer  to  the  ques- 
tionnaire "will  result  in  a  finding  by  the 
Board  that  there  is  reasonable  dcabts  as  to 
the  truth  and  validity"  of  the  affldavite  and 
a  declaration  that  the  unions  are  not  in 
compllanoe  with  section  9  (h).  (Quotes 
from  NUtB.  Notice  and  Order.  In  the  Mat- 
ter of  Compliance  of  United  Electrical  Radio 
and  M»*'^'"i'  Workers  of  America  with  sec. 
9  (h)  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act 
as  amended.] 

DtaestahlUhing  COmmmttet-domliwted 

mstons  via  the  MLRB 
There  are  a  whole  series  of  proposals  hav- 
ing as  their  ootnmon  core  an  amendment  to 
the  Taft-Hartley  law  authorising  the  Na- 
tional tstaat  Relations  Board  to  outlaw  Oom- 
■innlst-domlnated  unloas  as  labor  organi- 
zations within  the  meaning  of  the  law.    On* 


of  the  first  proponenta  of  thla  mppnudi 
David  J.  Saposs.  former  chief  economist  oC 
the  NaUonal  Latav  Belatlooa  Board,  who.  la 
1941,  put  it  in  theae  terma: 

"When  company -dominated  «««i^»»-  triad 
to  disguise  thamaelvaa  by  allegedly  gcring  in- 
dependent it  was  possible  through  painstak- 
ing research  and  Inveatlgatton  to  gather  data 
expoalng  the  maaquerade.  Notwithstanding 
that  the  courts  wwe  skeptical  and  not  too 
sympathetic  to  union  organization  tha  evi- 
dence was  so  conclusive  that  they  sustained 
the  outlawing  of  company  unlooa. 

"A  similar  historic  and  economic  approach 
should  make  it  poeaible  to  outlaw  Communist 
or  other  totalitarian -dominated  unlona.  Xt 
should  be  poeslhle  to  show  that  CooBmunlsta 
are  no  more  interested  in  effective  ooUeetlva 
bargaining  than  antiunion  «nployers;  that 
they  aim  to  circumvent  the  will  of  the  rank 
and  file  for  genuine  union  objectivea  through 
subterfuges  azMl  the  raising  of  extraneoua 
issues;  that  they  are  primarily  interested  In 
disturbed  and  unstable  labor  relatlona;  that 
they  are  ordered  and  directed  by  an  outalde 
force,  in  this  caae  a  foreign  country;  that 
their  revolutioxuury  objective  runs  coimter  to 
the  legitimate  objectivea  of  unions  Interested 
in  the  immediate  improvement  off  the  condi- 
tions of  their  members. 

"However.  I  want  to  reaffirm  my  poaitlon 
that  public  expoai  and  union  housedeanlng 
are  the  preferable  methods"  (p.  124,  hear- 
ings). 

A  similar  approach  was  taken  by  the  Ca- 
nadian Labor  Board  on  December  7,  1950. 
This  board  decertified  the  Canadian  Sea- 
man's Union  on  the  ground  that  it  was  not  a 
trade  union  within  the  meaning  of  the  In- 
dustrial Relations  and  Disputes  Act.  'The 
board  said  that  the  "close  asaoclatlon  of  tha 
respondent  with  foreign  elements  of  the  in- 
ternational Communist  front  in  the  promo- 
tion of  international  Communist  policies  and 
activities  •  •  •  was  entirely  foreign  to  the 
purpose  of  a  trade  union  under  the  act." 

This  action  was  aflbmed  by  the  Canadian 
eourta  aa  being  a  permissible  exereise  ot 
authority  under  the  Canadian  legialatlon 
(pt.III.p.9). 

As  Secretary  of  Labor  Tobin  aeee  this  type 
of  proposal  it  "might  require  that  upon  tha 
filing  of  charfes,  appropriate  InrestlgaOon, 
pubUc  hearinffi,  and  ao  on,  the  MIAB  oouM 
find  that  a  unk»  Is  Communlat-dominated 
and  therefore  not  eligible  to  repreaent  em- 
ployees in  collective  bargaining"  (hearings, 
p.  134). 

In  the  words  of  Mr.  Meriyn  Pitaela.  Ubor 
editor  of  Business  Week,  tha  dlssstabUah- 
ment  approach  would  utlllas  tha  following 
procedures: 

"(1)  The  chsrgs  Is  made  that  a  givoi 
union  is  Communist  dominated. 

"(2)  The  NUIB  investigates  the  charge 
and  finds  that  the  organisation  Is  Indeed 
dominated  by  Communists. 

"(3)  The  NLRB  orders  (a)  the  union  to 
disestablish  itself;  and  (b)  the  employer  to 
withdraw  recognition  from  It  and  oease  to 
deal  with  it"  (hearings,  p.  81). 

The  same  type  of  proposal  was  advanced 
by  Mr.  Sal  B.  Hoffman,  president  of  the 
Uphotsterers  International  Union,  AFL 
(pt.  m,  S3  ff.),  and  by  Mr.  Boy  Brewer.  In- 
ternational representative  at  the  Intem»- 
tlonal  Association  of  Theatrical  and  State 
Bmployeee  (AFL)  (pt.  IH.  14  ff.). 

A  variant  on  the  Idea  oC  Oommunlst 
domination  aa  aa  unfair  labor  pracUoe  la 
advanced  by  Mr.  Albert  ^istein.  eoonomlst 
for  the  International  Association  at  Ma- 
chlnlsta.  speaking  la  a  personal  capacity. 
In  order  to  T«in<mt«»  the  hanni  that  a  bar 
against  Communist  unions  might  be  used. 
unfairly  against  non-Ctmimtinlst  unlooa. 
Mr.  lutein  suggests  "the  legtolatlosi  Should 
be  designed  to  deal  only  with  unions  tHat 
are  not  affiliated  with  the  API..  CIO.  UlfW. 
and  unaffiliated  rairaad  tarotberbooda.  T%a 
unions  Just  menttaoed  are  known  to  be  aaM- 
Oanamunist  and  can  be 
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teadle  altafttioui  in  their  own  midst"  (pt. 
in.  p.  «7). 

nw  eritleinns  of  theae  categories  of  pro- 
poeaU  to  deal  with  the  im>blem  of  Cconmu- 
nist-dominated  unions,  i.  e..  by  empowering 
the  NIAB  to  make  findings  of  Ck>mmunl8t 
dondnatlon  and,  in  effect,  to  outlaw  these 
unions  as  lawful  bargaining  representatives, 
fall  under  two  headings:  First  is  the  criti- 
cism that  goes  to  the  use  of  the  NLSB  as 
the  machinery  through  which  this  policy  Is 
efTeetuated;  second  is  the  criticism  aimed  at 
the  use  of  any  Oovemment  agency  to  make 
such  findings.  Since  the  latter  criticism 
applies  to  all  proposals,  we  shall  treat  these 
later  in  the  report. 

ICr.  Hersog,  Chairman  of  the  MLRB,  thinks 
that  the  allocation  of  such  authority  to  the 
MLRB  would  be  unwise  on  two  counts: 

"First,  if  this  Board  is  expert  in  anything. 
It  is  in  the  area  of  collective  bargaining. 
The  field  of  subversive  activities,  where  proof 
Is  notoriously  dllllcult  to  obtain,  calls  for  a 
different  sort  of  expertise  and  for  special  in- 
vestigative techniques,  not  only  unfamiliar 
to  our  staff  but  inconsistent  with  the  open- 
comrt  procedures  of  a  quasi-judicial  agency. 

"Second,  the  speedy  conduct  of  elections 
and  remedying  of  unfair  labor  practices, 
which  continue  to  be  our  goal,  would  be 
c<«npletely  frustrated  if  any  employer  or 
competing  labor  organization  were  free  to 
delay  Board  proceedings  indefinitely  by  de- 
manding a  long  collateral  investigation  of 
the  Issue  of  whether  a  i>artlcular  union  was 
or  was  not  Communist-dominated.  The  ad- 
ministration of  a  statute  whose  stated  objec- 
tive is  to  foster  collective  bargaining  should 
not  be  weighted  down  by  investigations  of 
a  wholly  different  sort.  Essentially,  com- 
miinism's  role  In  labor  (H-ganizatlons  is  much 
more  a  part  of  the  problem  of  communism's 
place  on  the  entire  American  scene  than  it 
is  part  of  the  problem  of  labor-management 
relations.  It  should  be  dealt  with  accord- 
ingly" (hearings,  p.  94). 

DisestabUshing  Communiat-dominated  un- 
ions through  independent  agencies 

There  is  a  category  of  proposals  which 
would  place  the  authority  for  making  find- 
ings with  respect  to  Communist  domination 
on  ^encles  othor  than  the  National  Labc^ 
Relations  Board,  apparently  in  recognition 
of  the  difficulties  which  lifr.  Herzog  has 
pointed  out  above.  One  of  the  most  system- 
atic proposals  of  this  kind  has  been  made  by 
Mr.  Benjamin  Sigal,  counsel  to  the  Inter- 
national Union  of  Electrical  Workers  CIO. 

Sir.  Sigal  contemplates  that  his  proposal 
can  be  made  enforclble  by  administrative 
action  rather  than  by  new  legislation. 

"In  order  to  be  sufficiently  inclusive  legis- 
lation Is  likely  to  be  too  broad  In  scope. 
Also  once  legislation  Is  placed  on  the  statute 
books,  it  is  likely  to  linger  long  after  the 
need  for  it  has  passed,  and  to  be  applied  to 
situations  not  contemplated  by  the  Con- 
gress" (pt.  m,  p.  71). 

itx,  Sigal  sees  his  proposal  as  aimed  only 
at  Communist-dominated  unions  in  defense 
work. 

Ttae  outline  of  the  method  and  procedures 
to  be  used,  as  Mr.  Sigal  describes  it.  Is  as 
follows: 

"The  Munitions  Board  Is  the  agency  with- 
in the  Department  of  Defense  through  which 
defense  contracts  are  handled.  It  is  the 
agency  responsible  for  making  and  policing 
security  regulations  in  connection  with  de- 
fense work.  It  is  the  agency  ultimately  re- 
sponsible for  preventing  subversive  individ- 
uals from  working  directly  on  classified 
work.  Logically  it  Is  the  agency  which 
should  exercise  the  responsibility  of  dealing 
with  Communist  leadership  which  controls 
the  unions  WOTklng  on  defense  contracts." 

"A  tripartite  committee  should  be  set  up 
Within  the  Mimltlons  Board,  consisting  of 
representatives  of  the  procurement  agencies, 
employers,  and  labor.    If  a  iinion  represent- 


ing the  employees  of  a  present  or  prospective 
contractor  is  suspected,  after  investigation 
by  representatives  of  the  Munitions  Board,  of 
being  Communist-dominated,  the  ittatter 
should  be  submitted  to  the  tripartite  com- 
mittee. The  committee  could  act,  alao,  on 
Its  own  motion.  If  a  majority  of  the  com- 
mittee, after  a  hearing,  finds  that  the  alle- 
gations are  substantiated,  the  Munitions 
Board  will  take  1  of  2  courses,  based  on 
provisos  which  it  will  place  In  Its  seturity 
regulatidns  and  in  all  procurement  contracts 
executed  by  contractors  with  the  mCitary 
departments:  (1)  In  the  case  of  a  prospective 
contractor,  refuse  to  give  him  a  contract  so 
long  as  iie  maintains  contractual  reistlons 
with  the  union  involved;  and  (2)  In  the  case 
of  a  present  contractor,  direct  him  to  oancel 
his  contractual  relations  with  the  union  on 
penalty  of  losing  his  contract  with  the  Gov- 
ernment if  he  does  not  comply"  (pt.  Ill, 
p.  72). 

The  author  of  the  proposal  sees  the  action 
of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  described 
above  as  a  "persuasive  precedent"  for  his 
approach  to  the  problem  (hearings,  p.  285). 
liie  Munitions  Board  has  the  authority  to 
do  what  the  AEC  did  In  that  situation. 

Critical  appraisal  of  the  specifics  oif  the 
Sigal  proposal  have  come  from  three  sources. 
Prom  the  NLRB's  viewpoint,  there  is  a  seri- 
ous question  whether  it  can  commit  Itself 
in  advance  to  recognize  a  directive  friom  a 
Government  agency  ordering  an  employer 
not  to  recognize  a  certified  union,  as  a  valid 
defense  against  a  charge  of  refusal  to  bar- 
gain. It  is  also  pointed  o\it  that  AEC  took  Its 
action  ai  a  time  when  the  UE  was  not  in  com- 
pliance with  section  9  (h)  and  that  there 
was  no  certification  in  effect  for  the  specific 
AEC  installation  (hearings,  p.  25.  p.  96  S) . 

Second,  the  Department  of  Defense,  speak- 
ing through  Mr.  Small,  has  serious  doubts 
that  the  authority  of  the  Department  of  De- 
fense is  sufficiently  analogous  to  the  statu- 
tory authority  of  the  Atomic  ETnergy  Com- 
mission so  that  the  Department  can  exercise 
without  additional  legislation  the  degree  of 
authority  which  Mr.  Sigal's  proposal  requires. 
Mr.  Small  put  it  this  way. 

"In  the  first  place,  the  action  undertaken 
by  AEC,  in  directing  General  Electric  to  cease 
bargaining  relations  with  the  UE  was  taken 
at  a  time  when  the  UE  officers  had  not  filed 
non-Communist  affidavits  and  consequently 
the  provisions  of  the  National  Labor  Kela- 
tlons  Act  were  not  available  to  them  when 
they  unsuccessfully  challenged  the  AEC's 
action  in  the  case  of  UEW  {CIO »  v.  Lilienthal 
(84  P.  Supp.  640  (1949) ).  Secondly,  tlje  ex- 
pulsion of  UE  in  that  case  was  from  a  Gov- 
ernment-owned facility  and  not  from  the 
facility  of  a  private  contractor,  who  consti- 
tute the  great  majority  of  the  contractors 
With  whom  the  Department  of  Defense  flenls. 
Thirdly,  a  reading  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
reveals  quickly  the  broad  and  express  author- 
ity which  that  act  bestowed  on  the  ABc.  to 
deal  with  potential  subversives.  Coatrast 
this  with  the  more  general  authority  which 
the  Department  of  Defense  has  and  which 
has  to  be  extracted  from  a  reading  of  three 
statutes  together,  all  of  which  I  mentioned 
previously  in  my  statement.  Fourthly,  and 
I  think  perhaps  more  convincing  than  the 
other  since  it  is  less  legalistic,  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  agreed  with  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  that  what  we  were  asked  to 
do  with  respect  to  private  contractors  went 
beyond  what  they  did  with  respect  to  their 
own  Gk)vemment-owned  facility  in  the 
lillienthtil  case.  In  fact,  AEC  Joined  with 
NLRB  and  ourselves  in  attempting  to  Work 
out  a  mirtual  procedure  by  which  private 
contractors  who  were  directed  by  the  AtC  or 
the  Depeo-tment  of  Pefense,  to  cease  collec- 
tive-bargaining relations  with  UE  or  any 
other  Communist-dominated  unions,  were 
protected  from  the  threat  of  being  adjxjdged 
guilty  of  an  unfair  labor  practice"  (heatings. 
p.  23.  24). 


As  a  matter  of  practical  administration, 
Kir.  Small  said  that — 

"If  we  were  to  pursue  such  a  course,  we 
would  have  deprived  the  Government  and 
the  people  of  the  United  States  of  important 
weapons  of  defense  in  the  fields  of  electron- 
ics, Jet  propulsion,  and  so  on  (hearings,  p. 
23). 

Mr.  Sigal  testified  after  Mr.  Small  and  un- 
dertook to  answer  the  latter's  objections.  In 
paraphrase,  the  fact  that  UE  has  since  signed 
the  9  (h)  affidavit  has  not  changed  the  AEC 
position  on  that  union's  qualifications  to 
represent  employees  In  an  AEC's  installation. 
Equally  irrelevant  is  the  observation  that 
AEC  owns  the  facility.  The  important  con- 
sideration is,  Who  is  the  employer  and  the 
nature  of  the  production?  Whethjer  owned 
by  AEC  or  not,  the  plants  are  privately  op- 
erated and,  therefore,  are  like  the  contractors 
with  whom  the  Munitions  Board  deals.  As 
for  express  authority.  AEC  counsel  conceded 
that  there  was  no  express  authority,  either, 
for  action  AEC  took  with  resp>ect  t0  the  UE. 
Finally,  the  proposal,  except  in  rare  in- 
stances, does  not  "require  the  Board  to  direct 
the  contractor  to  discontinue  "  bargaining  re- 
lations with  a  duly  certified  bargaining 
representative  because,  as  Mr.  Sigal  explains, 
the  (Munitions)  Board  "would  simply  de- 
cline to  place  a  contract  in  plants  in  which 
it  found  a  security  problem  exists." 

Only  In  the  special  situation,  |4r.  Sigal 
continued  "where  the  Department  of  De- 
fense could  not  place  the  contract  la  another 
plant  would  the  neces.slty  arise  for  taking 
more  stringent  measures.  In  such  case  we 
propose  that  the  Munitions  Board  go  to  court 
and  obtain  an  Injunction  restraining  the 
contractor  from  continuing  to  deal  with  the 
bargaining  ai?ent.  The  basis  of  the  Injunc- 
tion would  be  the  regulation  prottng  that 
such  action  would  be  taken  if  the  tripartite 
committee  found  that  the. union  was  Com- 
munist-dominated "  (hearlnt^s.  p.  287). 

In  the  course  of  advancing  its  Own  pro- 
posal which  Is  treated  later  in  this  report, 
the  General  Electric  Corp.,  through  Mr. 
Lemuel  Boulware,  criticizes  the  tripartite 
feature  of  the  lUE  proposal.  The  function 
of  deciding  the  important  que^lon  "of 
whether  an  Individual  or  organisation  Is 
serving  the  Interests  of  a  ConununUt  foreign 
government"  Is  not  properly  a  matter  for 
tripartite  determination  but  one  that  should 
be  determined  by  a  Government  agency. 
The  special  Interests  of  unions  or  employers 
should  not  be  permitted  to  affect  national 
policy  on  an  issue  of  such  great  moment 
(pt.  III.  p.  9). 

Mr.  Boulware's  positive  proposal  Is  in  line 
with  the  category  of  remedies  which  would 
lodee  the  responsibility  for  making  deter- 
minations of  Communist-dominated  union- 
ism In  an  all-public  Government!  agency. 
He  supports  legislation  to  achieve  this  pur- 
pose on  the  ground  that  the  unions  have  not 
really  demonstrated  their  capacity  to  rid 
their  organizations  of  Communist  leader- 
ship. The  expulsion  of  the  Communist 
unions  by  the  CIO.  Mr.  Boulware  attributes 
to  the  refusal  of  the  Communist  unions  to 
follow  the  "political"  line  of  the  CIO  and 
not  "because  they  were  found  to  constitute 
a  danger  or  threat  to  the  country  (pt.  IV, 
p.  4). 

Mr.  Boulware  makes  three  speclftc  recom- 
mendations as  to  the  principle^  which 
should  be  followed  in  such  legislation: 

"1.  Official  Government  investigation  and 
Identification  of  Communist-dominated 
unions  and  Communist  union  leaders. 

"2.  Establishment  of  criteria,  putsuant  to 
which  the  Independent  agency  would  make 
Its  determination. 

"3.  Disabilities  and  penalties  resulting 
from  determination  by  the  Commission  that 
an  organization  is  Communist-dominated" 
(pt.  IV,  pp.  8-10). 

The  penalties  and  disabilities  applied  to  a 
Communist-domlhated    union    as    contem- 


plated by  Mr.  Boulware  In  (S)  above  eome 
to.  In  the  last  analysis,  a  form  of  disestab- 
lishment, and  loss  of  Vxb  rights  and  privUeges 
which  aocrue  to  It  as  a  labor  organisation, 
comparable  to  the  sanction  Invoked  against 
a  company-dominated  union  under  both  th« 
Wagner  and  Taft-Hartley  Acts. 

Mr.  Owllym  Price,  jireaklent  of  the  West- 
ingbouse  Corp.,  makes  a  proposal  oomparabla 
to  that  of  Mr.  Boulware.  involving  ofllclal 
determination  at  Ocmmuntot  domination 
and  the  appUcation  of  drastic  sanctions  re- 
sulting ultimately  in  the  disestablishment  ot 
the  labor  organisation  for  all  practical  trads- 
unloa  purposes  (pt.  rv,  p.  16  ff.). 

Criticisms  of  establishment  mpproach 

We  treat  now  the  criticisms  made  against 
proposals  of  all  typefi  which  have  as  their 
fundamental  purpose  procedures  designed 
(1)  to  make  findings  of  Conununlst  domina- 
tion and.  (3)  to  prescribe  penalties  and  rem- 
edies arising  out  of  such  findings.  The  criti- 
cisms apply  to  the  proposals  whether  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  or  an  inde- 
pendent agency  are  utilised,  and  whether  the 
proposals  rely  on  legislation  or  administra- 
tive action. 

Mr.  PhUip  Murray,  the  late  president  of  the 
CIO.  stated  the  criticism  in  principle. 

"If  the  Government  undertakes  to  deter- 
mine what  unions  can  represent  workers  In 
this  country.  It  will  h;ive  embarked  upon  the 
long  trail  toward  Government  control  of 
unions.  In  the  dictstorshlps  of  the  world, 
unions  exist  at  the  sufferance  of  the  state. 
We  in  America  do  not  want  to  take  a  single 
step  in  that  direction  '  (hearings,  p.  279). 

This  criticism  was  more  qMciflcally  am- 
plified by  Mr.  Allan  ECaywood,  executive  vice 
president  of  the  CIO,  In  his  testimony  before 
the  suboonunlttee.  Mr.  Haywood  equated 
these  proposals  with  Oovemment  licensing 
of  unions. 

"The  only  remedy  which  has  been  sug- 
gested, in  my  opinion,  would  be  effective  to 
displace  Communist-led  unions  In  a  Oovem- 
ment directive  to  employers  not  to  recognise 
certain  unions.  Thit  amoimts,  whether  or 
not  It  is  so  labeled,  to  Government  licensing 
of  trade  unions.  It  means  that  the  Gov- 
ernment determines  which  unions  are  legiti- 
mate and  may  continue  to  function,  and 
which  shall  be  proscribed. 

"Government  licensing  of  unions  would. 
in  our  opinion,  be  Jtutlfied,  if  ever,  only 
in  a  desperate  situation  and  as  a  last  resort. 
It  Is  emphatically  not  something  that  should 
be  lightly  undertaken  to  meet  a  hypothetical 
danger. 

"Government  Hoensing  of  unions  wotQd 
inevitably  involve  thought  control,  alnoe  it 
would  turn  not  on  sets  but  on  beliefs  aiul 
loyalties.  The  detennlnatlon  of  whether  a 
ualon  should  be  proscribed  would  necessarily 
'reflect  the  individual  political  and  economic 
views  and  attitudes  of  the  Government 
officials  making  the  determination.  Once  tlie 
gate  Is  opened  to  Government  proacrlblng 
of  unions,  tlie  temptation  will  be  present  to 
use  the  device  to  destroy  any  union  with 
whose  objectives  the  lulmlnlstratlon  m  power 
may  not  happen  to  agree."*  (Hearings,  p. 
279.) 

There  Is  objection  to  the  sweeping  legis- 
lative approach  to  Communist-dominated 
unionism  by  Mr.  Sigal  of  lUE.  Referring 
perhaps  to  the  Boulware  proposal  for  legis- 
lation, Mr.  Sigal  asserU: 

"It  is  typical  perhaps  of  those  who  have 
been  for  so  long  apparently  oblivious  to  the 
threat  of  Communist  infiltration  of  unions 
that  they  seek  to  compensate  by  going  to 
the  other  extreme  rx>  propose  Draconian 
remedies  that  bear  little  relation  to  the 
specific  problems  that  must  be  solved." 
(Hearings,  p.  297.) 

An  all  inclusive  approach  is  rejected  by 
Mr.  Sigal  on  the  ground  that  infringement 
of  the  right  of  workers  to  chose  their  own 
representatives  shoulil  only  be  permissible  in 
the  face  of  an  overriding  emergency.    This 


means  limiting  the  scope  of  any  order  to  Im- 
mediate defense  requirements.  There  ahrmid 
be.  tbarefore.  no  attempt  to  deal  with  this 
problem  I  nd  tscrlmlnately  through  permanent 
teglslatton.     (Bearings,  p.  297.) 

There  have  been  other  proposals  which  do 
not  fall  within  the  categories  already  dis- 
cussed. Prof.  Joel  Seidman,  of  the  University 
of  Chicago,  would  suit  the  steps  to  be  taxen 
to  the  "danger  to  the  Nation  that  exists  in 
any  particular  period."  Mr.  Seidman  dis- 
tinguishes three  possible  periods. 

"(1)  The  present  period  of  'cold'  war  with 
the  U.  8.  S.  R.,  combined  with  a  limited 
shooting  war  with  some  of  its  allies;  (2)  a 
shootmg  war  with  the  U.  S.  8.  R.;  and  (3)  a 
genuine  period  of  peace  with  the  V.  S.  S.  R." 
(pt.  III.  p.  89). 

In  period  1,  steps  would  be  limited  to  bar- 
ring Communists  and  fellow  travelers  from 
sensitive  employment.  In  period  2,  1.  e.,  a 
shooting  war  with  Russia,  the  "national 
security  would  require  that  every  Communist 
Party  member  and  confirmed  fellow  traveler 
be  treated  as  a  member  of  a  potential  fifth 
column."  The  arrest  of  every  Communist  or 
confirmed  fellow  traveler  In  a  position  of 
leadership  m  a  union  would  clearly  be  In 
order  "as  persons  whose  primary  allegiance 
U  to  the  U.  8.  S.  R."  In  period  three.  Mr. 
Seidman  would  "end  all  restrictions  against 
Communists  proposed  for  the  other  two 
periods"  (pt.  m,  pp.  09-70) . 

Chimranty  of  democratic  processes  in  unions 

Mr.  H.  W.  Story,  vice  president  and  general 
attorney  for  the  AlUs-Chalmers  Manufactur- 
ing Co..  mtroduces  a  concept  of  the  guaranty 
of  democratic  processes  in  xmlons.  as  the  key 
to  combating  Communist-dominated  union- 
ism. Mr.  Story  rejects  generally  the  attempt 
to  deal  with  Oonununists  via  the  route  of  the 
criminal  law  or  through  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act,  as  being  of  dubioxu  eflicacy, 
admmistrabtllty.  and  constitutionality.  He 
favors.  Instead,  what  he  calls  the  guaranty 
of  democratic  processes. 

"Bcperiencs  has  shown."  Mr.  Story  says, 
"that  Communist  leaderships  h(^d"  their 
power  through  stifling  of  democratic  proc- 
esses In  the  election  of  officers  and  in  other 
administrative  union  activities"  (pt.  IV,  p. 
19). 

Mr.  Story  therefore  recommends  the  in- 
corporation in  the  National  Labor  RelaUons 
Act  of  specific  standards  for  the  democratic 
conduct  of  union  government.  He  lists  them 
as  follows: 

The  standards  for  assuring  democratic 
processes  should  Include: 

(1)  Adequate  notice  of  nominations  and 
elections; 

(2)  Adequate  opportunity  to  nominate 
candidates; 

(3)  Reasonable  eligibility  requirements 
for  nominees: 

(4)  Protection  against  fraud  and  error  in 
the  determination  of  the  results; 

(5)  Opportunity  for  recounts; 

(8)  Reasonable  hours  for  the  polls  to  be 
open; 

(7)  Location  of  the  polling  places  so  as  to 
assure  maximum  participation  In  the  elec- 
tion: and 

(8)  No  disqualification  of  voters  or  nomi- 
nees for  an  act  or  failure  to  act  consistent 
with  a  legal  or  civil  right  (pt.  IV,  p.  20) . 

Mr.  J.  B.  S.  Hardnum.  a  labor  editor  of 
long  experience,  also  focuses  attention  on 
union  civil  rights  as,  at  least,  a  partial  an- 
swer to  the  problem  of  Communist  penetra- 
tion. In  Mr.  Hardman's  judgment,  ieglrla- 
tion  does  not  provide  a  tiseful  answer  to  ttie 
problem  of  Communist-dominated  union- 
ism. "The  Taft-Hartley  Act  failed  to  lick 
the  Communist  union  issue"  because  the 
unions  would  rather  deal  with  this  problem 
on  their  own  power.  The  labor  movement 
has  reason  to  believe.  Mr.  Hardman  thinks, 
that  anticommunlsm  has  frequently  been  a 
cover  for  antiunionlsm. 


Tht  form  wiiich  the  protection  of  elvffl 
rights  within  the  tinloa  would  take  Is  tta* 
establishment  ot  a  court  at  Intraunlon  rela- 
tions within  the  structure  and  admlnlatra- 
Uon  of  public  law.  Mr.  Hardman's  rationale 
for  the  estatiUshment  of  such  a  court  Is : 

"(1)  The  preservation  of  effective  and  re- 
sponsible democracy  Is  essential  to  the  pur- 
posive and  suceosful  operatitm  of  unionism 
as  a  vital  and  constructive  force  In  the  sodat 
order  of  our  democratic  NatloiL 

"(2)  The  union  organization,  comprising 
ss  It  does,  all  In  one,  the  essential  features 
of  a  diplomatic  corpa.  a  business  enterprise, 
a  combative  organisation,  an  evangelical 
fellowship,  and  a  training  group  In  industrial 
constitutionalism,  lacks  the  basic  provlslDn 
under  which  the  civil  and  democratic  rights 
and  duties  of  tmion  members  can  be  duly 
protected. 

"(3)  ConsequenUy,  an  agency  outside  the 
structure  of  the  union  body  needs  to  be 
devised  to  take  care  of  and  sdmlnlster  the 
development  and  preservation  of  member- 
crfBcer  democratic  interrelations"  (pt.  m, 
P-  ♦S). 

Mr.  Leon  Despres,  a  Chicago  lalxir  attorney, 
thinks  there  is  no  effective  legislative  ap- 
proach to  Communist-dominated  iinlona 
"beyond  the  general  existing  statutory  prorl- 
slons  sgainst  sabotage,  treason,  and  similar 
acts."  He  suggests  that  another  avenue  ot 
Inquiry  be  pursued: 

"Why  Is  It  that,  although  Communists  are 
generally  pretty  well  exposed  and  their  dom- 
ination of  certain  unions  is  clearly  proved, 
workers  still  feel  loyalty  to  those  unions? 
What  Is  It  about  Communist  tactics  of  con- 
trol, propaganda,  performance,  or  employer 
relations  that  permits  them  to  continue  to 
command  the  support  and  loyalty  of 
workers?  This  is  the  secret  weapon  which 
they  have,  and  which  permits  them  to  retain 
a  place,  minor  thoxigh  it  may  be.  In  the  labor 
movement.  Is  employer  favoritism  ever  to 
blame?  Is  their  program  superior?  Is  their 
efficiency  in  grievance  representation  great- 
er? Do  they  make  promises  which  they  can- 
not fulfill?  Or  do  they  have  a  deliberate 
policy  of  mitfcing  promises  and  never  fxilflll- 
Ing  them?"  (pt.  HI,  p.  34). 

Unions  can  do  their  own  house  demning 

There  is  a  whole  body  of  opinion,  mostly 
from  union  sources,  that  we  have  ample 
protection  against  specific  acts  of  subversloa 
and  tliat  therefore  there  is  no  need  for  addi- 
tional action  of  any  sort  to  deal  speclllcaUy 
with  the  problems  of  Communist-dominated 
unionism.  The  labor  movement  has  done  a 
successful  job  of  Internal  house  cleaning 
and,  freed  from  the  harassment  of  Oovem- 
ment legislation,  wlilch  will  hurt  more  than 
help,  the  lalKtr  movement  Itself  can  be  de- 
pended upon  to  cleanse  itself  of  the  last 
remnants  of  Commxinlst  Infiltration. 

Mr.  WlUiam  Oreen,  the  recently  deceased 
president  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor,  ssw  the  problem  as  one  of  compulsion 
versus  voluntarism. 

"Workers  are  moved  by  the  spirit  of  volun- 
tarism. Through  the  exercise  of  voluntarism 
and  freedom,  they  have  prevented  Commu- 
nists from,  in  any  way,  dominating  the  af- 
fairs of  any  luilon.  Legislation  would  serve 
to  substitute  compulsion  for  voluntarism. 
Workers  resent  compulsion;  consequently 
the  enactment  of  legislation  deaigned  to  pre- 
vent C<xnmvinlst  domination  of  unions  would 
have  a  bad  psychological  effect"  (pt.  m, 
p.  SS). 

The  Congress  of  Industrial  Oiyanlsatlons> 
speaking  through  Mir.  Allen  Haywood,  execu- 
tive vice  president,  presented  an  analysis  and 
justification  in  support  of  its  position  that 
no  additional  legislation  was  neceasazy.  In 
summary,  the  CIO  position  sets  op  as  foOom: 

X.  American  workers  have  a 
right    to   chooae    their   ov 
gaining  representative,  which  Is 
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the  freedom  to     resent  doing  this,  and  I  would  resent  It  bit-      certain    unions    are    Communist-dominated, 
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fronted  with  a  rival  union  situation  Involv-     stitutlonal  system  gives  these  groups  every     the  aflldavlts,  as  a  result  of  the  failure  to 
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cm  Amerlean  way  of  life  aa  the  freedom  to 
wonhip,  to  apeak,  and  to  aaaemble. 

2.  Bncroaebmenta  on  thla  fundamental 
right  ahould  not  be  made  except  In  the  face 
of  {{reat  danger  to  oiir  national  aaf ety. 

3.  No  showing  has  been  made  that  mch  a 
great  danger  exists. 

4.  existing  laws  against  espionage,  sabo- 
tage, and  acceas  to  claaallied  materials  "are 
presumably  adequate  not  only  to  punish  In- 
dividual acts  of  espionage  en'  sabotage  but 
to  provide  reasonable  assurance  against  their 
commission." 

6.  Hie  overwhelming  majority  of  Ameri- 
can workers  are  patriotic  citizens  who  are 
stifflclently  aroused  against  communism  and 
Communists  that  they  would  not  follow  those 
who  would  "take  them  down  the  road  to  po- 
litical work  stoppages." 

6.  In  specific,  the  CIO  has  demonstrated 
Its  capacity  to  deal  with  the  Communists 
without  Government  Intervention  and  by  due 
process,  when  It  expelled  the  nine  Commu- 
Ziist-domlnated  organizations  from  its  ranks. 

Mr.  George  Nelson,  speaking  for  the  In- 
t3matlonal  Association  of  Machinists,  offers 
additional  evidence  of  the  capacity  of  the 
labor  movement  to  deal  with  the  Conunu- 
nlsts  in  union,  on  Its  own,  and  cites  action 
taken  by  the  lAM  as  far  back  as  1925  to  keep 
Conununlsts  out  of  office,  and  out  of  mem- 
bership In  the  lAM  (hearings,  p.  323). 
Known  Communists  have  been  expelled,  and 
the  lAM,  Mr.  Nelson  says,  has  spent  con- 
siderable sums  of  money  defending  its  action 
In  the  courts. 

"Our  organization,"  Mr.  Nelson  says,  "along 
with  other  bona  fide  labor  unions  of  this 
coiintry,  has  realized  the  danger  of  Com- 
munists within  our  ranks  before  our  Gov- 
ernment or  other  Institutions  in  omx  so- 
ciety realized  the  necessity  of  curbing  and 
restricting  their  Influence.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  fair  that  labor  unions  should  constantly 
be  singled  out  as  the  prime  segment  of  our 
society  harboring  Communists"  (bearings, 
pp.  32i-32fi).  ' 

Mr.  Henry  Kaiser  and  Mr.  Gerhard  Van 
Arkel,  labor  lawyers,  with  a  predominantly 
AFIi  practice,  argue  that  those  who  advocate 
"legislative  Interference"  in  this  matter  op- 
erate on  "certain,  usually  undisclosed 
premises." 

"First,  the  proponents  of  such  legislation 
necessarily  believe  that  American  workers 
are  either  so  indoctrinated  by  communism 
or  so  politically  apathetic  that  they  can  be 
easily  led  by  the  nose  on  these  matters.  All 
our  experience  has  shown  this  to  be  untrue; 
if  it  is  a  gross  distortion  of  history  and  an 
egregious  slander  on  American  workers  as  a 
group.  Workers  are  citizens  and  fully  re- 
sponsive to  their  obligations  as  such.  They 
do  not  require — and  properly  resent — pa- 
ternalism. They  have  more  than  proved 
their  competence  to  handle  these  problems. 

"The  second  assumption  is  that  American 
workers,  though  anti -Communist,  are  too 
weak  and  powerless  to  take  effective  action. 
Again,  experience  demonstrates  the  false- 
hood of  the  premise.  American  workers 
can — and  do — change  their  union  leader- 
ship, or  organize  other  unions  if  that  meth- 
od falls.  There  are  Invaluable  benefits  in 
leaving  action  to  them,  in  strengthening 
their  self-reliance,  in  the  achievement  of  a 
greater  solidarity,  and  in  a  real  awareness 
of  what  Communist  intentions  and  practice 
are"  (pt.  in,  pp.  79-80). 

President  Eisenhower  has  conunented  on 
the  9  (h)  affidavit  as  follows: 

"I  also  think  that  since  patriotic  American 
union  leaders  must  swear  that  they  are  not 
Communists,  then  the  employers  with  whom 
they  deal  should  be  subject  to  the  same 
requirement. 

"Ladies  and  gentlemen,  let  me  explain  my 
view  in  personal  terms.  I  would  not  mind 
every  morning  swearing  an  oath  of  loyalty  to 
the  United  States  of  America.  I  would  be 
proud  every  night  to  give  my  sworn  oath 
that  I  am  not  a  Conununlst.    But  I  would 


resent  doing  this,  and  I  would  resent  It  bit- 
terly. If  I  were  singled  out  to  do  it  because 
I  happened  to  be  a  veteran,  or  someone  who 
had  lived  in  Kansas— or  if  I  were  a  labor- 
tinion  official"  (New  York  Times,  September 
18,  1962) . 

8TTMMART    Or   THX    TACTS  | 

The  significant  facts  with  respect  io  the 
problem  of  Oommunist-dominated  unions, 
as  revealed  by  the  record,  can  be  sumntarlzed 
as  follows : 

1.  The  record  before  the  subcommittee 
contains  an  authoritative  and  comprehensive 
Biu"vey  of  the  relevant  facts  and  opinions 
from  every  responsible  viewpoint:  Govern- 
ment, labor,  management,  and  informed 
observers. 

2.  Communist-dominated  unions  are 
clearly  Identifiable  as  such  because  cf  the 
positive  correlation  of  their  policies  with 
the  Bhifting  phases  of  the  foreign  policy  of 
the  Sovlot  Union. 

3.  The  affirmative  evidence  of  direct  ac- 
tion by  Communist-dominated  unions  in 
support  of  Soviet  Russian  foreign  policy  Is 
less  conclusive  but  the  potentialities  of  such 
direct  action  are  visible. 

4.  There  is  credible  evidence  that  the  cor- 
relation noted  above  is  not  coincidence  but 
the  direct  outcome  of  direction  by  Com- 
munist Party  functionaries. 

5.  The  non-Communist  affidavit  in  the 
Taft-Hartley  law  in  its  initial  period  prob- 
ably contributed  toward  directing  public 
and  trade-union  attention  on  the  focal 
points  of  Communist  penetration  ba  the 
unions  but  the  decision  of  the  Communist 
leadership  to  sign  the  affidavits  has  aeemed 
to  nullify  the  practical  intent  of  the  law  in 
eliminating  Communist  domination  of  cer- 
tain labor  organizations. 

6.  Communist-dominated  unions  are  still 
operating  in  defense  production,  although 
In  diminished  strength.  The  existence  of 
»\  few  Communist-dominated  unions  in  key 
industries  may  in  times  of  war  or  threat- 
ened war  constitute  a  real  danger  to  the 
safety  of  the  country.  Espionage  might  be 
practiced  through  communications  and  sab- 
otage be  committed  in  the  electrical,  min- 
ing and  smelting,  and  longshore  industries. 
We  should  not  blink  our  eyes  to  these 
dangers. 

7.  Recent  developments  arising  out  of  a 
conviction  of  a  9  (h)  affiant  for  false  swear- 
ing and  a  grand-jury  presentment  have  set 
in  motion  policies  by  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  which  look  toward  a  more 
aggressive  protection  of  the  afBdavlt  re- 
quirement fronj  gross  abuse  by  Comaiunist 
union  leaders. 

8.  The  Atomic  Energy  CommissicMi  has 
been  successful  in  preventing  reco,  nilion  of 
a  Communist-dominated  union  as  the  bar- 
gaining representative  in  an  impcrtant 
atomic-energy  installation. 

9.  In  the  judgment  of  the  Defense  De- 
partment, its  security  functions  extend  only 
to  denying  access  to  facilities  and  docu- 
ments on  the  part  of  persons  of  question- 
able loyalty  or  reliability.  But  its  authority 
does  not  extend  to  directinr;  contractors  to 
cease  recognition  of  Communist-dominated 
unions  who  may  be  the  bargaining  repre- 
sentatives of  the  employees  of  such  con- 
tractors. 

10.  The  proposals  which  have  been  made 
to  this  subcommittee  for  dealing  affirma- 
tively with  the  threat  of  Communist-domi- 
nated unionism  fall  under  four  main  cate- 
gories. All  of  these  proposals  start  (ex- 
plicity  or  impllcity)  with  the  assuitiption 
that  oxu-  existing  resources  are  not  ade- 
quate for  the  job  at  hand,  that  neither  ex- 
isting law  nor  the  voluntary  action  of 
unions  and  employers  provide  the  lawful 
tools  to  destroy  the  threat  of  Communist- 
dominated  unions. 

(a)  The  utilization  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  to  find,  subject  to  the  re- 
quirement of  constitutional  due  proces*,  that 


certain  unions  are  Communist-dominated, 
and,  upon  such  finding,  to  deprive  these 
unions  of  their  privilege  to  act  aa  exclusive 
bargaining   representatives    of   employees. 

(b)  The  utilization  of  an  agency  other 
than  the  NLRB,  subject  to  the  reqjulrements 
of  constitutional  due  process,  to  make  find- 
ings of  Communist  domination  and  the  sub- 
sequent loss  of  bargaining  rights  by  unions 
found  to  be  Communist-domlnat«d.  There 
are  variations  on  this  proposal  (1^  whether 
it  should  be  restricted  to  defense  work  or  not, 
and  (2)  whether  new  legislation  is  required 
or  whether  the  findings  and  the  penalties 
can  be  established  under  existing  law. 

(c)  The  guaranty  of  democratla  processes 
approach  which  has  as  Its  basic  assumption 
that  Communist-dominated  unions  flourish 
only  through  the  denial  of  democratic  proc- 
ess to  the  members.  If  such  democratic 
process  is  guaranteed  by  law,  it  is  argued, 
Communist  control  of  certain  unions  will 
disintegrate. 

(di  The  strengthening  of  the  afidavlt  re- 
quirement to  provide  (a)  that  every  affiant  of 
a  9  (h)  affidavit  automatically  Waives  his 
Immunity  on  the  questions  In  the  affidavit 
in  proceedings  before  a  legislative  commit- 
tee, or  a  court  of  appropriate  jurisdiction, 
(b)  the  terms  of  the  affidavit  be  subject  to 
1-year  retroactivity. 

11.  Those  who  are  critical  of  any  govern- 
mental finding  of  Communist  domination  of 
a  union  urge  as  their  major  reasons:  (a) 
the  availability  of  adequate  clearance  and 
intelligence  facilities  makes  such  procedures 
imnecessary:  (b)  the  free,  democraitic  unions 
and  their  members  can  deal  with  the  threat 
of  political  strikes;  (c)  this  kind  of  ideo- 
logical licensing  of  unions  Is  Inoompattble 
with  the  maintenance  of  a  free  society. 

12  Those  who  are  critical  of  utilizing  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  is  the  In- 
vestigative agency  argue  that  th<  NLRB  is 
not  equipped  to  administer  such  investiga- 
tions and  that  in  any  case  Incorporation  of 
this  responsibility  in  the  NLRB  Would  open 
UD  opportunities  for  delay  which  would  in- 
discriminately penalize  non-Oommunist 
unions  as  well. 

FINPINGS    AND    RECOMMENDATSDNS 

Under  this  heading  we  want  to  set  down 
seme  judgments  about  this  problem  which 
we  believe  are  reasonably  warrantled  by  the 
facts. 

1.  Nobody  has  suggested  to  our  subcom- 
mittee that  our  security  machinery  is  not 
equipped  to  deal  effectively  with  the  pro- 
tection of  facUitiPs  and  information  in  sensi- 
tive industries,  frum  acts  of  sabotsge  or  es- 
pionage; or  at  least  as  effective  as  it  is  hu- 
manly possible  to  be.  The  subiommlttee 
did  not  have  the  re  .ources  to  Onduct  an 
independent  investigation  cf  whether  in  fact 
the  security  agencies  were  taking  all  the  pre- 
cautions they  could  against  Commtmlst  sub- 
version. This  matter  shou'.d  be  fully  studied 
and  the  facts  made  available  to  the  Con- 
gress. Special  attention  should  be  paid  by 
the  Government  in  supervising  Its  contrac- 
tors and  subcontractors  engaged  In  defense 
work  to  see  thnt  all  appropriate  Safeguards 
aKain.<;t  Communist  infiltration  are  utilized. 

2.  One  of  the  great  assets,  if  not  the  great- 
est, which  a  democracy  has  in  combating  the 
threat  of  Communist  penetration  is  an  in- 
telligent awareness  of  the  threat  and  a  de- 
sire to  do  somcThing  about  it.  No  law.  how- 
ever intelligently  framed,  is  a  substitute  for 
th's  asset. 

We  must  in  all  candor  recogni2K  that  an 
employer  who  sees  rivalry  between  »  Commu- 
nist union  and  a  non-  or  Indeed  anti-Com- 
munist unicn  as  simple  oid'nary  trade-union 
competitiveness  is  lacking  in  the  idsiyht  and 
perspective  which  we  need  to  rSly  on  so 
heavily. 

We  do  not  suggest.  It  should  be  made 
clear,  that  the  employer  favor  one  union  as 
aciiinst  another,  or  do  anything  dlse  which 
would  be  contrary  to  law,  when  He  in  con- 


fronted with  a  rival  union  situation  Involv- 
ing a  Communist -con  trolled  union  and  a 
non-Communist  union.  We  do  suggest,  how- 
ever, that  an  employer  who  takes  advantage 
of  such  a  sittiation  to  engage  in  divisive 
strategy  is  making  no  contribution  to  the 
common  welfare. 

The  International  Union  of  Electrical 
Workers  (CIO)  has  charged  that  the  General 
Electric  Corp.  has  favored  the  United  Kiec- 
I  trlcai  Workers  ( indep  endent )  since  expelled 
from  the  CIO  on  grounds  of  Communist 
domination.  The  General  Electric  Corp.. 
speaking  through  Mr.  Boulware.  has  vigor- 
ously denied  this  charge.  We  do  not  feel  that 
we  would  be  Justlfiec  In  making  a  definite 
finding  on  this  Issue  la  controversy,  one  way 
or  the  other. 

We  feel  justified,  hcwever,  in  commenting 
on  an  attitude  reflected  Inc^^alA  statements 
issued  by  the  General  -WeCtrlc  Corp.  on  the 
theme  of  a  "Plague  on  both  your  houses" 
(hearings,  p.  450  ff.).  The  essence  of  the 
theme  is  that  there  ir  little  to  choose  from 
between  left  wingers  and  rlgbtwlngers.  The 
reference  is  to  the  UK  and  the  lUE  respec- 
tively. 

■•We  believe — the  Oeneral  Electric  Corp. 
has  said — they  have  in  the  end  the  same 
objectives.  We  believe  that  what  each  side 
advbcates  would  result,  in  the  long  run,  in 
substantially  the  same  thing  for  our  employ- 
ees, our  company,  and  our  country"  (hear- 
ings, p.  451). 

This  is  an  amazing  statement  and  shows 
little  comprehension  3f  the  forces  at  work 
in  this  world,  in  the  year  1952.  It  is  this 
attitude  on  the  part  of  some  employers  which 
has  made  the  opposition  to  the  real  Commu- 
nists in  the  unions  very  difficult  and  explains 
in  large  part  why  the  Communists  have  been 
able  to  retain  as  mucb  as  they  have.  If  an 
employer  says,  In  effec:.  there  is  no  difference 
between  a  Communist  union  and  an  antl- 
Communlst  union,  it  is  understandable  why 
many  workers  may  not  pay  too  much  atten- 
tion to  a  valid  charge  that  a  union  is  Com- 
munist-controlled. 

We  need  to  recall  Professor  Seldman's  criti- 
cal differentiation  between  Communist 
unionism  and  other  liaeral  or  radical  groujM 
In  the  American  labor   movement. 

•From  the  point  of  view  of  the  other  lib- 
eral or  radical  groups  a  union  Is  a  primary 
institution  that  the  group  seeks  to  build  and 
make  strong,  with  tin-  objective  of  winning 
benefits  for  the  members  and  for  workers  iu 
general. 

"The  policy  of  such  unions  is  determined 
by  an  analysis  of  the  needs  of  the  workers 
who  are  employed  in  the  industries  in  which 
those  unions  operate.  Such  other  liberal  or 
radical  groups  may  be  critical  of  employers, 
of  the  existing  economic  system,  of  Govern- 
ment policy:  they  may  In  a  particular  case 
be  opposed  to  a  war  in  which  this  Govern- 
ment Is  engaged,  or  even  opposed  to  all 
wars;  and  yet  I  would  sharply  distinguish 
between  such  groups  and  the  Communist 
Party  on  the  ground  that  the  Communist 
Party  seeks  control  of  unions  not  primarily 
to  benefit  the  workers  Involved,  but  prl- . 
marily  because  the  unions  then  can  be 
manipulated  to  further  a  party  line  which 
is  in  turn  determined  with  reference  to  the 
interests  of  the  U.  S.  S.  R."  (hearings,  p. 
148). 

Not  to  make  this  distinction,  as  appar- 
ently General  Electric  and  other  employers 
have  not,  is  to  play  the  Communist  theme 
Fong.  that  an  attack  on  Communists  is  an 
attack  on  all  liberal  Ideas.  We  deny  that  It 
Is  Impossible  to  distinguish  between  Com- 
munists and  genuine  supporters  of  liberal  or 
unorthodox  ideas.  The  Communists  are 
spokesmen  for  a  conrpiratorial  system  of 
power  deriving  its  prime  motivation  from 
the  needs  of  the  U.  S.  8.  R.  We  do  not  have 
to  agree,  necessarily,  as  many  of  us  do  not, 
with  the  program  of  free  reform  groups,  to 
Insist  that  the  American  tradition  and  con- 


stitutional a3rstem  gives  these  groups  every 
right  to  exist  and  to  pursue  every  lawful 
means  to  propagate  their  ideas. 

3.  The  issue  which  needs  to  be  resolved  la 
whether  Communist-dominated  unions  pose 
a  sufficiently  serious  threat  to  our  security 
to  warrant  Government  action.  We  believe 
that  Communist-dominated  unions  do  pose 
such  a  threat,  and  the  Government  has 
taken  effective  steps  to  protect  the  national 
security  against  these  threats.  In  this  re- 
port we  recommend  additional  steps  that 
can  be  taken. 

We  do  not  accept  the  proposition  urged 
upon  us  that  a  private  group  has  an  In- 
herent immunity  from  public  regulation  on 
this  point.  This  goes  for  both  employers 
and  unions,  it  happens  that  this  committee 
has  reported  out  legislation  designed  to  end 
discrimination  in  employment  based  on  race, 
color,  creed,  or  national  ancestry.  If  this 
legislation  were  passed  no  private  group, 
employei-s,  employment  agencies,  or  unions 
would  be  permitted  to  carry  on  Its  activities 
in  a  way  to  run  counter  to  the  requirements 
of  this  policy. 

The  same  principle  applies  to  the  question 
cf  Communist-dominated  unions.  The 
unions  have  no  inherent  immunity  from 
regulation  on  thla  point.  The  decisive  ques- 
tion is:  Will  this  be  a  wise  and  democratic 
exercise  of  public  authority? 

4.  TTie  free  labor  movement  must  accept 
the  responsibilities  which  go  with  its  con- 
tention that  it  can  handle  the  Communist 
problem  in  the  unions  on  its  own.  Racket- 
eering, discriminatory  practices,  exist  In  a 
few  union  situations.  Where  these  unsa- 
vory practices  exist  they  are  breeding  grounds 
for  Communist  penetration.  They  provide 
a  cover  for  the  real  purposes  of  the  Com- 
munists in  the  unions.  The  labor  movement 
must  decontaminate  itself  of  these  un- 
healthy Influences. 

The  free  unions  have  done  more  to  Isolate 
and  destroy  the  staging  points  of  Commu- 
nist unionism  than  any  other  single  force 
Jn  American  life.  It  is  one  thing  to  require 
a  non-Communist  oath  as  a  condition  of 
using  the  NLRB's  facilities.  But  the  crit- 
ical anti-Communist  pressure  is  exerted 
when  the  free  unions  expel  Communist- 
dominated  unions  from  their  midst  and  then 
proceed  to  take  their  members  away.  This 
is  antlcommunlsm  where  It  hurts  the  Com- 
munists the  most.  But.  as  we  have  seen, 
there  are  still  pockets  of  Communist  dom- 
ination and  the  free  unions  must  expend 
added  power  and  resourcefulness  in  elim- 
inating these  Communist  pockets. 

We  commend,  too,  the  action  which  the 
American  labor  movement  has  taken  to  com- 
bat International  communism.  The  fact 
that  free  labor  movements  all  over  the  world 
are  effectively  lighting  Communist  aggres- 
sion is  In  small  part  due  to  the  economic 
and  moral  aid  rendered  by  the  American 
labor  movement. 

5.  The  National  Labor  Relations  Board  has 
authority  under  existing  law  (in  its  own 
words)  "to  protect  Its  own  processes  from 
abuse."  If  It  should  develop  that  the  Board 
does  not  have  this  authority,  we  urge  that 
legislation  be  enacted  to  carry  out  the  intent 
of  this  reconunendation.  We  reconunend 
that  the  NLRB  In  the  exercise  of  such  au- 
thority under  existing  law  take  judicial  no- 
tice of  three  kinds  of  circumstances  as  re- 
flecting adversely  on  the  good  faith  of  an 
affiant  of  a  non-Communist  affidavit. 

(1)  The  refusal  to  testify  under  oath  be- 
fore a  Judicial  body,  grand  jtury,  or  legislative 
committee  whether  the  non-Communist  affi- 
davit was  signed  by  the  affiant. 

(2)  The  refusal  to  testify  under  oath  be- 
fore a  judicial  body,  grand  jury,  or  legisla- 
tive committee  whether  the  affiant  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Communist  Party. 

(3)  A  conviction  for  false  swearing  in  a 
non -Communist  affidavit. 

If  the  Board  finds  that  there  is  a  reason- 
able doubt  as  to  the  truth  and  validity  oC 


the  affidavits,  as  a  result  of  the  failure  fo 
testify,  or  as  a  result  of  the  conviction  for 
false  swearing  aa  outlined  above  It  shall  give 
the  union  in  question  30  days  within  which 
to  purge  itself  of  the  officers  whose  affi- 
davits have  been  found  lacking  in  good  faith. 
If  the  union  submits  proof  that  it  has  com- 
plied with  the  order  of  the  Board  It  shall  be 
considered  as  having  remained  In  compliance 
with  section  9  (h).  If  in  the  judgment  at 
the  Board  the  union  has  not  purged  itself 
of  the  officers  whose  affidavits  have  been 
found  to  be  lacking  in  good  faith,  then  the 
Board  shall  declare  that  thje  union  Is  not  In 
compliance  with  section  9  fh). 

Our  reasons  for  this  recommendation  are 
as  follows: 

(a)  Whatever  reservations  vro  may  have 
about  the  efficacy  of  section  9  (h),  we  ought 
not  to  embark  on  additional  or  more  dubious 
legislation  until  ue  have  exhausted  the  law- 
ful remedies  under  existing  leglslatlori.  With 
all  of  its  one-sidedness.  section  9  (h)  of  the 
Labor-Management  Relations  Act  of  1947  has 
served  to  point  up  the  issue  and  may,  with 
appropriate  Implementation,  yet  help  to 
identify  the  Communist-dominated  unions. 
In  our  Judgment,  it  should  not  be  taken 
from  the  law  until  all  Communist  domina- 
tion has  disappeared  from  unions,  at  least  in 
vital  industries,  or  until,  as  Implemented,  It 
is  proven  ineffective  and  other  preferable 
provisions  are  adopted. 

( b)  We  believe  that  the  NLRB  can  lawfully 
apply  these  recommendations  without  addi- 
tional legislation.  To  be  sure,  as  has  been 
pointed  out.  Congress  did  not  Intend  for  the 
Board  to  conduct  an  Independent  investi- 
gation on  the  merits  as  to  whether  a  partic- 
ular 9  (h)  affiant  is  or  is  not  a  Conununlst. 
What  we  are  recommending  here,  and  which 
in  large  part  the  Board  has  already  done.  Is 
to  protect  its  processes  from  obvious  abuse. 
It  Is  our  judgment  that  the  three  types  of 
circumstances  cited  above  constitute  obvious 
abuse  and  ought  not  to  be  tolerated  without 
question. 

(c)  We  are  not  insensitive  to  the  implica- 
tions which  our  recommendations  have  for 
the  constitutional  protection  against  self- 
incrimination.  But,  it  seems  to  us  that  the 
constitutional  protection  ought  not  to  be- 
come an  immunity  for  Communist  union 
officers  from  the  consequences  of  bad  faith ' 
in  filing  non-Communist  affidavits.  And  in 
any  case  the  loss  suffered  by  such  officers  is 
a  dlsquallflcatton  from  serving  as  officers  of 
a  union  which  wishes  to  utilize  the  pro- 
cedin-es  of  the  law.  That  the  unavailability 
of  the  Board's  processes  Is  something  leas 
than  catastrophic  is  attested  to  by  the  fact 
that  two  large  and  powerful  unions  (and 
anti -Communist  unions,  by  the  way)  have 
been  able  to  exist  for  5  years  without  access 
to  NLRB  procedures. 

(d)  The  recommendation  for  a  30-dsf 
period  of  grace  within  which  a  union  may 
remove  the  cloud  of  doubt  prevailing  with 
respect  to  9  (h)  compliance  is  motivated  by 
a  consideration  that  Innocent  victims  of  bad- 
faith  filing  ought  not  to  be  penalized  for 
the  acts  of  particular  officers.  All  the  mem- 
bers and  non -Communist  officers  of  the  union 
could  know,  for  sure,  was  that  an  affidavit 
was  on  file.  They  could  not  be  expected  to 
know  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  that  the 
affidavit  was  executed  In  bad  faith.  In  the 
atmence  of  an  authoritative  declaration  to 
that  effect. 

Therefore,  to  revoke  compliance  status 
retroactively  would  penalize  iinlon  members 
and  employers  as  well  for  acts  over  which 
they  had  no  control.  Legal  logic  may  be  on 
the  side  of  retroactivity  In  this  sort  of  situ- 
ation but  the  facts  of  industrial  relations 
are  not. 

A  refusal  of  the  union  members  to  remove 
officers  after  their  affidavits  have  been  found 
defective  in  an  authoritative  determtnarton 
by  the  NLRB  puts  the  pniMcm  tn  a  tftflercot 
pocture.  Tbey  can  leuMWc  tbe  oAoers  or 
accept  tbe  consequences  o(  aoncosnpaai 
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enr  iticotnniimdatlan  tlM  altars 
aattvw  •!•  M«ntlfh>Me. 

C  Hm  Departmant  of  JosUc*  aliould  «•- 
UbUalk  A  qpeetal  unit  to  ilaal  with  caMs 
arlatng  <mt  oi  allagad  Tlcdatlonc  of  aaetlon 
»  <h)  wtOk  •Caettv*  ItetKui  mtotlnntfUpB  to 
tba  KUUB  and  tbe  tegtoUtlTe  oonimltteea 
•njaaad  in  OoomranlBt  tavcstlcatlima. 

7.  Tb  tlM  •stant  iwoaanry,  tlia  lltmltlona 
Boanl.  tha  Atomic  Ka«rg7  CanunlHlon,  ttaa 
IMaral  Bureau  of  Invactlgatlon.  and  otlier 
■cendaa  e<»oaraMl  with,  aecurlty  problems 
atiould  develop  apedaUaad  competence  in 
dealing  witti  aecurlty  Imi^leatlons  of  Coni- 
munlrt-dofnlnatad  ii«if>i^  Tiie  Bturcau  of 
the  Budget  abould  undertake  to  study  taow- 
the  Tarlous  Federal  reaponslbilities  in  this 
field  ean  be  sensibly  oorardlnated.  Tbe  Presi- 
dent, tbrousb  tbe  Bureau  ot  tbe  Budget, 
should  also  consider  tbe  development  of  in- 
aervice  training  programs  for  these  Tarlous 
agencies  on  the  goals  and  purpoaes  of  Oom- 
mimlsts  in  unions  and  how  to  distinguish 
the  bona  fide  militant  unionist  from  tbe 
Communist  agent.  It  is  a  distinction  which 
is  not  infreqiiently  blurred,  but  as  we  have 
aald,  a  very  crucial  dl^lnctlon. 

8.  .We  do  not  believe  that  the  National 
LalMT  Belatlons  Board  has  the  statutory  au- 
thority or  that  Congress  intended  It  to  c<m- 
duct  an  inilependent,  de  novo  InveeUgation 
of  whether,  in  fact,  an  afllant  is  a  Commu- 
nist. Moreover,  Mr.  Hersog's  analysis  of  this 
proposal  we  find  very  persuasive.  Identify- 
ing Communists  Is  a  spedMl  form  of  expertise 
which  tbe  Board  does  not  now  have.  More- 
over, it  would  have  the  effect  of  delaying  the 
processing  of  tbe  cases  of  non-Communist 
unions. 

9.  We  reserve  judgment  at  this  time  on 
proposals  that  new  agencies  other  than  the 
NLBB  be  given  auth(Hity  to  find  Communist 
domination.     The  reasons  for  our  reserva- 

i   tlons  may  be  summarized  as  follows: 

(a)^The  resources  of  Government  agencies 
charged  with  security  functions,  strength- 
ened as  necessary,  appear  to  be  adequate  at 
this  time  to  deal  with  hazard  of  sabotage 
and  espionage. 

(b)  The  practical  advantages  of  these  pro- 
posals In  removing  the  seciirlty  hazard  of 
Communist  oontrol  are  questionable  if  the 
time  consumed  by  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Board  in  its  proceedings  against  the 
Communist  Party  is  any  guide.  The  advan- 
tage of  operating  efflciency  is  on  the  side  of 
the  agencies  like  the  FBI. 

(c)  The  resultant  penalties,  such  as  dis- 
establishment of  Communist  unions,  would 
In  part  fall  on  the  Communists  but  In  great- 
er part  on  tbe  innocent  victims,  the  union 
members,  in  the  Communist  unions  who.  It 
is  clearly  established,  are  overwhelmingly 
unsympathetic  to  the  political  aims  of  their 
leaders. 

(d)  This  ideological  testing  of  a  union's 
right  to  survive  is  foreign  to  our  tradition  of 
a  free  labor  movement. 

If,  however,  our  relationships  with  Soviet 
Russia  deteriorate  even  further,  these  pro- 
posals should  be  reconsidered  In  the  light  of 
the  new  circumstances. 

10.  It  Is  recommended  that  encotiragement 
he  given  to  unions  to  clean  their  own  ranks 
of  Communist  Influence  by  amending  the 
law  to  permit  a  waiving  of  the  affidavit  re- 
quirement for  those  unions  which  incorpo- 
rate a  ban  on  the  holding  of  office  by  Com^- 
munists  and  enforce  the  ban  in  good  faith. 
Such  a  provision  would  have  the  additional 
effect  of  cutting  down  the  sizable  clerical 
task  of  keeping  track  of  thousands  of  affi- 
davits. 

11.  Hie  proposal  that  employers  and  their 
repreaentatlvea  be  required  to  take  non- 
Communlst  oaths  as  a  condition  for  utiliz- 
ing the  faculties  of  the  National  Labor  Re- 
lations Board  has  equity  on  Its  side  to  rec- 
ommend  it.  The  argiunent  runs  that  luiion 
people  will  not  resent  the  application  of 
the  affidavit  requirement  if  they  feel  that 
they  are  not  being  singled  out  tot  special 


tiealmeut  ma/  potential  subversives.  Meas- 
ured against  the  standards  of  speed  in  proc- 
essing cases,  however,  the  advantage  9i  this 
propoaal  seem  to  be  dubious. 

IiciCTvrouAi.  Virws  or  Senator  Mosse 
I  have  not  concurred  in  the  foregoing  re- 
put  because  I  think  It  is  inadequate  in 
■everal  respects,  although  I  think  that  in 
many  respects  it  Is  a  very  good  report.  At 
least  it  shows  a  lot  of  hard  work  and  care- 
ful and  thorough  study  of  tbe  problems 
Which  were  taken  luider  consideration  by 
the  committee.  Nevertheless,  I  hold  several 
reservations  as  to  the  soundness  of  the  con- 
clusions of  the  report  in  respect  to  the  Juris- 
diction, which  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  shovild  take,  over  Communist-domi- 
nated unions. 

The  subcommittee  has  never  sat  down  In 
a  formal  committee  meeting  for  a  discus- 
sion of  the  recommendations  contaiaed  in 
the  report.  At  least,  I  have  never  bad  any 
knowledge  of  any  such  meeting  being  held. 
If  I  had  attended  a  committee  meeting  for 
a  discussion  of  this  report,  I  would  have 
found  it  necessary  to  raise  a  series  of  ques- 
tions for  discussion  by  the  committee  about 
the  recommendations  in  the  hope  that  they 
would  be  modified.  It  Is  quite  possible  that 
other  members  of  the  committee,  as  the  re- 
sult of  such  a  discussion,  might  have  come 
to  share  some  of  my  doubts  as  to  the  wisdom 
of  some  of  the  recommendations  set  forth 
in  the  report,  at  least,  as  far  as  their  present 
form  Is  concerned.  I  know  that  each  member 
of  the  committee  agrees  with  me  that  the 
existence  of  any  Communist-dominated 
imion  in  America  is  a  threat  to  the  labor 
unions  as  well  as  to  the  security  of  the  coun- 
try. However,  I  do  not  think  that  tlje  rec- 
onunendations  of  the  report  propose  very 
effective  means  for  checking  and  eliminat- 
ing Communist -dominated  unions. 

The  American  people  have  the  right  to 
look  to  some  agency  of  government  to  take 
direct  Jurisdiction  over  the  question  of  Com- 
n)unlst-dominated  unions.  Although  t  have 
reached  no  final  Judgment  on  the  matter,  I 
•ee  great  merit  In  the  point  of  view  thiit  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  is  the  agency 
which  should  be  given  Jurisdiction  over  the 
issue  on  the  administrative  level.  It  is  to  be 
understood,  of  course,  that  I  would  favor 
having  the  law  so  worded  that  all  of  tlje  pro- 
cedures of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
would  apply  in  the  granting  of  such  a  Juris- 
diction to  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board.  It  would  seem  to  be  somewhat  ab- 
surd as  a  matter  of  principle  to  have  the 
National  Labor  Belatlons  Board  grant  the 
privileges  and  prerogatives  of  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  Act  to  a  union  and 
at  the  same  time  not  have  the  legal  right  and 
duty  to  ezerclEe  Jurisdiction  by  way  of  deny- 
ing those  benefits  and  prerogatives  to  a  Com- 
munist-dominated union  Involved  in  a  case 
before  It. 

Also,  I  think  It  Is  only  fair  to  the  employ- 
ers of  America  that  they  should  have  the 
right  before  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  to  prove  If  they  can  that  the  Union 
involved  In  the  case  is  a  Communist-floml- 
nated  union.  If  the  Board  finds  that  the 
evidence  supports  that  contention,  then  I 
think  it  Is  bad  public  policy  for  the  Board  to 
grant  any  benefits  to  that  union  until  it  hua 
eliminated  its  Communist  domination. 

I  fully  appreciate  the  fact  that  so  enlarg- 
ing the  Jurisdiction  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  will  probably  require  some 
amendments  to  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act.  However,  that  fact  in  no  way  detracts 
from  the  merits  of  the  proposal  that  such 
Jurisdiction  shall  be  given  to  the  Board.  It 
only  means  that  the  Congress  should  get 
busy  and  amend  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act  in  such  particulars  as  are  nec«>sary 
to  grant  to  the  Board  the  Jurisdiction  it 
needs  to  accomplish  the  end  recommended. 
It  is  also  true  that  enlarging  the  Jurlsdlttion 


of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  so 
that  it  can  pass  Judgment  on  the  issue  c€ 
whether  or  not  a  union  Is  Commtuiist-doml- 
nated  may  slow  up  the  work  of  the  Board 
unless  some  procedural  reforms  aVe  conctur- 
rently  adopted  with  tbe  ezpansten  of  the 
Board's  Jurisdiction.  It  is  quite  poaslbls 
that  such  procedural  reforms  In  the  interest 
of  speeding  up  tbe  work  of  the  Bo»rd  would 
be  desirable  in  any  event.  It  shoi|ld  not  be 
very  difficult  for  the  Board  by  procedural 
rules  and  regulations  to  work  out  a  type  of 
pretrial  hearing  of  the  Conunualst-doml- 
nated-union  issue,  and  if  the  Board  should 
find  in  a  specific  case  that  a  piHma  facie 
case  does  not  exist  In  support  of  that  charge, 
then  the  Board  could  proceed  without  fur- 
ther delay  to  pass  upon  the  merits  of  the 
other  issues  involved  in  the  case. 

It  should  be  understood  that  the  refer- 
ences which  I  make  to  changes  of  Board 
procedure  In  this  separate  report  are  not  in 
any  sense  recommendations  on  my  part  be- 
cause I  should  like  to  hear  all  sides  of  the 
discussion  on  these  points  before  reaching 
any  final  position.  It  U  Just  such  questions 
that  I  would  have  liked  to  have  discussed 
within  the  committee  before  reaching  any 
conclusion  to  be  set  forth  in  the  report  as 
to  how  the  problem  of  Communist -domi- 
nated unions  should  be  handled  within  our 
governmental  system.  Therefore,  because  I 
do  not  feel  that  I  can  underwrite  or  affirm 
the  report  of  the  majority  of  the  Committee 
in  its  entirety.  I  respectfully  submit  this 
separate  and  independent  report. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  should  like  to  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  thfit  I  have 
had  recourse  to  his  hearings  on  several 
occasions. 

A  moment  ago  he  made  reference  to 
the  objectivity  of  those  hearings.  I  be- 
lieve they  were  objective.  On  |he  other 
hand,  he  also  made  reference  to  tele- 
vioion  and  emotionalism,  and  bo  forth, 
not  in  connection  with  the  hearings  that 
I  held 

Mr.  HUMPHFIEY.     Of  course  not. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  But  only  a  general 
reference  to  that  subject.  I  know  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  did  not  mean 
to  imply  that  there  had  been  any  emo- 
tionalism or  any  seeking  of  headlines  in 
the  holding  of  those  hearings.  |  thought 
we  did  everything  we  could  to  make 
the.se  hearings  objective,  and  to  keep 
them  strictly  within  the  bounds  of  legit- 
imate legislative  hearings  on  the  bill 
before  us. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  wUl 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wish  to  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  th^t  I  had 
no  reference  at  all  to  the  activities  of 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  or  to  those 
of  any  Senators  associated  with  him  in 
the  pursuit  of  the  hearings  and  the  final 
writing  of  the  bill  before  us.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact.  I  have  said  to  the  Senator 
from  Maryland,  as  he  undoubtedly  will 
recall,  our  hearingj  are  available  to  him 
and  I  hope  they  may  be  helpful  to  him. 
In  fact,  I  have  suggested  to  every  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  that  is  engaged  in 
a  study  of  subversive  activities,  namely, 
the  Jenner  committee,  the  McCarthy 
committee,  and  the  subcommittee  of  the 
Senator  from  Maryland,  that  any  file  I 
have  or  any  information  which  our  sub- 
committee may  have  been  able  to  obtain 


or  develop  was  available  to  those  com-' 

mittees. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  activities 
of  our  Government  in  rooting  out  Com- 
munist Infiltration  in  private  organiza- 
tions which  have  business  with  the  Gov- 
ernment and  with  any  Government 
agency  is  priority  business.  I  have  no 
time  for  these  "Commies,"  and  they 
know  it. 

As  the  Setuitor  from  Oregon  has 
pointed  out,  on  July  11. 1952 — and  I  have 
before  me  some  pages  from  the  Con- 
gressional RicoBD — the  Junior  Senator 
from  Minnesota  had  the  privilege  of 
being  branded  by  the  Daily  Worker  as 
America's  No.  1  Fascist,  a  phony,  a  faker, 
and  all  the  other  expletives  that  Com- 
munists apply  to  their  enemies. 

Mr.  MOR9E.     I  remember. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  had  the 
same  treatment  on  the  other  side  of  the 
political  spectrum;  I  have  been  treated 
to  the  rough  side  of  life  on  both  sides. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  read  my  individual  views,  which 
I  wrote  following  the  Humphrey  sub- 
committee hearings: 

iNonrmuAL  Vizws  or  Senatos  Moisx 

I  have  not  concurred  In  the  foregoing  re- 
port because  I  think  it  Is  Inadequate  in  sev- 
eral respects,  although  I  think  that  In  many 
respects  It  Is  a  very  good  report.  At  least  it 
shows  a  lot  of  hard  work  and  careful  and 
thorough  study  of  the  problems  which  were 
taken  under  consideration  by  the  committee. 
Nevertheless.  I  hold  several  reservations  as  to 
the  soundness  of  the  conclusions  of  the  re- 
port in  respect  to  the  Jurisdiction,  which  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  should  take, 
over  Communist -dominated  unions. 

The  subcommittee  has  never  sat  down  In  a 
formal  committee  meeting  for  a  discussion 
of  tbe  reconunendatlons  contained  in  tbe 
report.  At  least.  I  have  never  had  any 
knowledge  of  any  such  meeting  being  held. 
If  I  had  attended  a  committee  meeting  for  a 
discussion  of  this  report,  I  would  have  found 
it  necessary  to  raise  a  series  of  questions  for 
discussion  by  the  committee  about  the  rec- 
ommendations in  the  hope  that  they  would 
be  modified.  It  is  quite  possible  that  other 
members  of  the  committee  as  the  result  of 
such  a  discussion  might  have  come  to  share 
some  of  my  doubts  as  to  the  wisdom  of  some 
of  the  reconunendatlons  set  forth  in  the  re- 
port at  least  as  far  as  their  present  form  is 
concerned.  I  know  that  each  member  of  the 
conunlttee  agrees  with  me  that  the  existence 
of  any  Communist-dominated  union  in 
America  Is  a  threat  to  tbe  labor  unions  as 
well  as  to  the  security  of  the  country.  How- 
ever, I  do  not  think  that  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  report  propose  very  effective 
means  for  checking  and  eliminating  Com- 
munist-don>lnated  unions. 

The  American  people  have  the  right  to  look 
to  some  agency  of  Government  to  take  direct 
Jurisdiction  over  the  question  of  Commu- 
nist-dominated unions.  Although  I  have 
reached  no  final  Judgment  on  the  matter,  I 
see  great  merit  In  the  point  of  view  that  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  is  the  agency 
which  should  be  given  Jiurisdlctlon  over  the 
issue  onrthe  administrative  level.  It  is  to  he 
understood,  of  course,  that  I  would  favor 
having  the  law  so  worded  that  all  of  the 
procedures  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  would  apply  in  the  granting  of  such  a 
Jurisdiction  to  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board.  It  would  seem  to  be  somewhat  ab- 
surd as  a  matter  of  principle  to  have  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  grant  the 
privileges  and  prerogatives  of  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  to  a  union  and  at  the 
same  time  not  have  the  legal  right  and  duty 
to  exercise  Jurisdiction  by  way  of  denying 


those  benefits  and  prerogatives  to  a  Commu- 
nist-dominated union  involved  in  a  case  be- 
fore It. 

Also,  I  think  It  Is  only  fair  to  the  employers 
of  America  that  they  should  have  tbe  right 
before  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board 
to  prove,  if  they  can.  that  the  union  Involved 
in  the  case  is  a  Communist-dominated 
imion.  If  the  Board  finds  that  the  evidence 
supports  that  contention,  then  I  think  It  is 
bad  public  policy  for  the  Board  to  grant  any 
benefits  to  that  union  until  it  has  eliminated 
its  Communist  domination. 

I  fully  appreciate  the  fact  that  so  enlarging 
the  Jurisdiction  of  tbe  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Board  will  probably  require  some 
amendments  to  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act.  However,  that  fact  In  no  way  detracts 
from  the  merits  of  the  profKisal  that  such 
Jurisdiction  should  he  given  to  the  Board. 
It  only  means  that  the  Congress  should  get 
biuy  and  amend  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act  In  such  particulars  as  are  neces- 
sary to  grant  to  the  Board  tbe  Jvirlsdiction 
It  needs  to  accomplish  the  end  recommended. 
It  is  also  true  that  enlarging  the  Jurisdiction 
of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  so 
that  It  can  pass  Judgment  on  the  issue  of 
whether  or  not  a  union  is  Communist  domi- 
nated may  slow  up  the  work  of  the  Board 
unless  some  procedural  reforms  are  concur- 
rently adopted  with  the  expansion  of  the 
Board's  Jurisdiction.  It  is  quite  possible 
that  such  procedural  reforms  in  the  Interest 
of  speeding  up  tbe  work  of  the  Board  would 
be  desirable  in  any  event.  It  should  not  be 
very  difficult  for  the  Board  by  procedural 
rules  and  regulations  to  work  out  a  type  of 
pretrial  hearing  on  the  Communist-domi- 
nated union  issue  and  if  the  Board  should 
find  In  a  specific  case  that  a  prima  facie  case 
does  not  exist  in  support  of  that  charge  then 
the  Board  could  proceed  without  further 
delay  to  pass  upon  the  merits  of  the  other 
Issues  Involved  in  the  case. 

It  should  be  understood  that  the  references 
which  I  make  to  changes  of  Board  procedure 
In  this  separate  ref>ort  are  not  In  any  sense 
recommendations  on  my  part  because  I 
should  like  to  hear  all  sides  of  the  discussion 
on  these  points  before  reaching  any  final 
position.  It  is  Just  such  questions  that  I 
would  have  liked  to  have  discussed  within 
the  conunlttee  before  reaching  any  conclu- 
sion to  be  set  forth  in  the  report  as  to  how 
the  problem  of  Communist-dominated 
unions  should  be  handled  within  our  gov- 
ernmental system.  Therefore,  because  I  do 
not  feel  that  I  can  underwrite  or  affirm  the 
report  of  the  majority  of  the  committee  In 
its  entirety.  I  respectfully  submit  this  sepa- 
rate and  independent  rep>ort. 

Mr.  President,  the  next  point  I  wish  to 
make  is  that  in  my  judgment  the  pend- 
ing bill  is  even  broader,  as  has  been  in- 
dicated by  the  Senator  from  Vermont, 
than  the  subject  matter  we  have  been 
discussing.  It  is  broader  than  trade 
unions.  In  my  opinion,  the  Attorney 
General  could  exercise  these  discretion- 
ary powers  in  respect  to  a  great  many 
organizations  in  this  country — for  exam- 
ple the  Hells  Canyon  Association,  or  any 
organization  of  citizens  which  has  been 
developed  to  assume  some  civic  responsi- 
bility. It  is  an  entirely  too  broad  and 
unlimited  power  to  give  to  any  Attorney 
General.  I  care  not  who  he  may  be. 

The  last  argument  I  wish  to  make,  and 
the  one  to  which  I  invite  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  is  that  we 
must  not  overlook  the  fact  that  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  has  jurisdiction  now 
in  connection  with  Communist  activities 
of  individuals.  That  is  enough,  Mr. 
President.  Give  the  National  Labor  Re- 
lations Board  jurisdiction  over  organiza- 


tions working  in  the  field  of  labor-man- 
agement  relations,  and  let  the  Depftrt- 
ment  of  Justice  proceed  with  Its  investi- 
gation of  an  individual  who  may  be  in- 
volved in  Communist  activities  or  espio- 
nage activities  or  subversive  activities,  be 
he  labor  leader  or  union  member  or  any 
other  citizen. 

If  the  Department  of  Justice  does  the 
job  it  is  now  empowered  to  do,  we  do  not 
have  to  worry  about  the  influence  of 
those  individuals  who  may  be  labor  lead- 
ers within  the  labor  movement.  We  do 
not  need  this  bill,  Mr.  President,  to  check 
the  Communist  activities  of  any  labor 
leader.  The  Department  of  Justice  now 
has  that  jurisdiction  and  authority. 

We,  the  Congress,  ought  to  say  to  the 
Department  of  Justice,  "What  do  you 
need  that  we  have  not  given  you.  to  carry 
out  your  authority  with  respect  to  check- 
ing Communist  activities  on  the  part  of 
individuals?  Do  you  need  more  money 
for  the  FBI?  If  you  do,  here  is  one  vote 
for  it.  Do  you  need  any  clarification  of 
any  statute?  If  you.  here  is  one  vote 
for  it." 

Mr.  President,  in  my  judgment,  those 
are  not  the  objectives  of  some  who  would 
like  to  see  that  kind  of  legislation  passed. 
Of  course  I  do  not  refer  to  the  sponsors 
of  the  pending  bill. 

There  are  some  who  see  in  this  legis- 
lation and  in  the  broad  power  it  gives 
to  the  Attorney  General  one  of  the  most 
effective  devices  that  could  be  legislated 
for  destroying  the  labor  movement  in  this 
country. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  close  my 
argument  on  this  bill,  before  I  turn  to 
another  subject,  by  saying  the  bill  is 
just  not  needed,  if  we  want  the  Depcurt- 
ment  of  Justice  to  check  Commimist  ac- 
tivities on  the  part  of  individuals.  When 
we  check  the  activities  on  the  part  of  an 
individual  he  cannot  exercise  any  influ- 
ence within  any  labor  union.  Why  drag 
the  labor  unions  into  this  situation  by 
giving  jurisdiction  to  the  Department 
of  Justice  to  proceed  to  treat  them  as 
though  they  were  individuals  engaged  in 
Communist  activities? 

Mr.  President.  I  have  been  advised 
since  I  started  speaking  this  afternoon 
that  at  one  time  I  did  offer  a  proposed 
piece  of  legislation  in  the  Senate,  and  I 
have  asked  my  administrative  assistant 
to  search  the  Record  to  see  if  he  can  find 
It.  But  there  is  no  question  alMut  the 
fact  that  on  several  6ccasions  in  the 
Senate,  since  the  Humphrey  Committee 
report  and  my  separate  views  filed  there- 
on, I  have  stated  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate that  I  had  come  to  the  flnal  conclu- 
sion that  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  should  be  given  jurisdiction  over 
the  issue  of  Communist-dominated 
unions.  I  think  it  was  in  connection  with 
some  legislation  we  had  before  us  last 
year  that  I  made  the  specific  proposal 
with  reference  to  some  piece  of  legisla- 
tion by  way  of  an  amendment.  But  I 
shall  check  into  it  and  find  out  whether 
the  amendment  was  actually  offered  or 
whether  I  simply  outlined  it  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate. 

On  June  15,  1954,  I  made  coounents 
along  the  same  line  I  am  expressing  to- 
day on  tills  issue,  and,  without  reading 
them,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  ex- 
cerpts from  the  statement  which  I  made 
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on  Juljr  15.  1954.  be  Inserted  at  this 
point  In  agr  remarks.  I  ask  for  the  In- 
aertfan  only  because  I  wish  to  support  the 
VKfif  I  naade  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  to  the  effect  that  It  has  been  my 
poelthm  tat  quite  some  time  that  Juris- 
diction  ovor  this  subject  matter  should 
be  given  to  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
were  mrdered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcobd. 
as  follows: 


Jflr.  President.  I  sboold  like  to 

•ak  tluiC  objection  to  the  bill  be  wltbbeld 
uatU  X  make  a  l»1tf  statement. 

X  have  no  objection  to  tbe  bUI  going  tnet 
for  further  eoneidefation.  In  fact.  I  believe 
the  anbject  matter  is  such  that  the  bill 
ought  to  be  brought  up  by  motion  for  full 
debate  in  the  Senate,  and  I  hope  fuu  debate 
vlU  be  had  on  It  before  CkmgreeB  adjotims. 

The  blU  ralaee  again  the  whole  subject  at 
proeedure  in  handling  the  question  of  Com- 
m.uniat  infiltration  into  labor  organizations. 

There  is  no  question  that  a  problem  ex- 
ists in  that  connection,  and  that  it  is  giving 
great  eoneem  to  many  labor  leaders.  I  would 
mu^  prefer  a  proposal  which  I  have  urged 
tat  some  years  past,  namely,  that  the  Ma- 
ttonal  Labor  Belations  Board  be  assigned  by 
Congress  the  duty  and  obligation  to  exercise 
Jurisdiction  over  the  infiltration  of  Commu- 
nists into  American  labor  unions.  In  tluit 
event,  when  an  employer  feels  that  he  is 
being  eaUed  upon  to  negotiate  or  conduct 
bnslneas  with  a  Communist-dominated 
union,  or  a  union  whose  oflleers  are  Oom- 
mualst-dominated.  or  a  union  which  has 
within  it  members  wiio  are  also  aoembers 
Of  the  Communist  Party,  he  should  be  able 
to  make  It  the  basis  for  a  case  on  the  ground 
of  an  imf  air -labor  practice  so  far  as  that 
particular  union  is  concerned. 

TlM  National  lAbor  Belations  Board  OTight 
to  be  under  the  obligation  to  proceed,  let  us 
■ay.  on  the  basis  of  what  in  our  Federal  courts 
Is  known  as  a  pretrial  hearing,  in  which  the 
Issue  eould  be  gozxe  into  singularly,  and  the 
employer  or  the  complaining  party  called 
upon  to  establish  a  iHima  facie  case.  If  a 
prima  fade  ease  were  established,  the  Board 
would  proceed  with  a  f uU  hearing  of  the 
merits  of  the  controversy. 

Mr.  BCTLB  of  ICaryland.  ICr.  President. 
Will  the  ScnatOT  yield? 

Mr.  MoasB.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Uaryland. 

Mr.  BtrrLoi  of  Maryland.  Does  not  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  feel  that  the  more  appro- 
I^iate  body  to  conduct  such  a  hearing  would 
be  the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board? 

l*^-  MoasK.  No.  I  am  aware  of  the  Sena- 
tor's bill,  but  I  do  not  think  it  provides  for 
the  most  appro|»late  body  to  handle  the 
problem,  because,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  a  mis- 
take to  spUt  the  jurisdiction  6f  a  board  over 
a  common  subject  matter,  and  I  believe  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Bbard  should  have 
complete  Jmiadlctlon  over  \ttoot  issues. 

Mr.  Buzi.Bt  of  Maryland.  Does  it  not  in- 
volve a  problem  of  internal  security? 

Mr.  Uaam.  Certainly,  it  does,  birt  it  does 
not  follow  that  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  1#  not  the  best  qualified  board  to  de- 
termine whether  a  partlcxilar  union  Is  Com- 
munist dominated.  It  seems  to  me  that  its 
knowledge  of  and  familiarity  with  labor 
proUems  places  It  In  an  advantageous  poel- 
thm  to  determine  at  the  outset  whether  It  is 
dealing  with  a  union  which  is  Communist 
dominated  cr  has  Communists  in  it. 

Mr.  BmxJB  of  Maryland.  X  agree  with 
the  SMiator's  observation  that  the  Board  has 
a  peculiar  knowledge  of  matters  dealing  with 
labor,  but  it  has  no  knowledge  of  matters 
dealing  with  internal  sectirlty.  This  is 
•trlctly  a  matter  of  internal  security. 

Mr.  MOBSK.  There  is  nothing  complicated 
about  that.  Xiet  us  not  make  a  lot  of  com- 
P*"lties  out  of  a  very  simple  matter.    It  U 


very  easy  in  a  Judicial  bearing  befote  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  to  advance 
the  proof  as  to  whether  a  union  Is  C^mu- 
nlst  dominated.  I  think  it  should  be  given 
priority  of  consideration  in  any  charge  of 
unfair  labor  practices  on  the  part  of  a  labor 
union.  The  Board  ought  to  be  required  to 
take  the  proof  and  determine  whether  It  Is 
a  Communist-dominated  xinion.  If  It  Is, 
then  I  believe  the  proposal  which  I  made 
when  I  refused  to  sign  the  majority  fepxjrt, 
when  I  was  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare  more  than  2  years 
ago,  is  the  proper  one.  The  position  J  took 
at  that  time  was  that  all  the  privileges  of 
the  National  Labor  Relations  law  should  be 
taken  away  from  the  union  immediately. 
I  think  that  is  the  fairest  way  to  handle  the 
question,  and  I  think  it  places  the  jurisdic- 
tion under  one  board  and  avoids  complicat- 
ing the  situation  by  giving  two  boarcis  par- 
tial Jurisdiction  of  labor  disputes. 

B4r.  Btttlkr  of  Maryland.  We  are  now  work- 
ing on  a  bill  quite  different  from  the  bill 
which  I  originally  introduced. 

Mr.  MoisE.  I  am  not  familiar  with  it. 

Mr.  BoTLER  of  Maryland.  It  will  be  re- 
ported, I  trust,  by  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  within  the  next  week  or  two.  and 
I  hope  to  enlist  the  support  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  Moasz.  I  shall  read  the  bill  with  great 
Interest. 

Mr.  Magnttsok.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  yield?  I 

Mr.  MoxsK.  I  yield.  1 

Mr.  M&GNtrsoN.  I  wish  to  associate  my- 
self with  my  colleague  from  Oregon  with 
reference  to  this  matter.  I  should  like  to 
ask  him  a  question.  The  real  answer  to  the 
problem  is  the  Job  which  98  percent  of  the 
labor  unions  have  done  themselves,  and  very 
effectively,  in  clearing  the  unions  of  all  this 
tyi>e  of  influence.    Is  not  that  a  fact? 

Mr.  MoaSE.  That  Is  the  point  with  which 
I  was  going  to  close  my  argument. 

Mr.  Magnttson.  As  to  those  unions  Which 
have  not  cleared  themselves,  the  simplest 
way  to  do  it  is  by  following  the  course  Which 
the  Senator  has  suggested. 

The  PsiKnnNC  OmcEB.  The  time  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  expired. 

Mr.  Morse.  Mr.  President,  I  wonder  if  I 
might  have  a  half  a  minute  more. 

The  Pazsmnn:  Ovticek.  Is  there  objettlon? 
The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  may  proceed. 

B^.  MoBsz.  Mr.  President.  I  am  asking  that 
this  Jurisdiction  be  given  to  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  in  order  to  take  care 
of  the  rare  case  of  a  union  that  falls  to  clean 
its  own  imderwear.  Most  of  them  are  doing 
a  pretty  good  Job  of  washing  their  dirty 
linen,  Mr.  President.  I  think  the  labor  lead- 
ers are  deserving  of  a  great  deal  of  credit  for 
the  Job  they  have  done  in  driving  Commu- 
nists out  of  the  American  labor  movement. 
But  there  are  some  still  left;  and  when  a 
labor  organization  does  not  do  a  good  Job 
by  way  of  cleaning  its  own  linen,  I  thlak  we 
must  give  the  washing  Job  to  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board. 

The  PazsmiMG  Ofticeb.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  Lehmajv.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not 
studied  the  bill.  I  do  not  know  how  I  shall 
vote  when  It  comes  before  the  Senate,  but 
I  certAinly  do  not  think  that  a  bill  with  such 
broad  implications  as  has  this  one  should 
be  considered  on  the  Consent  Calendar. 

Mr.  MoasB.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
from  New  York  yield? 
Mr.  Lkhmak.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McnsK.  I  think  the  Senator  walked 
onto  the  floor  while  I  was  making  my  com- 
ments. I  am  not  speaking  for  the  bill;  I  am 
speaking  for  an  entirely  different  bill,  and  I 
had  made  the  point  that  I  did  not  think  it 
should  be  considered  on  the  Consent  Calen- 
dar, but  that  It  should  be  considered  by  way 
of  motion  and  with  opportunity  for  full 
debate. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  at  this 
time  I  also  wish  to  refer  to  a  speech  I 
made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on  July 
7,  1953,  on  the  same  subject  matter.  In 
the  course  of  that  speech,  again  I  said  I 
thought  jursidiction  should  be  given  to 
the  Board.     On  that  occasion  t  said: 

Mr.  Morse.  Mr.  President,  I  axfi  glad  to 
hear  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  say  that 
he  is  agreeable  to  taking  the  amendment  to 
conference.  It  ought  to  go  to  conference. 
The  money  will  be  wisely  expended.  I  be- 
lieve, by  the  National  Labor  Relatl()ns  Board. 

We  might  as  well  face  the  fact  that  more 
money  is  needed  If  the  Bocu-d  is  to  assume 
a  certain  responsibility  which  I  'think  we 
should  give  to  it  by  law.  I  refer  to  anxending 
the  law  so  that  the  Board  will  assume  Juris- 
diction over  cases  charging  communism 
within  unions.  Apparently  that  is  a  no 
man's  land  in  the  law  today. 

As  conditions  now  are  an  employer  who 
in  good  faith  says  he  is  not  going  to  nego- 
tiate with  a  union  because  he  is  satisfied  the 
union  is  Communist-dominated  cannot  get 
any  relief  from  the  Board  because  the  courts 
have  ruled  that  the  law  as  presently  written 
does  not  give  the  Board  Jurisdiction. 

I  am  In  favor  of  supplying  the  Board  with 
EUfflcient  funds  so  that  it  may  assume  Juris- 
diction in  cases  charging  Communist-domi- 
nated unions,  once  we  amend  the  l|kw  to  give 
it  such  Jurisdiction.  That  is  why  I  dissented 
from  a  reix>rt  on  Communist  Influence  in  a 
few  labor  unions,  which  report  was  issued 
by  the  Subcommittee  on  Labor-Management 
Relations,  when  I  was  a  member  of  the  Labor 
Committee.  In  fact,  I  was  quite  surprised 
that  a  majority  of  my  colleagues  Went  along 
with  the  majority  report  on  that  issue.  We 
have  failed  to  provide  any  procediire  to  pro- 
tect an  American  employer  who  in  good  faith 
says,  "I  do  not  want  to  negotiate  with  this 
union  because  it  is  Communist-dominated." 
Where  is  he  going  to  go  for  relief? 

It  is  perfectly  obvious  that  he  ihould  go 
to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Bocu-d,  and 
the  Board  should  be  given  such  Jurisdiction. 

That  is  why  I  take  this  opportunity  to  re- 
inforce the  poelUon  I  took  as  a  dUsenter  in 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare, 
when,  to  my  complete  surprise,  that  commit- 
tee went  along  with  the  notion  that  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Board  should  not  be 
the  tribunal  which  should  assume  Jurisdic- 
tion over  the  issue  of  communism  in  labor 
Unions.  If  the  Board  is  not  given  Jurlsdlc* 
tion  over  that  issue,  what  agency  will  as- 
sume such  Jurisdiction?  We  are  Just  play- 
ing ducks  and  drakes  on  this  issue  Mr 
President. 

We  should  stop  kidding  ourselves  about  it 
We  should  give  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  the  necessary  funds  and  staff,  so  that  it 
can  get  to  the  bottom  of  the  question  of 
communism  In  American  trade  unions.  Not 
many  American  unions  are  Communist  dom- 
inated. But  when  a  union  is  Communist 
dominated,  it  should  not  have  the  benefit  of 
the  services  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board,  but  should  be  told,  "You  will  not  re- 
ceive any  service  from  this  Board  ttntil  you 
clean  out  communism  In  your  union." 

So,  Mr.  President.  I  am  glad  th«  amend- 
ment adding  t25O,0O0  to  the  appropriation 
will  be  taken  to  conference. 

Mr.  President,  a  word  as  to  why  I  think 
the  NaUonal  Labor  Relations  Board 
should  have  jurisdiction  over  this  sub- 
ject matter.  In  the  National  Labor  Re- 
lations Board  there  is  a  staff  thoroughly 
grounded  in  American  labor  problems. 
I  know  it  Is  difficult  in  a  speech  to  have 
people  accept  the  notion  that  there  is  an 
art  in  the  settling  of  labor  disputes,  but 
it  is  true,  Mr.  President.  Of  covirse,  it  is 
an  art  which  can  be  effectively  used  only 
by  men  who  have  a  background  of  train- 


ing in  the  field.  The  issue  of  Tmrlous 
types  of  radicalism  in  the  American  labor 
movement  is  nothing  new.  Not  so  many 
years  ago.  from  1910  on  to  the  middle  of 
the  1930*8  we  had  the  so-called  Wobbly 
movement  in  American  labor.  It  was 
given  a  rariety  of  names.  It  was  known 
as  the  Industrial  WMkers  of  the  World. 
I  believe — the  IWW.  It  was  a  rery  rad- 
ical movement.  It  was  a  direct-action 
movement  in  the  American  labor  move- 
ment It  would  use  the  strike  If  it 
thought  it  would  serve  its  purposes,  but 
it  would  also  use  many  Illegal  practices. 
We  know  about  the  serious  riots  which 
developed  in  the  so-called  Wobbly  move- 
ment in  tills  country,  irhich  became  great 
national  issues  in  their  day. 

We  have  had  the  anarchist  movement 
within  the  American  labor  movement  at 
different  periods  in  its  development.  We 
have  had  various  types  of  so-called  dl- 
rect-actlonlsts  who  did  not  believe  in 
promoting  a  labor  movement  through 
a  system  of  government  by  law,  but  ht- 
lieved  In  promoting  a  labor  movement 
through  a  system  of  anarchy,  through  a 
system  of  mob  rule,  through  a  system  of 
direct  action  outside  the  law.  The  most 
vicious  type  of  all  these  direct-action 
movements  is  the  Communist  movement 

Anyone  who  has  any  background  in  the 
study  of  the  American  labor  movement 
is  thoroughly  familiar  with  the  various 
chapters  of  radicalism  in  the  American 
labor  movement  But  they  have  very 
little  to  do  with  the  warp  and  woof  of  the 
American  labor  movement.  They  have 
very  little  to  do  with  the  legitimate  ends 
and  methods  used  by  true  trade-union- 
ists, who  are  a.-i  devoted  and  dedicated  to 
a  system  of  govemment  by  law  as  is  any 
Member  of  the  United  States  Senate. 

On  the  Board  and  on  the  staff  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  there  is 
a  group  of  men  who  are  well  informed 
as  to  American  labor  problems,  and  they 
understand,  Mr.  President,  that  to  some 
extent  we  have  what  I  have  called  earlier 
in  my  speech  Hime  "termlting"  toy  Com- 
munists within  the  American  labor 
movement 

When  any  employer  is  called  upon  by 
such  a  union  to  enter  into  a  collective- 
bargaining  agreement,  or  if  the  union 
tries,  by  various  direct-action  methods, 
which  are  typical  of  Communist-domi- 
nated unions,  to  coerce  the  employer  into 
entering  Into  a  labor-union  contract,  tlie 
employer  should  have  the  right  to  go 
before  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  and  file  an  unfair  labor  practice 
charge.  Amendments  to  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  should  be  adopted 
to  provide  the  Board  with  the  jurisdic- 
tion to  conduct  an  immediate  hearing, 
giving  it  prioilty  over  any  other  issue 
involved  in  a  case,  to  determine  whether 
there  is  any  basis  for  the  contention 
of  the  employer;  and  if  there  is.  to  try 
the  issue  forthwith.  That  is  the  way 
I  think  the  situation  should  be  handled. 
That  is  my  alternative  to  the  Butler 
bill. 

I  think  the  Butler  bUl  should  be  post- 
poned, and  that  final  consideration 
should  not  be  given  it  by  this  session  of 
Congress.  The  BuUer  biU,  along  with 
other  proposals  which  imdoubtedly  will 
be  made,  should  be  referred,  at  the  be- 


ginning at  the  next  session  of  the  Con- 
gress, to  the  Committee  on  lAbor  and 
Public  Welfare. 

As  I  said  earlier  in  my  colloquy  with 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
CasbI.  I.  myself,  propose  to  offer  some 
amendments  to  the  National  Labor  Re- 
lations Act,  which  would  grant  to  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  the  re- 
quired jurisdiction  over  the  issue  of  com- 
munism in  American  labor  unions.  I 
think  that  is  the  way  the  problem  should 
be  handled.  What  should  be  done  is 
either  to  recommit  the  bill  to  the  com- 
mittee which  reported  it.  or  transfer  it 
to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare,  with  the  understanding  that  it 
will  be  reintroduced,  come  January,  along 
with  other  measures  which  can  be  con- 
sidered at  that  time. 

But  that  may  not  be  the  course  of  ac- 
tion which  the  Senate  will  decide  upon 
tonight.  Therefore,  I  wish  to  make  a  few 
comments  on  the  basis  of  my  general  ob- 
jections to  the  bill  in  its  present  form. 

I  have  already  said  that  I  do  not  be- 
lieve the  Department  of  Justice  should 
be  given  jurisdiction  over  American 
trade  imions.  I  think  the  National  La- 
bor Relations  Board  should  be  vested 
with  Uiat  authority.  Furthermore,  my 
colleagues  in  the  Senate  have  heard  me 
over  the  years,  no  doubt  to  the  point  of 
boredom,  raise  my  voice  against  the 
granting  of  broad  discretion  to  any  gov- 
ernmental official  I  object  to  the  bill 
because,  in  my  opinion,  the  language  of 
the  bill  gives  too  broad  and  too  wide  a 
discretion  to  the  Attorney  General  I 
think  it  Is  discretion  which  is  so  broad 
and  so  arbitrary  that  It  could  be  subject 
to  great  abuse.  The  time  to  prevent 
abuse  or  to  prevent  the  danger  of  abuse 
developing  is  at  the  very  time  when  leg- 
islation is  being  considered  for  passage. 
It  is  then  that  language  should  be  in- 
cluded which  will  not  permit  the  abuse 
of  discretion. 

I  call  attention  to  page  2  of  the  bill. 
Perhaps  I  should  start  at  the  bottom  of 
page  1: 

The  term  "Communist-infiltrated  organi- 
zation" means  any  organization  in  the 
United  States  (other  than  a  Cominunlst- 
actlon  organlaattoQ  or  a  Communist-front 
organixation)  wliioh  (A)  is  substantially  di- 
rected, dominated,  or  controlled  by  an  Indi- 
vidual or  individuals  who  arc.  or  who  within 
6  years  laave  been  actively  engaged  in,  giving 
aid  or  support  to  a  Communist-action  organ- 
ization, a  Communist  foreign  government, 
or  the  world  Communist  movement  referred 
to  in  section  2  of  this  tlUe. 

Because  it  is  necessary  to  think  of  the 
bill  m  terms  of  types  of  factual  situa- 
tions to  which  it  might  be  applied,  let  us 
assume  a  situation  in  which  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  is  anti- 
labor.  That  is  not  beyond  the  realm  of 
possibility.  Assume  there  is  an  anti- 
labor  Attorney  General.  Assume  that  a 
business  concern  goes  to  him  and  makes 
the  charge  that  the  union  with  which  it 
has  to  deal  is  Communist-dominated. 
It  points  out  union  monbers  A,  B.  and 
C.  The  Attorney  General  could  find 
ttiat  those  members  make  the  union 
substantially  Cwnmunist-dominated. 
The  words  "substantially  directed,  dom- 
inated, or  coQtrolled  Iqr"  do  not  have 


very  specUle  standards  attached  to  them. 
They  confer  pretty  much  »  blanket 
power. 

Let  me  say.  furthermore,  that  I  think 
the  section  can  be  used — and  I  speak  re- 
spectfully of  the  bin  and  of  Its  author, 
because  I  know  that  the  author  would 
have  no  such  intention — as  a  very  effec- 
tive strikebreaking  weapon.  Suppose 
there  were  a  situation  such  as  a  pros- 
pecUve  steel  strike  or  an  actual  steel 
strike,  and  an  Attorney  General  wtM>  is 
antilabor  should  decide  that  the  tinion 
is  substantially  dominated  by  Commu- 
nists. He  makes  such  a  finding,  the  Gov- 
ernment goes  to  work  at  once,  and  it  is 
only  a  matter  of  a  short  time  until  the 
strike  is  broken.  The  bill  in  its  present 
form  could  be  used  as  a  very  effective 
strikebreaking  weapon. 

Notice  part  (B).  on  page  2.  beginning 
on  line  8.  which  reads:  "and  is  serving, 
or  within  5  years  has  served,  as  a  means 
for  (i>  the  giving  of  aid  or  support  to 
any  such  oragnlzation.  government,  or 
movement,  or  (11)  the  impairment  of  the 
military  strength  of  the  United  States  or 
its  Industrial  capacity  to  ftimish  logis- 
tical or  other  material  support  required 
by  its  Armed  Forces." 

That  bears  upon  the  point  I  was  mak- 
ing earlier  in  my  speech,  when  I  was  in- 
terrupted. The  interesting  thing  is  that 
the  tactics  of  the  Communists  are  to  ter<- 
mite  their  way  into  almost  every  human 
institution  into  which  they  can  work 
their  way.  particularly  into  organiza- 
tions in  which  there  is  some  form  of 
self-government.  What  many  persons 
do  not  seem  to  realize  is  that  most 
American  unions  operate  on  the  basis 
of  self-govermng  principles.  Most 
American  unions,  to  the  8urT>rise  of 
many  people,  fimction  on  the  basis  of 
democratic  processes.  Of  course,  that 
makes  it  possible  for  Communists  to 
worm  their  way  into  the  organization. 

Suppose  the  Attorney  General  finds 
there  are  1,  2.  or  3  men.  or  he  be- 
lieves there  are  1.  2,  or  3  men,  who  4 
or  S  years  ago  had  some  Communist  con- 
nection. Is  the  whole  membership  and 
rank  and  file  of  the  union  to  be  penalized 
by  giving  arbitrary  power  to  the  Attorney 
General  to  find  that  the  union  is  sub- 
stantially dominated  by  communism 
and  that  aU  the  effects  of  the  bill  shaU 
then  go  into  play? 

I  say  that  the  bin  does  not  give  to  the 
rank-and-file  membership  of  the  unions, 
and  to  the  perfectly  loyal  ofBcials  of  the 
union  the  protection  to  which  they  are 
entitled. 

The  next  section  of  the  bin  upon 
which  I  wish  to  comment  is  to  be  found 
on  page  4.    

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Before  the  Senator 
moves  to  another  secticm.  wiU  he  srield 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  MORSE.    Oh.  yes. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  In  the  paragraph 
the  Senator  has  been  discussing,  the  lan- 
guage which  Uie  eminent  Senator  lias 
just  quoted  provides  that  if  an  individ- 
ual or  individuals  are  found  to  have  sub- 
stantially directed  these  organfuatiopa. 
and  they  have  within  S  years  contributed 
aid  or  support  or  have  been  the 
of  giving  aid  or  support  to  i 
nist  foreign  govemment  tbey 
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said  to  hMkTt  some  Gommimlst  connec- 
tion. What  would  be  the  Senator's  In- 
terin«tation  of  aid  within  the  past  5 
years  to  Tusoalavia.  which  is  unquestion- 
ably a  Communist  government?  Would 
it  bring  under  the  ban  any  organization 
whose  individuals  had  contributed  aid 
or  had  been  the  means  of  eontrlbutii^ 
aid  to  Yugoslavia  during  the  past  5 
years? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  want  to  be  fair  to  the 
bill.  Under  the  terms  of  the  bill  that 
would  depend  entirely  upon  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Attorney  General.  That  is 
one  of  my  complaints  about  the  bill.  I 
think  it  gives  the  Attorney  General  en- 
tirely too  much  discretionary  power  in 
connection  with  just  such  a  hypothetical 
question  as  the  Senator  has  raised. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  .  Does  it  not  have  to  go 
further  than  that?  A  Yugoslav  national 
would  have  to  have  direct  or  dominating 
control  of  the  labor  organization,  and 
would  also  have  to  be  giving  aid  or  com- 
fort, or  would  have  had  to  have  done  so 
within  the  past  5  years,  as  a  basis  for 
one  of  the  two  findings  suggested  by  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  repectfully  suggest 
that  I  do  not  believe  that  follows. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  think  a  combination 
of  circxunstances  must  be  present. 

Mr.  MORSE.'  That  is  the  Senator's 
interpretation,  but  I  do  not  share  it.  I 
think  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  the  At- 
torney General  from  making  just  such 
an  interpretation  as  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  has  made. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Of  course,  in  the  final 
analysis,  all  legislation  is  subject  to  in- 
terpretation. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Congress  must  tie  it 
down  by  language,  it  seems  to  me,  so  that 
the  sort  of  interpretation  about  which 
we  are  worried  cannot  be  made. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  if 
a  member  of  any  Communist  govern- 
ment, be  he  a  Yugoslav  or  anybody  else, 
is  in  complete  domination  and  control 
over  a  labor  organization,  members  of 
which  are  employed  on  our  secret  de- 
fense work,  I  would  not  feel  too  badly 
about  the  Attorney  General  depriving 
that  union  of  its  rights. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  without  losing 
my  right  to  the  floor. 

Mr,  GILLETTE.  In  response  to  the 
statement  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Maryland,  the  provision  does  not  say  a 
man  who  is  ccHnpletely  in  c<mtrol.  It 
says  "substantially  in  control." 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Of  course,  that  is,  in  a 
sense,  quibbling  with  words.  The, pro- 
vision says  "substantially  in  control." 
If  he  is  substantially  in  control,  even 
though  he  is  not  completely  in  control. 
he  is  the  man  who  runs  the  organiza- 
tion. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  say  that 
I  think  the  discretion  that  is  entailed  in 
the  word  "substantially"  can  be  as  broad 
as  a  bam  door  or  as  narrow  as  one  of 
the  rifle  slits  in  one  of  our  stone  for- 
tresses of  Revolutionary  days.   I  think  it 


is  entirely  too  flexible  a  standard  to  give 
to  the  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Up- 
ton in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Maryland? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  do  not  know  that  it 
is  being  proposed  to  give  that  discretion 
to  the  Attorney  General.  After  all,  the 
determination  is  to  be  made  by  the  6ub- 
versive  Activities  Control  Board  set  up 
under  the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950, 
and  any  finding  by  the  Attorney  General 
is  subject  to  judicial  review. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  brings  me  to  the 
very  next  argument  I  wish  to  make. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  seem  to  be  antici- 
pating the  speech  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr. '  MORSE.  The  Senator  from 
Maryland  is  a  very  able  lawyer.  I  vtould 
be  surprised  if  he  did  not  anticipate  it. 
After  all,  on  this  issue,  as  on  so  many 
other  issues,  the  pros  and  cons  of  the 
debate  are  pretty  well  outlined  before 
the  debate  starts.  As  the  Senator  and  I 
know,  the  major  differences  on  the  bill 
are  well  known,  and  we  are  going  to 
have  to  pass  final  judgment  on  them. 

The  point  the  Senator  from  Iowa  I  Mr. 
Gillette]  just  raised  goes  to  the  exer- 
cise of  discretion  by  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral and  the  effect  of  the  exerci.se  of  that 
discretion.  I  wish  that  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  would  pay  heed  as  I  read  this  lan- 
guage from  the  bill. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Of  course,  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Attorney  General  is  the  first 
discretion.  He  can  pick  out  the  union 
to  be  cited  before  the  Subversive  Aotivi- 
ties  Control  Board,  but  that  does  not 
mean  that  that  union  will  be  found  to  be 
Communist  infiltrated. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  want  to  discuss  nhat 
the  effect  of  such  a  citation  would  be 
after  I  read  the  language  from  page  4  of 
the  biU: 

Sec.  13A.  (a)  Whenever  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral has  reason  to  bellevp  that  any  organiza- 
tion Is  a  Communlst-lnflltrated  organization, 
he  may  file  with  the  Board  and  serve  upon 
such  organization  a  petition  for  a  determina- 
tion that  such  organization  is  a  Commvoiist- 
infiltrat<!d  organization. 

Let  me  say  most  respectfully  that 
whenever  the  Attorney  General  will  have 
done  that,  he  will  have  wrecked  that 
union.  This  is  not  a  case  of  an  employer, 
a  private  party,  filing  a  charge  against 
the  union.  This  is  a  case  of  the  thief 
law  enforcement  of  the  United  States 
Government  filing  the  charge.  And 
what  kind  of  a  charge?  It  is  a  charge 
that  represents  opinion  finding  by  the 
Attorney  General.  When  the  Att<»-ney 
General  files  such  a  charge  he,  in  effect, 
is  sayint:  to  the  American  people,  "Here 
is  a  Communist-dominated  union." 

Let  us  consider  that  union  in  two  fac- 
tual situations.  Let  us  take  it  first  in  a 
nonstrike  situation.  Let  us  consider  it 
in  the  situation  in  which  it  has  a  collec- 
tive-bargaining agreement  with  the  em- 
ployer, but  the  termination  date  is  about 


30  days  away.  Keep  In  mind  that  I  am 
buttressing  these  remarks  with  the  as- 
sumption that  there  is  in  oflBce  $n  anti- 
labor  Attorney  General — and  we  can 
have  one.  That  is  not  presumption  on 
my  part.  Let  us  assume  that  $uch  an 
Attorney  General  is  inchned  very  much 
toward  a  too-prevalent  big-business 
point-of-view  concerning  unions.  Let 
us  assume  that  a  certain  big  business  is 
rather  worried  about  negotiations  for  a 
new  contract  which  will  have  to  start  in 
about  30  days.  Someway,  somehow  the 
Attorney  General  is  persuaded  that  he 
ought  to  make  a  finding  that  the  union 
is  Communist  dominated. 

When  the  Attorney  General  comes  out 
with  such  a  finding,  he  will  have  wrecked 
the  effectiveness  of  that  union  in  any 
collective-bargaining  negotiations  to  be 
held  in  the  near  future.  He  will  have 
given  the  employers  a  tremendous  ad- 
vantage, because,  by  and  large,  he  will 
have  placed  public  opinion  behind  the 
employer. 

Now  let  us  consider  the  factual  situa- 
tion of  a  union  that  has  declared  a  strike. 
Of  course,  the  success  of  any  strike  Is 
dependent  upon  the  support  of  public 
opinion.  Suppose  an  antilabor  Attor- 
ney General  makes  a  finding  such  as  he 
is  permitted  to  make  under  the  provision 
contained  on  page  4  of  the  bill.  It  might 
just  as  well  be  recognized  that  that  strike 
would  be  lost.  In  my  judgment,  it  is 
bein^'  proposed  in  the  bill  to  give  to  the 
chief  law  enforcement  officer  of  the  Gov- 
ernment the  power  to  break  unions  by 
that  innocent -looking  language  on  page 
4. 

What  is  my  alternative?  My  alterna- 
tive is  that,  by  law.  we  ought  to  make 
communism  in  a  labor  organization  an 
unfair  labor  practice,  and  authorize  in- 
dustry to  appear  before  the  Board  that 
has  jurisdiction  over  labor  disputes  and 
make  the  charge  there,  and  theil  let  the 
Government  proceed  on  the  basis  of  the 
charge  made  by  an  employer. 

Let  me  tell  my  colleagues  of  a  weak- 
ness in  my  argument,  because  1  hope  I 
am  a  good  enough  lawyer  to  recognize 
that  the  first  thing  a  lawyer  ought  to  do 
in  preparing  a  case  is  satisfy  himself 
that  he  understands  the  arguments  that 
can  be  used  against  him  as  well  as  the 
arguments  he  can  use  against  those  who 
differ  with  him.  By  way  of  argument  by 
analogy,  it  can  be  said,  "Yes,  but  the  At- 
torney General  or  the  Department  of 
Justice  does  go  before  a  grand  jury  in 
a  criminal  ca^e  and  files  charges  and 
a.sks  for  an  indictment."  If  one  wanted 
to  make  an  argument  by  analogy  by  way 
of  crime  indictments,  something  could  be 
said  for  this  section  of  the  bill. 

However,  let  us  not  forget  wOiat  the 
objective  is  in  proposed  legislation  such 
as  this.  There  really  is  an  effort  being 
made  to  remove  from  the  labor  relations 
field — from  employer-employee  relation- 
ships— the  unfair  labor  practice  that  is 
engaged  in  by  Communist  labor  leaders. 
That  is  what  we  are  after.  We  are  deal- 
ing, not  with  matters  of  crime,  but  with 
techniques  that  are  used  by  the  Com- 
munists in  the  economic  field. 

I  am  going  to  say  somethinfr  about 
individuals  in  a  moment,  because  I  do 
not  propose  to  take  away  from  jthe  De- 


partment of  Justice  JiuisdietioQ  over  the 
Commimist  issue  in  reqMct  to  indi- 
viduals. 

I  say  what  we  are  really  dealing  with 
Is  procedure  for  the  handling  of  labor 
relations,  and  those  labor  relations  fre- 
quently involve  coUective-bargaining  ne- 
gotiations and  strikes.  I  do  not  think 
any  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  should  be  given  the  kind  of  dis- 
cretion which  it  l8  being  proposed  he  be 
given  by  section  13A  (a)  of  the  bill,  be- 
cause, in  my  Judgment,  all  he  has  to  do. 
if  he  is  an  antilabor  Attorney  General,  is 
make  the  finding  tliat  he  believes  a  cer- 
tain union  is  Communist  infiltrated.  By 
such  a  charge  he  will  have  wrecked  that 
union  and  destroyed  its  effectiveness. 
both  in  collective  bargaining  and  in 
prosecuting  strikes. 

I  now  resume  reading  from  section 
13A  (a): 

Whenever  any  mch  petition  U  accom- 
panied by  a  ccrtUkmtc  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral to  the  effect  that  the  proceeding  ao 
Instituted  la  one  of  exceptional  public  Im- 
portance, Buch  pniceedlng  ahall  be  aet  fat 
hearing  at  the  earlleet  passible  time  and  aU 
proceedings  therein  before  the  Board  or  any 
court  shall  be  expedited  to  the  greatest  prac- 
ticable extent. 

What  a  great  furor  he  could  make 
over  that.  If  a  steel  strike  or  a  rail 
strike  or  any  other  great  strike  is  under- 
way, not  only  could  he  make  his  find- 
ing but  he  could  proceed  Immediately  to 
get  it  before  the  Board.  The  effective- 
ness of  the  strike  woxild  certainly  be 
destroyed  under  those  cinnimstances. 

Mr.  President,  throughout  the  bill  I 
find  provisions  which  are  phrased  in  the 
broadest  of  generaUties.  I  find  unin- 
hibited discretion  placed  in  both  the 
Board  and  the  Attorney  GeneraL  I  say 
the  effect  of  it  aU  is  to  make  the  bill,  if 
enacted  into  law,  one  of  the  greatest 
weapons  ever  wi-itten  upon  the  statute 
books  in  the  hands  of  the  antilabor 
forces  in  the  United  States. 

So.  Mr.  President,  action  had  better 
be  postponed  on  the  bill.  It  had  better 
be  recommitted  or  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  W^are, 
and  we  should  wait  until  January,  when 
extensive  hearinj;s  could  be  held  on  the 
bill  by  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare,  which  thereafter  could 
come  forward  with  a  bill  which  would 
meet  some  of  the  objections  I  have 
raised. 

Mr.  President,  my  memory  has  been 
refreshed  since  I  began  this  speech.  ■  At 
that  time  I  was  laboring  imder  the  im- 
pression that  the  Board  could  assume 
jurisdiction  over  aspects  of  communism, 
affecting  labor  unions,  if  the  Board  real- 
ly wished  to  do  sii.  But  after  beginning 
tliis  debate,  I  have  discovered  there  was 
precedent  indicating  very  clearly  that 
legislation  was  nc-eded  specifically  to  give 
such  Jurisdiction  to  the  Board.  My 
memory  has  been  refreshed  by  my  ad- 
ministrative assistant,  and  I  now  realize 
that  I  did  not  act  lally  submit  an  amend- 
ment at  that  time .  I  proposed  that  such 
an  amendment  be  considered.  But  we 
checked  with  those  in  charge  of  the  bill 
at  that  time,  and  they  satisfied  me  that 
there  was  no  chance  ttiat  such  an  amend- 
ment could  be  added  to  the  bill  then 
under  consideraUon.    To  that  extent. 


Mr.  Preeldent.  I  now  qualify  the  state- 
ment I  made  earlio-  in  the  day,  concern-  ; 
Ing  the  amendment    The  ammdment 
was  prepared,  but  it  was  not  actually 
submitted. 

But,  Mr.  President,  not  only  the  sub- 
stance of  the  amendment,  but  a  com- 
plete bill  on  this  subject,  will  be  intro- 
duced by  me,  come  next  January. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  As  a  result  of  the 
discussions  which  have  taken  place  in 
regard  to  this  matter— «nd,  as  I  have 
said,  later  on.  I  shall  read  into  the 
RacoKD  the  report  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  on  the  advisability  of 
having  the  Board  take  Jurisdiction  over 
the  matter  of  communism  in  trade 
unions — on  May  14.  1954,  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Minnesota  and  the  senior 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas!  in- 
troduced a  bill  to  amend  section  9  (h)  of 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  In- 
troduction of  that  bill  was  made  neces- 
stry,  we  felt,  by  a  Supreme  Court  deci- 
sion holding,  in  effect,  that  insofar  as 
the  non-Communist  affidavit  was  con- 
cerned, the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  was  more  or  less  an  official  filing 
cabinet  As  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
knows,  s(Mne  of  us  disagreed  strongly 
with  that  view;  and  in  order  to  clarify 
the  law,  we  introduced  that  bilL  It  is 
a  matter  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  given  much  attention.  The 
bill  substantially  authorizes  and  em- 
powers the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  to  revoke  the  bargaining  rights  or 
other  rights  of  a  union  before  the  Board 
to  receive  any  of  the  Board's  services,  if 
there  has  been  any  falsification  whatso- 
ever in  the  non-Communist  affidavits. 

The  language  of  the  bill  in  regard  to 
that  matter  is  quite  simple.    It  states : 

(S)  In  any  case  in  which  the  Board  finds 
that  there  la  aervlng  as  an  olBcer  of  a  labor 
organisation,  or  ot  any  national  or  Inter- 
national labor  organization  of  which  It  is 
an  alBllatc  or  constituent  unit,  a  person 
who  has  theretofore  refused  to  testify  under 
oath  bef(xv  a  Judicial  body,  grand  Jury,  or 
leglslatlTS  committee  as  to  (1)  whether  the 
affidavit  fUed  by  or  for  him  pursuant  to 
this  subsection  was  In  fact  signed  by  him 
or  (U)  whether  at  the  time  of  the  execution 
of  such  affldaTlt,  or  at  any  time  within  the 
13-month  period  following  the  execution  of 
such  affidavit,  be  was  a  member  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  or  affiliated  with  such  party 
or  believed  in  or  was  a  member  of  or  sup- 
ported any  organisation  that  believes  In  or 
teaches  the  overthrow  of  the  United  States 
OoTernment  by  force  or  by  any  Illegal  or 
unconstitutional  methods,  such  labor  or- 
ganisation may..  In  the  discretion  of  the 
Board,  be  deemed  not  to  be  In  compliance 
with  this  subsection  during  any  period,  after 
the  expiration  of  30  days  after  notice  there- 
of is  given  to  such  labor  organizaUon,  for 
which  such  person  Is  an  officer  of  such  labor 
organisation. 

The  bill  goes  on  to  give  further 
definitions. 

What  the  bill  intended  to  do.  and 
what  it  will  do  if  it  is  enacted  into  law. 
is  at  least  to  approach  one  of  the  objec- 
tives the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  out- 
lined, namely,  to  nail  down,  once  and  for 
all.  by  dear  and  unqualified  statutory 
authority,  the  right  of  the  NatioDal 
Labor  Relations  Board,  first,  to  investi- 


cmte  the  Taliditar  of  a  noQ-Oommunlst 
affidavit:  i^nd.  aeoood,  to  take  within 
cognizance  of  the  operatioos  of  the 
Board,  any  activities  of  a  labor  union 
or  an  international  union,  including,  for 
example,  its  conduct  before  legislative 
committees,  if  representatives  of  the 
union  refuse  to  testify  under  oath,  as  has 
occurred  at  hearings  before  certain  of 
the  congressional  committees.  If  such 
conditions  develop — and  other  conditions 
are  set  forth  in  the  bill— the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  may  say  the 
union  is  not  in  compliance  with  the  law, 
and  is  not  permitted  to  have  the  serv- 
ices of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board,  and  furthermore,  is  subject  to 
prosecution. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  is  building 
a  very  good  case,  and  he  is  making  a 
telling  point  about  the  importance  at 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  be- 
ing involved  in  this  field.  He  is  per- 
suasive and  his  argument  is  sound. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  knows  that 
I  have  done  much  thinking  about  this 
matter. 

I  point  out  that  this  bin,  Introduced 
on  May  14,  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and 
insofar  as  I  know,  despite  the  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  despite  the  ob- 
vious need  of  the  proposed  legislation 
to  clarify  the  law.  de^ite  the  need  of 
the  Attorney  General  to  have  such  a  law 
so  as  to  enable  him  to  prosecute  ade- 
quately and  sitccessfuUy  those  who  have 
falsified  affidavits,  no  action  has  taken 
place.    Thai  is  what  disturbs  me. 

Here  is  a  bill  which  is  to  the  point,  as 
the  Senator  knows.  When  a  Supreme 
Court  decision  overrules  the  established 
statute— and  the  Congren  apparmtly 
thought  that  the  statute  was  clear 
enough  to  permit  the  NLRB  to  examine 
these  affidavits — ^when  we  found  out 
that  the  Board  did  not  even  have  that 
right,  within  a  few  days  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  introduced  this  bill,  and 
I  read  a  statement  before  the  Senate, 
urging  immediate  action.  And  yet 
there  has  been  no  action  whatsoever. 

I  Join  with  the  Senator  as  he  goes 
along,  because  I  am  getting  an  educa- 
tion out  of  this  debate.  I  am  very  grate- 
fid  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  I  think 
the  point  he  made  at  the  time  of  our 
hearings  was  well  taken,  as  I  have  said 
before.  It  was  not  only  well  taken,  I 
think  it  \s  becoming  more  and  more  evi- 
dent all  the  time  that  it  is  a  valid  point 
and  that  the  subject  inatter  of  his  pro- 
IxMed  amendment  is  more  than  meri- 
torious. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  appreeUte  deeply  the 
remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 
I  commend  him  for  his  bllL  I  was  aware 
of  the  bill.  In  my  Judgment,  that  is  the 
bill  we  ought  to  be  conridering  tonight, 
rather  than  the  bin  we  have  before  us. 
All  that  I  would  add  to  his  bill  is  lan- 
guage to  broaden  it  somewhat  so  there 
would  be  no  question  that  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  would  have  the 
responsibility  of  assuming  jurisdictiaa 
over  the  entire  Onwimnnist  isoe  in  re- 
elect of  the  char^  of 
dominated  nnioa. 

Mr.  HUMPHB3BT. 
the  Senator  TieU? 
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The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the 
Senator  fran  Minnesota? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  read  subsection 
C4)  on  page  3  of  my  bill — my  colleagues 
will  be  interested  in  this: 

In  any  cmb  in  whicli  the  Board  finds  that 
there  la  serving  as  an  officer  of  a  labor  or- 
ganisation, or  of  any  national  or  Interna- 
tional labor  organlaatlon  of  which  It  Is  an 
affiliate  or  constituent  unit,  a  person  who — 

(A)  Is  •  member  of  the  Communist  Party 
or  aflUlated  with  siach  party,  or  believes  In 
or  Is  a  member  of  «r  supports  any  organiza- 
tion that  believes  In  or  teaches  the  over- 
throw of  the  United  States  Government  by 
force  or  by  any  Illegal  or  vwconstltutlonal 
methods;  or 

(B)  has  theretofore  been  convicted  of  a 
violation  of  section  1001  of  tlUe  18  of  the 
United  States  Code  or  of  any  other  provi- 
sion of  law.  committed  In  the  ezecut'on  of 
an  affidavit  filed  pursuant  to  this  subsection; 
such  labor  organization  shall  be  deemed  not 
to  be  In  compliance  with  this  subsection 
during  any  period,  after  the  expiration  of  30 
days  aftnr  notice  thereof  Is  given  to  such 
labor  CHTganiaation,  for  which  such  person 
Is  an  officer  of  such  labor  organization. 

What  does  that  mean?  It  means  it 
Koes  beyond  the  non-Communist  affi- 
davit. The  terms  of  my  bill  approximate 
what  the  Senator  from  Oregon  is  now 
speaking  of,  and  I  think  he  can  greatly 
improve  it  by  the  general  tenor  of  his 
rnnarks  as  he  develops  it  into  an  amend- 
ment. 

I  want  the  Record  to  show  clearly  that 
as  of  May  14,  1954.  the  junior  Senator 
from  Minnesota,  feeling  responsibility, 
since  he  was  the  chairman  of  a  subcom- 
mittee, did  introduce  a  bill.  It  was  re- 
ferred to  the  appropriate  committee.  In 
that  bill  there  was  provision  for  two 
things.  There  was  first  the  unqualified 
right  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  to  examine  into  the  validity  of  the 
non-Communist  affidavits,  and  to  seek 
prosecution  in  case  of  falsification.  Sec- 
ond, the  NIiRB  was  authorized  to  exam- 
ine into  any  labor  organization  before 
that  Board,  and  if  there  were  Commu- 
nists, as  it  says,  "In  any  case  in  which  the 
Board  finds  that  there  is  serving  as  an 
officer  of  a  labor  organization  a  person 
who  is  a  member  of  the  Communist 
Party."  the  Board  may  say  that  that 
union  is  not  in  compliance  and  shall  not 
have  the  services  of  the  Board.  The  only 
thing  that  is  required  is  30-day  notice. 

It  is  most  peculiar  to  this  Senator  that 
ft  bill  such  as  this,  the  result  of  a  Su- 
preme Court  decision,  the  result  of 
months  of  testimony,  the  result  of  the 
work  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  and 
other  Senators  on  the  fioor  who  directed 
their  attention  to  it,  should  lie  dormant 
In  the  appropriate  committee  of  the 
Congress  and  not  even  have  so  much  as 
a  hearing  and  its  author  not  even  have 
the  courtesy  of  being  invited  to  appear 
before  the  c<»nmittee  and  testify  con- 
cerning it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  so  favorably  im- 
pressed with  the  bill  of  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  that  I  make  a  suggestion  for 
his  consideration  during  the  next  few 
minutes.  If  the  Senator  will  add  only  to 
the  biU  which  he  proposed  one  section, 
containing  language,  similar  to  that 
which  I  made  mention  of  in  the  remarks 
vbich  I  made  a  few  minutes  ago.  and 


which  I  suggested  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  in  July  1953,  to  the  end  that  the 
Communist  domination  of  a  union  shall 
be  considered  the  basis  for  an  unfair 
labor  practice  charge  by  an  employer 
against  a  union — if  he  will  incorporate 
that  in  his  bill,  I  should  be  very  h»ppy 
to  Join  with  him  tonight,  if  it  should 
develop  parliamentarily  that  that  would 
be  the  way  we  should  approach  the  prob- 
lexn,  in  offering  an  amendment  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  Butler  bill. 

Very  frankly,  I  think  the  best  way  to 
handle  this  problem  would  be  to  have 
the  Senator's  bill,  the  Butler  bill,  and  all 
other  pi'oposed  legislation  on  this  subject, 
go  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Pub- 
lic Welfare,  come  January,  so  we  could 
take  early  action  on  this  matter  lb  the 
next  session  of  Congress. 

I  respectfully  say  that  I  think  the 
pending  bill  is  so  full  of  undesirable  fea- 
tures tliat  we  should  not  take  action  on 
it  tonight.  Because  of  the  high  regard 
I  have  for  the  authors  of  the  bill  and 
the  sincerity  of  purpose  of  those  spon- 
soring the  bill,  I  would  rather  see  it  han- 
dled by  way  of  a  recommitment  than 
by  way  of  taking  final  action  on  the 
biU. 

If  we  pass  the  bill,  we  shall  make  a 
great  mistake;  and  if  we  vote  the  bill 
down  it  seems  to  me  our  action  will  be 
interpreted  as  prejudicing  the  objective 
of  the  bill  when  it  comes  to  further 
consideration  of  it  in  the  next  session 
of  Congress. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  came  into  the  Cham- 
ber a  short  time  ago,  and  I  am  a  little 
concerned  over  some  of  the  things  which 
appear  to  be  in  this  bill.  Is  it  a  fact 
that  after  ^n  organization  has  been 
found  by  the  Subversive  Activities  Con- 
trol Board  to  be  Communist-infiltrated, 
it  cannot  appeal  that  finding  until  1 
year  has  passed? 

Mr.  MORSE.  There  is  a  delay  in  the 
appeal,  which  I  think  is  bad. 

Mr.  AIKEN.    It  says:  j 

No  such  petition  may  be  filed  until  1  year 
has  passed  after  the  order  determining  such 
organization  to  be  a  Communlst-inflltrated 
organization  has  become  final. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  think  it  il  fair 
procedure,  but  what  the  Senator  now 
points  out  bears  out  the  general  ob- 
jections to  the  procedure  of  the  bill, 
which  I  have  dwelt  on  at  some  length. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Is  it  true  that  during 
that  year  before  they  can  make  an  ap- 
peal, all  material,  literature,  letterlieads, 
broadcasts,  speeches,  and  so  forth,  ema- 
nating from  such  organization  must  be 
marked  "Disseminated  by"  such  organi- 
zation, a  Communist  organization? 

Mr.  MORSE.  In  my  judgment,  the 
discretion  of  the  Attorney  General  is  so 
broad  in  this  case  that,  after  a  ruling 
by  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board,  such  an  organization  will  net  be 
putting  out  any  literature.  I  think  they 
will  simply  be  prevented  from  taking 
any  action  at  all. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Suppose  someone  who 
was  convicted  of  robbing  a  bank  oould 
not  appeal  the  conviction  for  a  year, 


would  it  be  fair  during  that  year  that 
he  should  put  on  all  his  letterheads, 
"John  Doe.  Bank  Robber"? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No.  The  Senator  has 
put  his  finger  on  one  of  the  objections  I 
make  to  the  bill.  The  bill  is  very  badly 
worded,  in  my  judgment,  from  the 
standpoint  of  its  procedural  provisions. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  It  occurs  to  me  that  the 
provisions  are  so  broad  they  could  con- 
ceivably do  irrevocable  injury  to  an 
innocent  party. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes.  It  bears  out  the 
point  the  Senator  from  Vermont  has 
heard  me  stress  many  times,  namely. 
that,  after  all.  our  system  of  procedural 
protections  in  this  country  is  dfvised  to 
guarantee  to  the  guilty  as  well  as  to  the 
innocent  a  fair  procedure. 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  the  language  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  just  cited: 

No  such  petition  may  be  filed  until  1  year 
has  passed  after  the  order  determiaing  such 
organization  to  be  a  CommunLst-lhfiltrBted 
organization  has  become  final. 

The  Subversive  Activities  Board  Is  not 
God.  It  is  not  infallible.  Ifike  any 
human  institution,  it  may  be  dead  wrong 
in  a  verdict. 

Of  course,  ba^ic  in  our  sense  of  Amer- 
ican justice  is  the  feeling  that  we  must 
have  a  procedure  immediately  available 
to  free  men  with  which  to  protect  their 
rights.  Here  we  have  a  procedure  which 
simply  says  there  is  nothing  we  can  do 
about  it  for  a  year. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  If  an  appeal  is  taken 
after  1  year,  during  which  time  the  or- 
ganization must  send  out  all  material 
marlced  'Communist  material."  would 
that  appeal  be  heard  again  by  the  Sub- 
ver.sive  Activities  Control  Board?  Who 
would  hear  the  appeal? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  I  would  not  know, 
from  the  wording  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  was  trying  to  ascer- 
tain who  would  hear  the  appeal.  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  same  board 
which  heard  it  in  the  first  place  would 
rehear  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  think  that  is 
clear,  from  the  bill. 

Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Sen- 
ator to  the  very  next  sentence: 

No  organization  may  file  p>ctltlons  under 
this  subsection  oltener  than  onca  in  each 
calendar  year. 

Since  when"'  Since  when  have  we 
adopted  the  notion  in  America  that  we 
are  going  to  put  some  limitation  upon 
the  determination  of  procedural  rights 
of  Americans  on  the  basis  of  merits  and 
rights  in  a  controversy? 

It  may  be  that  after  we  get  through 
with  the  first  petition  hearing  the  law- 
yers will  be  well  satisfied  that  there 
is  a  basis  for  further  consideration  be- 
cause of  error  which  was  made  at  that 
hearing.  Then  they  will  have  to  file  an- 
other petition.  Are  we  going  to  deny 
them  that  right?  Are  we  going  to  make 
them  wait  to  protect  their  rights? 

In  my  judgment  procedurally  this  bill 
is  a  monstrosity. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Then  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  cannot  find  in  the  bill  the  pro- 
cedure for  the  hearing  on  an  appeal, 
after  1  year  has  elapsed? 

Mr.  MORSE.  In  my  judgmemt,  it  Is 
not  clear  as  to  what  the  steps  will  be. 


Mr.  AIKEN.  It  Is  certainly  not  clear 
to  the  Senator  from  Vermont.  That  is 
why  I  am  asking  liie  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon about  It.  in  the  hope  it  can  be 
cleared  up. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  one  of  the  rea- 
sons for  my  objection  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield  again? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREPY.  I  know  the  Sena- 
tor is  trying  to  develop  his  case  very 
logically. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  only  one  more 
point.  I  hope  tlie  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont will  tarry,  because  this  point  I  de- 
sire to  make  has  a  relationship  to  a  point 
of  view  I  know  he  holds.  I  hope  the  Sen- 
ator will  tarry,  unless  he  has  another 
meeting  to  attend. 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHRJ;Y.  I  was  just  looking 
at  the  final  report  of  the  subcommittee, 
to  which  reference  has  been  made  this 
evening,  entitled  "Public  Policy  and 
Communist  Domination  of  Certain 
Unions." 

On  pages  16  and  17.  as  the  Senator  will 
note,  there  is  a  chapter  called  disestab- 
lishing Commurist-dominated  unions 
via  the  NLRB. 

This  is  the  sub.  ect  matter  of  the  Sen- 
ator's suggestion.  I  note  there  language 
which  reads  as  follows: 

A  similar  approach  was  taken  by  the  Ca- 
nadian Labor  Boa-d  on  December  7.  1050. 
This  Board  decertified  the  Canadian  Sea- 
man's Union  on  tho  ground  that  it  was  not  a 
trade  union  wlthlr.  the  meaning  of  the  In- 
dustrial Relations  and  Disputes  Act,  The 
Board  said  that  tho  "close  association  of  the 
respondent  with  foreign  elements  of  the  in- 
ternational Comm\inlst  front  in  the  promo- 
tion of  internatlcnal  Communist  policies 
and  activities  •  •  •  was  entirely  foreign  to 
the  purpose  of  a  tnde  union  under  the  act." 
This  action  was  aSlrmed  by  the  Canadian 
courts  as  being  a  permissible  exercise  of  au- 
thority under  the  (Canadian  legislation. 

A  little  bit  later  the  labor  editor  of 
Business  Week,  Mr.  Merlyn  Pitzele,  made 
recommendatiom;  as  follows  for  the  dis- 
establishment of  a  labor  organization 
within  the  confim^s  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act: 

( 1 )  The  charge  In  made  that  a  given  union 
is  Communist  dominated. 

(2)  The  NLRB  invesUgate*  the  charge  and 
finds  that  the  oigantzatlon  is  indeed  domi- 
nated by  Communists. 

(3)  The  NLRB  orders  (a)  the  union  to 
disestablish  itself;  and  (b)  the  employer  to 
Withdraw  recognition  from  it  and  cease  to 
deal  with  it. 

This  is  all  part  and  parcel  of  some  of 
the  hearings  we  held.  I  may  point  out 
that  this  is  not  unusual  in  America.  The 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  directed  the 
General  Electric  Co.  in  one  particular 
case  not  to  deal  with  a  particular  union, 
because  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
through  its  security  resources,  came  to 
thi  conclusion  that  the  certain  union 
was  Communist  infiltrated  and  Commu- 
nist dominated. 

We  use  as  an  example  the  Atomic  En- 
ergy Commission  experience.  By  the 
way,  that  experience  was  participated 
in  by  the  NLRB.  The  General  Counsel 
and  the  Commission  itself  worked  this 
out  with  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board. 


Again,  I  say  that  the  suggestion  being 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  of 
listing  Communist  domination  or  infil- 
tration as  an  unfair  labor  practice,  for 
the  purposes  of  the  National  Labor  Re- 
lations Act.  meets  the  specificatioivs 
which  have  been  laid  down  first  in  the 
Canadian  case:  secondly,  in  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  labor  relations  pat- 
tern, because  that  is  identical  to  what 
happens  in  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion case;  and.  third.  I  think  it  meets 
the  criteria  of  what  we  call  a  company 
union.  In  other  words,  a  company  union 
is  not  a  union  in  fact :  and  a  Communist - 
dominated  union  is  not  a  union  in  terms 
of  the  purposes  and  objectives  of  union- 
ism, as  outlined  under  the  provisions  of 
law  in  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 

That  is  what  we  are  getting  down  to 
here.  Therefore,  to  pinpoint  it  more 
than  is  done  by  the  bill  which  is  before 
us.  to  which  the  Senator  is  referring 
with  keen  insight,  as  to  the  breadth  of 
its  scope,  something  such  as  he  is  sug- 
gesting is  necessary. 

I  have  listened  to  the  comments  of  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr.  Aiken  1. 
The  danger,  as  I  see  it.  In  the  proposed 
legislation  is  not  in  Its  objective.  That 
is  no  danger.  The  objective  is  Indeed 
meritorious.  The  danger  is  that  instead 
of  getting  the  group  we  want,  which  will 
be  able  to  really  assist  the  labor  move- 
ment in  ridding  itself  of  the  few  who 
are  members  of  the  Communist  Party, 
who  are  still  left  in  key  positions,  we 
may  very  well  throw  this  matter  into 
unlimited  litigation  and  prolonged  hear- 
ings, and,  of  course,  actually  have  union 
busting. 

The  Senator  is  correct.  We  remember 
the  days  of  the  Attorney  General.  Mr. 
Palmer ;  a  union  buster  if  there  ever  was 
one.  We  have  had  other  instances  at 
the  State  level  in  that  regard.  We  con- 
ducted investigations,  as  the  Senator 
knows,  with  respect  to  certain  activities 
under  the  Taft-Hartley  law.  and  we 
found  in  many  areas  of  the  country  that 
legal  officers  at  the  county  or  State  level 
actually  were  used  to  break  up  legitimate 
trade  unionism  in  the  name  of  State  law. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  appreciate  ^ry  much 
the  contribution  of  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota.  Let  me  say  I  agree  with 
everything  he  has  just  said.  It  bears 
out,  I  think,  the  soundness  of  the  ap- 
proach he  and  I  think  ought  to  l>e  made 
to  the  problem  of  communism  in  Ameri- 
can unions. 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  notice  the  discussion 
here  makes  reference  to  unions,  but  in 
reading  the  bill  it  appears  that  the  bill 
applies  to  any  organization  and  not  par- 
ticular! v  to  unions.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MORSE.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  frMn  Ore- 
gon ts  simply  using  the  l&hOT  union  as 
an  example  of  an  organization  which 
could  probably  be  destroyed. 

Mr.  MORSE.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  President,  my  attention  has  been 
called  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  Hill]  to  minority  views 
which  were  filed  in  the  other  House,  on 
a  bill  which  I  am  advised  is  somewhat 
similar  to  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  docu- 


ment be  printed  at  this  point  in  tbe 
Rioou  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objecUcm.  the  minority 
views  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rccoio,  as  follows: 
Itmotirrr  Virws  To  AccoMpaNT  H.  R.  MS8 

The  bill  H.  R.  0838  was  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities  with-  / 
out  one  word  of  testimony  pra  or  con  belnv' 
introduced,  or  n  report  from  the  Departmeu 
of  Justice  submitted.  The  bUl  was  called  up 
for  consideration  when  a  bare  majority  of 
the  committee  was  present  and  despite  the 
protests  of  Mr.  Waltu  that  a  bill  of  this 
importance  should  not  be  consldere^wlth- 
out.  at  least.  hf>vlng  an  explanation. made  of 
what  it  does.  It  was  reported  by  4  vote  of 
4  to  1.  without  ever  going  th/ough  the 
formality  of  reading  the  bill  for  amendment. 

ThU  bUl  U  similar  to  the  legislation  that 
was  considered  by  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary In  hearings  which  started  on  March 
18.  1954.  and  terminated  on  June  30.  1B64. 
The  difference  between  H.  R.  ra38  from  those 
under  consideration  during  these  hearings  is 
that  not  a  single  word  of  testimony  in  all  of 
the  hearings  held  before  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee concerned  H.  R.  0838.  The  effects 
of  this  legislation  are  farther-reaching  than 
apparently  the  propbnents  understand.  As 
was  pointed  out  in  an  editorial  in  the  Wall 
Street  Journal  of  ,June  8,  1954 : 

"This  type  of  legislation  is  intended  to  ex- 
tend the  authority  contained  in  the  Subver- 
slve  Activities  Control  Act  of  1950." 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  much  pnSgress  la 
being  made  under  that  law  it  seems  danger- 
ous to  us  to  report  a  far-reaching  bill  which 
may,  as  the  Wall  Street  Journal  pointed 
out,  "chip  away  at  the  very  rights  we  seek 
to  save  from  that  | Communist)  menace.** 
We  are  firmly  of  the  opinion  that  a  con- 
tinued vigorous  enforcement  of  the  Smith 
Act  obviates  the  necessity  to  legislate  fur- 
ther when  such  legislation  Is  hurriedly 
d^wn   and  only  casually  considered. 

Up  until  now  we  have  dealt  with  the  pro- 
cedures followed  by  the  committee  majority 
In  approving  this  bill. 

We  also  have  grave  rtoervatlons  with  re- 
spect to  the  bill's  substantive  provisions. 
This  bill  is  copied  word  by  word  from  B.  3706, 
introduced  by  Senator  Butlxb  of  Maryland. 
In  general  outline  it  resembles  HoUse  Joint 
Resolution  528.  introduced  at  the  request  of 
Attorney  General  Brownell,  on  which  the 
House  Judiciary   Committee   held   hearings. 

The  essence  of  this  bill  Is  that  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Board,  created  by 
the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950,  is  author- 
ized to  screen  unions  to  determine  whether 
they  are  Communist-infiltrated.  The  bill 
does  not  in  terms  apply  only  to  labor  unions, 
but  the  penalties  provided  for  "Commuyiist 
infiltrated"  organizations  seem  to  be  appli- 
cable only  to  unions.  The  principal  penalty 
is  that  a  union  found  to  be  "Communist 
infiltrated"  is  to  be  forbidden  to  engage  In 
collective  bargaining;  that  Is,  it  is  to'  be  put 
out  of  business. 

It  is  difficult  to  avoid  the  conclusion  that 
this  bill  is  a  step  toward  Oovemment  licens- 
ing of  trade  unions.  Such  a  step  should  be 
taken  only  after  the  most  careful  considera- 
tion and  the  clearest  demonstration  of  Its 
necessity.  Once  the  power  of  life  and  death 
over  unions  is  vested  in  a  Federal  agency, 
there  is  always  the  danger  that  it  may  be 
misused.  The  danger,  too.  cannot  be  over- 
looked that  the  bare  existence  at  such  a 
power  in  the  Federal  Government  will  Intim' 
idate  unions,  and  tend  to  make  them 
aerrlcnt  to  the  poUtlcal  ends  of 
administration  may  be  in  power. 

On  June  1.  the  WaU  Street  Joomal 
editoriaUy  of  the  Attorney  Oeneral'a 
similar  propoaal: 

"We  reoognlae  the  trying  task  tke  Attorney 
General  and  Us  law  ottoera  Saoe  ta  aBBBAMOng 
the  secret  and  slnliaer  OaBUD-aBStt  3&trtgs*- 
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tt  la  aei  Vba  put  of  vtodom  oandvas 
to  eb^^  MTi^  mX  tJM  Tery  rlglits  ire  sHic 
to  nve  ftom  tlut  meiuoe." 

A  Itao  trade-UBloB  movement  la  an  Im- 
portent  Iralwark  of  demoeraey.  Wliere  de- 
aaoctafcf  Ihm  bean  daetrayed,  •■  in  Soviet 
SoatfA  and  NuA  Oarmany.  the  luborrtlnatton 
Off  tmioQa  to  complete  government  control, 
tbioggli  Hcenalng  or  acme  almllar  device, 
baa  alwaya  been  a  flrat  atep  in  the  marcb 
toward  totalttarlanlam. 

It  aaema  to  ua  that  a  propoaal  ao  draatlc 
aa  thla  bOl.  one  wblcb  departa  ao  markedly 
ttOBL  ttila  conntry'iB  democratic  tradlttona. 
dumld  be  entertained  (1)  only  on  tbe  dear- 
eat  ahowlng  of  neeeaalty,  and  (3)  only  If  tbe 
bOl  provldea  every  reaaonaUe  aafagnard 
agalnat  abnae,  both  ttoxn.  tbe  atandpolnt  of 
being  pradaely  drawn  and  of  containing 
adequate  procedural  aafeguarda. 

We  do  not  think  that  theae  teata  are 
met. 

1.  Uakdoubtcdly  there  are  In  thla  country 
e«rtaln  lo-caUed  unlona  wtal^  are  atill  un- 
der Oeinmunlct  domination.  Undoubtedly 
tbe  leadnahlp  at  theae  unlona  aeeka  to  uae 
them  to  praaaoCe  the  Intareata  of  Soviet  Rua- 
ala.  Undoubtedly  thla  leadeiahlp  la  traltor- 
ooa  to  tbe  United  SUtea.  and  to  their  own 
rank-and-file  memberm. 

■very  Indlcatian,  however,  la  that  thla  aitu- 
atlon  la  improving  rather  than  growing 
'worae.  and  that  It  la  being  aaecaaafully 
handled  by  the  workera  thamadvea,  without 
Oovemment  Interventioo.  Tbe  testimony 
before  the  Houae  Judiciary  Committee  on 
Bouae  Joint  Beaolution  638>— and  that  eom- 
mittee.  unlike  thla  one.  held  beartnga — 
waa  that  out  of  aome  13  unlona  which  in  1940 
were  Commnnlwt-domlnated.  half  of  than 
have  laff  now  entirely  dlaappeared.  while  the 
othan  have  k)at  aubatanttal  membenhip. 
nia  teatimony  further  ihowed  that  thla 
paoeeaa  la  a  continuing  one:  within  recant 
wiiaka  the  Conuntmlst-domlnatcd  unlona 
have  anSared  further  aubatantlal  loaa  of 
meraherahip, 

We  agree  that  ao  long  aa  a  atngle  Com- 
munlat  mlaleader  of  labor  reaoaina  in  a 
union  cAee  there  la  no  oecaalon  fcr  oom- 
piaceney.  But,  whoi  the  aituatlon  la  get- 
ting better  and  not  worae,  neither  la  there 
oeeaakm  for  hyateria. 

X  Loyal  Amertean  unlona  aflUlated  with 
the  Amarlcaa  Paderation  of  Labor,  the  Con- 
graaa  of  Induatrial  Organtaatlona,  the  BaU- 
road  Brotherhooda,  and  tbe  United  liUne 
Workera  are  doing  a  very  effective  Job  of  ex- 
posing and  destroying  the  Communlat  mls- 
laadara  of  labor.  None  of  these  unitms  s\q>- 
porta  thla  bilL 

Oa  the  contrary,  both  the  American  Fed- 
eration ot  Labor  and  the  Ocmgreaa  of  Indus- 
trial Organlastlons  have  i  ifii  i  aa<  d  oppoai- 
tton  to  tbe  approach  taed  in  thla  and  atmllar 
billa.  In  hla  atatement  to  the  Houae  Judi- 
ciary Committee  on  Houae  Joint  Reaolutton 
£28.  Oecrge  lleany.  president  of  the  Ameri- 
can Federation  of  Labor,  said: 

"While  the  authors  of  tbe  bill  naturally 
have  no  such  intent,  there  la  real  danger 
that  the  provlalona  of  thia  bill  could  be 
readily  directed  against  legitimate  trade- 
union  organizatiODa. 

"The  charge  of  communlam  to  often  looeely 
made  and  on  many  oocaalona  baa  been  di- 
rected agalnat  legitimate  labor  unlona.  Be- 
cauae  unkna  must  from  time  to  time  reaort 
to  pubUc  proteata  to  gain  juat  ends  or  defend 
a  minority  view,  or  because  a  union-organi- 
sation campaign  may  lnv<dve  a  conflict  of 
Ideaa.  ill-informed  or  malicioua  indlviduala 
ftequwntly  try  to  arouae  antitmion  sentiment 
by  attacking  union  representativea  or  partic- 
ular labor  organisationa  as  'Communist.' 
If  auch  attaeka  were  to  be  given  credibility 
and  force  by  an  offlclAl  charge  of  Communist 
Infiltration,  under  auch  circumstances,  the 
statue  of  a  bona  fide  union  might  easily  come 
Into  Jeopardy. 


*17^ider  Um  bill,  charges  against  organiza- 
tions are  initiated  only  by  the  Attorney  Den- 
eralk  While  we  are  confident  that  the  pres- 
ent Attorney  General  would  not  use  the  pro- 
posed law  to  injure  legitimate  labor  unions. 
tt  to  quite  conceivable  that  such  an  oCiclal 
hostile  to  labor  might  utilize  such  a  law  as  a 
weapon  against  all  unions." 

«»""*»■  apprehensions  were  voiced  oa  be- 
half of  the  Congress  of  Industrial  Organi- 
zations. 

3.  The  standards  contained  In  this  bill 
for  determining  whether  a  union  Is  commu- 
ntet-inflltrated  are  so  vague  as  to  threaten 
the  innocent  along  with  the  guilty.  Thus 
the  bill  lists  seven  criteria  which  tbe  9oard 
to  to  take  into  consideration  In  determining 
whether  an  organization  Is  Communist- 
infiltrated.  Typical  of  these  criteria  la  (3). 
which  reads: 

"(3)  the  extent  to  which  the  personnel 
and  resources  of  such  organization  are.  or 
within  6  years  have  been,  used  to  fiu-tlKr  or 
promote  the  objectives  of  any  such  Commu- 
nist organisation,  government,  or  movement." 

Ttk\»  language  fails  to  make  it  clear  that 
an  organization  Is  to  be  proscribed  oaly  If 
it  was  deliberately  used  for  the  purpose  and 
with  the  motive  of  promoting  communism. 
It  seems — though  svirely  that  would  not  be 
the  Intent — ^to  permit  conviction  upon  a 
mere  showing  of  a  coincidence  of  views  on 
some  subjects  between  the  acctised  organl- 
■atlon  and  tbe  Communist  Party. 

To  aome  extent  this  objection  could  be 
met  by  tightening  up  the  definition,  cri- 
teria, etc.  To  a  considerable  degree,  how- 
ever, it  is  inherent  in  the  nature  of  the  bill's 
approach,  of  dealing  with  attitudes  and  af- 
flllationa  rather  than  with  specific  illegal 
acta.  As  the  Wall  Street  Joiu-nal  editorial 
already  referred  to  said: 

"As  we  sec'  It,  the  trouble  with  Mr.  Brown- 
ell'a  bill  Is  that  he  here  seeks  not  to  expose 
organizations  or  to  punish  people  for  what 
they  have  done,  but  to  punish  people  for 
what  they  nuty  be  in  a  position  to  do." 

4.  The  bill  appUea  not  only  to  organiza- 
tions which  are  "Communlst-infiltr»ted" 
now,  but  to  any  which  have  been  "Within 
5  years."  This  provision  is  not  only  uejust, 
but  would  deter  unions  from  hereafter 
throwing  off  Communist  leadership.  It 
nuUces  the  bill  wholly  self-defeatlng-^and 
demonstrates  how  superficial  Is  the  consid- 
eration which  thto  proposal  has  received. 

Within  the  last  6  years  many  local  unions 
have  broken  away  from  Communist-doml- 
lutted  international  unions  and  have  trans- 
ferred their  affiliation  to  loyal  American  or- 
ganlzatlona.  That  Is  the  form  which  the 
destruction  of  Communist-dominated  Inter- 
national unions  has  taken  over  the  padt  few 
years,  and  la  taking.  In  some  instancas  the 
elected  leadership  of  the  local  union  has 
broken  with  the  Communist  Party  and  led 
the  move  out  of  the  Communlst-domHiated 
international.  In  other  situations  tank- 
and-flle  workers  have  revolted  against  and 
replaced  local  leadership  which  continued 
BUbeervient  to  conununism. 

It  seems  to  us  that  developments  like 
these  shoiild  have  the  encouragement  and 
approbation  of  the  Government.  Yet  this 
bill  would  threaten  with  destruction  these 
local  unions  which  broke  away  from  Com- 
munlBt-domlnated  Internationals,  if  the 
break  was  within  the  last  5  years. 

This  provision  is  unjust.  It  is  unjust  as  to 
organizations  whose  leadership  continues  the 
same,  if  those  leaders  have  genuinely  broken 
with  communism.  We  In  this  country  be- 
lieve that  It  Is  never  too  late  to  reform.  We 
presumably  do  not  believe  that  a  man  should 
be  forbidden  to  be  a  union  official  because 
he  was  a  Conuntmlst  4  years  ago.  or  that  the 
union  should  be  punished  because  ha  was 
a  Conununlst  4  years  ago.  Certainly  this 
committee,  and  other  committies  of  the  Con- 
gress as  well,  relies  in  itc  work  upon  the  testi- 
mony of  avowed  former  Communists.  Pre- 
sunuibly  this  committee  regards  these  wit- 


nesses as  reliable,  and  as  performing  a  serv- 
ice for  their  country.  Yet.  under  Ihto  bill, 
these  men  would  be  barred  from  unjon  office, 
and  unions  electing  them  would  b4  subject 
to  destruction. 

If  this  provision  is  unjust  as  tO  unions 
Whose  leaders  have  reformed,  it  to  ctoubly  ao 
as  to  unions  who  have  replaced  Uadership 
which  would  not  abandon  the  Communist 
Party.  Yet  these  unions,  too,  would  be  sub- 
jected to  destruction  under  this  bill. 

As  far  as  the  practical  effect  of  this  pro- 
vision goes.  It  might  well  be  entitled  a  pro- 
posal to  Insure  continued  Cooimunlst  control 
of  unions.  What  Incentive  Is  there  for  a 
union  official  to  renounce  the  Communist 
Party  If  by  doing  so — and  adnaitting  his  for- 
mer Communist  membership — be  subjects 
the  union  to  destruction?  What  Incentive 
Is  there  for  a  union  to  replace  Communist 
leaders  if  by  denouncing  them  as  Commu- 
nists it  subjects  the  union  to  destruction  by 
the  Government?  Under  thto  proposal  the 
Government  would  penalize  the  very  conduct 
It  should  encourage. 

5.  Obviously,  this  bill  has  not  been  thought 
through.  Obviously  there  is  danger  that  it 
would  do  more  harm  than  good. 

That  is  what  the  House  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee decided  after  considering  a  similar  pro- 
posal— House  Joint  Resolution  5^.  That 
committee  concluded  that  Commuiltot  infll- 
tration  of  unions  does  preFent  a  sx^oatantial 
problem,  and  one  which  merits  careful  and 
thoughtful  consideration.  But  it  was  not 
convinced  that  legislation  of  this  type  to  the 
answer.  The  Judiciary  Committee  therefore 
proposed  the  creation  of  a  bipartisan  public 
commission,  having  industry  and  l^bor  rep- 
resentation, to  study  this  whole  problem  and 
report  back  to  the  Coi'kgress  next  January. 
This  proposal  has  received  the  support  of 
both  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  and 
the  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations. 

We  think  that  is  a  rational  and  eonstruc- 
tive  proposal. 

This  problem  of  Communist  Infiltration  of 
unions  should  bf  dealt  with  carefully  and 
thoughtfully.  It  should  be  dealt  With  in  a 
way  which  will  not  damage  traditional 
American  liberties,  or  bring  us  closer  to  the 
totalitarianism  this  bill  purports  to  guard 
against. 

This  to  an  Issue  on  which  politic  should 
be  shelved:  those  who  seek  to  make  political 
capital  out  of  it  will  only  do  the  Oountry  a 
grave  disservice. 

FSANCIS  E.  WAtTXS. 

Cltdi  Dotle. 

James  B.  Fr.\23zs,  3t. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  summarize  my  posi- 
tion by  saying  that,  in  my  judgment,  the 
sound  approach  is  to  handle  tl}e  union 
problem  within  the  jurisdictioa  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  and  to 
pass  a  bill  which  will  give  the  Bofird  such 
Jurisdiction,  and  to  say  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  "You  already  have  the 
jurisdiction  to  proceed  to  take  care  of 
any  individual  who  is  engaged  In  Com- 
munist or  subversive  or  espionage  activ- 
ity.   You  do  not  need  this  bill." 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  "will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

\fr.  MORSE.  I  yield  with  the  under- 
standing that  I  shall  not  lose  my  right 
to  the  floor. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Is  there  any  provision 
for  an  appeal  to  the  courts  from  a  deci- 
sion of  the  Subversive  Control  Board? 

Mr.  MORSE.  There  is  soma  appeal 
provision,  but,  in  my  judgment,  It  is  not 
adequate. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Could  that  aptJeal  be 
taken  immediately  after  the  Subversive 
Control  Board  rendered  its  decision? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  we  shall  first 
have  to  get  a  court  test  on  the  sQctton  of 


the  bill  on  which  the  Senator  has  al- 
ready commented. 
Mr.  LEHMAN.    Mr.  President,  wIU  the 

Senator  from  Oregon  srield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  As  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  knows.  I  am  opposed  to  the  bill 
on  many  grounds,  including  those  which 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  stated,  but 

1  am  interested  In  the  question  raised  by 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr.  Aiken]. 
and.  I  think,  earlier  today,  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland  (Mr.  Bxttlkr],  as  to 
the  Court  of  Appeals.  I  pointed  out  In 
my  long  spieech  this  afternoon  that  while 
of  course  there  is  recourse  to  the  courts, 
we  know  that  any  decision  must  neces- 
sarily be  very  long  delayed. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  may  re- 
member that  in  1950  when  we  had  be- 
fore us  the  internal  security  bill.  I 
pointed  out  that  It  would  take  at  least 

2  years  for  any  decision  to  be  handed 
down,  even  In  a  case  involving  the  Com- 
munist Party  itself.  I  was  highly  con- 
servative about  that.  That  was  in  1950. 
We  are  getting  toward  the  end  of  1954. 
I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Oregon  will 
bear  me  out  when  I  say  that  even  now, 
after  4V3  years,  no  decision  has  been 
handed  down  by  the  highest  court  with 
regard  to  the  Commxinlst  Party.  I  do 
not  think  a  case  has  even  been  heard  by 
the  Supreme  Court.  So.  is  it  not  a  fair 
assumption  that  any  of  the  cases  which 
might  be  brought  on  certification  by  the 
Attorney  General  to  the  Subversive  Con- 
trol Board  would  be  in  the  courts  for  a 
very  long  time,  and  that  in  the  mean- 
time the  unions  affected  would  lose  all 
the  benefits  they  have  under  the  law  at 
the  present  time?  They  would  be  paint- 
ed as  subversive;  they  would  have  no 
standing;  they  would  be  weakened  to  the 
point  of  annihilation,  and  still  we  would 
have  done  nothing. 

I  think  this  biU  is  not  only  a  bad  bill, 
but  it  is  a  perfectly  useless  and  unwork- 
able bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  In  my  opinion  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  is  completely  right 
in  comment  about  the  long  delay  which 
will  flow  from  the  bill.  In  view  of  its  pro- 
visions, as  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
pointed  out;  although  I  wish  to  say  that 
in  the  subversive  control  bill  itself  there 
is  provided  a  procedure  for  appeal  to  the 
courts,  and  also — and  I  wish  to  be  per- 
fectly fair  about  it — the  protection  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act. 

But,  in  my  judgment,  the  procedure 
which  will  have  to  be  followed  under  this 
bill  will  cause  a  final  appeal  to  the  courts 
to  be  so  long  delayed  that  a  union  will  be 
out  of  existence,  in  most  cases,  by  the 
time  a  case  gets  to  the  district  court. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  wlU  take  3,  4.  or  5 
years  before  any  decision  is  handed 
down,  will  it  not? 

Mr.  MORSE.    It  will  take  a  long  time. 

Mr.  President,  for  a  few  minutes  I 
should  like  to  turn  to  another  matter. 

The  PRESroiNQ  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  the  floor. 


NOMINATION  OP  HERBERT  DAVIS 

VOQEL 
Mr.   MORSE.    Mr.  President.  I  feel 
compeUed  to  turn  to  this  subject  be- 
cause of  the  matter  of  timing,  and  I 


regret  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  at 
this  hour,  but  I  respectfully  say  it  is 
not  my  fault. 

I  feel  that  the  situation  which  has 
developed  today  justifies  my  making  my 
record  on  this  subject.  I  refer  to  the 
confirmation  this  morning,  when  there 
were  about  eight  Senators  on  the  floor, 
of  the  nomination  of  General  Vogel  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  very  glad  the  ma- 
jority leader  has  returned  to  the  Cham- 
ber, because  I  wish  to  resume  a  discus- 
sion of  the  subject  matter  which  I  had 
started.  I  shall  be  very  brief.  I  may  say 
to  the  majority  leader.  I  am  sori-y  it  is 
necessary  for  me  to  take  it  up  tonight 
at  all ;  but  in  fairness  to  myself.  I  think 
I  must  make  my  record  on  the  same  day 
on  which  the  Senate  took  action  on  the 
nomination  of  General  Vogel  to  the 
Board  of  Directors  of  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority. 

I  am  not  critical.  I  think  it  is  just 
one  of  those  things  which  sometimes 
happen  in  the  Senate,  when  persons 
having  good  intentions  are  not  fully 
aware  of  imderstandings  which  existed 
before  the  action  was  taken. 

Yesterday  the  committee  completed 
Its  hearings  on  the  Vogel  nomination. 
The  vote  in  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  was  11  to  1.  I  voted  against  the 
nomination.  I  made  a  statement  in  the 
committee  setting  forth  my  reasons. 
The  committee  agreed,  by  a  unanimous 
vote,  to  have  the  hearings  printed,  as 
will  be  seen  when  I  refer  to  the  hearings 
in  a  moment.  Certainly  it  was  the  tacit 
understanding  of  all  members  of  the 
committee  that  action  would  not  be 
taken  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  until 
the  hearings  had  been  printed,  so  that 
they  could  be  used  as  the  basis  for  Sen- 
ate discussion  of  the  matter. 

The  chairman  of  the  committee,  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania I  Mr.  Martini,  has  informed  me 
that  when  he  reported  the  nomination, 
he  did  so — I  will  quote  him  as  directly 
as  possible — with  the  understanding  on 
his  part  that  the  nomination  would  lie 
on  the  table.  I  do  not  wish  to  imply 
that  the  majority  leader  told  him  that 
it  would  lie  on  the  table.  But  the  Sen- 
ator from  Pennsylvania  has  informed  me 
that  he  took  it  for  granted  that  the  nomi- 
nation would  lie  on  the  table  for  debate, 
and  that  he  was  as  surprised  as  I  was 
to  learn  that  in  the  early  minutes  of  the 
session  this  morning  the  Vogel  nomi- 
nation was  confirmed  by  the  Senate  with 
about  eight  Senators  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  President,  the  nomination  has 
been  confirmed  and  sent  to  the  White 
House.  It  is  an  accomplished  fact.  I 
could,  as  the  Parliamentarian  has  ad- 
vised, move  to  have  the  nomination  re- 
turned from  the  White  House,  but  I  am 
not  going  to  do  that,  because  I  am  ob- 
jective enough  to  know  that  to  do  so 
would  be  pretty  much  of  an  empty  ges- 
ture. Furthermore.  I  do  not  believe,  im- 
less  a  situation  was  much  more  extraor- 
dinary than  this  one,  that  any  such 
request  should  be  made  of  the  President 
at  any  time. 

I  think  the  incident,  however,  illu- 
strates the  importance  of  amending  the 
Senate  rules.     I  feel  that  any  nomi- 


nation ought  to  remain  at  the  desk  for 
at  least  1  calendar  day  after  it  has 
first  appeared  in  print  on  the  Senate 
Calendar.  Had  that  been  done  in  this 
case,  I  would  not  have  found  myself  in 
a  i)osition  which  I  feel  is  somewhat  on- 
barrassing. 

The  argument  which  I  made  In  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works  yesterday 
was  made  after  certain  members  of  the 
committee  had  already  expressed  them- 
selves publicly  on  the  nomination.  Some 
of  them  were  kind  enough  to  say  to  me 
that  if  they  had  not  made  their  state- 
ments, they  would  have  felt  that  they 
should  give  very  serious  consideration  to 
the  objectioiu)  I  raised  to  the  nomi- 
nation. % 

Be  that  as  it  may.  I  desire  to  have  the 
Record  show  the  basis  of  my  obJectiODS 
to  the  Vogel  nomination.  I  shall  do  so 
by  way  of  reading  into  the  Rkcord  the 
statement  I  made  at  the  hearing  yes- 
terday, and  then  by  filing  at  the  end 
thereof  the  simunary  which  I  released 
to  the  press,  without  taking  the  time  to 
read  the  summary.  I  can  assure  the 
majority  leader  that  it  will  not  take  me 
long  to  read  the  relatively  brief  state- 
ment. 

I  may  say  that  the  printed  proceedings 
before  the  committee  did  not  arrive,  so 
as  to  be  available  to  the  Senate,  imtil 
after  the  nomination  had  been  con- 
firmed. I  now  read  my  statement  be- 
fore the  committee: 

Senator  Mossx.  I  asked  the  reporter  to  stay 
for  my  remarks,  because  I  do  not  want  to  be 
misunderstood  or  misrepresented  in  any  way. 
I  do  not  beUeve  anyone  would  do  It  inten- 
tionally. However.  I  am  talking  on  a  matter 
of  public  policy  and  I  want  a  written  official 
record  of  my  objections  to  this  nomination. 

I  want  to  make  very  clear  that  in  opposing 
this  nomination  I  do  not  do  so  on  the  basis 
of  any  personal  opposition  to  Oeneral  Vogel 
as  a  man.  I  have  a  high  regard  for  him  as 
an  individual  and  as  a  mUitary  officer. 

I  oppose  this  nomination  because  I  think  it 
is  a  very  bad  nomination  from  the  stand- 
point of  sound  public  policy.  I  think  it  rep- 
resents unsound  public  poUcy  on  two  major 
grounds. 

I  am  very  much  disturbed.  Mr.  Chairman, 
about  the  growing  tendency  of  recent  years 
to  appoint  high  mUltary  men  to  civilian 
posts.  It  prevailed  to  some  extent  during 
recent  Democratic  administrations  and  I 
vigorously  objected  to  it  d\u-lng  thoee  ad- 
ministrations as  I  do  during  this  one. 

I  have  been  heard  to  make  this  argument 
against  appointing  military  officials  to  high 
civUian  ixwts  during  the  Ttuman  adminis- 
tration, but  tbe  policy  Is  proceeding  at  a 
much  more  rapid  pace  under  this  adminis- 
tration. The  appointment  of  military  men 
to  positions  that  I  consider  to  be  positions  of 
civilian  and  not  miUtary  tnist  Is  not  in  keep- 
ing with  American  traditions  of  clviiian  gov- 
ernment. 

I  think  It  is  a  very  \insound  policy.  Ifr. 
Chairman,  to  appoint  as  the  head  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  a  military  man. 

I  think  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
symbolizes  to  the  American  people,  and  wlU 
be  so  recorded  in  history,  as  one  of  the  great 
experiments  in  a  cooperative  relationship 
between  a  Oovemment  and  a  people  in  an 
area  In  respect  to  a  joint  social  and  eponomic 
program. 

It  represents  a  great  dviilan  ent«prlae. 

The  Governnkent  has  exercised  a  proprte- 
tary  interest,  but  not  a  sole  proprtetary  In- 
terest, Id  the  program  because  tbe  people  la 
the    Tennessee    VaUey.    as    IndlvMuals.    «s 
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h«T«  a  flwklcd  pn>- 
ptlmtvtf  Intacest  la  Um  development  of  tlie 
tbj^eOfm  of  tlM  TumoMM  Valley  Aixthorlt j. 

X  ivpMt.  tt  ta  •  grMt  dTlllan  program. 

In  my  Judgmeut  It  ta  a  tframatle  epltoml- 
katkm  of  Uneola'h  tenet  and  Jeffereonli.  who 
btfd  It  iMttta  litncoln,  that  ttiere  U  a  datj 
or  goremment  to  do  for  the  people  what  they 
cannot  do  for  themaelves.  or  ao  well  do  for 
themselvea. 

Through  the  TVA  we  are  putting  Into  prac- 
tice a  very  Ane  principle  ot  government. 
Hm  TVA  has  become  a  great  living  example 
or  what  that  tenet  means,  and  X  think  it 
ought  to  be  administered  completely  free  .of 
any  mllMary  InllwraBe. 

X  think  It  ta  a  sad  thing  when  we  consider 
the- history  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Author- 
ity to  now  Inlng  in  as  Chairman  a  military 
man  with  thta  man's  military  background. 
It  is*  a  good  military  background,  but  in  my 
judgment,  tt  ta  not  the  backfoound  we  want 
for  the  operatton  of  a  great  civilian  institu- 
tion such  as  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authivlty. 
Incidentally,  let  me  say  at  this  point  that 
the  questions  I  asked  yesterday,  based  upon 
General  Vogel's  o(»ceptlon  of  chain  of  com- 
mand of  military,  were  bottomed  upon  a 
eoosldtnUe  amount  at  Information  that  I 
have  received  as  to  his  admlntatration  of  mili- 
tary assignments,  and  with  partlciUar  ref- 
erence to  hto  Canal  Zone  assignment. 

Thta  nominee  ta  a  military  admlntatrator 
who  operates  on  the  basis  of  military  orders 
and  on  the  basta  of  expecting  those  below 
him  to  respcmd  with  a  ellck-of-the-heel-and- 
a-«alnte  attitude. 

That  ta  aU  right  at  a  mlUtary  post.  I  have 
no  objectlcm  to  it  in  a  military  post  because 
It  biings  about  military  efflctancy.  But  the 
military  chain-of-conunand  administration 
doesnt  bring  about  ciTlUan  efficiency.  It 
telBgs  about  civilian  resentment.  I  am  ad- 
vtoed  that  he  aroused  a  considerable  amount 
of  resentment  on  the  part  of  civilians  in  the 
Panama  Canal  in  his  administrative  practices 
down  there. 

I  say  without  any  persozutl  criticism  of 
thta  nominee  that  a  man  with  his  military 
training  and  background  and  experience  who 
I  am  satlsfled  has  followed  a  military  chaln- 
of-command  poUcy.  and  ta  likely  to  follow 
the  same  In  hta  new  post,  causes  me  some 
concern.  X  fear  that  if  we  confirm  this 
WHnlnatlon  we  will  put  behind  the  desk  of 
the  Chairman  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority the  i^K>le  concept  of  a  military  com- 
mand administration.  I  think  such  an  ad- 
mlntatrativc  approach  will  have  a  detrimen- 
tal effect  on  the  morato  of  the  civilian  em- 
ployees at  the  Tennessee  Valley  Atithorlty. 
and  I  think  It  win  arouse  in  due  course  of 
time  a  consMerable  lonount  of  opposition  to 
hta  administration  within  the  Tennessee 
VaUey. 

Next.  J  would  mention  another  ground  of 
opposition  to  thta  nomination.  I  think  this 
ta  an  unsound  appointment  from  the  stand- 
point at  public  policy  because.  If  you  were  go- 
ing to  go  to  the  military  for  a  TVA  Chairman. 
1  think  the  last  place  you  should  go  to  is  the 
.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers.  I  say  that  be- 
cause the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  has 
been  one  ot  the  things  that  the  Army  engl- 
neers  have  not  liked  from  the  standpoint 
of  construction  policy  and  administration 
poUey  from  the  time  of  its  conception. 

The  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  have  never 
been  particularly  frlMutly  to  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  because  the  Army  Engi- 
neer Corps  recommendations  were  not  fol- 
lowed at  the  beginning  of  the  Tennessee 
.Valley  Authority. 

Thta  nominee  has  testified  that  be  favors 
the  contract  approach  for  building  such  pub- 
lic works.  The  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
ta  a  great  experiment  In  the  force-account 
approach  of  publlc-woiks  construction.  It 
ta  a  magnlfteent  expertment  and  a  successful 
expertment.  Now  it  ta  proposed  to  bring 
In  an  Arutj  engineer  who.  by  background, 
reprcsenta  tiM  mlUtary  that  has  not  Uked 


the  Tennessee  VaUey  Authority  and  ih$  jml- 
Icy  that  has  been  followed. 

In  my  Judgment,  it  Is  an  inexcusable 
act  on  the  part  of  the  President  of  the  iXnited 
States  to  select  hta  Chairman  from  the  Corps 
of  Engineers  when  the  record  is  perfectly 
dear  that  the  Army  engineers'  recommen- 
dations were  not  followed  in  the  beginning 
of  the  Teimessee  Valley  Authority. 

I  am  not  making  a  charge  of  prejudice  on 
the  part  of  the  nominee  but  I  am  saying  tliat 
we  as  Senators  have  an  obligation  to  tee  to 
It  that  vra  do  not  bring  Into  the  TVA  a 
Chairman  who  represents  an  organisation 
that,  in  my  Judgment,  has  been  unfriendly 
to  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

X  want  read  into  the  conunlttee  tecord 
some  excerpts  from  a  lecture  that  Gordon 
Clapp  gave  at  the  University  of  Chicago,  on 
February  17,  of  this  year,  In  one  of  a  series 
of  lectures  which  he  was  invited  to  give  on 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority.  Inolden- 
tally.  I  think  it  is  Inexcusable  that  Gtrdon 
Clapp,  on  the  basis  of  his  magnificent  record 
was  not  reappointed  as  Chairman  of  the 
TVA. 

Thta  appears  on  page  2  of  his  rekiarks 
where  he  said: 

"The  TVA  has  buUt  these  20  dams  in  20 
years  with  its  own  employees.  Each  struc- 
ture was  placed,  designed,  and  built  to  serve 
a  purpoee  peculiar  to  itself.  Taken  together, 
they  form  a  unit  for  the  control  and  pro- 
ductivity of  a  great  river  system.  There  is 
Fontana  Dam — fourth  largest  and  highest  in 
the  world — arising  480  feet  above  bedroclt  In 
a  canyon  of  the  North  Carolina  mountains. 

"There  ta  Kentucky  Dam,  near  the  mouth 
of  the  Tennessee  River  as  it  flows  IntD  the 
Ohio  near  Paducah,  more  than  a  mile  and  a 
half  long,  with  two- thirds  of  its  coacrete 
btilk  invisible,  reaching  down  a  lOO  feet 
through  soft  overburden  to  the  solid  lime- 
stone rock. 

"Kentucky's  foundations  are  especially  de- 
signed to  withstand  earthqualces  such  as  the 
one  which  occvirred  and  changed  the  oourse 
of  the  Mississippi  more  than  a  100  years 
ago.  The  shoreline  of  the  184-mile  long  lake 
behind  Kentucky  Dam,  if  straightened  out, 
would  reach  from  Chicago  to  Los  Aiigeles. 
Thta  great  reservoir  can  regulate  the  full 
flow  of  a  flooded  Tennessee  River  to  reduce 
flood  crests  on  the  lower  Ohio  and  &<issls- 
sippl." 

But.  If  you  had  left  It  to  the  Army  engi- 
neers, you  would  have  never  had  either  one 
of  these  dams.  If  you  had  left  it  t©  the 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  you  would  not 
have  had  Douglas  Dam  and  you  woul4  not 
have  had  the  kind  of  a  project  that  you  have 
in  the  Tennessee  VaUcy  right  now. 

Mr.  Clapp  dtacusses  the  topic  Building  the 
TVA,  and  I  think  It  Is  worth  a  very  brief 
review,  Mr.  Chairman. 

He  said: 

"Many  tasks  full  of  the  seeds  of  prectdent 
confronted  the  TVA  board  Immediately  upon 
taking  over  its  responsibilities.  High  on  the 
Itat  was  the  mobilization  of  an  organization, 
and,  second,  and  concurrently,  an  early  start 
on  the  construction  of  dams  on  the  Ten- 
nessee River. 

"In  beginning  Its  work  to  rebuild  the  river 
the  TVA  had  wide  latitude  for  Important 
decisions,  restricted,  however,  by  two  in- 
structions in  the  law.  First,  that  a  navigable 
channel  0  feet  in  depth  must  be  provided  for 
the  660  miles  from  the  mouth  of  the  rlwer  to 
KnoxvUle,  the  head  of  navigation;  and  sec- 
ond, that  aU  planning  and  operation  tnust 
give  priority  to  navigation  and  flood  control 
over  all  other  purposes,  including  the  pro- 
duction of  power. 

"In  the  face  of  thta  assignment,  the  hoard 
had  to  decide  what  engineering  plaii  to 
follow. 

"At  the  time  the  TVA  bill  was  being  con- 
sidered by  the  Congress  in  1933.  there  was 
available  an  extensive  report  which  had  been 
compiled  by  the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
prlOT  to  1931.   Thta  report  Included  a  scheme 


of  32  low  navigation  dams  and  locks  for  the 
main  channel  of  the  Tennessee.  Tl^ese  dams 
would  provide  no  flood  control  and  oto  power." 

It  provided  only  for  navigatAon,  Mr. 

President.  I 

This  ta  the  program  that  the  engineers 
would  have  followed. 

"An  alternative  scheme  contained  in  the 
same  report  profwsed  a  system  of  »ine  high 
dams.  Including  the  Wilson  Dam  and  Hales 
Bar  Dam  already  built.  The  high-dam 
scheme  would  create  the  0-foot  nstvigation 
channel  and  also  provide  for  flood  control 
and  power.  With  these  alternative^  counter 
proposed,  with  TVA  still  unborn,  the  Army 
engineers  had  already  secured  inittal  appro- 
priations and  begun  work  on  the  lo«k  for  the 
first  of  a  compromise  system  of  about  U 
intermediate  size  dams,  constat^nt  with 
neither  of  the  alternatives  reconunended  in 
their  report. 

"The  TVA  Act,  as  adopted,  embraced  the 
high-dam  scheme  by  indirection,  for  engi- 
neering logic  Inexorably  asserted  that  the 
maximum  amount  of  flood  control,  naviga- 
tion, fmd  power  could  be  achieved  only  by 
the  construction  of  high  dams  properly 
spaced  along  the  river  and  Its  tributaries. 
TVA  began  to  develop  plans  for  a  system  of 
high,  multiple-purpose  dams.  This  choice 
required  plans  and  designs  that  Would  use 
the  same  space  in  reservoirs  for  both  flood 
control  and  power,  a  policy  deprecated  by 
many  permanent  engineers  of  that  day. 

"In  recruiting  engineers  to  give  life  to  thia 
idea — multiple-purpose  dams — those  who 
believed  In  the  feasibility  of  thta  approach 
were  sought  and  found." 

But  not  among  the  Army  engineers,  be- 
cause the  Army  engineers  did  not  believe  in 
that  approach. 

Furthermore,  I  wish  to  stress.  IA-.  Chair- 
man and  members  of  the  commlCtee,  that 
the  Army  engineers  have  demonstrated  time 
and  time  again  that  they  are  mi|ch  more 
concerned  with,  and  interested  in  Hood  con- 
trol and  navigation  developments  than  they 
are  in  electric  power  development. 

The  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  ts  an  Im- 
portant project  from  the  standpoint  of  navi- 
gation and  flood  control. 

But  it  probably  is  the  outstanding  project 
In  the  Nation  from  the  standpoint  of  its 
electric  power  potentialities. 

I  am  very  fearful  that  the  ix>m|nec  will 
bring  to  the  chairmanship  of  the  ifennessee 
Valley  Authority  a  demonstrated  negative 
attitude  of  the  Army  engineers  ta  power 
development. 

I  want  to  be  frank  about  thta.  1!here  ta  a 
growing  feeling  In  the  country,  and  I  think 
with  much  Justification,  that  the  Army  en- 
gineers are  closely  linked  In  sympathy,  at 
least,  and  in  economic  phUoeophy  with  the 
monopolistic  approach  of  the  private 
utilities  when  It  comes  to  the  development 
of  electric  power  resources.  New  I  return  to 
a  reading  of  excerpts  from  dordoQ  Clapp's 
paper  on  TVA  as  follows: 

"TVA  built  its  organization  of  ehglJMers. 
competent  to  pUn,  to  design,  and  U>  rebuild 
the  river,  it  faced  another  decision — one 
among  many  to  be  sure,  but  one  of  great 
Importance  for  the  TVA  as  it  ta  today:  How 
should  these  great  dams  be  built?  Should 
they  be  let  out  to  contract,  as  was  custom- 
ary, or  should  the  TVA  organize  its  own 
forces  and  go  to  work?" 

If  Congress  had  left  it  to  the  Ar«iy  engi- 
neers, they  would  have  let  it  out  to  Contract. 
but  that  Is  not  the  program  that  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority  followed,  and  the 
program  that  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
followed,  let  me  make  clear.  Mr.  Ohalrman 
and  gentlemen,  the  Army  engineers  did  not 
approve. 

Let  me  go  on  to  read  from  Mr.  Clapp's 
statement: 

"To  employ  contractors  requires  bids,  and 
a  sound-bidding  procedure  reqvOres  advanced 
preparation  of  basic  designs   and  detaUed 
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speciflcatlona  oovering   thousands  of  par- 
ticulars. 

"BuUding  a  dam  by  contract.  In  fact,  ta 
to  build  a  dam  at  least  twice — once  on  the 
drawing  boards  before  you  move  a  cubic  yard 
of  dirt,  and  building  It  again  on  the  site. 
Sometimes  you  build  it  a  third  time — in  the 
coxirts  to  adjudicate  responsibility  for  the 
changes  made  between  original  specifications 
and  the  structural  detalta  and  contents  as 
finally  built. 

"There  are  shortcuts  In  thta  process,  to  be 
sure.  But  the  alternatives  move  very  close, 
very  quickly  to  a  cost-plus  contract. 

"Neither  of  these  alternatives  msde  sense 
to  the  TVA.- 

But  I  digress,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  say  that  if 
Congress  had  left  It  to  the  Army  engineers 
we  would  have  received  the  unsound  pro- 
gram criticized  by  Gordon  Clapp. 
Mr.  Clapp  goes  on  to  say: 
"The  Board  saw  no  Justification  for  wait- 
ing months  while  It  prepared  blueprints  for 
a  call  for  bids,  trying  in  the  meantime  to 
mobilize  a  syndicate  of  contractors  to  submit 
responsible  bids.  The  Board  not  only  recog- 
nized, but  welcomed  ita  managerial  respon- 
sibilities and  accountability  as  spelled  out  in 
the  act.  It  sought  no  escape  hatch,  wanted 
no  predesigned  alibi  for  faUure. 

"The  Board  decided  to  create  its  own  or- 
ganization and  hold  Itself  responsible  directly 
for  construction.  ThuM  the  construction  of 
dams  and  the  development  of  detailed  plans 
could  go  forward  conctirrently.  Benefits  from 
the  finished  structures  would  become  avail- 
able at  an  earlier  date.  Costs  could  be  con- 
trolled. Thta  original  decision  has  never  been 
changed. 

•Twenty  years  later  we  think  the  plan  was 
wise.  Time  and  money  have  been  saved  as 
TVA  construction  forces  are  able  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  unusual  conditions  as  they 
develop. 

••We  do  not  have  to  halt  while  we  work  out 
expensive  and  deUylng  contractual  changes. 
"By  having  direct  control  of  iU  work.  TVA 
ta  able  to  eliminate  middleman  costs  for 
managerial  services;  accept  lU  responsibil- 
ities In  such  mstters  as  employee  housing 
and  general  working  conditions;  meet  across 
the  table  with  its  employees  to  work  out 
problems  which  might  otherwise  delay  the 
work  or  end  in  bitter  disputes,  and  make 
economical.  elBcient.  and  full  use  of  Its 
trained  construction  crews,  and  heavy  oon- 
structlon  equipment  from  dam  to  dam." 

I  ask  permission,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  have 
the  rest  of  thta  particular  section  of  Mr. 
Clapp's  speech  inserted  at  thta  point  as  part 
of  my  remarks.  It  bears  out  the  arguments 
I  want  to  make  In  opposition  to  thta  nomina- 
tion because  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  liring 
Into  the  Board  as  Chairman  of  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  Board  a  man  from  the  Army 
engineers,  which  corps  has  made  an  approach 
to  building  dtms  quite  different  from  the  ap- 
proach that  was  made  In  the  Tennessee  Val- 
ley Authority. 

The  CHAxaxAN.  Without  objection.  It  will 
be  Incorporated  in  the  record. 

(The  matt<r  referred  to  ta  as  folIowB:) 
"The  Board  met  for  the  first  time  on  Jtme 
16.   1033.     Oo    October   1.   1983.  leas  than  4 
months  later,  TVA  started  to  build  Mocrta 
Dam. 

"By  the  end  of  the  first  year,  an  organlca- 
tion  of  10,000  men  and  w<»nen  had  been 
assembled  and  was  at  work,  2  dams  had  been 
started — the  Norrta  Dam  on  the  Clinch  River 
above  Knoxvilta  and  the  Wheeler  I>am  on  the 
main  stem  of  the  Tennessee  above  Wilson 
Dam  at  Mus<:le  Shoata.  Sites  and  founda- 
tions for  additional  dams  were  being  ex- 
plored. Engineering  survey  parties  with  rod, 
chain,  and  transit  were  running  contours, 
later  to  show  In  the  work  of  TVA's  mapping 
organization,  which  has  become  one  of  the 
outstanding  operations  In  the  htatory  of 
mapmaklng. 
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*The  story  of  how  TVA  built  its  engineer- 
ing design  staff  illustrates  some  of  the  prob- 
lems TVA  encountered  in  creating  an  or- 
ganization conunltted  by  taw  to  pioneer  in 
engineering  theory  and  make  it  work.  For 
TVA's  dams  were  to  provide  water  storage  for 
navigation  and  power  and  at  the  same  time 
hold  empty  storage  for  fiood  control.  TVA 
was  faced  with  the  problem  of  finding  engi- 
neers not  only  abta  to  accept  responsibility 
for  tlie  biggest  construction  Job  on  earth  at 
that  time,  but  engineers  willing  to  test  their 
reputations  in  reconciling  what  many  In 
their  profession  believed  to  l>e  conflicting 
purposes. 

"To  get  construction  underway  at  once, 
TVA  turned  to  a  preeminent  design  organlza- 
tton  In  the  Bureau  of  RecUmatlon  In  Denver 
for  help  in  designing  the  first  projects. 

"While  Norrta  and  Wheeler  were  being 
built,  TVA  sent  Its  personnel  men  around  the 
country  to  find  the  engineering  and  architec- 
tural imagination  and  sltlll  required  to  re- 
build a  whole  river.  Unhampered  by  the  civil 
service  'rule  of  three'  and  stubbornly  imper- 
vlotis  to  political  and  other  pressures.  TVA 
aought  out  candidates,  screened  and  re- 
screened  them  to  build  ita  staff.  Specialtats 
in  a  variety  of  different  engineering  disci- 
plines were  selected  aiul  put  to  work,  figura- 
tively, around  the  same  drawing  board. 
Thus,  when  we  were  ready  to  start  construc- 
tion of  the  Pickwick  Dam  in  March  1935, 
TVA's  E.  and  C.  forces — its  engineering  and 
construction  people — had  come  Into  being. 
Liocation  and  general  plans  for  the  dam  were 
decided  by  TVA  water  control  planning  engi- 
neers; designs,  drawings,  and  specifications 
were  a  TVA  product:  the  field  forces  to  build 
were  TVA;  and  a  TVA  operating  force  was  tie- 
ing  mobilised  to  take  over  the  finished  struc- 
tures. 

*Thepe  are  many  important  measures  of 
results.  Reduced  cost  of  design  is  one. 
TVA's  design  costs  for  its  first  Job — Pickwick 
Dam — were  6  percent  of  the  cost  of  the  dam, 
a  reasonable  standard  among  private  build- 
ers. Ita  design  costs  for  Douglas  Dam,  be- 
gun 7  years  and  13  dams  later,  were  held  to 
an  Incredlbte  1  percent.  Design  costs  today 
for  its  giant  complex  steam  plants  are  ap- 
proximately 2  percent. 

"And  these  structures  not  only  serve  well 
the  purposes  for  which  they  were  built;  they 
fit  the  majeety  of  the  landscape." 

Senator  Moesz.  Let  me  make  myself  very 
eletu-  with  regard  to  the  Army  engineers.  I 
am  a  supporter  ot  the  Army  engineers  on 
the  projects  that  are  agreed  upon  to  be  con- 
structed by  the  Army  engineers.  However, 
the  Army  engineers  are  no  sacred  cow.  In  my 
Judgment. 

In  my  Judgment  the  Army  engineers  need 
very  much  a  competitive  check  upon  them 
In  public  works  programs  in  thta  country. 

The  Army  engineers,  I  think,  are  well 
served  by  having  the  kind  of  check  upon 
them  that  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
has  been.  The  Teimessee  Valley  Authority 
has  done  such  an  efficient  Job  and  such  a 
low-cost  Job  that  It  ta  very  difficult  for  the 
Army  engineers  to  compare  favorably  some 
of  their  exceptionally  high-cost  projects 
with  the  great  economy  of  the  force-account 
approach  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 
I  shall  not  sit  here  and  vote  to  put  In  ss 
the  chairman  of  a  great  program  that  has 
been  developed  on  the  basta  of  a  force-ac- 
count H>proach,  an  Army  engineer,  who,  on 
the  record  of  thta  hearing,  shows  hta  prefer- 
ence for  the  contract  approach.  In  stating 
hta  preference  he  made  the  usual  claims  of 
the  Army  engineers  that  they  can  do  it  more 
economically  by  the  contract  approach.  I 
think  the  record  of  the  TVA  refutes  them. 

They  do  not  do  it  more  economically.  Mr. 
Chairman.  X  think  It  ta  most  unsound  pub- 
Uc  policy  to  go  then  to  tbe  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers and  select  from  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
for  the  Chairmanship  of  the  Board  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  a  man  who  I  do 


not  believe  ta  In  sympathy  with  the  foroe« 
account  approach  for  building  public  works. 
I  am  convinced  that  If  we  had  followed  the 
corps'  recommendations  we  would  never 
have  had  thta  great  program  in  the  Tennes- 
see VaUey. 

I  want  to  insert  certain  other  quotes  from 
Mr.  Gordon  Clapp's  great  speech  at  the  Uni- 
versity of  Chicago  in  Febnury.  It  was  made 
without  the  slightest  knowledge  either  that 
he  would  not  be  reappointed  as  Ctaalrman  oC 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  at  the  time, 
or  that  Oen«til  Vogel  would  be  the  one  who 
would  be  appointed  as  hta  successor.  There- 
fore, it  is  a  highly  unprejudiced  discussion 
from  the  standpoint  of  tieing  in  the  slightest 
degree  related  to  thta  appointment. 

I  think  there  ta  a  great  lesson  to  be  drawn 
from  the  speech  of  Mr.  Gordon  Clapp's. 

I  would  like  to  have  printed  certain  ma- 
terial, starting  on  page  SO  of  Mr.  Clapp's 
speech.     I  shall  not  read  it  all. 

The  Chaoucan.  Without  objection,  It  will 
be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 

Senator  MoasE.  It  buttresses  a  point  X 
want  to  make.     He  says: 

"A  measure  of  TVA's  response  to  the 
theory  of  accountability  may  be  found  In 
thta  fact:  In  these  20  years,  the  actual  cost 
for  20  dams  and  3  major  steamplants  now 
completed  is  within  seven-tenths  of  1  per- 
cent of  TVA's  estimates  made  at  the  time  the 
funds  for  the  projecto  were  requested  of  the 
Congress." 

Seven-tenths  of  1  percent.  You  will  look 
in  vain  for  any  major  Army  engineer  project 
corresponding  in  scope  to  TVA  that  was  ever 
completed  within  seven-tenths  of  1  percent 
of  the  project  estimates. 
Mr.  Clapp  goes  on  to  say: 
"There  is  another  moral  to  be  drawn  from 
the  story  of  any  of  the  projects  TVA  has 
built.  Consider,  if  you  will,  what  thta  rec- 
ord might  have  been  had  the  TVA  lieen  re- 
quired to  have  its  dams  planned  and  located 
by  one  agency;  designed  by  another  agency; 
the  work  performed  by  contractors;  the  tand 
purchased  by  a  separate  Isureau;  contract 
negotiation  and  the  litigation  which  invaria- 
bly arises  in  small  proportion,  but  In  sub- 
stantial volume  in  the  constmctlon  of  a 
project  carried  out  by  still  another  agency; 
and  tbe  employees  recruited  and  certified  by 
still  another  agency,  with  procurement  of 
matertals  and  equipment  in  the  hands  ci 
someone  else. 

"Under  these  circumstances.  Douglas  Dam 
could  not  have  been  built  in  record-breaking 
time.  If  at  all.  Under  these  circumstances, 
it  ta  |Ht>bable  that  the  Douglas  Dam  would 
not  have  been  recommended  in  the  face  of 
Inhlbitable  political  furor.  When  the  board 
of  the  TVA  t<dd  the  WPB  the  President  and 
Congress  that  it  could  build  Douglas  Dam  by 
the  deadline  required.  It  was  backed  by 
knowledge  that  the  TVA  had  within  ita  own 
hands  the  managertal  organisation  to  deliver 
what  it  promised.  Etad  thta  project  been 
approached  in  piecemeal  fashion  with  re- 
spotwiblllty  scattered  in  other  agencies 
whose  special  duties  would  be  but  a  part 
of  larger  national  programs.  TVA  woukl  have 
had  a  doeen  built-in  allbta  for  Its  failure  to 
fintah  Dotiglas  Dam  on  time. 

"Here  in  thta  recital  we  have  an  Illustra- 
tion of  what  President  Theodore  Itoosevelt 
said  in  1908:  "We  shall  not  succeed  unUl  the 
responsibility  for  administering  the  policy 
and  executing  and  extending  the  plan  ta  defi- 
nitely laid  on  one  man  or  group  of  men  who 
can  be  held  accotmtahle."  *• 

For  th(!  benefit  of  tbe  record.  I  ask  that  the 
reporter  start  with  the  first  paragraph  be- 
ginning on  page  SO  of  Mr.  Ctapp's  speecdi.  as 
part  of  my  argument,  through  page  38.  down 
to  the  conclusion. 
The  CoMxaaukM.  That  will  be  : 
(Pages  of  Mr.  Clapp^  speerh. 
by  Senator  Mobsx,  are  as  follows:) 

"AeoovuktobUlty  for  results  < 
discipline  in  many  ways.    In  a  i 
ernmcnt  agency.  In 
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What  «b«  «cp«rt*  ddl  % 

vtth  OM  ODttsrtM,  fb*  wgi<— nftif  of  the 
tJuqjMgwv.  WlMa  TVA  aato  tor  manej  to  tie- 
BtB  a  new  pcojaet.  It  sIvm  an  anglnawrlng 
MUmat*  of  tha  total  ooat  o(  that  project.  A 
aaaaiuM  of  IVAI  raiixmaa  to  tha  tbaory  of 
•eeountalilllty  ntay  ba  fouod  in  thla  fact: 
la  tlMM  10  fMza.  tba  aetaai  coat  tor  ao  dams 
and  S  major  steam  piaats  now  oompletsd  ts 
wttlilB  savan-tanttM  of  X  psresnt  of  TVA's 
astlmatwr  mada  at  tha  tlma  tlie  funds  for  tba 
projsula  ware  reqiMsted  of  the  Oongreas. 
lUs  iVpUss  to  a  total  of  |M7  mlUkm  ooTor- 
tec  thousands  upcm  thousands  of  separate 
smgliisstlin  esthnatea  that  are  sununarlied 
b7  a  aincle  flgive  tox  each  dam — a  figure 
oorartBg  tha  bits  and  faeces,  the  large  gen- 
erators, tha  land  to  be  purchased,  and  the 
man-hours  to  be  used. 

"Massurtng  up  to  a  high  standard  of  im:- 
countabiUty  brUtgs  rewards  beyond  calcu- 
lation. U  you  should  vlsii  the  TVA  and  talk 
with  Its  employees,  meet  Its  project  man- 
agers, and  walk  around  on  Its  constructlcm 
jobs,  perhaps  you.  like  others,  would  be  Im- 
pressed with  what  you  see  and  what  y«m 
hear.  The  atory  of  Dowglss  Dam  Is  in  part 
an  explanation  at  the  prevaiUng  spirit. 
Money  wUl  not  buy  it;  high  salaries  cannot 
eommand  It.  Integrity  and  a  ivactice  of 
hl^  s^MctaUooa  must  ba  among  the  In- 
gredlMite  to  pcoduee  that  result. 

"There  is  another  moral  to  be  drawn  from 
the  Btory  of  any  of  the  projects  TVA  has 
biiUt.  Ooosldsr,  If  you  will,  what  this  rec- 
ord might  hare  been  had  the  TVA  been  re- 
quired to  have  its  dams  planned  and  located 
by  one  agency:  dealgned  by  another  agency: 
the  work  performed  by  contractors;  the  land 
purefaaeed  by  a  separate  bureau:  contract 
Mgotiatlon  and  the  litigation  which  Invarla- 
My  artaae  in  small  proportion,  but  in  sub- 
ataatlal  volume  in  the  construction  of  any 
projaet.  carried  out  by  still  another  agency; 
and  tha  amployaes  recruited  and  certified  by 
atlll  another  agency,  with  procurement  of 
aoatsrlals  and  equipment  in  the  hands  of 
aomeona  sAse.  Under  these  cireumstanoes. 
Ttouglas  Dam  oould  not  have  been  built  in 
reocrd-brsaklag  time,  if  at  aU.  Under  these 
droumstaaess.  it  is  probable  that  the  Doug- 
las Dam  would  not  have  been  recommmded 
in  the  face  of  inevitable  political  furor. 
Whan  the  Board  of  the  TVA  told  the  WPB, 
the  Preeldent.  and  the  Congrees  that  it  could 
build  Do«4(]aa  Dam  by  the  deadline  required. 
It  waa  tMcked  by  knowledge  that  the  TVA 
liad  within  its  own  hands  the  managerial 
organisation  to  deUver  what  it  inromised. 
Bad  this  project  been  approached  in  piece- 
meal fashion  with  responaibiUties  scattered 
In  other  sgsnrles  whose  qiecial  duties  would 
be  but  a  part  c<  larger  national  propams, 
TVA  would  have  had  a  dosen  built-in  alibis 
for  Its  failure  to  finish  Douglas  Dam  on 
time.  Bsre  in  this  recital  we  have  an  illus- 
tration of  what  Preeident  Theodore  Rooae- 
▼alt  said  in  1806:  'We  shaU  not  succeed 
until  the  responsibility  for  administering  the 
poUey  and  executing  and  extending  the  plan 
ia  definitely  laid  on  one  man  or  group  of 
men  who  can  be  held  accountable."  (Pre- 
liminary Beport  ctf  the  Inland  Waterways 
Commission.  U.  &  80th  Cong..  1st  seas..  S. 
Doc.  830  (180g).p.  8.) 

•"n*e  story  of  how  TVA  rebuilt  the  Ten- 
nessee BlTW  certainly  does  not  support  the 
too-often  accepted  myth  that  anything  of 
CSovemment  ia  inefllelent,  corrupt,  and 
wasteful.  What  I  have  deecribed  would  find 
many  parallele  among  many  government 
agendee  within  the  States,  within  the  cities. 
within  tha  Vederal  Government.  But  these 
atorles  of  achievement  are  seldom  heard 
against  the  din  of  criticism. 


\  AMD  ATomc  siiseuT 

*7  move  now  to  another  chapter  in  the 

history  or  TVA— the  story  of  the  Shawnee 

•team  plant  at  Paducah,  Ky.    Except  for 

TVA's  Kingston  steam  plant,  the  Shawnee 


•team  plant  win  be  the  biggest  In  the  world. 
During  each  ai-hour  day  Its  10  giant  units 
will  consume  nearly  14,000  tons  of  coal  and 
can.  return  each  day  to  the  alcbemy  of  na- 
tional defehae  and  the  growth  of  the  Katlon 
more  than  half  as  much  electric  enargy  as 
Is  used  in  Chicago.  The  Shawnee  steam 
pUnt  U  but  1  of  7  TVA  Is  building,  but  it 
has  a  special  history. 

"In  the  fall  of  1950  the  Atomic  En^-gy 
Commission  asked  TVA,  on  very  short  notice, 
to  develop  a  proposal  to  supply  1  aillUon 
kilowatts  of  power  for  a  new  gaseous  dif- 
fusion plant  the  AEC  was  to  build  »t  Pa- 
ducah. 

"The  TVA  submitted  a  plan  and  the 
Atomic  Knergy  Conunlsslon  accepted  St  early 
in  November  of  1950.  Shortly  thereafter  the 
Commission's  representatives,  folloveed  by 
the  TVA,  appeared  before  the  House  Appro- 
priations Committee  to  support  TVA's  re- 
quest for  funds.  Later  In  December,  before 
the  committee  had  acted  upon  the  TVA's 
request  for  appropriations,  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  announced  that  it  had  accepted 
the  propoeal  of  a  newly  formed  private  11111117 
company  to  supply  half  the  required  power 
for  the  AEC  plant.  The  new  compaay  had 
been  formed  at  the  behest  of  a  member  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  as  subse- 
quently explained  by  the  Commissioner  in  a 
very  illiunlnating  speech. 

"TVA  did  not  object  to  this  reversal  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission's  posltlati  and 
appeared  again  before  the  House  Committee 
on  Appropriations  with  an  appropriation  re- 
quest, revised  in  accord  with  AEC's  decision, 
to  supply,  not  all  but  half  of  the  power 
supply  for  the  Paducah  plant.  The  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  entered  into  a  contract 
with  the  newly  formed  Electric  Energy,  Inc., 
to  supply  the  other  half.  In  both  cases  the 
construction  of  new  steam  plant*  was 
called  for. 

"The  'race'  between  private  and  public 
enterprise:  The  announcement  that  the 
power  supply  for  the  AEC  Paducah  plant 
was  to  be  divided  between  TVA  and  Hectrlc 
Energy,  Inc.,  was  haUed  by  critics  ef  the 
TVA  as  a  contest  between  public  aul  pri- 
vate enterprise,  giving  rise  to  such  state- 
ments as  the  following: 

"'Acoordingly,  many  companies  pooled 
their  ideas  and  their  resources  •  •  •  f  or 
the  expressed  purpose  of  demonstrating  to 
the  Ctovemment  that  private  enterprise 
coiUd  do  the  Job  much  better  for  half  the 
cost.'  (Editorial,  A  Real  Test.  Etenlng 
Cltlaen,  Cairo.  111.,  February  24.  1953.) 

"There  was  some  reason  for  the  opttmism 
thus  expressed  by  TVA's  sideline  critics  for 
when  the  construction  of  the  two  plants  was 
started,  the  first  unit  of  the  private  com- 
pany's Joppa  steam  plant  was  scheduled  for 
initial  operation  3  months  ahead  of  TVA's 
first  unit.  The  schedules  were  set  by  agree- 
ment between  ABC.  national  defense  agencies 
in  charge  of  aUocatlng  materials,  the  TVA, 
and  Electric  Energy.  Inc.  Priorities  op  steel, 
copper,  aluminum,  and  shop  space  for  the 
manufacturing  of  turbogenerators  were 
granted  to  the  Joppa  contractors  on  that 
basis.  If  this  was  to  be  a  race.  It  was  a 
handicap  ran  by  agreement. 

"For  many  montlis  the  champions  of  pri- 
vate enterprise  continued  to  point  a  gleeful 
linger  at  thla  rigged  contest  betweeh  the 
private  power  company  and  the  TVA.  Trade 
journals  and  some  of  the  dally  press  hetalded 
this  'race'  being  nm  on  opposite  sides  of 
the  beautiful  Ohio.  After  a  while,  the  cries 
of  the  professional  spectators  died  down 
The  reason  wss  easy  to  discern.  It  began 
to  be  apparent  that  the  wrong  hors*  was 
coming  in  ahead.  Both  TVA  and  Etectrlc 
K'lCi'By.  Inc.,  suffered  from  delayed  deliveries 
from  equipment  manufacturers.  Both  en- 
countered labor  dlfflcultles.  Both  projects 
missed  the  completion  dates  originally  sched- 
uled. But  on  Aprtl  9,  1953,  approximately 
a  years  and  3  months  from  the  time  con- 


struction was  started,  the  first  unit  at  TVA's 
Shawnee  plant  was  placed  In  cpnunarcial 
operation  while  the  Joppa  smokest^ks  across 
the  river  were  still  clean  and  cold.  TVA's 
second  Shawnee  unit  went  Into  operation 
June  21,  1963.  Still  no  smoke  from  Joppa. 
Several  weeks  later  the  first  ui^it  In  the 
Joppa  plant  was  placed  in  operation.  TVA's 
third  Shawnee  unit  was  placed  in  operation 
in  October;  its  fourth  unit  on  January  8. 
1954.  By  this  time  2  of  the  4  J<fppa  iin^ts 
were  running.  Thus  the  origin^  require- 
ments promised  the  ABC  by  TVA  Were  com- 
pleted when  the  Joppa  plant  still  bad  a  long 
way  to  go.  So  much  for  the  much  pub- 
licized race  between  private  a|ul  public 
enterprise. 

"Performance  on  comparative  <osts:  But 
there  is  more  to  the  story.  On  the  basis  of 
figures  filed  with  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  the  private  compauy's  Joppa 
plant  will  be  substantially  more  expensive 
per  unit  of  capacity  than  the  Shawnee  plant 
In  contrast  with  the  original  estimates  by 
which  the  contract  was  obtained  from  the 

AEC. 

"These  figures  show  that  the  estimated 
cost  of  the  private  company  Joppa  steam 
plant  of  four  original  units  has,  increased 
some  45  percent — from  $81  million  in  May 
1951  to  $118  million  In  June  1953.  The  costs 
per  kilowatt  of  capacity  have  lnct«ased  over 
their  original  estimate  of  tlSO  to  $184.  Two 
more  units  at  the  Joppa  plant  being  added 
to  supply  a  smaller  portion  of  AEC's  ex- 
panded Paducah  facilities  show  '  estimates 
even  higher — •198  per  kUowatt.  '  The  tax- 
payers bought  this  record,  and  the|  will  have 
to  pay  for  it:  the  private  companlee  loee 
nothing  because  these  increased  costs  are 
paid  by  the  AEC. 

"In  comparison,  the  TVA  Shawnee  plant 
of  four  units  was  originally  estimated  to  cost 
•  147.50  per  kilowatt.  TVA's  actual  cost  ex- 
perience to  date,  while  building  Under  tha 
same  physical  conditions  as  the  Joppa  plant, 
shows  that  the  total  10-unlt  Shawnee  plant 
capable  of  producing  1,500.000  kllonratts  will 
be  completed  by  TVA  at  a  capital  cost  well 
within  our  estimates. 

"Let  me  add  a  few  footnotes  and  obaeiva* 
tlons  bearing  upon  the  slgnlficai»oe  of  tha 
Shawnee- Joppa  story  in  TVA's  |recard  In 
these  past  20  years. 

"Early  In  June  1953.  before  It  h^d  its  first 
generating  unit  in  operation,  Blecttflc  Energy^ 
Inc.,  was  given  the  Charles  A  Coffin  saawl 
in  a  ceremony  at  the  annual  convention  <A 
the  Edison  Electric  Institute.  Tha  inatitute 
bulletin  reported  the  award  as  the  *•  •  • 
electric  Indiistry's  highest  honor.' 

"The  citation  commended  Electric  Energy. 
Inc..  for  'its  superb  example  of  competitive 
enterprise.' » 

"On  July  31,  1953,  Electrtc  Energy,  Inc.. 
announced  it  had  canceled  its  contract  with 
Ebasco  Services,  general  contracted  for  the 
plant,  'In  order  to  permit  reorganisation  of 
the  construction  project  so  that  the  station 
can  be  completed  on  a  more  efficient  and 
economical  basis.*  The  reorganiz|itlon  was 
necessary,  according  to  the  pre^dent  of 
Electric  Energy.  Inc..  as  reported  in  the 
Paducah  Sun-Democrat,  'because  of  the  lack 
of  productivity  and  consequent  increased 
costs  characterizing  the  work  so  fhr.'« 

"The  Wall  Street  Journal  repotted  that 
'Construction  progress  at  the  big  pOwerplant 
has  been  marked  by  successively  rising  cost 
estimates,  blamed  by  Ebasco  on  the  labor 
situation.'  •  I 

"However,  as  the  Paducah  Sun-t>emocrat 
pointed  out:  'Shawnee  steamplant  is  being 

'Electric  Energy,  Inc..  Wins  Charles  A- 
Coffln  Award.  Edison  Electric  Institute  Bul- 
letin,  (vol.  21   (July  1953).  p.  234). 

'Sun-Democrat.   Paducah,   Ky..   July   31, 

A  vu3. 

'Wall  Street  Journal,  Chicago.  August  8, 


built  with  the  same  kind  of  union  labor  that 
Is  building  Jcppa's  plant.'* 

"The  conunent  of  the  Paducah  Sun-Dem- 
ocrat was  ooirect  in  all  respects  but  one. 
The  TVA  wa<  building  the  Shawnee  plant 
with  the  samt'  kind  of  union  labor  that  was 
building  the  Joppa  plant,  but  the  men  on 
the  TVA  Job  were  working  for  the  TVA  For 
as  one  reporter,  who  siirveyed  the  situation 
with  great  aure,  stated,  'for  some  reason 
the  men  who  work  for  TVA  have  faith  in  it.' 
TVA  does  not  consider  its  Shawnee  record 
the  brightest  in  Its  catalog  of  construction 
projects.  We  have  built  dams  and  steam- 
plants  on  better  schedule,  with  fewer  dliB- 
cxiltles.  and  at  lower  cost.  But  others  in- 
vited the  comparison  between  Sbawnee  and 
Joppa.  and  it  Is  that  record  I  recite. 

"We  have  had  work  stoppsges  on  the 
Shawnee  plan~..  but  not  as  many  as  they  have 
had  across  tlte  river  at  Joppa.  We  have 
drawn  our  labor  forces  from  the  same  areas; 
we  pay  about  the  same  wages;  and  we  are 
both  building  steam  plants.  The  design  and 
manufacture  of  boilers,  turbines,  and  gener- 
ators: the  fatrlcatlon  of  steel;  the  erection 
of  steel  on  tl^e  site;  the  operation  of  exca- 
vating equiprient;  and  the  placing  of  con- 
crete are  much  the  same  types  of  operations 
whether  at  .'ihawnee  or  at  Joppa.  Both 
projects  depended  upon  private  manufac- 
turers for  boilers,  turbogenerators,  snd  the 
thousands  of  items  of  equipment  which  en- 
ter the  maze  of  arrangements  in  a  modern 
steam  plant.  Why  then  was  TVA  able  to 
move  out  In  Iront  and  keep  Its  costs  within 
Its  estimates  fa  compared  with  the  job  across 
the  river?  Tlje  history  of  TVA  provides  the 
answer:  The  20-year  record  of  an  organiza- 
tion skilled  ir  management  of  men  and  ma- 
terials and  {'ledged  to  a  practice  of  per- 
'formance  and  accountability  time  after  time. 

"The  Shawnee  story  adds  another  chapter 
to  record  tbe  achievement  by  a  Oovernnxent 
agency  in  conOict  with  the  myth  that  enter- 
prise and  gooc  management  are  the  exclusive 
possessions  of  private  organizations.  The 
men  who  promoted  the  arrangement  perhaps 
believed  that  the  requirements  of  national 
security.  In  certainty  of  achievement  to  sup- 
ply power  wh<n  tbe  Paducah  ABC  plant  was 
ready,  called  for  participation  by  private 
companies  to  hedge  tbe  possible  failure  of 
the  TVA.  Perhaps  there  was  not  time  enough 
to  examine  the  facta  of  TAV's  past  record. 
Perhaps  the  American  taxpayer  could  have 
been  saved  the  burden  of  the  increased  cost 
to  the  Ooverninent  of  this  electrical  energy 
had  those  who  made  the  decision  questioned 
the  common  myth,  too  often  honored,  which 
holds  that  Government  can  never  do  a  Job 
as  well  or  as  economically  as  can  private 
contractors.  Had  the  facts  been  examined, 
one  would  have  found  a  record  of  perform- 
ance reaasurlnj;  both  as  to  TVA's  ability  to 
meet  deadlines  and  as  to  the  reliability  of  Its 
estimates  of  C3st.  One  would  have  found 
a  history  of  hundreds  of  millions  of  ntan- 
hours  with  a  tafety  record  better  than  pri- 
vate industry  averages  for  comparable  types 
of  work  as  shown  by  TVA's  numerous 
awards  from  the  National  Safety  Coun- 
cil. One  wou'd  have  found  an  engineer- 
ing organization  designing  steam  plants 
which  were  producing  electricity  more  eco- 
nomically and  with  more  efltcient  use  of  fuel 
than  most — a  dgnlflcant  point  Indeed  when 
one  realizes  that  In  2  or  3  years  TVA  will  be 
burning  some  18  million  tons  of  coal  per 
year.  Above  a  1,  one  would  have  found  an 
organization  of  construction  workers  still  as 
unafraid  to  tackle  the  biggest  construction 
Job  on  earth  as;  in  those  first  days — workers 
who  override  emergencies;  if  they  do  not 
have  what  they  need,  they  Invent  a  substi- 
tute way  on  the  spot,  and  the  Job  .moves 
ahead. 


♦  Sun-Demociat,    Paducah.    Ky.,    April    8. 
1953. 


*If  this  story  has  a  moral,  perhaps  this  Is 
It:  Enterprise  is  where  you  find  it" 

Senator  Uxmbm.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  think 
that  there  Is  a  great  danger  in  this  appoint- 
ment that  we  will  bring  to  the  Tennessee 
Valley  the  approach  of  the  Army  engineers, 
and  I  think  TVA  is  a  project  In  connection 
with  which  we  want  to  keep  the  Army  engi- 
neers out  of  it. 

I  tlilnk  we  ought  to  leave  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  administratively  free  to 
function  as  It  has  functioned  to  date  with- 
out Army  engineer  policies  being  Imposed 
upon  It  directly  or  Indirectly. 

I  think  we  need  to  keep  this  great  project 
free  of  Army  engineer  influence.  It  has 
demonstrated  to  the  Army  engineers  and  to 
the  country  the  advantages  of  the  force  ac- 
count approach  time  and  time  again.  I 
want  to  say  very  frankly  I  think  there  Is  a 
great  danger  here  that  behind  this  nomina- 
tion is  the  beginning  of  the  end  of  the  force 
account  approach  in  the  building  of  projects 
such  as  those  In  the  Tennessee  Valley.  If  It 
comes  to  an  end  we  are  going  to  pay  more  for 
our  projects,  and  we  are  going  to  run  into  all 
the  complications  that  frequently  de- 
velops under  an  Army  engineer  program. 

I  am  not  for  abolishing  tbe  control  of 
Army  engineers  over  other  projects.  I  have 
supported  time  and  time  again,  the  Army 
308  compreheiislve  report  in  the  Pacific 
Northwest.  I  think  it  is  tbe  beet  program  we 
have  any  hope  of  ever  developing  in  the 
Pacific  Northwest.  I  have  opposed  the  adop- 
tion of  the  administrative  procedure  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  applied  to  the  Pacific 
Northwest  for  many  reasons,  the  major  one 
being  that  our  whole  water  law  situation  in 
the  Pacific.  Northwest  is  quite  different  from 
what  it  Is  in  the  Tennessee  Valley. 

I  taught  water  law  for  some  years  snd 
know  something  about  it.  The  differences 
In  water  rights  that  have  developed  in 
American  water  right  law  cases  in  an  area 
wliere  you  have  an  abundance  of  water,  as 
you  have  in  the  Tennessee  Valley,  and 
where  you  have  a  scarcity  of  water  as  you 
have  in  the  arid  regions  of  the  Pacific  North- 
west are  many  and  significant. 

No  charges  against  tbe  Army  engineers  can 
be  Justifiably  levied  against  me  to  tbe  effect 
that  I  do  not  want  the  Army  engineers  to 
continue  to  function  In  a  public-works  pro- 
gram. I  want  them  to  continue  to  function, 
but  within  their  own  sphere  of  specific  as- 
signments. I  do  not  want  them  to  get  their 
head  under  the  tent  In  the  Tennessee  Val- 
ley. I  want  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
to  remain  free  of  any  Interference  by  or  con- 
trol by.  directly  or  indirectly,  the  Army  engi- 
neers. 

Therefore,  I  say  as  a  matter  of  public  policy 
I  think  this  nomination  Is  a  definite  mistake 
when  the  President  goes  cut  and  selects,  from 
the  Army  engineers,  a  man  to  head  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority,  when  It  is  well 
known  that  the  Army  engineers  have  never 
appreciated  the  remarkable  success  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

Tbe  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  has  set 
up  some  very  interesting  competitive  yard- 
sticks for  the  Army  engineers  and  they  are 
going  to  have  to  go  some  to  meet  that  com- 
petition under  like  circumstances,  if  they 
use  the  contracting  system  in  preference  to 
the  force  account  system.  This  nominee  says 
he  prefers  the  contracting  system  and  that 
alone  is  enough  to  cause  great  concern  In  the 
Tennessee  Valley. 

Lastly,  and  then  I  am  through.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  think  It  Is  most  unfortunate  that 
we  do  not  bring  Into  the  chairmanship  of 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  a  recognized 
authority  and  enthusiast  in  respect  to  tiie 
TVA  program.  I  use  the  word  "enthusiast" 
advisedly,  for  the  econonUc  and  soclad  pro- 
gram of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  calls 
for  an  enthusiastic  supporter  of  It.  We  do 
not  have  such  a  person  in  this  nominee. 

Oh,  jres:  he  answers  tbe  questions  by  ssy- 
Ing  that  he  is  very  much  in  sympathy  with 


the  law.  and  he  wlU  cany  out  the  Igw,  But 
he  is  not  a  LUienthsI;  he  is  not  a  Clapp.  X 
think  tbe  American  people  are  entitled  to 
have  as  Chairman  of  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  a  man  who  Just  reeks  with  en- 
thusiasm and  inspiration  for  tbe  graat  soctal 
and  economic  potentiality  of  the  program. 

I  think  the  people  of  the  United  Statea 
are  entitled  to  the  beet  civilian  who  oould 
be  obtained  for  this  Job.  They  are  entitled 
to  a  man  who  is  an  authority  in  thin  field, 
and  who  Is  a  known  proponent  of  tha  Tbn- 
nessee  Valley  Authority. 

There  is  no  substitute  for  enthusiaam.  and 
enthusiastic  convictions  in  favor  of  a  pro- 
gram that  you  are  going  to  administer.  This 
Isnt  a  case  where  you  are  ^■^•'ng  for  tha 
appointment  ctf  a  president  of  a  bank.  'It 
is  a  case  where  you  are  asking  to  have  aa 
Chairman  of  tbe  Tennessee  VaUey  Authority 
Board  a  man  who  Is  going  to  head  up  one 
of  the  greatest  experiments,  if  not  the  great- 
est experiment,  of  a  cooperative  relatlon- 
ship  between  the  Oovemment  and  the  peo- 
ple of  a  region  whereby  the  Government 
will  help  the  people  to  do  for  themselves 
what  they  cannot  do  for  themselves  or  do 
so  well  for  themselves. 

I  want  a  crusader  as  Chairman  of  tha 
Board.  I  want  a  crusader  who  la  a  social 
and  economic  crusader  dedicated  to  tha 
symbolism  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Author- 
ity as  the  Chairman  of  the  Board.  In  my 
opinion  this  man  does  not  meet  that  quali- 
fication. Therefore,  for  the  reasons  set  forth 
in  this  statement.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ^lall 
vote  against  the  nominee. 

Mr.  President,  for  the  record— and 
this  is  very  brief,  and  bears  upon  tbe 
action  which  was  taken  in  regard  to  the 
printing  of  the  hearings— at  this  tinae  I 
wish  to  read  the  comments  which  were 
made  following  my  announcement  ot 
opposition  to  the  nomination: 

The  Chaikmak.  I  think.  Senator  Moasx,  wa 
all  appreciate  very  much  the  very  vigorous 
statement  that  you  have  made,  explaining 
your  oppoeltlon  to  the  nominee. 

We  will  now  close  the  hearings.  What  is 
the  will  of  the  committee? 

Senatcn-  Stknnis.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  appre- 
ciate very  much  the  foroefiU  statement  by 
Senator  Moasx,  too.  I  do  feel  that  this  oom- 
mlttee  is  passing  on  a  man  who  has  already 
been  nominated.  We  do  not  originate  these 
names. 

As  Senator  Moasx  said,  this  is  a  man  of 
high  character  and  Integrity  and  a  great  deal 
of  ability,  and  I  was  well  impressed,  myself, 
with  tbe  statements  he  made,  and  the  atti- 
tude be  had  privately  adhered  to,  and  under 
thoee  circumstances  I  shall  vote  for  his 
nomination. 

Senator  Mossk.  May  I  respectfully  request 
that  the  Chair  instruct  the  reporter  to  tran- 
scribe at  the  earliest  possible  moment  my 
statement  before  tbe  committee,  and  scQ>ply 
me  with  a  copy? 

Tbe  CHsoMAir.  Yes;  and.  Mr.  Baasett.  get 
out  the  record  of  yesterday  and  today  so 
we  may  have  it. 

Senator  Moasx.  May  I  also  respectfully  re- 
quest, Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  reporter  be 
Instructed  to  make  the  corrections  in  the 
record  of  yesterday  that  I  have  already  given 
to  the  clerk  of  the  committee? 

Senator  Ooex.  Is  It  your  plan  to  have  the 
hearings  printed.  Mr.  Chairman? 

Senator  Moasx.  I  think  we  ought  to  print 
them. 

The  Chaixman.  Tbe  only  thing  about  tt  Is 
the  question  of  expense. 

Senator  Moasx.  I  move  that  the  bearings 
be  printed. 

Tbe  Chaoucam.  Without  objection,  they 
wiU  be  printed. 

That  coDcludea  the  executive  wwlnn 

(WlMreupon.  at  11:48  a.  m..  th«  mectXaf 
was  concluded.) 
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lir.  Fraaldent.  following  the  meeting 
there  was  eonvenation  amons  several 
of  Qi,  and  I  know  that  I  state  the  atti- 
tude of  my  eoIteftBfues  on  the  committee 
who  were  there  that  It  was  their  im- 
preesloQ  that  the  hearings  would  be 
printed  and  that  the  nomination  would 
be  acted  upon  by  the  Senate  after  the 
hearlngi  were  available  to  the  Senate 
for  use  In  the  debate,  which  it  was  well 
known  would  take  place  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  when  the  nomination  came 
before  the  Senate  for  confirmation. 

At  the  beginning  of  my  remarics,  Blr. 
President,  I  said  I  criticized  no  one  for 
the  Qpeed  with  which  this  nomination 
was  rushed  throiigh  the  Senate  this 
morning  at  the  beginning  of  our  s^sion 
when  there  were  only  about  eight  Sena- 
tors on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  But  I 
want  the  record  to  show  the  only  rea- 
son I  was  not  here  at  the  beginning  of 
the  session  this  morning  is  that  I  was 
at  Betheeda  Hospital,  where  I  was  un- 
dergoing a  Jaw  treatment  that  I  have 
been  receiving  periodically  for  scnne 
time  past  I  arrived  in  the  Chamber,  I 
think,  at  about  11 :  20  this  morning.  No 
one  even  told  me  at  that  time.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, that  action  had  already  been 
taken  on  the  nomination.  It  was  not 
until  the  Senate  went  into  a  second 
executive  session  late  this  afternoon  and 
proceeded  with  the  calendar  that  I  first 
■  discovered  that  action  had  already  been 
taken  this  morning  on  ttie  Vogel  nomi- 
nation and  that  it  had  been  sent  to  the 
White  House.  j 

As  I  have  said,  I  have  no  Intention 
of  going  through  the  gesture  of  moving 
to  haire  it  recalled  from  the  White  House, 
becaiise  I  do  not  think  the  White  House 
Should  be  so  treated,  but  I  hope,  Mr. 
President,  and  I  speak  most  respect- 
fully, that  in  the  future  when  it  is  known 
that  there  is  objection  to  a  n<Hnination — 
and  it  certainly  was  common  knowledge 
that  I  had  objected  to  this  nomination 
yesterday— at  least  it  will  not  be  taken 
up  In  the  Senate  until  notice  of  the  in- 
tention to  bring  it  up  can  be  gotten  to 
the  Senator  or  Senators  concerned. 

Furthermore,  i  hope  that,  come  Jan- 
uary,  we  shall  see  fit  to  adopt  an  amend- 
ment to  our  rules,  which  I  shall  then 
(rffer,  that  will  make  it  mandatory  that 
nominations  remain  at  the  desk  for  at 
least  one  calendar  day  after  they  have 
been  ffavt  filed  at  the  desk.  That  would 
avoid  the  kind  of  embarrassing  situation 
that  has  developed  in  this  instance. 

I  ask.  Mr.  President,  to  have  inserted 
In  the  RICOI9,  following  my  discussion 
of  the  Vogel  nomination,  a  sxmunary  of 
my  opposition  to  the  nomination  as  I 
gave  it  to  the  press  yesterday  in  a  press 
release  from  my  office. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  sum- 
mary was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Ricou,  as  follows: 

Senator  Watns  HIobss,  Independent,  Ore- 
gon, made  tbe  following  statement  on  his 
vote  efalaet  tbe  conllrmatkm  of  Oen.  Herbert 
D.  Vogel  for  tbe  chalrmanahlp  of  the  Board 
of  Directors  of  the  Tennessee  VaUey  Author- 
ity: 

"Tbe  following  Is  a  summary  of  the  rea- 
sons Z  eKpfeseed  to  the  Publle  Works  Com- 
nUttae  la  neeutive  session  today  against  the 
coaftmatlon  of  Gen.  Herbert  D.  Vogel  for 


chairmanship  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
the  Tennessee  VaUey  Authority. 

"1.  A  dangerous  trend  has  developed  In  our 
country  in  recent  years,  and  is  going  forward 
at  an  accelerated  rate  under  the  Eisei^ower 
administration,  of  appointing  high  ranking 
military  otBcers  to  Important  civilian  admin' 
Istratlve  posts.  I  criticized  this  policy  when 
I  saw  it  start  to  develop  under  the  Demo- 
cratic administration.  It  has  become  even 
much  more  serious  under  the  Elsenihower 
adml  nlstratlon. 

"The  American  people  need  to  be  on  guard 
against  the  imposition  of  military  adtnlnis- 
tratlve  policies  or  practices  over  civilian 
functions  of  Government.  The  military 
chain  of  command  of  administration  Is  not 
desirable  or  safe  for  the  civilian  functions 
of  a  democracy. 

"I  am  convinced  that  General  Vogel  is  so 
steeped  In  the  military  chain  of  command 
approach  to  any  administrative  position  that 
it  is  not  in  the  public  interest  to  plaoe  him 
In  charge  of  the  chairmanship  of  the  Board 
of  Directors  of  TVA. 

"My  opposition  to  General  Vogel's  nosnlna- 
tlon  does  not  rest  on  any  personal  opposi- 
tion to  him.  To  the  contrary,  I  have  s  high 
respect  for  his  military  record  and  a  high 
regard  for  him  personally.  But  I  am  satis- 
fled  tJiat  his  military  administrative  policies 
do  not  make  his  appointment  a  desirable  one. 

"In  fact,  I  think  it  is  very  important  that 
the  Congress  place  a  check  upon  this  admin- 
istration's growing  tendency  to  fill  impor- 
tant civilian  posts  with  military  personnel. 
Government  by  the  military  is  neither  safe 
nor  good  for  America. 

"2.  It  Is  particularly  unfortunate  that 
when  the  President  came  to  select  a  military 
man  for  the  chairmanship  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  TVA  he  should  seleit  one 
from  the  Corps  of  Army  Engineers. 

"I  am  a  stanch  supporter  of  the  Corps 
of  Army  Engineers  within  their  appropriate 
field.  But  the  Corps  at  Army  Engineers  is  no 
■acred  cow  in  my  book.  The  history  otf  TVA 
shows  that  it  never  would  have  bean  de- 
veloped into  the  great  national  asset  that  it 
is  if  its  development  had  been  left  to  the 
Corps  of  Army  Engineers. 

"The  fact  Is  that  the  Tennessee  Vallej  proj- 
ects have  been  built  on  the  basis  of  the  so- 
called  force-account  method  of  construct- 
ing public  works  In  contrast  to  the  Ccrps  of 
Army  Engineers  contracting  system,  t  read 
to  the  Public  Works  Committee  in  executive 
session  this  morning  some  very  Interesting 
excerpts  from  a  lecture  that  Gordon  Clapp, 
former  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Diitectors 
of  TVA,  gave  at  the  University  of  Chicago 
February  14,  1954.  In  that  lecture  he  dis- 
cussed the  advantages  of  the  force-aocount 
procedure  used  by  the  TVA  over  to  contract- 
ing S}'stem  used  by  the  Corps  of  Army  Engi- 
neers. I  am  satisfied  that  the  Corps  of  Army 
Engineers  have  never  looked  with  enthusi- 
astic favor  upon  the  great  success  of  th#  TVA. 

"I  think  it  is  a  great  mistake  to  select 
an  Army  engineer  who  in  his  testimony 
before  our  committee  expressed  a  preftrence 
for  the  contracting  system  over  the  force- 
account  system  as  Chairman  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  TVA.  In  my  Judgment  it  is 
going  to  create  administrative  difficulties  and 
lower  morale  within  the  TVA,  because  the 
TVA  has  been  developed  very  succe«fully 
by  an  administrative  and  construction  pro- 
gram quite  different  from  the  Corps  of 
Army  Engineers.  In  my  opinion  It  haa  been 
good  for  the  country  that  such  has  been  the 
case.  I  think  it  has  been  good  for  the  Corps 
of  Army  Engineers  to  have  TVA  as  a  «)rt  of 
competitive  yardstick  for  the  Corps  of  Army 
Engineers  to  try  to  match,  i  am  satisfied 
that  the  low  cost,  high  efficiency,  and  the 
multipurpose  program  of  the  TVA  never 
would  have  reached  such  a  high  state  of 
successful  development  If  the  policies  of  the 
Corps  of  Army  Engineers  had  been  followed. 


"Be  that  as  It  may.  I  think  it  is  obviously 
unwise  to  bring  in  as  Chairman  of  the  Board 
of  Directors  of  the  TVA  an  Krvaf  engineer 
who  is  bound  as  a  human  being  td  be  some- 
what Influenced  by  the  known  Conflicting 
policies  of  the  Corps  of  Army  Engineers,  in- 
sofar as  TVA  is  concerned. 

"Purthermore,  it  is  to  be  noted  that  the 
Corps  of  Army  Engineers  have  alfrays  been 
primarily  interested  In  navlgatloQ  develop- 
ment and  flood  control,  and  have  tended  to 
look  upon  electric  power  develojlments  in 
public  works  projects  as  rather  sedondary  in 
importance.  However,  in  the  TVA  program, 
power  development,  along  with  flotd  control 
and  navigation,  fertilizer  production,  recrea- 
tion, and  many  other  public  services,  Is  of 
primary  importance.  It  is  a  puttUc  power 
development  program  and  by  law  is  Intended 
to  be  a  public  power  development  program. 

"However,  there  is  much  evidence  which 
Indicates  very  clearly  that  the  prevailing 
points  of  view  of  the  Corpe  of  Army  Engi- 
neers have  for  a  long  time  past  teemed  to 
lean  in  the  direction  of  favoring  the  private 
utility  approach  to  the  developmeat  of  elec- 
tric power  in  our  country.  It  is  interesting 
to  note  how  many  of  the  top  ofllcers  of  the 
Corps  of  Army  Engineers  upon  netlrement 
seem  to  find  themselves  gravitating  toward 
employment  by  private  utility  companies  and 
other  corporations  that  have  great  inter- 
est in  the  development  of  programs  for 
private  utility  monopolies,  or  serve  upon 
retirement  as  special  consultants  to  private 
utilities  (which  Is  one  and  the  saqie  thing.) 

"The  selection  of  an  Army  engineer  to 
head  the  TVA  great  public  power  develop- 
ment project,  in  my  Judgment,  Is  moat  un- 
wise. 

"4.  As  I  stated  to  the  committee  Hhis  morn- 
ing. I  think  the  people  of  the  Tennewee 
Valley  and  of  the  Nation  as  a  whole  are  en- 
titled to  have  appointed  as  Chairman  of  the 
Board  of  Directors  of  the  TVA  an  cKithualaa- 
tic  advocate  of  the  TVA  program.  They  are 
entitled,  as  I  put  It  in  commitjtee,  to  a 
chairman  who  will  be  a  true  crusader  for  the 
maximum  development  of  the  eooSomlc  po- 
tentialities of  the  TVA.  If  the  grelat  experi- 
ment of  the  TVA  is  to  accompllsfal  the  suc- 
cess envisioned  by  the  law  which  HUthoriaed 
it,  it  must  have  at  its  head  men  Who  have 
the  enthusiasm  to  expand  Its  services  to  the 
region  which  it  serves  under  the  law.  In 
my  Judgment,  TVA  to  date  has  Just 
scratched  the  surface  of  Its  potentflalltlea  of 
service  to  the  people  of  the  Tennessee  Val- 
ley and  of  the  Nation.  It  should  have  at  Ita 
head  one  of  the  most  able  clvlllaa  author- 
ities in  the  field  of  public  power  development. 
I  do  not  think  General  Vogel  Has  thoaa 
qualifications. 

"5.  Lastly,  the  TVA  program  as  contem- 
plated by  the  law,  is  an  example  of  putting 
into  practice  that  great  tenet  that  a  govern- 
ment of  the  people  has  the  obligation  of 
doing  for  them  what  they  cannot  do  tat 
themselves  or  cannot  so  well  do  for  them- 
selves, but  what  needs  to  be  done  la  order  to 
promote  the  general  welfare. 

"However,  in  order  to  keep  democratic 
processes  strong,  efficient,  and  effective,  in 
carrying  out  that  tenet,  civilians  (hould  be 
appointed  pnd  employed  from  top  to  bott<^n 
in  order  to  make  it  a  living  example  of 
democracy  put  to  work. 

"The  Government  has  a  proprietary  inter- 
est In  TVA,  but  it  is  a  proprietary  Interest 
based  upon  a  cooperative  program  between 
the  Federal  Government  and  the  pieople  not 
only  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  but  at  the  Na- 
tion as  a  whole.  This  cooperative  program 
should  be  administered  In  keeping  with  the 
civilian  philosophy  of  business  management. 

"The  bringing  of  a  Corps  of  Army  Engi- 
neers high  ranking  officer  into  the  admin- 
istration of  TVA  will.  I  fear,  provt  to  be  a 
great  mistake,  and  therefore  I  voted  against 
the  nomination." 


AMENDMENl'  OP  THE  FLAMMABLE 
FABRICS   ACT 

Mr.  PURTSLL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  has  received  a  message  from  the 
House  with  respect  to  Senate  bill  3379,  to 
amend  the  Flt.mmable  Fabrics  Act,  so  as 
to  exempt  from  its  application  fabrics 
and  wearing  apparel  which  are  not  high- 
ly flammable.  I  request  that  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  to  that  bill  be  laid 
before  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Repiesentatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
3379)  to  amend  the  Flammable  Fabrics 
Act,  so  as  to  ej:empt  from  its  application 
fabrics  and  wearing  apparel  which  are 
not  highly  flammable,  which  were,  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert: 

That  section  4  of  the  Flammable  Fabrics 
Act  ( 15  U.  S.  C.  sec  11931  Is  hereby  amended 
by  Inserting  at  :he  end  thereof  the  following 
subsection: 

"(c)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  3.1  (Commercial  Standard  191-53. 
textiles  free  from  nap.  pile,  tufting,  fiock.  or 
other  type  of  raised  fiber  surface  when 
tested  as  descri  }ed  in  said  standard  shall  be 
classified  as  diss  1,  normal  flammablllty. 
when  the  time  c>f  flame  spread  is  3^  seconds 
or  more,  and  as  class  3,  rapid  and  intense 
burning,  when  the  time  of  flanw  spread  is 
less  than  3>2  seconds." 

And  to  amend  the  title  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  amend  section  4  of  the  Flam- 
mable Fabrics  Act.  with  respect  to  stand- 
ards of  flammability  in  the  case  of  cer- 
tain textiles." 

Mr.  PURTI:ll.  Mr.  President,  the 
House  has  am?nded  this  bill.  I  approve 
the  change  in  the  standard  of  flamma- 
bility. I  have  discussed  this  matter  with 
the  senior  member  of  the  minority,  both 
of  the  full  committee  and  the  subcom- 
mittee, and  they  agree  with  me.  How- 
ever, I  believe  the  House  should  have  ex- 
empted scarf;;  made  of  plain-surface 
fabrics,  as  the  Senate  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  Committee  and  the 
Senate  had  done,  or  otherwise  have  ad- 
justed the  standards  to  provide  for  im- 
portation of  siLks  that  present  no  hazard 
to  the  wearer.  I  hope  that  further  hear- 
ings next  year  will  convince  the  House 
that  this  is  necessary. 

In  view  of  tlie  lateness  of  this  session, 
pnd  because  tlie  bill  will  afford  our  do- 
mestic industry  much  needed  relief,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendments. 

The  PRES:DKiG  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the    Senator    from    Connecticut     [Mr. 

PURTELLl. 

Ihe  motion  was  agreed  to. 


IDENTITY  OF  CERTAIN  COMMUNIST- 
INFILTRATED  ORGANIZATIONS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  (S.  3706)  to  amend  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Act  of  1950 
to  provide  for  the  determination  of  the 
identity  of  certain  Communist-infiltrated 
organizations,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  earlier  in 
the  debate  this  evening  on  the  bill,  S. 
3706.  a  bill  to  amend  the  Subversive  Ac- 
tivities Control  Act  of  1950,  I  expressed 


my  position.  I  suppose,  by  implication 
from  the  inquiries  which  I  addressed  to 
the  Senator  from  Oregon.  In  particular. 
I  Indicated  I  felt  that  in  the  matter  of 
the  Communist  subversion,  the  labeling 
of  organizations  as  subversive  ought  not 
to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board,  but  as  proposed  by  the 
bill,  ought  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Board. 

I  want  to  assert  very  positively  that 
it  is  my  opinion  that  Communist  subver- 
sion cannot  be  regarded  as  a  question 
of  labor-management  relations.  It  is 
primarily  a  security  question.  Employ- 
ers should  not  be  charged  with  the  obli- 
gation of  def.ning  security.  Employers, 
in  my  judgment,  ought  not  to  be  give.i 
the  right  to  cite  labor  organizations  on 
that  score,  with  the  penalties  of  having 
such  organizations  denied  the  oeneflts 
of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  control  of 
Communist  subversive  activities  is  an 
exercise  of  the  police  power;  it  is  a  re- 
sponsibility of  Government  and  not  of 
the  employer.  That  is  why  I  think  this 
biU  is  soundly  based  in  providing  that" 
the  citations  shall  be  made  by  the  At- 
torney General  to  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Board  rather  than  by 
initiation  through  labor-management 
relations. 

During  the  debate  earlier  in  the  eve- 
ning, too,  the  suggestion  was  made  by 
other  Senators  that  this  was  a  matter 
v.'hich  ought  to  be  handled  by  the  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  Committee,  but  I  am 
advised  that  S.  1254,  when  Introduced  by 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  (Mr.  Gold- 
WATKRl,  proFKXsed  to  establish  efTective 
means  to  determine  Communist  domi- 
nation, and  had  several  other  features  in 
it,  including  features  now  in  S.  3706.  It 
went  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare,  and  by  a  unanimous 
vote,  on  January  15.  1954,  that  commit- 
tee asked  that  the  bill  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  if  that  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Yes ;  it  is  correct.  That 
bill,  S.  23,  and  S.  1606  were  considered  by 
our  task  force.  The  pending  bill  is  really 
a  committee  bill.  We  drew  on  each  one 
of  these  three  bills,  and  the  testimony 
adduced  before  our  task  force,  to  pro- 
duce the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  original  Goldwater 
bill  was  before  the  Senate  Conunittee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

Mr.  BUTLER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CASE,  By  unanimous  vote,  I  un- 
derstand, It  was  requested  that  the  bill 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Mr.  BUTLER.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  CASE.  In  other  words,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, the  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
Committee  itself,  by  unanimous  vote,  de- 
termined that  this  was  a  subject  which 
ought  to  be  considered  by  the  Conmiittee 
on  the  Judiciary,  which  deals  with  the 
police  powers  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  It  is  a  question  of  in- 
ternal security  and  not  of  labor  relations. 

Mr.  CASE.  There  is  one  other  point 
on  which  I  should  like  also  to  address  a 
question  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 
As  I  recall,  the  President  in  his  message 


to  the  Congress  pointed  out  that  the 
Communist  disclaLner  provisions  were 
not  presently  applicable  to  employers  un- 
der the  Labor-Management  Relations 
Act.  He  recommended  that  they  be  made 
applicable .   Then  he  said : 

Specific  proposals  for  legislation  dealing 
with  Communist  Infiltration  generally  are 
now  under  study. 

The  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare,  in  its  rep>ort  on  the  Labor- 
Management  Relations  Act  amendments, 
at  page  16  of  their  report,  said: 

The  Taft-Hartley  Act  now  requires  ofllcers 
of  labor  unions  to  file  with  the  Board  afB- 
davits  declaring,  among  other  things,  that 
they  are  not  Communists  and  that  they  do 
not  believe  in  or  advocate  the  overthrow  of 
our  Government  by  force  or  violence  or  by 
other  uncc»n8tltutlonal  meaiu.  The  com- 
mittee recognizes  that,  although  these  pro- 
visions were  at  least  partially  effective  during 
the  early  years  of  the  Taft-Hartley  Act,  they 
have  since  lost  much  of  tbis  effectiveness. 
Recently,  the  Attorney  General  stated' that 
new  approaches  to  this  problem  were  needed 
and  were  being  carefully  explored. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Maryland  if  the  bill  which 
is  now  before  the  Senate,  S.  3706,  carries 
any  recommendations  from  the  Attorney 
General  which  would  justify  the  assump- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  that  this  proposed  legislation  is 
an  outgrowth  of  the  study  which  the 
President  said  was  going  on  and  which 
the  Attorney  General  stated  was  being 
made  through  the  exploration  of  new 
approaches  to  the  problem,  and  whether 
or  not  this  bill  incorporates  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  It  does,  and  the  At- 
torney General  approves  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Maryland.     I  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
offer  an  amendment,  in  the  obture  of  a 
substitute  for  S.  3706,  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  and  ask  to  have  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute 
will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  follow- 
ing amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  sub« 
stitute: 

That  (a)  there  is  hereby  establLshed  a 
commission  to  be  known  as  the  "Commis- 
sion on  Security",  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  "Commission."  The  Commission  shall 
be  composed  of  12  members,  appointed  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  1  of 
whom,  so  designated  by  him,  shall  be  Chair- 
man of  the  Commission.  The  President  shall 
select  his  appointees  in  equal  nxunber  from 
outstanding  leaders  in  labor,  business  man- 
agement, and  the  general  public. 

(b)  There  shall  be  appointed.  In  addition 
to  the  members  provided  in  subsection  (a) 
of  this  section,  6  advisory  members,  who  are 
Members  of  the  83d  Congress.  3  of  whom 
shall  be  appointed  by  the  President  of  the 
Senate  and  4  of  whom  shall  be  appointed 
by  the  Speaker  of  the  House.  Advisory 
members  shall  have  aU  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  other  members  of  the  Commission, 
except  that  they  shall  not  have  the  right  to 
vote  upon  matters  before  the  Commission. 
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cf  Hm  OOmmtelon  ■haU 
pay  but  alMUl  be  anUttod  to 
in  Um  at  milMlsteiioe  wblla 
•ttaddlag  m— Mnga  oC  tlia  Conmlwkm  aw»y 
from  thatr  bomfM,  together  with  traaspar- 
tattom  coat*  and  otber  ezpeneae  Incidental 
to  attendance  vpen  maeb.  meetlncB. 

(d)  Um  e«pen—  ot  the  Onarnnl— km. 
whlGb  ahaU  not  aaeeed  •S04X)0,  ahaU  be 
paid  one-half  from  the  oonttngent  fttnd  of 
the  Senate  and  one-half  from  the  contlnymt 
fund  of  the  Hooae  of  Repreeentatlirea  upon 
vouehera  elcnad  by  the  cawlrman  ot  the 
Onminterion.  Dtobureements  to  paj  eodi 
espenaee  ihall  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Senate  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  Senate,  each  contingent  fund  to  be  reim- 
bursed from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
House  of  BepreeentatlTes  In  the  amount  of 
one-half  of  the  disbursements  so  made. 

Sac.  S.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Oom- 
mlasion  (1)  to  study  the  i««TaUlng  prac- 
tices and  conditions  In  all  branches  of  gor- 
emment  and  Industry  In  the  United  States 
pertaining  to  security  from  sabotage,  eeplo- 
nage.  and  other  actlTltles  designed  to  Injure 
the  tnterests  of  the  American  people,  the 
Uhlted  Btatee  Gtoremment,  the  eflkslent  tvase^ 
tkm  of  the  Industry,  and  the  good  rela- 
tionship between  labor  and  management;  (3) 
to  report  Its  findings  on  or  before  January 
IS,  IBM,  to  the  President,  the  President  of 
the  Senate,  and  the  Speaker  of  the  Bouse  of 
nepressntatHms;  and  (S)  to  recommmd  su<di 
admlnlstrattve  procedures  and  legislation  as 
the  Oommlsslon  riiall  deem  necessary  tipoo 
an  analysts  of  Its  findings  and  m  considera- 
tion of  the  existing  Internal  and  estemal 
danger  to  the  eecurlty  of  the  United  States. 

Sac.  S.  Tbm  Oommlsslon  shall  terminate 
upon  the  filing  ot  Its  report  as  provided  In 
SBetkma. 

The  FRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
quesdon  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  offered 
by  the  Senativ  from  Washington  [Mr. 
llaoirosoK]. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield,  so  that  I  may  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum,  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  he  will  not  lose  his  right 
to  the  floor? 

Mr.  MAONUBON.  I  yield,  with  that 
understanding. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  with 
the  imderstandlng  that  the  Senat<»-  from 
Washington  wiU  not  lose  the  floor.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum.  I  ask 
unanimous  consmt  that  I  may  suggest 
the  absence  ai  a  quorum  with  that  un- 
derstanding. 

Tlie  PRESromo  OFFICER.  Is  ther« 
ebjectkm?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Secretary  will  call  the  roU. 

The  Chief  Cterk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
nnanimous  consent  that  the  order  for  the 
quorum  can  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
Objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bar- 
iiTT  in  the  chair).  The  Senator  from 
California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield,  with  the  understand- 
Ingr  he  does  not  lose  his  right  to  the  floor  ? 

Mr.  MAONUSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  send  to  the  desk 
a  proposed  unanimous  consent  agree- 
ment and  ask  that  the  clerk  read  the 
same  tor  the  information  of  the  Senate. 
This  proposed  unanimous  consent  agree- 


ment is  being  presented  on  behalf  of  the 
minority  leader  and  the  majority  leader. 

The  mBSIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
cleilc  will  report  the  proposed  uAani- 
mous-consent  agreement. 

The  Lkgislativk  Clerk.  The  profosed 
unanimous  M>nsent  agreement  is  as  fol- 
lows^ 

UMAifiicOTis-CoNSurr  Ackieicent 

Ordered,  That  on  Friday.  August  13.  1954. 
after  the  mcvnlng  business,  the  Senate  sball 
proceed^to  the  consideration  of  the  confer- 
ence report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9757)  to  atnend 
the  Atomic  Xnergy  Act  of  1946,  as  amoiided, 
and  for  other  purposes,  and  that  debate 
thereon  be  limited  to  not  exceeding  3  hours. 
to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled,  rfspec- 
tlrely,  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa  (Mr.  Bick- 
■moopia]  and  the  Senator  from  Texae  [Mr. 

JORMSOM]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous  consent 
agreement?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MAONUSON.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAONUSON.  Before  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Utah,  who  has  a  con- 
ference report  to  present,  I  wonder  if  I 
may  have  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr,  Johnson]  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  California  [Mr.  Knowiahd] 
for  a  further  suggestion. 

Would  it  be  agreeable  with  both  the 
majority  and  the  minority  leader,  since 
it  is  now  close  to  10  o'clock,  if  I  should 
present  my  amendment  in  the  form  of  a 
substitute  and  take  about  10  minutes  to 
explain  what  it  means,  and  then  suggest 
we  have  a  unanimous  consent  that  we 
shall  vote  on  the  substitute  tomorrow 
at  11  or  12  o'clock,  or  at  any  time  the 
two  groups  can  agree  upon? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  believe  we  can 
arrive  at  a  reasonable  arrangement. 

Mr.  MAONUBON.  I  can  present  a 
Short  explanation.  The  Senators  are 
tired,  since  weiiave  been  here  all  day. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  majority 
leader  is  agreeable  to  any  reasonable 
pitQwsition. 

Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield 
to  me?  j 


Mr.  MAONUSON.     I  yield. 

OKOKS  FOB  SKCESS  trmTL    10  O'CLOCK  A.   M. 
TOMORBOW 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  completes  its  labors  today  it 
stand  in  recess  until  10  o'clock  tomor- 
row morning. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, reserving  the  right  to  object.  I 
wish  to  make  an  inquiry  of  the  majority 
leader.  Am  I  safe  in  assuming  that  we 
will  meet  Friday  morning  at  10  o'clock? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes;  it  is  planned 
to  have  the  Senate  meet  both  Friday 
and  Saturday  morning  at  10  o'clodk 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  What  would 
the  Senator  from  Washington  |Mr. 
Magwusoh]  suggest  as  a  time  to  vote 
on  ills  substitute? 

Mr.  MAONUSON.  Either  11  or  12 
o'clock. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sen- 
ate  meets  at  10  o'clock  in  the  mormng. 


it  will  take  about  30  minutes  for  the 
morning  hoiu". 

Mr.  MAONUSON.  Suppose  We  make 
it  at  12  o'clock,  with  1  hour  (or  both 
sides.  ! 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving tiie  right  to  object,  is  this  agree- 
ment with  reference  only  to  t|ie  Mag- 
nuson  substitute? 

Mr.  MAONUSON.  The  l^Rffnuson 
substitute. 

Mr.  ES^OWLAND.      Tliat  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  May  we  have  it 
understood  that  the  committed  which 
might  otherwise  be  in  session  be  not  per- 
mitted to  hold  sessions,  so  tliat  we  may 
have  our  membership  here  to  listen  to 
this  debate?  This  is  a  very  important 
subject  and  I  think  we  all  ought  to  be 
here  to  hear  the  alternative  proposals. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  M!r.  Presi- 
dent, in  response  to  the  Senator  frcmi 
Minnesota,  let  me  say  that  any  Senator 
may  object  to  any  committee  meeting 
during  the  session  of  the  Senate.  There 
are  certain  committees  which  afe  trying 
to  bring  out  conference  reports,  or  iter- 
haps  are  considering  the  final  Stages  of 
some  bill.  If  the  Senator  does  not  want 
them  to  meet  he  may  object  to  their 
meeting.    Any  Senator  can  do  that. 

I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  committee 
meetings  tomorrow,  but  the  ustial  pro- 
cedure is  for  the  committee  to  file  a  card 
stating  the  proposed  committee  meet- 
ing with  the  majority  leader.  The  ma- 
jority leader  then  refers  the  matter  to 
the  minority  leader,  with  the  question  as 
to  whether  there  is  any  objection. 

If  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  desires 
that  the  minority  leader  object  to  any 
committee  meetings  tomorrow,  the  mi- 
nority leader  would  be  delighted  to  ac- 
commodate him. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  do  not  wish  to 
be  fussy  or  obstinate  about  this  matter 
at  all.  but  it  was  just  my  feeling,  in  view 
of  the  rather  limited  amount  of  time 
we  are  going  to  have  on  this  important 
piece  of  legislation,  that  we  all  ought 
to  try  to  be  here,  if  humanly  possible. 
I  will  work  that  out  with  the  minority 
leader. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-coneent  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  CaHfomia? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, wtiat  was  the  unanimous-consent 
request? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Merely  that  when 
we  complete  our  labors  this  evening  we 
stand  in  recess  until  10  o'clock  tomorrow 
morning. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  majority  leader  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Yes.  | 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  understand  that 
the  unanimous-consent  request  does  not 
pertain  to  final  passage  or  any  other 
amendments,  but  only  to  the  Mtgnuson 
substitute? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  We  have  not  even 
gotten  that  agreement  yet 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Washington  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
do  not  wish  to  usurp  the  prerogatives  of 


the  minority  leader  or  of  the  majority 
leader,  but  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  do 
so  I  should  like  to  propose  a  unanimous- 
consent  request. 

I  request  that  tomorrow  at  12  o'clock — 
or  11:30.  as  some  Senator  has  sug- 
gested— tlie  Senate  vote  upon  the  so- 
called  Magnuson  substitute  for  the  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sen- 
ator will  withhold  his  request,  let  us 
draft  the  agreement  so  that  we  may  allot 
the  time  as  we  usually  do.  Then  the 
Senator  may  propose  it  before  he  con- 
cludes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  What  I  had  in 
mind  was  that  the  Senate  would  con- 
vene at  10  o'clock,  and  that  there  would 
be  the  usual  morning  hour  for  the  in- 
troduction of  bills  and  resolutions,  with 
speeches  not  to  exceed  the  2-minute 
limitation. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  And  then  there 
would  be  1  hour  of  debate  on  the  Magnu- 
son amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  sub- 
stitute. 

Ml.  KNOWLAND.  Normally  it  takes 
about  a  half  hour  to  conclude  the  morn- 
ing business.  Then  there  would  be  de- 
bate for  1  hour  on  the  Magnuson  amend- 
ment in  the  nature  of  a  substitute,  the 
time  to  be  divided  equally,  and  to  be 
controlled,  respectively,  by  the  propo- 
nents of  the  amendment  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute  and  the  distinguished 
senior    Senator    from    Maryland     IMr. 

BlTLER ] . 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  Is  entirely 
apreeable  to  me, 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  record 
will  show  the  agreement.  If  the  Chair 
will  put  the  question,  the  matter  can  be 
settled. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  advise  the  Senate  where 
the  foot  of  the  calendar  has  now  traveled 
to? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  foot  of  the 
calendar  will  be  picked  up  as  soon  as  the 
Senate  disposes  of  the  subversive  activi- 
ties bill. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
California. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Am  I  to  understand 
that  the  unanimous  consent  agreement 
which  is  prop>osed  will  apply  only  to  the 
Magnuson  amendment  in  the  nature  of 
a  substitute? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  will  apply  only 
to  the  Magnuson  amendment  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  substitute.  It  provides  for  no 
other  limitation  on  the  debate. 

Mr.  President.  I  submit  a  proposed 
unanimous  consent  agreement  and  ask 
that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  proposed  unanimous 
consent  agreement. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

UNANTMOUS   Ck)NSEI«T    AGXEXMRfT 

Ordered.  That  on  Thursday,  August  12. 
1954.  after  the  morning  business,  further 
debate  on  the  amendment  In  the  nature  of 
a  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Washington    [Mr.    Magnuson]    to    the    bill 


(8.  3706)  to  amend  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Act  of  1950  to  provide  for  the  de- 
termination of  the  Identity  of  certain  Com- 
munist-Infiltrated organizatlonB,  and  tar 
other  purposes.  Including  any  amendmenta 
or  motlonB  eubmitted  thereto,  shall  be 
limited  to  not  exceeding  1  hour,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled,  respectively, 
by  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Mag- 
nuson ]  and  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
I  Mr.  BuTLB]:  Provided.  That  no  amend- 
ment thereto  that  Is  not  germane  to  the 
subject  matter  of  the  amendment  shall  be 
received.     (August  11.  1954.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  proposed  unanimous 
consent  request?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
view  of  the  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment which  has  been  entered  into.  I 
shall  not  detain  the  Senate  for  more 
than  10  minutes. 

I  merely  wish  to  say.  at  the  outset, 
that  the  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute,  which  I  have  proposed,  is 
somewhat  comparable  to  the  objectives 
of  the  bill  introduced  in  the  House. 

The  House  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary has  reported  to  the  House  for  ac- 
tion a  resolution  which  is  similar  to  the 
amendment  which  I  propnase  now  as  a 
substitute.  So.  as  a  practical  matter,  if 
the  Senate  intends  to  do  something 
about  this  matter,  if  we  are  to  attempt 
to  achieve  the  goal  which  the  Judiciary 
Committee  is  trying  to  achieve,  and 
which  all  of  us  are  trying  to  achieve  as 
a  practical  legislative  matter,  it  seems  to 
me  that,  in  the  closing  hours  of  the  ses- 
sion, the  substitute  I  have  proposed 
should  be  adopted. 

The  House  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary reported,  after  consideration  of  two 
bills  similar  to  the  one  now  before  the 
Senate,  which  is  S.  3706.  a  resolution  in 
language  similar  to  that  which  is  con- 
tained in  Senate  Joint  Resolution  182. 

I  must  say.  however,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate,  that  later — why,  I 
do  not  know — the  House  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities  reported  sub- 
stantially one  of  the  bills  which  is  now 
before  the  Senate.  There  were  very 
vigorous  minority  views  with  respect  to 
the  bill,  which  were  signed  by  Repre- 
sentative Walter.  Representative  Doyle, 
and  Representative  Ffazier.  I  must 
confess  that  although  I  served  in  the 
House  for  a  long  time.  I  did  not  realize 
that  the  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities, which  is  a  special  committee,  is 
also  a  legislative  committee,  which  can 
report  bills.  But  apparently  the  Parlia- 
mentarian of  the  House  has  decided  that, 
technically,  that  committee  can  do  so. 

Nevertheless,  the  permanent  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary  of  the  House,  which 
discussed  both  of  these  phases  of  pro- 
posed legislation,  finally  submitted  a  pro- 
posal such  as  is  suggested  in  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  182.  the  resolution  which  I 
have  introduced  for  myself  and  on  be- 
half of  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Hennings],  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Is- 
land [Mr.  Green],  the  senior  Senator 
from  Montana  (Mr.  Mxtrkat],  the  junior 
Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  ManstibldI. 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  fMr.  Goul, 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Mokse], 


the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Lch- 
MAN],  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  KiLGOSK],  and  the  junior  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Jackson].  The 
joint  resolution  embodies  the  exact 
words  of  the  bill  which  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  has  reported  fav- 
orably to  the  House. 

Knowing,  somewhat,  the  legislative 
procedure  in  the  last  few  days  of  a  ses- 
sion, it  seems  to  me  that  the  House  is 
waiting  to  see  what  the  Senate  will  do 
with  respect  to  the  two  bills,  but  the 
House  has  suggested  strongly,  in  a  legis- 
lative way,  that  the  Senate  should  pass 
some  kind  of  resolution. 

House  Joint  Resolution  527.  as  it  was 
reported  by  the  House  Conunittee  on  the 
Judiciary,  differs  in  that  it  creates  a 
Conmiission  on  Security  in  Industry, 
only.  The  House  measure  does  not  ex- 
tend jurisdiction  to  the  Government. 

The  joint  resolution  I  have  introduced 
broadens  the  scope  of  the  Commission's 
responsibility,  which  is  also  embodied 
in  these  bills.  I  believe  this  to  be  proper 
and  necessary,  because  in  this  day  the 
activities  in  Government  and  industry 
are  so  closely  intertwined  as  to  be  almost 
inseparable. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  heard  what  the  Sen- 
ator from  Washington  had  to  say  in  re- 
gard to  the  House  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Washington 
is  aware  of  the  fact  or  not.  but  a  bill 
which  is  identical  with  that  which  is  the 
order  of  business  in  the  Senate,  S.  3706, 
has  been  reported  by  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities,  and 
is  now  awaiting  a  rule  in  the  House. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  stated  that  the 
House  Conmiittee  on  the  Judiciary  had 
reported  in  substance  the  resolution 
which  I  have  suggested;  but  subsequent 
to  that,  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  had  reported  a  bill 
similar  to  that  which  is  now  before  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  hcul  misunderstood 
the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  further  said  that 
I  must  confess  that  I  did  not  realize, 
although  probably  I  should  have  real- 
ized, that  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities,  which  is  a  special 
committee,  is  also  a  legislative  commit- 
tee. Apparently  the  Hotise  has  ruled  on 
a  point  of  order,  or  upon  a  suggestion  of 
the  Parliamentarian,  that  that  commit- 
tee has  the  right  to  propose  legislation. 

The  House  committee  has  the  following 
to  say  about  its  resolution: 

The  purpose  of  this  resolution,  as  amended. 
Is  to  establish  a  temporary  public  commission 
entrusted  with  the  task  to  study  practloes 
and  conditions  In  all  branches  of  Industry 
In  the  United  States,  as  tbey  pertain  to 
security  from  sabotage,  espionage.  C<Hninu- 
nlst  infiltration,  and  other  actlvlttoe  <le- 
signed  to  Injxire  the  Interest  of  tiie  United 
States;  and  to  recommend  such  Icgilalatlan 
as  the  Conunisalon  would  deem  niHisary  la 
the  light  of  Its  f»nrt«ne«  and  In  oonsMera- 
tlon  of  the  eiteting  danger  to  ttte  accartty 
or  the  United  States. 
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Am  stoted  Mttlier,  we  pnmoae  to  merely 
tngiewrt  Vbm  JurtaUetion  of  the  Gommto- 
akm,  t^TlBK  H  autliortty  and  leipanel- 
biUty  to  itadF  aeeurity  praframi  in  QoT- 
cnuneirt  with  •  view  to  eUmtnmtlng  over- 
iappipg  dupMotton,  but  •>  theaame  time 
^immOyBatam  saeh  prosrams. 

Mr.  President,  "seeurltr"  te  a  word  rai 
Cfeifeoe'i  Ups  tbeae  dagrs.  It  is  a  word 
that  Is  spoken  too  glibly  by  too  many. 
TUB  Is  a  dmgerous  time  for  our  coun- 
try, and  security  is  not  a  word  which 
should  be  bandied  about  lightly. 

Te(  it  is  sad  but  true  that  security  has 
not  been  gifen  enough  clear  thought  uid 
honest  acti<Hi.  Some  liaye  tried  to  uae 
the  sectirlty  issue  not  against  our  real 
enemy,  but  against  their  particular  po- 
litical opponents.  And  some  hare  failed 
to  think  ttiroui^  the  proUem  of  how  to 
conduct  security  programs  in  such  a 
way  as  to  protect  the  very  rights  of  ttie 
indlTidual  that  would  be  taken  away  by 
s  triumphant  enemy. 

Bven  among  Oovemment  agencies,  no 
dear  pattern  exists  for  a  security  pro- 
gram. Tnstend  there  is  a  crazy  quilt 
patchwork  that  has  been  built  in  a  hur- 
ry, clearly  showing  that  not  enough  care 
has  been  taken  to  avoid  dupUcation. 
Idoitical  personnel  locatkms  and  activi- 
ties are  subjected  to  security  screenings 
by  more  than  one  Oovnmment  agency. 
This  duplication  is  not  only  wasteful  and 
exasperating,  bat  can  be  dangerous.  It 
does  not  saf^^oard  us;  it  ties  our  hands 
with  ledtape. 

Even  where  duplication  exists  within 
an  area  (tf  screening,  other  parts  of  the 
area,  the  same  area,  may  not  be  covered 
at  aJI.  TTme  and  effort  is  wasted  in 
duplicate  screening,  while  other  areas 
are  neglected. 

In  addition,  there  Is  evidence  that 
Btune  Government  agencies,  designed  to 
help  protect  us  from  foreign  dictators, 
are  operated  without  pnq;>er  regard  for 
due  process  of  law  and  other  rights 
which  are  ccmsidered  basic  to  our  tradi- 
tion. Not  only  must  wasteful  dupli- 
cation be  avoided,  but  freedoms  and  due 
process  must  apply  to  Oovemment 
activities  in  the  security  field  too. 

A  recent  example,  showing  the  need 
for  a  security  commission  study  and  re- 
port, Is  the  so-called  security  program 
prapooedby  the  Federal  C<mununlca- 
tftone  OommiaBion. 

Doclnt  No.  11061  of  the  FGC  proposes 
to  launch  a  program  that  in  s(«ne 
re^oecta  dopUottes  security  programs 
that  have  been  in  effect  for  many  years. 
m  aaoCtier  phase  of  the  prc«ram,  the 
FOC  pt'opueee  to  acreen  what  amounts  to 
lees  than  10  percent  of  the  people  in  yet 
unsenened  fldtfs.  While  doing  this,  the 
FCX;  also  proposes  to  extend  the  secu- 
rity pragram  to  persons  and  activities 
that  in  no  way.  shape,  or  to/an.  can  be 
considered  sensitive  activities,  and  to 
peraonf  not  even  in  defense  industry  or 
communications. 

Tlie  FCC  ptxvNwes  to  screen  over  600,- 
600  holdeis  of  oommercial  radio  licenses 
and  permits  for  security  purposes, 
whether  Uieae  persons  are  engaged  in 
sensitive  areas  or  not. 

Of  these  license  holders,  many  that 
are  engaged  In  sensitive  or  aecurity 
covered  work,  are  alr^kly  screened 
thoroughly.    Take  the  example  of  the 


flhlp  radio  officers  who  are  already 
screened  by  Uie  United  States  Coast 
Ghiard  under  the  terms  of  the  Water- 
front Secuilty  Act  I  introduced  in  U950. 

What  need  Is  there  for  the  FCC  to 
barge  into  a  field  already  preempted  by 
the  Coast  Quard  under  Presidential  di- 
rective? That  sort  of  thing  is  not  only 
wasteful  duplication,  but  holds  the  threat 
of  being  worse — disruption  of  an  estab- 
lished security  system. 

Other  PCC  license  holders  are  similarly 
screened  by  the  agencies  already  active 
in  their  own  field.  In  each  of  the  activi- 
ties involving  a  license  holder,  numer- 
ous other  persons  working  with  him,  with 
the  same  amount  of  access  to  equipment, 
premises,  and  information  that  could  be 
used  to  injure  the  Nation,  are  screened. 
But  the  PCC  proposes  to  screen  only  the 
license  holder  as  a  proper  approach  to 
security.  The  license  holder  is  1  man 
in  10,  therefore  the  PCC  proposes  to 
acreen  but  10  percent  of  the  people  in 
these  areas. 

This  would  leave  vulnerable  pokits  in 
our  Nation's  armor  unprotected,  though. 
on  the  surface,  it  might  seem  to  t)e  a 
comprehensive  program. 

I  mention  the  FCC  proposal,  as  out- 
lined in  docket  11061,  because  I  think  it 
demonstrates  the  need  for  greater  coor- 
dination between  and  among  Govern- 
ment agencies  In  security  matters— and 
because  I  think  it  is  symptomatic  of 
what  a  security  commission  will  flnd  as  it 
proceeds  with  its  study  and  analyst  im- 
der  this  resolution. 

Mr.  President^  security  is  not  some- 
thing to  trlfie  with.  We  must  protect 
ourselves,  our  rights,  our  traditions,  and 
our  form  of  government  against  either 
intemsd  or  external  aggression.  I  point 
out,  however,  that  any  security  program 
must  likewise  protect  the  very  liberties 
it  seeks  to  preserve. 

Among  other  things,  this  means  that 
provision  must  be  made  for  appeal  and 
clearance  of  the  innocent  as  well  as  de- 
tection and  prosecution  of  the  guilty. 

We,  therefore,  are  offering  this  meas- 
ure which  proposes  a  "Hoover  Commis- 
sion" approach  to  the  security  problem — 
in  both  industry  and  Government  It 
will  make  available  the  experience  of 
men  most  capable  of  giving  the  Nation 
a  workable,  coordinated  security  pro- 
gram, with  prefer  safeguards  for  indi- 
vidual rights  and  liberties. 

As  I  said  earlier,  the  measure — if 
adopted — ^will  create  a  commission  to 
study,  to  analyze,  and  then  to  recom- 
mend to  the  Executive  and  the  Congress 
a  coordinated  program  for  security 
screening  of  persons  engaged  in  activi- 
ties necessary  to  our  defense;  to  elimi- 
nate duplication,  conflict  and  inadequa- 
cies of  existing  programs;  to  correct 
abuses — if  there  be  any — against  indi- 
vidual right*— all  to  the  end  that  the 
people  may  be  safe  from  enemies — 
whether  domestic  or  foreign — without 
the  sacrifice,  or  abuse,  or  destruction  of 
Individual  rights. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Recgrj  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks,  so  that  Senators 
may  by  tomorrow  be  able  to  read  it.  a 
report  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  which  relates 
to  the  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 


substitute  that  is  now  before  the  Senate. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  ordered  to  be  prmted  to  thie  RxcotD, 
as  follows: 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  whom 
wa«  referred  the  Joint  reaolutton  {H.  J.  R«s. 
627 )  to  provide  (or  the  protection  of  daf ena* 
facilities,  having  considered  the  same,  re- 
port favorably  thereon  with  aiaendmenta 
and  recommend  th^it  the  Joint  resolution  do 
psiss. 

The  amendments  are  as  follows: 

1.  Strike  out  all  after  the  resolvtng  clause, 
and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  (oU^wlng: 

"That  (a)  there  la  hereby  estlibUahcd  a 
commiselon  to  be  known  as  the  'OOmmlaalon 
on  Security  In  Industry.'  hereinafter  referred 
to  as  the  'Commission.'  Ttie  Commission 
shall  be  composed  of  13  members,  appointed 
by  the  President  of  the  United  Skates.  1  of 
whom,  so  designated  by  blm.  shall  be  Chair- 
man of  the  CommisBlon.  The  President  shall 
select  hU  appointees  In  equal  nuaiber  from 
outstanding  leaders  In  labor,  busitieas  man- 
agement, and  the  general  public. 

"(b)  There  shall  be  appointed.  Is  addition 
to  the  members  provided  In  subsection  (a) 
of  this  section.  6  advisory  members,  who  are 
Members  of  the  83d  Congress,  3  of  whom  shall 
be  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  Senate 
and  3  of  whom  siiall  be  appointed  by  the 
Speaker  of  the  House.  Advlaory  memben 
shall  have  all  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
other  members  of  the  Commission,  except 
that  they  shall  not  have  the  rlgtit  to  vote 
upon  matters  before  the  CommlaMon. 

"  <  c )  The  members  of  the  Gommiasion  shall 
serve  without  pay  but  shall  be  entitled  to 
$25  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subalstenot  white 
attending  meetings  of  the  Conunllsion  away 
from  their  homes,  together  with  transporta- 
tion coats  and  other  expenses  indidental  to 
attendance  upon  such  meetings. 

"(d)  The  expenses  of  the  Odmmlsslon. 
which  shall  not  exceed  $50,000,  sh$U  bs  paid 
one-half  from  the  contingent  futid  <tf  tbs 
Senate  and  one-half  from  the  Contingent 
fund  of  the  House  of  Representatives  upon 
vouchers  signed  by  the  Chairman  of  tbs 
Commission.  Disbursements  to  pay  such  ex- 
penses shall  be  made  by  the  8ecr«iary  of  the 
Senate  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  ths 
Senate,  such  contingent  fund  to  be  reim- 
bursed from  the  contingent  fued  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  in  tbs  Amount  of 
one- half  of  the  disbursements  •a  made. 

"Sec  2.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Commis- 
sion (1)  to  study  the  prevailing  practloes 
and  conditions  in  all  branches  of^lbe  indus- 
try In  the  I7nlted  States  pertaining  to  secu- 
rity from  sabotage,  espionage,  and  other  ac- 
tivities designated  to  injure  the  iatarests  at 
the  United  States,  the  efBcient  fenctlosi  of 
the  Industry,  and  the  good  relationship  be- 
tween labor  and  management:  (3)  report  Its 
findings  on  or  before  January  15.  l^SS.  to  tbs 
President,  the  President  of  the  Senate,  and 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repreeentatlves; 
and  (3)  to  recomend  such  leglalatAon  as  tbs 
Commission  would  deem  necessary  upon  an 
analysis  of  Its  findings  and  in  coqsideratlon 
of  the  existing  internal  and  exteraal  danger 
to  the  security  of  the  United  States. 

"Sbc.  3.  The  Commission  shall  terminals 
upon  the  flllng  of  its  report  as  pforided  In 
section  2."  1 

2.  Strike  out  the  preamble. 

3.  Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill 
to  provide  for  the  creation  of  a  C<)mmlsslon 
on  Security  in  Industry." 

PURPOSE    OF   THE    RCSOLTTTIO^ 

The  purpose  of  this  resolution,  as  amended. 
Is  to  establish  a  temporary  publio  commis- 
sion entrusted  with  the  task  to  study  prac- 
tices and  conditions  in  all  brancl^  of  in- 
dustry In  the  United  States,  as  th#y  pertain 
to  security  from  sabotage,  espionage.  Com- 
munist infiltration,  and  other  activities  de- 
signed to  injure  the  Interest  of  the  United 
States;  and  to  reconunend  such  legislation 


as  the  Commission  would  deem  necessary 
In  the  light  of  Its  findings  and  in  consid- 
eration ot  the  existing  danger  to  the  security 
of  the  United  States. 

CXNXXAI.    nrrOEMATTOM 

A  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  has  conducted,  since  Marcli  18, 
1954.  extensive  hearings  on  a  considerable 
number  of  legislative  measures,  introduced 
in  the  House,  for  the  piupose  of  providing 
adequate  means  to  cope  with  the  mounting 
danger  of  Internal  Communist  subversion 
and  the  closely  related  external  danger  to 
the  security  of  the  United  States. 

Among  the  measures  receiving  consider- 
able part  of  the  committee's  attention  were 
those  which  were  aimed  at  strengthening  the 
protection  of  all  branches  of  American  in- 
dustry in  a  nuknner  not  much  different  from 
that  which  is  authorized  under  the  kiagnu- 
son  Act  (64  Stat.  1038;  60  U.  S.  C.  101).  with 
regard  to  the  security  of  vessels,  piers,  and 
waterfront  facilities. 

Simultaneously,  the  committee  has  devot- 
ed much  of  its  time  to  the  study  of  certain 
organizations.  Including  a  smaU  number  of 
labor  unions,  which  appear  to  have  been 
infiltrated  by  skilled,  well-trained  Commu- 
nist agents  and  professional  agitators  to  a 
degree  which  justifies  the  assuntptlon  that 
such  organizations  are  in  effect  controUed 
by  the  Communist  Party  and  by  tbeir  foreign 
command  center. 

The  committee  was  Impressed  by  the  tes- 
timony of  certain  witnesses  *  who  opposed 
all  legislation  designed  to  atrengtncn  the 
internal  security  of  the  United  States.  By 
the  mere  choice  of  tbeir  language  and  by 
their  attitude  of  hate  and  contempt  for  the 
democratic  legislative  processes,  these  wit- 
nesses had  actually  confirmed  rather  than 
dispelled,  as  they  obviously  wanted,  tbe  im- 
pression that  Communist  Infiltration  of  cer- 
tain labor  and  professional  organintions  has 
gone  very  far.  notwithstanding  tbe  efforts  of 
the  enlightened  leadership  and  the  rank  and 
file  of  the  legitimate  labor  unions  fighting 
continuously  to  keep  the  Conununist  "ac- 
tivists" away  from  positions  in  which  they 
are  able  to  influence  tbe  policy  of  labor 
unions. 

Tbe  committee  believes  that  tbere  might 
exist  a  real  danger  to  tbe  national  defense 
and  the  scciulty  of  the  United  States,  stem- 
ming from  tbe  activities  of  Communist 
agents  who  have  attained  poslttons  of  control 
In  various  organisations  directly  acUve  in  the 
Industry,  including  such  vital  branches  of  it 
as  the  electrical  and  electronics  industry, 
chemical  plants,  the  communications  Indiu- 
try,  mining,  smelting,  etc. 

The  committee  also  found  that  tbere 
might  exist  tbe  danger  of  sabotage  and  es- 
pionage by  individuals  or  groups  wbo  had 
fallen  victims  to  the  sklUed  agente  at  Com- 
munist subversion.  It  is  understood  tbat  a 
definite  number  of  such  individuals  has  al- 
ready been  Identified.  Some  of  these  indi- 
viduals are  known  to  t>e  employed  In  defense 
facilities  where  sabotage  in  time  of  national 
emergency  or  in  time  of  war  would  seriously 
impair  the  military  eSectlveneas  of  tbe 
United  States. 

The  facilities  involved  are  privately  owned 
and  are  primarily  engaged  in  what  Is  re- 
garded as  normal  clvUlan  production.  Al- 
though there  is  authority  for  barring  sub- 
versive Individuals  from  facilities  directly 
engaged  In  the  performance  of  defense  con- 
tracts, there  is  no  similar  authority  with  re- 
spect to  the  facilities  not  so  directly  engaged, 
although,  as  in  tl3e  case  of  a  powerplant  or  a 
producer  of  other  basic  materials  or  sup- 
plies required  by  a  defense  contractor,  sabo- 
tage or  Interruption  of  production  by  these 
facilities   could   very  materially  curtail  de- 


'  Hearings  on  internal  security  legislation, 
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fense  production.  Bkplonage  Is  also  an  Im- 
portant consideration. 

Having  studied  two  bills  Introduced  at  the 
request  of  the  Attorney  General,  to  wit. 
House  Joint  BesoluUons  527  and  628.  the 
committee  has  found  that  the  language  of 
the  proposed  measures  is  not  sufficiently 
carefully  drawn  so  as  to  enhance  tbe  security 
of  the  United  States  on  the  one  hand,  but 
not  to  limit  the  constitutional  rights  of  in- 
dividuals on  tbe  other  hand.  The  commit- 
tee had  also  found  that  It  does  not  possess 
sulDclent  information  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  proposed  measures  and  rec- 
ommending to  the  House  for  passage  legisla- 
tion which  would  be  both  adequate  for  the 
protection  oC  the  interests  of  the  United 
States  in  difflcult  and  trying  times,  and  fully 
in  accord  with  American  traditions  and 
American  jtjrlsprudence. 

'Thus,  instead  of  recommending  to  the 
House  for  action  measures  hastily  drawn  and 
obviously  Inadequate,  the  committee  has 
come  to  tbe  conclusion  that  a  thorough 
study  by  an  impartial  pubUc  commission  ap- 
pointed by  the  President  of  the  United  States 
should  be  made  so  as  to  give  the  Congress  the 
benefit  of  impartial  study  and  expert  recom- 
mendations. 

Tbe  cccnmlttee  was  gratified  to  find  that 
the  American  F>ederatlon  of  Labor,  as  repre- 
sented by  Ita  president.  Mr.  George  Meany, 
and  tbe  Congress  of  Industrial  Organisa- 
tions, as  represented  by  its  president.  Walter 
P.  Reuther.  concur  In  Its  finding  of  the  neces- 
sity of  having  the  important  subject  of 
security  In  American  industry  investigated 
and  reviewed  so  as  to  devise  the  most  cffec- 
tlv«  means  of  combating  tbe  possible  cn- 
eroacbmfsnts  ot  external  Communist  aggres- 
sion and  Internal  Communist  subversion 
upon  American  industry. 

Having  considered  all  tbe  facts  In  the  case, 
tbe  committee  Is  of  tbe  opinion  that  House 
Joint  Resohitlon  677.  as  amended,  should 
pass,  and  It  so  recommends. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  also  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  hare  printed  in  tbe 
RBOoao  as  a  pcut  of  my  remarks  the 
minority  ylews  on  H.  R.  9838  of  mem- 
bers of  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities,  the  distinguished 
Members  of  the  House  of  Represento- 
tlves.  Mr.  Waltbb,  Mr.  Dotlk,  and  Mr. 
FRAzin. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  minor- 
ity views  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Rbcoid,  as  follows: 
Mmoarrr  Virws  To  AccoMPAirr  H.  R.  SSSS 

Tbe  bUl  H.  R.  B838  was  reported  by  tbs 
Comn\lttee  on  Un-American  Activities  with- 
out one  word  of  testimony,  pro  or  eon.  being 
Introduced,  or  a  report  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  submitted.  Tbe  biU  was 
caUed  up  for  oonslderstlon  when  a  bare  ma- 
jority at  tbe  committee  was  present  and  de- 
spite tbe  protests  of  Mr.  Waltkb  that  a  bUI 
ot  this  importance  should  not  be  considered 
without  at  least  having  an  explanation  made 
of  what  It  daes.  It  was  reported  by  a  vote 
of  4  to  1.  without  ever  going  through  tbe 
formality  of  reading  tbe  bill  for  amend- 
ment. 

This  bUl  is  similar  to  the  legislation  that 
was  considered  by  tbe  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  in  bearings  which  started  on  March 
18.  1964.  and  terminated  on  June  30,  1954. 
The  difference  between  H.  R.  9838  from  those 
under  consideration  during  these  hearings 
Is  that  not  a  single  word  of  testimony  in  all 
of  the  hearings  held  before  tbe  Judiciary 
OoouDtttee  oonoemed  H.  R.  9838.  The  effects 
of  tbls  legfaUti<»  are  farther  reaching  than 
apparently  tbe  proponents  understand.  As 
was  pointed  out  In  an  editorial  in  tbe  Wall 
Street  Journal  of  June  8.  1954 : 

"This  type  at  legislation  is  Intended  to 
extend  tbe  authority  contained  in  tbe  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act  of  1950." 


In  view  of  the  tact  tbat  much 
being  made  under  that  law.  it  secsis  dan- 
gerous to  us  to  report  a  far-reaching  bm 
which  may,  as  tbe  Wall  Street  Journal 
pointed  out,  "ctip  away  at  tbe  very  rights 
we  seek  to  save  hrom  tbat  (Communlstl 
menace."  We  are  firmly  of  tbe  "r*wl^>n 
that  a  continued  vigorous  enforcement  oC 
the  Smith  Act  obviates  tbe  necessity  to  leg- 
islate further  whea  socb  Isgislatlon  te  hur- 
riedly drawn  and  only  casually  oonsMersd. 

Up  until  now  we  have  dealt  with  tbe  pro- 
cedures followed  by  the  committee  nutjorlty 
in  approving  this  bill. 

We  also  have  grave  reserTati<nu  with  re- 
spect to  the  bill's  substantive  provlsioas. 
This  bill  Is  copied  word  by  word  from  S.  3706. 
Introduced  by  Senstor  Btm.xa  of  Maryland. 
In  general  outline  it  resembles  House  Joint 
Resolution  528,  introduced  at  tbe  request  of 
Attorney  General  Brownell,  on  which  tbe 
House  Judiciary  Committee  held  hearings. 

The  essence  of  this  bill  is  tbat  tbe  Sub. 
verslve  Activities  Control  Board,  created  t»y 
tbe  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950.  Is  author- 
ized to  screen  unions  to  determine  whether 
they  are  Communist-infiltrated.  TTie  bill 
does  not  in  terms  apply  only  to  labor  unions, 
but  the  penalties  provided  for  Conununlat- 
InfUtrated  organizations  seem  to  be  appli- 
cable only  to  unions.  The  principal  penalty 
is  that  a  union  found  to  be  Conununlst-in- 
filtrated  Is  to  be  forbidden  to  engage  In  c(d- 
lectlve  bargaining;  that  is,  It  Is  to  be  put  out 
of  business. 

It  is  dUBcuIt  to  avoid  the  conclusion  that 
this  bill  Is  a  step  toward  Government  licens- 
ing of  trade  unions.  Such  a  step  should  be 
taken  only  after  the  most  careful  consider- 
ation and  the  clearest  demonstration  of  its 
necessity.  Once  the  power  of  life  and  death 
over  unions  is  vested  in  a  Federal  agency, 
there  is  always  the  danger  that  it  may  bs 
misused.  Tbe  danger,  too.  cannot  be  over- 
looked tbat  tbe  bare  existence  of  such  a 
power  in  the  Federal  Government  will  in- 
timidate unions,  and  tend  to  make  them 
subservient  to  the  political  ends  of  whatever 
administration  may  be  in  power. 

On  June  1,  the  Wall  Street  Journal  said 
editorially  of  the  Attorney  Oeneral's  very 
similar  proposal: 

"We  recognise  tbe  trjrlng  task  tbe  Attorney 
General  and  his  law  oOoers  face  in  combat- 
ing the  secret  and  sinister  Communist  In- 
trigue. But  it  Is  not  tbs  part  of  wisdom 
ourselves  to  chip  away  at  the  v«ry  rigbte 
we  seek  to  save  from  tbat  menace." 

We  agree. 

A  free  trade-vnlon  movement  la  an  Im- 
portant bulwark  at  democraey.  Wbere 
flemocracy  has  been  destroyed,  as  in  Soviet 
Russia  and  Nad  Germany,  tbe  subordlnatloa 
of  unions  to  complete  government  oontroi. 
through  licensing  or  some  similar  drvloe. 
has  always  been  a  first  step  In  tbe  march 
toward  totalitarianism. 

It  seems  to  os  tbat  a  proposal  so  drastle 
as  tbls  bm.  one  which  departs  so  markedly 
from  this  ootintrys  democratic  traditions, 
should  be  entertamed  (1)  only  on  tbe  dear- 
est showing  at  necessity,  and  (3)  only  If  tbe 
bUl  provides  every  reasonable  safeguard 
against  abuse,  both  from  tbe  standpoint  of 
beiiw  precisely  drawn  and  of  oontalning  ade- 
quate procedural  safeguards. 

We  do  not  think  tbat  tbeee  teats  are  met. 

I.  Undoubtedly  tbere  are  In  this  ooimtry 
certain  so-called  unions  which  are  still  midcr 
Cc»nmunlst  domination.  Undoubtedly  tbe 
leadership  of  these  unions  seeks  to  use  tb«B 
to  promote  tlie  interests  of  Oovie*  Boasia. 
Undoubtedly  this  leatfersHtp  Is  tratttwous  to 
tbe  United  SUtes,  and  to  their  own 
and-flle  members. 

Every  indication,  however.  Is  Omt  tlds  sK- 
uatloB    is    improTfng    rather   tbaa 
worse,  and  tbat  tt  Is 
died    by    the    wurfcers 
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Jtolat  BawdnUoB  SSB — and  tbat  eom- 

mttt**.  anUlMi  tbta  one.  beUI  beartngi — waa 
tbat  ook  ctf  BOiiM  IS  unk»s  wblOi  In  1949 
wac*  CXxniBiinlst  dominated,  lialf  of  them 
liave  \rf  now  entirely  dlaapptakred.  while  the 
otlun  bat*  loat  auhetantial  membership. 
Tbla  taBttmonjr  further  showed  that  this 
liriinem  la  a  rftT'**""*"g  one:  Within  recent 
weriKs  tbe  Oommunlst-domlnated  t^llon« 
liava  ■offered  further  subetantlal   loss  of 


We  agree  that  ao  long  as  a  single  Com- 
Bonnlet  mlaleader  of  labor  remains  In  a  union 
olBoe  there  Is  no  occasion  for  complacency. 
But.  when  the  altviatlon  Is  getting  better  and 
not  wone,  neither  ic  there  occasion  for  hys- 
teria. 

a.  Loyal  American  unions  aflUlated  with 
the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  the  Con- 
gress Ot  Industrial  Organizations,  the  Rail- 
road Brotherhoods,  and  the  United  Mine 
Workers  are  doing  a  rery  effective  Job  of 
exposing  and  destroying  the  Communist  mis- 
leaders  of  lab(».  None  of  these  imlons  sup- 
porU  this  bill. 

On  the  contrary,  both  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor  and  the  Congress  of  Indus- 
trial OrgTsnlaatlons  have  expressed  opposition 
to  the  i^qproach  used  In  this  and  similar  bills. 
In  his  statement  to  the  Hotise  Judiciary 
Committee  on  House  Joint  Resolution  628. 
George  Meany,  president  at  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  said: 

"While  the  authors  of  the  bill  naturally 
have  no  such  intent,  there  Is  real  danger  that 
the  proTlaions  of  this  bill  could  be  readily 
directed  against  legitimate  trade  union 
organlBatlons. 

"The  charge  of  communism  Is  often  loosely 
made  and  on  many  occasions  has  been  di- 
rected against  legitimate  labor  unions.  Be- 
cause unions  must  flrom  time  to  time  resort 
to  pubUc  protests  to  gain  Just  ends  or  de- 
fend a  minority  view,  or  because  a  union 
organisation  campaign  may  involve  a  conflict 
of  Ideas,  ill-informed  or  malicious  individuals 
frequently  try  to  arouse  antiunion  senti- 
ment by  attacking  union  representatives  or 
particular  labor  organizations  as  "Commu- 
nist." If  such  attacks  were  to  be  given 
credibility  and  force  by  an  ofBdal  charge 
of  Communist  infiltration,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, the  status  of  a  bona  fide  union 
might  easily  come  Into  Jeopardy. 

"Under  the  bill,  charges  against  organiza- 
tions are  inltuted  only  by  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral. While  we  are  confident  that  the  pres- 
ent Attorney  General  would  not  use  the 
propoeed  law  to  injure  legitimate  Ubor 
unions,  it  is  quite  conceivable  that  such  an 
official  hostile  to  labor  might  utilize  such  a 
law  as  a  weapon  against  all  unions." 

Similar  apprehensions  were  voiced  on  be- 
half at  the  Congress  of  Industrial  Organiza- 
tions. 

S.  The  standards  contained  in  this  bill  for 
determining  whether  a  union  Is  Communist 
Infiltrated  are  so  vague  as  to  threaten  the 
Innocent  along  with  the  guilty.  Thus  the 
bill  lists  seven  criteria  which  the  Board 
Is  to  take  into  consideration  in  determin- 
ing whether  an  organization  is  Communist 
Infiltrated.  Typical  of  these  criteria  Is  (3), 
which  reads: 

"(3)  the  extent  to  which  the  personnel 
and  resources  of  such  organization  are.  or 
within  6  years  have  been,  used  to  further 
or  promote  the  objectives  of  any  such  C<nn- 
munlst  organisation,  government,  or  move- 
ment." 

This  language  fails  to  make  it  clear  that 
an  organisation  is  to  be  proscribed  only  if 
It  was  deliberately  used  for  the  purpoee  and 
with  the  nuitive  of  pronu>tlng  communism. 
It  seems— though  surely  that  would  not  be 
the  Intent — ^to  permit  conviction  upon  a 
mere  showing  of  a  coincidence  of  views  on 
some  subjects  between  the  accxised  organi- 
zation and  the  Communist  Party. 

To  aome  extent  this  objection  could  be 
ta»\  by  tli^tening  up  the  definition,  cru 


teria,  etc.  To  a  considerable  degree,  how- 
ever, it  is  inherent  in  the  nature  otf  the 
bill's  approach,  of  dealing  with  attitudes 
and  afllLlatlons  rather  than  with  specific 
Illegal  acts.  As  the  Wall  Street  Journal  edi- 
torial already  referred  to  said: 

"As  we  see  it,  the  trouble  with  Mr.  Brown- 
ell's  bill  is  that  he  here  seeks  not  to  expose 
organizations  or  to  punish  people  for  what 
they  have  done,  but  to  punish  people  for 
what  they  may  be  in  a  position  to  do." 

4.  The  bill  applies  not  only  to  organiza- 
tions which  are  "Communist-lnaitrated" 
now,  but  to  any  which  have  been  "Within 
6  years."  This  provision  Is  not  only  unjust. 
but  would  deter  unions  from  he*ealter 
throwing  off  Communist  leadership.  It 
nuUus  the  bill  wholly  self-defeating — and 
demonsti'ates  how  superficial  Is  the  consider- 
ation which  this  proposal  has  received. 

Within  the  last  5  years  many  local  anions 
have  broken  away  from  Communist-domi- 
nated international  unions,  and  have  trans- 
ferred their  affiliation  to  loyal  American  or- 
ganizations. That  is  the  form  whldh  the 
destruction  of  Communist-dominated  inter- 
national unions  has  taken  over  the  pact  few 
years,  and  is  taking.  In  soi<ie  instanoes  the 
elected  leadership  of  the  local  union  has 
broken,  with  the  Conununlst  Party  add  led 
the  move  out  of  the  Communist-dominated 
international.  In  other  situations  rank-and- 
file  workers  have  revolted  against  aad  re- 
placed local  leadership  which  continued  sub- 
servient to  communism. 

It  seems  to  us  ttiat  developments  like 
these  should  have  the  encouragement  and 
approbation  of  the  Government.  T«t  this 
bill  would  threaten  with  destruction  these 
local  unions  which  broke  away  from  Com- 
miinist-dominated  internationals,  if  the 
break  was  within  the  last  5  years. 

Tills  provision  is  unjust.  It  Is  unjust  as 
to  organizations  whose  leadership  continues 
the  same,  if  those  leaders  have  genuinely 
broken  with  communism.  We  In  this  coun- 
try l>elleve  that  it  is  never  too  late  to  reform. 
We  presumably  do  not  believe  that  a  man 
should  be  forbidden  to  be  a  union  official 
because  he  was  a  Communist  4  yeai«  ago, 
or  that  the  union  should  he  punished  be- 
cause he  was  a  Communist  4  years  ago. 
Certainly  this  committee,  and  other  com- 
mittees of  the  Congress  as  well,  relies  In  its 
work  upon  the  testimony  of  avowed  former 
Commimlsts.  Presumably  this  committee 
regards  these  witnesses  as  reliable,  auid  as 
performing  a  service  for  their  country.  Yet, 
under  this  bill,  these  men  would  be  barred 
from  union  office,  and  unions  electing  them 
would  be  subject  to  destruction. 

If  this  provision  is  unjust  as  to  Anions 
whose  leaders  have  reformed,  it  is  doiibly  so 
as  to  unions  who  have  replaced  leadership 
which  would  not  abandon  the  Communist 
Party.  Yet  these  unions,  too,  would  be  sub- 
jected to  destruction  under  this  bill. 

As  far  as  the  practical  effect  of  this  pro- 
vision goes,  it  might  well  be  entitled  a  pro- 
posal to  insure  continued  Communist  con- 
trol of  unions.  What  incentive  is  there  for 
a  union  official  to  renounce  the  Communist 
Party  if  by  doing  so — and  admitting  his  for- 
mer Communist  membership — he  s\ft)Jecta 
the  union  to  destruction?  What  incentive 
is  there  for  a  union  to  replace  Commu- 
nist leaders  if  by  denouncing  them  as  Com- 
munists it  subjects  the  union  to  destrvctlon 
by  the  Government?  Under  this  proposal 
the  Government  would  penalize  the  very 
conduct  it  should  encourage. 

Obviously,  this  bill  has  not  been  thought 
through.  Obviously,  there  is  danger  tSiat  it 
would  do  more  harm  than  good. 

That  Is  what  the  House  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee decided  after  considering  a  similar 
proposal — ^House  Joint  B^olutlon  528.  That 
committee  concluded  that  Communist  in- 
filtration of  unions  does  present  a  substan- 
tial {MToblem,  and  one  which  merits  careful 
and  thoughtful  consideration.    But  k  was 


not  convinced  that  legislation  of  this  type 
Is  the  answer.  The  Judictary  Oommittee 
therefore  proposed  the  creation  of  a  blpcuti- 
san  public  commission,  having  industry  and 
labor  representation,  to  study  tfcls  whole 
problem  and  report  back  to  the  Congress 
next  January.  This  proposal  hae  received 
the  support  of  both  the  American  federation 
of  Labor  and  the  Congress  of  Industrial  Or- 
ganizations. 

We  think  that  is  a  rational  and  construc- 
tive proposal. 

This  problem  of  Communist  Iftflltratlon 
of  unions  should  be  dealt  with  carffully  and 
thoughtfully.  It  should  be  dealt  with  in  a 
way  which  will  not  damage  tz-adltlonal 
American  liberties,  or  bring  us  cloaer  to  the 
totalitarianism  this  bill  purports,  to  guard 
against. 

This  Is  an  Issue  on  which  politics  should 
be  shelved :  those  who  seek  to  maloe  political 
capital  out  of  it  will  only  do  the  country  a 
grave  disservice. 

PaANcis  E.  WaLTxa. 

Cltde  Dotlx. 

James  B.  FxAtiza.  Jr. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  Pretident.  I 
also  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  as  a  paft  of  my 
remarks,  so  that  Senators  may  be  able 
to  analyze  them  tomorrow,  th0  follow* 
ing  documents: 

A  letter  dated  July  16,  1954,  from  the 
United  Electrical,  Radio  and  Machine 
Workers  of  America:  an  editorial  en- 
titled, 'The  Legal  Scattergune,"  pub- 
lished in  the  Wall  Street  Journal  of  July 

14,  1954;  and.  while  it  is  too  long  to  have 
published  in  the  Record,  I  will  say  that 
the  same  conclusions  are  reachHl  by  the 
oQcial  publication  of  the  Brotherhood 
of  Railroad  Trainmen;  an  editorial  en- 
titled "Industrial  Infiltration,"  pub- 
lished in  the  New  York  Time*  of  July 

15,  1954;  another  editorial  entiWed  "The 
Curfew  at  Sundown"  published  in  the 
Wall  Street  Journal  of  July  21.  1954;  an 
article  entitled  "The  Rights  Wa  Seek  To 
Save,"  published  in  the  Wall  Street 
Journal  of  June  1,  1954;  an  editorial  en- 
titled "Dangers  Lie  in  Mr.  Bhxiwnell's 
Plan'  published  in  the  Courlei*-Joumal 
of  Louisville.  Ky..  of  May  12,  1954,  In 
which  some  of  the  risks  now  before  us 
are  pointed  out;  a  letter  which  I  ad- 
dressed to  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  HenningsI  relating  to  thi|  matter. 
dated  August  2,  1954;  a  letter  written  to 
the  Congress  by  the  President  of  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor,  Mr. 
George  Meany,  dated  July  12, 1964;  and  a 
letter  which  was  written  to  tile  chair- 
man of  the  Senate  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  by  Mr.  Walter  P.  Reuther. 
president  of  the  CIO,  dated  July  12, 1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  docu- 
ments were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 
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United  Ei.ectrical,  Radio  and  , 
Machine  Wokkexs  or  AMnttCA, 

New  York.  N.  Y..  July  iS.  1954. 

Dear  Senator:  In  the  last  few  days  spokes- 
men for  16  million  organized  American 
workers  have  spoken  in  direct  opposition  to 
certain  legislation  pending  before  the  United 
States  Senate.  This  legislation  la  the  bill. 
proposed  by  Attorney  General  BrOwnell,  to 
license  unions,  and  Introduced  by  Senators 
Fehgtjson,  BtTTLER,  McCarran  and  Wnjoa 
(S.  3706). 

We  are  calling  your  attention  la  the  en- 
closed material  to  some  of  these  Recent  ac- 
tions and  earnestly  urge  you  to  not  only 
vote  against  these  proposals  but  also  to  speak 


and  act  in  oppoeltlon  to  these  un-American 
proposals. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Albert  J.  FmoRKAui, 

Oenerai  President. 

[From  the  Wall  Street  Journal  of  July  14, 
1954] 

THB  LiX'lAL   SCATTBaCUNS 

Some  of  Attorney  General  Brownell's  bills 
to  control  subversion  and  to  combat  commu- 
nism have  caught  a  cold  eye  in  Congress  and. 
In  our  opinion.  Jwitly  so.  For  there  was  the 
look  of  a  scattergxm  atx>ut  them. 

It  is  true  that  his  wiretap  bill,  which  this 
newspaper  opposes,  probably  will  become  law 
In  some  fashion  or  other.  But  it  has  been 
whittled  down  In  both  House  and  Senate,  and 
In  the  conference  committee  perhaps  even 
more  restrictions  will  be  placed  on  the  use 
of  wiretapping. 

Mr.  BrowneU's  bills  to  control  subversion 
in  private  Industry — such  as  powerplants  and 
those  engaged  in  defense  contracts — and  to 
allow  the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board. 
after  court  action,  to  dissolve  any  union  or 
private  business  If  it  were  "Communist- 
infiltrated."  are  dead  for  this  session  unless 
the  House  Judiciary  Committee  reverses 
Itaelf. 

The  bills  were  v/rltten  in  lang:uage  that 
was  too  sweeping.  One  of  them  allowed 
Issuance  of  orders  t)  bar  people  from  employ- 
ment If  there  was  reasonable  ground  to  be- 
lieve they  might  engage  In  sabotage,  espi- 
onage or  other  subversive  activities.  The 
orders  could  be  issued  not  Just  when  there 
was  a  national  emergency  but  also  in  cases  of 
"threatened  disturbance  of  the  international 
relationships"  of  this  country,  a  state  of 
•flairs  we  are  hardly  ever  not  In  the  midst  of. 

Mr.  BrowneU's  c<  mpanlon  measure  went 
even  further  into  determining  guilt  and 
meting  out  punishment  not  for  what  people 
have  done,  or  even  on  proof  that  they 
planned  to  do  it,  but  on  "the  extent  to 
which"  they  fit  Into  patterns  which  could 
legally  classify  unons  and  businesses  as 
Conmiunist  infiltrated.  But  the  patterns 
themselves  are  uncl<^ar,  and  the  proposal  did 
not  attempt  to  set  forth  limits  to  the  "ex- 
tent to  which"  doctrine.  Indeed  it  would 
have  been  ImposslUe  to  do  so;  and  while  this 
doctrine,  if  adopted  Into  law,  doubtless  would 
have  gathered  In  bo  ne  subversives  and  Com- 
munists, many  innocent  people  may  also 
have  been  injured  In  the  process. 

We  recognize  tht  t  it  Is  difficult  to  pin- 
point a  law  against  a  hidden  conspiracy  and 
a  dedicated  treason  But  we  do  think  that 
to  punish  people  ty  the  extent  to  which 
they  may  l>e  able  to  do  some  Injury  or  to 
authorize  the  Invasion  of  privacy  by  wire- 
tapping Is  to  use  egal  scatterguns  better 
left  to  the  police  states  most  Americans 
oppose. 

(Prom  the  New  Tori  Times  of  July  15,  1954 J 

INDUSTKIAI.  iNnX-TRATIOM 

The  House  Judlch.ry  Oommittee  has  acted 
with  courage  and  visdom  in  a  field  where 
both  have  been  singularly  lacking  of  late; 
how  to  deal  with  the  internal  threat  of 
communism  in  the  United  States. 

Last  May  Attorney  General  Brownell.  with 
White  HouEe  approval,  sent  identical  bills 
to  the  House  and  Stnate  which  went  so  far 
as  to  authorize  the  actual  dissolution  and 
liquidation  of  labor  unions,  business  firms, 
and  other  organizations  upon  a  finding  by 
the  Subversive  Actlv:tles  Control  Board  that 
they  were  Communist  infiltrated.  The  bUl 
attempted  to  deOne  this  well-worn  phrase 
with  as  little  succets  as  might  have  l>een 
expected — especially  ;or  those  who  might  be 
charged  with  the  idminUtraUon  of  the 
law.  On  July  6  the  Senate  committee 
shelved  the  bill  on  thu  ground,  among  others, 
that  even  the  Communist  Party  Itself  has 
not  been  either  liquidated  or  dissolved.    The 


conmlttce  approved  a  less  drastic  measure 
that  would  rcqiiire  an  mmtrated  organisa- 
Uon  to  register  under  the  Subversive  Ac- 
tiviUes  Control  Act,  with  a  loss,  if  it  were 
a  labor  union,  of  collective  bargaining  rights, 
and  other  protections  afforded  by  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

Now  the  Hotise  committee  has  turned 
down  the  Brownell  proposal  completely  and 
approved  a  bUl  of  BepresenUtive  Waltb. 
of  Pennsylvania,  to  set  up  a  commission 
composed  of  12  memt^ers,  4  each  from  in- 
dustry and  labor,  and  4  representing  the 
public,  with  3  congressional  advisers,  to  study 
the  whole  problem  of  security  In  industry 
and  to  make  recommendations  for  action  to 
Congress.  The  President  and  the  officers  of 
Congress  are  authorized  to  make  appoint- 
ments to  the  Commission,  which  would  have 
to  submit  its  report  before  January  15  of 
next  year. 

We  hope  the  committee  will  favorably  re- 
port the  Walter  bill  without  delay,  that  the 
Senate  wUl  suljstitute  a  similar  bill  for  the 
one  now  on  Its  docket,  and  that  both  Houses 
will  promptly  pass  it.  The  Brownell  legis- 
lation was  more  like  that  of  a  police  state 
than  of  a  free  democracy,  and  would  have 
beeiv  impossible  to  administer  even  had  it 
been  either  wise  or  necessary. 


[From  the  Wall  Street  JoiUTial  of  July  21, 
1954] 

Thi  CtTRTZW  AT  StTNDOWlf 

If  the  poUoe  in  a  city  of  some  640,000  people 
knew  that  there  were  100  housebreakers 
about,  the  police  would  do  their  best  to  keep 
an  eye  on  them.  But  the  law  officers  would 
not  declare  a  sundown  curfew  for  everyone 
in  the  town  in  order  to  catch  the  lawless 
hundred. 

In  this  country  there  are  an  estimated 
35.000  dedicated  Communists.  They  are 
dedicated  to  the  violent  overthrow  of  law, 
order,  and  the  Government.  The  problem 
of  controlling  their  activities,  keeping  a 
check  on  their  movements,  learning  of  their 
contacts,  and  countering  their  subversive 
plots  Is  a  hard  task  indeed.  How  difficult 
it  is — and  how  aware  of  the  difficulty  are 
the  FBI,  the  Justice  Department,  and  con- 
grecsional  committeees  which  have  investi- 
gated the  problem — Is  clearly  indicated  in 
the  number  of  bills  Introduced  into  this  Con- 
gress to  control  subversion. 

Some  of  these  proposals  came  from  the 
Attorney  Oenerai,  some  from  congressional 
committees,  and  some  from  individual  Mem- 
bers of  Congress.  All  of  them  are  well-in- 
tentioned; they  seek  to  strengthen  the  secu- 
rity of  the  Nation.  But  many  of  them  are 
questionable,  and  some  of  them  endanger  the 
rights,  privileges,  and  Immvnltles  not  of 
Communists  alone  but  of  the  100  million  of 
the  rest  of  us. 

To  close  a  loophole  In  a  law  Is  one  thing, 
but  to  create  a  lot  of  new  laws  which  place 
in  Jeopardy  peaceful  people  as  well  as  the 
lawless  is  not  the  way  to  go  about  it. 

The  Government  has  Jailed  the  top  eche- 
lon of  Communists.  It  has  also  convicted 
the  second-string  Reds.  These  verdicts  were 
obtained  under  a  law  making  it  a  crime  to 
teach  or  to  advocate  or  to  conspire  to  over- 
throw the  Government  by  force  or  Tlolence. 

That  law,  in  our  view,  is  a  necessary  one. 
But  the  climate  in  which  laws  are  adopted 
and  used  or  left  unused  on  the  books  is  as 
important  as  the  law  Itself.  Would  any  law, 
in  the  rather  revolutionary  climate  of  the 
1930's,  ha%'e  been  used  against  the  members 
of  the  Ware  cell  which  operated  almost 
openly  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture? 
Would  the  present  laws  have  then  been  used 
against  Alger  Hiss,  WUliam  Remington,  or 
the  late  Harry  Dexter  White? 

Reports  on  many  of  these  men  were  made 
by  the  FBI  to  their  department  heads,  and 
they  were  shrugged  off.  The  White  House 
itself  had  Mr.  White's  record   prior  to  his 


appointment  as  United  SUtes  DIrectar  of 
the  International  liosietary  rund,  but  tiM 
appointment  was  made  and  confirmed  by  an 
unknowing  Senate  nonethticaa. 

There  is  still  another  cUmate  which  affect* 
the  wisdom  and  usefulness  of  lawa.  The  old 
days  of  diffidenoe  about  or  sympathy  to  com- 
munism are  now  gone.  Most  pec^Ie  ar« 
aware  of  the  dangers,  and  there  Is  now  a 
great  commotion  to  pass  laws  to  cure  the 
evil. 

This  climate,  we  think,  is  the  reason  for 
the  danger  in  aome  of  the  proposals.  A 
wiretap  law  is  now  before  the  Senate  Judi- 
ciary Committee  becauae  wiretapping  waa 
used  against  Judith  Coplon,  and  she  waa 
freed  becaiise  that  system  of  gathering  evi- 
dence is  inadmissible  in  Federal  courts.  No 
wiretap  law  was  needed  to  convict  all  the 
rest,  and  in  our  view  no  wiretap  law  Is  nec- 
essary to  the  coxmtry's  security.  It  la  a  bad 
law.  and  we  hope  it  fails  of  passage. 

The  same  committee  has  before  it  a  biU 
to  grant  immunity  to  congressional  mvesti- 
gatlon  witnesses  and  thus  to  force  them  to 
testify.  We  think  this  is  also  a  bad  pro- 
posal, for  it  does  damage  to  the  fifth  amend- 
ment. That  constitutional  restraint  on 
Government  was  not  placed  there  for  the 
convenience  of  Communists  alone,  and  to 
remove  it  in  the  one  case  is  to  set  a  precedent 
for  another  case,  in  another  climate. 

We  have  expressed  heretofore  in  these  col- 
umns our  opposition  to  Mr.  BrowneU's  bill, 
which  would  empower  a  Government  agen- 
cy— with  the  right  of  court  review — ^to  close 
down  a  union  or  a  bxismess  on  "the  extent  to 
which"  it  is  determined  such  an  organiza- 
tion may  be  Conununlst  inftltrated.  A  phi- 
losophy of  "extent  to  which"  is  a  dangerotis 
one;  it  punishes  not  for  what  has  been  done 
but  becr.use  a  person  or  a  business  or  a 
union  may  be  in  position  to  do  a  thing. 

Apart  from  their  danger  to  innocent  peo- 
ple, these  proposals  are  not  necessary  from 
a  security  standpoint.  Mr.  Brownell  said. 
Just  short  of  a  year  ago,  tluit  Government 
attention  to  the  present  laws,  such  as  the 
Smith  Act,  has  reduced  Communist  Party 
membership  from  100,000  to  25,000. 

We  think  even  1  Communist  in  the  schools, 
in  Government,  in  the  Armed  Forces,  in  de- 
fense plants,  is  1  too  many.  We  think  also 
that  sundown  curfews  for  160  million  people 
are  not  the  way  to  go  about  controlling  Com- 
munists. 

(From   the  Wall   Street  Journal  of  June  1, 

1954] 

Thz  Rights  We  Sock  To  Savz 

We  doubt  if  there  are  many  people  about 
who  will  question  that  communism  in  the 
United  States  is  a  serious  problem  for  those 
whose  responsibility  is  the  Nation's  security. 
The  internal  Communist  movement  was  rec- 
ognized by  the  Congress  as  a  clear  and  pres- 
ent danger  to  that  security  when  it  enacted 
the  Internal  Security  Act  of  19S0. 

The  difficulty  arises  when  the  Congreaa 
tries  to  make  security  secure,  or  when  the 
officers  charged  with  maintaining  security 
go  alxiut  doing  it.  It  is  not  an  easy  task 
for  the  one  or  the  other. 

Proof  that  it  is  not  easy  lies  in  the  sug- 
gestions Attorney  General  Brownell  has  made 
from  time  to  time  to  tighten  the  net  about 
communism.  He  has  aslLed  that  wiretap- 
ping lie  legalized  for  admission  as  evidence. 
He  has  asked  that  a  law  he  passed  which 
would  compel  witnesses  invoUng  the  fifth 
amendment  to  testify  if  granted  immunity 
from  prosecution  in  connection  with  any- 
thing testUied  alx>ut. 

It  was  not  lack  of  appreciation  of  the  tasks 
before  Mr.  Brownell  but  awareness  of  the 
dangers  we  thought  inherent  in  tbeae  pro- 
posals that  convinced  us  they  wtf«  wrong. 
These  suggestions  may  make  tb»  Job  a  btt 
easier  for  the  Justice  Department,  bwt  tbcy 
would  whittle  away  rights  and  pnvUctes  «C 
the  citiaens  all  the  same. 
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Mr.  BnvnA  has  reeenitly  propoaed  two 
Oftlkar  tews  to  knit  VxtflbtAm  be  finds  In  Vbm 
1960  Xatnoal  B&emVLf  Act. 

On*  of  tlMW  deals  directly  irltb  the  prob- 
lem of  security  of  prtrste  facilities— such 
as  powar  plants  or  producers  of  supplies  re« 
qnb«d  by  deCenss  plants — and  would  em- 
powor  tbs  President  to  Issus  regulations  to 
bar  IndMduals  from  employment  where 
there  Is  reasonable  ground  to  believe  that 
they  may  engage  in  sabotage,  espionage,  or 
other  subrerstve  activities.  8uch  regulations 
may  Issue  when  the  President  finds  that  the 
Ration's  ssenrlty  is  endangered  "by  reason 
of  actual  or  threatened  war,  or  Invasion,  cm 
InstuTsetian.  or  subversive  sctivlty.  or  of  dls- 
tnrbanos  or  threatened  disturbance  of  the 
Intcraatlonal  relations"  of  the  eoimtry. 

The  latter  reason  would  seem  a  rather 
sweeping  one;  and  we  trust  that  the  Con- 
gress wHl  speU  out  speclllcaUy  what  It  means. 
But  in  any  case,  the  proposal  has  much  merit. 
A  Communist  at  the  switches  of  a  great  city's 
powerplant  could  do  great  damage  at  an 
opportune  time. 

Under  Itr.  Brownell's  other  propoeal  any 
organiaati<m — including  a  private  business  or 
a  Tinlon — may  be  destroyed  If  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Board  determines  that  such 
CHTganizatlon  is  Communist  infiltrated. 

Four  guides  are  created  under  the  mess- 
ttre  for  determining  whether  an  organization 
Is  Communist  infiltrated.  These  Include 
"the  extent  to  which  persons  who  xrt  active" 
in  its  management,  direction,  or  supervision, 
whether  holding  office  or  not,  are  also  active 
In  the  WOTld  Communist  movement:  the  ex- 
tmt  to  which  funds,  resources,  or  personnel 
are  used  to  further  world  communism:  the 
extent  to  which  policies  of  the  organization 
do  not  deviate  from  the  policies  of  any  world 
Communist  organization,  and  the  extent  to 
which  the  firm  or  union  or  group  is  In  posi- 
tion to  impair  mobilization  of  manpower  or 
use  of  economic  resources  in  connection  with 
defense  ot  security. 

This  new  yardstick  to  measiu'e  Communist 
activity  Is  an  extension  of  the  purposes  of 
the  1980  act,  which  defined  Communist- 
action  and  Communist-front  organizations 
and  required  registration  with  the  Att<H-ney 
General  of  any  group  which  the  8ACB  said 
fit  the  pattern.  A  Communist-action  organi- 
zation Is  there  defined  as  one  established  by 
the  "Communist  dictatorship  of  a  foreign 
country"  in  which  Is  vested  the  direction  and 
control  of  the  "world  Communist  move- 
ment." 

A  Communist-front  organization  Is  one 
created  and  maintained  to  promote  the  ends 
of  Commimlst-actlon  groups.  The  general 
Idea  was  to  expose  fronts  and  action  groups 
and  to  cut  off  sources  of  funds  received  from 
unsuspecting  contributors.  There  is,  of 
course,  recourse  to  the  courts  for  any  accused 
and  there  are  ways  for  fronts  to  clear  them- 
selves and  get  off  the  hook. 

Ifbr.  Brownell's  new  and  more  sweeping  bill 
also  provides  recourse  to  the  courts  and  at- 
tempts to  set  up  some  safeguards  for  mem- 
bers and  stockholders  In  case  an  organiza- 
tion is  ordered  liquidated.  The  SACB  is 
required  to  take  Into  consideration  and  to 
preserve  the  "legitimate  rights  and  Interests" 
of  such  people;  but  only  to  the  extent  the 
Board  determines  is  consistent  with  the  pur- 
poses of  the  act.  These  powers  arc  obviously 
too  broad  and  raise  the  question  whether  the 
Board  could  not  seize  the  property  as  well 
as  liquidate  the  business  or  union  If  it  de- 
cided some  morning  tnat  such  action  was 
consistent  with  the  purposes  of  the  law. 

In  our  view  all  this  sort  of  language  Is 
far  too  vague  and  creates  a  catchall  for 
Oommnnists  which  quite  possibly  could  in- 
jur* many  innocent  people.  It  is  a  drastic 
departure  from  the  pmixMes  of  the  1950  Uw 
which  set  out  to  throw  light  on  action  groups 
and  fronts  and  thus  to  limit  their  effective- 
ness. But  the  1960  act  did  not  try  to  de- 
stroy tham  as  this  one  does. 


As  we  see  It,  the  trouble  with  Vtt.  brow- 
nell's biU  Is  that  he  here  seeks  not  tt>  ex- 
pcoe  organizations  or  to  punish  people  for 
what  they  have  done,  but  to  punish  people 
for  what  they  nuiy  be  in  a  position  in  do. 

Certainly  the  Daily  Worker — and  perhaps 
many  other  publications — could  fall  Into 
the  net.  And  even  though  the  courts  finally 
ruled  against  the  SACB  and  the  Attorney 
General  those  who  have  had  to  go  to  the 
Judges  to  protect  their  rights  to  private 
iwoperty,  freedom  of  speech  or  publiaatlon 
would  have  been  put  in  unwarranted  Jeop- 
ardy. 

Freedom  of  speech,  thought,  and  press — 
including  that  for  the  Daily  Worker— were 
specifically  acknowledged  in  the  Internal 
Secxirlty  Act  of  1950  which  Mr.  Brownell's 
bill  seeks  to  strengthen.    That  law  says: 

"Nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  construed 
to  authorize,  require,  or  establish  military 
or  civilian  censorship  or  in  any  way  limit 
or  infringe  upon  freedom  of  the  press  or  of 
speech  as  guaranteed  by  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  and  no  regulation  shall 
be  promulgated  hereunder  having  that 
effect." 

Mr.  Brownell's  bill  contains  no  safeguard. 
Indeed,  it  would  have  been  most  difflcolt  to 
.make  reference  to  the  BUI  of  Rights  and 
then  attempt  to  do  what  this  measure  sug- 
gests. 

We  recognlKe  the  trying  ta^k  the  Attorney 
General  and  his  law  officers  face  in  com- 
bating the  secret  and  sinister  Communist 
intrigue.  Bun  It  is  not  the  part  of  wfcdom 
ourselves  to  chip  away  at  the  very  rights  we 
seek  to  save  from  that  menace. 


(Prom  the  Courier -Journal,  Louisville,  Ky.. 
of  May  12,  1934] 

Dangers  Lit  in  Mb.  Brownell's  Pun 

Attorney  General  Brownell  bluepriats  a 
new  weapon  which  In  its  way  Is  as  startling 
as  any  bomb.  Mr.  Brownell  proposes  to  give 
the  Oovemmsnt  power  to  dissolve  a  labor 
tmlon  or  a  private  enterprise  or  association 
if  it  is  found  to  be  infiltrated  by  Commu- 
nists. Judgment  In  the  case  would  be  that 
of  the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Hoard. 

Ordinarily,  .such  an  Idea  would  speak  for 
itself.  Its  daager  for  oppression  and  de- 
struction, both  actual  and  moral,  ought  to 
be  as  plain  as  the  nose  on  a  face.  However. 
the  country  hjis  had  too  many  warnings  in 
recent  years — indeed,  in  the  day  at  hand — 
of  fear  and  hysteria  inflamed  out  of  reason. 
beyond  truth,  beyond  the  seelcing  of  truth. 

Mr.  Brownell  gives  a  nod  toward  the  prin- 
ciple of  due  process  of  law.  A  troubled  and 
fearful  mood  has  blunted  that  principle.  If 
the  Government  goes  Itself  into  pandering 
to  this  mood,  who  may  feel  himself  sale  in 
conceivable  circumstances  of  power  in  hands 
of  the  unscrupulous? 

We  have  In  mind  warnings  like  that  of 
Justice  Hugo  Black  in  his  dissent  from  a 
Supreme  Court  ruling  that  aliens  maiy  be 
deported  for  past  membership  in  the  Com- 
munist Party.  "I  suppose  as  long  as  you 
can  throw  that  one  word  (communism)  in." 
he  said,  "everything  may  be  all  right.  But 
I  have  an  idea  that  the  liberty  of  Svery 
American  Is  at  stake." 

We  have  in  mind  the  activity  of  veterans 
in  Norwalk,  Conn.,  a  few  months  ago.  They 
would  have  turned  the  people  of  their  com- 
munity into  a  mass  of  Informers  upon  one 
another.  There  is  the  travesty  and  injustice 
of  a  recent  Senate  committee  hearing  in 
New  Orleans,  when  a  professional  ex-Oom- 
munlst,  Paul  Crouch,  was  permitted  to  smear 
with  Insinuation  the  names  of  persons  whose 
lives  and  traditions  testified  to  their  loyalty. 
For  the  Immediate  hovir,  there  Is  the  show 
of  condemnation  out  of  hand,  the  thing 
which  has  come  to  be  known  as  McCarthyism. 
Mr.  Brownell  makes  his  proposition  to  take 
the  place  of  the  non-Communist  oath  re- 
quired of  labor  union  officers  by  the  laft- 


Hartley  Act.  But  this  p^  of  tl^e  lalMr- 
management  law  Is  long  ago  dl^edlted. 
The  Attorney  General  talks  of  dUftculty  in 
•  enforcing  it,  pointing  to  only  on«  convic- 
tion in  7  years.  We  daresay  that  the  diffi- 
culty is  not  one  of  legal  process,  but  rather 
of  overcoming  deep  and  natural  ^Imericaa 
qualms. 

There  Is  also  the  knowledge  that  Organized 
labor  Itself  has  done  a  good  Job  getting  rid 
of  groups  of  questionable  leadership.  Either 
by  expulsion  or  competition  the  process  of 
weeding  out  has  succeeded.  Few  hardcore 
radicals  like  Ben  Gold  of  the  Fur  and  Leather 
Workers  remain,  and  these  are  on  the  out- 
side. 

Nor  have  Americans  generally  failed  to 
feel  the  arpumeit  which  appeared  In  the 
Presidents  own  approach  to  the  non-Com- 
munist oath.  Administration  proposals  for 
amending  the  Tait -Hartley  Act  pointed  out 
unfairness  in  applying  the  rule  to  a  single 
group,  the  unlonn.  The  solution  proposed 
was  ( 1 1  to  apply  it  to  employers  a|s  well  as 
workers.  (2i  to  cut  out  the  requlremaent  al- 
together, and  look  to  broad  generail  legisla- 
tion to  control  communism. 

It  is  to  be  hoped,  however,  that  the  Attor- 
ney General's  idea  is  not  the  administration's 
broad  general  plan.  If  It  is.  we  might  hsve 
a  remedy  pot(!ntlally  worse  even  than  the 
disease.  The  fact  that  two  bills  alrSady  have 
been  Introduced  In  the  Senate  at  Mr.  Brown- 
ell's reque&t  gives  an  urgency  to  our  mis- 
givings. 


1954. 


Attgcst  1, 
Hon.  Thomas  C.  Hennincs,  Jr.,        j 
United    States    Senate.  I 

Dear  Sfnator:  Attached  Is  a  draft  of  a 
Joint  Resolution  which  I  Intend  to  intro- 
duce sometime  this  week.  It  Is  quite  simi- 
lar to  House  Joint  Resolution  527,  reported 
with  a  "Do  Pass"  by  the  House  judiciary 
Committee  ( Rept.  2280).  The  ohly  prac- 
tical difference  is  that  the  S3nate  resolution 
would  create  a  Commission  on  Si^urlty  in 
Government  and  industry,  instead  of  solely 
in  industry. 

I  am  confident  there  Is  much  overlapping 
and  duplication  of  screening  for  security  In 
the  Government.  For  example,  tht  Federal 
Communications  Commission  proposes  to 
launch  a  security  program  (Docket  11061)  to 
screen  holders  of  commercial  radio  licenses 
and  permits. 

This  will  be  quite  an  undertaking.  Per- 
haps a'.l  should  be  screened — on  the  other 
hand,  it  is  certain  that  some  have  no  con- 
nection whatever  with  sensitive  areas.  In 
addition,  ship  radio  officers  are  already 
screened  by  the  United  Slates  Coa$t  Guard 
under  terms  of  the  act  I  Introduced  In  19S0. 

I  am  sure  you  will  agree  that  It  Is  es- 
sential to  have  proper  and  thorougH  screen- 
ing where  the  security  of  the  Unltsd  States 
Is  Involved.  I  am  equally  sure  you  Will  agree 
there  Is  no  point  in  screening,  resfreening, 
and  rescreening  the  same  people,  but  by  dif- 
ferent agencies  of  Government — Vnless  a 
commission,  such  as  I  propose  to  create, 
finds  that  such  overlapping  and  duplication 
Is  essential. 

I  intend  to  Introduce  this  resolation  on 
Wednesday.  I  wonder  if  you  would  be  good 
enough  to  have  a  member  of  your  staff  call 
my  assistant,  Mr.  Hoff,  if  you  are  Interested 
In  joining  with  me. 

Thanks  and  kindest  personal  regards. 
Sincerely. 

Warren  G.  Magnusok. 
United   States   Senator. 

Text  of  Letter  Fsom   George  MeaKt.  AFL 
President,  to  Congress 

Jttlt  12,  1954. 
I  am  writing  to  you  in  connection  with 
legislation  now  before  your  committee  deal- 
ing with  the  question  of  Communist  Infil- 
tration into  organizations  closely  identified 


with  the  national  economy  and  seeking  to 
remove  therefrom  spl »,  saboteurs,  and  otlier 
subversive  Indivlduali. 

On  June  30  I  subm;  tted  to  your  conunlttee 
a  detailed  statement  i;iving  the  objections  of 
the  American  Federa-  ion  of  Labor  to  House 
Joint  Resolutions  527  and  538.  In  this  state- 
ment I  indicated  that  the  few  Communist- 
dominated  unions  have  steadily  lost  ground 
in  recent  years,  altliough  they  and  other 
Communist-dominated  organizations  still 
represent  a  problem  Involving  the  Internal 
security  of  this  country. 

In  concluding  my  statement.  I  said: 

"The  A.  F.  of  L.  lelleves  that  Congress 
should  strengthen  the  internal  security  of 
the  United  States,  bu  do  so  without  endan- 
gering the  basic  freeloms  that  we  cherish 
In  our  democracy." 

In  my  opinion,  the  bills  which  Congress 
is  now  considering  nc  t  only  involve  serious 
questions  of  basic  civil  liberties, '  but  also 
open  the  possibility  that  they  could  be  uti- 
lized against  legitimate  trade  unions. 
Rather  than  attempt  to  amend  these  bills 
to  meet  these  objections  In  the  closing  days 
of  this  session  of  Co  igress.  it  would  seem 
more  appropriate  that  some  further  study 
prepare  the  way  for  dialing  with  this  ques- 
tion In  a  way  that  w  }uld  draw  unanimous 
support  from  all  sectloas  of  our  society. 

1  therefore  am  suggesting  that  the  prob- 
lems of  Communist  and  other  possible  sub- 
versive Infiltration  in  American  industry  be 
referred  to  a  special  commission  appointed 
by  the  President.  Tht  commission  would  be 
asflprned  the  following  tasks: 

1.  To  review  the  exu  nt  of  Communist  and 
other  subversive  Infiltration,  into  organiza- 
tions closely  Identified  with  the  national 
economy. 

2  To  evaluate  the  extent  to  which  this  In- 
filtration endangers  the  Internal  security  of 
the  United  States. 

3.  To  make  appropriate  recommendations 
ff^r  administrative  and  legislative  policies 
that  might  be  adopted  to  protect  the  in- 
ternal security  of  the  United  States. 

I  suggest  that  the  membership  of  this 
commission  be  drawn  '  rom  Industry  and  la- 
bor, as  well  as  from  C  ingress  and  the  judi- 
ciary. I  believe  this  proposal  present*  a  far 
more  practical  and  equitable  solution  to  this 
critical  problem  than  -.he  paseage  of  any  of 
the  bills  now  before  your  committee. 

July  12,  1954. 
Hon    William  Langfr. 

Cliairman.  Committer  on  the  Judiciary, 
Untied  States  :ienate. 

Waihington.  D.  C. 

Tear  Sen.ator  Lancer:  The  Congress  of 
Indu.strlal  Organization?  stands  ready  to  as- 
sist In  every  practicable  way  In  protecting  the 
national  security,  both  from  cutslde  aggres- 
Eijn  and  internal  subveision. 

The  CIO.  as  I  am  sure  you  are  aware.  Is 
firmly  committed  to  a  Dollcy  of  combatting 
communism  and  every  other  form  of  totali- 
tarianism. ThU  philosophy  Is  Imbedded  in 
the  CIO  constitution  and  those  of  our  affil- 
iated International  unions.  Our  record  of  ac- 
tion is  a  self-evident  demonstration  of  our 
hostility  toward  commt  nlsm.  By  expelling, 
in  1949  and  1950.  some  11  unions  which  were 
found  by  the  CIO  to  be  Communist  domi- 
nated, and  by  relentle^isly  combatting  the 
Communist  leadership  cf  those  unions  since 
their  expulsion,  the  CIO  has  delivered  a  mor- 
tal blow  to  the  efforts  of  the  Communist 
Party  to  gain  and  maintain  any  substantial 
foothold  In  the  American  labor  movement. 
As  a  result  of  these  actions,  the  Communist 
Party's  Influence  In  the  labor  movement  and 
Us  control  of  labor  unions  are  at  a  low  point 
and  they  are  constantly  and  rapidly  Increas- 
ing. 

Prom  this  successful  e::perlence  In  combat- 
ting communism,  we  In  the  CIO  have  devel- 
oped certain  clear-cut  Ideas  about  effective 


and  ineffective  methods  of  combatting  totali- 
tarianism in  the  labor  movement. 

8.  3428,  now  under  study  by  yotir  commit- 
tee, and  8.  3706,  which  was  recently  approved 
by  yoiu-  committee,  do  not.  in  our  estimation, 
offer  a  constructive  solution  to  the  problem. 
We  fear  that  the  sponsors  of  the  bills,  In  their 
wholesome  desire  to  attack  the  Communist 
conspiracy,  nave  unwittingly  suggested  a  pro- 
gram that  would  do  harm  to  the  entire  labor 
movement.  Both  the  CIO  and  the  AFL  have 
on  this  basis  voiced  their  objections  to  bills 
similar  to  these. 

Free  trade  unions  are  one  of  the  strongest 
bulwarks  of  our  democracy.  Any  effort, 
whatever  the  motive  may  be.  that  might 
lead  to  Government  control  of  trade  unions, 
would  play  directly  into  the  hands  of  the 
Communists  and  other  totalitarians.  S3 
long  as  democratic  trade  unions  are  free, 
they  will  be  responsible.  Sd  long  as  they  are 
responsible,  they  will  strive  earnestly  and 
successfully  to  rid  the  trade  union  move- 
ment of  Communist  infiltrators  seeking 
control.  To  weaken  the  trade  unions  by 
placing  them  under  Government  control 
would  cause  resentment  among  the  rank  and 
file  workers,  would  diminish  the  effective- 
ness of  the  organizations,  and  would  create  a 
propaganda  jamboree  for  the  Communists. 

The  administration's  proposals.  WTltten 
with  the  purpose  of  eliminating  Communist 
Influence  in  trade  unions  and  of  developing 
a  greater  degree  of  security  In  Industrial  de- 
fense plants,  were  drafted  and  transmitted 
to  the  Congress  so  late  in  the  session  that 
there  has  been  no  opportunity  to  give  them 
the  thorough  consideration  which  measures 
of  such  far-reaching  Importance  certainly 
deserve.  Approval  of  these  proposals  by  the 
Congress  would,  we  fear,  do  more  harm  than 
good. 

There  are  many  Important  questions.  In- 
volving the  role  of  trade  unions,  free  collec- 
tive bargaining.  Job  security,  the  right  to 
earn  a  livelihood,  and  our  basic  civil  liber- 
ties, that  are  deeply  involved  in  these  bills. 
To  rush  through  legislation  would  not  only 
be  potentially  dangerous  to  our  constitu- 
tional rights,  but  might  retard  any  con- 
structicve  solution  by  long  drawn-out  liti- 
gation. 

It  Is  our  belief  that  the  whole  problem  of 
Communist-controlled  or  infiltrated  labor 
organizations  and  of  defense  plant  security 
requires  serious  and  thoughtful  study,  not 
only  by  the  Members  of  Congress  who  have 
the  responsibility  of  legislating  to  protect 
our  national  security,  but  by  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  public  and  the  labor  or- 
ganizations to  whom  a  solution  of  this  prob- 
lem Is  likewise  vitally  Important. 

Accordingly,  on  behalf  of  the  Congress  of 
Industrial  Organizations.  I  propose,  for  your 
most  serious  consideration,  the  establish- 
ment of  a  bipartisan  commission  to  under- 
take a  thorough  review  of  this  most  Impor- 
tant problem.  This  commission  should  be 
required  to  file  its  report  by  mid-December 

1954.  so  that  the  next  Congress  will  have  It 
at  the  beginning  of  the  session  in  January 

1955.  It  Is  ovir  view  that  %uch  a  commis- 
sion should  have  representation  from  the 
Judiciary  Committees  of  the  Senate  and 
House,  together  with  members  representing 
Industry,  labor,  and  the  general  public,  who 
would  be  appointed  by  the  President.  In 
other  words.  It  would  be  similar  In  character 
to  the  Commission  on  Foreign  Economic 
Policy  or  the  Commission  on  Judicial  and 
Congressional  Salaries,  with  such  changes  in 
composition  as  may  be  appropriate  because 
of  the  different  nature  of  the  subject  matter. 

It  would  be  our  hope  that  such  a  ccnnmls- 
slon  would  devise  and  recommend  enact- 
ment of  a  program  which,  while  respecting 
individual  rights  and  Uberties.  would  pro- 
vide every  needed  protection  to  our  internal 
Eecurlty.  Such  a  program  would  have  the 
support  of  every  patriotic  American.    Need- 


less to  say.  such  a  commission.  In  Its  sewch 
for  a  constructive  solution,  would  have  the 
continuous  and  wholehearted  oooperatloa 
of  the  Congress  of  Industrial  Organlcatlons. 
I,  therefore,  respectfuUy  urge  that  legisla- 
tion be  withheld  pending  a  c<namlssloa 
study  of  the  problem  of  Communist  infiltra- 
tion of  labor  organizations  and  of  security 
in  defense  plants. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Waltcx  p.  Rxuthsx. 

President. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  wish  to  bore  the  Senate  tonight  with 
any  more  documents,  but  tomorrow  I  ex- 
pect to  present  expres-sions  of  opinion 
from  all  walks  of  life  in  the  United  States 
regarding  some  of  the  legal  and  practi- 
cal pitfalls — and  I  do  not  say  they  are 
intentional  at  all;  I  think  the  objectives 
of  all  of  us  are  the  same — that  might  be 
involved  in  the  pending  bill,  which  I 
think  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary realized  when  it  reported  in  sub- 
stance the  amendment  in  the  nature  of 
a  substitute  which  I  have  offered  on  be- 
half of  myself  and  the  Senators  I  have 
named. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
send  to  the  desk  a  series  of  amendments 
to  the  pending  bill.  I  desire  to  have 
them  printed  and  lie  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendments  will  be  received  and  printed, 
and  will  lie  on  the  table. 


NATIONAL  LIBRARY  OF  WEEKLY 
NEWSPAPERS 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  myself  and  the  senior  Senator 
from  Texas  (Mr.  Johnson  1,  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  which 
would  establish  a  National  Library  of 
Weekly  Newspapers. 

This  bill  would  help  to  preserve  that 
great  portion  of  the  true  history  of  our 
Nation  which  is  recorded  in  pioneer 
weekly  newspapers  and  in  currently 
published  weekly  papers  of  the  United 
States. 

There  are  many  public  and  private 
agencies  which  have  preserved  the  files 
or  the  microfilms  of  our  great  daily 
newspapers.  They  are  an  excellent  pri- 
mary source  of  recorded  history.  How- 
ever, the  full  and  complete  story  of  our 
Nation's  history  and  progress  cannot  be 
preserved  unless  we  save  that  which  is 
recorded  in  the  weekly  newspapers  pub- 
lished throughout  the  land. 

During  the  early  years  of  our  Nation's 
history  we  had  only  weekly  newspapers. 
Even  todj*y,  the  educational,  social,  po- 
litical, and  religious  history  of  a  great 
portion  of  our  population  can  be  found 
only  in  the  files  of  these  weekly  publica- 
tions. As  a  boy  I  learned  to  appreciate 
this  fact.  My  father  published  weekly 
newspapers  in  four  different  towns  of 
Texas.  He  left  the  publishing  business 
in  later  years,  but  always  retained  and 
carefully  preserved  the  bound  volumes 
of  all  issues  of  his  newspapers.  First  I 
knew  them  as  carefully  guarded  family 
treasures,  but  later  I  found,  that  they 
were  a  constant  source  of  the  history  of 
the  communities  in  ^hich  they  were 
published.  They  are  now  preserved  in 
the  library  of  one  of  our  teading  nnii^er- 
sities. 
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There  ftre  fhooBaade  of  wedly  news- 
paper fliee  irtikh  have  been  preeerveiL 
Ottien  liftTe  been  destroyed,  and  In  the 
fafcore  there  is  Hlsdy  to  be  continued 
loss  of  ttxls  Tahiable  historical  material 
nnkssaaiBethlnf  Is  done  to  encourage  its 


Ifr.  Oarland  R.  Farmer,  owner  and 
publisher  of  the  Hendcrscm  Times  at 
Henderson.  Tex.,  a  wedcly  newspaper- 
man for  over  25  years,  saw  the  need  for 
a  national  library  of  wetklj  newspapers 
several  years  ago.  WfOx  private  fimds 
and  at  his  own  expense  he  estaldished 
such  a  library  and  began  a  natiimwide 
catmpalgn  for  pieecivatfam  of  wedUy 
newspaper  files.  His  work  has  inspired 
me  to  offer  this  legislation. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  at  the 
end  of  my  remarks  there  be  inserted  an 
article  written  by  Mr.  Farmer  entitled 
"Why  We  Ifeed  the  National  library  of 
Wedcly  Newspi^iers;''  Mr.  Farmer  has 
ctttnA  to  make  his  library  and  c(dlec- 
tion  available  tor  this  purpose. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ractwo. 
as  follows: 


War  WkNa 


Ni 


For  taaaj  yemn  this  Nation  bad  only 
wa^ly  amrapapcrs.  Xren  today,  the  aduca- 
tlonal,  poUtleai.  aocial.  and  rellgioua  blstory 
of  the  majcv  part  of  our  peoi>le  can  be  found 
only  In  the  fUai  of  these  publications. 

As  a  weekly  newqiaperman  for  over  25 
years.  I  learned  that  Uttle  or  nothing  was 
being  done  to  preeeiie  this  rich  store  of  In- 
formation, and  make  it  available  to  all.  even 
tbooi^  mo^  was  being  lost  every  day. 

8o  X  caned  this  neglect  to  the  attention 
of  the  Llteary  at  Congress.  American  foim- 
datloos.  historical  and  press  associations, 
colleges,  libraries,  and  th*  general  pubUc. 

The  reeponae  was  Immediate  and  almost 
tuumlmous.  They  agreed  the  Idea  of  a  Na- 
tional Uhrary  of  Weekly  Newspapers  was  ek- 
crilent  should  have  been  started  genera- 
tlcms  ago — but  where  to  get  the  funds  to 
"get  the  show  on  the  road?" 

Not  satUfled  to  allow  the  ftampnign  to  bog 
down.  X  started  using  my  own  personal 
funds  to  set  up  the  National  Library  of  Week- 
ly Newqmpecs  here  in  ^Hendoaon.  About 
OS  peromt  of  the  services  and  contacts  are  by 
mall,  so  location  of  the  library  la  not 
Intportant. 

Too.  It  is  one  of  the  primary  functions  of 
this  library  to  work  with  and  through  press 
and  historical  associations:  State,  college, 
and  local  libraries  to  encotirage  and  asiAst  the 
48  States  in  setting  up  their  own  programs 
te  prsaerva  this  vital  stcve  of  historical  in- 
formation. The  job  is  too  big  for  one  organi- 
sation, but  one  organization  is  needed  for  the 
overall  work. 

With  the  financial  aid  of  a  few  other  firms 
and  individuals.  I  have  this  program  on  a 
natlmial  and  nonfffoflt  basis,  but  the  prob- 
IMB  is  one  that  involves  everyone — even  you. 
The  burden  should  not  be  bcme  by  one  or 
just  a  few. 

So,  I  am  offering  to  turn  all  my  accumu- 
lated data,  mlerofllmed  weeklies,  cabinets, 
files,  etc..  to  the  Federal  Government,  if  only 
a  staff  of  three  is  provided  to  carry  on  the 
work. 

My  i»t>gram  has  been  strongly  endcwsed  by 
such  colleges  as:  Stanford.  Florida  State, 
University  of  Texas.  Columbia,  IfiehUsan, 
Iowa.  Iflssourt.  and  so  on  across  the  Nation. 

Students,  teachers,  and  historians  say  the 
work  has  already  been  neglected  too  long. 
Leaders  of  both  majbr  political  parties,  in 
and  out  of  Congress,  say  they  are  ready  to 
act.  and  asked  me  to  draw  up  a  bill  which 
could  help  at  a  minimum  cost. 


That  ntakes  good  sense,  for  there  are  over 
8.000  weekly  newspapers  in  the  United  States. 
and  their  readers  elect  75  percent  of  the 
United  States  Senatcws  and  61  percent  of  our 
Bapreeentatlves. 

Tills  letter,  with  enclceureti.  should  give 
you  a  fair  picture  of  the  need,  which  has 
been  neglected  too  long. 

CordlaUy.  1 

OAKUkint  R.  Fabmxb.    I 
Henderson  {Tex.)  Tim43. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President.  Gon- 
gressnum  Braoy  Gentry,  of  Tyler,  Tex., 
has  introduced  a  similar  bill  in  the  House 
of  Representatives.  The  purpose  oi  this 
proposed  legislation  is  to  establish  a  na- 
tional library  of  weekly  newspai)er»  to 
be  managed  by  a  director  appointed  by 
the  President.  His  job  would  be  to  col- 
lect, catalog,  file,  duplicate,  preserve, 
and  make  available  for  Interested  Citi- 
sens,  schools,  and  libraries,  the  original 
flies  or  microfilms  of  weekly  newspapers 
throughout  the  Nation.  It  would  apply 
to  newspapers  printed  before  and  after 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  the  pro- 
posed legislation. 

Mr.  President,  action  on  the  bill  will 
not  l>e  possible  during  the  present  ses- 
sion, but  I  introduce  it  so  that  it  may 
be  studied  by  the  appropriate  commit- 
tee and  executive  agencies  in  the  in- 
terim. My  colleague  and  I  will  rein- 
troduce the  bill  at  the  next  session.  In 
the  meantime  we  commend  to  Members 
of  the  Senate  their  careful  considera- 
tion of  the  need  for  and  the  importance 
of  this  proposal. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  received  and  appropriately  re- 
ferred. 

The  bill  (S.  3860)  to  promote  the  pres- 
ervation of  the  history  of  the  United 
States  as  recorded  in  pioneer  wetkly 
newspapers  and  as  currently  published 
in  weelcly  newspapers  of  the  United 
States  by  establishment  of  the  National 
Library  of  Weekly  Newspapers,  and  for 
other  purposes,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Danikl.  for  himself  and  Mr.  JomesoN 
of  Texas,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its 
tiUe.  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration. 


lUnAOAD  RcmucxNT  Boaboi 


RECESS  UNTIL  10  A.  M.  TOMORROW 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  if 
there  is  no  further  business  to  come  be- 
fore the  Senate  at  this  time.  I  now  move, 
pursuant  to  the  previous  order,  that  the 
Senate  stand  in  recess  until  tomorrow 
morning  at  10  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  (at  10 
o'clock  and  10  ifiinutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess,  the  recess  being,  under  the 
order  previously  entered,  until  tomomow. 
Thursday,  August  12,  1954,  at  10  o'clDck 
a.  m. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  August  11  (legislative  day  of 
Augusts),  1954: 

Tknnssscs  Vallit  ATJTHORrrr       I 

Herbert  Davis  Vogel.  of  Michigan,  to  be 
a  member  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  effective  sub- 
sequent to  August  31.  1954,  for  the  term  ex- 
piring May  18.  1963. 


HorsMX  W.  Harper,  of  Texas,  to  be  •  mem- 
ber of  the  RaUroad  Retirement  Board  for  a 
term  of  6  years  from  August  39.  IBM.  A 
reappointment. 


PUBUC   HZALTH   SsmVICS 

The  fcrflowing  candidates  tar  appointment 
In  the  Regular  Corps  of  the  Publla  Health 
Service,  effective  date  ol  acceptance: 

To  be  senior  surgeon* 
Joseph  H.  Oerber 
Donald   S.   Martin 
Arthur  S.  Osborne 

To  he  surgeons 
Shlh  Lu  Chang 
Walter  C.  Glowers 
Robert  C.  Lam 

»    To  be  senior  dental  surgeon 
Toyo  Shlmlzu 

To  be  sanitary  engineer 
Frederick  K.  Erlckson 

To  be  senior  scientist 
Malcolm  S.  Ferguson 

To  be  scientista 
Hewitt  G.  Fletcher,  Jr. 
Max  M.  Levin 

To  be  senior  veterinmrimn 
Frank  A.  Todd 

To  be  veterinarian 
Robert  D.  Courter 

To  be  nurse  officers 
Josephine  T.  Krok 
Anne  H.  MacNelll 

POSTMASmS 
ALABAMA 

Lowell  H.  Wilson,  Castleberry. 
James  B.  Parker,  McKenzle. 
Edwin  E.  Johnson.  Samson. 

ASKAirSAS 

Edward  P.  Home.  Sparkman. 

CALXTOKKIA 

Bernlce  E.  Dewar.  Patton. 

FLORIDA 

John  W.  Turner,  Hallandale, 
George  E.  Southard.  Jupiter. 
Louise  M.  Denton,  Ruskln. 

CBOBGIA 

Walter  H.  Phillips.  Jr..  Forest  Park- 
Ralph  Smith,  JeffersonvlUe. 
Arthur  C.  Curtis.  Jr.,  Norman  Park. 
Robert  L.  Roberson.  Ochlocbnee. 
Joseph  J.  Pope.  Omaha. 
Waller  U.  Scott,  Pavo. 
James  S.  Rees,  Preston. 
Valda  D.  Tanner,  Jr..  SandersvUle. 


ILUNOIS 

A.  Schroeder,  Chicago. 


Carl 

WUllam  W.  Van  Gundy,  EUswortli. 

Louise  Kennedy.  Villa  Ridge. 

INDIANA 

Irvln  Wesley  Dolk.  Chesterton. 
Roy  E.  Nelaon.  Connersvllle. 
Horace  C.  Little,  DenvUle. 
Randall  L.  McCroskey,  Pulton. 
Lester  C.  Rhynard,  Kouts. 
Lloyd  H.  Berger,  Peru. 
Robert  F.  Wisehart,  Shirley. 
Granville  P.  Zlegler,  South  Bend. 

IOWA 

Earle  W.  Mayne,  Sanborn. 
Victor  J.  Hesseltlne,  Wayland. 

KKNTUCKT 

Clyde  Murl  Bratcher.  Clarkaon, 
Oliver  H.  Martin.  Coral  Ridge. 
Harry  W.  Holt.  Coxa  Creek. 
Waldo  Redman,  Glasgow. 
James  O.  Gibson,  Hardlnsburg. 


Neville  P.  Perry,  Hazel. 
John  Relnhard,  Masonic  Home. 
Betty  J.  Mober,  Melbourne. 
Glenn  P.  Henson,  Mount  Olivet. 
Maudle  L.  Hamilton,  Riuh. 
Charles  W.  Johnson.  Vl-gle. 
William  R.  LeOrand.  Warsaw. 
James  O.  Harris,  Wheel  vrlght. 
Paul  A.  Crlsclllla,  WlllU  msburg. 

LOITIBIAN/ 

George  M.  Germany.  Loieauvllle. 

MAIN! 

Price  Y.  Tozler,  Fairfield. 

MICHIGAN 

Raymond  P.  Brown.  Copsmlsh. 

MINNESOT/. 

Marvin  A.  Halvorson.  Dvmont. 


MISSISSIPPI 

Luther  D.   Henderson.  Jr 


Preston. 


MISSOURI 

Eugene  M.  Royce,  Andenon. 
J.ick   E    Bradley,   Harrlsoiiville. 
Victor  N.  Remley,  Liberty. 
Jim  R.  Preston,  Sparta. 

NEBRASKA 

Morris  A.  Odvarka,  Clark  ion. 
Kerraii  Duane  Cook,  Sprligvlew. 

NEW    JKXSKT 

Leo   MHzza.    Garfield. 
Harry  H.   Seylaz.  Llncroft. 
Edwin  A.  Lake.  Westfield. 

OHIO 

Winifred  L    May.  Mineral   Ridge. 
Eimer    Ford    Simon,   North    Baltimore 

OKLAHOMA 

Walter  D.  Barrett,  ColllnsvUle. 
Newel  M.  Taylor,  Fox. 
Curlln   M.  Whlttemore,  Hennessey. 
Martin   R.   Jackson,  Henryetta. 
Esther  M.   McAdams.  Nlnnekah. 
Ernest  Arnold.  Nowata. 
Claire  Shirley,  Snyder. 
Myron    M    Gastlneau.   Taloga. 
Thad  D.  Jones,  Tutile. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Leonard  A.  Qulllen.  Ardmore. 
Frank  F.  Luek,  Zellenople. 

TENNESSEE 

Graden  Featherstone.  McKenzle. 

TEXAS 

John  Harwin  Parrish.  Gladewater. 
Herbert  Willlanis,  Hart. 
GJferd  W.  White,  Luilng. 
Billy  J.  Richardson,  Reagan. 

VIRGINIA 

Michael   H.  Utz,  Brlghtwood. 
Hendrlck  O.  Carwlle,  Rustburg. 

WASHINGTON 

Paul  V.  Roos.  Cusick. 
Harold  L.  Woolf.  Demlng. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

F! ear. or  F.  Morris.  Ashland. 
Lee  F.  Hornor.  Bridgeport. 
Georgia  E.  Samples,  Coal  Fork. 
Cecil  C.  Lanier,  Ccalwood. 
Herbert  C.  Conley,  English. 
J'hn  L.  McMahon,  FoUansbee. 
OUbcrt  Beecher  Phillips,  French  Creek. 
James  F.  Lowe.  Jolo. 
Benjamin  F.  Ford.  Lewlsburg. 
Lctitia  H.  Spaulding,  Longacre. 
Ann  L.  Errington,  Scarbro. 
Sabinus  M.  McWhorter.  Weston. 

WISCONSIN 

Louis  J.  Andrew.  Sr.,  Fond  du  Lac. 
Amy  O.  Harder.  Mindoro. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

\Vi;dnesd.\y,  August  11^  1954 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D..  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  as  we  turn  our  minds 
and  hearts  toward  Thee  in  worship,  wilt 
Thou  illumine  them  with  a  radiant  reve- 
lation of  Thyself  and  Thy  holy  will  and 
a  clear  vision  of  the  mission  and  mean- 
ing of  our  own  life. 

May  we  be  loyal  coworkers  with  all 
who  are  striving  to  lead  our  divided  and 
distracted  world  into  the  ways  of  unity 
and  fellowship  and  peace. 

Grant  that  men  everj-where  may  be 
inspired  w.'th  longings  for  a  deeper  per- 
sonal experience  and  a  wider  application 
of  the  moral  and  spiritual  principles 
which  Thou  hast  ordained. 

Give  us  a  greater  faith  in  the  suprem- 
acy and  conquering  power  of  righteous- 
ness, justice,  and  love  ps  we  struggle  to 
gain  the  mastery  over  the  evil  and  devas- 
tating forces  of  hatred,  suspicion,  prej- 
udice, and  selfishness. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  the  Captain  of 
our  salvation.     Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Ast,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed  without  amendment 
bills  and  joint  resolutions  of  the  House 
of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  686.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Erna 
Gronowskl: 

H.  R.  892.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nina 
Makeef.  also  known  as  Nina  Berberova; 

H  R.  795.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jean 
Hollls  Vock; 

H.  R.  1337.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Franca  Oattl  Ohta: 

H.  R.  1462.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fotlnl 
X.  Partsls: 

H.  R.  1768.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Claire 
Louise  Carey  and  Vincent  F.  Carey; 

H.  R.  1788.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wanda 
Lucerl.  also  known  as  Sister  Cecilia,  Maria 
De  Padova.  also  known  as  Sister  Rosanna; 
Anna  Santoro.  also  known  as  Sister  Nata- 
llna;  Valentlna  Ruffonl.  also  known  as  Sister 
Severina;  Cosima  Russo,  also  known  as  Sister 
Carmelina; 

H.  R.  1976.  An  act  to  amend  section  2201  of 
title  28,  United  States  Code,  to  extend  the 
Federal  Declaratory  Judgments  Act  to  the 
Territory   of   Alaska; 

H.  R.  1976.  An  act  to  amend  title  28.  United 
States  Code,  to  permit  the  registration  of 
Judgments  In  or  from  the  District  Court  for 
the  Territory  of  Alaska; 

H.  R.  2C28.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Antonletta   Palmlerl; 

H.  R.  2188.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Karoline 
Dlekmeyer; 

H.  R.  2234.  An  act  to  amend  the  Army-Navy 
Medical  Services  Corps  Act  of  1947  (61  Stat. 
734) ,  as  amended,  so  as  to  authorize  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Chief  of  the  Medical  Service 
Corps  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  2371.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Maria  M.  Brolx; 

H.  R.  2403.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lasalo 
Varga  and  Nike  Varga; 

H.R  2440.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Udlja 
Cimze; 

H.  R.  2499.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Adolfo 
L.  Kalb,  and  his  wife,  Mrs.  Eugenia  O.  Kalb; 


H.  R.  2619.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Aurella  Tanguas  Teres  and  Sister  MatUde 
Cuevas  San  Martin; 

H.  R.  2627.  An  act  for  the  reUef  at  Cecilia 
Lucy  Boyack; 

H.R.  2650.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Anna  Ettl; 

H.  R.  3017.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Felix 
Petrover; 

H.  R.  3675.  An  act  for  the  rejlef  of  Herre 
van  der  Veen.  Mrs.  Marie  van  der  Veen.  Helen 
Winifred  van  der  Veen,  and  Jan  Herre  van 
der  Veen; 

H.  R  3743.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chaim 
Szemaja  Segal  and  Icek  Hersz  Segal; 

H.  R.  4248.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Albertas 
Bauras; 

H.  R.  4330.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Orlando  Artuso  and  family; 

H.R.  4690.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  erec- 
tion of  appropriate  markers  In  national 
cemeteries  to  honor  the  memory  of  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces  missing  In  action; 

H.R.  5314.  An  act  to  extend  the  coverage 
of  the  Servicemen's  Indemnity  Act  to  mem- 
bers of  the  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps 
when  ordered  to  active  training  duty  for 
periods  In  excess  of  14  days; 

H.  R.  5340.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  TIbor. 
Szuzsa  (Susanne).  and  Judith  Sauer; 

H  R.  5354.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Liborio 
Guldo  Rutllio; 

H.R.  5816.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Carldad  Rosa  AvUa  Leyva  de  Rmest; 

H.  R.  6026.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Oertrud 
O.  Heinz; 

H.  R.  6223.  An  act  to  amend  section  87  of 
the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3.  1916,  as 
amended  (32  U.  S.  C.  47) ,  1«  relieve  the  States 
from  accountability  and  pecuniary  liability 
for  property  lost,  damaged,  or  destroyed,  ex- 
cept In  cases  where  It  shall  appear  that  the 
loss,  damage,  or  destruction  of  the  property 
was  due  to  carelessness  or  negligence  or  could  - 
have  been  avoided  by  the  exercise  of  reason- 
able care: 

H.  R.  6280.  An  act  to  extend  temporarily 
the  rights  of  priority  of  nationals  of  Japan 
and  certain  nationals  of  Germany  with  re- 
spect to  applications  for  patents; 

H.  R.  6553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esterina 
Pella  Belluccl; 

H.  R.  6658.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  lands  by  the  United  States 
to  the  county  of  Cumberland,  State  of  North 
Carolina,  without  remuneration; 

H.R.  6855.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Elisabeth  Metzlng  Rink; 

H  R.  6982.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Elizabeth  Sanchez  Y  Moreno; 

H  R.  7041.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wal- 
truade  E3sa  Solleder; 

H.  R.  7131.  An  act  to  repeal  a  limitation 
on  pay  of  certain  officers  of  the  Navy; 

H.  R.  7140.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
A.  Duval; 

H.R.  7145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  An- 
neliese  Catalino; 

H  R.  7150.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thora 
June  Grumbles; 

H.R.  7152.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jozef 
Van  den  broeck; 

H.  R.  7221.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anders 
Taranger; 

H.  R.v7334.  An  act  to  authorize  certain 
property  transactions  In  Cocoll,  C.  Z.,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.R.  7411.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Esterlee  Hutzler  Welnhoeppel; 

H.  R.  7761.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John 
Lewis  Pyles,  Jr.; 

H.  R.  8038.  An  act  to  authorize  the  con- 
veyance to  the  Hot  Springs  School  District 
and  to  Garland  County.  Ark.,  for  school  and 
for  other  public  purposes,  of  certain  land 
originally  donated  to  the  United  States  and 
situated  In  Hot  Springs  National  Park,  Ark., 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8155.  An  act  to  continue  until  the 
close  of  June  30.  1955.  the  suspension  of  du- 
ties and  import  taxes  on  metal  scrap,  and  for 
other  purposes; 
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Font)  and  hi*  wlf«.  PoBf  Wal-TIa  U  (< 

.■Ml.  An  act  to  fmnid*  tat  Vhm  can- 
flC  f  I  Bill  laaO.  la  Buintor  OaoBtjr. 
Oa..  to  tb*  AmerfcM  •md  SumUr  OonaXj 

H.B. aSTO.  An  act  to  ^utlioriBe  tin 
r  aC  tha  navy  to  (UqiOM  of  MTt 
vnX  vomla.  and  far  o«lMr 
An  Mt  f or  tlia  raUX  of  \ 


te  set  to  tolagralB  tba  ludge 
Advocated  pfOMoOon  Urt  wtth  tbat  <tf  tba 
Amy  to  i— tera  loat  aanlorltj  and  grada.  and 

B.B.00ao.  An  act  to  pvoTlda  Inenaaaa  In 
tba  monthly  rataa  of  oompensatton  payaMa 
to  evttfB  vatmns  and  tbatr  dependants; 

H.B.BaM.  An  act  to  amend  Uia  VMeral 
Credtfe  UnloB  Act.  aa  aawndad: 

U.n.nai.  An  act  to  permit  retired  mem- 
bera  oC  tba  nniformed  aenrloes  to  revoke  eloc- 
tloaa  made  tinder  tba  Untfarmed  flenrlcea 
OoBittnaraey  Option  Act  of  106S  In  certain 
oaaea  wbere  tba  elaetkms  were  made  bacanae 
of  mathematical  errors  or  ratalnformatkm; 

B.  B.  MO«w  Aa  act  to  provide  (or  the  coa- 
Teyadoa  of  certain  real  property  to  tba  town 
of  Beaufort.  B.  Ci 

H.  J.  Bee.  257.  Joint  resolution  auibarlB- 
lag  tba  Proeldent  to  Invtte  the  States  of 
the  Union  and  foreign  oountrlee  to  par« 
tteipato  In  the  First  Intematknial  Xnatm- 
ment  Ooogreee  and  Szposltlon  to  be  held 
to  PbtbMMiriila.  Pa.,  frtnn  September  IS  to 
Oeptainbw  2S.  1954;  and 

B^Ooo.  Bee.  388.  Concurrent  reeOlutton  re- 
lating to  tba  enrollment  of  B.  B.  8300. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed,  wltti  amendments  in 
vhteh  the  ooneurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  f  ol- 
lowlnr  tiUe: 

H.  B  80il.  An  act  to  provide  benefits  un- 
der tba  laws  administered  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration  based  upon  service  in  the 
Women's  Army  Auxiliary  Corps  luader  cer- 
tain conditions. 

The  message  also  announced  Uiat  the 
Senate  had  passed  bills  of  the  f  oUowinsr 
titles,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested: 

S.  979.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Jamee 
C.  &Lee: 

8. 1123.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  ^n— jm 
VaasUlos  Poumarakls; 

S.  laoi.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Martin  P. 
Pavtor; 

a  l3i».  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anastasla 
XtondyUs: 

8. 1S36.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sajena 
Paiaon  and  David  Peleon; 

S.  1S58.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sultana 
Ooka  Pavloviteb: 

8. 1888.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Blea,  Lucy, 


8. 1900.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jacob  Oryn- 


S.210B.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Donald 
Beetor  Ta^or; 

8. 9888.  An  act  for  the  rrtlef  of  Rev.  Charles 
V.  Boarinl; 

8.9887.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Joee  Alv»- 


8.9848.  Aa  act  for  the  rtilef  of  Tun  Tal 
ICao  and  bis  wife.  Chao  Pel  Ttang  lliao: 

8. 9488.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Sylvia 
8iu  nm  CSieng  Cbu  and  Dr.  Johnson  Chln- 
abenc  Oba; 

a  9098.  An  act  for  tba  r^lef  of  Juliiis 


8.98M.  Aa  act  for  the  reUef  of  Ctsuko 
nmakl  (Sblmbra): 
8.2644.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  llarla 

a  gees.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Anastasla 
Alesladou; 

a  2710.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Cboklchl 
Iraba; 

a  2771.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  GulMppe 
Minardi; 

a  2843.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Dr;  Felix 
de  Plnlee; 

8. 2803.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Semphina 
Pugeorglou! 

S.  2894.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Aznlv 
T.  Basserdjian;  and 

S.  2967.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James 
Jl-Tfeung  Woo.  Margie  Wanchung  Woo. 
Daniel  Du-Nlng  Woo.  and  Robert  Du-Ab  Woo. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed,  with  an  amendment 
In  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House 
is  requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the 
following  title  : 

B.  B.  9680.  An  act  to  provicle  for  the  con- 
tinued price  8upi>ort  for  agricultural  prod- 
ucts; to  augment  the  marketing  aod  dis- 
posal Of  such  products;  to  provide  for  greater 
stability  in  agriculture;  and  for  other  pur- 
poaes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  insists  upon  its  amendments  to 
the  foregoing  bill,  requests  a  conference 
with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints 
Mr.  AiKXN.  Mr.  Yotthc.  Mr.  Hicken- 
LOOPZK.  Mr.  ScHocppEL,  Mr.  Ellxnder, 
Mr.  JoHirsTON  of  South  Carolina,  Mr. 
HoLLAiiD.  and  Mr.  Amderson  to  lie  the 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the 
House  to  a  bill  of  the  Senate  of  tt^e  fol- 
lowing title:  I 

S.  16.  An  act  to  amend  the  immunity  pro- 
vision relating  to  testimony  given  bgr  wit- 
nessee  before  either  Hoiise  of  Congress  or 
their  committees. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  disagrees  to  the  amendment  of 
the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  3482)  entitled 
"An  act  to  amend  the  District  of  Colimi- 
Ida  Unemployment  Compensation  Act. 
and  for  other  purposes" ;  requests  i  con- 
ference with  the  House  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereoa,  and 
appoints  Mr.  Bball.  Mr.  Payne,  and  Mr. 
MAHsrnu)  to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8152)  entitled  "An  act  to  extend  to  June 
30,  li)55,  the  direct  home  and  f  arn^ouse 
loan  authority  of  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans'  Affairs  under  title  m  of  the 
Servicemen's  Readjustment  Act  of  1944. 
as  amended,  to  make  additional  funds 
available  therefor,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." 


a  VM.  An  act  for  tba  rCltef  of  Annl  Mar- 
Jatta  Makda  (nee  Klrvesmakl)  and  her  son. 
Markka  Palvlo  Mikela: 

assae.  An  act  for  the  reliaf  at  Leoti  J.  da 
Baetbofar  and  Blanche  BTdlnova  de  Saet- 
boCer; 


INCREASE  OP  VETERANS'  BENSFITS 

Mrs.  RCXIERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  l  minute  aad  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Maasactiua^tts.  ICr. 
Speaker,  I  am  sure  the  Houa»  win  be 
glad  to  know  that  the  Senate*  has  Just 
passed  H.  R.  9020.  a  bffl  to  glvf  the  dis- 
abled veterans  a  5  percent  increase,  and 
more  of  an  increase  to  the  widows  and 
dependents  of  service-connected  eases. 
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WOMEN'S  ARMY  AUXILIAR'^  CORPS 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill 
(H.  R.  8041)  to  provide  beneHts  under 
the  laws  administered  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration  based  upon  service  in  the 
Women's  Army  Auxiliary  Corps  under 
certain  conditions,  with  Senati  amend- 
ments thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendments. 

W^jP  Clerk  read  the  UUe  of  the  bill. 
^The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  6.  after  the  word  "disabiUty*, 
Insert,   "incurred   in   line  of  duty;" 

Page  1,  line  8.  after  the  word  "Corps". 
insert  "established  under  Public  Law  110. 
78th  Congress." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  wiere  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House  for 
10  minutes  today,  following  the  legisla- 
tive program  and  any  s];>ecial  orders 
heretofore  entered. 


PERSONAL   ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  ccxisent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon 
to  the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  August  3  there  was  a  i"i«*^^*^ 
made  in  the  ringing  of  the  beEs.  Four 
bells  were  rung  denoting  adjournment 
rather  than  three  for  a  straight  quorum 
call,  as  was  intended.  The  situation  was 
corrected  on  the  second  call,  but  un- 
fortunately I  had  gone  to  see  the  8th 
Bomber  Squadron  film.  The  second 
ringing  of  the  bells  was  not  heard  there 
and  as  my  office  was  luiable  to  tfeach  me, 
I  failed  to  be  present  for  th©  quorum 
caU. 

I  want  to  make  it  very  clear  that  my 
failure  to  answer  this  quorum  call  was 
because  of  the  failure  of  the  bfUs  to  be 

properly  rxuig. 


WITHDRAW  FROM  THE  UlOTED 
NA-nONS 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  a|sk  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  ^ouse  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  frotn  Iowa? 
There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  desire  to 
call  attention  to  and  eommend  Gen. 
Mark  Clark  for  his  statement  yesterday 
before  a  committee  of  the  other  body 
that  the  United  Nations  should  be 
scrapped  in  favor  of  a  true  alliance 
against  Communist  Russia. 

General  Clark  denounced  the  United 
Nations  as  a  simwning  ground  for  Soviet 
spies;  as  a  Russian  propaganda  sound- 
ing board,  and  asserted  the  United  Na- 
tions "has  been  a  great  asset  to  them" — 
the  Russians — "and  a  great  detriment 
to  us." 

Mr.  Speaker,  these  views  concerning 
the  failures  of  this  international  de- 
bating society  are  important  coming  as 
they  do  from  a  man  who  conmianded 
so-called  U.  N.  forces  in  Korea  where, 
excluding  South  Korea,  which  is  not  a 
member  of  the  United  Nations,  the 
United  States  carried  on  a  war  In  which 
Americans  did  more  than  90  percent  of 
the  fighting  and  dying  and  all  of  the 
financing. 

Mr.  Speaker,  no  greater  service  could 
be  performed  in  behalf  of  the  American 
people  than  forthwith  withdrawal  of  the 
United  States  from  the  United  Nations 
and  removal  of  headquarters  of  that  in- 
effective and  glorified  debating  society 
from  the  shores  of  this  Nation 

It  has  not  served  the  cause  of  mutual 
security  or  peace. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  BAILEY  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  10 
minutes  today,  following  any  special 
orders  heretofore  entered. 


BIRTHDAY  ANNIVERSARY  OF  THE 
PRESIDENT  OP  THE  REPUBLIC  OF 
THE  PHILIPPINES 

Mr.  OTIARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
It  had  been  my  intention  to  ask  unani- 
mous consent  for  a  special  order  for  1 
hour  on  Augiist  28  so  that  the  Members 
of  this  body  might  join  in  observance  of 
the  birthday  of  President  Ramon  Mag- 
saysay.  of  the  Republic  of  the  Philip- 
pines. As  there  Is  a  possibility  that  the 
Congress  will  not  be  In  session  at  that 
time.  I  am  taking  this  opportunity  of 
expressing  for  myself,  and  I  feel  con- 
fident for  all  of  my  colleagues,  our 
heartiest  greetings  and  our  affectionate 
felicitations. 

President  Magsaysay  Is  the  nephew  of 
Dr.  John  Udan,  who  has  been  my  close 
friend  for  many  years  and  whose  wise 
and  inspired  leadership  among  the  many 
fine  men  and  women  who  compose  the 
Filipino  group  In  Chicago  has  made  a 
large  contribution  to  the  binding  ever 
closer  of  the  ties  that  unite  the  people  of 
the  Philippines  and  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  Dr.  Udan  Is  on  the  com- 
mittee now  arranging  a  brilliant  cele- 
bration of  the  natal  day  of  President 
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Magsaysay  at  a  banquet  on  August  28 
at  the  Shoreham  Hotel  in  Washington. 


STATUTORY   DEBT  LIMIT   OF  THE 
UNITED   STATES 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKI31.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  year 
ago  the  House  acted  in  its  usual  respon- 
sible manner  and  increased  the  statutory 
debt  limitation  of  the  United  States.  I 
note  that  the  other  body  has  that  matter 
under  consideration.  I  regret  to  say, 
because  the  other  body  did  not  take  ac- 
tion a  year  ago,  this  administration  has 
been  placed  in  the  position  of  engaging 
in  some  practices  which  I  think  are 
detrimental  to  the  welfare  of  this  coun- 
try. I  am  calling  to  the  attention  of 
the  Members  of  the  House  an  item  that 
appeared  In  the  Washington  Daily  News 
on  Monday  describing  some  of  these 
practices.  I  hope  that  the  Members  of 
the  House  will  have  an  opportunity  to 
read  that  article,  because  I  feel  that  it 
certainly  Is  unfair  to  the  people  of  this 
country  to  have  the  debt  limit  figures  of 
this  country  juggled  until  it  is  question- 
able whether  or  not  they  have  any  mean- 
ing at  all. 


AGRICULTURAL  PRICE  SUPPORT 
PROGRAM 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  f rmn  the  Speaker's 
desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  9680)  to  provide  for 
the  continued  price  support  for  agricul- 
tural products;  to  augment  the  market- 
ing and  disposal  of  such  products;  to 
provide  for  greater  stability  In  agricul- 
ture; and  for  other  purposes,  with  Senate 
amendments  thereto,  disagree  to  the 
Senate  amendments,  and  agree  to  the 
conference  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

Mr.  OLTVBR  P.  BOLTON.  Reserving 
the  right  to  object,  and  I  shall  not  ob- 
ject, Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  understand  the 
action  taken  by  the  other  body  on  this 
measure,  they  retained  the  same  support 
levels  for  the  basics  as  we  suggested  In 
this  House,  but  they  struck  out  of  the  bill 
the  provisions  which  we  Included  to  as- 
sist the  dairy  Industry  In  obtaining  sta- 
bility and  an  equitable  price  structure 
for  that  Industry. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  seems  Inequitable  in 
the  extreme  to  guarantee  a  floor  for 
products  such  as  wheat,  where  there  are 
tremendous  oversupplles  today;  and  such 
as  peanuts,  where  their  production  Is  be- 
ing so  stimulated  as  to  be  used  in  a  proc- 
ess which  is  competitive  with  a  dairy 
product;  and  when  the  feeds  used  for 
dairy  cattle  are  today  at  such  a  high 
price.  It  se«ns  unfair  and  unwise,  BCr. 
Speaker,  to  grant  a  floor  for  such  prod- 
ucts greater  than  that  for  dairy  prod- 
ucts. 


I  sincerely  hope.  Mr.  Speaker,  thai 
our  conferees  will  insist  upon  equal  rec- 
ognition and  treatment  for  the  dairy  in- 
dustry and  dairy  products  as  is  given  to 
other  segmoits  of  our  apiculture. 

The  SHSAKER.  Is  there  obJecUon  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Kan- 
sas? [After  a  paiise.l  The  Chair  bears 
none,  and  appoints  the  following  con- 
ferees: Messrs.  Hope,  August  H.  Anokx- 
scN,  Hill,  Coolzy.  and  Poacb. 


VETERANS'  LEGISLATION 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentlewoman 
from  Massachusetts  (Mrs.  Rocsas]  is 
recognized  for  10  minutes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  wish  the  House  could  go  into 
recess  because  I  think  there  are  various 
House  bills  on  the  Senate  Calendar  that 
may  be  passed  and  if  they  should  tie 
amended.  I  should  like  the  House  to  take 
action  on  them  today  so  that  they  could 
be  on  their  way  to  the  White  House. 

If  I  may  make  a  parliamentary  in- 
quiry. Mr.  Speaker,  is  it  possible  to  have 
the  House  stand  in  recess? 

The  SPEAKER.  Anything  is  possible. 
but  the  Chair  can  see  no  reason  why  the 
House  should  stand  in  recess  today  when 
it  is  going  to  meet  tomorrow. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
think  the  veterans  are  anxious  to  have 
their  legislatltm  passed,  and  it  would  be 
helpful  if  we  could  stand  In  recess.  Of 
course.  If  It  cannot  be  done,  that  is  an- 
other thing. 

The  SPEAKER.  It  can  be  done,  but 
the  Chair  can  see  no  harm  that  would 
come  to  anyone  by  waiting  until  toonr- 
row. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  MassachtKetts. 
Of  course  toward  the  end  of  a  session  of 
Congress  sometimes  a  day  makes  a  dif- 
ference In  the  enactment  of  a  bilL  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my 
time. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  tomorrow  for  10  minutes,  follow- 
ing the  legislative  program  and  any  spe- 
cial orders  previously  entered. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House 
today  for  10  minutes,  following  any  spe- 
cial orders  heretofcM'e  entered. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection.  It 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOOD  asked  suid  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  IS  min- 
utes tomorrow,  following  the  legislative 
program  aiMl  any  special  orders  hereto- 
fore entered. 


NEEDED,  A  CIVILIAN  RESERVE 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  FasLXNCHUirasail  is  recog- 
nized for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  FRELXNOHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speaker. 
as  this  second  session  of  the  S9d  Oob- 
gress  draws  to  a  close,  most  of  us  of 
necessity  are  looking  ahead  to  the 
I>aigns    which    we   face.    It 
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eqoa  Jy  appropriate  time  for  us  also  to 
look  atiead  at  other  problems.  The  In- 
tcmattonal  tensions  chMracteristic  of 
the  postwar  period  show  no  sign  of 
easing.  The  aetuality  of  the  cold  war 
affects  all  our  activities,  and  the  threat 
of  a  total  war  apparently  cannot  be 
dissipated. 

Under  these  circumstances,  I  am  sure 
that  my  colleagues  will  find  of  consider- 
aUe  interest  a  recent  report  issued  by 
the  National  Planning  Association,  en- 
titled "Needed,  a  Civilian  Reserve."  This 
report  makes  a  number  of  constructive 
suggestions  which  are  worthy  of  our 
consideration. 

Before  discussing  these  proposals  in 
greater  detail.  I  should  like  to  include 
in  my  remarlcs  two  editorials  on  this 
subject.  On  June  30,  1954,  the  New 
York  Herald  Tribune  ran  the  following 
editorial  entitled  "Key  Men  for  Key 
Jobs": 

KxT  IfzM  FOB  Kkt  Jobs 
Two  national  emergencies  since  1941  have 
clearly  sbown  the  need  for  a  reserve  of 
civilians  qualified  for  top  war  Jobs,  as  urged 
by  the  National  Planning  Association  in  a 
special  report  Jtist  issued.  After  Pearl  Har- 
bor. Oovernment  often  had  to  take  potluck 
In  recruiting  administrators  for  wage,  price, 
ratlcxilng,  allocation,  and  other  executive 
positions.  Adequate  lists  of  available  execu- 
tives and  Mieir  qualifications  were  often 
lacking.  Patriotism  impelled  many  able 
men  to  take  Oovernment  Jobs,  but  finding 
them  and  then  trali^lng  them  in  Govern- 
ment operations  consimied  valuable  time. 
The  almost  Instantaneous  mobilization  the 
future  might  force  on  us  will  be  seriously 
Impeded  if  key  men  are  not  on  hand  at 
once  for  key  Jobs. 

The  MPA  report  advocates  creation  of  a 
talent  pocd  by  the  Office  of  Defense  IfCoblli- 
satlon.  Five  to  ten  names  should  be  avail- 
able for  every  Important  control  Job.  The 
reserve  ought  to  be  5,000  Instead  of  the 
less  than  500  which  the  report  suggests  is 
now  the  scale  of  Government  thinking  on 
the  subject.  A  nationwide  survey  would 
determine  which  executives  were  avaUable. 
Then  voltinteers  could  be  trained,  about  200 
at  a  time,  for  3  weeks  out  of  each  year. 
Continuous  schooling  would  bvilld  a  roster 
of  executives  and  specialists  who  have  at 
least  a  minimum  of  training. 

NPA's  distinguished  special  committee  on 
manpower  policy,  under  the  chairmanship  of 
Mr.  David  J.  Winton,  of  Minneapolis,  de- 
serves much  credit  tor  their  wc«-k  on  the 
report.  Adoption  of  their  plan  or  a  similar 
one  would  greatly  aid  the  Nation  In  prepare 
Ing  for  any  eventuality. 

On  July  22  the  New  York  Times  ran 
an  editorial  entitled  "Executive  Talent 
Pool": 

ExBConvK  Talent  Pooi, 
The  National  Planning  Association  has 
called  for  imposing  responsibility  upon  the 
Office  of  Defense  Mobilization  to  organize 
a  civilian  reserve  of  5.000  executives,  trained 
and  willing  to  fill  top  Jobs  in  war  agencies 
In  an  emergency.  A  special  report  by  the 
association,  an  Independent  organization  of 
leaders  in  industry,  labor,  and  agriculture, 
suggests  that  a  talent  pool  of  executives 
5  and  10  deep  be  created  for  essential  posi- 
tions required  by  emergency  control  and 
administrative  activities. 

In  urging  a  nationwide  survey  of  available 
men,  the  group  finds  unsatisfactory  present 
plans  for  a  reserve  of  only  SCO  specialized 
administrators.  Part  of  the  new  program 
would  Mt  up  a  Govenment  training  school 
to  teach  selected  men  wartime  management 
proceaacs  and  probleifas. 


The  Second  World  War  demonstrated  the 
Importance  of  capable  executive  manpower 
to  national  defense.  At  a  time  when  the 
military  is  scrutinizing  its  own  reserve  setup 
it  would  be  unwise  to  neglect  the  civilian 
reserve  needed  for  effective  military  action. 
The  proposals  of  the  National  Planning  Asso- 
ciation should  receive  serious  consicleration. 

Both  the  military  and  civilian  agencies 
of  our  Government  have  been  paying 
increasing  attention  to  the  adequacy  and 
state  of  readiness  of  the  Nation's  re- 
serves. In  tirat;  of  emergency,  it  is  real- 
ized, the  reserve  forces,  both  military 
and  civilian,  may  be  burdened  with  tre- 
mendous responsibilities,  which  must  be 
discharged  properly.  If  such  a  test 
comes,  this  country  must  be  in  a  reason- 
able state  of  readiness. 

In  any  total  war  effort  in  which  the 
United  States  might  become  engaged. 
certain  shortages  inevitably  would  de- 
velop. Of  these,  the  shortage  of  man- 
power probably  would  be  one  of  the  most 
serious.  Manpower  shortages  would  be 
of  two  kinds:  a  shortage  in  sheer  num- 
bers, and  a  shortage  in  particular  skills 
essential  to  an  effective  war  effort.  Since 
an  immediate  all-out  effort  in  any  fu- 
ture war  would  be  vitally  necesstiry,  we 
could  not  afford  to  improvise  machinery 
as  we  did  in  the  months  after  Pearl 
Harbor. 

How  to  handle  governmental  problems 
in  an  emergency,  therefore,  has  been  a 
continuing  concern  of  many  individuals. 
These  include  Washington  officials  who 
have  participated  in  many  national 
crises,  and  individuals  in  private  life  who 
have  served  the  Government  in  various 
capacities  pver  the  past  15  years.  These 
men  are  now  recommending  the  prompt 
formation  of  a  civilian  reserve. 

The  primary  function  of  a  civilian  re- 
serve would  be  to  staff  various  executive 
agencies,  and  thus  make  possible  a  rapid 
expansion  of  essential  services  in  an 
emergency.  Rapid,  large-scale  expan- 
sion cannot  occur  overnight,  nor  can  the 
exact  types  of  expansion  be  foreseen. 
Nonetheless,  it  is  clear  that  an  emergency 
situation  creates  needs  which  must  be 
filled.  On  June  30,  1940.  for  example, 
only  75  individuals  staffed  all  United 
States  emergency  agencies.  Three  years 
later  that  number  had  increased  to 
193,252.  A  trained  group  of  top  execu- 
tives may  be  desperately  needed  to 
handle  a  similar  job  of  civilian  mobiliza- 
tion. 

In  a  few  Government  agencies,  plans 
for  a  civilian  leserve  are  in  some  stage 
of  readiness.  In  the  Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization,  the  Commerce  Department 
and  the  Defense  Department,  for  in- 
stance, up-to-date  rosters  are  main- 
tained of  men  with  particular  skills  now 
back  in  private  life.  These  plans  are  not 
integrated  with  one  another,  however, 
nor  are  they  sufficiently  spelled  out.  The 
regular  civil  service,  it  is  true,  could  pro- 
vide some  individuals  with  adequate  ex- 
ecutive capacity,  but  the  size  of  the 
required  expansion,  and  the  particular 
skills  which  would  be  required,  would 
necessitate  drafts  on  outside  sources  of 
executive  and  .specialist  manpower. 

The  manpower  policy  committee  of 
the  National  Planning  Association  has 
come  up  with  a  number  of  specific  pro- 
posals regarding  the  formation  of  a  civil- 


Ian  reserve.  These  have  been  developed 
after  executive  consultation  with  offi- 
cials concerned  with  p>ersoimel  poUcy, 
and  with  top  executives  from  private 
organizations — including  industry,  labor, 
service,  and  the  professions.  The  legal 
structure  under  which  executives  serve 
the  Government  in  a  temporary  capacity 
also  has  been  thoroughly  examined. 
Here  are  the  main  proposals: 

First.  A  national  reserve  of  some 
5.000  men  should  be  established  at  once. 
Rosters  5  to  10  deep  should  be  estab- 
lished, related  to  the  various  commodi- 
ties and  controls  which  past  experience 
shows  would  require  action.  In  addi- 
tion a  substantial  roster  of  Individuals 
with  genuine  executive  capacity  would 
be  set  up.  The  Office  of  Defense  Mo- 
bilization would  be  designated  by  the 
President  to  handle  these  roBters,  with 
other  interested  agencies  also  repre- 
sented. 

Second.  A  nationwide  canvas  to  se- 
cure qualified  individuals  should  be  in- 
stituted. National  associations,  busl- 
ne.ss  and  trade  groups,  labor  unions, 
farm  organization.s.  scientific  societies, 
universities  and  experienced  Individuals 
should  be  asked  to  make  suggestions. 
The  civilian  reserve  thus  established 
should  be  composed  of  prop>erly  dis- 
tributed age  groups,  with  emphasis  on 
the  40-to-50  years  bracket.  Individuals 
on  the  preliminary  list  should  be  care- 
fully screened  on  the  basis  oC  capacity, 
temperament  and  availability  for  gov- 
ernment work  in  an  emergency. 

Third.  Training  of  this  civilian  re- 
serve should  be  organized  by  the  Office 
of  Defense  Mobilization.  A  school 
staffed  by  civilians  should  be  organized, 
capable  of  handling  200  men  simul- 
taneously for  2 -week  periods,  and  in 
continuous  session.  Membcjrs  of  the 
roster  could  be  informed  regarding 
plans  for  operating  the  Government  in 
an  emergency,  for  coordinating  indus- 
trial production  and  imposing  controls. 
They  could  learn  also  about  such  gov- 
ernmental functions  as  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice, and  about  budgetary  procedures. 
Trainees  should  be  encouraged  to  par- 
ticipate in  governmental  conferences, 
and  to  get  experience  in  the  civihan 
phases  of  war  games  and  problems.  At 
the  end  of  each  training  period  ap- 
prai.<;als  of  each  individual's  capacities 
should  be  incorporated  as  a  permanent 
part  of  the  roster. 

Fourth.  Where  possible,  executives  on 
the  civilian  reserve  roster  should  be 
used  as  consultants  or  staff  members 
without  compensation.  Acting  in  such 
capacities  at  ODM.  Commerce,  Defense, 
or  the  Labor  Department,  for  example, 
they  could  become  familiar  with  govern- 
mental processes.  The  effectiveness  of 
this  training  could  be  increased  if  rota- 
tion were  encouraged.  As  consultants, 
furthermore,  executives  would  not  af- 
fect the  morale  of  the  permanent  civil 
service  employees,  and  the  conflict  of 
interest  problem  would  be  minimized. 

As  recommended  by  the  National 
Planning  Association,  this  executive  re- 
serve would  not  necessitate  binding 
commitments  for  service.  The  type  of 
training  afforded,  however,  would  en- 
courage members  to  make  a  most  use- 
ful contribution  to  any  futune  war  ef- 


fort. The  executive  bnuaeh.  It  was  fdt. 
might  formally  reoogniae  this  type  of 
service  and  thus  give  membership  in  the 
civilian  leserve  recognitfam  cntnmen-' 
surate  with  its  importance. 


THE  RECORD  OF  THE  PRESENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Bailkt]  is  recognized  for 
10  minutes. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  Washing- 
ton's physical  climate  is  noted  for  its 
August  doldrums,  but  this  year  we  have 
had  the  doldrums  in  our  political  climate 
since  January. 

In  our  poUtlcs — and  I  am  using  the 
word  in  its  broadest  sense — vre  have  been 
floundering  in  a  morass  of  Inaction,  ti- 
midity, and  refusal  to  come  to  grips  with 
the  grave  problems  we  face. 

This  is  a  far  cry  from  1952  when  we 
were  promised  a  "great  cru&ide."  piloted 
by  "the  best  brains,"  which  v/ould  have  a 
ready  solution  for  every  problem. 

It  is  an  even  further  cry  from  Decem- 
ber, when  the  Nation  awaited  the  "dy- 
namic, progressive"  legislative  program 
which  was  to  give  us  national  security, 
internal  security,  peace,  and  prosperity. 

What  we  have  received  hsve  been  slo- 
gans as  the  solution  to  some  problems, 
and.  where  no  slogan  could  be  quickly 
whipped  up,  a  refusal  to  nxognize  the 
problem. 

Early  in  the  year,  when  tlie  hucksters 
could  think  of  no  effective  program,  the 
administration  flatly  refused  to  admit  we 
were  having  an  unemploymimt  problem. 
While  no  slogan  could  be  easily  and 
quickly  devised,  phrasemaklng  was  re- 
sorted to  in  an  attempt  tC'  delude  the 
jobless  that  they  were  not  out  of  work. 

What  was  happening  was  a  "rolling 
readjustment" — whatever  that  may  be — 
and  it  was  good  for  the  country.  Those 
of  us  who  thought  what  was  happening 
was  a  recession,  and  who  were  fearful 
that  if  nothing  were  done,  wi^  were  head- 
ing into  a  depression,  were  given  the 
labels  of  "poUtical  sadists"  aiid  "prophets 
of  doom  and  gloom." 

Then,  as  things  became  more  serious. 
the  administration  decided  that  the  best 
way  to  Uck  the  recession  thiit  really  was 
not  there  was  to  try  to  talk  'prosperity." 

So  far  as  domestic  prospeiity  was  con- 
cerned, the  drillmasters  in  the  general's 
administration  seemed  content  with 
marching  thousands  of  words  up  the  hill, 
and  then  marching  them  back  down. 

National  security  was  one  phase  where 
we  expected  sound  and  soUd  policies. 
The  President  had  given  37  years  of  his 
life  to  the  Army;  his  greatness  came  as  a 
military  leader.  In  1953,  t.iis  adminis- 
tration cut  $5  biUion  from  the  Air  Force, 
telling  us  that  we  would  have  more  fire- 
power with  fewer  airplanes.  By  1954, 
this  mistake  was  admitted,  when  the  5 
billion  was  almost  restored,  but  they  in- 
sisted on  sUcing  the  Defense  budget  so 
they  picked  on  the  Armv  this  time, 
against  the  recommendatons  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff-,  General  R:dgway,  who 
was  selected  by  this  administration  in  an 
ill -conceived  move  to  make  the  profes- 
sional mUitary  a  tool  of  partisan  poUUcs. 


Nof«'  the  Pentagon  1*  reappraising  our 
military  rit.nation.  and  we  learn  that  the 
proposed  cuU  in  the  size  of  the  Army  will 
not  be  carried  oat  after  all.  Perhaps  the 
Budget  Bureau  next  year  will  pick  out  the 
Navy  to  abaorb  cuts  that  caimot  safely 
be  applied  until  we  are  a  great  deal  cloeer 
to  the  goal  of  world  peace. 

About  the  only  place  where  we  have 
strengthened  the  Defense  Establishment 
was  in  the  Pentagon  itself,  where  we  now 
have  a  whole  flock  of  new  Assistant  Sec- 
retaries— "vice  presidents"  is  the  term  I 
believe  chosen  by  Secretary  Wilson,  the 
old  General  Motors  hand,  by  which  to 
identify  them.  Whether  these  new  "vice 
presidents"  will  be  effective  weapons  is 
somewhat  doubtful. 

At  any  rate,  the  Defense  Department 
"team"  has  given  us  some  novel  read- 
hig.  By  reaching  a  goal  of  fewer  air 
wings,  at  a  target  date  several  years  re- 
moved from  the  date  selected  by  the  Tru- 
man administration,  we  are  supp>osed  to 
be  stronger.  Just  think  how  strong  we 
would  be  today  if  oiu-  goal  were  cut  back 
to,  say.  50  wings  and  the  year  2000  were 
selected  to  be  the  target  date. 

This  administration  has  shied  from  the 
ugly  words  universal  military  training 
like  a  teen-age  girl  shying  away  from  a 
mouse.  It  is  proposing  instead  some- 
thing it  calls  an  expanded  reserve. 
Everyone  will  be  drafted,  given  some 
training,  and  put  into  the  reserve.  The 
hucksters  in  this  administration  may  be 
clever,  but  they  will  find  it  hard  to  con- 
vince people  that  this  proposal  differs, 
fundamentally,  from  the  hated  UMT. 

This  administration,  when  it  was 
seeking  poUUcal  favor,  particularly  in 
the  general's  tour  of  the  New  York  City 
industrial  precincts,  promised  that  the 
full  force  of  the  Federal  Government 
would  be  utilized  to  cushion  economic  de- 
clines. The  same  promise  has  been 
made  repeatedly  since  January  1953.  I 
have  already  alluded  to  the  inaction  of 
the  administration. 

It  makes  certain  claims  to  the  built-in 
safeguards  of  its  legislative  program. 
These  center  chiefly,  almost  exclusively 
to  the  tax-revision  bill,  a  measure  which 
provides  for  windfall  benefits  to  a  few 
coupon  cUppers.  but  does  nothing  to  in- 
crease- the  purchasing  power  of  the 
farmer  aixl  the  wage  earner. 

SomeorM  of  the  President's  hucksters 
sold  him  on  the  idea  that  taxation  of 
income  earned  from  dividends  was 
double  taxation.  This  is  a  nasty  word; 
in  fact,  most  of  us  are  Just  generally 
against  it.  The  only  thing  is  that  pay- 
ing a  tax  on  your  dividends  is  not  double 
taxation.  The  administration  knows 
this.  too.  If  such  taxes  were  really 
double  taxation,  the  administration 
would  have  rec<xnmended  that  all  divi- 
dends be  tax  free.  It  only  said  that 
some  dividends  would  be  tax  free  in  the 
beginning,  with  nice  fat  tax  credits  on 
the  other  dividends,  and,  maybe,  eventu- 
ally, we  shall  get  around  to  making  all 
of  them  tax  free.  Now  if  double  taxa- 
tion is  bad.  and  taxing  dividends  is 
double  taxation,  why  not  make  all  of 
them  tax  free  right  now? 

This  feature  of  the  tax  bill,  according 
to  the  administration,  will  encourage  in- 
vestment and  provide  for  an  expanding 
economy. 


My  ovn  State  of  Wtot  '\nrglnia  pro- 
vides an  exoeUent  example  of  bow  much 
expanskjii  ttiis  tax  glTeaway  wiU  en- 
courage. Our  Qovtxuut  has  hired  a 
team  of  experts  to  survegr  the  eeonomy 
and  resources  of  the  State.  Their  aim  is 
to  pinpoint  the  opportunities  for  expan- 
sion and  diversification,  to  take  up  the 
slack.  The  Christiaii  Science  Monitor 
discussed  this  survey  in  its  issue  oi  Au- 
gust?. It  indicated  a  number  of  business 
activities  that  could  exi>and  and  diver- 
sify }6b  opportunities. 

But  the  Monitor  also  said  there  was  a 
lack  of  investment  capital  to  accomplish 
this  job;  and  the  Monitor  did  not  see  any 
prospect  of  such  investment  capital  be- 
coming available. 

Now  I  should  point  out  that  the  Moni- 
tor is  a  rather  conservative  newspaper, 
generally  more  RepubUcan  than  Demo- 
cratic. The  Monitor's  discussion  of  our 
problem  in  West  A^rginia  was  published 
s(»netime  after  the  President  had  signed 
the  tax  bill  into  law. 

The  conservative — and  factual — ^Mon- 
itor failed  to  forsee  any  investment  capi- 
tal increase  because  of  this  tax  bilL 

People  just  do  not  put  money  in  stocks 
and  bonds,  or  in  bank  accounts,  because 
of  tax  credits:  they  invest  money  be- 
cause they  hope  to  earn  money.  The 
average  investor  is  a  pretty  prosaic  fel- 
low; he  only  looks  around  to  invest  in 
a  proposition  when  he  feels  sure  the 
service  w  product  involved  will  have  a 
market  so  that  it  may  be  sold. 

The  administration  takes  the  view  that 
we  should  be  satisfied  with  a  second 
best — or  even  a  third  best — ^year;  we 
need  not  break  records,  according  to 
Secretary  Humphrey.  Yet,  every  year 
the  labor  force  increases;  our  eponomy 
must  expand  every  year  to  abaorb  the 
new  workers.  The  i^iilosophy  of  staikl- 
ing  still,  or  going  back  just  a  Uttle  bit, 
is  disastrous  and  foolhardy. 

This  administration  has  fumbled  the 
foreign-trade  poUcy  as  often  and  as  con- 
sistently as  it  has  fumbled  all  other  leg- 
islation. During  the  1952  csunpaign.  the 
Republicans  came  up  with  the  slogan 
"Trade,  not  aid."    It  was  misleading. 

It  appointed  the  RaiKiall  Commis- 
sion, which  recommended  a  3 -year  ex- 
tension of  the  Reciprocal  Trade  Agree- 
ment Authority,  and  suggested  further 
tariff  cuts.  Now  this  was  perfectly  ac- 
ceptable to  the  free  traders  like  the  Fords 
and  the  Charley  Tafts.  It  was  not  ac- 
ceptable to  the  high  protectionists,  who 
wish  to  build  a  wall  around  the  country. 

So  the  administration  compromised, 
by  accepting  a  straight  1-year  exten- 
sion. 

This  made  practically  no  one  happy. 
It  certainly  did  not  appeal  to  the  moder- 
ates, such  as  the  Representative  of  the 
Third  West  Virginia  District.  Those  of 
us  who  take  the  moderate  view  want 
to  encourage  foreign  trade  all  we  can; 
but  we  do  iK>t  waoit  to  do  so  at  the  ex- 
pense of  our  own  vital  industries. 

There  was  im>  opportunity  in  the  1-year 
extension,  ix>r  in  the  President's  recom- 
mendati<His  to  correct  mequities  under, 
existing  practice.  iK>r  to  bring  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  into  line  with 
the  original  intent  of  the  Congress. 

The  Randall  Commission  report  would 
aid  only  big  business,  but  would  harm 
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Httle  bmiinw.  We  want  both  mided. 
We  would  Uke  to  see  »  quota  ^t^Uaaa. 
adoptad.  ffo  that  our  own  Indnatrtea  may 
have  a  fatr  duure  of  tbe  doaaertte  mar- 
ket. This  la  not  hiooDSiatent  with  the 
Intent  of  the  original  redpxocal  trade 
law,  which  was  dealKned  to  further  em- 
ployment, and  promiaed  protection  to 
small  industry,  as  wdl  as  to  those  indus- 
tries vital  to  the  United  States. 

West  yirginia  coal  miners  are  as  anx- 
ious to  win  good  will  in  Venezuela  and 
Saudi  Arabia  as  any  citiaen,  but  they  see 
little  advantage  in  going  hungry  them- 
selves to  do  it.  West  Virginia  potters 
and  glass  workers  know  it  is  imperative 
to  build  up  the  economy  of  Japan  to  keep 
it  from  falling  to  the  Communists;  but 
little  advantage  is  gained  if  ttiey  them- 
selves are  idle  and  hungry. 

m  the  field  of  txade  policy,  this  ad- 
minisb«ti<xi  has  failed  to  appreciate  the 
full  significance  of  the  problem,  which. 
like  most  problems,  is  not  sharply 
etched  in  black  and  white.  It  is  colored 
with  all  shades  of  gray.  Hence  it  has  of- 
fered no  solution  which  will  encourage 
foreign  trade,  but  do  so  in  a  maimer  that 
does  not  ruin  our  own  economy. 

General  Eisenhower  promised  the 
farmers  100  percent  of  parity.  Prices 
paid  to  farmers  in  the  past  2  years  have 
dropped  16  percent,  while  consumer 
prices  have  risen  to  114.  Wheat  dropped 
60  cents  a  bushel  in  1953,  but  bread  rose 
in  price.  The  lowering  of  supports  on 
butter  increased  butter  sales  of  AptJl 
only  7  percent,  which  amounted  to 
about  $2,290,000.  But  to  the  dairy  farm- 
er who  took  the  price  cut,  it  meant  a  loss 
of  $70  miUion  in  that  1  month. 

The  administration,  grasping  for 
straws  in  an  effort  to  save  face,  is  claim- 
ing a  victory  because  Congress  voted  a 
flexible  price-support  program  of  from 
82^  to  90  percent  of  parity.  Congress 
has  accepted  the  flexible  principle,  ac- 
cording to  the  administration. 

Congress  long  ago  accepted  the  flex- 
ible principle.  It  is  in  the  present  law. 
Had  Congress  not  passed  any  legislation 
whatsoever,  price 'sapjwrts  would  auto- 
matically have  dropped  to  the  flexible 
75-percent  floor  in  January.  The  new 
law  is  not  a  victory  for  the  administra- 
tion, but  a  defeat. 

It  is  more  than  passing  strange  to  see 
the  White  House  claiming  a  victory  by 
reducing  supports  to  82V^  percent,  when 
Candidate  Eisenhower,  on  October  4. 
1952,  told  an  audience  at  Brookings, 
8.  Dak.,  and  I  quote: 

The  Republican  Party  Is  pledged  to  the 
suatainlng  of  tbe  90-percent  parity-price 
■uppcrt.  and  it  U  pledged  even  more  than 
that  to  helping  the  farmer  obtain  his  full 
parity,  100  percent  parity,  with  the  guaranty 
in  the  price  supports  of  90. 

Candidate  Eisenhower  told  the  Anier- 
ican  Federation  of  Labor.  New  York, 
1952.  that  he  recognized  in  the  Taft- 
Hartley  law  certain  provisions  that  could 
be  used  to  break  unions.  He  promised 
repeal  of  th««  union-busting  provisions. 
His  Taft-Hartley  recommendations  left 
the  imion-busting  provisions  intact,  in 
fact,  strengthened  many  of  them.  Had 
it  not  been  for  united  Democratic  ac- 
tion in  the  Senate,  the  bill  passed  prob- 
ably would  have  left  labor  unions  at  the 
mercy  of  little  Taft-Hartley's  In  each  of 


the  48  Rates,  many  <a  them  f  af  more 
restrictive  than  the  present  law. 

Moreover,  the  President's  National 
Labor  Relations  Board,  through  admin- 
istrative decisions,  has  fiirther  whittled 
away  at  labor's  few  remaining  protec- 
tions. 

Veterans  have  suffered  at  the  hands 
of  this  administration.  Its  peUurlous 
budget  policies  have  created  a  peculiar 
climate.  An  employee  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration  now  realizes  that  the 
measure  of  his  efficiency  is  not  how  well 
he  serves  the  veteran,  but  how  much 
money  he  saves.  A  veteran  is  auto- 
matically on  the  defensive  when  he  calls 
upon  a  VA  field  office. 

The  Veterans  Affairs  Committee,  ably 
directed  by  the  gentlewoman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, who  cooperated  closely  with 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Tsague], 
brought  out  a  bill  offering  mild  cost-of- 
living  increases  to  veterans  and  depend- 
ents. Compromises  had  already  been 
made  in  the  committee,  but  the  leader- 
ship demanded  further  cuts.  The  result 
was  that  we  enacted  a  bill  which  de- 
prived millionT.  of  disabled  vetemns  as 
well  as  all  veterans  of  the  Spanish - 
American  War  of  any  increases. 

It  resulted  in  the  unprecedented  action 
of  the  National  Tribune  and  Stais  and 
Stripes,  a  nonpartisan  weekly  news- 
paper, devoting  an  entire  page  tc  criti- 
cism of  Republican  leadership.  The 
National  Encampment  of  the  Vtterans 
of  Foreign  Waj-s  also  toolc  the  unprece- 
dented action  of  censuring  the  adminis- 
tration and  the  Republican  leadei-ship. 

The  administration's  welfare  record  is 
six>tty.  Whereas,  we  passed  legiBlation 
expanding  th';  hospital  construction 
program,  we  curtailed  funds  for  many 
health  services,  including  the  vital  mo- 
bile tuberculosis  X-ray  program.  The 
best  the  administration  could  come  up 
with  was  a  mild  reinsurance  pit)gram, 
which  was  defeated. 

Social  security  was  expanded,  but  not 
enough.  A  perfect  example  was  the 
provision  relating  to  permanent  and 
total  disability  The  administration  bill 
provides  that  a  man  does  not  lose  his 
equity  if  he  becomes  totally  and  perma- 
nently disable<l.  Thus,  if  a  50-y«ar-old 
worker  becomes  totally  and  permanently 
disabled,  he  may  expect  to  receive  his 
usual  benefits  when  he  becomes  6B.  He 
should  receive  disability  benefits. 

The  President  has  endorsed  the  un- 
emplo3mient  insurance  program,  but 
called  for  and  received  inadequate  legis- 
lation. What  was  needed  was  legisla- 
tion that  would  increase  benefits  and 
lengthen  the  duration  to  26  weeks. 

The  President  has  endorsed  an  increase 
in  the  minimum  wage,  but  says  it  Bhould 
not  be  done  during  a  period  of  economic 
readjustment — recession  to  us.  An  in- 
crease in  the  minimum  wage  to  as  little 
as  $1  per  hour  would  piunp  a  great  deal 
of  needed  purchasing  power  into  the 
economy.  When  times  are  good,  the  law 
of  supply  and  demand  for  labor  tends  to 
take  care  of  minimum  wages.  The 
President's  position  is  very  mucb  akin 
to  the  chap  who  did  not  fix  his  leaky 
roof;  when  it  was  raining  it  was  too  wet 
to  work;  when  it  was  not  raining,  there 
was  no  need  to  fix  it. 


In  the  field  of  education,  a  very  sorry 
record  is  being  made.  Surveys  con- 
ducted by  the  United  States  Office  of 
Education  and  by  the  National  Educa- 
tion Association  show  a  need  for  362,000 
new  classrooms.  These  surveys  also 
show  that  States  and  local  governments 
do  not  have  the  ability  to  finance  this 
construction.  The  President  and  Secre- 
tary Hobby  want  to  wait  until  1956,  when 
there  will  be  a  White  House  Conference 
to  find  out  (a)  whether  there  is  a  school 
construction  need,  and  <b)  whether  Fed- 
eral aid  is  required.  If  he  would  read 
reports  from  his  own  agencies,  he  would 
have  the  answers  to  these  questions. 
-President  Eisenhower,  who  finds  time 
in  his  schedule  for  golf,  fishing,  and  stag 
dinners  for  the  hif,'h  Wall  Street  brass, 
recently  could  not  find  time  in  his  sched- 
ule to  meet  the  group  of  educators,  who 
might  have  told  him  the  facts  of  school 
life. 

This  administration  has  made  a  re- 
markable record  in  the  giveaway  field. 
First,  it  was  the  tidelands;  then,  it  was 
tiie  timber  lands — which  we  ii)  Congress 
were  alert  enough  1o  stop — and  now  it  is 
the  synthetic  liquid  fuels  program,  the 
mine-safety  program,  and  our  helium 
plants. 

They  gave  up  on  soil  conservation  by 
ravishing  the  prog' ram  and  losing  the 
.skills  of  the  men  who  were  iA  it.  This 
was  done  when  drought  in  the  Midwest 
may  bring  about  a  renewal  of  the  dust 
storms  of  the  thirties;  and  when  flash 
floods  severely  damaged  Texas,  Iowa, 
and  West  Virtrinia  this  year. 

They  have  attempted  to  givt  away  the 
Nation's  atomic  energy  program  for  pri- 
vate exploitation. 

By  construction  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
Seaway,  they  are  piving  away  the  Mid- 
west market  for  coal  to  foreign  oil  pro- 
ducers. 

It  has  been  a  veiy  sorry  record. 


CO^TDUCT    OP    MEMBERS    OP    THE 
HOUSE  I 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  fifom  Mich- 
igan I  Mr.  Hoffman  ]  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  HOFFM.^VN  of  Michitan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  Hou.se  not  havhig  before 
it  any  legislation  and  no  other  Member 
desiring  to  speak,  it  is  my  purpose  to 
call  attention  to  what  may  of  may  not 
be  the  necessity  for  a  resolution  of  the 
House  authorizing  a  special  Committee 
to  a.scertain  whether  the  conduct  of 
Members  of  the  House  is  all  that  it 
should  be.  or  is  in  accord  with  what  the 
other  body  is  demanding  of  its  Mem- 
bers, or  is  of  a  standard  which  meets 
the  approval  of  our  constituents  In  this 
an  election  year. 

Naturally  I  am  not  commenting  upon 
the  procedure  in  the  other  body;  what 
they  do  and  the  methods  they  follow  is 
their  business,  none  of  ours.  It  may  be 
they  are  setting  an  example  for  us. 
They  seem  to  be  striving.  Thecr  recently 
held  lengthy  hearings  and  the  people  as 
well  as  we  had  ample  opportunity  to 
hear,  see,  listen,  and  profit.  Soon,  again, 
they  will  enlighten  us  by  teUitig  all,  by 
expressing  their  views  of  each  other,  of 
the  conduct,  past  and  present,  of  many 


of  the  past  as  well  as  of  future  Mem- 
bers of  their  learned  body. 

It  may  be  that  there  is  a  necessity  tar 
a  resolution  asking  that  a  committee 
look  into  the  doings  or  nondoings  of 
every  individual  Member  of  the  House. 
It  might  be  helpful  if  we  nould  all  as- 
certain whether  our  colleaf.ues  in  days 
gone  by,  in  their  youthful  days,  smoked 
cigarettes,  drank  hard  cider,  robbed 
orchards  or,  if  former  farm  boys,  stole 
eggs  from  the  farmhouse  egg  basket, 
took  a  few  eggs,  a  link  of  sausage,  or  a 
slice  of  ham  and  went  down  In  the  woods 
and  had  a  picnic.  It  is  just  possible  that 
those  things  would  be  of  interest  to  the 
people  though  I  doubt  it.  But  when 
this  is  going  on  now,  havln?  a  pride  in 
the  House  and  the  Memliers  of  the 
Htuse.  having  the  utmost  respect  for  my 
colleagues,  their  integrity,  their  ability, 
and  all  their  many  outstiinding  good 
qualities,  I  do  not  want  to  fall  behind 
the  standard  set  for  the  other  body  and 
its  Members. 

Mr.  GROSS.  lk(r.  Speaker,  will  the 
pf  ntleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  MlchUcan.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  lowii. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Would  thii  gentleman 
care  to  include  in  that  the  use  of  coun- 
terpart funds  for  Junketing  expeditions 
all  over  the  world? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  No. 
What  my  colleagues  do  is  really  their 
own  business.  No  one  mad(!  me  a  Judge 
of  my  colleagues  conduct.  Some  Jun- 
kets so  called  are  well  worth  the  funds 
spent.  Others  may  not  be.  But  each 
member  must  be  the  Judge  tx>  determine 
what  is  or  is  not  proper.  If  he  guesses 
wrong  often  enough  his  home  folks  will 
take  care  of  him — set  him  right.  This 
being  a  Republican  administration,  I 
would  say  to  my  colleague  the  adminis- 
tration undoubtedly  is  itself  trying  to 
do  the  right  thing  and  without  doubt  en- 
deavoring to  keep  us  on  the  straight  and 
narrow  path.  It  is  maklnr  some  prog- 
ress. I  have  been  told,  with  the  sup- 
port of  the  minority  Members,  although 
I  myself  have  not  been  ab.e  to  see  any 
of  that  support  when  it  wfui  needed  for 
the  enactment  of  sound  legislation.  But 
I  understand  they  of  the  minority  are 
supporting  the  administration  except 
when  they  think  It  is  politically  im- 
wise  for  them  to  do  so.  I  do  not  want 
to  criticise  anything  in  or  sibout  the  ad- 
ministration except  possibly  a  few  of 
those  holdovers — no,  they  are  almost  all 
holdovers,  are  they  not? — those  hold- 
overs who  were  given  this  administration 
by  the  previous  administration  and 
whose  harmful  actions  a:*e  now  being 
exposed  by  that  able,  tireless,  courageous, 
unpurchasable  former  chief  counsel  of 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions, the  Honorable  William  Francis 
McKenna. 

What  I  am  getting  aroimd  to  is  this. 
If  the  other  body — and  that  is  its  right 
and  privilege  is  to  investigate  the  record 
of  each  of  its  Members  and  establish 
standards,  it  occurs  to  me  that  perhaps 
while  they  are  talking  ab>}ut  somebody 
getting  say  $10,000  for  writing  a  pam- 
phlet, we  ought  to  look  into  our  own 
activities,  or  the  activities  of  our  Mem- 
bers for  of  a  certainty  we  must  hold  our 


standards  as  high  as  those  of  the  other 
body. 

I  have  here— and  one  of  the  Members 
asked  me  for  It  the  other  day,  asked  me 
if  I  had  any  extra  copies  of  this  one — 
"Our  American  Government — What  Is 
It?— How  Does  It  Function?— Two 
Hundred  and  Ninety-One  Questions  and 
Answers."  You  have  all  had  them.  It 
is  a  fine  little  Government  publication — 
very  Informative.  If  you  have  any  ex- 
tra ones  I  wish  you  would  give  them  to 
me.  My  cohstltuents  are  asking  for 
them.  Here  are  the  first  three  pages  of 
the  Senate  publication.    I  read: 

[83d  Cong.,   l8t   Bess. — Senate — Document 
No.  53] 

OtT«  AicnucAN  OovnNiczNT — ^What  Is  It? — 
How  DoBB  It  Fttkction.' — ^Two  Huhdkxd 
AND  Nnrrrr-OmE  Quvstions  ani»  Anbwxes— 
A  CoMpmntKXRivc  Stoit  of  mm  Histobt 

AKO  PUKCnONB  OF  OUE  AlCnUCAN  OOVBIN- 
MKITT  iMTXSXaTTMCLT  AMD  ACCUKATKLT  POft- 

tsatsd 

qussnoks  amd  anbwzhs  kixativz  to  ot7s 

AlCnUCAN    COWKNMUrr 

(1»53  edition) 

Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  24 

(Submitted   by  Mr.  Kmowland) 

Im  tkk  Unttkd  States  Scnatk, 

March  30.  19 S3. 

Reaolx>ed  by  the  Senate  ( the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring).  That  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Printing  Is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  revlae,  by  iHinglng  up  to 
date  the  pamphlet  entitled  "Our  American 
Oovernment,"  as  set  out  in  House  Document 
465,   79th  Congress. 

Sec.  a.  Such  revised  pamphlet  shall  be 
printed  as  a  Senate  document,  and  there  be 
printed  100,000  additional  copies,  of  which 
34.760  copies  shall  be  for  the  use  at  the  Sen- 
ate; 06.150  copies  for  the  use  of  the  House  of 
Representatives;  3.100  for  the  Senate  Docu- 
ment Room;  and  6,000  for  the  House  Docu- 
ment Room. 

Adopted  in  Senate,  May  6,  1953. 

Amended  and  adopted  In  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. May  14,  1953. 

Amendment:  "Sac.  3.  Such  revised  pam- 
phlet shall  be  printed  as  a  Senate  document, 
and  there  be  printed  600.000  additional  copies 
of  which  30,000  copies  shall  be  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate:  460,900  copies  for  the  use  of  the 
House  of  Representatives:  3.100  for  the  Sen- 
ste  Document  Room;  and  6,000  lor  the  House 
Document  Room." 

Senate  conctirred  in  House  amendment, 
May  18,  1953. 

rOBZWOKO 

This  nonpartisan  publication  Is  a  revision 
of  House  Document  No.  465,  79th  Congress, 
ad  session. 

The  original  compilation  was  Introduced 
Into  the  CoNGUSSioNAL  Rxcokd,  September 
12,  1940  (vol.  86.  pt.  17.  p.  5509),  by  Repre- 
sentative Wbicht  Patmam. 

Since  then  the  foUowlng  revisions  and  en- 
largements of  the  text  have  been  authorlssed 
and  published: 

1.  House  Document  No.  153,  77th  Congress, 
1st  session. 

a.  House  Document  No.  210  (353  questions 
and  answers) ,  77th  Congress,  1st  session. 

3.  House  Document  No.  619  (282  questions 
and  answers),  77th  Congress.  Ist  session. 

4.  House  Document  No.  228  (270  questions 
and  answers).  79th  Congress.  Ist  session. 

6.  Hovtse  Docxmient  No.  465  (284  ques- 
tions and  answers),  79th  Congress,  2d  ses- 
sion. More  than  a  million  copies  of  this  edi- 
tion were  distributed. 

6.  nils  present  edition  (391  questions  and 
answers)  was  authorized  by  Senate  Con- 
current Resolution  No.  34,  first  adopted  in 
the  Sf  nate.  May  6, 1953;  amended  and  adopt- 
ed Ui  the  HouM  of  Bepreeentativet,  May  11. 


1953;  and  finally  adopted  by  lbs  Senate  oa 
May  18.  1953. 

This  revision  was  prepared  by  Bepreaenta« 
tive  Wbiobt  Patmait  with  the  ooUabaratton 
of  W.  C.  GUbert  of  the  Legislative  Refexence 
Service  of  the  Utaraxy  ot  Congress. 

WnxiAM  P.  KMoyrUkMU, 
United  States  Senator,  California. 

Read  again  the  foreword  by  our  dis- 
tinguished colleague  of  the  other  body, 
Welliaic  F.  KirowLAHD,  endorsing  the 
publication — ^that  is  the  Government 
publication — thousands  have  been 
printed  and  distributed  at  Government 
expense — ^it  is  a  valuable  publication. 

It  was  revised  through  the  use  of  tax 
dollars.  It  is  a  revision  which  Mr. 
Knowland  endorsed,  and  there  is  no 
criticism  of  him.  He  received  nothing 
for  so  doing.  He  did  not  have  it  re- 
printed or  offer  it  for  sale.  There  is  no 
politics  in  this  because  one  of  these  gen- 
tlemen is  a  RepubUcan  and  tbe  other  is 
a  Democrat.  This  revision  purports  to 
have  been  prepared  by'Vtn*  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  TexasAthe  Honorable 
Wright  Patmait,  with  tpe  help  of  the 
Legislative  Reference  Service.  Note  if 
you  will  that  line  about  the  library's 
Legislative  Service.  If  it  is  wrong,  and 
I  do  not  say  it  is  and  I  do  not  say  it  is 
not.  for  a  Member  of  the  Congress  to 
accept  $10,000  for  writing  a  pamphlet 
about  housing,  about  the  acUvities  of 
the  Lustron  Corp.,  I  am  wondering 
whether  it  is  Justifiable  when  you  get  a 
pamphlet  like  this  prepared  with  the 
help  of  the  Library  legislative  staff, 
whether  it  is  permissible  for  a  Member 
of  the  House  to  rewrite  it.  add  to  it,  and 
then  put  it  on  the  newsstand  with  col- 
ored covers  at  35  cents  a  copy.  It  is  a 
neat  little  Bantam  Giant  book.  The 
front  page  reads: 

Trc  anbwxss  to  Omt  TRoimANB  AXD  Oira 
QuKsnoKs— Otts  Amebic  ax  aovsajncmT 

(By  the  Honorable  V^anarr  Patbcaw,  Member 
of  Congress) 

(A  new  edition  revised  by  the  author) 

The  second  page  reads: 

The  publishers  of  Bantam  books  are  proud 
to  bring  this  book  to  you. 

It  was  compUed  by  Congressman  Wsbzht 
Patman  out  of  his  long  legislative  experience 
so  that  Americans  everywhere  might  better 
'vinderstand  the  workings  of  their  Oovem- 
taent.  It  is  a  complete  and  simplT  written 
explanation  of  the  greatest  representative 
government  on  earth.  ^ 

Is  that  all  right  and  proper?  I  do  not 
know  and  I  do  not  express  an  opinion 
one  way  or  another,  for  I  consider  it  none 
of  my  business. 

My  curiosity  was  Just  aroused  by  this 
resolution  that  was  adopted  in  the  other 
body.  Then,  if  that  is  proper  procedure, 
and  we  do  not  wish  to  lag  behind,  I  can 
imagine  someone  on  the  minority  side. 
the  present  minority  of  the  House— you 
notice  I  say  the  present  minority;  some 
other  time  maybe  it  may  be  somebody 
else — they  may  say  over  there  that  if  it  is 
right  for  some  Monber  who  is  a  member 
of  a  committee,  some  majority  Member 
who  is  a  meml)er  of  one  of  the  standing 
committees  of  the  House,  or  of  a  sub- 
committee, to  sit  on  that  committee  and 
get  information  on  our  foreign  wMttn, 
let  us  say,  or  on  any  other  subject,  and 
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for  ftlee— capfttaUae 


IIM 

ontfaftk 
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not  am- 


B0i— I  repesi— that  to 
^  ot  wr  Iwiilnii.  Imt  bdng  %  Mcmbw 
«tf  Udft  VOHM  vobM  me  to  express  my 
liojpetliAt  qooa  our  legidatlTe  duties  will 
te  mmtma  «•  Bny  adjonm. 

iaoA  tf  we  are  to  etoj  tere  while  the 
MurdMe  out  rates  to  gidde 
JusI  for  a  diaiife  n^ht  It 
not  be  intarestinc  tf  we  start  aa  lin^es-> 
ticatiaik  ef  aoaMone  who  is  not  flchtbur 
eoBuraBtam  er  Xtm  OuuMiuuiats.  That 
woabt  at  leart  be  aonetfalnf  new. 

Too  na  ttie  pofnt  I  am  teylns  t<l  maket 
I  am  wontartng  now  just  who  made  some 
ef  vm  ladies  ofver  our  eoUeacuee.  or  Is 
ca^  one  #C  us  to  sit  m  judgment  on  the 
ecpdoet  e€  every  Member  of  the  House 
and  npartklHidc  to  the  Bouse  that  eadi 
and  OTwy^Mi  that  has  bsen  Investlsated 
Is-or  It  ttK  a  Mdlable  vropa  individual 
to  m  M^lhe  maam.  I  have  always 
ttiinniit  llutt  MO^IMlpH  mts  a  decision 
that  wasvp  t»«MriW|Mnts.  IrecaH 
one  tiau  when  ttie  iMilfc  eiqpelled  a  man 
fran  Wlsoonsln.  Thcsr^ust  kicked  him 
rltfitont  and  said  he  was  not  a  man  fit 
tesemeL  The pecHlde of  Wlsoondn  very 
promMr  Mnt  hhn  back.  After  all.  is  it 
not  fair  and  Is  it  not  reasonable  to  leave 
this  qumtluu  ef  whctha  your  eondoet,  I 
■ay  t»  aaqr  sood  eolleasue  from  West  Vir- 
ginia, Mr.  Bout,  or  my  oonduet  as  a 
B^reosntattas  from  IBchlgan,  is  it  not 
fUr  and  Is  It  not  the  right  thing  to  do 
t»  Mafi  the  Issue  of  our  fitness  to  the 
l^eoiple  ef  our  lespeuUve  districts?  I 
■WMHii^^ttiink  ao.  unless  we  violate  some 
are  guilty  til  aoaw  immoral  or 
eondnet.  Just  because 
cigarettes  (Mr  chews 
tobaaeaor  drinks  what  people  think  is  a 
little  too  aneh--i8  the  House--or  if  he 
goes  ant  to  the  racetrack  and  places  a 
•bet— some  of  us  do  not  like  that,  some  of 
us  do  not  do  it,  but  is  that  any  of  our 
business,  the  personal  conduct  of  what 
anothor  oolleagae  does? 

I  am  just  serving  notice  now.  tf  that 
procedure  of  a  committee  passing  judg- 
■nnt  upon  Itanbers  of  the  Congress  ever 
starts  In  this  House,  I  intend  to  ask  that 
tb»  conduct  of  every  single  If  ember — 
not  the  ladles,  not  our  distinguished  eol- 
Itoague  from  Massachusetts— or  any  of 
the  ladies  of  the  House — ^I  would  not  ven- 
ture to  say  anything  about  that,  but  I  am 
Just  serving  notioe  now  that  if  the  House 
otarla  an  this— our  women  eolleagxies 
eoUld  not  be  guilty  of  any  misconduct, 
ncme  of  them — ^I  amigbing  to  ask  that 
every  Mngle  Member  be  investigated 
from  the  time  he  was  able  to  talk  tmtil 
th^  itey  before  he  died.  And  it  might 
be  well,  we  eaniu^  say  anything  about 
the  other  body,  it  might  be  well,  however. 
If  we  all  reread  the  Rbcobo  as  it  has  be^ 
written  the  last  few  months  and  seriouafly 
consider  what  we  are  about  to  get  into 
before  we  start.  I  have  read  it  several 
timee  and  I  notiee  that  our  eonduct  in 
the  House  eompares  quite  favorably  with 
{ii^iat  they  do  over  there,  and  with  the 
lenguege  they  use  whea  they  compliment 
each  other. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent. 
the  gentleman  fnan  Ohio  [Mr.  Bow] 
just  called  my  attention  to  the  fact  that 


I  stated  In  the  talk  I  made  that  I  used 
the  expression  "every  single  Member.T  I 
meant  cwwy  Member-HBingle  or  married. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  glad  tne 
gentleman  made  the  correction. 

Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan,  fit. 
Matthew  said.  7: 1,  "Judge  not,  that  ye 
be  not  Judged." 

St.  Luke  wrote.  12 :  14,  "Man,  who  mafle 
me  a  Judge  or  a  divider  over  you?" 

Last  Monday  David  Lawrence  ques- 
tioned the  right  of  the  Congress  to  ques- 
tion the  personal  conduct  of  its  Mega- 
bers  except  as  that  conduct  was  reflected 
In  their  ODcial  conduct.  l 

Lawrence  wrote:  * 

Skmaxs's  Failubx  To  CHAiXEiteE  Hia  SkatIivg 
IBS   1962   Blxctiok    Hxls    C>i«k   or 
Pactobs    B<jidxbino    Action    N^w 

UMJVBTimD 

Titer*  Isnt  the  slightest  shred  of  constitu- 
tional authority  to  back  up  a  resolution  of 
cenaure  on.  the  basis  of  the  charges  filed 
against  Senattnr  McCaxtbt,  of  Wlsconsi* — 
and  most  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  know 

The  Constitution  has  three  provisions  that 
could  poaalMy  be  Invoked  to  censure  or  expel 
Members.    These  read  aa  foUows: 

"^fech  Honae  shall  be  the  judge  of  the 
elactiona.  returns,  and  quallflcations  of  Its 
awn  Members.  •  •  • 

"■ach  House  may  detmnlne  the  rules  of 
Ita  proceedings,  punish  Members  for  diaor- 
<ierly  behavior,  and  with  the  concurrenco  ot 
two-thirds,  expel  a  Member.  •  •  • 

"The  Senators  and  Representatives  •  •  • 
shall  In  all  cases  except  treason,  felony,  end 
breach  of  the  peaos,  be  prlvUeged  from  aniest 
during  their  attendance  at  the  session  of 
thstr  re^Mctlve  Hotises,  and  In  going  to  end 
returning  from  the  same;  and  for  any  Bpe#ch 
cr  debate  in  rtther  House  they  shall  not  be 
quaationed  In  any  other  place." 

There  have  been  121  cases  in  which  M«n- 
bert  of  the  Senate  have  been  Involved  in  cen- 
tasts  over  elections  or  over  the  improper  use 
of  money  in  their  campaigns  and  some  h^ve 
been  seated  and  others  have  been  denied 
seats.  But  In  every  instance,  the  question 
was  raised  only  when  the  new  Member  pre- 
sented his  credentials  for  admission. 

Thus  in  the  case  of  Senator  Wiu4*i< 
LfUfoaa,  at  present  chairman  of  the  Sei*te 
JmUdary  Oommlttee,  an  issue  was  presented 
in  the  1941  session  Immediately  after  ti\a 
election  in  1940  and  the  majority  of  a  Senate 
committee  recommended  that,  "inasmucla  as 
the  charge  of  'm<vnl  turpitude'  had  bten 
proven  beyond  all  reasonable  doubt,  the  In- 
tegrity of  the  United  States  Senate  be  upheld 
by  denying  WnjJAii  Lakgeh  the  right  to  he  a 
Senator  from  North  Dakota." 

In  that  case  it  ha<l  been  alleged  that  llr. 
liAircn,  while  governcu:,  had  received  $25,#00 
from  the  Great  Northern  Railway  for  st^k 
in  some  lands  in  Mexico  already  expropriated 
after  the  railway's  taxes  had  been  cut  $130.- 
000  a  year.  The  Senate  refused  to  approve 
the  conmiittee  report  and  by  a  vote  of  52 
to  30  upheld  Mr.  LAKOza's  right  to  his  s^at 
in  the  Senate.  This  case  Involved  persoaal 
behavlar  prior  to  admission  to  the  Senaite. 
Hence  It  came  under  the  question  of  pro|>er 
quaUflcationa  for  membership  in  the  Senate. 
There  have  been  16  expulsion  cases  Involv- 
ing misdemeanors,  felonies,  and  treason. 

In  the  only  three  cases  involving  actual 
censure,  one  involved  a  physical  encounter 
between  Senator  Tillman,  of  South  Caro- 
lina, and  Senator  McLaurln,  also  of  South 
Carolina.  Another  case  involved  the  practice 
of  certala  Senators  who  carried  firear^ 
while  In  the  Senate. 

The  third  case  involved  Senator  BinghaBn, 
of  Cozuiectlcut.  The  resolution  of  censere 
exonerated  him  from  personal  misbehavior 


by  declaring  that  what  he  did  was  npt  tha 

result  of  corrupt  motives.  He  was  repri- 
manded for  designating  as  one  of  his  clerks 
on  his  committee  a  man  who  was  all  em- 
ployee of  a  manufacturers*  assoelatlon  in 
his  own  Stats  interested  in  the  tariff,  tt 
Is  a  blot  on  the  record  of  th*  Senate  tbat 
It  adopted  that  resolution.  Dollar-»-year 
men  have  been  employed  in  executive,  agen- 
cies in  the  past  and  have  sat  In  conflaentUI 
meetings.  But  even  in  this  instanoe,  the 
case  was  presented  to  the  Senate  imme- 
diately upon  ita  occurrence  and  not  as  an 
afterthought  3  years  later  aa  Is  hap^nlng 
now  with  most  of  the  charges  filed  againat 
Senator  McCaktht. 

Nearly  all  of  the  acts  charged  gainst 
Senator  McCaktht  are  alleged  to  haire  oc- 
curred pries'  to  the  time  he  waa  eledted  to 
his  present  term  in  November  1953,  by  the 
people  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin.  Se  was 
not  questioned  as  to  his  quallflcations  on 
these  or  any  other  of  the  same  mattera 
before  the  Senate  accepted  his  credentials 
In  January  1953.  Thus,  the  episode  Involv- 
ing his  sale  of  a  book  for  $10,000  to  the  Lus- 
tron  Corp.  relating  to  housing  and  v«terana 
occurred  in  1951.  The  heavtags  by  a  Senats 
committee  looking  into  his  personal  financial 
transactions  about  which  he  declined  to 
testify  because  he  considered  the  oonynittes 
politically  inspired,  occurred  before  the  elec- 
tion of  1952.  The  McCaktht  speech  attack- 
ing General  Marshall  also  was  made  before 
the  jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  prosented 
his  credentials  in  1953.  He  is  as  immune 
from  censure  or  punishment  for  whalt  hap- 
pened In  his  senatorial  term,  since  expired, 
as  Mr.  Truman  was  when  he  refuseij  early 
this  year  to  answer  questions  about  Harry 
Dexter  White  in  response  to  a  subpenfi  from 
a  House  committee. 

As  for  the  charges  of  discourteous  hamdllng 
of  two  alleged  Communlnts  and  his  resent- 
ment over  General  Zwicker's  refusal  to  co- 
operate as  a  witness  after  failing  to  invent 
the  honorable  discharge  of  a  Cominunist 
from  the  Army,  these  ope  a  up  new  qutetions 
about  how  polite  committee  chalrmeo  have 
to  be  with  recalcitrant  witnesses.  There  are 
no  standards  or  rules  now. 

So  far  as  other  charges  are  concerned  that 
relate  to  the  conduct  of  a  Senator  as  ^  com- 
mittee chairman  or  as  Sp<!aker  in  the  genats. 
there  isn't  a  single  instance  complained  of 
that  hasn't  a  parallel  in  the  acts  of  many 
other  Senators.  Democrats  as  well  as  Kepub- 
Ilcans.  If  the  Senate  ever  passes  a  resolution 
censuring  the  Wisconsin  Senator  on  any  of 
those  points,  a  flood  of  censure  resolutions 
condemning  at  least  a  third  of  the  Mfmbers 
of  the  Senate  could  be  offered  on  th»  basts 
of  such  an  unconstitutional  preced4nt. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  back  the  balance 
of  my  time.  I 

AUTOMATIC  INSURANCE  PROVI- 
SIONS FOR  VETERANS 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetta  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  other  body,  known  as  the 
Senate,  has  just  passed  H.  R.  521#,  and 
I  am  making  these  announcements  be- 
cause we  have  been  so  long  a  tihie  in 
securing  our  veterans'  leglslation-^H.  R. 
5214,  which  provides  insurance  benefits 
for  the  ROTC  boys.  The  Senate  has 
Just  passed  H.  R.  9888.  to  extefd  OI 
training  under  the  Korean  GI  b^l  *>' 
rights.  Public  Law  650,  for  certaih  dis- 
abled veterans,  and  H.  R.  8180,  the  bill 


that  provides  $700  per  veteran  to  State 
soldiers'  homes.  The  pre^ent  law  allows 
$500  per  veteran  patient  to  soldiers' 
homes.  It  also  passed  H.  R.  8041.  a 
House  bill  which  provides  certain  bene- 
fits for  veterans  of  the  Women's  Army 
Corps  who  were  totally  disabled.  It  con- 
tained a  clarifying  amendment  which 
the  House  Just  concurred  in. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Rb(X>u>.  or  to  re- 
vise and  extend  remarks,  was  granted  to: 

Mr.  VuissLL  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Judo  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Seklt-Bkown. 

Mr.  RoDHfo  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Yat«s. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  California,  his  re- 
marks on  the  services  of  Hon.  Wesley 

A.  D'EWART. 

Mr.  Saolak^ 

SENATE  BILLS  REFERRED 

Bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
titles  were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  Uble 
and.  under  the  rule,  refen-ed  as  follows: 

8.  979.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Dr.  James 
C.  S.  Lee:  to  the  Committee  c-n  the  Judiciary. 

8.  1133.  An  act  for  the  riillef  of  Kosmas 
Vassilios  Fournarakls;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

S.  1201.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Martin  P. 
Pavlov:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  1259.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  An  astasia 
Kondylls:  to  the  Committee  en  the  Judiciary. 

S.  1326.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sajena 
Pelson  and  David  Pelson;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  1558.  An  act  for  the  rrlief  of  SulUna 
Coka  Pavlovitch;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8.  1888.  An  act  for  the  rellnf  of  Rica.  Lucy, 
and  Salomon  Breger;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

S.  1909.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jacob  Gryn- 
berg;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8. 2105.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Donald 
Hector  Taylor;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

S.  2259.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rev.  Charles 
V.  Roaslni:  to  the  Committue  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

8.2337.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Al- 
varez; to  the  Oommlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2345.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tun  Tal 
'  Mlao  and  his  wife.  Chao  Pel  Tsang  Mlao:  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciiiry. 

8.  2433.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Sylvia 
Slu  Fan  Cheng  Chu  and  Dr.  Johnson  Chln- 
sheng  Chu;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  2520.  An  act  for  the  i-elief  of  Julius 
Maar:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.  2580.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anni  Mar- 
Jatta  Makela  (nee  Ktrresmain)  and  her  son. 
Markku  Palvlo  Makela;  to  the  Oommlttee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

8.2586.  An  act  for  the  ndlef  of  Leon  J. 
de  Saetbofer  and  Blanche  Hrdlnova  de  Sne- 
thofer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2639.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Etsuko 
Tamaki  (Shlmlzu);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8.2644.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Louise  Andreis;  to  ths  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

3.  2666.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anastasla 
Alexladou;  to  the  Conunittne  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

8.  2710.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Choklchi 
Iraha;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


8.3771.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Qulaeppe 
Minardi:  to  ths  Oommlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  aMa.  An  act  for  the  rdtef  of  Dr.  FeUx 
de  Plnles;  td  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

8. 2898.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Seraphlna 
Papgeorglou;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

8.  2894.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Axnlv 
T.  Haaserdjian;  to  the  Oommlttee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

8.  2967.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  Jl- 
Tsung  Woo.  Margie  Wanchung  Woo.  Daniel 
Du-Nlng  Woo.  and  Robert  Du-An  Woo;  to 
the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  c<munittee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  bills  of  the  House  of  the 
following  titles,  which  were  thereupon 
signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  688.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Ik-na  Oronowskl; 

H.  R.  693.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nina 
Maklef.  also  known  as  Nina  Berberova; 

H.  R.  796.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jean 
Hollis  Vock; 

H.  R.  13*7.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Franca  Oattl  CMita; 

H.  R.  1463.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fotini 
X.  Parisls; 

H.  R.  1768.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarle 
Louise  Carey  and  Vincent  F.  Carey; 

H.  R.  1788.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wanda 
Lucert.  also  known  as  Sister  CecUia.  and 
others; 

H.R.a038.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Antonletta  Palmleri; 

H.  R.  3188.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Karollne 
Dickmeyer; 

H.  R.3371.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Maria  M.  Brioz: 

H.  R.  3408.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lasaio 
Varga,  and  Mike  Varga; 

H.R.3440.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Lldlja 
Cimze; 

H.  R.  3499.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Adolfo 
L.  Kalb  and  his  wife: 

H.  R.  3619.  An  act  for  tiie  relief  of  Sister 
Aurella  Tanguas  Teres  and  Sister  Matilde 
Cuevas  Ban  Martin; 

H.  R.  2627.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cecilia 
Lucy  Boyack; 

H.  R.  3650.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  SUter 
Anna  Kttl; 

H.R.  3017.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Felix 
Pe  trover; 

H.R. 3675.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Herre 
van  der  Veen.  Mrs.  Marie  van  der  Veen.  Helen 
Winifred  van  der  Veen,  and  Jan  Herre  van 
der  Veen; 

H.  R.  3748.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chalm 
Soemaja  Segal  and  Icek  Hersz  Segal; 

H.  R.  4348.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Albertas 
Bauras; 

H.  R.  4330.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Or- 
lando Artuso  and  family; 

H.  R.8ia3.  An  act  to  extend  to  June  SO, 
1956.  the  direct  home  and  farmbouae  loan 
authority  of  the  Administrator  at  Veterans' 
Affairs  under  title  HI  of  the  Servicemen's 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944.  as  amended,  to 
make  additional  f tuuU  available  therefor,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.R. 8300.  An  act  to  revise  the  internal 
revenue  laws  of  the  United  States;  snd 

H.  R.  8694.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Suzanne 
L'Heureux. 


BILL  PRESENTED  TO  THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LaOOMFTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  oommittfr  did  on  August  10.  1954. 
present  to  the  President,  for  his  ap- 


proval, a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  f  oUow- 
ing  UUe: 

H.  R.  9077.  An  act  to  amend  section  405  of 
the  District  of  CoI\imbia  Law  Enforcement 
Act  of  1958.  to  make  available  to  the  Judges 
of  such  District  the  psychiatric  and  psycho- 
logical serviess  provided  for  In  suoh  section. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  according- 
ly (at  12  o'clock  and  29  minutes  p.  m.) 
the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow. 
Thursday,  August  12.  1954,  at  12  o'clock 
noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICA'nbNS,  ETC. 
1818.  Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  a 
letter  from  the  Administrator,  Federal 
Civil  Defense  Administration,  transmit- 
ting interstate  civil  defense  compacts  as 
entered  into  between  the  State  of  Utah 
and  the  States  of  New  Mexico  and  Wash- 
ington, pursuant  to  Public  Law  920.  81st 
Congress  was  taken  from  the  Speaker's 
table  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  ZZn.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Cleik 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  foUows: 

Mr.  HOPE:  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
H.  R.  6878.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Oommoditf 
Credit  Corporation  Charter  Act  In  order  to 
relieve  innocent  purchasers  of  fungible  goods 
converted  by  warehousemen  from  claims  at 
the  Comnu>dity  Credit  Corporation:  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  3655).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BROTHILL:  Oommlttee  on  POst  OOes 
and  Civil  Service.  H.  B.  1653.  A  blU  to 
amend  the  CivU  Service  Retirement  Act  ot 
May  39.  1930,  aa  amended,  to  provide  for  th» 
Inclusion  In  the  computation  of  accredited 
service  of  certain  periods  of  service  rendered 
States  or  Instrumentalities  of  States,  and  for 
other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2656) .  Referred  to  the  Conmolttse  of  ths 
Whole  House  on  Uie  State  of  ths  Unkm. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXn, 

Mr.  MKTCALP  introdtwed  a  bill  (H.  B. 
10323)  to  provide  for  the  establlshmsnt  of  an 
American  National  War  Memorial  Arts  Fotm- 
dation.  and  for  other  purposes;  which  wss 
.referred  to  the  Committee  on  Iducatlon  and 
Labor. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  private 
bills  and  resolirtions  were  introdoeed  and 
severally  referred  as  foUows; 

By  Mr.  ABBRNWTHT: 
H.R.  10334.  A  bW  for  the  nUmt  oC  certain 
dependenu  ot  the  late  James  Anrtrrsnn 
OTIonnell.  lieutenant  (Jtmtor  gradsl.  Unitad 
Statss  Naval  Beserrc;  to  ths  OaOBCUttM  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KING  of  ftnnsylvania: 
H.  R.  1023S.  A  bin  for  tbe  rdtaf  oi  mmam- 
nei  Frangfst-os;   to  tlte 
Jodtdary. 

By  Mr.  ROSIBTS: 
H.  R.  leaaa  a  mu  imr 
Bsae  Melha  Cuny;  «•  the 
JndtcisTy. 
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KSnumON  OPIOliARKS 

HON.  HORACE  SEELT-BROWN»  JR. 

(MT  cotmtcncm 

ar  me  bcnxbs  or  bspbxsentatevss 

VeiiaeMtay,  ^«ffiu«  11. 19S4 

Ifr.  8EBLT-BROWN.  Mr.  Speaker, 
fhe  new  tax  rerlsion  bin  Is  one  of  the 
niMt  motwiwifntol  tesUative  undertak- 
tngatn  the  history  of  the  Congress.  This 
■wiuiti  repnacDte  the  first  comx«e- 
lienatvc  revtaiea  of  the  internal  revenue 
lavs  in  owcr  75  years.  Apiatuduu^ely  a 
half  of  a  mtlltnn  man-hours  of  worlc  have 
caoe  Into  this  gigantic  atiilevemenl 

Ybm  bMie  pfovMons  of  ttaia  legtalation 
great  vtttf  interest  and  Importuioe  to  all 
el  thoge  when  I  have  been  honored  and 
prlvil^ed  to  represent  as  a  Itenbcr  ol 
Congress  -tem  the  Second  District  of 
Cooneetteai.  In  goaeral  the  purpose  of 
the  new  law  is  to  ronove  ineouities,  to 
end  harassment  of  tte  tazpajrer,  and  to 
ledoee  tax  barriers  to  future  expansion 
of  production  aiMl  empkjymoit. 

I  sineereiy  believe  this  legidatlon  pro- 
vides an  Important  kejrstone  In  the  free 
enterpa'lse  arch  spanning  the  gap  be- 
tween a  wartime  economy  and  fun 
euiiAuywent  for  an  our  people  in  a 
peaeettme  eeonuny. 

The  new  law  closes  over  50  loopholes 
through  which  tajqoayers  today  can 
avoid  paying  their  fair  share  of  taxes. 

The  new  law  contains  $S37  mlUlfm  re- 
lief for  individuals  and  $536  mlUion  relief 
for  huirtneas,  In  addition  the  new  law 
wffl  extend  the  present  52  percent  cor- 
porate income  for  1  year  which  means  an 
artdttional  $1.2  billion  tax  on  business. 
This  inereased  tax  on  business  prac- 
tically pays  f <ff  aU  of  the  tax  relief 
granted  so  that  the  net  cost  to  the  rev- 
enue wiU  be  only  $183  mttH^y^. 

Without  attoiMDting  to  give  a  technical 
InteriMwtation.  ttie  following  represents 
some  of  the  highlights  <tf  the  new  tax 
law.  These  dwnges  in  general  are  ef- 
fective as  of  last  January  1  so  that  the 
taxpayers  wiU  receive  the  benefit  from 
them  this  year. 

wsmmna 

First.  A  parent  can  claim  a  deduction 
of  $600  for  each  child  regardless  of  the 
ttiO&n  earnings  if  the  child  is  under  19 
and  the  parent  continues  to  furnish  more 
than  half- the  dilld's  suinwrt. 
;  Second.  A  parent  can  also  claim  the 
$600  dependency  dediictton  for  child 
Ofver  18  regardless  of  the  child's  earnings 
If  the  tiiild  is  attending  school  or  college, 
or  recdvlng  cm-the-farm  training,  and 
the  parent  ccmtlnues  to  furnish  more 
than  half  the  chUd's  support. 

Third.  An  aged  parent  or  other  de- 
pendent cared  for  by  several  members 
of  a  family  can  be  claimed  as  a  deduc- 
ticm  by  one  of  the  members  of  the  family. 

Fourth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduetion  for  a  foster  child. 


Fifth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $60<t  de- 
pendmcy  deduetion  for  a  child  awaiting 
adoption. 

Sixth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  any  other  |;>er- 
son.  regardless  of  relationship,  if  the 
taxiMiyer  supports  that  person  in  his 
home. 

Seventh.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  |600 
dependency  deduction  for  a  cousin  "who 
is  Institutionalized  because  of  physicgl  or 
mental  disability.  , 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $85  million,  i 

CHIU>'-CAKE    SXFZMSZS 

First.  Single  working  parents,  such  as 
a  widow,  are  allowed  a  deduction  up  to 
$600  for  the  expense  of  child-care  for 
children  up  to  12  years  of  age. 

Second.  The  same  deduction  is  allowed 
for  a  married  woman  who  must  work  be- 
cause her  husband  is  incapacitated. 

Third.  The  same  deduction  is  allowed 

«th  respect  to  any  dependent,  regard- 
is  of  age.  who  is  mentally  or  physi^Uy 
incapable  of  caring  for  himself. 

Fourth.  A  similar  deduction  is  allowed 
ft  married  woman  if  the  combined  in- 
come of  her  husband  and  herself  does 
not  exceed  $5,100. 
Savings  to  taxpayers.  $130  million. 

XKDICAL    XXFZNSZS 

First.  Medical  expenses  can  be  de- 
ducted when  they  exceed  3  percent  of 
income.  Instead  of  5  percent  as  uader 
present  law. 

Second.  Example:  A  family  with 
$3,000  gross  Income  and  medical  ex- 
penses of  $150  will  be  able  to  deduct  $60. 
The  same  family  can  deduct  nothing 
today. 

Third.  The  bill  doubles  the  present 
maximum  limit  on  the  amount  that  can 
be  deducted. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $40  million. 

BXAD  or  FAMILT 

First.  A  single  taxpayer  who  has  a' de- 
pendent son  or  daughter  will  be  entitled 
during  the  first  2  years  after  the  death  of 
his  spouse  to  the  same  income-splitting 
privilege  as  Is  accorded  married  couples. 

Second.  A  single  individual  can  receive* 
half  the  benefits  of  Income  splitting  if 
he  has  a  dependent  parent  and  if  the. 
taxpayer  maintains  a  household  for  the 
father  or  mother. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $11  million^ 

UmnCENT  IKCOKZ  CHKDIT  j 

First.  AU  retired  people  65  and  o^er, 
including  schoolteachers,  firemen,  poUce- 
men.  and  civil  servants,  will  in  eifect 
be  exempt  on  all  retirement  income  up 
to  $1,200.  This  will  mean  a  tax  reduction 
for  these  retired  people  of  up  to  $240  a 
year. 

Second.  Example:  A  retired  single  in- 
dividual over  65  who  has  a  total  ret^e- 
ment  Income  of  $3,000  today  pays  about 
$300  in  income  tax.  Under  the  bill,  his 
tax  \s  reduced  to  $60 — a  saving  of  $}40. 

Third.  The  same  exemption  will  ex- 
tend to  individuals  under  65  if  they  re- 
ceive a  pension  from  a  public  retiremtnt 
system,  such  as  do  teachers.  i 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $141  milllonj 


CBDTT  fXnctS.. 


The  bill  allows  a  deduction  tof  Inter- 
est up  to  6  percent  on  installmebt  pur- 
chases. 

Total  saving  to  taxpayers,  $10  tnillion. 

CHASTTABLX  CONTSIBTmONS 

The  bill  Increases  from  20  to  30  per- 
cent the  allowable  deduction  for  chari- 
table contributions  to  churches,  hos- 
pitals, and  educational  institutit^ns. 

Total  saving  to  taxpayers,  $25  tnillion. 

AID   TO   FARMiaW 

First.  Deductions  up  to  25  peiteent  of 
farm  income  are  allowed  for  soil  and 
water  conservation. 

Second.  The  bill  permits  more  rapid 
write-off  of  the  expense  of  faivi  ma- 
chinery,  equipment,   and   construction. 

Third.  Removes  tax  on  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  cattle  when  the  sale  is 
necessitated  by  disease. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $10  million. 

SICKKEBS    AND    ACCIDENT    PLAI«$ 

First.  Premiimis  paid  by  employers  to 
health  and  accident  plans  will  not  be 
taxable  to  their  employees. 

Second.  All  accident  and  health  bene- 
fits paid  as  reimbursement  for  actual 
medical  expenses  to  employees,  their 
wives,  or  children,  are  completely  ex- 
empted from  tax. 

Third.  Payments  to  employees  for  loss 
of  wages  due  to  injury  or  illness  are 
exempted  up  to  $100  a  week. 

Savings  to  tax];>ayers:  No  estimate 
possible. 

DEATH  BEMIf  1T8 

The  bill  exempts  all  death  t>enefits 
up  to  $5,000  paid  by  an  employer  to  the 
widow  or  other  beneficiary  of  an  em- 
ployee. 

Savings  to  taxpayers:  No  estimate 
possible.  I 

PENSIONS    AND    ANNUITIES     | 

In  addition  to  the  $1,200  exemption 
extended  to  retirement  income,  the  bUl 
also  provides  a  simpler  method  for  taxa- 
tion of  pensions  and  annuities,  ends 
annual  3 -percent  tax  paid  on  annuities 
and  provides  instead  a  method  of  com- 
puting tax  on  basis  of  cost  divided  by 
years  of  life  expectancy. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $10  million. 

DIVIDEND  CRznrr 

First.  Excludes  first  $50  in  ditidends 
from  taxation  and  provides  a  credit 
against  tax  equal  to  4  percent  of  the 
balance. 

Second.  Example:  An  Individual  with 
$50  or  less  in  dividends  from  his  Savings 
will  be  entirely  exempt  from  tax  <in  that 
amount. 

Third.  Example:  An  Individual  with 
$250  in  dividends  from  his  savings  will 
exclude  the  first  $50  entirely,  and  then 
reduce  his  total  tax  by  $8 — 4  percent  of 
the  balance  of  $200. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $204  milltlon. 

DEPRECIATION 

The  bill  will  permit  the  more  liberal 
writeoff  of  the  cost  of  new  equipment. 
For  example,  in  the  first  year  of  hfe  of 
new  equipment,  the  taxpayer  will  be  able 


to  write  off  twice  the  anunmt  now  al- 
lowed. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $375  mUlion.  of 
which  $75  million  represents  savings  to 
individuals  such  as  farmiirs,  shopkeep- 
ers, and  salesmen. 

mCUlKATIOK  or  SBmC-iTlD  TAX 

The  requirements  are  eased  for  filing 
declarations  of  estimated  tax.  Upward 
of  a  million  taxpayers  will  be  relieved 
of  the  present  requirement  for  filing. 

nUHO  TAX   BETUBMS 

Tax  returns  will  be  due  April  15  In- 
stead of  March  15,  giving  taxpayers  1 
additional  month  in  which  to  prepare 
their  final  tax  returns  and  malu  their 
final  tax  payments. 

RESEASCB    AND    SZPERHCXIfTATION 

The  bill  grants  taxpayers  an  option 
to  either  deduct  as  an  expense  or  to 
amortize  research  and  experimental  ex- 
penditures. 

No  revenue  estimate  possible.  The 
provision  is  designed  to  encourage  busi- 
ness research  with  the  objective  of  creat- 
ing new  products,  new  processes,  and 
new  jobs. 

METHOM  or  ACCOUNTINO 

The  bill  brings  tax-accounting  rules 
into  harmony  with  business  accounting, 
thereby  eliminating  to  a  great  extent  the 
necessity  for  taxpayers  to  maintain  two 
sets  of  \io6ks.  It  provides  reaUstic  com- 
putation of  net  income  for  tax  purposes 
in  conformity  with  soimd  business  prac- 
tices. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $47  million. 

DSPtXTION 

The  bill  increases  the  rate  of  percent- 
age depletion  on  a  variety  of  critical  and 
strategic  minerals  In  order  to  encourage 
the  development  of  domestic  sources  of 
supply. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $34  million. 

PAXTHKUaiPS 

First.  The  bill  adopts  comm-^ensive 
provisions  concerning  the  tax  treatment 
of  partners  and  partnerships  In  order  to 
remove  confusion  of  existing  law.  Prin- 
cipal objectives  are  simplicity,  flexibility, 
and  equity  between  partners. 

Second.  Certain  proprietorships  and 
partnerships  are  given  the  option  to  be 
taxed  as  corporations. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $20  million. 

XNf  KHTIUirS 

The  bill  extends  capital-gains  treat- 
ment to  proceeds  realized  by  an  inventor 
on  the  sale  or  exchange  of  a  patent. 

No  revenue  estimate  possible.  The 
new  provision  is  designed  to  encourage 
invention  and  thnvby  promote  a  healthy 
economy  and  an  Improved  standard  of 
living. 

MSr  OPOUTINQ  UJSB 

The  bin  extends  the  net  operating  loss 
carryback  to  2  years  and  makes  certain 
other  adjustments. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $120  million. 

Un  IMSUBAIVCE 

The  bUl  lessens  the  estate  tax  on  the 
proceeds  of  certain  life-insurance  pol- 
icies. 

Savings  to  individual  taxpayers,  $25 
million. 


OOWBOUBA' 


The  bin  removes  the  2-percent  penalty 
tax  with  req^eet  to  consolidated  returns 
fUed  by  regulated  public  utilities. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $35  million. 


ACCUmrLATIONS 

The  bin  eases  the  penalty  tax  on  cer- 
tain accmnulated  earnings  in  order  that 
business,  especially  small  businesses,  may 
have  greater  freedom  in  retaining  their 
funds  for  legitimate  business  purposes. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $10  million. 

COBPORATXON  IMCOICX  TAX 

The  biU  extends  for  1  year  the  present 
52  percent  corporation  income  tax. 

Total  Increase  In  revenue.  $1.2  billion. 

The  10  percent  reduction  in  Federal 
income  taxes  which  went  into  effect  last 
January  1  saves  individual  taxpayers  a 
total  of  $3  billion  annually.  This  tax 
cut  would  not  have  been  possible  If  the 
Congress  and  the  administration  had  not 
cut  the  Truman  budget  for  fiscal  1954 
by  $12  bUlion. 

Nor  would  the  $2  bilUon  tax  saving  by 
elimination  of  the  excess-profits  tax  have 
been  possible  without  this  budget  cut- 
ting. 

The  Republican  excise-tax  reduction 
law  saves  taxpayers  an  additional  $1  bil- 
Uon. 

The  tax  revision  act  will  save  tax- 
payers $1,400,000,000. 

A  total  of  $827  million  of  this  tax  sav- 
ing is  for  Individuals.  The  remainder, 
$536  million,  is  tax  relief  for  business. 

The  overaU  tax-cut  program  will  save 
$7,400,000,000.  Of  this  amoimt.  indi- 
viduals receive  an  overaU  total  tax  sav- 
ing of  $4,700,000,000.  The  tax  savings  so 
far  surpass  any  previous  total  In  the  his- 
tory of  Coi«ress. 

I  shafi  make  this  report  available  to 
aU  in  my  district  wtK>  wish  to  receive  It 
BO  that  each  person  may  l>e  fully  and 
accurately  advised  as  to  the  basic  pro- 
visions of  this  aU-important  legislation 
wtiich  I  was  proud  to  support. 


Rev.  GsHmt  a.  MacWkMler 


will  and  a  devoted  servant  to  the  ideal 
which  seeks  the  brotherhood  of  man  un- 
der the  fatherhood  cH  God. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OP 

HON.  SIDNEY  R.  YATES 

or  nxiMOis 
IN  THX  HOU8K  OF  REPRESKNTATTVE3 

Wednetday,  Auffust  It,  19Si 

Mr.  YATES.  ICr.  Speaker.  Hobart 
CoUege  was  founded  In  1822.  William 
Smith  CoUege,  which  Is  Its  coordinate 
coUege  for  women,  was  foimded  In  1908. 
At  the  129th  annual  commencement  of 
the  coneges  held  last  June,  Rev.  Gard- 
ner A.  MacWhorter,  of  Chicago,  m..  and 
a  resident  of  the  Ninth  Congressional 
District,  was  singled  out  and  honored  for 
a  long  and  distinguished  career  of  serv- 
ice to  his  community.  The  citation 
whi<^  he  received  was  awarded  for  his 
inspiring  example  of  service  and  devo- 
tion to  his  ahna  mater,  to  his  church 
and  to  his  f  eUow  man. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  congratulate 
Reverend  MacWhorter  and  to  Join  in 
commending  him  as  truly  a  man  of  good 


Hob.  Wesley  A.  D'Ewart 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

or 

HON.  LEROY  JOHNSON 

OP  CALIPORHIA 

IN  THE  HOUSK  OF  BKPRXSBNTATIVSS 

Wednesday,  August  11, 1954 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  yesterday  wtiile  a  number  of 
Members  were  eulogizing  oiir  colleague 
Wkslkt  a.  D'Ewakt.  I  was  absent  on 
some  ofiScial  business  connected  with  my 
committee  assignment.  However.  I  wish 
to  add  my  testimony  to  the  worth  and 
ability  of  Congressman  D'Ewast.  He  is 
a  modest,  and  Intelligent  Member  of  the 
House,  who  gets  a  great  deal  of  con-- 
strucUve  work  done.  I  do  not  believe 
that  I  could  name  any  one  in  the  House 
today  who  is  more  objective  In  his  atti- 
tude toward  the  problems  presented  to 
his  committee  and  to  the  House  than  is 

Wis  D'EWAIT. 

I  came  to  Imow  this  during  Uiis  session 
of  Congress,  because  of  a  bill  which  I  had 
introduced,  namely,  House  Jt^nt  Reso- 
lution 330,  which  provides  for  the  con- 
struction of  three  dams  on  the  Stanis- 
laus River  In  California.  This  biU  was 
assigned  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs.  The  chairman,  as- 
signed the  bin  to  the  Subcommittee  on 
Reclamation  and  Irrigation.  We  had  a 
difficult  time  getting  a  hearing  on  the 
bill,  due  to  the  crowded  calendar  of  the 
subcommittee,  and  due  to  some  obstruc- 
tive action  which  prevented  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Reclamation  and  Irrigration 
from  getting  started  on  a  hearing  on  this 
bUL 

However,  the  chairman  suggested  that 
we  talk  to  Congressman  D'Ewakt.  When 
I  say  "we,"  I  mean,  myself  and  some  of 
the  directors  of  the  irrigation  districta 
which  are  proposing  to  build  three  dams 
at  a  cost  of  almost  $50  milfion  in  order 
to  get  more  water  for  their  districts,  and 
also  to  generate  hydroelectric  power.  He 
gave  us  a  very  fine  hearing  and  after 
the  story  had  been  told,  he  pnmiptly 
stated  that  he  would  be  glad  to  give  us 
a  hearing  on  our  biU.  The  hearing  was 
held,  and  he  was  frank  enough  to  state 
that  it  was  one  of  the  most  constructive 
hearings  that  had  ever  been  conducted 
by  this  subcommittee. 

I  note  with  much  pleasure  that  Mr. 
D'Ewakt  is  entering  the  race  for  United 
States  Senator  in  the  coming  election. 
If  the  people  of  Montana  want  a  capable, 
hardworking,  and  statesmanlike  Sena- 
tor, I  think  of  no  one  who  would  be  better 
fitted  and  qualified  for  the  Job.  by  badc- 
ground  as  weU  as  temperament,  than  Mr. 
D'Ewakt.  No  matter  what  eBort  he  may 
be  engaged  in.  his  object  win  be  to  pro- 
duce a  constnKtlve  result.  TDa  de- 
parture win  be  a  real  loss  to  the  House 
of  Representatives,  whidi  we  hope  wffl 
be  iwrtly  compensated  for  by  the  United 
Stotes  Senate  getting  an  experienced  and 
statesmanlike  legislatcn-. 


14180 


CX>NGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


'August  11 


19  5  J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


141SI 


I 


i  i 


^1 


B     i^l! 


Rcfagw  ReBef  PrograM  Needb 
Up 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  PETER  W.  RODINO,  JR. 

or  NSW  JBUXT 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  BEPRESENTATTVES 

Wednesday,  August  11, 19S4 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  before 
we  finish  the  business  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress. I  rise  to  express  my  profoiind  dis- 
appointment in  the  operation  of  the 
refugee  Immigration  program  so  far. 
Signed  by  the  President  almost  a  year 
ago.  the  act  would  admit  209,000  refu- 
gees by  the  time  it  expires  in  December 
1956.  Tet.  to  date.  less  than  2,000  per- 
sons have  been  admitted.  Is  this  the 
law  which  the  President  described  as 
demonstrating  America's  traditional 
concern  for  the  homeless,  the  persecuted, 
and  the  less  fortunate  of  other  lands? 
Can  we  really  expect  refugees  on  the 
other  side  of  the  ocean  to  believe  we  are 
concerned  with  their  tragic  plight  when 
we  put  up  all  manner  of  roadblocks  to 
keep  them  fn»n  coming  to  this  coxmtry? 

It  was  already  apparent  in  Congress 
last  summer  that  there  was  powerful  op- 
position to  this  prc^ram. .  But  yet  the 
majority  of  us  felt  it  was  good  and  voted 
for  it.  As  many  of  my  colleagues  will 
remember.  I  spoke  in  behalf  of  this  bill 
during  the  floor  debate  on  its  passage. 
I  believed  then  that  it  would  be  a  great 
psychological  weapon  in  oi:^  behalf  in 
the  cold  war  with  the  Communists,  while 
at  the  same  time  offering  a  haven  and 
a  refuge  for  many  of  the  disinherited 
and  dispossessed  of  World  War  n.  But 
the  sad  fact  is  that  thotisands  of  up- 
rooted Europeans  who  looked  on  the  pas- 
sage of  this  biU  as  the  key  to  the  golden 
door  of  freedom  and  opportimity  have 
been  disappointed.  They  have  not  only 
been  disappointed  in  their  hopes  and 
dreams  of  coming  to  America;  they  have 
also  been  convinced,  l^  our  lagging  and 
dilatory  tactics,  that  we  are  not  really 
Interested  in  them.  Worse  yet,  in  their 
eyes  we  are  in  the  hypocritical  position 
of  having  passed  legislation  for  propa- 
ganda pwrposes  which  we  had  no  inten- 
tion of  implementing. 

Why  have  we  given  that  impression? 
Mr.  Speaker.  I  believe,  and  that  is  the 
reason  I  want  to  go  on  record  before  the 
adjournment  of  this  session,  that  the 
fault  lies  in  the  administration  of  this 
law.  I  do  not  seek  to  impugn  the  mo- 
tives of  anyone,  but  in  all  honesty,  it 
does  appear  to  be  a  deliberate  attempt 
to  ignore  the  .wishes  of  Congress. 

Let  us  look  at  the  facts.  Last  August 
7  President  Eisenhower  enthusiastically 
signed  into  law  the  Refugee  Relief  Act. 
Congress  subsequently  appropriated  $3 
million  to  get  the  progi^m  started.  An 
experienced  'administrator,  Mr.  Scott 
McLeod.  was  appointed  to  head  up  the 
program.  On  the  stirface  this  would  ap- 
pear to  make  for  an  auspicious  begin- 
ning of  a  grand,  new  program.  But  this 
was  not  the  case.  From  the  beginning 
it  was  reported  that  the  administrator 
was  imssrmpathetic  to  the  refugee  pro- 
gram itself.  As  many  of  you  know,  it 
was  nunored  here  on  Capitol  Hill  that 


everything  would  be  done  ♦^o  Impede  the 
progress  of  the  program.  Last  Janu- 
ary, for  example.  Mr.  McLeod  told  a 
congressional  appropriation  committee 
that  he  hoped  15.000  persons  would  be 
admitted  by  June  30.  And  yet— accord- 
ing to  a  count  made  in  June  only  48  re- 
fiigees  had  been  admitted. 

Fortimately,  certain  Members  of  CoiJ- 
gress  did  not  forget  about  this  program 
once  they  voted  for  it  nor  did  the  Pres- 
ident give  up  hope  for  its  success.  Last 
spring — when  only  8  refugees  had  be«n 
admitted  in  so  many  months  of  opera- 
tion— several  Members  took  the  floor  to 
register  strong  protests  over  what  ap- 
peared to  be  a  deliberate  attempt  to 
sabotage  the  whole  program.  One  Mem- 
ber, from  a  State  bordering  my  own,  at- 
tacked the  slowdown  as  a  national  scan- 
dal. The  combined  interest  of  Coti- 
gressmen  and  the  President  had  its  af- 
fect. On  April  30,  Mr.  McLeod  sailed 
for  Europe  to  investigate  firsthand  the 
operation  of  the  refugee  program. 
Among  other  places,  he  visited  Italy 
where  the  problem,  as  Ambassador  Luce 
can  verify,  is  particularly  acute  and  ^- 
plosive. 

In  fairness  to  all  concerned,  the  pro- 
gram has  gained  momentum  in  the  last 
month.  The  last  count  taken  July  J2, 
showed  that  1.779  refugees  had  been  ad- 
mitted to  this  country,  but  this  is  still 
far  short  of  Mr.  McLeods  January  esti- 
mate of  15,000  by  June  30.  It  amounts  to 
about  eight-tenths  of  1  percent  of  the 
total  authorized  and  the  program  is  Al- 
most one-third  over. 

Every  imaginable  excuse  has  been 
given  for  the  delays.  One  reason  often 
given  Is  the  lack  of  cooperation  from  fcir- 
eign  governments  in  pledging  to  readmit 
aliens  who  obtain  visas  by  fraudulent 
means.  But  this  reason  hardly  hokls 
water  when  we  consider  that  Italy  from 
the  beginning  has  been  willing  to  co- 
operate in  every  way  and  early  agreed  to 
take  back  all  refugees  who  might  later 
be  found  to  have  used  fraud  in  obtain- 
ing visas.  Yet  Italians,  like  refugees 
from  other  countries,  have  been  hatti- 
stnuig  in  their  efforts  to  come  to  tbis 
country. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  best  of  laws  can  ac- 
complish little  when  there  is  no  will  to 
make  it  work  and  when  there  is  lack  of 
cooperation  only  misfortune  for  every- 
one concerned  can  be  the  result. 

Another  reason  given  for  the  delay  so 
far  is  the  need  for  strict  security  investi- 
gations of  each  refugee.  And  certainly 
I  think  we  would  all  agree  that  when  we 
voted  for  the  Refugee  Relief  Act  last 
summer  we  were  voting  for  an  act  with 
adequate  security  precautions.  Special 
safeguards  in  regard  to  security  screen- 
ing were  written  into  the  bill.  Other 
precautions,  over  and  above  our  usUal 
immigration  provisions  seemed  to  in- 
sure the  security  of  the  United  States 
against  the  possible  admittance  of  siA>- 
versive  agents.  I  agree  that  these  sale- 
guards  are  vitally  necessary.  But  I  sujb- 
mit,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  these  precautions 
shoiild  be  used  only  for  the  purposes  flor 
which  they  were  intended. 

I  believe,  further,  that  we  have  lost  one 
round  in  the  fight  against  communism 
when  we  indulge  ourselves  inordinately 
in  the  emotions  of  panic  and  fear.  Let 
us  look  at  the  situation  in  Italy.     As  of 


July  16.  1954.  4.802  visas  had  been  is- 
sued to  Italians.  How  many  had  been 
refused  on  any  grounds  including  secu- 
rity reasons?  Only  438.  And  yet  the 
professional  purveyors  of  a  particular 
brand  of  security  would  have  us  btlieve 
that  It  would  be  hard  to  find  anyone  in 
Italy  or  in  all  of  Europe  who  is  not  really 
a  subversive. 

While  the  passage  of  time  has  enor- 
mously diminished  the  moral  and  psy- 
chological impact  which  I  had  hoped  this 
law  would  have,  and  while  we  can  never 
undo  the  damage  of  a  year  of  almost 
complete  inaction,  we  can  begin  to  cor- 
rect the  impression  we  have  created 
abroad  that  we  don't  care  about  these 
people.  My  heart  goes  out  to  all  those 
who  could  and  should  benefit  from  this 
program:  to  the  relatives  who  cannot 
join  their  families  in  this  country  be- 
cause the  regular  immigration  quotas 
are  over-subscribed;  to  the  refugees  who 
have  been  the  victims  of  the  very  ideolo- 
gies we  are  combatting  today.  I  hope 
and  pray  that  from  here  on  in  the  law 
will  be  admini-stered  in  the  spirit  which 
we  intended  when  we  voted  for  it  last 
summer. 


Oar  Oil  Imports  Matt  Be  Reduced 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  aiARLES  W.  VURSEIL 

or  ILLINOIS 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESETrTATTVES 

Wednesday,  August  11.  1954 

Mr.  VURSELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  many 
Congressmen  in  this  body  who  come 
from  key  oil  producing  States  and  who 
have  been  watching  the  increase  of  im- 
ports of  foreign  oil  into  this  country,  un- 
til there  is  being  delivered  into  our  ports 
1.050,000  barrels  of  oil  a  day,  realite  the 
absolute  necessity  of  limiting  these  im- 
ports. 

I  introduced  a  bill  in  the  first  session 
of  the  83d  Congress,  last  year,  to  limit 
imports,  which  was  embodied  in  bill  re- 
ported by  the  Ways  and  Means  Commit- 
tee, and  many  of  the  Members  of  this 
House  will  remember  that  the  Congress 
seemed  in  a  mood  to  pass  the  legislation, 
however,  after  heated  debate  the  oppo- 
sition was  able,  by  only  a  few  votes,  to 
recommend  the  bill  to  the  committee  for 
further  study. 

This  should  have  been  a  warning  to 
the  big  importers  but  it  was  not.  They 
have  continued  to  increase  their  imix>rts 
to  the  point  of  over  a  million  barrels  a 
day  at  the  present  time,  which  is  taking 
14  percent  of  the  local  oil  market  Of  this 
Nation,  with  the  result  that  we  now  have 
a  surplus  of  oil  which  is  causing  the  inde- 
pendent producers  to  sustain  great  losses, 
and,  in  the  judgment  of  many  of  us.  may 
be  endangering  the  defense  of  our  Na- 
tion, should  we  suddenly  become  involved 
in  an  all-out  war. 

Mr.  Speaker,  these  exce.ss  imports  have 
caused  the  pipeline  companies  to  rpduce, 
in  some  instances,  by  30  percent  of  their 
normal  purchase  of  domestic  oil  In  the 
last  few  weeks,  which  has  slowed  down 
exploration  and  production,  causing  the 
loss  of  millions  of  dollars  to  those 
engaged  in  the  independent  oil  industry. 


forcing  hundreds  of  dealers  to  stack  their 
rigs  and  stop  production. 

Countless  thousands  of  highly  skilled 
and  well-paid  employees  are  being 
thrown  out  of  work,  the  Oovemment  is 
losing  heavily  in  taxes  it  would  receive, 
and  the  business  communities  through- 
out the  trl-State  area  of  Illinois,  Indi- 
ana, and  Kentucky  are  k>slnc  a  tremen- 
dous amoimt  of  business  and  taxes  the 
Government  would  receive. 

The  same  condition  exists  In  practi- 
cally every  oil  State  in  the  Nation.  Men 
are  being  thrown  out  of  work,  and  the 
Federal  Oovemment  is  losing  milUons  in 
taxes  it  would  otherwise  receive. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  a  page  ad  appearing 
in  the  Mount  Vernon  Register  News, 
Mount  Vernon,  HI.,  signed  by  35  oil  com- 
panies and  banks,  which  I  hope  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  will  read  the  substance 
of  which  I  am  inserting  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks.  This  will  give  you  an  idea  of 
what  is  happening  in  Southern  Illinois, 
Indiana,  and  Kentucky,  known  as  the 
tri-State  oil  area.  This  reflects  the  con- 
dition, generally,  in  many  States 
throughout  the  United  States. 

This  points  out  the  absolute  necessity 
that  the  Congress  and  the  executive  de- 
partment, at  the  earliest  possible  date, 
find  some  solution  for  this  problem  In  the 
interest  of  the  economy  of  our  Nation, 
and  in  what  many  of  us  believe  is  in  the 
interest  of  the  defense  of  our  Nation. 

The  matter  follows: 

AtTKNTIOK— ETDT  LAKDOWWn  IK  SovrHOUf 
ILLINOU    Is    *    PORMTIAI.    OWKS*    OT    On. 

Land 
Royalty  Oumer$.  Land  Owners.  Buainetsmen, 

Oil  Producers.  Kverpone  Interested  in  the 

Economy  of  the  StuU  o/  lUinoU: 

We  believe  that  a  healthy  oU  Industry  la 
important  to  all  the  people  of  Jeffenon. 
Marlon.  Clinton,  and  W— hington  Countlae. 
M  well  sa  aU  of  aouthem  Ulinols.  Tazaa 
paid  on  oU  production  are  baaed  on  the  daUy 
average  production  per  leaae  and  are  an  im- 
portant source  of  revenue  to  help  build  and 
maintain  achoola.  roads  and  other  public 
weliare  actlvltiea.  Vlgoroua  oU  activity  in 
thU  area  U  a  strong  support  for  aU  busineas 
and  free  enterprise. 

Without  a  fair  market  for  lUlnoia  crude 
oil  production,  farmers,  royalty  owners,  field 
workers  and  busineasmcn  wlU  all  teti.  the 
effect  of  the  loas  of  bonus  money,  renUl  and 
royalty  income  and  unemployment  in 
general. 

We  are  confronted  with  what  should  be 
only  a  temporary  orersupply  of  crude  oiL 
According  to  our  Information,  this  orersup- 
ply of  crude  oil  which  has  resulted  In  the 
proration  of  oU  rima  in  aouthem  lUlnols  la 
due  largely  to  excessive  Importa  of  foreign 
oU. 

As  of  July,  1954.  the  average  Imports  of  for- 
eign oU  la  approximately  1.100,000  barreU 
dally.  Of  this  amount  approximately  800.000 
barrels  daUy  come  from  our  friendly  neigh- 
bors in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  Venezuela, 
and  Mexico.  With  these  two  countries  we  do 
have  substantial  reciprocal  trade. 

The  other  300.000  barrels  oome  from  the 
Middle  East.  With  this  area  we  have  an 
Infinitesimal  volinne  of  reciprocal  trade. 
According  to  our  information,  this  300.000 
barrels  dally  of  Middle  Bast  oil  which  la  de- 
livered to  eaatem  aeaport  at  a  very  low  coat 
is  the  most  direct  cause  of  proration  of  oU  in 
southern  niinoia.  If  thla  excess  of  300.000 
barrels  of  foreign  oil  Imports  were  cut  down. 
It  is  our  belief  that  proration  of  oU  in  the 
southern  Illlnoia  area  woiUd  be  unnecessary. 

There  are  two  ways  by  which  thla  excess  of 
300.000  barrels  of  foreign  oU  Importa  could 


be  cut  back.  TIm  executive  department, 
beaded  by  President  Etoenhower,  could  raiss 
tUs  Import  tariff  on  this  amount  at  oil  high 
enough  that  this  S00,000  barrels  could  not  be 
profitably  imported.  (This  is  ths  first 
rsmady.) 

The  second  method  by  which  these  excess 
hnporta  oould  be  cut  down  would  be  by  act 
of  Congreas,  cutting  the  imports  erf  aU  for- 
eign oil  to  an  amount  not  to  exceed  800.000 
barrela  daUy.  (This  U  the  second  remedy.) 
We  both  adviae  and  request  that  you  take 
time  and  make  the  effort  to  write  the  two 
Dnited  Statea  Senators  from  nilnoU  asking 
them  to  exert  their  efforts  immediately  to 
get  adopted  either  the  first  or  second  remedy 
as  above  outlined.  Please  address  your  let- 
ters to  Senator  Kviarrr  DnucsKM  and  Sena- 
tor Patn.  Douglas,  United  SUtes  Senate 
OOoe  Building,  Washington,  D.  C  and  your 
Congressman  for  the  23d  congressional  Dis- 
trict. Hon.  Cwai.ss  W.  Vuasnx,  Hotue  of 
Bepreeentatlvea.  Washington,  D.  C. 
BespectfuUy  submitted. 

Collins  Bros.  OU  Co.;  Fletcher  Parrar; 
Secxirlty  Bank  of  Mt.  Vernon;  VHU  X. 
Lewis;  Glenn  Cole;  B.  M.  Self;  P.  U 
Btrtekland;  Petro  Drilling  Co..  P.  I.. 
Strickland;  Stewart  OU  Co.,  J.  Russell 
Stewart;  Harold  O.  Watson;  Wilbur  L. 
Orifflth;  Larkln  Packer  Co.,  WUey 
P^>rd:  Charlie  Wood;  Curt  Ham: 
Bchlumberger,  Dan  Moon;  Walter 
Duncan  Oil  Properties;  A.  B.  CarUale; 
Homer  Rutherford;  Leo  Horton;  lUl- 
nota  Exploration  Co.;  Edward  T.  Rob- 
Inaon;  Illinois  National  OU  tc  Oas  Co., 
L.  L.  Benolst,  R.  E.  Benoist;  Mash 
Redwlne;  C.  E.  Brehm:  T.  L.  Metcalf; 
National  Associated  Petroleum  Co.; 
WaUer  J.  McGlasson;  R.  Jungbecker; 
M.  J.  Mitchell;  Hopkins  Drilling  Co.; 
H.  J.  Schlafly;  Hartman  it  Jordan; 
Glass  Ac  Co.;  Robert  B.  Thorpe;  Guard 
Marvin;  R.  I.  McAfee;  Pirst  National 
Bank  of  Mount  Vernon;  John  J.  Calla- 
han: Craig  *  Craig:  C.  H.  Harrison; 
Boldren  Construction  Co.;  Mount  Ver- 
non Chamber  of  Commerce;  Jeileraon 
County  Farm  Bureau. 


CMBecticBt  Rval  Letter  Carrier* 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

or 

HON.  ANTONl  N.  SADLAK 

or  comrscncDT 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  RS>RBBENTATIVaS 

Wednesday.  August  11.  1954 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Rural 
Letter  Carriers  Association  of  the  State 
of  Cotmecticut  this  year  is  observing  the 
50th  anniversary  of  its  afniiation  with 
the  national  association.  The  active 
membership  of  the  Connecticut  branch 
includes  3  women  rural  letter  carriers. 
At  this  year's  State  convention.  Miss 
Rose  J.  Ferrante,  a  rural  letter  carrier 
from  MIddlebury,  was  elected  State  pres- 
idotit.  having  previously  served  in  other 
(rfBees.  This  is  the  first  time  in  the  Con- 
necticut history  that  a  lady  was  elected 
as  president.  This  remarkable  attain- 
ment seemed  to  me  to  be  not  only  an 
indicatton  of  great  progress  but  also  the 
first  time  nationally  that  such  an  honor 
had^  been  won  by  our  ladiea.  After  in- 
quiry, I  found  that  Miss  Ferrante  had  a 
predeeeaaor  nationwide  inasmuch  as 
Mrs.  Cassie  Tbresdahl  had  served  aa 
president  of  the  Montana  Rural  Letter 
Carriers  Associatton  from  IMS  to  19SA. 
Not  only  do  our  women  rural  letter  car- 


riers pM'form  their  duties  weU  bat  they 
also  take  an  active  partlcipatkm  In  thefr 
organization  and,  when  elected  to  ofBoe, 
prove  their  capability  to  iHovide  leader- 
ship for  their  fellow  members. 


•f  Laagwift  SyeciaKsh 


EXTENSION  OF  REBCARK8 

or 

HON.  ALEXANDER  WILEY 

CW  WiaCONSIM 

IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATSB 

Wednesday.  August  11, 1954 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to 
the  desk  the  text  of  a  statement  which 
I  have  prepared  on  the  subject  of  widen- 
ing the  reservoir,  so  to  qieak.  of  Ameri- 
can language  specialists  in  the  world  to- 
day, in  order  that  our  country  may  be 
adequate  to  aU  its  tremendous  challenges 
on  the  world  scene. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  text 
of  this  statement,  together  with  the  text 
of  an  appended  memo— prepared  at  my 
request — by  the  American  CouztcU  of 
Learned  Societies,  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcobv. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcokd,  as  follows: 


8ra- 


■T  SKMSTaa  WnxT 

On  July  SI.  I  reproduced  in  tlie  Coiraus- 
BXONAL  RacoiD  th«  tcxt  of  a  letter  which  I 
had  Just  received  from  Dr.  Mortimer  Oraves. 
executive  director  of  the  American  Oounell 
of  Learned  Societlea.  

That  letter  may  be  found  on  page  19B37  of 
the  ComnoBHioir&L  Raooan.  In  it.  Dr.  Oravss 
pointed  out  that  an  item  In  the  Russian 
newspaper,  Pravda.  indicated  that  ths  Rus- 
sians were  preparing  language  dictk>narles 
in  some  80  tongues.  By  contrast,  the  Ameri- 
can OouneU  of  Learned  Societies  is  In  a  posi- 
tion today  to  prepare  dictionaries  in  only  • 
languages. 

This  is  but  one  of  the  unfortunate  aspseta 
of  our  present  deficiency  in  foreign  lan- 
guages. Inevitably,  therefore,  there  arlssa 
the  question.  *'How  can  we— under  these 
circumstances — possibly  ocmmunicate  effec- 
tively with  foreign  peoples,  partleularly  those 
lesser  known  peoples  with  whom  we  have  had 
comparatively  little  contact  in  recent  yearaf 
If  we  cannot  proficiently  speak  their  lan- 
guage and  instruct  in  it,  and  if  they  cannot 
speak  ours,  how  can  we  possibly  get  aeross 
even  our  r"*"*»***'  basic  concepts  and  how 
can  they  possibly  get  across  theirs?  How 
can  we  learn  about  their  culture  and  they 
about  oursf  How  can  they  secure  technlcsl 
know-bow  frtnn  us,  and  how  can  we  under- 
stand them  and  their  civilizations  so  that 
we.  in  turn,  may  profit  froon  their  badcgroond 
and  experience?" 

The  barrier  of  language  is  encountered  by 
us  throughout  the  world,  yet  it  is  a  barrier 
which  can  be  overcome  through  the  applica- 
tion of  a  reasonable  amount  of  energy  and 
finances.  Overcoming  the  barrier  la  the  In- 
dlspenssMe  first  step  in  improving  contacts 
with  foreign  peoples  and  in  strengthening 
the  fraternal  bonds  of  the  free  world. 

The  Congress  may  appraprlats  hundreos 
of  millions  at  OxOSmtm  for  a  vartsAy  of  pn>- 
grams — for  mflttary  ssslstanrr.  Cor  ITnttad 
States  Information 
types  of  exchange 
But  aU  these  proarams  wiU 
capped  If  wc  do 
UBttad  _      ^^ 

cannot  tm  done   uiiiii^M'.    It 
wlthoot  fartterAslsy. 


for   vartoos 
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gram  itself.    As  many  of  you  know,  it 
was  nunored  here  on  Capitol  Hill  that 


in  the  emotions  of  panic  and  fear.  Let 
us  look  at  the  situation  in  Italy.     As  of 


loss    of    millions    of    dollars    to    those 
engaged  in  the  independent  oil  industry. 


300.000  barrels  of  foreign  ou  imporu  could     Mot  only  do  OUT  women  rural  letter 


vltlwat  tarttar  4iiia9. 
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Dmn  fbUom  now  a  pnllmixuury  memo  on 
the  prcMaa  pMiMMd  at  my  request  by  the 
Amertoaa  fhni"^T  of  Xisemed  Soclettee: 

''LAireOMB  l«BPABBnTBW  FOB  If  ATXOMAIt 
BCUCBITT 

"(A  preliminary  statement  prepared  by  the 

American  Oooncll  of   Zjeemed   Societies. 

August  11.  19M) 

"One  of  the  sqieets  of  a  cold  war  is  the 
constant  danger  of  having  one's  opponent 
always  prepared  to  take  advantage  of  a  local 
situation  to  further  his  own  ends.  For  exam- 
ple, during  the  last  6  years  Russian  training 
4. .  centers  have  been  producing  graduates  In 

#1  Arab  dlalecte  spoken  from  Morocco  to  Indo- 

nesla.  In  this  way,  the  Russians  have  pro- 
duced persons  capable  of  representing  their 
government,  and— even  more  Important — 
their  Ideology,  to  millions  of  people.  Mean- 
while, America  is  Incapable  of  waging  this 
type  of  war  for  men's  minds. 

"This  aspect  of  national  defense  has  been 
woefully  n^ected.  The  newspapers  the  last 
few  days  have  been  headlining  a  crisis  in 
Morocco.  '  Who  is  competent  either  to  re- 
port this  situation  atxiurately  or  to  foresee 
devek^mients  vital  to  American  Interests? 
With  the  exception  of  the  too  few  trained 
specialists,  unable  to  work  24  hours  a  day 
for  more  than  a  few  days  at  a  time,  there  is 
no  one. 

"How  can  we  best  ovo^ke  the  Russian  lead 
in  this  race  for  the  confidence  and  under- 
standing of  other  peoples?  <^ily  by  recog- 
nizing our  weakness  Immediately  and  brac- 
ing ourselves  to  meet  it.  Fortunately,  we 
are  not  entirely  without  resources.  The 
American  Council  of  Learned  Societies  before 
and  during  the  Second  World  War  spear- 
headed a  language  offensive.  At  that  time 
the  ootmcil  had  the  vision  to  predict  the 
Importance  of  forelgn-langviage  training  not 
only  as  a  we^;x>n  for  war  but  also  as  a  po- 
tential weapon  for  peace. 

"With  the  Impetus  of  a  crtsls  situation, 
support  was  forthcoming  from  the  War 
Department  and  30  textbooks,  as  well  as  re- 
cordings and  dictionaries,  were  prepared  and 
hundreds  of  persons  received  "btutic  language 
training.  This  effort  was  new  and  was,  in 
large  part,  experimental.  Just  as  the  tech- 
niques were  beginning  to  prove  themselves — 
and  Just  as  a  Korean-English  dictionary  was 
ready  for  publication — the  war  ended.  And 
so  did  Government  interest  in  language 
training;  the  work  was  stopped,  and  that 
Korean  dictionary  has  never  been  printed. 
As  a  result,  the  outbreak  of  the  Korean  war 
caught  the  United  States  in  a  little  pub- 
licized but  severely  felt  state  of  language 
unpreparedness;  most  of  the  nonnatlve 
knowledge  of  the  Korean  language  was  con- 
centrated north  rather  than  south  of  the 
Talu  River. 

"The  year  1954  found  America  deeply  con- 
cerned with  Vietnam.  Who  In  the  United 
States  could  read  and  understand  any  of  the 
languages  of  Indochina?  With  one  or  two 
exceptions,  only  a  few  emlgrees  from  those 
countries.    How  long  can  this  Nation  afford 


this  type  of  ignorance?  At  the  end  of  19|2 
the  Department  of  State  had  exactly  ose 
Tballand  expert.  In  1963  its  man  in  charge 
of  Ihai  language  training  was  the  victim  of 
reduction  in  force.  Last  week,  following  tHe 
Vietnam  armistice,  we  learned  that  Thailand 
was  next  in  line.     Is  this  economy? 

"Recent  elections  in  Andhra  (south  Indie) 
resulted  in  substarttial  gains  for  the  Com- 
mimlst  element  and  put  It  in  opposition  to 
a  coaUtion  group  \(hich  is  at  least  temi)e- 
rarily  in  power.  The  United  States  is  greasy 
handicapped  in  this  connection  since  no  oae 
connected  with  our  Government  can  read 
Telegu,  the  language  of  the  area. 

"American  inferiority  in  the  language  field 
cannot  be  remedied  overnight  through  ic- 
tensive  training  of  a  large  number  of  persons 
in  little-known  lani^ages.  We  are  further 
behind  than  that  In  that  we  lack  the  neces- 
sary tools — textboolu,  graded  readers,  aad 
dictionaries  which  are  Indispensable  to  such 
training.  What  is  even  worse,  we  have  sn 
extremely  limited  reservoir  of  specialists 
capable  of  producing  these  tools.  Mere 
knowledge  of  a  foreign  language  does  not 
qualify  a  person  for  this.  Special  training 
is  an  essential.  For  example,  the  American 
Council  of  Learned  Societies,  with  limited 
private  support,  is  making  three  diction- 
aries: Korean-English,  Indonesian-English, 
and  Burmese-English.  Even  with  mare 
money,  what  more  could  be  done  at  this 
time?  A  fourth  dictionary  could  be  started, 
say  for  Arabic,  or  Persian,  or  the  language  of 
Afghanistan;  and,  vlth  great  difficulty,  por- 
haps  a  fifth,  but  that  would  be  the  limit 
under  present  conditions.  The  only  wny 
that  the  situation  (X)uld  be  improved,  even 
during  the  next  10  years,  would  be  the  im- 
mediate establishment  of  a  long-range  pno- 
gram  carrying  adequate  support. 

"And  where  must  this  support  come  from? 
The  task  Is  so  tremendous  that  no  private 
source  of  funds,  such  as  a  foundation,  tio 
matter  how  interested  and  how  generously 
inclined,  can  make  more  than  a  dent  on  It. 
The  process  is  so  expensive  that  no  cooi- 
mercial  organizations  could  or  would  attempt 
it.  It  is  a  national  responsibility  and,  as 
such,  must  be  nationally  supported.  Un- 
fortunately, the  Russians  have  found  tills 
out.  They  have  recognized  the  production 
of  language  tools  as  being  comparable  In 
importance  to  the  production  of  armaments 
and  have  made  government  funds  available 
for  this  purpose.  Hence,  they  have  reached 
a  point  where  they  can  report  in  Pravda  as 
having  80  dictionaries  in  process. 

"We  should  not  make  the  mistake,  how- 
ever, of  thinking  that  if  sufficient  funds 
could  be  made  available  tomorrow  that  ♦'e 
could  l>egln  making  80  dictionaries.  With 
our  limited  resources  of  trained  specialists, 
we  must  begin  by  the  wise  use  of  compara- 
tively modest  funds  to  be  expended  almoBt 
entirely  for  training.  This  training  should. 
In  the  first  instance,  be  directed  toward  these 
areas  of  most  obvious  strategic  importance 
to  American  security — southeast  Asia  aad 
the  Arabic  world.     Recognition  by  the  Con- 


gress of  the  urgency  of  this  aspect  qf  the 
national  defense  would  go  far  toward  ihsnd- 
ing  the  roof  before  the  present  showets  be- 
come a  cloudbtu-st." 


New  Assistant  Secretary  of  Health,  Eda- 
cation,  and  Welfare,  Mr.  Brailshaw 
Mintcner 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OP 

HON.  WALTER  H.  JUDD 

OF   MINNESOTA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  11,  1954 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  President 
and  Secretary  Hobby  are  to  be  congratu- 
lated on  securing  Mr.  Bradshaw  Mint- 
ener,  of  Minneapolis,  as  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
with  special  responsibility  for  Federal- 
State  relations.  This  is  a  very  important 
post  because  so  many  of  the  activities  of 
that  Department  are  joint  O];}erati0ns  of 
the  Federal  and  local  governments— such 
as,  social  security,  vocational  eduoation 
and  rehabilitation,  hospital  construction, 
food  and  drug  administration.  Mr. 
Mintener  has  had  a  distinguished  career 
as  vice  president  and  general  counBel  of 
Pillsbury  Mills — and.  like  so  many  other 
officials  of  this  administration,  is  making 
a  great  personal  sacrifice  to  accept  this 
appointment.  That  is  in  harmony  with 
the  public-spiritedness  we  in  Minnesota 
have  seen  Mr.  Mintener  demonstrate  in 
the  many  church,  interracial,  and  civic 
tasks  he  has  accepted  in  the  past  and 
always  discharged  with  distinction.  Un- 
der leave  to  extend  my  remarks,  I  wish 
to  include  an  editorial  from  the  Minne- 
apolis Star  of  August  6.  1954: 

The   Able  Mr.  Mintenek 

Bradshaw  Mintener  was  a  key  figure  In  the 
movement  which  resulted  in  a  clear  call  from 
Minnesota  for  the  nomination  of  MinCener's 
old  friend,  Dwlght  D.  Eisenhower,  fOr  the 
Presidency.  Now  the  President  has  sum- 
moned his  good  friend  to  Wa.«hington  to  be 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Health,  Educatloh.  and 
Welfare.  But  this  is  no  mere  paying  off  of  a 
political  or  personal  debt.  The  President 
knows  the  fine  legal  and  human  qualities  of 
the  Minneapolis  attorney  This  city  and  this 
State  long  ago  learned  that  important  proj- 
ects entrusted  to  Mlntencr's  care  were 
quickly  and  competently  handled.  The  Na- 
tional Government  soon  will  learn  the  same. 


SENATC 

Thursday,  August  12, 1954 

(Legislative  day  of  Thursday,  August  5. 
1954) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Eternal  Ood.  Father  of  our  spfaits  in 
whose  peace  our  restless,  feverish  hearts 
are  quieted,  from  the  flickering  torches 
of  our  owa'understandmg.  we  would  lift 


the  perplexing  decisions  of  the  pubBc 
service  and  of  the  Nation's  welfare  into 
Thy  holy  Ught.  Make  us,  in  the  purity 
and  integrity  of  our  inner  lives,  such  men 
that  Thou  mayest  .speak  to  us  add 
through  us  to  this  bewildered  and  grop- 
ing generation. 

In  these  anxious  days,  when  the  desti- 
nies of  nations  hang  in  the  balance,  when 
the  tensions  of  human  relationships  are 
like  waters  tossed  and  troubled,  great 
God  of  all  the  earth,  lead  us  to  know  the 
worth  of  sympathy.  May  brotherhood 
increase.  May  all  contentions  cease,  and 
nations  dwell  in  peace  and  unity.  In  the 
dear  Redeemer's  name  we  pray.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Knowland,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  otf  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedines  of  Wednes- 
day, August  11.  1954,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSfi 
A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Bartlett,  one  Of  its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed  a  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  118) 
to  designate  the  1st  day  of  May  1955 
as  Loyalty  Day,  in  which  it  requested  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate. 


COMMITTEE  MEETINO  DURINa 
SENATE  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
after  consultation  with  the  minority 
leader  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Senate  Permanent  Subcommittee  on  In- 
vestigations of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  be  given  permission 
to  meet  during  the  session  of  the  Sen- 
ate today. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTION  OP 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  immedi- 
ately following  the  quorum  call  there 
may  be  the  customary  morning  hour  for 
the  transaction  of  routine  business  un- 
der the  usual  2-minute  limitation  on 
speeches. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  rolL 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roU. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorvun  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Morning  business  is  in  order. 


LAWS  ENACTTED  BY  MUNICIPAL 
COUNCIL  OP  ST.  THOMAS  AND 
ST.  JOHN.  V.  I. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  letter  from  the  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  the  Interior,  transmit- 
ting, pursuant  to  law,  copies  of  laws  en- 
acted by  the  Municipal  Council  of 
St.  Thomas  and  St.  John.  V.  I.,  which, 
with  the  accompanying  papers,  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  LONG,  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  with  amendments: 

S.  3447.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code  to  permit  the  filling  of  oral  pre- 
scriptions for  cert/'ln  drigs,  and  for  other 
purposes   (Rept,  No.  2471). 

By  Mr.  WATKINS.  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affal:-s.  without  amend- 
ment: 

S  3108.  A  blU  to  modify  the  act  of  October 
8.  1940  (54  8Ut.  1030)  and  the  act  of  July 
24,  1947  (61  Stat.  418)  « Itb  respect  to  the 
recoupment  of  certain  pubUc-school  con- 
struction costs  In  Minnesota  (Rept.  No. 
2483): 

H.  R.  2154.  A  blU  authorizing  the  Issuance 
of  a  patent  In  fee  to  Lecma  Hungry  (Rept. 
No.  2473):   and 

H.R.  7813.  A  bin  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  adjust  or  cancel  cer- 
tain charges  on  the  Milk  River  project  (Rept. 
No.  2481).      

By  Mr.  WATKINS,  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  InsiUar  Affairs,  with  an  amend- 
ment; 

S.  2153.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  transfer 
of  certain  pn^erty  to  the  dute  of  Minnesota, 
and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  2484). 


By  Ifr.  WATKIMB.  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  with  amend- 
ments: 

H.  R.  SSOl.  A  bill  to  supplement  the  Fed- 
eral reclamation  laws  by  providing  for  Fed- 
eral cooperation  In  non -Federal  projects  and 
for  participation  by  non -Federal  agencies  In 
Federal  projects  (Rept.  No.  2472). 

By  Mr.  DWORSHAK,  from  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  without 
amendment : 

H.  R.  7881.  A  bill  to  validate  a  conveyance 
of  certain  lands  by  Southern  Pacific  Rail- 
road Co.,  and  Its  lessee.  Southern  Pacific  Co., 
to  Morgan  Hopkins,  Inc.  (Rept.  No.  2474); 
and 

H.  R.  8205.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  convey- 
ance by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
Virginia  Klectrlc  &  Power  Co.  of  a  perpetual 
easement  of  right-of-way  for  electric  trans- 
mission line  ptirposes  across  lands  of  the 
Richmond  National  Battlefield  Park,  Va., 
such  easement  to  be  granted  In  exchange 
for,  and  In  consideration  of,  the  conveyance 
lor  park  purposes  of  approximately  6  acres 
of  land  adjoining  the  park  (Rept.  No.  2475). 
By  Mr.  BARRSTT.  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  with  amend- 
ments: 

H.R.  9981.  A  bUI  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction of  distribution  systems  on  author- 
ized Federal  reclamation  projects  by  irriga- 
tion districts  and  other  public  agencies 
(Rept.  No.  2476). 

By  Mr.  JACKSON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  without  amend- 
ment: 

H.  R.  7339.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyaikoe  to  T.  M.  Pratt  and  Annlta  C.  Pratt 
of  certain  real  property  In  Stevens  County, 
Wash.  (Rept.  No.  3477). 

By  Mr.  KUCHEL,  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  with  amend- 
ments: 

H,  R.  8498.  A  bill  authorizing  construc- 
tion of  works  to  reestablish  for  the  Palo 
Verde  Irrigation  District,  Calif.,  a  means 
of  diversion  of  Its  Irrigation  water  supply 
from  the  Colorado  River,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses (Rept.  No.  2482). 

By  Mr.  CARLSON,  from  tbe  Committee  on 
Post  Ofllce  and  Civil  Service,  without  amend- 
ment: 

H.R.  6718.  A  bUl  to  limit  the  period  for 
collection  by  the  United  States  of  compen- 
sation received  by  ofllcers  and  employees  In 
violation  of  the  dual  comjiensatlon  laws 
(Rept.  No.  3478) : 

H.  R.  7785.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Senrlce 
Retirement  Act  of  May  39.  1930,  to  make  per- 
manent tbe  increases  In  regular  anniiltles 
provided  by  tbe  act  of  July  16,  1953.  and  to 
extend  such  Increases  to  additional  annuities 
purchased  by  voluntary  contributions  (Rept. 
No.  3470):  and 

H.R. 9836.  A  bUl  to  authorize  tbe  Post- 
master Oeneral  to  prohlMt  or  regulate  tbe 
ttse  of  Ooveriunent  property  under  his  ctis- 
tody  and  control  for  the  parking  or  storage 
of  vehicles  (Rept.  No.  2480). 


BIUJS  INTRODUCED. 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BARRBTT: 
8. 8881.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Theresa  Pok 
Llm  Kim:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MUNDT: 
S.  3862.  A  blU  to  authorize  tbe  Secretary 
of  Agrlcultxire  to  exchange  certain  lands  In 
Pennington  County,  S.  Dak.:  to  the  Oommlt- 
tee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 


as  Loyalty  Day  was  read  twice  by  its 
title  and  referred  to  the  Committee  oa 
the  Judiciary. 


HOUSE  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
KEF'ERRED 

The  Joint  resolution  <H.  J.  Res.  118> 
to  desij;nate  the  1st  day  of  May  19S5 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS,  ARTI- 
CLES,  ETTC.  PRINTED  IN  THE 
RECORD 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  eon« 
sent,  addresses,  editorials,  articles,  edi- 
torials, articles,  etc.,  were  orctered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rkcoro,  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  REYNOLDS: 

Letter  written  by  him  Ln  ntponMe  to  re« 
quests  for  Government  aaslstanos  in  con- 
nection with  certain  practices  In  the  auto- 
mobile Industry. 


FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISfRA* 
TION— LETTER  FROM  THE  .'AD- 
MINISTRATOR 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Rbcou  a  letter  dated 
AuRust  9,  1954,  which  I  reeeiyed  from 
the  Farmers'  Home  Administration. 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricoto, 
as  follows: 

UinTD>  Statib 
DcpAsncxMT  or  AaacuLTUis, 
FaaMCBS  HoicB  AoKiimnunoK, 
Wiuhington,  D.  C.  Augiut  i,  1954. 
Hon.  GsoBCK  D.  Adun. 

United  States  Senate. 

Dkax  SxMATXNt  aucxn:  I  do  not  believe  It 
would  be  proper  for  me  to  see  this  Congress 
adjourn  without  expressing  to  you  and  mem- 
bers of  your  committee  and  to  aU  of  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  my  alnears  ^preda- 
tlon  for  the  wonderful  cooperation  which  X 
have  received  as  Administrator  of  the  Farm- 
ers' Home  Administration  during  my  first 
year  In  that  capacity. 

The  action  which  you  have  taken  in  this 
session  to  extend  and  enlarge  the  water  fa- 
cilities and  conservation  loans  as  wsU  as  tbe 
amendment  to  tbe  Bankhead -Jones  Farm 
Tenant  Act  are  very  significant.  These  aete 
wUl  make  a  major  contribution  to  a  stable 
agriculture  in  the  United  SUtes  and  Its 
Territories. 

I  think  It  outstanding  and  should  so  be 
expressed  that  at  no  time  in  any  single  In- 
stance has  undue  pressure  been  eierted  upon 
me  or  any  member  of  my  staff  by  any  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  tolrard  tbe  making  cH  any 
loan.  In  many  Instances  Members  of  Con- 
gress have  properly  requested  Informatloa 
regarding  the  status  of  loan  applications 
from  their  constituents.  We  hope  that  In  aU 
cases  we  have  delivered  this  informatloa 
properly  and  siiffldently. 

My   stall    joins    me   In   expressing  sincere 
thanks  for  this  cooperation  and  to  assure 
you  as  well  as  every  Member  of  Congress  that 
It's  fxilly  spprecUted. 
Sincerely  yours, 

R.  B.  McLKAisii. 

Administrator. 


FARM  UBQISLATION 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  -printed  In 
the  body  of  the  Rxcoeo  an  editorial  en- 
titled "A  Major  Triumph,"  published  in 
the  New  York  Times  of  August  11.  U54; 
an  editorial  entitled.  "Two  VHcturtes  fOr 
Sense  Over  Nonsense."  puhlishwd  to  tlie 
Baltunore  Sun  of  Augwst  11.  19S4:  9aA 
an  editorial  entitled  "TUe  Farm  Vic- 
tory." published  in  the  New  York  HeraM 
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IMtaM  of  Aiifwk  11. 1054.  all  of  which 
nl«te  t0  ttie  f  ann  idttuitlan. 

Ttoan  being  no  <>bJeetioaa.  the  edl- 
toriala  wore  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
BiooKD.  as  follows: 

IRrom  tin  litw  Tork  TImea  of  August  11. 
19M] 

A  IfAJoa  Tumtm 


Vbm  Bm»U  'voted.  40  to  44.  on  Mon- 
day nlgbt.  to  uibBtltute  a  mpAmm.  al  flexible 
yrtoe  «uppoite  for  the  rtgld  to  poreent  siq;>- 
porte  oMalnlBg  on  6  of  tbe  Metkm^  ao- 
ealled  baalc  f ann  enmmnditlw.  It  recorded  a 
victory  for  tbe  administration  In  one  of  the 
most  dSfkult  and  moat  Important  stmgglca. 
of  Its  entire  l^gldattTe  program  to  date. 

Up  to  1949  flexible  price  ac^tporta  were 
established  farm  policy  tm  this  country.  In 
the  prewar  years  the  Secretary  of  AgrlciQ- 
tnre  eooUl  determine  at  his  own  discretion 
each  year  what  percentage  oX  parity  would 
be  Ngacded  aa  a  reaeonsWe  floor  to  be  main- 
tained under  each  of  tbeee  commodities. 
He  was  limited  only  by  a  minimum  of  62 
percent  of  pwlty  and  a  maylmum  of  75  per- 
•ent.  In  selecting  the  support  lerrel  for  a 
«nmm<,idlty  lor  any  given  year,  he  was  guided 
predomlnaatly  by  the  supply  situation  In 
that  eonaaodlty.  In  1M2.  however,  during 
World  War  ZI.  Amnrlran  agrlcultxire.  like 
American  Industry,  was  faced  with  an  tm- 
.praoadented  production  challenge.  It  had  to 
meet  not  only  the  iMeda  of  the  dvlllan  popu- 
lattcB  at  home  bat  also  a  Isrge  part  of  the 
requirements  of  our  own  Armed  Faroes  and 
thoee  of  our  alUea. 

In  order  to  stimulate  agricultural  output. 
the  Oovemment  underwrote  this  production 
effort  through  energeney  legislation  which, 
among  other  things,  set  00  percent  (tf  parity 
as  the'  fixed  floor  under  basic  commodities 
for  the  dwation  of  the  war.  Fnrfaeelng 
that  the  farmer  would  require  a  reasonable 
amount  of  time  to  readjust  ivoductloo  to 
peerstlme  oonditlons,  Oongrees  provided  that 
the  90  percent  siq;>ports  should  continue 
In  ^leet  for  9  yeara  after  the  President  had 
daetared  the  war  emergency  at  an  end. 
fftcaMant  Druman  issocd  that  proclamation 
December  81.  1046.  so  the  emergency  sup- 
ports should  have  gone  out  of  exlstenoe  be- 
ginning with  the  crop  year  1049.  or  6  years 
ago.  But  the  powerfully  entrenched  farm 
bloe  has  auooaedad  up  to  now  in  postponing 
the  effective  date  for  this  provialon  of  the 
law  every  time  It  drew  near.  The  last  such 
postponement  came  tn  midsiunmer  1962  on 
the  eve  of  tbe  Democratic  Convention. 

In  ISils  week's  Senate  debate,  as  weU  as 
aoaay  times  before,  advocates  of  90  percent 
atqiparts  have  charged  that  Preaident  Eieen- 
hower  campaigned  on  a  promise  to  continue 
90  percent  aupporta.  and  that  he  has  since 
broken  that  prosnlee.  This  la  a  complete 
WlsrspreasnUtkm  of  Iflr.  Eisenhower's  posi- 
tion. In  reply  te  opponente  who  suggested 
that  If  tiaeted  he  woiild  demand  the  repeal 
«f  the  a-year  extension  voted  in  1952  he 
denied  that  he  had  any  such  intention.  He 
leoognlzed.  he  said,  a  legal  and  moral  obU- 
gatlon  to  administer  that  legislation  so  long 
as  It  was  on  the  stetute  books.  However, 
he  made  it  clear  at  the  same  time  that  he 
would  use  tliat  Interval  to  study  the  farm 
problem  In  coosultation  with  the  farmers 
themselvee  and  with  the  country's  best  ex- 
perte  in  the  field. 

This  is  precisely  what  he  did.  and  as  a  re- 
sult, last  January  11.  in  a  special  message  to 
Oongreee  he  outlined  his  program,  which,  like 
the  measurf  sponsored  by  Senator  CLmroif 
P.  Aimaaair  in  1949,  included  provision  for 
flexible  supports  for  the  basic  commodities, 
within  a  range  of  76  to  90  percent  at  parity. 
As  had  been  axpected,  the  measure  emerged 
from  the  Agriculture  Oommlttees  of  both 
nouses  with  the  90  percent  support  level  re- 
stored. In  the  House  the  "administration 
succeeded  In  knocking  that  provision  out  la 


favor  of  a  flexible  provision  ranging  frmn  V  <4 
to  90  percent  of  parity.  Since  the  formula 
agreed  on  now  in  the  Senate  is  Identical  with 
the  House  provision,  this  means  that  it  cSn't 
be  tampered  with  In  conference  committee. 

Vcdlowlng  ite  action  in  upholding  the  ad- 
mlnlatraUon  in  its  tight  for  flexible  supports 
the  Senate  on  Monday  night  and  yesterday 
voted  down  the  only  two  other  seriously  Un- 
desirable provisions  that  bad  been  tacked 
on  by  the  Agriculture  Committee.  It  up- 
held the  decision  of  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
ttora  T.  Benson,  who,  exercising  his  discretion 
under  the  law.  had  reduced  the  support  lavel 
of  dairy  producte  this  year  to  75  percent  of 
parity.  It  also  rejected  a  proposed  commit- 
tee amendment  which  would  have  made  oup- 
porte  mandatory  for  small  feed  grains — oats, 
rye.  barley,  and  grain  sorghums. 

The  breakaway  from  90  percent  farm  price 
Bupporte  Is  not  going  to  produce  any  mlfac- 
uloixs  changes  in  the  farm  situation  over- 
night. But  it  was  a  step  that  had  to  be 
achieved  before  any  real  progress  could  be 
made  in  ridfling  tbe  Nation  of  the  lncub\»  of 
the  oontinuoxisly  mounting  farm  commodity 
aurplus.  It  represente  a  basic  change  of  di- 
rection in  economic  policy  whose  long-term 
Importance  can  hardly  be  exaggerated.  , 

[Rrom  the  Baltimore  Sun  of  August  11,  1154] 
Two  ViCToants  roa  Sensk  Ovkx  Nonsensk 

As  of  this  writing,  the  Senate  has  gone 
along  with  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
accepted  the  principle,  at  least,  of  flexible 
support  for  tbe  prices  of  five  basic  farm  com- 
modities. The  outcome  constitutes  a  major 
victory  for  President  BLsenhower,  one  cbm- 
paraUe  to  the  vote  which  admitted  that  it 
was  unjust  to  subject  the  dividends  of  cor- 
porations to  double  taxation. 

In  both  cases,  the  victory  is  a  partial  one. 
The  flexibility  in  support  prices  will  be 
sharply  limited  in  range  and  the  tax  abate- 
ment on  dividends  will  prove,  for  most  cnm- 
ers  of  common  stocks,  to  be  something  more 
like  a  sprinkle  of  dollars  than  a  downpour. 
Still  the  principle  is  esteblished  and  thst  is 
what  honest  men  are  thankful  for. 

It  la  not  easy,  in  matters  like  these.;  for 
oommonsenwe  and  decency  to  win  out  over 
demagoguery.  It  has  not  happened  often  in 
the  last  twenty-odd  years.  In  the  nuittar  of 
double  taxation,  the  demagogs  really  went 
to  town.  All  the  old  bugaboos — Wall  Stfeet, 
princes  of  privilege,  grinding  the  poor,  taking 
bread  out  of  the  mouths  of  women  and  ehll- 
dren — were  dusted  off  and  waved  around  In 
the  Halls  of  Congress.  The  Journals  wblch 
spedaliae  in  such  play-acting  are  still  shriek- 
ing. But  a  majority  of  both  Houses  stood 
firm  in  support  of  the  President  and  he  had 
hla  way. 

When  the  problem  of  flexible  supports 
came  up,  the  breastbeaters  had  another  week 
or  so  of  the  same  kind  of  stuCT.  Senator 
Lkhic&x,  of  New  York,  probably  with  one  eye 
on  the  upstate  farm  vote  and  with  full 
knowledge  that  his  New  York  City  supporters 
would  vote  for  him  regardless,  forgot  about 
the  taxpayers  and  consumers  he  pretendfi  to 
protect  jmd  rushed  to  the  support  of  the 
tillers  of  the  soil. 

Of  course,  he  wasnt  the  only  one.  l^om 
the  speeches  made  one  would  have  supposed 
that  every  farmer  in  the  United  States  would 
be  forced  into  bankruptcy  and  that  all  the 
rest  of  us  would  soon  be  brought  face  to  face 
with  starvation.  Some  Senators  even  went 
so  far  as  to  argne  that  the  vast  surpluses 
produced  by  the  rigid  support  system  were 
a  good  thing  for  farmers.  Instead  of  threat- 
ening the  whole  fai-m  price  structure  With 
collapse  as  they  do. 

But  despite  all  this  rodomontade,  cem- 
monsense  and  common-  fairness  won  again. 
Two  victories  in  a  row  over  the  demagogs 
is  not  a  bad  record  for  Mr.  Elsenhower. 
Maybe  It  means  that  the  country  has  finally 
concluded  that  2  and  2  don't  make  5. 


[yvom  the   New   York   Herald   Trihune   of 
August  11,  1964] 

Thx  Fakic  VicToar 

It  was  a  tight  squeeze,  but  the  Senate  has 
voted  49  to  44  to  estebllsh  lower  and  flexible 
price  Bupporte  for  the  major  farm  ptoducte. 
The  House  has  already  accepted  tb0  prin- 
ciple; the  victory  is  now  complete.  Bgonomic 
sense  has  triumphed  over  shortsightefl  polit- 
ical considerations.  At  last  it  Is  agreed,  de- 
spite all  the  chronic  obstructloniaii.  that 
high  rigid  supports  cannot  be  allowed  to 
endure. 

The  proposition  Is  simply  that  th]$  coun- 
try's agriculture  should  not  keep  on  produc- 
ing price-propped  surplxues  which  become 
Increasingly  unmanageable.  The  tAta  is  to 
achieve  a  better  balance  between  production 
and  consumption,  to  provide  better  markets 
and  to  lead  the  way  toward  fewer  Qontrols. 
Sensible  people  have  long  recognlfed  the 
wisdom  of  flexible  supports — that  sooner  or 
later  the  step  toward  diminished  subaidy  had 
to  be  taken.  But  each  year  since  the  war 
Congress  has  regularly  clung  to  004  exten- 
sion after  another,  all  the  while  kitowing 
the  Idea  was  wrong  and  that  gradual  adjust- 
ment would  have  to  be  applied  eventually. 
The  consxuners  needed  relief,  the  texpiayers 
needed  help,  and  tbe  farsighted  farmers 
were  also  well  aware  of  the  essential!  injus- 
tice of  being  overly  protected.  Yet  It  tekes 
a  lot  of  courage  to  resist  organized  pressure, 
and  the  easy  way  out  was  to  tolerate  subsidy 
and  more  surpluses. 

There  comes  a  time,  however,  when  sanity 
and  determination  assert  themselves,  when 
leadership  Insists  upon  a  corrective  program, 
moderate  In  details,  which  is  for  the  good  of 
all  the  people.  That  is  what  President  Elsen- 
hower has  done,  with  the  valiant  assistance 
of  Secretary  Benson.  Government  will  con- 
tinue to  help  agriculture  over  ths  rough 
spots,  but  not  so  blindly  that  the  rest  of 
tbe  population  Is  made  to  suffer.  It  is  a 
tremendous  accomplishment,  one  that  was 
boldly  conceived  and  energetically  driven 
through. 


THE  FLEXIBLE  PRICE-SUPPORT 
PROGRAM 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  It  Is 
with  a  great  deal  of  personal  satisfac- 
tion that  I  view  the  Senate's  action  of 
Tuesday  supporting  President  Elsen- 
hower's flexible  price -supiwrt  program. 
The  institution  of  a  system  of  flexible 
price  supports,  instead  of  fixed  fO  per- 
cent price  supports,  which  have  resulted 
in  unmanageable  surpluses,  clearly  rep- 
resents a  long  overdue  and  far-rqaching 
change  in  agricultural  policy. 

It  not  only  offers  reasonable  price  pro- 
tection to  the  growers  of  basid  com- 
modities, but  it  also  provides  a  realistic 
method  of  adjusting  farm  produc;tion  of 
the  basic  commodities  to  our  coiisump- 
tive  needs.  This  it  does  by  permitting 
the  law  of  supply  and  demand  to  func- 
tion more  freely,  with  market  price  the 
regulator.  Given  time,  it  will  reeult  In 
production  for  consumption,  instead  of 
for  Government  storage.  It  also  ulti- 
mately means  less  Government  eontrol 
of  individual  farming  operation^  since 
once  the  market  influence  is  felt,  pro- 
duction controls  will  not  be  needed. 

Secretary  Benson  is  to  be  congratu- 
lated for  the  statesmanlike  manjner  in 
which  he  has  presented  to  the  American 
public  the  case  for  a  flexible  pride-sup- 
port program.  We  in  Utah  are  very 
proud  of  him.  as  are  all  thinking  fgrmers 
throughout  this  great  country. 


A  timely  editorial  from  the  Mew  York 
Times  of  August  11,  1954,  depicts  the 
Senate  action  of  Tueeday  as  a  major  tri- 
umph not  only  for  this  administration, 
but  the  American  farmer  as  well.  This 
editorial  is  printed  In  today's  Rkcosd  as 
part  of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  AikknI. 


PROPOSED  TREATY  RESTRIC- 
TIONS->STATEMENT  BY  SENATOR 
WILEY 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
take  the  time  of  the  Senate  for  but  a 
few  minutes  to  comment  on  the  issue  of 
treaty  law  and  the  United  States  Con- 
stitution. 

It  had  not  been  my  intention  to  take 
the  time  of  the  Senate  during  any  of  the 
remaining  days  of  the  session  for  a  dis- 
cussion of  this  subject.  We  had  al- 
ready taken  a  considerable  proportion 
of  this  entire  session  in  debating  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  1.  The  pros  and  cons 
have  long  since  been  set  forth  so  com- 
pletely as  probably  not  to  require  much. 
If  any,  elaboration. 

However,  last  Thursday.  August  5, 
my  distlngiiished  associate,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Ohio,  commented  at 
length  on  this  subject  at  the  time  he  in- 
troduced Senate  Joint  Resolution  181. 

I  feel  that  comments  which  he  made 
at  that  time  and  as  are  recorded  on 
pages  13456-13460  of  the  Rkcoko,  should 
not  go  unanswered.  For  brevity's  sake, 
I  shall  ask  consent  that  certain  material 
in  my  statement  which  follows  merely 
be  printed  In  the  Rbcokd:  it  is  not  my 
purpose  to  resume  now  full  oral  debate 
on  the  amendment  which  bears  my  col- 
league's name.  I  think  that  both  he  and 
I  have  long  since  made  known  our  rec- 
ord. Moreover,  the  Stinate.  confronted 
as  it  is,  in  these  closing  days,  by  a  mass 
uf  other  legislation,  should  not  be  faced 
with  another  verbal  marathon  on  this 
subject. 

AMXaiCANS    SHOULD    aXPUCIATX    SXNATS    JOncT 

>i.trnoi«  isi 


My  colleague  from  Olilo  stated  that  he 
was  introducing  his  resolution  in  order 
to  "facilitate  the  educational  and  po- 
litical activity  of  patriotic  Americans  In 
the  months  ahead." 

It  is  my  earnest  hope  that  there  will 
Indeed  be  "educational  and  political 
activity"  carried  on  prior  to  the  onset  of 
the  ?4th  Congress.  I  trust  and  believe 
that  the  American  people  will  register 
decisively  their  enlightened  repudiation 
of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  181.  I  trust 
they  will  show  definitely  that  they  are 
not  in  favor  of  emasculating  the  United 
States  Constitution  under  the  guise  of 
defending  the  Constitution. 

They  are  not  in  favor  of  shackling  the 
hands  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  under  the  guise  of  protecting  us 
from  some  future  President*  They  are 
not  in  favor  of  altering  tne  historic 
system  of  checks  and  balances  between 
the  three  branches;  specifically,  they 
are  not  in  favor  of  depriving  the  Chief 
Executive  of  our  country  of  authority 
which,  since  the  beginning  of  our  Con- 
stitution, has  historically  been  lodged 
within  the  executive  branch. 


My  colleague  from  Ohio  said  that. 
"the  fight  for  protection  against  treaty 
law  has  only  Just  begim." 

I  can  assure  him  that  the  fight  to 
protect  the  United  States  Constitution 
has  indeed  only  Just  begun.  It  has 
only  Just  begun  against  those  who  for 
high,  patriotic,  but  misguided  motives, 
would  violate  the  basic  spirit  of  the 
Coi^titutlon. 

Were  the  hour  not  so  late  in  this  ses- 
sion, I  would  refute  in  detail  each  of  the 
hobgoblin  arguments  raised  by  my  col- 
league from  Ohio — each  of  the  false 
scares  deigned  to  frighten  the  Ameri- 
can people  into  believing  that  they  are 
the  victims  of  certain  imaginary  dan- 
gers. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RccoKD.  as  follows: 


Thc  MisBKFaEazifTATioNS  or 

"iMTSaNATIOirAUaiC" 

One  notes,  for  example,  in  every  defense 
of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  1  and  its  off- 
spring— repeated  \ised  of  such  scare-words 
as  "world  government."  "violation  of  United 
States  sovereignty,"  "rabid  international- 
ism," eto. 

Proponents  of  the  resolution  consistently 
try  to  oonjure  up  panicky  fantasies  of  an 
"army"  of  internationalists,  on  Capitol  Hill 
and  throughout  America,  seeking  to  destroy 
the  United  States  Constitution  through  vari- 
ous treaties  and  agreements. 

I  say,  however,  that  such  characterizations 
are  totally  unfair  and  totally  misrepresent 
the  issue. 

Why?  Because  the  issue  today  is  not 
fantasy;  It  is  war  or  peace,  progress  or  de- 
struction of  clvUlcation. 

If  there  is  anything  which  recent  events 
on  the  world  scene  have  proven,  it  is  ttiat 
the  United  States  miist  collaborate  against 
the  danger  of  international  communism  in 
a  spirit  of  partnership  and  friendship  with 
aU  like-minded  nations. 

ThU  view  was  most  recently  expounded  by 
the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  in  his 
splendid  emphasis  on  "the  good  partner." 

I  might  point  out  incidentally  that  my 
colleague  from  Ohio  was  significantly  sUent 
with  regard  to  the  position  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  against  his  own 
resolution.  Why?  Because  no  one  more 
keenly  understands  the  need  for  progress  in 
international  cooperation  than  tlie  Chief 
Executive  of  our  country,  and  that  is  why 
he  has  time  after  time  reiterated  his  "im- 
alterable  opposition"  to  the  basic  resolu- 
tion offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

The  current  offshoot.  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
lution 181.  does  not  differ  from  the  basic 
formula  of  previous  versions  which  had  been 
offered  and  defeated. 

The  spirit  of  the  infamotu  "which"  clatise 
remaina,  although  the  "which"  phrase  as 
such,  has  "conveniently"  been  omitted.  "A 
rose  by  any  other  name  smells  as  sweet" 
but  a  very  unroey  amendment,  in  spite  of 
minor  language  changes.  Is  just  as  unpleasant 
and   objectionable. 

Ijest  my  remarks  be  misunderstood.  I  can 
assure  one  and  aU  that  there  is  nothing 
personal  in  differences  between  my  friend 
from  Otiio  and  myself.  We  happen  to  differ 
strongly  on  this  issue,  but  I  have  never 
questioned  the  patriotism  of  his  motives  nor 
the  seal  with  which  he  has  defended  what 
he  sincerely  feels  to  be  in  the  best  interests 
of  our  country.  I  wish  that  we  could  al- 
ways debate  this  Issue  on  the  high  plane 
of  principle. 

I  wish,  moreover,  that  with  my  friend's 
great  abUity  he  could  devote  himself  to  more 
meaningful  inx>blems  of  international  re- 
lations to  the  extent  that  his  diligent  labors 


as  chairman  of  the  Commerce  Commlttsa 
will  permit. 

WX  sax  NOT  MSWACD  ST  "iMTBurAnoNAuns'* 

After  aU.  we  are  not  genuine  menaced 
by   so-called    "internationalists.** 

The  actual  niimber  of  people  who  beUeve 
in  world  government,  world  currency,  world 
taxes,  world  legislation,  and  the  like,  are 
very,  very  few;  and  certainly  they  do  not 
include  the  senior  Senator  fran  Wiscon- 
sin nor  any  responsible  individual  in  the 
executive  branch  of  Oovemment. 

No,  we  are  not  menaced  by  the  "intar- 
natlonalists." 

We  are  menaced  by  the  Soviet  Union,  and 
by  the  terrible  danger  of  th«  A-bomb  and 
the  H-bomb  in  Soviet  handa.  What  is  the 
answer  of  my  colleague  from  Ohio  to  that 
latter  menace?  Why  does  he  not  direct  his 
great  talents  toward  a  meaningful  solution 
to  that  problem? 

He  had  been  a  long-time,  highly  eateemed 
chief  executive  of  a  great  sovereign  State. 
Why  doee  he  not  assist  Aaierlca's  Chief  Sasc- 
utlve  in  tackling  current  specific  grav4  In- 
ternational problems? 

Thus,  what  is  my  Ohio  friend's  answer  to 
the  problem  of  the  Communist  conspiracy 
against  Thailand,  against  Burma,  sgainst 
Malaya? 

What  is  his  answer  to  the  problem  of  the 
unsettled  Middle  Bast,  of  improving  our 
relations  with  Latin  Am«-tca?  What  Is  his 
answer  to  the  need  for  an  enforcible  system 
of  International  control  of  the  most  violent 
instruments  of  destruction,  if  it  is  obtain- 
able with  genuine  security  for  ourselves 
and  others?  What  is  his  answer  to  thsse 
and  a  score  of  other  pressing  problems  on 
the  world  scene,  moet  <rf  which  will  require 
treaties  and  agreements  and  other  instni- 
mentalltias?  And  what  is  the  answer  of  the 
sun>orters  of  his  resolution? 

Wltb  all  the  world  aflame.  Is  Uteir  answer 
that  America  ahould  sUck  its  head  tn  tha 
ground  like  an  ostrich? 

What  kind  of  an  answer  Is  that?  How 
frightened  do  you  think  the  Russians  would 
be  by  news  that  the  United  States  Consti- 
tution hsd  been  amended  so  that  the  United 
SUtee  will  have  retreated  from  world  affairs? 

Is  that  the  message  wtiich  supporters  of 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  181  want  to  convey 
to  tbe  troubled  world? 

Do  the  supporters  of  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
lution 181  want  us  to  forget  the  Soviet  Union 
and  remember  only  the  so-called  intsma- 
tlonalists? 

If  so,  the  situation  is  analogoua  to  a  seen* 
where  a  city  is  burning  up.  Just  as  the  world 
today  is  aflame.  But  a  few  misguided  Indi- 
viduals run  through  the  burning  streets, 
yelling,  "Beware  of  the  fire  department.  Be- 
ware of  the  friends  of  the  fire  department. 
They  seek  expanded  power  against  fires." 

Yes.  these  misguided  individuals  complain 
not  against  the  arsonists  who  have  set  tbe 
fire,  but  against  forces  of  law  and  order — 
against  the  United  Nations,  against  Allied 
diplomacy — all  of  whom  are  trying  to 
strengthen  international  law  and  ooUabora- 
tion  so  that  the  arsonists  csuinot  bum  down 
the  wc»-ld. 

Judging  from  certain  propaganda  litera- 
ture of  many  of  the  more  extreme  supporters 
of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  181,  in  their 
xmreal  world  of  myth  and  fantasy.  It  Is  not 
Communists  who  are  the  aggreesore  today 
but  Internationalists. 

And  strangely  enough,  the  very  patriots 
who  are  striving  hardest  against  interna- 
tional communism  are  curioualy  lumped  to- 
gether with  the  Communists  as  all^edly 
favoring   Internationalism. 

In  this  extremist  literature,  we  read  that 
every  international  treaty  Is  a  plot;  every 
agreement  Is  a  cabal;  every  International 
meeting  U  a  conspiracy.  The  firs  depart- 
ment is  purported  to  be  tlw  naenaoe.  and 
not  the  Are  or  the  arsonista. 
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lUs  is  twtatad  li«lc  Indead.  ftnd  It  Is  not 
the  sort  oC  thtnlrtng  whidx  wUl  appeal  to  the 
AmsvloaB  p6(]|tle. 

WettwuMtf,  there  has  been  a  great  awak- 
•Blaf  amont  ttM  Anaerleaa  peo|de  on  the 
IsstM  of  8sfna*s  Joint  Basolutkm  1  and  Its 

B  has  alvaye  had  a  certain  sort  of 
■appsail,   a  oertaln  type  of  glaaaor. 
After  aU.  who  to  not  for  United  SUtes  wtn- 

Bat.tho  Issue  Is  not  our  sovsrelgnty;  the 
teue  Is  oar  sorvtvaL  Darlgbt  D.  Slsenhower 
Is  not  abandonhag  oar  sovereignty;  he  Is  ably 
flirting  for  our  very  surrWal  as  a  Nation 
and  a  paopls. 

It  Is  ths  good  fortune  of  AmBrica  that  the 
Senate  during  the  8Sd  Congrsss  has  not  blot- 
ted Its  reeerd  by  adopting  Senate  Joint  Reeo- 
lutlan  1  or  Ml  or  their  offshoots. 

oomaavATifB  asMAiois  optoskd 


X  remind  the  Senator  from  CMilo  that  on 
veiaruary  as.  19M.  after  weeks  and  weeks  of 
debate  even  a  greatly  reetrleted  version  of 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  1  failed  of  the  neces- 
sary t«K»-ttalidB  vote. 

And  Z^ask  hla  frankly,  do  his  supporters 
question  the  patriotism  of  the  31  Senators 
who  voted  sgalnst  the  amendment? 

Doss  anyone  purport  to  denounce  as  a 
ao-caUed  Internationalist,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator firaan  Artaona  [Mr.  HATmw]  or  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  FsaeoaoM], 
or  bur  eoUeaguee from  Maryland  [Mr.  Bkali.], 
at  Mew  Hampshire  [Mr.  Uftoh],  or  Oonnec- 
tleut  [Mr.  Puanu.].  or  Massachusetu  [Mr. 

8SI.T01l8VSU.lt 

Tlsaee  distinguished  Senators,  like  the 
others  in  whooe  ranks  Z  was  pleased  to  vote, 
are  men  who  love  the  Oonstttutkm  as  readily 
as  do  the  Senatora  who  voted  on  the  opposite 
Bide  of  this  Issue.  They  respect  United 
States  sovereignty  as  devotedly  as  does  the 
universally  esteemed  senior  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  OaoaoK].  who  had  contributed 
ao  slgnlAeantly  to  the  debate  on  this  as  on 
•very  other  major  foreign  pohoy  problem, 
even  though  many  of  us  im  this  one  par- 
tleular  occasion  found  that,  sadly  and  un- 
fortunately, we  could  not  agree  with  him. 

I  remind  the  senior  Seni^or  frmn  Ohio 
lliat  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Oeorgla  and  approved  on  Vebroary  36 
lUMl.  In  section  a.  dropped  all  reference  to 
treatlSB,  and  merely  provided  that  "an  Inter- 
national agreement  other  than  a  treaty  shall 
become  effective  as  internal  law  in  the  United 
States  only  by  an  act  of  the  Congress." 

IliTis  tbe  mndlfled  OecH^  amendment 
oealtted  treaty  reference,  aside  from  section 
1,  yet  the  proponents  of  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 1  had  been  going  up  and  down  the  land, 
^tonoundng  treaties.  Tet  when  it  came  to  a 
showdown,  restrictions  on  treaties  were 
dropped  by  the  wayside,  and  Jiistlflably  so. 

SXSaMSI.  VnSILAMCS  AI.OIfZ  WXU.  SAVE  AMXBICA 

Now.  there  Is  nothing  In  Senate  Joint  Res- 
olution 181  or  in  any  of  Its  forms  which 
cannot  be  achieved  by  the  eternal  vigilance 
of  the  American  pecqple. 

It  Is  conceivable  that  some  day  a  danger- 
ous treaty  or  agreement  may  be  offered  and 
signed.  At  that  time,  unless  the  American 
people  are  vigilant,  neither  the  pending 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  nor  a  hun- 
dred such  amendments  would  protect  Amer- 
ica's Ubertles. 

There  is  no  such  thing  as  a  "built-in 
automatic"  insiirance  against  unwise  for- 
eign policy  or  against  tyraxmical  government. 
Bther  our  people  are  alert  to  dangers,  or  they 
fail  asleep. 

The  treaty  amendment  is  therefore  totally 
unnecessary  at  the  least,  and  extremely 
dangerous,  at  the  most. 

•CABS  FBOPAGAMDA  WELL  VTMANOD 

The  fact  of  the  matter  Is,  however,  that  a 
great  many  well-respected  American  groups 
have  become  unduly  aroused  on  this  treaty 


Issue,  and  are  needlessly  fearful  that  some- 
how their  Ubertles  are  being  endangere4  by 
treaty  law. 

Accordingly,  they  have  devoted  a  great  deal 
of  mIsspenV  energy  and  vast  amounts  of 
finances  toward  fioodlng  the  country  trith 
scare  propsiganda. 

Thne  U  hardly  a  single  American  gsoup 
which  has  not  been  impacted  by  hobgoblin 
literattue  designed  to  frighten  Americans  out 
of  their  wits  and  panic  them  into  isolationist 
frenzy. 

I  urge,  therefore,  aU  thinking  Americans 
who  have  perceived  the  problem  clearly,  to 
mobilize  their  energies,  to  mobilize  ttielr 
resources  so  as  to  dispel  the  smokescreens, 
the  fear  propaganda  which  permitted  the 
modified  amendment  to  come  within  one 
vote  of  ominous  victory  in  the  Senate. 

I  urge  all  tblnklng  Americans  to  organize 
at  the  grassroots  against  those  who  would 
worsen  the  Oeorge  substitute  and  wlio 
would  panic  America  into  violating  the 
United  States  Constitution. 

laaaKPBXSXifTATioNs  or  status  or  forcCs 

ACaZElCXNT 

Much  of  the  scare  propaganda  has  been 
directed  against  the  NATO  Status  of  Forces 
Agreement.  My  colleague  from  Ohio  has  had 
a  good  deal  to  say  on  that  issue  and  has  in- 
serted in  the  Rzcoao  a  considerable  body  of 
material,  as  is  his  right.  To  clarify  a  subject 
which  has  become  considerably  clouded.  let 
me  state  that  the  i^eement.  which  is  in- 
cidentally a  treaty,  even  though  it  is  tetmed 
an  "agreement,"  was  ratified  by  President 
Klsenhower  on  July  24,  1953.  The  United 
States  Senate  gave  its  consent  9  days  earlier 
by  a  resounding  vote  of  72-15.  The  agree- 
ment was  wholeheartedly  endorsed  by  the 
President,  and  by  all  of  our  leading  military 
spokesmen. 

Tet  a  tremendous  amount  of  phony  propa- 
ganda has  been  deluging  the  people  of  the 
United  States  to  the  effect  that  under  this 
Status  of  Forces  Agreement,  we  somShow 
"gave  up"  the  liberties  of  our  American  serv- 
icemen abroad.  Nothing  Is  further  from  the 
truth. 

The  agreement  definitely  did  not  give  for- 
eign governments  new  powers  over  our  over- 
seas forces.  It  actually  modified  pdwers 
vrhlch  foreign  governments  already  had.  It 
should  be  borne  in  mind  that  foreign  gov- 
ernments ordinarily,  in  the  absence  of  a 
treaty  or  agreement,  have  jurisdiction  over 
alien  nationals  within  their  territory.  But 
under  the  agreement,  a  large  measure  of 
Jurisdiction  over  oui  forces  was  given  to 
OTiraelves.  As  tbe  report  of  our  Senate  For- 
eign Relations  Committee  showed,  under  tbe 
agreement,  "The  United  States  will  acqidre  a 
number  of  new  rights  in  the  field  of  crtnlinal 
Jurisdiction."  And,  "The  United  States  gives 
up  no  rights  over  our  troops  in  Europe  v^lch 
we  now  have  in  respect  to  criminal  Jurisdic- 
tion or  to  any  other  matter." 

If  we  were  to  abandon  the  agreement,  as 
some  people  unwisely  propose,  foreign  gov- 
ernments would  regain  full  Jurisdiction  over 
American  troops,  rather  than  having  the 
present  partial  Jurisdiction. 

If  we  were  to  abandon  the  agreement. 
American  troops  would  lose  all  the  laany 
other  benefits  of  the  agreement,  anftong 
which  are  exemption  from  passport  and  visa 
requirements,  exemption  from  immigration 
Inspection,  exemption  from  certain  taxes,  the 
right  to  Import  free  of  duty  personal  effects 
and  vehicles. 

Tet,  a  great  many  misguided  individuals 
are  trying  to  propagandize  for  abandonment 
of  the  agreement.  They  are  trying  to  spread 
Inaccurate  sensational  reports  about  the  case 
of  two  American  servicemen  who  were  guil- 
ty of  offenses  In  a  foreign  land.  These  boys 
were  given  competent  counsel  during  the 
trial;  they  were  assured  every  single  funda- 
mental safeguard  that  they  would  have  re- 
ceived in  a  United  States  court,  their  rights 
were  not  Jeopardized  in  the  slightest.  The 
men  did  not  even  desire  to  appeal  the  sen- 


tences which  they  received;  for  aftier  con- 
viction they  did  not  receive  the  mSximum 
punishment. 

But.  according  to  the  scare  propaganda 
which  has  been  spread,  one  would  thbik  that 
because  of  the  statvis  of  forces  agreement,  the 
rights  of  these  and  other  Americans  hsMl  been 
prejudiced,  which  was  definitely  not  tjbe  case. 

SECTION    BT    SBCnOM    AMALT8I8    OF    SkStATS 

JOINT   aZSOLDTION    IBl 

Now.  let  us  take  a  direct  look  at  the  pro- 
visions of  the  amendment  which  mf  friend 
from  Ohio  says  that  he  is  going  to  readvo- 
cate  next  year. 

The  first  section  reads  as  follows: 

"Section  1.  A  provision  of  a  treaty  or  other 
international  agreement  which  conflicts  vrtth 
this  Constitution,  or  which  is  not  Siade  in 
pursuance  thereof,  shall  not  be  the  fupreme 
law  of  the  land  nor  be  of  any  force  or  effect." 

Senator  Brickxb  says  that  "this  section  has 
been  endorsed  in  principle  by  the  Eisenhower 
administration." 

I  am  very  glad  that  he  added  the  words 
"in  principle."  The  texts  of  hU  various  ver- 
sions of  section  1,  although  similar  in  lan- 
guage, would  have  had  very  dlfferenlt  effects 
If  they  had  ever  been  adopted.  I  have  not 
had  time  to  examine  all  of  the  possible  con- 
sequences of  this  section.  It  is  (>ossSbIe  that 
the  Elsenhower  administration  might  ac- 
quiesce in  such  a  single  section  alotie. 

The  Important  point  that  Presldertt  Eisen- 
hower has  repeatedly  made  Is  that  he  Is  un- 
alterably opposed  to  any  amendment  which 
would  hamper  his  effective  control  ovw  the 
foreign  relations  of  this  country,  t  do  not 
know  whether  the  new  section  1  Would  be 
agreeable  to  the  White  House  or  not.  How- 
ever, I  do  know  it  contains  certain  Xeatures 
that  require  very  careful  comment. 

Senator  BaicKzx  has  added  a  phrase  "made 
In  pursuance  thereof."  During  the  months 
of  debate  this  past  session,  no  one  was  able 
to  explain  very  clearly  what,  if  apything, 
these  words  added. 

It  was  pointed  out  during  the  debate  that 
the  words  were  inappropriate  because  many 
treaties  might  be  made  which  would  hot  con- 
flict with  the  Constitution,  but  which  were 
not  made  "in  pursuance  thereof,"  in  the  dic- 
tionary sense  of  the  word  "pursuance."  The 
addition  of  these  words  may  simply  be  so 
much  verbiage. 

SECTION  2 THE  "DISAPPEAamG-aKAPPjASIWO'* 

WHICH  CLAUSX 

"Sbc.  2.  A  treaty  or  other  International 
agreement  shall  become  effective  as  internal 
law  in  the  United  States  only  through  legis- 
lation valid  in  the  absence  of  Interhatlonal 
agreement." 

Senator  Bsickcs  certainly  made  ths  imder- 
statement  of  the  session  when  he  said  that 
"this  section  represents  the  area  of  disagree- 
ment between  myself  and  administration 
spokesmen."  This  section  contains  in  effect 
the  famous  and  infamous  "which"  Clause. 

However,  we  should  note  In  passing  that 
the  word  "which" — which — has  been  omitted. 
Now  you  see  it,  now  you  dont.  The  specific 
"which"  may  have  been  eliminated,  but  its 
unworthy  spirit  lingers  on.  With  all  due  re- 
spect. I  say  the  unfortunate  "which"  or 
"witch"  concept  reminds  one  of  HSIloween 
mumbo-Jumbo  uttered  in  a  world  of  hob- 
goblins and  boiling  caldrons  of  siispltlon  and 
fear.  Maybe  we  should  now  label  section  2 
the  "hidden  witch"  clause. 

This  new  section  2  Is  almost  Identical  with 
the  one  that  Senator  Bkickxr  started  with 
2  years  ago. 

It  has  all  the  fallacies  and  drawbacks  which 
have  been  pointed  out  in  2  years  of  debate. 
For  example.  In  a  speech  in  August  1953, 
Secretary  of  State  EKiUes  said  with  rSspect  to 
similar  language  in  Senate  Joint  Resolution  1 
that  It  "would  cut  down  the  Nation's  treaty 
power  so  that  no  treaty  could  bind  the  Nation 
in  respect  of  matters  which,  under  i»ur  Fed- 
eral system,  fall  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
States.    This  would  set  the  clock  back  to  an 


approximation  of  the  eosditlon  which  ex- 
isted under  the  Articles  of  Confederation. 
Then,  that  condition  was  so  Intolerable  and 
it  so  Jeopardised  the  Confederation  that  the 
present  Constitution  was  adopted  to  give  the 
FMeral  Ooverxunent  authority,  in  interna- 
tional matters,  to  act  for  all  the  Nation, 
including  the  States." 

It  would  also  require  tliat  all  treaties  be 
passed  by  two-thirds  of  the  Senate  and  then 
by  a  majority  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House. 

It  was  for  these  and  a  number  of  other 
pressing  reasons  that  section  2 — even  without 
the  which  clause — only  received  the  support 
of  43  Senators. 

BBCTXOir   t — BULKS   CHANCE 

Section  8  of  the  proposed  amendment  reads 
as  follows: 

"Sac.  8.  On  the  question  of  advising  and 
consenting  to  the  ratification  of  a  treaty,  the 
vote  shall  be  determined  by  yeas  and  nays, 
and  the  names  of  the  persons  voting  for  and 
against  shall  be  entered  on  the  Journal  of 
the  Senate." 

As  we  all  know,  the  purpose  of  this  section 
could  be  achieved  by  a  simple  change  in  the 
rules  of  the  Hrr*^*^.  The  Rules  Conunlttee 
has  already  approved  such  a  change  and  it 
could  be  adopted  at  any  time  by  the  Senate. 

So  far  as  a  constitutional  amendment  is 
concerned,  section  8  Is  Just  so  much  window 
dressing. 

rOtn  SO-CALLD  WTW  BCVKLOPamVTS 

Now,  In  his  August  5  remarks  Senator 
Bkjckcb  made  mention  of  "four  Important 
new  developments  [that]  have  strengthened 
the  position  of  the  proponents  of  the  amend- 
ment." 

Let  us  examine — very  briefly — these  so- 
called  new  developments  to  see  if  they  in 
fact  really  stren{;then  the  position  of  the 
proponents,  or  if  they  are  the  same  old  hash, 
warmed  over. 

Senator  Bkickxk  referred  flrst  to  the  fact 
that  the  Human  Rights  Commission  '"has 
refused  to  Insert  a  provision  In  the  Human 
Rights  Covenants  recognizing  the  right  to 
own  property  and  to  have  It  protected  against 
arbitrary  interference  by  government." 

This  statement  on  his  part  Is  relevant  to 
something,  but  I  can  sse  no  relevancy  what- 
ever to  the  question  of  whether  ai  not  we 
should  take  the  solemn  step  of  amending  our 
Constitution. 

Since  when  do  we  amend  the  Constitution 
simply  because  some  international  Instru- 
ment contains  a  provision  we  do  not  like  or 
omits  one  that  we  do  like?  We  Americans 
believe,  thank  Ood,  in  private  property.  Our 
view  unfortunately  did  not  prevaU  In  this 
respect  as  regards  this  particular  covenant. 
Is  that  an  exctise  for  amending  the  Con- 
stitution? 

The  Secretary  of  State  has  said  upon  nu- 
merous occasions  that  the  United  States  has 
no  Intention  of  becoming  a  party  to  the 
Human  Rights  Covenants.  Even  If  some  fu- 
ture Secretary  and  President  changed  their 
minds  about  this  and  signed  the  covenants, 
it  would  take  two-thirds  of  the  Senate  to 
approve  Its  ratification,  unless,  of  covirse.  we 
were  unwise  enough  to  accept  the  Oeorge 
amendment,  which  would  permit  the  Presi- 
dent and  a  simple  majority  of  both  Houses 
of  Congress  to  commit  us  to  the  covenants. 

Thus,  Senator  Baicxxa's  first  important 
new  development  turns  into  a  pure  smoke 
screen  upon  exiunlnatlon. 


raasiDXKT's  powxs  as  coMMAiroia  nr  caoEr 

His  second  important  new  development  is 
Mr.  Dulles'  statement  that  "the  President 
can  now  wage  war  without  a  declaration  by 
Congress  In  the  event  of  attack  on  one  of 
our  treaty  allies  in  Europe  or  South  America," 
thus  reafllrmlng  his  Louisville  speech  of  April 
1952  before  the  American  Bar  Association 
that  a  treaty  can  take  powers  from  Congress 
and  confer  them  on  the  President. 

I  should  think  that  it  would  be  unneces- 
sary to  point  out  to  any  Senator  that  the 
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Constitution  dellberstely  provides  that  it  Is 
the  Congress  that  has  the  power  to  declare 
war  but  the  President,  as  Commander  In 
Chief  under  the  Constitution,  has  the  power, 
in  an  emergency  and  without  a  congressional 
declaration,  to  make  war.  This  is  nothing 
new  at  all. 

What  Secretary  Dulles  announced  is  the 
mere  reiteration  of  a  well-founded  constitu- 
tional doctrine.  There  are  numerous  ex- 
amples in  the  past  of  Presidents — of  various 
parties — making  war  without  any  congres- 
sional declaration.  In  this  atomic  and  hy- 
drogen age  when  we  may  be  blitaed  in  a 
matter  of  hours  the  necessity  for  the  pos- 
session of  this  defensive-offensive  power 
should  be  obvious  to  even  the  blindest. 

So,  there  is  no  queston,  as  the  Senator  tried 
to  assert,  of  taking  power  from  Congress  and 
conferring  It  on  the  President;  It  Is  a  power 
that  he  has  always  possessed.  Let  no  one, 
however,  conjure  up  the  notion  of  a  Presi- 
dent willy-nilly  starting  a  third  irorld  war; 
that  Is  Soviet  claptrap;  It  is  unworthy  of 
any  thinking  American. 

THS  Um«D  STATVS-BarnSB  ATOM  AcaxncKNT 

The  third  development  Is  the  reference  to 
the  secret  executive  agreement  of  President 
Roosevelt  and  Prime  MlnUtcr  Churchill  re- 
lating to  the  control  of  atomic  energy. 

This  agreement  was  concluded  on  August 
19.  1943.  and  Is  a  abort  one.  I  have  a  photo- 
static copy  of  the  agreement  here.  and.  in 
order  that  no  one  will  be  oonfused  as  to  exact 
terms.  I  would  like  to  have  it  Incorporated 
into  the  Rw^ip  at  this  time.  As  you  will 
note,  the  code  name  "tube  aUoys"  Is  substi- 
tuted for  the  words  "atomic  energy."  The 
document  has  been  published  by  the  British 
and  is  now  being  published  by  the  United 
Stetes.  No  security  problem  is  involved. 
The  text  ot  the  agreement  U  as  foUows: 

"THE      CITADCL      QUSBBO — ASTICUES      OF      AOXXV- 
KBfT — OOVKKNINC    COLLABOKATION    BCTWXXV 

THX  AtrrHoarnxs  or  ths  uNrrxo  btatzs  or 

^■awwmrfA   aXV  THX    UMU'EU    XINCOOM   ZM    THS 
ICATTBi  or  Ttms  AIXOTS 

•♦Whereas  It  Is  vital  to  our  common  safety 
in  the  present  war  to  bring  the  tube-aUoys 
project  to  frtUtlon  at  the  earliest  moment; 
and  whereas  this  may  be  more  speedily 
achieved  if  all  available  British  and  Amer- 
ican brains  and  resources  are  pooled;  and 
whereas  owing  to  war  conditions  it  would  be 
an  improvident  use  of  war  resources  to  dupli- 
cate plants  on  a  large  scale  on  both  sides  of 
the  Atlantic  and  therefore  a  far  greater  ex- 
pense has  fallen  upon  the  United  States: 
"It  Is  agreed  between  us — 
'Vint,  that  vre  wtU  never  use  thta  agency 
against  each  other. 

••Secondly,  that  we  will  not  use  it  against 
third  ijarties  without  each  other's  consent. 
"Thirdly,  that  we  will  not  either  of  xis 
communicate  any  Information  about  tube 
alloys  to  third  peaces  except  by  mutual 
consent. 

•■Fourthly,  that  In  view  of  the  heavy  bur- 
den ot  production  falling  upon  the  United 
States  as  the  result  of  a  vrtse  division  of  war 
effort,  the  British  Oovemment  recognize 
that  any  postwar  advantages  of  an  Industrial 
or  commercial  character  shall  be  dealt  with 
as  between  the  United  SUtes  and  Great 
Britain  on  terms  to  be  specified  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  the  Prime 
Minister  of  Great  Britain.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter expressly  disclaims  any  Interest  In  these 
industrial  and  cmnmerclal  aspects  beyond 
what  may  be  considered  by  the  President  ot 
the  United  States  to  be  fair  and  Just  and  tn 
harmony  with  the  economic  welfare  of  the 
wc»ld. 

"And  ftfthly.  that  the  foUovrlng  arrange- 
ments shall  be  made  to  enstire  full  and 
effective  collaboration  between  the  two 
countrlce  in  bringing  the  project  to  fruition : 
"(a)  There  shaU  be  set  up  In  Washington 
a  Combined  Policy  Committee  composed  ot 
the  Secretary  of  War   (United  States);  Or. 


Vaimevar  Bttsh  (United  States);  Dr.  James 
B.  Conant  (United  States):  Field  ar«»^H«i 
Sir  John  DUl.  O.  C.  B..  C.  M.  O.,  D.  a  O. 
(United  Kingdom):  Colonel  the  Right  Hon- 
orable J.  J.  UeweUln,  C.  B.  B..  M.  C.  M.  P. 
(United  Kingdom);  the  Honorable  C.  XX 
Howe  (Canada). 

"The  functions  of  this  committee,  subject 
to  the  control  of  the  respective  Govern- 
ments, will  be — 

"(1)  To  agree  from  time  to  time  upon  tbe 
program  of  work  to  be  carried  out  in  th* 
two  countries. 

"(3)  To  keep  all  sections  of  the  project 
under  constant  review. 

"(8)  To  allocate  materials,  apparatus  and 
plant,  in  limited  supply,  in  aeeordanos  with 
the  requirements  of  the  program  sgrsed 
by  the  committee. 

"(4)  To  settle  any  questions  which  may 
artse  on  the  Interpretation  or  application  of 
this  agreement. 

"(b)  lliere  shall  be  complete  interchange 
of  information  and  ideas  on  all  sections  of 
the  project  between  members  of  the  POIley 
Committee  snd  their  Immediate  technical 
advisers. 

-(c)  In  the  field  of  scientific  research  and 
development  there  shall  be  full  and  effec- 
tive Interchange  of  information  and  Ideas 
l>etween  those  in  the  two  countries  engsged 
in  the  same  sections  of  the  field. 

"(d)  In  the  field  oi  design,  construction, 
and  operation  of  large-scale  plants,  inter- 
change of  Infomuitlon  and  ideas  shall  be 
regulated  by  such  ad  hoc  arrangements  aa 
may,  in  each  section  ot  the  field,  appear  to 
be  nseessary  or  deslrahls  If  the  project  Is  to 
be  brought  to  fniltloo  at  the  aarllset 
moment.  Such  ad  hoc  arrangements  shall 
bbe  subject  to  the  nnvoval  of  ths  P»llcy 

Committee.  

*7aAincLiir  D.  RoossnrM.T. 
*?)irxiraTOir  S.  CuuscWLk 

"Approved  August  19,  lOtS." 

That  Is  the  end  of  the  text. 
Tbe  agreement  I  point  out,  vras  concluded 
almost  2  full  years  before  the  end  of  that 
frightful  global  conflict.  The  agreement 
dealt  with  the  most  secret  item  that  the 
Allies  possessed. 

It  would  have  been  the  sheerest  kind  of 
folly — If  not  criminal  nonsense — to  have  put 
the  agreement  In  the  form  ot  anything  other 
than  a  secret  agreement.  Would  my  col- 
league from  Ohio  have  asked  that  the  agree- 
ment be  printed  In  the  newspapers  so  that 
Julius  and  Ethel  Rosenberg  and  Klaus  Fucbs 
and  others  could  have  been  helped  in  their 
spy  work?  America  was  at  war;  the  tide  had 
not  yet  turned;  we  vitally  needed  some  sgree- 
ment  with  the  British,  vrith  whom  we  were 
collaborating  in  the  development  of  the 
bomb. 

pazcAunoMAXT  raovxaxoii  nr  mrw  atomic  aax. 
Now,  I  do  not  presume  to  be  an  expert  In 
the  field  of  atomic  energy. 

It  is  a  fact  that  there  have  been  those  wl»o 
strongly  disputed  certain  terms  of  the  Quebec 
Agreement. 

Certainly,  we  Americans  feel  today  to  tho 
present  perspective  of  history  that  we  cannot 
and  should  not  shackle  the  hands  ot  oar 
Government  in  making  life  and  death  pre- 
ctmunltments  to  others.  Involving  tbe  A- 
bomb  or  the  H-bomb. 

I  point  out  that  on  July  26  In  the  Oosr- 
oossioMAi.  Racoao,  on  page  11954.  our  asso- 
ciate, the  able  senior  Senator  from  Iowa.  Ifr. 
HicKEMLOona,  carefully  described  a  pre- 
cautionary provision  in  the  new  atomic  en- 
ergy blU  whidi  expressly  provldas  that  "to 

the  performance  of  its  functtans • —  ""^ 

act.  the   Ooaamlaslon  diall  give 
effect  to  tbe  policies  contained  tn  any  tot 
national  arrangement  made  after  ttie  ('^^ 
enac^ent  of  this  act.'* 

■n»e  key  words  are,  of  euuise,  ' 
the  date  at  enactment  «(  this  sc 
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Hm  Mtn\  AtomJe  Xb«it  OMnmlttM— of 
vbldi  dor  Ohio  fMand  is  »  moit  wuMwramm.- 
lm> — unaaloKiaaljr  mBVieonA  this  prorlsUm. 
In  eommfW—  ttaar*  wbs  lao  objection  to  U 
wh»taoew. 

In  other  wordi.  the  flixpcrt  eommittee  re- 
fuMd  to  require  the  Atomic  Snergy  Oommla- 
alon  to  glT*  effect  to  poUdes  oontained  In  any 
Intemetlonal  erransement  nuMto  prevloua  to 
the  date  of  the  preeent  blU.  But  If  the 
eo-c»Ued  Internationalists  are  so  strong — 
If  the  sttpportna  of  secret  agreements  are 
allegedly  so  strong  and  If  the  Issue  la  so 
simple,  why  did  not  the  IntamstkmaUcts 
prevail  In  Talldatlng  any  and  all  pi'eflons 
arrangements  which  may  have  heen  made? 

The  answer  Is,  of  course,  that  by  means  of 
the  pending  atomic  energy  blU«  an  orer- 
whelming  majority  of  the  Cangreas  Is  taking 
a  position  clearly  based  upon  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  United  States,  but  in  a  manner 
consistent  with  our  future  International  obli- 
gations. Bo,  too,  In  other  blUs  affecting  our 
ooxintry  as  a  sovereign  power,  we  will  not 
prejudice  our  sovereign  rights,  but  we  will 
fulllU  tbe  letter  and  spirit  of  tbose  Inter- 
national arrangements  which  we  know  to  be 
In  the  beet  interests  of  our  country  and  of 
the  wrarld.  Certainly  no  constitutional 
amendmmt  Is  necessary  under  these  clrcum- 
stancee  when  we  can  write  precautions  Into 
regular  legislation. 


w.  H. 
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TtM  last  Important  new  development  is 
that  allegedly  the  current  debate  on  the  sub- 
ject of  United  Nations  Charter  revision  "has 
revealed  a  determined  effort  on  tbe  part  of 
Influential  persons  and  organisations  to 
scuttle  the  sovereignty  erf  the  United  States 
at  the  propoeed  U.  N.  Charter  Review  Con- 
ference in  1956  In  favor  of  some  fwm  of  lim- 
ited or  full  world  government." 

-In  the  first  place,  the  question  of  wbether 
there  will  even  be  a  conference  to  review — 
not  neoeesarlly  revise — the  charter  will  not 
be  finally  decided  until  the  10th  session  of 
the  Oenena  Assembly  in  1955. 

I  dont  see  how  the  conference  could  take 
place  before  1956  at  the  earUest.  In  other 
words,  there  Is  no  urgency  in  this  matter. 

Moreover,  the  Senate  subcommittee,  of 
which  X  have  the  honor  to  serve  as  chairman, 
has,  as  my  colleague  so  well  knows,  been 
holding  extensive  grassroots  hearings  on 
this  subject.  We  have  beard  all  sorts  of 
suggestions  from  all  shades  of  opinion. 

Throughout  the  Nation  the  press  has  given 
heart-warming  support  to  otir  study.  No  one 
has  been  turned  away  from  our  hearings. 
The  most  fervent  partisans  of  my  Ohio  friend 
have  had  their  say. 

Why  should  he  fear  that  the  views  of 
eommonsense  will  not  prevail  in  that  sub- 
committee forum? 

The  fact  that  we  hold  hearings  doesn't 
mean  that  we  are  going  to  accept  any  par- 
ticular suggestions.  Neither  the  subcom- 
mittee nor  the  full  committee  is  anywhere 
near  ready  to  make  any  suggestions  to  the 
Senate.  Nor  is  the  State  Department  at  tlie 
decision-making  stage. 

I  believe  that  we  can  have  confidence  in 
ourselvee  and  In  Secretary  Diilles  not  to  make 
unsound  suggestions  for  revision.  In  addl- 
.  tlon,  ttie  United  States  has  a  veto  power  over 
.  any  possibly  unsound  amendments  suggest- 
ed by  other  states  at  a  review  conference,  if 
one  ts  held.  Thus,  we  are  fully  protected. 
Why  the  fear,  why  the  panic,  why  the  slight- 
est aspersions  on  a  conscientious,  careful, 
diligent  review? 

My  colleagues  on  the  subcommittee  have 
repeatedly  pointed  out  that  all  the  repeated 
Isolationist  references  to  so-called  pressvure 
for  world  government  completely  Ignore  the 
overwhelming  bxilk  of  testimony  which  our 
subcommittee  has  received.  My  colleagues 
have  cited  that  not  a  single  member  of  our 
subcommittee  has  shown  tbe  slightest  dts- 
poeltloh  toward  any  so-called  world  govern- 
ment proposaL 


Nov.  In  conclusion,  let  me  point  out  the 
following: 

Senator  Bbxckks  has  said  that  "this  re- 
vised treaty-control  amendment  is  not  inltro- 
duced  with  any  expectation  of  action  in  ttbls 
CODggtta." 

For  this  assurance  I  eziwess  my  hearttelt 
gratitude  to  the  Senator. 

I  am  sure  that  my  colleagues  and  I  wcAild 
not  relish  debating  this  Issue  until  Christ- 
mas. 1964.  However,  if  need  be,  and  if  tvir 
energetic  Ohio  friend  wants  again  to  Join  tbe 
issue  now  on  the  Senate  floor  (which  we  have 
reason  to  doubt),  we  will  not  shrink  from 
the  task. 

The  mission  of  defending  the  Constitution 
against  tinkering  is  one  which  merits  the 
fullest  possible  effort  on  the  part  of  any 
United  States  Senator.  Including  myself. 

1SS4    CAIfDmATBS    BBOin.D    riCHT    AGAINST    THS 
AMXNDMKirr 

I  know  that  my  friend  from  Ohio  is  hoping 
that  the  elections  of  this  coming  November 
will  establish  a  trend  In  which  tbe  American 
people  indicate  their  support  of  his  Joint 
resolution. 

It  Is  my  own  earnest  hope  and  prayer  that 
the  American  people  will  make  known  that 
they  want  the  winning  candidates  of  Novem- 
ber a,  1964,  to  protect,  preserve,  and  defend 
the  Constitution  against  tbose  who  wcAild 
wittingly  or   unwittingly   violate    it. 

Ttat  issue  is  not  a  partisan  one. 

Many  distinguished  representatives  of  bbth 
major  political  parties  have  contributed  to 
the  defense  of  the  Constitution  against  this 
<langerous  amendment. 

As  for  the  members  of  my  own  party  rtin- 
nlng  this  November,  I  earnestly  bop»  tftat, 
if  'Uiey  have  shown  any  faint-hearted  in- 
clination toward  voting  for  this  amendment, 
that  they  wlU  think  the  matter  over,  i  hope 
that  they  will  not  irrevocably  commit  them- 
selves to  emasculating  the  Constitution. 

I  hope  that  the  Republican  Party  will  n^ver 
be  guilty  of  having  within  its  ranks  a  ma- 
jority of  adherents  committed  to  altering 
the  very  basis  of  this  Constitutional  Repub- 
lic. 

To  those  Republicans  who  naay  campaign 
on  tbe  basis  of  support  of  this  amendment, 
I  say  frankly,  that  what  they  would  In  eltect 
be  doing  would  lie  to  campaign  to  shackle 
the  bands  of  the  Republican  President  of  tbe 
United  States.  That,  to  me.  Is  not  a  sound 
Republican  plank.  It  Is  not  a  sound  cam- 
paign appeaL  It  is  a  path  to  Republican  and 
national  disaster. 

Let,  therefore,  the  Republican  Party  signi- 
fy in  its  campaign  of  1954  that  it  does  not. in- 
tend to  turn  back  the  clock  to  tbe  Articles 
of  Confederation  days;  it  does  not  propose 
to  retreat  to  a  horse-and -buggy  era  In  wttlch 
America  had  little,  if  any  responsibility  in 
relation  to  foreign  affairs. 

The  Republican  Party,  under  the  leader- 
ship of  a  great  President  and  a  great  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  been  achieving  historic 
new  chapters  in  the  record  of  collective 
secTu-ity. 

Passage  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  181 
would  be  a  step  back  Into  the  Dark  Ages. 

It  would  be  a  notice  to  the  Soviet  Union 
that  we  have  forgotten  about  her  as  a  men- 
ace, but  that  we  are  beginning  to  think  of 
our  own  people  as  raenaces.  Nothing  coruld 
delight  the  Soviets  more.  They  would  be 
happy  to  have  American  attack  American, 
question  each  other's  motives,  accuse  one 
another  of  "selling  this  country  down  the 
river,   violating   its   sovereignty,"   etc.    j 

WHT  CAST  ASPntSION  ON  PATRIOTS 

Let  me  say  that,  totally  lrre8i>ective  of  any 
personality  Inside  or  outside  the  Senate,  tbe 
entire  trend,  in  which  one  group  of  Amer- 
icans accuses  another  group  of  being  alleged- 
ly less  patriotic,  simply  because  it  hapiiens 
to  differ  on  certain  foreign  policy  issues,  Is, 
I  think,  absolutely  deplorable.  Men  wbo 
are  100  percent  patriotic  to  the  depths  of 


their  being,  have  been  smeared  in  th^  public 
print  simply  because  they  want  to  streiigthen 
tbe  United  Nations,  to  strengthen  ietema- 
tlonal  law,  to  prevent  an  endless  armaments 
race  leading  to  an  awful  Armageddon.  Theee 
peace-loving  men  love  the  American  flag,  the 
American  Constitution,  the  American  (lepub- 
llc,  American  sovereignty,  as  deeply  M  does 
anybody  else.  But  they  want  to  spare  this 
country  from  war.  What  is  wrong  with 
that?  For  them  to  be  abused,  defamed, 
smeared,  vilified,  as  if  they  had  somehow 
sold  their  country  out  like  Benedict  A^^old, 
is  to  my  way  of  thinking,  tragic  aad  un- 
forgivable. 

Who  are  their  critics  and  detifu:tors? 
Who  has  the  right  to  liesmirch  themt 

Who  are  tbe  Isolationist  superpatittots  to 
claim  that  only  they  are  the  patriots,  that 
they  have  a  complete  monopoly  on  love  of 
country,  on  love  of  the  Constitution  f 

In  point  of  fact,  many  of  them  seem  to 
demonstrate  the  least  understanding  and  the 
least  appreciation  of  the  Constitution. 

They  seem  to  want  to  n\ake  the  Constitu- 
tion a  document  of  a  thousand  or  moee  wild- 
eyed,  fear-filled  amendments.  They  seem  to 
want  us  to  pass  an  amendment  every  day  of 
the  week  to  guard  against  some  new  imag- 
inary danger,  some  new  menace  born  hot  cut 
of  reality  but  born  out  of  mistrust  and  sus- 
picion of  our  own  President,  of  oar  own 
Congress,  our  own  Supreme  Court,  our  own 
people,  and  the  legislators  whom  they  will 
elect  in  years  to  come. 

Let.  then,  the  issue  be  Joined  when  the 
hour  is  ripe,  and  when  tbe  worthy  gentleman 
from  Ohio  is  ready. 

Let  tbe  Issue  be  joined  in  the  campaign 
of  1954. 

Let  It  be  joined  in  the  84th  Congress  next 
January. 

Let  the  American  people  register  their  de« 
sire  to  spare  from  destruction  the  beloved 
document  which  is  the  guardian  of  our 
liberties. 

We  do  not  fear  for  the  outcome. 

We  have  faith  in  America — in  its  leader- 
ship  and  its  people. 

Can  our  opponents  say  as  much? 


A  SOUND,  SENSIBLE  APPROACH  TO 
AMERICAN  TARIFF  POLICY 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  $end  to 
the  desk  a  statement  I  have  prepared 
on  the  subject  of  the  United  States  tariff 
policy.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  statement  be  printed  at  this  point 
in  the  body  of  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed. in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Sknatos  Wn.cr 

PRESIDENT    EISENHOWEH    IS    TO    BE    COMlMXNDBI 
ON  SOUND  TARirr  POLICT 

In  the  closing  weeks  and  months  of  the 
present  session  of  Congress,  there  have,  as 
usual,  been  a  considerable  number  of  tariff 
matters  which  have  come  to  tbe  attention 
of  the  legislative  and  executive  branches. 

This  is,  of  course,  one  of  the  perennial 
thorny  Issues  of  the  American  scene.  It  is 
difficult;  it  Is  complex:  It  Involves  tl»e  most 
careful  weighing  of  a  great  many  factors. 

I,  for  one,  have  always  believed  in  review- 
ing each  particular  tariff  problem  on  its  own 
merits. 

/  oppose  restrictions  on  oil  imports 
I  have  spoken  out  repeatedly  against  any 
arbitrary,  rigid  policy,  for  example,  against 
setting  up  Chinese-type  tariff  wall4,  olMO- 
lete  barriers  which  might  do  genuine  harm 
to  America's  good  relations  with  the  world. 
I  have  stated  that  we  should  not  impose 
restrictions  on  those  Imported  item!  where 
no  harm  has  been  inflicted,  or  is  in  pros- 
pect on  a  key  American  industry,  and  where 
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the  dlsadTantafee  ot  the  reitricikms  out- 
weigh the  advantages  to  us. 

Such  an  instance  would  be  In  the  case  of 
the  proposed  restrictions  on  the  import  of 
Venesuelan  petroleum.  Various  proposals 
to  that  effect  soeh  as  the  Simpeon  bill 
recommendation  would  have  done  incalcu- 
lable harm  to  our  good-neighbor  program, 
and  for  that  reason  I  have  absolutely  op- 
posed them. 

Lead  and  zinc  merit  protection 

To  cite  a  second  instance,  there  is  the  lead 
and  sine  tariff  problem.  Here,  in  my  Judg- 
ment, an  important  and  strategic  American 
industry  has  been  dealt  very  severe  blows. 
A  great  number  of  American  mines  have  lit- 
erally been  put  out  of  ccnnmission.  The 
modest  tariff  increasee  recommended  to  help 
relieve  their  plight  is,  I  believe,  justified, 
particularly  from  the  standpoint  of  national 
defense. 

Hardboard  $hould  be  reclassified 

Still  another  phase  of  the  tariff  problem 
has  come  up  In  conjunction  with  legislation 
to  correct  the  present  tariff  classification 
of  hardboard  from  wood  (dutiable  at  7^-15 
percent  ad  val(yem)  to  paper  (dutiable  at  a 
straight  1«H  percent.) 

I  had  hoped  that  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee would  very  definitely  act  upon  a  bill 
for  thta  purpose  which  tbe  Bovise  of  Rep- 
resentatives hss  spproved,  H.  R.  9006.  Now. 
however,  the  committee  has  deferred  action 
until  the  Tariff  Commission  can  make  an 
overall  study  of  the  hardlx>ard  industry  and 
submit  recommendations  to  the  committee. 

It  Is  a  fact  that  upon  this  hardwood  de- 
cision depends  the  future  of  a  great  many 
companies  and  employees,  including  many 
in  my  State.  In  any  event.  I  believe — on 
the  merits — thst  the  facts  have  long  since 
been  available,  justifying  a  favorable  de- 
cision on  this  problem,  and  I  am  sorry  to 
see  tbe  committee's  decision  for  delay.  I 
believe  in  study,  but  not  when  the  issue  has 
been  studied  and  studied  and  harm  has  al- 
ready been  experienced. 

I  have  In  my  hands  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  messages  from  my  own  and  neighbor- 
ing SUtes:  from  Mr.  D.  C.  Everest,  one  of 
the  great  flgiires  of  the  vital  Wisconsin 
paper  industry;  from  Mr.  R.  W.  Pruden.  ex- 
ecutive manager  of  tbe  Superior  Associa- 
tion of  Commerce:  from  Mr.  D.  C.  Mac  Don- 
ald, president  of  the  Superior  Wood  Products 
Co.  of  Duluth;  from  Neils  Hedvali.  president 
of  the  International  Brotherhood  of  Pulp 
Sulphite  and  Paper  Mill  Workers,  local  at 
Duluth.  all  urging  prompt  action  on  H.  R. 
»666.  Their  position  is.  I  feel,  sound.  The 
reclassification  is  merited. 

Sound  decision  in  vatch  case 

A  final  tariff  Instance  which  I  shall  cite 
Is  the  notable  decision  already  announced, 
and  that  is  of  course  the  forthright  posi- 
tion of  the  President  in  the  watch  tariff 
case. 

In  my  Judgment,  the  President's  posi- 
tion was  eminently  fair  and  wise. 

It  was  quite  clear  that  there  was  very 
definitely  a  grave  danger  that  the  domestic 
watch  and  clock  Industry  would  soon  dis- 
appear beyond  recall  unless  it  were  granted 
relief  under  the  escape  clause  provision  of 
the  Trade  Agreements  Ant. 

The  Commander  In  Ciaief  of  our  Armed 
Forces  well  knew  from  his  lifetime  of  mlU- 
tary  experience  that  miDdern  warfare  de- 
pends on  precision  tlmf-pleces,  timing  de- 
vices, ammunition  components,  and  count- 
less delicate  instruments  to  which  the  skills 
of  the  American  watch  and  clock  Industry 
must  contribute. 

My  personal  position  on  behalf  of  watch 
tariff  relief  was  primarily  l>ased  on  what  I. 
too,  regard  as  the  national  defense  aspects 
of  the  problem.  My  own  State  was  defi- 
nitely not  Involved  directly  In  thU  Issiie,  un- 
like various  other  States  which  are  centers 
of  the  watch  Industry. 


Some  press  oomment  distorted  wUeh 
decision 

X  mpdkm  tlacref ore  from  a  position  which  I 
fe«l  was  objective  and  impartial. 

I  should  like  to  refer  now  to  an  Interest- 
ing aspect  at  this  matter — the  comments  in 
the  press — before  and  after  the  watch  de- 
cision. 

AU  in  aU.  I  think  that  sonte  press  com- 
ments on  the  watch  declalon  offer  a  good 
Illustration  of  how  the  meaning  of  an  issue 
can  be  Inflated  and  exaggerated  out  of  all 
proportion. 

The  President's  decision  has  of  course 
been  praised  by  many,  condemned  by  others. 
Scnne  of  those  who  have  condemned  it 
have  tried  to  use  it  as  an  excuse  to  portray 
the  Republican  administration  and  the  Re- 
publican Party  as  allegedly  "insensitive  to 
world  opinion."  "unalert  to  the  need  for 
world  trade,"  "unmindful  of  the  fears  in  tbe 
minds  of  many  nations  concerning  future 
United  States  economic  policy." 

The  fact  of  the  matter  Lb.  however,  that 
the  Republican  Party  and  the  Republican 
administration  are  very  definitely  sensitive 
to  each  and  every  one  of  these  problems. 
The  Republican  Party  and  administration 
know  that  trade  is  a  cornerstone  of  world 
prosperity.  We  know  that  nations  cannot 
buy  unless  they  sell. 

At  the  same  time,  tbe  Republican  Party 
believes  in  a  eommonsense  approach  to  this 
problem.  It  believes  that  if  every  Tariff 
Commission  recommendation  for  a  tariff  in- 
crease is  to  be  at>soIutely  ignored,  then  we 
might  just  as  weU  not  have  a  tarlll  com- 
mission. 

If  we  are  going  to  take  the  position  that 
every  single  tariff  increase  must  be  uni- 
formly opposed  because  it  might  be  regarded 
as  a  symptom  of  so-caUed  Smoot-Hawley 
protectionism,  then  we  slu>uld  abandon  the 
whole  procedure  of  tariff  hearings. 

In  the  watch  tariff  instance,  the  very  con- 
siderable and  well-flnanced  propaganda 
forces  of  the  Swiss  industry  had  conducted 
a  tremendous  campaign  to  convince  every- 
one that  world  trade  would  practically  come 
to  an  end  if  the  President  granted  tariff  re- 
lief; that  the  entire  free  world  alliance  would 
be  practically  ripped  asunder  if  the  Presi- 
dent accepted  tbe  Tariff  Commission's  rec- 
ommendation for  the  increase. 

Now.  of  course,  nothing  of  the  sort  re- 
sulted from  the  President's  wise  decision. 

Although  many  foreign  sources  (totally  Ir- 
respective of  the  watch  industry)  wo\ild  no 
doubt  have  preferred  an  opposite  decision, 
most  observers  recognized  that  the  problems 
involved  in  the  watch  industry  were  unique 
and  did  demand  sympathetic  attention. 

Of  the  principal  public  reaction  which 
came  from  abroad.^  virtually  all  seems  to 
have  originated  in  or  been  inspired  by  Swiss 
sources.  Neither  the  Associated  Press  nor 
the  United  Press  reported  any  special  reac- 
tion from  any  of  their  bureaus  located  else- 
where in  the  world,  outside  Switzerland  and 
West  Oermany. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  most  keen- 
eyed  American  and  fCH«lgn  otMervers  know 
that  the  Swiss  watch  cartel  Is  not  the  inno- 
cent lamb  that  it  pretends  to  t>e. 

It  has  knocked  out  so  many  watch  indus- 
tries in  so  many  countries,  controlling  as  it 
does  95  percent  of  wo-ld  markets,  that  it 
could  hardly  hope  to  arouse  any  particular 
sympathy  on  our  part.  What  our  Swiss 
friends  choose  to  do  in  their  own  country — 
as  regard  cartel  restrictions — is.  of  course, 
their  own  prerogative.  We  have  a  very  high 
regard  for  the  Swiss  Government  and  the 
Swiss  people.  We  admire  their  diligence, 
their  democracy,  their  fortitude. 

But  what  we  choose  to  do  In  our  country 
In  order  to  protect  a  defense  industry  from 
destruction  by  that  cartel  is  of  course  our 
prerogative. 

And  frankly,  some  of  us  get  s  little  tired 
at  wild  criticisms  of  President  Elsenhower, 
simply  because  on  this  particular  case,  on 


Its  merits,  he  came  to  a  deelaion  which  his 
own  conscience  told  him  was  sotind,  and 
which  X  believe  the  American  people  very 
definitely  recognise  as  soeh.  And.  I  might 
add,  tt  was  a  decision  on  a  vital  Industry 
whose  importance  has  been  itruasud  by  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  Ofltoe  ol  De- 
fense MobUlcatlon.  our  own  Senate  Armed 
Services  Committee,  the  Department  of  De- 
fense, and  other  agendea. 

To  be  sure,  there  are  some  American  edi- 
tors and  newspapers  who  have  chosen  to  mis- 
construe the  President's  action  as  constitut- 
ing a  so-called  revosal  of  previous  admin- 
istration poUcy  aimed  at  greater  trade.  It 
is  no  such  thing. 

Tbe  tariff  subject  is  definitely  not  one  in 
which  the  President  can  cr  should  take  an 
arbitrary,  rigid  position  for,  let  us  say.  either 
free  trade  or  for  high  tariff  barriers.  Irrespec- 
tive of  any  and  aU  defense  and  other  eon- 
sideratlons  which  prevail  in  given  situations. 

As  the  New  York  Herald  Tribime  remarked 
In  its  editorial  of  Thursday,  July  29: 

"l%e  President's  action,  painfully  difficult 
as  It  had  to  be.  cannot  In  the  nature  of 
things  stand  alone,  ^jrelgn  friends  know 
well  that  American  trade  policy  Is  the  prod- 
uct of  a  balance  among  multiple  and  often 
competing  interests.  Our  foreign-aid  pro- 
gram, our  unrestricted  currency  and  ail  of 
our  trade  concessions  to  other  countries  are 
also  part  of  our  national  policy.  Our  mili- 
tary program  provides  sinews  of  free-world 
defense  as  well  as  creating  particular  eco- 
nomic problenu." 

This  is  precisely  what  I  am  urging  today: 
a  better  understand  1  ng  of  our  United  States 
position.  I  am  \irging  that  United  States 
policy  not  be  misrepresented;  that  our  coun- 
try not  be  criticised  every  time  we  choose  to 
take  some  independent  action. 

My  own  deep  interest  In  promoting  sound 
relations  with  the  world  needs  no  reiteration 
at  this  point. 

On  this  very  day  in  the  pages  of  the  Ooir- 
CKxssiONAi.  Bbcoro  Will  be  found  an  appeal 
which  I  am  making  for  rejection  of  a  pcu*- 
tlcxilar  proposal  which  I  regard  as  contrary 
to  sound  American  foreign  policy;  namely, 
the  amendment  imposing  arbitrary  restrlo- 
tions  on  the  treatymaklng  procees. 

Therefore,  I  hope  that  on  the  economic 
side  of  our  policy,  we  will  continue  to  adopt 
a  eommonsense  attitude — one  which  care- 
fully evaluates  the  pros  and  cons,  the  assets 
and  debits,  the  advantages  and  disadvan- 
tages, to  our  own  people  and  to  foreign 
peoples,  and  with  ralmnees,  ocnnee  to  a  fair 
decision.  And  I  hope  that  our  decision  will 
be  understood  abroad. 


AcnvmEs  OF  the  foreign  rela- 
tions COMMITTEE  DURING  THE 
83D  CONGRESS 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  since  the 
enactment  of  the  Legislative  Reorgan- 
ization Act  of  1946,  it  has  been  the  cus- 
tom of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  to  prepare  an  account  of  Its 
activities  during  each  Congress.  This 
is  in  the  nature  of  a  report  to  the  Senate 
and  the  people  on  the  fulfillment  oi  our 
responsibilities  and  duties.  The  report 
is  now  lieing  prepared  by  the  committee 
stair.  It  will  be  quite  comprehensive. 
However,  since  bills  and  joint  resolutions 
wUl  continue  to  be  signed  by  the  Presi- 
dent for  a  few  days  after  Congress  ad- 
journs, and  since  the  committee  wants 
to  show  such  final  actions  in  the  report, 
I  shall  be  unable  to  file  it  while  the  Sen- 
ate is  still  in  session.  I  therefore  ask 
permission  to  file  the  report,  entitled 
"Legislative  History  of  the  Committee  on 
R)reign  Relations,  United  States  Senate, 
83d  Congress,"  after  the  adjournment  of 
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Congreas.  azid  to  bave  it  printed  as  a 
Senate  donimftnt.  In  the  past,  these 
xeports  have  run  between  60  and  80 
pigeB;  KPd  I  expect  that  this  will  be 
aminndmately  the  Imgth  of  the  one  now 
under  preparation. 

Tbib  FKJBUIDENT  vco  tempore.  Is 
there  objectlcm  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin?  Without  ob- 
Jectiim.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

The  FRKBXDJSNT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  further  momin«  business?  If  not, 
morning  business  Is  closed. 


ORAMT  OP  CERTAIN  LANDS  IN  NE- 
VADA TO  LAS  VEQAS  VALLEY 
WATER  DISTRICT 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
PATm  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Sen- 
ate the  amendment  of  the  House  of 
RepresentoUves  to  the  bill  (S.  3302) 
granUng  to  the  Las  Vegas  Valley  water 
district,  a  public  corporation  organized 
imder  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Nevada, 
certain  public  lands  of  the  United  States 
in  the  State  of  Nevada,  which  was.  on 
page  2.  line  2.  after  "purposes",  insert 
"only  to  the  extent  required  for  such 
develoiHnent,  production,  storage,  trans- 
mission, and  distribution  of  water." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Bir.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


GRANT  OF  CERTAIN  PUBLIC  LANDff 
IN  NEVADA  TO  BASIC  MANAGE- 
MENT, INC. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House 
of  RepresmtaUves  to  Uie  biU  (S.  3303) 
granting  to  Basic  Management.  Inc.,  a 
private  corporation  organized  under  Idle 
laws  of  the  State  of  Nevada,  certain  pub- 
lic lands  of  the  United  States  in  the 
State  of  Nevada,  which  was,  on  page  2. 
line  3.  after  "piirposes".  insert  "only  to 
the  extent  required  for  such  develop- 
ment, production,  storage,  transmission, 
and  distribution  of  water." 

Mr.  MCCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


INCORPORATION      OF      NATIONAL 
FUND  FOR  MEDICAL  EDUCATION 

The  PRESIDING  OJVICEH  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
1748)  to  iivBorporate  the  National  Fund 
for  Medical  Education,  which  was,  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  Insert: 

Th»X  the  foilowliig  persons:  Doiudd  C.  Bal- 
four. IC.  D..  BoehesUr,  lllnn.;  IauIs  H.  Bauer, 
li.  D..  Hempstead.  N.  T.;  Margaret  Culkln 
Banning.  Z>uluth.  Minn.:  >.  N.  Beesley.  In- 
dlanapoUa.  Ind.;  James  F.  Bell.  Mlnneap- 
oilB,  Minn.;  Umer  H.  Bobet.  New  York.  N.  T.; 
Sari  Buntbig,  WasHlngton.  D.  C;  Carl  Byoir, 
New  York.  N.  T.;  James  L.  Camp,  Jr..  Pfank- 
lln.  Va.:  Champ  Carry.  Chicago,  ni.;  Robert 
8.  Cheek.  Nashville,  Ttenn.;  Colby  M.  Chester, 
New  York.  1^  Y.;  Ptank  A.  Chrlstensen,  New 
York.  N.  Y.:  Paul  P.  Claric,  Boston,  Mass.; 
Lucius  D.  Clay.  New  York,  N.  Y.;  &  Sloan 
Colt,  Wssttaaapton  Beach.  N.  Y.;  George  H. 


Coppers.  New  York,  N.  Y.;  William  B.  Cotter, 
Scarsdale,  N.  T.;  C.  R.  Cox,  New  York,  N.  Y.; 
Howard  S.  Cullman,  New  York.  N.  Y.:  Waater 
J.  Cummlngs,  Chicago,  ni.;  Willard  K.  Den- 
ton. New  York.  N.  Y.:  Raoul  E.  Desvernlne, 
Washington.  D.  C:  Michael  Francis  DOyle, 
PhUadelphla.  Pa. 

Victor  Kmanuel.  New  York,  N.  Y.;  Petet  M. 
leaser,  Hartford,  Conn.;  Bernard  F.  Gimbel, 
Oreenwlch,  Conn.;  William  B.  Given.  Jr., 
New  York,  N.  Y.;  Robert  M.  Hanes.  Wlnsfon- 
Salem,  N.  C;  David  M.  Heyman,  New  York, 
N.  Y.;  Oveta  Culp  Hobby,  Houston.  T?ex.; 
Herbert  Hoover,  New  York,  N.  Y.;  B.  Brewster 
Jennings.  Olen  Heiid,  N.  Y.;  Eric  A.  Joftin- 
ston,  Washington,  D.  C;  Devereux  C.  Jo- 
sephs, New  York,  N.  Y.;  Meyer  Kestnbatim, 
Chicago,  m.;  Edgar  Kobak.  New  York,  N.  Y.; 
Allan  B.  Kline,  Cbi<:ago,  ni.;  Robert  Liehttan. 
New  York,  N.  Y.;  Samuel  D.  Leidesdorf.  New 
York.  N.  Y.;  Leroy  A.  Lincoln,  New  York, 
N.  Y.;  Ralph  Lowell,  Boston,  Mass.;  Benja- 
min E.  Mays,  Atlanta,  Oa.:  Nell  McEtroy. 
Cincinnati,  Ohio;  George  W.  Merck,  West 
Orange.  N.  J.;  Don  G.  Mitchell,  New  York, 
N.  Y.:  George  O.  Montgomery.  San  Francisco, 
Calif;  Seeley  G.  Mudd,  M.  D.,  Loe  Angtles, 
Calif. 

Charles  S.  Munson,  New  York.  N.  Y.;  »er- 
schel  D.  NewBom,  Washington,  D.  C;  Edward 
J.  Noble,  New  York,  N.  Y.;  William  8.  Ptley. 
New  York,  N.  Y.;  Thomas  I.  Parkinson.  New 
York,  N.  Y.;  P.  D.  Patterson,  Tuskegee.  Ala.; 
Joseph  M.  Proskauer.  New  York.  N.  Y.;  B. 
Earl  Puckett,  New  York,  N.  Y.;  Victor  F. 
Bidder,  New  York,  N.  Y.;  Owen  J.  Roberts, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.;  Winthrop  Rockefeller, 
Little  Rock,  Ark.;  Anna  M.  Rosenberg,  New 
York,  N.  Y.:  T.  J.  Roes,  New  York,  N.  Y.; 
Howard  A.  Rusk,  M.  D.,  New  York,  N.  Y.: 
Frank  P.  Samford,  Birmingham.  Ala.;  Laster 
N.  Selig,  Chicago,  111.;  Eustace  Sellgman.  New 
York.  N.  Y.;  Spyros  P.  Skouras.  New  York, 
N.  Y.;  Alfred  P.  Sloan,  Jr..  New  York,  N.  Y.; 
George  F.  Smith,  New  Brunswick,  N.  J.; 
Harold  V.  Smith,  New  York,  N.  Y.;  Harold 
E.  Btassen.  Washington,  D.  C;  John  P. 
Stevens,  Jr.,  New  York,  N.  Y.;  William  C. 
Stolk,  New  Yca-k,  N.  Y.;  Harvey  B.  Stone, 
M.  D..  Baltimore,  Md.; 

Reese  H.  Taylor,  Los  Angeles.  Calif.;  Juan 
T.  TTlppe,  Greenwich,  Conn.;  Thomas  J.  Wat- 
son, New  York,  N.  Y.;  Ernest  T.  Weir,  Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.;  George  Whitney,  New  York.  N.  Y.; 
Robert  E.  Wilson,  Chicago,  111.;  R.  W.  wood- 
ruff, Atlanta,  Ga.;  Wilson  W.  Wyatt.  Loluis- 
vllle,  Ky.;  J.  D.  Zellerbach,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.;  and  John  S.  Zinsser,  Philadelphia,  Pa.; 
and  their  successors,  are  hereby  created  and 
declared  to  be  a  body  corporate  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  where  its  legal  domicile 
shall  he,  by  the  name  of  the  National  Fund 
for  Medical  Education  (hereinafter  referred 
to  as'  the  corporation)  and  by  such  nkme 
shall  be  known  and  have  perpetual  succes- 
sion and  the  powers,  limitations,  and  restric- 
tions herein  contained. 

COMPLmON  or  OKCAWIZATIOir 

8»c.  2.  A  majority  of  the  persons  natned 
in  the  first  section  of  this  act  are  authorized 
to  complete  the  organization  of  the  cotpo- 
ration  by  the  selection  of  ofiBcers  and  em- 
ployees, the'adoption  of  a  constitution  and 
bylaws,  not  inconsistent  with  this  act.  and 
the  doing  of  such  other  acts  as  may  be  neces- 
sary for  such  purpose. 

PURPOSES    or   THE    CORPORATION  f 

Sec.  3.  The  purposes  of  the  corporation 
shall  be  to  raise  from  private  sources,  dis- 
perse and  administer  funds  for  medical  edu- 
cation, and  in  connection  therewith  to  take 
other  appropriate  action  to  promote  and  fos- 
ter the  following  objectives: 

(1)  The  interpretation  of  the  needs  of 
medical  education  to  the  American  puHlic; 

(2)  The  encouragement  of  the  growth, 
development,  and  advancement  of  constant- 
ly improving  standards  and  methods  in  the 
education  and  training  of  all  medical  ntan- 
power  in  the  Nation;  and  , 
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(3)  The  preservation  of  academic  freedom 
in  the  institutions  of  medical  educlitlon. 

coapoRATK  powxas 

Sec.  4.  The  corporation  shall  have  power — 

(1)  to  have  succession  by  Its  corporate 
name; 

(2)  to  sue  and  be  sued,  complain  |ind  de- 
fend in  any  court  of  competent  Jurisdiction; 

(3)  to  adopt,  use,  and  alter  a  C(|rporate 
seal; 

(4)  to  chooee  such  officers,  managers, 
agents,  and  employees  as  the  busine^i  of  the 
corporation  may  require; 

(6)  to  adopt,  amend,  and  alter  a  constitu- 
tion and  bylaws,  not  inconsistent  With  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  or  any  State  In 
which  the  corporation  is  to  operate,  for  the 
management  of  its  property  and  the  regu- 
lation of  its  affairs; 

( 6 )  to  contract  and  be  contracted  with; 

(7)  to  take  by  lease,  gift,  purchase,  grant, 
devise,  or  bequest  from  any  private  corpo« 
ration,  association,  partnership,  firm  or  in- 
dividual and  to  hold  any  property,  real, 
personal  or  mixed,  necessary  or  convenient 
for  attaining  the  objects  and  carrying  into 
effect  the  purposes  of  the  corporation,  sub- 
ject, however,  to  applicable  provisions  of 
law  of  any  State  (A)  governing  the  amount 
or  kind  of  property  which  may  be  held  by, 
or,(B)  otherwise  limiting  or  controlling  the 
ownership  of  property  by,  a  corporation 
operating  in  such  State; 

(8)  to  transfer,  convey,  lease,  flublease. 
encumber  and  otherwise  alienate  real,  per- 
sonal or  mixed  property;  and 

(9)  to  borrow  money  for  the  purposes  of 
the  corporation,  issue  bonds  therefor,  and 
secure  the  same  by  mortgage,  deed  of  trust, 
pledge  or  otherwise,  subject  In  every  case  to 
all  applicable  provisions  of  Federal  and 
State  laws. 

PRINCIPAL  orncE;  scope  or  activities;  district 

or   COLUMBIA   AGXirr 

Sec.  5.  (a)  The  principal  office  of  the  cor- 
poration shall  be  located  in  New  York  City, 
N.  Y..  or  In  such  other  place  as  may  be 
later  determined  by  the  board  of  directors, 
but  the  activities  of  the  corporation  shall 
not  be  confined  to  that  place,  but  may  be 
conducted  throughout  the  various  States, 
Territories,  and  poeseselons  of  the  United 
States. 

(b)  The  corporation  shall  have  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  at  all  times  H  desig- 
nated agent  authorized  to  accept  s«vlce  of 
process  for  the  corporation;  and  notice  to 
or  service  upon  rfuch  agent,  or  mlktled  to 
the  business  address  of  such  agent,  snail  be 
deemed  notice  to  or  service  upon  the  cor- 
poration. 

membership;  votino  rights 
Sec.  6.  (a)  Eligibility  for  membetshlp  In 
the  corporation  and  the  rights,  privileges, 
and  designation  of  classes  of  members  shall, 
except  as  provided  in  this  act.  be  determined 
as  the  constitution  and  bylaws  of  the  cor- 
poration may  provide. 

(b)  Each  member  of  the  corporation,  other 
than  honorary,  sustaining  or  associate  mem- 
bers, shall  have  the  right  to  one  vote  on 
each  matter  submitted  to  a  vote  at  all  meet- 
ings of  the  members  of  the  corporatJon. 

BOARD    OF    directors:    COMPOSITION, 

responsibilities 
Sec.  7  (a)  Upon  the  enactment  of  this 
act  the  membership  of  the  initial  l}oard  of 
directors  of  the  corporation  shall  coRieist  of 
the  present  members  of  the  executiye  com- 
mittee of  the  National  Fund  for  Medical 
Education,  Inc..  the  corporation  described 
In  section  16  of  this  act.  or  such  of  them  as 
may  then  be  living  and  are  qualified  members 
of  said  executive  committee,  to  wjt.  Karl 
Bunting.  Washington.  D.  C;  Colby  M.  Ches- 
ter, New  York.  N.  Y.;  S.  Sloan  Colt,  West- 
hampton  Beach,  N.  Y.;  William  K.  Cotter, 
Scarsdale.  N.  Y.;  Victor  Emanuel,  NeW  York. 
N,  Y.;  Willian  B.  Given,  Jr..  New  Yori.  N.  Y.; 


Herbert  Hoover,  New  York,  N.  Y.:  Devereux 
C  Josephs.  New  York,  N.  Y.;  Samuel  D. 
Leidesdorf,  New  Ycwk,  N.  Y.:  Leroy  A.  Lin- 
coln, New  York,  N.  Y.;  Eustace  Seiigman, 
New  York.  N.  Y.;  Juan  T.  Tiippe.  Greenwich, 
Oonn.;  and  John  S.  Zinsser,  Philadelphia.  Pa.; 
together  with  the  following  members  of  the 
medical  profession,  namely  Donald  C.  Bal- 
four. M.  D..  Rochester.  Minn  ;  Louis  H.  Bauer, 
M.  D  ,  Hempstead.  N.  Y.;  Howard  A.  Rusk, 
M.  D..  New  York.  N.  Y.;  and  Harvey  B.  Stone, 
M.  D..  Baltimore.  Md. 

(b)  Thereafter,  the  boanl  of  directors  of 
the  corporation  shall  consist  of  such  num- 
ber (not  less  than  15  and  not  more  than  25. 
4  of  whom  shall  at  all  times  be  members  of 
the  medical  profession),  shrill  be  selected  in 
such  manner  (including  the  filling  of  va- 
cancies ) ,  and  shall  serve  for  such  term  as 
may  be  prescribed  in  the  constitution  and 
bylaws  of  the  corporation. 

(c)  The  board  of  directors  shall  be  the 
governing  board  of  the  corporation  and. 
during  the  Intervals  betw«>«n  the  meetings 
of  members,  shall  be  respor^sible  for  the  gen- 
eral policies  and  program  vl  the  corporation 
and  fur  the  control  of  all  rontrlbuted  funds 
as  may  be  raised  by  the  ccrporation. 

OITlCEaS;   ELECTION  AND  Dl  TIES  OF  OFFICmS 

Sec.  8.  (a)  The  officers  cf  the  corporation 
shall  be  a  chairman  of  the  ix>ard  of  directors, 
a  president,  one  or  more  vice  presidents  (as 
may  be  prescribed  in  the  constitution  and 
bylaws  of  the  corporation),  a  secretary,  and 
a  treasurer,  and  one  or  moe  assistant  secre- 
taries and  assistant  treasurers  as  may  be  pro- 
vided  in  the  constitution  and  bylaws. 

(b)  The  officers  of  the  corporation  shall 
be  elected  in  such  manner  tnd  for  such  terms 
and  with  such  duties  as  rnay  be  prescribed 
In  the  constitution  and  bylaws  of  the  cor- 
poration. 

USE  OF  income;  loans  to  oppickrs,  DiaacToas, 
OR  emplotixs 

Sec.  9.  (a)  No  part  of  the  income  or  assets 
of  the  corporation  shall  inure  to  any  of  lU 
members,  directors,  or  officers  as  such,  or  be 
distributable  to  any  of  them  during  the  life 
of  the  corporation  or  upon  Its  dissolution 
or  final  liquidation.  Notlilng  in  this  sub- 
section, however,  shall  be  construed  to  pre- 
vent the  payment  of  compensation  to  officers 
of  the  corjxjratlon  in  amounts  approved  by 
the  board  of  directors  of  tae  corporation. 

(b)  The  corporation  shall  not  make  loans 
to  Its  officers,  directors,  oi  employees.  Any 
director  who  votes  for  or  assents  to  the  mak- 
ing of  a  loan  or  advance  to  wn  officer,  director, 
or  employee  of  the  corporation,  and  any 
officer  who  participtatee  in  the  making  of  such 
a  loan  or  advance,  shall  be  Jointly  and  sev- 
erally liable  to  the  corporation  for  the 
amount  of  such  loan  until  the  repayment 
thereof. 

NONPOLTnCAL    NATURE    OF    CORPORATION 

Sec.  10.  The  corporation,  and  its  officers 
and  directors  as  such.  shuU  not  contribute 
to  or  otherwise  support  or  assist  any  political 
party  or  candidate  for  public  office. 

LIABILITT  FOR  ACTS  OF  OFFICERS  AND  AGENTS 

Sec.  11.  The  corporatlor  shall  be  liable  for 
the  acts  of  its  officers  and  agenU  when  act- 
ing within  the  scope  of  tneir  authority. 

PROHIBITION     AGAINST    ISSUANCE     OF    STOCK     OR 
PAYMENT  OF   BIvmENDS 

Src.  12.  The  corporation  shall  have  no 
power  to  issue  any  shares  of  stock  or  to  de- 
clare or  pay  any  dividends. 

BOOKS  AND  records:  inspbction 

Sec  13.  The  corporation  shall  keep  cor- 
rect and  complete  books  and  records  of  ac- 
count and  shall  keep  minutes  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  its  members,  board  of  directors, 
and  committees  having  any  authority  under 
the  board  of  directors;  and  It  shall  also  keep 
at  Its  principal  office  a  record  of  the  names 
and  addresses  of  Its  members  entitled  to 
vote.    All  books  and  records  of  the  corpora- 


tion may  be  inspected  by  any  member  en- 
titled to  vote,  or  his  agent  or  attorney,  for 
any  proper  purpose,  at  any  reasonable  time. 

AUMT   or    nNANCIAL    TRANSACTIONS 

Sec.  14.  (a)  The  financial  transactions 
shall  be  audited  annually  by  an  independent 
certified  public  accountant  in  accordance 
with  the  principles  and  procedures  appli- 
cable to  commercial  corporate  transactions. 
The  audit  shall  be  conducted  at  the  place 
or  places  where  the  accounts  of  the  corpora- 
tion are  normally  kept.  All  books,  accounts, 
financial  records,  repmrts.  files,  and  all  other 
papers,  things,  or  property  belonging  to  or 
In  use  by  the  corporation  and  necessary  to 
facilitate  the  audit  shall  be  made  available 
to  the  person  or  persons  conducting  the 
audit:  and  full  facilities  for  verifying  trans- 
actions with  the  balances  or  securities  held 
by  depositories,  fiscal  agents,  and  custodians 
shall  be  afforded  to  such  person  or  persons. 

(b)  A  report  of  such  audit  shall  be  made 
"by  the  corporation  to  the  Congress  not  later 
than  March  1  of  each  year.  The  report  shall 
set  forth  the  scope  of  the  audit  and  shall  in. 
elude  a  verification  by  the  person  or  per- 
sons conducting  the  audit  of  statements  of 
(1)  assets  and  liabilities.  (2)  capital  and 
surplus  or  deficit.  (3)  surplus  or  deficit 
analysis.  (4)  income  and  expense,  and  (S) 
sources  and  application  of  funds.  Such  re- 
port shall  not  be  printed  as  a  public  docu- 
ment. 

USE  OP  ASSETS  ON   DISSOLUTION   OR   LIQUIDATION 

Sec.  15.  Upon  dissolution  or  final  liqui- 
dation of  the  corporation,  after  discharge  or 
satisfaction  of  all  outstanding  obligations 
and  liabilities,  the  remaining  assets,  if  any. 
of  the  corporation  shall  be  distributed  in 
accordance  with  the  determination  of  the 
board  of  directors  of  the  corporation  and  in 
compliance  with  the  constitution  and  by- 
laws of  the  corporation  and  all  Federal  and 
State  laws  applicable  thereto. 

TRANSFER    OF   ASSETS 

Sec  16.  The  corporation  may  acquire  the 
assets  Of  the  National  Fund  for  Medical  Edu- 
cation, Inc.,  a  corporation  organized  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York,  upon  dis- 
charging or  satisfactorily  providing  for  the 
payment  and  discharge  of  all  of  the  liability 
of  such  ccwporatlon  and  upon  complying 
with  all  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York  appli- 
cable thereto. 

RESERVATION    OF    RIGHT    TO    AMEND    OR    REPEAL 
CHARTER 

Sec.  17.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  re- 
peal this  act  is  expressly  reserved. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  concur  in  the  amendment  of  the 
House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


Mr.  WATKINS.  I  move  that  the  Sen- 
ate concur  in  the  amendments  of  the 
House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


PARTITION  AND  DISTRIBUTION  OP 
ASSETS  OP  THE  UTE  INDIAN 
TRIBE  OF  THE  UINTAH  AND 
OURAY  RESERVATION.  UTAH 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  biU  (S. 
3532)  to  provide  for  the  partition  and 
distribution  of  the  assets  of  the  Ute  In- 
dian Tribe  of  the  Uintah  and  Ouray  Res- 
ervation in  Utah  between  the  mixed- 
blood  and  fuUblood  members  thereof; 
and  for  the  termination  of  Federal  su- 
pervision over  the  proi>erty  of  the  mixcid- 
blood  members  of  said  tribe:  to  provide 
a  development  program  for  the  full- 
blood  members  of  said  tribe:  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  were,  on  page  2, 
strike  out  lines  8  t«.  11,  Inclusive,  and 
insert : 

(b)  "Fullblood"  means  a  member  of  the 
tribe  who  possesses  one-half  degree  of  Ute 
Indian  blood  and  a  total  of  Indian  blood 
In  excess  of  one-half,  excepting  those  who 
become  mixed -bloods  by  choice  under  the 
provisions  of  section  4  hereof. 

On  page  2,  strike  out  lines  12  to  15, 
inclusive,  and  insert: 

(c)  "Mixed-blood"  means  a  member  of 
the  tribe  who  does  not  possess  sufficient 
Indian  or  Ute  Indian  blood  to  fall  within 
the  fullblood  class  as  herein  defined,  and 
those  who  become  mixed-bloods  by  choice 
under  the  provisions  of  section  4  hereof. 

On  page  18,  line  21,  strike  out  "effec- 
tive date"  and  insert  "date  of  enact- 
ment", and  on  page  24,  line  12.  strike 
out  all  after  "Sec.  25."  down  to  and  in- 
cluding "citizens"  in  line  15  and  insert 
"Nothing  in  this  act  shall  affect  the  sta- 
tus of  the  members  of  the  tribe  as  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  move  that  the  Sen- 
ate concur  in  the  amendments  of  the 
House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


TERMINATION  OF  FEDERAL  JURIS- 
DICTION OVER  ALABAMA  AND 
COUSHATTA  TRIBES  OP  INDIANS 
OF  TEXAS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
2744)  to  provide  for  the  termination 
of  Federal  supervision  over  the  prop- 
erty of  the  Alabama  and  Coushatta 
Tribes  of  Indians  of  Texas,  and  the  in- 
dividual members  thereof ;  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  were,  on  page  2,  line  21. 
strike  out  "in  the  State  of  Oklahoma," 
and  on  page  4,  line  9,  strike  out  all  after 
"Sec  7."  down  to  and  including  "citi- 
zens" in  line  12  and  insert  "Nothing  in 
this  act  shall  affect  the  status  of  the 
members  of  the  tribes  as  citizens  of  the 
United  States." 


BRUNHILDE    WALBURGA    GOLOMB. 
RALPH  ROBERT  GOIiOMB,  AND  PA- 
TRICIA ANN  GOLOMB 
Mr.  WATKINS.    Mr.  President,  I  ask 
the  Chair  to  lay  before  the  Senate  the 
amendments  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  the  bill  (S.  1225)  for  the  relief 
of  Brunhilde  Walburga  Golomb,  Ralph 
Robert     Golomb,     and    Patricia     Arm 

Golomb.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
1225)  for  the  relief  of  BnmhiMe  Wal- 
burga Golomb,  Ralph  Robert  Golomb. 
and  Patricia  Ann  Golomb.  which  were,  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert: 

That,  notwithstanding  the  provision  of 
section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the  Immigratton  and 
Nationality  Act.  BrunhUde  Walburga  Oo- 
lomb  Harts  worm  may  be  admitted  to  ttic 
United  States  for  permanent  realdeaoe  tf 
she  is  found  to  be  otherwise  admissible  under 
the  provisloas  of  that  act:  Frorided.  Tttax 
this  exemption  shall  am>Iy  only  to  a  grcnipd 
for  escluskm  of  wliidi  tlie  Department  «t 
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•et. 


prkK  to  Vbm 


ot  9maem  ted 
it  at  tlifti 


?*; 


And  to  auMBd  tte  iltte  ao  as  to  zcad: 
"An  act  tor  the  xcUef  of  BnmhUde  Wftl- 
burg»  Q^kunb  Haftsworm." 

Mr.  XNOWLAIID.  ^lir.  PreBMent,  tbls 
natter  has  been  cleared  wtth  the  minor- 
ity aide.    It  win  take  hot  a  motBcni. 

Bfr.  MtoCABRAN.  Mr.  Freeldent.  may 
we  ba?e  an  cxplanatian  o<  the  biU? 

Mr.  WATKIIi&  Mr.  President,  VbiM 
bin.  which  was  passed  bf  the  Senate 
on  Aprfl  5.  1954.  pnyvides  for  the  ad- 
mtarrion  into  the  United  States  of  the 
fiance  and  the  two  minor  ctiUklren  of 
Sgt  Robert  P.  Hartswonn.  an  American 
citlien-aoldier.  Tbe  flanoe's  name  was 
listed  as  Bnmhilde  WaUMnrga  Gkdomb. 

Tliereafter.  on  July  1. 1954.  Mr.  Harte- 
wonn  nottlled  the  Houae  oonimlttee  that 
he  had  married  his  fiance  last  year, 
prior  to  his  return  to  tlie  United  States. 
The  Bouse  amended  the  biU  accordingly 
by  properly  Mating  the  name  aaBrunhikie 
Walburga  Oolomh  Hartswonn. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
unendnwnts  of  the  House. 

The  ntiOxm.  was  agreed  to. 


The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  f(dlowing  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


SUSPENSION  OP  DEPORTATION  OP 
CERTAIN  ALIENS 

,  The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER  laid'  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  con- 
current resolutton  (S.  Ctm.  Res.  92)  fa- 
voring the  soapension  of  deportation  in 
the  case  of  certain  aliens,  which  was,  on 
page  6,  strikeout  line  20. 

Mr.  WA'lXlNS.  I  more  that  the  Sen- 
ate concur  in  the  amehdmeni  of  the 
House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


f.  i : 


Mr    *.       -  ^ 


IDENTITY  OP  CERTAIN  COMMU- 
NIST-IMnLTRATED  ORGANIZA- 
TIONS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  3706)  to  amend  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act  of  1950 
to  provide  for  the  determination  of  the 
Identity  of  certain  Communist-infil- 
trated organiaaticms,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
underhand  that  the  pending  question  is 
on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  ULaq- 
munaml.- 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That 
is  the  pending  question:  and  a  unani- 
mous-consent agreement  has  I>een  en- 
tered regarding  the  time  available  for 
debate  on  that  question. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
now  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Clerk  will  can  the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent»  as  I  understand,  the  time  for  this 
quorum  call  will  not  nm  against  the 
time  provided  unanimously  for  debate 
en  the  pmding  measure. 

The  PRKoilOENT  pro  teimiore.  Ab 
soon  as  the  quorum  call  is  completed,  the 
time  wiU  start  running. 


AUcen 

Gore 

Mumy 

BeMsbs 

Orecn 

Pastor* 

OMtooa 

Hendrickaon 

Payne. 

Om» 

Jnhnmn.  Tftz. 

Potter 

ChsTes 

Johnston.  8.  C. 

Reynolds 

Ooftlon 

KnovTland 

Saltonstall 

Ortpiw 

Kuehel 

Smltb.  N.  J 

ntikaen 

jj^unmn 

Stennla 

Ott« 

Macntuon 

Watklna 

nmr 

Maxuifleld 

WUey 

0«ara« 

liurtln 

WUll&ms 

Ooldwattf 

Ifonroney 

Young 

Mr.  SALTCmSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  North  Daloota 
[Mr.  liANGZS]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
PLANDXKS]   is  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land],  the  Senators  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Esvnr  and  Mr.  Lxnnon],  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kevau- 
vs>],  and  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Nkkly]  are  absent  on  o£Bcial 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Stakkman]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Paths  in  the  chair).  A  quorum  is  not 
presmt. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  be  di- 
rected to  request  the  attendance  of  ab- 
sent Senators. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Sergeant  at  Arms  will  execute  the  order 
of  the  Senate. 

After  a  Uttle  delay.  Mr.  Anderson.  Mr. 
Bauuett,  Mr.  Bkall.  ICr.  Bsnnctt.  Mrs. 
BowxiNG.  Mr.  BiUCKn,  Mr.  Buuu.  Mr. 
Bush.  Mr.  Bunxi,  Mr.  Bthd.  Mr.  Caps- 
rait.  Mr.  CUMKNTS.  Mr.  Coopzr,  Mr. 
Danixl,  Mr.  DoooLAS,  Mr.  Dworsxak. 
Mr.  Ellxndss,  Mr.  Fekcuson,  Mr.  Fcx- 
BUOHT.  Mr.  GnxRTx.  Mr.  Hayden.  Mr. 
Hkknings.  Bir.  Bickenloopkr.  Mr.  All, 
Mr.  Holland,  Mr.  HnicPHRrr.  Mr.  Ivks. 
Mr.  Jacksoh,  Mr.  Jknnxr,  Mr.  Johncson 
of  Colorado.  Mr.  Kennedy,  Mr.  Kkkr. 
Mr.  KncoBE.  Mr.  Long,  Mr.  Malone,  Mr. 
Matbank.  Mr.  McCahran,  Mr.  McCARtHY, 
Mr.  McClellan,  Mr.  Mn.LiKiN.  Mr. 
Morse.  Mr.  Mondt.  Mr.  Pttrtell.  Mr. 
Robertson,  Mr.  Rttssell.  Mr.  Schoep«»el. 
Mr.  Smatheis,  Mrs.  SMrra  of  Maine,  Mr. 
Stiongton,  Mr.  Thye,  Mr.  Upton,  and 
Mr.  Welker  entered  the  Chamber  and 
answered  to  their  names. 

The        PRESIDINa        OFFICER.     A 

quorum  is  present 

The  Senate  Is  now  proceeding  under  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement,  pursu- 
ant to  which  debate  on  the  pending 
amendment  is  limited  to  1  hour,  divWed 
equally,  and  controlled,  respectively,  by 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Magnttson]  and  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land [Mr.  Btttlbs]  ;  and  no  amendment 
thereto  which  Is  not  germane  to  the  sub- 
ject matter  of  the  amendment  may  be 
received. 

How  much  time  does  the  Senator  from 
Washington  yield  to  himself? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  myself  20 
minutes. 

At  the  outset,  Mr.  President,  by  in- 
advertence on  my  part,  on  the  amend- 


ment which  is  now  bef(H%  the  SetAte  in 
the  nature  of  a  substitute  the  nume  of 
the  distinguished  ivmior  Senatof  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Lehman]  was  omitted  as 
a  cosponsor.  I  ask  unanimous  Oonsent 
that  his  name  be  added  as  a  sponsor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  Presidetit,  be- 
fore the  Senate  recessed  last  night,  after 
the  sulxnission  of  the  proposed  substi- 
tute, I  pointed  out  certain  facte  tor  the 
benefit  of  the  Senate,  and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  saving  time  of  the  Senate  I  placed 
in  the  Record  what  could  be  considered 
a  chronolo^cal  history  of  the  proposal 
now  before  the  Senate,  and  similar  pieces 
of  legislation. 

I  wish  to  point  out  again  certain  facte, 
which  I  thunk  form  a  solid  foxindation 
for  the  contention  that  favorable  con- 
sideration should  be  given  to  the  sugges- 
tion made  by  myself  and  several  other 
Senators  that  the  Senate  should  adopt 
the  p>ending  amendment  to  S.  3704  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute;. 

Practically  every  phase  of  the  bill  in- 
troduced by  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Butler  ].  S.  3706,  has  been  consid- 
ered by  the  House  of  Representetives. 
which  is  now  in  virtual  sezniadJoum- 
ment. 

After  hearings,  Mr.  President,  both  on 
the  bill  before  the  Senate  now  atnd  the 
other  bill  which  came  up,  the  House 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  member- 
ship of  which  is  composed  of  16  Republi- 
cans and  14  Democrats,  by  unanimous 
vote  in  each  instence  did  the  following: 

First,  after  hearings  the  committee 
by  unanimous  vote  tabled  the  so-called 
communistic  infiltration  organization 
bill— I  so  designate  the  bill,  sinee  that 
was  the  name  given  to  it — proposed  by 
Attorney  General  Brownell.  a  bill  which 
I  say  is  similar  to  or  almost  identical  to 
S.  3706. 

Second,  the  House  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  substituted  for  the  Brownell 
screening  bill  a  proposal  for  a  study 
commis.ion,  which  Ls  suggested  in  the 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute 
now  before  the  Senate,  which  ttiey  said 
was  virtually  identical  to  the  provisions 
of  the  so-called  Magnuson  proposaL 

They  point  out  in  their  report  what  is 
also  set  forth  in  the  minority  views  hi 
connection  with  the  so-called  almost 
"end  around  play"  that  was  made  later 
by  the  House  Committee  on  Un-Ameri- 
can Activities,  in  reporting  a  bill  similar 
to  Senate  bill  3706,  t^at  the  substitute 
proposal  for  a  study  commission  was 
merely  an  extension  of  provisiots  of  a 
bill  which  I  am  sxire  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  Bxttler]  and  I  sup|>orted. 
the  other  so-called  Magnuson  screening 
bill,  relating  to  waterfront  and  maritime 
matters.  That  stetement  appears  in 
their  report. 

So  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, which  is  the  permanent  cbmmit- 
tee  of  the  House  which  is  now  in  virtual 
adjourrunent,  to  which  bills  of  this  char- 
acter will  have  to  be  referred  if  they  pass 
the  Senate,  considered  these  bills  after 
long  hearings,  and  took  the  action  I 
have  stated.  That  committee  reported 
a  bill  virtually  identical  to  the  amend- 
ment in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  which 
is  before  the  Senate. 


I  am  steting  these  facts  because  I  am 
sure  all  of  us  want  to  do  something  about 
Communist  infiltration.  But  as  a  prac- 
tical legislative  matter,  if  the  Senate 
passes  the  pending  bill,  in  my  opinion, 
in  view  of  the  House  action  on  similar 
bills,  we  will  finally  have  no  bill  at  all, 
and  we  will  not  move  alorvg  toward  our 

chief  goal. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  for  a 
question. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Is  It  not  true  that 
Mr.  Velde,  the  chairman  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities, 
now  has  an  identical  bill  under  consid- 
eration? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  that  I  pointed 
that  fact  out.  That  is  correct ;  but  I  am 
relating  what  the  permanent  committee 
of  the  House  did. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  have  only  20 
minutes,  and  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land has  a  half  hour. 

I  have  stated  what  the  House  did.  It 
is  my  firm  opinion  that  as  a  practical 
matter  the  House  will  not  accept  these 
two  bills,  judging  from  its  previous  ac- 
tion. This  is  not  speculation.  I  have 
steted  what  the  House  actually  did. 

It  is  true,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada,  that  the  House  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary,  which  is  a  perma- 
nent committee,  would  liave  jurisdiction 
to  consider  these  bills  in  the  House.  No 
one  has  been  a  more  zealous  guardian  of 
the  jurisdictional  prerogative  in  this 
body  than  the  Senator  f  i-om  Nevada  I  Mr. 
McCARRAN  1,  so  far  as  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  is  con- 
cerned. The  House  Ccmmittee  on  the 
Judiciary  considered  a  similar  bill,  held 
long  hearings,  and  came  up  with  the 
proposal  which  is  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate in  the  form  of  a  substitute. 

Later  on,  in  what  I  call  some  kind  of 
an  "end  around  play,"  the  Hoxise  Com- 
mittee on  Un-Americ&n  Activities  re- 
ported a  bill  which.  I  think,  is  almost 
Identical  to  S.  3706. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  on  my  own  time? 
Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 
Mr.  BUTLER.  Does  .he  Senator  from 
Washington  not  believe  that  the  Senate 
should  go  ahead  and  legislate,  and  not 
try  to  second  guess  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, especially  alter  the  President 
of  the  United  Stetes  within  the  past  sev- 
eral days  has  said  he  desires  to  have  this 
bill  passed? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    Is  that  a  question? 

Mr.  BUTLER.    That  Is  a  question,  yes. 

Mr.    MAGNUSON.     Very    well.    The 

President  of  the  United  Stetes  has  been 

in  favor  of  many  bills,  but  the  Congress 

has  the  power  to  legislate,  and  that  is 

what  we  are  doing. 

Mr.  BUTLER  rose. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  refuse  to  yield. 
I  am  going  to  answer  the  Senator's 
question. 

It  seems  that  every  time  some  Member 

of  Congress  marches  down  to  the  other 

V    end  of  the  avenue  he  comes  back  with 

a  new  list  of  must  bills.     In  other  words, 

they  get  orders  to  pas.s  certein  bills. 


Some  of  the  legislative  proposals  are 
good.  Some  of  them  I  have  opposed. 
But  Congress  is  the  legislative  body.  I 
am  pointing  out  the  practical  situation. 
Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.   MAGNUSON.    No.    I  refuse   to 

yield,  because  I  have  only  20  minutes. 

Mr.  BUTLER.     I  will  ask  my  question 

and  have  it  charged  to  my  own  time,  if 

the  Senator  does  not  mind. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Let  me  finish  my 
stetement. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  The  Senator  from 
Washington  did  not  answer  my  question. 
Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  will  answer  it. 
Mr.  BUTLER.  My  question  was :  Does 
the  Senator  not  think  that  the  Senate 
should  go  ahead  and  legislate  on  its  own 
responsibility,  and  not  try  to  second- 
guess  the  House  of  Representatives  as  to 
what  it  Is  going  to  do? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  do  not  think  I 
am  second-guessing  what  the  House  of 
Representatives  is  going  to  do. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Washington  is. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  am  answering  the 
Senator's  question.  I  think  I  know  what 
the  House  of  Representetives  is  going 
to  do. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  think  I  know,  too, 
Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  think  I  know.  I 
know  the  House  pretty  well.  I  served 
in  that  body  for  many  years.  I  know 
what  the  House  is  going  to  do.  I  know 
the  situation  they  face  now, 

I  am  saying  that  if  the  Senate  desires 
to  do  something  about  the  subject  matter  . 
of  the  pending  bill— a  subject  matter 
which  I  tackled  in  1950  with  my  own 
bill,  although  it  related  only  to  maritime 
matters — the  Senate  ought  to  go  ahead 
and  act  by  adopting  the  amendment  I 
have  offered,  to  which  the  House  will 
agree  because  the  permanent  committee 
of  the  House  unanimously  agreed  to  it. 
It  is  said  that  the  President  of  the 
United  Stetes  wants  this  bill  passed. 
There  are  16  Republican  Members  of  the 
House  on  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary who  apparently  did  not  want  it. 
This  bill,  if  passed,  will  have  to  be  sent 
to  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
That  is  the  only  place  where  it  can  be 
sent. 

The  House  Un-American  Activities 
Committee  did  report  a  bill  similar  to 
S.  3706,  but  without  hearings  at  all,  and 
there  were  only  five  members  of  the  com- 
mittee present  at  the  meeting  when  the 
action  was  taken. 

What   I    have    referred    to   was   the- 
unanimous  report  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  with  a  member- 
ship  of    16   RepubUcans   and    14   Dem- 
ocrate. 

What  else  did  the  House  do?  This  is 
not  second-guessing.  I  am  steting  facte. 
What  else  did  the  House  do?  Instead  of 
going  to  the  country  and  sajring.  "Oh.  we 
passed  in  the  Senate  some  sort  of  an 
anti -Communist  bill."  if  we  want  to  do 
something  solid  and  intelligent  about 
this  subject  and  get  something  actually 
accomplished,  the  pending  amendment 
should  be  agreed  to.  We  are  all  trying 
to  reach  the  same  objective. 

What  else  did  the  House  do?  After 
extensive  hearings,  the  House  Commit- 
tee on  Education  and  Labor,  which  is 


concerned  with  this  problem  because  of 
the  questicp  of  infiltration  of  Commu- 
niste  into  unions,  refused  to  report  fa- 
vorably the  so-called  Rhodes  bill.  H.  R. 
3993,  which  is  a  companion  1)111  to  the 
bill  introduced  by  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona I  Mr.  GoLDWATESl,  and  almost  iden- 
tical with  the  bill  introduced  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  I  Mr.  Butler]  which 
is  now  before  the  Senate. 

There  are  two  House  permanent  com- 
mittees which  have  refused  to  report 
favorably  on  this  bill.  It  was  not  be- 
cause they  did  not  want  to  accomplish 
the  objective  sought,  but  rather  tliat 
they  thought  the  bill  did  not  provide 
the  way  to  go  about  it. 

The  third  point  I  have  already  dis- 
cussed, but  I  think  the  record  ought  to 
be  clear.  This  is  not  second  guessing 
anything.  After  the  two  permanent 
House  committees  had  discussed  this 
very  matter,  and  the  House  Committee 
on  Un-American  Activities,  with  only  5 
of  its  9  members  present,  without  any 
legislative  hearings  whatsoever,  either 
pro  or  con.  without  any  advance  notice, 
and  after  less  than  1  hour  of  committee 
discussion,  reported  the  bill  which  is  the 
companion  bill  to  S.  3706. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  do  not  have  time. 
I  have  only  20  minutes.  I  shall  be  glad 
to  yield  later  if  I  have  any  time  left. 

What  did  that  House  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities  do?  Only  5  of 
the  9  members  were  present,  and  3  of 
'  those  members  have  submitted  for  the 
perusal  of  Congress  minority  views  on  a 
bill  very  similar  to  the  one  now  before 
the  Senate. 

The  minority  views  are  signed  by  the 
distinguished,  long-time  Member  of  the 
House.  Representative  Francis  Walter, 
of  Pennsylvania,  who  also  is  and  has 
been  for  many  years  one  of  the  senior 
members  of  the  House  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary:  Representetive  Clyde  Dotlb. 
of  California,  who  also  is  a  member  ot 
the  House  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities;  and  Representative  James  B. 
Frazier,  of  Tennessee,  who  is  a  member 
of  both  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
and  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities.  They  signed  the  minority 
views,  in  which  they  pointed  out  some 
of  their  apprehensions  about  the  bill 
similar  to  the  one  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate, and  strongly  suggested  that  there 
be  adopted  a  measure  such  as  has  been 
suggested  by  my  proposed  amendment  in 
the  nature  of  a  substitute. 

On  June  1,  1954,  the  Wall  Street 
Journal  published  an  editorial  with  re- 
spect to  this  matter.  I  would  not  say 
that  the  Wall  Street  Journal  was  an 
organ  of  any  of  the  so-called  radical  left- 
wingers  or  of  the  Communist  Party. 
However,  the  Wall  Street  Joiunal  pointe 
out  in  its  editorial  as  follows: 

We  recogniw  the  trying  t»«k  tlie  Attorney 
General  and  lil«  law  oOcen  face  In  cosnbat- 
ing  tlie  lecret  and  sinister  Communtatln- 
trlgue.  But  It  ia  not  the  part  «rf  wladom 
ouraelvcs  to  chip  away  at  the  tctt  ri^U 
we  seek  to  save  from  that  menace. 

Other  editorials  of  the  Wall  Street 
Journal  wliich  I  have  placed  in  the  Rac- 
ORS  have  pointed  out  that  the  best  way 
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time  wfU  start  nurnlng. 


A\  we  outset,  Mr.  President,  by  in- 
advertence on  my  part,  on  the  amend- 


ment in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  which 
is  before  the  Senate. 


a  new  list  of  must  bills.     In  other  words, 
they  get  orders  to  pass  certain  bills. 


extensive  hearings,  the  House  Commit- 
tee on  Education  and  Labor,  which  is 
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to  limdfe  tb»  attoaUon  is  bf  sueb  a  pro- 
IMMia  as  Is  eontetawd  tai  my  amendment 
m  the  Mifeun  ef  a  sidtistttate. 

TIM  mtaMclty  tieifB  also  iMat  ont  the 
apprSbeBSiocM  of  tlie  lood;  aeild  Aner- 
ieaii  Iskw  vdoBs.  An  the  labor  unions 
and  ndkoad  lootbertaoods,  in^uding  the 
Mderatlen  of  Labor,  the  Con- 
of  Xadortrtal  OrganHattooB.  and, 
I  bdieve,  the  United  Mine  Woarkers.  have 
caqmesssd  themselves  nnanlmwiiily  to  be 
of  the  view  that  although  they  favor 
the  objeettves  sought  by  the  pending  bill, 
neverthelen  the  bill  would  not  aceotn- 
pUdi  thoae  objectlvea  to  any  extent 
whatnever.  It  is  their  belief  that  there 
should  be  some  sort  of  study  made — 
and  my  VKOVo&eA  amendment  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  substitute  would  provide  for 
tliat— and  that  a  report  should  be  made 
to  Congress  by  January  15. 1955.  sd  that 
Congress  ean  begin  to  consider  the  Ques- 
tioii  in  a  wise,  intelligent  way.  i- 

The  Ifew  York  Times,  also,  in  assnies 
of  editorials,  has  dlscuHSwi  the  natter. 
and  has  become  concerned  about  it. 
Yesterday  mdHning  the  Times  published 
another  editorial,  which  I  believe  is 
either  the  fourth  or  the  fifth  It  has  pub- 
lished along  these  lines  in  the  past 
month.  The  editorial  suggests  a  measure 
which  is  similar  to  my  amendment  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute. 

The  minority  views  of  the  Hoiise  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities  also 
point  out  that  probably  there  are  certain 
so-called  tmions  which  mis^t  be  under 
some  form  of  ctmimunlstic  domination, 
find  undoubtedly  the  leadership  of  such 
tinions  sedcs  to  promote  the  interests  of 
those  who  are  engaged  in  subversive  ac- 
tivities. ^The  minority  views,  however. 
Estate: 

'  Mmrj  Indication,  bowever.  Is  that  tUs  sit- 
uation \m  tmpcoTtog  rmther  tlum  growing 
irorae.  mxtA  that  It  la  bdng  wifcf— fttUy  lian- 
<ned  by  the  wotkan  lliiiinaaivea.  wtthout  Gov- 
ernment intervention.  The  testimony  befora 
the  Honaa  JmHrfwy  OosuMtttaa  on  nmifi 
Joint  Baaolqtkm  6as  and  tkait  oommlttaa. 
unllka  thla  ona,  held  heartnca — ^waa  that  out 
of  some  13  imloiia  which  In  1949  ntx*  Com- 
munlit-domlnated.  half  of  them  have  toy  now 
entirely  dlaappaared.  while  the  othera  have 
loet  subatantlal  meinlMnhl]».  Thla  teatl- 
mony  further  ahowed  that  thla  proceaa  la  a 
eonttnning  one:  within  recent  weelEs  the 
CXHnmunlsi-domlnated  xmlons  have  tuffcred 
further  aubatantlal  loaa  of  memberahip. 

We  agree  that  ao  long  as  a  single  Com- 
munlat  nilaleader  of  labor  remalna  in  a  union 
olBoa  there  la  no  oocaalon  for  complacency. 
But.  when  the  situation  la  getting  better  and 
not  wone,  neither  la  there  occasion  for 
hysteria. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  many  provi- 
sions in  the  pending  bill  which,  in  my 
opinion  as  a  lawyer,  would  cause  imdue 
harm  in  connection  with  the  brilliant 
and  almost  unending  fight  which  the 
solid  American  labor  unions  are  making 
to  rid  themselves  of  any  semblance  of 
communism  in  their  ranks,  whetlier  by 
infiltration  or  domination. 

I  sometimes  think  that  if  Congress 
were  hastily  to  pass  a  bill  with  the  pro- 
visions contained  in  the  Butler  bill. 
which  is  similar  to  the  bill  that  was  re- 
ported by  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  with  only  5  of  its 
members  present,  and  3  of  those  mem- 
bers sidSBBittlng  strong  minority  views. 
we  might  find  ourselves  not  moving  along 


the  road  toward  abolition  of  Cominu- 
nlst  infiltration  in  the  United  States.ibut 
we  might  be  slowing  ourselves  up. 

Again,  as  a  practical  legislative  mat- 
ter, and  not  as  a  second  guess,  the  House 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  wbich 
the  Senate  bill  would  be  referred  if  the 
Senate  should  pass  the  bill,  is  now  vir- 
tually in  adjournment,  after  having  held 
weeks  of  long  hearings  cm  bills  practically 
identical  with  the  one  now  before  the 
Smate,  and  having  reported  unani- 
mously— 14  Democrats  and  16  Repub- 
licans; not  a  dissenting  vote — a  proposal 
such  as  is  suggested  in  my  amendment  in 
the  nature  of  a  substitute. 

I  want  to  fight  communism.  I  think 
I  introduced,  in  1950,  one  of  the  first  biUs 
ever  to  be  Introduced  in  Congress  to  fight 
the  infiltration  of  communism  along  the 
waterfronts  of  the  Nation.  My  proposal 
then  was  for  the  establishment  of  a  oom- 
mlssion  representing  industry,  labor,  and 
the  Oovemment  itself.  That  commis- 
sion has  done  a  very  good  job  along  the 
waterfronts  of  America,  with  some  rare 
exceptions,  and  the  commission  is  still 
working  on  those  cases.  So  I  bow  to  no 
one  in  my  conviction  that  the  Oovem- 
ment should  do  eveiything  it  can  to 
abolish  communism  or  the  infiltration  of 
communism  into  the  labor  unions.  I 
shall  continue  to  work  steadily  toward 
that  end. 

But,  as  has  been  pointed  out  so  bril- 
liantly in  the  editorials  which  have  been 
published  In  the  Wall  Street  Journal,  the 
New  Yoric  Times,  and  other  newspapers 
throughout  the  country,  there  is  only 
one  way  in  which  to  accomplish  this  ob- 
jective. In  my  opinion,  hasty  actioa  on 
a  bill  such  as  the  one  now  before  the 
Senate  might  set  us  back,  no  matter  how 
high  the  motives  or  how  good  the  inten- 
tions of  those  who  sponsor  the  bill  may 
be  in  achieving  the  goal  we  all  seek  to 
reach. 

As  a  practical  legislative  matter,  and 
as  many  of  us  view  the  situation.  I  think 
the  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  sub- 
stitute should  be  agreed  to.  Then  I 
think  we  shall  continue  to  move  along  in 
the  fight  against  communism.  But  to 
pass  a  bill  such  as  the  Butler  bill  in  the 
ck>slng  days  of  this  Congress  might  re- 
sult in  more  harm  than  good  and  In  a 
failure  to  accomplish  the  purpose  which 
is  sought  to  be  achieved. 

Even  yesterday  morning  the  New  York 
Times  published  another  editorial  in 
which  it  said: 

The  closing  days  of  a  legislative  session 
provide  hardly  the  proper  atmosphere  for 
conaldered  debate  on  anything,  least  otf  aU 
on  Buch  controversial  matters  as  those  agect- 
Ing  const! tutionta  rights  and  civil  liberties. 
That  is  why  an  extra  word  of  caution  is  ap- 
propriate now  against  hasty  enactment  of 
laws  In  this  delicate  field. 

A  number  of  bills  are  In  various  stages  of 
pcuaage  that  have  the  laudable  aim  of  pro- 
tecting the  Nation  against  the  dangers  of 
Communist  infiltration,  but  in  their  wide 
scope  and  broad  phraseology  may  themselves 
contain  imlntended  dangers  to  the  Ametican 
people. 

I  underscore  the  words  "unintended 
dangers  to  the  American  people . "  I  con- 
tinue to  read: 

For  a  blU  to  be  desirable.  It  Is  not  enough 
that  it  be  merely  labeled  antl-Commitnlst. 
In  our  anjdety  to  defend  ourselves  against 


Communist  subversion  we  do  not  want  to 
open  the  way  to  a  comparable  subversion  of 
our  institutions  from  a  different  direction. 
The  path  of  conunonsense  and  of  Modera- 
tion must  be  scrupulously  followed  if  we 
are  not  to  loee  everything  we  »eek  to 
preserve. 

In  some  instances  during  the  present  ses- 
sion the  appropriate  committees  c€  House 
or  Senate  have  shown  commendable  featralnt 
by  withholding  or  modifying  propoaals  that — 
however  well  Intentloned — might  have  proved 
to  be  serious  Infringements  on  American  lib- 
erty. For  example,  the  House  jiudlclary 
Committee  last  month  shelved  two  ttlUs  that 
created  threats  to  civil  Ubertlee  In  their 
efforts  to  deal  with  Conununlst  Ingltratlon 
of  Industrial  plants  and  of  unlo|u.  In- 
stead, the  commitee  proposed  a  Commis- 
sion to  investigate  the  entire  problem.  It 
would  be  well  if  both  House  and  SenSte  acted 
on   this   suggestion. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  exactly  what  is 
before  the  Senate.  I  am  certain  that 
members  of  the  opposite  party  would  not 
shy  away  from  the  suggestion  that  a 
commission  be  appointed  to  stitdy  this 
question,  because  the  present  admin- 
istration has  created  commissions  to 
study  many  things.  More  commissions 
have  been  created  in  the  past  18  months. 
I  think,  than  were  created  in  the  i^vious 
5  or  10  years.  Commissions  have  been 
appointed  to  study  almost  everything — 
to  study  trade  practices,  maritime  condi- 
tions, aviation,  government,  and  many 
other  subjects.  Unfortunately,  some  of 
the  commissions  have  not  submitted  re- 
ports, but  imder  the  pending  amend- 
ment the  commission  provided  for  would 
report  on  January  15.  This  is  what  Re- 
publican and  Democratic  Mem|>era  of 
the  House  unanimously  said  Congress 
should  do  and  is  what  they  would  agree 
to.  If  the  pending  biU  is  passed,  it  will 
go  back  to  the  House  Judiciary  Oommit- 
tee,  and  will  have  to  buck  the  unani- 
mous opinion  of  the  committee,  despite 
the  fact  that  there  has  been  a  sugges* 
tion  that  this  is  one  of  the  "must"  bills. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  the  Senator  from  Washington  al- 
lotted himself  has  expired. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President.  1 
am  sure  the  Senator  from  Bflaryland 
would  not  object  to  my  continulhg. 

The      PRESIDINO      O^WCER.     The 

Senator  from  Washington  has  10  mln« 
utes  remaining. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  thought  the  half 
hour  had  not  expired. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  yield  himself  the  refnainder 
of  the  time? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  myself  an 
additional  5  minutes,  and  then  I  shall 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  LkhmaivI. 

Mr.  President,  I  could  put  into  the 
Record  well-thought-out  editorial  opin- 
ions from  reliable,  sensible,  and  surely 
anticommunistic  newspapers.  %  could 
put  into  the  Record  well-thoi^ht-out 
letters  written  by  persons  who  might  be 
affected  by  the  bill  and  who  are  as  anti- 
communistic  and  just  as  good  Arherlcans 
as  any  Member  of  this  body.  We  are 
approaching  the  proUem  in  thf  wrong 
way  in  the  last  days  of  the  session.  I 
believe  the  adoption  of  the  amendment 
in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  wt>uld  re- 
sult in  our  moving  in  the  right  d^ection. 


On  July  14,  the  Wall  Street  Journal 
published  an  editorial  on  the  bill,  sug- 
gesting that  it  might  become  a  legal 
scattergun  and  might  in  effect  stop  us 
from  moving  along  the  path  in  wtiich 
we  want  to  move. 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  the  remaizKler 
of  my  time,  and  will  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  before  the 
Senator  yields  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  will  he  yield  to  me  so  that  I  may 
ask  a  question? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  sev- 
eral committees  of  the  Congress,  includ- 
ing the  House  Un-American  Activities 
Committee,  during  the  course  of  many 
years  have  been  taking  testimony  on 
Communist  infiltration  in  certain  labor 
organizations? 
Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 
Mr.  CASE.  It  seenus  to  me  that  the 
time  to  act  has  oome. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Surely,  testimony 
has  been  taken  on  the  whole  broad  ques- 
tion, but  it  is  one  thing  to  take  testi- 
mony on  the  broad  problem  and  another 
thing  to  take  testimony  on  a  specific, 
legal  proposal  in  a  bill.  The  House  Ju- 
diciary Committee,  which  had  held  hear- 
ings on  these  very  same  proposals  for 
weeks,  unanimously  reported  the  pro- 
posal that  is  now  before  the  Senate  in 
the  nature  of  a  substitute. 

Mr.  CASE.  Four  or  five  years  ago. 
when  I  was  a  member  of  the  committee, 
it  was  taking  testimony. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  committee 
made  a  broad  inquiry,  but  even  then  the 
members  disagreed.  I  suggest  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  that  he  read 
the  very  cogent  and  pointed  minority 
views  of  the  memliers  of  the  House  Un- 
American  Activities  Committee. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Why  would  it  not 
be  better  to  pass  bill^  which  many  of  us 
have  introduced  to  outlaw  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  in  order  to  meet  the  issue 
head-on,  and  malce  the  cleavage  sharp 
and  clean  once  and  for  all? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  have  no  objection 
to  that,  but  I  think  the  whole  problem 
would  be  better  solved  at  this  time  by 
adopting  the  amendment  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute,  particularly  in  view  of  the 
fine  work  which  the  American  labor 
unions  have  been  doing.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  in  some  unions  the  mem- 
bership runs  into  millions.  As  was  stated 
by  the  Wall  Street  Journal,  which  surely 
is  an  anti-Communist  newspaper,  the  bill 
may  become  in  effect  a  legal  scattergun. 
The  proposal  is  that  the  Congress  should 
do  the  Job  in  a  manner  in  which  the 
House  Judiciary  Committee  said  it  should 
be  done. 

Mr.  President.  I  yield  the  remainder  of 
my  time  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  Magnuson  substitute, 
of  which  I  am  very  proud  to  be  a  co- 
sponsor.  I  spoke  at  length  yesterday  on 
the  pending  biU,  S.  3706.  I  pointed  out 
Uiat,  in  my  opinion.  S.  3706  was  not  only 


a  highly  dangerous  biU,  but  completely 
useless. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  do 
not  in  the  slightest  degree  minimize  the 
threat  of  conmiunlsm,  and  I  yield  to  no 
Member  of  this  body  or  to  any  person 
anywhere  in  my  determination  to  block 
the  nefarious  efforts  of  the  Communists, 
who,  as  we  all  know,  are  talcing  their 
orders  in  the  main  from  a  foreign  power 
which  is  our  enemy.  However,  I  think 
we  would  be  doing  an  extremely  unwise 
thing  if  we  passed  a  blunderbuss  bill  for 
the  ostensible  purpose  of  rooting  out 
Communists  from  the  labor  movement, 
while  we  overlooked  the  fact  that  this 
bill,  which  would  not,  in  fact,  truly  con- 
trol or  limit  Communist  activities,  would 
instead  constitute  an  extremely  serious 
threat  to  the  great  organized  labor 
movement  in  this  country. 

This  bill  would  place  in  the  hands  of 
an  Attorney  General  who  might  be 
antagonistic  to  labor,  a  powerful 
weapon  to  cripple  labor,  to  break  strikes, 
to  prevent  efforts  to  organize  labor  in 
areas  where  labor  is  weak  or  unorgan- 
ized, and  finally  would  i>enalize  millions 
of  liard-working  patriotic  men  and  wom- 
en who  are  just  as  loyal  to  the  interests 
of  this  country  as  is  any  Member  of  this 
body.  The  bill  has  the  opposition  of 
every  branch  of  responsible  organized 
labor. 

I  had  printed  in  the  Record  yesterday 
certain  views  which  were  expressed  by 
the  great  leaders  ol  organized  labor. 
These  leaders  want  to  protect  this  coun- 
try; they  do  not  want  to  let  Communists 
hurt  this  country:  but  they  also  want  to 
make  certain  that  in  the  blunderbuss, 
hasty  efforts  to  pass  a  bill,  which  has  al- 
ready been  repudiated  by  a  responsible 
committee  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, the  organized  labor  movement 
Itself  is  not  made  to  suffer  beyond  repair. 
I  have  said  that,  in  my  opinion,  this 
bill  would  be  a  useless  one.  It  would  not 
hurt  the  Communists  in  any  way.  The 
bill  would  give  protection  by  way  of  court 
action  and  appeals  and  the  right  to  be 
heard  by  the  legal  tribunals,  as  should  be 
provided;  but.  Mr.  President,  such  legaT 
procedures  might,  and  probably  would, 
take  years  and  so  many  years  might 
elapse  before  there  would  be  any  effec- 
tive control  of  Communists  in  labor 
unions. 

We  know  that  under  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act,  action  has  been  taken  against 
the  Communist  Party  Itself.  At  that 
time — it  was  in  1950 — I  predicted  that  it 
would  be  2  years  before  any  determina- 
tion of  that  action  would  be  made.  Mr. 
President,  I  was  far  too  conservative,  for 
here  we  are  already  approaching  1955 — 
it  has  been  nearly  5  years— and  still  no 
determination  has  been  had  in  that  case. 
As  far  as  I  know  the  case  has  not  even 
been  heard  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States.  In  my  opinion  the  same 
situation  can  and  will  be  duplicated  in 
every  proceeding  that  is  initiated  under 
this  bill. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  highly  im- 
portant matter.  Action  should  not  be 
taken  lightly.  It  should  not  be  taken 
without  weighing  the  implications  aiod 
the  probable  results. 

What  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  MAcinraoN]  and  I  have  proposed. 


and  what  has  been  proposed  \rj  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee  of  the  House  of  Ret>- 
resentatlves,  is  that  a  commission  of  13 
members  be  appointed  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  consisting  of  men 
and  women  who  are  outstanding  leaden 
of  labor,  of  business  management,  and 
of  the  general  pubUc.  Our  amendment 
provides  that  the  commission  shall  re- 
port its  findings  on  or  before  January  15. 
1955,  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  President  of  the  Senate,  and 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives.   

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  from  New  York  has  ex- 
pired.     

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Then.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Rxcord.  as  a  part  of  my  remarks, 
a  memorandum  which  has  been  prepared 
in  connection  with  Senate  bill  3706. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memo* 
randum  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Anovar  9.  1954. 

MCTfOeAKDUM 

STTiacAKT  or  8.  STOe 
8.  3706  would  amend  the  Subveraive  Ac- 
tivities Control  Act  of  1960  ao  aa  to  enatda 
the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board  oo 
petition  filed  by  the  Attorney  Oeneral  to 
determine  whether  any  organisation  named 
In  the  petition  Is  Communlst-lnmtrated.  It 
does  not  in  terms  apply  to  unlona,  but  the 
consequences  which  follow  a  determination 
by  the  Board  that  an  organisation  la  Com- 
munist-infiltrated are  such  as  to  apply  effec- 
tively only  to  unlona. 

The  bm  defines  a  Communlat-lnflltrated 
organisation  aa  "any  organlaatton  In  the 
United  States  (other  than  a  Oommunlst- 
actlon  organization  or  a  Oommunlst-front 
organisation)  wlilch  (A)  Is  subatantlany  di- 
rected, dominated,  or  controlled  by  an  Indi- 
vidual or  individuals  who  are,  or  who  within 
6  years  have  been  actively  engaged  In.  giving 
aid  or  support  to  a  Communlst-aetlon  or- 
ganization, a  Communist  foreign  govern- 
ment, or  the  world  Oommunlst  movement 
referred  to  In  secUon  3  of  thU  title,  and 
(B)  is  serving,  or  within  6  years  has  aerved. 
as  a  means  fa:  (1)  the  giving  of  aid  or  sup- 
port to  any  sxich  organtzatlan.  government, 
or  movement,  or  (U)  the  impairment  oC  the 
military  strength  of  the  United  States  or 
its  Industrial  capacity  to  fumlah  loglaUcal 
or  other  material  support  required  by  its 
Armed  Forces." 

The  bUl  lists  seven  factors  which  the  Board 
is  to  take  into  consideration  m  determining 
whether  an  organization  la  Conununlst -Infil- 
trated within  the  meaning  of  this  definition. 
These  are  ttmtiar  to  those  presently  set  forth 
In  subsections  (e)  and  (f)  of  section  18  otf 
the  Subversive  Activities  Contnd  Act  of  195Q, 
and  are  sulistantlally  as  foUows: 

(1)  The  extent  to  which  the  management 
of  the  organization  Is  in  the  hands  of  one 
or  more  Individuals  who  are,  or  within  the 
past  5  years  bave  been,  members.  agenU 
or  representatives  of  any  Oommunlst  or- 
ganisation. Communist  foreign  government, 
or  the  world  Communist  movement,  or  bave 
been  acUvely  engaged  in  giving  aid  or  sup- 
part  to  the  same,  with  baowledge  of  the 
nature  and  purpose  thereof; 

(2)  The  extent  to  whkdi  the  poUdes  of  the 
organlsatkon  are.  or  wlthm  the  pest  6 
have  been  formulated  and  carried  o«t  - 
the  dlrectk>n  or  advice  of  any  member, 
or  lepreaentaClve  of  any  Oenmwniet 
ntltm,  government  or  movement; 

(S)   The  extent  to  which 

sdbrces  of  the  onganlmtlac 

ttoe  pest  S  yesB*  have  been,  nmd  to 
or  promote  the  objectives  of  eny ' 
organisation,  government  er  aaawe^MSit; 
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(«>  !XtM  ««tant  t»  vhldi  vtthln  tlM  past 

or  fnmtolMd  to  or  fcir  ttMt  o—  «(.  kuj  Oom« 
munlst  omuiiHitton,  (QTtmmmt  ot .  too^n^ 
ment  say  fondi  or  otiker  iB«t«rt«l  aaslataiioe; 

(0)  TlM  «Ktnit  to  wblch  tlM  orgmlsvkkm 
li.  or  wtthlB  tiM  pMt  S  jMn  lu»  bMn. 
«^M**M  to  Miy  ottMr  w»y  with  any  Oem- 
muxilat  OffiMilHtkHi.  gov«mmeiit  or  mor*- 
nwnt; 

(6)  TlM  «Kt«nt  to  which  th«  afflllatlon  of 
the  organlaatkm  or  of  any  IndlTldual  or 
IndlTldiiala  who  an  mambcn  off  the  oi^an- 
laation  or  manage  It*  affaire,  with  any  Oom- 
mtinlat  oisanlaatlon,  government  or  move- 
ment Is  eoooealed  from  or  not  dlaeloeed  to 
the  memherah4>  of  the.  organisation:  and 

t7)  The  extent  to  which  the  organiaatlon 
or  any  ct  Its  members  or  managers  are.  or 
within  the  past  6  years  have  been,  knowingly 
engaged  In  eonduet  punishable  under  the' 
erUttlnal  penaltlee  provided  tor  In  the  Sub- 
versive AfBttvlttee  Act  of  1060,  or  under  the 
chapters  of  the  Criminal  Code  dealing  with 
eeplonage  and  cenanshlp.  sabotage,  and 
treaaao.  eedltfcm  and  subversive  activities. 

The  bUl  provides  that  whenever  the  At- 
t<»Tiey  General  has  reason  to  believe  that 
any  organiaatlon  Is  Communist  Infiltrated 
he  shall  file  with  the  Subvwslve  Activities 
Control  Board  a  petition  for  a  determina- 
tion by  the  Board  to  that  effect.  If  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  oertlflsa  that  the  proceed- 
ing Is  one  of  ezoepttonal  public  Importance, 
the  profieeding  is  to  be  expedited  to  the 
greatest  practlcatale  extent  before  the  Board 
and  In  the  courts.  Oenerally  qMaUng  the 
procedures  before  the  Board  follow  cloeely 
thoee  provided  for  In  the  Subversive  Aetlv- 
Itlee  Control  Act  of  1»S0  with  regard  to 
Comnmnlst-actlon  or  Communist-front  or- 
ganlM^tkms.  An  organisation  determined  to 
be  Communist  Infiltrated  could  file  a  peti- 
tion with  the  Board  for  a  determination 
that  such  organisation  no  longer  is  a  Com- 
munist-infiltrated organization,  but  sueb  a 
petition  oould  not  be  filed  imtil  at  least  a 
year  had  paned  aftor  a  determination  that 
It  ts  Communist  Infiltrated,  nor  more  fre- 
quently thereafter  than  once  each  year. 

The  effect  of  a  detcrmlnatioa  by  the  Sub- 
'varsive  Activities  Control  Board  that  an  or- 
ganisation Is  Communist  Infiltrated  would 
be  to  dqarlT*  It  of  its  standing  as  a  labcnr 
organisation  for  purposes  of  the  National 
iMbor  Belatlons  Act,  as  amended  by  the  Taft- 
Hartley  Act.  It  would  be  ineligible  to  act 
as  repreeentattve  of  any  employee  for  pur- 
poees  of  either  section  7  (protecting  the 
right  to  organise  and  bargain  collectively)  or 
section  9  (providing  procedwe  for  the  selec- 
tion of  employee  representatives  fear  collec- 
tive bargsinlng  purposes)  of  tnat  act.  And 
It  would  also  be  prohibited  from  obtaining 
any  hearing  before  the  National  Lataor  Rela- 
tions Board  on  any  charge  of  imfair  labor 
practice  brou^t  against  an  employer  under 
section  10  of  the  act.  The  organization 
would  be  deprived  of  tbe  rigbt  to  "exercise 
any  other  right  or  privilege,  (sr  receive  any 
other  benefit,  substantive  or  procedxiral,  pro- 
Tided  by  such  act  for  labor  organisations." 

The  bill  further  provides  that  a  determina- 
tion that  a  union  which  is  certtfled  as  bar- 
gaining repreeentatlve  of  the  employees  in 
a  bargalnteg  unit  under  the  Taft-Hartley  Act 
Is  Communist  infiltrated  would  have  the 
effect  of  raising  a  question  of  reiwesentstion 
within  the  meaning  of  section  0  (e)  of  the 
National  Itabrar  Relations  Act  as  amended. 
If  a  petition  woe  filed  by  not  less  than  30 
poroent  of  the  mnployees  in  a  bargaining 
unit  or  by  "any  person  or  persons  acting  in 
their  behalT'  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  wotild  be  required  Ifo  direct  an  elec- 
tion in  the  unit  for  the  selection  of  a  repre- 
sentative for  collective-bargaining  pvorposes 
and  to  determine  whether  the  employees, 
wish  to  rescind  the  authority  they  previously 
granted  to  the  proecrlbed  labor  organization 
to  represent  them  In  collective  bargaining 
with  their  employer. 
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Tke  foUowing  specific  cmnments  may  |>e 
■Mdfe  OB  8.  S706: 

(1)  It  Is  a  documented  fact  (see  Senate 
Document  No.  88,  82d  Cong.,  1st  seas..  Coia- 
munlst  Dmnlnatidn  of  Certain  Unions,  belhg 
the  reports  of  committees  of  the  CIO  execu- 
tive board  on  charges  brought  against  9 
unions  affiliated  with  the  CIO  which  resulted 
In  the  expulsion  of  these  9  unions  from. 
the  dO)  that  Communists  have  infiltrated 
certain  unions  and  have  sought  to  manipu- 
late theee  organizations  for  their  own  pu^'- 
poaes  rather  than  for  legitimate  trade-union 
objectives.  To  the  extent  that  these  unions 
repieeent  employees  in  plants  engaged  In 
actlvltleB  relating  to  the  national  defense, 
this  fact  Is  a  matter  of  great  concern,  not 
only  to  those  in  the  Oovernment  whose  spe- 
cific duty  it  is  to  protect  the  national  secttr- 
Ity,  but  also  to  every  American  citizen  who 
is  devoted  to  the  maintenance  and  preserva- 
tion of  our  way  of  life. 

(2)  The  bill  seeks  to  deal  with  the  problem 
of  Commimlsl-domlnsted  unions  by  uti- 
lizing the  procedures  provided  for  In  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Act  of  1950  for 
their  identification  as  such  and  by  depriving 
imlons  so  Identified  of  the  protection  and 
procedure  sifforded  employees  and  unions  In 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Act,  as 
amended.  Its  provisions  raise  questions  as 
to  (a)  its  effectiveness  in  achieving  the  pur- 
pose for  which  it  is  designed,  (b)  lU  impli- 
cations for  the  labor-union  movement  In 
general,  which  is  overwhelmingly  loyal  and 
antl-Ccmmunist  in  its  beliefs  and  activities, 
and  for  en\ployees  the  great  majority  of 
whom  are  also  loysil  and  anti-Communist, 
who  are  presently  represented  by  Comcsu- 
nlst-domlnated  unions,  and  (c)  its  effects  In 
broadening  and  intensifying  Oovernment 
control  in  an  area  of  activity  which  is  par- 
ticularly difficult  to  deal  with  successfully  by 
legislation  and  governmental  action. 

<a)  With  respect  to  the  eSectlvenesa  of 
8.  STiM  in  achieving  the  purposes  for  which 
It  Is  designed,  it  may  be  pointed  out  that 
more  than  3  years  have  elapsed  since  pro- 
ceedings were  first  Instituted  before  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Board  for  a 
determination  that  the  Communist  Party  Is  a 
Communist-action  organization  within  the 
mes"<"g  of  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Act  of  1950.  No  final  determination  has  yet 
been  reached.  There  is  no  reason  to  believe 
that  a  determination  that  a  union  Is  Com- 
munist-infiltrated can  be  reached  any  more 
expeditiously. 

*  Both  the  Initiation  of  a  proceeding  under 
the  bill  and  the  long  period  of  time  that 
would  be  required  to  sectire  a  final  detertnl- 
nation  ^ould.  In  all  probability,  be  welcomed 
by  the  Communist  Infiltrators  of  the  union. 
Who  would  use  them  as  proo!  that  the  union 
was  in  danger  and  needed  the  loyal  support 
at  all  its  members.  This  would  be  an  added 
barrier  that  the  anti-Communist  unions 
would  have  to  break  down  In  their  elTorts  to 
posuade  their  members  to  throw  off  the  yoke 
of  Communist  domination  and  return  to  the 
fold  of  the  free  democratic  trade  union. 

The  effective  way  to  deal  with  the  pitob- 
lem  of  Communists  In  unions  is  not  through 
legislation,  but  through  the  organizing  activ- 
ities of  the  free  democratic  unions  in  the 
A.  P.  of  L.  and  the  CIO.  That  this  is  the 
most  effective  method  of  dealing  with  this 
problem  is  demonstrated  by  the  fact  liiat 
more  than  three-fourths  of  the  nearly  1  mil- 
lion members  who  belonged  to  the  untons 
expelled  from  the  CIO  in  1949-50  have  re- 
turned to  the  CIO  and  are  no  longer  members 
of  those  tinions.  Today  those  unions  are 
weak  and  are  dwindling  In  number  and  Im- 
portance every  day.  It  would  be  unfortunate 
if  anything  were  done  which  would  aAow 
down  this  healthy  process,  such  as  tbe  enact- 
ment of  the  ciimbersome  procedures  provided 
for  in  8.  3706. 

If  any  Government  action  is  to  be  takes  in 
this  field,  it  should  lie  preceded  by  cartful 
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study  and  thought.  The  House  Juflclary 
Committee  has  proposed  that  a  bipartisan 
commission  be  established  to  undertake  a 
thorough  review  of  the  problem  of  Cdmmu- 
nlst  dominated  or  Infiltrated  unions  ^nd  at 
defense  plant  security.  This  action  tm*  the 
support  of  the  major  labor  organisations. 
It  constitutes  a  far  more  effective  approach 
to  the  problem  than  that  proposed  to  this 
bill.  , 

(b)  With  respect  to  the  implicatlpns  of 
the  bill  for  the  labor  movement  in  general 
and  for  the  members  of  unions  that  may  be 
proscribed  under  its  provisions,  the  loqseneas 
and  vagueness  of  the  standards  for  determin- 
ing whether  a  union  Is  Communist-infiltrat- 
ed are  an  Invitation  to  antiunion  employers 
and  other  individuals  to  use  the  pill  to 
destroy  unions. 

Thus,  the  definition  of  a  "Comntunlst- 
infiltrated"  organization  is  one  wt^ch  is 
dominated  by  an  individual  or  Inditiduals 
"actively  engaged  in"  a  Communist  organ- 
ization, etc.  What  is  meant  by  "aictlvely 
engaged  in"?  Does  it  include  mere,  mem- 
bership in  a  Communist  organizationT 

A  union  could  be  proscribed  if  its  "effec- 
tive management"  was  conducted  by  one  or 
more  Individuals  who  are,  or  within  (  years 
have  been,  members,  agents,  or  representa- 
tives of  any  Communist  organisations,  any 
Communist  foreign  government,  or  thf  world 
Communist  movement,  "with  knowledge  of 
the  nature  and  purpose  thereof."  Wh|kt  does 
"effective  management"  mean  in  this  con- 
text? What  "knowledge  of  the  native  and 
purpose"  of  "any  Communist  organhtstion." 
etc..  is  required? 

To  what  extent  must  the  polijiea  of  a 
union  be  carried  out  "pursuant  to  the  direc- 
tion or  advice  of  any  memtier.  sg^nt,  or 
representative"  of  a  Communist  orfsniza- 
tlon,  Communist  foreign  government,  or  the 
world  Conununist  movement,  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (2)  of  the  standards,  in  order  to 
condemn  the  union?  Is  a  showing  Of  mere 
coincidence  of  policies  sufficient,  oy  must 
something  more  be  shown?  If  so,  whgt  else? 
The  third  standard  refers  to  the  fhrther- 
ance  or  promotion  of  the  objectives  eg  Com- 
munist organizations,  etc.  There  hafe  I>een 
instances  in  the  past.  as.  for  example,  during 
World  War  11.  when  some  of  the  objectives 
of  Communist  organizations  and  of  loyal 
Americans  have  been  the  same.  Un<ier  the 
bill  it  is  possible  that  if  some  of  the  objec- 
tives of  a  legitimate  organization  coincide 
with  those  of  a  Communist  organization,  the 
organization  could  t>e  deemed  to  b#  Com- 
munist infiltrated. 

Paragraph  5  of  the  standards  contains  a 
blanket  basis  for  condemnation,  aamely, 
afflllatlon  "In  any  other  way"  with  any  Com- 
munist organization,  etc.  This  Is  tt  wide 
oi>en  provision  extending  "guilt  by  Associa- 
tion" in  such  a  way  as  to  enable  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Board  to  ccmdemn 
any  organization  which  the  Board,  depending 
on  the  individual  predilections  of  itf  mem- 
bers, believes  should  not  be  entitled  to  use 
the  facilities  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board. 

Finally,  the  Board  is  to  take  into  con- 
sideration whether  or  not  "the  affiliation  of 
such  organization,  or  of  any  indiviguai  or 
individuals  who  are  members  thereof  or  who 
manage  its  affairs"  with  a  Communist}  organ- 
ization, etc.,  "is  concealed  from  or  is  not  dis- 
closed to  the  membership"  of  such  organiza- 
tion. This  would  appear  to  mean  that  a 
union  officer  or  agent  can  deny  Contmunlst 
ties  only  at  the  peril  of  the  organization,  for 
if  it  is  alleged  that  he  has  such  ties,  the 
organization  can  be  proscribed  on  the  ground 
that  he  did  not  make  full  disclosure  to  the 
membership. 

The  significance  of  these  loose  and  indefi- 
nite standards  must  be  considered  in  the 
light  of  the  fact  that  there  still  are  many 
persons  In  certain  sections  of  this  tountry 
who  still  look  U(x>n  unions  as  alien  elements 
in  our  society.     These  are  times  wh#n  even 


the  aaost  unfounded  charges  eaa  get  a  hear- 
ing and  when  an  individual  with  a  grudge 
against  the  union  or  one  d  Its  active  mem- 
bers oould  subject  the  union  to  lengthy  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Subversive  Aettrltlea 
Control  Board.  The  bill  would  give  a  weapon 
to  the  unscrupnlous  employer  who  vrlshad  to 
use  it  for  his  own  purposes  in  frustrating  the 
organization  of  his  empkyyees  and  under- 
mining legitimate  trade-iulon  activities. 

While  u"'""«  can  be  oondemned  \inder  the 
bill  simply  by  virtue  of  the  affiliations  and 
activities  of  alleged  "Communist  Infiltra- 
tors," nothing  can  be  done  under  the  bill 
to  penalize  or  halt  the  activities  of  these 
same  infiltrators. 

It  will  be  noted,  furtbermore,  that  the  bill 
specifically  excludes  Communist-front  and 
Communist- action  orgaTLlzatlons.  Under  the 
Subversive  Activities  Ctmtrol  Act  these  or- 
ganizations are  only  required  to  register. 
While  the  Conununist  Party,  therefore,  could 
still  lawfuUy  exist,  organizations  that  are 
"infiltrated"  by  CommunisU  would  be  llqul- 
dsted  by  denying  them  access  to  the  National 
LalK>r  Relations  Board.  This  hardly  com- 
ports with  reasonable  national  sectirity 
considerations. 

To  the  extent  that  the  bill  is  effective  in 
Identifjring  certain  unions  as  "Communist 
Infiltrated"  it  will  have  the  effect  of  elim- 
inating for  employees  who  are  members  cX 
such  unions  the  possibility  of  resort  to  the 
orderly  prooediires  of  representation  and 
collective  bargaining  provided  for  In  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act,  as  amended. 
While  it  Is  probable  that  many  of  them  may 
Join  other  unions,  many  may  not,  and  trade 
unionism  as  a  whole  wUl  suffer.  Possibly  if 
this  bill  afforded  the  only  effective  means  of 
dealing  with  the  problem  of  Communists  In 
unions,  this  Is  a  cost  which  oould  be  borne. 
In  the  face  of  indisputable  evidence,  bow- 
ever,  that  the  till  can  hardly  be  as  effective 
in  dealing  with  this  problem  as  the  efforts 
of  the  unions  themselves  have  been,  it  is 
a  cost  which  the  labor  union  movement 
could  well  be  spared. 

(c)  With  respect  to  the  matter  of  Oot- 
ernment  control  of  unions,  a  major  effect  of 
8.  3706  would  be  to  place  in  the  ttands  of  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Subversive  Activ- 
ities Control  Board,  the  power  to  <wtermine 
whether  a  union  shall  be  entitled  to  the 
benefits  and  procedures  provided  for  in  the 
MaUonal  LalKir  Relations  Act.  as  amended. 
One  of  the  fundamental  characteristics  of  a 
free  society  is  that  individuals  should  be 
free  to  Join  whatever  organisations  they  feel 
will  best  promote  and  protect  their  Interests 
and  that  neither  they  nor  those  organiza- 
tions shotUd  t>e  subject  to  Oovernment  dic- 
tation in  this  respect.  On  tbe  other  band,  it 
Is  one  of  the  hallmaiks  of  dictatorship, 
whether  of  the  Fascist  or  Communist  va- 
riety, that  organizations  are  permitted  to 
exist  and  function  only  vmder  tlie  direction 
and  sufferance  of  the  C3overninent. 

President  PhUlp  Mvursy.  of  the  CIO, 
pointed  this  out  in  a  letter  to  Senator  Huic- 
rHSXT  in  1952,  saying: 

"We  iMlleve  that  If  toe  Government  under- 
takes to  determine  what  unions  can  repre- 
sent workers  in  this  country  it  will  have 
embarked  upon  the  long  trail  toward  Gov- 
ernment control  of  unions.  In  the  dictator- 
ships of  the  world,  unions  exist  st  the  suf- 
ferance of  the  State.  We  in  America  do  not 
want  to  take  a  single  step  in  that  direction." 
This  position  was  reiterated  by  the  CIO 
executive  board  at  its  meeting  on  March 
22  of  this  yesr.  lU  statement  on  this  prob- 
lem issued  at  that  time  said: 

"To  sacrifice  the  dividends  of  fredom  now 
enjoyed  by  the  members  of  our  unions  for 
the  very  grave  disadvantages  of  Government 
control  and  regulation  would  be  as  illogical 
as  it  is  unnecessary.  To  the  same  degree,  it 
would  be  a  mighty  victory  in  the  Communist 
efforts  to  discredit  free  labor  in  America  and 
the  validity  of  otir  American  democratic  in- 


stitutions. The  masters  of  the  international 
Communist  conspiracy,  acting  Xrom  the 
standpoint  of  long-range  strategy,  would 
tfiMMj  exchange  control  at  a  few  insignifi- 
cant and  weak  Communist-led  unions  for 
government  shackling  of  our  whole  free  trade 
union  movement.  Just  as  they  welcome  any 
setback  to  America's  healthy  economy  and 
expanding  democracy." 

Similar  views  were  voiced  by  President 
George  lleany,  of  the  A.  P.  of  L.,  in  testi- 
mony before  the  House  Judiciary  Committee. 

This  bill  could  be  a  very  damagtog  weapon 
in  the  hands  at  an.  antilabtH-  administration. 
The  mere  publication  of  charges  against  a 
union  alleging  that  it  was  infiltrated  by 
Communists  oould  well  l>e  a  death  blow  to 
the  organlzatton,  particularly  if  made  in  the 
midst  of  an  organizing  campaign  or  a  strike. 
It  would  take  many  months  or  possibly  years 
before  the  union  could  clear  Itself  of  the 
allegation,  even  if  the  allegation  were  wholly 
without  foundation. 

Our  national  policy  in  the  field  of  labor- 
management  relations  Is  founded  on  volun- 
tary organisation  of  workers  in  unions  and 
free  collective  bargaining.  These  cannot  ex- 
ist, however,  where  Government  undertakes 
to  regulate,  not  only  the  relations  between 
unions  and  employers,  as  provided  In  the 
Taft-Hartley  Act,  but  even  the  kind  of 
unions  that  may  maintain  such  relstlons. 

This  bill  raises  important  issues  of  labor 
policy.  Tet,  it  has  not  been  considered  by 
our  Conmiittee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
Purthermore,  at  tbe  hearings  held  by  tbe 
Butler  subcommittee  on  proposals  for  deal- 
ing with  the  problem  of  subversive  activities 
in  lalxir  unions  the  subcomsnlttee  heard  tes- 
timony only  from  witnesses  who  were  either 
ardent  advocates  of  the  bills  or  who  repre- 
sented unions  which  would  be  directly  af- 
fected by  the  provisions  of  the  bill.  No 
representatives  of  the  A.  P.  of  L.  or  the  CIO 
testlfled  at  the  bearing.  The  views  of  these 
organizations  are  found  only  in  communl- 
cations  to  the  subcommittee  which  are 
printed  at  the  very  end  of  the  volume  of  the 
printed  hearings.  The  subcommittee  was 
evidently  not  interested  in  tbe  views  of  these 
representatives  of  labor  who  have  had  long 
experience  in  dealing  with  tbe  problem  of 
communism  In  iinions  and  who  have 
achieved  a  remarkable  record  of  driving  out 
of  the  labor  movement  those  who  would 
subvert  it  in  the  interest  of  the  Communist 
movement. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  has  all 
the  time  of  the  proponents  of  the  pend- 
ing amendment  expired? 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  It  has 
expired. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
myself  5  minutes.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Maryland  is  recognized  for 
5  minutes 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  the 
proponents  of  the  amendment  by  way 
of  a  substitute  have  said  the  pending  bill 
is  a  hastily  conceived  one.  Last  night, 
I  went  to  great  lengths  to  emphasize  to 
the  Senate  that  such  is  not  correct.  I 
would  refer  the  Senators  to  my  remarks 
in  that  regard  appearing  on  page  14097 
of  yesterday's  Congressional  Record. 

Mr.  President,  the  burden  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  proponents  of  the  amend- 
ment simply  surroimds  the  proposition 
that  the  Internal  Security  Subcommit- 
tee of  the  Judiciary  CDinmittee  of  tbe 
United  States  Senate,  which  imder  tlie 
law  has  the  responsibility  of  determin- 
ing that  the  Internal  Security  Act  of 
1950  operates  justly  and  satisfactorily, 
should  be  displaced  by  a  commisrion  to 
be  appointed  by  the  President  of  the 


inifted  States.  I  object  to  such  a  ptroee- 
dure.  I  think  tbe  Senate  of  tbe  United 
States  is  fully  capable,  tbroui^  Iti  oot&- 
mittees,  of  eondocttng  its  own  business 
and  dischargisc  tbe  obUgation  plaoed 
upon  It  by  the  Internal  Security  Act  of 
1950.  So  I  reaent  tbe  sogceitton  that 
the  Congress  of  tbe  United  States  ifttould 
be  augmented  by  a  Presidential  commis- 
sion to  tell  it  how  to  optfate  one  of  its 
duly  organized  committees.  I  say  to  tbe 
Senate,  most  anphatkally.  this  amend- 
ment  is  but  a  device  to  portpone  consid- 
eration of  this  bilL  So  I  am  opposed  to 
it. 

As  I  said  to  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [Mr.  Macnusoh],  irrciqpeetive  of 
what  the  committees  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  may  do.  irrespective  of 
what  the  House  of  Representative  itself 
may  do,  it  is  our  duty,  as  Members  of 
this  great  body,  to  legislate  on  our  own 
bills,  and  not  to  try  to  prognosticate  what 
the  Hotise  of  Representatives  will  do  with 
a  bill,  after  ve  pass  it. 

llie  proponents  of  the  amendment  by 
way  of  a  substitute  say  the  situation  is 
improving,  and  that  we  should  permit 
the  linion  leadership  and  membership  to 
continue  to  pm-ge  itself  of  communism. 
Let  us  examine  that  contention  for  a 
brief  moment,  Mr.  President 

We  in  the  Intemtd  Subcommittee 
have  been  holding  hearings  throughout 
the  country  on  that  very  situation. 
What  do  we  find?  We  find  admitted  and 
avowed  Communists  at  the  head  of  Bomn 
of  the  most  powerful  unions  in  this 
country — iuiions  that  sit  astride  our 
most  vltol  communications:  unions  that 
have  to  do  with  the  mining  of  our  met- 
als; unions  composed  of  electrical  work- 
ers, that  have  to  do  with  radar  and  other 
sensitive  communications  equimnent 
which  are  manufactured  in  various 
plants  throughout  the  country.  Those 
men,  I  say  to  the  Senate,  have  been 
known  to  be  CDmmunists  year  in  and 
year  out.  They  are  still  Communists, 
and  they  are  still  holding  the  same  offi- 
ces they  held  in  those  unions  when  we 
first  initiated  these  investigations. 

Much  has  been  said  by  Senators  ob 
the  other  side  of  the  aisle  about  how 
they  have  been  worldng  on  this  problem, 
since  19S0.  Mr.  President,  if  they  have 
been  working  on  it  since  19SiO,  and  have 
taken  volumes  of  testimony,  where  are 
their  recommendations?  Where  is  the 
bill  which  would  coirect  what  all  of  us 
know  exists  today?  Where  is  their  pro- 
posed legislation? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  very  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  What  I  said  re- 
lated only  to  maritime  matters. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  not  referring  to 
the  Senator  from  Washington.  Purther- 
more, his  bill  has  been  passed. 

But  we  have  heard  many  other  Sen- 
ators say.  within  the  last  day.  that  they 
held  very  comprehensive  hearings,  and 
that  they  are  very  much  worried  about 
the  problem,  and  that  they  know  It 
exists. 

I  ask  the  Senate  of  tbe  United  States, 
where  are  the  fruits  of  tbelr  labonf 
Where  is  the  legislation? 
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Tbe  FRKIlUiNO  OFFICJIU.  Th« 
6  mizuitM  allotted  to  tbe  Senator  tram 
Marylaad  li«v«  expired. 

Ifr.  BUTLBR.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
inyadf  hi  eddtttonal  5  iatautes> 

Tbe  FRBUmiKI  OFFICBR.  The 
Senator  from  Maryland  Is  reeognlzed  for 
an  addlttonal  6  minutes. 

Mr.  BUTLCB.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  my  that  this  bUl  has  been  drafted  and 
redrafted.  Parts  of  this  legislation  came 
from  as  many  as  4  or  5  other  bUls  which 
have  becsi  Introduced  in  either  1  or  the 
other  of  the  3  Houses  of  the  Congress. 
The  bill  is  not  a  hastily  conceived  one. 
All  of  \i8  know  that  we  have  been  taking 
twrtimony  and  holding  hearings  on  this 
matter  for  many,  many  years.  In  both 
Houses  of  the  Congress. 

This  bill  may  not  be  a  perfect  one.  If 
not,  as  a  member  of  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Subcommittee  I  shall  be  the  first 
one  to  ocune  on  this  floor  and  offer  an 
amendment  to  rectify  any  injustice  or 
any  inequil^  which  may  develop  in  its 
administratitm.  I  have  no  detire  to  hurt 
any  labor  union.  I  do  not  think  the  bill 
will  injure  any  legitimate  labor  union. 
But  this  bill  will  hurt  a  union  that  is 
Communist-infiltrated  and  Communist- 
dominated,  and  that  should  be  the  aim 
of  every  Monber  of  this  great  body. 
Communists  who  control  or  dominate 
United  States  labor  unions  are  the  per- 
sons we  here  seek  to  reach.  We  wish  to 
eradicate  them  trxxca.  the  American  labor 
scene. 

Mr.  President,  some  Senators  contend 
the  bill  cannot  possibly  pass  the  House 
of  Representatives.  I  say  that  we  should 
completely  disregard  that  statement,  for 
the  reason  that  the  Senate  is  traditional- 
ly and  historically  an  Independent  legis- 
lative body.  It  should  in  its  own  wisdom 
pass  on  the  legislative  proposals  before 
it.  and  should  not  try  to  forecast  the 
action  of  the  other  body. 

But,  Mr.  President,  Ixan  tell  you  con- 
fidently that  the  PresidAit  of  the  United 
States  wants  the  trill.  I  can  tell  you  con- 
fidently that  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  has  app^ved  it;  and  I  do 
not  think  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  would  endorse  and  support 
any  bill  which  would  hurt  any  legitimate 
labor  cnganlzatlon. 

Mr.  President,  in  closing  these  brief  re- 
marks, let  me  say  that  the  Senator  from 
Washington— I  am  sorry  he  Is  not  now 
in  the  Chamber — last  night  made  refer- 
ence at  page  14164  to  a  letter  which  had 
been  written  to  him  by  Albert  J.  Fitz- 
gerald, general  president  of  the  United 
Electrical.  Radio,  and  Machine  Workers 
of  Ameriom  and  introduced  into  the  Rec- 
ord a  capiy  of  that  letter.  When  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  was  before  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Subcommittee  task  force  of  which  I 
am  chairman,  what  was  his  response 
when  asked  whether  or  not  he  was  a 
Communist?  For  the  information  of  the 
Senate,  I  refer  to  page  236  of  the  hear- 
ings on  this  bill.  After  having  been 
asked  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Eastlamd],  "Your  officials  have 
never  been  members  of  the  Communist 
Party?"  Mr.  Fitsgerald  replied: 

Ux.  FRMOULs.  So  that  we  wlU  not  waste 
time,  and  we  win  get  back  to  It  later  on  when 
I  gat  to  my  part  of  the  testimony,  for  the 


preaent  time,  I  soppoee  you  want  me  to  claim 
the  privilege  of  the  fifth  amendment,  which 
I  will  do. 

Sanator  Burua.  We  do  not  want  you  to 
elalm  anything. 

Ifr.  Fimuiamn.  Then  I  will  claim  It,  sir. 

ICr.  Aanfa.  Do  you  feel  that  a  truthful  an- 
awer  to  the  question  by  the  Senator  from 
Mlsalsslppl  will  furnish  information  which 
might  be  used  in  a  criminal  prosecution  of 
your 

ICr.  PRzecaAUi.  I  feel  that  under  the  cen- 
Btltutlon  of  the  United  States  that  I  have  the 
right  to  claim  the  privilege  of  the  f^th 
amendment. 
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I  shall  read  from  page  VI  of  the  report 
of  the  task  force  growing  out  of  the  In- 
vestigation of  that  union  in  the  Pitts- 
burgh area,  the  conclusions  that  we  ar- 
rived at: 

The  testimony  establishes  that  there  exists 
In  the  area  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  a  serious  po- 
tential danger  to  the  security  of  tbis  Natlpn. 
It  la  unthinkable  that  a  large  segment  of  the 
heavy  industrial  area  of  Pittsburgh,  ]>a., 
abould  be  manned  by  a  Communist-con- 
trolled organization  masquerading  as  a  labor 
union.  AU  the  forces  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  must  be  brought  to  bear 
promptly  to  meet  this  critical  situation. 

In  addition,  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington referred  to  the  fact  that  the 
Mine.  Mill,  and  Smelter  Workers  were 
opposed  to  this  bill  and  in  favor  of  his 
proposed  amendment  by  way  of  a  sub- 
stitute. 

It  is  commonly  known  that  the  ofiQoers 
or  some  of  the  ofBcers  of  that  union  are 
avowed  and  professed  Communists. 
They  are  not  bashful  about  this  affilia- 
tion. They  even  protest  when  forced  to 
resign  from  the  Communist  Party  for  the 
purpose  of  making  an  affidavit  under  the 
Taft-Hartley  Act. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  time  has  expired.  Does  the 
Senator  yield- further  time  to  himself? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
myself  an  additional  2  minutes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry.  How  much  tttne 
is  left? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Eight- 
een minutes. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  yield  myself  an  ad- 
ditional 2  minutes. 

To  point  up  that  situation,  let  me  read 
the  comments  and  recommendations  by 
the  Internal  Security  Subcommittee 
after  holding  hearings  on  the  mine,  mill, 
and  smelter  workers  in  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah: 

It  should  be  a  matter  of  deep  and  contlau- 
Ing  concern  to  aU  patriotic  citizens  that  the 
International  Union  of  Mine,  Mill,  and 
Smelter  Workers,  which  operates  In  an  In- 
dustry so  vital  to  the  seciirity  of  this  Nation, 
Is  controlled  by  officers  who  have  been  iden- 
tified under  oath  as  Communists,  and  will 
not  deny  their  membership  in  the  ComiAu- 
nlst  Party. 

Those  men  had  been  Communists  for 
many,  many  years.  They  had  been  offi- 
cials of  that  union  for  many,  many 
years.  I  ask  my  colleagues  on  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle,  Where  are  the  fruits  of 
their  labors?  Where  is  the  legislation 
that  they  would  bring  forth,  after  all  the 
hearings  that  were  held,  to  correct  a 
situation,  fully  illuminated,  like  that,  in 
Which  avowed  members  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  are  sitting  astride  our  most 
vital  industries? 


We  would  be  most  derelict  to  out  trust 
if  we  did  not  take  means  with  i^ch  to 
put  an  end  to  that  situation. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  Presldei|t,  wlU 
the  Senator  yield  some  time? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  How  much  time  does 
the  Senator  desire?  I 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  How  much  time 
does  the  Senator  have? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Sixteen  minutes,  if  the 
Senator  would  like  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  WUl  the  Senator 
yield  such  part  of  that  time  as  t  may 
desire? 

Mr.  BUTLER.     That  is  agreeable. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  Pre$ident, 
some  time  ago,  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
Attorney  General,  who  is  the  chief  legal 
adviser  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  who  has  Cabinet  status,  and  who 
is  vei-y  familiar  with  what  is  going  on 
so  far  as  Communist  penetration  in 
America  is  concerned,  I  introduced  a 
bill  dealing  with  communism.  Anti- 
Communist  legislation  is  needed  in 
America. 

I  came  to  the  Senate  12  yeam  ago. 
and  10  of  those  years  I  have  spent  on 
the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate. 
One  of  the  Jobs  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee is  to  look  into  the  question  of 
communism.  I  came  from  the  bench  In 
Michigan.  I  had  had  some  experience 
with  Communists  in  Michigan,  but  I  did 
not  understand  communism  as  I  later 
learned  it  to  be.  While  I  had  had  Com- 
munists before  me  in  my  court  and  had 
experience  with  communism,  I  really 
did  not  understand  commuiiism  until 
Communist  leaders  such  as  Foster  and 
Gates  sat  across  the  table  from  cte  and 
told  of  their  Communist  activities.  I 
then  understood  more  about  commu- 
nism. 

I  went  to  New  York  City  as  a  minority 
member  of  the  Internal  Security  Sub- 
committee under  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCasiunI  to 
look  into  the  question  of  Communist 
penetration  into  schools  and  educa- 
tional programs.  Mr.  Ehiblnsky.  the 
head  of  the  labor  union  of  the  clothiers, 
of  New  York,  wrote  an  article  In  the 
Saturday  Evening  Post  of  May  9,  1953, 
in  which  he  described  one  of  the  cases. 
I  ask  unanimous  coruient  to  Insert  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  portion  of  his 
article  telling  how  he  dealt  with  Com- 
munlsts  in  the  union. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Recoko, 
as  follows: 

How  I  Handled  thz  Reds  ik  Mt  Ubnoir 
(By  David  Dubinsky,  president,  Interna- 
tional Ladles  Garment  Workers  Union) 
(One  of  the  scrappiest  labor  leaders  In 
America  tells  the  revealing  story  of  how  he 
whipped  the  Communists  in  his  union, 
when  they  were  on  the  point  of  capturing 
it.  His  favorite  weapon?  The  ex-Co^omun- 
ist.  Author  Emblnsky:  "Seek  them  oiut,  ex- 
pose them,  fight  them,  destroy  their  ca- 
pacity for  evil.") 

For  12  years  I>r.  Harry  G.  Albaum,  a  bi- 
ology professor  at  Brooklyn  College,  had 
nursed  a  secret  to  his  bosom  and  hoped  des- 
perately that  he  would  be  rid  of  it  before  it 
devoured  him.  He  had  been  sucked  into  the 
Conununlst  Party  In  1838  and  now  he  was 
trapped.  When  he  suggested  to  a  fellow 
member  that  he  wanted  to  quit,  th^  latter 
told  him,  "Brother,  you  don't  resiga  from 


the  CommiuUst  Party:  you  are  expelled." 
Be  might  have  welcomed  expulsion,  except 
for  the  fact  that  the  Communists  had  the 
goods  on  him.  By  order  of  the  party  higher- 
ups  he  had  told  a  lie  under  oath  to  a  State 
examining  board,  and  he  knew  they  would 
not  hesitate  to  give  him  away  to  the  au- 
thorities once  he  left  them  for  good.  Not 
only  would  he  risk  the  loss  of  his  position 
and  rating  as  a  professor  but  he  would  also 
incur  the  obloquy  attendant  on  disclosure 
of  his  secret  past.  He  was  desperate,  for, 
although  he  had  drifted  away  from  them 
and  had  had  no  contact  with  them  for  13 
years,  his  past  was  about  to  catch  up  with 
him.  He  had  Just  received  a  sununons  to 
testify  before  the  Senate  Internal  Security 
Subcommittee. 

What  was  Albaum  to  do — take  refuge  be- 
hind the  evasions  and  legal  subterfuges  by 
which  others  had  sidestepped  the  truth  or 
make  a  clean  breast  of  it  and  take  the  con- 
sequences? He  was  in  a  state  of  emotional 
collapse  as  he  faced  bis  Inquisitors.  Sena- 
tor HoMCB  Pescubon,  chairman  of  the  hear- 
ing at  which  he  was  to  be  examined,  and 
Robert  Morris,  counsel  of  the  committee, 
who  was  to  conduct  the  examination.  Fi- 
nally he  pulled  hlnwelf  together  and  told 
all.  Yes.  he  had  been  a  member  of  the 
Communist  Party.  He  had  stayed  witb 
them  only  2  years  and  had  spent  the  rest 
Of  the  time  trying  to  live  It  down.  "This 
pall.  "  he  blurted  out,  "has  been  hanging 
over  me  for  13  or  more  years,  and  I  cannot 
live  with  It  any  more." 

Senator  Fekguson  s  response  on  that  oc- 
casion is  worth  noting,  for  it  holds  the  key, 
it  seems  to  me,  to  the  tactics  and  strategy 
to  be  pursued  against  the  native  agents  of 
the  Moscow  hierarchy.  Said  Senator  Per- 
cusoN.  "•  •  •  It  is  very  refreshing  to  realize 
that  there  has  finally  been  a  place  that  you 
could  come  to  •  •  •  (where  a  man)  can  come 
in  and  testify  and  free  his  soul." 

Long  experience  in  unrelenting  and  some- 
times harrowing  Infighting  with  the  Com- 
miinlEts  has  taught  me  that  certain 
methods  will  work  against  them  while 
others  will  not.  It  Is  for  this  reason  that  I 
consider  Senator  Fercvsons  remark  not 
only  a  charitable  one  but  also  a  sagacious 
one.  It  represents  the  proper  approach  to 
the  problem  of  what  to  do  with  former 
Communists  and  disaffected  present  adher- 
ents of  the  Reds. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  We  were  trying  to 
solve  a  problem,  Mr.  President,  and  that 
subcommittee  has  worked  for  years  on 
that  endeavor. 

When  the  Senate  considered  the  in- 
ternal security  bill  it  was  confronted  with 
some  of  the  same  maneuvers  which  are 
apparent  today,  seemingly  designed  to 
defeat  the  legislation  without  an  actual 
vote  on  it.  If  anybody  understands 
communism,  I  think  he  will  want  legis- 
lation enacted  to  cope  with  it. 

One  of  the  criticisms  of  investigations 
of  communism  in  America  is  that  follow- 
ing them  no  action  is  taken.  The  hue 
and  cry  is,  "Why  do  we  not  leave  this 
problem  to  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  under  criminal  statutes? 
Why  do  we  not  allow  J.  Edgar  Hoover  to 
investigate  Communists?"  Then,  Mr. 
President,  when  we  ask  the  Senate  to 
pass  a  bill  which  will  enable  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  and  the 
FBI  to  malce  investigations  of  commu- 
nism, what  do  we  get?  We  get  the  same 
answer:  "Oh,  let  us  refer  it  to  a  com- 
mission. Let  us  have  another  year's 
study  of  it." 

Mr.  President,  I  am  for  studying  a 
problem.  I  want  to  get  the  facts.  I  do 
not  want  to  legislate  in  a  smog.    How- 


ever, this  Issue  is  clear.  We  have  studied 
the  question  of  penetration  of  commu- 
nism in  America  long  enough.  Although 
we  are  asking  other  nations  to  rid  them- 
selves of  Communists  in  their  govern- 
ments and  in  their  labor  unions,  we  are 
not  doing  anything  about  it  in  America 
so  far  as  enacting  a  law  is  concerned. 
I  beUeve  in  law.  I  believe  in  equal  jus- 
tice under  law.  That  is  what  we  are  try- 
ing to  do  here.  If  we  create  a  commis- 
sion to  study  the  question,  there  will 
arise  the  same  hue  and  cry,  that  we  are 
smearing  honest,  reliable  people,  and 
that  we  are  trying  to  destroy  unions  be- 
cause some  of  them  have  been  pene- 
trated by  Communists. 

I  rise  today  to  say  that  the  pending 
bill  will  do  the  greatest  amount  of  good 
for  labor  unions  that  they  can  have  done 
for  them.  The  unions  are  in  favor  of  it. 
The  CIO,  the  A.  F.  of  L.,  the  Mechanics 
Union,  and  every  other  honest,  reliable 
union  is  in  favor  of  the  bill,  because  it 
will  give  them  the  one  thing  they  need, 
and  that  is  a  law  under  which  they  can 
get  rid  of  Communist  domination  of 
unions. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Why  does  not  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  go  one  step 
further  and  support  bills  like  those  I 
have  introduced  in  the  House  and  in  the 
Senate,  which  would  outlaw  the  Commu- 
nist Party?  Then  the  line  will  be  drawn 
sharply,  cleanly,  and  clearly. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  reason  I  do 
not  advocate  outlawing  the  Communist 
Party  in  America  is  that  the  Communists 
would  go  underground,  and  it  would  not 
do  an  iota  of  good  to  outlaw  them.  That 
is  what  the  Communists  want.  They 
think  they  can  cover  up  the  movement 
if  we  outlaw  the  Communist  Party. 

We  passed  the  Smith  Act.  Do  we  see 
the  Communist  Party  before  the  court 
when  individual  Communists  are  being 
tried  on  the  charge  of  conspiracy  to 
to  overthrow  the  Government  of  the 
United  States? 

Outlawing  the  Communist  Party  will 
not  solve  the  problem.  Why  does  not 
the  Senator  from  Montana  join  with  us 
in  this  crusade  to  get  at  tlfe  Communists 
in  America? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MANSFIELD.  The  Senator  cer- 
tainly does  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
Communists  are  not  underground  now, 
does  he? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Not  at  all.  But 
they  are  in  labor  unions  because  labor 
unions  cannot  cope  with  the  situation. 
If  they  were  able  to  cope  with  the  situa- 
tion they  would  not  allow  them  in  the 
unions.  All  the  Communists  need  in 
any  organization  is  1  or  2  members  of 
the  Communist  Party.  After  10  years 
of  working  in  the  Senate  on  this  issue, 
and  many  years  on  the  bench  and  at  the 
bar,  I  know  that  today  wherever  the 
minds  of  men  are  called  into  play  any- 
where in  the  world  the  Communists  are 
attempting  to  penetrate  organizations 
and  influence  the  decisions  of  men. 

I  should  like  to  relate  a  httle  story 
which  was  told  to  me  as  a  fact  when  I 


was  in  Tokyo  visitinR  Gen.  Douglas 
MacArthur.  He  told  me  about  Mr. 
Malik,  who  had  been  Ambassador  to 
Japan  prior  to  the  end  of  the  war,  b^ore 
the  Russians  entered  the  war.  Ifalik 
had  voted  with  MacArthur  on  a  certain 
point  that  had  come  up  before  the  Com- 
mission in  Japan.  The  General  asked 
him  why  he  had  gone  along.  He  said, 
"Why  did  you  go  along  with  us?  We  are 
rather  surprised  that  you  should  go  ' 
along  with  us  an  that  point." 

Mr.  Malik  took  out  three  matches  and 
laid  them  in  a  row  on  the  table.  He 
said,  "General,  the  reason  we  went  along 
is  this.  The  first  match  is  cairitalism. 
The  second  match  is  socialism.  The 
third  match  Is  communism.  When  any- 
thing moves  from  the  first  match,  cap- 
italism, along  a  line  to  socialism,  you 
will  always  find  us  there  in  favor  of  that 
movement,  going  along  with  it.  It  will 
take  time  and  patience.  However,  we 
know  that  the  time  is  coming  when  the 
movement  will  be  over  to  the  third 
match,  communism." 

I  say  that  anything  that  concerns  the 
minds  of  men  will  always  have  around  it 
Communists  attempting  to  move  from 
one  point  to  the  next,  to  communism, 
and  attempting  to  influence  our  coun- 
try to  move  along  the  Une  to  com- 
munism. That  is  what  we  must  guard 
against  today. 

There  was  read  into  the  Record  the 
other  day  a  resolution  adopted  by  a 
great  labor  union.  I  am  not  stirprised 
that  the  Communists  are  trying  to  stop 
this  bill.  They  are  in  the  gallery  and  in 
the  corridors  of  the  Capitol  today.  If 
I  were  a  Communist,  I  would  be  trying 
to  stop  it,  too. 

However,  let  me  read  what  the  CIO 
has  said.  I  defy  anyone  to  say  that  the 
CIO  is  trying  to  destroy  unions  in  Amer- 
ica, or  that  it  is  antiunion.  This  is  what 
the  CIO  organization  said  in  1949  in  con- 
nection with  a  resolution  of  expulsion 
directed  against  the  United  Electrical, 
Radio,  and  Machine  Workers  of  Amer- 
ica, a  communications  union,  whose 
members  handle  vital  messages  which 
are  sent  all  over  the  world.  They  are 
radio  and  electrical  workers.  Their 
union  was  expelled  from  the  CIO  on 
November  2,  1949.  Let  me  read  the 
resolution : 

We  can  no  longer  tolerate  within  the 
family  of  CIO  the  Communist  Party  mas- 
querading as  a  labor  union.  The  time  has 
come  when  the  CIO  must  strip  the  mask 
from  these  false  leaders,  whose  only  pur- 
pose is  to  deceive  and  betray  the  workers. 
So  long  as  the  agents  of  the  Conununict 
Party  in  the  labor  movement  enjoy  the  bene- 
fits of  afflliation  with  the  CIO,  they  will  con- 
tinue to  carry  out  this  betrayal  under  the 
protection  of  the  good  name  of  the  CIO. 

Mr.  BUTLEJR.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  FERGUSON.    I  am  glad  to  yield- 
Mr.   BUTLER.     Are  those  men  still 
officers  in  the  union  to  which  the  Sen- 
ator has  referred? 
Mr.  FERGUSON.    I  imderstand  they 

are. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  The  union  still  has  the 
same  officers? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  They  are  in  control  of 
a  very  powerful  union,  whose  workers 
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oar  mat  feeret  iMtatr  sod  radio 
<miUiiiiimt»  «r»  Ihty  not? 

Mr.  VBKraBCHI.   That  U  eocreet. 

Mr.KHOWIAmx  Mr.  Prarident,  will 
ttae  Snwtar  ]riAI? 

lir.  nSQCBOfV.    lyMd. 

Mr.  KNOWLAMD:  The  questton  wu 
niMd  •  mtle^uUer  as  to  why  the  Com- 
iMntiit  Furty.  •■  Bocli.  was  not  outlawed. 
In  ortdttkin  to  whoever  constttutftanal 
<iiwtione  maj  be  Involved.  Is  there  not 
the  addttkmal  factor  that  the  Oom- 
■OBMi  eoukl  very  easUy  call  tiiem- 
adves  br  another  iiame-^or  example, 
the  K  8w  and  IC.  Par^.  whl<±k  to  tbe  Com- 
munlsts  ml^t  mean  the  Lenln-Stsiin- 
MalcDkof  Party— thus  glTing  an  entire^ 
djgerent  OBtward  appeMranee? 

Mr.  FBBOUaON.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MANSPIEU).  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ntEtausON.  What  I  have  read 
are  the  words  of  tbe  CIO.  I  respect  that 
unkm  because  it  is  trying  to  cleanse  itself 
of  communism.  Are  we  going  to  help 
them?  Are  these  the  words  of  a  "union- 
buetlnc"  Senator?  These  are  the  words 
of  the  CIO  thonselves  In  connection 
with  an  attempted  expulsioh  of  Com- 
munists. We  cannot  solve  this  problem 
by  outlawing  the  Commtmist  Party.  We 
can  solve  it  only  by  having  laws  on  the 
statute  booka  which  will  give  equal  inn>- 
tectiontoaB. 

Mr.  President.  Senators  stood  upon  the 
floor  cA  the  Senate  for  long  periods  when 
the  internal  security  bill  was  under  con- 
sideration, and  in  one  case  a  Senator 
exhausted  himself  and  had  to  be  carried 
from  the  floor.  This  debate  should  not 
take  a  long  time.  I  never  was  more  in- 
terested in  anything  in  my  life  than  I 
am  in  having  communism  in  Amfirt^ft 
under  law.  We  have  investigated  suf- 
ficiently, nierefore,  Mr.  President,  I 
raise  my  voice,  and  I  raise  it  loudly  to- 
day, because  I  want  this  proposed  legisla- 
tion  to  pass  and  not  merely  to  have  a 
study  of  the  subject  for  another  decade. 

Mr.  HUMPBRE7.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OPnCER.  The  time 
has  about  expired.  The  Senator  from 
Maryland  has  1  minute  remaining. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  Pr^ident.  I  regret 
that  I  shall  not  be  able  to  yield. 

The  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Magnttson]  to  the  bill 
is  simply  a  parliamentary  device  to  de- 
feat the  pending  legislation.  I  urge 
Members  of  the  Senate  to  stand  up  and 
be  counted  on  the  simple  issue  which  is 
before  the  Senate,  and  not  to  sidestep 
that  issue  hf  voting  for  the  substitute. 

The  instant  bill  is  an  internal-security 
measure,  designed  to  protect  this  Nation 
against  the  Communist  fifth  coliunn.  It 
is  not  an  antilabor  bill.  It  is  not  a  union- 
busting  bill.  It  is  an  internal-security 
measure.  It  has  not  been  hastily  con- 
ceived. TUs  bill  is  a  vital  and  integral 
part,  a  much  needed  part,  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act  of  1950. 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  in  due  time  de- 
feat the  proposed  amendment  and  pass 
thebilL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRiasiDINa  OFFICER.  Tlfe  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 


Burett 

Beioi 

Betutctt' 

Bowflxig 

BrUAer 

BridSM 

Buike 

Budk 

Butler 

Byid 

Capehart 

Carlaon 

Ca«e 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Crlppa 

Daniel 

Dlrkaen 

Doui^as 

Duff 

Dwonhak 

BUender 

Fersuaon 


Pulluiglit 
Oeorge 


McC«rtny 
McClellan 

MllllUn 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Pastore 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

ReTQOlds 

Robertson 

RuBsell 

Saltonstall 

Schoeppel 

Smathers     ' 

Smith,  Malde 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Stennla 

Symington 

Thye 

Upton 

WatlOns 

Welker 

Wiley 

WUliams 

Young 


Tlie  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 

OUlette 

CUrtdwater 

Qore 

Oreen 

Hayden 

Hendrlekaon 

Hennlnga 

Hlckenlooper 

HUl 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackaon 

Jenner 

Jotinaon,  Colo. 

Johnaon,  Tex. 

Johnaton,  S.  C. 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

Kllgore 

Knowland 

Kucnel 

T.ehiti*n 

liOns 

Magnuson 

Malone 

Mansfield 

Martin 

Maybank 

McCarran 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  q)Lio- 
nmi  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substi- 
tute offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [Mr.  Magnuson]. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
have  the  yeas  and  nays  been  ordered? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tliey 
have  not  been  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  jreas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  of- 
fered by  the  Senator  from  Washingiton 
[Mr.  Magnuson]. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  As  I  understand. 
this  yea  and  nay  vote  will  be  on  the 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substi- 
tute which  I  offer  on  behalf  of  myself 
and  other  Senators.    Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  of- 
fered by  the  Senator  from  Washingston 
[Mr.  Magnuson]  for  himself  and  on  be- 
half of  other  Senators. 

The  yeas  and  nays  having  been  or- 
dered, the  clerk  will  call  the  roll.     , 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roU.     I 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  annoimce 
that  the  Senator  from  Vermont  iHr. 
Flanders]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  tMr. 
Langes]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders]  would 
vote  "nay." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  E/wsx- 
LAND],  the  Senators  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  EaviN  and  Mr.  Lennon],  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ke- 
VAUVEE],  and  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Neely]  are  absent  on  of- 
ficial business. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  [|4r. 
Sparkman]  is  necessarily  absent 


I  announce  further  that  on  this  vote 
the  Junior  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Ervxn]  is  paired  wi(h  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Nkxly].  If  present  and  voting,  the 
junior  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
would  vote  "nay"  and  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  would  vote  "yea." 

I  announce  further  that  if  present 
and  voting,  the  senior  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Lennon]  would 
vote  "nay." 

The  result  was  announced- 
nays  57,  as  follows : 


DNi    woiua 
i— yias  31. 


Anderson 

Burke 

Chavez 

Clements 

Cooper 

Oouglaa 

Pulbrlgbt 

Gillette 

Gore 

Oreen 

Hayden 


Aiken 

Barrett 

Beau 

Bennett 

Bo  wring 

Brlcker 

Bridges 

Bush 

Butler 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Carlaun 

Case 

Cordon 

Crlppa 

Daniel 

Dlrkaen 

Duff 

Dworshak 


Eastland 

Ervin 

Flanders 


YEAS — 31 

Hennlnga 

HUl 

Humphrey 

I  VPS 

Jackson 

Johnaon,  Oolo. 

Johnston,  8.  C 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

KUgore 

Lehman 

NAYS — 57 

El  lender 

Ferguson 

Frear 

Oeorge 

Gold  water 

Hendrlekaon 

Hlckenlooper 

Holland 

Jenner 

Johnaon,  Tex. 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Malone 

Martin 

McCarran 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

MllUktn 

Mundt 


Long 

Magnuson 

Manafleld 

Maybai* 

Monronejr 

Morae 

Murray 

Paatore 

Symington 


Payne 

Potter 

PurteU 

Reynolda 

Robertson 

Ruaaell 

SaltonstaU 

Schoepfel 

Smath^ 

Smith,  KalM 

Smith.  H.J. 

stennla 

Thye 

Upton 

Watkinf 

Welker 

Wiley 

WUluma 

Yo\inK 


NOT  VOTINO— 8 

Kefauver  Neely 

Langer  8parkn»n 

Lennon 


So  Mr.  Magnvson's  amendment  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute  was  rejected. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  vote  by  which  the  amend- 
ment in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  was 
rejected  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Several  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senafbr  from  New  York  is  recognized. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to 
the  desk  an  amendment,  ask  that  it  be 
stated,  and  ask  for  its  Immediate  con- 
sideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  line  14, 
page  2,  following  the  words  "Armed 
Forces",  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing language: 

Provided,  however.  That  any  labor  organ- 
ization which  la  an  affiliate  in  good  standing 
of  a  national  federation  whose  poliqlea  and 
activities  have  been  directed  to  oppoalng 
Communlat  organizations,  any  Ck>nununlst 
foreign  government,  or  the  world  CJommu- 
nlst  movement,  shall  be  presumed  not  to  be 
a  Communist-Infiltrated  organlzatioD. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  the  amend- 
ment would  exempt  from  the  proivisions 
of  S.  3706  bona  fide  labor  organitations 


whose  loyalty  to  the  United  States  has 
been  proven  on  innumerable  occasions. 
I  am  in  full  sympathy  with  the  pur- 
poses of  S.  3706.  a.s  I  know  that  certain 
so-called  labor  organizations  have  been 
and  are  being  used  by  the  forces  of  in- 
ternational communism  to  destroy  free 
trade  unionism  and  our  democratic  form 
of  government.  On  the  other  hand,  or- 
ganizations such  fes  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor,  the  Congress  of  Indus- 
trial Organizations,  and  the  Railroad 
brotherhoods  destrve  a  great  deal  of 
credit  for  their  unceasing  efforts  to  weed 
out  subversive  influences  in  labor  organ- 
izations. It  is  common  knowledge  that 
the  Communists  have  infiltrated  into 
labor  organizations  in  every  country 
ahich  has  succumbed  to  the  domination 
of  Soviet  Russia,  because  free  trade 
unionism  is  the  greatest  bulwark  against 
any  form  of  totalitarianism. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  IVES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  1  know  how  easy  it  is, 
when  one  starts  citing  specific  organiza- 
tions, to  overlook  one  and  not  include  it 
in  the  list;  but  I  am  sure  I  am  correct 
when  I  say  that  the  Senator  from  New 
York  will  agree  with  me  that  the  United 
Mine  Workers  organization  also  has  car- 
ried on  a  very  effective  fight  against 
communism  within  its  ranks. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  might  well  have  added 
that  organization  I  said  organizations 
such  as  the  American  Federation  of  La- 
bor, and  so  forth. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  Is  right. 
Mr.  IVES.  Mr  President,  in  our  ef- 
forts to  eliminat*?  Communist  domina- 
tion from  free  trude  unionism,  we  must 
be  most  careful  not  to  destroy  trade 
unionism  itself. 

The  bill  befon?  the  Senate  contains 
broad  standards  lor  determining  wheth- 
er or  not  an  org;inization  is  a  Commu- 
nist-action or  a  Communist-front  or- 
ganization. Although  there  is  no  pres- 
ent danger  vhat  any  bona  fide  labor  or- 
ganization woulc  be  construed  to  fall 
Within  these  standards,  we  must  be  cer- 
tain that  true  and  tried  supporters  of 
democracy,  such  as  those  to  which  I 
have  referred,  are  not  placed  in  jeop- 
ardy. 

Therefore.  I  urge  the  favorable  con- 
sideration of  my  amendment,  which 
would  exempt  fiom  the  coverage  of  S. 
3706  free  and  democratic  labor  organi- 
zations which  have  proved  their  undying 
loyalty  to  the  United  States  of  America 
on  every  occasion  when  our  democratic 
way  of  life  has  teen  imperiled. 

Mr.  President,  on  my  amendment,  I 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  while  there 
are  a  sufficient  n  amber  of  Senators  pres- 
ent to  get  a  yea-and-nay  vote. 
The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 
Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  my  first 
reaction  is  to  disagree  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  York.  I 
believe  that  the  great  labor  leaders  de- 
serve a  tremendous  amount  of  credit. 
They  have  done  a  creditable  job  in  kick- 
ing out  Commtinist-dominated  unions. 
The  amendment  would  prevent  them 
from  doing  so  in  the  future.  If  there 
were  such  Communist-dominated 
unions,  the  panmt  organizations  would 


not  be  able  to  clean  them  out  and  we 
would  not  be  able  to  clean  them  out, 
under  the  law.  It  would  completely  de- 
feat the  efforts  of  labor  unions  and  of 
those  who  want  to  see  Communist-dom- 
inated unions  purged  of  all  taints  of 
communism. 

Also,  the  amendment  would  place  an 
undue  burden  on  the  Attorney  General 
and  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board.  I  do  not  believe  anyone  should 
have  to  assume  such  a  burden  I  be- 
lieve we  should  all  help  rather  than 
hinder  what  is  proposed  to  be  accom- 
plished by  the  bill  with  regard  to  the 
labor  organizations  of  America. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
York  fMr.  Ives].  On  this  question  the 
yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered. 

Jyir.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  permit  me  to  ask  him  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  rVES.     Certainly. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  have  just  read  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
York.  Does  the  Senator  use  the  word 
"presumed"  in  the  legal  sense? 

Mr.  IVES.     Yes. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  So  it  would  be  a  pre- 
.sumption  which,  in  any  instance,  if  the 
facts  were  so  developed,  could  be  over- 
come? 

Mr.  IVES.  That  is  correct.  That 
was  my  purpose  in  using  that  word. 

OROANIZXD     rNFO-TRATION     BY     COMMTJiriSTS     SO 
mONOUNCED     BT     THE    ATTORNKT     GENERAL 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  rVES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  New  York  if  the  bill 
itself  is  confined  to  labor  -unions  in  the 
extended  investigation  of  subversive  or- 
ganizations or  are  they  simply  included 
if  and  whenever  found  to  be  so  infil- 
trated? 

Mr.  IVES.  I  have  read  the  bill  very 
carefully.  After  reading  it,  I  am  not 
sure  whether  it  is  or  not.  I  think  the 
bill  ought  to  be  amended  in  certan  re- 
spects. I  am  very  much  disturbed 
atjout  a  provision  on  page  4,  section 
13A,  which  I  think  is  altogether  too 
severe. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  If  the  Senator  will 
yield,  may  I  ask  to  which  provision  the 
Senator  is  referr  ng? 

Mr.  IVES.  I  refer  to  the  provision 
that  there  must  be  a  waiting  period  of 
1  year  before  the  organization  can  be 
absolved  from  the  determination  that  it 
was  a  Communist- infiltrated  organiza- 
tion. However,  that  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  amendment  I  have  offered.  I 
was  merely  replying  to  the  question  of 
the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  rVES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  As  I  read  the  sub- 
section referred  to  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  York,  section  13A,  on 
page  4  of  the  bill,  neither  mentions 
labor  unions  nor  is  it  confined  to  labor 
unions.  They  are  simply  included  if  so 
affected.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  IVES.    Yes. 


Mr.  MALONE.  It  merely  refers  to 
any  organization  the  Attorney  General 
may  have  pronoimced  as  being  infil- 
trated by  Communism.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  rVES.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MALONE.  It  seems  to  me  that 
there  has  been  an  attempt  to  pinpoint 
the  proposed  legislation  as  being  aimed 
at  destroying  labor  unions.  That  is  the 
furthest  thing  from  the .  mind  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Nevada  and  I  be- 
lieve of  every  Senator  here  trying  to  find 
a  way  of  reaching  Communist-affected 
organizations. 

Mr.  rVES.     Certainly. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Will  the  Senator  from 
New  York  wait  imtil  I  finish  my  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  rVES.  I  was  going  to  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  Senator  from  New 
York  may  not  agree  when  I  complete  my 
statement.  Tlien.  am  I  to  believe  that 
the  Senator's  feeling  is  that  the  proposed 
legislation  includes  all  Conmiunist-front 
or  Communist-infiltrated  organizations 
which  have  been  difficult  to  reach 
through  existing  legislation? 
Mr.  rVES.  I  would  not  say  so,  no. 
Mr.  MALONE.  Certainly  the  junior 
Senator  from  Nevada  does  not  wish  to 
injure  or  destroy  any  labor  union  that 
is  conducting  its  business  in  a  proper 
way,  and  he  likewise  does  not  wish  to 
have  destroyed  any  other  organization 
that  is  conducting  its  business  in  a 
proper  manner.  The  problem  is  to  reach 
individuals  or  groups  deliberately  organ- 
ized to  injure  this  Nation — and  to  assist 
legitimate  organizations  to  clean  up  their 
own  house  as  many  ol  them  are  trying 
to  do. 

But  there  has  been  di£Bculty  in  dealing 
with  these  Conununist-front  organiza- 
tions— and  in  assisting  legitimate  organ- 
izations in  destroying  Communist  infil- 
tration. The  pending  bill  is  clearly  for 
the  purpKJse  of  creating  a  board  or  estab- 
lishing the  power  to  "put  the  finger"  on 
them  when  so  organized  and  to  destroy 
their  influence. 

Mr.  rVES.  The  bill  does  not  create 
a  board,  for  the  Board  already  exists. 
The  bill  will  utilize  the  services  of  the 
Board  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Then  it  is  not  the  pur- 
pose to  injure  or  destroy  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  or  the  railroad 
brotherhoods  or  any  loyal  American 
organization? 

Mr.  IVES.  I  do  not  think  it  is  the 
purpose  to  destroy  them.  I  have  no 
thought  whatever  that  the  sponsors  of 
the  bill  intend  to  destroy  labor  organi- 
zations. I  do  not  think  that  is  their 
intent.  I  think  that  is  furthest  from 
their  intent. 

But  under  the  bill,  as  it  is  drafted,  I 
believe  a  great  deal  of  damage  can  be 
done  to  bona-flde  labor  organizations. 
That  is  why  I  fear  the  bill. 

Mr.  MALONE.  We  attempt  to  name 
legitimate  labor  organizations.  We 
should  also  name  other  law-abiding  or- 
ganizations. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield;  and  if 
so,  to  whom? 
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Ifir.  VnB.  Mr.  PfesUlent,  I  am  will- 
fag  to  fMd.  In  osdor  to  permit  the  Sen- 
ator from  Mevmda  to  contlnoe.  althougli 
I  sbooM  Vfee  to  haire  it  mktantood  that 
I  have  a  rittal  to  reply  to  the  qaestioos 
be  adB  ne. 

Ifr.  ICALONK:  Tes;  after  I  have 
flniiiiwr  asking  the  questions. 

Mr.  ZVKB.  Mr.  President.  I  have  the 
floor;  and  aHtunuh  I  am  wlDing  to  yield 
for  quafttoDS,  I  widi  the  Senator  who 
aakt  a  Question  to  siTe  me  an  oppor-> 
tonitgr  to  reply  to  It. 

Mr.  MAIONB.    Then,  Mr.  Fresident, 

this  is  my  question:  Does  not  the  bUl 
apply  to  an  organizations? 

Mr.  IVES.  It  is  aimed  principally  at 
labor  orsaniaations. 

Mr.  MALCHOE.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
aimed  at  any  qwciflc  tjrpe  of  organin- 
ttons.  however.  I  agree  that  the  Senate 
sifeedies  have  bera  slanted  that  way. 

Mr.  IVES.  The  Senator  frtnn  Nevada 
«  may  liot  think  so;  but  according  to  all 
the  evidence  which  has  been  produced 
and  according  to  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee, the  bill  is  principally  aimed  at 
such  organisations. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  wHl  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield  further  to 
me? 

Mr.  IVES.    C^tainly. 

Mr.  MAIONE.  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  in  much  of  the  debate,  the 
speeches  which  have  been  made — ^prob- 
ably for  pubUc  consiunption — wo\ild  put 
_  Senators  who  vote  in  favor  of  the  legis- 

1^  lation  in  the  position  of  trying  to  destroy 

labor  unions  when  nothing  could  be  far- 
ther from  the  truth. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  slx>uld  like  to  answer  on 
that  point. 

Mr.  MAIiONE.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  Senator  from  New  York  do  so. 

Mr.  rVES.  I  shall  construe  the  Sen- 
ator's statement  as  a  question.  I  do  not 
think  Senators  who  vote  for  the  bill  tend 
to  destroy  labor  organizations;  I  do  not 
think  that  is  their  purpose,  and  I  never 
would  construe  a  vote  in  favor  of  the 
bill  to  be  a  vote  of  that  type  at  all. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Then  I  shall  ask  the 
question  again,  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  York:  If  it  appears 
necessary,  from  the  speeches  which  have 
been  made  in  the  last  several  hours,  to 
mention  certoin  labor  unions  that  are 
obviously  above  reproach,  would  not  it 
also  be  necessary  to  mention  certain 
other  organizations  which  are  obviously 
Clear  of  all  suspicion? 

Mr.  IVES.  That  could  be  done,  but  I 
do  not  think  that  is  the  chief  purpose  of 
^^^^  the  bill.  I  believe  the  chief  purpose  Is 
[||:  the  elimination  of  communism  from  la- 
bor organizations;  and  therefore  an 
amendment  of  the  tjrpe  I  have  pro- 
posed  

Mr.  BCALONE.  Of  course  the  Senator 
from  New  York  is  entitled  to  that  opin- 
ion, but  tJie  Junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
does  not  think  the  proposed  legislation 
is  aimed  at  any  Intimate  lawful  organ- 
ization or  one  not  officially  designated  as 
Communist  infiltrated. 

Mr.  rVES.  I  have  read  the  report, 
and  the  wgori  seems  definitely  to  indi- 
cate that.    That  is  all  I  know  about  it. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  IVES.    I  yield. 
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ICr.  BU'lUSR.  The  Senator  fh>m 
Mew  York  Just  voted  to  have  a  further 
study  made  in  connection  with  the 
problem  ■ 

Mr.  IVES.    I  certainly  did. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  But  now  the  Senator 
from  New  York  brings  to  the  floof  an 
amendment,  which  no  one  else  has  ever 
seen,  which  goes  directly  to  the  heart  of 
the  bill.  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  way 
to  legislate. 

Mr.  IVES.  Then  why  did  not  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  vote  in  favor  of  hav- 
ing a  further  study  made? 

Mr.BXTTLER.  Because  I  did  not  ttiink 
that  amendment  was  sound,  and  neither 
do  I  believe  the  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  is  practicable. 

Mr.  IVES.     I  think  it  is  sound. 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  mak- 
ing a  study,  I  have  had  some  experience 
in  dealing  with  labor-management  rela- 
tions and  labor-management  problems. 
Prom  long  experience  in  that  field,  one 
learns  that  the  way  to  resolve  a  question, 
when  there  is  a  conflict  of  feeling  of  this 
type,  is  to  get  the  groups  together,  as 
proposed  by  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Washington. 

For  that  reason,  I  voted  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington. The  amendment  itself  would 
have  delayed  action  on  this  matter  lor  a 
period  of  only  approximately  5  moaths. 
and  I  think  it  would  be  far  better  to  get 
the  parties  in  interest  to  sit  down  and 
arrive  at  sometliing  on  which  tliey  would 
at  least  be  in  agreement. 

By  the  way.  let  me  point  out  that  the 
amendment  provided  for  consultation 
with  Members  of  the  House  of  RepreBen- 
tetlves  and  Members  of  the  Senate.  I 
believe  it  is  far  better  to  legislate  in  that 
way  than  to  legislate  out  of  the  wlhole 
cloth,  as  we  are  now  legislating. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  We  are  not  legislating 
out  of  the  whole  cloth.  This  matter  has 
received  very  careful  study.  I  do  not 
agree  with  the  Senator  from  New  York 
that  this  is  a  question  of  labor-mai«ige- 
ment  relations.  It  is  a  question  of  iater- 
nal  security. 

Mr.  IVES.  I,  too.  think  it  is  a  ques- 
tion of  internal  security;  but  I  thiak  it 
has  a  definite  bearing  on  labor-man&ge- 
ment  relations.  The  very  fact  that  the 
Taft-Hartley  Act  would,  in  effect,  be 
amended  by  the  bill  demonstrates  that 
the  bill  is  dealing  with  labor-manage- 
ment relations. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
real  foimdation  of  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York  is  that  if 
Communists  happen  to  be  in  good  com- 
pany, there  will  be  a  presumption  in 
their  favor?  ■. 

Mr.  IVES.    Not  at  all.  I 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Then  what  does  the 
amendment  mean? 

Mr.  IVES.  It  means  exactly  what  it 
says. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Then  let  me  read  the 
amendment  at  this  time: 

Provided,  hotoever,  That  any  labor  oigan- 
ization  which  is  an  affiliate  in  good  stanrllng 
of  a  national  federation  whose  policies  and 
activities  have  been  directed  to  opposing 
Conununist  organizations,  any  Communist 
foreign  government,  or  the  world  Commu- 
nist movement,  shall  be  presumed  not  to  be 
a  "CommuniBt-inflltrated  organization.** 


It  might  be  that  the  afllliatea  were 
completely  dominated  by  comn»unism; 
but  this  amendment  would  give  them  a 
cloalE  of  immunity  simply  because  they 
associate  with  nice  people.  Thatt  is  not 
the  way  for  us  to  proceed. 

Mr.  IVES.  Let  me  emphasize  the  im- 
portance of  the  words  "in  good  stand- 
ing." They  must  be  in  good  standtog; 
otherwise,  they  are  not  presumed  to  fall 
within  the  purview  of  the  amendment 
That  malces  a  great  deal  of  difference. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  IVES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Will  the  Senator  from 
New  York  read  his  amendment  aeain? 

Mr.  IVES.     Yes. 

Mr.  COOPER.  At  what  point  in  the 
bill  is  the  amendment  offered? 

Mr.  IVES.  It  Is  offered  to  P4ge  2  of 
the  bill,  in  line  14,  following  the  words 
"Armed  Forces."  The  amendihent  is 
offered  to  section  2  of  the  bill,  and  it 
would  insert  the  following  words: 

Provided,  however.  That  any  labor  organ- 
ization which  is  an  affiliate  in  good  standing 
of  a  national  federation — 

And  let  me  emphasize  again  the  im- 
portance of  the  words  "in  good  stond- 
ing,"  because  all  of  us  know  that  the 
great  federations  of  labor,  the  great  la- 
bor organizations,  have  been  doing  their 
utmost  to  get  communism  out  of  their 
affiliates,  out  of  their  interna tionnls,  and 
out  of  their  locals.  That  is  why  the 
important  words  here  are  "in  good 
standing." 

1  shall  start  again  at  the  beginning 
of  the  amendment:  j 

Provided,  however,  that  any  labor  organ- 
ization which  is  an  affiliate  in  good  standing 
of  a  national  federation  whose  policies  and 
activities  have  been  directed  to  opposing 
Communist  organizations,  any  Colnrrunlst 
foreign  government,  or  the  world  Commu- 
nist movement,  shall  be  presumed  not  to 
be  a  Communlst-inflltrated  organisatlcn. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  wish  to  ask  the  dis- 
tinguislied  Senator  from  New  York  a 
question  regarding  the  proper  interpre- 
tation of  the  words  •shall  t>e  presumed." 

On  page  4  of  the  bill,  we  find  the  sec- 
tion entitled  "Proceedings  With  Re- 
spect to  Communist-Infiltrated  Organ- 
izations"; and  section  13A  sets  forth  the 
proceedings  which  will  be  followed  in 
arriving  at  a  detei-mination  that  such 
an  organizaion  is  a  CommuniiBt-infil- 
trated  organization. 

Does  the  Senator  from  New  Vork  in- 
tend in  any  way,  or  does  he  Consider 
that  it  would  be  the  punpose  of  the  word 
"presumed,"  to  prevent  the  Attorney 
General  from  initiating  any  petition  or 
proceeding  to  declare  any  particular  or- 
ganization Communist  dominated  or 
Communist  infiltrated? 

Mr.  IVES.  No;  that  is  not  the  intent 
at  all. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Then  is  it  tht  inter- 
pretation of  the  Senator  from  New  York 
that  his  amendment  would  not  prevent 
the  Attorney  General  from  initiating 
any  such  action? 

Mr.  rVES.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  rVES.  I  am  trying  to  ans(wer  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky. 


Mr.  COOPER.  And  there  would  not 
be  any  presumption? 

Mr.  IVES.  There  is  what  Is  known  as 
a  rebuttoble  presumption. 

Mr.  CXX)PER.  The  blU,  8.  y706,  to  an 
amendment  to  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Act  of  1950.  As  I  understand. 
the  act  of  1950  provides  for  Judicial 
review  of  the  determination  of  the 
Board. 

Mr.  IVES.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  assume,  as  has  been 
brought  out  by  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia, that  the  words  in  the  amendment 
of  the  SMiator  from  New  York  simply 
establish  what  would  be  a  rebuttoble 
presumption.  If  upon  a  determination 
by  the  Board  Itself,  and  then  later,  if 
a  review  were  made  by  the  court,  it 
would  be  a  question  whether  or  not 
there  were  sufficient  facts  to  overturn  the 
rebuttoble  presumption. 

Mr.  rVES.    Exactly. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  wish  to  ask  one  or 
two  other  questions. 

I  understood  the  intent  of  the  Sena- 
tor's amendment  would  be  to  create 
presumption  in  favor  of  a  labor  union 
organization,  which  was  a  part  of  a  fed- 
eration whose  opposition  to  communism 
in  unions  was  well  known,  such  as  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor,  the  Unit- 
ed Mine  Workers  of  America,  of  the  CIO. 

Mr.  rVES.  That  Is  why  the  words  "in 
good  stondtog"  are  in  the  amendment. 

Mr.  COOPER.  But  there  would  be 
nothing  in  the  amendment  which  would 
prevent  an  inquiry  by  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral or  a  determination  by  the  Board 
either  against  the  ff^deratlon  or  against 
an  affiliate  of  the  federation.  If  the  facts 
were  thought  sufficient  to  require  such 
an  inquiry. 

Mr.  IVES.  That  Is  correct.  That  Is 
definitely  the  totent  of  the  amendment. 
Nothing  stonds  in  the  way  of  such  action 
by  the  Attorney  General  or  the  Board. 

I  might  as  well  yield  to  the  Senators 
one  at  a  time,  as  they  stand  to  front  of 
me.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land. 

Mr.  BUTLER  The  Senator's  amend- 
ment gives  this  presumption  to  an  or- 
ganization or  an  afDUate  "to  good  stand- 
ing." In  good  stonding  in  what  re- 
spect— that  they  pay  their  dues,  or  that 
they  do  good  work?  What  docs  it 
mean? 

Mr.  IVES.  In  good  standing  to  line 
with  the  terms  of  the  bill  and  the  Uw. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  do  not  think  that  is 
any  way  to  legislate.  I  think  "to  good 
stonding"  could  mean  anything.  They 
are  to  good  standing  if  they  pay  their 
dues.  They  are  to  good  stonding  if  they 
live  up  to  the  constltutton  of  their  par- 
ent organization.  I  do  not  know  what 
It  means. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  think  the  term  "In  good 
stonding"  is  very  clear. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  IVES.    We  are  dealtog  definitely 
with  labor  organizations. 
Mr.  BITTLER.    That  is  true. 
Mr.  IVES.    The  Senator  knows  what 

is  intended  by  ^abor  organizations." 

He  knows  what  Is  intended  by  the  term 

"in  good  stonding"  with  respect  to  Com- 
munist infiltration.    We  are  dealing  (fis- 


tlnctly  with  Communist  infiltration,  and 
nothingelse, 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  rVES.  The  Senator  from  lylary- 
land  and  I  Just  do  not  agree. 

I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, who  has  been  trying  to  get 
me  to  yield  for  some  time. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  covered  most  of 
the  questions  I  had  to  mind.  It  is  my 
understanding  that  the  Senator  from 
New  York  Is  trying  by  this  amendment 
to  say,  by  the  word  "presumed,"  that  a 
labor  union  which  is  an  affiliate  of  a  na- 
tional organization  and  which  is  to  good 
standing  with  the  national  organization 
is  presumed  not  to  be  a  Communist-infil- 
trated union.  That  means  there  is  a 
prima  facie. caw  that  it  is  not  one;  but 
It  does  not  mean  that  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral cannot  proceed,  if  he  has  facts  which 
wlU  overcome  that  prima  facie  case. 

Mr.  IVES.  That  is  correct.  That  is 
what  is  totended. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  the 
whole  purpose  of  it? 

Mr.  IVES.  That  is  the  whole  purpose 
of  it. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  General 
Electric  Co.  is  a  large  organization  to 
my  Stote  and  In  New  York  Stote,  and 
in  its  employ  are  members  of  several 
unions  which  have  been  havtog  difficul- 
ties with  each  other  continuously.  One 
of  those  unions  is  in  good  stonding.  as 
I  understood,  with  the  CIO.  The  other 
union  is  not  to  good  stonding,  and  Is  not 
connected  with  the  CIO.  What  the  Sen- 
ator means  is  that  the  union  which  is 
In  good  stonding  with  the  CIO  and  con- 
cerning which  there  is  no  evidence  to 
overcmne  a  prima  facie  case  should  come 
wlthto  the  proviso;  and  that  the  other 
union,  which  is  not  connected  with  the 
CIO,  and  concerning  which  there  is  some 
evidence  of  Communist  infiltration, 
would  not  come  within  the  purview  of 
the  provision. 

Mr.  IVES.  Definitely  it  would  not. 
That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  So  "to  good 
stonding"  means  to  good  standing  to 
connection  with  the  other  terminology 
of  the  bill;  it  is  not  a  question  whether 
dues  are  paid  or  are  not  paid. 

Mr.  IVES.    It  applies  specifically  to 
subversion    and    communism,    nothtog 
else. 
Mr.  FERGUSON  and  Mr.  BUTLER 

addressed  the  Chair.       

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield,  and  if 
so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  IVEB.  I  must  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan  first,  because  he  has 
been  trying  to  get  me  to  yield  for  some 
time. 

Mr.  naiGUSON.  This  morning  the 
Senator  from  Mlch^an  quoted  a  strong- 
ly worded  resolution  of  the  CIO  expel- 
ling an  affiliate  for  Conununist  domliui- 
tion. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  did  not  happen  to  hear 
the  Senator.  I  assume  that  was  the  UE. 
was  it  not? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Tes.  Does  the 
Senator's  amendment  mean  that  if  a 
union  is  not  expelled  by  resolution,  it 
to  to  good  standing? 


» 


Mr.  IVES.  Not  at  all.  It  does  not 
have  to  be  expelled  to  be  not  to  good 
standing. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     The  next  question: 

The  Senator  says  It  to  a  rebuttoble  pre- 
sumption. In  law  there  are  two  Icinda 
of  presimiptions.  One  is  known  as  a 
conclusive  presumption,  which  evidence 
cannot  overcome.  I  am  glad  the  Sena- 
tor has  stoted  and  now  stotes  that  the 
presumption  in  this  case  to  not  intended 
to  be  a  conclusive  presumption. 

Mr.  IVES.  It  is  not  intended  to  be 
a  conclusive  presimiptlon. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    It  can  be  rebutted 

by  evidence. 
Mr.  IVES.  That  to  correct. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  There  would  be 
merely  a  prima  facie  case,  as  we  lawyers 
speak  of  it,  so  that  if  no  other  evidence 
were  totroduced  before  the  Attorney 
General  or  the  Board,  but  the  unton 
was  an  affiliate  of  a  national  federation 
which  said.  "This  union  Is  to  good  stand- 
ing so  far  as  Communist  domination  is 
concerned,"  then  the  Board  would  have 
no  alternative  but  to  say  there  had  been 
a  prima  facie  case  made,  and  no  action 
could  be  taken. 

Mr.  IVES.  That  Is.  assuming  no 
other  evidence  were  totroduced. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  to  what  Z 
mean. 

Mr.  rVES.  In  line  with  the  Soiator'a 
stotement.  jres. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  If  the  Attorney 
General  introduced  evidence  which 
overcame  the  prima  fade  presumption. 
then  action  could  be  taken  by  the 
Board. 

Mr.  IVES.  That  to  the  totmtion  of 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  assume  the  Sena- 
tor would  allow  the  rules  of  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Board  to  con- 
trol as  to  the  admission  of  evidence. 

Mr.  IVES.  The  Senator  will  remem- 
ber that  I  strongly  supported  the  act 
back  to  1950.  I  am  not  trying  to.  get 
away  from  it.  • 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  think  we  ought 
to  make  the  record  very  clear  as  to 
what  we  are  trying  to  do  here  today. 
If  the  presumption  may  be  overcome, 
then  it  to  up  to  the  Board  to  determtoe 
whether  there  has  been  sufBcient  evi- 
dence totroduced  to  overcome  the  prima 
facie  case  of  good  stonding  of  the  union. 
Mr.  IVES.  I  agree  to  that  stotemmt. 
I  want  to  make  clear  where  I  stand. 
That  stotement  to  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Of  coiuw.  the  Sen- 
ator to  the  author  of  the  amendment,  and 
therefore  hto  Interpretotion  to  very  ma- 
terial to  determining  what  the  coorto 
will  consider. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  think  the  toterpretotton 
we  are  developing  on  the  floor  to  very 
material. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  think  the  toter- 
pretotion  oi  the  Senator  who  has  offered 
the  amendment  to  very  material  to  thto 
questicm. 

May  I  bA  what  kind  of  xmion  the 
Senator  has  described  to  hto  amend- 
ment? Were  the  words,  'intematfcmal 
unkm.**  or  what  to  the  exact  ter- 
mincdogy? 

Mr.  IVES.    NO.  I  do  not  ose  the 
-intematfamaL"    It  reads,  "good 
tog  of  a  national  federatfcxi.'* 
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Ifr.  nSBQUSON.  Will  ttie  Senator 
eaplatp.  ao  the  record  wlU  be  clear,  what 
la  meant  by  a  "national  federatkm"? 

lAr.  IVE&  I  think  I  covered  that  In 
my  eaiUer  remarks.  What  I  have  in 
mliMl  are  organlBations  like  the  Amer- 
ican federation  of  Labor,  the  Congress 
of  Industrial  Oi^anizatkms,  the  Railroad 
BrotberboodB.  and  the  United  Ifflne 
Wtakers.  They  are  four  big  national 
orgaoiaations. 

Mr.  VEROUSON.  Does  the  Senator 
Intoid  to  include  any  labor  union  which 
la  rec(«nized  by  the  National  Labor 
RelatlODa  Board? 

Mr.  rVES.    No. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  not  the  de- 
termination? 

Mr.  IVES.  No;  4hat  has  nothing  to 
do  with  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  wanted  to  have 
It  dear  on  the  record. 

Ifr.  MORSE.  With  regard  to  the 
meaning  of  the  language  of  the  amend- 
ment, the  phrase  "in  good  standing" 
meana  that  if  a  local  union  is  wider  in- 
vestigation by  its  national  organization 
In  connection  with  financial  irregulari- 
tlea,  at  that  time  it  is  not  a  union  in 
good  standing;  do^  it  not? 

Mr.  IVES.  Not  in  that  sense  of  the 
word;  no. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  a  union  is  under  in- 
vestigation at  the  time  for  any  violation 
of  the  international  laws  of  the  union, 
while  that  investigation  is  going  on,  the 
union  is  not  in  good  standing;  is  it? 

Mr.  IVES.     No. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  a  union  is  imder  in- 
vestigation by  its  national  organization 
for  Communist  activities  or  for  violation 
of  the  Communist  affidavit  requirement, 
or  if  it  is  under  investigation  on  any 
charge  of  any  subversive  activity  within 
the  union,  that  union  is  not  in  good 
standing  at  that  time;  is  it? 

Mr.  IVES.  It  is  definitely  not  in  good 
Standing. 

Mr.  MORSE.  What  the  Senator  from 
New  York  is  doing,  if  I  imderstand  him 
correctly — and  I  completely  agree  with 
his  objective — is  seeking  to  provide  by 
his  amendment  that  the  unions,  the  na- 
tional federations,  are  to  be  given  an  op- 
portunity to  clean  their  own  house  in 
regard  to  Comnnuiist  domination  as 
they  have  been  doing? 

Mr.  IVES.  May  I  interrupt  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  MORSE.      Certainly. 

Mr.  rVES.  What  I  am  trying  to  do 
is  to  have  the  Government  cooperate  in 
the  efforts  being  made  by  the  great  labor 
organizations  which  are  trjrlng  to  clean 
house,  and  at  the  same  time  preserve 
the  necessary  protection  to  the  Govern- 
ment Itself  and  to  the  country  Itself. 

Mr.  MORSE.  So  far  as  labor-man- 
agement relationships  are  concerned, 
and  so  far  as  the  relationships  between 
the  Government  and  labor-management 
relationships  are  concerned,  would  not 
one  of  the  benefits  of  this  amendment 
really  be  that  we  would  impliedly  i-ecog- 
nize  the  fact  that  the  national  labor  fed- 
erations are  trying  to  do  a  job  with  re- 
spect to  subversive  activities  problems 
and  that  we  stand  ready  as  a  Govern- 
ment to  assist  them  in  connection  with 
any  imion  which  is  not  in  good  standing. 


so  that  they  will  know  they  are  t0  have 
the  support  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  IVES.  Yes;  and  they  are  also 
expected  to  assist  the  Government. 
There  would  be  a  quid  pro  quo.  Coop- 
eration would  extend  in  both  directions. 

Mr.  MORSE.  As  so  frequently  hap- 
pens, the  Senator  from  New  York  is  one 
Jimip  ahead  of  me.  That  is  the  next 
point  I  wished  to  inquire  about.  In 
ottier  words,  we  are  trying  to  adopt  an 
amendment  which  puts  the  Government 
and  the  unions  In  a  cooperative  rela- 
tionship, and  we  are  not  placing  a  black 
mark  upon  the  unions  in  advanca 

Mr.  IVES.     No  stigma. 

Mr.  MORSE.  We  are  saying  to  the 
unions.  "We  will  give  you  the  benefit  of 
a  rebuttable  presumption." 

Mr.  rVES.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  We  are  also  taying, 
"But  if  we  have  evidence  that  overcomes 
that  rebuttable  presumption  we  will  pro- 
ceed against  any  organization  in  your 
union." 

Mr.  IVES.  That  is  exactly  the  intent 
of  what  Is  contained  in  the  amendment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  IVES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  realize  that  all 
organizations  will  have  the  benefit  of 
the  prestimptlon  of  innocence.  That  is 
the  only  way  we  do  business  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  IVES.  That  is  the  way  we  Started 
operations  in  this  country. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  the  only 
way  we  do  business.  Everyone  has  equal 
protection  under  the  law.  We  assume 
that  to  be  the  case.  Under  the  circum- 
stances. In  accordance  with  the  explana- 
tion of  the  amendment  that  has  been 
placed  in  the  Record,  and  is  a  part  of 
the  legislative  history,  I  should  like  to 
ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Maryland,  if  the  Senator  from  New  York 
will  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  rV^ES.  Mr.  President,  provided  I 
do  not  lose  the  floor,  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan  so  that  he  maf  ask  a 
question  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  this  not  an 
aiflendment  that  should  be  accepted  by 
the  Senator  from  Maryland?  After  all, 
what  we  are  trying  to  do  is  to  estab- 
lish a  procedure  which  will  allow  labor 
unions  and  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment to  throw  out — let  us  use  that  ex- 
pression, because  that  is  what  we  are 
trying  to  do— the  Communists  whe  dom- 
inate and  penetrate  unions,  and  thus 
dominate  the  minds  and  the  actions  of 
men. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  will  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan,  on  the  basis  of  the 
legislative  history  that  has  here  been 
made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  con- 
nection with  the  amendment,  and  with 
respect  to  the  purposes  of  the  Senator's 
amendment,  that  I  would  accept  the 
amendment.  The  amendment  thould 
tend  to  bring  the  Government  and  the 
labor  unions  Into  a  closer  working  rela- 
tionship, which  would  be  for  the  good  of 
all  of  us.  As  I  said  at  the  beginning,  I 
would  not  hurt  any  legitimate  labor  or- 
ganization. I  am  willing  to  accept  any 
reasonable  amendment.    I  think  this  is  a 


reasonable  amendment.  It  gtves  labor 
a  chance  to  clean  its  own  houses  If  labor 
does  not  clean  its  own  house,  the  Govern- 
ment says,  "We  will  proceed  anyway,  be- 
cause we  have  the  evidence." 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  it  not  correct  to 
say  that  under  the  amendment  a  union 
itself  could  endeavor  on  all  oqcaslons  to 
cleanse  itself  of  Communist  domination, 
so  that  it  would  not  be  criticised  before 
the  public  for  not  cleansing  itself? 

Mr.  BUTLER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  After  all,  the 
unions  themselves  know  better  than  any- 
one else  who  is  Communist  dominated. 

Mr.  BUTLER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  procedure 
would  involve  teamwork  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  the  Board,  the  Attor- 
ney General's  Office,  and  the  unions,  in 
ferreting  out  Communists.  It  will  re- 
quire some  ferreting,  because  when  the 
Communists  get  into  any  kind  of  organ- 
ization they  work  like  termites  in  the 
dark. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  agree  with  the  Sen- 
ator.   I  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  think  it  is  a  very 
good  amendment. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  I  under- 
stand the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  or- 
dered on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICtR.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  do  not  beheve  the 
yeas  and  nays  have  been  ord0red. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names; 

McCarthy 

McClellftn 

MllUkln 

Moaroney 

MoilBe 

Mundt 

Mutray 

Fastore 

Payhe 

Potter 

Purtell 

Reytiolcis 

Roljertson 

Ruieell 

SalConstall 

SchCK'ppel 

SinAthers 

Smtth,  Maine 

Smilth,  N.J. 

6te«nl8 

Synilngton 

Thjte 

Upton 

Wattldns 

Welker 

WU»y 

Wlltlams 

Young 


Aiken 

Gillette 

Anderson 

Goldwal«r 

Barrett 

Gore 

Beau 

Green 

Bennett 

Hayden 

Bowring 

Hendrickson 

Brlcker 

Hennlngs 

Bridges 

Hlckenlooper 

Burke 

Hill 

BviFh 

Holland 

Butler 

Humphrey 

Byrd 

Ives 

Capehart 

Jackson 

Carlson 

Jenncr 

Case 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Chavez 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Clements 

Johnston,  8.  C 

Cooper 

Kennedy 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Crippa 

KUgore 

Daniel 

Knowland 

Dlrksen 

Kuchel 

Douglas 

Lehman 

Duff 

Long 

Dworshak 

Magnuson 

Ellender 

Malone 

Ferguson 

Manr:field 

Frear 

Martin 

Pulbright 

Maytmnk 

George 

McCarran 

iOER 


OPFIOER     [Mr. 
A  quort^m  is  pres- 


The  PRESIDING 
Cooper  in  the  chair  J. 
ent. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  New 
York  a  question. 

Reference  was  made  to  the  presump- 
tion of  innocence  of  any  perton  under 
the  proposed  amendment. 

Mr.  rVES.    That  is  correct. 


t 


Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  it  not  possible, 
even  though  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been 
ordered,  for  the  Senator  to  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  insert  language  to  pro- 
vide that  not  only  organizations  con- 
nected with  a  national  federation,  but 
also  other  labor  organizations,  should 
enjoy  the  benefit  of  such  a  presumption, 
so  that  we  would  not  be  in  the  position  of 
having  the  presumption  api^  to  some 
while  excluding  others? 

Mr.  IVES.  It  is  not  my  intention  to 
discriminate  against  other  labor  organi- 
zations. In  order  to  avoid  any  such 
possibility  in  the  amendment  which  I  am 
proposing.  I  suggest  that  the  amendment 
be  modified,  after  the  words  "national 
federation."  by  adding  "or  other  labor 
organizations." 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  think  that  would 
cover  the  subject. 

Mr.  rVES.  I  think  that  would  take 
care  of  everything  which  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  has  in  mind. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  BUTLfR.  Mr.  President,  would 
the  Senator  from  New  York  read  into 
the  Rbcoks  the  amendment  as  it  is  now 
modified? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  IVES.  I  yiekl  to  the  Senator  from 
Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Is  it  the  purpose  of 
the  Senator's  modification  to  make  it 
clear  that  any  labor  union,  regardless 
of  whether  or  not  it  is  affiliated  with  one 
of  the  patif>ni^i  orKanizaiions  which  is 
against  communism,  so  long  as  it  is  a 
lawful  labor  union,  large  or  small,  has 
the  benefit  of  a  presumption  of  inno- 
cence which  must  be  overcome  by  com- 
petent proof? 

Mr.  IVES.  I  think  that  is  what  should 
be  done,  in  aU  fairness.  That  is  the 
purpose  of  the  modification. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  If  the  Senator  from 
New  York  so  provides  in  his  amendment, 
I  Shan  support  it.  But  U  be  attempts 
to  make  a  distinction  between  a  labor 
organization  which  is  affiliated  with  a 
large  organization,  and  a  smaller  union 
or  labor  organization  which  is  not  so 
affiliated.  I  could  not  support  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  IVES.    I  yleM. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  caD  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  New  York  and  of 
the  Senate  as  a  whole  to  the  fact  that 
already  certain  unions  have  been,  to  use 
a  common  expression,  "kicked  out,"  by 
national  organizations.    Is  the  Senator 
attempting  to  say  that  their  expulston 
was  an  erroneous  action? 
Mr.  IVES.   No. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  seems  to  me 
that  that  is  what  Uie  Senator's  amend- 
ment would  accomplish. 

Mr.  rVES.  No.  If  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  had  been  present  when  the  col- 
loquy was  taking  place  between  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  (Mr.  Butub],  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  FracusoN], 
and  myself,  he  would  have  understood 
that  that  question  was  cleared  up.  That 
is  not  the  purpose  of  the  amendment  at 
aU. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  presumption 
of  innocence  cannot  operate  in  favor  ol 


an  organization  already  ezpdled  by  a 
parent  organization. 

Mr.  IVES.  No.  The  presumption 
would  not  be  in  favor  of  an  organiza- 
tion which  had  been  kicked  out 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  what  I  had 
in  mind. 

Mr.  IVES.  The  amendment  is  in- 
tended to  operate  in  exactly  the  opposite 
way. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  srield? 

Mr.  IVES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KHiOORE.  Does  the  Senator's 
modification  take  care  of  an  organiza- 
tion like  the  United  Mine  Workers  of 
America,  which  has  in  its  own  constitu- 
tion provided  against  communism? 

Mr.  IVES.  The  United  Mine  Workers 
would  be  covered  in  the  amendment  as 
it  was  originally  submitted.  It  is  a  na- 
tional organization.  As  I  prc^Mxed  to 
modify  the  amendment,  the  United  Mine 
Workers  and  similar  organizations 
would  be  covered.  I  shall  read  the 
amendment  as  it  is  modified: 

ProvideA,  however.  That  any  labor  organi- 
catlon  which  la  an  affiliate  In  good  standing 
of  a  national  federation  or  other  labor  or- 
ganisation whoae  policies  and  activities  have 
been  directed  to  opposing  Communist  or- 
ganizations, any  Oommuntst  foreign  govern- 
ment or  tlie  world  Communist  movement, 
sliaU  be  presumed  not  to  be  a  "Commnntat- 
InfUtrated  organization." 

I  think  that  takes  care  of  every  situ- 
ation. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Bftr.  Pres- 
ident, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  rVBS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Does  the 
amendment  take  care  of  an  unaflUiated 
labor  organization,  an  independent  or- 
ganization which  is  not  affiliated? 

Mr.  IVBB.  Yes.  The  amendment 
reads: 

Any  labor  organization  which  la  an  affiliate 
In  good  standing  of  a  natlonsa  federation  or 
other  labor  organlsatloii — 

That  is  inclusive.  It  covers  any  inde- 
pendent labor  organization  or  other  la- 
bor organiiaUon. 

Mr.  BUnXR.  Is  it  the  (H»inion  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York  that  if  the  Sen- 
ate should  agree  to  the  amendment,  some 
of  the  labor  organizations  wtiich  have 
:  Jcn  ejected  tqr  the  CIO  could  say.  "We 
have  been  approved  by  the  United  States 
Senate.  We  are  perfectly  ixmooent  of 
any  wrongdoing"? 

Mr.  rVBB.  No;  there  is  no  presump- 
tion of  innocence  in  such  a  case. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Those  unions  would 
not  be  protected  and  would  not  be  able 
to  mi^  such  a  claim? 

Mr.  IVES.  No;  the  amendment  pro- 
vides quite  the  contrary. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  While  I  have  not 
the  exact  language  in  mind.  I  respect- 
fully suggest  that  the  words  "shall  be 
presumed  prima  facie"  should  be  in- 
cluded. 

Mr.  IVES.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada desire  to  have  those  words  in- 
cluded? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     I  do. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  shall  modify  the  amend- 
ment by  including  those  words. 

BCr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  now  read  the  amendment  as  it 
has  been  modified? 


Mr.  IVSa  I  shall  have  to  begin  teck 
a  Uttle  way. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  that  tlw 
entire  amendment  be  read  in  Its  pro- 
posed modified  form. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  .^ 
Senate  again  state  at  what  page  and  line  ^ 
the  amendment  appears? 

Mr.  IVES.  On  page  2.  hi  line  14.  after 
"Armed  Forces".  I  propose  an  unend- 
ment  as  follows: 

Piwided,  however,  "mat  any  labor  organi- 
zation wlilch  is  an  affiliate  in  good  ■**»«<<  t««n 
of  a  national  federation  or  oUier  labor  organi- 
zation whose  policies  and  activities  bare  been 
directed  to  opposing  Communist  organiza- 
tions, any  Conununlst  foreign  government, 
or  the  world  Communist  movement,  diaU  be 
presumed  prima  facie  not  to  be  a  Commu- 
nist-lnlUtrated  orgaaiiation. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  IVEB.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  Is  it  the  opinion  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Yorlc 
that  his  amendment,  if  adopted,  would, 
provide  a  sufficient  modification  of  the* 
three  lines  immediately  preceding.  name« 
ly.  that  an  organization  which  had  been 
on  strike  in  a  concern  which  provided 
material  needed  by  the  Armed  Forces 
would  not  be  adjudged  a  Communist-In- 
filtrated organization? 

Mr.  rVES.  I  did  not  quite  understand 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  GORE.  If  the  Senator  will  read 
lines  11.  12,  and  13,  on  page  2 

Mr.  rVES.    I  am  reading  them. 

Mr.  GORE.  He  will  see  the  referoMse 
to  "any  organization  whiidi  is  substan- 
tially directed  by  an  individual  ot  indi- 
viduals who  are.  or  who  within  S  years 
have  been  actively  engaged  in  the  im- 
pairment of  the  military  strengtii  of  the 
United  States  or  its  industrial  capacity 
to  furnish  logistical  or  other  material 
support  j-equired  by  its  armed  fm-ces." 

My  question  is:  Does  the  aUe  Senator 
bold  that  the  adopUcm  of  his  vataoA- 
ment  would  so  modify  the  language 
which  I  have  just  quoted  that  an  organi- 
zation which  had  engaged  in  a  legiti- 
mate strike  within  5  years  could  not^ 
because  of  such  action  be  adjudged  to  be  ^ 
a  Communist-infiltrated  organloitton? 

Mr.  IVES.  Oh.  no;  not  if  the  strike 
had  been  a  legitimate  strike.  Of  course 
not. 

Mr.  GORE.  Perhaps  I  should  irat 
have  used  the  word  "legitimate.'' 

Mr.  IVES.  I  use  the  same  words  as 
the  Senator  did.  because  I  think  por- 
haps  we  had  the  same  meaning  in  mind: 
namely,  that  when  a  strike  has  conM 
about  through  Communist  activity,  or 
has  been  engineered  by  communism,  my 
amendment  very  definitely  would  apply. 
Mr.  GORE.  I  do  not  hold  that  the 
section  reads  in  that  way;  but  I  stUl 
think  the  S^iator's  interpretation  may 
clarify  the  meaning  of  the  language. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  language  of  the  proposed  amend- 
ment is  too  near,  and  is  too  much  in- 
volved with  the  language  rtf  erred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  and  mis^t 
be  construed  as  in  some  way  modifying 
it.  Perhi^M  if  it  could  be  set  out  at 
another  place  in  the  bill,  it  might  be 
made  clearer. 
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m^  iuuvu  wiiit^ii  la  uofc  m  Kooa  swiixamg,     reasonaoie  amendment.    I  think  this  is  a        Mr.  IVES.    That  is  correct. 
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It  is  not  Intended  to  mod- 
ify the  preeeding  language  exehulT^. 
Yery  deflnttely,  the  wm^waatkm  we  are 
now  having  wtth  req)eet  to  the  section 
dMNdd  elear  up  any  mlscmderatandlng, 
because  It  to  voi  the  purpoee  of  the 
amendment  to  modify  the  preceding 
language. 

Mr.  OORK.  Wr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.  IVES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  If  the  unendment  does 
not  (derate  as  a  modlilcation.  then  what 
^eet  does  it  have? 

Mr.  IVES.  Well,  It  Is  merely  an  addi- 
ticmal  jxrovlsion;  not  a  modification  of 
what  is  already  there. 

Mr.  QORB.  If  it  has  any  effect,  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  must  operate  as  a 
modification.  The  Senator  will  imder- 
stand,  I  favor  a  modification,  frankly. 

Mr.  IVES:  If  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee would  prefer,  or  if  the  Senator 
frtHn  Nevada  [Mr.  McCakramI  woiild  pre- 
fer, this  can  easily  be  stated  as  a  sepa- 
rate section. 

Mr.  GORE.    I  do  not  prefer  it 

Mr.  IVES.  The  purpose  of  it  is  to  in- 
sert the  language  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  OORE.  My  position  is  that  if 
lines  11, 12, 13,  and  14  remain  unchanged 
and  unmodified,  I  do  not  see  how  I  can 
support  the  bill.  It  was  my  interpreta- 
tion ist  the  Senator's  amendment  that  it 
would  operate  as  a  modification,  that  it 
would  set  up  a  prima  facie  presmnption 
that  irrespective  of  the  provision  cited 
in  these  Unes  an  organization  described 
by  his  amendment  would  be  presumed 
to  be  a  loyal,  non-Cmnmunist-domi- 
nated  orgjmlBation. 

Mr.KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  IVES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWIjAND.  Apropos  of  the 
poUni  made  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCamuh],  I  wish  to  raise  an  in- 
quiry, and  we  shall  have  to  allow  the 
lawyers  to  interpret  the  legal  aspects  of 
It. 

I  was  wondering  whether  it  would  not 
be  better  to  insert  this  language  under 
(A)  on  line  8,  right  after  the  word  "title;" 
and  perhaps  before  "and."  Would  it  not 
be  better  to  insert  the  Senator's  proviso 
at  that  point? 

Mr.  IVES.  I  think  it  would  be  appro- 
priate to  have  it  there. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Then  (A)  would 
read:  "is  substantially  directed,  domi- 
nated, or  controlled  by  an  individual  or 
Individuals  who  are.  or  who  within  5 
years  have  been  actively  engaged  In.  giv- 
ing aid  or  support  to  a  Communist- 
action  organization,  a  Communist  for- 
eign government,  or  the  world  Commu- 
nist movement  referred  to  in  section  2  of 
this  title."  with  the  proviso  to  follow 
thereafter. 

Mr.  IVES.     That  is  all  correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Would  the  Sena- 
tes so  modify  the  amendment? 

Mr.  IVES.  I  80  modify  it.  Is  that  on 
lines? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  line  8. 
after  the  word  "titie." 

Mr.  IVES.    After  the  word  "titie." 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  my  amendment  be  modified  as 
I  have  indicated  in  the  various  changes 
Which  I  have  been  reading. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mt.  Pur- 
rxLi.  in  the  chair) .   Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  the  Setiator's 
amendment  refers  to  certain  labor 
groups  for  which  there  is  a  presumption 
of  non-Communist  connection.  U  it  the 
Senator's  view  there  are  other  labor 
groups  as  to  which  there  is  a  presump- 
tion of  Communist  connection? 

Mr.  IVES.  It  is  a  rebuttable  prqsimip- 
tion. 

BIr.  CORDON.  I  understand  it  is  re- 
buttable. It  makes  no  difference  v^ether 
it  is  rebuttable  or  not.  The  question  is: 
Are  we  saying  certain  groups  are  pre- 
siuned  not  to  be  Communist-dominated, 
and  therefore  other  groups  are  presumed 
to  be  Communist-dominated? 

Mr.  rVES.  No;  that  is  not  the  intent 
or  purpose  of  it  at  all. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  ■ 

Mr.  IVES.    I  yield.  \ 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Is  It  not  eorrect 
that  the  point  raised  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  was  raised  by  a  niunber  of  Sen- 
ators, prior  to  the  modification  of  the 
amendment  by  the  Senator  from  New 
York?  I 

Mr.  IVES.    That  is  correct.        ' 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  would  have 
been  the  situation,  if  the  amendment  had 
not  been  modified. 

Mr.  IVES.  That  is  correct.  I  modi- 
fied the  amendment  to  take  care  of  that 
situation  by  putting  In  "or  other  labor 
organizations." 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Soiator  yield  further? 

Mr.  IVES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Is  it  not  true  that  if 
the  Senator's  amendment  is  adopted  as 
presently  framed  there  will  be  some  in- 
dependent unions  which  will  not  have 
the  protection  afforded  by  the  bill? 

Mr.  rVES.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Those  unions  are  the 
ones  which  have  been  kicked  out  by  the 
CIO.  are  they  not? 

Mr.  rVES.    The  UE  is  one  of  them. 

"bdi.  CORDON.  I  am  attempting  to 
ascertain  when  the  presumption  of  guilt 
does  attach. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.  IVES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  am  interested  in  the 
question  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
raised.  I  believe  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Act  itself — and  I  am  Certain 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCar- 
RANl  would  know  about  this — provides 
that  in  every  case  a  preponderance  of 
evidence  must  be  established  before  a 
finding  can  be  made  by  the  Board.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  think  that  under 
the  law  as  It  applies  to  any  person  or 
organization  brought  before  the  Board, 
a  preponderance  of  evidence  must  be 
established,  which  Is  a  little  bit  more 
than  even  a  presumption  of  innocence. 

This  wording  seems  to  me  simply  to 
apply  that  presumption,  which  must  be 
rebutted.  In  the  case  of  certain  organiza- 
tions; but  in  every  case,  according  to  the 
act,  I  believe  it  is  certain  that  the  pre- 
ponderance of  the  evidence  must  be 
established. 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  understand  the 
amendment  as  modified  applied  the  pre- 
sumption to  all  labor  organizafUons. 

Mr.  IVES.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Otherwise  it  would 
have  provided  for  a  class  to  which  a  pre- 
sumption applied  and  anothctr  class  to 
which  no  presumption  appllM;  which 
was  the  question  raised  by  the  Senator 
from  Oregon.  The  change  of  the 
amendment  altered  that  situation,  as  I 
understand  it. 

Mr.  IVES.     It  was  Intended  to. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  this  whole  Subsection 
(4A)  of  section  2  describes  the  conditions 
under  which  an  organization  can  be 
termed  a  "Communist-infiltrated  organ- 
ization." If  we  are  to  set  up  a  presump- 
tion of  innocence,  then  it  woUld  appear 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  Tennessee 
that  the  presiunption  should  apply  to  Uie 
whole  subsection,  rather  than  to  just  a 
part  of  the  subsection. 

I  hope  the  Senator  from  New  York 
TMr.  IvEs]  will  allow  his  amendment  to 
be  inserted  at  the  conclusion  Of  the  sub- 
section. I  see  no  justification  for  pro- 
viding a  presumption  of  innocence  down 
to  and  including  line  8,  but  providing  no 
presumption  to  cover  the  conditions  set 
out  in  lines  9, 10. 11. 12, 13.  and  14. 

I  should  not  like  to  object  t^  the  Sen- 
ator's request. 

Mr.  rVES.  I  really  think  it  should  be 
at  the  end.  myself. 

Mr.  GORE.    I  believe  that  i|  right. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  think  it  should  be  at  the 
end,  the  way  I  had  it  originally.  What 
I  was  trjrlng  to  do  was  to  comply  with 
thoughts  being  expressed  here. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  has  asked  unan- 
imous consent  to  modify  his  amendment. 
Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  understand  the 
Senator  wishes  to  withdraw  his  unani- 
mous-consent request  to  make  it  apply 
to  line  8. 

Mr.  rVES.  My  unanimous -consent 
requests  cover  the  other  two  modifica- 
tions I  have  added.  I  am  ynaicing  a 
unanimous-consent  request  on  all  three. 

Mr.  GORE.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  is  it  still  the  Senator's  intention 
to  offer  the  amendment  to  lollow  the 
word  "Forces"? 

Mr.  IVES.     Yes. 

Mr.  GORE.     I  have  no  objettlon. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  IVES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object — and  I  shall  not  object.  If  the 
situation  is  as  I  understand  it— is  it  the 
Senator's  intention  by  his  series  of  mod- 
ifications to  make  it  clear  that  the  pre- 
sumption of  innocence,  which  Is  a  prima 
facie  presumption,  shall  pertain  to  all 
lawful  union  organizations  regardless  of 
whether  they  are  affiliated  with  the  great 
national  organizations  or  wheJther  they 
are  smaller  organizations  whith  have  a 
good  record  for  law  observance? 

Mr.  IVES.    That  is  my  purpose. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  that 
could  not  be  the  purpose  of  tl*  Senator 
from  New  York  if  I  understood  the  an- 
swer to  my  question — at  least,  if  I  pro- 
pounded an  intelligible  question.    Sup- 


pose an  organization  has  already  been 
ousted  from  a  natlomJ  organization  be- 
cause it  is  communistic. 

Idr.  IVES.  Then  such  organization  is 
not  in  good  standing. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  presumption 
does  not  then  apply? 

Mr.  IVES.  No;  it  does  not  apply  at 
all.  That  is  definitely  implied  In  the 
amendment. 

I  should  like  to  read  the  amendment 
as  it  now  is.  finally,  and  to  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  it  may  be  so  modified. 

On  page  2,  in  line  14.  following  the 
words,  "Armed  Forces '.  add  the  follow- 
ing: 

Provided,  however,  Th$t  any  labor  organi- 
zation whlcb  Is  an  affiliate  In  good  stand- 
ing of  a  national  Federation  of  other  labor 
organization  whose  policies  and  activities 
have  been  directed  to  opposing  Communist 
organizations,  any  Communist  foreign  gov- 
ernment, or  the  world  Conununlst  move- 
ment, shall  be  presumed  prima  facie  not  to 
be  a  "Communist-infiltrated  organization." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  has  requested 
unanimous  consent  to  modify  his 
amendment. 

Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  hears 
none.  Without  objection,  the  amend- 
ment is  modified  accordingly. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
the  vote  be  taken  on  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  modified 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
York. 

On  this  question  the  3reas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Lancer]  Is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  LMr. 
Flahdeks]  is  necessarily  absent. 

If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  FlandsksI  would 
vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land], the  Senators  from  North  Caro- 
lina I  Mr.  EsviN  and  Mr.  LennohI.  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  KsrAXTVssl, 
and  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neelt]  are  absent  on  offlcial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Spark  man]  is  necessarily  absent. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senators  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Ervik  and  Mr.  LinnonI,  and  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  NexltI 
would  vote  "yea." 

The  result  wais  aiuioiuiced — yeas  87. 
nays  1,  as  follows: 


TEAS— 87 


Aiken 

Cooper 

Anderson 

Cordon 

Barrett 

Crlppa 

Beau 

Daniel 

Bennett 

Dlrksen 

Bo  wring 

Douglas 

Brlcker 

Duif 

Bridges 

Dworshak 

Burke 

KUender 

BUAh 

Ferguson 

Butler 

Frear 

Byrd 

Pulbright 

Capehart 

Oeorge 

Carlson 

OUlette 

Case 

Ooldwater 

Chaves 

Oore 

Clements 

Oreen 

Hayden 

Hendrickaon 

Hennlngs 

HIckenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

Kllsore 

Knowland 


Kuehd 

Lehman 

Long 

Magnuson 

Malone 

Mansfield 

Martin 

Maybank 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

MUllkJn 

Monroney 


Eastland 

Errln 

Flanders 


Morse 

Miindt 
Murray 
Pastors 
Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Reynolds 

Robertson 

Buaaell 

Saltonstall 

Schoeppel 

NATS— 1 

McCarran 

NO*   VOnNO — 8 


Smathers 

Smith,  Mains 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Stennis 

Symington 

Thye 

Upton 

Watkins 

Welker 

WUey 

WUltams 

Toung 


Kefauver 

Langer 

Lennon 


Neely       . 
Sparkman 


So  Mr.  IvEs'  amendment,  as  modified, 
was  agreed  to. 


AMBASSADOR  CLARE  BOOTH  LUCE 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  I  have  the 
honor  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  the  presence  today  of  a  distinguished 
citizen  of  my  State  and  a  distinguished 
American,  the  Honorable  Clare  Booth 
Luce,  American  Ambassador  to  Italy. 
[Applause,  Senators  rising.] 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr. 
CooPEK  in  the  chair) .  The  Chair  is  sure 
he  speaks  the  sentiments  of  the  Senate 
in  extending  to  our  distinguished  guest 
a  warm  welcome. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  Join  with  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator fnmi  Connecticut  [Mr.  BttshI  and 
with  the  present  occupant  of  the  chair 
in  extending  a  welcome  to  the  distin- 
guished American  Ambassador  to  Italy, 
an  outstanding  American  citizen  and  a 
former  Member  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  may 
I.  on  this  side  of  the  aisle.  Join  with  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Connecticut, 
in  welcoming  the  distinguished  Ambas- 
sador, who  lived  on  the  Cooper  River  in 
South  Carolina  for  many,  many  years 
during  the  wmter.  We  always  welcome 
her  to  South  Carolina,  and  remember  the 
good  work  she  did  in  our  State  for 
charity.  

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, I  am  happy  to  Join  with  my  col- 
leagues in  extending  a  warm  welcome 
to  the  distinguished  Ambassador  to  Italy 
from  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I.  too. 
wish  to  associate  myself  with  the  com- 
ments of  my  colleagues,  because  this  dis- 
tinguished American  for  quite  some  time, 
when  she  was  a  young  lady,  lived  in  the 
great  State  of  Wisconsin,  up  smiong  the 
lakes,  and  ate  considerable  of  that  great 
product  known  as  Wisconsin  cheese — 
and  then  she  went  forth  and  gave  her 
Wisdom  to  the  world.  I  am  happy  she 
is  here  with  us.  She  has  made  a  great 
contribution  in  the  diplomatic  history  of 
our  country. 


INTERNAL  SECURITY 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  some 
days  ago  it  was  my  privilege  to  preside 
over  a  meeting  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Internal  Security,  at  which  time  we 
heard  the  testimony  of  Mr.  David  Hoyt. 
former  security  officer  for  the  Intergov- 
ernmental Committee  for  European  Mi- 
gration.    His  testimony  is  exceedingly 


interesting,  in  that  it  discloses  no  screen- 
ing whatever  for  the  security  of  the 
countries  of  the  Western  Hemisphoe,  or 
any  other  country,  for  that  matter.  I 
ask  that  his  testimony,  which  is  quite* 
brief,  be  inserted  at  this  point  in  the 
Rxcoas  as  a  part  of  my  remariES. 

There  being  no  objectlfm.  the  testi- 
mony was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

iJrnairAL  SacrnoTT 
ITirmm  Statss  Skmatk, 

ScBOoacicrrm  To  Iztvestioatb 

THE  AStCZKIBrnUTION  OT 
TBI  iMTXRMai.  SBCTTaiTT  ACT  AMD 

Other  Iktrnai,  Sbcdritt  Laws, 

OF  TKS  COMMirm  ON  THE  Jdhiciart. 

WaahingUm,  D.  C.  Julj/  30.  19S4. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  3:46  p.  m..  pur- 
suant to  call.  In  room  F-sa,  the  Capitol.  Hon. 
Pat  McCarran  presiding. 

Present:  Senator  McCarran. 

Also  present :  Richard  Arena,  special  coun- 
sel to  the  subcommittee. 

Senator  McCarran.  The  committee  will 
come  to  order. 

Do  you  solemnly  swear  the  testimony  you 
are  about  to  give  before  the  subcommittee 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the 
United  States  Senate  will  be  the  truth,  the 
whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  so 
help  you  Ood? 

Mr.  HoTT.  I  do,  Senator. 

Senator  McCarran.  Tou  may  proceed. 

Mr.  AxENs.  Kindly  identify  yourself  by 
name,  residence,  and  occupation. 

TRSTIMONT    or    OAVD    D.    HOTT,    SARASOTA.    fLA. 

Mr.  HoTT.  My  name  ts  David  D.  Hoyt.  X 
am  presently  residing  at  Sarasota,  Fla.,  tba 
home  of  my  brother-in-law.  Dr.  Cecil  K. 
MUler.  I  have  been  employed  lor  some  t 
years  as  an  Investigator  and  security  clllcec* 
with  the  State  Department.  Z  was  loaned 
by  the  State  Department  to  the  Migration 
Committee  for  2  years  and  S  months. 

Mr.  Arkns.  Wliat  Migration  Committee  Is 
that? 

Mr.  HoTT.  That  la  known  as  ZCEM. 
I-C-E-M,  Intergovernmental  Committee  for 
European  Migration. 

Mr.  Arsns.  And  when  were  you  loaned  to 
the  Intergovernmental  Conunlttee  for  Kuro- 
pean  Migration? 

Mr.  HoTT.  I  was  last  loaned  to  them  on 
AprU  1.  1952,  as  the  security  officer  with  the 
committee. 

Mr.  Arens.  Wo\ild  you  tell  us  what  wss 
your  particular  Job  with  the  Intergovern- 
mental Committee  for  European  Mlgratlont 

Mr.  HoTT.  My  particular  job  waa  to  act  as 
the  committee's  security  offloer.  In  that  ca- 
pacity performing  the  normal  work  of  a  secu- 
rity officer,  screening  the  staff  and  so  fortli. 

Mr.  AaxNS.  Were  you  tlie  chief  person  em- 
ployed by  the  Intergovemmen tal  C<»ninlttee 
for  European  Migration  on  security  matteisT 

Mr.  HoTT.  I  was  tbe  only  one.  sir.  I  wm 
the  only  security  man. 

Mr.  Arkns.  How  long  were  you  so  engaged? 

Mr.  HoTT.  From  AprU  1,  lesa,  untu  July  • 
of    1954. 

Mr.  Arens.  And  what  precipitated  the 
severance  of  your  relationship  with  the  In- 
tergovernmental Committee  for  European 
Migration? 

Mr.  HoTT.  I  left  generally  because  I  was 
dissatisfied  with  the  security  within  the 
committee  and  principally  In  relation  to  the 
screening  or  migrants  moving  to  Soutli 
America. 

Mr.  Arkns.  Did  you  resign? 

Mr.  HoTT.  I  resigned. 

Mr.  Arens.  It  was  not  a  forced  resigna- 
tion In  any  sense  of  the  word? 

Mr.  HoTT.  Mo,  sir. 

Mr.  Arens.  And  you  anticipate  shortly 
being  reengaged  In  the  Department  oS.  State 
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Mr,  Borr.  T««,  air. 

I  tuulBfBtood  yoQ  to  ny  a 
yon  l0ft  iwesoM  you  wv  dl»' 
witfc  ■enwwjnt  of  Igranta. 

Mr.  Bow.  Ytiat%  uutioci. 

icr.  Ammm,  tmi  xm.  argt  d  all.  w1m>  an 
viM  art  aaovod  by  tto*  Intargov- 
ital  OommtttM  tor  Inrapaan  lISgra> 
tlonV 

itr.  HOtt.  The  people  moved  are  Koropean 
menBber  gutet  amenta  at  the  committee  who 
are  flnanelaUy  nnahle  to  move  themeelveg. 

ICr.  Aaswa.  Tbey  are  not  neoeeearlty  In 
Uie  lefmea  or  dlq^aoed  pcraons  categmy, 
are  &eyt 

Mr.  BOTT.  Mbt  neoenerUf ,  but  that  may 
be. 

lAr.  Amnm.  And  what  la  the  volume  of 
movnoent  of  the  Migration  Committee? 
May  X  aak  you  If  you  know  the  proq^ective 
V<dume,  say,  for  10M7 

Mr.  HoTT.  About  118,000.  air. 

Mr.  Aaaaa.  And  theee  people  will  be  moved 
ftom  Xurope  dturlng  IBM  principally  Into  the 
Western  Hemliphera,  will  they  not? 

Mr.  HOTT.  Principally. 

M^.  AaKMa.  They  will  go  Into  Argentina, 
BraaO.  Veneauela.  Chile,  and  other  ooun- 
triea  prtncipaUy  in  the  Western  Bemlapfaere; 
Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  BoTT.  Tee.  sir;  and  Canada,  and  the 
only  member  government  outside  of  the 
Western  Herht^tiare  is  Australia  where  we 
are  Baovlng  migrants. 

Mir.  Aima.  On  the  basis  of  yoiir  back- 
ground as  a  security  officer  and  on  the  basis 
of  your  knowledge  and  observation  of  the 
aereening  operations  ^a  the  Intergovern- 
mental Committee  for  Xuropean  Mlffratlon. 
can  yon  UU  thla  committee  whether  or  not 
in  font  Judgment^  the  security  aereening  of 
ttiesa  people  who  are  being  moved  into  the 
Western  Hemlqthere  from  Xurope  la  a  aaUa- 
(actory  sereeningt 

Mr.  BOTT.  ¥ar'  thoee  ailgranta  moving  to 
South  American  eountriea,  with  miner  ez- 
ceptiona.  the  aeeurity  la  entirely  inadequate. 

Mir.  Aaairs.  The  people  who  are  being 
moved  sre  petite  princlpaUy  from  Italy,  are 
they  not? 

Mr.  HoTT.  Principally  from  Italy,  but  quite 
a  numb«  from  Oreece. 

Mr.  Aacm.  And  in  Italy  there  Is  a  40-per- 
cent Communist  vote,  is  there  not? 

Mr.  BoTT.  mat  is  correct. 

Mr.  AaxMs.  In  your  Judgment  is  the  present 
procees  of  moving  people  in  vast  numbers 
from  Surope  who  are  inadequately  screened 
from  a  security  standpoint  a  risk  to  the  secu- 
rity of  the  Western  Hemisphere  and  to  the 
pnited  States  of  America? 

Mr.  Ho-rr.  I  feel  very  strongly  that  It  is. 

Benatrar  McCAasAif .  I  want  to  express  my 
gratitude  and  the  gratitude  of  the  committee 
for  your  coming  before  the  committee  to  give 
your  testimony  here  and  enlightening  us  on 
the  subject  because  it  is  highly  important. 

Mr.  Bo-rr.  Tliank  you.  Senattw. 

Senator  MrCa»a>ic.  Thank  you  for  coming 
vp  here. 

(WtaareopoB.  at  S:65  p.  m..  Vriday,  July  80, 
196C  the  hearing  was  recessed,  subject  to  the 
caU  of  the  Chair.) 


IDENTITY  OP  CERTAIN  COMMUNIST- 
INFILTRATED  ORGANIZATIONS 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  hlU  (8.  3706)  to  amend  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act  of  1950  to 
provide  for  the  determination  of  the 
Idoitlty  of  certain  Communist-infil- 
trated organizations,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses.   

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  call  up  my  amendment  desig- 
nated "g-ll-Si-J."  an  amendment  in 
the  nature  of  a  substitute. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  desire  that  the 
entire  substitute  be  read? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes.  I  Want  to 
have  the  oitire  substitute  read,  and  I 
make  one  modification.  On  pag«  3.  line 
18,  where  it  is  written  "piuiished  as  pro- 
vided by  section  15,"  it  should  reatf  "pun- 
ished as  provided  by  the  penalty  provi- 
sions of  section  15." 

Prior  to  the  reading  of  the  amendment, 
if  I  may  be  permitted,  I  ask  unaziimous 
consent  to  have  added  as  additiohal  co- 
sponsors  along  with  Senators  Dduolas, 
KsNinniT,  M<HisE,  and  myself,  the  loUow- 
Ing  Senators:  Mansfselo,  SmatheIis.  Pas- 
xoBX,  MuRKAY,  JOHNSTON  of  Soutk  Caro- 
lina, Maybank,  Anderson,  SnttNCTON, 
Jackson,  Magnuson,  Stennis,  Lehman, 
Johnson  of  Colorado,  MoNRONrf,  Hill, 
Kerk,  and  Daniel. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objecUon,  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Lbgxslative  Clerk.  It  is  proposed 
to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

That  this  act  may  be  cited  as  tb«  "Com- 
munist Control  Act  of  1954."  j 

nirSINGS   OF   FACT  I 

8bc.  3.  The  Congress  hereby  finds  and  de- 
clares that  the  Communist  Party  of  the 
United  States,  although  purportedly  a  po- 
litical party.  Is  in  fact  an  instrtimentallty  of 
a  conspiracy  to  overtlurow  the  Ooverament  of 
the  United  States.  It  constitutes  an  au- 
thoritarian dictatorship  within  a  eepubllc, 
demanding  for  Itself  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges accorded  to  other  political  parties,  but 
denying  to  all  others  the  liberties  guaranteed 
by  the  Constitution.  Unlike  other  political 
parties,  which  evolve  their  policies  and  pro- 
grams tlu-ough  public  means,  by  the  recon- 
ciliation of  a  wide  variety  of  individual  views, 
and  submit  those  policies  and  pro^-ams  to 
the  electorate  at  large  for  approval  or  dis- 
approval, the  policies  and  programs  of  the 
Communist  Party  are  secretly  prescribed  for 
It  by  the  foreign  leaders  of  the  world  Com- 
mimist  movement.  Its  members  bave  no 
part  in  determining  Its  goals,  and  are  not 
permitted  to  voice  dissent  to  party  otigectives. 
UnlUce  members  of  other  parties,  meaibers  of 
the  Conununlst  Party  are  recruited  for  In- 
doctrination with  respect  to  its  objectives 
and  methods  j  and  are  organized,  instructed, 
and  disciplined  to  carry  into  action  Slavishly 
ttie  assignments  given  them  by  their  hier- 
archical chieftains.  UnlilLe  other  political 
parties,  the  Communist  Party  acknowledges 
no  constitutional  or  statutory  limitations 
upon  its  conduct  or  upon  that  of  its  mem- 
bers. The  C<Hnmuni8t  Party  is  r«latlvely 
smaU  numerically,  and  gives  scant  indication 
of  capacity  ever  to  attain  its  ends  by  lawful 
IK^tical  means.  The  peril  inherent  in  Its 
operation  arises  not  from  Its  numbers,  but 
from  its  failure  to  acknowledge  any  limita- 
tion as  to  the  nature  of  its  activities,  and 
its  dedication  to  the  proposition  that  the 
present  constitutional  Government  of  the 
United  States  ultimately  must  be  brought  to 
ruin  by  any  available  means,  Including  resort 
to  force  and  violence.  Holding  that  (loctrlne, 
its  role  as  the  agency  of  a  hostile  foreign 
power  renders  Its  existence  a  cominuing 
threat  to  the  security  of  the  United  States. 
It  is  the  means  whereby  individuals  are  se- 
duced into  the  service  of  the  world  Oommu- 
nlst  movement,  trained  to  do  its  bidding, 
and  directed  and  controlled  in  the  conspira- 
torial performance  of  their  revolutionary 
services. 

PKOSCSnED   OSGANIZATIONS 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Whoever  knowingly  add  will- 
fully becomes  or  remains  a  memt>er  of  ( 1 ) 
the  Communist  Party,  or  (2)  any  ollher  or- 


ganlxatlon  having  for  one  of  Its  purposes 
or  objectives  the  establishment,  ^ntrol.  con- 
duct, nlzMit,  or  overthrow  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  of  the  United  States,  or  the  govern- 
ment of  any  State  or  political  subdivision 
thereof,  by  the  use  of  force  or  viblence,  with 
knowledge  of  the  purpose  or  Objective  of 
such  organization,  shall  upon  c^vlctlon  be 
punished  as  provided  by  the  penalty  pro- 
visions of  section  15  of  the  Subversive  Ac- 
tivities Control  Act  of  1950  (50  Xl.  8.  C.  794). 
(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  isection,  the 
term  "Communist  Party"  means  the  organl- 
ration  now  known  as  the  Comnjunist  Party 
of  the  United  States  of  America.  tlM  Com- 
munist Party  of  any  State  or  sutxlivision 
thereof,  and  any  unit  or  sutxlivision  of  any 
such  organization,  whether  or  not  any  ciumgs 
is  hereafter  made  in  the  name  thereof. 

suBvzssivz  ACTrvmxs  control  act  aickndmxmt 
Sec.  4.  Subsection  6  (a)  (i)  Of  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act  of  1950  (SO 
U.  S.  C.  784 )  is  amended  by  strlKlng  out  the 
period  at  the  end  thereof  and  inserting  la 
lieu  thereof  a  semicolon  and  th^  following: 
"or 

"(E)  to  hold  office  or  emplojrmant  with  any 
labor  organization,  as  that  term  Is  defined 
In  section  2  (S)  of  the  NaUonat  Labor  Re- 
lations Act  (29  U.  S.  C.  152)  or  to  represent 
any  employer  In  any  matter  or  proceeding 
arising  or  pending  under  that  sict." 

And  to  amend  the  title  so  l«  to  read: 
"A  bill  to  outlaw  the  Commutilst  Party, 
to  prohibit  members  of  Communist  or- 
ganizations  from  serving  in  certain  rep- 
resentative capacities,  and  for  other 
purposes." 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  yeas  and  nasrs  were  ofdered. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  is  offered  in  the  ^ture  of  a 
substitute.  I  have  discussed  the  parlia- 
mentary situation  with  respett  to  offer- 
ing amendments  to  the  amendment  in 
the  nature  of  a  substitute.  My  com- 
ments on  the  amendment  will  be  very 
brief,  because  it  is  not  necessary  to  make 
extensive  remarks  on  the  amendment. 

Section  2  of  my  substitute  is  headed 
"Findings  of  Pact."  Those  findings  of 
fact  have  been  verified  in  recent  weeks 
by  the  Subversive  Activities  Contnd 
Board,  namely,  that  the  Communist 
Party  is  a  conspiracy  directed  toward  the 
violent  overthrow  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.   HUMPHREY.     I  yieM. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  it  within  the  power 
of  the  imagination  of  the  Sei^tor  from 
Minnesota  to  conceive  that  any  Senator 
could  not  take  judicial  notice  of  the 
findings  of  fact  set  out  In  section  2  of 
our  amendment? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  If  any  Member  of 
the  Senate  will  study  sectioit  2  of  the 
amendment,  which  relates  to  findings  of 
fact,  he  will  have  to  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  is  a  true  statement  of 
fact.  It  is  a  statement  which  Is  not 
based  upon  theory  or  upon  soifie  form  of 
philosophical  analysis,  but  upon  obser- 
vation of  the  facts  of  life,  botti  at  home 
and  abroad. 

Mr.  President.  I  inquire  Whether  by 
the  reading  of  the  amendment  by  the 
clerk  the  text  of  the  amendment  is  in- 
corporated in  the  body  of  the  Record? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Cooper  in  the  chair).    The  Chair  ad- 


vises the  Senator  that  the  amendment 
has  been  Incorporated  in  the  Rbcoird. 
It  will  be  printed  In  the  Rkcou  at  the 
1     point  where  it  was  read. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  first  state- 
ment under  "Findings  of  fact"  reads: 

Sec.  2.  Congress  hereby  finds  and  de- 
clares-^— 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  s^eld? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Do  I  understand  that 
the  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substi- 
tute offered  by  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota would  in  no  way  weaken  the  present 
law,  but  would  make  the  law  stronger? 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  correct.  I 
point  out  that  the  amendment  gets  at 
the  root  of  the  evil,  instead  of  working 
on  the  fringes  and  on  the  flanks  of  the 
problem.    The  findings  of  fact  state: 

The  Congress  hereby  finds  and  declares 
that  the  Communist  Party  of  the  United 
States,  although  purportedly  a  poUtical 
party,  is  In  fact  an  InstrumentaUty  of  a 
conspiracy  to  overthrow  the  Oovemment  of 
the  United  States.  It  constitutes  an  au- 
thoritarian dictatorship  within  a  republic, 
demanding  for  Itself  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges accorded  to  other  political  parties. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  I  ask  the  Senator 
whether  it  Is  not  a  fact  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  took  that  iden- 
tical position  in  his  state  of  the  Union 
Qiessage,  when,  speaking  on  the  subject, 
he  said: 

The  subversive  character  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  in  the  United  States  has  been 
clearly  demonstrated  in  many  ways,  includ- 
ing court  proceedings.  We  should  recognize 
by  law  a  fact  that  is  plain  to  all  thoughtful 
citizens — ttiat  we  are  dealing  here  with  ac- 
tions akin  to  treason — ttiat  when  a  cttisen 
knowingly  participates  In  the  Communist 
conspiracy  he  no  longer  holds  allegiance  to 
the  United  SUtes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Rhode  Island.  Of  course,  he  is 
eminently  correct.  The  President  In  his 
state  of  the  Union  message  made  mani- 
festly clear  the  nature  of  the  Communist 
Party,  its  activities,  its  apparatus,  its 
purposes,  and  its  objectives. 

In  my  statement  of  findings  of  fact  I 
say: 

The  Congress  hereby  finds  and  declares 
that  the  Oommunist  Party  of  the  United 
States,  although  purportedly  a  political 
party,  is  in  fact  iin  instrumentality  of  a 
conspiracy  to  overthrow  the  Oovemment  of 
the  United  SUtes. 

I  do  not  believe  ttiat  further  docu- 
mentation of  tliat  fact  Is  necessary. 
There  have  been  cases  In  court  in  which 
leaders  of  the  Ckmimunlst  Party  were 
tried  and  convicted  and  sentenced  on 
that  charge.  We  have  had  innumerable 
instances  in  which  leaders  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  hai'e  been  found  to  be  ad- 
vocating and  conf;pirlng  the  overthrow  of 
this  Government.  I  continue  reading 
from  the  findings  of  fact: 

It  constitutes  an  authoritarian  dictator- 
ship within  a  republic,  demanding  for  Itself 
the  rights  and  privileges  accorded  to  other 
political  parties,  but  denying  to  aU  others 
the  liberties  giuranteed  by  the  Constitution. 


Let  US  face  the  facts  and  get  down  to 
the  root  of  the  evlL  The  Communist 
Party  changes  its  direction.  Its  tactics, 
and  its  strategy,  not  by  a  vote  of  its  mem- 
bership, not  by  due  consideration  on  the 
part  of  its  members  within  the  United 
States,  but  on  orders  from  the  Comin- 
form  or  the  Kremlin.  There  Is  not  a 
shadow  of  a  doubt  that  that  is  the  case. 
The  findings  of  fact  continue: 
Unlike  other  political  parties,  which  evolve 
their  policies  and  programs  through  public 
means,  by  the  reooncUlstlon  of  a  wide  variety 
of  individual  views,  and  submit  those  poli- 
cies and  programs  to  the  electorate  at  large 
for  approval  or  disapproval,  the  policies  and 
programs  of  the  Conununlst  Party  are  se- 
cretly preecrlbed  for  it  by  the  foreign  leaders 
of  the  world  Conununlst  movement. 

There  Is  no  better  Illustration  of  that 
fact  than  what  happened  in  the  days 
prior  to  American  participation  in 
World  War  n.  Only  a  few  weeks  before 
Nazi  Germany  attacked  the  Soviet 
Union,  the  war  in  Europe  was  branded 
as  an  imperialist  war.  Banners  were 
carried  in  the  Nation's  Capital  proclaim- 
ing "The  Yanks  Are  Not  Coming." 
Every  effort  was  made  to  stsmiie  and 
hold  back  the  defense  effort  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  and  the 
people  of  our  country. 

On  the  day  the  Nazi  attack  on  the 
Soviet  Union  took  place,  the  Communist 
Party  of  the  United  States  turned  com- 
pletely about,  and  suddenly  we  were  told 
that  the  war  was  not  an  imperialist  de- 
sign. Suddenly  we  were  told  it  was  a 
crusade,  and  the  banners  that  had  pro- 
claimed "The  Yanlu  Are  Not  Coming." 
suddenly  proclaimed  "The  Yanks  Are 
Coming  Too  Late." 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Is  the  distinguished 
Senator  bothered  too  much  by  the  spe- 
cious argument  that  by  outlawing  the 
Communist  Party  we  will  drive  it  under- 
ground? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  heard  that 
statement  made  again  and  again,  and 
for  a  period  of  time  I  beUeved  that  out- 
lawing the  Communist  Party  or,  better, 
prescribing  certain  punishment  for 
membership  in  the  Communist  Party, 
would  drive  the  Communist  Party  so  far 
underground  that  we  would  not  be  able 
properly  to  protect  the  security  of  this 
country.  I  do  not  believe  that  argu- 
ment any  more,  and  I  will  tell  the  Sen- 
ate why. 

With  the  passage  of  the  McCarran 
Act  of  1950  and  the  Smith  Act  In  the 
early  IMO's,  whatever  going  imderground 
was  to  take  place  has  already  taken 
place. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Does  the  Senator 
agree  with  me  that  if  this  amendment  is 
adoi^ed.  it  will  not  only  drive  Commu- 
nists underground,  but  will  buiy  them 
once  and  for  all? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  would  be  my 
hope. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Along  the  line  of  the 
question  which  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  has  so  keenly  asked.  Is  it  not  true 
that  the  activities  of  the  Communist 


Party,  so  far  as  the  subversion  and  es- 
pionage are  concerned,  have  alwajrs  been 
underground  and  that  we  have  alwaya 
had  to  dig  them  out? 

Mr.  HUMPm^Y.  The  Senator  is  ab- 
solutely correct.  The  apparatus  of  thS 
Communist  Party  works  literally  at  two 
levels:  one.  the  soapbox  type  of  appara- 
tus, namely,  the  public  pronouncement; 
seccmd.  the  carefully  planned  conq>ira- 
torial  apparatus  which  carries  on  infil- 
tration into  key  Government  agencies, 
labor  organizations,  and  cultural  institu- 
tions. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  la  to 
"come  clean."  L  for  one,  am  growing 
sick  and  tired  of  having  bill  after  bill 
brought  to  the  Congress  that  does  not 
refiect  a  willingness  and  the  courage  to 
go  to  the  center  of  the  problem. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  agree  with  me — and  I  am 
sure  the  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Pastoks]  indicates 
that  he  shares  my  point  of  view— that 
what  our  amendment  seeks  to  do  ia 
really  to  meet  the  Communist  issue  in 
this  country  head-on? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  Is  correct. 
Mr.  MORSE.  We  seek  to  make  the 
Communist  movement  an  unlawful  ac- 
tivity, and  to  place  the  burden  where  it 
belongs,  both  upon  the  Subversive  Activ- 
ities Board  and  also  upon  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  to  proceed  to  do  some- 
thing about  briziging  to  an  end  the  Com- 
munist danger  in  this  country. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect; and  I  thank  him  for  his  very  ap- 
propriate observations. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Rhode  Island. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that 
what  we  are  trying  to  do  through  this 
substitute  is  to  recognize  the  fact  that 
the  Communist  Party  Is  a  part  of  an 
international  con^iracy  to  destroy  our 
Bill  of  Rights  and  our  American  insti- 
tutions? By  this  action  are  we  not  say- 
ing that  everyone  who  belongs  to  it  is 
a  criminal  in  the  eyes  of  Americans? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  correct.  Is 
there  one  lota  or  shadow  of  doubt  that 
the  Communist  Party  in  the  United 
States  is  but  a  part  of  a  world  conspira- 
torial organization,  the  effort  and  pur- 
pose of  which  are  the  destruction  of 
republican  government,  of  free  polltioal 
institutions,  free  eooncxnic  institutions, 
free  religious  institutions,  and  free  cul- 
tural institutions?    Is  there  any  doubt 

about  that? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Does  not  the  Senator 
feel  that  one  of  the  great  difficulties  has 
been  our  treatment  of  the  Communist 
Party  as  a  legitimate  political  party, 
permitting  its  candidates  to  nm  for  of- 
fice, permitting  monbers  to  be  drafted 
into  the  armed  services  and  so  forth, 
and.  on  the  other  hand,  treating  many 
Communists  as  enemies  of  the  Re^iubUe? 
That  situation  would  be  ended  if  we 
should  adopt  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  Senator  from  Miimesota  and 
other  Senators. 
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Mr.  BUMFUianr.  Tlie  S«iator  is 
WBtwntty  eatx«ct.  I  point  oirt  that  the 
rwiidint  of  the  XTnitMl  States,  in  his 
State  of  the  Ubion  HWiMige,  stated  in  a 
tnUOc  n^eech  btefore  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  exactly  what  the  amend- 
awnt  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  and 
other  Senators  proposes  to  state  by  law. 
There  Is  no  use  in  kiddinc  ourselyes.  If 
there  Is  anything  iltegal  about  branding 
the  CoouBunlst  Party  as  a  conspiratorial 
appMratos,  this  amendment  wooild  make 
that  Illegality  legal,  if  I  may  use  that 
kind  of  terminology. 

Mr.  JCfflNSTQN  of  South  CSarolina  and 
Mr.  T^HMAN  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  HDMPHRE7.  I  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Sooth  Carolina,  and  then 
to  ttie  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  Is 
It  not  also  true  that  there  are  two  types  of 
Communists?  One  is  the  soap  box  orator. 
This  amendment  would  certainly  do 
away  with  him.  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  Mtameeota  think  that  when  we  let 
them  talk,  and  talk  and  talk  we  are  aid- 
ing them  to  a  certain  extmt.  and  that 
this  amendment  would  put  than  out  of 
existence? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY'.    I  think  so. 

I  adc  the  indulgenee  of  the  Senate  as  I 
read  a  few  lines  of  section  3.  subsection 
(a)  of  the  amendment: 

Wboerer  knowingly  and  wilfully  b«comes 
or  remains  a  member  of  (1)  tbe  CammunUt 
Party,  or  (3)  any  otber  organlzatlcm — 

There  is  a  possibility  that  they  will 
change  into  a  new  political  cloak.  We 
take  care  of  that  situation  in  this  amend- 
ment, when  we  say: 

Wboerer  knowingly  and  wilfully  1)ecomefl 
or  remains  a  member  of  (1)  tbe  ccnnmunlst 
Party,  or  (2)  any  other  orpmlsatlon.  having 
for  <»e  of  Its  purposes  or  objectives  the  es- 
tafallabment.  control,  conduct,  seixure,  or 
overtbrow  of  tbe  Government  of  tbe  United 
States,  cr  tbe  Gtovemment  of  any  State  or 
political  subdivision  thereof,  by  the  vjm  of 
forc^  or  TkdeDCe,  with  knowleC^  of  the  pur- 
pose or  objective  of  such  organization,  shall 
upon  oonvletkm  be  punished  as  provided  by 
section  IS  of  tbe  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Act  of  I860. 

Tliat  means  due  process  of  law,  In  a 
eourt  of  competent  Jurisdiction. 
We  also  say: 

knowingly  and  wllfuUy  becomes  or  remains 
a  member  of  the  Communist  Party. 

We  also  say: 

or  any  other  organization  having  for  one  of 
Ito  parposss  or  objectives  tbe  establishment, 
oontrol,  eosidnet,  seiziire,  or  overthrow  of  tbe 
Oovemment  of  the  United  States,  or  the 
govenuneat  of  any  State  or  political  sub- 
division thereof. 

Mr.  President,  this  ameiMlment  is  a 
frank  approach  to  tbe  very  difficult,  har- 
assing, constantly  perplexing  problem 
of  Communist  domination  of  certain  or- 
ganlsatioDs  and  subrersions  in  Govern- 
ment. As  one  who  Is  deeidy  interested 
tn  tbe  preservation  of  our  basic  liberties. 
and  as  one  who  has  stood  tm  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  with  nqr  colleagues  de- 
fending our  Bill  of  lUghts  and  our  con- 
stitutional government.  I  say  the  time 
is  at  hand  to  Join  issue  with  reference 
to  this  problem.  I  am  of  the  opinion 
that  many  a  bill  has  been  introduced  in 
the   Congress   which   touches   on   the 


fringes  of  the  issue  but  does  not  set  to 
the  heart  of  it.  We  are  making  an  hon- 
est attempt  to  remedy  the  situaiion. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York. 

Mr.USMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  think 
the  Senator  has  already  made  the  point 
I  had  in  mind.  This  substitute  is  an 
honest  and  undisguised  frontal  attack 
on  the  very  heart  of  the  problem.  It 
avoids  all  pussyfooting.  It  is  frank  and 
undisguised  in  its  nature. 

Does  the  Senator  agree  with  me  that 
if  the  substitute  should  be  adopted  it 
would ,  obviate  the  necessity  of  consid- 
ering i'  large  number  of  little  fringe  bills 
which  are  constantly  being  introduced, 
which  do  not  reach  the  heart  of  the  mat- 
ter, but  merely  confuse  the  issue  and 
confuse  the  thinking  of  the  people 
throughout  the  country? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  Is 
correct  Much  of  the  time  of  Congress 
is  taken  up  week  after  week  and  month 
after  month  in  investigating  Commu- 
nists, and  himdreds  of  thousands  of  dol- 
lars are  appropriated.  PoUtical  capital 
is  constantly  being  made  of  the  issue. 
The  time  is  at  hand  for  Americans  who 
believe  in  the  principles  of  republican 
constitutional  government  to  quit  "hors- 
ing around"  on  this  issue.  I  did  not 
require  very  long  to  reach  the  conclu- 
sion that  I  had  seen  enough  of  piece- 
meal attempts.  I  have  had  enough  of  de- 
layed efforts  in  the  dying  moments  of  a 
congressional  session  to  line  up  Senator 
after  Senator  in  support  of  a  bill  con- 
taining a  multitude  of  details  which  it  Is 
impossible  to  comprehend  In  the  last  few 
moments  remaining  in  a  session. 

The  simple  Issue  is.  Are  we  for  out- 
lawing the  Communist  Party,  or  are  we 
not?  Do  we  believe  it  is  a  party  dedi- 
cated to  the  destruction  of  this  Repub- 
lic? Is  it  a  force  dedicated  to  the  de- 
struction of  this  Government  as  we  know 
it?  If  it  is,  then  Senators  shoiid  vote 
for  this  amendment. 

If  Senators  do  not  believe  that  the 
Communist  Party  is  such  a  conss^irato- 
rial  force,  let  them  vote  against  the 
amendment.  There  Is  no  way  in  the 
world  in  which  one  can  cloak  himself  in 
nice  I^al  phrases. 

The  issue  is  before  Congress,  and  I  am 
quite  confident  that  some  persons  are  a 
little  surprised  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Minnesota  has  placed  the  issue  be- 
fore Congress.  Let  the  record  be  clear. 
This  Senator  has  been  fighting  the  Com- 
munist movement  ever  since  he  entered 
public  life,  and  before.  I  am  tired  of 
reading  headlines  about  being  "soft"  to- 
ward communism.  I  am  tired  of  reading 
headlines  about  being  a  leftist,  and  about 
others  being  leftists.  I  am  tired  of  hav- 
ing people  play  the  Communist  issue  as 
though  it  were  a  great  overture  which 
has  lasted  for  years.  I  want  to  come  to 
grips  with  the  Communist  issue.  I  want 
Sen&tors  to  stand  up  and  to  answer 
whether  they  are  for  the  Communist 
Party,  or  are  against  it.  The  proposal  in 
the  amendment  will  place  Senators  right 
on  the  line.  They  cannot  duck  this  one. 
This,  amendment  would  make  the  Com- 
munist Party,  its  membership,  and  its 
apparatus  illegal.  It  would  make  mem- 
bership in  the  Communist  Party  lubject 
to  criminal  penalties.    It  would  support 
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the  Department  of  Justice  by  fiH  the  law 
which  any  department  would  need.  I 
feel  proud  at  this  hour  to  be  aiUe  to  pre- 
sent to  the  Senate  an  amendknent  with 
such  distinguished  cosponsors. 

I  shall  not  say  much  more  a|K)ut  it,  but 
if  our  proposal  is  accepted,  tbe  rash  of 
little  resolutions  which  have  b^n  coming 
through  the  Senate  will  not  be  needed. 
We  shall  have  struck  at  the  aoake.  We 
shall  hold  him  in  the  hollOw  of  our 
hands.  We  shall  have  a  cllib  in  our 
hands.  We  shall  have  the  means  to 
strike  a  lethal  blow  at  the  conspiratorial 
forces  of  international  communisim,  as 
it  works  its  devious,  subtle,  aiid  danger- 
ous way  throughout  the  United  States. 

I  do  not  intend  to  be  a  half  patriot.  I 
will  not  be  lukewarm.  Thi  i^ue  is 
drawn.  Either  Senators  are  for  recog- 
nizing the  Communist  Party  lor  what  it 
is,  or  they  will  continue  to  trip  over  the 
niceties  of  legal  technicalities  and  de- 
tails. 

I  believe  the  amendment  is  necessary 
to  strengthen  the  hand  of  oqr  Oovem- 
ment in  dealing  with  conspiratorial 
forces. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  no  more  to  say. 
I  have  made  my  case. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  Presldeht.  I  shall 
be  very  brief  in  my  comments  in  support 
of  the  amendment  of  which  I  have  the 
honor  to  be  one  of  the  cosponsors.  to- 
gether with  my  friend,  the  distinguished 
Junior  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennedy],  under  the  authorship  of  the 
distinguished  junior  Senator  frpm  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  Humphrey]. 

In  my  judgment,  this  should  be  con- 
sidered one  of  the  most  unifying  legisla- 
tive proposals  offered  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  for  many  ^  year.  In 
fact,  I  think  the  line  ought  to  form  on 
the  right  at  the  desk  of  tha  clerk  for 
the  cosponsorship  of  this  amendment 
by  other  Members  of  the  Senate. 

I  have  listened  for  years  to  a  great 
deal  of  fanning  of  the  bretze  in  the 
Senate  on  the  Communist  Issue;  but,  in 
my  judgment,  this  amendment  brings  us 
to  grips  with  the  Communist  problem. 
We  who  are  offering  the  amendment  are 
doing  so  because  it  is  high  time  to  strike 
a  blow  against  the  Communist  Party  in 
no  uncertain  terms  by  making  it  unlaw- 
ful. 

In  my  judgment,  this  ainendment 
should  bring  the  conservatives  and  the 
liberals  together,  because  we  have  al- 
ways been  of  one  mind  on  the  issue  of 
communism.  As  constitutional  liberals, 
on  the  one  side,  and  as  constitutional 
conservatives,  on  the  other,  we  have  all 
been  dedicated  to  a  commoil  patriotic 
motive,  namely,  that  our  coi«titutlonal 
system  of  Government  shall  i>er8evere  in 
the  history  of  the  United  Stakes. 

What  is  sought  to  be  doiie  by  the 
amendment  is  to  remove  any  doubt  in 
the  Senate  as  to  where  we  stand  on  the 
issue  of  communism.  Senators  may  re- 
call that  the  last  argument  which  I 
made  in  my  remarks  last  nigjit  against 
the  Butler  bill  was  that,  in  my  judg- 
ment, we  should  go  after  the  problem  of 
communism  in  this  country  from  the 
standpoint  of  acts  conunitt^  by  the 
individual.  The  Department  of  Justice 
now  has  all  the  authority  it  needs  to  pro- 
ceed to  handle  the  problem  at  commu- 
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nlsm  from  the  standpoint  of  the  acts  of 
individuals.  But  Ln  my  Judgment  there 
is  needed  on  the  statute  hocAu  a  law 
which  will  make  it  very  clear  to  the 
Department  of  Jastice  that  Congress  has 
outlawed  the  activity  of  the  Communist 
Party. 

As  I  said  earlier,  in  my  questioning  of 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  I  am  not 
moved  to  the  sliglitest  degree  by  the  old. 
fallacious,  phony  argument  that  if  the 
problem  of  conununism  is  met  head-on 
by  outlawing  the  party,  communism  will 
be  driven  underground.  Its  dangerous 
activities,  its  subversive  activities,  its 
espionage  activities,  always  have  been 
can-led  on  underground.  It  is  about  time 
for  us  to  face  the  fact  that  what  is  need- 
ed to  be  done  is  to  define  the  Communist 
Party  as  an  unlawful  conspiracy,  as  it  is 
defined  in  the  amendment,  and  then 
make  it  clear  to  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice and  the  Subversive  Activities  Con- 
trol Board  that  Congress  expects  from 
them  effective  law  enforcement  against 
the  conspiracy  program  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  to  undermine  constitutional- 
ism in  the  United  States. 

I  understand  Uiat  the  Junior  Senator 
fr(Hn  Texas  [Mr.  Daioxl]  has  given  some 
consideration  to  possible  further  amend- 
ment of  the  amendment  which  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Minnesota  has  offered, 
and  which  the  Junior  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Kkhnxdt]  and  I  have 
cosponsored.  I  have  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  consult  with  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota,  but  the  discussion  which  I 
had  with  the  Senator  from  Texas  leads 
me  to  believe  that  there  Is  great  merit 
in  most  of  the  sue  gestions  which  he  made 
to  me.  I  am  periectly  willing  to  go  along 
with  amendmeats  to  the  pending 
amendment  which  would  make  It  even 
stronger  and  more  effective,  if  that  can 
be  done.  I  think  the  suggestions  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Texas  would  accom- 
plish that  purpose. 

I  close  by  saying  that  I  am  proud  to 
stand  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  today  as 
one  of  the  cosponsors  of  an  amendment 
which,  in  my  judgment,  would  carry  out 
one  of  the  pronouncements  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  in  his  stote  of 
the  Union  message  on  Uie  subject  of 
communism.  I  am  proud  to  be  asso- 
ciated with  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
and  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  in 
sponsoring  the  nmendment,  because  by 
the  amendment  we  put  it  up  to  the  Sen- 
ate to  "fish  or  cut  bait"  on  the  Commu- 
nist issue. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  offei-ed  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  ts  merely  another  way  of 
keeping  the  bill  from  coming  to  a  vote. 
The  Senator  from  Minnesota  must  know 
that  there  is  much  doubt  about  the  con- 
stitutionality of  the  amendment  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute  which  he  has  of- 
fered. We  are  all  against  communism. 
We  all  want  to  see  the  Communist  Par- 
ty outlawed.  But  we  do  not  want  to  do 
it  in  a  way  which,  in  my  opinion,  would 
destroy  the  Internal  Security  Act.  which 
has  been  on  the  statute  bocdu  since  1950. 
the  Smith  Act,  and  other  laws  designed 
to  combat  the  Coomiunist  menace. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  must 
know  that  there  is  no  longer  any  such 
thing  as  a  member  of  the  Communist 


Party.  Such  persons  do  not  carry  mem- 
bership cards.  No  membership  records 
are  kept.  There  is  no  way  of  Imowlng 
who  is  a  member  of  the  Communist 
Party. 

I  feel  that  the  amendment  would  not 
only  destroy  the  bill  which  was  reported 
by  the  committee,  after  much  study,  but 
would  also  destroy  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Act,  the  Smith  Act.  and  other  acts 
directed  toward  brealdng  up  the  Com- 
munist conspiracy  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLEJl.    I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  agree  with  some  of 
the  reouii^s  which  have  Just  been  made 
by  the  Senator  from  lilaryland.  Cer- 
tainly the  amendment  in  the  nature  of 
a  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  would  have  the  effect  of  dis- 
placing the  bill  now  before  the  Senate. 
The  Senator  from  Minnesota  seeks  to  go 
a  step  further  and  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  would  have  no  ob- 
jection to  that. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Therefore,  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Maryland  if  he 
does  not  think  it  is  possible  to  accom- 
plish both  purposes. 

Mr.  BUTLER.     I  do. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  should  like  to  vote 
for  the  substitute  which  has  been  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Btlinnesota,  which 
declares  that  the  Communist  Party  shall 
be  outlawed  because  it  has  been  found  to 
be  part  of  a  conspiracy  to  overthrow  our 
Government  by  force.  I  should  also  like 
to  vote  for  most  of  the  provisions  in  the 
bill  now  before  the  Senate  concerning 
Communist-infiltrated  organizations. 

Therefore,  would  it  not  be  possible  to 
amend  the  bill  to  accomplish  both  pur- 
poses? I  intend  to  c^er  such  an  amend- 
ment. I  have  had  one  prepared.  I  have 
discussed  it  with  some  Senators. 

My  amendment  would  amend  the 
Humphrey  substitute  by  including  pro- 
visions of  the  Butler  bill  which  has  been 
reported  from  the  committee.  The  Sen- 
ate would  then  be  in  a  position  to  ac- 
oMnplish  both  purposes  which  have  been 
discussed;  outlaw  the  Communist  Party, 
embodying  the  provisions  wtiich  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  has  outlined,  and 
at  the  same  time  adopt  the  provisions 
concerning  Communist-infiltrated  or- 
ganizations, as  outlined  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland. 

Mr.  BinUSR.  The  Senator  from 
Maryland  would  accept  such  an  amend- 
ment.          

Mr.  DANIEL.  However.  I  may  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  that  my 
amendment  would  make  some  minor 
chamges  to  his  bill. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  should  like  to  hear 
them.  I  merely  wish  to  say  that  ex- 
tensive hearings  were  held  on  the  bill, 
and  there  was  never  any  intimation 
that  an  amendment  would  be  offered 
such  as  has  been  offered  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  did  not  appear  before  the 
committee  to  offer,  or  even  siiggest  he 
was  going  to  offer,  such  an  amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BDTLER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  that  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Minnesota  on  May  14.  on 
behalf  of  myself  and  the  Soiator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Douclas],  offered  an 
amendment  wliich  was  the  result  of  7 
months'  work  on  the  part  oi  the  Senate 
Committee  on  lAbor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare, which  would  have  provided  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relathms  Board  with  ex- 
tensive authority  to  enforce  the  filing  of 
ncm-Communist  affidavits,  which,  by  the 
way.  the  Supreme  Court  said  were  not 
enforceable  under  present  law.  Also  it 
was  proposed  to  provide  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  with  complete  au- 
thority to  hold  a  union  as  being  in  non- 
compliance with  the  National  Labor  Re- 
lations Act  if  it  was  Communist  infil- 
trated, or  if  it  had  any  ofBoers  who  were 
members  of  the  Communist  Party. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  is  no 
"Johnny-come-latelsr"  in  this  area.  I 
was  rather  surprised  that  the  amend- 
ment to  the  bill  which  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  presented  on  May  14.  as  a 
result  of  7  months  of  hearings,  was  not 
given  the  courtesy  of  a  friendly  recep- 
tion by  the  appropriate  committee  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  MANSFIEU}.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?      

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hem- 
DUcKsoH  in  the  chair).  The  Senator 
from  Maryland  has  the  floor. 

Mx.  BUTLER.  Before  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Montana,  I  should  like  to 
say  to  the  Soiator  from  Minnesota  that 
he  did  not  really  touch  the  questton  I 
raised.  I  know  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota and  the  Senator  from  lUinois 
offered  tin  amendment  of  the  nature  he 
has  described.  He  did  not  offer  to  the 
committee  or  to  the  task  force  conduct- 
ing the  hearings  the  proposal  which  be 
is  now  making,  or  anything  even  ap- 
proaching the  present  proposaL  He 
now  offers  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  an 
amendment  which,  in  my  opinion,  would 
completely  kiU  the  bill,  kill  the  Interal 
Security  Act,  and  kill  the  other  bills  mr 
acts  designed  to  break  up  the  Commu- 
nist conspiracy. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President. 
those  are  strong  words.  Will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  interpret  the  substitute 
presented  by  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota for  himself  and  many  other  Sena- 
tors as  a  means  or  an  effort  to  wealcen 
or  destroy  the  attempts  of  the  Oovem- 
ment of  the  United  States  to  knock  out 
the  conspiratorial  apparatus  of  the 
Communist  Party?  I  know  the  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland  is  very  smcere  in  his 
comments,  but  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
that  what  my  substitute  proposes  to  do 
is  what  no  other  public  law  to  date  has 
done,  namely,  declare  that  the  Commu- 
nist Party  is  a  conspiratorial  party  di- 
rected toward  the  overthrow  of  the  Oov- 
emment; secondly,  that  ahy  person 
who  knowingly  or  wilfully  becomes  or 
remains  a  member  of  the  Communist 
Party  is  subject  to  the  full  penalties  of 
the  law.  What  more  powerful  law  could 
we  have  to  enforce  than  that? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  shall  answer  the 
question  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 
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In  the  first  place,  the  Senator  fmn  Min- 
neaota  knows  that  there  is  a  great  deal 
of  doubt  as  to  the  c<»3stitutionality  of 
the  amendment  he  offers.  In  the  sec- 
ond plaee.  the  Senator  knows  that  there 
is  no  longer  any  such  thing  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Communist  Party.  The  party 
has  destroyed  all  its  membership  Usts. 
Members  do  not  have  cards.  .They  do 
not  have  any  visible  means  of  showing 
that  they  are  members  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party.  The  Senator  also  knows 
that  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  Is  absolutely  opposed  to  his 
amendment.  The  Senator  also  knows 
that  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  head  of  the  Fed- 
eral Bureau  of  Investigation,  is  in  great 
doubt  as  to  validity  of  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  and  is 
against  it.  The  Senator  also  knows 
that,  in  view  of  those  facts,  the  adoption 
of  his  amendment  would  reverse  the 
whole  proc^  of  going  after  the  issue  of 
communism  in  this  coimtry. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 
Mr.  BUTLER.  I  yield. 
Mr,  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Senator 
realize  that  the  Federal  Bureau  of  In- 
vestigation does  know,  and  has  so  stated, 
that  there  are  members  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party?  Does  he  know  that  publica- 
tions in  this  country  have  listed  the 
members  of  the  Ccnnmunist  Party  by 
numbers.  State  by  State  ?  Does  the  Sen- 
ator further  know  that  the  Communist 
Party  is  an  organized  unit  in  this  coun- 
try? Does  he  know  that  only  last  week 
newspapers  published  stories  of  a  secret 
meeting  in  the  city  of  New  York?  Does 
toe  Senator  further  know  that  one  of  the 
reasona  why  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota had  grave  doubts  about  the  original 
antlsubversive  bill  was  that  he  thought 
it  might  drive  the  Communists  under- 
groimd?  Finally,  may  I  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator, It  Is  wonderful  to  hear  from  the 
Republican  side  of  this  body  that  laws 
passed  by  a  Democratic  Congress  were 
really  effective  on  communism.  My 
party  has  been  branded  as  being  soft  on 
communism.  I  am  delighted  to  hear  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  state  that  we 
passed  an  effective  law  against  commu- 
nism^ 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  has  the  floor. 
The  Senator  from  Maryland  will  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  that  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act  was  enacted  over  the 
veto  of  a  Democratic  President. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  May  I  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  that  it  was 
passed  by  a  Democratic  Congress? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  With  a  lot  of  help 
from  the  Republicans  and  no  help  from 
the  White  House. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Texas  is  merely  trying  to  compose 
differ«ices.  I  want  to  vote  for  the  Hum- 
phrey substitute,  and  also  for  the  Butler 
bill. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  So  does  the  Senator 
from  Maryland. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  In  a  few  moments,  as 
soon  as  the  Senator  from  Texas  gets  the 
floor,  he  will  offer  an  amendment  to  the 


Humphrey  substitute,  which  will  enable 
the  Senlate  to  vote  for  a  bill  which  will 
both  outlaw  the  Communist  Party  and 
also  take  care  of  Communist-inflltrated 
organizations  as  proposed  by  the  Butler 
bill. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  As  I  said  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Texas,  I  would  be  very  glad  to 
accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from 
Maryland  desired  to  have  me  explain  the 
changes  I  had  made  in  his  propoeal. 
Mr.  BUTLER.  Yes,  If  he  will. 
Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  so  that  I  may  ask  a 
question? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  presently  having 
a  colloquy  with  the  Senator  from  Texas. 
•nie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida? 
Mr.  BUTLER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  wanted  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  hotv  It  is 
that  he  can  say  that  it  is  legal  to  pass  a 
law  which  states  that  a  labor  union  can- 
not follow  certain  communistic  prac- 
tices, and  then  say  it  is  illegal  to  outlaw 
the  Communist  Party?  It  seema  to  me 
that  if  one  decides  to  cut  off  the  bmnches 
of  a  tree  because  they  are  diseased,  he 
must  perforce  say  that  the  trunk  of  the 
tree  is  also  diseased.  What  the  Senator 
from.  Minnesota  is  trying  to  say  is  that 
communism  per  se  is  wrong,  and  that 
therefore  any  union  or  any  person  who 
follows  the  Communist  line  must  like- 
wise be  wrong. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator that  the  outlawing  of  the  Ccmmu- 
nist  Party  involves  very  serious  consti- 
tutional questions. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Yes.  The  Senator 
from  Maryland  says  that  the  results  of 
communism  are  bad  but  he  will  not  go 
so  far  as  to  say  that  communism  itself 
is  bad.  Is  that  what  the  Senator  says? 
Mr.  BUTLER.  We  all  say  commu- 
nism is  bad. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Then  why  do  we 
not  outlaw  communism? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  We  are  going  to  out- 
law communism.  We  are  going  to  ac- 
cept the  amendment. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  That  is  what  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hum- 
phrey] desires  to  do.  It  seems  to  me 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  should  be 
very  happy  to  support  the  substitute  of- 
fered by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 
The  Senator  from  Maryland  does  not 
like  the  results  of  communism.  He  says 
they  are  bad,  and  that  we  should  declare 
them  illegal.  Why  should  we  r»t  say 
that4he  whole  process  is  illegal? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  That  is  what  I  hope 
we  shall  say.  Will  the  Senator  permit 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  DivnielJ 
to  proceed? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President — — 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  reminds  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land that  he  can  jaeld  only  for  a  ques- 
tion. Does  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
request  unanimous  consent  that  he  may 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas  for  the 
purpose  of  offering  a  proposed  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  make 
such  a  request,  with  the  understanding 
I  shall  not  lose  the  floor. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?      The  Chair  hears  none. 

The  Senator  from  lexas  IMr.  Dakiel] 
Is  recognized. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  which  I  shall  send  to  the 
desk  would  amend  the  substitute  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  IMr. 
Humphrey]  so  as  to  add  all  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Butler  bill  which  have  been 
under  discussion,  with  certain  changes 
which  I  shall  now  outline. 

I  shall  begin  the  discussion  of  my  pro- 
posed amendment  by  saying  that  I  have 
provided  at  the  end  of  my  proposed 
amendment  a  severability  clause,  which 
would  take  care  of  any  doubts  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Maryland  IMr. 
Butler  1  might  have  as  to  the  constitu- 
tionality of  the  provisions  of  the  substi- 
tute offered  by  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota IMr.  Humphrey]. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  believe  that  is  a  very 
salutary  provision.  It  should  be  in  the 
bill. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DANIEL.     I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Would  It  not  be 
appropriate,  since  the  pending  question 
now  is  the  proposed  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota,  for  the  Senator 
from  Texas  to  consult  with  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  and  the  cosponsors  of 
the  substitute  to  determine  \rhether  or 
not  the  amendment  which  the  Senator 
from  Texas  proposes  would  meet  with 
their  approval? 

The  Senate  is  not  now  considering  the 
bill  of  the  Senator  fiom  Maryland  (Mr. 
Butler  1 .  The  Senate  is  corisSdering  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  I  Mr.  Humphrey],  Which  is  co- 
sponsored  by  16  or  17  of  our  colleagues. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota probably  did  not  hear  my  earlier 
remarks.  I  was  agreeing  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota.  In  fact,  I  have 
joined  him  as  a  coauthor  of  hi<  proposal. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Good. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  support  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  to 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party.  However, 
I  also  wi.sh  to  preserve  certain  provisions 
of  the  bill  which  has  been  under  discus- 
sion, with  certain  changes,  adding  them 
to  the  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

The   Senator   from   Maryland   raised 
certain  objections,  which  I  was  trying 
to  satisfy. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  sorty.  I  mis- 
understood the  Senator.  I  apologize  to 
the  Senator  for  not  having  clearly  un- 
derstood his  intent.  | 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  was  simply  trying  to 
meet  those  objections,  one  of  which  I 
shall  now  discuss. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  said 
that  he  feared  the  constitutionality  of 
some  of  the  provisions  in  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota.  I  said  to  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  that  one  of  the  provisions  in 
my  amendment — the  last  provision,  of 
couise— is  a  severability  clause.  It 
would  take  care  of  that  fear. 

The  other  changes  I  should  like  to 
propose,  Mr.  President,  begin  on  page  2 
of  S.  3706. 


In  each  place  in  the  bill  where  the 
words  "5  years"  appear  I  should  like  to 
insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  word  "3  years." 
Some  argument  has  been  made  to  the 
effect  that  If  we  provide  for  too  long  a 
period  for  going  back  into  a  person's 
atniiation  with  a  Communist-infiltrated 
organization  or  a  Communist-acUon  or- 
ganization, some  people  might  be  hesi- 
tant about  lea\ing  such  organizations. 
I  have  discussed  this  particular  pro- 
vision with  several  Senators  on  both 
sides,  and  I  propose  to  change  the  "5 
years"  to  "3  years"  in  each  place. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  wlU 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  What  the  Senator 
from  Texas  Is  suggesting  is  along  the 
Une  of  what  is  provided  in  my  proposed 
amendment.  "8-11-54-1."  I  would  have 
stricken  "5  years"  and  inserted  "1  year." 
Does  the  Senator  suggest  making  it  "3 
years"?      

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  correct.  I  am 
trjring  to  compromise  the  difference,  if 
possible,  between  the  provisions  of  the 
bill  and  the  provisions  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota.  I  I'efer  to  another  amend- 
ment of  his  which  has  not  yet  been  con- 
sidered. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  Is  lyhig  on  the 
desk. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  It  is  on  the  desk.  That 
amendment  would  reduce  the  period  of 
time  to  1  year.  The  provision  In  the  bill 
of  the  Senator  from  Maryland  is  now 
5  years. 

I  provide  In  my  amendment  that  that 
period  of  time  shall  be  3  years.  I  be- 
lieve the  Senator  from  Maryland  and 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  will  accept 
that  compromLie. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes;  I  would  ac- 
cept it. 

Mr.  DANIEI^.  That  amendment  Is 
acceptable  to  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota. Is  it  acceptable  to  the  Senator 
from  Maryland? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  believe  the  reduction 
from  5  years  to  3  years  would  very  ad- 
versely affect  the  bilL  I  think  such  a 
time  limit  would  be  very  difficult  to  op- 
erate under,  and  that  amendment  would 
very  materially  weaken  the  bill. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  In  what  manner,  may 
I  ask?  I  had  Intended  to  suggest  2 
years,  and  at  the  insistence  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland  that  it  should  be  a 
longer  period  of  time  I  have  changed  it 
to  3  years.  The  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota de|tares  it  to  be  1  year. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Would  the  Senator  be 
willing  to  accept  4  years? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  In  what  way  would  it 
weaken  the  bill  to  have  it  3  years  Instead 
of  5  years  so  far  as  the  affiliation  of  an 
individual  witli  such  an  organization  Ls 
concerned? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  think  It  would  tend 
to  weaken  the  bill  in  this  respect:  Since 
the  enactment  of  the  Internal  Seciurity 
Act,  the  Smith  Act.  the  bill  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wasliington  [Mr.  MagnxtsonI, 
and  other  legislation  directed  toward  the 
control  of  the  Communist  menace,  the 
Communists  have  attempted  to  destroy 
all  records  and  go  imderground.  and 
they  have  not  left  as  much  of  a  trace  as 
we  prefer  they  would  leave.    If  the  law 


permits  us  to  go  back  only  3  years  with 
regard  to  Communist  affiliation,  in  all 
probability  we  shall  not  be  able  to  in- 
clude a  number  of  persons  who  should 
be  Included. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  If  that  be  true,  is  it 
not  also  true  that  it  means  that  the  or- 
ganizations have  cleansed  themselves  or 
in  some  way  hnve  improved  in  recent 
years? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  No.  I  do  not  think  It 
would  work  that  way  at  all.  I  know 
what  the  Senator  from  Texas  is  think- 
ing, and  I  know  what  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  Is  thinking.  It  proves  that 
these  people  have  gone  underground.  To 
some  extent  that  is  true.  It  would  be 
more  difficult  to  operate  on  a  3 -year 
basis  than  on  a  5-3rear  basis. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  hear  the  other  modifications? 
I  shall  not  ask  for  acceptance  of  any 
particular  changes,  but  I  request  that 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  hear  them 
all.  and  then  determine  whether  or  not 
he  can  accept  the  changes  I  shall  sug- 
gest. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANIKTi.     I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  will 
recall.  I  am  sure,  the  statements  of  Mr. 
Oouzenko.  now  under  protective  custody 
in  Canada.  He  was  the  former  code 
clerk  for  the  Russians  who  broke  away 
from  communism.  Mr.  Oouzenko,  I  be- 
Ueve,  has  testified  before  representatives 
of  the  Senate. 

Every  expert,  Including  Mr.  Oouzenko. 
says  that  one  thing  which  is  needed  in 
any  kind  of  legislation  dealing  with  this 
problem  is  an  incentive  for  men  and 
women  to  leave  the  C(»nmunist  Party,  so 
that  they  will  not  have  scorn  heaped 
upon  them  and  will  not  be  punished  for 
their  past  action. 

If  we  provide  for  going  back  5  years, 
all  we  are  going  to  do  is  literally  to  drive 
people  back  into  the  Communist  ap- 
paratus, because  we  are  unwilling  to  ac- 
cept their  cleansing  and  their  willing- 
ness to  change  their  pattern  of  life  and 
become  responsible  and  respectable  citi- 
zens. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  May  I  answer  the 
question  of  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Maryland. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  think  that  is  one  of 
the  weaknesses  in  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator.  The  Senator 
knows  that  all  the  Communists  have  to 
do  is  what  they  have  done  in  conneccion 
with  the  affidavits  required  under  sec- 
tion 9  (h)  of  the  Taft-Hartley  law. 
They  resign  from  the  Communist  Party 
for  a  day  and  sign  the  affidavit.  Then 
they  immediately  return  to  the  party. 

I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  substance 
in  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  MAONUSON  rcse. 

BCr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington  for  a  question. 

Mr.   MAONUSON.    I   wonder   if   the 

Senator 

The  PRESTDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  reminds  Senators  that  the  Sena- 


tor from  Texas  has  the  floor  imder  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  to 
clarify  the  situation.  I  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDINO  OWiCEU.  The 
Senator  from  Maryland  yields  the  floor. 
The  Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from 
Texas.        

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington  for  a  question. 

Mr.  MAONUSON.  Is  the  Senator  not 
trying  to  resolve  some  legal  doubt  as  to 
the  question  of  the  statute  of  limitations? 
As  the  Senator  knows,  lawyers  In  most 
States  of  the  Union  In  criminal  prosecu- 
tions operate  imder  a  statute  of  limita- 
tions of  3  years.  This  proviso  would  be 
in  line  with  that  practice,  and  would 
provide  for  going  back  3  years.  It  would 
not  be  particularly  in  line  legally,  but  It 
would  establish  a  limitation  upon  the 
time  it  would  be  possible  to  go  back. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Yes.  With  some  ex- 
ceptions, most  of  our  criminal  statutes 
have  limitation  periods  of  from  2  to  4 
years. 

Mr.  MAONUSON.  Three  Is  the 
avei-age. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  had  in  mind  that  3 
years  would  probably  be  the  average. 

Also,  it  seemed  to  me  that  It  might 
be  a  good  compromise  between  what  was 
advocated  by  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  HuKPBKEYl  and  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  BuTLOt].  I  am  sure 
there  will  be  several  words  and  phrases 
and  several  provisions  in  this  bill  that 
will  not  meet  with  unanimous  approval 
but  that  is  what  I  had  in  mind  in  making 
the  period  3  years  Instead  of  5. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President.  wlU 
the  Benator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  yield,  and  if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  for  a  question. 

Mr.  HUMPHRETS'.  Does  the  Senator 
realize  that  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Fekgttsom]  has^n  amendment  lying 
on  the  table  which  would  strike  out  the 
phrase  "within  5  years"?  I  say  that  the 
figure  3  is  a  fair  compromise,  and  rea- 
sonable, in  terms  of  le«al  precedent. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  for  a  question. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  recog- 
nize the  great  legal  ability  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  did  not  yield  for  that 
purpose.      

Mr.  COOPER.  I  am  sure  the  Senate 
recognizes  his  ability  and.  If  he  will  per- 
mit me.  I  should  like  to  ask  him  a  few 
questions.  I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  his 
time,  but  I  should  like  to  ask  some  ques- 
tions.          

Mr.  DANIEL.  If  I  may.  I  should  Ilk* 
to  complete  the  explanation  of  tbe 
changes  I  have  made  in  the  Butler  pro- 
posal, and  then  I  shall  yield  for  qiues- 
tions. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.     Mr. 
Will  the  Senator  jvM  for  an 
Uon? 

Mr.  DANIEL.    I  yfdd  for  an 
Uon. 

Mrs.  SMITH  (tf  MaincL  I  dto  net  in- 
tend to  ojpvose  any  ajreeflMo*  ttet  Is 
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made  between  the  distlngulBhed  Senator 
imm  Maryland  [Mr.  BuTuat]  and  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
DAxna.],  hut  I  do  want  to  say  that  I  am 
for  outlawing  the  Communist  Party.  In 
fact.  I  introduced  the  first  bill  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  United  States  Senate  to  out- 
law the  Oommunist  Farty.  It  was  Sen- 
ate bill  200. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe  it  Is 
proper  to  legislate  on  this  matter  by  way 
of  an  amendment.  I  believe  a  proposal 
to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party  should 
be  the  subject  of  a  separate  bill  Instead 
of  an  amendment  to  the  pending  bill. 

I  say  this  in  spite  of  the  manner  tn 
which  the  Attorney  General  stalled  for 
more  than  a  year  before  taking  a  posi- 
tion on  my  bill,  S.  200,  and  thus  bottling 
it  up  in  committee.  I  say  this  in  spite 
of  the  fact  that  he  now  opposes  my  bill. 
S.  200.  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party. 

I  serve  notice  on  the  Senate  now  that 
next  year  I  shall  renew  my  fight  to  out- 
law tiie  Communist  Party,  and  I  invite 
all  Members  of  the  Senate  to  join  me 
next  year  in  cosponsoring  my  bill  to  out- 
law the  Communist  Party,  and  overcome 
the  stalling  tactics  which  have  been  used 
to  bottle  up  my  bill. 

Several  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  I  prefer 
to  complete  the  explanation  of  the 
changes  that  I  propose  to  the  Butler  bill. 
because  I  have  only  a  few. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  permit  me  to  make  an  ob- 
seivation  with  reference  to  the  comment 
by  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs. 
SmTB]? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  1 3rield  once  more  to  the 
Senator  from  Nflnnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  merely  wish  to 
say  that  the  Senator  from  Maine  is  in- 
deed worthy  of  the  fullest  commendation 
and  praise  of  the  Senate,  and  I  regret 
that  I  was  not  able  to  get  in  touch  with 
her  before  I  offered  my  amendment.  I 
do  not  know  what  her  wishes  are,  but 
t>f  all  the  Members  of  the  Senate  who 
deserve  the  opportiuilty  to  be  associated 
with  this  movement  and  to  lead  in  the 
fight,  it  is  the  Senator  from  Maine.  If 
she  would  like  to  join  with  me  as  a  co- 
sponsor,  along  with  others.  I  should  be 
singularly  honored. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Texas  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.    I  yield. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  I  have  only 
one  wish,  and  that  is  that  we  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party,  but  I  want  to  do  it  in 
the  proper  manner,  by  a  separate  bill 
and  not  by  an  amendment. 

I  thank  the  Senator  very  much. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  does  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  desire  to  ask  a 
question  or  make  some  comment? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  thought  the  Senator 
from  Texas  would  offer  some  amend- 
ments to  the  pending  measure. 

Mr.  DANIEL.    Yes,  I  shall. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota. 


Mr.  DANIEL.  I  wish  to  complete  the 
explanation  of  my  proposed  changes,  and 
then  I  shall  yield. 

The  other  change  I  propose  is  on  page 
5,  line  17,  of  S.  3706.  The  wording  now 
in  line  17  is: 

In  determining  whether,  any  orgatilzation 
Is  a  Communist-infiltrated  organization,  the 
Board  shall  take  Into  consideration*— 

(1)  the  extent  to  which — 

Certain  things  are  found  to  exist. 
There  are  seven  different  items  which 
the  Board  would  be  authorized  to  take 
into  consideration. 

Mr.  President,  the  change  I  would 
make  at  that  point  would  be  this:  In 
line  18,  instead  of  the  words  "the  Board 
shall  take  into  consideration"  I  would 
sulistitute  the  words  "the  Board  «hall  be 
required  to  determine",  and  then  the 
first  word  in  each  subparagraph  would 
be  "whether"  in  place  of  the  words  "the 
extent  to  which." 

With  this  amendment,  the  paragraph 
would  read  as  follows: 

In  determining  whether  any  organization 
Is  a  Communist-Infiltrated  organizataon,  the 
Board  shall  be  required  to  determine — 
.  (1)  whether  the  effective  management  of 
the  affairs  of  such  organization  is  conducted 
by  one  or  more  individuals  who  are,  or  within 
3  years  have  been.  (A)  members,  agents. 
or  representatives  of  any  Commutilst  or- 
ganization— 

And  so  forth.  In  each  other  subpara- 
graph the  word  "whether"  would  be  sub- 
stituted in  place  of  the  words  "the  ex- 
tent to  which  " 

Mr.  President,  as  I  have  said,  the 
changes  I  have  outlined  so  far  are  these : 
The  period  of  years  which  would  be 
taken  into  consideration  in  connection 
with  past  activities  would  be  changed  to 
3  years  instead  of  5  years.  Second,  there 
is  the  change  which  I  have  just  outlined 
as  to  the  procedure  of  the  Board;  third. 
the  Ives  amendment  has  been  iacorpo- 
rated  in  the  proposal  that  I  shall  ofTer; 
and  fourth,  a  severability  clause  has  been 
incorporated. 

There  is  one  further  change,  an  page 
8,  line  12.  Let  me  explain  this  change 
in  general  terms  first. 

The  bill  provides  that  after  "a  final 
order  of  the  Board  determining  that  any 
such  labor  organization  is  a  Communist- 
inflltrated  organization,  such  labor  or- 
ganization shall  be  ineligible  to"— and 
we  find  several  things  named  there.  It 
would  be  restricted,  and  denied  certain 
benefits  under  the  National  Labor  Re- 
lations Act. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  are  to  adopt  the 
provision  as  to  Communist-infiltrated 
organizations,  we  certainly  ought  to 
make  the  same  restrictions  and  denials 
applicable  to  any  organizations  found  to 
be  Communist -action  or  Communist- 
front  organizations.  We  have  had  some 
experience  in  this  field. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.    I  yield.  | 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Is  the  Senator  now 
suggesting  an  additional  amendment  to 
the  Internal  Security  Act  with  respect 
to  Conununist-action  and  Communist- 
front  organizations? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Yes.  All  this  would  be 
an  amendment,  in  addition  to  what  is 
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proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
IMr.  Butler). 

Mr.  BUTLER.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  first  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  should  like  to  clear 
up  one  point.  Does  the  Senator's 
amendment  go  to  line  18  on  page  5? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  No.  The  i«nendment 
would  go  to  line  12  on  page  8.  We  now 
have  these  words,  beginning  with  line  11: 

When  there  is  in  effect  a  final  Order  of  the 
Board  determining  that  any  suOh  labor  or- 
ganization is  a  Communist-lnlUtrated  or- 
ganization, such  labor  organization  sbaU  be 
ineligible 


Do  certain  things  which  follow. 

Just  before  "Communist»inflltrated 
organization"  I  would  add  these  words: 
"Communist-action  organization.  Com- 
munist-front organization,  or  Commu- 
nist-infiltrated organization." 

In  other  words,  whatever  pcmalties  are 
applied  to  an  organization  found  to  be 
Communist-infiltrated  certainly  ought 
to  be  applied  to  an  organization  found 
to  be  a  Communist-front  organization 
or  a  Communist-action  organization. 

There  are  numerous  instances  of  the 
practicability  of  what  I  now  propose. 
An  organization  was  operating  in  the 
State  of  Texas  which  had  been  found  to 
be  either  a  Communist-dominated  or- 
ganization or  a  Communist-action  or- 
ganization. However.  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  said  it  still  must 
treat  that  organization  and  its  officers 
as  it  must  treat  other  organiaations.  It 
said  it  must  give  that  organization  the 
same  rights  and  privileges  as  are  given 
to  other  labor  organizatione.  There- 
fore what  I  would  do  in  this  respect  is 
merely  to  add  Communist-action  or- 
ganizations to  the  provision  prescribing 
penalties  with  respect  to  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board,  the  same  re- 
strictions which  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land would  apply  to  Comm^inist- infil- 
trated organizations. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  HUMPHREY,  and 
other  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  further  to  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  so  that  he  may 
clearly  understand  the  purpose  of  my 
amendment. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  understand  what  the 
Senator  is  trying  to  accomplish,  but  I 
did  not  know  there  was  any  Communist- 
action  organization  or  Communist -front 
organization  which  represented  em- 
ployees as  a  bargaining  agent  and  which 
would  ask  for  a  hearing  Uefore  the 
NLRB. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  There  is  one  such  or- 
ganization in  existence.  TTiere  was 
such  case  before  the  National  Labor  Re- 
lations Board,  and  we  received  the  reply 
which  I  outlined.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
agrees  with  me  that  if  any  labor  organ- 
ization is  found  by  the  Board  to  be  a 
Communist-action  organization  or  a 
Communist-front  organization  it  should 
be  ineligible  for  the  privileges  and  rights 
which  are  enjoyed  by  other  labor  organ- 
izations. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  agree,  t  am  sur- 
prised to  hear  that  there  is  such  an  or- 
ganization.   If  there  is  such  an  organ- 


ization, I  shall  be  very  glad  to  accept  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  DANIEL.     Those  are  my  changes. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Will  the  Seantor  re- 
cite them,  so  that  I  can  say  what  I  will 
do  about  them? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  who 
is  accepting  «  hat? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  have  not  asked  any- 
one to  accept  anything.  I  am  about  to 
send  my  amendment  to  the  desk  and 
formally  offer  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senate  is  now 
considering  the  Humphrey  substitute, 
not  the  Butler  bill. 

Mr.  CASE  rose. 

Mr.  DANHX.  I  am  offering  an 
amendment  to  the  Humphrey  substitute, 
so  that  some  cf  us  who  wish  to  vote  on 
the  Humphrey  substitute  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party,  but  who  also  wish  to 
vote  for  the  provisions  relating  to  Com- 
munist Infiltrated  organizations  in  the 
Butler  bill,  may  have  the  opportunity  to 
do  both. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yinld  for  a  comment? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  first  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota.  He  has  been 
on  his  feet  for  some  time. 

Mr.  CASE.  First,  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  asks  the  Senator  from 
Texas  where  th'?  amendment  he  proposes 
would  fit  into  the  bill  or  substitute. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  did  not  quite  hear  the 
last  part  of  the  Senator's  statement. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  the  amendment  the 
Senator  from  Texas  is  offering,  an 
amendment  to  the  Humphrey  amend- 
ment or  to  the  oill? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  amendment  which 
I  am  sending  to  the  desk  is  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Humphrey  substitute,  and 
it  would  be  added  at  the  end  of  the 
Humphrey  substitute.     ' 

Mr.  CASE,  '^at  I  do  not  quite 
understand  is  whether  the  language  re- 
quiring the  Baird  to  make  a  determi- 
nation as  to  whether  or  not  certain 
things  are  true  is  to  be  an  amendment 
to  the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Act 
of  1950. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  It  is  a  new  section 
which  is  being  added  to  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act  of  1950.  It  is  to 
be  added  as  a  new  section. 

The  form  p-oposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  is  exactly  the  same  form 
that  is  now  in  the  law.  Some  criticism 
has  been  made  of  that  form.  My  amend- 
ment would  meet  that  criticism  by 
changing  the  procedure.  Instead  of 
providing  that  the  Board  shall  take  into 
consideration  certain  things,  and  the 
extent  to  which  such  things  exist,  I 
would  change  the  form  by  providing  that 
the  Board  shall  determine  whether  cer- 
tin  things  do  exist  or  have  existed. 

Mr.  CASE.  When  the  Ssnator  does 
that,  he  is  prescribing  a  more  rigid  for- 
mula relating  to  membership  in  a  Com- 
munist infiltrated  organization  than  is 
provided  with  i-espect  to  membership  in 
a  Communist-fiction  organization  or  in 
a  Communtst-f  ront  organization. 

Mr.  DANIEL  That  may  be  true,  but 
I  do  not  think  30. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  served  on  the  committee  of  the 
House  which  developed  the  language 
providing  that  the  Board  shall  take  into 


consideration  the  extent  to  which  par- 
ticipation took  place  in  a  Communist- 
action  organization  or  in  a  Communist- 
front  organization.  The  reason  we  did  it 
was  that  there  were  instances  in  which 
there  was  not  a  clear-cut  pattern  of 
complete  participation  in  a  front  or- 
ganization or  in  an  action  organization. 
Instances  came  to  our  attention  in 
which  a  person's  name  was  used  on  a 
letterhead,  or  in  which  a  person  was 
identified  with  a  front  organization,  or 
with  an  action  organization.  After  in- 
vestigating some  of  those  cases,  the  com- 
mittee felt  that  the  facts  did  not  estab- 
lish a  sufficient  case  to  warrant  penaliz- 
ing an  Individual.  In  oiany  instances  a 
person's  name  was  used  on  a  letterhead 
for  the  purpose  of  sponsoring  a  dinner, 
or  something  of  that  sort.  It  involved 
persons  of  very  high  repute,  who  had  no 
general  pattern  of  following  the  Com- 
munist line. 

If  we  accept  the  language  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  suggests,  and  apply 
that  language  to  a  Communist -front 
organization  and  make  the  whole  act 
uniform.  If  it  is  determined  that  a  per- 
son was  identified  in  a  single  instance 
with  such  an  organization,  we  bring 
down  upon  the  head  of  such  an  individ- 
ual the  penalty  of  the  entire  act. 

Let  us  take  category  4  of  the  bill.  It 
appears  at  page  6  of  the  bill  and  reads: 

(4)  The  extent  to  which  such  organization 
within  5  years  has  received  from,  or  furnished 
to  or  for  the  lise  of.  any  such  Communist 
organization,  government,  or  movement  any 
funds  or  other  material  assistance. 

Reading  that  paragraph  in  connection 
with  subsection  (e)  on  page  5.  the  bill 
would  provide  that  the  Board  shall  take 
into  consideration  the  extent  to  which 
a  person  has  received  funds  from  a  Com- 
munist organization.  If  that  language 
changed  to  provide  that  the  Board  shall 
determine  whether  a  person  has  received 
even  a  $5  contribution  from  a  front 
organization  or  from  any  other  Commu- 
nist organization,  it  would  bring  down 
on  the  head  of  such  an  individual  all  the 
penalties  of  the  act. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Does  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  see  any  difference  between 
a  provision  relating  to  a  $5  contribution 
to  a  Communist  organization  and  the 
extent  to  which  a  person  has  made  a 
contribution? 

The  language  does  not  provide  that  if 
the  Board  finds  some  act  or  contribution, 
it  is  necessary  to  bring  down  on  the 
individual  the  penalties  of  the  act.  The 
bill  now  reads: 

In  determining  whether  any  organization 
is  a  Oommunlat-infiltrated  organization,  the 
Board  shaU  take  into  conaideratlon  the  "ex- 
tent to  which" — 

And  SO  forth.  I  would  change  that  by 
requiring  the  Board  to  make  a  finding  of 
whether  $5.  for  example,  was  contributed. 
I  do  not  sec  any  great  difference. 

Mr.  CASE.  Does  the  Senator  believe 
that  a  more  rigid  formula  should  be  pre- 
scribed with  respect  to  membership 
in  Communist-infiltrated  organizations 
than  is  prescrilied  with  respect  to  mem- 
bership in  Communist- action  organiza- 
tions? Would  not  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment establish  a  more  r^id  formula  with 
respect  to  membership  in  Communist- 


infiltrated  organizatfona  than  with  re- 
spect to  Communist-action  organisa- 
tions? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from  Tex- 
as does  not  believe  so.  Other  Members 
of  the  Senate  believe  it  would  be  more 
rigid.  It  is  the  feeling  of  some  Senatcws 
that  something  should  be  added  to  pro- 
vide that  a  person  should  be  served  with 
specifications  and  should  know  what  he 
has  been  charged  with  before  any  pen- 
alty is  assesed  against  him. 

Some  Members  of  the  Senate  feel  that 
there  should  be  a  defimte  finding  by  the 
Board  as  to  whether  the  Individuals 
under  consideration  actually  participated 
in  Communist-front  organizations,  and 
so  forth.  Some  believe  there  should  be 
a  definite  finding  with  respect  to  Com- 
munist-infiltrated organizations  even 
though  this  is  not  the  case  with  respect 
to  Communist-front  organizations  or 
Communist-action  organizations. 

I  do  not  believe  the  difference  in  the 
wording  is  very  great.  We  are  merely 
referring  to  procedures.  All  I  am  doing 
is  changing  the  wording  in  an  effort  to 
compromise  the  differences  between  Sen- 
ators who  have  a  definite  feeling  one  way 
or  the  other. 

If  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  is 
wilUng.  I  shall  discuss  the  question  with 
him  briefly  as  soon  as  I  yield  the  floor. 

Several  Senators  addressed  the  Chahr. 

The  PRESmma  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  senior  Senator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  my 
colleague  may,  without  losing  his  rights 
to  the  fioor,  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Mansixkld]  not  to  ex- 
ceed 5  minutes. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  With- 
out Objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  address  myself  to  the  substitute 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Minne«>ta 
IMr.  HiTMPHRBT]  and  other  Senators,  to 
wit,  a  bill  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party.  Of  course,  the  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mrs.  Smith]  has  been  a  leader 
in  the  introduction  of  bills  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party.  Others  have  Joined 
with  her  m  the  House  and  in  the  Sen- 
ate. I  think  now  Ls  the  time  to  face  up 
to  our  responsibilities,  because  this  is 
the  first  opportunity  we  have  had  in 
this  body  to  face  up  to  the  question  as  to 
whether  we  want  to  outlaw  the  Commu- 
nist Party.  I  think  the  time  has  arrived 
for  all  of  us  to  stand  up  and  be  counted. 
I  certainly  hope  that  this  aftenuwn  we 
shall  have  an  opportunity  to  vote  on  the 
question,  because  I.  for  one,  wish  to  out- 
law the  Communist  Party,  because  I 
think  it  is  a  party  contrary  to  American 
principles  and  a  party  which  does  advo- 
cate the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States.  ^ 

Outlawing  the  Communist  Paity 
would  not  be  a  violation  of  the  funda- 
mental right  of  people  in  the  United 
States  to  organize  and  function  through 
a  poUtical  party  as  the  Communist 
Party  is  not  a  legitimate  political  or- 
ganization, any  more  than  a  groop  of 
doctors  operating  an  illegal  nareoMcs 
ring  would  constitute  a  legitimate  medi- 
cal enterprise.  By  its  own  dedantian 
of  aims  and  purposes,  the  Oomwai^si 


R 


1421fi 


mKnnpcQTriMAT  nrrnpn  J-  qfm atf 


AiLn'iiJii.    19. 


^  4^  «*  e 


14216 


I 

CX>NGR£SSIC«^AL  RECORD  -^  SENATE 


August  12 


195.^ 


I. 


-     M 

I  i 


c    - 
I 

i 


n 


u 


ft  i 


Btrtr  to  oigaced  in  a  criminal  conq;rir- 
acy  and  (deration:  The  advocacy  and 
ptojeeted  overthrow  of  the  An%mr\^fft,ri 
Oammmtat  by  force  and  violence. 

The  ootlawins  of  the  par^  wiU  de- 
atnv  Its  falae  appearance  of  rcq;iecta- 
biii^  as  a  political  party  within  the 
coostltutiaaal  limltationa.  The  passing 
of  such  legislation  would  be  no  differait 
than  when  the  Nazi  Bond  was  outlawed 
here  in  the  early  forties. 

One  of  the  main  arguments,  if  not  the 
natn  one.  given  by  FBI  Chief  J.  Edgar 
Hoover  in  his  testimony  before  coDgres- 
aional  committees  has  been  his  assertion 
that  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party 
would  drive  it  underground.  In  new  tes- 
timony before  the  House  Appropriations 
Committee,  tills  year.  Mr.  Hoover  states: 

Hie  iBveBtlgatiTe  burden  in  covering  the 
Oamnrantot  underground  bam  been  Inereaaed 
tremendoualy  as  le  sbown  by  the  (act  that 
where  1  agent  waa  formarly  needed  for 
proper  coverage,  we  now  require  aa  manj  aa 
9  or  10  by  reaaon  of  their  greater  aecurlty 
conadouaneea  In  carrying  out  their  con- 
apiratorlal  activities. 

He  further  states  in  the  same  testi- 
mony: 

Today  there  are  two  types  of  Communist 
Party  leaderahlp:  Open  leadership  oomivlsed 
of  peofde  like  William  Z.  Poster  and  a  select 
groiq>  of  others:  and  an  undergroxmd  leader- 
ship, which  actually  has  been  attuming  more 
and  more  authority  and  control  to  admin- 
ister the  entire  party  in  the  event  It  is  no 
longer  feasible  to  continue  in  the  open. 

These  statements  Indicate  to  me  that 
the  Communist  Party  has  gone  under- 
ground; therefore,  t&e  chief  objection 
made  by  Mr.  Hoover'  prior  to  this  year 
is  no  longer  valid.  As  to  the  extent  of 
the  conspiracy,  it  might  be  well  for  us 
to  note  further  testimony  given  by  the 
Director  of  the  FBI  in  which  he  says: 

Through  the  perfection  of  the  underground 
apparatus,  the  party  alms  to  preserve  intact 
a  hard  core  of  militant  Communists  to  carry 
out  the  alms  and  objectives  of  the  inter- 
national Oommimlst  movement  \mder  all 
Xonns  of  adversity. 

The  security  measures  which  the  Com- 
munist Party  have  taken  in  order  to  thwart 
the  efforts  of  the  FBI  have  been  many  and 
detailed  In  character.  No  longer  are  Com- 
munist Party  membership  cards  issued; 
maintenance  at  membership  records  are 
forbidden:  contacts  of  rank-and-file  mem- 
bers are  limited  to  from  3  to  5 — the  basic 
club  unit.  Most  of  the  local  headquarters 
have  been  discontinued,  and  party  records 
have  been  destroyed.  No  evening  meetings 
are  permitted  In  hearquarters  without  staff 
members  present.  Conventions  and  large 
meetings  are  held  to  the  absolute  minimimi. 
The  use  of  the  telephone  and  telegraph  Is 
avoided. 

No  contact  is  had  with  families  or  friends; 
contacts  between  functionaries  are  arranged 
through  fj-equently  changed  Intermediaries; 
false  drivers'  licenses  have  been  obtained; 
aasumed  names  have  been  adopted:  modi- 
fication of  physical  appearance  has  been 
effected,  such  as  dyeing  hair  and  eyebrows, 
as  was  done  by  a  member  of  the  national 
committee  who  was  apprehended  by  agents 
of  the  PBI  In  a  hideout  in  the  high  Sierras 
In  California  last  August. 

They  have  removed  conspicuous  means  of 
personal  identification,  such  as  moles;  they 
have  affected  a  new  manner  of  walking,  have 
changed  their  dress  standards,  have  avoided 
old  habits,  and  even  have  avoided  old  vices, 
and  have  avoided  appearance  in  public  places' 
Where  ^hclr  recognition  would  be  probable. 


They  communicate  through  couifers  and 
avoid  the  use  of  written  commui|lcatlons. 
They  have  Instituted  loyalty  tests  for  all 
prospective  underground  personnel.  They 
rotate  the  underground  personnel  to  avoid 
detection.  The  underground  staff  la  usually 
recruited  from  trusted  Communist  Party 
members,  having  at  least  10  or  12  years'  ex- 
perience. 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  has 
expired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senator 
from  Montana  may  have  his  time  ex- 
tended another  5  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  Senator  may  proceed. 

Bfr.  MANSFIELD.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader. 

Mr.  President,  again  quoting  tvom  Mr. 
Hoover: 

They  appear  outside  of  hideouts  only  at 
night.  They  use  different  automobiles,  and 
the  cars  frequently  are  registered  In  fic- 
titious names  and  not  names  of  party  nvem- 
bers;  the  license  plates  are  frequently 
changed. 

They  have  used  extreme  precautions  In 
regard  to  surveillance,  making  rapid  and  fre- 
quent changes  of  conveyances,  entering  and 
leaving  subways  and  buses  Just  before  the 
door  elose.  and  doubling  back  on  their  course. 

I  cite  these  various  security  measures  not 
only  because  they  are  of  Interest  to  the  Com- 
mittee but  to  show  the  stealth  of  ths  Ameri- 
can Communists.  It  again  shows  the  In- 
creased difficulty  with  which  we  are  faced  In 
trying  to  handle  these  investigations. 

A  group  such  as  the  Communists 
Which  is  the  servant  of  a  foreign  power 
and  places  the  interests  of  a  foreign 
power  above  those  of  our  own  country 
should  be  outlawed  in  the  United  States. 
Such  a  law  would  not  outlaw  ideas,  it 
would  not  outlaw  thoughts,  it  would 
make  illegal  organized  conspiracy 
against  this  Nation. 

The  outlawing  of  the  subversive  groups 
is  in  line  with  the  recommendations 
made  by  President  Eisenhower  in  his 
state  of  the  Union  message.  He  said 
that  any  American  convicted  cd  con- 
spiring to  overthrow  the  Government  by 
force  and  violence  should  be  stripped  of 
his  citizenship. 

Mr.  President,  the  question  has  been 
raised  regarding  the  constitutionality  of 
action  such  as  that  proposed  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
HUMPHRXY].  It  is  my  opinion  that,  so 
far  as  the  constitutionality  of  any  law 
is  concerned,  it  is  a  question  for  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  to  de- 
cide. I  sincerely  hope,  Mr.  Preisident, 
that  the  Members  of  this  body  this  after- 
noon will  face  up  to  their  responsibility, 
and  will  stand  up  and  be  counted  on  this 
issue  of  outlawing  the  Communist  Party 
in  the  United  States. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel]  has 
the  floor.  He  yielded  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Mansfield]  under 
a  unanimous-consent  agreement. 

Mr.  DANIEL.    Mr.  President ^ 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Texas  to  yield  to  me  for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  promised  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
CoopERj  for  a  question. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  yields  to  dhe  Senator 
from  Kentucky  for  a  questioa. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
several  questions. 

.  Mr.  DANIEL.  I  have  not  had  any 
lunch  yet.  Let  me  see  how  thie  questions 
run. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  hap- 
pened to  be  in  the  chair  when  the  speech 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota  was  made.  I  heard  his  speech. 
and  I  have  listened  carefidly  to  the 
speeches  that  have  been  made  on  the 
pending  bill.  As  I  have  listened,  several 
legal  questions  which  the  b^  presents 
have  addressed  themselves  tq  me. 

I  should  like  to  say  that  I  am  not  too 
greatly  moved  by  the  argument  of 
"stand  up  and  be  counted."  The  state- 
ment implies  that  there  are  apme  Sena- 
tors in  the  Chamber  who  are  not  inter- 
ested in  seeing  the  Commimist  Party 
outlawed  or  made  ineffective.  I  do  not 
think  that  is  true. 

I  think  we  have  a  right  to  ask  If  the 
Humphrey  substitute  is  what  it  is 
claimed  to  be,  and  if  it  would  be  really 
effective.  First,  I  have  heard  the  state- 
ment made  several  times  in  the  debate 
that  the  Humphrey  amendment  would 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party.  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Senator  from  Texas  about  that, 
because  I  know  of  the  Senator's  legal 
ability. 

The  first  section  of  the  Humphrey 
substitute,  which  is  section  %  Is  a  long 
pronouncement  of  the  purposes  of  the 
Communist  Party,  as  to  which  I  think  all 
of  us  agree. 

Section  3  provides  a  penalty  for  mem- 
bership in  the  Communist  Party.  As  I 
understand,  up  until  the  present  time 
the  penalty  has  been  t>ased  on  overt  acts. 
I  ask  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Texas  if  he  would  interpret  section  3 
strictly  to  mean  one  who  is  a  recorded 
member  of  the  Communist  Party? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  have  not  studied  the 
section  with  that  in  mind.  However.  I 
understand  the  main  question  the  Sena- 
tor has  in  mind.  I  believe,  because  I  at- 
tempted to  draft  a  similar  taUl  for  the 
Texas  State  Legislature  while  serving  as 
attorney  general. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  understand  the  Sen- 
ator's fine  attitude  on  the  question.  I 
desire  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question 
concernin?  section  3  of  the  Humphrey 
substitute  which  would  impo^  a  crim- 
inal penalty  upon  anyone  who  could  be 
proved  to  be  a  member  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party. 

Undoubtedly  th*»re  are  many  people  in 
the  Communist  movement,  who  are  not 
recorded  members  of  the  party.  The 
substantial  test  of  their  allegiance  is 
the  type  of  activity  which  the  person  is 
carrying  on.  Does  the  Senator  believe 
that  section  3,  which  is  the  only  effec- 
tive section  of  the  substitute,  would  out- 
law the  Communist  Party? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  should  say  that  that 
certainly  is  the  intention,  and  it  prob- 
ably would  outlaw  the  Oommunist 
Party  by  making  membership  »n  offense. 

I.  once,  drawing  a  similar  ball  for  the 
Texas  Legislature,  did  not  word  it  in 
exactly  the  form  of  the  Humphrey  sub- 
stitute. The  bill  was  drawn  so  as  not 
to  name  any  particular  party  Or  organi- 
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zation.  It  simply  referred  to  any  organi- 
zation which  was  shown  to  be  in  a  con- 
spiracy to  overthrow,  or  wtiich  advo- 
cated the  overthrow  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  by  force.  The 
Communist  Party  was  not  mentioned  by 
name,  but.  of  course,  it  clearly  came 
within  the  definition. 

Based  upon  the  findings  of  the  courts 
and  administrative  agencies  that  the 
Communist  Party  of  the  United  States  is 
engaged  in  a  conspiracy  to  overthrow 
the  American  Government  by  force,  I 
believe  Congress  could  constitutionally 
define  membership  in  that  conspiracy  to 
be  an  offense  punistiable  under  the  laws 
of  the  United  States.  The  overt  act  is 
joining  or  remaining  a  member  of  a  con- 
spiracy against  our  Government. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  do  not  disagree  with 
the  statement  that  the  Congress  could 
constitutionally  act.  I  doubt  the  effect- 
ness  of  the  Humphrey  substitute.  I  am 
trying  to  ascertain  the  effect  of  the 
Humphrey  substitute.  How  does  the 
Senator  compare  section  3  of  the 
Humphrey  substitute,  which  is  the  only 
effective  section  of  the  amendment,  with 
the  Smith  Act,  which  imposes  a  penalty 
for  conspiring  to  carry  out  the  purpose 
or  objectives  of  the  Communist  Party? 
What  Is  the  distinction,  if  any,  lietween 
the  nature  of  the  penalty  imposed  by 
section  3  of  the  Humphrey  amendment 
and  that  imposed  by  the  Smith  Act? 

Mr.  DANteL.  I  do  not  believe  there  is 
any  difference  in  the  penalties. 

Mr.  COOPER.  "Would  I  be  correct  if 
I  say  that  nothing  of  substance  is  added 
by  the  substitute  to  the  Smith  Act,  ex- 
cept for  the  declaration  of  pronounce- 
ment in  the  preamble? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  disagree  with  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  on  that  point. 
Under  the  substitute,  if  it  is  adopted.^ 
all  that  will  have  to  be  shown  to  a  jury, 
in  order  to  support  a  conviction,  is  the 
evidence  that  the  individual  charged  is 
a  member  of  the  Communist  Party,  be- 
cause the  law  would  provide  that  that 
organization,  by  name,  is  one  which  is 
involved  in  a  conspiracy  to  overthrow 
the  Government. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Section  3  of  the 
Humphrey  substitute  provides  that  a 
member  of  the  Communist  Party,  with 
knowledge  of  the  purpose  or  objective  of 
such  organization  shall  upon  conviction 
be  punished. 

Does  not  the  Senator  consider  that 
the  language  differs  from  the  require- 
ments of  the  Smith  Act? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  do  not  know.  I  have 
not  compared  the  two  on  that  point. 

I  believe  that  knowledge  would  cer- 
tainly have  to  be  shown.  It  will  be  noted 
that  in  three  places  in  the  amendment 
which  I  intend  to  offer  I  iiave  added  the 
word  "knowingly,"  so  that  the  court  will 
not  have  to  assume  tliat  the  word  was 
implied  as  I  believe  was  done  in  one  case. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  question  the  claims 
made  for  the  Humphrey  substitute, 
which,  it  seems  to  me,  either  duplicates 
many  other  acts  on  the  statute  books 
today  or  launches  out  into  a  field  of 
doubtful  constitutionality. 

I  compare  section  3  of  the  substitute 
with  section  4   (a)    of  the  Subversive 


Activities  Control  Act,  which  provides 
as  foUows: 

It  shaU  be  unlawful  for  any  person  know- 
ingly to  combine,  conspire,  or  agree  with  any 
other  person  to  perform  any  act  whicb  would 
substantially  contribute  to  the  establish- 
ment within  the  United  States  of  a  totalita- 
rian dictatorship,  as  defined  in  paragraph 
(15)  of  section  3  of  this  title,  the  direction 
and  control  of  which  is  to  be  vested  in,  or 
exercised  by  or  under  the  domination  or  con- 
trol of.  any  foreign  government,  foreign  or- 
ganiaatlon,  or  foreign  individual. 

I  doubt  that  section  3  requires  a  sub- 
stantial or  any  contribution  to  con- 
spiracy. Even  if  it  is  possible  to  take 
into  account  the  long  declaration  of 
the  Humphrey  substitute,  and  then  the 
requirement,  imposed  in  section  3.  by  the 
words  "with  knowledge  of  the  purpose  or 
objective  of  such  organization,"  does 
not  the  Senator  from  Texas  say  that 
the  Humptu-ey  substitute  is  a  substan- 
tial departure  from  section  4  (a)  of  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Act? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  There  is  the  difference 
which  I  outlined  a  moment  ago.  If  the 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substi- 
tute were  to  be  held  constitutional,  it 
would  make  the  handling  of  such  cases 
easier  for  the  prosecuting  authorities. 
If  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  ever 
had  the  job  of  trying  to  prove  in  court 
that  the  Communist  Party  of  the  United 
States  is  engaged  in  an  attempt  to  over- 
throw the  Government  of  the  United 
States  by  force,  he  knows  that  the  prose- 
cuting officers  have  quite  a  task  on  their 
hands. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  know  that  it  is  a  dif- 
ficult task. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  have  had  that  expe- 
rience. I  believe  that  the  amendment 
in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  certainly 
would  make  it  easier  on  the  prosecuting 
authorities  of  the  United  States  to  es- 
tablish a  case.  They  can  establish  a 
case  now  if  they  are  able  to  get  the  wit- 
nesses and  go  to  the  expense  of  bring- 
ing In  the  proof,  as  lias  been  done  many 
times  and  at  great  expense  in  our  courts 
and  administrative  agencies.  If  Con- 
gress should  now  officially  declare  that 
the  Communist  Party  of  the  United 
States  is  found  to  be  a  part  of  a  con- 
spiracy to  overthrow  the  Government  of 
the  United  States.  It  may  be  possible  to 
avoid  separate  proof  of  the  fact  in  each 
case.  Evidence  of  membership  alone 
will  suffice,  if  this  portion  of  the  sub- 
stitute is  held  to  be  constitutional. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  resjiect  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Texas.  I 
think  the  emptiasis  of  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act  is  entirely  differ- 
ent from  that  of  the  Humphrey  substi- 
ute.  This  proposal  would  simply  make 
membership  in  the  Communist  Party  an 
offense.  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Act  provides  a  procedure  for  registra- 
tion of  members  of  Communist  organi- 
zations; when  they  have  been  regis- 
tered, they  cannot  hold  office  or  employ- 
ment in  the  Government,  and  they  can- 
not engage  in  certain  defense  activities. 
R^istration  prevents  their  employment 
or  their  activity  in  certain  areas  of  the 
Government. 

Would  the  Senator  say  that  if  the 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute 
were  adopted  denouncing  as  a  crime 


membership  in  the  Communist  Party. 
such  members  then  could  not  be  re- 
quired to  register  as  they  could  un- 
doubtedly claim  the  fifth  amendment? 
Would  section  3  thus  have  the  effeet 
of  nullifying  the  Subversive  Control  Act? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  think  they  could  still 
be  required  to  register.  However,  I  am 
not  certain,  because  I  have  not  studied 
that  question  sufficiently. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  was  very 
complimentary  to  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Texas  when  he  said  he  thought 
the  Senator  from  Texas  was  Judicious. 
I  shall  try  to  be  judicious  on  this  ques- 
tion by  addng  time  to  study  it  before 
expressing  a  definite  opinion. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  shall  not  ask  any 
further  questions. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  should  like  to  study 
the  last  question,  and  answer  it  when 
I  return,  so  that  I  may  attempt  to  an- 
swer that  question,  as  well  as  any  fur- 
ther questions  which  the  Senator  may 
wish  to  ask. 

The  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Florida  (Mr.  SicathsrsI  has  l>een  wait- 
ing patiently  for  some  time.  He  would 
like  to  have  the  fioor  for  about  10  min- 
utes, under  a  unanimous-consent  request, 
without  my  losing  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  permit  me  to  make  one  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  rhall  be  glad  to 
yield  for  a  short  observation.  I  have 
only  10  minutes. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  questioned  the  Sen-, 
ator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Dakixl]  l)ecau8e  of' 
my  great  respect  for  his  legal  ability  and 
judicial  attitude.  I  wish  to  make  clear 
that  what  I  tiave  said  was  not  directed 
against  the  purposes  of  the  substitute 
as  stated  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
Minnesota.  I  wanted  to  express  my  con- 
viction that,  despite  the  claims  that  are 
made  for  it,  I  do  not  think  the  substitute 
woiild  abolish  the  Communist  Party. 
In  my  judgment  section  4  (a)  of  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Act  and  the 
Smith  Conspiracy  Act  cover  substan- 
tially the  purposes  of  section  3,  which 
is  the  only  effective  section  of  the  Hum- 
phrey substitute.  I  also  feel  that  the 
passage  of  the  sulMtitute  might  make 
more  difficult  the  enforcement  of  anti- 
Communist  statutes,  rather  than  helping 
in  their  enforcement.  I  do  not  think  the 
substitute  would  do  what  is  claimed  for 
it.  I  shall  present  my  views  at  more 
length  later  in  the  deliate. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  first 
I  should  like  to  say  that  I  am  very 
pleased  and  happy  to  jfAn  with  the  very 
able  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
HuicPHKKT]  in  the  sponsorship  of  the 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  sutxti- 
tute — the  purpose  of  which  is  to  outlaw 
the  Communist  Party.  I  might  say  that 
long  ago  I  wrote  a  letter  to  the  very  able 
senior  Smator  from  Maine  IMrs. 
SmTHl,  and  asked  if  I  might  be  per- 
mitted to  join  with  her  m  the  sponaor- 
ship  of  a  bill  to  accomplish  a  similar  par- 
pose  known  as  S.  300.  I  did  that  after 
serious  thought  on  my  own  pari  in  try- 
ing to  determine  the  best  means  to 
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kt  the  Oonunuxiist 
tbnuL 

Like  Bor  floOeacues,  X  had  pondered 
on  tldijpraiitaBi  for  manv  years.  I  bad 
UsImimI  to  farioiw  reoommeDdatloDs.  I 
had  mad  the  reeommeDdations  of  tbe 
admintotratton  and  others.  Finally  It 
unmistakably  ctear  to  me  ttiat 
only  one  really  eflcettre  way 
to  get  rtd  of  tbe  Oooununlst  threat  to 
tlie  mdted  States  Oo?enmient.  and  that 
was  to  Introduce  and  enact  leglslatkHi 
wMeh  woaU  outlaw  tbe  Communist 
Pairty.  It  was  for  this  reasini  that  I 
wrote  to  tlie  senior  Asnatrarfrom  Maine 
and  aaked  her  if  I  oouU  at  that  time 
join  with  ha  in  the  qponsorship  of  w^ 
I  betteved  and  still  believe  to  be  a  good 
piece  of  proposed  legislation. 

I  do  not  think  tbe  proposal  to  outlaw 
the  Coaununlst  Par^  should  be  stopped 
Merely  because  of  a  questicm  of  pro- 
oedure.  I  thiiA  what  we  are  trying  to 
do  is  to  accomplish  a  certain  result,  that 
of  outlawing  the  Oooanmist  Party.  If 
we  can  do  it  by  the  poDdlikg  proposed 
lagldatkm.  whether  it  oomes  under  the 
iwnaurship  of  certain  Senators  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle  or  the  other  side  of  Uie 
aisle,  doso  not  make  too  much  difference 
to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Florida,  and  I 
do  not  bdtere  it  should  make  too  much 
dtfferenoe  to  ai^  Soiator  who  thinks 
that  the  right  answer  to  the  problem  of 
communism  is  outlawing  the  Communist 
nurty.*  The  q:uestion  of  whether  the  Wl 
has  been  in  conunittee,  or  whether  it  has 
my  name,  or  the  name  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota,  or  some  other  Senator's 
name  seems  to  me  to  be  unimportant. 
What  we  are  trying  to  accomplish  is  the 
outlawtog  of  the  Commmilst  Party.  We 
now  have  an  (vq;>ortunlty  to  vote  on  a 
substitute  amendment  which  would  do 
Just  that,  as  the  Senator  from  Montana 
has  pointed  wxL 

Another  poUH  I  should  like  to  make 
is  that  I  do  not  believe  we  should  be- 
come bogged  down  with  a  lot  of  techni- 
calities as  to  whether  an  organization  is 
Communist  controlled  or  indulging  in 
Communist  activities,  or  in  what  respect 
it  is  engaging  in  communism.  I  cannot 
help  but  beUeve  that  if  the  Communist 
Party  per  se  is  outlawed,  and  member- 
ship therein  is  made  a  crime,  then  we 
are  not  going  to  have  to  worry  about  such 
oollateral  questions.  If  the  law  is  en- 
forced, which,  of  course,  we  have  a  right 
to  expect  it  will  be.  then  there  will  not 
be  unions  which  will  be  Communist  con- 
trolled or  Communist  led.  because  the 
Communist  influence  will  be  destroyed 
in  its  essence,  and  before  it  can  operate. 

Therefore  it  seems  to  me  that  we  waste 
much  time  in  the  Senate  when  we  talk 
about  whether  we  like  the  Daniel  amend- 
ment, the  Butler  amendment,  the 
amended  Butler  bUl,  or  whatever  else  it 
might  be.  Let  us  get  to  the  root  of  the 
matter.  The  root  of  the  problem  Is  that 
we  have  Communists  who  do  not  believe 
as  we  do.  who  are  out  to  destroy  our  way 
of  government,  and  who  infiltrate,  not 
only  labor  unions,  but  other  organiza- 
tions and  direct  them  and  their  member- 
ship against  American  democratic  insti- 

nibi  the  debate  which  has  taken 
place  so  far.  one  could  presume  that  the 
only  organizations  which  have  Commu- 


nists are  labor  unions.  Obviously  thjit 
ia  not  the  case.  We  have  them  in  thpe 
tffft^^^"g  profession,  in  government,  in 
the  military  service;  in  political  parties; 
we  find  them  in  every  activity  of  our 
lives.  So  why  do  we  not  get  at  the  real 
jB^km.  and  cover  the  whole  field,  and 
not  Ihnit  it  to  just  labor  organizationa? 
Why  do  we  not  do  this  right  and  say, 
"Let  us  outlaw  the  Communist  Par^ 
and  membership  in  the  Communitt 
Party"?  In  that  way  I  think  we  can 
most  effectively  combat  communism  in 
this  country. 

To  talk  about  needing  laws  to  stop  a 
imion's  doing  this  or  that,  because  it 
might  be  Communist — helpful  to  Com- 
mimists — seems  to  me  to  be  just  like 
saying  that  we  have  an  orange  tree,  and 
that  the  meat  of  the  oranges  on  that 
tree  is  deadly  poisonous.  If  these  ot- 
anges  are  actually  deadly,  it  obviously 
results  because  the  trunk  of  the  tree  or 
the  roots  of  the  tree  are  infected.  Now, 
you  wouldn't  just  knock  those  oranges  off 
the  tree  and  leave  the  trunk  and  limbs 
to  breed  a  new  crop  of  poison  fruit. 
The  thing  to  do  is  destroy  the  trunk,  the 
roots,  and  the  tree  itself.  That  Is  the 
manner  in  which  we  should  approadh 
the  problem  before  us  today. 

As  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mk*. 
MoBszl  has  said,  I  think  we  should  stop 
hitting  around  on  the  fringes  of  tbe 
problem,  stop  tiptoeing  back  and  forth, 
and  instead  recognize  the  problem  and 
know  the  problem  for  what  it  is,  and 
meet  it  directly  head  on. 

We  live  under  a  government  of  law. 
Duly  enacted  laws  govern  our  lives.  A 
man's  rights,  or  privileges,  are  not  taken 
from  him  without  due  legal  action. 
However,  today  we  condemn  persons 
with  Communist  leanings  or  beliefs. 
We  have  been  throwing  them  out  of  tbe 
teaching  profession.  We  even  make  it 
difflcult  for  Communists  to  work  in  ordi- 
nary industry.  We  are  surely  driving 
them  out  of  all  social,  professional,  and 
industrial  life,  and  yet  while  we  so  pro- 
scribe these  people  there  is  no  hard  and 
fast  law  that  says  it  is  wrong  or  illegal  to 
be  a  Commimist  or  that  a  Communist 
cannot  work  in  these  fields  of  endeavor. 
So  today  without  benefit  of  law,  we  pick 
at  them,  hold  them  up  to  bad  publicity 
and  ridicule,  punish  and  persecute 
them,  and  finally  we  throw  them  out; 
but  not  by  benefit  of  law.  Mr.  President, 
to  conduct  ourselves  this  way — without 
benefit  of  law — is  to  practice  the  grossest 
type  of  discrimination.  We  are  dis- 
criminating against  them  for  their 
thoughts  and  acts,  when  under  present 
law,  what  they  think  and  do  is  completely 
legal.  If  we  are  going  to  be  a  govern- 
ment of  law,  why  do  we  not  meet  the 
problem  head  on  and  say,  "We  do  net 
like  commimism ;  we  fear  it;  it  is  opposite 
to  what  we  believe  in ;  therefore,  any- 
body who  believes  in  it,  advocates  it,  or 
who  belongs  to  a  political  party  whiOh 
itself  advocates  or  believes  in  commu- 
nism, is  guilty  of  a  crime  against  the 
United  States"?  If  we  take  this  step 
then  we  will  have  a  legal  basis  on  whidh 
we  can  proscribe  them  in  our  society. 
The  way  to  face  this  issue,  Mr.  President, 
is  to  meet  the  problem  head  on. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  wCl 
the  Senator  srield? 


Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Will  the  Senator  ad- 
vise me  how  many  Communists  we  would 
be  able  to  catch  and  convict  by  outlaw- 
ing the  Communist  Party?  I  have 
served  on  the  Internal  Security  Sub- 
committee for  more  than  a  year.  I  have 
learned  that  it  is  very  difBcult  to  qoake 
persons  who  belong  to  the  party  admit 
their  membership  in  it,  or  to  establish 
proof  that  they  are  open  or  underoover 
members  of  the  Communist  Party.  I 
should  like  the  Senator  from  Florida  to 
advise  me  what  effect  outlawing  the 
Communist  Party  would  have  on  the 
Communists  within  our  land. 

Mr:  SMATHERS.  I  am  sure  the  Sen- 
ator would  agree  with  me  it  would  not 
be  any  harder  if  we  provided  that  mem- 
bership in  the  Communist  Party  was  il- 
legal. It  is  true  that  such  members 
might  go  underground.  I  presume  that 
many  of  them  would  go  underground. 
In  fact,  I  believe  most  of  them  are  under- 
ground now.  I  do  not  know  of  a  nar- 
cotic peddler  who  has  gone  down  the 
street  and  said,  "I  am  a  narcotic  ped- 
dler." Nevertheless,  we  have  a  law 
against  narcotic  peddling.  Why?  Be- 
cause peddling  narcotics  is  dangerous. 
It  is  dangerous  to  our  society.  We  do  not 
say  to  such  persons,  "We  are  going  to 
try  to  convince  you  it  is  unwise  oif  un- 
healthy to  take  dope  and  sell  it."  We 
say  it  is  dangerous,  and  we  enacted  H  law 
to  curb  the  illegal  use  of  narcotics.  Any 
person  who  violates  this  law  is  thereafter 
subject  to  prosecution.  I  submit  to  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  that,  imder  the  au- 
thority of  law.  we  can  also  do  the  same 
thing  so  far  as  Communists  are  con- 
cerned. We  touch  on  the  question  here, 
or  we  have  a  little  law  about  it  there; 
but  we  do  not  meet  it  head-on. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  met 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  sure  my  col- 
leagu3  from  Florida  is  advised  that  un- 
der present  Communist  Party  disc^line 
the  practice  is  not  to  issue  membership 
cards. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  That  may  be  true; 
I  have  no  particular  knowledge  of  issu- 
ance of  membership  cards  by  the  Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Whenever  the  Com- 
munists know  we  do  not  have  positive 
proof  that  they  are  Communists,  they 
will  swear  under  oath  that  they  are  not 
now,  and  never  have  been,  members  of 
the  Communist  Party. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  can  agree  with 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Maho. 
He  has  l)een  an  able  prosecutor,  and  I 
am  sure  he  will  agree  that  before  he 
could  prosecute  anyone,  it  was  necessary 
for  him  to  have  a  law  authorizing  such 
a  prosecution.  But  today,  since  it  is  not 
illegal  for  a  person  to  be  a  member  of 
the  Communist  Party,  or  to  advocat)e  the 
overthrow  of  our  Government,  it  is  not 
possible  to  prosecute  members  of  the 
Communist  Party,  unless  we  find  them 
in  some  incidental  or  collateral  activity 
which  we  have  outlawed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Florida  has 
expired. 
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Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to 
me?  

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Danikl]  has 
the  fioor. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senator 
from  Texas  may  yield  further  time  to 
me,  so  that  I  may  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Maine.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  10  minutes  more 
to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Now.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Maine. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  may  yield  to  me,  so 
that  I  may  ask  a  question  of  the  chair- 
man of  the  Internal  Security  Subcom- 
^     mittee. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  shall  be  happy  to 
yield  for  that  purpose,  if  the  Senator 
from  Maine  can  limit  her  question  to  2 
minutes.    

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  My  questicm 
will  be  brief. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    I  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  Senator  from  Maine  Is 
recognized  for  2  minutes. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  should  like  to  ask  the  distin- 
guished Junior  Senator  fr(Hn  Indiana 
I  Mr.  JsmrxK},  the  dtairman  of  the  In- 
ternal Security  Subcommittee,  whether 
he  can  give  the  Senate  any  assurance 
concerning  action  by  his  committee  on 
the  bill  which  proposes  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party,  and  In  regard  to 
obtaining  a4[0te  on  that  bill. 

Mr.  JENmBL  Mr.  President,  as  the 
Senator  tiOm  Maine  knows,  her  bill  is 
pending  before  our  committee. 

I  think  the  procedure  being  followed 
today  is  a  very  poor  way  to  legislate  on 
this  very  impoitant  matter.  I  think  this 
matter  shoiild  be  gone  into  thoroughly, 
and  hearings  should  be  held  on  It,  at  the 
beginning  of  next  session. 

In  further  answer  to  the  question  of 
the  Senator  from  Maine,  let  me  say  that 
to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party  will  not 
mean  a  thing,  because  experience  under 
the  Taft-Hartley  Act  gives  us  a  clear 
example  of  how  the  Commimlsts  will  op- 
erate in  connection  with  the  signing  of 
affidavits.  We  have  different  cases  of 
known  Communists  who  have  signed 
anti-Communist  affidavits.  When  they 
are  asked  to  sign,  they  say.  "Certainly.  I 
will  gladly  sign  an  affidavit  imder  the 
Taft-Hartley  Act."  All  they  do  in  that 
case  is  make  a  tactical  withdrawal  from 
the  Communist  Party,  for  the  purpose  of 
being  able  to  sign  the  affidavit. 

In  the  committee  we  have  had  the  ex- 
perience of  hftving  a  Communist  come 
through  the  door  of  the  committee  room, 
and  we  have  asked  him,  "Were  you  a 
Communist  5  minutes  ago?" 

His  answer  invariably  was.  "I  refuse  to 
answer,  under  the  fifth  amendment  of 
the  Constitution." 

Then  we  ask  him.  "Were  you  a  C(»n- 
munist  when  you  walked  through  the 
door  to  the  conunittee  room?" 


Invariably  his  answer  was,  "I  refuse 
to  answer,  under  the  fifth  amendment 
of  the  Constitution." 

Then  If  we  ask  him,  "Are  you  a  Com- 
munist now?"  his  answer  will  be.  "No,  I 
am  not  a  Communist  now" — in  other 
words,  not  for  the  purpose  of  taking  the 
anti-Communist  oath.  So  there  is  no 
such  thing  as  Communist  membership 
anymore;  and  if  this  bill  is  passed  in  its 
present  form,  it  will  be  Impossible  to  con- 
vict anyone,  for  there  will  not  be  any 
Commimlsts. 

However,  the  overt  acts  of  a  person 
prove  what  he  is.  The  overt  acts  of 
Communists  prove  what  they  are.  We 
know  them  by  their  acts. 

Let  me  say  that  I  think  the  bill  in- 
troduced by  the  Senator  from  Maine 
should  have  a  complete  hearing,  because 
the  public  does  not  understand  the  situ- 
ation. Many  persons  think  that  if  the 
Communist  Party  is  outlawed,  all  those 
problems  will  be  solved.  But  we  know 
that  the  courts  have  niled.  in  connection 
with  the  affidavit  under  the  Taft-Hart- 
ley Act.  that  the  burden  of  proof  is  on 
the  Government,  to  prove  that  at  the 
time  when  the  affidavit  was  signed,  the 
person  was  a  Commimist  at  that  partic- 
ular moment.  It  is  impossible  to  prove 
that;  it  is  impossible  to  prove  what  is 
in  a  person's  mind  or  heart. 

But  it  is  possible  to  prove,  by  his  overt 
acts,  that  a  person  is  attempting  to  over- 
throw the  Government  of  the  United 
States  by  force  or  violence;  and  that  his 
acts  constitute  a  part  of  a  world-wide 
conspiracy. 

So  let  us  not  be  sidetracked  by  some- 
thing that  reads  well — something  which 
states  that  by  outlawing  the  Communist 
Party,  we  shall  solve  these  problems. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  been  happy  to  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Maine,  who  has  sponsored  the  bill 
to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party,  and  I 
am  happy  to  agree  with  her. 

I  appreciate  what  the  very  able  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs.  SiotbI 
has  done  in  attempting  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party.  I  have  regretted,  as 
I  know  she  has,  that  some  of  the  leader- 
ship on  her  side  of  the  aisle  has  not 
seen  fit  to  have  that  bill  brought  up  at 
this  time.  I  believe  it  should  have  been 
considered  and  adopted. 

As  I  have  said  earUer,  I  believe  that 
If  what  we  are  after  is  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party,  we  now  have  the  best 
opportunity  to  do  that  that  we  will  have 
for  some  time  to  come.  Senators  who 
believe  that  this  is  the  effective  way  to 
fight  the  Commimist  Party  can  express 
their  belief  now  by  voting  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Of  course  the  Senator  from  Indiana, 
chairman  of  the  Internal  Security  Sub- 
committee, has  had  more  experience 
combating  communism  than  I  have. 
However.  I  cannot  understand,  for  the 
life  of  me,  how  we  can  continue  to  talk 
about  Communist  activities  as  being  ille- 
gal and  about  how  we  are  attempting 
to  check  those  activities,  yet  still  refuse 
to  hit  at  tbe  core  of  the  Communist 
Party  itself,  by  declaring  it  and  mem- 
bership In  It  to  be  iUegal. 

It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  follow  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Maine 


[Mrs.  SiOTB]  and  the  Senator  from  Idi. 
nesota  [Mr.  HxniPHxrr]  and  outlaw  tbe 
Communist  Party  in  the  first  instance, 
it  will  be  easier  for  us  to  fight  the  Com- 
munist Party  and  its  activities  wherever 
it  may  be  found  In  the  future. 

A  moment  ago  I  heard  tbe  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Nfr.  Bcnun]  say  he  had 
some  doubt  about  the  constitutionality 
of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota. 

Let  me  point  out  that  from  1919  up 
to  1924.  I  beUeve.  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy was  outlawed  in  this  country  by 
wartime  legislation  and  no  one  ques- 
tioned the  constitutionality  of  that 
measure.  There  are  from  IS  to  15  States 
of  the  Union  which  today  have  statutes 
outlawing  or  prohibiting  the  Communists 
from  functioning  as  a  political  party, 
and  no  court  has  yet  held  those  laws  to 
be  unconstitutional. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  President, 
they  must  be  constitutional  if  they  help 
the  American  people  defend  themselves. 
Surely  our  laws  do  not  make  it  impos- 
sible to  stop  crime.  We  have  laws  acffnrt 
murder,  narcotics  traffic,  and  other 
crimes.  Similarly,  the  Amieriean  people 
clearly  have  a  right  to  l^i^  defend 
themselves  against  a  conspiracy  whi^ 
seeks  to  overthrow  us  and  defeat  us  here 
at  home. 

So.  Mr.  President,  after  this  debate 
is  over,  I  hope  the  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate who  do  not  like  commimism  and  who 
think  the  best  way  to  fight  communism 
is  to  face  the  issue  head  on  and  destroy 
it,  will  proceed  to  do  just  that. 

In  the  meantime,  let  us  proceed  In 
the  way  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  HuicpHKrr]  so  as  to  go 
on  record  and  say  clearly  and  without 
the  slightest  doubt  that  we  do  not  like 
the  Communist  Party  and  its  princi- 
ples. Let  us,  here  today,  strike  a  devas- 
tating blow  against  this  ungodly  men- 
ace. This  is  our  chance  to  do  so.  Let 
us  not  fail  in  this  hour  of  concern  and 
opportunity  to  all  of  us. 

Mr.  President.  I  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICDl.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  DakikiI  now 
has  the  floor,  having  yielded  it  under  a 
unanimous -consent  agreement. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  the  amendment  I  have  al- 
ready explained,  and  ask  that  it  be 
printed  in  the  Rrccmo,  but  not  read.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  answer  any  other  ques- 
tions about  it  which  Senators  may  care 
to  ask.  I  may  say  that  the  amendment 
Is  offered  by  me  for  myself  and  on  behalf 
of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clexcmts]  ,  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
OnxETTx],  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  FuLBRicBT],  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Anpebsom],  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  amendment  will  not 
be  read,  but  will  be  printed  in  the  Raooaa. 

The  amendment  submitted  by  Mr. 
DAimx  is  as  follows: 

ThAt  UUs  act  may  be  dtMl  ••  tb«  "Sub- 
versive ActlTlUee  Control  Act  Amendments 
Of  10&4." 

8cc.  5.  Communist-infiltrated  wrganisa- 
tiona.  (a)  Section  3  of  the  Subvenlve  AcUv- 
Itles  Control  Act  of  1960  (80  U.  S.  C.  TH)  to 
amended    by   Inaerttnc   Immedtately   after 
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(4)  tbafol,  tbt  foUoivtDg  xmr 

'(44Tna  term  'Oonununtot-lnflttnted 
on«nlmtton'  UMtag  ttaj  orguila»tion  in  th* 
ynltad  8Utw  (otber  than  a  OommunlBt. 
•ottoa  oriMrf«*tlon  or  •  OacamunlBt-ntmt 
orfuilaktion)  wbleb  (A)  U  «utMtaiitlall7  <U- 
netwt  tfomlnsted.  or  controlled  by  «n  indl- 
iMaaixir  indlTltfiiaJa  wbo  are.  or  wbo  wttbln 
a  yaan  Iwt*  been  actlTely  engaged  in,  know- 
ingly giving  aid  or  eupponrt  to  a  CcHnnninlst- 
aetion  cnrganlntion,  a  Communist  tam^a 
government,  or  the  world  Oommnnlirt  move- 
ment leteiTed  to  in  eeetton  a  of  thla  title. 
and  (B)  is  knowingly  aerving.  or  within  3 
yean  haa  knowingly  aenred.  as  a  means  for 
(i)  tlte  giving  of  aid  or  suKrart  to  any  such 
organiaatton.  government,  or  movement,  or 
(ii)  the  impairment  of  the  military  strexigth 
of  the  United  States  or  its  industrial  capac- 
ity to  ftonlsh  logistical  or  other  material 
support  required  by  its  Aimed  Porces:  Pro' 
vided,  however.  That  any  labor  organization 
w^h  is  an  affiliate  in  good  standing  of  a 
national  federation  or  other  labor  organisa- 
tion whose  policies  and  activities  have  been 
directed  to  opposing  Communist  organiza- 
tions, any  Communist  foreign  government, 
or  the  world  Communist  movement,  slxall  be 
presumed  prima  facie  not  to  be  a  'Commu- 
nist-tnflltrated  CMrganlzatlon."* 

(b)  Paragraph  (5)  of  such  section  la 
amended  to  read  as  fcdlows: 

"(8)  The  term  'Communist  organization' 
means  any  Commfunist-actlon  organization, 
Gommunlst-front  organization,  or  Commu- 
nist-infiltrated organization." 

(c)  Subsections  5  (c)  and  6  (c)  of  such 
act  are  repealed. 

8k.  6.  (a)  Section  10  of  such  act  (60  V. 
8.  C.  780)  is  amended  by  inserting,  imme- 
diately after  the  words  "final  order  of  the 
Board  requiring  it  to  register  under  section 
7",  the  words  "or  determining  that  It  is  a 
Communist-infiltrated  organization." 

(b)  Subasetions  (a)  and  (b)  of  section  11 
of  such  act  (SO  V.  S.  C.  790)  are  amended 
by  tnaecting  immediately  preceding  the 
period  at  the  end  of  each  such  subsection. 
the  foUowmg:  "or  determining  that  it  is  a 
Communist-infiltrated  organization." 

Sac.  7.  (a)  Subsection  12  (e)  of  such  act 
(SO  XJ.  8.  C.  791)  U  amended  by — 

(1)  strildng  out  the  period  at  the  end 
thereof  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  a  seml- 
cokm  and  the  word  "and";  and 

(3)  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing new  paragraph: 

"(3)  upon  any  application  made  under 
subsection  (a)  or  subsection  (b)  of  section 
ISA  of  this  title,  to  determine  whether  any 
organization  is  a  Communist-Infiltrated  or- 
ganization." 

(b)  The  section  caption  to  section  18  of 
■uch  act  (80  n.  S.  C.  792)  is  amended  to 
read  as  foUows:  "Registration  Proceedings 
Before  the  Board." 

Szc.  8.  Such  act  is  amended  by  inserting, 
immediately  after  section  13  thereof,  the  fol- 
.  lowing  new  section: 

"raocBKBixas  wtth  kxspkct  to  coicmnnsT- 

I1CV1I.TBATKD  OKGAMIZATIONS 

"Szc.  13A.  (a)  Whenever  the  Attorney 
General  has  reason  to  believe  that  any  or- 
ganization is  a  Communist-infiltrated  or- 
ganisation, he  may  file  with  the  Board  and 
serve  upon  such  organization  a  petition  for 
a  determination  that  such  organization  is  a 
Communist-infiltrated  organization.  In  any 
proceeding  so  instituted,  two  or  more  af- 
filated  organisations  may  t>e  named  as  Joint 
reqiondents.  Whenever  any  such  petition  is 
accompanied  by  a  eertiflcate  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  the  effect  that  the  proceeding  so 
instituted  is  (me  of  exceptional  public  in^ 
portanee,  such  proceeding  shaU  be  set  for 
hearing  at  the  earliest  possible  time  and  aU 
proceedings  therein  before  the  Board  or  any 
court  shaU  be  expedited  to  the  greatest  prac- 
ticable extent. 

"(b)  Any  organization  which  has  been  de- 
terminad  under  this  section  to  be  a  Com- 


munlst-tnfiltrated  organization  may  file  frith 
the  Board  and  serve  upon  the  Attorney  <|ten- 
eral  a  petition  for  a  determination  that  iuch 
organization  no  longer  is  a  CommunlBt-ln- 
Ultrated  organization.  No  such  petition  may 
be  filed  untU  1  year  has  passed  after  the 
order  determining  such  organization  t«  be 
a  Conmiunlst-lnflltrated  organization  has 
become  final.  No  organization  may  file  {ietl- 
tions  imder  this  subsection  oftener  Khan 
once  in  each  calendar  year. 

"(c)  Each  such  petition  shall  be  wrffled 
under  oath,  and  shall  contain  a  statemeitt  of 
the  facts  relied  upon  in  support  thefeof. 
Upon  the  filing  of  any  such  petition,  the 
Board  shall  serve  upon  each  party  to  auch 
proceeding  a  notice  specifying  the  time  and 
place  for  hearing  upon  such  petition.  No 
such  hearing  shall  be  conducted  within  20 
days  after  tlie  service  of  such  notice. 

"(d)  The  provisions  of  subsections  (c) 
and  (d)  of  section  13  shall  apply  to  hearings 
conducted  under  this  section,  except  that 
upon  the  failure  of  any  organization  named 
as  a  party  in  any  petition  filed  by  or  duly 
served  upon  it  pursuant  to  this  aectloa  to 
appear  at  any  hearing  upon  such  petitton, 
the  Board  may  conduct  such  hearing  in  the 
abeence  of  such  organization  and  may  ehter 
such  order  under  this  section  as  the  Bdard 
shall  determine  to  be  warranted  by  evidence 
presented  at  such  hearing. 

"(e)  In  determining  whether  any  organi- 
zation is  a  Commvmlfit-lnflltrated  organiza- 
tton,  the  Board  shall  be  required  to  deter- 
mine— 

"(1)  whether  the  effective  management 
of  the  affairs  of  such  organization  is  oon- 
ducted  by  one  or  more  Individuals  who  are, 
or  within  two  years  have  been,  (A)  members! 
agents,  or  representatives  of  any  Commutiist 
organization,  any  Communist  foreign  gov- 
ernment, or  the  world  Communist  move- 
ment referred  to  In  section  2  of  this  title. 
with  icnowledge  of  the  nature  and  purpose 
thereof,  or  (B)  engaged  In  giving  aid  or  sup- 
port to  any  such  organization,  government, 
or  movement  with  knowledge  of  the  nature 
and  purpose  thereof; 

"(2)  whether  the  policies  of  such  organi- 
zation are,  or  within  3  years  have  been,  for- 
mulated and  carried  out  pursuant  to  the 
direction  or  advice  of  any  member,  agent, 
or  representative  of  any  such  organization, 
governm^ent,  or  movement; 

"(3)  whether  the  personnel  and  resources 
of  such  organization  are,  or  within  3  years 
have  been,  used  to  further  or  promote  the 
objectives  of  any  such  Communist  organi- 
zation, government,  or  movement; 

"(4)  whether  such  organization  within  3 
years  has  received  from,  or  furnished  to  or 
for  the  use  of,  any  such  Communist  organi- 
zation, government,  or  movement  any  futds 
or  other  material  assistance; 

"(6)  whether  such  organization  is,  or  with- 
in 3  years  has  been,  affiliated  in  any  other 
way  with  any  such  Communist  organization, 
government,  or  movement; 

"(6)  whether  the  aOUiatlon  of  such  or- 
ganization, or  of  any  individual  or  individ- 
uals who  are  members  thereof  or  who  man- 
age Its  affairs,  with  any  such  Communist  Or- 
ganization. Government,  or  movement  is 
concealed  from  or  Is  not  disclosed  to  the 
™enibershlp  of  such  organization;  and 

"(7)  whether  such  organization  or  any  of 
its  members  or  managers  are,  or  withla  3 
years  have  been,  knowingly  engaged— 

"(A)  in  any  conduct  punishable  under 
section  4  <»  15  of  the  act  or  under  chapter 
37.  105,  or  115  of  title  18  of  the  United  States 
Code;  or 

"(B)  with  intent  to  impair  the  military 
strength  of  the  United  States  or  its  indtts- 
trlal  capacity  to  furnish  logUtlcal  or  other 
support  required  by  its  Armed  Forces,  in  any 
activity  resulting  in  or  contributing  to  atov 
such  impairment. 

'  "(t)  After  hearing  upon  any  petition  filed 
under  this  section,  the  Board  shall  ( i )  make 
a  report  in  writing  in  which  it  shall  state 
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its  findings  as  to  the  facrts  and  its  conclu- 
sions with  respect  to  the  issues  presented 
by  such  petition,  (2)  enter  its  order  grant- 
ing or  denying  the  determination  sought  by 
such  petition,  and  (3)  serve  upon  ea^h  party 
to  the  proceeding  a  copy  of  such  ord^r.  Any 
order  granting  any  determination  on  the 
question  whether  any  organization  la  a  Com- 
munist-infiltrated organization  shall  become 
final  as  provided  In  section  14  (b)  of  this 
act. 

"(g)  When  any  order  has  been  entered  by 
the  Board  under  this  section  with  respect 
to  any  labor  organization  (as  defined  by  sec- 
tion 2  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 
as  amended),  the  Board  shall  serve  a  true 
and  correct  copy  of  such  order  upon  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Board  and  shall  pub- 
lish in  the  Federal  Register  a  statement  of 
the  substance  of  such  order  and  Its  effective 
date. 

"(h)  When  there  Is  In  effect  a  fln|il  order 
of  the  Board  determining  that  any  guch  la- 
bor organization  is  a  Communlst-actlon  or- 
ganization, a  Communist-front  organization, 
or  Communist-infiltrated  organization,  such 
labor  organization  shall   be   ineligible  to — 

"(1)  act  as  representative  of  any  employee 
within  the  meaning  or  for  the  purposes  of 
section  7  of  the  National  Labor  Rrlatlons 
Act.  as  amended  (29  U.  S.  C.  157); 

"(2)  serve  as  an  exclusive  representative 
of  employees  of  any  bargaining  unit  under 
section  9  of  such  act,  as  amended  ($9  U.  S. 
C.  159); 

"(3)  make,  or  obtain  any  hearlnt  upon, 
any  charge  under  section  10  of  sjch  act 
(29  U.  S.  C.  160);  or 

"(4)  exercise  any  other  right  or  privilege, 
or  receive  any  other  benefit,  substai^tive  or 
procedural,  provided  by  such  act  fdr  labor 
organizations. 

"(i)  When  an  order  of  the  Board  deter- 
mining that  any  such  labor  organization  is  a 
Communist-infiltrated  organization  )ias  lie- 
come  final,  and  such  labor  orgaiilzatlon 
theretofore  has  been  certified  uncfer  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act.  as  amedded,  as 
a  representative  of  employees  in  any  bargain- 
ing unit — 

"(1)  a  question  of  representation  affecting 
commerce,  within  the  meaning  of  section  9 
(c)  of  such  act.  shall  be  deemed  to  exist 
with  respect  to  such  bargaining  unltj  and 

"(2)  the  National  Labor  Relatioiu  Board, 
upon  petition  of  not  less  than  20  percent 
of  the  employees  in  such  bargaining  Unit  or 
any  person  or  persons  acting  in  their  behalf, 
shall  under  section  9  of  such  act  (netwith- 
standing  the  limitation  of  time  contained 
therein)  direct  elections  in  such  bargaining 
unit  or  any  subdivision  thereof  (A)  Iot  the 
selection  of  a  representative  thereof  |or  col- 
lective-bargaining purposes,  and  (B)  to  de- 
termine whether  the  employee  thereof  desire 
to  rescind  any  authority  previously  granted 
to  such  labor  organization  to  enter  into  any 
agreement  with  their  employer  pursuant  to 
sections  (a)  (3)   (it)  of  such  act." 

Sec.  9.  Subsections  (a)  and  (b)  ♦f  sec- 
tion 14  of  such  act  (50  U.  8.  C.  786)  are 
amended  by  Inserting  in  each  such  eubsec- 
tlon,  Immediately  after  the  words  "lection 
13,"  a  comma  and  the  following:  "or  sub- 
section (f)  of  section  ISA." 

Sec.  10.  If  any  provision  of  this  title  or  tlie 
application  thereof  to  any  person  er  cir- 
cumstances is  held  invalid,  the  remaldder  of 
the  title,  and  the  application  of  such  provi- 
sions to  other  persons  or  circumstance!,  shall 
not  be  effected  thereby. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  wJU  the 
Senator  from  Texas  briefly  state  the  ef- 
fect of  his  amendment? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  I  have  sent  to  the  desk 
would  amend  the  amendment  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  substitute,  offered  by  the  ^na- 
tor  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  HTJMPHRrr],  by 
adding  to  that  amendment  the  so-tailed 


Butler  bill,  which  has  been  under  discus- 
sion on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  but  with 
a  few  minor  changes,  which  I  have  ex- 
plained to  the  Senate. 

Some  of  those  changes  are  in  accord- 
ance with  th(^  amendment  which  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  has  at  the  desk. 
The  changes  are  these: 

The  5-year  period  during  which  pre- 
vious activities  would  be  considered 
would  be  changed  to  3  years.  The  pro- 
cedure set  up  for  the  Board  would  be  that 
it  shall  not  only  take  into  consideration 
certain  activities  which  would  be  out- 
lawed hereby,  but  that  it  make  a  de- 
termination of  whether  or  not  it  finds 
that  the  individuals  concerned  In  these 
organizations  were  guilty  of  these  acts. 
The  amendment  I  have  sent  forward  has 
the  Ives  amencment  in  it.  It  contains  a 
severability  clause. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Some  question  has 
been  raised  on  the  floor  as  to  the  con- 
stitutionality of  the  Humphrey  amend- 
ment Itself,  that  is,  the  outlawing  of  the 
Communist  Party.  Of  course,  no  one 
knows  how  the  Supreme  Court  may  de- 
cide that  issue.  If  they  should  per- 
chance decide  that  the  amendment  was 
uuconstitutionKl,  in  the  Senator's  Judg- 
ment as  a  lawyer,  if  his  severability 
clause  were  included,  would  the  Butler 
bill  be  left  intact? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Yes,  that  is  correct.  If 
any  portion  of  the  Humphrey  substitute 
should  be  declared  unconstitutional,  or 
if  the  Butler  bill,  which  I  have  sent 
to  the  desk  a.s  an  amendment  to  the 
Humphrey  substitute,  should  be  declared 
unconstitutional,  it  is  my  opinion  that 
under  the  severability  clause  the  re- 
maining portion  of  the  bill  would  be  in 
force  and  effect. 

The  final  change  I  have  made  In  the 
Butler  bill  by  my  amendment  would  be 
simply  to  add,  on  page  8,  beginning  with 
line  11,  Communist-action  organizations 
and  C^mmimiit-front  organizations  to 
Communist-infiltrated  organizations 
when  we  provide  that  such  organizations 
shall  be  ineligible  in  certain  respects, 
enumerated  in  the  bill,  before  the  Na- 
tional Labor  lielations  Board.  Those 
are  the  changes. 

Mr.  BUTLER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Docs  the 
Senator  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Maryland. 

Mr.  BUTLEIi.  Has  the  Senator  an 
amendment  In  line  5  on  page  2? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  In  3  places  on  page  2 — 
line  5,  line  8,  fJid  line  9 — I  have  added 
the  word  "knowingly"  before  the  word 
"giving"  in  line  5,  before  the  word 
"serving"  in  lice  8,  and  before  the  word 
"served"  in  line  9,  in  accordance  with 
the  explanation  heretofore  made. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yitld? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  So  the  Rjecord  will 
be  clear  as  to  the  amendment  lying  on 
the  desk,  which  is  my  amendment  desig- 
nated  "8-11-64-H',   the   word   "know- 


ingly" Is  the  addition  to  which  the  Sen- 
ator refers,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  correct.  The 
word  "knowingly"  is  added.  As  I  said 
a  moment  ago,  I  believe  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  IMr.  HumphkxyI  has  that 
amendment  at  the  desk. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  amendment 
marked  "H,"  or  "J"? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  one  desig- 
nated "H." 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No;  the  amend- 
ment designated  "J"  is  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  which  is  at  the  desk,  the 
one  outlawing  the  Communist  Party. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  may  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  that  I  have  four 
amendments  at  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  the  one  marked 
"J"  is  the  one  which  is  pending. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes.  I  was  saying 
that  there  was  also  an  amendment  which 
is  printed  and  lying  on  the  desk  which 
I  would  have  called  up.  but  I  shall  not 
do  so  in  view  of  what  the  Senator  from 
Texas  (Mr.  Daniel  1  is  now  doing, 
namely,  modifying  the  original  proposal 
before  the  Senate,  S.  3706.  He  is  modi- 
fying that  proposal  in  this  instance  in 
light  of  a  psurticular  amendment  That 
is  all  I  wished  to  clarify. 

Mr.  DANIEL     The  Senator  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  DAifiEL]  for  himself  and  other  Sen- 
ators in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  for 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hukphriy]  for 
himself  and  other  Senators. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  The  Senator 
from  Maine  should  like  again  to  ask  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Internal 
Security  Subconmilttee  if  he  could  give 
us  assurance  that  there  will  be  hearings 
and  a  full  discussion  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  on  a  bill  outlawing  the  Commu- 
nist Party. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Yes;  I  can  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Maine  that 
that  is  going  to  be  done  in  the  early  part 
of  next  year.  The  big  difficulty,  the 
Senator  will  find,  is  writing  a  definition. 
It  has  been  tried  many  times  before. 
That  is  one  of  the  stimibling  blocks. 
"Outlawing  the  Communist  Party"  is 
mere  words,  because  it  is  action  that  does 
the  damage,  and  not  membership  in  the 
Communist  Party. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  The  Senator 
from  Indiana  would  agree  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maine  that  there  should  be  a 
full  discussion  and  a  lengthy  discussion 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  before  we  vote 
on  amendments  outlawing  the  Ccnnmu- 
nist  Party? 

Mr.  JENNER.     I  most  assuredly  do. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  I  should  like 
a  similar  assurance  from  the  majority 
leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  all 
I  can  say  is  that  of  course  I  cannot 
schedule  proposed  legislation  until  first 
it  has  been  reptorted  by  the  proper  legis- 
lative committee,  and.  secondly,  it  has 
been  cleared  for  action  by  the  policy 
committee.  Assuming  that  such  legisla- 
tion has  been  reported  by  the  prop^ 
legislative  committee,  and  a«.simiing  it 
has  been  cleared  for  action  by  the  policy 


conunlttee,  and  that  I  am  stUl  inaj<ni^ 
leader,  I  can  assure  the  Senatm-  that  it 
will   be   scheduled   for  action  by   the 

Senate. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  I  thank  th^ 
Senator  very  much. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  speak  briefly  in  regard  to  this 
proposal. 

I  recognize  some  of  the  problems  In- 
volved in  the  amendment  otfered  by  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hum- 
phrey! .  Without  the  amendment  to  the 
substitute  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Daniel],  I  should  not  Tote 
for  the  Himiphrey  substitute:  but  with 
the  amendment  to  the  substitute  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  Texas,  I  ^all 
support  the  Daniel  amendment  and  then, 
if  the  amendment  is  carried,  I  diall  sup- 
port the  substitute,  as  amended,  and 
then  the  bill,  as  amended,  provided,  of 
course,  no  future  amendments  are 
adopted  which  would  completely  destroy 
the  effectiveness  of  the  bill. 

Apparently  there  is  a  question  among 
the  legal  lights  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
outlawing  of  the  Conununist  Party  would 
be  constitutional.  UndoubtMlIy,  able 
and  distinguished  lawyers  will  differ  on 
that  subject.  No  one  will  know  the 
answer  to  that  question  until  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  speaks 
the  final  word,  and  we  know  that  even 
in  the  Supreme  Court  on  various  issues 
there  are  sometimes  5-to-4  decisions, 
sometimes  6-to-3  decisions,  or  7-to-2,  or 
8-to-l,  or  unanimous  decisions.  No  one 
can  look  into  a  crystal  ball  and  know 
what  the  ultimate  decision  in  that  regard 
may  be. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  this  bill,  as 
amended  in  whatever  form  the  Senate 
may  pass  it.  will  have  to  go  to  the  House, 
and  luidoubtedly  to  a  conference  between 
the  two  Houses.  Further  study  may  be 
given  as  to  the  desirability  or  the  exact 
language  of  the  provision  outlawing  the 
Communist  Party. 

Furthermore,  with  the  severability 
clause  which  has  been  added  by  the  dis- 
tinguished and  able  Senator  from  Texas, 
who  is  one  of  the  outstanding  lawyers 
of  this  body,  in  the  event  the  Supreme 
Court  of  tlie  United  States  should  de- 
clare part  of  the  substitute  bill  xmcon- 
stitutional.  namely,  the  Humphrey  orig- 
inal substitute,  there  will  stni  be  stand- 
ing the  complete  Butler  bill  as  reported 
by  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 

Under  those  circumstances,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, I  intend  to  vote  first  for  the  Daniel 
amendment,  and  then  for  the  bill  as 
amended  by  the  substitute. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  the  discussion 
on  the  floor  has  been  of  great  value.  I 
am  sure  that  the  conferees — and  thefe 
will  be  a  distinguished  group  from  this 
and  the  other  body— will  give  further 
consideration  to  the  various  arguments 
and  discussions  that  have  taken  place, 
but  I  believe  the  time  has  come  to  face 
up  to  this  issue,  and  it  seems  to  me  that 
here  and  now  is  the  place  to  do  it. 

In  the  event  Congress  does  not  at  this 
session  enact  legislation  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party,  I  certainly  hope  tbm 
whole  issue  will  be  explored,  as  indicated 
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bj  tiM  tfMlBgiiUied  and  aide  Senator 
iitMi  Mabm  Otn.  BMxnr]. 

flo  far  «•  X  am  coneemed,  I  am  pre* 
pared  to  vote  on  ttiia  lasue  today,  and 
I  aik  tiMik  the  yeai  and  nays  be  ordered 
on  the  amendment  propoeed  by  the  Sen. 
ator  from  Veocas  rifr.  Damikl]  to  the 
mianHHtjF  aobetttute. 

ICr.  VBRODSON.    Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  aeaator  yMd? 
Mr.KWOWLAHD.  lyiekL 

lir.  ^UMPHIUIY.    Mr.  Pretfdoit 

Mr.  WEBOXjaOH.  The  Senator  from 
Callfomla  bae  yielded,  and  I  should  Uke 
to  aali  a  queatton. 

The  VRBSnXWQ  OFFICER.  The 
yeas  and  nays  have  been  requested. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Let  me  withhold 
that  request  unta  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  has  an  opportunity  to  ask  a 
question. 

The  FRBSIDINa  OIVICEU.  The  Sen- 
ator  withholds  the  request,  and  yields 
to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  RERQU80N.  The  Senator  from 
Michigan  is  eoneemed  with  this  ques- 
tion: To  outlaw  the  name  "The  Com- 
mmilst  Party"  and  not  to  outlaw  the 
aetivitlCB,  the  conduct,  and  the  overt  acts 
whieh  we  have  been  trying  to  deal  with 
In  America  is  the  problem  we  must  face 
today. 

Tliere  Is  one  dlfBculty  Involved.  We 
passed  a  security  act.  not  based  on  the 
outlawing  of  a  party.  If  we  now  pass  li 
law  to  outlaw  a  par^  as  a  party  In  my 
opinion  we  shall  find  ourselves  in  serious 
trouble.  Z  have  not  today  had  suOcient 
time  to  go  bade  and  study  the  Internal 
Security  Act.  but  I  believe  we  must  face 
that  question,  because  we  propose  to 
compel  pe(9le  to  testify  against  them- 
selves, which  Is  something  we  tried  to 
avoid  when  we  very  carefully  drew  up 
the  Mundt-Ferguson  section  of  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act. 

Mr.  KZfOWLAMD.  Mr.  Preiddent,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  FBROX78C»Y.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  seems  to  me 
that  is  one  of  the  problems  with  which, 
obviously,  the  conferees  will  have  to  con- 
cern themselves. 

Certainly  we  wish  to  do  nothing  which 
would  Interfere  with  the  effectiveness  of 
the  Internal  Security  Act,  which  is  a 
good  piece  of  legislation  and  is  beinir 
effectively  used. 

I  understand  the  legislative  intent,  as 
expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Texas 
CMr.  DAmxL],  and  I  believe  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  MlnesoU  [Mr.  HtntPHRsy].  I  do 
not  believe  there  \a  any  legislative  intent 
to  subvert  the  Intonal  Security  Act. 

It  seems  to  me  thRt  any  overt  acts 
would  stUl  be  illegal,  whether  they  were 
performed  by  something  which  might 
call  Itself  the  Communist  Party  or  some- 
thing else.  Barlier  in  the  day  the  Sena- 
tor yielded  for  a  question  from  the  Sen- 
ator from  Canfomla.  and  I  pointed  out 
that  we  are  all  agreed  that  the  mere  out- 
lawing of  the  Ccunmunist  Party,  as  a 
name,  would  not  solve  the  problem. 
Mr.  FBRausON.  That  Is  correct. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  As  I  pointed  out 
earlier,  4be  same  people  might  form 
themselves  into  an  organisation  called 
the  "h.  S.  and  M.  Society,"  glvlnc  to  the 
outside  world  some  other  meaning,  but 
actually  meaning  "Lenin,  Stalin,  and 
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Maleidcov  Society  .••  They  would  be  the 
same  Communists,  but  they  would'  be 
operating  under  a  different  name.  But 
if  they  were  performing  overt  acts  ^d 
doing  things  in  violation  of  the  Intei^al 
Security  Law.  it  seems  to  me  they  would 
still  be  in  violation  of  the  law.  Notlling 
in  the  proposed  legislation  would  prevent 
their  prosecution,  if  they  committed 
overt  acts. 

li  there  is  any  problem  in  that  regard. 
and  further  clarification  is  felt  to  be 
necessaiy,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  con- 
fwees,  who  will  be  very  distinguished 
members  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary of  this  body,  will  have  an  oppor- 
timity  to  study  the  question  and  deter- 
mine what  might  be  needed  to  prevent 
the  weakening  in  the  sl<-?htest  degree  of 
the  internal  security  law. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HDMPHREY.     Mr.  President-^ — 

Mr.  MAYBANK.    Mr.   President- — 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  California  yield;  and,  if 
so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  FergusokI  ; 
then  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
tMr.  HxTMPHRry] ;  and  then  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  MaybanScI. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  should  like  to  In- 
quire of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
what  he  thinks  his  amendment  would 
outlaw?  What  would  the  amendment 
make  illegal? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  the  Senajtor 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Smathers]  answered 
that  question  some  time  ago  in  his  qoI- 
loquy.  Under  the  Butler  biU  we  are 
declaring — — 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  CaUfornia  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  this  colloquy  may  ensue? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes;  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  colloquy  be  per- 
mitted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Under  the  Butter 
bill  we  are  declaring  illegal,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  and  for  the  purposes  of  govern- 
mental agencies  in  the  labor-relations 
field,  a  Commvmist-dominated  organisa- 
tion. 

Mr.  FERGUSON, 
zations. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY, 
zations. 

Mr.  FERGUSON, 
nated. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     _, 

an  organizaUon  is  illegal  it  must  be"  be 
cause  of  the  communism  which  is  in- 
volved. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Regardless  of  Its 
name. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Regardless  of  how 
it  may  be  termed,  it  is  illegal.  becaiBe 
the  group  or  the  individual  is  dedicated 
to  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    And  its  purpose. 

Mr.  HUMPEIREY.  And  its  purpose. 
What  my  amendment  does  is  simply  to 
state  this  unquaUfledly.  and  get  at  the 
root  of  the  problem  rather  than  at  the 
fringe  of  it. 


And  other  orgaiii- 
And  other  orgaal- 
Communist-domi- 
Obyiously  if  such 


The  analogy  was  stated,  that  If  we  are 
going  to  pick  all  the  fruit  from  a  tree  and 
saw  off  the  branches,  because  thfe  fruit 
and  branches  are  bad,  maybe  it  w^uld  be 
better  to  strike  at  the  roots  of  the  tree. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  But  what  ccmduct 
would  the  Senator  make  illegal  <by  his 
amendment? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Will  the  Senator 
listen?  I 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    Yes.  ' 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Section  )  (a) 
reads : 

Whoever  knowingly  and  willfully  tiecomes 
or  remains  a  member  of  (1)  the  Com|muQl£t 
Party,  or  (2)  any  other  organization  having 
for  one  of  Its  purposes  or  objectives  the 
establishment,  control,  conduct,  selAire.  or 
overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  or  the  government  of  any  SUtte  or 
political  subdivision  thereof,  by  the  use  of 
force  or  violence j 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Or  commit!  overt 

acts. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Quoting  further— 
with  knowledge  of  the  purpose  or  ol>Jectlve 
of  such  organization,  shall  upon  conviction 
be  punished  as  provided  by  section  Ifl  of  the 
Subversive  ActlvlUes  Control  Act  of  1>50  (50 
U.  S.  C.  794). 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the 
term  "Communist  Party"  means  the  organi- 
zation now  known  as  the  Communist  Party 
of  the  United  States  of  America,  th^  Com- 
munist Party  of  any  State  or  subdivision 
thereof,  and  any  unit  or  subdivision  of  any 
such  organization,  whether  or  not  any  change 
is  hereafter  made  in  the  name  thereof. 

I  have  tried  to  close  every  doori 
Mr  KNOWLAND.  If  I  may  pick  up 
the  inquiry  at  this  point.  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  if  it  Is  his  judgment, 
as  author  of  this  amendment,  that  while 
it  outlaws  the  Communist  Party,  as  in- 
dicated  

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    Yes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Under  the  Inter- 
nal Security  Act  there  would  still  be  full 
power  in  the  Government  to  prosecute 
overt  acts  committed  by  those  who  {might 
call  themselves  the  Communist  Pajty? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Or  the  Malenkov- 
ites.  I 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Or  the  Malenkov 
Society,  or  anything  else? 

Regardless  of  the  banner  under  which 
they  travel,  if  they  were  in  fact  «  part 
of  the  conspiracy  and  were  committing 
overt  acts  against  the  Government  and 
the  institutions  of  this  country  they 
could  be  prosecuted? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  th«  ma- 
jority leader.  Indeed,  that  is  ejcactly 
what  I  mean.  This  proposed  amend- 
ment in  no  way  Umlts  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act,  In  no  way  does  it  limit  the 
Smith  Act  or  any  other  law  on  the  books 
for  the  control  of  subversives. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.    HUMPHREY.     Mr.    President.   I 

wish  to  say ' 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President  the 
Senator  from  California  said  he  Would 
yield  to  me.  j 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  wiU.  ' 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  behalf  of  my- 
self and  my  cosponsors  of  the  substjitute. 
let  me  say  that  we  readily  accept  the 
amendment  to  the  substitute  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  DAint]. 


I  ask  that  it  may  be  incorporated  in  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like.  If  the 
Senator  is  willing,  to  have  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  that  amendment,  as  we  have  had 
the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  Ives  amend- 
ment, because  I  think  from  the  point  of 
view  of  legislative  history  it  will  be  a 
great  deal  stronger.  If  the  author  of  the 
amendment  I  Mi.  Daniel]  does  not  ob- 
ject, I  should  Uke  to  have  the  yeas  and 
nays  ordered  on  his  amendment  to  the 
Humphrey  amendment. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  have  no  objection,  so 
long  as  the  amendment  is  adopted.  That 
is  what  I  am  interested  in. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  advises  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota that  his  proposal  can  be  modi- 
fied only  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  realize  that.  I 
was  merely  exploring,  as  the  majority 
leader  says. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  CuUfomia  has  the  floor. 
To  whom  does  the  Senator  from  CaU- 
fornia yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  CaroUna. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  a  question.  Was 
the  so-called  Mundt-Ferguson  bill,  about 
which  he  spoke,  the  biU  which  passed 
when  the  Senate  was  meeting  in  the  old 
Supreme  Court  room? 

Mr.  PERGUSC»N.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  was  very  much  in 
favor  of  it  when  it  passed  and  I  am  now. 
This  morning  when  I  voted  for  the  Mag- 
nuson  amendment.  I  knew  and  under- 
stood that  the  so-called  Humphrey 
amendment  would  be  presented,  and  I 
joined  as  a  cosponsor.  I  spoke  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Daniel  1.  who 
told  me  he  intended  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota.  I  told  him  I  would  sup- 
port his  amendment  to  the  end.  I  con- 
gratulate the  Senator  from  Texas,  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota,  fcnd  the  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland  I  Mr.  Butler]  who 
originally  brought  the  blU  to  the  floor. 
I  intend  to  vote  (is  I  always  vote  against 
Communists. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  We  are  deaUng  in 
this  proposed  amendment 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  should  Uke  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  a  question. 
By  my  voting.for  the  Humphrey  substi- 
tute, the  Daniel  umendment.  and  for  the 
final  passage  of  the  bill,  would  I  be  in 
any  way  affecting  the  votes  cast  some 
years  ago  for  the  Mundt-Ferguson  biU? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  What  is  now  pro- 
posed, in  my  opinion,  is  to  undo  what 
we  tried  to  do  in  the  Mundt-Ferguson 
section  of  the  Internal  Security  Act.  We 
were  deaUng  with  overt  acts.  We  were 
avoiding  the  word  "membership."  be- 
cause it  wiU  be  found  that  in  the  United 
States  there  is  practicaUy  no  "member" 
of  the  Commumst  Party.  I  should  like 
to  indicate  what  we  are  trying  to  do  in 
the  Butler  bill  and  what  we  shaU  be  do- 
ing if  we  outlaw  the  Communist  Party. 
It  is  proposed  to  outlaw  membership  in 
a  party. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Can  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  amend  the  bill  so  that 


I  can  vote  for  it?  I  wish  to  vote  against 
Communists. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  This  is  what  we 
provide  in  the  Butler  bilL  I  read  from 
the  bottom  of  page  1: 

The  term  "Communlst-lnfUtrated  organi- 
zation"— 

It  wiU  be  noted  that  we  are  not  talk- 
ing about  membership — 

meantf  any  organization  in  the  United  States 
(other  than  a  Communist-action  organiza- 
tion or  a  Communist-front  organization)  — 

Those  are  the  two  organizations  which 
are  mentioned  in  the  Internal  Security 

ACtr— 

which  (A)  is  substantially  directed,  domi- 
nated, or  controlled  by  an  individual  or  in- 
dividuals who  are,  or  who  within  6  years 
have  been,  actively  engaged  in  giving  aid  or 
support  to  a  Communist -action  organization, 
a  Communist  foreign  government,  or  the 
world  Communist  movement  referred  to  in 
section  2  of  this  title — 

That  is  the  Internal  Security  Act. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  permit  an 
interruption  at  that  ipoint? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     Certainly. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Assuming  that  the 
Senate  accepts  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Texas  to  the  substitute 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota, this  language  will  be  in  the  sub- 
stitute. How  does  that  affect  the  ques- 
tion of  overt  acts  under  the  Internal 
Security  Act?  Overt  acts,  regardless  of 
by  whom  they  are  committed,  whether 
by  the  Communist  Party  or  by  a  party 
calling  itself  the  M.  L  and  S.  Society, 
or  whatever  it  may  call  itself,  so  long 
as  they  are  prohibited  by  the  Internal 
Security  Act,  will  still  be  illegal,  still  be 
subject  to  prosecution,  and  still  be  a  part 
of  the  Communist  conspiracy. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  difficulty  is 
that  under  the  Internal  Security  Act  we 
require  Communists  to  register. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  How  many  have 
registered? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  They  have  not  reg- 
istered because  they  are  Communists. 
They  have  not  registered  yet,  but  the 
time  is  coming  when  they  will  have  to 
comply  with  the  law.  We  require  them 
to  register;  and  now  it  is  proposed  to 
make  it  a  crime  to  do  the  thing  for  which 
they  must  register. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Which  is  worse — 
having  them  register  or  making  it  iUegal 
to  do  the  things  which  they  do? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  We  are  repealing 
the  whole  law^ 

Bdr.  SMATHERS.  The  Senator  has 
not  answered  my  question.  Which  is 
worse — to  have  them  register,  or  to  make 
it  illegal  to  do  the  things  which  they 
want  to  do  suid  which  they  practice  all 
the  time? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  has 
asked,  in  effect,  which  is  the  best  way  to 
handle  the  situation. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  it  better  to  re- 
quire registration,  or  is  it  better  to  out- 
law communism  and  make  it  a  crime? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  And  go  after  them 
directly  with  the  means  we  have. 


Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  same  question 
arises  in  connection  with  the  Taft-Hart- 
ley law.  We  require  a  person  to  say 
whether  he  is  a  member  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  or  is  affiliated  with  such  party. 
If  we  approve  this  provision  we  cannot 
compel  a  man  to  make  an  alfidavit  that 
he  is  a  Communist.  We  shaU  be  repeal- 
ing that  section  of  the  Taft-Hartley  law. 

Mr.  HUMI»HREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Senator 
think  that  provision  Is  effective  now? 
Does  the  Senator  realize  that  only  re- 
cently the  court  literally  threw  it  out? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  There  is  no  longer 
any  "membership."  The  Senator  is  say- 
ing that  he  wishes  to  outlaw  member- 
ship. Why  not  outlaw  conduct  and  use 
the  same  definition  which  is  used  in  the 
Internal  Security  Act  and  in  the  bill 
which  is  before  us? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  the  major-^ 
ity  leader  answered  that  question  when 
he  stated  that  we  not  only  outlaw  the 
conduct  which  is  described  in  the  stat- 
ute but  we  also  outlaw  membership.  We 
strengthen  the  tools  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  to  do  the  Job  we 
wish  to  do. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  dlfBculty  Is 
that  there  are  no  such  things  as 
"members"  of  the  Communist  organ- 
ization  

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    Oh.  yes;  there  are. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  wlU 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  think  the  next 
logical  step  is  to  outlaw  the  party.  If 
we  are  against  Communists,  we  had 
better  outlaw  the  party,  and  this  is  the 
way  to  do  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Why  not  outlaw 
certain  types  of  conduct? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Outlaw  the  whole 
party. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Why  not  outlaw 
an  organization  which  is  substantially 
directed,  dominated,  or  controUed  by  an 
individual  or  individuals  who  are.  or 
who  within  C  years  have  been,  actuaUy 
engaged  in  knowingly  giving  aid  and 
support  to  a  Communist-action  organ- 
ization? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  all  taken 
care  of  by  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  LMr.  DanielI,  which  Is 
now  the  pending  amendment.  He  has 
added  the  precise  language  of  the  Butler 
biU  as  a  part  of  the  Humphrey  sub- 
stitute. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  But  the  dlfBculty  Is 
that  we  are  stiU  i*etaining  the  "mem- 
bership" idea. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  The  difficulty  is 
that  we  are  faced  with  a  decision,  at  long 
last,  and  for  the  first  time,  as  to  whether 
or  not  we  want  to  outlaw  the  Commu- 
nist Party  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  E3>lOWLAND.  As  a  part  of  an 
international  conspiracy. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Yes ;  because  it  ad- 
vocates the  overthrow  of  the  Govern- 
ment, violates  the  laws  of  the  country, 
and  is  a  part  of  an  totematiopal  con- 
spiracy. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  If  It  is  the  Intcn- 
Uon  to  retain  membo-stiip  m  the  Ooaa- 
munist  Party  as  one  of  the  ^enents.  I 
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aliouM  Hfet  to  Mk  the  Senate  from 
Mliiiiiwii'l^  wlmmlMi  w^mkl  ■ilil  llii  wnnilii 
on  iMC»  S  of  fb»  Batter  bUl  la  his 
aaiRidmeBt  In  ttie  nBlare  of  ft  sobBtttote. 

Ifr.BOMPHRSr.  X  shall  be  ddighted 
to  ongger  the  aenotw  from  Michigftni 

Ifr.  KJNUWLAMD.  The  author  of  the 
amendaient,  who  to  (dTertnc  the  entire 
Batter  un.  as  nkodifled,  ooaM  giTe  that 
as  a  part  of  the  toglslattve  history. 

Mr.  DAlilBL.  At  the  end  of  the 
Humphrey  sidistltute,  my  amendment 
would  add  all  of  the  Butler  bill,  remim- 
bertai  ttw  sections  and  mat^Ing  certain 
modUteations  wtdtih  I  have  explained  to 
the  Senate.  If  my  amendment  to 
adopted,  there  will  have  been  added  to 
the  HumiAirey  substitute  all  of  the 
Butter  bOL 

Mr.  KNOWIiAND.  With  a  separa- 
bility dause,  so  that  if  the  Him^hrey 
substttuke  should  be  declared  uncon- 
stitutlfmal  by  the  Supreme  Court,  the 
Batter  MU  would  stand  as'  reported  by 
the  eommlttee,  with  such  modifications 
as  have  been  acreed  to.  incTudlng  the 
Ites  amencteent. 

Mr.  HDMPHRKT.    Or  vice  yersa. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Or  Tlce  Tersa. 

Mr.  DAIIIBL.  So  that  if  part  of 
either  pnqiosal  should  be  declared  un- 
eonstltotteial  by  the  Sumeme  Court,  the 
ranalnlnc  portion,  which  would  be 
serered,  would  remain  the  law  of  the 
land.  

Mr.  KNOWLAMD.  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Texaa— and  thto  may  be  one  of  the 
points  bothering  the  Senator  frmn 
Michigan  lirtiether  or  not  the  proyl- 
slons  o<  the.ButIer  bill,  in  and  of  them- 
selves, are  contingent  upon  the  secUtms 
of  the  Humphrey  amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    Not  at  alL 

Ifir.  KNOWLAND.  In  other  words,  it 
to  not  required  that  these  things  shall 
have  been  dcme.  plus  memb«-ship  in  the 
vartgr.  bat  it  to  like  two  UIls  in  one. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY,  filsmese  twins,  so 
to 


Mr.  KNOWLAND,  If  thto  provision 
to  held  to  be  constitational  and  sound, 
and  if  such  pervms  violate  the  law  and 
are  also  members  of  the  International 
Communist  consi^racy,  the  Communist 
Party — which  to  a  conqDiracy.  rather 
than  a  political  party — and  if  they  have 
eoomiitted  any  overt  act.  the  Attorney 
General  could  still  apply  against  them 
the  Internal  Security  Act  provisions  for 
having  violated  the  sections  of  the 
Butter  bin  and  the  Internal  Security  Act. 
Is  that  oorreet? 

Mr.  DANIEL.    Itiat  to  correct. 

Mr.  VERODSCMf.  But  the  difficulty 
to  that  the  Senator  has  not  changed  the 
deflnitlMi  of  membership  in  the  pro- 
posal to  outlaw  the  Conmiunist  Party. 
I  say  that  what  to  sought  to  be  done  to  an 
idle  gesture.  Tb/t  Senator  to  seeing  to 
outlaw  what  no  longer  exteto  in  the 
United  States.  What  the  Senator  to 
seeking  to  oatlaw  to  the  following:  . 

Wboever  knowlo^y  end  wlUfuUy  becomes 
or  remains  a  mMnber  of  (1)  the  Omimu- 
ni>t  Fvty.  or  (a)  any  otber  ocganlntlon 
barlnc  for  one  ct  Ita  purpoMS  or  obJecttTos 
the  eatebUelimeiit.  control,  ccmduet.  aelsura, 
or  OTerthrow  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  or  the  government  of  any 
State  or  poUttcal  eobdivision  thereof,  by  the 
UM  of  foree  or  vlolenee.  with  knowledge  of 


tbe  puipaee  or  objective  of  «nch  organisa- 
ti<m.  aball  upon  conviction  be  punished  laa 
provided  by  Motion  15  of  the  Subver4ve 
Activities  Control  Act  of  1950. 
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The  Senator  from  Minnesota  Is  re- 
quiring the  element  of  membership  in  a 
party  which  has  for  its  purpose  the  con- 
trol, seizure,  or  overthrow  of  the  United 
States  Government  or  one  of  its  sub- 
divisions. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  not  exclu- 
sive. If  the  Senator  from  Michigan  is 
correct  in  his  statement  that  under  tihe 
Taft-Hartley  Act  no  one  has  admitted 
that  he  was  a  member  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party — and  generally  or  probably 
that  has  been  the  case 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Because  it  cannot 
be  proved. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Because  it  can- 
not be  proved.  It  seems  to  me,  under 
those  circumstances,  it  Is  not  necessary 
to  proceed  under  this  section,  which 
might  be  called  a  separate  title,  if  it  wtre 
desired  to  have  the  bill  written  in  that 
way.  It  would  not  be  necessary  to  pro- 
ceed under  the  Humphrey  substitute. 
The  procedure  could  be  under  the  sec- 
tion offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  DANncL],  or  under  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act,  which  prescribes  certgin 
standards  for  determining  overt  acts 
against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

I  think  the  legislative  intent  has  been 
made  clear  by  the  author  of  the  origi- 
nal substitute,  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  HUMPHKET],  and  the  author 
of  the  amendment  to  the  substitute,  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel  1 .  They 
do  not  desire  to  affect  adversely,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  the  operation  or  scope 
of  the  Internal  Security  Act. 

If  there  to  any  technical  situation  be- 
cause of  which  the  conferees  might  find 
that  some  change  in  language  w«re 
needed,  it  seems  to  me  that  that  cottld 
be  settled  in  conference.  But  I  thttik 
the  legislative  intent  is  clear — at  least, 
I  hope  it  is  clear — ^from  the  debate. 

As  I  imderstand,  it  has  been  confirmed 
by  both  Senators  that  the  Daniel  amend- 
ment, which  is  really  the  Butler  bill,  is 
not  dependent  in  the  slightest  degree 
upon  the  Humphrey  substitute. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    It  is  not. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Prosecutions  Un- 
der the  Daniel  amendment  would  not 
be  dependent  upon  the  Humphrey  sub- 
stitute. Each  stands  on  its  own  feet. 
A  proceeding  may  be  had  under  ttie 
Daniel  amendment  without  regard  to  the 
Humphrey  substitute. 

If  in  case  of  the  Humphrey  substitute 
the  empty  gesture  of  preserving  the 
Communist  Party,  as  such,  were  made, 
because  of  continuing  to  maintain  Its 
name,  or  if  it  becomes  an  overt,  subver- 
sive organization  under  any  other  name, 
procedure  can  be  taken  under  the  tti- 
temal  Security  Act  or  under  the  Butler 
bill. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Or  under  the 
Humphrey  substitute. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Or  under  the 
Humphrey  substitute. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Section  2  of  the 
Humphrey  substitute  contains  findings 
of  fact  which  declare  as  a  congressional 
policy  that  the  Communist  Party  is  not 


a  political  party  in  the  normal  under- 
standing of  the  terminology.  bu|  to  a 
conspiratorial  apparatus,  an  Inlema- 
tional  conspiracy,  with  a  sort  of  holding 
company  operation  in  the  United  States. 
Therefore,  it  does  not  qualify  as  «  po- 
litical party.  Second,  this  conspinttorlal 
apparatus  is  dedicated  to  the  destruction 
and  overthrow  of  the  Government  and 
all  representative  institutions  thzDugh- 
out  the  country,  through  the  overthrow 
of  the  Republic.  That  is  an  established 
fact;  and  once  that  fact  is  acknowledged 
it  will  t)e  much  easier  to  deal  with  the 
Communist  conspiracy  in  this  country. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  a  person  refuses 
to  register,  which  is  what  is  being  done 
now,  because  such  persons  resign  from 
the  party  the  moment  they  walk  through 
the  doorway,  as  was  so  well  poined  out 
by  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr,  Jkh- 
NER  ] ,  it  is  still  not  necessary  to  prove  that 
they  are  members  of  the  Communist 
Part,  because  if  thiey  have  been  engaged 
in  an  organization  which  has  tried  to 
subvert  the  CKsvernment  by  overt  acts  or 
by  other  violations  of  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Act,  they  can  still  be  prooeeded 
against  under  the  F>ower  and  authority 
of  the  Butler  bill. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  And  under  the 
Smith  Act. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  difllculty  with 
the  procedure  now  is  that  the  Senator  to 
trying  to  outlaw  one  thing,  namely,  mem- 
berstiip  in  a  party. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    In  a  consplrncy. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    No,  in  a  partQr. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Or  any  other  or- 
ganization. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  right;  or 
any  other  organization.  The  Humphrey 
substitute  refers  to  membership  in  "the 
Communist  party,  or  any  other  ofgani- 
zation  having  for  one  of  its  purpoees  or 
objectives  the  establishment,  control, 
conduct,  seizure,  or  overthrow  ctf  the 
Government  of  the  United  States.* 

What  I  seek  to  outlaw  is  what  commu- 
nism is  doing — not  membersliip  in  a 
party  or  an  organization. 

Notice  how  the  Humphrey  sub^tutc 
avoids  this  language:  | 

Any  organization  In  the  United  States 
which  is  substantially  directed,  domtnated. 
or  controlled  by  an  Individual  or  Individuals 
who  are,  or  who  within  5  years  have  been 
actively  engaged  In.  I 

Now  we  come  to  the  real  meaning  of 
what  the  Communists  are  doing  in  Amer- 
ica. It  is  not  membership  in  the  party 
which  concerns  us:  it  is  what  the  tnem- 
bers  are  doing.    What  are  they  doing? 

Giving  aid  or  support  to  a  Communbt-ac- 
tlon  organization,  a  Communist  forelgb  gov- 
ernment, or  the  world  Communist  movtment. 

Why  does  not  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota include  tiiat  in  his  definitioO? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  accepted 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Scinator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Dawux],  which  is  ex- 
actly what  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
has  been  reading. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  does  not  add  anything  to  this 
definition. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  has  been  consulting  with  i|ie  all 
afternoon.  We  have  been  working  on 
his  proposaL    I  have  said  I  thought  it 
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was  a  desirable  proposal,  and  I  have  ac- 
cepted it  as  a  modification  of  my  substi- 
tute. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  said  iie  would  be  willing  to  ac- 
cept it. 

Mr.  HUMPHIIEY.  I  said  I  would  be 
willing  to  accept  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  said  I  wanted  to 
have  a  separate  vote  on  the  two  parts. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  point  out  to  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  that  I  have  done, 
in  the  findings  and  declarations  set  out 
in  section  2  of  my  substitute,  everything 
to  which  the  S*mator  from  Michigan  is 
directing  attention  therein.  We  have 
been  making  speeches  about  the  menace 
of  communism  in  every  American  Ijegion 
and  VFW  Post  in  America  to  the  effect 
that  we  ought  to  outlaw  the  party.  We 
are  going  to  outlaw  it  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  FERGU&ON.  We  would  be  out- 
lawing something  that  does  not  exist 
now.  That  is  the  trouble.  There  is  no 
longer  such  a  thing  as  membership  in 
the  party.  What  we  should  do  is  outlaw 
the  conduct  of  communism.  I  propose 
to  revise  the  laiiguage  of  the  Humphrey 
substitute  so  as  to  encompass  only  those 
actually  engaged  in  a  conspiracy.  That 
is  the  point.  Certainly,  we  must  not  use 
idle  words  today. 

Madam  President,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  ask  the  Senator  from 
Texas  a  question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mrs. 
Smith  of  Maine  in  the  chair) .  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  First.  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senauir  from  Minnesota  if  he 
has  included  in  the  definition  of  mem- 
bership in  the  party  the  words  or  the 
substance  of  tJ:e  Butler  bill  beginning 
on  page  1.  lint-  9,  down  through  and 
including  line  14  on  page  2? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    We  included  it  all. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  It  was  included  in 
a  separate  bill. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wish  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  would  work  it  out  with 
the  majority  leader.  The  majority 
leader  has  the  proper  insight  into  the 
situation.  I  see  no  sense  in  being  in- 
volved In  this.  I  concur  with  the  ma- 
jority leader.  He  knows  what  we  are 
after.  He  understands  we  are  not  pro- 
posing to  repeal  the  Smith  Act  or  other 
anti-Communist  acts.  All  I  am  trying  to 
do  is  help  a  little.  I  do  not  want  to  be- 
come involved  in  this  family  fight.  I 
shall  take  my  seat. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  answer  the  question  of 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  as  to 
whether  there  aie  now  two  bills  in  one, 
and  whether  the  provision  as  to  mem- 
bership includes  the  definition  in  the 
Butler  bill  as  to  the  conduct  of  commu- 
nism? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  said  earlier  in  the 
afternoon  that  had  I  drafted  the  Hum- 
phrey substitute  I  would  have  omitted 
such  language.  When  I  w£is  attorney 
general  of  my  State  I  drafted  such  a  bill 
for  the  Texas  Legislature,  and  I  did  not 
specify  the  names  of  parties.  However, 
with  that  in  mind.  I  carefully  read  all  of 
the  language  relating  to  the  congres- 
sional declaration  that  the  Communist 
Party  of  the  Uni^ed  States  is  a  part  of  an 


international  conspiracy  which  would 
overthrow  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment by  force. 

I  believe  that  If  it  Is  constitutionally 
possible  ever  to  single  out  an  organiza- 
tion and  say  that  membership  therein  is 
a  violation  of  the  law.  the  language  of 
the  bill  properly  docs  that  very  thing. 

However,  suppose  we  are  wrong  about 
that.  Suppose  the  Court  should  say  it  is 
unconstitutional  to  single  out  a  certain 
organization  by  name:  and  that  we 
ought  to  single  out  certain  actions  of  the 
memt>ers  of  the  organization,  and  the 
purposes  and  designs  of  the  organiza- 
tion in  general,  so  that  any  organiza- 
tion violating  those  proscribed  actions 
might  come  under  the  law.  That  is  in 
the  Humphrey  substitute  just  as  clearly 
as  it  could  be  placed  in  it. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  is  right  when  he  states  that 
those  provisions  could  be  put  in  two 
separate  bills;  but  since  the  Senator 
from  Minn^ota  has  offered  his  substitute 
to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party,  it  would 
mean,  if  It  should  be  adopted,  that  the 
Butler  bill  and  all  the  work  done  on  it 
with  respect  to  Communist-infiltrated 
organizations  would  go  by  the  board. 
Therefore  I  began  work  to  see  if  the 
Humphrey  substitute  could  not  be 
amended  so  as  to  include  the  provisions 
of  l)oth  the  substitute  and  the  bill.  That 
proposal  is  now  before  the  Senate.  If 
my  proposal  is  adopted,  the  provisions  of 
the  Butler  bill  would  be  added  to  the 
Humphrey  substitute,  and  the  Senate 
could  then  vote  on  the  provisions  in  one 
bill. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  difBculty  is 
that  two  sections  are  involved. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Almost  all  bills  have 
more  than  one  section. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  This  is  how  the 
term  "Communist  Party"  is  defined  in 
the  Humphrey  substitute: 

For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the  term 
"Communist  Party"  means  tbe  organization 
now  iLnown  as  the  Communist  Party  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  tbe  Communlfit 
Party  of  any  State  or  subdivision  thereof, 
and  any  unit  or  subdivision  of  any  such 
organization,  whether  or  not  any  change  is 
hereafter  made  In  the  name  thereof. 

The  Butler  bill  spells  out  Communist 
organization,  the  Communist  foreign 
government,  or  the  world  Communist 
movement.  That  definition  is  left  out 
in  the  Humphrey  substitute.  In  the 
definition,  reference  to  Soviet  Russia  is 
left  out. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  California  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President. 
I  have  the  floor,  but  in  order  that  the 
situation  may  be  clarified,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  I  may  be  permitted 
to  yield  without  losing  my  right  to  the 
floor.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  As  one  of  the  sponsors 
of  the  substitute,  let  me  say  that  we 


welcome  adding  the  suggestion  of  th€^ 
Senator  from  Michigan  to  the  substi- 
tute.       

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  Is  what  I 
have  been  trying  to  do. 

Mr.  MORSE.  We  are  glad  to  add  that 
language  to  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  put  it  in  another  section,  and 
allowed  it  to  be  severed  from  this  section. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
in  view  of  that  statement — and  the  au- 
thor of  the  original  substitute  Is  pres- 
ent— if  the  Senator  wants  to  add  that 
provision  to  the  original  substitute,  we 
are  prepared  to  take  it.  Then  there 
would  be  included  both  the  provision  for 
the  outlawing  of  the  Communist  Party 
in  the  language  which  the  Senator 
desires  and  the  provisions  of  the  Butler 
bill. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  It  is  perfectly  satis- 
factory to  the  Senator  from  Michigan  if 
a  proper  definition  is  included.  If  the 
Senator  from  California  will  allow  us 
sufBcient  time  to  frame  the  language.  I 
think  I  can  revise  the  language  of  the 
Humphrey  substitute — and  this  goes  to 
the  very  heart  of  the  matter — so  as  he 
include  only  conspirators. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  expect  to  sug- 
gest the  absence  of  a  quorum  very 
shortly. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maine. 

Mr.  PAYNE,  I  have  been  greatly  in- 
terested in  the  long  debate  which  has 
taken  place  with  reference  to  the  meas- 
ure which  has  been  under  discussion 
It  is  a  measure  in  which  many  of  us 
long  have  had  an  interest,  but  I  think 
the  record  should  be  made  unmistak- 
ably clear,  and  it  should  be  emphasized 
in  the  Record,  that  the  first  Member  of 
the  Senate  to  introduce  proposed  legis- 
lation of  this  nature  was  none  other 
than  my  distinguished  colleague,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs.  Smith]. 
She  has  constantly  fought  to  have  the 
Congress  outlaw  the  Communist  Party, 
an  organization  which  is  international 
in  scope,  and  with  respect  to  whose  mem- 
bers our  people  have  spent  millions  of 
dollars  in  an  effort  to  eliminate  them 
from  government,  and  others  places,  for 
they  have  foimd  a  way  to  ferret  them- 
selves even  into  the  very  structure  of 
our  free  Government  itself;  up  to  this 
very  moment  the  Government  and  we  ot 
the  Congress  have  not  given  the  recog- 
nition to  which,  in  my  opinion,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Maine  has  long  been  en- 
titled for  having  recognized  the  neces- 
sity for  legislation  which  would  clearly 
and  unmistakably  outlaw  a  party  with 
which  we  cannot  Uve  and  which  is  deter- 
mmed  to  tear  down  the  very  structure 
of  the  American  Oovemment  and  the 
institutions  of  its  free  people.  Let  the 
word  go  out  to  the  entire  world  that  we 
of  An^erica  will  have  no  part  of  it.  We 
will  not  Uve  with  it,  and  we  do  not  want 
it  under  any  guise  whatever. 

So  I  am  hai4>y  to  say  that  I  stand,  as 
I  always  have  stood,  with  the  senior 
Senator  from  Maine  (Mrs.  Shiih].  and 
I  shall  likewiae  stand  in  simport  of  Oie 
position  the  mai<Hrity  leader  has  taken 
this  afternoon  in  suppoctmg  teCh  ttx 
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Mocn^baemfc  of  fbe  disttnguUbed  Senator 
ftom  TesM  •Ddl  the  sobstttute  of  tba 
QeoMkot  fkont  IfinoMota. 

Mr.  llQIiaK  and  Mr.  UOMAN  ad- 
droMCd  **M»  CSiair. 

Mr.  KHOWLAHD.  I  yield  llxst  to  the 
Senator  Irom  Oregon.  Then  I  shall 
yield  to  tba  Senator  from  New  Ymk. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
jtmior  Senator  Irom  Maine  [Mr.  Paths] 
that  I  eomidetaly  agree  with  the  tribute 
he  has  just  XMJd  to  the  senior  Senator 
fzom  liable  (Mrs.  Smith]. 

Z  am  sure  the  Junior  Smator  from 
Maine  was  not  on  the  floor  earlier  In  the 
afternoon  when  the  Senator  from  Min- 
neeota  paid  a  similar  tribute  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  Maine,  for  the  leadership 
she  has  taken  on  this  issue. 

Mr.  President.  If  the  majority  leader 
will  permit  me— 

Mr.  KHOWLAND.    Yes. 

Mr.  MOEtSB.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Texas  a  question  which  I 
think  Is  most  rdevant  to  the  discussion 
we  have  been  having  with  the  Senator 
from  Mlrfilgan  [Mr.  Fkacosov].  When 
we  come  to  the  issue  of  whether  any  put 
of  the  Humidir^  amendment  may  raise 
a  ocmstltutlonal  question,  and  particu- 
larly with  refo^nce  to  the  pt^t  the 
Sooator  from  Texas  made,  rdating  to 
the  singling  out  of  an  organizati«x  by 
name,  rather  than  by  setting  forth  the 
acts  that  are  to  be  made  illegal,  does  the 
fiwiator  from  Texas  agree  with  me  that 
the  language  of  the  Humidirey  amend- 
ment, the  language  of  the  Butler  Ull  and. 
for  that  matter,  the  language  (rf  the 
DanM  amendmoit  permit  of  the  appli- 
cation \gf  the  courts  of  the  doctrine  of 
separabOityr  Does  the  Senator  agree 
with  me  that  when  the  court  comes  to 
pass  on  any  constitutional  issue  which 
may  be  raised  in  connection  with  the  bill, 
it  will  find  Itself  In  a  position  to  say  that 
If  some  ptMTtlon  of  the  bill  is  found  not 
to  comply  with  asme  yetAl  test  Uie  court 
may  wish  to  apply  to  it.  the  doctrine  of 
separability  will  be  applicable  to  this  bill? 

Mr.  DANIEU    I  certainly  agree. 

Mr.  MORSEL  I  also  agree.  However. 
I  wish  to  say  that  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
bill  in  Its  entirety  will  meet  any  consti- 
tutional test  the  courts  may  put  it  to. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
at(H-  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  LBHMAN.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  California  yield 
tome? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yidd. 

Mr.  LCHMAN.  I  was  very  much  In- 
terested in  the  remarks  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  PatirI.  and  I 
agree  with  him  that  the  senior  Senator 
from  Maine  CMta.  Smith]  deserves  a 
great  deal  of  credit. 

I  have  been  amazed  to  hear  some  of 
my  coUeaguea,  notably  the  Senator  from 
Michigan,  inuriy  that  there  is  no  such 
thing  as  danger  from  the  Communist 
Party  in  this  country.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  we  have  been  hearing  for  days. 
mooths.  and  years  about  the  danger. 

Mr.  KNOWLAMD.  Madam  President, 
in  fairness  to  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan, who  Is  not  now  on  the  iOoor,  I  wish 
to  state  thati  was  here  during  the  entire 
disciission.  and  I  do  not  think  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  said  there  was  no 
danger  from  the  Communist  Party.    As 
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I  understood  his  remarks,  he  said  |he 
Communist  as  a  matter  of  party  practice 
deny  they  are  members  of  the  so-called 
Communist  Party;  and,  except  for  the 
ofllcers  they  have  from  time  to  time,  the 
membership  is  a  sort  of  vanishing  mefn- 
ber^p.  and  Is  very  difScult  to  deal  with 
them,  just  as  it  is  very  difficult  to  handle 
quidcsilver.  Whenever  Communists  ap- 
pear before  a  committee  to  testify  or  to 
sign  the  Taft-Hartley  affidavit,  they 
automatically  resign  from  membership 
just  before  they  testify  or  sign  the  af- 
fidavit. However,  that  does  not  mean 
that  the  Commimist  Party  Is  not  a  dan- 
ger. Certainly  It  is  a  danger;  and  all 
Senators — ^including  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Fekgttson],  the  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Lehman]  and  all 
the  others  of  us — recognize  the  danger. 

Perhaps  I  am  treading  where  an^ls 
should  fear  to  tread — ^because  I  am  ndt  a 
lawyer — but  at  least  I  may  say  that  I 
have  tried  to  analyze  the  situation  care- 
fully. It  seems  to  me  that  the  Butler 
bill  is  a  soimd  one;  and  with* the  modi- 
fications which  have  been  made  to  it.  by 
way  of  amendment — Including  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  IvESl.  as  modified,  and  with 
the  pending  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Htjmphhey],  with 
the  changes  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Damixl] — ^I  believe  the 
bill  will  be  a  good  one. 

As  I  have  recognized  earlier  In  my 
remarks,  some  further  clarification  nlay 
be  necessary;  and,  if  so,  I  believe  the 
conferees  will  be  able  to  work  it  out. 

But  in  view  of  the  suggestion  which 
finally  has  developed,  and  which  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  has  accepted, 
namely,  to  add  the  amended  provisions 
of  the  Butler  bill  to  the  Humphrey 
amendment — and  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  and  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Michigan  made 
it  very  clear  that  that  would  be  agree- 
able to  them — ^I  h<H)e  we  shall  solve  the 
problem  and  shall  be  able  to  pass  the 
bill,  and  then  proceed  with  bills  on  the 
calendar  and  with  other  legislative  busi- 
ness. 

In  fairness  to  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan, I  wished  to  clarify  that  point. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield  further 
to  me?  I 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  However,  the  impres- 
sion was  given  that  the  Communist  Party 
in  this  country  amounts  to  very  little, 
and  that  its  members  virtually  disappear. 

Let  me  ask  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the 
many  Communist  leaders  who  were  con- 
victed under  the  Smith  Act  were  con- 
victed because  of  their  known  and  estab- 
lished membership  in  the  Communist 
Party. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  they  were 
convicted  for  the  part  they  were  taking 
in  the  international  conspiracy.  Again 
I  state  that  I  am  not  a  lawyer,  but  I 
believe  those  leaders  were,  convicted  for 
the  part  they  took  in  the  internatioaal 
conspiracy  which  has  for  its  purpose 
the  overthrow  by  force  or  violence  of 
the  Goverrmient  of  the  United  States. 
Under  those  circumstances,  it  matters 
little  whether  the  organization  is  known 


as  the  Communist  Party  or  ha^  some 
other  name;  the  revolutionary  banner 
carriers,  by  whatever  name  they  might 
be  called,  would  still  have  been ,  guilty 
under  the  Smith  Act  if  they  wer^  par- 
ticipating in  an  organized  movement 
directed  at  the  forcible  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  But  the  basis  on  which 
those  leaders  were  convicted  was  mem- 
bership in  the  Communist  Party. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes;  but  even  if 
they  are  proved  not  to  be  members  of 
the  Communist  Party,  that  does  not  free 
us  from  such  a  conspiracy.  In  that 
connection,  let  me  point  out  that  when 
I  was  in  Czechoslovakia,  about  1947,  the 
leaders  of  the  then  free  Government  of 
Czechoslovakia  said  to  me,  "SeoAfcor,  in 
our  last  election  in  this  country  the 
Communists  polled  less  than  5  percent 
of  the  total  vote." 

I  asked.  "What  do  you  think  they  will 
do  in  the  next  election?" 

They  said.  "We  think  they  will  show 
a  loss  of  strength,  and  probably  will 
not  poll  more  than  3  percent  of  the  vote." 

I  said.  "I  have  just  come  from  Fbland. 
where  the  Communists  are  taking  over 
the  govertunent.  Aren't  you  afraid  they 
will  do  the  same  thing  here  in  your 
country?" 

They  said.  "No,  Senator.  We  Ifcave  a 
constitution  molded  on  the  American 
Constitution.  Our  great  leaders,  Benes 
and  Masaryk.  were  educated  partly  in 
your  country,  and  they  know  American 
constitutional  procedures.  We  have  a 
completely  free  press,  and  freedbm  of 
religion,  and  the  highest  standard  of 
living  in  E^astem  Europe.  We  do  not 
think  we  will  ever  lose  our  freedom." 

But  within  7  months  from  that  date, 
a  coup  d'etat  in  Prague  and  in  the  other 
cities  of  Czechoslovakia  destroyed  the 
freedom  of  Czechoslovalcia ;  and  every 
one  of  the  leaders  to  whom  I  talked,  is 
today  either  dead  or  is  in  a  prison  camp 
or  has  been  exiled  into  the  Soviet  Union 
or.  in  some  cases,  has  fled  to  the  United 
States.  Several  of  them  have  came  to 
the  United  States.  All  who  have  not 
been  forcibly  captured  by  the  Russians 
have  been  forced  to  flee  from  their  coun- 
try. Yet.  while  that  conspiracy  existed 
in  Czechoslovakia,  in  the  last  free  elec- 
tion that  was  held  in  that  country  the 
Communists  polled  less  than  5  percent 
of  the  votes. 

So  I  am  not  particularly  impressed 
by  statements  that  the  Conununist  or- 
ganization in  the  United  States  is  a  small 
one.  It  is  a  revolutionary  conspiracy. 
with  the  purpose  of  destroying  th0  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  of  de- 
stroying free  institutions;  and  it  talus 
its  party  line  from  the  Kremlin.  In  my 
judgment,  in  the  event  of  war  between 
the  United  States  and  the  Soviet  IC^nion. 
the  members  of  the  Communist  Party 
would  be  espionage  agents  and  saboteurs, 
and  would  operate  behind  our  lines,  hi 
an  attempt  to  destroy  the  productive 
capacity  of  the  United  States  ahd  to 
sabotage  our  industrial  plants  and  to 
blow  up  our  railroad  lines  and  out  port 
facilities,  and  to  spy  for  the  Soviet 
Union;  and.  in  fact,  they  would  be,  and 
they  are.  the  enemies  of  the  people  of 


the  United  States  and  of  an  the  other 
people  of  the  free  world. 

That  is  the  type  of  conspiracy  with 
which  we  are  attempting  to  deal  in  this 
case.  They  are  in  no  sense  a  political 
party.  They  are  part  and  parcel  of  a 
movement  which  has  for  its  purpose  the 
death  of  freedom  everywhere  in  the 
world.   

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield  to  me 
at  this  point? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  very  glad,  in- 
deed, to  hear  those  very  encouraging 
words  from  the  majority  leader.  It  was 
because  of  my  strong  feeling  that  it  is 
necessary  to  make  an  honest,  sincere, 
undisguised  frontal  attack  on  the  Com- 
munist conspiracy,  led  by  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  in  this  country,  that  I  was 
very  glad,  indeed,  and  proud  to  join  with 
my  friend  and  colleague,  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphut], 
in  sponsoring  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  California  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  First.  Madam 
President,  I  wish  to  commend  the  ma- 
jority leader  for  what  I  regard  as  his 
splendid  dissertation  upon  and  descrip- 
tion of  the  Communist  apparatus. 

If  the  Senator  from  California  will 
permit  me  to  do  so,  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
lielieve  he  will  be  interested  in  having 
me  read  into  the  Record  at  this  time 
certain  language  of  my  amendment  "J," 
as  follows: 

The  Conimunlat  Party  la  relatively  imall 
numerically,  and  fives  scant  indication  of 
capacity  ever  to  attain  ita  ends  by  lawful 
political  means.  The  peril  Inherent  In  its 
operation  arises  not  from  Its  numbers,  but 
from  Its  failure  to  acknowledge  any  limita- 
tion as  to  the  nature  of  Its  activities,  and 
Its  dedication  to  the  propodtlon  that  the 
present  constitutional  Oovemment  of  the 
I7ntted  States  ultimately  must  be  brought  to 
ruin  by  any  available  means,  including  re- 
sort to  force  and  violence.  Holding  that 
doctrine,  its  role  as  the  agency  of  a  hostile 
foreign  power  renders  Its  existence  a  con- 
tinuing threat  to  the  security  of  the  United 
States. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  has  tried 
in  the  compactness  oi  a  few  paragraphs 
to  point  out  the  nature  of  this  conspira- 
torial apparatus  that  hangs  over  our 
heads  and  gnaws  -at  our  sinews.  I  am 
willing  to  accept  amendments  which 
will  improve  my  substitute  amendment. 
All  I  am  asking  Is  that  the  Senate  once 
and  for  all  state  its  position  on  this 
amendment.  Whether  or  not  the  law 
will  become  as  effective  as  everybody 
wants  it  to.  if  the  bill  shaU  be  passed,  at 
least  we  have  come  clean  morally  and 
politically  on  this  proposition. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho,  and  then  I  shall  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  delighted  to 
hear  this  discussion  of  the  Communist 
conspiracy.  I  do  not  think  I  have  ever 
enjoyed  a  Senate  debate  as  much  as  I 
have  the  one  this  afternoon,  seeing  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  fight  against  this 
conspiracy  which  seeks  to  destroy  our 
country. 


Madam  President,  I  have  heard  it  said 
that  the  pending  measure  and  the 
amendment  attack  only  the  branches, 
leaves,  fruit,  and  limbs  of  the  tree,  and 
that  we  should  also  attack  the  trunk. 
I  should  like  to  suggest,  on  behalf  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Idaho,  that  we 
should  not  only  attack  the  trunk  of  the 
consipracy.  but  as  the  first  order  of 
business  when  Congress  reassembles 
next  January  we  should  dig  out  the  roots 
of  this  infamous  conspiracy  by  severing 
diplomatic  relations  with  Russia  and 
every  one  of  the  satellite  countries  she 
controls,  because,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
jimior  Senator  from  Idaho,  all  their  em- 
bassies and  every  place  where  they  stay 
in  this  country  are  noUiing  but  havens, 
nests  for  spies,  saboteurs,  and  espionage 
agents. 

I  invite  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
to  join  me  in  a  crusade,  come  January, 
to  get  the  roots  as  well  as  the  trunlc 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  proposal  we 
desire  to  submit  Ls  on  page  3  of  the  Hum- 
phrey substitute  to  add  at  the  end  of 
line  25  the  following  language: 

Or  whose  members  are  substantially  di- 
rected, dominated,  or  controlled  by  an  lndl> 
vidua!  or  Individuals  who  are.  or  who  within 
3  years  have  been  actively  engaged  in.  know- 
ingly giving  aid  or  support  to  a  Communist- 
action  organization,  a  Communist  foreign 
government,  or  the  world  Communist  move- 
ment referred  to  In  section  2  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act  of  1950  and  (B)  Is  serving,  or 
within  3  years  has  served,  as  a  means  for 
(1)  knowingly  giving  of  aid  or  support  to 
any  such  organization,  government,  or  move- 
ment or  (U>  the  impairment  of  the  mUltary 
strength  of  the  United  States  or  its  indus- 
trial capacity  to  furnish  logistical  or  other 
material  support  required  by  Its  Armed 
Forces. 

Then  we  propose  to  add  another  sec- 
tion at  the  end  of  the  bill,  to  read: 

For  the  purpose  of  this  act,  in  determi- 
ning whether  or  not  a  person  Is  a  member 
of  an  organisation,  the  court  or  agency  re- 
quired to  determine  such  membership  shaU 
take  Into  consideration  the  connection  of 
such  person  or  persons  with  such  organiza- 
tion as  evidenced  by  his  adherence  to  the 
discipline  of  the  organization,  his  accept- 
ance of  the  purposes  and  objectives  of  the 
organization,  and  other  such  incidents  of 
aflUlation  with  the  organization. 

What  is  membership? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  If  the  Senator 
wants  to  propose  a  substitute  to  the 
Humphrey  substitute,  let  him  so  propose. 
I  cannot  understand  what  his  idea  is, 
unless  the  Senator  simply  desires  to 
amend  the  bill  by  adding  the  Ferguson 
amendment.  What  we  have  here  already 
is  a  statement  of  the  findings  of  fact,  a 
statement  as  to  proscribed  organizations 
and  their  nature,  and  the  Daniel  amend- 
ment, which  brings  in  everything  the 
Butler  bill  contains.  Now  the  Senator 
gets  into  a  whole  wide  area  far  beyond 
anything  that  has  ever  been  discussed 
in  coimection  with  this  matter. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Is  what  the  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan  proposes  substanti- 
ally the  language  of  the  Butler  bill? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  first  part 
which  i  read 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    Is  in  the  bUl. 


Mr.  FERGUSC»?.  Walt  a  minute.  It 
Is  not  in  this  part  of  the  bllL  There  is 
a  severability  clause  in  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Can  we  not  take 
the  amendments  one  at  a  time? 

Mr.  FEROUSON.  Will  the  Senator 
take  the  first  proposal  I  have  read? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Seiuitor  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  As  I  understood  the 
Senator  from  Michigan,  he  was  going 
to  improve  upon  the  definition  of  "Com- 
munist Party." 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  It  appears  to  me  that 
he  is  including  organizations  which  we 
are  defining  in  the  Butler  bill  as  being 
Communist  -  infiltrated  organizations^ 
Would  the  Senator  say  that  aU  Com- 
munist-Infiltrated organizaticms  are  the 
same  as  the  Communist  Party? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     No. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  would  not 
want  the  definition  of  "Commimist 
Party"  to  include  Communist-infiltrated 
organizations,  would  he? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  This  definition  is 
one  which  would  apply  to  a  Communist 
organization,  or  a  Communist  foreign 
government,  or  a  world  Communist 
movement. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  We  have  all  that 
In  the  bill. 

Mr.  FEROUSON.  We  do  not  have  it  in 
the  definition  of  what  we  are  outlawing. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Will  the  Senator 
read  his  first  proposed  amendment 
again  so  we  can  follow  it,  and  without 
the  subsequent  one  at  the  end  of  the 
bill? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  reading  now 
from 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Page  3  of  the 
Humphrey  substitute. 

Mr.  FEROUSON.  I  will  read  it  all  so 
It  will  join  up  properiy. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Would  it  not  be  wise 
to  give  some  consideration  to  saying 
what  the  court  shall  consider  as  evi- 
dence? The  Senator's  amendment  is  a 
mandatory  order  to  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  covered  in 
the  second  section. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Yes. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.   Line  20  reads: 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the 
term  "Communist  Party"  means  the  organi- 
zation known  as  the  Communist  Party  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  the  Commu- 
nist Party  of  any  State  or  subdivision  there- 
of, and  any  unit  or  subdivision  of  any  such 
organization,  whether  or  not  any  change  la 
hereafter  made  in  the  name  thereof — 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Parenthetically, 
that  is  the  existing  language  of  the 
Humphrey  substitute.  Now  the  Senator 
brings  in  new  language. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    To  continue — 

or  whose  members  are  substantially  di- 
rected, dominated,  or  controlled  by  an  indi- 
vidual or  individuals  who  are,  or  who  with- 
in 3  years  have  been  actively  engaged  in. 
knowingly  giving  aid  or  support  to  a  Obm- 
munlst-actlon  cM^anlzatlon.  a  Communist 
foreign  government,  or  the  world  CoDunu- 
nist  movement  referred  to  in  eectloo  2  «(  the 
Internal  Security  Act  of  1960 — 

Mr.  DANIEL.    Madam  President.  wHI 
the  Senator  yield  right  there? 
Mr.  FEROUSON.    I  yield. 
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llr.  DAMIXL.  Iteder  the  definition  as 
far  a«  fhe  Sanatnr  hat  gcme,  he  would 
say  that  'Xk)lBnutDist  Partjr  as  used  in 
ttati  act  means  any  ocganiaatlon  whose 
memben  have  been  eontribatlDg  aid  to 
a  Oummimlst-front  organisation  or  a 
Goaimanl8t-aeti<m  organisation.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  VSROnSON.  A  CommuniBt-ae- 
tion  organlMtion,  a  Communist  foreign 
government  or  the  world  Communist 

movement. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Would  the  Senator 
want  all  organizations  which  had  mem- 
bers who  were  in  that  category  to  be  de- 
fined as  the  communist  Par^? 

Mr.  FBR0U80N.  As  being  Included 
in  the  membership  of  the  Communist 
Party.  We  are  not  dealing  with  the 
Commimist  Party. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  We  are  dealing  with  the 
definition  of  the  term  "Communist 
Party."  That  is  what  the  Senator's 
words  refer  to. 

Mr.  7ERQU80N.  Yes;  that  is  the 
Communist  Party,  where  the  member- 
ship Is  substantially  directed. 

Mr.  DANIEL.'  Suppose  there  is  an 
orgasQiiation  of  a  thousand  members, 
and  Qsily  2  members  are  substantially 
aiding  Russia  or  a  Communist-front  or- 
ganisation, would  the  Senator  mean  to 
define  that  organization  of  a  thousand 
monbers,  908  of  whom  are  not  engaged 
in  the  proscribed  acts,  as  the  Commimist 
Party? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  believe  If  we  are 
to  act  on  the  membership,  it  is  necessary 
to  do  it  as  I  suggest. 

Mr.  DANIEL.    I  do  not  see  how  the 

Senator  could  include  those  words  in 

the  definition  of  the  Communist  Party. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    Would  the  Senator 

accept  this  language? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Madam  President,  win 
the  Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yirid. 
-  Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  a  question.  Is 
the  first  part  of  the  language  the  S^iator 
has  read  taken  verbatim  from  the  Butler 
bill? 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  Practically  so. 
Mr.  MORSE.  I  made  very  clear  that 
if  the  Senator's  objection  to  the  Humph- 
rey amendment  is  that  it  does  not  Include 
certain  language  in  the  Butler  bill  which 
he  believes  is  needed  for  clarification 
purposes,  I  would  welcome,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  the  Insertion  of  such 
language.  I  still  stand  by  what  I  said. 
If  it  be  true  that  the  Senator  is  adding 
langiiage  over  and  above  what  is  con- 
tained In  the  Butler  bill,  then  I  shall 
want  to  study  its  effectiveness. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  strike  out  the  word 
mtle"  and  substitute  "Internal  Security 
Act  of  1950.''  which  is  the  act  Itself,  or 
the  title  ref  wred  to. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  We  are  dealing 
with  two  organizations.  First  there  is  a 
Communist-infiltrated  organization,  and 
then  a  Commun  1  st-dwninated  organiza- 
tion. They  are  separate  and  distinct, 
insofar  as  their  structure  is  concerned, 
from  the  Communist  Party,  or  other  or- 
ganizations that  are  designed  for  the 
purpose  of  sabotage,  force,  and  violence. 
Cnmmunifit-front  organizations  are 
r  designed  for  political  purposes.  It  ap- 
peared to  me  that  the  Butler  bill  and 


the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Act  of 
1950  are  directed  primarily  toward  ttiose 
organizations  which  could  be  called  ac- 
tion organizations  in  political,  social,  and 
cultural  areas.  .  The  purpose  of  my  sub- 
stitute is  to  pinpoint  the  Communist 
Party  and  to  outlaw  membership  in  ttiat 
party  and  thereby  the  party  itself.  The 
organizations  are  really  separate  and 
distinct.  I  am  not  trsrlng  to  weaken  the 
bill;  I  am  endeavoring  to  improve  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  But  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  is  weakening  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  believe  we  have 
covered  the  tracks  as  well  as  we  can  and 
have  Covered  the  main  area  involved. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  -  The  Senator  is 
weakening  it  to  this  extent — that  all  he 
would  be  outlawing  would  be  the  Com- 
munist Party.  I  read  from  his  deHni- 
tion: 

For  the  purpose  of  thia  section,  the  term 
"Conununlst  Party"  means  the  organization 
now  known  as  the  Communist  Party  of _  the 
United  States  of  America. 


Mr.  DANIEL.  Madam  President,  'rii'ill 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  In  addition  to  that,  the 
Humphrey  substitute  would  outlaw  any 
other  organization  having — I  am  reading 
from  page  3.  line  11 — 

any  other  organization  having  for  one  of 
Ita  ptupoees  or  objectives  the  establishment, 
tontrol,  conduct,  seizure,  or  overtiu'ov  of 
the  Oovernment  of  the  United  States,  or  the 
government  of  any  State  or  political  sub- 
division thereof,  by  the  use  of  forci  or 
violence —  , 

And  SO  forth.  I 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  It  would  not  out- 
law those  organizations  in  America 
which  are  the  real  Commiuiist  Party  in 
America,  and  which  are  carrying  out  the 
Communist  foreign  government  idea  or 
the  world  Communist  movement  re- 
ferred to  in  section  2  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act  of  1950. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  There  are  now  included 
in  the  bill  the  Communist  Party,  which 
is  referred  to  in  the  Humphrey  substi- 
tute, and  Communist-infiltrated  organ- 
izations referred  to  in  the  Butler  bill. 
The  Senator's  definition  would  appear  to 
me  to  make  the  organizations  synony- 
mous. They  are  actually  separate.  We 
are  dealing  with  one  in  the  Butler  bill 
and  with  the  other  in  the  Humphrey 
substitute. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Will  the  Senator 
amend  the  section  so  as  to  include  or- 
ganizations which  are  formed  to  cfirry 
out  the  policies  of  a  Communist  foreign 
government  or  the  world  Communist 
movement  referred  to  in  section  2  ot  the 
Internal  Security  Act  of  1950? 

'Mr.  DANIEL.  That  would  certainly 
be  acceptable  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  'relieve  that 
would  cover  the  situation. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Madam  President— — 

liT.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  am  j ust 
thinking  out  loud.  I  have  not  had  a 
chance  to  sit  down  and  write  anything 
on  paper. 

In  order  to  outline  an  area  of  possible 
agreement,  is  there  any  objection,  on 
page  3  of  the  Humphrey  amendment, 
to  Inserting  after  line  19,  language  to  the 


following  effect?  It  would  be  a  new  sec- 
tion (b).  The  present  sectiokx  (b) 
would  become  section  (c). 

(b)  Who  has  knowingly  and  wUlfally  b«- 
come  or  remrlned  a  member  of  a  Oommu- 
nlst-lnflltrated   organization. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  do  not  wlant  to 
go  that  far.  I  want  to  provide  for  a 
Communist  organization  organlfsed  or 
carrying  out  a  Communist  foreign  gov- 
ernment policy. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  state  it  this  way. 
I  think  this  might  solve  our  problem. 
Let  me  redraft  the  language  on  page  3 
so  that  we  will  accept  article  (a)  iof  sec- 
tion 3  as  it  appeai-s  in  the  Huihphrey 
substitute,  and  then  add  sectiohi  (b) . 
which  will  cover  the  activities  of  the 
Communist-infiltrated  organizations. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  do  not  Want  to 
go  that  far.  I  want  to  cover  those  or- 
ganizations which  are  carrying  out  a 
Communist  foreign  government  poUcy 
or  the  world  Communist  movement  re- 
ferred to  in  section  2  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act  of  1950. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  not  the  Communist 
Party  such  an  organization? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  No.  The  Cbmmu- 
nist  Party  is  the  organization  that  is 
carrying  out  the  foreign  government  pol- 
icy or  program.  I  do  not  want  tio  go  as 
far  as  the  Senator  suggests. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  step  into  the 
cloakroom  to  put  something  on  paper. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  have  his  proposal  reduced  to 
writing? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  No;  I  have  not.  I 
have  tried  to  compose  it  on  the  fl^or.  If 
we  may  have  a  quorum  call.  I  |nay  be 
able  to  write  it  out  and  submit  it  to 
the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President. 
I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President. 
I  ask  that  the  yeas  and  nays  be  ordered 
on  the  Daniel  amendment  to  the  Hum- 
phrey amendment,  which  is  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute  for  the  bill.  i 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  other  Imiend- 
ments  will  come  on  the  substitute  after 
the  Daniel  amendment  is  adopted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Daniel]  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hxtu^humy]. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield  that 
I  may  make  an  insertion  in  the  ^coro? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  would'  rather 
have  the  vote  on  the  pending  kmend- 
ment  first. 

Mr.  CASE.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota. 


Mr.  CASE.  May  I  have  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  for  a 
question?  On  page  3,  line  2.  of  the 
Humphrey  substitute,  the  language  is  as 
follows: 

Heading  that  doctrine,  ita  role  as  the 
agency  of  a  hostUe  foreign  power  renders  Its 
existence  a  continuing  threat  to  the  security 
of  the  United  SUtcs. 

I  am  wondering  if  that  preamble  or 
finding  of  facts  really  has  value  or  mean- 
ing. I  suppose  it  does,  but  I  always 
wonder  about  preambles.  If  that  sen- 
tence is  to  be  Included,  should  there  not 
be  included  such  language  as  "clear, 
present,  continuing  threat,"  in  view  of 
court  decisions? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
the  parliamentary  situation  is  such  that 
after  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Texas  has  been  acted  upon,  the 
Hxunphrey  substitute  will  still  be  open 
for  amendment  of  the  section  to  which 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  refers  to 
a  a  preamble. 

All  that  is  done  by  the  Daniel  amend- 
ment is  to  add  the  Butler  bill,  as  modi- 
fled,  to  the  Humphrey  substitute.  After 
action  has  been  taken  on  the  Daniel 
amendment,  the  Humphrey  substitute 
wiU  be  open  to  amendment.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  [Mr.  Fkrcusom ]  and 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Mouse] 
have  been  working  further  on  the 
Humphrey  substitute,  and  I  understand 
it  is  now  acceptable  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  and  will  be  taken  up  for  con- 
sideration following  action  on  the  Daniel 
amendment. 

While  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
is  privileged,  of  course,  to  ask  for  con- 
sideration of  his  sxiggestlon  now,  I  simply 
wish  to  suggest  that  the  Humphrey  sub- 
stitute will  be  open  for  further  modifica- 
tion after  the  vote  on  the  Daniel  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  has  made  a  good 
point,  because  what  he  has  suggested  is 
a  matter  of  legal  doctrine.  At  the  prop- 
er time,  I  shall  be  glad  to  accept  the 
modification,  but  I  think  the  majority 
leader  has  correctly  outlined  the  proce- 
dure which  .should  now  be  followed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
as  I  understand,  the  yeas  and  nays  have 
l>een  ordered  on  the  Daniel  sonendment. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Madam  President.  I 
should  like  to  have  the  clerk  read  the 
text  of  the  Daniel  amendment. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Madam  President,  I 
asked  unanimous  consent,  in  offering  the 
amendment,  that  it  be  printed  but  not 
read,  because  It  is  so  long.  It  is  the 
entire  Butler  bill,  which  has  been  dis- 
cussed In  the  Senate  since  yesterday, 
with  a  few  modifications. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Texas  mean  that  the  amendments  which 
have  been  considered  and,  at  least  in  one 
instance,  adopted  will  be  eliminated  if 
his  amendment  is  agreed  to? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  No.  As  I  pointed  out 
earlier  in  the  day,  amendments  which 
already  have  been  adopted.  Including  the 
Ives  amendment,  are  all  a  part  of  the 
Butler  bill,  v,'hich  I  have  now  offered  as 
an  amendment,  with  other  modifica- 
tions. In  tlie  interest  of  time.  I  hope 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  California 
will  not  ask  to  have  the  amendment  read 


In  fun.  I  wm  be  glad  to  explahi  the 
modifications.  Otherwise,  it  Is  the  But- 
ler bill  which  we  liave  been  discussing 
for  2  days. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Until  a  half  hour  ago, 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs,  of  which  I  am  a  member,  was 
meeting,  and  I  did  not  hear  the  dis- 
cussion wiiich  lias  taken  place  on  the 
bill.  I  desire  to  be  certain  of  the  text 
of  the  Senator's  amendment.  As  I  un- 
derstand, the  Daniel  amendment  is 
merely  the  Butler  bill  as  modified  by 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ivcsl 
which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  substantially 
correct.  The  Butler  bill  with  slight 
modifications,  offered  as  an  amendment 
to  the  Humptirey  substitute. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mrs. 
Bo  WRING  in  the  chair) .  The  question  is 
on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel]  to  the 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute 
of  the  Senator   from  Minnesota    [Mr. 

HUMPHSCTl. 

On  this  question,  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  rolL 

Mr.  8ALTON8TALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Lances ]  is  al>sent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate.  The  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  BmdgesI.  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Capehast],  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Vermont  [Mr.  FlandeksJ  are 
necessarily  absent. 

IX  present  and  voting,  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Budges],  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capehast]. 
and  the  Senator  from  Vermont  IMr. 
Flanoeks]  would  each  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land], the  Senators  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  S^vin  and  Mr.  LennonI,  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ketau- 
ves].  and  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Neely]  are  absent  on  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman]  is  necessarily  absent. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Eastland],  the  Senators  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Eivin  and  Mr.  Lbn- 
nor],  and  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Neelt]  would  each  vote 
"yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  85, 
nays  1,  as  follows: 

■SHEAS— 85 


Aiken 

Duff 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Anderson 

Dworshak 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Barrett 

Ellender 

Johnston,  S.  C 

Beall 

Terguaoa 

Kennedy 

Bennett 

PYear 

Kerr 

Bowrtng 

Pulbrlght 

KUgore 

Brlckei 

Oeorge 

Burke 

Gillette 

Kucbel 

Bush 

Ooldwater 

Long 

BuUer 

Oore 

Magnuson 

Byrd 

Oreen 

Malone 

Carlson 

Hayden 

Mansfield 

Case 

Hendrlckson 

Martin 

Chaves 

Hennlngs 

Maybank 

Clements 

Hlckenlo(q;>er 

McCarran 

Cooper 

mil 

McCarthy 

Cordon 

HoUand 

McCleUan 

Crtppa 

Humphrey 

MUllkln 

Daniel 

Ivea 

Manroney 

Dlrksen 

Jackson 

Mor^ 

Douglas 

Jenner 

Mundt 

Murray 

BAltonirtan 

TTptm 

Pastors 

Schoeppel 

Watkla* 

Payne 

Bmathers 

Welker 

Potter 

Smith.  MaliM 

WUcy 

PurteU 

Smith,  N.  J. 

WUlteBM 

BeyxMlds 

Btannta 

Toung 

Robertson 

Symington 

RusseU 

Thye 

KATB— I 
Lehman 

NOT  VOTOiO— 10 

Bridges 

Planders 

Nedy 

Capebart 

Kefauver 

Eastland 
Errln 

Langer 
Lennon 

So.  Mr.  Daniel's  amendment  to  l£r. 
Httkphret's  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bin 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Is  S.  3706  open 
to  further  amendment? 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
original  bill  is  open  to  perfecting  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Am  1  to  under- 
stand that  such  amendments  require 
unanimous  consent? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Unanl- 
mo\is  consent  is  not  required  to  amend 
the  original  bill,  but  is  required  to  amend 
the  amendment  which  was  Just  voted  on. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Madam  President, 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. " 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  should  like  to  ad- 
dress  a  question  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphket].  Do  I  cor- 
rectly understand  that  the  proposal  of 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  would  not 
now  l>e  in  order  as  an  amendment  to 
amendment  J  by  ctianging  the  period 
in  Une  25,  page  3,  and  adding  certain 
words? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Humphrey  amendment  is  open  to 
amendment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  answers  the 
question.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  to  which  the  Senate  has 
just  agreed  is  not  open  to  further  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President, 
a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  pending  question  iMfore  the  Senate 
is  the  substitute  for  the  bill  as  originally 
presented,  and  that  therefore  it  is  open 
to  amendment,  as  has  been  si^gested 
by  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  sub- 
stitute is  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Madam  President. 
I  send  to  the  desk  an  amendment  to 
Humphrey  substitute' J.  and  I  ask  that 
it  be  stated  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Cleek.  On  page  3. 
line  25,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  the  pgJod. 
insert  a  comma,  and  add  the  foOowing: 
"or  any  organization  which  is  gubrtan- 
tially  directed,  dominated,  or  contrpBed 
by  the  foreign  govmunent  or  fweigu 
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organtetloii  eontroBtne  the  world  Ooaa- 
mtintet  flwvwent  rgferred  to  in  section 
2  of  tlM  Di^criua  Seeurtty  Act  of  igso." 

Ifr.  VBROOSON^  Ifadam  PrealitoDt, 
I  undoatMid  that,  the  Senator  trom 
Mhmwota  is  wfflliig  to  acoept  that 
amenrtwMint  to  his  substitute,  and  that 
he  hopes  the  Senate  will  agree  to  It. 

The  PRB8IDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  nmlndB  the  Senator  that  the  yeas 
and  nays  have  been  ordered. 

Mr.  BDMFHREY:  Madam  President. 
I  accept  the  amendment  to  my  substi- 
tute, and  modify  it  accordingly. 

Mr.  FBROUSC»f»-  Madam  President. 
I  send  to  the  desk  another  amendment 
to  Vbet  Hunqidu'ey  substitute  designated 
"J."  and  ask  that  it  be  stated?  It  de-. 
fines  membership  In  the  party,  and  I 
hope  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  will 
accept  the  amendment  to  hia  substitute. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
tteric  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  IiMULATivx  Cixuc  At  the  end  of 
the  substitute  proposed  by  Mr.  Hmi- 
nnuT  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing: 


s.  — .  Wot  tin*  purpoMc  of  this  set  in  de- 
tshnliilng  wbethsr  or  not  s  psrson  Is  s  mem- 
ber of  sn  orgmnlaaUon  referred  to  in  section 
S  hmHot  Vbm  court  msy  take  into  consldera- 
tlon  the  eonneetlon  of  such  perscm  with 
SUA  orgsnisstlon  ss  ervldenced  by  his  sd- 
bersaoe  to  the  discipline  of  the  organlss- 
tlon.  Us  Acceptance  of  tbe  purposes  of  tbe 
orgsnimticm  and  other  Incidents  of  affllia- 
tton  with  the.  organiBatlon  with  knowledge 
of  such  irarpoees. 

Mr.  FBR0U80N.  Madam  President. 
I  understand  that  the  Senator  has  re- 
Queetedupanlmous  consent 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  Pre^dent. 
X  ask  unanlBious  consent  that  I  may 
modii^  my  substitute,  as  ameikled.  in  ac- 
ooordance  with  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  twm  Michigan. 

The  FRB^IDINO  OFFICER.  la  there 
ohjjeetlont  Tbe  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  JO  ordered. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Bm- 
ator  fran  BClchlgan,  tbe  Senator  from 
Oregon,  and  other  Senators  who  have 
cooperated  in  connection  with  these 
amendments. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Madam 
President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRBEaDfNG  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  will  state  It. 

Mr.  aUETTH  of  New  Jersey.  I  have  an 
amendment  which  I  propose  to  offer  to 
the  original  bill.  Senate  bill  3706.  I  am 
not  certain  where  to  offer  the  amend- 
ment. Should  I 'offer  It  to  the  Daniel 
amendment  to  the  Himiphrey  amend- 
ment, or  to  the  Humphrey  amendment 
as  amended? 

Mr.  B3IOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Would  not  the  so- 
called  Daniel  amendment,  which  was  the 
original  bill,  but  which  now  has  been 
added  to  the  Humphrey  substitute,  be 
subject  to  amendment  by  unanimous 
consent,  only? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes;  by 
unanimous  consent  only. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Let  me  suggest  to 
the  distixiguiahed  Senator  f romKew  Jer- 
sey that  if  he  will  send  his  amendment 


to  the  dedc  and  have  itread  for  the  in- 
formation of  the  Senate,  and  if  he  will 
then  make  an  explanation  of  his  amaid- 
ment.  it  is  possible,  as  I  understand  it, 
that  it  will  be  agreeable  to  the  Senator 
firom  Maryland,  and  that  the  Senate  may 
be  willing — ^in  view  of  the  nature  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey — to  have  It  agreed  to,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  as  a  further  amendment 
to  the  Daniel  amendment,  which  has 
previously  been  agreed  to  by  the  Senate 
as  an  amendment  to  the  Humphrey  sub- 
stitute. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Then. 
Madam  President,  that  is  what  I  wish  to 
do. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President, 
let  me  state  that,  according  to  my  un- 
derstanding, the  pending  question  i$  on 
agreeing  to  the  substitute. 

The  .  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  As 
amended. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  corrects,  as 
amended. 

If  an  amendment  Is  now  to  be  added 
to  the  substitute,  as  amended,  I  should 
like  very  much  to  have  an  opportunity 
at  least  to  read  the  amendment,  because 
I  understand  that  unanimous  consent 
will  be  required  In  this  case. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President. 
Will  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 
»«r.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  ffom 
Minnesota  will  be  fully  protected  in  that 
connection,  because  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  cannot  be 
added  at  this  point,  in  view  of  the  par- 
Uamentary  situation,  except  by  unani- 
mous consent.  As  I  understand  the  ex- 
planation which  has  been  given  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey,  all  his  amend- 
ment will  do  is  apply  to  employers  the 
same  rule  which  wIU  be  appUed  to  labor 
organizations.  After  all,  that  was  one 
of  the  amendments  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  have  added  to  the  Taft-Hartley 
Act  when  it  was  originally  passed. 

So  if  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  will 
permit  his  amendment  to  be  read  at  the 
desk,  for  the  Information  of  the  Senate 
I  doubt  that  there  would  be  any  objection 
to  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President 
let  me  say  that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned 
I  have  no  objection  whatsoever  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey.  I  have  discussed  this  matter 
with  other  Members  of  the  Senate,  and 
I  concede  that  there  is  no  objection  to 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Madam 
President,  I  send  my  amendment  to  the 
desk,  and  ask  that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  read. 

The  Lkgislative  Cuerk.  On  page  8, 
line  5,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  words 
"or  employer"  immediately  foUowing  the 
words  "labor  organization." 

On  page  8,  line  6,  It  is  proposed  to  In- 
sert the  words  "these  terms  are",  after 
the  word  "as." 

On  page  8.  line  7.  after  the  word 
"amended"  and  before  the  parenthesis, 
It  Is  proposed  to  insert  the  words  "atid 
which  are  organizations  within  the 
meaning  of  section  3  of  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act  of  1950." 


On  page  10,  It  Is  proposed  to  ihsert  a 
new  subsection  to  be  lettered  (J)  'imme- 
diately preceding  section  6,  to  Dead  as 
follows: 

(j)  When  there  Is  In  effect  a  flnSl  order 
of  tbe  Boarv'.  determining  that  any  sUcb  em- 
ployer Is  a  Communist-Infiltrated  ovganizs- 
tlon,  such  employer  shall   be  Ineligible  to: 

(1)  file  any  petition  for  an  election  under 
section  9  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 
as  amended  (29  U.  S.  C.  157),  or  parllclpste 
In   any   proceeding  under  such  section;    or 

(2)  make  or  obtain  any  hearing  upnn,  any 
charge  under  section  10  of  such  Itct  (39 
U.  S.  C.  160);  or 

(3)  exercise  any  other  right  or  privilege 
or  receive  any  other  benefit,  substaatlve  or 
procedural,  provided  by  such  act  tor  em- 
ployers. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  IS  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey,  which  is  offered  as  an 
amendment  to  the  Daniel  amendment 
to  the  Humphrey  substitute  as  modified 
and  amended. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Madam 
President,  the  amendment  has  been 
taken  up  with  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land [Mr.  Butler].  The  amendment 
simply  does  what  we  asked  to  hai«e  done 
this  year,  in  connection  with  the  Taft- 
Hartley  Act,  by  applying  to  employers 
the  same  rule  which  would  be  appUed 
to  labor  organizations. 

This  matter  was  called  to  my  atten- 
tion, and  I  took  it  up  with  the  Depart- 
ment of  Lal)or.  The  justice  of  my 
amendment  is  perfectly  clear;  Irt  other 
words,  the  same  penalty  should  a^ly  to 
Communist  infiltration,  wherever  it  may 
be  found — whether  among  management 
or  employers  groups  or  among'  labor 
groups.  In  any  case,  either  management 
or  labor  that  is  Communist  Infiltrated 
should  not  be  allowed  to  enjoy  the  priv- 
ileges of  the  provisions  of  the  Taft-Hart- 
ley Act. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President. 
I  understand  that  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  offered  as 
an  amendment  to  the  substitute  of  the 
Senator  from  Texas  for  my  amendment, 
as  modified. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Madam 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
my  amendment,  which  has  jusf  been 
read  by  the  clerk,  be  agreed  to  as  an 
amendment  to  the  Daniel  substltiite,  as 
modified,  to  the  Humphrey  amendment, 
as  modified. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  13  there 
objection? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Madam  President, 
reserving  the  right  to  object 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Madam  Presi- 
dent. I  offer  the  amendment  wliiich  I 
send  to  the  desk 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Arizona  will  wait,  please. 
Is  there  objection  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey?  ^ 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Madam  Presidfent.  a 
parliamentary  inquiry.  , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.!  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  will  state  It. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  understand  that 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  is  offered  as  an  amendment 
to  the  Humphiey  substitute. 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  is  off(>red  as  an  amendment  to 
the  Daniel  amendment  to  the  Humphrey 
amendment,  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute, 
as  modified. 

Mr.  BX7TLER.  Madam  President,  a 
parUamentary  inquiry.     

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Maryland  will  state  It. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Do  I  correctly  uiKler- 
stand  that  tlie  pending  business  is  the 
so-called  Butler  bill,  as  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  the  Humphrey  substitute? 
If  that  is  so,  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey  would  be  offered 
to  the  so-called  Butler  bill,  as  amended. 
when  it  is  amended;  is  that  correct?  I 
simply  wish  to  refresh  the  recollection 
of  the  Senato:-  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGI-AS.  Madam  President,  a 
parliamentar\'  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  will  state  it. 

Mr.  D0U01.AS.  What  is  the  pending 
question? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
pending  question  is.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  unanimous -consent  request  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  And.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, what  is  the  pending  unanimous- 
consent  request  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey?  ,       

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  To  agree 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey,  which  is  offered  to  the  Dan- 
iel substitute  amendment,  as  modified, 
and  as  agreed  to  by  the  Senate,  to  the 
Humphrey  sulistitute,  as  modified. 

Is  there  objection?  Without  objec- 
tion, the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  to  the  amendment  to 
the  Humphrey  substitute  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Arizona  will  state  It. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Is  the  Daniel 
version  of  the  Butler  bill  open  to  amend- 
ment, by  unanimous  consent? 

The  PRKSIDING  OFFICER.  By 
unanimous  consent  only. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Then  I  ask  unan- 
imous consert  that  the  amendment 
which  I  now  .send  to  the  desk,  and  ask 
to  have  read,  be  considered  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Daniel  amendment  to  the 
Humphrey  substitute. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Has  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
I  Mr.  SHrrH  ]  to  the  Daniel  amendment  to 
the  Humphrey  substitute  been  agreed 
to  by  unanimous  consent? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Madam  President, 
I  now  send  my  amendment  to  the  desk, 
and  ask  that  It  be  read.    

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  read,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Seriate. 

The  Legislative  Clekk.  On  page  4. 
In  line  20,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  all 
after  the  wonl  "organization",  through 
line  25,  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following :  "Upon  removing  from  the  or- 


ganization those  persons  determined  by 
this  section  to  be   Communists." 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Madam  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illmols  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Do  I  correctly  un- 
derstand that  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  is  offered  as  an 
amendment  to  the  Daniel  amendment 
to  the  Humphrey  substitute,  as  modified 
and  amended,  and  is  not  offered  to  the 
original  Butler  biU? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, let  me  say  that  my  amendment  is 
offered  to  the  Daniel  version  of  the  But- 
ler bill.  The  Humphrey  substitute  has 
not  yet  been  voted  on. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Madam  President,  I 
submit  that  the  Butler  bill  is  not  now 
before  us.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
a  parUamentary  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
we  have  had  a  little  facetiousness  on  the 
fioor;  but  is  It  not  a  fact  that  when  the 
Humphrey  substitute,  as  modified  by  the 
Daniel  amendment  as  modified,  and  as 
amended  by  such  other  amendments  as 
may  be  voted  by  the  Senate,  is  finally 
acted  upon,  It  will  be  voted  Into  the 
pending  bill,  which  Is  Senate  bill  3706; 
and  that  the  bill  the  Senate  will  act  on, 
on  the  question  of  final  passage,  will  be 
Senate  bill  3706,  as  thus  amended? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  Is 
correct. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, I  should  like  to  explain,  very 
briefly,  my  amendment. 

Under  the  bill  as  it  is  now  written,  a 
Communist-infiltrated  labor  organiza- 
tion or,  as  the  substitute  now  reads, 
any  Communist-infiltrated  organization, 
would  be  penalized  by  not  being  per- 
mitted to  appeal,  until  1  year  from  the 
date  of  the  Board's  order,  such  an  order 
holding  the  organization  to  be  Commu- 
nist infiltrated. 

Under  the  original  bill  I  introduced,  a 
labor  organization  or  any  organization 
could  purge  itself  of  those  members  who 
are  Communists  and  could  come  back 
into  the  good  graces  of  the  NLRB.  I 
think  this  bill,  unless  we  include  the 
language  I  suggest,  would  work  an  undue 
hardship  and  would  put  an  undue  pen- 
alty upon  organizations. 

I  ask  the  author  of  the  bill  if  he  will 
not  accept  this  amendment  because  of 
the  fairness  of  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Madam  President,  a 
parUamentary  inquiry.  I  suggest  that 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  address  his 
inquiry  to  the  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr. 
Daniel]  and  not  to  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  (Mr.  Butler],  because  I  sub- 
mit that  nothing  submitted  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  is  now  before  this 
l>ody. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Madam  Presi- 
dent. If  it  wiU  make  the  Senator  from 
IlUnois  happy.  I  shaU  be  glad  to  address 
the  question  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Will  the  Senator  from  Texas  entertain 
this  inquiry? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  As  I  understand  the 
situation.  Madam  President,  my  amiend- 


ment  has  been  adopted,  and  there  is  now 
before  the  Senate  the  Humphrey  substi- 
tute, as  amended.  Any  amendment 
would  have  to  be  byunanimous  consent. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  That  is  correct. 
I  am  asking  luianlmous  consent. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Will  the  Senator 
permit  me  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona a  question?  Madam  President. 
will  the  Senator  from  Arizona  be  kind 
enough  to  give  us  the  benefit  of  his  de- 
scriiJtion  and  analysis  of  his '  amend- 
ment? He  discussed  it  with  me  yester- 
day, and  I  beUeve  he  has  a  very  worthy 
amendment,  but  I  do  not  beUeve  we  all 
understand  what  It  is  about.  Will  the 
Senator  explain  it  again? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.     Yes. 

Under  the  original  bill  on  this  subject 
which  I  Introduced  last  January.  I  had  a 
provision  that  an  organization  which 
had  been  determined  to  be  Communist- 
dominated  coiild  purge  itself  of  those 
members,  and  the  organization  would 
immediately  come  back  under  the  Juris- 
diction of  the  NLRB. 

Now  other  organizations  have  been 
added,  and.  they  would  come  back  into 
the  good  graces  of  whatever  organisa- 
tion they  might  be  at  odds  with.  The 
present  language  reads: 

No  such  petition  may  be  filed  until  1  year 
has  passed  after  the  order  determining  such 
organization  to  be  a  Communist-infiltrated 
organization  has  become  final.  No  organiza- 
tion may  file  a  petition  under  this  subsection 
oftener  than  once  each  calendar  year. 

In  other  words,  if  It  is  determined  that 
"X"  union  or  "X"  company  is  Commu- 
nist-dominated, and  they  say.  "We  did 
not  know  that.  We  wiU  get  rid  of  them. 
We  will  fire  them  right  away,"  we  then 
penalize  tliat  union  or  company  by  mak- 
ing It  wait  1  year  before  they  can  come 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  NLRB. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that, 
as  the  Senator  from  Maryland  pointed 
out  last  night,  they  are  able  by  a  petition 
of  20  percent  of  their  memioers  to  re- 
gain their  rights  under  the  National  La- 
bor Relations  Act?  The  1-year  period 
pertains  to  removing  the  stigma  of  being 
a  Communist  organization,  but  by  a  peti- 
tion of  20  ))ercent  of  their  members,  they 
can  regain  their  rights  under  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  That  is  correct. 
If  the  Seriate  is  worried  about  union- 
busting  clauses,  this  is  union-busting 
language. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     As  it  is  in  the  blU. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  As  It  is  now.  I 
should  like  to  strike  that  language  so  as 
to  give  the  unions,  and  now  the  com- 
panies, a  fair  chance  to  get  back  into  the 
good  graces  of  the  Government  agencies. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Madam  President,  after 
hearing  the  explanation,  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  as  I  understand  the  present 
language  of  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas,  the  union,  provided  20 
percent  of  its  members  sign  a  petition, 
can  have  its  rights  under  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  restored.  Under 
the  1-year  provision  which  the  Senator  is 
now  discussing,  it  still  wiU  bear  the 
stigma  for  a  year,  but  its  richls  under  tbe 
National  Labor  RelatioDS  Act  oaa  be 
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pmtttod  to  It  tf  ft  petttlon  Is  aigned  \tf 
99  pgfe6Pt  of  Iti  MwnbCTa. 

Ifr.  GOUTWA'mt.  Ai  I  understand 
thft  iMWWUg.  it  eould  petltioo  by  hftvtnc 
)•  pwoant  of  tti  membndilp  atgn  a  po- 
tion. I«t  OS  aay  It  la  »  CIO  union.  It 
could  not  petition  under  the  CIO.  It 
irould  have  to  petlticm  as  the  A.  F.  of  K 
or  •■  ft  oompftny  union. 

As  tbit  language  is  written,  it  could 
be  ntJMarid  for  anioQ-bustlnc.  When  a 
union  pnrgea  Itself  voluntarily,  or  a  com- 
Pftuy  purges  itself  voluntarily,  I  think  it 
Isfftirer  to  reoogniie  the  goodness  in  that 
act  and  let  it  come  back  immediately  into 
the  ffdd  of  wliaterer  company  or  union 
is  concerned^ 

Mr.  FDtOXTSGN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senatig  yldd?  

The  FRBBIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pdi- 
TKU.  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Arlxona  yldd  to  the  Senator  f:om 
Mldiigan? 

Mr.OOIITWATER    I  yield. 

Mr.  FIROUSON.  As  one  of  the  au- 
thors, I  ttilnk  we  Should  accept  this  par- 
ticular ame^moit. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  As  the  sponsor  of 
the  proposal  bef  (»re  the  Senate.  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  has  made  a 
contribution  that  is  rery  desirable.  He 
discussed  it  with  me  yesterday  when  we 
were  talking  about  the  Butler  biU  in  gen- 
eral terms.  I  have  no  objection. 
.  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  IS  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous  consent  ro- 
quest  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 

GOLPWATKal? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  to  make 
!t  unanimous,  I  should  like  very  much  to 
associate  myself  with  the  sponsors  of  this 
amendment. 

The  FRESEDINa  OFFICER.  Is  there 
Objection? 

SsniAL  ^wATOia.    Vote!    Vote! 

Mr.  COOPER.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CASE.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  FREBEEDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Is  it^posslble  now  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  bill  as 
amended? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  As  soon 
as  the  pending  question  Is  disposed  of. 

Mr.  COOPER.  By  unanimous  con- 
sent, would  it  be  possible  to  offer  an 
amendment? 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  There  Is 
pending  an  amendment  by  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  which,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Chair,  can  be  disposed  of  very 
quickly,  after  which  other  amendments 
will  be  entertained. 

The  question  is.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  GolowAtkr]?  The  Chair  hears 
none  and  the  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  to  the  amendment  oflFered  by  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Danux]  for 
himself  and  other  Senators. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  offer  an  amendment.  First,  may  I  ad- 
dress a  question  to  the  disUnguished 
Senator  from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  HUliPHREY.    I  am  listening. 


Mr.  COOPER.  I  refer  to  section  9  of 
his  amendment.  Will  the  Senator  st^te 
whether  section  3  of  his  amendment  jre- 
quires  any  overt  act  by  a  person  against 
wliom  the  amendment  is  directed,  aa  a 
condition  to  punLshment? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  language  is 
quite  plain.  Of  course,  it  is  predicated 
as  set  forth  in  section  2,  upon  the  find- 
ings of  fact,  which  findings  of  tact 
already  label  the  Communist  Party  as  a 
conspiratorial  force  dedicated  to  the 
overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  Therefore,  section  3  pro- 
vides that  whoever  knowingly  or  willfully 
becomes  and  remains  a  member  and  has 
knowledge  of  the  purposes  and  the  ob- 
jectives of  such  organization,  ipso  facto 
automatically  becomes  subject  to  the 
penalties. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  know  that  in  his  ca- 
reer In  the  Senate  and  in  his  speeches 
the  Senator  has  always  been  very  strong- 
ly against  infringements  of  liberty,  per- 
sonal freedom,  and  all  that.  I  should 
like  to  ask  him  this  question:  Does  he 
know  whether  or  not  the  Congress  has 
ever  passed  a  bill  which  proscribed  free 
speech,  although  there  are  certain  lijni- 
tations.  which  a  court  can  place  upon  it? 
Has  Congress  ever  passed  a  bill  whtich 
proscribed  free  speech? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  This  is  not  direct- 
ed toward  free  speech.  This  is  directed 
toward  membership  in  a  conspiratorial 
organization. 

The  point  of  the  Humphrey  substitute 
is  membership  in  a  political  organizatfon. 
whether  it  be  the  Communist  Party  or 
not.  which  has  as  its  express  purposes, 
as  I  have  listed  them  here,  the  control. 
conduct,  or  overthrow  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  by  the  use  of 
force  and  violence.  That  is  what  is  pro- 
scribed in  this  amendment.  I  have  gone 
into  this  matter  on  the  point  of  what  we 
call  civil  liberties.  The  truth  is  that 
this  legislation  Is  not  an  infringement 
upon  civil  liberties.  We  are  not  In- 
fringing upon  civil  liberties.  We  are 
protecting  civil  liberties. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Does  the  Senator  be- 
lieve that  in  any  way  this  section  is  de- 
signed to  penalize  the  thinking  of  an 

individual? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  do  not  consider 
this  amendment  as  one  that  penalises 
the  thinking  of  an  Individual  at  all. 
How  one  thinks  is  entirely  his  own  busi- 
ness. But  if  he  maintains  membership 
in  an  organization,  and  maintains  it 
knowingly  and  willingly,  and  becomes 
and  remains  a  member  of  an  organiza- 
tion which  has  as  its  objective  the  over- 
throw of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  and  he  does  this  with  knowledge 
of  the  purposes  of  the  organization,  then 
he  Is  subject  to  the  penalty. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Of  course,  the  Board 
or  court  with  Jurisdiction  would  have  to 
determine  what  the  accused  was  think- 
ing. To  onphasize  this  point.  I  ask  the 
Senator  If  his  substitute  provides  that 
the  commission  of  an  overt  act  by  the 
accused  as  a  condition  precedent  to  con- 
viction or  imposition  of  a  penalty  under 
section  3? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes.  In  response 
to  the  Senator's  question  let  me  say  that 
once  we  have  adopted  the  findings  of 
fact,  in  wliich  Conjgress  finds  that  the 
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Communist  Party  of  the  United  States  is 
an  instrvunentahty  of  a  conspiracy  to 
overtlirow  the  Government  of  the  united 
States,  and  that  memberslilp  in  thf  Com- 
munist Party  is  an  overt  act.  Thalf  mem- 
bership is  an  overt  act  subject  to  penalty. 
if  a  person  knowingly  is  a  meniber  of 
such  an  organization. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  t  offer 
my  amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREI^.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving my  right  to  object 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (My.  Pub- 
tell  in  the  chair).  The  Chair  informs 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  that  the 
amendment  is  in  order. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  A  parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Chair  has  been 
ruling  that  amendments  are  not  in 
order. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER,  The 
Chair  informs  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota that  the  amendment  is  being  offered 
to  the  substitute,  not  to  the  Daniel 
amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Daniel  amend- 
ment is  no  longer  before  the  Senate. 
The  amendment  before  the  Senate  is  the 
substitute. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The 
Senate  has  passed  on  the  Daniel  amend- 
ment, and  it  requires  unanimous  consent 
therefore  to  offer  an  amendment  to  that 
part  of  the  pending  substitute  amend- 
ment. The  remaining  part  of  the  pend- 
ing substitute  on  which  the  Senate  has 
not  yet  acted,  is  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Very  well.  I  al- 
ways respect  the  rulings  of  the  Chair, 
except  on  unusual  occasions. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The 
Chair  hopes  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota will  agree  that  this  is  not  on  un- 
iisual  occasion. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  will  send 
his  amendment  to  the  desk. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  have  not  reduced 
it  to  writing.  I  will  state  the  amend- 
ment orally.  I  ask  that  there  be  insert- 
ed in  section  3,  on  page  3.  line  17,  after 
the  word  "organization",  the  following 
words,  "and  commit  any  act  designed 
to  carry  into  effect  the  purposes  o(f  such 
Communist  Party  or  organization",  and 
move  the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislativi  Cleik.  On  page  3, 
line  17.  after  the  word  "organization", 
it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  words:  "and 
commit  any  act  designed  to  carry  Into 
effect  the  purposes  of  such  Communist 
Party  or  organization." 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  will 
explain  briefly  the  purposes  of  my 
amendment.  In  the  first  place,  let  me 
say  that  I  do  not  think  it  proper  jto  at- 
tempt to  legislate  on  a  very  Important 
and  diflBcult  subject  as  is  presented  by 
the  substitute  of  the  Senator  from  Mm- 
nesota  without  proper  consideration 
by  committee.  His  substitute  has  not 
been  considered  by  a  committee  of  the 
Senate. 

We  are  dealing  with  a  subject  that  is 
complex  and  far-reaching  in  its  consti- 
tutional    implications.      The     oiiiginal 


bill  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Maryland.  Senator  Bxttler,  is  very  com- 
plex itself.  Only  this  morning  we  were 
trying  to  reach  the  subject  and  cure 
Communist-infiltrated  unions  without 
writing  langua  ge  which  would  create  the 
possibility  of  injuring  loyal  unions. 
That  itself  is  a  very  difficult  question. 

Every  patriotic  sentiment  and  Impulse 
moves  us  when  we  consider  the  substi- 
tute which  has  been  offered  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  today,  and  we  are 
moved  to  support  it  because  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  is  conscious  of  the 
dangers  of  communism  and  of  the  Com- 
munist conspiracy.  At  the  same  time, 
we  must  knov/  that  we  are  proposing 
action  which  tlic  Congress  has  not  here- 
tofore considei  ed  or  taken.  There  are 
grave  constitutional  questions  involved 
in  the  substitute.  We  know,  speaking 
quite  frankly,  that  it  is  difficult  to  con- 
sider objectively  this  bill  because  of  the 
political  atmosphere  and  implications. 
It  presents  dificult  questions  for  every 
one  of  us,  because  a  vote  against  an 
amendment  like  this  subjects  one  to  the 
criticism  of  many  good-intentioned  and 
patriotic  people  all  over  the  country. 
Yet  I  am  certain  that  in  the  heart  and 
mind  of  every  one  of  us  we  know  that 
there  are  gravo  questions  involved  con- 
cerning the  constitutionality  of  such  a 
measure,  with  respect  to  the  precedents 
involved,  and  the  traditions  thus  far 
followed  by  oir  Government. 

I  believe  I  am  correct  in  saying  that 
heretofore  the  Congress  and  the  courts 
have  proceeded  upon  the  theory  that 
what  a  man  ssiys — within  certain  limi- 
tations of  public  policy  determined  by 
the  courts — his  right  of  free  speech  and 
of  free  expres.sion  is  a  right  protected 
by  the  first  amendment  to  the  Constitu- 
tion. 

One  does  not  sF>eak.  does  not  express 
himself  without  thought,  without  think- 
ing. The  courts  have  certainly  held  that 
what  a  man  thinks  is  protected;  is  not  a 
•subject  of  limitation,  of  penalty,  or  con- 
viction by  a  CDurt.  Surely  no  one  will 
question  that  statement  or  the  right  and 
principle  involved.  Thinking,  adher- 
ence to  belief,  has  never  been  a  crime 
unless  transla  ed  into  action.  I  asked 
the  distinguished  Senator  whether  his 
amendment  ctrried  with  it  the  tradi- 
tional and  legf;l  requirement  that  some 
act  must  l)e  coramitted  before  a  man  can 
be  penalized  criminally — l)ecause  that  is 
what  it  amounts  to — and  the  Senator 
told  me  that  it  is  the  intention  of  his 
amendment  to  so  require. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yi(  Id? 

Mr.  COOPEF:.  It  is  not  so  stated  in 
section  3.  If  it  is  his  intention  to  so  pro- 
vide it  can  only  be  read  into  section  3 
from  the  preamble.  The  preamble  is  a 
declaration  by  Congress.  We  all  agree 
with  the  findings  of  the  preamble.  But 
I  do  not  agree  with  the  Senator  that 
his  substitute  requires  any  act  to  penal- 
ize an  accused.  I,  have  offered  my 
amendment  to  bring  his  substitute  into 
line  with  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  with  thf  philosophy  and  think- 
ing of  the  grea;  leaders  of  our  country 
throughout  the  years  and  with  our  best 
traditions. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  First  of  all  I  should 
like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
that  I  have  the  greatest  respect  and  ad- 
miration for  his  dedication  to  civil  rights 
and  civil  liberties. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  would  rather  be  dedi- 
cated to  the  Constitution,  which  pro- 
tects civil  rights  and  Uberties. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  And  to  the  Consti- 
tution. My  answer  to  the  Senator's 
question  was  that  an  overt  act  is  mem- 
bership in  an  organization,  which  mem- 
bership must  have  been  obtained  by  some 
overt  act;  therefore,  membership  in  an 
organization  that  is  proscribed  as  a  sub- 
versive and  conspiratorial  organization  is 
an  overt  act,  particularly  when  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  knows  that  the 
Communist  Party  is  not  an  independent 
political  party  in  the  normal  sense  of 
American  political  parties,  but  is  con- 
trolled and  disciplined  and  managed 
from  abroad,  and  its  leadership  takes 
orders  and  follows  the  discipline  of  the 
leadership  abroad. 

All  I  am  saying  Is  that  membership 
Is  considered,  under  the  terms  of  this 
proposal,  as  an  overt  act.  That  is  the 
legal  background  of  what  I  am  pro- 
posing. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  will 
say  to  the  Senator  that  I  accept  what 
he  has  said  as  his  intention  and  belief 
that  section  3  contemplates  the  pre- 
amble and  the  findings  of  fact,  and  that 
he  believes  the  preamble  and  findings  of 
fact  Imply  an  act  precedent  to  convic- 
tion or  penalty.  The  Senator's  state- 
ment, as  the  author  of  the  amendment, 
is  in  my  view  the  only  basis  upon  which 
the  court  would  so  interpret  it.  If  the 
Senator  so  intends,  then  my  amend- 
ment makes  perfectly  clear  and  sure  his 
intention.  The  fundamental  issue  is  be- 
fore us.  whether  the  Senate  is  prepared 
at  this  time  on  the  basis  of  this  quickly 
contrived  substitute  without  any  real 
consideration,  to  depart  from  our  prece- 
dents and  principles  held  since  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Constitution.  My  amend- 
ment will  prevent  such  hasty  action. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  that  there  are  crimes  of  ■ 
omission  and  crimes  of  commission.  A 
crime  of  omission  may  be  the  failure 
of  an  individual  to  file  an  income-tax 
return.  He  can  be  put  into  jail  for  that 
reason.  If  a  person  is  a  member  of  a 
Communist  organization  intent  upon 
destroying  or  overthrowing  this  country, 
it  would  be  his  duty  to  quit  the  organ- 
ization and  break  away  from  any  group 
that  would  seek  to  undermine  this  coun- 
try. For  that  reason  I  prefer  to  vote  for 
a  bill  which  would  make  it  a  crime  of 
omission  for  a  person  to  fail  to  quit 
membership  in  a  Communist  organiza- 
tion. For  that  reason,  I  shall  vote 
against  the  Senator's  amendment. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  the 
words  "overt  act"  are.  I  beUeve.  in  a 
legal  sense  "words  of  art."  They  con- 
template the  actual  commission  or 
omission  of  an  act  or  a  course  of  action 
taken  by  an  individual  in  this  field. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana [  Mr.  Long  1 .  It  is  true,  is  it  not.  that 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  not  used 
the  so-called  word  of  legal  art  "overt"? 
The  amendment  uses  the  language 
"commit  any  act  designed  to  carry  into 
effect  the  purpose  of  such  Communist 
Party  or  organization."  I  think  that 
clearly  covers  what  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  has  in  mind,  and  I  think  it  is 
a  perfectly  acceptable  amendment. 

Mr.  COOPER. .  If  the  word  "overt"  is 
In  my  amendment  I  withdraw  the  word 
"overt." 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield? 

Mr.  COC'PER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUl^iPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
think  much  of  this  amendment  was  cov- 
ered under  the  definition  of  "member- 
ship," which  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
I  Mr.  Ferguson]  submitted  some  time 
ago,  and  I  l)elieve  it  would  be  a  desirable 
addition  to  the  bill.  I  appreciate  the  very 
deep  sincerity  of  purpose  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  expresses  in  trying 
to  pinpoint  exactly  what  we  mean  by 
an  act  designed  to  carry  into  effect  the 
purposes  of  an  organization.  I  have  no 
objection.  I  would  be  more  than  happy 
to  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  feel 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has 
made  a  real  contribution.  I  feel  that, 
following  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon,  I  shall  be  glad  to  support 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Case]. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  the  ques- 
tion involved  in  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
is,  I  think,  a  real  problem  which  I  wish 
to  meet,  to  a  degree,  by  the  suggestion  I 
made  a  little  while  ago  with  reference  to 
the  decisions  under  the  Smith  Act  which 
have  held  that  if  a  man  belongs  to  a 
conspiratorial  organization,  that  consti- 
tutes an  act.  That  is  what  the  decisions 
amount  to.  That  is  why  I  was  hoping 
that  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  would 
modify  his  amendment  to  conform  to 
the  holding  of  Judge  Hand,  or  some 
other  recognized  jurist,  who  used  the 
phrase  "clesu-  and  present  danger." 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Where  should 
that  language  be  inserted? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  think  it  should  be  in- 
serted in  line  3,  on  page  3,  where  the 
language  now  reads  "contmuing  threat." 
By  substituting  the  words  "contmuing 
clear  and  present  danger"  it  would  be 
brought  within  the  holdings  of  the  courts 
on  this  particular  issue. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  as 
the  sponsor  of  this  amendment.  I  am 
more  than  happy  to  accept  that  modifi- 
cation. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  be  recognized,  following  the  ac- 
tion on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
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KtntiMfty.  and  fiMn  X 
ahouM  Uke  to  Mk  that  yns  nodifleKtloa 
be  "*ti*» 

TbB  PRBUmmi  omCBL  The 
Is  on  tTBrtng  to  ttie  unend- 
it  of  the  Benetof  tram  ICentiieky 
IMt.  Oooen],  as  modifled.  to  the 
amendBMnt  to  the  natuze  of  a  subetl- 
tttte  oOared  by  the  Senator  f ram  Min- 
xkeaoto  lUr.  Bumnaxrl  for  htansdf  and 
other  Senatora. 

The  amendment,  as  modtfted.  was 
aiTciftI  to 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
Bke  to  suggest  that  the  Senator  from 
Mbmeaota  modl^  the  sentence  appear- 
ing on  Bne  2,  page  3,  which  now  reads: 

Holding  that  doctrine.  Its  role  as  the 
ageeey  oC  a  ImatUe  foreign  power  rendera  Its 
ertotenee  a  continttinf  threat  to  tlie  Mcurlty 
of  tbe  ITnited  States. 

And  that.  Instead  of  the  words  "con- 
tinuing threat"  it  read  "a  clear,  pres- 
ent.  and  eontlnulBg  danger." 

Mr.  HDMFHBBY.  Mr.  President.  I 
Mk  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  ac- 
cept that  modification.  I  think  it  is 
helpfuL 

TiM  PRSSIDZNO  OFFICER.  Without 
objectian.  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  frcan  South  Dalcoto  yield? 
Mr.  CASE.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
suggestion  which  I  am  about  to  make 
may*  not  be  necessary,  but  I  have  had  a 
personal  legal  experience  in  which  I 
found  it  to  be  necessary.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  can  have  no  ob- 
jection to  it 

On  page  S,  line  10,  where  the  language 
now  reads,  "knowingly  and  willfully,"  I 
would  add  the  word  "intenticmally".  be- 
cause then  are  many  cases  whera  the 
word  "willfully"  is  vague  as  to  intent,  al- 
though, in  the  main,  "willfully"  means 
"with  intent/* 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  modifi- 
cation which  has  been  suggested  by  the 
Senator  from  Washington  may  be  ac- 
cepted.       

The  PRB8n>INa  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesoto  [Mr.  HnKPmnr]  and  other 
Senators,  as  modifled.  On  this  question 
the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered, 
and  the  deilc  will  caU  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  rolL 
"Ut.  SALTCmSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
(Mr.  lismna]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  BimoisJ.  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Capbbast],  the  Senator  tnan  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  FlAmna],  and  the  Junior 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Yomro], 
are  necessarily  absent 

If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Budgbj,  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Cafsrabt], 
the  Senator  fnxn  Vermont  [Mr.  FIan- 
ans] ,  and  the  Junior  Senator  from  North 
Dakoto  (Mr.  Yovmo],  would  each  vote 
"yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Mlssiasippi  [Mr.  East- 
LSMB],  the  Senators  from  North  Carolina 


Oflr.  Bivm  and  Mr.  UnnroH] ,  the  Sooa- 
tcr  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  KxrAuvra].  the 
Senators  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  ftn.- 
floai  and  Mr.  Nult],  are  absent  on 
oOleial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
SMmcAir]  Is  necessarily  absent. 

I  annoimce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastlahd],  the  Senators  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Ekvxn  and  Mr.  LtnhonI, 
and  the  Senators  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Kujgoke  and  Mr.  Ncelt]  would  each 
vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  84, 
nays  0,  as  follows  : 


Aiken 

Andenon 

Barrett 

Beidl 

Bennett 

BowTlng 

Bricker 

Burke 

Bush 

BuUer 

Byid 

Carlson 

Case 

Chaves 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Crljtpa 

Daniel 

Dlrksen 

Douslas 

Duff 

Dworahak 

■lender 

Ferguson 

Prear 

PtUbrlght 

Oeorge 


Bridges 
Capebart 
Kastland 
Krrln 
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OUlette 
Ooldwater 

OCTB 

Oreen 

Hayden 

Hendrlckson 

Hennlngs 

Hlckenlooper 

Fail 

llolUud 

HuTiphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Lehman 

Long 

Magnuson 

lialone 

Manafleld 

Martin 

Maybank 


McCarran 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

MilUkln 

Monroaey 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Pastors 

Payne 

Potter 

Pxirtell 

Rejmolds 

Robertson  I 

Russell        ' 

Saltonstan 

Schoeppel 

Smatbera 

Smith.  Maine 

Bmlth.  N.  J. 

Btennls 

Symington 

Thye 

Upton 

Watkins 

Welker 

WUey 

Williams 
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Flandeis 
KefauTer 
Kllgore 
lAnger 


Lennon 
Neely 
Sparkman 
Young 


So  Mr.  HtJicpHREY's  amendment,  as 
amended  and  modified,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry.         

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  stote  it. 

Mr.  DOUOLAS.  Are  we  now  vottng 
on  the  Humphrey-Daniel  substitute  lor 
the  original  Butler  bill? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  informs  the  Senator  that  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Senate  is  on  the  passage 
of  the  so-called  Butler  bill,  as  modified 
by  the  Hmnphrey  substitute  as  amended 
and  modifled.  On  this  question  the  yeas 
and  nays  have  been  ordered,  and  the 
clerk  will  call  the  roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTC^STAUL.  I  announce  that 
the  senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Lahcei]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  BiUDGEs],  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Capkhart],  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Plahders],  and  the  Junior 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Yoxrac] 
are  necessarily  absent. 

If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart],  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Planderb], 
and  the  junior  Senator  from  North  Da- 
koto  [Mr.  Yotmc]  would  each  vote 
"yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  lihe 
Senator  from   Mississippi    [Mr.   East- 


LAifD],  the  Senators  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  ERvnr  and  Mr.  Lnmow].  the  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee  [Mr.  ElKrAuvBftl.  and 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely]  are  absent  on  ofBcial  bustoess. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman]  is  necessarily  absent. 

I  announce  further  that  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland  ] ,  the  Senators  from  North  Car- 
olina (Mr.  Ervih  and  Mr.  LKmroai,  and 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely]  would  each  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  85, 
nays  0,  as  follows:  | 

TEAS— 85  ' 

McCarthy 

McClelUa 

MllllklQ 

Monronry 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Pastorei 

Payne 

Potter   I 

PurteU 

Reynolds 

Robertsim 

RuaseU 

SaltonslaU 

ScboepDel 

Smathets 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith,  a.  J. 

Stennls 

Symington 

Thye 

Upton 

Watkln« 

Welker 

WUey 

WllUamS 


Aiken 

Goldwater 

Anderson 

Gore 

Barrett 

Green 

Beau 

Hayden 

Bennett 

Hendrlckson 

Bo  wring 

Hennlngs 

Bricker 

Hlckenlooper 

Burke 

Hill 

Bush 

Holland 

BuUer 

Humphrey 

Byrd 

Ires 

Carlson 

Jackson 

Case 

Jenner 

Chayez 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Clements 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Cooper 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Cordon 

Kennedy* 

Crlppa 

Kerr 

Daniel 

Kilgore 

Dlrksen 

Knowland 

Douglas 

Kuchel 

Duff 

Lehman 

Dworshak 

Long 

Blender 

Magnuson 

Ferguson 

Malone 

Frear 

Mansfield 

Pulbrlght 

Martm 

George 

Maybank 

Gillette 

McCarran 

NOT  VOTINO- 

Bridges 

Flanders 

Capehart 

Kefauver 

Eastland 

Langer 

Ervin 

Lennon 

Neely 

SparkmMk 
Young 


So  the  bill  (S.  3706)  was  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party, 
to  prohibit  membecs  of  Communist  or- 
ganizations from  serving  in  certotn  rep- 
resentative capacities,  and  for  other 
purposes." 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  vote  by  which  the  bill 
was  passed  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  California  to  lay 
on  the  toble  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Michigan. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  toble  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  thtre  be 
printed  at  the  proper  place  in  the  Rec- 
ord the  bill  in  its  final  form. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER,  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

(The  bill  S.  3706,  as  passed.  Is  as  fol- 
lows ; ) 


ouiy  De 

Act   of 


Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  this  act  may  be 
cited    as    the    "Communist   Control 
1954." 

fTNDnvGs  or  racT 
Sbc.  2.  The  Congress  hereby  finds  ahd  de- 
clares that  the  Communist  Party  pt  the 
United  States,  although  purportedly  s  po- 
litical party.  Is  In  fact  an  Instrumentiillty  at 
a  conspiracy  to  overthrow  the  Govertunent 
of   the    United   States.     It   constltules   an 
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authorization  dlctatonhlp  vlthl  na  republle, 
demanding  for  Itself  the  rl^ts  and  prlvUeges 
accorded  to  other  political  parties,  but  deny- 
ing to  all  others  the  liberties  giuu^nteed  by 
the  Constitution.  Unlike  other  political 
parties,  which  eTOlvi)  their  policies  and  pro- 
grams through  public  means,  by  the  recon- 
ciliation of  a  wide  variety  of  individual  views, 
and  submit  those  policies  and  programs  to 
the  electorate  at  la.-ge  for  approval  or  dis- 
approval, the  p<rtlcii9s  and  programs  of  the 
Communist  Party  aie  secretly  |n«scrlbed  for 
It  by  the  foreign  leaders  of  the  world  Com- 
munist movement.  Its  members  have  no 
part  in  determining  its  goals,  and  are  not 
permitted  to  voice  dissent  to  party  objectives. 
Unlike  members  of  other  parties,  members 
of  the  Communist  Party  arc  recruited  for 
indoctrination  with  respect  to  Its  objectives 
and  methods,  and  are  organized,  instructed, 
and  disciplined  to  Cfirry  into  action  slavishly 
tbe  assignments  given  them  by  their  hier- 
archical chieftains.  Unlike  other  political 
parties,  the  Conunuaist  Party  acknowledges 
no  constitutional  cr  statutory  limitations 
upon  its  conduct  or  upon  that  of  Its  mem- 
bers. The  Communist  Party  is  relatively 
small  numerically,  and  gives  scant  indication 
of  capacity  ever  to  attain  its  ends  by  law- 
ful political  means.  The  perU  inherent  in 
Its  operation  arises  not  from  its  numbers, 
but  from  Its  failure  to  acknowledge  any  limi- 
tation as  to  the  nat^ore  of  its  activities,  and 
its  dedication  to  tbe  proposition  that  the 
present  constitutional  Oovemment  of  the 
United  States  ultimately  must  be  brought 
to  ruin  by  any  available  means,  including 
resort  to  force  and  violence.  Holding  that 
doctrine,  its  role  as  the  agency  of  a  hostile 
foreign  power  renders  Its  existence  a  clear, 
present,  and  continuing  danger  to  the  se- 
curity of  the  United  States.  It  is  the  means 
whereby  Individuals  are  seduced  Into  the 
service  of  the  world  Communist  movement, 
trained  to  do  Its  bidding,  and  directed  and 
controlled  in  the  conspiratorial  performance 
of  their  revoluttonary  services. 

raOSCaiBB)     OBCANIZATIONS 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Whoever  knowingly,  willfully, 
and  Intentionally  becomes  or  remains  a  mem- 
ber of  (1)  the  Communist  Party,  or  (2)  any 
other  organization  having  for  one  of  its  pur- 
poses or  objectives  tlie  establishment,  con- 
trol, conduct,  seizure,  or  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  or  tbe 
government  of  any  Btate  or  political  sub- 
dlviston  thereof,  by  ttie  use  of  force  or  vio- 
lence, with  knowledge  of  the  purpose  or  ob- 
jective of  such  organlration,  and  commit  any 
act  designed  to  carry  into  effect  the  purposes 
of  such  Communist  Piuty  organization  shall 
upon  conviction  be  punished  as  provided 
by  the  penalty  provisions  of  section  15  of 
the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Act  of  1960 
(50  U.  S.  C.  794). 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the 
term  "Communist  Party"  means  the  organ- 
ization now  known  as  the  Communist  Party 
of  the  United  States  of  America,  the  Com- 
munist Party  of  any  State  or  subdivision 
thereof,  and  any  unit  or  subdivision  of  any 
such  organization,  whet  her  or  not  any  change 
Is  hereafter  made  In  the  name  thereof,  or 
any  organization  which  is  substantially  di- 
rected, dominated,  or  controlled  by  the  for- 
eign government  or  foreign  orgazxlzatlon 
controlling  the  world  Communist  movement 
referred  to  In  section  2  of  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act  of  1960. 

SUBVEKSrVK     ACTIVITIES     CONTSOL     ACT 
AlCXIVDlCEIfT 

Sec.  4.  Subsection  6  (a)  (1)  of  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act  of  1950  (50 
use.  784)  Is  amended  by  striking  out  the 
period  at  the  end  thereof  and  inserting  In 
lieu  thereof  a  semicolon  and  the  following: 
"or 

"(E)  to  hold  ofBce  or  enxployment  with 
any  labor  organizaUon,  as  that  term  Is  de- 
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flned  tn  section  2  (8)  of  the  National  Lbbor 
XMaUons  Act  (20  T7.  S.  C.  152)  or  to  repre- 
sent any  employar  In  any  matter  or  proceed- 
ing arising  or  pending  under  that  Act." 

Sic.  6.  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act  in  de- 
termining whether  or  not  a  pterson  U  a  mem- 
ber of  an  organization  referred  to  in  section 
3  hereof,  the  court  may  take  into  considera- 
tion the  connection  of  such  person  with  such 
organization  as  evidenced  by  his  adherence 
to  the  discipline  of  the  organization,  his  ac- 
ceptance of  the  purposes  of  the  organization. 
and  other  such  incidents  of  affiliation  with 
the  organization  with  knowledge  of  such 
purf>oses. 

C01CMTTNlST-Ilfrn.TaATrD    OSGANIZATIOKS 

Sec.  8.  (a)  Section  3  of  the  Subversive  Ac- 
tivities Control  Act  of  1950  (50  U.  S.  C.  782) 
is  amended  by  inserting,  immediately  after 
paragraph  (4)  thereof,  the  following  new 
paragraph : 

"(4A)  The  term  'Communist-Infiltrated 
organization'  means  any  organization  in  the 
United  States  (other  than  a  Communlst- 
actlun  organization  or  a  Communist-front 
organization)  which  (A)  is  subsUntiaUy  di- 
rected, dominated,  or  controlled  by  an  indi- 
vidual or  individuals  who  are,  or  who  within 
3  years  have  been  actively  engaged  in,  know- 
ingly giving  aid  or  support  to  a  Conununlst- 
actlon  organization,  a  Communist  foreign 
government,  or  the  world  Conununist  move- 
ment referred  to  in  section  2  of  this  title. 
and  (B)  is  knowingly  serving,  or  within  3 
yetu-s  has  knowingly  served,  as  a  means  for 
(i)  the  giving  of  aid  or  support  to  any  such 
organization,  government,  or  movement,  or 
(11)  the  Impairment  of  the  military  strength 
of  the  United  States  or  its  Industrial  capacity 
to  furnish  logistical  or  other  material  sup- 
port required  by  its  Armed  Forces:  Provided, 
however.  That  any  labor  organization  which 
Is  an  aflllUrte  In  good  standing  of  a  national 
federation  or  other  labor  organization  whose 
policies  and  activities  have  been  directed  to 
oppoBlng  Communist  organizations,  any 
Communist  foreign  government,  or  the 
World  Communist  Movement,  shall  be  pre- 
stimed  prima  facie  not  to  be  a  'Communlst- 
InfUtrated  organization'." 

(b)  Paragraph  (5)  of  such  section  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(5)  The  term  'Communist  organization' 
means  any  Conununlst-actlon  organization. 
Communist-front  orgaiUzatlon,  or  Com- 
munist-InfUtra  ted  organization." 

(c)  Subsections  6  (c)  and  6  (c)  of  such  Act 
are  repealed. 

Sec.  7.  (a)  Section  10  of  such  Act  (50 
U.  S.  C.  789)  Is  amended  by  Inserting,  im- 
mediately after  the  words  "final  cH-der  of  the 
Board  requiring  it  to  register  under  sec- 
tion 7",  the  words  "or  determining  that  It  Is 
a  Communist-infiltrated  organization". 

(b)  Subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of  section  11 
of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.  790)  are  amended 
by  Inserting  Immediately  preceding  the  pe- 
riod at  the  end  of  each  such  subsection,  the 
following:  "or  determining  that  it  is  a  Com- 
munist-Infiltrated organization". 

Sec.  8.  (a)  Subsection  12  (e)  of  such  Act 
(50  U.  S.  C.  791)  is  amended  by — 

(1)  striking  out  the  period  at  the  end 
thereof  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  a  semi- 
colon and  the  word  "and";  and 

(2)  Inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing new  paragraph: 

"(3)  upon  any  appUcatlon  made  under 
subsection  (a)  or  sutaBectlon  (b)  of  section 
13A  of  this  title,  to  determine  whether  any 
organization  Is  a  Communist-Infiltrated  or- 
ganization.** 

(b)  The  section  caption  to  section  IS  of 
such  Act  (50  n.  8.  C.  792)  Is  amended  to  read 
as    follows:  "ansiRaATxoN   raocnmHOS   be- 

roax  THE  BOAKB." 


Sec.  8.  Such  Act  is  amended  by  Inserting. 
Immediately  after  section  13  thervoC.  the 
following  new  section: 


FBOCZZDIRGS    WITH    BISnBCT    TO    COMMUWIHI- 
nmLTSATXS  OBOAinZATIOWS 

"Sec.  13A.  (a)  Whenever  the  Attorney 
General  has  reason  to  believe  that  any  or- 
ganization Is  a  Communist-Infiltrated  or- 
ganization, he  may  file  with  the  Board  and 
serve  upon  such  organization  a  petition  for 
a  determination  that  such  organization  Is  a 
Communist-Infiltrated  organization.  In  any 
proceeding  so  Instituted,  two  or  more  af- 
filiated organizations  may  be  named  as  Joint 
respondents.  Whenever  any  such  petition  Is 
accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  the  Attorney 
Greneral  to  the  effect  that  the  proceeding  so 
Instituted  is  one  of  exceptional  public  Im- 
portance, such  proceeding  shall  be  set  for 
hearing  at  the  earliest  possible  thne  and  all 
proceedings  therein  before  the  Board  or  any 
court  shall  be  expedited  to  the  greatest  prac- 
ticable extent. 

"(b)  Any  organization  which  has  been  de- 
termined under  this  section  to  be  a  Com- 
munist-Infiltrated organization  may  file  with 
the  Board  and  serve  upon  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral a  petition  for  a  determination  that  such 
organization  no  longer  is  a  Communist- 
Infiltrated  organization  upon  removing  from 
the  organization  those  persons  determined 
by  this  section  to  be  Communists. 

"(c)  Bach  such  petition  shaU  be  verlfled 
under  oath,  and  shaU  contain  a  statement 
of  the  facts  relied  upon  In  support  thereof. 
Upon  the  ming  of  any  such  petition,  the 
Board  shall  serve  upon  each  party  to  suob 
proceeding  a  notice  specifying  tbe  time  and 
place  for  bearing  upon  such  petition.  Mo 
such  hearing  shall  be  conducted  within  30 
days  after  the  service  of  such  notice. 

"(d)  The  provisions  of  subsections  (c)  and 
(d)  of  section  IS  shall  ai^ly  to  hearlngB 
conducted  under  this  section,  except  that 
upon  the  failure  erf  any  organization  named 
as  a  party  In  any  petition  filed  by  or  duly 
served  upon  it  pursuant  to  this  em.  1  tun  to 
appear  at  any  hearing  upon  such  petition, 
the  Board  may  conduct  such  bearing  In  the 
absence  of  such  organization  and  may  enter 
such  order  tinder  this  section  as  the  Board 
shall  determine  to  be  warranted  by  evidence 
presented  at  such  bearing. 

"(e)  In  determlnlns  whether  any  organi- 
zation Is  a  Communist-Infiltrated  organi- 
zation, the  Board  shall  be  required  to  deter- 
mine— 

"(1)  whether  the  effective  management  of 
the  affairs  of  such  organization  Is  conducted 
by  one  or  more  Individuals  who  are,  or  within 
2  years  have  been,  (A)  members,  agents,  or 
representatives  of  any  Communist  organiza- 
tion, any  Communist  foreign  govenunent,  or 
the  world  Communist  movement  referred  to 
in  section  2  of  this  title,  with  knowledge  of 
the  nature  and  purpose  thereof,  or  (B)  en- 
gaged in  giving  aid  or  support  to  any  such 
organization,  government,  or  movement  wltb 
knowledge  of  the  nature  and  purpose  thereof; 

"(2)  whether  the  policies  of  s\ich  CR^rani- 
zation  are,  or  witliln  S  years  have  been, 
formulated  and  carried  out  piusuant  to  tbe 
direction  or  advloe  of  any  member,  agent,  or 
representative  of  any  such  organization, 
government,  or  movement; 

"(3)  whether  the  personnel  and  reeouroes 
of  Buch  organization  are,  or  within  3  years 
have  been,  used  to  further  or  promote  tb« 
objectives  of  any  such  Communist  organi- 
zation,  govenunent,   or   movement; 

"(4)  whether  such  organization  within  9 
years  has  received  from,  or  furnished  to  or 
for  the  use  of,  any  such  Cwnmunlst  orgsnl- 
zatlon,  government,  or  movement  any  funds 
or  other  material  ssslstance; 

"(6)  whether  such  organization  la,  or 
within  8  years  has  been.  slBllat^^  In  any 
other  way  with  any  such  Communist  organi- 
zation, government,  or  momnent; 

"(6)  whether  tbe  affiliation  o(  sueb  ocgaa- 
laatlon.  or  of  any  Individual  or  IndlvlduaU 
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i-AMB].  the  Souton  from  North  CaiOlhm 


«u .  v^xobiujuN  1  o.   X  announce  that  Ghe 
Senator  from   Mississippi    [Mr.   East- 


a  conspiracy  to  overthrow  the  Oover|un«nt 
of   the    United   States.     It   con«tltu|e«   an 


any  labor  organization,  as  that  term  la  de- 
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who  an  mMnbcn  theraof  at  irbo  manage 
Its  tJSatam.  wltlt  any  nieli  Oommunlst  cffgau' 
laation,  government,  ot  mbvement  to  eon- 
eealMl  ttoax  or  to  not  dtoeloawt  to  the  mem- 
iMrahlp  of  sucb  organisation;  and 

"(7)  whether  such  organization  or  any  of 
Ita  mambeis  or  managers  are,  <»■  within  3 
years  have  been,  knowingly  engaged — 

"(A)  In  any  conduct  pimtohable  under 
Mcltfoa  4  or  16  of  thto  act  or  under  chapter 
87. 108.  or  116  of  title  18  of  the  United  SUtes 
Coda;  or 

"(B)  With  intent  to  impair  the  military 
Btrenflrth  of  the  United  States  or  its  indus- 
trial capacity  to  furnish  logtotical  or  other 
support  reqtilred  by  its  Armed  Forces,  in  any 
activity  resulting  In  or  contributing  to  any 
such  Impairment. 

**(f)  After  hearing  upon  any  petition  filed 
under  thto  section,  the  Board  shall  (1)  make 
a  report  in  writing  in  which  it  shall  state 
Its  findings  as  to  the  facts  and  its  conclu- 
sions with  respect  to  the  issues  presented  by 
such  petition.  (3)  enter  Its  order  granting 
or  denying  the  determination  sought  by  such 
petition,  and  (3)  serve  upon  each  party  to 
the  proceeding  a  copy  of  such  order.  Any 
order  granting  any  determination  on  the 
question  whether  any  organization  to  a  Ck)m- 
muntot-inflltrated  organization  shall  become 
final  as  provided  In  section  14  (b)  of  thto  act. 

"(g)  When  any  order  has  been  entered  by 
the  Board  under  thto  section  with  respect 
to  any  labor  organization  or  employer  (as 
these  terms  are  defined  by  section  3  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act.  as  amended, 
and  which  are  organizations  within  the 
meaning  of  section  3  of  the  Subversive  Activ- 
ities Control  Act  of  1060),  the  Board  shaU 
serve  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  such  order 
upon  the  National  lAbor  Relations  Board 
and  shall  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
statement  of  the  substance  of  such  order 
and  its  effective  date. 

"(h)  When  there  to  in  effect  a  final  order 
of  the  Board  determining  that  any  such  labor 
organization  to  a  Communtot-actlon  organi- 
zation, a  Communtot-front  organization,  or 
a  Communist-infiltrated  organization,  such 
labor  organization  shaU  be  ineligible  to — 

"(1)  act  as  representative  of  any  employee 
within  the  meaning  or  for  the  purposes  of 
section  7  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act,  as  amended  (39  U.  Q.  C.  157) ; 

"(3)  serve  as  an  exclusive  representative 
of  employees  of  any  bargaining  unit  under 
section  9  of  such  act,  as  amended  (39  U.  S.  C. 
150); 

"(3)  make,  or  obtain  any  hearing  upon, 
any  charge  imder  section  10  of  such  act  (39 
U.  S.  C.  160) ;  or 

"(4)  exercise  any  other  right  or  privilege, 
or  receive  any  other  benefit,  substantive  or 
procedijral.  provided  by  such  act  for  labor 
organizations. 

"(1)  When  an  order  of  the  Board  deter- 
mining that  any  such  labor  organization  to  a 
Communtot-infiltrated  organization  has  be- 
come final,  and  such  labor  organization 
theretofore  has  been  certified  under  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act.  as  amended, 
as  a  representative  of  employees  in  any  bar- 
gaining unit — 

"  ( 1 )  a  question  of  representation  affecting 
commerce,  within  the  meaning  of  section  9 
(c)  of  such  act,  shall  be  deemed  to  eztot 
with  respect  to  such  bargaining  unit;  and 

"(3)  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board, 
upon  petition  of  not  less  than  30  percent 
of  the  employees  In  such  bargaining  unit  or 
any  person  or  persons  acting  in  their  behalf, 
shall  under  section  9  of  such  act  (notwith- 
standing any  limitations  of  time  contained 
therein)  direct  elections  in  such  bargaining 
unit  or  any  subdlvtolon  thereof  (A)  for  the 
selection  of  a  representative  thereof  for  col- 
lective bargaining  purposes,  and  (B)  to  de- 
termine whether  the  employees  thereof  de- 
sire to  rescind  any  authority  previously 
granted  to  such  labor  organization  to  enter 


Into  any  i^ireement  with  their  employer  pur« 
suant  to  section  8  (a)  (3)  (11)  of  svch  act. 
"(J)  When  there  to  in  effect  a  finltl  order 
of  the  Board  determining  that  any  such 
employer  to  a  Communist-infiltrated  organ- 
ization,  such   employer   shall   be   litellgible 


"(1)  file  any  petition  for  an  election  un- 
der section  9  of  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act,  as  amended  (29  U.  S.  C.  157),  or 
participate  in  any  proceeding  under  such 
section;  or 

"(3)  make  or  obtain  any  hearing  upon 
any  charge  under  section  10  of  such  act  (29 
U.  S.  C.  160);  or 

"(3)  exercise  any  other  right  or  privilege 
or  receive  any  other  benefit,  substantive  or 
procedural,  provided  by  such  act  for  em- 
ployers." 

Sec.  9.  Subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of  section 
14  of  such  act  (50  U.  8.  C.  793)  are  aimended 
by  inserting  in  each  such  subsection.  Imme- 
diately after  the  words  "section  13",  a 
conuna  and  the  following:  "or  subsection 
(f)  of  section  13A,". 

Sec.  10.  If  any  provision  of  this  title  or 
the  application  thereof  to  any  person  or  cir- 
cumstances is  held  invalid,  the  remainder 
of  the  title,  and  the  application  of  such  pro- 
vUiona  to  other  persons  or  circumstances, 
shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

Mr.  MORSE  subsequently  sakJ:  Mr. 
President,  yesterday  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Goldwater]  inserted  in 
the  Record  a  selected  list  of  the  unions 
haviiig  constitutions  barring  Oommu- 
nists  from  oflBce  or  membership.  To  the 
table  there  was  a  footnote  reading  as 
follows: 

The  omission  of  a  union  from  this  list 
does  not  necessarily  mean  that  Its  constitu- 
tion does  not  include  a  provision  barring 
Communtots. 

I  spoke  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
and  told  him  I  was  about  to  make  an 
addition  to  the  list  today.  He  has  no 
objection.  He  said  he  obtained  the  list 
from  the  Department  of  Labor.  It  is  the 
official  list  which  was  supplied  to  him. 

A  member  of  the  American  Federation 
of  Technical  Engineers,  AFL,  spoke  to 
me  today  and  said  he  thought  in  fair- 
ness, a  section  of  the  constitution  of  the 
American  Federation  of  Technical  Engi- 
neers should  be  inserted  in  the  Record. 
because  section  2  of  its  membership  ar- 
ticle contains  a  prohibition,  in  the  case 
of  membership,  which  this  union  official 
feels  meets  the  qualifications  of  the  list 
which  was  placed  in  the  Record  yester- 
day, by  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

I  read  from  section  2  of  article  IV  of 
the  constitution  of  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Technical  Engineera.  AFL, 
1952: 

Sec.  2.  No  person  shall  be  admitted  to 
membership  In  the  federation  who  Is  not 
employed,  or  eligible  for  employment.  In  an 
occupation  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  this 
federation,  or  who  advocates  principles  or 
lends  support  to  organizations  or  movements 
whose  purposes  and  objectives  are  contrary 
to  the  fundamental  principles  of  the  estab- 
lished Government  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  or  which  are  In  conflict  with  the 
policies  of  this  federation. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  article  IV  of  the  constitution 
of  the  American  Federation  of  Techni- 
cal Engineers,  AFL,  be  printed  lit  this 
point  in  the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Akticlz  IV.     MjEMBzasiftp 

Section  1.  Any  individual  employed  or 
qualified  for  employment  In  the  general  field 
of  engineering  or  archltect\ire  shall  be  eligi- 
ble to  membership  In  this  federation  upon 
application,  election,  and  Initiation  in  the 
manner  and  form  prescribed  In  thto  consti- 
tution. Eligible  membership  In  the  federa- 
tion shall  Include,  but  to  not  limited  to, 
such  occupations  as  aeronautical,  chemical. 
civil,  commerctai,  electrical,  mechanical. 
mining  and  metallurgical,  sales,  structural, 
and  research  engineering;  architects,  drafts- 
men, metallurgists,  physicists,  engineering 
lnap>ectors,  test  technicians,  planners,  esti- 
mators, specification  writers.  technical 
clerks,  time-study  men,  blueprlnters,  engi- 
neering and  laboratory  assistants,  and  aides, 
etc. 

Sec.  2.  No  person  shall  be  admitted  to 
membership  in  the  federation  Who  to  not 
employed,  or  eligible  for  employment.  In  an 
occupation  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  this 
federation,  or  who  advocates  principles  or 
lends  support  to  organizations  or  movements 
whose  purposes  and  objectives  are  contrary 
to  the  fundamental  principles  of  the  estab- 
lished Government  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  or  which  are  In  confilct  with  the 
policies  of  this  federation. 

Sec.  3.  Qualified  members  who  interrupt 
their  regular  employment  to  serve  as  paid 
representatives  of  the  federation  and  Its  sub- 
divisions shall  be  considered  tm  still  em- 
ployed In  the  fields  under  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  federation  and  shall  be  entitled  to  full 
membership  rights  and  privileges. 

Sec  4.  Members  shall  be  afnUated  with, 
and  members  of,  local  unions  chartered  by 
the  federation,  except  In  localities  where 
no  local  union  has  been  chartered,  members 
may  be  members  at  large  directly  afllltoted 
with  the  federation  until  such  time  as  a 
local  union  is  chartered  In  such  locality,  at 
which  time  such  members  at  large  shall  seek 
to  become  members  of  such  locsi  union. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say,  further,  that  I  understand  that  the 
Federation  of  Technical  Engineers.  A.  F. 
of  L.,  has,  since  1937.  had  in  ite  constitu- 
tion a  provision  that  members  shall  be 
dismissed  from  the  union  if  they  are 
f  jund  to  be  antagonistic  to  the  repre- 
fentative  character  of  the  United  States 
Oovernment.  In  that  connection,  I  read 
from  .section  7  of  article  III,  on  page  5, 
of  the  constitution  and  bylaws  of  the 
International  Federation  of  Technical 
Engineers'  Architects'  and  Draftsmen's 
Unions,  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor,  the  1937  issue: 

Sec.  7.  On  being  pledged  to  membership, 
it  devolves  on  the  member  to  faithfully  llvs 
up  to  his  obligations.  He  will  attend  all 
regular  and  fpecial  meetings  of  hU  local,  and 
strive  for  the  collective  progress  0f  his  fellow 
members.  He  will  promptly  pay  sH  dues  and 
assessments  as  they  come  due.  Any  member 
found  to  be  antagonistic  to  the  representa- 
tive character  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment shall  be  liable  to  expulsion  by  hto  local 
union.  Members  at  large  shall  be  subject  to 
similar  action  by  the  International  president 
by  and  with  the  consent  of  the  executive 
council.  All  moneys  In  the  way  of  Initiation 
fees.  dues,  assessments,  etc.,  paid  by  such 
member  or  members  shall  be  forfeited. 
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MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT- 
APPROVAL  OF  BILLS 
Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  wene  commu- 


nicated to  the  Somte  hj  "tit.  IQDer. 
of  his  secretariBB.  and  he  announoed 
that  the  President  had  apiM-oved  and 
signed  the  foUowlng  acts: 

On  August  10.  19M: 

S.  1344.  An  act  retotlng  to  the  renewal  of 
star-route  and  screen  Ttfilcle  seiiice  con- 
tracts; 

S.  2408.  An  act  to  amend  the  Ifarchant 
Marine  Act,  IMA.  to  prorkle  a  national  de- 
fense reserve  oi  tankers  and  to  promote  tha 
construction  of  new  tankers,  and  for  other 
purposes: 

S.  2846.  An  act  to  amend  certain  provi- 
sions of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  as  amend- 
ed, the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  as 
amended,  the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of  19S9, 
and  the  Investment  Company  Act  at  1940: 

S.  2804.  An  act  to  approve  an  amendatory 
repayment  contract  negotiated  with  the 
North  Unit  Irrigation  District,  to  authorice 
construction  of  Haystack  Reservoir  on  the 
Deschutes  Federal  reclamation  project,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

S.  3458.  An  act  to  authorise  the  long-term 
time  chartering  of  tankers  and  the  construc- 
tion of  tankers  by  the  Secretary  at  the  Navy, 
and  for  other  ptirpoees: 

S.  3683.  An  act  to  amend  the  Dtotrlct  of 
Coliunbla  Credit  Unions  Act;  and 

S.  3609.  An   act   granting   the   consent   of 
Congress  to  a  compact  entered  into  by  the 
States  of  Loutotona  and  Texas  and  relating 
to  the  waters  of  the  Sabine  River. 
On  August  13.  1954: 

S.  3713.  An  act  to  give  effect  to  the  Inter- 
national Convention  for  the  High  Seas  Fish- 
eries of  the  North  Pacific  Ocean,  signed  at 
Tokyo.  May  9,  1963,  and  for  other  pvuix)ses. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer.  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  follow- 
ing bills  and  joint  resolution  of  the 
Senate: 

S.  154.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Pantelas; 

S.  232.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hugo  Kern: 

S.  546.  An  act  to  authorize  payment  for 
losses  siistalned  by  owners  of  welto  in  the 
vicinity  of  Cold  Brook  Dam  by  reason  of  the 
lowermg  of  the  level  of  water  in  such  welto 
as  a  result  of  the  construction  of  Cold  Brook 
Dam: 

S.  1306.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Leonard 
Hungerford; 

S.  1706.  An  act  to  provide  for  taxation  by 
the  State  of  Wyoming  of  certain  property 
located  within  the  confines  of  Grand  Teton 
National  Park,  and  for  other  purposes: 

S.  1845.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Ian 
Yung -Cheng  Hu; 

S.  1904.  An  act  for  the  reltof  of  OttUie 
Theresa  Workmann; 

S.  1959.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Anne- 
marle  Namlas; 

S.  2456.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Martin 
Genuth; 

S  2461.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Berta  HeU- 
mlch; 

S.  2958.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ida  Relss- 
muller  and  Johnny  Damon  Eugene  Reiss- 
muller; 

S.  3028.  An  act  to  reqidre  the  Postmaster 
General  to  reimburse  postmasters  of  discon- 
tinued post  offices  for  equipment  owned  by 
the  postmaster: 

S.  3095.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Helen 
6tn-k; 

S.  3393.  An  act  authorizing  the  Adminis- 
trator of  Veterans'  Affairs  to  convey  certain 
property  to  Milwaukee  County,  Wto.;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  183.  Joint  resolution  to  extend 
greetings  to  the  Gold  Coast  and  Nigeria. 


The  measage  alao  announced  that  the 
House  had  pa— ed  the  bUl  (8.  3233)  to 
amend  the  Iferefaant  Marine  Act.  1936. 
to  provide  permanent  leglalatkn  for  the 
transportation  of  a  substantial  portion 
of  waterbome  cargoes  in  United  SUtes- 
flag  vessels,  with  an  amendment,  in 
which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  message  further  aimounced  that 
the  House  had  insisted  upon  its  amend- 
ment to  the  bill  (8.  3482)  to  amend  the 
District  of  Columbia  Unemployment 
Compensation  Act,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, disagreed  to  by  the  Setiate;  agreed 
to  the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Talu.  Mr. 
KxAura.  and  Mr.  Tkacoi  were  appointed 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  disagreed  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  2263)  to 
authorize  the  Postmaster  General  to  re- 
adjust the  compensation  of  holders  of 
contracts  for  the  performance  of  mail- 
messenger  service;  asked  a  conference 
with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr. 
Reks  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Biothzll,  and  Mr. 
MxrwKAT  of  Tennessee  were  appointed 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the 
conference. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R  3S'U)  for  the  reUef  of  Arthur  8. 
Rosichan. 

The  message  also  annoimced  that  the 
House  had  disagreed  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7886)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Cecil  Norton 
Broy;  asked  a  conference  with  the  Sen- 
ate on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Jonas  of 
Illinois,  lifr.  Bokoick,  and  Mr.  FoutcsTka 
were  appointed  managers  on  the  part  of 
the  House  at  the  conference. 

The  message  fih-ther  announced  that 
the  House  had  severally  agreed  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  follow- 
ing bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  1S14.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clint 
Lewto; 

H.  R.  1797.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  to  the  State  of  Okla- 
homa for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  Eastern 
Oklahoma  Agricultural  and  Mechanical  Col- 
lege at  WUburton,  Okla.,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: 

H.  R.  1912.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hayik 
(Jlralr)  Vartiyan.  Annemarie  Vartiyan,  and 
Susanig  Armenuhi  Vartiyan; 

H.  R.  3000.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Ninilchlk  Hos- 
pital Assoctotion.  of  NinUchik.  Alaska,  for 
the  use  as  a  hospital  site  and  related  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  3010.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Alaska  Evan- 
gelization Society,  of  Levelock,  Alaska,  for 
missionary  purposes: 

H.  R.  3013.  An  act  to  authorise  the  sale  of 
certain  public  lancta  in  Alaska  to  the  A'nska 
CouncU  at  Boy  Scouts  of  America  for  a 
campsite  and  other  public  purpoees; 

H.  R.  3014.  An  act  to  authorise  the  sale  of 
certain  public  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Com- 
munity dob  of  Chugiak.  Alaska; 


H.  R.  1015.  An  act  to  aotKorlM  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  Uofi!.  H.  TunMr 
of  Wards  Oove.  Alaska;  * 

H.  R.  3094.  An  act  for  the  rdlef  of  Fkank 
I*.  Peyton; 

H.  R.  3645.  An  act  for  the  reUsT  of  Donald 
James  Darmody; 

H.  R.  3791.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  bthsr 
E.  EUlcott; 

H.  R.  3881.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Uxu. 
Rosaline  Spagnola; 

H.  R.  3008.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Isthsr 
Smith; 

H.  R.  3SS4.  An  act  to  authortee  tbe  sale  oC 
certain  public  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Turn- 
again  Arm  Community  Club  of  Aaeboraga. 
Alaska: 

H.  R.  6455.  An  act  to  create  a  National 
Monument  Oommlsston.  and  for  otiMr  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  6950.  An  act  to  authorln  the  sale  o( 
cerUin  land  In  Aladu  to  the  Baptist  Mid- 
Missions,  an  Ohio  nonprofit  oorporatlon.  for 
use  as  a  chiu-ch  site: 

H.  R.  7290.  An  act  to  authorias  an  ap- 
propriation for  the  construction  of  certain 
public-echool  facilities  on  the  Klamath  In- 
dian Reservation  at  Chlloquln.  Greg.; 

H.  R.  8030.  An  act  authorising  the  transfer 
ot  certain  propeity  of  the  United  States  Oov- 
ernment (m  Klamath  County.  Oreg.)  to  the 
SUte  of  Oregon;  and 

H.  R.8138.  An  act  to  amend  section  1069 
of  the  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Oo- 
lumbU  relating  to  attachment  proceedii^s. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  severally  agreed  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  follow- 
ing bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  370.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  control 
and  extinguishment  of  outcrop  and  under- 
ground fires  in  coal  f  onnatlons.  and  for  other 
purposes: 

H.  R.  3615.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Julio 
Mercado  Toledo; 

H.  R.  3815.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Floyd 
C.  Barber; 

H.  R.4118.  An  act  to  authorias  the  prepa- 
ration of  rolto  of  persons  of  Tt»<tt»»  laiood 
whose  ancestors  were  members  of  («rtain 
tribes  or  bands  in  the  State  <rf  Oregon,  and 
to  provide  for  per  capita  distribution  of  funds 
artoing  from  certain  Judgments  In  favor  of 
such  tribes  or  bands; 

H.  R.  5003.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Dorothy  J.  WiUlanu.  widow  of  Melvin  Ed- 
ward Williams: 

H.R.6814.  An  act  to  facUltate  the  ac- 
quisition of  non-Federal  land  within  areaa 
of  the  National  Park  System,  and  for  other 
purpoees: 

H.  R.  7045.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Dr.  Mar- 
clano  Outterres,  I^.  Amparo  G.  Joaquin 
Gutierrez,  and  their  children,  Rosenda,  Re- 
becca. Raymundo.  and  Mardano.  and  Mrs. 
Brlglda  de  Outlerres;    and 

H.  R.  8915.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  consolidate  the  Police  Court 
of  the  Dtotrlct  of  Coltunbto  and  the  Munici- 
pal Court  of  the  Dtotrlct  of  Columbto.  to  be 
known  as  'The  Municipal  Cotut  of  Appeato 
for  the  District  of  Oolvunbia.'  and  for  other 
purpoees." 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  passed  a  bill  (H.  R  98M> 
to  prescribe  certain  limitations  with  re- 
spect to  outpatient  dental  care  for  vet- 
erans, in  which  it  requested  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announoed  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  to  the  concurrent  rescdvitkni 
(H.  Con.  Res.  267  >  authorizing  the  print- 
ing of  additional  copies  of  the  hearincs 
held  by  the  Joint  Committee  on  MomiB 
Energy  relative  to  the  oontrttntiaD  oC 
atomic  tatxfj  to  medicine. 
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HOVBE  BUIj  referred 

The  bfll  (H.  R.  9666)  to  preBcribe  cer- 
tain UmltatkmB  with  respeet  to  outpa- 
tient dental  care  for  veterans  was  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
C(muiiittee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wdf  are. 


SOCIAL     8BCDRITT'     AMENDMENTS 
OF  1954 

Ifir.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
merely  in  order  to  make  the  social-se- 
curity faiU  the  unfinished  business.  I 
now  more  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  ctmsideration  of  Calendar  No.  2004, 
House  bOl  9366,  amending  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  and  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code,  and  for  other  purposes.  Notice 
has  previously  been  givm  of  the  pro- 
posed consideration  of  the  bill,  and  I 
have  c<Hisulted  about  it  with  the  minor- 
ity leader.  We  shall  not  ask  to  have 
the  Senate  proceed  further  with  the  bill 
today,  after  it  has  been  made  the  im- 
flnished  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The 
bin  will  be  read  by  title  for  the  infor- 
mation of  the  Senate. 

The  Cbxkt  Clekk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  9366) 
to  amend  the  Social  Security  Act  and 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so  as  to  ex- 
tend Icoverage  under  the  old-age  and 
survivors  insurance  pr(«ram.  increase 
the  Ipeneflts  payable  thereunder,  pre- 
serve the  insurance  rights  of  disabled 
individuals,  and  increase  the  amount  of 
earnings  permitted  without  loss  of  bene- 
fits. and>for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  with  amendments. 


ORDER  FOR  CALL  OF  THE  CALEN- 
DAR. FOR  CONSIDERATION  OF 
filUS  PLACED  AT  FOOT  OF  THE 
CALENDAR 

Mr.  FERGUSON  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  B«r.  President,  be- 
fore the  Senator  from  Michigan  pro- 
ceeds with  his  remarks,  will  he  3^eld  to 
me,  to  permit  me  to  make  a  brief  an- 
nouncement? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Yes,  Mr.  President; 
provided  I  may  obtain  unanimous  con- 
sent to  do  so  without  losing  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
.  objection?  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Bfr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  state  that,  following  the  completion 
of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Mich- 
igan, it  is  my  plan  to  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  measures  which,  during 
the  call  of  the  calendar  yesterday,  were 
-  ordered  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calen- 
dar. 

I  wish  all  Senators  to  be  advised  of  the 
proposed  procedure.  Therefore.  I  de- 
sire to  say  that  I  shall  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  the  Senate  proceed  to 
consider  those  measiu-es  as  soon  as  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  completes  his 
remarks  and  as  soon  as  I  can  obtain 
zeoognition. 


Mr.  H£aQ>RICKSON.  Mr.  Preildent. 
will  the  Senator  from  Michigan  yield  to 
me,  to  permit  me  to  make  a  unanHnous- 
consent  request? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield,  provided  I 
may  obtain  unanimous  consent  to  do  so 
without  losing  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  Pre«ident. 
in  a  few  minutes  we  shall  proceed  to 
consider  the  bills  and  other  measures 
which,  during  the  call  of  the  calendar 
on  yesterday,  were  ordered  placed  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar.  If  we  were  to  call 
those  mea.sures  in  the  usual  way,  they 
would  be  called  more  or  less  at  random. 
I  have  discussed,  earlier  today,  with  the 
able  Parliamentarian  of  the  Senate  and 
the  able  and  hard-working  clerks,  the 
problem  which  arises  in  that  connection. 
They  state  that  if  the  bUls  and.  other 
measiu-es  ordered  to  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar are  called  seriatim,  instead  of  hav- 
ing to  go  from  page  to  page  of  the  cal- 
endar, back  and  forth,  it  will  be  much 
more  convenient  for  both  them  and  for 
the  Senate  itself.  I  know  it  will  be  much 
more  convenient  for  Senators  wi^o  fol- 
low the  calendar. 

I  have  discussed  this  matter  with  the 
minority  calendar  committee,  and  they 
feel  as  does  the  Parliamentarian. 

Therefore.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  when,  a  little  later 
today,  the  bills  which,  on  yesterday, 
were  ordered  placed  at  the  foot  of  the 
calendar,  are  called,  they  be  called  seria- 
tim. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  other  words. 
Mr.  President,  as  I  understand  the  re- 
quest, no  measures  will  be  added  to  those 
already  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calen- 
dar; but  the  measures  which  previously 
have  been  ordered  to  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar will  be  called  up  in  their  calen- 
dar order,  seriatim,  on  the  basis  of  the 
regiilar  proceduie  diu-ing  the  ordinary 
call  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    That  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
apologize  for  not  having  heard  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 
Will  he  please  repeat  it  briefly? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  stated  that 
I  had  discussed  with  the  clerks  at  the 
desk  and  the  Parliamentarian  the  ques- 
tion of  calling  up  in  numerical  order, 
seriatim,  the  bills  which,  on  yesterday. 
were  ordered  placed  at  the  foot  of  the 
calendar.  I  said  I  had  talked  with  the 
Senator  from  Florida,  as  a  member  of 
the  minority  calendar  committee,  about 
that  matter,  and  that  he  had  agreed 
that  it  would  be  more  convenient,  both 
for  him  and  for  the  entire  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey?  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 


ISSUANCE  OF  CONSOLIDATED  DE- 
BENTURES BY  CENTRAL  BANK  FOR 
COOPERATIVES  AND  REGIONAL 
BANKS  FOR  COOPERATIVES 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  yield  to  me  at 
this  time? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Yes,  Mr.  President; 
provided  I  may  obtain  unanimous  con- 
sent to  do  so  without  losing  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  there  Is 
at  the  desk  a  message  from  the  House 
regarding  amendments  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  Senate  bill  3487.  I  ask 
to  have  those  amendments  laid  before 
the  Senate  at  this  time.  They  have 
been  discussed  with  both  the  majority 
leader  and  the  minority  leader. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
3487)  to  authorize  the  Central  Bank  for 
Cooperatives  and  the  regional  banks  for 
cooperatives  to  issue  consolidated  de- 
bentures, and  for  other  purposes,  which 
were  on  page  3.  line  9,  strike  out  "cen- 
tral" and  insert  "Central";  and  on  page 
4,  strike  out  lines  5  through  15,  inclusive. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
authorizes  the  12  regional  banks  for  co- 
operatives and  the  Central  Bank  for  Co- 
operatives to  issue  joint  debentures. 
The  bill  as  it  was  passed  unanimously  by 
the  Senate  contained  a  provision  pro- 
hibiting the  making  of  loans  which 
could  be  used  to  expand  the  poultry  in- 
dustry. The  House  has  adopted  amend- 
ments striking  out  that  provision. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendments  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


RECLASSIFICATION  OF  DICTA- 
PHONES IN  TARIFF  ACT  OP  1930 — 
REQUEST  TO  HA\^  BILL  RE- 
TURNED BY  THE  HOUSE  OF  REP- 
RESENTATIVES 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  yield  to  me 
at  this  time? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, provided  I  may  do  so  without  los- 
ing the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  on 
yesterday,  I  was  temporarily  absent 
from  the  floor  at  the  time  when  House 
bill  8932,  Calendar  2001.  was  passed  by 
the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  the  bill  has  already 
gone  to  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
desire  to  submit  a  motion  for  reconsid- 
eration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFIC^.  The 
Chair  is  informed  that  the  regular  or- 
der would  be  to  request  that  the  House 
return  the  bill  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  move  that  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives be  requested  to  return  the 
bill  to  the  Senate. 
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Mr.  President,  let  me  state,  by  way  of 
explanation,  that  the  Representative 
from  the  Sixth  Congressional  District 
of  the  State  of  Minnesota  had  previously 
asked  me  to  object  to  the  bill  when  it 
was  reached  during  the  call  of  the  cal- 
endar. However.  I  was  unable  to  be 
present  when  that  bill  was  considered. 

I  have  discussed  this  matter  with  the 
majority  leader.  I  think  we  may  be 
able  to  work  out  the  difficulties  without 
delay. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Klinnesota  that  the 
House  be  requested  to  return  to  the 
Senate,  House  bill  8932,  to  reclassify  dic- 
taphones in  the  Tari:3  Act  of  1930.  as 
passed  on  yesterday  by  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield,  without 
losing  the  floor,  to  the  Senator  from 
Ohip.  

LABELING  OF  PACKAGES  CONTAIN- 
ING FOREIGN-PRODUCED  TROUT 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  there 
are  on  the  desk  amendments  of  the 
House  to  Senate  bill  2033.  I  ask  that 
the  amendments  be  laid  before  the 
Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
2033)  relating  to  the  labeling  of  pack- 
ages containing  foreign-produced  trout 
sold  in  the  United  States,  and  requiring 
certain  information  to  appear  on  the 
menus  of  public  eating  places  serving 
such  trout,  which  were,  on  page  1.  line  &, 
strike  out  *"(n)"  and  Insert  '"(o)";  on 
page  1.  lines  8  and  9.  strike  out  "of  this 
title";  on  page  2,  lines  10  and  11,  after 
"(2)"  strike  out  "each  part  of  the  con- 
tents of  the  package  is  contained  in  a 
wrapper"  and  insert  "if  the  package  is 
broken  while  held  for  sale,  each  unit  for 
sale  (consisting  of  one  or  more  trout)  is 
in  a  package;  and";  on  page  2,  strike 
out  line  17  over  to  and  including  line  2, 
page  3.  and  insert: 

"(b)  No  person  shall  poascas  in  a  form 
ready  for  serving  or  shall  serve  at  a  public 
eating  place  trout  produced  outside  the 
United  States.  Its  Territories,  or  possessions, 
unless  a  notice  is  displayed  prominently  and 
conspicuously  In  such  etiting  place  stating 
that  ' trout  is  served  in  this  res- 
taurant', the  blank  space  to  be  filled  with 
the  name  of  the  country  la  which  such  trout 
was  produced." 

On  page  3.  after  line  13,  insert: 
Sec.  4.  This  act  shall  take  effect  6  months 
arter  the  date  of  its  enactment. 

And  to  amend  the  title  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  relating  to  the  labeling  of  pack- 
ages containing  foreign-produced  trout 
sold  in  the  United  States,  and  requiring 
certain  information  to  appear  in  pubUc 
eating  places  serving  such  trout." 

Mr.  BRICKER.  I  move  that  the  Sen- 
ate concur  in  the  House  amendments. 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  not 
familiar  with  this  matter.  Mr.  President. 
I  wonder  if  the  Senator  will  give  me  an 
opportimity  to  confer  with  Members  on 
this  side.  > 


Mr.  BRICKER.  The  principal  amend- 
ment of  the  House  requires  that  when 
foreign-produced  trout  is  served  in  a 
restaiu^nt.  a  notice  must  be  posted,  not 
merely  that  notice  be  stated  on  the 
menu. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sen- 
ator will  give  me  a  chance  to  clear  this 
with  the  appropriate  Members  on  this 
side,  I  shall  do  so. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  I  cleared  it  with  the 
author  of  the  bill,  and  he  is  satisfled  with 
the  bill  as  amended. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Who  is  the 
author  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  BRICKER.  The  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  DworshakI. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  withdraw  his  request? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  wish  to 
protect  myself,  and  there  are  members 
of  the  committee  with  whom  I  have  not 
had  a  chance  to  confer. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  That  is  satisfactory 
to  the  committee.  The  Senate  passed 
the  bill  with  the  requirement  that  there 
be  notice  on  the  menu  that  foreign-pro- 
duced trout  was  served.  The  House 
amendment  Includes  the  requirement 
that  the  notice  be  posted  in  the  restau- 
rant.   That  is  all  there  is  to  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Will  the 
Senator  withhold  it? 

Mr.  BRICKER.     I  shall  be  happy  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Chair  understand  the  Senator  withdraws 
his  request? 

Mr.  BRICKER.  I  withdraw  the  re- 
quest, and  I  shall  take  it  up  at  a  later 
time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  We  shall 
clear  it  as  quickly  as  possible. 


TENTH  ANNIVERSARY  OF  THE  GI 
BILL  OF  RIGHTS 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  DouGUU]  may  be  permitted  to  make 
an  insertion  in  the  Rkcord,  without  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  losing  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  RscoKO  an  address  concerning  the 
10th  anniversary  of  the  GI  bill  of  rights. 
delivered  by  Mr.  Edgar  C.  Corry,  Jr.,  of 
Chicago,  m..  on  August  2  over  the  Co- 
lumbia Broadcasting  System. 

Mr.  Corry  is  well-fltted  to  assess  the 
results  of  the  GI  bill  of  rights,  for  as 
a  veterans'  leader  and  a  successful  busi- 
nessman, he  has  carefully  observed  the 
workings  of  this  legislation.  He  is  past 
national  commander  of  AMVETS — 
American  Veterans  of  World  War  n  and 
Korea — the  president  of  the  AMVETS 
National  Service  Foundation  and  vice 
president  of  the  Mathers  Stock  Car  Co. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcoso, 
as  follows: 

Tbct  or  Rkmasks  bt  Edcas  C.  Coaar.  Ja., 
Pavt  Natiomai.  COMiCAKDm  or  AlCVETS. 
AMD  PaxsmKNT  or  THE  AMVKTS  Natiokai. 
SOtVICa  FOUHDATIOW,  ON  THE  IOth  AionTXX- 
8ABT  or  THX  OI  Biu.,  Dbuvskb)  Odoi  CBS, 
Chicaoo.  AncTTST  a.  1954 
Ten  years  ago — whUe  the  guns  of  World 

V7ar  n  were  stlU  firing  in  Europe  and  Asia. 


In  the  Atlantic  and  the  Paclfle,  and  the  out- 
come of  that  global  struggle  was  in  doubt, 
the  United  States  Congress  drafted  a  bm 
unparalleled  In  history.  In  the  course  of 
one  decade,  it  affected  the  Uvea  of  more  than 
10  million  men  and  women,  aiid  stimulated 
the  economic  welfare  of  America. 

On  June  23.  1944.  President  Roosevelt 
signed  into  law  the  OI  bUI  of  righto  (more 
formally  Imown  as  Public  Law  846) .  At  that 
time  he  said,  "This  law  gives  emphatic  notice 
to  the  meh  and  women  of  our  Armed  Forces 
that  the  American  people  do  not  Intend  to 
let  them  down." 

A  new  concept  was  thus  introduced  Into 
American  thinking — help  the  veteran  help 
himself.  For  as  far  as  possible,  the  coat  of 
war  and  of  victory  was  to  be  shared  by  all 
Americans — not  Just  thoae  who  served  or 
died  in  uniform.  It  sul>stituted  the  "help- 
ing hand"  for  the  "handoxrt." 

It  is  appropriate  now— 10  years  later— to 
measure  the  results  and  the  cost  of  the 
GI  bill  of  rights. 

Under  the  OI  bill,  the  door  of  opportunity 
was  reopened  to  mUllons  in  whose  faces  it 
had  banged  shut  with  frightening  decisive- 
ness after  Pearl  Harbor.  During  the  trou- 
blesome years  since  1944,  millions  of  veteratu 
have  passed  through  this  Aoot;  some  to  ac- 
quire new  homes  or  farms,  or  to  enter  new 
businesses  made  possible  by  the  guaranteed 
loan  provisions;  some  to  receive  educational 
and  on-the-job-training  beneflto;  and  some 
merely  to  receive  readjustment  allowances 
while  seeking  a  Job. 

It  was  very  hard  for  most  veteraiu  to  re- 
adjust themselves  to  the  challenging  cir- 
cumstances confronting  them  when  they 
returned  from  the  war.  But  thanks  to  the 
OI  bill,  the  transition  period  was  measurably 
shortened,  the  absorption  of  18  million  addi- 
tional civilians  into  a  peacetime  society  was 
accomplished  with  a  minimum  of  difficulty, 
and  a  threatened  depreaalon  turned  into 
prosperity. 

How  dlilerent  from  the  aftermath  of  for- 
mer wars.  If  you  came  back  then  In  one 
piece  you  were  on  your  own — go  pick  up 
the  shreds  of  life  by  yourself — If  you  had 
a  family  to  support  in  the  meantime,  well, 
it  was  Just  your  tough  luck.  If  you  hadn't 
been  able  to  learn  a  peacetime  trade,  or 
hadn't  finished  your  schooling,  or  had  Uttls 
actual  Job  experience,  well— you  were  a 
tough-luck  Charlie.  Vast  numbers  of  odd- 
Job  drifters  and  unemployed  were  taken  for 
granted  as  a  necessary  price  of  war. 

This  time  America  faced  facto.  Almost 
a  wliole  generation  of  our  youth  had  been 
put  Into  uniform.  Tou  cant  t\im  loose  18 
million  young  men  from  whom  you  have 
taken  the  4  most  crucial  years  of  their  life — 
you  can't  Just  tiirn  them  loose  without 
wrecking  a  large  percentage  of  them,  and 
thereby  inviting  national  economic  disaster. 
Our  Congress  evolved  a  way  of  assisting  the 
OI  to  become  integrated  into  the  business 
and  community  life  of  this  country. 

As  a  past  national  commander  of 
AMVETS — and  as  president  of  the  board  of 
trustees  of  AMVETS  National  Service  Foun- 
dation— I  know  at  first  hand  some  of  the 
great  good  the  OI  bill  has  accomplished. 
The  basic  intent  of  the  law — the  restoration, 
of  opportunities  lost  through  no  fault  of 
one's  own.  likewise  was  one  of  the  motivat- 
ing reasotu  for  the  establishment  of 
AMVETS — the  only  V7orld  War  H  veterans 
organization  chartered  by  Congress.  To 
help  fulfill  this  objective,  the  AMVETS  Serv- 
ice Foundation  was  created  In  1M8. 

The  help  the  veterans  needed  as  conceived 
by  Congress  fell  into  three  categories:  edu- 
cation, readjxistment  allowances,  and  finan- 
cial loans. 

Nearly  8  nUUion  World  War  n  veterans 
obtained  education  and  training  under  the 
GI  bill— that's  one  out  of  every  two  vet- 
erans. Some  finished  high  acbool,  oOkSBS 
entered  colleges  and  post-graduate  sKfcouia. 
StiU  others  received  business  eduoaxaoB  la 
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as  on-tlM-Job  training  and 
Mora  than  %^  mU- 
to  tmda  and  Tpeaikmal  aclinola. 
fl<  all  thi—  *■■*»"«»«§  banallta  was 
•14)6  tmifoa.  tovt  tbm  oountry  la  racing 
•  zteb  iwwacd.  In  tbat  lavaatemit.  Btnoa  tbe 
draft  law  vaa  ana«tad  In  IMO,  tbe  ArmMl 
Itanaa  liava  baan  cJiannollng  mucti  of  our 
foutti  awaf  from  ooUegaa  and  TiniTnattica, 
tout  BlBoa  IMi,  the  OX  blU  baa  baan  fijllng 
tba  Tacandca  ao  eraatad.  wtth  Tetarana. 
Srary  laral  of  education  and  training  baa 
boomed  under  the  Impact. 

TbM  OX  educational  beneflta  bave  helped 
boUd  oar  xaaacTOlr  of  trained  manpower  in 
fldda  of  endeavar  ranging  from  atomic 
pliprtea  to  alrplana  mecbanlca — from  medl- 
elne  to  tbe  mlnlatry.  It  baa  aaaured  ttaat 
tbe  pKodnettflty  of  our  land  will  continue 
high  beoauae  of  new  spedallate  In  agricul- 
ture and  animal  huabandry.  It  baa  ralaed 
tba  education  lerel  of  tbe  entire  country  and 
Ukewlae  baa  ralaed  the  national  Income  level. , 
A  Oenaua  Bureau  surrey  rtlHcloeea  that  from 
1M7  to  1952.  tbe  median  Income  of  the  vet- 
eran has  ahot  up  40  percent  while  during  the 
aame  period  the  nonveteran  group  has  gone 
iq>  only  10  paa«ent.  The  Oenaua  Bureau  fur- 
ther repoeta  "the  higher  Incomee  at  these 
vetenne  may  leOeet  the  combined  inHnfttMHn 
of  the  Inereaae  In  work  experience  and 
faltftiar  level  of  educatkm  which  vetcrana 
have  aehleved  tm  compared  with  nonvet- 
arana."  The  net  result  la  that  th?  veterans 
Who  have  had  OI  training  will  be  paying  ap- 
proximately gl  billion  more  each  year  In 
Vaderal  income  tax.  Within  the  next  14 
yeara,  tbeee  aame  veterana  alone  will  pay  off 
the  entire  coet  of  this  program. 

Tbe  sernmd  category  of  help  which  Con- 
devtaed  waa  the  readjustment  allow- 
pragram  which  permitted  allowmncea 
of  tSO  a  week  fan>a  maximum  of  52  we^s 
tor  veterans  seeking  a  Job.  For  thoee  mil- 
lions who  were  aeplrtng  their  first  Job,  and 
who  now  had  families  and  dependente.  the 
attoatlon  waa  exeeedlni^  grim.  Theydldnt 
want  to  be  on  relief,  nearly  8  million  vet- 
erana received  some  readjustment  payments. 
bat  to  show  you  what  stuff  these  guys  were 
made  of,  only  10  percent  drew  thtir  full 
beaettta.  The  average  OI  had  his  new  Job  In 
hand  In  6  weeks.  Tbe  readjustment  aUow- 
anoe  program  was  (tften  viciously  attacked 
and  ridiculed  during  Its  first  2  years  of  op- 
eration. It  was  nicknamed  the  62-20  club 
with  the  Implication  that  everybody  would 
take  a  tree  ride  on  the  Ctovemment,  would 
wait  until  they  had  drawn  their  full  $1,040. 
before  they  even  started  looking  for  a  job. 
Well,  the  boys  proved  the  cynics  were  wrong 
In  a  Mg  way.  and  that  the  faith  Congress 
had  In  them  waa  well  justified.  And.  by 
the  way,  that  $3)4  blUlon  spent  on  them  was 
Immertlatriy  pimiped  back  Into  circulation— 
It  went  for  food,  clothing,  and  rent.  With 
a  perspective  now  of  10  years.  It  can  be  safely 
aald  that  the  readjustment  allowance  pro- 
gram which  ended  In  1949  amply  fulfilled  the 
need  for  which  It  had  l>een  created. 

The  third  major  category  of  opportunities 
was  the  OX  loan.  Under  this  provision,  the 
veteran  was  given  the  right  to  borrow  money 
for  which  he  had  to  pay  Interest  at  4  or  4>4 
percent.  With  a  guaranty  by  the  United 
States  Oovemment.  over  three  million  vet- 
erana acquired  a  home  for  themselves  and 
their  famlllee.  When  a  man  becomes  a 
homeowner,  he  becomes  an  Important  and 
stable  membei  of  his  community.  Tou  will 
be  Interested  In  knowing  that  923)4  billion 
were  borrowed  from  banks,  insurance  com- 
panlea,  building  and  loan  aaaoclaUons  and 
other  lending  InstltutUms.  What  kind  of 
homes  did  thcee  veterans  buy?  Sixty  per- 
cent of  all  the  homes  acquired  were  In  the 
910,000  to  915,000  bracket.  Sach  home  pur- 
chased or  bmit  added  strength  to  Its  com- 
munity, and  provided  an  additional  source 
of  tax  revenue.  The  veteran's  need  for  hous- 
ing spurred  a  gigantic  building  boom,  and 


the  avallablUty  of  credit  thus  fumiahed. 
stimulated  a  multlbinion  dollar  ezchAnge  of 
money. 

Ifnch  can  be  said  for  the  other  types  of 
loana  guaranteed  by  the  OI  bill — alicta  m 
biisliieai  and  farm  loans.  Tliere  are  thou- 
sands of  siKcesa  stories  emerging  from  mod- 
eat  beginnings  aided  by  small  biislnesB  loans 
guaranteed  by  the  Govenunent  In  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $4,000.  More  than  50  percent 
of  the  one-half  billion  dollars  of  these  loans 
have  been  repaid  In  full.  Now  that  Is  such 
a  terrific  fact,  that  I'm  going  to  repeat  it 
again — more  than  one-half  of  all  the  biiel- 
ness  loans  have  been  repaid  in  full.  How's 
that  for  ability,  integrity  and  drive? 

Many  were  fearful  that  the  veteran  was 
being  saddled  with  a  financial  burden  that 
would  result  in  wholesale  bankruptcy  and 
create  national  chaos.  The  facts  prove  that 
the  veteran  has  been  an  exceptionally  sound 
financial  risk.  Over  $3  bUUon  have  been 
reiMdd  In  full.  The  total  defaults  on  all 
loans  have  been  less  than  1  percent  of  the 
funds  borrowed  by  veterans.  Many  cynics 
anticipating  a  very  high  default  rate  on  the 
Oovemment  guaranteed  loans  believed  that 
the  American  taxpayer  would  be  the  big 
loeer  when  these  defaults  were  absoitoed  by 
the  Oovemment.  That  less  than  1  percent 
of  defaults  I  mentioned  amazed  not  only 
the  cynics,  but  the  hopeful  endorsers  of  the 
OI  bill.  In  actuality,  the  Government  re- 
ceived an  additional  source  of  tax  revenue 
fnxD  all  the  Individuals,  businesses  atnd  in- 
dustries which  proilted  and  proeperad  as  a 
result  of  this  multiblllion  dollar  spending. 
Has  the  task  undertaken  by  Congress  in 
1944  been  completed?  In  part  yes,  and  In 
part  no.  In  part  yes,  because  as  t  said, 
the  readjustment  allowances  were  termi- 
nated In  1949,  and  no  new  applicaftts  for 
education  and  training  benefits  are  being 
accepted.  The  only  major  benefit  still  in 
fcMTce  today  is  tbe  GI  loan.  Its  deadline  is 
1957.  The  VA  has  done  a  monumental  and 
praiseworthy  Job  in  processing  and  admin- 
istering all  these  many  benefits  for  tl»  able- 
bodied  as  well  as  its  vast  work  in  the  medi- 
cal field  for  the  disabled. 

In  part  no.  because  the  problem  of  lend- 
ing a  helping  hand  to  those  who  need  It 
never  ceases.  AMVETS  and  its  service 
foimdatlon  were  established  for  the  pwrpose 
of  helping  the  veteran  help  himself,  and  to 
repay  in  what  small  way  we  can.  the  moral 
debt  we  owe  to  the  widows  and  orphans  of 
our  partners  in  combat.  To  acompli^  this, 
we  have  maintained  a  staff  of  national  serv- 
ice officers  and  VA  accredited  representa- 
tives who  counsel,  free  of  cost,  with  the 
veteran,  acquainting  him  with  his  rights  and 
assisting  him  in  the  complicated  medhanlcs 
of  obtaining  tbem. 

Another  illustration  of  the  work  of  the 
AMVSTS  service  foundation  is  the  annual 
4-year  college  scholarship  given  to  6  de- 
serving high-school  students  whose  fathers 
died  in  combat,  or  were  totally  diaabled. 
These  students,  carefully  tested  by  tbe  Na- 
tional Association  of  Secondary  School  Prin- 
cipals, receive  tbe  stun  of  $2,000  prorated  by 
semesters.  By  the  way.  they  are  setting  a 
terrific  pace  in  college. 

The  annual  AMVETS  Christmas  party  pro- 
vides homeless  orphans  throughout  tbe  Na- 
tion with  a  real  Christmas  complete  with 
toys,  individual  gifts,  and  a  TV  set  or  radio- 
phonograph  for  tbe  orphanages  in  which 
they  live.  Right  now — let  me  thank  all  of 
you  whose  generous  donations  have  helped 
us  carry  out  such  programs. 

American  generosity  has  given  much  to 
those  who  bore  the  brunt  of  battle.  The 
10th  anniversary  of  the  GI  bill  heralds  an 
enriched  America  whose  heroic  soldiera  have 
become  Its  most  devoted  citizens,  its  local. 
State,  and  national  leaders.  That  bljl  was 
a  humane  as  well  as  a  sound  businvs  in- 
vestment made  In  the  youth  and,  therefore, 
the  future  of  America. 


THE    RIGHT    OF    CLERGYMEN    TO 
SPEAK  AND  ACT  | 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  make  available  to  the  M^nbers  of 
Congress  a  resolution  adopt^  earlier 
this  year  by  the  executive  coiQmittee  of 
the  Chiirch  Federation  of  Greater  Chi- 
cago on  The  Right  of  Clerglymen  To 
Speak  and  Act. 

At  a  time  when  loose  charges  are  made 
against  many  religious  leaders^  It  seems 
appropriate  to  direct  attention  to  this 
strong  aflOrmation  by  the  Chicago 
Church  Federation  of  its  unequivocal 
opposition  to  communism,  its  forthright 
support  of  the  right  and  duty  Of  clergy- 
men to  speak  and  act  on  the  urgent 
problems  of  our  time,  and  its  oonvictlon 
that  reforms  should  be  made  In  con- 
gressional investigating  procedures. 

Those  of  us  who  have  been  advocating 
such  reforms  In  Investigating  procedures, 
as  in  my  joint  resolution.  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  137,  or  the  Kefauvtr  resolu- 
tion. Senate  Resolution  256,  of  which  I 
am  a  cospwnsor,  T7elcome  this  support. 
We  also  hope  that  the  Sengte  Rules 
Committee,  which  is  now  considering 
these  proposals,  will  give  he«e^  to  the 
growing  public  feeling  and  conscietM:e 
which  this  resolution  reflects. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  res- 
olution of  the  Church  Federation  be 
printed  in  the  Rbcord. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Record,  as  follows:  ] 

REsoLtmoi*  or  thi;  Chukch  Pzd^satioiv  or 
Gkkatkk  Chicago 

THr    RIGHT    or    CLERCTMEN    TO    SPXAK    AND    ACT 

Resolved:  As  Christians  and  leaders  of  our 
churches  we  are  unequivocally  c|>p08ed  to 
communism.  Its  materialistic  phlloeophy  Is 
a  denial  of  the  reality  of  God  in  whom  we 
believe.  Its  ruthless  totalitarian  methods 
violate  the  Christian  doctrine  ctf  love  as 
taught  by  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ.  The  baaic 
premises  of  the  Communist  doctrine  of  per- 
sonality and  human  relationships,  and  of  tbe 
social,  economic,  and  political  organization 
of  society,  are  false.  They  are  antithetical 
to  democracy. 

Week  after  week  and  year  ^ter  year 
throughout  all  of  their  ministries  tnore  than 
2.000  clergymen  of  all  faltiis  in  Greater  Clil- 
cago  have  by  their  teaching  and  their  lives 
witnessed  to  these  truths,  as  those  who  know 
the  minds  of  ministers  and  who  attend  the 
services  of  the  churches  regularly  would 
gladly  testify. 

However,  in  our  opinion,  the  Issue  as 
drawn  by  those  who  are  currently  attacking 
the  clergy  is  not  the  issue  of  co»imunlsm. 
nor  the  investigation  of  treachery.  We  fa- 
vor every  proper  legal  procedure  to  enforce 
the  law  against  treasonable  acts  or  incite- 
ments, whether  committed  by  clergymen  or 
others. 

What  then  is  the  Issue?  It  Is  Whether  or 
not  clergymen  have  the  right  to  tpeak  and 
act  in  applying  the  Christian  faith  to  the 
urgent  moral  and  social  problems  of  our 
age. 

Clergymen  have  a  duty  imposed  on  tbem 
by  their  churches  and  God  to  be  concerned 
about  social  conditions  which  in  their  best 
Judgment  violate  the  moral  order  which 
God  has  revealed  through  Jesus  Christ. 

Clergymen  have  the  obligatioii  to  pro- 
claim the  eternal  truths  which  Inhere  in 
the  nature  of  God's  universe,  and  to  make 
these  truths  relevant  to  the  relationships 
of  men  to  men  as  well  as  of  mea  to  Ood. 

Yet  ministers,  teachers,  and  other  dti- 
aens  concerned  about  racial,  social,  and  eco- 
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nomlc  disorder  and  Injustices  In  society  or 
tbe  realisation  of  peace  have  too  often  been 
smeared  with  the  accusation  of  communism. 
A  principal  foundation  stone  of  freedom  In 
America  is  religious  Uberty.  We  sbaU  never 
surrender  that  freedom. 

We  denounce  the  false  charges  that  have 
been  made  against  the  clergy  of  all  faiths, 
educators,  and  other  leaders. 

We  urge  that  the  congressional  accusers 
bring  their  charges  In  courts  of  law  where 
the  accused  can  be  given  a  fair  trial  by 
accepted  Judicial  procedure. 

We  call  for  tbe  reform  of  congressional 
and  Senate  investigating  committee  proce- 
dure so  that  innocent  men  will  not  have 
their  reputations  blacker.ed  by  star-cham- 
ber proceedings  which  imitate  the  methods 
of  communism  and  fascism. 

These  are  tbe  real  issues.  As  clergymen 
responsible  to  Ood  and  our  churches  we  de- 
clare that  we  shall  endeavor  to  proclaim 
the  word  of  Ood  about  the  vital  Issues  of 
human  life. 

We  shall  not  be  Inttmldated  by  false 
charges  of  communism  or  conmaunistic  sym- 
pathizing leveled  by  thoce  who  seek  to  si- 
lence the  clergy. 

We  make  this  declaration  in  humility  and 
with  gratitude  for  tbe  fre<Hlom  and  privilege 
of  our  American  heritage.  We  pledge  our- 
selves to  uphold  tbe  spL'-ltual  integrity  of 
this  heritage  and  we  uige  all  Americans 
to  dedicate  themselves  to  this  ptupoee. 


A  NATION  SECURE— TODAY  AND 
TOMORROW 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  for 
some  years  we  expanded  our  military 
forces.  The  enlargement  has  drawn  in- 
to the  services  the  sons  end  daughters  of 
families  throughout  thf>  land.  One  of 
the  effects  of  this  situation  has  been  to 
make  our  people,  more  than  ever  before, 
conscious  of  the  perilouf  times  in  which 
we  live.  They  do  not  know  whether 
there  is  peace  or  war  behind  the  ever- 
threatening  clouds.  No  generation  since 
1815  has  been  so  troubled  with  fear  for 
the  safety  of  our  homeland.  From  the 
questions  we  hear  In  ev€  ry  -quarter  It  is 
clear  that  there  is  deep  anxiety  over  the 
state  of  our  national  defense.  Confused 
by  the  babble  of  contradictory  and 
alarming  pronouncements  by  the  unin- 
formed, our  people  seek  assurance  that 
the  Nation  Is  reasonably  secure  against 
attack.  They  want  to  know  what  poli- 
cies the  administration  has  developed  to 
guide  the  military  in  varous  contingen- 
cies. They  want  to  knoK  what  our  pro- 
gram is,  what  it  costs,  and  how  effective 
it  is  likely  to  be  in  meeting  such  chal- 
lenges as  world  events  may  thrust  upon 
us. 

It  is  my  piuiMse  today  to  answer  these 
questions,  to  explain  why  we  had  to  make 
a  reappraisal  of  our  military  require- 
ments, to  dispel  some  of  the  misconcep- 
tions that  have  grown  up  around  the 
term  New  Look,  and  to  present  in  some 
detail  the  specific  prog^-ams  we  have 
developed  for  the  common  defense.  I 
think  I  can  show  that,  behind  the  smog 
of  words  which  has  all  but  smothered  our 
achievements  over  the  piist  18  months, 
we  do  have  a  comprehensive  military 
program,  at  a  price  the  national  economy 
can  afford,  and  capable  of  defending  our 
homeland  and  supporting  our  policies 
abroad. 

When  the  Republican  Administration 
and  the  83d  Congress  took  office  in  Jan- 
uary 1953,  the  Nation  was  at  a  critical 


stage  in  its  defense  program.  The  stale- 
mate in  Korea  was  still  pending  and  the 
weekly  casualty  lists  of  young  men  were 
coming  in.  We  had  no  assurance  that 
increased  fighting  would  not  be  resimied. 
Our  rearmament  program  still  continued 
strong  because  we  had  no  way  of 
knowing  whether  Korea  was  merely  a 
limited  war  or  the  beginning  of  a 
global  war  which  would  require  the  high- 
est level  of  miUtary  preparedness.  Our 
military  spending,  which  totaled  $11.9 
billion  in  the  fiscal  year  1950,  was  pro- 
jected by  the  outgoing  administration  at 
$50  bilUon  for  the  fiscal  year  1953.  Mili- 
tary manpower  had  increased  from 
1,460,000  in  June  1950,  to  3,555,000  by 
June,  1953.  Defense  treaties  had  been 
concluded  with  some  39  nations,  thus  ex- 
tending our  commitments  around  the 
world.^ 

And  yet  all  was  not  well  with  our  Mil- 
itary Establishment.  There  had  been 
critical  shortages  of  ammunition  and 
other  suppUes.  Our  military  planning 
moved  from  crisis  to  crisis  on  a  stop  and 
start  basis  because  the  national  goal  was 
not  clear.  We  were  constantly  seeking 
to  meet  some  peak  year  of  calculated 
danger.  And  in  our  rapid-fire  buildup, 
we  rarely  paused  to  appraise  the  situa- 
tion, to  eliminate  the  enormous  waste,  or 
to  note  the  cost  and  disruption  to  our 
economy. 

Then  the  situation  changed  again,  and 
on  July  27.  1953,  the  Korean  truce  was 
signed,  thus  ending  the  fighting  in  which 
the  United  SUtes  suffered  142.126  in 
total  casualties.  By  this  time,  too.  the 
military  preparedness  of  our  allies  in  the 
North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization  had 
become  more  effective.  In  Korea,  the 
defense  forces  of  the  Republic  became 
stronger  through  the  training  and  equip- 
ment of  its  own  divisions.  And  we  had 
reached  a  point  in  the  growth  of  our  Mil- 
itary Establishment  where  prudence  in- 
dicated the  necessity  of  a  balance  be- 
tween maximum  military  strength  and 
the  capacity  to  bear  the  load  without  im- 
paring  the  health  and  solvency  of  the 
national  economy.  It  became  clear  to 
all  who  were  concerned  with  the  problem 
that  we  were  going  to  have  to  devise  a 
new  program  to  meet  the  long  pull  if 
we  hoped  to  counterbalance  the  Soviet 
calculations  which  contemplate  a  whole 
historical  era. 

In  these  circumstances  a  fresh  ap- 
praisal of  our  situation  was  clearly  called 
for.  Moreover,  it  was  a  natural  desire 
for  the  new  Republican  administration 
to  want  to  make  its  own  interpretation 
of  the  basic  requirements  for  the  na- 
tional defense  in  the  light  of  rapidly 
changing  circumstances.  We  wanted  to 
evaluate  the  commitments  that  had  been 
made,  and  to  calculate  the  risks  we  faced 
in  the  light  of  the  best  military  intelU- 
gence  on  the  intentions  and  capabiUties 
of  the  Soviet  Union.  We  wanted  to  find 
up-to-date  answers  on  three  main  ques- 
tions: What  are  our  requirements?  Do 
we  have  the  capabilities  to  meet  these 
requirements?  And  can  we  meet  them 
at  a  lessened  rather  than  increased  cost 
over  the  indefinite  future? 

BdUTAST    rLAXftrata    DZFXKDS    XTPOM    MATIOIfAL 
FOUCT 

Military  planning  is  only  one  factor 
In  our  total  policy  for  national  security. 


Traditionally,  war  Is  r^arded  as  "an 
Instrument  of  national  policy" — ^not  to  be 
used  unless  all  other  methods  fail  in  the 
conduct  of  peaceful  international  rela- 
tions. As  far  as  the  United  States  Is 
concerned,  it  is  to  be  used  only  when 
and  if  war  is  forced  upon  us  by  enemy 
aggression.  I  want  to  repeat  that  state- 
ment: It  Is  to  be  used  only  when  and 
if  war  Is  forced  upon  us  by  enemy  ag- 
gression. 

This  is  more  than  ever  true  today 
when  the  possibility  of  attack  and  coun- 
terattack with  hydrogen  bombs  could 
result  only  in  the  mutual  destruction  of 
the  participants.  But  It  Is  also  more 
than  ever  true  because  the  Communists 
have  devised  so  many  different  ways  of 
committing  aggression  that  we  must  be 
prepared  to  deal  with  each  type  whether 
it  is  primarily  political,  economic,  mili- 
tary, or  psychological  In  fact,  during 
a  cold-war  period  the  battle  for  men's 
minds  is  on  the  spiritual,  moral,  and  the 
diplomatic  f  nmts.  Spiritual  values  based 
upon  the  concepts  of  Christianity  and 
representative  democracy,  emphasizing 
the  innate  worth  of  each  man  and  of 
his  right  to  freedom  and  liberty — these 
are  the  real  weapons  for  winning  victory 
in  an  ideological  conflict.  We  firmly  be- 
lieve that  given  a  fair  opportunity  to 
choose,  men  everywhere  will  take  free- 
dom as  against  slavery.  Much  of  our 
foreign  policy  today  is  designed  to  see 
that  men  have  this  fair  opportunity  to 
choose  between  freedom  and  slavery. 

But  we  must  be  prepared  not  only  for 
the  cold  war  which  the  Communists  in- 
stigated by  anti-American  and  anti- 
representative-govemment  propaganda, 
but  also  for  a  period  of  half-war-haif- 
peace.  during  which  the  techniques  of 
war-by-satellite  or  war-by-revolution, 
may  again  and  again  be  attempted  in 
order  to  extend  the  boundu'Ies  of  com- 
munism. Beyond  that,  we  must  be  ready 
for  total  war,  if  war  is  forced  upon  us. 

We  must  be  prepared  for  these  wars- 
by-satellites  or  wars-by-revolution. 

The  primary  objects  of  our  national 
policy  are  twofold:  to  prevent  war,  and 
to  bring  about  conditions  that  will  es- 
tablish a  peaceful  atmosphere  of  faith 
and  confidence.  To  achieve  these  ob- 
jectives we  use  a  variety  of  methods — 
political,  psychological,  economic,  and 
military.  The  military,  it  will  be  ob- 
served, is  only  one  element  interlocked 
with  others  in  a  complex  pattern  of  de- 
fense. It  was  never  Intended  by  respon- 
sible planning  officials  that  our  program 
should  be  interpreted  as  consisting  of 
only  one  particular  element,  much  less 
only  a  part  of  one  element  such  as  "mas- 
sive retaliation."  Yet  some  of  our  critics 
are  trying  to  mislead  the  public  by  such 
absurd  charges. 

We  know  that  battles  are  not  lost  alone 
on  the  field  of  combat;  and  we  have 
take;n  steps  to  make  sure  that  no  battles 
are  lost  by  armchair  generals  or  type- 
writer machine  guns  here  In  Washington. 

Since  the  end  of  the  Korean  war  a 
profoimd  study  of  defense  policies  has 
been  made.  The  President,  the  National 
Security  Council,  the  State  Department, 
the  Defense  Department,  and  Congress 
have  all  had  an  active  hand  in  It.  We 
have  to  outline  the  strategy  of  defense 
before   calculating   the   appropriations 
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forapecUlc  purposes  and  parte  of  it.  As 
tttaixmBn  of  tbe  Senate  SuboommiUee 
on  imttary  Approia'Iatioiis  I  know  bow 
liard  and  carefully  we  have  worked  on 
this  problem. 

tt  la  interesking  to  obsCTve  that  the 
National  fiecuri^  Oouncil  met  during 
fhe  i^rafvious  administration  20  times  in 
IWO.  34  times  in  1951.  and  17  times  in 
1962;  whereas  durins  the  present  ad- 
ministration it  met  51  times  In  1953, 
and  29  times  in  the  first  half  of  1954. 
In  fact,  durins  the  first  year  and  a  half 
of  the  present  administration  69  meet- 
taigs  were  held,  out  of  a  total  of  193  meet- 
ings of  the  National  Security  Council 
Bfnee  the  beglxming  of  the  Oouncil  in 
September  1947. 

Hie  aetians  taken  at  those  meetings 
were,  in  the  present  administration,  399, 
as  conpared  with  a  total  of  Council  ac- 
ttoos  in  the  7  years  the  Council  has  been 
in  ezistenoe  of  1,095. 

These  figures  show  the  tremendous 
wnptuuris  given  by  the  present  admin- 
IstraUon  to  the  work  of  tlM  National  8e- 
cnrity  Cooncil  and  aD  aspecte  of  the 
Battenal-eectnity  policy. 

Now  that  our  program  has  been  cnrs- 
talUMd  in  sise  and  shi^w  by  the  passage 
of  the  1955  military  and  related  budgets, 
we  know  where  we  are  headed,  but  our 
plans  are  flexible  and  if  evento  disprove 
any  of  the  assumptions  on  which  our 
esttanates  wore  based,  we  can  and  will 
of  neeessity  make  adjustmento  to  the 
new  ecmditions. 

"mW  LOOK"  AS  APPUXD  TO  KIUrABT 


You  will  notice  that  I  have  chosen 
to  speak  of  our  present  military  poUcy 
and  program  rather  than  to  use  the 
term  New  Look  which  has  become  so 
widely  current.  It  has.  indeed,  become 
a  sort  of  catchall  phrase  which  means 
many  things  to  many  people,  and  hardly 
anything  to  others.  I  have  purposely 
refrained  from  using  New  Look  because 
some  who  have  done  so  have  made  the 
mistake  of  taking  a  part  for  the  whole. 
Sometimes  they  have  taken  several  parts. 
And  again  they  have  used  the  words  as 
a  labd  to  describe  everything  that  has 
a  military  aspect.  If  we  are  to  under- 
staxMl  the  elements  of  our  military  policy 
and  program — and  they  must  be  pretty 
definite  for  we  have  appropriated  more 
than  $29  billion  for  the  military  budget 
this  year— then  we  wouM  certainly  do 
well  at  the  beginning  to  make  sure  that 
we  agree  on  otir  terminology  and  that 
our  purpose  is  not  to  confuse  the  issues 
by  indulging  in  a  war  of  words. 

The  use  of  New  LocA  to  describe  our 
military  policy  has  grown  up  like  Topey, 
and  has  gained  such  popular  acceptance 
that  I  do  not  expect  others  will  suddenly 
abandon  this  phrase  merely  because  I 
have  chosen  to  speak  as  I  do.  But  I  do 
think  that  a  few  words  about  the  term 
may  provide  perspective  and  prevent 
some  mistakes  about  it,  particularly  on 
the  part  of  those  who  neglect  the  forest 
in  favor  of  kmking  at  1  or  2  trees. 

It  became  apparent  very  soon  after 
New  Look  hit  the  headlines  that  our 
civilian  officials  and  military  planners 
were  disinclined  to  accept  the  term  as 
being  explanatory  of  the  situation  with 
Which  they  were  dealing.    When  Presi- 


dent Elsenhower,  on  April  30, 1953..  called 
attrition  to  the  "crazy  quilt  of  promises, 
oommitmoats.  and  contracts."  with 
which  the  administration  was  confronted 
when  it  took  ofiSce.  he  said  that  we  must 
have  "a  completely  new,  fresh  look"  at 
this  condition.  He  was  referring  to  a 
simple  appraisal  and  to  the  need  for 
bringing  the  fiscal  situation  into  "some 
kind  of  realistic  focus."  But  ovfr  and 
above  this,  his  main  purpose  was  to  bring 
out  that  "a  true  posture  of  defense  is 
composed  of  three  factors — spiritual, 
military,  and  economic." — White  House 
Press  Release.  April  30.  1953. 

Nor  did  Secretary  of  Defense  Charles 
E.  Wilson  say  anything  that  woulti  tend 
to  convey  the  impression  that  the  New 
Look  was  a  partial  term  or  that  it  could 
be  used  indiscriminately.  When  he  ap- 
peared before  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  May  19,  1953 — that  was 
the  first  hearing  before  my  subcommit- 
tee on  the  defense  bill — to  testify  on  the 
military  budget,  he  said: 

During  tbe  Bummer  and  fall  of  19S3,  it  is 
pUumed  to  take  a  new  look  at  the  entire 
defense  picture.  This  will  involve  an  inten- 
sive and  detailed  study  by  the  newly  desig- 
nated Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff.  They  wQl  con- 
alder  all  aspects  of  defense — strateglo  plans. 
forces,  missions,  weapons,  readiness  levels 
and  mobilization  reserves,  both  stockpiles  of 
material  and  capacity  to  produce.  Tils  will 
provide  the  basis  for  the  fiscal  year  1955 
budget.  The  current  force  plans  are  lubject 
to  whatever  cliange  may  be  indicated  fcy  this 
forthcoming  re\-lew.  (Hearings  befdre  the 
subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations, United  States  Senate,  83d  Cong., 
1st  seas.,  on  H.  R.  5909,  Department  of  De- 
fense Appropriations  for  1954.    Pp.  e-H.) 

By  December  1953,  when  Adm.  Arthur 
W.  Radford  spoke  before  the  National 
Press  Club  In  Washington  (December  14, 
1953),  he  sought  to  make  clear  that: 

The  new  look  really  is  not  the  first  such 
review  of  military  requirements.  The  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  since  their  inception  have 
continuously  reviewed  security  probletns  and 
requirements.  Actually,  the  new  look  is  new 
in  only  two  respects.  Rrst.  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  StadCr.  who  are  making  It,  are  newly  ap- 
pointed. 

Second,  and  more  Important,  our  current 
review  la  based  on  a  guiding  precept  that  is 
significantly  different.  Our  new  look  pre- 
pares for  the  long  pull,  not  a  year  of  crisis. 
(Address  by  Adm.  Arthur  W.  Radford,  Chair- 
man of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  to  the  Na- 
tional Press  Club,  Washington,  D.  C,  Decem- 
ber 14.  1963.  The  New  York  Times,  Dec.  15, 
1963.) 

In  spite  of  these  clear  explanations 
with  r^ard  to  the  nature  of  the  military 
planning  process,  we  have  been  favored 
With  a  number  of  articles  which  seem  to 
imply  that  the  new  lot*  military  policy 
means  I  or  2  of  several  different  things, 
such  as  cutting  the  military  budfet  or 
bringing  home  2  divisions  from  Korea — 
it  depends  on  who  is  speaki-'g  as  to  how 
it  is  described — or  not  consulting  with 
our  allies;  or  not  consulting  with  Con- 
gress; or  starting  a  big  war  to  stop  a  lit- 
tle war;  or  cutting  ground  troops;  or  em- 
phasizing alrpower  too  much;  or  not  em- 
phasizing airpower  enough:  and  lo  on, 
down  the  long  line  of  such  ideas. 

The  term  came  to  be  so  needlessly 
abused  that,  finally,  at  a  press  confer- 
ence on  March  18, 1954,  President  Eisen- 
hower said  he  did  not  like  the  expression 


"New  Look"  because  it  did  not  mean  much 
to  him— that  what  we  were  really  trying 
to  do  was  to  "keep  abreast  of  latest  de- 
velopments by  planning  to  employ  new 
weapons  and  new  tactics"  and  that  "we 
are  striving  our  best  to  meet  the  grave 
responsibilities  that  are  plated  upon 
people  whose  job  is  to  protect  this  coun- 
try"— transcript  of  presidential  press 
conference  with  comment  on  i<etaliation 
to  aggression,  the  New  Yoric  Times, 
March  18,  1954. 

The  main  thing  wrong  with  those  who 
abused  the  term  'New  Look"  is  that  they 
tried  to  imply  either  that  we  have  some 
fatal  weakness  in  oiu*  defense  policies, 
or  that  we  have  no  understandable  de- 
fense prorgam  at  all.  Both  of  these  im- 
plications are  false. 

In  a  moment  I  intend  to  show  conclu- 
sively that  we  do  have  a  well-rounded 
military  policy  and  program  which  is 
carefully  and  wisely  meshed  with  our 
foreign  policies  and  with  all  other  ele- 
ments bearing  on  our  security. 

THz  MoviTDXB  MATusx  OF  oxTK  paKraazxu«s8a 

CONCKPTS 

The  course  that  has  been  charted  by 
the  Government  to  prevent  war  and 
achieve  peace  is  made  up  of  a  number 
of  guiding  lines.  During  a  cold  war 
period,  or  for  any  period  short  of  a  shoot- 
ing war,  fencing  with  the  enemy  is  done 
by  diplomatic,  economic,  and  psycholog- 
ical means. 

Communism  has  brought  Into  the 
world  a  new  meaning  to  this  cold-war 
period,  or  this  period  which  is  short  of 
a  shooting  war.  Therefore,  we  must 
have  a  new  approach  and  a  new  policy. 

As  we  meet  the  aggressively  purpose- 
ful will  of  the  enemy,  we  ate  in  the 
parrying  and  thrusting  stages  of  a  con- 
flict that  is  taking  place  In  the  unpre- 
dictable realm  of  political  decision. 
Prom  the  variety  of  means  available  for 
implementing  our  policy  in  this  cold  war, 
we  may  give  priority  first  to  one  method 
and  then  to  another,  depending  upon 
how  we  decide  to  exercise  our  Initiative. 
Nor  do  we  wish,  at  such  a  time,  to  give 
the  enemy  a  complete  blueprint  of  what 
we  plan  to  do  and  how  we  plan  to  do  it. 

I  think  we  courageously  provided  on 
the  floor  today  one  of  our  instruments  in 
this  cold  war. 

But  the  broad  outlines  of  oUr  intent 
must  be  made  plain  to  the  whole  world — 
that  while  we  intend  to  seek  the  solution 
of  international  problems  at  the  coimcil 
table,  we  are  determined  to  Withstand 
aggression  by  force  if  absolutely  neces- 
sary. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  all-important  that 
not  only  those  who  would  destroy  our 
way  of  life,  but  all  peoples  of  the  world, 
should  know  that  while  we  intend  to  seek 
the  solution  of  international  problems  at 
the  counsel  table,  we  are  detennined  to 
withstand  aggression  by  force,  if  ab- 
solutely necessary. 

My  purpose  here  is  to  present  our  of- 
ficial policy,  as  I  understand  it.  in  terms 
of  some  eight  elements  into  which  I  be- 
lieve it  can  be  divided : 

First.  Our  long-term  security  pro- 
gram; 

Second.  The  mutual  system  of  de- 
fense; 
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Third.  Our  plans  for  preventing  war 
by  deterring  aggressioQ; 

Fourth.  Readiness  for  both  global  or 
small  wars; 

Fifth.  The  use  of  new  weapons  sys- 
tems; 

Sixth,  Strengthening  cur  continental 
defense; 

Seventh.  The  continuing  reorganiza- 
tion  of  the  Department  of  Defense  in  the 
interest  of  economy  and  elDclency ;  and 

Eighth.  The  constant  review  of  policy 
to  meet  ctianging  conditions. 

om  LONG-nsM  sacuuiT  paocaAic 

Our  present  program  is  based  upon  a 
recognition  of  the  fact  th:it  communism 
is  a  threat  to  the  free  world  for  an  in- 
definite period  of  time  in  tlie  future.  Al- 
though the  military  forces  of  the  Soviet- 
bloc  nations  cast  their  tlireatening 
shadow  over  the  western  democracies, 
this  warmaking  capacity  is  only  one  of 
the  means  used  by  the  Communist  lead- 
ers to  force  compliance  with  their  world 
revolutionary  ideology.  With  great 
patience  they  are  willing  to  use  internal 
subversion,  war-by-satellite,  hate-stir- 
ring propaganda,  or  any  other  economic 
or  political  dei'ice  wlilch  will  gain  their 
object  without  a  fighting  war.  using  their 
own  troops.  They  seem  ^villlng  to  take 
10,  40,  or  100  years  to  oonQuer  the  world. 

Mr.  President,  1938  was  100  years  from 
the  manifesto  of  Karl  Marx,  which  is  the 
heart  of  communism.  So  they  go  on  to 
win  their  point. 

As  Secretary  of  Stat;  Dulles  has 
pointed  out,  "•  •  •  the  threat  is  virtual- 
ly unlimited  so  far  as  time-  is  concerned. 
Soviet  communism  operates  not  in  terms 
of  an  individual  lifetime  so  that  the 
threat  will  end  with  someone's  death.  It 
operates  in  terms  of  what  Lenin  and 
Stalin  called  'an  entire  historical  era'  "— 
hearings  before  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations.  United  States  Senate. 
83d  Congress,  Sd  session,  March  19  and 
April  14.  1954. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  very  important. 
Both  Lenin  and  Stalin  are  dead,  but 
communism  did  not  stop,  because  It  is 
unlimited  so  far  as  they  {i.re  concerned 
and  so  far  as  time  is  concerned. 

It  has  taken  us  a  little  while  to  come 
to  this  conclusion.  Senators  will  recall 
that  after  World  War  D.  the  United 
States  in  accordance  witli  past  tradi- 
tions demobilized  its  military  establish- 
ment. We  had  h(H)ed  that  international 
disputes  could  be  settled  largely  through 
the  United  Nations,  and  although  we 
had  a  monopoly  of  atomic  weapons  in 
1946.  we  took  the  Initiative  in  proposing 
an  effective  system  for  the  international 
control  of  atomic  energy. 

America  wants  peace  not  only  at 
home,  but  all  over  the  world.  It  soon 
became  apparent,  however,  that  the  So- 
viet Union  was  committed,  not  to  the 
Idea  of  cooperating  with  other  nations 
in  the  settlement  of  difficult  problems, 
but  to  a  deliberate  course  of  action  de- 
signed to  obstruct  progre&i  toward  dis- 
armament. 

Mr.  President,  an  an^lysL>  of  the  whole 
situation  for  the  past  dectide  since  the 
end  of  the  war  must  convince  those  who 
look  at  the  question  that  this  is  true. 
At  the  same  time  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  was  en- 
gaged in  building  up  its  military  forces 


to  a  point  far  in  excess  of  that  re- 
quired for  purely  defensive  purposes. 
Meanwhile,  in  the  10-year  period  be- 
tween 1939  and  1949.  the  Soviet  Union 
revealed  its  predatory  nature  by  expand- 
ing its  territory  from  8,176,000  square 
miles,  with  a  population  of  170,467.000, 
to  13.415,660  square  miles  with  a  total 
population  of  752,878.000— background 
information  on  the  Soviet  Union  in  in- 
ternational relations  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs  pursuant  to 
House  Resolution  206,  House  Report  No. 
3135,  81st  Congress,  2d  session,  1950. 

But  the  men  in  the  Kremlin  still  were 
not  satisfied.  They  reached  out  far  be- 
yond their  own  boundaries  to  sponsor 
armed  Communist  aggression  against 
the  Republic  of  Korea  in  June  1950. 

I  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate, 
in  a  speech  I  made  on  the  floor,  to  the 
fact  that  I  believed  at  that  time — and 
I  am  more  convinced  of  it  every  day — 
that  it  was  Communist  aggression  wliich 
moved  into  Korea  on  June  25, 1950.  The 
same  was  true  in  Indochina. 

By  ttiis  time  the  United  States  had 
come  full  swing  from  partial  disarma- 
ment after  World  War  n  to  the  neces- 
sity for  rearmament,  not  only  to  fight 
aggression  in  Korea,  but  also  for  pre- 
paredness to  win  another  global  war  if 
one  were  laimched  by  the  Communists. 

The  unlimited  time  element  in  the  So- 
viet strategy  for  conquest,  plus  the  fact 
that  atomic  weapons  allow  us  little  or 
no  time  to  prepare  for  a  future  war, 
mean  that  we  must  maintain  a  strong 
military  posture  for  an  indefinite  period. 
Our  preparations  must  be  adequate,  but 
they  must  also  be  realistically  related 
to  maintaining  a  healthy  economy. 

When  Stalin  was  head  of  the  Commu- 
nist conspiracy  he  let  it  be  known  to  the 
people  of  Russia  and  to  all  other  people 
throughout  the  world  that  he  believed 
America  and  the  other  nations  which 
believed  in  representative  government 
would  destroy  themselves  in  their  pre- 
paredness programs. 

We  would  simply  be  playing  the  game 
of  the  Communists  if  we  were  to  indulge 
in  military  expenditures  to  the  point  of 
economic  collapse.  Nor  would  such  a 
course  guarantee  peace.  Military  pre- 
I>aredness  is  not  equal  to  the  amount  of 
money  spent.  We  might  draft  twice  as 
many  men.  and  in  the  absence  of  war. 
unnecessary  personnel  would  have  been 
withdrawn  from  productive  civilian  ac- 
tivities wlilch  are  also  necessary  to  na- 
tional strength.     We  cannot  forget  that. 

We  must  tiave  a  firm  core  of  trained 
military  manpower,  active  and  reserve, 
the  best  available  weapons,  a  strong  pro- 
ductive base,  and  a  stockpile  of  strategic 
materials. 

The  hearts  of  the  American  people, 
who  believe  in  freedom,  must  remain 
strong  and  true.  That  is  the  first  re- 
quirement of  defense.  What  is  our  man- 
power thinking?  What  is  the  real  and 
true  inspiration  of  their  souls? 

The  essential  element  of  a  long-term 
preparedness  program  is  qui^  conver- 
sion from  partial  to  total  mobilization 
of  all  the  requisites  for  carrying  on  a 
war.  Tills  long-term  program  must  also 
include  the  capability  to  deliver  a  mas- 
sive retaliatory  blow  with  nuclear  weap- 


ons, which  Is  the  great  deterrent  to  gen- 
eral war,  and  ttie  great  means  of  win- 
ning such  a  general  war  if  it  stiould  come, 
and  steps  to  protect  this  capabiUty  in 
the  homeland  and  abroad  fnmi  destruc- 
tion by  enemy  attack,  as  well  as  pro- 
tect the  mobilization  base  of  the  civilian 
population. 

Being  militarily  prepared  to  win  a  war 
that  we  hope  to  prevent  is  complicated 
by  an  unlcnown  factor — the  enemy's 
plans  and  the  timing  of  a  possible  attack. 
I  know  it  is  miK;h  tiarder  because  of  those 
two  f£u;tors. 

In  recognizing  the  long-term  nature 
of  our  security  program,  therefore,  we 
realize  that  our  degree  of  preparedness 
depends  uF>on  a  continuous  and  accurate 
analysis  of  tbe  size  and  nature  of  the 
Communist  threat  realistically  projected 
into  the  future.  We  are  fully  aware  that 
at  any  given  moment  our  state  of  readi- 
ness must  be  sufBciently  adequate  to 
meet  tliis  threat  regardless  of  the  cost 
or  the  sacrifices  which  that  might  entail, 
rax  mmrAL  ststkk  or  oarmmmm 

Another  pillar  that  supports  our  de- 
fense structure  is  the  mutual  system  of 
defense  that  has  sprung  up  among  the 
free  countries  banded  together  against 
aggression.  Separately,  each  natlan 
does  not  have  sufllcient  resources  to 
withstand  the  nibbling  tactics  at  com- 
munism, but  when  their  strmgth  is 
combined,  it  can  be  great  enough  to  turn 
back  the  would-be  conquerors. 

Our  present  poUcy  and  program  call 
for  continuing  and  strengthening  the 
mutually  agreed  upon  arrangements 
which  were  a  result  of  bipartisan  action 
by  the  Congress.  In  addition  to  the 
commitments  involved  in  extending  eco- 
nomic, military,  and  technical  assist- 
ance, the  United  States  has  concluded 
defense  treaties  with  some  39  nations. 
The  Inter-American  Treaty  of  Recip- 
rocal Assistance — the  Rio  Pact  be- 
tween 21  nations  of  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere— provides  ttiat  an  armed  attack 
against  any  one  of  these  states  will  be 
considered  as  an  attack  against  all.  The 
14  nations  allied  by  the  North  Atlabtie 
Treaty  have  made  a  similar  pledge.  The 
treaty  between  the  United  States.  New 
Zealand,  and  Australia  declares  that  an 
armed  attack  on  any  one  of  the  three 
will  be  considered  dangerous  to  peace 
and  safety.  We  are  now  exploring  the 
possibility  of  another  regional  security 
agreement  to  protect  the  stability  of 
southeast  Asia.  And  in  addition  to 
these  regional  alliances,  the  United 
States  has  mutual,  defense  pledges  with 
the  Pliillppine  Republic,  Japan,  and  the 
Republic  of  Korea. 

We  have  reviewed  all  these  arrange- 
ments to  see  what  effect  they  would  have 
on  our  defense  planning.  Obviously, 
they  are  of  mutual  advantage.  The 
United  States  is  enabled  to  tiave  bases 
abroad;  our  aUies  are  assiu^  of  eco- 
nomic and  military  assistance;  and  each 
Nation  can  contribute  its  share  toward 
total  defense  requirements  of  the  free 
world  according  to  its  capacity.  On  tbe 
one  hand,  the  treaties  serve  notice  on  a 
potential  aggressor  of  the  intent  of  these 
nations  to  combat  imperialism:  on  tb* 
other,  they  indicate  to  our  own  planninc 
ofBcials  the  necessity  lor  a  flcxihir.  I 
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mtllteiT  force  which  Is  capaUe  of  bein^ 
sumxuted  bj-men.  wei^xms.  and  suiwlles 
in  macy  far-flung  areas  throughout  the 
world. 

Mutual  security  arrangonents  look  to- 
ward the  building  up  of  indigenous  mili- 
tary strength,  helped  by  United  States 
logisUc  support,  military  training  and 
military  defense  support,  plus,  if  neces- 
mry.  United  States  mobile  forces  and  the 
available  forces  of  U.  N.  or  other  regional 
agreements  countries. 

nrnnNO  AOcaxssioN  and  thx  capacitt  pos 

MASSIVX  aXTAUATIOK 

The  United  States  will  not  start  a  war, 
nor  does  it  consider  a  third  world  war  in- 
eritable,  but  if  an  enemy  launches  an  ag- 
gressive attack,  we  will  be  prepared  and 
have  the  capacity  to  retaliate  with  dev- 
astating force.  Now  the  enemy  .knows 
exactly  what  he  can  expect  if  he  starts  a 
war.  Apparently  the  aggressors  who 
started  the  two  world  wars  thought  that 
we  would  not  fight,  and  so  they  embarked 
upon  a  course  which  they  assumed  they 
could  get  away  with.  It  was  the  same  in 
Korea  when  the  Communists  concluded 
from  Secretary  of  State  Acheson's 
speeches  that  America  would  not  act 
against  aggression  In  Korea.  Had  all 
these  aggressors  appreciated  the-  firm 
determination  of  the  United  States  and 
of  her  allies  to  resist  attacks  upon  oiu:  re- 
publican institutione,  they  might  not 
have  started  the  wars  in  the  first  place. 
Because  we  are  determined  to  head  off  a 
war  bef  mre  it  ever  gets  started,  because 
we  do  not  want  enemy  leaders  to  make 
this  same  mistake  again,  we  are  calling 
their  attention  to  our  determination  to 
resist  aggression  and  to  participate  in 
the  enforcement  of  peace. 

I  think,  Mr.  President,  it  is  very  im- 
portant that  we  do  not  mislead  the 
enony  by  smne  of  the  things  we  jsay 
and  do;  but  rather,  that  we  inust  advise 
them  so  that  they  will  know  that  we 
are  calling  their  attention  to  our  deter- 
mination to  resist  aggression  and  to  par- 
ticipate in  the  enforcement  of  peace.  It 
is  not  as  a  threat.  Mr.  President,  but  Just 
a  matter  of  advising  them  what  the 
facts  are. 

When  President  Eisenhower  spoke  be- 
fore the  United  Nations  on  December  8, 
1953,  calling  for  a  pool  of  atomic  power 
for  peace,  he  called  attention  to  the 
devastation — ^indeed  the  utter  ruin — 
that  could  be  expected  to  result  from 
atomic  warfare,  and  he  stated  that  "no 
sane  member  of  the  himian  race  could 
discover  victory  in  such  desolation." 
Firmly  he  said  that: 

Should  such  an  atomic  attack  be  launched 
against  the  United  States,  our  reactions 
would  be  swift  and  resolute.  But  for  me  to 
say  that  the  defense  capabUltles  of  the 
United  States  are  such  that  they  could  In- 
flict terrible  losses  upon  an  a^^essor  •  •  • 
all  this,  while  fact.  Is  not  the  true  expres- 
sion of  the  purpose  and  the  hope  of  the 
United  States  •  •  •  My  country  wants  to 
be  conatructive.  not  destructive.  It  wants 
agreements,  not  war,  among  nations  [and| 
Is  Instantly  prepared  to  meet  privately  with 
such'  other  coimtrles  as  may  be  "princi- 
pally Involved"  to  seek  "an  acceptable  solu- 
tion" to  the  atomic  armaments  race  which 
overshadows  not  only  the  peace,  but  the  very 
life,  of  the  world  •  •  •  The  United  States 
knows  that  if  the  fearful  trend  of  atomic 
military    build-up    can    be    reversed,    this 


greatest  of  destructive  forces  can  be  devel- 
oped Into  a  great  boon,  for  the  benefit  of  all 
mankind.  (Department  of  State  P\A>llca- 
tlon  No.  6314.  pp.  1-14.) 

The  existence  of  our  Strategle  Air 
Command,  and  of  its  network  of  for- 
ward bases  overseas  does  not  mean  that 
this  is  the  only  method  we  have  of  meet- 
ing enemy  agression.  Nor  does  it  mean 
that  we  would  overshoot  a  target  Inr  us- 
ing an  atomic  bomb  where  a  hand  gren- 
ade might  sufBce.  It  does  not  mean 
that  we  would  instantly  start  a  tiajor 
mihtary  operation  in  ordor  to  deal  with 
some  minor  skirmish.  Nor  does  it  mean 
that  we  shall  ever  ignore  our  treaty 
partners.  We  shall  naturally  consult 
with  our  allies  where  collective  defense 
requires  collective  action  because  we 
want  them  to  know  we  shall  not  ignore 
our  treaties.  And  the  President  has 
been  explicit  regarding  his  intention  to 
consult  with  the  Congress  in  matters 
relating  to  the  role  of  the  legislature  in 
providing  for  the  common  defense  and 
in  making  any  declaration  of  war. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  as  it  should  be. 

I  think  the  misconceptions  that  have 
grown  up  around  this  point  should  be 
dispelled  by  the  testimony  of  Secretary 
of  State  Dulles  before  the  Senate  For- 
eign Relations  Committee  on  Maroh  19. 
1954.  I  heard  his  remarks,  and  they 
were  impressive.    He  said: 

What  I  have  said  has  often  been  misc|uoted 
as  a  policy  of  Instant  retaliation.  I  never 
have  said  that  there  was  a  policy  of  Ittstant 
retaliation.  I  said  we  should  have  the 
capacity  to  retaliate  Instantly,  and  I  believe 
that  then,  the  decision  as  to  when  and  how 
to  use  that  capacity  is  made  through  the 
ordinary   processes    of   government.  •    •   • 

To  apply  this  deterrent  principle  the  free 
world  must  maintain  and  be  prepared  to  use 
effective  means  Xa  make  aggressloa  too 
costly  to  be  tempting.  (Hearings  before  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  U.  S.  Sen- 
ate, 83d  Cong.^  2d  sess..  Mar.  19  and  Ayr.  14, 
1»&4.) 

There  are  many  ways  to  retaliate,  as 
Secretary  Dulles  testified,  and  the  main 
thing  is  to  have  mobility  in  ord^r  to 
have — 


•   •   •  Wh 


a  large  measure  of  choice  •  •  •  ivhlch 
[would]  force  a  potential  aggressor  to  worry 
as  to  where  and  how  the  attack  will  be. 

To  say  that  we  depend  primarily  upon 
a  capacity  to  retaliate  certainly  does  not 
mean  that  we  depend  solely,  only,  or 
exclusively  on  this  method.  Admiral 
Radford  has  assured  us  that — 

Our  planning  does  not  subscribe  to  the 
thinking  that  the  ability  to  deliver  massive 
atomic  retaliation  is,  by  itself,  adequate  to 
meet  aU  our  security  needs.  It  is  not  correct 
to  say  we  are  relying  exclusively  oa  one 
weapon,  or  one  service,  or  that  we  are  antici- 
pating one  kind  of  war.  I  believe  that  this 
Nation  could  be  a  prisoner  of  its  own  military 
posture  If  It  had  no  capability,  other  than 
one  to  deliver  a  massive  atomic  attack. 

Although  we  cannot  guarantee  that 
this  deterrent  principle  will  be  foolproof 
in  the  future,  certainly  it  has  worked  to 
prevent  a  major  war  thus  far.  And  even 
now  that  the  Soviet  Union  has  devetoped 
atomic  bombs  and  the  means  of  deliv- 
ering them  to  vulnerable  western  targets, 
there  is  still  hope  that  the  discovery  of 
this  weapon  wiil  bring  peace  rather  than 


war.    I  think  It  is  well  to  ponder  a  mo- 
ment the  words  of  Winston  Churchill: 

It  may  be  •  •  •  that  when  the  advance  of 
destructive  weapons  enables  everycde  to  kill 
everybody  else  no  one  will  want  to  kill  any- 
one at  all.  At  any  rate,  it  seems  pretty  safe 
to  say  that  a  war  which  begins  by  l>oth  sides 
suffering  what  they  dread  most — and  that  is 
undoubtedly  the  case  now — is  less  likely  to 
occur  than  one  which  dangles  the  lurid  prizes 
of  former  days  before  ambitious  eyes. 
(Si>eech  in  the  House  of  Commons,  Novem- 
ber 3.  1953.) 

READINESS    FOR    BOTH    GLOBAL    OH    B14ALL    WARS 

Prior  to  the  outbreak  of  hostilities  in 
Korea,  our  military  planning  was  domi- 
nated by  the  idea  that  if  war  broke  out 
it  would  be  total  and  worldwida  Natu- 
rally, such  an  assumption  led  to  plans 
that  were  based  upon  total  rather  than 
partial  mobilization  of  our  men  and  re- 
sources. It  led  to  grave  injustice  when 
reservists  were  called  up  to  serve  in 
Korea,  after  they  had  already  fought  in 
World  War  II. 

Mr.  President,  that  was  brought  forc- 
ibly to  my  attention  when  I  spent  a 
month  in  the  Korean  theater  with  the 
Air  Force,  the  Marines,  the  Army,  and 
the  Navy.  When  one  talked  to  the  re- 
servists, he  found  that  out  very  forcibly. 

It  led  fx)  the  Nations  being  unprepared 
for  the  type  of  war  it  had  to  fight  in 
Korea. 

As  a  result,  the  United  States  under- 
took a  major  mobilization,  and  at- 
tempted to  build  up  military  strength  at 
every  possible  danger  spot  throughout 
the  world,  an  effort  that  would  inevi- 
tably involve  unbearable  expense.  At 
the  same  time,  it  did  not  give  us  the 
type  of  protection  we  needed  to  meet 
different  situations  which  might  arise. 
There  is  no  safety  in  commitments 
everywhere  and  strength  nowhere. 

Our  military  experience  in  Korea  gave 
us  a  new  measure  of  the  enemy,  indicat- 
ing that  we  would  have  to  be  prepared 
not  only  for  total  war,  but  also  for 
"brush-flre"  wars  that  might  have  to  be 
put  out  all  around  the  edge  of  the  Com- 
munist borders.  This  fact,  in  the  light 
of  the  cost  of  trying  to  bestroiig  every- 
where, emphasized  the  necessity  of  a 
strategic  re.serve  of  flexible  and  mobile 
military  forces.  It  also  meant  that  we 
would  have  to  be  prepared  to  fight  with 
conventional  weapons,  as  well  as  with 
atomic  weapons.  In  putting  out  "brush 
fires,"  we  hope  to  rely  as  much  as  pos- 
sible on  indigenous  military  strength. 
To  that  end  we  offer  to  our  allies  mili- 
tary training,  military  defense  support, 
economic  support,  and  logistic  support. 
Such  ideas  as  these  have  helped  us  in 
planning  the  size  and  shape  of  our  Mili- 
tary Establishment. 

Our  analysis  of  the  situation  indicated 
that  we  could  get  maximum  defense  at 
a  minimum  cost  over  a  long  period  of 
time  by  emphasizing  the  role  of  air 
power.  This  does  not  mean,  however. 
that  the  Air  Fijrce  is  being  built  up  "at 
the  expense  of"  the  Army  and  Navy,  as 
some  persons  have  alleged.  In  this  con- 
nection, we  must.keep  in  mind  the  fact 
that  the  planes  of  our  powerful  Air  Force 
do  not  solely  comprise  our  national  mil- 
itary air  power.  The  fast  carrier  task 
force  has  long  since  been  accepted  as 
the  core  of  the  Navy's  offensive  capabil- 


ity. Perhaps  it  should  be  emphaateed 
that  the  Navy  has  an  active  inventocy  of 
over  13,000  planes,  and  that  the  carrier- 
based  planes  are  also  fully  capabl*  of 
delivering  the  atomic  bomb.  The  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  are  in  agreenent  that 
ground  troops  are  important  and  neces- 
sary, and  would  be  required  on  a  grand 
scale  for  a  global  war  and  lor  the  full  use 
of  our  superior  atomic  wet^tons.  How- 
ever, the  Joint  Chiefs  believe  that  we 
can  maintain  effective  strength  through- 
out the  cold-war  period  without  undue 
expansion  in  the  size  of  the  military 
establishment 

It  has  always  been  difficult  to  provide 
for  a  unified,  long-term  military  man- 
power program.  Traditioiially,  as  a  re- 
public, we  have  been  reluctant  to  main- 
tain large  standing  Amaed  Forces;  and 
the  pattern  we  followed  in  all  our  past 
wars  was  to  mobilize  alter  the  war 
started,  and  to  demobiliie  as  soon  as  it 
was  over.  Now.  however.  It  appears  to 
be  essential  that  we  have  a  stabilized 
Regular  force  which  can  be  augmented. 
when  necessary,  by  strong,  trained,  and 
ready  Reserves.  The  size  of  this  total 
force  must  be  determined  by  the  func- 
tion it  is  to  perform.  It  would  be  waste- 
ful to  have  the  niunber  t(X>  large,  and 
hazardous  to  have  the  number  too  small. 
Whether  we  have  3  millioii  or  3%  mil- 
lion men  in  the  Regular  forces,  it  would 
still  be  necessary  to  call  up  the  Reserves 
if  a  major  war  broke  out,  and  it  would 
be  essential  that  the  Reserves  be  trained 
in  the  techniques  of  modem  warfare. 
The  administration  Is  now  working  on 
the  details  of  such  a  strong  and  equitable 
Reserve  system. 

Congress  has  given  the  Department  of 
Defense  an  area  of  discretion  in  fixing 
the  nxmibers  of  men  necessary  for  de- 
fense. The  number  may  vary  from  a  lit- 
tle over  2  miUion  to  ap  to  5  million.  At 
the  height  of  the  fighting  in  Korea  it 
went  up  to  some  3.8  million.  The  budget 
for  fiscal  1955  calls  for  military  person- 
nel to  number  3.038.000  by  June  1055 — 
a  figure  that  is  not  so  much  lower  than 
the  peak  of  our  Korean  strength,  but 
more  than  a  million  higher  than  the 
regular  strength  which  might  suffice,  ex- 
cept for  the  enemy  threat  we  face.  It 
is  the  highest  level  of  miUtai-y  manpower 
strength  the  United  States  has  ever  im- 
dertaken  to  maintain  when  a  war  was  not 
going  on.  Three  million  is  a  planning 
figure — and  I  emphasize  the  words  "plan- 
ning figtire"— for  this  cold-war  period, 
or.  perhaps  we  should  call  it  this  period 
of  armed  peace. 

THK  USE  or   NEW  WEAPONS  STSTEMS 

One  of  the  main  factors  which  helped 
us  determine  the  size  of  a  miUtary  es- 
tablishment JkM.X.  could  be  maintained  on 
a  combat-ready,  but  standby,  basis,  was 
the  decision  to  incorporate  atomic  weap- 
ons into  the  regular  arsenal  of  the  Armed 
Forces.  Today,  we  have  not  only  stra- 
tegic weapons,  but  also  tactical  atomic 
weapons,  available  in  a  variety  of  sises 
and  types.  And  all  of  our  services — the 
Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and  the 
Marine  Corps — are  trained  and  organ- 
ized to  use  these  weapons. 

The  research  and  development  neces- 
sary to  keep  us  in  the  forefront  of  scien- 
tific achievement  have  been  emphasized 
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by  oar  1W5  military  budget.  There  wHl 
be  a  constant  effort  to  use  new  weapons 
and  new  taehniques  to  increase  the  com- 
bat effeetiveiMss  of  our  troops.  We  know 
that  atomic  weaptms  are  not  the  only 
inswer  to  all  military  problems;  we  must 
be  prepared  with  conventional  types,  as 
well,  whereyo-  they  best  suit  the  purpose. 
We  are  weD  aware  of  the  problem  of 
maintaining  the  right  balance  between 
the  weapons  we  have  on  tiand  and  the 
new  models  we  may  produce.  We  can- 
not afford  to  abandon  all  our  present 
equipment:  we  cannot  run  the  risk  of 
letting  contracts  to  build  up  stockpUes 
of  obsolete  materiel;  nor  can  we  be  so 
tempted  by  the  glamor  of  new  weapons 
and  planes  that  we  start  living  in  a 
hazy  cloud  of  blueprints.  Between  the 
old  and  the  new,  and  in  accordance  with 
the  international  situation  in  which  we 
find  ourselves,  we  hitend  to  keq?  a  real- 
istic balance. 

SnUlH  UTUXM  U(0  OUX  COKTINXirTAL  SETCMSS 

We  are  moving  to  take  whatever  steps 
are  necessary  to  strengthen  our  conti- 
nental defense  system.  During  the  past 
year,  this  is  the  problem  that  has  in- 
creased the  most  in  size  and  difficulty. 
We  kxww  that  the  enemy  has  atomic 
bombs,  has  developed  the  hydrogen 
bomb,  and  has  produced  intercontinental 
bombers  which  are  capable  of  mAUng 
devastating  attacks  on  American  cities. 
We  know  that  atomic  bombs  can  be  de- 
Uvered  to  their  targets  by  submarines 
as  well  as  by  planes,  and  we  know  the 
awful  possibilities  of  bacteriological  war- 
fare. 

The  military  problems  are  being  met 
by  Improving  our  early  warning  system, 
so  that  people  can  quickly  be  alerted  to 
the  danger  of  an  enemy  attack.  We  are 
emphasizing  the  mission  of  oiu:  fighter- 
interceptor  force  in  bringing  down  enemy 
planes  before  t^ey  reach  their  targets. 
We  have  already  made  great  strides  in 
the  development  of  antiaircraft  weapons, 
and  the  National  Guard  Is  playing  a  vital 
role  in  this  aspect  of  our  home  defense. 
We  are  also  working  on  a  coordinated 
system  of  communications,  so  that  the 
entire  country  can  be  prepared  to  cope 
with  the  problems  of  reconstruction.  In 
all  the  military  preparations  we  are  mak- 
ing to  ward  off  attack,  we  have  the  valued 
assistance  and  cooperation  of  our  Cana- 
dian neighbors  to  the  north.  They,  too 
are  threatened  with  the  common  danger. 
Many  elements  of  our  early  warning 
system  must,  of  geographic  necessity,  be 
outside  our  border,  and  located  in  and 
shared  with  Canada. 

The  nonmiUtary  problems  are  con- 
nected with  our  civil  defense  effort;  and 
this  requires  the  close  cooperation  of  all 
levels  of  govertunent — local.  State,  and 
Federal.  By  advance  planning,  we  hope 
to  make  certain  that  during  and  follow- 
ing an  enemy  attack,  the  people  as  a 
whole  will  know  what  to  do.  We  are 
working  on  plans  for  the  evacuation  of 
people  to  safer  spots  in  the  country.  If 
the  whole  life  pattern  of  a  city  is  dis- 
rupted by  bombing,  we  shall  be  faced 
with  the  problems  of  disaster  relief. 
These  are  similar  to  those  we  have  faced 
as  a  Nation  when  we  have  had  great 
floods,  or  fires,  or  epidemics.  We  shall 
have  to  provide  food,  clothing,  shelter. 


and  hospital  care  for  the  homeleM  peo- 
ple. We  shall  have  to  restore  thdr 
means  of  making  a  living.  And  we  shall 
have  to  reoonstnict  our  prodoctive  econ- 
omy, so  the  war  can  be  carried  to  the 
enemy. 

The  problems  of  civil  defense  take  on 
a  different  amect^  depending  upon 
whether  they  occur  before,  during,  or 
after  an  attack.  We  are  now  in  a  period 
before  an  attack,  which  we  are  doing  our 
best  to  prevent  The  most  important 
advance  we  can  make  at  this  time  is  to 
awaken  the  people  to  the  danger,  ao 
that,  as  citisois.  they  will  aeek  the  edu- 
cation which  Is  necessary  if  they  are  to 
be  prepared  to  meet  the  problems  which 
may  arise  in  the  future. 
ouRiLMUUfu  KsoaoAinBATioir  or  tbx 


In  June  1953  President  Eisenhower'a 
plan  for  the  reorganlation  of  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  became  effective, 
and  since  that  time  we  have  had  a  bet- 
ter basis  for  bringing  about  civilian  con- 
trol, effectiveness  with  economy,  and 
the  devel(vment  of  the  best  possiblo 
military  plans. 

During  the  past  year  Secretary  of  De- 
fense WUson  has  devoted  himself  to  the 
task  of  managing  our  military  affairs 
on  a  more  economical  basis.  Certain 
unwieldy  boards  have  been  abolished 
and  a  streamlined  administration  has 
been  set  up  In  the  Office  of  the  Secre- 
tary. In  accordance  with  the  Presi- 
dent's plan,  new  arrangements  for  effi- 
ciency in  administration  are  also  being 
worked  out  for  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and 
the  Air  Force.  Our  new  officials  have 
been  bringing  about  economy  by  better 
planning,  better  programing,  and  better 
operations. 

The  Jomt  Chiefs  of  Staff  have  had  the 
responsibility  for  planning  the  size  and 
kind  of  mihtary  forces  and  weapons 
needed  for  our  probable  future  needs. 
They  came  to  agreement  on  the  force 
levels  before  the  miUtary  budget  was  pre- 
sented to  the  Congress  this  year. 

Economy  in  programing  is  an  aim  of 
the  entire  team  of  mihtary  and  cl'^lian 
officials  in  the  Department.  It  means 
that  they  are  giving  careful  examination 
to  working  out  the  proper  balance  of 
all  the  component  parts  of  a  military  pro- 
gram— ^manpower,  materiel,  and  con- 
struction requirements. 

By  better  operations,  our  defense  team 
has  been  aUe  to  cut  down  on  waste  and 
inefficiency  wherever  they  have  been 
found.  To  achieve  economy  by  this 
method  requires  the  cooperation  of  every 
member  of  the  armed  services  in  a  day- 
by-day  effort  to  save  money. 

This  Improved  organization  and  in- 
creased efficiency  and  economy  of  opera- 
tion have  already  produced  real  results. 
Additional  improvements  may  be  ex- 
pected in  the  future,  particularly  from 
the  work  of  the  Hoover  Commission  on 
Organization  of  the  Executive  Branch  of 
Government.  As  a  member  of  that  Com- 
mission. I  know  of  the  studies  it  has 
underway  into  various  phases  of  the  ac- 
tivities of  the  Department  of  Defense. 

WHAT   TKK  •UDOKT    PBOVIDCS    HI   TSSIU   Of 
lOUXABT  SnUfGTH 

Definite  form  has  been  given  to  the 
Military  Establishment  with  the  passage 
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of  tlie  budget  for  flaeal  year  1955.  The 
total  imiroprlatlon  of  $28,800,125,486. 
when  added  to  the  latest  estimate  of  the 
carryover  of  $55  bUlion  from  previous 
approiMiattona,  will  make  a  total  of  $83.8 
hllllon  available  for  expenditure  in  our 
MOltaJT  Establishment.  The  estimate 
for  1955  expenditures,  however,  is  only 
$36  bUlkm— Which  la  about  $4  billion 
less  than  the  $40.2  bUlion  expended  for 
fiscal  1954 — hearings  before  the  sub- 
committee of  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. United  States  Senate,  83d 
Congress.  2d  session,  on  H.  R.  8873 ;  De- 
partment of  Defense  appropriations  for 
1955. 

From  the  $28.8  bUlion  which  we  have 
Just  appropriated  for  the  coming  year, 
$7,619,066,986  is  for  the  Army;  (9.712.- 
823,500  is  for  the  Navy;  and  $10,927,930,- 
000  i&  for  the  Air  Force.  In  addition, 
the  Congress  is  now  working  on  a  sep- 
arate appropriation  for  military  public 
works,  the  bulk  of  which  has  been  re- 
quested for  Air  Force  projects,  which 
will  appear  before  us  in  just  a  few  days. 

These  appropriations  will  provide  the 
level  of  military  strength  that  has  been 
agreed  upon  by  the  President,  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  National  Secu- 
rity Council  and  advice  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff,  and  the  Congress.  It  Is 
a  level  that  Is  realistically  related  to  our 
military  requirements  for  security  and 
our  capacity  to  maintain  a  well-bal- 
anced economy.  Within  this  budget,  we 
shall  have  a  combat-ready  Air  Force, 
Army.  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps. 

The  Air  Force  will  have  not  only  the 
$10.9  billion  appropriated  in  new  funds, 
but  also  a  $23.8  billion  unexpended  bal- 
ance carried  over  into  fiscal  1955.  Any 
future  war  will  require  a  superior  Air 
Force  and,  indeed,  our  use  of  airpower 
as  a  deterrent  to  war  calls  for  the  utmost 
strength  in  this  arm  of  the  service.  Our 
plan  for  the  next  year  is  to  build  up  our 
Air  Force  military  personnel  from  947.- 
000  to  about  970,000.  Our  wing  strength, 
during  the  next  3  years,  is  to  be  built  up 
to  a  137-wing  structure  by  Jime  30. 1957. 
At  the  present  time  we  have  115  wings — 
having  added  12  during  the  past  year — 
and  by  June  1955  we  expect  to  have  120. 
Although  some  aircraft  have  been  elimi- 
nated from  the  143 -wing  program,  we 
did  not  cut  any  combat  unit  aircraft 
before  agreement  was  reached  on  the 
137-wing  objective.  We  expect  that  the 
new  aircraft  which  are  coming  off  the 
lines  to  replace  old  marginal  planes  will 
give  us  greater  combat  efficiency  than 
we  could  have  expected  under  our  old 
schedules.  There  will  also  be  a  buildup 
of  the  airpower  of  the  other  services. 
The  Navy  will  have  16  carrier  air  groups 
and  15  carrier  antisubmarine  warfare 
squadrons.  The  Marine  Corps  will  have 
three  air  wings,  and  the  Naval  and 
Marine  Corps  Air  Reserve  will  be 
strengthened. 

The  Army  with  its  appropriation  of 
$7.6  billion  in  new  funds  also  has  avail- 
able a  carryover  of  $16.6  billion  for  the 
coming  fiscal  year.  That  has  been  pre- 
viously appropriated,  but  not  spent. 
This  may  mean  a  possible  reduction  to  a 
minimum  of  17  divisions,  depending  on 
the  outcome  of  organizational  studies. 
but  this  is  only  3  below  the  peak  at- 
tained at  the  height  of  the  Korean  war. 


And  never  before  have  we  attempted 
to  maintain  such  large  forces  over  an 
indefinite  period  of  Ume.  The  number 
of  raiments  and  regimental  combat 
teams  will  remain  the  same — 18;  but 
there  will  be  an  increase  in  antiaircraft 
battaUons  from  117  to  122.  The  number 
of  National  Guard  divisions  will  also 
increase  from  25  to  27.  All  this  means 
that  during  the  coming  year  Army  mili- 
tary personnel  will  be  reduced  from  ap- 
proximately 1,402.000  to  1.173.000.  At 
the  same  time  our  Army  forces  will  be 
maintained  on  a  mobile,  flexible  basis 
and  in  a  high  state  of  combat  readiness. 
The  bydget  for  the  Navy  and  Marine 
Corps — $9.7  billion  plus  $14.3  billion  in 
carryover  funds— is  to  be  used  to  im- 
prove their  combat  strength.  The  plan 
calls  for  operating  1,080  ships  and  9.941 
aircraft.  Three  Marine  divisions  and 
3  Marine  air  wings  will  be  maintained 
in  a  high  state  of  preparedness.  New 
ships  and  aircraft  will  be  added  to  the 
Navy  to  take  the  place  of  those  that  have 
become  obsolete  since  World  War  II. 
Navy  plans  provide  for  the  construction 
of  a  new  aircraft  carrier,  5  destroyers, 
3  submarines — 2  of  which  will  be  nu- 
clear powered — 8  escort  vessels,  some 
amphibious  ships;  plus  the  conversion 
and  modernization  of  a  Midway  class 
carrier,  3  Essex  class  carriers,  and  var- 
ious radar  picket  vessels. 

CONSTANT  REVIEW   OF  POLICY  TO    MEET  CfiANC- 
ING    CONDITIONS 

The  President,  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff,  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the 
Secretary  of  State — all  our  planning  offi- 
cials emphasize  the  point  that  our  pres- 
ent military  policy  and  program  are 
based  on  the  facts  as  we  see  them  today 
and  as  far  into  the  future  as  we  can  pro- 
ject them  realistically.  We  have  today 
something  new  in  the  relationship  of 
man  to  man — not  a  national  enemy — or 
group  of  nations  but  an  international 
enemy  who  owes  his  loyalty  to  a  con- 
splrational  concept  with  incidental  geo- 
graphical roots. 

Napoleon  is  reputed  to  have  said  that 
a  revolution  is  an  idea  that  has  found 
bayonets,  and  the  bayonets  today  are  in 
the  hands  of  a  group  of  propagandized 
malcontents  who  can  start  a  revolution 
anywhere  on  the  face  of  the  globe.  They 
are  armed  with  more  than  bayonets,  Mr. 
President.    We  know  their  strength. 

In  a  program  as  vast  as  ours  there  is 
always  the  opportunity  for  critics  to  pick 
flaws  in  the  details.  There  is  no  end  to 
the  claims  and  charges  they  can  make 
and  we  can  never  hope  to  satisfy  all  who 
set  up  shop  as  critics.  Some  of  these 
critics  are  sincere  and  genuinely  con- 
cerned about  one  phase  or  another  of 
our  defense  program.  While  there  prob- 
ably is  some  merit  to  the  points  they 
raise,  I  ask  them  to  enlarge  their  sights . 
to  encompass  the  whole  picture  where 
we  have  compromised  any  weaknesses 
and  risks  in  the  details  in  order  to  gain 
balance  and  strength  for  the  whole.  And 
I  would  remind  them  that  never  in  his- 
tory has  any  major  nation  succeeded  in 
reaching  perfection  in  shaping  its  na- 
tional defense.  And  this  is  so  because 
the  imponderables  of  military  prepared- 
ness cannot  always  be  translated  into 
such  realistic  terms  as  money,  men.  and 
munitions. 


Then  there  are  other  criticts  whose 
sincerity  is  vary  doubtful.  They  delib- 
erately look  for  flaws  in  order  to  magnify 
them  into  partisan  issues  calculated  to 
win  political  ends.  My  liest  answer  to 
these  people  is  to  expose  their  fallacies 
and  to  describe  the  well-rounded  pro- 
gram we  have  develoi^ed,  as  I  have  done 
here  today.  After  all,  the  man  we  have 
as  President  today  is  the  man  who 
brought  us  through  the  World  War  safely 
and  victoriously.  He  has  taken  a  per- 
sonal and  intense  interest  in  our  de- 
fense program,  and  if  he  is  satisfied 
that  the  program  is  the  t)est  we  can 
devise,  then  our  people  need  have  no  fear. 

As  I  sit  at  the  council  table  with  him, 
and  with  other  leaders  of  the  Senaue  and 
the  House,  I  am  sure  those  leaders  feel 
the  same  way  about  it  and  art  willing 
to  tell  the  American  people  that  they 
feel  that  way  about  it. 

One  thing  more.  Our  plans  are  not 
static — they  are  flexible — and  we  intend 
to  maintain  our  initiative  to  change 
them  in  whatever  way  seems  necessary 
to  protect  the  vital  interests  of  the 
United  States. 

OUR   TOTAL   APPROACH   TO   NATIONAL   lECTJRnT 

In  summary,  let,  me  say  we  have  ap- 
proached the  problem  of  maintaining 
our  national  security  from  every  pos- 
sible angle,  and  have  fa.shioned  a  policy 
and  program  designed  to  meet  the  many 
types  of  Communist  aggression.  It  is 
in  the  nature  of  defense  planning  to  be 
prepared  for  the  worst  possible  con- 
tingency. If  foresight  and  imagination 
can  prevent  it,  we  shall  not  have  another 
Pearl  Harbor.  But  it  is  our  hOpe  that 
the  best  will  happen  as  a  result  of  the 
many  different  kinds  of  effort  w^e  are 
making  to  prevent  war. 

The  problems  that  we  face  are  not 
easy  of  solution.  Apparently  the  cold 
war  is  a  continuing  prospect,  and  we  are 
meeting  it  by  political,  economic,  and 
psychological  measures.  Another  war  of 
the  Korean  type  might  break  out,  or  even 
a  series  of  small  wars  in  several  differ- 
ent places.  Any  of  these  operations 
might  lead  to  total  warfare.  Or  there 
might  be  a  major  war  without  much 
more  advance  notice  than  we  have  al- 
ready had.  Nor  can  we  overlook  the 
possibility  that  the  enemy  will  resort  to 
all  devices  short  of  war,  with  Interna- 
tional relations  continuing  to  take  place 
in  an  atmosphere  of  uneasiness. 

Yes.  Mr.  President,  war  may  break  out 
even  while  I  utter  these  words  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate. 

We  cannot  foretell  exactly  what  will 
happen  or  for  how  long  a  period  this 
fear  and  uncertainty  will  continue.  We 
are  confronted  with  a  new  type  of  enemy 
whose  sympathies  are  not  subject  to  the 
litmus  test  of  nationa'  loyalty — or  to  use 
the  more  appropriate  term,  patriotism. 
We  know  that  humans  want  and  desire 
for  individual  freedom  are  subverted  to 
a  cause  which  is  absolutely  opposed  to 
that  very  achievement.  The  religion  of 
communism  rejects  natural  patriotism. 

At  any  rate,  it  is  certain  that  we  can- 
not be  militarily  prepared  at  every  possi- 
ble danger  point  throughout  the  world. 
It  would  not  be  feasible  from  the  stand- 
point of  manpower  and  resources,  of  the 
economy  and  our  political  institutions. 
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to  dedicate  ovu-  energies  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  a  garrison  state.  How  then 
have  we  chosen  to  meet  the  variety  of 
uncertainties  with  which  we  are  faced? 

Our  answer,  militarily.  Is  to  have 
strong  Regular  Armed  Forces,  ready  for 
any  type  of  initial  assault  and  also  able 
to  expand  rapidly  thereafter  from  par- 
tial to  total  mobilization.  We  must  have 
trained  and  ready  reserves,  jiew  weapons, 
increased  combat  effectiveness,  and  a 
great  productive  capacity.  AU  these 
capabilities  must  be  maintained  for  an 
indefinite  period  of  time  in  order  to 
check  the  long-term  ambitions  of  the 
Communist  leaders. 

The  advice  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
regarding  the  force  levels  needed  to  meet 
our  probable  military  requirements  will 
be  l>ased  upon  a  continuous  examination 
of  the  world  situation,  an  estimate  of 
the  strength  and  weakness  of  the  enemy, 
and  our  own  ability  to  make  adjustments 
to  new  conditions.  Any  change  in  the 
calculation  of  our  risks,  or  in  the  as- 
sumptions upon  which  our  plans  are 
based,  will  necessarily  bring  changes  in 
the  size  and  shape  of  our  Defense 
Establishment 

Military  strength,  however,  is  only  one 
factor  in  our  total  approach  to  national 
security.  We  shall  also  give  priority  to 
all  other  means  of  dealing  with  the  con- 
flicts created  by  the  aggressive  nature 
of  communism.  The  men  in  the  Krem- 
lin are  animated  by  a  strong  compulsion 
to  arrange  a  series  of  advances  for  their 
ideology.  Steps  or  stages  in  the  "world 
revolution,"  they  call  them.  To  meet 
their  predatory  tactics,  we  must  main- 
tain the  initiative  on  all  fronts — spirit- 
ual, poUt^cal,  diplomatic,  economic,  and 
psychological — keeping  our  minds  and 
conscience  clear,  our  guns  clean,  and  our 
powder  dry  while  we  seek  victory  along 
lines  that  will  ultimately  insure  inter- 
national stability  and  [>eace. 


THE   AGRICULTURAL  ACT   OF   1954 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President, 
yesterday  I  read  an  Associated  Press 
news  story  whose  headline  reads  as  fol- 
lows: Carryover  Assures  Plenty  of  Live- 
stock Peed,  Benson  Says. 

It  goes  on  to  say: 

Secretary  of  Agriculture  Benton  said  today 
there  will  be  plenty  of  corn  and  other  feed 
for  the  Nation's  big  livestock  industry  de- 
spite a  15-percent  drop  caused  by  drought 
In  the  size  of  the  prospective  crop. 

The  indicated  corn  crop  will  not  be  large 
enough  by  Itself  to  meet  all  livestock  needs, 
but  farmers  have  on  hand  from  previous 
years  a  record  supply  on  which  they  can 
draw,  Mr.  Benson  said. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  has  re- 
peatedly said  that  the  prospects  for  the 
corn  crop  during  the  early  part  of  this 
year  were  not  particularly  good.  I  have 
made  note  of  the  desirability  of  carry- 
ing over  of  excesses  or  reserves  of  com. 

As  this  article  explains,  the  amount  of 
the  carryover  which  we  will  have  as  a 
result  of  the  short  crop  this  year,  with 
which  to  meet  the  needs  of  our  live- 
stock and  the  other  feed  requirements, 
will  be  relatively  low.  In  fact,  it  will  be 
below  the  normal  requirements  which 
are   prescrilied    by   law.    I   believe    we 


would  do  well  to  keep  this  article  in 
mind,  because  we  may  be  faced  with 
exactly  the  same  situation. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  the 
article  printed  at  this  point  in  my  re- 
marks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Carxtovkx  Assurxs  Plenty  of  Livestock 
Feed,  Benson  Sats 

Secretary  of  Agrlcultxire  Benson  said  today 
there  will  bt  plenty  of  corn  and  other  feed 
for  the  Nation's  big  livestock  Industry  de- 
spite a  15-percent  drop,  caused  by  drought, 
in  the  size  of  the  prospective  crop. 

The  indicated  corn  crop  will  not  be  large 
enough  by  Itsel/  to  meet  all  livestock  needs, 
but  farmers  bave  on  hand  from  previous 
years  a  record  supply  on  which  they  can 
draw.  1ST.  Benson  said. 

Some  of  this  grain  Is  held  In  the  Govern- 
ment's $6,250,000,000  stockpile  of  farm  sur- 
pluses, acquired  under  the  price-support 
program. 

But,  Mr.  Benson  added,  the  prospective 
small  com  crop  may  put  a  brake  on  the 
current  sharp  uptrend  In  production  of  hogs 
and  poultry. 

COEN   PIOSFECTS   KXOUCEO 

In  its  monthly  crop  report  yesterday,  the 
Agriculture  Department  said  searing  hot 
temperatures  and  dry  weather  during  July 
reduced  corn  prospects  487  million  bushels 
below  its  previous  forecast  of  3.311,000.000 
busbeU,  and  about  350  million  below  last 
year's  harvest. 

The  adverse  weather  also  hurt  the  pros- 
pects for  some  other  crops,  including  soy- 
beans, p>eanuts,  sorghums,  and  hay.  The 
aggregate  volume  of  all  crops  declined,  the 
Department  said,  by  about  5  percent  during 
the  month. 

But  recent  rains  have  brought  partial  re- 
lief. The  Weather  Bureau,  in  its  weekly  crop 
bulletin,  said  yesterday  the  past  week  had 
brought  Improvement  in  the  crop  output  in 
the  northern  two-thirds  of  the  country. 

In  a  statement  on  the  drought.  Mr.  Ben- 
son said  It  served  as  a  reminder  that  we  need 
to  maintain  safe  reserves  of  farm  commodi- 
ties in  the  national  Interest. 

BIG   CORN   CARKTOVES 

The  Department  has  estimated  there  will 
be  a  carryover  of  950  million  bushels  of  corn 
from  previous  crops  on  October  1.  This  sup- 
ply has  been  described  by  Mr.  Benson  as 
being  In  excess  of  a  normal  reserve  for  safety 
requirements.  He  Invoked  planting  allot- 
ments on  this  year'«  crop  in  an  attempt  to 
bring  the  surplus  supply  down. 

It  appears  now  that  the  drought  and  the 
allotments  may  pare  away  that  px^rtion  of  the 
carryover  supply  described  as  surplus,  leav- 
ing a  more  nearly  normal  reserve  on  hand  a 
year  from  now. 

If  that  does  happen.  Department  officials 
said.  It  might  mean  a  somewhat  higher  sup- 
port price  for  the  1955  corn  crop  under  flex- 
ible price  supports  than  would  have  been 
the  case  had  there  been  no  drought  loss. 

Offsetting  to  some  extent  the  estimated 
loss  of  corn  is  the  forecast  of  a  record  crop 
of  1,529  million  bushels  of  oats,  also  an  im- 
portant livestock  feed. 

The  Department  made  a  slight  reduction 
in  Its  estimate  of  the  wheat  crop,  but  this 
did  not  alter  the  picture  of  heavy  surpluses 
of  this  grain  or  change  plans  for  further  cut- 
backs in  production  next  year  under  rigid 
Federal  controls. 

Mr.  HUMPHREIY.  Two  nights  ago  the 
Senate  adopted  the  Humphrey  amend- 
ment to  the  farm  bill.  The  amendment 
protects  the  rights  of  farmers  to  elect 
fellow  farmers  of  their  own  choice  to 
serve  on  county  committees  administer- 


ing the  farm  program.  The  Senate  re- 
affirmed that  vote  by  refusing  to  recon- 
sider the  vote.  Later  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry, the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
AnoEN]  moved  that  the  Senate  insist  on 
its  amendments,  and  request  a  confer- 
ence thereon  with  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. According  to  the  Congris- 
sioNAL  Record,  at  page  13938,  that  mo- 
tion was  agreed  to. 

However,  as  of  yesterday,  the  news 
ticker  carried  the  statement,  attributed 
to  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry,  that  he  will  ask  the  con- 
ference committee  to  strike  out  the 
amendment  adopted  by  the  Senate,  on 
which  the  Senate  had  instructed  him  to 
insLst. 

I  merely  wish  to  bring  this  matter  to 
the  attention  of  my  colleagues,  because. 
if  I  am  not  mistaken,  once  the  Senate 
takes  a  vote  and  that  vote  is  reconsid- 
ered and  reaffirmed,  as  it  was  in  this  in- 
stance, there  is  a  moral  obligation  upon 
the  conferees  of  the  Senate  in  confer- 
ence with  the  conferees  on  the  part  of 
the  House  to  Insist  upon  the  Senate 
amendment  and  to  maintain  that 
amendment  to  the  best  of  their  ability. 

I  serve  notice  now  that  I  shall  care- 
fully watch  the  conference  report,  be- 
cause this  amendment  is  highly  desir- 
able, and  I  believe  most  of  my  colleagues 
will  agree  with  me. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Bartlett.  one  of  its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
severally  agreed  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  to  the  following  bills  of  the 
House: 

H.  R.  3216.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  E.  C. 
Mills; 

H.R.3217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Florence  D.  Orlmshaw; 

H.  R.  3273.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edgar 
A.  Belleau,  8r.; 

H.R.  3733.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Cath- 
erine  (Cathrina)   D.  Pllgard; 

H.  R.  3951.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
C.  Koch; 

H.  R.  4175.  An  act  tea  the  reUef  of  Charles 
R.  Logan: 

H.  R.  4329.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Hunt- 
ington, McLaren  &  Co.; 

H.R. 4474.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred- 
erick Joseph  Buttaccio; 

H.  R.  4531.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lyman 
Chalkley; 

H.R. 4580.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Florida  State  Hospital; 

H.R.  5028.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Petra 
Ruiz  Martinez  and  Marcelo  Maysonet  MireU 
and  Maria  Benltez  Maysonet  Mlrell; 

H.  R.  5086.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  George 
Eldred  Morgan; 

H.  R.  5092.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
Leon  Rohr; 

H.R.  5489.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roooo 
Porgione; 

H.  R.  5986.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Harold 
£.  Wahlberg; 

H.  R.  6332.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  James 
Philip  Coyle; 

H.R.  6562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Capt. 

C.  R.  MacLean: 

H.  R.  6566.  An  act  for  the  reUef  at  Daniel 

D.  Poland: 

H.  R.  7413.  An  act  for  the  reitet  of  BaroM 
J.  Davis; 
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The  neange  also  annomiced  ttit^  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  each  ctf  the  f  oUowing  bills 
of  theBouae: 

KR.Meo.  An  act  for  tha  relief  o<  Chancy 

!  w  and  » 

tcltef  of  Wah 


R.B.SM1.  An  act  for 
Osrp. 


f 


TRAMSPQRTATION  OF  WATER- 
borne  carooeb  in  xtntied 
8taies>fijAg  vessels 

The  FRBSIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
lioaas  In  the  ehalr)  laid  b^ore  the  Sen- 
ate the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentattrea  to  the  bill  (S.  3233)  to 
amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act.  1936. 
to  pnnride  permanent  legislation  for  the 
tnuiaportation  of  a  substantial  portion 
of  waterbome  cargoes  in  United  States- 
flag  vessels,  which  was,  mi  page  2,  line 
21.  after  ''agencies'*  insert  ":  And  pro- 
vided further.  That  the  proTislons  of 
this  subsection  shall  not  apply  to  car- 
goes carried  in  the  vessels  of  the  Pana- 
ma Canal  Company." 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  Uke  to  ask  the  distinguished  Ben- 
atenr  frun  Maryland  if  this  matter  has 
been  taken  up  by  him  with  the  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  committee  and 
with  the  acting  minority  leader? 

Mr.  BUTLER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Smator  give  a  brief  explanation  of 
the  amendment  of  the  House? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  The  bin  was  passed 
by  the  Senate  on  the  call  of  the  calendar. 
When  it  passed  the  House  It  passed  with 
an  amendment  exempting  ships  of  the 
Panama  Canal  Company.  That  is  the 
only  amendment  which  was  made. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
Bouse  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


THE  CALENDAR 


Mr,  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum  before 
making  a  unanimous-consent  request 
relative  to  the  call  of  the  calendar  of  bills 
Which  were  placed  at  the  foot  of  the 
calendar. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  call  of  the  roll  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
Objection,  it  is  ao  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  unfin- 
ished business  may  be  temporarily  laid 
aside  and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  bUls  on  the  calendar  to 
which  there  is  no  objection,  limited  to 
those  which  r7ent  to  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar at  the  last  call  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Case 
in  the  chair).  Without  objection,  it  is 
•o  ordered. 


The  clerk  will  can  the  first  order  of 
business  under  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement.  ■ 

CREATION  OF  CERTAIN  UNITED 
STATES  JUDGESHIPS— BILL 
PASSED  OVER 

The  blU  (S.  2910)  providing  for  the 
creation  of  certain  United  States  judge- 
ships, and  for  other  purposes,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PREGIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bUl? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
is  a  bfll  to  create  certain  new  judge- 
ships in  United  States  courts,  and  to 
change  son^e  judicial  districts.  I  think 
the  biU  should  not  be  taken  up  on  the 
caU  of  calendar,  but  should  be  called 
up  when  it  can  be  fully  discussed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Nevada  might  suggest,  then,  that  the 
bill  go  over. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  ask  that  the  bill 
go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
biU  will  be  passed  over. 

BILL  PASSED  TO  FOOT  OP 
CALENDAR 

The  bin  (S.  2601)  to  provide  for  Fed- 
eral financial  assistance  to  the  States 
and  Territories  in  the  construction  of 
public  elementary  and  secondary  school 
facilities  was  announced  as  next  in  or- 
der. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bin?      . 

Mr.  SBCATHERS.  I  shall  have  to  ask. 
by  request,  that  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  PresWent. 
wiU  the  Senator  withhold  his  request? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  am  happy  to  do 
so. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cooper]  will  be  in 
the  Chamber  in  a  few  minutes.  I  dis- 
like to  ask  that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar,  but  I  think  it  wise  that 
I  shoiild  do  so,  because  I  believe  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  desires  to  make 
a  statement  for  the  record. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  It  is  perfectly 
agreeable  to  the  minority  calendar  com- 
mittee that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  ol  the 
calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection  the  bill  will  be  passed  to 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

SANTA  MARIA  PROJECT,  CALI- 
FORNIA—BILLS PASSED  OVER 
The  bin  (H.  R.  2235)  to  authoriz*  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  construct 
the  Santa  Maria  project,  South  Pacific 
Basin.  Calif.,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
"Ml,  President,  I  objected  to  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  on  the  previous  call  of 
the  calendar.  I  now  withdraw  my  ob- 
jection. 

> 


Mr.  MORSE.  I  ask  that  the  biU  go 
over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  KUCHEL  subsequently  said :  Mr. 
President.  I  understand  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  interposed  an  objection  to 
Calendar  No.  1801,  H.  R.  2235.  I  merely 
wished  to  ask  him  whether  or  not  he  was 
quite  sure  that  that  was  a  bill  to  which 
he  desired  to  object,  since  I  had  imder- 
stood  earlier  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  when  I 
talked  to  the  Senator  from  Cahfomia 
this  afternoon  I  told  him  I  did  not  think 
I  had  objection  to  the  bill,  that  I  was  not 
sure  which  bill  we  were  talking  about, 
and  that  I  would  look  into  it.  I  did  look 
into  it,  and  I  found  that  I  did  have  an 
objection  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Could  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  Indicate  the  general  nature 
of  his  objection? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  make 
a  statement  of  my  objection  to  the  bill. 
The  bill  is  authorization  for  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct  the 
Santa  Maria  project  in  California.  As 
the  bill  now  reads,  it  contains  the  fol- 
lowing proviso,  which  I  object  to: 

Provided,  That  In  view  of  the  special  dr- 
cum.stances  of  the  Santa  Maria  project, 
neither  the  provisions  of  the  third  sentence 
of  section  46  of  the  act  of  May  25,  192«  (44 
Stat.  636.  649)  nor  any  other  similar  pro- 
vision of  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  shall 
be  applicable  thereto. 

A  pertinent  portion  of  the  Sentence 
referred  to,  which  is  to  be  foun^  in  sec- 
tion 423e  of  title  43.  of  the  United  States 
Code,  and  United  States  Code  Anno- 
tated—title 43.  United  States  Cbde  An- 
notated, section  423e— reads  as  follows, 
beginning  with  a  reference  to  irrigation 
district  contracts  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior: 

Such  contract  •  •  •  shall  further  provide 
that  all  irrigable  land  held  In  private  owner- 
ship by  any  one  owner  In  excess  of  160  irri- 
gable acres  shall  be  appraised  •  •  •  and  the 
sale  prices  thereof  fixed  •  •  •  on  the  ba£is 
of  its  actual  bona  fide  value  at  th«  date  of 
appraisal  without  reference  to  the  proposed 
construction  of  the  irrigation  works;  and 
that  no  such  excess  lands  so  held  BhaU  re- 
ceive water  from  any  project  or  division  if 
the  owners  thereof  shall  refuse  to  execute 
valid  recordable  contracts  for  the  sale  of 
such  lands  under  terms  and  condiUons  satis- 
factory to  the  Secretary  of  the  Int«rlor  and 
at  prices  not  to  exceed  those  fixed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  President,  the  exemption  fi-om  the 
above  excess-lands  provision  in  tiie  Fed- 
eral reclamation  laws  was  made  for  the 
Santa  Maria  project  as  an  amendment 
to  the  original  bill  (H.  R.  2235)  by  the 
House  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs.  The  committee  amendment  so 
proposed  was  agreed  to  by  the  House  of 
Representatives  with  the  further  amend- 
ment that  such  exemption  shouU  apply 
only  "so  long  as  the  water  utilized  on 
project  lands  is  acquired  by  pumping 
from  the  underground  reservoir." 

The  exemption  provision,  with  a  fur- 
ther amendment  relating  to  a  repayment 
contract,  has  been  reported  favorably  by 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and 
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Insular  AfTairs,  and  therefore  Is  in  the 
bill  now  on  the  calendar. 

The  printed  committee  hearings — 
which  are  serial  No.  5,  for  April  29,  30, 
and  May  19, 1953,  before  the  House  Sub- 
committee on  Irrigation  and  Reclama- 
tion— and  the  committee  reports — which 
are  House  Report  No.  1098  and  Senate 
Report  No.  1789— do  not  present  a  con- 
vincing argument  to  warrant  excluding 
this  particular  project  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  excess-lands  provisions  of  the 
Federal  reclamation  laws. 

I  want  to  make  it  abundantly  clear 
that  I  am  not  objecting  to  authorization 
of  construction  of  the  project,  but  I  am 
heartily  opposed  to  suspending  operation 
of  an  important  element  of  our  national 
laws,  namely,  the  acreage  limitation.  To 
permit  the  proposed  exemption,  to  favor 
a  few  owners  of  excess  lands,  to  be  writ- 
ten into  the  law  by  the  Congress  for  a 
particular  project,  would  do  violence  to 
our  national  policy  on  the  subject.  An 
exemption  would  be  justified  only  on  a 
clear  showing  of  unusual  circumstances 
meriting  suspension  of  the  normal  appli- 
cation of  the  basic  law.  I  fall  to  find 
such  circumstances  in  the  present  case. 

The  acreage  limitation  provision  was 
written  into  the  great  Reclamation  Act 
of  1902  to  carry  forward  similar  provi- 
sions in  public-land  laws  of  the  preced- 
ing century  to  encourage  the  working 
farmer  and  his  family  and  to  combat 
land  monopoly  and  speculation.  Sim- 
ply stated.  It  was  considered  to  be  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  country — socially, 
economically,  and  politically — to  assist 
individual  farmers  and  their  famUies, 
and  to  prevent  federally  financed  water 
projects  from  being  the  means  of  greatly 
enriching  owners  of  large  tracts  of  land. 
This  national  policy  of  acreage  limita- 
tion has  withstood  the  initial  attacks, 
and  opp>ositlon  over  the  years,  directly 
made  by  some  large  landholders.  The 
Congress  has  turned  back  all  direct  at- 
tacks. The  policy  has  been  supported 
by  all  administrations.  Democratic  and 
Republican  alike,  until  this  one.  Are 
we  now  to  see  opposition  take  the  form 
of  flank  attacks  instead  of  frontal  at- 
tacks? Are  we  to  see  the  attacks  made 
through  the  device  here  proposed  for  the 
Santa  Maria  project — as  an  exemption 
from  the  regular  workings  of  the  law? 

This  would  be  just  one  more  example 
of  a  giveaway.  This  would  be  an- 
other example  of  a  whittling  away  at 
precious  property  rights  and  opportu- 
nities for  the  many  as  against  the  selfish 
interests  of  a  few. 

This  exemption  approach  would 
amount  to  a  victory  for  large  landhold- 
ers— a  total  of  only  13  In  the  Santa 
Maria  area — and  a  congressionally  is- 
sued encouragement  to  all  large  land- 
owners elsewhere  to  seek  similar  exemp- 
tions for  all  future  projects.  Such  vic- 
tories, project  by  project,  would  have  a 
disastrous  effect  on  the  national  land 
and  water  policy,  because  it  would 
practically  give  them  success  on  an  is- 
sue as  to  which  they  have  never  been 
able  to  be  successful  by  direct  attack. 

In  order  to  examine  the  alleged  "spe- 
cial circumstances  of  the  Santa  Maria 
project"— which  is  the  language  of  the 
bill  as  the  grounds  for  granting  the  ex- 
emption— for  us  to  determine  if  a  sound 


reason  does  exist,  let  us  take  a  look 
at  the  proposed  project  as  revealed  In  the 
hearings  before  the  House  subcommittee 
and  in  the  House  committee  and  Senate 
committee  reports. 

The  purpose  of  H.  R.  2235  is  to  author- 
ize the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  construct  the  VaQucro  Dam  and 
Reservoir  project  for  Irrigation  and 
the  conservation  of  water,  flood  control, 
and  for  other  purposes,  on  the  Santa 
Maria  River  in  the  Southern  Pacific 
Basin  of  Cahfomia.  There  has  been 
joint  planning  by  the  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation of  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
and  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers  of  the  De- 
partment of  the  Army.  The  works  which 
enactment  of  the  bill  would  authorize 
are  those  recommended  to  be  constructed 
by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  and  con- 
sist of  a  214.000  acre-foot  Vaquero  Res- 
ervoir on  the  Cuyama  River  and  appur- 
tenant facilities.  Related  flood-control 
levees  and  channel  improvements  in  the 
Santa  Maria  Valley,  below  the  Cuyama 
River,  would  be  constructed  by  the  Corps 
of  Engineers  under  authorization  sep- 
arate from  this  bill.  The  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  showed  that 
construction  of  the  levee  system  by  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  was  anticipated  as 
part  of  the  overall  plan  of  development. 

The  Santa  Maria  River  is  formed  by 
the  confluence  of  the  Slsquoc  and  Cuya- 
ma Rivers  at  Fugler  Point,  about  10  miles 
east  of  the  city  of  Santa  Maria  in  Santa 
Barbara  County.  Calif.  From  Fugler 
Point,  the  river  runs  westward  for  ap- 
proximately 20  miles,  entering  the  Pa- 
cific Ocean  near  Guadalupe.  The  proj- 
ect service  area  is  composed  of  the  Santa 
Maria  Valley,  the  adjoining  Slsquoc  Val- 
ley, and  adjacent  upland  areas,  most  of 
which  are  south  of  the  Santa  Maria 
VaUey. 

All  irrigation,  municipal,  and  indus- 
trial water  now  used  In  the  service  area  is 
obtained  by  pumping  from  the  common 
underground  basin,  underljring  the  en- 
tire area.  Agricultural  water  supplies 
are,  and  will  continue  to  be,  obtained  by 
pumping  privately  owned  wells.  The  re- 
charge of  the  groundwater  basin  is  ac- 
complished from  rainfall  and  stream - 
flows  in  the  river  and  its  tributaries. 
The  reservoir,  the  only  structure  re- 
quired for  the  reclamation  project,  will 
increase  the  total  annual  water  supply 
available  in  the  common  imderground 
basin  to  permit  satisfactory  continued 
Irrigation  of  about  38,000  acres,  although 
the  present  ground  storage  supply  is  suf- 
ficient, on  a  premanent  basis,  under  nat- 
ural conditions  of  runoff  and  percola- 
tion, for  only  27.000  acres.  So  the  proj- 
ect is  one  of  conservation  of  water. 

Construction  of  the  184-foot-high 
earth-fill  Vaquero  Dam  and  Reservoir 
on  the  Cuyama  River  7  miles  from  the 
city  of  Santa  Maria  would  make  possible 
the  retention  of  waste  water  during  flood 
periods,  and  the  later  release  of  this 
water  during  the  dry  season  into  the 
Santa  Maria  River  channel,  at  a  rate 
not  greater  than  the  percolation  capac- 
ity, thus  providing  for  the  entire  stored 
flow  to  seep  into  the  underground  stor- 
age basin  (L  e.,  ground-water  reservoir) . 
No  surface-water  delivery  would  be  made 
to  irrigators.  Thus,  floodwater  which 
would  otherwise  be  wasted  will  be  con- 


served and  placed  In  the  underground 
storage  basin.  At  least  this  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  project. 

Does  this  commingling  of  waters  in  a 
common    source    basin    underground^ 
from  which  each  water  user  in  the  area 
pumps   his   needs   in   privately   owned 
wells— create  such  insurmountable  ob- 
stacles to  orderly,  reasonable,  and  equi- 
table administration  of  land  limitation 
provisions  as  to  demand  that  such  pro- 
visions be  made  inoperative  with  respect 
to  this  project?    I  cannot  agree  that  it 
does.    It  can  be  readily  seen  that  me- 
chanical  means  of   ccmtrol  of  project 
water    supplies    are    unavailable.      But 
this    does    not    mean    that    there    are 
no  means  available  for  enforcing  the 
provisions  of  the  land  limitation  pro- 
visions of  the  law.    The  reclamation  law 
now  provides  that  ownership  of  land  re- 
csiving,  or  to  receive,  water  benefits  from 
federally  financed  reclamation  projects 
shall  be  restricted  to  160  acres  a  person, 
or  320  acres  owned  by  husband  and  wife. 
Owners  of  excess  lands  must  agree  to 
divest  themselves  of  ownership  of  those 
excess  lands  within  a  certain  amount 
of  time  in  the  future.    Here,  then,  is  the 
mechanism    for   obtaining    compliance 
with  the  basic  provisions  of  the  law: 
The  Congress  should  make  it  a  condi- 
tion precedent  of  the  Santa  Maria  au- 
thorization bill   that  no  funds  subse- 
quently appropriated  to  carry  out  the 
authorization  shall  be  spent  unless  and 
until  all  excess  landholders  have  signed 
recordable  contracts  agreeing  to  divest 
themselves  within  a  stated  period  of  time 
of  their  excess  lands.   This  surely  works 
no  hardships  on  anyone,  and  does  pre- 
vent excess  landholders  from  dictating 
project  terms  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

It  is  asserted  in  ccnnmittee  hearings 
that  two  excess  landholders,  the  Union 
Sugar  Co.  and  the  LeRoy  family,  own- 
ing land  at  the  western  end  of  the  area. 
cannot  immediately  derive  benefits  from 
the  project,  although  It  is  admitted  that 
their  lands  will  ultimately  benefit  This, 
then,  would  appear  to  be  a  possibly  rea-. 
sonable  argument  for  extending  the 
deadline  by  which  their  excess  lands 
have  to  be  sold.  That  possibiUty  should 
be  explored.  But  a  reasonable  argument 
like  this  for  an  extension  of  a  deadUne 
because  of  delayed  project  benefits 
should  not  be  permitted  as  justification 
for  exemption  entirely  from  the  acreage 
limitation  provisions.  And.  to  be  order- 
ly and  use  good  business  form,  the  Gov- 
ernment should  insist  upon  the  signing 
of  valid  recordable  contracts  to  sell  the 
land  at  a  future  date.  The  signing  of 
such  contracts  should  be  done  by  every 
excess  landholder  before  any  Federal 
funds  are  expended  on  the  project. 

There  are  11  other  excess  landholdings 
at  the  upper  portion  of  the  valley.  Since 
there  is  no  showing  that  water  benefits 
to  these  lands  will  be  delayed,  there  is  no 
basis  for  extension  of  the  deadline  fdr 
them,  and  even  less  reason  for  permit- 
ting them  an  exemption. 

Incidentally,  only  two  of  the  excess 
landholders  are  Identifled  by  name:  the 
Union  Sugar  Co.  and  the  LeRoy  family. 
Although  testimony  before  the  Bouae 
subcommittee  was  to  the  effeet  ttiat 
these  two  excess  landowners  &re  m-iUiag 
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to  vrUeipKie  in  the  payment  of  costs  ai 
the  fliDte  Maria  project  if  they  are  ex- 
onpt  fram  operation  of  acreage-Umita- 
Hatk  ptorktODs,  tliere  to  no  testimony  to 
the  eonvcne;  that  is,  there  ki  no  ahowinff 
that  the  larte  landholders  will  refuse  to 
partlelpate  In  the  project  district  if  they 
Itave  to  ennply  with  acreage  limitation. 
31ierefore.  I  feel  the  Congress  should 
not  be  cowed  Xty  the  poesiblli^  of  threat- 
ened refusal  to  cooperate.  To  be  cowed 
by  such  a  possibility  is  hardly  to  decide  a 
ease  on  its  merits.  Even  when  the  threat 
has  been  made,  as  it  was  for  the  Elliott 
rider  to  the  1944  rivers  and  harbors  biU. 
the  OcHigreaB  rejected  it. 

I  oome  to  the  oondusicm.  Mr.  Presi- 
dmt,  that  there  is  no  valid  basis  for  sus- 
pending acreage  limitations  for  the 
Santa  liaria  project.  

Tht  FRESIDINO  OFPlCEfL  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  California  has 
expired. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
imanlmous  consent  that  I  be  given  3  ad- 
ditional minutes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  the  remainder 
of  my  time  to  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia. Let  me  close  by  saarlng,  Mr. 
President,  that  I  feel  we  have  an  issue 
here  ot  such  importance  ttiat  we  should 
not  try  to  handle  it  on  the  Unanimous 
consent  Calendar. 

The  PRESnUNQ  OmCER.  Is  there 
c>b]tfction  to  the  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  California  to 
speak  for  3  adctttional  minutes?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  I  re- 
gret with  all  my  heart  that  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  seen  fit  to  interpose  an 
obJecti<m  to  the  bill.  The  facts  were 
«omidet^  developed,  not  only  in  the 
House  of  Representatives,  both  in  com- 
mittee and  on  the  floor,  but  they  were 
likewise  developed  in  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee <m  Interior  and  Tnsnlar  Affairs. 
The  fact  is  that  the  dam.  agreed  to  be 
built  both  by  the  Army  mgineers  and 
the  Departmoit  of  the  Interior,  would 
provide  a  storage  fw  water  which  would 
percolate  into  the  ground.  There  would 
be  no  surface  distribution.  As  a  result. 
It  is  physically  and  legally  impossible  to 
apply  the  160-acre  restriction,  or  re- 
strictions of  any  other  kind  or  character. 

Among  those  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives from  the  State  of  California 
is  a  friend  of  mine,  a  Democrat  from  the 
ci^  and  coimty  of  San  Francisco,  a  past 
president  of  the  State  Federation  of  La- 
bor, and  one  who  is  completely  devoted 
to  continuing  in  the  law  the  160-acre 
limitation.  I  read  from  page  A858  of 
the  daily  CohcmbsiohaX  Ricoko  Ap- 
pendix for  February  3,  and  I  quote  from 
Representative  BstKLtrr,  who  went  all 
through  the  hearings: 

ICr.  Shsixbt.  Mwlam  Chairman,  when  thla 
bm  was  flrat  proposed  I  was  Inclined  to  op- 
pose it  beeatae  I  am  a  rery  ardent  aop- 
porter  of  the  ISO-acre  limitation  law  as  ap- 
Idled  to  lands  which  reeetre  the  benefit  of 
trrtgatlon  water  devtioped  by  public  funds. 
I  think  the  l0O-aer«  limitation  which  has 
been  in  our  law  for  some  SO  years  or  longer 
has  been  a  great  boon  to  the  development 
of  the  family  slsed  farm  in  western  lands 
partlcularty,  and  has  certainly  contributed 
to  a  Bomid  economy  in  the  development  of 
larmlag  areas  by  famines.    It  has  stood  In 


ttiA  way  of  the  large  factory  farm,  er  tbe 
corporation  farm,  as  we  call  them  la  Cali- 
fornia, getting  undue  benefits  from  the  ex- 
penditure of  public  funds  and  getting  Irri- 
gation water  which  they  could  pay  for  with 
their  own  funds. 

After  discussing  the  proposal  with  mem- 
bers cft  the  committee  I  realize  that  there 
has  been  a  continuous  practical  pBoblem 
as  to  the  measurement  of  the  underground 
water  and  earmarking  from  whence  that 
water  comes  and  to  whom  It  goes,  and  bow 
much  Is  used.  I  have  therefore  offereKl  this 
amendment — 

The  amendment,  I  observe  parenthet- 
ically, to  which  my  friend,  the  Senator 
f rcxn  Oregon  now  refers — 

to  the  cfxnmlttee  amendment  which  will 
limit  the  exemption  of  the  160-acre  law  to 
the  distribution  of  underground  waters  only, 
so  that  If  at  any  time  in  the  future  there  is 
any  effort  to  distribute  the  waters  im- 
pounded by  this  dam  in  this  project  by  sur- 
face distribution,  then  automaticany.  as  I 
understand  this  amendment  and  as  I  have 
been  assured  by  those  who  have  studied  the 
subject,  the  ISO-acre  limitation  will  apply; 
and  I  am  h^py  that  the  committee  is  will- 
ing to  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  I^*esident,  what  more  can  I  say? 
I  come  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  with 
everyone  in  agreonent;  and  In  this  mat- 
ter I  haye  done  my  best  to  persuade  my 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  to  agree 
regarding  what  constitutes  a  unique 
situation,  namely,  that  there  will  be 
no  surface  distaribution  of  the  water,  but 
the  water  will  percolate  into  the  ground, 
or,  if  the  water  is  not  conserved  beck  of 
the  dam,  the  water  will  waste  away  into 
the  sea. 

On  that  basis,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  re- 
gret exceedingly  that  I  am  placed  in 
this  position  on  this  bill,  to  which  I 
thought  the  Senator  from  Oregon  had 
no  desire  to  interpose  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
used  up  my  time;  have  I  not? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  MCHISE.  May  I  have  a  little  ad- 
ditional time? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President.  1  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  be  permitted  to  proceed 
for  2  additional  minutes  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Without  objection,  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  may  proceed  for  2  minutes  more. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  make  just  two  suggestions.  I  hope 
the  bill  will  be  set  for  the  next  call  of 
the  calendar,  if  we  have  one  at  this  ses- 
sion of  Congress;  and,  if  not,  I  hope  the 
majority  leader  will  bring  up  the  hill  by 
motion,  because  I  wish  to  assure  the 
junior  Senator  from  California  that  I 
have  no  desire  to  prevent  the  paesage 
Of  the  bill,  if  a  discussion  of  the  bill  will 
bear  out  the  very  persuasive  premises  he 
has  laid  down  in  his  remarks  this  eve- 
ning. However,  the  information  I  have 
regarding  the  bill  is  in  conflict  with  some 
of  the  observations  which  have  been 
made  by  the  Senator  from  California. 
Of  course,  I  know  that  any  difference 
would  be  a  perfectly  sincere  and  honest 
one. 
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So  I  must  ask  that  the  bill  go  over, 
tonight;  and  I  make  that  request  in  the 
hope  that  we  can  have  a  further  discus- 
sion of  the  bill,  either  by  way  of  motion 
between  now  and  the  next  caU  of  the 
calendar,  or  during  the  next  call  of  the 
calendar.  Meantime,  I  can  checjc  against 
the  observations  which  have  been  made 
this  evening  by  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia, the  information  I  have  In  regard 
to  the  biU. 

I  assure  the  Senator  from  California 
that  I  am  not  seeking  to  use  any  parlia- 
mentary tactic  to  prevent  the  taking  of 
action  on  the  bill  at  this  session  of  Con- 
gress ;  but  my  present  opinion  is  that  the 
bill  should  not  be  considered  tonight, 
during  the  call  of  the  Unanimous  Con- 
sent Calendar. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President.  I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  be  placed  at  the  heful  of  the 
uncontested  bills  to  be  called  at  the  next 
call  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  join  In  that  request 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  informed  by  the  Parliamentar- 
ian that  there  is  difficulty  In  a^ertain- 
ing  what  the  uncontested  bills  Would  be. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
might  request  that  the  bill  be  called  at 
the  next  call  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  so  request.  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  620)  to  provide  authoriza- 
tion for  certain  uses  of  public  lands  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


EXTENSION  OF  TIME  FOR  ENTER- 
ING INTO  AMENDATORY  REPAY- 
MENT CONTRACTS 


The  bill  (H.  R.  8027)  to  amend  the  act 
of  March  6.  1952  (66  Stat.  16».  to  ex- 
tend the  time  during  which  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  may  enter  into 
amendatory  repayment  contradts  under 
the  Federal  reclamation  laws,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  objected  to  the  bill  at  the  last  caU  of 
the  calendar,  because  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lances  1  had  entered 
an  objection.  I  am  advised  that  he  has 
withdrawn  his  objection,  so  there  Is  now 
no  objection  to  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion having  been  withdrawn,  the  bill  will 
be  consiv-ered. 

The  bill  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 


The  bill  (8.  3219)  to  amend  certain 
provisions  of  title  XI  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  to 
facilitate  private  financing  of  new  ship 
construction,  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  biU? 

Mr.  WIILIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  discussed  the  Mil  with  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  ButlekI,  and  he 
has  agreed  that  the  bill  should  be  con- 
sidered for  a  longer  time  than  is  possible 
under  the  5-minute  nile.  Therefore,  I 
ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESmma  officer.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


CLAIMS  ARISING  FROM  CONSTRUC- 
TION OF  ELEPHANT  BUTTE  DAM 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  417)  conferring  jurisdiction  upon 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  New  Mexico  U)  hear,  deter- 
mine, and  render  Judgment  upon  certain 
claims  arising  as  a  result  of  the  construc- 
tion by  the  United  States  of  Bephant 
Butte  Dam  on  the  Rio  Grande,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment, 
on  page  2.  line  6,  after  the  word  "within", 
to  strike  out  "six"  and  insert  "two",  so 
as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
any  statute  of  limitations  or  lapse  of  time 
or  any  limitation  upon  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States  district  courts  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  Judgment  on  dainu 
against  the  United  States,  Jurisdiction  Is 
hereby  conferred  upon  the  United  States  Dis- 
trict Cburt  for  the  IMstrict  of  New  Mexico 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment 
upon  any  claim  against  the  United  States  for 
compensation  for  the  taking  ot  or  for  dam- 
age to  real  ot  personal  property  as  a  result  of 
the  construction  by  the  United  States  fd. 
Bephant  Butte  Dam  on  the  Rio  Grande. 

SBC.  2.  Suit  upwn  any  such  claim  may  be 
instituted  by  the  owner  of  the  property  with 
respect  to  which  the  claim  is  made  or  by  his 
heirs  at  any  time  within  a  years  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  Proceedings 
for  the  determination  of  any  such  claim  and 
review  thereof  and  payment  of  any  Judg- 
ment thereon  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  law  applicable  in  the  case 
of  the  taking  by  the  United  States  of  pri- 
vate property  for  public  use.  but  nothing 
contained  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  as 
an  inference  of  liability  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  Oovemment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr. 
Dahixl],  I  offer  an  amendment,  which 
I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESmiNa  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Lkgislatzvs  Clkkk.  On  page  2, 
line  13,  it  Is  proposed  to  change  the  period 
to  a  colon  and  insert  the  following: 

ProxrtAed,  That  no  Judgment  hereunder 
shall  became  the  UabUity  of  or  chargeable  to 
the  Bephant  Butte  InigaUon  District  of 
New  Mexico  or  the  El  Paso  County  Water 
Improvement  District  No.  l  of  Texas. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
discussed  the  amendment  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel  1.    It  is 
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entirely  satisfactory  to  me,  because  no 
liability  will  accrue  to  New  Mexico. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

CITY  OP  SANDPOINT.  IDAHO 

The  blU  (S.  3166)  for  the  relief  of  the 
city  of  Sandpoint,  Idaho,  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.    Over. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  withhold  his 
request  that  the  bill  be  passed  over? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  withhold  my  request. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  the 
bill  was  drafted  In  cooperation  with  the 
United  States  Army  Corps  of  Elngineers. 
When  the  Albeni  Falls  Dam  was  built  on 
the  Idaho -Washington  border — con- 
struction is  now  being  completed — ^the 
raising  of  the  water  level  at  Sandpoint 
disrupted  the  operations  of  the  local 
municipal  sewage  system.  The  Army 
engineers  recognized  that  they  had  a 
responsibility  to  cooperate  with  the 
municipal  government  to  provide  some 
alternative  plan  for  the  disposal  of  the 
sewage. 

After  considerable  consultation,  the 
Army  engineers  have  suggested  this  par- 
ticular bill,  to  which  the  committee  add- 
ed one  proviso,  namely: 

That  no  part  of  the  amotmt  appropriated 
in  this  act  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  servloes  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  tlie  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In 
any  s\mi  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  certain  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  will  recognize  that  the 
bill  involves  the  loss  of  no  funds  to  the 
Federal  Oovemment,  by  virtue  of  the 
fact  that  the  expense  involved  for  the 
replacement  of  the  municipal  sewage 
syston.  amounting  to  $98,200.  will  be 
f^harged  to  the  Albeni  Falls  Reservoir 
project,  and  will  be  reimbursed  in  full  to 
the  Government.  There  are  three  power 
units,  as  the  Senator  from  Oregon  well 
knows.  There  will  be  no  monetary  loss 
to  the  Oovemment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  I  shall  make  a  brief  statement, 
and  then  perhaps  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  and  I  can  come  to  some  under- 
standing about  the  one  problem  which 
concerns  me  on  the  facts,  as  I  under- 
stand the  facts  to  be. 

The  bill  seeks  to  authorise  and  direct 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  pay  to 
the  city  of  Sandpoint,  Idaho,  the  sum  of 
$08,200  in  satisfaction  of  all  claims  of 
such  city  against  the  United  States  for 
necessary  expenses  incurred  by  that  city 


in  the  construction  of  a  new  sewage  di8« 
posal  plant,  the  construction  of  such 
plant  being  made  necessary  as  n  result 
of  the  construction  and  opoation  by  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  of  Albeni  Falls  r^wr, 
In  1053,  the  city  of  Sandpoint  under- 
took the  obligation  to  convey  a  perpetual 
flowage  easement  over  portions  of  the 
existing  sewage  system  for  a  considera- 
tion of  $45,000,  to  be  paid  by  the  United 
States  to  that  city.  A  clause  in  the  deed 
reads  as  follows: 

Grantor,  In  consideration  of  the  specified 
sum  above  written,  does  hereby  release  the 
United  States  •  •  ■  xrom  aU  claims  for 
damages  that  have  accrued  or  may  here- 
after accrue  to  any  or  all  of  the  above- 
described  lands  by  reason  of  the  overflow  of 
water  occasioned  by  the  construction  and 
operations  of  the  said  Albeni  rails  project. 

The  city  now  contends  that  payment  < 
for  the  flowage  easement  has  not  ade- 
quately compensated  the  city  for  its 
loss,  and  that  it  believes  that  the  United 
States  should  stand  "at  least  a  part"  of 
the  additional  cost  of  maintenance  and 
operation  of  the  new  sewage-disposal 
facilities  which  it  proposes  to  construct. 

The  case  is  now  pending  in  the  United 
States  district  court,  but  a  decision  has 
not  yet  been  reached.  That  is  the  point 
which  troubles  me. 

In  this  case  the  city,  in  1053,  entered 
into  what  it  thought  was  a  perfectly 
satisfactory  arrangement.  Apparently 
It  has  now  discovered  that  it  did  not 
strike  a  very  good  bargain  with  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  and  it  feels  it  should 
get  an  additional  sum  from  the  Federal 
Government.  The  case  has  been  taken 
to  court. 

As  a  matter  of  policy,  I  do  not  like 
the  idea  of  Congress  enacting  legislation 
when  issue  has  been  Joined  in  the  courts. 
I  think,  under  the  clrannstances,  it 
would  be  better  to  wait  and  see  what  the 
court  decision  is.  If  the  Senator  feels, 
after  the  court  decision,  that  some  equi- 
ties still  accrue  to  the  city,  the  question 
can  be  taken  up  at  that  time. 

I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  great 
emergency  which  necessitates  the  han- 
dling of  the  bill  in  the  closing  days  of 
this  session,  while  the  court  case  is  still 
pending. 

On  the  other  side  of  the  picture,  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  is  completely  cor- 
rect when  he  points  out  that  the  Corps 
of  Engineers  feels  that  the  amoimt  of 
money  which  is  provided  for  in  the  bill 
is  reasonable,  and  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  as  the  record  of  the  case 
shows,  does  not  object  to  the  bill 

I  should  like  to  hear  the  Senator  for 
a  moment  on  the  point  I  have  raised. 
My  objection  goes  to  what  I  think  is  a 
pretty  sound  pohcy.  namely,  that  we 
should  not  be  passing  a  bill  on  a  matter 
that  has  been  taken  to  court.  The  proc- 
esses of  the  court  have  been  invoked. 
Under  those  circumstances  I  think  we- 
ought  to  wait  for  a  court  decision,  ami 
subsequently,  if  we  think  there  is  Justifl- 
cation  for  legislation,  proceed  with  legis- 
lation, at  that  time.  I  shoukl  like  to 
hear  the  Senator  from  Idaho  on  the 
question  of  whether  or  not  I  am  wrong 
in  my  observation  that  there  win  be 
plenty  of  onsortunity.  ooooe  Januaiy.  to 
take  care  of  the  case  if  the  oooit  dectstoo 
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idoes  not  seem  to  do  equity  to  the  dtf. 
So  loDK  •■  it  is  In  iht  court  sireftdy,  wby 
not  wi^tfor  the  court  decision? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  So  far  as  the  Sen- 
ator from  Itteho  is  concerned,  I  shall  not 
press  the  point  Insofar  as  the  ease  pend- 
ing In  the  court  is  concerned.  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  taktn  a 
reasonable  position.  The  Mil  was  intro- 
duced last  March,  after  several  months 
of  negotiation,  at  the  request  of  the 
Corps  of  Army  Engineers.  The  Senator 
from  Idaho  was  simply  trying  to  cooper- 
ate. I  presume  there  is  some  signifi- 
cance In  the  fact,  if  I  may  be  pardoned 
for  injecting  a  political  overtone,  that 
the  Attorney  General  for  the  city  of 
Sandpodnt  is  the  Democratic  nominee 
for  Lteutenant  Ctovemor.  I  was  simply 
trying  to  do  everjrthlng  I  could  to  coop- 
erate with  him.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  assure  the  Senator 
fnmi  Idaho  that  I  did  not  lEnow  anjrUiing 
about  the  political  overtones  or  under- 
tones. I  now  pledge  my  cooperation, 
come  January,  in  the  event  that  at  that 
time  it  is  necessary  to  consider  legisla- 
tion based  on  the  court  decision. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


CARL  PIOWATY  and  W.  J.  PIOWATY 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R  1665)  for  the  reUef  of  Carl 
Piowaty  and  W.  J.  Piowaty.  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  CcHnmittee  on  the 
JudidaiT  with  amendments,  on  page  1, 
line  6.  after  the  words  "sum  of",  to  strike 
out  "$4,450"  and  insert  "$5,873.33";  in 
line  8.  after  the  word  "SUtes".  to  insert 
"which  represents  principal  and  interest 
paid";  and  on  page  2.  line  4.  after  the 
word  "Act",  to  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

ESTABLISHMENT  OF  MOTOR-VE- 
HICLE POOLS  AND  TO  PROVIDE 
OFFICE  FURNITURE  AND  FUR- 
NISHINGS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  8753  >  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  oi  1040,  as  amended,  to  authorize  the 
Administrator  of  General  Services  to  es- 
tablish and  Operate  motor  vehicle  pools 
and  systems  and  to  provide  office  furni- 
ture and  furnishings  when  agencies  are 
moved  to  new  locations,  to  direct  the  Ad- 
ministrator to  report  the  imauthorised 
use  of  Government  motor  vehicles,  and  to 
authorise  the  United  States  Civil  Service 
Commission  to  regulate  cHDerators  of  Gov- 
ernment-owned ihotor  vehicles,  and  for 
other  purposes,  wtiich  had  been  reported 
from  the  Omnniittee  on  Government 
operations  with  amendments,  on  page  5, 
line  11,  after  the  word  "accounting",  to 
strike  out  "Paymehts  to  the  General  Sup- 
ply Fund  for  motor  vrtiiole  pools  or  sys- 
tems services  shall  be  accoimted  for  as 
c^her  contractual  services.";  on  page  7, 
line  12,  after  the  word  "payment",  to 


strike  out  "to"  and  Insert  "by" ;  In  line  17. 
after  the  word  "authorizing",  to  Insert 
"civilian";  on  page  11,  line  2.  after 
"write-off",  to  strike  out  "when"  atd  in- 
sert a  period  and  "When";  in  liae  10. 
after  the  word  "designed",  to  strike  out 
"and"  and  insert  "or",  and  in  liae  22. 
after  the  word  "depot",  to  insert  "and 
any  vehicle  regularly  used  by  an  agency 
in  the  performance  of  investigative,  law 
enforcement,  or  intelligence  duties  if  the 
head  of  such  agency  determines  that  ex- 
clusive control  of  such  vehicle  is  essential 
to  the  effective  performance  of  such 
duties."  I 

.  The  amendments  were  agreed  tot 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed.  s  . 

APPOINTMENT  OF  FOREIGN  SERV- 
ICE OFFICERS  PROM  DEPART- 
MENT OF  STATE  OR  FROM  FOR- 
EIGN SERVICE  TO  CERTAIN 
CLASSES 

The  bill  (S.  3778)  amending  sfction 
413  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946 
was  announced   as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
Objection  to  the  present  consideration 
Of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  although 
I  shall  not  object,  once  more  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  distinguished  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley], 
whether  there  is  in  the  bill  anything  to 
prevent  Senate  confirmation  of  the  ap- 
propriate oflBcials  in  either  of  these  two 
services. 

Mr.  WILEY.    No. 

Mr.  President.  I  understand  that  an 
amendment  is  to  be  submitted  to  the 
bill. 

First.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that. 
in  lieu  of  considering  Senate  bill  3778, 
Calendar  No.  1983.  the  Senate  now  pro- 
ceed to  consider  Calendar  No.  2388.  House 
bill  9910.  a  companion  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  read  by  title,  for  the  infor- 
mation of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
9910)  to  amend  section  413  (A)  of  the 
Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  offer  to  House  bill  9910  an 
amendment,  on  behalf  of  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  IMr.  Monroney]  and 
the  Senator  from  Montana  I  Mr.  Mans- 

riBLD]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Before 
that  is  done,  let  the  Chair  put  the  pend- 
ing question: 

Is  there  objection  to  the  request  for 
the  present  consideration  of  House  bill 
9910? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (B  r 
9910)  to  amend  section  413  (A)  of  the 
Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to 
the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated.  As 
previously  stated,  the  amendment  ts  of- 
fered on  behalf  of   the  Senator  from 


Oklahoma  [Mr.  MonkonkyI  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  [Mr.  MAHsfiKLOl. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICI>».  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clebk.  On  page  1. 
in  line  9.  after  the  word  "appointed", 
it  is  proposed  to  insert  "from  the  classi- 
fied civil  service  or  the  Foreign  Service 
reserve  or  Foreign  Service  staff." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Flori4a. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  the  purpose 
of  the  amendment? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  is  simply  to  continue  to  make 
possible  the  transfers  which  ^ow  can 
be  made  within  the  Department; of  State. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  do  not  ^uite  un- 
derstand. At  this  time,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  read  at  the  desk 
an  explanatory  letter  from  the  State  De- 
partment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  letter  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 
Depakticent  or  Sx^n, 
Washington.  August  f  i,  1854. 
The  Honorable  Alzxandkx  Wilit, 
United    States    Senate. 

Deak  Senator  WiLrfr:  It  has  co|ne  to  my 
attention  that  certain  of  your  Colleaguea 
have  some  apprehensions  with  respect  to  8. 
3778.  In  this  connection  I  wish  to  aour* 
you  that  no  position  In  the  Pa«s|K>rt  Ofllce 
or  Visa  Office  which  Is  currently  occupied  by 
a  civil  service  employee  will  be  reclasalfled 
as  a  Foreign  Service  position  with  standards 
Of  eligibility  to  preclude  the  preseat  Incum- 
bent from  qualifying  to  retain  tha|  position, 
except  with  respect  to  the  21  positions  In 
the  Pa.ssport  Office  which  the  Dtrector  of 
that  Office  has  recommended  be  a^  reclassi- 
fied. 

I  feel  that  It  Is  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  194«  be 
amended  as  provided  In  S.  3778  in  Order  that 
my  program  for  Improving  and  strengthen- 
ing the  personnel  admlnlstratloti  of  the 
Department  of  State  may  proceed.  The 
manner  In  which  this  program  la  adminis- 
tered during  the  next  few  montba  will  be 
subject  to  review  by  the  84th  Congfeas  when 
It  convenes  In  1955.  At  that  time  there  will 
be  adequate  opportunity  for  any  necessary 
adjustments. 

Sincerely  yours, 

JOHN  Fosm  pmxis. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  Preaident.  I 
should  like  to  have  some  Senator  explain 
the  amendment  which  has  been  offered. 
in  light  of  the  letter  which  has  Just  been 
read. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Wlscotsln  care 
to  explain  the  amendment? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  have  not  Seen  the 
amendment.  I  talked  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana  (Mr.  MARsnaL*]  a^ut 
it.  and  he  said  he  had  cleared  it  with 
the  Democratic  side;  and  the  amend- 
ment appeared  to  me  to  be  all  Hght. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  can  ex- 
plain the  amendment. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
that  there  is  no  conflict  between  the 
sentiments  expressed  in  the  letter  which 
he  has  Just  had  read  to  the  Senate  and 
the  amendment,  because  the  purpose  is 
to  continue  the  situation  whioh  exists 
at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Let  me  see  if  I  cor- 
rectly understand  the  amendment.    As 


14253 


X  understand  it.  the  amendment  win 
exempt  the  newUr  appointed  civU-senr- 
Ice  employees  from  the  effect  of  the  MIL 
Is  that  correct? 
lir.  MANSFIELD.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.  SMATHERS.     llie  reference  Is 
to  the  non-civil-service  appointees.    As 
I  trnderstand,  the  amendment  will  per- 
mit  those    who    already    are    working 
I  within    the    State    Department,    under 
classified  civil-service  status,  to  move 
'  over  into  the  Foreign  Service  at  the 
same  status  at  which  they  left  the  classi- 
I  fled  civil  service ;   but  the  amendment 
I  does  not  authorize  other  than  that.    It 
I  would  not  authorize  others  to  do  so. 
!     Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  understand  that 
:  It  does  not  permit  it.  but  rather  limits 

it.  

Mr.  SMATHERS.  That  is  correct. 
I  Mr.  McCARRAN.  In  view  of  the  let- 
ter which  has  been  read  to  the  Senate, 
and  with  the  explanation  of  the  amend- 
ment. I  have  no  objection.  Otherwise 
I  would  have  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeirur  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  SMATHXtsl. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The   amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection  Senate  bill  3778  is  indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  I»re8ident,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  RxcoKD  a  statement  which  I  have 
prepared  on  this  subject. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

STATDCXItT  >T    SOtATCMI  WOMT 

The  fundamental  purpose  of  this  amend- 
ment Is  to  make  It  possible  for  the  more  ex- 
peditious transfer  into  the  Foreign  Service 
of  the  United  SUtes  of  civil  eerrlce  oflloen 
In  the  Department  of  State  who  have  aerred 
In  the  Department  for  a  minimum  of  3  years. 

At  the  present  time,  soctlon  418  of  tbe 
Foreign  Service  Act  requires  that  when  offi- 
cers of  the  Department  of  State  have  quail- 
fled  for  transfer  to  the  Foreign  Service  and 
are  seeking  what  Is  known  as  lateral  entry 
to  the  Service,  their  salaries  must  be  fixed 
at  the  lowest  rate  In  the  class  to  which  they 
are  admitted.     Let  me  Ulustrate. 

L«t  us  suppose  that  Mr.  Jones,  a  man  who 
has  been  the  departmental  desk  oOcer  for 
Spain  for  8  years  and  who  receives  a  salary 
of  $10300  per  year,  qualified  for  admission 
to  the  Foreign  Service.  It  la  determined  that 
he  should  be  admitted  1o  Foreign  Berrloe 
class  3.  In  that  class,  salaries  range  from 
•9.130  to  811,080  per  year.  At  the  present 
time,  our  hypothetical  Mr.  Jones  would  have 
to  be  appointed  at  the  annual  salary  lowest 
In  the  class,  namely,  tO.lSO.  Be  would  thus 
suffer  a  salary  loss  of  81.670  per  year,  and 
under  these  clrcumstancei  might  not  aocept 
the  appointment,  only  81  having  been  ad- 
mitted by  the  lateral  enti^  route  In  recent 
years. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  of  ssetk» 
418  u  to  make  It  possible  for  such  persons 
to  transfer  Into  the  Forelc;n  Service  without 
a  sacrifice  In  their  salary. 

In  proposing  this  amendment,  the  com- 
mittee noted  that  it  fulfUls  one  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Wrlston  committee 
In  ite  recent  report  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 

The  Wrlston  committee  (the  Secretary  oif 
Bute's  Public  Committee  on  Personnel)  sub- 


mitted a  number  of  reoommendattons  which 
I  expect  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relattona 
will  examine  m  considerable  detail  next  year. 
At  the  present  time,  however,  and  In  view 
of  the  lateness  of  the  session,  we  are  taking 
action  only  on  this  one   recommendation. 

TTrgent  action  is  requbvd  at  the  present 
time  In  order  to  give  Impetus  to  the  move- 
ment of  regular  departmental  ofllcers  Into 
the  Foreign  Service.  In  recent  years  the 
Fm^gn  Service  has  shrunk  In  slzse  deslpte 
the  fact  that  the  world  responslblllUes  of 
the  United  States  have  been  Increasing. 
Prom  a  top  level  of  1.427  officers  In  1953, 
the  Service  has  fallen  to  1,285  In  March  of 
this  year. 

Mr.  President.  It  Is  obvious  to  me  that  all 
Is  not  well  with  the  Foreign  Serrlce  and  with 
the  State  Department  career  service. 

Mr.  Dulles,  with  the  able  assistance  of 
Under  Secretary  Bedell  Smith  and  Under 
Secretary  Saltzman.  Is  moving  with  vigor  to 
get  our  Foreign  Service  mechanism  In  shape 
to  deal  with  our  worldwide  responsibilities. 
Much  remains  to  be  done.  This  bill  Is  a 
starter. 


P.  H.  McCONNKLL 


The  bill  (S.  3326)  for  the  reUef  of  P. 
H.  McConnell  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized 
and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In 
tht  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to 
P.  H.  McConnell,  of  Fort  Peck,  Mont.,  the 
sum  of  •4,870.76,  In  full  settlement  of  all 
claims  against  the  United  States  for  work 
performed  by  P.  H.  McConnell  under  Con- 
tract Numbered  W-681-eng-237S,  dated  May 
14,  IMO:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  tbe 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection 
with  this  el|dm,  and  the  same  shall  be  un- 
lawful, any  ocmtract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guUty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  ahall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding $1,000. 

Mr.  GORE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revert  to  Calendar  No.  1966,  Senate  bill 
3326.  I  am  advised  that  the  beneficiary. 
P.  H.  McConnell.  has  died,  and  that  an 
amendment  should  be  made  to  make  the 
relief  payable  to  the  estate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  is 
reconsidered. 

The  bill  is  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  MCCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
offer  an  amendment  on  page  1.  line  5, 
after  the  word  "to",  to  insert  the  words 
"the  estote  of." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  paseed. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  tbe  title  be  amended  so  as  to 
read  "A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  P.  H.  MeCoonell." 

The  motkm  was  agreed  to. 


ANNA  K.  McQUn^IN 

The  hill  (H.  R.  3516)  for  the  relief  of 
Anna  K.  McQuilkin  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


L.  R.  SWARTHOUT  AND  THE  IfOAL 
GUARDIAN  OF  HAROU3  SWARTH- 
OUT 

Tbe  bill  (a  1022)  for  the  r^iiel  of  L.  R. 
Swarthout  and  the  legal  guardian  of 
Harold  Swarthout  was  ^"TM>!mCTd  as 
next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  IS  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideratton  at 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  shaH 
ask  that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar  until  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Welkkr]  returns  to  the  Chamber. 
The  last  time  I  talked  with  him,  he  was 
opposed  to  the  position  which  I  take  with 
respect  to  the  bill.  In  view  of  my  knowl- 
edge of  his  position.  I  would  not  want 
action  to  be  taken  on  any  suggestion  of 
mine  in  his  absence.  However.  I  wish  to 
make  my  statement  at  this  time,  because 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  is  familiar  with 
my  position. 

I  respectfully  request  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  withdraw  its 
amendment  No.  5  relative  to  this  bilL 

Amendment  No.  5  would  expressly 
prohibit  any  part  of  the  amotmt  appro- 
priated under  the  bill  from  being  podd  to 
any  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim. 
I  understand  fully  the  laudable  purpose 
behind  the  Judiciary  Committee's  policy 
of  scrutinizing  with  extreme  care  all 
provisions  in  private  relief  bills  which 
authorize  the  payment  of  attorneys'  fees. 
On  June  15. 1954.  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  IMr.  HxnoucksonI  gave  a  very 
clear  explanation  of  the  committee's 
position  on  this  matter,  and  I  commend 
him  as  well  as  the  other  members  of  the 
committee  for  taking  steps  to  prevent 
abuses  in  the  collecting  of  attorneys'  fees 
in  private  bill  claim  cases. 

During  the  colloquy  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  on  June  15  I  pointed  out  that 
there  are  cases  of  this  type  in  which  law- 
yers render  valuable  services  for  which 
they  are  entitled  to  fair  and  reasonable 
fees.  Mr.  President,  the  case  now  under 
consideration  is.  in  my  opinion,  a  very 
clear  case  for  the  Inclusion  of  what  was 
previously  the  standard  10-peroent  at- 
torneys' fee  proviso. 

In  this  case,  the  lawyer  representing 
the  Swarthouts  has  rendered  legal  ser- 
vices for  a  period  of  more  than  10  yeaxs 
in  an  effort  to  obtain  fair  compensatian 
for  grievous  injuries  to  a  child  and 
heavy  expense  to  his  parents  caused  by 
the  explosion  of  an  Amy  practice  bomb. 
The  details  of  the  tragic  aoeident  are 
contained  in  the  report  and  need  not  be 
repeated  here. 

As  late  as  last  Saturday,  I  ehecked 
with  the  Portland,  Qreg..  law  firm  of 
which  the  Swarthouts'  attorney  is  now 
a  member  and  was  advised  that  this  at- 
torney has  not  received  one  cent  by  way 
of  an  attorney's  fee  in  this  case.  How- 
ever, the  legal  services  he  has  rendered 
are  very  substantlaL  He  has  engaged 
in  the  customary  conferences  with  in- 
terested and  adverse  parties,  and  tboae 
of  my  colleagues  who  are  meinbeis  of 
the  legal  invf ession  know  how  exteaalwe 
such  conferences  can  be.  He 
and  tried  a  lawsuit  m  the  State 
eonrt  in  an  effort  to 
against  a  third  party.   MO 
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rcaoltad  from  XtaX  lawsuit  and  tliere- 
afUr  Ibe  attomcr  m  tlita  ease  oosif emd 
with  the  Army  co^tneers  in  Portland 
oonDeralnc  the  poasibllitir  of  a  claim 
acalaet  the  united  States  m¥ler  the  Fed. 
end  Tort  dates  Ad  It  dereknied  that 
proeeediiics  under  that  act  would  not 
be  feasihie  because  the  accident  oeeorred 
before  the  cffeethre  date  of  the  act— Feb- 
niary  1. 19tf. 

The  f oresoins  lesal  services  were  es- 
sential preludes  to  the  final  source  of 
posRlbie  zeiler— a  private  bOl  In  COo- 
sress.  The  Swarthonts*  attorney  accord- 
ingly faroucht  the  BWtter  to  the  attention 
of  my  olBee.  provided  me  with  the  essen- 
tialteeta  AsaresuILamrivaterdief bUl 
was  filed  In  the  82a  Congress  and  ulti- 
mate the  iHneeait  kp  was  filed  early  in 
the  89d  Congress. 

If  any  attorney  hsis  earned  a  legal  fee. 
Mr.  Prmkliiiit,  it  14  the  attorney  who 
repreesBls  the  Swavthouts  in  this  «Me. 
Pte  that  reasim.  I  respectfully  xequest 
that  the  Judiciary  Committee  withdraw 
its  amendment  No.  Sitberelqr  restoring  in 
this  fcdll  the  standarjd  proviso: 
-  Provided,  TbMX  ao  pert  of  tlie  emount 
epproprtated  In  this  mtt  In  new  of  10  per- 
cent tlMceof  abeU  be  bald  or  deUvered  to  or 
received  by  any  rngsnt  qr  attorney  on  account 
of  eervtOM  rmdeted  Inj  eOaneetlon  with  this 
claim,  and  the  hubm  sbaH  be  unUwful.  any 
contract  to  the  eontrtuty  notwtthetandlng. 

I  do  not  wish  action  to  be  taken  at 
this  partteolar  time.  In  the  absence  of  the 
SeoMor  from  Idaho.  I  had  a  very  pleas- 
ant and  cooperative  ponf  eroice  with  the 
Senator  from  Idaho,  as  I  idways  do  when 
Italic  with  him.  When  we  were  through. 
he'  said  he  stQl  felt  that,  so  far  as  this 
partteular  bill  was  cbncemed.  he  did  not 
feel  that  this  attorn^  had  earned  a  fee. 
He  laughhigly  said.  "WATitx  M<»sb  has 
earned  the  fee,  because  he  introduced 
the  biU."  Of  course,  he  spoke  facetiously. 

M^vefthelesB,  as  a  lawyer,  I  feel  that 
in  some  of  these  cases,  with  this  kind  ot 
record,  we  do  an  IniJustice  to  the  legal 
profession  when  we  deny  the  heretofore 
standard  10  percent!  fee.  At  the  same 
time.  I  know  that,  as  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  HsInduckson]  pointed 
out  on  June  15. 1  believe,  there  have  been 
great  abuses  in  this  connection. 

Therefore,  knowiilg  the  view  of  the 
Senator  from  Idaho,  and  hoping  that  he 
may  change  his  opinion  if  the  bill  goes 
to  the  foot  of  the  calendar.  I  ask  that 
it  be  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

1^  last  word  is  this:  The  person  in 
whom  I  am  primarily  interested  is  this 
boy.  I  do  not  want  the  bill  to  be  de- 
feated over  any  issue  as  to  whether  or 
not  an  attorney  is  tb  receive  a  10  per- 
cent legal  fee.  So  even  If  the  Senator 
fnmi  Idaho  persists  in  his  objection 
when  he  returns  to  the  Chamber.  I  hope 
the  bill  can  be  passed  later  this  evening, 
even  with  amendment  No.  5  of  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee  Ih  it.  However,  in 
fairness  to  the  lawjyer.  I  believe  the 
amendment  Na  5  should  be  withdrawn. 
The  PRESIDINO  C{>FPICER  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKS0N.  Mr.  President. 
I  have  taken  the  lll^rty  of  sending  a 
message  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
yf^uokl.     He  is  on  his  way  to  the 


Chamber.    I  do  not  know  when  he  will 
arrive. 

I  am  sure  my  distinguished  colleague 
on  the  Judiciary  Committee,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCakranI,  wUl 
agree  that  It  was  never  the  intention  of 
the  Judiciary  Committee  to  deprive  any 
lawyer  of  a  fee  Justly  earned. 

However,  we  have  seen  the  ever-In- 
creasing growth  of  so-called  privite 
claim  bills  involving  money  awards,  and 
it  seemed  to  us  that  it  was  about  tiaie 
to  put  a  stop  to  some  of  the  encroadi- 
ments  by  certain  attorneys. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
understand  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  MossEl  has  moved  to  strike 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  re- 
quest is  that  the  bill  be  placed  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar,  to  be  called 
later  this  evening. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  have  the  view  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada,  If  he  has  a  view  with  re- 
spect to  the  bill,  so  that  it  can  be  intelli- 
gently discussed  with  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  when  he  returns  to  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  fact  that  a  bill 
comes  from  Idaho  is  no  reason  why  there 
should  be  any  variance  from  the  rule 
laid  down  by  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Not  Idaho,  but  Oregon. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  beg  the  Senat<«-s 
pardon.  The  rule  has  been  laid  down. 
No  action  was  commenced  in  this  case. 
and  no  legal  fee  was  earned,  so  far  as  I 
know. 

The  mere  fact  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  presented  this  bill  does  not  entitle 
him  to  a  fee,  and  I  know  he  is  ntt  trying 
to  get  a  fee.  Neither  does  it  entitle  »n 
attorney  on  the  outside  to  a  fee.  If  we 
vary  the  rule  in  this  case  we  shall  have 
to  vary  it  in  every  other  case. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Every  case  has 
some  merit  to  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  agree,  of  course,  that 
unless  a  lawyer  has  performed  le^il 
services  he  should  not  receive  a  fee. 
However,  am  I  to  understand  that 
amendmisnt  No.  5  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee, which  is  now  regularly  attached 
to  such  bills,  means  that  no  attorney 
fe^  can  be  paid  imless  the  attorney 
starts  suit? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  No ;  I  do  not  mean 
that.  In  this  case  I  do  not  believe  there 
was  any  legal  activity  of  any  kind  thst 
would  justify  a  10-percent  fee. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  as  I  said. 
the  lawyer  had  the  case  in  his  office  fsr 
10  years.  He  has  held  many  conferences 
on  the  case.  He  has  spent  a  great  deal 
of  time  with  the  Army  engineers  and 
went  into  the  question  as  to  whether 
he  could  bring  an  action  under  the  tort 
claims  law.  The  Army  engineers  favored 
that  procedure.  He  held  conferences 
with  the  Army  engineers  on  the  case. 
Then  it  was  discovered  that  a  case  could 
not  be  brought  under  that  law.  i  aai 
sure  the  Senator  from  Nevada  will  agree 
with  me  that  that  is  legal  work  in  a  law 
office  for  which  some  fee  is  justified. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  shall  take  the 
last  expression  of  the  able  Senator  from 


Oregon,  before  he  took  his  seat,  when 
he  said  he  was  interested  in  getting  the 
money  for  this  child. 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  am  interested  In  that 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  why  the 
committee  approved  the  bill.  It  is  to 
get  compensation  for  this  child,  not  com- 
pensation for  an  attorney.  I  am  not 
saying  anything  about  the  services  that 
may  have  been  rendered.  However,  If 
we  lower  the  bars,  we  shall  have  to  lower 
them  in  too  many  cases,  and,  as  a  result, 
there  will  be  abuses. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  wHl  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Because  of  the  last  com- 
ment of  the  Senator,  am  I  to  undefistand 
that  it  is  the  position  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  that  no  exceptions  ^ould 
be  made  with  respect  to  amendment  5, 
and  that  whenever  a  private  bill  comes 
to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  no  lawyer  is  to 
get  any  fee,  no  matter  what  work  he 
does? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  would  not  go  that 
far. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  hope  that  privately 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  will  give  me 
a  few  hypothetical  sets  of  facts  which 
would  justify  an  attorney  fee.  if  h^  feels 
that  in  this  case,  after  10  years,  the 
lawyer  is  not  entitled  to  a  fee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  that  the  bill  be  passed  to 
the  foot  of  the  calendar?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


CONVEYANCE  OF  A  CERTAIN  TJIACT 
OF  LAND  IN  MISSISSIPPI;  TO 
JONATHAN  JONES 

The  bill  (S.  3316)  to  authorize  and 
direct  the  conveyance  of  a  certain  tract 
of  land  in  the  State  of  Mississippi  to 
Jonathan  Jones  was  announced  aa  next 
in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long]  and  my 
colleague  from  Oregon  I  Mr.  Cosdon] 
have  temporarily  stepped  out  of  the 
Chamber.  If  they  were  present  they 
would  verify  what  I  now  present  to  the 
Senate.  It  is  in  the  form  of  an  ansend- 
ment  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
an  amendment.  My  colleague  has  ar- 
rived on  the  floor,  and  I  ask  his  atten- 
tion to  this  matter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
secretary  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  2, 
after  line  2,  it  is  proposed  to  strike: 

Sec.  2.  The  tract  of  land  authorized  to  be 
transferred  by  the  first  section  of  this  act 
shall  be  conveyed  upon  the  payment  of  the 
appraised  value  of  the  lands  as  determined 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  If  payment 
is  made  within  one  year  after  the  Secfetary 
has  notified  the  Federal  Land  Bank  of  New 
Orleans  and  any  other  person  applying  iJor  an 
Interest  In  these  lands  under  this  act  i#lthln 
90  days  after  Its  enactment,  of  the  appraised 
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price  of  the  lands.  The  appraised  price  shall 
iiot  Include  any  Increased  value  resulting 
from  the  development  or  Improvement  of 
the  lands  by  the  applicants  or  their  pred- 
ecessors In  Interest,  and  the  Secretary  shall 
consider  and  give  full  effect  to  all  of  the 
equities  of  the  applicants  in  making  such 
appraisal. 

The  PRESIDING  OITICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon IMr.  Morse]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  as  follows; 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  is  directed  to  Lssue  a  patent  to 
Jonathan  Jones,  of  Jefferso-i  County.  Miss., 
subject  to  the  conditions  provided  for  In 
Eection  2  of  this  act,  con\eylng  r'l  right, 
title,  and  Interest  of  the  U3.lted  States,  In- 
cluding mineral  rights  or  any  part  of  such 
interest.  In  and  to  the  following-described 
tract  of  land  situated  In  tlie  State  of  Mis- 
sissippi: Section  5.  township  9.  north,  range 
1  east,  Washington  meridian.  Jefferson  (boun- 
ty, Miss.,  described  as  111  acres.  In  a  plat  filed 
by  Deputy  Surveyor  Charliis  De  Prance  on 
March  31,  1806. 


BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5047)  to  amend  sec- 
tion 2879  <b)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
by  request,  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  go  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7774)  to  establish  a 
uniform  system  for  the  granting  of  in- 
centive awards  to  offlcers  and  employees 
of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  By  request,  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
goes  over. 

CONSTRUCTION   OF   BRIDGE   OVER 
POTOMAC  RIVER 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  1980)  to  autTiorize  and  direct 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia to  construct  a  bridge  over  the 
Potomac  River  in  the  vicinity  of  Jones 
Point,  Va.,  and  for  other  purposes,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia  with  an 
amendment,  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  to  insert: 


Trn-E  I — BUDGE  xif  viciNrr-r  or  constitution 

AVENTTK 

That  (a)  the  Commissioners  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  are  authori»Mi  and  dU-ected  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  low-level 
bridge   over    the    Potomat    River,    from    the 
vicinity  of  Constitution  Avenue  In  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  to  the  \'lrglnia  side  of  the 
Potomac  River,  such  bridge  to  be  constructed 
north  of  the  Memorial  Bridge  and  south  of 
the  southern  portion  of  Theodore  Roosevelt 
Island,    Bometlmes    referred    to    as    "Small 
Island."    together    with    bridge    approaches 
and  roads  connecting  sui.-h  bridge  and  ap- 
proaches with  streets  and  park  roads  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and   with  streeU  and 
park    roads    on    the    Virginia    aide    of    the 
Potomac  River:  Provided,  That  in  planning 
such  bridge  approaches  and  connecting  roads, 
the   Commissioners   shall   consult  with   the 
National  Capital  Planning  Commission. 


(b)  The  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  are  authorized  to  construct  and 
maintain  a  structure  to  provide  pedestrian 
access  from  the  low-level  bridge  referred  to 
In  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  to  the 
aforesaid  "Small  Island":  Provided,  That 
before  entering  Into  any  contract  for  such 
structure  providing  pedestrian  access,  the 
plans  therefor  shall  be  approved  by  the 
Theodore  Roosevelt  Association. 

(c)  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  1«  here- 
by authorized  to  construct,  maintain,  and 
operate  a  structure  connecting  the  main 
body  of  Theodore  Rosevelt  Island  and  the 
afcM-esald  portion  thereof  referred  to  as 
"Small  Island"  to  provide  pedestrian  access 
between  such  Islands:  Protnded,  That  the 
plans  for  such  structure  connecting  such 
Islands  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  Theodore  Roosevelt  Association. 

(d)  The  plans  for  any  bridge  or  other 
structure  authorized  by  this  title  ahall  be 
submitted  to  the  Commission  of  Pine  Arts 
for  advice  with  respect  to  the  architectural 
features  of  any  such  bridge  or  structure,  and 
no  contract  for  the  construction  thereof  may 
be  entered  Into  until  this  subsection  shall 
have  been  complied  with:  Provided,  That 
upon  failure  of  the  Commission  of  Fine  Arts 
to  report  Its  advice  within  90  days  of  sub- 
mission of  plans  to  it,  the  requirements  of 
this  subsection  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
met. 

(e)  Appropriations  for  construction  of  the 
bridge  and  other  structures  authorized  by 
this  title,  payable  from  the  highway  fund 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  In  amounts  not 
exceeding  $24,500,000  are  hereby  authorized. 

S«c.  103.  The  Federal  agencies  having  con- 
trol and  Jvirlsdlction  over  the  lands  at  and 
adjacent  to  the  ends  of  the  bridge  shall 
transfer  to  the  Commissioners  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  upon  their  request,  the  areas 
to  be  occupied  by  said  bridge,  approaches, 
and  connecting  roads,  all  as  shown  more  par- 
ticularly on  plans  of  such  bridge,  approaches, 
and  connecting  roads,  to  be  prepared  and 
approved  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  and  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads,  Department  of  Commerce. 

Sec.   103.  The  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict  of   Columbia   are   authorized    to   enter 
Into  an  agreement  or  agreements  with  the 
State  Highway  Commission  of  Virginia,  act- 
ing for  anu  on  behalf  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Virginia,  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for 
cooperation  by  the  State  Highway  Commis- 
sion of  Virginia,  to  such  extent  as  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  District  of  Columbia  shaU 
deem  necessary.  In  the  construction  of  said 
bridge     approaches,    and    connecting    roads. 
acquUltlon  of  land  for  rlghte-of-way.  con- 
tributions toward  costs,  temporary  or  perma- 
nent closing  of  existing  roads,  and  any  other 
matters  relating  to  the  construction  of  said 
bridge  which  the  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  may  consider  appropriate. 
Sec.   104.  The  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of   Columbia  are   authorized   to  make 
such  use  of  federally  owned  and  controlled 
lands  at  and  adjacent  to  the  bridge  as  may 
be  necessary  for  making  borings,  perform- 
ing other  preliminary  work,  routing  and  re- 
routing trafBc.  constructing  said  bridge,  ap- 
proaches, and  connecting  roads,  and  storing 
of  materials  Incident  to  such   preliminary 
work  and  to  actual  construction. 

Sec.  105.  The  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  are  authorized  and  directed 
to  route  and  reroute  and  to  caxise  the  rout- 
ing and  rerouting  of  trafBc  on,  and  to  close 
or  cause  to  be  closed  park  roads,  streets,  and 
highways  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  State*,  and  to  negotiate  for  the  clos- 
ing of  roads  by  agreement  with  Virginia  au- 
thorities, where  necessary  In  connection  with 
the  preparation  of  plans  for.  and  during  the 
actual  construction  of.  said  bridge,  ap- 
proaches, and  connecting  roads.  The  Com- 
missioners of  the  District  of  ColumbU  are 
further  authorized  to  prepare  plans  for  such 
changes  In  park  roads  as  they  deem  neces- 


sary to  provide  maximum  eOclency  In  han- 
dling traffic  to  and  from  said  bridge,  and 
when  such  plans  are  approved  by  the  Bu- 
reau of  Public  Roads,  to  construct  roads  In 
conformity  with  such  approved  plans. 

Sec.  loe.  (a)  The  National  Park  Service  U 
authorized  and  directed  to  remove  or  trans- 
plant to  other  locations  any  and  all  plant- 
ing materials  within  the  area  to  be  used  for 
the  bridge,  approaches,  and  connecting 
roads  or  for  construction  purposes,  when 
requested  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia.  The  Commlsslonera  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  are  authorized  and 
directed  to  regrade  the  areas  Involved  In  the 
construction  of  the  bridge,  approaches,  and 
connecting  roads  so  as  to  conform  with  the 
plans  to  be  approved  by  them  and  the 
Bureau  of  Public  Roads. 

(b)  Upon  completion  of  said  bridge,  ap- 
proaches, and  connecting  roads  and  the  re- 
gradlng  of  the  areas,  or  prior  thereto,  when 
authorized  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  and  when  such  operation 
or  operations  will  not  Interfere  with  the 
construction  of  said  bridge,  approaches,  and 
connecting  roads,  the  National  Park  Service 
Is  directed  to  landscape  such  areas  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  plans  of  the  National 
Park  Service  as  may  be  approved  by  the 
CommlBsloners  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  the  cost  of 
said  landscaping  to  be  paid  out  of  funds 
made  available  for  the  purposes  of  this  title. 
Sec.  107.  The  cost  of  construction,  recon- 
struction, and  repair  of  all  roads  whlch'Vre 
changed  or  made  necessary  as  an  Incident 
to  the  construction  of  said  bridge,  ap- 
proaches, and  connecting  roads,  when  ap- 
proved by  the  Commissioners  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads,  shall  be  paid  out  of  funds  made  avail- 
able for  construction  of  said  bridge,  ap- 
proaches, and  connecting  roads. 

Sec.  108.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or 
repeal  this  title  la  hereby  expressly  re- 
served. 

TTTLE    II BXIDCE   IN    VXCINTTT   OF   JONSB   POHfT 

Sec.  201.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
(referred  to  hereinafter  as  the  "Secretary") 
Is  authorized  and  directed  to  construct. 
maintain,  and  operate  a  six-lane  bridge  over 
the  Potomac  River,  from  a  point  at  or  near 
Jones  Point.  Va.,  across  a  certain  portion  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  a  point  in  Mary- 
land, together  with  bridge  approaches  on 
property  owned  by  the  United  States  In  the 
State  of  Virginia. 

(b)  The  bridge  shall  be  of  deck  girder 
structure  wlih  a  swing  span  having  a  160- 
foot  horizontal  clearance  on  each  side  of 
the  pivot  pier  and  a  70-foot  vertical  clear- 
ance above  mean  low  water,  and  shall  be  con- 
structed in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  subsection  ( b »  of  section  502  of  the  "Gen- 
eral Bridge  Act  of  1946."  approved  August  2. 
1946  (60  Stat.  847) .  as  amended,  and  subject 
to  the  conditions  and  limitations  in  this 
title. 

(c>  The  Secretary  shall  request  recom- 
mendations and  suggestions  of  the  National 
Capital  Planning  Commission  relative  to  the 
design   of   such   bridge   and   approaches. 

Sec.  202.  (a)   Any  Federal  agency  and  the 
District  of  Columbia  having  control  and  Ju- 
risdiction over  any  land  at  or  near  the  site 
of  the  bridge  shall  transfer  to  the  Secretary, 
upon  his  request,  any  such  lands  to  be  oc- 
cupied by  the  bridge  or  approaches  thereto. 
(b)   The   Secretary   may   acquire  by  pur- 
chase or  by  condemnation  any  land  In  the 
State  of  Maryland,  not  imder  Federal  or  Dis- 
trict Jurisdiction  or  control,  needed  for  the 
construction   of    such  bridge,  title   to  such 
land  to  l>e  taken  directly  to  and  In  the  name 
of  the  United  States.    In  case  a  price  aatls- 
factory  to  the  Secretary  cannot  be  acreed 
upon  for  the  purchaee  of  vaA  land  or  in 
case  the  tlUe  cannot  be  made  satMaetory 
to    the    Attorney    Oeoeral    e*     tfce     Pn»ed 
States,  tlken  Uw  Utter  tt  **wc%e*  «>  ptocurs 
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(b)  TlM  Sacretary  (nay  route  and  reroute 
iuad  cause  tbe  rouUiia  and  rerouting  of  traf- 
fic on.  and  doee  or  cauae  to  be  eloeed.  streets, 
roads,  and  highways  under  tlie  JurlsdloUon 
of  tbe  United  States,  and  negotiate  for  tbe 
eloalng  at  streets,  roads,  and  highways  by 
contact  with  Virginia,  Maryland,  and  Ols- 
trlet  authorltlea,  when  necessary  In  con- 
nsctlon  with  the  prciparatlon  of  plans  for. 
and  during  the  actual  construction  of,  the 
bridge. 

Sac.  204.  Kotlrlthstfmdlng  any  other  pro- 
vision of  this  title,  t^e  Secretary  shall  not 
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cient uUllaatlon  of  si^ch  bridge. 

Sac.  305.  ThA  sum  of  $14,925,000  Is  hereby 
authorised  to  be  appropriated  out  of  any 
moneys  In  the  Treasjory  not  otherwise  ap- 
propriated, to  carry  lOut  the  proTlsknis  of 
this  title. 

Sac.  208.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  re- 
peal this  title  to  hereby  expressly  reserved. 

Bfr.  CA8E.  Mif.  President.  I  ask 
tmanlmoua  consenti  to  have  printed  In 
the  RxcoKD  at  thl<  point  a  statement 
which  I  have  prepared. 

There  being  no  bbjectlon.  the  state- 
ment was  cmlered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rxcou.  as  follows: 

The  Oommlttee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia of  the  House  of  Bepresentatlves  gave  the 
entire  Potomac  River  l|ff  Idge  problem  exhaus- 
tive consideration.  It  conducted  7  days  of 
hearings  on  3  different  proposals.  In  Its 
report  (No.  1851)  on  R.  R.  1980,  the  commit- 
tee said.  In  part: 

"It  was  evident,  by  the  exi^'eesiona  of  the 
various  members  of  |the  subcommittee,  as 
well  as  those  who  tefUfled  before  the  sub- 
committee, that  there!  was  great  need  for  an 
additional  bridge  acroas  the  Pot<»nac  River, 
eepecially  In  the  oeniral  area  which  would 
relieve  the  snarled  trMBc  conditions  during 
the  peak  periods.  •  •,  •  it  was  evident  that 
the  members  of  the  subcommittee  could  not 
agree  upon  a  loeatloh  for  a  bridge  in  the 
central  downtown  area.  It  was  obvious  that 
aU  of  the  members  of  the  subcommittee 
agreed  that  the  best  compromise  would  be 
the  bUl.  H.  R.  1980.  jto  construct  a  bridge 
in  the  vicinity  of  Jonjes  Point.  Va." 
^  The  Hotise  committjee  amended  the  Jones 
Point  bill  to  reduce  substantially  the  Federal 
share  of  the  cost  and  at  the  same  time  to 
expand  the  capacity  of  the  bridge.  The  Ben- 
ate  conunittee  concur  in  these  changes, 
described  in  the  Hoxise  report  as  follows: 

"Und«:  thto  amendment  the  total  cost 
of  the  bridge  wlU  be  $24,398,000.  ThU  cost 
wUl  provide  a  8-lane  bridge  rather  than  a 
4-lane.  as  proposed  lid  the  original  legisla- 
tion. Of  the  total  cost  ot  titi^  bridge 
$7388,000  will  be  assumed  by  the  State  of 
Virginia  as  a  total  cost  of  approaches  In  that 
State;  $885,000  wlU  be  assumed  by  the  SUte 
Of  Maryland  to  be  spent  on  approaches  to 
the  bridge.  In  the  XHstrict  of  Columbia. 
$1,200,000  win  be  spent  for  the  construction 
of   roads    and   structures.    The    addiUonal 


$14347.000   win  be   borne   by  the   Federal 
Ckmmment. 

**The  bill  authorizes  the  amount  of 
$14J)25.006  to  carry  out  this  oonstructton. 

"Under  the  amendment  adopted  by  flhls 
ooimnltteei  a  0-lane  bridge  would  be  obtaiaed 
at  a  total  coet  of  $14,847,000  to  the  Federal 
Oovemment  rather  than  a  4-lane  bridge,  as 
requested  tn  the  original  bill,  at  a  cost  of 
$30  million  to  the  Federal  Oovernment. 
'  Thto  would  be  possible  through  the  partici- 
pation of  the  District  of  ColumbU  and  the 
States  of  Maryland  and  Virginia. " 

Tour  committee,  through  Its  fiscal  sub- 
committee, reviewed  carefully  the  hearings 
held  by  the  House  and  supplemented  ttils 
study  with  additional  hearings  of  Its  own, 
conducted  on  July  16,  1954.  Testimony  was 
taken  from  13  witnesses,  covering  the  Joties 
Point  proposal  as  well  as  the  bridge  needs  of 
the  central  area. 

It  was  evident  that  the  purposes  of  the 
Jones  Point  Bridge  are  not  related  to  the 
pressing  need  for  cross-river  traffic  relief  In 
the  central  downtown  area.  Jones  Point 
would  provide  a  link  in  the  "outer  belt'  — 
parts  of  which  are  in  existence  or  under  cen- 
Btructlon — designed  to  serve  traffic  that  de- 
sires to  bypass  Washington.  All  affected 
agencies  and  jurtodlctlons  were  agreed  on 
the  need  for  and  the  location  of  the  Joties 
Point  crossing.  All  witnesses  agreed,  more- 
over, that  Jones  Point  Is  in  no  sense  a  sub- 
stitute for  a  central  area  bridge  to  relieve 
congestion  of  traffic  between  the  downtown 
area  and  Virginia. 

Your  ctmunittee  for  several  months  prior 
to  its  hearings  had  had  the  problem  under 
study.  The  chairman  held  several  confer- 
ences with  Dtotrlct  officials,  the  Chairman  of 
the  National  Capital  Planning  Commission 
and  other  interested  groups. 

As  a  result  of  these  and  subsequent  ef- 
forts, the  chairman  of  your  committee,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Planning  Commission.'  and 
the  Engineer  Commissioner  of  the  District 
agreed  on  a  span  approximately  parallel  to 
Memorial  Bridge  nmnlng  from  the  foot  of 
Constltmion  Avenue  on  the  District  side  to 
Columbia  Island  on  the  Virginia  side  la  a 
Une  Just  south  of  Small  Island. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  National  Capital  Plan- 
ning Commission  held  on  July  28.  1954,  thU 
proposal  was  approved,  together  with  other 
bridge  and  street  proposals  Incident  thereto 
The  executive  director  of  the  Theodore 
Rooeevelt  Association  also  Informed  your 
committee  that  he  favors  the  central  area 
bridge  proposal  and  believes  that  It  eliiai- 
nates  all  features  of  earlier  proposals  that 
had  been  objectionable  to  the  association. 

After  this  further  extensive  consideration 
the  subcommittee  decided  to  recommend  au- 
thorization of  this  central  area  bridge  from 
the  foot  of  Constitution  Avenue  running 
south  of  SmaU  Island  for  the  foUowUiK 
reasons : 

■  1.  A  thorough  study  of  the  area  tralSc 
needs  reflecting  1953  volumes  but  based  upon 
the  origin  and  destination  survey  conducted 
in  1948  indicates  conclusively  that  a  brl<%e 
to  necessary  at  a  point  Just  upstream  from 
the  existing  Arlington  Memorial  Bridge. 

2.  The  approaches  to  the  proposed  centfal 
area  bridge  can  afford  the  greatest  accomo- 
dations for  the  dissipation  as  well  as  the  col- 
lection of  traffic.  These  approaches  can  be 
tapped  merely  by  constructing  short  con- 
nections from  the  bridgeheads  to  exlstlag 
streets.  The  bridge  would  connect  to  tlie 
Inner  belt  in  the  vicinity  of  a4th  street  on 
toe  District  side  of  the  river  and  with  George 
Washington  Memorial  Parkway.  Arlington 
BoiUevard.  Wilson  Boulevard,  and  the  Jeffer- 
son Davto  Highway  on  the  Virginia  side. 
These  connections  are  all  short,  direct,  and 
capable  of  loading  the  bridge  to  Its  fun 
capacity. 

8.  It  to  estimated  that  by  1975  there  will 
be  a  deficiency  in  the  capacity  of  the  Po- 
tomac River  bridges  amounting  to  5,600  v«- 


hicles  destined  for  the  District  durimg  the 
morning  peak  rush  hour.  It  to  atoo  esti- 
mated that  in  1975,  63  percent  of  thO  trafllo 
desiring  to  cross  the  Potomac  durlfig  the 
morning  peak  hour  would  seek  a  crossing  in 
the  Arlington  Memorial -Key  Bridge  reach.  la 
view  of  the  latter  estimate.  It  would  be  de- 
sirable to  take  up  this  projected  deAdency 
at  the  proposed  central  area  site. 

4.  Trafflcwlse,  all  evidence  points  to  the 
advantages  had  by  thto  location.  9or  ex- 
ample, from  the  total  traffic  destined  for  the 
downtown  area  from  Virginia  durihg  the 
peak  morning  rush  hour.  71  percent  are  des- 
tined west  of  12th  Street,  and  79  percent  are 
destined  north  of  Constitution  Avenue. 
Routing  this  traffic  Into  the  area  north  of 
Constitution  Avenue  (the  most  heavily 
traveled  artery  In  the  District),  constitutes 
a  major  advantage  which  a  bridge  $t  thto 
location  can  render.  Under  preseitt  and 
future  conditions,  this  structure  would  be 
well  situated  to  serve  the  majority  of  the 
motorists  seeking  their  destinations  down- 
town during  the  peak  morning  rush  hour, 
because  of  the  available  capacity  of  east-weet 
streets. 

5.  The  proposed  bridge  would  provide  a 
greater  degree  of  relief  to  the  three  ettoting 
central  area  bridges  than  would  other  bridges 
which  have  been  proposed.  In  providing 
this  relief,  it  would  absorb  a  heavy  load  of 
central-area-bound  traffic  and  thereby  would 
permit  both  the  Key  Bridge  and  the  High- 
way Bridge  to  perform  the  functions  advo- 
cated for  an  Arizona  Avenue  and  a  Roaches 
Run  Bridge,  respectively. 

6.  All  the  Virginia  connections  to  the  pro- 
posed bridge  have  some  traffic  capaOtty  In 
reserve,  but  the  most  Important  fact  to  that 
Arlington  Boulevard  has  a  200-foot  right-of- 
way  all  the  way  out  through  Arlington  Coun- 
ty. This  means  it  can  be  made  a  controlled 
access  highway  with  six  lanes  for  thfough- 
trafflc  movements  and  with  additional  road- 
ways to  serve  the  abutting  property.  Present 
plans  for  the  Arlington  area  contemplate  the 
development  of  the  Arlington  Boulevard  to 
approximately  70,000  vehicles  per  day  which 
to  double  its  present  capacity.  Thto  traffic 
cannot  be  conducted  to  and  from  the  Dtotrlct 
by  any  of  the  other  proposed  bridges  which 
have  been  suggested  as  sUternatlves.  for  thto 
general  location. 

7.  Ample  capacity  to  receive  the  traffic  to 
Insured  on  the  District  side.  For  example. 
In  1975,  in  the  corridor  between  Constitution 
Avenue  and  H  Street  a  peak-hour  volume  of 
traffic  amounting  to  6,050  vehicles  will  flow 
easterly  across  17th  Street.  However,  a  ca- 
pacity for  7,030  vehicles  can  be  provided  in 
that  direction. 

The  relative  Importance  of  the  proposed 
central -area  bridge  to  Indicated  by  the  fact 
that  some  60,000  vehicles  a  day  would  use 
such  a  bridge,  compared  with  about  15.000  a 
day  for  the  proposed  Jones  Point  crosrtng. 

The  critical  nature  of  the  entire  Potomac 
bridge  problem  was  further  pointed  up  In 
testimony  by  General  Prentiss  that  the  extot- 
Ing  Highway  Bridges  carry  some  105,0$0  ve- 
hicles a  day,  a  load  greater  than  that  carried 
by  any  other  bridge  in  the  world. 

Altogether,  more  vehicles  cross  the  Poto- 
mac dally  than  cross  the  Hudson  River  In 
New  York  City. 

In  recognition  of  this  general  Potomac 
River  bridge  problem,  agreement  was  reached 
during  the  dlscvissions  conducted  among  in- 
vested offlclato  and  agencies  that  the  old 
Highway  Bridge  at  14th  Street  should  be 
replaced  with  a  bridge  in  the  vicinity  of 
Roaches  Run,  Just  south  of  the  existing  rail- 
road bridge.  It  to  believed,  however'  that 
sufficient  legislative  authority  already  extoto 
for  the  construction  of  such  a  bridge  when 
appropriations  are  provided  therefor. 

Your  committee,  accordingly,  propose  that 
the  bill.  H.  R.  1980.  be  amended  to  pnovlde 
for  a  low-level  bridge  from  the  viclntty  of 
Constitution  Avenue  running  north  of  Me- 
morial Bridge  and  south  ol  Small  Island  to 
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the  Virginia  side  of  the  river,  as  well   as 
for  a  bridge  at  Jones  Point. 

The  bridges  compete  neither  for  traffic  nor 
for  funds  with  which  to  build  them.  The 
Jones  Point  span,  as  noted  In  the  House 
report  cited  above,  would  be  built  by  the 
States  of  Virginia  and  Maryland,  which 
would  construct  all  approaches,  and  by  the 
Federal  Government,  which  would  pay  for 
the  span  Itself.  It  to  expected  that  this 
actually  may  result  In  an  almost  even  divi- 
sion of  total  cost  between  the  States  and  the 
Federal  Government. 

The  central  area  bridge,  authorized  by 
title  I.  would  be  built  entirely  by  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed 
$24,500,000.  The  District,  of  course,  presum- 
ably would  have  available  part  of  Its  regu- 
lar Federal -aid  highway  funds  to  help  in 
meeting   this  expense. 

The  Jones  Point  Bridge  to  authorized  by 
title  11.  Thto  title  differs  from  the  House- 
passed  bill  in  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
rior, rather  than  the  Commissioners  of  the 
District,  to  authorized  to  build,  operate,  and 
maintain   the   bridge. 

ThU  change  was  proposed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners because  only  the  central  portion  of 
the  Jones  Point  Bridge  actually  would  lie 
within  the  DUtricfs  boundaries,  and  even 
that  part  would  be  entirely  above  water. 
It  seemed  appropriate,  therefore,  to  place 
this  responsibility  In  a  Federal  agency.  The 
total  cost  of  maintaining  and  operating  the 
bridge  Is  estimated  at  about  $45,000  a  year. 
The  committee  believe  that  provision  in 
title  I  for  jjedestrian  access  from  the  central 
area  bridge  to  Small  Island,  and  from  there 
to  Roosevelt  Island,  subject  to  approval  of 
the  Theodore  Roosevelt  Association,  actually 
will  enhance  the  value  of  the  tolands  as  a 
wilderness  memorial  to  Theodore  Rooeevelt 
by  making  them  more  accessible  for  enjoy- 
ment and  appreciation  by  the  public. 

The  central  area  bridge  to  to  be  a  low-level 
bridge,  of  the  approximate  height  of  the  ex- 
ist ng  Memorial  Bridge.  It  will  have  a  lift 
span  to  permit  boats  to  proceed  to  the  pres- 
ent head  of  ni'Vlgation,  the  Key  Bridge. 

The  so-called  E  Street  Bridge,  to  which  the 
Roosevelt  Association  objected,  would  have 
I  crossed  Roosevelt  Island  and  would  have  been 
a  high  bridge.  The  alternative  bridge  was 
prof>osed  by  your  committee  In  part  to  avoid 
any  possible  conflict  with  the  development 
of  Roosevelt  Island. 

To  further  safeguard  the  esthetic  beauty 
of  the  Memorial  Bridge-Roosevelt  Island 
area,  the  bill  requires  consultation  with  the 
Commission  of  Fine  ArU  on  the  design  for 
the  central  area  bridge,  and  It  to  expected 
that  the  bridge  will  be  so  designed  as  to  har- 
monize with  and  enhance  extoting  structures 
and  landscape. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  in  conclud- 
ing my  remarks.  I  wish  to  read  the  reso- 
lution of  the  National  Capital  Planning 
Commission  approving  the  central  area 
bridge  and  other  related  matters: 
National  CAPrrAL  Planning  Commission. 

Washington,  D.  C.  July  2«,  1954. 
Resolved.  That  the  Commission  authorizes 
the  following  statement: 

"For  a  considerable  time  thto  Commission 
and  the  District  Commissioners  have  endeav- 
ored earnestly  to  have  a  meeting  of  minds 
on  the  very  Important  question  of  new  bridge 
crossings  of  the  Potomac  River. 

"Any  project  which  to  not  integrated  with 
I  a  logical  plan  or  pattern  of  traffic  distrlbu- 
I  tlon  will  not  merely  fall  of  Its  purpose  but 
would  be  an  unwarranted  waste  of  public 
funds.  In  order  to  avoid  such  a  result,  tbe 
Commission  has  repeatedly  emphasized  the 
Importance  of  the  so-called  Inner  loop  and 
the  location  of  bridge  connections  thereto. 
We  are  confident  this  view  is  also  shared  by 
the  Dtotrlct  Commtoslouers. 


•The  Commission  to  pleased  to  announce 
at  thto  time  that  Substantial  agreement  has 
been  reached  on  the  following: 

"IMICEDIATZ    NZXDS    FSOGEAM 

"1.  A  new  bridge  at  Jones  Point,  hereto- 
fore approved. 

"2.  The  construction  of  the  replacement 
bridge  for  the  old  southbound  Highway 
Bridge,  generally  on  the  site  proposed  for 
a  Roaches  Run  bridge.  Authority  for  con- 
struction and  funds  for  design  of  a  compan- 
ion bridge  to  the  new  Highway  Bridge  have 
been  heretofore  granted  by  Congress. 

3.  A  new  bridge  north  of  and  substantially 
parallel  to  Memorial  Bridge,  south  of  Roose- 
velt Island,  and  at  a  location  to  be  agreed 
upon  by  the  District  Commissioners  and  the 
National  Capital  Planning  Commission. 

4.  Early  construction  of  the  west  (approxi- 
mately 24th  Street-Ohio  Drive)  and  south 
(Southwest  Freeway)  legs  of  the  inner  loop. 

TVTXJUZ  NEEDS  PROGRAM 

5.  Later  construction  of  a  bridge  some- 
where between  Key  Bridge  and  Chain  Bridge, 
to  reduce  crossings  of  central  area  bridges 
when  traffic  volumes  justify. 

6.  Later  construction  of  an  additional 
bridge  in  the  vicinity  of  Roaches  Run  or  14th 
Street,  when  additional  traffic  volume  war- 
rants It. 

The  Commission  Is  highly  appreciative  of 
the  cooperation  extended  by  the  District 
Commissioners  and  the  National  Park  Serv- 
ice and  their  respective  staffs  In  thU  matter. 
Our  Commission  recognizes  that  working  cut 
the  detailed  plans  for  the  projects  above 
agreed  to  In  principle  will  require  apprecia- 
tion and  understanding  of  cur  respective 
viewpoints.  We  are  confident  that  the  same 
spirit  of  cooperation  will  prevail  In  under- 
taking these  subsequent  studies. 

Pinal  responsibility  for  the  development 
Of  the  Federal  City  resU  with  the  Congress, 
which  has  taken  cognizance  of  the  urgency 
of  these  bridge,  Uaffic,  and  other  public- 
works  matters  through  approval  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  public-works  bill  and  hear- 
ings held  recently  on  the  several  bridge  mat- 
ters. The  Commission  Is  cognizant  of  the 
prompt  recognition  of  these  matters  by  the 
Congress  and  wtohes  to  express  Its  apprecia- 
tion thereof. 

Mr.  President.  I  appreciate  the  Indul- 
gence and  consideration  of  the  Senate  in 
this  matter.  It  represents  an  important 
step  in  the  development  of  the  Nation's 
Capital  City.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
p..ssed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  authorize  and  direct  the  con- 
struction of  bridges  over  the  Potomac 
River,  and  for  other  purposes." 


THE  RESERVE  COMPONENTS  OF 
THE  ARMED  FORCES  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES 


The  bill  (H.  R.  6573)  to  provide  for 
the  promotion,  precedence,  constructive 
credit,  distribution,  retention,  and  elimi- 
nation of  officers  of  the  Reserve  com- 
ponents of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
Of  the  bill? 


B«fr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
with  some  reluctance.  I  ask  that  the  bill 
go  over,  by  request. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Will  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey  advise  the  Senate 
who  the  objectors  are? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Martin! . 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  with- 
hold his  objection  for  a  moment? 
Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Certainly. 
Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Teimessee 
[Mr.  Gore]  advise  the  Senator  from 
Maine  if  there  are  any  objectors  on  the 
Democratic  side? 

Mr.  GORE.  Objection  has  been  reg- 
istered with  the  junior  Senator  from 
Tennessee. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Will  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  advise  the  Senator 
from  Maine  who  the  objectors  are? 

Mr.  GORE.  The  junior  Senator  from 
Tennessee  always  likes  to  respond  to  the 
curiosity  of  any  Member  of  this  body,  but 
has  not  made  it  a  practice  to  advise  the 
Senate  of  the  identity  of  his  colleagues 
who  have  registered  objection. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, am  I  to  understand  that  the  jimior 
Senator  from  Tennessee  refuses  to  ad- 
vise the  Senate  who  the  objectors  are  on 
the  Democratic  side  of  the  aisle? 

Mr.  GORE.  The  junior  Senator  from 
Tennessee  would  not  refuse  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Maine  any  request 
if  he  could  possibly  comply,  but  since 
this  objection  has  been  registered,  and  it 
is  not  the  practice  to  reveal  publicly  the 
identity  of  Senators  who  register  objec- 
tions, I  cannot  do  it  publicly.  I  assure 
the  distinguished  Senator  I  shall  be  de- 
lighted to  confer  with  her  privately. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  is  very  kind  of  the  Senator 
from  Teimessee,  but  I  prefer  to  have  the 
Senate  know  who  the  objectors  are. 
Will  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  advise 
if  he  is  objecting  to  this  bill? 

Mr.  30RE.  The  junior  Senator  from 
Tennessee  is  not  objecting  to  the  bill: 
but  if  objection  should  not  be  registered 
otherwise  he  would  be  compelled  to  do  so 
as  a  matter  of  duty,  because  of  a  request. 
Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  But  the  Jun- 
ior Senator  from  Tennessee  is  not  per- 
sonally objecting  to  the  bill. 
Mr.  GORE.    No. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  am  very  much  interested 
in  this  bill,  too,  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
taken  up.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  ma- 
jority leader  if  it  is  his  Intention  to  have 
this  biU  brought  up? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  as  I  said 
in  response  to  an  earlier  question  with 
regard  to  quite  a  number  of  bills  in 
which  Senators  have  an  interest,  that 
when  we  have  concluded  the  calendar 
call  we  intend  to  have  a  policy  commit- 
tee meeting  to  go  over  all  measuiea 
other  than  those  which  have  already 
been  scheduled.  I  expect  then  to  con- 
sult with  the  minority  leader  and  also 
make  an  announcement  to  the  Senate 
with  respect  to  proposed  legislati^ 
which  we  feel  can  be  handled  at  this 
sion  of  Congress. 
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lir.  JQHHErrok  of  South  CaniUiift. 
Ur.  President,  I  think  this  is  a  very  im- 
portant bill,  and  I  hope  the  policy  com> 
mtttee  win  see  nt  t^  take  it  up  in  the  near 
future.       j 

Mrs.  SMITH  Of  liaine.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  am  shocked  to  learn  that  the 
Democrats  are  nbt  wiUing  to  identify 
publicly  their  objebtors.  I  think  this  in- 
formation should  lie  a  matter  of  public 
.record.  Is  it  the!  policy  of  the  Demo- 
crats to  have  secrejt  voting? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr^  President,  there  is  a 
widespread  interest  in  tills  bill,  and  I 
also  wish  to  expr^  the  hope  that  the 
bill  may  be  made  the  pending  business 
of  the  Senate  bejfore  the  Senate  ad- 
journs. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  |Mr.  President.  I  re- 
gret exceedingly  to  be  an  objector  to 
this  bill,  but  I  have  received  a  great 
number  of  requests  from  people  who  are 
very  familiar  with  the  defense  of  our 
country,  particulai-ly  the  reserve  forces. 
The  strength  of  ^fmerica  depends  upon 
the  reserve  forcest  the  National  Guard 
and  Organized  I^rves.  I  have  re- 
ceived many  requests  from  both  Na- 
tioiud  Guard  ofBciers  and  Reserve  offi- 
cers that  this  bill  icome  up  on  the  floor 
for  proper  discus^n.  ,  But  this  bill  Is 
entirely  too  impprjtant  to  be  considered 
on  the  consent  caliendar. 

There  are  probably  a  half  million 
Americans  who  are  directly  interested 
in  the  bill.  For  that  reason  I  sincerely 
hope  that  it  may  come  before  the  Sen- 
ate for  consideratilon. 

Probably  I  shalljiiot  say  a  word  when 
the  bill  comes  bef ot-e  the  Senate  for  con- 
sideration. HoweVer.  I  think  it  is  of 
sufficient  importaijice  to  be  considered, 
so  that  there  will  be  an  opportunity 
fully  to  debate  it  ijr  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  desire  to  dp  so. 

Mr.  GORE.  M*.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN.    J  am  glad  to  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  renewi  his  objection? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  In  the  light  <rf 
the  statement  of  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Pennsylvania  I  do  not  think 
it  is  necessary  for  me  to  renew  the  ob- 
jection. I  think  tlie  Senator  has  inter- 
posed an  objection. 

Mr.  GORE.  Will  the  Senator  with- 
hold his  objection? 

Mr.  MARTIN.    %  am  glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  join  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Mamtw]  andtMfe  able  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Maine  tMrs.  SMrra]  in  the 
hope  that  the  majority  policy  committee 
will  schedule  this  bill  for  consideration. 
It  is  a  highly  important  bill  in  which 
many  Mnnbers  of  the  Senate  and  a  great 
many  members  of  tjhe  Reserve  are  inter- 
ested. If  the  bill  dpes  come  up  for  con- 
sideration I  shall  support  it.  But  I  doubt 
the  advisability  considering  it  on  a  cal- 
endar call  though  I  shall  not  personally 
object  to  it. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard.    The  bill  will  go  over. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not 
want  to  Uike  muchj  time  of  the  Senate. 
I  have  considered  the  bill  during  the 
last  few  hours,  and  when  It  comes  up 
on  the  Senate  floo*  for  consideration  I 
will  support  it.    But  I  think  it  is  eh- 
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ttardy  of  too  great  Importance  to  be  con- 
sidered on  the  Consent  Calendar. 
.  The      PRESIDINO     OFFICER.     The 
clerk  will  state   the  next  bill  on  the 
calendar.  ■ 

CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  LANDS  IN 
CAMP  ROBERTS  MILITARY  RtS- 
ERVATION,  CALIF. 

The  bill  (S.  3189)  providing  for  the 
conveyance  by  the  United  States  to  the 
Monterey  County  Flood  Control  and 
Water  Conservation  Ertstrict,  Monterey 
County,  Calif.,  of  certain  lands  in  Camp 
Roberts  Military  Reservation.  Calif.,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objecticm.  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3189) 
which  had  lieen  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services,  with  an 
amendment  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That  (a)  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  Is  ftu- 
thorlzed  to  convey  by  quitclaim  deed,  to  the 
Monterey  County  Plood  Control  and  Water 
Conservation  District  of  Monterey  County, 
Calif.,  for  the  purpose  of  constructing,  op- 
erating, and  maintaining  thereon  a  dam  and 
reservoir  area  for  Its  El  Naclmlento  Reserfolr 
project,  all  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  the 
United  States,  except  as  reserved  herein.  In 
and  to  so  much  of  the  following  described 
lands  within  the  boundaries  of  Camp  Roberts 
Military  Reservation,  Calif.,  as  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  or  hla  designee,  and  the  Mtn- 
terey  County  Plood  Control  and  Water  C©n- 
servatlon  District  shall  determine  to  t>e  nec- 
essary as  a  dam  site  and  reservoir  area  for 
the  EI  Naclmlento  project: 

The  east  half  of  the  southeast  quarter  of 
section  IL;  the  southwest  quarter  of  section 
13;  the  west  half  of  section  13:  and  the  oast 
half  of  the  east  half  of  section  14.  all  lying 
In  township  25  south,  range  10  east,  Mount 
Diablo  base  meridian. 

(b)   The  deed  conveying  the  lands  deter- 
mined to  be  necessary  for  the  dam  site  and 
reservoir  area  for  the  El  Naclmlento  project 
shall  provide  (1)   for  the  reservation  by  the 
United  States  of  all  mineral  rights.  Including 
oil   and  gas.   In  and  underlying  the  laBds 
conveyed,  (2)  that  the  lands  conveyed  shall 
be  used  solely  for  the  purpose  of  construct- 
ing, maintaining,  and  operating  a  dam  and 
reservoir  project  thereon,  and  in  the  evfnt 
such  dam  has  not  been  constructed  ther«on 
within  10  years  after  the  enactment  of  this 
act,  or  in  the  event  the  lands  conveyed-  shall 
at  any  time  after  construction  of  the  dam 
cease  to  be  used  for  the  sole  purpose  of  main- 
taining and  operating  a  dam  and  reservcir 
thereon,  all  right,  title,  and  Interest  in  and 
to  such   lands   shall   revert   to   the    United 
States.   (3)    that  in  the  event  the  existing 
water  supply  at  Camp  Roberts  shall  be  di- 
minished or  adversely  affected  In  any  manaer 
by  the  construction,  operation,  and  mainte- 
nance of  the  dam  and  reservoir  project,  the 
grantee,  Its  successors,  and  assigns,  shall  pfo- 
vlde  to  the  United  States  without  additional 
cost  substitute  or  supplementary  water  sup- 
ply necessary  to  equal  the  existing  supply 
at  Camp  Roberts.  (4)  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  shaU  be  granted  for  recrea- 
tional and  training  purposes  the  use  of  the 
lands  conveyed,  to  the  extent  that  such  use 
does  not  adversely  affect  the  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  dam  and  reservoir,  and 
the   use  of  the   remaining   portion   of   the 
reservoir  area,  to  the  extent  provided  In  the 
regulations  of  the  Monterey  County  Flood 
Control  and  Water  Conservation  District  gen- 
erally applicable  to  the  reservoir  area,  and 
(5)  the  grantee  shall  remove,  relocate,  a»d 


reconstruct,  at  Its  own  cost  and  expanse  all 
structures,  roads,  and  fences  at  Camp  ttoberts 
affected  by  the  proposed  conveyance. 

Sbc.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  Is  au- 
thorized to  Issue  to  the  Monterey  County 
Flood  Control  and  Water  Conservation  Dis- 
trict, without  comF>ensatlon  therefor,  and  on 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  he  decpns  ap- 
propriate, a  license  to  use  and  occupy  any 
lands  in  the  area  described  in  section  1  not 
conveyed  pursuant  to  the  authorization  con- 
tained therein,  as  may  be  required  for  the 
excavation  of  borrow  materials  and  aoy  other 
purposes  related  to  the  construction  of  the 
El  Nacimiento  project. 

Sec.  3.  The  conveyance  herein  authorized 
shall  be  made  for  a  monetary  consideration 
determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  or 
his  authorized  representative  to  represent 
the  fair  market  value  of  the  estate  conveyed 
and.  in  making  such  determination,  the  Sec- 
retary shall  take  into  account  the  value  of 
the  benefits  accruing  to  the  Camp  Roberts 
Military  Reservation  as  a  result  of  tAe  con- 
veyance. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  offer 
the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk 
and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  OCTered 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

The  LecisLATTVE  Clerk.  On  page  5, 
line  8,  beginning  with  "to  represent",  it 
is  proposed  to  strike  out  all  through 
"conveyance",  in  hne  12.  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  a  comma  and  the  following: 
"after  appraisal,  to  represent  the  ap- 
praised fair  market  value  of  the  estate 
conveyed." 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  pur- 
pose of  the  amendment  is  to  maintain 
the  same  standard  as  that  provided  in 
other  bills  of  a  similar  nature.  The 
amendment  calls  upon  the  Secretary  to 
make  an  appraisal  of  the  fair  market 
value. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  1  wish 
to  make  a  very  brief  statement  with 
respect  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Oregon,  and  to  say 
that  I  approve  of  his  offering  it.  I  be- 
lieve that  it  is,  in  this  situation,  an 
amendment  with  complete  merit.  How- 
ever, I  wish  to  point  out  the  way  the 
bill  was  written  and  was  reported  by  the 
committee.  I  quote  section  3  on  page  5: 
The  conveyance  herein  authorized  shall  be 
made  for  a  monetary  consideration  de- 
termined by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  or 
his  authorized  representative  to  represent 
the  fair  market  value  of  the  estate  conveyed 
and.  in  making  such  determination,  tae  Sec- 
retary shall  take  into  account  the  value  of 
the  benefits  accruing  to  the  Camp  RoberU 
Military  Reservation  as  a  result  oi  toe  con- 
veyance. 

Mr.  President,  the  building  of  the  dam 
at  Camp  Roberts,  Calif.,  will  not  cost  the 
Federal  Government  a  dime.  A  local 
public  agency  has  been  created.  It  will 
supply  all  the  money  for  the  building  * 
of  the  dam. 

In  the  negotiation  with  Camp  Roberts 
m  the  Military  Establishment  it  was 
deemed  proper,  so  far  as  both  sides  were 
concerned— the  Army  and  the  local 
agency— to  point  out  that  in  connection 
with  this  dam  there  would  be  a  great 
area  which  could  be  used  for  recreational 
purposes.  That  was  the  reason  the 
formula  laid  down  by  my  good  friend 

to  tif°"^*^^  »"as  not  originally  written 


But  even  so.  In  this  instance  I  believe 
the  Senator  is  correct.  Nevertheless,  I 
hope  that  there  will  be  a  happy  relation- 
ship between  the  local  agency  and  the 
Military  Establishment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  completely  agree  with 
my  friend  from  California.  I  think  the 
objective  which  he  has  In  mind  will  be 
accomplished  under  the  language  of  my 
amendment.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
I  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
I  Mr.  MORSE]  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  tliird  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
•*A  bill  providing  for  the  conveyance  by 
the  United  States  to  the  Monterey  Coun- 
ty Flood  Control  and  Water  Conservation 
District,  Monterey  County,  Calif.,  of  cer- 
tain lands  in  Camp  Roberts  Military  Res- 
ervation, Calif.,  for  use  as  a  dam  and 
reservoir  site,  and  for  other  purposes." 


RETIREMENT  OF  CERTAIN  OFFICERS 

OF  THE  REGULAR  ARMY  AND 

REGULAR  AIR  FORCE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9002)  to  amend  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act  of  1947  to  provide  for  the 
retirement  of  certain  officers  of  the  Reg- 
ular Army  and  the  Regvdar  Air  Force  at 
age  60,  and  for  other  purposes,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  with  amendments,  on 
page  1,  after  the  enacting  clause,  to  strike 
out: 

That  section  514  (a)  (1)  of  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act  of  1947  (61  Stat.  902)  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"S«c.514.  (a)  (1)  Each  commissioned  of- 
ficer (other  than  a  profeasor  of  the  United 
States  MUltary  Academy  or  of  the  United 
States  Air  Force  Academy)  on  the  active  list 
of  the  Regular  Army  or  the  Regular  Air 
Force  whose  permanent  grade  Is  below  that 
of  lieutenant  general  shall,  unless  retired  or 
separated  at  an  earlier  Gate  or  unless  his 
retirement  Is  deferred  under  other  provisions 
of  law.  be  retired  on  the  date  upon  which 
he  becomes  60  years  of  ag'e." 

On  page  2,  at  the  bet  inning  of  line  4, 
to  strike  out  "Sec.  2."  and  Insert  "That" ; 
in  line  12,  to  change  the  section  number 
from  "3"  to  "2";  and  on  page  3,  line 
11,  to  change  the  section  number  from 
"4'  to  "3." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
have  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  SaltonstallI  as  I 
send  to  the  desk  an  am<3ndment  and  ask 
that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

The  Legislative  Ci.Ef.K.  It  is  proposed 
to  insert  at  the  appropriate  place  an  ad- 
ditional section,  as  follows: 

8*0.  (a)  That  the  thhd  sentence  of  the 
eleventh  paragraph  of  the  first  sectloii  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  making  approprUtiona 
for  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30,  1883,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  August  6.  1882  (22  Stat.  286),  la 
hereby   amended   by  striking  out  aU  after 


"Hereafter"  tlirough  "retired:  And  provided 
further.  That." 

(b)  Section  1601  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
of  the  United  States  (34  U.  S.  C,  sec.  993) 
is  hereby  amended  by  Inserting  after  the 
word  "except"  the  words  "as  may  be  directed 
or  approved  by  the  President,  by  and  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  or." 

(c)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
this  act.  this  section  shall  be  considered  to 
have  l>ecome  effective  on  January  1,  1942. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  the  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  basic 
aim  of  this  amendment  is  to  remove  from 
an  old  law  enacted  August  5.  1882.  cer- 
tain language  which  discriminates 
against  retired  officers  of  the  Navy,  as 
distinguished  from  retired  officers  of  the 
Army,  the  Air  Force,  or  the  Marine  Corps. 
That  old  law  is  the  Naval  Appropria- 
tions Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1883. 

This  is  an  amendment  which  has  been 
before  the  Armed  Services  Committee — 
I  was  about  to  say  almost  beyond  mem- 
ory. It  is  an  amendment  which  seeks 
to  correct  what  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee has  felt  in  the  past  has  been  an 
injustice  to  a  couple  of  naval  officers,  and 
it  Is  offered  now  to  meet  what  I  under- 
stand is  a  barrier  which  has  been  thrown 
in  the  way  of  doing  justice  to  the  Navy. 
I  call  attention  to  a  statement  that 
was  submitted  to  me  by  a  retired  Navy 
officer. 

In  this  connection  Comdr.  Edward 
White  Rawlins,  U.  S.  Navy  (retired), 
testified  before  the  Senate  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee  on  February  19,  1954.  in 
part,  as  follows: 

On  August  8.  1952,  before  Admiral  Carney's 
letter  of  the  Sth  reached  me  I  called  on 
Rear  Adm.  Ira  Nunn.  the  new  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  of  the  Navy,  who  was  a  Naval 
Academy  classmate  and  personal  friend  of 
mine.  In  the  course  of  our  Ulk  he  offered 
the  purely  unofficial  personal  suggestion 
that  I  submit  a  petition  to  the  President  for 
promotion  to  captain  by  Executive  appoint- 
ment. He  said  he  felt  cerUln  the  President 
had  this  appointive  power  under  the  Consti- 
tution. He  also  said  unofficially  that  this 
would  appear  to  offer  a  satisfactory  solution 
to  a  case  of  long  standing. 

Acting  upon  Admiral  Nunn's  unofficial 
suggestion  I  drafted  a  documented  detaUed 
petition  to  the  President.  Before  submit- 
ting It  I  transmitted  my  draft  to  Admiral 
Carney  for  any  comment  or  advice  he  might 
choose  to  make.  Admiral  Carney  repUed  im- 
medUtely  with  wise  and  valuable  sugges- 
tions which  I  followed  Implicitly.  My  peti- 
tion then  was  submitted  under  date  of  No- 
vember 25,  1952.  Much  to  my  surprise  6 
weeks  later,  however.  I  received  a  letter  dated 
January  7,  1953.  from  the  then  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  reading  In  part  ss  follows: 

"The  Judge  Advocate  General  of  the  Navy 
has  informed  me  that,  although  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  grants  the  Presi- 
dent the  authority,  with  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate  to  appoint  officers  In  the 
naval  service,  the  President  Is  precluded  by 
statute  (act  of  August  5.  1882,  22  Stat.  286. 
34  U.  S.  C.  403)  from  promoting  an  officer  on 
the  retired  lis*  without  congressional  legls- 
laUon." 

I  understand  that  this  parUcular 
amendment  was  drafted  with  the  expert 
advice  of  the  professional  staff,  and  that 
it  is  what  is  needed  in  order  to  do  jus- 
tice tn  the  so-called  Commander  Raw- 
Uns'  case.    I  also  was  informed — and  I 


assume  accurately — that  the  chairman 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee  has  no 
objection  to  the  amendment  U  it  is  at- 
tached to  this  bilL 

Mr.  6ALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  should  like  to  say  first  that  I  hope  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  will  permit  the 
committee  amendments  to  be  adopted. 
They  are  merely  technical  amendments 
to  put  the  bill  in  prcyer  form. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendments. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  U  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  feels  that  he  wishes  to  of- 
fer  his  amendment,  I  believe  the  bill 
should  be  considered  and  debated  in  the 
regular  order.  I  say  that  with  some  re- 
luctance, because  I  tiave  great  sympathy 
for  Commander  Rawlins  and  the  posi- 
tion in  which  he  finds  himself,  particu- 
larly l>ecause  of  the  support  which  he 
gets  from  the  present  Chief  of  Naval  Op- 
erations, Admiral  Carney. 

However,  this  amendment,  which  goes 
back  to  an  old  law  of  1882.  has  been 
turned  down  by  the  committee  several 
times,  and  it  has  lieen  turned  down  in 
the  House.  While  I  should  like  to  tell 
the  Senator  that  I  would  accept  the 
amendment  in  my  desire  to  help  Com- 
mander Rawlins.  I  shall  tell  him  that  I 
saw  Commander  Rawlins  this  afternoon 
and  told  him  that  I  felt  there  should  be 
no  attempt  to  attach  such  a  rider  to  an 
administration  bill  which  is  of  consid- 
erable importance,  because  if  that  were 
done  it  might  well  tie  up  the  bill  and 
make  it  impossible  for  it  to  become  law 
at  this  time.  For  those  reasons  I  shall 
ask  that  the  bill  go  over,  if  the  Senator 
insists  on  his  amendment. 

Mr.  COOPER.    Mr.  President,  I  have 
been  serving  during  this  year  and  last 
year  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.    In  connection  with  my 
work  on  the  committee,  I  have  become 
familiar  with  the  claim  of  Commander 
Rawlins.     He   is   not  a  constituent  of 
mine.    I  never  Icnew  him  imtil  the  pres- 
entation of  his  claim.    He  has  spoken 
to  me  several  times  about  this  claim. 
I  went  into  the  case  rather  fully,  because 
I  thought  there  was  equity  in  the  claim. 
I  have  read  the  report  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  the  various  state- 
ments   Commander    Rawlins   made    in 
coimection  with  his  claim,  and  particu- 
larly the  letters  which  tiad  been  written 
in  approval  of  his  claim  by  Admiral 
Carney,  who  is  now  a  member  of  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff. 

I  know  that  ttiis  case  would  be  an 
exception  to  Navy  regulations  and  would 
require  special  legislation.  I  believe 
there  is  equity  in  the  case,  and  that  it 
ought  to  have  consideration. 

I  must  say  to  my  good  friend,  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  that  while 
an  exception  would  be  required,  I  be- 
lieve one  of  the  duties  of  Congr^s  1> 
to  take  care  of  equitable  cases.  Such 
cases  are  being  handled  all  the  time. 
Merely  because  some  person  in  the  Pen- 
tagon, who  is  connected  with  the  Navy, 
says  we  should  not  deviate  from  pre- 
scribed  procedure  should  not  affect  ques- 
tions of  equity  before  us.  Tttercf ore.  I 
hope  that  at  some  time  ja^ioe  will 
vail  in  this  case. 
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wm  support  It.    But  I  think  it  is  en- 
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(5)  the  grantee  shall  remove,  relocate,  aftd 


IMF  MORSE  J  was  not  originally  written 
into  the  bilL 


ing  .June  au,   iboo,  »na  mr  uwuci    y\ 
approved  August  6.   1882    (23  Stat.  28«).  !■ 
hereby   amended  by  striking   out  aU  alter 


tice  in  the  so-called  Commander  Raw- 
lins' case    I  also  was  infonned — and  I 


nope  inai  n\ 
Tail  in  this  case. 
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OmCEEL    The 
lusetts  has  en- 


The 
Senattv  from 
teredanobj 

Mr.  SALTONStALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  hope  the  Senator  from  Oregon  may 
feel  as  I  do  aftd*  he  hears  what  I  am 
about  to  say.  I  bave  told  Commander 
Rawlins  that  if  I  '^un  in  the  Senate  next 
year,  and  I  am  aj  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services,  I  will  try 
to  help  him  get  the  legislation  which  is 
necessary  to  assist  him.  I  make  this 
statement  becaus^  the  present  Chief  of 
Naral  Operations  is  in  Commander 
RawUns'  comer,  ^  was  one  of  the  pre- 
vious Chiefs  of  Nkval  Operations. 

The  bill  affects  23  permanent  major 
generals  in  the  Army,  who  under  the 
present  law  woulld  be  retired  no  later 
than  the  age  of  iso.  after  having  com- 
pleted 35  years  of  service,  with  5  years 
in  grade.  The  bill  will  permit  such  offi- 
cers to  be  retainejd  in  the  service  of  our 
country  on  activej  duty  imtil  the  age  of 
62.  in  the  discreti(^n  of  the  Secretary. 

In  other  words;  23  permanent  major 
generals,  now  serving  with  the  rank 
of  lieutenant  general  in  the  Army,  can 
render  2  more  y^ars  of  their  valuable 
service  if  the  bill !  becomes  law.  Other- 
wise, those  officers  will  have  to  retire  at 
the  age  of  60,  and  the  Government  will 
lose  the  benefit  of  their  intelligence, 
training,  and  experience  at  a  time  when 
the  benefits  of  t|ieir  service  are  most 
needed. 

:-lr.  MORSE,  i  Mr,  President,  of 
course,  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Service  knows  that  I  would 
not  think  of  preventing  passage  of  the 
bill,  which  wouldl  be  the  result,  from 
what  the  Senator  has  said,  if  I  insisted 
upon  my  amendmtot.  Apparently  I  was 
laboring  under  m^information,  because 
I  was  advised  that  if  I  offered  an  amend- 
ment to  the  bill  title  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, in  all  Probability,  would  not 
object.  I 

I  have  no  inter^t  in  the  case,  so  far 
as  the  individual  is  concerned,  as  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cooper] 
also  has  said.  Commander  Rawlins  is 
not  a  constituent  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  and  he  is  not  a  constituent 
of  mine.  I  met  him  in  connection 
with  my  former  ;  work  as  a  member 
of  the  Committeei  on  Armed  Services, 
but  this  is  one  of  the  cases  which 
came  before  the  subcommittee  of  which 
I  was  a  member.  The  subcommittee 
felt  that  an  injustilce  had  been  done,  the 
full  committee  felt  than  an  injustice  had 
been  done,  and  th«i  Senate  felt  an  injus- 
tice had  been  donf ,  because  I  think  the 
Senate  twice  passed  legislation  seeking 
to  correct  the  injiistice. 

The  difficulty  is  that  the  Navy  per- 
sonnel at  the  Pentagon  always  find  some 
new  blockade  to  throw  in  our  way  when 
we  seek  to  correct  tiie  injustice.  This  is 
the  latest  one.  We  have  been  advised 
that  this  kind  of  amendment  would  re- 
move the  blockade!  which  the  Navy  has 
now  fallen  behind., 

I  shall  withdraw!  my  amendment,  but 
before  doing  so  I  ^ish  to  say  that  I  do 
not  think  the  Government  ever  should 
become  so  big  thai  it  cannot  do  justice 
to  an  individiua  in  Igovemmental  service. 
When  we  find  Admiral  Carney,  as  he 
very  clearly  haj  stated  on  the  record,  fa- 


voring the  doing  of  justice  in  this  case, 
I  think  in  some  way,  somehow,  legisla- 
tion should  be  passed  which  would  do 
justice. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  can 
count  on  me,  come  January,  to  join  with 
him  in  giving  any  assistance  I  can  to- 
ward having  legislation  passed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  srield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  told  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices that  I,  as  majority  leader,  would 
have  to  object  to  the  amendment  to  the 
bill  because  of  the  bill's  importance  and 
the  problem  which  I  felt  it  would  en- 
counter in  the  other  branch  of  Congress 
if  the  amendment  were  adopted. 

I  am  perfectly  willing  to  consider  the 
case  on  its  merits  if  it  comes  before  the 
Senate  as  a  separate  bill.  I  shall  be  glad 
to  consult  with  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
and  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 
But  in  this  instance  I  will  take  the  re- 
sponsibility, because  had  not  the  chair- 
man spoken  and  reserved  his  right  to 
object,  I  had  told  him  that  I  would  have 
to  object  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  California  will  agree  with  me  that 
at  least  we  have  accomplished  the  pur- 
pose tonight  of  issuing  another  very 
clear  notice  to  the  Navy  officials  that 
we  think  they  ought  to  get  busy  and  do 
Justice  in  the  case. 

I  withdraw  my  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the 
amendments  and  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  amend  the  Officer  Personnel 
Act  of  1947  to  defer  the  retirement  of 
certain  officers  of  the  Regular  Army  and 
the  Regular  Air  Force,  and  for  other 
purposes." 


COMPACT  RELATING  TO  HIGHER 
EDUCATION  IN  THE  NEW  ENG- 
LAND STATES 

The  bill  (S.  3726)  granting  the  con- 
sent Of  Congress  to  certain  New  England 
States  to  enter  into  a  compact  relating 
to  higher  education  in  the  New  England 
States  and  establishing  the  New  Eng- 
land Board  of  Higher  Education  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER.    The 
Chair  wishes  to  state  that  Calendar  No 
2232.  H.  R.  9712.  is  identical  with  Senate 
bill  3726.    Is  there  objection  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9712)  granting  the  consent  of 
Congress  to  certain  New  England  States 
to  enter  into  a  compact  relating  to  high- 
er education  in  the  New  England  States. 
and  establishing  the  New  England 
Board  of  Higher  Education  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESHDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection.  Senate  bill  3726  is  in- 
definitely postponed. 


EXTENSION  OP  CERTAIN  TI|i4BER 
RIGHTS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3601)  to  provide  that  the  Secre- 
tary  of  Agriculture  is  authorized  to  ex- 
tend until  not  later  than  October  18, 
1962.  certain  timber  rights  and  necessary 
ingress  and  egress,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  aad  For- 
estry with  amendments,  on  page  1,  line 
3,  after  the  word  "Agriculture",  to  insert 
"hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Secre- 
tary"; on  page  2.  line  9.  after  the  word 
"half",  to  insert  "south  half";  on  page 
3.  line  6,  after  the  word  "Company",  to 
insert  "and  its  successors  in  interest"; 
at  the  beginning  of  hne  11,  to  insert 
"and  its  successors  in  interest";  in  line 
13,  after  the  word  "the",  to  strike  out 
"regional  forester,  region  3.  Forest  Ser- 
vice" and  insert  "Secretary";  at  the  be- 
ginning of  line  16,  to  insert  "forage"; 
and  in  line  19.  after  the  word  "tJhe",  to 
strike  out  "said  regional  forester"  and 
insert  "Secretary",  so  as  to  make  the 
bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secrttary  of 
Agriculture,  hereinafter  rererred  to  aa  the 
Secretary,  is  hereby  authorized  to  extend 
until  not  later  than  October  18,  1»6J.  those 
certain  timber  rights  and  necessary  Ingress. 
egress,  or  occupancy  In  connection  there- 
with, of  the  M.  R.  Prestrldge  Luinl>er  Co, 
and  Its  successors  in  Interest,  on  1(he  fol* 
lowlng-described  lands: 

Township  17  south,  range  12  ea|t.  New 
Mexico   principal    meridian: 

Section  22.  south  half;  section  23,  south 
half;  section  24,  northeast  quarter  north- 
east quarter,  southwest  quarter  northeast 
quarter,  south  half  northwest  quarter,  south- 
west  quarter,  south  half  southeast  quar- 
ter; section  25.  northeast  quarter  northeast 
quarter,  south  half  northeast  quarter,  north- 
west quarter,  south  hall;  section  26,  north- 
west quarter,  northeast  quarter  southeast 
quarter,  south  half  south  half;  section  27. 
north  half,  northwest  quarter  southeast 
quarter,  south  half  southeast  quarter,  south- 
west quarter:  section  28.  all;  section  33,  all; 
section  34.  north  half;  section  35,  all. 

Township  18  south,  range  12  eaat.  New 
Mexico    principal   meridian:  ! 

Section  3.  west  half;  section  4.  all;  bectlon 
9.  all. 

All  lying  within  the  Lincoln  National  For- 
est,   Otero    County,    N.    Mex.;    surh    timber 
rights  being  those  as  were  excepted  fts  out- 
standing In  the  Southwest  Lumber  Cot.  pred- 
ecessors  in   Interest  to  the  M.  R.   Fr^strldge 
Lumber  Co..  and  expiring  October  1$.  1957, 
by  that  certain   warranty  deed.  datW   Au- 
gust 31,   1940,   from   Lee   H.  Orndorff.   Alice 
V.   Orndorff.   M.   H.   Barrough.   and   Lula   N. 
Barrough,  to  the  United  States  of  America, 
of  record  In  said  county  on  October  7.  1940. 
In  book  117  of  deeds  at  pages  617-8-9;  which 
rights,    by    reference,    were    described    and 
reserved  In  that  certain  deed  of  conveyance 
to  the  land   Involved  from  the  Alainogordo 
Lumber  Co.,  predecessors  in  interest  to  the 
Southwest    Lumber    Co..   dated    October    18 
1917,   and   recorded   in   book   53.   pag^s   257. 
262.  deed  records  of  Otero  County   N.  Mex  • 
Provided.  That  said  M.  R.  Prestrldge  Lum- 
ber Co.  and  its  successors  in  interest  shall 
leave    uncut    henceforth    from    the    d»te    of 
this  act.  all  trees  whose  diameter  at  a  point 
4'i    feet  above  ground  equals   16  incbea  or 
less:  provided  further.  That  the  said  M.  R. 
Prestrldge  Lumber  Co.  and  its  succes«ors  In 
Interest   shall    after   date   of   this   act  com- 
ply with  reasonable  logging  and  occupancy 
restrictions   prescribed   by   the  Secretary   to 
prevent  unnecessary  damage  to  public  re- 
sources  and  Interests  Including  uncut  tim- 
ber and  young  growth,  forage,  soil,   water. 


Ifnprovementa.  and  public  liealtb  and  to  in- 
sure reaaonable  fire  protection.  The  said 
eompany  shall,  after  date  ot  this  act,  con- 
form to  road  coiutruction  and  maintenance 
standards  accepUble  to  the  Secretary,  but 
not  higher  than  required  of  other  purchas- 
ers of  national  forest  timber  on  the  Lincoln 
National  Forest  and  shaU  contribute  a  fair 
share  toward  the  maintenance  of  the  na- 
tional forest  roads  used  for  log  and  lumber 
hauling  by  them. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


CHARTER  OP  PASSENGER  SHIPS  IN 
DOMESTIC  TRADE 

The  bill  <H.  R.  9868 »  to  amend  the 
Merchant  Ship  Sales  Act  of  1946  to  pro- 
vide for  the  charter  of  passenger  ships 
in  the  domestic  trade  waS  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  In  the  Record  an  explana- 
tion of  H.  R.  9868. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

STATEMrNT   BT    SeMATOB   MACKUSOM    OW 

H.  R.  0868  (S  3732) 
This  Is  a  completely  noncontroverslal  bill. 
Its  purpose  is  to  authorize  the  chartering  of 
Oovernment-owned,  war-built  passenger  ves- 
sels for  use  in  the  domesUc  trade  speclflcally. 
In  the  case  of  the  proponents  of  this  bill, 
to  pave  the  way  for  application  to  the  Mari- 
time Board  for  approval  for  a  proposed  toxir- 
Ist-type  passenger  service  between  San  Fran- 
cisco and  Honolulu. 

There  is  authority  presently  In  the  law  for 
charter  of  such  vessels  for  use  In  foreign 
trade,  but  apparently  the  question  of  charter 
for  domestic  use  has  never  arisen  previously. 
The  responsible  Oovemraent  agencies  favor 
the  bill.  The  Seafarers  International  Union 
of  North  America  urges  Its  passage.  The 
Hawaiian  VUltora  Bureau  supports  it.  And 
the  one  passenger  Une  operating  In  this  serv- 
ice reports  that  It  has  no  objection. 

The  Commerce  Department  took  the  posi- 
tion that  passage  of  the  bill  would  provide 
a  desirable  authority  In  the  Government  to 
charter  any  war-built  passenger  vessel  In  the 
defense  reserve.  It  pointed  out  also  that 
chartering  of  passenger  vessels  in  the  domes- 
tic trade  would  place  In  service  additional 
units  which  would  be  readily  available  for 
military  use  In  the  evert  of  an  emergency 
and  should  be  valuable  operating  units  In 
our  merchant  marine. 

The  Commerce  Department  recommended 
that.  In  the  Interest  of  better  arrangements, 
the  bill  be  so  worded  as  to  amend  section 
5  (f)  Instead  of  sectior.  5  (e)  of  the  1948 
act.  BO  that  provisions  for  chartering  pas- 
senger vessels  be  set  forth  In  one  subsection. 


the  Senator  from  California  may  pro- 
ceed. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  the  ob- 
jection lodged  to  the  companion  bill  was 
one  lodged  by  my  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse].  I  had  as- 
sumed, earlier  in  the  evening,  that  it  was 
to  this  bill  which  he  had  the  idea  of  con- 
tinuing to  object  this  evening.  I  should 
like  to  ask  my  friend,  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  if  in  this  instance  the  material 
which  I  gave  him  from  the  State  attor- 
ney general  in  California  may  have  been 
able  to  indicate  the  necessity  for  this 
legislation  or  the  companion  bill  to 
which  earlier  he  objected? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  always 
feel  badly  when  I  find  myself  in  disagree- 
ment with  the  same  colleague  more  than 
once  on  the  Unanimous  Consent  Calen- 
dar. I  can  assure  him  that  my  differ- 
ence with  him  is  a  sincere  one.  How- 
ever, I  would  have  no  objection  to  the 
bill  being  called  on  the  next  call  of  the 
calendar. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  bill 
to  which  objection  was  previously  made 
and  House  bill  1254,  which  is  almost,  but 
not  quite  a  companion  measure,  go  over 
to  the  next  call  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bills  will  go  over  to  the  next  call  of  the 
calendar. 

AUTHORIZATION  OP  APPROPRIA- 
TIONS FOR  CONSTRUCTION,  OP- 
ERATION, AND  MAINTENANCE  OP 
WESTERN  LAND  BOUNDARY 
FENCE  PROJECT 


USES    OP   PUBLIC    LANDS— BILL 
PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R  1254)  to  provide  au- 
thorization for  certain  uses  of  public 
lands  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  com- 
panion bill  to  this  bill  was  objected  to 
earlier  in  the  day,  and  therefore  the  biU 
will  go  over. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
have  unanimous  consent  to  speak  for  a 
moment?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?    The  Chair  hears  none,  and 


The  bill  (S.  114)  authorizing  appropri- 
ations for  the  construction,  operation, 
and  maintenance  of  the  western  land 
boundary  fence  project,  and  for  other 
purposes  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  there  Is  authorized 
to  be  appropriated  to  the  United  States  sec- 
tion.   International    Boundary    and    Water 
Commission.  United  States  and  Mexico,  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  construc- 
tion, operation,  and  maintenance  of  the  west- 
ern   land   boundary   fence    project,    as   said 
project  Is  presently  planned  or  as  the  plans 
therefor  may  be  amended  from  time  to  time. 
Sec  2.  The  said  sums  may  be  appropriated 
speclflcally   for  said   project,  or  may   be  In- 
cluded with  the  appropriation  for  all  con- 
struction projects  of  said  United  States  sec- 
tion.   The  expenditures  and  appropriations 
herein  authorized  shall  not  be  construed  as 
placing  a  limitation  on  funds  which  may  be 
hereafter  appropriated  for  the  operation  and 
maintenance    of    said    project.     The    United 
States  Commissioner.  International  Bound- 
ary and  Water  Commission.  United   States 
and  Mexico,  notwltlistanding  the  provisions 
of  section  3679  of  the  RevUed  Statutes   (31 
U.  S.  C.  665),  sections  3732  and  3733  of  the 
Revised  SUtutes  (41  U.  S.  C.  11  and  12),  or 
any  other  law,  may  enter  into  contracts  be- 
yond the  amount  actuaUy  appropriated  for 
so  much  of  th:!  work  on  said  project  as  the 
physical  and  orderly  sequence  of  construc- 
tion or  considerations  of  expediting  said  work 
make  necessary  or  desirable,  such  contracU 
to  be  subject  to  and  dependent  upon  future 
appropriations  by  Congress:   Provided,  That 
the  total  construction  cost  of  said  project 
shall  not  exceed  $3,500,000. 

Sec.  3.  Notwithstanding  any  contrary  pro- 
visions of  appropriation  or  other  acts  appli- 
cable to  said  project,  the  United  States  sec- 


tion is  authorised  to  acquire  by  purchase, 
exercise  of  the  power  of  eminent  domain,  or 
by  donation  any  real  or  personal  property 
which  may  be  necessary  for  such  project,  ss 
determined  by  the  United  States  Com- 
missioner, including  rights-of-way  not  ex- 
ceeding 60  feet  In  width,  as  may  be  necessary 
for  such  boundary  fence  and  roads  paraUel 
thereto  required  for  the  patrol  and  mainte- 
nance thereof. 

Sec.  4.  Notwithstanding  any  contrary  pro- 
visions of  law,  any  executive  department.  In- 
dependent establishment,  or  other  agency  of 
the  United  States  is  authorized  to  transfer  to 
the  United  States  section,  without  payment 
or  reimbursement  therefor,  (a)  any  equip- 
ment, supplies,  or  materials  which  any  of 
these  agencies  may  have  and  which  may  bs 
needed  for  the  construction,  repair,  opera- 
tion, or  maintenance  of  such  boundary  fence 
project  by  the  United  States  section;  and  (b) 
any  existing  fences,  or  portions  thereof  on  or 
along  the  United  States-Mexican  boundary, 
which  may  be  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  such 
other  Federal  agency.  The  United  States 
section  Is  hereby  authorized  to  expend,  out 
of  funds  made  available  for  boundary-fence 
construction,  any  sums  of  money  which  may 
be  necessary  for  the  reconstruction,  repair, 
and  operation  and  maintenance  of  boundary 
fences  so  transferred. 

Sec.  5.  The  said  United  States  Oommts- 
sioner.  In  his  discretion.  Is  authorised  to  em- 
ploy personnel  for  the  survey.  Inspection, 
construction,  and  supervision  of  construction 
of  such  fence  project  without  regard  to  per- 
sonnel ceilings  otherwise  Imposed,  and  with- 
out regard  to  the  clvll-servlce  laws  or  reg- 
ulations requiring  the  employment  of  Anier- 
Ican  citizens:  Protnded,  That  such  employ- 
ment shall  not  be  for  a  period  longer  than 
that  required  for  the  completion  of  construc- 
tion of  such  fence  project,  nor  In  any  event 
for  a  period  In  excess  of  8  years  from  the  ef- 
fective date  of  this  act. 

Ssc.  «.  Said  fence  project  may  be  con- 
structed by  contract  or  by  force  account,  or 
partly  by  contract  and  partly  by  force  ac- 
count. In  the  dlscreUon  of  the  said  United 
States  Commissioner;  and  In  either  event  the 
provisions  of  title  41.  United  States  Code,  sec- 
tion 5,  and  other  laws  and  regulations  relat- 
ing to  advertising  for  proposals  for  pur- 
chases and  contracts  for  supplies  or  services 
for  departments  of  the  Government  and  laws 
and  regulations  placing  limitations  upon  the 
purchase  of  passenger-carrying  or  other  mo- 
tor-propelled vehicles  shall  be  Inapplicable 
to  purchases  and  contracts  for  equipment  and 
supplies  or  services  for  the  siirvey.  construc- 
tion, or  supervision  of  said  fence  project. 

Sec.  7.  The  opinion  of  the  Attorney  Oeneral 
in  favor  of  the  validity  of  the  title  to  any 
tract  of  land  or  easement  therein  to  be  ac- 
quired for  right-of-way  for  said  fence  proj- 
ect shall  not  be  required  as  a  condition  prec- 
edent to  construction  thereon  when.  In  the 
opinion  of  the  said  United  States  Commis- 
sioner, such  requirement  would  unduly  deUy 
the  construction  program  and  the  Interests 
of  the  United  States  are  not  Jeopardized  by 
the  waiver  of  such  requirement:   ProviAed, 
That  proceedings  for  the  acquUltion  of  such 
tracts    or    easements    therein    by    purchase. 
exercise  of  the  power  of  eminent  domain, 
or  condemnation  have  been  commenced,  and 
the  consent  of  the  record  or  apparent  owner 
or   owners  of   any   such  tract  has  been  se- 
cured for  the  Immediate  occupancy  thereof, 
or    appropriate    OTders    have    been    entered 
therefor    in   eminent   domain   proceedings: 
Provided   further.  That  the   United   SUtcs 
Commissioner  shall  proceed,  as  expeditiously 
as  may  be  possible,  to  secure  title  to  such 
tracts  or  easements  therein  In  the  manner 
and  to  the  extent  required  for  the  aw>n>val 
of  the  Attorney  General  In  accordance  with 
existing  law:    Prorided  further.  That  whee 
portions  of  such  fence  *re  to  be  buUt  ^rtthin 
the    right-of-way    lines    of    exteUng    State. 
county,  or  ottier  pubUc  ro«te  ".^^S^T^ 
the  United  States  Oommlsstoner  is  •««*«- 
iaed  to  accept,  and  the  Attorney  Gener*!  Is 
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very  clearly  haj  stated  on  the  record,  fa-    definitely  postponed. 


>k^v.AJ.cab^       §jkXS      ^I^U      lo 


sources  and  Interests  Including  uncut  tim- 
ber and  young  growth,   forage,  soil,   water. 


objection?    The  Chair  hears  none,  and 


cable  to  said  project,  the  United  States 


laed  to  accept,  ana  ti»e  aw^utj 
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>▼«,  rigbti-of-way.  ease- 
from  any  lueh  State, 
ibllc  agency  bavlng  Jnrls- 
■objeet  to  auch  coxuli- 
as  may  be  required  by 
law  or  regulation,  Includ- 
,id  to,  conditions  requiring 
tb*  remoiral  o^  eaUl  fence,  or  portions  there- 
of, to  points  outside  of  the  right-of-way  lines 
as  may  not  be  objectionable  to  the  State, 
county,  or  other  jpubilc  agency  concerned, 
where  oonslderatldns  of  widening  aald  roads 
or  highways,  ta  otl^er  considerations  of  public 
necestfty.  nuike  sujch  removal  neceaaary.  and 
when.  In  the  oplxilon  of  the  United  States 
Commissioner,  th4  Interests  of  the  United 
States  will  not  thnjeby  be  unduly  Jeopardlaed. 
The  opinion  of  the  attorney  general  of  the 
State  wherein  such  rights-of-way.  easements, 
or  licenses  are  granted.  If  such  opinion  be 
obtained,  shall  be  jconclxislve  as  to  the  right 
or  authority  of  the  State,  county,  or  other 
public  agency  oonfemed.  and  of  the  ofBclals 
thereof,  to  grant  aiky  such  right-of-way,  ease- 
ment, or  license. 


EXTENSION 
DURING 

PERIODS — b: 


CERTAIN  PATENTS 
TAIN     EMERQENCY 
PASSED  OVER 


The  bill  (H.  R|  3534)  to  authorize  the 
extension  of  patents  covering  inventions 
whose  practice  was  prevented  or  cur- 
tailed during  ceijtaln  emergency  periods 
was  announced  ajs  next  In  order. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  ]|>resent  consideration  of 
the  biU?  I 

Mr.  HENDRIC^SON.  Mr.  President. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  calendar 
committee  on  thps  side  of  the  aisle  has 
not  received  full  and  complete  reports 
irom  the  agencijes  involved.  I  ask  that 
the  bill  go  over  Until  the  next  call  of  the 
calendar.    I  sholild  like  to  say.  in  falr- 


a  report  from  the 

erce,  but  I  will  not 

untU  I  get  the  fuU 


ness,  that  we 
Department  of 
be  entirely  sa 
report.  i 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  conslderetk  at  the  top  of  the  next 
endar. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8898)  to  amend  sec- 
tion 401  (e)  (2)  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Act.  as  amended,  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
by  request  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  SBCATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
considered  at  the  top  of  the  next  call  of 
the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered,  and  the  bill 
will  be  considered  at  the  top  of  the  next 
call  of  the  calendlar. 


LAWRENCE  F.  KRAMER 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2083)  to  confer  Jurisdiction  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear  the  claim 
of  Lawrence  P.  Kramer,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  to  strike 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  to 
insert: 

That  the  SecretaiW  of  the  Treasury  Is  au- 
thorlaed  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any 
money  In  the  Treajniry  not  otherwise  ap- 
proprtated.  to  Lawrlence  F.  Kramer,  of  364 
East  4ad  Street.  Patierson.  N.  J.,  the  sum  of 


$67,500  In  full  sfitisfaction  of  his  claim 
against  the  United  States  for  (1)  comt>en- 
eatlon  for  services  rendered  by  blm  dilrlng 
the  period  from  1935  to  1952  In  assisting 
and  enabling  the  United  States  to  prosacute 
successfully  criminal  proceedings  against 
certain  defendants  who  had  defrauded  the 
Government  in  connection  with  fixing  prices 
on  Works  Projects  Administration  projects 
in  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  and  (2)  fot  re- 
imbursement for  expenses  incurred  by  him 
In  rendering  such  services:  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  ttiereof  shall  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  coimection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  Bum 
not  exceeding  •1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
•'A  bill  for  the  i-elief  of  Lawrence  P. 
Kramer." 


M.  M.  HESS 


The  bill  (H.  R.  7762)  for  the  relief  of 
M.  M.  Hess  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  state  tliat  the  amendment  of 
the  committee  and  the  amendment  by 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  I  Mr. 
HxNDRicKsoN]  have  been  agreed  to.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  considora- 
tlon  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  does  the  Chair  refer 
to  the  amendment  prohibiting  the  pay- 
ment of  interest? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Yes. 

Mr.  GORE,     I  withdraw  my  objection. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7762)  for  the  relief  of 
M.  M.  Hess. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engiossment  of  the 
amendments  and  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed.  ■ 


INCREASE  OF  PENSIONS  TO  VET- 
ERANS AND  DEPENDENTS 
.  The  bill  (H.  R.  9962)  to  increase  by 
5  percent  the  rates  of  pension  payable 
to  veterans  and  their  dependents  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER  * 

The  bill  (S.  3772)  to  amend  the  Fed- 
eral Property  and  Administrative  Serv- 
ices Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  to  pro- 
vide for  the  payment  of  appraisers 
auctioneers,  and  brokers  fees,  from  the 
proceeds  of  disposal  of  Government  sur- 
plus real  property,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The     PRESIDING      OFFICER.     The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


EXTENSION  OF  AUTHORITY  OF  THE 
SECRETARY  OF  THE  INTERIOR  TO 
ISSUE  CERTAIN  PATENTS— BILL 
PASSED  TO  NEXT  CALL  OP  THE 
CALENDAR 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  why 
was  Calendar  No.  2351.  S.  3716,  passed 
over? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  was 
not  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  ask  imatiimous 
consent  that  it  may  be  brought  up  on 
the  next  call  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
if  the  Senator  will  yield,  we  have  a 
definite  agreement  concerning  this 
measure. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  Presiient.  I 
understand  it  will  be  called  on  the  next 
call  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  will  be  called  on 
the  next  call  of  the  calendar. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  3844)  to  provide  for  a 
reciprocal  and  more  efTective  remedy  for 
certain  claims  arising  out  of  the  acts  of 
military  personnel  and  to  authoRize  the 
pro  rata  sharing  of  the  cost  of  such 
claims  with  foreign  nations,  and  for 
other  purposes  was  announced  as  next 
in  order.  , 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OPTICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


REVIEW  OP  CUSTOMS  TARIFP 
SCHEDULES,  ETC.        | 

The  bill  (H.  R.  10009)  to  provide  for 
the  review  of  customs  tariff  schedules,  to 
improve  procedures  for  the  tariff  classi- 
flcation  of  unenumerated  articles,  to  re- 
peal or  amend  obsolete  provisions  of  the 
customs  laws,  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  wish  to  say  that  at 
the  last  call  of  the  caiendar  I  registered 
an  objection  to  the  bill.  Since  that  time 
I  have  had  an  opportunity  to  confer 
with  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia,  and  also  with  Representative 
Cooper,  of  Tennessee,  and  Representa- 
tive Mills,  of  Arkansas,  both  of  whom 
are  members  of  the  House  Ways  and 
Means  Committee.  All  three  distin- 
guished Members  of  Congress  recom- 
mend the  passage  of  the  bill.  Therefore 
I  withdraw  objection. 

Mr.    MALONE.     Mr.    President,    may 
we  hear  what  the  amendments  are'' 

The      PRESIDING      OFFICER      The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendments. 

The  amendments  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Finance 
were,  on  page  2.  line  1,  after  the  word 
"classified-,  to  strike  out  "for  the  pur- 
pose of  determining  the  appUcable  rate 
of  duty  or  exemption  from  duty"  and  in- 
sert "for  tariff  purposes";  at  the  begin- 
ning of  line  4.  to  strike  out  "certain"  and 
insert  "related";  in  line  12.  after  *(1)" 
to  strike  out  "established"  and  insert 
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♦'establish";  in  line  21.  after  the  word 
"classifications",  to  strike  out: 

veitb  reepect  to  particular  producta  by 
(t)  eliminating  multiple  provisions  fcH'  the 
tariff  treatment  of  the  same  product;  (11) 
revising  tariff  descriptions.  (Ill)  establish- 
ing a  single  classification  provision  for  each 
group  of  articles  which  are  subject  now  to 
different  classifications  but  which  are  simi- 
lar In  character  and  In  competitive  relation- 
ship to  products  of  the  United  States;  (iv) 
changing  forms  of  rates  of  duty:  and  (v) 
establishing  consistent  and  slmpUfled  prin- 
ciples and  standards  of  tarirl  classification. 

(b)    The  schedules  prepaied  in  accordance 
with  subsection   (a)    shall  specify  two  rec- 
ommended  rates  of  duty   lor  each   classifi- 
cation provision  in  the  dutiable  schedules, 
which   rates   may   be    Identical   or   different. 
Such  rates  shall  be  respectively  (1)   the  rate, 
or   equal   in   ad   valorem   e<iulvalent   to   the 
rate  or  rates,  applicable  on  the  date  of  com- 
pletion of  the  schedules  (e/en  though  tem- 
porarily suspended    by   act   of   Congress)    to 
articles  covered   by   such  classification   pro- 
vision which  are  products  of  countries  whose 
products  are  not  at  that  time  entitled  to  the 
benefits  of  reduced  rates  of  duty  established 
jjursuant  to  trade  agreemints  entered   Into 
under   the   authority  of  section   350   of   the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  as  amended  (U.  S.  C.  1952 
edition,  title  19.  sec.  1351)  and  (2)  the  rate, 
or  equal  in  ad  valorem  equivalent  to  the  rate 
or  rates,  applicable  on  the  date  of  comple- 
tion of  the  schedules  (even  though  tempo- 
rarily suspended  by  act  of  Congress)    to  ar- 
ticles covered  by  such  classification  provision 
which  are  products  of  countries,  other  than 
Cuba   and    the    Philippine   Republic,   whose 
products   are   at    that   time   entitled   to   the 
benefits   of    rates   of   duty   established    pur- 
suant   to    the    aforesaid    trade    agreements. 
For  the  purposes  of  specifying  all  rates  of 
duty  in  the  schedules,  such  tolerances  shall 
be  applied  as  the  Commission  shall  deem  ap- 
propriate to  round  oxit  the  rates  within  rea- 
sonable   standards    of    uniformity.       If    the 
Commission      in      preparing     its     schedules 
changes  the  form  of  the  rate  of  any  duty,  or 
establishes   a   single   classification   provision 
for  a  group  of  articles  formerly  subject  to 
different    rates    of    duty,    the    revised    rates, 
whether  ad  valorem,  specific,  or  compound, 
shall  be  those  which,  In  the  Judgment  of  the 
Commission,    will    bring    substantially    the 
same  amount  of  duties  as  would  have  been 
collected   by   application   of   the   superseded 
rate  or  rates,  based  uiXJn  reasonably  avail- 
able information  as  to  the  amounts  of  duties 
which  were  and  would  hi.ve  been  collected 
on    imports    entered,    or    withdrawn    from 
warehouse,  for  consumption,  during  the  cal- 
endar years  1952  and  1953. 

(c)  The  schedules  prepared  in  accordance 
■  with  the  preceding  subsections  shall  be  ac- 
companied by  a  statement  of  the  amoimt  of 
each  difference  between  an  existing  rate  and 
the  corresponding  rate  in  the  schedule,  based 
up>on  reasonably  available  information  as  to 
the  amounts  of  duties  which  were,  and 
which  by  application  of  the  schedule  rates 
would  have  been,  collected  on  Imports  en- 
tered, or  withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for 
consumption,  during  the  calendar  years  1952 
and  1953.  They  shall  also  be  accompanied 
by  summaries  of  all  the  data  on  the  basis  of 
which  the  new  rates  in  the  schedules  were 
calculated. 

On  page  5,  after  line  2,  to  insert: 

(b)  The  Commission  shall  seek  to  accom- 
plish the  purposes  of  subsection  (a)  without 
suggesting  changes  in  any  rate  or  rates  of 
duty  on  individual  products,  whether  those 
rates  are  applied  by  sta'ute  or  by  Presi- 
dential proclamation.  Where,  however,  in 
the  Judgment  of  the  Com  mission,  the  pur- 
poses of  subsection  (a)  cannot  be  accom- 
plished without  such  changes,  the  Commis- 
sion shall  specify  each  incidental  change 
In  rates  which  In  Its  Judgment  would  accom- 


plleb  such  purpoees,  and  shall  accompany 
it  with  a  summary  of  all  the  data  on  which 
■uch  suggested  change  was  based,  together 
with  a  statement  of  the  probable  effect  of 
such  suggested  change  on  any  Industry  in 
the  Dnlted  States.  Before  suggesting  any 
changes  in  rates  of  duty,  the  Commission 
shall  give  public  notice  of  Its  intention  to 
do  so  and  shall  afford  reasonable  oppor- 
ttinlty  for  parties  Interested  to  be  present, 
to  produce  evidence,  and  to  be  heard  at 
public  hearings  with  respect  to  the  probable 
effect  of  such  suggested  changes  on  any  in- 
du!>try  in  the  United  States. 

On  page  5,  line  21,  to  change  the  sub- 
section letter  from  "(d)"  to  "<c)";  in 
line  23,  after  the  word  "data",  to  insert 
"and  statements";  on  page  6,  line  3,  to 
change  the  subsection  letter  from  "(e)" 
to  "(d)";  after  line  12,  to  insert: 

(e)  The  Commission  may  Invoke  all  the 
powers  granted  to  it  under  part  II,  title  III, 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  and 
is  authorized  to  make  reasonable  rules  and 
regulations,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
Its  functions  under  this  title. 


After  line  17,  to  insert: 

(f)  The  Commission  may  procure  tem- 
porary and  Intermittent  services  in  accord- 
ance with  section  15  of  the  act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  U.  S  C,  sec.  55a),  but  at  rates  not 
to  exceed  $75  per  diem  for  individuals.  The 
Commission  may  reimburse  employees,  ex- 
perts, and  consultants  for  travel,  subsistence, 
and  other  necessary  expenses  incurred  by 
them  in  the  performance  of  their  official 
duties,  and  make  reasonable  advances  to  such 
persons  for  such  purposes.  Service  by  a  per- 
son pursuant  to  the  first  sentence  of  this  sub- 
section shall  not  be  considered  as  service  or 
employment  bringing  t-uch  person  within  the 
provisions  of  section  281,  283,  284,  or  1914  of 
title  18  of  the  United  States  Code,  or  section 
512  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954,  or 
section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (5  U.  S.  C, 
sec.  99). 

On  page  7.  line  7,  to  change  the  sub- 
section letter  from  "tf»"  to  "(g)";  in 
line  11.  in  the  heading,  after  "Title  II". 
to  strike  out  "Tarifif  Classification  of"; 
in  line  12.  in  the  heading,  after  the  word 
"Articles"  to  insert  "American  Goods 
Returned";  on  page  8,  after  line  11,  to 
insert : 

CERTAIN    METAL  ARTICLES  RETURNED  TO 
VNITFD     STATES 

Sec.  202.  Paragraph  1615  (g)  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (U.  S.  C,  1952  edi- 
tion, title  19,  sec.  1201,  par.  1615  (g)),  is 
further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(g)  (1)  Any  article  exported  from  the 
United  States  for  repairs  or  alterations  may 
be  returned  upon  the  payment  of  a  duty 
upon  the  value  of  the  repairs  or  alterations 
at  the  rate  or  rates  which  would  apply  to  the 
article  itself  In  Its  repaired  or  altered  condi- 
tion If  not  within  the  purview  of  this  sub- 
paragraph  (g). 

»'(2)  If— 

"(A)  any  article  of  metal  (except  precious 
metal)  manufactured  In  the  United  States 
or  subjected  to  a  process  of  manufacture  in 
the  United  States  U  exported  for  further 
processing:  and 

"(B)  the  exported  article  as  processed  out- 
side the  United  States,  or  the  article  which 
results  from  the  processing  outside  the 
United  States,  as  the  case  may  be.  Is  re- 
turned to  the  united  States  for  further  proc- 
essing, 

then  such  article  may  be  rettimed  upon  the 
payment  of  a  duty  upon  the  value  of  such 
processing  outside  the  United  States  at  the 
rate  or  rates  which  would  apply  to  such 
article  itself  If  it  were  not  within  the  pur- 
view of   this  subparagraph   (g). 


"(3)  Tbls  subparagraph  (g)  shall  not  ap- 
friy  to  any  article  exported — 

"(A)  from  bonded  warehouse  or  from  con- 
tinuous customs  custody  elseirtiere  than 
bonded  warehouse  with  remlselon.  abate- 
ment, or  refund  of  duty; 

"(B)  with  benefit  of  drawback  through 
substitution  or  otherwise;  or 

"(C)  for  the  purpose  of  complying  with 
any  law  of  the  United  States  or  regulation 
of  any  Federal  agency  requiring  exportation. 

"(4)  For  the  purposes  of  this  subpara- 
graph (g).  the  value  of  repairs,  alterations, 
or  processing  outside  the  United  States  shaU 
be   considered  to   be — 

"(A)  the  cost  to  the  Importer  of  such  re- 
pairs, alterations,  or  processing;  or 

"(B)  if  no  charge  Is  made,  the  value  of 
such  repairs,  alterations,  or  processing, 
as  set  out  In  the  Invoice  and  entry  papers: 
except  that.  If  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
concludes  that  the  amount  so  set  out  does 
not  represent  a  reasonable  cost  or  fair  value, 
as  the  case  may  be,  then  the  value  of  the 
repairs,  alterations,  or  processing  shall  be 
determined  in  accordance  with  section  403 
of  this  act.  No  appraisement  of  the  im- 
ported article  in  its  repaired,  altered,  or 
processed  condition  shall  be  required  unless 
necessary  to  a  determination  of  the  rate  or 
rates  of  duty  applicable  to  such  article." 

On  page  11,  line  15,  after  the  word 
"from",  to  insert  "the  invoice  or  other 
papers  or  from";  in  line  16,  after  the 
word  "him",  to  insert  "or  to  any  person 
to  whom  authority  under  this  section 
has  been  delegated " ;  in  line  18,  after  the 
word  "exporter's",  to  strike  out  "sale" 
and  insert  "sales";  in  line  24.  after  the 
word  "than",  to  strike  out  "sixty"  and 
insert  "one  hundred  and  twenty";  In  line 
25,   after   the   word   "been",    to   insert 
"raised  by  or";  on  page  12.  at  the  begin- 
ning of  line  1,  to  insert  "or  any  person 
to  whom  authority  under  this  section  has 
been  delegated";   in  line   12,  after  the 
word  "than",  to  strike  out  "sixty"  and 
insert  "one  hundred  and  twenty";  at  the 
beginning  of  line   14,  to  insert  "raised 
by";   in  the  same  line,  after  the  word 
"Secretary",  to  insert  "or  any  person  to 
whom  authority  under  section  201  has 
been  delegated";   in  line  18,  after  Uie 
word  "exporters",  to  strike  out  "sale" 
and  insert  "sales";  on  page  14,  line  13, 
after  "Sec  402.  (a)",  to  strike  out  "sec- 
tion 3  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1917  (39 
Stat.  1133),  as  amended  (U.  S.  C.  1952 
edition,  Utle  48,  sec.  1394),  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows"  and  insert  "section 
28  (d)  of  the  Revised  Organic  Act  of  the 
Virgin  Islands,  approved  July  22,  1954, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows";  in  line 
18,  at  the  beginning  of  the  line,  to  strike 
out  "Sec.  3."  and  insert  "(d)";  in  line 
22,  after  the  word  "section",  to  strike 
out  "3350"  and  insert  "7652  (b)";  in  the 
same  line,   after   the  word   "Code",  to 
insert  "of  1954";  on  page  15.  after  line  3, 
to  strike  out: 

TiTu:  V.  OBsoijrrt  Phovisiohs  or  CusroJts 
Laws 
Sec.  501.  The  following  obsolete,  Inopera- 
tive, and  unnecessary  statutes  and  parts 
thereof  relating  to  the  duties,  functions,  and 
operations  of  certain  cfOcers  and  emplayeee 
of  the  Customs  Service  are  repealed : 

1.  Section  2649.  Revised  Statutes  (U.  S.  C 
1952  edition,  title  19,  sec.  12). 

2.  Section  1  of  the  act  of  March  4,  1»11 
(ch.  285.  36  Stat.  1393).  as  amended,  and  ao 
much  of  the  acts  of  August  15.  ir?6  1 19  Stat- 
152).  March  3.  1891  (2«  Stat.  »6««.  Muvft  4. 
1911  (36  Stat.  1393).  and  March  4-  MB  ««* 
Stat.   1453).  as  relate   to   tto* 
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_ — (U.  a  a, 

U.aMklt). 

B««4m«  StefeotM  (17.  &  a, 
IMa  aoitlaa.  utlM  19.  Me.  14). 

4.  Seetkn  9990,  B«vlMd  SUtatas  (U.  &  O^ 
Itsa  adttlaB.  tltlM  19.  MO.  IB). 

8.  Seetton  aM<>,  BcrlMd  SUttttM.  m 
MMBdad  (U.  &  a.  1983  wlltkui.  ttU*  19. 
mtc  19). 

«.  Swtloa  a9ftl.lB«TlM(i  SUtutas  (U.  &  O. 
1962  •dttoa,  tttl*  19,  MO.  17). 

7.  awtton  30t2.B«TlMd  SUtutM  (U.  &  O. 
1883  edition.  tttlai9,  mc  18). 

8.  Section  3016,  Berlaed  Statutee  (XT.  &  C. 
1983  editfan.  tltlei  19.  mc.  31). 

9.  SeetUm     ^l4.     RerlMd     SUtutes.     u 


iii(  from  the  eecond  Mntence  the  words 
"take  the  oeth." 

tec.  598.  Section  583  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1980  (U.  &  C,  1963  edition,  title  19.  sec. 
1863)  la  emended  by  deleting  therefroi*  the 
vorde  "the  back  of." 
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1983  edition,  title  19, 


361i5.    Bevleed    Statutea.  its 

S.  C.  1953  edition,  title  19. 

i 

36l7.    Revised    Statutea.  as 


28111,    Revised    Statutes,    as 
C,   1962   edition,   title   19, 


amended  (V.  8. 
sec.  33). 

10.  Section 
anxended  (U. 
sec.  28). 

11.  Section  _ 
amended  (U.  8.  b.,  1952  edition,  title  19. 
ace.  34). 

12.  Section 
amended   (U.  8 
see.  20). 

13.  Section  11  <^  the  act  of  Febrxiary  8. 
1875  (<^.  SO;  18  SUt.  309).  m  amended 
(U.  8.  C.  1963  edHlon.  title  19.  sec.  37). 

14.  Act  c«r  Septeinber  34.  1014  (ch.  800.  38 
Stat.  718;  U.  &  C.,  1063  edition,  tttle  19. 
sec.  28).  T 

16.  Section  2627,  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  (U.  S.  C-  1852  edition.  tlUe  19. 
•ee.  40). 

16.  Section  2687.  Revised  Statutes  (U.  S.  C. 
1953  edition,  tlUe  19.  eec.  58). 

17.  Seettem  3646.  Revised  StatutM  (U.  a  C 
1962  edition,  title  (9,  see.  64). 

18.  Section  3847,  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  (U.  8.  C..  1063  edition.  Utle  10. 
sec.  65). 

19.  Section  3944.  Revised  Statutes  (IT.  S. 
C.  1063  edition,  title  10.  sec.  56) . 

30.  Section  3648.  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  (U.  8.  C.  1853  edition,  title  10.  sec. 
87). 

31.  Seetloa  96881  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  (U.  &  C,  J062  edition,  title  10.  sec 
*>•  _ 

23.  SecttOB  nm,  [Revised  Statutes  (U.  & 
C  1063  edition.  Utte  19.  sec.  61). 

33.  Act  of  December  18.  1800  (ch.  33,  28 
Stat.  600) .  as  amen<^  (u.  S.  C,  1952  edition, 
tlUe  19,  sec.  62). 

24.  Section  258.  Revised  Statutes  (U.  S.  C 
1952  edition,  title  10.  sec.  57). 

25.  Section  2612.  Revised  Statutes  (U.  S 
C.  1962  edition,  tltl^  19.  sec.  379). 

26.  Section  2018,  Revised  Statutes  (U.  Q. 
C.  1062  edition,  title  10.  sec.  300). 

27.  Section  13  of  the  Act  of  June  33  1874 

i!^-  ^}'  "  ^***-  "•=  ^-  S-  C.  1063  edition, 
title  19,  sec.  404). 

38.  Act  of  Vebruary  10.  1913  (ch.  35,  87 
Stat.  665;  U.  S.  C.  1053  edition,  title  18.  sec. 

39.  Section  3650,  ,  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended^D.  S.  C...l#53  edition,  title  31.  sec. 

30.  So  much  of  section  3680  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  (U.  S.  C..  1IU3  edition.  tlUe  31.  sec. 
liLiTi  ^  ^  '^**^'  "Repayment  of  excess  of 
depoelts  for  unascertained  duUes  (cus- 
!^^M  T?  "P*y  *°  ^porters  the  excess  of 
depoelts  for  unascertained  duties,  or  duUes 
or  other  moneys  paid  under  protest." 

81.  So  much  of  s^lon  1  of  the  act  of 
September  SO.  1800  (>h.  1136.  36  Stat.  611). 
as  reads:  "And  such  clerks  and  Inspectors 
of  customs  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury may  designate  for  the  purpom  shaU  be 
authorised  to  administer  oaths,  such  as  dep- 
uty coUectors  of  customs  are  now  authorlzwl 
to  administer,  and  ho  compensation  shaU 
be  paid  <a  charge  ma^e  therefor." 
•V®  ~*  52-  8"**«»t»oi^  (')   of  secUon  500  of 

♦Ht-  if^  ''^  °^  *®®°  (^-  S-  C.  1953  edition, 
Utle  19.  sec.  1500  (f )  i  is  amended  by  deletZ 


On  page  18,  line  20.  to  change  the  title 
number  from  "VI"  to  "V";  in  line  22.  to 
change  the  section  number  from  "601" 
to  "501";  on  page  19.  line  18.  to  change 
the  section  number  from  "602"  to  "502"; 
on  page  20.  line  2.  after  "(a)",  to  strike 
out  "Every"  and  insert  "Except  as  spec- 
ified in  the  proviso  to  section  594  of  this 
act.  every";  in  line  18.  to  change  the 
section  number  from  "603"  to  "503";  on 
page  21.  line  18.  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "604"  to  "504";  on  page 
22,  line  5.  to  change  the  section  number 
from  "605"  ta  "505";  in  line  18,  to 
change  the  section  number  from  "|06 ' 
to  "506":  in  line  23.  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "607"  to  "507";  on  page  23. 
line  3.  to  change  the  title  number  from' 
"VH"  to  "VI";  in  line  4.  to  change  the 
section  mmiber  from  "701"  to  "601";  and 
in  the  same  line,  after  the  word  "and"  to 
strike  out  "VI"  and  insert  "V." 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  committee. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

THS    SO-CAUA>    CUSTOMS    SIMPLIFICATION    BILL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICrER.  The  bill 
having  been  read  a  third  time,  the  gues- 
Uon  is.  Shall  it  pass?  ■ 

Without  objection | 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee  whether  all  the 
amendments  which  have  just  been  read 
were  approved  by  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee. 

Mr.  MILUKIN.  I  think  they  were 
approved,  after  a  considerable  debate  be- 
tween ourselves— I  refer  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Nevada  and  my- 
self— and  after  nvunerous  meetings  with 
the  Government  agencies  affected  who 
met  with  the  members  of  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  to  discuss  the 
thoughts  we  developed  as  we  went  along 
to  meet  the  points  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  had  In  mind. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  still  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  I  want  to 
say  for  the  benefit  of  the  record  that 
for  several  years  we  have  had  a  contin- 
ual stream  of  these  so-called  customs 
simplification  bills— customs  simplifica- 
tion always  including  the  lowering  of 
the  unport  fees  or  tariffs  or  duties  as 
they  are  called  hi  the  Constitution  of  the 
Umted  States, 

The  final  net  result  Is  always  a  reduc- 
tion of  such  duties  or  fees  through  what 
Is  called  simpliflcation— either  through 
changhig  the  valuation  from  the  Ameri- 
can valuation  to  the  foreign  valuation 
or  changing  classifications  to  take  a 
lower  duty. 

Again  for  the  benefit  of  the  record 
let  me  say  that  the  junior  Senator  from' 
Nevada  has  discussed  this  bill  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  it  is  un- 
derstood that  there  Is  no  intention  on 
his  part  of  disturbing  the  tariff  struc- 


ture through  this  proposed  lefialatlon 
and  that  the  Secretary  will  cooperate 
with  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  in 
preventing  such  further  mlsrepteaenta- 
tions  under  the  general  heading  (rf  stm- 
plification. 

All  over  the  country  we  have  contin- 
uous  propaganda  relative  to  customs 
simpliflcation  which  always  adds  up  to 
only  one  thing,  namely,  reclassiiflcation 
or  revaluation  to  take  a  lower  duty.  The 
junior  Senator  from  Nevada  is  tired  of 
it,  and  serves  notice  now  that  any  fur- 
there  simplification  bill  cloaking  such 
tariff  or  duty  revisions  will  be  debated 
on  the  Senate  floor  until  thoroughly  un- 
derstood by  a  long-suffering  pubjUc. 

It  has  become  the  custom  to  present 
such  bills  during  the  closing  days  of 
the  sessions  when  there  is  no  time  for 
hearings  or  even  adequate  readUng  and 
study. 

It  is  time  the  workingmen's  Jobs  and 
the  investors'  money  is  again  protected 
through  the  principle  of  a  flexible  tariff 
or  duty  adjusted  by  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion as  an  agent  of  Congress  on  the  basis 
of  fair  and  reasonable  oompetition — the 
tariff  or  duty  representing  the  difference 
between  the  wages  and  taxes  hare  and 
in  the  chief  competing  country. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Does 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  offer  further 
objection? 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  object. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  happy  to  yield 
for  a  question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Do  I  correctly  un- 
derstand that  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
IS  objecting  to  a  part  of  the  legislative 
program  fo  simplification  of  tariff 
duties? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  objecting  to  the 
type  of  simplification  the  junior  fitenator 
from  Illinois  always  favors — that  Is  a 
lowering  of  tariffs  and  putting  foreign 
sweatshop  labor  directly  into  competi- 
tion with  American  workers  and  in- 
vestors. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Do  I  correctly  un- 
derstand that  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
IS  opposed  to  the  Presidents  program' 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  opposed  to  any- 
body's program  which  includes  a  lower- 
ing of  tariffs  or  duties  putting  the  Amer- 
ican workingman  in  direct  competition 
with  the  sweatshop  labor  of  Europe  and 
Asia.  This  includes  the  forelgn^trade 
program,  which  has  always  been  sup- 
ported by  the  Senator  from  Illinois 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
amendments  having  been  engrossed,  and 
the  bil  read  a  third  time;  the  question 
is,  Shall  the  bill  pass? 

The  bill  (H.  R.  10009)  was  passed 

ihe  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
An  act  to  provide  for  the  review  of  cus- 
toms tariff  schedules,  to  improve  proce- 
dures for  the  tariff  classification  of  un- 
enumerated  articles,  and  for  other 
purposes." 
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hereafter  entered  into  by  the  United 
States,  be  transmitted  to  the  Senate 
within  30  days  after  the  execution  there- 
of, was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr  SMATHERS.  There  is  no  objec- 
tion from  this  side  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill.       

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
i  the  bill? 


TRANSMITTAL  OP  INTERNATIONAL 
AGREEMENTS  TO  SENATE  WITHIN 
30  DAYS  AFTER  EXECUTION 
The  bill  (S.  3067)  to  require  that  inter- 
national agreements  other  than  treaties. 


TRIBUTE  TO  SENATOR  PAYNE.  OF 
MAINE 

Mr.    HOLLAND.     Mr.    President,   re- 
j  serving  the  right  to  object,  in  connection 
I  with   the   consideration   of   Senate   bill 
3067 — although  I  do  not  intend  to  ob- 
'I  ject — let  me  say  that  in  view  of  the  ef- 
fective activities  on  the  part  of  the  dis- 
tinguished junior  Senator  from  Maine 
I  Mr.  Payne  1,  who  now  is  presiding   so 
ably  over  the  Senate — and  I  refer  to  his 
necessary  activities  in  keeping  the  Mem- 
•    bers  of  the  Senate  in  a  proper  state  of 
discipline    and    good    working    order — I 
think  perhaps  a  brief  item  just  carried 
on  the  A.ssociated  Press  ticker  may  be 
appropriately  read  at  this  time : 

Washinotok. — A  Btatlstlcally  minded  Sen- 
ate parliamentarian  figured  out  today  that 
^  the  Senate  under  the  rapid  gaveling  of  Sen- 
ator Patne  (Republican.  Maine)  haa  estab- 
lished an  all-time  record  In  bill  passage. 

Starting  In  on  a  mountainous  accumula- 
tion of  bills  Tuesday  night  with  Maine's 
former  governor  In  the  chair  the  Senate 
whipped  through  47  bills  in  10  minutes. 

With  Patni  again  presiding  on  Wednesday 
the  Senate  took  up  Its  calendar  at  10:15 
a  m  .  and  by  2:15  p.  m..  Just  4  hours  later, 
had  considered  432  bills,  passing  366  and 
deferring  66  for  later  action. 

At  one  point  Payne  called  up  and  banged 
through  private  immigration  bills  at  the  rale 
of  100  In  10  minutes. 

At  the  end  of  the  gruelling  session  Payne 
looked  fresh  but  admitted  be  was  "a  bit 
weary." 

I  thought  the  insertion  Into  the  Rec- 
ord at  this  time  of  that  item  might  be 
an  inspiration  to  future  presiding  offi- 
cers of  the  Senate.  iLaughtor  and  ap- 
plause.)   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  ^Mr. 
Payne  in  the  chair).  Let  the  Chair 
state  that  if  the  Chair  had  the  right  to 
do  so.  he  would  rule  the  Senator  from 
Florida  out  of  order.    (Laughter.] 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Florida  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Was  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Florida  apologizing  for  the 
Senate  to  the  country,  or  is  it  supposed 
to  be  a  compliment  to  have  the  Senate 
pass  47  bills  in  10  minutes,  without  con- 
sideration at  all? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  In  reply  to  my  dis- 
tinguished friend,  Mr.  President.  I  may 
say  that  I  think  it  is  a  compliment  to  the 
Senate  committees  for  their  care  in  get- 
ting the  bills  in  excellent  shape,  and  to 
the  expedition  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Maine  [Mr.  Payne],  who  has  been 
presiding  over  the  Senate  in  such  com- 
mendable fashion;  and,  besides.  I 
thought  the  inclusion  of  that  item  at 
this  particular  time  might  inspire  future 


Senators  and  future  presiding  officers 
to  continue  to  expedite  the  business  of 
the  Senate.  In  addition,  I  thought  that 
the  people  of  the  Nation  might  be  pleas- 
antly surprised  to  hear  that  their  Sen- 
ate, which  at  times  is  said  to  spend  vast 
amounts  of  time  on  one  bill,  can  make 
such  speedy  progress  on  occasion? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  should  include  in  the 
commendation  the  distinguished  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  who  serve  on  the  two 
calendar  committees.  I  notice  that  the 
calendar  committee  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle  is  composed  of  Meml)ers  of  the 
Senate  who  have  been  most  faithful  and 
loyal  in  watehing  over  the  calendar  in 
behalf  of  all  Members  of  the  Senate  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle,  as  each  of  us  in- 
dividually watohes  over  the  measures 
relating  to  our  respective  interests  and 
fields.  I  think  those  Senators  have  done 
an  extremely  fine  job. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thoroughly  agree 
with  my  distinguished  friend,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota,  in  extending  the 
commendation  to  my  colleague,  the  dis- 
tinguished junior  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  SMATHERS ].  to  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Tennessee  I  Mr. 
GoREl.  and  in  referring  equally  to  the 
calendar  committee  «erv^ng  so  faithfully 
and  tirelessly  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle,  to  the  distinguished  junior  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Hendrick- 
son],  and  to  the  distinguished  jimior 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cooper). 
Certainly  all  of  these  able  Senators  are 
entitled  to  receive  the  accolade  of  the 
Senate. 

TRANSMITTAL  OF  INTERNATIONAL 
AGREEMENTS  TO  SENATE  WITHIN 
30^YS  AFTER  EXECUTION 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Calen- 
dar No.  2365,  Senate  bill  3067,  requiring 
that  international  agreements  other 
than  treaties,  hereafter  entered  Into  by 
the  United  States,  be  transmitted  to  the 
Senate  within  30  days  after  the  execu- 
tion thereof,  has  already  t)een  annovmced 
as  next  in  order. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  in  order  to 
slow  down  the  proceedings  a  little,  let 
me  state  that  we  have  received  a  request 
for  an  explanation  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  should  like  to  give 
the  explanation. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  speak  very 
briefly  concerning  the  bill  <S.  3067) 
which,  under  the  committee  amend- 
ment, would  require  international  agree- 
ments other  than  treaties  to  be  trans- 
mitted to  the  Senate  within  60  days 
after  they  have  been  concluded. 

This  bill  would  amend  section  112  of 
title  I  of  the  United  States  Code  by  add- 
ing a  new  section.  112b,  enlarging  the 
duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  keep 
Congress  and  the  people  informed  con- 
cerning the  existence  of  agreements 
which  are  concluded  between  other  gov- 
ernments and  our  own. 


At  the  present  time,  section  112a  re- 
quires the  Secretary  of  State  to  compile 
and  publish  all  treaties  to  which  the 
United  States  is  a  party,  that  have  been 
proclaimed  during  each  calendar  year. 
Information  with  respect  to  interna- 
tional agreements  other  than  treaties — 
loosely  descrlt>ed  as  executive  agree- 
ments— has  not  in  the  past  been  avail- 
able as  quickly  as  it  should  have  been 
to  satisfy  many  members  of  the  Senate. 
The  present  bill  would  ensure  that  the 
Senate  t)e  kept  regularly  advised  as  to 
the  subject  matter  of  agreements  which 
are  finalized  by  the  Executive  alone. 

Under  the  committee  amendment,  all 
such  agreements  must  be  transmitted 
to  the  Senate  within  60  days,  except  for 
those  agreements  which,  for  security  rea- 
sons, are  classified,  and  which  the  Presi- 
dent does  not  believe  should  in  the  na- 
tional interest  be  disclosed  to  the  general 
public.  The  latter  category  would,  un- 
der the  bill,  be  transmitted,  with  ap- 
propriate security  safeguards,  to  the 
Senate  Committee  on.  Foreign  Relations. 
Members  of  that  committee  will  thus  be 
kept  fully  informed  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  obligations  assumed  by  our  Govern- 
ment in  such  agreements. 

The  bill  will  not  only  encourage 
greater  liaison  between  the  Executive 
and  Congress  throughout  the  entire 
range  of  the  treaty  process,  but  will  re- 
move some  of  the  objections  which  in 
the  past  have  been  made  on  this  floor,  to 
the  effect  that  this  Nation  was  l>eing 
committed  to  undertakings  which  the 
Senate  had  no  opportunity  to  learn 
about  until  long  afterward. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Michigan  if  he  can  Inform  the  Senate 
who  is  to  decide  which  of  those  agree- 
ments are  executive  agreements,  and 
which  are  made  under  the  President's 
authority  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
armed  services? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  This  bill  would 
cover  all  executive  agreements,  whether 
they  were  made  under  authority  of  the 
bill,  or  under  his  power  as  Commander 
in  Chief;  and  he  would  determine 
whether  or  not  they  were  such  that  they 
should  be  brought  only  to  the  Senate 
committee.  There  Is  no  objection  on 
the  part  of  the  State  Department. 

As  I  recall,  decision  on  both  sides  of 
the  aisle  in  the  committee  was  unan- 
imous. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  The  distinguished 
Senator  has  not  yet  clarified  the  question 
for  me.  unless  he  is  now  telling  the  Sen- 
ate that  all  the  agreements  made  by  the 
Executive,  whether  or  not  made  as  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  even  In  time  of  war. 
must  l)e  sent  to  the  Senate  and  made  a 
matter  of  pubUc  knowledge  to  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Not  made  public 
knowledge  to  the  Senate.  The  agree- 
ment would  be  made  available  to  the 
Senate  or.  if  the  President  thought  the 
security  of  the  Nation  was  at  stake,  to 
the  Foreign  RelaUoos  Committee.  Th« 
President  would  determine  that  questkn. 
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Ifr.  MOMRCH^ET.  I  eaa  nndcntand 
the  desire  of  th^  Senate  to  have  these 
Intcnialtoiial  agreements,  but  stnee  this 
bm  has  ahsohitt^ly  nothtng  In  it  that  I 
have  been  able  to  find,  involving  the 
daties  and  prerogatives  off  ttxe  Executive 
and  the  neceasaiT  seerecy  surrounding 
the  povers  of  the  Commander  in  Chief 
in  ttme  of  war.  il  wonder  if  we  are  not 
rushing  headkmfe  into  something  which 
might  even  threaten  us  with  militair 
disaster.  \ 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  will  yield.  I  do  not  believe 
the  pending  mefunire  would  have  that 
effect  at  an.  In]  the  first  place,  it  is  not 
imusual  in  the  history  of  our  country  f  ot 
the  President  to  ^nd  to  the  Senate,  un- 
der the  ban  of  fecrecy,  and  before  the 
ban  of  secrecy  is  removed,  treaties  which 
have  been  negotiated  and  the  Senate 
ratifies  them  in  .open  session  later.  In 
this  case  a  report  was  made  by  a  sub- 
committee repretenting  both  sides  of  the 
aisle:  and.  as  I  recall,  the  bill  was  re- 
ported unanimoujBly  by  the  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committeej  What  we  were  trying 
to  do  was  to  k^  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States,  which  has  the  responsi- 
bility In  the  field  of  foreign  policy,  from 
operating  in  the  dark  In  connection  with 
important  executive  agreements  which 
might  have  great  effect  upon  our  coun- 
try, without  anjy  Imowledge  of  such 
agreements  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  or 
the  Craunlttee  da  Foreign  Relations  of 
the  Senate,  which  has  a  direct  responsi- 
bility in  dealing  With  matters  of  foreign 
policy. 

When  such  agrieements  are  filed  at  the 
u.  N.  it  seems  to |me  that  hot  to  reqxilre 
such  informatlonl  to  deprive  the  Senate 
of  knowledge  of  them,  is  merely  blinding 
ourselves  to  a  «ource  of  information 
which  I  think  thie  Senate  la  entitled  to 
have. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  am  In  perfect 
agreraent  with  rjespect  to  international 
agreements  as  such,  but  I  tried  to  get 
from  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Febgttsoh]  a  statement 
as  to  where  the  dividing  line  Is  as  be- 
tween agreements  which  are  made  on  a 
military  basis  by  the  Commander  in 
Cliief ,  with  respect  to  which  agreements 
can  be  permitted  in  the  realm  of  our 
military  security  in  relationship  to  time 
of  war  or  peacetime,  and  other  interna- 
tional agreements. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  quote  from  the 
report  of  the  committee: 

At  the  present  time,  gection  112a  of  title 
I  of  the  United  States  Code  requires  the 
Secretary  of  SUte  to  compile  and  publish 
beginning  with  January  l,  1950,  a  compi- 
lation entitled  "United  States  Treaties  and 
International  Agreements."  containing  all 
treaties  to  which  the  United  States  is  a  party 
that  have  been  proclaimed  during  each  cal- 
endar year,  along  with  international  agree- 
ments other  than  tHeaties  concluded  by  the 
United  SUtes  during  each  calendar  year. 

To  answer  the  Senator's  question,  the 
President  of  the  United  Stetes  would  de- 
cide what  Is  to  be  made  public  and  what 
is  not.  Wlien  he  makes  an  executive 
agreement  under  his  power  as  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  under  tlie  present  law 
he  must  publish  it  in  a  volume  at  the 
end  of  the  year.  Irhe  proposed  legisla- 
tion would  require  him  only  to  give  it 
secretly  and  confidentially  to  Uie  For- 
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elgn  Relations  Committee  within  60  days. 
It  would  speed  up  operations. 

Mr.  MONRONET.  The  distinguished 
Senator  trom.  Michigan  lias  not  yet  ap- 
proached the  question  on  the  basis  of 
which  I  made  my  reservation  of  objec- 
tion, namely,  the  dividing  line  aS  be- 
tween the  constitutional  prerogatives 
with  respect  to  executive  agreement*  and 
the  powers  and  rights  of  the  Chief 
Executive  as  Commander  in  Chief. 

Of  course,  executive  agreements,  as 
such,  should  come  to  the  Senate  aad  be 
filed.  In  time  of  war  or  in  time  of 
crisis,  if  a  real  security  question  is  in- 
volved, they  should  be  kept  secret.  Dur- 
ing many  weelcs  of  debate  on  the  Brick- 
er  amendment,  a  subject  very  similar 
to  tills,  no  Member  of  the  Senate,  so  far 
as  I  could  tell,  could  properly  define  the 
area  of  power  constitutionally  belong- 
ing to  the  President  as  Commander  in 
Chief  and  the  area  of  power  reserved 
with  respect  to  treaties  and  executive 
agreements.  I  think  it  is  too  much  to 
expect  the  Senate,  on  a  call  of  the  calen- 
dar at  9:30  at  night,  after  11  li  hours 
of  fast  debate,  to  pass  on  a  bill  as  vital 
as  this -may  be,  requiring  disclosures  to 
the  Senate,  which  would  conflict  \^ith 
the  constitutional  prerogatives  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  Senator  de- 
sires to  cut  the  Senate  off  from  sources 
of  information,  of  course,  he  is  entirely 
within  his  right  in  objecting. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  The  majority 
leader  knows  I  am  inquiring  about  the 
distinction  l}etween  the  rights  of  the 
President  as  Commander  in  Chief  and 
the  rights  and  prerogatives  of  the  Presi- 
dent with  respect  to  international  agree- 
ments. 

Mr.  FE;RGUS0N.  There  is  no  distinc- 
tion in  the  Constitution  between  such 
powers.  They  are  all  constitutional 
powers.  The  President's  Secretary  of 
State  has  no  objection  to  the  bill  in  this 
form. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill?  '  I 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object.  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Michigan  a  question.  Does  the  require- 
ment with  respect  to  disclosure  of  these 
treaties  include  trade  agreements? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Yes;  it  would  in- 
clude all  agreements. 

Mr.  MALONE.  If  this  bill  should  be 
enacted,  u  I  understand,  the  President 
of  the  United  States  would  still  deter- 
mine whether  a  given  agreement  should 
be  secret  or  whether  it  should  be  dis- 
closed. He  would  decide  whether  the 
scurity  of  the  country  was  involved.  A 
former  President  decided  that  the  agree- 
ments made  at  Yalta  should  not  be  dis- 
closed to  the  country.  This  provision 
would  not  have  safeguarded  the  country 
from  the  Yalta  agreement. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Under  the  present 
law  the  agreements  made  at  Yalta  would 
have  had  to  be  pubUshed  within  a  year, 
or  at  the  end  of  the  year.  Under  the 
bill  which  we  are  now  considering  they 
would  have  to  be  fUed  with  the  Senate 
witliin  60  days. 


Mr.  MALONE.  Not  if  the  Ih^sident 
of  the  United  States  consld««d  the 
national  security  to  be  involved. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  In  any  event,  he 
would  have  to  file  it  with  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations  of  the  Senate. 
At  the  end  of  the  year,  under  tihe  pres- 
ent law.  without  exception,  it  wolild  have 
to  be  published. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  did  not  understand 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  to  describe 
it  in  that  manner.  I  understood  him 
to  say  that  if  the  President  of  the  United 
States  considered  it  a  security  meas- 
ure, or  for  security  purposes,  he  would 
not  be  required  to  file  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  He  must  file  it. 
Under  present  law,  it  would  not  be 
released  to  the  public  until  it  was  pub- 
lished at  the  end  of  the  year,  long  after 
execution.  Under  this  bill,  he  would 
have  to  file  it  with  the  committee. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  there  is  so  much 
debate  and  discussion  on  the  bfll,  I  ask 
that  it  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard.     The  bill  goes  over. 


DISPOSITION    OF   WAGES    AND    EF- 
FECTS   OP    DECEASED     AND    DE- 
SERTING   SEAMEN 
The  bill  fs.  2017)   to  revise  the  pro- 
cedure in  the  district  courts  reKiting  to 
the  disposition  of  the  wages  and  effects 
of  deceased  and  deserting  seamen  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  GORE.  Reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject. I  should  like  to  have  an  explfinatlon 
of  the  bill,  particularly  as  to  why  the 
Department  concerned  was  not  con- 
sulted. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  While  I  make  this 
explanation,  I  hope  Senators  will  also 
remember  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
is  acting  temporarily  in  the  absence  of 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

This  is  a  bill  designed  to  provide  a  bet- 
ter method  of  dealing  with  the  wages  and 
effects  of  deceased  and  deserting  seamen. 
It  follows  the  recommendations  of  a 
committee  of  seven  distinguished  district 
judees  of  the  United  States. 

At  the  present  time,  numerous  minis- 
terial duties  with  regard  to  the  effects  of 
deceased  and  deserting  seamen  »re  im- 
posed upon  the  courts.  These  Include 
such  tasks  as  having  custody  of  the  ef- 
fects, inventorying  them,  giving  them 
protection,  and  so  on. 

Under  this  bill,  these  administrative 
duties,  which  have  become  so  burden- 
some to  the  courts,  would  be  handed 
over  to  the  Coast  Guard. 

Let  me  stress  the  fact  that  only  cus- 
todial and  administrative  duties  lire  in- 
volved, and  that  under  tills  biU.  per- 
formance by  the  Coast  Guard  of  its  new 
responsibilities  would  be  subject  to  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  wherever 
applicable. 

This  bill  has  the  approval  of  tht  Judi- 
cial Conference  of  the  United  States 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  aORS.  lii  the  Senator  adrlaed 
as  to  tiie  position  of  the  Coast  Ouard 
itself  m  this  rcgardT 

Mr.  lioCABRAK.  My  Inf onnatkm  to 
that  the  OoMt  Ouard  does  not  want  the 
Job. 

Mr.  GORE.    It  does  not  want  the  job? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GORE.  And  the  judges  want  to 
get  rid  of  the  Job.    Is  that  true? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  GORE.  That  leaves  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Tennessee  in  a  worse  spot 
than  he  was  in  at  the  beginning.  I  shall 
resolve  the  doubt  in  favor  of  tlie  perspi- 
cacity of  the  senior  Senator  from  Nevada, 
and  withdraw  my  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  sections  4530. 4540, 
4541.  4542.  4543.  4544,  and  4546  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes  of  the  Dnlted  States  (40 
U.  S.  C.  622.  623.  624.  625.  626.  627,  628)  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sbc.  4539.  In  cases  embraced  by  tbe  pre- 
ceding section,  the  foUowlng  rules  shall  be 
observed: 

"First.  If  the  vessel  proceeds  at  once  to 
any  port  In  the  Dnlted  States,  the  master 
shall,  within  4S  hours  after  his  arrival,  de- 
liver any  such  effects  remaining  luisold.  and 
pay  any  money  which  he  has  taken  charge  of 
or  received  from  such  sale,  and  the  balance  of 
-wages  due  to  the  deceased,  to  the  Coast 
Guard  oflBclal  to  whom  tbe  duties  of  ship- 
ping commissioner  have  been  delegated  at 
the  port  of  destination  In  the  United  States. 

"Second.  If  tbe  vessel  touches  and  remains 
at  some  foreign  port  before  coming  to  any 
port  in  the  United  States,  the  master  shall 
report  the  case  to  tbe  Unltad  States  consular 
officer  there,  and  shall  give  to  such  ofllcer  any 
information  he  requires  as  to  the  destination 
of  the  vessel  and  probable  length  of  the 
voyage;  and  such  officer  may.  If  he  considers 
it  expedient  so  to  do.  require  the  effects, 
money,  and  wages  to  be  deUvered  and  paid  to 
him.  and  shall,  upon  such  deUvery  and  pay- 
ment, g^ve  to  the  master  a  receipt;  and  the 
master  shall  within  48  hours  after  his  arrival 
at  his  port  of  destination  in  the  United 
States  produce  the  same  to  the  Coast  Guard 
official  to  whom  the  duties  of  shipping  com- 
missioner have  been  delegated  there.  Such 
consular  ofllcer  shall,  in  any  such  case,  in- 
dorse and  certify  upon  the  agreement  with 
tbe  crew  the  particulars  with  respect  to  such 
delivery  and  payment. 

"Third.  If  the  consular  ofllcer  does  not  re- 
quire such  payment  and  delivery  to  be  made 
to  him,  the  master  shaU  take  charge  of  the 
effects,  money,  and  wages,  and  shaU,  within 
48  hours  after  his  arrival  at  his  port  of  desti- 
nation in  the  United  States,  deUver  and  pay 
the  same  to  the  Coast  Ouard  oOclal  to  whom 
tbe  duties  of  sh^>plng  commissioner  have 
been  delegated  thwe. 

"Fourth.  The  master  shall,  in  all  caaes  in 
which  any  seaman  or  apprentice  dies  during 
the  voyage  or  engagement,  give  to  such  officer 
or  Coast  Ouard  oflk;lal  to  whom  the  duties 
of  shipping  commlsakmer  have  been  dele- 
gated an  aooount.  In  such  fona  as  Vbrnf  aoay 
respectively  require,  of  Um  ifieelB,  moocy. 
and  wages  so  to  he  dalivend  and  paUU  aad 
no  deductions  "'nfmr**  tn  mattx  aooount  MuOl 
be  allowed  tinleas  vevUsd  by  an  entry  In  tbe 
official  log  book.  It  ttosn  ba  any;  and  by  mob 
other  vouchers,  ic  aaj.  ss  wunf  bs  rsssnnsNy 
required  by  the  ofloer  or  Oosst  CKiard  oflelal 
to  whom  the  duties  at  ahlpping  oommls- 
Bioner  have  been  daUgatad  to  wlKHa  tbe  ac- 
count la  rendered. 


*nfth.  Upon  due  eompllaaee  with  soeh  of 
tbe  provlstons  of  this  section  as  relate  to  acu 
to  be  dons  at  the  port  of  destination  In  the 
Xniltad  Statee.  the  Coast  Ouard  official  to 
Whom  Um  duties  of  shipping  conunlasioner 
bave  been  ilelegatad  shall  grant  to  the  mas- 
tsr  a  oerttlleate  to  that  effect.  Mo  officer  of 
castoinB  sbaU  dear  any  tc»«ign-golng  Tesael 
without  the  production  of  such  certiJlcate. 
"BSD.  4640.  Whenever  any  master  fails  to 
take  such  cbarge  of  the  money  or  other  ef- 
fects (tf  a  seemsn  or  apprentice  during  a  voy- 
afe.  or  to  make  such  entries  In  respect  there- 
of, or  to  procure  such  attestation  to  such  en- 
tries, or  to  make  such  payment  or  delivwy 
of  any  money,  wages,  or  effects  of  any  sea- 
man or  apprentlee  dying  during  a  Toyage. 
or  to  give  such  account  in  respect  thereto 
as  Is  above  directed,  he  shall  be  accountable 
for  the  money,  wages,  and  effects  of  the  sea- 
man or  apprentice  to  the  Coast  Ouard  in 
whose  Jurtadlction  such  port  of  destination 
is  situate,  and  shall  pay  and  deliver  the  same 
accordingly;  and  he  shall,  in  addition,  for 
every  such  offense,  be  lUble  to  a  penalty  of 
not  more  than  treble  the  value  of  the  money 
or  effects,  or,  if  such  value  Is  not  ascertained, 
not  more  than  $1,000;  and  if  any  such 
money,  wages,  or  effects  are  not  duly  paid, 
delivered,  and  accounted  for  by  the  master, 
the  owner  of  the  vessel  shall  pay.  deliver,  and 
account  for  the  same,  and  such  money  and 
vrages  and  the  value  of  such  effecU  shall  be 
recoverable  from  him  accordingly;  and  if  he 
falls  to  account  for  and  pay  the  same,  he 
ShaU,  in  •tddltlon  to  his  lUblUty  for  the 
money  and  value  be  liable  to  the  same  pen- 
alty which  is  incurred  by  the  master  for  a 
like  offense;  and  all  money,  wages,  and  ef- 
fects of  any  seaman  or  apprentice  dying  dur- 
ing a  voyage  shaU  be  recoverable  in  tbe 
courts  and  by  tbe  modes  of  proceeding  by 
which  seamen  are  enabled  to  recover  wages 
due  to  them. 

"Sec.  4541.  Whenever  any  such  seaman  or 
apprentice  dies  at  any  place  out  of  the 
United  States,  leaving  any  money  or  effects 
not  on  board  of  his  vessel,  the  consular  officer 
of  the  United  Stetes  at  or  nearest  the  place 
shall  claim  and  take  charge  of  such  money 
and  effects,  and  shall,  if  he  thinks  fit.  sell 
all  or  any  of  such  effects,  or  any  effects  of 
any  deceased  seaman  or  apprentice  delivered 
to  him  under  tbe  provisions  of  section  4539 
(46  U.  S.  C.  622),  and  shall  quarterly  remit 
to  the  Commandant  of  the  Coast  Ouard  all 
moneys  belonging  to  or  arisii^g  from  the 
sale  of  the  effects  or  paid  as  tbe  wages  of 
any  deceased  seamen  or  apprentices  which 
have  come  to  his  hands;  and  shall  render 
such  accounts  thereof  as  the  Commandant 
cf  the  Coast  Ouard  requires. 

"Sbc.  4542.  Whenever  any  seaman  or  ap- 
prentioe  dies  in  the  United  States,  and  Is,  at 
the  time  of  his  death,  entitled  to  claim  from 
the  master  or  owner  of  any  veseel  in  which 
he  has  served,  any  unpaid  wages  or  effects, 
such  master  or  owner  shaU  pay  and  deUver, 
or  account  for  the  same,  to  the  Coast  Ouard 
official  to  whom  the  duties  of  shipping  com- 
missioner have  been  delegated  at  the  port 
where  tbe  seaman  or  apprentice  was  dis- 
charged, or  was  to  have  been  discharged  or 
where  be  died. 

"Sac.  454S.  All  claims  with  respect  to  the 
money  aad  affects  of  any  seaman,  paid,  re- 
mitted, or  deUvered  to  the  Coast  Ouard  pur- 
suant to  the  provisions  of  section  4539  (46 
U.  S.  C.  633)  or  section  4604  (46  U.  S.  C.  706) . 
■ball  be  beard  by  an  examiner  of  the  Coast 
Ouard  appotntad  puiauant  to  the  provisions 
o<  tba  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (f 
U.  8.  C  1001-1011)  with  tbe  right  of  review 
by  appeal  within  thirty  days  after  final  ac- 
tion by  tba  examiner,  to  the  district  court 
emtiractaK  tba  port  from  which  such  vessel 
■aUsd.  or  Vbm  port  ^rtaere  tbe  voyage  tennl- 
natea.  by  any  party. 

"Sao.  4644.  If  tbe  money  and  effects  of  any 
snsmsn  or  apprsntloe  paid,  remitted,  or  de- 
livered to  tba  Coast  Ouard.  including  the 


moneys  reoel^'ed  for  any  part  of  bJa 
which  have  been  sold,  eltber  befiora  delivery 
to  the  Coast  Ouard  or  by  diraetkm  of  an 
examiner,  do  not  exceed  in  value  tbe  sum  oC 
81,000,  then,  subject  to  the  provialona  herein- 
after contained,  and  to  aU  such  deduetiooa 
for  proven  expenses  Incwred  la  reepect  to 
the  seaman  or  apprentice,  or  of  bis  money 
and  effects,  as  tbe  said  examiner  tbinka  fit 
to  allow,  tbe  examiner  may  dlreet  tbe  Coast 
Ouard  to  pay  and  deliver  tbe  eaid  money 
and  effects  to  any  claimants  who  can  prove 
themselves  either  to  be  his  widow  or  dilldren. 
or  to  be  entitled  to  the  effects  of  the  deesassd 
under  his  wUl,  or  under  any  statute.  6r  at 
common  law,  or  to  be  entitled  to  proeura 
probate,  or  take  out  letters  of  administration 
or  oonflrmation,  although  no  probate  or 
letters  of  administration  or  confirmation 
have  been  taken  o\it,  and  the  Coast  Ouard 
shall  be  thereby  discharged  from  all  further 
liability  in  respect  of  the  money  and  effects 
so  paid  and  dtilvered:  or  may,  if  the  exam- 
iner  thinks  fit  so  to  do.  require  probate,  or 
letters  of  administration  or  confirmation,  to 
be  taken  out,  and  thereupon  direct  the  Coast 
Ouard  to  pay  and  deliver  the  said  money  and 
effects  to  the  legal  personal  representatives 
of  the  deceased;  and  if  such  money  and  «f« 
fects  exceed  in  value  the  sum  of  81,000,  then, 
subject  to  deducUon  for  expenses,  the  exam- 
Iner  shall  direct  the  Coast  Ouard  to  pay  and 
deliver  the  same  to  the  legal  personal  repre- 
sentatives of  the  deceased. 

"Sac.  4545.  The  Coast  Ouard.  In  Its  discre- 
tion, may  at  any  time  seU  the  whole  or  any 
part  of  the  effects  of  a  deceased  seaman  or 
apprentice,  which  it  has  received,  and  shall 
hold  the  proceeds  of  such  sale  as  tbe  wages 
of  deceased  seamen  are  held.  When  no 
claim  to  the  wages  or  effects  or  proceeds  of 
the  sale  of  the  effects  of  a  deceased  seaman 
or  apprentice,  received  by  the  Coast  Ouard. 
is  substantiated  within  6  years  after  the  re- 
ceipt thereof  by  ttie  Coast  Ouard.  it  shall  be 
in  the  absolute  discretion  of  an  Bxaminer  of 
the  Coast  Ouard  appointed  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  (5  U.  S.  C.  1001-1011).  if  any  subsequent 
claim  is  made,  either  to  allow  or  refuse  the 
same.  The  Coast  Guard  shall,  from  time  to 
time,  pay  any  moneys  arising  from  the  un- 
claimed wages  and  effects  of  deceased  sea- 
men, which  in  their  opinion  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  retain  for  the  purpose  of  aatlsf ylng 
claims,  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
Stetes.  and  such  moneys  shall  form  a  fund 
for.  and  to  be  appropriated  to,  the  relief  of 
sick  and  disabled  and  destitute  seamen  of 
the  United  Stetee  merchant  marine." 

Sxc.  2.  Sections  4564  and  45S6  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes  of  the  United  Stetee.  as 
amended  (46  U.  8.  C.  651.  052).  are  amended 
to  read  as  foUows: 

"Sac.  4564.  Kvery  Coast  Guard  oflldal  to 
whom  the  duties  of  shipping  conunlssionsr 
have  been  delegated  shall  hear  and  decide 
any  question  whatsoever  (except  questions 
Involving  wages  and  effecte  of  deceased  or 
deserting  seamen  which  shall  he  heard  and 
decided  pursuant  to  tha  provisions  of  sec- 
Uon  4643  of  the  Bevlaed  Stetutes  at  the 
United  Stetes,  as  amended  (46  U.  8.  C.  9M) ) 
between  a  master,  consignee,  scsnt,  or  owner 
and  any  at  his  crew,  which  both  parties  agree 
in  writing  to  submit  to  him;  and  every  award 
so  made  by  him  shall  be  binding  on  both 
parties,  and  shaU.  in  any  legal  proceedings 
which  may  tie  taken  in  the  matter,  before 
any  court  of  Jxistiee,  be  deemed  to  be  con- 
clusive as  to  the  righte  of  parties.  And  any 
document  under  the  hand  and  official  seal 
of  such  Coast  Guard  official  purporting  to  lie 
such  submission  or  award.  shaU  be  prima 
facie  evldenoe  thereof. 

"Sac.  4566.  In  any  proceeding  relating  ta 
the  w^ea.  claims  (esBept  datms  ftx- 
or  effecte  of 
which  ShaU  be 

to  the  provialons  of  sectiow  4648  at 
vised   Stetutes    o<    tbe    United 
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ai—iirtwd  (46  t7.  8.  C.  628)),  or  dlacharge 
of  •  Miannn.  earrl«d  on  before  any  Coast 
Oaazd  official  {to  whom  the  duties  of  ship- 
pine  cnmintSBl^ier  have  been  delegated,  un- 
der the  proTlstona  off  this  title,  such  Coast 
Ouard  ofBdal  may  call  upon  the  owner,  or 
his  agent,  or  upon  the  master,  or  any  mate. 
or  any  other  miember  of  the  crew,  to  produce 
any  logbooks,  papers,  or  other  documents  in 
their  posBeeBlojn  or  power,  respectively,  re- 
lating to  any  I  matter  in  question  in  such 
proceedings,  a^d  may  call  before  him  and 
enunlne  any  ojr  such  persons,  being  then  at 
or  TMtn  the  pUce.  on  any  such  matter;  and 
every  owner,  agtsnt.  master,  mate,  or  other 
member  of  thei  crew,  who,  when  called  upon 
by  such  Coast  Guard  official,  does  not  pro- 
duce any  such  books,  papers,  or  documents, 
if  in  his  possession  or  power,  or  does  not  ap- 
pear and  giv^  evidence,  shall,  unless  he 
shows  some  reasonable  cause  for  such  de- 
fault, be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  not  more 
than  flOO  for  each  offense;  and,  on  applica- 
tion made  by  such  Coast  Quard  official  to 
the  district  court  of  the  district  where  such 
Coast  Guard  o|Clclal  has  conducted  such  pro- 
ceeding, shall  be  further  punished.  In  the 
discretion  of  tlie  court,  as  In  other  cases  of 
contempt  of  tlie  process  of  the  court." 

Sac.  8.  Sectljon  4597  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes of  the  Uiilted  States,  as  amended  (46 
v.  B.  C.  702).'  Is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

"Sac.  4507.  Upon  the  commission  of  any 
of  the  offenses  enumerated  in  the  preceding 
section  (46  U,  8.  C.  701)   an  entry  thereof 
ahall  be  made  in  the  official  logbook  on  the 
ciay  on  which  the  offense  was   committed, 
and  shall  t>e  eigned  by  the  master  and  by 
the  mate  or  one  of  the  crew.    The  entry 
thus  made  shall  set  forth  in  detaU  the  full 
circumstances  of  the  ofTense.    The  offender, 
if  stm  in  the  vessel,  shall,  before  her  next 
arrival  at  any  jport,  or.  If  she  Is  at  the  time 
in  port,  beforel  her  departure  therefrom,  be 
furnished  wltft  a  copy  of  such  entry,  and 
have  the  same  read  over  distinctly  and  audi- 
bly to  him,  aqd  may  thereupon  make  such 
a  reply  theretb  by  way  of  admission,  or  de- 
nial, or  in  mitigation  of  the  offense  as  he 
deems  necessary.     A  statement  that  the  en- 
try has  been  so  furnished,  or  the  same  has 
been  so  read  over,  together  with  his  reply, 
If  any;  made  by  the  offender,  shaU  likewise 
be  entered  and]  signed  In  the  same  manner. 
The    Coast    Guard    official  'shall    forthwith 
upon  receipt  olt  any  log  containing  an  entry 
Of  desertion  by  a  seaman,  obtain  a  detailed 
sworn  stetement,  and,  if  possible,  cause  to 
be  taken  the  deposition  in  the  usual  formal 
manner,  of  the  master  and  first  mate  of  the 
vessel  with  respect  to  such  offense.     In  any 
subsequent  administrative  or  legal  proceed- 
ings the  entries  hereinbefore  required  shall. 
If  practicable,  be  produced  or  proved,  and 
In  default  of  such  production  or  proof  an 
examiner  or  coUrt  hearing  the  case  may,  at 
its  discretion,  refuse  to  receive  evidence  of 
the  offense.     Any  entry  in  an  official   log- 
book which  Is  made  in  conformity  with  the 
requirements  of  this  section  shall  b?  admis- 
sible in  evidence  in  a  hearing  before  an  ex- 
-amlner  of  the  Coast  Guard  or  the  district 
court." 

Sic.  4.  Sections  4603  and  4604  of  the  Re- 
ylsed  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  as 
amended  (46  U.  S.  C.  705,  706),  are  amended 
to  read  as  foUows: 

"Skc.  4603.  Any  question  concerning  the 
forfeiture  of,  or  deductions  from,  the  wages 
of  any  seaman  or  apprentice  (other  than 
wages  and  effects  of  deceased  or  deserting 
seamen  which  shall  be  heard  and  decided 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  4543 
of  the  Revised  Statues  of  the  United  States, 
as  amended  (4fl  U.  S.  C.  sec.  626) )  may  be 
determined  in  any  proceeding  lawfully  in- 
stituted with  respect  to  such  wages,  not- 
withstanding the  offense  in  respect  of  which 
such  question  arises,  though  made  punish- 
able by  Imprisonment  as  weU  as  forfeiture. 
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has  not  been  made  the  subject  of  any  crim- 
inal proceeding. 

"Sec.  4604.  All  clothes,  effects,  and  wages 
which,  imder  the  provisions  of  this  title,  are 
forfeited  for  desertion,  shall  be  applied.  In 
the  first  Instance,  in  payment  of  tbe  proven 
expenses  occasioned  by  such  desertion,  to 
the  mikster  or  owner  of  the  veaeel  from 
which  the  desertion  has  taken  place,  and 
the  balance.  If  any,  shall  be  paid  by  the 
master  or  owner  to  any  Coast  Guard  official 
to  whom  the  duties  of  shipping  commis- 
sioner have  been  delegated,  resident  at  the 
port  at  which  the  voyage  of  such  vessel  ter- 
minates, within  48  hours  after  such  termi- 
nation. Whenever  any  master  or  owner 
neglects  or  refuses  to  pay  over  to  s\|ch  Coast 
Guard  official  such  balance,  he  shall  be  liable 
to  a  penalty  of  not  more  than  treble  the 
amount  of  the  money  or  effects,  of,  if  such 
value  is  not  ascertained  not  mOre  than 
$1,000,  recoverable  by  such  Coast  Guard  of- 
ficial In  the  same  manner  that  seamen's 
wages  are  recovered.  In  all  other  cases  of 
forfeiture  of  wages,  the  forfeiture  shall  be 
for  the  benefit  of  the  master  or  Owner  by 
whom  the  wages  are  payable." 
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BILLS  PASSED  OVERj 

The  bill  (S.  2975)  to  amend  title  28, 
United  States  Code,  relating  to  the  Cus- 
toms Court,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bm?  . 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over.  | 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

The  bill  (S.  1813)  to  amend  title  28, 
United  States  Code,  so  as  to  extend  the 
privilege  of  trial  by  jury  to  certain  cases 
arising  within  the  special  maritime  and 
territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  was  announced  as  next  in  order 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
Objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill?  1 

Mr.  GORE.     Over.  1 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Objec- 
tion is  heard,  and  the  bill  will  be  passed 
over.  - 

The  bill  (S.  3131)   to  amend  title  28 
United  States  Code,  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Court  of  Customs  and  Pat- 
ent Appeals  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

.  Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


AMENDMENT  OF  SECTION  84  (A) 
(2)  OP  TITLE  28,  UNITED  STATES 
CODE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
Jomt  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  158)  to  amend 
^ction  84  (a)  (2)  of  title  28  of  the  United 
States  Code,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out  aU 
after  the  enacting  clause,  and  insert: 

That  section  84  (a)  of  title  28  of  the  United 
States  Code  Is  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  By  amending  the  first  sentence  thereof 
so  as  to  read:  "The  Northern  District  com- 
prises three  divisions." 


(2)  By  amending  the  second  Subparagraph 
thereof  to  read  as  follows: 

"(2)  The  southern  division  comprises  the 
counties  of  Marin,  Monterey,  San  Benito. 
San  Francisco.  San  Mateo,  Santa  Clara,  and 
Santa  Cruz.  Court  for  the  southern  division 
shall  be  held  at  San  Francisco," 

(3)  By  adding  at  the  end  tHereof  a  new 
subparagraph  as  follows: 

"(3)  The  eastern  division  comprises  the 
counties  of  Alameda  and  Centra  Costa. 
Court  for  the  eastern  division  $hall  be  held 
at   the  county  seat  of  Alameda  County." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended,  so  as  to  read: 
"A  joint  resolution  to  provide  for  a  new 
third  division  of  the  Northern  Judicial 
District  of  California." 
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BILL  PASSED  OVER 
The  bill  (S.  960)  to  amend  sections 
1505  and  3486  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code  relating  to  Congressional 
investigations,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

The  PRE.SIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  cqnsideration 
of  the  bill:'  I 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over.     ! 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 


FEDERAL  FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE 
TO  STATES  AND  TERRITORIES  IN 
THE  CONSTRUCTION  OP  PUBLIC 
ELEMENTARY  AND  SBCONDARY 
SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Earlier 
this  evening  two  bills  were  placed  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar.  The  Secretary 
will  state  the  first  bill. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (S. 
2601)  to  provide  for  Federal  financial  as- 
sistance to  the  States  and  Territories  in 
the  construction  of  public  elementary 
and  secondary  school  facilities. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  by 
request,  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over.  I 
made  the  5a  me  request  a  short  time  ago, 
and  the  able  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
asked  that  I  withhold  my  objection  and 
have  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar, because  the  Senator  <rom  Ken- 
tucky wanted  to  make  a  statement 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  un- 
derstand there  is  an  objection  to  the 
passing  of  the  bill  on  the  consent  cal- 
endar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard.    The  bill  will  go  over 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  do  not  object,  but 
there  is  an  objection. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  do  not  object, 
either,  but  there  is  an  objection 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  go  over. 


L.  R.  SWARTHOUT  AND  THE  LEGAL 
GUARDIAN  OF  HAROLD  SWARTH- 
OUT 

The      PRESIDING      OFFICER      The 
Other  bill  passed  to  the  foot  of  the  cal- 


endar earlier  todaj  is  S.  1022,  which  the 
Secretary  will  state  by  title. 

The  Lkgislativk  Clxbk.  A  bill  (S. 
1022)  for  the  relief  of  L.  R.  Swarthout 
and  the  legal  guardian  of  Harold  Swarth- 
out   

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  oonsideraUon 
of  the  bUl? 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  is  the 
Senate  considering  Calendar  No.  1978, 
S.  1022?    

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER^  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  Preddent.  I  ap- 
preciate very  sincerely  the  remarks 
made  by  my  colleague  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  in  connection  with  this  bill.  My 
objection  to  the  bill  has  been  an  objec- 
tion to  the  fact  that  attorneys'  fees  are 
allowed. 

Reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  part  that 
there  is  no  question,  in  my  opinion,  with 
respect  to  liability.  I  think  I  am  correct 
in  saying  that  the  attorneys  in  this  case 
no  doubt  worked  diligently  for  more 
than  10  years.  They  lost  a  lawsuit  in  the 
circuit  courts  in  the  State  of  Oregon. 
As  a  result  of  that  defeat,  they  presented 
the  case  to  the  Senate  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

It  is  my  opinion.  BCr.  President,  that 
the  most  important  work  done  on  this 
bill  was  done  by  my  distinguished  col- 
league, the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
I  Mr.  Morse].  I  think  we  both  agree 
that  the  essential  element  of  this  case  is 
that  the  person  injured  should  be  com- 
pensated. 

Since  we  have  established  a  rule  in 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  that  at- 
torneys should  not  be  allowed  compen- 
sation by  virtue  of  the  work  done  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  and  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  I  shall  object  un- 
less the  amendment  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  is  accepted. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  cer- 
tainly will  not  sacrifice  the  compensa- 
tion for  this  boy;  and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  and  I  are  completely  in  agree- 
ment on  that  matter.  After  all  his  in- 
terest should  prevaiL 

I  think  our  k>asic  difference  here  really 
is  with  regard  to  a  policy  within  the 
Senate,  and  I  do  not  believe  we  should 
try  to  decide  it  on  the  basis  of  this  bilL 

I  shall  not  make  the  request  that 
amendment  5  be  stricken  from  this  bill. 
Amendment  5  is  the  amendment  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  which 
denies  attorneys'  compensation. 

I  wish  to  make  perfectly  clear  for  the 
Record,  as  I  did  on  July  15  in  the  col- 
loquy with  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey [Mr.  HcMDRicKSCM]  that  I  beUeve  in 
the  general  poUcy  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary;  namely,  that  attorneys' 
fees  should  not  be  allowed  on  private 
Claim  bills  when  it  can  be  shown  that 
attorneys'  fees  have  not  been  earned. 

I  repeat  what  I  said  earlier  tonight; 
I  think  there  are  cases  in  which  attor- 
neys' fees  are  earned  in  comnection  with 
private  bills,  and  in  those  cases  they 
ought  to  be  allowed. 

My  friend  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker] 
and  I  are  in  disagreement  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  attorney's  fees  really  were 
earned  in  this  case.    I  am  going  to  s^eld 


to  the  Senator's  judgment  in  the  matter, 
in  order  to  facilitate  passage  of  the  bUl, 
and  to  obtain  for  this  boy  some  compoi- 
sation,  which  for  10  long  years  he  has 
not  been  able  to  obtain. 

Therefore  I  accede  to  the  wishes  c^  my 
friend  from  Idaho  and  I  say  to  him  and 
to  my  friend  from  Nevada  that  next  Jan- 
uary, when  we  have  more  time  to  discuss 
the  general  policy.  I  think  we  ought  to 
clarify  amendment  5  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  so  that  we  shall  at  least 
have  something  more  definite  aikt  cer- 
tain as  a  measuring  rod  for  determining 
when  we  are  to  allow  the  old  standard  10 
percent  for  attorney's  fees  in  a  merito- 
rious case. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object  again,  I  should 
like  to  reply  to  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Oregon. 

I  have  seen  many  disastrous  cases 
such  as  this,  in  which  the  attorneys  have 
lost  their  lawsuit.  The  court  of  last  re- 
sort is  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
which  is  not  a  court  of  jurisdiction  but 
a  court  of  gratuity,  to  grant  reUef. 

I  have  lost  many  cases  in  my  young 
lifetime,  and  I  have  not  come  here  to 
ask  the  taxpayers  of  the  United  States 
to  compensate  me  for  my  work.  Per- 
haps I  am  wr^ig.  but  attorneys  who 
have  worked  d^feently  will  make  more 
as  a  result  of  the  fact  that  they  have 
done  great  workmnd  have  had  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  carry  them 
through  this  court  of  last  resort  than 
they  would  have  made  in  the  event  they 
had  received  the  lO-percent  fee. 

Therefore.  In  view  of  the  remarks  of 
the  Junior  Senalv  from  Oregon,  I  with- 
draw my  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  1022) 
for  the  relief  of  L.  R.  Swarthout  and 
the  legal  guardian  of  Harold  Swarthout. 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  with  amend- 
ments, on  page  1.  line  5.  after  the  word 
"to",  to  strike  out  "the  legal  guardian 
or':  in  line  6,  after  the  name  "Swarth- 
out", to  strike  out  the  comma  and  "a 
minor";  on  page  2.  at  the  beginning  of 
line  3.  to  strike  out  "$5,260.20"  and  in- 
sert "$4.625.20" :  and  in  line  8,  after  the 
word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof",  so  as  to  make  the  bill 
read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
tbe  Treasury  U  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Trecuury  not 
Otherwise  appropriated.  (1)  to  Harold 
Swarthout  tbe  sum  of  $10,000.  in  full  satis- 
faction of  the  claim  of  the  said  Harold 
Swarthout  against  the  United  States  for 
compensation  for  permanent  Injuries  sus- 
tained as  a  result  of  the  severe  bums  he  re- 
ceiTed  wben  an  Army  practice  bomb  that 
he  was  examining,  while  playing  In  tbe  yard 
of  a  neighbor  on  April  2,  1043,  exploded  wben 
accidentally  dropped,  and  (2)  to  L.  R. 
Swarthout.  of  Bvirns,  Oreg..  father  of  the  said 
Harold  Swarthout,  the  sum  of  $4,625.20  In 
full  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  the 
United  States  for  reimbursement  of  medical, 
niuvlng.  hospital,  and  other  expenses  in- 
curred by  him  on  account  of  tbe  Injuries  so 
sustained  by  tbe  said  Harold  Swarthout: 
ProvideA,  That  no  part  of  tbe  amount  ap- 
propriated in  this  act  shall  be  paid  or  de- 


livered to  or  reoeivvd  by  any  agent  or  attar* 
ney  on  acooxmt  of  aervicea  rendered  In  oon- 
nection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shaU 
be  unlawful,  any  eontract  to  the  ctxttrary 
notwlthstafMUng.  Any  person  vtoUUBg  tlM 
proTlalons  of  tbls  act  ahall  ba  deemed  guilty 
of  a  mlademeanor  and  upon  ooavtettoo  tt«t«- 
of  sbaU  be  fined  in  any  stum  not  ii¥oondlns 

aixwo. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

ThB  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harold  Swartboufc 
and  L.  R.  Swarthout" 


DISCONTINUANCE  OP  CERTAIN 
REPORTS 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  am  interested  in  calttidar  No.  19B5. 
House  bill  6290.  I  was  imder  the  impres- 
sion, at  the  call  of  the  calendar  on  yes- 
terday, that  we  had  asked  unanimous 
consent  that  calendar  1985,  House  bill 
6290.  to  discontinue  certain  reports  now 
required  by  law.  be  included,  but  I  was 
in  error.  In  view  of  the  assurance  I  gave 
to  the  distingtiished  Senator  from  Maine 
that  it  had  been  included  in  the  calendar 
call.  I  think  it  should  be  included. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object^-and  I  shall, 
of  course,  not  object,  because  of  the  cir- 
cumstance the  Senator  from.  New  Jer- 
sey has  mentioned^-I  understaiul  there 
is  a  similar  bill  which  Senators  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle  desire  to  have  con- 
sidered. I  think  this  is  entirely  within 
the  spirit  of  the  call.  I  have  been  as- 
sured by  both  calendar  committees  that 
It  will  not  open  up  a  discussion. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  We  are  in  com- 
plete agreement. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  There  is  a  biU  which 
was  reported  by  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Watkins]  to  which  an  objection 
was  made  inadvertently. 

The  PRESIDINa  OPTICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6290)  to  discontinue  certain  reports  now 
required  by  law,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Government  Op- 
erations, with  amendments,  on  page  4, 
after  line  4,  to  strike  out: 

11.  Annual  report  submitted  to  Congreaa 
in  accordance  with  section  18  of  tbe  Federal 
Airport  Act  (60  Stat.  180:  49  U.  8.  C.  1117). 
describing  operations  conducted  under  tbe 
Federal  Airport  Act. 

On  page  4,  line  9.  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "12"  to  "11";  in  line  13.  to 
change  the  section  number  from  "13"  to 
"12":  in  line  18.  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "14"  to  "13";  in  line  22, 
to  change  the  section  number  from  "15" 
to  "14";  on  page  5,  line  2,  to  change  the 
section  number  from  "16"  to  "15";  in 
hne  9.  to  change  the  section  number 
from  "17"  to  "16";  In  line  21,  to  change 
th:  section  number  from  "18"  to  "17"; 
on  page  6,  line  5,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "19"  to  "18";  in  line  9.  to 
change  the  section  number  from  "20"  to 
"19";  in  line  13,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "21"  to  "20";  in  line  17,  to 
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cibaiige  the  action  number  from  "22"  to 
"21";  in  line  21,  to  change  the  section 
number  firom  "23"  to  "22" ;  on  page  7.  line 
2,  to  change  the  section  number  from 
"a4"  to  "23" :  In  line  6.  to  ehanse  the  aec- 
tton  Bumber  from  "25"  to  "24";  In  line  11, 
to  change  the  section  number  from  "26" 
to  "55";  in  line  18,  to  change  the  section 
number  ^tnn  "27"  to  "26";  in  line  23,  to 
change  the  action  number  from  "28"  to 
"an";  on  page  8,  line  4.  to  change  the  sec- 
tion number  from  "29"  to  "28";  in  line  9, 
to  change  the  section  number  frcnn  "30" 
to  '•29";  in  line  12,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "31"  to  "30";  in  line  16.  to 
change  the  section  number  from  "32" 
to  "31";  in  line  21,  to  change  the  section 
number  fron^  "33"  to  "32";  in  line  23, 
after  the  wor^  "appropriation"  to  strike 
out  "and  for  jfimds  on  the  books  of  the 
Government  (md  also  funds  in  the  offi- 
cial custody  of  officers  and  employees  of 
the  United  St|ates  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment is  financially  concerned,  for  which 
no  accounting  is  rendered  to  the  General 
Accounting  Office,  as  in  the  Judgment  of 
the  Comptroller  General,  after  a  survey 
thereof,  may  'be  in  the  pubUc  interest " 

On  page  9,  l^e  5.  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "34"  to  "33." 

The  amendhients  were  agreed  to 

Mr.  HEND^ICKSON.  Mr.  President 
I  send  to  th^  desk  an  amendment  and 
ask  to  have  i^  stated  by  the  clerk 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  fronj  New  Jersey. 
*  "^e  Legislative  Clerk.  It  is  proposed 
to  strike  out,  on  page  1,  item  1,  and  to 
renumber  all  succeeding  items. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 
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ORDER  FOR  RECESS  TO  10  A.  M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  imanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  completes  its  session  tonight  it 
stand  in  recess  until  10  o'clock  tomorrow 
morning.  This  is  in  keeping  with  the 
prior  understanding  with  reference  to 
the  special  order  for  tomorrow 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  Isso  ordered. 


REUEP  OF  S.  H.  PRATHER 
Mr.  WELKER.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield? 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 
Mr.  wmjCER.    Mr.  President,  earlier 
In  the  afternoon  I  discussed  with  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  House   biU 
9357,  for  the  relief  of  S.  H.  Prather 
and,  because  of  the  fact  that  I  must  leave 
soon,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
immediate  consideration  of  that  bill.    It 
was  reported  unanimously  by  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee.    It  was  suggested  by 
the  senior   and  Junior  Senators  from 
Georgia     and     Representatives     from 
Georgia. 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  be- 
cause the  Benator  from  Idaho  must 
leave  in  the  fairly  near  future,  and  be- 
cause the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Oeorge],  who  has  heavy 
responsibilities,  had  also  asked  that  this 
bill  be  taken  up,  I  do  not  object,  in  view 
of  tiie  nature  of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  House 
bill  9357? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
may  we  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  this 
case  arose  In  Marcus,  Ga.,  when  two 
revenue  agents  who  were  traveling  down 
a  road  saw  a  suspicious  car.  They  knew 
the  occupants  of  the  car.  They  had  no 
reasonable  grounds  or  probable  cause  to 
believe  that  they  were  violating  any  law 
whatsoever,  but,  notwithstanding  that 
fact,  the  revenue  agents  of  the  United 
States  Government  pursued  the  car  and 
drove  at  a  rapid  rate  of  speed  into  an 
intersection  In  a  large  city 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
Will  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield? 

Mr.  WELKER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  recall  dis- 
tinctly the  bill  and  the  discussions  in 
the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
and  I  need  no  further  explanation 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H  R 
9357)  for  the  relief  of  S.  H.  Prather^ 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  with  an  amend- 
ment, on  page  2.  line  22,  after  the  word 
"act"  to  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof."  j 

The  amendment  was  agreed  tJ. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

"~        I 

AMENDMENT  OF  REFUGEE  ACT 

OF    1953 

Mr.  8MATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  immedi- 
ate consideration  of  Calendar  No.  2070 
House  bill  8193.  to  amend  the  Refugee 
Relief  Act  of  1953.  It  was  objected  to 
by  the  minority  calendar  committee,  but 
it  was  done  inadvertently. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill?    - 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  <H  R 
8193)  to  amend  the  Refugee  Relief  Act 
of  1953,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 
amendments,  on  page  1.  line  10,  to  strike 
out  "Subdivision"  and  insert  "Subsec- 
tion; on  page  2  line  10,  to  strike  out 
"birth,  nationality,  and  last  residence" 
and  Insert  "birth,  or  nationality  or  last 
residence";  and  to  add  a  new  section  as 
follows: 

Sec.  4.  That  subsection  (a)  of  section  7  be 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following:  "No  visa  shall  be  Issued  under 
the  allotment  of  45,000  visas  heretofore  made 
by  paragraph  (5)  of  subsection  4  (a)  ©f  this 
act  to  refugees  In  Italy,  or  under  the  allot- 
ment of  16.000  vlsaa  heretofore  made  by  para- 
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graph  (7)  of  subsection  4  (a)  of  this  tot 
to  refugees  in  Greece,  or  under  the  allotment 
of  15,000  visas  heretofore  made  by  paragraph 
(9)  of  subsection  4  (a)  of  this  aot  to  refugees 
In  the  Netherlands,  to  an  alien  Who  quallfles 
under  the  preferences  specified  In  paragraph 
(2).  (3).  or  (4)  of  section  203  (a)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  until  satis- 
factory evidence  is  presented  to  the  reepon- 
sible  consular  officer  to  establteh  that  the 
alien  In  question  will  have  suitable  employ- 
ment and  housing,  without  dUplacing  any 
other  person  therefrom,  after  arrival  in  the 
United  States.  Verification  of  sUch  available 
employment  and  housing  shall  be  made  in 
accordance  with  such  regulations  as  the 
Administrator  may.  In  his  dLB<}retlon,  pre- 
scribe for  the  administration  of  the  act 
Including  job  order  clearances  by  the  United 
States  Employment  Service  and  lt«  affiliated 
State  employment  services,  and  a  certifica- 
tion by  local  housing  authorities  wherever 
they  exist  and  are  authorized  and  prepared 
to  make  such  certifications." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  committee  amendments  to  this  bill 
are  adopted  it  will  be  a  good  bill,  and 
I  shall  vote  for  it.  These  amendments 
were  worked  out  on  the  basis  orf  an  agree- 
ment between  the  senior  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Watkins],  the  chairman  of 
the  standing  subcommittee  on  immigra- 
tion, and  the  senior  Senator  from  Nevada 
rMr.  McCarran].  If  these  amendments 
are  not  agreed  to,  the  bill  will  be  ob- 
jectionable to  the  senior  Senator  from 
Nevada. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendments. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL  COMMITTEE 
FOR  EUROPEAN  MIGRATION 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  certain  testi- 
mony before  the  Internal  Security  Sub- 
committee of  the  Senate  with  reference 
to  the  Intergovernmental  Committee  for 
European  Migration  be  inserted  In  the 
Record  at  this  point,  as  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  testi- 
mony was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

United  States  Senate, 
SuBCOMMi-rrEE  on  Internal   SEcuUrrr. 

Washington,  D.  C.  July  30,  1954 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  call, 
at  3.45  p.  m.,  in  room  F-52,  the  Capitol.  Hon. 
Pat  McCarran  presiding. 

Present:    Senator  McCarhan. 

Also  present:  Richard  Arens.  special  coun- 
sel to  subcommittee. 

Senator  McCarhan.  The  committee  will 
come  to  order. 

You  do  solemnly  swear  the  testimony  you 
are  about  to  give  before  the  subcommittee 
?T  ,.^  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the 
United  States  Senate  will  be  the  truth,  the 
Whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  so 
help  you  God?  T 

Mr.  HoYT.  I  do.  Senator.  I 

Senator  McCarran.  You  may  proceed 
Mr.    Arens.  Kindly    identify    yourself    by 
name,  residence,  and  occupation. 

testimony  ^  DAVm  D.  HOYT.  SARASOTA,  IXA. 

Mr.  Hoyt.  My  name  is  David  D.  Hoyt  I 
am  presently  residing  at  Sarasota,  Pla..  the 
home  ox  my  brother-in-law,  Dr.  Cacil  E.  Mil- 


ler. I  baT«  been  wnployed  for  acme  9  yean 
aa  an  investigator  and  lecurlty  otBcer  with 
the  State  Department.  X  waa  loaned  by  the 
State  Department  to  the  Migration  Conunlt- 
tee  for  2  yean  and  3  month*. 

Mr.  Aanvs.  What  migration  committ«e  Is 
that? 

Mr.  HoTT.  That  la  known  as  ICEM.  I-C-B- 
M,  Intergovernmental  Committee  (or  Euro- 
pean Migration. 

Mr.  Auxm.  And  when  were  you  loaned  to 
the  Intergovernmental  Committee  for  Exiro- 
pean  Migration? 

Mr.  Horr.  I  was  last  loaned  to  them  on 
April  1,  1952,  as  the  aecurlty  oflBoer  with  the 
committee. 

Mr.  AKEirs.  Would  you  teU  us  what  was 
your  partlcula^r  Job  with  the  Intergovern- 
mental Committee  for  European  Migration? 

Mr.  HoTT.  My  particular  Job  was  to  act  as 
the  committee's  security  officer,  in  that  ca- 
pacity performing  the  normal  work  of  a  se- 
curity officer,  screening  the  staff  and  so 
forth. 

Mr.  AtaatB.  Were  you  the  chief  person  em- 
ployed by  the  Intergovernmental  Committee 
for  European  Migration  on  secvirity  matters? 

Mr.  HoTT.  I  was  the  only  one,  sir.  I  was 
the  only  security  man. 

Mr.  Aazivs.  How  long  were  you  so  engaged? 

Mr.  HoTT.  Prcwi  April  1,  1952,  until  July 
9  of  1954. 

Mr.  AMxm.  And  what  precipitated  the  sev- 
erance of  yotir  relationship  with  the  Inter- 
governmental Conunlttee  for  Etiropean  Mi- 
gration? 

Mr.  HoTT.  I  left  generally  because  I  was 
dissatisfied  with  the  security  within  the 
committee  and  principally  in  relation  to  the 
screening  of  migrants  moving  to  South 
America. 

Mr.  Akkns.  Did  you  resign? 

Mr.  HoTT.  I  resigned. 

Mr.  Akkns.  It  was  not  a  forced  resigna- 
tion in  any  sense  of  the  word? 

Mr.  Hoyt.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Auns.  And  you  anticipate  shortly 
being  reengaged  In  the  Department  of  State 
of  the  United  States 'In  security  work;  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  Hoyt.  Tes.  sir. 

Mr.  Akens.  I  understood  you  to  say  a 
moment  ago  you  left  because  you  were  dis- 
satisfied with  screening  of  migrants. 

Mr.  Hoyt.  That's  correct. 

Mr.  Arens.  Tell  us,  first  of  all.  who  are 
the  people  who  are  moved  by  the  Inter- 
governmental Committee  for  European  Mi- 
gration. 

Mr.  Hoyt.  The  people  moved  are  European 
member  governments  of  the  committee  who 
are  financially  unable   to  move   themselves. 

Mr.  Akkms.  They  are  not  necessarily  In 
the  refugee  or  displaced  persons  category, 
are  they? 

Mr.  HoTT.  Not  neceaeartly.  but  they  may  be. 

Mr.  Akens.  And  what  Is  the  volume  of 
movement  of  the  Migration  Conunlttee? 
May  I  ask  you  if  you  know  the  prospective 
volume,  say,  for  1954? 

Mr.  HoTT.  About  118,000.  sir. 

Mr.  Arens.  And  these  people  will  be  moved 
from  Europe  during  1954  principally  Into 
the  Western  Hemisphere,  will  they  not? 

Mr.  Hoyt.  Principally.* 

Mr.  Akens.  They  will  go  Into  Argentina, 
Brazil,  Venezuela,  Chile,  and  other  coun- 
tries principally  in  the  Western  Hemisphere; 
is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  Hott.  Tes.  sir;  and  Canada,  and  the 
only  member  government  outside  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere  is  Australia  where  we 
are  moving  migrants. 

Mr.  Arens.  On  the  basis  of  your  back- 
ground as  a  security  ofllcer  and  on  the  btMls 
of  your  knowledge  and  observation  of  the 
screening  operations  of  the  Intergovernmen- 
tal Committee  for  European  Migration,  can 
you  tell  this  committee  whether  or  not  In 
your  Judgment  the  security  screening  of 
these  people  who  are  being  moved  Into  the 


Western  Hemisphere  from  Surope  Is  a  satis- 
factory screening? 

Mr.  HoTT.  For  those  migrants  moving  to 
South  American  countries,  with  minor  ex- 
ceptions, the  security  Is  entirely  Inadequate. 

Mr.  Auors.  The  people  who  are  being 
moved  are  people  principally  from  lUly;  are 
they  not? 

Mr.  HoTT.  Principally  from  Italy,  but  quite 
a  n\mil>er  from  Greece. 

Mr.  Arens.  And  In  Italy  there  Is  a  40- 
percent  Communist  vote;  Is  there  not? 

Mr.  HoTT.  That  U  correct. 

Mr.  AUMs.  In  your  Judgment  is  the  pres- 
ent process  of  moving  people  In  vast  num- 
bers from  Europe  who  are  inadequately 
screened  from  a  security  standpoint  a  risk 
to  the  aecurlty  of  the  Western  Hemisphere 
and  to  the  United  States  of  America? 

Mr.  HOYT.  I  feel  very  strongly  that  It  la. 

Senator  McCarram.  I  want  to  express  my 
gratitude  and  the  gratitude  of  the  commit- 
tee for  your  coming  before  the  committee 
to  give  your  testimony  here  and  enlighten- 
ing MB  on  the  subject  because  It  Is  highly 
Important. 

Mr.  HoYT.  Thank  you.  Senator. 

Senator  McCarram.  Thank  you  for  coming 
up  here. 

(Whereupon,  at  3:35  p.  m.,  Friday,  July 
90,  1954,  the  hearing  was  recessed,  subject 
to  the  call  of  the  Chair.) 


CLAIM   OP   THE   BUNKER    HILL 
DEVELOPMENT  CORP. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
Mr.  President.  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  consider  Sen- 
ate bill  2980,  conferring  jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  ihe  Southern  District  of  New  York 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judg- 
ment upon  a  claim  of  the  Bunker  Hill 
Development  Corp. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  2  bills  relating  to  this 
matter  have  already  been  passed,  1  of 
which  has  become  an  act^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
bin? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
2980)  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Southern  District  of  New  York  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  judgment  up)on  a 
claim  of  the  Bunker  Hill  Development 
Corp.,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  New  York 
by  subsection  (b)  of  section  1346,  title  28, 
United  States  Code,  is  hereby  extended  to  a 
civil  action,  which  may  be  commenced  not 
later  than  1  year  after  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act,  asserting  any  claim  or 
claims  of  Bunker  Hill  Development  Corp., 
of  Newburgb,  N.  Y..  against  the  United  States 
for  alleged  damages  arising  out  of  the  con- 
struction of  Stewart  Field,  a  United  States 
Air  Force  base  located  at  Newburgh.  N.  Y., 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  allegedly  damage  its 
golf  courae  and  buildings  as  a  result  of 
weed-laden  soil  dust  and  cement  dust  blow- 
ing over  its  properties  in  1942  and  1943.  and 
to  destroy  a  proposed  housing  development 
of  said  corporation,  and  for  alleged  dam- 
ages to  the  property  of  said  corporation  by 
reason  of  the  alleged  failure  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  provide  and  maintain  proper  drain- 
age from  said  Stewart  Field,  which  resulted 
and  successively  results  In  the  storm-flooding 


Of  the  property  Of  the  eorpontlon.  Anysoeh 
civil  action  may  be  Joined  for  trial  with  any 
pending  action  between  the  Bunker  HUl  De- 
velopment Corp.  and  the  UnltMl  State*  rel«- 
tlve  to  damages  In  the  oonstructton  of 
Stewart  Field.  Sscept  as  otherwise  provldsd 
In  this  act,  all  provlsloxu  of  Uw  applicable 
in  and  to  such  subeeetlcm,  and  applicable  to 
Judgments  therein  and  appeals  therefrom, 
are  made  equaUy  appUcable  in  respect  of 
the  clvU  actions  authorized  by  thi«  act. 
Nothing  In  this  act  shaU  constitute  an  ad- 
mission of  liability  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  completes 
the  call  of  the  calendar  of  bills  to  which 
there  Is  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  What  la 
the  pleasure  of  the  Senate? 


MUTUAL  SECURITY  ACT  OF  1954— 
CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
there  Is  at  the  desk  a  privileged  matter. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  un- 
finished business  be  temporarily  laid 
aside  and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  conference  re- 
port on  the  mutual  security  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Does  the 
Senator  plan  to  take  up  the  mutual  se- 
curity bill  conference  report  tonight? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Yes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  How  late 
does  the  Senator  plan  to  have  the  Sen- 
ate remain  In  session? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  had  understood 
there  would  be  no  necessity  to  have  a 
yea-and-nay  vote  on  the  mutual  security 
bill  conference  report.  I  know  of  no  ob- 
jection to  the  conference  report;  I  be- 
lieve it  was  unanimously  agreed  to.  This 
is  not  the  appropriation  bill;  it  is  the 
authorization  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  under- 
stand. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  When  action  on 
the  conference  report  has  been  com- 
pleted, it  will  be  my  intention  to  move 
that  the  Senate  recess  until  tomorrow 
morning. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  action  is 
completed  on  It  by  10  o'clock? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  By  10  O'clock  to- 
morrow  morning? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No;  by  10 
o'clock  tonight. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  believe  there  Is 
a  reasonable  chance  of  doing  so.  The 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada  has 
a  matter  to  take  up,  which  he  Informs 
me  will  not  take  long. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
conference  report  on  the  Mutual  Secu- 
rity bill.  I  had  expected  that  it  would 
follow  the  call  of  the  calendar,  as  the 
Senator  from  California  told  me  it 
would.  But  if  it  involves  any  prolonged 
discussion  or  a  yea-and-nay  vote.  I  de- 
sire to  have  it  understood  that  there 
will  not  be  a  yea-and-nay  vote  tonight. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  expect 
that  there  will  be  a  yea-and-nay  vote. 
I  doubt  if  it  will  be  necessary  to  have  one. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  submit 
a  rep>ort  of  the  committee  of  conference 
on   the   disagreeing   votes   of  the   two 
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\  on  the  Mmmdment  <tf  the  Senate 
to  the  bUl  (H.  R.  9676)  to  pranote  tbe 
•eeurttr  •aA  foreign  poltey  of  tbe  Untted 

States  br  furnishing  asslstaQee  to  friend- 
ly nations,  and  for  othnriyarposes.  I  ask 
wnanlmom  eonsent  for  the  present  con- 
alderatkm  of  the  report 
\  The  FRESZDINO  OFnCER.  Tbe  re- 
port will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  SMiate. 

Tbe  legislative  eleii:  read  the  report. 
.  (For   conference    report,    see    House 
proceedings  of  August  9. 1954.  pp.  13787- 
1|(I97.  Oonchubsxokal^Rbcou).) 

Hie  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
Of  the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin a  few  questions. 

Mr.WUfiY.  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer 
them,  if  I  can. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    Under  the  terms 
of  the  conference  report,  it  is  imder- 
stood.  is  It  not,  tliat  the  Foreign  Opera- 
tions Administr^iUon  as  an  independent 
agency  will  go  out  ot  existence  by  next 
June  30? 
Mr.  WILEY.    That  Is  correct. 
Mr.  MANSFIELD.    The  technical  as- 
sistance   program,    point    4.    will    be 
handled  by  the  State  Department    Is 
that  correct? 
Mr.  WILEY.    That  is  correct 
Mr.  MANSFIELD.    Military  aid  will 
be  continued  through  the  Department  of 
Defence,  without  a  termination  date;  is 
that  correct? 
Mr.  WILEY.     That  Is  correct. 
Mr.  MANSFIELD.    Title  2.  tlie  eco- 
nomic development  and  assistance  pro- 
gram, will  go  out  of  existence  next  June 
30.  with  a  1-year  liquidation  period.     Is 
that  correct? 
Mr.  WILEY.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.   MANSFIELD.    In   other   words, 
the  Foreign  Operations  Administration 
will  be  terminated  completely  and  Anally 
on  June  30.  1955.    Is  that  correct? 
Mr.  WILEY.    The  bUl  so  provides. 
Mr.  MANSFIELD.    I  thank  the  dlstln- 
giiished  chairman. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  to  liave  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  Recoho  a  statement 
wlilch  I  have  prepared  on  the  mutual 
seciuity  bill  conference  report. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcosd,  as  follows  : 


STATMtn^  BY  SbHATOB  WILTT  ON  THI  MtlTDAL 

SxcuuTT  Bill  Cokvbxncb  Rkpokt 
I  submit  for  the  approval  of  the  Senate 
the  report  of  the  Senate  conferees  on  the 
Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954.  I  beUeve  that 
tne  conferees  did  a  commendable  Job  in  tak- 
ing care  of  the  Interests  of  the  Senate.  The 
report  waa  unanimously  ai^roved  and  was 
«gned  by  all  five  Senate  conferees— Senator 
SMira  of  New  Jersey,  Senator  Hicktoloopbi. 
Senator  Ohmus.  Senator  GanK.  and  my- 
■eix.  as  chairman.  For  the  most  part,  the 
changes  which  the  Senate  Insisted  on  re- 


taining In  the  House  bill  were  accepted  by 
th«  House  conferees. 

I  ataaU  say  Just  a  word  about  the  amount 
authorieed  in  the  pending  bill.  Tie  oom- 
ulttee  of  conference  agreed  upon  a  total 
authorization  of  $3,253,886,000.  Thk  repre- 
sents a  reduction  of  $314,040,000  ftom  the 
House  figure  and  an  increase  of  $31i,040,000 
over  the  Senate  bill. 

I  do  not  propose  to  detain  the  Senate  with 
a  detailed  account  of  the  decisions  taken  by 
the  conference.  The  House  accepted  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Senate  bill  with  respeat  to  the 
following  matters  : 

1.  The  development  of  weapons  of  ad- 
vanced design. 

a.  Opposition  to  the  seating  of  Rc«  China 
in  the  dated  Nations. 

3.  The  80-60  shipping  clause. 

4.  Elimination  of  the  program  relating  to 
strategic  materials. 

6.  The  provisions  relating  to  the  use  of 
counterpart  currency. 

There  are  3  or  4  matters  that  I  wish  to 
discuss  very  briefly.  These  are  tHe  pro- 
visions of  the  bill  relating  to  loans,  agricul- 
tiu-al  surplus,  transferability,  and  finally. 
the  termination  of  the  program. 

1.  Agricultural  surplus:  The  House  bill 
eiOTnarked  $500  million  of  the  funds  avail- 
able for  the  purchase  and  export  of  surplus 
agricultural  commodities.  The  Senate  bill 
set  aside  $350  million  for  this  purpose.  The 
conferees  agreed  upon  the  $350  million 
figure  and,  with  some  changes,  the  language 
contained  in  the  Senate  bill.  " 

2.  Loans:  A  similar  compromise  was 
achieved  with  respect  to  loans.  The  House 
bill  provided.  In  general,  that  not  lets  than 
10  percent  of  the  amounts  available  should 
be  used  In  the  form  of  loans.  The  Senate 
on  the  other  hand,  provided  that  not  less 
than  $150  mmion  of  the  total  amount  avail- 
able should  be  used  to  make  loans  The 
conferees  agreed  upon  $200  million,  which 
^  the  figure  contained  in  the  bill  before  the 
Senate.  It  Is  our  hope  that  the  admlnls- 
tratton  will  be  able  to  make  effective  use 
or  these  funds  on  a  loan  basis. 

3.  Transferability  of  funds:  There  was  also 
8  substantial  difference  In  the  Hou«e  and 
Senate  versions  relating  to  the  transferabil- 
ity of  funds  from  one  section  of  the  bill  to 
another.  While  I  personally  prefer  the  Sen- 
ate provision  because  it  provides  a  broader 
transfer  authority,  the  conferees  finally 
adopted  a  compromise  which  is  considerably 

l"?  i,*^""*^  *^*°  ^^^  S^'^^'^  had  approved 
but  still  much  less  restrictive  than  the  lan- 
guage in  the  House  bill,  it  is  my  hope  that 
even  With  this  reduced  transferability,  there 
wlU  be  enough  flexibUIty  in  the  bill  to  en- 
able the  President  to  meet  any  unforeseen 
emergency.  >*co<rcu 

4.  Termination  of  the  program:  The  con- 
ferees also  adopted  substantially  the  Senate 
language  with  respect  to  the  termination  of 
the  Foreign  Operations  Administration.  The 
^oa"»,°?,^  drafted  makes  It  clear  that  the 
FOA  shall  come  to  an  end  on  June  30.  1955 
and  provides  for  Its  remaining  functions  to 
be  transferred  to  the  appropriate  depart- 
ments, of  the  Government  at  that  time 

I  commend  to  the  Senate  the  work  of  the 
conferees  The  bill  which  we  present  is 
another  Important  step  in  our  collective 
efforts  to  build  the  defensive  strength  of 
the  free  world.  I  hope  the  Ssnate  wiB  give 
the  conference  report  its  overwhelmiqg  ap- 


19  5  U 


to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert: 
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AMENDMENT  OF  SECTION  32  OP 
TRADING  WITH  THE  ENEMY  ACT 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr 
Payne  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Sen- 
ate the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives to  the  bill  (S.  2420)  to 
amend  section  32  of  the  Trading  With 
the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  which  was 


That  section  32  of  the  lYadirjg  With  the 
Enemy  Act  of  October  8,  1817  (40  Stat.  411), 
as  amended,  is  hereby  further  aniended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  sub- 
section : 

•■(h)  The  President  may  designate  one  or 
more  organizations  as  successors  In  interest 
to  deceased  persons  who.  If  allv0,  would  be 
eligible  to  receive  returns  under  fhe  provisos 
of  subdivision  (C)  or  (D)  of  suteectlon  (a) 
(2)  thereof.  An  organization  so  designated 
shall  be  deemed  a  successor  In  Interest  by 
operation  of  law  for  the  purpose  of  subsec- 
tion (a)  (1)  hereof.  Return  m^  be  made, 
to  an  organization  so  designated,  (a)  before 
the  expiration  of  2  years  from  the  vesting  of 
the  property  or  Interest  In  question,  if  the 
President  or  such  officer  or  agency  as  he  may 
designate  determines  from  all  relevant  facts 
of  which  he  is  then  advised  that  there  Is  no 
basis  for  reasonable  doubt  that  the  former 
owner  is  dead  and  Is  survived  by  no  person 
eligible  under  section  32  to  claim  as  succes- 
sor in  interest  by  inheritance,  devise,  or 
bequest;  and  (b)  after  the  expiratton  of  such 
time,  If  no  claim  for  the  return  of  the  prop- 
erty or  interest  is  pending.  Total  returns 
pursuant  to  this  subsection  siiall  not  exceed 
$3  million. 

'No  return  may  be  made  to  an  organization 
so  designated  unless  it  files  notiae  of  claim 
before  the  expiration  of  1  year  from  the  effec- 
tive date  of  this  act  and  unless  it  gives  firm 
and  responsible  assurance  approved  by  the 
President  that   (I)    the  property  or  Interest 
returned  to  it  or  the  proceeds  o<  any  such 
property  or  interest  will  be  used  on  the  basis 
of  need  In  the  rehabilitation  and  settlement 
of  persons  in  the  United  States  who  suffered 
substantial   deprivation   of  liberty  or  faUed 
to  enjoy  the  full  rlghU  of  citizenship  within 
the  meaning  of  subdivisions  (C)     and  (D> 
of  subsection    (a)    (2)    hereof;    (|1)    it   will 
transfer,   at   any   time   within   2   fears   from 
the  time  that  return  U  made,  such  property 
or  Interest  or  the  equMalent  value  thereof  to 
any    person    whom    the    President    or    such 
officer  or  agency  shall  determine  to  be  eligible 
under  section  32  to  claim  as  owner  or  suc- 
cessor In  interest  to  such  owner,  by  inberlt- 
ance,  devise,  or  bequest:    (ill)    it  will  make 
to  the  President,  with  a  copy  to  be  furnished 
to  the  Congress,  such  reports  (locludlng  a 
detailed  annual   report  on   the   use  of  the 
property  or  interest  returned   to   It  or  the 
proceeds  of  any  such  property  or  Interest) 
and  permit  such  examination  of  ita  books  as 
the  President  or  such  officer  or  agency  may 
from  time  to  time  require;  and  (iV)  wUl  not 
use  such  property  or  interest  or  the  proceeds 
Of  such  property  or  interest  for  legal  fees. 
salaries  or  any  other  administrative  expenses 
connected  with  the  filmg  of  claims  for  or  the 
recovery  of  such  property  or  Intereat 

■•The  filing  of  notice  of  claim  by  an  organ- 
ization  so  designated  shall  not  bar  the  pay- 
ment Of  debt  claims  under  section  34  of  this 
act. 

•As  used  in  this  subsection,  'organization* 
means  only  a  nonprofit  charitable  corpora- 
tion incorporated  on  or  before  January  1, 
1950.  under  the  laws  of  any  State  of  the 
United  states  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
with  the  power  to  sue  and  be  sued." 
♦K^*i^^^,^^^  ^'"^  sentence  of  section  33  of 

6  ipT^^'flol.^:'^.  '"'"  ^""'"y  Act  Of  October 
6.  1917  (40  Stat.  411) .  as  amended.  Is  hereby 
amended  by  striking  out  the  period  at  thi 
end  of  such  sentence,  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  a  semicolon  and  the  following  "ex- 
cept that  return  may  be  made  to  successor 
Z^T^V'^^'^'l  designated  pursuant  to  section 
d^  (h)  hereof  if  notice  of  claim  Is  filed  before 

ll  "P^f »°«  of  1  year  from  the  effective 
date  of  this  act." 

,  ^J^-  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
Is  the  bill  dealing  with  "heirless  prop- 
erty.     It  provides  that  certain  property 


seized  by  the  United  States  on  the  theory 
that  It  was  owned  by  enemy  nationals 
but  which  has  been  found,  in  fact,  to 
have  been  owned  by  persecuted  persons, 
who  have  now  died  without  heirs,  may  be 
turned  over  to  nonprofit  organizations 
designated  by  the  President  for  the  use 
of  persons  in  the  same  class  as  the 
original  owners. 

As  Senators  know,  by  far  the  largest 
class  of  p>ersecute«a  whose  property 
would  be  affected  by  this  bill  were  Jews. 
I  am  informed  that  the  Interested  Jew- 
ish organizations  have  been  consulted  In 
connection  with  the  House  amendments 
to  this  bill,  which  an*  substantially  tech- 
nical, and  that  the  House  amendments 
are  acceptable  to  these  organizations, 
and  that  Senate  concurrence  is  desired. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  there 
may  be  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  a  letter  which  I  have  received 
from  Mr.  Sejrmour  J.  Rubin,  reciting  the 
facts  as  I  have  stated  them. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Landzs,  Cohen.  Rubii*  Ac  Schwaktz. 
Washington,  D.  C.  August  9,  1954. 
The  Honorable  Pat  McCabsai*. 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senatos  McCarsan:  The  undersigned 
understands  that  8.  2420.  the  heirless  prop- 
erty amendment  to  the  Trading  With  the 
EInemy  Act,  with  certain  amendments,  was 
passed  today  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. 

The  Interested  Jewish  organizations  were 
consulted  In  connection  with  the  amend- 
ments in  question.  The  amendments  are 
therefore  acceptable  to  those  organizations, 
and.  in  the  Interests  ot  Insuring  enactment 
in  the  present  session  of  Congress,  they 
would  be  In  favor  of  Senate  concurrence  in 
those  amendments. 

It  goes  without  saying  that  we  are  most 
appreciative  of  your  great  contribution  to 
passage  of  this  bill. 

For  the  American  Jewish  Committee.  I  am. 
Most  sincerely  yours, 

SrrMona  J.  Rttbih. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendment  to  the  bill  (S.  2420). 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


LABELING  OP  PACKAGES  CONTAIN- 
ING FOREIGN-PRODUCED  TROUT 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  2033) 
relating  to  the  labeling  of  packages  con- 
taining foreign-produced  trout  sold  in 
the  United  States,  and  requiring  certain 
information  to  appear  on  the  menus  of 
public  eating  places  serving  such  trout, 
which  were,  on  page  1,  line  6,  strike  out 
""(n)"  and  Insert  ""(o)";  on  page  1, 
lines  8  and  9,  strike  out  "of  this  title";  on 
page  2.  lines  10  and  11.  after  "(2)  "  strike 
out  "each  part  of  the  contents  of  the 
package  is  contained  In  a  wrapi>er"  and 
insert  "if  the  package  is  broken  while 
held  for  sale,  each  unit  for  sale  (consist- 
ing of  one  or  more  trout)  Is  in  a  pack- 
age;"; on  page  2,  line  12,  strike  out  ■■and 
wrapper";  on  page  2.  strike  out  line  17 


oyer  to  and  Including  line  2,  page  3.  and 
Insert: 

(b)  No  person  shall  possess  in  a  form 
ready  for  serving  or  shaU  serve  at  a  public 
eating  place  trout  produced  outside  the 
United  States,  its  Territories  or  possessions, 
unless  a  notice  is  displayed  prominently  and 
conspicuously  In  such  eating  place  stating 
that  " trout  la  served  In  this  res- 
taurant." the  blank  space  to  be  filled  with 
the  name  of  the  country  In  which  such  trout 
was  produced. 

On  page  3,  after  line  13,  Insert: 

Sbc.  4.  This  act  shall  take  effect  6  months 
after  the  date  of  Its  enactment. 

And  to  amend  the  title  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  relating  to  the  labeling  of  pack- 
ages containing  foreign-produced  trout 
sold  in  the  United  States,  and  requiring 
certain  information  to  appear  in  public 
eating  places  serving  such  trout." 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  to- 
day the  senior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Bricker]  asked  for  the  consideration  of 
the  House  amendments  to  Senate  bill 
2033.  The  minority  leader  desired  to 
have  time  to  consider  the  matter.  I  now 
desire  to  have  the  House  amendments 
considered. 

The  House  has  amended  the  bill. 
However,  since  introduction  of  the  bill, 
Public  Law  518  of  the  83d  Congress.  2d 
session,  has  been  passed,  and  that  law 
has  added  a  section  408  to  the  Federal 
Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  as 
amended  (21  U.  S.  C.  341  et  seq.).  Ac- 
cordingly. I  move  that  the  Senate  concur 
In  the  House  amendment  with  a  perfect- 
ing amendment  as  follows: 

On  page  2,  line  6,  of  S.  2033,  strike: 
"Sec.  408."  and  insert  in  Ueu  thereof: 
"Sec.  409." 

On  page  1.  line  8.  of  S.  2033.  strike 
"section  408"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof: 
"secUon  409." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, earlier  in  the  day  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce  [Mr. 
Brickzr]  suggested  that  the  Senate  con- 
cur in  the  House  amendments.  At  the 
time  he  made  the  suggestion  I  had  not 
had  an  opportunity  to  confer  with  the 
minority  members  of  the  committee.  I 
assured  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  committee  that  as  soon  as  I  could  do 
so.  I  would  clear  the  proposed  legisla- 
tion.   That  has  been  done. 

I  concur  in  the  request  made  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Michigan.  I 
hope  that  the  House  amendments  will  be 
concurred  in  and  the  bill  passed. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Senators  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle  appreciate  the  efforts 
which  the  distinguished  minority  leader 
has  put  forth. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  TTiie 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


HAWAn-ALASKA  STATEHOOD 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
received  a  very  informative  letter  from 
Hon.  Ingram  M.  Stainback,  supreme 
court  Justice  at  Honolulu.  T.  H.,  rela- 
tive to  the  temper  of  the  people  of  that 
Territory  regarding  the  issue  of  state- 
hood. 


Judge  Stainback  asks  that  statehood 
for  Hawaii  be  denied,  and  that  a  bill 
providing  for  commonwealth  status —  • 
electing  their  own  governor  smd  adopt- 
ing their  own  constitution,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  Congress — be  reintroduced 
in  the  1st  session  of  the  84th  Congress 
in  January  1955. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  iinanlmous  con- 
sent that  Judge  Stainback 's  two  letters 
dated  July  20  and  21,  respectively,  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcord,  as  follows: 

SupxEiCE  CotniT,  Tesbttobt  of  Hawau, 

Honolulu,  T.  H..  July  20.  1954. 
Senator  George  W.  BCalonk, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Deas  Senatoe:  Perhaps  you  wlU  be  Inter- 
ested In  the  enclosed  articles  I  wrote  for  the 
Honolulu  Advertiser  which  appeared  In  the 
July  15.  16.  17.  and  18  issues.  The  reaction 
has  been  very  favorable  according  to  the  oral 
comments  and  letters  I  have  received.  The 
editor  of  the  Advertiser  gives  me  a  similar 
report.  I  believe  If  the  p)eople  of  the  Terri- 
tory knew  something  about  the  advantages  of 
commonwealth  they  wotUd  overwhelmingly 
favor  the  same. 

Hawaii  appears  to  be  deep  In  the  red  and 
unemployment  Is  increasing  dally.  The  eco- 
nomic situation  looks  very  bad  Indeed. 

Governor  King  Is  back  In  Washington  mak- 
ing last  desperate  efforts  to  put  over  state- 
hood. I  hope  you  will  block  It  for  this  ses- 
sion. I  believe  that  by  another  year  if  we 
can  get  the  people  Informed  of  the  great 
advantages  of  commonwealth  they  wm  favor 
it  by  a  large  majority. 

With  kindest  personal  regards,  I  am. 
Yours  sincerely, 

Xncbam  m.  Staimback. 

Supeeme  CotJET,  TEEErroET  or  HaWux, 

Honolulu.  T.  H.,  July  21. 1954. 
Senator  Geoege  W.  Malonx. 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington.  D.  C 
Deae  Senatoe:  Supplementing  my  letter 
of  yesterday,  I  am  enclosing  clipping  from 
the  Honolulu  Advertiser  of  this  morning  with 
a  statement  made  by  Mr.  Harold  Rice  of  Maul 
in  which  I  thought  you  might  be  interested. 
Yours  sincerely. 

Ingbak  M.  Staikback. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  four  articles, 
dated  July  15,  16,  17,  and  18.  from  the 
Honolulu  Advertiser,  be  printed  at  this 
point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  articles 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcord, 
as  follows: 

(From  the  Honolulu  Advertiser  of  July  15, 
1054] 

A  Commonwealth  por  Hawah — Jtteist  Sats 
HAWAn  Should  Forcet  Statshood  akd 
Take  Commonwealth  Stattjb — and  Paoe- 

PnUTT 

(EnrroB's  Note. — The  foUowlng  was  written 
by  a  former  Democratic  governor  of  Hawaii, 
now  associate  Justice  of  the  Territorial  su- 
preme court.  It  Is  the  first  of  a  aeriea  of 
articles. ) 

(By   Ingram    M.    Stainback) 

Hawaii's  government  is  In  tbe  red  and  the 
Territory  Is  faced  with  Increasing  tmemploy- 
ment. 

If  Hawaii  would  forget  Its  seemingly  futlla 
agitation  for  statehood  and  accept  common- 
wealth status,  we  might  be  put  onto  the  path 
of  prosperity  very  quickly.  Puerto  Rleo  is 
showing  th«  way  and  we  in  HawaU  hav* 


If ' 
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i  Imttn  nataral  mOnaUgm  tlum  Puerto 
BIco. 

TiMra  la  nothing  of  Moond-^UsB  dtinn- 
Cblp  In  eommnn wealth  itatua,  quite  the 
etmtnrj.  We  would  lutTe  almost  ocmplete 
indapeiidenee,  would  govern  ouraelTes,  and 
m  would  have  tram  (las  mllUon  to  $185 
mimon  a  year  that  now  goes  Into  Federal 
taxes,  in  a  Uennlum  that  would  mean  tlutt 
the  government  here  would  have  $3.60  to 
^pend  for  every  dollar  It  now  iiMs.  We  would 
have  $4.50  If  we  kept  the  present  Ttarltorlal 
taxes.  That  would  abolish  the  red  Ink  In 
our  present  system. 

■ven  our  laTtoh  Territorial  government 
eould  hardly  spend  three  and  a  half  doUars 
where  It  now  spends  one.  And  we  could 
abolish  the  present  Territorial  tax  system, 
especially  that  upon  new  businesses  which 
would  be  expected  to  develop  in  a  thriving, 
seml-lndependent  commonwealth  In  the 
mld-FBclfle. 

I  realise  that  the  politicians  think  that  If 
they  yell  statehood  loud  enough  It  is  an  open 
WTne  to  political  office,  i  know  that  the 
statehoocfers  are  on  the  popular  side.  But 
let  us  look  at  this  statehood  question  real- 
Istleally.  Let  us  examine  for  a  moment  what 
would  happen  under  a  commonwealth  form 
of  government,  which  I  am  confident  could 
be  achieved  speedily  If  we  asked  for  it. 

What  is  a  commonwealth?  It  is  a  body  of 
people  constituting  a  State  or  poUtlcally  or- 
ganised community.  It  is  a  State.  The 
very  word  "commonwealth"  is  attached  offi- 
cially to  the  States  of  llassachusetts,  Penn- 
sylvania. Virginia,  and  Kentucky. 

Hawaii's  Commonwealth  would  be  a  State 
but  not  a  State  of  the  Union. 

We  wotad  send  no  United  States  Senators 
or  BepresentatlTes  to  tlie  Congress. 

But  all  Federal  taxes,  including  customs 
duties  collected  here,  would  be  remitted. 

We    would    constitute    a    self-governing 
State    fireely    associated   ,wlth    the    United 
States,  using  the  same  postal  system,  and 
our  courts  would  be  associated  with  those  of 
the  Federal  Government  as  our  State  courts 
are  at  present.     We  would  and  should  make 
our  normal  contribution  in  manliood  to  the 
armed  services.     We  would  remain  under  the 
protection  of  those  selfsame  Armed  Forces. 
The  line  status  of  a  commonwealth  would 
put  HawaU  into  practically  the  same  rela- 
tionship with  the  United  States  Government 
as  tbat  0*  Canada  or  Australia  to  England. 
With  our  hands  freed  we  could  iMroceed  to 
the  development  of  this  region  here  to  the 
extent  of  our  capabilities.    We  would  foster 
new   Indiistrles    and   continue    biilldlng   up 
tourism.     We   woiUd   do  this   as   ilrst-class 
citiaens  in  every  respect. 


August  12 


[From  the  Honolulu  Advertiser  of  July  16 
1964] 

WHT  STATXBOOD? ^FORUZE  GOVSRNOK  OF  Ha- 

WAn   Bats   CoifsioirwxALTR   Offexs   High 

loKALs  or  Httman  Dicnitt 

(KBTTOB's  NoTX.— In  this  article,  second  of 
a  series,  a  former  Governor  of  Hawaii  now 
associate  Justice  of  the  Territorial  supreme 
court,  continues  to  state  his  case  in  favor  of 
commonwealth  statiis  for  Hawaii.) 
(By  Ingram  M.  Stalnback) 

Any  consideration  of  what  Hawaii  might 
expect  as  a  semlautonomous  State,  or  Com- 
monwealth, freely  associated  with  the  United 
States,  has  to  be  in  the  light  of  developments 
In  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

There  the  United  SUtes  Congress,  fully 
recognising  the  principle  of  govehunent  by 
consent,  entered  into  a  compact  with  the 
people  of  Puerto  Rico  so  that  the  population 
might  organise  a  government  with  a  consti- 
tution of  their  own  adoption.  \ 

Little  Puerto  Rico  has  an  area  of  only 
8.423  square  miles,  about  one-half  that  of 
Hawaii.     But   the  population  In   1850   was 


more  than  3.210.000,  about  5  time*  that  of 
Hawaii. 

If  Hawaii  had  the  same  density  of  popu- 
lation as  Puerto  Rico,  we  would  have  more 
than  4  million  people  living  in  these  islands. 
We  do  not  expect  that,  but  Hawaii  Is  growing 
and  we  want  to  create  new  opportimltles 
for  the  new  crops  of  youth  as  they  come 
along.  At  present  no  very  concentrated  cam- 
paign Is  being  carried  out.  A  common- 
wealth tyjie  of  government  would  automati- 
cally open  the  way  for  new  opportunities  for 
our  reservoir  of  skilled  labor,  Just  as  It  did 
In  Puerto  Rico. 

There  a  miracle  of  sorts  has  been  achieved. 
The  government  by  Operation  Bootstrap 
has  raised  the  standard  of  living  until  It 
is  the  highest  in  the  Caribbean.  Admittedly 
It  is  not  as  high  as  that  of  America,  but  It 
still  is  being  raised.  In  the  process,  more 
than  250  new  factories  have  been  built  and 
at  least  60,000  new  Jobs  have  been  created. 
The  national  income  has  risen  one-third. 

The  situation  in  Puerto  Rico  was  so  bad  a 
few  years  ago  that  a  Senate  committ#e  called 
it  imsolvable  because  it  was  "a  scandal  of 
slums,  disease,  overpopulation,  and  poverty. 
Today  there  is  an  atmosphere  of  high  hope 
and  the  tax  moneys  formerly  drained  Into 
the  Federal  Treasury  now  are  utllbed  for 
the  benefit  of  Puerto  Rico. 

The  Puerto  Rlcan  Leglslatiu-e,  only  this 
year,  in  a  concurrent  resolution,  is  on  rec- 
ord as  declaring  that  the  people  of  Puerto 
Rico  "have  chosen  democratically  and  for 
themselves  to  be  a  free  people  voluntarily 
associated  with  the  United  States  and  have 
rejected,  as  the  legislative  assembly  in  their 
name  now  rejects,  any  proposal  for  separa- 
tion whatsoever." 

Another  interesting  commentary  on  the 
state  of  mind  which  welcomed  so  enthusi- 
astically commonwealth  status  Is  cotitalned 
in  another  paragraph  of  that  concurrent 
resolution.  It  declared  that  "the  Cotnmon- 
wealth  Is  neither  a  transitory  status  nor  a 
status  intermediate  between  Federal  state- 
hood and  absolute  Independence,  since  It  Is 
a  status  in  Itself  which  fulfills  the  highest 
ideals  of  human  dignity  and  which  is  dy- 
namic In  Its  potentialities  for  growth." 

And  the  legislature  rejected  outright  Pres- 
ident Eisenhower's  endorsement  of  more  * 
complete  or  even  absolute  indepeodence 
"Common  citizenship,  and  therefore  com- 
mon defense  of  and  common  loyalty  to  the 
concept  of  liberty,  are  the  essential  bases  of 
the  association  between  the  people  of  the 
United  States  and  the  people  of  Puerto  Rico  " 
the  resolution  went  on.  j 

Hawaii  could  have  similar  stattas.     | 
In  the   interest   of   progress   let   ui   cease 
to  follow  the  Ignis  fatuus  of  statehood  Into 
the  swamps  and  sloughs  of  depression. 


[From  the  Honolulu  Advertiser  of  July  17 
1954] 

PaosPEcre  TOB  Commonwealth— TEwirroBT 
OF  HAWAn  Judge  Says  Congress  n#  Mood 
To  Give  Hawah  Full  Right  to  Locai.  Self- 

GOVEXNMENT 

(EOTToa's  Not*.— This  Is  the  third  of  «  series 
of  articles  by  Hawaii's  former  Governor  now 
a  Supreme  Court  Associate  Justice,  llstine 
arguments  In  favor  of  Commonwealth  stotus 
for  Hawaii.) 

(By  Ingram  M.  Stalnback) 
In  two  articles  I  have  spoken  of  the  very 
great  advantages  of  a  Commonwealth  status 
^L  ^^^^*-  explaining  that  remission  of 
Federal  taxes  could  give  the  Territory  3>i 
times  as  much  income,  almost  Immediately 
With  those  advantages  so  striking,  one  may 
wonder  what  prospect  we  have  of  achlevlne 
Commonwealth  status  If  we  asked  for  It  I 
believe  the  prospects  are  very  good. 

Debate  in  the  Congress  over  Hawaiian  af- 
fairs has.  in  general,  demonstrated  that  the 
majority  of  Representatives  and  Senators 
are  keenly  conscious  of  their  own  re»pon- 


slbUlties  to  the  people  of  tl|ese  islands 
Their  deliberations  have  been  oonducted  in 
a  studious  atmosphere  but  with  a  keen  K-asn 
of  the  realities.  *      ^ 

Some  of  them.  Including  Senator  Ualoms 
of  Nevada,  and  Senator  Kastland,  of  Missis- 
sippi, in  Senate  debate  only  in  ICarch  of  this 
year,  went  Into  extreme  detail  concernine 
the  needs  of  HawaU,  whUe  opposing  state- 
hood for  Hawaii  on  the  old  but  soxmd 
grounds  of  noncontlgulty. 

They  showed  a  surprising  understanding 
of  the  Communist  grip  upon  th*  ILWU  and 
of  the  grip  of  the  ILWU  on  Hawaii. 

Opposition  of  some  clear-thinking  Sena- 
tors is  based  on  the  principle  that  statehood 
should  not  be  granted  to  noncontiguous 
areas.  Senator  Monsontt,  of  Oklahoma,  is 
one  who  presented  a  powerful  argument  on 
this  ground  In  a  speech  in  the  Senate  only 
last  March.  Others  In  the  Senate  have  ex- 
pressed fear  that  moving  Into  the  Pacific  or 
into  the  Atlantic  and  beyond  would  mean  the 
losing  slRht  of  America  as  a  homogeneous 
Nation  while  we  were  buUdlng  an  empire 
Empire  building  will  weaken  our  American 
system  of  government. 

Some  years  ago  a  New  England  Senator- 
Lodge,  I  believe— circulated  a  memorandum 
among  Senators,  pointing  out  that  creation 
of  a  state  In  the  mld-Paciflc.  such  as  Hawaii 
would  be  an  abandonment  of  the  principles' 
upon  which  this  Government  w«s  founded 

But  it  Is  not  a  question  of  statehood  or 
nothing.  We  do  not  have  to  stay  in  our 
present  situation;  neither  Is  statehood  nec- 
essary. We  can  have  all  our  freedom  and 
Independence  under  commonwealth  status 

Senator  Monronet,  proposing  to  restore' 
the  taxation  power  to  Hawaii,  said  that 
this  would  give  recognition  to  the  right  of 
representation  In  tax  matters.  "Instead  of 
being  a  sop,"  said  the  Senator.  "I  think  it  Is 
a  recognition  of  the  Importance  oT  common- 
wealth status  to  them  (Hawaii)  on  the  basis 
of  self-government." 

Another  quotation  from  this  speech  is  In 
order :  * 

»Jl^t  ^^"^'l^ofi^er  them  In  this  common- 
wealth plan  the  right  to  levy  and  collect  all 
their  own  taxes  and  to  determine  how  these 
tax  moneys  can  best  be  spent  to  develop  and 
■  Improve  their  areas. 

■■Because  of  their  strategic  location  (Ha- 
TurJ"^"^  ^'^'*^''  ^^^  Government  expendl- 
o^H  ,  V.V^^    amounts   for   military    bases 

and  for  military  personnel  will  undoubtedly 
cominue    to   be    large   for   the   toreseeable 

"It  would  seem  to  me  that  such  a  plan 
gi  anting  full  rights  of  local  eelf-goverm^ent 
full  use  Of  an  tax  resources  of  thiae  areas  to 
be  spent  by  their  own  local  governments: 
fun  protection  of  the  United  SUtes  both  in 
military  and  civilian  matters,  plus  free  trade 
InV.?^  ^"^'''  ""^"^  ^  ^^"«'-  and  more  ben- 
enintL^"^^''*'"  ^°''  ««'«h«'-e  areas  than  that 
enjoyed  by  any  possessions  of  aay  forelm 
country  the  world  over."  loreign 

I  think  It  should  be  noted  parenthetically 
l^nT\  th^t  the  granting  of  Common-* 
rtft  V  ^^"^  "^  *°  "^'^^^  '^ouid  be  no  bar  to 
change  '"'"  '"'""  "  conditions  sl^uS 

in  the  hearings  last  January. 


19  5  U 
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[Prom  the  Honolulu  Advertiser  of  July  18 

1954] 
Case   tor    Commonwealth— PoKMm    Gover- 

NOR  Visualizes  Finest.  Best  Pa*  ScHOor. 

System,  OrHER  Advantages 

1  Jt^^^^"""'  ^°"— This  is  the  fourth  and 
r^Lrr,./*  "  °^  ""*='*«  '"  '^^'^^b  a  former 
?°1V  '  .?°''  *  Territorial  supreme  court 
Justice,  outlines  his  arguments  In  favor  of  a 
Commonwealth  status  for  Hawaii.) 
(By  Ingram  M.  Stalnback) 

TrJ^on^fi'^l*^*  "^^^^  '^^  *  Commonwealth  of 
Hawaii  It  should  be  noted  that  such  stotus 


would  give  OS  »t  once  mora  rsvenua  ttam 
we  have  dreamed  of.  I  need  not  daaolha 
In  detaU  wha*  eould  ha  dona  with  8  or  4 
times  our  present  ravsnnea  in  tiM  way  of  int- 
proving  our  aehoola,  hospitala,  pubUe  build- 
Ing,  our  roada.  oar  parka,  and  racreatkm 
centera. 

But  1niig<"«  what  eould  be  dona  in  ths 
way  of  developing  with  mors  than  adequate 
fln«"«'<ny,  one  at  the  beat  school  systems  in 
the  wortd.  a  system  with  the  flnsst  and  the 
highest  paid  peraonnel.  to  be  found  any- 
where.   Tbat  Is  Just  one  at  the  possibilities. 

Let  us  explore  and  develop  the  water  re- 
sources of  the  Tarritory.  It  might  be  possi- 
ble to  convey  Molokal's  vrlndward  water  to 
make  fertile  its  near-desert  lands.  Kona 
would  be  rich.  Indeed,  if  we  develop  a  water 
source  there.  There  also  are  undeveloped 
water  possibilities  on  ICaul,  where  there  are 
Immense  water  supplies  on  tbe  windward 
side.  On  Kauai  vre  could  curb  the  Walmea 
River  with  dams  and  reservoirs  to  fivnish 
Irrigation  and  cheap  power. 

Consider,  too,  the  highway  system  that 
could  be  perfected,  both  for  our  own  needs 
and  to  open  scenic  routes  inaeoeasible  but 
beautiful  portions  of  these  islands  for  ths 
benefit  of  the  expanding  tourist  industry. 
On  Kauai  we  eouM  build  attractive  roads 
into  the  Napali  cliff  area.  On  Hawaii  we 
could  have  a  ao«>ic  drive  Into  remote  and 
romantic  Waiplo  Valley.  Molokai  offers  jxis- 
slblUtles.  Some  beautiful  areas  can  be 
reached  only  toy  diflhrult  trail  or  boat  at  pres- 
ent. 

Another  bit  of  coostruction  that  sxiggests 
itself  as  a  tourist  attraction  would  be  the 
completion  of  the  scenic  highway  to  the 
summit  of  Mauna  Loa.  together  with  the 
establishment  of  botanical  gardens  along  the 
route.  Tills  road,  called  the  Stalnliack 
Highway.  I  mention  with  due  modesty,  would 
extend  thrtNigh  a  system  of  plantings  rang- 
ing from  lush  tropical  growth  at  sea  level 
to  the  higher  elevations  that  favor  the  vari- 
ous plants  and  shrubs  of  the  temperate 
Bones.  We  already  have  tried  experiments 
in  growlnc  various  temperate  eons  plants  at 
Kulani  Camp.  The  results  were  promising, 
indeed,  as  far  as  we  went.  Unfortunately 
these  experiments  have  not  been  continued. 

These  are  only  a  few  suggestions  as  to  the 
many  ways  in  which  we  could  attain  added 
prosperity  through  Tmrltorlal  expenditures 
of  funds  made  available  l>eeauae  at  com- 
monwealth sUtus  at.  HawaU.  In  addition 
we  could  attract  numerous  new  Industries 
by  giving  them  exemption  from  taxation, 
as  la  done  in  Puerto  Rico. 

It  has  been  suggested  by  some  that  one 
of  the  reasons  for  the  attraction  of  new  in- 
dustry to  Puerto  Rico  is  the  low  wages  of 
labor.  Low  wagea.  however,  do  not  mean 
cheap  production.  Puerto  Rico  had  no  labor 
to  begin  with  except  agricultural  workers, 
many  ill -educated  or  illiterate,  subject  to 
disease  and  far  from  being  skilled  workers. 
Hawaii  In  contrast  bus  a  surplus  of  well- 
trained,  well-educated,  healthy,  and  compe- 
tent workers  whose  wages,  though  higher, 
would  be  cheaper  in  the  end  because  of  their 
high  productivity. 

Some  have  suggested  that  we  are  far  from 
markets  and  asseit  freight  rates  would  be  a 
bar  to  establishment  of  Izkdustry  in  Hawaii, 
This  might  be  a  tiar  to  heavy  industries  such 
as  steel,  but  should  be  no  handicap  to  the 
production  of  any  niimber  of  high-class  com- 
modities. Power  is  as  cheap  here,  too,  as  in 
many  States,  because  transportation  of  fuel 
oil  by  steamer  is  cheaper  than  by  rail. 

I  need  not  repeat  the  arguments  of  Senator 
MoNMONKT  and  others  on  the  essentially 
homogeneous  nature  of  the  United  States 
but  I  know  that  thoae  arguments  do  have  a 
powerful  appeal  to  many  broad-minded 
citizens  who  also  are  friends  of  HawaU.  In 
this  connection  it  should  be  remarked  that 
some  of  our  statehood  advocates  are  appeal- 
ing to  racial  prejudice  themselves  when  they 


L  thst  tt  tB  racially  prejudiced  aonthem- 
ars  vlM  are  keeping  Hawaii  from  statehood. 
Otovtooaly  Senator  Uauoosk.  at  Nevada,  a 
attaa^  advocate  at  the  eoBunonwealth  plan 
8ar  Hawaii.  Is  far  from  being  a  southerner, 
while  BuBSKLi.  LoNO,  an  ardent  advocate  ot 
statehood,  is  from  tlu  deep  Soutli.  Just 
Incidentally,  the  bill  to  provide  common- 
wealth status  for  Alaslca  was  introduced  by 
tlie  late  Senator  Butler  at  Nebraska. 

This  plan  has  not  received  support  in 
Hawaii  becauae  we  have  lacked  information 
an  the  subject.  Let  va  put  sslde  our  preju- 
dices and  preconceived  ideas  and  examme 
this  important  question  objectively  and  in- 
telligently. Clearly,  u  we  accomplish  half 
as  much  as  Puerto  Bloo  has  done  there  will 
be  no  unemployment  and  no  deficit  In  the 
Territorial  budget. 

I  trust  that  this  lirief  exposition  of  the 
benefits  of  a  commonwealth  for  HawaU  wlU 
encourage  others  to  speak  up  in  behalf 
of  a  system  of  government  that  offers  our 
people  prosperity  and  a  great  measure  of 
independence. 

Mr.  MALC»^.  Mr.  President,  I  aide 
unanimous  consent  that  the  article  ap- 
pearing in  the  Honolulu  Advertiser. 
July  21.  1954.  be  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  RcootD. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rccord, 
as  follows: 

Ricx  Backs  Staimback's  Hawau  Plak 

Judge  Ingram  M.  Statnback's  stand  In 
favor  of  commonwealth  status  for  HawaU 
has  attracted  an  extraordinary  amount  of 
attention.  Reaction  to  tbe  series  lyy  the 
former  Democratic  governor,  now  an  aaso- 
date  justice  of  the  Territorial  supreme  court, 
has  been  t»th  favorable  and  tuifavorable. 

Harold  W.  Rloe,  of  Maui,  said  yesterday 
that  "I  can  see  no  other  way  for  the  TerrittMT 
to  get  out  of  its  financial  morass  except  by 
relief  from  taxea.  If  that  has  to  come  by  the 
method  erf  n\aking  the  territory  a  common- 
wealth, so  be  It." 

Mr.  Rice,  a  rancher  and  leading  Democrat, 
onetime  territorial  Senator  and  vice  presi- 
dent of  the  19fi0  constitutional  convention, 
made  his  statement  in  WaUuku  during  a 
telephone  conversation  with  The  Advertiser. 

"There  are  some  technical  questions  in 
my  mind  that  would  need  answers  before  I 
could  make  a  statement  of  unqualified  sup- 
port for  a  eonunon wealth,"  he  continued. 
"How,  for  instance,  can  you  retain  Federal 
Government  services  without  paying  for 
them?" 

Whatever  the  emergency  unemployment 
committee  may  do  to  create  more  jobs  in 
HawaU  can  lie  only  a  stopgap  at  best,  he 
went  on.  "Where  do  we  go  after  that  money 
has  been  spent?  We  simply  have  to  have 
more  industries  In  HawaU  and  vre  must  go 
after  them  ourselves. 

"We  mtist  remember  the  situation  in  the 
Pacific  has  changed  a  great  deal  since  the 
1960  constitutional  convention."  Since  then. 
America's  Pacific  outpost  has  been  pushed 
westward  from  Pearl  Harbor,  he   observed. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  letter  of 
August  10,  1954.  to  Justice  Stalnback  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Recces. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbc- 
OBB,  as  follows: 

Uhtrd  Statss  Sknatx. 
OoMMTrrKK  ON  Interxok 

AND  InBTTLAB  AFFAIXS, 

Auffust  10.  19S4. 
Hon.  ImmAM  M.  Stainvack, 

Supreme  Court,  Territory  of  HawaU. 
Honolulti.  T.  H. 
Dbab  Jodob:  I  have  received  your  two  let- 
ters of  July  M  and  21.  and  appreciate  your 


interart  in  lida  ImporUnt  matter.  Ur  in- 
tention U  to  submit  the  arttdes  for  the  Cow- 
caxasuuf  Ai.  Baooeo.  since  I  believe  tlMt  aU 
Members  of  Congress  will  be  extremely  in> 
terested  In  your  point  of  view  since  you  have 
served  as  governor,  and  as  a  member  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  Terrltary  of  Hawaii. 

I  remember  well  my  vMt  with  you  la 
19*8.  when  I  was  on  my  way  to  the  South 
Pacific  servlBg  as  special  consultant  to  the 
Senate  IfUitary  AffairB  Committee  to  make 
a  confidential  Inveatigatlon  of  the  Padflo 
area,  which  included  a  report  not  only  on 
the  situation  in  Hawaii,  but  throughout  the 
South  Seas  and  as  far  as  our  mi'Jtary  activ- 
ities had  taken  us  at  that  time,  in  New 
Guinea  and  beyond,  where  we  had  jiHt  con- 
quered Buna  at  New  Guinea  and  were  still 
fighting  at  Lae.  It  was  my  privUsce  to  fly 
over  most  of  tbe  Pacific  area  In  this  Inveati- 
gatlon. 

You  will  remember  that  you  had  two  gov- 
ernors then.  Gen.  Robert  C.  Richardson.  Jr., 
was  the  military  governor,  and  Adm.  Chester 
Nimits  was  In  charge  ot  tbe  fleet,  technically 
under  Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur.  Admiral 
Nimitz  held  a  special  staff  meeting  for  ma 
there  and  briefed  me  on  tlie  whole  aituatlao 
before  I  left  for  the  Piji  Islands.  New  Caie- 
donla,  Australia,  and  New  Guinea. 

I  have  had  an  exceptional  opportunity  to 
know  your  problems  and  I  agree  with  you 
tbat  tbe  Territory  of  HawaU  ■b<wikl  start  by 
electing  her  own  governor,  adopting  a  con- 
stitution within  the  purview  of  tlie  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States,  approved  i>y 
Congress,  and  proceed  to  run  her  own  busi- 
ness in  the  same  general  category  tliat  Con- 
gress has  elected  to  place  Puerto  Rloo. 

In  1945  I  was  chosen  as  1  of  tht  6  Sen- 
ators to  visit  Puerto  Btoo.  They  were  then 
very  insistent  iqxm  statehood  and  after  a 
thorough  examination  we  recommended  to 
our  fuU  Interior  and  Tnaniar  Affairs  Com- 
mltee,  and  thence  to  Congress,  that  they  not 
be  given  statehood  but  that  they  be  set  up 
under  a  constitution  that  they  »-h»rwt«'"f« 
would  adopt  subject  to  i^iproval  by,  Oon- 
gTess,  to  elect  their  own  governor  and  pro- 
ceed to  run  their  own  busineas. 

Apparently  It  has  been  very  successftil  and 
very  satisfactory,  and,  if  it  meets  with  ap- 
proval of  the  people  of  Hawaii.  I  would  be 
very  ^ad  to  reintroduce  my  Senate  bill  2008 
in  January  19&5,  and  in  tbe  xneanUme  if 
yaui  people  have  any  specific  suggestkms 
for  improvement  in  the  bill,  I  will  be  very 
glad  to  receive  them. 

With  best  wishes,  I  am. 
Sincerely  yours, 

OXOBCX  W.  MaIjOMB, 

United  States  Senmtor. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  state- 
hood for  Puerto  Rico.  Hawaii,  and 
Alaska  has  been  proposed  for  many 
years.  Few  citizens  have  considered  the 
full  import  of  the  precedoit  of  admit- 
ting to  statehood  with  full  voting  privi- 
leges in  the  United  States  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  offshore 
noncontiguous  areas. 

Mr.  President.  I  was  1  of  5  Senators 
who  reported  on  Puerto  Rico's  applica- 
tio  for  statehood  in  1947  after  full  in- 
vestigation of  that  Territory.  Our  re- 
port was  adverse  for  statehood,  aixl 
favorable  to  a  self-governing  area  elect- 
ing its  governor  and  adopting  its  own 
constitution,  approved  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States. 

This  was  done,  and  Puerto  Ricans 
have  experienced  satisfaction  with  their 
own  self -government. 

The  position  has  long  been  maintained 
that  offshore  noncontiguous  areas  AoukL 
not  be  accepted  as  States,  with  Sena- 
tors and  Congressmen  in  the  Congress  ol 
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tbe  XTnited  States,  since  there  Is  no  op> 
portnnity  for  a  hinnogeneous  people; 
and  that  if  one  offshore  State  is  ac- 
cepted then  there  Is  no  stopping  place, 
and  the  Senate  and  the  Congress  could 
be  controlled  through  the  balance  of 
power  furnished  by  such  offshore  areas. 

I  intend  to  reintroduce  my  Senate  bill, 
8.  2003.  in  January  1955.  providing  for 
the  election  of  a  governor  and  for  the 
adoption  of  a  constitution,  approved  by 
the  Congress  kA  the  United  States,  by 
the  people  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii; 
and  I  hope  that  it  will  be  adopted  with- 
out undue  delay. 

The  CoNGBxssioNAL  Record,  volume  99, 
part  4.  page  5635,  contains  my  statement 
and  a  copy  of  my  bill,  S.  2003,  ah-eady 
described. 

The  late  Senator  Hugh  Butter,  the 
former  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  introduced 
a  similar  bill  for  the  Territory  of  Alaska. 
It  should  be  reintroduced  early  in  the 
84th  session  of  Congress. 


August  12 


tXaiCXL  IIATEEIALS — lOCA 

Mr.  President,  a  recent  dispatch  in  the 
Wall  Street  Journal  of  May  5,  1954,  is 
concrete  evidence  of  the  complete  lack 
of  perception  and  imderstanding  of  the 
continual  progress  through  laboratory 
research  and  experiments  and  through 
inventions,  by  the  so-called  experts  ad- 
vancing the  doctrine  that  we  are  a  "have 
not"  nation. 

The  report  of  the  Minerals,  Materials, 
and  Fuels  Economics  Subcommittee  of 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  submitted,  as  Senate  Report  1627, 
on  July  9,  1954,  said  of  mica  as  a  criti- 
cal material: 

Western  Hemisphere:  Self-sufflclency  can 
be  attained  through  expansion  of  reconsU- 
tuted  and  synthetic  expansion. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  dispatch  from  the  Wall 
Street  Journal  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  as  a. part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  dispatch 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

New   Jkrsxt   Pi«m   To   Produce   Synthetic 
PoaM  OF  Mica  To  Compktz  With  Foreign 

SUFFLT 

(By  Richard  P.  Cooke) 
New  Torx.— Mica,  a  strategic  material 
without  which  the  electrical  and  electronic 
Industries  would  find  It  hard  to  function,  is 
soon  to  be  {Mtxluced  synthetically  for  the 
first  time  on  a  commercial  scale. 

The  manufacturer  will  be  Mycalex  Corpora- 
tion of  America,  of  Clifton.  N.  J.,  which  has 
been  cooperating  for  several  years  with  five 
Oovemment  agencies— the  Bureau  of  Mines 
Bureau  of  Ships.  Office  of  Naval  Research,' 
National  Bureau  of  Standards,  and  the  Army 
Signal  Corps— on  a  pilot  operation.  By  the 
end  of  this  year  the  new  facility  should  be 
tiimlng  out  high-grade  mica,  a  super- 
InsuUtor  vital  to  the  manufacture  of  such 
products  as  vacuiim  tubes. 

Tbday  the  United  States  is  dependent  on 
India  for  most  of  Its  electrical  quality  mica. 
There's  a  considerable  output  in  Brazil  too 
but  this  mica  Isn't  of  as  high  quality  as  the 
Indian  product.  Much  low-grade  mica  Is 
produced  In  the  United  States  for  such  non- 
electrical uses  as  roofing  paint  and  chicken 
feed.  But  this  country  produces  only  about 
6  percent  of  the  high-quality  mica  used.  AU 
told,  man  than  10.000  tons  of  mica,  worth 
about  sac  million,  la  Imported  annually. 


Like  most  new  synthetics,  synthetic  mica 
Is  going  to  cost  more  at  first  than  aatural 
mica,  which  has  a  wide  price  range — tt-om  as 
little  as  3  cents  a  pound  for  the  low  grade 
used  In  paint  to  several  dollars  a  pound  for 
large  crystals.  Superlarge  crystals  command 
much  higher  prices,  but  most  grades  of  elec- 
trical mica  range  from  15  cents  to  $1  a  pound. 

Jerome  Taishoff,  president  of  Mycalex 
Corp.,  Is  confident  that  with  the  achievement 
of  substantial  volume  (nearly  200,000  pounds 
already  has  been  produced  at  the  pilot  plant 
at  the  Bureau  of  Mines  Eaectrotechnlcal  Lab- 
oratory at  Norrls,  Tenn.),  prices  will  come 
down  to  a  range  comparable  with  natural 
mica. 

STNTHETICS  BETTER 

Synthetic  mica  has  a  big  advantage  to 
start  with.  It  Is  chemically  pure  and  con- 
siderably more  efBclent  as  an  Insulator,  par- 
ticularly at  high  temperatures,  than  natural 
mica.  This  Is  ah  Important  quality,  since 
the  efficiency  of  many  types  of  electrical 
equipment.  Including  electric  motors,  triples 
when  the  operating  temperature  doubles. 
This  is  the  sort  of  thing  synthetic  mica  can 
do  best. 

So  far,  synthetic  mica  has  been  matle  only 
in  small  crystals.  The  Mycalex  technical 
staff  believes  that  in  1  or  2  years  the  problems 
of  making  larger  crystals  can  be  solved. 
Much  sharper  images  on  TV.  for  example,  can 
be  obtained  by  using  large  crystals  of  syn- 
thetic mica.  Sylvania  Electric  Products, 
Inc.,  Important  manufacturer  of  vacuum 
tubes.  Is  already  piu-chasing  most  of  the 
larger  synthetic  mica  crystals  (although 
these  are  quite  small)  being  made.  And 
Mycalex  Corp.  Is  cooperating  with  Rutgers 
University  In  further  improving  the  already 
high  qualities  of  synthetic  mica. 

Mr.  Taishoff  believes  it  wont  be  too  long 
before  synthetic  mica  plants  can  free  this 
country  from  dependence  on  India,  whose 
supply  of  the  material  might  be  shut  off  in 
case  of  war.  The  raw  materials  for  th«  syn- 
thetic product  are  readily  available  la  this 
country:  Magnesium,  silicon,  aluminum 
and  fiuorlne.  The  trick  is  to  melt  these  In- 
gredients together  electrically  and  then  cool 
them  slowly  under  perfect  control.  Evan  the 
slightest  vibration  will  be  harmful,      i 

GLASS-BONDED    MICA  I 

Although  the  big  crystals  are  needed  for 
TV  camera  tubes,  a  leading  form  of  mioa  in- 
sulation. Is  in  what  is  called  glass-bonded 
mica,  a  combination  of  high-quality  glass 
and  powdered  mica.  Mycalex  Corp.  is  owner 
of  the  registered  trade-mark  name  "Myca- 
lex" for  the  glass-bonded  product.  General 
Electric  Co.  and  Westinghouse  Electric  also 
make  glass-bonded  mica  with  the  names 
"Q-E  Mycalex"  and  "Insanol,"  respectively 
But  Mycalex  Corp.  considers  itself  the  Itader 
in  the  field. 

Glass-bonded  mica  has  a  big  range  of  Im- 
portant uses,  from  improving  the  safety  of 
airplanes  to  Improving  transmission  in  the 
growing  field  of  microwave. 

The  aircraft  application  highlights  the 
qualities  of  this  tough  material.  A  couple  of 
Boeing  Airplane  Co.  engineers.  Thomas  J 
Martin  and  Raymond  L.  Hauter,  after  3 
years'  research  found  that  glass-bonded  mica 
was  about  the  only  safe  material  to  use  in 
the  fuse  box  (called  a  "current  llmiter"  in 
technical  parlance)  in  an  airplane,  an  in- 
stallation similar  to  the  one  in  home  cellars 
Where  a  fuse  may  blow  if  there  Is  a  short  cir- 
cuit. Only  In  a  plane,  where  the  current  Is 
much  more  powerful  than  in  homes,  a  blown 
fuse  may  result  in  a  hot  arc  of  electrical 
flame,  causing  the  block  on  which  it  is 
mounted  to  catch  fire  or  to  become  a  con- 
ductor Instead  of  an  Insulator.  Mycalex  was 
the  material  used  by  the  Boeing  men  in  this 
test. 

i.„^  a  result  of  these  tests.  It  now  seems 
likely  that  Mycalex  will  replace  other  tf  pes 
Of  hisulation  In  key  spots  in  aircraft  wiere 


fires  could  result   through  short>-clrcultlng 
of  overheating. 

In  the  microwave  field,  the  company  soon 
will  offer  commercially  a  series  pf  "micro- 
strip"  components  using  a  tbin  isyer  of  sil- 
ver paste  on  a  Mycalex  backing  to  replace 
much  bulkier  apparatus  now  used  for  the 
directional  "teaming"  of  radio  waves.  The 
microstrlp,  developed  by  Federal  Telecom- 
munications Laboratories  of  International 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.,  must  be  baked  at 
high  heat  to  make  the  silver  paste  stick,  and 
glass-bonded  mica  has  been  found  able  to 
withstand  this  heat.  A  6-poimd  mlcrosUlp 
car.  replace  a  complex  machine-made  metal 
apparatus  weighing  32  pounds.  It}  has  been 
found  by  Mycalex  engineers. 
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ATOMIC  ENERGT  CTJIDED  MISSI 

Glass-bonded  mica  also  U  finding  Increas- 
ing uses  in  atomic  energy  installations. 
Wires  which  must  pass  through  nuclear  bar- 
riers (Insulating  walls  against  radtetion)  re- 
quire connectors  which  can  withstand  radi- 
ation which  would  destroy  certain  other 
types. 

Glass-bonded  mica  is  a  leading  material 
for  miniature  vacuum  tube  so^ets,  and 
although  Mycalex  generally  is  more  expen- 
sive than  competing  materials,  suctt  substan- 
tial volume  ha.s  been  attained  in  this  type 
of  product  that  Mycalex  prices  are  about  in 
line  with  those  of  the  sockets  made  from 
cheaper  ingredients. 

Still  another  important  application  of  the 
substance  is  in  telemetering,  which  means 
the  automatic  transmission  of  messages 
from  guided  missiles,  remote  stations  in  oil 
fields  or  flood  control  areas,  unattended  by 
human  operators.  In  this  type  of  Instal- 
lation, the  utmost  precaution  against  fires 
or  breakdown  due  to  overheating  must  be 
taken,  and  glass-bonded  material  lias  proved 
the  best,  Mycalex  engineers  claim. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  there  is 
no  question,  according  to  the  evidence 
before  the  Minerals,  Materials,  aaid  Fuels 
Economic  Subcommittee,  during  the  in- 
vestigation  under  Senate  Resolution  143. 
to  determine  the  accessibility  of  the  criti- 
cal materials  in  time  of  war,  for  our  ex- 
panding economy  and  for  our  security, 
that  the  Western  Hemisphere  is  the  only 
dependable  supply  of  such  materials 
m  the  event  of  world  war  III,  and  that 
it  can  be  made  self-sufficient  in  Its  pro- 
duction considering  substitutes  and  re- 
placements. 

The  noted  progress  in  the  case  of  syn- 
thetic mica  is  a  case  in  point. 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  the  floor. 


SOCIAL  SECURITY  AMENDMENTS  OP 
1954— AMENDMENT    i 
Mr.   JOHNSTON   of   South   Carolina 
submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R  9366) 
to  amend  the  Social  Security  Act  and 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  so  a$  to  ex- 
tend  coverage  under   the  old-age  and 
survivors    insurance    program.    Increase 
the  benefits  payable  thereunder,  preserve 
the  insurance  rights  of  disabled  individ- 
uals, and  increase  the  amount  of  earn- 
ings permitted  without  loss  of  benefits, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  or- 
ri^^fd^   lie   on   the   table   and   to   be 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  submitted  amend- 
ments intended  to  be  proposed  by  him 
to  House  bill  9366,  supra,  which  were  or- 
dered to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 
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EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  A 
COMMITTEE 

As  in  executive  aession. 
The  following  favorable  report  of  a 
nomination  was  submitted: 

By  BCr.  CKBlBCfK,  from  tbe  Oocmnlttee  on 
Post  Offlee  and  CtvU  Serrloe: 

E.  Oeorge  Sledle,  of  Pennaylranla,  to  be  an 
Assistant  Postmaster  General,  vice  John  C. 
Allen,  resigned. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

As  In  executive  session, 

The  PRBSroiNQ  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  messages  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
sundry  nominations,  which  were  referred 
to  the  appropriate  cooimlttees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see 
the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


RECESS 

Mr.  KlfOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  pur- 
suant to  the  prior  order  of  the  Senate. 
I  move  that  the  Senate  now  stand  in  re- 
cess until  10  o'clock  tomorrow  morning. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  10 
o'clock  and  2  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess,  the  recess  being,  under  the 
order  previously  entered,  until  Friday. 
August  13, 1954.  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  August  12  (legislative  day  of  Au- 
gust 5),  19&4: 

Dkpastikknt  or  the  Navt 

William  Birrell  Pranke.  of  New  TtM-k.  to 
be  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  tbe  Navy. 

PosncASTiss 

The  foUowlng-named  persons  to  be  post- 
masters: 


Prince  W.  Cofleld,  Bexar.  Ala..  In  place  of 
Pearce  Ooggans,  retired. 

John  T.  Knight.  Hayneville.  Ala..  In  place 
of  R.  R.  HalrsSon,  retired. 

ASKANSAS 

Louie  C.  Horn.  Searcy,  Ark.,  In  place  of  G. 
O.  YingUng.  retired. 

CALIFORNIA 

Charles  C.  Clark.  Pullerton,  Calif.,  In  place 
of  F.  D.  Lowrey,  removed. 

Emma  M.  Fernald,  Julian,  Calif.,  In  place  of 
E.  C.  McGowan,  rethed. 

CONNXCnCUT 

Edward  J.  Butner.  8r.,  Weatport,  Conn.,  in 
place  of  Edward  McEtwee.  deceased. 


of  C 


DELAWAKX 

Howard  W.  Dill,  Harrington,  Del., 
P.  Wilson,  retired. 


in  place 


^Thomas  Adamaon  3d,  Cedartown,  Oa.,  tn 
place  of  C.  R.  Brumby,  retired. 

njJNOts 

Ray  C.  Rogers.  Bonnie.  111.,  in  place  of  O.  X. 
Hlcka.  transferred. 

Vernon  W.  Dlx^key.  Marisaa,  lU.,  tn  place  of 
C.  G.  Sinn,  resigned. 

Earl  J.  Thompson,  OTWlon.  XU.,  in  place  of 
J.  L.  Anheuser,  resigned. 

Owen  W.  Moreil.  Shoboaier,  in..  In  place  at 
P.  E.  Donaldson,  retired. 

James  W.  Q-Brten.  Thayer,  m..  In  place  of 
Jennie  Puma,  retired. 


Pred  ▼.  Bayden.  Xowell.  Ind..  in  pdaee  of 
H.  A.  Loyoe.  transterred. 

Lloyd  D.  Spann.  Madlaon,  Xnd..  In  plaoe  at 
Stella  CtaDD,  retired. 

Joaeph  8.  Dean.  Napoleon.  Ind.,  in  place  of 
I.  A.  Behlmer,  retired. 

Robert  Craig  Dillon.  New  Augusta,  inA  ,  in 
place  of  B.  A  Shaw,  removed. 

IOWA 

Ray  L.  Haefner,  Arthto-,  Iowa,  In  place  of 
A  C.  WatU,  retired. 

KAnraAS 

Wayne  E.  Richards.  Arkansas  City,  Kans.. 
in  place  of  C.  T.  Hills.  'V'«-Mieed- 

KXITTTrCKT 

Paul  D.  Powler,  Saint  Uary.  Ky.,  in  place  of 
W.  R.  Logsdon.  retired. 

LOUiaiANA 

Leo  8.  Behrens,  MadlaonrHle,  La.,  in  placf 
of  J.  H.  Scheppf.  retired.  * 

MAurx 

Leo  T.  SpAln.  Houlton.  Ifalne.  In  place  of 
M.  E.  Peabody.  reth-ed. 

MAKTLAKD 

James  W.  Scott.  La  PUta,  Ifd..  in  place  of 
B.  H.  Bamea.  deceased. 

MICHIGAir 

Calvin  C.  Oke.  Richmond,  Mich.,  in  place 
of  J.  W.  Winkel,  retired. 

Almon  Schoch,  Romeo,  liClch.,  in  place  of 
J.  L.  Lucaa.  retired. 

Harold  J.  Hawkins,  Wayland,  Mich.,  In  place 
of  M.  R.  Ehle.  removed. 

kOMKCSOTA 

Erllng  M.  Wollan.  Olenwood,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  C.  C.  O'Donnel,  resigned. 

MISSISSIPPI 

John  H.  Magee,  Magee,  Miss.,  in  place  of  J. 
B.  Vinson,  retired. 

Virginia  M.  Hatcher.  Scott.  Miss.,  In  place 
of  K.  B.  Comegys,  retired. 

Keith  D.  Davis,  Terry,  Miss.,  In  place  at 
A.  V.  Pleck,  retired. 

MISSOUU 

Allen  B.  Cooper,  Charleston.  Mo.,  In  place 
of  T.  W.  Gwaltney,  retired. 

Cyzenlus  J.  Jonea,  Joneaburg,  Mo.,  in  place 
of  J.  B.  Dlggs,  resigned. 

MOHTANA 

Olga  Strand.  Reserve,  Mont.,  In  place  of 
E.  K.  RUey.  retired. 

Alma  K  Plscher,  Somen,  Mont.,  In  place 
of  Ralph  Drew,  deceased. 

NTW  BAMPSHXaS 

Jessie  a.  Thompaon,  Moultonboro,  N.  H.. 
In  place  of  B.  E.  Goodwin,  retired. 

John  W.  Crawford,  Tllton.  N.  H.,  in  place 
of  P.  M.  Boynton,  retired. 

NKW    JEHSET 

Harry  C.  Lake,  Hampton.  N.  J.,  in  place  of 
K.  A.  Butler,  retired. 

Agnsa  V.  Huenke.  Thorofare.  M.  J.,  in  place 
of  M.  K  Lyster,  retired. 

John  Dawscm,  Trenton.  N.  J.,  in  place  of 
J.  L.  Malley.  deceased. 

WKW  mnco 
Hugh  P.  Cooper.  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  in 
pflace  of  J.  A  Werner,  removed. 

tncw  Tuaa. 

Peter  HlUen.  Jr..  AmltyvUle,  H.  T.,  In  place 
of  T.  I«.  Wardle.  deceased. 

Howard  W.  Wheeler,  Klnderhook,  H.  T., 
ia  place  c(  C.  M.  Magee,  retired. 

Louis  B.  Cartwrlght,  Rochester.  N.  T..  in 
place  of  D.  A  Dalley,  resigned. 

Donald  M.  Ty>bey,  Victor,  R.  T.,  in  place 
oC  P.  B.  Mead,  retired. 


Lyle  B.  Oook.  Borne,  K. 
J.  E.  Brown,  Jr..  removed. 

Numa  D.  Redmon.   Jr..  Leaksrme, 
in  place  of  W.  W.  Hampton,  retired. 


la  place  of 


John  B.  WUliaaia.  Barney.  M.  Xlak^  in 
of  R.  A.  Halvorson,  resigned. 

OHIO 

Smith  B.  Applegarth.  Barton,  nilo.  in 
place  of  M.  I.  Tbnko,  resigned. 

Lewis  J.  Dye,  Berghol*,  ^ilo,  la  place  of 
M.  N.  Marrow,  retired. 

Homer  H.  Goltsene,  Defiance.  Ohio,  la  plaoa 
erf  E.  L.  Partee.  "  ' 


OKL,AH<»CA 

Carson  Scott,  Okmulgee,  Okla.,  la  place  at 
H.  B.  Torbett,  removed. 

Joseph  T.  Ooorta.  Qolntaa,  dda,  ia  p^a<?e 
or  P.  R.  Hendrlckson.  retirsd. 


Mary  J.  Rngg,  PUot  Bock.  Oreg..  In  plaoa 
of  P.  L.  Hartmen,  retired. 

Lola  N.  Steagall.  Seneca.  On^.,  in  place  of 
B.  I.  Denson,  resigned. 

Nellie  A  Bembry,  Sisters,  Oreg.,  In  place 
of  S.  J.  May.  resigned. 

pzinran.VAXiA 

Harry  H.  Blrney,  Athens,  Pa.,  In  place  of 
8.  J.  Money,  retired. 

Americo  P.  Campagna.  Lilly.  Pa..  In  place 
of  A  B.  Kearney,  deceased. 

Robert  Howard  McParland.  Jr..  Oaks.  Pa.. 
place  of  L.  L  Brower,  retired. 

SOtTTH  CAEOLIKa 

Clara  C.  Drake,  Blenheim,  S.  C„  la  place 
of  J.  B.  Ayers,  removed. 

BOXTTR  BAKOra 

Percy  C.  Helnzen,  Ptederick,  8.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  A.  H.  Hoffman,  tranaferred. 

Ranald  A.  Bishop,  Hurley,  8.  Dak..  In  place 
of  8.  P.  Hutchinson,  resigned. 

TXNKXaSKK 

William  T.  Starbuck.  Hobenwald.  T^na.. 
in  place  of  J.  H.  Warf,  removed. 

TEXAS 

Charles  A.  Joplln,  Littlefleld.  Tex.,  la  place 
of  W.  D.  T.  Storey,  retired. 

Evelyn  Neale  Walker,  Robstown.  Texas,  ia 
place  of  B.  B.  Harney,  realgned. 

VXXMONT 

Prancis  A.  Bolles,  Bellows  Palls.  Vt.,  In 
place  of  T.  J.  Fitzgerald,  retired. 

WASRXNCTtMr 

Joaeph  S.  Shannon,  Dash  Point,  Wash.,  in 
place  of  C.  P.  Steele,  resigned. 

Dean  M.  Coillaa,  Port  Orchard,  Waah.,  In 
place  of  R.  J.  Caretti,  resl^ied. 

wasT  vnunNXA 

Adrian  PTay  LUly,  Beckley.  W.  Va,.ln  place 
of  J.  T.  HoUandsworth,  Jr..  retired. 

Obie  H.  Young.  Dunbar.  W.  Va..  in  place 
of  P.  C.  Ellis,  retired. 

Prank  J.  AUlff.  Port  Gay,  W.  Va..  in  place 
of  V.  D.  Sorensen.  resigned. 

Leland  8.  Grlfflth,  Jr.,  Hurricane,  W.  Va,, 
in  place  of  O.  C.  Sowards.  retired. 

Harry  O.  Rogers,  Keyaer.  W.  Va..  la  place 
of  T.  F.  Ward,  deceased. 

Victoria  B.  Llndamood.  Omar,  W.  Va,  ia 
place  at  P.  D.  Young,  removed. 

wiscunsuf 

Arnold  L.  Peters.  Marinette,  Wis.,  In  place 
of  W.  F.  Coffey,  resigned. 

I.awrence  T.  Hoyt,  Boaendale,  Wis..  In 
place  of  A.  O.  Randall,  deceased. 

Maurice  W.  8chaefer,  Sauk  City,  Wis.,  In 
place  of  A.  K.  Von  Wald,  retired. 

Irene  Peterson.  Wilson.  Wis..  In  place  of 
L.  J.  Mulvaney,  deceased. 

Albert  O.  Olson.  Woodvllle,  Wis.,  la  place 
of  J.  G.  Behm,  retired. 
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must  OF  REntESENTAnVES 

Thursday,  August  12, 1954 

Tbe  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  ChM>lain.  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp. 
ZX  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Qod  of  all  grace,  whose  blessings  can- 
not be  numbered  and  whose  treasury  of 
goodness  to  inexhaustible,  lift  us  now  to 
the  lofty  spiritual  heights,  whence 
Cometh  our  wisdom  and  strength  for 
each  new  day. 

Grant  that  we  may  never  place  our 
supreme  confidence  In  human  inge- 
nuity, but  In  the  God  of  all  wisdom  and 
blessedness. 

May  our  vision  of  the  coming  of  the 
kingdom  of  righteousness  never  fade. 
Inspire  us  to  carry  on  with  humility  and 
courage,  trusting  in  Thy  faithfulness. 

Hear  us  in  Christ's  name.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Ast,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment bills,  joint  resolutions,  and  a  con- 
current resolution  of  the  House  of  the 
following  titles: 

H.R.e60.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Oeorse 
D.  Kymlnas; 

H.  R.  787.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Israel 
Ratsprecber  and  Maryse  Ratsprecher; 

H.  R.  803.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chrlsta- 
kls  Uodlnos: 

H.  R.  804.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Enrlch- 
etta  r.  C.  ICeda-Novara; 

H.R.  818.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Kmma  Martha  Staack; 

H.  R.  868.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Cirlaco 
Catlno; 

H.  R.  905.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Fran- 
dfsek  Wolcsek; 

H.  R.  960.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Panoula 
Panagopoulos; 

H.  R.  970.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Ek»nomo8; 

H.R.  977.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Almee  Dutour  Roviar; 

H.  R.  1171.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Wal-Jan  Low  Fong; 

H.  R.  1824.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Geor- 
glna  Chlnn; 

H.  R,  1483.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Dona 
Bissabeth  Carrier; 

H.  R.  1648.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
Meustadt  and  Mrs.  Emma  Neustadt; 

H.  R.  1897.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bfrs. 
Katharlna  Batke; 

H.  R.  1843.  An  act  to  increase  the  retired 
pay  of  certain  members  of  the  f  c»-mer  Llght- 
house  Service; 

H.R.  1897.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs 
Betty  ■.  LeMay: 

H.  R.  1974.  An  act  to  amend  the  third 
paragraph  of  section  4.  chapter  l.  title  I 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  making  further 
provlalon  for  a  clvU  government  for  Alaska 
and  for  other  purpoees."  approved  Jime  e' 
1900  (31  Stat.  322;  48  U.  S.  C.  sec.  101)  a^ 
amended; 

H.  R.  2081.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ivo  Mar- 
kulln; 

H.  R.  2368.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Vah- 
ram  Uluhoglan; 

H.  R.  3358.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
velch,  also  known  as  Gulseppe  Velc- 

AbUU  ■  *'^*"  ^  *^*  '°'  "*®  ""*^  °'  °** 

T  i?^!*"^**-  ^^  "*=*  '°''  **^*  ""ef  ot  Sisters 
Linda  Salerno.  Lulgiana  C.  Cairo.  Antonletta 


Implerl.  Anna  Implerl,  Roslna  Scarlato, 
lolanda  Gagllanone,  Maria  Assunta  Scara- 
muzzo,  Pranceschlna  Cauterucci.  and  Pllo- 
mena  Luplnaccl; 

H.  R.  2793.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mlyoko 
Nagare; 

H.  R.  2843.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  investigate  and  report 
to  the  Congress  on  the  conservation,  develop- 
ment, and  utilization  of  the  irrigation  and 
reclamation  resources  of  the  Walmanalo. 
Oahu;  Waimea,  Island  of  Hawaii;  and  Molo- 
kal  projects.  Territory  of  Hawaii; 

H.R.  2874.  An  act  to  confer  Juriadlctlon 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Mary 
K.  Reynolds,  as  successor  in  interest  to  the 
Colonial  Realty  Co.; 

H.  R.  2879.  An  act  to  stay  deportation  pro- 
ceedings on  Juan  Onatlvia; 

H.  R.  2901.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tokulco 
Kobayafhl.  and  her  minor  son; 

H.  R.  3116.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Oimitra 
Makhavitzki; 

H.  R.  3125.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alexan- 
der Hahn  and  Suzanne  Hahn; 

H.  R.  3144.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Blias  Y 
Richa; 

H.  R.  3238.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Danica 
Maria  Vavrova; 

H.  R.  3344.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Oarmen 
Salvador  and  her  daughter.  Ruby  Salvador: 

H.  R.  3419.  An  act  to  authorize  a  »50  per 
capita  payment  to  members  of  the  Red  Lalce 
Band  of  Chippewa  Indians  from  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  timber  and  lumber  on  the 
Red  Lake  Reseryation; 

H.R.  3444.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tokl 
Taeko; 

H.  R.  3616.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nico- 
letta  Dl  Donato; 

H.  R.  3677.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Paolina  (Angela  Dl  Franco); 

H.R.  3759.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Babette 
Mueller  Esposito; 

H  R.  3855.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Agrlpplna  (Agrippina  Palermo),  Sister  Bat- 
tlstlna  (Pranceschlna  Serpa) ,  Sister  Romana 

i^^  ^.J"^**^***  Morelli),  Sister  Frftnces- 
chlna  (Maria  Caruso),  and  Sister  Bruna 
(Oluseppina  De  Caro); 

Tpui^,M°®^-,^°  ''"^  ^"^  *^^  «"«'  o'  Mlra 
Telllnl  Napoleone; 

H.  R.  4213.  An  act  to  authorize  works  for 
development  and  furnishing  of  water  sup- 
plies for  waterfowl  management.  Central 
Valley  project,  California,  and  for  othe»  pur- 

H.R.  4371.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  June 
Ann  Sakurai; 

Joseph  John  Ratti; 

H.  R.  4721.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  ex- 
cess-land  provisions  of  the  Federal  reclama- 
tion laws  shall  not  apply  to  lands  in  the 
Owl  Creek  unit  of  the  Missouri  Basin  project- 

ToshSka    °'  "^^  ^^^  ^°'"  *^^  ""^^  °^  ^^"""^ 
H.  R  4881    An  act  to  amend  the  Canal  Zone 
Code  In  reference  to  the  survival  of  things 
m  action;  ° 

Un'£bun^'  ■*"  **^*  ^'"'  *^^  ""*'  °^  ^^"- 

Prko^ch^^*"  ^^  **^  ^°'  *^®  '*"®'  °^  ^^"^ 

n-Stt^.f^'^f;  ^w**"*  '°'"  **"*  ""^f  °^  Carmen 
D  Ottavlo,  also  known  as  Cameron  D'OttBvio- 

N^io^poui'i  "^  '"^  '°'  *^'  ""^'  °'  ^''P^^* 

H  R.5443.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eva 
Xiowinger; 

H.  R  5639.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Idel- 
traut  Kamberg  Douglass; 

H.  R.  5822.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bvan- 
thla  Demetrlos  Makrozonari; 

H_R.5832    An  act  to  authorize  the  com- 

T^llVu  .  P"*!!*"  '*°^  °'  t^«  Territory 
of  Hawaii  to  sell  public  lands  to  certain 
lessees,  permittees,  and  others-  "-^^^^^ 

UgoSnSJ;  "^  ^''  '°'  ''''  "^^^^  °'  ^'"^^o 
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H.  R.  5997.  An  act  to  enable  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  authorize 
the  issuance  of  general  obligaQlon  bonds 
the  proceeds  thereof  to  be  used  f«r  veterans' 
mortgages; 

H.  R.  6113.  An  act  to  amend  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code,  so  as  to  Increase  the  pen- 
alties applicable  to  the  smuggllr^  of  goods 
into  the  United  States; 

H.  R.  6127.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  create  a  Board  for  the 
Condemnation  of  Insanitary  Buildings  In  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," approved  May  1,  1906,  aa  amended, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  6253.  An  act  to  amend  Fublic  Law 
410,  78th  Congress,  with  regard  t»  compen- 
sation for  overtime,  Sunday,  ai>d  holiday 
work  of  employees  of  the  United  States  Pub- 
lic Health  Service,  Foreign  Quanmtlne  Di- 
vision; 

H  R  6367.  An  act  for  the  relletf  of  Nobu 
Nopawa  Nltta; 

H.  R.  6393.  An  act  granting  the  consent 
and  approval  of  Congress  to  an  Interstate 
forest  fire  protection  compact; 

H  R  6414.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bar- 
bara Pator  Allen; 

H  R.  6885.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of 
Joint  Resolution  12  enacted  by  the  26th 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  In  the 
regular  session  of  1949  and  approted  by  the 
81st  Congress  of  tlie  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica at  the  second  session  (Publio  Law  746 
ch.833); 

H  R  6886.  An  act  to  ratify  and  confirm 
sections  5  and  6  of  Act  254  and  Act  280  of  the 
Session  Laws  of  Hawaii,  1953.  and  to  author- 
ize the  Issuance  of  certain  public  improve- 
ment bonds  by  the  Territory  of  Hawaii; 

H.  R  6955  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mar- 
gers  Nulle-Slecenieks; 

H  R  6987.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gene  C. 
Szutu  and  Florence  C.  Szutu; 

H  R  7051.  An  act  for  the  relle|  of  Mary 
George   Solomon; 

H  R.  7088.  An  act  for  the  relief  otf  Antonio 
Cazzato; 

H  R.  7138.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rosa 
Marie  Adelheld  Herok; 

H.  R.  7251.  An  act  to  authorize  tftie  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  transfer  to  Vernon  F. 
Parry,  the  right,  title,  and  interett  of  the 
United  States,  In  foreign  countries,  in  and  to 
a  certain  invention; 

H.  R.  7398.  An  act  to  repeal  the  require- 
ment of  section  3921  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
that  postmasters  report  to  the  Postmaster 
General  failure  to  cancel  postage  stamps; 

H.  R.  7399    An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  cf 
postage-due  stamps  for  philatelic  purposes; 
H.R.  7451.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Erika 
Jette  Lavery; 

H.  R.  7460.  An  act  to  pay  Warren  p.  Hoover 
for  services  rendered  the  Army  of  the  United 
States: 

H.  R.  7486.  An  act  to  amend  section  1071 
of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  relating  to  the 
concealing  of  persons  from  arrest,  so  as  to 
increase  the  penalties  therein  provided; 

H.  R.  7494.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eliza- 
beth Porster  Austin; 

H.  R.  7508.  An  act'  for  the  relief  of  James 
IJore.  Jr.; 

s"i\^2^^'^    ^^  ^'^^  ^°  enable  the  Legislature 
of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  authorize  the 

oirL^^f.  """""^y   °'  Honolulu,  a    municipal 
corporation,    to    issue    public    Improvement 

^f  ^v,^  Z^^°    ^^  "*^*  *°  enable  the  Legislature 

cltv  ^'n?"""""^  °'  "^^^"  ^  authorize  the 
city  and   county   of   Honolulu,   a   miuniclpal 

bon^'dT^^"-    ""    '''"'    public  •  imp^vement 

thf '^.rlf  ?    ^"  i""^  ^  authorize  and  direct 

ilto^  T  ^^"  ®°*'''  °'  Hawaii  ta  convey 

tf[i  1"/^".'*  ^"^  *°  "-^^'^y  ^^^  confirm  cer! 
tain  acts  of  said  Farm  Loan  Board; 

nf  «  ,  ^\^^\^^  *«^^  ^  authorize  the  removal 
of  a  restrictive  covenant  on  land  rmtent 
numbered  9628.  issued  to  the  Wd  ^xZ 
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Hawaiian  Kvangelical  AssocUtlon  on  Janu- 
ary 18.  1929.  and  covering  lota  6  and  8  of 
Waimea  town  lots,  situated  In  the  county  of 
Kauai,  T.  H.; 

H.  R.  7584.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Angela 
Marie  Boyer  ( nee  Plenlazeck ) ; 

H.  R.  7593.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thereela 
Probst  Uhl; 

H.  R.  7606.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Michael 
Henry  LaFleur; 

H.  R.  7612.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Enrico 
Intravala; 

H.  R.  7628.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Adriana  M.  Truyers  Aretz; 

H.  R.  7629.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Ruth  Grtischka  Krug; 

H.  R.  7635.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marttl 
Ilmarl  Tlmonen,  Maj-Lls  Tlmonen,  and  Mar  J  a 
Timonen; 

H.  R.  7807.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Heinz 
Gerhard  Rolappe; 

H.  R.  7924.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gluseppl 
dementi; 

H.  R.  7925.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Dina  Mianulll  (nee  Kratzer); 

H.  R.  7945.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bart 
Blaak    (formerly  Johannes  J.   M.   Gljsbers); 

H.  R.  7987.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Roger 
Feghali; 

H.  R.  8008.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  Issue  patents  for  cer- 
tain lands  in  Wisconsin  lx>rdering  upon  In- 
land lakes  or  rivers; 

H.  R.  8034.  An  act  for  the  Incorporation  of 
the  Sons  of  Union  Veterans  of  the  Civil  War; 

H.  R.  8068.  An  act  lor  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Gertrud  Eckerl  Strickland; 

H.R.  8115.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Tan- 
nous  Estephan; 

H  R.  8148.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Palmlna 
SmarrelU  (nee  Lattamslo); 

H.  R.  8180.  An  act  to  Increase  the  amount 
of  Federal  aid  to  State  or  Territorial  homes 
for  the  support  of  disabled  soldiers,  sailors, 
and  airmen  of  the  United  States; 

H.  R.  8334.  An  act  fcH-  the  relief  of  Helmut 
Cermak  and  Hana  Cermak; 

H.  R.  8365.  An  act  to  confirm  the  author- 
ity of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  Issue 
patents  In  fee  to  allotments  of  lands  of  the 
Mission  Indians  in  the  State  of  California 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  trust  period 
specified  In  the  act  of  January  12,  1891,  as 
amended; 

H.  R.  8384.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct.  o[>erate, 
and  maintain  the  Talent  division  of  the 
Rogue  River  Basin  reclamation  project, 
Oregon; 

H.  R.  8385.  An  act  to  amend  section  2383 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  In  order  to  make 
the  size  of  town  lots  conform  In  size  to  local 
standards; 

H.R.  8520.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  In- 
clusion of  the  Alnsworth,  Lavaca  Flats, 
Mirage  Flats  Extension,  and  O'Neill  Irrigation 
developments  In  the  Missoiu-1  River  Basin 
project; 

H  R.  8634.  An  act  to  amend  section  22  of 
the  Organic  Act  of  Guam; 

H.  R.  8658.  An  act  to  amend  title  18. 
United  States  Code,  to  provide  for  the  pun- 
ishment of  persons  who  Jump  bail; 

H.  R.  8736.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Issu- 
ance of  a  land  patent  to  certain  public  lands, 
situate  In  the  county  of  Kauai,  T.  H.,  for 
school  purposes; 

H.R.  8821.  An  act  to  authorize  the  ex- 
change of  lands  acquired  by  the  United 
States  for  the  Catoctln  recreational  demon- 
stration area,  Frederick  County,  Md.,  for  the 
purpose  of  consolidating  Federal  holdings 
therein; 

H.  R.  8897.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  transfer  40 
acres  of  land  in  the  Northern  Cheyenne  In- 
dian Reservation,  Mont.,  to  school  district 
No.  6,  of  Rosebud  County.  Mont.; 

H.R.  8921.  An  act  to  establish  the  rate 
of  compensation  for  the  position  of  the  Gen- 


eral Oounael  of  th«  Department  of  Com- 
merce; 

H.  R.  9104.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  owned  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  near  Vlcksburg.  Miss.,  to 
Vlcksburg,  Miss.; 

H.R. 9330.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mari- 
anne Geymeler; 

H.R. 9390.  An  act  to  extend  certain  clvll- 
lan-lnternee  and  prisoner-of-war  benefits 
under  the  War  CTalms  Act  of  1948,  as  amend- 
ed, to  civilian  Internees  and  American  pris- 
oners of  war  captured  and  held  during  the 
hostilities  In  Korea; 

H.  R.  9582.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  dis- 
position of  surplus  personal  property  to  the 
Territorial  Government  of  Alaska; 

H.  R.  9584.  An  act  to  protect  the  rights  of 
vessels  of  the  United  States  on  the  high  seas 
and  In  territorial  waters  of  foreign  countries; 

H.  R.  9630.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  execute  an  amenda- 
tory contract  with  the  Black  Canyon  Irri- 
gation District,  Idaho,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  9671.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Liang 
Nun  Wang  and  his  wife  and  child,  Fa-chl 
Ling  Wang  and  ETileen  Wang; 

H.R.  9814.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alfio 
Caplzzi: 

H.R.  9321.  An  act  to  amend  titles  18  and 
28  of   the   United   States   Code; 

H.  R.  9882.  An  act  to  Incorporate  the 
Foundation  of  the  Federal  Bar  Association; 

H.  R.  9888.  An  act  to  amend  the  laws  grant- 
ing education  and  training  benefite  to  certain 
veterans  to  extend  the  period  during  which 
such  benefits  may  be  offered: 

H.  R.  9889.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  execute  an  amenda- 
tory contract  with  American  Falls  Reservoir 
District  No.  2,  Idaho,  and  for  other  piu-poses; 

H.  R.  9996.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Susan 
Ellen  Helney; 

H.  J.  Res.  356.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  erection  of  a  memorial  gift  from  the 
people  of  tbe  Netherlands; 

H.  J.  Res.  359.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  period  from  October  11  to  October  16,  In- 
clusive. 1954.  as  National  Nurse  Week; 

H.  J.  Res.  560.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  promulgate  special  regulations  for  the 
period  of  the  American  Legion  National  Con- 
vention of  1954,  to  authorize  the  granting  of 
certain  permits  to  tbe  American  Legion  1954 
Convention  Corporation  on  the  occasion  of 
such  convention,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  J.  Res.  561.  Joint  resolution  to  author- 
ize the  quartering  In  public  buildings  In  the 
District  of  Columbia  of  troops  participating 
In  activities  related  to  the  American  Legion 
National  Convention  of  1954;  and 

H.  Con.  Res.  254.  Concurrent  resolution,  fa- 
voring the  granting  of  the  status  of  perma- 
nent residence  to  certain  aliens. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed,  with  amendments 
in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  bills  and  concurrent  resolu- 
tions of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  270.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
trol and  extinguishment  of  outcrop  and  un- 
derground fires  In  coal  formations,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  1514.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clint 
Lewis; 

H.  R.  1797.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  to  the  State  of  Okla- 
homa for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  Eastern 
Oklahoma  Agricultural  and  Mechanical  Col- 
lege at  Wllburton,  Okla.,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  1912.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Haylk 
(Jlralr)  Vartlyan,  Annemarle  Vartlyan,  and 
Susanig  Armenuhl  Vartlyan; 

H.  R.  3(X)9.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  In  Alaska  to  the  Nlniichik  Hos- 
pital Association,  of   Nlnllchlk,  Alaska,  for 


the  UM  as  a  hospital  site  and  related  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  2010.  An  act  to  authorlae  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Aian^a  Bran- 
gellzatlon  Society,  of  Levelock.  Alaska,  for 
missionary  purposes; 

H.  R.  2012.  An  act  to  authorlae  the  sale  of 
certain  public  lands  In  Alaska  to  the  Alaska 
CouncU  of  Boy  Scouts  of  America  for  a  *^«"ip 
site  and  other  public  purposes; 

H.R.  2014.  An  act  to  authorise  the  lato 
of  certain  public  land  In  Alaska  to  the  Com- 
munity Club  of  Chuglak.  Alaska; 

H.  R.  2015.  An  act  to  authorlae  tbe  sale  of 
certain  land  In  Alaska  to  Lloyd  H.  Turner,  of 
Wards  Cove,  Alaska; 

H.  R.  2024.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
L.  Pe3rton; 

H.  R.  2163.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  LiUlaa 
Schlossberg; 

H.  R.  2263.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Post- 
master General  to  readjust  the  compensation 
of  holders  of  contracts  for  tbe  performance 
of  mall -messenger  service; 

H.R.  2615.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Julio 
Mercado  Toledo; 

H.  R.  2645.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Donald 
James  Darmody; 

H.  R.  2791.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Esther 
E.  Elllcott; 

H.R.  2815.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Floyd 
C.  Barber; 

H.  R.  2881.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mra. 
Rosaline  Spagnola; 

H.  R.  3008.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther 
Smith; 

H.R.  3216.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  E.  C. 
Mills; 

H.R.  3217.  An  act  for  th-j  reUef  of  Mr*. 
Florence  D.  Grimshaw; 

H.R.  3273.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edgar 
A.  Belleau.  St.; 

H.R.  3732.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cath« 
erlne  (Cathrlna)  D.  Pllgard; 

H.  R.  3854.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  public  land  In  Alaska  to  .the  Tuma- 
galn  Arm  Community  Club  of  Anchorage. 
Alaska; 

H.  R.  3951.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
G.  Koch; 

H  R.  4118.  An  act  to  authorize  the  prepa- 
ration of  rolls  of  persons  of  Indian  blood 
whose  ancestors  were  members  of  certain 
tribes  or  bands  in  the  State  of  Oregon,  and 
to  provide  for  per  capita  distribution  of 
funds  arising  from  certain  Judgments  in 
favor  of  such  tribes  or  bands; 

H.  R.  4175.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
R.  Logan; 

H.  R.  4329.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hunt- 
ington, McLaren  &  Co.; 

H.R.  4474.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred- 
erick Joseph  Buttacclo  and  others; 

H.  R.  4531.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  I^man 
Chalkley; 

H.  R.  4580.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Florida  State  Hospital; 

H.  R.  5028.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Petra 
Ruiz  Martinez  and  Marcelo  Maysonet  Mlrell 
and  Maria  Benltez  Maysonet  Mlrell; 

H.  R.  5086.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Eldred  Morgan; 

H.  R.  5092.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Robert 
Leon  Rohr; 

H.  R.  5093.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Dorothy  J.  WlUlams.  widow  of  Melvln  Ed- 
ward Williams; 

H.  R.  5460.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chancy 
C.  Newsom; 

H.  R.  5461. 
Chang  Corp  . 

H.  R.  5469.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Rocco 
Forglone; 

H.  R.  5986.  An  act  few  the  relief  of  Harold 
E.  Wahlberg; 

H.  R.  6332.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James 
PhlUp  Coyle; 

H.  R.  6465.  An  act  to  create  a  National 
Monument  Conunission,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 


An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Wah 
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H.B.M4&  An  act  for  tbe  relief  oC  Daniel 
D.  FaluKI; 

H.B.m4.  An  act  to  faellitote  the  actpllsi- 
tton  of  noa-Vederal  land  within  mreaa  of  the 
y^^°P»l-P«tgfc  ayaton.  and  for  other  ptir-, 


.H 


H.  R.  aSSd.  An  act  to  authorlBe  the  tale  of 
certain  land  In  Alaska  to  the  Baptist  ICld- 
lilwlciiM,  an  Oblo  nonprofit  ocnporatlon.  for 
nee  as  a  eliurch  site; 

H.  B.  704^  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cr.  Ifar- 
dano  Outlerres,  Dr.  Amparo  O.  Joaquin 
Outtenes.  and  their  children,  Rosenda.  Be- 
oeoea,  Baymundo,  and  ICardano,  and  ISn. 
Brlclda  de  Outlerrez; 

H.B.7aS0.  An  act  to  authorize  an  appro- 
priation for  the  c(»i8tructlon  of  certain  pub- 
lic-school facilities  on  the  Klamath  Indian 
Beaerratlon  at  Chlloquln.  Oreg.; 

H.  R.  7413.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
J.  Davis: 

H.  B.  7784.  An  act  to  amend  section  47  of 
the  National  Defense  Act  concerning  the  re- 
quirement for  bond  covering  certain  prop- 
erty Issued  by  the  United  States  for  use  by 
Baeerve  Offlcers*  Training  Corps  units  main- 
tained at  educational  lnstlt\itlons; 

H.  B.  7835.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  8.  Set. 
P^ank  C.  MazweU; 

H.  B.  7863.  An  act  to  permit  retired  poUce- 
men.  firemen,  and  teachers  of  the  District  of 
ColTunbla  to  waive  all  or  part  of  their  annui- 
ties, relief,  or  retirement  compensation; 

H.  B.  7886.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs 
Cecil  Norton  Broy; 

H.B.  8020.  An  act  authorizing  the  trans- 
f«  of  certain  property  of  the  United  States 
Government  (In  Klamath  Coxmty.  Oree  )  to 
the  State  of  Oregon; 

H.  B.8138.  An  act  to  amend  section  1089 
Of  the  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia relating  to  attachment  proceedings- 

H.  B.  8262.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  city 
of  Pbrt  Smith,  Ark.; 

H.  B.  8028.  An  act  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
Of  1980  to  Insure  that  crude  silicon  carbide 
Imported  Into  the  United  States  will  con- 
tinue to  be  exempt  from  duty; 

H.  R.  8647.  An  act  to  amend  Revised  Stat- 

Jf  •  R;  «»15-  An  act  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled An  act  to  consolidate  the  police  court 
of  the  District  of  Colvmibla  and  the  mu- 
nicipal court  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  to 
be  known  as  the  municipal  court  of  ap- 
p^  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for 
other  purposes"; 

H  B.  8932.  An  act  to  reclassify  dictaphones 
In  the  Ttolir  Act  of  1930; 

^•/^•?24.8.  An  act  to  amend  section  308 

^  H  »  ^>.^^  ^*=*  °'  1»30,  as  amended: 
u^.  8024.  An  act  to  provide  for  family 
quw^rs  for  personnel  of  the  military  de- 
partments of  the  Department  of  Defense  and 
their  dependents,  and  for  other  purposes- 
-^5-  ^^  ^^  227.  Concurrent  resolution  fa- 
voring the  granting  of  the  status  of  perma- 
nent residence  to  certain  aliens;  and 

^JLF?^  ^®*-  ^^-  Concurrent  resolution  au- 
thorlzlng  the  printing  of  additional  copies  of 
toe  hearings  held  by  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy  relative  to  the  contribution  of 
atomic  energy  to  medicine. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed  bills,  joint  resoluUons 
and  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  fol- 
lowing titles,  in  which  the  concurrence  of 
the  House  is  requested: 

«,f;ii!l^  ^*  *°  provide  general  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  before  Federal 
agencies:  ~««i 

*».*"\*".'^  ■**  ***  sxispend  the  runnlnjr  of 
the  statutes  of  limitations  applicable  to  of- 
renses  Involving  performance  of  official  duties 
by  Government  officers  and  employees  dur- 
ing periods  of  Government  service  of  the 
oflleer  or  employee  concerned: 


a  47.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Jos«(ph  An- 
drew Wright; 

8. 101.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Phed  Vos- 
nlacos; 

S.209.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Irene  C. 
Karl; 

S.221.  An  act  to  amend  subsection  (a) 
Of  section  6  of  the  War  Claims  Act  ©f  1948. 
as  amended,  to  Include  claims  of  certain 
American  citizens  who  served  In  the  Armed 
Forces  of  any  government  allied  with  the 
United  States  diirlng  World  War  11  and  who 
were  taken  prisoner  of  war; 

S.  264.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  Convey- 
ance of  certain  lands  in  the  State  of  Mary- 
land to  the  Disney-Bell  Post  66  of  the  Amer- 
ican Legion.  Bowie.  Md.; 

S.  346.  An4ict  for  the  relief  of  Allck  Bhark; 

S.  377.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  State 
of  Oklahoma; 

S.  647.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hava  Shpak, 
A.  A.  Shpak,  and  Sympcha  Shpak; 

S.  575.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Monlak  Lem- 
berger,  Frida  Lemberger,  and  Peysach  Lem- 
berger; 

S.  675.  An  act  to  amend  sections  2311,  2312 
and  2313  of  title  18.  United  States  Cbde.  bo 
as  to  extend  the  punishment  for  the  trans- 
portation of  stolen  motor  vehicles  la  inter- 
state or  foreign  commerce  to  tractors  com- 
mercial truck  trailers,  and  truck  semitrail- 
ers, and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  831.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pletro 
Medurl; 

S.  1061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Norman  P 
George; 

S.  1083.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  Glaser- 

B.  1291.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charalam- 
pos  Socrates  losslfoglu.  Nora  lossifoglu,  Helen 
lossifoglu,  and  Efrossinl  losslfoglu; 

S.  1336.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Euline 
Sallba  Sihwel   (Eveline  Sallba  Suhwell)- 

S.  1338.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kablha 
Ellas  Audi; 

Kho"i*-^"  '^   ^^   '°'"   *^®   ""^^   °'   Salamy 

S  1417.  An    act   for    the    relief   of    Gerard 

Luclen  Dandurand;  vcrara 

TT^^**£-  ^-'^    **=*    '°'"    ^^^    relief    of   Evelyn 
Hardy  Waters;  ^ 

S.  1601.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jeremy 
Allen  Clore; 

8.1604.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margot 
Herta  Matulewltz; 

S.  1605.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  Ar- 
thur Cimino  and  Joan  Cimino; 

8. 1622.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Coastan- 
tinos  Pantermalls; 

S.  1625.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mlten  K 
Jovanovic; 

S.  1687.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  T  C  El- 
liott; 

S.  1692.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francis  C 
Pollard : 

S.  1720.  An    act    for    the    relief    of    Capt 

George  Gafos.  Eugenia  Gafos,  and  Adaman- 

tios  George  Gafos; 

8. 1838.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Azzam 
Isaac  Rafldi;  ■'»^«»m 

S.  1852.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Juan  An- 
tonio Gorrona  Lejarzabulo  and  Jesus  Maria 
OJenola  Guernica; 

P(f  ■  ^.®'^^'  ^^  ^^  ^°^  *^«  ""el'cf  of  Antonio 

S  1873.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ursula 
Wilke  and  Mike  Mario  Wilke; 

^ifQ^^f'';,*^^  ^2*  ^  amend  sections  318J  and 
3183  of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code 
80  as  to  authorize  the  use  of  an  information 
nied  by  a  public  prosecuting  officer  for  mak- 
ing demands  for  fugitives  of  Justice- 

S.  1890.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Olivia 
Mary  Orciuch;  v*"via 

S.1893^An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andreas 
T?^n^''**°''  (Andreas  Georges  Vlastos)- 
a.  1898.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  H 
Berry; 

Ho^'ch'^'  **^  **^*  '°'  '^*  ""*^  °^  °'"-  ^*^^e 

8  2010.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alexy  w 
KatyU  and  loanna  Katyll; 


8.2056.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Deborah 

Jordan  Williams  (Grace  Yoko  Watanabe)- 

S.  2064.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anlceto 
Sparagna; 

8.  2109.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Claire  Hels- 

zler; 

S.  2216.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vaslllos 
Demetriou  Kretsos  and  his  wile  Chryssa 
Thomaidou  Kretsos; 

S.  2316.  An  act  for  the  relief  Of  the  Bir- 
mingham Iron  Works.  Inc.; 

S.  2329.  An  act  for  the  relief  Of  Garabed 
Papazlan; 

S.  2452.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  David  Wei-  , 
Dao  Lea  and  Julia  An-Fong  Wan|  Lea; 

S.  2486.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  transfer  certain  property 
of  the  United  States  Government  (in  the 
Wyoming  National  Guard  Camp  Guernsey 
target  and  maneuver  area.  Platte  County 
Wyo.)  to  the  State  of  Wyoming; 

S.  2496.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harvey 
Schwartz; 

8.  2525.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lupe  M. 
Gonzalez; 

8.  2532.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Olxuepplna 
Latlna  Mozzicato  and  Giovanni  Mozzicato 
(John  Mozzicato); 

S.  2536.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  tllen  Hen- 
rlette  Buch; 

S.  2540.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  for  the  registration  and 
protection  of  trade-marks  \ised  in  com- 
merce, to  carry  out  the  provlsioni  of  inter- 
national conventions,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," approved  July  5,  1946; 

S.  2613.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  lir.  Luciano 
A.   Legiardl-Laura; 

S.  2632.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Epes 
Transportation   Corp.; 

S  2633.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanislavas 
Racinskas    (Stacys  Racinskas); 

S.  2634.  An  act  for  the  relief  of '.Mrs.  Wil- 
liam A.  Curran;  ' 

S.  2636.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arturo 
Rodriguez    Diaz; 

S.  2640.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther 
Joanne  Potter; 

S  2646.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vlctoriana 
Areitlo  Berlncua; 

S.  2649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chava 
Frangles; 

S.  2669.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andree 
M.  Doyle; 

S.  2674.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mcxon  J. 
van  den  Abeele; 

S.  2678.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Liselotte 
Warmbrand; 

8.2679.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ahtl  Jo- 
hannes Ruuskanen; 

S  2682.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  BtarU  Ber- 
taRnolU  Pancherl; 

S^  2695.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  prancoise 
O.  McMahon; 

S.  2709.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Peter 
Haberl; 

S.  2731.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jtean  Can- 

tailnl; 

Tis^chll^^    '^"    "^*    ^^'^    ^^^    "^"^^    *''    ^y**^* 

S  2789.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gianni 
Bernardls; 

S.  2791.  An   act  for  the  relief  of  Ernesto 

DeLeon; 
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S.  2801.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Graphic 
Arts  Corp    of  Ohio; 

Pnn.^v"^?,^"  ^""^  '*''■  *^<^  '■^"e'  of  Chrlstos 

r'aul  Z'jlotas; 

^^.^.f^"*"-  "^^  ^''^  '°''  ^^^  '■ell^f  of  Jonas  Der- 

S.  2841.  An   act   for   the  relief  of   Vittorla 

A  Ef  ^h'.'!!'  °^"'"^''  Alberghetti,  Anna  Maria 

bSghenU      ""^'^  ^'''"K^^ti.  and  Faolo  Al- 

Boysen*^'  '*"  *'^*  '°''  *^^  ""^"'^  °'  ^'■•"'*  =^« 
S.  2849^  An    act    for    the    relief    at    Elisa- 
Pompea  Roppo  (Ellsa-Pompea  Cardone)- 

uiw-'^V^'  "^^  ^^^  '°''  ^^^  "■«"«'  of  Phllopimin 
Mlchalacopoulos  (Mlhalakopoulos); 


8.2879.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Peter  Julian 
Newberry  and  Prudence  Blen  Newberry: 

8.  2884.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Slstar  Anna 
Scrinzi.  Sister  Oiuliana  Paladlnl,  Sister  lo- 
landa  Mazzocchl,  and  Sister  Giusepplna  Zan- 
chetts; 

S.  2886.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sandra  Lea 
McMullin: 

S.  3887.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Hon  Cheun 
Kwan; 

8.  2904.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Jan  Hajdu- 
klewlcz; 

S.  2931.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ifrvln 
Fuchs: 

8.  3922.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert  A. 
Borromeo; 

S.  2925.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bvantlyl 
Yorglyadls; 

S.  2936.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elisa  Pa- 
lumbo  Castaldo; 

8.  2941.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kim  Kwang 
Suk  and  Kim  Woo  Shlk; 

S.  2945.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eulalio 
Rodriguez  Vargas; 

S.  2950.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Domenico 
Scaramuzzlno; 

S.  2954.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Christine 
Thum: 

8  2968.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Franciszek 
Janlcki  and  Stefanla  Janlckl; 

8.  2973.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry  Dun- 
can: 

S.  2984.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roger  Ouel- 
lette; 

S  2993.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ruch 
Wehrhan; 

8.2994.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Edward  H.  Hon; 

S.  2996.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  SUter  Ra- 
mona  Maria  (Ramona  K.  Tombo); 

8.3017.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
Barron; 

S.  3024.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Malbina 
Rouphael  David,  nee  Gebrael; 

s.  3029.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Miroslav 
Slovak; 

S.  3031.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Antonin 
Volejnlcek; 

8.3032.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bohumll 
Suran; 

S.  3033.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce,  acting  through  the  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey,  to  assist  the  States  of  Mary- 
land and  Delaware  to  reestablish  their  com- 
mon boundary; 

8. 3043.  An  act  to  authorize  the  leasing 
of  restricted  Indian  lands  in  the  State  of 
Arizona,  other  than  those  of  the  Navaho 
or  Hopi  Indians,  for  public,  religious,  edu- 
cational, recreational,  residential,  business, 
and  other  purposes  requiring  the  grant  of 
long-term  leases: 

8.  3045.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margaret 
Isabel  Byers; 

S.  3046.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nejlbe  El- 
Soiisse  Slyman; 

8  3047.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Luzia 
Cox: 

8.  3054.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rosita  A. 
Jocson; 

S  3055.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Jan  R. 
Cwlkllnski; 

8  3056.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  8.  Sgt. 
SUveatre  E.  Castillo: 

S.  3058.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
nationals  of  Italy; 

S.  3065.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ernest 
Ludwlg  Bamford  and  Mrs.  Nadine  Bamford; 

8.3071.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  author- 
izing agricultural  entries  under  the  non- 
mineral  land  laws  of  certain  mineral  lands 
in  order  to  increase  the  limitation  with  re- 
spect to  desert  entries  made  under  such  act 
to  320  acres; 

8.3076.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  relm- 
biu-sement  of  Meadow  School  DUtrict  No. 
29,  Upham.  N.  Dak.,  for  loss  of  revenue  re- 
sulting from  the  aaiuteitlon  of  certain  lands 
within  such  school  district  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior; 

8. 3084.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Elsa  Led- 
erer; 


8.9087.  An  met  toe  iht  relief  of  Peter 
Charlee  Bethel  (Pet«  Charles  Peters) : 

8.3004.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chrlsta 
Harkrader: 

8.  SIOI.  An  act  to  amend  section  490  of 
title  14.  United  SUtes  Code.  enUUed  "Coast 
Guard."  and  for  other  purposes: 

8. 3104.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Theodore 
J.  HarrU; 

8.3106.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanley 
Rydaon  and  Alexander  F.  Anderson: 

8.3110.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Ports- 
mouth Sand  A  Gravel  Co.; 

8.3112.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kmlko 
Watanabe: 

8.3116.  An  act  to  amend  section  1073  of 
title  18  of  the  United  SUtee  Code  to  pro- 
vide for  the  punishment  of  any  individual 
who  traveU  In  intersute  or  foreign  com- 
merce to  avoid  prosecution  or  punishment 
for  indecent  moleeUtion  of  a  minor; 

S.  8138.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wakako 
Nllmi  and  her  minor  child.  Katherine: 

8. 3148.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fran- 
cesco Pugllese; 

8. 3150.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Zanthl 
Georges  Komporozou; 

8.  3156.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Slavoljub 
DJurovlc  and  Goran  DJurovic; 

8.3160.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Irene 
Julienne  Givens; 

8.3163.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Myuna 
Slk  Hong; 

8.3164.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rosarlo 
Esteves  de  Aponte  (nee  Frlas).  otherwise 
known  as  Rosario  Estevez  Aponte: 

S.  3187.  An  act  to  authorize  the  United 
States  of  America  to  quitclaim  all  lu  right, 
title,  and  interest  in  and  to  certain  lands  in 
Arizona,  except  for  mineral  interests  therein, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

8.  3200.  An  act  to  amend  section  3  of  the 
Travel  Expense  Act  of  1949.  as  amended,  to 
provide  an  increased  maximum  per  diem 
allowance  for  subBlstence  and  travel  ex- 
penses: 

8.3218.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Elena  Venegas  and  Sarah  Lucia  Venegas; 

8.3221.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Intjeborg 
Otto: 

8. 3234.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Aron  Klein 
and  ZIU  Klein  (nee  Splelman); 

8.3231.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance of  certain  mineral  rights  to  Mrs.  Pearl 
O.  Marr,  of  Crossroads.  N.  Mex.; 

8.3273.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cirlno 
Lanzafame; 

8.3276.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cleophat 
Robert  Joseph  Caron; 

S.  3293.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  P.  B. 
Sampson: 

8. 3304.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United 
States  to  consider  and  render  Judgment  on 
the  claim  of  the  Cuban-American  Sugar  Co. 
against  the  United  States; 

8.3322.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  All  Has- 
san Waffa: 

8.  3327.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rev.  Lor- 
enzo Rodriguez  Blanco  and  Rev.  Alejandro 
Negredo  Lazaro; 

8.3341.  An  act  to  provide  punishment  for 
certain   confidence   game   swindles; 

8. 3343.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Babette 
Bayer  Trlsler; 

8.  3392.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna  C. 
Glese; 

8. 8393.  An  act  authorizing  the  Admin- 
istrator of  Veterans'  Affairs  to  convey  cer- 
tain property  to  BUIwaukee  County.  Wis.; 

8.  3400.  An  act  to  authorize  the  issuance 
of  commemorative  medals  to  certain  socie- 
ties of  which  Benjamin  Franklin  was  a 
member  in  observance  of  the  250th  anni- 
versary of  his  birth; 

8.  3404.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Annl  Stroee 
Jacobsen; 

8.3413.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Shlgeko 
Nakamura  Buhner : 

8  3418.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  June  Rose 
McHenry; 


8.  9494.  An  act  far  the  relief  of  Anntitea* 

Hofmann; 

8. 34a».  An  act  to  authorise  the  aseeeement 
^  costs  and  reasonable  attorneys'  fees 
against  the  United  States  In  certain  appel- 
late proceedings; 

8.  3436.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Laurie  Dea 
Holley  and  the  legal  guardian  of  Karmen 
«Lael  Holley.  minor  child; 

S.  3485.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Uselotta 
Kunze; 

S.  3494.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Central 
Railroad  Company  of  New  Jersey; 

8.  3562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  IfcUahon 
Co..  Inc.; 

S.  3569.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ura.  Lisa 
Lear; 

8  3577.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Ullos  Kne- 

zevich: 

8.  3582.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Col.  David 
W.  SloneclUTe; 

8.  3585.  An  act  to  amend  the  Strategic  and 
Critical  Materials  StockpUlng  Act  (00  Stat. 
696) ; 

S.  3586.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  icrt.  HUde- 
gard  Simon  Wailey; 

8.  3596.  An  act  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  convey  certain  property  located 
in  EI  Paso.  Tex.,  and  described  as  part  of 
Fort  Bliss,  to  the  State  of  Texas; 

8.3598.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elonore 
Schmucker  and  her  chUd; 

S.  3622.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  prepare- 
tlon  of  plans  and  specifications  for  s  mu- 
seum building  for  the  Smithsonian  Insti- 
tution; 

S  3S26.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Juana 
Padilla  de  Caballero  (Mrs.  Juana  PadiUa  de 
Ontlveros) ; 

8. 3627.  An  act  to  amend  the  ClvU  Service 
Retirement  Act.  as  amended; 

8.  3628.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  815, 
81st  Congress,  in  order  to  extend  for  3  addi- 
tional years  the  program  of  assistance  for 
school  construction  under  title  III  of  that 
act; 

8.3629.  An  act  to  postpone  the  effective 
date  of  the  3 -percent  absorption  requirement 
in  Public  Law  874.  81  st  Congress,  for  1  year; 

S.  3662.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francis 
Timothy  Mary  Hodgson  (formerly  Victor 
Charles  Joyce ) ; 

8. 3666.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary 
Palanuk; 

S.  3688.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Helga 
Schart  Coulson; 

S.  3689.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Olsela  Nagel 
( nee  Maireder ) ; 

S.  3712.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Com- 
mander. Air  University,  to  confer  appropriate 
degrees  upon  persons  who  meet  all  Require- 
ments for  those  degrees  in  the  Resident  Col- 
lege of  the  United  SUtes  Air  Force  Institute 
of  Technology; 

S.  3744.  An  act  to  change  the  name  of 
Gavins  Point  Reservoir  back  of  Gavins  Point 
Dam  to  L<ewls  and  Clark  Lake; 

8.  3750.  An  act  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  or  his  designee  to  convey  cer- 
tain property  located  in  proximity  to  San 
Antonio,  Bexar  County,  Tex.,  to  the  State 
of  Texas: 

S.  3756.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Howard 
Carl  Kaiser; 

8.  3773.  An  act  to  authorize  reciprocal  fire 
protection  agreements  between  departments 
and  agencies  of  the  United  States  and  public 
or  private  organizations  engaged  in  flre- 
fightlng  activities,  and  for  other  purposes: 

8.  3774.  An  act  to  extend  the  benefits  of 
the  Watershed  Protection  and  Flood  Preven- 
tion Act  to  Alaska.  Hawaii.  Puerto  Blco,  and 
the  Virgin  Islands: 

8.  3800.  An  act  to  amend  section  6  of  ttaa 
act  of  August  30.  1800.  as  amended,  and  sec- 
tion 3  of  the  act  of  February  3.  190S.  as 
amended: 

S.  3816.  An  act  to  autborlae  the  replace- 
ment of  certain  Govcmmect-owned  ottltty 
facilities  at  Gladcr  ICatkitial  Park.  MoBt,  aa4 
Grand  Canj^xi  Natiooal  Park.  Ario^ 
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,.        ito  ast  to  saUMvlw  tba  eonmy- 
1 1»  Hm  Slate  of  Tbxm  of  apptadmaUly 
IlMiA  la B0uston.  Tn,  to  Im  uMd 


r  MvlHiMl  Onant  imrpoaM; 


to  aKtaaad 


)  Gold  Coast  Mid  MsorU; 

,  MA.  Ooncumnt  naolutlosk  to 

^ ^— ^  oopkB  of  i»rt  4  of  tba  bMr- 

_i  h«ld  iMf art  a  mtfwommlitaa  at  tlia  Oom- 
aMMaa<Mi  iBterlar  aa4  Inaular  ASatn  ralatlTa 
to  alookiiUe  and  ace—rtWIIty  at  Btntagle  and 
nrttlwl  OMiAwlals  to  tlM  Vnttcd  States  In 
ttma  of  war. 

The  me— age  abo  aonotmnd  that  the 
Saiaata  agieca  to  the  amendments  of  tbe^ 
HOuae  to  hSOn,  a  Joint  resolution,  and  a 
ooncmneBt  reatdutkm  of  the  Semite  of 
the  folkmlng  titles: 

a  13SS.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bmnhllde 
Waimirga  Golomb,  Ralph  Bobert  OOlomb. 
and  Patrleta  Ann  Oolomb; 

S.  1T48.  An  act  to  Incorporate  the  National 
Fund  for  Medical  Bducatlon; 

8. 9T44.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  termina- 
tion Of  Federal  lupervleion  orer  the  proper- 
ty of  the  AU****"*  and  Ctoushatta  Tribes  of 
jTi^fiiT  of  Texas,  and  the  Individual  mem- 
bers thavoT:  and  tot  otber  puriwees: 

&  8302.  An  act  granting  to  the  Las  Vegas 
Valley  water  district,  a  public  corporation 
organiaed'  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Nevada,  oertaln  put)Mc  lands  of  the  United 
States  In  the  State  of  Nevada: 

8. 3S0S.  An  act  granting  to  Basic  Manage- 
ment, Iv- ,  a  private  corporation  organized 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Nevada,  cer- 
tain public  lands  of  the  United  States  In 
the  State  of  Nevada: 

8.  S883.  An  act  to  provide  for  tbe  i>artttlon 
and  distribution  of  tbe  assets  of  tbe  TTte  In- 
dian Tribe  tsU  the  Uintah  and  Ouray  Res- 
ervation In  Utah  beOreen  the  mixed-blood 
and  fuU-hlood  msdilMrs  thereof;  and  for  the 
termination  of  Veeoril  supervision  over  the 
property  of  the  mhisd-blood  members  of  said 
tribe;  to  provide  ar  development  program  for 
the  full-Uood  members  of  said  tribe;  and  for 
other  purposes; 

8.  J.  Res.  140, .joint  resolution  to  establish 
a  I  iiinmHelnii  tat  the  celebration  of  the  two 
hundredth,  analvenary  of  the  birth  of  Alex- 
ander Bimllton:  and 

8.C!on.Ras.03.  Concurrent  resolution  fa- 
voring tlie  euspehsion  of  deportation  in  the 
case  of  certain  aliens. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Conference  on  the  amendment 
of  the  House  to  the  bill  of  the  following 
tiUe: 

8.  S64e.  An  act  to  provide  an  Inunedlate 
program  fw  the  modernization  and  improve- 
ment of  such  merchant-type  vessels  In  the 
reserve  fleet  as  are  necessary  for  national 
defense. 


WITHDRAWAL  OF  DENMARK  FROM 
NATO 

ICr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous eonsent  to  address  the  House  t^r 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks.       

•nie  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  reouest  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  OROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  to  those 
Members  of  Congress  who  have  been 
voting  through  the  years  for  billions  of 
dollars  in  so-called  foreign  aid  I  call  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  Denmark,  one  of 
the  chief  beneficiaries  has  now  pulled 
out  of  NATO. 

This  leaves  a  gaping  hole  in  the  defen- 
sive wall  from  Western  Germany  to  Nor- 
way on  the  northern  flank.  Moreover, 
the  Danish  Oovemment  firmly  refuses  to 
permit  the  stationing  of  NATO  troops  or 
construction  of  NATO  airfields  on  the 
soil  of  that  country. 

I  have  previously  called  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  fact  that  in  addition  to 
military  aid.  the  United  States,  in  1953, 
bought  nearly  SVi  million  pounds  of  but- 
ter from  Denmark  and  shipped  it  to  the 
Far  East  Command.  This  was  done  at 
the  instigation  of  the  State  Department 
in  an  effort  to  curry  favor  with  Denmark 
even  though  there  was  a  huge  surplus  of 
butter  in  this  country. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  withdrawal  of  Den- 
mark from  NATO  points  up  the  complete 
fallacy  of  a  foreign  policy  that  is  predi- 
cated on  the  buying  of  friends. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  JAVns  asked  and  wc3  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  20 
minutes  on  Monday  next,  following  the 
legMative  program  and  any  special  or- 
ders heretofore  entered. 


COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  WORKS 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
nnanlmouB  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works  may  sit  this  afternoon 
briefly  in  an  emergency  matter  while  the 
House  is  In  session. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  STAGGERS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  5 
minutes  today,  following  the  legislative 
program  and  any  special  orders  hereto- 
fore entered. 

Mr.  SHELLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  that  the  special 
order  heretofore  granted  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Dodd]  Dor 
today  be  transferred  to  Tuesday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

"ITiere  was  no  objection. 


HORACE  CHANDLER  DAVIS 

Mr.  VELDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  704)  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Reaolved,  Tliat  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  certify  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  as  to  the  refUfial 
of  Horace  Chandler  Davis  to  answer  ques- 
tions before  the  said  Committee  on  On- 
American  Activities,  together  with  all  of  the 
facts  in  connection  therewith,  under  seal 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  the 
United  States  attorney  for  the  western  dUs- 
trict  of  Michigan.  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  to 
the  end  that  the  said  Horace  Chandler  Davis 
may  be  proceeded  against  in  the  manner 
and  form  provided  by  law. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  ttie 
table. 


the  Houfl 
which  wa 


DESIGNATION  OF  ACTINO  CI£|IK 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication  which  was 
read  by  tbe  Clerk: 

OpTICK    or    THZ   ClXXK. 
HOVBK  or  RSFaSSKNTATrVIS,    \ 

Washington,  D.  C,  Attgust  12, 1054. 
The  lionorable  the  Spxuus. 

Hcmse  of  Representative^. 
Sib:  Desiring  to  be  away  from  the  oSce 
for  a  few  days,  I  hereby  designate  Don  Bost- 
wlck,  an  olSclal  In  my  office,  to  sign  any  and 
all  papers  and  do  all  other  acts  for  me  Which 
he  would  be  authorized  to  do  by  virtue  of 
this  designation  and  clause  4,  r\Ue  HI  Of  the 
House. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Ltu  O.  Sitadi 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repreaentatitea. 


THE  AIR  NATIONAL  GUARD— AMER- 
ICA'S LOW  COST  DEFENSB  IN 
DEPTH 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
other  day  I  had  the  opportunity  to  visit 
one  of  our  Nation's  great  Air  National 
Guard  units — the  relatively  new  uiiit  lo- 
cated at  Port  Smith,  Ark.,  which  is  Just 
across  the  State  line  from  the  Oklahoma 
district  which  I  have  the  honor  to  rep- 
resent. 

Once  again,  I  was  deeply  impvessed 
by  the  tremendous  return  which  Uncle 
Sam  receives  on  the  defense  dollar  Which 
the  Government  invests  in  the  National 
Guard — both  in  the  air  and  on  the 
ground. 

The  Air  Force  is  to  be  congratulated 
on  the  decision,  which  I  understand  was 
announced  the  other  day,  to  make 
greater  use  of  our  country's  fine  Ait  Na- 
tional Guard  through  a  series  of  runway 
alerts  which  will  be  maintained  by  ANG 
units  in  many  parts  of  the  Nation. 

At  comparatively  low  cost,  we  will 
have  the  benefit  of  many  additional 
combat-ready  planes  and  men  at  strate- 
gic points  in  the  great  alert  system  of 
the  Air  Defense  Command.  The  men 
who  stand  these  runway  alerts  will  be 
on  guard  at  the  air  approaches  of  their 
own  home  towns  and  communities,  and 
their  presence  in  the  defense  system  will 
add  sharp  and  experienced  eyes  aS  well 
as  aerial  muscle  to  America's  air  arm. 

There  are  many  strong  and  valid  argu- 
ments for  expansion  of  the  Air  National 
Guard  in  these  times  of  atomic  peril 
and  budgetary  diflBculty  for  our  Gov- 
ernment. 

Because  of  its  very  nature,  an  Air'' 
Guard  unit  can  be  maintained  in  a  state 
of  readiness  at  only  a  fraction  of  the  cost 
of  a  Regular  Air  Force  outfit.  Pull- 
time  personnel  requirements  are  of 
course  only  fractional,  housing  and  med- 
ical needs  are  at  a  minimum,  and  many 
other  cost  items  are  nominal  or  non- 
existent. 

While  no  one  contends  that  Air  Guard 
units  could  replace  needed  Regular  Air 
Force  squadrons  in  some  functions,  no 
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one  will  deny  the  followlns  ANO  advan- 
tages: 

First.  Air  Guard  units  provide  the  most 
economical  air  defense  In  depth  avail- 
able. 

Second.  Air  Guard  units  assure  con- 
tinued training  and  readiness  for  thou- 
sands of  combat-experienced  pilots  and 
crewmen. 

Third.  Air  Guard  units  are  equally 
helpful  in  continued  training  and  expe- 
rience for  needed  technicians,  me- 
chanics, and  ground  crews. 

Poxjrth.  Air  Guard  units  provide  a 
convenient  means  to  keep  in  fighting 
trim  a  great  niunber  of  airplanes  which 
are  surplus  to  re{,Tilar  Air  Force  re- 
quirements. 

Fifth.  Air  Guard  units  assure  the  co- 
ordination of  many  additional  airports 
and  communities  hi  the  air  defense  ef- 
fort, and  serve  to  enlist  the  active  inter- 
est in  air  defense  of  milUons  of 
Americans. 

There  are  many  other  reasons  to  be 
proud  of  America's  Air  Guard  and  the 
fine  job  its  officers  and  men  are  doing 
in  manning  our  Nation's  ramparts  of 
the  air. 

For  my  part,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  repeat 
that  congratulations  are  due  the  Air 
Force  for  putting  to  greater  use  this  fine 
defense  force,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that 
next  year  will  see  an  even  more  active 
and  expanded  efTor^  in  this  well -justified 
direction. 


CONSENT  CALENDAR 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  calling  of  the 
Consent  Calendar  is  in  order  today.  The 
Clerk  will  call  the  first  bill  on  the  calen- 
dar. 


TAX     REFUNDS     ON     CIGARETTES 
LOST  IN  THE  FLOODS  OP  1851 

The  CTerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  4319) 
to  authorize  tax  refunds  on  cigarettes 
lost  in  the  fioods  of  1951. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bill  may  be  passed  over  without 
prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
cousin? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ADDITIONAL    COMPENSATION    FOR 
CERTAIN  DISABILrnES 

The  Qerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  7851) 
to  amend  the  veterans'  regulations  to 
provide  additional  compensation  for  vet- 
erans having  the  service -incurred  disa- 
bility or  loss,  or  loss  of  use  of  both  but- 
tocks. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  this  bill  may  be  passed 
over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER,  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


INCREASE  OF  COMPENSATION  FOR 
CERTAIN  DISABIUTIES 

The  Clerk  called  the  bUl  (H.  R.  7712) 
to  amend  the  veterans'  regulation  to  pro- 
vide an  increased  statutory  rate  of  com- 
pensation for  veterans  suffering  the  loss 
or  loss  of  use  of  an  eye  in  combination 
with  the  loss  or  loss  of  use  of  a  limb. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bill  may  be  passed  over  without 
prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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SPECIAL  PENSION  PAYABLE  TO  PER- 
SONS AWARDED  THE  MEDAL  OF 
HONOR 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  8900) 
to  increase  the  rate  of  special  pension 
payable  to  certain  persons  awarded  the 
Medal  of  Honor. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imani- 
mous consent  that  this  bill  may  be  passed 
over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


EXTENSION  WORK  AMONG  INDIAN 
TRIBES 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (S.  3385) 
to  provide  for  more  effective  extension 
work  among  Indian  tribes  and  members 
thereof,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MARSHALL,  Mr.  FERNANDEZ, 
and  Mr.  METCALF  objected  and  the  bill 
was  stricken  from  the  calendar. 


STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA 

The  aerk  caUed  the  bill  (H.  R.  6427) 
for  the  reUef  of  the  Stete  of  North  Caro- 
Una. 

Mr.  PORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  this  bill  be  passed 
over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


AMENDMENT    TO    MERCHANT    MA- 
RINE ACT  OF  1936 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  3233)  to 
amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act.  1936. 
to  provide  permanent  legislation  for  the 
transportation  of  a  substantial  portion 
of  waterbome  cargoes  in  United  States- 
flag  vessels. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  aectlon  901  of  the 
Mercbant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended.  Is 
hereby  amended  by  Inserting  "(a)"  after 
"Sk;.  901."  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  the 
section  tbe  following  new  subsection: 

"(b)  wbenever  tbe  United  States  sball  pro- 
cure, contract  for,  or  otherwise  obtain  for 
Its  own  account,  or  sball  furnish  to  or  for 
the  account  of  any  foreign  nation  without 
proTlslon  for  reimbuTBemMit,  any  equip- 
ment, materials,  or  commodltlee.  within  or 


without  the  Xhilted  SUtee.  or  ehall  mA% 
funds  or  credits  or  guarantee  the  m 
MUty  of  foreign  eurrenctei  In  oonaaettaa 
with  the  fumlehtng  of  such  equipuMutr  b»* 
terlals.  or  fiommodttlee.  the  appropriate 
agency  or  agencies  shaU  taka  such  steps  as 
may  be  neoeasary  and  pra^ieabla  to  assure 
that  at  least  60  percent  of  the  gross  tonnage 
of  such  equipment,  materials,  or  oommodl- 
tles  (computed  separately  for  dry  bulk  car* 
lies,  dry  cargo  liners,  and  tankers),  which 
may  be  transported  on  ocean  Tsssels  shall  be 
transported  on  jHlTately  owxked  United 
States-flag  commercial  vessels,  to  the  extent 
such  veeeels  are  available  at  fair  and  rea- 
sonable rates  for  United  States-flag  eoo- 
mercial  vessels.  In  such  manner  as  will  In- 
sure a  fair  and  reasonable  participation  at 
United  States-flag  conunerclal  vessels  In  such 
cargoes  by  geographic  areas:  Provided.  That 
the  provisions  of  this  subsection  nuy  be 
waived  whenever  the  Congrees  by  concurrent 
resolution  or  otherwise,  or  the  President  of 
the  United  States  or  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense declares  that  an  emergency  exists  Jus- 
tifying a  temporary  waiver  of  the  provisions 
of  section  901  (b)  and  so  notifles  the  appro- 
priate agency  or  agencies.  Nothing  herein 
shall  repeal  or  otherwise  modify  the  pro- 
visions of  PubUc  Resolution  No.  17,  73d  Con- 
gress (48  Stat.  500) ,  as  amended." 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  2,  line  21,  after  "agencies:'".  Insert  tbe 
following:  "And  provided  further.  That  the 
provisions  of  this  subsection  shaU  not  apply 
to  cargoes  carried  in  the  veeeels  of  the 
Panama  Canal  Company." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


GRAND  TETON  NATIONAL  PARK. 
WYO. 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R.  4770) 
to  provide  for  taxation  by  the  State  of 
Wyoming  of  certain  property  located 
within  the  confines  of  Grand  Teton  Na- 
tional Park,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  bill,  S.  1706,  Is  identical  with 
the  House  bill,  H.  R.  4770,  and  I  ask 
tuianimous  consent  that  the  Senate  bill 
be  considered  in  lieu  of  the  House  bilL 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Senate 
biU.  

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  Senate  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  establish  a  new  Grand  Teton  Na- 
tional Park  in  the  State  of  Wyoming,  and 
for  other  purpoees."  approved  September  14. 
1050  (64  Stat.  84B),  Is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
section: 

"8k.  10.  (a)  The  State  of  Wyoming  or 
any  duly  constituted  taxing  authmtty  there- 
<a,  shall  have  the  Jurisdiction  and  power  to 
levy  taxes  vrtth  respect  to  any  hotel  or  puh- 
Uc  faculty  for  lodging  purposes  erected  hy 
persons,  firms,  or  corporaUonspursoaat  to 
an  agreement  with  any  dgjaitiaant,  "  "" 
Ushment,  or  agency  at  tba  United 
upon  land  embraced  wttbln  Ckand 
National   Park.  togcUier  wtth  an 
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I  think  we  should  have  something  writ- 
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l>ro|w>tj  •pptirtwMmt  thnHo  or  UMd  In 

"(b)  Bk  Um  event  tttto  to  any  property  d*- 
■erllMd  la  •vtaaeefelim  (a)  abov*  la  aeqotrwl 
by  ttM  United  8tot««  by  tat,  donatlcm,  or 
-ptnwrtiMe,  payments  In  lieu  of  taxes  loet  aa 
a  leault  t£  swdi  aoqulaltion  shall  be  made 
to  tbe  State  of  Wyoming  for  distribution  to 
tbe  eounty  In  wlUch  sucb  property  Is  located 
In  aoeordaaoe  wltb  the  f oUowlng  schedule  at 
payments:  Bar  the  fiscal  year  In  whl^  such 
ptupsrty  may  be  aeqtilred  there  diall  be  paid 
an  amount  equal  to  the  full  amount  of  an- 
nual tans  last  assessed  and'levled  on  such 
property  pursuant  to  the  authority  granted 
by  this  section,  leas  any  amount,  to  be  de- 
termined by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
which  may  have  been  paid  on  account  of 
tasss  for  a  period  falling  within  such  fiscal 
year.  Wot  each  succeeding  fiscal  year.  In 
perpetuity,  there  shall  be  paid  an  amount 
equal  to  the  fiiU  amount  of  annual  taxes 
last  assessed  and  levied  on  such  pr(q>erty: 
ProoULeA.  That  no  payments  shall  be  made 
with  respect  to  any  such  property  that  has 
been  dl^Kseed  of  by  the  United  States,  or 
that  has  been  demolished  or  destroyed,  prior 
to  the  beginning  of  the  fiacal  year  for  which 
such  payments  would  otherwise  be  made. 

"(c)  As  soon  as  practicable  after  the  end 
of  each  fiscal  year,  the  amount  then  due  for 
■oeh  fiscal  year  under  subsection  (b)  above 
■h^ii  be  comtputed  and  certified  by  the  Sec- 
xetary  of  the  Interior,  and  shaU  be  paid  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury:  Provided, 
That  such  amount  shall  not  exceed  that  por- 
tion of  the  revenues  received  bythe  United 
States  during  such  fiscal  year  from  visitors 
to  Grand  Teton  National  Park  and  Tellow- 
stone  National  Park  which  Is  In  excess  of 
the  payments  for  such  fiscal  year  required  by 
section  5  of  this  act.  Payments  made  to  the 
Bute  of  Wyoming  by  the  United  States  un- 
der this  section  shall  be  distributed  to  such 
public  taxing  units  In  tbe  county  where  the 
property  Is  located  and  In  such  manner  as 
the  State  of  Wyoming  may  prescribe. 

"(d)  No  person,  firm,  or  corporatloa  shall 
be  relieved  from  liability  for  payment  of. 
collection  of.  or  accounting  for  any  tax  lev- 
led  by  the  SUte  of  Wyoming,  or  by  any  duly 
constituted  taxing  authority  thereof,  pursu- 
ant to  authority  contained  in  this  section, 
on  the  ground  that  the  property,  with  re- 
spect to  which  such  tax  Is  levied.  Is  located 
In  whole  or  In  part  within  a  Federal  area; 
and  such  State  or  taxing  authority  shall  have 
full  Jurisdiction  and  power  to  levy  and  col- 
lect such  tax  to  the  same  extent  and  with 
the  same  effect  as  though  such  area  was  not 
a  Federal  area." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

A  similar  House  biU  (H.  B.  4770)  was 
laid  (m  the  table. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


INCREABINO  ANNUITIES  OF  CER- 
TAIN EMPLOYEES  OF  PANAMA 
CANAL 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  3660) 
granting  increases  in  the  annuities  of 
certain  former  civilian  officials  and  em- 
ployees engaged  in  and  about  the  con- 
struction of  the  Panama  Canal,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  this  bill  be  passed 
over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAEOER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


FRESCRIBINO  CERTAIN  LIMITA- 
TIONS WITH  RESPECT  TO  OUT- 
PATIENT DENTAL  CARE  FOR  VET- 
ERANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9866) 
to  prescribe  certain  limitations  with  re- 
spect to  outpatient  dental  care  for 
veterans. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 
Mr.  LONG.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 
There  being  no  further  objections,  tide 
Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Veterans'  Regula- 
tion No.  7  (a)  is  hereby  amended  by  addlcg 
the  following  sentence  thereto: 

"No  outpatient  dental  aervlcea  and  treatt- 
ment.  or  related  dental  appliances,  shall  be 
furnished  by  authority  of  the  provisions  of 
this  Veterans'  Regulation  No.  7  (a),  or  the 
provisions  of  section  6,  Public  Act  No.  2,  78d 
Congress,  as  amended,  unless  the  dental  coti- 
ditlon  or  disability  (1)  is  service  connected 
and  of  compensable  degree;  or  (2)  is  service 
connected,  shown  to  have  been  In  existence 
at  time  of  discharge  and  application  Ibr 
treatment  is  made  within  1  year  after  dis- 
charge or  by  December  31,  1954,  whichever  is 
the  later;  or  (3)  is  associated  with  and  held 
to  be  aggravating  disability  from  some  other 
disease  or  Injiiry  which  was  Incurred  in.  or 
aggravated  by,  service:  Provided.  That  the 
foregoing  limitations  shall  not  apply  to  vet- 
erans of  the  Spanish-American  War,  includ- 
ing the  Philippine  Insurrection  and  the 
Boxer  Rebellion,  nor  shall  they  be  constnaed 
to  restrict  the  authority  provided  by  Public 
Law  IP,  78th  Congress,  as  amended  and  ex- 
tended, to  furnish  dental  services  to  veteran 
trainees  thereunder:  Provided  further,  That 
benefits  (except  for  a  dental  condition  or  dis- 
ability due  to  combat  wounds  or  other  service 
tratuna  or  of  a  former  prisoner  of  war)  af- 
forded under  clause  (2)  shall  be  on  a  one- 
time completion  basis  only,  unless  the  serv- 
ices rendered  on  a  one-time  basis  are  found 
unacceptable  within  the  limitations  of  good 
professional  standards,  in  which  event  such 
additional  limited  services  may  be  afforded 
as  are  required  to  complete  professionally 
acceptable  treatment." 

Sac.  2.  The  provisos  to  the  item  "Out- 
patient care"  under  the  caption  "Veterans' 
Administration"  in  the  Second  Independent 
Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1954  (67  Stat.  191 ) , 
approved  July  27,  1953,  and  the  Independent 
Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1955  ( 68  Stat.  27fi ) , 
apjHTOved  June  24,  1954,  are  hereby  repealed. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table.  . 

EXTENDING  TO  CERTAIN  NATURAL- 
IZED CITIZENS  OP  THE  UNITED 
STATES  THE  BENEFITS  OP  THE 
ACT  OF  MAY  29,  1944 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (H.  R.  2306) 
to  extend  to  certain  naturalized  citizens 
of  the  United  States  the  benefits  of  the 
act  of  May  29.  1944,  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  recognition  of  the  serv- 
ices of  the  civilian  officials  and  em- 
ployees, citizens  of  the  United  States,  en- 
gaged in  and  about  the  construction  of 
the  Panama  Canal." 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  tliat 
this  bill  be  pasj^  over  without 
prejudice. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


AUTHORIZINO  PAYMENT  "FOR 
LOSSES  SUSTAINED  BY  OWI^ERS 
OP  WELLS  IN  THE  VICINITV  OF 
COLD  BROOK,  8.  DAK. 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (S.  64|)  to 
authorize  payment  for  losses  sust$ined 
by  owners  of  wells  in  the  vicinity  of  Cold 
Brook  Dam  by  reason  of  the  lowering  of 
the  level  of  water  in  such  wells  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  construction  of  Cold  Brook 
Dam,  S.  Dak. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bijl? 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object.  I  would  like  to  ask 
a  question  or  two  concerning  this  legis- 
lation. As  I  understand  it,  as  a  result 
of  the  construction  of  the  Cold  Brook 
Dam  in  South  Dakota  certain  wells  have 
been  adversely  affected.  This  bill  would 
authorize  the  Federal  Government  to 
pay  approximately  $15,000  to  make  those 
wells  effective  again. 

Will  this  additional  $15,000  in  cqst  be 
considered  as  a  part  of  the  original  cost 
of  the  construction  of  the  project  and. 
if  so,  will  any  repayments  made  against 
the  cost  of  construction  include  the 
amortization  of  this  $15,000? 

Mr.  BERRY.  I  assume  that  Is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  FORD.  Could  I  get  the  assurance 
of  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota 
and  also  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives that  this  $15,000  will  be 
added  to  the  cost  of  the  project  an4  that 
the  $15,000  will  be  amortized  against  any 
repayments  made  to  the  United  States 
Treasury? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  answering  the  ques- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Michi|an,  I 
cannot  give  that  assurance  to  the  gen- 
tleman for  this  reason:  This  is  a  Sen- 
ate bill.  Our  committee  did  not  hold 
hearings  on  it.  But,  it  was  explained 
to  me  that  the  wells  were  completely  de- 
stroyed by  the  engineers  in  the  erection 
of  the  dam,  and  this  money  is  to  enable 
those  people  to  dig  new  wells  wherf  they 
are  carrying  water  today  in  pails  from 
the  river  for  household  purposes  a9d  for 
their  stock.  It  simply  makes  restitution 
to  those  people  who  were  injured, 

Mr.  FORD.  I  understand  what  the 
gentleman  has  said.  However,  this  $15,- 
000,  or  approximately  that  amount, 
should  be  construed  as  a  portion  Of  the 
cost  of  the  construction  of  the  pitoject, 
because  the  damage  was  done  while  the 
project  was  being  built. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  would  so  consider 
it. 

Mr.  FORD.  Therefore,  it  Is  my  be- 
lief that  this  $15,000  should  be  added  to 
the  overall  cost  of  the  project  and  amor- 
tized out  of  any  repayments  which  are 
made. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  believe  It  should 
be,  and  I  am  of  the  opinion  it  will  be. 

Mr.  FORD.  I  do  not  like  to  interfere 
with  the  approval  of  this  legislation,  but 
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I  think  we  should  have  something  writ- 
ten into  the  bill  in  the  form  of  an 
amendment  to  guarantee  that  this  aim 
and  objective  Is  achieved.  I  would  be 
glad  to  withdraw  my  objection  if  such 
an  amendment  could  be  drafted  and  in- 
cluded in  the  bill.  Otherwise,  I  might 
be  constrained  to  object. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  hope  the  gentle- 
man wUl  not  object.  It  is  a  Senate  bill. 
The  Senate  has  already  passed  it.  And, 
as  I  have  already  explained,  it  is  simply 
to  make  restitution  where  the  Govern- 
ment has  caused  damage  to  these  people 
who  are  in  no  way  at  fault,  and  it  simply 
provides  means  where  they  can  have  new 
wells  dug. 

Mr.  FORD.  Is  this  a  multipurpose 
project? 

Mr.  BERRY.     This  is  a  flood-control 

project. 

Mr.  FORD.  Is  there  any  hydroelec- 
tric power  connected  with  it? 

Mr.  BERRY.      No. 

Mr.  FORD.     Any  irrigation? 

Mr.  BERRY.  No;  it  Is  entirely  flood 
control. 

Mr.  FORD.  It  is  entirely.  100  percent, 
flood  control?  Under  those  circum- 
stances, there  is  no  payment  made  from 
revenues  derived  from  the  project. 

Mr.  DONDERO.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FORD.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, I  think,  then,  that  since  there 
will  be  no  payments  made  to  the  Gov- 
ernment that  there  is  no  point  in  trying 
to  include  such  an  amendment.  But, 
certainly  the  cost,  this  additional  $15,- 
000,  should  be  charged  against  the  bene- 
fits accruing  from  the  project. 

Mr.  BEIEIRY.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  agree  with  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  on  that. 

Mr.  FORD.  I  withdraw  my  reserva- 
tion of  objection.  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  BERRY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Ricord. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
South  Dakota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BERRY.  Mr.  Speaker,  S.  546  au- 
thorizes payment  for  losses  sustained  by 
property  owners  below  the  Cold  Brook 
Dam  in  Pall  River  County,  S.  Dak.  The 
damages  were  created  by  lowering  the 
water  level  in  the  construction  of  Cold 
Brook  Dam. 

This  dam  was  part  of  a  flood-control 
project  to  protect  the  city  of  Hot  Springs, 
S.  Dak.,  in  my  district.  The  project  was 
begun  in  1950  and  completed  in  1952. 

Construction  of  Cold  Brook  Dam  re- 
quired the  construction  of  a  grout  cur- 
tain in  the  rock  formation  under  the 
dam  and  an  impervious  cutoff  trench  in 
the  alluvium  material  overlaying  the 
rock  formation.  To  accomplish  this  work 
It  was  necessary  for  a  period  of  about  a 
year  to  intercept  the  normal  stream  flow 
and  to  bjrpass  this  water  in  a  temporary 
channel.  These  interceptions  to  the 
stream  flow  have  apparently  resulted  in 
lowering  the  ground  water  table  in  the 
alluvium.  As  a  result,  at  least  eight 
wells  in  the  valley  area  below  Cold  Brook 
Dam  have  had  a  greatly  reduced  water 
supply. 


This  reduction  in  water  supply  has 
created  a  grave  hardship  for  the  prop- 
erty owners  affected,  and  it  has  also 
caused  ^  substantial  reduction  in  the 
value  of  the  property  involved.  Since 
the  cause  of  this  decreased  water  supply 
can  be  traced  directly  to  the  construction 
work  on  Cold  Brook  Dam  performed  by 
the  Corps  of  EIngineers.  I  feel  the  Fed- 
eral Govenmient  is  obligated  to  compen- 
sate these  individuals  for  their  loss. 
Early  this  year,  therefore,  I  introduced 
H.  R.  8176  with  the  same  objective  as 
S.  546.  My  bill  was  referred  to  the  House 
Judiciary  Committee,  but  before  it  could 
be  acted  upon  by  that  group,  the  Senate 
passed  and  referred  to  your  committee 
S.  546.  In  order  to  expedite  action,  I 
have  asked  that  H.  R.  8176  be  tabled  if 
S.  546  is  passed  by  the  House. 

Although  the  cost  of  improving  or  re- 
placing the  affected  wells  has  been  esti- 
mated at  only  $15,000,  the  importance  of 
this  measure  to  the  individual  landown- 
ers involved  is  tremendous.  I  am  firm- 
ly convinced  the  Federal  Government  is 
responsible  for  the  damages  these  prop- 
erty owners  have  suffered,  and  I  strongly 
urge  the  passage  of  S.  546  to  provide  the 
relief  necessary. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army,  through  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  Is 
authorized  and  directed  to  compensate  the 
owners  of  water  wells  In  the  vicinity  of 
Cold  Brook  Dam  In  South  Dakota  for  losses 
determined  by  him  to  have  been  sustained 
by  reason  of  the  lowering  of  tbe  level  of 
water  In  such  weUs  as  a  result,  whoUy  or 
partially,  of  tbe  construction  and  operation 
of  Cold  Brook  Dam.  Losses  compensable  un- 
der this  act  shall  include,  but  not  be  limited 
to.  (1)  the  expense  of  improving  or  replac- 
ing the  affected  wells  so  that  an  amount  of 
water  equal  to  the  amount  previously  ob- 
tainable from  the  affected  wells  will  be  avail- 
able to  the  owners;  (2)  the  expense  of  main- 
taining an  adequate  supply  of  water  pending 
the  completion  of  the  improvement  or  re- 
placement of  the  affected  wells;  and  (3) 
Injuries  to  property  resulting  from  the  lack 
of  an  adequate  supply  of  water  pending  the 
completion  of  the  Improvement  or  replace- 
ment of  the  affected  weUs. 

Sec.  2.  Claims  for  losses  compensable  un- 
der this  act  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army,  through  the  Chief  of  En- 
gineers, In  such  form  and  in  such  manner 
as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe.  Any  such 
claim  shaU  be  EUbmitted  r\ot  later  than  2 
years  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act,  or  not  later  than  2  years  after  the 
lowering  of  the  level  of  water  which  is  the 
basis  for  the  claim,  whichever  Is  the  later. 

Sec.  3.  Payment  of  claims  for  losses  com- 
pensable under  this  act  shall  be  made  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  out  of  any  funds 
avaUable  for  flood  control. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


the  maintenance  and  operation  of  a  toll 
bridge  across  the  Des  Moines  River  at  or 
near  St.  Francisvllle,  Mo. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  tbe  event  that 
the  Wayland  Special  Bead  District  No.  1  of 
Clark  County,  Mo.,  shall  Issue  toll  teldge 
revenue  refunding  bonds  for  the  purpoae  of 
refunding  or  redeeming  Its  outstanding  4 
percent  toll  bridge  revenue  bonds  dated 
December  1,  1935,  which  were  Issued  to  pro- 
vide funds  for  the  oonstruction  of  the  bridge 
authorized  by  an  act  of  the  72d  Congress, 
1st  session,  approved  February  14,  1933  (Pub- 
lic Law  337),  or  In  the  event  that  the  said 
District  shall  extend  the  maturity  date  or 
dates  of  said  outstanding  bonds,  the  rates  of 
toll  to  be  charged  for  the  use  of  said  bridge 
shall  be  so  adjusted  as  to  provide  sulBclent 
revenues  J»  pay  for  the  reasonable  cost  of 
malntaiiuhg,  repairing,  and  operating  said 
bridge  and  its  approaches  under  economical 
management  and  to  provide  a  fund  sufficient 
to  pay  tbe  principal,  Interest,  and  redemp- 
tion {X'emlum,  If  any,  of  such  toU  bridge 
revenue  refunding  bonds,  or  of  said  out- 
standing bonds,  as  soon  as  possible  under 
reasonable  charges,  but  within  a  period  of 
not  exceeding  30  years  from  the  date  of  ap- 
proval of  this  act,  and  such  tolls  sbaU  be 
continued  untU  such  payments  shaU  have 
been  made.  After  such  bonds  and  the  inter- 
est thereon  shaU  have  been  paid,  said  bridge 
shall  thereafter  be  maintained  and  operated 
free  of  tolls.  An  accurate  record  of  the  ex- 
penditures for  maintaining,  repairing,  and 
operating  said  bridge,  and  of  the  daUy  tolls 
collected,  shall  be  available  for  the  Informa- 
tion of  all  persons  Interested. 

sac.  2.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal 
this  act  is  hereby  expressly  reserved. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon< 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


ADJUST  TOLI£  ACROSS  BRIDGE 
NEAR  ST.  FRANCISVniE.  MO. 
The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (H.  R.  8651) 
to  provide  for  the  adjustment  of  tolls  to 
be  charged  by  the  Wayland  Special  Road 
District  No.  1  of  Clark  County,  Mo.,  in 


COMPENSATION   OF  CHAIRMAN  OF 
COUNCIL  OF  ECONOMIC  ADVISORS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  6790) 
to  amend  the  act  of  October  15,  1949, 
with  respect  to  the  rate  of  compensation 
of  the  Chairman  of  the  Council  of  Eco- 
nomic Advisors. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  S  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  Increase  rates  of  corn- 
pension  of  the  beads  and  assistant- heads  of 
executive  departments  and  Independent 
agencies,"  approved  October  18,  1949  (Public 
Law  359,  81st  Cong.:  63  Stat.  S80) ,  is  amended 
by  inserting  "the  Chairman  of  the  CouncU 
of  Economic  Advisors,"  immediately  after 
"the  Administrator  of  General  Services." 

Sec.  2.  Section  4  of  such  act  of  October  15, 
1949,  is  amended  by  striking  out  "members 
of  the  CouncU  of  Economic  Advisors"  and 
Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "members  (other 
than  the  Chairman)  of  the  CouncU  of  Bco- 
nomlc  Advisors." 

Sec.  3.  The  Incumbent  Chairman  of  the 
CouncU  of  Economic  Advisors  on  the  effec- 
tive date  of  this  act  may.  If  he  so  elects,  con- 
tinue to  receive  compensation  under  section 
4  of  such  act  of  October  15,  1949,  for  such 
period  as  he  may  determine. 

Sec.  4.  This  act  shall  take  effect  on  the 
first  day  of  the  first  pay  period  which  begins 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 
Page  2.  line  5.  strike  out  section  S. 
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X  tbm  10.  strlk*  oak  "«"  and  1a- 


Tbfi  eommlttee  amendments  were 
Agnwd  to. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engroeaed 
•od  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  taMe. 


AMEND  BBCnOMS  5  (A)  OF  THS 
FWTRAT.  TRADE  COMMISSION 
ACT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bin  (H.  R.  9916) 
to  amoxl  section  5  (a)  of  the  Federal 
•Hade  Commission  Act  with  respect  to 
certain  mifalr  meUxods  of  competition 
in  OMmectlon  with  the  sale  of  manu- 
factanred  products. 

TlM  SPBAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bffl? 

Mr.  CKLLBR.  Mr.  Speaker,  reservlns 
the  right  to  object,  wlU  the  proponents 
of  the  ungiye  us  an  explanation?  I 
object,  Mr.  Speaker. 


AMEND  THE  FEDERAL  TRADE 
COMBOSSION  ACT 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bUl  (H.  R.  9917) 
to  ammd  section  5  (a)  of  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act  with  respect  to 
certain  unfair  methods  of  competition 
In  connection  with  the  sale  of  motor 
vehicles. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
inuyus  consent  that  this  bUl  may  be 
passed  oyer  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  genUenum  from 
Michigan?    ^ 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  OAKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marics  at  this  point  in  the  Riccmo. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objecticm. 

Mr.  OAKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  first, 
the  proposed  amendments  have  not  re- 
ceived sufficient  study.  Neither  the  au- 
tomobile manufacturers  nor  the  manu- 
facturers of  other  products  were  Invited 
to  attend  the  hearings,  %nd  no  manu- 
facturer aiq;>eared.  The  proposed 
amendments  could  have  far-reaching 
effects  on  manufacturers  and  whole  in- 
dustries. Such  legl8latl(m  should  not 
be  passed  untU  they  have  been  heard 
and  their  views  given  appropriate  con- 
sideration. The  methods  for  charging 
frdght  currently  In  use  In  the  automo- 
tive industry  have  been  in  use  for  more 
than  80  years. 

Second.  The  proposed  amendments 
are  ambiguous.  It  Is  not  at  aU  clear 
from  the  UUs  whether  Inbound  freight 
to  assembly  plants,  warehouses  and  de- 
pots may  be  included  in  charges  for 
freight  by  manufacturers  to  customers. 
If  Inbound  freight  cannot  be  so  Included, 
multiplant  manufacturers  or  manufac- 
turers with  branch  warehouses  or  de- 
pots win  be  penalised.  whUe  their  deal- 
ers or  customers  in  outlying  areas  will 
receive  a  windf  aU  which  wiU  give  them 
a  competitive  advantage  over  custom- 
ers of  single-plant  manufacturers. 


Third.  The  proposed  biUs  have  not 
been  given  study  to  determine  their  Ef- 
fect on  industry.  More  specifically.  In 
the  case  of  H.  R.  9917,  no  study  has  been 
given  to  the  effect  of  the  bill  on  the 
smaUer  motor-vehicle  producers  who 
have  no  branch  assembly  plant,  and  on 
tticdr  dealers.  Current  pricing  methods 
are  believed  to  permit  single-plant  pto~ 
ducera  to  compete  with  multiplant  pro- 
ducers in  outlying  areas.  Reduction  of 
prices  in  outlying  areas  by  those  pro- 
ducers having  branch  assembly  plants 
In  such  areas  would  injure  substantially 
the  competitive  position  of  the  smaller, 
single-plant  car  and  truck  manufac- 
turers. 

Fourth.  H.  R.  9917  Is  unworkable  in 
the  automobile  Industry.  In  order  that 
prices  to  dealers  be  fair  as  between  and 
amoiur  dealers  in  a  particular  line  of 
vehicles,  there  must  be  "blending"  of 
prices  at  many  points.  Moreover,  when 
a  multiplant  manufacturer  ships  cars  to 
a  dealer  from  several  different  assembly 
plants,  it  ia  necessary  for  the  manufac- 
turer to  adjust  its  prices  so  that  the 
price  for  the  same  model  car  to  the  same 
dealer  is  the  same,  even  though  the  cars 
are  shipped  from  different  plants.  Both 
of  these  practices  are  permissible  under 
existing  law  because  they  have  no  sub- 
stantial, adverse  effect  on  competition. 
Both  would  be  outlawed  by  H.  R.  9917. 

Fifth.  The  present  practices  of 
charging  for  freight  in  the  automotive 
industry  are  not  the  primary  cause  of 
bootlegging.  As  was  pointed  out  by  rep- 
resentatives of  the  NADA  at  the  hear- 
ings, bootlegging  is  a  practice  whfch 
takes  place  in  \ow-freight  areas  as  well 
as  high-freight  areas.  A  change  in  the 
present  practice  of  freight  charges  in 
the  automotive  industry  would  not 
stamp  out  bootlegging,  which  presently 
is  ttie  principal  subject  of  concern  to  ttie 
NADA.  The  NADA  has  strongly  en- 
dorsed H.  R.  9769,  which  is  directed  spe- 
cifically to  the  bootlegging  problem. 
Most  of  the  testimony  in  the  hearings 
was  related  to  that  bill,  and  was  not 
designed  to  bring  out  the  facts  rele- 
vant to  H.  R.  9916  and  H.  R.  9917.  No 
facts  have  been  developed  as  to  the  ex- 
tent, if  any,  to  which  so-called  phantom 
freight  may  exist  in  the  automotive  In- 
dustry. 

Sixth.  The  committee  report  com- 
pares rail  freight  rates  with  the  costs 
of  caravanning.  This  is  not  a  fair  com- 
parison. Caravanning  is  not  licensed  by 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
whereas  freight  rates  are  set  by  the  ICC. 
This  purported  comparison  emphasises 
the  lack  of  study  given  to  the  proposed 
bill.  There  are  no  data  at  all  as  to  ac- 
tual costs  of  the  manufacturers. 

Seventh.  The  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion has  taken  a  position  in  opix>sitk>n 
to  the  bills.  No  reference  to  this  is  made 
in  the  committee  report. 


AMEND  ACT  OF  JUNE  30.  1948 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9790) 
to  amend  the  act  of  June  30,  1948,  so  as 
to  extend  for  S  additional  years  the  au- 
thority of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  issue  patents  for  certain  public  lands 


in  Monroe  County,  Mich.,  held  imder 
color  of  title. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.-  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent)  that 
this  bill  may  be  passed  over  without 
prejudice.     

The  SPEABIER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin? 

There  was  no  objection.  j 

REPLACEMENT  OP  GOVERNMENT- 
OWNED  FACILrnES  AT  OLACIER 
NATIONAL  PARK 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  10074) 
to  authorize  the  replacement  of  certam 
Government-owned  utility  facilities  at 
Glacier  National  Park,  Mont.,  and  Grand 
Canyon  National  Park,  Ariz. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  purpose 
of  facilitating  the  liiBtaUation  of  ad^uate 
electric  and  communication  facilities  at  Gla- 
cier National  Park  and  Grand  CanycKi  Na- 
tional Park,  the  Secretary  of  the  Intelrlor  ia 
authorized  to  exchange,  on  an  equal  value 
basla,  the  existing  inadequate  faculties  at 
these  parks  for  more  modern  and  e0k:lent 
facilities. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  wsis  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  ]:*econ- 
slder  was  laid  on  the  table. 


L 


INVESTIGATION  BY  THE  ATTORNEY 
GENERAL  OF  CERTAIN  OFFENSES 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  23#8)  to 
authorize  and  direct  the  investigation  by 
the  Attorney  General  of  certain  ofllenses, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bjll? 

Mr.  MULTER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER.    Objection  is  he»rd. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Rxcosa 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection.  | 

omCE  OP  COVZKNICEMT  IirvEBTICATT^N 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker.  H.  R.  6898 
which  I  introduced  on  January  6.  1954, 
to  establish  an  OfBce  of  Government  In- 
vestigation within  the  General  AcOount- 
ing  Office  seeks  to  attain  the  same  result 
as  S.  2308  by  what  I  consider  to  be  a 
much  more  effective  method  and  with- 
out incurring  the  dangers  of  S.  2308. 
Under  my  bill  the  Office  of  Govenjment 
Investigation  would  be  responsible  to  the 
Congress  and  would  be  establishied  as 
part  of  the  Comptroller  General'^  De- 
partment. It  would  be  a  permanent 
agency  to  investigate  corruption  aijd  un- 
ethical acts  relating  to  the  transaction 
of  the  business  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. This  new  agency  should  ^o  far 
to  build  into  the  structure  of  the  Gov- 
ernment the  machinery  which  has  been 
built  into  the  structure  of  the  govern- 
ment of  New  York  State  and  New  York 
City  for  a  year-round  and  constaht  re- 
view of  the  actions  of  Government  offi- 
cials and  Government  employees  bear- 
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Ing  both  on  their  integrity  and  ethics. 
The  responsibilities  of  the  Comptroller 
General  in  his  authority  over  books  and 
accounts  is  limited  essentially  to  the 
audit  function  and  to  the  propriety  of 
paying  out  money  under  applicable  law 
while  the  activities  of  the  office  which  I 
recommend  could  be  coordinated  with 
the  other  responsibilities  of  the  Comp- 
troller General  and  under  his  general 
authority  while  carrying  out  a  function 
which  the  history  of  government  shows 
to  be  vital. 

The  office  created  by  my  bill  is  to  be 
headed  by  a  Commissioner  of  Investiga- 
tion and  by  a  Deputy  Commissioner,  both 
appointed  by  the  President  with  the  ad- 
vice and  consent  of  the  Senate,  for  a 
single  stated  term  of  10  years,  but  neither 
of  these  officials  may  be  removed  sooner 
except  by  joint  resolution  of  Congress 
or  impeachment.  The  Commissioner  is 
given  the  power  to  subpena  witnesses 
and  records,  subject  to  court  review  and 
upon  the  consent  of  the  United  States 
attorney  and  the  United  States  district 
court  in  the  jurisdiction  where  an  in- 
vestigation is  being  conducted,  the  power 
to  grant  immunity  to  a  witness  required 
to  testify  in  such  investigation.  All  de- 
partments, agencies,  and  establishments 
of  the  executive  department  including 
law  enforcement  officials  are  required 
to  furnish  to  the  Commissioner  such  in- 
formation as  he  may  require  to  carry  out 
his  duties. 

The  Commissioner,  according  to  my 
bill,  may  undertake  studies  and  make 
recommendations  for  the  correction  and 
prevenMon  of  improper,  Illegal,  or  un- 
ethical acts  relating  to  the  transaction 
of  the  official  business  of  the  Federal 
Government  by  any  such  officer  or  em- 
ployee. He  is  required,  through  the 
Comptroller  General,  to  make  to  the 
President  when  requested  by  him  and  to 
the  Congress  at  the  begiiming  of  each 
regular  session  a  report  in  writing  of  the 
work  of  the  Office  of  Government  In- 
vestigation containing  reconunendations 
concerning  the  legislation  he  may  deem 
necessary  for  the  prevention  of  improper 
and  illegal  acts  relating  to  the  transac- 
tion of  the  official  business  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  by  such  officers  and 
employees. 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  bill  does  not 
give  the  Commissioner  of  Investigation 
power  to  investigate  Members  of  Con- 
gress or  the  judiciary.  This  is  neces- 
sary in  order  to  maintain  the  integrity 
of  three  great  branches  of  the  Federal 
Government.  The  investigatory  powers 
of  the  Congress  and  the  normal  processes 
of  the  courts  as  well  as  the  frequently 
recurring  elections  can  deal  effectively 
with  wrongdoing  in  the  legislative 
branch  and  the  congressional  power  to 
impeach  Federal  judges  are  adequate  to 
deal  with  wrongdoing  in  the  judiciary. 

I  think  that  H.  R.  6898  is  very  desirable 
legislation  and  hope  it  will  receive  atten- 
tion in  the  next  Congress. 


TO  ESTABLISH  FINALITY  OF  CON- 
TRACTS BETWEEN  GOVERNMENT 
AND  COMMON  CARRIERS 

The  Clerk  called  the  blU  (S.  906)   to 
establish  the  finality  of  contracts  be- 


tween the  Government  and  common 
carriers  of  passengers  and  freight  sub- 
ject to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in 
the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
information  I  have  received,  particular- 
ly through  the  departmental  rejxirts.  as 
to  S.  906  leaves  a  very  real  doubt  In  my 
mind  as  to  whether  it  should  pass  in  its 
present  form.  However.  I  am  impressed 
with  the  argument  that  common  carriers 
should  be  able  to  count  on  some  definite 
period  of  finality  with  reference  to  the 
rate  agreements  involved  and  I  do  not 
feel  justified  in  opposing  the  present 
consideration  of  the  bill  particularly  in 
view  of  the  almost  complete  support  of 
it  by  my  olher  colleagues  on  the  commit- 
tee, whose  opinions  I  respect  thoroughly. 

If  it  were  not  for  the  situation  now 
confronting  the  House.  I  would  be  in- 
clined to  attempt  to  carry  out  the  rec- 
ommendations of  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral that  the  180-day  period  be  extended 
to  1  year  and  the  2-year  period  be  ex- 
tended to  3  years. 

I  do  have  in  mind  that  experience  can 
be  gained  under  this  bill  if  it  becomes 
law  which  may  well  warrant  further  con- 
sideration of  the  matter  and  some  possi- 
ble amendments  being  considered  in  the 
next  session. 

Therefore,  and  since  the  letters  are  not 
included  in  the  ccmimlttee  report.  I  am 
including  these  letters  at  this  point: 

Omcx  OF  THE  Assistant 

Sbcsxtast  of  Defense, 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  8,  1954. 
Hon.  Crauxs  A.  Wolveston, 

Chairman.  Committee  on  Interstate 

and  Foreign  Commerce, 

House  of  Representatives. 
Deak  Ms.  Chairman:  This  refers  to  8.  906, 
a  bill  to  establish  the  finality  of  contracts 
between  the  Oovemment  and  common  car- 
riers of  passengers  and  freight  subject  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act.  and  to  the  report 
of  the  Department  of  Defense  on  H.  R.  3288 
which  was  forwarded  to  the  Hoiise  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce on  April  28,  1954.  H..R.  3288  U  iden- 
tical With  8.  908,  as  Introduced  In  the  Sen- 
ate. This  Department  submitted  Identi- 
cal unfavorable  reports  to  the  Senate  and 
HoTise  Committees  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce  on  8.  908  and  H.  R.  3288,  and. 
In  addition,  witnesses  from  the  Department 
of  Defense  testified  In  opposition  to  S.  906 
before  the  Senate  Committee.  However, 
subsequent  to  the  submission  of  the  re- 
ports, the  Senate  passed  S.  906  with  three 
amendments. 

The  Department  of  Defense  still  considers 
legislation,  such  as  H.  R.  3288  and  S.  906,  as 
amended  by  the  Senate,  objectionable  and 
reiterates  its  opposition  to  those  bills  for 
the  reasons  set  forth  In  Its  report  of  AprU 
28,  1954.  The  amendments  made  to  S.  906 
by  the  Senate  In  no  way  alter  the  position 
of  this  Department. 

Further.  It  Is  beUeved  that  If  legislation 
of  this  type  were  enacted.  It  would  deny  to 
the  Government  a  right  accorded  to  private 
shippers:  that  Is,  the  right  to  have  the  rea- 
sonableness at  •  rate   adjudicated   by   Ui» 


Interstate  Commeroe  Commission.  A  r«t« 
negotiated  between  a  private  shipper  and  a 
carrier,  which  Is  published  in  a  tariff  and 
filed  with  the  Commission  In  aooordanoe 
vrlth  current  procedures,  remains  subject,  at 
any  time,  to  the  right  of  the  private  shinwr 
to  have  a  determination  of  the  reasonableness 
of  the  rate  made  by  the  Commission.  Un- 
der the  proposed  legislation,  however,  ft  the 
Oovernment  negotiates  a  rate  with  a  carrier 
who.  for  reasons  of  Its  own.  Incorporates  that 
rate  In  a  section  23  tender  Instead  of  a 
tariff,  and  the  rate  Is  accepted  by  the  Gov- 
ernment, It  woiild  be  conclusively  presumed 
to  be  Just  and  reasonable  and  the  right  ac- 
corded to  the  private  shipper  to  appeal  to 
the  Commission  woiUd  not  be  available  to 
the  Oovernment. 

Because  of  the  urgency  for  submitting  this 
report  to  your  Committee  for  immediate 
consideration,  time  has  not  permitted  its 
prior  submission  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Bud- 
get for  advice  as  to  Its  relationship  to  the 
program  of  the  President.  However,  when 
such  advice  Is  avaUable,  It  wUl  be  forwarded 
to  your  committee. 

Sincerely  yours, 

ROBEKT  TaiFP  Ross 

(For   the    Assistant   Secretary.) 

COMPTmOLUeB    GEafEKAI. 

OF  THE  United  States, 
Washington,  July  16,  1954. 
Hon.  Chau.es  A.  Wolverton, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

House  of  Representatives. 
Deak  Mb.  Chairman:  Reference  Is  made 
to  your  letter  of  July  9, 1954,  requesting  com- 
ments of  the  General  Accounting  Offlce  on 
8.  906.  83d  Congress,  which  was  passed  by 
the  Senate  on  July  6,  1954,  and  Is  now  pend- 
ing before  your  committee. 

The  General  Accounting  OfBce  furnished 
a  report  on  8.  906  to  the  Senate  Committee 
on  IntersUte  and  Foreign  Commerce  on  May 
19,  1953,  setting  forth  in  detail  the  reasons 
why  the  General  Accounting  Office  does  not 
recommend  favorable  consideration  of  the 
bUl.  In  addition,  a  representative  of  the 
General  Accounting  Offlce  appeared  before 
the  Senate  committee  on  AprU  29,  1954.  In 
opposition  to  the  blU.  Copies  of  the  report 
of  May  19,  1953.  and  of  the  statement  of 
the  General  Accounting  Offlce  representa- 
tive given  on  April  29.  1954.  are  enclosed. 
It  is  noted  from  the  printed  hearings  of 
the  Senate  committee  that  the  Department 
of  Defense,  the  Department  of  Justice,  and 
the  General  Services  Administration  also  op- 
posed favorable  consideration  of  the  bUl. 

The  General  Accounting  Offlce  has  no 
reason  to  change  Its  previous  recommenda- 
tions, notwithstanding  the  amendments 
made  by  the  Senate  which  would  provide 
that  quotations  or  contracts  Aade  under 
section  22  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
would  not  become  final  until  after  180  days, 
or  2  years  In  the  case  of  contracts  entered 
Into  during  a  national  emergency  declared 
by  the  Congress.  However,  In  the  event 
your  committee  decides  to  report  the  blU 
favorably,  it  Is  urged  that  both  the  180-day 
period  and  the  2-year  period  be  extended. 
Insofar  as  the  General  Accounting  Offlce 
Is  concerned  It  Is  often  several  months  after 
an  agreement  Is  entered  Into  before  th« 
paid  vouchers  for  transportation  senrtcea 
gendered  are  submitted  for  audit  and  then 
it  is  rarely  possible  to  place  the  vouchers 
under  Immediate  scrutiny.  In  periods  of 
national  emergency  the  situation  Is  greatly 
aggravated.  In  order  that  the  Interests  of 
the  Oovernment  may  be  protected.  It  Is  rec- 
ommended that  the  180-day  period  be 
changed  to  1  year  and  that  the  2-year  period 
be  changed  to  3  years. 
Sincerely  yours. 

FkAifK  H.  Wnm.. 
Acting  Comptroller  Generul  o/  tk* 
United  Statea. 
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om  Intentmte  mmd 
Gamtmureu,    Vuitad    Statea 


14,  tB68. 

17, 

tiMi*  nwy  be 

S. 

tMHi -A  MU  to  MtubUih  th*  flaiOi^  «r  eon- 
.  th*  Oov«nuBMit  and  oaauMm 
and  fMgkt  sUbJeet  to 
Act." 

TUa  MU  to  la  moot  autwtal  rHpeeti  ilmi- 
lar  to  bllla  tntnMluoed  In  tbe  ad  Mwfcm  cC  tte 
•X«t  Oea^ftmm.  8.  4067,  ud  la  tlM  ad  sMdon 
or  tb* «d  Oonsna.  &  3886.  lattsMportito 
the  OOBcraa  on  tlM  add  bUIs,  tbto  oAoe  me- 
that  ttaoy  be  not  tmwonMj  otm- 
•Bd  It  eonttnuas  to  be  tbe  Ytew  bare 
tibat  amwndmant  of  aaetkm  aa  of  the  Xnter- 
■late  "«■»»»«■*«*  Act  In  tba  propoaed  manner 
■hould  not  be  tf  actuated. 

Tbe  pnrpoee  of  aeetion  aa  of  tbe  Intentate 
OOmmeroa  Aet  waa  to  aettle  beyond  doubt 
that  prafinnttal  treatment  of  certain  claaaM 
of  ■h^pera  and  travelers  Including  thcee  rep- 
reaenttng  Um  United  States  is  to  be  per- 
mitted. Naahvate.  C.  A  St.  L.  Jty.  ▼.  StaU  of 
Tenneatee  (aea  U.  a.  S18) .  This  section  must 
be  read  la  connection  with  other  sections  of 
tbe  act.  {BnudHng  of  Kxhihtts  for  Exposi- 
tions and  rain  (385  I.  C.  C.  008.  AM) .)  Tbe 
various  other  obligations  of  the  carrier*  with 
reapect  to  the  chargea  they  may  exact  for 
their  serrloee  are  not  canceled  by  reason  of  a 
contractual  or  implied  contractual  relation- 
ship created  through  employment  of  a  sec- 
tion aa  (juotatlon  and  the  act  does  not  deny 
to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  au- 
thority to  prescribe  reasonable  ratings  and 
ratea  on  tnUBc  covered  by  section  32  quota- 
tlona.  On  the  contrary,  the  act  prohibits 
every  esceaslve  charge,  whether  exacted  di- 
rectly or  obtained  by  indhrectton.  and  Its  pro- 
vistons  are  dealgned  to  prevent  evasion  of  the 
rule  that  every  charge  for  tomnsportation 
BhaU  be  |U8t  and  reasonable.  LewU'Stmma- 
Jon€t  Co.  V.  Southern  Paeifle  Companf  (388 
U.  8.  654,  680).  If  enacted  the  propoeed 
•mendBMnt  would  deprive  the  XTnited  States 
of  the  benefit  of  the  procedure,  available  to 
all  ottwr  shippers,  for  testing  the  rcasonable- 
nasa  of  rates  and  chaiiges  collected  by  car- 
rlera  pursuant  to  aeetion  33  qtiotatlons. 

A  legal  rate  under  the  Interstate  Oommeree 
Aet  to  not  necessarily  a  lawful  rate.  To  be 
lawful  a  rate  must  not  be  in  conflict  with  the 
requirement  for  reasonableness,  for  while  a 
pubUahed  and  filed  tarilT  which  contains  the 
legal  ratea  in  the  sense  that  they  are  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Oonunlssion 
and  required  to  be  observed  by  carriers  in 
eolleettng  charges  from  shippers  as  enjoined 
by  section  6  (7)  of  the  act.  has  the  force  and 
effect  of  a  statute — Lowden  v.  Simonds- 
SMeida-Lonadmie  Grain  Co.  (808  U.  8.  618, 
530);  Boone  v.  Untted  States  (109  P.  3d  560, 
sea)  It  must,  in  event  of  a  contest,  reflect 
adhenmee  to  the  limitations  and  principles 
enunciated  in  the  act  and  enforced  by  the 
Ootnmtoalon.  No  presumption  arises  as  to 
lawfulnsss  from  the  mere  fact  of  filing  tariffs 
with  the  Commission,  for  "Charges  to  be 
lawful  are  required  to  be  reasonable  and  just 
and  no  omission  to  express  disapproval,  nor 
any  failure  to  diallenge  them  anywhere  can 
make  ratee  lawful,  which  are  unreasonable 
and  unjust."  4  ICC  104.  115;  order  held  in- 
valid OB  other  grounds.  Interstate  Commerce 
OommiMaioH  v.  Atchiton,  T.  A  5.  F.  Ay.  Co.  (60 
IM.  305:  appMl  dismissed,  149  U.  S.  264); 
J.  r.  Rathar  A  Co.  v.  NaahviUe.  C.  A  St.  L. 
Jty.  (174  8.  W.  1118). 

Concerning  common  carriers  by  rallrbad 
subject  to  the  act.  lawfulness  Impllee.  among 
other  things,  that  rates  and  charges  are  just 
and  reasonable  (40  D.  8.  C.  1  (5) )  and  it  Is 
the  carriers'  responsibility  to  Initiate  Just 


ratea.  In  thta  connection.  It 
to  Interesting  to  note  that  the  recent  case  of 
gecoajtructton  Finance  Corp.  v.  Akron,  C,  A 
r.  Ay.  Co.  (387  ICC  353.  383) .  dismissing  «he 
Oovmunent's  complaint  seeking  reparation 
on  past  shipments  of  aluminxmi  Ingots.  Ibe 
itlsseiitiiig  opinion  by  Chairman  AUdre<%e, 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce. Oommtwslon,  in 
which  OOmmlaBioners  llshnffle  and  Arp*ia 
concurred,  contained  the  statement  that: 

"The  alumlntun  Industry,  aa  Is  commoaly 
kxunvn,  to  a  metal  Industry  which  received 
tremendous  acceleration  during  the  war.  It 
is.  however,  one  of  our  newer  industries.  |ts 
products  had  not.  at  the  beginning  of  World 
War  n.  and  probaUy  have  not  now,  found 
their  settled  jdaoes  in  our  economy.  Rates 
on  aluminum  raw  materials  and  aluminmm 
products  had  likewise  not  been  fitted  into  our 
general  freight-rate  system  with  any  degree 
of  permanency  when  the  war  started.  liCaKiy 
of  the  movements  which  took  place  inunedi- 
ataly  before  and  during  the  war  were,  to  be 
sure,  unexpected;  some  of  them  were  spor- 
adic. Such  things,  however  do  not  defeat 
the  right  of  the  Oovernment  as  a  shippwr.  or 
ot  any  other  shipper,  to  just  and  reasonahle 
charges  on  Its  shipments.  The  responsibility 
reets  upm  the  carriers  under  the  law  to  initi- 
ate juat  and  reasonable  ratee  on  the  tralBc 
which  they  transpon  and  to  keep  them  with- 
in the  bounds  of  justness  and  reasonable- 
ness at  all  timea." 

What  Is  true  of  aluminum  and  aiumln«ni 
products,  as  to  the  fact  that  tbe  freight 
rates  on  such  materials  had  not  been  fitted 
into  the  general  freight  rate  system  with 
any  degree  of  permanency  when  the  war 
started.  Is  also  probably  true  of  many  mate- 
rials and  articles  which  were  newly  developed 
and  transported  for  the  first  time  during  the 
war  and  thereafter. 

The  courts  have  long  declined  to  assume 
jurisdiction  over  matters  involving  the  rea- 
sonableness of  rates,  regulations,  practloes, 
etc..  pointing  out  that  the  law  confides  that 
duty  to  a  body  of  experts  like  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  Texas  &  P.  Ry.  Co. 
V.  Abilene  Cotton  Oil  Co.  (204  TJ.  8.  42$) ; 
Soutfiem  Ry.  Co.  v.  Tift  (20«  U.  8.  428): 
MiteheU  Coal  A  Cohe  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R. 
Co.  (330  n.  8.  247,  258);  Florida  v.  Vnited 
States  (aea  U.  S.  l.  IS);  and  General  Ameri- 
can Tank  Car  Corp.  v.  Fl  Dorado  Term.  Co. 
(808  n.  8.  432).  In  the  last  cited  case  It 
waa  held  that  determination  of  the  rights 
of  a  tank  car  company  and  a  private  shipper 
under  a  contract  covering  the  lease  of  tank 
cars  should  have  been  held  in  abeyance  pend- 
ing conclusion  of  an  appropriate  proceed- 
ing before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Co(n- 
mission  regarding  the  validity  of  the  practice 
involved.  In  Union  Pacific  R.  Co.  v.  United 
States  (lai  C.  Cls.  463,  465).  it  was  stated: 

"The  defendant  adds  that  It  desires  'to 
preaent  and  develop  In  a  manner  not  done 
at  the  former  trial  the  basic  principles  which 
underlie  the  whole  matter  of  classification 
and  ratemaklng.'  We  have  neither  the 
facilitiee  nor  the  experience  to  go  Into  the 
complicated  field  of  ratemaklng.  Besides, 
that  to  a  function  placed  by  Congress  in 
the  hands  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

"We  have  no  means  of  finding  whethef  a 
rate  established  by  the  Commission  Is  too 
high  or  too  low.  In  fact,  we  are  not  author- 
ized to  pass  on  that  question.  We  have  no 
ratemaklng  functions. 

"If  the  rate  is  too  high  the  defendant  may 
make  a  showing  of  that  fact  to  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  and  may  «sk 
for  a  different  classification." 

And  in  Board  of  Trade  v.  United  States 
(814  U.  8.  634,  546) .  it  was  stated: 

'TThe  process  of  ratemaklng  Is  essentially 
empiric.  The  stuff  of  the  process  is  fiuld  and 
dianging — the  resultant  of  factors  that  m«st 
be  valued  as  well  as  weighed.  Congress  has 
therefore  delegated  the  enforcement  of  trai|s- 
portation  policy  to  a  permanent  exjwrt  body 
and  has  charged  it  with  the  duty  of  being 


reeponslve    to    the    dynamic    character    of 
transportation  {vobienu." 

Bee  also  Railroad  Commission  v.  Oil  Co. 
(310  n.  8.  573.  581-582).  In  the  sam0  vein 
it  was  stated  in  the  case  of  Sew  TJork  v. 
Vnited  States  (331  U.  8.  284,  835) : 

"Theee  problems  of  transportatloil  eco- 
nomics are  complicated  and  Involved.  Iter 
example,  the  determination  of  trmBi|>orta- 
tlon  costs  and  their  allocation  »*"«"g  vari- 
ous types  of  traflic  is  not  a  mere  mathe 
matical  exercise.  Like  other  problems  in 
cost  accounting,  It  involves  the  eocerilse  of 
judgment  bom  of  intimate  knowledge  of 
the  particular  activity  and  the  »»'*^"g  of 
adjustments  and  qualifications  too  subtle 
for  the  uninitiated." 

It  is  dliScuU  to  understand  how  shlppinf 
and  procuring  (^Dcers  of  the  Oovenfment. 
not  having  available  to  them  the  detailed 
facts  available  to  the  regulatory  bocties  or 
adduced  at  open  hearings  held  by  thei|i.  and 
not  enjoying  ordinarily  the  broad  perspective 
which  those  bodies  acquire  through  their 
comprehensive  and  continuing  stufly  of 
transportation  facilities  and  eoonomlds.  can 
be  exi>ected  adequately  to  balance  and  ap- 
ply the  factors  inherent  in  ratemaJktng  or 
rate  adjustment  problems  and  give  due  con- 
sideration to  the  provisions  of  the  act  rela- 
tive to  the  establishment  of  jiist  and  rea- 
sonable rates  under  section  15  a.  (2)  of  the 
act.  It  seems  probable  that  carriei*  anA 
Oovernment  shippers,  in  negotiattisg  ar- 
rangements for  rates  and  charges.  wi|l  not. 
because  of  tbe  complexities^  involved,  b* 
able  to  give  due  consideration  and  effect  to 
all  the  standards  applied  by  the  Interstate 
Conunerce  Commission  in  proceeding  in* 
volvlng  the  refksonableness  of  rates,  and  s 
conflict  In  the  administration  of  transixirta- 
tion  policy  woxild  seem  to  be  encouraged  by 
toaklng  section  22  arrangements  conclusive 
upon  the  parties  in  the  manner  speci^ed  in 
this  bill. 

If  the  law  contemplates  that  there  must 
be  uniformity  In  the  establishment  at  rea- 
sonable rates,  so  that  the  decisions  ef  tbe 
Commission,  which  In  effect  voices  the  at« 
tltudes  and  policies  of  Congress,  will  con- 
tinue to  be  guidepoets  by  which  shippers 
and  carriers  may  mark  out  the  oou|«e  of 
their  relationship,  it  is  not  believect  that 
the  Commission's  exclusive  responsibility  In 
this  regard  should  be  Impinged  upon  to  allow 
other  Government  agencies  to  make  conclu- 
sive determinations  as  to  the  reasohable- 
ness  of  section  23  ratee  and  charges.  In 
tbe  event  this  bill  becomes  law  any  ^xtea- 
aive  utilization  of  section  22  quotations, 
would  tend  to  distort  rate  relatlonahlils  over 
wide  territories  and  undermine  the  vital 
role  the  Commission  plays  in  seeklbg  to 
maintain  reasonable  rates  and  char0M  for 
the  benefit  of  shippers.  Including  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  carriers  alike.  In  thl4  con- 
nection a  report  prepared  for  the  Qureau 
of  the  Budget,  by  a  special  committed  con- 
sisting of  W.  B.  Hammer.  Charles  E.  Bell, 
and  Emory  B.  Ussery.  printed  In  part  tn  the 
CoNCREssioNAL  Rxcoss  foT  FcbTuary  1.  1948. 
92  Congressional  Rbcobo,  part  1,  pages  097. 
690,  indicates  that  there  was  not.  at  the  time 
of  procuring  section  22  quotations  during 
World  War  II  any  organization  in  tbp  War 
Department  adequately  equipped,  staffed. 
and  fully  empowered  to  negotiate,  with  the 
carriers,  necessary  revisions  of  transporta- 
tion rates,  ratings,  charges,  rules,  and  regu- 
lations. 

It  does  not  appear  unusual  for  stoppers 
of  freight  to  apply  to  responsible  nlllroad 
oflQcers  and  their  committees  for  revislpns  of 
tariff  rates.  The  provisions  of  section  5  (a) 
of  the  act  of  June  17.  1948  (62  Stat.  4r73;  49 
n.  8.  C.  5  (b)),  authorize  common  eirriers 
and  freight  forwarders  subject  to  the  act  to 
apply  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion for  approval  of  any  agreement  ^mong 
such  carriers  relative  to  rates,  fares,  classlfl- 
catlons,  etc.  Such  agreements  refiect  $trong 
consolidations  of  ratemaklng   fimctidna  of 
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individual  carrier  organlzatioiut  and  a  spe- 
cialization in  the  control  and  development 
of  rates  and  charges  of  tbe  participating 
carriers.  One  type  of  such  an  agreement 
is  discussed  in  Western  TralBc  Association 
Agreement  (276  ICC  183).  But  whether  rate 
proposals  are  initiated  by  shippers  or  car- 
riers, they  are  still  subject  to  review  and  to 
supervision  on  complaint  or  on  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission's  own  initiative. 
(See  page  215  of  the  above  case.) 

The  private  shipper  Is  not  deprived  of  his 
right  to  contest  the  reasonableness  or  law- 
fulness otherwise  of  rates  charged  and  col- 
lected pursuant  to  tariff  in  conformity  with 
requests  of  the  shipper  after  study  and  ap- 
proval by  carrier  representatives,  and  he  may 
seek  an  award  of  reparation  representing  the 
difference  between  the  collected  charges  and 
those  computed  on  a  basU  found  lawful  by 
th?  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  There 
Is  no  apparent  reason  why  the  Oovernment 
should  be  deprived  by  statute  of  a  privilege 
exercised  or  within  reach  of  shippers  gen- 
erally, and  there  would  seem  to  exist  the 
possible  danger  of  needlessly  sacrificing  pub- 
lic funds  by  prior  statutory  waiver  of  a  right 
ordinarily  afforded  an  aggrieved  party  In  the 
circumstances.  Certainly  the  assertion  that 
reduced  rates  to  the  Oovernment  results  in 
burdening  other  shippers  with  higher  rates 
does  not  justify  the  mantenance  of  unrea- 
sonable rates  on  Oovernment  traffic.  The 
proposed  bill,  in  denying  tbe  Oovernment 
tbe  right  to  seek  relief  from  unlawful  rates 
in  the  same  manner  as  afforded  the  general 
public,  would  result  in  a  discrimination 
against  the  Oovernment  which  would  seem 
to  circumvent  one  of  the  essential  purposes 
for  which  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  was 
designed. 

It  seems  noteworthy  that  under  the  pro- 
posed bill  the  parties  may  cancel  or  termi- 
nate rates,  fares,  etc.,  negotiated  under  the 
authority    of    section    22,    as    sought    to    be 
amended,  on  not  less  than  90  days'  written 
notice.     Such  a  provision  would  operate  to 
extend  the  life  of  negotiated  rates  and  fares 
for  a  period  of  3  months  after  It  may  have 
been  definitely  established  that  the  particular 
rates  or  charges  covered  by  section  22  quo- 
tations exceed   the  reasonable  or  otherwise 
lawful  rates  found  proper  In  application  to 
the   public   and   for   an   additional   90   days 
leave  the  Oovernment  without  recourse   to 
any  remedy  for  recovery  of  excess  charges 
on  transportation  performed  under  the  terms 
of  those  quotations.    The  Oovernmeht  should 
not  be  prevented  from  withdrawing,  at  any 
time,  from  any  arrangement  which  precludes 
liability     for     unreasonableness     for     prior 
charges,  and  the  allowance  to  the  carriers  of 
90   days   during   which   the   conclusive   pre- 
sumption of  reasonableness   would   operate 
could   result   in   unjust   enrichment   of    the 
Interested   carriers   at    the   expense   of   the 
United  States.     The  finality  that  this  pro- 
vision   affords    section    22    negotiated    rates 
would,  for  example,  require  that  a  negotiated 
rate  of  28  cents  per  designated  \inlt  of  ship- 
ment must  be  considered  as  final  and  binding 
upon  the  Oovernment,  until  the  agreement 
therefor  Is  canceled,  which  under  the  terms 
of  the  amendment  can  be  effected  only  upon 
notice  of  not  leas  than  90  days,  even  though, 
on  a  petition  filed  by  a  private  shipper,  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  may  find 
that  a  tariff  rate  of  30  cents,  applicable  com- 
mercially on   the   Identical   type  of   service 
for  which  the  negotiated  rate  of  28  cents  ap- 
plies. Is  and  has  been  unreasonable  for  a 
period  extending  from  2  years  prior  to  the 
date   of   the   filing  of   the   petition,   to   the 
extent  that  it  exceeds  25  cents.    Upon  such 
a  finding  tbe  commercial  shippers  would  be 
entitled  to  reparation   sufficient   to   reduce 
the  charges  retained  by  tbe  carrier  to  those 
due  on  the  baals  of  the  reasonable  rate  of 
25  cents,  but  the  Oovernment  presumably 
would  have  to  regard  the  28-cent  rate  col- 
lected from  it  for  similar  service  as  final  and 


not  subject  to  attack  in  the  abeenoe  of  ac- 
tual fraud,  deceit,  or  clerical  mistake. 

And  in  the  case  where  application  of  the 
section  22  quotation  accepted  by  the  Oovern- 
ment as  to  shipments  made  in  contemplation 
thereof  results  in  the  charging  by  railroads 
subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  more 
for  a  shorter  than  for  a  longer  haul  or  more 
for  a  through  haul  than  tbe  aggregate  of  the 
Intermediate  rates,  without  special  relief  to 
the  railroads  as  authorized  by  section  4  of 
the  act.  the  Oovernment  would  be  powerless 
to  enforce  recovery  of  the  excess  charges  so 
resulting  although  it  is  well  established  that 
apart  from  the  statutory  enactment  such 
charges  are  prima  facie  unreasonable.  See 
Patterson  v.  L.  A  N.  Railroad  (269  U.  8.  1,  11) ; 
Darts  V.  Portland  Seed  Co.   (264  U.  8.  403). 

It  is  desired  to  make  clear  that  there  is 
no  basis  fcH*  quarrel  with  the  view  that  pro- 
tection should  be  afforded  carriers  against 
the  revocation  of  the  ternu  of  a  proper  sec- 
tion 22  quotation  which  In  fact  provides  for 
special  services  or  special  rates  not  other- 
wise available  to  the  United  States  so  long 
as  such  rates  are  just  and  reasonable  and 
therefore  lawful.  It  would  seem  equally 
clear,  however,  that  the  laws  and  regulations 
which  govern  the  operations  of  the  trans- 
portation Industry  requiring  adherence  to 
a  standard  of  reasonableness  and  affording 
a  means  of  testing  such  adherence  before 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  should 
be  no  less  available  in  the  case  of  services 
for  the  Oovernment  than  in  the  case  of 
charges  for  services  rendered  the  general  pub- 
lic. Whenever  Injtjstices  occur  because  of 
unreasonableness,  or  any  purported  require- 
ment for  the  payment  by  the  Oovernment 
of  higher-than-tartff  rates  opportunity 
should  not  be  denied  the  United  States 
to  seek  redress  for  the  injustices  so  sus- 
tained in  tbe  same  manner  as  is  afforded 
the  private  shipper. 

In  Bunmnary,  it  is  considered  that  enact- 
ment of  the  present  bill  is  not  desirable 
because  it  is  believed  that  there  should  not 
be  created  by  statute  a  conclusive  presump- 
tion that  rates,  fares,  or  charges,  etc.,  are 
Just  and  reasonable  simply  because  they  are 
a  matter  of  negotiation  between  common 
carriers  and  the  Oovernment  as  shipper. 
However,  if  passage  of  this  bill  be  deemed 
proper,  it  is  believed  that  a  due  protection 
of  the  Interests  of  the  United  States  would 
require  that  provision  be  incorporated  there- 
in which  would  assure  at  least  that  nothing 
in  said  section  22  shall  be  construed  to  au- 
thorize payment  by  the  United  States  of  any 
charges  to  any  common  carrier  or  freight 
forwarder  in  excess  of  those  l>ased  on  con- 
temporaneously applicable  rates,  fares,  or 
charges,  and  rules,  regulations,  or  practices, 
prescribed  in  schedules  duly  published  and 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Conunerce  Com- 
mission and  that  nothing  therein  shall  pre- 
vent the  United  States  from  availing  itself 
of  any  benefit  or  privilege  that  the  general 
public  may  have  or  obtain  as  a  result  of 
determinations  made  by  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  in  proceedings  filed  by 
private,  as  distinguished  from  Oovernment. 
shippers. 

Sincerely  yours, 

nuNX  L.  Yatxs. 
Assistant  Comptroller  General  of  the 
Vnited  States. 

STATnCXNT  OP  ROBXXT  P.  KKT.T.XX,  ASSISTANT 
TO  THX  COMPraOLUB  OkNKBAI.,  BXFOaX  THX 
SUBOOICMITTXZ  ON  SUKTACX  TXANSFOaTATION, 

CoMMrmx    ON    iNmsTAxx    and    Fobkign 
COMMBCB,   UNrrxo   States   Senate,   on   8. 
904,  83o  CoNCXBS,  Acoomfanud  bt  Habmh,t. 
O.    Hoaoland.    Dikxctok,    Tranbpoktation 
Division,  Oenxxal  accountino  OmcB 
Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  com- 
mittee, the  Oeneral  Accounting  Office  op- 
poses the  enactment  of  S.  904,  as  indicated 
in  the  Comptroller  General's  report  to  this 
committee  of  March  IS,  1963.     WhUe  pas- 


sage of  the  legislation  would  result  In  an 
Increased  coet  ot  governmental  operations 
of  several  million  dollars  our  comments  are 
not  restricted  to  that  basis  alone. 

Tbe  most  significant  areas  for  considera- 
tion appear  to,  be  thoee  which  relate  to  (1) 
the  fact  that  the  propoeed  legislation  is  not 
suppcK-ted — so  far  as  we  are  aware — ^by  a 
substantial  majority  of  the  carriers  who  con- 
duct the  tmsiness  of  movement  of  household 
goods  for  the  Government  or  by  some  of 
the  largest  carriers  in  this  limited  field;  (2) 
the  proposed  legislation  is  much  more  dras- 
tic than  is  apparent  on  the  siurfaoe  since  it 
would  bar  voluntary  or  negotiated  tenders 
at  less  than  tariff  rates  for  the  movement 
of  hospital  equipment  and  office  fxuniture 
and  fixtures  of  Government  agencies  as  cov- 
ered in  existing  tariffs  published  voluntarily 
by  carriers;  and  (3)  the  effect  of  this  bill 
would  be  to  impose  control  by  congressional 
action  within  a  segment  of  industry  as  to 
which  each  household-goods  carrier  could 
accomplish  such  result  without  legislation. 

It  is  not  required  by  law  that  any  carrier 
submit  a  tender  for  reduced  rates  to  the 
United  States.  That  such  rates  are  con- 
tinuously offered  by  carriers  of  substance 
and  by  a  large  number  of  carriers  raises  con- 
siderable doubt  in  our  minds  as  to  whether 
the  industry,  as  a  whole,  favors  the  enact- 
ment of  the  legislation. 

Aside  from  the  fact  previously  mentioned, 
that  this  proposed  legislation  affects  Govern- 
ment movements  of  hospital  equipment  and 
office  furniture  and  fixtvues,  although  not 
clearly  stated  therein,  there  has  not  been 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  General 
Accounting  Office  any  situation  as  to  which 
household-goods  carriers  generally  have  com- 
plained to  It  of  Government  practices  rela- 
tive to  this  traffic  or  of  serious  economic 
reactions  by  reason  of  carrier  operation  un- 
der the  present  law. 

Finally,  It  could  be  that  the  present  situa- 
tion might  follow  the  foot-in-the-door  tech- 
nique so  far  as  abolition  of  section  22  and 
related  sections  of  tbe  law  are  ccmcemed. 
If  this  be  so,  we  believe  the  pn^xieed  legis- 
lation should  be  rejected  as  failing  to  rep- 
resent an  open  and  uniform  approach  by 
all  interested  and  related  carrier  Industries. 

OxNBtAL  Services  ADiciNisriATioir, 

Washington.  D.  C.  July  22. 19S4. 
Re  8.  906 

Hon.   CHAKI.AS  A.  WOLVXXTON, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington.  D.  C. 

DxAX  CONGXXSSMAN  WoLvxsTON :  TOUT  let- 
ter of  July  9  requests  a  report  and  our  com- 
ments on  S.  906,  which  has  been  adopted  by 
the  Senate.  On  April  29.  1954,  we  submitted 
a  report  to  you  recommending  against  H.  R. 
3288.  a  bill  pending  in  the  House,  which  is 
substantially  the  same  as  8.  908.  We  wish  to 
reiterate  our  opposition  to  this  type  of  legis- 
lation, and  refer  you  to  our  views  on  H.  R. 
3288,  a  copy  of  which  is  attached. 

Our  traffic  officials  seek  to  obtain  on  Oov- 
ernment traffic  rates  which  are  comparable 
to  so-called  commodity  rates  applying  on 
commercial  traffic.  When  the  carriers  act  on 
our  requests,  the  option  lies  with  them  as  to 
whether  to  do  It  by  tariff  publication  or  by 
the  Issuance  of  a  quotation  under  section 
22  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  If  the 
carriers  choose  to  resp<md  to  our  requeete 
by  a  tariff  adjustment,  we  may  seek  retro- 
active review  of  the  rate  under  sections  8 
and  13  of  that  act,  if  we  are  dissatisfied,  in 
the  same  manner  as  a  commercial  shipper. 
Under  the  proposed  legislation,  however.  If 
the  carrier  elects  to  publish  the  rate  In  tbm 
form  of  a  secUon  32  quotation.  It  would  b« 
beyond  review.  8\2ch  option.  siarclMd  by 
the  carrier,  would  remove  the  right  of  re- 
view enjoyed  by  aU  other  shlpfMrs. 
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Vm.  •OvHMij  ■INrtlwg  tiM  maaOa^  at 
cutimm  that  tiMBt  li  A  nInstaiiM  by  tli* 
to  d«a  vtth  liM  GkyfcnoMnt  undar 
and  tbat  »  grcnriaK  nHiahw  of 
ml^t  bog  down  tba  work 
or  Xbm  OmnilMtop.  In  our  opinion,  tlw 
dOM  not  paMty  any  at  Uuaa  oomtai' 


iketnal  atndlaa  l]itrodQced.«t  tba  haarlnga 
an  B.  MM  indleata  ooneltMlTtfy  that  aaetUxn 
aa  rataa  praduoa  a  blgb  larcl  of  aamlnsi. 
oonatdvaUly  *««g*«*''  than  on  oonunodlty  rata 
trafle  ^niaralljr.  Tuxttur,  tba  aorcrnmant 
dqMurtBMata  are  «ipa1anciiig  no  raalataaoa 
or  raloetaniee  Iqr  tlia  eanlara  to  tba  iiae  of 
aaetlon  aa  rata  adjuatmanta:  to  tha  contrary, 
«a  would  be  gratULed  tt  more  of  tbaaa  adjnat- 
manta  vaxa  mada  by  tariff  publication. 
Finally,  tliara  la  no  IndleaUoa  at  a  growing 
number  at  raparattan  caaaa.  tha  laat  of  tha 
vartlma  reparation  caaaa  having  bean  filed 
In  IMS  and  corerlng  trafllc  which  generally 
moved  parlor  to  OcttAer  1.  IMS. 

A  report  recnmmimrttng  agalnat  tba  enact- 
ment of  a  we  waa  aubmltted  AprU  38.  1954, 
to  the  former  Chairman.  Senate  Committee 
on  Intantata  and  Vteelgn  Ccamiarce.  Tha 
reporta  on  S.  900.  aa  well  aa  H.  U.  S288.  were 
cleared  with  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  which 
adTlaed  that  there  waa  no  objection  to  the 
aubrntaaion  of  thoae  reporta  and  that  they 
would  recommend  agalnat  the  enactment  of 
the  pfopoaad  legislation. 
Coidlally  yoinra. 

BncuMs  F.  MAmraas. 

AdwUnistrator. 

XuoimvBOmcB  or 


Bctbav  of  ths  BmKisr. 
Weuhinffton,  D.  C.  Au§uat  3,  19S4. 
Bon.  CwAaiiBa  A.  WoLTaaxoir, 

Chmlmmn,  Committee  on  IiUergtate 
«ntf  rartign  Commeroe,  Hou»e  of 
MepreMnUMte*.  Neu  Boum  Offiee 
BuUdtmg,  WaahingUm,  D.  C. 
Mr  DBAS  Um.  CKABMAir:    This  Is  In  reply 
to  yoor  latter  of  July  0,  1#54.  requeetlng  the 
TlawB  of  this  oOee  on  8.  908,  a  bill  to  aateb- 
Ilsh  the  finality  of  contracts  between  the 
Oovemment  azm  common  carriers  of  pas- 
sengers and  freight  subject  to  the  Interstate 
Commeree  Act. 

The  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  General 
Senrloea  Administrator,  in  the  reports  they 
have  mada  to  yoor  eranmlttee  on  this  act. 
recommended  against  Its  enactment  for  the 
reasons  set  out  therein. 

This  oOee  concurs  with  the  views  con- 
tained in  these  reports  and  recommends  that 
this  meaaore  not  be  enacted. 
Stnevtiy  yoon. 

Habolb  Puutsmr. 
Atstttant  DtreeUn. 

Mr.  HARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  reaenrlng 
tbe  right  to  object.  I  senred  on  a  sub- 
committee with  the  aUe  gentleman 
from_Ohlo  [Mr.  Bxron]  In  the  80th 
Congress,  at  which  time  we  considered  a 
great  many  of  these  transportation  mat- 
ters. I  do  not  beHeve  this  is  a  proper 
bUL  I  noUoe  also  that  it  is  omosed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense.  Therefore.  I 
object. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.   Objection  Is  heard. 


WASHITA  RIVER  BASIN  RECLAMA- 
TION PROJECT,  OBXAHOMA 

The  Clerk  called  tibe  bin  (S.  118)  to 
authorise  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  construct,  operate,  uid  Tn«^tT>ta^fn  the 
Washita  River  Basin  redamatlon  proj- 
ect, c^clahoma. 


Is  there  objection  to 
the  pgeeent  oonsldotttion  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  wovOd  cost  approximately  $37  n^- 
lloin.  I  understand  that  an  endeavor  is 
being  made  to  get  a  rule.  There  is  en- 
tirdy  too  much  money  involved  to  pass 
this  bill  on  the  unanimous-consent  cal- 
endar and  therefore  I  ask  unanimous 
eonsoit  that  it  be  passed  over  without 
prejudice.     

Tbe  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
tbe  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa? 

Th»e  was  no  objection. 


RETIRE- 


AMENDINO  CIVIL  SERVICE 
MENT  ACT  OF  1930 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9586) 
to  amend  the  Civil  Service  RetlremeKit 
Act 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clen-k 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  tt  enocted.  etc..  That  section  5  of  the 
ClvU  Service  Betlrement  Act  of  May  89, 
1930,1  aa  amended.  Is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  and  thereof  the  following: 

"Hlotwlthstandlng  any  provUion  of  law  to 
the  contrary,  title  to  anniilty  payable  from 
the  civil  service  retirement  afid  disability 
fund  shaU  not  arise  froxa  any  separation 
unless  the  oflloer  or  employee  ao  separated 
has.  within  the  2-year  period  immediately 
pref^dlng  such  separation,  completed  at  leaat 
1  yete  of  creditable  civilian  Bervice  during 
which  he  was  subject  to  this  act.  Any  an- 
nuity rights  based  on  a  separaUon  which 

(a)  terminated  service  meeting  this  require- 
ment or  (b)  occurred  prior  to  this  amend- 
ment, shall  be  restored  upon  separation  from 
subsequent  service  which  fails  to  meet  said 
requizament. 

"Nb  credit  shall  be  allowed  for  any  service 
subsequent  to  the  date  of  the  separation  on 
which  title  to  annuity  is  based.  Any 
amounts  deducted  from  salary  for  retirement 
purposes  during  such  service  sbaU  upon  sep- 
aration tie  refunded  to  such  ofBcer  or  em- 
ployee without  interest,  and  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  redepoBlt  as  provided  in  section  12 

(b)  (2)  of  this  act.  Any  such  amount  not 
so  refunded  to  tbe  ofllcer  or  employee  befare 
his  dieath  shall  be  paid  in  the  order  of  prese- 
dence  prescribed  in  section  12  (e)." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

■i      I 

REIMBURSEMENT  FOR  EQUIPMENT 

OWNED     BY     POSTMASTERS     AT 

DISCONTINUED  OFFICES 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (S.  3028)  to 
require  the  Postmaster  General  to  reim- 
burse postmaster:  of  discontinued  post 
offices  for  equipment  owned  by  the  post- 
master. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  whenever  a  post 
offlce  is  discontinued,  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral ahaU  reimburse  the  postmaster  of  such 
diecontlnued  post  ofllce,  on  a  fair  and  equi- 
table basU,  for  any  fixtures  and  equipment 
in  use  In  such  post  crffice  at  the  time  of  dk- 
continuance.  which  were  furnished  by  sueh 
poatmaster  out  of  personal  funds  and  whl*h 
were  necessary  to  the  efllcient  operation  of 
such  post  office. 

Sac  2.  That  there  is  hereby  authorized  to 
be  appropriated  such  amount  each  year  as 
may  ba  necessary  to  enable  the  Postmaster 
Oenatat  to  nuJce  reimbursement  to  poefc- 
masten^  at  discontinued  poet  offices  unctor 


i 


the  provisions  of  this  act,  except  a  pdst  of- 
flce of  the  fourth  class. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time«  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsidar  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


PREVENTINa  ENTRY  OF  LIVESTOCK 
AND  POULTRY  DISEASES  INTO 
THE  VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1|0077) 
to  amend  section  6  of  the  act  of  /^ugust 
30, 1890.  as  amended,  and  section  2  of  the 
act  of  February  2.  1903.  as  amended. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  tinani- 
mous  consent  that  this  bill  be  passed 
over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


INCLUSION  OF  SERVICE  RENDERED 

STATES  TOWARD  CIVIL  SERVICE 

RETIREMENT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1553) 
to  amend  the^  CivU  Service  Retirsment 
Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended,  t«  pro- 
vide for  the  inclusion  in  the  eont)uta- 
tion  of  accredited  service  of  certa^  pe- 
riods of  service  rendered  States  or  instru- 
mentalities of  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bfll? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  abould 
like  to  inquire  just  what  this  bill  does. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  This  makes  vocational 
teachers  who  might  be  drafted  into  the 
service  of  the  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture  eligible  under  the  same 
conditions  that  a  county  agent  wovld  be 
for  certain  civil-service  benefits. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  It  appllel  only 
to  those  particular  employees? 

Mr.  HARVEY.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  withdraw  my 
reservation  of  objection,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bijl? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  Thai  section  5  M  tha 
Civil  Service  Betlrement  Act  of  May  20,  1B30. 
as  amended.  Is  amended  by  Inserting  after  the 
first  paragraph  thereof  the  following: 

"Subject  to  the  conditions  contained  In 
this  paragraph,  there  shaU  be  Included,  in 
determining  for  the  purposes  of  this  act  the 
aggregate  period  of  service  rendered  by  an 
ofBcer  or  employee  who  Is  serving  in  a  posi- 
tion wltliln  the  purview  of  this  act  (other 
than  a  position  described  In  tills  para^vph) 
at  the  time  of  his  retirement  or  death,  ail 
periods  of  service  rendered  by  him  as  an 
employee  of  a  State,  or  any  InstrimieqtaUty 
thereof,  exclusively  or  primarily  in  tiie  Carry- 
ing out  of — 

"(1)  the  program  of  a  State  Rur^  B«. 
habllltation  Corporation  created  for  tha  pur- 
pose of  handling  rural  relief  the  funds  for 
which  were  made  available  by  the  Federal 
Emergency  Relief  Act  of  1933  (48  StatJ.  65). 
the  act  of  February  15.  1934  (48  Stat.  351), 
and  the  Emergency  Appropriation  Act,  fiscal 
year  1935  (48  Stat.  1055),  and  any  liMrs  or 
parts  of  laws  amendatory  of,  or  supple- 
mentary to,  such  acts; 

"(2)  the  Federal -State  cooperative  pro- 
gram of  agricultural  experiment  station  i«- 
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search  and  investigation  authorlaed  by  tbe 
act  of  March  3,  1887,  as  amended  and  sup- 
plemented (7  u.  S.  C.  ch.  14): 

"(3)  the  Federal -State  cooperative  pro- 
gram of  vocational  education  authorized  by 
the  act  of  February  23.  1817,  aa  amended  and 
supplemented  (20  U.  8.  C.  ch.  3): 

"(4)  the  Federal-State  cooperative  pro- 
gram at  agricultural  extension  work  author- 
ized by  the  act  of  May  8.  1814.  as  amended 
and  supplemented  (7  U.  8.  C.  sees.  341-348); 

"(5)  the  Federal -State  cooperative  pro- 
gram of  forest  and  watershed  protection  au- 
thorized by  section  3  of  the  act  of  March  1, 
1911  (16  n.  S.  C,  sec.  683).  and  by  the  act 
of  June  7.  1834,  as  amended  and  supple- 
mented (18  U.  8.  C,  sees.  564-668b) : 

"(6)  the  Federal -State  cooperative  pro- 
gram fCH"  the  control  of  plant  pests  and 
animal  diseases  authorized  by  the  provisions 
of  law  set  forth  in  chapters  7  and  8  of  title  7 
and  In  section  114a  of  title  21  of  the  United 
States  Code. 

The  period  of  any  service  specified  in  this 
paragraph  shall  be  included  in  computing 
length  of  service  lor  the  purposes  of  this  act 
of  any  officer  or  employee  only  upon  com- 
pliance with  the  following  conditions: 

"(A)  the  performance  of  such  service  is 
certified,  in  a  form  prescribed  by  the  Civil 
Service  Cbnunisslon,  by  the  head,  or  by  a 
person  designated  by  the  head,  of  tbe  de- 
partment, agency  or  independent  establish- 
ment In  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  which  administers 
the  provisions  of  law  authorizing  the  per- 
formance of  such  service; 

"(B)  the  officer  or  employee  shall  tiave  to 
his  credit  a  total  period  of  not  less  than  6 
years  of  allowable  service  under  this  act,  ex- 
clusive of  service  allowed  by  this  para- 
graph; 

"(C)  the  officer  or  employee  shall  have  de- 
posited with  Interest  at  4  percent  per  an- 
num to  December  31,  1847,  and  3  percent  per 
annum  thereafter,  compounded  on  December 
81  of  each  year,  to  the  credit  of  the  civil- 
service  retirement  and  disability  fund  a  sum 
equal  to  the  aggregate  of  the  amounts  which 
would  have  been  deducted  from  his  basic 
salary,  pay,  or  compensation  during  the 
period  of  service  claimed  under  this  para- 
graph if  during  such  period  he  had  been 
subject  to  this  act. 

If  the  annuity  computed  under  this  act  of  any 
individual  entitle<l  to  the  benefits  of  this 
paragraph,  when  combined  with  any  annuity 
received  by  him  from  a  State,  exceeds  an 
amount  equal  to  80  percent  of  the  highest 
average  annual  basic  salary,  pay,  or  com- 
piensation  received  by  such  Individual  during 
6  consecutive  years  of  allowable  service 
under  this  act  (including  service  allowed  by 
this  paragraph),  the  annuity  payable  under 
this  act  shall  t>e  ho  reduced  that  the  aggre- 
gate amount  received  from  such  annuities 
shall  not  exceed  an  amount  equal  to  80  per- 
cent of  such  highest  average  annual  basic 
salary,  pay,  or  compensation.  As  used  In  this 
paragraph  the  term  'State'  includes  Alaska, 
Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico." 

Sec.  2.  The  flr.st  paragraph  of  section  6 
of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May 
29,  1930,  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereor  the  following:  "Such  time 
limitation  may  also  be  waived  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  in  the  case  of  an  ofllcer 
or  employee  who  failed  to  file  the  required 
application  for  retirement  within  the  pre- 
scribed time  limit  because  at  the  date  of 
separation  from  Bervice  the  position  he  waa 
occupying  was  n(]t  considered  to  be  within 
the  purview  of  tills  act;  but  the  application 
in  such  case  must  l>e  filed  with  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  not  later  than  6  months 
after  the  determination  that  such  position 
is  within  the  purview  of  this  act,  except  that 
in  the  case  of  any  such  person  heretofore 
separated  from  service,  application  may  be 
filed  within  6  months  after  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  sentence." 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  eogrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


PRIVATE  CAIjENDAR 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  call 
the  first  bill  on  the  Private  Calendar. 


With  the  f  dOowing  oommlttee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  I.  Une  11.  strike  out  "^n  earecss  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


CARLOS  M  COCHRAN 
The  Clerk  called  the  bUl  (S.  820)  for 

the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Carlos  M. 

Cochran. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 

read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of 
tbe  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  lYeasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  estate  of 
Carlos  M.  Cochrsm.  late  of  Miami,  Fla.,  the 
s\mi  of  $5,000.  Payment  of  such  sum  shall 
be  in  full  settlement  of  ail  claims  of  such 
estate  against  the  United  States  on  account 
of  the  death  of  the  said  Carlos  M.  Cociiran 
in  line  of  duty,  while  he  was  serving  as  pri- 
vate, first  class.  In  the  military  forces  of  the 
United  States  (XC-3119193),  when  he  was 
shot  by  a  sentry  at  the  north  auxiliary  gate 
on  Highway  No.  98  at  Tyndall  Field,  Fla.. 
on  December  18,  1943:  Provided,  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  at- 
torney on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  tbe  con- 
trary notwltlistandlng.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceed- 
ing »1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  2,  line  3,  after  the  word  "act",  strike 
out  "in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


MARY  BEATON  DENNINGER 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  3064)  for 
the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Mary  Beaton 
Denninger.  deceased. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otiierwise  appropriated,  to  the  estate  of  Mary 
Beaton  Denniiiger,  deceased,  tlie  sum  of 
$780.36.  The  payment  of  such  sum  shall  be 
in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  of  the  said 
estate  against  the  United  States  for  payment 
of  the  proceeds  under  the  Servicemen's  In- 
demnity Act  of  1951,  accruing  to  s&id  Mary 
Beaton  Denninger.  deceased,  during  her  life- 
time: Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amoitnt 
appropriated  in  tills  act  in  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  ths  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act.  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
In  any  siun  not  exceeding  91,000. 


HUGO  KERN 


The  Clerk  called  the  bill  <S.  232)  for 
the  relief  of  Hugo  Kern. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  tha  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Hugo  Kern  shall  be  held  and  considered  to 
have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  the  pay- 
ment of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act.  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  is  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
and  a  motion  to  reconsideir  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


MARTIN  GENUTH 


The  aerk  called  the  bill  (S.  2456)  for 
the  relief  of  Martin  Oenuth. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral is  authorized  and  directed  to  discontinue 
any  deportation  proceedings  and  to  cancel 
any  outttandlng  order  and  warrant  of  de- 
portation, warrant  of  arrest,  and  bond,  wliich 
may  have  been  issued  in  the  case  of  Martin 
Genuth.  From  and  after  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  act,  the  said  Martin  Oenuth 
shall  not  again  t>e  subject  to  deportation  by 
reason  of  the  same  facts  upon  which  such 
deportation  proceedings  were  commenced  or 
any  such  warrants  and  order  have  been 
issued. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

MRS.  MERLE  CAPPELLER  WEYEL 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  45)  for 
the  relief  of  Mrs.  Merle  Cappeller  Weyel. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mrs.  Merle 
C^peUer  Weyel.  of  Reno.  Nev.,  the  sum  of 
$5,437.21.  Payment  of  sucfa  sum  sball  ba 
in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  of  the  said 
Mrs.  Merle  Cappeller  Weyel  against  tha 
United  States  arising  out  of  the  death,  on 
Decemiier  5,  1948,  of  her  hviSCand,  Lt.  Comdr. 
Oscar  H.  Weyel,  United  States  Navy,  serial 
No.  35612,  for  compensation  for  medical  ex- 
penses Incurred,  $2,707.38;  and  for  tlie  differ- 
ence between  active-duty  pay  from  tlie  data 
of  his  retirement,  on  March  5.  1848.  to  the 
date  of  his  death,  $2,729  J8:  ProviOtd.  Tbat 
no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this 
act  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  att<KT»ey  on  aoooant  off 
■ervloes  rendered  m  connection  with  this 
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■hall  be  wilMvfuI.  any 
ocmtraet  to  Vbm  oontnury  notwWif  TWltng. 
Any  p«nim  Thrtatlng  tb«  prorlilons  of  this 
•et  BhaU  be  awmaa  guilty  of  •  mladwneanor 
and  upoa  eooylctlon  tbanof  tfhaU  be  fined 
In  any  gm  aot  imwmdiiig  •1,000. 


With  the  f(dIowiii8  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  a,  Una  a,  after  "pay".  Inaert  "and  re- 
tired pay." 

This  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  Uiird 
time,  waaread  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  teble. 


ISONARD  HUNGERPORD 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  1308)  for 
the  reliM  of  Leonard  Hungerford. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpoeee 
«f  the  Xmmlgration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Leonard  Hungerford  shall  be  held  and  con- 
■Idcred  to  have  been  lawfxilly  admitted  to 
tha  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
ae  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act. 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permanent  residence 
to  such  aUen  as  provided  for  In  this  act.  the 
aecretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper 
quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year 
that  luch  quota  is  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


DR.  IAN  YUNO-CHENO  HU 

The  derk  called  the  bill  (S.  1845)  for 
the  relief  of  Dr.  Ian  Tung^cheng  Hu. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  folows: 

Be  it  etuteted.  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  naturalisation  laws. 
Dr.  Ian  TUng-cheng  Hu  shall  be  held  and 
consider^  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee. 
Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  oOcer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  la  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  Uble. 


OTTILIE  THERESA  WORKMANN 
The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  1904)  for 

the  relief  of  Ottllle  Theresa  Workmann. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 

read  the  biU,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Imnilgratltm  and  Nationality  Act.  Ottllle 
"nieresa  Workmann  may  be  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  If 
she  Is  found'  to  be  otherwise  admissible 
under  the  provisions  of  such  ac^:  l>ropided. 
That  this  exemption  shall  ai^ly  only  to  a 
ground  for  exolualon  at  which  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  or  the  Department  of  Justice 
has  knowledge  prior  to  the  enactment  of 
this  act. 


THie  bin  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
timet  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  la  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  en 
the  table. 


'  MRS.  ANNEBiARIE  NAMIAS 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (S.  1959)  for 
the  relief  of  Mrs.  Annamarle  Namias. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bUl,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Mrs.  Anne- 
marie  Namias  may  be  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  pemument  residence  it  she  is 
found  to  be  otherwise  admissible  under  the 
provisions  of  such  act:  Provided,  That  tbis 
exem(ptlon  shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  for 
exclusion  of  which  the  Department  of  State 
or  the  Department  of  Justice  has  knowledge 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

■me  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


JOHN  ENEPEKIDES.  HIS  WIFE,  ANNA, 
AND  HIS  SON,  GEORGE 

The  Clerk  called  the  bUl  (S.  2156)  fbr 
the  relief_of  John  Enepekides,  his  wife, 
Anna,  and  his  son,  George. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  provision  in 
the  second  sentence  of  subsection  (c)  of 
section  316  of  the  Immigration  and  National- 
ity Act,  waiving  the  requirements  of  svto- 
sectlon  (b)  for  an  uninterrupted  period  of  at 
least  1  year  of  physical  presence  in  the 
United  States,  shall  be  applicable  to  Jobn 
Enepekides,  his  wife,  Anna,  and  his  son, 
George. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  4.  strike  out  "waiving"  and  in- 
sert ''modifying." 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


BERTA  HELLMICH 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  2461)  t\>r 
the  relief  of  Berta  Hellmich. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  in  the  adminfc- 
tratlon  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act,  Berta  Hellmich,  the  fiance  of  Alfred 
Martin,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  shell 
be  eligible  ^or  a  visa  as  a  nonimmigrant 
temporary  visitor  for  a  period  of  3  montl»: 
Provided,  That  the  administrative  authori- 
ties find  that  the  said  Bsrta  Hellmich  la 
coming  to  the  United  States  with  a  boaa 
fide  Intention  of  being  married  to  the  said 
Alfred  Martin  and  that  she  is  found  other- 
wise admissible  luder  the  Immigration  laws. 
Xn  the  event  the  marriage  between  the 
above->named  persons  does  not  occur  within 
3  months  after  the  entry  of  the  said  Berta 
Hellmich,  she  shall  be  required  to  depart 
from  the  United  States  and  upon  failure  to 
do  so  shall  be  deported  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  sections  242  and  243  (>f 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  In 
the  event  that   the  marriage   between   t]|e 


above-named  persons  shall  occur  wlltiln  S 
months  after  the  entry  of  the  said  'Berta 
Hellmich,  the  Attorney  Oeneral  is  autbbrlaed 
and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  adnttsslon 
for  permanent  residence  of  the  said  Berta 
Hellmich  as  of  the  date  of  the  payment  by 
her  of  the  required  visa  fee. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laAd  on 
the  table. 


ERTOGROUL  OSMAN 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  ^618) 
for  the  relief  of  Ertogroul  Osman. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  t  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 


IDA    REISSMULLER    AND    JOHNNY 
DAMON  EUGENE  REISSMULI4ER 
The   Clerk   called   the   bill    (S.    8958> 
for  the  relief  of  Ida  Reissmullef  and 
Johnny  Damon  Eugene  Reissmuljer. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwlthstatnding 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  (tf  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Ida  Relss- 
muller.  the  flanc^  of  Sgt.  Howard  K.  Quln- 
ton,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  ber 
minor  child.  Johnny  Damon  Eugene  tleiss- 
muller.  shall  be  eligible  for  visas  as  nonim- 
migrant temporary  visitors  for  a  period  of 
3  months,  if  the  administrative  authtrltles 
find  (1)  that  the  said  Ida  Reissmuller  is 
coming  to  the  United  States  with  a  bona  fide 
intention  of  being  married  to  the  said  Sgt. 
Howard  E.  Quinton,  and  (2)  that  thfy  are 
otherwise  admissible  under  the  Immlgtatlon 
and  Nationality  Act.  In  the  event  the  mar- 
riage between  the  above-named  persons 
does  not  occur  within  3  months  after  the 
entry  of  the  said  Ida  Reissmuller  anfl  the 
minor  child,  Johnny  Damon  Eugene  tteiss- 
muller,  they  shall  be  required  to  depart  from 
the  United  States  and  upon  failure  to  do  so 
shall  be  deported  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Immigration  and  NationaUty 
Act.  In  the  event  that  the  marriage  be- 
tween the  above-named  persons  shall  occur 
within  3  months  after  the  entry  of  the  said 
Ida  Reissmuller  and  her  minor  child, 
Johnny  Damon  Eugene  Reissmuller,  the  At- 
torney General  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
record  the  lawful  admission  for  permanent 
residence  of  the  said  Ida  Reissmuller  and  her 
minor  child,  Johnny  Damon  Eugene  Reiss- 
muller, as  of  the  date  of  the  payment  by 
them  of  the  required  visa  fees. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  la|d  on 
the  table. 


REtiE  RACHELL  LUYSE  KUBICtK 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill,  H.  R.  1190, 
for  the  relief  of  Rene  Rachell  Iiuyse 
Kubicek. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows:  I 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provision  of  the  11  th  category  of  sactlon 
3  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  1917,  as  amend- 
ed, Rene  Rachell  Luyse  Kubicek  may  be  ad- 
mitted to  the  United  States  for  permenent 
residence  IX  she  is  found  to  be  otherwise 
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admissible  under  the  provlalona  of  the  Immi- 
gration laws. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  claxise  and 
Insert  the  following:  "That.  notwlthsUnding 
the  provision  of  section  212  (a)  (8)  of  the 
Tm  migration  and  Nationality  Act,  Rene 
Rachell  Luyse  Kubicek  may  be  admitted  to 
the  United  States  lor  permanent  residence 
if  she  is  found  to  be  otherwise  admissible 
under  the  provisions  of  that  act:  Provided. 
That  this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a 
ground  for  exclusion  of  which  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  or  the  Department  of  Justice 
had  knowledge  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this 
act." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 

to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 


and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the 
sum  of  $600  to  Frederick  F.  Oaskln,  route  88, 
Rodgers  Avmue  (Alexton),  Harrlsburg,  Pa., 
in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the 
United  States  as  relmbmvement  for  bond 
posted  for  Maria  Grazla  Stoudt  (nee  Russo) 
on  October  0,  1947:  Provid«d,  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


With  the  following  ccmmiittee  amend- 
ment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  foUowlng:  "That 
for  the  purpoeee  of  section  101  (a)  (27)  (A) 
and  section  205  of  the  Immigration  and  Na- 
tionality  Act,  the  alien.  Fay  Jeannette  I/ee, 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be  the  minor 
natural -bom  alien  child  of  Samuel  Thorn, 
a  citizen  of  the  United  Statee." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


DR.  REUBEN  RAPAPORT 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R.  2030) 
for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Reuben  Rapaport. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  (a)  effective  June 
12,  1946,  for  the  purposes  of  section  212  of 
the  Economy  Act  of  June  30,  1932,  as  amend- 
ed (5  U.  S.  C,  sec.  59a) ,  Dr.  Reuben  Rapaport 
(Army  serial  number  01689011).  Brooklyn, 
N.  T..  is  granted  all  the  rights,  benefits,  and 
privileges  which  are  granted  to  commissioned 
officers  retired  for  disability  incmred  in  com- 
bat with  an  enemy  of  the  United  States. 

( b )  The  SecreUry  of  the  Army  shall  pay  to 
the  said  Dr.  Reuben  Rapaport,  from  and  after 
the  first  day  of  the  first  month  following  the 
month  in  which  this  act  Is  enacted,  the 
disability  retirement  pay  which  he  is  entitled 
to  receive  by  reason  of  the  enactment  of  the 
preceding  subsection. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  certify  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  an  amount  equal  to  the 
amount  of  the  disability  retirement  pay 
which  has  been  withheld  from  the  said  Dr. 
Reuben  Rapaport  pursuant  to  section  212 
of  the  Economy  Act  of  June  30.  1932,  as 
amended  (5  U.  8.  C  sec.  59a).  during  the 
period  beginning  June  12,  1946,  and  ending 
on  the  last  day  of  the  month  in  which  this 
act  la  enacted:  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to  p>ay, 
out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasviry  not  other- 
wise appropriated,  to  the  said  Dr.  Reuben 
Rapap>ort,  in  a  lump  rum,  the  amount  so 
certified.  No  part  of  the  aniount  appropri- 
ated in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  aball  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating-  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  gUllty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  W8is  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


JOSEPH  H.  WASHBURN 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  7717) 
for  the  relief  of  Joseph  H.  Washburn. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Joseph  H.  Wash- 
burn. Long  Beach,  Calif.,  the  sum  of  $6,100. 
The  payment  of  such  siun  shall  be  in  full 
settlement  of  all  claims  of  the  said  Joseph 
H.    Washburn    against    the    United    States 
arising  out  of   his   erroneous  recall   to   ex- 
tended active  duty  In  the  United  States  Ma- 
rine Corps  on  July  29,  1950,  after  he  had 
been  discharged  from  the  Marine  Corps  on 
July  6,  1950,  and  out  of  the  hardships  and 
privations  which  he  and  his  dependents  were 
forced  to  undergo  during  the  period  (begin- 
ning July  29,  1950.  and  ending  February  11, 
1951 )  in  which  he  was  performing  such  ac- 
tive duty  (including  extensive  combat  duty 
In  Korea)  as  a  result  of  such  erroneous  re- 
call: Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract    to   the   contrary    notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  6.  strike  out  "$6,100"  and  in- 
sert In  lieu  thereof  "$2,500." 


HAROLD  C.  NEL60N  AND 
DEWEY  L.  YOUNQ 

The  Qerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R.  8994) 
for  the  relief  of  Harold  C.  Nelson  and 
Dewey  L.  Young. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Cleric 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  autbortaed  and 
directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to 
Harold  C.  Nelson,  of  Fairbanks.  Alaska,  the 
sum  of  $77.28,  and  to  Dewey  L.  To\mg.  of 
Fairbanks,  Alaska,  the  sum  of  $84iK),  In  full 
settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  Gov- 
ernment  of  the  United  States,  as  relm« 
bursement  for  handtools  destroyed  as  the  re- 
sult of  a  fire  which  occurred  on  December 
22,  19&S,  at  the  Alaska  Road  Commission's 
Gardiner  Creek  construction  camp,  Alaska: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amounts  ap- 
propriated In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  pwoent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  (»■  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  these 
claims,  and  the  aame  shall  be  unlawful, 
any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mis- 
demeanor and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Th%  bill  Was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


FREDERICK  P.  GASKIN 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  biU  (H.  R.  7362) 
for  the  relief  of  Frederick  P.  Gaskin, 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized 


FAY  JEANNETTE  LEE 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  8261) 
for  the  reUef  of  Fay  Jeannette  Lee. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  the 
alien  Fay  Jeannette  Lee,  a  stepchild  of  Sam- 
uel TbOTn,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be  xmder 
21  years  of  age. 


GEORGE  PANTELA8 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (8.  154)  for 
the  relief  of  George  Pantelas. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral Is  authorized  and  directed  to  discon- 
tinue any  deportation  proceedings  and  to 
cancel  any  outstanding  order  and  warrant  of 
deportation,  warrant  of  arrest,  and  bond, 
which  may  have  been  issued  In  the  case  of 
George  Pantelas.  From  and  after  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  act.  the  said  George 
Pantelas  shall  not  again  be  subject  to  de- 
portation by  reason  of  the  same  facts  upon 
which  such  deportation  proceedings  were 
commenced  or  any  such  warrants  and  order 
have  Issued. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


MRS.  HELEN  STRYK 
The  Clerk  called  the  hfll  <S- 
the  relief  of  Mrs.  Hden  Stxyk. 
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Mns  BO  objection,  the  Clerk 
tmA  tbe  liin.  m  follows: 


Jto  It  mmtwi,  tte^  ThKk,  iwtwtthsteiidinff 
the  jmekioue  of  aaefcton  aia  (a)  (6)  <tf  the 
XBUBl«millan  end  watlowllty  Aet.  Un.  Belaa 
atryk  BMf  ke  adottttod  to  tb*  Unltad  StotM 
for  iwrwnwt  twktaoM  if  ahe  to  found  to 
be  ottaerwtoe  admtodUe  vmOet  tbe  provtoknis 
a(  eneb  aet:  PrtmUtd,  Tbat  a  aultatato  and 
pffoptr  bosid  or  uadartaJdiic.  approved  bj 
tba  AttorxM7  Oanaral.  be  depoatted  aa  pre- 
~  bjr  aaettm  au  or  tbe  eatd  act. 


Hie  UU  WM  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
ttane.  vwi  read  the  third  time,  and 
pawed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


RBOINA  BERQ  VOMBERQ 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  8215) 
tor  the  relief  of  R^dna  Berg  Vomberg. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  btu.  as  follows: 

B«  it  0nmtt«d,  etc..  That.  In  th«  administra- 
tion of  the  Tmmlgratlon  and  NatlonaUty 
Act.  Raglna  B«rg  Vomberg.  tbe  flanete  of 
Jobn  O.  Vmarty,  a  cttlaen  of  tbe  United 
Statat.  and  bar  ebUdren.  Wllma  and  Helga 
Vomberg.  aball  be  eligible  for  a  Tlsa  aa  a 
nonimmigrant  twnporary  vtoltor  for  a  period 
of  8  moutba:  Provided,  Tbat  tbe  admlnla- 
traUva  aotborlttaa  find  tbat  tbe  said  Reglna 
Bwg  Voaabarg  to'  oomlng  to  tbe  ITnlted  Statea 
arttb  a  bona  fide  Intention  of  being  married 
to  tbe  aald  Jobn  C.  vanerty  and  that  aba  to 
found  admlailbla  under  all  of  the  provtolona 
of  tbe  Immigration  and  Natkmallty  Act. 
other  tban  aectkm  ai3  (a)  (ft) :  Provided 
further.  That  tbto  exemption  shall  api^y  only 
to  a  ground  for  exclusion  of  which  the  De- 
partment of  State  or  the  Department  of 
Justloe  bad  knowledge  prlcnr  to  the  enact- 
ment of  thto  act. 

Xn  tbe  event  the  marriage  between  the 
above-named  persons  does  not  occur  within 
S  montba  after  tbe  entry  of  tbe  aald  Reglna 
Berg  VombMg  and  her  ehlldren.  Wllma  and 
Hriga  Vomberg.  they  shall  be  required  to  de- 
part from  the  United  Btatee  and  upon  failure 
to  do  ao  aball  be  deported  In  accordance  with 
the  pcovlslona  of  sections  242  and  243  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  In  the 
event  that  the  marriage  between  tbe  above- 
named  panlDtis  shall  occur  wtthln  S  months 
after  the  vatarf  of  the  said  Reglna  Berg 
Vomberg  and  her  children,  Wllma  and  Helga 
V<xnb«rg.  tha  Attorney  General  to  author- 
ised and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  ad- 
mission for  permanent  residence  of  the  said 
Reglna  Berg  Vomberg  and  her  children. 
Wllma  and  Helga  Vomberg.  as  of  the  date 
of  tbe  payment  by  them  of  the  required 
vtoa  fee. 

The  MU  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Regtna  Berg 
Vomberg,  and  her  children.  Wilma  and 
Helga  yomberg." 

A  moticm  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
toble. 


SISTER   MARY   BERARDA 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  5964) 
for  the  relief  of  Sister  Mary  Berarda. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  if  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  tl^e  purpoees 
of  the  Immigration  and  nationality  laws 
Btoter  Mary  Berarda  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  Statea  for  permanent  residence  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  thto  act,  upon 


payment  of  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  siich 
aUen  as  provided  for  In  thto  act  the  Sect-e- 
tary  of  State  aball  Instruct  the  iM-oper  quoia- 
oontfol  oOoer  to  deduct  one  number  frtm 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  ttrst  year  that 
Bucb  quota  to  avaUabte. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Om  page  1,  lines  3  and  4,  strike  out  "Im- 
mlgratloni  and  nationality  laws"  and  substi- 
tute "Tmmlgratlon  and  Nationality  Act." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bUl  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  te- 
conaider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


OEOROE  D.  HOPPER 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R.  5844) 
for  the  relief  of  George  D.  Hopper. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasxiry  to  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  tbe  Treasiiry  aot 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  George  D.  Hopper, 
Foreign  Service  officer,  class  1.  American  For- 
eign Service,  retired,  of  Asheville,  N.  C,  %he 
Bvau  of  $710.28.  Payment  of  such  sum  shall 
be  In  tvdl  settlement  of  all  claims  of  the  said 
George  D.  Hopper  against  the  United  States 
for  reimbursement  of  the  amount  of  the 
loes  sustained  by  him  while  In  the  Amerl<}an 
Foreign  Service  in  making  payment  from  his 
personal  funds  of  the  amount  of  a  certain 
trust  fluid  to  the  proper  parties  after  hSv- 
Ihg  paid  the  amotuit  of  such  trust  fund  in 
Stockholm.  Sweden,  to  an  Individual  not  en- 
titled to  such  payment  who  subsequenitly 
confessed  to  being  an  imposter:  Provided. 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in 
thto  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall,  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
vlototlng  the  provtolons  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  That  concludes  the 
call  of  bills  on  the  Private  Calendar. 


DR.  MARCIANO  GUTIERREZ  ET  AL. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  7045)  for 
the  relief  of  Dr.  Marciano  Gutierrez. 
Dr.  Amparo  G.  Joaquin  Gutierrez,  and 
their  children.  Rosenda,  Rebecca,  Ray- 
mimdo,  and  Marciano,  and  Mrs.  Brigida 
de  Gutierrez,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  6,  after.  "Rebecca",  insert  "and." 

Page  1,  Une  6,  strike  out  "and  Marciano." 

Page  2,  line  3,  strike  out  "seven"  and  In- 
sert "six." 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read :  "An  act  for 
the  relief  of  Dr.  Marciano  Gutierrez,  Dr.  Am- 
paro G.  Joaquin  Gutierrez,  and  their  cl^l- 


dren,  Rosenda,  Rebecca,  and  Raymun<|o.  and 
Mrs.  Brigida  de  Gutierrez."  , 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  obJecti(m  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Pum- 
sylvania  [Mr.  Graham]?  T   . 

There  was  no  objection.  ' 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


HAYIK   (JIRAIR)   VARTIYAN  Et  AL. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  t  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  191t)  for 
the  relief  of  Hayik  (Jirair)  Vartiyan, 
Annemarie  Vartiyan,  and  Susanig  Arme- 
nuhi  Vartiyan,  with  a  Senate  amend- 
ment thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Wll  . 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Line  11,  strike  out  "two"  and  Insert 
"three." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  '  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Graham]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


AMENDING  SECTION  1089  OP  THE 
CODE  OP  LAW  FOR  THE  DISIHICT 
OP  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  HYDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Sp^dcer's 
desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  8128)  to  amend  sec- 
tion 1089  of  the  Code  of  Law  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  relating  to  attachment 
of  proceedings,  with  a  Senate  amend- 
ment thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment.  , 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows : 

Page  1,  line  9,  strike  out  "1808"  and  Insert 
"1089."  I 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land [Mr.  Hyde]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


THE  MUNICIPAL  COURT  OF  APPEALS 
FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  HYDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  iman- 
Imous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's 
desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  8915)  to  ameitd  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  consolidate  the 
pohce  court  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  be  known  as  the  municipal  court  of 
appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  for  other  purposes,"  with  a  Senate 
amendment  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  3,  line  1,  strike  out  "121"  and  Insert 
"1121." 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  consqlidate 
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the  police  coiu^  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  tbe  municipal  court  of  tbe  District  of 
Columbia,  to  be  known  as  tbe  municipal 
court  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  create 
••the  municipal  court  of  appeals  for  the 
District  of  Coliunbia."  and  for  other  pur- 
poses'." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land IMr.  Hyde]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


of  Cleveland.  Ohio,  for  the  period  of  1 
year,  a  certain  tract  of  land  in  Alaska 
for  missionary  purposes. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw 
my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


AMENDKfENTS   TO   CLASSIFICATION 
ACT  OF  1949 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
&sk  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  2263)  to 
authorize  the  Postmaster  General  to  re- 
adjust the  compensation  of  holders  of 
contracts  for  the  performance  of  mail- 
messenger  service,  together  with  Senate 
amendments,  disagree  to  the  Senate 
amendments  and  agree  to  the  conference 
asked 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Mr.  Rees  of  Kansas.  Mr. 
Broyhill,  and  Mr.  Murray. 


SALE  OP  CERTAIN  LAND  IN  ALASKA 
TO  BAPTIST  MID-MISSIC»1S 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker  s  table  the  biU  <H.  R.  6959) 
to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain  land  in 
Alaska  to  the  Baptist  Mid-Missions,  an 
Ohio  nonprofit  corporation,  for  use  as  a 
church  site,  together  with  a  Senate 
amendment,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment, 
as  follows: 

Page  2.  strike  out  lines  3  to  11,  Inclusive, 
and  insert: 

"Sec.  2.  Such  conveyance  shall  be  subject 
to  the  terms  and  conditions  provided  for  the 
sale  of  public  lands  to  a  nonprofit  corpora- 
tion or  nonprofit  association  under  the  act 
of  June  4.  1954  (Public  Law  387,  83d  Cong., 
2d  sess.)  :  Provided,  Tbat  tbe  conveyance 
hereby  authorized  shall  not  Include  any  land 
covered  by  a  valid  existing  right  initiated 
under  the  public  land  laws,  or  a  valid  pos- 
sessory right  bCMed  upon  section  8  of  the  act 
of  May  17.  1884  (23  Stat.  24).  section  14  of 
the  act  of  March  3,  1891  (26  Stat.  1095),  or 
section  27  of  the  act  of  June  6.  1900  (31 
Stat.  321;  48  U.  8.  C.  sec.  356)  :  Provided  fur- 
ther. That  notwithstanding  any  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act,  tbe  Secretary  shall  con- 
vey the  lands  to  tbe  Baptist  Mid-Missions 
only  if  the  organization  pays  tbe  price  fixed 
by  the  Secretary  within  6  years  after  noti- 
fication by  the  Secretary  of  tbe  price." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ne- 
braska? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
explain  what  this  bill  is  about? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  This  is  a 
bill  that  confers  to  the  Baptist  Mid- 
Mission  in  Ohio,  a  nonprofit  corporation 


CONVEYANCE  OP  CERTAIN  LAND 
IN  THE  STATE  OP  OKLAHOMA 
FOR  USE  AND  BENEFIT  OF  EAST- 
ERN OKLAHOMA  AGRICULTURAL 
AND  MECHANICAL  COLLEGE 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  1797) 
to  provide  for  the  conveyance  of  certain 
land  to  the  State  of  Oklahoma  for  the 
use  and  benefit  of  the  Eastern  Oklahoma 
Agricultural  and  Mechanical  College  at 
Wilburton,  Okla.,  and  for  other  purposes, 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment, 
as  follows: 

Page  4,  line  1,  strike  out  all  after  "Sec.  2." 
down  to  and  Including  "otherwise"  in  line  5 
and  insert  "The  conveyance  authorized  by 
this  act  shall  be  conditional  upon  the  State 
of  Oklahoma  agreeing  to  pay  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  tbe  Interior,  in  return  for  the  lands 
conveyed,  an  amount  equal  to  tbe  appraised 
fair  market  value  of  such  lands." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ne- 
braska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


SALE  OP  CERTAIN  PtlBLIC  LANDB  IN 
ALASKA  TO  THE  ALASKA  COUNCIL 
OP  BOY  SCOUTS  OF  AMERICA 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2012)  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  pubUc  lands  in  Alaska  to  the 
Alaska  Council  of  Boy  Scouts  of  America 
for  a  campsite  and  other  pubUc  pur- 
poses, with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto, 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  3.  strike  out  lines  9  to  16,  Inclusive, 
and  insert: 

"Sec  2.  Such  conveyance  shall  be  subject 
to  the  terms  and  conditions  provided  for 
the  sale  of  pubUc  lands  to  a  nonprofit  cor- 
poration or  nonprofit  association  under  the 
act  of  June  4,  1954  (PuUlc  Law  387,  83d 
Cong.,  2d  sess.) :  Provided,  That  the  convey- 
ance hereby  authorized  shall  not  Include  any 
land  covered  by  a  valid  existing  right  Ini- 
tiated under  tbe  public  land  laws,  or  a  valid 
possessory  right  based  upon  section  8  of  the 
act  of  May  17.  1884  (23  Stat.  24) ,  section  14 
of  the  act  of  March  3.  1891  (26  Stat.  1O0S). 
or  section  27  of  the  act  of  June  6,  1900  (31 
Stat.  321;  48  U.  S.  C,  sec.  356)  :  Provided  fur- 
ther, Thst  notwithstanding  any  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act,  the  Secretary  sbaU  con- 
vey the  lands  to  tbe  Alaska  CouncU  of  Boy 
Scouts  of  America  only  If  the  organization 
I>ayB  the  price  fixed  by  tbe  Secretary  within 
5  years  after  notification  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  price." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraslui? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


SALE  OP  CERTAIN  LAND  IN  ALASKA 
TO  LLOYD  H.  TURNER 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2015)  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  Lloyd  H. 
Tvirner,  of  Wards  Cove,  Alaska,  with  a 
Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  15,  strike  out  all  after  "laws" 
down  to  and  including  "jjermits"  In  line  19 
and  Insert  " :  Provided  further.  That  the  coal 
and  other  mineral  deposits  in  the  land  shall 
be  reserved  to  tbe  United  States,  together 
with  the  right  to  prospect  for.  mine,  and  re- 
move tbe  same  under  applicable  laws  and 
regiilatlons  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
In.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


SALE  OP  CERTAIN  LAND  IN  ALASKA 
TO  THE  TURNAGAIN  ARM  COM- 
MUNITY CLUB  OP  ANCHORAGE, 
ALASKA 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R  3854) 
to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain  pubUc 
land  in  Alaska  to  the  Turnagain  Arm 
Community  Club  of  Anchorage,  Alaska, 
together  with  a  Senate  amendment 
thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2,  strike  out  all  after  line  9  over  to 
and  including  Une  3  on  page  3  and  insert : 

"Sec.  2.  Such  conveyance  shall  be  subject 
to  the  terms  and  conditions  provided  for  the 
sale  of  public  lands  to  a  nonprofit  corpora- 
tion or  nonprofit  association  under  the  act 
of  June  4,  1954  (Public  Law  387.  83d  Cong., 
2d  sess.)  :  Provided,  That  the  conveyance 
hereby  authorized  shaU  not  Include  any 
land  covered  by  a  valid  existing  right  initi- 
ated under  the  public  land  laws,  or  a  valid 
possessory  right  based  upon  section  8  of  the 
act  of  May  17.  1884  (23  Stat.  24).  section  14 
of  tbe  act  of  March  3,  1891  (26  Stat.  1095), 
or  section  27  of  the  act  of  June  6.  1900  (31 
Stat.  S21;  48  U.  S.  C.  sec.  366)  :  Provided 
further.  That  notwithstanding  any  of  the 
provisions  of  this  act.  the  Secretary  shall 
convey  the  lands  to  the  Turnagain  Ann  Com- 
munity Club  of  Anchorage,  Alaska,  only  tf 
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SAZIB  OP  CKBTAIN  FOBUtC  lAWD 
IN  ALASKA  TOTHB  CXAfMUinTY 
CLDB  OPCHUGIAK.  ALASKA 


Ifr.  lOUUR  of  Nebraska.  Ifr. 
e^Deaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  firom  the  Speaker's  talde  the  UU 
(H.  R  a014)  to  anthoriie  the  sale  of 
certain paUlclaod  In  Alaska  to  the  Com- 
mnnttr  Chib  of  ChuKieJk.  Alaska,  with 
a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  con- 
cur In  the  Senate  amendment. 

TUo  Oerk  read  the  title  of  the  bffl. 

TlM  caerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  folkma: 

Pac«  9.  straw  out  Unas  1  to  15.  IndiudTe. 
•ndtmart: 

"Sso.  1.  8adi  eonteyanee  aball  be  subject 
to  tha  tanas  and  condlttons  prorUted  for  tbe 
asla  of  pdtlio  lands  to  a  nonproflt  eorpora- 
tton  or  nonproOt  aaaociatton  under  tba  act 
at  Juoa  4.  1M4  (PuMle  Law  S8T.  SSd  Ood%.. 
ad  aaaa.) :  FrofrtAed,  Tbat  tba  ooBTeyanoe 
taflrebj  authorised  aball  not  tndoda  any  land 
corared  by  a  Tslid  extotlng  right  tnttiatad 
uxular  tha  public  land  laws,  ox  a  vaUd  poe- 
aaaaory  right  baaad  upon  aaetlon  S  of  the  act 
of  May  17.  18S«  (as  Stat.  34) ,  aaetlon  14  c€ 
tha  act  of  Mardi  S.  18»1  (28  8tat.  1005) .  or 
section  27  of  the  act  of  June  6, 1900  (81  8Ut. 
831:  48  n.  8.  O.,  see.  860) :  frotMed  further. 
TbaX  BOtwlthstaadtng  any  of  tha  prorlslona 
of  thla  act.  tha  Saezatary  ahall  eonvey  tha 
lands  to  tha  Oonununlty  Club  of  *^*'"g*»*^. 
Alaaka.  only  tf  tha  organisation  pays  tha 
price  fizad  by  tha  Secretary  within  5  years 
altar  Botifleatloa  by  tha  Saeratary  of  tha 
price." 

TiM  SPEAKER.  Is  there  (AJeetlon 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

Thoe  was  no  Objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


SALE  OP  CERTAIN  LAND  IN  ALASKA 
TO  THE  ALASKA  EVANOELIZATION 
SOCZBTY  OP  LEVELOCK.  ALASKA 

Ifr.  MTTJJTO  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2010)  to  authorise  the  sale  of  cer- 
tain tauuTin  Ala^a  to  the  Alaska  Evan- 
gellsaUcm  Sode^.  of  Levelock.  Alaska, 
for  missionary  purposes,  with  a  Senate 
amendment  ttiereto.  and  ccmcur  in  the 
Senate  amendment 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  biU. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2,  strike  out  all  after  Une  IS,  orer  to 
and  including  line  3  on  page  3,  and  Insert: 

"Sac.  3.  Such  o<mveyanoe  shaU  t>e  subject 
to  the  terms  and  condlttons  provided  for  the 
sale  of  pobllo  lands  to  a  nonprofit  corpora- 
tion or  nonprofit  aaaodatlon  under  the  act  of 
June  4.  1954  (Public  Law  887,  SSd  Cong.,  ad 
aeaa.) :  Frorldetf,  That  the  conveyance  hereby 
autbortaed  shaU  not  include  any  land  covered 


by  a  vaUd  aslBtlng  rlflfht  Initiated  under  the 
puhlie  land  laws,  or  a  valid  possessory  rl|^t 
baaed  upon  sec^tlon  8  of  the  act  of  ICay  |7, 
1884  (38  BUt.  24),  section  14  of  the  act  of 
llSroh  8.  1891  (36  Stot.  1096) ,  or  aection  B7 
of  tha  act  of  June  6,  1900  (31  SUt.  321;  48 
IT.  &  C  see.  860):  Provided  furtKer.  Tbsit 
moiwtthstandlng  any  of  tbe  provisions  of  tais 
act.  the  Secretary  shall  convey  the  lands  to 
tha  Alaska  Evangelisation  Society  only  tf  the 
organisation  pays  the  price  fixed  by  the  Sec- 
retary within  6  years  after  notlflcation  by  liie 
Secretary  of  the  price." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  fron 
Nebraska?  j 

There  was  no  objection.  ' 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


FDBUC-SCHOOL      PACILITIES       AT 
KLAMATH   INDIAN   RESERVATION 

BCr.  MTTJJlt  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bdll 
(H.  R.  7290)  to  authorize  an  appropri- 
ation for  the  construction  of  certi^ 
public-school  facilities  on  the  Klamath 
Indian  Reservation  at  Chiloquin.  Oreg.. 
with  a  Senate  amendment  and  concur 
in  Uie  Senate  amendment. 

The  Cleik  read  the  title  of  the  bOl. 

The  Cleik  read  the  Senate  amend- 
mmt.  as  follows: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  claiise 
and  insert  "Tlutt  there  Is  hereby  autbortaed 
to  be  appn^jriated  the  sum  of  4300,880  to  be 
uaed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  as- 
Blitlng  the  Klamath  County  School  Dlstrtct 
In  constructing  and  equipping  new  public - 
s^ool  fadUties.  which  shall  Include  an  ele- 
mentary  school  site,  school  buUding.  and 
necessary  equipment,  on  the  Klamath  Xh- 
dian  Reeervatlon  at  Chiloquin,  Klamath 
County,  Oreg. 

"Sac.  3.  The  expenditure  of  any  money 
appropriated  pursuant  to  the  first  section  of 
this  act  ahall  be  subject  to  the  express  coii- 
dltions  that  (1)  40  percent  of  the  cost  of 
such  faculties  shaU  be  paid  by  the  Klamath 
County  School  District;  (2)  such  facilities 
shall  be  avaUable  to  all  Indian  children  of 
the  dls&lct  on  the  same  terms,  except  as 
to  pajrment  from  Federal  ftinds  of  tultlcn 
of  Indian  chUdren  under  Federal  Eupervlslon. 
as  other  children  of  the  district;  (3)  the  cost 
of  preparing  the  plans  and  specifications  fbr 
such  facilities,  to  be  furnished  by  the  local 
or  State  authorities,  shall  be  paid  out  of  the 
appropriation  authorised  in  this  act  In  the 
same  proportion  as  the  building  costs;  (4) 
upon  the  approval  of  such  plans  and  speci- 
fications by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interier, 
the  actual  work  shall  proceed  under  the 
supervision  of  such  local  authority;  and  (t) 
payment  for  the  work  completed  shall  be 
made  monthly  on  vouchers  properly  certi- 
fied by  the  local  officials  of  the  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs." 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman 
explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  MTTil.KR  of  Nebraska.  The  other 
body  passed  the  bill  rearranging  the 
names  of  the  tribes.  I  hope  the  gentle- 
men will  not  ask  me  to  go  into  that. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw 
my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ne- 
braska? 

There  was  no  objection. 


U   ■■? 


The  Senate  amendment  was  i  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


SALE  OF  CERTAIN  LANDS  IN  ALASKA 
TO  HOSPITAL  GROUP 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  conseht  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2009)  to  authorise  the  sale  of  cer- 
tain land  in  Alaska  to  the  Ninllchlk  Hos- 
pital Association,  of  Ninllchlk.  Alaska, 
for  the  use  as  a  hospital  site  and  n^ted 
purposes,  with  a  Senate  amendment  and 
concur  In  the  Senate  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  the  UUe  of  the  bllt 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  a,  strike  out  all  after  line  4,  oter  to 
and  Including  line  7  on  page  8,  and  ihsert: 

"Skc.  a.  Such  conveyance  shaU  be  sabject 
to  the  terms  and  conditions  provided  for  the 
sale  of  public  lands  to  a  nonprofit  oofpora- 
tlon  or  nonprofit  association  under  the  act 
of  June  4.  1954  (Public  Law  387,  SSd  Cong.. 
2d  sess.) :  Provided,  That  the  conveyance 
hereby  authorized  shall  not  include  any  land 
covered  by  a  valid  existing  right  initiated 
under  the  public  land  laws,  or  a  valid  poe- 
sessory  right  based  upon  section  S  of  the  act 
of  May  17,  1884  (23  SUt.  34),  section  14  of 
the  act  of  March  3.  1891  (26  Stat.  lOSS).  or 
section  27  of  the  act  of  June  0,  1900  (3]  Stat. 
321;  48  U.  S.  C.  sec.  356) :  Provided  further. 
That  notwithstanding  any  of  the  proiflsions 
of  this  act,  the  Secretary  shall  convey  the 
lands  to  the  Ninllchlk  Hospital  Association 
only  If  the  association  pays  the  price  fixed 
by  the  Secretary  within  5  years  after  noti- 
fication by  the  Secretary  of  the  price," 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ne- 
brtiska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


' 


CONTROL    AND     EXTINGUISHMENT 
OP  UNDERGROUND  COAL  PIR{ES 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bin 
(H.  R.  270)  to  provide  for  the  ccBitrol 
and  extinguishment  of  outcrop  and 
underground  fires  in  coal  formations, 
and  for  other  purposes,  with  Senate 
amendments  and  concur  in  the  senate 
amendments. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bUL 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page    3.    line    14.    after    "Sec.    5.-,    Insert 
"(a)" 

Page  3,  line  21,  strike  out  "(a)"  and  in- 
sert "(D.- 
Page 4,  line  1,  strike  out  "(b)"  and  insert 
••(2)." 

Page  4.  after  line  3,  Insert: 
"(b)  The  Sacretary  of  the  Interior  shall 
require  In  connection  with  any  projett  for 
the  control  or  extinguishment  of  fines  in 
any  inactive  coal  mine  on  any  lands  not 
owned  or  controlled  by  the  United  States 
or  any  of  ita  agencies,  except  where  such 
project  Is  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
lands  or  other  property  owned  or  controlled 
by  the  United  States  or  any  of  its  agedclea, 
( 1 )  that  the  State  or  person  owning  or  con- 
trolling such  lands  contribute  on  a  match- 
ing basis  50  percent  of  the  cost  of  planning 
and  executing  such  project,  or   (2),  U'  such 
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state  or  person  furnishes  evidence  satisfac- 
tory to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  an 
Inability  to  make  the  matching  contribu- 
tion herein  provided  for,  that  such  State  or 
person  pay  to  the  Oovernment,  within  such 
period  of  time  as  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior shall  determine,  an  amount  equal  to 
50  percent  of  the  cost  of  planning  and 
executing  such  project.  At  least  75  per- 
cent of  the  funds  expended  in  any  fiscal 
year,  from  any  appropriation  available  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  act,  in  con- 
nection with  projects  for  the  control  or  ex- 
tinguishment of  fires  In  Inactive  coal  mines 
where  such  action  Is  not  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  lands  or  other  property  owned 
or  controlled  by  the  United  States  or  any  of 
Its  agencies,  shall  be  expended  In  conform- 
ity with  clause  (1)  of  this  subsection." 
Page  4.  line  8,  after  "act".  Insert  "of  1949." 
Page  5.  line  10,  strike  out  aU  after  "fund" 
down  to  and  including  "require,"  in  line  12 
and  Insert  "to  be  disbursed  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  upon  certification  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  In  accordance  with 
the  terms  of  the  grant." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  wsis  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ne- 
braska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


CREATION  OP  NATIONAL  MONU- 
MENT COMMISSION 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take 
from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6455)  to  create  a  National  Monument 
Commission,  and  lor  other  purposes,  with 
a  Senate  amendment  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  15,  after  "Arts".  Insert  ",  and 
thereafter  submitted  to  Congress  for  legisla- 
tive authorizations." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


TO  FACILITATE  ACQUISITION  OP 
FEDERAL  LANDS 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take 
from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6814)  to  facilitate  the  acquisition  of  non- 
Pederal  land  within  areas  of  the  National 
Park  System,  and  for  other  purjxwes, 
with  Senate  amendments  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  biU. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  4,  strike  out  "areas"  and  in- 
sert "existing  boundaries." 

Page  1.  line  4.  strike  out  "the"  where  It 
appears  the  second  time  and  Insert  "any." 

Page  1.  Une  4.  strike  out  "System." 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to 
facilitate  the  acquisition  of  non-Federal 
land  within  the  existing  boundaries  of  any 
national  park,  and  for  other  purposes." 


EXCHANGE  OP  PACILrnES  IN  GLA- 
CIER AND  GRAND  CANYON  NA- 
TIONAL PARKS 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
return  to  the  Consent  Calendar  and  con- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  10074)  to  authorize 
the  replacement  of  certain  Government- 
owned  utility  facilities  at  Glacier  Na- 
tional Park,  Mont.,  and  Grand  Canyon 
National  Park.  Ariz. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ne- 
braska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
an  identical  Senate  bill  (S.  3816)  to  au- 
thorize the  replacement  of  certain  Gov- 
ernment-owned utility  facilities  at  Gla- 
cier National  Park.  Mont.,  and  Grand 
Canyon  National  Park.  Ariz.,  be  consid- 
ered in  lieu  of  the  House  bill. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman 
explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  The  bUl 
authorizes  replacement  of  certain  Gov- 
ernment-owned facilities  in  Glacier  Na- 
tional Park.  Mont.  The  gentleman  from 
Montana  [Mr.  D'Ewart]  is  familiar  with 
the  bill,  and  I  will  ask  him  to  explain  it. 

Mr.  DEWART.  This  bill  was  intro- 
duced at  the  request  of  the  National  Park 
Service  because  a  year  ago  we  passed 
legislation  having  to  do  with  certain 
management  policies  in  the  park.  In 
that  bill  the  word  "exchange"  was  left 
out.  We  now  find  that  they  want  to  ex- 
change certain  telephone  lines  and  elec- 
tric lines  for  REA  services  in  Glacier  Na- 
tional Park  and  in  Grand  Canyon  Na- 
tlonal  Park.  This  bill  permits  the 
exchange  with  the  approval  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  these  facilities  so  that  the  REA 
can  come  into  these  two  areas. 

Mr.  GAVIN,  How  much  land  would  be 
involved? 

Mr.  D'EWART.  No  land  is  involved 
whatever.  It  has  to  do  only  with 
utilities. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw 
my  reservation  of  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  is 
there  any  private  enterprise  in  this 
at  aU? 

Mr.  D'EWART.  My  understanding  is 
that  these  are  exchanges  so  that  the  REA 
can  come  in.  I  am  not  sure  who  owns 
the  lines,  but  I  think  the  National  Park 
Service  owns  them. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.    It  is  the 
Government  turning  the  mover  to  REA? 
Mr.  D'EWART.    That  is  true. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is   there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 
There  was  no  objection. 


The  Cierk.  read  the  Senate  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpoae  of 
facilitating  tha  installation  of  adequate 
electric  and  ccnnmxmicatlon  facilltlea  at 
Olacler  National  Park  and  Grand  Canyon 
National  Park,  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior Is  authorlaed  to  ezciiange,  on  an  equal 
value  basis,  the  existing  inadequate  faclUtles 
at  these  parks  for  more  modon  and  ettdent 
facilities. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  thne.  and 
passed. 

A  similar  House  bill  (H.  R.  10074)  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


PREPARATION  OP  ROLLS  OP  CER- 
TAIN PERSONS  OP  INDIAN  BLOOD 
(OREGON) 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill 
(H.  R  4118)  to  authorize  the  prepara- 
tion of  rolls  of  persons  of  Indian  blood 
whose  ancestors  were  members  of  cer- 
tain tribes  or  bands  in  the  State  of 
Oregon,  and  to  provide  for  per  capita 
distribution  of  funds  arising  from  cer- 
tain judgments  in  favor  of  such  tribes 
or  bands,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  6.  strike  out  all  after  "the" 
where  It  appears  the  second  time  down  to 
and  Including  "Oregon"  in  line  8  and  insert 
"Molel  or  Molallalas  Tribe  of  Oregon  and 
of  the  Confederated  Bands  of  the  Umpqua 
Tribe  of  Indians  and  the  Calappolas  resid- 
ing In  the  Umpqua  Valley,  and  of  the  TlUa- 
mook,  Coqullle.  Tootootoney,  and  Chetoo 
Tribes  of  Oregon." 

Page  2.  line  13,  strike  out  "115  Ct.  CI.  403" 
and  Insert  "119  C.  Cls.  835." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


AUTHORIZING  SECRETARY  OF  THE. 
INTERIOR  TO  CONSTRUCT.  OPER- 
ATE, AND  MAINTAIN  THE  WASH- 
ITA RIVER  BASIN  RECLAMA'nON 
PROJECT.    OKLAHOMA 
Mr.  WICKERSHAM.     Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  return  to  No. 
571  on  the  Consent  Calendar,  and  for  the 
immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (S. 
118)    to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  construct,  operate,  and  main- 
tain  the  Washita  River  Basin  reclama- 
tion project.  Oklahoma. 
The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bilL 
The  SPEAB3SR.     Has  the  gentleman 
conferred  with  the  objectors  in  refer- 
ence to  this  matter? 

Mr.  W1CKKK8HAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
have  talked  to  the  objectors  atoot  this 
bilL 
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the  dremnstenoet  I  irlll  have  to  ofedeet. 
I  do  not  MO  any  of  the  genfkmini  who 
objeetod  ban  At  tbe  moaent. 


Alfi'UOUIZINa  SECBETABT  C^  THE 
mTBtlORTO  I880B  PAmTTS  FOR 
CDCTAIN  FDBUC  LANDS  IN  MON- 
ROE COUNTY.  MICH. 

Mr.  MBADKR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  adc 
nmuilmoai  oonaent  to  return  to  No.  564 
<m  the  Consent  Calendar,  and  for  ttie 
Immediate  oonstderatton  of  the  UIl 
(H.  R.  9790)  to  amend  the  act  of  June 
30. 1948.  BD  ai  to  extend  for  5  additional 
years  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  Issue  patents  for  certain 
public  lands  in  Monroe  County,  Mich., 
held  under  color  of  title. 

The  cnerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Biich- 
igan? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 


B»  U  tmmeted.  etc..  That  the  met  entitled 
"iUt  aet  suthoriilBg  tbe  Becretwy  of  tbe 
Xntorler  to  laroe  pmienta  for  lands  beld  under 
color  of  tltte."  spproTed  June  30. 1948  (Pub- 
lie  Law  868,  80th  Cong.),  aa  amended,  la 
amended  by  atrlklng  out  "within  0  years  after 
paaaaca  ot  fhla  act"  and  inserting  In  lieu 
tlMreoC  "within  11  years  after  passage  of 
this  act." 

Sac.  3.  The  amendment  made  by  the  first 
seetloa  of  this  act  shall  take  effect  aa  of 
June  a»,  1904. 

^^th  the  following  committee  amend- 


Paga  1.  VtD»  8.  strlka  out  "eleren"  and 


The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  Uil  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  the  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  June  30. 
1948.  so  as  to  extend  for  1  year  the  au- 
thority of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  issue  patents  for  certain  public  lands 
in  Monroe  County.  Mich.,  held  under 
color  of  tiUe." 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


SPECIAL  ORIKRS  GRANTED 

Mr.  HINSHAW  asked  and  was  given 
pennlssion  to  address  the  House  for  30 
minutes  today,  following  the  legislative 
program  and  any  special  orders  here- 
tofore entered. 

Mr.  SPRINGER  adced  and  was  given 
permissioa  to  address  the  House  today 
for  20  minoteo,  following  any  spedal 
orders  heretofore  entered. 


KLAMATH  CODNT7.  STATE  OF 
ORBQON 

Mr.  COON.  Mr.  I^neaker.  I  ask  unan> 
imous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speak- 
er's desk  the  bill  <H.  R.  8030)  authortz- 
ing  the  transfer  of  certain  property  of 
the  United  States  Govenunent  In  Klam- 
ath County,  (^reg..  to  the  State  of  Orei^m. 
with  Senate  amendment  thovtov  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bilL 


Tbit  Clerk  read  the  Senate  ametgl- 
it.  aa  follows: 

Page  4.  line  18,  strike  out  all  after  "df" 
down  to  and  tncJwIIng  line  21  and  insert 
*^seetk>B  aOS  (d)  (^  (D)  of  the  Federal 
Propel  ty  and  Administrative  Services  Act 
of  1049.  aa  amended  (40  U.  S.  C,  484  (k)  (2) 
(D))." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ore- 
gon? 

Blr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentlemtin 
explain  what  this  is  about? 

Mr.  COON.  The  Senate  amendment 
Just  states  the  new  provision  of  the  law. 

Bfr.  GAVIN.  What  does  the  House 
bill  involve? 

,Mr.  COON.  The  House  bill  Is  to 
transfer  a  small  piece  of  property  to 
the  National  Guard  Association  of  Ore- 
gon to  build  an  Armory  at  Olen  FaOs. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  with- 
draw my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  frOm 
Oregon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


CLINT  LEWIS 


Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanlodous  consent  to  take  from  tihe 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  1514)  lor 
the  relief  of  Clint  Lewis,  with  a  Senste 
amendment  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  biU. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendmefit, 
as  follows: 


Page  2.  line  1,  strike  out  "In  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois?    

Mr.  CELLER  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  may  I  ask  what  this 
bill  is  about? 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  The  amenci- 
ment  provides  that  no  attorneys  fees 
shall  be  paid. 

Mr.  CEUiER.  What  does  It  refer  to? 
What  Is  the  subject  matter  generally? 

Mr.  REED  of  niinois.  It  is  a  bill  Hor 
the  relief  of  Clint  Lewis,  of  Texas,  in  tbe 
sum  of  $200. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois?  i 

There  was  no  objection.  I 

llie  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


PRANK  L.  PEYTON 
Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker^  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  2024)  lor 
the  relief  of  Frank  L.  Peyton  with  a 
49enate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment.  j 

The  Clerk  read  the  tiUe  of  the  bill.  ' 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2.  lines  1  and  2.  Strike  out  "in  excess 
of  10  percent  thereof." 


The  SI^IAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  >fram 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  condurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  waa  laid 
on  the  table. 


JULIO  MERCADO  TOI 


JSDol 


Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  f  n^  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  2619)  for 
the  relief  of  Julio  Mercado  Toledo  with 
Senate  amendments  thereto,  and  con> 
cur  in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bin. 

The  Cleric  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  1,  Une  6,  after  "to",  insert  "the  «a- 
tate  of." 

Page  1,  Une  11.  strike  out  "in  ezceaa  of  10 
percent  tbereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  front  Illi- 
nois? I 
There  was  no  objection.  I 
The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


DONALD   JAMES   DARMODt" 
Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  264$)  for 
the  relief  of  Donald  James  Daiinody, 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  tlie  title  of  the  trilL 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  8.  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof."  | 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  froni  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


ESTHER   K    ELLICOTT 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  2791)  for 
the  relief  of  Esther  E.  Elllcott  with  a 
Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Ml. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  4.  strike  out  "in  ezcesai  of  10 

percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  froni  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  conctirred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  wal  laid 
on  the  table. 


FLOYD  C.  BARBER 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  f  ro8i  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H,  R.  2815)  for 
the  relief  of  Floyd  C.  Barber  with  Senate 
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amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Cleik  read  the  titie  of  the  bllL 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  6,  strike  out  "81353**  and  In- 
sert ••$1.69fl.3a.** 

Page  2,  line  1,  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentieman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


MRS.  ROSALINE  SPAQNOLA 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  2881)  for 
the  relief  of  Mrs.  Rosaline  Spagnola 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
'  The  Clerk   read   the   Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2,  lines  1  and  2.  strike  out  "in  excess 
ol  10  percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  genUeman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


ESTHER  SMITH 


Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  3008)  for 
the  relief  of  Esther  Smith  with  a  Senate 
amendment  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  titie  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  1.  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


E.  C.  ISHLB 


Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  biU  (H  R  3216) 
for  the  relief  of  E.  C.  Mills,  with  a  Sen- 
ate amendment  thereto,  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  11.  strike  out  "In  excess  of  10 

percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentieman  from 
Illinois? 

Mr.  EJVINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object.  I  shotdd  like  to  ask 
the  distinguished  gentieman,  the  chair- 
man of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  if  this 
c 000 


is  going  to  be  the  future  and  continuing 
policy  on  all  of  these  claim  bills?  It  is 
my  imderstanding  that  the  subcommit- 
tee and  the  full  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary have  reported  these  claim  bills  with 
the  usual  10  percent  attorney  fee  proviso, 
but  when  they  reach  the  Senate  commit- 
tee certain  Members  of  the  other  body 
write  this  amendment  in  each  claims  bill 
which  prohibits  the  payment  of  any  at- 
torney's fee.  Although  the  House  author- 
ized it,  the  Senate  will  not,  and  we  have 
to  go  along.  It  is  my  information  that 
within  the  last  few  days  injunctive  pro- 
ceedings have  been  filed  in  the  Federal 
Court  for  the  Middle  District  of  Tennes- 
see, questioning  the  constitutionality  of 
a  similar  rider  as  here  proposed,  as  im- 
pairing the  obligation  of  contracts.  Sup- 
pose a  lawyer  has  already  entered  into 
an  agreement  with  a  client  relative  to 
a  reasonable  fee  for  assistance  on  a  claim 
and  he  does  a  substantial  amount  of  work 
upon  It  and  later  this  rider  is  attached 
to  the  bill,  are  we  not  thus  impairing  a 
private  contract  entered  into  between 
a  client  and  a  lawyer?  It  is  a  most  un- 
usual precedent,  a  most  unusual  pro- 
cedure to  Insist  upon  these  no-fee  riders. 
It  is  my  information  also  that  the  Treas- 
.  ury  Department  and  the  Office  of  the  So- 
licitor of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States  do  not  think  it  good  practice,  and 
state  that  those  who  oppose  this  proce- 
dure have  a  very  good  point  in  raising  the 
question.  I  wonder  whether  we  will  con- 
tinue to  yield  to  1  or  2  members  of  the 
Judiciary  Subcommittee  of  the  other 
body  insisting  on  these  riders  being  at- 
tached to  these  claims.  I  am  just  asking 
for  information. 

Mr.  REED  of  lUinois.  It  is  a  limita- 
tion, of  coui-se,  upon  an  appropriation, 
and  so  far  we  have  not  been  able  to  come 
to  any  agreement  with  the  Senate  re- 
garding these  riders.  We  hope  to  be 
able  to  at  the  next  session.  We  have  not 
been  able  to  do  so  thus  far.  All  these 
private  bills  would  be  held  up  if  we  did 
not  agree. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  further  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  may  not  the 
court  authorize  and  provide  for  a  fee, 
upon  a  hearing  in  these  cases? 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  I  do  not  know 
that  these  cases  will  come  before  a  court. 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  EVINS.  I  yield  to  my  distin- 
guished friend. 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  I  should  like  to 
ask  my  distinguished  chairman  if  we 
are  not  down  to  this  point  in  this  situ- 
ation, that  irrespective  of  what  is  going 
to  be  done  in  the  future,  if  these  bills  are 
to  pass  at  tills  session  of  Congress,  we 
will  have  to  accede  to  the  position  taken 
by  the  Senate  in  this  matter.  The 
remedy,  if  there  is  any,  is  that  if  anyone 
has  a  bill  providing  for  attorney's  fees 
and  they  do  iM>t  want  the  bill  passed 
with  the  provision  for  attorney's  fees 
stricken,  they  can  get  up  and  say  so. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  But  there  are 
many  other  biUs  here  where,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  no  attorney's  fees  are  involved. 
We  on  the  Craunittee  on  the  Judiciary 
find  ourselves  in  these  closing  days  tn 
the  situation  where,  if  we  do  not  agree 
with  the  Senate  committee,  whether  they 


are  right  or  wrong,  the  biUs  simply  can- 
not be  passed. 

Mr.  REED  of  TlUnols.  The  gentleman 
is  absolutely  fcrrect. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  feel  that 
this  is  a  very  bad  practice  and  precedent. 
that  one  or  two  Members  of  the  other 
body  can  override  the  views  of  a  sub- 
committee or  the  full  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  or  the  wish  of  the  House.  I 
think  the  conferees  should  object  to  a 
continuation  of  this  practice. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 
Mr.  EVINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentieman. 
Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  should 
like  to  join  in  what  my  colleague  has  said 
in  reference  to  this  matter,  and  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  gentieman  this  question. 
Are  these  bills  so  framed  that  they  can- 
not allow  any  attorney's  fees? 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  The  Senate  pro- 
viso is  to  the  effect  that  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  excess  of  10  per- 
cent shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
accoiint  of  services  rendered. 

Mr.  BROC^:s  of  Louisiana.    And  that 
is  stricken  out? 
Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.    Iliat  is  right. 
Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.    There- 
fore, it  would  be  illegal  for  any  attorney 
to  charge  any  fee.    It  would  be  in  viola- 
tion of  the  law? 
Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.    That  Is  right. 
Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.    Over  a 
period  of  years  we  have  had  a  uniform 
practice  of  limiting  attorney's  fees  so 
that  a  person  could  not  be  gouged  by  an 
attorney,  could  not  be  taken  advantage 
of. 
Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.    I  think 
there  should  be  some  means  of  providing 
that  an  attorney's  fees  should  be  mod- 
erate.  I  do  not  think  we  should  attempt 
to  abandon  the  practice  of  setting  a  rea- 
sonable attorney's  fee.    I  am  not  going 
to  object  now.  but  it  seems  to.  me.  with 
all  the  time  that  we  have  here,  that  we 
might  work  out  some  agreement,  even 
before  this  Congress  adjourns,  on  this 
matter. 

Mr.  KEATINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  ETviksI 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ErviNS.  I  yield  to  the  genUeman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEATINO.  The  way  these  bUls 
are  worded,  as  I  interpret  them,  they 
would  only  bar  the  attorney  from  receiv- 
ing pay  for  services  in  connection  with 
getting  the  particular  claim  through; 
that  is,  the  services  rendered  in  connec- 
tion with  this  particular  claim.  If  the 
attorney  rendered  services  other  than  in 
connection  with  getting  the  bill  through 
Congress,  I  should  think  he  would  be 
eligible  for  compensation  by  his  cUent. 
This  bill  says  that  no  part  of  the  money 
can  be  used  to  pay  the  attorney. 

Iftr.  EVINS.  In  other  words,  if  a 
claimant  had  monesrs  other  than  the 
moneys  provided  in  the  bin,  he  could  pay 
the  attorney  with  those  "other  mon- 
eys**— ^moneys  not  here  authorized  or  ap- 
propriated? 

Mr.  KEATINO.  I  shook!  think  that 
is  so.  I  might  say  to  the  gintlrwn 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Evxxsl  that  I  kxsDW 
that  the  clerk  of  the  Ooaunittce  od  Vbm 
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d^didaiT  followed  the  practice  with  ref- 
erence to  one  of  these  biUa  in  which  I 
WM  peraonally  interested  of  calling  me 
to  find  out  whether  I  objected  to  the 
Soiate  action.  I  am  quite  sure  that  in 
other  eaaes  he  has  done  the  same.  As 
was  laid,  if  any  Member  who  had  a  bill 
in  objected  to  the  ellmlnatibn  of  that 
Idirase  fay  the  Senate,  he  would  have 
that  opportimlty,  I  feel  sure.  It  Is  quite 
true  what  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  FnutXBTB]  has  said,  that  the  only 
way  we  can  get  these  bills  through  In 
this  session  is  Iqt  agreeing  with  the  Sen- 
ate amendments.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  EvinsI 
that  it  is  a  matter  that  we  should  take 
up  with  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
in  the  other  body  and  try  to  iron  out 
some  of  the  differences  that  are  involved. 

Mr.  EVINS.  I  appreciate  the  gentle- 
man's views.  I  rather  think  that  It  is 
the  feeling  of  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary and  of  the  House  that  this  prac- 
tice of  Inserting  Uils  rider  should  not 
be  continued.  As  I  have  indicated,  a  pe- 
tition Is  now  pending  in  Federal  district 
court  questioning  the  constitutionality 
and  legality  of  this  prohibitive  rider  on 
a  claims  bill  previously  passed.  I  think 
this  should  be  called  to  the  attention  of 
the  Members.  Under  the  circumstances. 
I  shall  not  object  at  this  time,  but  I  feel 
that  the  practice  should  not  be  con- 
tinued. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Further  reserving  the 
light  to  object,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  woiild 
not  preclude  a  private  contnu^tual  rela- 
tion between  a  client  and  a  lawyer? 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  I  cannot  see 
that  it  would. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Not  being  a  lawyer,  I 
wonder  what  these  lawyers  do  charge. 
Can  the  gentleman  tell  me? 

I  withdraw  my  reservation  of  objec- 
tion. Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


MRS.  FLORENCE  D.  GRIMSHAW 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  3217)  for 
the  relief  of  Mrs.  Florence  D.  Grimshaw, 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Una  11.  after  "Insurance",  insert  ":  Pro- 
vided, That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropri- 
ated In  this  act  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
■ecount  of  services  rendered  In  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlaw- 
ful, any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guUty  of 
a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  nii- 

IK^? 

-    There  was  no  objection. 


The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


EDGAR  A.  BELLEAU,  SR. 

Mr.  REED  of  Dlinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  3273)  for 
the  relief  of  Edgar  A.  Belleau,  Sr.,  with 
a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  con- 
cur in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Line  6.  strike  out  "$1,209"  and  Insert 
"$1,101.75." 

The  SraiAKER.  Is  there  objectton  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  conclirred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table.  | 

CATHERINE   (CATHRINA)    D. 
PILGARD  I 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  8732) 
for  the  relief  of  Catherine  (Cathrina)  D. 
Pilgard.  with  a  Senate  amendment 
thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment, 
as  follows: 

Line  14,  after  "to"  where  it  appeajs  the 
second  time.  Insert:  "the  date  of  appli«atlon 
med  following  date  of." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objectton  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  conctirred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


PRANK  G.  KOCH 


Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  3951)  for 
the  relief  of  Frank  G.  Koch,  with  a  Sen- 
ate amendment  thereto,  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows : 

Page  2,  line  5,  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 
There  was  no  objection.  I 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 


in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  waf 
on  the  table 


laid 


CHARLES  R.  LOGAN 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  4175)  for 
the  relief  of  Charles  R.  Logan,  with  Sen- 
ate amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  tiUe  of  the  bill. 


$800"  and  insert 
"In  excess  of  10 


The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend 
ments,  as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  6,  strike  out  ' 
"$2,799.93." 

Page  2.  line  5,  strike  out 
percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


HUNTINGTON,  McLAREN  I  CO. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  4329)  for 
the  relief  of  Huntington,  McLaren  &  Co.. 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendmettt. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  1.  lines  11  and  12.  strike  out  "in  ex- 
cess of  10  percent  thereof."  ] 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


FREDERICK  JOSEPH  BUTTACCIO 
AND  OTHERS 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  4474)  for 
the  relief  of  Frederick  Joseph  Buttaccio 
and  others,  with  a  Senate  amendment 
thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  7.  strike  out  "in  exoesa  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The   SPEAKER.     Is   there   objecUon 

to  the  request  of  the  gentlem|ui  from 

Illinois? 
There  was  no  objection.  j 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 

In,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  ]was  laid 

on  the  table. 


LYMAN  CHALKLEY 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  4631)  for 
the  relief  of  Lyman  Chalkley,  with  a 
Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  3.  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 

percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  dbjection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois?  I 

There  was  no  objection.  I 

The  Senate  amendment  was  cdncurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 
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FLORIDA   HOSPTTAIj 


Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speakers  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  4580)  for 
the  relief  of  the  Florida  Hospital,  with  a 
Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  8.  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


PETRA  RUIZ  MARTINEZ  AND  MAR- 
CELO  MAYSONET  MIRELL  AND 
MARIA  BENTTEZ  MAYSONET  MI- 
RELL 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  5028)  for 
the  relief  of  Petra  Ruiz  Martinez  and 
Marcelo  Maysonet  Mirell  and  Maria  Be- 
nitez  Maysonet  Mirell.  with  Senate 
amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  1.  lines  6  and  7.  strike  out  "Marcelo 
Maysonet  Mirell,  and  Maria  Benites  de  May- 
sonet Mirell"  and  Insert  "Mr.  and  Mrs^  Mar- 
celo Maysonet  Mirell." 

Page  1,  line  10,  sUlke  out  "Juan  Gilbert 
Maysonet  Benltez"  and  Insert  "Juan  OUberto 
Maysonet  Benltez." 

Page  2,  lines  1  and  2,  strike  out  "when  they 
were  struck  by  a  United  States  Army  truck" 
and  insert  "In  an  accident  involving  a  United 
States  Army  truck,  which  occurred." 

Page  2,  lines  4  and  5,  strike  out  "in  excess 
of  10  percent  thereof." 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  for 
the  relief  of  Petra  Ruiz  Martinez  and  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Marcelo  Maysonet  Mirell." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


ROBERT  luEON  ROHR 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  (H.  R.  5092)  for  the  re- 
lief of  Robert  Leon  Rohr.  with  a  Senate 
amendment  thereto,  and  concur  m  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  1,  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  R£EDl? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


GEORGE  ELDRED  MORGAN 

Mr.  REED  of  Dlinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  5086)  for 
the  relief  of  Oeorge  Eldred  Morgan,  with 
a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  con- 
cur in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  biU. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  2,  strike  out  "In  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  eon- 
curred  in,  and  a  motion  to  rec<msider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


MRS.  DOROTHY  J.  WILLIAMS 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  (H.  R.  5093 )  for  the  relief 
of  Mrs.  Dorothy  J.  Williams,  widow  of 
Melvin  Edward  Williams,  with  Senate 
amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Line  9,  after  "duty".  Insert  ":  Provided. 
That  no  part  of  any  proceeds  paid  as  the 
result  of  the  enactment  of  this  legislation 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by 
any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contiact  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined  in  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000." 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  for 
the  relief  of  the  survivors  of  Melvin  Edward 
WiUiams." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois I  Mr.  RXEDJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


CHANCY  C.  NEWSOM 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  (H.  R.  5460)  for  the  re- 
lief of  Chancy  C.  Newsom,  with  Senate 
amendments  thereto,  and  concur  m  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  blU. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

strike  out  aU  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  Insert  "That  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay. 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  other- 
wise appropriated.  (1)  to  the  legal  guardian 
of  Susan  M.  Newsom.  a  minor,  the  sam  of 
$17,478,  to  fuU  satlsfaetkin  of  all  dalms 
against  the  United  States  for  personal  and 
permanent  Injuries,  pain  and  suflerlng. 
facial  and  other  physical  disfigurement  sus- 
tained by  the  said  Susan  M.  Newscm  on 
February  SI.  1BS3.  when  she  was  severely 
burned  by  the  explosion  of  an  oU  switch  at 
Camp  Wood,  Kumamoto,  Kyushu.  Japan,  and 
(2)  to  Chancy  C.  Newmn.  oC  38  Northwest 


36  Court.  Miami,  Fla..  father  at  tbs  said 
san  M.  Newsom.  the  sum  of  $837,  In  full 
satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  the  United 
States  for  reimbursement  for  hospital  and 
other  expenses  Incurred  by  him  on  aceount 
of  the  Injuries  so  sustained  by  the  said  Su- 
san M.  Newsom:  Provided,  That  no  part  of 
the  amount  appropriated  by  this  act  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  servloss 
rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  pw- 
Bon  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shaU 
be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined  in  any 
sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read :  "An  act  for 
the  reUef  of  Chancy  C.  Newsom  and  the 
legal  guardian  of  Susan  M.  Newsom.  a  minor." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


WAH  CHANG  CORP. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  (H.  R.  5461)  with  Senate 
amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

strike  out  aU  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
Insert  "That  notwithstanding  any  statute  of 
limitations,  lapse  of  time,  or  any  ptiat  court 
decision  on  this  claim  by  any  court  of  the 
United  States,  Jurisdiction  Is  hereby  con- 
ferred upon  the  United  States  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and'fender  Judg- 
ment on  the  claim  of  Wah  Chang  Corp., 
against  the  United  States  for  compensation 
for  loss  of  property  and  for  removal  expenses 
Incurred  as  a  result  of  the  acquisition  in  ttvt 
year  1942  by  the  United  States  for  mmtary 
purposes  of  pier  No.  13,  New  Tork  foreign 
trade  sone,  Staten  Island.  N.  T..  which  had 
theretofore  been  leased  by  said  Wah  Chang 
Corp.,  and  upon  which  the  said  Wah  Chang 
Corp.,  had  erected  and  maintained  a  tUDg< 
sten  processing  plant. 

"Bbc.  2.  Suit  upon  such  claim  may  be  in- 
stituted bereunder  not  later  than  1  year 
after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act: 
Provided,  hotoever.  That  nothing  contained  in 
this  act  shall  be  construed  ss  an  inference  of 
liability  on  Um  part  of  the  United  SUtcs 
Ooverrunent."  , 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to 
confer  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United  States 
Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  ren- 
der judgment  on  the  claim  of  Wah  Chang 
Corp.,  against  the  United  States." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


ROCCO  PORGIONE 

Mr.  REED  of  Olinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  dedt  the  blU  (H.  IL  5489)  for 
the  relief  of  Rocco  Porgkioe.  with  Sen- 
ate amendment  thereto  and  eoBCor  ta 
the  Senate  amendmesit. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  taOi. 
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liie  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Pac*  8,  lla*  7.  strlk*  out  "In  eseaas  of  10 
peroant  tiMraof  .** 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  oi.  the  genUeman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
In,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


HAROLD  E.  WAHLBERG 

Mr.  REED  of  minoiB.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  5986)  for 
the  relief  of  Harold  E.  Wahlberg,  with  a 
Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur 
In  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment. 
as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  3,  after  "amended",  insert  ": 
Provide,  That  no  part  of  any  proceeds  paid 
as  the  result  of  the  enactment  of  this  legisla- 
tion shaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  serv- 
ices rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim, 
and  the  same  shall  be  tmlawful,  any  eon- 
tract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  any  of  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objectlmi  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
ctirred  in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


JAliES  PHILIP  COYLE 

Mr.  REED  .Of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  c<»isent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  6332)  for 
the  relief  of  James  Philip  Coyle,  with  a 
Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur 
In  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Line  9.  after  "1938.".  insert  "Current  ap- 
pUcable  appropriations  shaU  be  available  for 
the  payment  of  any  claims  resulting  from 
the  enactment  of  this  act". 

Hie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred In.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


CAPT.  C.  R  B4ACLEAN 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  6562)  for 
the  relief  of  Capt.  C.  R.  MacLean,  with 
a  Soiate  amendment  thereto,  and  con- 
cur in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  titte  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  a.  line  1.  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
paroent  thereof.'* 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  fromi  Illi- 
nois? I 
There  was  no  objection.  ' 
The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconBider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


DANIEL  D.  POLAND 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  6566)  for 
the  relief  of  Daniel  D.  Poland,  with  a 
Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment.  ] 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  3,  strike  out  all  after  "act" 
down  to  and  Including  "act"  in  line  5. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


HAROLD  J.  DAVIS 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  imanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  7413)  for 
the  relief  of  Harold  J.  Davis,  with  Sen- 
ate amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows:  j 

Page  1,  lines  9  and  10.  strike  out  "oil  the 
8d  and  4th  of  July"  and  Insert  "on  or  about 
the  3d  or  4th  day  of  June." 

Page  2,  line  3,  strike  out  "medical  expenses 
shall"  and  insert  "hospital  and  medical  ex- 
penses actually  Inciirred  shall." 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 
There  was  no  objection.  | 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table.  | 

S.  SGT.  FRANK  C.  MAXWEIX. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  7835)  for 
the  relief  of  S.  Sgt.  Frank  C.  MaxweU, 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Wll. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  2,  strike  out  "In  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 1 
There  was  no  objection.  | 
The  Senate  amendment  was  conctirred 
in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


I 


CITY  OP  FORT  SMITH,  ARKJ 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.     Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 


Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  8852)  for 
the  relief  of  the  city  of  Fort  SmUth.  Ark., 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2.  lines  1  and  2.  strike  out  '*ln  excess 
of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


MRS.  CECIL  NORTON  BROY 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speakers  table  (H.  R.  7886)  for  the  re- 
lief of  Mrs.  Cecil  Norton  Broy,  together 
with  Senate  amendments,  disagree  to 
the  Senate  amendments,  and  ask  for  a 
conference. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Mr.  Jonas  of  Illinois,  Mr.  Bur- 
dick,  and  Mr.  Forrester. 


ARTHUR  S.  ROSICH AN— CONFER- 
ENCE REPORT 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
call  up  the  conference  report  on  the  bill 
(H.  R.  3522)  for  the  relief  of  Arthur  S. 
Rosichan,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  statement  of  the  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  be  read  in  lieu  of 
the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection.  , 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement  J 
The  conference  report  and  statement 
are  &s  follows: 

Conference  Report  (H.  Rept.  No.  2575) 
The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Hoxuee  on  the 
amendment  or  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3522)  for  the  rellel  of  Arthur  S.  Hosichan, 
having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference, 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  d<i  recom- 
mend to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That   the   Senate   recede   from   Its   amend- 
ment and  agree  to  the  same.  j 
EixiAR  A.  Jonas,       ! 
William    E.    MillSk. 
Thomas  J.  Lane, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Alkxandes  Wilet,  I 
John  M.  Butler, 
Olin  D.  Johnston, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  klouse  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendmenit  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  3522)  for  the  relief 
of  Arthur  S.  Rosichan  submit  the  following 
statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the 
action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and 
recommended  in  the  accompanying  confer- 
ence report; 
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The  bill  as  passed  the  Hovmm  would  re- 
lieve Arthur  8.  Rosichan.  of  Briffalo,  N.  T.. 
of  all  liabUlty  to  pay  to  the  XTnited  States  the 
sum  of  $l,9SB.B6,  said  amount  representing 
sums  disbursed  by  him  whUe  he  was  em- 
ployed from  September  1.  1933,  through  De- 
cember 31,  1034.  as  disbursing  agent  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  Transient  Service  of  the 
Federal  Emergency  BeUef  Administration. 
In  the  settlement  of  the  accounts  of  any 
officer  of  the  United  States  or  the  District  of 
Columbia,  full  credit  shall  be  given  for  any 
amount  for  which  llablUty  is  relieved  by  this 

set. 

The  Senate  amended  the  bill  by  reducing 
the  amount  to  which  Mr.  Boelchan  would  be 
relieved  of  to  the  sum  of  tSSS.SS.  At  the 
conference  the  Senate  conferees  concurred  in 
the  House  action,  and  receded  from  its 
amendment. 

Edcas  a.  Jom as, 
WnxiAM  S.  Mnj.Bi. 
Thomas  J.  Lanx. 
Managern  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  \a  on 
the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


STATEHOOD  FOR  HAWAII 

Mrs.  PARRINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute,  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Hawaii? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  PARRINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  56 
years  ago  today  Hawaii  voluntarily  be- 
came a  part  of  the  United  States  of 
America.  I  would  be  derelict  m  my  duty 
to  the  people  of  Hawaii  if  I  did  not  speak 
to  the  issue  closest  to  their  hearts  on  this 
day  when  the  people  of  Hawaii  volun- 
tarily became  a  part  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  especially  since  the  question 
was  raised  in  a  slight  colloquy  between 
the  able  chairman  of  the  House  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  Committee,  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Nebraska, 
and  the  masterful  leader  of  the  minority, 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Texas, 
on  the  floor  on  Tuesday. 

I  will  not  present  any  arguments  for 
statehood  for  Hawaii.  Those  have  al- 
ready been  presented  to  you  in  this  ses- 
sion by  my  late  husband  more  eloquently 
than  I  could  ever  offer  them  to  you  and 
so  convincingly  that  two-thirds  of  you 
have  already  voted  for  the  bill. 

The  Hawaiian  statehood  bill  went 
from  this  House  to  the  Senate  and  was 
returned  with  the  Alaskan  amendment. 

Those  who  oppose  Hawaiian  statehood 
have  momentarily  stopped  the  progress^ 
of  the  measin-e.  Although,  we  of  Hawaii. 
are  bitterly  disappointed  we  acknowledge 
that  those  who  oppose  us  are  enjoying 
a  momentary  success.  But  this  parlia- 
mentary maneuver,  plus  the  death  of  my 
husband  who  gave  his  life  for  this  cause, 
have  inspired  the  pe(q;>le  of  Hawaii  to 
greater  zeal  than  ever  before  to  carry 
on  our  fight  until  victory  is  achieved. 

Meanwhile,  may  I  suggest  that  it  would 
be  an  act  of  courage  upon  the  part  of 
those  who  have  won  the  battle  to  send 
this  bill  to  conference  despite  their  fears, 
for  I  can  assure  you  it  is  far  too  late  for 
us  to  win  the  war  in  this  session. 


It  would  be  an  act  of  vision  because, 
even  at  this  late  hour,  it  would  tell  the 
freedom-loving  peoples  of  Asia,  who  are 
engaged  in  a  great  struggle  against  com- 
munism, that  we  Americans  do  practice 
what  we  preach. 

Hawaii  is  the  lighthouse  of  democracy 
in  the  Pacific.  That  Ughthouse  is  being 
watched  day  by  day  by  freemen  in  Asia 
to  guide  them  to  their  rightful  destiny 
while  the  Communists  of  Asia  hope  that 
that  light  will  go  out  so  that  freedom 
may  perish  on  our  rockbound  shores. 

Why  else  did  Madame  Chiang  Kai- 
shek.  Syngman  Rhee,  and  many  other 
crusaders  for  freedom  in  Asia,  imme- 
diately send  messages  of  sympathy  to  me 
when  the  leader  of  this  crusade  was 
taken?  We  spend  billions  to  try  to  stop 
the  wars  in  Asia.  Thousands  of  our  own 
boys  have  given  their  Uves  in  Korea, 
when  without  the  expenditure  of  one 
I>enny  or  the  cost  of  one  precious  life, 
statehood  for  Hawaii  would  accomplish 
far,  far  more  for  peace. 

It  would  be  an  act  of  integrity  to  send 
this  bill  to  conference  because  it  would 
indicate  that  statesmen — and  I  beUeve 
my  colleagues  to  be  statesmen — are  nm- 
ning  the  Oovernment  of  the  United 
States.  The  voice  of  the  Nation,  through 
its  duly  elected  representatives  in  both 
the  Senate  and  the  House  by  a  two- 
thirds  vote  in  each  body,  has  spoken. 
For  a  willful  few  to  deny  the  people  a 
final  opportunity  to  vote  on  this  measiu-e 
by  holding  it  from  conference  is  not 
democracy  in  action.  It  is  a  declaration 
to  all  the  world  that  we,  who  profess  to 
be  the  champions  of  freemen  every- 
where, deny  the  very  freedoms  we  claim 
to  cherish. 

Our  President,  once  elected,  must  be 
our  trusted  leader  if  freedom  is  to  sur- 
vive. He  has  repeatedly,  and  again  this 
past  week,  urged  the  leaders  of  this  Con- 
gress to  resolve  the  issue  of  Hawaiian 
statehood.  Can  we  do  less  than  find  a 
way  to  send  this  bill  to  conference  now? 

It  may  be  too  late  to  hope  for  action  in 
the  Senate.  But  at  least  the  House  of 
Representatives  can  adjourn,  secure  in 
the  knowledge  that  a  nation,  run  by 
Statesmen,  can  long  endure. 


CONFERENCE  REPORT  ON  AGRICUL- 
TURAL BILL  (H.  R.  9680) 

Mr.  HALLBCK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  conferees 
on  the  bill  H.  R.  9680,  the  agriciiltural 
bill,  may  have  until  midnight  Saturday 
night  to  file  a  conference  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
tt^  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
dkna? 

There  was  no  objection. 


GUESTS  IN  THE  VISITORS  GALLERY 

Mr.  REAMS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remaiics. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REAMS.  Mr.  Speaker,  one  of  the 
happy  privileges  of  membership  in  this 
House  of  Representatives  is  to  be  host 
to  our  guests  in  the  gallery.  There  are 
many  of  us  here  who,  observing  a  session 
of  this  legislative  body  from  the  gallery, 
were  inspired  to  plan  to  become  a  Mem- 
ber of  Congress.  Thousands  of  other 
citizens  and  visitors  from  abroad  have 
had  a  better  understanding  and  greater 
appreciation  for  the  problems  that  faced 
the  Nation  because  they  have  been 
guests  in  the  gallery  of  this  House. 

There  are  rules  that  are  necessary  for 
the  conduct  of  our  visitors.  These  have 
never  been  published  or  circulated  to  the 
Membei-s.  Oftentimes  when  guests  vio- 
late the  rules  with  reference  to  reading, 
or  applause,  or  other  demonstrations, 
they  are  greatly  embarrassed  when  their 
attention  is  called  to  it.  I  am  convinced 
that  very  rarely  have  any  of  our  guests 
in  the  gallery  intentionally  violated  the 
rules  under  which  they  are  permitted  to 
visit  with  us  during  our  sessions.  It  has 
seemed  to  me  for  some  time  that  we 
should  furnish  them  with  a  copy  of  the 
few  simple  rules  which  they  are  asked  to 
observe  when  they  enter  the  gallery  of 
this  Chamber. 

We  issue  to  them  visitors'  cards  which 
are  entirely  blank  on  the  reverse  side. 
May  I  suggest  to  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  or  to 
the  pro[>er  committee  responsible  for  this 
matter,  that  on  the  reverse  side  of  the 
guest  card  some  such  statement  as  the 
following  be  printed: 

Guests  of  Members  seated  In  the  gaUery 
will  please  observe  these  rules: 

( 1 )  Speak  quietly  If  conversation  Is  neoes- 
sary. 

(3)  Reading  Is  not  allowed. 

(3)  Applause  or  demonstration  of  any 
kind   !■   prohibited. 

We  hope  that  you  wUl  enjoy  yotu'  yislt 
With  ut. 

There  may  be  other  rules  which  should 
be  added.  I  offer  these  as  a  sugges- 
tion. 

I  am  quite  sure  that  this  will  prevent 
our  guests  being  embarrassed  by  unwit- 
tingly violating  the  rules  and  curtail  the 
necessity  of  its  being  called  to  their  at- 
tention. 


ADJOURNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  HAIliECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
noon  on  Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


INTERIM  AUTHORITY  TO  THE 
SPEAKER  AND  THE  CLERK  OF 
THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  HALLBCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  adc 
imanimous  consent  that  notwittastand- 
ing  the  adjournment  of  the  House  trntil 
Monday  next,  the  Clerk  be  autbmised  to 
receive  messages  f  rmn  the  Senate  and 
that  the  Speaker  be  authoriaed  to  sign 
any  enroDed  bills  and  Joint  reacriutkms 
duly  passed  by  tbe  two  Houses  and  f  oand 
truly  enrolled. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  oliiJeetkm  to 
the  request  of  the  'tmtlrman 
diana? 

There  was  no  oibijcction. 


rmNnn PQQirkKr  a  t  p  vr^f\o  t\ •  \ir\j  tcb 


A  ni  fiKi  a^      -i  I 


ua  Mj  wiu  uie  war  m  uua  seBsiou. 
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ffftBM  Aia>  RKTAIL  VOOD  FIOCIS 


<tf   Loitfsium.     lir. 

r,  I  Mk  nn»ntiiioiw  copa«it  to  ad- 
draii  tlw  Boom  for  1  mtauite  and  to 
Tefiae  and ^itend  my  remarka. 

TbB  6PKAKKR.  la  there  objection 
to  the  nqiMit  ot  the  gwitlwnan  from 
Looisiana? 

There  was  no  obje^km. 

lir.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
£^pe8ker»  I  think  one  phase  of  our  eon- 
SieiBiooal  vork  has  been  overlociKd. 
by  us.  and  this  deals  with  a  problem  that 
should  reodve  the  careful  consideration 
of  the  Congress  as  wdl  as  the  executive 
department  of  the  Oovemment.  The 
House  Agriculture  Committee  referred 
to  this  problem  from  the  viewpoint  of 
the  fanner  and  I  commend  this  com- 
mittee for  these  timely  remarks. 

I  have  reference  to  the  failure  of  retail 
prices  of  food  ounmodlties  to  fall  in 
accordance  with  production  levels. 

Congress  has  had  many  investigations 
hi  the  course  of  the  last  several  months. 
None  of  these  investlgaUons  have  fo- 
cused the  spotlight  of  pitiless  publicity 
upon  the  fact  that  prices  of  agricultural 
commodities  are  falling  without  a  com- 
pensating fall  in  the  prices  of  these  same 
commodities  to  the  consumer.  In  other 
words,  the  farmer  is  getting  less  for  his 
product,  but  the  public  is  not  benefiting 
from  the  softening  of  farm  prices. 
Gknnewhere  between  the  producer  of 
food  and  the  housewife  who  buys  In  the 
grocery  store,  someone  steps  in  to  ab- 
sorb atanoet  every  price  reduction.  In 
other  words,  to  put  the  matter  differ- 
ently, retail  prices  are  not  following  pro- 
ducer prices  in  their  downward  trend. 

A  e<nnmlttee  of  Congress  to  investi- 
gate the  reason  why  this  anomalous 
situation  is  occurring  could  do  excellent 
worlL  The  farmer  is  being  hit  hard  by 
the  drooping  of  farm  prices.  Farm 
prices  will  drop  even  further;  but  if  the 
f armor  is  to  be  forced  to  accept  this 
squeese  caused  by  lowering  of  farm 
prices.  I  eertahily  think  that  the  con- 
suming public  should  get  the  full  bene- 
fit of  compensating  price  reductions  and 
a  committee  of  Congress  for  this  prob- 
lem could  be  of  great  assistance  to  our 
48  million  American  families.  This  com- 
mittee could  emphasize  to  the  public  the 
heavy  losses  the  farmer  is  taking  and 
at  the  same  time,  it  could  tell  the  Amer- 
icanpublic  who  is  making  the  Inordinate 
profit  which  holds  retail  prices  up  on 
stilts.  We  should  name  exactly  who  is 
profiteering  and  give  some  data  as  to 
the  exent  of  the  inordinate  profit. 


CONVEYANCE   OP  CERTAIN  LANDS 
TO  MILWAUKEE  COUNTY.  WIS. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immedUate  consideration  of  the  un 
(8.  S393)  authorisdng  the  Administrator 
of  Veterans'  Affairs, to  convey  certain 
property  to  Milwaukee  County.  "WIb.  I 
may  say  that  this  has  been  cleared  with 
the  leadership. 
The  Clerk  read  ttie  title  of  the  bflL 
The  SPEAKER.  Is  thoe  objection  to 
the  reouest  of  the  gentlewoman  from 


There;  was  no  objection. 


I 


The  Cl»k  read  the  bill,  as  followt: 

Be  tt  enmcUA,  etc..  That  tb«  Administrator 
of  VatcnuM'  Affairs  Is  autborlzed  attd  dl- 
raotsd  to  convey  to  ICUwaukee  Ck>imt7,  Wis.. 
for  use  for  highway,  motor  vehicle  pa^lLlng. 
•xOL  recreational  prirposes  all  right,  title,  and 
Interest  of  the  United  States  in  and  to  a 
tract  of  28  acres  of  land,  more  or  leSs,  to- 
gether with  structures  thereon,  constituting 
a  portion  of  the  reservation  of  the  Veterans' 
Artmtntstration  Center,  Wood,  Wis.,  and  situ- 
ated along  the  southwesterly  boundary  of 
certain  land  conveyed  to  Milwaukee  Oounty 
by  the  Administrator  pursuant  to  the  act  of 
September  1,  1949  (63  Stat.  683),  and  de- 
scribed therein  as  parcel  n.  The  exact  le- 
gal description  of  the  land  to  be  conveyed 
shaU  be  determined  by  the  Administrator  or 
bis  designate  and,  in  the  event  that  a  sur- 
vey Is  required  in  order  to  make  suah  de- 
termination, Milwaukee  County  shall  bear 
the  expense  thereof. 

^■c.  2.  The  deed  of  conveyance  shaU — 

(a)  provide  that  MUwaukee  County  shall 
construct  for  the  Veterans'  Administration 
two  service  buildings,  a  duplex  house  and 
two-car  garage,  an  animal  house  (all  with 
necessary  utilities  and  service  drives),  a 
water  meter  pit,  necessary  fencing,  and  a 
service  road,  all  of  which  constructloa  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  plans,  and  at  loca- 
tions on  the  reservation  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration  Center,  Wood,  Wis.,  to  be 
muttially  agreed  upon  by  the  Administrator 
of  Veterans'  Affairs  or  his  designate  and 
Milwaukee  CoAmty; 

(b)  provide  that  if  Milwaukee  Countf  falls 
to  use  the  tract  of  land  so  conveyed  for  high- 
way, motor  vehicle  parking,  and  recreational 
purposes  or  alienates  or  attempts  to  alien- 
ate all  cff  any  part  thereof,  title  thereto  shall 
revert  to  the  United  States;  and 

(c)  contain  such  additional  terms,  0ondi- 
tlODB,  reservations,  and  restrictions  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans'  Affairs  to  be  necessary  to  protect 
the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  ZABLOCKL  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin?  . 

There  was  no  objection.  | 

hLc.  ZABLOCKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
bill  before  us,  Senate  bill  3393,  authoriz- 
ing the  Administrator  of  Veteran^  Af- 
fairs to  convey  certain  land  to  Milwaukee 
County,  Wis.,  will  benefit  all  parties  con- 
cerned. 

The  Veterans'  Administration  Center 
at  Wood.  Wis.,  will  receive  $235,000 
worth  of  construction  and  improvtinents 
under  this  measure.  In  return.  Mil- 
waukee County  wiU  acquire  land  much 
needed  for  the  completion  of  oxur  ex- 
IKressway,  and  for  the  expansion  of  jerk- 
ing facilities  at  the  Milwaukee  County 
Stadium. 

As  all  the  Members  of  this  august  body 
tmdoubtedly  know,  our  ball  team  is 
fighting  for  the  National  League  pen- 
nant. The  team  has  been  receivlnt  the 
wholehearted  support  of  the  peorfe  of 
our  city,  and  will  continue  to  do  so.  It 
would  be  a  great  help  if  the  great 
throngs  which  drive  up  to  the  County 
Stadium  each  time  that  the  Milwaukee 
Braves  are  playing  at  home,  had  ample 
space  to  park  their  automobiles.  I  am 
certain  all  sportsmen  would  favor  this. 
The  bill  before  us  passed  the  other 
body  just  yesterday.  In  view  of  the 
scheduled  early  adjournment,  it  is  im- 
perative that  the  bill  receive  the  f  avor- 


sible  consideration  of  this  Houie  as  ex- 
peditiously as  possible.  If  the  bill  should 
fail  of  enactment  during  this  Ckmgrees. 
and  I  earnestly  hope  that  thia'  will  not 
occur,  our  Bfilwaukee  expressifay  pro- 
gram would  be  delayed  for  at  leaist  a  year. 
This  would  have  a  serious  eflecft  on  our 
city  and  compound  our  traffic  problems. 

I  want  to  take  this  omxirtimlty  to  ex- 
press my  appreciation  to  the  leadership 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  and  to  the  dis- 
tinguished chairman  of  the  Veterans' 
Affairs  Committee,  the  gentlewoman 
from  Massachusetts,  Mrs.  Eorry  Nottksk 
Rogers,  for  permitting  such  immediate 
floor  action  on  Senate  bill  33$3.  The 
people  of  my  district,  and  the  people  of 
the  entire  city  of  Milwaukee,  are  deeply 
interested  in  this  measure.  It  Js  a  good 
bill  and  one  of  the  few  pieces  ot  legisla- 
tion through  which  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment will  benefit  by  enjoying  a  net  gain. 

I  want  to  urge  the  membership  of  this 
body.  Mr.  Speaker,  to  allow  this  bill  to 
pass. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  bo  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  an<l  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table.  • 


PRINTING  OP  ADDITIONAL  COPIES 
OP  HEARING  BY  JOINT  COMMIT- 
TEE ON  ATOMIC  ENERGY 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speakel.  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  H0use  Ad- 
ministration, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  House  Con- 
current Resolution  267,  authorising  the 
printing  of  additional  copies  of  the  hear- 
ings held  by  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy  relative  to  the  contribu- 
tion of  atomic  energy  to  medicixie,  with 
a  Senate  amendment  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  resolu- 
tion. 

The  Clerk  read  tbe  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows:  I 

Line    3,    strike    out    "fifteen"    aqd    insert 

"twenty-flve." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  Was  laid 
on  the  table. 


EXTENDING  GREEnNGS  TO  THE 
GOLD  COAST  AND  NIGERIA 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  iintnediate 
consideration  of  the  resolution  (S.  J. 
Res.  183)  to  extend  greetings  to  ttie  Gold 
Coast  and  Nigeria. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Whereas  it  is  the  policy  of  the  United 
States  to  encourage  efforts  toward  independ- 
ence and  self-government  truly  expressive  of 
the  desires  of  the  people  and  as  they  show 
their  capability  to  establish  and  protect  free 
institutions;  and 

Whereas  the  continent  of  Africa  k  a  vital 
part  of  the  free  world  area:  and 

Whereas  a  revised  constituUon  of  |ha  QdiA 
Coast  was  approved  on  AprU  29,  1954,  and  the 
first  formal  meeting  of  the  legislature  of  that 
territory  under  this  constitution  ^111  take 
place  on  July  29.  1954;  and 


Whereas  a  revised  oonstitutton  of  Klgerla 
Is  expected  to  be  approved  diulng  August 
1954.  and  the  first  meeting  of  the  federal 
legislature  of  that  territory  under  this  con- 
stitution is  expected  to  take  place  shorUy 
thereafter;  and 

Whereas  these  occasions  mark  Important 
milestones  In  their  progress  toward  self- 
government  and  independence:  Now,  there- 
lore,  be  It 

Resolved,  etc.  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  extend  Its  most  cordial  greet- 
ings to  the  representative  bodies  of  the  Oold 
Coast  and  Nigeria  on  the  occasion  of  the 
flrst  meeting  of  their  legislatures  under  the 
revised  constitutions,  in  recognition  of  the 
democratic  ideals  shared  by  the  United 
States  and  those  territories,  and  in  reaffirma- 
tion of  the  friendship  of  the  United  States 
lor  the  peoples  of  Africa;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  Is 
hereby  requested  to  appoint  a  United  States 
delegation  at  the  appropriate  time  to  repre- 
sent the  United  States  at  ceremonies  marking 
the  achievement  of  complete  self-govern- 
ment for  these  territories. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
transfer  my  special  order  for  10  minutes 
today  to  Monday  next  following  any 
other  special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ACCOMPLISHMENTS  OP  THE  83D 
CONGRESS 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker,  about  10 
days  ago  a  Member  remarked  in  the  well 
of  this  House  that  as  we  approached  the 
end  of  the  session,  we  were  getting  mel- 
low. As  for  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not 
think  I  am  any  more  mellow  now  than  I 
was  last  January  and,  in  spite  of  the 
pressure  and  the  work,  I  am  not  con- 
scious of  any  change  of  emotion,  except 
in  one  respect  and  that  Ls,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  ever  since  the  flrst  day  of  the  first 
session  of  the  83d  Congress  I  have  been 
conscious  of  a  mounting  sense  of  admira- 
tion for  the  majority  leadership  of  this 
House. 

In  particular  I  would  like  to  pay  my 
respects  and  congratulate  our  majority 
leader  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  HAI.LXCK].  Day  in  and  day 
out  he  has  been  under  pressure,  yet  has 
always  demonstrated  self-restraint  and 
consideration  for  opposing  viewpoints. 
Under  the  responsibility  of  getting  leg- 
islation through  this  House,  beset  as  he 


was  with  problems,  some  of  which  arose 
from  the  right  side  of  the  aisle  and  some 
from  the  left  side  of  the  aisle,  he  has  been 
always  considerate,  forceful,  and  fair. 

In  the  light  of  history,  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  leadership  of  this  House  has  given 
us  what  may  well  prove  to  be  one  of  the 
greatest  legislative  programs  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  Nation.  It  hsis  been  during 
the  long  and  difficult  days  of  achieving 
this  program  that  my  admiration  for  our 
respected  and  beloved  majority  leader 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Hal- 
LECK]  has  been  mounting  and  now  I  can- 
not resist  expressing  commendation  for 
the  able  and  effective  manner  in  which 
he  has  exercised  his  duties  and  respon- 
sibilities. To  you,  too,  Mr.  Speaker,  for 
your  unfailing  fairness,  cooperation,  and 
good  programing,  as  well  as  to  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana,  I  offer  this  sim- 
ple tribute,  and  I  luiow  that  my  col- 
leagues on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  share 
this  sentiment.  Under  great  leadership 
we  have  established  a  record  of  accom- 
plishment that  will  go  down  In  the  annals 
of  the  history  of  this  great  body  with 
lasting  credit. 

Mr.  COON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oregon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
associate  my  remarks  with  those  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Pelly],  and  also  express  my  admiration 
for  the  leadership  of  the  House. 

I  think  our  majority  leader,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI,  has 
done  a  most  outstanding  job.  I  want  to 
say  as  one  who  is  serving  a  first  term  in 
the  Congress,  that  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI  has  always  had 
time  and  been  willing  to  help  me  in  the 
many  problems  that  I  have  taken  to  him. 
He  has  assisted  me  on  a  number  of  occa- 
sions. For  a  man  who  has  the  great 
responsibilities  which  his  official  duties 
carry,  he  has  been  most  considerate  to 
each  and  every  one  of  us.  Even  with  the 
daily  pressures  that  he  has  had  upon 
him,  still  he  has  had  great  tolerance  and 
patience  and  has  met  every  situation  in 
a  most  commendable  way.  It  seems  to 
me  that  he  has  done  a  magnificent  job 
in  handling  the  legislative  program  that 
has  ccMne  before  us.  He  has  always  been 
Just  and  fair  and  has  done  this  big  job  in 
such  a  way  that  he  has  won  the  admi- 
ration and  respect  of  his  colleagues. 

And  our  Speaker,  Mr.  Joseph  MARmf. 
has  been  untiring  in  his  efforts  to  get  a 
good  legislative  program  for  the  good  of 
all  of  the  people  in  the  United  States. 
He  has  presided  ably  and  with  fairness 
to  all.  and  he  has  always  had  time  to  help 
us  whenever  we  asked  him  for  assistance 
or  advice.  His  efforts  to  get  President 
Eisenhower's  program  through  to  com- 
pletion have  been  outstanding,  and  he 
has  helped  greatly  in  accomplishing  our 
legislative  aims.  We  can  be  justly  proud 
of  our  Speaker  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BUDGE  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
maiiLS  at  this  point  in  the  Rbcoed. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  genUem^n  from 
Idaho? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  most 
happy  that  the  gentleman  from  Wash- 
ington has  taken  a  few  minutes  to  ex- 
press the  feeling  of  all  of  us  toward  our 
Speaker  and  toward  om-  majority  floor 
leader,  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
HalleckI.  I  know  that  he  expresses  the 
sentiments  and  the  profound  regard 
which  each  Member  of  the  83d  Congress 
has  for  them. 

There  would  be  little  which  I  could  add 
except  to  say  that  in  my  4  short  years  as 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives there  has  never  l)een  a  time  when 
either  or  both  of  them  would  not  take 
time  out  from  their  extremely  busy 
schedules  to  assist  me  and  help  me  in 
the  problems  which  I  encountered  and 
which  the  people  of  my  district  encoun- 
tered. Their  assistance  to  the  new 
Members  of  Congress  will  be  a  thing  not 
soon  forgotten.  No  finer  gentlemen 
have  been  called  upon  by  their  colleagues 
to  lead  them  in  the  conduct  of  the  Con- 
gress, and  their  leadership  during  the 
83d  Congress  has  certainly  been  admi- 
rable and  something  for  which  all  of  us 
owe  them  a  personal  debt  of  gratitude. 


AMERICA'S  FUTURE 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  special  order 
heretofore  entered,  the  genUonan  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  StacckksI  is  recog- 
nized for  5  minutes.  . 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  an- 
other school  year  has  rolled  around,  but 
not  every  child  will  be  extended  the  edu- 
cational opportunity  he  is  entitled  to 
under  the  rights  of  our  Constitution. 

Members  of  Congress,  as  well  as  most 
Americans,  are  aware  of  the  teacher 
shortage,  overcrowded  classrooms,  lack 
of  trained  personnel,  and  so  forth.  But 
who  really  seems  to  care,  or  who  is  doing 
anything  about  it.  The  teachers  are  the 
only  ones  who  seem  to  be  crusading  to 
right  this  wrong,  but  their  voice  is  like 
one  out  of  the  wilderness,  drowned  out 
by  those  who  are  seeking  selfish  personal 
advantages  and  are  not  farsighted 
enough  to  know  or  to  see  the  future  <^ 
America  lies  in  the  strength  of  the  school 
system. 

The  greatest  resources  of  any  nation 
are  its  children.  Virtually  all  important 
differences  between  man  today  and  man 
10,000  years  ago  are  due  to  education. 
Man  is  no  stronger  physically  although 
he  has  a  longer  span  of  life  due  to  ad- 
vances in  medical  science  which  are.  in 
turn,  due  to  education.  Scientists  tell 
us  that  man  has  no  greater  mental 
capacity  than  he  had  10,000  years  ago. 
All  his  achievements  can  be  accredited 
to  education — to  knowledge  discovered, 
transmitted,  and  appUed. 

Whatever  we  can  do  to  improve  the 
education  of  our  young  people  will  make 
our  country  stronger  and  bring  its  every- 
day practice  nearer  to  its  great  ideals. 

The  first  and  foremost  problnn  in  im- 
proving and  even  in  providing  education 
for  our  young  peoide  today,  is  to  make 
seme  effort  to  solve  the  shortage  of 
teachers.    The    shortage    of    teachura. 
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oomded  with  overcrowded  duarooms. 
contJmies  to  deinlve  at  least  500,000 
pupils  of  foU-tlme  sehooUng  to(bi7  In  our 
country. 

Nearlj  a  bondred  years  ago.  Horace 
Mann,  one  of  our  country's  greatest 
teacbert,  sakl: 

AU  %bm  lilgh  taopM  whteh  Z  do  aTowedly 
•atcrtetn  oC  •  mora  glortous  futura  for  tbe 
bOBMut  raoa  ar*  built  upon  %b»  •laratlan  of 
tb«  tMCber'a  pxoCeaton  and  Um  enlargement 
of  tlM  toaeherii  UMfuinen.  Whatever 
gruuud  of  eanfldenee  there  may  be  for  the 
perpetuation  of  our  ctrtt  and  rellgkrae  Ul>- 
ertlea;  whateYer  procpeet  of  the  elevation  at 
Ota  poeterltr:  whaterer  faith  tn  a  mere 
glortoaa  foturtf  for  the  warUl — theee  ai^''*- 
tkma  and  thla  faith  depend  Tipon  teachers, 
more  than  upon  uiy,  more  than  upon  all 
other  human  Inetrumentalltlea  united. 

What  can  be  done  by  tbe  Congress  of 
tbe  united  States  to  belp  find  a  solution 
lor  this  shortage  of  teachers? 

Dr.  WUUam  O.  Carr,  executive  seere- 
tary  of  the  National  Education  Assoda- 
tion;  points  out  that  the  task  of  securing 
a  sufficient  number  of  qualified  teachers 
Is  directly  affected  by  four  thhigs:  The 
economic  rewards  of  teaching;  compet- 
ing dwnands  for  manpower,  both  civil- 
ian and  military;  public  attitudes  toward 
teaching  in  comparison  witii  other  occu- 
pations and  woi±lng  conditions,  includ- 
ing such  matters  as  stabili^  of  employ- 
ment and  opportunities  for  growth. 

Of  these  four,  the  first — economic  re- 
wards of  teaching — ^Is  by  far  the  most 
Important  and  the  ooe  which  Is  ke^Jing 
our  young  people  out  of  the  teaching 
profession  and  making  it  impossible  for 
some  good  teachers  to  remain  in  the 
professifui. 

The  public  schools,  elementary  and 
secondary,  employed  aivrozimately  1 
million  teachers  in  the  school  year  1853- 
64.  Next  year,  if  the  usual  pattern  is 
followed  and  we  have  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve It  win  not  be— neariy  one-tenth  of 
this  total  will  leave  the  prof  esslon.  Such 
a  loss  of  skilled  personnd  would  be  re- 
garded as  disastrous  in  most  business  or- 
ganiaatlons.  In  education,  this  loss  oc- 
curs year  after  year  among  both  qoall- 
fled  and  unqualified  teachers. 

Can  you  blame  these  teachers  for 
seeing  more  money  in  fields  that  are 
better  paid? 

A  high-school  principal  was  looking 
for  a  man  to  teach  auto  shop  in  his  voca- 
tional course.  He  could  not  find  a  quali- 
fied teacher  who  would  not  make  more 
aumey  working  In  a  garage  as  a 
mechanic? 

In  my  own  State  of  West  Virginia,  the 
average  yearly  wage  of  teachers  is 
$2,060.  and  that  is  the  average— some 
are  paid  as  little  as  $700.  and  none  are 
paid  as  much  as  $4,500.  Teachers  are 
paid  by  taxpayers,  and  taxes  are  already 
too  high,  the  public  says.  True,  county 
taxes  are  high,  and  It  is  county  taxes  In 
general  which  pay  the  teachers*  salaries, 
with  some  state  aid.  But  let  us  look  at 
the  salaries  of  ctvU-serriee  workers  in 
my  State,  and  Government  workers  are 
not  notaUy  overpaid.  Ctvll-servlce 
salaries  range  from  $1,742  to  $10,830. 
with  an  average  of  $4,742.  Compared  to 
teaching,  working  for  the  Oovemment 
asa  stenograirtier.  or  even  as  a  Janitor, 
Offers  greater  opportunities  for  Increased 


Income.  I  have  six  children  to  educate 
in  West '\^rglnla.  I  certainly  want  them 
to  have  a  good  education  and  an  equal 
opportunity  with  every  other  Sian's 
child,  but  on  the  other  hand,  I  want  ev- 
ery other  man's  child  to  have  an  equal 
opportunity  with  mine. 

We  must  recognize  that  manpower 
supply  and  occupational  choices  are  di- 
rectly affected  by  salaries.  To  attract 
and  to  hold  enough  qualified  teachers, 
salary  schedules  must  be  promptly  and 
substantially  raised. 

The  coimties  cannot  do  it — many  of 
them  are  already  spending  as  much  as 
80  percent  *f  their  income  on  schools — 
the  States  cannot  do  it.  States  wiUi  the 
lowest  income  are  using  the  greatest  per- 
centage of  their  fluids  for  education. 
Federal  aid  is  the  only  answer. 

Only  through  Federal  aid  can  teach- 
ers' salaries  be  made  attractive  t«  the 
type  of  professional  worker  you  would 
want  to  influence  and  mold  your  child. 
Only  through  Federal  aid  can  teachers' 
salaries  be  made  more  uniform  so  that  a 
teacher  is  not  worth  twice  as  much  in 
California  as  he  is  in  Arkansas. 

Since  1926  there  have  been  7  national 
conferences  and  $7  million  spent  by  the 
Federal  Government  in  surveying  our 
schools.  Each  conference  reported  there 
was  only  one  solution  to  make  an  equal 
education  available  to  every  man's 
child,  and  that  is  by  Federal  equaliza- 
tion. Now  this  administration  has  pro- 
posed another  conference  on  top  of  the 
previous  set  of  seven,  which  will  spend 
more  millions  and  will  not  report  back 
imtil  1956. 

If  we  could  keep  our  Nation's  children 
from  growing  for  2  years,  if  we  could 
give  them  some  sort  of  pills  so  that,  like 
junior  Rip  Van  Winkles,  they  would 
Bleep  for  2  years;  maybe  the  adminis- 
tration's solution  would  be  the  best  one. 
It  is  not.  however,  a  realistic  one. 

This  year,  there  was  an  increase  of 
approximately  1.197.000  in  enrollments 
in  public  elementary  and  secondary 
schools.  The  1951  babies  will  enter  the 
first  grade  in  1957.  They  constitute  an 
all-time  new  high  for  an  entering  class — 
nearly  4  million.  Will  we  be  prepared 
for  them? 

This  is  a  time  for  action,  not  more 
conferences  and  siirveys. 

In  the  first  session  of  this  Congress, 
three  bills  were  introduced  which  would 
alleviate  the  teacher  shortage  through 
Federal  aid.  Everyone  of  these  meas- 
ures safeguarded  the  State  rights  to 
have  complete  control  over  the  educa- 
tional system,  which  I  agree  with  whole- 
heartedly. Sixty-four  universities  in 
our  Nation,  located  in  every  State  ia  the 
Union,  receive  Federal  aid  and  the  Fed- 
eral Oovemment  has  not  attempted  to 
Interfere  in  the  internal  affairs  of  these 
schools.  I  believe  if  Federal  aid  is 
granted  to  our  public  schools  that  the 
Oovemment  shoxild  not  Interfere  in  any 
way.  It  should  be  a  pure  grant  to  the 
State  in  order  to  equalize  education 
throughout  the  Nation. 

Our  country's  prime  domestic  respon- 
sibility is  the  extension  and  improve- 
ment of  education.  The  greatest  single 
force  In  the  American  way  of  life  is  the 
8cho(d  system. 


A  well-known  writer  and  student  of 
school  problems  has  said:  "The  Duke  of 
Wellington  said,  after  the  Battle  of 
Waterloo,  that  this  victory  which  saved 
Europe  from  Napoleon's  domination, 
was  won  on  the  playing  fields  Of  Eton."* 
It  is  my  carefully  considered  opinion 
that  the  freedom  of  our  couutry  and. 
therefore,  the  non-Communist  world, 
will  be  lost  or  preserved  in  the  class- 
rooms of  our  schools. 

During  the  year  1952  we  spent  for  al- 
coholic beverages  alone  $9,570,000,000; 
for  cosmetics  and  tobacco  $7j951,000,- 
000 — making  a  total  of  $17,521,000,000. 
Compare  this  with  our  expenditures  of 
$9,600,000,000  for  public  education, 
which  includes  all  building,  teaching! 
and  maintenance  programs.  Certainly 
we  can  do  better  than  this  in  the  build- 
ing of  a  better  America. 

This  Nation  spends  $38  billjons  for 
defense.  Yet  our  most  important  fac- 
tor in  the  defense  of  our  Nation  is  the 
education  of  our  young  people.  And  we 
must  have  teachers  in  order  to  educate 
them,  also  classrooms  to  teach  them  In. 
This  situation  is  critical  now.  Shall  we. 
as  Members  of  Congress,  face  the  prob- 
lem and  accept  our  responsibiUty,  or  will 
we  let  it  drift  on  until  some  other  Con- 
gress is  alerted  to  and  removes  this 
roadblock  in  the  pathway  to  America's 
future.  You.  and  you  alone,  have  the 
answer. 


THE  HONORABLE  WILLIAM  HENRY 
HARRISON 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  special  order 
heretofore  entered,  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Speingo]  is  recogQlzed  for 
20  minutes. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speakepr.  today 
I  want  to  pay  tribute  to  a  great  Ameri- 
can, in  my  estimation,  who  is  leaving 
this  body  at  the  end  of  the  present  ses- 
sion. He  is  now  in  the  closing  days  of 
his  term  as  a  Member  of  this  House.  I 
refer  to  William  Henry  Harrisoit.  of 
Wyoming. 

Mr.  Speaker,  when  I  first  came  to  the 
Congress  in  January  1951,  I  met  Bill 
Harrison  and  came  to  know  him  well. 
Out  of  the  high  regard  that  the  Members 
of  the  82d  group  had  for  Mr.  HKRRisoir. 
they  elected  him  as  the  president  or  the 
chairman  of  the  82d  group,  which  in- 
cluded all  of  the  Republican  Members 
who  came  In  in  the  82d  Congress.  He 
served  so  well  in  that  capacity  that  when 
I  took  over  as  chairman  of  that  same 
group  in  January  of  1952,  there  Was  very 
little  for  me  to  do  to  keep  the  otganiza- 
tion  going. 

I  have  watched  Bill  "RhKiaa^v  from 
day  to  day  on  the  floor.  I  think  it  will 
be  admitted  that  in  his  attendance  to  the 
duties  of  this  House  there  was  none  who 
did  a  better  Job.  That  has  been  true 
during  all  of  the  4  years  he  has  been  a 
Member  of  this  body.  During  that  same 
time  he  has  been  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Tni^^iiBr  Affairs. 
He  has  done  a  fine  job  as  a  mefnber  of 
that  committee.  I  have  checkfd  from 
time  to  time  with  the  gentleman  from 
Montana,  chairman  of  that  ocMnmlttee. 
during  the  last  2  years,  and  know  of  the 
splendid  work  performed  by  Mr.  Has- 

SISON. 


19  5  U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


14307 


Mr.  BUDQK  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  srleld? 

Mr.  SFRINOER.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Idaho. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  coming 
from  the  adjoining  State  of  Idaho,  may  I 
say  that  all  of  us  in  the  West  appreciate 
the  fine  work  that  Mr.  William  Hkhit 
Harrison  has  done  for  the  West.  He  has 
.served  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Irrigation  and  Reclamation,  a  committee 
which  means  much  to  all  of  us  in  the  arid 
States  of  the  West  Not  only  for  that 
reason  has  he  been  one  of  the  foremost 
spokesmen  for  everything  that  affects 
the  Western  States. 

It  is  with  profound  regret  that  we  sec 
him  leave  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  all  of  lis  wish  him  well  in  his  new 
endeavors. 

Mr.  ADAIR.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana. 

Mr.  ADAIR  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  very 
happy  to  Join  my  colleagues  in  these  ex- 
pressions on  behalf  of  the  Honorable 
William  Hcnrt  Habrison.  Those  of  us 
who  have  served  with  him  during  the  82d 
and  83d  Congresses  are  aware  of  his  great 
ability  and  the  diligence  with  which  he 
has  performed  his  duties  as  a  Represent- 
ative from  that  great  State  of  Wyoming. 
He  is  truly  a  zealous  and  fair-minded 
Representative  and  has  made  a  mag- 
nificent record  in  this  House.  We  wish 
him  well  in  the  future. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BbttsI. 

Mr.  BETTS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
associate  myself  with  the  remarks  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois,  concerning  Bill 
Harrison.  I  learned  to  know  him  well 
ever  since  we  first  came  to  the  82d  Con^ 
gress,  because  his  room  was  next  to  mine 
in  the  Old  House  Office  Building.  We 
associated  together  informally  as  well  as 
on  the  floor  of  the  House.  I  had  the 
honor  to  succeed  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Sprtngbs]  and  Bill  Hakrx- 
soN  as  head  of  the  82d  group,  and  I 
am  proud  that  I  followed  in  their  foot- 
steps. I  am  happy  to  know  that  Bn.L 
Harrison  will  still  be  with  us.  Through 
our  friendship  I  have  found  that  he  has 
always  been  not  only  a  perfect  gentle- 
man through  and  through,  a  true  in- 
heritor of  all  his  rich  ancestry,  which 
goes  back  to  William  Henry  Harrison, 
a  President  of  the  United  States,  but  he 
is  also  an  able  legislator.  I  certainly 
hope  that  he  will  be  able  to  continue 
with  us  and  grace  the  other  body. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
HarvetL 

Mr.  HARVEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to 
associate  myself  with  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  in  commending  our  col- 
league, the  gentleman  from  Wyoming, 
Wiluam  Hekrt  Harkison.  The  name 
"Harrison"  carries  with  it  a  great  tradi- 
tion in  the  poUtlcal  life  of  our  country. 
Our  colleague  has  upheld  that  fine  tradi- 
tion, and  I  think  deserves  not  only  the 
congratulations  but  the  best  wishes  of 
all  those  associated  with  him  here.  We 
wish  him  every  success. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Beamer]. 


Mr.  BEAMER  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  [Mr.  SpkingkxI  rec- 
ognizes that  on  the  fifth  floor  of  the 
House  OfBce  Building  where  we  now 
have  offices,  by  coincidence  there  are  five 
Members  from  Indiana.  However,  we 
call  it  Hoosier  Hall  because  there  are 
two  other  distinguished  Members  from 
other  States  whose  roots  came  from  the 
Hoosier  State.  The  gentleman  who  has 
the  fioor  at  the  present  time,  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  (Mr.  Springer]  was 
bom  and  reared  in  Sullivan  County.  Ind. 
We  like  to  claim  him  from  Indiana  as  his 
home.  Equally  well,  we  always  think  of 
the  Harrison  family,  more  specifically 
William  Hknst  Harrison,  as  one  of  our 
outstanding  Hoosiers.  I  had  the  privi- 
lege a  few  years  ago,  in  1950,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Indiana  Territory  Ses- 
quicentennlal  Commission.  In  1800  the 
United  States  recognized  Indiana  as  a 
territory.  The  first  Governor  was  Wil- 
liam Henry  Harrison,  who  later  became 
a  President  of  the  United  States.  There 
is  an  Interesting  story  told  about  that 
period,  and  I  wish  I  had  the  time  to 
relate  it  However,  throughout  the 
period  of  Indiana  history  we  also  found 
another  Harrison.  Benjamin  Harrison, 
grandfather  of  the  man  we  respectfully 
submit  to  you.  In  my  personal  contact 
with  William  Hjkmry  Harrison  and  his 
graceful,  charming  wife.  Mary,  we  have 
found  them  to  be  people  above  reproach: 
we  have  found  them  to  be  people  of  high 
moral  standards,  and  in  every  way  good 
American  citizens,  and  an  example  to  all 
of  us.  I  know  that  when  William 
HxNRT  Harrison  moves  into  the  other 
body  it  will  be  a  loss  to  this  House,  but 
a  gain  for  the  other  side. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
MiLLxal. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  Join  my  colleagues  in  speaking 
a  kmd  word  about  William  Hknrt  Har- 
rison. You  know,  the  name  "Harrison" 
is  emblazoned  in  history,  and  many  foot- 
prints in  the  politics^  sands  are  marked 
by  that  name.  William  Hxnrt  Harri- 
son Ls  a  graduate  of  the  University  of 
Nebraska.  He  married  a  Nebraska  glrL 
My  district,  incidentally,  borders  Wyo- 
ming, and  he  represents  the  empire 
State  of  Wyoming.  As  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs, I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  having 
Mr.  Harusoh  as  a  subcommittee  chair- 
man of  the  Indian  Affairs  Committee 
and  lately  on  the  Committee  on  Irri- 
gation and  Reclamation.  His  knowledge 
of  western  problems  has  been  of  tre- 
mendous value  to  the  committee.  Wil- 
liam Hemxt  HaaamoN  has  worked  hard. 
He  has  been  f  althf  id  m  attendance  and 
has  made  contributions  at  all  times  not 
only  to  tbe  subcommittee  but  to  the  full 
committee.  I  am  sorry,  in  a  way.  that 
Mr.  Harusok  is  going  to  leave  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Tnisular  Affairs 
of  which  he  was  such  a  valuable  member. 
I  hope  as  he  goes  over  to  the  other 
body— as  I  know  he  will— he  win  carry 
with  him  much  information  and  knowl- 
edge which  will  be  of  benefit  to  him 
there. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
at  this  Ume  to  the  gentleman  from  Cal- 
ifornia [Bir.  HXTNTKRl. 


Mr.  HUNTER  Mr.  Speaker,  I.  too, 
would  like  to  associate  myself  with  the 
remarlcs  of  my  colleagues  wlio  have 
spoken  concemlng  our  friend  and  col- 
league, Bill  Harrison.  As  a  member  of 
the  82d  Club,  I  ai^ireciated  very  much 
the  fine  job  he  did  as  the  first  president 
of  our  organization.  During  this  session 
of  Congress  I  have  noted  the  splendid 
work  he  has  done  as  chairman  of  tha 
Subcommittee  on  Irrigation  and  Recla- 
mation of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

Mr.  Harrison  has  demonstrated  a  wide 
knowledge  and  a  deep  imderstanding  of 
Irrigation  and  reclamation  iHoblona. 
These  are  matters  of  great  Importance 
to  me  representing,  as  I  do.  an  area  in 
California  which  Is  dependent  primarily 
on  irrigation  water  for  the  production  of 
its  crops.  Water  is  the  very  llfeblood 
of  our  economy.  We  have  felt  very  for- 
tunate In  having  Bnx  Harrison  as 
chairman  of  this  particular  subcommit- 
tee. I  wish  him  the  best  of  luck  in  all 
of  his  present  and  future  endttvors.  His 
services  will  be  missed  by  the  House. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  jrleld 
at  this  time  to  the  gentleman  from  Ari- 
zona [&fr.  Rhodes].' 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  should  like  to  add  my  words  to 
those  of  my  colleagues  who  have  com- 
mended the  service  of  William  Hxnrt 
Harrison,  our  colleague  from  Wyoming. 
In  tbe  early  part  of  my  career  In  this 
body  I  was  instrumental  in  organizing, 
the  83d  Congress  Club.  As  the  first 
president  of  the  82d  Club,  Bill  HARRisoit 
volunteered  to  help  us  perfect  om:  or- 
ganization. His  help  was  very  valuable. 
Without  it  we  would  have  had  a  very 
much  more  difficult  Ume  than  we  experi- 
enced. 

As  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs.  I  had  occasion 
to  work  with  him  on  numerous  projects. 
I  found  him  always  to  be  thoroughly  in- 
formed and  very  helpful  to  his  fresh- 
men colleagues  on  the  committee.  Be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  he  came  from  a 
western  State,  and  a  State  with  a  small 
delegation,  he  had  many  of  the  same 
problems  that  I  had.  He  was  very  un- 
derstanding of  my  i»oblems  and  I  shall 
never  forget  his  kindness  on  many 
occasions. 

I  hope  that  he  wUl  be  successful  in 
any  future  endeavor  and  sdthough  he 
will  not  be  on  this  side  of  Capitol  Hill, 
he  will  be  with  us  on  the  otiier  side. 

Before  taking  my  i^t,  Mr.  Qpeaker.  I 
should  like  to  observe  that  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Aflairs  seems 
to  breed  the  type  of  men  who  run  for 
seats  in  the  other  body.  We  have  four 
members  of  the  committee  who  are  can- 
didates for  a  seat  in  the  other  txkly.  I 
should  like  particularly  to  mention 
the  gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr. 
D'EwART] .  who  has  been  chairmag  of  tbe 
very  impoartant  Subcommittee  onTPublle 
Lands.  I  do  not  know  any  man  who  is 
a  Member  of  this  House  who  has  as  much 
knowledge  of  public  lands  and  the  ram- 
ifications of  that  subject  as  does 
the  gentleman  from  Montane  nfr. 
D'BwASTl.  He  has  been  a  voy  taant- 
worklng  and  intdligent  meodier  oT  tiifti 
committee.    I  wish  him  aim  all  the 
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in  tbe  world  In  any  undertaking  which 
he  may  mreoe  In  tbe  future. 

Iflr.  SPRINOER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
at  tble  time  to  the  gentleman  fnmx  Mon- 
tana [Mr.iyEwA«T]. 

Mr.  zysWART.  Mr.  BpttSk^,  I  want 
to  Join  my  colleaguee  in  paying  tribute 
to  WajuuM  HmT  Buuuson.  He  serves 
a  State  that  adjoin*  mine  and  has  the 
same  kind  of  problems;  trrlgation.  recla- 
mation,  power,  mining,  oil. 

It  has  been  a  pleasure  to  work  with 
hiin  during  his  service  in  Congress  and 
to  work  under  him  as  chairman  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Indian  AlTatrs  and  Ir- 
rigation and  Reclamation.  He  is  an  able 
Member  and  deserves  the  commendation 
he  is  /eceiving  today.  I  know  his  wife; 
I  have  visited  with  his  family  in  their 
home;  they  are  friends  of  mine.  I  wish 
him  and  his  family  well  in  all  future  un- 
dertakings. 

Mr.  SPRINOER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.BsMY]. 

Mr.  BERRY.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  neigh- 
bor from  the  State  bordering  on  the  east 
of  Wyoming.  I  wish  to  Join  with  my  col- 
leagues in  expressing  the  thought  that  it 
has  been  a  great  privilege  for  me  to  have 
known  and  to  have  served  with  Bnx  Hab- 
RxsoN.  I  worked  with  Mr.  Habrison  on 
the  same  c(nnmlttee  and  I  know  of  the 
careful  and  thorough  Job  he  has  done 
on  that  C(»nmlttee.  both  on  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Indians  Affairs  and  the  Sub- 
committee on  Reclamation.  While  the 
Senate  is  getting  a  very  valuable  man. 
I  feel  that  we  in  the  House  are  losing 
one. 

like  the  gentleman  from  Arizona  who 
Just  sp(Ae.  I  shoidd  like  to  mention  also 
the  loss  this  House  is  sulfering  as  the 
gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr.  D'Ewakt] 
goes  over  to  the  other  body.  I  shall  never 
forget  when  I  came  to  the  House  that 
my  predecessor.  Senator  Francis  Case, 
came  to  the  floor  with  fne  and  introduced 
me  to  a  number  of  the  Members.  Be- 
fore lie  introduced  me  to  ttils  Member 
he  said.  "I  want  you  to  meet  a  man  who. 
if  you  ever  need  any  help,  here  is  the 
place  to  get  it."  and  he  introduced  me  to 
Congressman  Wbblkt  D'Ewakt  of  Mon- 
tana. I  have  found  in  the  years  I  have 
been  here  the  truth  in  the  statement 
Senator  Casx  made  then.  I  have  always 
felt  that  Congressman  D'Ewart  is  prob- 
ably one  of  the  most  capable  if  not  the 
most  capable  man  on  the  floor  of  the 
House. 

The  Hot»e  is  losing  two  of  the  most 
capable  men  from  the  Middle  West  as 
Representative  Hamuson  of  Wyoming 
and  Representative  D'Ewart  graduate  to 
the  other  body.  I  Join  with  my  col- 
leagues in  wishing  them  every  possible 
success. 

Mr.  McINTIRB.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPRINOER.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maine. 

Mr.  McINTIRE.  I  certainly  want  to 
Join  my  colleagues  in  this  expression  of 
esteem  and  appreciation  to  Bn.i.  Harri- 
son for  kindnesses  he  extended  me  as 
I  came  to  the  Congress  in  the  second 
session  of  the  Eighty-second.  It  was  a 
privilege  to  afBliate  myself  with  the 
Bigbty-second  Club,  which  he  was  serv- 
ing as  president  at  that  time.   His  many 


helpful  suggestions  were  deeply  appre- 
ciated. 

I  have  also  had  the  privilege  of  visit- 
ing in  Wyoming  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  enjoc^ed 
the  hospitality  of  the  Harrisons  while 
there.  I  am  very  happy  to  say  at  this 
time  that  the  things  which  have  been 
said  by  our  colleagues  about  him  are  cer- 
tainly well  deserved.  May  I  join  with 
them  in  wishing  him  unbounded  suc- 
cess in  the  future  and  the  rewards  In 
health  and  happiness  which  he  and  his 
family  so  richly  deserve. 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana. 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  perhaps  I 
have  known  Bn.L  Harrison  longer  than 
anyone  on  this  floor.  We  practiced  law 
30  miles  from  each  other  back  in  Indi- 
ana. I  always  found  him  a  capable  and 
highly  respected  lawyer.  He  came  from 
a  family  that  has  been  long  famous  in 
the  Nation  and  has  been  famous  tind 
highly  respected  in  the  State  of  Indiana 
since  the  founding  of  that  State.  He 
has  always  stood  for  the  things  that  are 
right  and  is  willing  to  fight  for  them. 

I  was  very  happy  when  Bn.L  Harrison 
was  elected  to  Congress  from  the  State 
of  Wyoming.  I  also  had  the  pleasure  of 
serving  with  him  as  secretary  of  the 
Eighty-second  Club  at  the  time  that  he 
was  president  of  that  club.  We  will 
deeply  feel  the  loss  of  Bill  Harrisow  in 
this  lx)dy.  After  all.  though,  our  loss 
will  be  the  gain  of  the  other  body.  He 
has  been  a  fine  gentleman,  a  capable  and 
loyal  legislator.  He  will  always  do  a  good 
job  wherever  he  is.  I  have  always  viewed 
with  a  great  deal  of  pride  my  long  friend- 
ship and  association  with  Bn.L  Harrison. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  | 

Mr.  SPRINGER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  When  I  commenced  my 
service  in  Congress  I  felt  a  special  kin- 
sliip  to  Bill  Harrison,  who,  Uke  me,  has 
the  honor  of  representing  an  entire  Stbte. 
His  problems  are  similar  to  my  problems. 
I  admire  not  only  the  outstanding  way 
he  served  his  people  but  also  the  com- 
petent manner  in  which  he  served  as 
chairman  of  three  important  subcom- 
mittees— the  Irrigation  and  Reclamation 
Subcommittee,  onp  special  Indian  Affairs 
Subcommittee,  and  the  regular  Subcom- 
mittee on  Indian  Affairs.  As  chairman 
of  the  special  Subcommittee  on  Indian 
Affairs  and  the  regular  Subcommittee  on 
Indian  Affairs,  I  think  he  has  played  an 
important  role,  together  with  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  South  Daloota 
[Mr.  Berry],  in  presenting  to  the  Amer- 
ican people  a  truly  outstanding  record 
of  legislative  accomplishment.  As  chair- 
man of  the  Subcommittee  on  Irriga- 
tion and  Reclamation,  he  considered  37 
bills,  some  28  of  which  were  approved 
by  the  House.  Some,  I  believe,  are  still 
pending.  When  serving  as  chairman  of 
the  Irrigation  and  Reclamation  Subconn- 
mlttee  while  considering  the  upper  Colo- 
rado River  development  bill  he  per- 
formed an  outstanding  service  to  his 
people,  demonstrating  that  he  is  a  true 
friend  of  reclamation  and  vitally  inter- 
ested in  the  problems  of  the  West. 


I  would  also  like  to  pay  tribute  to 
the  gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr. 
D'E!wart],  who  is  likewise  seeking  to 
serve  his  State  in  the  other  body.  In 
my  opinion,  he  has  been  one  of  the  most 
outstanding  Members  of  Congress.  He 
has  consistently  displayed  a  profundity 
of  knowledge  in  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs  which  has 
brought  him  the  admiration  and  appre- 
ciation of  his  associates. 

He  has  been  a  source  of  inspiration  to 
the  new  members  of  the  committee  and 
a  bulwark  of  strength  in  working  lor  the 
development  of  the  West. 

I  hope  that  the  other  body  will  be 
fortunate  enough  to  benefit  by  the  serv- 
ice of  these  two  outstanding  legisla- 
tors and  Americans  who  are  terminating 
their  work  here. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
thank  the  gentleman  of  the  House  who 
have  today  so  ably  and  well  pointed  out 
the  contribution  which  William  Henry 
Harrison  has  made  in  this  body  as  a  leg- 
islator. It  hapipens  that  I  was  bom 
within  a  few  miles  of  the  place  he  was 
born  in  the  State  of  Indiana.  I  know 
that  Bill  came  to  the  Congress  with  a 
great  heritage  and  a  great  background 
and  oftentimes  possibly  a  mah  may 
not  measure  up  to  that  heritage  and 
that  background,  but  I  want  to  say 
that  Bill  has  measured  up  to  all  of 
his  forebears  in  every  way  that  could  be 
expected  of  him.  He  has  done  a  great 
work  here  in  the  House  and  I  atn  sure 
everyone  here  wishes  him  every  success 
as  he  starts  on  his  new  job  in  January. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Sneaker. 
will  the  gentleman  yield?  j 

Mr.  SPRINGER.     I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I.  too.  join  my  colleagues  in  expressing 
my  appreciation  for  the  associstion  I 
have  had  with  both  the  gentleman  from 
Montana  [Mr.  D'Ewart]  and  the  gentle- 
man from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Harrison].  I 
do  not  think  we  have  2  abler  men  on 
the  floor  of  this  House  than  these  2  gen- 
tlemen. They  have  labored  loUg  and 
hard  on  many  detailed  matters  which 
required  long  hours  of  application  and 
study.  I  think  they  are  as  well  in- 
formed and  as  well  able  to  represent 
their  districts  as  any  two  individuals 
with  whom  I  am  acquainted.  I  endorse 
all  that  has  been  said  in  their  beihalf. 

Mr.  COON.  Mr.  Speaker,  wUl  the 
gentleman  yield?  i 

Mr.  SPRINGER.     I  yield.  I 

Mr.  COON.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  regret  to 
see  William  Henry  Harrison  leaving  the 
House  of  Representatives.  I  have  come 
in  contact  on  many  occasions  with  Mr. 
Harrison  on  matters  relating  to  our  Sec- 
ond Congressional  District  in  Oregon. 

As  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Irri- 
gation and  Reclamation.  Mr.  Harrison 
has  been  very  instrumental  in  helping 
us  with  legislation  relating  to  our  recla- 
mation projects.  He  has  been  a  strong 
supporter  of  all  legislation  for  the  West 
and  particularly  for  the  State  of  Wyo- 
ming, which  he  so  ably  represents.  All 
of  us  who  have  served  with  him  recog- 
nize his  ability,  and  we  wish  hUn  well 
in  his  new  venture. 

Mr.  AYRES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  Wish  to 
take  this  opportunity  to  bid  farewell  to 
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my  very  able  colleague,  the  Honorable 
William  HxmT  Haux8dw.  of  Wyoming. 
Bn.L  and  I  came  to  Oongreas  together, 
and  I  have  not  only  vahied  him  as  a 
friend  but  I  have  oome  to  respect  his 
ability  and  integrity  as  a  legislator.  The 
House  win  miss  him.  However,  I  am 
confident  that  he  will  prove  to  be  as 
much  of  a  success  in  his  future  political 
endeavors.  I  want  to  thank  my  col- 
league for  a  Job  well  done  and  wl^  him 
the  best  of  luck. 


TRANSOCEAN  AIRLINES 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  at  this  voinX.  and 
include  additional  matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILIAR  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  am  in  receipt  of  a  telegram 
signed  by  the  emplosrees  of  the  Trans- 
ocean  Airlines  of  Oakland.  Calif.,  con- 
taining over  1.500  names.  The  telegram 
reads  as  follows: 

The  Tranaocean  AlrllxMa  appUcstlon  for 
transpacific  oertlflcata  la  now  before  Xhm 
ClvU  Aeronautlca  Board  for  decision.  Tran»* 
ocean  Is  not  saking  for  sutaidy  or  mall  pay 
■uch  M  other  >lrHnee  receive.  Tbe  Trana- 
ocean  (amUy  repreeenta  tba  third  largeat 
employer  in  the  Saat  Bay  are^  Orer  2,000 
employees.  Payrolls  liave  totaled  $66,a>6,- 
000.  We  the  imderdgned  constituents  and 
employees  of  the  Tranaooean  famUy  tirge 
you  to  help  us  In  this  Just  and  vital  fight 
for  oxir  Job  security  and  save  millions  of  dol- 
lars of  the  taxpayers  money  in  aabaldy  and 
maU  pay. 

Sometime  ago  it  was  my  privilege  to 
address  this  House  setting  forth  the  rec- 
ord of  Transocean,  which  is  a  proud  one. 

These  people  are,  naturally,  concerned 
about  their  jobs  and  the  whole  east  bay 
community  of  California  is  also  con- 
cerned about  the  economic  impact  that 
will  be  felt  in  that  area  if  this  fine  team 
is  allowed  to  disintegrate.  I  am  h(q;>eful 
that  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  in 
reaching  its  decision  win  take  into  con- 
sideration the  plight  in  which  these  em- 
ployees find  themselves  and  further  that 
they  give  consideration  to  the  potential 
that  these  emplosrees  offer  the  defense 
establishment  in  the  event  of  immediate 
and  unforeseen  emergency. 

You  can  build  buildings  and  aectnnn- 
late  the  equipment  out  of  the  surplus 
and  stand  by  stockpiles  that  we  have  set 
up  to  expand  our  production  in  time  of 
hostilities  but  you  cannot  bring  together 
a  smooth  well-oiled  functioning  group  of 
employees  over  night. 

This  group  of  well-trained,  well-organ- 
ized, and  well-coordinated  specialists  in 
the  field  of  airplane  maintenance  and 
repair  is  a  valuable  national  asset  that 
cannot  be  lightly  tossed  aside. 


COMMERCIAL  AVIATION  RELATIONS 
BETWEEN    THE    UNTTS)    STATES 

AND  INDIA 

The  SPEAKER  i»o  temporeL  Under 
previous  order  of  the  House,  the  gentle- 
man from  California  [Mr.  HdobawI  Is 
recognized  for  30  minutes. 


Mr.HDfSEAW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  should 
like  to  address  myself,  before  the  Con- 
gress adjourns,  to  a  subject  kA  tremen- 
dous importance  in  the  field  of  interna- 
tional aviation.  The  increase  in  the 
development  ci  tait«national  commer- 
cial aviation  has  been  so  dynamic,  and 
we  tend  to  take  it  so  much  for  granted, 
that  sometimes  we  lose  sight  of  many  of 
the  past,  pres»it.  and  future  problems 
which  are  involved  in  the  operation  bqr 
American-flag  airlines  to  all  the  coun- 
tries of  tbe  world.  Recently  I  was  drawn 
up  short  by  the  announcement  of  the 
Government  of  India  that  it  proposed 
to  reject,  effective  January  17.  1955, 
an  existing  air-transport  agreement 
between  the  United  States  and  India. 

The  renunciation  of  this  agreement 
by  the  Indian  Oovemment  impressed 
me  with  the  importance  of  our  inter- 
national air  operations  and  with  the 
shortsightedness  of  the  Indian  Oovem- 
ment m  its  proposed  rejection  of  exist- 
ing reciprocal  air  rights  between  the 
Government  of  India  and  our  own  United 
SUtes. 

I  think  it  worth  while  to  review  briefly 
the  history  of  United  States  experience 
with  air-traosport  agreements,  since 
without  tbem  our  air  ccnnmerce  and 
that  of  other  nations  of  the  world  would 
not  have  developed  so  rapidly. 

Freedom  of  the  air,  as  a  concept,  does 
not  prevail  in  the  international  law  of 
air  transportation  as  freedom  of  the  seas 
does  in  marine  transportation.  Ever 
since  international  aviation  operations 
began  it  has  been  necessary  to  negotiate 
bilateral  or  multilateral  agreements  be- 
tween naticms  authorizing  the  aircraft 
of  one  nation  to  enter  the  airspace  over 
another. 

Prior  to  World  War  n  the  commercial 
air-tranq?ort  operations  of  the  world 
were  conducted  under  painfully  negoti- 
ated bilateral  agreements  that  wero 
basically  restrictive  in  their  nature.  A 
review  of  than  now  would  Indicate  that 
the  negotiators  were  then  afraid  of  air 
transpmtation  and  sought  to  restrict  its 
scope  rather  than  develop  it 

The  war  was  a  great  impetus  to  the 
development  of  international  conscious- 
ness of  the  importance  of  air  tranq;>or- 
tatlon.  We,  all  of  us,  became  aware  that 
the  world  had  shrunk  and  that  no  coun- 
try was  more  than  hours  away  from  any 
other.  Then  came  peace,  and  with  it 
the  realization  that  commerce  by  air  was 
a  world  business.  There  was  also  an  ap- 
preciation that  a  greater  degree  of  in- 
temaUonal  air  travel  was  an  important 
force  for  continued  peace  in  the  world. 
From  the  very  outset,  the  United  States 
took  the  initiative  in  trying  to  negotiate 
agreem^ts  with  other  countries  that 
would  assure  to  all  of  us  the  freedom  of 
the  air.  much  as  we  had  enjoyed  for  cen- 
turies tbe  freedom  of  the  aeaa. 

We  negotiated  with  msmy  foreign 
countries  but,  at  the  outset,  convinced 
Just  a  few.  In  February  of  1946,  we  con- 
cluded the  Bermuda  agreement  with  the 
United  ^\r\^Acwn  The  basis  of  that 
agreement  was  a  mutual  extension  of 
what  we  have  oome  to  refer  to  as  the 
five  freedoms  of  the  air.  Here  are  what 
these  freedoms  mean  to  us  and  to  thoee 


countries  who  have  acoepted  then  as  a 
result  of  bargaining  and  negt^latloii: 

First.  Tbe  privilege  to  fly  across  tha 
territory  of  any  other  oonaoXry  without 
landing. 

Second.  TtM  privilege  to  land  any- 
where for  nontrafflc  purposes. 

Third.  The  privil^e  to  put  down  pas- 
sengers, mail,  and  cargo  in  that  country 
when  those  passengeiji  have  been  taken 
on  in  the  United  States. 

Fourth.  The  privilege  to  take  on  pas- 
sengers, mail,  and  cargo  for  the  United 
States  in  that  country. 

Fifth.  The  privilege  to  take  on  and 
put  down  in  that  country  passengers, 
mail,  and  cargo  coming  from  or  destined 
for  a  third  country. 

The  Bermuda  agreement  was  entered 
into  only  between  the  United  Kingdom 
and  the  United  States  and  authorised  air 
transportation  operations  between  polnti 
within  the  territories  of  these  two  na- 
tions. It  went  beyond  tills,  however,  as 
you  will  note,  and  also  authorised  a  fifth 
freedom-type  of  traffic,  the  most  contro- 
versial of  all  trafllc  rights  extended,  since 
it  permitted  the  carriage  of  traflle  be- 
tween points  not  only  In  the  teirttortes  of 
our  two  nati<m8  but  also  from  and  to  a 
third  country.  Tbe  right  to  tranvoit 
such  traffic  was  recognized  at  an  early 
date  by  our  air  transport  opentkon  as  of 
utmost  importance,  because  they  recog- 
nized that,  on  long  international  routes 
it  would  be  absolutely  essential  to  be 
able  to  pick  up  traffic  in  an  intennedlate 
country  and  move  it  to  ft»^*<t»iM'  inter- 
mediate country. 

However,  in  granting  these  trafllc 
rights,  particularly  tbe  fifth  freedom 
rights,  the  Bermuda  agreement  and 
others  like  it  have  included  limitations 
on  capacity.  By  that,  I  mean  limita- 
tions on  the  amount  of  service  that  a 
particular  alrilne  may  operate  along  a 
route.  This  restriction  may  stem  odd 
to  the  Members  of  the  House,  because 
traditions  in  tbe  United  States  favor 
greater  and  greater  air  transport  serv- 
ice and  no  community  in  this  ooontry 
ever  tliinks  that  it  will  receive  too  mueh 
service.  However,  these  capacity  limi- 
tations are  contained  in  our  bilateral 
agreements.  They  arc  general  in  na- 
ture, but  they  are  carefully  drawn  with 
the  objective  of  permitting  an  air  car- 
rier to  meet  the  demands  of  existing 
trafllc,  to  develop  new  trafllc,  and  to  take 
other  action  necessary  and  appropriate 
to  maintain  the  economy  of  our  Intema- 
national  air  operations. 

We  assume  that,  following  the  eon- 
summation  of  the  Bermuda  agreement* 
freedom  of  competition,  and  not  restric- 
tion of  competition,  would  characterise 
the  air-transport  agreements  that  tbe 
United  States  would  negotiate  in  the 
future.  Our  hopes  were  fulfilled  in  large 
part  since,  after  the  precedent  set  in 
the  Bermuda  agreement,  we  were  able 
to  negotiate  air-transport  agreements 
with  other  countries  which  Included 
these  prindides.  Today,  the  United 
States  has  concluded  over  40  of  these 
agreements,  including  1  with  India, 
all  of  them  in  the  image  of  the  Ber- 
muda agreement  and  each  of  tbem 
opening  up  to  an  even  greater  extent 
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Itie  opportukiitieB  ImpUeit  in  a  free  et- 
ehangie   of   ttbr-traffle   rights   between 


In  each  trortanre  the  United  States 
has  giren  at  least  as  much  as  it  has 
xeoetved,  and  I  should  state  quite  frankly 
that  I  beUere  that  we  have  given  up 
In  each  Instance  a  good  deal  more  than 
we  maj  have  gotten  in  return.  But  that 
It  the  basis  of  reciprocity  and  fair  ex- 
change, even  though  it  can  be  freely 
acknowledged  that  more  tourists  origi- 
nate in  the  United  States  and  a  great 
number  of  American  dollars  fly  with 
them  into  the  nations  of  the  world  who 
need  American  tourism  as  a  sotirce  of 
income.  This  is  indeed  a  logical  way 
In  which  to  implement  our  international 
economic  slogan  of  "Trade.  Not  Aid." 

I  said  before  that  I  thought  the  Oov- 
emment  of  IntOa  was  shortsighted  in 
renouncing  this  agreement.  It  seems 
to  me  to  be  ccnnpletely  at  odds  with  the 
professions  of  cooperation  by  the  leaders 
of  that  country-  This  renimciation 
seems  to  be  at  variance  with  the  efforts 
of  India  to  live  in  greater  understand- 
ing with  the  other  democracies  of  the 
free  world. 

The  Government  of  India  contends 
that  the  bilateral  is  being  renounced 
because  the  traffic  rights  granted  to 
Amoican  carriers  iinder  It  are  to  the 
disadvantage  uf  India's  own  air-trans- 
port indtistry.  The  Indian  Oovemment 
maintains  that  the  flow  of  traffic  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  India  via 
intermediate  coimtrles  is  limited,  and 
that  air-carrier  capacity  should  be  simi- 
larly limited. 

To  this  I  say  that  air  transportation 
is  no  different  from  any  other  commu- 
nication between  peoples.  Communi- 
cation is  limited  eely  by  such  artificial 
barriers  which  may  be  erected  and 
which  are.  accordingly,  self-limiting. 
Therefore,  our  basic  objection  to  this 
shift  in  position  by  t^e  Oovemment  of 
India  is  that  a  cutbat^  in  international 
air  service  must  result  in  substantial  re- 
duction in  air  communication  between 
the  two  countries  at  the  very  time  when 
we  need  to  increase  this  communication 
and  build  good  will.  It  is  an  arbitrary 
restriction  of  a  very  dangerpus  kind, 
and  it  is  in  contravention  of  the  philoso- 
phy of  freedom  of  air  rights  which  we 
have  both  embraced  in  the  past. 

At  the  present  time.  Pan  American 
World  Airways  and  Trans  World  Airlines 
are  operating  a  total  of  10  flights  a  week 
into  India.  This  is  a  minimnin  of  serv- 
ice. There  should  be  more.  We  believe 
stimulants  to  international  commimica- 
tion  of  all  kinds  is  good  business — for 
ourselves  and  for  the  rest  of  the  world. 

Here  in  the  United  States,  interna- 
tional communication,  through  trade 
and  travel,  has  been  the  subject  of  great 
promotional  efforts  by  the  Randall 
Commission.  President  Eisenhower,  in 
his  foreign  economic  policy  speech  on 
March  30.  emphasized  the  importance  of 
international  trade  and  travel  to  world 
peace.  The  International  Civil  Aviation 
Organisation  and  the  International  Air 
Tranqwrt  Association  exist  for  the  pur- 
pose of  activating  these  intentions 
through  the  facilitation  of  international 
communication  by   air.    Through  the 


continuing  efforts  of  these  organiza- 
tions, much  of  the  redtape  surrounding 
world  commerce  and  travel  has  been 
removed. 

India's  proposed  restriction  of  air 
transportation  would  set  a  bad  prece- 
dent for  other  nations  of  the  worldi  It 
is  a  step  backward  and  a  dangerous  one. 
In  fact,  since  India  announced  her  in- 
tention to  terminate  the  bilateral 
agreement  with  the  United  States,  other 
countries  have  demonstrated  a  similar 
tendency  to  restrictionlsm.  A  related 
danger  Ues  in  the  fact  that  restriction- 
ism  in  one  sense  can  expand  into  a  gen- 
eral attitude  of  exclusion  and  bring  cor- 
responding retaliation.  This  is  inter- 
national isolationism  of  the  worst  tort. 
And  the  world  should  know  by  now  the 
evils  which  may  result  from  this  kind  of 
isolationism. 

Cutting  back  air  service  has  a  most 
adverse  effect  on  world  aviation,  and 
on  the  development  of  a  global  net- 
work of  air  routes.  Under  a  system  of 
free  enterprise  operating  in  a  highly 
competitive  market,  international  car- 
riers must  have  the  right  to  carry  fifth 
freedom  traffic  in  order  to  support  ttieir 
long-line  routes.  Ppr  example,  a  United 
States  international  carrier  flying  fi-om 
New  York  to  Bombay  would  probably 
discharge  some  passengers  in  Paris,  Ge- 
neva, Rome,  Athens,  and  other  stations 
along  the  route.  If  the  carrier  could 
not  fill  the  vacated  seats  at  those  points 
with  new  passengers  with  fifth -freedom 
passengers — the  through  traffic^the 
passengers  going  all  the  way  to  Bom- 
bay— would  have  to  pay  a  very  much 
higher  fare.  Without  fifth-freedom 
rights,  the  through  traffic  would  then 
rarely  justify  the  operation.  Accord- 
ingly, scheduled  flights,  such  as  those 
to  India,  would  have  to  be  cut.  This 
would  mean,  of  course,  that  service  to 
the  intermediate  points  would  also  be 
reduced  in  number.  This  basic  eco- 
nomic fact  of  international  air  transport 
was  one  of  those  firmly  recognized  in 
the  Bermuda  agreement.  The  experi- 
ence of  all  international  carriers  indi- 
cates that  civil  aviation — both  national 
and  international — will  continue  to  im- 
prove only  so  long  as  the  customer  has 
the  privilege  of  selecting  the  airline  on 
which  he  will  fly.  This  is  true  of  every 
country  with  international-flag  carriers 
and  not  jxist  of  the  United  States. 

While  it  is  true  that  India's  restric- 
tionist  attitude  would  seriously  affect 
the  progress  of  international  air  trans- 
portation as  a  whole,  this  attitude  will 
prove  especially  harmful  to  her  own  in- 
terests. India  has  every  reason  to  main- 
tain close  working  relations  with  the 
countries  with  whom  she  has  been  tra- 
ditionally friendly  and  with  whom  her 
future  development  lies.  The  United 
States  is  such  a  country.  Since  1651, 
United  States  aid  to  India  will  have  to- 
taled about  $484  million  through  the 
flscal  year  ending  June  30,  1955.  Hach 
American  family,  therefore,  can  be  said 
to  be  contributing  over  $10  out  of  the 
family  purse  to  mdia's  prospective  de- 
velopment and  in  India's  improting 
democratic  way  of  life. 

India  is  now  a  free  and  sovereign  na- 
tion. Since  its  independence  from  Great 
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Britain,  it  has  made  enormous  strides 
in  the  direction  of  improving  its  econ- 
omy and  making  itself  felt  as  b  force 
in  the  world  community.  The  United 
States  has  contributed  happily  and 
freely  to  this  development.  As  an  ex- 
ample, India's  trade  with  the  United 
States  has  been  growing  steadily.  Today 
United  States-India  trade  volume  is  sec- 
ond only  to  India's  trade  with  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  United  States  purchased 
from  India  in  1953  more  than  $328  mil- 
lion worth  of  Indian  merchandise. 

The  friendship  which  the  United 
States  has  traditionally  expressed  to- 
ward India  was  demonstrated  again  re- 
cently when  a  special  Ford  Foundation 
team,  at  India's  invitation,  gpent  3 
months  in  that  country  studying  oppor- 
tunities for  increasing  Indian  industrial 
production  and  employment.  The  Ford 
Foundation  report  stipulates  that  India 
is  one  of  the  largest  potential  consumer 
markets  in  the  world.  It  states  that, 
if  fully  developed  in  both  cities  and  vil- 
lages, the  Indian  domestic  market  could 
stimulate  perhaps  the  greatest  indus- 
trial revc^ution  ever  seen  and  make  India 
one  of  the  foremost  producing  and  con- 
suming areas  in  the  world.  With  such 
a  potential,  it  must  be  to  India's  advan- 
tage that  she  keep  open  the  avenues  of 
trade  and  commerce  with  those  coun- 
tries which  can  absorb  as  well  as  stimu- 
late her  productive  output. 

The  increase  in  interest,  in  tjhe  Far 
East,  of  tourists,  especially  frOm  the 
United  States,  is  another  reason  why 
India's  own  interests  would  appear  to 
lie  in  developing  the  best  communica- 
tion facilities  possible.  Tourism  to  India 
has  experienced  substantial  growth  since 
World  War  II;  1953  showed  an  increase 
over  1951  of  about  35  percent  in  the 
Indian  tourist  trade,  and  it  is  estimated 
that  1954  will  register  an  increase  of 
more  than  50  percent  over  1951. 

Of  the  approximately  30,000  tourists 
traveling  to  India  in  1953,  abomt  one- 
fourth  were  from  the  United  States. 
These  visitors  spent  nearly  $4  million 
on  goods  and  travel  within  India.  This 
is  significant  in  that  1  rupee  earned 
out  of  the  United  States  tourist  dollar 
is  worth  10  rupees  earned  locally.  This 
is  so  because  the  United  States  dollar  is 
worth  more  than  the  rupee  on  the  world 
market. 

American  interest  in  India  at  the  pres- 
ent time  is  small  compared  with  expec- 
tations for  the  future.  The  excellent 
work  being  done  by  the  Government  of 
India  tourist  ofHce  in  New  York  to  ac- 
quaint Americans  with  what  India  has 
to  offer  is  attracting  American  tourist 
interest  to  that  land.  Through  that 
office,  Americans  are  learning  of  India's 
rich  cultural  heritage  and  of  her  indus- 
trial and  technical  progress.  They  are 
learning  that  today  India  offers  to  the 
traveler,  hotel  accommodatioos  and 
modes  of  transportation  almost  on  a  par 
with  their  own.  Today,  18  months  since 
its  inception,  this  office  has  grown  from 
a  small  operation  involving  3  persons 
to  a  flourishing  enterprise  with  a  staff 
of  12.  It  has  become  a  member  of  the 
American  Society  of  Travel  Agents  and 
is  assisting  the  United  States  travel 
agent,  the  United  States  air  carriers,  and 
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the  individual  United  States  tourist  with 
extensive  advice  and  information  about 
India.  All  of  this  is  salutory  and  worth- 
while, but  it  will  be  dissipated  effort  un- 
less supported  by  free  exchange  of  per- 
sons between  our  two  coimtriea. 

The  international  airlines  of  the 
United  States  have  been  cooperating 
with  the  Oovemment  of  India  in  its 
efforts  to  encourage  travel  to  India.  Low 
cost  tourist  fares  are  making  air  travel 
to  India  increasingly  attractive,  as  evi- 
denced by  the  10-percent  increase  in  the 
number  of  tourists  in  1953  over  1952  fly- 
ing from  the  United  States  to  India  and 
the  expectation  of  an  even  fmlher  in- 
crease in  1954.  Recently,  nonstop  tour- 
ist air  service  was  inaugurated  between 
Bombay  and  Cairo  by  an  international 
carrier  of  the  United  States,  reducing 
the  air-travel  time  by  2^2  hours  between 
India  and  the  United  States.  These 
tourist  fares  have  been  pioneered  by 
United  States  airlines  and  have  helped 
to  lower  the  cost  barrier  which  seriously 
affects  the  flow  of  tourist  traffic. 

The  international  airlines  of  the 
United  States  cooperate  with  India's 
tourist  interests  in  other  ways.  They 
train  their  Indian  employees  in  the 
United  States.  They  cooperate  with 
the  Government  of  India  in  making  In- 
dia's tourist  attractions  better  known  in 
the  States.  As  an  exeunple,  United 
States  flag-airlines  are  distributing  Go- 
India  tourist  films  on  a  coast-to-coast 
film  hookup.  United  States  airline  em- 
ployees themselves  are  traveling  to  India 
in  increasing  numbers  on  their  vaca- 
tions. 

In  a  general  sense,  India  stands  to 
benefit  from  the  delayed-payment  plan 
recently  Inaugurated  by  Pan  American 
World  Airways  and  Trans  World  Air- 
lines. Under  this  pay-later  arrange- 
ment, more  than  90  percent  of  the  tick- 
ets sold  by  Pan  American  during  the 
first  8  weeks  of  operation  represented 
new  business.  India's  distance  from  the 
United  States  suggests  that  many  of  our 
tourists  who  normally  could  not  afford 
to  include  a  visit  to  the  subcontinent  in 
their  itineraries  will  now  be  inclined  to 
do  so  on  credit.  It  is  significant  to  note 
that,  in  addition  to  the  basic  travel  costs, 
the  financing  under  the  pay-later  plan, 
covers  all-expense  tours  to  the  countries 
visited. 

These,  then,  are  some  of  the  methods 
whereby  tourists  are  being  encoiu-aged  to 
travel  to  India.  Yet.  in  view  of  India's 
proposal  to  cut  back  the  means  of  trans- 
portation which  makes  these  visits  in- 
creasingly possible,  tourist  promotion  to 
India  becomes  a  glaring  contradiction 
What  is  the  value  of  a  program  designed 
to  stimulate  tourists  from  the  United 
States  to  travel  to  India,  if  a  policy  of 
restrictionlsm  is  piu^ued  by  the  Indian 
Government?  For  example,  the  current 
Textile  Centenary  Exhibition  in  Bombay, 
which  features  such  travel-inducing 
items  as  unique  Indian  embroidery,  a 
scale  model  of  the  Taj  Mahal  and  other 
evidences  of  India's  achievement,  is 
scheduled  to  be  exhibited  soon  at  im- 
portant cities  in  the  United  States.  Why 
does  the  Government  of  India  send  such 


exhibitions  advertising  the  wonders  of 
India  to  the  important  cities  of  the 
United  States  on  the  one  hand.  aikl. 
then,  on  the  other,  place  obstacles  in  the 
way  of  traveling  to  see  them? 

It  must  be  obvious  that,  in  terminating 
the  bilateral  air  agreement  with  the 
United  States,  the  Government  of  India 
denies  the  United  States  international 
airlines  the  ability  to  serve  India — in 
terms  of  tourists  and  in  terms  of  trade. 
But  that  is  not  all.  E>enied  India,  air 
service  by  flag  carriers  of  the  United 
States  to  a  large  segment  of  the  world 
would  be  adversely  affected. 

Such  a  development  would  represent 
a  severe  blow  to  the  progress  of  civil 
aviation.  It  would  represent  a  step  back- 
ward in  the  pioneering  efforts  of  our  in- 
ternational carriers  to  develop  a  strong 
network  of  worldwide  air  routes. 

Undoubtedly,  there  will  be  further  ne- 
gotiations between  the  United  States  and 
India  before  the  date  on  which  India  has 
indicated  she  will  terminate  the  exist- 
ing bilateral  air  tran£(>ort  agreement. 
Spokesmen  for  the  United  States  in  these 
negotiations  must  insist  upon  the  posi- 
tion which  we  developed  at  Bermuda  in 
1946.  This  agreement  adopted  a  philos- 
ophy of  free  exchange  of  air  transport 
rights  which,  in  the  years  since  1946, 
has  been  a  tremendous  stimulant  in  the 
development  of  international  air  com- 
merce. Our  negotiators  must  Impress 
the  representatives  of  the  Government  of 
India  with  the  anomaly  of  their  position. 
The  Government  of  India  would  call  for 
a  free  exchange  in  all  fields  except  in  the 
fleld  of  air  commerce  on  the  groiuids  that 
the  interests  of  India  might  be  better 
served  through  more  restricted  air  opera- 
tions on  the  part  of  the. airlines  of  the 
United  States.  This  is  a  narrow  ap- 
proach. It  is  an  approach  which  will 
limit  rather  than  expand  the  growth  of 
air  commerce  from  the  United  States  to 
India,  along  with  the  advantages  which 
result  from  extensive  tourism.  Even 
more  Important  is  that  unrestricted  com- 
munication by  air  gives  rise  to  an  ex- 
change of  ideas  which,  ultimately,  brings 
greater  understanding. 

The  Government  of  India  must  realize 
that  its  decision  to  renounce  its  air  trans- 
port agreement  with  the  United  States 
must  not  be  taken  in  a  V£u:uum.  It 
should  be  reanaljrzed  in  the  light  of  all 
the  relations  that  exist  between  the 
United  States  and  India.  It  should  be 
reassessed  as  part  of  a  philosophy  of 
mutual  understanding  and  good  will. 
The  Government  of  India  must  appreci- 
ate that  the  rejection  of  this  air  agree- 
ment will  not  find  favor  in  a  country 
which  has.  since  India  attained  her  in- 
dependence, been  unselflsh  in  Its  direct 
contributicms  to  India's  advance  and  in 
the  many  indirect  benefits  which  result 
from  a  free  exchange  of  people  and  ideas 
between  our  two  democracies. 

I  am  sure  that,  after  considered  con- 
sultation. India  will  realize  that  a  cbn- 
tinuation  of  the  existing  agreement  is  of 
vital  importance  to  India,  to  the  United 
States,  and  as  an  example  to  all  the 
world.  I  feel  somewhat  optimistic  that, 
on  that  basis,  the  Goverzunent  of  India 
will  reconsider  and  recognize  that  there 


can  be  erected  no  artificial  Umitattooa 
on  communication  between  democrmcleB. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  oonaoit 
to  revise  aiul  extend  my  remarks  and 
include  such  matter  as  may  appear  in 
my  t3rped  ronarks  in  tabular  fonn. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 


AMENDING  DISTRICT  OP  COLUM- 
BIA UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPEN- 
SATION ACT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (S.  3482)  to 
amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Unon- 
ployment  Compensation  Act.  and  for 
other  purposes,  with  House  amendments, 
insist  on  the  amendments  of  the  House, 
and  agree  to  the  conference  asked  by 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa  just  spoke  to  me  about  that. 
This  is  the  first  I  heard  of  it.  I  ask  if 
he  cleared  the  matter  with  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  McMn.- 
LANJ.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  has 
or  not. 

Mr.  TALLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  not 
talked  with  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  today.  However,  I  did  last 
week.  He  informed  me  it  would  be  idl 
right  last  week.  However.  I  did  want  to 
check  with  him.  but  I  cannot  reach  him 
at  his  office.    I  have  just  tried  again 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  If  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  McMillan] 
said  last  week  it  was  all  right,  I  presume 
it  is  aU  right  today. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Talls.  Kzaxns.  and 
Teagus. 


DISTRICT     OF     COLUMBIA     UNEM- 
PLOYMENT COMPENSA-nON  ACT 

Mr.  TALLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia  may  have 
until  midnight  Saturday  night  to  file  a 
conference  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 


LEAVE   OF   ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consmt,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to  Mr.  Macx  of  Wash- 
ington, for  10  days,  on  account  of  official 
business. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Raooao,  orto  re- 
vise and  extend  remarks,  was  granted  to: 

Mr.  CiUMPACxn. 

Mr.  Young  in  three  instances. 

Mr.  Allxh  of  California  and  to  Include 
extraneous  matter. 
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mikkot  aane<ti  tbe 

of  the  Sobeammltfeee 

Juitiee  of  tbe  Anproprlatlons 


Mr.  Ooounr  (at  the  reqaest  of  lir. 
IKkTtMKWB)  and  hifJiirte  ertnmeous  mi^ 
ter. 

Mr.  OWmk  of  nunoia  aod  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  BlAMBL 

Mrs.  Hakbek  and  Include  extraneous 
matter. 
Mr.OBMns. 

Mr.  7iiw.orgT  and  Inchxte  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Hmran  and  to  Include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mrs.  nuKCB  P.  BoLTOR  and  to  Izudude 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Qwimf  and  to  Include  additional 
matter. 


Interior,  tatnsmltting  one  copy  eaeh  of 
certain  bills  and  resolutions  passed  l]y  the 
Municipal  Council  of  St  Thomas  and  St. 
John,  pursuant  to  section  16  of  the  Or- 
ganic Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the 
UMted  States  approved  June  22. 1936  was 
taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  aiid  re- 
ferred to  the  Ck>nunittee  on  Interlcv  and 
Insular  Affairs. 


BHUB  FRBSENTED  TO  THE  PRBSI- 
I2ENT 
Mir.  laCOMfTE,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  House  Administration,  reported 
that  that  OQimnittee  did  on  August  11, 
19M  pgceaent  to  the  President,  for  his  ap- 
proral.  a  bill  of  vLe  House  of  the  follow- 
ing title: 

H.  R8300.  An  act  to  revlae  the  Internal 
xereaae  tawi  of  tbe  United  SUtes. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speako:.  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accord- 
ingly (at  1  o'clock  and  56  minutes 
p.  m.),  undei  its  previous  order,  the 
House  adjourned  until  Monday,  A\igust 
16,  1954,  at  12  o'clock  no<ni. 


;  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

1817.  Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  a 
letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 


REPORTS      OP      COMMITTEES      ON 
PUBUC  BULLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm,  reports 
of  committees  were  delivered  to  the 
Clerk  for  printing  and  reference  t©  the 
pnqper  calendar,  as  follows : 

Mr.  TALLE:  Committee  of  conference. 
8.  3482.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  District  at  Co- 
lumbia Unemployment  Compensation  Act, 
and  for  otber  purpoBCs.  (Rept.  No.  J657). 
Ordered  to  be  printed.  ' 

PUBLIC    BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clsiuse  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  CELLER: 
H.  R.  10227.  A  bill  to   amend   the   Rflfugee 
Relief  Act  of  1953;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  ■ 

By  Mr.  PENTON:  I 

H.  R.  10228.  A  bill  to  provide  for  tem- 
porary measures  of  flood  control  and  an- 
thracite mine  drainage,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

By  Mr.  REAMS: 
H.  R.  10229.  A  bUl  to  provide  for  tlje  In- 
oorixjratlon  of  the  National  Woman's  Relief 
Corps^  Auxiliary  to  the  Grand  Army  of  the 
Republic,  organized  1883;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.  ■ 

By  Mr.  BAKER:  | 

H.  J.  Res.  584.  Joint  resolution  to  designate 
Mrs.  Elizabeth  (Ben)  Kennedy  as  "United 
EMiates  GI  Mother";  to  the  Committee  oo  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  ASD  KESOLDTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXll,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows:      , 

By  Mr.  HOLT  (by  request) :  ' 
H.  R.  10230.  A  bill  for  the  relief  oT  Howard 
J.     Gensler;     to     the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HUNTER: 
H.  R.  10231.  A   bill   for   the   relief   of   the 
estate  of  Joseph  Kelsch;   to  tbe  COixunittee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KING  of  CaUfomia: 
H.  R.  10232.  A   bill  for   the   relief  of  Jlro 
Kunlsakl   and   Mrs.   Fuji   Ktmisaki;    to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MAIIXIARO: 
H.  R.  10233.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Alex- 
ander A.  Niflodoff;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT: 
H.  R.  10234.  A  bill  for  the  relief  Of  Sophie 
K.     Valmas;     to    the    Committee    on    the 
Judiciary. 

By  Vr.  SHELLEY  (by  request)  : 
H.  R.  10235.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  George 
K.  Jue  ( also  known  as  Jew  Ten ) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SHELLEY  (by  request)  : 
H.  R.  10236.  A  bill  for  the  relief  ot  Ko  Wal 
Sing  and  Go  You  Gin;  to  the  Comibittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Cleifk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

1139.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  (if  Ramon 
Magsaysay,  President.  Manila.  Philippines, 
relative  to  proclamation  No.  62,  declaring 
August  13.  1954.  Philippine-American  Day. 
and  calling  for  all  Filipinos  and  Americans 
residing  within  Philippine  territory  to  ob- 
serve this  date;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

1140.  Also,  petition  of  Lee  In  J»l,  presi- 
dent. Kyong  Nam  Brick  Co.,  Seoul,  Korea, 
relative  to  a  claim  for  bricks  use4  by  the 
United  States  Eighth  Army  between  May  1961 
and  March  1952,  and  requesting  ttiat  pay- 
ment be  made  for  same;  to  the  ConuHittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


EXTENSIONS    OF    REMARKS 


ladiaaa  Voters  and  die  83d  Coafies* 

EXTENSION  OP  REltiAREB 
or 

HON.  CECIL  M.  HARDEN 

or  XITDI&MA 

IN  THE  HOT7SS  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

TTittrsday.  August  12, 1954 

Mrs.  HARDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  during 
Mar^  and  April  <a  tbls  year  I  conducted 
an  extrasive  swrvej  of  voter  opinion  in 
my  district  on  portions  of  President 
Eisenhower's  legislative  program.  M(»e 
than  12,50&  eompleted  questionnaires 
were  received,  many  of  them  i*epresent- 
ing  the  views  of  whole  families  or  of 
groups. 

Mow.  as  Omigress  iHepares  to  adjourn. 
I  think  It  of  Interest  to  the  Members  to 
review  the  results  of  that  poll  as  com- 
pared with  the  legislative  action  which 
has  taken  plaee  on  ttie  Issues  involved. 
A  full  report  is  contained  in  the  taUe 
bdow. 


I 

The  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  letters 
which  accompanied  poll  returns  are  de- 
serving of  more  than  passing  attention. 
I  learned  much  from  them.  Many  let- 
ters covered  points  and  issues  not  con- 
tained in  the  poll.  This  indicates  a 
wide  Interest  among  the  people  in  leg- 
islative affairs.  It  Is  a  healthy  interest, 
and  I  am  very  grateful  to  those  who  par- 
ticipated. 

The  response  Indicated  moreover  that 
people  generally  are  confident  that  In 
President  Elsenhower  they  have  a  leader 
whom  they  can  trust.  They  are  anxious 
for  him  to  succeed  and  they  are  like- 
wise anxious  that  their  representatives 
in  the  Congress  help  him  succeed. 

Por  my  part.  I  am  happy  that  my  rec- 
ord in  support  of  President  Elsenhower's 
legislative  program  is  among  the  beet  In 
the  Congress.  I  have  supported  the 
President  wholeheartedly,  for  the  pro- 
gram he  presented  to  this  Congress  has 
as  its  goal  the  achievement  of  prosperity 
and  security  at  home,  peace  and  good 
will  abroad. 


The  President  of  the  United  States 
has  what  is  probably  the  most  difficult 
job  in  the  world.  Dwight  Eisenhower  has 
met  the  challenge  with  dignl^.  with 
confidence,  and  with  great  ability.  He 
has  seen  much  of  his  program  enacted. 

The  war  in  Korea  has  been  ended  and 
today  no  American  lives  are  being  lost  In 
wars  anywhere  in  the  world. 

We  have  strengthened  our  national  de- 
fense while  cutting  the  cost  of  Ite  main- 
tenance by  billions  of  dollars. 

A  firm,  consistent  foreign  poUcy  guides 
our  path  toward  a  just  and  lasting  peace. 

Rigid  economy  and  elimination  of 
waste  in  the  Federal  Governmeht  have 
resulted  in  a  $14  billion  reduction  in 
spending. 

Taxes  have  been  reduced  by  $7.4 
billion,  most  of  the  reduction  going  to 
individuals. 

Inflation  has  been  halted,  the  yalue  of 
the  dollar  preserved. 

Controls  are  gone. 

The  social-security  system  h%a  been 
broadened  and  benefits  increased. 
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A  far-reaching  highway  construction 
program  was  approved. 

Better  care  for  our  older  citizens  and 
high  health  standards  for  the  Nation  will 
result  from  a  3-year  program  involving 
construction  of  diagnostic  centers,  hos- 
pitals for  the  chronically  ill,  and  rehabil- 
itation and  nursing  homes. 

Three  measures  provide  the  ground- 
work for  research  and  study  In  the  field 
of  education.  Yet  there  has  been  no 
move  toward  Federal  control  In  this  vital 
field. 

Home  ownership  is  encouraged  by  a 
new  and  liberalized  Housing  Act. 

The  St.  Lawrence  seaway  will  soon  be 
a  reaUty,  joining  the  Midwest  to  the  At- 
lantic Ocean. 

Recognizing  weaknesses  in  the  farm 
program.  Congress  and  the  President 
agreed  on  an  equitable  long-range  price 
support  law. 

Fourteen  major  reorganization  plans 
to  increase  efficiency  and  promote  econ- 


omy In  the  Federal  Government  are  in 
operation.  The  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare  was  elevated  to 
Cabinet  status. 

Nearly  a  quarter  of  a  million  unneces- 
sary jobs  have  been  abolished  from  the 
Federal  payroll. 

Internal  security  has  been  tightened 
and  new  weapons  forged  for  use  by  the 
Department  of  Justice  in  its  war  on 
traitors. 

Hundreds  of  suspected  or  proved  sub- 
versives have  been  removed  from  the 
Federal  payroll.  Many  have  been  de- 
ported. Court  convictions  have  In- 
creased. The  drive  continues  on  a  24- 
hour-a-day  basis. 

We  have  moved  successfully  to  take 
government  out  of  competition  with  pri- 
vate enterprise.  States  and  local  gov- 
ernment have  been  encouraged  to  as- 
sume more  direction  of  their  own  affairs. 

America  is  economically  sound. 

We  have  achieved  prosperity  without 
war. 


Results  of  Harden  legislative  poll 


1.  <^nint  I<i-y(>ar-old»  the  rJRht  to  vot* 

2.  ExteuU  .socuil-socurily  ooverafe  lofanuvrs 

3.  Strip  citirrnshlp  riphtJ  from  AnKrimnn  oonrlctwl  of  conspiring 

to  oriTthrow  our  form  of  (roremment. 

4.  .\i!:t'n<l  thp  Taft-Hartley  I.,abor-M:inasen]ent  Art,  as  suKKestMl 

>>y  I'rp~i'1<»nt  KiHi'iihowpf. 

5.  Shift  aerictiltunil  price-support  profrain  from  fixed  IcvpIs.  as  In 

prrscnl  law.  to  fTeiihlc  iiiipport  prograiu  a<ivocatiHl'4>y  6ec- 

r'Tiiry  of  Acrirulture  Bcn.son. 

'''.  Join  with  Canada  in  buildini:  the  Pt.  Lawrenoe  araway 

7.  Continue  United  States  support  u(  tbe  United  Nalidib 


ff,S47 
6,612 

io,ge£ 

7,171 
8,074 


8,4M 
ti,013 


No 


4.«fl3 
3,46y 

2M 

2,4M 

1,724 


1..TR7 
2.  31H 


No 
opin- 


442 

1,4<)1 

203 
2,061 
1,684 

I.5P6 
1,  152 


.\ction  by  Congress 


Defeated  by  Senate. 
Passed     by     House; 

liendinF  in  ."Nenate. 
PHSs«'ii     by     House; 

[lending  in  Senate.. 
Defeated  by  Senate. 

Approved. 


.Approved. 
-\pprovod. 


N'lTE.— A  special  tabulation  was  made  amonr  (artn  yoterson  qiiestionf2and  .'''.  since  both  are  of  prime  importan« 
to  farm  familiKS.  Farmers  voted  1,377  "yes  "  1,144  "no",  and  216  "no  opinion"  on  the  question  of  extending  social 
security.    Flexible  price  supports  won  out  by  a  mafrin  of  1.62S  "yes,"  MM  "no,"  and  306  "no  opmion." 


Tbe  Cost  of  Usiaf  AmerictB-Flaf  Skips 

I         EXTE^JSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

'      HON.  JOHN  J.  AUEN,  JR. 

or  CALirORNTA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday.  August  12.  1954 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  California.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, on  at  least  two  occasions  during  the 
present  session  members  of  the  Mer- 
chant Marine  and  Fisheries  Committee 
have  risen  to  urge  that  there  should  be 
included  in  bills  reported  by  other  com- 
mittees a  provision  that  at  least  50  per- 
cent of  the  cargoes  financed  by  our  Gov- 
ernment should  move  in  American-flag 
ships.  The  amendments  proposed  have 
been  resisted  on  the  basis  that  the  cost  of 
transportation  in  American-flag  ships 
exceeded  the  cost  that  would  be  paid  for 
transportation  in  foreign -flag  ships.  I 
believe  that  the  presentations  which 
were  made  in  opposition  to  the  Ameri- 
can-flag ships  were  made  without  full  in- 
formation and  were  based  upon  a  con- 
sideration of  only  one  element  of  the  cost 
which  might  be  involved.  Accordingly, 
I  inquired  for  further  information,  and 
some  was  made  available  to  me.  It 
seemed  to  me  that  this  Information,  the 
facts  involved  in  which  1  believe  to  be 


true  and  the  conclusions  drawn  from 
which  I  beUeve  to  be  reasonable,  should 
be     Included     in     the     Congressional 

RXCORD. 

Recently  a  Member  stated  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  that  under  our  foreign-aid 
programs  approximately  $700  milUon  of 
the  $1  billion  paid  for  shipping  the  for- 
eign-aid cfHnmoditles  overseas  has  been 
paid  to  American-flag  vessels.  In  his 
statement  he  emphasized  that  it  cost  our 
Oovemment  $121  miUion  more  by  ship- 
ping the  commodities  on  American-flag 
ships  than  it  would  have  if  shipped 
aboard  foreign-flag  ships.  He  implied 
that  this  increased  cost  was  a  direct  con- 
tribution by  the  American  taxpayer  to 
American-flag  shipping. 

I  do  not  Ieuow  what  assumptions  have 
been  appUed  to  the  cost  of  shipping  oiu* 
foreign-aid  cargoes  to  arrive  at  the  so- 
called  increased  cost  of  $121  miUion. 
However,  even  though  we  assume  that 
the  $121  milUon  figure  is  correct,  I  be- 
lieve that  dollarwise  the  American  tax- 
payer realises  a  savings  by  having  oiu: 
foreign-aid  cargoes  shipped  in  American 
bottoms. 

To  begin  with,  any  analysis  of  com- 
parative costs  between  American-  and 
f oreign-flac  ships  must  consider  the  type 
of  service  in  which  the  ships  are  engaged 
and  the  dollar  values  of  the  foreign-aid 


cargoes  carried.    This  breakdown  is  con- 
tained in  table  I: 

Table   I. — Transportation   coats   for    United 
States  foreign  aid,*  AprU  194$  to  June  19i3 

rin  million  doUan| 


All  aervioos 

Tramps 

Liners 

Tankers 

Misoellaueous 


Total 
United 
State* 
and  for- 
eign ships 


1.040 


420 

337 

367 
7 


Carried  by  Uoited 
StatM-flac  tblpA 


Total  oat 
of  United 

SUtM 

and  for- 
eign 
port! 


7SS 


346 
274 
138 


Total  out 
orUnit«d 

SUtea 

ports 


«3S 


341 

2TO 

17 

1 


'  Includes  CF  and  CIF  shipmenU  freight  eleiueQls  ot 
above  shipments. 

Source:  Foreign  Operations  Administration. 

The  above  t&ble  ahowa  that  American-ttag 
ahlpa  in  our  Uner  aerricee  raoelved  S274  mU- 
llon  for  the  carriage  of  forelgn-ald  commodi- 
ties between  AprU  1948  and  June  1B63.  Hew- 
ever,  it  la  important  to  note  that  the  great 
majority  of  ships  in  liner  services  are  mem- 
bers of  conferences  of  which  memtter  ship- 
owners of  foreign -flag  shipa  charge  the  same 
shipping  rates  as  American-flag  ihipa. 
Therefore,  if  all  of  these  cargoes  were  car- 
ried in  foreign-flag  liners  the  cost  to  our  Oov- 
ernment  would  have  be«n  the  same.  Thus, 
the  shipment  of  forelgn-ald  cargoes  aboard 
ovir  liners  does  not  in  any  way  Increase  the 
cost  to  our  Oovemment. 

Of  the  »267  million  paid  for  the  eaviage 
of  liquid  foreign-aid  cargoes,  9138  million 
was  paid  to  American-flag  tankers.  How- 
ever, it  Is  Important  to  note  In  table  I  that 
only  SIT  million  of  these  cargoes  originated 
from  United  States  ports.  The  remaining 
liquid  cargoes  carried  by  Amerlcan-fljig  ships 
originated  In  foreign  ports  and,  therefore, 
American  tankshlp  owners  lifted  them  at 
the  world  market  rates.  The  higher  cost 
which  resulted  from  transporting  these  car- 
goes aboard  American-flag  ships  Is  negligi- 
ble, and,  therefore,  Is  not  to  be  considered  as 
an  important  factor  in  tbe  $121  miUion  fig- 
ure which  is  quoted. 

After  studying  table  I,  It  Is  obvious  that 
the  so-called  Increased  cost  of  $121  million 
largely  applies  to  the  difference  of  cost  be- 
tween American-flag  and  foreign-flag  tramp 
ships.  This  observation  should  not  be  taken 
to  mean  that  our  Oovernment  la  wasting 
money  by  having  the  American  tramp  ships 
carry  these  cargoes.  Both  the  Department 
of  Defense  and  the  Department  of  Commerce 
have  arrived  at  the  very  definite  conclusion 
that  an  American  tramp  fleet  is  easentlal  for 
our  national  defense.  Also,  Oongrees  has 
time  and  time  again  mandated  that  our 
ships  shall  carry  at  least  60  {lercent  of  our 
foreign-aid  cargoes,  including  the  bulk  car- 
goes which  are  carried  by  tramp  ships. 

Also,  it  is  Important  to  note  that  in  the 
Immediate  post-World  War  n  period 
and  during  the  Korean  war  there  was  a 
shortage  of  ships  to  carry  our  foreign 
economic-  and  military-aid  cargoes.  In 
fact,  during  the  Korean  war  our  Gov- 
ernment was  compelled  to  activate  over 
600  ships  from  our  national-defense  re- 
serve fleet  in  order  to  meet  the  shipping 
needs  of  the  free  world.  Therefore,  it  is 
clear  that  if  our  tramp  fleet  had  not  bem 
available  to  carry  our  aid  cargoes,  the 
bidding  for  such  cargoes  in  tbe  (ven 
market,  short  of  ships,  would  have  re- 
sulted in  rates  much  liigher  than  tfaoaa 
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ptJA  to  ^»*  Anmicm  tniniT  ihtp  opcr- 
ateHB.  This  Is  In  aeoordaiioe  with  the 
bMie  ocwnointr.  law  of  price  being  set  by 
•appiy  of  and  dfgnand  for  a  glren  emn- 
motfttj  <ur  nnrloe.  This  was  prored  to 
be  true  in  Wocld  War  I  when  our  Nation 
was  cansht  ilhort  of  <hlpe  abd  general 
cargo  rates  soared  over  1,000  percent 
with  some  rates  rising  over  2.000  per- 
cent. It  is  a  matter  of  record  that  many 
foreign  Shipowners  were  able  to  realize 
proOts  from  a  single  voyage  equal  to  the 
totel  cost  of  the  ships.  Therefore,  even 
though  the  reservation  of  foreign-aid 
eaxgoes  is  a  form  of  Oovonment  aid  to 
the  tramp  shlpowneis.  there  is  abso- 
hitdy  no  validity  in  a  statement  charg- 
ing that  omr  taxpayers  paid  $121  mil- 
lion more  by  shipping  in  American  mer- 
chant diips  than  they  would  have  if 
shipped  in  fordgn  ships. 

No  one  would  lightly  dismiss  the  tar- 
iff question  by  saying  that  the  elimina- 
tion of  all  American  tariffs  would  result 
in  a  savings  to  the  American  consumer 
and  taxpayer.  This  complex  suhject 
must  be  considered  in  its  entirety  as  per- 
taining to  Uie  protection  afforded  to  the 
American    farmer,    biisinessnum.    and 


worker,  and  the  end  result  ot  adjusting 
American  income  to  the  American 
standard  of  living.  This  is  also  true 
when  the  American  merchant  marine  is 
ocmsidered.  The  American  merchant 
marine  is  a  vital  industry  which  is  not 
only  required  to  develop  our  foieign 
trade  in  times  of  peace,  but  to  serve  as  a 
military  auxiliary  in  time  of  war.  Be- 
cause the  memories  of  two  World  Wars 
and  the  Korean  war  are  still  fresh  im  our 
minds,  we  shall  not  attempt  to  go  into 
the  details  for  the  necessity  of  achieving 
and  maintaining  an  adequate  American 
merchant  marine. 

Aside  from  the  need  of  the  American 
merchant  marine  for  the  development 
of  oiu:  f(H:eign  marlcets  and  for  our  na- 
ti<Hial  defense,  it  is  essential  that  we 
study  the  effect  of  the  industry  upon  our 
national  economy.  In  order  to  limit  our 
analysis  we  shall  present  data  pertain- 
ing to  the  disbursement  of  the  dollars 
yarned  by  American  shipowners  in  the 
"Carriage  of  our  foreign-aid  cargoeSk  the 
domestic  jobs  created,  and  the  taxes  col- 
lected by  OIU"  Government.  These  basic 
facts  in  our  analysis  are  contained  in  the 
following  table: 


Tabli  lL—E»timaUd  duburumerU  and  ruuUing  jobs  created  from  ocean  transportation  of 
foreign-aid  eargoea  from  April  1948  to  June  1955 


• 

Amomit 

disburai)- 

mentsof 

nbaidised 

lines  in 

1«S0 

Col.  A  > 

Feroent 
of  total 
disburse- 
ments 

Cd.  B 

Resultant 
number  of 
direct  and 
indirect 
employed 

CoLC  > 

Estimat<><l 
amount 
disburse- 
ments from 
foreign -aid 
programs, 
1948-53 

Col.  D 

Estimated 
resijlunt 

nunil)er  of 

dirrtt  and 
indirect 

emilloyed 

Col.  E 

Dinet  omidoTiMnt: 

Domestic  salaries  and  wages  paid  to: 

AdministratlTe-tTpe  penmnnel 

190,475.000 
88,  £07,000 
11,062,000 

•.ao 

26.81 
3.63 

i 

7,100 
33,400 

6,400 

$36,890,000 

159,  519,  500 

21,598,  ,'i(K) 

1 

12.797 
60.200 
11,53.1 

Subtotal ,    

19a0M,000 

36.64 

46,900 

218.  008,  000 

««4..'i32 

DamttUe  wtrnd  enMnditorat.  other  Oan 
above  Mlarfes  and  waces- 

170;  363, 000 
30,889,000 

M.90 
9.00 

38,  GOO 
6.400 

323,085,000 

53.907,000 

69,573 
11,535 

other   denieatie   overhead   and   miaoella- 
aeoas  eKpenditarea 

Subtotal 

300,152,000 

«136 

45,000 

376.992,000 

81,10« 

Onmd  total 

330.116,000 

HU.00 

01.000 

595,000.000 

35.000.000 
70.000.000 

165.640 

ForelBa  eKpendltana  far  neceasarr  port  elainH, 
ate 

KsTimatad  earataici 

Total  paid  far  United  Statea-fiai  earry- 

700,000,000 

J  AMiyrih  of  fiMstmction  md  Operatfng  ^bsidiee  Under  Merchant  Marine  Act,  fee,  as  amended,  the  Ow>an 
Mpata|^toel  to  the  TranaporUtiwi  Counci]  for  the  Department  of  Commerce,  Oct.  12,  1953.  schedule  Ul   ex- 
■niUBC  eapital  ezpeadltana,  p,  2B. 
'Tn  man  juais  i 


*  Baaed  on  Department  of  Commeroe  prodactivity  bcton. 


Althoogh  that  portion  of  table  n 
whi^  refers  to  the  disInuBements  of  the 
dollars  earned  by  American  shipowners 
tqr  carrying  our  foreign-aid  cargoes  is 
listed  as  "estimated,"  the  area  of  error 
te  at  a  minimum  and  negligible.  We 
diaO  sxptein  bow  these  figures  were  ar- 
rived at. 

The  $35  million  item  for  foreign  ex- 
pendltares  f  <»■  port  charges  and  similar 
Items  Is  estimated  on  the  basis  of  5  per- 
cent of  the  total  $700  million  foreign  aid 
cargo  revenues  received  by  American 
idiftwwiiers.  This  ftgure  is  not  larger 
doe  to  the  fact  that  most  recipient  na- 
tloas  were  required  to  provide  their  own 
discharging  services  and.  iharefore. 
neither  the  American  steamship  compa- 
nies nor  the  United  States  Government 


inciured  any  cost  in  this  connection. 
The  figure  of  $35  million,  therefore, 
would  cover  only  such  cargoes  which 
moved  under  berth  term  shipsient 
throtigh  commercial  channels.  This  is 
a  reasonable  estimate  of  the  amounts  so 
expended. 

The  item  of  $70  million  as  the  esti- 
mated earnings  has  been  fixed  at  ap- 
proximately 10  percent  of  the  freight 
revenue  of  $700  milUon.  Creditable  evi- 
dence shows  this  figure  represents  the 
maximum  amount  believed  to  have  been 
earned  by  shipping  companies  on  this 
carriage  dining  these  years. 

Ck>lmnns  A  and  C  of  table  II  were  care- 
fully calculated  by  the  Ocean  Shipping 
Panel  to  the  Transportation  Council  for 
the  Department  of  Commerce.     These 


figures  are  based  upon  the  disbursements 
of  the  subsidized  lines  during  1$50,  and 
the  resultant  number  of  man-years  of 
domestic  employment  created  by  these 
disbursements. 

Column  B  contains  the  percemtages  of 
each  disbursement  item  to  total  dis- 
bursements. For  example,  the  first  per- 
centage In  column  B  is  6.20  percent. 
This  was  arrived  at  by  dividing  the  grand 
total  of  $330,116,000  disbursements  into 
the  $20,475,000  paid  as  salaries  and  wages 
to  administrative  type  personnel.  The 
percentages  of  all  of  the  other  Inidivldual 
items  were  arrived  at  by  the  same  type 
of  calculation. 

Columns  D  and  E  are  statistical  pro- 
jections based  upon  coliunns  A.  B,  and 
C.  Although  columns  A,  B,  and  C  per- 
tain to  the  subsidized  lines  only  while 
columns  D  and  E  pertain  to  both  sub- 
sidized and  \msubsldized  lines,  the  pro- 
jection is  accurate  because  the  earnings 
and  operating  costs  on  the  revenue  dol- 
lar have  been  substantially  similar  for 
the  subsidized  and  unsubsidized  liners 
and  tramps  during  these  years.  This  is 
confirmed  by  the  maritime  subsidy  pol- 
icy study,  which  was  published  by  the 
Office  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce for  Transportation  and  the  Mari- 
time Administration  in  April  19$4. 

The  individual  items  of  coliinui  D  are 
arrived  at  by  applying  the  percentages 
of  column  B  to  the  total  of  $5dS  million 
which  is  the  amount  of  disbursements  of 
revenues  from  the  foreign-aid  puograms, 
excluding  foreign  expenditures  for  port 
charges,  capital  expenditures,  and  esti- 
mated earnings  for  the  period  Afril  1948 
to  June  1953  of  the  $700  million  freight 
revenues  paid  to  American  operators. 
For  example,  domestic  salaries  and 
wages  paid  to  administrative  tjrpe  per- 
sonnel by  the  subsidized  lines  in  1950 
was  $20,475,000  or  6.20  percent  of  their 
grand  total  disbursements  of  $$30,116,- 
000.  Therefore  6.20  percent  of  the 
$595  million  which  is  the  amount  of  dis- 
bursements of  revenues  from  the  for- 
eign-aid programs,  resulted  in  the  fig- 
ure $36,890,000  as  the  domestic  wages 
and  salaries  paid  to  administrative-type 
personnel.  In  this  maimer  the  re- 
mainder of  the  percentages  of  colimin  B 
were  applied  to  the  $595  mlUloh  figure 
to  arrive  at  the  projected  disbursement 
for  each  item. 

Column  E  is  the  projected  e^imated 
number  of  man -years  of  direct  and  in- 
direct domestic  employment  nesulting 
from  the  disbursement  of  revenues  from 
the  foreign-aid  programs.  This  is  based 
on  the  ratio  of  the  $595  milUon  disburse- 
ments of  the  revenues  from  forfign-aid 
programs  to  the  $330,116,000  disburse- 
ments of  the  subsidized  lines  In  1950 
and  the  resulting  employment.  Five 
hundred  and  ninety -five  million  dollars 
divided  by  $330,116,000  is  180.24  per- 
cent. Therefore,  each  individval  em- 
plosonent  item  of  column  C  was  in- 
creased by  180.24  percent  to  arrive  at 
the  man-years  of  employment  shown  in 
column  E. 

The  grand  total  of  man-years  of  em- 
ployment resulting  from  the  disburse- 
ments of  $595  million  of  revenues  from 
foreign-aid  programs  is  estim|ited  at 
165,640  man-years.    This  is  approximate- 
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ly  50  percent*  of  the  total  number  of 
persons  employed  in  our  anthracite  coal- 
mining industry  and  35  percent '  of  the 
nimiber  employed  in  the  local  railways 
and  bus  lines  industry  during  the  5-year 
period  1948  through  1952.  No  one  would 
question  the  fact  that  this  is  a  signifi- 
cant direct  contribution  to  our  national 
economy.  In  fact,  the  full  employment 
impact  of  the  revenues  realized  by 
American  shipping  companies  from  for- 
eign-aid cargoes  is  not  contained  in  the 
above  data.  If  this  revenue  had  not 
been  forthcoming,  many  shipping  com- 
panies would  not  have  realized  sufficient 
profits  to  continue  their  conunercial 
nongovernmental  cargo  operations 
which  result  in  the  employment  of  more 
than  6  times  the  man-years  of  employ- 
ment resulting  from  the  foreign-aid 
shipping  revenues. 

The  estimated  minimum  taxes  paid 
into  the  United  States  Treasiur  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  carriage  of  foreign-aid  car- 
goes in  American  bottoms  is  contained 
in  table  m  below: 

Tablm  m. — Taxes  paid  into  V.  8.  Treasury 

A.  Taxea    on    direct    vagea    at 

mlnliTnini  ratea  at  22  per- 
cent > $48,000,000 

Taxes   on   indirect  employ- 

naent  at  TninimnTn  rates  of 

a  percent* 88.000,000 

Corporate     taxaa     and     tazea 

paid    by    itockboldera    on 

dividends   received   at    60 

percent 86,000,000 


B 


Total  minimum  increase 
In  U.  S.  Treaaury  Reve- 
nuea 108,000.000 

*  Internal  Revenue,  WMhIngton,  D.  C. 

Thus,  even  if  one  subtracts  the  sup- 
posed saving  of  $121  million  which  might 
have  been  realized  through  carriage  of 
our  foreign-aid  tramp  cargoes  in  for- 
eign tramp  ships,  we  still  find  the 
United  States  Treasury  has  benefited  by 
$45  million.  Moreover,  there  has  been 
created  and  maintained  165.000  man- 
years  of  employment  for  American  citi- 
zens. However,  we  again  state  that  this 
supposed  saving  is  imrealistic  because 
the  shipping  rates  of  the  foreign  ship- 
owners would  have  been  much  higher 
had  not  American  ships  been  available 
during  this  period. 

A  very  important  saving  realised  by 
our  Government  by  having  subsidized 
ships  carry  foreign-aid  cargoes  is  in  the 
recapture  provision  contained  in  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936.  This  pro- 
vision enables  the  Oovemment  to  recap- 
ture one -half  of  the  profits  which  are 
over  10  percent  of  capital  necessarily 
employed  over  10-year  periods  of  the 
operating  subsidy  contracts  up  to  the 
amount  of  subsidy  accniaL  The  amount 
of  foreign-aid  shipment  revenues  re- 
ceived by  the  subsidized  lines  would  be 
recaptured  liy  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment in  the  degree  of  the  recapture  posi- 
tion of  the  companies.  The  three  main 
categories  of  recapture  are  as  foUows: 

First.  Companies  which,  even  with  the 
foreign-aid  revenues,  would  not  have 
earned  over  10  percent  of  the  capital 
necessarily  employed  in  the   business. 

'  Source :  U.  8.  Department  of  Isbar.  Bu- 
reau of  Labor  Statistics,  published  In  cur- 
rent Labor  Review  (see  appendix,  table  A). 

C 801 


In  this  ease,  the  Government  would  not 
recaptme  any  of  the  foreign-aid  shiiH 
ment  revenues. 

Second.  Companies  which  are  in  a 
recaptxue  position  because  of  the  addi- 
tional profits  realized  from  foreign-aid 
cargo  revenues.  In  this  case,  the  Gov- 
ernment would  recapture  one-half  of 
the  profits  resulting  from  foreign-aid 
cargo  carriage  wliich  is  above  the  10  per- 
cent of  capital  necessarily  employed. 

Third  Companies  which  are  in  full 
recapture  position  because  of  their  com- 
mercial non-foreign-aid  cargoes  and 
foreign-aid  cargoes.  When  companies 
are  in  a  full  recapture  position,  the  Gov- 
ernment recaptures  one-half  of  the  prof- 
its which  are  over  10  percent  of  the  capi- 
tal necessarily  employed  and  this 
amounts  to  the  full  subsidy  accrual.  In 
this  case,  the  Government  may  well  re- 
capture all  of  the  profits  realized  by  the 
company  from  foreign-aid  shipment 
revenues. 

In  the  Maritime  Subsidy  PoUcy,  pub- 
lished by  the  Under  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce for  Transportation  and  the  Mari- 
time Administration,  there  is  contained 
a  statement  pertaining  to  the  effect  of 

cargo  carriage  on  subsidy  payable.  In 
part,  this  statement  is  as  follows: 

The  amount  of  cargo  available  to  subsi- 

dlaed  American -flag  T«aaela  Is  an  Important 
factor  In  tbe  ultimate  amount  of  subsidy 
paystde  by  the  Government.  •  •  •  Oonee- 
quently.  If  private  Industry  Is  to  provide  a 
merchant  fleet  adequate  for  national  require- 
ments. aU  Government  assistance  In  provid- 
ing cargo  and  protection  against  unfair  com- 
petition abould  be  provided. 

It  Is  estimated  that  for  the  5-year 
period,  1948  through  1952.  the  Govern- 
ment will  recapture  30  percent '  of  the 
subsidy  accrual  for  these  years.  It  is 
obvious  that  a  substantial  amount  of 
this  recapture  results  from  the  foreign- 
aid  shipping  revenues  received  by  the 
subsidized  Unes.  This  should  be  encour- 
aging to  the  American  taxpayers  who 
are  interested  in  developing  their  na- 
tional economy  and  protecting  their  na- 
tional security  at  a  minimum  cost. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing,  there  are 
other  factors  which  canxwt  and  must 
not  be  ignored.  For  example,  during  the 
5  calendar  years,  1948  through  1952.  the 
American  shipowners  paid  the  United 
States  Government  a  total  of  $185,862.- 
278  as  charter  hire  of  Government-owned 
ships.'  A  primary  reason  for  the  charter 
hire  of  these  ships  was  to  carry  our  for- 
eign-aid cargoes  over  the  world  shipping 
lanes  short  of  ships.  Therefore,  we  can 
safely  say  that  the  shipment  of  foreign- 
aid  cargoes  in  American  bottoms  resulted 
in  many  miUions  of  dollars  of  charter- 
hire  revenue  to  the  United  States  Treas- 
ury. 

Also,  our  Nation  ben^ts  through  the 
maintenance  of  a  self -perpetuating  mer- 
chant marine  which  is  needed  to  develop 
our  foreign  markets  in  peacetime  and 
also  serve  as  a  military  auxiliary  in  times 
of  war. 


*  Maritime  aubaidy   pottey.  Ofllce  at   tha 

Under  Secretary  of  Oommeroe  for  Transpor- 
tation and  tbe  Maritime  Administration, 
AprU  1954.  appendix,  table  17. 

■Source:    Maritime   Administration.   July 
21,  1»54  (see  appendix,  table  B). 


An  of  the  above  facts  barely  touch 
upon  the  many  reasons  why  American- 
flag  shipping  makes  real  and  eontinalng 
contributions  to  our  American  way  at 
life  and  why  we  must  preaeive  mito  our- 
selves a  fair  share  of  our  foreign  com- 
merce, especially  that  foreign  commerce 
which  consists  of  ovir  economic  and  mili- 
tary-aid cargoes  to  foreign  nations. 

AmtNmz  Tabu  A. — gmployees  «n  ttnthruette 
coal  and  local  rsilwoys*  sntf  butUnes  in* 
dustriea:  1948-S2 


Year 

AnthraeKe 
ooal 

lineal  las- 
ways  and 
boaUnes 

IMS..                       

1MB 

1«» 

n,ooo 

77.300 
76,100 

eB,ioi> 

a.  400 

M^oao 
itt,aoo 

145,000 

iaa,«ae 
IKMt 

IWl _.. 

MfiJ. 

Total 

»i.SOO 

Taa^ooo 

■  Sooroe:  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Banao  of  Labor 

StiitisticB,  pubUibed  in  current  Labor  Bevlev. 

Nora.— Number  employed  tnchidas  aO  teD-ltaiw  aad 
part-tune  employcw  who  worked  durlnc  or  ceeelved  pay 
for,  any  p&rt  of  tbe  pay  period  ending  nearest  I£tn  of 
month.  The  above  aanual  dsta  are  averaies  of  Um 
monthly  data. 

Appendix  Tasuc  B.— rotoZ  charter  hire  paid 
to  V.  S.  Government  by  VuiUd  State*  ship 
operators,^  1948-5Z 

Chmrter 

Calendar  year:  afrepaUf 

1948 $84, 942. 410 

1949 89.400,342 

1950 14. 667. 488 

1951 as.  916.  490 

1952 IS.  046.  660 

Total 185.  862,  278 

1  Source:  XT.  S.  Maritime  Administration, 
Washington.  IX  C.  July  21.  1984. 


Letter  Frosi  Seaator  Reyaolds  Rcfanbq; 
Reqaests  for  GovcnaMBl 
to  the  Aatmaobfle  ladnsixy 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  SAM  W.  REYNOLDS 


IN  TBS  SENATK  Of  THK  UMITED  8TATXS 

Thuradaw.  August  12, 1954 

Mr.  REYNOIXM3.  Mr.  President,  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Nebraska,  like 
many  other  Senators,  has  been  Uterally 
bombcuded  in  the  last  few  days  with 
ccHnmunications  from  automobile  deal- 
ers, relative  to  a  bill  known  as  the  boot- 
leg bill. 

My  reply  to  those  communications 
sets  forth  my  views  on  the  proposition  of 
an  industry's  running  to  the  Oovem- 
ment whenever  that  Industry  has  a 
problem  which  it  cannot  solve  within  its 
own  ranks. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  my 
letter  on  that  subject  printed  in  the 

RXCOBS. 

There  being  no  obJectiCKi.  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Bac- 
OBO.  as  follows: 


Thla  win  acknowledge  your 
ttve  to  S.  SSOS.  having  to  do  wtth 
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August  12 


pr«r»l«nt  In  the  •utomobU* 
indnatry. 

Hm  OTttw  Jim  Iseen  tngagMl  In  the  coal 
buataiMi  for  4S  jaaxB.  No  great  indus^  baa 
tMea  placuad  with  euttbioat  competition 
and  nilnoua  trade  praetioea  more  than  baa 
tbe  ooal  Indoafery- 

In  19S7.  tlila  great  Indnstry  threw  In  the 
towd  and  came  rtmntng  to  Uncle  Sam  crying 
forbelp.  In  effect.  It  said  to  its  Qovtrnment, 
"We  have  neither  the  courage  nor  the  abil- 
ity to  aoive  our  own  proUeme.  We  abdicate 
the  rights  of  free  American  btialneBsmen  to 
run  their  own  affairs,  the  rights  under  which 
our  forebears  built  a  great  Industry.  We 
ask  tbe  OoTcrnment  to  take  over  and  run  the 
coal  business.  Let  your  bureaucrats  write 
the  rules  and  regulations." 

The  result  was  the  infamoiis  Ouffey  Coal 
Act  ot  1987.  Vcntimately,  that  act  expired 
in  S  years  under  its  own  terms.  Five  years 
was  enoi^.  Never  again  will  we  coalmen 
ask  tbe  Oovemment  to  solve  problems  which 
should  be  solved  within  our  own  industry, 
and  solved  without  vlolaUon  of  antitrust 
laws. 

I  will  oppose  any  bill  which  comes  to  the 

Senate  as  a  result  of  some  Industry  running 

to  Dnele  Sam  for  help  becaiise  it  is  unable 

to  control  bad  practices  within  its  own  ranks. 

Tours  very  truly, 

Sam  W.  Rmrouia, 
Vnited  States  Senator,  Neltraaka. 


AducremeBts  of  the  83d  Concrets 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  S.  J.  CRUMPACKER,  JR. 

or  INDIANA 
IN  THB  HOUSE  OP  BEPRESENTAITVES 

Thursday.  August  12, 1954 

Mr.  CRX7MPACKER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Republican  83d  Congress  has  established 
an  outstanding  record  of  legislative 
achievement.  Although  handicapped  by 
Hu  fact  that  the  Republicans  held  only 
a  slim  majority  in  the  House  and  for  a 
time  were  in  a  minority  in  the  Senate, 
a  major  irartion  of  President  Eisen- 
hower's program  has  been  enacted. 

The  New  Deal  spendtag  spree  has  been 
halted;  inflation  has  been  checked;  so- 
cial security  benefits  have  been  ex- 
panded; home  ownership  has  been  made 
easier;  farm  prices  are  being  stabilized; 
the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  is  on  the  road 
to  reality;  Communists  and  security  risks 
have  been  expelled  from  Oovemment; 
and  the  people  at  long  last  have  seen 
honesty  and  integrity  restored  in  Wash- 
ington. Above  all.  the  Nation  is  at  peace. 
The  Donocrats  did  succeed  in  killing 
some  segments  of  the  Eisenhower  pro- 
gram: the  right  of  18-year-olds  to  vote., 
statehood  for  Hawaii,  health  reinsurance, 
and  revision  of  the  Taft-HarUey  Act. 

The  foimdatUm  of  the  Eiseidiower 
program  ha«  been  laid.  Our  economy 
has  been  placed  flrihly  on  the  pathway 
of  American  enterprise  after  20  years  of 
straying  off  Into  leftwing  experiments. 
A  new  apimMtch  has  been  made  to  the 
Lincoln  doctrine  of  government  of,  by, 
and  for  the  people. 

The  record  of  accomplishments  of  the 
RepuUican  83d  Congress  is  a  long  one, 
but  here  is  a  summary  of  its  major 
achleveiiMnts: 

The  fighting  has  been  stopped  in  Korea 
and  today  no  American  lives  are  being 


lost  or  endangered  in  wars  anywhefe  in 
the  world. 

We  have  strengthened  our  deltense 
structure  while  cutting  the  cost  o(  its 
maintenance  by  billions. 

A  firm,  consistent  foreign  policy,  based 
on  the  principle  of  collective  security, 
guides  our  path  toward  a  Just  and  lasting 
peace. 

Rigid  economy  and  elimination  of 
waste  in  the  Federal  household  has  cut 
Government  spending  by  billions. 

This  has  made  possible  the  greatest 
tax  reduction  program  in  history,  with 
savings  of  $7.4  billion  to  individuals  and 
business,  the  lion's  share  going  to  the 
people  themselves. 

We  have  halted  Inflation,  preserving 
the  value  of  the  dollar. 

Controls  are  gone.  | 

The  social-security  system  has  been 
broadened  and  benefits  increased. 

Home  ownership  is  encouraged  by  the 
new  Housing  Act  which  corrects  abuses 
in  existing  law,  expands  the  mortgage 
credit  system,  and  provides  for  alum 
clearance. 

Develoi»nent  of  the  St.  Lawrence  Sea- 
way project,  stripped  of  frills,  is  assured 
by  action  of  the  83d  Congress. 

Contending  with  weaknesses  in  the 
farm  program,  this  Congress  has  moved 
to  insure  agriculture  its  fair  share  of  the 
national  income.  Immediate  needs  have 
been  accommodated  with  laws  dealing 
with  such  problems  as  surpluses  and 
drought. 

Fourteen  major  reorganization  plans 
to  Increase  efficiency  and  promote  eoon- 
omy  in  the  Federal  Government  are  in 


operation,  and  a  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  has  b0en  ele- 
vated to  cabinet  status. 

More  than  200,000  unnecessairy  jobs 
have  been  abolished  from  the  Federal 
payroll.  ' 

Internal  security  has  been  tl|:htened 
and  new  weapons  have  been  forged  for 
use  by  the  Department  of  Justice  in  its 
war  against  traitors. 

We  are  getting  more  govemmetit  back 
home  and  we  have  moved  to  take  govern- 
ment out  t>t  competition  with  private 
enterprise. 

This  record  adds  up  to  good  steward- 
ship— the  kind  that  should  merit  con- 
tinued confidence  and  support  of  the 
American  people. 


Public  Opinion 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  FRANK  C.  OSMERS,  JR. 

or  NZW  JXXSKT 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTAtTVBS 
Thursday.  August  12,  1954 

Mr.  OSMERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  June 
I  mailed  100.000  questionnaires  to  voters 
in  the  Ninth  Congressional  District  of 
New  Jersey,  which  I  represent.  About 
15,000  replies  have  already  been  received 
and  because  of  the  interest  amon:;  Mem- 
bers in  public  opinion,  under  unanimous 
consent,  I  insert  the  questions  and  the 
percentages  of  the  replies  thus  far  re- 
ceived.    They  follow; 


RtcapHnlation 


Do  you  favor—       | 


Yes 


o  ^inW*'?  ""J?  MPosnre  of  Communists  in  aovemment? 

2.  Senator  McCarthy's  methods?  

3.  Outlawing  the  Communist  Party."  " 

4.  Lowering  th«  voting  flfifp  to  18'.'  ~ " 

6.  Universal  milit Try  training?  " " 

6.  Statehood  for  Ahska? "" " - 

7.  Statehood  for  Hawnii?... " " 

8.  Pay  raisw  for  postal  and  FedVraiVmpIoveos''  

in   ?*'if°*  J?*  P<*^'  ^^  ^  "I'^'^r  thP  postal  defiif "" 

10.  Kndlng  Government  competition  with  priv-itc  tu^^inr.ss' 

in    J^^e'.teriffs  even  if  some  Ameriran  indu.^trv  is  hurt' " 

12.  deferring  income  tax  cuts  until  budget  is  baianeed'  

13.  Changmg  the  Taft-Hartley  Act?  

If  answer  is  "yes":  

Change  to  favor  labor? ,„  , 

_  Change  to  favor  management?  '"'* J?,,  J 

\\'  ?^J'»^'on  of  workers  pension  and  wplfare  f umli'         -  w.i 

15.  Bocul  security  for  fdl  not  now  covered'*  " 

16.  Pay  raises  for  Congressmen?.  *  " 

JI"  m^"""®  t9»  deduction  for  depreciafion'on  home* " "" 

18.  i  ne  record  of  the  Eisenhower  administration''       


No 


96.0 
4Z6 

ftS.  H 
27.4 
M).  3 
7r.  I 
77.."; 
.'«.  l» 
71.  1 
71.  4 
48.  « 

(■)=;  (I 

5U.  0 


73.4 
74  7 

•y  f) 
65.9 


3.S 
51.0 
22.9 
64.0 
13.0 
13.2 
13.3 
26.6 
19.  .5 
10.4 
3ft.9 
27.4 
37.3 


14.0 
15.4 
22.6 
IftO 
19. 1 


l^tadfcided 


O.A 
&4 

8.5 

a« 

6.7 

ia7 

9.3 
14.5 

6.4 

9.3 
13.6 

7.6 
117 


n.7 

9.9 
13.8 

8.4 
l&O 


Potlal  Pay  Increases 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  JOHN  V.  BEAMER 

OF  INSIAKA 

m  THE  HOUSE  or  REPRESENTA-nVEj 

Thursday.  August  12, 1954 

Mr.  BEAMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  sup- 
ported H.  R.  9245.  the  Corbett  bill,  in  its 
original  form  and  signed  discharge  peti- 
tion No.  9  in  its  behalf. 

Then,  when  it  seemed  possible  that  «he 
Congress  might  adjourn  before  action 
could  be  taken  on  that  bill.  I  voted  lor 
the  bill  c<Hnbining  salary  raise  and  poet- 


age  increase  with  the  feeling  that  the 
postal  employees  were  entitled  to  some 
consideration. 

Since  this  particular  measure  was 
brought  out  under  suspension  of  rules, 
two-thirds  vote  of  the  Membens  was 
necessary  and  the  bill  failed  to  pass. 

However,  the  Congress  was  delayed 
In  its  adjournment  plans  and  tlius  on 
Monday,  August  9,  the  original  Oorbett 
bill.  H.  R.  9245.  came  to  the  Hoiisc  for 
vote.  It  was  approved  and  again  I  sup- 
ported this  salary  increase- 

The  bill  also  provides  for  a  strldy  of 
reclassification  and  personnel.  Sfeveral 
other  provisions  of  the  bill  were  fpr  the 
improvement  of  service  and  con4itions 
in  the  Post  Office  Department.    To  me 
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ttiese  ImproTMnents  are  worthy  and  a 
salary  increaae  was  due  tbe  postal 
people.  I  am  pleased  that  the  House  of 
Representattres  acted  before  tbe  Con- 
gress adjouxned. 


Confresnaaa  Haaler  Represcato  Worldaf 
People 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

or 

HON.  OAKLEY  HUNTER 

Om  CAUFOBXIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRBSENTATTVEB 

Thursday.  August  12. 1954 

Mr.  HUNTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the 
Representative  in  Congress  from  the 
12th  California  District,  I  believe  it  is 
important  that  I  report  to  the  people 
of  my  district  on  legislative  activities 
which  affect  them  and  my  action  on 
such  issues.  The  vast  majority  of  these 
people  are  conscientious,  thrifty,  ener- 
getic persons  who  work  hard  at  their 
jobs  to  earn  their  livelihood.  Some  of 
them  have  passed  their  productive  years 
and  have  retired  after  a  lifetime  of  labor. 

Because  these  people  are  working,  or 
have  worked  and  are  retired.  I  intend 
to  discuss  at  this  time  legislation  of  spe- 
cial importance  to  them. 

TAX  ■■^Tww 

The  83d  Congress  completely  revised 
our  complicated  tax  structure,  closing 
numerous  loopholes  which  had  been  giv- 
ing unfair  advantages  to  the  rich,  and 
eliminating  or  lowering  many  taxes 
which  had  been  creating  a  real  hard- 
ship on  the  working  people.  More  than 
two-thirds  of  the  tax  relief  goes  to  wage 
earners,  families,  and  other  Individuals. 
I  supported  these  tax-relief  measures. 
This  is  the  biggest  tax  cut  in  ovu:  his- 
tory— nearly  $7%  billion. 

Specifically,  the  workingman  has  re- 
ceived tax  relief  through  drastically 
slashed  excise  taxes  on  drugstore  items, 
cosmetics,  baby  oils,  ladies'  handbags, 
telephone  bills,  and  numerous  other 
items.  The  10  percent  tax  on  home 
washing  machines  has  been  eliminated 
entirely.  This  means  that  when  you  go 
to  the  store,  you  have  more  to  spend  on 
yourself  and  your  family,  and  the  tax 
collector  gets  less  from  you.  Earlier 
this  year,  the  tax  bill  of  each  individual 
taxpayer  was  reduced  10  percent.  In 
addition,  the  new  tax-revision  bill  gives 
more  generous  deductions  for  medical 
expenses,  freedom  from  taxation  for  a 
retired  couple  if  they  have  $200  monthly 
pension  income,  and  children  working 
after  school  or  during  summer  vacation 
can  now  earn  more  than  $600  in  a  year 
and  still  be  listed  as  a  dependent.  Also. 
salesmen  have  fairer  means  of  comput- 
ing expenses,  thus  saving  money  under 
the  new  tax  law.  Working  widows  will 
be  permitted  to  deduct  the  cost  of  child 
care. 

HOSPRAUI  AMD  BXALTH 

The  83d  Congress  has  taken  Impor- 
tant and  vigorous  steps  to  promote  and 
protect  the  Nation's  health.  One  of  its 
first  acts  was  to  create  a  new  executive 


Department  of  Health.  Edncation,  and 
Welfare  with  Cabinet  rank. 

Legislation  has  been  passed  to  provide 
Federal  aid  In  the  constmction  of  public 
and  nonprofit  hospitals,  diagnostic  and 
treatment  centers,  rehabilitation  facili- 
ties, and  nursing  homes.  Research  into 
health  proialems  is  encouraged  through 
the  National  Heart  Institute  and  the 
National  Institute  of  Dental  Research. 
Additional  funds  have  been  appropri- 
ated to  expand  the  State-Federal  voca- 
tional rehabilitation  system,  which  Is 
designed  to  help  disabled  persons  to  be- 
come economically  Independent. 

A  new  law  aids  Federal  law  officers 
in  seizing  and  destroying  unsafe  fabrics 
used  in  certain  inflammable  cowboy  suits 
and  explosive  sweaters  which  have 
burned  many  children  in  home  acci- 
dents. It  is  now  also  against  the  law 
to  ship  dangerous  fireworks  into  any 
State  which  bans  their  sale. 

At  the  present  time.  Congress  is  con- 
sidering legislation  to  encourage  the 
establishment  or  expansion  of  voluntary 
private  health  insurance  plans — ^permit- 
ting a  broadening  of  their  coverage  in 
some  cases,  with  increased  protection, 
or  lower  rates  in  others.  Approximately 
92  million  Americans  are  already  cov- 
ered by  private  plans,  but  better  protec- 
tion is  needed,  particularly  against  long- 
term  illness.  This  legislation  has  had 
my  support. 

aCHOOLS  AND  DTTCATIOir 

Congress  has  authorized  an  extension 
of  the  program  of  assistance  In  construc- 
tion of  schools  in  crowded  defense  cen- 
ters and  other  areas  which  have  grown 
abnormally  because  of  Federal  activi- 
ties. C(mgress  has  also  granted  similar 
assistance  for  school  operating  expenses. 
Legislation  has  been  enacted  to  allow 
expanded  use  of  surplus  foods  in  the 
school-lunch  program. 

HOUSIMa 

The  Housing  Act  of  1954  will  raise 
housing  standards,  help  more  of  our  peo- 
ple to  acquire  homes,  assist  communities 
in  getting  rid  of  slums  and  in  improv- 
ing older  neighborhoods,  and  strengthen 
our  mortgage  credit  system.  In  the  fu- 
ture, the  new  law  will  also  stimulate  the 
Nation's  entire  economy,  particularly 
the  construction  industry. 

The  new  act  makes  it  possible  to  buy 
new  homes  under  FHA-insured  loans 
with  much  lower  down  payments.  For 
example,  on  a  $10,000  new  home  under 
FHA.  a  buyer  previously  had  to  make  a 
downpayment  of  $1,250.  Now  the  down- 
payment  Is  only  $700. 

BICHWATS 

The  new  highway  law  means  that  we 
in  the  12th  Congressional  District  can 
drive  our  cars  with  greater  convenience 
and  personal  safety.  Almost  all  of  our 
gasoline-tax  money  will  be  used  for 
highways  instead  of  l)eing  diverted  fbr 
other  uses.  CaUf  omla  gets  a  big  share 
of  funds  authorized  in  this  law  for  free- 
wasrs.  secondary  roads,  and  streets.  I 
cast  my  vote  for  more  and  better  roads 
for  my  district. 


Our  Nation's  war  veterans  will  have 
plenty  of  hospital  space  for  treatment 
required  as  a  result  of  service  to  our 


eovntry.  Ooogx««  has  provided  this 
year  for  a  reoord  number  of  beds  In  v«t- 
erans'  bo^ttals.  Last  year  I  Joined  with 
my  colleagues  in  voting  for  an  extaiBioa 
of  the  OI  bill  ctf  rlshts  for  veterans  oC 
the  Korean  war.  This  year,  as  in  Ift&l, 
I  voted  for  increases  in  rates  of  com- 
pcinaatton  and  penirions  payable  to  vet- 
ei«n8  and  th^r  dependents.  In  view  of 
the  present  cost  of  living,  these  increases 
were  necessary  and  reasonable. 
eoT^oncanmcFurm 

In  1951  Congress  gave  postal  wtn-kera 
and  classified  clvil-servlee  employees  a 
long-overdue  pay  raise.  Due  to  infla- 
tion, however,  the  ordinary  civilian  Fed- 
eral employee  today  is  economically 
worse  off  than  in  1939.  You  cannot  re- 
cruit or  keep  competent  employees  to 
conduct  the  business  of  the  United 
States  with  that  kind  of  ecoixmile  pros- 
pect confronting  them.  Aware  Ol  this 
situation.  I  have  supported  legislation 
this  year  providing  for  further  pay  in- 
creases. Government  employees  and 
others  living  on  fixed  incomes  can  be 
thankful  that  the  presmt  administra- 
tion has  brought  a  halt  to  the  dea^ 
spiral  of  constantly  climbing  prices. 

BAiLaoAD  MXTTwntmn 

New  legislation  enacted  by  the  House 
Uberalized  the  provisions  of  the  railroad 
retirement  system  by  reducing  Uie  eligi- 
bility age  of  widows  from  65  to  60.  raising 
maximimi  earnings  from  $75  to  $100, 
increasing  maximum  creditable  compen- 
sation from  $300  to  $350,  and  In  many 
other  ways.  In  the  meantime,  tbe  un- 
employment insurance  was  raised  from 
$7  to  $8.50  a  day.  I  supported  these 
provisions. 

■DnoBdnsna 

The  House  has  increased  social-secu- 
rity and  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
benefits  by  raising  benefit  amounts,  in- 
creasing the  earning  base,  eliminating 
the  5  lowest  years  of  eamings  in  com- 
puting averages,  raising  mlnlmimn  pri- 
mary insurance  amounts,  increasing 
maxlmtim  family  benefits  from  $168.79 
to  $200,  broadened  eoven«e.  and  ex- 
panded benefits  in  many  other  wasrs.  I 
have  supported  these  provisions  and 
have  personally  supported  Dr.  Francis 
Townsend  in  his  attempt  to  develop  an 
adequate  pay-as-you-go  pension  plan  to 
assure  our  senior  citizens  a  dignlfled 
standard  of  living. 


RfsrlrsMi  Man 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

or. 

HON.  HAROLD  D.  COOLET 

OF  irOCTH  CABOUXA 

m  THE  BOUSE  OP  BKPBEaBNTATIVBB 

r^nrsdaf ,  August  12. 19S4 

Mr.  COOUSY.  Mr  Speaker,  berewtth 
I  submit  for  tbe  Baooas  a  brteC  editorial 
about  a  remaikable  man  and  a  voT 
friendly  f dlow— a  man  who  has  eOlti- 
vated  tbe  sweet  flowers  of  titnuMilp 
tbroiqAMNit  bis  nattre  land  and  on  tar- 
distant  shores.  Wbererer  be  btas  tim^ 
eled,  at  borne  or  abroad,  bis 


BM 
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been  %  geidal  smile, 
opm  iMiirl  liM  been  his  pMVort  ftad  Ue 
thihifcfl— p  has  been  his  Tlsfc.  Real 
I  Are  prte^esi  end  real  Mends 
are  few.  bat  it  does  not  eost  much  to 
sBrite.  Bone  peoi^  are  too  bosj  to  be 
frfendlr.  too  biqwrtant  to  be  kind,  and 
too  siilltfi  even  to  smfle  or  to  qpeak  a 
klndlr  iwrd.  9era  is  a  man  who  has 
laberad  In  Um  laboratories  of  hie  Lord~ 
never  too  gveat  to  be  humMe,  nerer  too 
biii^  to  ba  Mai,  and  never  In  his  life 
has  he  bass  «iaiL 

Siafeir^totebanotbom  great.  n<»>  has 
greatneas  been  thrust  upon  hlin.  but  he 
has  aelrieved  jtiatness  In  the  fields  oC 
qT&rltoal,  civic  and  social  welfare  and 
has  endeared  himself  to  the  people  of  his 
nattfe  land.  He  ^  gseat.  not  because 
he  ia.a  phyaleal  giant  aiid  big.  tall  and 
Btrong.  but  merely  because  he  Is  a  gen- 
tle man  who  has  planted  seeds  of  friend- 
ili^  aloag  the  thoroughfares  of  life. 
All  wIm>  have  known  hbn  have  been  im- 
prssied  with  the  unaffected  el^rance 
atpdaiBiaUe  simpUcf^  of  his  manners. 

~"^  lonaricabte  man  of  whom  I 
la  James  A.  Vkrlejr.  known  every- 
jSiiJlm.  He  has  lived  a  long  and 
usslUI  ttfe.  but  he  shall  nevw  grow  oM 
because  he  Is  animated  by  the  spirit  of 
youtlL  He  has  liTed  wdl  and  magnifi- 
cently and  always  and  ever  he  has  lived 
above  the  fog  In  public  du^  and  in  pri- 
vate thtDddng.  Ftom  the  dawn  of  man- 
hood'a  mmning  to  the  golden  hours  of 
his  grMt  Ufe  he  has  been  inspired  by 
lofty  irtne^tos  and  high  ideals  and  at- 
twmlMtly  «  righteous  influence.  Surely 
hm^mtm0  right  to  exact  from  life  the 
nal  eoBapsMatkms  which  by  hltf  lif  e 
and  low  and  labor  he  has  so  richly 
earned.  Be  is  a  man  of  courage  and 
ocmvktion.  and  is  ronarkaUe  merely  be- 
cause of  the  life  he  has  lived.  In  poli- 
ties he  has  been  powerful;  in  public  of- 
flee  he  has  been  a  paragon. 

Perhaps  you  wander  why  I  am  having 
all  this  to  say.  Certainly  I  am  not  nom- 
inating Jim  nurley  for  pubUe  ofBce. 
ZMthsr  am  I  singing  a  political  swan 
maim,  and  surely  this  brief  tribute  is  not 
a  requiem.  Actually,  the  little  editorial 
in  the  Oas'umia  Gazette  pttmipted  me 
to  say  these  few  kind  words  about  Jim 
Farl^.  whose  friendship  most  all  of  us 
have  MiUoyed  through  the  years.  He 
has  walked  with  kings,  but  he  has  never 
lost  the  cxaamon  touch. 

-  Bbmabxabls  Man 

OongimtulatloiM  to  Belmont  Abbey  College 
fm  aaeurlng  Jamei  A.  Farley  me  the  principal 
speaker  for  the  aj^maehing  oommenoement 
eserdaes. 

Jim  Vtoley  la  one  ct  the  most  remarkaMe 
poUtlolaaa  In  American  history.  And  one 
of  the  most  remarkable  personalities  of  his 
generation. 

Mow  weU  in  his  serenOes.  and  «•  believe 
Hearing  80,  Jim  Farley  hap  changed  very 
little  In  appearance  in  the  last  20  years. 
Just  a  few  yean  ago  we  saw  him  marnhing 
with  the  Knights  of  Columbus  In  the  mam- 
moth parade  which  welcomed  Oen.  Douglas 
MaeArChur  to  Mew  Tcrk. 
.  Be  aarelMd  the  full  ft  miles  or  moca 
without  lalsrtng  a  step,  walking  as  ereot  and 
with  as  item  a  st^  as  the  youngaet  man  in 
the  erowOL 

tt  IMS  been  eald  that  Jim  Fteley  knows  at 
leasS'  UMMM  people  by  name,  knows  where 
they  eoasB  from  and  wliak  fhifr  budneas  la. 


We  ean  testify  to  the  fact  that  he  hajs  a 
most  remarkable  memory,  for  when  we  spoke 
to  him  at  a  dinner  in  New  York  several  y^ars 
ago,  he  boomed  out,  before  we  co\ild  tell  lilm 
who  we  were: 

'nauio.  Atkins.  How  are  things  in  Qas- 
tonlar* 

The  remarkable  thing  about  it  was  that!  we 
had  talked  with  him  only  briefly  when  he 
was  passlTig  through  Oastonia  some  IS  ytars 
before,  on  his  way  to  Newton  to  dedicate  a 
new  post  OfBce.  That  was  when  be  was 
serving  as  Postmaster  General  iinder  Presi- 
dent Franklin  Boceevelt. 

Farley  doesn't  brag  about  it,  or  claim  liny 
particular  moral  preeminence  for  It,  but  he 
has  never  taken  a  drink  or  smoked  in  his 
Ufe.  Unusual,  to  say  the  least,  for  a  natiobal 
politician. 

He  Is  really  an  outstanding  man,  and  per- 
haps tiM  nuxit  astute  politician  of  hla  day. 

We  welcome  him  to  Qaston  County  to 
address  the  graduates  at  Belmont  Abbey, 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  fine  and  friendly  edi- 
tor who  wrote  the  editorial  Remarkalsle 
Man  was  in  error  In  estimating  the  age 
of  the  man  about  whom  he  was  writing. 
Actually,  Jim  Farley  is  well  on  the  south 
side  of  3  score  years  and  10,  and  my 
tooAeSt  hope  is  that  he  shall  reach  100 
years  and  take  a  new  lease  on  life.  May 
Heaven's  blessings  attend  him  and  light 
his  pathways  through  many  years  to 
come. 


Coagretsaua  Yoang  WiU  Hold  Confer- 
cBcet  in  Nevada 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  CUFTON  (CLIFF)  YOUNG 

or  mcvADA 
IN  THX  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  12, 1954 

BCr.  TOUNO.  Mr.  Speaker,  sincf  I 
have  been  in  Congress  I  have  attempted 
to  keep  in  close  communication  with 
the  people  whom  I  represent 

Immediately  following  my  return  to 
Nevada,  I  will  make  an  official  business 
tour  of  the  17  coimties  In  my  State.  A 
tonporary  office  will  be  established  in 
various  communities,  and  local  citizens 
will  have  an  opportunity  to  confer  In- 
formally with  their  Representative  in 
C<mgre88.  A  member  of  my  Washington 
staff  will  accompany  and  assist  me. 

The  schedule  for  the  first  part  of  my 
tour  is  as  follows: 

Monday  and  Tuesday,  August  30  acnd 
31,  1954:  9  a.  m.  to  12  m.;  1  p.  m.  to 
5  p.  m..  Federal  courtroom.  Las  Vegaji. 

Thursday,  September  2,  1954:  9  a.  m. 
to  12  m.;  1  p.  m.  to  5  p.  m.,  Townsite  Ele- 
mentary School,  room  12,  Henderson. 

Friday,  September  3,  1954:  9  a.  m.  to 
12  m.;  1  p.  m:  to  5  p.  m.,  municipal  coun- 
cil chambers,  Boulder  City. 

Tuesday,  September  7.  1954:  1  p.  m. 
to  5  p.  m.;  7  p.  m.  to  10  p.  m.,  mayoir's 
office,  city  hall,  Sparks. 

Wednesday,  September  8. 1954:  9  a.  tn. 
to  12  m.,  courthouse,  Yerington. 

Wednesday.  September  8, 1954 :  2  p.  in- 
to 5  p.  m..  courthouse,  commissioner's 
room,  Hawthorne. 


Thursday,  September  9,  1954:  fl  a.  m. 
to  12  m.,  courthouse,  Fallon. 

Thursday,  September  9,  1954;  Sj  P.  m. 
to  5  p.  m.,  courthouse.  Carson  City. 

Friday  and  Saturday,  September  10 
and  11,  1954:  9  a.  m.  to  12  m.;  1  p,  m.  to 
5  p.  m..  courthouse,  commissioners' 
room,  Reno. 

No  appointments  are  necessafy  for 
these  conf eiences.  Any  or  all  of  my  con- 
stituents are  urged  to  meet  with  tne  on 
the  date  most  convenient  to  them  \o  dis- 
cuss problems  where  my  office  ma^  be  of 
assistance.  I  am  looking  forward  with 
enthusiasm  to  this  tour. 


Philippme-Americaa  Day 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARiLl 


ov 


Ri 


HON.  BARRATT  OIU 

or  nxiNois 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATtVES 

Thursday.  August  12,  1954 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  niinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
tomorrow  will  be  observed  in  Manila  and 
on  the  islands  of  the  Philippines  as 
Philippine-American  Day,  markiag  the 
55th  anniversary  of  the  inauguration  of 
relations  between  the  PhlUppinOB  and 
the  United  States  of  America. 

As  the  last  veteran  of  the  Spanish- 
American  War  in  this  body.  I  have  an 
especial  interest  In  this  anniversary. 
When  the  Maine  was  sunk  in  liabana 
Harbor  on  February  15,  1898.  the  l^hilip- 
pines  were  under  the  cruel  yoke  of  Span- 
ish rule.  Then  came  our  war  with  Spain 
and  shortly  after  the  declaration  of  hos- 
tilities Dewey  and  the  American  Fleet 
on  that  memorable  1st  of  May  of  1898 
started  the  islands  on  the  road  to  9  long- 
dreamed -of  but  insufferably  long-|lenied 
freedom.  It  is  to  the  eternal  credit  of 
the  United  States  that  our  pledge  of 
Filipino  independence  was  kept  with 
fidelity.  It  is  to  the  eternal  credit  of 
the  people  of  the  Philippines  that  in  the 
hour  of  our  need  their  friendship  to  us 
was  proved  to  the  utmost.  Whiatever 
the  future  has  in  store  for  this  w^rld  of 
ours  we  may  be  certain  that  through- 
out the  years  and  centuries  the  people 
of  the  Philippines  and  the  people  {Of  the 
United  States  will  stand  together  as 
brothers  on  the  firm  foundation  of  a 
friendship  tried  and  proved. 

We  wish  for  President  Ramon  Mag- 
saysay  an  administration  of  brilliant  ac- 
complishment and  for  the  men,  wfomen. 
and  children  of  the  Republic  of  the  Phil- 
ippines all  the  blessing  of  a  benefvolent 
God  and  a  free  country. 

By  unanimous  consent,  I  am  extending 
my  remarks  to  include  the  proclaihation 
of  President  Magsaysay: 

PaocziAMATioir  No.  53  bt  thk  Paasm^wT  op 
TITE  Pkiupfinzs  Dcclaxin o  Attoust  1$.  19S4, 
PHIUPPlm-AMnUCAM    DAT 

Whereas  Augxut  13,  1899,  marked  tlie  offi- 
cial beginning  of  relations  betweeoi  the 
PhlUpplnea  and  the  United  Statee  and  the 
commencement  of  a  happy  and  mutuaUy 
profitable  association  between  FlUplnbs  and 
Americans: 
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Whereas  on  the  oceaslon  of  the  56th  snnl- 
Tersary  of  that  event.  It  Is  appropriate  that 
the'two  peoples  renew  and  further  strengthen 
the  bonds  that  bind  them  In  view,  particu- 
larly, of  the  prevailing  critical  world  condi- 
tions that  threaten  their  security  and  the 
democratic  Institutions  tbat  they  have 
Jointly  developed  and  stanchly  defended  at 
the  coat  of  their  reeouroee  and  blood: 

Whereas  It  Is  meet  and  proper  that  this 
historic  event  In  the  Uvea  of  the  two  nations, 
loyal  partners  In  the  active  defense  of  free- 
dom, be  properly  commemorated  so  that  It 
may  ever  remain  a  source  of  Inspiration  In 
the  noble  effort  to  Insure  the  success  and 
permanence  of  the  free  and  democratic  en- 
terprises In  which  they  are  engaged  and 
which  constitute  their  contribution  to  the 
peace  of  the  world  and  the  happinesft  of 
mankind:  and  ' 

Whereas  it  Is  desirable  that  the  two  peoples 
be  afforded  every  opportunity  to  get  together 
on  an  intimate  basis  and  encouraged  to  find 
a  common  medium  for  the  friendly,  intelli- 
gent, and  unselfish  appraisal  of  the  problems 
as  well  as  the  advantages  that  arise  from 
their  present  relationship,  always  in  a  spirit 
of  cooperation  and  with  due  regard  for  each 
other's  rights,  interests,  and  aspirations; 

Now,  therefore,  I,  Ramon  Magsaysay,  Presi- 
dent of  the  Philippines,  do  hereby  declare 
August  is,  1964,  as  Philippine-American  Dey. 
I  call  upon  all  our  people  and  all  Americans 
residing  within  Philippine  territory  to  ob- 
serve this  date  with  appropriate  ceremonies 
designed  to  promote  mutual  luiderstandlng 
and  helpfulness  and  to  enhance  the  practical 
significance  of  the  intimate  association  exist- 
ing between  Plllplnos  and  Americans  and 
between  the  Oovernment  of  the  RepubUc  of 
the  Philippines  and  the  Government  of  the 
Republic  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
I  especially  call  on  all  civic,  business,  re- 
ligious, and  service  organizations  and  schools, 
both  puUlc  and  private,  to  devote  this  date 
to  exercises  calculated  to  advance  knowledge 


and  wider  appreciation  of  the  value  <a  Phmp- 
plne-Amerlcan  relationship  and  of  the  bene- 
fits derived  from  It. 

In  witness  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  set 
my  hand  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  BepubUo 
of  the  PhUlpplnes  to  be  affixed. 

Done  in  the  city  of  Manila,  this  2»th  day 
of  July,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1954,  and 
of  the  Independence  of  the  PhUlpplnes,  the 

Ramon  MAOSATaAT, 

President  o/  the  Philippines. 
By  the  President: 

Fksd  Rutz  Castvo, 
Executive  Secretary. 


Eif bty-tlurd  Gmfress  ApproprUtioas 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  CUFF  aEVENGER 

or  OHIO 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  RXPRESENTATTVIS 

Thur^ay,  August  12, 1954 

Mr.  CLEVENOER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
one  big  promise  the  Republican  Party 
made  to  the  people  2  years  ago  was  to 
cut  unnecessary  spending,  deficit  financ- 
ing, and  arrest  the  rapid  deflation  of  our 
dollar  and  cut  our  taxes. 

The  first  must  come  from  saving 
through  less  spending;  the  next,  stop- 
ping inflation  through  checking  the 
great  b(HTowing  in  excess  of  national 
abiUty  to  pay  more  taxes. 

What  Is  the  record  of  the  83d  Repub- 
lican Congress? 


8M  Cong. 

Budget  estimate 

ations  Committee 
recommcDdation 

Approved 

Decrease  below 
budget  estimated 

1st  seas     .. 

|68.>'21.899.«38 
50, 23ii,  Mm.  W£ 

$.<n.fl8».7m.  190 

4«,  780,  anO,  709 

«M,  sag.  342, 401 
47, 642. 131. 20fi 

-114,082,557,147 
-2, 59ft,  4ie,  780 

3d  seas 

It  will  be  noted  from  the  above  that 
the  reductions  in  the  Truman  budget 
estimates  in  the  1st  session  of  the  83d 
Congress  totaled  $14,082,557,147.  The 
reduction  for  the  2d  session  totaled 
$2,596,459,780.  The  total  appropriations 
for  the  last  session  of  the  82d  Congress 


exceeded  $75  bilUon.  The  following 
table  shows  the  reductions  recommended 
by  my  subcommittee  for  the  State  De- 
partment. Commerce  Department,  and 
the  United  States  Information  Admin- 
istraticm: 


Bill 


Ptalp,  Justice,  and  Commerce,  fisoU  year,  1054 

The  supplemontii],  1054 

Stiitr,  Jusllor,  ("ommerce,  and  USIA,  fiscal  year,  1055. 
The  supplemental,  1065 

Total - 


Budget 
estimate 


11, 400.  404,  5!  5 

147.854,043 

1, 313.  eao.  060 

120. 305. 74(5 


3,  Oeo,  575, 263 


House  sub- 
committee rec- 
ommendation 


$1,143. 146,  712 

72,018,242 

1,146,088,000 

23.201.207 


2, 385, 444, 251 


Decrease 

below 
estimate 


-$326.  347,  803 

-75.8:i5.800 

-166,032,060 

-106.014.440 


-675,131,012 


Prom  the  above  table  it  will  be  seen 
that  the  State,  Justice,  and  Commerce 
Departments  subcommittee,  of  which  it 
is  my  privilege  to  be  chairman,  made  one 
of  the  deepest  percentage  cuts  of  any 
committee. 

The  men  on  my  committee,  Mr. 
CouDERT,  Mr.  Bow,  and  Mr.  Coon — and 
for  the  most  part  sustained  by  the  three 
from  the  minority  party,  Mr.  Roohkt, 
Mr.  Preston,  and  Mr.  Sikks — and  the 
members  of  the  full  Committee  on  Ap- 


propriations all  deserve  the  thanks  of 
the  American  taxpayers  everywhere. 
This  subcommittee  recommended  reduc- 
tions of  more  than  $675  million  below 
the  budget  estimates,  which  represent  a 
reduction  of  over  22  percent. 

Every  time  an  appropriations  request 
is  reduced  those  responsible  therefor  are 
severely  criticized.  It  is  a  thanklewi  task, 
but  one  which  must  be  done  if  this  great 
Nation  is  to  remain  solvent. 


Report  ta  dw  Pcopla  al  ftt  Fovtk 
grestioaal  District  of  l^scoasia — My 
Racord  and  Volas  aa  Major  bsaes  la 
tkc  83d  CoagnsB 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  CLEMENT  J.  ZABLOCKI 

or  wiaooitaiM 

IN  THX  HOUSE  OF  RXPRKDENTATIVB 

Thursday,  August  12.  1954 

Mr.  ZABLOCKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  2d 
session  of  the  83d  Congress  is  coining  to 
an  end.  It  is  timely,  therefore,  to  pause 
for  a  moment,  survey  the  past  2  years, 
and  see  what  this  Congress  has  achieved, 
and  where  it  has  failed. 

We  must  look  at  the  record,  and  0(mi- 
pare  the  promises  made  during  the  past 
election  campaign  with  the  performance 
of  the  83d  Congress.  Such  stock-taking 
will  help  us — and  help  all  the  people  of 
the  United  States — to  evaluate  the  work 
of  our  elected  Representatives.  It  will 
help  to  elect  a  good  Consrress  for  1955-56. 
This  report  to  the  people  of  the  Fourth 
Congressional  District  of  Wisconsin  deals 
with  the  work  of  the  83d  Congress.  It 
covers  the  major  issues  considered  by 
Congress  during  the  past  2  years,  and 
shows  my  stand  and  votes  on  those  quaS'- 
Uons. 

I  realize  full  well  that  my  legislatlTO 
record  may  not  please  each  and  every  one 
of  my  constituents.  That  is  to  be  ex- 
pected in  a  democracy,  where  each  and 
every  one  of  us  has  the  right  to  his  own 
opinion — a  right  that  we  must  always 
respect  and  safeguard. 

Nevertheless.  I  beUeve  that  the  voters 
have  the  right  to  know  how  thdr  Rep- 
resentatives voted  on  Issues  of  impor- 
tance to  our  Nation.  For  tbat  reason.  I 
have  always  reported  to  my  constituency 
on  my  actions  as  their  Congressman.  I 
want  the  people  of  the  Fourth  Congres- 
sional District  of  Wisconsin  to  know  that 
I  have  conscientiously  tried  to  represent 
them  to  the  best  of  my  abiUty. 
Founcs  aiTD  ksautt 
The  1st  session  of  the  83d  Congress 
described  in  detail  in  my  1953  report — 
acquired  the  "do  nothing"  tag.  The 
second  session  produced  a  more  palatable 
record,  as  shown  In  the  table  at  the 
end  of  this  report.  Nevertheless,  one 
brutal  fact  remains  clear:  the  legisla- 
tive program  of  the  present  adminis- 
tration thus  far  has  been  i^ither  bold, 
inspiring,  d3mamic.  nor  very  important. 
Aside  from  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway,  the 
meager  accomplishments  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress boil  down  to  the  passage  of  routine 
housekeeping  bills — such  as  the  annual 
appropriations — and  to  the  extension, 
with  minor  modifications,  of  long-exist- 
ing programs  developed  by  past  admin- 
istrations— ^for  instance,  social  security. 
Federal  aid  to  highways,  airports,  hos- 
pitals, and  other  programs. 

As  I  already  noted,  the  passage  of  the 
St.  Lawrence  Seaway  bill  was  a  note- 
worthy accomplishment  However,  only 
after  Congress  follows  thzou^  with 
additional  legislation  and  appropriatians 
necessary  to  oompl^e  the  project,  will 
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aiwvhitliwayoCi 

llMtftlUkd  of   AmawJlCTt  930A  *^*^>   A^l^yttl^ 

Ooean  taeome  »  reality*  ^nie  aeawsy, 
f «>  irhldi  ire  in  Wlaeonrin  li»Te  f otn^t 
80  tong,  can  prove  of  trenaendouB  beoeAt 
to  our  entire  Natiim. 

Lest  we  fmvet,  however,  the  American 
pe(9ie  were  promised  manifold  other 
blenlnge  dming  the  1952  election  cam- 
PKicn  Iqr  tfae  glib  and  generous  Repub- 
lican eandldatea. 

TtM  QC^  spdktBBUin  pledged,  for  in- 
stance, to  cut  Federal  pending  by  $15 
to  $30  bUhoa  to  balance  the  budget  and 
to  reduce  the  national  debt.  Yet  dur- 
ing fiscal  year  1953  the  national  debt 
increased  by  $7  billion;  another  $5  billion 
were  added  to  it  during  fiscal  year  1954. 
and  It  appears  that  the  Qovemment  will 
conttnue  to  (^Derate  in  the  red  through 
the  rest  of  this  year  and  into  1955. 

Daring  tte  past  campaign  the  Repub- 
Ueans  made  many  extravagant  charges 
about  the  "mess"  In  Washington.  Upon 
being  elected  to  ofllee  they  found  them- 
selves In  an  embarrassing  situation:  not 
only  wexe  they  unable  to  substantiate 
most  of  thdr  accusations,  but  in  addi- 
timi.  they  were  harassed  by  exposes  of 
their  own  *'4-pereenter8."  of  corruption 
in  the  Justice  Department,  and  scandals 
in  the  fMeral  Housing  Administration. 

It  was  then  that  the  Nation  witnessed 
a  Shameful  display  in  which  Qovemment 
oHkials.  ted  by  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States,  began  to  pervert  and 
twist  facts  to  save  face.  The  biggest 
abases  were  perpetrated  in  the  name  of 
internal  security.  Max  who  died,  men 
who  resigned  from  Qovemment  service 
for  personal  reasons,  men  who  were  fltred 
for  idatn  inefflciraey,  and  many  others 
were  branded  as  subversives  and  included 
In  the  Infamous  list  of  "2,000  cleaned-out 
subventves.'* 

it  was  only  after  minority  Repre- 
aentatlves  and  the  press  began  to  demand 
and  facts  that  this  fraud  was 


CLAVBTtMUm 

The  8Sd  Congress  win  be  especially  re- 
membered for  the  shameless  giveaway  of 
our  natiODal  xesourees. 

The  first  bte  giveaway  came  with  the 
passage  of  the  so-caUed  tidelands  oil 
bill,  i^ich  gave  to  a  few  States  our 
natlcmal  oil  resources  located  under  the 
marginal  sea.  valued  at  between  $70  and 
$aeo  bUlion.  The  oil  interests  tried  im- 
sooeesBfully  to  secure  access  to  these 
Federal  resources  for  over  10  years.  The 
Republican  majority  in  the  83d  Congress 
aiHHoved  this  giveaway,  and  the  Presi- 
dent signed  it. 

Then  came  the  betrayal  at  Hells  Can- 
ytm.  the  authorisation  for  the  disposal 
ot  U  Government-owned  S3mthetic-rub- 
ber  plants  to  private  Interests  for  a  frac- 
tion of  their  cost,  the  raid  on  our  public 
grazing  lands,  the  hunber  giveaway,  the 
sellout  at  magara.  the  natural-gas 
"steal."  the  atomic-energy  deal— Involv- 
ing a  $12  billion  Investment  of  the  tax- 
payer's money — and  other  "fast  shuffles." 

To  be  certain,  we  managed  to  block 
some  giveaways,  to  slow  down  and  dis- 
courage others.  The  fact  remains,  how- 
ever, that  since  the  Teapot  D(une  scandal 
In  the  early  1920'8,  there  has  been  noth- 


ing in  our  history  to  compare  with  tShe 
record  of  the  83d  Congress  and  our 
present  administration  in  the  bartertag 
away  of  public  resources. 

Under  the  guise  of  getting  the  Gov- 
ernment out  of  business,  resources  aDd 
develt^nnents  in  which  billions  of  tax 
dollars  have  been  Invested  were  oflefed 
in  "cut  rate"  deals  to  big  business.  To 
paraphrase  a  well-known  idiom,  "never 
has  so  much  been  done  for  so  few.  aa:id 
SO  little  for  so  many." 

HXAI.TH,  KOUCATIOK,  AND  SECTTRITT 

Defying  old  traditions,  a  number  of 
GOP  Representatives  Joined  with  the 
Democrats  this  year  in  pressing  for  new 
amendments  to  the  Social  Security  Act. 
The  1954  amendments  grant  modest  in- 
creases m  the  rates  of  benefits,  extemd 
the  coverage  of  the  program,  and  intro- 
duce a  number  of  minor  improvements 
in  the  law. 

While  this  legislation  is  neither  orig- 
inal nor  adequate — especially  with  re- 
gard to  the  much-needed  lowering  of 
retirement  age  for  women  workers  and 
the  extension  of  insurance  benefits  to 
disabled  persons — it  represents  a  step  in 
the  right  direction. 

Among  other  programs  continued  by 
the  83d  Congress  were  the  extension  of 
Federal  aid  for  construction  of  medical 
facilities;  aid  for  the  improvement  of 
vocaUonal  rehabilitation  services  to 
handicaroed  persons;  aid  to  schools  in 
defense  areas;  assistance  to  construction 
industry  and  Federal  Insiu-ance  of  home 
mortgages. 

Little  was  done  to  enact  a  realistic 
program  of  school  construction  ass^t- 
ance.  or  to  aid  families  submitted  to 
hardship  because  of  illnesses.  Last  year, 
8  million  American  families  went  into 
debt  for  over  $1  billion  to  pay  for  medi- 
cal bills.  Five  himdred  thousand  fami- 
lies had  medical  expenses  which  equaled 
or  exceeded  their  income. 

The  administration's  attempt  to  rem- 
edy this  problem  by  having  the  Govern- 
ment underwrite  certain  health  insar- 
ance  losses  of  private  companies  was 
blocked  In  the  House.  The  majority  of 
Representatives  felt  that  the  admincis- 
tratlon's  health  reinsurance  bill  was  in- 
adequate to  meet  our  people's  needs,  and 
that  it  could  enrich  certain  insurance 
companies  with  "windfall  profits." 

IH«  "TSXCKUE-DOWN"  POUCT 

In  reviewing  the  tax  situation,  we 
must  keep  one  thing  clear:  The  auto- 
matic 10-percent  tax  cut  which  went  into 
effect  on  January  1.  1954.  was  approved 
by  the  Democratic  82d  Congress  aoid 
signed  by  President  Truman.  This  is 
the  only  tax  relief  which  benefits  the 
average  taxpayer  to  any  appreciable  ex- 
tent— ^in  addition,  the  82d  Congress 
provided  for  automatic  cuts  in  excess 
profits;  corporation,  excise,  and  other 
tax  rates.  Increased  temporarily  to  piay 
for  defense  rearmament  after  the  out- 
break of  the.  Korean  conflict. 

The  tax  bill  sponsored  by  the  present 
administration  and  approved  by  the  aOd 
Congress  gives  very  Uttle  relief  to  tbe 
average  taxpayer.  Eighty  percent  of 
our  people  earn  less  than  $5,000  a  year. 
This  vast  majority  will  receive  a  $311 
million  tax  reduction  under  the  admin- 


istration's bill.  This  amounts  to  9  per- 
cent of  the  total  tax  relief  provided  for 
in  the  1954  Republican  tax  cut. 

Corporations  and  Individuals  earning 
over  $5,000  a  year  will  receive  91  p^*cent 
of  the  tax  relief  provided  for  in  the  $3.3 
bUlion  GOP  tax  bill.  This  is  what  is 
known  as  the  "trickle  down"  policsr,  un- 
der which  tax  concessions  are  mltde  to 
the  well-to-do  with  the  hope  that  they 
will  seep  through  to  those  below. 

Together  with  a  nimiber  of  my  Demo- 
cratic colleagues,  I  worked  for  an  in- 
crease in  the  individual  tax  exemption 
which  wotild  benefit  all  taxpayers,  In- 
stead of  just  a  few.  Our  efforts  to  in- 
crease individual  tax  exemption,  to  a 
minimum  of  $700  did  not  meet  with 
much  success.  i 

WHAT  ABOT7T  WOKKBtSt 

The  Republican  campaign  pledge  for 
a  revision  of  the  Taft-Hartley  Act  was 
just  so  much  talk.  No  serious  effort  was 
made  by  the  majority  leadership  to  en- 
act the  needed  changes  in  our  labor  laws. 

The  majority  party  in  the  House  also 
defeated  all  attempts  to  extend  the  dura- 
tion of  Jobless  benefits,  and  to  Increase 
their  rates.  A  token  gesture  was  subse- 
quently made  to  extend  the  coverage  of 
the  unemployment  comftensation  pro- 
gram. 

In  spite  of  the  high  cost  of  living,  and 
the  appreciable  level  of  imemployment, 
little  was  done  to  combat  these  problems. 
In  fact,  the  GOP  leadership  in  the  Sen- 
ate overwhelmingly  refused  money  for  a 
committee  on  consiuner  interests,  which 
was  to  investigate  middleman  profiteer- 
ing and  the  reasons  for  the  wide  g$p  be- 
tween farm  income  and  consumer  prices. 

Postal  and  other  classified  Federal  em- 
ployees received  the  "runaround"  in  the 
needed  cost-of-living  salary  adjust- 
ments. 

OTTt  rOKSGN  poLicr 

The  limitations  of  this  report  will  not 
permit  me  to  comment  on  all  the  issues 
considered  by  the  83d  Congress.  They 
are  listed,  however,  at  the  end  of  this 
resume.  Before  concluding,  I  want  to 
say  a  few  words  about  the  poor  perform- 
ance of  the  present  administration  in 
the  important  field  of  foreign  poUcy. 

All  of  us  will  long  remember  the  bit- 
ter criticisms  heaped  upon  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  past  administration  by  the 
Republicans.  We  will  also  recall  the 
GOP  campaign  assiirances  that  com- 
munism would  be  stopped  in  its  tracks, 
that  liberation  of  the  Soviet-dominated 
nations  would  be  at  hand,  and  that  our 
Nation  would  receive  a  new,  dynamic 
foreign  poUcy  as  soon  as  the  Republi- 
cans were  elected  to  office. 

The  miserable  and  even  tragic  record 
of  the  present  administration  in  the  field 
of  foreign  affairs  makes  mockery  of  those 
empty  promises. 

In  less  than  2  years.  Communists  have 
made  great  gains.  Their  hold  oq  one- 
half  of  Korea  was  sanctioned — at  least 
for  the  time  being — when  the  adminis- 
tration accepted  the  shaky  and  unsatis- 
factory truce.  The  Reds  then  took  over 
a  big  portion  of  Indochina,  while  our 
leaders  stood  by,  piously  pledging  that 
they  would  not  condone  any  agreements 
which  would  provide  for  the  enslavement 
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of  free  peoples.  In  the  meantime,  7 
million  Vietnamese  were  committed  into 
Communist  bondage  through  the  Indo- 
china armistice  agreement. 

What  is  even  more  tragic,  is  that  the 
imity  of  the  free  world  has  been  crum- 
bling under  the  inept  leadership  of  our 
Government  during  the  past  21  months. 
Further,  in  the  face  of  new  Communist 
advances,  our  administration  has  been 
cutting  back  our  military,  mutual  secu- 
rity, and  anti-Communist  propaganda 
appropriations. 


How  sadly  does  this  great  crusade  com- 
pare with  the  record  of  the  past  Demo- 
cratic administration  which  stopped 
communism  in  Greece,  Turkey,  Iran, 
and  Berlin;  which  blocked  Red  progress 
in  Europe  with  the  Marshall  plan  and 
the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organiza- 
tion; which  fostered  the  free  world  al- 
liance and  frustrated  Communist  plans 
for  the  underdeveloped  areas  through 
the  point  4  programs  and  which  led  in 
stopping  Communist  aggression  in 
Korea. 


Voting  record,  8Sd  Cong. 


Ptand 


Vof*d  for 

VnlH  for 

VoU-*!  acainst . 

Vouil  for 

VoUvl  for 

VotttI  for 

VoU'fl  for 

Vot«'<l  for 


Voted  npalnst 
Votfd  against 

Voted  for 

Voted  for 

Voted  for 

Voto'l  for 

Voted  for , 

\oti-d  for 


Issiie 


INTBRNATIONAL  ArtklKB 

Miituftl  se«irity  projram  ' 

Renewal  of  the  nTiprocal  trade  affrwmeiit*  program  ' 

lligh-tarifT  einii>son  bill 

.Siiiii>lifieation  of  TniUMl  States  customs  i<rooedures  ' 

Kinerpenry  Mirration  Aet  (n-fuew  ndief  bill) 

Makiiie  asrioultiiral  stirnlusi'S  availabk'  to  iic«Hly  nations 

Kesoliition  oin>osine  admission  of  Red  China  to  the  Tnited  Nations'. 
Kfsolutiou  condemning  Soviet  enslavement  of  free  peojiles 


KATIOSAL  nEfENSE  AND  rNTERNAI.  SErVRirT 


Vote<1  frr 

V()I(><1  for 

Voted  for 

Volivl  for 

Voted  for 

VotiHi  aniinst 
Vi.lid  iu'uinst 
VotMi  for 
Votr-<l  iipiinst. 

<>IH>os4'd 

Favored 


Voted  apainsl . 

Kavored 

Voti-d  apuiiist 
Voted  aeiiinst. 

Opiios«m1 

0|>iH»se<1 

Voted  for 


Sf>  hlllton  Air  Force  cut.  and  re5ultant  cutback  of  our  ainx)wer 

Deep  cuts  for  civil  defense  and  atomic  energy- 

He  vision  of  sj)e<iulL>its'  dnift  law  ' ..- - - 

M.W  million  naval  juitrol  and  submarine  vessel  coostruction  program. 

Kstnbjishment  of  f.  S.  Air  Force  Academy 

Restricti'd  uw  of  wtrptat>ix'd  evidence  in  casos  involving  In-awn. 

Revocation  of  I'liited  8lat<"=  riliienship  of  convictwl  traitors 

Inclusion  of  words  "under  God"  in  IM«><lpe  of  Alleiflance  to  the  Flag.. 


NATIONAL   ■COXOM'* 


6-month  extension  of  excess-rrofits  tax  >   

Re<luclion  in  excise  taxes  and  rei>eal  of  theater  admission  tax  ' 

Omnibus  revision  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 

increuse  in  personal  tax  exemptions  to  a  minimum  of  $700 

$96fi  million  hijthway  pon.structlon  assi.stance  propram  ' 

Subterfuge  attemi't  to  "atwlish"  the  HFC  by  chanring  its  name  

(liveaway  provisions  in  authorizjition  of  ."sale  of  Government  rubber  plants 

Extension  of  duration  and  iiicre^vse  of  unem|)k)>Tiient  comjicnsation  rates  ' 

Increa.«e  in  first -cla-ss  i>osUil  rates 

Raising  the  ceiling  on  the  national  debt.. 

Revision  of  the  Taft-Hartliy  Act 


Status 


Voted  for. 
Voted  for. 
\  oted  for. 


Vole<l  for 

Voted  for 

Vote<l  for 

Voieil  (or 

Vi.ttHl  for 

\'otod  for 

\'oteci  for 

Opposed 


Votefl  for. 
Voteil  for. 
Viite<l  for. 
Voted  for. 
Opiiosi'd.. 


NATTRAL  RISOT-RCE!" 

Cfjvenwav  of  tidelands  oil  resouro-s,  valued  between  tTt)  and  $200  billion 

Oil  revenue  from  out*r  Continental  Shelf  for  educational  puriioses 

Ciiveaway  of  Federal  regulatory  iK)w<>r  over  certain  natural-gas  comi>anies 

Giveaway  of  (>ovemmenl  oonLrol  over  jtower  aud  n-eulation  of  atomic  energy. 

Giveaway  of  mineral  resources  under  certain  publiclands 

(tiveaway  of  i>uhlic  graring  lands 

St.  Lawrence  Seaway 

r.OVIRSMEKT  REORfilNaATIOS 

Renewal  of  President's  authority  to  reorganiie  executive  departments  ' 

StaU'hood  for  Hawaii  and  Alaska  .^,  ,,     „>,     .  V 

Government  reorganiffltion  plans  departments  of  Defense,  Health,  etc.) 

VETERANS  AND  SEKXICEMEN 

Family  allowances  to  dependents  of  sorvioemen  ' 

Direct  liousing  loans  to  veterans  ' - 

Automatic  renewal  of  Government  life  insurance  ' 

Income-tax  exemptions  for  .•^Tvicemeii  on  combat  duty  ' -^ 

Increase  in  veterans  i»ensions.  compen.sjition.  and  survivors  benefits   

Kxten.sion  of  Korean  veterans  Cil  bill  of  righUand  housing  benefits  ' 

Changing  of  Armi.stice  Day,  November  11.  to  Veterans'  Day 

Increased  interest  rates  on  veterans' housing  loans 


Approved. 

Approved. 

Defeated. 

Ai)prov(>d. 

Approved. 

Appro  vi>d. 

Approveti. 

Approved. 


Approved. 

A  pproved. 

Approved. 

-Approved. 

.\liproved. 

Pending. 

Tending. 

Approved. 

Approved. 

A  pproveri . 

.Approve<l. 

Defeate«l. 

Appnived. 

-Approved. 

.^PIiniviHl. 

Defeated . 

Defeated. 

Pending. 

Pending. 


Approved. 

Defeat<>d. 

Approved. 

.\  pproved. 

Pending. 

Pending. 

Approved. 


A  pproved. 

Pending. 

Approved- 


Ar.RICl'LTL'RK 


Voted  for 

Voteil  for 

Vote<l  for 

Voted  for 

Vi)le<l  for 

Voted  [or 

Voted  for 

Vote<l  for 


Kmergency  aid  to  drought  and  disaster  areas - 

Federal  regulation  of  trading  in  coffee -..  

Sale  of  $1  billion  of  siirplus  agricultural  commodities 

Omnibus  farm  program  bill     ..        ■   ;  v. ,„ ;".".";„■ 

IncrcasiHl  interest  rales  on  Bankbead-Joiics  Farm  Tenant  Act  loans 

fOCIAL   SECVBITV,    HEALTH,    ANT)   WELrARE 

F.iten.sion  of  the  National  Hou.sing  Act  ' ----, 

Increa.oed  FH-A  authoritv  to  insure  housing  loans,  with  new  safeguaras 
Federal  aid  for  survrv  and  construction  of  medical  facilities  '  r     -, 

FiKleraJ  ai<l  U)  schooLs  in  defense  areas  an<i  for  vocational  rehabilitation  '. 

1S54  Amendments  to  the  Social  Security  Act  '..  ..     .  . 

Coordination  of  WLsconsin  State  retirement  funds  with  social  si^cunty.... 

Allowing  full  benefits  under  -wcial  seoirity  and  railroad  retirement  ' 

Factory  inspc^-tion  by  Food  and  Drug  Administration  '..- 


Approved. 
Approved. 
Ap(>roved. 
ApproviHl. 
Approvetl. 
Approved. 
-\  pproved. 
Approved. 


Approved. 

.Approvj-d. 

Approved. 

Pending. 

Approved. 


Approved. 
Approved. 
A  ppro  ve<l . 
Approved. 
Approve<l. 
Approved. 
Approved. 
Approved. 


'  Denotes  extension  or  modification  of  a  program  originated  by  past  adminUtrations. 

Eollcall  record 


1st  session 

'id  session  (through  .<ug.  12,  19S4). 


Tot«l  roD- 
oalls 


123 

140 


Paired 


Not  voting 


Absent  on 

roll  and 

quoriun 

calLsi 


'  Absence  on  (juorum  calls  dot*  not  necessarily  moan  a  legislative  day's  absence. 


Ganpowdcr  Politkt 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  CLIFTON  (CLIFF)  YOUNG 

or  NEVADA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  12. 19 54 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Rec- 
ord has  been  unduly  burdened  of  late 
days  with  propaganda  on  behalf  of  what 
has  been  appropriately  called  gunpowder 
politics.  Among  others,  apparently  cer- 
tain manufacturers  of  shotgun  and  rifle 
shells  are  assisting  in  a  nationwide  cam- 
paign of  villification  of  livestock  pro- 
ducers of  the  West  under  the  guise 
of  pseudoconservation  organizations. 
They  have  succeeded  to  the  extent  of 
misleading  even  some  of  our  foremost 
sportsmen's  groups.  They  are  even 
financing  legitimate  organizations  in  the 
distribution  of  propaganda  based  on 
glittering  generalities  rather  than  facts. 
Regrettably  it  has  had  some  effect  on  the 
public  because  of  the  names  of  these 
respected  sportsmen's  groups. 

The  gentleman  from  Montana's  First 
Congressional  District  was  recently  hon- 
ored by  a  number  of  groups,  apparently 
to  some  extent,  for  his  part  in  an  un- 
ceasing campaign  against  the  livestock 
industry  of  the  range  regions  of  the 
West.  He  has  been  most  considerate  of 
those  promoting  these  gunpowder  politi- 
cal attacks  on  the  administration-sup- 
ported Forest  Lands  Grazing  Act.  He 
has  assisted  by  placing  in  the  Record 
copies  of  editorials  which  imfairly  and 
unjustly  criticize  this  measure. 

One  of  the  latest  of  these  is  entitled 
"The  Neatest  Trick  of  1954."  The 
charges  included  therein  point  out  no 
specifics  in  opposition  to  the  bill,  but 
must  be  answered  to  clear  up  certain 
misstatements  and  protect  the  integrity 
of  the  Forest  Service,  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  one  of  our  greatest  basic 
private  enterprises  of  the  agriculture  in- 
dustry, namely,  livestock  producing,  and 
those  representatives  of  the  western 
range  areas  who  have  worked  so  dili- 
gently to  bring  about  uniformity  and 
the  most  efficient  use  of  the  natural  re- 
sources of  the  West. 

Mr.  Speaker,  one  of  the  responsibilities 
of  this  Congress  is  the  drafting  of  legisla- 
tion to  most  wisely  utilize  for  the  good 
of  the  Nation  the  vast  land  areas  of  the 
11  Western  States  which  are  held  in 
public  trust  in  the  name  of  the  United 
States  Government.  Fifty  percent  of 
the  land  areas  of  the  11  Western -Stotes 
is  owned  by  the  Federal  Government. 
As  can  be  readily  seen,  this  does  not  in- 
clude land  upon  which  cities  have  grown, 
but  is  comprised  principally  of  the 
rugged  mountains,  deserts,  and  forests 
where  settling  under  the  Homestead  Act 
with  an  acreage  limitation  was  found  to 
be  impracticable  to  establish  a  sound 
economy.  The  grass  which  grows  on 
these  pubUc  land  areas  is  one  of  the 
greatest  natural  resources  this  coimtry 
has.  When  we  mine  the  mountains  the 
product  is  gone  forever;  when  we  drill 
for  oil  we  exhaust  that  much  of  our 
natural  resources;  but  when  we  harvest 
the  grass  which  comes  tip  each  year,  we 


f  r. 


n 


A 


4i 


14322 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


Augu$t  12 


not  only  ntiUM  one  of  tbt  greatest 
zuitufal  reeourcee  of  ibis  area  but  we 
know  tliat,  wtth  pr<n>er  management  and 
care,  that  natural  resources  will  be  ready 
for  barreet  again  the  next  season,  and 
botti  the  quanti^  and  quality  of  that 
natural  resource  can  be  improved  under 
pnqDcr  safeguards. 

There  are  those  who  would  hare  you 
beUere  ttiat  it  should  be  established  as 
the  natfcmal  policy  that  the  UveBtoek 
men  of  the  areas  who  haye  built  a  major 
portloii  of  the  economy  of  the  West  upon 
the  proper  utlHi»tlon  of  these  resources 
should  be  driven  from  the  public  lands  so 
It  could  be  turned  over  to  the  exclusive 
use  of  men  pleasure-bent— with  rifle  and 
shotgun  under  arm — ^who  would  wander 
through  the  unharvested  grass  and  dioot 
at  deer  and  duck.  Were  this  to  be  done, 
a  valuable,  reciirrlng  resource — ^thls  an- 
nual forage  crop— would  be  irretrievably 
lost 

What  heinous  crime  have  these  live- 
stock man  committed  which  causes  the 
gentleman  from  Montana  to  raise  this 
anguished  cry  against  them  in  the 
Biooast  llr.  ^;>eaker,  these  men  have 
produced  from  this  natural  resource, 
grass,  the  meat,  the  leather,  and  the  wool 
which  have  fed  and  clothed  the  Nation. 
Remember  the  leather  shoes  you  are 
wearing,  the  wool  of  your  suit,  the  meat 
at  your  table  is  the  direct  harvested  re- 
sult of  utilization  of  the  natural  grass 


Upon  the  production  of  these  articles 
depends  the  income  of  vast  lami  areas 
of  the  Western  states.  Not  only  have 
these  users  of  the  public  lands  paid  their 
fee  for  the  use  of  the  grass  crops  which 
have  been  harvested,  but  from  the  profits 
they  have  paid  some  part  of  the  taxes 
which  built  schools  and  financed  State 
governments.  In  many  of  these  areas 
It  is  the  only  economy  upon  which  is 
based  the  commerce  and  business  of  the 
area. 

The  gentleman  from  Montana  has 
placed  in  the  Rsoord  an  editorial  stat- 
ing the  attempt  to  pass  the  forest  graz- 
ing bill  is  for  a  small  group  of  stock- 
men. Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  thou- 
sands of  permittees  who  graze  Uvestodc 
on  the  forest  lands  and  other  publle 
lands  of  the  West.  Consider  how  many 
more  thoiisands  are  fumisAied  employ- 
ment in  the  industry  and  Ip  the  service 
organizations  which  supplir^em  with 
their  needs  and  handle  their  products. 
Mr.  Speaker,  without  confusing  the 
Rscoss  with  the  many  thousands  of 
stockmen  who  have  permits— for  which 
they  paj— to  graze  under  strict  control, 
on  oth«:  public  lands,  but  Just  directing 
our  attention  to  the  forest  grazing  bill, 
there  are  more  than  26.000  such  stock- 
men who  graze  on  forest  lands.  The 
Nation  benefits  from  their  production, 
and  f  rtun  the  tax  revenues  on  all  their 
profits  and  on  the  wages  of  the  employ- 
ees and  on  the  wages  and  profits  of  the 
allied  Industries.  In  1953.  3  million 
head  of  sheep  and  1.150.000  head  of 
cattle  harvested  the  grass  natural  re- 
sources of  the  public  forest  lands.  Fig- 
ured on  an  animal-month-imit  basis  of 
grazing,  there  were  8,500.000  sheep 
months  and  6  million  cattle  months  of 
grazing  on  the  forest  lands.   Please 


realize,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  only  supple- 
mental grazing — summer  grazing,  if  you 
please — to  make  n^re  productive  the 
livestock  operations  on  the  private  latids 
of  the  western  feeding  areas.  Yet  the 
(VPonents  of  this  forest  grazing  act.  by 
the  deft  use  of  glittering-generalities 
propaganda,  would  try  to  make  you  and 
the  public  believe  the  forest  grazing  bill 
is  for  only  a  few. 

Over  in  the  other  body,  an  amendment 
has  been  accepted  to  the  omnibus  form 
bm  which  would  establish  a  more  secure 
working  relationship  between  the  live- 
stock producers  of  the  West,  as  tenants 
who  lease  land,  and  the  Oovemment  of 
the  United  States,  which  is  the  landlord 
fOT  the  livestock  industry. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  amendment  is  iden- 
tical with  the  forest  grazing  bill  which 
passed  the  Senate  unanimously  early 
this  year.  Hearings  were  held  in  the 
House  Agriculture  Committee  and  there 
was  every  indication  that  after  2  years 
of  study  this  measure  would  be  approved 
quite  overwhelmingly  by  the  House  of 
Bepresentatives,  becaiise  of  the  reason- 
ableness of  the  measure  which  would 
establish  a  sound  landlord-tenant  rela- 
tionship between  the  Forest  Service  and 
the  livestock  industry.  I  take  pride  in 
the  fact  that  this  Republican  adminis- 
tration has  been  quick  to  recognize  the 
benefits  of  establishing  and  recognizing 
the  multiple  uses  of  the  forest  lands  and 
giving  some  sense  of  security  to  an  in- 
dustry which  harvested  the  grass  re- 
sources of  our  forest  lands  for  the  benefit 
.  of  the  Oovemment  and  the  profit  of  our 
citizens. 

Material  placed  in  the  Record  by  the 
gentleman  from  Montana  mentions  that 
the  forest  grazing  bill  is  not  germane  to 
the  agriculture  bill.  It  is  germane.  It 
was  this  body  of  the  Congress  which 
made  of  the  agricultiire  bill,  receiving 
consideration  in  the  House,  an  omnibus 
bill,  carrying  several  items  which  had 
been  passed  separately  by  the  Senate. 
Practically  all  matters  affecting  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture,  from  agricul- 
ture attaches  to  support  prices  on  basics. 
were  included  in  the  agriculture  bill 
made  into  an  omnlbm  bill  by  the  Aisri- 
cultiu%  Committee  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. Then  why.  Mr.  Speaker, 
is  it  not  germane  to  include  legislation 
directing  the  activities  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  and  the  Forest  Service  in 
the  production  of  meat,  leather,  and 
fiber  on  the  public  lands? 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  gunpowder  politicians 
and  their  propaganda  do  not  point  out 
specific  places  in  which  they  oppose  the 
forest  grazing  bill,  they  only  make  wild, 
arm-swinging  charges  that  there  la  a 
great  strain  mi  many  for  the  benefit  of 
a  f^w.  The  facts  refute  this.  They 
would  have  you  believe  that  all  people 
who  believe  In  conservation  oppose  this 
bllL  That  is  not  true.  For  2  years  con- 
servation groups,  the  administration, 
and  the  livestock  Industry  have  been 
presenting  their  position  on  this  matter 
to  Congress.  Let  me  quote  a  small  por- 
tion of  a  considerable  amoimt  of  material 
delivered  to  the  Senate  by  Senator 
Andkrson  on  August  3  of  this  year,  in 
which  the  National  Wildlife  Federation 
supports  the  forest  grazing  bilL    Hu|:h 


B.  Woodward,  regional  director  pf  the 
National  Wildlife  Federation,  states  that 
they  have  attempted  a  sane  and  (dispas- 
sionate evaluation  of  the  measure  as 
passed  by  the  Senate  on  March  8  Of  this 
year,  and  sas^s  "such  an  approach  must 
be  divorced  from  unreasoning  prejudice." 
Their  declaration  that  widespread  oppo- 
sition p>ersists  is  due  to  lack  of  knowledge 
and  understanding,  and  I  again  quote 
Mr.  Woodward: 

After  a  complete  review  of  all  congrcaaional 
legislation  affecting  national  forests;  after 
many  months  of  careful  and  consci^ntlotu 
study  of  8.  2548  from  the  time  of  Ita  intro- 
duction through  the  committee  hearings, 
careful  analysis  of  the  Aiken  committ«« 
report  to  the  Senate,  and  the  debate  and 
colloquy  at  the  time  the  bill  waa  pa4sed  by 
the  Senate,  as  printed  in  the  CoNcxEaBioNAi, 
Rkcoro,  we  have  an  abiding  conviction  that 
the  merits  of  the  amended  bill  Justify  and 
should  command  the  support  of  every 
thoughf  ul  citizen  of  the  United  State«  inter- 
ested In  the  protection  of  the  public  values 
of  ova  national  forests. 

Mr.  Speaker,  now  that  the  other  body 
has  adopted  the  Anderson  forest  gi'azing 
amendment,  it  will  give  this  body  an 
opportunity  to  agree  in  the  establish- 
ment of  a  broad  declaration  of  congres- 
sional policy  for  the  administration  of 
all  national  forest  lands.  I  Yiopt  that 
the  Members  of  the  House  will  not  be 
deluded  by  the  misinformation  circu- 
lated on  this  amendment  and  will  Join 
with  the  other  body  in  giving  the  Ameri- 
can people  a  constructive  program  for 
improving  the  multiple  use  of  o^r  na- 
tional forest  areas. 


Genevieve  de  Galard-Terraabc,  Preack 
Airborne  Norse,  Visits  the  United  States 
at  tlie  Reqnest  of  Congress,  hXj  26 
Tkroafk  Anrust  17,  1954 


EXTE3^SION  OF  REBfARKS 

OF 

HON.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON 

or  OHIO  I 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRBBSNTATtVBS 

Thursday.  August  12. 1954 

Mrs.  PRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  Jime  4  both  the  House  and 
Senate  passed  House  Concurrent  Resolu- 
tion 236,  which  read  as  follows: 

Whereas  this  year  marks  the  lOOth  anni- 
versary of  Florence  Nightingale's  ttlstorle 
nursing  of  the  wounded  In  the  Crimean 
War:  and 

Whereas  Nurse  Genevieve  de  Oalanl-Ter- 
raut>e.  officer  of  the  Army  of  the  RepubUo 
of  France,  in  her  ministering  to  the  sick  and 
wounded  at  Dlen  Bien  Phu  and  her  isubae- 
quent  service  to  her  comrades  as  prtsoners 
of  the  Viet  Minh  has  provided  an  example 
of  the  courage  of  a  woman  In  battle  and  of 
the  devotion  of  a  nurse  to  her  swom  duty 
which  has  been  unsxirpassed  in  thif  cen- 
tury; and 

Whereas  this  inspiring  woman  U  repre- 
sentative of  the  devotion  to  duty  of  aOldlers 
of  the  Republic  of  Prance,  which  has  been  an 
ally  of  the  United  States  for  178  yeafis,  and 
whose  people  today  are  considered  the  warm 
friends  of  the  people  of  the  United  States; 
and 
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Whereas  Nuz«e  Genevieve  de  Oalsrd-Ter- 
raube's  example  of  fortitude  In  the  face  of 
supreme  danger  has  changed  the  fall  of  Dlen 
Blen  Phu  from  a  military  reversal  to  a  great 
psychological  victory  of  the  undefeatable 
principles  of  free  mankind  lighting  the  f oroes 
of  darkneas;  and 

Whereaa  this  nurse,  known  affectionately 
as  "the  Angel  of  Dlen  Blen  Phu,"  embodies 
the  finest  attributes  of  free  women  accept- 
ing with  men  the  full  burden  of  Uvlng  In  our 
modern  world:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  coneurring) .  That  the  Congress 
hereby  extends  to  Nurse  Genevieve  de  Oa- 
lard-Terraube  Its  warm  congratulations  for 
her  gallant  service  and  Invitee  her,  at  the 
earliest  time  convenient  to  her  and  her 
country,  to  visit  the  United  States  as  an 
honored  guest. 

The  President  Is  resi)ectfully  requested  to 
transmit  copies  of  this  resolution  to  the 
Government  of  France,  and  to  Nurse  Gene- 
vieve  de   Oalard-Terraube. 

This  was  transmitted  to  Mile,  de 
Galard-Terraube  with  the  following 
cover  letter  from  President  Eisenhower: 

Tm  White  House. 
Washington.  D.  C,  June  14. 1954. 

DSAB  Mllk.  dz  G&LAKO-TnuuuBx:  It  gives 
me  great  pleasure  to  transmit  to  you  a 
resolution  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  Inviting  you,  at  the  earliest  time  con- 
venient to  you  and  your  country,  to  visit 
the  United  States  as  an  honored  guest. 

The  people  of  the  United  States  have  fol- 
lowed with  sympathy  and  deep  admiration 
the  courageous  and  resolute  resistance  of 
French  Union  forces  against  Communist  ag- 
gression. I  wish  to  include  myself  among 
the  many  to  whom  the  example  set  by  yo\u- 
fortitude,  yoxir  devotion  to  duty,  and  your 
concern  for  the  sick  and  wounded  has  been 
Inspiring  and  In  accordance  with  the  best 
traditions  of  humanity. 

With  best  wishes. 
Sincerely, 

DWIGHT  D.  KiaufHOi 


On  July  24  the  Speaker  laid  before  the 
House  the  following  communication: 
Visit  or  ICixx.   Okmcvievx  dz  Qauuu>-TsB- 

KAXTBx — Communication  Fkom  tbx  Pixsi- 

DKNT  or  THX  UMITKD  STATXB 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the 
following  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  together  with  a  letter 
from  Mile.  Genevieve  de  Oalard-Terraube. 
which  were  read: 

Tub  Whitz  House. 
Washington.  July  23.  1954. 
Hon.  Joseph  W.  MaBmf.  Jr., 

Speaker.  House  of  Representatix>es, 
Washington.  D.  C. 
DxAK  Ua.  Sfkakxx:  I  am  pleased  to  trans- 
mit  herewith   a   letter   addrewed  to  me   by 
Mile.  Genevieve  de  Oalard-Terraube  accept- 
ing the  Invitation  of  the  Congress  to  visit 
the  United  SUtes  and  asking  that  her  thanks 
be  submitted  to  the  Congress. 
Sincerely, 

DWIGBT  D.  EtSXMHOWXa. 

[Translation  of  letter  to  the  President  from 
Mile,  de  Galard] 

Jnmt  2e.  1»54. 

Ma.  Pbxsidkwt:  I  am  profoundly  touched 
by  the  great  honor  which  It  has  pleased  tbe 
American  Congress  to  do  me  by  Inviting  me 
to  go  to  the  United  States.  This  honor  be- 
longs to  all  those  whose  lot  I  proudly  shared' 
for  nearly  2  months  and  to  all  the  nurses 
who,  in  a  more  obscure  situation,  sought  to 
relieve  the  suffering  of  the  wounded.  It  Is 
on  these  terms  that  I  accept  with  gratitude 
the  invitation  of  the  Congress. 

In  accepting  this  Invitation  I  am  mindful 
of  all  the  families  in  mourning,  of  all  tboM 


who  are  stUl  out  there,  at  those  who  battle 
and  those  who  are  in  the  prison  camps  and 
who.  mors  than  I.  merit  the  honor  which  U 
paid  me;  their  thought  will  stay  with  me 
and  without  doubt  my  taking  to  the  people 
of  the  United  States  an  echo  of  their  heroic 
courage  wm  be  of  a  continuing  aid  to  them. 

The  American  Nation  will  understand  my 
feelings  all  the  better  In  that  at  this  very 
moment  It  Is  making  a  generous  contribu- 
tion to  the  repatriation  of  the  wounded  of 
Indochina.  I  shall  be  happy,  upon  the  occa- 
sion of  my  visit,  to  express  the  gratitude  of 
the  French  families  for  this  gesture  which 
translates  so  weU  the  traditional  friendship 
of  our  two  countries. 

I  beg  Tour  Excellency  to  please  transmit 
my  most  humble  thanks  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  and  to  accept  the  assiir- 
ances  of  my  profoundly  respectful  senti- 
ments. 

Gekevievx  dx  OAUum. 

On  Monday.  July  26,  with  the  unani- 
mous consent  of  this  House  to  be  ab- 
sent on  ofScial  business,  I  went  to  New 
York  to  welcome  to  the  United  States  on 
the  part  of  the  President  and  the  Con- 
gress this  young  guest  whose  valiant 
service  to  the  wounded  at  Dien  Bien 
Phu — Indochina — has  so  stirred  the  im- 
agination Mid  gripped  the  heart  of 
America. 

Today.  I  have  asked  for  this  time  In 
order  to  report  upon  the  results  of  our 
invitation  and  its  acceptance  by  Mile. 
Genevieve  de  Galard-Terraube.  air- 
borne nurse  of  France. 

NEW  TOXX 

I  need  hardly  tell  you  that  on  July  26 
the  press,  radio,  television,  and  newsreels 
were  at  Idlewild  Airport  in  full  force,  all 
of  them  immediately  captivated  by 
Mademoiselle. 

The  reception  party  consisted  of  my- 
self, representatives  of  the  State  and 
Defense  Departments,  Army.  Navy,  and 
Air  Force  nurses,  as  well  as  members  of 
the  French  Embassy  and  their  New  York 
consulate.  With  the  mayor  of  New 
York's  representative  Ambassador  Rich- 
ard Patterson,  rolling  out  the  red  carpet 
in  the  usual  form,  the  parade  cars  and 
the  poUce  escort  throughout  the  day 
could  not  have  been  surpassed. 

A  delightfully  intimate  note  was  added 
by  the  presence  at  the  airport  of  several 
members  of  Mile,  de  Cjralard's  family. 
This  group  was  escorted  to  the  sdrport 
by  Mrs.  John  Lodge,  wife  of  the  distin- 
guished Governor  of  Connecticut.  In 
the  party  were  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Joseph  F. 
Kelly,  of  Ridgefield.  Conn.;  Mrs.  Kelly 
being  an  aunt;  their  son,  Count  Gaston 
de  Galard  de  Beam,  Mademoiselle's 
cousin;  and  Mrs.  Chantel  Munier  Prouty, 
of  Windsor,  Conn.  Mrs.  Prouty  hswi  at- 
tended the  Louise  de  Bettignies  School 
In  Parts  with  Mademoiselle. 

We  made  a  brief  stop  at  the  Plaza 
Hotel,  whose  management  very  gener- 
ously made  a  beautiful  suite  available, 
and  then  on  to  the  Battery  for  the  pa- 
rade to  the  city  hall. 

I  should  not  be  giving  you  the  full 

'    story  did  I  not  try  to  tell  you  something 

of  the  drama  of  her  reception  by  the 

people  of  that  great  gateway  city  of  New 

York. 

Prom  the  Battery  to  tiie  city  hall  the 
sidewalks  were  literally  packed  with 
eager  tdk  applauding,  cheering,  waving. 


calling  "Bravo.  Braro."  "Ytrt  la  Franoe." 
Men  and  waaun  wiped  their  ejres  quite 
unashamed.  Riotographers  kept  call- 
ing "Look  this  way.  honey" — ^"SmUe. 
Jenny" — "Wave  to  us.  Genevieve."  And 
she?  Sitting  alongside  her  in  the  lead 
parade  car.  where  she  was  perched  high 
on  the  back  of  the  seat,  I  saw  tears  of 
deep  emotion  in  her  eyes.  too. 

The  ceremony  at  the  city  hall  was  col- 
orful and  gracious.  The  invited  au- 
dience of  city  officials,  nurses,  represent- 
atives of  various  welfare  organizations, 
and  representatives  of  the  various  serv- 
ices, presenting  the  colors  of  the  two 
countries,  received  our  guest  with  a 
warmth  that  was  good  to  see.  The  Mar- 
seillaise and  The  Star-Spangled  Banner 
preceded  the  short  welcoming  speeches 
aftd  the  presentation  by  the  mayor  of  the 
scroll  of  the  city. 

Mademoiselle's  gracious  word  of  ap- 
preciation endeared  her  for  all  time  to 
those  who  heard  her. 

The  official  program  follows: 

OmciAL  Rxckption  in  Honob  or  I;r.  Qan- 
vizvx  DX  Galaxo-Teksaube.  "Amgkl  or  Dior 
Bien  Phu",  Mondat.  Jult  26,  1954 

Commission  foe  Public  Events. 

New  York,  N.  T. 

National  Anthem,  France;  National  An- 
them, United  States  of  America;  United 
States  First  Army  Band. 

Presiding:  Richard  C.  Patterson,  Jr..  Oom- 
mlssloner.  Department  of  Commerce  and 
Public  Events. 

Address:  The  Honorable  FaaNCES  P.  B«.- 
ton. 

Address:  The  Honorable  Count  Jean  de 
Lagarde.  Minister  Plenipotentiary,  Consul 
General  of  France. 

Address:  The  Honorable  Roger  Seydous. 
Minister  Plenlpotentlury  at  the  French  Em- 
bassy. Washington,  representing  his  Excel- 
lency, Ambassador  Henri  Bonnet. 

Address  of  welcome:  The  Honorable  Rob- 
ert F.  Wagner. 

Presentation  of  scroll:  Mayor  of  the  city  o( 
New  York. 

Response:  Lt.  Oeneleve  de  Oalard-Ter- 
raube, "Angel  of  Dlen  Blen  Phu." 

Municipal  Broadcasting  System.  WNTC. 
Department  of  Correction  Band.  Capt.  Wil- 
liam Warfleld. 

Honor  escort  to  Lt.  Genevieve  de  Oalard- 
Terraube:  Col.  J.  B.  Bowers,  First  Anny  and 
staff:  mounted  police  escort;  United  States 
Army  Band  and  contingent;  United  States 
Marine  Corps  contingent:  United  States 
Navy  contingent;  United  States  Air  Force 
Band;  Fire  Depigment  Band  and  contin- 
gent; New  York  Post  Office  Band;  40  and  8 
contingent;  massed  colors.  Fire  Department. 

After  these  ceremonies  we  proceeded  to 
the  Plaza,  again  between  enthusiastic 
crowds. 

Luncheon  was  in  a  tiny  French  res- 
taurant with  the  French  officials. 
There  I  listened  with  all  my  absorptive 
capacity  to  her  replies  to  their  many 
questions.  Again  I  saw  how  sincere  Is 
her  humility,  how  unassuming  her  cour- 
age. Truly,  she  is  a  valiant  daughter  of 
a  long,  long  line  of  splendid  soldiers  01 
France. 

That  afternoon  I  held  a  reception  In 
the  Plaza  for  the  members  of  our  na-  'J 
tional  welcoming  committee  and  repre- 
sentatives of  the  nursing  profesdon.  »b 
well  as  of  hospitals,  nursing  schools. 
welfare  organizations.  Red  Cross  and 
others.  They  were  a  fitting  bacic- 
ground  for  the  following  citations  ftvcn 
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h«r  bf :  OdumMa  UnlversLtgr.  the  Amor- 
iCMi  HUner  AawdatUm,  and  the  Na- 
tknal  Laagu*  for  Nuntng: 

CiTAnoir  worn  Pu«xwuumhju>  S«etice  nr  m 
or  Ndisimo  to  Iff.  0«WKVucvi  bb 


•V 


r  baroio  d«?otion  to  tbe  slek  «nd 
•oUUan  at  XMen  Blen  Pbu  whleli 
liu  atlrxwl  tta*  napeet  of  aU  dtlsens: 

For  \UK  courac*  In  remaining  wltli  h«r  pa- 
tients during  tiM  iMt  terrlUe  weeks  of  siege 
at  tbe  tetterad  bastion  In  Indochina  and 
later  by  bar  preeenoe  greatly  influencing  tbe 
morale  of  ber  pattents  and  fellow  prisoners 
of  tbe  Viet  mnb: 

Tat  ber  faltbful  adberenoe  to  duty  as  a 
Tolunteer  for  atrrloe  and  as  a  nurse  through 
wbieh  ttom  has  symbollaed  and  draniatlaed 
for  all  tbe  free  world  tbe  blgb  precepts  of 
tbe  nursing  profession  and  tbe  contribu- 
tions of  ^nodem  military  nursing: 

Tbls  Citation  Is  Inscribed  and  awarded  to 
her  on  the  STtb  day  of  July  1964  by  the 
Amerlean  Morses'  Association. 

Aoms  Oriaoit, 

President. 

JULT  2«,  1954. 

The  National  League  for  Nursing  salutes 
Oenerleve  de  Oalard-Terraube,  airborne 
nurse  of  tbe  Frencb  Air  Force. 

Tbe  dark  brings  out  ber  llgbt;  ber  valor 
perpetuates  tbe  Innw  spirit  of  ber  country- 
men; ber  berolsm  quickens  tbe  pulse  of  bu- 
manlty;  ber  radlanoe  reflecto  a  loftiness  of 
serylce  in  the  career  of  nursing. 

BCademoiaeUe  de  Oalard  was  awarded 
a  Columbia  University  bicentennial  me- 
dallion in  silver,  with  an  acompanying 
dtaUoa  which  read: 

Tbe  bicentennial  committee  of  Coliunbla 
University  In  cooperation  wltb  tbe  division 
of  nursing  education,  teacbers  college,  and 
tbe  department  of  ntirslng  of  tbe  faculty 
of  medicine  awards  to  Mile.  Genevieve  de 
Galard-TBrraube  a  Columbia  University  bi- 
centennial medallion  In  recognition  of  ber 
berolo  devotion  to  duty  In  nursing  tbe  sol- 
diers of  Z>ien  Blen  Pbu.  In  putting  tbe  needs 
and  comforts  of  ber  patients  beycmd  per- 
sonal freedom  and  safety,  in  ministering  to 
tbe  sick  and  wounded,  whether  friend  or 
foe,  she  followed  wltb  honor  tbe  example  set 
by  n(»«nce  Nlgbtlngale  100  years  ago. 

In  bonorlng  Mademoiselle  Oalard-Ter- 
raube Oohimbla  University  pays  tribute  to 
the  nurses  of  all  nations  whose  valor,  thougb 
outstanding,  remains  imsung. 

By  ber  courageous  stand  In  face  of  danger. 
Mademoiselle  Oalard-Terraube  bas  exempli- 
fied a  dedication  to  duty  that  bas  become  a 
tradition  of  nurses.  She  has  symbolised 
anew  throughout  tbe  world  tbe  blgb  call- 
ing of  the  modem  professional  nurse. 

That  evening  the  French  Consid  Gen- 
eral entertained  with  an  informal  dinner 
In  her  honor,  at  which  I  had  the  oppor- 
tunity to  express  something  of  our  ap- 
preciation for  her  coming,  what  her  visit 
can  mean  to  nurses  and  nursing  here 
and  In  Prance  as  well,  and  the  hope  that 
her  visit  would  bring  about  a  better 
understanding  between  our  two  peoples; 

WASHUVGTOir 

The  welcomings  in  Washington  were 
very  different,  but  just  as  moving.  The 
Defense  Department  plane  which  was 
to  carry  her  across  the  country  touched 
down  at  MATS'  terminal,  where  a  de- 
tachment of  nurses  from  the  three  miU- 
tary  services  stood  at  attention  to  re- 
ceive her  before  an  honor  guard  and 
band  from  BoUlng  Field.  There  also 
were  Ambassador  and  Madame  Bozmet. 
of  the  Ftench  Embassy;  Representatives 
Edna  Kelly  and  James  Fulton,  of  the 


Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  of  the 
Bouse;  representatives  of  Vietnam,  Laos, 
and  Cambodia;  Mr.  John  F.  Simmons, 
chief  of  protocol,  and  Mr.  Jameson  Par- 
ker, public-affairs  officer,  both  of  tihe 
State  Department;  and  the  special  rep- 
resentatives of  Defense,  Army,  Navy,  and 
Air  Force  hurses. 

Later  she  was  received  by  members 
of  the  House  Committee  on  Foreign  Af- 
fairs and  was  honored  guest  at  a  con- 
gressional  limcheon  I  gave.  The  Sena- 
tors I  had  invited  found  it  difficult  to 
attend  because  of  the  pressure  of  legis- 
lative business  on  the  floor.     I  deeply 

appreciated  that  several  came  in  for  a 
few  moments.  We  House  Members  kept 
tabs  on  what  was  happening  on  the 
House  floor  through  the  Speaker  and 
whip,  who  were  also  present. 

On  Wednesday,  Madamoiselle  Gene- 
vieve and  I  appeared  together  on  tteo 
television  network  programs.  Later  she 
laid  a  wreath  at  the  National  Nurses  Me- 
morial in  Arlington  Cemetery  in  a  mov- 
ing ceremony  which  will  not  be  forgotten 
by  those  who  attended.  Her  visit  to 
Walter  Reed  Hospital  was  deeply  appre- 
ciated. Mrs.  John  Foster  Dulles  very 
graciously  included  her  in  the  luncheon 
she  was  giving  for  the  wives  of  diplomats 
of  the  16  nations  who  joined  us  in  Ko- 
rea. Later  I  had  the  pleasure  of  intro- 
ducing her  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 
She  was  accompanied,  of  course,  by  the 
French  Ambassador,  Henri  Bonnet,  ahd 
Assistant  Secretary  McCardle  and  Mr. 
Parker,  of  the  State  Department,  joined 
us.  At  6  o'clock  she  was  guest  of  honor 
at  a  beautiful  reception  at  the  French 
Embassy. 

If  there  was  to  be  any  highlight  in  this 
spectacular  tour,  it  most  certainly  came 
on  Thursday  when  Madamoiselle  de 
Galard  was  received  by  President  and 
Mrs.  Eisenhower.  The  President  ex- 
pressed the  appreciation  of  a  profession- 
al soldier  for  this  young  woman's  out- 
standing display  of  heroism  and  then 
awarded  her  the  Medal  of  Freedom  wtth 
bronze  palm.  The  medal  takes  its  place 
beside  the  Legion  of  Honor,  which  was 
conferred  upon  her  during  the  siege  of 
Dien  Blen  Phu. 

Thx  Whitx  Housk 

The  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  authorized  by  Executive  order,  July 
6,  1945,  has  awarded  the  Medal  of  Freedom 
with  bronze  palm,  to  Mile.  Genevieve  de 
Oalard-Terraube.  French  airborne  nuree,  for 
meritorious  service. 

MKDAL  or  nUEEDOM    (WTTH  BRONZE  PALM) 

Mile.  Genevieve  de  Galard-Terraut>e, 
French  airborne  nurse,  by  her  mlnlstratlona 
to  the  sick  and  wounded  at  Dlen  Blen  Pltu, 
Inspired  and  heartened  the  entire  free  world. 
Her  service  to  her  comrades,  marked  by  the 
courage  of  a  woman  In  battle  and  by  the 
devotion  of  a  n\irse  to  her  sworn  duty,  has 
been  unsurpassed  in  this  century.  Her  su- 
preme fortitude  In  hours  of  peril,  her  un- 
faltering dedication  to  her  mission  reflected 
the  greatness  of  spirit  manifested  on  many 
fields,  in  many  centuries,  by  the  soldiers  of 
France. 

Tbe  republic  she  serves  so  nobly  has  betn 
an  aUy  of  the  United  States  for  178  yeatn. 
The  continuing  friendship  between  the  peo- 
ples Of  the  two  Republics  is  symbolized  tod|ty 
In  their  Joined  salute  to  Mile,  de  Oalaitl- 
Terraube.  Her  service  at  Dlen  Blen  Pbu 
reflects     great     credit     upon     herself     and 


her  country  and  the  cause  of  freedom  around 
the  world.  1 

July  29,  1954.  I 

From  the  White  House,  MUe.  de 
Galard  went  to  the  National  .Insti- 
tutes of  Health  in  Bethesda.  There  Sur- 
geon General  Dr.  Leonard  A.  Seheele 
awarded  her  a  citation  and  honorary 
membership  in  the  Association  of  Mili- 
tary Surgeons. 

Genevieve  de  Galard-Terraube,  french 
airborne  nurse,  'with  nobility  of  purpose, 
with  selfless  devotTon  to  duty  despite  dan- 
ger, you  denied  yourself  comfort  and  safety 
that  you  might  serve  Gocl.  your  country, 
and  your  people  in  the  heroic  defense  of 
Dien  Blen  Phu.  You  are  a  symbol  pf  the 
highest  traditions  of  professional  mirsing 
and  have  brought  honor  to  all  who  care  for 
the  slctL  or  wounded,  in  peace  as  la  war. 
Tbe  Association  of  Military  Surgeons  of  the 
United  States  commends  you. 

Leonard  A.  Schezle,  M.  D.. 
The   Surgeon  General,   United  Siatea 
Public    Health,     Service;    President, 
Association  o/  Military  Surgeon$. 
July   29.   1954. 

Later  that  day  she  was  guest  of  honor 
at  a  tea  given  by  the  American  Red  Cross 
Nursing  Services  where  she  planted  two 
little  holly  trees.  The  Red  Cross  has  also 
recommended  her  for  the  Florence 
Nightingale  Medal,  highest  honor  of  the 
nursing  profession. 

Resolution  or  Tribute  to  Lt.  Gekewvz  db 
Galaso-Terraubz 

During  the  siege  and  fall  of  Dlen  Bleb  Phu, 
Lt.  Genevieve  de  Galard-Terraube.  a  Itench 
nurse,  acted  in  the  finest  tradition  of  nurs- 
ing, established  in  the  Crimean  and  other 
bitter  wars,  by  providing  an  heartenihg  ex- 
ample of  unselfish  service  and  inspiration  to 
the  garrison  during  the  siege,  by  administer- 
ing aid  and  comfort  to  the  wounded,  courage 
and  cheer  to  the  disheartened,  and,  after  the 
fortress  fell,  by  refusing  an  offer  of  freedom 
so  she  could  stay  until  the  wounded  were 
cared  for  and  repatriated;   be  it 

"Resolved,  therefore,  That  the  Anwrlcan 
National  Red  Cross  in  convention  assembled 
pay  trilute  to  Lt.  Genevieve  de  Galard-Ter- 
raube for  her  outstanding  contribution  to 
the  nursing  profession  and  for  the  renewal 
of  faith  and  hope  for  humanity  whieh  her 
uplifting  example  of  selfless  fortitude  has 
provided  people  throughout  the  world;  and 
be  It  further 

■Resolved,  That  this  tribute  to  Lieutenant 
de  Galard-Terraube  be  presented  to  her 
through  the  oflfices  of  the  French  Red  Cross; 
and  that  the  American  National  Red  Cross 
join  with  the  League  of  Red  Cross  Societies 
in  recommending  to  the  International  Red 
Cross  Committee  that  she  be  awarded  the 
Florence   Nightingale   medal. 

(Adopted  unanimously  at  the  American 
Red  Cross  National  Convention,  Los  AAgeles, 
Calif.,  June  16.  1954.) 

Friday.  July  30,  saw  us  at  Boiling  Field 
taking  off  for  Cleveland,  where  t  left 
Mile,  de  Galard  and  returned  to  Wash- 
ington. We  were  received  by  the  Gover- 
nor, the  mayor,  and  ether  ofiQcials.  and 
the  regional  French  consul,  M.  Ballard, 
down  from  Detroit. 

MUe.  Je  Galard  was  the  weekend 
houseguest  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Kenyon 
C.  Bolton.  First  came  a  reception  at 
their  home,  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Council  on  World  Affairs,  on  Friday. 
Monday,  a  second  reception  gave  oppor- 
tunity to  literally  thousands  of  nurses 
and  student  nurses,  to  meet  MUe.  de 
Galard.  There  were  visits  to  the  Red 
Cross    headquarte/s~~-of-^the    Cleveland 


195J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


14323 


area,  and  obsenrmtion  of  a  mobile  Uood- 
donor  operation  in  action.  Interspersed 
with  all  this  were  an  Informal  luiKheon 
at  the  home  of  Blr.  Laurence  Norton  In 
Mentor,  a  dinner  given  by  the  French 
constUar  agent,  refreshing  swims,  a  de- 
lightful evening  at  the  "Musicamival" 
where  at  the  end  of  the  play  our  Jenny 
was  called  on  stage  and  presented  with 
flowers. 

August  3  to  6  our  guest  was  in  Chicago 
where  she  was  received  by  Mayor  Ken- 
nelly  and  other  high  city  officials,  as  well 
as  representatives  of  the  American 
Medical  Association,  the  American  Hos- 
pital Association,  the  Illinois  League  for 
Nursing,  the  Institute  of  International 
Education,  and  representatives  of  the 
Fifth  Army.  The  American  Medical  As- 
sociation and  the  American  Hospital  As- 
sociation graciously  arranged  receptions 
for  Mile,  de  Galard  and  afforded 
her  the  opportunity  of  meeting  many 
prominent  members  of  the  medical  and 
nursing  professions  in  the  Chicago  area. 
She  also  visited  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration Research  Hospital  and  attended 
a  reception  for  student  nurses  at  tiie 
Michael  Reese  Hospital,  arranged  by  Miss 
Lorentz,  of  the  Illinois  League  for  Nurs- 
ing. The  French  Consul  General  also 
entertained  Mile,  de  Galard  at  a  din- 
ner on  the  evening  of  August  4  and 
on  August  5  she  was  given  a  luncheon  by 
the  Chicago  office  of  CARE,  which  is  now 
launching  a  special  program  for  relief 
of  refugees  in  Indochina. 

At  this  point.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  should 
like  to  tell  you  a  touching  Uttle  story 
which  tells  in  a  few  words  what  pages 
might  not  convey  as  to  the  meaning  of 
Mile,  de  Oalard's  visit  in  this  country. 
It  happened  in  Chicago  at  the  veterans' 
hospital.  My  correspondent  told  it  this 
way: 

I  thought  It  might  interest  you  to  know 
what  happened  in  otir  hospital  the  day  of 
Mile,  de  Galard's  visit.  There  was  a  little 
celebration  for  her  which  was  attended  by 
all  nurses  and  patients  who  could  leave 
their  wards.  After  the  celebration,  when 
our  honored  guest  had  left  the  building, 
the  nurses  returned  to  work.  On  one 
of  the  floors  all  the  patients  were  waiting  for 
their  arrival  at  the  elevators.  They  had 
little  presents  and  gardenia  corsages  for 
every  one  of  them.  They  said  they  admired 
what  Mile,  de  Oalard  had  done  In  Indochina, 
but  that  their  nurses  take  good  care  of 
them,  too,  and  deserve  gratefulness  and 
attention  as  well.  We  aU  thought  it  was 
very  nice  of  the  patients,  and  I  knew 
you  would  be  pleased  to  hear  about  It.  I 
am  sorry  I  had  no  chance  to  tell  the  story 
to  Mile,  de  Oalard.  because  I  am  sure  it 
would  make  her  very  bnppy.  too. 

On  behalf  of  tbe  men  and  women  who  de- 
vote their  Uves  to  caring  for  the  sick  and  In- 
jured,  the   American   Hospital   Aaaociation 
and  the  American  Medical  Association  pre- 
sent this  citation  to  MUe.  Genevieve  de  Oal- 
ard-Terraube, "the  Angel  of  Dlen  Blen  Phu." 
whose  devotion  to  the  same  noble  cause  has 
made  her  a  aoth  century  symbol  of  the  tra- 
ditions established  by  Florence  Nightingale. 
BDwnr  Lk  CsosBT.  M.  D., 
Director,    American    Hospital    Aaao- 
ciation. 

Oaoacn  F.  Lmx,  M.  D., 

Secretary  and  Gener'^l  Manager,  The 

American  Medical  Asaoeiation. 
(Tor  the  offlcers  and  trustees  of  our 
organisations. ) 
Chicaoo,  Auffuat  3,  t9S4. 


To  Oenerleve  de  Oalard-Tnraube  In  ad- 
miration and  tribute  tor  berolc  devotion  to 
tbe  ear*  of  the  sick  and  woimded  soldiers 
at  ZMen  Blen  Pbu.  we.  the  hospitalised  Yet- 
erans  of  tbe  Veterans'  Administration  Be- 
searcta  Bospttal.  Chicago,  m..  gratefully 
afflz  our  names, 

Idward  B.  Gushing.  Max  B.  Chomblee, 
Barrey  Nerod.  James  D.  Washington. 
Jeasl  A.  Shuke,  Charles  B.  Oemdt, 
Joseph  Ctisack,  Fred  H.  Zeiss.  OrrlUe 
Canney,  Walter  Covington.  Henry  Mc- 
Farland,  Walter  R.  Moody,  Joseph  M. 
Benley.  Chester  Wysockl,  Howard  A. 
Matthews.  Roland  Blanchetto.  Ray  V. 
Johnson.  Harry  M.  Semmers.  Aaron  H. 
Cole,  O.  L.  Norton,  Rev.  Walter  J.  Bras- 
elton.  Charles  H.  Strey,  Louis  Hosier, 

John  Buhr,  Benna  H.  Bly.  Perry  W. 
CoUlnson,  Robert  E.  Shannon.  Roy  O. 
Weidleman.  Estelle  H.  Wslerskl.  Lau- 
rence La  Carza.  Glenn  L.  Woolwortb, 
Jr.,  Harold  Moore,  John  Gengler, 
Oeorge  Ready.  Roy  L.  Davis.  John  C. 
Kelleher,  WUllam  J.  Oerleve,  Charles 
L.  Neigh.  WUllam  Markley.  Lee  R. 
McCullony.  Eugene  K.  Blair.  Emery  E. 
Male,  Ernest  Stellwag.  Henry  L.  Fal- 
eonlo.  John  E.  Mtirray.  John  Dalley, 
Joseph  Hartrldge.  Mike  Smith.  Wm.  M. 
Dencar,  Ole  M.  Heltner,  Robert  R. 
Mangle,  etc. 

Obart  HosFTrAi.  or  Chicago, 
School  of  Nnxsnto, 
Chieaffo.  III. 
MUe.    Genevieve    de    Oalard-Terraube.    In 
recognition   of   the   honor   and    glory   your 
berotem   hss   brought   to  the  profession  of 
nursing  throughout  the  world  the  Grant  Hos- 
pital of  Chicago,  School  of  Nursing,  hereby 
establishes  a  3-year  KhcdarBhlp  in  your  honor 
to  be  known  as  the  MUe.  Genevieve  de  Gal- 
ard-Terraube scholarship. 

This  scholarship  will  be  awarded  to  that 
candidate  whose  qualities  of  mind  and  heart 
and  spirit  make  her  most  likely  to  carry  on 
noblest  traditions  of  the  nursing  profession 
which  you  exemplify. 

Given  at  Chicago,  in  the  State  of  Illinois, 
August  4,  1954. 

CJoTt  C.  Masow,  M.  D., 

President.  Medical  Staff. 

JOSXPR    P.    DlTEN, 

President,  Board  of  Directors. 

MOMA   JACK.SON,   R.   N., 

Director,  School  of  Nursing. 
WXLUAJC  A.  HxrrcHiNsoif,  M.  D.. 

Executive  Director. 

Veterans'  Administration.  Department  of 
Medlcme  and  Surgery.  Nursing  Service,  pays 
tribute  to  Mile.  Genevieve  de  Galard-Ter- 
raube In  recognition  of  her  outstanding  cour- 
age and  performance  of  duty  at  Dlen  Plen 
Phu  exemplifying  the  Ideals  and  traditions 
of  the  nursing  profession. 

Given  at  Chicago,  IlL,  tbls  6th  day  of  Au- 
gust 1964. 

D<»OTBT    V.    WHKEUa, 

Director  of  Nursing  Service. 

After  a  restf til  weekend  at  Lake  Tahoe 
with  her  cousin,  M.  de  Ouiringaud, 
French  ccmsul  general  in  San  Fran- 
cisco, Mile,  de  Galard  proceeded  to 
San  R'anclsco,  arriving  there  on 
August  10.  Met  by  representatives  of  the 
Armed  Forces  and  officials  of  the  local 
medical,  civic,  and  service  organizations, 
and  of  the  Ftench  consular  corps,  she 
was  then  welcomed  to  the  city  by  Mayor 
Elmer  Robinson.  That  evening  a  re- 
ception at  the  local  Red  Cross  chapter 
headquarters  was  held  for  representa- 
tives of  the  Red  Cross,  chapter  ofDdalB, 
service  chsdrmen,  and  professional  nurs- 
ing organization  representatives  and 
members,  after  which  the  French  consul 


general  gave  a  dinner  in  her  honor. 
During  the  next  2  days  she  visited  Port 
Miley  Veterans'  Administration  Hoq;»i- 
tal,  the  Presidio,  the  Irwin  Memorial 
Blood  Bank,  Treasure  Island,  aiul  Travis 
Air  Force  Base.  This  last  is  the  base 
through  which  the  wounded  French  sol- 
diers from  Indochina  were  sent  on  their 
way  home.  A  cosponsored  reception 
was  held  for  her  by  the  World  Affairs 
Council  of  N(»-them  California,  the 
American  Women's  Voluntary  Services, 
and  France- Amerique;  and  another  re- 
ception was  held  under  tt^  auspices  of 
the  French  colony  in  San  ^nncisco. 

Leaving  San  Francisco  August  12  tbe 
party  spent  a  night  in  New  Orleans  en 
route  to  Gunter  Field  at  Montgomery. 
Ala.  This  gave  her  opportunity  to  visit 
the  School  of  Aviation  Medicine,  and 
observe  the  air  flight  training  courses 
given  for  Air  Force  nurses. 

Augxist  14  saw  her  bade  in  New  York 
where  she  remained  over  the  we^end, 
again  the  guest  of  the  Plaza  Hotel,  tak- 
ing off  for  Paris  via  Air  France,  August 
17. 

This  in  brief.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  an  ac- 
coimt  of  the  visit  of  the  French  air- 
borne nurse,  Genevieve  de  Oalard- 
Terraube.  May  I  take  this  opportunity 
to  thank  some  of  the  many  hundreds  of 
people  and  organizations  who  have 
played  a  direct  part  in  her  tour  of  the 
United  States.  The  very  heaviest  roles 
have  been  played  by  the  Departments  of 
State  and  Defense,  the  French  Embassy, 
and  by  the  member  organizations  in  the 
National  Welcome  Committee.  These 
last-named  are:  American  Association 
of  Social  Workers;  American  Cancer 
Society;  American  Heart  Association; 
American  Hospital  Association;  Ameri- 
can Medical  Association;  American  Na- 
tional Red  Cross;  American  Nurses  As- 
sociation; American  Pul>Uc  Health  As- 
sociation; Defense  Advisory  Committee 
on  Women  in  the  Services;  National 
League  for  Nursing;  United  States  Pub- 
lic Health  Service;  United  States  De- 
fense Department;  United  States  Air 
Force  Nurse  Corps;  United  States  Army 
Nurse  Corps;  United  States  Navy  Nurse 
Corps;  the  Veterans'  Administration; 
Womens  Medical  )^)eclaU8t  Corps — 
United  States  Army  and  United  States 
Air  Force— and  the  World  Medical  As- 
sociation. 

A  particularly  happy  choice  by  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  State  McCardle  of 
Mr.  Jameson  Parker  gave  this  project 
an  experienced  Foreign  Service  ofBcer 
to  travel  with  the  official  party.  For 
the  past  month  he  has  worked  tirelessly 
arotmd  the  clock  to  coordinate  every 
effort  in  this  endeavor.  I  want  to  men- 
tion also  Mr.  James  Donovan  of  the  De- 
partment of  State,  who  is  responsible 
for  Mile,  de  Galard's  itinerary  and  re- 
ceptions in  the  various  cities  and  MaJ. 
Howard  McOrath,  special  events  officer 
of  the  Etepartment  of  Defense  who  has 
coordinated  the  Defense  effort.  Mr.  Jo- 
seph Tambone.  protocol  ofDcer  at  the 
United  States  Bfission  to  the  United  Na- 
tions, offered  splendid  assistance  on  the 
New  York  plans. 

Ambassador  and  Madame  Bonnet,  of 
the  Ptench  Embassy,  were  the  gracious 
hosts  of  Mile,  de  Galard  during  her 
entire  stay  in  Washington.     M.  Roger 
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Beydonac,  IflBlBter.  and  IC  Jaoqtws 
DupuT*  B68ond  Sccretarx*  oohM  not  bATtt 
lM«n  mora  hdpfal  sod  cooperatlTe. 

ICr.  BpMker,  It  Is  mj  hope  that  this 
brief  report  on  the  results  of  the  unique 
tatttettan  we  extended  this  French  air- 
home  Morse  Oenerleve  de  Oalard-Ter- 
zmiriw  win  Hft  to  eaeh  and  every  member 
of  the  89d  Cmgress  a  sense  of  the  dual 
ptu'iwee  behind  our  action:  to  honor  a 
galhait  nurse  whoee  service  in  the  for- 
tress of  Dien  Blen  Phu,  way  off  in  Indo- 
china, so  deeply  touched  ^e  hearts  of 
Hm  free  irorid,  and  to  further  cement 
the  trlendahlp  between  our  two  great 
nations. 

Wherever  MUe.  de  Galard  went  she 
won  the  hearts  of  all  who  saw  her 
ylth  her  gentle  dignity,  her  humility, 
and  the  rara  spirit  which  radiated  from 
her.  We  can  be  sure  that  as  she  go«i 
among  her  own  people  she  will  take  with 
her  a  better  understanding  of  the  people 
of  our  United  States.  And  after  all, 
Mr.  SpealEer,  imderstanding  is  the  cor- 
nerstone of  peace. 

Under  leave  previously  granted,  I  am 
appending  hereto  several  documents  per- 
taining to  Iflle.  de  Galard's  visit: 
Tkb  Amosl  aw  Dair  Boor  Pbv 

(By  Buth  Boycr  Soott,  registered  nurse) 

Oounge  la  often  an  unsung  qtiallty  of 
nureee  posilttly  because  it  Is  usually  a 
deeply  Instinctive  rather  than  a  premeditated 
reactkm  to  a  sudden  situation.  But  a  39- 
yaar-<4d  brown-hatred  French  nurse  made 
world  headlines  recently  when  she  deUb- 
aratdy  sou^t  a  dangerous  situation  and  met 
It  with  unforgettable  coiirage. 

Vreneh  Air  Force  lieutenant  Oenerleve  de 
Oalard-Terraube.  having  lived  through  the 
terrible  siege  and  fall  of  the  Dlen  Blen  Phu 
fortress  in  Indochina,  refused  the  first  offer 
of  freedom  when  it  was  made  by  the  Oom- 
munlsts.  Am  the  only  woman  among  11,000 
soldiers,  she  waited  and  worked  until  mere 
than  400  wounded  had  been  flown  out. 

Creative  appreciation  is  also  a  much  needed 
quality.  Oongreaswoman  FIkaivcm  P.  Boltok 
for  years  has  been  an  admirer  of  nurses  and 
an  active  worker  on  their  behalf,  with  In- 
spiration, she  introduced  a  resolution  invit- 
ing ICle.  de  Galard  to  visit  the  United  States 
as  an  hcmcred  guest  of  Congress. 

A  layman  who  knows  the  history  of  nurs- 
ing, Mrs.  BoLxow  pointed  out  in  the  resolu- 
tion that  this  year  marks  the  one-himdredth 
anniversary  of  Flarence  Nightingale's  historic 
contribution  to  the  Crimean  War. 

"Everyone  was  thrilled  in  the  House  and 
Senate  by  the  hope  of  recognizing  this  un- 
surpassed nurse  who  served  \mder  fire,  with 
no  other  woman  about  to  offn  either  physical 
or  moral  support,  and  transformed  a  military 
revwaal  into  a  great  psychologic  victory,"  the 
Oongresswoman  related.  "The  resolution  was 
passed  tj  both  Bousee  of  Congress  without 
one  dlnentlng  voice." 

President  Blsenhower  himself  sent  the 
congressional  invitation  to  the.dovemment 
at  France.  He  also  wrote  directly  to  the 
nurse  hweelf  with  warmest  praise  of  "your 
fortitude  and  devotion  to  duty." 

Mrs.  BOLTON  says.  "Lafayette  was  given 
the  use  at  a  Uodted  States  vessti  so  that  he 
could  come  here  to  be  honored  In  poet- 
Bavolutlonary  times.  Mo  other  person  bef  en 
Murae  ds  Oalard-Terraube  has  ever  been  in- 
vited formally  by  Congress  to  became  an 
'h<aored  guest'."  Nearly  a  centuries  have 
Intervoied  stnee  Lafayette's  visit  but  only 
this  difference  Is  apparent — today  ttie  con- 
templated honors  wlU  go  to  a  Frenchwoman 
of  imlque  gallantry  rather  than  to  a  gallant 
nenchmasa 


As  plans  began  to  take  shape  for  Mile,  de 
OalardlB  visit,  MTs.  Boltok  became  the  f  oStis 
of  day  and  night  activity.  "And  I  mean 
night,"  Ifrs.  BoLTon  laughed.  "I  had  a 
phone  call  at  1 :  80  a.  m." 

Am  chairman  of  the  National  Committee  to 
Welcome  Oenevleye  de  Galard-Terraube,  Mrs. 
Boiffoir  stirveyed  the  attitudes  In  15  natlotial 
organisations  outstanding  In  health  and 
allied  fields.  Members  of  the  Amerloan 
Nurses  Association,  the  National  League  for 
Nursing,  the  United  States  Public  Health 
Smnrlce.  and  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force 
Nurse  Corps  were  happy  to  assist  with  the 
arrangements. 

"We  must  remember,"  Mrs.  Bolton  told 
planners,  "that  our  guest  is  a  little  tired,  a 
Uttle  shy,  and  doesn't  speak  much  Englteh. 

"The  spectacular  public  welcome  in  Hew 
York  City  and  Washington  must  be  tempered 
with  quiet  hours  and  a  ftill  opportunity  to 
see  what  any  nurse  is  eager  to  observe." 

Like  Florence  Nightingale,  Nurse  de  GalSrd 
volunteered  for  war  service.  She  asked  for 
duty  In  Indochina  In  the  fall  of  1953.  She 
flew  in  and  out  of  the  enemy-6urroun4ed 
fortress  of  Dlen  Blen  Phu  in  helicopters  with 
the  wounded.  Artillery  fire  damaged  her 
plane  on  March  27  so  that  It  couldn't  take 
off.  The  next  day,  while  she  was  «tlll 
grounded,  according  to  an  article  in  the  Paris 
magaaine.  Match  (May  1-8),  the  airlift  was 
Interrupted,  and  in  the  ensuing  blockade  she 
remained  as  the  only  woman  member  of  the 
garrison. 

And  BO  she  went  about  her  nursing,  helping 
the  doctors  care  fpr  the  wounded.  Despite 
the  overwhelming  burden  of  her  duties,  she 
dldnt  miss  ths  chance  to  visit  with  a 
wounded  soldier  who  also  was  a  native,  of 
her  beloved  Paris.  Her  fluent  chatter  dis- 
tracted his  mind  from  pain  during  surgery, 
he  proudly  related  when  he  was  flown  out 
before  she  was. 

While  Lieutenant  de  Galard  was  still  under 
Shellflre  in  the  tottering  fort,  the  gratetful 
French  Republic  made  her  a  Knight  of  the 
Legion  of  Honor,  and  awarded  her  the  Preach 
Military  Medal  for  heroic  duty.  Her  41  days 
under  siege  were  followed  by  17  days  as  a 
prisoner.  To  her,  those  record-making  days 
"opened  new  horizons  and  the  camaraderie 
was  wonderful."  She  left  her  prison  with 
mingled  "Joy  and  sadness." 

When  she  reached  the  relative  safety  of 
Hanoi,  she  said,  "I  had  no  idea  I  was  famous." 
And  so,  as  in  Florence  Nightingale's  life,  we 
find  another  Instance  where  the  relationship 
between  patient  and  nurse  was  such  that 
tragedy  and  overwork  could  be  translated 
into  a  "wonderful  experience."  Unlike  Flor- 
ence Nightingale,  however,  who  sailed  from 
England  accompanied  by  a  staff  of  38  nuries, 
Genevieve  de  Galard-Terraube  was  quite 
alone  as  a  woman.  It  is  this  triumph  of  dedi- 
cated service  and  buoyant  spirits  over  "the 
lone  woman"  which  has  so  deeply  moved  Hot 
only  the  French  and  American  people,  Sut 
everyone  in  the  free  world. 
.  Florence  Nightingale  was  never  a  prisoner. 
But  the  Angel  of  Dien  Bien  Phu,  an  appella- 
tion Mile,  de  Galard  will  have  to  bear  for 
eternity,  could  not  be  sure  when  she  refuted 
the  flrst  offer  of  freedom  that  she  would  etrer 
have  another  chance. 

Unlike  Florence  Nightingale,  who  returded 
to  London,  still  weakened  from  fever,  by  slbw 
passsge  on  a  Kltlsh  man-of-war,  the  French 
heroine  came  home  to  Paris,  worn  but  well, 
by  the  modem  miracle  of  plane  flight,  to 
find  her  likeness  in  color  on  the  cover  of 
Match  (June  12). 

Just  as  Florence  Nightingale  came  from  a 
family  of  refinement  and  social  standing, 
so  does  Mile,  de  Galard.  Hor  family  bears 
one  of  the  old  and  proud  names  in  French 
military  annals. 

Bar  mother.  Vleountess  Oger  de  GalaVd- 
Terraube.  wept  when  she  heard  the  n«wa 
tram  Geneva  that  her  famous  daiighter  had 


been  flown  out  safely  from  Dlen  Bie|i  Phn 
to  Hanoi,  Indochina.  When  the  heroic  nurse 
reached  Paris  the  aging  vicountess,  hef  black 
garb  relieved  only  by  a  mauve  blouse,  kugged 
her  daughter  briefly.  Then  she  released 
her  to  the  wildly  Joyful  crowd  at  tbie  Orly 
Airport.  Oenevleve,  in  the  trim  navy  blue 
uniform  and  beret  of  the  French  Air  Force, 
had  a  smile  for  everyone,  and  her  blue  eyes 
were  full  of  Joy. 

But  observers  say  that  her  smile  w|s  Just 
as  heart-warming  when  she  was  flo^n  out 
from  the  fallen  fort,  weary  and  dusty,  in 
the  coverall  which  is  the  paratrooper'!  cam- 
paign uniform.  That  she  wore  shoes  with- 
out stockings  was  the  moet  insigniflcant 
personal  sacriflce  of  a  gently  reared  girl. 
That  she  wore  lipstick  was  the  gallaat  ges- 
ture of  today's  nurse  who  works  under  flre 
in  field  pants,  and  still  is  a  delightful  woman. 

To  the  American  planners  of  Coagress- 
woman  Bolton's  welcoming  committee,  who 
were  trying  to  combine  consideration  with 
enthusiastic  appreciation,  a  French  Embassy 
secretary  brought  word  from  a  San  Fra|kcisco- 
Btatloned  cousin  of  Mile,  de  Galard  that 
he  bad  talked  with  her  in  Parts.  Her  cotuln 
reported  that  she  was  "extremely  tirfed  but 
extremely  grateful"  to  the  American  people. 

Other  bits  of  information  about  her  rela- 
tives have  come  out.  While  she  was  yet  a 
prisoner  of  the  Communists,  another  cousin 
was  In  Geneva  at  the  peace  conference  as  a 
correspondent  for  a  French  newspaper.  The 
Communists  told  him,  "The  army  high  com- 
mand has  decided  to  liberate  your  cOusln." 
But,  as  the  world  soon  learned,  the  plucky 
nurse  refused  the  proffered  freedom  ^t  this 
point. 

As  planners  were  coping  with  the  Impos- 
sibility of  including  all  the  major  American 
cities — and  all  the  officials,  nurses,  doctors 
and  American  Red  Cross  workers  who  wanted 
to  meet  her — into  the  proposed  itinerary,  this 
was  the  word:  "San  Francisco  is  a  must,  be- 
cause she  has  relatives  there." 

Magazines  must  go  to  press  months  ahead. 
When  this  issue  reaches  you,  many  nurses 
already  may  have  seen  Genevieve  de  Oalard- 
Terraube.  Many  more  will  not  have  hM  this 
privilege,  but  will  have  looked  to  radio  and 
television  and  newspapers  for  details  of  her 
tour. 

In  June  Mrs.  Bolton  was  "hoping"  and 
trying  in  her  humanitarian  way  to  make  a 
success  of  the  "Welcome  of  Two  Centuries." 
She  was  hoping  that  Mile,  de  Galard  would 
spent  a  night  or  two  in  Mrs.  Bolton's  home, 
across  the  street  from  the  French  Bmbassy 
where  a  tea  was  planned.  She  was  hoping, 
as  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Regents  of 
Mount  Vernon,  to  take  Genevieve  to  t.^t# 
beautiful  colonial  shrine  and  home  of  our 
First  President — whom  France  helped  to 
victory. 

She  was  hoping  that  hazel-eyed,  |3lond- 
haired  Miss  Mary  Vance  Trent  of  the  State 
Department  would  be  the  American  angel  for 
this  famous  nurse.  The  tour  was  oglclally 
under  the  guidance  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment's exchange  program,  by  which  many 
foreigners  visit  our  country  every  year.  Miss 
Trent,  who  speaks  French  fluently,  was 
schedtiled  as  official  interpreter  and  travel- 
ing guide  for  the  nurse.  But  of  equal  Im- 
portance, Miss  Trent  is  a  capable,  trarm- 
hearted  person,  who  would  try  to  ba  mora 
friend  than  guide  as  she  accompai|led  a 
famous  nurse  and  protected  her  from  the 
overexuberance  of  the  admiring  public 

Whatever  may  come  of  these  plans,  while 
this  magazine  rolls  through  the  presses. 
American  nurses  salute  1954's  Nurse  pf  the 
World.  And  they  voice  appreciation  fof  Con- 
gresswoman  Bolton,  who  is  not  only  a  friend 
to  nurses  here,  but  also,  through  her  tmem- 
berships  internationally.  Is  unusually  well 
Informed  on  nursing  In  France  and  Inj  other 
parts  of  the  world. 


G(»^R£SSIONrAL  RECORD  —  HiOUSE 


Aunvjtf.   19. 


195^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


14327 


Have  Subsidies  Become  Our  Lifeblood? — 
It  There  a  Resnedy? 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  RALPH  W.  GWINN 

OF  NXW  YORK 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday,  August  12,  t9S4 

Mr.  GWINN.  Mr.  Speaker,  some  time 
ago  the  Government  took  by  force  pri- 
vate property  by  taxation  and  gave  big 
gobs  of  it  to  the  beef  cattlemen.  In 
effect,  beef  became  the  public  property 
of  the  Government.  More  and  more 
people  went  into  raising  beef  for  Gov- 
ernment subsidies.  Surpluses  of  cattle 
increased.  Prices  to  the  consumers  were 
fixed  high  by  the  Government,  in  spite 
of  increasing  surpluses.  Suddenly  the 
people  quit  eating  be<;f.  They  struck. 
Just  as  suddenly  the  sturdy  big -hatted 
ranchers  woke  up  to  the  fact  that  they 
were  raising  socialized  beef  for  the  Gov- 
ernment which  is  a  most  vmreliable  po- 
litical customer.  They  had  lost  their 
real  dependable  customers,  the  Ameri- 
can people.  Sd  the  cattlemen  took  a  vote 
and  threw  Government  price  supports 
and  control  of  their  business  out.  They 
chose  the  hard  road  of  winning  their 
customers  back  in  a  free  beef  market. 
That  meant  lower  prices,  but  increased 
teef  consumption  from  62  to  76  pounds 
per  capita — an  alltime  record.  Congress 
was  not  smart  enough  to  stop  subsidies, 
but  the  cattlemen  were. 

The  potato  growers  were  corrupted  for 
years  by  Government  checks  totaling 
$478  million.  They,  too.  delivered  their 
potatoes  to  the  Government  instead  of 
the  consumers.  Suddenly  the  taxpayers 
were  shocked  to  see  the  Government  pay- 
ing farmers  for  potatoes  with  taxpayers' 
money,  then  burning  the  potatoes  to 
make  them  scarce  to  keep  the  prices 
high.  To  make  it  worse,  after  destroying 
the  potatoes  on  one  side  of  the  road, 
the  Government  bought  potatoes  from 
Canada  to  feed  the  people  on  the  other 
side.  Congress  went  inght  on,  year  after 
year,  and  could  not  stop.  The  people 
did  stop  it.  Potatoes  won  their  freedom 
from  Government.  And  tough  as  free- 
dom is,  potatoes  would  not  go  back  into 
socialism,  viz,  big  management,  owner- 
ship, and  control  by  the  Government 

In  the  same  way  the  Government  has 
been  insisting  on  taking  by  force  private 
property  and  building  publicly  owned 
Government  houses.  It  rents  them  at 
half  rent,  exempt  from  taxation.  And, 
of  course.  Government  expects  tenants 
to  vote  right  in  return  for  favors.  A  very 
narrow  majority  in  Congress  ha«  been 
insisting  lately  on  forcing  public  houses 
on  to  the  people  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
the  people  do  not  want  them.  Generally 
wherever  the  people  vote  they  throw 
Government  housing  out,  keep  their  own 
money  at  home,  and  manage  their  own 
affairs. 

Now  come  the  people  of  Tennessee  tell- 
ing the  true  story  of  TVA,  the  first  and 
most  highly  touted  of  American  social- 
,  istic  experiments.  It  Is  turning  out  very 
badly  for  Tennessee.  For  the  Tennessee 
Valley  has  become  totally  dependent  up- 


on Government  power  and  annual  ap- 
propriations from  Congress,  and  is  fall- 
ing behind  the  other  Southeastern  States. 
That  is  because  the  other  States  are  not 
dependent  on  what  Congress  may  or  may 
not  do.  The  other  States  make  and  pay 
for  their  own  electric  power,  depending 
upon  themselves.  Tennessee  has  found 
by  bitter  experience  that  business  firms 
will  not  move  into  a  State  where  the 
amount  of  electric  power  they  produce 
depends  on  Congress  taking  the  money 
to  build  their  powerplants  by  force  from 
somebody  else  in  far-distant  States. 
Congress  is  finding  it  more  and  more  im- 
possible to  buy  the  votes  in  Tennessee  by 
taking  the  money  from  Massachusetts, 
New  York,  Illinois,  and  other  States. 
Even  the  little  schoolboys  now  define 
TVA  as  "a  river  that  flows  through  7 
States  and  drains  41."  Even  so,  they  are 
being  drained  again  for  the  22d  year. 

This  year  be  it  noted,  a  Republican 
Congress  is  appropriating  less  than  any 
year  before,  but  it  is  still  $120  million 
to  build  steam  plants.  That  will  help 
heat  their  houses  with  electricity,  though 
Tennesseans  have  plenty  of  coal  in  their 
backyards  which  they  could  use.  They 
could  also  use  oil  like  other  people.  But 
it  is  cheaper  to  use  electilcity  so  long  as 
taxpayers  in  other  States  can  be  socked 
to  provide  it  partly  at  their  expense  for 
Tennessee.  But  Tennessee  knows  that 
no  scheme  to  buy  votes  as  crazy  and  in- 
credible as  TVA  can  last.  So  Mr.  Robert 
M.  Metcalf,  Jr.,  vice  president  of  Guar- 
anty Mortgage  &  Trust  Co.,  of  Memphis, 
Term.,  comes  up  with  this  remedy.  He 
proposed  a  new  and  greater  TVA  in  Spot- 
light for  the  Nation.  He  says: 
A  New  and  Gseates  TVA 
We  are  nearing  a  fork  in  the  road. 
With  the  inexorable  march  of  events,  it 
may  not  be  far  ahead. 

Probably  during  this  administration,  oiir 
Oovemment  will  be  faced  with  a  choice  of 
what  to  do  with  TVA— for  the  long  pull. 
The  administration  Itself  is  pledged  to  a 
withdrawal  of  Government  from  the  fields 
of  industrial  enterprise.  The  new  Hoover 
Commission  is  already  girding  itself  for  that 
Job;  a  task  force  of  the  Commission  under 
Ben  Moreell  is  working  in  tiie  specific  realm 
of  water  resources  and  power.  In  the  bat- 
tle that  has  already  raged  for  years  in  the 
press  and  through  the  Halls  of  Congress,  the 
recommendations  that  come  in  from  the  task 
force  may  well  bring  on  the  climax. 

With  the  taxpayer  who  lives  elsewhere  In 
the  Nation  naturally  reluctant  to  continue 
being  forced  to  invest  in  power  faculties  for 
Tennesseeans.  the  fight  over  TVA  appro- 
priations has  t>ecome  increasingly  bitter. 

The  resident  in  the  TVA  region,  on  the 
other  hand,  sees  TVA  as  a  fait  accompli 
and  win  declare  war  at  the  flick  of  a  power 
switch  when  he  feels  that  his  city's  growth 
has  a  ceUlng  being  placed  on  it  by  threat  of  a 
power  shortage.  He  realises  that  it  Is  un- 
sound and  risk-filled  to  be  dependent  upon 
Congressmen  from  all  sections  of  the  country 
to  vote  funds  for  his  power  expansion  needs. 
Nonethelees  that  is  the  way  it  has  been  and 
still  remains. 

What  woiUd  be  the  happiest  solution  of  the 
problems  posed  by  TVA — the  best  answer  for 
the  country  as  a  whole  and  for  the  residents 
In  the  TVA  region? 

It  is  this:  Sell  the  power-generating  facu- 
lties to  the  people  In  the  area  it  serves. 

By  this  one  stroke  we  would  accompli^ 
these  great  objectives: 

1.  Reverse  one  of  the  biggest  socialistic 
steps  the  United  States  has  ever  taken. 


3.  Lift  TVA  off  the  backs  of  t^e  Nation's 
taxpayers  (as  it  tiaa  lieen  wltb  res]>ect  to  (a) 
its  demands  for  capital  funds  and  (b)  its 
nontaxpaylng  statiis.  though  a  producing 
enterprise). 

3.  Get  the  ownership  of  TVA  truly  in  the 
hands  of  the  people  (and  they  would  be 
the  people  most  concerned)  with  control  of 
the  vast  project  at  home. 

4.  Give  to  TVA  the  dynamism  and  flexi- 
bility of  private  enterprise,  with  an  owner- 
ship t2xily  alert  and  responsive  to  power 
needs. 

6.  Eliminate  the  tyranny,  abuse,  and  graft 
of  politics  to  which  an  institution  like  TVA 
is  so  subject. 

6.  Stop  the  threat  of  a  power  shortage 
that  constantly  hangs  over  the  TVA  region 
because  of  dependence  upon  Congress  for 
growth  funds. 

The  legislative  processes  to  bring  into  being 
this  new  TVA  need  not  be  labrjrlnthlne. 
They  might  well  lead  to  the  following  steps: 

1.  Empowering  TVA  to  issue  bonds,  deben* 
tures.  preferred  and  common  stock  for  pri- 
vate sale  (in  the  order  noted  below),  speci- 
fying that  the  United  States  Treasury  shall 
be  the  ultimate  recipient  of  aU  securities 
sales  proceeds. 

2.  Sale  of  the  senior  securities  first.  In  pro- 
portions that  are  normal  for  a  pubUc  uUllty 
of  that  type. 

3.  Sale  of  the  common  stock,  to  be  offered 
flrst  to  individuals  residing  in  the  TVA  re- 
gion. The  equity  would  probably  not  be  too 
large,  after  step  2  is  taken,  for  the  TVA  re- 
gion residents  to  take  all  of  the  stock.  They 
would  be  allowed  to  purchase  for  cash,  ex- 
change for  United  States  bonds  or  pay  by 
Installments. 

4.  Election  of  board  members  by  the  new 
owners  and  complete  divorce  of  TVA  from  the 
United  States  Government.  The  cognisant 
State  regulatory  bodies  would  take  over  reg- 
ulation, and  from  them  must  be  obtained 
prior  agreements  to  allow  rates  to  go  to 
proper  economic  levels. 

Then  Mr.  Metcalf  concludes  by  asking. 
"Could  any  American  dedicated  to  baslo 
principles  ask  for  a  better  TVA?" 

And  so,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  this  session  of 
Congress  comes  to  a  close,  I  propose  to 
the  people  that  they  help,  as  Mr.  Metcalf 
has  helped  with  a  new  idea,  to  solve  our 
problems.  No  President,  no  Congress, 
no  government  can  solve  them  without 
such  help.  For  20  years  Congress 
indulged  itself  in  a  kind  of  vote-getting 
game,  sometimes  under  the  lash  of  a 
Pi-esident,  to  redistribute  the  wealth. 
They  indulged  in  doing  good  with  other 
people's  money  without  too  much  dis- 
turbance to  conscience  in  taking  private 
property  and  making  it  public  owner- 
ship and  operation.  If  conscience  were 
disturbed,  alleged  national  defense  re- 
lieved It.  But  by  now  each  group  getting 
the  benefits  of  the  redistribution  are  run- 
ning head  on  Into  each  other  or  running 
out  of  benefits.  Indeed  the  mess,  which 
this  Congress  came  Into  power  2  yean  ' 
ago  to  clean  up,  has  smeared  the  faces 
of  those  who  have  quite  diligently 
wrestled  with  it. 

'  If  there  are  critics  of  the  failure  of 
Congress  to  reverse  the  New  Deal  trend 
and  save  the  taxpayers  much  more,  let 
them  answer  these  questions.  Which 
particular  group  feeding  in  the  public 
trough  would  they  knock  out  flrst? 
Which  subsidy  law  would  they  npeal  to 
start  with?  They  must  be  repealed  one 
at  a  time.  That  is.  which  group's  vote 
would  they  risk  losing  first?  Tbatts  I 
tried. 
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Cam  havlnc  been  for  nt$stkr 
ao  yean  te  the  pidBBe  trooch  and  fedteff 
quite  secure  smld  in  effect:  *7fow  wbat 
iNude  Tliliti  tanre  peanuts  to  put  tbeir 
feet  in  this  troughr*  HMrby  the  country 
would  never  mlas  tbem  if  we  never 
raised  another  peanut.  They  are  Indi- 
gestible anyway."  And  com  called  for 
a  vote  of  all  the  otlien  to  throw  pea> 
nuts  (Hit.  Whereupon  peanuts  furioually 
ooimter-attaeked  with  most  devastating 
effect  They  said.  "Why  of  all  those 
feeding  in  this  trough  that  have  grown 
dedc  and  fat  and  should  be  thrown  out, 
it's  com.  Above  all  others  it  should  fall 
on  its  knees  and  ask  forgiveness  for  its 
sins  in  the  weU  of  this  House."  SoUttte 
peanuts,  who  really  had  no  case  at  all, 
rtiamed  com  and  scared  the  otters  so 
that  the  vote  was  228  to  170  to  keep  pea- 
nuts in.  After  the  fight  peanuts  got 
nearly  as  much  sul)8idy  as  com  got  for 
keeping  itself  padlocked  in  cribs  so  as 
to  make  Itself  look  scarce  and  high 
priced. 

After  that  vote  in  the  House  in  which 
peanuts  did  so  well,  apples  were  heard 
tumbling  an  over  themselves  out  in  the 
halls.  Tltey  said.  "Why  sure  enough  we 
are  Just  as  Imslc  as  any  of  the  rest.  Be- 
sides we  can  be  Icept  by  freezing.  What's 
more  basic  than  an  apple  a  day  keeping 
the  doctor  away?"  In  the  distance  you 
could  hear  groups  without  number  or- 
ganising the  votes  so  that  every  seat 
in  the  House  will  be  endangered  unless 
the  Member  votes  to  give  each  new 
group  theirs  for  no  good  reason  except 
that  all  the  others  are  getting  theirs. 
When  I  asked  a  friend  on  ttie  flow  if  this 
would  ever  stop,  he  answered  "No;  it 
will  go  on  for  ever." 

When  Government  controls  the  eco- 
nomic laws  of  potatoes,  it  controls  the 
moral  laws  surrounding  their  use.  If 
Qovemmokt  owns  your  house,  and  rents 
it  to  you.  it  win  tell  bow  to  live  in  it. 
Tou  may  c(»nmit  cme  sin  or  have  one 
illegitimate  child  in  Oovemment  housing 
but  not  two.  This  is  the  rule  in  the  book 
of  morals  in  Houston,  Tex.  You  are 
free  to  vote,  of  course,  but  if  you  vote 
against  the  party  that  provided  your 
house  you  may  expect  to  move.  And 
so  cattlemen,  potatomen,  many  Oovem- 
ment tenants,  dependents  on  Oovem- 
ment for  power  or  loans  or  health,  must 
do  the  win  of  Government  and  not  of 
God.  Government  becomes  a  substi- 
tute for  God. 

I  dare  say  a  majority  of  Congressmen 
are  leaving  Washington  this  August  1954 
with  a  greater  poUtleal.  eoonanie.  and 
moral  sense  of  frustration,  than  at  any 
tiflse  in  23  years.  It  is  not  primarily  be- 
cause of  entanglements  with  other  na- 
tions, but  because  we  have  tried  and 
failed  to  resolve  questions  of  right  and 
wrong  on  a  eonstttntional  basis  in  our 
domestic  alBalis.  The  contentions  of 
grouplsm  and  the  outright  dlsordo-  and 
lawlessness  of  some  of  the  more  power- 
ful ones  have  wearied  the  souls  of  Con- 
gressmen. What  is  worse,  they  have  no 
defense  trom  these  groups;  no  limita- 


tkm  on  tbdr  power  to  satisfy  tbem,  ho 
ground  on  which  to  stand  and  fight, 

flo  the  people  thonselves  must  come 
to  the  defense  of  the  President  and  the 
Congress  to  get  the  Government  out  of 
aU  its  unlawful,  .unconstitutional  busi- 
ness. They  must  remove  such  questions 
from  elections.  And  then  amend  and 
clarify  the  Constitution  by  action  in  tlie 
State  legislatures  so  as  to  keep  the  Re- 
public from  going  Socialist  ever  again. 

Let  me  know  your  reaction  to  the  Mtt- 
calf  proposal  and  subsidies. 


BIOHWATS 


CoBfres 


Toasf  Represeats  Workkf 
People 
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HON.  CUFTON  (CLIFF)  YOUNC 

or  MXVAOA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATTVEa 

Thursday.  August  12. 1954 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  sole 
Representative  in  Congress  of  the  State 
of  Nevada,  I  feel  it  important  at  this  tlAie 
to  report  to  the  people  of  my  congres- 
sional district  on  legislative  activities  of 
the  83d  Congress  wtiich  affect  them. 

The  past  10  years  have  seen  a  tnily 
amazing  economic  growth  in  my  State— 
and  the  future  holds  promise  of  even 
more  rapid  development.  There  are 
many  factors  in  Nevada  favorable  to  ib- 
dustxial  expansion.  One  such  factor  is  a 
large  group  of  conscientious,  energetic, 
working  people.  They  labor  hard  at 
their  jobs,  earning  a  livelihood  while 
building  a  stronger  and  sounder  State 
economy.  Others  have  passed  their  pro- 
ductive days  and  have  retired  after  a 
lifetime  of  labor.  Knowing  of  their  in- 
terest in  matters  before  Congress  from 
the  many  letters  received  by  me  diuing 
the  past  year,  I  intend  at  this  time  to 
discuss  legislation  of  special  imcortaiKe 
to  them. 

BOSFTTALS  AND  HZALTH  | 

The  83d  Congress  has  taken  vigorous 
steps  to  protect  and  prranote  the  lo- 
tion's health.  A  new  national  empha$ls 
was  given  to  this  field  by  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Department  of  Health,  Ed- 
ucation, and  Welfare. 

These  specific  provisions  were  in- 
cluded in  a  forward-looking  health  pro- 
gram: First,  Federal  aid  in  the  construc- 
tkm  of  public  and  nonprofit  hospitals 
and  nursing  homes;  second,  research  in 
the  perplexing  health  problems.  I  re- 
gret that  time  does  not  permit  me  to  tfll 
of  the  great  advances  which  have  been 
made  in  the  battle  against  cancer,  hevt 
disease,  poUo,  and  many  other  riis4»fti^p^^ 
as  a  result  of  the  Federal  research  pro- 
gram; third,  an  expanded  vocational  re- 
habilitation program  was  approved 
which  win  greatly  increase  future  aid 
to  disabled  persons  and  build  a  more  pro- 
docttve  America  by  assisting  these  peo- 
ple to  become  economically  independent. 
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The  1954  Federal  Highway  Ac|  pro- 
vides the  greatest  sums  for  highway  im- 
provements in  the  history  of  our  Khttion. 
The  State  of  Nevada  win  receive  $1,719.- 
541  during  each  of  the  next  2  years. 
This  excieeds  by  nearly  $3  million  an- 
nually funds  available  in  the  past. 

Improved  highways  win  mean  more 
convenience,  greater  personal  Safety, 
stimulation  of  our  important  tourist 
trade,  and  the  strengthening  of  natiozud 
security  and  civil  defense. 

I  supported  this  legislation  and  also 
measures  to  secure  four-lane  highwajrs 
from  the  west  coast  inland  to  southern 
and  northern  Nevada. 

SKNIOH  cmzxMS 

Improvements  were  made  in  our  social 
security  and  old-age  and  survivors  in- 
surance programs  by  increasing  the 
earning  base;  raising  the  benefit 
amounts;  eliminating  the  5  lowest  years 
of  earnings  in  computing  averages;  in- 
creasing the  amount  a  beneficiary  can 
earn  without  losing  benefits;  and  by  ex- 
tending protection  under  the  act.  I  wUl 
be  glad  to  furnish  details  to  those  who 
request  them. 

TAX    KXLIXr 

The  83d  Congress  completely  revised 
our  cumbersome,  crazy-quilt  tax  code, 
and  passed  tax  relief  measures  repre- 
senting the  biggest  tax  cut  in  the  history 
of  our  Nation — nearly  $7.5  billion, 

I  am  pleased  to  report  that  more  than 
two- thirds  of  the  tax  relief  wiU  benefit 
wage  earners'  families  and  other  indi- 
viduals. Henceforth,  when  the  people 
of  Nevada  go  shopping  they  wUl  have 
more  to  spend  for  themselves  and  their 
families,  and  the  tax  collector  will  claim 
less. 

On  January  1, 1954,  the  tax  biU  of  each 
individual  taxpayer  was  reduced  1$  per- 
cent. The  new  law  provides  these  tax 
benefits:  more  liberal  deductions  for 
medical  expenses;  exemption  on  retire- 
ment income  up  to  $1,200  per  year  for 
all  retired  persons  65  and  over;  depend- 
ency deduction  by  a  parent  who  fur- 
nishes more  than  half  the  support  of  a 
child,  even  though  the  child  earns  more 
than  $600  per  year;  full  exemption  Of  ac- 
cident and  health  benefits  paid  as  reim- 
bursement for  actual  medical  expenses 
to  employees;  exemption  up  to  $100  per 
week  on  payments  to  employees  for  loss 
of  wages  due  to  injury  or  Illness;  deduc- 
tions for  child-care  exiienses  by  Work- 
ing widows  and  widowers  in  certahi  in- 
stances. 

The  workingman  in  Nevada  will  also 
be  interested  in  drastic  slashes  in  excise 
taxes  on  many  items  such  as  light  bulbs, 
cigarette  lighters,  sporting  goods,  baby 
oils,  cosmetics,  telephone  bills,  ladies' 
handbags,  and  numerous  other  things. 

KAHJIOAO  KRTXZMKNT 

I  supported  legislation  enacted  tO  per- 
mit persons  entitled  to  benefits  i|nder 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  and  thje  So- 
cial Security  Act  to  receive  fuU  amounts 
under  both  acts.  Since  October  1951, 
railroad  retirement  benefits  have  been 
reduced  by  the  amount  of  old-age  in- 
surance benefits. 
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I  also  supported  another  measure  to 
improve  the  railroad  retirement  system 
by.  first,  reducing  the  eligibility  age  of 
widows  from  65  to  60;  second,  increasing 
earned  income  limitation  of  annuitant 
from  $75  to  $100  per  month;  third,  per- 
mitting a  totally  and  permanently  dis- 
abled child  and  his  widowed  mother  to 
receive  benefits  after  child  reaches  age 
18;  and,  fourth,  increasing  from  $300  to 
$350  maximum  com];}ensation  taxable 
and  creditable  for  both  railroad  retire- 
ment and  unemployment  insurance. 

MINING 

In  a  State  such  as  Nevada,  where  min- 
ing is  an  important  part  of  our  economy, 
it  has  been  distressing  to  witness  the 
trend  during  the  past  several  decades 
which  has  favored  foreign  operators  to 
the  detriment  of  American  producers. 
Our  Government  has  in  the  past  spent 
millions  of  dollars  in  other  countries  to 
develop  mines  operated  by  low -cost  for- 
eign labor. 

I  am  pleased  to  report  a  change  in  this 
philosophy,  which  resulted  in  boom 
towns  in  foreign  countries  and  ghost 
towns  in  the  West.  Although  trade  with 
foreign  countries  is  imp>ortant  in  a  sound 
foreign  policy,  it  is  impossible  to  defend 
the  past  policy  which  made  us  dependent 
on  foreign  sources  for  minerals  neces- 
sary to  our  national  security. 

At  long  last.  Congress  this  year  quite 
properly  halted  the  appropriation  of 
American  funds  to  develop  foreign  mines. 
I  am  hopeful  that  the  future  will  see 
even  more  vigorous  steps  taken  to  pro- 
tect our  own  mining  Industry,  particu- 
larly in  the  field  of  strategic  minerals; 
thereby  not  only  strengthening  our  secu- 
rity program  but  stabilizing  our  economy 
as  weU. 


VnXKANS 

I  joined  with  my  colleagues  in  voting 
for  a  niunber  of  bills  on  matters  of  real 
concern  to  veterans  and  their  depend- 
ents. This  year  legislation  was  passed, 
first,  giving  Korean  veterans  homestead 
rights  similar  to  those  given  to  veterans 
of  other  wars;  second,  extending  the 
period  in  which  disabled  veterans  of 
World  War  n  and  the  Korean  war  can 
secure  vocational  education;  third,  ex- 
tending the  direct  home-loan  program 
to  June  30,  1955,  and  authorizing  an  ad- 
ditional $150  million  of  loans  by  that 
date;  fourth,  increasing  rates  of  com- 
pensation and  pensions  payable  to  vet- 
erans and  their  dependents;  fifth,  pro- 
viding for  a  record  number  of  beds  for 
veterans'  medical  treatment;  and.  sixth, 
providing  for  automatic  renewal  of  Gov- 
ernment and  national  service  life  in- 
surance. 

nOXKAL    XIKPIX3TEE8 

As  a  result  of  inflation,  the  average 
civilian  Federal  employee  Is  today  eco- 
nomically worse  off  than  prior  to  World 
War  n.  Thus  it  is  difficult  to  recruit 
or  retain  competent  employees  to  con- 
duct the  business  of  the  United  States 
Government. 

While  the  burden  of  increasing  prices 
has  been  eased.  Government  employees 
are  entitled  to  wage  Increases  in  order  to 
give  them  parity  with  their  pre-World 
War  n  economic  position. 

I  therefore  supported  legislation  this 
year  providing  pay  increases  to  postal 
workers  and  classified  civil-service  em- 
ployees. 

HOUSINO 

As  a  result  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1954. 
our  Nation  will  be  able  to  raise  housing 
standards,  assist  communities  in  getting 


\  SENATE 

Friday,  August  13, 1954 

(Legislative  day  of  Thursday.  August  5, 
1954) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Rev.  Dr.  Joseph  F.  Thoming.  pastor 
of  St.  Joseph's  Church.  CarroUtown 
Manor.  Md.,  offered  the  foUowing 
prayer : 

Heavenly  Father,  author  of  light  and 
of  love,  let  the  light  of  Thy  countenance 
shine  brightly  upon  the  Presiding  Officer 
of  the  Senate  and  all  the  Members  of  the 
United  States  Congress;  strengthen,  we 
beseech  Thee,  dear  Saviour,  the  ties  of 
devotion  and  loyalty  among  all  who 
dwell  in  the  Western  Hemisphere;  pre- 
serve us  in  the  enjoyment  of  our  freedom 
and  in  the  ways  of  righteousness  toward 
our  neighbors;  make  us  mindful  of  the 
sufferings  of  our  brothers  under  God 
throughout  the  world,  and  grant  us  the 
courage  to  see  that  our  own  destiny 
will  be  decided  in  the  light  of  ovu:  zeal 
for  truth  and  fairness. 

We  implore  these  graces  in  the  name 
of  Christ,  our  Redeemer.    Amen. 


rid  of  slums,  help  more  of  our  people  to 
acqiiire  homes,  strengthen  our  mortgage 
credit  system,  and  eliminate  past  abuses 
in  the  housing  program. 

The  new  law  wiU  stimulate  the  Nation's 
enth-e  economy,  particularly  the  con- 
struction industry,  which  is  important 
to  many  of  my  constituents. 

Under  the  new  act  it  wiU  be  possible 
to  buy  homes  vmder  FHA-insured  loans 
with  much  lower  down  payments.  For 
example,  on  a  $10,000  new  home  a  buyer 
previously  had  to  make  a  down  payment 
of  $1,250.  This  has  been  reduced  to 
only  $700. 

EDUCATION    AND   SCHOOLS 

The  83d  Congress  continued  the  pro- 
gram of  Federal  assistance  for  school 
construction  in  defense  areas,  and  in 
other  communities  which  have  grown  ab- 
normally because  of  Federal  activities. 
Similar  aid  was  granted  for  school  op- 
erating expenses  in  federally  impacted 
areas.  Legislation  was  enacted  to  per- 
mit expanded  use  of  surplus  foods  in  the 
school-lunch  program. 

In  addition  to  providing  for  these  im- 
mediate needs,  the  Congress  authorized 
a  comprehensive  study  and  analysis  of 
our  Nation's  education  problems  to  de- 
termine what  must  be  done  to  provide 
for  a  stronger  educational  system  capable 
of  meeting  the  challenges  posed  by  the 
atomic  age.  There  wiU  probably  be  a 
strong  effort  in  the  next  Congress  to  im- 
prove educational  standards. 

Mr.  Speaker,  time  does  not  permit  fuU 
discussion  of  each  and  every  biU  con- 
sidered by  the  2d  session  of  the  83d 
Congress.  However,  I  feel  certain  that 
the  people  in  Nevada  wiU  be  interested  in 
this  part  of  the  record. 


DESIGNATION    OF    ACTINO    PRESI- 
DENT PRO  TEMPORE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  follow- 
ing letter: 

UNmcD  States  Senate, 
Washington.  D.  C.  August  13.  1954. 
To  the  Senate: 

Being  temporarily  absent  from  the  Senate, 
1  appoint  Hon.  Edward  D.  Crippa,  a  Senate* 
from  the  State  of  Wyoming,  to  perform  the 
dutiee  of  the  Chair  during  my  absence. 

Styles  Bridgss, 
President   pro   tempore. 

Mr.  CRIPPA  thereupon  took  the 
chair  as  Acting  President  pro  tempore. 


THE  JOURNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Knowland,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday. 
August  12,  1954,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 
A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Bartlett,  one  of  its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  biU  (S. 
3816)  to  authorize  the  replacement  of 
certain  Government-owned  utility  facili- 
ties at  Glacier  National  Park,  Mont.,  and 
Grand  Canyon  National  Park,  Ariz. 


The  message  also  annotmced  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  following  bills  of 
the  Senate,  severally  with  an  amend- 
ment, in  which  Jt  requested  the  conciu:- 
rence  of  the  Senate: 

S.  45.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mra.  Merle 
Cappeller  Weyel; 

S.  820.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Carlos  M.  Cochran; 

S.  2156.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Ene- 
pekldes.  hla  wife,  Anna,  and  his  Bon.  George; 
and 

S.  3004.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Mary  Beaton  Dennlnger,  deceased. 

The  message  further  annoiinced  that 
the  House  had  passed  the  foUowlng  biUs, 
in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate: 

H.  R.  1190.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rene 
Rachell  Luyse  Kublcek; 

H.  R.  1S&3.  An  act  to  amend  the  ClvU 
Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  to  provide  for  the  Inclusion  In 
the  computation  of  accredited  service  of  cer- 
tain periods  of  service  rendered  States  or 
Instrumentalities  of  States,  and  for  other 
purpmaes; 

H.  R.  2030.  An  act  tat  the  reUef  of  Dr.  Reu- 
ben Rapaport; 

H.  R.  5844.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  George 
D.  Hopper; 

H.  R.  6964.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Mary  Berarda; 

H.  R.  6790.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
October  15,  1949.  with  respect  to  tbe  rate  of 
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at  ihB  CbmJxmtak  at  tJaB  Ooaa^ 
ctt  oC  ■BoaotolB  AtfvtooiK 
H.B.nca.  Ab  aat  tar  tb«  r^UK  cf  Fkad- 

•rlck  F.  Gaakln: 
H.B.7717.  An  Mt  for  til*  relief  of  Jbeeph 

H.  B.  aaiB.  Aa  Mt  fdr  tti*  reilef  at  Basin* 
VoBberg,  aad  ker  elUldnn,  WUma  aad 
Beigm  Voinberg; 

H.B.aaei.  Aa  eet  for  tbe  relief  of  Fey 
■Teennette  Vm; 

B.B.  aasi.  An  met  to  proTlde  for  th«  ad- 
justment of  tons  to  be  dutfged  by  tbe  Way- 
land  Special  Boad  ZMstrlct  No.  1  of  darlt 
Ooonty,  Mo..  In  the  malntoiaaoe  and  opera- 
tion of  a  ton  teldga  aeross  tbe  Des  llolnee 
Blver  at  or  near  St.  FTanclsTlUe.  Ii04 

H.  B.  8084.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
C.  Nelson  and  Dewey  !<.  Toxing;  and 

H.B.9790.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
Jane  SO.  1M8.  so  as  to  extend  for  1  year 
the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  Issue  patente  for  certain  public  lands  In 
Monroe  County,  Mich.,  held  under  oolar  of 
title. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 
On  his  own  request,  and  by  unanl- 
PMWis  consent,  Mr.  Bucxn  was  excused 
from  attendance  on  the  session  of  the 
Senate  tomorrow. 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTION  OF 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ad:  unanimous  consent  that  Immedi- 
ately following  the  quorum  call  there 
may  be  the  customary  morning  hour  for 
the  traiaaetkm  of  routine  business,  un- 
der the  unal  2-mlnute  limitation  on 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  it  is  so  or- 
dered. 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  t  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  AdlNO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  tbe  ndl.  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  ttielr 
names: 


Aiken 

■nrln 

Barrett 

Oeorge 

Bennett 

Gillette 

Bowrlns 

Oore 

Brfcker 

Oieen 

Burke 

Holland 

Carina 

johnaon,  Colo. 

Clements 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Johnston,  S.  C 

Ortppa 

Klliore 

Blender 

Uannfleld 

laartln 

McCarran 

Monnmey 

Murray 

Beynelds 

Robertson 

Schoeppel 

Thye 

Toung 

Mr.  SALTONSTAUL  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Cafkkabt}  Is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  BanMOB]  and  the  Senator  from 
Venmrnt  [Mr.  FIanubs]  are  neeesaully 
absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
hunl  is  absent  on  ofBcial  business. 

The  Senator  from  ^i^hftm^  []|fi>, 
SFAMaiAw]  is  necessarily  absent. 

Tbe  ACTINO.  PRBSnWNT  pro  tem- 
port.    A  quorum  is  not  present. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  tbe  Sergeant  at  Arms  be 
directed  to  request  the  attendance  of 
Absent  Senators. 

Hie  motion  was  agreed  to. 


The  Ad'JLNO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  Sergeant  at  Arms  is  directed 
to  execute  the  order  of  the  Senate. 

After  a  little  delay,  Mr.  Andehson.  Mr. 
Bkaxx,  Mr.  Bush.  Mr.  Butlkr.  Kir.  Bt|u>. 
Mr.  Case,  Mr.  Chavez,  Mr.  CoaooN,  Mr. 
DnwiEL.  Mr.  DnxsBN,  Mr.  Douglas.  Mr. 
Ddiv.  Mr.  DwoasHAK.  Mr.  Ferguson.  Mr. 

nOAE.   Mr.    FULBEZGHT,    Mr.    GOLDWAT»S, 

Mr.  Hatdkn,  Mr.  Hbndricxson,  Mr.  Hsh- 

NZNGS,  Mr.  HiCKENLOOPEE.  Mr.  HiLL,  Mr. 

Hdxphbet,  Mr.  Ives.  Mr.  Jackson.  Mr. 
JKNNBB.  Mr.  EIetauveb.  Mr.  Kenneey, 
Mr.  Kebe.  Mr.  Kuchel.  Mr.  Langer.  Mr. 
Ibinon,  Mr.  Long.  Mr.  Magnuson,  Mr. 
Malone,  Mr.  Maybank,  Mr.  McCarthy. 
Mr.  McCleixam,  Mr.  Millikin.  Mr. 
Moasx.  Mr.  Mundt.  Mr.  Neely,  Mr. 
Pa8T(»e.  Mr.  PAYlfE,  Mr.  Potter.  Mr. 
PUETELL,  Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  Saltonstail, 
Mr.  Smathxes,  Mrs.  Skith  of  Maine,  Mr. 
Smith  of  New  Jersey,  Mr.  Stennis,  Mr. 
Symington.  Mr.  Upton.  Mr.  Watkiks, 
Mr.  WxucxE,  Mr.  Wiley,  and  Mr.  Wil- 
liams entered  the  Chamber  and  an- 
swered to  their  names. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tegi- 
pore.    A  quorum  is  present. 

Morning  business  is  in  order,  under 
the  2-minute  limitation  on  speeches. 

i 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC       , 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
ing letters,  which  were  referred  as 
indicated: 

B^KMT   OM   SpKCIAL   ASSISTANTS    EMFLOTKD  Bt 
DXFAXTMEMT  OF  JTJSTICK 

A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  trans- 
mitting, ptunuant  to  law.  a  report  showtog 
the  number  of  Special  AseUtante  emplosfed 
by  the  Department  of  Justice,  for  the  period 
January  1  to  June  30.  1054  (with  an  accom- 
panying report);  to  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations. 

R«po«t  ok  Toet  Claims  Paid  bt  Canal  Zotn 

GOVCKNUEITr 

A  letter  from  the  Governor,  Canal  Zotxe 
government.  Balboa  Heights,  C.  Z.,  transmit- 
ting, ptirsuant  to  law.  a  report  on  tort  claims 
paid  by  tbat  gofemment,  for  the  period 
July  1,  1953,  to  June  30,  1954  (with  an  ac- 
companying report):  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  ■ 


FEDERAL  AID  TO  LOCAL  REHABILI- 
TATION CENTERS — RESOLUTION 
OP  COMMON  COUNCIL  OP  CITY  OF 
MILWAUKEB,  WIS. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  pre- 
sent a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Com- 
mon CouncU  of  the  City  of  Milwaukee. 
Wis.,  which  was  sent  to  me  by  the  city 
clerk,  relative  to  the  proposed  establish- 
ment of  federally  aided  local  rehabilitA- 
tion  centers.  I  ask  unanimous  consefit 
that  the  resolution  be  printed  in  tbe 
body  of  ttie  Recoed. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  tHe 
RxcoRS,  as  follows: 

Resolution  memorializing  Congress  on  tke 
passage  of  biU  to  aid  handicapped  p«- 
sons  through  estabUshment  of  federaQv 
aided  local  rehabUltaUon  centers 
Whereas  President  Klsenhower's  humai^- 
tarlan  bill  to  aid  the  handicapped  through- 
out the  Nation  has  been  recently  passed  by 


unanimous  TOte  of  both  Houses  at  Cc^kgress; 
and 

Whereas  this  bill  alms  to  Increase  the 
number  of  persons  needing  rehabUftatlon 
from  the  60,(XX)  now  beln^  reached,  tb  350,- 
000  disabled  persons  pter  year,  under  a  new 
leglBlatlve  program  wherein  the  FedenU  Oknr- 
emment  will  meet  two-tliirds  of  the  c|Mt  In- 
volved, with  the  State  or  local  g(rou|>  con- 
cerned meeting  the  remainder  in  the  getting 
up  of  these  reiiabllltatlon  centers  i^  pro- 
vided for  In  this  measure;  and 

Whereas  here  In  Milwaukee,  notwlthetand- 
Ing  the  city's  better  than  average  rehatbillta- 
tion  facilities,  the  need  for  such  a  Federal- 
Milwaukee  supported  medical  rehabilitation 
center  if  lmp)eratlve  In  order  that  the,  thou- 
sands o,.'  disabled  persons  in  this  arela  who 
would  receive  aid  through  no  other  mediiun 
will  be  help)ed;  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Common  Cotincil  of  the 
City  of  Milwaukee,  That  It  hereby  goes  on 
record  as  fully  supporting  President  IClsen- 
hower's  recently  passed  bill  to  aid  the  handi- 
capped through  the  establishment  df  fed- 
erally aided  local  rehabilitation  centeft,  and 
that  It  memorialises  the  honorable  Congress 
of  these  United  States  on  Its  excellent  posi- 
tion and  approach  to  the  solution  of  this 
national  problem. 


WILDLIFE  PRESERVATION  —  RESO- 
LUTIONS OP  ASSOCIATION  OF 
MIDWEST  FISH  AND  GAME  COM- 
MISSIONERS. ST.  LOUIS.  MO. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  two  reso- 
lutions adopted  at  the  recent  ahnual 
convention  of  the  Association  of  Mid- 
west Pish  and  Game  Commissioners  at 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  printed  in  the  body  of 
the  Record  and  appropriately  referred. 
These  resolutions  are  the  expressidns  of 
concern  by  a  distinguished  groiip  of 
conservationists  in  America  over  devel- 
opments in  the  field  of  wildlife  preser- 
vation. I  share  those  concerns  and  urge 
greater  vigilance  on  the  part  of  the  Con- 
gress in  protecting  our  vital  nat-onal 
heritage. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tions were  referred  to  the  Commit^:;  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commered  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  RioOtD,  as 
follows : 

Resolution  2 — Use  or  the  Duck  Smicp 

Fund 

(Adopted  by  the  Association  of  Midwest  Pish 

and    Game    Commissioners,    21st    ttinual 

conference,  St.  Louis.  Mo.,  July  8,  1)64) 

Whereas  financial  statements  of  the  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  have  brought  to  the  at- 
tention of  this  association  that  the  ducE 
stamp  funds  are  not  and  have  not  been  spent 
entirely  in  accordance  with  congressional 
Intent  for  the  purchase  of  waterfowl  Und 
acquisitions;  and 

Whereas  additional  wet  lands  are  being 
drained  by  private  landowners  with  F^eral 
financial  assistance  and  additional  Water- 
fowl habitat  Is  being  eliminated  by  the 
drainage  of  marshes  by  Federal  constntcUon 
agencies:  and 

Whereas  It  Is  essential  to  maintain  suit- 
able waterfowl  habitat  if  production  of  a 
harvestable  surplxis  Is  to  be  maintained* 
Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Association  of  Mltfwest 
Pish  and  Oame  Commissioners  go  on  Record 
as  being  unalterably  opposed  to  any  t>oUcy 
which  prohibits  or  limits  the  pxirchie  of 
additional  wet  lands  for  waterfowl  hsbltat 
by  the  United  States  FUh  and  Wtldllfe 
Service:  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  we  recommend  to  the  Con- 
gress and  to  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
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that  an  accelerated  refuge  acquisition  pro- 
gram be  Uuncbed,  using  the  greater  portion 
of  the  duck  stamp  money  to  purchase  new 
areas  where  the  needs  are  apparent  along 
flyways.  We  oppoee  the  espendlttire  of  duck 
stamp  f\inds  for  administrative  purposes  or 
for  the  normal  operating  functions  of 
the  United  States  Flab  and  WUdlife  Serv- 
ice, for  which  i^n>ropriatlons  from  the 
General  Treasury  have  been  made  In  the 
past.  We  further  urge  that  Congress  study 
these  expenditures  and  make  the  needed  ap- 
propriations to  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
to  take  care  of  their  administrative  and  op- 
erating expense  In  order  that  the  duck  stamp 
funds  nxay  be  used  primarily  for  the  acquisi- 
tion of  lands  and  water  areas  and  to  bring 
to  completion  the  refuge  programs  as  pro- 
vided by  law  in  the  Norbeck- Andersen  Act 
of  1929  and  the  Duck  Stamp  Act  of  1934; 
be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  in  the  event  this  request 
for  the  expenditure  of  duck  stamp  funds  for 
acquisition  and  restoration  of  additional 
waterfowl  hablUt  goes  unheeded  that  this 
association  reconunend  the  enactment  of 
legUlatlon  In  the  National  Congress  designed 
to  return  to  the  States  all  funds  oc^lected 
under  the  Duck  Stamp  Act  of  19S4  and  sub- 
sequent amendments  on  the  basis  of  a 
formula  which  would  earmark  theee  funds 
Eolely  for  wet-land  aoqiilsltlon.  preserva- 
tion,  and  restoration. 

RXSOLTmON    6 

(Adopted  by  the  Association  of  Midwest  Fish 
and  Ctame  Commissioners  3 1st  Annual 
Conference.  St.  LouU.  Mo..  JxUy  S.  19M) 
Whereas  there  has  been  adopted  by  the 
United  States  Department  of  the  Interior  a 
Joint  policy  under  order  Wo.  3744.  which  order 
provides  that  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and 
the  Army  engineers  shall  acquire  in  fee  sim- 
ple only  those  lands  which  are  absolutely 
necessary  for  reclamation  purposes,  and  spe- 
cifically provides  In  section  6  that  no  title 
to  land  will  be  acquired  for  purpoeee  of  pres- 
ervation of  wildlife  or  forests,  restoration  or 
replacement  of  such  valuee  destroyed  by  ree- 
ervolrs,  or  for  creating  additional  values  of 
like  nature  or  for  recreational  purposes:  and 
Whereas  such  policy  represents  abandon- 
ment by  the  Department  of  the  Interior  of  Its 
historic  and  legal  obligation  to  safeguard 
wildlife  and  recreational  resouroee:  and 

Whereas  such  a  shortsighted  policy  makee 
all  reclamation  and  flood-control  projects 
which  might  be  extremely  valuable  for  rec- 
reational purposes  subject  to  control  and  ex- 
ploitation; and 

Whereas  such  policy  Is  In  direct  contradic- 
tion to  the  intent  and  purpose  of  PubUc  Law 
732.  commonly  known  as  the  coordination 
act;  and 

Whereas  such  policy  ts  not  In  tbe  general 
public  Interest  because  of  failure  to  provide 
adequate  parking  and  recreational  use  for 
the  general  public:  and 

Whereas  such  planned  acquisition  policy 
fails  to  recognize  the  value  of  recreation  and 
wildlife  as  an  Important  part  of  multipur- 
pose reclamation  projects:  Row.  therefore, 
be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  Association  of  Midwest 
Fish  and  Oame  Commissioners  go  on  record 
as  being  unalterably  opposed  to  this  ex- 
pressed policy;  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  Interior 
and  Members  of  Congress  be  so  notified  and 
every  effort  be  made  to  alter  such  policy  to 
meet  the  public  need  for  proper  wtkllUe  and 
recreational  value  as  a  ptft  at  Vsderal  recla- 
mation and  flood-control  projects. 


H.a.iasa.  a  bUl  to  convey  the  rever- 
sionary Interest  at  the  United  States  In  oer- 
tatn  lands  to  the  dty  of  Paemee,  Okla.  (Bept. 
Mo.  3486).       

By  Mr.  JCUCUKL.  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affair  i,  with  amend- 
ments: 

H.  R.8009.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  hos- 
pltallxatlon  and  care  of  the  mentally  Ul  of 
Alaska,  and  for  other  pxirposes  (Rept.  No. 
24M). 

BILI£  AND  A  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  intro- 
duced, read  the  first  time.  and.  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  JENNKR: 
S.  388S.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Peter  Skole; 
to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KILOORK: 
S.  3864.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Loren  B. 
Thompson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  LIHMAN: 
S.  38S5.  A   bUl   for   the   relief   of   Martlno 
Palmerl:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BKALL: 
&  3868.  A  biU  for  the  reUef  of  Matrona  O. 
Karpuk;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KNOWLAND: 
8.3867.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  Dello 
A.  Loo  Vargas  and  Mrs.  Dello  A.  Loo  Marges; 
to  the  CcMnmlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  J.  Res.  184.  Joint  resolution  to  amend 
the  Atomic  Bno-gy  Act  of  1946,  as  amended: 
to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 


H.  R.  SOM.  An  aot  for  the  relief  Ot 
Mary  Berarda; 

H.  R.  7363.  An  aet  f or  the  relief  of  Fred- 
erlck  F.  Oaakln; 

H.  R.  7717.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joeeph 

H.  Waahbiun: 

H.  R.  831S.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Refflna 
Berg  Vomberg.  and  her  children.  Wllma  axMt 
Helga  Vomberg: 

H.  R.  8261.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fay 
Jeannette  Liee;  and 

H.  R.  8994.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  HaroM 
C.  Nelson  and  Dewey  L.  Toung;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  1553.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  3».  1830.  as 
amended,  to  provide  tot  the  Inclusion  in  the 
computation  of  accredited  servloe  of  certain 
periods  of  service  rendered  States  or  instru- 
mentalities of  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; and 

H.  R.  6790.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
October  15.  1949.  with  respect  to  the  rate 
of  compenaatlon  of  the  Chairman  of  tha 
CouncU  of  Bconomle  Advisors:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  CivU  Service. 

H.  R.  8651.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  ad- 
Jiistment  of  tolls  to  be  charged  by  the  Way- 
land  special  road  district  No.  1  of  Clark 
County.  Mo..  In  the  maintenance  and  op- 
eration of  a  toll  bridge  acroas  the  Dee  Molnee 
River  at  or  near  St.  FrandsvlUe,  MO.;  to 
the  Conunlttee  on  Public  Works. 

H.  R.  9790.  An  aet  to  amend  the  act  of  June 
30,  1948.  so  as  to  extend  for  1  year  the  au- 
thority of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
issue  patents  for  certain  public  lands  In 
Monroe  County,  Mich.,  held  under  color  of 
title;  placed  on  the  calendar. 


REPORTS  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

The  following  reports  of  a  committee 
was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  DWORSHAK.  fnnn  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  without 
amendment : 
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EXCUSING  GOVERNMENT  EM- 
PLOYEES TO  ATTEND  PARADE  OF 
AMERICAN  LEGION  ON  AUGUST 
31,  1»M 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina 
submitted  tbe  following  concurrent 
resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  IDS) ,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service: 

Whereas  tbe  parade  of  the  National  Con- 
ventloQ  of  the  American  Legion  will  be  held 
In  the  District  of  Columbia  on  the  afternoon 
of  August  SI.  1954;  and 

Whereas  It  has  been  the  practice  in  con- 
nection with  almUar  events  In  the  past  to 
excuse  employees  of  the  Oorernment  in 
order  that  they  may  attend  such  events: 
llieref  ore  be  tt 

aeaolveA  by  tht  Senate  (the  Bouse  of  Bep- 
resmtetieet  eoneurnng) ,  That  it  is  the  sense 
of  the  Coogreas  that  all  oOcen  and  em- 
ployeee  of  the  departments,  establishments. 
^Tt^  agencies  at  the  Oovemment,  including 
the  municipal  government  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  who  are  employed  In  tbe  metro- 
politan area  at  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
whose  servlcee  can  be  spared,  should  be  ez- 
cxised  from  duty  on  the  afternoon  of  August 
31.  1954.  without  loss  of  pay  or  charge  to 
■Tiniiai  leave,  In  order  tbat  they  may  attend 
the  parade  to  be  held  In  connection  with  the 
National  Convention  of  the  American 
Legion. 

HOUSE  BHUS  REFERRED  OR 
PLACED  ON  CALENDAR 

The  following  bills  were  severalty  read 
twice  by  their  titles,  and  referred,  or 
placed  on  the  calendar,  as  indicated: 

H.  R.  llMi  An  aet  for  the  reUef  at  Rene 
BacheU  Luyee  Knbloek; 

H.  R.  303a  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Reuben  Rapaport; 

H.  R.  5844.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
D.  Hopper; 


NOTICE  OF  MOTION  TO  SUSPEND 
THE  RULE— AMENDMENT  TO  MU- 
TUAL SECURTTY  APPROPRIATION 
BIU. 

Mr.  McCARRAN  submitted  the  follow- 
ing notice  in  writing: 

In  accordance  with  rule  XL  of  the  Stand- 
ing Rules  of  the  Senate.  I  hereby  give  notice 
in  writing  tbat  It  Is  my  intention  to  move 
to  suspend  paragraph  4  of  rule  XVI  for  the 
purpose  of  proposing  to  the  bill  (H,  B.  lOOBl) 
making  appropriations  for  muttial  security 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  80,  18M,  and 
for  other  purposes,  the  following  amendment. 
<  namely :  On  page  14.  Une  S,  strike  out  seettoa 
108  and  insert  the  foOovIng: 

"8ac.  108.  PUty-flve  mllUoa  doUan  of  tbe 
unobligated  balanoes  continued  available 
under  this  act  shaU  be  available  only  for 
the  procurement  and  sale.  In  aeoordanoe 
with  provisions  of  section  409  of  the  Mutual 
Security  Act  of  1954,  of  surplus  agncul- 
tural  r*««mnHiH—  M  ■wistanre  to  Spain 
daring  the  cuzrmt  fiscal  year:  FrovUled, 
That  the  limitations  on  obligation  of  mili- 
tary sasUtance  funds  during  fiscal  year  1958 
shall  not  apply  to  such  assistance:  Provided 
further,  That  95  percent  of  the  foreign  cur- 
renclee  generated  hereunder  shall  be  used 
to  strengthen  and  Improve  tbe  clvlUan  econ- 
omy of  Spain,  the  balanee  to  be  available 
for  use  of  the  United  Statee." 

Mr.  McCARRAN  also  submitted  an 
amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by 
him  to  House  bin  10051.  making  appro- 
priations for  mutual  security  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  Jime  30.  19iH),  and 
for  other  pxnposes,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

(For  text  of  amendment  referred  to, 
see  the  foregoing  notice.) 


RECORD  OF  SENATOR  WHET  IN  83D 
CONGRESS 
Mr.   WILEY.     Mr.  President.   I  adc 
unanimous  consent  that  there  be  printed 


14332 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


aaa.<  > 


August  13 

.._  A 


195  J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14333 


u 


i} 


ine  motion  was  agreed  to. 


out  the  Nation  baa  been  recently  passed  toy 


nt:sui,vt:a.  inai  we  recommend  to  the  Ckin- 
greaa  and  to  the  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service 


on    interior    and    Inaiuar    Aaaira.    witnouc         a.,  h.  oovk. 
amendment:  D.  Hopper; 
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unanimous  consent  that  there  be  printed 


14332 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


August  13 


ii 


} 


1 


.\ 


In  Itie  final  edition  of  the  CoitoaasiOKAL 
Recokd  for  the  83d  Conerress,  a  summary 
of  my  activities  during  ttiese  2  sessions. 
The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  ton- 
pore.  Is  there  objection  to  ttie  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  uid  it  is  so  ordered. 


CHALL£NGES     AT     HOME    AND 
ABROAD  TO  AMERICA 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  in  the  final  edi- 
tion of  the  CoMGRBssiONAL  RxcoRD  there 
he  printed  material  which  I  am  now  pre- 
paring on  the  theme  of  challenges  to  the 
United  States  at  home  and  abroad. 

The  ACnNO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senatoi^  from  Wisconsin?  The 
Chair  hears  noiie.  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


STUDY  ENTTTLED  "NEW  OUTIiETS 
FOR  WHEAT"  — INTRODUCTORY 
ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  HUM- 
PHREY (S.  DOC.  NO.  154) 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  most  sig- 
nificant study.  "New  Outlets  for  Wheat" 
including  a  practical  solution  to  a  very 
grave  and  urgent  world  problem  be 
printed  as  a  Senate  dociunent  together 
with  an  introduction  by  me  in  the  form 
of  an  address. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 


VALIDATION     OF     CERTAIN     PAY- 
MENTS FOR  ACCRUED  LEAVE 

Mr.  SALTONSTAIiL.  Mr.  President. 
I  have  spoken  to  the  majority  leader 
and  the  minority  leader,  and  should  like 
to  call  up  at  this  time  the  House  amend- 
ments to  Senate  bill  22. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
the  bill  (S.  22)  to  validate  certain  pay- 
ments for  accrued  leave  made  to  mem- 
bers of  the  Armed  Forces  who  accepted 
discharges  for  the  purpose  of  immediate 
reenllstment  for  an  indefinite  period, 
which  were,  on  page  1,  strike  out  all  after 
line  9  over  to  and  including  line  11  on 
page  2;  and  on  page  2,  line  12,  strike  out 
"(c)"  and  insert  "(b)." 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  hope  the  Senate  will  accept  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House.  It  is  a  very  small 
bill  which  involves  validating  the  ac- 
crued leave  pay  of  several  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces  in  1946.  The  House 
has  eliminated  the  second  section  of  the 
bill  which  is  no  longer  needed  because  of 
further  information  sent  to  us  by  the 
Defense  Department. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
Bouse  amendments. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  has  discussed 
the  subject  with  me.    I  ttilnk  It  is  proper 


procedure,  and  I  think  the  Senate  ^ould 
concur  in  the  House  amendments^ 

The  ACTTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  question  is  on  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Saltonstall]. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


1. 


FIFTY-SIXTH  ANNIVERSARY  OF  THE 
CAPTURE  OP  THE  CITY  OF  MANILA 
BY  AMERICAN  SOLDIERS 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  today  is 
the  56th  anniversary  of  the  historic  event 
in  the  glorious  record  of  American  mili- 
tary achievement.  Fifty-six  yeats  ago 
the  city  of  Manila  was  captured  by 
American  soldiers,  bringing  to  an  end 
300  years  of  Spanish  rule  in  the  Philip- 
pines. 

The  capture  of  Manila  may  act  be 
listed  as  a  great,  decisive  military  en- 
gagement, but  its  importance  can  be 
measiu-ed  in  the  light  of  subsequent 
world  history. 

When  the  American  troops  marched 
Into  the  walled  city  of  Manila,  with 
bands  playing  and  colors  flying,  the 
United  States  took  its  place  as  a  world 
power.  We  gained  new  prestige  among 
the  Nations  of  the  world,  and  at  the 
same  time  assumed  obligations  ct  far- 
reaching  consequence. 

Two  weeks  before  Manila  fell  my  old 
outfit,  the  10th  Pennsylvania,  received 
its  baptism  of  fire — the  first  American 
troops  to  be  fired  on  in  the  Philippines. 
Fighting  in  a  raging  typhoon,  the  Penn- 
sylvania boys  met  and  repulsed  a  su- 
perior force  of  Spanish  regulars,  veterans 
of  many  years  of  battle  experienoe. 

The  old  Eighth  Army  Corps  had  as  its 
commanders  such  outstanding  American 
military  leaders  as  Merritt.  Anderson. 
Otis,  the  elder  MacArthur,  and  many 
other^. 

Every  man  who  served  in  the  Spanish - 
American  War  was  a  volunteer.  It  was 
the  last  armed  conflict  in  American  his- 
tory in  which  every  participant  Volun- 
teered his  services. 

On  this  anniversary  it  may  be  of  in- 
terest to  recall  the  units  that  fought  in 
the  Philippines  a  half  century  ago.  They 
were:  Astor  Battery.  1st  California.  Cali- 
fornia Heavy  Artillery,  1st  Colorado,  1st 
Idaho,  51st  Iowa,  20th  Kansas,  13th 
Minnesota,  1st  Montana,  1st  Nebraska, 
Nevada  Cavalry,  1st  North  Dakota,  2d 
Oregon.  10th  Pennsylvania,  1st  South 
Dakota,  1st  Tennessee,  Utah  Light  Ar- 
tillery, 1st  Washington,  and  1st  Wyo- 
ming. I 


CHARGES  AGAINST  SENATOR 
MCCARTHY 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  Mr. 
David  Lawrence,  the  dean  of  American 
columnists  and  editors,  frequently  -writes 
an  article  of  unusual  merit.  On«  such 
article  by  Mr.  Lawrence,  dealing  with  the 
McCarthy  case  appeared  under  date  of 
August  4.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  text  of  this  article,  which  is  not  long, 
may  be  printed  in  the  Record  ^t  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 


There  being  no  objection,  t|ie  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcoro, 
as  follows : 

(Prom  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  of 
August  6.  19541 

Senate  Viewed  as  Trting  McCact«t  for  His 
Opinions 

(By  David  Lawrence) 

Washington,  August  4. — An  unprecedent- 
ed challenge  to  constltutlonallBm— and  one 
that  can  curtail  the  right  of  a  Blember  of 
Congress  hereafter  to  express  freely  and  with- 
out fear  of  Intimidation  his  views  on  public 
questions — has  been  projected  by  the  vote  of 
the  Senate  to  create  a  special  comtudttee  of  six 
to  consider  certa.n  charges  mada  by  other 
Senators  against  Senator  McCARTHt. 

The  Issue  Is  not  whether  what  tl>e  Wiscon- 
sin Senator  has  said  In  his  speeches  about 
General  Marshall  or  anyone  else  Vas  or  was 
not  meritorious,  but  whether  the  Senate  Is 
about  to  try  a  United  States  Senator  for  con- 
duct which  it  has  never  heretofore  proscribed 
as  a  violation  of  Its  rules. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  Untted  States 
has  set  aside  as  unconstitutional  many  a 
law  passed  by  Congress  because  It  did  not 
specify  standards  for  the  application  of  the 
law  in  question. 

What  are  the  standards  by  whldh  the  new 
Senate  committee  is  to  Judge  the  conduct  of 
the  Wisconsin  Senator,  and  can  a  rule  be 
applied  now  which  refers  to  actj  allegedly 
committed  before  the  rule  was  evef  adopted? 

If  It  be  ethics  that  now  are  to  t>e  defined, 
there  Is  the  charge  that  Senator  JMcCaxtrt 
received  a  fee  for  the  preparation  of  a  book 
on  housing  of  veterans,  published  by  a 
housing  company.  Senator  FxtlbIucht  says 
the  fee  was  not  paid  for  comparable  serv- 
ices. Then  what  shall  be  said  of  those 
Senators  who — as  Senator  KnowijiHd  pointed 
out  In  the  debate — have  received  fees  for 
public  speaking  in  excess  of  thost  normally 
paid?  Also,  what  of  the  fact  that  labor 
unions,  trade  associations,  and  corporations 
having  business  with  the  CongresB  paid  out 
such  huge  fees  to  Members  of  Congress? 

ROOSEVELT'S    ETHICS    QtTESTiaNED 

If  It  be  unethical  for  a  Senator  to  accept 
a  fee  for  writing  a  book  derived  from  In- 
formation received  from  his  own  committee 
or  from  executive  agencies  of  tl*e  Govern- 
ment, what  shall  be  said  of  the  ethics  of  the 
late  President  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  who, 
while  he  was  In  the  White  House,  bad  pub- 
lished for  private  profit  and  put  a  personal 
copyright  on  Information  that  belo.iged  to 
the  Government  of  the  United  States? 
Thus,  the  transcripts  of  press  conferences 
from  1933  to  1940 — which  the  newspaper- 
men of  America  were  forbidden  to  quote  in 
the  first  person— were  published  for  gain, 
and  the  copyright  which  Mr.  Roo»evelt  held 
has  prevented  the  press  from  reprinting  all 
those  transcripts  as  a  matter  of  right,  and 
It  can  be  done  today  only  with  t|ie  permis- 
sion of  the  book  publisher. 

Mr.  Roosevelt,  In  the  foreword,  extended 
thanks  to  the  members  of  the  Cabinet  and 
heads  of  other  agencies  and  others  who  have 
assisted  In  the  gathering  of  this  material  in 
the  various  departments  of  the  Government 
and  In  the  executive  offices  in  the  VThite 
House. 

Is  that  a  standard  for  a  Senator,  too?  And 
should  any  Member  of  Congress  receive  out- 
side Income — from  private  law  practice  for 
example — while  he  is  in  office?  lihere  Is  no 
rule  on  this,  either. 

Shall  Members  of  Congress  accept  com- 
pensation for  articles  they  write  for  pub- 
lication in  newspapers  or  periodicals  while, 
as  always,  there  Is  under  considetatlon  leg- 
islation to  Increase  second-class  postal 
rates? 
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ShaU  Members  of  Congrees  TOte  on  any 
measure  affecting  any  oonstituent  who  has 
contributed  substantial  sums  to  bis  cam- 
paign fund?  Should  he  disclose  his  own 
investments  and  disqualify  himself  from 
voting  on  any  issue  directly  or  Indirectly 
aSecting  his  personal  property? 

oir  THK  ■m.inBi  or  sMxxnu 
As  for  making  classified  information  pub- 
lic, what  Is  the  rule  or  standard?  Is  It  a 
niatter  for  censure  when  one  Oenator  makes 
it  public  and  no  riolatlon  when  another 
does?  Not  long  ago  a  western  Senator  on 
television  told  facts  about  the  hydrogen 
bomb  which  were  supposed  to  be  top  secret. 
Should  he  have  been  censured  for  that?  If 
so,  where  Is  the  rule  which  says  that  a 
member  of  the  coordinate  branch  of  the  Oot- 
ernment  Is  not  authorised  to  use  any  In- 
formation which  he  deems  In  the  public  In- 
terest? 

Again,  it  has  been  charged  that  the  Wis- 
consin Senator  urged  Federal  employees  to 
violate  their  oaths  and  the  law  by  encourag- 
ing them  to  give  him  Information  which.  It 
has  been  argued,  they  should  not  transmit. 
Conceding  that  a  Federal  employee  should 
be  fired  for  doing  it — and  maybe,  if  he  sus- 
pects corruption  or  treason,  he  may  feel 
Justified  in  risking  his  Job  for  the  public 
welfare — is  there  any  rule  of  conduct  by 
either  house  of  Congress  which  says  the 
Members  cannot  tise  In  hearings  informa- 
tion of  any  kind  which  they  receive?  If  so. 
It  hasnt  l>een  written  yet  anywhere  In  the 
rules. 

The  case  is  parallel  to  the  action  of  the  late 
President  Roosevelt  when  he  wrote  a  letter 
to  a  committee  chairman  In  the  House  and 
urged  that  the  Guffey  Coal  Act  be  passed  irre- 
spective of  any  doubts  which  ^fembers  might 
have  as  to  the  constltutionalli  y  of  that  bill. 
Was  this  asking  Members  of  Congress  to  vio- 
late the  oaths  in  which  they  promised  "to 
support  the  Constitution,"  and,  if  not,  is  it 
any  different  conduct  from  ^hat  which  is 
charged  against  the  Wisconsin  Senator? 

ONE  CHABOC  BLOWa  XJT 

One  of  the  charges  now  has  blown  up  In 
the  faces  of  the  accusers — the  Army  has  Just 
suspended  for  the  second  time  Annie  Jjte 
Moss,  who  Senator  McCartht  charged  was  a 
Communist,  and  this  time  it  Is  stated  some 
new  information  has  been  un<x>vered  by  the 
FBI.  Supposing  the  resolution  of  censure 
for  his  having  made  the  char(;e  In  the  Moss 
case  had  passed  the  Senate  when  the  anti- 
McCarthy  Senators  were  presting  for  a  vote 
last  week — would  they  today  be  revoking 
their  action?  Could  they  undo  the  damage 
done  the  Wisconsin  Senator  by  such  a  reso- 
lution of  censure  impugning  his  integrity  and 
his  fidelity  to  his  duty,  as  he  sees  It.  in  trying 
to  rid  the  Government  of  Communists? 

The  select  committee  of  Seniitors  can  make 
a  report  promptly  and  briefly — namely,  that 
it  cannot  try  Senator  McCartht  because 
there  are  no  rules  of  conduct  covering  his 
speeches  or  alleged  attitudes  in  his  commit- 
tee hearings  and  that,  if  there  are  to  be  rules, 
then  all  Members  should  be  subject  to  them 
hereafter  and  not  retroactivel} . 


SUPPRESSION  AND  DENIAL  OP 
HUMAN  RIGHTS  BY  THE  INTER- 
NATIONAL COBifMUNIST  CX)NSPIR- 
ACY 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  one 
of  the  outstanding  anti-Communist  law- 
yers in  the  United  States  today  is  Mr. 
Charles  S.  Rhyne,  of  Washington,  D.  C. 
bar.  who  is  outstanding  in  other  respects 
also. 

At  the  International  Bdr  Association 
conference  in  Monte  Carlo.  Monaco,  to 


which  he  was  a  delegate,  Mr.  Rhyne  de- 
hvered  an  address  on  July  23  of  this 
year,  on  the  subject  of  sunnression  and 
denial  ot  human  rights  by  the  interna- 
tional Communist  conspiracy,  through 
destruction  of  the  traditional  role  of 
lawyers. 

Information  which  has  reached  me  in- 
dicates that  Mr.  Rhyne's  address  caused 
something  of  a  furore  at  the  conference. 
Surprisingly  enough — or  perhaps .  it  is 
not  so  surprising — it  appears  that  some 
of  those  who  attended  the  conference 
from  the  United  States  were  among  those 
who  felt  that  Mr.  Rhjme  had  made  a  mis- 
take in  speaking  out  against  communism 
at  this  international  conference.  I  want 
to  say,  Mr.  President,  that  I  think  most 
of  the  Members  of  this  body,  and  the 
vast  majority  of  the  bar  of  the  United 
States,  as  well  as  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  will  agree  with  me  that 
Mr.  Rhyne  made  no  mistake,  and  that 
those  who  would  have  had  him  keep 
still  and  not  voice  his  convictions,  for 
fear  of  hurting  the  feelings  of  some 
friend  or  friends  of  communism,  were 
the  ones  who  were  mistaken- 

Not  only  because  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  Mr.  Rhyne's  address  was 
delivered,  but  also  because  the  address 
itself  is  worthy  of  the  widest  possible 
distribution  in  this  country,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  text  of  the 
address  Mr.  Charles  Rhsme  delivered  at 
Monte  Carlo  on  July  23  before  the  In- 
ternational Bar  Association  conference 
may  be  printed  in  the  Rxooro  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 
StTPnuasiON  km  Denial  or  Human  Ricbts 

■T    THE    iNTEaMATlONAL    COMMTTNIST    CON- 

sraACT    Thsottcr    Dkstrttction    or    the 
Traoxtional  Role  or  LJiwTKas 

(By  Charles  S.  Rhyne,  Washington,  D.  C: 
delivered  before  the  International  Bar  As- 
sociation   conference,    July    23,    1954.    In 
Monte  Carlo,  Monaco) 
The  function  of  the  International  Bar  As- 
sociation In  this  field  would  seem  to  be  an 
evaluation  of  the  status  of  Individual  human 
rights     throughout     the     world.     And,     of 
cource,   the  main   emphasis   must   be    upon 
the  role  of  law  and  the  lawyer  in  this  im- 
portant field. 

In  carrying  out  this  evaluation,  we  can 
immediately  divide  the  peoples  on  earth 
into  two  large  groups,  i.  e.,  those  people  liv- 
ing in  the  free  world  and  those  forced  to  live 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain. 

In  the  free  world.  God-given  human  rights 
of  the  individual  citizen  are  respected  by 
governments  and  vigorously  defended  by 
the  legal  profession.  The  individual  is  pro- 
tected by  constitutional  guarantees  of  free- 
dom of  speech,  assembly,  press,  fair  and 
uniform  due  process  of  law  and  all  the  other 
hunaan  rights  with  which  we,  as  lawyers,  are 
so  familiar.  For  it  has  been,  and  Is  now, 
our  task  to  stand  between  the  Individual  and 
Ooremment  and  to  protect  these  human 
rights  of  the  individual  against  arbitrary 
governmental  action  or  governmental  ac- 
cusation. We  lawyers  of  the  free  world  have 
In  common  otir  training  and  tradition  of 
carrying  out  this  high  function. 

Turning  to  the  facta  with  regard  to  in- 
dividual human  rights  and  the  function  of 
law  and  lawyers  behind  the  Iron  Curtain, 
we  find  the  most  shocking  record  In  all  world 
history  of  wholesale,  systematic  denial,  sup- 


pression and  deatruetlon  of  human  rights  of 
the  IndlTlduaL  In  fact,  the  average  cltlaen 
of  Cdmmunlst-oontroUed  states  has  few 
rights.  Those  be  does  have  are  often  vio- 
lated. Soviet  lawyers  owe  their  first  duty 
to  the  State — ^not  to  their  client.  Commu- 
nism has  prostituted  the  Ood-given  human 
rights  of  man  to  those  ot  an  all-pow«rfuI 
State.  The  very  nature  of  the  role  of  the 
function  of  what  Is  called  "law"  under  the 
Communist  system  makes  dllDctilt  the  Soviet 
citizen's  path  toward  being  law  abiding. 
And  the  role  of  the  lawyer  la  so  controlled 
and  curtailed  as  to  destroy  his  traditional 
functions. 

I  feel  that  we  as  lawyers  should  pa\ue  to 
collect  the  facts  and  to  consider  the  role 
of  the  lawyer  In  the  free  world  and  his  rote 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain  in  this  vital  field 
of  human  rights.  Only  in  this  way  do  w 
face  up  to  the  vast  difference  which  exists. 
For  example,  lawyers  who  go  to  the  trouble 
of  informing  themselves  know  that  In  the 
drifting  quicksands  of  the  Soviet  system. 
what  is  legal  today  is  suddenly  illegal  to- 
morrow. Written  constitutional  provisions 
may  be  stripped  of  all  meaning  by  a  Com- 
munist Party  decUlon.  Many  activities  and 
kinds  of  Initiative,  which  In  the  free  world 
find  honest  exprenlon  in  an  atmoq>bere  of 
freedom,  in  the  U.  S.  8.  R.  of  necessity  take 
clandestine,  degrading,  and  demoraUdng 
forms.  Soviet  citizens  live  constantly  under 
the  threat  of  violating  law  or  party  regula- 
tion. These  are  things  which  should  be 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  people  in 
the  free  world  by  lawyers.  The  legal  pro- 
fession is  peculiarly  equipped  to  collect  the 
facts  and  present  this  picture  to  the  people 
of  the  free  world. 

Under  the  Soviet  system,  the  individual 
must  always  play  a  secondary  role  to  the 
interesto  of  the  State.  Within  the  eourta. 
the  individual's  rights  stand  second  to  what 
are  deemed  the  interests  of  the  State  and 
party.  The  courts  themselves  are  regarded 
primarily  as  a  means  for  educating  the 
masses,  not  as  InstnuMnts  created  for  the 
purpose  of  dispensing  Impartial  Justice  as 
in  the  free  world.  Tbej  are  subservient  to 
the  party.  And  as  adjuncts  of  the  State. 
Judges  are  strictly  guided  by  party  policy. 

The  Soviet  regime  has  not  atx>lished  all 
law  as  the  party  program  of  1917  propounded. 
A  large  body  of  so-called  law  necessitated 
by  the  peculiarities  of  the  Soviet  system  has 
been  developed.  This  body  of  law  is  largely 
expressed  in  the  verbiage  of  that  existing  In 
the  free  world.  But  it  has  a  vastly  different 
meaning  as  it  functions  In  the  Soviet  world. 
As  In  so  many  other  cases,  the  concepts  of 
a  democracy  have  been  subverted  beyond 
recognition  by  Communist  interpretation. 
The  U.  8.  8.  R.  Constitution  is  mere  window 
dressing.  And  the  majority  of  its  provisions 
are  openly  and  continuously  flouted  by  the 
Communist  Party  government. 

Unprotected  in  any  real  sense  by  consti- 
tution or  courts,  and  governed  by  a  party 
and  bureaucracy  which  are  a  law  unto  them- 
selves and  denied  the  full  unfettered  servloes 
of  lawyers,  the  Soviet  citizen's  life  is  clouded 
with  uncertainty.  He  Is  further  a  victim  of 
officially  inspired  fear — an  Instrument  of 
control  deliberately  develc^wd  by  the  dic- 
tatorship. 

Such  then  are  some  of  the  facts  one  must 
start  with  in  any  evaluation  of  law  and 
lawyers  as  related  to  the  present  stattis  at 
the  human  rights  with  which  we  are  here 
concerned.  And  in  adverting  to  these  rights, 
I  want  to  make  it  clear  that  we  are  not 
here  concerned  with  social  or  economic 
rights.  That  distinction  is  Important.  Here 
we  deal  only  with  legal  or  constitutional 
rights  of  the  Individual  as  against  unfair 
governmental  action — commonly  referred  to 
as  our  Bill  at  Rights  in  my  coimtry. 

I  have  mentioned  In  broad  outline  some 
of  the  facts  I  will  docinnent  in  this  paper. 
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X  baltovs  that  ira  as  lawyen  miist  face  up 
to  tiM  pletur*  of  wippreaaton  ami  denial  of 
htnnaa  rl^ts  by  the  Oonununlst  aytem  of 
go^wmmmt.  eraluato  it  and  acquaint  the 
pec^tiM  of  the  wwld  with  It.  I<awyer8  are 
by  training  and  tradition  the  leaders  In  the 
formation  of  public  opinion  In  tbelr  home 
communities.  They  are  expected  to  speak 
out  on  public  issues  and  Inform  their  people, 
espedally  on  such  matters  as  this  where  the 
ki^  to  the  whole  situation  Is  a  destruction 
of  the  role  of  the  lawyer.  Here  we  have  an 
obligation  to  'speak  out  and  explain  the  dread 
dangers  of  the  International  Commimlst  con- 
spiracy BO  our  people  will  understand  It. 
fl;ht  It.  destroy  It  and  thus  remain  free — 
and  In  possession  of  their  God-given  human 
rights. 

sovxxT  uiWTXia  icTJBrr  flack  clixmt  sscond 

TO   8TATS 

XiBt  US  first  consider  the  status  and  role 
of  the  lawyer  under  the  Soviet  system.  Un- 
like lawyers  of  the  free  world.  Soviet  lawyers 
are  deliberately  so  organised  and  regulated 
•s  to  prevent  them  from  protecting  the 
human  rights  with  which  law  and  lawyers 
of  the  free  wwld  are  traditionally  concerned. 
I  will  sketch  In  a  few  wcvds  what  my  study 
has  revealed  as  to  bow  Soviet  lawyers  do  their 
work  and  their  Uxaetbem  under  the  Soviet 
system  as  Illustrative  of  the  points  I  make 
herein.  ^  ^ 

jBovtot  lawyers  asslgped  to  the  defense  are 
,  expreasly  required  to  serve  the  State  ahead 
of  the  interests  of  their  clients.  Lawyers 
practice  through  collective  organizations  or 
guilds,  called  Colleges  of  Advocates,  iThlch 
are  org^iilsed  on  a  regional  level.  They  are 
semlpubUc  bodies  with  the  Ministry  of  Jus- 
tloe  supervising  them.  They  maintain  in 
cities  and  towns  consultation  points  vmere 
cltlaens  are  encouraged  to  turn  for  legal  ad- 
vice and  coxmsel  in  clvU  or  criminal  ^alrs. 
In  order  to  belong  to  the  collective  tniaw- 
yer  must  be  a  Communist,  or  be  In/good 
.  standing  with  the  party.  The  State  sets  the 
fees,  which  are  pcUd  to  the  guild  directly,  the 
lawyv  collecting  his  salary  from  that  organl- 
Batlob.  The  client  must  present  his  case  to 
the  secretary  of  the  guild,  who  thten  assigns 
him  to  a  lawyer  choeen  by  the  secretary  as 
suitable. 

Hie  rules  of  the  collectives  lay  down  the 
lawyer's  obligations  In  conducting  the  de- 
fense of  a  client.  They  bluntly  stress  the  fact 
that  his  first  obligation  Is  to  the  State,  not 
the  cUent.  During  the  trial  the  defense  law- 
yer Is  duty  bound  to  help  the  proeecutlun 
bring  out  adverse  points  against  his  client. 
Reports  of  defense  pleas,  which  I  have  read, 
are  replete  with  Marxlst-Lenlnlst  dialectic 
and  admissions  of  Ideological  sins  by  the  de- 
fendants. Little  attention  Is  paid  to  the  ac- 
tiial  merits  of  the  defendant's  case.  In  fact, 
the  chief  way  a  lawyer  can  serve  hSs  client 
Is  to  work  for  mitigation  of  the  sentence. 
In  many  Instances  the  defendant's  guilt  Is 
predetermined — his  confession  obtained — by 
pre-trial  brainwashing  methods  Inf  amotis  the 
world  over.  If  a  defense  counsel  attempted 
to  plead  his  client's  case  against  the  wishes — 
or  Interesta — of  the  party  or  Soviet  State,  he 
would  accomplish  nothing  for  the  client  and 
only  ruin  for  himself.  The  Individual,  there- 
fore. Is  left  with  little  protection.  PoUtlcal 
and  Communist  Ideological  considerations 
govern  the  conduct  of  both  civil  and  crimi- 
nal cases.  Performance  of  the  high  function 
of  the  lawyor,  as  we  know  It.  In  protecting 
hiunan  rights  as  we  define  them.  Is  strictly 
prohibited. 

TKMxart  xraics — oxjputt  icimsTEa  or  josncx 

TELLS  SOVIET  LAWTEXS 

"It  Is  necessary  to  give  up  once  and  for  all 
the  ridiculous  Ideas  of  some  sort  of  special 
lawyers'  ethics  which  by  virtue  of  the  pecu- 
liarities of  the  profession  justifies  the  depar- 
ture from  the  principles  of  Conununlst 
morality  and  rules  of  Socialist  intercourse 
which  are  compulsory  lor  all  Soviet  people" 


warns  P.  Kudryavtsev,  Deputy  Minister  of 
Justice  of  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  in  the  Uterary 
Oasette  of  June  8,  1951,  in  telling  Soviet 
lawyers  how  to  jierform  their  function. 

The  Deputy  Iklinister  continues  by  warn- 
ing Communist  lawyers  that  In  the  U.  6.  S.  R. 
they  are  not  to  undertake  to  defend  cases 
where  the  accxised  had  violated  basic  Com- 
munist law. 

"The  deliberations  in  certain  quarters 
about  the  obligation  of  the  lawyer  toward 
the  defendant,  about  professional  secrets, 
about  his  right  to  defend  a  hop>ele6s  and 
unjust  case  by  any  means  and  about  the 
absence  of  the  obligation  to  be  truthful  be- 
fore the  court  and  morally  discriminating  In 
relation  with  the  client  are  out  o|  place 
and  Intolerable  when  our  Soviet  bar  is  in- 
volved •  •  •  the  Marxist-Leninist  science  of 
the  state  and  law  eliminate  these  questions." 

Kudryavtsev  lays  down  certain  ruQes  for 
Soviet  lawyers  when  they  defend  a  case: 

■"Lawyers  muet  not  use  tricks  In  court. 
must  not  try  to  confuse  the  case,  and  resort 
to  obsolete  means  of  defense  designed  for 
the  cheap  tastes  of  Philistines.  He  must  lift 
the  defense  in  court  to  the  level  of  the  In- 
terests of  the  Soviet  state.  Bravely  and 
consistenty  defending  the  accused,  tke  law- 
yer miist  be  guided  by  the  principles  of  so- 
cialist justice.  He  must  present  his  argu- 
ment for  the  defense  without  departing  from 
the  standpoint  of  a  Soviet  defense  attorney." 

The  lawyer,  furthermore,  while  sujlposed- 
ly  In  the  employment  of  the  accused  is  ex- 
pected to  think  of  his  client  only  secondarily : 

"A  Soviet  lawyer  cannot  confine  ttis  task 
merely  to  the  Interests  of  the  client,  but 
must  always  th.nk  in  the  first  instance  of 
the  interests  of  the  people,  the  interests  of 
the  state." 

While  the  Malenkov  regime  has  issued 
much  propaganda  regarding  a  new  scheme 
of  socialistic  legality,  no  concrete  steps  have 
been  taken  to  soften  the  harshness  of  Soviet 
law  as  it  affects  the  individual  citizens  and 
his  human  rights.  Nor  has  Malenkov  given 
back  to  lawyers  their  traditional  role  In  pro- 
tecting against  the  denial  of  these  rights  to 
any  Individual.  This  recent  Soviet  talk 
about  rights  of  citizens  therefore  does  not 
really  mean  that  a  brighter  day  is  coming 
for  the  average  Russian.  Even  If  the  pres- 
ent regime  should  remove  some  of  the  oner- 
ous restrictions  on  its  citizens  and  take 
genuine  steps  to  curb  the  excess  of  Its  bu- 
reaucracy, socialist  legality  would  hold  little 
hope  for  the  cltiswn  as  an  individual.  Under 
the  Soviet  system,  the  individual  and  Jus- 
tice hiust  always  play  a  secondary  role  to  the 
Interests  of  the  State  as  those  intereets  are 
interpreted  from  day  to  day  by  the  Commu- 
nist Party. 

BITSSIAN  SATELl.rrES  DENT  HUMAN  RIQHTS 

Each  Russian  .satellite  country  has  a  simi- 
lar story  to  tell  cif  the  misuse  of  their  courts 
of  justice  and  destruction  of  the  traditional 
role  of  lawyers  In  defending  individual  hu- 
man rights.  Prom  the  record  to  date  We  can 
see  that  as  the  Soviet  system  descends  upon 
a  helpless  people,  the  Communists  take  com- 
plete control  of  the  nation's  laws,  law  stu- 
dents, Judicial  philosophy,  prosecutors. 
judges,  and  lawyers.  A  complete  revolution 
Is  accomplished  In  the  system  of  administra- 
tion of  justice  BO  as  to  prostitute  the  rights  of 
Individuals  to  those  of  the  all-powerful  Com- 
munist State.  Destruction  of  the  traditional 
role  of  the  lawyer  is  essential  to  accomplish 
this  objective. 

Russia  has  unmistakably  taken  advantage 
of  the  chaos  and  Impoverishment  which 
World  War  n  brought  to  the  world  to  carry 
out  a  program  of  aggressive  expansion  which 
recognizes  no  limits,  which  flouts  all  treaties, 
which  is  accomplished  by  force,  and  threat  of 
force,  and  which  Is  destroying  human  rights 
on  a  scale  undreamed  of  heretofore.  Witness 
the  self-imposed  exile  of  millions  from  Iron 
Curtain  States  and  the  thousands  of  others 
who  have  died  trying  to  escape  a  life  often 


worse  than  death.  What  other  proof  do  we 
need  as  to  the  status  of  human  rights  be- 
hind the  Iron  Curtain? 

To  the  familiar  accompaniment  of  execu- 
tions and  mass  deportations  covtntry  after 
country  has  fallen  under  Soviet  influence. 
And  spearheads  of  further  aggression  are 
pointed  toward  lands  outside  the  current 
sphere  of  dominant  Soviet  influence.  We  as 
lawyers  from  all  over  the  free  world  must 
consider  Just  what  this  picture  means  to  us, 
to  the  peoples  of  our  countries,  and  to  oiu: 
role  as  lawyers. 

Every  Soviet  annexation  may  fairly  be 
characterized  as  an  act  of  lawless,  predatory 
aggression  in  direct  violation  of  international 
law.  The  Soviet  Union  would  not  have  ex- 
panded by  1  square  mile,  or  1  square  foot.  If 
the  decision  to  Join  ur  not  to  Join  had  been 
left  to  a  free  and  honest  vote  of  the  people 
affected,  and  whose  human  rights  are  de- 
stroyed by  the  very  nature  of  the  Soviet  sys- 
tem as  already  outlined.  In  no  case  Is  there 
the  slightest  reason  to  believe  that  a  nuijor- 
ity,  or  even  a  substantial  minoility  of  the 
people  affected  welrx^med  the  change  to 
Soviet  rule.  Again  the  wholes^ile  risk  of 
death  by  millions  seeking  to  escape  from  be- 
hind the  Iron  Curtain  proves  thfc  point  to 
our  legal  minds  without  need  for  further 
factual  citation.  If  human  right*  were  not 
denied,  would  these  people  take  such  action? 
Obviously  the  answer  is  "No." 

A  military  occupation  has  bean  used  in 
Poland.  Hungary,  Rumania,  and  Bulgaria  to 
clamp  down  upon  unwilling  people  Commu- 
ni.st-controlled  regimes.  Handpl«ked  legis- 
lative bodies  chosen  under  conditions  of  ex- 
treme intimidation  have  obediently  voted 
Latvia,  Lithuania,  and  Estonia  into  the  Soviet 
Union  colonial  empire.  And  these  Soviet 
annexations  are  earned  out  by  the  crudest 
violation  of  numerous  specific  treaties  and 
international  agreemente  to  which  the  Soviet 
Union  had  freely  subscribed.  Such  violations 
of  international  law  must  be  of  groat  concern 
to  an  organization  such  as  this  one  where  we 
are  dedicated,  as  Mr.  Loyd  Wright,  president- 
elect of  the  American  Bar  Associlition,  said 
in  his  opening  address  to  this  conference,  to 
the  rule  of  law  rather  than  the  rule  of  men. 

And  as  stressed  by  experts  in  tl»  field.  In- 
ternational law  is  built  upon  ideas  of  moral- 
ity and  law  wherein  men  keep  their  solemn 
agreements.  Such  ideas  the  Soviets  do  not 
recognize  at  all.  Without  such  necognition 
human  rights  cannot  exist. 

As  it  ruthlessly  pursues  its  world  conquest 
objectives,  the  Soviet  Union  has  created  a 
well-deserved  reputation  as  an  irtesponsible 
international  marauder.  Before  tke  court  of 
world  opinion,  it  stands  indicted  for  disre- 
garding its  international  treaties  and  agree- 
ments, openly  flouting  protocols  and  agree- 
ments to  recognize  human  rights  such  as 
those  it  specifically  agreed  to  respect  in  the 
Yalta  and  Potsdam  agreements,  further,  it 
encourages  other  treaty  signatories  belong- 
ing to  its  colonial  empire  to  violate  basic 
human  rights,  examples  of  which  I  will  cite 
in  just  a  moment. 

The  Soviet  Union  follows  a  deliberate  pol- 
icy of  refusing  to  work  with  othor  nations, 
takes  abrupt  and  unauthorized  unilateral 
action,  and  unceasingly  strives  to  subjugate 
the  free  world.  Agreements  wKth  it  are 
worthless.  From  Yalta  to  the  pretent  Inter- 
national relations  are  marked  by  broken 
pledges  and  International  law  vlcaatlons  by 
the  U.  S.  S.  R. 

SPECIFIC    EXAMPLES    OF    DENIAL    OF    HUMAN 
RIGHTS 

To  move  from  the  general  to  the  specific. 
I  will  cite  a  few  of  the  thousands  of  in- 
stances of  Soviet  denial  of  humnn  rights. 
Under  specific  peace  treaties  the  Hungarian, 
Bulgarian,  and  Rumanian  Governments  un- 
dertook to  guarantee  the  enjoyment  of  hu- 
man rights  and  fundamental  freedoms,  in- 
cluding freedom  of  expression,  of  press  and 
publication,  of  religious  worship,  of  political 
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opinion,  and  of  public  meetings.  The 
human  rights  claxisee.  Freedom  of  expres- 
U.  S.  S.  R.  has  directly  aldiHl  and  abetted 
these  governments  In  falling  to  fulfill  these 
sion  and  of  press  and  publlciitlon  no  longer 
exist  in  any  of  these  countrlf*.  Freedom  of 
worship  has  t>een  Interfered  with  time  and 
again,  either  through  subtle  means  or  drastic 
procedure  such  as  trial  and  Iraprlsonment  of 
church  leaders.  All  political  groups  oppos- 
ing the  Communist-controlled  governments 
of  these  countries  have  been  eliminated,  thus 
forcefully  violating  freedom  ol  political  opin- 
ion. While  Britain  and  the  United  States 
of  America  charged  these  governments  with 
these  treaty  violations  as  lorig  ago  as  1949, 
Russia  does  not  agree  that  violations  have 
occurred  and  has  condoned  and  abetted  the 
violations  by  lefusal  to  act  to  redress  or  pre- 
vent them  under  express  provisions  of  the 
treaty   designed    for   that    purpose. 

To  be  even  more  specific  atout  the  role  of 
law  and  lawyers  behind  the  Iron  Curtain, 
I  need  cite  only  two  world-famous  trials, 
those  of  Cardinal  Mindszei.ty  and  Asso- 
ciated Press  Reporter  Oatls. 

The  staged  trial  of  Joseph  Cardinal  Minds- 
7.enty  is  a  warning  to  all  that  a  war  Is  l>eing 
wa^ed  against  religion  and  the  basic  prin- 
ciples of  humanity  and  human  freedom. 
The  length  to  which  Godless  ir.en  of  the  Hvm- 
garlan  Communist  Party  w.ll  go  to  gain 
their  ends  Is  shown  by  the  Hungarian  hand- 
writing experts  who,  after  etcaplng  t>eyond 
the  Iron  Curtain,  admitted  tliat  they  forged 
the  documents  used  by  the  Hungarian  Com- 
mi^ists    to    convict    Cardinal    Mindszenty. 

In  fact,  and  I  need  not  repeat  here  the 
v^eil-known  facts  of  these  t^vo  trials — it  is 
certain  that  the  peoples  of  the  world  have 
cringed  with  the  shock  of  th*  terrifying  ef- 
fect of  Communist  "brain-washing"  tactics 
and  their  induced  confessions.  "Communist- 
style,"  such  as  those  of  Cardinal  Mindszenty 
and  Associated  Press  Reporter  Oatis.  And 
there  are  thousands  of  similur  cases.  Such 
"confessions"  are  an  e6p>eclal  concern  of 
lawyers  in  this  field  as  they  i»nd  the  rule  of 
law  and  lawyers  In  protecting  human  rights. 
And  It  Is  well  known  that  false  confessions, 
such  as  those  Just  referred  to.  have  l>een  ex- 
torted from  many  persons  arrested  by  other 
Communist  States.  The  Soviet  Union  Itself 
recently  issued  an  embarrassed  apology  for 
this  widespread  "brain-wash: ng  confession" 
method  of  procedure,  when  it  publicly  ad- 
mitted that  the  confessions  of  nine  promi- 
nent physicians  to  acts  shortening  the  Uvea 
of  Soviet  leaders  were  obtamed  by  Illegal 
methods.  Tlie  admittedly  Innocent  doctors 
were  freed.  In  fact,  the  Paris  edition  of  the 
New  York  Herald  Tribune  has  Just  reported 
the  in  camera  trial,  convlcUon.  and  execu- 
tion of  M.  D.  Ryumin,  the  fo-mer  Vice  Min- 
ister of  State  Security  and  investigating 
magistrate  in  this  famous  doctors'  plot  case. 
He  was  shot  to  death  for  falsifying  material 
and  inducing  the  doctors  to  confess  falsely 
and  denounce  themselves.  This  in.  camera 
5-day  trial  of  Ryumin  Is  nothing  unusual 
under  the  Soviet  system,  but  shocking  to 
lawyers  who  have  always  fought  such  Star 
Chamber  methods  regardless  of  the  charge 
against  the  accused.  The  numt>er  of  in 
camera  (behind  closed  doors)  cases  heard  by 
Soviet   covu^s,   however.  Is  Ic^glon. 

Every  so  often  news  of  some  of  these  cases 
leaks  out  from  behind  the  Iron  Cxirtaln. 
Witness  the  famous  recent  i^rial  and  Judg- 
ment of  execution  pronounced  against  Beria 
In  this  same  way. 

Soviet  authorities.  In  violation  of  the  Pots- 
dam declaration  of  July  1945,  have  Insti- 
tuted in  East  Germany  a  system  of  intimi- 
dation and  cold  terrorism  through  military, 
police,  and  party  authorities.  Freedom  of 
speech  and  press  as  guaranteed  by  that  dec- 
laration have  not  l>een  allowed.  Moreover, 
the  Soviets  have  systematicEUly  built  up  a 
totalitarian  system  of  police  control  which 
suppresses  basic  human  rights  and  legal 
processes.     They  resort  to  aibitrary  seizures 


of  property.  Illegal  arrests,  forced  labor,  and 
other  practices  which  are  incompatible  with 
democratic  legal  principles. 

OOKUUNiaM TKE    NEW   COLONIALXBM 

The  record  of  Soviet  aggression  Is  very  Im- 
perfectly summed  up  by  the  list  of  outright 
Soviet  annexations.  Domination  of  other 
countries  can  be  and  is  being  achieved  with- 
out formal  annexation.  In  each  annexed 
nation  the  destruction,  suppression,  and  de- 
nial of  human  rights  comes  automatically 
with  the  ending  of  the  traditional  role  of  the 
lawyer.  This  is  a  cardinal  part  of  the  Soviet 
system  of  government.  That  system  cannot 
coexist  with  protection  of  human  rights  by 
the  performance  of  the  traditional  role  of 
the  lawyer. 

Satellite  local  regimes  give  Russia  control 
of  many  countries.  Methods  and  degrees  of 
control  vary  from  country  to  country.  But 
these  local  administrations  can  take  no  Im- 
portant decision  without  the  sanction  and 
approval  of  Moscow.  Tliey  all  fall  Into  one 
mold — one  basic  system.  Russia  wants  no 
friendly  neighbors  but  only  vassal  states — 
ruled  by  Russian-trained  Communists  un- 
able to  take  a  step  without  advance  approval 
from  Moscow. 

Let  us  examine  how  the  Soviet  system  of 
colonizing  other  nations  now  works:  First, 
let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  colonial  empires  which  the  nations  of 
Western  Europe  built  up  in  the  two  centuries 
preceding  World  War  II  are  a  thing  of  the 
past.  The  list  of  nations  that  have  achieved 
their  sovereignty  peacefully  since  1945  in- 
cludes India,  Pakistan,  Burma,  Ceylon,  Indo- 
nesia, and  the  Philippines.  The  three  Asso- 
ciated States  of  Indochina,  Vietnam,  Cam- 
bodia, and  Laos,  have  already  achieved 
autonomy  within  the  French  Union.  The 
French  Government  has  made  clear  Its  In- 
tentions to  perfect  the  independence  of  these 
states;  Laos  has  already  achieved  independ- 
ent status  within  the  French  Union  through 
a  basic  treaty  recently  signed  with  France. 
The  British  have  clearly  announced  their  In- 
tention, and  have  Instituted  Initial  steps,  to 
provide  self-government  for  Malaga. 

But  as  the  old  colonialism  dies,  .'^  rew  and 
far  more  deadly  form  of  colonialism  is 
spreading  across  the  globe.  From  its  Euro- 
pean and  Asian  bases,  world  conununlsm  Is 
fastening  colonial  shackles  on  many  once- 
free  ]}eoples.  In  short,  Western  European 
nations  who  brought  light  and  civilization 
to  many  dark  corners  of  the  earth  have 
brought  freedom  and  Independence  to  600 
million  people.  At  the  same  time  the  Com- 
munists have  enslaved  a  like  number. 

Since  1939.  the  nations  that  have  had 
Communist  rule  forced  on  them  by  aliens 
are:  Tannu  Tuva,  Lithuania,  Latvia,  Estonia, 
Poland,  Czechoslovakia.  Bulgaria,  Hungary. 
Rumania,  Albania,  East  Germany,  Tibet. 
Outer  Mongolia,  and  North  Korea. 

The  processes  through  which  these  nations 
have  been  reduced  to  abject  colonial  slavery 
have  varied,  but  the  result  in  the  field  of 
human  rights  Is  always  the  same.  In  the 
Baltic  States  the  process  was  one  of  direct 
seizure.  In  Eastern  Europe  the  Soviet  meth- 
ods have  Included  engineered  political  coupe 
under  the  guise  of  Soviet  occupation  activi- 
ties and  the  subversion  of  governments 
from  within  by  Infiltration  of  Soviet-trained 
agents.  In  East  Germany  and  North  Korea 
it  was  one  of  taking  advantage  of  military 
occupation. 

Whatever  the  specific  process,  one  of  Its 
key  elements  has  always  been  perversion  of 
genuine  feeimgs  of  nationallsnt  in  the  tar- 
get country  so  as  to  accomplish  the  vital 
control  of  law,  the  courts,  and  the  legal  pro- 
fession. The  Communist  colonial  regime 
invariably  Is  set  up  under  the  guise  of  pro- 
tecting the  people  from  the  oppression  of 
their  rulers  or  of  protecting  them  from  con- 
templated aggression  by  western  nations, 
which,  of  course,  exists  only  In  the  contem- 
plations that  go  on  in  the  Kremlin. 


The  process  has  not  ended.  In  Indochina 
world  conununlsm  has  carried  out  a  mili- 
tary conquest  as  the  first  step  In  adding  It 
to  the  list  of  new  colonies. 

One  of  the  standard  devices  of  the  Com- 
munist colonization  process  Is  to  pre-traln 
the  key  figures  of  Communst  puppet  regimes 
In  the  Soviet  Union  prior  to  the  Communist 
capture  of  a  country  so  that  the  U.  8.  8.  R. 
is  assured  their  conditioning.  Ideology,  and 
ultimate  loyalty  Is  to  the  Kremlin,  the  center 
of  the  world  Cc«nmunlst  plot,  rather  than 
to  the  country  of  origin.  Only  in  this  way 
can  the  Kremlin  be  sure  that  these  leaders 
will  understand  and  carry  out  Its  system  of 
destruction  of  human  rights — an  under- 
standing which  Is  basic  to  success  of  the 
Soviet  system.  This  Conununlst  education 
often  is  planned  so  far  In  advance  that  the 
training  of  these  leaders  occupies  years  of 
experience  before  they  actually  come  to 
power;  needless  to  say,  this  training  con- 
sists in  large  part  In  learning  the  fundamen- 
tal principles  of  a  system  whereby,  under 
false  labels,  the  rights  of  the  Individual  are 
suppressed,  destroyed,  and  subverted  to 
those  of  an  all-powerful  State  so  that  Indi- 
vidual rights  are  eroded  and  gone  before  the 
colonized  people  awake  to  just  what  has  hap- 
pened to  them.  Singly  we  as  lawyers  can 
analyze  this  system — what  it  is,  what  It  has 
done.  Is  doing,  and  what  It  plans  to  do — for 
our  people  so  they  will  be  awake  to  the  false 
labels,  the  subtle  misrepresentations,  and 
the  evil  designs  the  Conununlsts  have  In 
mind  for  the  free  peoples  of  the  world. 

I  have  recently  examined  an  Impresslva 
list  of  the  leaders  of  the  Iron  Ctirtaln  colo- 
nial empire  of  15  formerly  Independent  na- 
tions, In  every  instance  the  present  local- 
controlling  Communist  leaders  were  trained 
In  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  and  sent  to  take  over  the 
particular  nation.  Usually  they  were  bom 
in  the  colonized  nation.  The  free  world 
was  recently  alerted  to  this  kind  of  operation 
when  a  regime  of  Communist  sjmipathlzers 
took  over  and  was  then  overthrown  In  Guate- 
mala. There,  as  elsewhere.  It  was  revealed 
that  the  real  leaders  of  the  deposed  regime 
were  U.  S.  S.  R.-instructed  for  their  specific 
colonial  tasks.  These  are  facts  which  we 
lawyers  can  collect  and  bring  before  our 
people  before  the  Soviet  scheme  makes  head- 
way in  our  countries  so  our  people  can  avoid 
all  the  dread  consequences  which  so  certainly 
flow  from  Soviet  colonization. 

CONCLUSION 

The  above  are  a  few  of  the  facts  which' 
prove  beyond  refutation  that  the  interna- 
tional Communist  conspiracy  Is  carrying  out 
a  systematic  denial,  suppression  and  de- 
struction of  basic  God -given  human  rights 
in  every  nation  which  falls  under  Its  do- 
minion. And  beyond  question  the  key  to 
Soviet  domination  lies  In  subversion  and 
destruction  of  the  role  of  law  and  lawyers 
In  this  vital  field  of  human  rights.  We.  as 
lawyers,  must  fight  the  menace  of  commu- 
nism by  calling  the  attention  of  the  people 
of  the  world  to  the  Soviets'  record  and  In- 
tentions. 

The  uncertainty  of  peace  the  world  over  is 
due  primarily  to  the  fact  that  the  Russians 
have  deliberately  undermined  the  founda- 
tions upon  which  peace  was  to  be  built.  And 
the  fact  that  the  framework  for  peace  has 
never  been  completed  by  peac»  treaties  Is 
due  to  the  U.  S.  8.  R.'s  Intransigence  and  the 
unreliability  of  Its  word. 

What  is  behind  this  record  of  Soviet  ag- 
grecslon  which  looms  up  as  far  and  away 
the  greatest  threat  to  a  world  of  peace,  order 
and  freedom?  We  know  that  on  the  record 
to  date  It  is  the  fatalistic  Idea  that  commu- 
nism must  conquer  the  world  or  perish.  And 
no  one  can  refute  the  fact  that,  upon  the 
record  as  herein  reviewed,  successful  con- 
quest of  the  free  world  by  the  Soviet  system 
requires  destruction  of  the  traditional  role  e< 
law  and  the  lawyer,  and  the  death  katil  of 
human  rights. 
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80  long  Ml  tbBre  Is  vnax  one  free  country 
TurtWi  of  the  Kremlin  wUl  not  tttA  ae- 
In  tlirtr  dlctatashlp.  Tbe  reeord  cC 
BoTlet  eggreeelon  to  dste,  long  and  f ormkl- 
aMm  ae  It  la,  must  be  considered  only  a 
Sovetaate  e<  wbat  wlU  come — nnlses  no  wbo 
ballave  In  liberty  under  law  succeed  In  build- 
ing Uapreffoable  ramparts  against  this 
nould-be  conqueror  ot  tbe  vorld.  We  must 
also  keep  tbe  torch  at  Xreedom  undo:  law 
bumlng  for  those  bdilnd  the  Iron  Curtain 
against  the  day  when  It  can  burst  Into  liber- 
ating flame. 


FLANIKRS  CENSDRE  RESOLDTION— 
LETTER    FROM    23    "NC»7PROMI. 

NENTMEN" 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
hare  received  a  copy  of  a  letter  ad- 
dressed to  the  Members  of  the  United 
States  Senate  by  23  "nonprominent 
men." 

This  letter  speaks  for  itself;  and  in  or- 
der that  any  Members  of  the  Senate 
who  did  not  have  an  opportimity  to 
see  the  letter  in  their  mall  may  see  it 
In  the  RscotD,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  text  of  the  letter,  together  with 
the  names  and  addresses  of  the  signers, 
may  be  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Bkcosj). 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  I^ecobd, 
•6  follows: 

Skattls,  Wasb.,  August  5.  f  954. 
To  the  Members  of  the  United  States  Senate. 

Dbab  Skhatos:  We,  the  luderslgned.  are 
23  nonprominent  men. 

We  deplore  the  action  of  23  "prominent" 
men  who  sent  you  telegrams  in  support  of 
the  Flanders  censure  motion  against  Sen- 
ator McCabtht,  and  who  Join  hand  in  hand 
with  the  known  enemies  of  the  Republic  of 
the  Dnlted  States  of  America. 

We  call  upon  you  to  defeat  the  Flanders 
motion.  Then  to  vote  overwhelmingly  a 
motlcm  of  confidence  and  i^proval  of  Sen- 
ator IfcCASTHT  and  his  exemplary  methods. 

Prominent  men  are  few  in  number. 

Kcmpromlnent  men  number  tens  of  mil- 
lions. We  feel  we  are  speaking  for  those 
millions  when  we  ask  you  to  support  that 
great  Incorruptible  patriot.  Senator  JoexFH 

ICCCABTRT. 

Mot  one  of  our  group  is  or  ever  has  been 
a  member  of  any  organization  which  has 
been  named  as  subversive.  Mcv  have  we  ever 
aini.lat<id  with, people  who  have  been  named 
M  members  of  a  subversive  organization. 

Can  the  23  "prominent"  men  make  this 
claimT 

There  Is  not  one  "fifth  amendmenteer" 
among  the  following  signers.  We  pledge  to 
answer  cheerfully,  under  oath,  any  questions 
asked  of  us  by  any  legally  constituted  com- 
mittee of  the  Bouse  or  Senate  which  is 
Investigating  communism.  How  many  at  the 
S3  "prominent"  men  are  willing  to  make  this 
publlo  pledge? 

John  W.  CtolBon,  Office  Equipment,  8076 
Bothell  Way,  Seattle;  Norman  I.  Olover, 
Ice-cream  Manufacturer,  8074  Bothell 
Way,  Seattle;  Leo  Berman,  Leo's  Mar- 
ket, 8023  ISth  NE..  Seattle;  C.  M.  Johns. 
Johns  Shell  Service,  8100  Bothell,  Seat- 
tle; John  E.  Carlson.  Real  Estate.  8020 
Bothell  Way;  F.  M.  R-edricksen,  Insur- 
ance. 6065  Eighth  NE..  SeatUe;  R.  L. 
Woodman.  Jeweler,  8072  BotheU  Way, 
Seattle:  Art  Potter,  Cashier.  80S9 
Bothell  Way.  Seattle;  OUver  Frank 
Mitchell,  Salesman.  6845  16th  NE., 
Seattle;  W.  H.  Burghduff,  Auto  Parts, 
8001  14th  NE.,  Seattle:  G.  A.  Dalgety. 
Auto  Supplies,  8208  Greenwood  Ave- 
nue, Seattle:  Roy  Davidson,  Jeweler. 
131  North  85th.  Seattle;  A.  Wm.  John- 


am.  Salesman.  1104  Eighth  Avenue, 
West  Seattle;  Gene  Elrod  Kell«r.  Asso- 
ciate American  Detectives,  614  Blgelow 
Building;  Chas.  M.  Bryant.  Insurance, 
Post  Offloe  Box  436,  Seattle.  Wash.; 
WUliam  H.  Mullen,  Attorney.  806  West 
McGraw;  Leonard  L.  Hlgglns,  Private 
Investigator.  Suquamlsh,  Wash.;  J. 
Albert  D.  Hulse,  Security  Police,  Port 
Embarkation,  Pier  39,  Seattle.  Wash.; 
Conrad  W.  Swanson,  Real  Estate  Brok- 
er, 8050  16tir~NE.,  Seattle;  Bryson. 
Relnhardt,  2608  West  Boston.  Seattle; 
Pryor  N.  Adsklm,  3212  36th  Avenue, 
'  West  Seattle;  Marvin  E.  Munyftn,  7811 
81st  Street  South,  Tacoma;  L.  J. 
Boardman,  902  First  Avenue,  Seattle; 
Lawrence  Timbers,  Advertising  Spe- 
cialty Co.,  315  First  West,  Seattle. 
As  coauthor  I  reserve  the  right  to  be 
the  24th. 


EISENHOWER'S  "METHODS"^EDI- 
TORIAL  FROM  THE  TULSA  TRIB- 
UNE 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President, 
there  has  come  to  my  desk  an  editorial 
which  was  published  in  the  Tulsa  Trib- 
une of  Saturday,  July  31. 1954.  Tte  bur- 
den of  the  editorial  is  that  "patriotism  is 
being  punished  in  Washington  today." 

The  importance  of  the  theme  dealt 
with  in  the  editorial  is  very  great,  and  I 
ask  imanlmous  consent  that  the  eilitorial 
may  be  printed  at  this  point  in  the  Rec- 

OBD. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edito- 
rial was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

EiszvrHowEK's  "Methods" 
(By  Richard  Lloyd  Jones) 

We  are  bewildered.  We  are  confused.  We 
are  frustrated.  We  have  grown  so  apathetic 
that  a  lot  of  us  no  longer  give  a  whoop. 
And  that  is  no  way  to  save  oiu:  liberties. 
We  need  a  President. 

Eisenhower  is  attempting  to  make  himself 
the  master  of  a  one-party  government.  And 
that  is  the  historic  road  to  dictatorship. 
Where  is  the  Republican  Party?  lU  leaders 
do  not  resist  this  attempt. 

During  the  1952  campaign  Eisenhower's 
spokesmen  informed  those  who  inquired 
about  specific  domestic  matters  that  Gen- 
eral Eisenhower's  position  as  an  interna- 
tional commander  does  not  permit  his  per- 
sonal participation  in  domestic  political  af- 
fairs, even  If  his  responsibilities  to  the  12 
countries  of  the  North  Atlantic  Tresty  Or- 
ganization afforded  him  time  to  do  so. 

That  is  what  we  elected.  That  Is  what  he 
Is,  a  man  too  busy  to  be  interested  in  tiie 
problems  of  the  American  people.  So,  we 
have  no  leadership. 

Our  President  today  Is  utter  stranger  to 
the  candor  and  the  direct  honesty  o|  Theo- 
dore Roosevelt.  Wby  doesn't  Eisenhower  say 
exactly  what  he  means  instead  of  indulging 
in  innuendoes?  He  Is  the  thouglit  promul- 
gator for  the  Pinks.  Both  he  and  the  Pinks 
dont  like  McCartht's  methods.  Yet,  no  one 
can  name  one  single  American  who  has  been 
hurt  in  the  slightest  by  whatever  «iay  be 
defined  as  "McCastht's  methods."  But  it  Is 
time  now  to  look  at  the  Elsenhower  methods 
and  the  methods  of  George  Marshall  behind 
him. 

In  a  *  recent  speech  Elsenhower  said. 
"Thorough  knowledge  and  understanding 
will  drive  from  the  temple  of  freedom  all  who 
seek  to  establish  over  us  thought  control 
whether  they  be  agents  of  a  foreign  state  or 
demagogs  thirsty  for  personal  power  and 
public  notice." 

An  honest  President  would  explain  him- 
self. What  did  Eisenhower  mean  by  this 
language?     His  lieutenants   admit   that   it 


was  a  pot  shot  at  Senator  McCaxt^t.  No  one 
can  find  the  slightest  evidence  that  McCax- 
TKT  ever  attempted  to  establish  thought 
control  over  the  people.  That  assertion  is 
BO  false  It  U  silly.  To  imply  silch  a  thing 
is  dishonest.  To  evade  the  direct  question 
as  to  whom  he  had  in  mind  la  also  dis- 
honest. 

Who  are  "the  demagogs  thirsty  for  per- 
sonal p>ower  and  public  notice?"  Name  one. 
Eisenhower's  niethods  are  dishonest. 

What  about  the  meeting  Eisenhower  called 
on  January  21  to  plot  the  destruction  of 
Joseph  McCartht?  There  is  a  "method"  of 
attempting  to  destroy  a  patrlotio  Senator. 

Then  he  tries  to  hide  the  record.  If  the 
record  is  right  why  not  bring  it  out  Into  the 
open? 

The  forces  that  nominated  Elsenhower  at 
the  Republican  convention  in  1P52  put  up 
an  Infamous  cry  of  "Thief."  implying  that 
the  Taft  forces  had  stolen  certain  Texas 
delegates.  Had  there  been  an  Abraham  Lin- 
coln as  a  competing  candidate  for  that  nom- 
ination, there  would  have  been  Uo  such  in- 
famous charge  because  there  waa  no  theft. 
None.  And  honest  men  would  not  profit  by 
a  demagogic  charge  that  had  not  the  slight- 
est substance. 

A  year  ago  today  Senator  Taft  died.  Taft 
was  maligned  by  Elsenhower  and  his  plot- 
planner,  George  Marshall.  Taft,  the  great 
statesman,  was  condemned  by  the  very  peo- 
ple who  profited  by  the  manipulations  in 
Aldrich's  hotel  rooms  In  Chlcagt). 

Eisenhower  has  talked  piously  about  the 
crime  of  "burning  books."  But  he  can  name 
nobody  who  has  burned  a  book.  No  one,  not 
one.  Therefore  to  imply  such  a  thing  is  to 
bear  false  witness. 

The  Elsenhower  crowd  talks  about  the  in- 
famies of  "smear."  And  not  one  qf  them  can 
name  a  single  soul  whose  honesty  and  patri- 
otism Is  clear  and  above  reproadh  who  has 
been  singed  by  smear. 

But.  on  the  Ike  side,  we  now  have  the 
conspicuous  example  of  Roy  Cahn.  a  real 
patriot  who  has  been  tortured  With  Elsen- 
hower-sanctioned smear  for  doi|ig  a  great 
patriotic  work. 

Under  the  Truman  administratfcn  we  were 
prepared  to  accept  performances  that  smelled 
to  high  heaven.  But  the  people  elected 
Eisenhower  to  clean  house,  to  be  a  heroic  pa- 
triot and  to  help  the  Members  of  our  Con- 
gress who  are  trying  to  rid  us  of  enemy  infil- 
tration. But  we  didn't  get  what  we  voted 
for.  Under  Eisenhower's  administration  we 
punish  patriotism. 

We  began  this  business  of  punishing  pa- 
triotism years  ago  when  we  witnessed  the 
destruction  of  Dr.  Wirt.  Then  we  saw  Mar- 
tin Dies  destroyed.  We  saw  General  Mac- 
Arthur  destroyed,  then  followed  J.  B.  Mat- 
thews and  Dean  Manlon.  Now  they  have 
tortured  with  smear  a  brilliant  young  man 
whose  only  offense  was  that  he  was  a  compe- 
tent defender  of  our  country,  a  fiader  of  our 
foes  and  an  efficient  prosecutor  of  our 
enemies.  The  White  House  outflit  got  him. 
They  got  him  to  cripple  McCAsrHT.  Now 
they  are  going  to  cripple  Jennex  and  Veu>e. 
What  about  these  methods?  , 

For  shame.  A  President  of  th«  American 
people  engineering  the  repudiation  of  patri- 
otism. And  he  accomplishes  theae  ends  by 
sneaky  methods,  by  Innuendoes,  by  Implica- 
tions. We  elected  him  to  be  forthright, 
courageous,  and  heroically  honest.  And  he 
has  failed  us. 

Part  of  the  administration's  methods  is 
to  destroy  the  Republican  Party  and  the 
Democratic  Party  by  amalgamation  and 
thereby  destroy  the  Republic  itself.  Then 
make  a  military  master  dictator.  Then  the 
one  worlders  will  include  Amerloa  in  their 
conquest. 

Already  the  Stars  and  Stripes  are  placed 
behind  the  United  Nations  flag  on  parades. 

There  are  enough  American  citizens  who 
are  now  alarmed  to  rally  to  the  support  of 
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honest  and  ooiu-ageous  leadership.  But  we 
have  had  no  leadership,  and  we  have  got 
none  now.  If  any  Member  of  Congress, 
House  or  Senate,  behaves  as  a  patriot  and 
champions  the  cause  of  the  American  peo- 
ple, he  is  called  to  the  Whlti'  House  mat  to 
have  his  brain  washed  and  tc>  learn  that  his 
patronage  rights  are  of  no  interest  to  the 
Chief  Executive,  that  his  partj  has  no  finan- 
cial help  to  offer  him  in  his  campaign  to 
retain  his  patriotic  crusade  In  Congress. 

The  Republican  Party  has  got  to  face  it. 
It  has  either  got  to  show  E-senhower  how 
to  be  an  honest,  cooperative  patriot,  or  they 
have  got  to  ease  him  out  of  the  p>arty. 

He  is  a  shallow  Republican  who  sits  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  and  yields 
to  the  Republican  National  Committee  as 
directed  by  Leonard  Hall.  Kail  is  a  weak 
man  or  he  would  reveal  the  weakness  of  the 
brain-washing  tactics  of  the  White  House 
outlit. 

The  brave  men  in  the  Unlt<Ki  States  Sen- 
ate today  are  the  ones  that  E.senhower  and 
his  coterie  are  out  to  get.  But  let  them  be- 
ware, it  is  no  crime  to  love  our  country  and 
cielend  it. 

Patriotism  is  being  punished  in  Washing- 
ton today.  That  is  the  ugly  ;act.  And  we, 
the  people,  had  better  get  busy  or  we  are 
not  going  to  have  a  country.  What  are  our 
Senators  &frald  of  that  they  yield  to  the 
intimidating  methods  of  those  who  promote 
the  one  world  flag  and  the  one  world  party 
and  the  one  world  citizenship  and  the  de- 
struction of  the  American  Republic. 

Eisenhower's  methods  are  the  menace  that 
confronts  us. 


THE  REPUBUCAN  ADVANCE 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  very 
few  newspai>ers  in  this  country  have 
printed  anything,  so  far  as  I  know,  about 
the  Republican  Advance,  which  appears 
to  stand  in  approximately  the  same  re- 
lation to  the  Republican  Party  as  Ameri- 
cans for  Democratic  Action  stands  to  the 
Democratic  Party. 

One  newspaper  which  printed  some- 
thing about  the  Republican  Advance, 
and  quite  recently,  was  the  Monroe 
I  La.)  News-Star.  In  an  editorial  under 
date  of  August  3,  this  newspaper  has  a 
number  of  things  to  say  about  the  Re- 
publican Advance.  Because  of  the  great 
interest  in  this  subject,  which  I  feel  cer- 
tain is  shared  by  Senators  on  both  sides 
cf  the  aisle.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  editorial  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred may  be  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricord, 
as  follows: 

The  Rkpubijcan  Advancx — Decision  To 
Dkstkot 

The  censure  motion  by  Senator  Ralph 
Flanders  came  about  as  scheduled.  He  re- 
ferred to  Senator  McCaktht  as  a  "fifth 
amendment"  Senator  In  that  the  Wisconsin 
Communist  hunter  had  "refused  to  divulge 
information  on  his  tax  status  and  finances." 

Senator  McCartht  has  time  and  time 
again  stated  that  he  would  be  glad  to  testify 
to  anyone  as  regards  his  financial  status. 
Even  Drew  Pearson  couldn't  get  anything 
on  Joe  McCartht's  record. 

As  was  expected.  Senator  McCartht  had 
great  support  in  the  Senate  from  his  col- 
leagues who  leaped  to  his  assistance  upon 
the  close  of  Flanders  "motion."  The  odd 
and  extremely  curious  manner  in  the  entire 
situation  is  the  position  of  the  Elsenhower 
administration  which  is  prodding  FLANDxaa 
into  this  affair.  In  short,  the  administration 
Is  determined  at  all  costs  to  wreck  McCar- 


tht. It  is  now  involved  in  starting  another 
"investigation"  of  the  Senator.  It  would  ap- 
pear that  any  man,  whether  he  is  in  or  out 
of  public  life,  who  attempts  in  any  way  to 
disturb  the  forward  progress  of  the  Interna- 
tional Communist  war  machine,  will  receive 
the  full  brunt  of  the  Communists  and  their 
associates,  the  Marxists  in  this  Nation. 

Unhappily  for  the  United  States,  there 
are  still  Marxists  in  policy  making  positions 
in  the  Government  and  there  are  public  offi- 
cials who  because  of  various  and  sundry 
reasons  (many  cf  them,  financial)  who  will 
either  appease  these  international  pirates 
or  will  agree  to  support  their  various  causes. 

In  the  McCarthy  issue  is  a  problem  of  the 
times.  The  Senate  is  at  the  direct  request 
of  the  administration,  ordered  to  censure 
the  main  member  of  the  Senate  investigat- 
ing Committee  on  Government  Operations 
due  to  the  simple  fact  that  he  was  carrying 
out  the  duties  as  required  by  his  office — 
that  of  investigating  conditions  inside  the 
administration.  The  adminlEtratlon  Is  thus 
telling  the  Senate  to  "keep  hands  off— look 
what  will  happen  if  you  don't." 

Who  is  behind  this  administration  move  to 
destroy  McCartht.  Jenner.  McCarran,  and 
others  who  are  interested  primarily  in  the 
well-l>elng  of  the  Nation,  themselves  second? 
From  time  to  time,  the  News-Star  has  de- 
Ecrit>ed  the  curiotis  operations  of  the  Re- 
publican Advance.  The  Advance  is  to  the 
GOP  what  the  ADA  is  to  the  Democratic 
Party,  only  worse  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
Advance  now  controls  the  patronage  and 
the  treasury  of  the  Republican  National 
Committee. 

It  is  directly  controlled  by  several  sources. 
The  sources  are  not  located  in  Washington, 
but  In  the  city  of  New  York.  Among  the 
politicians  involved  are  Thomas  Dewey,  the 
former  crime  fighter  of  New  York;  Herbert 
Brownell.  the  Advance  hatcbetman,  former 
Dewey  assistant;  Sherman  Adams,  former 
Governor  of  New  Hamf>shire  and  present 
Presidential  adviser;  Henry  and  John  Lodge, 
New  England  politicians  of  some  fame;  James 
Duff,  of  Pennsylvania;  Ralph  Flanders,  of 
Vermont,  and  numerous  others  of  a  like  po- 
litical order. 

The  main  idea  of  the  Advance  as  was 
originally  proposed  as  far  back  as  1950  in 
Philadelphia,  is  to  softpeddle  communism 
and  attempt  to  evolve  a  fair -deal  program. 
The  man  behind  the  situation  is  said  to  be 
Mr.  Sidney  Weinberg,  of  New  York,  a  banker 
on  a  colossal  scale  whose  hands  are  in  all 
types  of  "pies."  Weinberg  is  a  business  part- 
ner (or  owner)  of  the  Lehman  Bros.  (Con- 
tinental Can),  of  which  brother  Herbert  is 
a  "liberal"  Senator  from  New  York. 

The  News -Star  has  at  times  described 
these  international  bankers  and  the  manner 
in  which  they  operate.  Sometimes,  they  do 
not  feel  a  tinge  of  patriotism  when  dealing 
with  the  Communists  or  European  nations. 
In  short,  finances  and  economics  play  a 
much  larger  part  in  their  lives  than  patriot- 
ism and  the  fight  against  international  com- 
munism. 

The  Advance  is  a  left-wing  organization 
which  seeks  to  control  the  Republican  Party 
and  thus  destroy  it  as  a  patriotic  American 
political  organization.  Using  the  Marxian 
tactics  of  infiltration  and  self-destruction 
through  deliberate  confusion,  the  Advance 
has  gained  control  of  the  Citizens  for  Ellsen- 
bower  movement  which  today  is  actually  the 
Advance.  Citizens  for  Elsenhower  merely 
plans  to  elect  either  Republicans  or  Demo- 
crats (It  doesn't  matter)  who  suit  their 
purposes. 

Much  as  the  ADA  seeks  to  control  elections 
and  primaries  within  the  framework  of  the 
Democratic  Party  (Texas,  Louisiana,  Florida, 
Alabaha,  Oklahoma,  and  others)  the  Ad- 
vance is  determined  to  control  the  Repub- 
lican primaries  and  elections  in  the  States 
Involved.  In  short.  If  the  GOP  candidate  la 
not  a  100  percent  Internationalist,  follower 


of  New  Deal  principles,  or  will  agree  to  sup- 
p>ort  these  principles,  he  will  not  get  the 
support  of  the  Republican  National  Com- 
mltee  as  it  presently  exists. 

To  quell  such  erroneous  beliefs,  the  Presi- 
dent has  agreed  to  support  candidate  for 
the  Senate,  Joe  Meek,  of  Illinois,  but  it  is 
reliably  reported  that  the  Advance  wiU  at- 
tempt to  destroy  him.  The  Advance  has 
plans  to  undercut  any  American,  especially 
a  Republican,  who  seeks  ( as  does  McCartht  ) 
to  support  the  United  States  first,  other  na- 
tions last. 

The  Advance  is  in  full  cooperation  with 
the  Americans  for  Democratic  Action  and 
the  allied  and  associated  elements.  It  gives 
the  White  House  nod  to  those  who  will  play 
ball  and  It  destroys  those  who  resist.  It  uses 
pressure  tactics  to  any  degree  in  attempts 
to  destroy  its  opponents  and  will  not  halt 
at  blackmail  and  extortion.  The  News-Star 
has  some  curious  facts  as  regards  those  last 
two  items.  Already,  the  pressure  has  been 
put  to  newspapers  throughout  the  country, 
through  various  soiu'ces,  to  halt  any  fiuther 
Information  on  the  Advance. 

The  worst  aspect  to  the  situation  is  that 
many,  many  Republicans  lU'e  not  aware  as 
to  the  existence  of  this  Trojan  horse  inside 
the  party.  Best  they  acquaint  themselves  as 
soon  as  possible. 

The  Advance,  as  you  can  now  see,  will  sup- 
port any  man  who  has  apparently  had  deal- 
ings and  proposes  more  dealings  with  the 
Soviet  Communists  while  attacking  in  a  bit- 
ter and  terrible  manner  the  man  whom  even 
John  Edgar  Hoover  has  seen  fit  to  praise  In 
the  fight  against  communism. 

The  decision  to  destroy  was  passed  long 
ago.     Now  it  is  being  put  into  effect. 

Americans  all  need  to  support  Senator  Mc- 
Cartht in  his  fight  against  these  sources 
seeking  to  destroy  your  Nation, 


CHICAGO  TRIBUNE 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  a  few  days 
ago  the  senior  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
made  some  extended  remarks  about  the 
farm  bill  which  was  then  being  consid- 
ered by  the  Senate.  In  my  discussion, 
I  referred  to  a  report  showing  the  sub- 
sidies received  by  10  very  large  news- 
paper and  magazine  publications  In  the 
United  States  in  the  form  of  very  low 
PKJStage  rates,  which  cost  the  taxpayers 
about  $7,500,000  a  year,  and  which  inured 
primarily  to  the  benefit  of  those  publi- 
cations. The  Chicago  Tribune  was  1  of 
the  10  publications  referred  to  by  me. 

In  the  course  of  my  remarks  I  referred, 
to  the  Chicago  Tribune  as  being  "as 
shoddy  a  propaganda  sheet  as  any  that 
ever  tried  to  mislead  the  patriotic  popu- 
lation of  a  great  country." 

I  have  received  from  Mr.  Walter  Tro- 
han,  Washington  correspondent  of  the 
Chicago  Tribune,  a  letter  which  criticizes 
me  a  little  for  having  made  that  state- 
ment, and  asking  me  to  be  fair  in  my 
attitude  and  remarks.  I  think  that  Is  a 
reasonable  request. 

With  regard  to  news  items  in  which 
the  publisher  of  the  Chicago  Tribune 
has  no  political  Interest,  I  believe  the 
Chicago  Tribune  is  one  of  the  great  news- 
pa()ers  of  the  country.  I  think  its  news 
coverage  is  wide  and  extensive,  and 
makes  it  a  pubhcation  of  great  value  In 
that  regard. 

However,  when  the  publisher  of  that 
paper  has  political  objectives  In  mind, 
I  must  say  that  I  have  reached  the  con- 
clusion that  he  is  not  above  propagandiz- 
ing In  the  columns  In  his  newspaper;, 
and  it  may  be  that  I  should  have  placed 
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the  adjective  'Uioddy"  at  another  place 
In  my  nmarks.  I  referred  to  the  news- 
paper as  being  "as  shoddy  a  propaganda 
sheet"  Probably  what  I  shotild  have 
said  was  that  It  is  a  sheet  capable  of 
prlattng  propaganda  as  shoddy  as  can  be 
found  In  any  paper  in  the  country— when 
the  puUisher  has  a  poUtical  obJecUve 
jQ  mteicl* 

I  ttilnk  Mr.  Walter  Trohan  is  a  very 
fine,  outstanding  correspondent.  He  and 
the  reporter  personnel  of  that  great 
paper  have  been  very  courteous  to  the 
senior  Senator  from  Oklahoma.  I  think 
that  they  are  men  of  very  high  tsrpe. 
and  I  want  to  express  my  appreciation 
of  and  to  them. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
body  of  the  Rxcobs  the  letter  I  have  re- 
ceived from  Mr.  Walter  Trohan,  under 
date  of  August  11.  1954.  in  order  that  I 
may  do  what  I  can  to  evidence  my  atti- 
tude of  fairness. 

However,  I  close  by  saying  that  the 
conclusion  I  had  formerly  reached  as  to 
the  capacity  of  the  publisher  of  the  Chi- 
cago Tribune  to  insert  shoddy  propa- 
ganda in  his  newspaper  when  it  serves 
his  wishes  or  purposes  has  not  changed. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Cbicago  TUBITNX, 
Wasrincton  Bukeatt. 
Waahington.  D.  C.  August  11, 19S4. 
Tht  Honorable  Robert  S.  Kxut, 
United  States  Senate. 
^  Washington,  D.  C. 

Okam.  Skmatob:  I  see  by  last  Saturday's 
Record  that  you  belabored  the  Cbicago  Trlb* 
une  for  benefiting  from  postal  subsidies.  You 
liaye  every  rlgbt  to  feel  about  the  Tribune  In 
any  way  you  please,  even  to  saying  that  It  Is 
"as  shoddy  a  propaganda  sheet  as  any  that 
ever  tried  to  mislead  the  patriotic  population 
of  a  great  country,"  although  I  have  letters 
ot  yours  thanking  me  for  favors  done  you  by 
the  Tribune.  Howeyer,  when  you  blast  the 
Tribune,  you  should  be  Just  a  little  bit  fair. 
For  2S  years,  to  my  personal  knowledge, 
the  Tribune  has  openly  and  loudly  pleaded 
for  revision  of  the  rates  you  complain  about. 
1  can  show  you  a  file  of  oiu-  editorials  calling 
for  upward  revision  of  the  newspaper  rate. 
Some  years  ago  Senator  Dottolas  attacked 
us  on  tbls  ground.  V^en  I  showed  him  this 
file,  he  apologized  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
If  you  do  not  believe  me.  you  might  consult 
Senator  Dod6z.as. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Waltee  Tbohan. 


CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 
The  ACTINQ  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.    Is  there  further  morning  busi- 
ness? 

Mr.  8ALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  if 
there  be  no  further  morning  business',  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonmi. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 

The  leglslaUve  clerk  caUed  the  roU, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Byrd 

Douglas 

Anderson 

Carlson 

Duir 

Barrett 

Case 

Dworshak 

Bean 

Chaves 

EUender 

Bennett 

Clements 

Ervln 

Bowrlnc 

Cooper 

Ferguson 

Bricker 

Cordon 

Prear 

Burke 
Bush 

Crlpim 
Daniel 

.Pulbrlght 
George 

Butler 

IMrkaen 

GlUette 

Qoldwater 
Oore 

Oreen 

Hayden  _ 

Rendrlckson 

Hennlngs 

Hlckenlooper 

HIU 

Holland 

Himiphrey 

lyes 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

KUgore 

Knovland 


Kucbel 

Langer 

Lehman 

Lennon 

Long 

Magnuaon 

lialone 

Uansfield 

Martin 

Maybank 

McCarran 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

Millikin 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastore 

Payne 
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Potter 

PurteU 

Reynold^ 

Robertson 

Russell 

Saltonstall 

Schoepp^l 

Smathert 

Smith.  I4alne 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Stennls 

Symington 

Thye 

Upton 

Watkina 

Welker 

Wiley 

Williams 

Toung 


The  ACTTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tern- 
pore.    A  quorum  is  present.  i 


REVISION  OP  ATOMIC  ENERGY"  ACT 
OP  1954— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
I  submit  a  report  of  the  committee  of 
conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9757)  to 
amend  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946, 
as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  report  will  be  read  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

(The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report.) 
(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro- 
ceedings of  August  9,  1954.  pp.  13765- 
13779,  Congressional  Record.) 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  pur- 
suant to  the  order  of  the  Senate  of  Au- 
gust 11, 1954. 1  now  request  that  the  Sen- 
ate proceed  to  the  consideration  erf  the 
conference  report. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Under  the  unanimous -consent 
agreement  of  August  11,  the  question  is 
on  agreeing  to  the  conference  report 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent  

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  Senator  from  Iowa  (Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER]  has  90  minutes.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  has 
90  minutes. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield  myself 
sufficient  time  to  make  the  statement  I 
wish  to  make. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  the  conference 
report  on  H.  R.  9757.  which  is  the  pro- 
posed Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954.  I 
should  like  at  this  time  to  read  the  state- 
ment of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  in  submitting  the  conference  re- 
port to  the  House,  because  it  is  substan- 
tially the  same  as  the  report  the  Man- 
agers on  the  pai-t  of  the  Senate  would 
make. 

In  the  first  place,  I  may  say  that  the 
committee  of  conference  met  for  several 
days,  and  the  Managers  on  the  part  of 
the  House  agreed  to  this  report  by  a  vote 
of  4  to  1.  one  not  voting.  There  were 
five  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
on  the  conference  committee. 

On  the  part  of  the  Senate  there  were 
five  conferees.  The  report  submitttd  to 
the  Senate  is  signed  by  3  of  those  con- 
ferees. 2  not  signing  the  report. 

The  report  has  been  in  the  Senate  for 
several  days,  and  is  available  to  any  Sen- 
ators who  may  not  presently  have  it  on 
their  desks. 


I  now  read  from  the  statement  on  the 
part  of  the  managers  of  the  House,  which 
statement  I  shall  ask  leave  to"  have  in- 
corporated in  my  remarks: 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  Houaa 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9757)  to  amend  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  and 
for  other  pxirpoaes,  aubmlt  the  following 
statement  In  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the 
action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and 
recommended  in  the  accomp»anyiitg  confer- 
ence report: 

The  Senate  struck  out  all  of  the  Ronse  bill 
after  the  enacting  clause  and  Inserted  a  sub- 
stitute amendment.  The  committee  of  con- 
ference has  agreed  to  a  substitute  for  both 
the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  anlendment. 
Except  for  technical,  clarifying,  and  con- 
forming changes,  the  following  statement 
explains  the  dlfTerences  between  tihe  House 
bill  and  the  substitute  agreed  to  in  con- 
ference. 

The  House  bill  continued  In  effect  the 
provision  of  existing  law  which  establishes 
within  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  a 
Division  of  Military  Application  and  such 
other  program  divisions,  not  exceeding  10, 
as  the  Commission  may  determine  (subsec. 
25a).  The  Senate  amendment  added  to  the 
House'  bill  a  requirement  that  there  be 
within  the  Commission  "a  dlvlsloa  or  divi- 
sions the  primary  responsibilities  of  which 
include  the  application  of  civilian  uses." 
The  conference  substitute  retains  the  sub- 
stance of  the  language  added  by  the  Senate 
amendment. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  a  statement  of 
my  own  which  I  desire  to  make.  There- 
fore, inasmuch  as  this  statement  on  the 
part  of  the  managers  of  the  House  is 
contained  in  the  report  which  is  avail- 
able on  the  desks  of  Senators,  I  ask  that 
the  full  statement  of  the  managers  on 
the  part  of  House  be  incorporated  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks  and  that  I 
may  proceed  with  my  own  personal 
statement,  in  order  to  conserve  time. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  of  thx  Mantagebs  on  Vhx  Past 
or   THE   House  , 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9757)  to  amend 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946.  as  amended, 
and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  follow- 
ing statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect 
of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees 
and  recommended  In  the  accompanying  con- 
ference report; 

The  Senate  struck  out  all  of  tjie  House 
bill  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Inserted 
a  substitute  amendment.  The  committee  of 
conference  has  agreed  to  a  substitute  for 
both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. Except  for  technical,  clarifying,  and 
conforming  changes,  the  following  statement 
explains  the  differences  between  tfce  House 
bill  and  the  substitute  agreed  to  In  con- 
ference. 

DIVISIONS  OF  THE  COMJdlSSIOjr 

The  House  bill  continued  in  effect  the 
provision  of  existing  law  which  establishes 
within  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  a  Di- 
vision of  Military  Application  and  sUch  other 
program  divisions,  not  exceeding  10,  as  the 
Commission  may  determine  (subsee.  25  a.). 
The  Senate  amendment  added  to  tbe  House 
bill  a  requirement  that  there  be  within  the 
Commission  "a  division  or  divisions  tiie  pri- 
mary responsibilities  of  which  include  the 
application  of  civilian  lises."     The  confer- 
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ence  substitute  retains  the  substance  of  the 
language  added  by  the  Senate  amendment. 

DisFosmoK  or  kkkbot  psoKicao  at  coiutzs- 

aioM  rACXUTzaa 

The  House  bUl  provided  for  the  disposition 
of  energy  produced  in  the  production  of 
special  nuclear  material  at  production  or  ex- 
perimental utilization  facilities  owned  by 
the  United  States  (sec.  44).  It  also  provided 
for  a  preference  to  public  bodies  and  coop- 
eratives In  the  disposition  of  such  energy, 
and  prohibited  the  Com  mission  from  engag- 
ing In  the  sals  or  disposition  of  energy  for 
commercial  use  except  In  the  case  of  energy 
produced  incidental  to  the  operation  of  re- 
search and  development  or  production  facil- 
ities of  the  CommtsBlon. 

The  Senate  amendment  retained  the  pro- 
visions relating  to  disposition  of  energy  pro- 
duced by  the  Commission,  but  added  a  pref- 
erence for  high-cost  power  areas  and  a  new 
section  45  which  would  authorlae  the  Com- 
mission to  engage  In  the  production  of  elec- 
tric fmwer  in  its  own  facilities.  It  also 
would  authorlae  other  Federal  agencies  to 
be  licensees  of  the  Commission. 

The  committee  of  conference  eliminated 
the  Senate  section  45  and  revised  section  44  so 
as  to  make  it  applicable  to  the  disposition 
of  energy  produced  at  faculties  of  the  Com- 
mission. It  retained  the  requirement  that. 
insofar  as  practicable,  ttks  Conunlaaion  give 
preference  to  pubUo  bodies  and  cooperatives 
and  to  utUlties  in  high-cost  areas.  It  also 
retained  the  provision  prohibiting  the  Com- 
mission from  engaging  In  the  sale  of  energy 
for  commercial  use  except  In  the  case  of 
energy  produced  by  the  Commlaaton  Inci- 
dent to  the  operaUon  of  research  and  devel- 
opment facilities  of  the  Commission  and  of 
facilities  of  the  Commission  for  the  produc- 
tion of  special  nuclear  material. 

The  committee  of  conference  amended  sec- 
tion 31  a.  (4)  so  as  to  clarify  the  authority 
of  the  Oommlsslon  to  build  or  eontract  for 
the  building  of  large-scale  atomic  energy 
utilization  facilities  for  the  purpose  of  dem- 
oiutrating  the  practical  value  of  such  facili- 
ties in  the  generation  of  electric  energy,  or 
for  other  industrial  or  oonunerclal  purposes. 
The  oonstractlon  of  such  large-scale  demon- 
stration facmtles  would  require  spedflc  au- 
tborlEatlon  by  the  Congress  as  provided  in 
section  301. 

For  the  purjioae  of  clarity,  sections  103 
and  104  (which  relate  to  the  n<^n«ii^  of 
production  and  utilisation  facilities)  were 
amended  by  the  committee  of  conference  so 
as  to  include  the  authority  to  Issue  licenses 
to  "persons  applying  therefor"  Instead  at  to 
"applicanta."  The  effect  at  this  amend- 
ment Is  to  make  It  clear  that  Government 
agencies  are  on  an  equal  footing  with  all 
others  before  the  Commission  with  respect 
to  obtaining  licenses  from  the  Commission. 
since  the  definition  of  "persons"  (subeec. 
11  n.)  speciflcally  Includes  Government  agen- 
cies (other  than  the  Commission).  In 
order  to  make  this  sKeot  even  noore  sp>sclflc. 
a  new  section  273  was  added  to  the  blU  to 
Incorporate  the  substance  of  the  final  sen- 
tence of  section  45  as  added  by  the  Senate 
amendment.  This  new  section  states  that 
nothing  in  the  act  shall  preclude  any  Gov- 
ernment agsncy  autbortasd  t>y  law  to  engage 
In  the  production,  marketing,  or  distribu- 
tion of  eiectrlo  energy  from  obtaining  a 
license  under  section  103,  If  qualified  under 
the  provisions  of  section  103.  for  the  con- 
struction and  operation  of  production  or 
utilization  facilities  for  the  primary  pur- 
pose of  producing  electric  energy  for  distri- 
bution for  ultimate  public  consumption. 

Since  there  was  no  thought  that  the  Com- 
mission, In  carrying  out  its  obligations  un- 
der this  act.  should  not  be  required  to  get 
congressional  approval  for  its  operations, 
the  amendment  made  by  the  Senate  to  sec- 
tion 2fJl  which  exempted  the  Commission 
from  the  necessity  of  obtaining  congres- 
sional approval  for  certain  construction  and 


acquisition  projects  wm  deleted  bf  the  con- 
ference  substitute^ 


The  House  blU  contained  a  provision  re- 
quiring the  Oommlsslon  to  give  notice  of 
proposed  licenses  under  section  103  to  thoae 
within  transmission  distance  who  might  be 
engaged  in  the  distribution  of  electricity. 
Tne  Senate  amendment  required  that  notice 
be  given  to  private  utilities  as  well  as  to 
those  persons  Included  within  the  House 
provision.  The  conferenoe  substitute  re- 
tains the  Senate  language  with  a  minor 
amendment. 

ucnrsE  PSKmtENCis 
The  House  bill  contained  a  provision  re- 
quiring the  Commission  to  give  preferred 
consideration  in  Issuing  licenses  under  sec- 
tion 103  to  faclUtles  wblcb  wiU  be  located 
in  high-oost  power  areas  where  there  Is  a 
limited  opportunity  for  such  licenses  (sec. 
182  c).  The  Senate  amendment  added  a 
provision  requiring  that  in  such  situations 
applications  submitted  by  public  and  coop- 
erative bodies  were  also  to  be  given  pre- 
ferred consideration.  The  conference  substi- 
tute follows  the  Senate  amendment  but  re- 
quires such  preference  to  be  given  "Insofar 
as  practicable." 


Aypi.irAsnJTT  or  rsoBiAL  fowbb  act 

The  Senate  amendment  added  to  the 
House  bill  a  requirement  that  Ucenaees  under 
section  108  transmitting  electric  energy  In 
interstate  oommeroe  or  marketing  such  en- 
ergy at  wholesale  in  interstate  commerce  are 
to  be  subject  to  the  Federal  Power  Act.  The 
conference  substitute  retains  the  substance 
of  the  provision  added  by  the  Senate  amend- 
ment and  makes  It  a  new  section  (sec.  272) 
in  the  bUL 


In  connection  with  the  leasing  of  lands 
belonging  to  the  United  States  for  prospect- 
ing for  or  mining  of  deposits  of  source  mate- 
rial, the  House  blU  provided  for  the  award  of 
leases  or  permits  on  a  competitive  bidding 
basis  after  notice  has  been  published  in  a 
newspaper  m  the  county  In  which  the  lands 
are  situated  (sec.  87).  The  Senate  amend- 
□aent  deleted  this  provision,  and  the  confer- 
ence substitute  follows  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. 

Tlie  problems  Involved  In  Issuing  leases  on 
the  basis  of  competitive  bidding  require 
further  study.  It  was  decided  by  the  com- 
mittee of  conferenoe  that  this  matter  should 
be  taken  up  m  the  next  session  of  Congress 
if  the  Oommlsslon  does  not  Itself  Institute 
such  methods  of  procedure  after  holding 
hearings  specifically  on  the  point. 


ADviCB  or  ATTOurwr 


OK 


In  connection  with  the  issuance  of  licenses 
for  utilization  and  production  facilities,  the 
Hoiise  bill  provided  ccrtam  requirements 
with  respect  to  the  antitrust  laws  (sec.  106). 
Among  these  was  the  requirement  that  the 
CommlsBton  obtain  the  advice  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  before  Issuing  any  such  license. 
The  «—»■*■  amemftnent  required  that  the 
Commission  follow  the  advice  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  ii"'*^  the  President  sutde  a 
finding  that  the  Issuance  of  such  a  Ucense 
was  essential  to  the  common  defense  and 
security  and  the  finding  was  published  In 
the  Psderal  Register.  This  amendment  In 
effect  n«de  tte  advioe  of  the  Attorney  Oen- 
a«l  a  dectston  binding  upon  the  Commis- 
sion and  the  applicant  without  hearing. 
The  conference  substitute  deletes  the  por- 
tion of  the  provision  added  by  the  Senate 
amendment  which  required  that  the  advice 
of  the  Attorney  General  be  followed,  but 
requires  that  the  advice  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral be  pubUahed  In  the  federal  Bagister. 


rsTioWAi.  ACnvrrtES 
The  House  bill  provided  that  agreements 
for  cocperatton   (sec.  IS)   were  to  be  sub- 
mitted ta  fhm  Praaldent  by  the  Commission 


or  the  Department  of  Defense,  whichever 

responsible  for  the  initiation  of  the  agree- 
ment. The  Senate  amendment  required  la 
addition  that  the  Conunlsslon  or  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  favorably  recommend  the 
agreement  for  cooperation.  The  correapood- 
ing  provision  In  the  conference  substitute 
requires  that  the  Oommlsslon  or  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  submit  tbs  agreement  for 
cooperation  to  the  President  togetber  with 
its  recommendation  coooemlng  the  agree  - 
ment. 

The  House  bill  provided  for  the  termina- 
tion of  agreements  tor  oooperation  by  the 
President  or  by  the  Congress  (see.  133  (2) 
and  ( 3 ) ) .  A  similar  provision  in  section  64 
of  the  House  bill  provided  for  the  termina- 
tion by  the  Congress  of  agreements  for  oo- 
operation for  the  foreign  distribution  of  qie- 
dal  nuclear  material.  The  Senate  amend- 
ment eliminated  these  provisions,  and  the 
conference  substitute  follows  the  Senat* 
am«Klment.  In  view  of  the  requirement  In 
section  123  that  each  propoaed  agreesEient 
shall  include  "the  terms,  condltloas,  dura- 
tion. •••  of  the  oooperation."  the  com- 
mittee of  conferenoe  believed  that  the  agive- 
ments  themselves  would  provide  for  termi- 
nation conditions  which  would  be  most  suit- 
able under  the  special  drcumstanoes  Is  ntrth 
case. 

■LBCTBIC    UTILITT   OOMTBACTB 

The  House  bill  contained  an  authorization 
for  the  Commission  to  enter  into  contracts 
for  electric  utility  services  In  connection 
with  the  construction  and  operation  of  fa- 
cilities  at  Oak  Ridge.  Paducah,  and  Ports- 
mouth. The  Senate  amendment  authorised 
the  Commission  to  enter  into  contracts  to 
provide  for  replacement  to  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  of  electric  utiUty  servlcea 
furnished  by  TVA  to  the  Commission  m  ac- 
cordance vrlth  the  basic  authority,  and  also 
reqtilred  any  contract  hereafter  ent«red  into 
to  t>e  submitted  to  the  Joint  Commitfeee  for 
a  period  of  30  days  before  becoming  effective. 
The  conference  substitute  follows  the  Senate 
amendment. 

oc»rTBACT  raACnczs 
The  Senate  amendment  added  to  the  House 
bUl  a  provision  (see.  170)  prohiWttng  the 
Commission  from  entering  into  a  oontract 
providing  for  the  direct  payment  by  the 
CommisslOD  of  Federal  Income  taxes  on  be- 
half of  any  contractor  or  for  any  payment 
to  such  oontraetar  as  reimbursement  for  any 
Fedoid  income  taxes  paid  by  such  contrac- 
tor. Tha  oonferrace  substitute  limited  the 
prohlbiUon  to  the  direct  payment  or  direct 
relmbursMnent  by  the  Conunlsslon  of  any 
Federal  income  tax,  and  made  the  prohibi- 
tion as  so  limited  a  part  at  aectlon  16S.  It 
waa  the  Intention  ot  the  committee  of  con- 
ference to  prohibit  the  direct  payment  ot 
Federal  income  taxes  to  oontmetora  of  the 
Commission,  but  it  waa  not  the  Intention  ot 
the  committee  of  conference  to  bar  inclu- 
sion of  such  taxes  in  the  computation  or 
adjustment  of  the  base  rate  or  cost  struc- 
ture of  the  Commission  contract. 

PATBMTB 

The  Hoiise  bill  and  the  Senate  amend- 
ment both  provided,  as  does  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1948.  as  amended,  that  there 
shall  be  no  patents  issued  in  the  field  of 
atomic  wei^ions.  With  respect  to  other 
areas  In  the  atomic-energy  field  the  House 
bill  permitted  normal  patents.  However,  it 
required  that  inventions  or  discoveries  made 
under  contract  or  other  arrasigeaBent  with 
the  Commission  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
been  made  by  the  Commission  and  patents 
therefor  shall  be  the  property  of  the  Govern- 
ment unless  the  Commission  either  waives 
its  claim  or  its  claim  Is  not  held  vaUd  by 
the  Board  of  Patent  Interferences.  The 
House  bill  provided  a  ptocedure  for  testing 
out  the  qxiestlon  of  whether  or  not  Inven- 
tions were  made  or  couuelved  «ai4er  eoatraa* 
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Frt«nt  Zntcff creneM  m  the  deddlug  trilmo 
naL  BMh  S|q;>Ueant  for  •  patent  In  the 
•tamle-eiMrgr  field  irould  be  required  to 
file  vtth  the  ^>pHemtion  tor  mdi  patent  a 
•tatement  under  oatli  setting  fortli  tlie  facta 
•arrounding  tbe  malrlng  or  conceiving  of  tbe 
Invwntkm.  Tbe  At(»nlc  Energy  C!ommlMlon 
would  tben  be  provided  an  opportunity  to 
review  the  statement,  and  If  It  believed  tbat 
'  the  invention  waa  nuufe  under  a  contract 
or  ottker  atrangement  with  the  Commlaelon. 
the  CotnmlMlon  would  be  authorized  to 
direct  the  CommlMloiier  of  Patent*  to  leeue 
the  patent  to  the  Commlaelon.  If  the  ap- 
plicant should  not  concur,  he  would  be  given 
an  Importunity  tor  a  hearing  before  the 
Board  of  Patent  Interferences.  This  Board 
would  then  have  to  decide  when  the  Inven- 
tion was  made  and  whether,  under  all  the 
dreuiastanees.  the  Commission's  claim  was 
valid.  The  rescflutlon  ot  any  question  of 
when  an  Invention  Is  nuule  c»'  conceived  la. 
of  courae,  a  normal  function  of  the  Board  oi 
Patent  Interfnrencea. 

TlM  Senate  amendment  did  not  have  this 
protective  device  to  insure  that  the  Commis- 
sion would  receive  all  of  tbe  patents  whlcn 
properly  bel<Higed  to  It.  Tnwtead  It  author- 
laed  the  Xtommlsslon  to  require  compulsory 
croas-Ucenalng  of  inventions  of  primary  Im- 
portance In  the  field.  It  also  provided  for 
the  use  by  others  of  patents  found  by  ttie 
Oovemment  to  have  been  used  by  their  own- 
ers In  vlcdatlon  of  the  antitrust  laws. 

Tbe  committee  of  conference  chose  a 
•omewbat  different  approach  to  the  problem 
so  as  to  avoid  as  far  as  possible  doubt  as  to 
the  cionstltutionallty  of  the  licensing  sys- 
tem. Therefore,  the  conunittee  of  confer- 
ence accepted  provisions  requiring  the  Com- 
mlaelon to  give  i»«ferred  conalderatlon  for 
commercial  licenses  In  the  next  five  years  to 
thoee  'C4>pllcants  who  agree  to  make  their 
atomic-energy  patents  available  to  all  other 
Cainmlast<»i  licensees  who  demonstrate  need 
therefor  upon  payment  of  a  reasonable  roy- 
alty to  be  determined  In  accordance  with  the 
provision*  of  the  act.  In  addition  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  retained  the  House  i>ro- 
vlslon  affording  protection  of  the  Conunls- 
sl<Mi's  Interest  In  patents  conceived  xuuler 
contract  or  other  arrangement  with  the 
CommlMlon. 

PurthemuHre,  the  committee  of  confer- 
ence accepted  the  Senate  amendment  which 
would  require  tliose  lleensea  given  by  patent 
owners  under  the  circumstances  above  to  be 
nonexclusive.  It  also  accepted  the  Senate 
amendment  that  the  royalty  determined  In 
connection  with  such  licensing  shall  not  be 
less  favorable  than  royaltlee  levied  by  the 
owner  of  the  patent  or  by  the  Commission  to 
similar  licensees  for  comparable  use. 

The  committee  of  conference  also  retained 
the  substance  of  the  Senate  amendment 
dealing  with  the  \ue  of  any  patents  In  the 
atomic  field  In  a  manner  so  as  to  violate  the 
antltnist  laws. 

By  the  provisions  selected  by  the  commit- 
tee ot  conference  It  Is  thought  the  Interest 
of  the  public  and  of  the  Government  are 
protected  in  a  constitutional  manner  and  to 
the  greatest  extent  possible  wltbout  interfer- 
ing unduly  with  the  Incentives  Inherent  In 
the  establlahed  patent  system. 

W.  SmuNo  Cols. 

CAU.  HutSHAW, 

Jamxs  B.  Vah  Zamdt. 
Cabi.  T.  DuaaAJC. 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

BtATtB  AMO  MUMlCIFAimxa  PBBrXXXircX  TO 
yiWAI.LT  WntAKCMD  FOWSX 

Mr.  liALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  shield? 

Mr.  mCKENIOOPER.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  like  to  ask  a 
vital  question  of  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa.  who.  I  think,  has  done 
a  flrst-class  job  in  a  difBcult  situation  in 


bringing  to  the  floor  a  bill  which  seems 
to  be  a  very  practicable  measure  in  a 
new  and  impoi-tantly  vital  field — a  prin- 
ciple observed  more  than  half  a  century 
in  reclamation  law  with  regard  to  power 
financed  by  Pijderal  funds— and  that  is 
a  state  and  municipal  preference  for  use 
of  the  power. 

Senator  Newlands,  from  Nevada,  in- 
troduced the  bill  to  set  up  what  is  now 
known  as  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
In  1902. 

The  law  has  been  amended  many  times 
since,  but  the  principle  has  been  cairied 
through  when  public  money  is  used  to 
finance  a  power  project,  or  where  power 
is  developed  as  a  byproduct,  such  as,  for 
example,  the  Boulder  Dam,  now  Hoover 
Dam,  and  many  other  projects  through- 
out the  West.  Public  bodies — the  States 
or  municipalities— were  given  a  flat  pref- 
erence imder  like  conditions.  The  public 
bodies.  States  and  municipalities,  are 
given  preference  under  the  law ;  there  is 
no  discretion  exercised  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

Do  I  understand  correctly  that  there 
Is  a  preference  clause  in  this  bill  which 
would  gxiarantee  that  the  same  policy  is 
carried  forward? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  There  is  a 
preference  clause  in  this  bill  for  coopera- 
tive and  public  bodies,  for  all  power  pro- 
duced by  public  bodies  or  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Is  the  provision  a  flat 
preference  under  like  conditions,  r-  is 
such  preference  dependent  upon  the 
judgment  of  a  commission  or  an  indi- 
vidual? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  It  is  indefi- 
nite to  a  certain  extent. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  will  find 
this  provision  on  page  12  of  the  report 
in  the  middle  of  section  44 : 

In  contracting  for  the  dteposal  of  such 
energy,  the  Commission  shall,  insofar  as 
practicable,  give  preference  and  priority  to 
public  bodies  and  cooperatives 

PubUc  bodies  would  include  munici- 
palities; and  coperatives  are  really  pri- 
vate bodies,  but  we  put  in  the  word 
"cooperatives"  to  emphasize  it  for  un- 
derstanding of  Senators  on  the  floor, 
"or  to  privately  owned  utilities  providing 
electric  utility  services  to  high -cost  areas 
not  being  served  by  public  bodies  or  co- 
operatives." 

I  should  like  to  proceed  with  my  state- 
ment, but  I  wish  to  say  that  the  reason 
why  the  term  "insofar  as  practicable" 
was  used  in  tlils  bill  is  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  is  not  a  commercial 
power-producing  agency. 

The  Commission  has  authority  to  pro- 
duce power  if  it  gets  the  money  from 
the  Congress  enabling  it  to  do  so.  It  has 
the  authority  to  build  any  sized  reactor 
for  research  and  development,  and  to 
produce  power  on  a  commercial  basis,  if 
it  feels  the  reactor  is  feasible  and  if  it 
desires  to  build  It.  If  the  Commission 
builds  such  a  reactor  and  has  excess 
power  resulting  therefrom,  and  if  there 
is  a  cooperative  or  a  municipal  body 
accessible  to  receive  that  power,  there  is 
no  question  in  the  world  that  this  prefer- 
ence governs  and  controls.  But  the 
phrase  is  used  because  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  is  a  research  and  develop- 


ment body,  and  In  connection  With  its 
other  installations  and  with  its  research 
and  development,  it  might  be  Hot  only 
desirable  but  almost  necessary  that  it 
locate  such  experimental  power  ■♦produc- 
ing reactor  In  an  area  adjacent  to  certain 
facilities  where  there  would  be  ijo  coop- 
eratives or  no  public  bodies  with  acces- 
sibility to  the  power. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island. 

Mr.  MALONE.  If  the  Senator  will 
permit,  I  should  like  to  follow  through 
and  complete  my  questions, 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  have  only 
90  minutes. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Perhaps  we  cpuld  get 
consent  to  devote  more  time  to  this  im- 
portant bill. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  loWa  why 
he  believes  that  under  this  bill,  which 
sets  up  a  special  body  to  develop  power, 
the  Commission  would  alwa}rs  give 
preference  to  a  State  or  municipality  in 
allocating  the  power. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  On  the  basis 
of  the  language,  which  states  that  they 
shall  give  preference  insofar  as  prac- 
ticable. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Who  makes  the  deci- 
sion who  is  to  be  the  judge? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  suppose  the 
Commission  will  make  the  decision.  If 
there  are  a  competitive  cooperative  or 
public  body  and  private  users,  the  Com- 
mission would  have  no  recourse  other 
than  to  give  preference  to  the  ooopera- 
tive. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  t  should 
like  to  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Iowa  that  we  in  the  Weet  have 
been  dealing  with  this  problem  fpr  more 
than  a  half  century.  The  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  has  personally  dealt 
with  the  problem  in  his  engteieering 
practice  for  30  years  and  as  State  engi- 
neer of  his  State  from  1927  tX)  1935. 
The  matter  of  preference  is  always  the 
problem.  The  power  from  Boulder  Dam. 
now  Hoover  Dam,  when  it  was  sold,  was 
sold  with  the  preference  clause  fbvoring 
the  State  of  Nevada,  the  State  of  Ari- 
zona, the  city  of  Los  Angeles,  and  other 
southern  California  cities  In  their  turns. 
There  was  no  latitude  given  any  ofldcial 
at  all.  The  private  companies  and  other 
agencies  cooperated  in  such  allocations. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  should  like 
to  correct  the  Senator's  impression. 

Mr.  MALONE.     Very  well. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Those  were 
plants  built  specifically  for  the  purpose 
of  producing  commercial  power  aa  a  com- 
mercial operation.  The  AEC  is  not  in 
that  business.  It  is  not  authorized  to 
go  into  the  business  of  producing  public 
j)ower  or  commercial  power.  It  will  pro- 
duce usable  power  only  in  connection 
with  whatever  research  and  development 
activities  it  undertakes. 

If  we  want  to  put  Oovemment  money 
into  any  public  bodies  such  as  TVA,  such 
as  the  Bonneville  power  district,  such 
as  any  other  public  body,  for  the  i>urpose 
of  producing  commercial  power,  which 
they  do  today,  then  a  different  type  of 


195^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14341 


preference  clause  should  be  written  in 
the  bill 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation Is  not  In  the  business  of  pro- 
ducing commercial  power,  as  such.  It 
is  in  the  business  of  building  dams  and 
projects  to  store  water  for  irrigation,  for 
flood  control,  and  for  other  purposes,  and 
Incidentally  producing  power  to  con- 
tribute in  amortizing  the  cost  of  such 
projects.  The  Bureau  Is  not  in  the  com- 
mercial power  business,  as  such,  at  all. 

Many  of  us  have  always  been  against 
the  idea  of  the  Bureau  entering  the 
business  of  commercial  power  as  such. 
It  is  incidental  to  the  objective  of  the 
projects  and  is  for  the  purpose  of  repay- 
ing the  cost. 

They  set  a  commercial  price  on  their 
power  to  assist  in  repaying  the  cost,  and 
the  flat  preference  applies. 

I  have  some  knowledue  of  the  com- 
mercial application  of  atomic  energy. 
The  production  of  nuclear  power  ac- 
cording to  the  learned  professors  and 
theorists  was  that  it  would  be  feasible 
within  25  or  30  years,  but  they  ignored 
or  did  not  know  about  the  high-cost 
power  areas  in  the  intermountain  and 
desert  areas. 

I  discussed  with  the  Commission  when 
I  first  came  to  the  Semite  In  1947  the 
subject  of  feasibihty.  I  maintained  that 
feasibility  was  a  relative  term.  Power 
is  costing  us  2  to  3  cents  per  kilowatt- 
hour  in  many  of  the  desert  and  moun- 
tain areas  in  Nevada.  We  wanted  the 
first  commercial  reactor  built  m  Ehireka. 
Nev. 

We  could  have  utilizec  from  20,000  to 
30.000  kilowatts  of  power  in  that  area. 

The  Commission  decided  to  build  a 
60.000-kilowatt  reactor,  which  Is  too  big 
for  the  E^ureka  area.  Our  work  In  the 
promotion  of  the  commercial  reactor  idea 
for  the  high -cost  area.s  resulted  in  a 
rather  extensive  survey  of  such  areas  and 
the  Eureka  area  was  chosen  at  the  high- 
est cost  and  a  favorable  location. 

Research  was  the  original  purpose  of 
the  Commission,  but  nov/  It  is  going  into 
60.000-kllowatt  reactors  as  a  sort  of  pilot 
plant — and  can  go  into  any  size  reactor 
which  they  may  later  decide  is  necessary 
to  prove  same  effective. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa  see  the 
distinction — that  the  Commission  is  the 
judge? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  see  the  dis- 
tinction, except  that  I  Ijelleve  the  Sen- 
ator is  making  some  assumptions  with 
which  I  do  not  agree. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  und.;rstand  that  the 
Senator  does  not  see  the  lengths  to  which 
they  can  go. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  assump- 
tion, as  I  understand  the  Senator,  is  that 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  is  going 
into  the  power  business. 

Mr.  MALONE.  It  Is  In  the  power  busi- 
ness. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  It  is  not  In  the 
commercial  power  business.  It  is  in  the 
research  and  development  business. 

Mr.  MALONE.  We  hope  it  wiU  be  com- 
mercial, and  I  think  it  will  be. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  But  not  as  a 
business  of  the  Commission.  Once  the 
Commission  establlshe.s  the  economic 
factors  relating  to  power  from  reactors, 
then  it  is  out  of  the  power  business  from 


that  time  on.  It  may  be  turned  over 
to  any  public  power  bodies  or  to  any  pri- 
vate people  who  can  get  a  Ucense  to  go 
into  that  business. 

Mr.  MALONE.  If  the  Senator  will  fur- 
ther yield,  this  will  be  the  last  question 
I  shall  ask.  There  Is  nothing  in  the  bill 
which  puts  the  Commission  out  of  the 
power  business  when  it  comes  under  the 
head  of  research  or  pilot  plant  experi- 
mentation— and  the  need  for  research 
never  ends. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Yes.  Indeed, 
there  Is. 

Mr.  MALONE.  They  can  continue  to 
build  experimental  reactors.  Just  as  we 
continue  to  build  dams  for  reclamation 
and  flood  control. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  Is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  MALONE.  If  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Iowa  will  study  the  situa- 
tion, he  will  see  that  If  they  are  in  the 
business  only  for  research,  it  should  not 
matter  to  them  who  gets  the  power.  If 
the  power  Is  not  attractive  to  a  munici- 
pality or  a  State,  then  there  will  be  no 
bids  or  requests  for  It;  but  If  it  is  attrac- 
tive to  them,  it  should  not  make  any 
difference  to  the  Commission  to  whom 
the  power  goes;  on  the  same  basis,  since 
what  they  will  want  to  do  is  to  dispose  of 
it  on  a  reasonable  basis — ^If  they  need  It 
for  use  of  the  Commission  then  It  will 
not  be  offered  for  sale. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  suggest  to 
the  Senator  that  the  Commission  is  to- 
day building  5  different  typ>es  of  reactors, 
using  5  different  types  of  elements  within 
the  reactor,  to  see  If  they  can  get  some 
answers  on  the  question  of  economy, 
feasibility,  practicability,  and  all  that. 
Those  are  experimental  and  develop- 
mental reactors.  The  Commission  may 
decide  that  1  or  2  or  3  of  those  can  be 
certified  as  practical  reactors.  After 
that,  they  get  out  of  that  reactor  busi- 
ness. 

Mr.  MAIiONE.  We  hope  it  proves 
commercial  and  that  they  then  get  out 
of  the  business — but  under  the  bill  they 
can  continue  in  business  for  further  re- 
search.      

Mr.  HICKENIiOOPER.  According  to 
this  bill,  that  is  what  will  happen.  Of 
course,  I  do  not  know  what  future  Con- 
gresses will  do. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Who  is  the  judge  when 
the  decision  is  made  that  the  reactoi-s 
are  practical?  Practical  where?  Prac- 
tical in  the  high -cost  desert  and  moun- 
tain areas,  or  in  the  power  centers  where 
low-cost  petroleum  or  coal  is  available? 
Who  is  the  Judge? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Commls- 
sicm  certifies  to  that. 

Mr.  MALONE.  And  it  Is  the  judge 
beyond  any  question  under  this  bill — so 
It  is  particularly  Important. 

Mr.  EQCKENLOOPER.  It  is  the 
Judge. 

Mr.  MALONE.  It  may  continue  to 
build  reactors. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  They  may 
certify  that  a  particular  project  is  not  a 
practical  one,  and  they  may  go  on  to 
anottier  type.  They  have  five  of  them 
under  eonsideration  right  now. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  point  out  to  the  dls- 
tingtilshed  Senator  that  the  setting  of 
such  a  pohcy — allowing  a  public  officer  to 


use  his  discretion  In  allotting  the  power- 
would  be  a  precedent  In  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States.  We  would  then  have 
the  precedent  of  public  money — ^taxpay- 
ers' money  \iabd  to  finance  a  product 
without  a  flat  preference  clause. 

Now.  if  they  are  only  in  the  business 
to  develop  power  for  research,  then  it 
does  not  make  any  difference  to  than  as 
to  the  principle  involved  In  the  rfiiqwia] 
of  it.  and  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  that 
the  best  thing  to  do  would  be  by  unani- 
mous consent  or  by  returning  it  to  com- 
mittee and  to  delete  those  words.  "Inso- 
far as  practicable."  and  I  so  suggest  at 
this  moment. 

The  more  than  half  century  principle 
would  then  be  carried  on.  that  when 
taxpayers'  money  is  utilized  to  develop  a 
commercial  product  then  public  bodies 
would  have  preference  tn  Its  utilization. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  parUamentary  situation  is  on 
this  particular  matter.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  it  was 
my  intention  to  make  the  same  observa- 
tion. I  am  frank  to  admit  that  all  the 
phrase  "insofar  as  practicable"  does  is 
to  confuse  the  minds  of  many  who  are 
interested  in  giving  effect  to  the  addi- 
tional preference  by  furnishing  the  pow- 
er develojied  to  public  projects  and  co- 
operatives. Personally,  I  feel  there  is 
no  legal  meaning  that  would  disturb 
that  traditional  purpose  of  the  Congress, 
but  I  think  it  is  regrettable  that  the 
language  was  inserted,  because.  In  ex- 
plaining this  feature  of  the  law.  whether 
much  power  or  little  power  is  produced, 
the  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  we  in- 
tended that  that  power,  if  and  when 
distributed,  wotdd  be  distributed  accord- 
ing to  the  Federal  Power  Act. 

By  adding  the  words  "Insofar  as  prac- 
ticable," I  think  all  we  have  done  is  to 
confuse  the  matter. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  having  a  mandatory  prefer- 
ence without  the  phrase  "insofar  as 
practicable,"  but  I  do  not  feel  that  I 
have  the  responsibility,  as  an  indlvMual, 
at  this  moment  to  accept  any  suggestion 
about  eliminating  those  words,  by  unani- 
mous consent  or  otherwise.  I  may  con- 
sult a  little  with  some  of  those  assisting 
me,  if  the  Senator  will  be  patient  with 
me.  Based  on  the  fact  that  I  believe 
this  gives  a  preference  to  public  bodies 
and  cooperatives  whenever  they  are  ac- 
cessible to  receive  the  excess  power,  I  do 
not  disagree  with  the  Senator's  theory. 
I  can  say  that. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
Senator  that  under  parliamentary  pro- 
cedure I  do  not  see  how  the  Senator  can 
agree  to  such  a  suggestion.  I  think  the 
Senator  must  take  the  bill  back  to  con- 
ference and  have  the  words  eliminated 
there.       

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  do  not  know 
whether  unanimous  consent  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  could  take  care  of  the 
matter.  It  is  my  opinion  that  we  could 
not  delete  those  words  without  submlt- 
tmg  the  matter  to  the  other  body,  but  I 
am  out  of  my  element  in  passing  on  this 
parliamentary  situation. 

The  Senator  from  Teimesaee  has  been 
desirous  of  asking  a  question,  and  I  yield 
to  him. 
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Ifir.  GORE.  I  appreciate  the  Sena-> 
tor's  yielding.  In  my  opinion  the  able 
junior  Senator  from  l^evada  [Mr.  BiA- 
Jjottx]  has  imt  his  finger  on  the  tender 
■pot.  Inaofar  as  any  preference  Is  con- 
cerned. 

Ifr.  liALONE.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  say  that  I  am  for  the 
bill,  I  am  for  a  proper  utilization  of 
this  new  field.  It  Is  a  terrific  new  field, 
and  I  believe  within  the  reasonably  near 
future  nuclear  power  will  be  utilized  gen- 
erally in  the  high  cost  power  area  in  the 
draert  and  mountain  areas  of  Nevada 
and  the  Intermotmtaln  States. 

I  do  not  want  anything  to  prevent 
my  being  for  the  bill  wholeheartedly  all 
the  way  through,  and  I  do  not  want  to 
see  a  precedent  set  when  it  is  enUrely 
unnecessary.  Uiat  will  destroy  the  half- 
century  old  principle  of  preference  to 
public  bodies  for  utilization  of  publicly 
financed  power. 

The  principle  set  by  the  reclamation 
law  53  years  ago  by  the  direction  of  the 
Nevada  Senator,  Mr.  Newlands.  has 
worked  well;  it  has  protected  the  public 
who  financed  the  development;  let  us 
continue  the  principle  in  the  new  field 
of  nuclear  power. 

Let  us  keep  the  confidence  of  the  tax- 
payers, who  put  up  the  money  for  the 
necessary  Federal  financing  of  the  proj- 
ects. 

The  use  of  nuclear  energy  and  the  en- 
tire field  of  use  of  atomic  energy  will  be 
a  great  boon  to  civilization  in  the  f ore- 
seeaUefiitwe. 

Mr,  QOBB.  I  share  the  sentiments  of 
the  Senator. 

I  want  to  ask  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Iowa  how  he  would  think  the 
veterans'  organizations  of  the  country 
would  react  if  we  changed  the  veterans' 
preference  laws,  and  in  every  place 
where  a  veteran  was  given  preference 
we  wrote  in  the  words  "insofar  as  prac- 
Ucable."  

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  With  all  due 
resptet  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee.  I 
do  not  see  the  cases  are  within  gunshot 
of  being  coinparable.  I  have  already  ex- 
plained the  matter  so  far  as  my  view  and 
the  view  of  the  committee  is  concerned. 
If,  as.  and  when  public-power  groups  or 
cooperatives  are  accessible  to  receive  the 
surplus  power,  in  my  judgment,  it  will  be 
mandatory  that  they  receive  it.  How- 
ever, this  provision  eliminates  the  man- 
date to  the  Commission  that  they  must 
build  an  experimental  reactor  at  some 
place  where  it  is  not  practicable  for 
them  to  do  it.  if  they  are  to  have  access 
to  the  power. 

I  agreed  to  jrield  to  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  just  a  moment  ago.  and  I  now 
yield  to  him. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Sena- 
tor if  it  is  not  true,  from  a  parliamentary 
standpoint,  that  the  only  way  in  the 
world  that  the  words  "insofar  as  practi- 
cable" can  be  taken  out  of  the  bill  and 
out  of  the  conference  report  is  for  the 
Senate  to  vote  down  the  conference  re- 
port and  send  the  bill  back  to  confer- 
ence.          , 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  am  not  an 
expert  on  that  point,  and  I  would  hesi- 
tate to  answer  the  question,  but  I  might 
as  well  say  to  the  Senator  now  that  if 
the  report  is  voted  down  today,  in  my 


judgment,  that  will  mean  the  practical 
death  of  the  bill,  and  so  I  do  not  believe 
it  can  be  done. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  have  seen  a  good  many 
conference  reports  voted  down  because 
either  the  Senate  or  the  House  wanted 
certain  changes  made,  and  the  bills  vtfent 
back  to  the  conference,  and  the  desired 
changes  were  made.  The  only  way  in 
the  world  in  which  these  words  can  be 
taken  out  of  the  bill  before  it  is  enacted 
into  law  is  to  send  it  back  to  conference. 
The  Senate  in  and  of  Itself  cannot  elim- 
inate those  words. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  may  be 
an  argument  in  opposition  to  the  adop- 
tion of  thie  report.  I  have  only  90  min- 
utes, and  I  have  a  statement  which  I 
insist  on  getting  into  the  Record,  if  I 
can.  I  should  like  to  be  as  courteous 
as  I  can  within  the  time  limitations, 
but  I  would  now  like  to  make  the  state- 
ment. 

I  shall  now  yield,  to  the  junior  Sana- 
tor  from  Virginia  for  a  question,  and 
after  that  I  would  ask  the  indulgence  of 
the  Senate  that  I  be  not  interrupted 
until  I  can  get  my  short  statement  Into 
the  Record  in  the  way  in  which  I  would 
like  to  have  it  appear,  and  then  I  shall 
discuss  it  during  any  time  I  have  left. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President.,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Virginia  is  disturbed 
about  two  points  in  the  conference  re- 
port, which  I  should  like  to  hear  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Iowa  discuss. 
One  is  the  question  of  monopolistic  con- 
trol. The  junior  Senator  from  Virrfnia 
does  not  want  to  vote  for  monopolistic 
control.      

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  join  the 
junior  Senator  from  Virginia  in  that 
sentiment,  and  there  is  not  one  slight 
lota  of  monopolistic  control  in  this  bill. 
I  give  the  Senator  that  assurance  as  my 
firm  belief. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  The  second  point 
is  that  the  junior  Senator  from  Virginia 
has  voted,  every  time  he  has  had  an  op- 
portunity to  do  so,  to  give  farmers  j^ef- 
erence  in  securing  power  produced  by  a 
public  plant.  I  wonder  now  if  the  dis- 
tii^uished  Senator  is  for  the  farmers. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Indeed;  and 
so  is  this  bill.  The  bill  gives  them  pref- 
erence where  they  have  accessibility  to 
the  excess  power  which  will  be  developed 
by  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  in 
connection  with  research  and  develop- 
ment activities.  It  gives  preference  to 
cooperatives  and  public  bodies  where 
they  have  access  to  such  power. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  There  have  been 
inserted  the  words  "insofar  as  practi- 
cable." Those  words  have  been  written 
into  the  Johnson  amendment,  the 
Humphrey  amendment,  and  the  Pastore 
amendment.  In  each  case  where  pref- 
erence was  given  to  farmers,  it  has  been 
qualified  by  saying,  "Well,  if  we  find  it 
practicable  to  do  it.  we  will  do  it;  other- 
wise, you  do  not  get  your  preference." 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  attempted 
to  touch  on  that  point  a  moment  ago  in 
my  discussion  with  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Malonx].  The  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  is  not  a  commercial 
power-producing  agency.  Its  primary 
purpose  is  research  and  development. 
If  the  Commission  were  to  find  that  it  is 
necessary  in  order  properly  to  perform 


their  duties,  to  locate  an  experimental 
commercial  power  reactor  in  tbe  im- 
mediate vicinity  of  some  of  their  other 
installations  in  order  to  have  the  co-: 
operation  and  assistance  of  those  other 
installations,  and  there  are  in  the  area 
no  public  power  groups  or  no  coopera- 
tives that  can  take  it,  then,  of  course, 
there  is  a  question  of  practicability  so 
far  as  the  location  is  concerned.  If  there 
are  public  power  bodies  or  cooi>Qratives 
that  can  take  it,  they  are  given  the  pref- 
erence under  the  proposed  law  absolute- 
ly, and  we  intended  it  so.  and  I  think  we 
have  written  it  into  the  bill. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  Will  the 
Senator  yield  on  that  particular  point? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  announced  a 
moment  ago  that  I  preferred  to  g^t  my 
statement  into  the  Record,  and  at  the 
time  I  yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia I  asked  not  to  be  further  disturbed. 
However.  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota,  but  I  have  only  90  min- 
utes, and  much  of  that  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  My  particular  point 
deals  with  the  preference  clause  phrase, 
and  I  should  like  to  say  just  a  word  on 
that  point. 

The  manager  of  one  of  the  largest  RE.^ 
cooperatives  in  the  country  is  Mr.  V.  T. 
Hanlon,  of  my  hometown,  who  lives  In 
Madison.  He  is  a  neighbor  of  mine,  and 
manager  of  the  East  River  Co-op. 

Mr.  Hanlon  is  interested  in  trying  to 
bring  eventually,  when  the  proper  time 
arrives,  some  kind  of  REA  p>ower.  atomi- 
cally  produced,  to  his  great  cooperative. 
I  am  interested  in  helping  him  In  that 
desire. 

I  have  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Banlon 
asking  for  an  explanation  of  the  prefer- 
ence provision  as  it  appears  on  page  12 
of  the  report,  and  the  phrase  'insofar 
as  practicable."  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  referred.  I  have  a  simi- 
lar telegram  from  the  president  of  the 
South  Dakota  Rural  Electric  Association. 
Mr.  A.  C.  Haufife.  of  Leola,  S.  Dak. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimoijs  con- 
sent to  insert  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
the  telegrams  to  which  I  have  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tele- 
grams were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows : 

Leola,  S.  Dak.,  Augxist  7,  1954. 
Senator  Karl  Mundt, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
I  urge  you  to  vote  for  commititient  of 
atomic  energy  bill  to  committee.  Bill  must 
not  be  passed  without  features  protecting 
the  right  of  preference  for  power.  Also  the 
many  benefits  of  atomic  research  and  power 
must  be  made  available  to  cooperattves  and 
others  as  well  as  the  few  powerful  corpora- 
tions. 

A.    C.    HAtJTFfc. 

President,  South  Dakota  Rural  EleC' 
trie  Association. 


Minneapolis,  Minn.,  August  10,  19S4. 
Karl  Mundt. 

Senate  Office  Building: 
-Urge  you  to  help  restore   preference  lan- 
guage in  atomic  energy  bill  by  referring  same 
to  conference. 

V.  T.  HaKlon. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Do  I  correctly  under- 
stanu  that  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  con- 
ferees, the  opinion  of  the  committjee,  and 
the  opinion  of  the  REA  Administrator, 
that  the  bill  provides  complete  protec- 
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tion  of  the  preference  clause  insofar  as 
fanners  and  REA's  are  concerned?  At 
some  time  there  may  t>e  in  some  area  of 
the  land  a  place  where-  there  is  no  REA. 
and  an  atomic  energy  plant  might  be 
built  there  for  some  se<:iurity  reason,  and 
so  far  as  the  phrase  "so  far  as  prac- 
ticable" is  concerned 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  My  view  and 
the  view  of  the  committee  is — and  it  is 
my  intention  and  the  intention  of  the 
committee — that  the  "insofar  as  prac- 
ticable" phrase  goes  to  the  question  of 
the  location  in  keeping  with  the  Atomic 
E^nergy  Commission's  responsibiUty  as  a 
research  and  development  agency.  If 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  should 
decide  it  should  build  a  research  and 
development  plant  directed  toward  ex- 
perimentation, to  receive  data  and  infor- 
mation on  commercial  power,  in  the 
eastern  part  of  the  Senator's  State,  there 
are  REA  cooperatives  and  public  bodies 
which  have  an  absolute  preference  un- 
der this  bill.  There  Ls  no  possible  ques- 
tion about  it,  if  they  a -e  accessible  to  the 
power  generated  in  connection  with  that 
development. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  It  Is  that  particular 
phase  of  this  situation  In  which  I  am 
interested,  because,  obviously,  if  a  plant 
is  built  In  some  area  which  the  REA 
does  not  serve,  that  is  another  question. 

Mr.  HICKENL00PI;R.  The  question 
was  discussed  in  our  committee  meeting. 
Suppose  that  at  some  time  in  the  future 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  should 
say.  "We  believe  it  Is  desirable  and  prop- 
er to  construct  a  plant  In  one  of  the  New 
England  States,  in  a  high-cost  area." 
The  Senator  from  Nevada  may  have  a 
high-cost  area  in  Ms  State.  A  place  is 
found  where  It  I*  dWirable,  for  various 
scientific  reasons,  to  construct  the  plant. 
There  is  no  municipal  body  within  120 
miles  of  that  place;  there  Is  no  coopera- 
tive within  120  miles  of  It.  Suppose  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  says.  "If  we 
maintain  absolute  preference  under  this 
situation  we  shall  hav(;  to  operate  an  un- 
economical line  or  use  discretion  as  to 
whether  It  should  be  disposed  of  at  what- 
ever price  is  practicable." 

Mr.  MUNDT.  It  is  important  that  the 
legislative  history  in  connection  with 
this  conference  report  be  very  clear,  be- 
cause it  can  be  a  guide  to  future  adminis- 
trators. It  Is  Important  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  chairman  of  the  conference 
committee  be  very  cl?ar,  and  I  think  It 
is  important  that  there  be  something  in 
the  Rkcord  from  the  REA  Itself,  because 
we  wish  to  make  sure  that  in  areas  where 
there  are  municipalit.es,  where  there  are 
State  or  public  bodies,  the  preference 
clause  will  In  no  sense  be  weakened  or 
vitiated  by  anything  we  may  do  here 
today. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Let  me  say 
that  as  quickly  as  I  can  read  this  pre- 
pared statement  into  the  Rscx)ro,  I  shall 
bare  my  breast;  to  any  questions  that 
Senators  may  have  to  ask  me. 

I  have  been  in  touch  with  the  Director 
of  Uie  REA.  He  Is  at  the  present  time  in 
Alaska  on  some  REA  business.  I  received 
a  telegram  from  him  which  I  shall  ask 
to  have  placed  in  the  Rjccord  in  a  little 
while. 

Mr.  MALONE  rose. 


Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  now  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  wish  to  draw  the  at- 
tention of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Iowa  to  one  fact  with  reference  to  what 
he  has  referred  to  as  a  high -cost  area.. 
He  said  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
might  have  to  build  an  uneconomical 
transmission  line  presumably  to  deliver 
the  power.  If  he  had  given  it  due  con- 
sideration I  am  sure  he  would  realize 
that  the  public  body  must  receive  the 
power  and  deliver  it  to  the  place  of  use. 
If  the  operation  is  uneconomical,  it  will 
not  apply  for  It.  It  is  a  matter  of  prefer- 
ence to  utilize  it.  If  a  public  body  does 
not  apply  for  it  within  the  reasonable 
time  set  by  the  Commission,  then  general 
bids  may  be  received. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  have  stated  my  own  F>osi- 
tlon.  The  provision  was  maintained  be- 
cause It  was  sought  to  protect  the  oppor- 
tunities of  certain  high-cost  areas.  We 
went  along  with  the  idea.  I  am  stating 
my  assumption  that  If  the  power  is  ac- 
cessible to  REA  or  any  other  public  body 
on  a  reasonable  basis,  they  should  have 
a  preference. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  As  one  of  the  con- 
ferees. I  beUeve,  with  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  and  the  Senator  from 
Nevada,  that  those  words  should  not 
have  been  inserted  if  they  do  not  mean 
something. 

Mr.  MALONE.  They  do  mean  some- 
thing. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  again  ask  that  I  be  not  inter- 
rupted until  I  finish  my  prepared  re- 
marks. 

PKooDcnoN  or  pownt  bt  tri  commission 

The  committee  of  conference  has 
worked  out  many  points  of  difference 
between  the  House  and  Senate  versions 
of  the  bill. 

One  of  the  more  controversial  Items  in 
the  bill  related  to  the  ability  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  to  enter  the  business  of 
commercially  producing  electricity  from 
atomic  energy.  This  was  encouraged 
by  the  Senate — Johnson — amendment 
which  added  section  45.  The  bill  as  in- 
troduced did  not  preclude  Federal  agen- 
cies from  getting  licenses  from  the  Com- 
mission, and  in  fact  permitted  them  to 
obtain  licenses  on  an  equal  footing  with 
other  appUcants  for  Ucenses.  The 
amendments  made  by  the  conunittee  of 
conference  to  sections  103  and  104  rein- 
force this  fact.  Specifically,  they  make  it 
clear  that  the  Commission  must  issue  li- 
censes to  persons  who  might  apply  there- 
for if  they  are  otherwise  qualified.  In 
the  dehnitlon  chapter  of  the  bill,  the 
term  "person"  is  defined  to  include  "any 
public  or  private  institution,  group.  Gov- 
ernment agency  other  than  the  Com- 
mission, any  State  or  any  political  sub- 
division of,  or  any  political  entity  with- 
in a  State  or  other  entity."  Thus,  "per- 
sons" clearly  include  all  Federal  agen- 
cies other  than  the  Commission. 

In  addition,  the  committee  of  confer- 
ence added  a  new  section  to  the  bill,  sec- 
tion 273,  which  reincorporates  as  a  sep- 
arate section  the  sentence  in  the  Senate 


amendment  dealing  with  the  right  of 
other  Federal  agencies  to  obtain  licenses. 
There  are  public  agencies.  State  and 
,X^eraI,  which  are  well  versed  in  the 
problems  of  distribution  of  energy  for 
commercial  purposes.  If  these  agencies 
desire  to  generate  electricity  frc«n  atomic 
energy  they  may  obtain  licenses  to  do 
so.  If  the  number  of  Ucenses  which  can 
be  granted  is  limited  at  the  time  when 
these  public  agencies  are  applying  for  li- 
censes, they  will  be  preferred  acoprding 
to  the  terms  of  section  182c. 

With  respect  to  the  ability  of  the 
Commission  to  build  large  scale  reactors, 
the  committee  of  conference  clarified 
what  had  bepn  the  intent  of  the  legisla- 
tion as  it  was  Introduced,  namely,  that 
the  Commission  would  be— and  Is  pres- 
ently— empowered  to  build  full-scale 
reactors  if  they  are  being  built  as  part 
of  the  research  and  development  pro- 
gram of  the  Commission  in  order  to 
prove  out  as  practical  a  particular  type 
of  reactor. 

Mr.  President,  under  existing  law  the 
Commission  is  assisting  in  the  building 
of  five  different  t3T>es  of  reactors.  It 
already  has  the  authority  to  do  so.  The 
five  types  are:  a  pressurized  water  re- 
actor, a  boiling  water  reactor,  a  sodium- 
graphite  reactor,  a  homogeneous  reactor, 
and  a  fast  breeder  reactor.  As  I  recall. 
they  range  from  approximately  10.000 
kilowatts  capacity  to  60,000  kilowatts 
capacity. 

The  Commission  now  has  the  author- 
ity to  do  this,  and  is  doing  it.  The  bill 
amplifies  and  clarifies  the  fact  that  the 
Commission  can  do  It.  Under  the  bill, 
if  Congress  gives  the  Conmilssion  power, 
the  Commission  can  build  a  1  million 
kilowatt  reactor  as  a  part  of  Its  experi- 
mental and  developmental  activities. 
The  Comhiission  could  do  It  under  the  old 
law,  also,  if  it  could  get  the  money  from 
Congress. 

In  order  to  accomplish  this,  clarifying 
language  was  added  to  the  section  deal- 
ing with  the  research  and  development 
program  of  the  Commission,  section  31 
a  (4 ) .  Among  the  research  and  develop- 
ment activities  specifically  authorized 
there  are  now  included  those  relating  to 
building  and  testing  full-scale  atomic- 
powerplants. 

The  House  adopted  an  amendment 
specifically  prohibiting  the  Commiasion 
from  engaging  m  the  commercial  sale 
of  electric  power  except  for  the  power 
generated  in  connection  with  research 
and  development  faculties  or  that  gen- 
erated at  production  facilities  of  the 
Commission.  This  was  retained  by  the 
conferees  as  part  of  section  44. 

I  reiterate  what  I  have  said  several 
times,  that  that  provision  was  included 
so  as  to  state  clearly  and  make  certain 
beyond  question  that  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission's  research  and  development 
group  m  government  is  not  in  the  busi- 
ness of  building  commercial  powerplants 
for  the  purpose  of  the  commercial  sale 
of  power.  If  it  is  desired  to  have  the 
Government  sell  power  commercially, 
other  govenmiental  agencies  could  do 
that,  or  could  equip  themselves  to  do  it: 
or  a  special  Government  agency  could 
be  created  to  go  into  that  business.  But 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commisslcm's  re- 
search and  development  group  sbooU 
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not  be  In  the  busliiess  of  the  produetkin 
and  Mle  of  oooimerciAl  power.  I  vlsh 
to  make  thi^  peifeeUy  clear. 

The  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  if  It 
Imiidt  a  1  mUlion  kilowatt  reactor  as  an 
aporiment.  can  sell  as  much  poieer  as  it 
does  not  need;  but  to  go  into  the  busi- 
ness of  building  reactors  throughout  the 
country,  for  the  purpose  of  producing 
oommerdal  power,  no.  Tliat  should  rest 
with  other  agencies,  public  or  private. 

Thatp(M-tionof  the  Senate  amendment 
relatins  to  Commission  operation  of 
poweiplants  which  would  have  exempted 
the  0Qnstructi<m  or  expansion  of  such 
plants  from  qieciflc  congressicmal  au- 
thorisation was  removed  from  section  261 
as  being  contrary  to  the  intent  of  the 
sponsors  of  the  amendment.  The  Com- 
mission must,  under  the  conference  bill, 
obtain  specific  congressional  authoriza- 
tion as  well  as  appropriations  for  each 
new  plant,  construction,  or  eiQMuision  re- 
gardless cf  the  type  of  plant  involved. 

That  is  nothing  imlque.  This  piin- 
eiple  is  followed  throughout  most  of  the 
departments  of  the  Qovemment.  If  the 
Commission  seeks  to  build  new  plants,  it 
win  have  to  come  to  Congress  for  the 
money.  This  provisioa  does  not  apply 
uniquely  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion; it  is  in  keeping  with  policies  which 
have  been  established  for  a  long  time. 
VBnauL  powot  comiSMaoir  autbobitt 

'    •  <SBC.  183  K> 

Another  Senate  amendment,  the  Hum- 
l^urey  amendment,  added  section  183  e. 
required  Ucensees  operating  utili2ation 
oc  production  facilities  under  section  103 
to  be  subject  to  the  regulatory  provisions 
«rf  the  Federal  Power  Act.  This  was 
moived  to  a  new  section,  section  272..  It 
provides  a  specific  statement  in  the  bill 
that  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act  is  applicable  to  commercial  electrical 
energy  transmitted  in  interstate  com- 
merce or  marketed  at  wholesale  in  inter- 
state eooonerce  without  regard  to  the 
fact  that  such  electricity  is  generated 
from  atomic  energy.  While  it  was  the 
eontentlon  of  the  sponsors  of  the  bill 
that  this  elfect  was  obtained  by  the  pro- 
▼isions  of  section  271,  this  amendment 
was  accepted  and  retained  in  substance 
by  the  coirferees  onthe  theory  that  it  was 
a  specific  restatement  of  the  ai^licaUIity 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act. 

BmooucT  xxnaar  fizfzkxmcx  (sxc.  44) 

The  preference  in  the  disposal  of  ener- 
gy created  by  the  Commission  which  was 
given  to  specific  bodies  and  cooperatives 
has  been  retained  in  substance  by  the 
Gillette  amendment,  section  44.  while 
giving  the  Commission  some  leeway  in 
arranging  its  research  and  development 
contracts  so  that  contracts  such  as  they 
recently  entered  into  wiUi  the  Duquesne 
Light  &  Power  for  the  construction  of  the 
first  atomic  reactor  of  a  certain  type  in 
the  research  and  development  program 
of  the  Commission  will  not  be  hindered. 

That  happens  to  be  the  60.000  kilowatt 
reactor,  for  which  the  Duquesne  Light 
&  Power  Co.  is  contributing  $35  mil- 
lion, and  the  United  States  Govenunent 
$50  million.  It  is  a  combination  opera- 
tion, which  is  located  at  Pittsburgh. 

The  phrase  "insofar  as  practicable" 
was  inserted  as  a  relief  from  the  absolute 
character    of    the    preference    clause 


adopted  by  the  Senate.  Such  absolute 
preference  denies  to  the  Commission  the 
discretion  needed  to  meet  purely  techni- 
cal problenus  of  sale  of  power.  At  the 
same  time  the  preference  for  higlv-cost 
areas  was  retained. 


VBBJCKNBLNG    AMTTTHtTST 
105    C) 


PROVIEION     (SEC. 


With  respect  to  the  advice  that  the 
Commission  receives  from  the  Attorney 
General  before  issuing  any  license,  the 
basic  thought  of  another  Senate  amend- 
ment— ^Humphrey — section  105  c— was 
retained,  in  that  the  amendment  re- 
quired the  Commission  not  to  isswe  a 
license  after  the  Attorney  General  has 
given  advice  that  the  issuance  of  such 
Ucense  would  create  a  situation  incon- 
sistent with  the  antitrust  laws.  "Where 
this  amendment  would  require  the  Com- 
mission to  be  bound  by  the  ruling  off  the 
Attorney  General — that  is,  if  he  said 
that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  inconsietent 
with  the  antitrust  laws — unless  the 
President  finds  that  the  issuance  of  such 
a  commercial  license  is  essential  to  the 
common  defense  and  security  and  pub- 
lishes the  findings  in  the  Federal  Regis- 
ter, the  conference  report  requires  the 
advice  of  the  Attorney  General  to  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  This 
Senate  amendment  as  it  stood  would 
have  made  the  Attorney  General— the 
prosecuting  officer  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment— a  judge  and  jury.  This  is  not 
an  appropriate  role  for  the  prosecuting 
attorney  to  play.  Furthermore,  there 
was  no  provision  requiring  the  Attorney 
General's  advice  to  be  given  on  the  basis 
of  a  hearing  or  to  be  subject  to  judicial 
review. '  The  committee  of  conference 
believes  that  the  benefits  of  this  amend- 
ment can  be  obtained  simply  by  requir- 
ing the  publication  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral's findings  without,  at  the  same  time, 
putting  the  Attorney  General  into  a  new 
role.  i 

KLBCTUC  DTILITT   COKTRACTS     (SEC.    1^4) 

The  committee  of  conference  retained 
the  Senate  amendment — Ferguson— sec- 
tion 164 — ^which  permits  the  CommiBsion 
to  enter  into  contracts  for  electric  utility 
services,  where  such  electric  utility  serv- 
ices are  to  be  furnished  to  the  TVA  as 
replacement  for  electric  utility  services 
by  the  TVA  to  the  Commission. 

In  addition,  a  further  Senate  amend- 
ment —  Gore  —  which  prohibited  the 
Commission  from  entering  into  contracts 
requiring  the  direct  payment  or  direct 
x^eimbursement  of  Federal  income  taxes 
was  substantially  retained.  The  latter 
amendment  prohibited  any  tax  pay- 
ments, either  directly  or  indirectly. 
Senate  debate  on  this  amendment  indi- 
cated that  it  was  the  intent  of  the  spon- 
sors of  the  amendment  not  only  to  pro- 
hibit direct  payments  but  to  permit  in- 
clusion of  Federal  income  taxes  as  an 
element  in  the  computation  of  the  cost 
of  the  product  purchased  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  establishing  a 
rate  structure.  I  think  that  is  the  lan- 
guage which  was  used  in  the  debate  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  This  intent  is 
contained  in  the  conference  b'll. 

PATENTS 

The  major  difficulty  in  the  committee 
of  conference  was  the  patent  provision. 


The  Senate  adopted  a  provision  requir- 
ing compulsory  licensing  of  all  patents 
for  which  applications  are  filed  within 
the  next  10  years.  The  House  did  not 
accept  the  compulsory  licensing  route 
but  adopted  the  provisions  suggested  by 
the  chairman  of  the  Joint  committee — 
section  152. 

That  was  the  action  of  the  House  when 
the  bill  was  considered  originally  by  that 
body.  The  House  repudiated  the  com- 
pulsory patent  features. 

These  House  provisions  require  that 
each  applicant  for  a  patent  in  the 
atomic -energy  field  must  file  with  his 
application  a  statement  under  oath  set- 
ting forth  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  applicant  made  or  conceived  the  in. 
vention  or  discovery.  The  Commission  is 
given  the  opportunity  of  saying  whether 
it  agrees  with  the  conclusions  of  the  ap- 
plicant. If  there  is  a  dispute  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  the  invention  or  discov- 
ery was  made  or  conceived  during  a  Com- 
mission contract  is  to  be  litlgatad  before 
a  Board  of  Patent  Interferencas  in  the 
Patent  Office.  The  normal  function  of 
this  Board  is,  and  for  many  years  has 
been,  to  determine  the  dates  of  making 
or  conceiving  of  discoveries  and  inven- 
tions in  order  to  decide  who  ha4  a  prior 
claim  on  an  invention.  The  only  burden 
that  the  House  procedure  adds  to  the 
Board  of  Patent  Interferences  which  is 
beyond  its  normal  duties  is  interpreting 
a  contract  or  agreement  to  decide 
whether  or  not  a  particular  Invention 
falls  within  the  terms  of  that  agree- 
ment. It  should  be  noted  that  this  pro- 
vision was  not  intended  to  apply  to  li- 
censees of  the  Commission  or  to  persons 
doing  independent  work,  involving  only 
a  Commission  security  clearance,  and 
not  contractual  arrangement. 

The  underlying  thought  behind  the 
compulsory  licensing  of  patents  was  car- 
ried over  in  the  committee  of  conference. 
The  committee  adopted  a  provision — 
section  182  fd) — requiring  the  Commis- 
sion to  give  preference  in  the  issuance  of 
commercial  licenses  to  those  people  who 
agreed  to  make  their  inventione  in  the 
atomic-energy  field  available  to  other 
licensees  of  the  Commission  on  reason, 
able  royalty  basis  for  a  5-year  period. 
In  the  case  of  research  and  development 
facilities  the  Commission  was  given  au- 
thority to  follow  such  a  preference  al- 
though it  was  not  required  to  do  so. 

Mr.  PCERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Will  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma  please  permit  me 
to  make  my  formal  statement  for  the 
Record?     Then  I  shall  yield  to  him. 

The  underlying  principle  of  one  Sen- 
ate amendment,  the  Langer  amendment, 
section  156,  was  that  those  who  used 
patents  in  violation  of  the  antitrust  laws 
should  be  required,  when  fouiftd  by  a 
court  to  have  been  guilty  of  violating 
the  antitrust  laws,  to  license  those  pat- 
ents to  all  other  persons  upon  payment 
by  the  users  of  a  reasonable  royalty  fee. 

The  House  chose  its  approach  because 
of  doubt  as  to  the  constitutionality  of 
compulsory  licensing.  The  Constitu- 
tion specifically  empowers  the  Congress 
to  "promote  the  progress  of  science  and 
useful  arts,  by  securing  for  a  limited  time 


to  authors  and  inventors  the  exclusive 
right  to  their  respe<3tive  writings  and 
discoveries."  This  language  raises  a 
very  serious  doubt  as  to  the  ability  of  the 
Congress  to  confer  any  rights  on  inven- 
tors except  exclusive  rights.  Compul- 
sory licensing  is  clearly  the  granting  of 
a  nonexclusive  right,  and  I  might  add 
for  the  period  of  time  during  which  it 
may  be  in  effect.  Enactment  of  the 
compulsory  licensing  provisions  would 
inevitably  lead  to  judicial  interpretation, 
and  there  is  a  very  strong  possibility  that 
the  provisions  would  be  found  to  be  in- 
valid. Such  a  finding  would  then  leave 
the  atomic-energy  program  without  any 
of  the  patent  safeguards  which  would 
otherwise  be  available. 

The  provisions  selected  by  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  for  inclusion  with 
respect  to  patents  give  protection  against 
the  basic  fears  of  patent  monopoly,  and 
they  give  protection  without  raising  any 
cerious  constitutional  problems.  The 
House  amendment,  which  insures  that 
Commission  contractors  cannot  use  their 
po.'-ition  to  acquire  patents  to  which  they 
are  not  entitled,  has  no  time  limit.  This 
is  a  continuing  protection  even  beyond 
tlie  5  or  10  years  discussed  in  connec- 
tion with  compulsory  license.  The  pro- 
visions of  the  Langer  amendment  reach 
patents  used  In  violation  of  the  anti- 
trust laws.  These  are  the  basic  prob- 
lems which  compulsory  Ucensing  is 
designed  to  mean. 

I  should  add  that  the  language  of  the 
Senate  amendment,  which  is  the  Kerr 
amendment,  section  155,  with  resp>ect  to 
the  amounts  of  royalty  to  be  determined 
where  there  is  cross-Ucensing  under 
the  provisions  of  the  conference  substi- 
tute, has  been  retained  in  that  the  li- 
censes are  not  exclusive,  and  that  the 
royalties  are  to  be  not  less  favorable  than 
the  patent  owner  or  the  Commission 
grant  for  similar  uses  to  similar  licensees. 

Now  I  shall  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Olilahoma.  if  he  desires  me  to.  I  thank 
him  for  his  Indulgence.  I  wanted  to 
get  my  entire  statement  into  the  Record. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  think  the  Senator  re- 
ferred to  section  782d  in  the  confer- 
ence report,  and.  as  I  understood  his 
statement,  he  said  that  there  would  be 
restrictions  with  refeience  to  any  license 
granted  under  section  103  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     Restrictions? 

Mr.  KERR.  Restrictions  in  the  na- 
ture of  making  the  license  nonexclusive, 
so  that  there  could  be  cross-licensing. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Yes.  The 
provision  in  general  is  that  the  Commis- 
sion shall  give  preferential  considera- 
tion— I  believe  that  Ls  the  language — to 
those  applicants  for  a  Ucense 

Mr.  KERR.  If  I  may  interrupt,  to 
those  applicants  for  what  license? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  For  a  license 
under  section  103.  which  is  the  commer- 
cial production  licensing  section,  and 
that  the  Commission  may — the  word 
"shall"  refers  to  section  103 — give  such 
consideration  to  applicants  under  sec- 
tion 104,  which  is  the  experimental  li- 
censing provision,  who  include  in  their 
application  for  their  licensing  agree- 
ment that  they  will  cross-license  any 
patent  which  they  may  develop  within 
a  5 -year  period  with  other  licensees  who 
hold  licenses  from  the  Commission,  at  a 


reasonable  royalty  fee.  to  be  fixed  by 
the  Commission  under  the  procedure  set 
up  under  the  bill. 

Mr.  KERR.  If  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  understood  the  Senator  from 
Iowa,  section  182  d  applies  only  to  those 
seeking  a  Ucense  under  section  103? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Let  me  get 
the  exact  language  for  the  Senator.  I 
am  about  to  read  from  page  36  of  the 
conference  report. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  the  Senator  about  to 
read  from  section  182  d? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  am  about 
to  read  from  section  182  d  of  the  pro- 
posed bill. 

Mr.  KERR.  Of  the  conference  re- 
port? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Yes.  of  the 
conference  report  which  is  before  us. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  only  place  in  which 
the  word  "shall"  occurs  there  is  with 
reference  to  a  license  under  section  103. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  so  stated  to 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  a  moment 
ago. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  am  not  arguing  with 
the  Senator;  I  am  merely  trying  to  make 
something  clear. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  With  refer- 
ence to  section  104.  which  is  the  re- 
search and  experimental  licensing  sec- 
tion of  the  bill,  it  says  that  the  Com- 
mission "may." 

Mr.  KERR.  But  the  commercial  U- 
censlng  to  which  the  Senator  has  re- 
ferred is  contained  in  section  103,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  only  place  where  the 
word  "shall"  appears  under  section  182  d 
is  with  reference  to  patent  licenses  un- 
der section  103.    Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Senator 
is  correct. 

Mr.  KERR.  What  licenses  are  con- 
templated imder  section  103? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  wiU  have  to 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  I  do 
not  know,  and  I  do  not  think  anybody 
else  knows  what  the  future  holds  in  that 
regard. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  If 
It  is  not  very  clearly  set  forth  in  section 
102. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  It  says  U- 
censes  in  connection  with  processes  and 
any  other  matters  which  may  be  found 
to  be  usable. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  think  the  answer  to  the 
question  wlU  be  foiuid  in  section  102.  If 
it  goes  beyond  that.  I  would  like  to  have 
the  Senator  tell  me  what  it  is. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  again  say 
I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
licenses  wiU  be.  I  shall  read  into  the 
Record  section  102,  but  I  say  nobody  has 
a  crystal  ball  to  look  into  and  see  what 
may  eventuate  in  the  future. 

Mr.  KERR.  WiU  the  Senator  read 
section  102  and  see  if  thai  does  not  de- 
fine what  is  avaUable  tmder  section  103? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Section  102 
reads: 

Wbenever  the  Commission  has  made  a 
flndUig  In  writing  that  any  type  oi  utiliza- 
tion or  production  faculty  has  been  suffi- 
ciently developed  to  be  of  practical  value  for 
industrial  or  conunerclal  purposes,  the  Com- 
mission  may    thereafter   Issue   licenses    for 


tuch  type  of  facility  pursuant  to  section 
103. 

That  has  nothing  specifically  to  do, 
except  in  production  generally,  with  U- 
censes.  Here  is  the  procedure:  Any  per-  ♦ 
son  or  organization,  pubUc  or  private, 
who  wants  to  go  into  the  bxisiness  of 
trying  to  make  heat,  or  use  iu*anlum  to 
turn  generators  to  make  electric  energy, 
will  have  to  come  in  under  section  104  d 
and  get  a  license  to  build  an  experimen- 
tal reactor.  After  he  has  built  the  re- 
actor, and  the  Commission  has  looked 
it  over  and  made  a  flnffing  that  that 
particular  type  of  reactor— and  there 
are  a  number  of  tjiies,  at  least  in  theory, 
and  probably  they  are  feasible— has 
been  sufficiently  developed  to  be  of  prac- 
tical value  for  Industrial  or  commercial 
purposes,  then  he  must  apply  to  the 
Commission,  under  section  103,  under 
the  commercial  clauses,  for  a  license  to 
use  that  type  of  reactor  for  commercial 
purposes. 

Mr.  KERR.  WIU  the  Senator  yield 
further  for  a  question  at  that  point? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  word  "shaU"  in  sec- 
tion 182  d  does  not  apply,  subsequently  to 
what  the  Senator  has  just  referred  to.  as 
being  necessary  to  take  place. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. The  word  "shaU"  applies  to  sec- 
tion 103,  which  refers  to  the  commercial 
operation  in  this  field. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  sec- 
tion 182  d  in  the  conference  report  ex- 
pires 5  years  from  the  date  of  the  agree- 
ment to  the  conference  report? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  KERR.  Does  the  Senator  think 
any  of  that  5 -year  period  wiU  be  subse- 
quent to  what  he  has  described  as  having 
to  take  place  with  reference  to  a  Ucense 
for  a  research  development  under  sec- 
tion 104.  and  then  with  reference  to  the 
granting  or  securing  of  a  Ucense  under 
section  103?  Does  the  Senator  think 
any  of  that  5 -year  period  wiU  stiU  ap- 
ply subsequent  to  that  time? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  think  it 
may  well  be,  although  I  cannot  look  Into 
the  future.  I  wUl  say  to  the  Senator 
that  I  had  a  call  yester^y  from  an  or- 
ganization in  the  eastern  part  of  the 
United  States  that  has  been  doing  some 
work  on  this  matter.  The  person  to 
whom  I  talked  said,  "We  have  a  reactor. 
We  are  ready  to  go  to  work  on  buUding 
a  prototype  reactor.  We  are  convinced 
it  will  be  a  commercial  reactor,  and  we 
think  it  is  all  right.  We  think  we  will 
have  it  operating  in  a  year.  We  would 
like  to  get  into  production.  What  do 
your  licensing  provisions  require?" 

I  said.  "You  wlU  have  to  read  it  and 
get  your  attorney  to  look  mto  it." 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  one 
group  which  said,  "We  think  we  can 
have  a  commercial  reactor  in  operation." 
I  do  not  know  that  I  agree  with  them. 

Mr.  KERR.  Madam  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mrs. 
BowRiNG  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Sena- 
tor from  Iowa  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  KERR.  Sections  102  and  103  of 
the  conference  report  are  practically 
identical  with  the  sections  which  ap- 
peared In  H.  R.  9757,  when  the  commit- 
tee reported  It  to  the  Senate  several 
wedcs  ago,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  mCKENLOOPER.  I  think  that 
is  substantially  correct 

Mr.  B3ERR.  At  that  time  the  com- 
mittee was  of  the  opinion  that  section 
152  was  a  necesssoy  addition  to  H.  R. 
9757. 

Mr.  mCKENLOOFER.  WiUtheSen- 
atfxr  state  the  question  again?  I  have 
section  152  before  me  now. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  Senator  from  Iowa 
has  advised  me  that  sections  102  and  103 
in  the  conference  report  are  practically 
identical  with  the  sections  as  they  ap- 
peared in  H.  R.  9757.  when  the  bill  came 
to  the  Senate  several  weeks  ago. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Senator 
is  substantially  correct.  There  may  be 
some  slight  variations,  but  the  intent 
and  purposes  are  the  same. 

Mr.  KERR.  To  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses they  are  the  same? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    Yes. 

Mr.  KERR.  At  that  time  the  Senate 
and  the  committee  felt  that  section  152 
was  a  necessary  addition  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  BICKENLOOPER.  ^At  that  time, 
yes.  That  is  the  compulsory  licensing 
section.  I  think  the  Senate  felt  it  was 
a  necessary  addition. 

Mr.  KERR.  Did  the  committee  not 
feel  it  was  a  necessary  addition? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  forget  what 
the  vote  was.  but  I  think  the  committee 
Inserted  it. 

Mr.  KERR.  It  was^in  the  bill  when  it 
was  brought  to  the  Senate;  was  it  not? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  commit- 
tee inserted  it.  I  am  sure  it  was  felt  to 
be  necessary. 

Mr.  KERR.  Wm  the  Senator  tell  the 
Senate 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  am  not  so 
certain  that  all  the  provisions  are  neces- 
sary.    

Mr.  KERR.  Will  the  Senator  tell  the 
Senate  where  any  part  of  section  152 
can  be  found  in  the  conference  report? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  It  has  been 
entirely  removed,  in  the  conference  re- 
port, with  the  exception  of  section 
182  d. 

Mr.  KERR.  But  the  only  place  in 
section  182  d  where  the  word  "shall" 
appears  is  with  reference  to  licenses  to 
be  issued  in  connection  with  section  103. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Senator 
\a  correct. 

Mr.  KERR.  Those  licenses  were  made 
available  under  the  bill  when  it  passed 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect.      

Mr.  KERR.  Licensing  imder  section 
103  was  in  the  bill  when  we  passed  it. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Senator 
is  correct. 

Mr.  KERR.  At  that  time  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  the  Senator  frwn 
Iowa,  and  the  Senate  felt  that  section 
152  was  a  necessary  part  of  the  bill,  in 
addition  to  section  103. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Yes.  I  think 
the  committee  felt  it  was  a  proper  pro- 
vision. But  I  assure  the  Senator  that 
the  majority  of  the  committee  thinks 


that  section  182  (d)  is  wholly  ade<]Uate 
to  meetxertain  objections  which  might 
have^^Men  heard  before,  and  acoom- 
plishes  the  desired  purpose. 

Mr.  KERR.  Madam  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield  for  one  more  question? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  am  de- 
lighted to  yield.  I  have  occupied  the 
floor  for  almost  1  hour  of  my  total  allot- 
ment of  one  and  a  half  hours.  Other 
Senators  supporting  the  conference  re- 
port are  entitled  to  some  opportunity 
to  be  heard.  I  do  not  wish  to  monop- 
olize all  the  time.  Also,  I  wish  to  give 
Senators  opposing  the  conference  report 
an  opportunity  to  discuss  it. 

Mr.  KERR.  First.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator for  his  very  gracious  courted  to 
me  in  this  colloquy,  as  well  as  when 
the  bill  was  before  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  has  said  he 
could  not  look  into  the  future  and  tore- 
see  what  might  be  the  situation. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  What  type  of 
patent  is  referred  to?  The  fundamental 
patents  in  this  field  already  belong  to 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  and  are 
in  the  public  domain.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  are  available  without  charge. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  shall  discuss  that  sub- 
j«:t  in  a  little  while. 

I  ask  the  Senator  if,  at  the  same  time 
he  tells  us  he  cannot  foresee  the  future, 
he  is  not  asking  the  Senate  and  the  Con- 
gress if  we  accept  section  182  (d)  in  lieu 
of  section  152,  to  take  a  leap  in  the  dark? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  do  not  wish 
to  take  the  time  to  discuss  that  question 
fully.  In  the  Atpmic  Energy  Act  of  1946 
covering  the  whole  field  of  atomic  energy, 
we  took  the  biggest  leap  in  the  dark  that 
we  have  ever  taken.  We  had  only  the 
least  idea  of  what  would  happen.  We 
knew  that  the  bomb  would  explode,  but 
we  did  not  know  anything  further.  We 
wrote  the  bill  and  took  a  leap  in  the 
dark.  We  provided  safeguards.  We  gave 
discretion  in  many  cases.  The  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  194G  has  worked  ftuite 
well,  but  the  situation  has  changed. 

It  is  time  for  the  American  economy 
to  take  part  in  this  industry.  We  shall 
have  to  take  some  reasonable  chances, 
with  reasonable  safeguards,  in  order  to 
permit  this  great  art  to  expand  in  a  great 
free  economy. 

Mr.  KERR.  Previously,  however,  every 
patent  developed  under  the  Atomic  En- 
ergy Act  of  1946  either  belongs  to  the 
Government  or  was  available  to  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  fact  that 
the  Government  was  preempting  patents 
and  rights  theretofore  considered  sacred 
property  rights  of  individuals  was  a  the- 
ory which  was  revolting  to  every  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  who  participated  in 
writing  that  particular  bill,  but  we  knew 
of  no  other  way  to  accomplish  the  de- 
Sired  end  at  that  particular  momerrt. 

Now  we  think  it  is  time  that  the  Amer- 
ican economy,  at  a  reasonable  time  in 
the  future,  should  be  permitted  to  have 
access  to  this  information  and  use  its 
genius  in  that  field. 

Mr.  KERR.  Again  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor for  his  courtesy  to  me. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  to  me  for  one  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    I  yield. 


Mr.  PASTORE.  As>a  preface  to  my 
question,  let  me  recapitmate  my  under- 
standing of  what  has  be^  presented  by 
the  Senator  from  Iowa. 

Under  the  procedure  provided  by  this 
proposed  law,  as  the  Senator  has  ex- 
plained in  the  first  instance  an  apphcant 
comes  in  under  section  104  (b),  which 
provides  for  research  in  this  particular 
field. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  sub- 
stantially correct.  Let  me  clarify  that 
point.  It  is  conceivable  that  someone 
may  "cook  up"  in  a  basement  somewhere 
a  reactor  which  the  Commission  might 
look  at  and  say,  "This  is  a  practical  re- 
actor. We  will  permit  you  to  apply  un- 
der .section  103,  because  you  have  already 
built  the  reactor.  You  did  not  apply 
under  section  104  (b)."  However,  I 
doubt  that  such  a  thing  will  occur. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  In  any  event,  that  ap- 
plicant or  individual  comes  in  under  the 
provisions  of  section  104  (b). 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Until  the  point  is 
reached,  under  section  102,  where  the 
particular  utilization  reaches  the  level  of 
practicability;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  The  procedure  is  then 
covered  under  section  103  (b)? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  But  the  indi- 
vidual must  apply  and  L  ^  rcscreened. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  I  shall  come  to  that 
point  in  a  moment. 

When  the  individual  applies  under  sec- 
tion 104  (b>,  it  is  discretionary  with  the 
Commission  as  to  whether  or  not  it  will 
enforce  the  preference,  insofar  as  obli- 
gating the  applicant  to  asree  that  he  will 
cro.ss-license  for  a  period  of  5  years  is 
concerned? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Senator 
is  correct. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  At  that  point  It  is 
discretionary.  We  are  dealing  with  one 
applicant.  When  that  one  applicant 
comes  under  section  103,  when  he  applies 
for  the  commercial  utilization  of  this  de- 
velopment, it  is  ma.idatory  upon  the 
Commission,  under  section  182,  to  re- 
quire the  licensee,  if  he  wants  to  obtain 
the  preference,  to  agree  to  cross-license 
for  a  period  of  5  years. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  If  he  Wants  it. 
It  says  "The  Commission  shall  give  pref- 
erence." 

Mr.  PASTORE.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  do  Hot  wish 
tc  be  misunderstood.   It  is  not  obligatory. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  The  question  I  desire 
to  ask  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Iowa  is  this:  How  are  we  to  invoke  the 
preference  if  only  one  person  Is  being 
dealt  with? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  In  the  case  of 
only  one  individual  the  preference  is  not 
involved. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  In  other  words,  if 
we  are  dcahng  with  one  individual,  the 
entire  preference  feature  of  section  182 
is  not  worth  the  paper  on  which  it  is 
written. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  U  we  are  deal- 
ing exclusively  with  cne  individual,  that 
is  correct.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  much 
likelihood  of  such  a  situation. 
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Mr.  PASTORE.  Very  well.  Let  me  be- 
gin by  referring  to  section  104  (bh 
When  the  work  has  reached  the  point 
where  the  application  is  practicable,  sec- 
tion 103  applies.  We  are  always  dealing 
with  one  mdlvidxial.  Where  is  the 
rivalry  or  ctmtest? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    Under  section 
104  (b)  undoubtedly  a  nimnber  of  indi- 
viduals will  be  pursuing  the  same  theory. 
Mr.  PASTORE.     Perhaps  at  intervals 
of  1  or  2  or  3  years? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  am  assum- 
ing that  they  will  start  to  work  as  quickly 
as  possible.  Several  individuals  will  be 
pursuing  the  same  theory.  When  the 
theory  becomes  practicable,  and  has  been 
certified,  several  appUcants  will  be  foimd 
workmg  on  the  same  theory,  and  the 
preference  will  apply. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Will  the  Senator  per- 
mit me  to  ask  one  more  question? 
Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Yes. 
Mr.  PASTORE.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  have  this  discussion  charged  to  my 
own  time,  if  the  Senator  feels  that  would 
be  fair. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  quite 
all  right.  I  wish  to  yield  further  time 
to  this  side,  however. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  The  Senator  has  said 
the  reason  why  the  conferees  eliminated 
the  compulsory  licensing  feature  was 
that  they  were  afraid  the  entire  act 
might  be  vitiated  on  the  groimd  that  it 
was  unconstitutional.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPE21.  That  question 
was  raised  in  the  House.  It  was  raised 
in  the  committee.  Arguments  which 
are  quite  persuasive  to  many  persons 
indicate  that  there  is  a  constitutional 
question. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Could  not  that  con- 
stitutional question  be  taken  care  of  by 
obligating  and  requiring  every  applicant 
lor  a  license  to  agree,  before  he  received 
the  license,  that  for  a  period  of  5  years 
he  would,  at  a  reasonable  royalty,  grant 
to  anyone  who  wanted  It  the  use  of  that 
license,  which  was  affected  with  the 
public  Interest? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  could  be 
done.  It  WM  not  done  in  the  conference 
report. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  In  other  words,  all 
these  arguments  of  unconstltutionaUty 
are  nothing  more  than  "eyewash." 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  do  not  agree 
to  that  statement.  I  said  that  that  lan- 
guage could  have  been  adopted  by  the 
conference  committee.  It  could  have 
been  put  mto  the  conference  bill,  but  it 
was  not. 

Mr.  PASTORK  That  would  not  have 
raised  the  question  of  unconstitutional- 
ity, would  it? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  have  not 
undertaken  any  research  on  that  matter. 
I  could  not  answer  the  Senator's  ques- 
tion. 

Madam  President,  I  should  like  to 
terminate  this  portion  of  my  remarks 
and  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Johnson]. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson]. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  shall  vote  against 
the  adoption  of  the  conference  report. 
First,  I  wish  to  say  to  the  able  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hickenlooper]  that 
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I  have  appreciated  listening  to  his  dis- 
cussion today.  The  Senator  from  Iowa, 
in  my  cpinicm.  tried  hard  to  make  pos- 
sible a  conference  report  to  which  there 
would  be  agreement.  Throughout  the 
entire  conference,  his  attitude  was  one 
of  trying  to  develop  a  good  bill  which 
would  be  acceptable  to  both  the  House 
and  the  Senate.  I  should  certainly  feel 
ashamed  of  myself  if  I  did  not  say  that, 
while  I  disagree  with  his  final  conclu- 
sion, I  can  only  commend  the  conduct 
he  maintained  throughout  the  entire 
conference. 

I  am  opposed  to  this  conference  report 
for  many  reasons.  Strangely,  the  rea- 
sons are  not  those  that  might  have  im- 
pelled me  in  the  early  discussion  of  the 
bill  itself.  I  was  not  completely  satis- 
fied with  the  bill  as  it  was  reported  by 
the  committee. 

At  that  time  the  bill  contained  a  pro- 
vision legalizing  the  Dixon-Yates  con- 
tract. I  fought  that  provision  as  hard 
as  I  could.  I  lost  that  fight,  and  recog- 
ixized  the  validity  of  the  majority  senti- 
ment of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 
Subsequently  in  the  conference  I  did 
not  raise  one  question  about  that  pro- 
vision, because  it  represented  the  senti- 
ment of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 
If  this  bill  goes  back  to  conference,  I 
do  not  intend  to  raise  the  issue  of  the 
Dixon- Yates  contract,  because  that  mat- 
ter has  been  closed  as  far  as  this  bill  is 
concerned. 

I  am  interested  only  in  trying  to  make 
stu'e  that  we  get  a  better  bill  than  we 
now  have.  If  the  bill  goes  back  to  con- 
ference, it  ^all  not  be  my  purpose  to  try 
to  prevent  its  enactment  into  law,  I 
am  desirous  of  seeing  a  conference  re- 
port quickly  emerge  and  be  adopted  by 
both  the  House  and  the  Senate.  I  think 
that  can  be  done. 

I  am  mterested  in  the  amendments, 
however,  which  represented  the  senti- 
ment of  the  Senate  and  which  were 
adop^ted  by  the  Senate.  I  think  the 
atomic-energy  bill  was  greatly  improved 
m  its  course  through  the  Senate.  It  was 
improved  first  by  the  Johnson  amend- 
ment, which  would  have  permitted  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  to  build 
atomic-energy  plants  for  the  generation 
of  electric  energy. 

It  was  improved  by  the  Gillette 
amendment,  providing  preference  and 
priority  to  public  bodies  and  coppera- 
tives. 

It  was  Improved  by  the  Gore  amend- 
ment, providing  that  there  should  be 
no  direct  reimbursement  to  contractors 
for  their  Federal  taxes. 

Finally,  it  was  improved  by  the  BLerr 
ammdment,  extending  the  period  of 
compulsory  licensing  of  atomic  patents 
from  5  to  10  years,  requiring  the  patent 
licenses  to  be  nonexclusive,  and  that  the 
terms  for  similar  licenses  be  the  same 
for  comparable  uses. 

As  I  indicated  a  moment  ago,  I  think 
the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Maix>ne1  put  his  finger  on  the  very 
touchy  point  in  this  whole  thing  when 
he  pointed  out  the  references  that  were 
made  to  this  particular  section  relating 
to  the  Johnson  amendment.  I  commend 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  for  what  he 
did  in  that  regard. 


There  were  other  good 
aeveral  by  the  junior  BeoaXat  from  Min- 
nesota  (Mr.  HuvphixyI.  at  least  1  tir 
the  able  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
PasTOKs],  1  by  the  able  aeniar  nm«tor 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lasudi]  .  Theae 
were  ail  good  amendmoats.  but  in  the 
main,  my  feeling  that  the  bill  had  been 
greatly  in^>roved  in  the  Senate  rested 
on  the  broad  baae  of  the  Johnson,  Gil- 
lette,  Gore,  and  Kerr  amendments. 

Madam  President,  I  supported  the  bill 
on  final  passage,  and  urged  other  Sen- 
ators to  sui^Mrt  it.  It  was  not  every- 
thing I  wanted.  It  contained  one 
amendment  which  I  had  Utterly  re- 
sisted. But,  in  my  judgment,  it  was  an 
improvement  over  the  act  of  1946,  be- 
cause the  art  of  tising  nuclear  energy 
has  greatly  advanced  since  1946,  and  we 
needed  to  bring  our  legislative  program, 
more  nearly  in  line  with  omr  scientific 
jM-ogress. 

Then  the  bill  went  to  conference,  and 
to  some  degree,  at  least,  these  gains  were 
whittled  away.  The  Gore  amendment, 
I  am  happy  to  say,  was  retained.  The 
Gillette  amendment  was  greatly  redticed 
in  its  effect.  Instead  of  reqtiiring  that 
in  disposing  of  such  energy,  the  Com- 
mission would  at  all  times  give  pref- 
erence and  priority  to  pubUc  bodies  and 
cooperatives,  it  was  made  to  read  that 
the  Commission  would  "insofar  as  prac- 
ticable" give  preference  and  priority  to 
public  bodies  and  cooperatives;  and.  In 
respect  to  a  part  of  the  Pastore  ammd- 
ment,  there  was  added  to  the  preference 
section  these  words:  "or  to  privately 
owned  utilities  providing  electric  services 
to  high -cost  areas  not  being  served  by 
public  bodies  or  cooperatives." 

Mr.  Newlands,  the  great  Senator  from 
Nevada,  who  originally  had  the  prefer- 
ence clause  adopted  in  1901.  did  a  very 
wise  thing.  I  believe  Uiat  that  pref- 
erence clause  should  remain  in  this  bQl 
and  should  be  more  clearly  expressed. 

It  oug^t  to  be  said  in  behalf  of  the 
conferees  that  I  do  not  ttiink  they  in- 
tended to  strike  quite  so  deeply  as  they 
did  strike  by  the  words  "insofar  as  prac- 
ticable." I  think  it  would  be  agreed 
that  those  words  were  inserted  because 
of  a  situation  the  S^xator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  HicKENLOopssl  suggested,  that 
there  might  be  a  utiUty  150  miles  away 
which  it  might  not  be  practicable  to 
serve.  Since  then  I  have  found  that 
the  preference  clause,  as  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  MalomxI  pomted  out 
a  while  ago,  can  be  applied  in  instances 
of  that  kind.  Therrfore,  the  words  "in- 
sofar as  practicable"  should  t>e  stricken 
from  the  conf M^nce  report. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  suggested 
we  might  do  that  by  iinanimnns  consent. 
I  know  of  no  way  of  doing  it  in  the  Sen- 
ate. I  think  the  bill  must  go  back  to 
conference  in  order  that  those  wcurds 
may  be  stricken  from  the  report. 

Next  we  are  faced  with  the  fact  that 
the  J<4inson  amendment  has  completely 
disai^jeared  from  the  bilL  The  Senate 
approved  the  amendment  of  the  able 
Senator  from  Colorado,  because,  while 
we  were  anxious,  even  on  our  side  of 
the  aisle,  to  make  sure  that  we  were  not 
putting  the  Atomic  Energy  Coaimlsskm 
in  the  business  of  generating  pubUe 
power  forever  and  ever  and  ever,  in  a 
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thooniid  plants  across  this  country,  yet 
ve  felt  It  was  wtsmtlal,  as  a  sound  busi- 
ness praposltlan.  to  say  that  there  must 
be  one  of  these  plants  bulltby  the  Atomic 
Energy  CoBUnissUm  If  private  Interests 
cUd  not  stand  ready  to  build  it 

As  the  able  Senator  from  Iowa  knows 
and  has  pointed  out,  the  first  one  of 
these  plants  might  cost  $75  million  or 
$100  mlllkm.  and  It  would  still  be  a  small 
plant.  A  plant  of  substantial  size  to  do 
the  job  that  is  required  may  cost  $250 
milHon.  No  private  entrepreneur  can 
afford  to  put  $250  million  of  stockhold- 
ers' money  into  a  plant  that  may  not 
work  when  it  is  finished:  but  the  great 
Government  of  the  United  States,  which 
could  afford  to  put  $2  billion  into  a 
bomb  which  it  did  not  know  would  ex- 
plode, can  affcnrd  to  spend  enough  money 
to  find  out,  once  for  all,  whether  a  plant 
of  this  character  can  be  built.  There- 
fore, we  tried  very  carefully  to  provide 
that  at  least  one  such  plant  might  be 
built. 

Therefore,  I  say  that  the  Johnson 
amendment  was  a  good  amendment,  and 
should  be  restored  to  the  bill  in  a  further 
conference,  so  as  to  make  sure  that  such 
a  plant  will  be  biiilt.  Language  was 
written  into  the  report  which  I  do  not 
Uke.  Perhaps  it  is  all  right.  When  I 
say  that  the  building  of  a  single  plant 
should  be  permitted,  I  say  that  as  an  in- 
dividual who  has  believed  in  free  enter- 
prise, who  believes  in  it  in  his  own  busi- 
ness, and  continues  to  believe  that  the 
Government  ought  to  give  free  enterprise 
a  chance  to  work  in  this  field.  But  free 
enterprise  is  shackled  if  it  has  to  risk 
$150  million  or  $200  million  on  a  single 
turn  of  the  dice.  It  cannot  be  done  that 
way.  The  Government  has  to  proceed 
with  its  research  and  development  pro- 
gram. It  has  to  proceed,  as  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  so  ably  pointed  out,  in  diverse, 
small  development  stages.  Then  when 
the  Commission  determines  that  one 
large  plant  can  be  built,  it  should  be 
allowed  to  go  ahead. 

I  think  it  is  very,  very  Important  that 
we  proceed  in  that  fashion,  and  there- 
fore I  should  like  to  see  the  language 
of  the  report  make  certain  that  such  an 
effort  will  not  be  stopped  by  a  provision 
which  says  that  none  of  this  power  can 
be  used  for  commercial  purposes. 

Finally,  I  think  the  one  thing  tiiat 
broke  down  the  conference  was  the  ac- 
tion taken  with  reference  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  aUe  senior  Senator 
from  Oklahoma   [Mr.  Kxm].    I  think 

the  Senate  is  entitled  to  know 

Mr.  MAONUSON.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  jrield  before  he  goes  to 
that  phase  of  the  matter? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator's  remarks.  If  some  huge  cor- 
poration could  afford  to  build  a  $250 
million  plant  and  it  worked  out  the  way 
they  thought  it  would,  then  there  would 
be  a  monopoly.  I  know  that  what  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  trying  to  do 
Is  the  reasonable,  sensible,  middle  course 
B4r.  ANDERSON.  I  do  not  want  the 
Government  to  go  into  my  business.  I 
do  not  want  the  Government  to  go  into 
the  power  business,  building  atomic 
power  reactors  all  over  the  Nation  and 
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putting  them  up  in  competition  with  pri- 
vate power  companies  now  in  existence. 
I  do  not  want  the  Government  to  move 
In  and  threaten  any  other  institutions 
that  now  exist.  It  is  not  necessary. 
What  the  Government  ought  to  do  is 
to  demonstrate  that  this  power  can  be 
used  beneficially;  and,  when  that 
demonstration  has  been  made,  then 
make  it  available  for  those  communities 
and  those  individuals  or  those  com- 
panies, public  or  private,  which  want  to 
make  use  of  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Does  not  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico  agree  with  me 
that  that  would  be  a  yardstick  which 
could  be  used  in  the  interest  of  the  coan- 
mon  welfare? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  There  can  be  no 
question  about  that.  A  short  time  ago 
I  read  the  testimony  given  by  Lawrence 
Hafstead,  an  expert  on  reactors,  in  which 
he  said  one  could  be  built  to  develop 
power  at  a  cost  of  6  mills  per  kilowatt- 
hour  of  capacity,  with  the  initial  co3t  a 
little  higher  than  for  a  coal  plant.  The 
construction  cost  per  kilowatt-hour  of 
capacity  might  rim  to  $200-$300  a  kilo- 
watt, as  against  $135  a  kilowatt  for  a 
conventional  coal  plant,  but  the  fuel  oost 
might  be  as  low  as  1  mill,  against  3  mills 
for  the  coal  plant. 

I  realize  that  if  that  could  be  devel- 
oped. It  ought  to  be  integrated  into  the 
system  of  American  free  enterprise. 
Therefore,  1  was  greatly  interested  in 
the  patent  section  of  the  bill. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Kui]  will  remember  that  I  went  over 
to  him  and  said  that  from  his  great 
business  skill  and  his  great  experieace 
with  the  free-enterprise  system,  I  hoped 
he  would  make  sure  that  the  patent 
section  of  the  bill  would  be  so  drawn 
that  it  could  not  be  weakened  materially 
within  a  few  years.  Therefore,  the  Kerr 
amendment  was  proposed  by  him  and 
written  into  the  bill  by  the  Senate. 

I  should  like  to  refer  to  the  history  of 
the  patent  section,  because  I  think  its 
importance  has  not  been  revealed  to  the 
extient  that  it  should  have  been.  When 
the  committee  started  its  consideration 
of  this  bill,  it  first  held  private  hearings. 
We  invited  experts  to  discuss  with  us 
the  scope  the  public  hearings  should  take. 
and  what  subjects  should  be  discussed 
in  such  open  hearings,  without  breaking 
down^ecurity,  and  how  far  we  might  go 
in  public  hearings  before  we  would  re- 
veal something  that  should  not  be  re- 
vealed. 

Then  the  public  hearings  were  held. 
At  the  time  the  original  suggestion  was 
made,  there  was  in  the  bill  a  provision 
similar  to  the  one  finally  passed  by  the 
House. 

First.  Madam  President.  I  will  call  it 
the  House  version.  It  Is  not  the  version 
which  was  reported  by  the  House  com- 
mittee. I  want  that  imderstood.  It  was 
the  final  House  version,  so-called. 

What  happened  to  that  version?  That 
provision  Was  considered  In  committee. 
Then  the  members  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  appeared  before  the  com- 
mittee, as  is  shown  on  page  698  of  the 
hearings,  and  they  said  they  recom- 
mended the  restoration  of  the  section 
along  the  lines  of  section  11  of  the  aet 
in  its  present  form,  making  it  the  duty 


of  the  Commission  to  declare  certain 
patents  to  be  affected  with  a  public 
interest. 

The  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  En- 
ergy took  that  testimony  from  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission.  It  listened 
to  that  request,  and  decided  that  It  had 
come  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  wrote  into  the  bill  the  patent 
section  which  was  the  patent  section  as 
recommended  on  the  floor  by  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy.  That  was 
adopted  by  the  Senate. 

We  lost  that  provision  In  conference. 
The  House  adopted  the  old  section,  which 
had  been  rejected  almost  by  a  unanimous 
vote  every  time  it  had  come  up  before 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 
Only  one  member  of  the  Joint  committee 
voted  for  it — the  chairman,  to  be  sure — 
and  the  rest  of  us  voted  against  It.  We 
voted  against  It  not  once,  but  twice. 
When  the  matter  came  up  In  the  House 
of  Representatives  at  2  o'clock  In  the 
morning,  the  chairman  stood  up  and  per- 
suaded the  House  Memt)ers  to  follow  him 
in  the  adoption  of  that  provision.  That 
was  the  most  serious  mistake  that  could 
have  been  made,  and  it  is  a  mistake  we 
must  undo  in  the  Senate  and  In  con- 
ference. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield?) 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  We  all 
realize,  of  course,  that  the  conferees  were 
influenced  by  the  desire  of  the  House  to 
adjourn,  and  of  the  Members  of  the 
House  to  go  home.  Of  course  those 
plans  have  been  materially  changed,  be- 
cause of  developments.  Does  n*t  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  believe  that  if 
it  is  the  majority  will  of  the  Senate  that 
the  conference  report  be  retin-ned  to 
conference,  the  conferees  can  readily 
make  improvements  in  the  conference 
report  and  act  on  it  in  a  matter  of  a 
few  days? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  beUeve  they  can 
act  on  it  in  a  matter  of  a  few  hours.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Iowa  knows  that  the  question  with  ref- 
erence to  the  patent  section  probably 
could  be  resolved  very  quickly  If  we  re- 
turned to  conference  determined  to 
carry  out  the  will  of  the  Senate  and  de- 
termined to  do  what  the  Senate  had  done 
and  what  the  joint  committee  had  done. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.      I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Colorado  (Mr. 
Johnson]  is  a  member  of  the  conference 
committee.  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
whether  he  concurs  in  the  expression  of 
those  views. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  believe 
the  question  can  be  settled  In  a  very 
short  time,  within  a  matter  of  a  few 
hours.  I  believe  the  question  could  be 
settled  easily  enough. 

Of  course,  I  do  not  know  how  stubborn 
one  member  of  the  conference  commit- 
tee may  be. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Of  course 
I  hope  we  have  not  reached  the  point 
where  we  must  let  one  man  tell  the  en- 
tire Congress  that  it  must  take  his  view 
or  leave  it. 
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Mr.BRICKER.  Madam  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  an 
additional  2  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico^ 

Mr.  BRICKL'R.  I  think  It  Is  unfair 
to  say  that  those  who  do  not  go  along 
with  us  are  stubborn,  or  that  one  man 
who  does  not  go  along  with  us  is  stub- 
born. I  believe  there  Is  Involved  a  mat- 
ter of  difference  of  policy,  to  which  some 
of  us  are  definitely  and  personally  com- 
mitted, and  in  which  we  very  seriously 
believe.  I  do  not  think  It  is  fair  to  say 
that  one  Is  stubborn  when  he  does  not 
cave  in  and  accept  the  other  man's  point 
of  view  in  any  matter. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Let  me  say  that  I 
believe  substantial  progress  would  be 
made  if  Congress  were  to  adopt  the  lan- 
guage which  was  agreed  upon  originally 
by  the  Joint  Committee  and  carried  In 
the  bill  as  submitted  to  the  House  and 
carried  In  the  bill  as  submitted  to  the 
Senate.  It  is  not  a  question  of  one  man's 
viewpjoint.  The  full  committee  reported 
It.  and  the  Senator  from  Ohio  voted  for 
It.  as  I  did.  and  as  did  the  Senator  from 
Colorado,  and  as  many  other  Senators 
did.  If  the  conference  report  goes  back 
to  committee  quiclcly  and  the  conferees 
act  and  report  new  patent  provisions, 
and  perhaps  a  n<'w  preference  clause, 
and  a  few  other  changes,  which  we  have 
all  agreed  upon.  It  seems  to  me  the  re- 
sult would  be  a  veiy  fine  bilL 

Mr.BRICKER.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  After  all,  we  are 
dealing  with  an  Investment  of  approxi- 
mately $12  billion.  The  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, through  its  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  already  owns  several  hun- 
dred patents  in  the  atomic  energy  field, 
and  it  ought  to  own  for  the  next  few 
years  the  refinements  on  those  patents 
and  the  art  that  is  developed. 

Ilierefore,  I  think  the  compulsory 
licensing  section  suggested  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  itself  ought  to  be 
adopted. 

Mr.BRICKER.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield' 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Does  not  the  Sena- 
tor agree  that  the  Record  shows  the 
House  went  one  wiiy  on  the  pwitent  sec- 
tion, away  from  the  conferees,  and  that 
the  Senate  went  the  other  way? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  8 
minutes  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Colorado. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Madam 
President,  I  submitted  the  conference  re- 
port to  the  legislative  counsel  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  asked  him  to  make  a  report  to  me 
on  the  effects  of  the  changes  that  were 
made  by  the  conference  in  the  bill  as 
it  passed  the  Senate,  especially  as  It  re- 
lates to  section  45.  which  was  placed  in 
the  bill  by  the  Senate.  I  have  received 
a  memorandum  from  legislative  coun- 
sel. The  legislati^'e  counsel's  office  has 
no  interest  one  way  or  another  In  the 
bill,  I  presume;  all  that  It  did  was  to 


make  an  analysis  of  the  language  in  the 
conference  report. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  Insert  this 
memorandimi  at  this  point  in  the  Rec- 
ord. It  comes  from  the  legislative  coun- 
sel, signed  by  Mr.  John  Reynolds,  who 
is  the  assistant  counseL 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memo- 
randum was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RxcosD.  as  follows: 

McMORANmrM  roK  Senator  Johnson  or 

COUIRADO 

TlilB  memorandum  responds  to  your  re- 
quest for  an  analysis  of  certain  action  taken 
by  the  committee  of  conference  on  H.  R. 
9757  In  connection  with  the  deletion  of  sec- 
tion 45  of  the  bill,  as  it  passed  the  Senate. 
The  changes  made  In  the  bill  by  this  con- 
ference action  (other  than  the  deletion  of 
■ec.  45)  are  In  several  parts.  The  effect  of 
these  changes  would  appear  to  be  as  follows: 

(1)  Section  31a  (4)  Is  amended  to  read  aa 
follows : 

•'(4)  utilization  of  special  nuclear  material, 
atomic  energy,  and  radioactive  material  and 
procetMes  entailed  In  the  utilization  or  pro- 
duction of  atomic  energy  or  such  material 
for  aU  other  purposes.  Including  Industrial 
uses,  the  generation  of  \isable  energy,  and 
the  demonstration  of  the  practical  value  of 
utilization  or  production  facilities  for  In- 
dustrial or  commercial  purposes;   and." 

The  conference  substitute  for  section  31a 
(4)  broadens  or  clarifies  the  authority  of  the 
Commission  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of 
research  and  development  activities.  Under 
the  conference  substitute,  read  In  conjunc- 
tion with  section  32,  the  Commission  has  the 
express  authority,  among  other  things,  to 
engages  In  research  and  development  activi- 
ties for  the  purpose  of  demonstrating  the 
practical  value  of  utlUzatlon  or  production 
facilities  for  Industrial  or  commercial  pur- 
jxtses.  Under  this  authority  the  Conunls- 
slon  could  clearly  build  plants  to  demon- 
strate the  practical  value  of  atomic-energy 
facilities  for  commercial  purposes,  including 
the  generation  of  power.  If  the  Commission 
had  this  author  1^  tinder  section  31a  (4). 
prior  to  the  conference  action.  It  had  it  only 
inferentlally.  not  explicitly. 

(2)  The  conference  action  Included  four 
amendments  to  sections  103b.  104a,  104b.  and 
104c.  The  effect  of  these  amendments  la 
to  make  It  clear  that  any  person  may  apply 
lor  a  commercial  license  under  section  103. 
or  a  license  for  medical  therapy  and  research 
and  development  under  section  104.  "Per- 
Bon"  is  defined  In  section  lln,  as  follows: 

"n.  The  term  'person'  means  (1)  any  In- 
dividual, corporation,  partnership,  firm,  as- 
■oclation.  trust,  estate,  public  or  private  in- 
stitution, group.  Government  agency  other 
than  the  Commission,  any  State  or  any  po- 
litical BUbdlvUlon  of,  or  any  poUtlcal  entity 
within  a  State,  any  foreign  government  or 
nation  or  any  poUtlcal  subdivision  of  any 
such  government  or  nation,  or  other  entity; 
and  (2)  any  legal  successor,  representative, 
agent,  or  agency  of  the  foregoing." 

(3)  The  conference  action  amended  sec- 
tion 44  to  read  aa  follows: 

"Sec.  44.  Disposition  of  energy:  If  energy 
Is  produced  at  production  facilities  of  the 
Commission  or  is  produced  in  experimental 
utilization  facilities  of  the  Commission,  such 
energy  may  be  used  by  the  Commission,  or 
transferred  to  other  Government  agencies, 
or  sold  to  publicly,  cooperatively,  or  pri- 
vately owned  utilities  or  users  at  reasonable 
and  nondiscriminatory  prices.  If  the  energy 
produced  is  electric  energy,  the  price  shall 
be  subject  to  regulation  by  the  appropriate 
agency  having  Jurisdiction.  In  contracting 
for  the  disposal  of  such  energy,  the  Com- 
mission shall  Insofar  as  practicable  give 
preference  and  priority  to  public  bodies  and 
cooperatives  or  to  privately  owned  utilities 
providing  electric  utility  services  to  high- 


cost  areas  not  being  served  by  public  bodiea 
or  ooc^eratlves.  Nothing;  In  this  act  «h»ii 
be  construed  to  authoriM  the  Commlssloa 
to  engage  in  the  sale  or  distribution  of  en- 
ergy for  commercial  use  except  such,  energy 
as  may  be  produced  by  the  Commlsalon  Inci- 
dent to  the  operation  of  reeearch  and  devel- 
opment faculties  of  the  CommlsBlon,  or  fa- 
ciUties  for  the  production  of  special  nuclear 
material  of  the  Comifilsfilon." 

As  revised  In  conference,  section  44.  as  It 
appeared  in  the  Senate  bUl,  Is  retained  with 
the  following  changes: 

(a)  The  section  heading  Is  broadened  to 
read  "Disposition  of  Energy"  Instead  of  "By- 
product Energy." 

(b)  The  energy  referred  to  In  the  section 
Is  that  energy  which  is  produced  at  produc- 
tion facilities  of  the  Conunlsslon  or  which 
Is  produced  In  experimental  utlUzatlon  fa- 
cilities of  the  Commission.  Under  the  Sen- 
ate bill  the  energy  was  that  produced  In  the 
production  of  special  nuclear  material  at 
production  or  experimental  utilization  fa- 
cilities owned  by  the  United  States.  Under 
the  Senate  bill  the  energy  bad  to  be  a  "by- 
product" occurring  in  the  production  of  spe- 
cial nuclear  material.  Under  the  conference 
substitute,  read  In  conjunction  with  the  re- 
vised section  31  a.  (4),  the  energy  nmy  be 
produced  directly  in  a  facility  designed  by 
the  Commission  to  demonstrate  how  special 
nuclear  material  may  be  utilized  for  com- 
mercial purposes.  It  would  seem  that  this 
change  enlarges  the  pKWslbllltles  of  the  Com- 
mission  for  producing  disposable  energy. 

(c)  The  section  speclflcaUy  provides  that 
where  the  energy  produced  is  electric  energy, 
the  price  wlU  be  subject  to  regulation  by 
the  appnoprlate  agency  having  Jurisdiction. 

(d)  Langiiage  Is  added  which  has  the 
effect  of  prohibiting  the  Commission  from 
engaging  In  the  sale  or  distribution  of 
energy  for  commercial  use,  unless  It  Is  pro- 
duced by  the  Commission  Incident  (1)  to 
the  operation  of  research  and  development 
facilities  of  the  Commission,  or  (3)  to  the 
operation  of  facilities  of  the  Commission 
for  the  production  of  special  nuclear  ma- 
terial. 

(4)  The  conference  action  deletes  In  aee- 
tlon  261  (authorization  for  appropriations) 
the  ijarentheucal  phrase  "(other  than  for 
such  acquisition,  condemnation,  construc- 
tion, or  expansion  as  may  be  undertaken 
under  the  authority  of  section  45a.  of  this 
act)."  Since  the  conference  action  deletes 
section  45,  as  it  appeared  In  the  Senate  bill, 
this  amendment  Is  conformable  to  that 
deletion. 

(5)  The  conference  action  adds  a  new  seo« 
tlon  273  to  the  bill  which  Is  largely  a  re- 
statement of  the  last  sentence  in  section  4Sb. 

The  effect  of  this  amendment  Is  to  further 
clarify  (without  retaining  sec.  45)  the 
changes  discussed  In  (2)  above;  namely,  to 
Indicate  beyond  any  doubt  that  Government 
agencies  which  are  authorized  by  law  to 
engage  In  the  production,  marketing,  or  dis- 
tribution of  electric  energy  are  eligible  for 
conunerclal  licenses  to  construct  and  operate 
facilities  for  the  purjjose  of  producing  elec- 
tric energy  for  public  consumption. 

CONCLTTSION 

The  conference  action  in  deleting  sectloa 
45  makes  It  very  clear  that  the  Commission 
has  no  authority  to  construct  facilities  for 
the  sole  purpose  of  producing  electric  power 
for  sale. 

The  other  action  taken  by  the  conference 
committee,  along  the  lines  previously  Indi- 
cated, clarify  the  following  matters: 

( 1 )  The  Commission  has  the  authority  to 
build  plants  to  demonstrate  the  practical 
value  of  atomic  energy  for  Industrial  or 
commercial  purposes. 

(2)  Government  agencies  are  not  barred 
from  obtaining  Commiasion  llcenaes  und«r 
secUons  103  and  104.  In  tiUs  oonzaection. 
they  may  obtain  a  license  to  enga^*  ^  ^-^ 
production,   marketing,   or  cUstrUyutMB  o( 
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•laotrlo  MMrgy  tUMler  seetton  108.  If  they  are 
atithcfflMd  by  Uw  to  engage  in  such  activity 
and  tbey  can  ccanply  generally  with  the 
requlmnente  for  such  llcenBes. 

(S)  The  CommlMlon  has  the  authority  to 
tmilae  and  dlspoee  of  energy  produced  In 
•  produetkm  or  operlmental  utilisation 
faculty  owned  by  the  Commission.  8uch 
energy  may  be  produced  in  a  facility  de- 
signed by  the  Commission  to  demonstrate 
how  spe^al  nudear  matorlal  may  be  utilized 
for  commercial  purposes.  In  the  disposition 
of  electric  energy  so  produced  the  price  will 
be  subject  to  r^ulatlon  by  the  appropriate 
regulatory  agency.  All  energy  to  be  sold 
or  distributed  by  the  Commission  for  ccnn- 
merdal'  use,  must  be  produced  as  an  Inci- 
dent to  the  operation  of  research  and  de- 
velopment facilities  of  the  Commission,  or  to 
the  operation  of  facilities  of  the  Commission 
for  the  production  of  special  nuclear 
material. 

Respectfully, 

John  M.  Retnolds, 

Assistant  Counsel. 

Attcxtst  7,  1054. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Madam 
President,  I  shall  read  the  conclusion. 
Which  is  not  long,  although  the  other 
parts  of  the  analysis  are  somewhat  ex- 
tended. 

In  dropping  from  the  conference  re- 
port section  45.  which  was  inserted  by 
the  Senate,  the  conferees  made  five  sep- 
arate amendments  in  different  parts  of 
the  bill  He  has  listed  those  five  changes 
which  were  made  in  the  conference 
report 

This  is  the  conclusion  Mr.  Reynolds 
reached: 

The  conference  action  In  deleting  section 
45  makes  It  very  clear  that  the  Commission 
has  no  authority  to  construct  facilities  for 
the  sole  purpose  of  producing  electric  power 
for  sale. 

There  Mr.  Resmolds  is  talking  about 
the  T^nf erence  report,  and  I  know  the 
Senators  have  been  disturbed,  thinking 
that  perhaps  under  section  45.  which  was 
placed  in  the  bill  by  the  Senate,  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  was  author- 
ized to  build  powerplants  at  every  cross- 
roads in  the  country.  It  is  clear  from 
this  language  that  the  conference  report 
does  not  permit  any  such  thing  as  that 
to  happen. 

The  analysis  goes  on: 

The  other  actions  taken  by  the  conference 
committee,  along  the  lines  previously  Indi- 
cated, clarify  the  following  matters : 

( 1 )  The  Commission  has  the  authority  to 
buUd  plants  to  demonstrate  the  practical 
value  of  atomic  energy  for  Industrial  or 
conunerclal  purposes. 

That  is  the  principle  in  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  was  interested.  He 
wanted  to  be  sure  that,  in  this  great  new 
effort  and  in  this  unknown  potential  of 
power  development,  at  some  place  in  this 
bill  provision  would  be  made  to  assure 
that  yardsticks  would  be  possible,  so  that 
if  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  itself 
felt  that  the  private  power  companies 
were  not  doing  full  Justice  to  this  new 
source  of  power,  this  new  kind  of  power 
the  Commission  itself  might  build  yard- 
sticks and  demonstrate  what  could  be 
done  in  the  field.  That  is  the  first  point 
Mr.  Reynolds  found  that  the  conference 
report  now  provides. 

(2)  Government  agencies  are  not  barred 
from  obtaining  Commission  licenses  under 
sections  103  and  104.     in  this  connection 


they  may  obtain. a  license  to  engage  in  the 
production,  marketing,  or  distribution  of 
electric  energy  under' section  103,  if  they  are 
authorized  by  law  to  engage  in  such  activity 
and  they  can  comply  generally  with  the  re- 
quirements for  such  licenses. 

Mr.BYRD.    Would  that  apply  to  Rt A? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That 
would  apply  to  RE  A 

Mr.  BYRD.  And  the  REA  could  gf  t  a 
license  if  authorized  by  law? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes,  If 
they  were  authorized  by  law,  and  had 
the  money.  They  are  building  steam 
plants  now.  and  the  conference  report 
includes  that  part  of  section  45  which 
was  adopted  by  the  Senate  to  make  oer- 
tain  that  the  REA.  if  it  has  the  mnaev. 
and  if  it  has  the  authority,  can  build 
an  atomic  powerplant  just  as  now  they 
can  build  a  steam  plant.  When  the  bill 
came  before  the  Senate,  they  could  hot 
do  that.    However,  they  can  now  do  it. 

Mr.  GORE.  Madam  President,  I  wish 
to  congratulate  the  able  senior  Senator 
from  Colorado  upon  this  accompli£h- 
ment.  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  his 
amendment  has  been  modified,  but  to 
this  specific  effect  the  accomplishmenit  is 
very  real. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  thank 
the  Senator.  The  third  conclusion  of 
the  memorandum  is  as  follows: 

(3)  The  Commission  has  the  authority' to 
utilize  and  dispose  of  energy  produced  ili  a 
production  or  experimental  utilization  fa- 
cility owned  tay  the  Commission.  Such  en- 
ergy may  be  produced  In  a  facility  deslgtied 
by  the  Commission  to  demonstrate  how  spe- 
cial nuclear  material  may  be  utilized  for 
commercial  purposes.  In  the  dlfposillon  of 
electric  energy  so  produced  the  price  will  be 
subject  to  regulation  by  the  approprkite 
regulatory  agency. 

That  provision  includes  the  public 
utilities  commissions  of  the  States  and 
the  Federal  Fow'er  Commission,  or  other 
regulatory  agencies. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNtSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  Jrom  Colorado 
2  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  third 
conclusion  continues: 

All  energy  tc  be  sold  or  distributed  by  the 
Commission  for  commercial  use.  must  be 
produced  as  ar.  Incident  to  the  operation  of 
research  and  (ievelopment  facilities  of  the 
Commission,  or  to  the  operation  of  facilltle.<< 
of  the  Commission  for  the  production  of 
special  nuclear  material. 

That  should  prove  conclusively  tlwt 
the  conference  bill  does  not  make  it  pas- 
sible for  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
to  build  an  atomic  powerplant  at  eveiy 
crossroads  in  the  country. 

In  working  out  these  different  amend- 
ments, section  44  was  completely  rewrit- 
ten. Section  44,  as  Senators  will  recaJl, 
had  for  its  title  and  had  for  its  purpof e 
and  objective  the  byproduct  of  power- 
plants. 

The  purpose  of  section  44  is  changed 
and  the  title  is  now  changed  to  "Dispoai- 
tion  of  Energy ." 

I  should  like  to  read  the  last  sentence 
of  section  44,  because  it  empliasizes  whtt 
I  have  already  said. 

Nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  constru«d 
to  authorize  the  Commission  to  engage  in 


the  sale  or  distribution  of  energy  f<)r  com- 
mercial use  except  such  energy  as  ynay  b* 
produced  by  the  Commission  incident  to  the 
operation  of  research  and  development  fa- 
cilities of  the  Commission,  or  of  production 
facilities  of  the  Commission. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  has 
expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President.  I  desire  to  be  as  generous  as 
my  allotment  will  permit,  but  I  do  not 
have  the  time  to  yield  further  to  the 
S3nator  from  Colorado.  I  could  take 
time  from  some  other  Senator  and  I 
know  most  of  them  would  agree.  Could 
the  Senator  complete  his  statement  in 
an  additional  2  minutes? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  think 
so. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Madam 
President,  a  long  time  ago  I  had  a  very 
wonderful  milk  cow.  one  of  the  best  I 
have  ever  seen  anywhere.  That  milk 
cow  had  the  bad  habit  of  giving  milk 
to  fill  a  gallon  and  a  half  milk  bucket. 
and  just  as  the  person  doing  the  milk- 
inp  was  about  through,  the  cow  would 
kick  the  bucket  o/er. 

That  is  what  the  conference  did  with 
section  44.  We  worked  this  whole  mat- 
ter out  on  an  agreeable  basis,  and  every- 
thing soemed  to  be  all  rioiht.  and  then 
they  wrote  in  the  words  "insofar  as  prac- 
ticable," relating  to  contracting  for  the 
disposal  of  such  energy.  That  is  where 
the  conferees  kicked  the  bucket  of  milk 
over  so  far  as  giving  preference  and 
priority  to  public  bodies  ai:id  cooperatives 
is  concerned. 

As  the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
I  Mr.  Malone]  has  pointed  out.  those 
words  should  not  be  in  the  bill.  I  pleaded 
with  the  committee  of  conferenoe  not 
to  include  them  in  the  conference  re- 
port; I  urged  them  to  leave  out  that 
language.  There  are  plenty  of  safe- 
guards without  such  language. 

The  REAs  throughout  the  country  do 
not  want  Congress  to  establish  that  kind 
of  principle  with  resujct  to  the  prefer- 
ence clause,  where  the  REA's  are  enti- 
tled to  receive  electric  energy  produced 
with  the  finances  of  the  United  States 
Government. 

The  bill  should  be  returned  to  con- 
ference. The  three  words  *  insofar  as 
practicable"  should  be  deleted.  Then 
section  44  would  be  fairly  satisfactory. 
Mr.  HILL.  Madam  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  brief  question'' 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  My  time 
has  expired. 

Mr.    JOHNSON    of    Texas.      Madam 
President,  I  yield  8  minutes  to  the  dis- 
tinguished   Senator    from    Iowa     IMr 
Gillette). 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Madam  President,  I 
wish  to  discuss  the  same  three  words 
whioh  have  been  discussed  by  a  num- 
ber of  my  colleagues  this  afternoon.  I 
desire  to  call  attention  to  the  legislative 
hi.«^tory  of  preference  clauses. 

I  hold  in  real  affection  and  high  re- 
spect my  distinguished  colleague,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Iowa  IMr.  Hicken- 
LooPERi.  but  his  explanation  of  why 
these  three  words  are  in  the  conference 
report  lacks  persuasion.    He  states  that 
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they  have  really  no  effect,  so  far  as 
modifying  the  preference  clause  is  con- 
cerned. They  are  words  which  were  not 
included  in  the  Senate  version  of  the 
bill,  and  they  were  not  included  by  the 
House;  they  were  placed  in  the  report 
by  the  conference  committee.  If  they 
have  no  purpose,  if  they  are  innocuous, 
or  if  they  have  no  meaning,  they  should 
not  have  been  included. 

In  addition,  my  esteemed  colleague 
states  that  they  have  one  purpose  only, 
namely,  to  take  into  consideration  the 
fact  that  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion is  hot  a  merchandising  group,  but 
is  established  for  research  and  develop- 
ment. For  that  reason  he  thought  that 
the  words  were  necessary. 

In  reply  to  my  colleague.  I  may  say 
that  it  does  not  make  any  difference 
for  what  purpose  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  was  established.  When  it 
or  any  other  agency  of  the  Government, 
with  Goverrunent  money,  is  producing 
merchandise  for  sale,  merchandise 
which  belongs  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  such  agency  then  be- 
comes a  merchant,  and  Congress  has  a 
duty  to  prescribe  rules  for  the  sale  of 
the  energy,  which  it  was  attempted  to 
do  in  this  case. 

Furthermore,  If  the  words  have  that 
limited  application,  why  was  the  same 
phraseology  used  in  the  amendment 
which  the  able  Senator  from  Colorado 
IMr.  Johnson]  has  .mst  been  discussing? 
The  same  words  were  added  to  that 
amendment. 

In  this  limited  time,  for  the  purpose 
of  the  Recx>ro,  I  think  it  is  essential  to 
review  as  quickly  as  possible  the  legisla- 
tive history  behind  this  type  of  limita- 
tion on  the  sale  of  governmental  prop- 
erty. 

I  might  say  at  the  outset  that  no- 
where in  all  the  laws  where  preference 
is  a  consideration  do  we  find  any  justi- 
fication, any  precedent,  for  the  action 
taken  by  a  majority  of  the  conference 
members. 

The  first  congres.sional  enactment  of 
any  so-called  preference  clause  came 
in  the  1906  amendment  of  the  Reclama- 
tion Act  of  1902— title  43,  United  States 
Code,  section  522.  The  language  con- 
tained in  setting  forth  the  preference  to 
public  bodies  was  af  follows: 

Lease  of  waterpower :  Whenever  a  develop- 
ment of  power  is  necessary  for  the  Irrigation 
of  lands,  under  any  project  undertaken 
under  the  said  reclamation  law,  or  an  op- 
portunity is  afforded  for  the  development  of 
power  under  any  such  project,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  Is  authorized  to  lease  for  a 
period  not  exceeding  10  years,  giving  prefer- 
ence to  municipal  purpoaes,  any  surplus 
power  or  power  privilege. 

Thus  in  this  basic  act,  ptissed  by  Con- 
gress during  the  Theodore  Roosevelt 
administration,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  was  directed  to  give  preference 
to  "municipal  purpt>ses"  in  the  lease  of 
any  surplus  power  or  power  privilege 
from  projects  created  under  the  act. 

In  succeeding  legiislative  enactments 
this  preference  lanKuage  was  used,  but 
nowhere  in  those  acts  do  we  find  lan- 
guage implying  that  this  was  a  matter 
of   discretion  with  the  administrative 


agency  involved.    In  the  Boulder  Can- 
yon Act  of  1928  the  language  used  states : 

Except  that  preference  to  applicants  for 
the  use  of  water  and  appurtenant  works 
and  privileges  necessary  for  the  generation 
and  distribution  of  hydroelectric  energy,  or 
for  delivery  at  the  switchboard  of  a  hydro- 
electric plant,  shall  be  given,  first,  to  States 
for  the  generation  or  pvirchase  of  electric 
energy  for  use  in  the  State,  and  the  States 
of  Arlaona.  California,  and  Nevada  shall  be 
given  equal  opportunity  as  such  applicants. 

In  the  TVA  Act  of  May  18,  1933— title 
16,  United  States  Code,  section  83 li — the 
language  expressing  the  preference 
clause  states,  "and  in  the  sale  of  such 
current  by  the  Board — TVA  governing 
body — it  shall  give  preference  to  States, 
counties,  municipalities,  and  cooperative 
organizations  of  citizens  or  farmers  not 
organized  or  doing  business  for  profit, 
but  primarily  for  the  purpose  of  sup- 
plying electricity  to  its  own  citizens 
or  members."  We  might  note  here  in 
passing  that  this  is  the  first  recognition 
by  Congress  of  the  rural  cooperative  or- 
ganizations specifically  as  preference 
customers.  But  note  with  particularity 
that  the  language  used  is  mandatory  and 
does  not  in  any  way  authorize  discretion 
in  the  administrative  agency. 

The  next  legislative  recognition  by 
Congress  was  in  the  Bonneville  Dam  Act 
of  1937— title  16,  United  States  Code, 
section  832c — providing  for  the  dis- 
position of  prawer  from  that  hydro- 
electric project  on  the  Columbia  River. 
In  regard  to  preference  the  act  sets  out: 

In  order  to  insure  that  the  facilities  for  the 
generation  of  electric  energy  at  the  Bonne- 
ville project  shall  be  operated  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  general  public,  and  particularly  of 
domestic  and  rural  consumers,  the  adminis- 
trator shall  at  all  times,  in  disposing  of  elec- 
tric energy  generated  at  said  project,  give 
preference  to  public  bodies  and  coop>eratives. 

Agam,  in  the  Port  Peck  Act  of  1938 
(16  U.  S.  C.  833c) ,  the  language  indicates 
no  discretion,  as  it  states: 

In  order  to  Insure  that  the  facilities  for 
the  generation  of  electric  energy  at  the  Port 
Peck  project  shall  be  operated  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  general  public,  and  particularly  of 
domestic  and  rural  consumers,  the  Bureau 
(Bureau  of  Reclamation]  shall  at  all  times, 
in  disposing  of  electric  energy  generated  at 
said  project,  give  preference  and  priority  to 
public  bodies  and  cooperatives. 

The  Reclamation  Project  Act  of  1939 
(43  U.  S.  C.  485  H  (c> )  states: 

Any  sale  of  electric  power  or  lease  of  p>ower 
privileges,  made  by  the  Secretary  |  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior)  in  connection  with  the 
operation  of  any  project  or  division  of  a 
project  shall  be  for  such  periods,  not  to  ex- 
ceed 40  years  and  at  such  rates  as  in  his 
judgment  will  produce  power  revenues  at 
least  sufficient  to  cover  an  appropriate  share 
of  the  annual  operation  and  maintenance 
costs.  Interest  on  an  appropriate  share  of  the 
construction  Investment  and  not  less  than 
3  percent  per  annum,  and  such  other  fixed 
charges  as  the  Secretary  deems  proper:  Pro- 
vided further.  That  in  said  sales  or  leases 
preference  shall  be  given  to  municipalities 
and  other  public  corporations  or  agencies; 
and  also  to  cooperatives  and  other  nonprofit 
organizations  financed  In  whole  or  in  part 
by  loans  made  pursuant  to  sections  901- 
914  of  title  7. 

The  language  in  the  Reclamation 
Project  Act  of  1939  goes  far  to  show  that 
the  intention  of  Congress  is  not  to  allow 


any  discretion  on  the  part  of  the  eulmin- 
istrative  agency  when  it  comes  to  ad- 
ministering preference.  This  is  borne 
out  by  the  fact  that  in  the  Reclamation 
Project  Act  the  Secretary  is  given  dis- 
cretion in  fixing  the  rates  for  such 
power.  It  will  be  noted  that  the  phrase 
is  found  in  the  early  part  of  the  section 
stating:  "and  at  such  rates  as  in  his 
judgment  will  produce  power  revenues 
at  least  sufficient  to  cover  an  appropri- 
ate share  of  the  annual  operation  and 
maintenance  costs,"  and  so  forth.  This 
made  the  rates  a  matter  of  discretion 
to  be  set  in  accordance  with  the  Secre- 
tary's judgment.  But  it  is  also  clear 
that  no  such  discretion  is  voiced  con- 
cemmg  preference  because  the  prefer- 
ence phrase  is  set  off  entirely  from  that 
part  concerning  the  use  of  judgment  on 
rates  by  the  words  "Prot;idcd  further," 
and  then  setting  out  that  preference 
shall  be  given. 

We  now  come  to  the  Flood  Control  Act 
of  1944.  It  is  in  section  5  of  the  Flood 
Control  Act  of  1944  (16  U.  S.  C.  825s) 
that  the  preference  clause  is  found.  It 
states : 

Electric  power  and  energy  generated  at  res- 
ervoir projects  under  the  control  of  the  De- 
partment of  the  Army  and  In  the  opinion  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  not  required  In 
the  operation  of  such  projects  shall  be  de- 
livered to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who 
shall  transmit  and  dispose  of  such  power 
and  energy  in  such  manner  as  to  encourage 
the  most  widespread  use  thereof  at  the  lowest 
possible  rates  to  consumers  consistent  with 
sound  business  principles.  The  rate  sched- 
ules to  become  effective  upon  confirmation 
and  approval  by  the  Federal  Power  Commis- 
sion. •  •  •  Preference  in  the  sale  of  such 
power  and  energy  shall  be  given  to  public 
bodies  and  cooperatives. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorised, 
from  funds  to  be  appropriated  by  the  Con- 
gress, to  construct  or  acquire,  by  purchase  or 
other  agreement,  only  such  transmission  lines 
and  related  facilities  as  may  be  necessary  In 
order  to  make  the  power  and  energy  gener- 
ated at  such  projects  available  in  wholesale 
quantities  on  fair  and  reasonable  terms  and 
conditions  to  facilities  owned  by  the  Federal 
Government,  public  bodies,  cooperatives, 
and  privately  owned  companies.  All  moneys 
received  from  such  sales  shall  be  d^oslted 
in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  as  mis- 
cellaneous receipts. 

The  pertinent  part  of  section  5  spe- 
cifically provides : 

Preference  In  the  sale  of  such  poWer  and 
energy  shall  be  given  to  public  bodies  and 
cooperatives. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Iowa  has  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  2  ad- 
ditional minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Iowa. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Madam  President, 
although  I  hesitate  to  labor  the  point.  I 
feel  it  is  so  Vital  m  the  consideration 
of  the  conference  committee  reports  be- 
fore the  Senate  that  again  I  must  em- 
phasize this,  that  nowhere  in  the  legis- 
lative history  of  the  preference  clause 
is  any  language  to  be  found  to  justify  an 
interpretation  that  granting  preference 
is  a  matter  of  discretion  with  the  ad- 
ministrative agency  involved. 

Prom  a  study  of  the  legislative  history 
of  the  preference  clause,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  Congress  meant  and  intended 
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that  pnbUc  bocUes  and  cooperatives.  In 
bemg  ghrm  •  prefcroioe  for  tbe  sale  of 
po««r,  were  to  bave  a  special  advantace 
or  prior  eholee  In  acquiring  that  power. 
True,  tills  does  not  necessarily  mean 
that  the  Department  of  the  Interior  or 
the  administrative  agency  aellbiK  the 
poiirer  would  be  reqidred  to  construct 
tranmnlsrion  facilities  in  order  to  allow 
the  pubUe  bodies  or  munic^wlittes  to 
ezerdse  the  preferenee  granted  to  them 
by  Congress,  but  it  must  siuely  mean 
tliat  if  a  private  company  and  a  oo(H)era- 
tive  each  offers  to  purchase  the  power 
from  the  agency  diq^osing  of  that  power 
at  the  dam  site  or  at  the  place  where 
it  is  generated,  on  the  same  ot  substan- 
tially the  same  terms,  the  power  must 
be  sold  to  the  cooperative  or  public  mu- 
nidpalitar  in  order  to  comply  with  the 
law.    Furthermore,  it  is  dear  that  the 
Congress  In  writing  the  preference  laws 
did  not  intend  for  the  Secretary  of  the 
Intolor  to  have  to  exercise  discretion  In 
the  sale  of  the  power.    In  every  instance 
the  language  is  mandatory.    The  lan- 
guage is  always  couched  in  terms  of 
prefM«nce:  "shall  be  given,"  or  words 
to  that  effect    Thus,  we  are  inescapably 
driven  to  the  conclusion  that  Congress, 
when  it  expressed  the  term  "shall  be 
given"  in  relation  to  preference,  was 
speaking  with  authority  and  imposing  a 
c(Mnpulsion  on  the  distributing  agency. 
In  short.  Congress  said  "preference  must 
be  given"  and  the  choice  in  the  matter 
had  been  decided  by  Congress  as  a  ques- 
tion of  substantive  law  rather  ttian  a 
question  for  administrative  determina- 
tion by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  or 
the  administrative  agency  selling  the 
power. 

As  the  atomic-energy  bill  was  orig- 
inally reported  to  the  Senate  fttun  the 
committee  there  was  no  provision  for 
preference.  This  was  a  complete  depar- 
ture from  a  Federal  power  policy  that 
had  provided  for  preference  in  disposing 
of  any  Federal-generated  power.  In  the 
days  of  debate  in  this  body  two  amend- 
ments were  adopted  dealing  directly  with 
the  sale  and  disposition  of  electrical 
energy.  One  was  the  Johnson  amend- 
ment, introduced  by  the  Senator  from 
Colorado.  His  amendment  not  only  pro- 
vided that  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
siOTi  shall  have  the  authority  to  generate 
such  power,  but  also  that  if  it  did  so  it 
would  be  sold  in  accordance  with  the 
traditional  preference  clause.  The  lan- 
guage used  was  that  of  the  Flood  Control 
Act  of  1944.  for  the  amendment  specifi- 
cally spelled  that  point  out  clearly  by 
stating: 

Electric  power  not  used  in  tttit  Commis- 
sion's own  operations  shall  be  delivered  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who  shaU 
transmit  and  dispose  of  such  power  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  proTlBlons  of  seetlon  5  of 
the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944. 

There  was  also  the  additional  provl- 
sion  that  In  high-cost  power  areas  not 
being  served  by  public  bodies  or  coopera- 
tives the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall 
give  the  same  degree  of  preference  to 
any  other  purchaser  who  serves  such 
areas. 

And  what  Is  the  language  of  that  act? 
It  states  very  clearly: 

Preference  in  the  sale  of  such  power  and 
energy  shall  be  given  to  public  bodies  and 
cooperatives. 


The  other  amendment  dealing  wUh 
this  matter  of  preference  was  introduced 
by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Iowa  wUh 
the  oosponsorahlp  of  a  dos»n  Senators, 
to  amend  section  44  of  the  bill,  entitled 
"^rp^pduct  Energy."  Here  again,  the 
language  of  ttie  amendment  wM 
couched  in  the  traditional  phraseology 
of  prior  enactments  for  it  stated: 

The  CommlsBlon  shaU  at  all  times,  in 
disposing  of  such  energy,  give  preference 
and  priority  to  public  bodies  and  coopem- 
tlres.  \ 

As  a  result  of  those  two  amendments, 
Madam  President,  the  Senate  of  tbe 
United  States  realfirmed  a  policy  of  pref- 
erence in  clear,  unambiguous  terms.  Al- 
though there  liave  been  no  court  deci- 
sions construing  the  language  of  the  var- 
ious preference  clauses  which  I  have  out- 
lined, there  can  be  little  question  thst 
the  preference  clause  is  mandatory.  It 
is  not  a  matter  of  discretion  with  the 
administrative  agency  concerned. 

Consider  now  the  language  found  in 
the  conference  report.  Notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  both  Houses  went  to  coa- 
ference  with  no  such  language  in  any  cf 
the  preference  amendments,  we  now  find 
a  new  wording,  a  most  inconspicuous 
little  phrase  inserted  in  the  preference 
clause.  We  find  these  words  to  be:  "in- 
sofar as  practicable." 

There  was  no  outright  attempt  to  elim- 
inate preference  but,  rather,  the  attempt 
was  to  put  the  issue  in  doubt;  to  change 
the  language  of  the  amendment  frcMn  a 
clear  statement  of  the  intent  of  Con- 
gress as  expressed  in  prior  acts  to  lan- 
guage that  at  best  would  be  ambiguous. 
uncertain  in  meaning,  and  subject  to 
endless  court  interpretations;  and,  at 
worst,  this  seemingly  innocent  little 
phrase  "insofar  as  practicable"  means 
the  death  knell  for  the  preference  clause 
as  Congress  has  written  it  heretofore. 

The  term  "insofar  as  practicable," 
means  simply  this:  Whether  or  not  pref- 
erence shall  be  given  will  remain  a  mat- 
ter of  discretion  with  the  administering 
agency.  This  is  the  very  opposite  of  the 
policy  of  this  body  so  clearly  evidenced  in 
the  legislative  history  of  the  preferenoe 
language  used  in  the  past.  It  has  been 
a  mandatory  preference  which  Congress 
has  repeatedly  expressed— not  a  matter 
of  discretion  with  the  administering 
agency. 

And  what  recourse  would  be  open  to 
preference  customers  if  the  administer- 
ing agency  ruled  that,  in  its  judgment, 
such  preference  was  impracticable?  Ik 
is  a  well-settled  principle  of  law  that  the 
courts  will  not  overturn  a  decision  of  an 
administrative  agency  if  that  agency  is 
authorized  to  use  its  own  judgment  in 
the  matter.  In  some  instances,  if  that 
judgment  is  puiely  unreasonable,  arbi- 
trary, and  capricious,  the  courts  have 
overturned  that  discretion  but  the  bur- 
den  of  proof  required  in  such  cases  is 
overwhelming. 

Reduced  to  its  simplest  terms.  Madam 
President,  we  can  come  to  only  one  con« 
elusion.  We  must  conclude  that  the 
proponents  of  these  three  little  words— 
"insofar  as  practicable"— wished  to  lit- 
erally abolish  the  preference  clause  or 
were  willing  to  transform  years  of  leg- 
islative history  of  preference  security  to 
one  of  ambiguity.    We  must  come  to  the 


conclusion  that  in  a  controversy  stich  as 
now  exists  in.  regard  to  the  disposition 
of  the  power  from  Clark  Hill  DsBn  in 
Georgia  that  the  inclusion  of  these  irords 
"insofar  as  practicable"  would  mean  no 
preference  because  the  Secretary  of  In- 
terior could  simply  decide  it  to  ba  the 
practicable  thing  to  do  to  sell  the  0ower 
to  the  private  power  company  havlhg  its 
transmission  lines  at  the  site.  This 
means  the  defeat  of  the  whole  pulisose 
of  preference,  which  has  meant  that 
these  public  bodies  and  rural  coopera- 
tives would  have  the  iron-clad  right,  the 
first  availability,  in  getting  such  power. 
If  it  does  not  mean  that.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, then  this  body  has  been  laboring 
under  a  false  premise  for  these  many 
years  while  these  power  laws  were  being 
passed. 

For  this  reason.  Madam  President,  it 
is  the  judgment  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Iowa  that  the  bill  should  be  re- 
turned to  conference  with  specifle  in- 
structions that  the  words  "insofar  as 
practicable"  should  be  stricken  out  of 
the  preference  clause  wherever  they  are 
found  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  me 
half  a  minute? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  half 
a  minute  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  prepared  a 
statement  on  the  conference  report,  and 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  state- 
ment be  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objectiori.  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senatok  HuMPnart 
I  want  to  vote  In  favor  of  an  atomic  energy 
bill  that  will  permit  the  private  companies. 
the  REA's,  and  the  public  bodies  to  4njoy 
the  peacetime  benefits  of  atomic  energf  and 
electrical  power  generated  from  aDomle 
energy.  The  conference  report  Is  unsatlafac- 
tory  in  at  least  three  respects.  Flnit,  It 
emasculates  the  preference  clause.  Setond. 
it  Is  inadequate  In  the  patent  provisions  and 
the  antitrust  regulations.  If  this  confeirence 
report  Ls  rejected  and  then  goes  back  to  con- 
ference where  the  Senate  amendments  can 
be  agreed  to,  we  can  and  wUl  vote  fo*  the 
bill.  I  shall  cast  my  vote  for  the  atqmlc- 
energy  bill  designed  along  the  lines  oi  the 
bill  as  approved  '  y  the  Setuite. 

I  now  want  to  aditress  myself  to  those  parts 
of  the  conference  reiwrt  which  deal  With 
preference  for  public  bodies  and  coo^ra- 
tlves— and  If  I  were  t<;  ^Ive  a  title  to  What 
I  have  to  say,  I  think  I  wouIJ  call  It  A  Lesson 
In  Duplicity,  or  What  Is  Pract  cable? 

Section  44  of  the  act  provide*,  for  the  sale 
of  byproduct  energy  and  In  Its  original  form 
the  section  was  entitled  "Byproduct  Enefgy." 
Ab  It  comes  to  us  from  conference,  however, 
the  section  is  entitled  "Disposition  of  Sner- 
gy."  Now.  titles  are  not  always  of  great  im- 
portance. But  this  change  In  title  U  very 
slgnlflcant — because  it  highlights  and  sym- 
bolizes the  true  character  of  the  conference 
report.  It  Is  a  perfect  example  of  the  slolght 
of  hand  that  characterizes  the  entire  re|>ort. 
After  all.  just  what  does  section  44  deal 
with?  It  deals  only  with  byproduct  energy. 
It  was  cortectiy  labeled  when  It  was  last  be- 
fore us.  But  now — now  It  Is  caUed  OKpo- 
sitlon  of  Energy.  And  the  reason  Is  clear. 
The  sponsors  of  this  change  In  the  title  of 
section  44  know  that  only  a  few  will  read  the 
act  carefully  and  completely.  Many  will 
read  It.  but  they  will  read  quickly— and  they 
will  fall  Into  the  trap.  For  in  a  quick  read- 
ing of  a  section  with  such  a  title,  and  With 
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the  misleading  languai^e  In  the  body  of  the 
Eectlon  that  I  will  discuss  more  In  detail, 
they  may  be  fooled  into  thinking  that  the 
section  carries  out  the  traditional  electric 
power  policies  of  the  Government — namely, 
to  develop  the  natural  power  resources  of  the 
Nation  for  the  benefit  of  the  people. 

And  for  the  great  mt  Jorlty  of  the  people — 
who  will  not  read  the  act  at  all — just  imag- 
ine how  easy  it  will  be  t,o  fool  them  with  this 
false  new  title  and  wltti  the  misleading  lan- 
guage in  the  body  of  the  section.  All  the 
proponents  of  this  fake  provision  need  do  Is 
to  read  the  title  slowly,  and  the  preference 
language  slowly,  and  they  can  fool  any 
audience. 

That  change  In  tltl.;  Is  the  tlpoff.  Now 
let  us  see  where  It  let  ds  to.  As  passed  by 
the  Senate,  section  44  provides  that  the 
Atomic  Energy  Comn.lsslon  "shall  at  all 
times.  In  disposing  of  such  energy,  give  pref- 
erence and  priority  to  jubllc  bodies  and  co- 
operatives." Now  thLi  provision  Is  abso- 
lutely clear.  It  requires  no  special  Interpre- 
tation. It  is  not  subject  to  the  whims  of  the 
particular  persons  who  may  be  charged  with 
the  duty  of  disposing  o:  byproduct  energy  at 
any  particular  time.  It  follows  the  pattern 
that  has  been  consistently  used  by  the  Con- 
gress In  all  power  legislation  containing  pref- 
erence language. 

But  what  has  the  conference  report  done 
with  this?  It  has  Inseited  the  magic  words 
"insofar  as  practicable.'  The  conference  re- 
port substitutes  for  the  Senate  language  the 
following:  "In  contracting  for  the  disposal 
of  such  energy,  the  Conr  mission  shall  Insofar 
as  practicable  give  preference  and  priority  to 
public  bodies  and  cooperatives  •    •    •." 

Insofar  as  practicable.  Can  anyone  tell 
me  what  that  means?  Can  you  find  any  two 
people  anywhere  who.  under  a  given  set  of 
facts,  will  give  you  the  same  interpretation? 
Is  It  practicable  to  spend  tl  for  lunch  or  %2 
for  lunch?  Is  It  practicable  to  buy  one  kind 
of  an  automobile  rather  than  another  kind, 
or  perhaps  none  at  all?  Is  It  practicable  to 
eat  2  meals  a  day  Instead  of  3?  I  could  go 
on  and  on  this  way.  Almost  anything  we 
do  In  life  could  be  subjected  to  the  same 
question,  and  you  would  get  the  same  re- 
sult— every  person  wouM  give  you  a  different 
answer. 
I  Let  us  Just  take  the  dictionary  meaning  of 
'  the  word.  One  dictionary  defines  practi- 
cable In  the  following  ways:  (1)  Capable  of 
being  done  or  used;  (2)  useful:  (3)  feasible; 
(4)  usable:  (5)  possible.  I  should  Uke  the 
proponents  of  the  conference  language  to 
tell  nie  which  one  of  -.hese  meanings  they 
think  applies.  Certain  y,  something  can  be 
possible  and  yet  not  be  useful.  It  can  be 
capable  of  being  done  or  used  and  yet  not 
be  feasible.  It  can  be  usable,  but  not  nec- 
essarily useful.  What  does  this  language 
mean  as  set  forth  In  section  44  of  the  con- 
ference report?  What  la  the  test  to  be? 
Is  It  to  be  feasibility?  Is  It  to  usefulness? 
Is  It  to  be  capability  of  being  done?  I  dont 
know  what  It  means  here,  and  I  defy  anyone 
to  show  me  clearly  and  simply  what  It  does 
mean. 

What  the  conferenct  report  does  to  the 
language  that  we  adopted  in  the  Senate  is 
to  destroy  It.  This  is  not  legislation,  this 
Is  emasculation.  This  is  not  clarification, 
this  Is  befuddlement.  The  conference  re- 
port has  taken  perfectly  clear,  simple  lan- 
guage— language  that  has  had  a  long  history 
of  legislative  use  and  administrative  ap- 
plication— and  has  sunounded  it  with  a  fog 
that  no  human  understanding  can  pene- 
trate. It  would  have  l)een  far  more  honest 
to  have  deleted  the  e:itlre  preference  pro- 
vision. 

Personally,  I  have  never  been  able  to 
understand  why  the  pcwer  lobby  has  fought 
Bo  long  and  so  bitterly — and  has  spent  so 
much  of  Its  customers  money — fighting  the 
so-called  preference  provisions  of  the  power 
marketing  statutes.  Despite  the  fact  that 
the  Congress  has  conslittently  Included  pref- 


erence provisions  In  the  power  marketing 
statutes,  the  rural  electric  systems  of  the 
country  still  get  less  than  6  percent  of  the 
power  sold  by  the  Federal  Government.  The 
public  bodies  get  more.  They  get  26  per- 
cent, but  the  bulk  of  it  still  goes  to  the 
private  power  companies.  And  during  the 
years  that  these  preference  provisions  have 
been  in  effect,  the  private  power  companies 
have  prospered  and  prospered.  I  am  afraid 
there  is  only  one  explanation  for  this  bitter 
and  expensive  fight  which  the  power  com- 
panies have  been  waging  against  the  prefer- 
ence provisions,  and  that  explanation  Is  that 
It  is  in  the  nature  of  a  monopoly  to  try  to 
swallow  up  everything. 

We  miist  always  remember  that  the  power 
utilities  are  monopolies,  protected  monopo- 
lies. They  have  their  territories  and  no  one 
else  can  serve  In  those  territories.  If  you 
want  electricity,  you  must  buy  It  from  the 
power  company  serving  your  area.  And  the 
power  companies  are  guaranteed  rates  which 
return  them  a  handsome  profit — after  all 
taxes  have  been  paid.  Thus,  they  are  not 
only  monopolies,  but  they  are  protected  in 
their  monopolistic  activities. 

To  emphasize  Just  what  this  means,  com- 
pare these  power  company  monopolies  with 
any  ordinary  business  tyjie  of  monopoly. 
Before  ovir  antitrust  laws  were  enacted,  it 
was  possible  for  a  business  organization  or  a 
syndicate  of  some  kind  to  get  a  monopoly  on 
some  product.  But  despite  that,  they  were 
always  subject  to  the  danger  that  some  other 
group  would  develop  a  substitute  product 
and  crack  their  monopoly  by  use  of  the  sub- 
stitute. But  the  power  companies  are  pro- 
tected even  from  that.  There  is  no  substi- 
tute for  electricity  In  the  modern  day  world. 
And  It  doesn't  matter  how  the  science  of  pro- 
ducing electricity  changes,  the  protected  mo- 
nopoly ctdled  a  power  company  cannot  be 
disturbed.  They,  and  they  alone,  can  serve 
In  their  respective  areas. 

In  this  connection,  It  is  Interesting  to  note 
that  the  big  battles  which  the  Power  Trust 
has  carried  on  against  the  rural  electric  sys- 
tems has  been  In  connection  with  cooperative 
generation  and  transmission.  It  Is  there  that 
they  fight  most  bitterly.  They  don't  want 
these  systems  to  be  too  independent.  They 
don't  want  them  to  have  their  own  sources 
of  power.  They  want  the  rural  electric  sys- 
tems to  be  totally  dependent  upon  the  pri- 
vate utilities  for  their  power  sources,  because 
they  realize  that  as  long  as  they  control  the 
power  sources,  they  really  control  the  rural 
electric  systems — and  perhaps  at  some  pro- 
pitious time  they  will  t>e  able  to  swallow  up 
the  distribution  systems  as  well.  Sa  they 
fight  bitterly  whenever  the  issue  is  a  source 
of  power  for  the  rural  electrics  and  the  pub- 
lic bodies  which  Is  not  under  the  control  of 
the  Power  Trust. 

That  Is  why  the  words  "insofar  as  practi- 
cable" have  t>een  Inserted  In  section  44  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act.  It  Is  power  trust  lan- 
guage. They  know  that  they  cannot,  yet, 
win  their  fight  against  the  rural  electric  sys- 
tems and  the  public  bodies  by  meeting  the 
issue  directly.  They  know  that  Congress  Is 
not,  at  this  time,  knowingly  going  to  tlirow 
out  the  window  the  50  years  of  successful 
operation  of  the  preference  provisions.  So 
they  try  to  accomplish  their  end  through  the 
back  door.  Tbey  leave  the  preference  lan- 
guage in,  but  they  Insert  3  little  words — 
3  destructive  words,  3  words,  the  meaning 
of  which  no  one  can  be  sure,  3  little  words 
that  can  receive  any  interpretation  that  any- 
one wants  to  give  them.  3  little  words  that 
strike  the  death  knell  for  the  preference 
provision. 

Let  us  Just  try  to  visualize  a  few  of  the 
obvious  situations  that  normally  arise  In 
connection  with  the  sale  of  electric  powo-  by 
the  Government.  Suppose  a  few  miles  away 
from  a  rural  electric  system,  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commlslon  should  have  a  plant  from 
which  It  has  electric  power  to  dispose  of. 
Would  It  be  practicable  for  the  Oonm:Usslon 


to  construct  those  few  miles  of  line  In  order 
to  serve  that  rural  electric  system? 

Suppose  a  power  company  already  had  a 
line  connected  with  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission plant.  Would  It  be  practicable  for 
the  Commission  to  work  out  an  arrangement 
for  the  power  company  to  take  the  Commis- 
sion's power  and  deliver  it  to  a  rural  electric 
cooperative? 

Suppose  a  rural  electric  cooperative  was 
willing  to  build  a  line  to  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  plant  In  order  to  purchase  power 
there,  but  It  needed  time  to  obtain  a  loan 
and  construct  the  line.  Would  it  be  prac- 
ticable for  the  Commission  to  wait?  I  could 
go  on  and  on  like  this. 

There  would  be  no  ncrmal  situation  in 
which  you  could  say  definitely  that  service 
to  a  rural  electric  cooperative  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  would  or  would  not  be 
practicable.  In  every  case.  It  would  be  a 
matter  of  personal  opinion.  It  would  be  no 
different  from  the  varying  taste  which  all  of 
us  have  for  different  flavors.  It  would  be 
like  saying  that  vanilla  Ice  cream  should  be 
eaten  by  certain  people  Insofar  as  practicable. 
But  with  the  other  flavors  available  and  with 
a  group  of  people  who  prefer  those  other 
flavors,  would  It  be  practicable  for  them  to 
eat  the  vanilla  ice  cream? 

So  here,  we  can  be  sure  that  there  will 
almost  always  be  a  number  of  possible  ways 
for  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  to  sell 
or  dispose  of  the  electric  energy.  Faced 
with  all  these  possible  alternatives,  how  can 
we  say  the  Commission  will  ever  find  It 
practicable  to  sell  to  a  rural  electric  cooper- 
ative or  to  a  public  body? 

Let  us  have  some  honesty  in  dealing  with 
this  subject.  Let  us  have  legislation  that 
has  some  meaning.  Let  us  not  pretend  to 
give  preference  rights — as  they  have  always 
l>een  given  and  as  they  should  always  con- 
tinue to  be  given — to  the  rural  electric  coop- 
eratives and  to  the  public  bodies,  when,  in 
fact,  we  are  doing  nothing  of  the  kind.  Let 
us  not  talk  about  preference  and  priority 
to  public  bodies  and  cooperatives  when  what 
we  are  really  saying  is  that  the  Conunlsslon 
should  do  with  electric  power  as  It  wllL 
You  either  give  preference  or  you  don't— 
and  the  Senate  amendment  to  section  44, 
as  emasculated  in  the  conference  report, 
does  not  give  It. 

I  feel  very  strongly  about  this  subject.  I 
feel  strongly  about  it.  In  the  first  place, 
because  I  feel  that  we  should  not  make  fools 
of  ourselves  by  enacting  provisions  which 
have  no  meaning.  Or,  rather,  by  enacting 
provisions  which  have  so  many  different 
meanings  that  they  might  as  well  have  no 
meaning.  I  have  already  pointed  out  to  you 
how  many  different  meanings  the  word 
"practicable"  has.  and  I  will  welcome  being 
informed  Just  which  one  of  the  many  mean- 
ings of  "practicable"  is  Intended  to  be  applied 
to  section  44.  We  should  not  ever  pass  acts 
containing  provisions  capable  of  so  many  dif- 
ferent interpretations.  Just  as  legislators 
with  pride  in  their  work,  Just  as  any  con- 
scientious craftsman,  we  should  never  turn 
out  shoddy  merchandise;  and  this  provision 
as  now  contained  In  the  conference  reptort 
Is  the  shoddiest  kind  of  legislative  merchan- 
dise. 

And  I  am  strongly  opposed  to  this  part  of 
the  conference  report  because  it  Is  Just  not 
honest  treatment.  It  Is  the  worst  kind  of 
hypocrisy  and  duplicity.  In  Its  present  form. 
it  gives  the  outward  appearance  of  dealing 
properly  with  the  preference  Issue,  but  actu- 
ally it  does  nothing  of  the  kind.  It  attempts 
to  fool  the  people  Into  believing  that  there 
is  a  preference  provision,  while  all  the  time, 
through  the  device  of  those  three  weasel 
words,  it  destroys  preference.  I  dont  mind 
au-gulng  any  issue  that  I  believe  In  with  any 
man.  but  for  heaven's  sake  when  we  discuss 
this  Issue,  let  lis  discuss  Just  that  and  not 
try  to  fool  one  another  by  the  use  of  duplic- 
ity. 

And  I  object  strongly  to  the  conference 
report  treatment  of  section  44.  because  it 
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•etoauy  dmtfOfm  pntawatm.  Pttfcrenoe  for 
til*  p«opte.  ia  tlw  nM  <tf  tb*  pwi^e^  n- 
■ouroM,  t>  a  priaotpl*  for  lAildi  Z  Immts 
idtraTs  fovght  MMl  win  alvasrs  oontlaaa  t9 
flght.  VBtUreoentlyttelMttlMoaitbelMiM 
of  pMfwwMe  for  the  pet^le  and  Um  pecqple's 
onpudsatloBs.  tn  ooniMctleB  wltb  electrto 
power,  eoaeemad  the  w«t«r  iweurccs  of  the 
people.  It  mm  hydroelectric  power,  made 
poealMe  through  the  derttopment  at  the 
lUtkmli  watenmjt,  that  we  were  taUdng^ 
about,  mere  we  firmly  eetahUdied.  and 
throogh  the  yeats  maintained,  that  eardiiiial 
prlneAple  of  demoeraey  that  what  the  Got- 
cmment  owns,  the  people  own.  And  when 
the  Ooremment  put  the  people's  great  nat- 
ural reeomcme  the  Natton't  waterway— to 
work  to  produee  eiectrletty,  the  fhrt  use  of 
that  etoetrlcity  waa  offered  to  the  peoplea 
ttemaelTee,  through  the  agendea  which  the 
peoide  created  ao  aa  to  be  able  to  use  that 
publicly-owned  power,  namely,  the  rural 
tieetrle  ayatema,  and  the  public  bodies  of  the 
Nation. 

Today  we  an  on  the  threahold  of  a  new 
jera.  We  are  about  to  enter  into  a  period 
where  the  greateet  natural  reaource  of  the 
people  will  be  atomic  energy.  But  the  mate- 
rial tram  which  thla  tremendoua  energy  will 
be  releaaed  belongs  to  the  people  aa  a  whole 
juat  aa  aurely  aa  do  the  waterways  of  the 
oountary.  So  when  that  material  la  made 
avanable  for  the  production  of  electric 
energy,  the  people  should  have  the  very  same 
nghta  ia  flxat  uaa  of  that  enetgy  that  they 
have  alwaya  bad  In  connection  with  hydro- 
electric energy  produced  by  the  GoTemment. 
There  can  be  no  dlstlnrtlon.  It  U  merely  a 
substltntton  of  uranium  owned  by  the  people 
for  water  owned  by  the  pec^le.  And  whether 
the  OoTeniment  produoea  the  power  throiigh 
the  uae  of  uranium  or  through  the  use  of 
water,  it  la  atill  ualng  the  pec^tle'a  reeouroea 
and  it  must  attll  act  for  the  beet  Intereet 
of  the  people  aa  a  whole  and  not  meitf y  for 
the  aograadlaeaMnt  at  the  Power  Trust. , 

Kvarything  that  I  have  said  with  reqiect 
to  the  eonf  erenee  report  veraton  of  aeetkm  44 
api^ea  to  the  treatment  of  aactloo  isae. 
Becttoa  188  deaU  with  Uoenae  applioationa. 
Aa  tha  Saaate  paaaed  the  bill,  aaction  isao 
provided  that  where  "oonflleting  «ppi4.^tV**^ 
reaultlng  Aran  limited  opportunity  for  auch 
licenaa  ineludea  thoae  submitted  by  public 
or  cooperative  bodice  such  ai^icatiosia  ahall 
be  glvm  preferred  oonsideration." 

But  aa  it  oamea  baiA  to  ua  from  conference. 
It  reade  that  whare  "confllctiaff  appUeatlona 
reaulttB«  flpm  limited  apporUmttj  tor  auch 
Uoraae  include  thoae  anbmitted  by  pubUe  or 
eoopCTatlve  bodiee  auch  applleattona  ahall. 
inaatfar  aa  practtcatole,  be  given  preferred 
consideration.'* 

There  they  are— the  aame  three  little 
worda-v'inaofar  aa  practicable."  And  the 
reault  ia.  of  oourae,  the  aame.  Thoae  ttiree 
worda  oonpletely  nullify  and  deetioy  any 
prtf  erenoe  that  the  reat  of  the  language 
puHMTta  to  give.  The  entire  matter  beoomea 
dlseretlonacy  with  the  Atemic  Energy  oom- 
nilaaionera.  lUelr  peraonal  feellnga,  their 
economie  phlloaophtaa,  their  lifcea  and  dls- 
litae  beeoma  the  detanninlng  factors. 

It  to  preclaely  aa  though  In  a  will  aU  the 
property  of  the  deeeaaed  la  left  to  Mr.  x, 
with  the  proeUtaB  that  We.  X  aboMd  take 
care  of  Mr.  T  -inaofar  aa  practtoaUe."  Un- 
der auch  a  wHl.  1».  T  woold  have  no  ri^ta 
whatsoever.  It  would  be  entirely  up  to  Mr. 
X— and  to  him  alone— to  decide  what,  if 
anythhig.  he  ahould  do  for  Ifr.  T.  He  could 
do  nothtaig  if  he  eo  deahed.  and  M^.  T  could 
not  do  anything  about  it. 

So,  here,  if  we  adopt  the  conference  re- 
port, if  we  allow  theae  worda  to  remain  In 
the  Atomic  Snergy  Act,  the  Cciuuuiaaion  wiU 
be  able  to  deny  any  preference  to  the  co- 
operatlvea  and  pubUe  bodlea.  and  no  one  will 
have  «he  power  to  challenge  them. 

Wfcannot  accept  the  conference  report  on 
the  pgref ecence  provlalons.    We  cannot  accept 
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tt  beeauae  It  ia  such  poor  legislative  l«n- 
guage — ^beeauae  it  to  so  vague — because  it  Will 
be  ao  meanlngleas  in  appUcatlon — and  |>e- 
eauae  in  it*  fhial  reault  it  will  destroy  pre^r- 
eaee  for  tha  people  In  the  use  of  their  aura 
reeourcea. 

We  must  emphatically  reject  the  confer- 
ence report  on  sections  44  and  182c. 

Mr.  JCMSNSON  of  Texas.  MadUm 
President,  I  yield  15^  minutes  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  KERR.  Madam  President,  I  rise 
to  oppose  the  conference  report.  I  do 
so  on  two  procKXSitions. 

The  first  is  that  the  conference  report 
does  violence,  as  has  been  so  ably  set 
forth  and  described  by  the  Senator  f  rt»m 
Colorado  and  the  Senator  from  Iowa,  to 
the  time-honored  preference  to  rural 
electric  cooperatives  and  other  puijlic 
bodies  in  the  purchasing  of  power  pfo- 
duced  by  the  Federal  Government. 

The  second  proposition  is  that  the  com- 
ference  report  does  violence  to  the  \rill 
of  the  Senate,  to  the  will  of  the  Preci- 
dent,  to  the  will  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  and  to  the  will  and  judg- 
ment of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy. 

BCadam  President,  It  has  been  fully 
shown  today  that  when  the  words  "in- 
sofar as  practicable"  are  added  to  the 
giving  of  a^.preference,  there  Is  taken 
away  with  one  hand  that  which  has  been 
given  with  the  other.  Is  it  not  ridicu- 
lous to  say  that  these  worthy  grroups  of 
citizens  shall  have  a  preference  inaoffer 
as  practicable— that  is,  insofar  as  is 
convenient?  Madam  President,  that,  in 
my  Judgment,  can  be  no  more  than 
giving  almost  a  preference — that  is.  al- 
most, but  not  quite.  I  am  reminded  of 
the  words  of  the  ancient  and  beloved 
hymn.  Almost  Persuaded: 

"Almost  persuaded."  harvest  to  past! 
"Almost  persuadea,"   doom  comes   at   la^tl 
"Ahnoet"  cannot  avail; 
"Almoat**  to  but  to  fall! 
"Sad.  aad,  that  bitter  wall— 
"Almost— but  lost  I" 

I  do  not  believe  the  Senate  will  acc^t 
language.  Madam  President,  which 
means  that  we  "almost"  gave  a  prefer- 
ence, but  did  not  quite  do  so. 

I  now  wish  to  talk  about  patents.  I 
wish  to  talk  about  them  because,  in  my 
judgment,  the  position  taken,  so  far  as 
I  Jmow,  by  everybody,  with  one  excep- 
tion, prior  to  the  formulation  of  tWs 
conference  report,  has  been  abandoned. 

I  first  wish  to  thank  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Iowa  for  his  many  cour- 
tesies to  me  in  this  matter,  both  in  the 
discussions  had  on  the  bill  prior  to 
passage,  and  in  his  discussions  today. 
Yet  I  remind  Senators  of  the  fact  that 
he  has  acknowledged  tliat  section  1S2 
of  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate  Is 
gone.  And  section  152  was  the  section 
which  provided  for  compulsory  licensing. 
It  was  the  section  which  would  have  pre- 
vented the  development  of  monopoly. 

With  reference  to  section  152.  it  is 
well  known  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  w^{hted  It.  He  called  for 
it  in  his  messafle  of  February  17  to  Uie 
Congress,  in  which  be  said: 

Vntll  industrial  partlcipaUon  in  the  utm- 
aation  of  atomic  energy  acquires  a  broader 
baae.  conaldaratlona  of  fairness  req'oire  soow 


mechantom  to  assure  that  the  limited  num- 
ber of  companies,  which  as  Oovemme^t  con- 
tractors now  have  access  to  the  pnogram, 
cannot  build  a  patent  monopoly  which 
would  exclude  others  desiring  to  enler  the 
Held.  I  hope  that  participation  to  the 
development  of  atomic  power  will  have 
broadened  sufficiently  in  the  next  S  years 
to  remove  the  need  for  such  provtolonv. 

Mr.   GORE.    Madam  President  will 

the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  GORE.  Will  the  Senator  elabo- 
rate on  that  language  about  the  few 
companies  which  have  access  to  the 
program? 

Mr.  KERR.  Madam  President,  It  is 
so  apparent  that  this  great  program  has 
been  brought  about  first  by  Government 
expenditures  of  vast  sums  of  money, 
and,  second,  through  limited  groups  of 
great,  powerful  corporations,  who  had 
the  facilities,  and  have  developed  them, 
both  in  equipment  and  manpower,  that, 
as  of  this  hour,  they  and  they  alone  ar« 
in  a  position  to  go  forward.  They  and 
they  alone  have  the  know-how  that 
comes  from  vast  research  and  gre^t  ex- 
perience, therefore  they  and  they  alone 
are  in  position  to  reap  great  profit  if 
permitted  to  create  or  develop  monopoly 
in  this  vital  field  of  endeavor.  li  was 
that  which  the  President  had  in  mtn^ 
when  he  said  he  hoped  the  Congress 
would  have  some  mechanism  to  Assure 
that  that  limited  number  of  companies 
who,  as  Government  contractors  atid  at 
Government  expense,  now  have,  and 
have  had.  access  to  the  program,  cannot 
build  a  patent  monopoly.  He  also  said 
he  hoped  that  participation  in  the  de- 
velopment of  atomic  power  will  have 
broadened  sufficiently  in  the  next  5  years 
to  remove  the  need  for  such  provKlons. 
What  provisions?  The  provisions  of 
section  152,  which  were  in  the  bill  which 
the  Senate  passed. 

The  Atomic  Energy  CommissloQ  has 
unanimously  recommended  and  urged 
the  language  contained  in  sectloi>  152 
to  achieve  compulsory  licensing,  |^7ery 
Government  official  with  responsibility, 
prior  to  the  formulation  of  this  confer- 
ence report,  has  set  that  forth  as  a  prime, 
basic  principle  and  requirement.  The 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy 
unanimously,  with  one  exception,  has 
stood  for  the  establishment  and  tha  rec- 
ognition and  the  implementation  of  that 
principle. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa,  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  said  that  it  was  basic, 
that  it  was  a  principle  that  had  heen 
recognized  by  the  President,  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  by  the  ^olnt 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy,  and  by  the 
Senate  itself.  Madam  President  The 
Senate  wanted  it  to  an  even  greater  ex- 
tent and  more  available  extent  than  was 
contained  in  the  language  as  brought 
to  us  in  section  152.  The  Senate  wiQited 
that  provision  broadened. 

I  want  to  say  that  when  the  bill  dame 
to  the  Senate,  section  152  provided  a 
means  for  compulsory  licensing,  b^t  It 
was  a  tortuous  means.  It  was  a  restHct- 
ed  means.  It  was  a  limited  means.  It 
was  limited  to  5  years.  It  was  HinU^ 
by  technical  requirements. 
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I  thank  the  Senator  from  Iowa  and 
the  Senate  for  accepting  an  amendment 
suggested  by  man>  Senators  but,  in  the 
final  analysis.  It  was  put  into  words  by 
the  staff  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  brought  back 
to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  the  language 
which  was  acceptetl  by  the  Senate  under 
the  Kerr  amendment,  and  It  was  lan- 
guage calculated  to  Implement  section 
152  of  the  bill.  It  was  language  calcu- 
lated to  make  a  reality  of  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  President.  It  was  lan- 
guage calculated  to  protect  this  country 
from  the  develo]}ment  of  monopoly, 
which  was  in  the  minds  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy,  and  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  when  we  approved  that  language 
and  made  it  part  of  the  bill.  The  bill 
went  to  conference,  and  I  want  to  say  to 
the  Senate  that  section  152  dlsapp>eared. 
We  talk  about  a  t-ei'formance  of  magic. 
The  hand  was  quicker  than  the  eye,  and 
that  language  and  that  principle  are  no 
longer  contained  :n  the  conference  re- 
port. 

My  good  friend  from  Iowa  says.  "No, 
that  is  not  in  it,  but  section  182  (d)  is." 
I  hope  Senators  wiLl  read  section  182  (d) . 
I  have  read  it.  I  liave  combed  it  with  a 
fine-toothed  comb,  and  I  say  to  the  Sen- 
ate that  I  do  not  know  what  it  is;  but,  as 
the  farmer  said,  "I  know  what  it  ain't." 

I  am  much  like  the  farmer  who  went 
to  the  zoo  and  saw  a  hippopotamus  for 
the  first  time  in  his  life.  He  was  amazed 
and  astounded,  and  was  seeking  infor- 
mation from  the  keeper  of  the  zoo  as  to 
what  that  amazing  phenomenon  was. 
After  some  30  minutes  of  explanation  he 
shook  his  head,  talked  away,  and  said, 
"I  don't  know  what  it  is,  but  I  know  it 
ain't  a  horse." 

I  do  not  know  what  section  182  (d) 
Is,  Madam  President,  but  I  know  it  is  not 
protection  from  monopoly.  It  says  "any 
license  issued  under  section  103." 

Let  Senators  reiid  section  103.  I  chal- 
lenge the  chairman  of  the  committee  or 
any  other  Senator  to  find  the  word  "pat- 
ent" in  that  section. 

Let  Senators  read  section  104  (a)  or 
section  104  (b),  and,  in  connection  with 
those  sections,  section  182  (d).  The  bill 
does  not  say  tha:  he  who  receives  the 
license  "shall  agree."  It  says  that  the 
"Commission  may  require." 

It  is  stated  that  a  license  received  un- 
der section  103  shiiU  have  certain  limita- 
tions. But  section  103  does  not  relate  to 
patents.  It  is  not  meant  to  include 
patents. 

Sections  103  and  104  (b)  were  both  in 
the  bill  when  It  Ciime  to  the  Senate,  but 
the  cross-licensing  of  patents  was  also 
there  in  section  152. 

Mr.  HICKENLCiOPER.  Madam  Pres- 
ident, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KKRR.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  my 
good  friend  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  Invite  the 
Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  any- 
thing which  is  contained  in  an  applica- 
tion for  a  license  under  this  bill,  or  any 
statements  or  agreements  or  commit- 
ments contained  in  such  application  for 
a  license,  inhere  in  and  become  a  part  of 
the  license  when  It  is  issued. 


Mr.  KERR.  But  that  \&  only  with  ref- 
erence to  a  license  under  section  103  or 
section  104  (b) ,  which  do  not  refer  to  a 
patent. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, I  do  not  wish  to  trespass  on  the 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  but 
if  there  is  an  agreement  in  the  license 
with  regard  to  cross-licensing  patents, 
that  inheres  in  the  license  and  becomes 
an  integral  part  of  the  license. 

Mr.  KERR.  Madam  President,  I  love 
the  Senator  from  Iowa.  He  is  a  great 
man.  He  is  a  good  man.  He  is  an  hon- 
orable man.  But  he  is  mistaken,  be- 
cause section  182  (d)  refers  only  to  li- 
censes under  section  103;  and  the  word 
"patent"  cannot  be  found  in  section  103. 

Madam  President,  no  Senator  has  a 
higher  respect  for  private  enterprise  than 
has  the  senior  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 
No  Senator  would  do  more,  within  the 
limitations  and  opportunities  of  his  re- 
sponsibility, than  I  would  to  protect  pri- 
vate enterprise.  But  we  do  not  protect 
private  enterprise  by  creating  monopoly. 
We  do  not  foster  an  environment  in 
which  private  enterprise  can  develop  and 
expand  by  creating  not  only  the  oppor- 
tunity for  a  monopoly,  but  also  a  condi- 
tion from  which  only  monopoly  can 
emerge. 

Madam  President,  more  than  100  years 
ago  this  Government  began  to  enact  an- 
titrust laws  for  the  prevention  of  monop- 
oly in  limited  fields.  We  could  only  con- 
template fields  which  we  could  visualize. 
But  who  visualized  the  field  of  atomic 
energy? 

When  steam  came  along,  suppose 
somebody  had  sought  the  opportunity 
to  obtain  a  monopoly  on  its  use.  Sup- 
pose, when  electricity  came  along,  some- 
body had  sought  the  opportunity  to  se- 
cure a  patent  and  a  monopoly  on  its  use. 
Madam  President,  people  would  have 
risen  up  in  every  section  of  our  great 
country  to  demand  the  prevention  of 
such  an  occurrence.  Yet  such  an  op- 
portimity  is  in  this  conference  report 
with  reference  to  atomic  energy.  There 
is  no  comparison  between  atomic  energy 
and  steam  or  electricity. 

Under  the  proposed  legislation,  if 
someone  should  receive  a  patent  for  the 
cure  of  cancer,  it  would  be  his  property, 
although  It  might  have  been  formulated 
from  knowledge  gained  as  the  result  of 
a  (12-biUion  expenditure  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

I  have  watched  the  northern  lights, 
or  the  aurora  borealis,  the  most  amazing 
natural  phenomenon  I  have  ever  seen, 
compared  to  which  all  other  things  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  has  ever  wit- 
nessed pale  into  insignificance.  The  same 
is  true  as  we  contemplate  the  future 
of  atomic  energy.  We  cannot  see  into 
the  future.  No  man  has  yet  discovered 
the  source  of  the  aurora  borealis.  No. 
man  has  ever  explained  that  mystery. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  t^  Senator  from  Oklahoma  has 
expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President,  I  3neld  the  Senator  2  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  aurora  borealis  is 
the  most  amazing  phenomenon  of  nature 
man  has  yet  witnessed.  Yet  as  all  other 
sights  are  pale  as  compared  to  it.  so  is 


it  a  minor  event  compared  to  the  power 
and  glory  and  future  possibilities  of 
atomic  power.  Behold  what  God  haUi 
permitted  and  what  man  has  wrought 
in  unlocking  the  magic  door  and  solving 
of  the  mystery  of  atomic  energy.  Yet 
this  has  been  done  by  the  expenditure 
of  $12  billion  of  Government  money. 
This  was  the  people's  money  and  their 
interest  in  the  results  must  be  our  pri- 
mary interest.  Shall  we  now  take  action 
which  will  permit  a  limited  few,  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  warning  of  the  President 
and  in  opposition  to  eversrthing  we  know. 
to  gain  a  monopoly  in  this  great  field? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  KERR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Does  not  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator,  which  was 
stricken  out  in  conference,  follow  almost 
exactly  the  recommendation  of  the  Pres- 
ident in  his  message  to  the  Congress, 
which  is  printed  on  page  12  of  part  1 
of  the  hearings? 

Mr.  KERR.  Indeed  it  does  and  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  has  made  refer- 
ence to  that  Presidential  action. 

The  action  of  the  Senate  followed  the 
lajq:guage  of  the  President.  It  followed 
the  recommendation  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission.  It  followed  the 
recommendation  of  the  joint  committee. 
It  followed  the  will  of  a  majority  of  the 
Senate. 

Senators  should  not  now  be  intimi- 
dated by  someone  who  says,  "If  the  Sen- 
ate does  not  accept  the  conference  re- 
port it  will  deny  the  President  the  legis- 
lation which  he  wants." 

I  say  to  him,  "Will  the  Senate  deny  the 
President  the  legislation  he  wants  and 
the  provision  he  wants  for  the  prevention 
of  monopoly  merely  as  a  tribute  to  the 
stubbornness  of  one  man?" 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  Senate  will 
participate  in  any  suoh  unconditional 
surrender  to  the  stubbornness  of  one 
man  or  the  will  of  those  whose  purpose 
must  be  to  permit  the  opportunity  for 
the  development  of  complete  monopoly 
in  the  peacetime  use  of  atomic  energy. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  has 
expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  Pastori],  a  member  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Madam  President. 
merely  for  the  purposes  of  emphasizing 
the  amount  of  work  devoted  to  this  pro- 
posed legislation.  I  remind  Members  of 
the  Senate  that  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy  devoted  14  months  to  a 
study  of  this  measure.  In  that  period  we 
held  91  meetings,  both  executive  and 
public.  We  listened  to  more  than  200 
witnesses. 

I  am  amazed  at  this  jimcture  to  hear  a 
rumor,  which  it  now  quite  prevalent  on 
the  fioor  of  the  Senate,  and  which  has 
been  prevalent  for  several  days  throiigh- 
out  the  corridors  of  the  Capitol,  that 
unless  we  agree  to  the  conference  report 
we  stand  a  chance  of  losing  for  all  time. 
and  particularly  for  this  session,  all  the 
work,  all  the  study,  and  all  the  considera- 
tion which  went  into  the  preparataon  of 
this  proposed  l^islation. 
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Madam  President,  I  am  one  of  those 
who  do  not  bellere  that  rumor.  But  if 
there  is  any  substance  to  the  rumor,  the 
responsitaUity  for  such  a  result  will  fall 
upon  the  shoulders  of  the  6  Republicans 
who  constitute  the  majority  of  the  con- 
ference committee. 

Bfadam  President,  we  are  not  very  far 
apart  when  we  speak  In  terms  of  com- 
promise and  when  we  speak  in  terms  of 
time  that  will  have  to  be  devoted  to  this 
problem  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  reasonable 
and  equitable  bill. 

It  has  been  said  many  times  on  the 
Senate  floor — and  I  think  it  worthy  of 
repetition— that  the  taxpayers  of  the 
United  States  have  spent  more  than  $12 
billion  for  fundamental  research  in  the 
field  of  atoBQlc  energy.  There  are 
many— and  I  am  included  within  that 
group — ^who  feel  that  the  time  has  come 
for  private  industry  to  play  its  part  in 
this  program.  I  am  one  of  those  who 
feel  that  the  door  should  now  be  opened 
for  all  to  come  in.  with  a  high  degree  of 
liberality,  and  make  their  contribution 
to  the  goal  that  we  are  trying  to  achieve 
through  this  act. 

What  are  we  saying.  Madam  Presi- 
dent? We  are  saying  to  everyone  in  the 
United  States  of  America  who  is  en- 
gaged in  free  enterprise,  "You  can  now 
take  advantage  of  the  $12  billion  ex- 
penditure. There  will  be  no  restraints 
upon  you.  True  enough,  you  will  invest 
your  own  money,  but  all  we  are  asking 
you  to  do  is  to  adopt  the  same  philoso- 
phy that  brought  this  act  into  being." 
The  United  States  is  opening  the  door  to 
all  to  come  in.  but  by  this  very  act  we 
propose  to  allow,  the  first  few  who  come 
in  to  close  the  door  to  everyone  else. 

If  that  does  not  shock  every  sense  of 
reason,  if  that  does  not  destroy  the 
philosophy  of  the  act.  If  it  does  not 
emasculate  the  very  motives  which 
brought  this  act  into  being,  someone  will 
have  to  answer  the  question  for  me. 

It  has  been  argued  that  section  182 
does  not  constitute  a  monopoly.  All  we 
have  to  do  ts  to  read  it.  It  has  been 
brought  out  very  clearly  today  that  be- 
fore anyone  can  participate  in  this  pro- 
gram he  must  apply  xmder  section  104b, 
which  means  that  he  will  have  to  apply 
for  a  license  in  order  to  benefit  from 
the  research  element  of  the  program. 
Section  104  provides  that  once  the  prac- 
ticability of  the  research  has  been  estab- 
lished, an  applicant  may  apply  for  a 
commercial  license  under  section  103. 

When  the  applicant  comes  in  under 
section  104b,  in  the  first  instance,  it  is 
discretionary  with  the  Commission  as  to 
whether  or  not  it  will  require  the 
licensee  or  the  ai^licant  for  a  license 
to  agree  to  cross-licensing,  i  suppose 
the  reason  for  the  discretion  in  that  part 
of  the  section  is  that  now  we  are  en- 
gaged in  a  research  program,  and  every- 
one feels  that  those  who  come  in  must 
Invest  large  svuns  of  money  for  a  very 
small  return. 

After  this  license  has  been  obtained, 
and  after  we  have  reached  the  level  pre- 
scribed by  section  102.  where  the  prac- 
ticability is  established,  then  an  appU- 
cant  may  apply  for  a  commercial  license 
under  section  103. 

What  does  the  bill  provide  In  that  re- 
spect?   Section  182  provides  that  pref- 


erence shall  be  given  to  licensees  who 
agree  to  allow  others  to  use  the  patents 
which  they  acquire  within  a  period  of 
5  years. 

The  one  hiatus  in  section  182  lies  in 
the  fact  that  there  will  be  only  one  ap- 
plicant, and  there  will  be  no  opportunity 
to  exercise  any  preference.  Therefore, 
I  maintain  that  it  is  an  innocuous  pro- 
vision. It  results  in  no  preference  be- 
cause there  will  be  no  rivalry.  The  Com- 
mission will  not  be  in  position  to  sty, 
"A  shall  have  it  because  he  agrees  and 
B  shall  not  have  it  because  he  will  not 
agree,"  for  the  simple  reason  that  it 
will  be  dealing  with  only  one  individual 
at  a  time.  If  that  one  individual  refuses 
to  agree,  of  course  there  will  be  no  agree- 
ment for  a  cross-license. 

The  question  has  been  raised  as  to 
the  possible  violation  of  the  Constitution 
because  article  I.  section  8,  of  the  Con- 
stitution provides  that  the  Congress  can 
limit  only  the  time  of  a  patent,  but  not 
the  exclusiveness  of  such  patent. 

There  is  a  legal  question  as  to  whether 
the  Congress  has,  the  right  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  the  exclusiveness  of  the 
patent,  or  whether  the  patentee  who 
applies  has.  under  basic  fundamental 
law,  the  exclusive  right  to  the  patent 
and  Congress  has  the  right  to  limit  the 
time  only. 

If  that  confuses  anyone,  then  I  say. 
Madam  President,  let  us  rewrite  section 
182  so  as  to  provide  that  no  license  shall 
be  granted  to  any  applicant  unless  he 
agrees  to  allow  someone  else  to  use  any 
patent  which  he  applies  for  or  acquires 
within  a  period  of  5  years,  if  such  a  pat- 
ent is  affected  with  the  public  interest 
and  if  it  is  designed  to  carry  out  the 
pxu-poses  of  this  law.  I  submit  that  if 
we  rewrite  section  182  in  that  manner. 
we  will  not  violate  any  constitutional 
provision. 

But  that  is  not  the  reason  the  prefer- 
ence was  written  into  the  bill.  The 
preference  was  included  because  there 
was  a  very  clear  intent,  from  the  begin- 
ning, to  leave  the  patent  ownership 
question  wide  open  and  unrestricted. 

The  argument  has  been  made  re- 
peatedly that  cross-licensing  of  patents 
would  stifle  creativeness  and  initiative 
on  the  part  of  private  industry.  Under 
my  suggestion  we  would  be  allowing  pri- 
vate industry  to  obtain  a  patent.  We 
would  be  allowing  private  industry  to  be 
paid  for  the  use  of  the  patent,  which  is 
the  important  thing.  All  we  are  saying 
to  private  industry  is,  "We  do  not  waat 
you,  through  the  provisions  of  this  law, 
to  do  to  others  what  you  do  not  waot 
done  to  yourselves."  To  use  positive 
language.  "All  we  want  you  to  do  is  to 
grant  the  same  opportunities  to  those 
who  follow  you  as  we  are  giving  you 
when  we  imlock  the  door  to  the  benefits 
of  a  $12  billion  investment."  That  is 
how  simple  my  argimaent  is. 

What  did  the  President  of  the  United 
States  say  in  that  connection?  He  rec- 
ognized the  problem  when  he  said: 

UntU  industrial  participation  In  the  utUI- 
catlon  of  atomic  energy  acquires  a  broader 
baae— 

The  broadness  cf  the  base  is  what  I 
am  talking  abouc— 

consideratlona  ot  fairness — 


Now  we  are  talicing  about  justioe  and 
equity — 

requires  some  mechanism  to  assure  tnat  the 
limited  number  of  companies — 

Everyone  recognizes  that  there  will 
not  be  a  stampede  for  these  licenses. 
Not  many  have  the  money  to  enter  this 
business.  There  will  be  only  a  handful 
of  companies  in  the  liegirming — 
to  assure  that  the  limited  number  o|  com- 
panies, which  as  Government  contractors 
now  have  access  to  the  program,  cannot 
build  a  patent  monopoly  which  would  ex- 
clude others  desiring  to  enter  the  fljld.  1 
hope  that  participation  in  the  development 
of  atomic  power  will  have  broadened  suffi- 
ciently in  the  next  5  years  to  remote  the 
need  for  such  provisions. 

Madam  President,  every  single  mem- 
ber of  the  Commission  who  appeared  be- 
fore our  hearings  took  the  position  that 
there  should  be  compulsory  licensing. 
That  was  unanimously  agreed  upon. 
They  all  took  the  position  that  it  should 
be  for  a  period  of  5  years. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
has  expired. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  May  I  have  5  more 
minutes? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena- 
tor does  not  have  any  more  time.  He 
has  used  every  single  minute  he  has, 
plus  an  additional  minute. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  One  more  minute  to 
wind  up  up  my  remarks. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  the 
Senator  1  minute. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Madam  President,  all 
I  am  asking  is  that  we  carry  out  the 
recommendation  of  the  President,  and 
the  unanimous  recommendation  off  the 
5  Commissioners;  that  we  rewrite  into 
the  bill  what  we  originally  wrote  into 
it  when  it  came  to  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  and  that  we  repudiate  the  views 
of  1  member  of  the  committee  and  re- 
estabhsh  the  judgment  of  the  remainder 
of  the  joint  committee. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PASTORE.  I  have  only  1  min- 
ute. Will  the  Senator  give  me  another 
minute? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.     Yes,     I 
Mr.  PASTORE.     I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Does  not 
the  Senator  believe,  if  we  refuse  to  ap- 
prove the  conference  report,  that  the  bill 
can  go  back  to  conference,  and  the  con- 
ferees can  adjust  the  differences  in  a 
very  few  days,  so  that  a  bill  may  be  en- 
acted at  this  session? 

Mr.  PASTORE.     In  my  opinion,  such 
amendments  have  already  been  drafted. 
The  joint  committee  knows  what  is  go- 
ing on.    It  knows  what  our  problem  is. 
I  imagine  the  staff  has  already  drifted 
suitable    language.      It    would    not   re- 
quire more  than  2  hours  to  rewrite  the 
bill  the  way  it  should  be  rewrittea    It 
was  written  properly  when  it  came  to 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.    Let  us  not  be 
carried  off  by  false  rumors  that  there  is 
a  possibility  of  losing  the  entire  law  un- 
less we  knuckle  down  to  the  will  of  1  or  2, 
We  do  not  take  that  kind  of  chance. 
If  anyone  dare  do  it,  let  him  assume  the 
responsibility    of    repudiating    his   own 
President. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President,  I  yield  1  minute  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Tennessee   [Mr. 

KXFAUVXR ) .  

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Madam  President, 
I  have  prepared  a  statement  setting 
forth  the  reasons  why  I  oppose  the  con- 
ference report.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  statement  be  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  being  no  objection,  the  statement 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Scnatok  Kefauver 
the  gkeat  atomic  hoax 

For  nearly  2  years  now.  while  the  drive 
to  amend  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  was  being 
whipped  up.  the  people  have  been  fed  a  con- 
stantly increasing  flow  of  propaganda  whet- 
ting their  appetites  for  atomic  power  de- 
ve'.opment  while  making  such  development 
appear  well  beyond  immediate  accomplish- 
ment. 

Thus  by  keeping  a  bale  of  hny  Just  far 
enough  ahead  of  the  mules,  the  private 
monopolists  have  been  tempting  the  mules 
on  toward  the  objective  of  rewriting  the  law 
which  would  turn  this  vast  new  resource 
over  to  private  enterprise. 

The  bait  has  been  this.  "It's  still  a  long 
way  ahead,  but  youll  get  It  quicker  Lf  you 
will  juBt  let  private  enterprise,  with  its  well- 
known  ze&l  for  competitive  profits,  take 
over."  There  has  been  constant  intimation 
that  as  long  as  the  responsibility  remains 
with  government,  progress  will  necessarily 
be  slow. 

Thus,  the  record  of  statements  by  officials 
like  Chairman  Strauss  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  and  Chairman  Cole  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy  have  been  full 
of  such  pes.'^imistic  utterances  as  "it  will  be 
5  to  10  years."  or  "perhaps  by  1975,"  or  "It 
may  be  25  years  before  It  is  really  com- 
mercially feasible."  or  "it  will  be  many,  many, 
many  years." 

Increasingly  this  feigned  pessimism  has 
been  belled  by  papers  and  articles  appear- 
ing In  technical  ajid  trade  journals.  But. 
of  course,  the  general  public  does  not  read 
such  journals. 

So  it  would  be  safe  to  wager  that  a  ques- 
tion to  the  average  men  met  on  the  way 
to  work  in  the  morning  would  elicit  the 
Impresfion  that,  with  the  Government  run- 
ning the  show,  atomic  power  was  stUl  a  long 
way  cff.  He  would  prcbably  add  that  Con- 
grea.s  ought  to  hurry  up  and  let  private  en- 
terprise in  on  the  deal  so  that  tlie  people 
could  get  cheap  power  out  of  the  atom. 

A  few  week!  ago  the  Electrical  World, 
leading  trade  journal  of  the  electric  utility 
and  electric  equipment  industry,  carried  an 
exciting  Ftory  alwut  two  General  Blectrlc  Co. 
atomic  powerplant  designs  which  the  big 
company  figures  could  produce  electricity 
for  6  7  ralUs  and  6.8  mills,  respectively.  This 
would  beat  the  cost  of  coal-flred  steam  sta- 
tions using  coal  costing  about  $9  per  ton. 

The  general  caption  of  the  article  said 
'•Two  Reactors  Point  Way  to  Wide  Use  of 
Atomic  Power"  and  the  subcaption  said  that 
"General  Electric  sees  promise  of  A-gener- 
Btcd  electricity  at  competitive  cost  to  utUi- 
tles  in  5  to  10  years." 

The  article  cites  a  General  Electric  credo 
which  holds,  among  other  things,  that  "elec- 
tric companies  will  own  and  operate  a  num- 
ber of  atomic  powerplants  within  the  next 
10  years"  and  that  "this  will  be  accomplished 
without  Government  subsidy,  for  production 
plant  construction  or  operation,  and  that  the 
Government-supplied  fuel  will  be  priced  at 
cost -of -production  levels." 

Thus  it  Is  becoming  clear  that,  as  they 
begin  to  feel  that  the  giveaway  atomic  en- 


ergy bill  Is  a  cinch,  they  are  beginning  to 
tell  each  other  that  the  Government-spon- 
Bored  program  has  actually  brought  the  tech- 
nology of  atomic  power  production  to  the 
point  where  all  that  is  required  is  the  Invest- 
ment of  $75  to  $100  million  in  a  big  atomic 
powerplant  tc  show  that  atomic  power  is 
already  feasible,  is  already  realized  as  a 
part  of  the  country's  power  economy.  The 
people.  If  they  knew  It,  could  dictate  the 
terms  on  which  private  enterprise  would  be 
allowed  to  participate,  instead  of  being  al- 
lowed to  dictate  the  terms  of  the  new  atomic 
energy  bill  as  the  price  of  giving  the  people 
economically  feasible  atomic  power. 

Nor  is  this  the  whole  story.  For  the  Au- 
gust 9  Issue  of  Electrical  World  brings  us 
a  lead  editorial  with  the  caption  "Nuclear 
Power  Progress  Can  Be  Speeded."  As  I  will 
note  in  a  moment,  the  McGraw-Hill  editor's 
prescription  for  speeding  progress  does  not 
by  any  means  fit  in  with  the  patent  sections 
of  the  atomic-energy  bill  as  reported  back 
by  the  conferees. 

But,  before  discussing  that  point  further, 
I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  editorial.    It  says: 

"Almost  phenomenal  progress  has  been 
made  in  nuclear  power  in  the  last  6  months. 
Before  that  hardly  anyone  promised  a  physi- 
cally feasible  plant  In  less  than  10  years, 
and  each  asked  for  another  10  to  establish 
economic  practicality.  More  recently  these 
periods  have  been  halved,  not  once  but  twice, 
and  the  hope  is  now  held  out  that  nuclear 
kilowatts  will  be  on  the  line  within  3  years." 
This  statement  ought  to  throw  an  entirely 
new  light  on  the  need  for  hasty  and  ill-con- 
sidered legislation,  designed  to  give  away  the 
fruits  of  the  people's  huge  Investment  which 
has  made  progress  to  date  possible. 

Three  years  is  no  more  than  the  time  re- 
quired for  construction  of  any  large  steam 
electric  station.  That  means  that  feasible 
atomic  power  has  arrived,  under  the  Mc- 
Mahon  Act.  It  means  that  feasible  atomic 
power  has  arrived  with  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment serving  as  the  general  organizing  cen- 
ter and  financier  for  all  the  experimental 
and  development  work.  It  means  that  we  do 
not  need  drastic  changes  in  the  McMahon 
Act  to  enable  the  people  to  get  the  fruits 
of  their  labor  In  lower  cost  electricity. 

In  fact,  this  editorial  opens  wide  the  doors 
to  the  real  situation  in  which  the  bill,  which 
the  sponsors  are  trying  to  rush  through  Con- 
gress, will  mean  the  higher  cost  power  re- 
sulting from  monojxjly  control,  rather  than 
the  low-cost  pwwer  which  would  be  possible 
w.th  a  Government  atomic-power  program 
paralleling  and  competing  with  licensed  pri- 
vate development. 

The  bill,  as  reported  back  from  conference, 
would  close  the  doors  on  such  an  active 
Federal  program  competing  with  the  develop- 
ment of  atomic-power  stations  as  part  of 
private  utility  systems.  It  would  close  the 
doors  on  the  opportunity  of  the  country's 
2,000  municipal  electric  systems  and  1.000 
rural  electric  cooperative  systems  to  obtain 
low-cost  jxjwer  supply  from  their  Govern- 
ment s  atomic-power  resource. 

The  only  opportunity  for  a  truly  balanced 
American  system  of  private  and  public  de- 
velopment of  this  new  and  mightiest  energy 
resource  was  closed  when  the  conferees 
struck  out  or  emasculated  the  Senate 
amendments  which  would  bring  the  develop- 
ment of  atomic  power  under  the  same  power 
poUcy  which  Congress  has  consistently  writ- 
ten into  all  laws  governing  the  use  of  the 
Nation's  waterpower  resources. 

Any  argument  that  the  two  resources  are 
different  In  terms  of  the  public  Interest  is 
sheer  hypocrisy,  designed  to  deceive  the 
people,  and  even  Members  of  Congress,  and 
so  ram  a  bUl  through  which  will  constitute 
the  biggest  giveaway  In  the  history  of  the 
American  people. 

The  proponents  of  this  bill  would  con- 
stantly persuade  us  that  it  is  not  a  power 
biU.    Yet  the  interests  which  are  pressing  for 


Its  enactment  are  prlmarUy  power  IntereetB. 
electric  equipment  Industries,  and  those 
other  Industries  which  require  large  quan- 
tities of  low-cost  power  or  which  see  possi- 
bilities of  profit  from  the  patents  associated 
with  its  development. 

There  is  not  a  btislness  or  trade  paper  or 
Journal  In  the  country  that  does  not  discuss 
the  bill  prlmarUy  in  terms  of  the  fact  that 
it  will  open  the  development  of  atomic  power 
to  the  private  power  industry. 

The  leader  in  the  organization  and  conduct 
of  the  Atomic  Industrial  Forum  is  Walker 
Cisler.  president  of  the  Detroit  Edison  Co.. 
the  utility  executive  who  has  most  openly 
favored  legislation  which  would  amend  the 
Federal  Power  Act  to  free  big  electric  utUltles 
to  engage  in  interstate  commerce  without 
coming  under  Federal  regulation. 

Unquestionably  his  attitude  was  reflected 
in  the  opposition  to  extending  Federal  Power 
Commission  regulation  which  applies  to  U- 
censees  for  waterpower  development  to  apply 
also  to  licensees  for  atomic  power  develop- 
ment. A  review  of  what  happened  to  criti- 
cally Important  amendments,  offered  with 
the  purpose  of  Including  the  licensing  of 
atomic  FKjwer  development  under  the  same 
policy  provisions  as  Congress  has  established 
to  protect  the  public  Interest  in  waterpower 
development.  Is  significant  of  the  extent  to 
which  the  bill  is  a  power  bUl,  rather  than 
the  contrary. 

Let  me  discuss  briefly  the  amendments 
which  have  been  offered  and  their  fate  to 
show  that  the  bill  under  consideration  is  not 
in  the  public  interest. 

In  the  first  place,  we  should  face  clearly 
the  fact  that  the  bill,  as  orlglnaUy  reported 
to  Congress  by  the  Joint  conunittee.  was 
designed  to  let  private  power  companies  in 
and  get  the  Federal  Government  out  of  the 
atomic  power  business  as  rapidly  as  possible. 
In  the  second  place,  the  bill  provided  that 
AEC  could  issue  licenses  for  private  atomic 
power  development  without  a  single  one  of 
the  safeguards  for  the  public  Interest  In 
electric  power  that  Congress  has  consistently 
applied  to  the  licensing  of  waterpower  devel- 
opment. 

In  the  third  place,  the  bill  did  not  contem- 
plate in  any  of  its  provisions  a  Federal  pro- 
gram of  public  atomic  power  development 
to  enable  the  people  of  the  country.  If  they 
choose,  to  use  their  own  credit  to  obtain 
low-cost  wholesale  pKSwer  supply  for  their 
own  community  public  and  cooperative  dis- 
tribution  systems. 

In  the  fourth  place,  the  bill  did  not  con- 
tain a  single  provision  according  such  com- 
munity systems  a  preference  either  as  pur- 
chasers of  energy  developed  Incidental  to  the 
operation  of  the  facilities  of  the  AEC,  or  as 
applicants  for  licenses  to  develop  atomic 
electric  power. 

In  both  the  Senate  and  the  House  a  series 
of  amendments  were  introduced  to  cure  these 
deficiencies  by  making  the  provisions  of  the 
revised  act.  insofar  as  they  involve  the  devel- 
opment of  atomic  electric  power  for  com- 
mercial uses,  consistent  with  the  power 
policy  which  Congress  has  written  into  the 
laws  of  the  land.  But  not  a  single  one  of 
these  amendments  survived  the  handiwork 
of  the  conferees  in  any  effective  form. 

There  was  the  amendment  Introduced  In 
both  the  House  and  the  Senate  to  establish 
the  basis  for  a  sound  AEC-Federal  power 
agency  program  which  could  develop  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  public  atomic  electric  power 
to  provide  a  yardstick  influence  in  an  indus- 
try which  might  otherwise  veer  toward  an 
all-out  private  monopoly.  What  happened 
to  this  amendment?  It  was  defeated  in  the 
House  but  passed  the  Senate,  and  when  the  \ 
bill  went  to  conference,  the  conferees  elimi- 
nated this  provision  and  substituted  a  num- 
ber of  modifications  of  the  language  of  exist- 
ing provisions  which  did  no  more  than 
clarify  what  the  act  had  authorized  In  Its 
original  form.  The  posslbUity  of  Federal 
participation  In  the  atomic  power  program. 


14358 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SBNATE 


«i   flap   AM   th*   Mil    l« 


la    rtt*     *.*•» 


1. 


August  13 


19  5  U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14359 


^!i 


W 


apect?    SecUon  182  provides  that  pref-     consWeratlona  of  Xairnes*— 


responsibility   of    repudiating    his  own 
President. 


xiiuB    11    IB    Dcvuinini;    Clear     Liiai,    no    kiicy 

begin  to  feel  that  the  giveaway  atomic  eu- 


bill.    Yet  the  Interests  which  are  pressing  for 


participation  In  the  atomic  power  program. 


14358 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SBNATE 


August  13 


^1 


Jl 


•o  ter  M  the  bill  Is  oonoemed.  Is  out  tb« 
window. 

VurthcroxMrv,  the  oonf  ereee  .  accepted  » 
eontrwy  amendment  which  had  paaMd  tl^ 
Houae.  Itmtttng  the  power  distribution  aS 
tivltles  ot  the  AMD  to  electric  energy  pro- 
duced as  an  Incident  to  its  research,  de- 
velopment, and  demonstration  activitlSB. 
This  combination  alone  renders  the  bill  a 
threat  to  the  public  Interest  in  electric  pow^ 
and  a  precedent  of  dangerous  import  .iiji' 
tenns  of  existing  Federal  power  programs!  •' 
The  amendments,  designed  to  recognize 
the  traditional  preference  for  public  bodies 
and  cooperatives  which  has  been  in  la^ 
passed  by  Congress  for  nearly  60  years,  have 
actually  been  turned  into  a  vehicle  for 
serious  damage  to  that  vital  principle.  By 
insertion  of  the  words  "insofar  as  practic- 
able" in  each  one  of  these  amendments,  the 
effectiveness  of  the  provision  has  been  nulli- 
fied. But.  far  worse,  if  the  bUl  is  en- 
acted without  striking  out  these  misleading 
inserts,  a  congressional  underscored  prece- 
dent will  have  been  established  which  will 
damage  the  case  of  niral  electric  cooperatives 
and  mimiclpal  electric  systems  throughout 
the  land. 

The  record  in  the  Houae  suggests  that 
the  preference  provisions,  so  canceled  out, 
have  been  allowed  to  stay  in  the  bill  to  ac- 
complish the  very  opposite  purpose  from 
that  which  actuated  the  sponsors  of  the 
original  amendments. 

For  this  reason,  I  feel  sure  that  the  niral 
electric  cooperatives  throughout  the  country, 
who  are  watching  our  action  on  this  bill,  will 
recognize  these  amendments  as  amended  by 
the  conferees  as  a  Trojan  horse  of  the  private 
power  companies. 

Then  we  may  turn  to  a  series  of  amend- 
ments, introduced  in  the  House  or  Senate 
or  both,  designed  to  make  clear  the  purpose 
of  Congress  in  the  field  of  atomic  power  de- 
velopment as  well  as  congressional  recogni- 
tion of  the  Importance  of  atomic  electric 
power  to  the  country's  future,  second  only. 
If  at  all,  to  the  importance  of  the  military 
aspects  of  atomic  development. 

These  included  proposed  additions  to  the 
statements  of  findings  and  pvu^xise,  u  well 
as  provision  for  the  setting  up  of  a  Division 
of  Civilian  Power  AppUcatlon  and  an  Elec- 
tric Power  Liaison  Committee. 

None  of  these  amendments  can  be  fotmd 
in  the  bUl  before  us.  except  for  the  vestigial 
remains  of  the  Division  of  Civilian  Power 
AppUcstlozis,  In  language  which  does  not 
highlight  the  importance  of  the  Commis- 
sion's fxmctions  In  developing  or  licensing 
atomic-power  development  at  all. 

In  other  words,  a  bill  which.  If  passed 
would  constitute,  by  all  odds,  the  most  im- 
portant piece  of  power  legislation  in  two 
decades,  is  still  being  offered  In  a  form  which 
successfully  masks  Its  major  purpose.  The 
reason  that  major  purpose  Is  masked  Is 
because  it  would  be  Intensely  unpopular. 
The  purpose  of  the  sponsors,  as  shown  clearly 
by  the  handling  of  all  power -policy  amend- 
ments, is  to  turn  the  development  of  atomic 
power  over  to  private  monopoly  with  as  few 
pubUe-interest  strings  on  it  as  possible. 

I  do  not  believe  that  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate want  to  be  parties  to  such  a  gigantic 
giveaway. 

Now  I  have  said  that  private-power  mo- 
nopoly not  only  wants  a  bUl  enacted  which 
will  get  the  Federal  Government  out  of  the 
atomic-power  business  and  turn  it  over  to 
them,  but  they  want  it  turned  over  to  them 
so  far  as  possible  without  regulatory  strings. 
TO  prove  my  point,  I  want  to  refer  very 
briefly  to  the  fate  of  a  series  of  amendments 
designed  to  bring  the  licensing  of  private 
development  of  atomic  power  under  the  same 
provisions  as  the  Federal  Power  Act  applies 
to  private  waterpower  development. 

With  the  exception  of  certain  procedural 
amendments,  every  one  of  these  amendments 
XaUed  to  find  a  place  in  the  bUl  before  us. 


The  Federal  Power  Act  says  that,  in  #n- 
tertalning  applications  for  licenses  for  water- 
power development,  the  Federal  Power  Corn- 
mission  must  first  determine  whether  the 
United  States  itself  should  not  make  the 
development  and  must  turn  down  the  appli- 
cation if  it  makes  such  a  determination. 
There  is  no  similar  provision  proposed  in 
connection  with  the  consideration  of  liceftse 
applications  for  atomic-power  development 
under  the  proposed  bill. 

The  Federal  Power  Act  says  that  where 
their  applications  conflict  with  appUcatidns 
of  private  companies  for  development  of  a 
waterpower  site.  States  and  municipalities 
shall  enjoy  a  clean-cut  preference.  As  al- 
ready noted,  the  conferees  have  reduced  an 
amendment  Intended  to  v^rite  the  same  pro- 
vision into  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  to  a  zero. 
by  incorporating  the  words  "insofar  as 
feasible." 

The  Federal  Power  Act  says  that  licensees 
for  development  of  the  people's  waterpower 
resources  shall  not  claim  more  than  net  In- 
vestment In  the  project  as  part  of  a  rate  base. 
A  proposed  amendment  Incorporating  the 
same  condition  Into  the  atomic  energy  Dill 
before  us  was  rejected. 

The  Federal  Power  Act  says  that  at  the  end 
of  the  Ucense  period,  the  United  States  may 
take  over  and  operate  the  hydroelectric  proj- 
ect on  payment  of  the  net  Investment,  plus 
severance  damages,  and  that,  in  connectton 
with  Issuance  of  a  new  license.  States  alid 
municipalities  shall  enjoy  the  same  prefer- 
ence as  they  do  in  connection  with  the  issu- 
ance of  the  first  license.  An  amendment  to 
this  effect  was  rejected. 

Finally  the  Federal  Power  Act  gives  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  authority  to  reg- 
ulate the  books  and  accounts,  as  well  as  to 
require  reixjrts  from  private  power  companies 
holding  licenses  for  development  of  the  peo- 
ple's waterpower  resources,  irrespective  of 
whether  or  not  they  are  engaged  In  Inter.state 
commerce.  This  Is  related  to  the  privilege 
of  using  a  public  resource  and  involves  no 
invasion  of  State  Jurisdictlou  over  intra- 
state electric  rates.  But  an  amendment  to 
extend  the  same  regulation  to  private  power 
companies  granted  the  privilege  or  develop- 
ing the  people's  atomic-power  resources  wias 
watered  down  to  the  point  that  it  is  mean- 
ingless, on  the  ground  that  it  was  socialistic 
and  an  Invasion  of  States'  rights. 

In  other  words,  we  have  before  us  a  naked 
atomic  power  bill,  unclothed  so  far  as  the 
basic  conditions  hewn  cut  over  the  years  Ly 
Congress  to  protect  the  public  Interest  In 
electric  power  are  concerned.  In  the  name 
of  decency,  we  should  send  it  bacli  to  the 
conferees  with  instructions  to  put  on  the 
necessary  clothes.  They  will  be  found  in 
the  bin  as  passed  by  the  Senate. 

There  are  many  other  parts  of  the  bill 
which  are  out  of  line  with  sound  public 
policy.  The  International  section  puts  ob- 
stacles In  the  way  of.  instead  of  facilltatlr^. 
President  Eisenhowers  great  plan  for  coop- 
eration In  the  peactlme  uses  of  this  new 
resource. 

The  antlmonopoly  provisions  are  ineffec- 
tive and  the  least  that  should  be  done  would 
be  to  ask  the  conferees  to  restore  in  full  force 
and  effect  the  provisions  of  the  bill  as  It 
p&ssed  the  Senate. 

The  bill  has  come  back  from  conferenee 
with  its  patent  provisions  wider  open  to  tije 
establishment  of  monopoly  control  of  this 
new  atomic  Industry  than  the  original  bill 
as  It  wa3  reported  by  the  Joint  committee 
Not  only  have  the  important  amendments 
introduced  by  Senators  Kerr  and  Lancer  and 
adopted  by  the  Senate  been  stricken,  but 
the  conferees  have  gone  further  and  accepted 
the  version  of  the  patent  provisions  adopted 
by  the  House.  Thus  the  bill  has  altogether 
eliminated  the  compulsory  or  discretionary 
licensing  of  private  patents  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  during  a  transition 
period. 


The  provision  for  licensing  patents  may  be 
Interpreted  as  providing  for  a  period  off  pool- 
ing patents.  And  the  pooling  of  patents 
might  well  have  the  effect  of  stlmiflating 
progress  which  might  otherwise  be  slower. 
Monopoly  has  never  brought  about  great 
technical  progress. 

This  is  recognized  in  the  same  Electrical 
World  editorial  on  Nuclear  Power  Progress 
Can  Be  Speeded,  from  which  I  have  Already 
quoted  statements  to  the  effect  that  nuclear 
kilowatts  will  be  Oii  the  line  In  3  years.  This 
ably  edited  trade  Journal  Is  apparency  not 
convinced  that  the  best  progress  can  be  at- 
tained by  each  corporation  going  off  l|ito  its 
corner  and  hugging  Its  own  patented  Inven- 
tion.    Says  the  editor: 

"What  could  be  seriously  wrong  with  set- 
ting up  a  manufacturing  pool  to  coondinate 
present  disjointed  efforts  to  make  nuclear 
power  fciisibie  and  competitively  economical? 
It  could  provide  a  means  for  stimulating 
calm  and  logical  decisions  by  a  con)poslte 
staff  dedicated  to  sustainable  compoeilte  an- 
swers on  each  detail.  •  •  •  The  pooled  tech- 
nology would  be  able  to  offer  the  nuclear 
power  field  the  t)est  possible  developments 
in  facilities  whether  for  small  mobile  power, 
for  propulsion  in  submarine,  avlatioa,  and 
rail  fields,  for  export  to  industrially  back- 
ward nations,  and,  above  all.  for  sale  of  big 
units  which  utility  power  plants  require. 

"Utilities  could  well  stay  out  and  let  the 
equipment  manufacturers  merge  their  ef- 
forts toward  the  end  indicated.  Utilities 
need  not  hazard  capital  funds  until  a  physi- 
cally workable  and  economically  feasible 
plant  is  ready  to  purchase.  Then  they  would 
presumably  do  as  they  have  consistently  done 
when  building  orthodox  steam  plant.  nSmely, 
stipulate  names  of  makers  of  each  constitu- 
ent piece  of  equipment  no  matter  wHo  de- 
signs that  plant  as  a  whole.  Indilidual 
manufacturers  in  the  pool  thus  would  still 
have  to  compete  for  their  share  of  the  nu- 
clear equipment  business.  That  feature 
alone  should  forestall  any  cry  of  'monopoly'." 

Then  we  come  to  this  very  interesting 
statement  which  may  well  be  emphasized 
in  support  of  a  proposal  to  postpone  ba.sty 
legislation  at  this  time.  The  editor  con- 
cludes: 

"The  Atomic  Energy  Act  now  apparently 
sanctions  the  pooling  pattern  outlined.  Each 
manufacturer  of  reactors  and  accessories 
should  ask  himself  whether  he  would  not 
gain  more  than  he  sacrifices  by  entnjstlng 
his  present  nuclear  ventures  to  an  industry 
hopper  for  the  sake  of  a  sounder  and  faster 
progress   in    power   from  reactors'." 

In  its  consideration  of  the  report  of  the 
conferees  the  Senate  faces  a  far-reaching 
choice  between  a  huge  giveaway  of  the  peo- 
ple's atomic  resources  to  controlling  mo- 
nopoly or  sending  the  bill  back  to  confer- 
ence for  restoration  of  all  the  Senate  lan- 
guage designed  to  extend  congress! onal|y  es- 
tablished power  policy  to  the  atomic  power 
business  and  remove  the  cramping  grip  of 
monopoly  from  this  new  industry.  1  will 
cast  my  vote  in  favor  of  the  latter  course. 
knowing  well  that  if  the  result  is  to  delay 
amendment  of  the  McMahon  Act  until  the 
new  Congress  meets,  the  statute  already  on 
the  books  is  broad  enough  to  meet  the  need 
for  another  year. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Madam  President.  I 
shall  vote  against  the  conference  report. 
As  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee 
and  as  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
on  Antitrust  and  Monopoly  Legislation, 
I  have  known  that  there  is  no  question 
but  that  the  amendment  written  into  the 
original  bill  would  have  protected  the 
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people.  That  amendment  reads  as  fol- 
lows: 

Any  patent  hereafter  g/anted  for  an  In- 
vention or  discovery  useful  In  the  utiliza- 
tion or  production  of  special  nuclear  mate- 
rial or  atomic  energy  which  Is  found  by  a 
court  of  competent  Jurisdiction  to  have  been 
Intentionally — 

I  emphasize  the  word  "intentionally" — 

used  by  the  owner  thereof  for  the  violation 
of  the  antitrust  laws  specified  In  subsection 
105a  may.  on  conviction  of  the  owner  for  such 
violation,  and  in  the  discretion  of  the  court, 
be  forfeited  and  be  declared  to  be  the  prop- 
erty of  the  United  States,  to  be  held  by  the 
Commission  as  the  agent  for  and  on  behalf 
of  the  United  States,  and  to  be  available  for 
license  to  any  person  without  payment  of 
any  royalty  fee. 

In  other  words,  that  amendment  would 
protect  the  common  people,  the  rank  and 
file  of  our  people.  That  provision  has 
been  amended  by  the  conference.  It 
has  been  watered  down  and  maie  al- 
most useless.  I  want  to  read  how  it 
has  been  changed,  and  you  will  note  how 
the  watering  down  is  all  in  favor  of  the 
big  corporations,  and  against  those 
whom  I  represent  here,  to  wit:  the  rank 
and  file  of  our  people.  If  anyone  thinks 
that  the  senior  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota has  comt  to  the  Senate  to  vote 
for  great  big  corporations  who  inten- 
tionally violate  the  law  you  are  greatly 
mistaken.  The  voters  of  North  Dakota 
sent  me  here  to  do  Just  the  opposite 
and  to  treat  all  folks  fairly — rich  or  poor, 
strong  or  weak.  Let  us  see  what  was 
done  to  that  s€-ction.    It  now  reads: 

Sec.  156.  Monopolistic  use  of  patents: 
Whenever  the  o%/ner  of  any  patent  hereafter 
granted  for  anj  Invention  or  discovery  of 
primary  use  in  the  utilization  or  production 
of  special  nucleiir  material  or  atomic  energy 
Is  found  by  a  court  of  competent  Jxirisdlc- 
tion  to  have  Intentionally  tised  such  patent 
In  a  manner  so  as  to  violate  any  of  the 
antitrust  laws  specified  In  subsection  105a.. 
there  may  be  Included  In  the  Judgment  of 
the  court.  In  Itf  discretion  and  in  addition 
to  any  other  lawful  sanctions,  a  require- 
ment that  such  owner  license  such  patent 
to  any  other  licensee  of  the  Commission  who 
demonstrates  a  need  therefor.  Such  licensee 
shall  pay  a  ret*onable  royalty  fee.  to  be 
determined  In  accordance  with  section  15S, 
to  the  owner  of  the  patent. 

In  other  words.  If  a  corporation  in- 
tentionally violates  the  law,  that  cor- 
poration, Institad  of  losing  the  patent 
and  having  tlte  patent  go  back  to  the 
Commission  and  to  the  United  States, 
can  turn  the  patent  over  to  a  subsidiary 
or  another  person,  who  may  even  have 
been  a  party  in  the  original  antitrust 
agreement  although  not  arrested  or  con- 
victed by  the  Government.  Therefore, 
instead  of  protecting  the  people,  that 
section  proted^  the  corrupt  corporations 
who  intentionally  violate  the  law. 

I  may  say.  as  all  Senators  know,  that 
it  has  been  a  terrific  job  to  enforce  the 
antitrust  violations  up  to  this  time — all 
during  the  last  60  or  more  years.  Up 
to  now,  whetlier  we  have  had  a  Demo- 
cratic Attorney  General  or  a  Republican 
Attorney  General,  no  one. has  gone  to 
jail  for  antitrust  violations.  Now.  for 
the  first  time  we  have  an  Attorney  Gen- 
eral who,  when  anyone  pleads  nolo  con- 
tendere, brin?s  that  person  when  he 
again  violates  the  law  before  a  judge 


and  has  him  fined  for  contempt  of  court. 
In  my  opinion  an  honest  effort  is  being 
made  to  have  those  who  plead  nolo  con- 
tendere brought  to  justice  whenever  they 
violate  the  antitrust  laws  a  second  time. 
Our  REIA  co-ops  will  be  helpless  unless 
the  antitrust  laws  are  enforced.  Under 
the  conference  report  enforcement  would 
be  a  joke. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  I  believe  the  fact 
that  the  Senator's  amendment  was  wa- 
tered down  and  emasculated  is  a  good 
argument  against  accepting  the  confer- 
ence report.  Is  it  not  true  that  in  al- 
most all  large  industrial  fields  during  the 
past  2  years,  according  to  the  report  of 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission,  there  has 
been  a  large  concentration  and  a  large 
number  of  mergers  and  monop>olies, 
which  we  certainly  do  not  want  to  have 
started  in  the  field  of  atomic  energy. 

Mr.  LANGER.  They  have  grown  by 
leaps  and  bounds.  Small  businesses  are 
going  bankrupt.  This  year  50  percent 
more  small  businesses  have  gone  bank- 
rupt than  a  year  ago,  as  is  shown  in  the 
Wall  Street  Journal  report. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Has  not  the  Sena- 
tor's own  subcommittee  pointed  out  the 
need  for  tightening  controls  on  industry, 
instead  of  slackening  them,  which  would 
be  done  if  this  conference  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LANGER.  It  is  essential,  if  we  are 
going  to  protect  the  public,  to  have  this 
amendment  retained  in  the  bill.  The  en- 
tire Dixon-Yates  contract  stinks  to  high 
heaven. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Madam  President,  I 
yield  8  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Virginia. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Madam  President, 
it  may  seem  a  bit  strange  to  those  who 
read  the  debates  in  the  Congressional 
Record  of  today,  to  read  that  a  lifelong 
and  loyal  Democrat  rose  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  and  appealed  to  his  Republi- 
can colleagues  to  stand  by  the  recom- 
mendations of  a  Republican  President, 
and  thus  (>erhaps  deprive  the  Democratic 
Party  of  what  might  otherwise  be  a  very 
valuable  campaign  issue  in  the  November 
elections. 

The  Republican  President  is  against 
monopoly,  and  very  propterly  so,  because 
it  was  a  great  Republican  Senator  from 
Ohio  who  sponsored  the  Sherman  Anti- 
trust Act  in  the  51st  Congress,  which  was 
a  Republican  Congress.  OflBcially,  the 
Republican  Party  has  been  against  mo- 
nopoly ever  since.  The  Democrats  are 
against  monopoly,  and  it  was  a  great 
Democrat  named  Clayton  who  sponsored 
the  first  major  amendments  to  the  anti- 
trust laws  in  the  63d  Congress,  and  the 
Democrats  have  been  against  monopoly 
ever  since. 

By  happenstance  there  have  been  more 
rich  RepubUcans  in  the  North  than  rich 
Democrats  in  the  South,  and  consequent- 
ly the  antitrust  laws  have  been  used 
perhaps  more  frequently  against  the 
Republicans  than  against  the  Democrats. 
However,  that  does  not  alter  the  funda- 
mental principle  that  one  is  either  in 
favor  of  the  welfare  of  the  people  of  the 


Nation,  as  a  whole,  or  he  is  in  favor  of 
concentrated  wealth,  which  will  gouge 
the  consumer  if  the  antitrust  laws  are 
not  applied. 

President  Eisenhower  does  not  want 
the  future  tremendous  development  of 
atomic  energy  monopolized. 

He  wants  all  to  share  in  a  program 
that  has  already  cost  the  taxpayers  of 
this  Nation  $12  billion,  and  under  which 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  already 
has  patented  over  70D  devices,  with  the 
end  not  yet  in  sight.  Every  one  of  those 
devices  is  open  to  all  the  people. 

Therefore  the  President  recom- 
mended, and  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission unanimously  recommended, 
that  we  write  into  this  law  a  compul- 
sory provision  for  5  years  of  cross  licens- 
ing, to  prevent  monopolistic  control. 
That  provision  was  unanimously 
adopted  by  the  Senate.  We  went  beyond 
that,  because  without  any  protest,  so 
far  as  I  know,  the  distinguished  vice 
chairman  of  the  joint  committee  said 
he  would  accept  the  Kerr  amendment 
and  take  it  to  conference,  and  that  in- 
creased the  period  to  10  years. 

I  am  asking  that  the  Senate  uphold 
the  position  of  a  Republican  President 
as  against  monopoly  and  send  the  bill 
back  to  conference  with  an  expression 
on  our  part  that  the  minimum  we  want 
is  to  restore  the  language  sent  to  us  by 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  provid- 
ing for  5-year  compulsory  cross-licens- 
ing, on  which  the  Senate  was  unani- 
mously agreed. 

Let  no  one  argue  that  the  wedsel  words 
substituted  will  do  the  job.  It  Is  said 
that  we  will  give  preference  to  those 
who  agree  to  cross-license,  but  everyone 
knows  that  in  these  costly  undertakings 
the  word  "preference"  becomes  meaning- 
less when  we  are  forced  to  deal  with 
only  one  corporation,  and  it  says,  "We 
do  not  agree  to  give  our  secrets  to  any- 
one, and  when  we  patent  a  secret  we  shall 
rely  on  the  patent  laws  to  use  it  to  our 
our  advantage." 

So,  Madam  President,  we  must  stand 
up  and  be  counted  on  a  fimdamental  is- 
sue to^i.y.  We  are  either  for  the  people 
and  against  monopoly,  or  we  are  for 
monopoly  and  vested  interests. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Virginia 
takes  his  stand  for  the  people  on  that 
issue. 

The  second  thing  that  was  done  to  this 
conference  report  was  to  add,  for  the 
first  time  in  any  preference  law,  the 
qualifying  words,  "insofar  as  practi- 
cable." 

We  passed  a  number  of  acts  relating 
to  public  power,  and  after  1934.  when 
we  organized  rural  electric  cooperatives, 
we  said  they  should  have  preference 
along  with  municipalities  and  other  pub- 
lic agencies  with  respect  to  any  power 
developed  by  a  powerplant  built  and  op- 
erated by  the  Government.  That  was 
provided  in  reclamation  laws,  in  flood- 
control  laws,  in  all  laws  dealing  with 
the  development  of  power.  We  put  it 
into  this  bill  on  the  Senate  side,  with- 
out a  dissenting  vote.  What  happened? 
It  went  to  conference,  and  the  words 
were  changed.  The  conferences  changed 
them  in  the  Johnson  amendment 
with  reference  to  the  sale  of  surplus 
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powor  firam  •  plant  boilt  and  op^ 
erated  bjr  the  Atomic  Energy  CcHiimls- 
sion.  They  dtaaged  them  In  the  Gil- 
lette amendment  with  reference  to  the 
d&BtrHnitkm  of  bypiwhict  energy.  They 
changed  them  in  ttw  Humphrey-Pastore 
amendment  ooooemlng  UceDsee  tar  the 
generation  (tf  electric  power. 

Ifodam  President,  thme  are  some 
words  which  are  so  simple  and  so  funda^ 
mental  in  their  meaning  ttiat  to  qnaltfy 
them  is  to  weaken  than.  As  Voltaire 
said.  "The  adjectiye  is  the  enemy  of  ttie 
noun.'*  With  reference  to  truth,  hon- 
esty, courage,  and  loyalty,  who  stands 
on  this  floor  and  says,  "insctfar  as  prac- 
ticable'*? ¥Fho  stands  <m  this  flomr 
when  we  hold  up  our  hands  and  swear 
on  the  BiUe  that  we  will  uphold  and 
support,  the  Cmistitution  of  the  United 
States,  and  then  says,  "insofar  as  prac- 
tteabk"? 

Madam  President,  I  heard  that  one 
reason  for  this  change  was  because  of  a 
situation  In  one  of  the  New  England 
States  where  ttiere  were  no  cooperatives 
in  a  given  area.  It  is  changed  all 
through  the  bin.  and  changed  for  a  pur- 
pose. It  gives  scnne  future  agency  a 
discretion  under  which  preference  may 
be  denied  on  a  flimsy  excuse.  In  the 
realm  of  discretion  it  would  probably 
stand  up  in  the  courts. 

A  few  days  ago  I  supported  a  flexible 
farm  bill  recommended  strongly  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry,  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.Anawl 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  h«vT 
expired.  

Ifr.  ROBERTSON.  Madam  President. 
Z  asic  for  2  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President.  I  yield  2  additional  minutes 
to  the  Senator  from  THrginia. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  It  also  was  recom- 
mended by  my  colleague  from  New  Mex- 
ico IMr.  AitnnaoN].  Both  of  those  Sen- 
ators are  devoted  to  the  welfare  of  the 
fanner.  I  felt  they  were  right  in  saying 
that  in  the  long  run  our  farm  interests 
wotdd  be  promoted  If  we  gave  them  free- 
d(»n  and  did  not  restrict  them  until  the 
little  man  was  restricted  to  the  point  of 
Stabilised  poverty. 

Madam  President,  I  am  devoted  to 
agriculture.  I  feel  as  Jefferson  felt  when. 
24  years  after  he  was  dected  to  office,  he 
said.  "Whoi  I  first  entered  on  the  stage 
of  pubUe  life  I  came  to  a  resolution  never 
to  wear  any  other  character  than  that 
of  a  farmer." 

Jefferson  loved  the  mother  earth  from 
which  he  drew  strength  and  inspiration. 
He  was  a  practical  farmer.  He  was  a 
friend  of  the  farmer,  and  he  hoped  the 
time  would  never  come  when  more  than 
50  percoit  of  our  people  were  engaged 
otherwise  than  in  farming.  Now  only 
14  percmt  of  our  people  are  farmers  and 
Jihey  receive  only  7  percent  of  the  na- 
tional income. 

One  of  the  best  things  I  ever  did  to 
help  farmers  was  to  vote  to  give  them 
the  benefit  of  cheap  electric  power. 

I  want  any  Senator  who  does  not  be- 
lieve in  that  program  and  is  not  willing 
to  stand  by  the  President  and  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  in  giving  REA  pref- 
erence with  reference  to  public  power 
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from  fissionable  material  to  vote  his  con- 
viction. But  let  him  not  think  he  Is 
fooling  anyone  on  this  fioor  or  In  the 
rural  areas  of  the  Nation  if  he  votes  to 
modify  or  qualify  that  simple  word 
"preference."  We  are  either  for  the 
farmers  or  we  are  against  them. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  has 
again  expired. 

Mr.  MC«SE.  Madam  President,  I  had 
prepared  some  remarks  on  the  confer - 
ice  report  on  the  atomic  energy  bill, 
rhlch  I  did  not  take  the  time  to  make 
luring  the  debate  on  the  report.  I  ask 
(imanlmous  ccmsent  that  my  remarks  be 
ited  in  the  body  of  the  Record,  at  a 
point  prior  to  the  vote  on  the  conference 
report. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Ricoaj),  as  follows: 

8TATX1CXNT  BT  SKMATDK  MORSX 

I  would  Ukc  to  remind  thla  body  that  tbe 
extended  debates  which  took  place  here  some 
days  ago  and  the  conference  report  we  are 
confronted  with  at  this  time  all  relate  to 
an  effort  being  nuule  to  paw  an  amended 
atomic  energy  bill.  Tbe  pressvire  for  pasaage 
at  thls-blll  derives,  ostensibly,  from  the  deafre 
Off  Its  pn^imnents  to  meet  the  request  of  the 
President  for  amendments  which  would  w- 
compUsh  two  purposes.  (1)  to  facUltate  the 
Internatloxial  exchange  of  Information  among 
the  nations  of  the  free  world  on  peacetime 
uses  of  nuclear  resources  and  (J)  to  facilitate 
increased  participation  of  private  enterprise 
in  ieseaz«h  and  develoiMnent  of  peacetime 
uses  of  nuclear  resoiirces. 

X  am  emphatically  In  favor  of  both  theae 
general  alms,  as.  I  believe.  Is  every  other  man 
who  has  attempted  to  amend  this  bill.  Near 
the  end  of  the  last  debates  it  was  asserted  en 
this  flo(»-  that  Senators  attempting  to  amend 
this  bill  had  been  misled,  misled  by  grou|>s 
which  were  actually  enemies  of  private  enter- 
prise. That  statement  was  an  unjust  aad 
unfair  reflection  upon  the  Members  of  tlila 
body  who  have  fought  to  Improve  this  bill; 
it  was  a  reflection  upon  our  Intelligence;  it 
was  a  rtilectlon  upon  tbe  many  fine  groups 
In  this  coiintry  who  have  asked  us.  Indi- 
vidually and  collectively,  not  to  pass  this  bill 
either  as  It  came  from  the  Joint  commlttte 
originally  or  as  It  ai^)ear8  here  In  the  confer- 
ence report.  The  attempt  to  malign  either 
the  Senators  who  have  f  oiight  to  improve  this 
bill  and  the  peoples  organizations  who  hate 
K^lclted  our  assistance  to  that  end  will  not 
be  successful.  When  the  facts  are  known; 
when  the  cards  are  down;  when  all  has  be«i 
said  and  done  It  will  be  those  who  have 
attempted  to  ram  through  a  giveaway  bill 
who  will  be  held  to  account,  by  the  people 
and  by  private  enterprise.  I  do  not  believe 
that  private  enterprise  must  be  handad 
bonanzas  like  this  to  survive.  Indeed.  I  do 
not  believe  that  a  majority  of  the  business- 
men of  this  country  favor  the  passage  of  a 
bill  which  win  promote  not  private  enter- 
prise— but  private  privilege. 

THX    GIVEAWAT    0»    IHT    UNIVZKSX 

In  the  early  part  of  the  iflth  century  when 
the  champions  of  privilege  of  that  day  were 
battling  to  maintain  the  trade  barriers  and 
monopolistic  privileges  which  had  come  down 
from  feudal  times,  a  French  writer,  Frederic 
Bastlat,  wrote  dn  essay  entitled.  "Petition 
of  the  Candlemakers.  a  PeUtlon  from  tt» 
Manufacturers  of  Candles,  Waxllghts.  Lamps, 
Chandeliers,  Reflectors,  Snuffers.  Extin- 
guishers; and  from  the  Producers  of  Tallow. 
OH,  Resin.  Alcohol,  and  Generally  Everything 
Used  for  Lights."  This  essay  Is  a  great  classic 
In  the  literature  of  satire  and  the  literature 
of  competitive  enterprise.  In  this  essay, 
Bastlat  reduced  to  absurdity  the  argument* 


of  the  champions  of  trade  restrlctloa.  Xn 
this  fictitious  petition,  Bastlat  urged  the 
French  Parliament  to  pass  a  law  to  encour- 
age private  enterprise.     He  wrote: 

"Our  petition  Is,  that  It  would  plet^  your 
honorable  body  to  pass  a  law  wbereby  shaU 
be  directed  the  shutting  up  of  wladowa, 
dormers,  skylights,  shutters,  curtains,  •  •  • 
In  a  word,  all  openings,  holes,  chlnkt,  and 
fissures  through  which  the  light  of  the  sun 
Is  used  to  penetrate  Into  o\u'  dwelllqgs,  to 
the  prejudice  of  the  profitable  manufadtviren 
which  we  flatter  ourselves  we  have  be«n  en- 
abled to  bestow  upon  the  country." 

Tbe  petition.  In  short,  called  for  an  act 
of  the  Parliament  to  restrict  the  competi- 
tion of  the  sun  with  the  candlemaken  and 
allied  vested  Interests.  It  was  a  long  recl« 
tatlon  of  the  national  benefits  which  Would 
flow  from  barring  competition  from  the  sun. 
It  was  a  plea  for  privilege,  for  restriction  of 
output,  for  denial  of  the  right  of  all  of  the 
people  to  equal  benefits  from  the  sun  and  a 
plea  that  every  man  be  made  to  pay  ttlbuta 
to  producers  of  artificial  lights.  Th#  Jus- 
tifications for  such  a  procedure  were  m$  logi- 
cal as  they  were  absurd. 

This  petition  comes  to  mind  when  t  con- 
sider this  conference  report.  For  this  itoport. 
and  the  bill  It  recommends  to  this  body,  sre 
a  plea  for  the  passage  of  legislation,  hi  the 
name  of  private  enterprise,  presumbly  com- 
petitive, free  private  enterprise  whea  the 
results  of  this  bill  would  bear  little  or  no 
relation  to  the  purposes  which  It  purports 
to  further.  This  biU  Is  a  bill  to  prtmoU 
private  monopoly  and  a  gigantic  glveaiTay  of 
the  peoples'  resources;  It  is  a  bill  Which 
would  facilitate  not  the  developmebt  of 
atomic  energy  for  peacetime  purpoe«4.  but 
the  development  of  private  privilege  monop- 
oly, and  free  income,  that  is,  unearned 
Income. 

Yet  this  bill,  like  the  petition  of  tha  can- 
dlemakers, is  brought  to  lis  in  the  name 
of  free  competitive  private  enterprise.  Like 
tbe  petition  of  tbe  candlemakers,  the  logic 
of  the  proponents  of  this  bill  is  as  found 
as  it  Is  absurd. 

We  are  advioed  that  this  bill  is  designed 
to  promote  participation  of  private  indi- 
viduals and  corporations  in  the  development 
of  peacetime  uses  of  nuclear  resources.  Yet 
this  bill  is  loaded  with  provisions  which  will 
only  create  monopoly  and  permit  a  ba«idf\il 
of  great  corporations  to  comer  the  market  on 
much  of  the  know-how  of  this  great  new 
resource. 

This  bill  deals  with  the  stuff  of  the  uni- 
verse, the  very  forces  of  ph3rslcal  crention. 
Yet  this  bill  has  been  brought  in  here  aa 
though  It  were  dealing  with  the  latest  plana 
for  the  Post  Office  or  rivers  and  harbors, 

There  is  sound  reason  to  believe  that  the 
forces  we  have  uncovered  In  the  nucleai?  field 
in  recent  years  will  have  an  impact  Upon 
humanity  which  will  dwarf  the  influence* 
growing  out  of  the  discovery  of  America,  yet 
the  approach  here  is  casual — too  casu«I  for 
my  taste  and  that  of  millions  of  Americans. 
As  a  matter  of  fact.  I  do  not  really  believe 
the  actual  approach  is  casual.  I  think  It  is 
only  made  to  appear  so.  For  I  believe  that 
the  overwhelming  purpose  of  this  bill  U  a 
gigantic  giveaway  of  resources,  in  technlqties, 
knowledge,  fuels,  and  what  have  you. 

If  the  proponents  of  this  bill  are  acting  in 
good  faith,  why  should  they  attempt  to  ram 
through  a  bill  facing  such  opposition?  Why 
were  the  amendments  adopted  In  this  !body 
before  the  bill  went  to  conference  emSscu- 
lated  In  conference?  Those  amendments 
were  directed  at  protecting  the  people'^  in- 
vestment, protecting  the  freedom  of  public 
bodies  and  cooperatives  in  participating  In 
this  great  resource,  protecting  the  p^ple 
from  a  private  monopoly  on  atomlc-elactric 
power,  protecting  the  people  from  bottleneck- 
ing  and  profiteering  on  patents  In  this  field 
of  research.  The  proponents  of  this  bill 
would,  in  the  abstract,  support  every  one  of 
these  principles  just  named,  yet  in  the  origl- 


nal  bill  and  in  the  conference  report  those 
principles  are  bludgeoned  to  death  or  emas- 
culated to  Impotency.  Does  this  not  reveal 
the  Intention  of  those  behind  this  bill?  Is 
It  not  tMe  that  by  their  works  shall  ye  know 
them?  Is  it  not  true  that  many  of  the  pro- 
ponents of  this  Mil  may  have  been  misled  by 
the  champions  o'  monopoly  privilege  into  be- 
lieving that  thit.  bill  is  good  and  that  they 
will  wake  up  shortly  with  a  tragic  hangover 
from  the  mental  spree  on  which  the  friends 
of  monopoly  ha\e  led  them  these  weeks? 

I  think  the  answers  to  all  of  these  ques- 
tlor^s  would  ieed  to  only  one  conclusion. 
This  bill  should  not  be  passed  this  session, 
or,  Lf  it  is,  thoS'J  who  stress  the  urgency  of 
its  passage  should  ponder  the  consequences 
of  the  passage  o:  It  In  this  form  and  yield  to 
the  will  of  the  majority  of  this  body  and 
insert  in  the  bill  the  amendments  passed 
by  the  Senate,  and  in  their  original  form. 
This  is  the  least  that  we  can  expect  as  an 
evidence  of  gooi  faith  on  the  "urgency  of 
this  bill." 

On  behalf  of  the  taxpayers,  consumers, 
farmers,  indeed,  on  behalf  of  all  of  the  peo- 
ple of  this  Nat: on,  except  those  who  pant 
with  the  passion  of  monopolistic  desire,  I 
lirge  that  this  till  be  recommitted  with  in- 
structions to  ac(  ept  the  Senate  amendments 
as  approved  by  this  body  and  with  instruc- 
tions to  strike  all  portions  of  tbe  bill  in 
conflict  with  those  amendments. 

Mr.  HICKE^XOOPER.  Madam  Presl- 
dent.  I  yield  2  minutes,  or  whatever  time 
may  be  necessary,  to  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Potter]. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Madam  President.  I 
take  this  time  x)  propound  two  questions 
to  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
committee,  the  Senator  from  Iowa. 

Would  an  ulectric  utility  company, 
acting  as  a  licensee  under  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act,  a.s  amended,  but  operating 
within  a  singli;  State  and  having  no  li- 
cense to  transmit  electrical  energy 
across  that  State's  border  to  a  sister 
State,  be  considered  as  engaged  in  inter- 
state commene  within  the  meaning  of 
this  amendment  so  as  to  subject  that 
electric  utility  company  to  the  regulatory 
provisions  of  the  PederaJ  Power  Act? 

Mr.  HICKE^nXKDPER.  It  is  my  per- 
sonal opinion  that  the  answer  to  that 
Question  is  "No." 

Would  an  electric  utility  company, 
acting  as  a  licensee  under  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act.  as  amended,  and  not  now 
subject  to  thj-  regulatory  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act.  and  having  no 
license  to  transmit  electrical  energy 
across  that  State's  border  to  a  sister 
State,  but  serving  customers  within  its 
own  State,  sjch  as  manufacturers  of 
steel,  automo1)iles,  drugs,  stoves,  furni- 
ture, and  othc  r  products,  who  are  them* 
selves  engaged  in  interstate  commerce, 
would  such  an  electric  utility  comi>any 
become  engaged  in  interstate  commerce 
by  reason  of  .supplying  electrical  energy 
to  such  customers  within  its  own  State 
and  thus  become  subject  to  the  regula- 
tory provisions  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act? 

Mr.  HICKIINLCXDPER.  The  Senator 
from  Michigan  has  presented  that  ques- 
tion heretofoie.  I  have  sought  the  ad- 
vice of  couns<;l  on  the  specific  question 
which  the  Senator  is  asking  for  the 
Record,  and  I  would  answer  that  It  is 
my  own  personal  opinion  and  that  of 
counsel  that  the  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion is  "No." 


Mr.  POTTER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Iowa. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPKR.  Madam  Pres- 
ident  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield  myself 
5  minutes. 

Madam  President,  the  cry  of  "monop- 
oly" is  always  a  clarion  call  by  which 
politicians  can  rally  support  and  excite 
crowds.  It  is  di£Bcult  to  discuss  a  bill 
and  point  out  something  wliich  is  not 
there.  There  is  nothing  whatsoever  in 
this  bill  which  would  create  monopoly. 
There  are  provisions  throughout  the  bill 
to  prevent  monopolies,  and  providing 
punishment  for  monopolistic  practices 
and  monopolistic  activities.  The  li- 
censing sections  provide  for  licensing  of 
those  who  can  qualify,  both  public  and 
private  cooperatives,  and  public  bodies. 

In  my  Judgment,  there  will  be  no  more 
of  a  monopoly  than  may  have  existed  in 
the  past — in  fact,  not  as  much.  There 
will  be  no  more  of  a  monopoly  in  this 
field  in  the  future  than  there  has  been 
in  the  electric  business  or  the  electric 
activities  of  this  country  during  the 
period  of  development  of  electricity  in 
past  years. 

The  great  misconception  prevails  that 
the  lU'anium  business  is  something  which 
can  be  taken  into  a  small  enclosure  and 
there  concealed  and  held  as  the  p>ersonal 
property  of  some  individual  or  group. 
Again  I  submit  that  there  Is  not  the 
slightest  evidence  in  the  bill  that  that 
can  be  done.  In  my  judgment,  those 
allegations  are  only  for  the  purp>ose  of 
exciting  those  who  are  not  thoroughly 
familiar  with  the  bill. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  beUeve  that 
Members  of  the  Senate  who  have  made 
such  allegations  have  been  misinformed. 

I  now  yield  to  the  distinguished  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BrickerI. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  There  could  be  no 
monopoly  unless  it  were  with  the  consent 
of  the  local  governing  body,  because  a 
franchise  is  necessary  before  any  organ- 
ization producing  power  can  go  into  any 
city.    Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  Is  cor- 
rect, but  the  alleged  monopoly  over  the 
right  to  use  atomic  energy  is  nonexistent 
In  the  bill  If  a  public  utility  or  a  co- 
operative should  receive  a  license  to  use 
it  In  a  certain  area,  it  would  not  neces- 
sarily have  a  monoF>oly  over  the  material, 
but  it  would  have  a  power  monopoly  in 
that  community  similar  to  the  power 
monopoly  which  now  exists  in  every 
community. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  It  is  inherently  a 
pubUc  utility. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  It  is  a  local 
monopoly. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  And  the  Commission 
must  furnish,  under  lease  arrangement, 
the  source  material  to  all  under  equal 
conditions. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Senator 
is  correct.  I  wish  to  make  it  clear  in 
the  Rbcoid.  however,  that  this  is  dan- 
gerous material,  and  any  applicant  for  a 
Ucense  must  meet  certam  qualifications 
of  ability  to  handle  such  dangerous  ma- 


terial, so  as  to  protect  the  public  against 
infection. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  That  provision  relates 
to  the  health  and  safety  of  the  public. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Otherwise, 
the  license  is  nonexclusive,  and  is  open 
to  anyone  who  can  quaUfy,  subject  only 
to  the  limitation  of  the  amount  of  ma- 
terial which  may  be  available  for  such 
use. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  I  ask  the  Senator 
whether  or  not  this  material  would  be- 
come the  property  of  the  power-pro- 
ducing company  or  whether  the  title 
would  still  remain  subject  to  recapture 
by  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  essenUal 
part  of  the  material  is  leased  to  the 
Ucensee.  The  only  reason  in  the  world 
for  the  lease  is  that  of  the  national  se- 
curity, against  the  time  when  our  Gov- 
ernment may  have  to  recall  that  ma- 
terial for  wearxm  production.  Frankly, 
that  is  the  only  reason  in  the  world  to 
justify  such  a  lease.  If  it  were  not  for 
that,  uranium  and  its  products  would 
be  as  free  as  any  other  metal  in  the 
ground,  or  the  oil  which  so  abundantly 
blesses  the  State  of  the  Senator  from 
Oldahoma. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Iowa. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield  S 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  Wn-EY]. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Madam  President,  much 
has  been  written  about  what  the  con- 
ferees on  the  atomic  energy  bill  should 
or  should  not  have  done.  In  the  midst 
of  other  passing  and  pressing  activi- 
ties, I  have  been  glad  to  give  considera- 
tion to  the  portions  of  the  conference 
report  which  have  caused  so  much  dis- 
cussion. 

I  have  reference  particularly  to  the 
REA  challenges  referred  to  on  page  12; 
in  section  44,  the  words  "insofar  as  prac- 
ticable" ;  and  on  page  36  the  same  words, 
"insofar  as  practicable."  I  have  dis- 
cussed the  subject  with  both  Democrats 
and  Republicans.  I  have  received  nu- 
merous telegrams  from  REA  ofBcials  in 
my  own  State.  I  have  talked  the  matter 
over  with  representatives  of  the  Presi- 
dent, and  I  have  discussed  It  personally 
With  the  President  of  the  United.  States. 

These  are  the  closing  days  and  hours 
of  this  session.  Men  differ  on  practically 
everything,  including  the  meaning  of 
language  and  the  signlQcance  thereof. 
Personally.  I  do  not  beUeve  that  the  lan- 
guage which  I  have  discussed — ^"insofar 
as  practicable" — has  the  limiting  effect 
that  has  been  stated,  but  I  am  informed 
that  steps  will  be  taken  by  joint  resolu- 
tion to  clear  up  this  question.  That 
would  eliminate  probably  the  largest  is- 
sue. Of  course,  if  the  report  fails,  then 
the  conferees  can  make  this  change. 

If  the  bill  should  become  law.  the  real 
question  would  be.  Is  it  in  the  pubUo 
interest?  To  me,  that  is  the  sole  cri- 
terion. 

I  remember  what  the  distinguished 
late  Senator  Vandenberg,  of  Michigan, 
said  about  Senators.  He  said  that  f<Mr 
5  years  we  are  statesmen,  and  the  sixth 
year  Ood  Almighty  does  not  know  what 
a  Senator  is.  Sometimes  I  think  in  aa 
election  year  Ood  Almighty  does  not 
Icnow  what  Senators  are,  for  the  simpl* 
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would.  In  the  abstract,  support  every  one  of 
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that  Scsiaton  allow  the  polittcal 
equaUoQ  to  enter  Into  and  dictate  tbetr 
acttrlttes  and  ttielr  reasaninv.  niat^  of 
course,  is  not  tme  of  anyone  listening  to 
me  here  today.  Polities  docs  not  mter 
into  our  woric  here  today— or  does  it? 

I  am  aavred  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  that  he  has  had  the  advioe 
df  the  best  authorities  in  relation  to  the 
objections  of  oflJclals  of  the  REA  and 
others  in  relation  to  the  patent  sectiwi. 

The  mSBIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  ^^sconsin  has 
expired.    

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  2  more  minutes. 

Mr.  wmSY.  In  relation  to  the  objec- 
ticms  raised,  the  President  stated  that  he 
had  written  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  HiCKSmxwpKit]  on  the  subject.  The 
President  stated  to  me  that  in  his  opin- 
ion the  passage  of  the  bill  was  in  the 
public  interest,  and  that  it  would  not 
create  a  monopoly. 

Madam  President,  the  President  is  the 
leader  of  my  party,  and  he  has  the  con- 
fldenee  of  the  American  people.  I  am 
not  a  member  of  the  committee  which 
has  had  this  question  under  eonsiderar 
tion.  I  have  listened  to  much  that  has 
been  said  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
relative  to  the  subject.  I  imderstand 
that  the  c(xif erence  report  was  signed 
by  an  but  3  of  the  conferees,  those  who 
did  not  sign  being  Democrats,  2  in  the 
Senate  and  1  in  the  House. 

In  view  of  all  of  the  facts  and  cir- 
and  the  direction  and  wis- 
dom ^vl^h  come  from  the  White  House, 
I  feel  that  I  should  suivort  the  confer- 
ence report.  Also,  in  order  t6  clear  up 
the  maze  of  misunderstanding,  I  shall 
vote  to  delete,  by  Joint  resolution,  the 
words  "insofar  as  practicable." 

Mr.  OORE.    Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  QGBE.  Does  the  Senator  seri- 
ously propose  that  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  conference  report  and  write  it  inta 
the  law.  and  in  the  very  same  breath 
pass  a  Joint  resolution  repealing  the 
same  tilings?  Would  not  that  be  a  bi- 
zarre performance? 

Mr.  WII£7.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
distinguished  Senator  means,  by  "bi- 
sarre."  I  have  seen  a  good  many  bi- 
zarre perf(»inances  and  a  number  of 
imckass  performances  in  the  Senate,  but 
I  would  not  say  this  was  one  of  them; 
legislative  action  to  strike  out  Uie  clause- 
referred  to  makes  sense  to  me.  It  would 
not  repeal  the  bOL 

If  we  admit  in  humility  that  there  is 
eonf  Orion,  and  we  clear  it  jip  by  strik- 
ing out  a  clause,  we  are  doing  the  con- 
structive and  statesmanlike  thing.  That 
is  an  tt»t  has  been  suggested.  To  quar- 
rel over  the  method  is  f owdmess,  unless 
of  comae  there  is  scMue  political  end  to 
be  served. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFlCifiU.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  HICXBNLOOPER.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, oar  time  is  growing  very  shCHii.  I 
yield  a  mlnntes  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregui  CMr.  Coswm]. 

Mr.  CORDOd.  Madam  President,  I 
AhaU  vote  to  adopt  Vbz  conference  re- 
port. In  doing  so,  I  want  it  unierstood 
that  I  am  not  in  agieemenl  with  a  num- 


ber of  the  items  in  the  report.  I  beUeve 
that  ultimately  the  meat  of  section  152 
of  the  bin  as  it  passed  the  Senate  needs 
'to  be  enacted  into  law.  I  also  believe 
tliat  most  of  the  arguments  which  have 
been  advanced  today  are  based  on  mis- 
understanding of  both  the  conference 
report  and  the  physical  facts  of  atomic 
energy.  Because  the  bill  as  it  appears 
in  the  conference  report  embodies  some 
basic  administration  changes  that  are 
absolutely  necessary  and.  what  Is  far 
more  important  and  altogether  vital,  se- 
curity provisions  which  every  passing 
day  makes  even  more  desperately  neetled, 
I  shall  support  the  coiiference  rep>ort. 
I  am  sui-e  that  when  a  full  understanding 
of  the  basic  facts  of  atomic  energy  is 
had  we  will  be  able  to  evolve  the  kind 
of  a  law  my  colleagues  have  indicated 
they  desire  and  which,  to  a  very  great 
extent.  I  desire.  There  is  adequate  time 
to  do  that  in  separate  legislation  with- 
out incurring  the  danger  of  having  no 
legislation  at  this  time,  which  may  well 
happen  if  we  reject  the  confereace 
report.     

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Madam  Pres- 
ident, I  have  received  a  letter  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  in  answer 
to  a  letter  which  I  addressed  to  him  on 
the  11th  of  August  concerning^  the  alle- 
gations that  the  bill,  as  it  has  come  from 
conference,  if  enacted  into  law,  would  in- 
jure the  REA  and  would  create  a  monop- 
oly. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a 
copy  of  the  letter  be  printed  in  the  Rtc- 
ow»  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks, 
•nie  letter  clearly  n^ates  those  allega- 
tions. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

/  AXTCTTST    12,     195^ 

THe  Honorable  Boukkx  B.  Hickekloopkk. 
United  State*  Senate,  1 

Waahinffton.  D.  C.  I 

Ds&B  SncATOB  HiCKorLooFEx:  I  have  your 
letter  of  August  11,  1964.  with  reference  to 
allsgatlons  that  the  provisions  of  H.  R.  9757, 
the  atomic-energy  bill  now  before  the  Con- 
gress, will  adversely  affect  the  Rural  Electrlfl- 
cstton  Administration  program  or  the  REA 
cot^wratlves. 

One  of  the  basic  and  important  principles 
of  this  administration  has  been  and  will  con- 
tlniM  to  be  the  protection,  strengthening. 
and  eztanslon  of  rural  electrlflcatlon  tbroii^h 
the  REA  In  the  interests  of  the  millions  of 
farm  pec^le. 

I  have  examined  this  legislation  carefully 
and  havo  consulted  with  fully  informed 
agencies  of  Oovonment  about  it.  It  is  ttiy 
o|rtnlon  that -the  bill  does  not  contain  any 
p^vlslonfl  that  would  be  in  amy  way  harmful 
to  REA  OMipentlves  or  to  the  Rural  Electri- 
fication Administration.  In  fact  the  ^j]  mn 
greatly  benefit  the  REA  program  In  Hxe 
future. 

In  the  event  that  atomic  power  becomes 
an  economical  so\u-oe  of  electric  energy,  the 
BEA  cooperattves  should  and  will  have  pro- 
tection as  preference  customers.  The  btll 
adeqxiataly  {Hrovldea  for  such  protection. 

I  am  directing  the  Administrator  of  tlie 
Rural  Electrification  Administration  to  keep 
me  ftilly  advised  concerning  these  matters, 
and  to  make  recommendations  to  me  fbr 
developing  the  use  of  atomic  power  for  the 
BltA  propam. 

With  reference  to  the  claim  being  made 
that  the  Mil  wUl  establish  a  monopoly.  I 
think  the  provisions  of  the  bill  itself  give 
complete  assurance  of  protection  of  the  pub- 
lic tnterest  against  monoix>lles.    Its  provi- 


sions with  respect  to  patents  adequately 
meet  my  recommendations  on  this  lubjeet 
and  will  prevent  use  of  patents  for  mpnopo- 
llstic  purposes. 

The  vital  Interest  of  the  United  States  and 
the  cause  of  world  peace  make  It  a  matter 
of  utmost  Importance  that  the  bill  as  re- 
ported by  the  committee  of  conferenioe  and 
passed  by  the  House  of  RepreeentatUves,  be 
enacted. 

Sincerely, 

DwTOHT  D.  EiSEirnowis. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  now  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Khow- 
LANDl  such  time  as  he  may  require.  I 
ask  that  2  minutes  be  reserved  at  the  end 
of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  tram  Cali- 
fornia. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  is  recognized. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  Preeident. 
if  I  may  have  the  attention  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Malone]  there  was  a  discussion  of  the 
conference  report  today,  and  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  and  other  Senators  asked 
questions  regarding  the  words,  "ihsofar 
as  practicable."  believing  that  those 
words  might  water  down  the  preference 
^lause  relative  to  waterpower  distribu- 
tion. 

I  am  prepared  now  to  say  to  th<  Sen- 
ate that  I  have  consulted  with  the 
leadership  in  the  House  and  those  who 
will  handle  the  atomic  energy  bill  on  the 
floor  of  the  House.  I  am  prepared  to 
follow  1  of  2  alternative  courses.  One  is 
to  submit  a  concurrent  resolution  read- 
ing as  follows: 

That  in  the  enrollment  of  the  bill  H.  R. 
9757.  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1946.  as  amended,  aad  for 
other  purposes,"  the  Clerk  of  the  Hduae  to 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  the  foUow- 
Ing  corrections: 

On  page  12,  of  the  conference  report,  line 
35.  strike  out  "insofar  as  practicable." 

On  page  36.  of  the  conference  report,  line 
44,  strike  out  ".  insofar  as  practicable." 

I  wish  to  be  absolutely  frank  with 
Senators  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle. 
Under  the  Senate  precedents,  a  concur- 
rent resolution  to  accomplish  the  ob- 
jective would  require  unanimous  con- 
sent; but  it  would  solve  the  problem,  and 
the  House  could  handle  the  situation  on 
Monday. 

To  meet  any  possible  objection  to  the 
concurrent  resolution,  I  have  already 
introduced  a  Senate  joint  resolution 
which  reads  as  follows: 

That  "An  act  to  amend  the  Atomic  ifnergy 
Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses" be  amended  as  follows: 

In  chapter  5,  section  44.  In  the  thlrfl  sen- 
tence, after  the  words  "the  Comn^lssion 
shall"  strike  out  the  words  "Insofar  as  prac- 
ticable." 

In  chapter  16,  section  182.  section  "^c".  In 
the  last  sentence,  after  the  words  "suoh  ap- 
plications shall"  strike  out  the  words  "^  Inso- 
far as  practicable." 

I  am  assured  by  the  leadership  in  the 
House  that  the  House  will  be  prepared 
to  act  on  Monday  on  the  joint  resoUtlon. 
Then  both  the  atomic  energy  bill  and  the 
joint  resolution  would  go  to  the  Presi- 
dent. He  would  sign  the  atomic  energy 
bill  first.  Immediately  thereafter  he 
would  sign  the  joint  resolution,  and  the 
words  objected  to  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Nevada  would  be  out  of 
the  law. 
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Mr.  GEOROK.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  oidy  about 
a  minute,  but  I  yield  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE .  If  the  Senator  can  rely 
on  the  House  in  this  way,  why  could  he 
not  rely  upon  the  committee  of  con- 
ferees, who  know  most  about  this  suIh 
ject,  to  take  th«>  bill  back  and  make  the 
necessary  adjustments  in  a  short  time? 

Mr.  KNOWL\ND.  I  will  say  to  the 
distinguished  S<!nator  from  Georgia  that 
two  basic  problems  confronted  us.  One 
dealt  with  the  power  preference,  and  the 
words  "insofar  as  practicable."  which 
some  Senators  felt  modified  the  pref- 
erence. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  have  listened  to  every 
word  of  the  del)ate  today. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  other  problem 
dealt  with  the  patent  feature. 

Having  served  on  the  conference  com- 
mittee, it  is  my  i>ersonal  opinion  that 
should  the  bill  go  back  to  conference 
w^ith  several  items  in  disagreement,  we 
might  find  that  the  bill  would  be  killed 
this  year,  or  there  might  be  a  prolonged 
delay  in  the  adjournment  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress.  That  is  a  personal 
opinion.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  has 
been  a  Senator  longer  than  I  have,  nnd 
his  judgment  may  be  better  than  mine. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  wish  to  en- 
croach upon  the  time  of  the  Senator 
from  California,  but  there  is  no  way  to 
change  a  confeience  report  by  a  concur- 
rent resolution.  It  cannot  be  done.  A 
point  of  oi-der  could  be  raised  in  either 
House.  A  joint  resolution  is  a  legislative 
step,  which  must  be  taken  id  the  same 
manner  as  in  the  case  of  any  other  legis- 
lation. In  my  judgment,  if  the  bill  should 
become  law.  there  would  be  too  many 
powerful  vested  interests  in  the  way  of 
changing  the  law  by  a  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  respectfully  disa- 
gree with  the  distinguished  Senator  f  roip 
Georgia.  I  thirJc  by  vuuoiimous  consent 
the  concurrent  resolution  method  could 
be  used.  From  time  to  time  both  the 
Senate  and  the  House  have  handled  leg- 
islation in  that  way. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pua- 
TKLL  in  the  chair) .  The  Chair  must  ad- 
vise the  Senator  that  his  time  has  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Ttie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  How  much 
time  remains  ori  each  side? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Iowa  has  2  minutes  re- 
maining, and  the  Senator  from  Texas 
has  5  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  myself  3  minutes. 

The  proposal  as  aimounced  by  the  dis- 
tinguished chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Rel£.tions,  to  the  effect  that 
we  should  abandon  the  conferees  and 
start  legislating  on  the  conference  re- 
port was  one  of  the  most  shocking  an- 
nouncements I  liave  ever  heard  made  In 
the  Senate.  Mt .  President,  the  situatims 
is  ridiculous.  Tlie  action  proposed  would 
make  a  laughing;  stock  out  of  the  United 
States  Senate. 
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There  are  two  principal  issues  at  stake 
today.  One  is  the  phrase  "insofar  m 
practicable."  The  distinguished  major- 
ity leader  assures  the  Senate,  within  4 
minutes  of  the  time  we  are  called  upon 
to  vote  on  the  conference  report,  that 
he  and  his  leadership,  and  some  leaders 
in  the  Houw,  whoever  they  may  be.  are 
willing  to  strike  out  that  offensive 
language. 

The  Senator  does  not  say  a  word  about 
the  anti-monopoly  section — the  patents 
section.  The  disting\iished  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Kkrr]  told  the 
Senate  a  few  moments  ago  that  he  was 
willing  to  accept  the  patents  section, 
reported  and  supported  by  every  member 
of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy  but  one. 

It  seems  to  me  that  we  should  follow 
orderly  procedure.  We  should  send  this 
bill  back  to  conference.  If  we  vote  "no" 
on  the  adoption  of  the  conference  report, 
the  minority  leader  proposes  to  ask  im- 
mediately for  a  conference  with  the 
House,  to  insist  on  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, and  appoint  conferees. 

The  House  of  Representatives  is  going 
to  be  unavailable  this  week.  The  House 
will  be  in  session  next  week.  No  one 
thinks  Congress  will  be  through  by  Sat- 
urday night.  Why  should  we  brand  our 
conferees  as  men  in  whom  we  have  no 
trust  and  no  confidence,  and  say  they 
know  nothing  about  the  bill?  Why  come 
m  here  with  a  mimeographed  amend- 
ment 4  minutes  before  the  conference 
report  is  to  be  voted  on? 

I  appreciate  the  concessions  which 
have  been  made.  I  think  the  very  fact 
that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
WiLCT]  made  his  suggestion  indicates 
that  our  worthy  opponents  recognize  the 
mistakes  they  have  made.  I  do  not  wish 
to  dwell  on  their  mistakes,  because  I 
could  not  do  it  in  4  minutes. 

Mr.  President.  I  think  the  orderly  pro- 
cedure \B  for  every  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate, when  the  roll  is  called  on  the  adop- 
tion of  the  conference  report,  to  vote 
"No" ;  and  if  the  conference  report  is  not 
adopted,  we  will  immediately  make  a  mo- 
tion to  send  this  bill  back  to  conference, 
insist  on  the  Senate  amendments,  and 
appoint  conferees.  That  is  the  orderly 
procedure,  and  I  believe  the  Senate  will 
follow  it 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  3  minutes  have  expired. 
There  are  2  minutes  remaining  for  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  LMr.  HickenuooperI 
and  2  minutes  remaining  for  the  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  [Mr.  Johmson]. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield  1  min- 
ute to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
MalonxI. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER,  The 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Would  there  be  any 
objection  to  a  joint  agreement  to  strike 
out  these  words?  I  ask  that  question  of 
the  distinguished  majority  leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  would  have  no 
objection.  I  have  said  I  would  offer  a 
resolution,  but  it  would  require  unani- 
mous consent  to  adopt  a  concurrent  res- 
olution. I  could  move  to  take  up  the 
joint  resolution. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  has  no  objection  to  this 
bill,  except  as  to  the  words  included  in 


the  two  parts  of  the  bill  he  outlined  thte 
morning,  and  will  vote  for  the  eonfer- 
ence  report  if  it  exdudes  those  words. 

The  procednra  for  ezchiding  tboae 
words  must  be  definite,  of  oourae,  so  It 
might  be  well  to  find  out  if  thare  is  an 
objection. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  1  minute  has  expired. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  srleld  myself  l  nUnute. 

It  is  not  possible  under  the  parlia- 
mentary procedure  to  exclude  words 
prior  to  the  vote  on  the  conference  re- 
port. Immediately  after  the  vote  on  the 
conference  report,  if  the  conference  re- 
port is  adopted,  a  resolution  will  be  of- 
fered by  the  Senator  from  California. 
That  is  the  only  proper  procedure  the 
parliamentarian  knows  which  can  be 
followed.    It  cannot  be  done  otherwise. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ifUNDT.  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  understands  that  this 
action  will  be  a  complete  victory,  because 
we  have  been  trying  to  sustain  the  pref- 
erence clause.  There  is  no  question  but 
that  that  will  be  done,  because  the  ma- 
jority leader  has  said  ttiat  if  it  cannot 
be  done  by  unanimous  consent  it  will  be 
done  by  adoption  of  a  regular  joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  May  I  say  to 
the  Senator  I  do  not  agree  that  it  Is  a 
complete  victory,  because  the  preference 
clause  was  in  the  bill  anyway. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  But  this  action  will  put 
it  mto  language. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER  It  is  a  matter 
of  the  use  of  words,  which  satisfies  those 
who  feel  it  was  not  covered. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  It  Is  a  change  in  lan- 
guage. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  has  expired.  Two 
minutes  remain  for  the  Senator  from 
Texas   LMr.  JobksomI. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Georgia  IMr. 
George]. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  dis- 
like to  take  any  time  to  speak  cm  this 
conference  report.  When  the  bill  was 
before  the  Senate,  and  after  it  had  been 
amended  as  it  was  amended  in  the  Sen- 
ate. I  was  prepared  to  vote  for  the  bilL 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  order?     We  cannot  hear. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  order,  and  the  Chair 
asks  the  guests  in  the  gallery  to  be  in  or- 
der also. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  will  con- 
tinue. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  had  Just  said.  Mr. 
President,  that  when  we  considered  the 
bill  in  the  Senate,  and  after  the  amend- 
ments  had  been  made  to  the  bill,  I  was 
prepared  to  vote  for  the  bill  as  amended. 
However.  I  do  most  of  my  voting  befcore 
8  o'clock  at  night,  and  the  final  vote  on 
this  bill  came  at  10  o'clock  In  the 
njng.  and  I  was  not  here.  I 
pared  to  vote  for  the  bill  with  the  '■ 
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ameDdments.  I  would  still  vote  for  the 
IdU  with  the  Senate  amendments. 

There  la  now  an  effort  to  doctor  the 
conference  report,  first  by  a  resolution, 
which  would  require  unanimous  consent. 
We  oouid  not  get  unanimous  consent,  be- 
cause the  concurrent  resolution  would 
be  subject  to  a  point  of  order  In  the  Sen- 
ate and  in  the  other  House,  and  an  In- 
dividual objection  could  block  it. 

Of  coiurse,  we  can  always  pass  a  law 
and  the  next  day  repeal  it,  but  why  pass 
a  law  just  for  the  sake  of  repMllng  it? 
That  is  not  the  orderly  process. 

Although  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  thinks  such  action  could  be  taken, 
he  win  find  that  if  this  bill  becomes  a 
law  there  are  interests  in  this  coimtry 
who  will  insist  on  it  remaining  law.  The 
joint  i^escdution  which  tha  majority  lead- 
er would  offer  would  have  the  full  effect 
of  a  statute.  It  would  be  Just  as  though 
we  put  a  Mil  in  the  hopper,  and  passed  it. 
If  it  tocdc  its  orderly  course. 

In  this  case,  Mr.  President.  I  shall  re- 
gard this  as  the  most  important  vote 
I  shall  east  at  this  session  of  the  Con- 
gress, and  perhaps  the  most  important 
vote  I  have  ever  cast.  I  shall  vote  to 
recommit  the  bill  to  conference  by  re- 
jecting the  conference  report. 

The  PREBIDINO  OFFICER  All  time 
lor  debate  has  expired.  The  question  is 
on  agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  BIr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  caUed  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 
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Aiken 

Azulenoa 

Barrett 

Bc«n 

Bennett 

Bovrlnc 

Brteker 

Bxirk* 

Bu^ 

BuUer 

Byrd 

Carlaon 

Cue 

Cbaves 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Crlppa 

Daniel 

DlrkMn 

DOUglM 

Dwonhak 
Blender 
Brrln 
rersueon 


Fulbrtght 

OIUeM* 
Oold  water 


Oore 
Oreen 

Hayden 
Hendiickflon 
Hennlngs 
t  Hlekenlooper 
HIU 

H(riland 
Htunphrey 
Vttm 
Jackaon 
Jenner 

Joimson.  Colo. 
Johnaon,  Tex. 
Johnston,  8.  C. 
KefauTer 
Kennedy 
Kerr 
Kllgare 
Knowland 
Kutdiel 
Langer 
Tifthman 
Lennon 
liong 

Ilag^nuaon 
Ifalone 
Mansfield 
Martin 
Maybank 


McCarran 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

MiUlkln 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Paatore 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Reynolds 

Robertson 

RusseU 

BaltonstaU 

Schoeppel 

Smattiers 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Stennls 

Symlnston 

Thye 

Upton 

Watklns 

Welker 

Wiley 

Williams 

Toung 


The  PRBSIDINa  OFPICKK.  A  quo- 
muD.  is  present. 

Mr;  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
request  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  najrs  were  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER  The 
Seh&tor  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report,  is  It  not? 

The  PREBIDINO  OFFICER  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
ifljort. 


The  PREBIDINO  OFFICER.  The  yeas 
and  nays  having  been  ordered,  the  clerk 
will  caU  the  roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roU. 

Mr.  MATBANK  (when  his  name  was 
called).  On  this  vote  I  have  a  live  pair 
with  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  BwDCis].  If 
he  were  present — and  he  had  intended 
to  be  present — he  would  vote  "yea."  If 
I  were  permitted  to  vote,  I  woukl  vote 
"nay."     I  therefore  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  JENNER.  My  colleague,  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Capehart],  is  in  Indiana  on  official 
business.  He  had  intended  to  return  to 
the  Senate  and  to  vote  in  the  affirmative. 

Tlie  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Eastland]  is  also  absent 
from  the  Senate  on  ofRcial  business.  He 
had  intended  to  return  and  to  Vote  in 
the  negative. 

In  view  of  the  circumstances,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  and  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  have  entered  into  the  equiva- 
lent of  a  live  pair,  thereby  eliminating 
the  necessity  of  their  returning  to  vote. 

The  roUcall  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan- 
ders] and  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr.  Bttff]  are  necessarily  absent. 

On  this  vote,  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Flanders]  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spabkman). 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders]  would  vote 
"yea,"  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Sparkman]  would  vote  "nay." 

If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dttff]  would 
vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  on 
this  vote  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
SPARKBtAN],  who  is  neccssarlly  absent,  is 
paired  with  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders].  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  would  vote 
"nay."  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
would  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas,  41. 
nays  48,  as  follows  : 

YEAS — 41  \ 

Pergruson 

PxUbrlght 

Ooldwater 

Hendrlckson 

Hlekenlooper 

Ives 

Jenner 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Martin 

McCarthy 

MUlikin 

Mundt 

Payne 

NAYS — 48 


Aiken 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Bowrlng 

Brlcker 

Bush 

Butler 

Byrd 

Carlson 

Case 

Cordon 

Crtppa 

Dlrkaen 


Potter     1 

Purtell    I 

Reynolds 

Saltonstall 

Schoeppel 

Smith,  kiftilne 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Thye 

Upton 

Watklns 

Welker 

Wiley 

Williams 


Anderson 

Burke 

Chaves 

Clements 

Cooper 

Daniel 

Douglas 

Dworshuk 

Blender 

Ervin 

Prear 

George 

Qllletta 

Gore 

Oreen 

Bayden 


Rennlngs 

HUl 

Holland 

Hiunphrey 

Jackson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

KUgore 

langer 

liChman 

Lennon 

ZiOng 


Magnusoa 

Malone 

Mansfield 

McCarran 

McClellan 

Monrone] 

Morse 

Murray 

Neely 

Pa  store 

Robertson 

Russell 

Smatherst 

Stennls     ■ 

Symlngtoa 

Young 


NOT  VOnNO— 7 

Eastland  ^jMifknian 

Planders 

Maybank 


Bridges 

Capehart 

Duff 

So  the  conference  report  was  rejected. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  move  that  the  Senate  insist  upon 
its  amelidments,  request  a  further  con- 
ference with  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives thereon,  and  that  the  Chair  ap- 
point the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  OfiQcer  appointed  Mr.  Hicken- 
LOOPER,  Mr.  Knowland,  Mr.  Bricker,  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Colorado,  and  Mr.  Anderson 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Seriate. 


SOCIAL  SECURITY   AMENDMENTS 
OF  1954 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pur- 
tell in  the  chair ) .  The  Chair  lays  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  unfinished  business, 
H.  R.  9366. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9366)  to  amend  the 
Social  Security  Act  and  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  so  as  to  extend  coverage 
under  the  old-age  and  survivors'  insur- 
ance program,  increase  the  benefits  pay- 
able thereunder,  preserve  the  Insurance 
rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and  in- 
crease the  amount  of  earnings  i>ermitted 
without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other 
purposes. 


EMERGENCY  MARCH  OP  DIMES  OP 

THE  NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  FOR 

INFANTILE  PARALYSIS 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
learned  with  deep  concern  of  an  emer- 
gency that  has  created  the  need  for  the 
Emergency  March  of  Dimes  o|  the  Na- 
tional Foundation  for  Infantile  Paralysis. 

For  many  years  I  have  had  a  vital  in- 
terest in  the  battle  against  p<4io.  Like 
millions  of  other  Americans,  I  felt  a  tre- 
mendous encouragement  uix)n  reading 
that  trial  vaccine  had  been  developed  by 
Dr.  Jonas  E.  Salk,  a  grantee  of  the  Na- 
tional Foundation  at  the  University  of 
Pittsburgh.  Here  was  concrete  hope  that 
something  might  be  forthcomihg  which 
would  prevent  the  cripplipg  caused  by 
this  disease. 

Although  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
children  received  injections  of  the  poten- 
tial vaccine  last  spring,  polio  Incidence 
across  the  Nation  today  is  mounting. 
This  has  created  a  grave  emergency. 
Because  so  much  of  the  funds  contrib- 
uted to  the  March  of  Dimes  by  the 
American  people  have  gone  into  the  vac- 
cine trials,  and  into  the  purchase  of 
gamma  globulin,  a  temporary  preven- 
tive, funds  are  exhausted  for  care  of 
thousands  of  patients  who  need  help. 

I  am  certain  all  of  us,  realizing  the  sit- 
uation, will  wish  to  support  the  emer- 
gency march  of  dimes  scheduled  for 
August  16  to  31  to  obtain  an  addiUonal 
$20  million  for  programs  of  polio  pre- 
venUon  and  patient  aid.  Both  efforts 
are  the  result  of  strong  public  support  in 
the  past.  Now,  in  this  year  of  crisis, 
neither  program  must  be  allowed  to 
falter. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  sure  I  express  the 
warmest   hoi)e   and    conviction   of   the 
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United  States  Senate  for  the  success  of 
the  emergency  inarch  of  dimes  together 
with  our  heartfelt  prayers  that  the 
urgently  needed  f  imds  will  be  raised. 

Through  this  midsiuimer  appeal  we 
may  brmg  much  closer  the  day  when  the 
Nation's  children  no  longer  need  fear  the 
crippling  after  effects  of  poUo. 


THE  PROPOSED  DEPORTATION   OP 
MRS.  MATRONA  O.  KARFUK 

Mr.  BEALL.  Mr.  President.  I  am  in- 
troducing a  bill  today  for  the  reUef  of 
Mrs.  Matrona  O.  Elarpuk,  realizing  that 
it  is  very  unlikely  the  bill  can  be  acted 
on  during  tliis  Congress. 

However,  Mrs.  Karpuk  has  appealed  an 
order  of  deportation  to  the  Board  of 
Immigration  Appeals  and  the  Board 
probably  will  not  hear  the  case  until  in 
the  fall,  and  I  plan  to  notify  the  Attor- 
ney General  and  the  Commissioner  of 
the  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service  that  the  bill  will  be  reintroduced 
at  the  next  session  of  Congress  in  the 
event  that  is  necessary. 

My  interest  in  this  case  was  aroused 
as  a  result  of  articles  in  the  Baltimore 
Sun  reporting  that  this  61 -year -old 
grandmother  wiis  ordered  deported  after 
42  years  in  the  United  States. 

The  Baltimoi-e  Sun  commented  edi- 
torially by  saying: 

That  her  son  )  ought  In  World  War  11  as 
a  major  and  that  she  Is  loyal  to  her  adopted 
country  are  facte  ruled  out  as  Irrelevant  by 
the  Immigration  examiner. 

We  suggest  that  further  proceedings  In  the 
case  of  the  United  States  versus  Grandma 
Karpuk  amount  to  persecution  ao  far  as 
grandma  Is  concerned,  and  are  a  waste  of 
time  so  far  as  the  United  States  of  America 
Is  concerned,  and  that  the  President  ought 
to  step  In  and  tell  the  Attorney  General  to 
tell  these  vigilant  bureaucrats  to  stop  per- 
secuting grandmik  and  bait  their  hooks  for 
bigger  fish. 

Following  th(»e  newspaper  stories  I 
invited  Mrs.  Karpuk.  her  husband,  son. 
and  daughter  to  visit  me.  and  I  then 
wrote  to  the  Attorney  General  request- 
ing that  he  revUiw  the  entire  case. 

The  matter  \i\  now  before  a  board  of 
review,  but,  unfortunately,  it  will  not  be 
disposed  of  until  after  Congress  ad- 
journs. Therefore.  I  am  introducing 
this  bill  at  this  tkne  and  will  reintroduce 
it  next  January  if  necessary. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  prior  to  January 
the  Department  of  Justice  will  have  given 
a  favorable  decision  m  this  case  and  in- 
trcductlon  of  the  bill  will  not  be  needed. 


AFTER  GENEVA:   AMERICAN  POL- 
ICY—GERMANY AND  JAPAN 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President, 
throughout  the  spring  and  summer  the 
problem  of  Indochina  has  come  periodi- 
cally to  the  attention  of  the  Senate.  It 
has  been  perhaps  the  most  important 
question  of  foreL^  policy  to  arise  during 
the  83d  Congress.  From  time  to  time 
I  have  had  occiision  to  make  observa- 
tions on  the  subject  here  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  More  often  I  have 
listened  to  otheii  and  enriched  my  un- 
derstanding of  the  issues  involved. 

The  conflict  in  Indochina  has  been 
stilled  by  the  armistice  recently  nego- 


tiated in  Oeneva.  TUB  ocmflict  Is  not 
likely  to  erupt  agam  in  the  next  few 
months;  nor  is  there  much  likelihood 
that  diplomatic  activity  now  \n  progress 
looking  to  the  defense  of  southeast  Asia 
will  lead  to  fruitful  results  in  the  imme- 
diate future. 

The  tide  of  international  affairs  is 
flowing  on  in  the  aftermath  of  Geneva 
to  new  crests  elsewhere  on  the  globe. 
I  should  like,  therefore,  to  address  my- 
self to  the  situation  in.  two  other  areas — 
areas  wtiich  in  the  next  few  months  may 
become  keys  of  decision  in  the  struggle 
to  turn  back  the  drive  of  totalitarian 
communism.  These  areas  are  Germany 
and  Japan. 

Before  doing  so,  however,  if  the  Senate 
will  bear  with  me  for  a  few  moments, 
there  are  some  matters  of  conscience 
which  I  should  like  to  set  forth.  In  the 
heat  of  debate  on  the  Indochina  issue 
some  of  us  may  have  slipped  momen- 
tarily mto  partisanship.  For  the  most 
part,  however,  these  discussions  of  Indo- 
china have  represented  a  searching  for 
an  honest  understanding  of  the  problems 
which  beset  us  in  southeast  Asia  and 
their  relationship  to  our  poUcies 
throughout  the  world.  They  have  been 
an  attempt  to  find  answers — the  best 
answers  for  the  United  States — not  as 
Republicans  or  Democrats  but  as 
Americans. 

That,  in  my  opinion,  is  as  it  should  be. 
While  there  is  no  constitutional  obUga- 
tion  to  comF>el  the  majority  and  minority 
to  cooperate  on  foreign  policy,  I  think 
the  preservation  of  the  Nation  urgently 
requires  us  to  work  together  with  re- 
spect to  these  vital  matters. 

I  do  not  mean  that  we  should  agree 
simply  for  the  sake  of  agreement,  even 
when  conscience  compels  us  to  disagree. 
I  do  say,  however,  that  we  should  re- 
fnun  from  seeking  partisan  advantage 
out  of  the  misfortunes  which  the  entire 
Nation  sustains  when  our  foreign  policy 
misfires. 

Some  sought  precisely  that  tyrie  of 
advantage.  perhaF>6  unwittingly,  in  the 
fall  of  China  to  the  Communists  several 
years  ago.  They  may  have  gained, 
temporarily,  from  this  course,  but  the 
Nation  as  a  whole  is  still  paying  for  their 
thoughtless  political  profit.  I  hope  that 
others  will  not  follow  this  example,  and 
seek  similar  gain  out  of  the  collapse  of 
policy  in  Indochina.  The  temptation  to 
take  an  eye  for  an  eye  in  this  situation 
is  great,  but  it  should  be  resisted. 

Both  this  administration  and  its 
predecessor  have  made  important  mis- 
takes in  foreign  policy.  There  is  no  per- 
fection in  the  conduct  of  foreign  affairs 
any  more  than  in  any  other  human 
activity.  Nor  has  either  iiarty  a  monop- 
oly on  the  sincere  devotion  to  the  wel- 
fare of  the  country  and  the  wisdom 
which  alone  can  guarantee  that  the  poli- 
cies we  pursue  as  a  Nation  will  be  the 
best  possible  policies.  It  is  one  of  the 
functions  of  debate  in  the  Senate  to 
bring  to  light  mistakes  which  may  be 
made,  and.  as  far  as  possible,  to  point 
the  way  to  their  correction.  At  the 
same  time,  however,  it  is  in  the  interests 
of  the  Nation  to  recognize  that  both  ad- 
minlstrationa— one  Democratic,  one  Re- 
publican— have  done  their  best  to  grap- 
ple with  the  present  ttireat  to  us  all  from 


al»t>ad.  the  threat  d  International  com- 
munism. 

It  is  against  this  threat  that  we  must 
direct  our  common  effort  if  we  are  to 
survive  and  prosper  u  a  free  nation.  If 
we  dissipate  our  strength  In  petty  In- 
ternal dissent  and  fruitless  name-call- 
ing we  shall  have  Uttle  left  tor  depkJj' 
ment  against  the  real  enemy. 

One  of  the  basic  aims  of  the  Soviet 
Unicm  is  to  divide  us  among  ourselves. 
Without  realizing  it,  many  of  our  own 
people  have  in  effect  supported  this  aim. 
They  have  spoken  and  acted  in  a  man- 
ner which  tends  to  bring  about  an  irrep- 
arable cleavage  between  the  two  great 
political  parties  over  Issues  of  foreign 
policy.  Such  statements  and  actions. 
if  continued,  can  only  lead  to  the  weak- 
ening and  the  ultimate  ruin  of  the 
Nation. 

The  way  to  avoid  this  catastrophe  has 
been  shown  by  the  bipartisan  manner 
in  which  the  able,  distinguished,  and 
courageous  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
I  Mr.  WnjcT]  has  served  as  chairman  of 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  and 
the  cooperation  he  has  received  in  this 
respect  from  the  able  and  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gboigi].  It 
has  also  been  illummated  by  the  re- 
marks of  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  [Mr.  Knowland  1  and  the  distin- 
guished minority  leader  [Mr.  Johnson 
of  Texas].  The  majority  leader,  several 
weeks  ago,  stated: 

Neither  of  our  great  poUtical  parties  has  a 
monopoly  on  patrlotlsna.  •  •  •  Let  xis,  here 
and  now.  Republicans  and  Democrats  alike, 
recognize  that  there  Is  only  <Hie  group  that 
can  properly  be  charged  with  being  "the 
party  of  treason"  and  that  Is  the  Communist 
Party  and  the  underground  consplratars. 

The  minority  leader,  answering  for 
those  on  this  side  of  the  aisle,  replied  by 
£aying : 

We  are  ready  to  meet  the  President  and 
the  administration  half  way.  As  responalbia 
men.  we  are  ready  at  any  time  to  cooperate 
In  the  preservation  of  our  coiuitry. 

These  two  statements  contain  princi- 
ples of  responsible  leadership  which  set 
the  Nation's  Interest  above  the  transi- 
tory interests  of  either  party.  If  they 
prevail,  the  Nation  will  be  safe  regard- 
less of  the  perils  which  may  beset  us 
abroad.  I  trust  that  the  int^rlty  of 
these  principles  will  be  maintained  In 
the  political  campaign  of  1954,  which 
they  were  not,  unfortunately,  m  the  po- 
litical campaign  of  1952. 

It  would  be  helpful  if  these  principles 
were  also  reflected  in  congressional  atti- 
tudes toward  the  Sacretary  of  State. 
Secretaries  of  State,  traditionally,  are 
not  expected  to  be  ixipular.  except  in 
historical  perspective.  Nor  have  they.  I 
regret  to  say,  as  a  rule,  violated  this 
tradition. 

It  is  time  to  recognize,  however,  that 
they  have  made  significant  contributions 
to  the  welfare  and  seciulty  of  the  Nation. 
It  is  time  to  stop  making  a  whipping  boy 
out  of  the  incumbent  of  this  office,  who- 
ever he  may  be.  and  to  recognise  that  his 
job  is  and  will  always  be  difflcolt  at 
best.  It  is  time  to  recognize  that  the 
men  who  have  occupied  the  ofllce  In  re- 
cent years,  whether  Republican  orDn- 
ccrat.  without  exception  have  striven 
with  deep  devotion  to  their  duties  to 
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mtegamxd  this  Natloa.  within  the  limits 
of  their  capacity  and  their  support. 

Then  is  a  kdttmate  scope  for  criti- 
elflDi  of  the  Secretary  of  state.  There 
Is  notfains  saerosanct  in  that  ofBce  any 
BDMv  than  in  any  other  office  in  the  Oor- 
emmezkt.  But  if  the  criticism  of  the  Sec- 
Mtary  stons  fitnn  the  search  for  a 
scmiegoat.  if  it  stems  from  destructive 
pAitlaan  purpose,  then  it  woiQd  be  bet- 
ter for  the  Nation  if  it  remained  unex- 
pressed. Growing  out  of  motivations 
such  as  these,  criticism  can  serve  only 
to  reduce  the  Secretary  to  Impoteney  in 
the  conduct  of  his  office.  It  will  tie  his 
hands  at  a  time  when  all  his  skills  must 
be  moblliaed  If  he  is  to  deal  effectively 
with  the  treachery,  the  force,  and  the 
trickery  of  the  Communist  enemy. 

With  these  thoughts— these  bipartisan 
thoughts— In  mind,  I  should  like  to  pro- 
ceed now  to  a  consideration  of  certain 
a^^iects  of  the  international  situation 
wtiich  are  beginning  to  rise  to  the  sur- 
tzce  In  the  wake  of  the  Geneva  Confer- 
ence. For  the  first  time  In  many  years, 
the  guns  are  silent  on  every  major  front 
in  the  world.  This  unusual  quiet  does 
not  Signify  genuine  peace.  While  It 
lasts,  what  we  may  have  is  a  period  of 
shaky  and  uncertain  coexistence. 

Some  may  dislike  the  term  "coexist- 
«*ioe."  Some  may  prefer  the  word 
"truce."  or  tiie  phrase  "war  without 
gUDB."  Whatever  the  preference  In 
idiom,  however,  the  tact  is  that  we  are 
either  engivged  in  war  in  which  Ameri- 
cans and  others  in  considerable  num- 
bers are  being  killed  and  maimed,  or  we 
arc  in  a  phase  of  nonwar  or  cold  war  or 
so-called  coexistence. 

The  danger  in  using  the  word  "co- 
existence" to  describe  the  present  state 
of  world  affairs  Is  that  the  coexistence 
may  be  illusory.  It  may  be  simply  the 
lull  before  the  storm  which  gives  a  falise 
sense  of  securitgr  to  some  and  a  sense  of 
<H>presslve  uneasiness  to  others. 

Coexistence  In  a  world  stalked  by  to- 
talitarian communism  Is  Indeed  illusory 
unless  It  is  based  on  the  utmost  vigilance 
on  our  part,  unless  It  Is  supported  by  a 
level  of  strength  among  the  free  nations 
that  discourages  aggression  and  the 
threat  of  aggression. 

The  strength  to  which  I  refer  is  not 
to  be  measured  solely  in  terms  of  atomic 
and  conventional  military  hardware  on 
hand  and  ready  for  use.  This  is  an  im- 
portant element,  but  strength  is  also 
compounded  of  many  other  factors.  It 
includes  the  moral  fiber  of  a  people,  or 
to  put  it  another  way,  their  staying 
power;  it  Includes  the  diplomatic  capac- 
ity to  win  and  maintain  the  willing  and 
active  cooperation  of  other  nations  and 
the  neutraUty  of  still  others;  it  includes 
strategic  considerations;  it  includes  eco- 
nomic health  and  vitality. 

Strength  in  an  International  sense  is 
also  a  relative  term.  It  is,  today,  the 
total  strength — moral,  diplomatic,  mili- 
tary, strategic,  and  economic — of  the 
nations  linked  together  freely  in  the 
cause  of  freedom  as  against  that  of  the 
Communist  bloc,  marshaled  under  the 
command  of  Moscow:  A  relative  gain 
in  any  of  these  factors  on  our  part 
means  a  relative  weakening  of  the  total 
streivgrth  oi  international  communism 
Any  relaUve  gain  on  their  part.  In  any 


category,  similarly  means  a  weakening 
of  our  position. 

For  some  time.  It?  seems  to  me.  the 
relative  strength  of  the  Communfct  bloc 
has  been  Increasing  in  several  of  the 
categories  to  which  I  have  referred.  In 
military  preparedness,  we  have  been 
cutting  back  and  reducing  our  Army, 
Navy,  and  Marine  Corps;  the  Commu- 
nists have  been  increasing  theirs.  Ac- 
cording to  a  recent  newspaper  column, 
the  Ccnnmunist  camp  now  contains  ap- 
proximately 430  infantry  divisior».  On 
our  side,  I  understand  that  in  addition  to 
our  17  Army  and  3  Marine  Corps  divi- 
sions, there  are  approximately  100  allied 
divisions  extending  from  Norway 
through  Turkey.  Perhaps  another  40  or 
50  divisions  are  available  in  the  Far 
East.  The  Communists  already  possess 
formidable  air  power,  and  it  is  increas- 
ing; they  are  pushing  a  vast  na^  al  build- 
ing program.  Their  arsenal  of  atomic 
and  hydrogen  weapons  is  expanding 
rapidly  as  Is  their  research  in  sctentific 
developments  along  these  lines. 

To  a  great  extent,  this  growth  In 
Commimist  military  power  is  based  on 
the  rapid  development  of  industrializa- 
tion, not  only  in  Russia  but  in  the  satel- 
lites of  the  Soviet  bloc.  So  great  has 
been  this  development  that  the  Com- 
munists are  now  beginning  to  move  into 
international  markets  in  conslcierable 
force.  New^aper  reports  indicate  that 
envoys  from  Moscow  and  Peking  have 
made  their  appearances  in  capitals  as 
far  apart  as  Buenos  Aires  and  Singa- 
pore, Oslo  and  Canberra,  seeking  wool. 
Chemicals,  steel,  rubber,  machinery,  and 
consumer  goods.  Similarly,  many  trade 
missions  are  visiting  the  Communist 
capitals. 

The  greatest  potential  for  a  growth  in 
the  relative  strength  of  the  Communists. 
however,  seems  to  me  to  be  found  In  the 
diplmnatic  field.  In  practically  every 
major  area  of  the  world,  they  are  on 
the  diplomatic  offensive.  This  is  espe- 
cially true  in  Europe  and  Asia.  Molotov 
ia  again  pressing  for  a  consideration  of  a 
security  pact  in  Europe,  and  now,  after 
Geneva,  his  proposal  may  receive  a  dif- 
ferent reception  than  similar  proposals 
have  obtained  in  the  past. 

On  the  other  end  of  the  Moecow- 
Peklng  axis,  Chou  En-Iai  is  attempting 
to  charm  the  countries  of  Asia  into  sim- 
ilar so-called  security  arrangements 
aimed  at  the  United  States.  In  view  of 
India's  progressive  estrangement  from 
this  country  in  recent  months,  the  activi- 
ties of  the  Chinese  Communist  foreign 
minister  contain  implications  of  the  most 
serious  nature. 

There  are  great  stakes  involved  in  the 
diplomatic  struggle  that  is  now  in  prog- 
ress. Here  it  is  not  a  matter  of  a  few 
resources,  a  few  strategic  positions,  and 
a  reluctant  people  being  seized  by  the 
Cwnmunlsts  and  dragged  into  their 
camp.  In  this  diplomatic  struggle,  the 
willing  allegiance  or  the  benevolent  neu- 
trality of  entire  nations  is  involved. 

The  Communists  are  striving,  by  a 
combination  of  diplomacy  and  economic 
enticements,  to  drive  the  free  nations 
further  and  further  apart  and  to  draw 
as  many  of  them  as  possible  into  their 
orbit  or  into  an  Intermediate  stage  of 
neutralism.    The  greater  their  success 
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In  this  drive,  the  more  Inadequate  our 
relative  strength  becomes,  and  the  more 
illusory  the  shaky  coexistence  that  rests 
upon  it. 

If  this  drive  goes  unchecked  by  the 
counterforces  of  freedom,  the*  it  seems 
to  me  that  1  of  2  possible  results  may 
be  expected.  A  third  World  War  will 
take  place  at  some  time  In  the  not  too 
distant  future  when  the  illusion  of  co- 
existence dissolves ;  or  the  world  will  wit- 
ness the  gradual  sufr«ider  without 
struggle  of  most  of  the  free  oatlons  to 
totalitarianism. 

It  is  a  grim  prospect  which  Confronts 
us,  and  because  it  is  so  grim.  I  want  to 
call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the 
situation  in  two  areas  in  which  I  believe 
a  decisive  test  of  the  Soviet  diplomatic 
drive  will  come.  I  refer  to  the  coimtries 
of  Germany  and  Japan. 

These  two  nations  possess  powerful 
sinews  of  strength  of  the  kind  I  have 
previously  described.  Vast,  littrate.  and 
capable  populations  give  them  an  enor- 
mous military  potential.  Advanced  in- 
dustrial establishments  supply  tihem  with 
great  economic  and  scientific  power. 
Situated,  as  they  are.  on  the  western  and 
eastern  fringes  of  the  sprawling  Com- 
munist empire,  they  have  inealculable 
strategic  importance. 

Western  Germany  and  Japan  are  pres- 
ently linked  to  the  free  nations  by  ties 
which  evolved  out  of  the  military  occu- 
pations following  World  War  H.  In  the 
case  of  Germany,  these  are  still  ties  of 
inequality;  in  the  case  of  Japan,  they 
are  ties  between  sovereign  e(|uals.  In 
both  cases,  however,  situations  have  de- 
veloped which  could  bring  about  a  sev- 
erance of  the  ties  and  thrust  Germany 
and  Japan  into  neutral  positions,  or  even 
into  close  relationships  with  ttie  Com- 
munist powers. 

These  developments  have  not  come 
about  suddenly,  although  they  appear 
now  to  be  approaching  a  climax  with 
great  rapidity— especially  in  Germany. 
As  long  ago  as  1949,  however,  they  were 
beginning  to  become  evident.  I  visited 
Germany  in  that  year  and  reported  to 
the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee 
on  my  return  as  follows; 

West  Germany,  in  spite  of  the  difficulties 
It  lias  faced  In  tlie  postwar  years,  is  on  the 
way  up.  •  •  •  Although  Germany  Is  at  the 
present  time  In  a  very  weak  position  with 
two  separate  governments.  It  is  potentially 
the  strongest  nation  In  western  Europe,  Ger- 
many Is.  In  my  opinion,  the  big  prtze  which 
the  U.  S.  S.  R.  now  wants  and.  if  necessary. 
she  can  and  perhaps  will  offer  the  Oermam 
some  of  the  lands  which  have  been  taken 
away  from  them  and  are  now  occupied  by 
Czechoslovakia  and  Poland.  This,  plus  the 
creation  of  a  Russian-dominated  fast  Ger- 
man army,  plus  the  Russian  chat»plon«hlp 
of  a  united  Germany — on  Russian  terma — 
poses  a  difficult  problem  for  the  We«t. 

That  was  the  situation  5  years  ago. 
The  same  situation,  intensified,  exists 
today.  It  is  intensified,  I  believe  pri- 
marily because  of  a  possible  change  in 
Soviet  tactics  with  respect  to  Oermany. 
The  Russians  may  now  be  on  the  verge 
of  offering  important  concessions,  econ- 
omic and  political,  to  the  Germans. 
They  may  be  prepared  to  do  S0  on  the 
basis  of  1  or  2  principal  conditions :  First, 
that  the  Germans  abandon  thettr  plans 
for  participating  in  the  integration  of 
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the  defense  of  Western  Europe:  and. 
second,  that  the  military  forces  of  East 
Germany,  Russian-trained  and  equipped, 
be  incorporated  into  the  defense  struc- 
ture of  a  imlted  Reich.  In  connection 
with  this  latter  condition,  the  role  of 
former  Field  Marshal  Frtedrich  von 
Paulus  will  bear  watching.  He  Is  the 
general  who  surrendered  at  Stalingrad 
and  subsequently  was  director  of  the 
schools  established  In  Russia  to  reindoc- 
trinate  German  war  prisoners. 

If  the  Russians  Intend  to  act  along 
these  lines,  then  the  appeal  of  national 
unity  may  well  prove  Irresistible  to  the 
German  people;  it  may  lead  them,  in 
present  circimostances,  away  from  the 
West. 

Under  Chancellor  Konrad  Adenauer, 
Western  Germany  has  accepted  the 
course  of  western  European  integration 
first  and  riational  unity  later.  The  Ger- 
mans have  accepted  this  course  in  pref- 
erence to  one  of  national  unity,  Soviet 
style,  and  absorption  into  the  Commu- 
nist bloc  at  the  same  Ume.  There  are 
signs,  however,  that  Oermany  may  be 
faltering.  Recent  local  elections  sug- 
gest a  growing  strength  on  the  part  of 
those  political  parties  which  favor  Im- 
mediate unification,  parties  which  be- 
lieve they  can  maintain  a  kind  of  Ger- 
man neutralism  by  restoring  relations 
with  Moscow  and  by  returning  to  the 
prewar  Locarno  treaty  system.  Two 
prewar  German  chancellors.  Dr.  Hein- 
rich  Bruening  and  Dr.  Hars  Luther, 
have  now  openly  alined  themselves 
against  Adenauer's  policies  and  In  favor 
of  this  misleading  alternative.  The  re- 
cent defection  of  Dr.  Otto  John,  the 
security  chief  of  Western  Oermany.  may 
also  be  indicative  of  deep  and  disturbing 
political  currents.  Significant  conces- 
sions from  the  Soviet  Union  at  this  junc- 
ture may  be  enough  to  swing  the  Ger- 
mans away  from  the  West. 

There  are  dangerous  trends  in  Oer- 
many today.  In  my  view,  they  have 
developed  because  of  the  interminable 
delays  in  restoring  full  sovereignty  to 
Western  Germany  and  in  establishing 
the  European  Defense  Community. 
EDC  promised,  at  one  time,  to  cap  the 
movement  towards  western  European 
unity  which  began  In  the  early  postwar 
years.  EDC  offered  both  assurances 
against  the  return  of  German  militarism 
and  security  for  Germany  against  the 
expanding  Commimlst  empire.  It  also 
promised  to  provide  an  avenue  for  Ger- 
man participation,  as  an  equal  in  the 
defense  of  the  west,  so  that  our  share 
in  that  defense  might  be  reduced. 

Months  and  years  have  elapsed  since 
French  genius  produced  EDC.  But  EDC 
still  waits  on  French  acceptance.  In  the 
meantime,  the  hope  for  integration  slips 
away.  Germany  remains  in  a  position 
of  frustrating  political  inequality.  The 
burden  of  its  defense  continues  to  fall 
on  the  occupation  forces  of  the  United 
States,  Britain,  and  France. 

The  Germans  are  not  Ukely  to  acqui- 
esce for  much  longer  In  their  present 
uncertain  and  Inferior  status.  They 
have  toade  a  fantastic  recovery  from 
the  war  and  now  have  the  most  power- 
ful and  dynamic  economy  on  the  main- 
land of  Western  Europe.    They  are  In 


a  position  to  listen  to  and  to  bargain 
with  the  Bast. 

After  retumhig  from  Europe  hi  1951, 
I  reported  to  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Representatives 
that: 

In  any  defense  plan  for  Western  Europe. 
West  Oermany  must  be  an  integral  and  sub- 
stantial part.  We  must  meet  the  West  Ger- 
mans at  the  oouncU  table  and  decide  what 
p«u^  they  wUl  accept  ma  their  share  In  men, 
money,  and  equipment  In  the  defense  of 
Western  Europe.  •  •  •  (The  Germans) 
should  be  allowed  to  rearm  in  their  own 
defense  and  we  should  recognize  West  Ger- 
many as  an  equal. 

That  was,  in  my  view,  the  need  three 
and  a  half  years  ago.  It  is  an  even  more 
urgent  need  now.  Senate  Resolution  295, 
which  passed  by  a  vote  of  88  to  0  Just  a 
few  days  ago.  Indicates  the  sentiment  of 
this  body  with  respect  to  restoring  equal- 
ity to  Germany  and  securing  their  par- 
ticipation in  the  joint  defense  of  the 
free  nations  of  the  West.  I  believe  the 
administration  should  act  quickly,  tix 
every  practicable  way,  to  give  mean- 
ing to  this  resolution.  It  should  act  by 
the  end  of  this  month  if  EDC  Is  not  rati- 
fied by  France.  If  EDC  is  ratified  by 
the  French  Parliament  by  the  end  of 
this  month — and  if  Italy  joins  in — then 
German  sovereignty  will  be  restored  and 
German  rearmament  can  begin. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  very  little  time 
left.  The  next  few  months  may  well 
reveal  whether  the  Germans  are  to  re- 
main linked  with  the  free  nations  or  go 
their  separate  way.  a  way  which,  in  all 
probability,  will  lead  sooner  or  later  into 
the  totalitarian  camp. 

On  the  other  side  of  the  globe,  in  Ja- 
pan, a  second  dangerous  crest  is  devel- 
oping In  the  International  situation. 
The  causes  are  not  identical  with  those 
in  Germany  but  they  are  just  as  serious. 

Unlike  Germany.  Japan  has  national 
unity.  Full  p>olitical  sovereignty  hsis 
been  restored  to  the  Japanese.  They 
have  been  permitted  to  rearm  in  their 
own  defense  and  are  now  in  the  process 
of  doing  so. 

These  factors  In  the  situation,  how- 
ever, are  dwarfed  by  the  towering  eco- 
nomic problems  which  confront  Japan. 
To  put  these  problems  bluntly:  if  free- 
dom is  to  survive  in  Japan  and  if  there 
is  to  be  peace  in  eastern  Asia,  the  Japa- 
nese must  know  with  reasonable  assur- 
ance where  the  next  meal  is  coming 
from.  At  the  present  time,  they  do  not 
know. 

To  live  as  a  free,  peaceful  neighbor  in 
the  Pacific.  Japan  must  literally  fish  and 
trade.  The  Japanese  have  been  able  to 
do  neither,  adequately,  since  the  end  of 
World  War  n.  The  resultant  deficit  in 
their  economy  has  been  compensated  for 
by  the  United  States.  We  provided 
heavy  doles  under  the  occupation.  More 
recently,  we  have  made  up  the  deficit 
largely  by  expendltvu-es  in  Japan  inci- 
dent to  the  Korean  conflict  and  our  stra- 
tegic interests  in  the  western  Pacific. 

The  Japanese  must  turn  somewhere 
if  they  are  not  to  continue  to  depend  for 
existence  on  an  uncertain  charity  or  tem- 
porary palliatives  like  military  procure- 
ments which,  in  any  event,  are  beginning 
to  shrink.  Trade  outlets  in  northern 
AjBia  and  od  the  Chinese  mainland,  how- 


ever, are  blocked  by  Communist  oontnfl 
of  these  areas  as  well  as  by  the  policies 
of  this  country  and  the  United  Nations. 
These  are  the  traditional  avenxies  of 
Japanese  trade.  Efforts  to  develop  sub- 
stitutes for  them  elsewhere  have  not  yet 
met  with  notable  success. 

A  government  of  a  free  nation  cannot 
expect  to  remain  long  In  power,  if  It  can 
hold  out  no  hope  to  its  people  other  th^n 
slow  starvation  or  unending  dei>endence 
on  alien  handouts.  The  Yoshlda  govern- 
ment in  Japan  has  been  on  the  whole 
cooperative  with  the  United  States.  It 
Is,  however,  a  Japanese  government.  It 
will  either  have  to  pursue  policies  which 
correspond  with  the  needs  of  the  Japa- 
nese people  or  It  will  be  replaced. 

Japan  is  now  alined  with  the  frae  na- 
tions but  the  allnement  will  grow  more 
tuicertain  and  tenuous  under  the  pres- 
sures of  economic  realties.  Unless  con- 
certed steps  are  taken  to  meet  these 
realities,  where  are  the  Japanese  to  turn 
for  survival?  There  Is  no  reason  to  as- 
sume that,  as  a  sovereign  Independent 
nation,  they  will  not  turn  away  from  the 
present  allnement.  There  is  no  reason 
to  assimie  that  they  will  not  veer  toward 
Communist  China,  toward  the  Soviet 
Union,  or  both. 

If  International  communism  seeks  to 
sever  the  ties  which  presently  hold  Ja- 
pan on  the  side  of  freedom.  It  is  not  with- 
out resources  to  obtain  this  objective. 
Vast  trading  inducements  can  be  offered, 
particularly  with  respect  to  the  Soviet 
maritime  provinces.  Manchuria  and 
North  China.  There  are  fishing  and 
other  concessions  which  could  be  made 
available  in  and  axoimd  Sakhalin  and 
the  Kuriles.  Rice,  coal,  and  other  re- 
sources, desperately  needed  by  Japan, 
can  come  now  from  northern  Vietnam. 

It  is  entirely  possible  that  the  Com- 
munists would  be  inclined  to  act  with  a 
relatively  lavish  and  open  hand  if  they 
might  expect  in  return  a  growing  Japa- 
nese neutralism  and  ultimate  Incorpora- 
tion of  Japan  Into  their  system. 

There  are  measiu*es  which  can  be 
taken  in  concert  with  others  which 
may  forestall  the  loss  of  Japan  to  totali- 
tarianism. In  this  connection,  the  ad- 
ministration has  recently  axmounced 
that  it  Is  exploring  the  possibilities  of 
closer  relationships  being  developed  be- 
tween Japan,  Korea,  and  Formosa. 
Other  possibilities  may  exist  for  Increas- 
ing Japan's  trade  with  non-Communist 
nations  particularly  in  southeast  Asia 
and  in  Japanese  participation  in  tech- 
nical assistance  programs  m  the  luider- 
development  areas. 

Japan  can  be  held  In  the  camp  of  free- 
dom, provided  that  this  coimtry  and 
other  free  nations  do  not  ignore  the  seri- 
ous predicament  in  which  the  Ji^ianese 
find  themselves;  provided  we  act  to- 
gether and  in  time  to  deal  with  It. 

The  weeks  and  months  that  lie  ahead. 
weeks  and  months  in  which  the  Senate 
will  stand  in  recess  or  adjoummrat.  will 
be  dangerous  and  diiBcult  ones.  We  are 
entering  into  a  period  in  which  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Secretary  of  State  may  be 
called  upon  to  make  major  decisions, 
only  with  respect  to  Gennaay  and  Ja 
but  also  in  connection  witti 
of  the  world. 
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X  think  that  the  President  and  the  Sec- 
zetery  should  know  that  the  Senate  to 
oognlnnt  of  the  burden  they  bear  hi 
condnetlng  our  foreign  policy  «.n<i  that 
Busnben  of  both  parties  win  suiq^ort 
them  as  far  as  conscience  permits. 

After  the  setback  at  Oeneva.  a  sen^ 
of  renewed  unity  on  foreign  policy  may 
be  reaaaertiDg  itself  in  this  country.  "For 
a  period,  at  the  time  of  the  truce,  we 
were  threatened  by  a  wave  of  partlsan- 
ablp.  But  the  Nation  may  now  be  draw- 
hig  doser  together  in  the  face  of  ad- 
Tentty. 

Tltere  Is  ah«ady  a  framework  of  agree- 
ment shared  by  Democrats  and  Repub- 
licans aUke  an.  i^lch  bipartisan  policies 
can  be  maintained  and  developed.  There 
is,  for  ezamide.  little  pui;y  disagreement 
on^^CTC  eiirrent  courses  of  action: 

First.  No  Intervention  by  American 
Armed  Forces  In  Indochina. 

Second.  No  recognition  of  -Commimist 
China  by  the  United  States  and  no  ad- 
mittance of  Communist  China  to  the 
United  Nations. 

Third.  No  Locarno  pact  with  the  Com- 
munists for  southeast  Asia. 

Fomth.  The  continued  need  for  a  Eu- 
ropean Defense  Ccmmuni^. 

Fifth.  The  granting  of  sovereignty  to 
West  Germany  together  with  Its  right  to 
participate  in  the  defense  of  Western 
Europe. 

T^thin  thl»  framework,  we  can  pursue 
policies  which  will  build  greats*  strength 
in  the  non-Communist  world — not  solely 
military  but  moral,  diplomatic  and  eco- 
ncHnic  strength  as  weU.  We  can  act  to 
maintain  the  level  of  the  total  strength 
of  freedom  in  the  world,  at  all  times,  far 
in  excess  of  that  of  international  totall- 
tarlanlsm.  We  have  the  means  to  do  so. 
If  we  have  the  win. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  are  successful  we 
can  have  more  than  an  Olusory  coexist- 
ence which  means  running  away  In  fear 
from  every  threat  of  a  fight,  an  illusion 
which  can  and  will  be  shattered  at  the 
whim  of  the  Communist  totalitarian  bloc. 
We  can  have  more  than  the  futility  of  a 
third  world  war  precipitated  by  the  hot- 
heads among  us  who  by  some  twisted 
reasoning  believe  that  the  way  to  sUxp  a 
war  Is  to  act  the  part  of  the  tniDy  and 
start  one.  We  can  have,  if  we  work  con- 
sistently and  without  fanfare  to  build 
genuine  strength,  the  peace  we  seek,  a 
peace  without  fear,  a  peace  of  staUllty 

and  of  faith  in  the  ultimate  triumph  of 

human  freedom. 
Mr.  President,  I  yieW  the  floor. 

Mr.  JENNEB.     Mr.  President 

The     PRESIDINa     OFFICER      (Mr. 

Wklku   In  the  chair).    The  Senator 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President.  life  \m 
merciless  to  men  and  natiims,  who.  in 
times  that  try  men's  souls,  flee  from  the 
contest  with  harsh  reality  and  seek 
refuge  in  the  warm  security  of  the  past. 
hke  an  infant  nestling  at  tils  mother's 


August  13 


y  i 
h 


The  Am«1can  people  have  for  genera- 
Uone  lived  out  their  UVes  to  freedom. 
baoe,  f eneroalty.  and  confidence  to  the 
future.  Our  ancestors,  who  fought  the 
War  of  Independffnce  and  devised  the 
C^onstitution.  built  up  a  great  ptditical 
npttal  fund,  on  which  we  have  been 
drawing,  generation  after  genecatlon.  to 


enjoy  a  freedom  and  happtoess  we  had 
not  earned.  We  have  lived  over  a  cen- 
tury on  the  unearned  increment  of  this 
political  capital  which  other  men  had 
broken  their  hearts  to  win  for  us. 

It  may  be  that  Americans  now  living 
will  never  again  see  that  happy  world  of 
freedom,  of  trust  to  human  decency,  and 
of  confidence  that,  if  one  did  his  best,  he 
would  be  allowed  to  enjoy  the  fruits  of 
his  labCM-.  and  his  children  would  begin 
life  higher  up  the  ladder  of  success  than 
he  tiad  begun  it. 

It  may  be  that  the  course  of  American 
history  has  been  turned  for  a  long  period 
ahead,  from  the  happy  valleys  and  the 
sunlit  streams  sheltered  by  the  constitu- 
tional wall,  which  used  to  keep  out  evil- 
doers. It  may  be  that  for  years  to  come 
we  shall  have  to  find  our  way  over  a 
rocky  uzunarked  course,  climbing  higher 
and  higher,  amid  encircling  gloom  to- 
ward cold  and  barren  summits  which  we 
cannot  even  see.  It  may  be  that,  like  the 
Hebrew  children,  we  shall  have  to  march 
as  a  nation  through  desert  and  swamp 
and  enemy  attack,  with  the  promised 
land  only  a  gleam  of  hope  on  the  far 
horizon. 

It  may  be  that  is  the  only  road  the 
American  people  can  take  if  they  are  to 
be  true  to  their  great  inheritance  and 
their  great  destiny. 

I  say  to  you,  the  American  people  will 
follow  any  course,  however  dark  and 
hard,  if  it  will  preserve,  for  them  and 
the  world,  the  great  experiment  in 
hberty  under  law  which  is  their  legacy 
from  earlier  generations  of  Americans. 

There  is  only  one  thing  which  the 
American  people  need  from  their  Gov- 
ernment. There  is  only  one  thing  which 
our  people  ask  of  us,  their  elected  agents, 
to  the  task  of  keeping  our  Nation  secure 
and  free. 

The  American  people  ask  one  thing— 
the  truth.  They  ask  us  to  tell  them 
where  we  are  today,  and  what  we  must 
do,  to  find  our  way  out  of  our  present 
difficulties,  without  surrendering  our 
most  precious  possession,  next  to  our 
faith  in  God,  that  is,  our  freedom. 

The  American  people  will  find  their 
way  over  any  obstacles,  through  any  fog 
agatost  any  f6e,  foreign  or  domestic  if 
they  haveHhe  truth.  I  do  not  believe  our 
people  can' ever  find  the  answers  to  their 
present  problems,  if  their  officials  feed 
them  a  diet  of  lies. 

I  am  talking,  Mr.  President,  about  the 
so-called  peace  agreement  in  Indochina. 

I  do  not  believe  this  is  the  time,  Mr. 
President,  when  we  should  minimite  the 
defeat  which  has  been  suffered  by  the 
United  States. 

GESXVA  IB  A  UAJO»  DITXAT        | 

The  Geneva  agreement  is  not  a  local 
defeat  In  Indochina.  It  is  a  defeat  in 
grand  strategy,  to  our  abUity  to  plan  and 
execute  a  defmse  and  counterattack 
against  the  new  barbarian  invasioi»s. 

The  Geneva  agreement  touchtt  the 
very  survival  of  our  Nation  and  its  tivill. 
zation,  on  our  own  continent 

Writing  to  1952.  to  Asia  Aflam*  Dr 
Ebed  Van  der  Vlugt  said,  of  the  Commu- 
nist strategy  for  Indochtoa: 

Trom.  time  to  time,  f^parently  reliable  re- 
portB  Iiave  oome  of  Immense  Red  caincM 
preparation*  for  invasion,  including  mSasinK 
and  training  ctf  special  tro(^»  for  xbm  pur- 
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poM.  and  building  of  railways  ai|d  highwayi 
to  support  the  vast  supply  necessities  of  such 
an  Invasion.  It  could  begin  at  any  moment, 
or  It  could  be  postponed  for  many  months! 
But.  unless  the  Chinese  Reds  are  checked  by 
disaster  elsewhere.  It  must  surely  oome. 

For.  lUce  a  mighty  glacier,  communism 
moTes,  ponderously  but  with  crushing  force, 
toward  the  domination  of  all  Asia.  And  not 
of  Asia  only:  after  Indochina  lias  Thailand. 
after  Thailand.  Malaya.  Then  the  stream  of 
conquest  will  divide:  one  arm  wlU  turn  west- 
ward toward  Biirma  and  India.  The  other 
will  move  south  and  cast  Into  Indonesia. 
Then  the  defense  perimeter  of  America  off 
the  coast  of  Asia  will  have  been  outflanked. 
And  by  the  time  it  Is  outflanked,  commu- 
nism will  be  ready  to  contest  wlljh  the  West 
for  the  mastery  of  the  Pacific  and  the  shores 
It  washes. 

There  is  nothing  surprising  In  the  vic- 
tory of  the  Communists  in  southeast  Asia. 

Writing  in  Collier's,  on  November  18. 
1950.  General  Chennault  said: 

I  am  convinced  that  help  froip  the  Rus- 
sians for  conquest  of  southern  Asia  has  been 
promised  the  Red  leader.  Mao  Tfce-tung,  in 
return  for  Russian  possession  of  Manchuria. 
The  Russians  have  got  to  have  Mamchuria,  to 
get  warm  water  ports,  manpower.  Iron  and 
coal— all  needed,  as  the  Soviet  Union  sees  It, 
in  order  to  protect  Its  back  door  against  the 
United  States  and  Japan.  I  am  Iztformed  the 
Soviets  have  been  given,  or  h«ve  simply 
taken  over,  control  of  railroads  and  Industry 
In  Manchuria.  Now  It  remains  only  for  the 
Russians  to  fulfill  their  end  of  the  bargain 
by  helping  Mao  and  his  Chinese  Cbmmunlsts 
to  take  southeast  Asia. 

Let  me  continue  with  General  Chen- 
naulfs  warning  in  late  1950,  when  the 
Chinese  Reds  were  already  at  war  with 
us: 

Mao  must  have  southern  Asia,  especially 
If  he  is  to  lose  Manchin^a.  Southern  China 
alone  is  a  deficit  area  economically,  which 
In  the  past  always  received  its  principal 
foodstuff— rice— from  Burma,  81am.  and 
Indochina.  In  the  rich  Asian  areas  south 
of  China  lie  rubber,  oil.  tin.  Iron,  and  gold, 
as  well  as  enormous  export  crops  which  the 
Communists  in  China  desperatelf  need  for 
barter  with  the  enemy  world.  U  he  la  to 
establish  any  kind  of  working  economic 
mechanism  in  China,  Mao  simply  cannot 
pass  up  these  assets.  Possession  of  south- 
east Asia  wiu  giv«  him  food,  Indi^trlal  ma- 
terials, and  a  source  of  dollar  exchange 
through  exports. 

The  United  States  has  been  out- 
thought,  outtraded,  and  outgeneraled, 
while  it  helplessly  watched  the  Commu- 
nists take  over  the  two  things  they  need 
most,  food  to  quiet  the  rebellious  Chi- 
nese, and  exports  to  seduce  our  allies 
into  the  spider  web  of  East-West  trade. 

The  damage  goes  deeper  than  that. 
Under  Secretary  Bedell  Smith  says  we 
have  agreed  not  to  upset  the  Geneva 
agreement  by  force.  What  does  that 
mean?  It  means.  Mr.  President,  that  we 
have  agreed  to  give  no  military  help  to 
the  rest  of  Indochtoa.  The  Red  Chtoese 
have  told  Laos  and  Cambodia  tjhat  they 
may  have  French  military  advisers  or 
British  military  advisers.  But  American 
military  advisers?  "Oh,  no,"  says  Chou 
En-lai.    And  we  say  nothing. 

Under  U.  N.,  we  can  give  no  military 
help  to  Thailand  which  might  upset  the 
Geneva  agreement. 

We  are  bound,  hand  and  foot,  to  put 
no  military  aid  tato  the  states  on  the 
Communist  frontier  to  southeast  Asia, 
Mr.  President.    We  cannot  lift  a  finger 
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to  give  military  help  to  the  llttie  coun- 
tries the  Communists  plan  to  devour 
next. 

Let  us  be  honest  with  ourselves.  That 
means  the  United  States  la  guaranteeing 
Communist  conquests,  whatever  double- 
talk  we  may  hear.  That  means  Locarno, 
Mr.  President,  however  carefully  the 
spokesmen  at  Oeneva  avoid  the  name  for 
cynical  recognition  of  conquests  past. 
We  are  already  committed  to  guaranty 
of  the  status  quo.  with  the  status  quo 
fixed  wherever  the  Communists  decide 
to  put  it. 

The  United  States  will  be  permitted  to 
keep  its  vast  military  machine,  so  long 
as  it  does  not  attempt  to  do  anything 
really  serious  with  It.  If  you  were  Asian, 
would  you  think  we  look  like  a  paper 
tiger.  Mr.  President,  all  roar  but  no 
claws?  E>o  you  think  the  Conununists 
may  have  planned  to  make  us  look  that 
way? 

IC  does  no  good  to  say  we  did  not  physi- 
cally sign  the  Geneva  agreement.  That 
is  the  old  excuse  of  Pontius  Pilate,  who 
washed  his  hands  to  keep  his  conscience 
clear. 

There  Is  no  competent  person  In  Asia, 
in  Europe,  in  the  Americas,  no  one  within 
the  Soviet  orbit,  who  does  not  know  that 
the  United  States  was  the  self-appointed 
leader  of  the  plan  to  give  the  free  nations 
of  Asia  the  means  to  defend  themselves, 
and  that  the  United  States  has  suffered 
overwhelming  defeat. 

oua  THian  dktkat  in  asia 

The  people  of  the  United  States  today 
do  not  want  rose-colored  statements 
about  our  third  defeat  in  Asia.  The  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  are  deeply  wor- 
ried about  the  advances  made  by  the  So- 
viet powers  in  these  three  successive 
waves  of  conquest.  They  know  Indo- 
china is  a  stepplngstone  on  the  island 
bridge  which  curves  about  the  Pacific  to 
Australia,  and  the  first  foothold  on  that 
island  bridge  is  a  threat  to  the  military 
security  of  the  American  people  in  their 
own  homeland. 

Where  have  we  failed,  Mr.  President? 

Why  have  the  Soviet  master  planners 
won  three  victories  in  Asia  in  10  years? 
Just  10  years  ago  in  the  midst  of  World 
War  II  Stalin  gave  orders  to  turn  against 
Chiang  Kai-shek.  He  was  obeying 
Lenin's  axiom  that  the  Communists 
must,  at  the  first  opportunity,  turn  im- 
perialist war  into  world  civil  war.  Prom 
that  small  beginning.  Just  10  years  ago, 
the  Communists  swept  on,  until  they  had 
possession  of  mainland  China,  of  500 
million  people,  a  third  of  the  earth  and 
nation  after  nation. 

In  June  1950  the  Communists  struck 
again.  Armed  hordes  of  North  Koreans 
swept  across  the  38th  parallel  to  attack 
the  peaceful  people  of  Korea.  A  year 
later,  when  defeat  seemed  inevitable,  the 
Communists  turned  to  guile  and  won 
for  themselves  another  long-drawn-out 
peace  conference  ending  m  a  settlement 
on  their  own  terms. 

The  conquest  of  Indochina  has  been 
underway  since  Moscow  sent  Commu- 
nist-trained Ho  Chlh  Minh  to  China  in 
1925,  to  worl:  with  Borodin.  It  has  been 
a  predictable  certainty  since  the  Com- 
munists reached  south  China.  A  few 
montlis  ago  the  Reds  decided  the  time 


had  came  for  the  all-out  offensive  to  win 
the  nation  they  had  thoroughly  softened 
up.  They  Induced  the  western  allies  to 
hold  a  Big  Powers  conference  in  Berlin, 
so  the  whole  wide  world  could  watch  the 
kill. 

What  was  the  United  States  doing 
while  the  Soviet  Union  and  its  captive 
satellites  were  swallowing  Asia? 

After  World  War  n,  our  promised  help 
to  Free  Chma  was  neutralized  by  the 
power  of  a  small  clique  within  the  Amer- 
ican Government  and  in  the  press,  which 
engaged  us  in  a  series  of  futile  negotia- 
tions to  establish  peaceful  coexistence 
between  the  Nationalist  Government  and 
the  Red  armies  in  China.  We  are  hear- 
ing the  same  claptrap  again  today, 
peaceful  coexistence. 

During  the  Korean  war.  the  military 
strength  of  the  United  States  was  neu- 
tralized because  the  same  small  clique, 
within  the  State  Department  and  the 
press,  bogged  us  down  in  futile  negotia- 
tions over  terms  for  peaceful  coexist- 
ence between  Free  Korea  and  Red  China. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  would  rather  not.  My 
remarks  are  quite  lengthy,  and  I  should 
Uke  to  complete  them. 

In  January  1953,  a  new  administration 
took  over,  pledged  to  put  an  end  to  the 
rule  of  this  small  clique  which  had  so 
successfully  neutralized  the  military 
power  of  the  United  States  in  Asia  as 
in  Europe,  and  had  twice  thrown  away 
costly  victories  won  by  our  fighting  men. 
President  Eisenhower  approved  the  sign- 
ing of  an  armistice  in  Korea,  with  the 
pledge  that  there  would  be  no  naore  con- 
cessions to  Communist  brutality. 

That  promise  could  be  kept  only  If  we 
had  a  strategic  plan  for  defense  of  Free 
Asia  and  organized  all  military  means 
needed  to  put  the  plan  into  effect. 

What  did  we  do,  militarily,  after  we 
signed  the  cease-fire  agreement  In  Ko- 
rea, to  protect  the  unconquered  part  of 
the  world,  of  which  Korea,  China,  and 
Indochina  were  the  blazing  frontiers? 

President  Elisenhower  took  two  most 
important  steps  to  protect  American 
military  security.  He  rescinded  the  in- 
famous order,  drafted  by  this  pro-Com- 
mimist  clique,  ordering  the  United  States 
Navy  to  protect  the  Red  China  coast,  at 
the  very  moment  the  Reds  were  killing 
our  young  men.  That  order  had  effec- 
tively stopped  Chiang  Kai-shek's  block- 
ade and  cost  us  untold  lives. 

President  Eisenhower  also  assisted  the 
retironent  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
who  had  served  In  this  time  of  betrayal, 
and  appointed  a  new  and  very  able 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  under  the  chair- 
manship of  Admiral  Radford. 

What  else  was  needed? 

AMXUCA'B    BSBPONSIBnJTT    ATm   THX   KOKKAN 
PXACZ 

No  one  in  the  world  assumed  for  a 
moment  that  the  Korean  ceasefire  meant 
peace  with  the  Communist  war  machine. 
The  Cmnmunist  war  machine  was  in- 
vented, and  has  been  operated  since  Its 
establishment,  as  a  machine  for  conquest 
of  the  non-Communist  world.  This  pro- 
gram of  conquest  goes  on  without  m- 
terruptlon  day  in  and  day  out,  regard- 
less of  whether  the  Communists  mo- 


mentarily desire  a  shooting  war  or  pre* 
f  er  the  intervals  of  cold  war  to  which 
they  give  the  name  of  peace. 

What  was  the  responslbiUty  of  the 
American  Government? 

As  I  have  said  many  times,  the  war  in 
Korea  never  was  a  Korean  war.  The 
war  which  began  In  July  1950  was  a 
struggle  for  all  Asia  on  the  battl^round 
of  Korea.  That  war  can  never  be  con- 
sidered except  as  a  local  campaign  in  one 
long  war  for  the  conquest  of  Asia  by  the 
Communists  or,  as  we  hope,  its  redemp- 
tion by  those  who  love  freedom  enough 
to  die  for  it. 

The  cease-fire  in  Korea  presented  then 
the  op[K)rtunity  to  use  a  lull  in  the  shoot- 
ing to  strengthen  the  military  and  stra- 
tegic position  of  the  non-Communist  na- 
tions of  Asia  m  preparation  for  the  next 
assault.  The  armed  might  of  Red  China 
operated,  in  the  west  Pacific,  from  Man- 
churia to  Vietnam.  The  only  possible 
answer  for  the  unconquered  nations  was 
to  dispose  their  force  ia.  one  unified 
strategy,  from  the  borders  of  Korea  to 
the  farthest  ends  of  southeast  Asia  and 
Australia.  That  would  be  the  clear 
warning  that  freemen  in  Asia  could  and 
would  meet  any  attack  by  the  Red  Chi- 
nese at  any  point  at  any  time. 

A  grand  strategy  for  the  Pacific  meant 
recruiting  and  training  the  largest  pos- 
sible number  of  fighting  men  in  the  Re- 
public of  Korea,  in  Nationalist  China, 
and  in  the  nations  of  southeast  Asia 
wliich  wanted  to  remain  free.  It  meant 
also  equipping  the  fighting  forces  of  these 
Uttle  nations  exposed  to  Red  attack,  on 
the  frontier  of  the  world  struggle  be- 
tween freedom  and  slavery.  They  needed 
and  deserved  the  best  guns,  tanks,  ships, 
submarines,  airplanes,  and  other  war 
material  which  could  be  made. 

I  have  said  again  and  again  that  only 
Asians  can  win  freedom  for  Asia.  Asia 
does  not  want  or  need  ovu:  manpower. 
I  have  also  said  agam  and  again  that  it 
fits  our  self-interest,  as  it  fits  our  moral 
code,  to  make  sure  that  the  armies  of 
free  Asia  shall  fight  with  the  very  best 
equipment  which  the  free  world  can 
provide. 

I  have  said,  and  I  say  again,  that  the 
measure  of  our  help  to  the  free  nations 
of  Asia  is  the  amount  of  war  equipment 
and  supplies  which  the  Soviet  Union 
gives  to  its  pupctet  armies  attempting  to 
conquer  the  rest  of  Asia. 

I  have  said,  and  I  say  again,  that  the 
United  States,  as  the  greatest  industrial 
power  in.  the  world,  can  do  no  less  for 
freedom  than  the  Soviet  umon  does  for 
slavery.  We  must  do  more,  to  give  mlU- 
tary  strength  to  the  Asians  who  are  fight- 
ing for  independence. 

If  that  analysis  is  correct — and  I  do 
not  see  any  other  choice — the  United 
States  should  have  been  engaged  with 
the  greatest  possible  energy  since  Jan- 
uary 21,  1953,  in  training  and  equipping 
the  fighting  men  of  Free  Korea,  Free 
China,  and  Free  Indochina,  with  the 
finest  training,  equipment,  and  supplies 
which  our  industries  could  supply  to 
them. 

This  is  what  General  Van  Fleet  has  re- 
ferred to  as  packages  of  10  divisions  or 
so  of  fully  tramed  and  fully  equipped 
fighting  forces  in  all  the  smaU  but  val- 
iant nations  on  the   borders   of  Red 
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CbiuL  If  this  pQlky  had  been  f(dlowed, 
Ciwianiidat  C3Un»  irould  have  been  eon- 
fronted  with  ttw  threat  of  actiTe.  veil- 
trained,  Asian  foroes  from  tiie  barden  of 
Siberia  to  the  rloe  fields  of  T»irfo>*.ii^ 
.vocldng  in  close  cooperation  ivlth  the 
oonrageous  IndqxQdent  natkms  of  south 
Asia,  the  Near  Bist.  and  Borope. 

■mis  staivile  commnnsenae  prepara- 
tltm  would  ha^  meant  that  the  mqment 
the  Red  CSiinese  dared  to  move  equip- 
ment or  men  across  thetr  borders  to  at- 
tack the  peaceful  people  of  IHetnam. 
they  would  face  instant  counterattack 
by  the  armed  forces  of  Free  Korea,  Free 
cailna.  Indochina,  and  perhaps  the  Phil- 
ippines and  Japan.  Probably  the  Reds 
would  not  hare  started  a  new  invasion. 
If  they  did,  the  battleground  would  have 
been  on  their  territory,  not  in  the  free 
oountrles. 

I  un  certain,  with  do  mental  reserva- 
tions whatever,  that  President  Hsen- 
hower.  Secretary  of  Defense  Wilson.  Ad- 
miral Radford,  and  tbe  otiier  Joint 
ChlefB,  had  every  intention  of  support- 
ing the  Korean  cease-fire  agreement  with 
efery  means  within  thdr  power  to  help 
protect  tbe  entire  line  of  small  nations 
which  was  threatened  with  the  armed 
power  of  Red  China  the  minute  the  ar- 
mistice was  accepted  in  Etorea.  They 
knew  it  would  be  militarily  and  morally 
indefensible  to  release  the  battle-hard- 
ened veterans  of  the  Korean  campaign 
to  attack  another  small  nation,  unless 
an  alternative  plan  for  its  survival  could 
be  put  into  eiTect. 

HOW  OUB  MnilXAST  FQUCT  WAS  BAKSnUMO 

I  have  been  searching  unceasingly  to 
find  the  invisible  bars  which  blocked  this 
obvious  policy.  Why  did  we  not  have  a 
firm  wall  of  Asian  manpower  on  the  long 
fnmtier  where  Free  Asia  faced  the  armed 
and  ruthless  hordes  of  Red  China  and 
hear  master,  the  Soviet  Union? 

Why  were  the  Red  Chinese  confident 
that  the  annies  of  Free  Korea  would  not 
march  to  the  attack,  when  the  free  peo- 
ple of  Vietnam  were  faced  with  the  Chi- 
nese Communist  cmslaught?  Why  were 
they  so  sure?  Why  were  the  Red  Chi- 
nese so  confident  that  the  Free  Chinese 
would  not  bomb  the  roads  and  railroads 
over  which  sun>lle8  and  men  were  mov- 
ing for  the  destruction  of  a  small  and 
harmless  nation?  Why  does  Free  China 
still  lack  the  full  equlixnent  of  ships  and 
Xdanes.  submarines,  and  bombs  which 
would  enable  it  to  protect  its  nationals 
on  the  mainland  who  are  fighting  the 
Communists,  and  to  come  to  the  help  of 
other  Asian  nations  whose  borders  had 
been  unjustly  breached?  Why  could  not 
General  Clark,  during  the  Korean  war, 
accept  three  divisioais,  fxilly  trained, 
from  the  Formosan  National  Chinese? 

I  believe.  Mr.  President,  I  have  found 
the  way  by  which  American  defense  ofll- 
dals  were  prevented  frwn  helping  the 
free  people  of  Asia  from  threat  of  a 
countorattack  if  Red  China  used  the  Ko- 
rean agreement  to  destroy  another  small 
neighbor. 

Recently  the  Senate  passed  the  Mil 
autboriring  fonds  for  tbe  Foreign  Opera- 
tions Administration,  and  tbe  confo-- 
ence  report  on  it  was  agreed  to  last  eve- 
idng  without  debate.  I  understand  the 
$3  bOUon  appropriation  bill  for  the  POA 
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will  come  to  the  Senate  for  quicle  action, 
with  the  request  that  it  must  be  rushed. 
But  in  the  authorization  bill  I  believe  I 
have  found  the  tight,  delicate,  bat  oh  so 
powerful  silken  threads  which  prevented 
our  military  leaders  and  Defense  officials 
from  carrying  out  the  obvious  strategy  to 
keep  Red  China  from  new  conquests  aft- 
er the  Korean  agreement  was  signed. 

It  is  the  internationalist  coUectivist 
lawyers  who  have  neutralized  American 
military  power,  and  made  our  promises 
ridiculous  before  the  world.  It  Is  diffl- 
cult  for  us  to  believe  that  that  vast  ag- 
gregation of  tangible  power,  called  the 
American  Military  Establishment^-and 
we  give  it  billions  of  dollars  every  year- 
may  be  led  by  the  ablest  men,  may  be 
equipped  with  vast  funds,  may  have  huge 
numbers  of  trained  fighters,  may  be 
fully  committed  to  holding  back  the 
Communist  threat,  and  yet  be  reduced  to 
importance  by  the  thin  silken  meshes  of 
the  law.  I 

Tax  KUWEM  BAMD  OT  TT.  N.      I 

The  mutual-defense  bill,  which  passed 
with  practically  no  debate,  authorizes 
the  sum  of  $3.1  billion  for  military  and 
economic  aid  designed  to  strengtben  the 
imconquered  nations  against  a  threat 
of  Soviet  conquest.  These  3  billions  of 
dollars  added  to  the  10  billions  still  un- 
spent by  this  agency  from  past  appro- 
priations, constitute  the  sum  of  13  bil- 
lion available  currently  to  block  the  ad- 
vance of  communism.  The  silken  thread 
Which  has  made  that  fund  una? ailable 
for  the  needs  of  the  free  nations  of  Asia 
is  the  little  clause  which  appears  in 
the  act  stating  that  the  Congress  re- 
affirms the  policy  of  the  United  States 
to  achieve  international  peace  and  secu- 
rity through  the  United  Nations  so  that 
armed  force  shall  not  be  xised  except  in 
the  common  defense. 

What  is  the  common  defense  of  the 
United  Nations?  Obviously,  nothing. 
If  there  had  been  any  meaning  to  the 
idea  of  common  defense  or  collective  se- 
cmrity,  the  United  Nations  would  have 
acted  to  restrain  Red  China  wben  she 
first  attacked  Indochina.  Is  not  that 
correct?  Red  China  would  now  stand 
before  the  bar  of  U.  N.  as  a  criminal. 
instead  of  flaunting  her  cruel  triumph 
at  Geneva. 

How  could  there  be  a  common  defense 
In  the  U.  N.?  The  United  Nations  in- 
cludes the  Soviet  Union,  with  a  seat  on 
the  Security  Coimcil  and  the  power  to 
veto  any  move  made  by  other  nations. 
There  is  not  the  slightest  possibility  that 
the  United  Nations  can  or  will  permit 
the  Koreans,  the  Free  Chinese,  or  the 
people  of  Vietnam  to  engage  in  defense 
of  their  own  lands  against  the  mlUtary 
power  of  Red  China.  Furthermore,  Mr. 
President — and  this  is  what  concerns  the 
M«nbers  of  this  body — there  is  not  the 
slightest  possibility  that  a  single  dollar 
appropriated  imder  the  Mutual  Defense 
Act  can  be  used  by  our  Defense  officials 
adequately  to  help  any  small  nation  de- 
fend itself  against  a  Communist  power. 
The  money  is  appropriated  by  the 
American  Congress.  It  comes  from  the 
American  taxpayers.  It  is  to  a  large 
extent  spent  by  American  Defense  offi- 
cials, but  it  has  been  so  completely 
bootqrtrapped  by  the  legal  exports  of 
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the  Acheson  regime  that  th^  money  is 
of  no  value  whatsoever  to  protect  any- 
one against  the  Red  death. 

What  is  the  United  Nations  policy  for 
what  they  call  peace  in  Asia?  We  know 
the  answer,  Mr.  President.    The  United 

Nations  policy  during  the  Korean  war 

we  all  remember  this — was  to  prevent 
American  military  leaders  and  American 
fighting  men  from  winning  a  Victory  over 
the  Communist  forces.  Senators  re- 
member the  details.  Our  commanders 
were  not  permitted  the  right  ef  hot  pur- 
suit against  attacking  Red  planes.  They 
were  not  permitted  to  bomb  attacking 
forces  in  Red  China,  before  they  could 
kill  our  men.  They  were  not  permitted 
to  lx>mb  Rashln,  until  it  was  too  late. 

Gen.  Mark  Clark  was  before  our  com- 
mittee only  2  days  ago,  and  he  took  the 
oath  and  told  the  story  of  treachery  all 
over  again. 

Most  fantastic  of  all,  the  American 
forces  were  not  permitted  to  carry  the 
war  to  the  soil  of  their  enemy  but  were 
compelled  to  limit  all  fighting  to  devas- 
tation of  the  territory  of  their  ally. 
That  is  the  U.  N.  plan  in  Asia,  Mr. 

President. 

Imagine  General  Elsenhower  being 
compelled  to  limit  the  war  against  the 
Nazis  to  the  territory  of  fiance,  but, 
under  no  circumstances,  to  permit  even 
a  pursuit  plane  to  cross  over  into  Ger- 
man territory.  What  do  Senators  ttiink 
of  that? 

I  need  not  remind  the  Senate  that, 
when  everything  else  failed,  the  com- 
mander of  the  American  forces,  who  was 
also  our  highest  official  in  all  Asia,  was 
summarily  removed  from  command  and 
called  home. 

When  President  Tniman  acoused  Gen- 
eral MacArthur  of  interfering  with  the 
plans  for  a  cease  fire  in  Korea.  Gen- 
eral MacArthur  pointed  out  that  he  was 
following  the  accepted  military  tradition 
In  his  negotiations  with  the  Red  Chi- 
nese, and  that  President  Truman  could 
not  have  objected  unless — and  I  ask  Sen- 
ators to  note  this  very  carefully — "un- 
less an  agreement  was  in  the  wn^fctr^g 
on  the  enemy's  own  terms." 

What  kind  of  peace  did  the  United 
Nations  stand  for  in  Korea?  The  United 
Nations  carried  on  peace  negotiations 
with  the  Communists  for  many  long  and 
weary  months  under  the  most  humiliat- 
ing conditions  for  American  military 
men.  In  the  fall  of  1952,  Admiral  Joy 
signed  a  cease-fire  agreement  in  which 
he  won  his  two  principal  points,  that 
no  prisoners  of  war  who  objected  to  re- 
turning would  be  forced  to  return;  and 
that  the  United  States  would  Consent  to 
no  political  conference  in  which  the  So- 
viet Union  could  build  up  the  prestige 
of  Red  China,  and  achieve  her  entry  into 
the  United  Nations  and  ita  Security 
Council, 

This  agreement  in  the  field  was  much 
too  advantageous  to  the  United  States, 
so  in  December  1952,  after  a  debate  led 
by  Mr.  Krishna  Menon,  the  Dhited  Na- 
tions took  over  the  responsibilty  of  the 
field  commanders  and  voted  that  prison- 
ers of  war  unwilling  to  return  home  were 
not  to  be  freed  but  were  to  be  turned 
over  to  a  neutral  nations  commission 
which  would  interrogate  them  once  more. 
I  do  not  know  precisely  what  were  the 
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connections  between  Mr.  Krishna  Me- 
non's  proposal  and  Dean  Acheson,  but  I 
cannot  miss  the  fact  that  everything 
Krishna  Menon  asked  for  was  designed 
perfectly  to  fit  Mr.  Acheson's  policies. 
Furthermore,  by  a  curious  coincidence. 
Mr.  Krishna  Menon.  from  faraway  In- 
dia, in  December  1952.  hit  upon  those 
very  modifications  of  the  agreement 
made  by  our  military  men  which  would 
most  completely  handicap  and  confuse 
the  incoming  administration  of  General 
Eisenhower.  If  this  was  not  a  booby- 
trap  to  neutralize  American  military 
strength,  I  cannot  recognize  one. 

The  Sov:et  Union  did  not  win  its  in- 
sistent demand  for  a  political  conference 
on  Asian  iiroblems  at  the  1952  U.  N. 
meeting,  but  the  Soviet  Union  won  all 
it  had  demanded,  in  1954,  in  the  Berlin 
conference,  to  which  it  brought  the  rep- 
resentativei;  of  Red  China,  and  in  the 
Geneva  conference,  to  which  the  Red 
Chinese  lettders  were  formally  invited. 
while  our  :flghtlng  allies,  the  Koreans, 
were  mere  bystanders. 

Our  milj:ary  victory  in  the  Korean 
phase  of  wur  for  Asia  was  compromised 
by  U.  N.  t<)  the  great  disadvantage  of 
the  United  States.  The  political  phase 
of  the  Korean  struggle  also  was  settled 
in  Berlin  to  the  great  disadvantage  of 
the  United  States.  Though  the  U.  N. 
was  not  ostensibly  involved,  we  all  know 
that  the  inner  circle  which  makes  U.  N. 
policy  made  the  policies  in  Berlin  and 
Geneva. 

The  attack  on  Indochina  was  settled 
to  our  great  disadvantage  at  Geneva 
when  the  /vmerican  policy  of  strength- 
ening the  Iree  nations  of  Asia  was  re- 
placed by  an  agreement  to  divide  Viet- 
nam and  t\.>m  over,  to  Communist  mas- 
ters, without  their  consent,  another  12 
million  traiiic  victims  of  political  chi- 
canery, and  to  give  to  the  Red  Chinese 
most  of  the  Industries,  mines,  and  forests 
of  Vietnam,  and  a  beachhead  deeper  into 
the  last  outpost  of  Asia  facing  toward 
the  west. 

The  American  people  are  asking  us  for 
the  truth.  The  truth  is  this,  as  I  see  it: 
The  doctrine  of  "collective  security" 
through  U.  N.  limits  the  United  States  to 
military  and  political  policies  which  have 
the  approval  of  Soviet  Russia  and  its 
satellites  in  the  Security  Council.  The 
mutual  defiinse  assistance  bill,  the  con- 
ference report  on  which  was  agreed  to 
in  a  hurry  last  night,  and  the  appropria- 
tion for  which  will  be  passed  tomorrow 
in  a  hurry,  ties  every  dollar  of  the  funds 
appropriated  by  Congress  for  the 
strengthening  of  freedom  to  limitations 
imposed  by  U.  N.  under  threat  of  Soviet 
veto.  The  United  States  is  militarily 
bound  hand  and  foot,  like  Gulliver  in 
Lilliput.  by  the  legal  spiderwebs  which 
lock  our  military  effort  into  the  U.  N. 
Security  Cc'uncil.  Here  Is  a  matter  we 
must  exam;.ne  very  carefully  before  re- 
vision of  the  U.  N.  Charter  in  1955. 

ACHXSON'S   LEOAI.   COBWEBS 

One  more  point  is  necessary,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, to  make  this  whole  story  clear. 
Who  devised  the  policies  and  regulations 
which  hobble  our  defense  officials  in  their 
efforts  to  oppose  communism?  These 
silken  meslies  are  the  work  of  a  llttie 
inner  circle  of  able,  unscrupulous  men 


in  the  State  Department,  in  a  few  other 
posts  in  our  Government,  and  in  the 
agencies  of  public  opinion.  These  men, 
under  the  tutelage  of  Dean  Acheson, 
Alger  Hiss,  Harry  White,  Philip  Jessup, 
and  the  rest,  developed  within  our  vast 
bureaucracy  an  inner  steering  group 
which,  behind  a  curtain  of  secrecy,  makes 
its  own  laws.  It  is  free  of  any  control 
of  Congress,  the  President,  and  the 
courts.  It  has  dominated  American  for- 
eign and  military  policy  through  its  skUl 
in  manipulating  laws,  directives,  com- 
mittees, conferences,  reports,  and  brief- 
ing sessions. 

The  group  is  still  In  power.  It  has  no 
slightest  intention  of  retiring  merely  be- 
cause our  people  voted  against  it.  It 
will  remain  in  power  regardless  of  any 
changes  in  the  votes  of  the  American 
people  until  we  face  the  necessity  of  dis- 
mantling what  our  own  folly  built. 

This  inner  group,  in  cooperation  with 
a  leftwlng  collecUvist  group  In  E^ngland. 
France,  and  other  countries,  dominates 
the  policy  of  U.  N.  and  makes  certain 
that  U.  N.  decisions  will  not  be  uncom- 
fortable for  the  Soviet  Union.  It  is  not 
possible  to  tmderstand  the  strange  work- 
ings of  U.  N.,  unless  we  realize  that  it 
does  not  represent  the  French  or  the 
British  or  any  other  nation  in  any  his- 
torical sense.  The  U.  N.  represents  a 
working  alliance  among  the  leftwlng 
collecUvist  elites  who  wield  the  actual 
political  power  in  those  nations  today. 

Much  was  heard  of  this  group  diulng 
the  war  in  Korea  and  the  campaign,  in 
hearings  of  the  Russell  Committee  on 
MacArthur,  and  the  McCarran  investi- 
gation of  IPR.  but  there  is  one  thing 
which  is  still  not  wholly  clear. 
^  The  work  of  this  group  is  disastrous 
for  American  foreign  policy,  but — ^far 
more  serious — it  is  disastrous  for  our 
military  policy.  The  senior  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Martin],  who 
has  had  great  experience  in  the  military 
field,  understands  that. 

WE    HAVX    MO    8TXATECT   VOS   DETEMSZ   CW 
AMEUCA 

For  the  last  15  years,  we  have  had  no 
military  program  for  defense  of  the 
United  States.  We  do  not  have  one  now, 
and  we  will  not  have  one  until  we  here 
in  Congress  cut  the  cords  which  bind 
our  military  to  the  Acheson  foreign  i>ol- 
Icy,  the  Acheson  clique  in  the  press,  and 
the  Acheson  clique  which  keeps  U.  N.  in 
a  state  of  permanent  confusion  and  ap- 
peasement. 

I  will  ask  Senators  to  go  back  with 
me  to  examine  the  principles  on  which 
American  military  policy  has  always 
rested.  In  the  United  States  our  officers 
serve  the  Nation,  not  the  Government. 
They  take  an  oath  to  uphold  the  Con- 
stitution, not  the  men  in  office. 

In  the  United  States  we  have  firmly 
established  the  principle  of  civilian  con- 
trol. Properly  understood,  that  princi- 
ple is  another  way  of  stating  that  our 
Armed  Forces  serve  the  ends  of  the  Na- 
tion, not  of  the  military  or  of  the  men 
in  office.  This  principle  is  the  result 
of  the  long  struggle  between  the  British 
people  and  their  kings.  The  people  won 
the  victory  in  EIngland  because  they  an- 
chored the  armed  forces  securely  to  the 
nation  and  not  to  the  king,  through  par- 


liamentary control  of  the  purse.  Con- 
gress has  that  ctmtrol  today,  if  it  would 
only  use  it  tac  the  protection  of  our 
country.  This  Is  the  cornerstone  of  gov- 
ernment under  law. 

Civilian  control  means  that  the  na- 
tion, and  not  the  military  experts,  de- 
cides whether  we  shall  resort  to  war. 
The  nation,  and  not  the  miUtary  experts, 
decides  when  we  shall  return  to  peace. 

This  principle  has  never  been  ques- 
tioned by  American  military  men.  They 
are  as  eager  as  any  civilian  Americans 
to  preserve  our  Constitution  and  our  un- 
written law. 

It  is  time,  however,  that  we  stated  the 
complementary  principle.  Experts  do 
not  decide  whether  their  advice  shall  be 
followed,  but  they  are  entiUed  to  full 
responsibility  in  makhig  their  recom- 
mendations. No  lawyer  would  permit  a 
layman  to  decide  how  he  should  handle 
a  plea  whether  to  file  a  plea  in  abate- 
ment, a  demurrer,  or  a  cross-complaint. 
It  Just  is  not  done.  No  doctor  would 
permit  a  layman  to  decide  how  he  should 
arrive  at  a  diagnosis. 

The  people  of  the  United  States  want 
their  Defense  Department  and  their 
Military  Establishment  to  give  them  the 
best  professional  advice  on  how  to  make 
our  country  secure.  We  do  not  want 
carefully  doctored  advice.  We  do  not 
want  advice  strained  through  the  chan- 
nels of  any  other  government  depart- 
ments, to  serve  the  hidden  jmrposes  of 
their  ruling  cliques. 

Our  country  needs  the  best  profes- 
sional military  advice,  as  we  have  never 
needed  it  in  our  history.  We  are  not 
getting  it. 

TKANsrOKMATIOIf    OF   OUB    lOLITABT 
r&BUBHHXNT 


Beginning  about  1940.  the  American 
Military  Establishment  suffered  a  mo- 
mentous transformation.  It  was  quietly 
changed  from  serving  the  Nation  to  serv- 
ing the  Government. 

The  new  ruling  clique  told  our  pro- 
fessional military  thinkers  that  what- 
ever they  said  was  civilian,  was  to  be 
civilian,  and  the  miUtary  must  accept  it 
without  question.  "Theirs  not  to  reason 
why,  theirs  but  to  do  or  die." 

This  was  in  no  sense  the  historic  policy 
of  civilian  control.  It  is  simple  ptdit- 
ical  usurpation.  The  elite  did  not  want 
anyone,  including  the  miUtary,  to  chal- 
lenge their  assumption  of  power  to  re- 
duce American  sovereignty,  to  create  a 
world  state,  to  impose  collectivism,  or  to 
act  as  a  fifth  column.  The  military 
could  not  challenge  civilian  officials,  un- 
less they  were  prepared  to  be  chsirged 
with  militarism. 

Let  UB  look  carefully  at  the  meaning 
of  this  change.  The  military,  whose 
oath  binds  them  only  to  support  the 
Constitution — and  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  (Mr.  MAnxNl.  who  Is  pres- 
ent, took  that  oath — can  be  invcdgled 
into  a  position  where  they  obey  the 
policies  of  men  who  ignore  the  Constitu- 
tion. But  political  sovereignty  has 
passed  from  the  people,  and  their  elected 
officials,  when  the  military  has  no 
choice  but  to  do  what  a  small  group  of 
aiwointed  officials  say  must  be  done. 
The  sound  principle  of  civilian  oontral 
has  been  perverted  mto  an  instrument 
of  political  revolution. 
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The  architect  of  this  new  kind  of  goy- 
emment  was  Harry  Hoidcins.  In  Blay 
1940,  when  President  Roosevelt  an- 
nounced the  beginning  of  the  defense 
program,  Harry  HoiAins  became  our 
chief  military  planner.  He  designed 
lend-lease  as  a  bigger  and  better  WPA, 
on  a  global  scale.  Americans  thought 
they  were  getting  a  law  to  permit  the 
loan  as  gift  of  military  equipment  to 
Britain.  But  the  experts  had  in  fact 
drafted  a  law  under  which  everything 
was  a  defense  instiriment,  and  any  coun- 
try might  be  included,  whenever  the 
President — that  Is.  Harry  Hopkins — 
wished.  All  the  products  of  every  farm 
and  factory  in  the  United  States,  all 
the  desigiu  and  inventions  and  blue- 
prints, were  one  stream  which  Harry 
Hopkins  could  tap  at  any  point  he 
wished,  and  divert  in  any  direction  he 
pleased. 

Then  Hopkins  had  himself  made  head 
of  the  Combined  Munitions  Assignment 
Board,  an  international  body,  because  he 
wanted  to  be  above  the  Congress  and 
above  the  law.  He  was  above  all  the 
military  ofBcials,  because  he  controlled 
their  equipment.  If  Hopkins  said  goods 
were  to  go  to  the  U.  S.  S.  R.,  they  went 
to  the  U.  S.  8.  R.  No  military  man  could 
object  or  stop  it.  MaJ.  Racey  Jordan 
has  told  us  how  shocked  were  American 
flyers,  when  they  learned,  at  Great  Falls, 
Mont.,  that  Soviet  flyers  had  a  priority 
over  flyers  in  the  American  Armed 
Forces.  Soviet  flyers  came  first,  because 
Harry  Hopkins  had  won  the  power  to  say 
so,  when  he  combined  the  resources  of 
lend-lease  with  the  above-the-law  status 
of  an  international  board. 

PBBVXBTXO   ClnUAM    CONTKOZ. 

Here  was  complete  perversion  of  the 
doctrine  of  civilian  control.  Hopkins 
made  whatever  decisions  he  liked,  and 
called  them  civilian.  The  military  no 
longer  made  the  top  professional  deci- 
sions on  what  would  or  would  not  be 
militarily  best  for  the  United  States. 
They  were  reduced  to  the  status  of  tech- 
nicians, helping  all-powerful  civilian  offi- 
cials to  implement  their  decisions  with 
military  power  to  back  them. 

Harry  White  and  Harold  Glasser  in 
the  Treasury  adopted  the  same  technique 
in  rewriting  the  directives  for  military 
government  in  Germany.  America's  best 
professional  military  men  struggled  in  a 
straitjacket  of  innocent  sounding  direc- 
tives which  were  meant  to  make  Ger- 
many into  a  desert,  so  the  U.  S.  S.  R. 
would  not  fear  German  strength  on  her 
borders.  Only  by  the  most  courageous 
use  of  the  right  of  the  Armed  Forces  to 
prevent  sickness  and  uprising  in  occu- 
pied areas,  were  General  Eisenhower  and 
General  Clay  able  to  prevent  disaster  be- 
fore these  policies  could  be  modified  by 
Congress. 

American  pro-Communists  in  the  civil- 
ian branches  tried  to  impose  a  coUec- 
tivist.  pro-Communist  civil  government 
in  Japan.  They  issued  directives  for  la- 
bor policies  designed  to  destroy  Japa- 
nese production,  while  the  United  States 
paid  relief  costs.  That  production  was  a 
military  threat  to  the  U.  8.  S.  R.,  not  to 
us.  They  broke  up  the  big  firms  as  a 
"civilian"  measure,  but  the  real  purpose 
again  was  the  military  security,  not  of 


the  United  States  but  of  the  U.  S.  3.  R. 
General  MacArthur  had  more  trouble 
with  pro-Communist  American  civilians 
after  the  surrender  than  he  had  with  the 
entire  Japanese  Nation. 

I  am  opposed  to  militarism,  as  much  as 
Is  anyone  in  this  body.  I  am  completely 
opposed  to  taking  a  single  step  that  will 
militarize  any  area  of  American  life. 
But  the  danger  of  militarism  does  not 
come  from  our  professional  military  men, 
who  love  the  Constitution,  who  are  oom- 
mitted  to  our  form  of  government,  and 
who  live  by  a  code  of  duty.  The  danger 
of  militarism  comes  from  a  few  civilians. 
from  power-mad,  egocentric,  ruthless, 
unscrupulous  civilians,  who  are  intoxi- 
cated by  the  taste  of  military  power  and 
have  no  professional  code  of  ethics  to 
restrain  them. 

The  civilian  Government  officials  who 
wanted  to  control  military  policy  were 
not  our  elected  officials,  not  the  Cabinet 
members  known  to  and  responsible  to 
the  President,  not  the  old-fashioned 
American  public  servants.  They  were 
appointed  officials,  who  in  fact  were  re- 
sponsible to  no  one. 

LZTTWING    COLXJXmvISTS    DOMINATE    OUH    tin.1- 
TAKY  POLICY 

It  was  the  leftwing  collectivist  elite  in 
our  Government  which  learned  how  to 
manipulate  the  levers  of  Government  in 
the  thirties,  which  grew  to  global  dimen- 
sions in  the  war,  and  which  consolidated 
its  power  in  a  legal  spider  web  of  treaties, 
executive  agreements,  conferences,  and 
directives,  in  preparation  for  permanent 
control  of  our  postwar  policies. 

Dean  Acheson  completed  the  legal 
maze.  With  the  help  of  Alger  Hiss, 
Philip  Jessup,  and  others,  he  coordinated 
all  the  powers  his  predecessors  had  dis- 
covered. In  addition  he  devised  a  per- 
fect maze  of  boards  and  commissions 
high  up  in  the  goverrunental  strato- 
sphere, above  the  Cabinet,  where  deci- 
sions on  military  and  political  policy 
could  be  made  by  his  men  without  inter- 
ference by  Congress. 

Acheson  also  devised  a  maze  of  trea- 
ties and  charters  and  conferences  in 
which  American  sovereignty  was  diluted, 
and  American  military  might  was  ham- 
stnmg. 

He  and  his  collaborators  put  the  re- 
strictions into  the  U.  N.  Charter,  its 
pactfi,  NATO,  the  German  peace  con- 
tract, and  the  Mutual  Security  Act. 

The  evil  that  he  did  lives  after  his  day 
is  ended. 

We  are  still  bound  by  the  commit- 
ments these  men  made  in  the  U.  N. 
Charter.  We  have  put  the  Pan  Ameri- 
can Union,  defense  of  the  Atlantic,  the 
Japanese  peace  treaty,  and  every  dollar 
we  gave  our  military,  to  strengthen  our 
allies,  into  the  vise  of  the  U.  N.  formula — 
that  no  nation  can  get  weapons  to  de- 
fend itself  if  the  U.  N.,  including  the 
Soviet  Union,  says  its  desire  for  Inde- 
pendence is  not  peace. 

This  false  interpretation  of  the  sound 
principle  of  civilian  policymaking  is  still 
with  us.  The  same  civilians  are  pressing 
for  control  of  education  of  our  fighting 
men  in  all  nonmilitary  subjects,  which 
means  they  can  insert  leftwing  and  col- 
lectivist ideas  in  economics,  politics  and 
Government,  and  literature  courses. 


POLmCAI.   COMMISSASS 


Carried  far  enough,  Mr.  President,  this 
Is  the  concept  of  political  commissar,  who 
is  placed  above  the  military  in  every 
Soviet  fighting  unit,  to  make  sure  that 
all  political  matters  are  slanted  to  suit 
the  political  oligarchy,  and  not  the  body 
of  fighting  men  and  their  officers,  who 
think  very  much  as  the  nation  does. 

Another  angle  of  this  problem  is  the 
widening  influence  of  lawyers  on  the 
defense  arm.  The  channeling  of  mili- 
tary aid  through  nonmilitary  agencies 
like  Foreign  Operations  Administration 
or  foreign  or  international  bodies,  multi- 
plies the  paper  work,  the  contracts,  the 
conferences,  the  need  for  a  growing  body 
of  lawyers,  within  the  Defense  Estab- 
lishment itself.  It  looks  as  if  we  were 
training  more  legal  accountants  than 
we  were  military  strategists. 

I  share  the  pride  of  all  lawyers  in 
their  proper  work  of  protecting  the  life 
and  property  of  good  citizens.  •  But  I  do 
not  think  lawyers  should  make  our  mili- 
tary policies  as  generals  should  not  tell 
the  courts  how  to  try  cases. 

We  cannot  let  lawyers  determine  the 
striking  power  of  our  Armed  Forces, 
when  our  fighting  power  must  meet  the 
maximum  onslaught  of  a  hostile  power. 

In  the  voluminous  pages  of  the  hear- 
ings on  mutual  aid,  we  can  see  the  piti- 
ful story  of  what  was  done  with  the  hun- 
dreds of  millions  Congress  voted  for  mili- 
tary strengthening  of  Southeast  Asia. 
While  the  Red  Chinese  were  building 
new  roads  and  railroads  to  link  the 
Siberian  railroad  to  Vietnam,  our  bu- 
reaucrats were  gearing  shipments  to  the 
ability  of  French  bookkeepers  to  make 
the  kind  of  accounting  reports  FOA 
required.  When  the  FYench  bookkeepers 
had  been  laboriously  taught  their  paper- 
work, more  time  was  lost  teaching  paper- 
work to  the  clerks  of  Vietnam. 

Is  that  the  way  to  fight  Communists? 

Is  that  the  way  General  Eisenhower 
and  General  MacArthur  and  the  ad- 
mirals won  World  War  II?  Or  does  this 
paperwork  hide  the  spiderweb  of  sabo- 
tage, by  whose  meshes  the  military  plans 
for  aid  to  Vietnam  were  kept  too  Uttle 
and  too  late? 

THE    COMMUNIST    INFLUENCE    IN    MI^TART 
AFFAIRS  I 

Many  other  curious  things  haVe  been 
happening  in  our  military  affairs,  while 
the  searchlights  of  Congress  were  play- 
ing on  the  State  Department. 

Senators  will  recall  most  of  the 
episodes. 

We  have  not  yet  found  out  who  took 
over  the  vast  surpluses  of  war  materiel 
in  1945,  worth  many  billions  of  dollars, 
and  smashed  them,  or  threw  them  into 
the  sea,  so  they  could  not  be  given  to 
Free  China,  or  any  country  the  Commu- 
nists were  planning  to  attack. 

We  have  not  yet  traced  the  forces 
which  broke  up  our  great  military  estab- 
lishment in  Europe  and  the  Pacific  in 
1945,  though  we  knew  the  Communist 
maritime  unions,  and  the  hidden  Com- 
munists in  the  Armed  Forces,  played  a 
part  in  it. 

There  are  other  things  I  do  r»t  hke. 
such  as  the  enormous  appropriations 
which  give  us  a  fat  distended  defense 
system,  where  we  need  a  lean  and  mus- 
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cular  one.  Nor  do  I  like  the  curious 
swings  in  defense  approprtattona.  I  do 
not  like  \X\t  way  Secretary  of  Defoise 
Forrestal  was  harassed  into  an  early 
grave,  because  he  knew  how  to  stop  oom- 
mimism.  I  do  not  like  the  way  Secre- 
tary Johnson  was  forced  out  of  office 
during  the  worst  of  the  Korean  war  by 
a  newspapijr  cabal  acting  to  suit  Secre- 
tary of  State  Acheson.  I  do  not  like  the 
"mom  stuff"  which  weakened  our  tough- 
ness, the  loss  of  imlt  identity,  changes  in 
military  Justice,  the  belittling  of  officers 
and  rank,  the  status  of  forces  treaties — 
here  is  something  to  be  proud  of — the 
subtle  weakening  of  morale,  which  has 
reduced  our  reenlistments  and  greatly 
increased  the  cost  of  our  defense.  Han- 
son Baldwin  recently  listed  some  of  the 
poorest  of  our  postwar  military  poUcies. 
everyone  of  which  I  thought  could  be 
traced  to  sabotage  of  our  military  policy 
by  hidden  Soviet  sympathizers. 

Most  im]>ortant  of  all,  I  do  not  like 
the  precedent  set  by  President  Tnunan's 
accepting  appointment  as  U.  N.  military 
representative  for  the  war  in  Korea. 
Did  that  act  take  the  American  Presi- 
dent out  from  under  the  Constitution? 
Did  it  mean  that,  as  a  U.  N.  military 
official,  he  could  give  what  orders  he 
wished  to  the  U.  N.  forces,  free  of  the 
restrictions  in  the  United  States  Consti- 
tution? Could  Americans  in  the  U.  N. 
forces  be  oidered  to  do  what  American 
forces  canriot  do  under  the  Constitu- 
tion— take  military  action  in  a  dcnnestic 
crisis?  Arc  our  fighting  men  deprived 
of  any  constitutional  rights  when  the 
new  authority  takes  over?  We  do  not 
know.  But  Congress  does  not  want  to 
find  out.  in  some  later  crisis,  that  the 
American  President  has  acquired  a  prece- 
dent for  absolute  power  the  Constitution 
was  designed  to  forbid. 

In  short  I  see  distiu-bing  indications 
that  our  Aimed  Forces  have  been  sub- 
jected to  a  carefxilly  planned  Communist 
campaign,  working  through  many  chan- 
nels, to  weaken  our  military  strength  so 
far  as  it  could  be  done  without  detec- 
tion, and  to  separate  it  as  far  as  possible 
from  Congi  ess. 

We  have  learned  what  hidden  Com- 
munists die  to  our  foreign  policy  agen- 
cies. That  has  been  dociunented.  We 
have  not  spelled  out  what  they  did  to 
our  military  agencies. 

No  Senat3r  would  want  to  sit  down  at 
a  chess  game  with  the  Soviet  chess  team, 
if  he  thought  his  American  partner  was 
a  secret  Communist,  planning  how  to 
throw  the  game  to  the  Soviet  players 
without  being  detected.  Mr.  President, 
you  and  I  do  not  want  to  draft  American 
youth,  to  engage  in  any  military  contest 
with  the  Soviet  forces,  if  somewhere, 
high  up  on  our  side,  someone  is  secretly 
planning  how  to  throw  the  contest  to  the 
Soviet  side,  without  doing  anything  tan- 
gible enough  to  be  found  out. 

I  want  something  very  simple.  I  want 
to  cut  the  .silken  threads  which  tie  our 
Defense  Establishment  to  any  policy  or 
agency  except  defense.  I  want  our  mili- 
tary to  work  at  one  problem  only — how 
can  we  best  protect  the  United  States, 
today? 


I  do  not  want  our  military  to  be  limited 
to  explaining  how  to  defend  the  United 
States  within  the  framework  of  alliances 
and  global  commitments  made  by  Hop- 
kins, Acheson,  White,  and  Hiss.  I  want 
the  President,  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
and  our  military  experts,  to  prepare  the 
best  possible  plans  for  defense  of  our 
country,  without  reference  to  existing 
foreign  poUcy  commitments,  and  to  re- 
port the  results  to  Congress  and  the 
people. 

We  shall  be  told  that  defense  plans 
must  be  hush-hush.  That  is  ridiculous. 
Timing,  weapons,  tactics,  must  be  kept 
secret,  but  strategy  cannot  be  kept 
secret. 

Furthermore,  I  beUeve  that  unless  the 
people  of  the  United  States  are  given 
new  faith  in  a  basic  strategy  to  defend 
our  country,  we  shall  drift  in  hopeless 
confusion,  while  the  world  is  taken  over. 

So  far  as  our  present  Government  is 
concerned,  we  have  a  golden  opportunity. 
General  Eisenhower  was  trained  in  the 
tradition  that  military  men  were  proud 
to  swear  loyalty  to  the  Constitution,  and 
to  obey  the  civil  power  on  poUUcal  issues 
because  it,  too,  obeyed  the  Constitution. 
He  knows  the  waste  and  loss  and  con- 
fusion of  the  years  when  civiUans  eager 
for  power  Uxk.  over  the  making  of  pro- 
fessional mlUtary  decisions  in  Elurope 
and  Asia,  and  pushed  aside  mihtary  ad- 
visers who  thought  solely  of  the  security 
of  our  country. 

We  could  not  ask  for  a  better  team 
than  President  Eisenhower,  Defense 
Secretary  Wilson.  Admiral  Radford,  and 
the  other  Joint  Chiefs. 

We  ask  only  that  they  put  first  ques- 
tions first:  What  Is  the  true  military  sit- 
uation in  which  we  find  ourselves? 
What  is  the  best  military  Judgment  of 
American  military  men?  What  is  the 
true  American  solution  for  the  dangers 
we  face? 

Having  found  the  clear  precise  pat- 
tern of  our  military  situation,  standing 
alone,  we  can  Uien  decide  when  and  how 
we  shall  cooperate  with  other  nations  to 
prevent  Soviet  world  dominion.  The 
only  requirement  is  that  our  friends 
must  pass  our  military  test:  Will  they 
stand  up  uiKier  Communist  pressure? 

Let  Senators  ask  themselves  that  ques- 
tion today  about  France  and  Italy,  to 
whom  we  are  sending  $3  billion,  and  who 
have  already  had  $10  billion. 

We  want  no  more  elaborate  "defense 
plans"  which  tie  our  strength  to  nations 
which  will  collapse  at  the  first  thrust. 

We  do  not  want  airbases  on  the  soil 
of  nations  whose  maritime  unions  are 
imder  control  of  Moscow.  We  do  not 
want  our  troops  quartered  with  nations 
which  have  nonaggression  pacts  with 
Moscow,  or  are  eagerly  nibbling  at  the 
steel  hook  of  peaceful  coexistence.  aU 
covered  with  the  pretty  feathers  of  East- 
West  trade.' 

We  do  not  want  to  station  men  at 
bases  alMt>ad  where  they  will  be  interned 
the  day  war  starts.  We  do  not  want  to 
assemble  any  more  war  materiel  at 
pc^ts  convenient  for  the  Communists 
to  seise  it 

We  want  every  step  in  American  secu- 
rity policy  to  be  clear  and  open,  with  a 
direct  chain  of  command  from  our  fight- 
ing men  to  the  American  Fresldttit. 


We  want  all  of  our  defoxe  program  to 
be  managed  by  defense  ofBcials  optnX^ 
Ing  with  clear-cut  authority.  We  do  not 
want  any  crisscroBs  organization  where 
internationalist  Sawyers  can  spin  the 
silken  threads  which  bind  our  military 
strength  on  the  instructions  of  men  we 
cannot  see. 

We  do  not  want  any  chess  players  on 
our  side  who  are  secretly  working  for  a 
Soviet  victory  by  moves  so  quiet,  so 
neatly  contrived,  that  they  will  not  be 
recognized. 

IMBKrUiODTCK  VOB  ASIA 

We  can  then  announce  a  clear  and 
simple  policy  to  the  world.  We  shall 
permit  nothing  to  interfere  with  defense 
of  our  country.  We  shall  help  others  if 
they  want  independence  for  themselves 

As  a  small  nation  we  fought  a  war 
with  a  great  power  to  win  oiu:  own  lnde« 
pendence.  We  have  a  natural  sympathy 
with  other  small  nations  who  love  Inde- 
pendence. 

The  Communist  slogan  is  "Asia  for  the 
Asians."  But  the  pitiful  Chinese  la- 
borers in  the  uranium  mines  ol  Caecho- 
slovakia  know  that  an  Asian  slave  driver 
is  still  a  slave  driver. 

Oiu-  slogan  should  be  "Independence 
for  the  Asians."  Our  policy  should  be 
arms,  equipment,  and  training  for  the 
nations  which  win  fight  to  remain  free. 

I  do  not  want  war  for  my  country.  I 
do  not  want  the  youth  of  Asia  to  go  to 
war  if  they  can  avoid  it.  But  I  know 
they  will  prefer  to  flght  If  they  must 
choose  between  a  soldier's  pack  <^nd  a 
prisoner's  chains.  The  same  principle 
applies  to  E^irope.  If  the  West  Oermana 
know  they  wish  to  be  free,  but  the  French 
tmd  British  cannot  make  up  their  minds, 
then  we  must  support  the  full  rearma- 
ment of  Germany,  without  tying  h»  to 
reluctant  aUies  through  the  EDC. 

This  is  in  fact  the  only  hope  of  pre- 
voiting  war.  The  tmslons  Inside  the 
Communist  slave  states  are  so  great  that 
they  would  burst  asunder,  except  for  new 
CcHnmunist  conquests,  which  provide 
booty  to  quiet  the  starving  and  the  em- 
bittered. It  is  not  the  Soviet  Union  but 
its  fifth  columns  which  make  tt>ese  con- 
quests possible.  When  the  CcHnmunist 
empire  must  face  armies  of  freemen, 
poised  on  her  borders,  when  it  can  get  no 
secret  help  from  fifth  columns  in  the 
western  nations,  the  end  of  the  Commu- 
nist nightmare  will  be  at  hand. 

The  giving  of  training  and  equipment 
to  preserve  the  indep^idence  of  Asian 
small  nations  involves  no  conflict  with 
the  U.  N.,  as  it  ostensibly  operates.  The 
U.  N.  has  raised  no  objection  to  Red 
China's  supplying  arms  and  training,  and 
even  trained  fighting  men  to  the  Viet 
Minh.  The  U.  N.  raised  no  objection  to 
the  Soviet  Union  sending  arms,  equip- 
ment, and  training  to  Red  China,  when 
she  was  fighting  oiu*  forces.  If  the  U.  N. 
permits  the  Communist  states  to  supply 
arms  for  conquest.  It  cannot  morally  or 
legally  object  to  our  supplying  arms  to 
nations  which  ask  only  to  remain  free. 
Let  us  say  so  openly. 

There  is  furthermore  no  good  reann 
why  Amoican  (dBcials  should  not  presant 
a  truly  American  viewpoint  in  U.  N.  We 
do  not  hare  to  ask  othws  what  «e  Uilak: 
We  cannot  look  to  U.  N,  for  jmlnMat 
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bettor  than  our  own.  Inaof  ar  as  we  coop- 
erate  with  U.  N..  It  is  stUI  cnr  duty  to  find 
the  tMBt  solution  of  our  military  and 
polltleal  pnrtdems.  We  can  hold  fast  to 
our  own  beliefs.  In  all  meetings  and  polit- 
ical eonf  erences.  until  some  other  nation 
publidy  presents  a  better  idan. 

Let  us  remember — U.  N.'is  not  made 
up  of  supermen.  It  is  made  up  predomi- 
nantly of  members  of  the  lef  twing  cabals 
which  have  the  dominant' power  in  so 
many  countries  today.  They  slsHs.  us  to 
accept  U.  N.  decisions  without  using  our 
intelligence,  as  if  they  w^e  super  judg- 
ments. But  the  collectivlst  inner  circle 
wants  us  to  accept  without  question  poli- 
cies which  lead  to  one-world  supergov- 
emment  under  their  complete  controL 
TIMS  roE  Mxw  BBomnNas 

It  is  time,  Mr.  President,  for  a  total  re- 
examination of  our  security  as  a  nation. 
The  New  Look  in  defense  must  be  not  a 
slight  rearrangement  of  the  Hopkins- 
Acheson-Hiss- White  military  policy  but 
a  wholly  American  military  policy,  made 
from  the  beginning  by  President  Eisen- 
hower. Secretary  Wilson.  Admiral  Rad- 
ford, and  his  colleagues,  for  one  purpose 
only — the  military  security  of  our 
country. 

As  a  first  step,  we  should  have  tabled 
the  mutual  defense  authorization  bill 
for  this  session.  Of  course,  that  would 
not  have  been  done.  There  Is  plenty  of 
time  to  prepare  a  new  bill  in  accord- 
ance with  our  new  defense  policy,  early 
in  the  next  session.  We  have  plenty  of 
time.  There  is  plenty  of  money  avail- 
able. More  than  $10  billion  is  available. 
There  is  enough  money  for  the  next  3 
years,  without  appropriating  another 
nickeL 

The  Foreign  Operations  Administra- 
tion has  $10  billion  still  unspent.  If  we 
vote  for  this  bill,  we  vote  to  keep  the 
FOA  program  in  its  present  form  for 
3  full  years.  If  Senators  want  to  do  that, 
they  can  vote  for  it 

French  newspapers  reported  months 
ago  that  FOA  plans  to  give  most  of  the 
money  saved  from  military  aid  in  south- 
east Asia  for  an  enlarged  plan  for  eco- 
nomic and  social  aid  and  point  4,  in  for- 
eign countries.  That  suggestion  which 
was  first  made  in  the  French  newspapers 
is  now  appearing  in  our  press.  We  shall 
be  told  that  military  help  is  futile  in 
fighting  the  Communist  legions,  and  that 
economic  and  social  aid  will  somehow 
do  better. 

This  plan  was  first  formally  proposed 
several  years  ago,  and  approved  by  Pres- 
ident Tnunan.  It  resembles  closely  the 
long-term  Soviet  objective — to  get  Amer- 
ican resources  divided  up  among  the  rest 
of  the  world,  so  that  our  standard  of  liv- 
ing will  fall,  while  we  pour  capital  goods 
into  the  countries  they  plan  to  take  over. 

Congress  should  know  much  more 
about  this  substitute  for  military  aid  be- 
fore it  votes  more  funds  to  FOA. 

For  nearly  20  years,  a  few  of  oiu*  Gov- 
ernment servants  have  been  secretly  try- 
ing to  become  ofur  masters.  First  they 
scattered  welfare  largesse  far  and  wide, 
then  they  learned  to  enjoy  the  thrill  of 
vast  war  operations,  and  finally  to  con- 
stnict  a  system  of  legal  bars  and  booby- 
traps  so  delicate  it  could  hardly  be  seen. 


so  powerful  that  sovereignty  could  Aever 
be  recaptured  by  the  people. 

Geneva  is  their  monument.  We  must 
sink  slowly  down  to  the  defeat  they 
planned  for  us,  or  rise  up  and  walk. 

Geneva  was  a  disaster.  We  h&^fe  an 
opportunity  to  make  it  a  Dunkerque. 

Our  country  is  fortunate  in  having  the 
leadership  which  can  guide  us  out  at  the 
wilderness  the  collectivists  have  made. 
Oiu*  people  are  ready  and  eager.  I  know 
all  Members  of  this  Congress,  including 
all  true  Democrats  and  true  Republicans, 
will  give  of  their  best. 

Let  us  make  the  blackness  of  Geneva 
the  dark  before  the  dawn.  Let  us  say  to 
the  sorrowful  people  of  Vietnam  and  all 
the  other  people  now  in  the  shadow  of 
the  Communist  assault,  that  never  again 
will  the  American  Government  consent 
to  see  an  innocent  people  subdued  to 
slavery. 

We  must  free  ourselves  first. 

We  must  never  again  let  our  strength 
be  bound,  like  Gulliver,  by  bonds  fast- 
ened on  us.  by  the  little  people  who  love 
power.  If  we  free  ourselves,  I  am  con- 
fident the  Communist  barbarian  invusion 
will  stop  and  then  recede,  to  be  scattered. 
like  the  legions  of  Attila  or  Genghis 
Khan,  to  the  four  winds,  as  the  free  peo- 
ple of  the  world  see  ahead  the  light  of 
hope. 


ORDER    FOR    RECESS    UNTIL    10 
O'CLOCK  A.  M.  TOMORROW 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
after  consulting  with  the  minority  lead- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when 
the  Senate  concludes  its  business  this 
evening  it  take  a  recess  until  10  o'clock 
tomorrow  morning. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered.  i 

CONVEYANCE  OP  LAND  TO  STATE  OP 
CALIFORNIA  FOR  AN  INSPECTION 
STATION 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  3239) 
to  authorize  conveyance  of  land  to  the 
State  of  California  for  an  inspection  sta- 
tion, which  was,  on  page  2.  lines  6  and  7, 
strike  out  ",  as  shown  on  the  accom- 
panying map  of  the  above-mentioned 
highway." 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  the  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
say,  fii-st  of  all,  that  I  have  discussed 
this  matter  with  the  minority  leader  and 
with  the  majority  leader,  and  it  is  satis- 
factory to  them  that  this  matter  should 
come  up  at  this  time. 

TTie  bill,  which  was  unanimously 
passed  by  the  Senate,  affects,  as  the  title 
suggests,  the  conveyance  of  a  piece  of 
property  from  the  Federal  Government 
to  the  State  of  California.  The  House 
has  added  an  amendment  which  elimi- 
nates a  phrase  contained  in  the  bill  as 
it  passed  the  Senate.  It  is  irrelevant 
to  the  bill  and  should  not  be  included 
in  it.  The  language  eliminated  is:  "as 
shown  on  the  accompanying  map  of  the 
above-mentioned  highway." 


I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  KuchklJ. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


I 


INCREASE   OF  PUBLIC  DEBT  LIMIT 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
pursuant  to  discussions  which  I  have  had 
with  the  minority  leadership,  I  a^  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness, Calendar  No.  2004,  H.  R.  9866,  the 
social-security  bill,  Ije  temporarily  laid 
aside,  and  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  2264.  H.  R. 
6672,  which  is  the  public  debt  limit  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Reynolds  in  the  chair).  The  Secretary 
will  state  the  bill  by  title  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
6672)   to  increase  the  public  debt  limit. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  California? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance  with  an  amendment  to  strike 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause,  and 
insert : 

That  during  the  period  beginning  on  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act  and  ending  on 
June  30,  1955,  the  public  debt  limit  set  forth 
In  the  first  sentence  of  section  21  of  the  Sec- 
ond Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended,  shall  be 
temporarily  Increased  by  $6  billion. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sec- 
retary will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  call  of  the  roll  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  with 
reluctance.  I  have  introduced,  on  behalf 
of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  a  bill 
to  raise  the  debt  limit  of  the  United 
States  by  $6  billion  for  a  temporary  pe- 
riod terminating  next  June  30. 

The  nece.ssity  for  this  action  is  demon- 
strated by  simple  arithmetic.  It  is  re- 
quired to  enable  the  Treasury  to  pay  the 
bills  of  the  various  departments  of  the 
Government  n  accordance  with  the  ap- 
propriations voted  by  the  Congress  in 
this  and  preceding  se.ssions.  Without 
this  action  the  Treasury  would  not  be 
in  a  position  to  pay  the  bills  between 
now  and  next  June  30. 

As  all  Senators  know,  the  aggressions 
of  communism  in  Korea  and  elsewhere 
compelled  our  country  to  undertake  a 
great  arms  program.  It  was  the  only 
way  of  safeguarding  our  country  and 
other  free  nations  from  the  deliberate 
plan  of  communism  to  dominnte  the 
whole  world. 

Our  huge  defen.se  program  made  nec- 
essary large  appropriations.  When  the 
present  administration  took  office  there 
were  about  $80  billion  of  accumulated 
authorizations  for  expenditures,  largely 


195^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14375 


in  connection  with  this  program,  In  ad- 
dition to  requirements  for  current  ap- 
propriations. 

The  Congress  and  the  Executive,  work- 
ing together,  have  pared  this  program 
and  other  CK>vemment  programs  down 
to  bare  essentials.  A  deficit  of  $9  Vi  bil- 
lion in  fiscal  1952-53  was  reduced  in  the 
past  year  to  $3  billion,  despite  the  fact 
that  taxes  were  reduced.  Authorizations 
for  new  spending  have  been  subjected  to 
the  closest  .scrutiny,  and  are  being  re- 
duced each  year  by  the  Congress  and 
the  Executive. 

Last  week  when  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  came  before  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, he  pledged  that  the  administra- 
tion would  (?xert  every  effort  to  reduce 
expenditures  further,  consistent  with 
our  nationa.  defense.  The  Appropria- 
tions Committees  and  other  committees 
of  the  Congress  have  given  evidence  of 
their  earnest  efforts  in  the  same  direc- 
tion. In  spite  of  these  efforts,  we  con- 
tinue to  have,  for  the  time  l>eing,  deficits 
which  must  l^e  financed. 

Our  problem  is  complicated  by  the  fact 
that  taxes  are  not  collected  evenly  dur- 
ing the  year  There  is  a  wide  variation 
in  the  collection  of  corporate  income 
taxes  under  the  Mills  plan.  For  exam- 
ple, the  Treasury  collected  $16  billion  of 
corporate  taxes  in  the  first  6  months  of 
1954.  In  the  second  6  months  it  will  col- 
lect only  $4  billion.  To  meet  this  dis- 
parity, the  Treasury  must  borrow  money 
between  now  and  December  31,  much  of 
which  It  can  repay  next  March  and  next 
June  when  corjaorate  tax-  receipts  are 
heavy.  The  borrowing  for  this  purpose 
will  increase  the  national  debt  above  the 
present  limit. 

The  total  debt  on  August  2.  1954.  was 
$274.1  billion  and  the  cash  on  hand  was 
$5.9  billion.  The  best  estimate  of  the 
Treasury  is  that  expenditures  between 
now  and  January  15,  1955,  will  exceed 
receipts  by  nearly  $9  billion.  Without 
any  change  in  the  debt  limit  we  would,  by 
January  15.  have  no  cash  balance  and 
would  still  have  more  than  $2  billion  of 
bills  unpaid.  This  is  based  on  the  best 
estimates;  ar.d  the  facts  may  prove  the 
estimates  to  be  wrong  to  the  extent  of 
two  or  three  billion  dollars  for  the  bet- 
ter or  worse.  Therefore.  Mr.  President, 
the  simple  arithmetic  of  this  situation 
means  that  we  must  increase  the  debt 
limitation. 

The  next  question  is,  How  should  we 
do  what  is  necessary  to  be  done?  A  year 
ago  the  administration  requested  an  in-, 
crease  of  $1£  billion  in  the  debt  limit. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  indicated 
to  the  Finance  Committee  last  week  that 
he  can  get  along  with  a  smaller  increase 
than  that.  This  is  because  the  Congress 
and  the  Executive,  working  together, 
were  able  to  bring  about  a  substantial 
cut  in  Goveriment  expenditures.  The 
Secretary  of  '.:he  Treasury  suggested,  in 
response  to  our  inquiry,  a  $5  billion  con- 
tinuing increiise  in  the  debt  limit  and, 
in  addition,  a  temporary  $5  billion  in- 
crease to  take  care  of  the  seasonal  swing 
in  budgetary  receipts  which  I  have 
descril>ed. 

A  majority  of  the  Finance  Committee, 
after  full  disc  ission,  recommends  to  the 


Senate  a  temporary  increase  of  $6  bil- 
Uon,  which  will  expire  next  June  30. 
The  committee  believes  that  this  action 
will  carry  us  through  the  present  fiscal 
year. 

In  proposing  this  temporary  and  lim- 
ited increase,  the  committee  gives  evi- 
dence of  its  great  concern  over  the  con- 
tinuance of  deficit  financing,  and  its 
desire  to  bring  spending  under  control. 

In  presenting  to  the  Senate  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  committee,  I  conclude 
by  again  emphasizing  that  the  entire 
question  of  the  control  of  spending  and 
national  policy  with  respect  to  the  ceiling 
on  the  debt  will  require  our  continuing 
interest  and  further  review  at  the  next 
session  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  the  pend- 
ing bill  will  not  increase  the  permanent 
Federal  debt  ceiling.  It  would  author- 
ize the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  as  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance 
has  just  said,  tempwrarlly  to  borrow  up  to 
$6  billion  in  excess  of  the  permanent  $275 
billion  limit.  This  temporary  authority 
expires  June  30,  1955.  under  terms  of  the 
bill  as  recommended  by  the  Senate  Fi- 
nance Committee.  It  was  adopted  by  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  9  to  6  as  a 
substitution  for  a  higher  debt  ceiling. 

Maladjustment  in  tax  collections  as 
between  periods  within  the  fiscal  year  is 
one  reason  why  temporarily  it  is  neces- 
sary to  exceed  the  present  statutory  limit 
at  certain  periods.  Under  recent  tax 
laws  collections  have  been  running  high 
in  the  first  6  months  of  the  calendar  year, 
which  is  the  last  half  of  the  fiscal  year, 
and  they  have  been  running  low  between 
June  and  January.  For  example,  45  per- 
cent of  the  1954  payments  from  corpo- 
rations were  paid  in  March  and  45  per- 
cent in  June  and  only  5  percent  in  Sep- 
tember and  December. 

Therefore,  peaks  and  valleys  in  reve- 
nue collections  result  largely  from  the 
practice  of  collecting  practically  all  of 
the  corporation  income  tax  in  the  first 
half  of  the  calendar  year. 

Restoration  of  the  quarterly  system  of 
corporation  tax  payments  is  provided  in 
the  new  tax  code  just  enacted  by  Con- 
gress, and  the  problem  of  unevenly  dis- 
tributed collections  will  be  eliminated 
gradually. 

The  Federal  tax  revenue  for  the  cur- 
rent fiscal  year  is  estimated  at  $61.5  bil- 
lion. If  this  were  collected  by  the  Treas- 
ury in  equal  monthly  amounts,  there 
would  be  no  necessity  for  increasing  its 
borrowing  authority  for  any  period  in  the 
year. 

If  this  total  were  spread  equally  over 
the  12  months  in  the  current  fiscal  year, 
the  Treasury,  despite  a  $4  billion  deficit, 
could  meet  its  monthly  expenditure  re- 
quirements within  the  $275  billion  per- 
manent debt  limit,  with  never  less  than 
$6  billion  in  combined  borrowing  au- 
thority and  cash  balance. 

This  is  clearly  demonstrated  in  a  table 
I  have  prepared  showing  what  the 
monthly  fiscal  situation  would  be  this 
year  if  the  revenue  collections  were 
equally  spread  over  the  12  months. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  the  table  printed  at  this 
point  in  the  Record. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rscokd,  aa 
follows: 


Month 

Rer». 

aue 

Ex- 

pendi- 
turw 

Deficit 

or 
Hirplus 

Leeway 
iind«r 

statu  torr 
debt 
limit. 

plusouh 

June  30,  1»M 

|ia4 

July 

$5.1 
fill 
&.1 
8.1 
6l1 
M 
5.1 
fi.1 
S.I 
8.1 
5.1 
M 

W.3 
7.0 
4.5 
&8 
&0 
6.4 
6.0 
4.6 
fiw6 
5.2 
6.1 
«l7 

-•a  2 

-LB 

+.6 

-.a 

+.1 

-L3 
+.1 
+.6 
-.4 
-.1 

"-Le" 

Au^st 

8.3 

Beptember 

ft.9 

October 

November 

&7 
&8 

December......... 

7  6 

January 

7  8 

February 

&1 

March 

7  7 

April 

May... 

7.6 
7  <t 

June 

fi.0 

Total 

61.  i 

6£.6 

-4.4 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  imfor- 
tunately,  correction  of  these  maladjust- 
ments in  revenue  collections  cannot  \>e 
made  effective  in  the  current  year.  As 
a  result  leeway  under  the  debt  Umit  will 
be  exhausted  and  the  cash  balance  will 
be  drained  in  the  July  to  December  pe- 
riod, leaving  neither  borrowing  author- 
ity nor  cash  balance  to  supplement  col- 
lections in  the  January  to  March  quar- 
ter. 

Figures  submitted  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  indicate  a  shortage  of 
funds  from  November  1954  to  March 
1955.  As  of  July  30,  1954,  the  combined 
borrowing  capacity  and  cash  on  hand 
aggregated  $10.4  billion,  and  by  next 
June  30,  without  additional  borrowing 
authority,  it  would  be  back  to  $6  billion. 

Figures  submitted  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  show  a  shortage  of 
funds  in  the  pwriod  from  November  to 
March. 

As  of  June  30, 1954,  the  combined  bor- 
rowing capacity  and  cash  on  hand  ag- 
gregated $10,400,000,000.  That  total  was 
available  at  the  start  of  this  fiscal  year. 

The  temporary  authority  to  exceed 
the  statutory  debt  limit  by  $6  billion  be- 
tween now  and  next  June,  as  proposed 
in  the  pending  bill,  would  provide  the 
Treasury  with  a  minimum  working  bal- 
ance of  approximately  $4  billion  at  all 
times.  At  this  point  I  shall  indicate 
when  the  shortage  will  occur. 

On  December  15.  under  the  existing 
maladjustment  of  income,  the  Treasury 
would  have  exhausted  its  borrowing  ca- 
pacity, there  would  be  no  cash  on  hand, 
and  the  cash  position  would  be  minus 
$700  million.  To  that  extent  the  Treas- 
ury will  lack  funds  with  which  to  pay  its 
bills. 

The  January  15  borrowing  capacity 
would  be  exhausted,  and  the  cash  posi- 
tion would  be  minus  $2,100,000,000. 

On  January  31  the  cash  position  would 
be  minus  $900  million. 

On  February  15  the  cash  position 
would  be  minus  $100  million. 

On  February  28  the  borrowing  capac- 
ity would  be  exhausted,  and  there  would 
be  no  balance  on  hand. 

On  March  15  the  cash  position  would 
be  minus  $1,300,000,000. 

From  that  date  on  the  balance  would 
accumulate,  without  any  increase  in  the 
debt  ceiling,  so  that  on  June  30  of  next 
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■  tbe  TreAsoiy  would  hare  borrowing 
mMxXbaAtj  of  $1.400j000.000  under  the 
$275  mlUion  debt  limit,  and  $4,&00.000.- 
000  In  the  np«»TftHn£  cash,  balance,  mak- 
ing a  total  of  approximately  $6  billion. 
The  temporary  authorization  of  a  $6 
failUon  increase  in  the  debt  limit  would 
at  all  times  provide  for  the  shortages, 
and  would  give  the  Treasury  a  working 
balance  of  not  less  than  $4  billion.  It 
seems  to  me  that  that  should  be  suffi- 
cient. 

Mr.  President,  I  aa3c  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks  a  table  showing  the  Treasury's 
monthly  position  under  the  $275  billion 
debt  limit  presented  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  This  taUe  clearly  shows  the 
fiscal  strain  resulting  from  peak  and 
valley  collections. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Public  aeht  outstanding  ind  Treasury  cash, 
semimonthly,  fiscal  year  1955 

(EsUniated  in  bflUons  of  doOan] 


Debtoat- 

•tanding 

subject 

to  limit 

Leeway 
under 
limit 

Operat- 
ing cash 

1954: 

Jtmo  90  (actual) 

July  15  (actual)       . 

July  31 

Auc.  15   

270.8 

'270.4 

'270.4 

274.4 

374.6 

274.2 

274.3 

275.  (» 

275.0 

275.0 

275.0 

275.0 

,     275.0 

/      27SlO 
275.0 
275.0 
275.0 
27.'>.0 
275.0 
275.0 
275.0 
275.0 
275.0 
275.0 
273.6 

4.2 

'4.6 

•4.6 

.6 

.4 

.8 
.7 

6.2 
'4.5 
•3.7 
5.2 
4.9 
3.9 
4.8 
3. 7 

AocSl.^.. 

Sept.  is.t, 

Sept.  30 

Oct.  15 .♦. , 

Oct.  31 

2.6 
211 

7 

Not.  15 

Not.  30 

Dec.  16. 

Dec.  31 .. 

-.9 
—2  1 

1055: 

Jan. 16 

Jan.  31 

—  B 

Feb.  15 

_  1 

Feb.  38 

Mar.  15    ,,.     , 

—1.3 

Mar.  31 

3.7 

Apr.  15... 

2.4 

Apr.  ao 

a  1 

May  15 

— — -- 

S.1 
2.5 

May  31 

June  15 

.9 

June  30 

.4 

4.5 

»  ReTiaed  from  Hgures  used  in  July  8,  1954,  table  to 
reflect  experience  during  1st  half  of  July. 

Sowoe:  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  July 
iiO>  19M, 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Eisenhower  ad- 
ministration is  pledged  to  a  balanced 
budget.  Last  year  it  reduced  expendi- 
tures by  more  than  $6  billion  as  com- 
pared with  fiscal  year  1953.  The  expira- 
tion of  this  new  temporary  borrowing 
authority  as  of  next  June  30  anticipates, 
and  gives  the  opportunity  for,  still 
further  efforts  to  balance  the  budget  in 
the  year  beginning  next  July  1. 

I  am  pleased  to  note  that  the  Presi- 
dent has  issued  instructions  to  all  de- 
partments and  agencies  of  the  Oovem- 
mept  to  reduce  their  expenditures  even 
more  In  the  preparation  of  their  budget 
estimates  for  next  year.  This  can  be 
done  without  impairment  of  any  essen- 
tial FMeral  function  to  the  extent  that 
there  will  be  no  necessity  next  year  to 
renew  the  temporary  borrowing  au- 
tborltgr  provided  in  this  bill. 

It  was  a  year  ago  that  the  President 
requeued  Congreas  to  increase  the  debt 
limit  fmn  $275  billion  to  $290  billion.  A 


bill  making  this  increase  was  pasted  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  sent 
to  the  Senate.  The  Senate  Finance 
Committee  heard  the  testimony  of  ad- 
ministration spokesmen  who  said  un- 
less the  debt  limit  were  raised  by  $15 
billion  at  that  time  the  Government 
would  be  unable  to  pay  its  bills  and  a 
panic  would  result. 

After  full  deliberation,  the  Finance 
Committee,  11  to  4.  refused  to  report  the 
$280  billion  debt  limit  bill.  What  hap- 
pened? The  heavens  did  not  fall;  panic 
did  not  occur.  The  administration  re- 
duced its  spending  and  stayed  within 
the  statutory  debt  limit. 

In  my  opinion  the  action  by  the  Pi- 
nance  Committee  last  year  was  the 
greatest  single  factor  in  the  expenditure 
reduction.  But  there  was  still  a  deficit  of 
more  than  $3  billion  which  has  reduced 
both  borrowing  authority  and  the  cash 
balance.  Without  a  huge  balance  the 
low  revenue  months  cannot  be  bridged. 
The  debt  limit  is  no  mere  gadget  with- 
out real  pvu-pose.  Congress,  for  many 
years,  has  fixed  a  Federal  debt  limit  be- 
yond which  Government  officials  cannot 
borrow.  Today  this  $275  billion  limit  is 
of  real  significance  to  our  future  sol- 
vency. It  is  true  that  nearly  every  State 
has  a  constitutional  provision  against 
deficit  spending  and  also  every  city  and 
county. 

Prior  to  World  War  I  Federal  debt 
was  a  minor  problem.  On  July  1,  1914. 
the  interest-bearing  debt  was  less  than 
$1  billion.  At  that  time  Federal  debt 
could  be  created  only  by  act  of  Con- 
gress which  specified  the  purpose.  I 
wish  to  emphasize  that,  Mr.  President. 
On  July  1.  1914.  and  before  that  date, 
during  the  entire  history  of  this  Govern- 
ment, there  could  be  no  debt  authorized 
by  the  Government  except  by  act  of  Con- 
gress which  specified  the  purpose  for 
which  the  debt  was  created. 

This  procedure  was  revised  to  meet 
the  needs  of  World  War  I.  it  was  in 
that  period  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  was  given  authority  to  borrow, 
subject  to  an  overall  limit  fixed  by  Con- 
gress.^ 

This  statutory  limit  was  first  fixed  at 
$11.5  billion,  and  then  raised  to  $30  bil- 
lion, to  $28  billion,  to  $37  billion,  and 
then  to  $37.5  billion  in  1921. 

The  hmit  was  kept  at  $37.5  billion  for 
10  years.  In  1931  it  was  raised  to  $45.5 
billion,  and  then  to  $48  billion  In  1934. 
In  1935  it  was  reduced  to  $45  billion. 

In  1940  it  was  raised  again  to  $49 
billion,  then  to  $65  billion  in  1941.  With 
the  begiiming  of  World  War  n.  it  was 
raised  to  $125  billion  in  1942,  to  $210 
billion  in  1943,  to  $260  billion  in  1944,  and 
It  is  now  $275  billion. 

The  $275  bUllon  Federal  debt  which 
we  now  owe  is  equivalent  to  the  full 
value  of  all  the  land,  all  the  buildings, 
all  the  mines,  all  the  machinerj,  all 
the  Uvestock — everything  of  tangible 
value— hi  the  United  States.  We  are 
mortgaged  to  the  hilt. 

It  should  be  the  considered  judgment 
of  every  one  of  us  that  the  Federal  debt 
should  not  be  increased  except  for  ex- 
treme national  emergency,  and  the  size 
of  the  Federal  debt  is  the  greatest  na- 
tional emergency  confronting  us  at  the 
moment. 


We,  of  our  generation,  should  pause  to 
realize  that  we  are  the  tnistees  of  our 
freedom.  It  is  our  obligation  to  preserve 
sound  government  for  future  genera- 
tions. 

This  Nation  has  been  through  many 
wars,  and  after  each  of  them,  except 
World  War  II,  we  have  discharged  at 
least  part  of  the  debt  incurred  for  our 
defense.  After  World  War  II  we  con- 
tinued to  add  to  our  national  debt,  and 
10  years  after  its  conclusion  we  still  are 
borrowing. 

For  all  practical  purposes,  ttiere  has 
been  no  reduction  in  the  Federal  debt 
since  the  end  of  World  War  II.  The 
only  reduction  was  made  with  unused 
proceeds  from  a  huge  bond  issue  just 
before  the  end  of  the  war.  When  the 
war  contracts  were  canceled,  the  unused 
money  was  used  to  reduce  the  debt. 
Otherwise  the  debt  has  been  increased 
steadily  by  deficits  in  21  of  the  last  24 
years. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  repeat  that.  In 
21  of  the  last  24  years,  we  operated  at 
a  deficit,  and  we  had  a  balanced  budget 
in  only  3  of  those  years. 

Young  men  and  women,  born  in  1930, 
have  lived  under  a  Goverijnent  operat- 
ing in  the  red  virtually  all  of  their  Uves. 
Today  the  interest  on  the  Federal  debt 
takes  more  than  10  percent  of  our  total 
Federal  revenue.  Without  the  tre- 
mendous cost  of  this  debt,  our  annual 
tax  bill  could  be  cut  10  percent,  across 
the  board. 

As  it  is,  we  are  borrowing  money  at 
this  very  time  to  pay  interest  on  money 
we  have  borrowed  before.  That  means 
the  interest  is  compounded. 

In  a  Government  grown  callous  to  def- 
icit financing,  to  increase  the  permanent 
debt  limit  would  be  regarded  by  every 
bureaucrat  as  license  to  increase  his  de- 
mands for  higher  expenditures.  The  lid 
would  be  off. 

It  is  my  firm  conviction  that  if  we 
had  increased  the  debt  limit  to  $290  bil- 
lion a  year  ago.  we  now  would  be  ap- 
proaching that  Mmlt  and  preparing  our- 
selves for  another  request  to  raise  it 
again  to  $300  billion. 

Actually,  we  should  be  reducing  the 
debt  at  this  time,  not  increasing  it.  If 
we  cann'^t  balance  the  Federal  budget 
and  reduce  the  debt  in  peace  and  better- 
than-normal  prosperity,  when  can  it  be 
done? 

This  request  to  raise  the  detot  limit 
behooves  us  to  take  a  close  look  at  our 
fiscal  situation. 

Our  existing  debt  is  $275  billion;  and 
this  is  not  all. 

We  have  contingent  liabilities  total- 
ing $200  billion  in  obligations  the  Fed- 
eral Government  has  guaranteed,  in- 
sured, and  otherwise  assumed  on  a  con- 
tingent basis.  Within  this  total  there 
is  probably  some  $40  billion  outstanding 
in  contingent  Federal  housing  program 
liabilities.  And  from  recent  disclosiu-es. 
largely  confined  to  only  one  of  PHA's 
14  programs,  it  is  evident  that  a  large 
percentage  of  these  contingent  liabili- 
ties eventually  will  become  a  real  draft 
on  the  Treasury.     And  this  Is  not  aU. 

In  addition  to  the  $275  billion  in  di- 
rect debt,  and  the  $200  billion  in  con- 
tingent liabiUties,  we  have  on  our  hands 
a  social-security  system   which  is  no 
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longer  actuarially  sound.  The  ultimate 
cost  to  the  Federal  Treasury  of  this 
system  is  still  unestimated.  But  the  fact 
remains  that  when  the  premiums  im- 
posed upon  those  covered  into  the  sys- 
tem are  no  longer  sufBcient  to  pay  the 
benefits,  regular  tax  revenue  collected  by 
the  Treasury  from  those  in  and  out  of 
the  system  will  be  used  to  finance  the 
deficiency. 

In  opp>osing  the  requested  increase  In 
the  p>ermanent  statutory  debt  limit,  it  is 
not  my  purpose  to  embarrass  the  admin- 
istration. To  the  contrary,  the  effort  to 
hold  the  lid  on  the  debt  is  to  strengthen 
the  administration's  hand  for  economy 
leading  to  the  balanced  budget  which 
the  President  of  the  United  States  sa- 
credly pledged  in  his  1952  campaign. 

We  should  never  be  misled  by  aca- 
demic star  gazers  who  contend  that  pub- 
lic debt  is  unimportant  when  we  owe  it 
to  ourselves. 

Public  debt  Is  not  like  private  debt. 
If  private  debt  is  not  paid  off.  It  can  be 
ended  by  liquidation.  But  if  public  debt 
is  not  paid  off  with  taxes,  liquidation 
takes  the  form  of  disastrous  infiation  or 
national  repudiation.  Either  would  de- 
stroy our  form  of  government. 

Few  will  deny  that  we  have  reached 
our  solvent  limit.  As  to  inflation  from 
deficit  financing,  I  have  two  tables  de- 
veloped from  official  sources,  and  they 
have  been  checked  and  rechecked.  One 
shows  deficit  spending  by  years  since 
1910.  The  other  shows  the  fall  in  the 
purchasing  power  of  the  dollar  over  the 
same  period. 

Beginning  with  100-cent  dollars  In 
1039,  the  purchasing  power  dropped  5 
cents  in  1940  and  1941  when  the  com- 
bined deficits  were  more  than  $8  bilUon. 
Despite  wartime  controls,  it  dropped  17 
cenUs  under  the  pressure  of  war  deficits. 
And  under  postwar  deficits  it  has 
dropped  another  26  cents.  As  we  all 
know,  the  purchasing  power  of  the  dollar 
is  now  estimated  at  52  cents  as  compared 
with  the  purchasing  power  of  the  dollar 
at  100  cents  in  1939. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  a  table  showing 
year  by  year  how,  under  deficit  spending, 
the  value  of  the  dollar  has  declined.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  the  table 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 
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Mr.  BYRD.    Mr.  President,  I  shall  cite 
a  few  of  those  years.    These  are  official 


figures  prepared  by  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress. In  1941  the  purchasing  power  of 
the  dollar  hr.d  declined  5  cents  from 
1939.  In  1942  it  declined  10  cents  in  1 
year,  and  the  purchasing  power  of  the 
dollar  was  85  cents.  In  1941  it  was  95 
cents.  With  all  the  financial  disaster 
Buffered  by  some  of  the  European  na- 
tions, not  many  of  them  had  lost  10 
percent  of  the  value  of  their  money  in 

1  year.  In  1942  the  value  of  the  dollar 
went  down  5  more  cents,  because  in  the 

2  years  I  have  given,  when  it  went  down 
15  cents,  we  had  deficits  of  $74  billion. 

In  1944,  when  we  had  a  deficit  of  $49 
billion,  it  went  down  2  cents  more. 

In*  1946,  when  we  had  a  deficit  of  $22 
billion,  it  went  down  6  cents  more. 

In  1947  it  went  down  9  cents;  and  so 
forth. 

I  do  not  contend  that  deficit  spend- 
ing is  the  sole  cause  of  infiation.  Of 
course  there  are  other  causes  of  infia- 
tion. But  I  respectfully  submit  that 
this  table  indicates — and  I  think  most 
economists  will  agree— that  deficit 
spending  is  perhaps  the  greatest  single 
factor  in  the  cheapening  of  the  value  of 
the  money  of  any  country. 

We  may  regard  these  facts  and  figures 
lightly,  if  we  choose,  but  the  loss  of  half 
the  purchasing  power  of  its  money  in  13 
years  should  be  a  serious  warning  to 
any  nation.  As  I  have  said,  other  fac- 
tors may  be  involved,  but  there  is  no 
doubt  that  deficit  financing  cheapens 
money.  Cheapening  money  is  infiation. 
Infiation  is  a  dangerous  game.  It  robs 
creditors.  It  steals  from  pensions, 
wages,  and  fixed  incomes.  Once  started, 
it  is  exceedingly  difficult  to  control. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  compare  for 
a  moment  the  debt  of  the  United  States 
with  the  debts  of  other  nations  in  Europe 
to  which  we  have  been  making  very  large 
contributions. 

Austria,  for  example,  from  the  latest 
Information,  has  a  debt  of  $500  million. 

Belgium  has  a  debt  of  $5  billion. 

Denmark  has  a  debt  of  $1.2  billion. 

France  has  a  debt  of  $13  billion.  I 
think  the  recoi'ds  will  show  that  we  have 
given  to  France  more  than  $13  billion 
under  the  different  plans  of  distributing 
our  money  abroad. 

Greece  has  a  debt  of  $510  million. 

The  Netherlands  has  a  debt  of  $6  bil- 
lion. 

Norway  has  a  debt  of  $1  billion. 

Portugal  has  a  debt  of  $434  million. 

Turkey  has  a  debt  of  $1  billion. 

The  United  Kingdom  has  a  debt  of  $71 
bilUon. 

The  total  for  the  debt  of  those  coun- 
tries is  $113  billion.  In  other  words, 
the  debt  of  the  United  States  is  two  and 
one-half  times  as  great  as  the  combined 
debts  of  12  European  nations,  all  of 
which  have  been  the  recipients  of  our 
bounty.  We  are  still  contributing  in  a 
large  measure  to  those  countries,  which 
have  a  smaller  debt  on  a  per  capita  basis 
and  otherwise  than  the  United  States  of 
America  has. 

We  still  have  practically  the  highest 
taxes  we  have  ever  known,  yet  a  bal- 
anced budget  is  not  in  sight.  Unless 
Federal  spending  is  still  further  re- 
duced, deficit  spending  and  infiation  will 
continue  to  the  bitter  end,  which  is  in- 
solvency.   Increasing  oiu:  borrowing  is 


merely  a  panacea.    The  only  real  rem- 
edy is  to  reduce  spending. 

We  cannot  defend  ourselves  militarily 
In  insolvency.  We  cannot  preserve  our 
freedom  in  insolvency.  The  only  real 
answer  is  to  reduce  spending.  Dm-  cur- 
rency would  be  worthless  in  insolvency. 

Those  who  willfully  or  otherwise 
would  destroy  American  solvency  would 
destroy  freedom  for  people  everywhere. 

Today  we  are  at  peace.  That  is  to  say, 
while  we  must  maintain  a  massive  mili- 
tary organization,  we  are  not  at  war. 
This  period  of  intematipnal  crisis  may 
continue  for  many  years.  We  must  live 
with  it  and  adapt  our  financial  affairs 
to  it.  Great  perils  are  lurking  in  this 
troublesome  world.  To  be  prepared  for 
eventualities,  we  should  strengthen  our 
domestic  economy  and  not  weaken  it. 

The  temporary  increase  which  is  pro- 
posed to  be  granted  under  this  bill 
should  not  be  renewed.  The  adminis- 
tration should  reduce  its  expenditures 
within  the  fiscal  year  beginning  July  1, 
1955,  so  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  to 
renew  the  temporary  increase. 

The  administration  can  prepare  the 
next  budget  so  that  renewal  of  this  pro- 
vision will  not  be  necessary.  This  ia 
what  should  and  must  be  done. 

Let  me  say  in  conclusion  that  it  is 
with  great  reluctance  that  I,  as  one  who 
has  fought  to  the  utmost  of  my  capacity 
against  increasing  the  debt  limit,  made 
the  motion  in  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Finance  temporarily  to  increase  the 
debt  Umit.  for  the  reasons  which  I  have 
mentioned.  I  did  so  because  I  realized 
that  for  a  period  of  4  months  the  Treas- 
ury of  the  United  States  would  be  in  an 
embarrassing  position  if  we  did  not  do 
so. 

I  know  we  must  pay  our  bills.  I  know 
that  when  we  create  a  debt,  when  we 
buy  implements  of  war,  or  whatever  our 
obligations  may  be.  we  must  meet  our 
obligations,  and  meet  them  on  time.  It 
has  never  been  my  desire  or  purpose, 
in  the  efforts  I  and  my  colleagues  have 
been  making  to  keep  the  debt  within  a 
reasonable  limitation,  to  create  a  situa- 
tion which  would  be  financially  embar- 
rassing to  those  who  must  pay  the  bills 
from  the  appropriations  which  are  made 
by  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  that  the  time 
has  come  when  we  must  cease  increas- 
ing the  debt.  I  further  submit  that 
the  Congress  has  lost  control  over  the 
budget.  Why?  Because  there  are  un- 
expended balances  today  aggregating  $60 
billion. 

We  shall  have  appropriated,  when  we 
adjourn,  another  $55  bilhon  or  so,  which 
authorizes  the  administration  to  make 
expenditures  of  $115  biUion.  That  is  to 
say,  should  it  be  physically  possible  to 
expend  that  sum  and  should  the  money 
be  available  either  from  taxes  or  from 
borrowing,  at  any  time  in  this  fiscal  year 
the  Government  could  spend  the  entire 
amount  of  unexpended  appropriations 
and  new  appropriations  wiiich  we  have 
provided  this  year. 

As  the  Senate  well  knows,  when  we 
pass  an  appropriation  bill  there  Is  no 
way  in  the  world  to  tell  how  much  of 
the  money  will  be  spent  in  the  next  fiscal 
year  or  in  some  other  fiscal  year.  There 
is  no  way  in  the  world  to  tell  what  the 
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admlxilstrmtlon  will  be  called  upon  to 
spend  from  the  $60  billion  unexpended 
balances  It  has  on  hand. 

I  conclude  with  the  thought  that  the 
time  has  come  to  set  our  financial  house 
In  order.  The  time  has  come  to  put  this 
country  on  a  sound  fiscal  basis.  If  we 
do  not  do  so.  sooner  or  later  we  shall 
sufFer  disaster. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  follow- 
ing my  remarks  tables  2,  3.  and  4.  which 
are  the  latest  estimates  of  expenditures 
and  revenues,  as  prepared  by  the  Treas- 
ury Department  as  of  J\ily  20,  1954.  be 
printed  In  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tables 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec- 
osD,  as  follows: 

Tabu  2. — Budget  receipts  and  expenditures, 
fiscal  years  1954-55 

[In  billions  of  dollars] 
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64.6 

61.5 

07.  6 

65.6  1-3.0 
1 

-4.1 

>  Estimates  are  based  on  the  January  1954  budget 
document  except  that  they  allow  for  reducrd  r'>ccipts  of 
about  $1.2  billion  because  of  the  Excise  Tax  Reduction 
Aet  of  1954. 

>  Estimates  are  based  on  the  January  1954  budget 
document;  monthly  distribution  assumes  payoff  of  about 
II  'i  billion  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  certificates 
of  interest  maturing  Aug.  2,  1954,  and  issuance  of  $1 
billion  new  certificates  in  September. 

Source:  OfBce  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  July 
20, 19M. 

Table    3. — Projected    budget    expenditures,^ 
fiscal  year  1955  {estimated) 

[In  billions  of  dollars] 
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ISMactoal 
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12.1 
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1  Estimate.*  ar«  baaed  on  the  January  1954  budget  doc- 
nrnent;  monthly  distribution  assumes  payotT  of  atiout 
$1H  billion  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  c<'rtlflcates 
of  Interest  mattiring  Adk.  2,  1954,  and  Issuance  of  $1  bil- 
lion new  certificates  in  Septetaber. 

Source:  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  July  20> 
1954. 


Tablk  4. — Projected   budget  receipts.^  fis<3al 
year  1955  (estimated) 

[In  biUlons  of  doUars) 
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>  Estimates  are  ba«ed  on  the  Jannsiry  19.14  hmfc-rt 
document  except  that  they  allow  for  ri'(lui-<^l  nc-tipl^  uf 
about  $1.2  billion  b«'c;iiise  of  the  Kxci.-c  T  »\  K"'4iittj  m 
Actof  19M;  monthly  dUtrihiilicn  civesclTcct  to  |ir"iM*i.l 
Apr.  15  filing  date  for  imlividuals. 

Source:  CHice  of  the  occrtUry  of  the  Trixiury,  July 
20,  1U54. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question?  1 

Mr.  BYRD.     I  yield.  \ 

Mr.  LANGER.  What  does  the  Sena- 
tor mean  by  temporarily  increasing  the 
debt?  Either  we  increase  the  debt  or 
we  do  not  increase  it. 

Mr.  BYRD.  It  means  that  by  June 
30,  1955,  the  administration  will  have 
to  pay  it  back,  which  it  can  do  with  the 
revenues  it  will  have  coming  in.  That 
will  restore  the  debt  limit. 

Mr.  LANGER.  What  is  the  difference 
between  increasing  it  this  time  and  rais- 
ing it  the  last  time?  We  did  not  maJce 
a  temporary  increase  the  last  time. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Of  course,  we  have  had 
a  deficit  of  $3  billion  since  the  last  time 
we  increased  it.  The  Government  is 
$3  billion  worse  off  than  it  was  a  year 
ago. 

Furthermore,  4  years  ago  we  adopted 
a  plan  whereby  we  gradually  collected 
the  revenues  from  corporations  in  the 
first  6  months  of  the  year,  instead  of 
having  them  collected  in  regular  quar- 
terly pajTnents.  Now  we  are  collecting 
$17  billion  more  in  the  first  6  months 
than  we  are  collecting  in  the  last  6 
month^.  The  expenditures  are  nearly 
on  an  equal  monthly  basis.  That  sit- 
uation will  create  a  dip  for  about  4 
months,  which  I  explained,  in  the  month 
beginning  December  15,  and  ending 
March  15,  whereby  there  would  not  be 
sufiBcient  funds  in  the  Treasury  to  pay 
the  biUs  due  in  that  period  of  time. 
When  the  funds  come  in  later,  we  shall 
end  this  fiscal  year  with  a  balance  of 
$6  billion,  without  any  increase  what- 
ever in  the  pubUc  debt. 

Mr.  LANGER.  On  July  1,  would  the 
debt  limit  be  $275  billion? 

Mr.  BYRD.  Yes;  unless  Congress 
should  take  further  action  it  would  be 
$275  billion.  The  Treasury  does  not 
question  the  fact  that  it  will  have  suffi- 
cient funds  on  hand  at  that  time  to  pay 
the  additional  $6  billion,  because,  ac- 
cording to  its  own  statement,  it  will  have 


$6  billion  on  hand  without  any  increase 
whatsoever  in  the  debt. 

Mr.   BUSH.     Mr.   President,   will   the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
heard  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Virginia  many  times  in  the  past  25  years 
in  connection  with  this  and  related  mat- 
ters, and  during  those  years  I  have  read 
his  statements  on  these  very  important 
subjects.  I  do  not  believe  I  have  ever 
heard  him  make  such  an  incisive,  con- 
clusive argument  on  the  subject  of  Fed- 
eral fiscal  affairs  as  he  has  made  to  the 
Senate  this  afternoon.  I  wish  it  could 
be  printed  in  every  newspaper  in  the 
United  States  and  be  placed  in  every 
school  in  some  form.  Certainly  it  should 
be  made  available  so  that  the  American 
people  could  read  the  fundamentals 
which  he  has  so  clearly  and  forcefully 
outlined  for  the  benefit  of  the  Senate  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  country.  In  his 
argument  he  has  come  to  grips  with  one 
of  the  most  important  and  diflBcult  sub- 
iects  that  can  arrest  the  attention  Of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States.  He  has 
done  it  in  such  a  manner  as  literaJly  to 
outdo  himself.  I  wish  to  congratulate 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  heartily  upon 
his  remarkable,  clear,  and  incisive  analy- 
sis of  the  situation. 

Also.  Mr.  President,  I  am  one  Senator, 
among  many  I  am  sure,  who  is  grateful 
to  the  distinguished  and  able  chairman 
of  the  Finance  Committee,  and  to  the 
Finance  Committee  itself,  for  bringing 
before  the  Senate  a  solution  to  the  prob- 
lem which  we  can  accept  with  perhaps 
some  grace.  It  is  a  very,  very  difficult 
problem. 

I  am  completely  in  accord  with  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  in  hoping  that 
when  we  get  to  this  point  next  yeir,  we 
will  have  so  recaptured  control  of  our 
spending  that  we  will  not  have  to  deal 
with  a  similar  situation  then  or  at  any- 
time while  I  am  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States. 

I  also  agree  with  what  he  said  about 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the  Hon- 
orable George  Humphrey.  As  I  have  said 
heretofore  in  the  Senate.  I  believe  that 
probably  no  other  man  in  the  United 
States  is  better  qualified  to  deal  with 
the.se  problems  than  is  the  Honorable 
Georse  Humphrey.  He  has  been  con- 
fronted with  a  most  difiBcult  situation. 
He  docs  not  like  to  recommend  an  in- 
crease in  the  debt  limit.  He  has  had  to 
do  so  because  of  the  actions  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States. 

Again  I  congratulate  the  able  Senator 
from  Virginia.  I  think  he  made  a  re- 
markably fine  presentation,  and  I  am 
very  glad  I  was  in  the  Chamber  to  hear 
it. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  wfU  the 
Senator  yield?  .  \      •■ 

Mr.  BYRD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANIEL.     I  wish 
ulate  the  Senator  from' 
followed  him  throughout 
offering  myself  as  a  oa 
ofiBce  of  Senator,  one  pi 
that,  short  of  total  war,  Twi 
to  increa.se  the  total  nati 
would  I  vote  to  raise  the  d., 
do  not  believe  I  can  vote  15 
temporary    increase,    but 
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from  Virginia  Is  certainly  entitled  to  the 
praise  and  congratulations  of  the  Sen- 
ate for  having  worked  out  this  plan  for 
a  temporary  increase.  Otherwise,  I  fear 
that  we  would  be  faced  on  the  floor  this 
afternoon  witli  a  sizable  permanent  in- 
crease in  our  national  debt  limit.  I  ap- 
preciate the  work  the  Senator  has  done. 
I  join  with  him  in  his  remarks  and  his 
hope  that  we  will  start  trimming  our 
spending  or  a*;  least  fitting  it  to  our  in- 
come, as  so  m.my  other  countries  of  the 
world  are  doirg. 

I  heard  the  figures  of  the  national  debt 
of  the  other  n;itions  stated  by  the  Sena- 
tor. I  l>elieve  the  last  figures  I  saw  of 
the  national  debts  of  all  the  other  na- 
tions of  the  xorld  show  that  we  owe 
more  money  than  all  the  other  nations 
of  the  world  ccimbined.    Is  that  correct? 

My  BYRD.  That  may  be  true.  I 
have  the  figures  for  the  12  nations  of 
Europe,  and  we  owe  more  than  2'2  times 
as  much  as  those  12  nations  of  Europe. 

Mr.  LENNON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LENNON.  I  am  sure  the  people 
of  America  were  grateful  to  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Virginia 
I  Mr.  BYRD]  and  to  the  full  Finance  Com- 
mittee when  lest  summer  they  success- 
fully resisted  trie  pressure  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  and  the  Director  of 
the  Budget  in  their  efforts  to  increase 
the  national  d<  bt  Umit  from  $275  billion 
to  $290  billion.  I  believe  every  Member 
of  the  Senate  today,  as  well  as  the  people 
of  America  generally,  share  the  view 
expressed  by  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  \Mrginia  to  the  effect  that 
if  we  had  raised  the  national  debt  limit 
to  $290  billion  last  summer,  very  likely 
we  would  now  be  called  upon  to  raise  it 
again.  '^,  ^ 

Like  so  many  of  my  colleagues.  I  sub- 
scribe to  the  itosition  that  the  depart- 
ments, agencief.,  and  bureaus  of  the  Gov- 
ernment will  have  come  before  the  Con- 
pre.^s  next  Jaruary  with  a  longer  and 
keener  sight  If  they  have  any  idea  that 
Congress  will  increase  their  appropria- 
tions. 

I  want  the  Senate  and  the  people  of 
America  to  know  that  I  am  disappointed 
that  it  is  necessary  for  the  Committee 
on  Finance  to  come  to  this  necessary 
conclusion. 

In  the  Ught  of  the  fact  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  and  the  Director 
of  the  Budget  represented  to  the  commit- 
tee last  summer  that  it  was  absolutely 
essential  that  ihe  debt  limit  be  raised 
from  $275  bilhon  to  $290  bilUon,  and  that 
failure  to  do  sc  would  make  it  impossi- 
ble for  the  Government  to  meet  its  cur- 
rent obligations,  I  wonder  if  now  we  are 
not  faced  with  the  same  situation.  I 
ask  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia this  question:  If  the  representa- 
tion was  made  last  summer  that  if  the 
national  debt  limit  were  not  increased 
by  $15  billion  we  could  not  meet  our 
current  obligations,  is  it  not  Ukely  that 
again  a  representation  is  being  made  to 
us  to  the  effect  that  we  shall  not  be  able 
to  meet  our  current  obligations  unless 
we  raise  the  national-debt  limit  on  a 
temporary  basLs  by  $6  billion? 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  situation  is  different 
in  at  least  three  respects.    In  the  first 
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place,  we  are  $3  billion  worse  off  than  we 
were  a  year  ago,  because  we  have  a  $3 
billion  deficit  in  the  year  that  ended  last 
JUne  30.  Therefore,  our  balance  is  $3 
billion  less  than  it  was  last  year. 

Secondly,  under  the  so-called  Mills 
plan  corporate  taxes  in  the  July-Decem- 
ber" half  of  the  year  will  be  less  again 
this  year.  And  in  the  third  place  tax 
rates  have  l)een  reduced. 

Mr.  LENNON.  I  am  satisfied  with  the 
explanation  of  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia.  Considering  his  great 
knowledge  of  the  fiscal  affairs  of  the 
Nation,  which  I  think  exceeds  that  of 
many  persons  connected  with  Govern- 
ment today,  if  he  is  satisfied  that  we 
cannot  escape  raising  the  national-debt 
Umit  even  on  a  temporary  basis,  I  feel 
compelled  to  go  along  and  vote  with  the 
senior  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  think  it  is  a  close  ques- 
tion. It  is  possible  that  Government 
agencies  could  effect  further  economies, 
thereby  making  the  proposed  increase  in 
the  debt  limit  unnecessary.  Last  August, 
in  his  appearance  before  our  committee, 
as  members  of  the  Finance  Committee 
know,  Mr.  Humphrey  said  that  if  he 
could  not  pay  his  bills  there  would  be  a 
panic.  The  result  was  that  we  did  not 
increase  the  debt,  and  expenses  were  re- 
duced by  $6  bilUon,  as  compared  with 
the  previous  year. 

Now  it  is  estimated  that  on  January 
15  the  borrowing  authority  and  the  cash 
balance  will  be  exhausted  with  a  de- 
ficiency of  $2  billion  still  remaining. 
Under  these  circumstances  I  felt  we 
could  not  take  such  a  risk.  It  would  be 
a  very  unfortunate  thing  if  at  any  time 
this  country  could  not  pay  its  current 
bills. 

This  is  the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
the  country  that  the  statutory  debt  Umit 
has  been  raised  temporarily  and  it  is 
with  the  understanding  that  economies 
must  be  achieved  in  the  next  year.  Next 
year,  under  the  new  tax  bill,  the  so- 
called  Mills  plan  will  be  reversed.  Cor- 
porations will  be  compelled  to  estimate 
their  earnings  in  advance  and  begin- 
ning in  September  1955  they  will  begin 
paying  taxes  on  the  estimate.  Gradu- 
ally the  inequahty  of  corporate  tax  col- 
lections will  be  wiped  out.  Senators  can 
see  from  this  statement  I  have  presented 
where  the  inequality  exists,  assuming  the 
statement  is  correct.  There  is  a  $2  bil- 
lion deficiency  on  January  15.  Yet  on 
June  30  there  is  $6  billion  in  borrowing 
authority  and  cash  on  hand.  This  shows 
the  inequality  with  which  the  revenue 
comes  into  the  Treasury.  Revenue 
comes  in  at  an  unequal  monthly  rate, 
but  expenditures  are  on  practically  an 
equal  monthly  rate  basis. 

It  is  for  that  reason  that  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  very  reluctantly  reached 
the  conclusion  that  to  be  safe  we  had 
better  grant  this  temporary  increase, 
with  the  understanding  that  we  expect 
the  Treasury,  the  administration,  and 
all  the  departments  to  reduce  expenses 
sufficiently  to  make  it  unnecessary  to 
renew  this  temporary  increase  in  the 
debt  limit. 

Expenses  were  reduced  $6  billion  in 
fiscal  1954  as  compared  with  fiscal  1953. 
I  am  speaking  of  actual  expenditures. 


In  my  comparisons  I  have  gotten  away 
from  talking  about  estimates  because 
they  do  not  mean  anything.  The  ad- 
ministration reduced  actual  expenditures 
in  1954,  compared  with  1953,  by  $6 
billion,  and  I  compliment  them  for  so 
doing.  They  can  reduce  exj)enditurcs 
another  $6  billion  in  the  coming  year  if 
they  have  to,  but  they  cannot  do  it  all  at 
once. 

I  think  this  action  should  cause  the 
administration  to  understand  that  Con- 
gress expects  it  not  to  ask  for  a  renewal 
of  this  $6  billion.  If  it  should  be  re- 
quested, I  think  the  request  ought  to  be 
very  carefully  scrutinized  and  not 
granted  unless  we  are  compelled  to  do  so. 

Mr.  LENNON.  I  thank  the  senior 
Senator  from  Virginia,  and  I  express  the 
hope  that  the  resolution  which  was  in- 
troduced by  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
and  the  senior  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire,  which  sets  a  balanced  budget 
as  a  goal,  will  claim  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  next  year. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  PennsylvEinia. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  Senate  is  most  appreciative  of  the 
very  clear  statements  made  by  the  dis- 
tinguished chairman  of  the  Finance 
Committee  [Mr.  MiLLnciN],  and  the  very 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  ByrdI. 

I  am  most  reluctant  to  vote  to  raise 
the  debt  ceiling,  but  I  think  the  plan 
which  has  been  evolved  is  a  sound  one, 
and  should  be  adopted  by  the  Senate. 
However,  I  should  like  to  impress  upon 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  the  fact  that 
unless  we  cut  appropriations  for  the  next 
fiscal  year,  or  increase  taxes,  it  will  be 
necessary  at  this  time  next  year  to  in- 
crease the  debt  ceiling.  I  think  it  is  a 
responsibihty  of  the  American  Congress. 
We  should  see  that  the  budget  is  bal- 
anced, and  there  is  no  way  to  do  that 
except  by  cutting  expenditures  or  in- 
creasing taxes. 

I  have  no  questions  to  ask  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator,  for  I  think  the  two 
statements  which  have  been  made  are 
very  clear.  I  desire  to  conclude  by  ex- 
pressing the  view  that  the  people  of  the 
United  States  are  most  fortunate  to  have 
on  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  men 
of  the  ability  and  the  courage  of  the 
jimior  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Mil- 
LnaN],  the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia 
IMr.  George],  and  the  senior  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I,  too, 
hope  that  this  is  only  a  temporary  in- 
crease in  the  debt  limit,  but  I  do  not 
think  we  can  be  too  optimistic  about  it. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  I  believe, 
stated  as  the  basic  recommendation  to 
the  committee  that  he  could  get  along 
with  an  increase  in  the  limit  of  $5  billion 
and  an  additional  $5  billion  on  a  tem- 
porary basis.  That  is  $5  bilhon  as  a 
permanent  increase,  making  the  debt 
limit  $280  bilhon,  with  a  temporary  in- 
crease of  $5  billion  to  be  Uquldated  at 
the  end  of  this  fiscal  year,  or  at  the  be- 
ginning of  another  fiscal  year. 

We  must  not  forget,  Mr.  President, 
that  even  if  the  Congress  cuts  down 
appropriations,  the  capacity  to  spend  is 
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still  present  and  the  ability  to  spend  Is 
still  present  If,  through  taxation  or  bor- 
rowing, the  money  can  be  obtained  to 
spend.  That  is  true  because  of  the 
enormous  carryover  of  unexpended  bal- 
ances. 

The  imexpended  balances  are  now  $60 
billion.  I  thought  they  were  a  little 
above  $60  billion,  and  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Virginia  has  stated  they 
are  about  $60  bilhon.  That  is  an  enor- 
mous carryover,  and,  even  if  Congress 
did  not  appropriate  any  money  next 
year  for  any  purpose,  and  we  could  re- 
apportion the  $60  billion  already  au- 
thorized, and  already  appropriated  but 
not  actually  in  hand,  we  would  spend  our 
total  income  in  that  year.  That  is  be- 
cause our  income  is  not  going  to  be  so 
great  as  it  was  in  the  last  fiscal  year. 
That  is  something  I  wanted  to  empha- 
size at  this  time.  The  Government's  in- 
come is  already  down.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  some  of  the  large  and  powerful 
corporations  of  the  country  have  shown 
enormous  profits,  but  corporations  as  a 
whole  are  showing  some  $2  billion  less 
profits  up  to  this  time,  taxwise.  That 
is  a  minus  $2  billion  when  they  are 
grouped  altogether. 

I  have  great  respect  for  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  and  I  have  great  con- 
fidence in  his  judgment.  The  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  was  of  the  opinion  that 
by  the  end  of  this  fiscal  year,  the  down 
trend  in  corporate  earnings  would  not 
indicate  so  great  a  Treasury  loss,  but 
would  probably  be  increased  by  $1  bil- 
lion, or  perhaps  $lVi  billion.  However, 
at  the  present  time  total  corporate  earn- 
ings show  a  loss  as  compared  with  earn- 
ings on  which  corporations  paid  taxes 
last  year. 

Another  thing  must  be  borne  in  mind. 
Under  the  changes  recently  made  by 
Congress  in  our  tax  laws  the  corpKHrate 
rate  will  drop  next  April  1  from  52  per- 
cent to  47  percent.  That  of  itself  repre- 
sents a  considerable  loss  to  the  Treasury. 
Prom  my  own  experience  in  handling 
tax  matters,  I  would  say  that  it  is  going 
to  be  very  diflScult  to  avoid  further  re- 
ductions in  many  of  the  excise  taxes 
during  the  next  year.  The  problem  will 
be  to  avoid  by  tax  reductions  a  further 
loss  of  revenue  and  likewise  to  continue 
the  high  corporate  rate  of  52  percent 
beyond  next  April.  Unless  that  rate  is 
continued,  or  some  additional  taxes  are 
levied  to  make  up  for  the  Treasury  loss 
of  about  $2  billion,  we  will  have  a  very 
much  reduced  chance  of  retiring  or  re- 
ducing this  temporary  increase  in  the 
debt  limit  by  paying  off  the  $6  billion, 
or  so  much  of  it  as  may  be  borrowed, 
at  the  end  of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

I  merely  point  out  those  two  facts. 
Regardless  of  how  deeply  we  cut  appro- 
priations, the  unexpended  balances  af- 
ford a  ready  opportunity  for  the  ex- 
penditure of  money,  and  it  is  necessary 
to  look  to  what  the  Government  is  tak- 
ing in  and  what  it  is  spending,  if  the 
spending  is  not  cut  further,  we  will  be 
called  on,  I  am  sure,  at  the  end  of  this 
fiscal  year,  to  increase  the  debt  limit 
again. 

I  do  not  think,  however,  we  can  blink 
at  the  fact  that  we  must  maintain  the 
credit  of  the  United  States.     While  we 


most  regretfully  must  increase  the  debt 
limit,  at  the  same  time  we  have  only 
two  options.  One  option  is  to  do  so,  and 
the  other  is  to  levy  new  taxes  which  will 
bring  in  new  revenue,  and  this  is  not  a 
very  good  time  to  levy  new  taxes  on  the 
American  people. 

With  all  the  reductions  which  have 
been  made,  tax  rates  are  still  very  high. 
I  think  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
was  correct  when  he  said  that,  in  his 
judgment,  over  a  long  period  of  time  the 
American  people  could  not  continue  to 
pay  the  present  high  Federal  taxes,  plus 
all  the  other  taxes  which  they  must  pay. 
without  hurting  business.  But  we  must 
reduce  expenditures  as  much  as  we  pos- 
sibly can.  We  would  be  very  sensible 
and  very  well  advised  to  cut  appropria- 
tions more  deeply  than. we  have  cut  them 
even  during  the  past  18  months.  If 
those  things  are  not  done,  and  if  the 
revenue  which  comes  in  from  taxes  is 
not  maintained  at  its  present  level,  and 
next  April  reductions  are  not  made  as 
contemplated  in  existing  law,  or,  if  made, 
and  new  taxes  are  not  found  to  take  up 
that  loss,  we  shall  unquestionably  be 
faced  with  a  request  for  an  increase  in 
the  debt  limit  again  next  year. 

We  must  maintain  the  credit  of  the 
United  States.  I  do  not  feel  that  the 
Secretary's  recommendation  of  a  $5 
billion  permanent  increase  with  a  $5 
billion  temporary  increase  on  the  basis 
of  5  and  1,  as  is  now  recommended, 
would  have  been  too  far  out  of  line.  But 
I  have  a  strong  feeling  that  the  Treasury 
will  be  able  to  get  through  this  year  in 
a  fairly  comfortable  position  thrcus^hout 
the  year.  Therefore.  I  think  there  is 
nothing  we  can  do  except  to  vote  for 
this  increase. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  amendment  v.as  a?;reed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  further  amendment,  the  question 
is  on  the  engrossment  of  the  amend- 
ment and  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  provide  for  a  temporary  in- 
crease in  the  public  debt  limit." 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  AMENDMENTS 
1954 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9366)  to  amend  tlie 
Social  Security  Act  and  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  so  as  to  extend  coverage 
under  the  old  age  and  survivors  insur- 
ance program,  increase  the  benefits  pay- 
able thereunder,  preserve  the  insurance 
rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and  in- 
crease the  amount  of  earnings  per- 
mitted without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield  for  a  unani- 
mous-consent request? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    I  yield. 


T 


RECLASSIFICATION  OP  DICTO- 
PHONES  IN  THE  TARIFF  ACT  OP 
1930— MOTION  FOR  RECONSIDER- 
ATION 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  return  to  Calen- 
dar No.  2001.  House  bill  8932.  to  reclassi- 
fy dictophones  in  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930. 
This  bill  was  passed  on  the  call  of  the 
calendar  a  day  or  two  ago. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  as  I  under- 
stand the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania,  it  is  with  reference  to  my 
motion  to  call  back  from  the  House 
H.  R.  8932;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MARTIN.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  As  of  last  night 
I  requested  that  the  Senate  seek  the  re- 
turn of  the  bill  which  had  been  before 
the  Senate.  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. We  have  di.scussed  the  matter, 
and  I  would  appreciate  it  if  the  Sena- 
tor would  explain  what  we  have  agreed 
to  and  what  seems  to  be  a  clarification 
of  the  purpose  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  this 
proposed  legislation  was  intended  origi- 
nally and  is  now  intended  to  cover  only 
the  granite  imported  for  the  Iwo  Jima 
statue  paid  for  by  contributions  from 
Marine  veterans. 

Tlie  only  rea.son  the  language  did  not 
specifically  mention  the  Iwo  Jima  monu- 
ment was  the  objection  from  Govern- 
ment Departments  to  specific  legislation 
for  particular  projects  or  industries. 
They  said  it  was  a  bad  precedent  and 
difficult  to  administer  and  it  was  at  their 
suggestion  that  we  drafted  the  bill  in  a 
general  manner  to  cover  this  particular 
thin^. 

By  putting  the  .<;pecific  deadline  of  Jan- 
uary 1.  1955,  we  have  definitely  limited 
the  operation  of  the  bill  to  this  monu- 
ment alone,  because  the  bill  states  that 
the  project  using  the  granite  must  bo  the 
result  of  a  Federal  law  for  .'-pecific  monu- 
ments on  Federal  property  only.  'There 
is  no  other  law  on  the  books  or  pending 
before  Congress  for  the  erection  of  any 
other  monument  on  Federal  property, 
and  so  January  1  is  a  very  safe  date  and 
is  much  easier  for  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment to  administer  because  it  comes  at 
the  end  of  a  calendar  and  statistical  year. 

The  bill  cannot  apply  to  any  but  the 
Iwo  Jima  monument  and  does  not  need 
any  changes  to  accomplish  that  pur- 
pose. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  With  that  legisla- 
tive history,  there  is  now  no  difficulty  as 
to  the  removal  of  the  duty  on  the  granite 
which  will  be  imported.  The  removal  of 
the  tariff  duty  is  for  this  one  particular 
monument  which  has  been  described  by 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania.  It  will 
not  permit  the  general  movement  of 
granite  into  the  country  up  until  Janu- 
ary 1  for  other  purposes;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  The  Senator  is  abso- 
lutely correct.  The  monument  mu$t  be 
erected  on  Federal  property. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  this  Instance,  it 
is  for  the  Iwo  Jima  monument  specifi- 
cally. 
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Mr.  MARTIN.  That  is  correct.  The 
Senator  will  recall  that  it  is  a  monument 
representing  a  trroup  of  marines  raising 
the  flag  on  the  Island  of  Iwo  Jima. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  it  is  a  most 
worthy  enterprise.  As  I  said  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Pennf  ylvania,  there  had  been 
a  request  from  ray  State  because  we  are 
very  proud  of  our  black  granite  in  Min- 
nesota, and  we  make  note  of  the  fact 
that  it  was  used  in  the  Jefferson  Memo- 
rial. Of  course,  we  are  always  happy 
to  have  our  granite  used  In  any  memo- 
rial which  may  be  constructed  in  this 
country. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Chair  correctly  understand  that  either 
of  the  Senators  i;  asking  unanimous  con- 
sent to  withdraw  the  motion  which  was 
made  last  night? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  a.?k  unanimous 
consent  to  withdraw  the  motion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  we 
are  all  appreciative  of  the  many  marines 
who  have  contributed  to  make  this 
monument  possible. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Mirmesota  for  his  co- 
operation. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  is  always  a  pleas- 
ure to  work  with  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 


COMPENSATION  OP  HOUDERS  OF 
CONTRACTS  IXDR  PERFORMANCE 
OF  MAIL-MESSENGER  SERVICE 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Reynolds  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  announcing  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  .2263)  to  authorize  the 
Postmaster  Gener;il  to  readjust  th^com- 
pensation  of  holders  of  contracts  fior  the 
performance  of  mail-mes.senger  .service, 
and  requesting  a  conference  with  the 
Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its  amend- 
ments, agree  to  tho  request  of  the  House 
for  a  conference,  and  that  the  Chair  ap- 
point the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

The  motion  wa ;  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  OCHcer  appointed  Mr.  Carlson, 
Mr.  Duff,  and  Mr.  Johnston  of  South 
Carolina. confereei  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 


OBSERVANCE  OP  PHILIPPINE- 
AMERICAN  DAY 

Mr.- LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  today 
marks  55  years  of  close  association  be- 
tween the  United  .States  and  our  great 
friend  and  ally.  th(  Philippine  Republic. 
I  have  prepared  a  statement  with  regard 
to  this  very  important,  historic  day 
which  we  are  now  observing.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  be  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  body  of  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

STATEME>nr    BY    SENATOR    LEHMAN 

Tod.iy  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  Philippine  Republic  Philippine-Ameri- 


can Day  U  being  observed.  The  President  of 
the  Philippines,  Mr.  Ramon  Ma^saysay,  la 
leading  his  30  million  countrymen  In  tribute 
to  the  55  years  of  association  which  witnessed 
the  United  States  come  to  the  Phmpplnes  as 
a  conqueror,  remain  as  an  educator,  and 
leave  as  a  liberator. 

In  1898  and  1899  American  forces  landed 
In  Manila,  having  reduced  the  Spanish  gar- 
rison there.  A.  that  time  the  Filipino  peo- 
ple, who  had  been  fighting  for  their  inde- 
pendence against  Spain,  turned  against  us 
when  It  was  ascertained  that  we  came  at 
that  time  not  as  liberators  but  as  occupiers. 

The  American  forces  pacified  the  Filipino 
Insurgents— the  rebels  of  that  day.  That  Is 
to  say,  we  overcame  them  by  force.  Tliat 
was  the  day  when  President  WUllam  McKin- 
ley  decided  that  It  was  the  "manifest  des- 
tiny" of  the  United  States  to  become  a  co- 
lonial power  and  to  bear  our  share  of  what 
Rudyard  Kipling  described  as  the  "white 
man  s  burden." 

That  semi-imperialist  concept  did  not  re- 
flect the  spirit  of  the  American  people.  Only 
a  decade  thereafter,  with  the  election  cf 
Woodrow  Wilson  as  Prcijdcnt  of  the  United 
States,  a  pledge  of  eventual  independence 
was  given  to  the  Filipino  people.  That 
pledge  was  redeemed  ur.der  the  next  Demo- 
cratic President  of  th^Uiiited  States.  Frank- 
lin D.  Roosevelt,  with  the  passage  of  the 
Tydings-McDulfie  Act  in  1934.  That  pledge 
was  fuimied  on  July  4,  1946,  when  the  Ameri- 
can flag — the  flag  of  American  sovereignty — 
was  hauled  down  and  the  red.  white,  blue. 
and  yellow  flag  of  the  Philippine  Republic 
was  raised  in  its  place. 

But  from  the  very  beginning  of  the  occu- 
pation of  the  Philippines  the  American  spirit 
was  reflected  in  a  policy  which  first  startled 
and  then  won  the  hearts  of  the  Filipino 
people. 

Within  week£  after  the  American  flag  had 
been  raised  in  the  Philippines  an  American 
ship  arrived  in  Manila  Harbor  loaded,  not 
with  troops  or  supplies  but  with  school- 
teachers, sent  to  man,  not  barricades  but 
schools  which  were  newly  established  In 
every  part  and  section  of  the  Philippine 
Islands;  and  William  Howard  Taft.  who  as 
Governor  General  called  the  Filipinos  "our 
little  brown  broUiers,"  laid  the  groundwork 
for  an  Intimate  relationship  between  the 
American  and  Filipino  people  which  was  to 
grow  warmer  and  clopor  with  the  passage  of 
the  years.  Although  the  policy  of  that 
period  was  imperialistia,  it  was  warm,  benev- 
olent, and  enlightened. 

For  m.any  years  August  13  was  observed  in 
the  Philippines  as  Occupation  Day.  It  cele- 
brated the  arrival  of  the  American  forces. 
This  year  It  was  proclaimed  by  President 
Magsaysay  as  Philippine-American  Day.  A 
free  and  sovereign  country  does  not  observe 
or  celebrate  the  anniversary  cf  Its  occupa- 
tion by  a  foreign  power,  however  benign  and 
beneficent.  But  we  Americans  may  take 
real  pride  in  tlie  fact  that  this  date  has  not 
been  forgotten  by  the  Filipino  people  or  by 
their  leaders.  Instead,  it  has  been  converted 
Into  a  day  for  the  celebration  of  Philippine- 
American  amity,  for  the  observance  of  the 
common  traditions  and  common  values 
which  both  t4ie  Filipino  and  the  American 
people  hold  and  cherish. 

I  trust,  on  our  part.  In  taking  note  of  this 
day  we  In  the  Senate  and  in  the  country  at 
large  will  resolve  never  to  forget  the  special 
relationship  we  have  with  the  Filipino  peo- 
ple and  with  the  Philippine  Republic,  a  rela- 
tionship as  close  as  that  which  we  have  with 
any  other  nation  of  the  world.  We  must 
never  forget  Bataan  and  Corregidor  and  the 
battles  which  the  Filipino  people  fought  for 
our  cause,  for  the  restoration  of  American 
sovereignty,  even  after  the  American  fla^  had 
been  hauled  down  In  defeat. 

I  hope  I  may  be  speaking  for  the  entire 
Senate  In  extending  to  President  Magsaysay, 
of  the  Phlllppiae  Republic,  and  to  the  Fili- 


pino people  the  heartfelt  regards  and  alTec- 
tlonate  good  wishes  of  the  Senate  of  th* 
United  States. 


SOCIAL  SiiXJURITY  AMTJJfnMTrMTg 
OP  1954 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9366)  to  amend  the 
Social  Security  Act  and  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  so  as  to  extend  coverage 
under  the  old-age  and  survivors  insur- 
ance program,  increase  the  benefits  pay- 
able thereunder,  preserve  the  insurance 
rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and  in- 
crease the  amount  of  earnings  permitted 
without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum 

The  PRESIDING  OPFICER.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  H.  R. 
9366.  as  amended  by  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  is  designed  to  improve  the  old- 
aee  and  survivors  insurance  system — 
tlic  system  which  President  Eisenhower 
has  called  "the  cornerstone  of  the  Gov- 
ernments  programs  to  promote  the  eco- 
nomic security  of  the  individual." 

In  his  message  to  Congress  of  January 
14.  1954,  the  President  recommended  the 
expansion  and  improvement  of  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  and  the  preser- 
vation of  the  basic  principles  of  the  sys- 
tem. He  cited  two  principles  as  the  most 
important.    These  are: 

First.  The  contributory  aspect  of  the 
system  under  which  the  worker  and  his 
employer  make  payments  during  the 
years  of  active  work,  and 

Second.  The  benefits  received  are  re- 
lated in  part  to  the  individual's  earmngs. 

The  provisions  of  the  pending  bill  fol- 
low   the   President's   recommendations. 

Contributory  social  insurance  con- 
tinues to  be  basic  m  our  governmental 
system  for  affording  protection  against 
the  economic  hazards  resulting  from  old 
age  and  premature  death.  In  my  opin- 
ion, it  is  in  the  pubhc  interest  for  us  to 
expand  and  improve  the  existing  pro- 
gram which  has  been  in  operation  since 
1937. 

Currently  about  6*2  million  Individ- 
uals— more  than  5  million  of  whom  are 
past  65  years  of  age — are  on  the  benedt 
rolls.  Studies  conducted  by  the  Bureau 
of  Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance  in- 
dicate that  a  vast  majority  of  the  bene- 
ficiaries depend  uE>on  their  monthly  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  benefits  to 
meet  their  day-by-day  living  expenses. 
If  it  were  not  for  the  contributory  social 
insurance  system,  many  of  these  bene- 
ficiaries would  have  to  turn  to  public 
assistance  for  at  least  part  of  their  bread 
and  butter,  shelter,  and  health  needs. 

In  1950  when  I  supported  the  1950 
Social  Security  Act  amendments.  I  said: 

History  shows  that  as  a  nation  becomes 
predominantly  industrial,  less  and  less  secu- 
rity for  more  and  more  people  is  to  be  found 
in  the  cellar.  The  close  ties  of  most  peopie 
In  less  complicated  agrarian  economies  witti 
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the  protection  and  austainlng  power  of  the 
land  are  severed  and  eecxirlty  must  be  found 
In  the  pay  envelope.  In  the  ability  of  the 
worker  to  buy  hla  security  from  that  which 
la  In  his  pay  envelope,  and  which  by  the 
nature  of  his  employment  in  Indvistrlal  areas 
cannot  be  found  In  the  cellar. 

Perfectionist  theories  for  preserving  Indi- 
▼Idual  security  are  shattered  as  to  millions 
of  people  away  from  the  land,  due  to  the 
preventable  and  unpreventable  disasters  to 
payrolls  caused^  by  cyclical  swings  and  nu- 
merous t3rpes  of  maladjiistment  In  the 
economy,  and  often  due  to  plain  human 
frailty  or  catastrophic  personal  tragedies — 
all  beyond  the  cure  of  leetiires  and  stem  ad- 
monitions by  our  Spartanlsts.  The  wide- 
scale  Junking  of  workers  in  mass-production 
Industries  even  before  middle  age  has  been 
reached  may  prove  too  much  even  for  the 
most  rugged  of  the  rugged  Individualists. 

There  are  several  principal  reasons 
which  Justify  our  support  of  the  con- 
tributory social  insurance  system.  The 
reasons  include: 

Benefits  are  provided  as  a  matter  of 
right  without  a  means  test — a  test  which 
I  have  alwajrs  disliked. 

The  cost  is  met  by  the  production  of 
the  worker  and  his  employer  through 
the  payroll  tax  or.  if  he  is  self-^nployed, 
the  self-employment  tax.  and  thus  as- 
suring a  continuing  interest  in  the  pro- 
gram on  the  part  of  management,  labor, 
and  the  general  public. 

The  enactment  of  H.  R.  9366  would 
Improve  old-age  and  survivors  insiirance 
so  that  in  most  respects  the  system 
would  afford  the  protection  recommend- 
ed by  the  Advisory  Council  on  Social 
Security  to  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
appointed  in  1947  pursuant  to  a  Senate 
resolution  adopted  by  the  80th  Con- 
gress. This  resolution  was  sponsored 
Jointly  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia and  by  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Colorado,  and  it  directed  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  "to  make  a  full  and 
complete  Investigation  of  old-age  and 
survivors  insurance  and  all  other  as- 
pects of  the  existing  social-security  sys- 
tem particularly  in  respect  to  coverage, 
benefits,  and  taxes  relative  thereof." 

The  Council  consisted  of  17  men  and 
women  of  high  standing,  broad  experi- 
ence, and  especially  qualified  to  protect 
the  interests  of  the  worker,  employer, 
and  the  public.  The  late  Edward  R. 
Stettinius.  Jr.,  than  rector  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  :jrirginla  and  formerly  Secre- 
tary of  State,  was  the  chairman,  and 
Dr.  Sumner  H.  Slichter,  Lament  Uni- 
versity professor,  was  the  cochairman. 

The  findings  and  recommendations  of 
the  Advisory  Council  were  very  helpful 
to  your  committee  in  formulating  the 
1950  Social  Security  Act  amendments. 
Again  this  year,  in  determining  policy 
decisions  before  the  committee,  in  con- 
nection with  the  pending  bill,  the  find- 
ings of  the  Council  were  taken  into  con- 
sideration. I  am  happy  to  state  that  the 
pending  bill,  along  with  the  1950  social 
security  amendments,  would  carry  out 
nearly  all  the  recommendations  made  by 
the  Council  regarding  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance.  The  major  omission 
In  the  bill,  when  measured  against  the 
old-age  insurance  program  recommend- 
ed by  the  Council,  relates  to  coveri^e. 

Farm  operators  and  the  self-employed 
members  of  the  professions  excluded 
under  present  law  would  not  be  covered 


by  H.  R.  9366.  In  considering  the  ex- 
tension of  coverage  to  additional  groups, 
your  committee  was  guided  by  both  the 
administrative  feasibibty  of  coverage  and 
the  wishes  of  the  members  of  these 
groups  as  expressed  by  their  spokesmen 
In  testimony  before  the  committee. 
Your  committee  found  that  there  was  a 
division  of  opinion  ^^mong  farm  opera- 
tors and  the  professional  self-employied. 

In  the  interest  of  securing  as  broad 
coverage  as  possible  under  the  program, 
consideration  was  given  to  the  possi- 
bility of  allowing  individuals  working  in 
such  occupations  to  elect  coverage  on  a 
voluntary  basis.  In  this  way  the  prob- 
lem of  diverse  opinion  on  entrance  into 
the  program  could  have  been  resolved. 
Your  committee  concluded,  however,  that 
extension  of  coverage  on  an  individual 
voluntary  basis  involved  grave  dangers 
with  respect  to  the  financing  of  the  sys- 
tem, as  well  as  discrimination  against 
the  great  majority  of  workers  covered 
under  the  program  on  a  compulsory  basis. 
Therefore  when  the  committee  found 
that  substantial  agreement  did  not  ex- 
ist among  representatives  of  farmers  and 
self  -  employed  professionals  as  to 
whether  they  desired  to  be  covered,  the 
committee  concluded  that  it  would  be 
wiser  to  continue  the  exclusion  of  these 
groups  rather  than  allow  the  election  of 
coverage  as  to  individuals. 

The  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
system  contains  benefit  provisions  which 
allow  for  the  payment  of  benefits  in  in- 
dividual cases  that  are  considerably  in 
excess  of  the  value  of  the  contributions 
paid.  Thus  workers  retiring  in  the 
early  years  after  their  coverage  under  the 
program  started  are  permitted  to  draw 
full-rate  benefits  on  the  basis  of  a  short 
period  of  work  and  contributions.  Also, 
the  survivors'  insurance  protection  to  In- 
dividuals with  large  families  is  especially 
valuable.  These  provisions  are  necessary 
to  the  effective  fulfillment  of  the  pur- 
poses of  the  system  in  preventing  de- 
pendency. They  would,  however,  make 
the  program  vulnerable  to  adverse  selec- 
tion if  coverage  were  to  be  made  avail- 
able on  the  basi;^  of  individual  choice. 
Those  who  would  elect  coverage  under  a 
voluntary  option  are  primarily  those  who 
could  expect  the  largest  return  for  a 
relatively  small  contribution.  The  defi- 
cit in  their  contributions  would  have  to 
be  made  up  by  increasing  the  contri- 
bution rate  for  the  covered  groups  as  a 
whole.  The  result  would  be  that  those 
who  are  compulsorily  covered  along  with 
their  employers  would  have  to  bear  a 
large  part  of  the  cost  of  the  difference 
between  what  the  select  group  pays  and 
what  it  receives. 

Your  committee  Is  convinced  that  the 
compulsory  character  of  the  system  must 
be  preserved,  and  that  in  the  absence  of 
overriding  considerations  of  a  special 
character,  as  is  present  in  the  case  of 
members  of  the  clergy,  any  extension  of 
coverage  must  be  on  a  mandatory  basis 
with  respect  to  individuals. 

There  are  many  provisions  in  the 
pending  bill  which  I  should  like  to  dis- 
cuss in  detail  and  emphasize  their  im- 
portance for  the  economic  security  of 
American  families.  However,  in  order 
to  conserve  time,  and  as  each  Member 
of  the  Senate  has  not  only  been  fur- 


nished the  committee  report — No.  1987 — 
which  consists  of  183  pages,  but  also  a 
document  entitled  "Major  Differences  in 
the  Present  Social  Security  Law  and 
H.  R.  9366  as  Reported  by  the  Committee 
on  Finance,"  I  shaU  summarize  the  prin- 
cipal provisions  in  the  bill. 

The  provisions  relating  to  old-age  and 
survivors  insurance  would  broaden 
coverage,  bring  benefits  more  in  line  with 
present-day  price  and  wage  levels,  pre- 
vent reduction  in  benefits  for  workers 
who  because  of  total  disability  cannot 
continue  to  work,  and  liberalize  the  ex- 
isting retirement  test  so  as  to  allow  ben- 
eficiaries greater  freedom  to  accept  part- 
time  or  seasonal  employment. 

In  summary  the  principal  old-age  and 
survivors'  insurance  provisions  are: 

First.  Extension  of  coverage:  Old-age 
and  survivors'  insurance  coverage  would 
be  afforded  to  approximately  7  million 
persons  who  work  during  the  course  of  a 
year  in  jobs  now  excluded  from  the  pro- 
gram. The  groups  brought  into  the  pro- 
gram under  the  bill  are  as  follows: 

(a)  Employees  of  State  and  local  gov- 
ernments who  are  covered  by  State  and 
local  retirement  systems,  other  than  po- 
licemen and  firemen,  under  voluntary 
agreements  between  the  State  and  the 
Federal  Government,  if  a  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  system  vote  in  a  referen- 
dum in  favor  of  coverage.  There  are 
about  3.5  million  of  those  persons. 

( b)  Farmworkers  who  are  paid  at  least 
$50  in  cash  wages  by  one  employer  in  a 
calendar  quarter.  There  are  about  2.6 
million  of  those  persons. 

(c)  Domestic  workers  in  private 
homes  (and  others  who  perform  work 
not  in  the  course  of  the  employer's  trade 
or  business)  who  are  paid  $50  in  cash 
wages  by  an  employer  in  a  calendar 
quarter,  regardless  of  the  24-day  test 
required  in  the  present  law.  There  are 
about  250.000  persons  in  that  caLcgory. 

(d)  Ministers  and  members  of  reli- 
gious orders,  whether  self-employed  or 
employees,  if  they  elect  individually  for 
coverage  as  self-employed  persons. 
There  are  about  260,000  of  those  persons. 

That  is  the  group  to  which  I  referred 
a  while  ago,  who  labor  under  special  cir- 
cumstances, which  cau.sed  the  commit- 
tee to  feel  that  they  should  be  considered 
a  justified  exception. 

(e)  American  citizens  employed  out- 
side the  United  States  by  foreign  subsid- 
iaries of  American  companies.  Under 
voluntary  agreements  between  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  the  parent  Ameri- 
can concern  there  are  about  100,000  cit- 
izens affected  by  this  provision. 

(f)  Home  workers  who  are  now  ex- 
cluded from  coverage  as  employees — 
whether  or  not  they  are  now  covered  as 
self-employed  persons — because  their 
services  are  not  subject  to  State  licensing 
laws.  There  are  about  100,000  of  those 
persons. 

(g)  Employees  engaged  in  fishing  and 
related  activities,  on  vessels  of  10  net 
tons  or  less  or  on  shore.  There  are  about 
50,000  persons  affected  by  this  provi- 
sion. 

<h)  American  citizens  employed  by 
American  employers  on  vessels  and  air- 
craft of  foreign  registry.  There  is  a  very 
small  number  of  those. 
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Second.  Computation  of  average  Mr.  MORSE.  In  contrast  to  the  old  maximums  of  $30  for  the  adult  $30  for 
monthly  wage:  Up  io  5  years  in  which  provision.  the  first  child,  and  $21  for  each  addi- 
earnmgs  were  lowest  or  nonexistent  Mr.  MILLIKIN.  $75  is  the  present  law.  tional  child  in  a  family 
could  be  dropped  frcm  the  computation  Thank  you,  sir.  in  making  this  recommendation  for 
of  the  average  monthly  wage.  Mr.  MORSE.  Thank  you.  the  State-Federal  public  assistance  pro- 
Third.  Earnmgs  base:  The  total  an-  Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Beneficiaries  en-  grams  your  committee  was  of  the  opin- 
nual  earnings  on  whi.;h  benefits  would  be  gaped  in  noncovered  work  outside  the  ion  that  by  September  30  1956  sufficient 
computed  and  contr  butions  paid  would  United  States  would  have  their  benefits  time  would  elapse  to  enable  the  Congress 
be  raised  from  $3.60C  to  $4,200.  withheld  for  any  month  in  which  they  to  give  consideration  to  basic  amend- 

Fourth.  Increase  ni  benefits:  (a)  More  worked  on  7  or  more  days.  ments  in  the  Federal  matching  formulas 

than  6.5  million  perscns  now  on  the  ben-  Sixth.  Eligibility  for  benefits:   (a)   As  The  cost  of  continuing  the  increased 

efit  rolls  would  havt    their  benefits  in-  an  alternative  to  the  present  require-  Federal  pavments  is  about  $400  miUion 

creased.     The  average  increase  for  re-  ments  for  fully  insured  status,  an  in-  for  the  24-month  period, 

tired  workers  would  be  about  $6  a  month  dividual  would  be  fully  insured  if  all  the  By   having   the   Federal   Government 

with  proportionate  increases  for  depend-  quarters  elap'Jing  after  1954  and  up  to  continue  to   provide   the  extra  Federal 

ents  and  survivors.     Ihe  range  in  pri-  the  quarter  of  his  death  or  attainment  matching  initiated  in   1952,  the  States 

mary  insurance  amo  ints  for  those  now  of  age  65  were  quarters  of  coverage,  pro-  should  be  able  to  meet  adequatelv  the 

on  the  rolls  would  te  $30  to  $98.50  as  vided    he    had    at    least    6    quarters    of  needs  of  State-Federal  public  assistance 

compared    to    $25    tc    $85    under    pres-  coverage  after  1954.  recipients.     I  should  like  to  remind  my 

cnt  law.  Seventh.  Preservation  of  benfit  rights  colleagues  that  the  liberalizations  con- 

(bi   Persons  who  retire  or  die  in  the  for  disabled:   The  period  during  which  tained  in  the  provisions  in  the  bill  re- 

fliture  would,  in  general,  have  their  ben-  an   individual   was   under   an   extended  lating  to  the  old-age  and  survivors  in- 

efits  computed  by  the  following  new  for-  total  disability  would  be  excluded  in  de-  surance  will  decrease  the  number  of  in- 

mula:    55   percent  of   the   first   $110  of  termining   his   insured   status   and    the  dividuals  who  will  require  public  assist- 

averacie  monthly  waK'\  rather  than  $100  amount    of    benefits    payable    to'   him  ance  payments. 

as  in  the  present  law.  plus  20  percent  of  upcn  retirement  or  to  his  survivors  in  I  urge  the  adoption  of  the  measure  be- 

the  next  $240,  rather  than  15  percent  of  the  event  of  his  death.     Only  dlsabili-  fore  us. 

the  next  $200.  Undei  this  formula,  the  ties  lasting  more  than  6  months  would  Mr.  President.  I  a«k  unanimous  con- 
maximum  monthly  b*  nefit  for  a  retired  ^^  taken  into  account.  Determinations  sent  that  the  committee  amendments  be 
worker  would  be  $10f  50  and  $54.25  for  of  disabilities  generally  would  be  made  agreed  to  en  bloc,  and  that  the  bill  as 
his  a.ced  wife,  or  a  to  al  of  $162.75.  by      State      vocational       rehabilitation  amended   be  considered  as  the  original 

«ci   The    maximum    monthly    familv  agencies    or    other    appropriate    State  text,  for  the  purpose  of  further  amend- 

benpfit  of  $168.75  would  be  increased  agencies  pursuant  to  agieements  with  ment. 

to  $200.  the  Secretary  of  Health.  Education,  and  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there 

<d>  The  minimum  monthlv  benefit  ^^}}^}^:  „  objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re- 
amount  for  a   retired   worker  would  be  Eighth.  Recomputation  of  benefits  for  quest? 

$30.  and  the  minimum  amount  payable  *o'k  after  entitlement:   An  individual  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  or- 

where  only  one  surv  vor  is  entitled  to  ^^^'  ^^^^  ^'^  ^^"f  ^^  recomputed  to  take  dered. 

benefits  on   the  dece  ised   insured   per-  '"  H„Pm^nt"^if^??'l!''"      earnings  after  The  amendments  agreed  to  en  bloc  are 

sons  earnings,  would  be  $30.  entitlement  if  he  has  covered  earnmgs  ^^  follows- 

T^'if.i,    T  i^iton^r,  ^„  „„.-„;„„o  ^#  K«„  of  more  than  $1,200  in  a  calendar  year  _ 

Fifth.   Limitation  on  earnings  of  ben-  j.        .gco        ^     ,,       .v^                .      which  On  page  3.  line  7.  after  the  word  "calendar" 

eficiaries:  The  earnin>  s  limitation  would  k,  benefit  was  tasrrnmnmJd  ^°  ^'^'^^  °"^  ">-^^'-  ^"^^  '"^"t  •quarter";  at 

be  removed  at  age  72.    For  beneficiaries  'xi"„th    n^^t^i^./tU^  ?^^^                 i  ^''^  beginning  of  line  9,  to  strike  out  "year- 

under   ape   72    the    earnings   limitation  ^^.''^i^r.?n^l''^^^^^^  «"^  '»^^«  -quarter-;  in  line  lo.  after' the 

would  be  made  the  sa-ne  for  wane  earn  ^^^   employees   will   continue   to   share  word  "than"  to  strike  out  "$200"  and  insert 

eis  and  seTf-emX^rpersonr  A  bene-  Z^,.  ^"^"^  ''''  '^'^^  °"  ^^^  ^^'"^  ^  •'^.^^1;  1^^ ^^l'^ T^''^  i 

fic:ary  could  earn  as  .uch  as  $1,200  in  ^^r^  ,.,,„.                        ,„,,  ^^,,,,,,^  .-.^^^^'.f^ll'Zol'TTJ^^^^^^^^^ 

a  year  from  covered  work  without  loss  Jg^  59^                                     '  (pcrceyxt)  ^^^^^^^^^.  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^  agricultural  com- 

Of    benefits.       He    WOU.d    lo.se    1    month's  1960-6*.".'.'."'/'.            '.'.'.                      21  rnodity  in  section  15  (g)   of  the  Agricultural 

benefit  for  each  unit  of  $80.  or  fraction          1965-69-11 ~                                        3  ^  Marketing  Act,  as  amended;' 

thereof,   of   covered  earnings  in  excess         1970-74                    """ ~.              31  ^^  ^^^  beginning  of  line  17.  to  strike  out 

of  $1,200.   but   in  no  case   would  he  lose          1975  and  after '...'.'.'.'".  4  ^  "i^'"  '^"'*  insert  ■■(•&)-,  on  page  4,  after  line 

benefits  for  months  in  Which  he  neither  th^    coif  <.,«..i^,.o^    „.^„i^    »,        i,  i^- ^°  ^^"''^ '^"^  ^ 

earned  more  than  $30  in  wages  nor  len-  ul^^ t^^lu^^SZt                   ^^         '  "certain  fedekal  ™pi.oto:s 

dered     substantial     services     in     self-  auVo,,.,k  Vv^n  J^^v,!f,',,rT  kjii  ..«iof»o  ^^i  ""^^   (D  subparagraph  (B)  of  the  para- 

cmolovment  Although  the  pending  bill  relates  pri-  p^aph  of  section  210  U)  of  the  Social  Secur- 

Mr    MORSE       Mr    President    will  the  ^^^^^  ^°  ^^^  old-age  and  survivors  pro-  uy  Act  herein  redesignated  as  paragraph  (6) 

cjpriot             iH    f           *  reMaeni.  wiii  ine  gram  your  committee  has  not  been  un-  is  amended— 

cenaior   jieia   lor   a   question   at  that  mindful  of  tho  needs  of  the  recipients  "(Ai  by  inserting  -by  an  individual-  after 

»,    \,TTT,T^,-r^T      ,         ,.,  of    the    State-Federal    public    assistance  'Service    performed',    and    by    inserting   'and 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    I  y  eld.  programs  ^^  ^"^^   service   is  covered   by  a  retirement 

Mr.  MORSE.     What  does  that  repre-  The  bill  extends  through  September  30.  -^yft^'"  established  by  such  instrumentality;' 

sent    by    way    of    a    change    from    the  1956    the  orovisions  of  the  19=52  amend-  a'^-er  December  31.  1950.  : 

Drrvinim  nrnvi-jinnQ^  1           Piovisions  oi   ine   lyDZ  amena-  ..,3,    ^y  insertlne    a  Federal   Home  Loan 

^T      wt?™t°       \*   .V-                    ...  ments— presently  scheduled  to  expire  on  Bank,'    after    -a    Federal    Reserve    Bank.'    ia 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    At  the  present  time,  September  50.  1S54— with  respect  to  Fed-  clause  dii :  and 

the  ase   limit   is  75.     This  brings   the  eral  payments  to  States  for  public-as-  "(C)   by  striking  out  'or'  at  the  end  of 

aie  limit  down  to  72.  sistance  programs.  clause    (ili),   by   adding  'or'   at   the   end   of 

Mr.  MORSE.    What  is  the  change  as  That  relates,  in  a  word    to  what  we  «'''''"se  (ivi.  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  the 

to  the  amount?  call  the  McFarland  amendment.  subparagraph  the  following  new  clause: 

Mr.  MILLIKIR     As  to  the  amount  it  Until  that  date,  the  Federal  share  in  p.^v^r  nTVor;:^:^,.  'fLm^'f^nd^  Z'. 

IS  $7o  a  month,  which  i,  the  key  amount,  old-age  assistance,  aid  to  the  blind,  and  propriated  by  the  Congress,   in  the   Coast 

A  beneficiary  could  earn  as  much  as  aid  to  the  permanently  and  totally  dis-  Guard  Exchanges  or  other  activities.  con- 
Si, 200  a  year  from  covered  work  with-  abled  will  continue  to  be  four-fifths  of  ducted  by  an  instrumentality  of  the  United 
out  lo.-^s  of  benefits.  He  would  lo."^e  1  the  first  $25  of  a  States  average  monthlv  states  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
months  benefit  for  each  unit  of  $80  or  payment  per  recipient,  plus  one-half  of  secretary  of  the  Treasury,  at  installations  of 
fraction  thereof  of  covered  earnings  in  the  remainder,  within  individual  maxi-  ^ he  Coast  Guard  for  the  cornfort,  pleasure. 

pvf'oc.c    f^f    •I  f^nn       T.,    „.v,„.. J,      1,-  *  ^-r-      T-,           J  .     J           J      ...     ,  -^  contentment,  and  mental  and  phvslcal  im- 

^nfnn^.       *   •  .°°,,  oo«°^^'''    ^^''^^-    ^^  mumsof$D5.     For  aid  to  dependent  chll-  provemem  of  nersonnel  of  the  Coas't  Guard:'. 

li      V.'^^^  ^  ^^•^°°-  ^^^"  ^^^  ¥^^eT^\  share  will  be  four-fifths  ^  ..,2,  subparagraph  (C)  of  such  paragraph 

Mr.  MORSE.     That  is  the  new  pro-  of   the   first   $15    of   a   State's   average  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

^'Sion?  monthly  payment  per  recipient,  plus  one-  ••  -(O  Service  performed  in  the  employ  of 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Yes.  half  of  the  remainder  within  individual  the  United  states  or  in  the  employ  of  any 
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tnstmmentallty  of  the  United  States,  If  such 
service  la  performed — 

"  '(1)  as  the  President  or  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States  or  as  a  Member,  Delegate, 
or  Resident  Commissioner  of  or  to  the 
Congress; 

"  '(11)  in  the  legislative  branch; 

*"(tii)  in  a  penal  Institution  of  the  United 
States  by  an  inmate  thereof; 

"  '(Iv)  by  any  Individual  as  an  employee  in- 
cluded under  section  2  of  the  Act  of  Aug^ust 
4.  1947  (relating  to  certain  interns,  student 
nurses,  and  other  student  employees  of  hos- 
pitals of  the  Federal  Government;  5  U.  S.  C, 
sec.  1052); 

"  '(V)  by  any  individual  as  an  employee 
serving  on  a  temporary  basis  in  case  of  fire, 
storm,  earthquake,  flood,  or  other  similar 
emergency;  or 

"  "(vl)  by  any  individual  to  whom  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  Act  of  1930  does  not  ap^ly 
because  such  Individual  is  subject  to  another 
retirement  system  (other  than  the  retire - 
m.ent  system  of  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority);'. 

"(3)  Section  205  (p)  (3)  of  such  Act  la 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  sentence:  'The  provisions  of 
pargraphs  (1)  and  (2)  shall  be  applicable 
also  in  the  case  of  service  performed  by  a 
civilian  employee,  not  compensated  from 
funds  approprlatod  by  the  Congress,  in  the 
Coast  Guard  Exchanges  or  other  activities, 
conducted  by  an  instrumentality  of  the 
United  States  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  lYeasury,  at  installa- 
tions of  the  Coast  Guard  for  the  comfort, 
pleasure,  contentment,  and  mental  and 
physical  Improvement  of  personnel  of  the 
Coast  Guard;  and  for  purposes  of  paragraphs 
(1)  and  (2)  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
Shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  head  of  such  In- 
strumentality.' 

"MINISTEKS 

"(d)  (1)  The  paragraph  of  section  210  (a> 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  herein  redesignated 
as  paragraph  (8)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"  '(8)  (A)  Service  performed  In  the  employ 
of  a  religious,  charitable,  educational,  or 
other  organization  exempt  from  Income  tax 
under  section  101  (6)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code,  other  than  service  performed  by  a  duly 
ordained,  commissioned,  or  licensed  minister 
of  a  church  In  the  exercise  of  his  ministry 
or  by  a  member  of  a  religious  order  in  the 
exercise  of  duties  required  by  such  order; 
but  this  subparagraph  shall  not  apply  to 
service  performed  during  the  period  for 
which  a  certificate,  filed  pursuant  to  section 
1426  (1)  (1)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
is  In  effect,  if  such  service  Is  performed  by 
an  employee  (1)  whose  slgnatxire  appears  on 
the  list  filed  by  such  organization  under  such 
section,  or  (11)  who  became  an  employee  of 
such  organization  after  the  certificate  was 
filed  and  after  such  period  began; 

"■(B)  Service  performed  In  the  employ  of 
a  religious,  charitable,  educational,  or  other 
organization  exe  npt  from  Income  tax  under 
section  101  (6)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
by  a  duly  ordained,  commissioned,  or  licensed 
minister  of  a  church  in  the  exercise  of  his 
ministry  or  by  a  member  of  a  religious  order 
in  the  exercise  of  duties  required  by  such 
order;  but  this  subparagraph  shall  not  apply 
to  service  performed  by  a  duly  ordained,  com- 
missioned, or  licensed  minister  of  a  church 
or  a  member  of  a  religious  order,  other  than 
a  member  of  a  religious  order  who  has  taken 
a  vow  of  poverty  as  a  member  of  such  order, 
during  the  period  for  which  a  certificate,  filed 
pursuant  to  section  1426  (1)  (2)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code,  is  in  effect,  if  such 
service  Is  performed  by  an  employee  (1) 
Whose  signature  appears  on  the  list  filed  by 
such  organization  under  such  section,  or  (11) 
who  became  an  employee  of  such  cn-ganlza- 
tion  after  the  certificate  was  filed  and  after 
•uch  period  began;'. 


"(2)  Section  211  (c)  of  such  Act  Is  amended 
by  striking  out  paragraph  (4). 

"(3)  Nothing  in  subsection  (a)  of  section 
210  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  as  amended 
by  this  Act,  or  in  subsections  (b)  and  (1)  of 
section  1426  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 
as  so  amended,  shall  be  construed  to  mean 
that  any  minister  is  an  employee  of  an 
organization  for  any  purpose  other  than  the 
purposes  of  such  sections." 

At  the  top  of  page  9.  to  insert:  ■ 

"MtNISTERS  I 

"(c)  (1)  Paragraph  (2)  of  subsection  (c) 
of  seotion  211  of  the  Social  Security  Act  Is 
amended  by  inserting  'and  other  than  service 
described  in  paragraph  (4)  of  this  subsec- 
tion' after  'eighteen". 

"(2)  Such  subsection  is  further  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  followlnt; 
new  sentence:  "The  provisions  of  paragrapli 
(4)  shall  not  apply  to  service  (other  than 
service  performed  by  a  member  of  a  religions 
order  who  has  taken  a  vow  of  poverty  as  a 
member  of  such  order)  performed  by  an  In- 
dividual during  the  period  for  which  a  certifi- 
cate filed  by  such  individual  under  section 
1402  (e)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954  is  in  effect.'  " 

At  the  beginning  of  line  15,  to  strike  out 
"(e)"  and  insert  "(d)";  at  the  beginning  of 
line  21,  to  strike  out  "(f)"  and  Insert  "(e)"; 
at  the  top  of  page  10,  to  strike  out : 

"farmers  and  professional  self-emflotid 
"(g)  (1)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  211  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  is  amended  by  strik- 
ing out  paragraph  (2)  and  redesic;natlng 
paragraphs  (3).  (4),  (5),  (6),  and  (7).  and 
any  references  thereto  contained  in  such 
Act,  as  paragraphs  (2),  (3).  (4).  (5).  and 
(6).  respectively,  and  by  adding  at  the  end 
Of  such  subsection  the  following  new  sen- 
ten<Jfe:  'In  the  case  of  any  trade  or  business 
Which  is  carried  on  by  an  Individual  who 
rejxjrts  his  Income  on  a  cash  receipts  iwid 
disbursements  basis,  and  in  which,  If  it  were 
carried  on  exclusively  by  employees,  the 
major  portion  of  the  services  would  con- 
stitute agricultural  labor  as  defined  in  sec- 
tion 210  (f),  (1)  If  the  gross  income  derived 
from  such  trade  or  business  by  such  In- 
dividual is  not  more  than  $1,800.  the  net 
earnings  from  self-employment  derived  by 
him  therefrom  may,  at  his  option,  be  deemed 
to  be  50  per  centum  of  such  gross  income  in 
lieu  of  his  net  earnings  from  self-employ- 
ment from  such  trade  or  business  computed 
as  provided  under  the  preceding  provisions 
Of  this  subsection,  or  (ii)  if  the  gross  incor.e 
derived  from  such  trade  or  business  by  such 
individual  is  more  than  $1,800  and  the  net 
earnings  from  self -employment  derived  by 
him  therefrom,  as  computed  under  the  pre- 
ceding provisions  of  this  subsection,  are  less 
than  $900,  such  net  earnings  may  instead, 
at  the  option  of  such  individual,  be  deemed 
to  be  $900.  For  the  purpose  of  the  preceding 
sentence,  gross  Income  derived  from  such 
trade  or  business  shall  mean  the  gross  re- 
ceipts from  such  trade  or  business  reduced 
by  the  cost  or  other  basis  of  property  which 
was  purchased  and  sold  in  carrying  on  such 
trade  or  business,  adjusted  (after  such  re- 
duction) in  accordance  with  the  preceding 
provisions  of  this  subsection.' 

"(2)  Paragraph  (1)  of  such  section  211  (a) 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  "(1)  There  shall  be  excluded  rentals  from 
real  estate  and  from  personal  property  leased 
With  the  real  estate  (Including  such  rentals 
paid  In  crop  shares),  together  with  the 
deductions  attributable  thereto,  unless  such 
rentals  are  received  in  the  course  of  a  trade 
or  business  as  a  real  estate  dealer;'. 

"(3)  The  paragraph  of  such  section  211  (a) 
herein  redesignated  as  paragraph  (3)  is 
amended  by  striking  out  'cutting  or  dispo»l 
of  timber'  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
'cutting  of  timber,  or  the  disposal  of  timber 
or  coal.'. 


"(4)  Section  211  (c)  of  such  Act  Is  attended 

by  striking  out  paragraph  (5),  by  inserting 
'or'  at  the  end  of  paragraph  (3).  and  by 
adding  after  paragraph  (3)  the  following  new 
paragraph : 

"  (4)  The  performance  of  service  by  an  In- 
dividual in  the  exercise  of  his  profession  as 
a  physician,  or  the  performance  o|  such 
service  by  a  partnership."  " 

At  the  top  of  page  12,  to  Insert: 

"COAL  ROYALTIES 

"(f)  ParagT.Tph  (4)  of  section  211  (a)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  is  amended  by  striking 
out  'cutting  or  disposal  of  timber'  and  in- 
serting in  lieu  thereof  cutting  of  timber,  or 
the  disj>osal  of  timber  or  coal.'." 

At  the  beginning  of  line  8,  to  strike  out 
"(h)"  .md  ln.sert  "(g)";  in  line  9,  after  the 
word  "Exclusion  "  to  strike  out  "Of"  ajid  In- 
sert "of";  in  line  10,  after  the  word  "by"  to 
strike  out  "striking  out  'on  the  date  such 
iigrecmii.t  Is  made  applic.ible  to  such  cover- 
ai^e  group'  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
'either  (A)  on  the  date  such  agreement  is 
made  applicable  to  such  coverage  group,  or 
(B)  on  the  date  of  tlie  enactment  of  the 
succeeding  paragraph  ol  this  subsection  (ex- 
cept in  the  ca.^e  of  positions  which  »re,  by 
reason  of  action  by  such  State  or  political 
subdivision  thereof,  as  may  be  appropriate, 
taken  prior  to  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
such  succeeding  paragraph,  no  longer  cov- 
ered by  a  retirement  system  on  the  date 
referred  to  in  clause  (A),  and  except  in  the 
case  <f  positions  excluded  by  paragraph  (5) 
( A )  ) .'  "  and  insert  'adding  at  the  end  ta^ereof 
the  following  sentence";  in  line  22,  after 
the  amendment  Ju.st  abjve  stated,  to  strike 
cut  "The  '  and  Insert  "  'The";  on  page  13,  line 
5,  to  strike  out  "  'Fy.stem'."  and  insert  'sys- 
tem '  ';  after  line  5,  to  Insert: 

"(B)  Such  section  218  (d)  is  amended  by 
striking  out  'on  the  date  such  agreenieiit  is 
made  applicable  to  such  coverage  group'  and 
Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  'either  (A)  ©n  the 
date  such  agreement  is  m.-ide  applicable  to 
such  coverage  group,  or  (B)  on  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  succeeding  paragraph  of 
this  subsection  (except  .n  the  ciise  ol  posi- 
tions which  arc.  by  reascn  of  action  by  such 
State  or  political  subdiviiion  thereof,  as  may 
be  appropriate,  taken  prior  to  the  date  of 
enactment  of  such  succeeding  paragraph,  no 
longer  covered  by  a  retirement  system  on  the 
date  referred  to  in  clause  (A),  and  exoept  in 
the  case  of  positions  excluded  by  paragraph 
(5)    (A))'." 

On  page  14,  line  19,  after  "(C)"  to  strike 
out  "Ninety"  and  insert  "Not  less  than 
ninety";  in  line  23.  after  the  word  "him  "  to 
insert  "and";  on  page  15.  at  the  beginning 
of  line  1,  to  strike  out  "such  referendum" 
and  in.sert  "favor  of  Includins;  service  in 
such  positions  under  an  agreement  under 
this  section";  in  line  2,  :ifter  the  amendment 
Just  above  stated,  to  strike  out  the  semicolon 
and  "and";  after  line  2,  to  strike  out: 

"  '(F)  Two-thirds  or  more  of  the  employees 
who  voted  In  such  referendum  voted  in  favor 
of  including  service  in  such  jx)sltions  under 
an  agreement  under  this  section."  " 

In  line  24.  after  the  word  "after"  to  strike 
out  "any  prior"  and  insert  "the  last  previ- 
ous"; on  page  17.  line  19.  after  the  word  "to" 
to  strike  out  "each  political  subdivision"  and 
insert  "any  one  or  more  of  the  political  sub- 
divisions"; in  line  2,3,  after  the  word  "State" 
to  insert  "or  with  respect  to  the  State  and 
any  one  or  more  of  the  political  subdUrislons 
concerned.  If  a  retirement  system  covers 
positions  of  employees  of  one  or  more  Institu- 
tions of  higher  learning,  then,  for  purposes 
of  such  preceding  paragraphs,  there  siiBll  be 
deemed  to  t>e  a  separate  retirement  system 
for  the  employees  of  each  such  institution  of 
higher  learning.  For  the  purposes  of  this 
paragraph,  the  term  'institutions  of  higher 
learning'  Includes  Junior  colleges  and  teach- 
ers' collese.-..'  "  on  page  21,  line  19.  after  the 
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word  "subsection",  to  Insert  "other  than 
paragraph  (1)  (B)";  in  the  subhead  begin- 
ning In  line  21,  after  the  word  "Units"  to 
Insert  "And  Certain  State  Inspjectors";  In 
line  23  to  change  the  subsection  letter  from 
"(1)"  to  "(h)";  on  page  22,  after  line  8,  to 
insert : 

"(2)  Effective  January  1,  1955.  such  para- 
graph is  further  amended  by  adding  after 
the  sentence  added  by  paragraph  ( 1 )  of  this 
subsection  the  following  new  sentence:  'For 
purposes  of  this  section.  Individuals  em- 
ployed pursuant  to  an  agreement,  entered 
into  pursuant  to  section  205  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Marketing  Act  ol  1946  (7  U.  S,  C. 
1624)  or  section  14  of  th«  Perishable  Agri- 
cultural Commodities  Act,  1930  (7  U.  S.  C. 
499n ) ,  between  a  State  and  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  to  perform 
services  as  inspectors  of  agr  cultural  products 
may  be  deemed,  at  the  op- ion  of  the  State, 
to  be  employees  of  the  State  and  (notwith- 
standing the  preceding  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  I  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  separate 
coverage  group.'  " 

In  line  22.  to  change  the  .'lubsectlnn  ntim- 
ber  from  "(2)  "  to  "(3>  ",  on  page  23.  after 
line  5,  to  insert: 

"certain   employees   of  TIIE   STATE   OF   UTAH 

"(li  Effective  as  of  Janua.-y  1,  1951.  section 
218  of  tiie  Social  Security  Act  is  amended  by 
adding  after  subsection  (n  (added  by  sub- 
section ig)  (8l  ol  this  section)  ilie  following 
new  subsection: 

"Certain  Employees  nf  the  State  of  Utah 

"'(O)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
subsection  (d).  the  agreement  with  the  State 
of  Utah  entered  into  purstiant  to  tills  sec- 
tion may  be  modihed  pursuimt  to  subsection 
(c)  (4)  so  as  to  apply  to  services  performed 
f (  r  any  of  the  following,  the  employees  per- 
forming services  for  each  of  which  sliall  con- 
st it  vitc  a  separate  coverac?  group:  Weber 
Junior  College.  Carbon  Junior  College.  Dixie 
Junior  College.  Central  Utah  Vocational 
School,  Salt  Lake  Area  Vocational  School, 
Center  for  the  Adult  Blind,  Union  High 
School  (Roosevelt.  Utah).  Utah  High  School 
Activities  Association.  S  ate  Industrial 
School.  State  Tra  nlng  .Schtx  1.  State  Board  of 
Education,  and  Utah  Schoo  Employees  Re- 
tirement Board.  Any  modlfcation  agreed  to 
prior  to  January  1.  1955.  nay  be  made  ef- 
fective wltli  respect  to  services  performed  by 
employees  as  members  of  any  of  such  cover- 
age groups  after  an  effective  date  specified 
therein,  except  that  in  no  case  may  any  such 
date  be  earlier  than  December  31.  1950  '  " 

On  page  24.  at  .he  beginning  of  line  20.  to 
ftrike  out  "shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
Imposed,  but  only  for  purposes  of  determin- 
ing whether,  on  the  basis  ol  an  application 
filed  after  the  month  in  which  this  Act  is 
enacted  and  prior  to  January  1.  1956.  any 
person  Is  entitled  to  a  recomputatlon.  under 
section  215  (f)  of  the  Socii  1  Security  Act, 
Of  the  primary  insurance  amount  of  the  In- 
dividual who  performed  such  services.  For 
purposes  of  any  such  recomputatlon  the  in- 
dividual who  performed  sucU  services  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  filed  an  anplication  for 
recomputatlon  in  the  month  for  which  the 
last  of  the  deductions  Is  deemed  to  have  been 
made  under  this  paragraph,  or  in  the  first 
month  thereafter  (and  prior  to  the  month 
in  which  this  Act  is  enacted*  in  which  his 
benefits  under  section  202  (a)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  were  no  longer  subject  to  deduc- 
tions under  paragraph  ( 1 )  or  (2)  ol  section 
203  (b)  of  such  Act.  whichever  results  in  a 
hiBher  primary  Insurance  amount  for  such 
individual.  Any  such  recomputatlon  shall 
be  made  as  provided  in  the  Social  Security 
Act  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  Act,  and 
shall  be  effective  for  and  nftei-  the  month  in 
which  the  application  referrec.  to  in  the  first 
sentence  of  this  paragraph  is  filed.  This 
paragraph  shall  not  be  applicable  in  the  case 
of   any   such   individual   if   his   primary   in- 


stu-ance  amount  has  been  recomputed  under 
section  215  (f)  (2)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  prior  to  the  month  in  which  this  Act  Is 
enacted."  and  Insert  "shall  be  deemed  to 
have  been  Imposed,  but  only  for  purposes  of 
section  215  (f)  (2)  (A)  or  section  215  (f)  (4) 
(A)  of  such  Act  as  in  effect  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  Act.  An  individual  with  respect 
to  whose  services  the  preceding  sentence  is 
applicable,  or  in  the  case  of  his  death,  his 
survivors  entitled  to  monthly  benefits  under 
section  202  of  the  Social  Security  Act  on  the 
basis  of  his  wages  and  self-employment  in- 
come, shall  be  entitled  to  a  recomputatlon 
of  his  primary  Insurance  amount  under  such 
section  213  (f)  (2)  (A)  or  section  215  (f) 
(4)  (A),  as  the  case  may  be.  if  the  conditions 
specified  therein  are  met  and  if.  with  respect 
to  a  recomputatlon  under  such  section  215 
(f)  (2)  (At.  sucb^-lTidlvldual  files  the  ap- 
plication referred  to  in  such  section  after 
August  1954  and  prior  to  January  1956  or, 
with  respect  to  a  recomputatlon  under  such 
section  215  (f)  (4)  (A) .  such  individual  died 
prior  to  January  1956  and  any  of  such  sur- 
vivors entitled  to  monthly  benefits  files  an 
application,  in  addition  to  the  application 
filed  for  such  monthly  benefits,  for  a  recom- 
putatlon under  such  section  215  (f)   (4)    (A). 

"(2)  For  purposes  of  a  recomputatlon  made 
by  reason  of  paragraph  ( 1  )  ol  this  subsection, 
the  primary  Insurance  amount  of  the  In- 
dividual who  performed  the  services  referred 
to  in  such  paragraph  shall  be  computed  under 
subsection  (a)  (2)  of  section  215  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  as  amended  by  this  Act 
(but.  for  such  purposes,  without  application 
of  subsection  (d)  (4)  of  such  section,  as  in 
effect  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  Act  or 
as  amended  by  this  Act  \  and  as  though  he 
became  entitled  to  old-ape  insurance  benefits 
in  whichever  of  the  following  months  yields 
the  highest  primary  Insurance  amount: 

"(A)  the  month  following  the  la.st  month 
ff)r  which  deductions  are  deemed,  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,  to  have 
been  made;  or 

"(B)  the  first  month  after  the  month  deter- 
mined under  subparagraph  (A)  (and  prior  to 
Sejitemtaer  1954  )  In  which  his  benefits  under 
section  202  (a)  of  the  S  icial  Security  Act 
were  no  longer  subject  to  deductions  under 
section  203  (b)  of  such  Act;  or 

"(C)  the  first  month  after  the  last  month 
(and  prior  to  September  1954)  In  which  his 
benefits  under  section  202  (a)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  were  subject  to  deductions 
under  section  203  (b)  of  such  Act;  or 

"(D)  the  month  in  which  such  individual 
filed  his  application  for  recomputatlon  re- 
ferred to  In  paragrapli  ( 1  )  of  this  subsection 
or.  If  he  died  without  filinE  such  applica- 
tion and  prior  to  January  1,  1956,  the  month 
in  which  he  died,  and  in  any  such  case  ibut. 
if  the  individual  is  deceased,  only  If  death 
occurred  after  August  1954)  the  amendments 
made  by  subsections  (b)  (1).  (e)  (1)  and 
( e )  ( 3  1  ( B )  of  section  102  of  this  Act  shall  be 
applicable. 

"Such  recomputatlon  shall  be  effective  for 
and  after  the  month  In  which  the  applica- 
tion required  by  paragraph  ( 1  )  of  this  sub- 
section is  filed.  The  provisions  of  this  sub- 
section shall  not  be  applicable  in  the  case 
of  any  individual  if  his  primary  insurance 
amount  has  been  recomputed  under  section 
215  (f )  (2)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  on  the 
basis  of  an  application  filed  prior  to  Sep- 
tember 1954  " 

On  page  28.  line  4,  to  change  ther  subsec- 
tion  number  from   "(2)"   to   "(3)";    In   line 

23,  after  the  word  "section"  to  strike  out 
"1426    (m)"   and   Insert    "3121    (1)";    in   line 

24,  after  the  word  "Code"  to  insert  "of  1954"; 
on  page  29,  line  1,  after  the  word  "section", 
to  strike  out  "3797  (a)"  and  Insert  '■77or'; 
in  the  same  line,  after  the  word  "Code  "  to 
insert  "of  1954  ";  in  line  3.  after  tlie  word 
"section"  to  strike  out  "1426  (m)"  and  In- 
sert   "3121    (1)';    in   line   4.   after    the   word 


"Code"  to  Insert  "of  1954";  In  line  7,  after 
the  word  "by"  to  strike  out  "paragraph  (3) 
of";  In  line  8,  after  the  word  "subsection" 
to  strike  out  "(gT'  and  Insert  "(f)";  at  the 
beginning  of  line  10,  to  strike  out  "para- 
graphs (1).  (2),  and  (4)  of  such  subsection 
and  by  paragraph  (2)  of";  In  line  11,  after 
the  word  "subsection"  to  strike  out  "(d)" 
and  insert  "(c)";  In  line  20,  after  the  ^lu- 
merals  "1954."  to  strike  out  "The  amendment 
made  by  paragraph  (3)  of  subsection  (c) 
shall  become  effective  January  1,  1955.";  lu 
line  23,  after  the  word  "subsections"  to  in- 
sert "(g)  ";  on  page  30,  line  1,  after  the  word 
"by"  to  strike  out  "paragraphs  (1),  (2),  and 
(4)  of  subsection  (g)  and  by  paragraph  (2) 
of  subsection  (d)"  and  insert  "subsection 
(c)  of  this  section";  in  line  4,  after  the  word 
"to"  to  Insert  "net  earnings  from";  in  the 
same  line,  after  "self -employment"  to  strike 
out  "income";  In  line  5.  after  the  word  "of" 
to  Insert  "net  earnings  from";  in  line  6,  after 
"self-employment",  to  strike  out  "income"; 
in  line  11.  after  the  word  "subsection"  to  in- 
sert "net  earnings  from";  In  line  12,  after 
"self-employment"  to  strike  out  "Income"; 
in  line  20,  after  the  word  "after"  to  strike 
out  "the  last  date  of  the  month  following 
the  month  in  which  the  Social  Security 
Amendments  of  1954  are  enacted."  and  insert 
"August  1954  ";  in  line  23.  after  the  word 
"such  "  to  strike  out  "day"  and  insert 
"month";  on  page  32.  line  5,  after  the  word 
"computed"  to  Insert  "(Including  a  computa- 
tion after  the  application  of  paragraph  (4)  )"; 
in  line  12,  after  the  word  "higher"  to  strike 
out  "average  monthly  wage"  and  insert  ""pri- 
mary insurance  amount";  in  line  15,  after 
the  word  "higher"  to  strike  out  "average 
monthly  wage"  and  insert  "primary  insur- 
ance amount:";  on  page  33,  line  4,  after  the 
word  "higher"  to  strike  out  "average  monthly 
wage "  and  insert  "primary  insurance 
amount";   after  line  7,  to  strike  out: 

"(2)  Subsection  (b)  of  such  section  Is 
ftirther  amended  by  striking  out  paragraph 
(4)  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  follow- 
ing new  paragraph;" 

And  insert: 

"(2)  Paragraph  (4)  of  such  subsection  (b) 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows : " 

In  line  14,  after  the  word  "after"  to  strike 
out  "the  year  in  which  occiu-s";  on  page  34. 
line  3,  after  the  word  "who"  to  strike  out 
"had"  and  insert  "has"  In  line  4,  after  the 
word  "coverage"  to  strike  out  "in  the  period 
ending  with  the  calendar  quarter  preceding 
his  closing  date";  on  page  36,  line  13,  after 
the  word  "and"  to  strike  out  "(ii)"  and  in- 
sert •■(ill)";  on  page  40,  line  4,  after  "(S)" 
to  strike  out  "(C).""  and  insert  "(C); 
and".":  in  line  5,  after  "(2)"  to  strike  out 
"(A)";  at  the  beginning  of  line  14.  to  strike 
out  "not  less  than  $1,000"  and  insert  "more 
than  $1,200  ";  in  line  15,  alter  the  numerals 
"1953  "  to  insert  "not  taking  into  account  any 
year  prior  to  the  calendar  year  In  which  the 
last  previous  recomputation.  if  any,  of  his 
primary  Insurance  amount  was  effective)"; 
in  line  22.  after  "(5)"  to  insert  "(B)";  on 
page  41.  after  line  10.  to  strike  out: 

"  (B)  Except  as  provided  in  subparagraph 
(C)  a  recomputation  pursuant  to  subpara- 
graph (A)  shall  be  made  only  as  provided  in 
subsection  (a)  (1)  (other  than  subparagraph 
(B)  thereof)  of  this  section,  taking  into  ac- 
count only  such  wages  and  self -employment 
income  which  would  be  taken  Into  account 
vinder  subsection  (b)  If  the  month  In  which 
he  filed  the  application  under  subparagraph 
(A)  were  deemed  to  be  the  month  in  which 
he  became  entitled  to  old  age  insurance  bene- 
fits, except  that,  of  the  provisions  of  para- 
graph (3)  of  such  subsection,  only  the  provi- 
sions of  subparagraph  (A)  shall  be  ap- 
plicable.' " 

And  Insert : 

"(B)  A  recomputatlon  pursuant  to  sub- 
paragraph (A)  shall  he  made  as  provided  in 
subsection  (a)  of  this  section  and  as  though 
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the  Individual  first  became  entitled  to  old- 
age  Insurance  benefits  In  the  month  In  which 
he  filed  the  ai^llcatlon  for  sxich  recomputa- 
tlon,  but  only  U  the  ivoTlslons  ot  sutMectlon 
(b)  (4)  were  not  applicable  to  the  last  previ- 
ous computation  of  his  primary  Insurance 
amount.  If  the  provisions  of  subsection  (b) 
(4)  were  applicable  to  such  previous  com- 
putation, the  recomputation  under  subpara- 
graph (A)  of  this  paragraph  shall  be  made 
only  as  provided  In  subsection  (a)  (1)  (other 
than  subparagraph  (B)  thereof)  and  for 
such  purposes  his  average  monthly  wage  shall 
be  determined  as  though  he  became  entitled 
to  old-age  Insurance  benefits  in  the  month 
In  which  he  filed  the  application  for  recom- 
putation under  subparagraph  (A),  except 
that,  of  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (3)  of 
subsection  (b),  only  the  provisions  of  sub- 
paragraph (A)  thereof  shall  be  applicable.'  " 
On  page  42,  after  line  13,  to  strike  out: 
*"(C)  If  such  recomputation  is  the  first 
recomputation  under  subparagraph  (A), 
such  recomputation  shall  be  made  as  though 
the  individual  first  became  entitled  to  old- 
age  insurance  benefits  on  the  day  he  filed 
application  for  such  recomputation.  For 
piu-poses  of  this  subparagraph  a  recomputa- 
tion under  section  102  (e)  (5)  (B)  or  102  (f ) 
(2)  (B)  of  the  Social  Security  Amendments 
of  1854  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  recomputa- 
tion under  subparagraph  (A)  of  this  para- 
graph.' " 

In  line  25.  at  the  beginning  of  the  line,  to 
insert  "(3)";  on  page  43,  line  3,  after  the 
word  "after"  to  strike  out  "the  effective  date" 
and  insert  "August.  1954";  in  line  9.  after 
-the  word  "recomputed"  to  strike  out  "for 
the  first  time  under"  and  Insert  "as  provided 
in  the  first  sentence  of";  in  line  10,  after 
••(2)"  to  insert  "(B)";  in  line  11,  after  the 
word  "after"  to  strike  out  "the  effective  date" 
and  insert  "Axigvjst  1954";  on  page  44,  line 
10.  after  the  word  "filed",  to  strike  out  "As 
used  in  this  subparagraph  and  subparagraph 
(B).  the  term  'effective  date'  means  the  last 
day  of  the  month  following  the  month  in 
which  the  Social  Security  Amendments  of 
1954  are  enacted.";  after  line  13.  to  strike 
out: 

"'(B)  Upon  application  by  a  person  en- 
titled to  monthly  benefits  or  a  lump  sum 
death  payment  on  the  basis  of  the  wages 
and  self -employment  income  of  an  individual 
who  died  after  the  effective  date  and  who. 
If  he  was  entitled  to  an  old-age  insurance 
benefit  before  he  died,  would,  upon  the  filing 
of  an  application  in  the  month  of  his  death, 
have  been  entitled  to  a  recomputation  of 
his  primary  insurance  amount  under  sub- 
paragraph (A)  of  this  paragraph,  the  Secre- 
tary shall  recompute  such  individual's  pri- 
mary insurance  amount.  Such  recomputa- 
tion shall  be  made  in  the  manner  provided 
In  the  preceding  subsections  of  this  section 
for  computation  of  such  amount,  except  that 
his  closing  date  for  purposes  of  subsection 
(b)  shall  be  the  first  day  of  the  year  follow- 
ing the  year  in  which  he  died  or  In  which  he 
filed  his  application  for  the  last  previous 
computation  of  his  primary  insurance 
amount  under  any  provision  of  law  referred 
to  in  clause  (i),  (11).  or  (ill)  of  the  first  sen- 
tence of  subparagraph  (A),  whichever  first 
occurred.' " 

And  insert  'In  the  cjise  of  an  individual 
who  dies  after  August  1954 — 

"'(1)  who,  at  the  time  of  death,  was  not 
entitled  to  old-age  Insurance  benefits  under 
Bcctlon  202  (a),  or  who  became  entitled  to 
old-age  insurance  benefits  under  section  202 
(a)  after  Augtist  1954,  or  whose  primary  in- 
siurance  amount  was  recomputed  under  para-  • 
graph  (2)  or  (4)  of  this  subsection,  or  sec- 
tion 102  (e)  (5)  or  section  102  (f)  (2)  (B) 
of  the  Social  Seciu-ity  Amendments  of  1954, 
on  the  basis  of  an  application  filed  after 
August  1954;  and 

"  '(11)  with  respect  to  whom  the  last  previ- 
ous computation  or  recomputation  of  his 
primary  Insurance  amount  was  based  up)on  a 
closing  date  determined  under  subparagraph 
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(A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  (3)  of  this 
section, 

the  Secretary  shall  recompute  his  primary 
Insurance  amount  upon  the  filing  of  an  ap- 
plication by  a  person  entitled  to  monthly 
benefits  or  a  lump-sum  death  payment  on 
the  basis  of  his  wages  and  self-employn^ent 
Income.  Such  recomputation  shall  be  made 
In  the  manner  provided  in  the  preceding 
subsections  of  this  section  for  computatioQ 
of  such  amount,  except  that  his  closing  date 
for  purposes  of  subsection  (b)  shall  be  the 
day  following  the  year  of  death  In  case  he 
died  without  becoming  entitled  to  old-age 
Insurance  'benefits,  or,  in  case  he  was  en- 
titled to  old-age  Insurance  benefits,  the  day 
following  the  year  in  which  was  filed  the  ap- 
plication for  the  last  previous  computation 
of  his  primary  insurance  amount  or  in  wliich 
the  individual  died,  whichever  first  oc- 
curred.' " 

On  page  48,  line  15.  after  the  word  "there- 
for" to  strike  out  "on  or";  in  the  same  line, 
after  the  word  "before"  to  strike  out  "the 
effective  date"  and  Insert  "September  1934  '; 
on  page  49,  at  the  beginning  of  line  11,  to 
Insert  "or  if  the  individual  died  without  fil- 
ing the  application  for  recomputation,  the 
month  in  which  he  died";  in  line  13,  after 
the  word  "which"  to  strike  out  "the  In- 
dividual" and  Insert  "he";  in  line  14,  after 
the  word  "benefits.",  to  strike  out  'Such' 
and  insert  "In  the  case  of  monthly  beneits. 
such";  in  line  17.  after  the  word  'flled"  to 
Insert  "or,  if  the  individual  has  died  without 
filing  the  application,  for  and  after  the 
month  in  which  the  person  filing  the  ap- 
plication for  monthly  survivor  benefits  be- 
comes entitled  to  such  benefits." 

On  page  50,  at  the  beginning  of  line  2,  to 
strike  out  "the  effective  date"  and  insert 
"August  1954,  or  who  died  after  such";  at 
the  beginning  of  line  3,  to  strike  out  "and 
with  respect  to  whom  eltheV  less  than  six  of 
the  quarters  elapsing  after  1950  and  prior  to 
the  day  following  the  effective  date  are 
quarters  of  coverage  or  the  twelfth  nioath 
referred  to  in  such  subparagraph  (A)  oc- 
curred after  the  effective  date,  and 

"(ii)  any  individual  who  Is  entitled  to  a  re- 
computation under  section  215  (f)  (2)  (B) 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  on  the  bnsis  of  an 
application  filed  after  the  effective  date  and 
with  respect  to  whom  Jess  than  six  of  the 
quarters  elapsing  after  1950  and  prior  to  the 
day  following  the  effective  date  are  quarters 
of  coverage  or  who  did  not  attain  the  age 
of  seventy-five  prior  to  the  date  following 
the  effective  date"  and  insert  "month  leavbig 
any  survivors  entitled  to  a  recomputation 
under  section  215  (f)  (4)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  as  in  effect  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  Act  on  the  basis  of  his  wages 
and  self-employment  Income,  and  whose 
sixth  quarter  of  coverage  after  1950  wxs 
acquired  after  August  1954  or  with  respect 
to  whom  the  twelfth  month  referred  to  in 
such  subparagraph  (A)  occiirred  after  such 
month,  and 

"(11)  any  individual  who  is  entitled  to  a 
recomputation  under  section  215  (f)  (2)  (B) 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  as  in  effect  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  this  Act  on  the  basis  of 
an  application  flled  after  August  1954,  or 
who  died  after  August  1954  leaving  any  sur- 
vivors entitled  to  a  recomputation  under  sec- 
tion 215  (f)  (4)  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
as  in  effect  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this 
Act  on  the  basis  of  his  wages  and  self-em- 
ployment Income,  and  whose  sixth  quarter 
of  coverage  after  1950  was  acquired  after 
August  1954  or  who  did  not  attain  the  a^e 
of  seventy-five  prior  to  September  1954," 
on  page  51,  line  18,  after  the  word  "recom- 
putation" to  insert  "or,  if  he  has  died,  in  the 
month  In  which  he  dies";  in  the  same  line, 
after  the  amendment  Just  above  stated,  to 
strike  out  "Such"  and  insert  "In  the  case  of 
monthly  benefltt,  such";  in  line  21,  after  the 
word  "filed"  to  Insert  "or.  if  the  Individual 
has  died  without  filing  the  application,  for 
and  after  the  month  in  which  the  person 


filing  the  application  for  monthly  survivors 
benefits  becomes  entitled  to  such  benefits." 
in  line  24,  after  the  amendment  Just  above 
stated,  to  strike  out  "As  used  in  this  sub- 
paragraph and  the  succeeding  subsections  of 
this  section,  the  'effective  date'  is  the  last 
day  of  the  month  following  the  month  in 
which  this  Act  Is  enacted. 

"(C)   No  individual  shall  be  entitled  to  a 
recomputation  under  section  215  (f)    (2)  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  as  In  effect  prior  to 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  Act  unless" 
and  insert  "An  Individual  or.  in  case  of  his 
death,  his  survivors  entitled  to  a  lump-sum 
death  payment  or  to  monthly  bcneQt$  under 
section  202  of  the  Social  Security  Act  on  the 
basis  of  his  wages  and  self -employment  in- 
come  shall    be   entitled    to   a   recomputation 
of  his  primary  insu  ance  amount  under  sec- 
tion 213  (f »   (2)  or  section  215  (f )   (4)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  as  in  effect  prior  to  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  *ct  only  If  ";   on 
piij;e  53.  line  5.  after  the  wore     h'r"  to  strike 
out   •closing  date  shall    be  July   1.   \\t^.   in- 
stead iif  the  day  specified  in  section  2)5  (b) 
(3)  of  such  Act  "  and  insert  "primary  Insur- 
ance amount  shall  be  computed  by  this  Act, 
with  a  startinj?  date  of  December  31.   1954, 
and  a  closing  date  of  July  1,   1956";   on  page 
55.  line  2.  after  the  "vord  "to"  to  strike  out 
"the   day   following   the   effective  date"   and 
in.sert    •September    1954";    In    line    14.    after 
the  word  "after  "  to  strike  out    'the  effective 
date'  and  inser"    "August   1954";   In  line   18, 
after    the    \vf;rd    "beneflts"    to    insert    "for 
months  after  Auijust  1954.  ";  at  the  beginning 
of    line    18    to    insert    "in    the   case   of    death 
after  Aupust  1954";  in  line  21,  after  the  word 
"after"  to  strike  out  "the  effective  date  "  and 
insert   "August    1954';    in   line  22,   aftier  the 
word    "after"    to   strike   out    "such    effective 
date"  and  Insert  "August  1954";  on  page  56, 
line  5,   after   the  word   "who"  to  strike   out 
"files,   after   the  effective  date,"   and   insert 
"files"";   in  line  8,  alter  the  word  "after"  to 
strike    out    ""the    effective    date"    and    Insert 
•"August    1904",    In    line    10.    after    "(fj"    to 
strike  out  "(7)"  and  Insert  "(6)":  in  line  21. 
after  the  word  "for"  to  strike  out  "the  month 
in  which  the  elTectlve  date  occurs"  and  Insert 
"August  1&54';  on  page  57.  line  4,  after  the 
word  "after"  to  strike  out  "the  effective  date" 
and   insert   "Augu.<:t    1954"";    In   line    19,   after 
the   word   "effective"  to   strike   out   "for   .".nd 
after   the   month   In   which   the   application 
therefor  was  flled  by  such  Individual  of"  and 
insert  "(1)  if  the  application  is  flled  by  such 
individual,  f^.r  and  after  the  twelfth  month 
before  the  mon'h   In   which   the   application 
thcref  :r  wa.s  .-iled  by  such  individual  but  In 
no  case  before  the  first  month  of  the  quarter 
which   is  such  Individual's  sixth  quarter  of 
coverat^e    acquired    after    June    30.    1953,    or 
(ii)";    on    page   58.   line    17.   after   the   word 
"after  "  to  strike  out  ""the  effective  date"  and 
Insert   "August   1954-;   In   line   18,   after  the 
word  "'after"  to  strike  out  "the  effective  date" 
and  Insert  "August  1954";   in  line  20,  after 
the  word  ""after"  to  strike  out  "the  effective 
date"  and  insert  "August   19)4";   on  page  59, 
line  9.  after  the  word  "after"  to  strike  out 
"the  effective  date"  and  in!=ert  "August  1954"; 
in    line    11,   after   the   word   "subsectlan"   to 
strike  out  "(1)"  and  In.sert  "(e)";  in  line  12, 
after  "(2)"  to  Insert  "of  this  subsection";  In 
line   15.   after  the  word   "Effective"  to  strike 
out  ""with  the  beginning  of  the  .second  month 
following  the   month   in   which   this   Act   is 
enacted"  and  insert  "September  1,  1954";  In 
line  22.  to  strike  out  "the  month  following 
the    month    in    which    the    Social    Security 
Amendments   of    1954   are   enacted"   and    in- 
sert "August  1954":   on  page  60.  line  4.  after 
the  word  "for"  to  strike  out  "the  momh   In 
which  the  effective  date  occurs"  and  Insert 
"August  1954";  on  page  61,  at  the  beginning 
of  line  2,  to  strike  out  "the  month  in  which 
the      effective      date      occurs"      and      Insert 
"August    1954";    in    line    11,    after    the    word 
-for"  to  strike  out  "the  month  in  which  the 
effective    date    occurs"    and    Insert    "August 
1954";    in  line  22.  alter  the  word   "for"  to 
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strike  out  "the  month  in  which  the  effective 
date  occurs"  and  insert  "August  1954";  on 
page  62.  line  17.  after  "(1)"  to  strike  out 
"(1 )";  on  page  63,  after  line  3.  to  strike  out: 

"(2)  The  first  sentence  of  sulasection  (i) 
of  such  section  202  Is  amended  by  Inserting 
',  or  an  amount  equal  to  $255,  whichever  is 
the  smaller'  after  'primary  insurance 
amount.'  " 

On  page  63,  at  the  beginning  of  line  13.  to 
strike  out  "seventy-five  "  and  Insert  "seventy- 
two";  at  the  beginning  of  line  20,  to  strike 
out  "seventy-five"  and  Insert  "seventy-two"; 
on  page  64.  line  3,  after  the  word  "of"  to 
strike  out  "seventy-five"  and  insert  "seventy- 
two";  in  line  11,  after  the  word  "of"  to  strike 
out  "seventy-five"  and  insert  "seventy-two  "; 
in  line  24,  after  the  word  "than",  to  strike 
out  ""$1,000  "  and  Insert  "$1,200  ";  on  page  65, 
line  2,  after  the  word  "of"  to  strike  out  "one- 
twelfth  of  $1,000"  and  insert  "1100";  In  line 

7.  after  the  word  "of  where  it  occurs  the 
second  time,  to  strike  out  $1,000"  and  in- 
sert ""$1,200';  in  line  8.  after  the  word  "of" 
where  it  occurs  the  second  time,  to  strike 
out  $1,000"  and  insert  ''$1,200";  in  line  17, 
after  the  word  "of  "  to  strike  out  "one-twelfth 
of  $1,000"  and  Insert  "$100'.  on  page  66,  line 

8,  after  the  word  "subsection"'  to  strike  out 
"(b),  or  in  subsection  (m)."  and  insert 
•■(b)";  in  line  9.  after  the  word  "age"  to 
strike  out  "seventy-five"  and  Insert  "scventy- 
two"';  on  paL-e  67.  line  18.  after  the  word  ""In- 
di\iduars"  to  strike  out  "net  earnings  from 
self-employment  and  his  ";  Ir  line  22.  after 
the  word  "section"  to  strike  out  "211.  either 
than  paragraphs  (1)  and  (4)  of  subsectlcm 
(CI,"  and  insert  "^ll";  in  line  24,  after  the 
word  "any  "  to  strike  out  "excess  of  income 
over  deductions  resulting  from  such  a  com- 
putation shall  be  his  net  earnings  from  self- 
employment  and  any  ";  on  page  68.  line  1, 
after  the  word  "income"  to  strike  cut  "so"; 
in  line  2,  after  the  word  "resulting",  to  in- 
sert "from  such  a  computation";  in  line  6, 
alter  the  word  "m"  to  strike  out  'subsections 
(a  I,  (g)  (2).  (g)  (3).  (hi  (2i.  and  (J)  of 
section  209;  and  In  making  such  computa- 
t.oii  services  which  do  not  constitute  em- 
pli  ymcnt  as  defined  m  section  210,  performed 
ultlun  the  United  States  by  the  individual 
as  an  employee,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  em- 
plr  yment  as  so  defined  If  the  remuneration 
fur  such  services  is  not  Includible  in  com- 
puting his  net  earnings  or  net  loss  from  self 
employment"  and  insert  "section  209  (a)"; 
on  page  €9,  line  7,  after  the  word  "subsec- 
tioji""  to  strike  out  "(b).  (c^.  or  (m)  "  and 
insert  ""(b)  or  (.ci";  in  line  15.  after  the  word 
■"subsection"  to  strike  out  '"(b).  (c).  or 
(mi."  and  Insert  "(b)  or  (C)"';  on  page  70, 
line  2,  after  the  word  ■"of"  where  it  occurs 
the  second  time,  to  strike  out  "one-twelfth 
of  $1.0C0'  and  insert  "$100'";  after  line  6.  to 
Insert : 

■■|3)  The  third  sentence  of  paragraph  (1) 
of  such  section  203  (g)  Is  amended  by  strik- 
ing out  ■seventy-five'  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  'seventy-two'." 

In  line  10,  to  change  the  subsection  num- 
ber from  "(3i^"  to  "(4)"';  on  page  71,  line  20. 
to  char.ge  the  subsection  number  from  '"(4)" 
to  "i5)'";  on  paqe  72,  alter  line  14,  to  insert: 

■■  ( 6 )  The  heading  of  section  203  ( ] )  of  such 
Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  ■seventy-five' 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  'seventy-two* 
and  such  section  Is  amended  by  striking  out 
'seventy-five'  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
'seventy-two'." 

On  page  73,  line  15.  after  the  word  "sec- 
tion" to  strike  out  "23"  and  Insert  "162":  in 
line  16.  after  the  word  "Code"  to  Insert  "of 
1954  ";  on  page  74,  after  line  3.  to  strike  out: 

"(1)  (1)  Section  203  of  such  Act  Is  further 
amended  by  adding  after  subsection  (1) 
(added  by  subsection  (h)  of  this  section )  the 
following  new  subsection: 

"  'Deductions  From  Benefits  of  Dependents' 
and  SuriHvors'  Residing  Abroad 

"■(m)  (1)  Deductions  shall  be  made  from 
any  benefits  to  which  a  dependent  or  sur- 
vivor Is  entitled  luider  subsection  (b),  (c), 


(d),  (e).  (f),  (g),or  (h)  of  section  202  on  the 
basis  of  the  wages  and  self -employment  in- 
come of  an  insured  individual  until  the  total 
of  such  deductions  equals  such  dependent's 
or  stirvivor's  benefit  or  beneflts  under  such 
subsection  for  any  month  during  no  part  of 
which  he  is  a  resident  of  the  United  States 
unless — 

"■(A)  such  dependent  or  stirvivor  resided 
In  the  United  States  for  three  years  during 
the  five  years  immediately  preceding  the 
first  month  for  which  he  was  eligible  for 
Buch  benefits  or  any  other  monthly  benefits 
under  such  section  202  based  on  the  wages 
and  self-employment  income  of  such  in- 
sured individual;  or 

■■■(B)  such  insured  Individual  would  be  a 
currently  Insured  Individual  at  the  time  he 
became  eligible  for  or  entitled  to  old  ace  In- 
surance benefits  or  primary  Insurance  bene- 
fits or,  if  he  died  without  becoming  so  eligible 
or  entitled,  at  the  time  of  his  death,  even 
if  no  wages  were  counted  for  such  purpose 
except  his  wages  (if  any)  for  service  referred 
to  in  clause  (B)  of  so  much  of  section  210 
(a  )  as  precedes  paragraph  ( 1 )  and  his  wages 
(11  any)  deemed  paid  pursuant  to  subsection 
(a)  or  (c)  of  section  217;  or 

"(C)  In  the  case  of  a  child  entitled  to 
child's  insurance  benefits,  such  child  first 
became  eligible  for  such  benefit  (on  the  basis 
of  the  wages  and  self-employment  Income 
of  such  Insured  Individual)  prior  to  the 
month  in  which  he  attained  the  age  of  three 
and  such  child  was  born  in  the  United 
States. 
"  ' ( 2 )   For  purposes  of  paragraph  (I)  — 

"■(A)  an  individual  shall  be  deemed 
eligible  for  benefits  under  any  subsection  of 
section  202  for  any  month  if  he  was,  or  would 
have  been  upon  Qllnp  application  therefor  In 
such  month,  entitled  to  such  benefits  lor 
such  month: 

"'(B)  a  dependent  is  a  wife,  husband,  or 
child  of  an  individual  entitled  to  old  age 
insurance  benefits:  and 

"'(C)  a  survivor  Is  a  widow,  widower, 
child,  former  wife  divorced,  or  parent  (of  a 
deceased  indlvldtial )  entitled  to  monthly 
benefits  under  Bubsecion  (d),  (e),  (f),  (g), 
or  (h)   of  section  202.'  " 

"(2)  The  first  sentence  of  section  203  (d) 
of  such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  ■(b) 
and  (c)'  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  '(b), 
(CI ,  and  (mi.' 

"(3)  Section  214  (b)  of  such  Act  Is 
amended  by  striking  out  'or'  before  clause  ( 3 ) 
and  by  Inserting  Immediately  before  the 
period  at  the  end  thereof:  ',  or  (4)  for  pur- 
poses of  section  203  (m)  only,  the  first  quar- 
ter in  which  he  was.  or  would  have  been 
upon  filing  application  therefor  in  such 
quarter,  entitled  to  old  age  Insurance  benefits 
or  primary  insurance  benefits'. 

"(4)  Subsections  (a)  (1)  and  (e)  (1)  of 
section  217  of  such  Act  are  each  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
sentence:  'The  provisions  of  clause  (Bi  shall 
also  not  apply  for  purposes  of  section  203 
(m)    (1)    (B).' 

"fS)  The  amendments  made  by  this  sub- 
section shall  be  applicable  in  the  case  of  any 
individual  who  (A)  is  entitled  to  benefits 
under  any  subsection  of  section  202  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  (other  than  subsection 
(a)  thereof),  on  the  basis  of  the  wages  and 
self -employment  income  of  an  insured  In- 
dividual, after  the  month  In  which  this  Act 
is  enacted,  and  (B)  was  net,  and  would  not 
have  been  upon  filing  application  therefor  in 
(■uch  month,  entitled  (without  the  applica- 
tion of  subsection  (J)  (1)  of  such  section 
202)  to  benefits  under  the  same  or  any  other 
subsection  of  such  section  202  on  the  basis 
of  such  insured  individual's  wages  and  self- 
employment  income  for  the  month  in  which 
this  Act  is  enacted  or  any  prior  month." 

On  page  77.  line  4,  to  change  the  subsec- 
tion letter  from  "(J)"  to  "(i)'^;  on  page  78. 
after  line  18.  to  insert : 

"(3)  Subsections  (b)  (1).  (b)  (2).  (c). 
(e),  and   (j)    of  section  203  of  the  Social 


Security  Act  as  In  effect  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  Act.  to  the  extent  they  are  In  ef- 
fect with  respect  to  months  after  1954,  are 
each  amended  by  strildng  out  'seventy-five' 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  'seventy-two',  but 
only  with  respect  to  such  months  after  1954.'' 
on  page  81,  line  5,  after  "212 "  to  strike  out 
"and  "  and  insert  a  period:  at  the  beginning 
of  line  13,  to  strike  out  "the  month  follow- 
ing the  month  in  which  this  Act  is  enacted" 
rnd  Insert  "August  1954";  in  line  16,  after 
the  word  "to",  to  strike  out  "the  filth  month 
before  the  month  in  which  this  Act  is  en- 
acted  "  and  insert  "February  1954  ";  on  page 
83,  line  12,  after  the  word  "after"  to  strike 
out  "quarter"  and  insert  "quarters";  on  page 
88.  line  2,  after  the  word  "by"  to  strike  out 
"inserting  '.  or  for  purposes  of  section  216 
( 1 )  ( 3  )  ■  immediately  before  the  period  at  the 
end  of  the  last  sentence  thereof  (added  by 
section  103  (i)  (4)  of  this  Act."  "adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sentence: 
'The  provisions  of  clause  (B)  shall  also  not 
apply  for  purposes  of  section  216  (i)  (3).'"; 
on  page  92,  after  line  9.  to  strike  out: 

"Delftion  of  Earnings  During  UNXAwrm, 
Residence  in  the  United  States 
"Sec.  107.  (a)  Section  205  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  is  amended  by  redesignating 
subsection  (n)  as  subsection  (m)  and  in- 
serting after  such  subsection  the  following 
new  subsection: 

"  'Earnings   During   Unlawful  Residence 
Deleted  From  Record 

"'(n)  (1)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions 
Of  subsection  (c),  wages  for  service  per- 
formed by  an  individual  during  any  period 
that  he  is  unlawfully  in  the  United  States, 
and  self-employment  Income  derived  by  him 
during  such  period,  shall  be  deleted  from  the 
Secretarys  records  for  such  individual  and 
shall  not  be  counted  for  purposes  of  deter- 
mining entitlement  to  or  the  amount  of  any 
benefits  or  lump  sum  death  payments  under 
section  202. 

"(2)  Upon  application  for  benefits  or  a 
lump  sum  death  payment  on  the  basis  of 
the  wages  and  sclf-cmployment  Income  of 
any  Individual  the  Secretary  shall  make  a 
decision  without  regard  to  paragraph  (1) 
unless  he  has  been  notified  by  the  Attorney 
General  that  such  indiv<dual  was  unlawfully 
in  the  United  States  during  any  period  of 
time.  If  the  Attorney  General  has  made  or 
makes  a  determination  that  there  was  such 
a  period,  he  shall  notify  the  Secretary  thereof, 
and  the  Secretary  shall  certify  no  further 
beneflts  for  payment  or  shall  recompute  the 
amount  of  any  further  benefits  payable  on 
the  basis  of  such  individual's  wages  and  self- 
employment  income,  as  may  be  required  by 
paragraph  ( 1 ) .  Any  payment  certified  by 
the  Secretary  on  the  basis  of  the  wages  and 
self-employment  Income  of  such  individual 
prior  to  receipt  of  such  notice  shall  not  be 
deemed  by  reason  of  this  subsection"  to  be  an 
erroneous  payment.' 

"(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  shall  be  applicable  in  the  case  of  monthly 
benefits  under  title  IT  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  for  months  after,  and  in  the  case  of 
lump-sum  death  payments  with  respect  to 
deaths  occurring  after,  the  month  following 
the  month  in  which  this  Act  is  enacted. 

"Termination  or  Benefits  Upon  Deportation 
"Sec.   108.  (a)    Section  202  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  is  amended  by   adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

"  'Termination  of  Benefits  Upon  Deportation 
of  Primary  Beneficiary 

•*'(m)  (1)  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro- 
vision of  this  title,  no  monthly  benefits 
under  this  section  shall  be  paid  on  the  basis 
of  the  wages  and  self-employment  income 
of  any  individual  for  any  month  after  such 
individual  has  been  deported  under  para- 
graph (1).  (2).  (4).  (5).  (6),  (7),  (10),  (11), 
(12),  (14).  (16).  (16).  (17).  or  (18)  of  section 
241  (a)  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
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Act.  and  no  lump  sum  death  payment  shall 
be  made  on  the  basis  of  such  wages  and  self- 
employment  income  In  case  of  death  In  or 
after  such  month. 

•"(2)  Upon  application  for  benefits  or  a 
limip-sum  death  payment  on  the  basis  of  the 
wages  and  self-employment  income  of  any 
Individual,  the  Secretary  shall  make  a  deci- 
sion without  regard  to  paragraph  (1)  unless 
he  has  been  notified  by  the  Attorney  General 
that  such  individual  has  been  deported  under 
one  of  the  paragraphs  of  section  241  (a)  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  enu- 
merated in  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection. 
If  such  individual  has  been  or  is  deported 
under  any  such  paragraph,  the  Attorney 
General  shall  so  notify  the  Secretary,  and  the 

Secretary  shall  certify  no  further  benefits  for 
payment  on  the  basis  of  such  individual's 
wages  and  self-employment  income.  Any 
payment  certified  by  the  Secretary  on  the 
basis  of  the  wages  and  self-employment  in- 
come of  such  individual,  prior  to  receipt  of 
such  notice,  shall  not  be  deemed  by  reason 
of  this  subsection  to  be  an  erroneous  pay- 
ment.' 

••(b>  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  shall  be  applicable  in  the  case  of 
monthly  benefits  under  title  n  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  for  months  after,  and  In  the 
case  of  lump-sum  death  payments  with  re- 
spect to  deaths  occurring  after,  the  month 
following  the  month  In  which  this  Act  Is 
enacted." 

On  page  95.  line  12.  after  "Sec."  to  strike 
out  "109"  and  insert  "107";  in  the  same  line, 
after  the  amendment  Just  above  stated,  to 
strike  out  "(a)";  in  line  23,  after  the  word 
"coverage"  to  Insert  "but  only  if  there  are 
not  fewer  than  six  of  such  quarters  so  elaps- 
ing"; after  line  24,  to  strike  out: 

"(b)  Subparagraph  (B)  of  section  213  (a) 
(2)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  inserting  '(ex- 
cept wages  for  agricultural  labor ) '  after  •»50 
or  more  in  wages'  In  that  part  of  such  sub- 
paragraph which  precedes  clause  ( i ) ,  and  by 
striking  out  clause  (iv)  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following : 

•"(Iv)  if  an  individual  Is  paid  wages  for 
agricultural  labor  In  a  calendar  year,  then, 
subject  to  clause  (1),  (a)  the  last  two  quar- 
ters of  such  year  which  can  be  but  are  not 
otherwise  quarters  of  coverage  shall  be  quar- 
ters of  coverage  if  such  wages  are  less  than 
$300;  (b)  the  last  three  quarters  of  such  year 
which  can  be  but  are  not  otherwise  quarters 
of  coverage  shall  be  quarters  of  coverage  if 
such  iwages  equal  or  exceed  fSOO  but  are  less 
than  $400;  and  (c)  each  quarter  of  such  year 
which  is  not  otherwise  a  quarter  of  coverage 
shall  be  a  quarter  of  coverage  if  such  wages 
are  $400  or  more;  and 

"'(V)  no  quarter  shall  be  counted  as  a 
quarter  of  coverage  prior  to  the  beginning 
of  such  quarter. 

If.  in  the  case  of  any  individual  who  has 
attained  retirement  age  or  died  and  who  has 
been  paid  wages  for  agricultural  labor  in  a 
calendar  year,  the  requirements  for  insured 
status  in  subsection  (a)  or  (b)  of  section 
214,  the  requirements  for  entitlement  to  a 
computation  or  recomputation  of  his  primary 
insurance  amount,  or  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (3)  of  section  216  (1)  are  not  met 
after  assignment  of  quarters  of  coverage  to 
quarters  in  such  year  as  provided  In  clause 
(iv)  of  the  preceding  sentence,  but  would 
be  met  if  such  quarters  of  coverage  were  as- 
signed to  different  quarters  in  such  year,  then 
such  quarters  of  coverage  shall  Instead  be 
assigned,  for  purposes  only  of  determining 
compliance  with  such  requirements,  to  such 
different  quarters.' " 

On  page  97,  line  9,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "110"  to  "IDS';  in  line  20,  after 
the  word  "such"  to  strike  out  "Act,  except 
that,  for"  and  insert  "Act.";  in  the  same  line, 
after  the  amendment  Just  above  stated,  to 
Insert  "For";  in  line  21,  after  the  word  "of" 
where  It  occurs  the  second  time,  to  strike  out 
"paragraph    (d)    of  subsection    (d)    of  such 


section  (In  lieu  of  the  provisions  of  para- 
graph  (3)    of  such  subsection)"  and   insert 
"section  215  (d)   (3)  of  such  Act  shall  apply 
If  such  individual  died  a  currently  insured 
individual  (under  title  II  of  such  Act)    and 
any  other  person  was  entitled  on  the  basis  of 
his  wages  to  monthly  benefits  or  a  lump-sum 
death   payment   under  section   202   of   such 
Act;  in  all  other  cases  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 215   (d)    (4)";   on  page  98.  line  5.  after 
the  word  "applicable"  to  strike  out  "and"; 
in  the  same  line,  after  the  word  'that"  to 
Strike  out  "his"  and  insert  "such  Indivitl- 
ual's";   in  line  10,  after  the  word  "filed"  to 
strike  out  '"within  two  years  after   the   flret 
month   following   the   month    In    which   tliis 
Act  Is  enacted"  and  Insert  "before  ScptemtxT 
1956";  In  line  14,  after  the  word  'after"  to 
strike   out   "the    first    month   following    tte 
month   in   which  this  Act   Is   enacted  '   aod 
insert   "August    1954":    at    the    boginninK   t-f 
line   17,  to  strike  out  'in  which   this  Act   is 
enacted";   In  line  20.  to  change  the  .'section 
number  from  "111"  to  '109";  on  pa'.?e  99,  lice 
22,  to  change  the  section  number  from  "llj  ' 
to  "110";  on  page  100,  line  2.  after  the  word 
"which"  to  strike  out  "derived."  and   Insert 
"derived";   in  line  6,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "113"  to  "111";  m  line  8,  afttr 
the  word  "after"  to  strike  out  "the  month  In 
which  this  Act  Is  enacted"  and  insert  "Aimuet 
1954";  in  linejB.  after  the  word  "efrective "  to 
strike  out  "with  the  bejinnine;  of  the  month 
following  the  month   in   which   this  Act  is 
enacted"  and  Insert  "September  1,  1954 ';  In 
line  16,  after  the  word  "after"  to  strike  out 
"the  month   In  which   this  Act   is   enacted" 
and  insert  "August   1354":    in   line   18.   after 
the  word  "effective"  to  strike  out  "with  ttte 
beginning  of  the  montli  following  the  month 
in   which    this   Act    Is   enacted  '    and    insert 
"September  1,  1954";  en  page  101,  line  3.  to 
change   the  section   number  from   "114"  to 
"112";    on  page   102.   line   22.  after   the   word 
"this"  to  strike  out   "Act"  and   insert  "see- 
tlon";    on   page   103,   line   8.   after   the   word 
"Act"  to  insert  "(as  In  effect  before  or  after 
the  enactment  of  this  Act)  ";  in  line  13,  after 
the    word    "after"    to    strike    out    "the    first 
month  following   the   month   in   which   this 
Act  is  enacted"  and  in.sert  "August  1,'d4 ';  In 
line  18.  to  change  the  section  number  from 
"115"  to  "113";  after  line  20  to  insert: 
"CovKRED  Employment  Not  Counted  UndSr 
Other  Federal  Rz-nREMENT  Systems 
"Sec.  114.  Notwithsti^nding  any  other  pro- 
vision of  law,  in  determiniiig  eligibility  for 
or  the  amount  of  any  benefit  (other  than  a 
benefit  under  title  II  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  or  the  Railroad  Retiiement  Act  of   1937, 
as  amended )    under  any  retirement  system 
established  by  the  United  States  or  any  in- 
strumentality   thereof,    there    shall    not    be 
taken  into  account  any  service  which  con- 
stitutes employment    (.:is  defined   in  sectii-n 
210    (a)    of  the   Social    Security   Act)    and    ts 
performed   after    1954   by   individuals    as   of- 
ficers or  employees  of  the  United  States  or 
any  Instrumentality  thereof." 

On  page  104.  line  9,  in  the  headinc;.  nftar 
the  word  "Revenue",  to  strike  out  "Code" 
and  Insert  "Codes  of  1939  and  1054";  in  line 
11,  after  "Sec.  201.  (a)",  to  strike  out  "(1) 
Paragraph  (1)  of  secticn  481  (a)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  is  amended  to  read  a£ 
follows : 

"  '(1)  There  shall  be  excluded  rentals  from 
real  estate  and  from  personal  property  leased 
with  the  real  estate  (including  such  rentals 
paid  in  crop  shares)  together  with  the  deduc- 
tions attributable  thereto,  unless  such 
rentals  are  received  In  the  course  of  a  trade 
or  business  as  a  real  estate  dealer: '. 

"(2)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  481  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by  strik- 
ing out  paragraph  (2)  and  redesignating 
paragraphs  (3),  (4),  (5),  (6),  and  (7),  and 
any  references  thereto  contained  in  such 
code,  as  paragraphs  (2),  (3),  (4).  (5).  and 
(6),  respectively,  and  by  adding  at  the  end 
of  such  subsection  the  following  new  sen- 


tence; 'In  the  case  of  any  trade  or  business 
which  is  carried  on  by  an  Individual  who  re- 
ports his  income  on  a  cash  receipts  and  dis- 
bursements basis,  and  In  which.  If  it  were 
carried  on  exclusively  by  employees,  the 
major  portion  of  the  services  would  con- 
stitute agricultural  labor  as  defined  In  sec- 
tion 1426  (h),  (i)  if  the  gross  income  derived 
from  such  trade  or  business  by  such  individ- 
ual is  not  more  than  $1,800,  the  net  earnings 
from  self-employment  derived  by  him  there- 
from may.  at  his  ofjtion,  be  deemed  to  be  50 
per  centum  of  such  gross  Income  In  lieu  of 
his  net  earnines  from  self-employment  froni 
such  trade  or  business  comj-iuted  as  provided 
under  the  preceding  provisions  of  this  sub- 
section, or  (ii)  if  the  eross  Income  derived 
from  such  trade  or  business  by  such  Individ- 
ual is  more  than  $1.8C0  and  the  net  earnings 
from  self-employment  derived  by  him  there- 
from, as  computed  under  the  preceding  pro- 
visions of  this  subsection,  are  less  than  f9U0. 
such  net  earnings  may  instead,  at  the  option 
of  such  indivioual.  be  deemed  to  be  $900. 
For  the  purpose  of  the  preceding  sentence, 
gross  income  derived  from  such  trade  or 
business  shaJl  mean  the  gross  receipts  from 
such  trade  or  buMness  reduced  by  the  cost 
or  other  basis  of  property  which  was  pur- 
chased and  sold  in  carrying  on  such  trade  or 
business,  adjusted  (after  such  reductiuoi)  in 
accorc!ai:ce  witli  the  precedmg  provisions  of 
this  subjection.'  " 

On  pasre  IOC,  at  the  beginning  of  line  1.  to 
strike  out  "(b)  ( 1 1";  in  the  same  line,  after 
the  word  "section"  to  strike  out  "481"  and 
Insert  "1402 ':  in  line  2,  after  the  word  ""code" 
to  insert  "of  1954':  in  line  4.  after  "(1)"  to 
strike  out  "That"  and  Insert  "that";  la  line 
C-  after  "(A)"  to  strike  out  "For"  and  In.scrt 
"for";  in  line  10.  after  "(B)"  to  strike  out 
"For"  and  insert  "for";  in  line  14.  at  the 
beginning:  of  the  line,  to  strike  out  "(2)"  and 
insert  "(b)";  in  the  same  line,  after  the 
word  "Section"  to  strike  out  "481"  and  in- 
sert "1402  ':  in  line  15.  after  the  word  "Code" 
to  insert  "of  1954":  in  line  17.  after  the  word 
".section"  to  strike;  out  "142'3  (^m )  "  and  in- 
sert "3121   (1)";  after  line  19,  striKe  out;: 

'■(c»  Section  481  (o  of  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  is  p.m.cnded  by  striking  out  para- 
graphs (4)  and  (5),  by  inserting  'or'  at  the 
end  of  para-raph  (3).  and  by  adding  after 
para?rr'ph  (3i  the  fol.'owin-.;  new  paragraph: 
"(4)  The  performance  jf  service  by  an 
individual  in  the  exercise  :'f  his  profession 
as  a  phy:^ician,  or  the  perfDrmance  of  such 
service  by  a  partnership."  " 

On  prge  107.  ,-fter  line  2.  to  Insert: 
"(C)  (1)  Section  1402  (c)  (2)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Cede  of  19j4  i.  amended  by 
inserting  after  lb'  the  following:  'and  Other 
than  service  described  in  paragraph  (|)  of 
this  su'iFection'. 

"(2)  Section  1402  (c)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  C.>de  of  1954  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sen- 
tence: 'Tlio  provisions  of  paragraph  (4)  ehall 
not  apply  to  service  (other  than  service  per- 
formed by  a  member  of  a  religious  order  who 
has  taken  a  vow  r,f  poverty  as  a  member  of 
such  order  I  porlrrmed  by  an  individual  dur- 
ing the  period  for  which  a  certificate  filed 
by  such  individual  under  subsection  (e)  is  in 
e'lect.' 

"(3)  Section  1402  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

"  •  ( e )  Ministers  and  Memllrs  or  RELiaious 
Orders. — 

'■■(1)  Waiveti  cehtiftcate.— Any  Individual 
who  is  a  duly  ordained,  commissioned,  or 
licensed  minister  of  a  church  or  a  member 
of  a  religious  order  (other  than  a  member 
of  a  religious  order  who  has  taken  a  vow  of 
poverty  as  a  member  of  such  order)  may  file 
a  certificate  ( in  such  form  and  manner,  and 
with  such  official,  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
regulations  made  under  this  chapter)  certify- 
ing that  he  elects  to  have  the  insursnce 
system  established  by  title  II  of  the  Social 
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Security  Act  axtended  to  service,  described 
in  subsection  (c)    (4),  performed  by  iiim. 

"  "(2)  Time  roB  rmiKc  ukbtu-icate. — Any 
Individual  who  desires  to  file  a  certificate 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (1)  must  file  such 
certificate  on  or  before  the  due  date  of  the 
return  (including  any  extension  thereof)  for 
his  second  taxable  year  ending  after  1954  for 
which  he  has  net  earnings  from  self-employ- 
ment (computed  without  re^;ard  to  para- 
graph (4)  of  subsection  (c) )  o:  $400  or  more, 
any  part  of  which  was  derived  from  his 
performance  of  service  described  in  such 
paragraph  (4). 

"  •  ( 3 )  Etfecttvi  datx  or  frcxrancATC- — A 
certificate  filed  pursuant  to  this  subsection 
shall  be  effective  for  the  firs;  taxable  year" 
with  respect  to  which  It  is  filed  (but  in  no 
case  shall  the  certificate  be  effective  for  a 
taxable  year  with  respect  to  which  the  period 
for  filing  a  return  has  expiree,  or  for  a  tax- 
able year  ending  prior  to  195f )  and  all  suc- 
ceeding taxable  years.  An  election  made 
pursuant  to  this  subsection  shall  be  ir- 
revocable.' " 

On  page  109.  line  4.  after  ihe  word  "sec- 
tion" to  strike  out  "1401  (d)  (3)"  and  In- 
cert  "6414  (c)  ( 1 )  ';  In  line  11.  after  the  word 
"entitled"  to  Insert  "(subject  to  the  provi- 
sions of  section  31  (b)  )";  In  li.ie  13.  after  the 
numerals  "1400"  to  Insert  "of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1939";  In  line  21.  after  the 
Word  "entitled",  to  Insert  "( subject  to  the 
provisions  of  section  31  (b)  ";  at  the  be- 
ginning of  line  22.  to  Insert  "credit  or";  in 
line  23.  after  the  word  "section"  to  strike  out 
"1400"  and  insert  '"3101"':  on  page  110.  line 
4.  after  the  w<jrd  "Code"  to  Irscrt  "of  1933"; 
In  line  6.  after  the  word  "modification"  to 
In.sert  "thereof";  in  line  9.  after  the  word 
"within"  to  strike  cut  "a  por;od  of";  In  line 
in.  after  the  word  "after"  to  strike  out  "the 
end  of":  In  line  13.  after  the  word  "section"' 
to  strike  out  "1401  (d)  (4)  ""and  insert  ""6413 
(c)  (2)";  m  line  14,  after  the  word  "Code"' 
to  Insert  "of  1954"';  In  line  15.  after  the  word 
"f I  Hows"  to  strike  out  "Si^ecli.l  Rules  In  the" 
and  insert  "Applicability  In'".  In  line  18,  after 
the  word  "Section"  to  strike  out  "1401  (d) 
(4i  (A)"  and  Insert  "6413  (C)  (2)  (A)"';  in 
I'ne  19,  after  the  word  "Codi"  to  In.sert  "of 
10")4":  In  line  23,  after  the  word  "Section" 
to  strike  out  "1401  (d)  (4  1  "  and  insert  "6413 
(c)  CJi";  In  line  24.  after  the  word  "Code"' 
to  Insert  "of  1954";  on  page  111.  line  2.  after 
the  word  "For"  to  strike  ou  '"the"";  in  the 
same  line,  after  the  word  "paragraph"  to 
Etnke  out  "(3)"  and  Insert  "(1)";  In  line  3. 
after  the  word  "subsection"  t  )  strike  out  "in 
the  case  of  remuneration  rece  ved  during  any 
calendar  year  after  the  cn'.eni.ir  year  1954."; 
In  line  7.  after  the  word  "section"  to  strike 
cut  '"1426  (m)  of  this  subchapter"  and  In- 
Ecrt  "3121  (li";  in  line  11.  after  the  word 
"section""  to  strike  out  "1426  (m)"'  and  In- 
sert "3121  (1)";  in  line  12.  after  the  word 
•section"  to  strike  out  "14')0"  and  Insert 
"3101";  In  line  14.  after  the  word  "section" 
to  strike  out  "1426  (m)"  and  Insert  "3121 
(1 )";  in  line  16.  after  the  wcrd  "section"  to 
strike  out  "1400"  and  Insert  '"3101":  In  line 
13.  after  the  word  "section'  to  strike  out 
":426  "  and  insert  '"3121";  at  tie  beginning  of 
line  19.  to  strike  cut  "(3)"  ard  insert  "(1)"; 
in  line  22,  after  the  word  "senion"  to  strike 
cut  "1426  (m)"  and  Insert  "3121  (1)";  In 
line  24.  after  the  word  "section"  to  strike 
out  "1420  (c)"  and  Insert  "31 22"':  In  line  25, 
after  the  word  "Code"'  to  Insert  "of  1954": 
in  the  same  line,  after  the  word  "by"  to 
fctrike  out  "Inserting  'In  the  case  of  the 
calendar  year  1951.  1952,  1953  or  1954,  or  the 
$4,200  limitation  in  such  section  In  the  case 
c.f  any  calendar  year  after  .954'  after  'the 
t3.600  limitation  In  section  1426  (a)  (l)'". 
and  Insert  "striking  out  '13.600'  and  In- 
serting In  lieu  thereof  ■•4.1!00' ":  on  page 
112.  line  8,  after  the  numerals  "1954"  to  In- 
sert "The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  (2)  shall  be  effective  as  If  It  had  been 
enacted  as  a  part  of  section  203  (c>  of  the 
Social    Security    Act    Amendments    of    1950 


which  added  section  1401  (d)  (3)  to  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  1939." 
After  line  12.  to  strike  out: 

"CoLLBcnow   AND   Paticint  or  Taxes   Wtth 
RrsPECT  TO  Coast  Guard  £xchangks 

"Sec.  203.  (a)  Section  1420  (e)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sen- 
tence: "The  provisions  of  this  subsection 
shall  be  applicable  also  in  the  case  of  service 
performed  by  a  civilian  employee,  not  com- 
pensated from  funds  appropriated  by  the 
Congress.  In  the  Coast  Guard  Exchanges  or 
other  activities,  conducted  by  an  Instrumen- 
tality of  the  United  States  subject  to  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary,  at  Installations 
of  the  Coast  Guard  for  the  comfort,  pleasure, 
contentment,  and  mental  and  physical  im- 
provement of  personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard; 
and  for  purposes  of  this  subsection  the 
Secretary  shaU  be  deemed  to  be  the  head 
of  such  Instrumentality." 

"(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  shall  become  effective  January  1,  1955." 

On  page  113.  line  6.  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "024"  to  "203":  In  the  same 
line,  after  the  word  "section"  to  strike  out 
"1426"  and  inrert  "3121'":  In  line  7.  after  the 
word  "Code'"  to  insert  "of  1954"';  In  line  10. 
after  the  word  '"section"  to  strike  out  '"1426" 
and  Insert  "3121";  In  line  11.  after  the  word 
"Code"  to  Insert  "of  1954";  In  line  13,  after 
"(B)"  to  strike  out  "Cash"  and  insert 
"cash";  In  line  20,  after  the  word  "subsec- 
tion" to  strike  out  "(h)"  and  insert  "(g)";  in 
line  21,  after  the  word  "Section"  to  strike 
out  "1426'"  and  insert  •"3121":  In  line  22,  after 
the  word  "Code"  to  Insert  "of  1954"";  In  line 
24.  after  "(C)"  to  strike  out  "Cash"  and  in- 
sert "cash'";  on  page  114.  line  5,  after  the 
word  "this"  to  strike  out  "subparagraph" 
and  Insert  "subparagraph."";  In  line  9.  after 
the  word  "subsection"  to  strike  out  "(h)"' 
and  Insert  '"(g)"';  In  line  10.  after  the  word 
"Section"  to  strike  out  "1426"'  and  insert 
"3121";  In  line  11,  after  the  wcrd  "Code"  to 
Insert  "of  1954';  In  line  14.  after  "(B("  to 
strike  out  "Cash"  and  Insert  "cash";  In  line 
15,  after  the  word  "calendar"  to  strike  out 
"year"  and  Insert  "quarter";  In  line  16,  after 
the  word  ""such"  to  strike  out  "year"'  and  in- 
sert "quarter ";  in  line  18,  after  the  word 
"than""  to  strike  out  "*2(X)"  and  Insert  '"$50"'; 
In  line  23.  to  change  the  section  number  from 
"205"  to  "304'":  in  the  same  line,  after  the 
word  "Section"  to  strike  out  "1426"'  and  In- 
sert "3121";  In  line  24.  after  the  word  "Code" 
to  Insert  "of  1954";  at  the  top  of  page  115, 
to  strike  out : 

"■(1)  S?rvlce  performed  by  foreign  agri- 
cultural workers  under  contracts  entered 
into  in  accordance  with  title  V  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Act  of  1949.  as  amended;'." 

And  insert  In  lieu  thereof : 

"  '(1)  (A)  service  performed  In  connection 
with  the  production  or  harvesting  of  any 
commodity  defined  as  an  agricultural  com- 
modity In  section  15  (pi  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act.  as  amended  (46  Stat.  1550  §  3; 
12  U.  S.  C.  (1141J); 

"'(B)  service  performed  by  foreign  agrl- 
cultviral  workers  under  contracts  entered  Into 
In  accordance  with  title  V  of  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949.  as  amended  (65  Stat.  119;  7 
U.  S.  C.  1461-1468):'." 

In  line  13.  after  the  word  "Section"  to 
strike  out  "1426"  and  Insert  "3121";  In  line 
14,  after  the  word  "Code"  to  Insert  "of  1954"; 
in  line  20.  after  the  word  "section"  to  strike 
out  "1426"'  and  Insert  "3121";  in  line  21.  after 
the  word  "Code"  to  Insert  "of  1954";  on  page 
116.  after  line  4.  to  strike  out: 

"(d)  (1)  Subparagraph  (B)  of  the  para- 
graph of  section  1426  (b)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  herein  redesignated  as  para- 
graph (6)  Is  amended — 

"(A)  by  Inserting  'by  an  Individual'  after 
"Service  performed.'  and  by  Inserting  'and  if 
such  service  Is  covered  by  a  retirement  sys- 
tem established  by  such  instrumentality;' 
after  'December  31,  1950.'; 


"(B)  by  Inserting  "a  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank,'  after  'a  P>ederal  Beserve  Bank.'  In 
clause  (ii):  and 

"(C)  by  striking  out  'or'  at  the  end  of 
clause  (Ui),  by  adding  'or'  at  the  end  of 
clause  (Iv) ,  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  the 
subparagraph  the  following  new  clause: 

"  "(v)  aervice  performed  by  a  civilian  em- 
ployee, not  com.pensated  from  funds  ap- 
propriated by  the  Congress,  in  the  Coast 
Guard  Exchanges  or  other  activities,  con- 
ducted by  an  instrumentality  of  the  United 
states  subject  to  the  Jtirisdictlon  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  at  installations  of 
the  Ck3a£t  Guard  for  the  comfort,  pleasiire, 
contentment,  and  mental  and  physical  im- 
provement of  personnel  of  the  Coast 
Guard;'. 

"(2)  Subparagraph  (C)  of  such  paragraph 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"'(C)  Service  performed  in  the  employ  of 
the  United  States  or  In  the  employ  of  any 
instrumentality  of  the  United  States,  If  such 
service  is  performed — 

"  ■(!)  as  the  President  or  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States  or  as  a  Member,  Delegate, 
or  Resident  Commissioner  of  or  to  the 
Congress; 

"'(li)    In  the  legislative  branch: 

"  '(ili)  In  a  penal  Institution  of  the  United 
States  by  an  inmate  thereof; 

"'(Iv)  by  any  individual  as  an  employee 
Included  under  section  2  of  the  Act  of  August 
4,  1947  (relating  to  certain  imems.  student 
nurses,  and  other  student  employees  of  hos- 
pitals of  the  Federal  Government;  5  U.  S.  C, 
sec.  1052); 

"'(v)  by  any  individual  as  an  employee 
serving  on  a  temporary  basis  in  case  of  fire, 
storm,  earthquake,  flood,  or  other  similar 
emercency;  or 

"  ■(  vl )  by  any  Individual  to  whom  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  Act  of  1930  does  not  ap- 
ply because  such  individual  is  subject  to 
another  retirement  system  (other  than  the 
retirement  system  of  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority);'. 

"(e)  The  paragraph  of  section  1426  (b)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Ccxle  herein  redesig- 
nated as  paragraph  (8)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"  (8)  (A)  Service  performed  in  the  employ 
of  a  religious,  charitable,  educational,  or 
other  organization  exempt  from  Income  tax 
under  section  101  (6).  other  than  service 
performed  by  a  duly  ordained,  commissioned, 
or  licensed  minister  of  a  church  in  the  exer- 
cise of  his  ministry  or  by  a  member  of  a 
religious  order  in  the  exercise  of  duties  re- 
quired by  such  order:  but  this  subparagraph 
shall  not  apply  to  service  performed  during 
the  period  for  which  a  certificate,  filed  pursu- 
ant to  subsection  (1)  (1),  is  in  effect,  if  such 
service  is  performed  by  an  employee  (I) 
whose  signature  appears  on  the  list  filed  by 
such  organization  under  such  subsection,  or 
(11)  who  became  an  employee  of  such 
organization  after  the  certificate  was  filed 
and  after  such  period  began; 

"  "(B)  Service  performed  In  the  employ  of 
a  religious,  charitable,  educational,  or  other 
organization  exempt  from  Income  tax  under 
section  101  (6),  by  a  duly  ordained,  com- 
missioned, or  licensed  minister  of  a  church 
In  the  exercise  of  his  ministry  or  by  a  mem- 
ber of  a  religious  order  in  tne  exercise  of 
duties  required  by  such  order;  but  this  sub- 
paragraph shall  not  apply  to  service  per- 
formed by  a  duly  ordained,  commissioned, 
or  licensed  minister  of  a  church  or  a  mem- 
ber of  a  religious  order,  other  than  a  mem- 
ber of  a  religious  order  who  has  taken  a  vow 
of  poverty  as  a  member  of  such  order,  during 
the  period  for  which  a  certificate,  filed  pursu- 
ant to  subsection  (1)  (2),  is  in  effect,  if  such 
service  is  performed  by  an  employee  (1) 
whose  signature  app>ears  on  the  list  filed  by 
such  organization  under  such  subsection,  or 
(11)  who  laecame  an  employee  of  such  organl- 
eation  after  the  certificate  was  filed  and  after 
euch  period  began; '.*• 
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On  page  119.  »t  the  beginning  of  line  9. 
to  strike  out  "(<)"  and  Insert  "(d)";  In  the 
•azne  line,  after  tbe  word  "Section"  to  strike 
out  "1426"  and  insert  "3121";  In  line  10,  after 
the  word  "Code"  to  Insert  "of  1954";  at  the 
beginning  of  line  14,  to  strllce  out  "(g)"  and 
Insert  "(e)";  In  the  same  line,  after  the 
word  "subsections"  to  strike  out  "(c),  (d), 
(e).and  (f)"  and  insert  "(c)  and  (d)";  after 
line  20,  to  insert: 

"AUKNinCBMT    RB.ATI1VO    TO    COLIAmOM    OT 
XlCPLOTnTAZ 

"SBC.  205.  Section  3102  (a)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  (3ode  of  1954  Is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sen- 
tence: 'An  employer  who  In  any  calendar 
quarter  pays  to  an  employee  cash  remunera- 
tion to  which  paragraph  (7)  (B)  or  (C),  (8) 
(B),  or  (10)  of  section  3121  (a)  Is  applicable 
may  deduct  an  amount  equivalent  to  such 
tax  from  any  such  payment  of  remuneration, 
even  though  at  the  time  of  payment  the  total 
amount  of  such  remuneration  paid  to  the 
employee  by  the  employer  in  the  calendar 
quarter  Is  less  than  $50'." 

On  page  120,  line  9,  after  the  word  "sec- 
tion" to  strike  out  "1426"  and  Insert  "3121"; 
In  line  10,  after  the  word  "Code"  to  Insert 
"of  1954";  after  line  16,  to  strike  out: 
"WAiviai    OF   Tax    e:ze3<ftion   bt    Nonprofit 

Organizationb  WrrH  Respxct  to  Ministehs 

IN  Thub  Employ 

"Sic.  207.  (a)  Paragraph  (1)  of  section 
1426  (1)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is 
amended  by  inserting  '(other  than  service 
performed  by  a  duly  ordained,  commissioned, 
or  licensed  minister  of  a  church  in  the  exer- 
cise of  his  ministry  or  by  a  member  of  s 
religious  order  In  the  exercise  of  duties  re- 
quired by  such  order)'  after  'service'  in  the 
first  sentence,  by  striking  out  'two-thirds  of 
Its  employees'  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof 
•two-thirds  of  its  employees  performing  serv- 
ice to  which  this  paragraph  Is  applicable'  In 
such  sentence,  and  by  deleting  so  much  of 
such  paragraphs  as  follows  the  ttrst  sentence. 

"(b)  Such  section  1426  (1)  is  amended  by 
redesignating  paragraphs  (2)  and  (3)  as 
paragraphs  (6)  and  (7),  respectively,  and  by 
adding  after  paragraph  (1)  the  foUowlng  new 
I>aragrapbs : 

"  '(3)  Waiver  of  EXEMpnoNS  in  the  case  of 
MINISTERS.  An  organization  exempt  from  in- 
come tax  under  section  101  (6)  may  file  a 
certificate  (in  such  form  and  manner,  and 
with  such  official,  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
regulations  made  under  this  subchapter) 
certifying  that  it  desires  to  have  the  Insvu-- 
ance  system  established  by  title  II  of  the 
Social  Seciu-ity  Act  extended  to  service  per- 
formed by  its  employees  who  are  duly  or- 
dained, conmiissioned.  or  licensed  ministers 
of  a  church  or  churches  and  perform  such 
service  in  the  exercise  of  their  ministry  or 
who  are  members  of  a  religious  order  or 
orders  (other  than  a  member  of  a  religious 
order  who  has  taken  a  vow  of  poverty  as  a 
member  of  such  order)  and  perform  such 
service  In  the  exercise  of  duties  required  by 
such  order  or  orders,  and  that  at  least  two- 
thirds  of  such  employees  concur  in  the  filing 
of  the  certificate.  Notwithstanding  the  pre- 
ceding sentence  of  this  paragraph,  a  certifi- 
cate may  not  be  filed  by  an  organization 
pursuant  to  such  sentence  unless  (A)  such 
organization  does  not  have  any  employees 
with  respect  to  whom  a  certificate  may  be 
filed  pursuant  to  paragraph  (1),  or  (B)  such 
organization  has  filed  a  certificate  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (1)  with  respect  to  such  em- 
ployees. * 

"'(3)  List  to  accompant  certificate.  A 
certificate  may  be  filed  pursuant  to  para- 
graph (1)  or  paragraph  (2)  only  if  it  is  ac- 
companied by  a  list  containing  the  signature, 
address,  and  social  security  account  number 
(if  any)  of  each  employee  who  conciu^  In 
the  filing  of  the  certificate.  Such  list  may 
be  amended  at  any  time  by  filing  with  the 
prescribed  official  a  supplemental  list  or  list* 


containing  the  slgnatiire,  address,  and  social 
security  account  niunber  (if  any)  of  each 
additional  employee  who  concurs  in  the  flliiig 
of  the  certiflcate.  The  list  and  any  supple- 
mental list  shall  be  filed  in  such  form  and 
manner  as  may  be  prescribed  by  regulatiotis 
made  under  this  subchapter. 

"'(4)  Eftectivx  period  of  WAIVZS.  A 
certificate  filed  pursuant  to  paragraph  (1) 
or  paragraph  (2)  shall  be  in  effect  (for  the 
purposes  of  subsection  (b)  (8)  of  this  sec- 
tion and  for  the  purposes  of  section  210  (a) 
(8)  of  the  Social  Security  Act)  — 

"'(A)  In  the  case  of  a  certificate  filed 
piirsuant  to  paragraph  (1),  for  the  period 
beginning  with  the  fii-st  day  of  the  calendar 
quarter  in  which  such  certiflcate  is  filed  or 
the  first  day  of  the  succeeding  calendar  quar- 
ter, as  may  be  specified  in  the  certiflcate;  or 

"  '(B)  in  the  case  of  a  certificate  filed  pur- 
suant to  paragraph  (2) ,  for  the  period  begin- 
ning with  the  first  day  of  whichever  of  the 
following  calendar  quarters  may  be  specified 
in  the  certiflcate;  (i)  the  quarter  In  which 
such  certificate  is  filed,  or  (11)  the  succeeding 
quarter,  or  (ill)  if  the  certificate  is  filed  dur- 
ing the  calendar  year  1955,  any  quarter  in 
such  year  prior  to  the  quarter  In  which  It 
Is  filed; 

except    that,    in    the    case    of    service    per- 
formed by  an  individual  whose  name  appears 
on  a  supplemental  list  filed  after  the  first 
month  following  the  first  calendar  quarter 
for  which  the  certiflcate  is  in  effect  (as  deter- 
mined    under     subparagraph     (A)     or     (B), 
whichever    is    applicable)     or    following    tte 
calendar  quarter  in  which  the  certificate  was 
filed,  whichever  is  later,  and  to  whom  sub- 
paragraph (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)    (S) 
of   this   section   would   otherwise   apply,    tbe 
•  certificate  shall  be  in  effect,  for  purposes  of 
such  subsection    (b)    (8)    and  for  purposes 
of  section  210  (a)    (8)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  only  with  respect  to  service  performed 
by  such  individual  after  the  calendar  quar- 
ter in  which  such  supplemental  list  is  filed. 
"  '(5)    Termination    or    waiver    period    st 
organization.    The  period  for  which  a  certifi- 
cate filed  pursuant  to  paragraph  (1)  of  this 
subsection  is  effective  may  be  terminated  by 
the  organization,  effective   at   the   end   of   a 
calendar    quarter,    upon    giving    two    years' 
advance  notice  in  writing,  but  only  if.  at  the 
time  of  the  receipt  of  such  notice,  the  certifi- 
cate has  been  in  effect  for  a  period  of  not 
less  than  eight  years  and  only  if  such  notice 
applies   also   to   the   period   for   which    the 
certiflcate,  if  any,  filed  by  such  organization 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (2)   Is  effective.     The 
period  for  which  a  certificate  filed  pursuant 
to   paragraph    (2)    is   effective   may   also   be 
terminated  by  the  organization,  effective  at 
the  end  of  a  calendar  quarter,  upon  giving  two 
years'  advance  notice  m  writing,  but  only  if. 
at  the  time  of  the  receipt  of  such  notice,  the 
certificate  has  been  in  effect  for  a  period  of 
not   less   than   eight    years.     The    notice    of 
termination  may  be  revoked  by  the  organiza- 
tion by  giving,  prior  to  the  close  of  the  calen- 
dar quarter  specified  la  the  notice  of  termi- 
nation, a  written  notice  of  such  revocation. 
Notice  of  termination  or  revocation  thereof 
shall  be  filed  in  such  form  and  manner,  and 
with  such  official,  as  may  be  prescribed   by 
regulations  made  under  this  subchapter.' 

"(c)  The  paragraph  of  such  section  1426 
(1)  herein  redesignated  as  paragraph  (6)  1b 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  sentence:  'If  the  period  cov- 
ered by  a  certificate  filed  pursuant  to  para- 
graph (1)  of  this  sub.section  is  terminated 
under  this  paragraph,  the  period  covered  by 
the  certificate,  if  any,  filed  by  the  same 
organization  ptu-suant  to  paragraph  ( 2 )  shall 
also  be  terminated  at  the  same  time.' 

"(d)  The  paragraph  of  such  section  1426 
(1)  herein  redesignated  as  paragraph  (7)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

"  '(7)  No  RENEWAL  OP  WAIVER.  In  the  event 
the  period  covered  by  a  certiflcate  filed  pur. 
suant  to  paragraph  (1>  or  (2)  of  this  sub. 


section  is  terminated  by  the  organisation, 
no  certiflcate  may  again  be  filed  by  such 
organization  pursuant  to  such  paragraph.' 

"(e)  The  amendments  made  by  this  sec- 
tion shall  become  effective  January  1,  1955. 
Nothing  In  this  section  shall  be  construed  as 
affecting  the  validity  of  any  certiflcate  filed 
prior  to  January  1.  1955,  under  section  1426 
(1)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code.  If  a 
certificate  filed  during  the  calendar  year  1955 
pursuant  to  section  1426  (1)  (2)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  is  in  effect  for  any 
calendar  quarter  In  1955  which  precedes  the 
quarter  during  which  the  certificate  was  filed, 
the  return  and  payment  of  the  taxes  for  any 
such  preceding  calendar  quarter  with  respect 
to  service  which  constitutes  employment  by 
reason  of  the  filing  of  such  certificate  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  timely  made  if  made  on  or 
before  the  last  day  of  the  first  month  fol- 
lowing the  calendar  quarter  in  which  the 
certiflcate  is  filed," 

On  page  126.  line  10.  to  change  the  section 
number   from    '■2C8-    to   "20V;    In    the   same 
line,  after  the  word  "Section"  to  strike  out 
"480"  and  Insert  "1401";  In  line  11,  after  the 
word  "Code"  to  insert  "of  1954";  at  the  be- 
ginning of  line  12,  to  strike  out  "(5)"  and 
insert  "(4)";  at  the  beginning  of  line  13.  to 
strike  out  "(5)    In"  and   Insert  "(4)    in";    In 
line  15.  after  "S'*  "  to  strike  out  "per  centum"; 
and  Insert  "percent";   in  line  17,  after  the 
word  "taxable"  to  strike  out  "year."  and  in- 
sert "year;":  at  the  beginning  of  line  18.  to 
ttrike  out   "(6)    In"  and   Insert   "(5)    lo";    In 
line  20.  after  the  numeral  "6"  to  strike  out 
"per  centum"  and  Insert  "percent";  lo  line 
22.  after  the  word  "Section"  to  strike  out 
"1400"  and  Insert  "3101";  at  the  beginning  of 
line  23,  to  Insert  "of  1954".   In  the  same  line, 
afier    the    word    "paragraph"    to    strike    out 
"(C)"  and  insert  "(4)";  at  the  beginning  of 
line  25  to  strike  out  "(6)    With"  and  Insert 
"(4)    with";  on  page  27,  line  2,  after  "S'j" 
to  strike  out  "per  centum  '  and  Insert  "per- 
cent  ;    at   the  beginning  of   line  3.   to  strike 
out   "(7)    With"   and   Insert   "(5)    with";    in 
line  4.  after  the  numeral  "4"  to  strike  out 
"per  centum"  and  Insert  "percent";  ia  line 
6.    after   the    word    "Secticn"    to   strike    out 
"1410"   and    Insert   "3111";    at   the   beginning 
of   line   7   to   insert    "of    1954";    In    the   same 
line,    after   the    word    "par-ipraph"    to    Strike 
out  "J  6 )  "  and  Insert  "  ( 4  >  ".  at  the  beginning 
of  line  9.  to  strike  out  "(6)  With"  and  Insert 
"(4)   with";  in  line  11.  after  "3!^"  to  strike 
out  "per  centum"  and   insert  "percent}":    at 
the  beginning  of  line   12.  lo  strike  out  "(7) 
With"  and  insert  "(5»  with";  in  line  13,  after 
the  numeral  "4"  to  .strike  out  "per  centum" 
and   Insert  "percent";    in   line   15,   after   the 
word    "of"    to    strike    out    "American    Em- 
ployer" and   insert   "Dome.'tic  CorporaUon"; 
in  line  17.  to  change  the  section  number  from 
"2'j9"   to  "208";    In   the   tame   line,   after   the 
word  "Section"  to  strike  out  "1426"  and  In- 
sert "3121";  In  line  18.  after  the  word  "Code" 
to  insert  "of  1J54".  at  the  beginning  ol  line 
20.   to  strike  out   "(mj"   and   insert   "»!)"• 
on  page   128,  line  7.  after  the  word  "para- 
graph" to  strike  out  "(7»"  and  insert  '-(S)": 
in  line  12.  after  t!ie  word  "tlie"  to  strike  out 
"terms"  an-J  Insert  "term";  at  the  begliininn- 
of  hne  13.  strike  cut  "respectively.";  In  line 
14.   after  the  words  "in   the"   to  strike  out 
"employ    r      the    domestic    corporation"    and 
Insert  "United  States";    in   .ine  17.  aftef  the 
word  "conditions"  to  strike  out  "In  the  case 
of    and  Insert  "with  respect  to";  in  line  21, 
after  the  word  "who"  to  insert  "onor*-   in 
the  same  line,   after  the  word   "agreement" 
to  strike  out  "become"  and  Insert  "are"-   in 
line  25.  after  "(A)"  to  strike  out  "That"  and 
insert  "that";  on  page  129.  line  2.  after  the 
word  "Secretary"  to  In.sert  'or  his  dele-^st-"- 
:n  line  4.  after  the  word  "sections"  to  "strike 
out  '-HOO  and   1410.  Including  Interest  and 
penalties,  if  the  services  of  employees  covered 
by  the  agreement   had  constituted   employ- 
ment as  defined  in  section  1426"  and  Insert 
"3101  and  3111  (including  amounts  equiva- 
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lent  to  the  Interest,  additions  to  the  taxes, 
additional  amounts,  and  penalties  which 
would  be  applicable)   with  respect  to  the 

remuneration  which  would  oe  wages  if  the 
services  covered  by  the  agreement  constituted 
employment  as  defined  in  tills  section";  In 
line  14,  after  "(B)"  to  strike  out  "That"  and 
insert  "that";  in  line  16.  ;ifter  the  word 
"Secretary"  to  insert  "or  his  delegate ';  in 
line  17,  after  yie  word  "thU"  to  strike  out 
•subsection."  ";  and  Insert  "subsection.";  on 
page  131.  line  1.  after  the  wcrd  "foreign"  to 
strike  out  subsidiary"  and  Insert  "corpora- 
tion"; in  line  3,  after  the  word  "the?"  to 
strike  out  "domestic"  and  insert  "foreign"; 
In  line  4.  after  the  word  "quarter"  to  strike 
out  "owns  50  per  centum  or  less  of  the  voting 
stock  of  such  subsidiary"  an<i  Insert  "ceases 
to  be  a  foreign  subsidiary  as  defined  In  para- 
graph "(8)";  on  page  132.  line  1,  after  the 
word  "entirety"  to  Insert  "(Ai  by  a  notice  of 
termination  filed  by  the  domestic  corpora- 
tion pursuant  to  paragraph  (3).  or  (B)  by  a 
notice  of  termination  given  ty  the  Secretary 
or  his  delegate  pursuant  to  paragraph  (4)."; 
in  line  6,  after  the  word  "to"  to  strike  out 
"such  paragraph"  and  lns«'rt  "paragraph 
(1)";  in  line  8,  after  the  woid  "any"  to  In- 
sert "foreign":  In  line  11.  after  the  word 
•Fund",  to  strike  out  "All  amounts  received 
by  the  Secretary  pursuant  t(  an  agreement 
entered  Into  under  paragrajih  (1)  of  this 
Eut>sectlon  shall  be  regarded  for  purposes  of 
rection  201  of  the  Social  Security  Act  as 
taxes  collected  pursuant  toth.s  subchapter."; 
."ind  Insert  "For  purposes  of  section  201  of 
the  Social  Security  Act.  relatli.g  to  appropria- 
tif)ns  to  the  Federal  Old-Age  and  Survivors 
Insurance  Trust  Fund,  such  remuneration — 

"  ■(  A  )  paid  for  services  covered  by  an  agree- 
ment entered  Into  pursuant  to  paragraph  ( 1) 
as  wouli  be  wages  if  'he  serv  ces  constituted 
employment,  and 

"(Bt  as  is  reported  to  the  Secretary  or 
his  delegate  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
such  agreement  or  of  the  regulations  Issued 
under  this  subsection,  shall  be  considered 
wages  subject  to  the  taxes  in  posed  by  this 
chapter.'  " 

On  page  133.  line  12.  after  tne  word  "Secre- 
tary" to  Insert  "or  his  delegfte";  in  line  24. 
after  "(A)"  to  strike  out  "A"  and  Insert  "a"; 
on  page  134.  at  ihe  beginning  of  line  1.  to 
Strike  out  "per  centum"  ard  insert  "p>er- 
cent";  in  line  3.  after  "(B»  '  to  strike  out 
"A"  and  insert  "a";  in  line  6.  after  the  word 
"paragraph"  to  strike  out  "A).""  and  in- 
sert "(A)";  after  line  6.  to  Insert: 

"■(9)  Domestic  corporatkin  as  separate 
FNTiTY  — Each  domestic  cori>oratlon  which 
enters  Into  an  agreement  pu"suant  to  para- 
graph (1)  of  this  subsection  shall,  for  pur- 
poses of  this  subsection  and  feet  Ion  6413  (c) 
(2)  (C).  relating  to  special  refunds  In  the 
cfise  of  employees  of  certain  lorelgn  corpora- 
tions, be  considered  an  emp.oyer  In  Its  ca- 
pacity as  a  party  to  such  agreement  separate 
and  distinct  from  Its  Identity  as  a  person 
employing  Individuals  on  Its  own  account.'  " 

At  the  beginning  of  line  16.  to  strike  out 
"Ol"  and  Insert  "(10)";  In  line  17.  after  the 
Word  "Secretary  •  to  Insert  "or  his  delegate"; 
in  line  22.  after  the  word  "employers"  to 
strike  out  "pursuant  to  subchapter  A  or  E 
of  chapter  9  of  this  title"  a  id  insert  "pur- 
suant to  this  title  with  respect  to  the  taxes 
Imposed  by  this  chapter";  on  page  135,  after 
line  3.  to  strike  out : 

"Sec.  210.  Section  23  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code  (relating  to  deductions  from  gross 
Income)  is  amended  by  inserting  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

"■(gg)  Payments  With  Bespect  to  Em- 
ployees OF  Certain  Foreign  Corporations. 
In  the  case  of  a  domestic  corporation, 
amounts  (to  the  extent  net  compensated 
for)  paid  or  Incurred  pursuant  to  an  agree- 
ment entered  Into  under  se:tlon  1426  (m) 
With  respect  to  services  performed  by  United 
States  citizens  employed  by  foreign  sub- 
sidiary corporations.    Any  re  mbursement  of 


any  amount  previously  allowed  as  a  deduc- 
tion for  income  tax  purposes  under  this  sub- 
section shall  be  included  In  gross  Income 
for  the  taxable  year  in  which  received.' " 
On  page  135.  after  line  16.  to  Insert: 
••Sec.  209.  (a)  The  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954  is  amended  by  inserting  after  section 
175  thereof  the  following  new  section: 

"'SEC.     176.    payments    WITH    RESPECT    TO    EM- 
PLOYEES OF  CERTAIN  FOREIGN  CORPORATIONS. 

■'  "In  the  case  of  a  domestic  corp>oration, 
there  shall  be  allowed  as  a  deduction 
amounts  (to  the  extent  not  compensated 
for)  paid  or  Incurred  pursuant  to  an  agree- 
ment entered  Into  under  section  3121  (1) 
with  respect  to  services  performed  by  United 
States  citizens  employed  by  foreign  sub- 
sidiary corporations.  Any  reimbursement  of 
any  amount  previously  allowed  as  a  deduc- 
tion under  this  section  shall  be  Included  in 
gross  Income  for  the  taxable  year  In  which 
received." 

"(b)  The  table  of  sections  to  part  VI  of 
subchapter  B  of  chapter  1  of  subtitle  A  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following: 

"  'Sec.    176.  Papmrnts    with    rexpect    to    em- 
ployees of  certain  foreign  corporations.'  " 

On  page  136.  line  15.  after  "September  30" 
to  strike  out  "1955"  and  insert  "1956";  on 
page  137.  line  5.  after  "(a)"  to  strike  out 
"and  (2)"  and  insert  "(2)  by  striking  out 
such  clause'  In  paragraph  ( 1 )  and  Inserting 
'such  subsection'  in  lieu  thereof,  and  (3)"; 
on  page  138.  line  1,  after  the  word  "after  "  to 
strike  out  "the  month  following  the  month 
In  which  this  Act  Is  enacted"  and  Insert 
"August  1954";  In  line  4.  after  the  word  "to" 
to  strike  out  "fifth  month  before  the  month 
in  which  this  Act  is  enacted"  and  insert 
"February  1954";  in  line  12.  after  the  word 
"of"  to  strike  out  "seventy-five"  and  insert 
"seventy-two":  on  page  139.  line  4.  after  the 
word  "Code"  to  Insert  "of  1939.  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  ",  and  in  line  8.  after 
the  word  "this"  to  strike  out  "Act.  and 
references  in  the  Social  Security  Act.  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937.  as  amended, 
or  any  other  law  of  the  United  States  to  any 
section  or  subdivision  of  a  section  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  redesignated  by  this 
Act.",  and  insert  "Act". 

Mr.  THYE,  Mr,  President.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  junior  Senator  from 
Colorado  a  question  about  offshore  sea- 
.sonal  workers,  such  as  might  be  brought 
in  from  the  islands,  who  would  be  en- 
gaged in  the  hairesting  of  vegetables 
and  fruit,  and  canning  crops  of  various 
kinds.  I  did  not  note  any  particular 
reference  to  them.  I  noted  that  the 
Mexican  worker  was  excluded. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  He  is  excluded  be- 
cause we  operate  under  an  agreement 
with  Mexico.  Questions  have  been 
raised  whether  we  should  have  similar 
arrangements  with  other  countries. 

Mr.  THYE.  That  is  correct.  The 
question  has  also  been  raised  with  me. 
But.  assuming  that  an  offshore  worker 
worked  5  months  one  season,  then  worked 
4  months  another  year,  and  then  did 
not  return  to  the  United  States,  how 
would  such  an  account  be  handled  and 
at  what  time  would  the  records  be  closed 
on  such  an  account?  It  poses  a  very 
serious  problem  from  the  standpoint  of 
administrative  function,  and  also  for  the 
employer  of  such  seasonal  workers. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Fiscally,  the  money 
received  from  that  source  would  go  into 
a  trust  fund.  The  Senator  understands 
that  any  excess  of  collections  over  what 


Is  paid  out  goes  into  a  so-called  trust 
fund.  f 

Mr.  THYE.     Yes. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  do  not  like  to  call 
It  a  trust  fund,  but  that  is  the  only  name 
I  can  think  of. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  question,  however.  Is 
this:  Suppose  I  were  the  employer,  and 
I  brought  someone  in  and  employed  him 
for  a  period  of  5  months  in  the  calendar 
year  1954,  then  I  employed  the  same 
person  for  4  months  in  1955,  and  then 
I  did  not  employ  him  for  some  time.  In 
the  event  that  person  made  application 
and  was  of  suflBcient  age  and  was  quali- 
fied to  receive  retirement  pay,  how 
would  such  an  account  be  handled? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Is  the  Senator  dis- 
cussing the  present  law? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  discussing  the  pro- 
visions in  this  new  bill.  H.  R.  9766. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Under  the  circum- 
stances which  the  Senator  has  described, 
the  worker  would  not  be  qualified  for 
benefits. 

Mr.  THYE,     He  would  not  be? 

Mr,  MILLIKIN.    No. 

Mr.  THYE.     Why? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Because  he  had  not 
worked  long  enough  to  get  on  the  rolls. 

Mr.  THYE.  However,  if  a  person 
worked  3  months  in  a  quarter,  that  would 
be  1  quarter's  coverage,  and  he  would 
then  be  eligible,  would  he  not? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  He  would  not  be  eli- 
gible. He  would  be  on  the  roll,  but  it 
would  depend  upon  the  future  history 
of  that  worker  whether  he  would  finally 
become  eligible  for  benefits. 

Mr.  THYE.  That  is  what  I  am  try- 
ing to  establish.  The  question  does  not 
pertain  to  me.  I  used  myself  as  an  * 
example.  I  am  trying  to  establish  a 
record  that  would  guide  the  person  who 
was  bringing  in  offshore  workers  who 
work  in  the  harvesting  of  apples,  and 
who  work  in  the  harvesting  of  vegetables 
all  along  the  eastern  coast  and  also  in 
Minnesota  and  on  the  west  coast.  I  am 
trying  to  bring  out  some  information 
that  will  make  it  crystal  clear  to  a  com- 
pany which  is  engaged  in  the  canning 
of  peas  or  sweet  corn  or  any  other  type 
of  vegetable,  how  the  account  is  to  be 
handled  if  the  company  employs  a  person 
for  4  or  5  months  a  year  over  a  period 
of  years.  If  the  worker  is  employed 
more  than  60  days  in  a  quarter,  the  tax 
payment  has  to  be  made.  Is  that  not 
correct? 

Mr,  MILLIKIN.  Yes;  but  I  think  the 
problem  the  Senator  is  posing  is  a  book- 
keeping problem.  The  employer  has  to 
keep  track  of  the  employees,  he  has  to 
keep  track  of  what  he  pays  his  em- 
ployees, and  *he  has  certain  accounta- 
bility to  make  to  the  Government.  If 
the  Senator  wants  me  to  draw  a  graph 
with  columns  in  the  ledger,  and  so  forth, 
I  do  not  feel  qualified  to  do  it. 

Mr.  THYE.     No. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  think  once  we  give 
the  direction  of  what  the  obligations  are, 
the  employer  will  set  up  the  necessary 
bookkeeping  system. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota does  not  want  the  able  and  dis- 
tinguished chairman  to  draw  any  graphs. 
He  has  enough  problems  without  getting 
down  to  that  detail.    The  question  I 
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want  to  have  made  clear  is.  In  the  first 
place,  what  responsibility  the  Govem. 
ment  has  to  the  type  of  workers  who 
come  into  the  United  States  seasonally 
from  an  Island  which  may  be  iinder 
British  control,  who  are  British  subjects, 
not  American  citizens,  and  who  do 
seasonal  work  in  the  United  States  for 
a  period  of  10  years,  working  4  or  5 
months  of  each  year.  Are  social-security 
benefits  provided  for  that  kind  of  worker 
10  years  later? 

Mr.  MTTTiTKTN.  The  Senator  has 
mentioned  10  years.  Assuming  the 
period  Is  10  years  and  aA«niTning  the  other 
things  he  has  mentioned,  the  worker 
would  be  qualified  to  receive  benefits 
under  the  social-security  system. 

Mr.  THYK  If  he  was  a  British  sub- 
ject who  came  into  the  United  States 
and  was  employed  by  American  em- 
ployers, even  though  he  did  not  become 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States  but  still 
remained  a  British  subject,  could  he  live 
on  a  British-controlled  island  and  draw 
old-age  and  survivor's  insurance  or 
retirement  from  the  United  States 
Treasury? 

Mr.  Mni.TKTN.  That  is  the  way  it  is. 
There  has  been  considerable  complaint 
about  it.  I  think  before  it  can  be 
changed,  there  will  have  to  be  some  con- 
ferences with  the  foreign  countries  which 
are  affected. 

Mr.  BUSH.  The  protection  will  have 
been  paid  for. 

Mr.  Mn.T,TKTN.  Yes,  he  has  paid  for 
his  protection. 

Mr.  THYE.  However,  I  bring  this 
thought  up:  The  employer  will  have 
made  a  certain  payment  and  the  em- 
ployee will  have  made  a  certain  pajnnent 
to  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  Mnj.TKTN.  They  have  both  paid, 
so  that,  in  a  sense,  balances  the  accounts, 
but  not  completely.  I  think  an  addi- 
tional element  should  be  considered. 
This  system  provides  certain  benefits 
which  the  Government  intends,  as  a 
matter  of  policy,  to  accrue  to  the  bene- 
ficiaries under  the  system.  Whether 
those  extras  were  intended  to  benefit 
citizens  of  other  countries  is  another 
question,  and  it  is  a  large  question.  It  is 
something  we  have  handled  in  the  case 
of  workers  from  Mexico.  We  may  have 
to  handle  it  in  the  case  of  workers  from 
other  countries.  It  ought  not  to  be  done 
In  a  scattershot  method  on  the  Senate 
floor. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Mr.  President   win 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MnT.TKTN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  The  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland]  and  I 
have  an  amendment  proposed  to  be 
offered  by  us  to  the  bill,  which  will  elimi- 
nate coverage  of  workers  from  Jamaica 
Bahamas,  and  the  British  West  Indies 
who  are  brought  into  our  State  every 
year  on  a  temporary  basis  for  a  period 
of  3  to  4  months  to  perform  agricultural 
lEbor.  In  these  instances,  the  Depart- 
ment of  Labor  certifies  that  there  is  a 
shortage  of  domestic  labor  in  Florida 
for  that  purpose,  and  employers  in  Flor- 
ida get  them  to  come  into  the  State  and 
send  them  back  when  they  have  finished 
their  work.  It  was  our  feeling  that  they 
should  not  be  covered  by  the  Social  Se- 
curity  Act    We    have    therefore   pre- 
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pared  an  amendment  to  be  offered  at  the 
proper  time,  the  purpose  of  which  is  to 
eliminate  from  such  coverage  this  class 
of  agricultural  workers  who  come  into 
Florida  from  Jamaica,  Bahamas,  and  the 
British  West  Indies. 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKIN.  Is  the  amendment 
limited  to  the  British  West  Indies? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     It  is. 

Mr.  MHiLIKIN.  I  hope  the  Senator 
Will  offer  the  amendment.  Personally,  I 
should  be  willing  to  take  it  to  confer- 
ence. I  think  we  should  be  very  careful 
tonight  not  to  shoot  with  buckshot,  be- 
cause many  nations  may  be  involved, 
and  we  do  not  know  what  our  arrange- 
ments are  with  them.  We  have  had  no 
hearings  on  the  proposal.  I  recognize 
the  problem  which  the  Senator  raises. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  reason  I  was  endeav- 
oring to  get  this  question  clarified  by 
the  colloquy  or  discussion  is  primarily 
that  the  question  has  been  raised  with 
me  that  an  American  citizen  employ- 
ing Mexicans  is  exempt  from  paying  the 
tax  on  the  wages  of  the  Mexican  worker 
while  the  citizen  who  brings  in  workers 
from  the  West  Indies  immediately  has 
to  pay  a  tax.  If  a  man  employing  Mex- 
ican workers  has  the  advantage  of  not 
paying  a  tax,  he  would  naturally  dis- 
criminate against  American  citizens  who 
are  seeking  employment,  on  whose  wages 
he  would  have  to  pay  a  tax. 

These  are  questions  which  I  think  we 
should  try  to  have  made  clear. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  understand  the 
Senator's  suggestions  and  thoughts 
There  is  a  great  deal  to  what  he  says 
As  I  understand,  the  amendments,  which 
the  Senator  from  Florida  is  about  to 
propose,  are  limited  in  area.  I  have  re- 
ceived some  information  from  the  st^ 
I  cannot  say  exactly,  but  so  far  as  the 
British  are  concerned  I  understand 
there  would  be  no  objection.  That  is 
something  that  ought  to  be  looked  into 
by  the  State  Department  before  we  final- 
ize that  kind  of  legislation  and  make  it 
universal. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield,  so  that 
I  may  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
primarily  for  the  purpose  of  proposing 
a  unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  WiU  the  Senator 
Withhold  his  request  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Certainly. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Why  does  not  the 
Senator  from  Florida  offer  his  amend- 
ments, while  the  going  is  good,  so  to 
speak? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  my  distinguished  senior  colleague 
[Mr.  Holland]  and  myself,  I  offer  two 
amendments  to  the  pending  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  fMr 
Reynolds  in  the  chair) .  The  Secretary 
will  state  the  amendments.  ^ 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  3,  in 
line  18,  beginning  with  the  word 
"workers",  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
all  down  to  and  including  Une  20,  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

(i)  workers  under  contracts  entered  Into 
In  accordance  with  title  V  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  or  1949,  as  amended,  or  (il)  law- 
fully admitted  to  the  United  States  from 
the  Bahamas.  Jamaica,  and  the  British  We3t 
Indies  on  a  temporary  basU  to  perform 
agricultural  labor. 


On  page  115,  line  10.  beginning  with 
the  word  "workers",  strike  out  all  down 
to  and  including  line  12  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  the  following: 

(1)  workers  under  contracts  entered  Into 
In  accordance  with  title  V  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1949.  as  amended  (65  Stfct.  119; 
7  U.  S.  C.  1461-1468) ,  or  (11)  lawfully  admitted 
to  tlie  United  Slates  from  the  Bathamas. 
Jamaica,  and  the  British  West  Indies  on  a 
temporary  basis  to  perform  agricultural 
labor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments ofTered  by  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  direct  a  question  to  the  able 
chairman  of  the  committee  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  amendments.  Why 
could  we  not  apply  amendments  of  that 
kind  to  all  offshore  workers? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  It  may  be  that  It 
could  be  done,  but  I  believe  the  subject 
should  be  reviewed  in  committee,  and  it 
should  be  reviewed  by  the  State  De- 
partment, so  that  we  may  avoid  setting 
up  what  might  well  be  an  irritation  in 
our  relation  with  other  countries.. 

Mr.  THYE.  A.ssuming  the  amend- 
ments are  agreed  to  and  that  they  apply 
only  to  the  West  Indies,  employers  who 
get  offshore  workers  from  other  areas 
will  say  to  those  who  represent  them, 
"Why  did  you  not  do  for  us  what  the 
Senators  from  Florida  did  with  respect 
to  workers  who  come  from  the  West 
Indies?" 

We  who  represent  other  States  would 
be  faced  with  that  kind  of  question. 
That  is  what  would  be  asked  if  we  were 
to  permit  something  to  happen  with  re- 
spect to  offshore  workers  that  is  bene- 
ficial to  one  State  but  not  to  other  States. 
Therefore,  I  may  well  be  faced  with 
that  kind  of  question.  It  does  not  seem 
fair  or  just  to  the  employer  in  one  area 
not  to  be  able  to  bring  in  workers  from 
some  offshore  islands  while  employers  in 
other  States  get  the  benefit  of  employ- 
mg  workers  from  the  West  Indies.  That 
poses  a  problem. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  do  not  represent 
that  what  I  am  about  to  say  i$  100 
percent  accurate,  but  I  have  received 
some  information  to  the  effect  that  the 
British  have  no  objection  to  such  agree- 
ments. The  Senator's  problem  is  to  find 
out— and  I  hope  to  find  out  for  him 
although  I  cannot  do  it  tonight— whether 
or  not  the  people  of  the  particular  off- 
shore countries  from  which  his  constitu- 
ents get  their  labor  will  be  resentful  if 
the  same  procedure  is  applied  with  re- 
spect to  their  people. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  THYE.  I  should  like  to  press  that 
thought  a  little  further.  Has  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  any  knowledge  that 
any  of  the  countries  now  involved  would 
object  If  we  were  to  deny  them  this 
coverage? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  do  not:  but  I  do 
not  believe  we  should  proceed  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  thought  perhaps  the 
chairman  and  his  committee  had  studied 
the  subject  sufficiently  so  that  he  would 
have  information  relative  to  other  is- 


19  5  U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14393 


lands,  to  the  same  extent  that  he  has 
information  with  reference  to  Mexico 
and  the  West  Indies. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  This  question  arises 
for  the  first  time  on  tne  floor.  The 
chairman,  after  discussing  the  matter 
with  the  staff  of  the  committee,  has 
learned  about  the  Briti.sh  situation.  I 
can  well  understand  how  this  situation 
would  put  some  Senators  somewhat  on 
a  spot,  but  I  do  not  thin):  we  can  avoid 
all  spots  that  might  in\olve  Senators. 
In  that  connection.  I  should  like  to  quote 
from  an  authority  whom  [  seldom  quote. 
President  Truman  u.sed  lo  say.  "If  you 
can't  .stand  the  heat,  stay  out  of  tlie 
kitchen." 

Mr.  THYE.  To  which  [  should  like  to 
add  that  if  a  person  cannot  stand  the 
heat  in  the  kitchen,  he  .should  either 
chanue  the  method  of  heating,  or  put  in 
a  different  heating  system.  I  propose 
to  examine  both  possibilities.  If  it  is 
po.-^sible  to  exempt  the  West  Indies.  I 
shall  try  to  bring  in  an  anendmcnt  that 
will  take  off  the  heat  with  respect  to 
some  other  areas  as  well. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  prcmi.-^e  the  Sen- 
ator that  at  the  next  .session  of  Congress, 
next  year,  we  will  gladly  hear  from  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  will  endeavor  to  draft 
an  amendment  and  have  it  on  the  Sen- 
ators   desk   tomorrow    morning. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  is  the  Senator's 
privilege.  I  hope  tomorrow  will  be  too 
late. 

Mr.  SMATHER.S.  I  may  not  know  my 
pecjjiaphy  very  well,  but  are  there  other 
areas  than  the  Briti.-^h  We.>^t  Indies. 
Jamaica,  the  Bahamas,  and  Mexico  from 
which  offshore  laborers  come  to  this 
country? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  will  enieavor  to  ac- 
quaint my.self  with  that  .Mtuation. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  believe  that  by 
working  out  contracts  wiich  have  al- 
ready been  worked  out  wi  h  Mexico  and 
by  adopting  a  provision  with  reference 
to  per.sons  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  rrom  Jamaica,  Bahamas, 
and  the  British  West  Indies  on  a  tem- 
porary basis  to  perform  agricultural 
labor,  we  will  have  included  practicaily 
all  the  labor  with  which  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  is  concerned. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  the 
problem  with  which  we  are  concerned 
in  our  State  is  met  by  employers  first 
obtaining  a  certificate  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  Labor  certifying  that  there  is 
a  shortage  of  domestic  lator  in  the  area 
and  asking  that  they  be  permitted  to 
bring  in  x  number  of  workers  from 
Jamaica.  Bahamas,  and  the  British  West 
Indies.  When  such  labor  is  brought  in 
they  cannot  remain  in  the  country  for 
more  than  3  or  4  months,  under  the  law, 
and  can  work  only  on  the  particular  job 
for  which  they  were  brought  into  the 
country.  They  do  not  become  transient 
workers  and  do  not  comp.He  with  other 
workers  in  our  State.  After  they  have 
completed  the  job  for  which  they  were 
brought  into  this  country,  they  must  re- 
turn to  their  own  countn'- 

Mr.  THYE.  Some  of  the  workers  who 
come  from  offshore  come  up  along  the 
Atlantic  coast  and  they  wind  up  picking 
apples  in  Virginia. 


Mr.  SMATHERS.  Those  are  not  the 
ones  which  would  come  under  the  pro- 
posed amendment  because  the  amend- 
ment is  applicable  only  to  those  cases 
where  a  certification  has  been  obtained 
from  the  Department  of  Labor  stating 
that  there  is  no  available  supply  of  do- 
mestic labor.  In  that  way  we  stop  them 
from  competing  with  domestic  labor  or 
from  becoming  transients. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  distinguished  Senator. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  am  very  apprecia- 
tive. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  now  going  to  pro- 
ceed to  see  whether  it  is  necessary  for  me 
to  make  requisition  for  a  ventilating 
system.  % 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  If  so,  you  will  find 
very  willing  workers,  if  you  find  the  an- 
swer in  time,   f 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Will  the  Senator 
now  yield  for  m«  purpose  of  a  quorum 
call  and  the  propounding  of  a  unani- 
mous-con.sent  agreement? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
I  Mr.  MILLIKIN  I  may  yield  for  that  pur- 
pose without  losing  the  privilege  of  the 
floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICE:^.  Without 
objection,  it  is  50  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  cleric  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  ^s  ."^o  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
send  to  the  desk  a  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  which  is  presented 
on  behalf  of  the  majority  leader  and  the 
minority  Reader. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  read  the  proposed  unani- 
mous-consent agreement. 

The  Lfgislaiive  Clerk.  The  pro- 
posed unanimous-consent  agreement 
reads  as  follows: 

O'dered.  That  durinc;  the  further  consid- 
eration of  H  R  9366.  to  amend  the  Social 
Security  Act  and  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
debate  on  any  amenciment  or  motion  (in- 
cludin?;  appeals)  shall  be  limited  to  not 
exceeding  30  minutes,  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled,  respectively,  by  the  mover 
of  any  such  amendment  or  motion  and  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  |Mr.  Millikin  )  in  the 
event  he  is  opposed  to  any  such  amendment 
or  motion;  otherwise,  by  the  mover  and  the 
minority  leader:  Provided.  That  no  amend- 
ment that  is  not  germane  to  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  the  said  bill  shall  be  received:  And 
proiHded  further.  That  debate  up>on  the  bill 
itself  shall  be  limited  to  not  exceeding  2 
hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled, 
respectively,  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
(Mr.  Millikin  I  and  the  Senator  from  Texas 
I  Mr.  Johnson]  . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  have  the 
amendments  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida  been  agreed  to? 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  They 
have  not  yet  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  should  like  to  offer  an 
amendment  if  they  have  been  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President.  I  call  up 
my  amendment  7-31-54-A.  which  I  send 
to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  At  the  end  of 
the  bill  it  is  proposed  to  add  a  new  sec- 
tion, as  follows: 

SERVICE  FOR  CERTAIN   EXEMPTION  0:?G«.NIZATIONS 
PRIOR    TO    ENACTMENT    OF    THIS    ACT 

Sec.  403.  In  any  case  in  which — 

(a)  an  individual  has  been  employed,  at 
any  time  subsequent  to  1950  and  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  act.  by  an  organiza- 
tion which  is  exempt  from  income  tax  under 
sec! ion  101  (6)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1939  but  which  has  failed  to  file  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  this  act  a  waiver  c»r- 
tifirnte  under  section  1426  (1)  (1)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1939; 

(b)  the  service  performed  by  such  Individ- 
ual as  an  employee  of  such  organization 
during  the  period  subsequent  to  1950  and 
j-riur  to  1935  would  have  constituted  em- 
pUyment  (as  defined  in  section  210  of  the 
S  )cial  Security  Act  and  section  1426  (b) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1939)  If 
such  organization  had  filed  prior  to  the 
performance  of  such  service  such  a  certificate 
accompanied  by  a  list  of  the  signatures  of 
employees  who  concurred  in  the  filing  of  such 
certificate  and  such  Individual's  signature 
had  appeared  on  such  list; 

(CI  the  taxes  imposed  by  sections  1400  and 
1410  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1939 
have  been  paid  with  respect  to  any  part  of 
the  remuneration  paid  to  such  Individual  by 
such  orijanizatlon  for  such  service; 

(d )  part  of  such  taxes  have  been  paid  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  this  act; 

(C)  so  much  of  such  taxes  as  have  been 
pa'd  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act 
have  been  paid  by  such  organization  in  good 
faith  and  upon  the  assumption  that  a 
waiver  certificate  had  been  filed  by  it  un- 
d?r  section  1426  (1)  (1)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1939:  and 

( f  I  no  refund  of  such  taxes  has  been  ob- 
tained, 

the  amount  cf  such  remuneration  with  re- 
spect to  which  such  taxes  have  been  paid 
shall,  upon  the  request  cf  such  individual 
(filed  in  such  form  and  manner,  and  with 
such  official,  as  may  be  prescribed  by  regula- 
tions made  under  subchapter  A  of  Chapter 
9  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  193d),  be 
deemed  to  constitute  remuneration  for  em- 
ploymeiit  as  defined  in  section  210  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  and  section  1426  (b)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1939. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.  IVES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  understand  this  is 
the  precise  amendment  submitted  to  our 
staff? 

Mr.  IVES.  This  is  the  identical 
amendment. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned— and  I  think  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Georgia  agrees  with 
the  amendment  in  principle — I  am  will- 
ing to  take  the  amendment  to  confer- 
ence. 
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The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  amendment  is  agreed 
to.      

Mr.  IVES.  Ifr.  President.  I  ask  unani. 
mous  consent  to  have  inserted  in  the 
Record  a  statement  concerning  the 
amendment. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RxcoKD.  as  follows: 

Statxmxnt  bt  Senator  Ivxs 

This  proposed  amendment  is  designed  to 
alleviate   the   serious   problem   confronting 
certain   charitable    Institutions   such    as    a 
nonprofit  corporation,  the  North  Shore  Hos- 
pital, in  my  own  State  of  New  York.     This 
amendment  would  provide  that  such  an  or- 
(ranlzatlon  could  file,  retroactively  to  the  year 
1951.  certain  certificates  required  by  the  Bu- 
reau of  Internal  Revenue  as  evidence  of  their 
waiver  of  immunity  from  the  social-security 
taxes  imposed  under  the  Federal  Insurance 
Contributions  Act,  if  the  failure  to  file  such 
certificates  was  merely  a  ministerial  or  clerl.. 
cal  omission  on  the  part  of  the  organlzatiOQ< 
and  If  part  of  the  taxes  imposed  by  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  have  been  paid  in  good 
faith  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  bill  and 
no  refund  of  such  taxes  has  been  obtained. 
I  am  advised  that  the  problem  which  this 
proposed  amendment  Is  designed  to  resolv» 
has  arisen  with  respect  to  several  other  sim- 
ilar institutions.    In  the  North  Shore  Hospi- 
tal case,  the  board  of  directors  of  the  hospital 
directed  that  the  necessary  steps  be  taken 
for  the  corporation  to  waive  its  Immiinity  to 
the  taxes  imposed  by  the  Federal  Insurance 
Contributions  Act  and  to  secwe  for  all  cor- 
poration employees  coverage  under  the  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  program,  estab- 
lished under  title  n  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  as  amended  in  January  1951.    Moreover, 
the  employees  of  the  hospital  at  that  time 
understood  that  the  corporation  had  waived 
Its  immunity  from  the  aforesaid  tax  and  they 
concurred  in  their  being  covered  by  the  in- 
•turance   program.     However,    this   concur- 
rence was  not  reduced  to  writing  on  Internal 
Revenue  Form  SS-16  (a)  solely  by  reason  of 
the  failure  on  the  part  of  the  then  adminis- 
trative officials  of  the  hospital  to  secure  their 
Signatures  on  said  form. 

During  the  period  from  January  1,  1951, 
to  October  1953,  the  officers,  directors,  and 
employees  ot  the  corporation  assumed  that 
the  necessary  documents  had  been  filed  and 
that  the  taxes  deducted  under  the  Federal 
Insurance  Contributions  Act  were  paid  In 
accordance  with  that  act. 

When  the  hospital  first  learned  that  there 
was  a  question  concerning  the  coverage  of 
Its  employees  in  the  fall  of  1953,  it  continued 
to  withhold  the  employees'  tax,  as  well  as 
the  employers'  tax,  and  deposited  the 
amount  so  withheld  in  a  special  trust  ac- 
count. The  hospital  has  made  every  effort 
to  resolve  this  serious  problem  adminis- 
tratively, but  has  been  unable  to  do  so. 

If  this  proposed  amendment  is  not  favor- 
ably considered,  many  employees  of  the  hos- 
pital will  lose  wage  credits  over  a  period  of 
about  3»4  years  and  the  hospital  will  have 
the  enormous  burden  and  expensive  obliga- 
tion of  locating  and  making  refunds  to  each 
individual  with  respect  to  whom  the  social- 
security  tax  had  been  paid  over  the  period 
beginning  on  January  1.  1951,  and  ending  on 
June  20,  1954.  Moreover.  I  am  advised  that 
this  loss  of  wage  credits  would  mean  for 
some  employees  the  difference  between  their 
qualifying  or  not  qualifying  for  benefits  un- 
der the  social -security  programi. 

Therefore,  I  urge  the  adoption  of  this  pro- 
posed amendment  to  H.  R.  9366  to  resolve 
the  serioxis  problem  confronting  the  North 
Shore  Hospital  and  other  like  insUtuUons 
which  may  be  simllarlly  affected. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  a 
series  of  amendments  which  are  some- 
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what  of  the  same  nature  as  that  oUered 
by  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Ives],  Probably  the 
principle  is  somewhat  in  reverse,  but 
they  also  involve  an  injustice  which 
should  be  corrected.  I  understand  that 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  is  willing 
to  take  the  amendments  to  conference. 
I  ask  that  the  amendments  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the' amendments. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  7,  line  13, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "or." 

On  page  7,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
all  on  line  15  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following:  "began,  or  (iii)  any  part 
of  whose  remuneration  for  such  serv'ce 
is  deemed  under  section  1426  (1)  (8)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  constitute 
remuneration  for  employment  for  the 
purposes  of  this  subsection;". 

On  page  8,  line  7,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "or." 

On  page  8,  it  Ls  proposed  to  strike  out 
all  on  line  9  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following:  "such  period  began,  or 
(iii)  any  part  of  whose  remuneration 
for  such  service  is  deemed  under  section 
1426  (1)  (8)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  to  constitute  remuneration  for 
employment  for  the  purposes  of  this 
subsection." 

On  page  104.  line  15,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "or." 

On  page  104.  line  17.  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "began;"  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following:  "began,  or  (iii) 
any  part  of  whose  remuneration  for  $uch 
service  Is  deemed  under  section  1426  d) 
(8)  to  constitute  remuneration  for  em- 
ployment for  the  purposes  of  this  sub- 
section." 

On  page  105.  line  8,  it  Is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "or." 

On  page  105,  line  10.  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "began;"  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following:  "began,  or  (ill) 
any  part  of  whose  remuneration  for 
such  service  is  deemed  under  section 
1426  (1)  (8)  to  constitute  remuneration 
for  employment  for  the  purposes  of  this 
subsection." 

On  page  111.  line  3,  it  is  proposed  to 
Insert  "(1)"  after  "(d)." 

On  page  111,  between  lines  10  and  11, 
It  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following: 

(2)  Section  1426  (1)  is  further  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
new  paragraph: 

"(8)  Individuals  who  failed  to  sign  list: 
Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  provlsionfi  of 
this  subsection,  in  any  case  in  which 

"(A)  an  individual  has  been  employed  by 
an  organization  which  has  filed  a  certificate 
under  this  subsection  waiving  its  exemp- 
tion from  income  tax  under  section  101  (6) ; 

"(B)  the  service  performed  by  such  Indi- 
vidual during  the  time  he  was  so  employed 
would  have  constituted  employment  (as  de- 
fined in  sec.  210  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
and  sec.  1426  (b) )  if  such  individual's  signa- 
tiu-e  had  appeared  on  the  list  of  signatures 
of  employees  who  concurred  in  the  filing  of 
such  certificate; 

"(C)  the  taxes  Imposed  by  sections  1400 
and  1410  have  been  paid  with  respect  to  any 
part  of  the  remuneration  paid  to  such  indi- 
vidual by  such  organization  for  such  service- 
and 

"(D)  no  refund  of  such  taxes  has  been  ob- 
tained. 

the  amount  of  such  remuneration  with  re- 
spect to  which  such  taxes  have  been  paid 


shall,  upon  the  request  of  such  individual 
(filed  in  such  form  and  manner,  and  with 
such  official,  as  may  be  prescribed  by  regu- 
lations made  under  this  subchapter)  be 
deemed  to  constitute  remuneration  for  em- 
ployment as  defined  in  section  210  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  and  section  1426  (b)." 

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER.       The 

question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon.  Without  objection,  the  amend- 
ments will  be  considered  en  bloo. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  Senator  from  Oregooi  would 
remedy  the  situation  where  employees 
through  mistake  or  misunderstanding 
failed  to  sign  the  employers  waiver  cer- 
tificate required  for  coverage  of  employ- 
ees of  nonprofit  organizations.  I  am  will- 
ing to  take  the  amendment  to  confer- 
ence. 

I  am  informed  that  the  distingui.shed 
senior  Senator  from  Georgia  (Mr. 
George],  who  is  also  famihar  with  the 
matter,  is  of  the  same  opinion. 

Unfortunately,  exi.sting  law  does  not 
authorize  any  official  of  the  Government 
to  correct  honest  mistakes  which  work 
to  the  detriment  of  individuals  who  be- 
lieved they  had  been  brought  in  under 
the  system  and  for  whom  taxes  have 
been  withheld  and  paid  by  the  employer. 
It  may  be  necessary  in  conference  to 
modify  the  express  language  in  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  but  we  shall  endeavor  to  fulfill 
the  objective  of  his  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments offered  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  as  an 
assistance  to  the  committee  of  confer- 
ence. I  ask  to  have  my  statement  In 
support  of  the  amendments  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows:  I 

Statement  bt  Senatoe  Mors< 
This  amendment  is  designed  to  furnish 
relief  to  a  number  of  our  elder  citizens  who 
have  been  deprived  of  benefits  and  exposed 
to  economic  hardship  because  of  mteunder- 
standlngs  about  the  present  law. 

Prior  to  the  Social  Security  Act  amend- 
ments of  1950,  services  rendered  for  a  non- 
profit organization  were  not  in  covered  em- 
ployment. Under  the  provisions  of  the  1950 
amendments  nonprofit  organizations  were 
given  an  opportunity  to  qualify  their  em- 
ployees  for  social-security  coverage  under  the 
amended  act.  Section  210  (aj  of  the  act 
reads  in  part,  as  follows: 

"The  term  •employment'  means  any  serv- 
ices performed  •  •  •  by  an  employee  for  the 
person  employing  him  •  •  •  except  that  in 
the  case  of  services  performed  after  1950 
such  terms  shall  not  Include 

• 

"(9)  •  •  •  (B,  Service  performed  In  the 
employ  of  a  religious,  charitable,  educational, 
or  other  organization  exempt  from  Income 
tax  under  section  101  (6)  of  the  ttiternal 
Revenue  Code,  but  this  subparagraph  shall 
not  apply  to  service  performed  during  the 
period  for  which  a  certificate,  filed  pursuant 
to  section  1426  ( 1)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code,  is  in  effect  if  such  service  is  performed 
by  an  employee  (1)  whose  signature  appears 
on  the  list  filed  by  such  organization  after 
the  calendar  quarter  in  which  the  certiflcatt 
was  filed." 
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Pursuant  to  the  above  section,  and  with 
the  intention  of  qualifying  its  employees  for 
social-security  coverage,  the  Emanuel  Hoe- 
pital  of  Portland,  Oreg..  a  nonprofit  organi- 
zation, circulated  a  list  to  be  signed  by  its 
employees  in  1950. 

At  that  time  there  were  among  the  em- 
ployees at  Emanuel  Hosp.tal  a  Mrs.  Hildur 
Peterson  and  a  Hilda  Peterson.  When  the 
hospital  staff  circulated  the  list  of  concur- 
ring employees  required  by  section  210  (a) 
abi>ve.  Hilda  Peterson  sl:rned  the  list.  A 
tiinfusion  of  names  resulted  in  the  list  not 
being  submitted  to  Hildu."  Peterson  for  sig- 
nature. Assuming,  howuver,  that  Hildur 
Peterson  had  signed  the  list,  deductions  for 
old-age  Insurance  were  thereafter  made 
from  Mrs.  Peterson's  wagfs,  and  Mrs.  Peter- 
.son  in  turn  assumed  that  she  was  receiving 
social-security  coverage. 

Mrs.  Peterson,  who  had  been  employed  at 
Emanuel  Hospital  since  1945,  terminated 
her  employment  in  Octol>er  1952.  in  De- 
cember of  that  year  she  applied  for  her 
social -security  benefits.  Jihe  was  then  in- 
formed that  no  wage  credits  would  be  given 
her  for  employment  at  the  hospital  becatise 
of  her  failure  to  sign  the  list,  and  that  she 
would  receive  minimum  benefits  under  the 
SfK-ial  Security  Act  based  on  employment 
ouuside  the  hospital  from  1937  to  1945. 

Mrs.  Peterson  is  now  72  years  of  age.  She 
has  been  a  widow  for  many  years.  She  has 
fup[X)rted  and  reared  a  fine  family,  but  she 
wiia  unable  to  set  aside  savings  for  her  old 
ape.  Her  son  is  now  an  overseas  missionary, 
and  she  Is  being  taken  care  of  by  her  daugh- 
ter, a  person  of  very  limited  financial 
resources. 

1  am  informed  that  then-  are  probably  200 
or  more  pcrsor«  who  hive  been  denied 
social -security  benefits  in  cases  simUar  to 
that  of  Mrs.  Peterson.  The  Treasury  De- 
partment has  advised  me  that  representa- 
tives of  that  Department  and  the  Depart- 
ment of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
have  been  aware  of  many  hardship  cases 
and  have  discussed  the  problem  at  various 
times.  Apj>arently  no  afllrinative  action  has 
been  taken  to  correct  it. 

ITie  Treasury  Depart mi-nt  recently  In- 
fi>rmed  me  of  the  case  of  an  aged  employee 
Of  an  exempt  organization  who  was  confined 
In  a  hospital  at  the  time  the  organization 
was  circulating  Its  list.  Wnen  she  returned 
to  her  employment  she  wiis  Informed  that 
the  signatures  of  the  necessary  two-thirds 
concurring  employees  had  been  obtained. 
She  assumed  that  her  signature  was  not  re- 
quired to  qualify  her  individually  for  social- 
security  coverage.  Although  in  poor  health, 
she  continued  to  work  for  the  organization 
for  some  time  In  the  expectation  of  being 
able  to  build  up  enough  wage  credits  to  en- 
title her  to  benefits  on  retirement.  When 
she  terminated  her  employment  and  applied 
for  benefits  she  was  informed  that  she  was 
not  entitled  to  wage  credits  for  her  employ- 
ment with  the  exempt  organization  because 
she  had  not  signed  the  required  list. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Wyoming 
[Mr.  Barrett]  has  advised  me  that  there 
has  been  referred  to  his  office  another  case 
of  hardship  resulting  from  simUar  circum- 
stances, and  he  is  very  much  interested  in 
the  adoption  of  my  amendment. 

The  purpose  of  my  amendment  is  to  give 
to  the  agency  concerned  the  authority  which 
It  claims  it  lacks  to  authorize  additions  to 
or  deletions  from  concurring  lists  in  cases 
of  excusable  error,  where  taxes  have  been 
collected  from  a  person  who  thereupon  as- 
sumes that  he  or  she  is  receiving  social- 
security  coverage. 

On  June  30.  I  submitted  to  the  Committee 
on  finance  a  proposed  amendment  which 
the  committee  did  not  see  fit  to  adopt.  I 
have  been  advised  that  the  reason  that  the 
committee  did  not  favor  my  proposed  amend- 
ment was  that  the  amendment  as  submitted 
would  have  given  the  agency  continuing  au- 
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thority  to  authorize  additions  to  or  deletions 
from  lists,  and  apparently  the  committee 
did  not  wish  to  "open  up'  the  present  law 
to  that  extent. 

The  amendment  which  I  have  submitted 
today  authorizes  the  addition  to  or  deletion 
from  lists  only  in  the  cases  occurring  subse- 
quent to  1950  and  prior  to  enactment  of  this 
act.  This  woiild  take  care  of  persons  who 
have  been  subjected  to  hardship  by  mis- 
understandings in  the  past,  but  it  does  not 
■•open  up"  the  law  fur  continuing  authoriza- 
tion for  the  agency  to  make  changes  in  lists 
in  the  future. 

Most  of  the  persons  who  would  be  helped 
by  adoption  of  this  amendment  are  in  great 
need  of  financial  assistance,  and  I  feel  that 
it  is  urgent  that  they  receive  as  soon  as 
possible  the  social  security  benefits  to  which 
1  am  stire  all  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
will  agree  they  are  entitled. 
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The     PRESIDING      OFFICER, 
bill  is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  I  Mr.  Millikin] 
may  yield  briefly  to  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  IMr.  Green]  without  los- 
ing his  right  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  so  request. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 


FREEDOM  AND  THE  CONSTITUTION 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President,  my  at- 
tention has  recently  been  drawn  to  a 
pamphlet  entitled  "American  Security 
and  Freedom,"  by  Maurice  J.  Goldbloom. 
a  former  employee  of  the  Mutual  Secu- 
rity Administration.  It  deals  with  this 
broad  subject  under  a  variety  of  heads — 
all  of  which  are  treated  interestingly.  I 
would  like  to  give  as  a  sample  of  the 
subject  matter  and  its  treatment  an  ex- 
tract from  Freedom  in  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  hope  it  may  stimulate  a  read- 
ing of  the  whole  book.  I  have  been  in- 
terested m  it,  both  because  it  deals  with 
a  fundamental  problem  which  challenges 
our  solution  and  because  the  sjaonsor, 
the  American  Jewish  Committee,  is 
worthy  of  respectful  consideration. 

This  committee  is  probably  well  known 
to  most  of  my  colleagues.  The  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  New  York 
IMr.  LEHitAN]  is  an  honorary  vice  presi- 
dent of  it.  Another  distinguished  citi- 
zen of  the  State  of  New  York  and  former 
justice  of  the  appellate  division  there. 
Joseph  M.  Proskauer,  is  an  honorary 
president  of  it. 

Founded  in  1906.  the  American  Jewish 
Committee  has  chapters  in  44  principal 
American  cities  and  has  members  in 
more  than  550  American  communities. 
It  Is  a  pioneer  American  organization 
in  protecting  civil  and  religious  rights  of 
Jews  and  in  combating  bigotry  and  in 
advancing  the  cause  of  human  rights. 
Its  members  form  a  cross  section  of 
American  civic  life.  One  of  its  vice 
presidents  is  the  Honorable  Fred  Lazarus, 
of  Cincinnati,  a  member  of  the  Presi- 
dent's Committee  on  Contract  Compli- 
ance. Another  is  Jesse  H.  Steinhart.  of 
San  Francisco.  Milton  W.  King,  Esq.. 
of  Washington,  D.  C,  is  also  a  vice  presi- 
dent, as  is  Mr.  James  H.  Becker,  of 
Chicago. 

In  the  list  of  distinguished  Americans 
who  have  been  active  in  the  work  of  the 


American  Jewish  Committee  are  such 
names  as  Oscar  S.  Straus,  who  was 
Secretary  of  Commerce  and  Labor  in 
President  Theodore  Roosevelt's  Cabinet; 
Jacob  H.  Schifl',  the  famous  banker  and 
philanthropist;  Abram  L  Elkus.  a  for- 
mer Ambassador  to  Turkey ;  the  famous 
American  lawyer  of  30  years  ago,  James 
Marshall.  I  may  add  the  eminent  theo- 
logian. Dr.  Cyrus  Adler,  who  was  presi- 
dent of  Dropsie  College  and  also  of  the 
Jewish  Theological  Seminary  of  America. 
He  was  also  a  member  of  President 
Franklin  D.  Roosevelt's  Committee  for 
the  Relief  of  Refugees  From  Nazi  Per- 
secution in  Europe,  which  committee 
included  leaders  of  the  three  major  reli- 
gious faiths  in  our  country. 

History  has  its  own  way  of  periodically 
completing  its  round.  In  1906  the 
American  Jewish  Committee  was  found- 
ed as  a  result  of  the  unspeakable  mas- 
sacres of  Jews  in  the  Russian  city  of 
Kishinev.  These  pogroms  prompted  a 
group  of  American  citizens  of  the  Jewish 
faith  to  organize  the  committee  to  enlist 
this  Government's  interest  in  the  cause 
of  human  rights  the  world  over.  As  a 
result  of  representations  made  to  it  by 
the  founders,  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment made  strenuous  representations  to 
the  Russian  Government  and  succeeded 
in  large  measure  in  ameliorating  the 
plight  of  Jews  who  lived  in  Russia. 

Now,  only  a  few  weeks  ago  an  Ameri- 
can Jewish  Committee  delegation,  head- 
ed by  its  other  honorary  president.  Mr. 
Jacob  Blaustein.  of  Baltimore,  met  with 
the  Honorable  Robert  Murphy,  Deputy 
Under  Secretary  of  State,  to  protest  the 
secret  trials  of  leaders  of  the  Jewish 
community  in  Rumania  wliich  were  con- 
ducted by  the  Communists.  Mr.  Mur- 
phy issued  a  strong  statement  condemn- 
ing these  persecutions,  continuing  the 
long  and  honorable  American  tradition 
of  mobilizing  opinion  against  violations 
of  human  rights  by  the  barbaric  and 
medieval  forces  which  still  flourish  in  the 
Communist  regimes  in  Russia  and  in  its 
satellite  countries. 

Then  too.  paralleling  its  interest  in 
hiunan  rights  on  the  international  scene, 
the  American  Jewish  Committee  has 
long  been  interested  in  problems  of 
American  security  and  individual  free- 
dom. It  felt  that  recent  events  indicate 
the  desirability  of  placing  before  the  pub- 
lic a  serious  examination  of  facts  which 
bear  on  them,  and  as  a  result  it  sponsored 
this  pubhcation  entitled  "American  Se- 
curity and  Freedom." 

The  study  comprises  an  84-page  re- 
port based  on  a  2  year  evaluation  of  se- 
curity problems  in  the  United  States.  It 
assesses  various  proposals  dealing  with 
wiretapping,  use  of  the  fifth  amendment, 
congressional  investigations,  teachers 
and  communism,  and  loyalty  and  secu- 
rity in  government  and  private  employ- 
ment. 

The  study  very  clearly  asserts  the 
grave  threat  of  communism  to  the  free 
world  and  its  special  internal  danger  to 
the  United  States  and  warns  that  "es- 
pionage is  an  essential  function  of  all 
Communist  movements  at  all  times."  It 
points  out  that  the  Communist  Party  in 
America  is  more  than  a  political  party — 
it  is  "a  conspiracy  to  commit  illegal  acts 
in  the  interest  of  Soviet  Russia." 
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The  study  makes  a  variety  of  recom- 
mendations, which  it  offers  for  consid- 
eration by  all  Americans.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  American  Jewish  Commit- 
tee. Mr.  Irving  M.  Engel,  of  New  York 
C?ity.  points  out  in  a  foreword  that  the 
reiJort  deals  with  many  questions  on 
which  the  organization  itself  has  taken 
no  ofBcial  i>osition.  Nevertheless  be- 
cause of  the  "very  real  danger  that  dis- 
sent today  may  be  confused  with  trea- 
son— a  situation  not  only  unfavorable  to 
dissent,  but  favorable  to  treason,"  as  Mr. 
Engel  states  it,  the  American  Jewish 
Committee  decided  to  sponsor  the  study 
as  a  contribution  to  laying  the  basis  for 
a  sound  program  suited  to  the  needs  of 
the  situation  in  which  our  Nation  finds 
itself  today. 

I  am  sorry  that  the  study  is  too 
lengthy  to  permit  inclusion  in  its  en- 
tirety in  the  Record,  and  I  will  conclude 
my  remarks  by  including  the  short  open- 
ing chapter  entitled  "Freedom  in  the 
Constitution." 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent to  have  the  chapter  entitled  "Free- 
dom in  the  Constitution"  printed  at  this 
point  in  the  body  of  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  chapter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Freedom  in  the  Constitution 
The  United  States  today  faces  a  world 
totalitarian  movement,  conmiltted  to  the 
destruction  of  liberty  everywhere.  To  meet 
the  threat  of  this  movement  and  Its  ad- 
herents In  our  own  country,  without  at  the 
same  time  sacrificing  the  basic  principles  on 
which  our  Nation  rests,  Is  not  easy.  Error 
In  one  direction  might  lay  this  country  open 
to  destruction  or  enslavement:  error  In  the 
other  could  result  In  undermining  the  very 
freedom  we  seek  to  defend.  But  the  problem 
can  and  must  be  solved  If  the  free  world  la 
to  survive. 

To  Its  own  people  and  to  the  world  the 
United  States  has  from  Its  Inception  em- 
bodied the  Idea  of  freedom.  Like  all  ideals, 
this  one  has  never  been  fully  realized  in 
practice,  and  at  times  It  has  suffered  serious 
abridgments.  But  because  it  has  always  re- 
mained a  vital  and  dynamic  force,  living  not 
only  in  phrases  and  institutions  but  in  the 
spirit  of  a  people,  it  has  triumphed  over 
temporary  setbacks  and  gone  on  to  achieve 
new  meaning  and  new  dimensions. 

Those  who  came  to  America  did  so  for 
many  reasons— religious,  political,  and  eco- 
nomic. But  the  great  majority  came  in 
search  of  a  freedom  greater  than  any  they 
had  previously  known.  It  was  not  their  in- 
tention to  permit  the  reconstitution  on  this 
continent  of  the  tsrrannies  from  which  they 
had  fled.  In  the  Ctonstltution  as  originally 
adopted,  and  in  the  first  10  amendments 
which  constitute  the  Bill  of  Rights,  they 
hedged  the  power  of  the  Federal  Government 
around  with  safeguards  against  the  recur- 
rence In  this  country  of  forms  of  oppression 
which  had  developed  in  others.  The  various 
State  constitutions  imposed  similar  limita- 
tions on  the  powers  of  the  States.  And  the 
14th  amendment  made  many  of  the  consti- 
tutional provisions,  by  which  the  citizen  was 
already  protected  against  arbitrary  acts  of 
the  Federal  authorities,  applicable  to  State 
action  as  well. 

THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  GUAR.\NTIES 

Although  we  tend  to  think  of  our  constitu- 
tional guaranties  of  freedom  as  being  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill  of  Rights,  the  Constitution 
8s  it  was  first  adopted  contained  many  pro- 
tections against  the  perversion  of  judicial 
process,  or  its  replacement  by  acts  of  execu- 
tive or  legislative  tyranny.    To  prevent  the 
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executive  from  holding  men  In  prison  with- 
out trial.  It  forbade  the  suspension  of  the 
writ  of  habeas  corpus  except  In  time  of  re- 
bellion or  Invasion.  It  barred  Congress  from 
substituting  legislative  punishment  for  Judi- 
cial trial,  as  the  British  Parliament  had 
sometimes  done  In  political  cases  through 
bills  of  attainder  and  Impeachment.  The 
first  of  these,  a  legislative  imposition  of 
punishment  without  trial,  it  outlawed  com- 
pletely. Tlie  second,  a  quasijudicial  proce- 
dure in  whlcli  the  legislature  itself  sits  as 
a  court,  was  retained,  but  the  penalties  which 
could  be  infiieted  by  means  of  it  were 
limited  to  removal  from  public  office  and 
Ineligibility  to  hold  such  office  in  the  faiure. 
To  make  the  Judiciary  independent  off  the 
other  branches  of  government,  the  Con- 
stitution provided  that  Judges  were  to  hold 
office  during  good  behavior— that  is.  for  life 
unless  removed  by  impeachment  ♦^or  cause — 
and  that  their  salaries  were  not  to  be  reduced 
during  their  terms  of  office.  Thus  a  Juelges 
decision  could  not  be  influenced  by  a  threat 
that  his  pay  would  be  cut  or  that  he  w<juld 
be  ousted  from  office.  At  the  same  time,  the 
Constitution  guarded  against  Judicial 
tyranny  by  guaranteeing  the  right  of  trial  by 
Jury  in  all  criminal  cases.  To  prevent  the 
Government  from  dragging  defendants  to 
distant  parts  of  the  country,  it  provided  that 
trials  must  take  place  where  the  crimes  had 
been  committed. 

Because  the  charge  of  treason  had  been  a 
favorite  metliod  for  disposinc;  of  political 
opponents  in  England  and  el-'^ew.here.  the 
Constitution  provided:  "Trciison  artinst 
the  United  Svates  shall  consist  only  in  levy- 
ing, war  against  them,  or  in  adhennf,'  to 
their  enemies,  giving  them  aid  and  Com- 
fort"; further,  it  provided  that  no  parsuii 
might  be  convicted  of  treason  except  on  the 
testimony  of  two  witnesses  to  the  same 
overt  act  or  on  confession  in  open  court. 

Some  of  these  provisions  have  been  m'"dl- 
fled   in  practice   by  other   provisions   of   the 
Constitution    or    by    Judicial    interprention 
of  it.    Thus  Jeffersctn  removed  the  Fecien.list 
"midnight  Judges,"  appointed  by  Adams  ju.-t 
before    leaving    office,    by    putting    throui^h 
Congress    a    law    abolishing    the    cf.urti    in 
which  they  served.     Since   the   courts   have 
held  that  the  Constitution  does  not  neces- 
sarily follow  the  nag.  the  Federal  JudKw  in 
territories    outside    the    continental    United 
States  are  appointed  for  fixed  terms  rather 
than  during  '•good  behavior"— a  fact  which 
In  one  recent  case  made  possible  a  move  to 
penalize  a  Judge  In  Hawaii  for  reducins;  the 
ball  of   some   Communist   defendants.  ^ The 
14th     amendment     Included     an     ex     post 
facto    provision    banning    from    office    those 
persons  who,  having  taken  an  oath  of  office 
to  uphold  the  Constitution,  had  participated 
in  rebellion.    And  there  is  a  twilight  zone  of 
unclear   meaning;    thus    Lincoln    suspended 
the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  during  the   Civil 
War   but   the    Supreme    Court    disputed    his 
right  to  do  so.     There  Is  still  no  certainty 
as  to  where  the  power  to  suspend  the  unt 
legally  rests. 

The  first  10  amendments  and  the  13th  and 
14th  amendments  added  many  more  guar- 
anties to  the  Constitution.  Some  of  these 
are  quite  sweeping  in  language  and  have 
never  been  given  their  fullest  possible  mean- 
ing; some  are  so  general  in  their  termi- 
nology that  their  full  Implications  are  still 
being  explored.  The  courts  have  had  to  ex- 
tend them  by  analogy  to  situations  which 
did  not  exist  at  the  time  the  Constitution 
was  written. 

Even  the  great  guaranties  of  the  flrst 
amendment  were  never  applied  in  their  full 
and  literal  meaning.  The  guaranty  of  free- 
dom of  religion  did  not  protect  the  practice 
of  polygamy  by  those  whose  religion  re- 
quired it;  Indeed,  Utah  was  not  admitted  to 
the  Union  until  the  Mormon  Church 
abandoned  that  tenet.  The  guaranties  of 
freedom  of  speech  and  press,  while  they  h»ve 


been  held  to  prevent  prior  restraint  of  libol 
through  precensorshlp  or  injunction,  have 
never  been  regarded  as  preventing  its  pun- 
ishment. 

Beyond  this,  however,  there  has  always 
been  a  great  deal  of  uncertainty.  The  Sedi- 
tion Act  of  1798.  for  Instance,  was  passed 
by  a  Contjress  many  of  whose  Members  had 
been  among  those  who  voted  for  the  first 
10  amendments.  That  they  voted  for  the 
Sedition  Act  wouUi  seem  to  indicate  that 
they  considered  it  constitutional,  but  this 
was  sharply  disputed  by  Jefferson  and  Madi- 
son. The  is.sue  was  never  finally  decided: 
the  act  was  limited  to  a  term  of  2  years,  and 
most  of  the  cases  initiated  under  It  were 
still  before  the  court.s  when  Jefferson  be- 
came Pre.sident  and  stopped  all  prosecutions 
for  Us  violation. 

Under  the  E.;piona?e  Act.  passed  during 
the  First  World  War,  severe  re.?trictii)ns  were 
imijosed  on  fr«cdom  of  speech  and  of  the 
pre.'s.  For  utterin:.:  and  publi.'-hnig  state- 
ments which  purportedly  discouraged  re- 
cruituiir.  Euuene  Debs  and  other  leading 
Socialists  Wire  sent  to  prison.  The  Supreme 
Court  upheld  their  convictions  on  the  •clear 
and  prcifiit  danger'  rationale  formulated 
by  Justice  Oliver  Wendell  Holmes,  who  de- 
clared that  free  speech  does  not  protect  the 
riLjht  to  shout  •hre!'  in  a  crowdtd  theater 
It  is  interesting  thai  this  doctrine,  now  re- 
garded by  many  as  restrictmt:  the  Govern- 
ment too  ciosely  in  dealing  with  subversive 
activities,  was  hrst  enunciated  in  i-pinions 
upholding  convictions  in  ca.ses  where,  in 
retrospect,  it  hardly  seems  that  aiiy  genu- 
ine d.ingcr  exi-sted. 

The  prcjccdural  gunr.'inties  of  th«  Bill  of 
Rights  would  setm  to  be  easier  tjo  apply 
literally  than  the  general  prohibitions  of  the 
ftiot  amendment.  But  even  here  there  were 
dL'ticul'vics.  especially  as  some  of  these  pro- 
cedural guaranties  were  stated  in  very 
vague  language  indeed.  Thus  the  provision 
that  -exce-ssive  bail  sh:fll  not  be  rrquired, 
nor  excessive  fines  imposed"  has  meant  as 
much— or  as  liltle— as  the  courts  Have  de- 
sired. 

The  provision  th.'it  "no  person  shall  be 
compelled  in  any  criminal  case  to  be  a  wit- 
ness a-ainst  himself"  has  been  extended  to 
permit  a  person  to  refuse  to  give  evidence 
before  a  congresf ional  committee  on  the 
ground  that  it  miijhl  tend  to  incrlnunate 
him.  And.  finally,  there  is  the  broad  ques- 
tion of  the  extent  to  which  the  Bill  o(  Rights 
Is  binding  on  the  States.  Nut  until  well 
over  a  century  after  the  Bill  of  Rishts  was 
added  to  the  ConstUution  did  the  Supreme 
Court  squarely  decide  that  some  nmend- 
ments  apply  to  State  action  as  well  as  to 
acts  of  the  Federal  Government,  That  de- 
cision was  predicated  upon  a  fiesh  interpre- 
tation of  the  meaning  of  the  14th  pmend- 
ment  But  even  today  not  all  of  the  first  10 
amendments   a.-e   deemed    thus   effective. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  m\\  the 
Senator  yield?    - 

Mr.  GREEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN,  'i  commend  the  dis- 
tingui.shed  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
for  placin.y  in  the  Record  excerpts  from 
the  very  fine  report  on  the  subject  of 
security  and  hberty,  published  by  an 
ori^an'.zation  of  which  I  am  very  pnoud  to 
be  an  honorary  officer. 

Mr  GREEN.  I  am  very  happy  to  be 
able  to  do  so. 


SOCIAL  SECURITY  AMENDMENTS  OP 
1954 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considej-ation 
of  the  bill  -H.  R.  9366.  to  amend  the 
Social  Security  Act  and  the  InternaJ  Rev- 
enue Code,  so  as  to  extend  coverase  under 
the  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  pro- 
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pram,  increase  the  benefits  payable 
thereunder,  preserve  the  insurance  rights 
of  disabled  individuals,  and  increase  the 
amount  of  earnings  permitted  without 
loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  to  a  letter  dated  August  12. 
1954.  which  I  have  received  from  the 
Department  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare,  signed  by  Hon.  Oveta  Gulp 
Hobby,  Secretary,  in  which  she  states 
her  opinion  with  reference  to  the  re- 
habilitation provision  of  H.  R.  9366,  as 
follows: 

At  the  time  the  administration's  bill  on 
social  security  was  Introduced.  I  publicly 
stated  that  In  order  to  qualify  for  the  "dis- 
ability freeze"  provisions  of  the  bill  a  per- 
son would  not  be  required  to  accept  re- 
habilitation services.  I  have  reiterated  this 
statement  on  several  occasions. 

However,  in  view  of  the  question  raised  In 
your  letter  I  have  had  the  General  Counsel 
of  this  Department  again  review  section  106 
and  he  Informs  me  that  there  is  no  provision 
in  the  bill  that  would  grant  authority  to 
the  Secretary  to  deny  the  "disability  freeze" 
to  jjersons  who  refused  rehabilitation  serv- 
ices. 

The  purport  of  the  remainder  of  the 
letter  conforms  with  the  two  statements 
I  have  just  read. 

I  desire  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Colorado  (Mr.  MillikinI.  if  his 
view  s  are  in  accord  with  the  views  stated 
by  Secretary  Hobby  in  the  letter  to  which 
I  have  ju.st  referred. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  am  glad  to  say  that 
I  am  in  compete  accord  with  what  Sec- 
retary Hobby  has  written  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Alabama  in  the 
letter  from  which  he  has  read. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Colorado. 

Mr.  President,  I  a.sk  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  the  entire  letter  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Depabtment  or 
Health.  Education,  and  WixrAsz, 

Washington.  August  12,  1954. 
Hon,  Lisrra  Hill. 

United  States  Senate. 

Deas  Senator  Hill:  This  Is  In  reply  to  your 
letter  of  August  5,  1954,  requesting  a  state- 
ment on  the  Department's  position  with 
resi>ect  to  whether  the  Secretary  could  re- 
quire an  Individual  to  accept  rehabllitaUon 
services  under  the  authority  of  section  106 
of  H.  R.  9366  providing  for  the  preservation 
of  insurance  rights  of  disabled  Individuals. 

At  the  time  the  administration's  bill  on 
social  sescurlty  was  Introduced.  I  publicly 
stated  that  In  order  to  qualify  for  the  "dis- 
ability freeze"  provisions  of  the  bill  a  person 
would  not  be  required  to  accept  rehabilita- 
tion services.  I  have  reiterated  this  state- 
ment on  several  occasions. 

However,  In  view  of  the  question  raised 
In  your  letter  I  have  had  the  General  Coun- 
sel of  this  Department  again  review  section 
106  and  he  Informs  me  that  there  Is  no  pro- 
vision In  the  bill  that  would  grant  authority 
to  the  Secretary  to  deny  the  "disability 
freeze"  to  persons  who  refused  rehabilitation 
services.  The  only  specific  provision  In  the 
bill  dealing  with  rehabilitation  Is  the  pro- 
posed new  section  222  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  entitled  "Referral  for  Rehabilitation 
Services,"  which  declares  it  to  be  the  policy 
Of   the   Congress   that   disabled   individuals 


applying  for  a  determination  of  disability 
shall  be  promptly  referred  to  rehabilitation 
agencies  for  necessary  rehabilitation  services 
to  the  end  that  the  maximum  number  may 
be  restored  to  productive  activity.  This  pro- 
vision U  Intended  to  afford  individuals  the 
opportunity  to  be  considered  for  services 
under  the  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Act;  the 
failure  to  accept  such  a  referral,  would  not 
of  Itself  authorize  thU  Department  to  find 
that  the  individual  was  not  under  a  dis- 
ability. 

Aside  from  this  specific  provision,  there  is 
a  general  provision  in  the  bill  (the  proposed 
new  section  216  (1)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act)  which  provides  that  "An  Individual 
shall  not  be  considered  to  be  under  a  dis- 
ability unless  he  furnishes  such  proof  of  the 
existence  thereof  as  may  be  required."  The 
General  Counsel  has  also  considered  whether 
this  provision  could  be  Interpreted  to  require 
an  Individual  to  accept  rehabUltetion  serv- 
ices. He  assures  me  that  this  provision 
would  not  have  the  effect  of  malting  an  Indi- 
vidual's acceptance  of  rehabilitation  services 
a  condition  to  a  finding  that  he  is  under  a 
disability. 

With  regard  to  the  general  problem  of 
rehabilitation  In  disability  determinations, 
the  Committee  on  Finance  in  its  report  to 
accompany  H.  R.  9366  (S.  Rept.  No.  1987) 
has  stated: 

"There  are  two  aspects  of  dlsabUtty  eval- 
uation: (1)  There  must  be  a  medically  de- 
terminable impairment  of  serious  propor- 
tions which  is  expected  to  be  of  a  long- 
continued  and  Indefinite  duration  or  to  re- 
sult In  death,  and  (2)  there  must  be  a 
present  Inability  to  engage  In  substantial 
gainful  work  by  reason  of  such  Impair- 
ment (recognizing,  of  course,  that  efforts  to- 
ward rehabilitation  will  not  be  considered 
to  Interrupt  a  period  of  disability  until  the 
restoration  of  the  Individual  to  gainful  ac- 
tivity Is  an  accomplished  fact  •  •  •"  (p. 
21). 

Under  the  bill,  therefore,  whether  an  in- 
dividual is  under  a  disability  as  defined  in 
the  bill  would  be  a  question  of  fact.  If  he 
were  suffering  from  an  Impairment  of  such 
severity  as  to  be  totally  disabling  for  any 
substantially  gainful  work,  the  mere  possi- 
bility that  he  may  be  offered  rehabilitation 
services  and  that  the  successful  conclusion 
of  a  course  of  such  services  might  restore 
him  to  gainful  activity  would  not  preclude 
a  present  finding  of  disability.  Therefore. 
If  he  meets  the  other  conditions  of  eligi- 
bility specified  In  the  disability  provisions 
In  section  106,  his  rights  under  title  II  of 
the  act  would  be  preserved. 
Sincerely  yours, 

OVTTA  CULP  HOBBT. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  call 
up  my  amendment  8-3-54-A.  I  waive 
the  reading  of  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection the  amendment  in  the  nature  of 
a  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
New  York  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute  offered  by  Mr.  Lehman  was  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert  the  following: 

That  this  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "Social 
Security  Amendments  of   1954." 

STATEMENT    OF    PLRPOSE 

Sec.  2.  The  Congress  hereby  finds  and  de- 
clares that,  to  promote  the  general  welfare 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  meas- 
ures are  needed  to  expand  and  Improve 
the  national  social  Insurance  program  so 
that  It  wlU — 

( 1 )  permit  all  gainfully  occupied  Individ- 
uals to  maintain  their  self-reliance  and  self- 
respect  and  build  up  their  future  security 


through  benefits  based  on   their  own   con- 
trlbuUons  and  those  of  their  employers; 

(2)  provide  benefit  amounte  reasonably 
related  to  the  wage  or  self-employment  in- 
come that  had  determined  an  individual's 
standard  of  living,  and  to  the  current  wage 
levels  prevailing  throughout  the  Nation; 

(3)  acknowledge  individual  effort,  skill, 
and  responsibility  by  the  payment  of  vari- 
able benefit  amounts  related  to  past  earn- 
ings, years  of  contributions,  and  the  num- 
ber of  persons  dependent  on  the  individual's 
earnings; 

(4)  spread  the  risk  of  Income  loss  arising 
from  sickness  and  disabihty,  as  well  as  from 
old  age  and  death,  that  the  occurrence  of 
these  events  may  not  impose  an  overwhelm- 
ing burden  on  the  families  affected;  and 

(5)  reduce  the  number  of  cases  In  which 
Individuals  or  their  families  must  resort  to 
public  assistance. 

Tttle   I — Amendments   to   Tttle  II   or  th« 
Social  SEcuarrY  Act 

extension  or  coverage 

domestic  service,  sekvicz  not  in  coitkse  or 

EMPLOYES  S      BUSINESS,      AND      AGRICULTURAL 
LABOR 

Sec  101.  (a)  (1)  Paragraph  (2)  of  sec- 
tion 209  (g)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(2)  Cash  remuneration  paid  by  an  em- 
ployer in  any  calendar  quarter  to  an  em- 
ployee lor  domestic  service  In  a  private  home 
of  the  employer,  if  the  cash  remuneration 
paid  In  such  quarter  by  the  employer  to 
the  employee  for  such  service  is  less  than 
$50,  As  used  in  this  paragraph,  the  term 
'domestic  service  in  a  private  home  of  the 
employer'  does  not  Include  service  described 
In  section  210  (f)    (5)." 

( 2 )  Section  209  (g)  of  such  act  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
new  paragraph: 

"(3)  Cash  remuneration  paid  by  an  em- 
ployer in  any  calendar  quarter  to  an  em- 
ployee for  service  not  In  the  course  of  the 
employer's  trade  or  business.  If  the  cash 
remuneration  paid  In  such  quarter  by  the 
employer  to  the  employee  for  such  service 
is  less  than  $50.  As  used  In  this  paragraph, 
the  term  'service  not  In  the  course  of  the 
employer's  trade  or  business'  does  not  in- 
clude domestic  service  In  a  private  home  of 
the  employer  and  does  not  include  service 
described  in  section  210   (f)    (5)." 

(3)  Section  209  (h)  of  such  act  Is  amended 
by  Inserting  "(1)"  after  "(h)"  and  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  para- 
graph: 

"(2)  Cash  remuneration  paid  by  an  em- 
ployer is  any  calendar  quarter  to  an  em- 
ployee for  agricultural  labor,  if  the  cash 
remuneration  paid  In  such  quarter  by  the 
employer  to  the  employee  for  such  labor  Is 
less  than  $50." 

(4)  Section  210  (a)  (1)  of  such  act  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(1)  (A)  Service  performed  in  connection 
with  the  production  or  harvesting  of  any 
commodity  defined  as  an  agricultural  com- 
modity in  section  15  (g)  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act,  as  amended; 

"(B)  Service  performed  by  foreign  agri- 
cultural workers  under  contracts  entered 
into  In  accordance  with  title  V  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Act  of  1949,  as  amended." 

(5)  Section  210  (a)  of  such  act  Is  amended 
by  striking  out  paragraph  (3)  and  redes- 
ignating paragraphs  (4).  (5),  (6).  (7).  (8). 
(9),  (10),  (11),  (12).  (13),  and  (14).  and 
any  references  thereto  contained  in  such  act, 
as  paragraphs  (3).  (4).  (5),  (6).  (7).  (8), 
(9).  (10).  (11).  (12),  and  (13).  respectively. 

(6)  The  second  sentence  of  section  218 
(c)  (5)  of  such  act  is  amended  by  inserting 
before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  "and 
service  the  remuneration  for  which -is  ex- 
cluded from  wages  by  paragraph  (2)  of  sec- 
tion 209  (h)." 


i 


I.  •! 


I 


•  .,1 


14398 


I 

CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


y-   , 


1-     I 


J|^' 


AVBUCAM'     CmZXNS     EMPLOTZD     BT     AMKRICAK 
MMTIMTKas    ON    FOREIGN -fXAG    VESSELS 

(b)  The  paragraph  of  section  210  (a)  of 
the  Social  Seciirlty  Act  herein  redesignated 
as  paragraph  (4)  Is  amended  by  striking  out 
"if  the  Individual  is  employed  on  and  in 
connection  with  such  vessel  or  aircraft  virben 
outside  the  United  States"  and  Inserting  in 
lieu  thereof:  "If  (A)  the  Individual  Is  em- 
ployed on  and  In  connection  with  such  ves- 
sel or  aircraft  when  outside  the  United  States 
and  (B)  (i)  such  individual  is  not  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States  or  (ii)  the  employer  is 
not  an  American  employer." 

CEBTAIN  FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 

(c)  (1)  Subparagraph  (B)  of  the  para- 
graph of  section  210  (a)  of  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  herein  redesignated  as  paragraph 
(6)  is  amended — 

(A)  by  inserting  "by  an  individual"  after 
"Service  performed",  and  by  inserting  "and 
if  such  service  is  covered  by  a  retirement 
system  established  by  such  instrumentality;" 
after  "December  31,  1950,"; 

(B)  by  Inserting  "a  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank,"  after  "a  Federal  Reserve  Bank,"  in 
clause  (11);  and 

(C)  by  striking  out  "or"  at  the  end  of 
clause  (ill),  by  adding  "or"  at  the  end  of 
clause  (Iv),  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of 
the  subparagraph  the  following  new  clause: 

"(V)  service  performed  by  a  civilian  em- 
ployee, not  compensated  from  funds  appro- 
priated by  the  Congress,  In  the  Coast  Guard 
exchanges  or  other  activities,  conducted  by 
an  Instrumentality  of  the  United  States  sub- 
ject to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  at  installations  of  the  Coast 
Guard  for  the  comfort,  pleasure,  content- 
ment, and  mental  and  physical  Improvement 
of  personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard." 

(2)  Subparagraph  (C)  of  such  paragraph 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(C)  Service  performed  in  the  employ  of 
the  United  States  or  in  the  employ  of  any 
instrumentality  of  the  United  States,  if  such 
service  Is  performed — 

"(i)  as  the  President  or  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States  or  as  a  Member,  Dele- 
gate, or  Resident  Commissioner  of  or  to  the 
Congress: 

"(11)    in  the  legislative  branch; 
"(ill)  in  a  penal  institution  of  the  United 
States  by  an  Inmate  thereof; 

"(Iv)  by  any  individual  as  an  employee 
Included  under  section  2  of  the  act  of  August 
4,  1947  (relating  to  certain  Interns,  student 
nurses,  and  other  student  employees  of  hos- 
pitals of  the  Federal  Government;  5  U.  S  C 
sec.  1052) ; 

"(V)  by  any  individual  as  an  employee 
serving  on  a  temporary  basis  In  case  of  fire, 
storm,  earthquake,  flood,  or  other  similar 
emergency;  or 

"(vl)  by  any  individual  to  whom  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  Act  of  1930  does  not  apply 
because  such  individual  Is  subject  to  another 
retirement  system  (other  than  the  retire- 
ment system  of  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority)." 

(3)    Section   205    (p)     (3)    of  such   act   is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  sentence:   "The  provisions  of 
paragraphs   (1)    and   (2)    shall  be  applicable 
also  In  the  case  of  service  performed  by  a 
civilian    employee,    not    compensated    from 
funds  appropriated  by  the  Congress,  in  the 
Coast  Guard  exchanges   or  other  activities 
conducted    by    an    instrumentality    of    the 
United  States  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  at  installations 
of  the  Coast  Guard  for  the  comfort,  pleasure, 
contentment,  and  mental  and  physical  Im- 
provement of  personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard; 
and  for  purposes  of  paragraphs  (1)   and  (2) 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  the  head  of  such  Instrumentality." 
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nated  as  paragraph  (8)   is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"(8)  (A)  Service  performed  in  the  employ 
of  a  religious,  charitable,  educatlontl.  or 
other  organization  exempt  from  Income  ta.\ 
under  section  101  (6)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code,  other  than  service  performed  by  a  duly 
ordained,  commissioned,  or  licensed  minister 
of  a  church  in  the  exercise  of  his  ministry 
or  by  a  member  of  a  religious  order  in  the 
exercise  of  duties  required  by  such  order; 
but  this  subparagraph  shall  nut  apply  to 
service  performed  during  the  period  for 
which  a  certificate,  filed  pursuant  to  section 
1426  (1)  Jl)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
is  in  effect.  If  such  service  is  performed  by 
an  employee  (i)  whose  signature  appears  on 
the  list  filed  by  such  organization  under 
such  section,  or  (iii  who  became  an  em- 
ployee of  such  organization  after  the  certifi- 
cate was  filed  and  after  such   period   began: 

"(B)  Service  performed  in  the  enii)l(;v  of 
a  religious,  charitable,  education,  or  other 
organization  exempt  from  income  tax  Under 
section  101  (6)  of  the  Internal  Retenue 
Code,  by  a  duly  ordained,  commissioned,  or 
licensed  minister  of  a  church  in  the  exercihc 
of  his  ministry  or  by  a  member  oi  a  relipmu.s 
order  In  the  exercise  of  duties  required  by 
such  order;  but  this  subparagraph  sliall  lu/t 
apply  to  service  performed  by  a  duly  ur- 
dained.  commissioned,  or  licensed  minister 
of  a  church  or  a  member  of  a  reliL;ious  order. 
other  than  a  member  of  a  religious  order 
who  has  taken  a  vow  of  poverty  as  a  men-:bjr 
of  such  order,  during  the  period  for  which  a 
certificate,  filed  pursuant  to  section  1420 
(1)  (2)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  is  in 
effect,  if  such  service  is  performed  by  an 
employee  (1)  whose  signature  appears  on  the 
list  filed  by  such  organization  under  siicii 
section,  or  (li)  who  became  an  employee  of 
such  organization  after  the  certiiicate  was 
filed  and  after  such  period  began." 

(2)  Section  211  (c)  of  such  act  is  amended 
by  striking  out  paragraph  (4). 

(3)  Nothing  in  subsection  (a)  of  section 
210  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  as  amended 
by  this  act.  or  In  subsections  (bi  and  ili  of 
section  1426  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Cede 
as  so  amended,  shall  be  construed  to  mean 
that  -any  minister  is  an  emolovee  o£  an 
organization  for  any  purpose  oihe'r  than  the 
purposes  of  such  sections. 

FISHING      AND     RELATED     SERVICE         I 

(e)  Section  210ja)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  is  further  amended  by  striking  out  piira- 
graph  (15)  and  redesignating  paragraphs 
(16)  and  (17),  and  any  references  thereto 
contained  in  such  act,  as  paragraphs  (14, 
and   (15),  respectively.  ■ 


his  net  earnings  from  self -employment  from 
such  trade  or  business  computed  as  pro- 
vided under  the  preceding  provisions  of  this 
subsection,  or  (u)  if  the  gross  Income  de- 
rived from  such  trade  or  bu.s'ness  by  such 
individual  is  more  than  $1,800  and  the  net 
earnings  from  self-employment  derived  by 
him  therefrom,  as  computed  under  the  pre- 
ceding provisions  of  this  subsection,  are  less 
than  $900.  such  net  earnings  may  instead, 
at  the  option  of  such  individual,  be  deemed 
to  be  $900.  For  the  purpo.«e  of  the  preccdlni? 
sentence,  gross  inronie  derived  from  such 
trade  or  business  shall  mean  the  gross  re- 
cep;ts  from  such  trade  or  busines.i  reduced 
by  Xn(-  cost  or  other  bn.sis  of  property  which 
was  puicha.'^ed  and  suld  in  carrying  on  such 
trade  or  business,  adjusted  (after  such  re- 
duction) in  accordance  with  the  preceding 
provisions  of  this  stibsection '■ 

(2)  Paragraph  il|  of  such  sectioi»  211  (a) 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

•in  There  shall  be  excluded  rentals  from 
real  estate  and  from  personal  property  lea.sed 
with  the  real  estate  (including  .^uch  rentals 
paid  in  crop  shares i.  together  with  the  de- 
ductions attributable  thereto,  unlpss  su'-h 
rentals  are  received  in  the  course  of  a  trade 
or  business  as  a  re.il  estate  dealer." 

(3)  The  paragraph  of  such  .-^eciiort  211  (a) 
herein  redesignated  as  paragraph  Oi  is 
amended  by  strking  out  ■■cutting  or  disposal 
of  timber'^  and  inseiting  in  lieu  there' f 
"cutting  of  timber  or  the  disposal  <jtf  timber 
or  coal." 

(4)  S?ctlon  211  (c)  of  5=uch  act  is  amend- 
ed by  striking  out  paragraph  (5i.  by  insert- 
ing -or-  at  the  end  of  paragraph  |3i.  and 
by  adding  after  paragraph  (3>  the  flulJowln- 
new   p.ir;'.graph:  ° 

"(4 1  The  performance  of  servlc*  bv  an 
IndivKluiI  in  the  exerci.=e  of  his  profession 
as  a  physician,  or  the  performance  of  such 
ser.ice   by  a  p.Trtnership.'" 


C'J.\I.  Roy.ALTIES 

fh)    Paragraph    (4i    of  section   2\\    (at    cf 
the  Si.cial  Security  Act  is  amended  Uy  strik- 
ing out  -cuuing  or  dijpo.<:al  <  f  timljer-  ai  d 
inserting  in   lieu  thereof  -cuttlnc  ofl  timber 
or  the  di.sposal  of  timber  or  coal."     ' 


MINISTERS 

(d)    (1)  The  paragraph  of  section  210  (a) 
Of  the  Social  Security  Act  herein  redesig- 


HOMEWORKERS  \ 

(f)  Subparagraph  (C)  of  section  210  iki 
(3)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  is  amended 
by  striking  out  ".  If  the  performance  of  gtir-n 
services  is  subject  to  licensing  requirements 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  in  which  such 
services  are  performed." 

FARMERS      AND      PROFESSIONAL      SELF- EMPLOY  ED 

(g)  (1)    Subsection   (a)    of  section  2U  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  is  amended  by  strik- 
ing   out    paragraph     (2)     and    redesignating 
paragraphs    (3).    (4),    (5),    (6).   and    (7).  and 
any    references    thereto    contained    in    such 
act,   as   paragraphs    (2),    (3i.    (4).    (5i.   and 
(6).  respectively,  and  by  adding  at  the  end 
of  such  subsection   the   following   new   sen- 
tence: "In  the  case  of  any  trade  or  business 
which    is   carried   on   by   an   individual    wlio 
reports   his  income   on   a   cash   receipts   and 
disbursements  basis,  and  in  which,  if  it  were 
carried  on  exclusively  by  emplovees.  the  ma- 
jor portion  of  the  services  would  constitute 
agricultural  labor  as  defined   in   section   Jio 
(f),    (1)    if    the   gross    income    derived    frfcm 
such    trade   or   business    by   such    individual 
is   not   more   than   $1,800,   the    net    earnings 
from  self-employment  derived  by  him  there- 
from  may.  at  his  option,   be   deemed   to   be 
50  percent  of  such  gross  income  in  lieu  of 


E-MI'LOVEES    COVERED    BY    STATE    OR    liOCAL 
RETIKKMENT    SYSTEMS 

n>  (1)  (A)  Section  218  (d)  of  .«;uch  act 
is  amended  by  striking  out  •■Exclusion  cf "  in 
headircr.  by  inserting  "ili"  after  "(dr'  and 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
sentei.ce:  •'The  preceding  .sentence  shall  not 
be  aoplicable  to  any  service  performed  by 
nn  employee  as  a  member  of  any  ooverace 
gnjup  in  a  position  i  other  than  a  p.jsition 
excluded  by  paragraph  (5t  (An  covered  by 
a  retirement  system  on  the  date  an  a-ree- 
mcnt  is  made  applicable  to  such  a.ve-age 
group  If.  on  such  date  (or.  if  later  the  dale 
on  which  such  li:dividual  first  occupSes  such 
position!,  such  individual  is  ineligible  to  be 
a  member  of  such  sy.«tem  •' 

(B)  -Such  section' 218  (di  is  amended  by 
striking  out  "on  the  date  such  agre-ement 
IS  made  applicable  to  such  covera-e  grcuo" 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "either  (A,  on 
the  date  such  agreement  is  made  applicable 
to  such  coverage  group,  or  (Bi  on  the  date 
of  enactment  of  the  succeeding  paragraoh 
of  this  .subsection  (except  in  the  case  01  posi- 
tions Which  are.  by  rea.^on  of  action  bv  such 
State  (T  political  sulxiivision  thereof,  as  may 
be  anpropriate.  t:.ken  prior  to  the  <Jate  of 
enactment  of  such  succeeding  p.iragraph.  no 
onper  covered  by  a  retirement  system  on 
he  date  referred  to  in  clau.se  (A>.  .nnd  except 
in  the  case  cf  positions  excluded  by  para- 
graph ib\    (A\)  "  "y  ^'"'^^ 

pn'h^  *^"^h  section  218  (ri,  is  further  amend- 
ed by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow- 
mg  new  parasrraphs: 

^f't^'  l^  '■''  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy 
of  the  Congre.«s  in  enacting  the  succeeding 
paragraphs  of  this  subsection  that  the  pro- 
tection afforded  employees  in  positions  cov- 
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ered  by  a  retirement  system  on  the  date  an 
agreement  under  this  section  is  made  appli- 
cable to  service  performed  in  such  positions, 
or  receiving  periodic  benefits  under  such 
retirement  system  at  such  time,  will  not 
be  Impaired  as  a  result  of  making  the  agree- 
ment so  applicable  or  as  a  result  of  legis- 
lative enactment  In  anticipation  thereof. 

"(3)  NotwltlxBtandlng  paragraph  (1).  an 
agreement  with  a  State  may  be  made  appll- 
c.ible  (e.ther  In  the  original  agreement  or 
by  any  modification  thereof)  to  service  per- 
lurmed  by  employees  in  positions  covered 
by  a  retirement  system  (Including  positions 
specified  In  paragraph  (4)  but  not  including 
positions  excluded  by  or  pursuant  to  para- 
graph (5)  )  if  the  governor  of  the  State  cer- 
tifies to  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  that  the  following  conditions 
have  been  met: 

■•(A)  A  referendum  by  secret  written  ballot 
was  held  on  the  question  of  whether  service 
la  positions  covered  by  such  retirement  sys- 
tem should  be  excluded  from  or  Included 
under  an  agreement  under  this  section: 

•■iBi  An  opportunity  to  vote  In  such  refer- 
endum wtts  given  (and  was  limited)  to  ellgl- 
bie  employees; 

•  iC)  Not  less  than  ninety  days'  notice  of 
such  referendum  was  given  to  all  such 
employees: 

•■iDi  Such  referendum  was  conducted  un- 
der the  supervision  of  the  governor  or  an 
Ui-'inry  or  Individual  designated  by  him;  and 

•■(E)  A  majority  of  the  eligible  employees 
voted  In  such  referendum:  and 

"(F)  Two-thirds  or  more  of  the  emplovees 
who  voted  In  such  referendum  voted  In  favor 
of  including  service  In  such  positions  under 
an  airroement  under  this  section. 
An  employee  shall  be  deemed  an  'eligible 
employee"  for  purposes  of  any  referendum 
vith  respect  to  any  retirement  system  If,  at 
the  time  such  referendum  was  held,  he  was 
In  a  position  covered  by  such  retirement 
s-ystem  and  was  a  member  of  such  system, 
nnd  If  he  was  in  such  a  position  at  the 
lime  notice  of  such  referendun*  was  given 
as  required  by  clause  (C)  of  the  preceding 
sentence;  except  that  he  shall  not  be  deemed 
an  eligible  employee"  If.  at  the  time  the  ref- 
erendum was  held,  he  was  In  a  position  to 
which  the  State  agreement  already  applied, 
or  if  he  was  in  a  position  excluded  by  or 
pursuant  to  psiragraph  (5).  No  referendum 
with  respect  to  a  retirement  system  shall  be 
\alid  for  purposes  of  this  paragraph  unless 
held  within  the  2-year  period  which  ends 
on  the  dite  of  execution  of  the  agreement 
or  modification  which  extends  the  Insurance 
fv.'-tem  established  by  this  title  to  such  re- 
tirement system,  nor  shall  any  referendum 
with  respect  to  a  retirement  system  be  valid 
f'lr  purposes  of  this  paragraph  If  held  less 
than  1  year  after  the  last  previous  referen- 
dum held  with  respect  to  such  retirement 
system 

"(4 1  For  the  purposes  of  sub.'sectlon  (c) 
of  this  section,  the  following  employees  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  a  separate  coverage  group) — 

"I  A)  all  employees  In  positions  which 
were  covered  by  the  same  retirement  system 
en  the  date  the  agreement  was  made  ap- 
plicable to  such  system  (other  than  em- 
ploye'^s  to  whase  services  the  agreements 
already  applied  on  such  date); 

'•(B»  all  employees  In  positions  which  be- 
came covered  by  such  system  at  any  time 
alter  such  date;  and 

"iC)  all  employees  In  positions  which 
were  covered  by  such  system  at  any  time  be- 
lore  such  date  and  to  whose  services  the 
insurance  system  established  by  this  tlUe 
has  not  been  extended  before  such  date  be- 
cause the  posit loivs  were  covered  by  such 
retirement  system  (Including  emplovees  to 
Whose  services  the  agreement  was  liot  ap- 
plicable on  such  date  because  such  services 
^^ere  excluded  pursuant  to  subsection  (c) 
(3»   (C) ).  ^   ' 

'■(5)  (A)  Nothing  In  paragraph  (3)  of 
this  subsection  shall  authorize  the  extension 
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of  the  Insurance  system  established  by  this 
title  to  service  in  any  policeman's  or  fire- 
man's position. 

"(B)  At  the  request  of  the  State,  any  class 
or  classes  of  positions  covered  by  a  retire- 
ment system  which  may  be  excluded  from 
the  agreement  pursuant  to  paragraph  (3)  or 
(5)  of  subsection  (o,  and  to  which  the 
agreement  does  not  already  apply,  may  be 
excluded  from  the  agreement  at  the  time  It 
Is  made  applicable  to  such  retirement  sys- 
tem; except  that,  notwithstanding  the  pro- 
visions o:  paragraph  (3)  (Ci  of  such  subsec- 
tion, such  exclusion  may  not  include  any 
services  to  which  such  paragraph  (3i  (C) 
is  applicable.  In  the  case  of  any  such  ex- 
clusion, each  such  class  so  excluded  shall, 
for  purposes  of  this  subsection,  constitute  a 
separate  retirement  system  In  case  of  any 
modification  of  the  agreement  thereafter 
agreed  to. 

"(6)  If  a  retirement  system  covers  posi- 
tions of  employees  of  the  State  and  posi- 
tions of  employees  of  one  or  more  political 
subdivisions  of  the  State,  or  covers  positions 
of  employees  of  two  or  more  political  subdi- 
visions of  the  State,  then,  for  purposes  of  the 
preceding  paragraphs  of  this  subsection, 
there  shall.  If  the  State  so  desires,  be  deemed 
to  be  a  separate  retirement  system  with  re- 
spect to  any  one  or  more  of  the  political 
subdivisions  concerned  and.  where  the  re- 
tirement system  covers  positions  of  em- 
ployees of  the  State,  a  separate  retirement 
system  with  respect  to  the  State  or  with 
respect  to  the  State  and  any  one  or  more  of 
the  political  subdivisions  concerned.  If  a 
retirement  system  covers  positions  of  em- 
ployees of  one  or  more  institutions  of  higher 
learning,  then,  for  purposes  of  such  preced- 
ing paragraphs,  there  shall,  if  the  State  so 
desires,  be  deemed  to  be  a  separate  retire- 
ment system  for  the  employees  of  each  such 
Inbliiutlon  of  higher  learning.  For  the  pur- 
poses of  this  paragraph,  the  term  "Institu- 
tions of  higher  learning'  includes  Junl(M- 
colleges  and  teachers'  colleges." 

(3)  Paragraph  (3)  of  section  218  (c)  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

••(3)  Such  agreement  shall.  If  the  State 
requests  It,  exclude  (In  the  case  of  any  cover- 
age group)  any  one  or  more  of  the  following: 

"(A)   Any  service  of  an  emergency  nature; 

"(B)  AH  services  in  any  class  or  classes  of 
(I)  elective  positions,  (11)  part-time  posi- 
tions, or  (HI)  positions  the  compensation  for 
which  is  on  a  fee  basis: 

"(C)  All  services  performed  by  individuals 
as  members  of  a  coverage  group  In  positions 
covered  by  a  retirement  system  on  the  date 
such  agreement  is  made  applicable  to  such 
coverage  group,  but  only  In  the  case  of  indi- 
viduals who.  on  such  date  (or,  if  later,  the 
date  on  which  they  first  occupy  such  posi- 
tions), are  not  eligible  to  become  members 
of  such  system  .and  whose  services  In  such 
positions  have  not  already  been  Included 
under  such  agreement  pursuant  to  subsec- 
tion (d)    (3)." 

(4)  Paragraph  (4)  of  such  section  218  (c) 
is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  sentence:  "A  modification  of 
an  agreement  pursuant  to  clause  (B)  of  the 
preceding  sentence  may  apply  to  Individuals 
to  whom  paragraph  (3)  (C)  Is  applicable 
(  whether  or  not  the  previous  exclusion  of  the 
service  of  such  Individuals  was  pursuant  to 
such  paragraph),  but  only  If  such  Individ- 
uals are.  on  the  effective  date  specified  In 
such  modification,  ineligible  to  be  members 
of  any  retirement  system  or  if  the  modifica- 
tion with  respect  to  such  Individuals  is  pur- 
suant to  subsection  (d)    (3)." 

(5)  Such  section  218  (c)  is  further  amend- 
ed by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow- 
ing new  paragraph: 

"(7)  No  agreement  may  be  made  appli- 
cable (either  in  the  original  agreement  or  by 
any  modification  thereof)  to  service  per- 
formed by  any  individual  to  whom  para- 
graph (3)  (C)  is  applicable  unless  such 
agreement  provides  (lu  the  case  of  each  cov- 


erage group  Involved)  either  that  the  service 
of  any  individual  to  whom  such  paragraph  is 
applicable  and  who  Is  a  member  of  such  cov- 
erage group  shall  continue  to  be  covered  by 
such  agreement  In  case  he  thereafter  becomes 
eligible  to  t)e  a  member  of  a  retirement  sys- 
tem, or  that  such  service  shall  cease  to  be  so 
covered  when  he  becomes  eligible  to  be  a 
member  of  such  a  system  (but  only  If  the 
agreement  is  not  already  applicable  t&  such 
system  pursuant  to  subsection  (d)  (3)), 
whichever  may  be  desired  by  the  State." 

(6)  Section  218  (f)  of  such  act  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows; 

"(f)  Any  agreement  or  modification  of  an 
agreement  under  thU  section  shaU  be  effec- 
tive with  respect  to  services  performed  after 
an  effective  date  specified  In  such  agreement 
or  modification;  except  that — 

"  ( 1 )  In  the  case  of  an  agreement  or  modi- 
fication agreed  to  prior  to  1954.  such  date 
may  not  be  earlier  than  December  31,  1950; 

"  ( 2 )  In  the  case  of  an  agreement  or  modi- 
fication agreed  to  after  1954  but  prior  to  1958. 
such  date  may  not  be  earher  than  Decem- 
ber 31.  1954;  and 

"  ( 3 )  In  the  case  of  an  agreement  or  modi- 
fication agreed  to  during  1954  or  after  1957 
such  date  may  not  be  earlier  than  the  last 
day  of  the  calendar  year  preceding  the  year 
In  which  such  agreement  or  modification,  as 
the  case  may  be.  is  agreed  to  bv  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  and  the 
State." 

(7)  Section  218  (m)  (1)  of  such  act  Is 
amended  by  striking  out  "subsection  (d)" 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "paragraph  (1) 
of  subsection  (d)." 

(8)  Section  218  of  such  act  Is  further 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  subsection: 

"certain     POSmONS     no     LONGER     COVERED     BT 
RETIREMENT  SYSTEMS 

"(n)  Notwithstanding  subsection  (d).  an 
agreement  with  any  state  entered  Into  un- 
der this  section  prior  to  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  subsection  may.  prica-  to 
January  1,  1958.  be  modified  pursuant  to 
subsection  (c)  (4)  so  as  to  apply  to  services 
performed  by  employees,  as  members  of  any 
coverage  group  to  which  such  agreement 
already  applies  (and  to  which  such  agree- 
ment applied  on  such  date  of  enactment), 
in  positions  ( 1 )  to  which  such  agreement 
does  not  already  apply.  (2)  which  were  cov- 
ered by  a  retirement  system  on  the  date  such 
agreement  was  made  applicable  to  such  cov- 
erage group,  and  (3)  which,  by  reason  of 
action  by  such  State  or  political  subdivision 
thereof  as  may  be  appropriate,  taken  prior  to 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  subsection, 
are  no  longer  covered  by  a  retirement  system 
on  the  date  such  agreement  is  made  appli- 
cable to  such  services." 

( 9 )  The  amendments  made  by  this  subsec- 
tion, other  than  paragraph  (1)  (B),  shall 
take  effect  January  1,  1955. 

CIVILIAN    EMPLOYEES   OF   STATE   NATIONAL   CCARO 
UNITS    AND   CERTAIN    STATE   INSPECTORS 

(J)  (1)  Barective  as  of  January  1,  1951. 
paragraph  (5)  of  section  218  (b)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sentence: 
■Civilian  employees  of  National  Guard  units 
of  a  State  who  are  employed  pursuant  to 
section  90  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of 
June  3.  1916  (32  U.  S.  C  sec.  42),  and  paid 
from  funds  allotted  to  such  units  by  the 
Department  of  Defense,  shall  for  purposes  of 
this  section  be  deemed  to  be  employees  of 
the  State  and  (notwithstanding  the  preced- 
ing provisions  of  this  paragraph)  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  a  separate  coverage  group." 

(2)  Effective  January  1,  1955,  such  para- 
graph is  further  amended  by  adding  after  the 
sentence  added  by  paragraph  (1)  of  this 
subsection  the  following  new  sentence:  "For 
purposes  of  this  section,  individuals  em- 
ployed  piirsuant  to  an  agreement,  entered 
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Into  pitmumt  to  section  305  of  the  Agrieul- 
tuna  Marketing  Act  of  1946  (7  U.  S.  C.  1634) 
or  section  14  of  the  Perlsbable  Agrleultiiral 
Commodities  Act.  1980  (7  U.  8.  C.  4e9n), 
between  a  State  and  the  ITnlted  States  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  to  perform  serv- 
ices as  inspectors  of  agricultural  products 
may  be  deemed,  at  the  option  of  the  State, 
to  be  employees  of  the  State  and  (not  with- 
standing the  preceding  provisions  of  this 
paragraph)  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  separate 
coverage  group." 

(3)  In  the  case  of  any  coverage  group  to 
which  the  amendment  made  by  paragraph 
(1)  Is  appUcable,  any  agreement  or  modifica- 
tion of  an  agreement  agreed  to  prior  to  Janu- 
ary 1.  1856.  may,  notwithstanding  section 
318  (f )  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  be  made 
effective  with  respect  to  services  performed 
by  employees  as  members  of  such  coverage 
group  after  any  effective  date  specified 
therein,  but  In  no  case  may  such  effecUve 
date  be  earlier  than  December  31.  1950. 
Certain  employees  of  the  State  of  Utah 
(k)  Effective  as  of  January  1,  1951.  section 
218  of  the  Social  Security  Act  Is  amended  by 
adding  after  subsection  (n)  (added  by  sub- 
section (g)  (8)  of  this  section)  the  follow- 
ing new  subsection: 

"Certain  Employees  of  the  State  of  Utah 
"(o)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
subsecuon  (d) ,  the  agreement  with  the  State 
of  Utah  entered  Into  pursuant  to  this  section 
may  be  modified  pursiiant  to  subsection  (c) 
(4)  so  as  to  apply  to  services  performed  for 
any  of  the  following,  the  employees  perform- 
ing services  for  each  of  which  shall  constitute 
a  separate  coverage  group:  Weber  Junior 
College.  Carbon  Jimlor  CoUege,  Dixie  Junior 
College,  Central  Utah  Vocational  School.  Salt 
Lake  Area  Vocational  School,  Center  for  the 
Adult  BUnd,  Union  High  School  (Roosevelt, 
Utah),  Utah  High  School  Activities  Associa- 
tion. State  Industrial  School,  State  Training 
School.  State  Board  of  Education,  and  Utah 
School  Employees  Retirement  Board.  Any 
modification  agreed  to  prior  to  January  1 
1956.  may  be  made  effective  with  respect  to 
services  performed  by  employees  as  members 
Of  any  of  such  coverage  groups  after  an  effec- 
tive date  specified  therein,  except  that  In 
no  case  may  any  such  date  be  earlier  than 
December  31.  1950." 

raxstnoD  wokk  deductions  nf  case  or  cer- 

TAnf   RZTSOACnvx   STATE   AGSEEMENTS 

(1)  (1)  In  the  case  of  any  services  per- 
formed prior  to  1955  to  which  an  agreement 
■under  section  218  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
was  made  applicable,  deductions  which— 

(A)  were  not  Imposed  under  section  203  of 
Buch  act  with  respect  to  such  services  per- 
formed prior  to  the  date  the  agreement  was 
agreed  to  or.  If  the  original  agreement  was 
not  applicable  to  such  services,  performed 
prior  to  the  date  the  modification  making 
auch  agreement  applicable  to  such  services 
was  agreed  to,  and 

(B)  would  have  been  imposed  under  such 
■ectlon  203  had  such  agreement,  or  modifica- 
tion, as  the  case  may  be,  been  agreed  to  on 
the  date  It  became  effective,  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  been  Imposed,  but  only  for  purposes 
Of  section  215  (f )  (2)  (A)  or  section  215 
(f)  (4)  (A)  erf  such  act  as  in  effect  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  this  act.  An  Individual 
with  respect  to  whose  services  the  preced- 
ing sentence  Is  applicable,  or  In  the  case  of 
his  death,  his  survivors  entitled  to  monthly 
benefits  under  section  202  of  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  on  the  basis  of  his  wages  and 
self-employment  Income,  shall  be  entitled 
to  a  recomputatlon  of  his  primary  Insurance 
amount  under  such  section  215  (f)  (2)  (A) 
or  section  215  (f)  (4)  (A),  as  the  case  may 
be.  If  the  conditions  specified  therein  are 
met  and  If.  with  respect  to  a  recomputatlon 
under  such  section  215  (f)  (2)  (A),  such 
Individual  files  the  application  referred  to 
In  such  section  after  August  1954  and  prior 
to  January  1956  or,  with  respect  to  a  recom- 
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putatlon  imder  such  section  215  (f)  (4)  (A), 
each  Individual  died  prior  to  January  1956 
and  any  of  such  sxirvlvors  entlUed  to  monthly 
benefits  files  an  application,  in  addition  to 
the  ^plication  filed  for  such  monthly  bene- 
fits, for  a  recomputatlon  under  such  section 
215  (f)   (4)  (A). 

(2)  For  purposes  of  a  recomputatlon  made 
by  reason  of  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection, 
the  primary  insurance  amount  of  the  indi- 
vidual who  performed  the  services  referred 
to  In  such  paragraph  shall  be  computed 
under  subsection  (a)  (2)  of  section  215  of 
the  Social  Security  Act.  as  amended  by  this 
act  (but,  for  such  purposes,  without  applica- 
tion of  subsectlqn  (d)  (4)  of  such  section. 
as  In  effect  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this 
act  or  as  amended  by  this  act)  and  as  though 
he  became  entitled  to  old-age  insurance  ben- 
efits in  whichever  of  the  following  months 
yields  the  highest  primary  insurance  amount: 

(A)  the  month  following  the  last  month 
for  which  deductions  are  deemed,  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,  to  have 
been  made;  or 

(B)  the  first  month  after  the  month  deter- 
mined under  subparagraph  (A)  (and  prior 
to  September  1954)  In  which  his  benefits 
under  section  202  (a)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  were  no  longer  subject  to  deductions 
under  section  203   (b)   of  such  act;  or 

(C)  the  first  month  after  the  last  month 
(and  prior  to  September  1954)  in  which  his 
benefits  under  section  202  (a)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  were  subject  to  deductions  un- 
der section  203   (b)   of  such  act;  or 

(D)  the  month  In  which  such  Individual 
filed  his  application  for  recomputatlon  re- 
ferred to  In  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection 
or.  if  he  died  without  filing  such  application 
and  prior  to  January  1.  1956,  the  month  in 
which  he  died,  and  in  any  such  case  ( but.  if 
the  individual  is  deceased,  only  if  death 
occurred  after  August  1954)  the  amendments 
made  by  subsections  (b)  (l),  (e)  (l)  and 
(e)  (3)  (B)  of  section  102  of  this  act  shall 
be  applicable. 

Such  recomputatlon  shall  be  effective  for  and 
after  the  month  in  which  the  application  re- 
quh-ed  by  paragiaph  (1)  of  this  subsection  is 
filed.  The  provisions  of  this  subsection  shall 
not  be  applicable  in  the  case  of  any  individ- 
ual if  his  primary  insurance  amount  has 
been  recomputed  under  section  215  (f)  (2) 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  on  the  basis  of  an 
application  filed  prior  to  September  1954. 

(3)  If  any  recomputatlon  under  tectlon 
215  (f)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  is  made  by 
reason  of  deductions  deemed  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection  to  have 
been  Imposed  with  respect  to  benefits  bused 
on  the  wages  and  self -employment  Income 
of  any  individual,  the  total  of  the  benefits 
based  on  such  wages  and  self-employment 
Income  for  months  for  which  such  deduc- 
tions are  so  deemed  to  have  been  imposed 
shall  be  recovered  by  making,  in  addition  to 
any  other  deductions  under  section  203  of 
such  act,  deductions  from  any  increase  in 
benefits,  based  on  such  wages  and  self-em- 
ployment income,  resulting  from  such  re- 
computatlon. 


8IRVICZ  IN  THE  UNITORMED  SBBVICIS 

(n)  The  term  "employment"  shall,  not- 
withstanding the  provisions  of  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section.  Include  service  performetl 
by  an  Individual  as  an  employee  of  the 
United  States,  if  such  service  U  performed 
by  him  after  1954  as  a  member  of  any  of 
the  uniformed  services  of  the  United  States 
on  active  duty  or  active  duty  for  training- 
but  such  term  shall  not  include  any  sucli 
service  which  is  ( 1 )  performed  pursuant  to 
a  call  or  order  to  active  duty,  or  active  duty 
for  training,  which  specified  a  period  of  less 
than  30  days,  or  (2)  performed,  by  a  com- 
missioned officer  of  the  Public  Health  Serv'ce 
during  a  period  during  which  h^  is  both  on 
detail  pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  of  section 
214  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act  (42 
U.  S.  C.  215)  and  on  leave  without  pay  pur- 
suant to  subsection  (d)  of  such  section,  or 
(3)  performed  by  a  commissioned  officer  in 
the  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Public  Health  Serv- 
ice and  is  covered  by  the  ClvU  3€rvlce  Re- 
tirement Act  of  1930. 
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SERVICE    BY     AMERICAN     CTTIZENS     FOR     FOREIGN 
SUBSIDIARY   OT  DOMESTIC  CORPORATION 

(m)  Clause  (B)  of  so  much  of  section  210 
(a)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  as  precedes 
paragraph  (1)  thereof  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows:  "(B)  outside  the  United  States  by 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States  as  an  employee 
(1)  of  an  American  employer  (as  defined  in 
subsection  (e)).  or  (11)  of  a  foreign  subsid- 
iary (as  defined  in  section  3121  (i)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954)  of  a  domes- 
tic corporation  (as  determined  in  accord- 
ance with  section  7701  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code  of  1954)  during  any  period  for 
which  there  Is  in  effect  an  agreement  en- 
tered into  pursuant  to  section  3121  (e)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  with 
tespect  to  such  subsidiary;". 


MEMBER    OF    UNIFORMED    SERVICES 

(o)  The  term  "member"  in  the  phrase 
"member  of  any  of  the  uniformed  services" 
and  the  term  "uniformed  services"  shall  have 
the  meanings  assigned  to  such  terms  by 
section  102  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act 
of  1949   (37  U.  S.  C.  231). 

AMENDMENTS       TO       PROVISIONS       R»LATING       TO 
CHEDIT  FOR  WORLD  WAR  11  AND  LAT«R  SERVICE 

(p)  (1)  Clause  (B)  of  section  817  (e)  (1) 
of  such  act  Is  amended  by  striking  out 
"(other  than  a  benefit  payable  In  a  lump 
sum  unless  It  is  a  conunutation  of.  or  a  sub- 
stitute for.  periodic  payments  •"  and  Insert- 
ing in  lieu  thereof  "(other  thao  a  benefit 
payable  in  a  lump  sum  unless  it  is  a  com- 
mutation of.  or  a  substitute  for.  periodic  pay- 
ments and  other  than  a  benefit  payable  In 
a  lump  sum  unless  it  is  a  Readjustment  As- 
sistance Act  of  1952)." 

(2)  aause  (B)  of  subsection  (a)  (1)  of 
section  217  of  such  act  and  clause  (B)  of 
subsection  (e)  (1)  of  such  section  are  each 
amended  by  striking  out  "(other  than  the 
Veterans'  Administration)"  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  '(other  than  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration and.  in  the  case  of  an  individual 
who  performs  service  In  employment  as  de- 
fined in  subsection  (m)  of  section  210.  other 
than  any  of  the  uniformed  services)." 

(3)  .So  much  of  subsection  (a)  (i)  of  sec- 
tion 217  of  such  act  as  follows  clause  (B) 
thereof  and  so  much  of  subsection  (e)  (1) 
of  such  section  as  follows  clause  (B)  thereof 
are  each  amended  by  striking  out  ■•*0.50"  and 
Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  '•$1.C0." 

(4)  The  amendments  made  bv  paragraphs 
(1)  and  (3)  of  this  subsection 'shall  be  ap- 
plicable only  m  the  case  of  applications  for 
lump-sum  death  payments  and  for  monthly 
benefits  under  section  202  of  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  filed  after  December  1933. 

SPECIAL    INSL-RED    STATrS    FOR    BERnCTMEN 
WITHOUT    PRIOR    INSURED    COVERAGE 

fq)  Ssctlon  214  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
1.S  amended  by  adding  after  subsection  (b) 
the  following  new  subsection;       j 

"SPECIAL   INSURED    STATUS   FOR   SERVICEMEN 

"(c)  (1)  Any  Individual  who  dies  after 
December  1953  while  on  active  duty  or  active 
duty  for  training  as  a  member  of  a  uniformed 
service  (except  an  individual  whose  services 
are  excluded  from  the  term  'employmenf  by 
section  210  (ra,,  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
died  a  fully  and  currently  insured  IndivlduaL 
(2)  There  are  hereby  authorl3ed  to  be 
appropriated  to  the  trust  fund  from  time  to 
time,  as  benefits  under  this  title  become  pay- 
able by  reason  of  paragraph  (1)  such  sums 
as  the  Secretary  estimates  to  be  necessary  to 
meet  the  additional  costs,  resulting  from 
paragraph  ( i  > .  of  such  benefits  (Including 
lump-sum  death  payments).  Such  esti- 
mates shall  be  arrived  at  through  the  use  of 
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f.pproprlate  accounting,  statlitlcal,  sampling, 
(.r  oiher  methods." 

EFFECnVE    DATES 

(D    The  amendment   mado   by  subsection 
(hi   shall  be  applicable  only  with  respect  to 
ti'xable    years    beginning    after    1950.     The 
amendments  made  by  (c)    shall,  except  for 
purposes  of  section  203  of  tht  Social  Security 
Act.  be  applicable  only  with  respect  to  tax- 
able  years  ending  after   1954.     The  amend- 
ments made  by  paragraphs  (1).  (2),  and  (3) 
of   subsection    (a)    shall   be   applicable   only 
with  repect  to  remuneration  paid  after  1954. 
The  amendments  made   by  i)aragraphs    (4). 
(5i.    and     (6)     of    subsectlor.     (a)     shall     be 
applicable     only     with     respect     to     services 
(Whether   performed   after    li»54   or   prior   to 
1955)    for   which    the  remuneration    is   paid 
!.:;er  1954.     The  other  amendments  made  by 
this    section    (other    than    the    amendments 
made  by  subsections  (ii.  (J),  (k),and  (m)) 
shi.ll    be    applicable    only    w  th    respect    to 
services    performed     after     1054.     For     pur- 
poses of  section  203  of  the   Social  Security 
Art.   the   amendments   made    by    paragraphs 
(li.    (2i.  and    (4)    of  subsection    (g)    and  by 
p.ir.igraph    (2)    of    sub.sectlon    (d)    shall    be 
elTective  with  respect   to  net  earnings  from 
self -employment    derived    after    1954.     The 
amount   of   net   earnings   from   self-employ- 
iiu-ni   derived  during   any   taxable   year  end- 
li.g  in.  and  not  with  the  close   of,  1955  shall 
be  credited  equally  to  the  calendar  quarter 
in    wliich    such    taxable    year    ends    and    to 
each  of  the  three  or  fewer  preceding  quarters 
any   part  of   which   Is   in   such    taxable   year; 
HiKl.  for  purposes  of  the  prec<-ding  sentence 
nf   this  ^ubsectlon.   net   earnl  igs   from   self- 
tmployment  so  credited  to  calendar  quarters 
11.  1935  ."ihall  be  deemed  to  have  been  derived 
after  1954. 

INCREASE    IN    BENETTT    AMOUNTS 

.'^FC  102.  (at  Subsection  (a»  of  section  215 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  Is  amended  to 
rc;id  a.s  follows: 

"PRIMARY     INSURANCE    AMOUNT 

"(a)  (1)  The  primary  Insurance  amount 
of  any  Individual  d)  who  does  not  become 
e  itible  for  benefits  under  section  202  (a) 
until  after  August  1954.  or  who  dies  after 
such  month  and  without  becoming  eligible 
f  r  benefits  under  such  section  202  (a),  and 
(111  with  re.'pect  to  whom  not  less  than  six 
of  the  quarters  elapsing  after  1950  are  quar- 
ters (if  co\erace.  and  the  primary  in.surance 
amount  oi  any  individual  w;th  respect  to 
wh'm  not  less  than  six  of  the  quarters 
elapvnig  after  June  30.  1953,  are  quarters  of 
coverage,  shall  be  whichever  ol  the  following 
ami^unu  is  the  larger: 

"lAi  (11  Fifty-five  percent  of  the  first 
8110  of  his  averace  monthly  wage,  plus  20 
percent  of  the  next  $390.  plus  (li)  one-half 
of  1  percent  of  the  amount  computed  under 
clause  (1)  multiplied  by  the  number  of  his 
years  of  coverage  after  his  starting  date 
(determined  under  subsection  (b)  (2n  and 
prior  to  the  year  in  which  he  filed  his  ap- 
plication with  respect  to  which  the  compu- 
tntiun  IS  being  made.  or.  if  he  has  died,  the 
ye.;r  in  which  he  died;  or 

■  iBi  The  amount  determined  under  sub- 
section  (CI. 

An  Individual  shall,  for  purposes  of  this 
pur!!g.-fiph.  be  deemed  eligible  for  benefit.s 
u.-uJer  section  202  (ai  for  any  month  if  he 
was  or  would  have  been,  upon  filing  applica- 
tion therefor  In  such  month,  entitled  to  such 
benefit.s  for  such  month. 

■■|2)  The  primary  Insurance  imotint  of  any 
other  individual  shall  be  the  amount  de- 
termined under  subsection  (c)." 

<b)  (1)  Paragraphs  (1).  (2),  and  (3)  of 
f-ubsection  (b)  of  such  section  are  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"ibi  (1)  An  individual's  'average  monthly 
wage-  shall  be  the  product  obta  ned  by  multi- 
plying his  average  earnings  by  his  regularity- 
nf-.servlce  factor.  An  individual's  'average 
earnings"  means — 


"(A)  In  the  case  of  an  Individual  who  has 
more  than  14  years  of  coverage  after  his 
starting  date  (determined  under  paragraph 
(2))  and  prior  to  his  closing  date  (deter- 
mined under  paragraph  (3)),  the  quotient 
obtained  by  dividing  (1)  the  total  of  his  wages 
and  self-employment  Income  in  the  10  con- 
secutive years  of  coverage,  occurring  between 
such  dates,  during  which  such  total  was  the 
largest,  by  (11)  120,  not  counting  In  deter- 
mining an  individual's  consecutive  years  of 
coverage,  any  year  which  was  not  a  year  of 
coverage; 

"(B)  In  the  case  of  an  Individual  who  has 
less  than  15  years  of  coverage  after  his  start- 
ing date  and  prior  to  his  closing  date,  the 
quotient  obtained  by  dividing  (ii  the  total 
of  his  wages  and  his  self-employment  In- 
come after  his  starting  date  and  prior  to 
his  closing  date,  by  (ID  120  or.  if  smaller, 
the  number  of  months  elapsing  after  his 
starting  date  and  prior  to  his  closing  date 
(excluding  from  such  elap.sed  months  any 
month  In  any  year  prior  to  the  year  In  which 
he  attained  the  a?e  of  22  if  lessthan  2  quar- 
ters of  such  prior  year  were  quarters  of  cov- 
erage 1 .  except  that  when  the  number  of  such 
elajjsed  months  thus  computed  (Including  a 
computation  after  the  application  of  para- 
graph (4)  )  is  less  than  18,  it  shall  be  in- 
creased to  18. 

An  Individual's  regularlty-of-servlce  factor 
Is  the  quotient  obtained  by  dividing — 

"(C)  ten,  or  the  number  of  his  years  of 
coveraee  after  his  starting  date  and  prior  to 
his  c'.osing  date,  whichever  is  larger,  by 

"(D)  the  number  of  years  elapsing  after 
his  starting  date  and  prior  to  his  closing 
date,  excluding  the  years  1951  to  1954,  both 
Inclusive,  except  that.  If  the  quotient  thereby 
obtained  is  greater  than  1.  it  shall  be  reduced 
to  1.  and  except  that.  If  an  Individuals  clos- 
Inc  date  occurred  prior  to  the  year  in  which 
he  attained  (or  would,  but  for  his  death  prior 
thereto,  have  attained)  the  age  of  23,  such 
quotient   shall   be   1. 

'A  vear  of  coverage'  means  a  calendar  year  in 
which  the  sum  of  the  wages  paid  to  an  In- 
dividual and  his  self-employment  Income 
credited  to  such  year  Is  not  less  than  $200 

"(2)  An  lnd''iduars  'starting  date'  shall 
be — 

"(A)    E>ecember  31,   1950.  or 

"iBi  if  later,  the  last  day  of  the  year  in 
which  he  attains  the  age  of  21. 

whichever  results  in  the  higher  primary  In- 
surance amount. 

"(3)  An  individual's  'closing  date'  shall  be 
whichever  of  the  following  results  in  the 
higher  primary  Insurance  amount: 

"(A)  the  first  day  of  the  year  In  which  he 
died  or  became  entitled  to  old-age  insurance 
benefits,  whichever  first  occurred;  or 

"(B)  the  first  day  of  the  first  year  in  which 
he  both  was  fully  Insured  and  had  attained 
retirement  age; 

except  that  if  the  Secretary  determines,  on 
the  basis  of  the  evidence  available  to  him  at 
the  time  of  the  computation  of  the  Indi- 
vidual's primary  insurance  amount  with  re- 
spect to  which  such  closing  date  is  applica- 
ble, that  It  would  result  In  a  higher  primary 
Insurance  amount  for  such  Individual,  h's 
closing  date  shall  be  the  first  day  of  the  year 
following  the  year  referred  to  In  subpara- 
graph (A)." 

(2)  Paragraph  (4)  of  such  subsection  (b) 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(4)  In  the  case  of  any  individual,  the 
Secretary  shall  determine  the  four  or  fewer 
full  calendar  years  after  his  starting  date  and 
prior  to  his  closing  date  which,  if  the  months 
of  such  years  and  his  wages  and  self-employ- 
ment income  for  such  years  were  excluded  in 
computing  his  average  monthly  wage,  would 
produce  the  highest  primary  In.surance 
amount.  Such  months  and  such  wages  and 
self-employment  Income  shall  be  excluded 
for  purposes  of  computing  such  Individual's 
average  earnings  under  paragraph  (1)  (B). 
The  maximum  number  of  calendar  years  de- 


termined under  the  first  sentence  of  this 
paragraph  shall  be  5  instead  of  4  in  the  case 
of  any  individual  who  has  not  less  than  20 
quarters  of  coverage." 

(c)  Subsection  (c)  of  such  section  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"DETERMINATIONS    MADE   BY    USE   OF   THE 
CONVERSION    TABLE 

"(c)  (1)  Except  £18  provided  in  paragraph 
(2)  of  this  subsection,  the  amount  referred 
to  In  paragraphs  (1)  (B)  and  (2)  of  subsec- 
tion (a)  for  an  individual  shall  be  either  the 
amount  appearing  in  column  III  of  the  fol- 
lowing table  on  the  line  on  which  in  column 

I  appears  his  primary  Insurance  benefit  (as 
determined  under  subsection  (d)),  or  the 
amount  appearing  In  column  III  of  the  fol- 
lowing table  on  the  line  on  which  In  column 

II  appears  his  primary  Insurance  amount 
(determined  as  provided  in  subsection  (d)). 
whichever  produces  the  higher  amoun^;  and 
his  average  monthly  wage  shall,  for  purposes 
of  section  203  (ai.  be  the  amount  appearing 
In  column  IV  on  the  line  on  which,  in  col- 
umn III,  appears  such  higher  amount. 


-"1 

11 

III 

IV 

Or  the 

The 

And  the 

ITimiir.v 

amount 

a  \  em  EC 

"ir  thf  prim.iry 

•iisur;inoo 

rffcrri'il  to 

nidnllily 

lisiinii'ei-  iMiirfit 

iiniiiiiiil 

i'l  I'liri- 

waci-  for 

la-  'li'Uriniiifil 

(m"-  (litfi- 

pr.iphs  (1  > 

puriMiscsof 

UInllT  vu(,. 

inii  <vl 

(B)an(i(2j 

com  pill  iiiR 

S(c;iuii  !ci  ;  i.<— 

Uliiier  sub- 

of  sub- 

iri  uiniura 

Sff 1 jol) 

scot  ion  (a) 

bo'icfirs 

(.I'l    1.V  — 

shall  i)e— 

shall  he— 

!i'i  

iTxm 

{31.00 

f.i.'i.OO 

Jli     

T,.  (Id 

;4ti  (H) 

.■is  00 

J!J    

21*.  mi 

:47.oii 

f>2.  00 

Sl.< 

^41.  (Ml 

;4K.  (HI 

3u  (Ht 

Kl.  00 

f.y.  on 
73  00 

»14 

3:4  (HI 

J!.'.    

Tih.  rxi 

411.  (Ml 

Jif. 

3fi.  TO 

41.  7(1 

7»i.  00 
79.00 
SI.  00 

s;4.oo 

j.ir 

;4t.  91 

4.<  20 
44.  't\ 

$1*  

'ASt.  U\ 

>iy  

4(1.  7(1 

4.">.  7(1 

m  

42.00 

47.00 

S.l.  00 

$■-■1  

43.  .VI 

4!*.  .V) 

K8.  00 

J2L' 

45.  30 

.■JO  30 

91.00 

iXi 

47.  50 

.12.  .Vt 

9.5.00 
100  (K) 

SlM 

H\.  m 

.M.  10 

J^i 

.■52.  4(1 

.'.7.  40 

104  00 

.i'V, 

.M.4() 

m  40 

ION.  00 

ii:  V' ".'... '.'.'... 

.^an 

r.1.30 

114.  00 

t> 

.■M.  00 

ri3.oo 

123.00 

JL".'    _ 

.'•«."4(l 

(A.  00 

i:«i.oii 

.«:*! 

fiO.  HO 

U\.  .'40 

13<).  00 

!:ii 

fi2.0(l 

»'*.  •.>o 

117.00 

*;!■-' 

fi3.  .'40 

70.  HI 

l.V..(K) 

$:■■!  

64.40 

71,70 

lianO 

$::4 

•W.  50 

m.r.0 

r.7.  so 
t>.  i«i 
70.00 

7:1  30 
74.  «1 
7li.  ."iO 

7s.  10 
7y.  7(1 

1 70.  no 

%Vy II. 

177.00 

S^<'i 

)K.1.  («) 

>::7 

193.  00 

J:'.«- ..nil 

200.00 

!•''' 

71.00 

^\.:v\ 

207.00 

mK.V.'.'.V.'." '.'.'.'. 

72. 00 
7:<.  10 

'^2.  7(1 

S4.  2(1 

2i:i.  00 

$11 

221.00 

J4'    - 

74.  10 

7'..  Ill 
7t'..  10 
77  10 

KV  (ill 
V7.  10 
•XK.  ."iO 
S9.  SO 

227.  00 

%v...... 

2M.  (K) 

$44                 

241  00 

.S4.'. 

2,VI  00 

$4<i 

77.  1(1 
77.  2(1 

SC  SO 

s».  so 

2.V)  00 

2.VI  00 

77.  30 

hUSO 

2.V).  IH) 

77.40 

8(».  90 

2.'i0.  0(1 

77.  .V) 

( y.  90 

2.'i<l  00 

78.00 

91.  10 

2.t3.  00 

79.0(1 

92.  40 

2'Ki  (HI 

SO.  10 

93.70 

2»'i7  00 

SI.  00 

94  90 

•273.  (K) 

82.00 

90.  00 

2so  00 

83.10 

97.  10 

2S7.  00 

84.  00 

9s  (K( 

293  00 

85.00 

yj.  00 

30<l.  00 

"(2)  (A)  In  case  the  primary  insurance 
benefit  ( determined  as  provided  in  subsec- 
tion (di  )  of  an  individual  falls  between  the 
amounts  on  any  two  consecutive  lines  In 
column  I  of  the  table,  the  amount  referred 
to  in  paragraphs  (1)  (B)  and  (2)  of  sub- 
section (a)  for  such  individual  shall  be  the 
amount  determined  (1)  by  applying  the 
formula  in  subsection  (a)  (1)  to  the  aver- 
age monthly  wage  which  would  be  deter- 
mined for  such  Individual  under  paragraph 
(4 1  of  this  subsection  as  In  effect  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  the  Social  Security  Amend- 
ments of  1954.  (II)  by  Increasing  the  amount 
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determined  under  clause  (1).  If  It  Is  not  a 
multiple  of  $0.10,  to  the  next  higher  multiple 
of  f0.10,  and  (Ul)  by  further  Increasing  such 
amount  to  the  extent.  If  any.  It  is  leas 
than  $8  greater  than  the  primary  Insurance 
amount  which  would  be  determined  for  him 
by  use  of  his  primary  insurance  benefit 
under  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection  as  In 
effect  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Social 
Security  Amendments  of  1954. 

"(B)  In  case  the  primary  Insurance 
amount  (determined  under  subsection  (d)) 
of  an  Individual  falls  between  the  amounts 
on  any  two  consecutive  lines  In  column  n 
of  the  table,  the  amount  referred  to  in  para- 
graphs (1)  (B)  and  (2)  of  subsection  (a) 
for  such  individual  shall  be  the  amount  de- 
termined under  subparagraph  (A)  of  this 
paragraph  for  an  individual  whose  primary 
Insurance  benefit  would  (under  paragraph 
(2)  of  this  subsection  as  in  effect  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  the  Social  Security  Amend- 
ments of  1954)  produce  such  primary  insur- 
ance amount;  except  that,  if  there  Is  no  pri- 
mary insura:jce  benefit  which  would  (under 
such  paragraph  (2) )  produce  such  primary 
Insurance  amount  or  if  such  primary  insur- 
ance amount  Is  higher  than  $77.10,  the 
amount  referred  to  In  paragraphs  (1)  (B) 
and  (2)  of  subsection  (a)  for  such  individual 
shall  be  the  amount  determined  (i)  by  ap- 
plying the  formula  in  subsection  (a)  (l)  to 
the  average  monthly  wage  from  which  such 
primary  Insiorance  amount  was  determined. 
(11)  by  Increasing  the  amount  determined 
under  clause  (i).  if  it  is  not  a  multiple  of 
•0.10,  to  the  next  higher  multiple  of  $0.10, 
.  and  (ill)  by  further  Increasing  such  amount 
to  the  extent,  if  any.  It  is  less  than  $8  greater 
than  such, primary  insurance  amount. 

"(C)  If  the  provisions  of  subparagraphs 
(A)  and  (B)  of  this  paragraph  are  both  ap- 
plicable to  an  individual,  the  amount  re- 
ferred to  in  paragraphs  (1)  (B)  and  (2)  of 
subsection  (a)  for  such  individual  shall  be 
the  larger  of  the  amoimts  determined  under 
such  subparagraphs. 

"(3)  For  the  purpose  of  facilitating  the 
use  of  the  conversion  table  in  computing 
any  insurance  benefit  imder  section  202.  the 
Secretary  Is  authorized  to  assume  that  the 
primary  insiu^nce  benefit  from  which  such 
benefit  imder  section  202  is  determined  is 
1  cent  or  2  cents  more  or  less  than  its  actual 
amount. 

"(4)  For  purposes  of  section  203  (a),  the 
average  monthly  wage  of  an  individual  whose 
primary  Insurance  amount  Is  determined 
under  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection  shall 
be  a  sum  equal  to  the  average  monthly  wage 
Which  would  result  In  such  primary  Insur- 
ance amount  upon  the  application  of  the 
provisions  of  subsection  (a)  (l)  (A)  of  this 
section  and  without  the  application  of  sub- 
sectton  (e)  (2)  or  (g)  of  this  section;  except 
that,  if  such  sum  is  not  a  multiple  of  $l 
it  shall  be  rounded  to  the  nearest  multiple 
of  $1  (or  to  the  next  higher  multiple  of  $i 
If  It  U  a  multiple  of  »0.50)  ." 

(d)  (1)  The  heading  of  subsection  (d)  of 
such  section  Is  amended  to  read  "Primary 
Insurance  Benefit  and  Primary  Insurance 
Amount  for  Purposes  of  Conversion  Table." 

(2)  So  much  of  such  subsection  (d)  as 
preosdes  paragraph  (1)  thereof  is  amended 
by  Inserting  "and  the  primary  insurance 
amounts"  after  "primary  Insurance  benefits  " 

«,i^*^  °f^?^  °'  paragraph  (4)  of  such 
suDsectlon  (d)  as  precedes  subparagraph  (A) 
Is  amended  by  inserting  "(except  an  indi- 
vidual who  attained  age  22  after  1950  and 
with  respect  to  whom  not  less  than  six  of 
the  quarters  elapsing  after  1950  are  quarters 
of  coverage)"  after  "individual." 

(4)  Such  subsection  (d)  is  amended  by 
adding  after  paragraph  (5) ,  added  by  section 
106  of  this  act.  the  following  new  para- 
graph ; 

"(6)  The  primary  Insiu-ance  amount  of 
any  individual  shall  be  computed  as  provided 
in  thU  section  as  in  effect  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of   this   paragraph,    except   that   the 
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amendments  made  by  sections  102  (b) 
(other  than  paragraph  (2)  thereof),  104.  and 
108  of  the  social  security  amendments  of 
1964  (relating,  respectively,  to  Increase  in 
benefit  amoiuits.  increase  in  earnings  count- 
ed, and  periods  of  disability),  shall,  to  the 
extent  provided  by  such  sections,  be  appli- 
cable to  such  computation." 

(e)  (1)  Section  215  (e)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  Btrlklng  out  "and"  at  the  end 
of  paragraph  ( 1 ) .  by  changing  the  pericxi 
at  the  end  of  paragraph  (2)  to  a  semicolon. 
and  by  adding  after  such  paragrapb  (2)  the 
following  new  paragraph: 

"(3)  if  an  individual's  cloeing  date  Is  de- 
termined under  paragraph  (3)  (A)  of  sub- 
section (b)  and  he  has  self -employment 
Income  in  a  taxable  year  which  begins  prior 
to  such  closing  date  and  ends  after  the 
last  day  of  the  month  preceding  the  month 
In  which  he  becomes  entitled  to  old-ago  in- 
surance tMsneflts.  there  shall  not  be  counted, 
in  determining  his  average  monthly  wage, 
his  self -employment  income  in  such  taxable 
year,  except  as  provided  in  section  215  (f) 
(3)    (C):    and." 

(2)  Section  215  (f)  (2)  of  such  act  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(2)  (A)  Upon  application  nied  ajter  1954 
by  an  individual  entitled  to  old-age  insur- 
ance benefits,  the  Secretary  shall  recompute 
his  primary  insurance  amount  if— 

"(1)  he  has  not  less  than  six  quarters  of 
coverage  in  the  period  after  1950  and  prior 
to  the  quarter  in  which  such  application  Is 
filed, 

"(li)  he  has  wages  and  self-emplovmcnt 
Incom*  of  more  than  $1,200  in  a  "calen- 
dar year  which  occurs  after  1953  ( not  talcing 
into  account  any  year  prior  to  the  calen- 
dar year  in  which  the  last  previous  recom- 
putation,  if  any,  of  his  primary  insurance 
amount  was  effective)  and  after  the  year  in 
which  he  became  (without  the  application 
of  section  202  (j)  (K  entitled  to  old-age 
insurance  benefits  or  filed  an  application  for 
recomputatlon  (to  which  he  is  entitled)  un- 
der section  102  (e)  (5)  (B)  or  102  (fi  (2) 
(B)  of  the  social  security  amendments  of 
1954,  whichever  of  such  events  Is  tlie  latest 
and 

"(111)  he  filed  such  application  nc  earlier 
than  6  months  after  such  calendar  year  re- 
ferred to  in  clause  (il)  in  which  he  had  such 
wages  and  self-employment  income. 
Such  recomputatlon  shall  be  effective  for  and 
after  the  12th  month  before  the  mon'h  in 
which  he  filed  such  application  for  recom- 
putatiop  but  in  no  event  earlier  t^an  the 
month  following  such  calendar  year  referred 
to  In  clause  (ii).  For  the  purposes  of  this 
subparagraph  an  individual's  self-employ- 
ment income  shall  be  allocated  to  Calendar 
quarters  In  accordance  with  section  212. 

"(B)   A  recomputatlon   pursuant  to   sub- 
paragraph (A)  shall  be  made  as  proflded  In 
subsection  (a)  of  this  section  and  as  though 
the  individual  first  became  entitled  to  old- 
age  Insurance  benefits  in  the  month  in  which 
he  filed  the  application  for  such  reccciputa- 
tion,  but  only  if  the  provisions  of  subsection 
(b)    (4)  were  not  applicable  to  the  last  pre- 
vious computation  of  his  primary  Insurance 
amount.       If    the    provisions    of    subsection 
(b)     (4)    were    applicable    to   such   previous 
computation,  the  recomputatlon  untjer  sub- 
paragraph   (A)    of   this   paragraph   shall    be 
made  only  as  provided  in  subsection  (a)    ( i) 
(other  than  subparagraph  (B)   thereof)   and 
for  such  purposes  his  average  monthly  wage 
shall   be  determined   as   though   he  became 
entitled  to  old-age  Insurance  benefits  In  the 
month  in  which  he  filed  the  application  for 
recomputatlon  under  subparagraph  (A),  ex- 
cept that,  of  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (3) 
of  subsection  (b) ,  only  the  provisions  of  sub- 
paragraph  (A)    thereof  shall  be  applicable  " 
(3)    (A)    Section  215   (f)    (3)    of  sUch  act 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(3)  (A)  Upon  application  by  aa  indi- 
vidual— 

"(4)  who  became  (without  the  applica- 
tion of  section  202  (J)    (1))  entitled  to  old- 


age  Insurance  benefits  under  section  202 
(a)   after  August  1954,  or 

"(il)  whose  primary  insurance  amount  was 
recomputed  under  section  102  (e)  (5)  or 
102  (f )  (2)  (B)  of  the  social  security  amend- 
ments of  1954,  or 

"(111)  Whose  primary  Insurance  amount 
was  recomputed  as  provided  in  the  first 
sentence  of  paragraph  (2)  (Bl  of  this  sub- 
section on  the  ba.sls  of  an  application  filed 
after  August  1954, 

the  Secretary  sha.']  recompute  his  primary 
insurance  amount  if  such  application  Is  filed 
after  the  year  in  which  he  became  entitled 
to  old-age  In.surance  benefits  or  in  which  he 
filed  his  application  for  the  last  recompu- 
tatlon (to  which  he  was  entitled)  of  his 
primary  Insurance  amount  under  any  pro- 
vision of  law  referred  to  In  clause  di)  or  (ill) 
of  this  sentence,  whichever  Is  the  later. 
Such  recomptuatk.n  under  this  subpara- 
graph Shan  be  made  in  the  manner  provided 
in  the  preceding  subsections  of  this  section 
for  computation  of  his  primary  Instirance 
amount,  except  that  his  clojing  date  for 
purposes  of  subsection  (b)  shall  be  the  first 
day  of  the  year  following  the  year  in  which 
he  became  entitled  to  old-age  ln«:urance 
benefits  or  in  which  he  filed  hli  application 
for  the  last  recomputatlon  (to  which  he  was 
entitled  I  of  his  primary  Insurnnce  amount 
under  any  provision  of  law  referred  to  in 
clause  (ill  or  (iiii  of  the  preceding  sentence, 
whichever  is  the  later.  Such  recomputatlon 
under  this  subpariigraph  shall  be  effective 
for  and  after  the  first  month  for  which  his 
la.st  jjrcvious  computaUon  of  his  primary  In- 
suranc"  amount  was  effective,  but  in  no 
event  for  any  month  prior  to  the  24th  month 
before  the  month  in  which  the  application 
for  such  recomputatlon  Is  filed.  In  the  ca'-e 
of  an  Individual  who  dies  after  Au'^tist 
1054 — • 

"(1)  who,  at  the  time  of  death,  was  not 
en'itled  to  old-age  insurance  benefits  under 
sr-nion  202  !:ii.  or  who  became  entitled  to 
ok'-age  in::ur::nce  benefits  under  section  202 
(ai  after  Aucust  1954.  or  whose  primary  in- 
surance amount  was  recomputed  under  para- 
graph (2)  or  (4(  of  this  subsection,  or  sec- 
tion 102  (ei  (5 1  or  section  102  <f)  (2)  (B) 
of  the  Social  Security  Amendments  of  1954, 
on  the  basis  of  an  application  filed  after 
August  1954:  and 

"(ill  with  respect  to  whom  the  last 
previous  computation  or  recomputatlon  of 
his  primary  insurance  amount  was  based 
ujion  a  closing  Onte  determined  under  sub- 
paragraph (Ai  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  (3) 
of  this  section. 

the   Secretary   shall   recompute   Jils   primary 
in.surance  amount  upon  the  filing  of  an  ap- 
plication   by   a   person    entitled   to   monthly 
benefits  or  a  lump-sum  death  payment   on 
the    basis    of    his    wages    and    self-employ- 
ment income.     Such  recomputatlon  shall  be 
made  in  the  manner  provided  In  the  preced- 
ing  sub-sectlons   of   this   section    for  compu- 
tation of  such  amount,  except  that  his  clos- 
ing date  for  purposes  of  subsection  (b)  shall 
be  the  day  following  the  year  of  death   in 
ca.se  he  died   without  becoming  entitled   to 
old-age    insurance    benefits,    or.    In    case    he 
was   entitled   to  old-age   Insurance   benefits, 
the    day    following    the    year    in    which   was 
filed    the   application   for   the   la«t    previous 
computation     of     his     primary     insurance 
amount   or    in    which    the    individual    died. 
whichever    first    occurred.      In    the    case    of 
monthly  benefits,  such  recomputatlon  shall 
be    effective    for    and    after    the    month    In 
which  the  person  entitled  to  such  monthly 
benefits  became  so  entitled,  but  in  no  event 
for  any  month  prior  to  the  24th  month  be- 
fore the  month  in  which  the  application  lor 
such  recomputatlon  Is  filed." 

(B)  Such  section  215  (f)  (3)  is  further 
amended  by  -  dding  after  subparjigraph  (B) 
(added  by  subparagraph  (A)  of  this  para- 
graph)   the  following  new  subparagraph: 

"(C)  If  an  Individual's  closing  date  is 
determined  under  paragraph  (3)  (A)  of 
subsection   (b;    of  this  section  and  he  has 
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self-employment  Income  In  a  taxable  year 
which  begins  prior  to  such  closing  date  and 
ends  after  the  last  day  of  the  month  pre- 
ceding the  month  in  which  he  became  en- 
titled to  old-age  insurance  benefits,  the  Sec- 
retary shall  recompute  his  primary  Insurance 
amount  after  the  close  of  such  taxable  year, 
taking  into  account  only  such  self-employ- 
ment Income  in  such  taxable  year  as  Is.  pur- 
f.iiant  to  section  212,  allocated  to  calendar 
quarters  prior  to  such  closing  date.  Such 
recomputatlon  shall  be  «flective  for  and  after 
the  first  month  In  which  he  became  entitled 
to  old-age  Insurance  benefits." 

(4>  Section  215  (f)  (4)  of  such  act  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(4)  Upon  the  death  after  1954  of  an  In- 
dividual entitled  to  old- ace  Insurance  bene- 
fits. If  any  person  Is  ••ntltled  to  monthly 
benefits,  or  to  a  lump-sum  death  payment, 
on  the  basis  of  the  wages  and  self-employ- 
ment Income  of  such  Irdivldual.  the  Secre- 
tary shall  recompute  the  decedent's  primary 
in.surance  amount,  but  cnly  If — 

"(A)  the  decedent  would  have  been  en- 
titled to  a  recomputatlon  under  paragraph 
(21  (A)  (without  the  application  of  clause 
(Hi)  thereof)  If  he  had  filed  application 
therefor  In  the  month  In  which  he  died;  or 

"iB)  the  decedent  during  his  lifetime  was 
paid  compensation  which  was  treated  under 
section  205  (o)  as  remuneration  for  employ- 
ment. 

If  the  recomputatlon  is  permitted  by  sub- 
p.Traeraph  (A>  the  recomputatlon  shall  be 
made  (if  at  all)  as  though  he  had  filed 
application  for  a  recomputatlon  under  para- 
t-raph  (2)  (A)  in  the  month  in  which  he 
died,  except  that  such  recomputatlon  shall 
Include  any  compensation  (described  in  sec. 
20.S  (on  paid  to  him  prior  to  the  closing 
d.ite  which  would  have  l)een  applicable  un- 
der .■:\ich  parapraph.  If  recomputatlon  is 
permitted  by  subparajrraph  (B)  the  recom- 
putatlon shall  take  Intc-  account  only  the 
waees  and  self-employnent  Income  which 
vere  t;;ken  Into  account  In  the  last  previous 
computation  of  his  primary  insurance 
amount  pnd  the  compensation  (described 
In  sec  205  <o)  )  paid  U<  him  prior  to  the 
cl  >sing  date  applicable  to  such  computation. 
If  Ixith  of  the  preceding  sentences  are  ap- 
plicable to  an  Individual,  only  the  recompu- 
tatlon which  results  In  the  larger  primary 
Insurance  amount  shall  be  made." 

(5)  (A)  In  the  case  of  any  Individual  who, 
tip m  filing  application  tierefor  before  Sep- 
tember 1954.  would  (but  for  the  provisions 
of  .sec  215  (f)  (6)  of  the  fJocial  Sectn-lty  Act) 
have  been  entitled  to  a  recomputatlon* under 
subparagraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  section  215  (f) 
(2(  of  such  act  as  in  effect  prior  to  the  en- 
actment of  this  act,  the  Secretary  shall  re- 
compute such  individual's  primary  insur- 
ance amount,  but  only  if  he  files  an  appli- 
cation therefor  or,  in  ciise  he  died  before 
filing  such  application,  an  application  for 
monthly  benefits  or  a  lurap-sum  death  pay- 
ment on  the  basis  of  h  s  wages  and  self- 
employment  income  is  filed.  Such  recom- 
putatlon shall  be  made  only  as  provided  In 
subsection  (a)  (2)  of  section  215  of  the  So- 
cial Security  Act,  as  amended  by  this  act. 
through  the  use  of  a  primary  Insurance 
amount  determined  undar  subsection  (d) 
(6)  of  such  section  in  the  same  manner  as 
for  an  Individual  to  whom  subsection  (a) 
( 1 )  of  such  .'ection.  arf  In  effect  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  this  act.  Is  applicable:  and 
euch  recomputatlon  shall  take  Into  account 
only  such  wages  and  self-employment  in- 
come a.s  would  be  taken  Into  account  under 
section  215  (b)  of  the  Sx:ial  Security  Act 
if  the  month  In  which  the  application  for 
rocomputation  Is  filed,  or  If  the  Individual 
died  without  filing  the  application  for  re- 
computation,  the  month  In  which  he  died, 
v.ere  deemed  to  be  the  month  In  which  he 
became  entitled  to  old-age  Insurance  bene- 
fits. In  the  case  of  monthly  benefits,  such 
recomputatlon  shall  be  effective  for  and  after 
the  month   in   which   such   application  for 


recomputatlon  Is  filed  or.  If  the  individual 
has  died  without  filing  the  application,  for 
and  after  the  month  in  which  the  person 
filing  the  application  for  monthly  survivor 
benefits  becomes  entitled  to  such  benefits, 

(B)   In  the  case  of — 

(1)  any  indiyid^al  who  Is  entitled  to  a 
recomputatlon  under  subparagraph  (A)  of 
secUon  215  (f)  (2)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  as  in  effect  prior  to  the  enactment  of 
this  act  on  the  basis  of  an  application  filed 
after  August  1954,  or  who  died  alter  such 
month  leaviixg  any  survivors  entitled  to  a 
recomputatlon  under  section  215  (f)  (4) 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  as  In  effect  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  this  act  on  the  basis 
of  his  wages  and  self -employment  income, 
and  whose  sixth  quarter  of  coverage  after 
1950  was  acquired  after  August  1954  or  with 
respect  to  whr>m  the  twelfth  month  referred 
to  m  such  subparagraph  (A)  occurred  after 
such  month,  and 

(ii)  any  Individual  who  Is  entitled  to  a 
recomputatlon  under  section  215  (f)  (2) 
(B)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  as  in  effect 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act  on  the 
ba.';is  of  an  application  filed  after  August 
1954.  or  who  died  alter  August  1954  leaving 
any  survivors  entitled  to  a  recomputatlon 
under  section  215  (f)  (4)  of  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  as  In  effect  prior  to  the  enactment 
of  this  act  on  the  basis  of  htis  wages  and 
self-employment  Income,  and  whose  sixth 
quarter  of  coverage  after  1950  was  acquired 
after  August  1954  or  who  did  not  attain  the 
age  of  75  prior  to  September  1954. 

the  recomputatlon  of  his  primary  insurance 
amount  shall  be  made  in  the  manner  pro- 
vided In  section  215  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  as  amended  by  this  act.  for  computation 
of  such  amount,  except  that  his  closing  date, 
for  purposes  ol  subsection  (b)  of  such  sec- 
tion 215,  shall  be  determined  as  though  he 
became  entitled  to  old-age  Insurance  bene- 
fits In  the  month  In  which  he  filed  such 
application  for  recomputatlon  or,  if  he  has 
died.  In  the  month  In  which  he  died.  In  the 
case  of  monthly  benefits,  such  recomputa- 
tlon shall  be  effective  for  and  after  the 
month  In  which  such  application  for  re- 
computation  Is  filed  or.  If  the  Individual 
has  died  without  filing  the  application,  for 
end  after  the  month  in  which  the  person 
filing  the  application  for  monthly  survivors 
benefits  Ijecomes  entitled  to  such  benefits. 
An  Individual  or.  In  case  of  his  death,  his 
survivors  entitled  to  a  lump-sum  death  pay- 
ment or  to  monthly  benefits  under  section 
202  of  the  Social  Security  Act  on  the  basis 
of  his  wages  and  self-employment  Income 
shall  be  entitled  to  a  recomputatlon  of  his 
primary  Insurance  amount  under  section 
215  (f)  (2)  or  section  215  (f)  (4)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  as  In  effect  prior  to  the 
dale  of  enactment  ol  this  act  only  If  (I)  he 
had  not  less  tlian  six  quarters  of  coverage 
in  the  period  after  1950  and  prior  to  Janu- 
ary 1.  1955.  and  (U)  either  the  twelfth 
month  referred  to  In  subparagraph  (A)  of 
such  section  215  (f)  (2)  occurred  prior  to 
January  1,  1955,  or  he  attained  the  age  of 
75  prior  to  1955,  and  (ill)  he  meets  the  other 
conditions  of  entitlement  to  such  a  recompu- 
tatlon. No  Individual  shall  be  entitled  to  a 
recomputatlon  under  subparagraph  (A)  or 
(B)  of  this  paragraph  If  his  primary  insur- 
ance amount  has  previously  been  recom- 
puted under  either  of  such  subparagraphs. 

(6)  In  the  case  of  an  individual  who  died 
or  became  (without  the  application  of  sec- 
tion 202  (J)  (1)  of  the  S(X-lal  Security  Act) 
entitled  to  old-age  Insurance  t>enefits  In 
1956  and  with  respect  to  whom  not  less 
than  six  of  the  quarters  elapsing  after  1954 
and  prior  to  the  quarter  following  the  quar- 
ter In  which  he  died  or  became  entitled  to 
old-age  Insurance  benefits,  whichever  first 
occurred,  are  quarters  of  coverage,  his  pri- 
mary insurance  amount  shall  be  computed 
under  section  215  (a)  (1)  (A)  of  such  act, 
as  amended  by  this  act,  with  a  starting  date 
of  December  31,  1954.  and  a  closing  date  of 
July  1,  1956,  but  only  if  it  would  result  in 


a  higher  primary  Insurance  amoimt.  FV>r 
the  purposes  of  section  215  (f)  (3)  (C)  of 
such  act,  the  determination  of  an  Individ- 
ual's closing  date  under  the  preceding  sen- 
tence shall  be  considered  as  a  determination 
of  the  individual's  closing  date  under  sec- 
tion 215  (b)  (3)  (A)  ol  such  act,  and  the 
recomputatlon  provided  for  by  such  section 
215  (f)  (3)  (C)  shaU  be  made  using  July 
1.  1956.  as  the  closing  date,  but  only  if  it 
would  result  in  a  higher  primary  instirance 
amount.  In  any  such  computation  on  the 
basis  of  a  July  1.  1956.  closing  date,  the 
total  of  his  wages  and  self-employment  In- 
come after  December  31,  1955.  shall,  if  It  Is 
In  excess  of  $2,100,  be  reduced  to  such 
amount. 

(7)   Section  203  (a)  of  such  act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

■  (a)  Whenever  the  total  of  monthly  bene- 
fits to  which  individuals  are  entitled  under 
section  202  for  a  month  on  the  basis  of  the 
wages  and  self-employment  income  of  an 
insured  individual  is  more  than  $50  and 
exceeds  ( 1 )  80  percent  of  his  average  monthly 
wage,  or  (2)  one  and  one-half  times  his 
primary  Insurance  amount,  whichever  is  the 
greater,  such  total  of  benefits  shaU.  after 
any  deductions  under  this  section,  be  re- 
duced to  80  percent  of  his  average  monthly 
wage  or  to  one  and  one-half  times  his  pri- 
mary insurance  amount,  whichever  is  the 
greater,  but  in  no  case  to  less  than  $50; 
except  that  when  any  of  such  individuals  so 
entitled  would  (but  for  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 202  (k)  (2)  (A))  be  entitled  to  child's 
Insurance  benefits  on  the  basis  of  the  wages 
and  self -employment  income  of  one  or  more 
other  Insured  Individuals,  such  total  of  bene- 
fits, after  any  deductions  under  this  section, 
shall  not  be  reduced  to  less  than  80  percent 
of  the  sum  of  the  average  monthly  wages  of 
all  such  insured  individuals.  In  any  case 
in  which  the  total  of  the  benefits  referred 
to  In  the  preceding  sentence,  after  reduction 
(if  any)  thereunder,  is  more  than  $200,  such 
total  shall,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
such  sentence,  be  reduced  to  $200.  When- 
ever a  reduction  Is  made  under  this  subsec- 
tion, each  benefit,  except  the  old-age  insur- 
ance benefit,  shall  be  proportionately  de- 
creased." 

(8)  In  the  case  of  an  individual  who  be- 
came (without  the  application  of  section  202 
(J)  (1)  )  entitled  to  old-age  Insurance  bene- 
fits or  died  prior  to  September  1954,  the  pro- 
visions of  secUon  215  (f)  (3)  as  in  effect 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act  shall  be 
applicable  as  though  this  act  had  not  been 
enacted. 

(f)  (1)  The  amendments  made  by  the 
fjrecedir^  subsections,  other  than  subsec- 
tion (b)  and  paragraphs  (1).  (2),  (3).  and 
(4)  of  subsection  (e),  shall  (subject  to  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (2)  and  notwith- 
standing the  provisions  of  section  215  (f) 
(1)  of  the  Social  Security  Act)  apply  In  the 
case  of  lump-sum  death  payments  under  sec- 
tion 202  of  such  act  with  respect  to  deaths 
occurring  after,  and  In  the  case  of  monthly 
benefits  under  such  section  for  months  after 
August  1954. 

(2)  (A)  The  amendment  made  by  sub- 
section (b)  (2)  shall  be  applicable  only  in 
the  case  of  monthly  benefits  for  months 
after  August  1954.  and  the  lump-sum  death 
payment  In  the  case  of  death  after  August 
1954.  based  on  the  wages  and  self-employ- 
ment Income  of  an  Individual  (I)  who  does 
not  become  eligible  for  benefits  under  sec- 
tion 202  (a)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  until 
after  August  1954.  or  (ii)  who  dies  after 
August  1954  and  without  becoming  eligible 
for  benefits  under  such  section  202  (a),  or 
(HI)  who  Is  or  has  been  entitled  to  have  his 
primary  insurance  amount  recomputed  un- 
der section  215  (f)  (2)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act.  as  amended  by  subsection  (e)  (2)  of 
this  section,  or  under  subsection  (el  (5) 
(B)  of  this  section,  or  (Iv)  with  respect  to 
whom  not  less  than  six  of  the  quarters 
elapsing  after  June  1953  are  quarters  of 
coverage  (as  defined  in  such  act) ,  or  (v)  who 
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filea  an  application  for  a  disability  determi- 
nation which  is  accepted  as  an  application 
for  purposes  of  section  216  (1)  of  such  act, 
or  (vi)  who  dies  after  August  1954  and  whose 
survivors  are  (or  would,  but  for  the  provi- 
sions of  section  215  (f )  (6)  of  such  act,  be) 
entitled  to  a  recomputation  of  his  primary 
insurance  amount  under  section  215  (f)  (4) 
(A)  of  such  act,  as  amended  by  this  act. 
For  purposes  of  the  preceding  sentence  an 
individual  shall  be  deemed  eligible  for  bene- 
fits under  section  202  (a)  of  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  for  any  month  if  he  was,  or 
would  upon  filing  application  therefor  in 
such  month  have  been,  entitled  to  such 
benefits  for  such  month. 

(B)  In  the  case  of  any  Individual  entitled 
to  old-age  insurance  benefits  under  section 
202   (a)   of  the  Social  Security  Act  who  was 
or,  upon  filing  application  therefor,  would 
have    been    entitled    to    such    benefits    for 
August  1954,  to  whom  subparagraph  (A)   is 
inapplicable,  and  with  respect  to  whom  not 
less  than  six  of  the  quarters  elapsing  after 
June    30,    1953.    are    quarters    of    coverage, 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare shall,   notwithstanding   the   provisions 
of    section    215    (f)     (1)    of    the    Social    Se- 
curity Act,  recompute  the  primary  insurance 
amount  of  such  individual  but  only  upon 
the    filing   of    an    application,    after    August 
1954,  by  him,  or  if  he  dies  without  filing 
such  an  application,  by  any  person  entitled 
to  monthly  survivors  benefits  under  section 
202  of  such  act  on   the   basis  of  such  in- 
dividual's   wages    and   self-employment    in- 
come.   Such  recomputation  shall  be  made  in 
the  manner  provided  In  section  215  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  for  computation  of  such 
individual's  primary  ins'arance  amount,  ex- 
cept that  the  provisions  of  subsection    (f) 
of  such  section  (other  than  paragraph  (3) 
(C)  thereof)  shall  not  be  applicable  for  pur- 
poses of  such  computation,  and  except  that 
his  closing  date,  for  purposes  of  subsection 
(b)  of  such  section,  shall  be  determined  as 
though  he  became  entitled  to  old-age  In- 
surance benefits  in  the  month  in  which  he 
filed  such  application  for  recomputation  or. 
If  he   died  without  filing  such  application, 
the  month  in  which  he  died.     Such  recom- 
putation shall  be  effective  (i)  if  the  applica- 
tion  Is   filed   by   such    individual,   for   and 
after  the  12th  month  before  the  month  in 
which  the  application  therefor  was  filed  by 
such  individual  but  in  no  case  before  the 
first  month  of  the  quarter  which  is  such  in- 
dividual's 6th  quarter  of  coverage  acquired 
after  June  30,  1953.  or  (ii)  if  such  application 
was   filed   by  a   person   entitled   to  monthly 
survivors  benefits  under  section  202  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  on  the  basis  of  such  in- 
dividual's  wages   and    self-employment   In- 
come, for  and  after  the  first  month  for  which 
such  person  was  entitled  to  such  survivors 
benefits.     No  such  recomputation  of  an  in- 
dividual's  primary    Insurance   amount   shall 
be  effective  unless  it  results  In  a  higher  pri- 
mary Insurance  amount  for  him;   nor  shall 
any  such  recomputation  of  an  individual's 
primary  Insurance  amount  be  effective  if  such 
amount  has  previously  laeen  recomputed  un- 
der this  subsection. 

(3)  The  amendments  made  by  subsections 
(b)  (1).  (e)  (1).  and  (e)  (3)  (B)  shall 
be  applicable  only  in  the  case  of  monthly 
benefits  based  on  the  wages  and  self-em- 
ployment income  of  an  individual  who  does 
not  become  entitled  to  old-age  insurance 
benefits  under  section  202  (a)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  until  after  August  1954,  or  who 
dies  after  August  1954  without  becoming 
entitled  to  such  benefits,  or  who  files  an 
application  after  August  1954  and  is  entitled 
to  a  recomputation  under  paragraph  (2)  or 
(4)  of  section  215  (f)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  as  amended  by  this  act,  or  who  is  en- 
titled to  a  recomputation  under  paragraph 
(2)  (B)  of  this  subsection,  or  who  is  entitled 
to  a  recomputation  under  paragraph  (5) 
Of  BUbsection  (e). 
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(4)  The  amendments  made  by  subsection 
(e)  (2)  shall  be  appUcable  only  In  th«  case 
of  applications  for  recomputation  filed  after 
1954.  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(e)  (4)  shall  be  applicable  only  in  the  case 
of  deaths  after  1954. 

(5)  The  amendments  made  by  subpara- 
graph (A)  of  subsection  (e)  (3)  shall  be  ap- 
plicable only  in  the  case  of  applicatloas  for 
recomputation  filed,  or  deaths  occurring, 
after  August  1954. 

(6)  No  increase  in  any  benefit  by  reason 
of  the  amendments  made  by  this  section 
(other  than  subsection  (e)  )  or  by  reast>n  of 
subparagraph  (B)  of  paragraph  "(2)  of  this 
subsection  shall  be  regarded  as  a  recomputa- 
tion for  purposes  of  section  215  (f)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act. 

(g)  Effective  September  1,  1954.  section  2 
(c)  (2)  (B)  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
amendments  of  1952  is  amended  to  rend  as 
follows: 

"(B)  The  provisions  of  subparagraph  (At 
shall  cease  to  apply  to  the  benefit  of  any  in- 
dividual under  title  II  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  for  any  month   after  August   1954. " 

(h)   (1)   Where— 

(A)  an  individual  was  entitled  (without 
the  application  of  section  202  (ji  (1)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act)  to  an  old-aue  insurance 
benefit  under  title  H  of  such  act  for  Autiust 
1954; 

(B)  one  or  more  other  persons  were  en- 
titled (without  the  applicatioii  of  such  sec- 
tion 202  (j)  (1)  )  to  monthly  benefits  under 
such  title  for  such  month  on  the  basjs  of 
the  wages  and  self-employment  incoine  of 
such  Individual:  and 

(C)  the  total  of  the  benefits  to  which  all 
persons  are  entitled  under  such  title  on  the 
basis  of  such  individunl's  waees  and  self- 
employment  income  for  any  subseqi:  Mit 
month  for  which  he  is  entitled  to  an  c!d- 
age  insurance  benefit  under  such  title. 
would  (but  for  the  provisions  of  this  para- 
graph) be  reduced  by  reason  r.f  the  appli- 
cation of  section  203  ia)  of  the  Social  3tcu- 
rlty  Act,  as  amended  by  this  act. 

then  the  total  of  benefits  referred  to  In 
clause  (C)  for  such  subsequent  month  $hail 
be  reduced  to  whichever  of  the  lollowiti-  is 
the  larger —  ° 

(D)  the  amount  determined  pursuant  to 
section  203  (a)  of  the  Social  Security  Act. 
as  amended  by  this  act;  or 

(E)  the  amount  determined  pursuant  to 
such  section,  as  in  effect  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act,  for  August  1954  plus  the 
excess  of  (i)  the  amount  of  hi.s  old-age  in- 
surance benefit  for  such  month  computed 
as  if  the  amendments  made  by  the  preceding 
subsections  of  this  section  had  been  applica- 
ble in  the  case  of  such  benefit  for  such 
month  over  (ii)  the  amount  of  his  old-age 
Insurance  benefit  for  such  month,  or 

(P)  the  amount  determined  pursuant  to 
section  2  (d)  (1)  of  the  Social  Security  Art 
amendments  of  1952  for  August  1954  phis 
the  excess  of  (i)  the  amount  of  his  old-age 
Insurance  benefit  for  such  month  computed 
as  if  the  amendments  made  by  the  preced- 
ing subsecticiis  of  this  section  had  been  ap- 
plicable in  the  case  of  such  benefit  lor  such 
month  over  (ii)  the  amount  of  his  old-a-e 
Insurance  benefit  for  such  month  (2i 
Where — 

(A)  two  or  more  persons  were  entitle! 
(without  the  application  of  section  202  (j) 
(1)  of  the  Social  Security  Act)  to  monthly 
benefits  under  title  II  of  such  act  for  August 
1954  on  the  basis  of  the  wages  and  self- 
employment  income  of  a  deceased  indifid- 
ual;  and 

(B)  the  total  of  the  benefits  to  which  all 
such  persons  are  entitled  on  the  basis  of 
such  deceased  individuals  wages  and  self- 
employment  income  for  any  subsequent 
month  would  (but  for  the  provisions  of  this 
paragraph)  be  reduced  by  reason  of  the  np- 
plication   of   the  first   sentence   of  section 


203  fa)  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended  by  this  act, 

then,  notwith.standing  any  other  provision 
In  title  II  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  such 
deceased  individual's  average  monthly  wage 
shall,  for  purposes  of  such  section  203  (a), 
be  wlilchever  of  the  following  is  the  larger: 

(Ci  ills  average  monthly  wage  deter- 
mined piirsuaiit  to  section  215  of  Buch  act, 
as  amended  by  this  act;  or 

(D)  his  average  monthly  wage  determined 
under  such  section  215,  as  in  e.Tect  prior  to 
tlie  enactment  of  this  act,  plus  $10. 

(i)  Section  202  of  such  act  is  amended  by 
Inseriing  after  subsection  (1)  the  following 
new  subsection: 

"minimum  survivor's  or  dependent's  benefit 
'■(in)  In  any  case  in  which  the  benefit  of 
any  individual  for  any  month  under  this  sec- 
tion (Other  than  subsec.  (a)).  Is.  prior  to 
reduction  under  subsection  (k)  (3),  less  than 
$35  and  no  other  individual  Is  (  wjtlvjui  the 
application  of  sec.  202  (ji  (li)  entitled  to 
a  benefit  under  this  section  for  such  month 
on  the  basis  of  the  same  wa^^es  and  self- 
employment  income,  such  benefit  lor  such 
niontli  shall,  prior  to  reduction  under  sucli 
subsection  (k)    (3i,  be  incre;tsed  to  $35." 

AMENDMENTS    RELATING    TO    RETinrMEMT    TEST 

Sir.  103  (a)  (1)  Section  203  ( b)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  is  amended-  by  sinking 
out  par.ti^r.iph.s  ill  and  i2)  and-in.scrting  in 
lieu  thereof  the  lollowmg  new  parat;rai)h: 
"(1)  in  which  such  individual  is  under  the 
aRe  of  72  and  U>t  which  month  he  is  char'.^ed 
wnii  any  earnin'^s  under  the  provisions  of 
subsection    (ci    of   this  section;    or." 

(2 1  Such  section  203  (bi  is  amended  by 
iiii^erting  after  paragraph  di  (inserted  by 
par,  (1)  of  this  subsection)  the  follow- 
ing new  paragraph: 

"(2)  in  wnich  such  individual  |s  under 
the  ase  of  72  and  on  7  or  more  different 
calendar  days  of  which  he  engaced  m  non- 
covered  remunerative  activity  out$ide  the 
United  States:  or." 

(b)  (li  Section  203  (c)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  .«=t!ikiiig  out  para_'rnp;is  ( i  i  and 
(2)  and  msertin'.'  in  lieu  thereof  th«  lolJow- 
in^r  new  parairraph: 

"ill  in  which  the  individual,  on  the  basis 
of  whose  wages  and  seU-employmenc  income 
such  benefit  was  p.iyable.  is  under  the  age 
of  72  and  for  which  month  he  is  charged 
with  any  earnin'?s  under  the  provisions  of 
subsection   (e)   of  this  section;  or." 

(2)  Such  section  203  (o  is  amended  by 
inserting  after  par.i  Taph  ili  (inserted  by 
par.  fii  of  tills  subsection)  tlie  icllowii.g 
new  paragraph: 

"(2)  in  which  the  individual  referred  to 
in  par.igraph  (  1  i  is  under  the  a<:e  of  72  and 
on  7  or  more  different  calendar  days  of 
which  he  engaged  in  nonovered  remunera- 
tive activity  outside   the  United  Stntes." 

(C)  The  second  sentence  of  .section  2C3 
(di  of  such  act  is  amcnoed  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: -The  charging  of  earnings  to  any 
month  shall  be  treated  as  an  event;  occur- 
rin';  in  such  rnomli.  " 

(d)  (1)  The  lieading  of  section  g^S  (e) 
of  such  act  is  amended  to  read  "Months 
to  Which  Earnings  Arc  Ch.irged." 

(2)  Paragraphs  di  and  (2(  of  such  sec- 
tion 203  (ei  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"(1)  If  an  individuals  earnings  for  a  tax- 
able year  of  12  months  are  not  more  than 
$1,200,  no  month  in  such  year  shall  be 
charged  with  any  earnings,  if  an  hidivld- 
uals  earnings  for  a  taxable  year  of  leps  than 
12  months  are  not  more  tlian  the  product 
of  $100  tlmtd  the  number  of  months  In  such 
year,  no  month  in  such  year  shall  be  Charged 
with  any  earnings. 

"(2  I  If  an  individual's  earnings  for  a  tax- 
able year  of  12  months  are  in  excess  of  $1  200. 
the  amount  of  his  earnings  m  excess  of  $1,200 
shall  be  charged  to  months  as  follows:  The 
first  $80  of  such  excess  shall  be  charged  to 
the  last  month  of  such  taxable  year,  and  the 
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balance.  If  any,  of  such  excess  shall  be 
charged  at  the  rate  of  $80  per  month  to  each 
preceding  month  In  such  year  to  which  such 
charging  Is  not  prohibited  by  the  last  sen- 
tence of  this  paragraph,  until  ail  of  such 
balance  has  been  applied.  If  an  individuals 
earnings  for  a  taxable  year  of  less  than  12 
months  are  more  than  the  product  of  $100 
times  the  number  of  months  In  such  year, 
the  amount  of  such  earnings  in  excess  of 
such  product  shall  be  charged  to  months 
as  follows:  The  first  $80  of  such  excess  shall 
be  charged  to  the  last  month  of  such  tax- 
able year,  and  the  liaiance.  if  any,  shall  be 
charged  at  the  rate  of  $80  per  month  to  each 
preceding  month  in  such  year  to  which  such 
charging  is  not  prohibited  by  the  last  sen- 
tence of  this  paragraph,  until  ail  of  such 
balance  has  been  applied.  Notwithstanding 
the  preceding  provisions  of  this  paragraph, 
no  part  of  the  excess  referred  to  in  such  pro- 
visions shall  be  charged  to  any  month  (A) 
for  which  the  Individual  whose  earnings  are 
involved  was  not  entitled  to  a  benefit  under 

this  title,  (B)  In  which  an  event  described 
in  paragraph  (2),  (3),  (4),  or  (5)  of  sub- 
siction  (b)  occurred.  (C)  in  which  such  in- 
dividual was  age  72  or  over,  or  (D)  in  which 
such  individual  did  not  engage  in  self-em- 
ployment and  did  not  render  services  for 
wages  (determined  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(4)  of  this  subsection)  of  more  than  $80." 

(3)  Paragraph  (3)  (B)  of  such  section 
203  (e)   is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(B)  For  purposes  of  clause  (D)  of  para- 
graph (2)  — 

"(1)  An  individual  will  be  presumed,  with 
respect  to  any  month,  to  have  been  engaged 
in  self-employment  in  such  month  until  it 
is  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secre- 
tary that  such  individual  rendered  no  sub- 
.stantial  services  in  such  month  with  respect 
to  any  trade  or  business  the  net  income  or 
loss  (jf  which  is  includible  in  computing 
(as  provided  in  paragraph  (4)  of  this  sub- 
section) his  net  earnings  or  net  loss  from 
self-employnent  for  any  taxable  year.  The 
Secretary  shall  by  regulations  prescribe  the 
methods  and  criteria  for  determining  wheth- 
er or  not  an  individual  has  rendered  sub- 
stantial services  with  respect  to  any  trade 
or  business. 

"(ill  An  individual  will  be  presumed,  with 
resf>ect  to  any  month,  to  have  rendered 
services  for  wages  (determined  as  provided 
In  par.igraph  (4)  of  this  subsection)  of  more 
than  $80  until  it  is  shown  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Secretary  that  such  individual  did 
not  render  such  services  in  such  month  for 
more  than  such  amount." 

(4)  Such  section  203  (e)  Is  further  amend- 
ed by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow- 
iiia:  new  paragraphs: 

"(4(  (A)  An  individual's  earnings  for  a 
taxable  year  shall  t>e  (i)  the  sum  of  his 
wages  for  services  rendered  in  such  year  and 
his  net  earnings  from  self-employment  for 
such  year,  minus  (ii)  any  net  loss  from  self- 
employment  for  such  year. 

"(B)  In  determining  an  individual's  net 
loss  from  self-employment  for  purposes  of 
subparagraph  (A)  of  this  paragraph  and 
subparagraph  (B)  of  paragraph  (3).  the  pro- 
visions of  section  211  shall  be  applicable: 
and  any  excess  of  deductions  over  income  so 
resulting  from  such  a  computation  shall  be 
his  net  10.SS  from  self -employment, 

"(C)  For  purposes  of  this  subsection,  an 
individual's  wages  shall  be  computed  with- 
out regard  to  the  limitations  as  to  amounts 
of  remuneration  specified  In  section  209  (a). 
"  (  5 )  For  purposes  of  this  subsection,  wages 
(determined  as  provided  in  paragraph  (4) 
(C))  which,  according  to  reports  received 
by  the  Secretary  are  paid  to  an  individual 
during  a  taxable  year  shall  be  presumed  to 
have  been  paid  to  him  for  services  performed 
In  such  year  until  it  is  shown  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Secretary  that  they  were  paid 
for  services  performed  In  another  taxable 
year.  If  such  reports  with  respect  to  an 
individual  show  his  wages  for  a  calendar 
year,  such  individual's  taxable  year  shall  be 
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presumed  to  be  a  calendar  year  for  purposes 
of  this  subsection  untU  It  Is  shown  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  that  his  taxable 
year  Is  not  a  calendar  year." 

(e)   Section  203  (f )  of  such  act  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"PENALTY   FOB    rAILtTHE  TO   REPOET  CERTAIN 
EVENTS 

"(f)  Any  Individual  In  receipt  of  benefits 
subject  to  deduction  under  subsection  (b) 
or  (c)  (or  who  is  in  receipt  of  such  benefits 
on  behalf  of  another  individual),  because  of 
the  occurrence  of  an  event  specified  therein 
(other  than  an  event  specified  in  subsection 
<b)  (1)  or  (c)  (1) ).  who  fails  to  report  such 
occurrence  to  the  Secretary  prior  to  the  re- 
ceipt and  acceptance  of  an  Insurance  benefit 
for  the  second  month  following  the  month 
in  which  such  event  occurred,  shall  suffer 
an  additional  deduction  equal  to  that  im- 
posed under  subsection  (b)  or  (c).  except 
that  the  nrst  adaitlonal  deduction  Imposed 
by  this  subsection  in  the  case  of  any  indi- 
vidual shall  not  exceed  an  amount  equal 
to  1  month's  benefit  even  though  the  failure 
to  report  is  with  respect  to  more  than  1 
month." 

(f)  (1)  The  heading  of  section  203  (g)  of 
such  act  U  amended  to  read  "Report  of  Earn- 
ings to  Secretary." 

(2)  The  first  sentence  of  paragraph  (1)  of 
section  203  (g)  of  such  act  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  "If  an  individual  is  entitled 
to  any  monthly  insurance  benefit  under  sec- 
tion 202  during  any  taxable  year  in  which  he 
has  earnings  or  wages,  as  computed  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (4)  of  subsection  (e),  in  excess 
of  the  product  of  $100  times  Uie  number  of 
months  in  such  year,  such  individual  (or  the 
Individual  who  is  in  receipt  of  such  benefit 
on  his  behalf)  shall  make  a  rep>ort  to  the 
Secretary  of  his  earnings  (or  wages)  for  such 
taxable  year." 

(3)  The  third  sentence  of  paragraph  (1) 
of  such  section  203  (g)  is  amended  by  strik- 
ing out  "seventy-five"  and  Inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "seventy-two." 

(4)  Paragraph  (2)  of  such  section  203  (g) 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(2)  If  an  individual  fails  to  make  a  re- 
port required  under  paragraph  ( 1 ) ,  within 
the  time  prescribed  therein,  for  any  taxable 
year  and  any  deduction  is  imposed  under 
subsection  (b)  (1)  by  reason  of  his  earnings 
for  such  year,  he  shall  suffer  additional  de- 
ductions as  follows: 

"(A)  If  such  failure  Ls  the  first  one  with 
respect  to  which  an  additional  deduction  Is 
imposed  under  this  paragraph,  such  addi- 
tional deduction  shall  be  equal  to  his  benefit 
or  benefits  for  the  last  month  of  such  year 
for  which  he  was  entitled  to  a  benefit  under 
section  202; 

"(B)  if  such  failure  is  the  second  one  for 
which  an  additional  deduction  is  imposed 
under  this  paragraph,  such  additional  de- 
duction shall  be  equal  to  two  times  his  bene- 
fit or  benefits  for  the  last  month  of  such  year 
for  which  he  was  entitled  to  a  benefit  under 
section  202; 

"(C)  if  such  failure  is  the  third  or  a  sub- 
sequent one  for  which  an  additional  deduc- 
tion is  imposed  under  this  paragraph,  such 
additional  deduction  shall  be  equal  to  three 
times  his  benefit  or  t>enefits  for  the  last 
month  of  such  year  for  which  he  was  en- 
titled to  a  benefit  under  section  202: 
except  that  the  number  of  the  additional  de- 
quctions  required  by  this  paragraph  with 
respect  to  a  failure  to  report  earnings  fcr  a 
taxable  year  shall  not  exceed  the  number  of 
months  In  such  year  for  which  such  indi- 
vidual received  and  accepted  Insurance  bene- 
fits under  section  202  and  for  which  deduc- 
tions are  imposed  under  subsection  (b)  (1) 
by  reason  of  his  earnings.  In  determining 
whether  a  failure  to  report  earnings  is  the 
first  or  a  subsequent  failure  for  any  indi- 
vidual, all  taxable  years  ending  prior  to  the 
impositl-on  of  the  hrst  additional  deduction 
under  this  paragraph,  other  than  the  latest 
one  of  such  j-ears,  shall  be  disregarded." 


(5)  Paragraph  (3)  of  such  section  203  (g) 
Is  amended  by  striking  cut  "subsection  (b) 
(2)"  each  time  It  appears  and  inserting  In 
lieu  thereof  "subsection  (b)  (l)";  by  strik- 
ing out  "net  earnings  from  self-employ- 
ment" each  time  it  appears  and  Inserting  In 
lieu  thereof  "earnings";  by  striking  out 
"such  net  earnings"  and  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  "such  earnings";  and  by  adding  at 
the  end  of  such  paragraph  the  following  new 
sentence:  "If.  after  the  close  of  a  taxable  year 
of  an  Individual  entitled  to  benefits  under 
section  202  for  such  year,  the  Secretary  re- 
quests such  individual  to  furnish  a  report  of 
his  earnings  (as  computed  pursuant  to  para- 
graph (4)  of  subsection  (e) )  for  such  taxable 
year  or  any  other  information  with  respect 
to  such  earnings  which  the  Secretary  may 
specify,  and  the  Indlvldtial  falls  to  comply 
with  such  request,  such  failure  shall  In  itself 
constitute  Justification  for  a  determination 
that  such  Individual's  benefits  are  subject 
to  deductions  under  subsection  (b)  (1)  for 
each  month  In  such  taxable  year  (or  only  for 
such  months  thereof  as  the  Secretary  may 
specify)  by  reason  of  his  earnings  for  such 
year." 

(6)  The  heading  of  section  203  (J)  of  such 
act  Is  amended  by  striking  out  "Seventy- 
five"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "Seventy- 
two"  and  such  section  is  amended  by  strik- 
ing out  "seventy-five"  and  inserting  In  Ueu 
thereof  "seventy-two." 

( g )  Section  203  of  such  act  Is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
subsection : 

"NONCOVERED   EEMTJNERATIVE  ACIIVITT    OUTSIDI 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

"(k)  An  Individual  uhall  be  considered  to 
be  engaged  in  noncovered  remunerative 
activity  outside  the  United  SUtes  if  he  per- 
forms services  outside  the  United  States  as 
an  employee  and  such  services  do  not  con- 
stitute employment  as  defined  in  section  210, 
or  if  he  carries  on  a  trade  or  business  outside 
the  United  SUtes  (other  than  the  perform- 
ance of  service  as  an  employee)  the  net  in- 
come or  loss  of  wnich  (1)  is  not  includible 
in  computing  his  net  earnings  from  self- 
employment  for  a  taxable  year  and  (2)  would 
not  be  excluded  from  net  earnings  from  self- 
employment,  if  carried  on  in  the  United 
States,  by  any  of  the  numbered  paragraphs 
of  section  211  (a).  When  used  In  the  pre- 
ceding sentence  with  respect  to  a  trade  or 
business  (other  than  the  performance  of 
service  as  an  employee),  the  term  'United 
States'  does  not  include  Puerto  Rico  or  the 
Virgin  Islands  in  the  case  of  an  alien  who 
Is  not  a  resident  of  the  United  States  (includ- 
ing Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands)- 
and  the  term  'trade  or  business'  shall  havi 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  section 
162  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954." 

(h)  Section  203  of  such  act  is  further 
amended  by  adding  after  subsection  (k) 
(added  by  subsection  (g)  of  this  section)  the 
following  new  subsection: 

"GOOD     CAUSE    FOR     ThTLXTHX.    TO     MAKE    REPORTS 

REQUIRED 

"(1)  The  failure  of  an  individual  to  make 
any  report  required  by  subsection  (f )  or  (g) 
within  the  time  prescribed  therein  shall  not 
be  regarded  as  such  a  failure  if  It  is  shown 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  that  he 
had  good  cause  for  failing  to  make  such  re- 
port within  such  time.  The  determination 
of  what  constitutes  good  cause  for  purposes 
of  this  subsection  shall  be  made  In  accord- 
ance with  regulations  of  the  Secretary." 

EXTRA   CREDIT   FOR    POSTPONED  RETIREMENT 

(i)  Section  202  (a)  of  the  Social  Secvu-lty 
Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Old-Age,  Survivors,  and  Disabilttt  Insux- 
ANCE    Benefit    Payments 

"old-ace   INSt-TIANCK  BENEFTTS 

"Sec   202.  (a)   (1)  Every  individual  who— 
"(A)   is  a  fully  insured  individual  (as  de- 
fined in  section  214   (a)  ). 
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"(B)  has  attained  retirement  age  (as  de- 
fined In  section  216  (a) ) ,  and 

"(C)  has  filed  application  for  old-age  In- 
surance benefits,  or  was  entitled  to  reliabill- 
tatlon  Insurance  or  p>ernianent  and  total  dis- 
ability insiurance  benefits  for  the  month  pre- 
ceding the  month  in  which  he  attained  re- 
tirement age, 

shall  be  entitled  to  an  old-age  insurance 
benefit  for  each  month,  beginning  with  the 
first  month  after  August  1950  In  which  sucb 
Individual  becomes  so  entitled  to  such  Insur. 

ance  benefits  and  ending  with  the  month 
preceding  the  month  in  which  he  dies. 

"(2)  Such  individual's  old-age  Insurance 
benefit  for  any  month  after  1954  shall  be 
equal  to  his  primary  Insurance  amount  for 
such  month  plus  one-sixth  of  1  percent  of 
such  primary  insurance  amount  for  each 
month  (a)  which  occurs  (i)  after  1954,  (ii) 
after  the  day  before  the  first  month  In  which 
he  is  eligible  for  old-age  Insurance  benefits, 
and  (ill)  prior  to  the  month  in  which  he 
files  application  for  old-age  Insurance  bene- 
fits, and  (b)  during  which  either  he  Is  not 
entitled  to  any  monthly  benefit  under  sec- 
tion 202  or  an  event  specified  in  clause  (1) 
or  (2)  of  section  203  (b)  occurs.  For  pur- 
poses of  this  paragraph  an  individual  shall 
be  deemed  eligible  for  old-age  insurance 
benefits. in  the  first  month  hi  which  he  is 
both  fully  insured  and  has  attained  retire- 
ment age." 

(1)  (1)  The  amendments  made  by  sub- 
section (f)  and  by  paragraph  (1)  of  sub- 
section (a)  of  this  section  shall  be  applicable 
in  the  case  of  monthly  benefits  under  title 
II  of  the  Social  Security  Act  for  months  in 
any  taxable  year  (of  the  individual  entitled 
to  such  benefits)  beginning  after  December 
3954.     The  amendments  made  by  paragraph 

( 1)  of  subsection  ( b )  of  this  section  shall  be 
applicable  in  the  case  of  monthly  benefits 
under  such  title  II  for  months  in  any  tax- 
able year  (of  the  Individual  on  the  basis  of 
whose  wages  and  self-employmant  income 
Fuch  benefits  are  payable)  bsginning  after 
December  1954.  The  amendments  made  by 
subsections  (e)  and  (g),  and  by  paragraph 

(2)  of  subsection  (a)   and  paragraph  (2)  of 
subsection    (b),   shall    be   applicable   in    the 
case  of  monthly  benefits  under  such  title  II 
for  months  after  December  1954.     The  re- 
maining amendments  made  by  this  section 
(other  than  subsection  (h))  shall  be  appli- 
cable.   Insofar   as    they    are    related    to   the 
monthly  benefits  of  an  individual  which  are 
based    on    his    wages    and    self -employment 
income,  in  the  case  of  monthly  benefits  under 
such  title  II  for  months  in  any  taxable  year 
(of  such  Individual)  beginning  after  Decem- 
ber 1954  and,  insofar  as  they  are  related  to 
the  monthly  benefits  of  an  individual  which 
are  based  on  the  wages  and  self -employment 
income    of    someone    else,    in    the    case    of 
monthly    benefits   under   such    title    II   for 
months  in  any  taxable  year  (of  the  individual 
on   whose   wages   and   self-employment   in- 
come   such    benefits    are    based)    beginning 
after  December  1954. 

(2)  No  deduction  shall  be  imposed  on  or 
after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act 
under  subsection  (f)  or  (g)  of  section  203 
of  the  Social  Security  Act.  as  in  effect  prior 
to  such  date,  on  account  of  failure  to  file 
a  report  of  an  event  described  In  subsection 
(b)  (1),  (b)  (2),  or  (c)  (1)  of  such  section 
(as  in  effect  prior  to  such  date) :  and  no  such 
deduction  imposed  prior  to  such  date  shall 
be  collected  after  such  date.  In  determining 
whether,  under  section  203  (g)  (2)  of  the 
Social  Sacurlty  Act,  as  amended  by  this  act 
a  failure  to  file  a  report  is  a  first  or  sub- 
sequent failure,  any  failure  with  respect  to 
a  taxable  year  which  began  prior  to  January 
1955  shall  be  disregarded. 

(3)  Subsections  (b)  (1),  (b)  (2),  (c),  (e). 
and  (J)  of  section  203  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  as  in  effect  prior  to  the  enactment  of 
this  act.  to  the  extent  they  are  in  effect  with 
respect  to  months  after  1954,  are  each  amend- 
ed by  striking  out  "75"  and  inserting  in  lieu 
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thereof  ^72,"  but  only  with  respect  to  such 
months  after  1954. 

Increase  in  Earnings  Cottnte» 

Ssc.  104.  (a)  Subsection  (al  of  section  209 
Of  the  Social  Security  Act  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"(a)  (1)  That  part  of  remuneration  which. 
.after  remuneration  (other  than  remunera- 
tion referred  to  in  the  succeeding  sub.sectioii.s 
of  this  section)  equal  to  $3,600  with  respect 
to  employment  lias  been  paid  to  no  Indi- 
vidual during  any  calend.-.r  year  pfior  to 
1955,  is  paid  to  such  individual  during  such 
calendar  year; 

"(2)  That  part  of  remuneration  which, 
after  remuneration  < other  than  renxtmera- 
tion  referred  to  in  the  succcedins;  .subsections 
Of  this  section)  equal  to  $6,000  with  re.^p?ci 
to  employment  has  been  paid  to  aa  uidi- 
vidual  during  any  calendar  year  after  1054. 
Is  paid  to  such  individual  during  sucli  caleii- 
dar  year." 

(b)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (bi  of 
section  2H  of  such  act  is  amended  Co  read 
as  follows: 

"(1)  That  part  of  the  net  earnireg  from 
self-employment  which  is  in  excess  of— 

"(A)  For  any  tH.'-'able  year  endiu<;  prior  to 
1955.  (i)  $3,600.  minus  (il)  the  amount  of 
the  wages  paid  to  such  individual  durijig  the 
taxable  year;  and 


*(B)   For   any   taxable   year   ending   af; 


1954.  (i)  86.000.  minus  (lii  the  amount  of 
the  wages  paid  to  such  individual  during 
the  taxable  year;  or". 

(c)  Clauses  (ii)  and  (ill)  of  .section  213 
(a)  (2)  (B)  of  such  act  are  amended  to 
read  as  follows — 

"(ii)  if  the  wages  p^-ld  to  rirv  individual 
In  any  calendar  year  eq.ial  .$3,600  in  tlie  ca^- 
of  a  calendar  year  after  1950  p'kI  before  1955^ 
of  $6,000  In  the  case  of  a  calendar  year  afer 
1954.  each  quarter  of  such  year  shall  (sub- 
ject to  clause  (i)  )   be  a  quarter  cf  coveratje. 

"(iii)  if  an  individual  has  self-emoury- 
ment  income  for  a  taxable  year,  and  if  the 
sum  of  such  income  and  the  wages  pfud  to 
him  during  such  year  equal.s  $3,600  hi  the 
case  of  a  ta.xable  year  beginning  after  1930 
and  ending  before  1955,  or  $6,000  in  the  ca.-^e 
of  a  taxable  year  ending  after  1954  each 
quarter  any  part  of  which  falls  in  suck  year 
Shall  (subject  to  clause  (Ij)  be  a  quarter 
of  coverage;". 

(d)  Paragraph  (1)  of  section  215  (el  of 
such  act  is  amended  to  read  as  follow*: 

"(1)  in  computing  an  individual's  average 
monthly  wage  there  ehall  not  be  counted  the 
excess  over  $3,600  in  the  case  of  any  calendar 
year  after  1950  and  before  1955.  and  the  ex- 
cess over  $G,000  in  the  case  of  any  calendar 
year  after  1954,  of  (A)  the  waqes  paid  to  him 
m  such  year,  plus  (B)  the  sel. -employment 
Income  credited  to  such  year  (as  determined 
under  section  212); 

Retroactive  Appjlications  for  Benefits 
Sec.    105.   (a)    Section   202    (J)    (l)    of   the 
Social  Security  Act  is  amended  by  strtltin.' 
out    -sixth"    and    Inserting    in    Ilea    tljereo^ 
"twelfth." 

(b)  The  amendment  made  by  .subsection 
(a)  shall  be  applicable  only  in  the  caee  of 
applications  for  monthly  benefits  under  sec- 
tion 202  of  the  SDcial  Security  Act  filed 
after  August  1954;  except  that  no  Individual 
shall,  by  reason  of  such  amendment  be 
entitled  to  any  benefit  for  any  month  nrior 
to  February  1954.  f 

Rehabilitation  SERvicrs  and  DisabiliIy 

Benefits 
Sec.   106.  There  are   hereby   added   to  the 
Social  Security  Act.  as  amended,  the  follow- 
ing new  sections  designated  as  ser  tions  2'^0 
221.  and  222,  to  follow  section  219. 

"Rehabilitation  Sehvices.  REHAniLiTAtriOM 
INSURANCE  Benefits,  and  Permanent  and 
Total  Disability  Insurance  Benefits 

"rehabilitation  services 


"Sec.  220.  (a)   (1)  Every  disabled  indlvid- 
ual  who — ■ 


"^A)  fl)  Is  under  a  long-term  total  dis- 
ability (as  defined  In  subsection  (ei   (2) ); 

"(ii)  has  not  attained  retirement  age  at 
the  time  he  is  accepted  for  rehabilitation 
services    under    this    .subsection: 

"(lii)  has  filed  application  for  rehabili- 
tation insurance  benefits  or  jiermanent  and 
total  disability  insuranre  benefit.^;  and 

"(iv)  is  insured  under  the  provisions  of 
sub-^ection   (  f  i  :   or 

■■|Di  is  entitled  to  benefits  unfler  section 
202  (d)    (1)    (Bi.  may  be  given  rehabilitation 

services,  provided  the  State  rehabilitation 
agency  (a.s  defined  in  subsectlnj  (e)  (6)) 
through  which  the  services  are  given  cer- 
tifies that  such  Individual  appears  to  be  re- 
habiiitable  into  substantially  gainful  ac- 
tiviiy,  and  that  the  services  undertaKen  or 
planned  are  neces.sary  therefor.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  paraeraph.  rehnbllitatmn 
services  may  include  the  types  ©f  services 
provided  iit.der  the  Vocational  Rehabilita- 
tion Act  (L9  U  S  C  ,  ch  4i.  Including  deter- 
mination of  the  feasibility  of  tl^  Individ- 
ual's rehabilitation  and  the  costs  of  any 
books  and  other  training  materinl.  but  e:t- 
cluding  any  payments  for  his  maintenance. 
Coiitinuatifjn  of  such  services  to  an  Indi- 
vidual shall  be  contingent  upon  periodic 
certification  (at  least  everv  6  months)  by 
the  State  rch..bilitation  agency  throi.g.'i 
which  the  services  are  provided  that  such 
individu.'tl  ap;;cars  to  be  rehabilitable  into 
substantially  paUifuI  ai-tivity,  and  that  the 
fervH-es  undertaken  or  planned  arc  neces- 
sary thf-reff  r. 

••|2i  Such  services  ?hall  be  pr.nlded 
through  utilization  cf  the  services  and  fa- 
cilities of  State  rehabilitation  agmicics.  In 
providint;  or  .securin'^  rehabiiitaf  icti  services. 
State  rehabilitation  agencies  sh^ll  follow 
Euch  policies  and  standards  as  may  be  is- 
sued by  the  Secretary  after  consultation 
With  the  Advl:-ory  Council  on  Rehabilita- 
tion Services  and  Disability  Insura.-ie  (ns 
provided  in  sub.=ection  (ii).  Sieie  reha- 
bilitiition  at^encies  providing  or  securing 
such  rehabiiitation  services  shall  be  paid 
for  the  cost  thcrecf,  including  necessary  ad- 
ministrative Costs,  either  in  advance  or  by 
way  of  reimbur.=r;ncnt.  a.s  may  be  mutually 
agreed  up  jii  and  prior  to  action  tbereon  by 
the   General   Accountir.g   O.Tice. 

"(3 1  There  is  hereby  auhorjzfd  to  b» 
appropriated  from  the  trust  fund  sucii 
amount  as  may  be  ncce^aary  to  provide  such 
rehabilitation  services. 

"rehaeilitatiov    insi-rance    BEUfrriTS 
"fbi    Every   disabled    individual   ».ho  — 
■■(1)    is  under  a  long-term  total  disability; 
"(2i    has  n(jt  attuned  retirement   ..i.'e; 
"i3!    has  been  under  a  lont^-term  total  dls- 
abihry  throughout  his  waiting  period  (as  de- 
fiiKd  in  sub=ectifin  (ei    (li); 

••(4 1  is  m.nired  under  the  provisions  of 
suhsertlon   (fi; 

"(5i  is  certified  bv  a  State  rehabilitation 
agency  as  beint:  an  individual  who  appears 
to  b^  rehabilit.ible  into  substantlajlv  gain- 
ful activity,  or  is  awaiting  evaluation  by 
such  agency: 

"(6)  has  not.  withrut  gocd  cnuie  failed 
to  accept  rehabilitation  evaluation  and 
training;   and 

"(71  has  n:ed  application  for  rehabilita- 
tion  insurance   benefits, 

fhall  be  entitled  to  a  rehabilitation  Insur- 
ance  benefit,  for  each  month,  beginning 
vvith  July  1954,  or  with  the  first  moOth  after 
his  waiting  pericd,  whichever  is  later  in 
which  he  becomp,s  so  entitled  to  rehabilita- 
tion insurance  benefits  and  ending  with  the 
month  preceding  the  first  month  in  which 
any  c^f  the  following  occurs:  He  erases  to 
be  under  a  long-term  total  disability;  he 
fails,  without  gord  cause,  to  accept  reha- 
bilitation evaluation  and  training-  he  be- 
comes entitled  to  a  permanent  and  total 
disability  insurance  benefit;  he  die|-  or  he 
attains  retirement  age.  Such  individual's 
rehabilitatirn  insurance  benefit  for  any 
month  shall  be  equal  to  his  primary  msur- 
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ance  amount  (aa  defined  in  section  215)  for 
such  month. 

"PESMANENT    AND    TOTAL    niSABlLITT    INStrRANCE 
BENETTTS 
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"(c)   Every  Individual  wh 

"(1)  Is  under  a  permanent  and  total  dis- 
ability (as  defined  in  subsection  (e)   (3)); 

"(2)    has  not  attained  retirement  age; 

"(3)  has  served  a  waiting  period  in  con- 
nection with  his  current  disability  through- 
out Which  he  has  been  under  a  long-term 
total  or  permanent  and  total  disability; 

"(4)  is  Insured  under  the  provisions  of 
subsection   (fi; 

"{5)  has  been  certified  by  a  State  rehablll- 
ntion  agency  as  being  an  individual  for 
whom  rehabilitation  Into  substantially  gain- 
ful activity  is  unlikely; 

"(6t  ha-s  not,  without  (jood  catLse.  filled  to 
accept  rehabiUtalion  evaluation  and  train- 
in?:   and 

"(7)  has  filed  application  for  i>ermanent 
and  total  disability  insurance  or  rehabilita- 
tion Insurance  benefits,  shall  be  entitled  to  a 
permanent  and  total  disability  insurance 
benefit  for  each  month  beginnine:  with  July 
1954.  or  with  the  first  month  followine;  the 
mftnth  in  which  conditions  In  naiaeraph  (1) 
through  (7)  cf  this  subsection  are  met. 
whichever  Is  later,  and  endme  with  the 
month  preceding  the  first  month  in  which 
nny  of  the  f'  llowlng  occurs:  He  ceases  to  be 
under  a  permanent  and  total  disability,  dies, 
or  attains  retirement  ape.  Such  individuals 
permanent  and  total  disability  insurance 
benefit  for  any  month  shall  be  cq-ial  to  his 
jirimary  insurance  amount  (as  defined  in 
6CC.  215 1    for  such  month. 

"other    CONDITIONS    OF    ENTITLEMENT 

"id)  (1)  An  Individual  who  would  have 
b:»en  entitled  to  rehabilitation  insurance  or 
}  ermanent  and  total  disability  in.surance 
benefits  fi.r  any  month  had  he  filed  applica- 
tion therefor  prior  to  the  end  of  such  month 
shall  be  entitl.^d  to  such  benefl's  for  such 
inr.nth  if  he  files  application  therefor  prior 
to  The  end  of  the  sixth  month  succeeding 
fcuch  m.'inth. 

"(2)  No  application  for  rehabilitation  tn- 
Furance  or  permanent  and  total  disability  in- 
surance benefits  filed  prior  to  7  monllLs  be- 
f-ire  the  first  month  for  which  the  applicant 
brc^mes  entitled  to  receive  such  ber.efits 
Jhall  be  accepted  as  an  application  for  p\ir- 
P'lces  of  this  section  and  no  such  application 
vhich  is  filed  prior  to  April  1954  shall  be 
accepted. 

"DEFINITION  OF  'WAmNG  PERIOD."  'LONG-TERM 
TOTAL  DISABILITY,"  "PERMANENT  AND  TOTAL 
D'SABILITT,"  "BLINDNE.SS,"  "PERIOD  OF  DIS- 
ADILITV."  AND    'STATE   REHABILITATION    AGENCY' 

"le)    For  the  purpose  of  this  title — 

"(1)  Tlie  term  waiting  period'  means  the 
I>eriod  beginning  with  the  first  calendar 
month  of  the  individual's  period  of  disability 
las  defined  in  paragraph  (5)  of  this  subsec- 
t'oni.  and  ending  at  the  expiration  of  the 
Mth  calendar  month  following  such  month, 

"'i2)  The  term  'long-tern,  total  disability" 
means  (A)  inability  to  engage  in  any  sub- 
siantially  gainful  activity  by  reason  of  any 
medically  determinable  physical  or  mental 
ItTii'alrment  wiilch  appears  likely  to  be  of 
I'lig-continued  and  indeflr.ite  duration,  or 
(B)    blindness. 

"(3 1  The  term  'permanent  and  total  dis- 
ability means  (A)  inability  to  engage  in  any 
substantially  'gainful  activity  by  reason  of 
any  medically  determinable  physical  or  men- 
tal Impairment  which  is  exi)ected  to  be  per- 
manent, or  (B)   blindness. 

"(4)  The  term  blindnes.s"  means  central 
visual  acuity  of  5  200  or  le-ss  in  the  better 
eye  with  correcting  lens.  .\n  eye  In  which 
the  visual  field  is  reduced  to  5  degiees  or 
less  concentric  contraction  shall  be  consid- 
ered for  the  purposes  of  this  subsection  as 
having  a  central  visual  acuity  of  5  200  or 
less. 

"<5)  (A)  As  used  in  thl^  title,  the  term 
'period    Of    disability'    means    a    continuous 


period  of  not  less  than  six  full   calendar 
months    (beginning   and   ending   as   herein- 
after   provided    in    this    paragraph)     during 
which  an  individual  was  under  a  long-term 
total  or  permanent  and  total  disability.     No 
such  period  with  respect  to  any  such  dis- 
ability  or  disabilities  shall  begin  as  to  any 
individual  unless  such  Individual  while  un- 
der EUch  long-term  total  or  permanent  and 
total  disability  nied  an  application  for  bene- 
fits under  subsections    (b)    or   (c).     Except 
as  provided  in  subparagraph  (B).  a  period 
of  disability  shall  begitj,  with  the  month  in 
which  the  long-term  total  or  permanent  and 
total    disability    began    or   with    the    1st    day 
of  the    13th   month    prior   to   the   month   in 
which     Individual     files     such     application, 
whichever  first  occurs,  but  only  if  such  in- 
dividual is  insured  under  the  "provisions  of 
subsection    (f)    in   such   month;    if  such   in- 
dividual was  not  insured  under  the  provi- 
fcions  of  subsection   (fi    in  such  month,  the 
period  of  disability  shall   begin  on  the  first 
day  of  the  first  quarter  thereafter  in  which 
he  is  so  Insured.     A  period  of  disability  shall 
end  with  the  close  of  the  last  day  of   the 
month    in    which    di    the    individual   ceases 
to  be  entitled  to  a  rehabilitation  Insurance 
or  permanent  and  total  disabilitv  insurance 
benefit,  (il)   he  dies,  or  (ill)   he  "attains  re- 
tirement age.  whichever  first  occurs. 

"(B)  If  an  individual  files  an  application 
for  benefits  under  subsection  (b»  or  (c) 
after  March  1954  and  before  January  1953, 
with  respect  to  a  long-term  total  or  perma- 
nent and  total  disability  which  began  be- 
fore April  1954  and  continued  without  in- 
terruption until  such  aprllcatif.n  was  filed, 
then  the  period  of  disability  shall  begin  with 
the  month  in  which  such  long-term  total  or 
permanent  and  total  disability  began,  but 
only  If  he  was  Insured  under  subsection 
(fl  in  such  month:  if  such  individual  was 
not  insured  under  the  provisions  of  subsec- 
tion (f)  In  such  month,  the  period  of  dis- 
ability shall  be^'in  on  the  nrtt  day  of  the 
firn  quarter  thereafter  in  which  he  was  so 
Insured. 

"(6)  The  term  'State  rehabilitation 
aeency'  means  the  agency  administering  a 
rehabilitation  plan  approved  under  the  Voca- 
tional Rehabilitation  Act.  and  in  the  Virgin 
Islands,  the  agency  charged  with  providing 
rehabilitation  services  pursuant  to  an  agree- 
ment between  the  Administrator  and  the 
Governor  of  the  Virgin  Islands;  in  any  State. 
Territory,  or  possession  where  more  than  one 
such  aiency  operates,  the  term  means  the 
one  such  agency  designated  by  the  Secretary. 

"DISABILITY    INSURED    STATUS 

"(f>  An  Individual  Is  in.^ured  for  purpoFes 
of  subsections  (a),  (b),  (c).  and  (ei  with 
respect  to  any  quarter  only  if  he  has  not 
less  than — 

"(1)  si.x  quarters  of  coverage  (as  defined 
In  fectlon  213  (e)  (2)  )  durine  the  13-quarter 
period   which  ends   with   such   quarter;    and 

•'(2)  twenty  quarters  of  coverage  during 
the  40-quarter  period  which  ends  with  sucii 
quarter. 

not  counting  as  part  of  the  13-qusrter  period 
specified  in  paragraph  ( 1 ) .  or  the  40-quarter 
period  specified  in  paragraph  (2),  any  quar- 
ter any  part  of  which  was  included  in  a  prior 
period  of  disability  unless  such  quarter  was 
a  quarter  of  coverage. 

"reduction    of    BENEFIT 

"(g)  (1)  Where  a  rehabilitation  Insurance 
benefit  or  a  permanent  and  total  disability 
insurance  benefit  is  payable  to  any  individ- 
ual under  this  section  and  a  workmen's 
compensation  benefit  or  benefits  have  been 
or  are  paid  to  such  Individual  on  account 
of  the  same  disability  for  the  same  month, 
such  individuals  rehabilitation  Insurance 
benefit  or  permanent  and  total  disability  in- 
surance benefit  under  this  section  for  such 
month  shall,  prior  to  any  deductions  un- 
der section  221,  be  reduced  by  one-half,  or 
by    an    amount    equal   to    one-half    of    such 


workmen's  compensation  benefit  or  bene- 
fits, whichever  is  the  smaller. 

■•(2)  In  case  the  rehabilitation  insurance 
benefit  or  the  permanent  and  total  disabUity 
insurance  benefit  of  any  Individual  under 
this  section  is  not  reduced  as  provided  In 
paragraph  (1)  because  such  benefit  U  paid 
prior  to  the  payment  of  the  workmen's  com- 
pensation benefit,  the  reduction  shall  be 
made  by  deductions,  at  such  time  or  times 

and  in  such  amounts  as  the  Secretary  may 
determine,  from  any  payments  under  this 
title  payable  on  the  basis  of  the  wages  and 
self-employment  income  of  such  Individual. 

"(3)  If  the  workmen's  compensation  bene- 
fit is  payable  on  other  than  a  monthly  basis 
(excluding  a  benefit  payable  in  a  lump  sum 
unless  It  Is  a  commutation  of.  or  a  substitute 
for,  periodic  payments),  reduction  of  the 
rehabilitation  Insurance  benefits  or  the  per- 
manent and  total  disability  insurance  bene- 
fits under  this  subsection  shall  be  made  In 
such  amounts  as  the  Secretary  finds  will 
apnroximate,  as  nearly  as  practicable  the 
reduction  prescribed  in  paragraph  (1). 

"(4)  In  order  to  assure  that  the  purposes 
of  this  subsection  will  be  carried  out.  the 
Secretary  may.  as  a  condition  to  certifica- 
tion for  payment  of  any  rehabilitation  in- 
surance benefit  or  permanent  and  total  dis- 
ability insurance  benefit  payable  to  an  in- 
dividual under  this  section  (if  it  appears 
to  him  that  there  is  a  likelihood  that 'such 
individual  may  be  eligible  for  a  workmen's 
compensation  benefit  which  would  make  nec- 
e.=sa-y  a  reduction  under  this  subsection). 
require  adequate  assurance  of  reimbursement 
to  the  trust  fund  in  case  a  workmen's  com- 
pen.satlon  benefit,  with  respect  to  which  such 
a  reduction  should  be  made,  becomes  payable 
to  such  Individual  and  such  reduction  is  not 
made, 

"(5)  For  purposes  of  this  subsection,  ths 
term  'workmen's  compensation  benefit' 
means  a  cash  benefit,  allowance,  or  com-  . 
pensation  payable  under  any  workmen's 
compensation  law  or  plan  of  the  United 
Slates  or  of  any  State. 

"COOPERATION    WITH    AGENCIES    AND    GROTTPS 

"(h)  The  Secretary  Is  authorized  to  secure 
the  cooperation  of  acproprlate  agencies  of 
the  United  States,  of  States,  or  of  the  political 
subdivisions  of  States  and  the  cooperation 
of  private  medical,  dental,  hospital,  nursing. 
health,  educational,  and  social  welfare  groups 
or  organizations,  and  where  necessary  to 
enter  into  voluntary  working  agreements  with 
any  of  such  public  of  private  agencies,  or- 
ganizations, or  groups  in  order  that  their  ad- 
vice and  services  may  be  utilized  in  the  elB- 
cient  administration  of  this  section. 

"advisory  council  on  rehabilitation  sesvicks 

AND    disability    INSURANCE 

"(1)  (1)  There  is  hereby  established  an  Ad- 
visory Council  on  Rehabilitation  Services  and 
Disability  Insurance  (hereinafter  called  the 
'Council)  for  the  purpose  of  consulting 
with  the  Secretaries  on  policies  and  stand- 
ards governing  the  furnishing  of  rehabilita- 
tion services  and  determinations  of  disability, 
and  policies  to  further  the  employment  of 
disabled  beneficiaries.  The  Council  shall  con- 
sist of  the  Commissioner  of  Social  Security 
who  siiall  serve  as  Chairman,  the  Surgeon 
General  of  the  Public  Health  Service,  the 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Vocational  Rehabili- 
tation, the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Old- 
Ase  and  Survivors  Insurance,  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  Employment  Security,  and 
12  persons  appointed  by  the  Secretary  with- 
out regard  to  the  civil-service  laws.  Such 
rppointed  members  shall  represent  em- 
ployers, employees,  the  disabled,  the  medi- 
cal profession,  the  rehabilitation  profession, 
and  the  public.  The  annual  report  of  the 
Secretarv  shall  include  a  record  of  consulta- 
tions with  the  Council. 

"(2)  Each  appointed  member  shall  hold 
office  for  a  term  of  3  years,  except  that  any 
member  appointed  to  fill  a  vacancy  occur- 
ring prior  to  the  expiation  of  the  term  for 
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which  hl8  predecessor  was  appointed  shall 
be  appointed  for  the  remainder  of  tliat  term, 
and  except  tbat,  of  the  members  first  ap- 
pointed, 4  sball  hold  office  for  a  term  of 
1  year,  «  shall  hold  office  for  a  term  of  3 
years,  as  designated  by  the  Secretary  at  the 
time  of  appointment.  Appointed  members 
of  the  Council,  while  serving  on  business  of 
the  CouncU  (Inclusive  of  travel  time),  may 
receive  $50  per  diem  as  well  as  actual  and 
necessary  traveling  expenses  In  lieu  of  sub- 
sistence while  so  serving  away  from  their 
places  ol  residence.  The  Ctouncll  shall  be 
provided  by  the  Secretary  with  such  staff 
assistance  and  secretarial  and  other  person- 
nel as  may  be  required  for  carrying  out  Its 
Ximctlons.  The  Council  shall  meet  as  fre- 
quently as  the  Secretary  deems  necessary, 
but  not  less  than  twice  a  year.  The  Council 
also  shall  meet  whenever  six  of  Its  appointed 
members  request  a  meeting. 


August  13 


"TKKldMATION  OT  FXHIOD  OF  DISABIUTT  BT 
SECRXTABT 
•*(j)  In  any  case  in  which  an  Individual 
has  failed  to  submit  himself  for  examination 
or  reexamination  In  accordance  with  regu- 
lations of  the  Secretary,  the  Secretary  may 
find,  solely  because  of  such  failure,  that  such 
Individual  Is  not  under  a  disability  or  that 
his  disability  (previously  determined  to 
exist)  has  ceased.  The  Secretary  may  find 
that  an  individual  Is  not  under  a  disability 
or  that  his  disability  (previously  determined 
to  exist)  has  ceased  If  the  Secretary  finds 
that  such  Individual  cannot  be  located  after 
reasonable  efforts  to  communicate  with  him 
have  been  made  or  if  such  individual  is 
outside  the  United  States  and  the  Secre- 
tary finds  that  adequate  arrangements  have 
not  been  made  for  determining  or  redeter- 
mining such  Individual's  disability. 

"DISABnjTT    PHOVISIONS   INAPPUCABUE    IP 
BENEFIT    RIGHTS    IMPAIRED 

"(k)  The  provisions  of  this  title  relating 
to  periods  of  disability  shall  not  apply  in 
any  case  in  which  their  application  would 
result  in  the  denial  ol  monthly  benefits  or  a 
lump-sum  death  payment  which  would 
otherwise  be  payable  under  section  202  of 
this  title,  or  in  the  case  of  any  monthly 
lienefit  or  lump-sum  death  payment  under 
such  section  202  if  such  benefit  or  payment 
would  be  greater  without  their  application; 
except  that  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  not  render  erroneous  the  payment  of 
any  benefit  under  section  220. 

"SATEGUARDING     DOCTOR -PATIENT     RELATIONSHIP 

"(1)  No  Individual  without  his  consent 
shal  be  required  by  the  Secretary  to  undergo 
a  physical  examination  to  establish  the  facts 
as  to  his  disability,  but  an  individual  shall 
not  be  considered  to  be  under  a  disability 
unless  he  furnishes  such  proof  of  the  exist- 
ence thereof  as  may  be  required.  Nothing  in 
this  title  shall  be  construed  as  authorizlhg 
the  Secretary  or  any  other  officer  or  employee 
of  the  United  States  to  Interfere  in  any  way 
with  the  practice  of  medicine  or  with  rela- 
tionships between  practitioners  of  medicine 
and  their  patients,  or  to  exercise  any  super- 
vision or  control  over  the  administration  or 
operation  of  any  hospital. 

"Deductions  From  REHABiLrrA*ToN  Insur- 
ance AND  Permanent  and  Total  Disabiutt 
Insurance  Benefits 

"events  fob  which  deductions  are  made 

"Sec.  221.  (a)  Deductions,  In  such  amounts 
and  at  such  time  or  times  as  the  Secretary 
shall  determine,  shall  be  made  from  any  pay- 
ment or  pa3rments  under  section  220  to  which 
an  Individual  Is  entitled,  until  the  total  of 
such  deductions  equals  such  individual's 
benefit  under  section  220  for  any  month — 

"(1)  In  which  such  individual  rendered 
services  as  an  employee  (whether  or  not  such 
services  constitute  employment  as  defined  in 
sec.  210)  for  remuneration  of  more  than 
•100;  or  ! 

"(2)  for  which  sucih  Individual  is  charged, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  subsection  (c) 


Of  this  section,  with  net  earnings  ftom  self- 
empl03m:ient  (as  determined  pursuant  to 
subsec.  (d) )  of  more  than  $100;  or 

"(3)  in  ^hich  such  individual  fallr-  to  sub- 
mit himself  for  examination  in  accordance 
With  regulations  of  the  Secretary;  or 

"(4)  In  which  such  Individual  without 
good  cause  falls  to  accept  rehabUitatlon 
evaluation  and  training;   or 

"(5)  In  which  such  Individual  is  outside 
the  United  States  if  the  Secretary  ftnds  that 
adequate  arrangements  have  not  been  made 
for  determining  or  redetermining  the  exist- 
ence of  such  Indlviduars  disability; 
except  that  the  provisions  of  paragraphs  (I) 
and  (2)  of  this  subsection  shall  not  apply  in 
the  case  of  an  Individual  entitled  to  re- 
habilitation insurance  benefits  for  the  first 
3  months  in  which  such  Individual  either 
rendered  services  as  an  amplovee  for  re- 
muneration of  more  than  $100  or  for  which 
such  individual  is  charged  with  net  earnings 
from  self-employment  of  more  than  $100. 

"OCCUUHEMCE   OF    MORE  THAN    ONE   fVENT 

"(b)  If  more  than  one  event  occurs  In  any 
one  month  which  would  occasion  defluctions 
equal  to  a  benefit  for  such  month,  only  an 
amount  equal  to  such  beneht  shall  be  de- 
ducted. The  charging  of  net  earnings  from 
self-employment  to  any  mor.th  sliall  be 
treated  as  an  event  occurring  in  the  month 
to  which  such  net  earnings  are  chi«-ged. 

"months  to  which  net  earnings  fkom 
self-employment  are  charged 

"(c)  For  the  purposes  of  subtection  (ai  (2) 
of  this  section — 

"(1)    If  an  Individual's  net   earnings  from 
self-employment  for  his  taxable  year  are  not 
more  than  the  product  of  $ioo  times  the 
number  of  months  in  such  year,  no  mjnth  in 
such  year  shall  be  charged  with  mare  than 
tlOO  of  net  earnings  from  self-emplcyment; 
"(2)    if  an  individual's  net  earnings  froni 
self-employment    for    his    taxable    year    are 
more   than   the   product   of    $100   times    the 
number  of  months  in  such  year,  each  monih 
of  such  year  shall  be  charged   with  $100  of 
net  earnings  from  self-empluyment.  and  the 
amount    of   such    net   earnings    in    eicc-s    of 
such    product   shall    be    further    chatg.  d    to 
months   as   follows:    The   first  $100  ©f   s'ach 
excess  shall  be  charged  to  the  last   month 
of  such  taxable  year,  and  the  balance,  if  u;iy 
of  such  excess  shall   be   charged   at   tj-.e   r:  ve 
of  $100  per  month  to  each  preceding  month 
In  such  year  until  all  of  such   balance  has 
been  applied,  except  that  no  part  of  such  ex- 
cess shall  be  charged  to  any  month  (.^i   fi,r 
which   such    individual    was    not   entitled    to 
a    benefit    under   section    220,    (B)    in   whicii 
an   event   described    in    paragraph    di.    O). 
(4),  or    (5)    of   subsection    (a)    occurred,   or 
(C)    In  which  such   individual   did  aut   en- 
gage in  self-employment, 

"(3)  (A)  as  used  in  paraq;raph  (2)  the 
term  'last  month  of  such  taxable  year'  means 
the  latest  month  in  such  year  to  which  the 
charging  of  the  exce-s  described  io  such 
paragraph  is  not  prohibited  bv  the  applica- 
tion of  clause  (A)   or  (B)   thereof. 

"(B)  for  the  purpo.ses  of  clau.-se  (Ci  of 
paragraph  (2).  an  individual  will  be  pre- 
sumed, with  respect  to  any  montn,  to  have 
been  engaged  In  self-employment  ia  such 
month  until  it  is  shown  to  the  satisfa^^uon 
of  the  Secretary  that  such  indiviciu:»l  ren- 
dered no  substantial  services  in  such  n.onth 
with  respect  to  any  trade  or  fcus'ncss  the  net 
Income  or  loss  of  which  is  includible  in  com- 
puting his  net  earnings  from  self-employ- 
ment for  any  taxable  year.  The  Secretary 
shall  by  regulations  prescribe  the  methods 
and  criteria  for  determining  whether  or  not 
an  Individual  has  rendered  substantial  serv- 
ices with  respect  to  any  trade  or  butiness 


as  provided  in  section  211  with  the  following 

adjustments: 

"  ( 1 )  Such  computation  shall  be  made 
without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  para- 
grapiis  (1),  (4 1,  and  (5)  of  subsection  (c)  of 
section  211;  and 

"(2)  Such  computation  shall  be  made 
•without  regard  to  the  provlslone  of  sections 
116,  212,  213,  251,  and  252  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code. 


'SPECIAL  RULE  FOR  COMPUTATION  OF  NET  EARN- 
INGS FROM    SELF-EMPLOYMENT 

"(d)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section  an 
Individual's  net  earnings  from  .self-employ- 
ment for  any  taxable  year  shall  be  computed 


"PENALIY   FOE   FAILURE  TO   REPORT  CERTAIN 

EVENTS 

"(e)    Any  Individual  In  receipt    (on  behalf 

of  himself  or  another  individual)  of  benefits 
subject  to  deduction  under  subsection  (a) 
because  of  the  occurrence  of  an  event  speci- 
fied therein  (other  than  an  event  described 
in  paragraph  (2)  thereof)  shair  report  such 
occurrence  to  the  Secretary  prior  to  the  re- 
ceipt and  acceptance  of  such  benefits  for 
the  second  month  following  the  month  in 
which  such  event  occurred.  If  such  indi- 
vidual knowingly  fails  to  report  any  such 
occurrence,  an  additional  deduction  equal  to 
that  Imposed  under  such  subsection  shall 
be  imposed,  except  that  the  first  additional 
deduction  imposed  by  this  subsection  in 
the  case  of  any  individual  shall  not  exceed 
an  amount  equal  to  l  month's  benefit 
even  thnu-h  the  failure  to  report  Is  with 
respect  to  more  than  1  month. 

"nt-ORT   TO    secretary    of    NET    E-AROfllNCS   FROM 
SELF- E.Mr  LuYME.NT 

"(f)  If  an  individual  is  entitled  to  any 
di.ability  insura.ice  benefit  during  any  tax- 
able year  in  which  he  ha.s  net  earnings  from 
se,f-onip!oyment  in  excess  of  $100  times  the 
i.um'oer  of  months  in  such  year,  j;uch  indi- 
vidual (or  the  individual  in  receipt  of  such 
benefit  on  his  behalf)  shall  make  a  rep-,rt 
to  the  Secretary  of  his  net  earnings  from 
self-empl<,yment  for  such  taxable  year 
Such  rtpcrt  shall  be  made  on  or  before  the 
l^th  day  of  the  3>l  month  following 
the  close  of  such  year,  and  shall  contain  such 
information  and  be  made  in  such  man- 
ner as  the  S-retary  may  by  regulations 
prescribe.  If  ihe  individual  fail.s  w/thin  the 
time  prescribed  above  to  make  such  repo-t 
of  his  net  earninL's  from  self-employment 
for  any  taxable  ye..r  and  a:^y  deduction  is 
imposed  under  subsec  ion  (a)  (2)  cf  this 
sectif-n  by  rca.-on  of  su.  h  net  earnings— 

"I  A)  such  individual  sliall  suffer  one  addi- 
tional deduction  in  an  amount  equal  to  his 
bene.it  for  the  last  month  in  such  taxable 
\ear  for  which  he  was  entUled  to  a  dis- 
abi'lty  insurance  benefit;  and 

"IB  I    if   the    failure   to   ma!<c   such    report 
continues    after    the    close    of    such    ta.xab'e 
year,   such   individual   shall   suITer  an   addi- 
tional  deduction   in   the   same   amount   fcr 
each  month  during  all  or  anv  part  of  which 
such    failure    c    ntinues    after    such    four'h 
month:  except  that  the  number  of  the  addi- 
tional   deductions     required    by     this    para- 
grapli  .shall  not  exceed  the  number  of  months 
in   such    taxable   year  for  which   tuch   indi- 
vidual  received   and    accepted   disBbilitv-in- 
suranre    benefits   and    for   which   deductions 
are    imposed    under    subsection    ($)     (2)    by 
rea.son  <.f  such   net  earnings   from   self-em- 
ployment.    If  more  than  one  additional  de- 
duction would  be  Imposed  under  this  para- 
graph    with     resi)ect.     to    a     failure     by    an 
indiv.dual    to   f.le   a  report   required   by   this 
parngraph   and   such  failure  is   the   first  f or  > 
which  any  additional  deduction   le  imposed 
under   this   paragraph,   only   one   additional 
deduction  shall  be  imposed  with  respect  to 
Buch  lir.st  failure. 

"(2)  If  the  Secretary  determines,  on  the 
basis  of  information  obtained  by  or  sub- 
mitted to  him.  that  it  may  reasonably  be 
expected  that  an  individual" entitled  to  dis- 
ability-insurance benefits  for  any  taxable 
year  will  suffer  deductions  Imjjosed  under 
subsection  (a)  (2)  of  this  section  by  reason 
of  his  net  earnings  frcmi  self-employment 
for  such  year,  the  Secretary  mav.  before 
the  close  of  such  taxable  year,  suspend  the 
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payment  for  each  month  In  such  year  (or 
for  Only  such  months  as  the  Secretary  may 
specify)  of  such  t>enefits  payable  to  him; 
and  such  suspension  shall  remain  in  effect 
With  respect  to  the  ber.eflts  for  any  month 
until  the  Secretary  has  determined  whether 
or  not  any  deduction  is  imposed  for  such 
month  under  subsectlor.  (a).  The  Secretary 
is  authorized,  before  th«'  close  of  the  taxable 
year  of  any  Individual  entitled  to  benefits 
during  such  year,  to  request  of  such  indi- 
vidual that  he  ma)ce  at  such  time  or  times 
as  the  Secretary  may  sDeclfy.  a  declaration 
of  his  estimated  net  earnings  from  self-em- 
ployment for  the  taxable  year  and  that  he 
ftirnlsh  to  the  Secretary  such  other  informa- 
tion with  respect  to  such  net  earnings  as 
the  Secretary  may  specify.  A  failure  by  such 
individual  to  comply  with  any  such  request 
shall  in  Itself  constltut-j  Justification  lor  a 
determination  under  this  paragraph  that  It 
may  reasonably  be  exp)ected  that  the  indi- 
vidual will  suffer  deductions  imposed  under 
subsection  (a)  (2)  of  this  section  by  reason 
of  his  net  earnings  frcm  self -employment 
for  such   year. 

'■DEDUCTIONS  FROM  BENEFITS  TO  DEPENDENTS  OF 
A     disabled     INDIVIDUAL 

"(g)  Deductions  shall  be  made  from  any 
wife's  cr  husband's,  chile's  or  disabled  child's 
Insurance  benefit  to  wh;ch  a  wife,  husband, 
child,  or  disabled  child  Ls  entitled  under  sec- 
tion 202,  with  respect  to  the  wages  or  self- 
employment  income  of  f.  disabled  individual 
entitled  to  benefits  under  section  220,  until 
the  total  of  such  deductions  equals  such 
wiles,  husband's,  child'; .  or  disabled  child's 
insurance  benefit  or  benefits  for  any  month 
in  which  such  disabled  individual  suffers  a 
deduction  under  this  section." 

BENEFITS    FOR    CEHTaIN    DISABLED    AdULT 

Children 

Sec.  107.  (a)  The  heading  of  subsection 
202  ( d )  of  such  act  Is  amended  to  read 
"Child's  and  Disabled  Child's  Insurance 
Benefits." 

(b)  Paragraph  (1)  of  such  subsection  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(di  (1)  Every  child  (as  defined  in  sec- 
tion 216  (e))  of  an  individual  entitled  to 
old-age  insurance,  rehabilitation  in-surance, 
or  permanent  and  total  disability  insurance 
benefits,  or  of  an  individual  who  died  a 
fully  or  currently  Insuied  individual  after 
19?a.   If  such   child — 

{.K\  (1)  has  filed  application  of  child's  in- 
surance benefits: 

(ill  at  the  time  such  application  was  filed 
wa.?  unmarried  and  had  not  attained  the  age 
of  18:   and 

(iii)  was  dependent  up>on  such  Individual 
at  the  time  such  appllratlon  was  filed,  or. 
If  such  Individual  has  died,  was  dependent 
upon  such  Individual  at  the  time  ol  such 
individual's   death, 

shall  be  entitled  to  a  ch.ld's  Insurance  bene- 
fit for  each  month,  beginning  with  the  first 
month  after  August  1350  in  which  such 
child  becomes  so  entitled  to  such  insurance 
benefits  and  ending  with  the  month  preced- 
ing the  first  month  In  which  any  of  the  fol- 
lowing occurs:  such  child  dies,  marries,  is 
adopted  (except  for  adoption  by  a  step- 
parent, grandparent,  aunt,  or  uncle  subse- 
quent to  the  death  of  such  fully  or  cur- 
rently insured,  individual),  attains  the  age 
of  18.  or  the  Individual  with  respect  to  whose 
wages  or  self-employment  income  such 
child's  Insurance  benefits  are  paid  ceases  to 
be  entitled  to  a  rehabihtatlon  insurance  or 
a  permanent  and  total  disability  insurance 
benefit  for  any  reason  other  than  attain- 
ment of  retirement  age;  or 

(B)  (1)  after  November  1953.  was  entitled, 
or  could  have  become  .intltled  upon  filing 
application  therefor,  to  child's  Insurance 
benefits  under  subparagraph  (A)  for  the 
month  prior  to  the  mcnth  In  which  such 
child  attained  the  age  ol  IB; 

(11)  was  under  a  permanent  and  total  dis- 
ability las  defined  in  section  220  (c)   (3) )  In 


such  month  prior  to  attainment  of  age  18. 
which  disability  has  continued  since  such 
month  and  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  6 
consecutive  calendar  months  after  Decem- 
ber 1953; 

(Hi)  has  filed  proof  of  being  under  a 
permanent  and  total  disabllltv  in  such 
month  within  1  year  after  the  end  of  such 
month; 

(lv»  has  filed  application  for  disabled 
child's  insurance  benefits;   and 

(v)  at  the  time  such  application  was  filed 
was  unmarried  and  had  attained  the  age  of  18. 
shall  be  entitled  to  a  dl.sataled  child's  insur- 
ance benefit  for  such  month,  beginning  with 
the  first  month  after  June  1954,  in  which 
such  child  becomes  so  entitled  to  such  in- 
surance benefits  and  ending  with  the  month 
preceding  the  first  month  in  which  any  of  the 
following  occurs:  such  child  dies,  marries, 
is  adopted  (except  for  adoption  by  a  step- 
parent, grandparent,  aunt,  or  uncle)  subse- 
quent to  the  death  of  such  fully  or  currently 
Insured  Individual,  or  ceases  to  be  under  a 
I>ermanent  and  total  disability,  or  the  Indi- 
vidual with  respect  to  wiiose  Wages  or  self- 
employment  income  such  disabled  child's  In- 
surance benefits  are  paid  ceases  to  be  entitled 
to  a  rehabilitation  insurance  or  a  perma- 
nent and  total  disability  Insurance  benefit 
for  any  reason  other  than  attainment  of  re- 
tirement age. 

(c)  Paragraph  (2)  of  such  subsection  is 
amended  by  inserting  "or  disabled  child's" 
after  "child's"  wherever  it  occurs,  and  "or 
disabled  child"  after  "child  "  wherever  it 
occurs. 

(d)  Paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  subsection 
(k)  of  section  202  of  such  act  are  amended 
by  inserting  "or  disabled  child"  after  "child ' 
wherever  It  occurs,  and  "or  disabled  child's" 
after  "child's  "  wherever  it  occurs. 

Cash  Sickness  Benefits 
Sec.  108.  Title  n  of  such  act   Is  amended 
by  adding  after  section  221  (added  by  section 
106  of  this  act)   the  following: 

"CASH  SICKNESS  BENEFITS 

"CONDmONS  OF  ENTITLEMENT  TO  CASH  SICKNESS 
BENEFITS 

•'Sec.  222.   (a)    (l)    Every  Individual  who— 
*'(A)    Is  Insured  under   the   provisions  of 
subsection   (c); 

"(B)  is  not  entitled  to  ojd-age  Insurance 
benefits  under  section  202  (a),  or  rehabili- 
tation Insurance  benefits  under  section  220 
(b),  or  permanent  and  total  disability  in- 
surance benefits  under  section  220  (c); 


"(C)    Is  under  a   temporary  disability   (as 

defined  In  subsection   (e)); 

"(D)  has  had  a  waiting  week  In  his  bene- 
fit year  and  after  June  30,  1954;  and 

"(E)  has  filed  an  application  for  cash 
sickness  benefits  in  accordance  with  regula- 
tions of  the  Secretary,  shall  be  entitled  to 
a  cash  sickness  benefit  for  each  full  week 
of  temporary  disability  following  such  wait- 
ing week,  provided  that  he  has  performed 
no  services  of  any  kind  for  remuneration 
by  an  employer  durlhg  such  waiting  week 
or  week  of  temporary  disability;  except,  that 
if  an  uninterrupted  spell  of  temporary  dis- 
ability for  an  Individual  in  a  benefit  year 
continues  into  his  next  benefit  year,  the 
requirement  of  clause  (D)  of  this  paragraph 
shall  not  apply  with  respect  to  temporary 
disability  occurring  within  such  spell  in  such 
new  benefit  year. 

"(2)  Any  such  Individual  who  continues 
to  be  under  temporary  disability  for  a  part 
of  a  week  in  an  uninterrupted  spell  of  tem- 
porary disability  and  who  meets  the  require- 
ments of  paragraph  ( l  )  Bhall  be  paid  an 
amount  equal  to  one-seventh  of  his  cash 
sickness  benefit  for  each  day  of  temporary 
disability  in  such  part  week. 

"(3)    For  purposes  of  this  subsection — 

"(A)  the  term  'week'  means  a  period  of 
7  consecutive  days  as  defined  in  regulations 
of   the  Secretary; 

"(B)  the  term  'waiting  week'  means  the 
first  period  of  7  consecutive  days  on  each 
of  which  an  individual  Is  under  temporary 
disability   in  a  benefit  year;    and 

"(C)  the  term  'uninterrupted  spell  of 
temporary  disability  Includes  any  temporary 
disability  occurring  within  21  days  following 
a  waiting  week  or  within  21  days  following 
a  day  with  respect  to  which  an  Individual 
Is  entitled  to  benefits  under  this  subsection. 

"amount    OF    CASH    SICKNESS    BENEFITS 

"(b)  (1)  An  Individual's  'cash  sickness 
benefit'  shall,  subject  to  the  provisions  pf 
subsection  (c),  be  the  amount  appearing  In 
column  B,  C,  D,  or  E  of  the  following  table 
as  determined  by  the  number  of  his  de- 
pendents, on  the  line  on  which  there  ap- 
pears, in  column  A.  the  wage  interval  which 
includes  the  amount  of  his  wages  paid  In 
that  quarter  of  his  base  period  in  which  the 
total  of  his  wages  was  highest.  For  pur- 
poses of  this  paragraph  the  number  of  de- 
pendents of  an  individual  shall  be  deter- 
mined for  a  benefit  year  as  of  the  first  day 
of  such  benefit  year: 
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"(3)  For  pTirpoees  of  thla  sul>sectlon.  the 
term  'dependent'  xneana.  with  respect  to  an 
Individual,  an  unmarried  child  (Including  a 
stepchild  or  adopted  child)  who  Is  under  the 
age  of  18  and  Is  living  In  the  same  household 
with  such  Individual  or  receiving  regular 
contributions  toward  his  support  from  such 
Individual:  and  a  wife  who  is  living  in  the 
same  household  with  such  individual  and 
who  la  not  regularly  engaged  In  rendering 
services  for  remuneration  or  In  any  occupa- 
tion for  profit. 

"(3)  The  maximum  of  the  cash  sickness 
benefits  to  which  an  Individual  shall  be  en- 
titled in  any  benefit  year  shall  be  an  amount 
equal  to  28  times  his  cash  sickness  benefit. 
In  the  case  of  any  individual  who — 

"(A)  prior  to  the  termination  of  a  con- 
tinuous spell  of  disability  d\irlng  part  of 
which  he  was  entitled  to  cash  sickness  bene- 
fits, reaches  the  maximum  of  his  cash  sick- 
ness benefits;  or  reaches  the  end  of  his  bene- 
fit year  and  is  not  an  Insured  Individual 
under  subsection  (e)  for  purposes  of  a  new 
benefit  year; 

"(B)  is  not  entitled  to  old-age  insurance 
benefits  under  section  202  (a);  and 

"(C)  at  the  beginning  of  such  continuous 
spell  of  disability,  was  Insured  under  the 
provisions  of  section  220  (f),  he  shall,  not- 
withstanding the  first  sentence  of  this  para- 
gr^h,  be  entitled  to  cash  sickness  benefits 
until  such  spell  ends  or  has  lasted  for  6  con- 
secutive  calendar   months,    whichever   first 

OCCilTB. 

•^ETEKMIKATION  OF  INSTTSED   STATUS   FOR  CA.SH 
SICKNESS    BINEITrS 

"(c)   (1)  An  Individual  shall  be  de'>med  to 
be  Insured  for -purposes  of  cash  sickness  ben- 
efits under  this  section  if  he  had  been  paid 
wages  during  his  base  period  totaling  not 
less  than  the  amount  In  column  P  of  the 
table  in  subsection  (c)  on  the  line  on  which. 
In  column  A,  there  appears  the  wage  interval 
which  Includes  the  amount  of  his  wages  paid 
in  that  quarter  of  his  base  period  in  which 
the  total  of  his  wages  was  highest;   except 
that  If  any  individual  has  not  been  paid  such 
an  amount  dirrlng  his  base  period  he  shall 
be  deemed  Insured  for  purposes  of  such  bene- 
fit* If  he  has  been  paid  not  less  than  $260 
In  his  base  period,  but  his  cash  sickness  bene- 
fit shall  be  the  amount  appearing  in  column 
B,  C,  D,  or  E.  as  is  appropriate,  on  the  lowest 
line  of  which  there  appears,  in  column  F, 
the  total  of  his  wages  in  his  base  period  or, 
if  such  total  falls  between  two  amounts  in 
such  column  P,  on  the  line  of  which  there 
appears  the  smaller  of  such  two  amounts  in 
such    column.      Notwithstanding    the    fore- 
going provisions  of  this  paragraph,  an  in- 
dividual shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  insured 
for  piu-poses  of  such  cash  sickness  benefits 
unless  he  has  been  paid  remuneration  for 
employment  in  at  least  two  quarters  of  his 
base  period  and  has  been  paid  wages  totaling 
not  less  than  $130  in  the  quarter  during 
his  base  period  In  which  the  total  of  his  wages 
was  highest. 

"(2)  An  individual's  'base  period'  means 
the  four  completed  calendar  quarters  im- 
mediately preceding  the  fourth  calendar 
month  prior  to  the  month  In  which  his  bene- 
fit year  begins. 

"(3)  An  individual's  'benefit  year'  means 
the  l-ye&r  period  beginning  with  the  day  as 
of  which  he  first  filed  application  under  sub- 
section (a)  on  the  basis  of  which  he  can 
become  entitled  to  benefits  or  receive  credit 
for  a  waiting  week  under  such  subsection, 
and  thereafter  the  1-year  period  beginning 
with  the  day  as  of  which  he  next  flies  such 
an  application  for  benefits  under  such  sub- 
section after  the  end  of  his  last  precedlne 
benefit  year. 

"SIMTTLTAKEOtrs      EKTTTLEMENT      TO      BENEFTrS 

"(d)  (1)  In  the  case  of  an  Individual  who 
la  entitled  for  1  or  more  weeks  in  a  month 
to  benefits  under  subsection  (a)  and  is  also 
entitled  for  such  month  to  any  other  bene- 
fits under  this  title,  he  shall  be  paid  for  such 
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month  only  fin  amount  equal  to  sudh  bene- 
fits under  sul>8ectlon  (a)  or  an  amount  equal 
to  such  other  benefits,  whichever  is  the 
higher. 

"(2)  No  payment  shall  be  made  to  an  indi- 
vidual for  any  week  under  subsection  (a)  If 
he  has  received  or  receives  any  workmen's 
compensation  benefit  on  account  of  the  same 
temporary  disability  for  such  week  cr  for  a 
month  which  includes  such  week. 

"(3)  In  order  to  assure  that  the  purposes 
of  paragraph  (3)  will  be  carried  out.  the 
Secretary  may.  as  a  condition  to  certification 
for    payment    of    benefits    under    subsection 

(a)  if  It  appears  to  him  that  there  la  a  like- 
lihood that  an  individual  entitled  to  benefits 
under  such  subsection  may  be  eligibl*.  as  the 
result  of  temporary  disability,  for  workmen's 
compensation  benefit  which  would  give  rise 
to  a  denial  of  payment  under  such  paj-agraph 
(2),  require  (A)  adequate  proof  that  such 
individual  has  taken  or  will  take  all  steps 
necessary  to  secure  workmen's  compensation 
benefits  with  respect  to  such  temporary  dis- 
ability, and  (B)  adequate  assurance  of  reim- 
biu;sement  to  the  trust  fund  in  case  work- 
men's compensation  benefits,  with  retpect  to 
which  such  denial  of  payment  should  be 
made,  are  paid  to  such  individual  aod  pay- 
ment Is  not  denied  under  paragraph  (2). 
All  amounts  paid  to  the  Secretary  unfier  this 
paragraph  shall  be  deposited  in  ti»c  trust 
fund. 

"(4)  For  purposes  of  this  subsection,  the 
term  'workmen's  compensation  benefit' 
means  a  cash  benefit,  allowance,  or  ccmpen- 
satlon  payable  under  any  workmen'e  com- 
pensation law  or  plan  of  the  United.  States 
or  of  any  State.  j 

"DEFINrriON    OF    TEMPORARY    DISABltrrT 

"(e)  For  the  purpose  of  this  section,  the 
term  'temporary  disability'  means  inability 
of  an  Individual  to  perform  his  mast  recent, 
customary,  or  reasonably  similar  work  (as 
determined  In  accordance  with  regulations 
of  the  Secretary)  by  reason  of  any  medically 
determinable  Illness,  Injury,  or  other  Impair- 
ment. 

"EXCLtTSIONS    FROM    COVERAGE    FOR    CASH    SICK- 
NESS   BENEFITS 

"(f)  For  the  purposes  of  subsections  (b) 
and  (c)  of  this  section,  services  performed  In 
the  employ  of  the  United  States  Government. 
or  of  an  Instrumentality  of  the  United  States 
which  (I)  Is  wholly  owned  by  the  United 
States,  or  (2)  was  exempt  on  December  31. 
1950,  from  the  tax  Imposed  by  section  1410 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  by  virtue  of 
any  other  provision  of  law  shall  najt  con- 
stitute employment." 

Technical  Provisions 
Sec  109.  (a)    (1)  The  heading  of  title  II  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  is  amended   to  read 
"Title    II— Federal    Old-Age.    Survivors    and 
Disability  Insurance  Benefits." 

(2)  The  heading  of  section  201  of  such 
act  is  amended  to  read  "Federal  Old-Age 
Survivors  and  Disability  Insurance  Trust 
Fund."  Section  201  is  further  amended  by 
striking  out  "Federal  Old-Age  and  Survivors 
Insurance  Trust  Fund,"  wherever  it  appears 
and  substituting  therefor  "Federal  Old-Age 
Siurvivors  and  Disability  Insurance  Trust 
Fund." 

(3)  The  heading  of  section  202  of  such  act 
Is  amended  to  read  "Old-Age.  Survivors  and 
Disability  Insurance  Benefit  Payments  " 

(b)  Section  202  (b)  (1)  of  such  act  Is 
amended  by  Inserting  after  "old-age  Insur- 
ance" wherever  it  appears:  ".  rehabilitation 
insurance  or  permanent  and  total  disability 
Insurance";  and  by  inserting  after  "hef  hus- 
band dies"  the  words  "or  cea.ses  to  be  en- 
titled to  a  rehabilitation  insurance  or  a 
permanent  and  total  disability  ins^jrance 
benefit  for  any  reason  other  than  attainment 
of  retirement  age,". 

(c)  Section  202  (c)  (1)  of  such  »ct  Is 
amended  by  Inserting  after  "old-age  insur- 
ance" wherever  it  appears:  ".  rehabilitation 
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Insurance  or  permanent  and  total  disability 
Insurance";  and  by  Inserting  after  "his  wife 
dies"  the  words  "or  ceases  to  be  entitled  to 
a  rehabilitation  insurance  or  a  permanent 
and  total  disability  insurance  benefit  for 
any  reason  other  than  attalnmeot  of  retire- 
ment age.". 

(di  Section  214  (a)  (2)  of  fuch  act  is 
amended  by  striking  out  "or  (B)  forty  quar- 
ters of  coverage."  and  inserting  in  lieu  there- 
of: 

"(B)  twenty  quarters  of  coverage  within 
the  forty-quarter  period  ending  with  the 
quarter  in  which  he  attained  retirement  age 
or  with  any  subsequent  calendar  quarter  or 
ending  with  the  quarter  in  which  he  died- 
or 

"(C)  forty  quarters  of  coverage; 
not  counting  as  an  elapsed  quarter  for  the 
purposes  of  subparagraph  (A),  and  not 
counting  as  part  nt  the  40-quarteT  period  re- 
ferred to  in  subparagraph  (B)  any  quarter 
any  part  of  which  is  included  in  a  period  of 
disability  (as  defined  in  sec.  220  (e)  (5)) 
unle.-^s  such  quarter  is  a  quarter  of  coverage." 
(ei  Section  214  (a)  of  such  act  la  further 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  Uiereol  the 
followlnc  new  paragraph: 

"(4)  If  an  individual  upon  nttainment 
of  retircmf-nt  acre  Is  not.  under  paragraph 
(2  1.  a  fully  insured  individual  but  (were  it 
not  for  his  attainment  of  retirement  ap;e) 
would  hive  been  entitled  to  a  rertabllitatlon 
lnsu.'ance  or  a  permanent  and  total  disability 
insurance  benefit  for  the  month  in  which  he 
attained  retirement  age  or  for  any  subse- 
quent month,  he  sr\X[\  be  a  fullv  insured  In- 
dividual beginning  with  the  first  month  for 
which  he  would  have  been  so  entitled  to 
disability  Insurance  benefits," 

(f  I  .Section  214  (h)  of  such  act  Is  amended 
by  .-striking  out  the  period  at  the  end  there- 
of and  insertlnf::  ".  excludini?  from  such  13- 
quarter  period  any  quarter  any  part  of  which 
is  included  in  a  }>erlod  of  disabUlty  unless 
such  quarter  is  a  quarter  of  covemge." - 

(2  J  Subsection  (c)  of  section  303  of  such 
act  is  further  amended  bv  Inserting  "or  dis- 
abled chiuis  ■  .'Uter  "child's"  wherever  it  oc- 
curs, and  "or  disabled  child"  after  "child." 

(h)   Section  215  (f|   of  the  Soci«I  Security 
Act   is  amended  by  renumbering  paragraph 
(6)   as  paragraph   (8i.  and  by  Inserting  after 
paragraph  [b]  the  following  new  paragraphs: 
"(6)    In   the   case   of   any   individual   who 
became    entitled    to    old-age    insurance,    re- 
habilitation   insurance    or    permanent    and 
total    disability    Insurance    benefits    In    1955 
or    in    a    taxable    year   which    began    in    1955 
(and    without    the    application    of    sec.    202 
(J )   ( 1 )  ) .  or  who  died  In  1955  or  in  a  taxable 
year  which  began  in   1955.  but  did  not  be- 
come entitled  to  such  benefits  prior  to  1955. 
and    who    had    self-employment    iBcome    for 
a   ta.xable  year  which  ended   within  or  with 
1955  or  which  began  in  1955.  then  upon  ap- 
plication filed  after  the  close  of  such  tax- 
able year  by  such  Individual  or   (if  he  died 
without  filing  such  application)   by  a  person 
entitled    to    monthly    benefits    on    the    basis 
of  such  individual  s  wages  and  self -employ- 
ment income,  the  Secretary  shall  recompute 
such  Individual's  prim.-u-y  insurance  amount 
Such   recomputation  shall   be   made   In   the 
manner  provided   in   the   preceding   subsec- 
tions   of    this    sections    (other    than    subsec. 
(b)     (4)     (A))     for    computation    of    such 
amount,   except   that    (A)    the   self-employ- 
ment income  closing  date  shall  be  the  day 
following  the  quarter  with  or  within  which 
such  taxable  year  ended,  and    (B)    the  self- 
employment  income  for  any  subsequent  tax- 
able year  shall  not  be   taken  into  account. 
Such  recomputation  shall  be  effective  (A)  In 
the  case  of  an  application  filed  by  such  In- 
dividual,  for  and   after  the   first  month   in 
which  he  became  entitled  to  old-age  insur- 
ance, rehabilitation  insurance  or  permanent 
and  total  disability  Insurance  benefits,  and 
(B)  m  the  case  of  an  application  fil«d  by  any 
other   person,   for   and   after   the   month   in 
which  such  person  who  filed  such  applica- 
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tlon  for  recomputation  became  entitled  to 
such  monthly  benefits. 

"(7)   An  individual  who — 

"(A)  became  entitled  to  an  old-age  in- 
surance benefit  for  a  month  prior  to  July 
1954; 

"(B)  has  filed  application  after  March 
1954  and  prior  to  January  1956  for  a  dis- 
ability recomputation; 

"(C)  had  been  uncer  a  long-term  total 
disability  or  a  permanent  and  total  dls- 
abiliy  (as  defined  In  sec.  220  (e))  prior 
to  his  attainment  of  retirement  age.  which 
disability  has  continued  uninterruptedly 
until  the  time  of  filing  such  application:  and 

"(D)  could,  but  fo:-  having  reached  re- 
tirement age.  have  had  a  period  of  disability 
(as  defined  in  sec.  220  (e)    (5)  ); 

shall  be  deemed  to  have  had  such  a  period 
of  disability,  and  the  Secretary  shall  recom- 
pute such  individual's  primary  Insurance 
amount  effective  July  1954.  Recomputation 
under  this  paragraph  fhall  be  made  as  pro- 
vided in  section  215  (a)  and  shall  take  into 
account  only  such  wa^es  and  self-employ- 
ment Income  as  would  be  taken  into  ac- 
count under  section  215  (b)  or  under  section 
215  (d)  whichever  is  applicable  had  the 
individual  attained  retirement  age  in  the 
first  month  of  such  period  of  disability  and 
filed  application  for  olc-age  insurance  bene- 
fits in  July  1954." 

(i)  The  amendments  made  by  the  preced- 
\v.j^  subsection  of  thi.5  section  shall  take 
ellect  on  April  1.  1954. 

(J)  In  the  case  of  an  Individual  who  died 
cr  became  (without  the  application  of  sec. 
202  (J)  (1)  of  the  !>oclal  Security  Act) 
entitled  to  old-age  In.stirance.  rehabilitation 
Insurance,  or  permanent  and  total  disability 
Insurance  benefits  In  1355  and  with  respect 
to  whom  not  less  than  6  of  the  quarters 
elapsing  after  1950  and  prior  to  the  quarter 
following  the  quarter  :n  which  he  died  or 
became  entitled  to  such  Insurance  benefits, 
whichever  first  occurred,  are  quarters  of 
coverage,  his  wage-closing  date  shall  be  the 
first  day  of  such  quarter  of  death  or  entitle- 
ment instead  of  the  day  specified  In  section 
215  (b)  (3)  of  such  act  but  only  if  It  would 
result  in  a  higher  primary  Insurance  amount 
for  such  Individual.  Tlie  terms  used  In  this 
subsection  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  tised  in  title  II  of  the  Social  Security 
Act. 

(k)   In  the  case  of  an  Individual  who  had 
filed  an  application  for  recomputation  under 
section    215    (f)     (2)    of    the    Social    Security 
Act  in  1955  or  In  a  taxable  year  which  began 
In  1955  or  who  died  In  such  year  or  taxable 
year  before  filing  such  application  but  who, 
prior  to  the  end  of  the  month  In  which  he 
died,   met   all   other   conditions   specified    In 
such  section  for  a  recomputation,  and  who 
had  self-employment   Income   for   a  taxable 
year   which    ended   within  or   with    1955   or 
which  began  In  1955,  then  upon  application 
filed  after  the  close  of  such  taxable  year  by 
such  Individual  or.  If  he  has  died,  by  a  per- 
son entitled  to  monthly  benefits  on  the  basis 
of  such  individual's  wages  and  self-employ- 
ment   Income,    the   Secretary   shall    further 
recompute  such  individual's  primary  insur- 
ance amount.     Such  further  recomputation 
shall    be    made   in    the   manner   provided    In 
section  215  of  such  act  (other  than  subsec- 
tion  (b)    (4)   of  such  section)   for  computa- 
tion of  such   amount,  except  that    (A)    the 
self-employment  Income   closing  date  shall 
be    the   day   following   the   quarter    with   or 
within   which  such  taxable  year  ended,  and 
(B)    the    self -employment    Income    for    any 
subsequent  taxable  year  shall  not  be  taken 
Into  account.     Such  further  recomputation 
shall   be  effective  for  and   after  the  month 
(in  1955  or  in  a  taxable  year  which  began  In 
19551    in  which  such  Individual  filed  appli- 
cation for  recomputation  under  section  215 
(f)    (2)    or  if  he  has  died,  for  and  after  the 
month  in  which  such  other  person  entitled 
on  the  basis  of  such  individual's  record  of 
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wages  and  self-employment  Income  became 
entitled  to  such  benefits.  No  recomputetion 
under  this  paragraph  pursuant  to  an  ap- 
plication filed  aftep  such  Individual's  death 
shall  affect  the  amount  of  the  lump-sum 
death  payment  under  section  202  (i)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  and  no  such  recompu- 
tation shall  render  erroneous  any  such  pay- 
ment certified  by  the  Secretary  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  such  further  recomputation. 
No  recomputation  shall  be  made  under  this 
paragraph  unless  such  recomputation  results 
in  a  higher  primary  insurance  amount.  The 
terms  used  in  this  paragraph  shall  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  title  II  of 
the  Social  Security  Act. 

(1)    In  the  case  of  an   Individual — 

(1)  who  filed  an  application  for  a  recom- 
putation under  section  215  (f)  (2)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  in  1952  after  complvlng 
With  the  other  ccndltlons  specified  therein 
for  such  a  recomputation:  or 

(2)  who  died  In  such  year  before  filing 
such  an  application  but  who.  prior  to  the 
end  of  the  month  in  which  he  died,  met  all 
other  conditions  specified  in  such  section 
for  a  recomputation.  his  primary  insurance 
amount  shall  Ije  recomputed  as  provided  in 
such  section,  except  that  his  wage  closing 
date  shall,  for  purposes  of  section  215  (b) 
(3)  of  such  act.  be  the  first  day  of  the 
quarter  In  which  he  filed  such  application  or 
died.  Instead  of  the  date  specified  In  such 
section  215  (b)  (3).  but  only  if  it  would 
result  In  a  higher  primary  insurance  amount 
for  him.  The  terms  used  in  t.^Is  paragraph 
shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used 
In  title  II  of  the  Social  Security  Act. 

Insttsed  Status 

Sec.  109  Section  214  (a)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  Is  amended  by  redesignating 
paragraph  (3)  as  paragraph  (4)  and  insert- 
ing after  paragraph  (2)  the  following  new 
paragraph : 

"(3)  In  the  case  of  any  Individual  who 
did  not  die  prior  to  January  1.  1955.  the 
term  'fully  Insured  individual'  means  any 
Individual  who  meets  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (2)  and.  In  addition,  any  indi- 
vidual with  respect  to  whom  all  of  the 
quarters  elapsing  after  1954  and  prior  to  (1) 
July  1.  1956.  or  (11)  if  later,  the  quarter  In 
which  he  attained  retirement  age  or  died, 
whichever  first  occurred,  are  quarters  of 
coverage,  but  only  If  there  are  not  fewer 
than  six  of  such  quarters  so  elapsing." 

Benefits  in  Certain  Cases  of  Deaths  Before 
September  1950 
Sec.  110  (a)  In  the  case  of  any  Individual— 

(1)  who  died  prior  to  September  1.  1950, 
and  was  not  a  fully  Insured  individual  (un- 
der title  II  of  the  Social  Security  Act),  when 
he  died,  and 

(2)  who  had  not  less  than  six  quarters  of 
coverage  (as  defined  in  such  title), 

such  Individual  shall,  except  for  purposes  of 
determining  entitlement  of  a  former  wife 
divorced  to  benefits  under  section  202  (g)  of 
the  Social  Security  Act.  be  deemed  to  have 
died  a  fully  insured  Individual.  Such  Indi- 
vidual's primary  Insurance  amount  shall  be 
computed  under  subsection  (a)  (2)  of  section 
215  of  such  act.  For  the  purpose  of  such 
computation,  the  provisions  of  section  215 
(d)  (3)  of  such  act  shall  apply  if  such  Indi- 
vidual died  a  currently  Insured  Individual 
(under  title  II  of  such  act)  and  any  other 
person  was  entitled  on  the  basis  of  his  wages 
to  monthly  benefits  or  a  lump-sum  death 
payment  under  section  202  of  such  act;  In  all 
other  cases  the  provisions  of  section  215  (d) 
(4)  shall  be  applicable,  except  that  such 
Individual's  closing  date  shall  be  the  first 
day  of  the  quarter  in  which  he  died.  In  the 
case  of  any  such  individual,  the  requirement 
In  subsection  (h)  of  section  202  of  such  act 
that  proof  of  support  be  filed  within  2  years 
of  the  date  of  his  death  shall  not  apply  If 
such  proof  is  filed  before  September  1956. 


(b)  The  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  shall 
be  applicable  only  in  the  case  of  monthly 
benefits  under  section  202  of  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  for  months  after  Augtist  1954.  on  the 
basis  of  applications  filed  after  such  month. 

Elimination  of  Reqctirement  of  Filing 
Application  in  Certain  Cases 

Sue.  111.  (a)  Section  202  (e)  (1)  (C)  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"(C)  (1)  has  filed  application  for  widow's 
Insurance  benefits  or  was  entitled,  after 
attainment  of  retirement  age.  to  wife's  Insur- 
ance benefits,  on  the  basis  of  the  wages  and 
self-employment  income  of  such  Individual. 
for  the  month  preceding  the  month  in  which 
he  died,  or 

"(ii)  was  entitled,  on  the  basis  of  such 
wages  and  self-employment  Income,  to 
mother's  Insurance  benefits  for  the  month 
preceding  the  month  in  which  she  attained 
retirement  age." 

(b)  Section  202  (g)  (1)  (D)  of  such  art 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows; 

"(D)  has  filed  application  for  mother's 
Insurance  benefits,  or  was  entitled  to  wife's 
Insurance  benefits  on  the  basis  of  the  wages 
and  self-employment  Income  of  such  Indi- 
vidual for  the  month  preceding  the  month  in 
which  he  died." 

(c)  The  third  sentence  of  section  202  (1) 
of  such  act  Is  amended  by  inserting  imme- 
diately before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof 
the  following:  ",  or  unless  such  person  was 
entitled  to  wife's  or  husband's  insurance 
benefits,  on  the  br.sis  of  the  wages  and  self- 
employment  Income  of  such  Insured  individ- 
ual, for  the  month  preceding  the  month  in 
which  such  individual  died." 

Technical  Amendments 
Sec.  112.   (a)   The  second  sentence  of  sec- 
tion  204    (a)    of  the  Social  Security  Act  la 
amended  by  inserting  "and  self -employment 
income"  after  "wages." 

(b)  Section  208  of  the  Social  Security  Art 
Is  amended  by  Inserting  ",  or  as  to  the 
amount  of  net  earnings  from  self-employ- 
ment derived  or  the  period  during  which 
derived"  after  "as  to  the  amount  of  any 
wages  paid  or  received  or  the  period  during 
which  earned  or  paid." 

Repeal  or  Requirement  or  Certain 
Dedtjctions 
Sec.  113.  (a)  No  dedurtlons  shall  be  made 
pursuant  to  subsection  (i)  of  section  303  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  from  any  benefits  for 
any  month  after  August  1954;  and,  effertive 
September  1.  1954.  such  subsecUon  Is  re- 
pealed. 

(b)  No  deductions  shall  be  made  ptirsuant 
to  section  907  of  the  Social  Security  Art 
Amendments  of  1939  (53  Stat.  1360,  1402). 
with  respect  to  wages  for  services  performed 
in  1939,  from  any  benefits  for  any  month 
after  August  1954;  and,  effective  September 
1,  1954.  such  section  Is  amended  by  striking 
out  "1  percent  of  any  wages  paid  him  for 
services  performed  In  1939.  and  subsequent 
to  his  attaining  age  65,  and." 

Proof  of  support  by  Husband  or  Widower  in 
Certain  Cases 

Sec  114.  (a)  For  the  purpose  of  determin- 
ing the  entitlement  of  any  Individual  to  htis- 
band's  Insurance  benefits  under  subsection 
(c)  of  section  202  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
on  the  basis  of  his  wife's  wages  and  self- 
employment  income,  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (1)  (D)  of  such  subsection  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  met  If — 

(1)  such  individual  was  receiving  at  least 
one-half  of  his  support,  as  determined  in 
accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare, from  his  wife  on  the  first  day  of  the 
first  month  (A)  for  which  she  was  entitled 
to  a  monthly  benefit  under  subsection  (a) 
of  such  section  202.  and  (B)  in  which  an 
event  described  in  paragraph  (1)   or  (2)  of 
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section  203  (b)  of  such  act  (as  in  effect  be- 
fore or  after  the  enactment  of  this  act)  did 
not  occur. 

(2)  such  individual  has  filed  proof  of  such 
support  within  2  years  after  sucli  first  month, 
and 

(3)  such  wife  was,  without  the  applica- 
tion of  subsection  (j)  (l)  of  such  section 
202,  entitled  to  a  primary  insurance  benefit 
under  such  act  for  August  1950. 

(b)  For  tne  piirpose  of  determining  the 
entitlement  of  any  Individual  to  widower's 
Insurance  benefits  under  subsection  (f)  of 
section  202  of  the  Social  Security  Act  on  the 
basis  of  his  deceased  wife's  wages  and  self- 
employment  income,  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (1)  (E)  (11)  of  such  subsection 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  met  if — 

(1)  such  individual  was  receiving  at  least 
one-half  of  his  support,  as  determined  in 
accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare, from  his  wife,  and  she  was  a  currently 
Insured  individual,  on  the  first  day  of  the 
first  month  (A)  for  which  she  was  entitled 
to  a  monthly  benefit  under  subsection  (a) 
of  such  section  202,  and  (B)  in  which  an 
event  described  in  paragraph  (l)  or  (2)  of 
section  203  (b)  of  such  act  (as  in  effect  be- 
fore or  after  the  enactment  of  this  act)  did 
not  occur. 

(2)  such  individual  has  filed  proof  of  such 
support  within  2  years  after  such  first 
month,  and 

(3)  such  wife  was,  without  the  application 
of  subsection  (J)  (l)  of  such  section  202, 
entitled  to  a  primary  Insurance  benefit  un- 
der such  act  for  August  1950. 

(c)  For  purposes  of  subsection  (b)  (1) 
of  this  section,  and  for  purposes  of  section 
202  (c)  (1)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  in 
cases  to  which  subsection  (a)  of  this  section 
Is  applicable,  the  wife  of  an  individual  shall 
be  deemed  a  currently  insured  individual  if 
she  had  not  less  than  6  quarters  of  coverage 
(as  determined  under  section  213  of  the 
Social  Security  Act)  during  the  13-quarter 
period  ending  with  the  calendar  quarter  in 
which  occiu-s  the  first  month  ( 1 )  for  which 
such  wife  was  entitled  to  a  monthly  benefit 
under  section  202  (a)  of  such  act,  and  (2>  in 
which  an  event  described  in  paragraph  (1) 
or  (2)  of  section  203  (b)  of  such  act  (as  in 
effect  before  or  after  the  enactment  of  this 
aot)  did  not  occur. 

(d)  This  section  shall  apply  only  with 
respect  to  husband's  insurance  benefits  un- 
der section  202  (c)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  and  widower's  insurance  benefits  under 
section  202  (f )  of  such  act,  for  months  after 
August  1954,  and  only  with  respect  to  bene- 
fits based  on  applications  filed  after  such 
month. 

DEriNTnoN 
Sec.  115.  As  used  in  the  provisions  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  amended  by  this  title,  the 
term    "Secretary"   means   the    Secretary   of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 


Tttli  n— Amendments  to  Intehnal  Revenue 
Codes  of  1939  and  1954 

Amendments  to  Definitions  of  Self-Em- 
PLOTMENT  Income  and  Related  Defini- 
tions 

Sec.  201.  (a)  (1)  Paragraph  (1)  of  section 
481  (a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(1)  There  shall  be  excluded  rentals  from 
real  estate  and  from  personal  property  leased 
with  the  real  estate  (including  such  rentals 
paid  m  crop  shares),  together  with  the  de- 
ductions attributable  thereto,  unless  such 
rentals  are  received  In  the  course  of  a  trade 
or  biisiness  as  a  real-estate  dealer; ". 

(2)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  461  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  strik- 
ing out  paragraph  (2)  and  redesignatlntr 
paragraphs  (3).  (4).  (5),  (6).  and  (7)..  and 
any  references  thereto  contained  in  such 
code,  as  paragraphs  (2).  (3).  (4),  (5).  and 
(6) .  respectively,  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of 


such  subsection  the  following  new  sentence : 
"In  the  case  of  any  trade  or  buslne»  which 
Is  carried  on  by  an  individual  who  reports 
his  income  on  a  cash  receipts  and  disburse- 
ments basis,  and  In  which,  if  it  were  carried 
on  exclusively  by  employees,  the  major  por- 
tion of  the  services  would  constitute  agri- 
cultural labor  as  defined  in  section  1426  (h), 

(1)  if  the  gross  income  derived  from  such 
trade  or  business  by  such  individual  is   not 
more  than  •1,800.  the  net  earnings  from  self- 
employment  derived  by  him  therefrom  may, 
at  his  option,  be  deemed  to  be  50  percent 
of  such  gross  income  In  lieu  of  his  net  earn- 
ings from  self-employment  from  such  trade 
or  business  computed  as  provided  under  the 
preceding   provisions   of   this   subsection,   or 
(11)    if  the  gross  Income  derived  from  such 
trade  or  business  by  such  Individual  Is  more 
than  $1,800  and  the  net  earnings  from  self- 
employment   derived    by   him   therefrum.    as 
compute^,  under  the  preceding  proviaSons  of 
this  subsection,  are  less  than  $900.  such  net 
earnings  may  instead,  at  the  option  of  .=uch 
individual,  be  deemed  to  be  $900.     For  the 
purpose  of  the  preceding  sentence,  gnjss  in- 
come  derived   from  such   trade   or    business 
shall  mean  the  gros.s  receipts  from  such  trade 
or    business   reduced    by    the    cost    or   other 
basis  of  property  which  was  purchased  and 
sold  in  carrying  on  such  trade  or  business, 
adjusted   (after  such  reduction)    In  accord- 
ance with   the  preceding  provisions  Cf   this 
subsection." 

(b)  (1)  Paragraph  (1)  of  section  1402  (b) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(1)  that  part  of  the  net  earnings  from 
self-employment   which   Is   in   excess  of— 

"(A)  for  any  taxable  year  ending  prior  to 
1955,  (i)  »3.600,  minus  (ii)  the  amount  of 
the  wages  paid  to  such  Individual  during  the 
taxable  year;  and 

,«Li®'  ^°^  *"y  taxable  year  ending  after 
1954,  (1)  $6,000,  minus  (ii)  the  amount  of 
the  wages  paid  to  such  individual  duritie  the 
taxable  year;  or." 

(2)  (b)  Section  1402  (b)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  by  in.sert- 
ing  after  "employees)"  the  following:  "  or 
under  an  agreement  entered  into  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  3121  (I)  (relat- 
ing to  coverage  of  citizens  of  the  United 
States  who  are  employees  of  foreign  sub- 
sidiaries of  domestic  corporations)  '• 

(c)  Section  481  (c)  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue  Code  is  amended  by  striking  out  para- 
graphs (4)  and  (5),  by  inserting  ■or"  at  the 
end  of  paragraph  (3).  and  by  adding  after 
^"fff"Si!i  <^'  *^®  following  new  paragraph: 

(4)  The  performance  of  service  by  an  In- 
dividual in  the  exercise  of  his  profession 
as  a  physician,  or  the  performance  of  such 
service  by  a  partnership." 

(d)  (1)  Section  1402  (c)  (2)  of  the  Inter- 
nal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  bv 
inserting    after    "18"    the    following:     "and 

?i^*Mv.^'^  ^^"■"'^^^   described   in   paragraph 
(4)   of  this  subsection."  ^       o     t- 

(2)  Section  1402  (c)  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code  of  1954  Is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sentence- 

The  provisions  of  paragraph  (4)  shall  not 
apply  to  service  (other  than  service  per- 
formed by  a  member  of  a  religious  order  who 
f,?^H  -?  ^.  ''°''  °'  poverty  as  a  member  of 
such    order)     performed    by    an    Individual 

filYdTv  '\  ?"i°^    ^°'    ^^'^^    ^    certiflcate 
S  in  effect.^.  ^'^^^^^'^"^^  ""^^^^  subsection  ,e, 

(3)  Section  1402  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection 

(e)  Ministers  and  members  of   reliaious 
orders:  "ijiuub 

"(1)  Waiver  certificate:  Anv  Individual 
Who  is  a  duly  ordained,  commissioned  or 
licensed  minister  of  a  church  or  a  member  of 
a  religious  order  (other  than  a  member  of  a 
religious  order  who  has  taken  a  vow  of 
poverty  as  a  member  of  such  order  1  mav  file 
a  certiflcate  (in  such  form  and  manner   and 
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with  such  offlclal.  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
regulations  made  under  this  chapter)  certi- 
fying that  he  elects  to  have  the  insurance 
system  established  by  title  II  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  extended  to  service,  described  in 
subsection  (o    (4),  performed  by  him. 

"(2)  Time  for  filing  certificate:  Any  in- 
dividual who  desires  to  file  a  certificate  pur- 
suant  to  paragraph  (1)  must  file  such  cer- 
tificate on  or  before  the  due  date  of  the 
return  (including  any  extension  thereof)  for 
his  second  taxable  year  ending  after  1954  for 
which  he  has  net  earnings  from  self-employ- 
ment (computed  without  regard  to  para- 
graph (4»  of  sub.-ectlon  (c)  )  of  $400  or  more 
any  part  of  which  was  derived  from  his 
performance  of  oervice  described  in  such 
p.iragraph   (4i. 

"13 1  Effective  d.ite  of  certiflcate:  A  cer- 
tificate filed  pursuant  to  this  subsection  shall 
be  effective  for  the  first  taxable  year  with 
respect  to  which  it  Is  filed  (but  in  no  case 
shall  the  certificate  be  effective  for  a  taxable 
year  with  re.-pcct  to  which  the  period  for 
filing  a  return  has  expired,  or  for  a  taxable 
year  ending  prior  to  1955)  and  all  succeedlnK 
taxable  years.  An  election  made  pursuant 
to  this  subsection  shall  be  Irrevoceble." 

(di  The  amendments  made  by  subsec- 
tions (ai,  (b),  and  (ci  of  this  section  shall 
be  applicable  only  with  respect  to  taxable 
years  ending  after  1954. 

Refl-.nd  of  Certain  Taxes  Deducted  From 
Wages 

Sec  202.  (a)  (1)  The  first  sentence  of  sec- 
tion 6413  (CI  (1,  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
_Co<le  of  1954  is  amended  to  read  as  follows- 
■  If  by  reas<jn  of  an  employee  receiving  wages 
from  more  than  one  employer  during  a  cal- 
endar year  after  the  calendar  year  1950  and 
prior  to  the  calendar  year  1955,  the  wages  re- 

IX'Zn  H^  *""'  "^'""'"^  ^"^*^  y^^f  ^''ceed 
*.3  600,  the  employee  shall  be  entitled  (sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  section  31  (b))  to 
a  credit  or  refund  of  any  amount  o|  tax   with 

ifnn^",  ^?  '"^^  ^'''^^^-  '"^Posed  by  section 
1400  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1939 
and  deducted  from  the  employee's  wages 
(whether  or  not  paid  to  the  Secretary  or  his 
delegate! ,  which  exceeds  the  tax  with  respect 
to  the  hrst  $3,600  of  such  wages  received  or 
If  by  reason  of  an  employee  receiving  wages 
from  more  than  one  employer  during  any 
calendar  year  after  the  calendar  year  1954 
the  wages  received  by  him  during  such  year 
exceed  86  000,  the  employee  shall  be  entmS 
(!=ubject  to  the  provisions  of  section  31  (b)  ) 

with  7/1"  ."";  '■^'""'^  "'  **">'  *'"°»*^  °^  tax. 
tinnNinr^^"."'"^^  ''■''*^^"-  >">Pos«l  by  sec- 
tion 3101  and  deducted  from  the  employee's 
w-ages  (Whether  or  not  paid  to  the  Secretary 
or  his  delegate),  which  exceeds  the  tax  with 

re'e^rved."'    '''"    """^    ''-^^    "^    '^'"^    -"«" 

Re^eLfJ^r''."  1^°^  ^^*  '^'  ^^  ^^e  Internal 
m^t^hl        "^^^^  '^^^  '"  amended  b,  striking 

sentence  fn'^f  "'  '""^  ^"'^  °^  ^^^  ^"^onl 
sentence  and   inserting  in   lieu   thereof  "or. 

i^nn  tlprT/'^  **">■  ^g^^^'nent  (or  modifica- 
^.^  \^^^°^'  pursuant  to  section  218  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  which  Is  effectlw-  as  of  a 
date  more  than  2  years  prior  to  the  date 
to^.it^?T^"^  for  modification)  was  agreed 
to^  within  2  years  after  the  calendar  yelr^ 
^hich  .such  agreement  (or  modification)  was 
agreed  to  by  the  State  and  the  Secretary  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare."      '    '     '  "^ 

,o\^\^]l  '^^^  heading  of  section  6413  (c) 
(2)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954 
IS  amended  to  read  as  follows:  'Applicability 
in  case  of  Federal  and  State  employees  anJ 
employees  of  certain  foreign  corporations  — " 

(2)  Section  6413  (c)  (2)  ,A)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  by 
striking  out   •83.600."  and   In.serting  in  lieu 

1952.  1953.  or  1954,  or  $6,000  for  any  Calendar 
year  after  1954.". 

(3)  Section  6413  (c1  (2)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  by  adding 
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at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sub- 
paragraph : 

"(C)  Employees  of  certain  foreign  corpo- 
rations: For  purposes  of  paragraph  (1)  of 
this  subsection,  the  term  "wages'  Includes 
such  remuneration  for  services  covered  by 
an  agreement  made  pursuant  to  section  3121 

(1)  as  would  be  wages  If  such  services  con- 
stituted employment;  the  term  'employer' 
Includes  any  domestic  corporation  which  has 
entered  Into  an  agreement  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 3121  (1);  the  term  'tax'  or  'tax  imposed 
by  section  3101'  Includes.  In  the  case  of  serv- 
ices covered  by  an  agreement  entered  into 
pursuant  to  section  3121  (1),  an  amount 
equivalent  to  the  tax  which  would  be  Im- 
posed by  section  3101,  If  such  services  con- 
stituted employment  as  defined  in  section 
3121;  and  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (1) 
of  this  subsection  shall  apply  whether  or 
not  any  amount  deducted  from  the  employ- 
ee's remuneration  as  a  result  of  the  agree- 
ment entered  into  pursuant  to  section  3121 

( 1 )  has  been  paid  to  the  Secretary  or  his 
delegate." 

(CI  Tlie  second  sentence  of  section  3122 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  is 
amended  by  striking  out  "$3,600  '  and  Insert- 
ing m  lieu  thereof  "$6,000." 

( d  )  The  amendments  made  by  subsections 
(a)  (1),  (b),  and  (ci  shall  be  applicable 
only  with  respect  to  remuneration  paid  after 
1954  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  (2)  shall  t)e  effective  as  If  It  had  been 
enacted  as  a  part  of  section  203  (c)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  Amendments  of  1950 
which  added  section  1401  (d)  (3)  to  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  1939. 

Coi.TECTION     and     PAYMENT     OF     TaXES     WrTH 

RE.SPECT   TO   Coast   Guard   Exchanges 

Sec  203.  (a)  Section  1420  (e)  of  The  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sen- 
tence: "The  provisions  of  this  subsection 
shall  be  applicable  also  In  the  case  of  service 
performed  by  a  civilian  employee,  not  com- 
pen.sated  from  funds  appropriated  by  the 
Congress,  In  the  Coast  Guard  exchanges  or 
other  activities,  conducted  by  an  instrumen- 
tality of  the  United  States  subject  to  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary,  at  installations 
of  the  Coast  Guard  for  the  comfort,  pleasure. 
contentment,  and  mental  and  physical  Im- 
provement of  personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard; 
and  for  purposes  of  this  subsection  the 
Secretary  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  head  of 
such   Instrumentality." 

(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  shall  become  effective  January  1.  1955. 

Ame.ndments  to  DEFiNmoN  or  Wages 
6ec.  204  (a)  Paragraph  (1)  of  .section  3121 
(a I  of  ilie  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  is 
amended  by  striking  out  "$3,600"  wherever  It 
appears  therein  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof 
"$6,000." 

(b)  (1)  Subparagraph  (B)  of  section  3121 
(at  (7)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(B)  cash  remuneration  paid  by  an  em- 
ployer In  any  calendar  quarter  to  an  em- 
ployee for  domestic  service  In  a  private  home 
of  the  employer,  if  the  cash  remuneration 
paid  In  such  quarter  by  the  employer  to  the 
employee  for  such  service  is  less  than  $50. 
As  used  In  this  subparagraph,  the  term  'do- 
mestic service  In  a  private  home  of  the  em- 
ployer' does  not  Include  service  described  in 
subsection  (g)    (5);". 

(2)  Section  3121  (a)  (7)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  Is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sub- 
paragraph : 

"(C)  cash  remuneration  paid  by  an  em- 
ployer In  any  calendar  quarter  to  an  em- 
ployee for  service  not  In  the  course  of  the 
employer's  trade  or  business,  if  the  cash 
remuneration  paid  in  such  quarter  by  the 
employer  to  the  employee  for  such  service 
Is  less  than  $50.    As  used  in  this  subpara- 
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graph,  the  term  'service  not  in  the  course 
of  the  employers  trade  or  business'  does  not 
Include  domestic  service  in  a  private  home 
of  the  employer  and  does  not  include  service 
descril>ed  In  subsection  (g)   (6)," 

(3)  Section  3121  (a)  (8)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  by  insert- 
ing "(A)"  after  "(8)"  and  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following  new  subparagraph: 

"(B)  cash  remuneration  paid  by  an  em- 
ployer in  any  calendar  quarter  to  an  em- 
ployee for  agricultural  labor.  If  the  cash 
remuneration  paid  in  such  quarter  by  the 
employer  to  the  employee  for  such  labor 
ifi  less  than  $50." 

(e)   The  amendments  made  by  subsections 
(a)    and    (b)    shall   be   applicable  only  with 
respect  to  remuneration  paid  after  1954. 
Amendments  to  DEriNmoN  of  Employment 

Sec  205.  (a)  Section  3121  (b)  (1)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"(1)  (A)  service  performed  In  connection 
with  the  production  or  harvesting  of  any 
commodity  defined  as  an  agricultural  com- 
modity In  section  15  (gi  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act.  as  amended  (46  Stat.  15£0 
J  3;  12  U.  S.  C.  1141J); 

"(B)    service    performed    by    foreign    agri- 
cultural   workers    under    contracts    entered 
Into  In  accordance  with  title  V  of  the  Agri- 
cultural  Act   of   1949.   as   amended    (65   Stat 
119:  7  U.  S.  C.  1461-1468)." 

(b)  Section  3121  (b)  of  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  of  1954  Is  amended  by  striking 
out  paragraph  (3)  and  redesignating  para- 
graphs (4),  (5),  (6),  (7),  (8),  (9),  (10).  (11). 
(12).  (13).  and  (14),  and  any  references 
thereto  contained  In  such  code,  as  paragraphs 
(3).  (4),  (5).  (6).  (7).  (8).  (9).  (10).  (11). 
(12),  and  (13).  respectively. 

(c)  The  paragraph  of  section  3121  (b)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  herein 
redesignated  as  paragraph  (4)  is  amended  by 
Striking  out  "if  the  individual  is  employed 
on  and  in  connection  with  such  vessel  or  air- 
craft when  outside  the  United  States  "  and 
inserting  In  lieu  thereof:  "if  (A)  the  Indi- 
vidual is  employed  on  and  in  connection  with 
such  vessel  or  aircraft  when  outside  the 
United  States  and  (B)  (I)  such  Individual 
is  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  or  (11) 
the  employer  is  not  an  American  emplos'er." 

(d)  (1)  Subparagraph  (B)  of  the  para- 
graph of  section  1426  (b)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  herein  redesignated  as  para- 
graph (6)   Is  amended — 

(A)  by  Inserting  "by  an  individual"  after 
"Service  performed."  and  by  inserting  "and 
if  such  service  is  covered  by  a  retirement 
system  established  by  such  instrumentality," 
after  "December  31,  1950.  •; 

(B)  by  inserting  "a  Federal  home  loan 
bank."  after  "a  Federal  Reserve  bank,"  in 
clause  (11) ;  and 

(C)  by  striking  out  "or"  at  the  end  of 
clause  (III),  by  adding  "or"  at  the  end  of 
clause  (Iv),  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of 
the  subparagraph  the  following  new  clause: 

"(v)  service  performed  by  a  civilian  em- 
ployee, not  compensated  from  funds  appro- 
priated by  the  Congress,  In  the  Coast  Guard 
exchanges  or  other  activities,  conducted  by 
an  instrumentality  of  the  United  States  sub- 
ject to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  at  Installations  of  the  Coast 
Guard  for  the  comfort,  pleasure,  content- 
ment, and  mental  and  physical  Improvement 
Of  personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard;" 

(2)  Subparagraph  (C)  of  such  paragraph 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(C)  Service  performed  in  the  employ  of 
the  United  States  or  In  the  employ  of  any 
instrumentality  of  the  United  States,  if  such 
service  is  performed — 

"(i)  as  the  President  or  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States  or  as  a  Member,  Delegate, 
or  Resident  Commissioner  of  or  to  the  Con- 
gress; 

"(11)  in  the  legislative  branch; 


"(ill)  in  a  penal  institution  of  the  United 
States  by  an  Inmate  thereof; 

"(tv)  by  any  individual 'as  an  employee 
included  under  section  2  of  the  act  of  August 
4,  1947  (relating  to  certain  interns,  student 
nurses,  and  other  student  employees  of  hos- 
pitals of  the  Federal  Government-  (5) 
U.  S.  C.  sec.  1052);      •  ' 

"(v)  by  any  Individual  as  an  employee 
serving  on  a  temporary  basis  in  case  of  fire 
storm,  earthquake,  flood,  or  other  similar 
emergency;  or 

"(vl)  by  any  Individual  to  whom  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  Act  of  1930  does  not  ap- 
ply because  such  individual  is  subject  to 
another  retirement  system  (other  than  the 
retirement  system  of  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority)."  '' 

(e)  The  paragraph  of  section  1426  (b)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  herein  redesig- 
nated as  paragraph  (8)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"(8)  (A)  Service  performed  in  the  employ 
of  a  religious,  charitable,  educational,  or 
other  organization  exempt  from  income  tax 
under  section  101  (6) .  other  than  service  per- 
formed by  a  duly  ordained,  commissioned  or 
licensed  minister  of  a  church  In  the  exercise 
of  his  ministry  or  by  a  member  of  a  religious 
order  in  the  exercise  of  duties  required  by 
such  order;  but  this  subparagraph  shall  not 
apply  to  service  performed  during  the  period 
for  which  a  certificate,  filed  pursuant  to  sub- 
section (1)  (1),  is  in  effect,  if  such  service  Is 
performed  by  an  employee  (I)  whose  signa- 
ture appears  on  the  list  filed  by  such  organi- 
zation under  such  subsection  or  (Ii)  who  be- 
came an  employee  of  such  organization  after 
the  certificate  was  filed  and  after  such  period 
began; 

"(B)  Service  performed  in  the  employ  of 
a  religious,  charitable,  educational,  or  other 
organization  exempt  from  income  tax  under 
section  101  (6).  by  a  duly  ordained,  commis- 
sioned, or  licensed  minister  of  a  church  In 
the  exercise  of  his  ministry  or  by  a  member 
of  a  religious  order  in  the  exercise  of  duties 
required  by  such  order;  but  this  subpara- 
graph shall  not  apply  to  service  performed  by 
a  duly  ordained,  commlssoned.  or  licensed 
minister  of  a  church  or  a  member  of  a  re- 
ligious order,  other  than  a  member  of  a  re- 
ligious order  who  has  taken  a  vow  of  poverty 
as  a  member  of  such  order,  dtiring  the  period 
for  which  a  certificate,  filed  pursuant  to  sub- 
section (1)  (2).  Is  in  effect,  If  such  service  is 
performed  by  an  employee  (i)  whose  signa- 
ture appears  on  tine  list  filed  by  such  organi- 
zation under  s«ch  subsection,  or  (ii)  who 
became  an  employee  of  such  organization 
after  the  certificate  was  filed  and  after  such 
period  began." 

(e)  Section  3121  (b)  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code  of  1954  is  further  amended  by 
striking  out  paragraph  (15)  and  redesignat- 
ing paragraphs  (16)  and  (17).  and  any  refer- 
ences thereto  contained  in  such  code,  as 
paragraphs  (14)   and  ( 15 ).  respectively. 

( f )  The  amendments  made  by  subsections 
(c)  and  (e)  shall  be  applicable  only  with 
respect  to  services  performed  after  1954.  The 
amendments  made  by  subsections  (a)  and 
(b)  shall  be  applicable  only  vi-ith  resi>ect  to 
services  (whether  performed  aftea  1954  or 
prior  to  1955)  for  which  the  reniSneratlon 
is  paid  after  1954.  /^ 

AMENDMEirr  Relattnc  to  Collection  or 
Emplotee  Tax 

Sec.  206.  Section  3102  (a)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sen- 
tence: "An  employer  who  in  any  calendar 
quarter  pays  to  an  employee  cash  remunera- 
tion to  which  paragraph  (7)  (B)  or  (C). 
(8)  (B),  or  (10)  of  section  3121  (a)  is  ap- 
plicable may  deduct  an  amount  equivalent 
to  such  tax  from  any  such  payment  of  re- 
muneration, even  though  at  the  time  of  pay- 
ment the  total  amount  of  such  remuneration 
paid  to  the  employee  by  the  employer  in  the 
calendar  quarter  is  less  than  $50." 
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AxEmuxm  to  DEFmmoN  or  Emplotkz 
Sec.  207.  (a)  Subparagraph  (C)  of  secUon 
8121  (d)  (3)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1864  la  amended  by  striking  out  ".  if  the 
performance  of  such  services  la  subject  to 
licensing  requirements  under  the  laws  of  the 
Btate  in  which  such  services  are  performed." 
(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  shall  be  applicable  only  with  respect  to 
services  performed  after  1954. 
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WAivni  OF  Tax  Exemption  bt  NoNPHoirr  Ob- 
CANizATioNs  WrrH  Respect  to  Ministers 
IN  Thux  Emplot 

Sec.  208.  (a)  Paragraph  (1)  of  section  1426 
(1)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended 
by  inserting  "(other  than  service  performed 
by  a  duly  ordained,  commissioned,  or  licensed 
minister  of  a  church  in  the  exercise  of  his 
ministry  or  by  a  member  of  a  religious  order 
In  the  exercise  of  duties  required  by  such 
order)"  after  "service"  in  the  first  sentence, 
by  striking  out  •'two-thirds  of  its  employees" 
and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "two-thirds  of 
its  employees  performing  service  to  which 
this  paragraph  Is  applicable"  In  such  sen- 
tence, and  by  deleting  so  much  of  such  para- 
graph as  follows  the  first  sentence. 

(b)  Such  section  1426  (1)  is  amended  by 
redesignating  paragraphs  (2)  and  (3)  as  par- 
agraphs (6)  and  (7),  respectively,  and  by 
adding  af*-!r  paragraph  (1)  the  following 
new  paragraphs: 

"(2)    Waiver  of  exemption  in  the  case  of 
ministers:  An  organization  exempt  from  in- 
come tax  under  section  101    (6)    may  file  a 
certificate  (in  such  form  and  manner,  and 
with  such  official,  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
regulations    made    under    this    subchapter) 
certifying  that  It  desires  to  have  the  insur- 
ance system   established   by  title   n   of   the 
Social  Security  Act  extended  to  service  per- 
formed by  its  employees  who  are  duly  or- 
dained, commissioned,  or  licensed  ministers 
of  a  church  or  churches  and  perform  such 
service  in  the  exercise  of  their  ministry  or 
who  are  members  of  a  religious  order  or  or- 
ders   (other  than   a  member  of  a  religious 
order  who  has  taken  a  vow  of  poverty  as  a 
member  of  such  order)    and  perform  such 
service  in  the  exercise  of  duties  required  by 
such  order  or  orders,  and  that  at  least  two- 
thirds  of  such  employees  concur  in  the  filing 
of  the  certificate.    Notwithstanding  the  pre- 
ceding sentence  of  this  paragraph,  a  certifi- 
cate may  not  be  filed  by  an  organi2satlon  pur- 
Buant  to  such  sentence  unless  (A)   such  or- 
ganization does  not  have  any  employees  with 
respect  to  whom  a  certificate  may  be  filed 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (1),  or  (B)  such  or- 
ganization has  filed  a  certificate  pursuant 
to    paragraph    (i)     with    respect    to   such 
employees. 

"(3)  List  to  accompany  certificate:  A  cer- 
tificate may  be  filed  pursuant  to  paragrapH 
(1)  or  paragraph  (2)  only  if  it  is  accompa- 
nied by  a  list  containing  the  signature  ad- 
dress, and  social  security  account   number 

ii  *i^?^  °'  ^^'^^  employee  who  concurs  In 
the  filing  of  the  certificate.  Such  list  may 
be  amended  at  any  time  by  filing  with  the 
prescribed  official  a  supplemental  list  or  lists 
containing  the  signature,  address,  and  social 
■!?!,^n*^  account  number  (if  any)  of  each 
additional  employee  who  concurs  in  the  flllne 
of  the  certificate.  The  list  and  any  supple- 
mental ust  shall  be  filed  in  such  form  and 
manner  as  may  be  prescribed  by  regulations 
made  under  this  subchapter. 

"(4)  Effective  period  of  waiver:  A  certifi- 
cate filed  pursuant  to  paragraph  (1)  or  para- 
graph (2)  shaU  be  in  effect  (for  the  purposes 
of  subsection  (b).(8)  of  this  section  and  for 
the  purposes  crf-^ection  210  (a)  (fi)  of  the 
Social  SecurltyAct)—  '    ^  '        *^® 

"(A)  in  the  case  of  a  certificate  filed  pur- 
suant to  paragraph  (1) ,  for  the  period  begin- 
ntng  with  the  first  day  a  the  calendar  quar- 
ter m  which  such  certificate  is  filed  or  the 
first  da:-  of  the  succeeding  calendar  quarter 
as  may  be  specified  in  the  certificate;  or 


"(B)  In  the  case  of  a  certificate  flled  pur- 
suant to  paragraph  (2),  for  the  period  be- 
ginning with  the  first  day  of  whichever  of 
the  following  calendar  quarters  may  be  speci- 
fied in  the  certificate;  (1)  the  quarter  In 
which  such  certificate  is  filed,  or  (ii)  tiie 
succeeding  quarter,  or  (Hi)  ir  the  certtflcate 
Is  filed  during  the  calendar  year  1955,  any 
quarter  in  such  year  prior  to  the  quarter 
in  which  it  is  filed; 

except  that,  in  the  case  of  service  performed 
by  an  individual  whose  name  appears  on  a 
supplemental  list  filed  after  the  first  month 
following  the  first  calendar  quarter  for  which 
the  certificate  Is  In  effect  (as  determined  un- 
der subparagraph  (A)  or  (B),  whichever  is 
applicable)  or  following  the  calendar  quar- 
ter In  which  the  certificate  was  filed,  which- 
ever la  later,  and  to  whom  subparagraph  (A) 
or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  (8)  of  this  section 
would  otherwise  apply,  the  certificate  shall 
be  In  effect,  for  purposes  of  such  subsection 
(b)  (8)  and  for  purposes  of  section  210  la) 
(8)  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  only  with 
respect  to  service  performed  by  suoh  indi- 
vidual after  the  calendar  quarter  io  which 
such  supplemental  list  ts  filed. 

"(5)    Termination  of  waiver  period  by  or- 
ganization: The  period  for  which  a  certificate 
filed  pursuant  to  paragraph  d  i  of  this  sub- 
section Is  effective  may  be  terminated  by  the 
organization,  effective  at  the  end  of  a  calen- 
dar  quarter,   upon    giving   2    years'   advance 
notice  in  writing,  but  only  if.  at  the  time  of 
the   receipt   of    such    notice,    the    certific  tte 
has  been  in  effect   for  a  period   of   not   less 
than  8  years  and  only  if  such  notice  applies 
also  to  the  period  for  which  the  certificate 
if  any,  filed  by  such  organization  pursuant 
to   paragraph    (2)    is   effective.      The    period 
for  which  a  certificate  filed  pursuant  to  par- 
agraph   (2)    is    effective    may    also    be    ter- 
minated   by    the    organization,    effective    at 
the  end  of  a  calendar  quarter,  upon  glvinc^ 
2  years'  advance  notice  In  writing,  but  only 
if.  at  the  time  of  the  receipt  of  such  not  lea. 
the  certificate  has  been  in  effect  for  a  period 
of  not  less  than  8  years.     The  notice  of  ter- 
mination may  be  revoked  by  the  orgaiUzation 
by  giving,  prior  to  the  close  of  the  calendar 
quarter  specified  In  the  notice  of  termina- 
tion,   a   written   notice   of   such    revocation 
Notice  of  termination  or  revocation  thereof 
shall  be  filed  in  such  form  and  manner    and 
with  such  official,  as  may  be  prescribed   bv 
regulations  made  under  this  subchapter." 

(c)  The  para^aph  of  such  section  1426 
(1)  herem  redesignated  as  paragraph  (6i  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  sentence:  "If  the  period  cov- 
ered  by  a  certificate  filed  pursuant  to  para- 
graph  (1)  of  this  subsection  is  ternUnated 
under  this  paragraph,  the  period  covered  by 
the  certificate.  If  any.  filed  by  the  same  or- 
ganization pursuant  to  paragraph  (2>  shall 
also  be  terminated  at  the  same  time." 

(d)  The  paragraph  of  such  section  14''6 
(1)  herein  redesignated  as  paragraph  (7)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(7)  No  renewal  of  waiver:  In  the  event 
the  period  covered  by  a  certificate  filed  pur- 
suant to  paragraph  (1)  or  (2,  of  this  sub- 
section is  terminated  by  the  organiaitlon, 
no  certificate  may  again  be  flled  by  sueh  or- 
ganization pursuant  to  such  paragraph  •' 

(e)  The  amendments  made  by  this  sertion 
shall     become     effective     January     i      1955 
Nothing  in   this  section  shall   be  construed 
as   affecting   the   validity   of   any   certificate 

S  ?[  °%^..,"'^^x"^'^  ^'  ^^^5.  under  section 
1426  (1)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  If 
a  certificate  filed  during  the  calendar  year 
1955  pursuant  to  section  1426  (D  (2|  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  In  effect  for  any 
calendar  quarter  in  1955  which  precedes  the 
quarter  during  which  the  certificate  was  filed 
the  return  and  payment  of  the  taxes  for 
any  such  preceding  calendar  quarter  with 
respect  to  service  which  constitutes  empioy- 

^tl?  «h^fT°^  °^  ^^^  ^''"g  "f  ^"^h  certifi- 
cate shall  be  deemed  to  be  timely  made  if 
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made  on  or  before  the  last  day  of  the  first 
month  following  the  calendar  quarter  in 
which  the  certificate  is  filed. 

Chances  in  Tax  Schedples 

RATE    or    TAX    FOR    EMPLOTEES 

Sec.  209  (a)  Section  3101  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

'■(a)  Non -Federal  employment:  in  addi- 
tion to  other  taxes,  there  shall  be  levied 
collected,  and  paid  upon  the  income  of  every 
Individual  a  tax  equal  to  the  following  per- 
centages of  the  wages  received  by  him  after 
December  31,  1936.  with  respect  to  emplov- 
ment  after  such  date,  except  that  such  tax 
shall  not  apiJly  to  the  Income  of  an  Individ- 
ual for  service  performed  In  th«  employ  of 
the  United  States  or  of  an  instrumentality 
which  (i)  is  wholly  owned  by  the  United 
Mates  or  (li)  was  exempt  on  December  31. 
1950  from  the  tax  imposed  by  section  1410 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1939  bv 
virtue  of  any  other  provision  of  law 

••(!)  With  respect  to  waces  received  dur- 
ing the  calendar  years  1939  to  1949  both 
Inrlu.sive.  the  rate  shall  be   1  percent  " 

'(2)    With  respect  to  wages  received  dur- 
ng   the   calen^I.ir   years    1950   to    1953     both 
inc;usive.  the  rate  shall  be  li^   percent 

'(3)    With  respect  to  wages  received  dur- 
n-  the  calendar  year  1954.  the  rate  shall  be 
2  percent. 

"(4)  With  respect  to  wages  received  dur- 
ing the  cr.lendar  years  1955  and  1956  the 
rate  shall  be  2'2  percent. 

"(5)  With  respect  to  wages  received  dur- 
ing  tJie  calendar  ye.ars  1957  and  1958  the 
rate  shall  be  3  perrent. 

'(6)  With  respect  to  wages  received  dur- 
ing the  calendar  years  1959  and  1960  the 
rate  shall  be  3^^  percent. 
_  (7)  With  respect  to  wages  reoelved  after 
December  31.  I960,  the  rate  shall  be  4  per- 
cent.  *^ 

"(b)    Federal  employment:  In  addition  to 

^nH  r.  ?f' ■  '''"''  '^'^'"  ^^  '^^'«^  collected, 
and  paid  upon  the  income  of  every  indi- 
vidual a  tax  equal  to  the  following  per- 
centages of  the  wages  received  by  him  after 
December  31.  1930.  with  respect  to  employ- 
mcnt  after  such  date  to  which  the  tax  im- 
l>o*jecl  by  subsection  ^a;  of  this  section  does 
not  apply: 

"(1)  With  respect  to  wages  received  dur- 
ing the  calendar  years  1951  to  1954,  both  in- 
clusive, the  rate  shall  be  P,   percent 

(2)  With  re.spect  to  wages  received  dur- 
ing  the  calendar  years  1955  and  1956  the 
rate  shall  be  2  percent. 

"(3  I  With  re.spect  to  wares  received  dur- 
ing the  calendar  years  1957  and  1958,  the 
rate  shall  be  2i,   percent. 

"(411  With  respect  to  wages  received  dur- 
ing tlie  calendar  years  1959  and  1960.  the 
rate  shall  be  3  percent. 

rvcpt!K^''^V'''''*''^  ^^  *^S^«  received  after 

^rce^?."""    '''    '''''"    "^-^    '"^«    ^^^'    ^    3'^ 

WHEN  COLLECTION   OF  TAXES  FROM   MrMBERS  OT 
C.NIFORMED  SERVICES  IS  NOT  REQCIRED 

•^liJvfl'^^T*'^"^  '^'  ""^  <»'>  Of  »«;tlon 
3102  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"<a)    Requirement: 
vIh^h'*^^""^'    provision:    Except    as    pro- 
vided in  paragraph  (2).  the  tax  Insposed  by 
section   3101    shall    be   collected   by   t^e   em^ 
I^loyer    of    the    taxpayer,    by    deducting    the 

:.rrpii°d^ ''-  "^  ^--^  ^^^  -^-  -  -^ 

cervicL-  wf"*'  ^'^c^P^lon  for  uniformed 
thaV  hv  r  "^'T  '^^  President  determines 

that,  by  reason  of  the  large  number  of  indi- 
viduals Who  are  being  or  have  been  drafted 
UnitedT.t'''  ''''  "-'formed  services  of  the 

ca" led  t^  „  ?  °'  ^■''°  ""'^  ''^"^S  ^'^  »»«ve  been 
ca  led   to  active   duty   in  such  services    the 

3?or  Wit."  '"  ^^^  '^""'^  iniposed  "^section" 
3101  with  respect  to  some  or  all  of  such  serv- 
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Ice- or  duty  would  not  be  In  the  best  Interests 
of  the  United  States,  he  shall  by  Executive 
order  direct  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare, the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  not  to  deduct  the 
taxes  Imposed  by  section  3101  with  respect 
to  service  as  a  member  of  any  of  the  uni- 
formed services  of  the  United  States  (which 
may  be  made  applicable  with  respect  to  any 
one  or  more  of  such  uniformed  services),  or 
With  respect  to  so  much  of  such  service  as 
Is  performed  in  one  or  more  designated  areas 
or  by  individuals  in  designated  pay  grades. 
or  both,  as  the  President  may  find  appropri- 
ate Such  Executive  order  shall  be  revoked 
wiienever  the  President  determines  that  it  is 
no  longer  necessary  In  the  Interests  of  the 
Vnitcd  States. 

"(bi  Indemnification  of  employer;  Every 
employer  required  so  to  deduct  the  ta.x  or 
directed  pursuant  to  paragraph  (2)  of  sub- 
.'oction  (a)  not  to  deduct  the  tax  shall  be 
liable  icr  the  payment  of  such  tax.  and  shall 
be  indemnified  against  the  claims  and  de- 
mands of  any  person  for  the  amount  of  any 
such  payment  by  such  employer." 

RATE    OF   TAX    FOR    EMPLOYERS 

tc)  Section  3111  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  is  amended  to  read  as  f(Jlr)ws: 
■■(a  I  Nonfederal  employment:  In  addition 
to  oTher  taxes,  every  employer  shall  pay  an 
excise  tax.  with  respect  to  having  Individ- 
ti.ils  in  his  employ,  equal  to  the  following 
percentages  of  the  wages  paid  by  him  after 
December  31.  193G.  with  resjject  to  employ- 
ment after  such  date,  except  that  such  tax 
shall  not  apply  to  the  wages  paid  an  indi- 
vidual with  respect  to  service  performed  in 
the  emjjloy  of  the  United  States,  or  of  an 
Instrumentality  of  the  United  States  which 
(i(  is  wholly  owned  by  the  United  States,  or 
(iii  was  exempt  on  December  31.  1950.  from 
the  tax  imposed  by  this  section  by  virtue  of 
any  other  provl.sion  of  law. 

"(1>  With  respect  to  wages  paid  during 
the  calendir  years  1939  to  1949.  both  inclu- 
sive, the  rate  shall  be  1  percent. 

'■(2(  With  respect  to  wages  paid  during 
the  calendar  years  1950  to  1953.  both  in- 
clusive, the  rate  shall  be  I'j  percent. 

•■(3t  With  respect  to  wages  paid  during 
the  calendar  year  1954,  the  rate  shall  be  2 
percent. 

'•(4)  With  respect  to  wages  paid  during  the 
calendar  years  1955  and  1956.  the  rate  shall 
be  2' J    percent 

"(5)  With  respect  to  wages  paid  during 
the  c.ilendar  years  1957  and  1958,  the  rate 
shall  be  3  percent. 

"161  With  respect  to  wages  paid  during 
i!ie  calendar  years  1959  and  1960.  the  rate 
shall  be  3'.;    percent. 

■■(7i  With  respect  to  wages  paid  after  De- 
cember 31.  I960,  the  rate  shall  be  4  percent, 
■■(bi  Federal  employment:  In  addition  to 
other  taxes,  every  employer  shall  pay  an  ex- 
fise  tax.  with  respect  to  having  individuals 
in  his  employ,  equal  to  the  following  per- 
centages of  the  wages  paid  by  him  after  De- 
cember 31.  1950.  with  respect  to  employment 
aftpr  such  date,  to  which  the  tax  Imposed  by 
subsection  (a)  of  this  section  does  not 
apply: 

"(It  With  respect  to  wages  paid  during 
the  calendar  years  1951  to  1954.  both  inclu- 
sive, the  rate  shall  be  I'j   percent. 

"(2  I  With  respect  to  wages  paid  during  the 
calendar  years  1955  and  1956,  the  rate  shall 
be  2  percent. 

"(3 1  With  respect  to  wages  paid  during 
the  calendar  years  1957  and  1958.  the  rate 
shall   be  2>2   percent. 

■■(4)  With  respect  to  wapes  paid  during 
the  calendar  years  1959  and  1960,  the  rate 
shall  be  3  percent. 

"(5)  With  respect  to  wages  paid  after  De- 
cember 31.  I960,  the  rate  shall  be  3',  per- 
cent." 
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KATE  or  TAX  FOR  SELF-EMPLOYED  PERSONS 
(d)     Clauses    (1)    through    (5)    of   section 
1401   of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of   1954 
are  amended   to  read  as  follows: 

"(1)  In  the  case  of  any  taxable  year  be- 
ginning after  December  31,  1950.  and  before 
January  l.  1955,  the  "tax  shall  be  equal  to 
2'2  percent  of  the  amount  of  the  self -em- 
ployment income  for  such  taxable  year. 

■■(2)  In  the  case  of  any  taxable  year  be- 
ginning after  December  31.  1954.  and  before 
January  1,  1957.  the  tax  shall  be  equal  to  3 
percent  of  the  amount  of  the  self-employ- 
ment Income  for  sucn  taxable  year. 

"(3)  In  the  case  of  any  taxable  year  be- 
ginning after  December  31.  1956.  and  before 
January  l.  1959,  the  tax  shall  be  equal  to 
3^4  percent  of  the  amount  of  the  self -em- 
ployment Income  for  such  taxable  year. 

"(4)  In  the  case  of  any  taxable  vear  be- 
plnnlng  after  December  31.  1958.  and  before 
January  1.  1961.  the  tax  shall  be  equal  to 
4 '2  percent  of  the  amcjunt  of  the  self-em- 
ployment income  for  such  taxable  year. 

"(5)  In  the  case  of  any  taxable  vear  be- 
ginning after  December  31,  1960.  "the  tax 
shall  be  equal  to  5 '4  percent  of  the  amount 
of  the  self-employment  income  for  such 
taxable  year." 

Foreign  StrBsiniARiEs  of  Domestic 
Corporation 
Sec  210    Section  3121  of  the  Internal  Rev- 
enus  Code  of   1954  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsec- 
tion: 

"(I)  Agreements  entered  into  by  domestic 
corporations  with  respect  to  foreign  subsidi- 
aries: 

"(1)  Agreement  with  respect  to  certain 
employees  of  foreign  subsidiaries:  Tlie  Sec- 
retary or  his  delegate  shall,  at  the  request 
of  any  domestic  corporation,  enter  into  an 
agreement  ( in  such  form  and  manner  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  or  his 
delegate)  with  any  such  corporation  which 
desires  to  have  the  insurance  system  estab- 
lished by  title  II  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
extended  to  service  performed  outside  the 
United  States  in  the  employ  of  any  one  or 
more  of  its  foreign  subsidiaries  (as  defined 
In  paragraph  (8)  )  by  all  employees  who  are 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  except  that 
the  agreement  shall  not  be  applicable  to 
any  service  performed  by.  or  remuneration 
paid  to.  an  employee  if  such  service  or  re- 
muneration would  be  excluded  from  the  term 
'employment'  or  'wages',  as  defined  in  this 
section,  had  the  service  been  performed  in 
the  United  States.  Such  agreement  may  be 
amended  at  any  time  so  as  to  be  made  appli- 
cable. In  the  same  manner  and  under  the 
same  conditions,  with  respect  to  any  other 
foreign  subsidiary  of  such  domestic  corpora- 
tion. Such  agreement  shall  be  applicable 
with  respect  to  citizens  of  the  United  States 
who,  on  or  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
agreement,  are  employees  of  and  perform 
services  outside  the  United  States  for  any 
foreign  subsidiary  specified  in  the  agreement. 
Such  agreement  shall  provide — 

"(A)  that  the  domestic  corporation  shall 
pay  to  the  Secretary  or  his  delegate,  at  such 
time  or  times  as  the  Secretary  or  his  dele- 
gate may  by  regulations  prescribe,  amounts 
equivalent  to  the  sum  of  the  taxes  which 
would  be  Imposed  by  sections  3101  and  3111 
(including  amounts  equivalent  to  the  in- 
terest, additions  to  the  taxes,  additional 
amounts,  and  penalties  which  would  be  ap- 
plicable) with  respect  to  the  remuneration 
which  would  be  wages  if  the  services  covered 
by  the  agreement  constituted  employment 
as  defined   in  this  section;    and 

"(B)  that  the  domestic  corporation  will 
comply  with  such  regulations  relating  to 
payments  and  reports  as  the  Secretary  or  his 
delegate  may  prescribe  to  carry  out  the  pur- 
poses of  this  subsection. 

"(2)  Effective  period  of  agreement:  An 
agreement  entered  into  pursuant  to  para- 


graph (1)  shall  be  In  effect  for  the  period 
beginning  with  the  first  dav  of  the  calendar 
quarter  in  which  such  agreement  Is  entered 
Into  or  the  first  day  of  the  succeeding  cal- 
endar quarter,  as  may  be  specified  In  the 
agreement,  but  in  no  case  prior  to  Janu- 
ary 1.  1955;  except  that  in  case  such  agree- 
ment Is  amended  to  Include  the  services  per- 
formed for  any  other  subsidiary  and  such 
amendment  Is  executed  after  the  first  month 
following  the  first  calendar  quarter  for  which 
the  agreement  Is  in  effect,  the  agreement 
shall  be  in  effect  with  respect  to  service  per- 
formed for  such  other  subsidiarv  only  after 
the  calendar  quarter  in  which  such  amend- 
ment is  executed. 

"(3)  Termination  of  period  by  a  domestic 
corporation :  The  period  for  which  an  agree- 
ment entered  into  pursuant  to  paragraph 
( 1  )  of  this  subsection  is  effective  may  be 
terminated  with  respect  to  any  one  or  more 
of  its  foreign  subsidiaries  by  the  domestic 
corp(,ration.  effective  at  the  end  of  a  cal- 
endar quarter,  upon  giving  2  vears'  advance 
notice  in  writing,  but  only  if.  at  the  time  of 
the  receipt  of  such  notice,  the  agreement 
has  been  in  effect  for  a  period  of  not  less 
than  8  years.  The  notice  of  termination 
may  be  revoked  by  the  domestic  corporation 
by  giving,  prior  to  the  close  of  the  calendar 
quarter  specified  in  the  notice  of  termina- 
tion, a  written  notice  of  such  revocation. 
Notice  of  termination  or  revocation  thereof 
shall  be  filed  in  such  form  and  manner  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  regulations.  Not- 
withstanding any  other  provision  of  this 
subsection,  the  period  for  which  anv  such 
agreement  Is  effective  with  respect  to  any 
foreign  corporation  shall  terminate  at  the 
end  of  any  calendar  quarter  in  which  the 
foreign  corporation,  at  any  time  in  such 
quarter,  ceases  to  be  a  foreign  subsidiary  as 
defined  in  paragraph  (8). 

"(4)  Termination  of  period  bv  Secretary 
If  the  Secretary  or  his  delegate  finds  that 
any  domestic  corporation  which  entered  Into 
an  agreement  pursuant  to  this  subsection 
has  failed  to  comply  substantially  with  the 
terms  of  such  agreement,  the  Secretary  or 
his  delegate  shall  give  such  domestic  cor- 
poration not  less  than  60  days'  advance  no- 
tice in  writing  that  the  period  covered  by 
such  agreement  wUl  terminate  at  the  end 
of  the  calendar  quarter  specified  In  such 
notice.  Such  notice  of  termination  may  be 
revoked  by  the  Secretary  or  his  delegate  by 
giving,  prior  to  the  close  of  the  calendar 
quarter  specified  In  the  notice  of  termina- 
tion, written  notice  of  such  revocation  to 
the  domestic  corporation.  No  notice  of  ter- 
mination c-  of  revocation  thereof  shall  be 
given  under  this  paragraph  to  a  domestic 
corporation  without  the  prior  concurrence 
of  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare. 

"(5)  No  renewal  of  agreement:  If  any 
agreement  entered  into  pursuant  to  para- 
graph (1)  of  this  subsection  is  terminated 
m  its  entirety  (A)  by  a  notice  of  termina- 
tion filed  by  the  domestic  corporation  pur- 
suant to  paragraph  (3),  or  (B)  by  a  notice 
of  termination  given  by  the  Secretary  or  his 
delegate  pursuant  to  paragraph  (4).  the  do- 
mestic corporation  may  not  again  enter  Into 
an  agreement  pursuant  to  paragraph  (1). 
If  any  such  agreement  Is  terminated  with 
respect  to  any  foreign  subsidiary,  such  agree- 
ment may  not  thereafter  be  amended  so  as 
again  to  make  It  applicable  with  respect  to 
such  subsidiary. 

"(6)  Deposits  in  trust  fund:  For  purposes 
of  section  201  of  the  Social  Security  Act, 
relating  to  appropriations  to  the  Federal  Old- 
Age  and  Survivors  Insurance  Trust  Fund. 
such  remuneration — 

"  ( A )  paid  for  services  covered  by  an  agree- 
ment entered  into  pursuant  to  paragraph 
( 1 )  as  would  be  wages  If  the  services  con- 
stituted employment,  and 

"(Bi  as  is  reported  to  the  Secretary  or  his 
delegate  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  such 
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agreement  or  of  the  regulations  issued  under 
tbis  subsection. 

•h*ll  be  consido-ed  wages  subject  to  the  taxes 
Imposed  by  this  chapter. 

II (7)  Overpayments  and  underpayments: 
(A)  It  more  or  less  than  the  ctxrect 
•mount  due  under  an  agreement  entered  into 
p\irsuant  to  this  subsection  Is  paid  with  re- 
spect to  any  payment  of  remuneration. 
proper  adjustments  with  respect  to  the 
amounts  due  imder  such  agreement  shaU  l>e 
made,  without  Interest.  In  such  manner  and 
at  such  times  as  may  be  required  by  regula- 
tions prescribed  by  the  Secretary  or  his 
delegate. 

"(B)  If  any  overpayment  cannot  be  ad- 
Justed  under  subparagraph  (A),  the  amount 
thereof  shall  be  paid  by  the  Secretary  or  his 
delegate,  through  the  Fiscal  Service  of  the 
Treasury  Department,  but  only  If  a  claim  for 
such  overpayment  Is  filed  with  the  Secretary 
or  his  delegate  within  2  years  from  the  time 
such  overpayment  was  made. 

"(8)  Definition  of  foreign  subsidiary:  For 
piirposes  of  this  subsection  and  section  210 
(a)  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  a  foreign  sub- 
sidiary of  a  domestic  corporation  is 

"(A)  a  foreign  corporation  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  voting  stock  of  which  is  owned 
by  such  domestic  corporation;  or 

"(B)  a  foreign  corporation  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  voting  stoclc  of  which  U  owned 
by  the  f  M-elgn  corporation  described  in  sub- 
paragraph (A). 

"(9)  Domestic  corporation  as  separate  en- 
tity: Each  domestic  corporation  which  enters 
into  an  agreement  pursuant  to  paragraph  ( 1 ) 
of  this  subsection  shall,  for  purposes  of  this 
subsection  and  section  6413  (c)  (2)  (C) 
relating  to  special  refunds  in  the  case  of 
employees  of  certain  foreign  corpca-ations 
be  considered  an  employer  in  its  capacity 
as  a  party  to  such  agreement  separate  and 
distinct  frbm  its  identity  as  a  person  employ- 
ing individuals  on  Ite  own  account. 

"(10)     BegTilations:     Regulations    of    the 
Secretary  oi    his  delegate   to  carry  out  the 
piirposes  of  this  subsection  shall  be  designed 
to  make  the  lequlrements  Imposed  on  do- 
mestic corporations  with  respect  to  services 
covered  by  an  agreement  entered  into  pur- 
suant  to  this   subsection   the  same,  so  far 
as  practicable,  as  those  Imposed  upon  em- 
ployers pursuant  to  this  title  with  respect 
to  the  taxes  imposed  by  this  chapter." 
Deottctioms  Feom   Gkoss  Income  tor  Pay- 
ments   With    Respect   to   Employees    or 
Certain  Foreign  Corporations 
Stc    211.  (a)   The  Internal  Revenue  Code 
Vn^t^  ^  amended  by  inserting  after  secUon 
175  thereof  the  following  new  section: 
"Sec.  176.  Payments    with    respect    to    em- 
ployees of  certain  foreign  cor- 
porations 
"In   the   case   of   a   domestic   corporation 
there    shaU     be     allowed    as     a    deduction 
amounts    (to    the    extent   not   compensated 
for)  paid  or  incurred  pursuant  to  an  agree- 
ment entered   into  under  section  3121    (l) 
With  respect  to  services  performed  by  United 
States    cltlEens    employed    by    foreign    sub- 
sidiary corporations.     Any  reimbursement  of 
any  amount  previously  allowed  as  a  deduc- 
tion under  this  section  shall  be  Included  In 
gross  Income  for  the  taxable  year  in  which 

(b)  The  table  of  sections  to  part  VT  of 
Eubchapter  B  of  chapter  1  of  subtitle  A  of 
the    Internal    Revenue    Code    of    1954    u 

foTlo^JjS"^  "'***^^  *'  "^  ^"'^  thereof  the 
"Sec.    176.  Payments    with    respect    to    em- 
ployees of  certain  foreign  cor- 
porations." 

Title    ni— Provisions    Relating   to    Pttblic 
Assistance 

temporary    extension    op    1952    MATCHING 
'^""ItJLA 

rltt'^A.f  A  ^*°"  ^  ^^)  °'  "*•  Social  Secu- 
ruy  Act  Amendments  of   1952    (Public  Law 
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590.  82d  Cong.)  Is  amended  by  striking  out 
'September  30,  1954-  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "September  30,  1956." 


Temporary  Extension  op  Special  Provision 
Relating  to  State  Plans  poh  Aid  to  the 
Blxno 

Sec.  302.  Section  344  (b)  of  the  Social 
security  Act  Amendments  of  19$0  (Public 
Law  734.  81st  Cong.)  is  amended  by  striking 
out  -June  30,  1955"  and  Insertiog  in  lieu 
thereof  "June  30,  1957." 

Technical  Amendments 
Sec.  303.  (a)  Sections  3  (b)  (1).  403  (b) 
(1),  and  1003  (b)  (1)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  are  each  amended  by  striking  out  "one- 
naif  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "the 
States  proportionate  share." 

(b)  Section  3  (b)   of  such  act  is  amended 

iil  /w*'''^^''^  °"*  "clause  (1)  Of  subsec- 
tion (a)  wherever  it  appears  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  "subsection  (a)"  (2)  by 
striking  out  "such  clause"  In  paragraph  (1) 
and  inserting  "such  subsection"  in  lieu 
thereof,  and  (3)  by  striking  out  "Increa.sed 
Dy  5  percent"  immediately  before  the  period 
at  the  end  of  paragraph  (3 ) . 

Tttle    rv— Miscellaneous    Provisions 

AMENDMENTS  PRESERVING  RELATIONSHIP  BE- 
TWEEN RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  AN»  OLD-ACE 
AND   SURVIVORS   INSURANCE 

Sec  401  (a)  Section  1  (q)  of  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937.  as  amended  is 
fnT,  !f  by  Striking  out  •1952"  and  insert- 
ing in  lieu  thereof  "1954." 

minf  fT^°.'',^  ^""^  °^  *^^  Railroad  Retlre- 
^v  J  .^f  °'  ^^^^-  ^^  ^"-'^"dPd.  is  amended 
by  striking  out  "six"  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  twelve";  and  subsection  (L  (ii  of 
ny,t  "^f  Vk^.*'"^"'^^^'  ^"  a'»«'-.ded  b,  striking 
"tw^.f^H^^  ^rJt^''  ''^^"ting  in  lieu  thereof 
twelfth."  The  amendments  made  by  this 
subsection  shall  be  applicable  only  in  the 
case  of  applications  for  annuities  under  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act  filed  after  August 
1954;  except  that  no  individual  shall  by 
reason  of  such  amendment,  be  entitled  to 
any^annuity  for  any  month  prior  to  February 

(c)   Section  5  (1)    (9)   of  the  Rallioad  Re- 

l^^r,V:  "^'^^  °^  '^^'^-  ^'  ^'^s'^ded.  is  amended 
by  striking  out  "$3,600"  the  second  time  it 
appears  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  -$6  OOO  " 

roin  w^m'^"""  ^  ^'*  <^'  "''  °f  tbe  Rall- 
Imfn^fH^.^'"^''*  '"'^^  °'  ^°37,  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

"(ii)    will  have  been  under  the  ate  of  72 
and  for  which  month  he  is  charged  wUh  any 

Security  Act  or  in  which  month  he  engaged 
on  7  or  more  different  calendar  days  in  non 
covered  remunerative  activity  outside  the 
United  States  (as  defined  In  sec  203  <k? 
Of  the  Social  Security  Act , ;  and  for  purposes 
Of  this  subdivision  the  Board  shall  have  the 
authority  to  make  such  determinations  and 
such  suspensions  of  payment  of  benefits 
in  the  manner  and  to  the  extent  that  the 
Secretary  of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare 

203  (g)  (3)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  if 
the  individuals  to  whom  this  subdivLslon 
ff  ^  o^o*^""^  entitled  to  benefits  under  sec- 
tion 202  of  such  act;". 

Cross  References  to  REOEsicNATtD 
Provisions 
Sec.  402.  References  in  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue  Code  of  1939,  the  Internal  Reventle 
Ccxle  of  1954.  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  o? 
TT„.I'  ?^„f'"«n<led.  or  any  other  law  of  the 
United  States  to  any  section  or  subdivision 
of  a  section  of  the  Social  Security  Act  re- 
dlesignated  by  this  act  shall  be  d'eemed  to 
refer  to  such  section  or  subdivisioa  of  a 
section  as  so  redesignated. 

Mr  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President  the 
social-security  bill  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate comes  to  us  as  a  result  of  recom- 
mendations made  by  the  Department  of 
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Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  on  be- 
half of  the  administration.  Of  all  the 
Presidents  recommendations,  this  Is  the 
one  which  I  would  characterize  as  beine 
most  in  the  public  interest  and  as  com- 
ing closest  to  campaign  promises  made 

I  should  Uke  to  give  myself  the  pleas- 
ure of  complimenting  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Milu- 
KiNl.  the  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  committee,  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
I  Mr.  George),  and  the  other  members 
of  the  committee,  for  hating  done  a 
devoted  and,  on  the  whole,  a  very  suc- 
ces.sful  piece  of  work. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President  I 
deeply  appreciate  the  compliment  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen- 
ator will  yield,  I  should  like  to  join  in 
the  tribute  which  the  Senator  from  New 
York  has  paid  to  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  and  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia 

ir^-^^l:^^^^-  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  very  much 

uh^^-.P^™^^^-.  ^"*'  '^'  President. 
^vhile  the  admimstration  may  take  the 
credit  for  recommending  these  improve- 
?^oniH  ?u^^f  social-security  program.  I 
should  hke  to  point  out  that  the  credit 
for  originally  suggesting  the$e  improve- 
ments may  properly  be  claimed  by  this 
side  of  the  aisle. 

A  glance  at  the  Concres.sioNal  Record 
volume  99.  part  6.  page  7750.  of  July  l" 
19o3.  will  show  that  on  that  date  I  intro- 

S^?/  *"'"•  ^  2260.  on  behalf  of  myself 
«rm.  ?  °f,^fK  S^"^^'^-  ^hich  contained 
fr^^K  vf  L^^  provisions  now  contained 
m  the  bill  being  considered  by  the  Sen- 
ate. An  identical  bill  was  at  that  time 
introduced  into  the  House  by  a  number 
of  p?mocratic  Members  of  that  body 
including  Representatives  Dincell  of 
Michigan,  and  Celler  and  Roosev"elt 
of  New  York. 

In  order  to  let  these  provisions  be 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
I  have  revi.^ed  my  bill  in  a  few  minor 
respects  and  reintroduced  it  aT  an 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute 

itnnH.  As  such  I  wish  to  discuss 

It  and  compare  its  provisions  with  those 
of  the  administration   bill 
HoJ^^K^5"'^'"'^  '''"•  "    R-  9366.  may  be 

I.  Extension  of  coverage     1 
ir.  Increased  benefiLs        "     | 
^Ul.  Amendments    to    the    retirement 

of'tLSrcd'"^^  °'  ^'^  ^7«'  '-^^ 

I.    EXTENSION    OF    COVERacIe 

heictofn,^  ^^^  '''T''"^  ^^  P^»-^°^  not 
fhi  in  ''.°'"^'^-  '"^'  amendment  and 
the  admini.stration  bill  are  similar,  with 

«.  KT^'^^^P''^"''-  However,  the  bill 
a.  d'vhiih''"^"""^  "^"'^  than  k  year  ago 
tntP  r!^ i.^^'  "°*  °"  ^^^  "^^^^  ^3  a  substi- 
tute, pjovides  coverage  for  about  7  mil- 
rat,  ?n°hn  "^'  ^°^^^^^  '^y  th^  adminis- 
tration  bill.    For  example,  my  bill  would 

extend  coverage  to  self-employed  farm 
cove?.S'-  '"'^?  Particular  extinsionTf 
bv^f.  7'"'  ^^  ^^'^  ^''"^  recommended 
,/.,  \  /'''"'"'•'^'■^^'O"-  but  is  not  now 
included  in  Ii.  R.  9366. 
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Mr.  MORSE.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
mail  of  the  Senator  from  New  York,  like 
my  mail,  shows  that  there  is  a  great  de- 
mand for  coverape  of  thi.s  group  of  fellow 
American.s  who  are  really  being  discrimi- 
nated aaainst  by  the  admini.stration  bill? 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senator  is  abso- 
lutely correct.  My  mail  is  very  volumi- 
nou.s  on  that  subject.  Of  course,  as  I 
.shall  develop  a  little  later  in  my  remarks. 
I  Intend  to  prers  that  measure  at  the 
next  .ses.'^ion  of  Congress. 

Mr.  MORSE.  As  in  this  session  of 
Coni:res.s  I  was  happy  to  join  with  the 
Senator  from  New  York  in  this  matter, 
so  in  the  next  se.s."iion  of  Congress  he  can 
count  on  me  for  support  on  this  i.ssue. 
because  I  think  tho.se  citizens  ought  to  be 
brouuht  under  the  social-security  law.  I 
thmk  there  is  rank  discrimination 
..  against  them  in  the  administration  bill 
becau.se  it  does  not  cover  them. 

.Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  concur  in  what  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  said. 

I  wish  to  address  my  remarks  particu- 
larly to  the  bringing  of  farm  operators 
under  the  coverage  of  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance,  because  I  consider  it  to 
be  one  of  the  most  desirable  improve- 
ments we  could  make  in  our  present 
social-security  system. 

One  of  the  basic  justifications  for  the 
old-a^e  and  survivors  insurance  program 
IS  to  provide  old-age  protection  for  the 
American  people  as  a  matter  of  right, 
without  an  individual  test  of  needs.  With- 
out requiring  a  so-called  means  test  or 
a  pauper  s  oath.  In  urban  areas,  where 
most  of  the  working  population  has  been 
covered  by  old-age  and  survivors  insur- 
ance for  the  last  17  or  18  years,  the  in- 
surance program  is  the  central  feature 
of  the  whole  social-security  system.'  In 
farm  areas,  however,  the  insurance  pro- 
gram is  not  doing  its  full  share.  The 
reason  for  this,  of  course,  is  that  farm 
operators  and  most  farm  workers  are 
excluded  from  the  insurance  program. 

The  effect  of  this  exclusion  is  shown 
clearly  when  we  compare  the  percentage 
of  old  people  in  farm  areas  receiving  in- 
surance and  assistance  payments  with 
the  percentage  in  the  nonfarm  areas. 
In  the  farm  counties — those  in  which 
more  than  50  percent  of  the  people  live 
on  farms— we  find  that  31  percent  of  the 
aeed  are  getting  old-age  public  assist- 
ance payments— public  charity,  in  other 
words — and  only  13  percent  are  getting 
social-insurance  benefits,  to  which  they 
them-selves  contributed.  In  the  nonfarm 
counties  the  situation  is  reversed.  Sev- 
enteen percent  of  the  aged  in  nonfarm 
counties  are  getting  public  assistance  or 
charity  payments,  and  36  percent  are 
receiving  insurance  benefits.  Unless  we 
bring  farm  operators  under  the  insur- 
ance program,  we  cannot  hope  to  reduce 
the  burden  of  public  assistance  in  rural 
areas. 

Extending  OASI  coverage  to  farm- 
ers is  one  of  the  most  important  im- 
provements I  proposed  in  my  original 
Dill,  S.  2260,  introduced  last  year,  and 
provided  in  my  substitute  bill  now  on  the 
desk.  Bringing  farmers  into  the  old-age 
and   survivors    insurance    program    will 


place  them  on  an  equal  basis  with  other 
self-employed  persons.  It  would  remove 
the  discrimination  aeainst  our  farm  pop- 
ulation that  now  exists.  It  would  mean 
that  farm  groups,  as  well  as  people  who 
work  in  business  and  industry,  could  now 
for  the  first  time  contribute  systemati- 
cally toward  protection  against  poverty 
in  old  age  and  against  hardship  for  their 
families  if  the  breadwinner  dies.  It 
would  strengthen  the  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance  program  by  making  it 
more  universal. 

My  amendment  would  extend  coverage 
to  all  the  professional  groups  except  doc- 
tors. H.  R.  9366  now  before  us  does  not 
include  these  groups.  The  other  major 
group  to  which  my  bill  would  extend 
coverage  would  be  members  of  the  active 
military  and  naval  .services.  Thus,  when 
a  man  enters  military  service  there  would 
be  no  break  or  gap  m  his  record  under 
oid-age  and  survivors  insurance.  The 
present  protection  provided  for  persons 
in  the  Armed  Forces  is  temporary  in 
nature  and  expires  June  30.  1955. 

Thus,  in  these  categories  alone — farm 
operators,  the  professional  groups,  and 
the  Armed  Forces — roughly  about  7  mil- 
lion more  persons  would  be  covered  un- 
der my  bill  than  under  the  administra- 
tion proposal. 

The  administration  bill  provides  cov- 
erage for  State  and  local  government 
employees  who  are  now  covered  by  local 
retirement  systems.  Under  present  law, 
these  employees  are  excluded,  and  many 
have  complained  that  their  retirement 
systems  are  inadequate.  They  have 
sought  OASI  coverage,  and  in  some 
instances  have  been  successful.  Their 
OASI  coverage,  however,  has  been 
gained  only  after  dissolving  their  exist- 
ing systems. 

The  pending  bill.  H.  R.  9366,  improves 
this  situation  by  authorizing  the  exten- 
sion of  coverage  to  State  and  local  em- 
ployees— except  for  policemen  and  fire- 
men— as  a  result  of  a  referendum  by 
secret  written  ballot  held  among  the 
members  of  the  local  retirement  system. 
Inasmuch  as  I  favor  the  widest  possible 
OASI  coverage  among  State  and  local 
government  employees,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  police  and  firemen,  who  object  to 
and  do  not  need  such  coverage.  I  have 
amended  my  original  bill  so  that  my  sub- 
stitute amendment  is  in  line  with  the 
provisions  of  the  administration  bill. 

At  this  point,  I  should  like  to  state 
briefly  that  it  is  my  opinion,  and  I  think 
that  of  the  administration,  that  the  so- 
cial-security program  will  become  more 
effective  as  it  is  extended  to  more  and 
more  people.  As  Secretary  Hobby,  of 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  stated  before  the  House 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means ; 

We  firmly  believe  that  if  all  these  groups 
are  brought  into  OASI  so  as  to  make  it  essen- 
tially a  universal  system,  great  advantages 
will  accrue  both  to  the  Individuals  involved 
and  to  the  Nation  as  a  whole. 

The  chief  difficulty  to  date  with  re- 
spect to  extending  coverage  to  new 
groups  has  been  administrative.  The 
only  other  objections  have  come  from 
employers  who  do  not  wish  to  pay  their 
portion  of  the  social-security  tax  and 
from  one  particular  professional  associa- 


tion—the American  Medical  Associa- 
tion—which has  claimed  that  the  social- 
security  program  is  socialistic.  Gradu- 
ally, both  the  administrative  difficulties 
and  other  objections  are  being  overcome, 
making  extension  of  coverage  to  new 
groups  more  feasible. 

Mr.  President,  the  second  subject  I 
wish  to  discuss  is  increased  benefits. 

When  Secretary  Hobby  testified  on 
social-security  legislation  before  the 
House  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  she 
listed  six  recommendations.  Three  of 
these  recommendations  were: 

<a)   Drop  4  years  of  lowest  earnings 
in  computing  benefits— in  some  cases  5. 
(b>    Raise  earning  base  to  $4,200. 
'o    Increase  benefits. 
These  three  items  may  be  considered 
separately,  but  the  net  effect  of  them 
is   to  increase   benefits.     They  are   de- 
signed to.  and  will,  accomplish  that  ob- 
jective.   I  should   like  briefly  to   refer 
to  these  recommendations  and  compare 
them  with  recommendations  on  the  same 
points   in  my  bill,   S.   2260,  introduced 
more  than  a  year  ago,  and  in  my  substi- 
tute now  on  the  desk  of  the  Senate. 

At  the  present  time  when  OASI  bene- 
fits are  computed,  the  law  requires  that 
the  individual's  entire  working  lifetime 
be  considered.  Obviously,  in  some  of 
the  years  during  his  lifetime  he  has 
earned  less  than  in  other  years.  If  he  is 
permitted  to  compute  his  benefits  ex- 
cluding his  5  years  of  lowest  income,  his 
benefit  level  will  be  higher  than  it  would 
have  been  if  he  were  forced  to  take  every 
year  into  account. 

To  the  extent  that  this  provision  of  the 
administration  bill— to  drop  out  the  5 
years  of  lowest  earnings — increases 
benefit  levels,  it  is  advantageous  to  the 
worker.  However,  as  is  true  of  many 
other  provisions  in  this  bill,  it  does  not 
go  far  enough.  In  the  Lehman  substi- 
tute, it  is  provided  that  the  worker  may 
base  his  benefit  upon  his  10  best  years. 
As  the  Senate  knows,  a  worker  is  fully 
insured  when  he  has  worked  and  paid  the 
tax  for  40  quarters,  or  10  years.  If  the 
worker  were  permitted  to  use  that  same 
10-year  figure  in  computing  his  bene- 
fits, he  could  eliminate  all  but  the  10 
highest  income  years,  and  thereby  re- 
ceive a  considerably  higher  benefit. 

WAGE  BASE 

The  second  of  the  three  items  I  men- 
tioned above  refers  to  raising  the  earn- 
ing or  taxable  base  to  $4,200.  At  this 
point  I  would  like  to  say  that  on  June 
20,  1950,  the  distinguished  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Georgia  [Mr.  George  1  offered 
an  amendment  to  the  bill  then  before 
the  Senate,  H.  R.  6000,  to  increase  the 
wage  base  from  $3,000  to  $3,600.  Sub- 
sequently, former  Senator  Myers  of 
Pennsylvania  offered  an  amendment  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  to  increase  the  wage  base  to 
$4,200,  the  same  figure  which  the  ad- 
ministration now  proposes.  I  am  proud 
to  say  that  on  that  date  I  was  cosponsor 
of  the  amendment  offered  by  Senator 
Myers,  and  I  urged  the  Senate  to  adopt 
it.  Unfortunately,  the  Myers  amend- 
ment did  not  carry.  It  was  rejected  by 
a  vote  of  36  yeas  to  45  nays.  It  will  be 
most  interesting  to  compare  the  vote  of 
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June  20, 1950,  with  the  vote  on  the  pend- 
ing bill. 

At  that  time,  the  $4,200  wage  base 
would  have  been  almost,  but  not  quite, 
equivalent  in  terms  of  pxirchasing  power 
to  the  $3,000  base  in  1939.  Today,  the 
$4,200  wage  base  is  no  more  appropriate 
than  was  the  wage  base  of  $3,600  in 
1950.  All  of  us  know  that  the  cost  of 
living  and  the  scale  of  prevailing  wages 
has  increased  since  1950.  Even  as  early 
as  June  of  1953.  I  took  c(«nizance  of 
the  increased  wages  and  cost  of  living 
by  proposing  in  S.  2260  to  increase  the 
wage  base  to  $6,000.  which  I  think  is 
much  more  in  keeping  with  the  iru:reases 
in  wages  and  cost  of  living  which  have 
occurred  since  1950. 

Let  me  make  this  one  point  clear.  If 
we  increase  the  wage  base  to  $4,200  or 
$4,800  or  $6,000,  as  the  case  may  be.  it 
does  not  mean  that  the  individual  who 
earns  $3,600  will  pay  any  more  than  he 
does  today  in  the  form  of  social-security 
taxes.  However,  the  individual  who 
eai^s  more  will  be  subject  to  social- 
security  taxes  on  the  income  in  excess 
of  $3,600  and  up  to  $4,200  if  that  figure 
is  adopted.  This,  of  course,  will  mean 
that  his  benefits  will  be  higher  upon 
retirement. 

In  referring  to  the  third  item,  "in- 
creased benefits,"  Secretary  Hobby  de- 
scribed the  benefit  formula  which,  as  the 
Senate  knows,  provides  that  the  worker's 
primary  benefit  will  be  equal  to  55  per- 
cent of  the  first  $100  of  the  worker's 
average  monthly  wage,  and  15  percent 
of  the  remainder  up  to  $300.  The 
formula  presented  in  the  administration 
bin  would  be  55  percent  of  the  first  $110 
of  the  worker's  average  monthly  wage 
and  20  percent  of  the  remainder  up  to 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York  has  expired 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Lehman]  15  min- 
utes on  the  bill. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  my 
original  benefit  formula  began  with  55 
percent  of  the  first  $100.  In  my  pend- 
ing substitute  I  have  included  the  ad- 
mmistration's  55  percent  of  $110  figure 
in  my  basic  benefit  formula,  but  have 
made  the  remaining  20  percent  benefit 
appUcable  to  a  maximum  of  $500  rather 
than  to  $350  as  in  the  administration 
Dili. 

WttATKD  ErmWMTNT  CWEDIT 

So  far.  Mr.  President,  I  have  compared 
provisions  which  appear  in  both  the  ad- 
minlstraUon  bill  and  In  the  Lehman  bill 
auned    at    the   same    general    effectr— 
namely,  increasing  benefits.    There  are 
however,  benefit-increasing  provisions  in 
my  blU  which  are  not  Included  in  the 
administration  bill.    One  of  these  I  call 
the  Delayed  Retirement  Credit     With 
present  OASI  benefit  levels  so  "low   we 
know  that  many  persons  who  reach  re- 
tirement age  actually  do  not  leave  their 
f^o^^n*''*'   because    they    are    aware 
that  their  social  security  benefits  would 
not  be  adequate  to  meet  even  their  mini- 
mum needs.     These  persons,  therefore, 
delay  their  retirement  and  continue  to 
work  for  1,  2,  or  3  additional  years  in 
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order  to  maintain  their  income.  When 
tills  occurs,  the  social  security  fund  gets 
the  benefit.  Not  only  does  the  fund  con- 
tinue to  receive  the  taxes  paid  by  this 
individual,  but  it  saves  to  the  extent 
that  the  individual  in  question  does  not 
collect  his  benefits. 

Recognizing  that  the  individual  who 
delays  his  retirement  contributes  to  the 
solvency  Of  the  fund  and  to  the  produc- 
tivity of  the  Nation,  my  bill  provides  this 
individual  with  an  additional  credit  at 
the  rate  of  2  percent  a  year  for  each 
year  of  work  and  contributions  beyond 
the  date  at  which  he  is  first  eligible  for 
old-age  insurance  benefits.  This  accu- 
mulation of  credit  could  continue  until 
the  individual  reaches  the  age  of  75 — or 
72  under  the  administration  bill — at 
which  age  he  would  be  entitled  to  social 
security  benefits,  regardless  of  the 
amount  of  his  income  from  any  source. 

INCREMENT 
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A  second  feature  of  my  bill,  which  is 
not  contained  in  the  administration  bill. 
is  a  coverage  increment.  It  will  be  re- 
called that  prior  to  the  1950  amendments, 
the  Social  Security  Act  provided  for  an 
added  benefit  known  as  an  increment  to 
be  added  to  the  workers  primary  bene- 
fit for  each  year  of  covered  employment. 
In  this  way  it  was  possible  to  provide 
higher  benefits  for  those  persons  who  had 
worked  a  greater  number  of  years  and 
therefore,  had  contributed  more  to  the 
fund.  As  the  Senate  knows,  one  of  the 
basic  general  premises  of  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  is  that  within  certain  bounds 
the  individual  who  contributes  the  most 
is  entitled  to  the  highest  benefit. 

It  is  true  that  in  some  cases  the  bene- 
fit formula  is  so  weighted  as  to  give  ad- 
ditional credits  to  low-income  workers 
But  prior  to  1950.  workers  would  receive 
still  higher  benefits  if  they  were  in  cov- 
ered employment  for  longer  periods  of 
time.  In  1950,  the  increment  provision 
was  discontmued.  One  provision  of  my 
bill,  S.  2260.  and  also  of  my  substitute 
amendment,  proposes  to  reinstltute  the 
increment  by  providing  the  worker's  pri- 
mary benefit  be  increased  by  one-half 
of  1  percent  for  each  year  of  coverage 

I  should  now  like  to  discuss  the  mini- 
mum benefit. 

The  present  law  recognizes  that  there 
niay  be  instances  where  the  application 
of  the  benefit  formula  would  result  in  an 
extremely  low  benefit  by  reason  of  the 
individual's  work  record.    In  these  cases 
the  law  establishes  a  minimum  primary 
insurance  amount  of  $25.    It  is  obviously 
impossible  for  anyone  to  keep  body  and 
soul  together  on  a  total  income  of  $25 
per  month.    Consequently,  this  income 
must    be    supplemented    in    some    way 
What  generally  happens  is  that  these 
beneficiaries  seek  public  assistance      in 
order  to  obtain  public  assistance    they 
must    divest    themselves    of    whatever 
small  assets  they  might  possess,  thereby 
making  their  situation  even  more  pre- 
carious economically. 

The  bill  H.  R.  9366  would  increase  the 
mimmum  benefit  to  $30  per  month  Un- 
der my  bill,  the  minimum  benefit  would 
be  increased  to  $35.  I  must  admit  that 
neither  the  $30  figure  nor  the  S3S  h^ure 
IL7^  ^  adequate.  I  merely  point  out 
that  my  bill  represents  some  improve- 


ment as  far  as  the  minimum  insurance 
benefit  is  concerned. 

RETIKZMENT     TXSTS 

One  problem  which  constantly  recurs 
and  which  is  always  a  source  of  com- 
plaint from  social-security  beneficiaries 
is  the  retirement  test.  I  am  sure  all  Sen- 
ators know  the  1939  law  provided  that 
OASI  benefits  would  not  be  available  to 
those  persons  who  earn  over  $14  99 
per  month  in  covered  employment  By 
subsequent  amendments,  the  act  now 
provides  that  a  beneficiary  may  earn  up 
to  $75  per  month  without  loss  of  bene- 
fits. If.  however,  he  earns  over  $75  in 
any  1  month,  he  loses  his  entire  benefit 
for  that  month. 

Because  of  the  numerous  complaints  I 
have  had  on  this  one  provision  alone  I 
am  glad  to  say  that  I  think  that  the 
changes  in  the  retirement  test  in  the  bill 
reported  out  by  the  Finance  Committee 
are  a  great  improvement,  and  I  congrat- 
ulate the  committee. 

The  administration  bill  now  proposes 
to  place  the  retirement  test  on  an  annual 
basis  and  to  permit  the  beneficiary  to 
earn  $1,200  per  annum  and  thereafter 
requires  him  to  forfeit  1  month's  benefit 
for  each  unit  of  $80  or  fraction  thereof 
earned  within  any  month.  This  new 
formula  is  modified  by  a  provision  of  the 
act  which  states  that  no  month's  benefit 
would  be  lost  in  a  month  in  which  the 
beneficiary  did  not  perform  substantial 
services. 

This  is  a  formula  both  more  liberal 
and  more  flexible  than  what  we  have  had 
to  date,  and  for  this  reason  I  support  it 
I  have  included  in  my  subetitute  lan- 
guage identical  to  that  contained  in  the 
bill  as  reported  by  the  Senate  with  re- 
spect to  the  retirement  test. 
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DISABILITY    BTNEnrS 

Mr.  President,  our  present  social-secu- 
rity laws,  while  meeting  to  a  great  extent 
the  needs  of  aged  persons  for  some  degree 
of  financial  stability  and  freedom  from 
economic  want,  have  to  date  left  a  gap- 
ing hole  in  the  protective  cover  which 
the  Congress  has  tried  to  erect  over  our 
aged  citizens.  With  the  excepUon  of 
payments  made  on  behalf  of  dependent 
children,  and  the  lump-sum  death  bene- 
fit, all  of  the  payments  from  the  OASI 
fund  have  been  made  to  persons  who 
have  reached  the  retirement  age  of  65 
years. 

I  am  sure  every  Member  of  the  Senate 
has  at  one  time  or  another  been  asked  to 
assist  a  constituent  who  has  been  forci- 
bly retired,  by  some  physical  disability. 
With  respect  to  these  cases,  our  present 
law  says  that  the  covered  worker  who  is 
disabled  at  age  40.  50.  or  60  is  on  his  own 
until  he  reaches  the  statutory  reUrement 
f    ;  ♦  J  .^  ^*  ^^^^  "°  cognizance  of  the 
fact  that  through  no  fault  of  his  own,  he 
cannot  continue  to  work  in  covered  em- 
ployment and  pay  the  required  social- 
security  tax.    In  fact,  the  law.  by  taking 
into   account   the  period   which   elapses 
after  disability  and  before  retirement, 
actually  works  to  reduce  the  OASI  bene- 
fit which  the  worker  has  earned  up  to 
the  date  of  his  disability,    it  is  even  pos- 
sible for  the  intervening  time  completely 
to  wipe  out  any  rights  he  might  have  to 
a  retirement  benefit. 


I  am  pleased  to  see  that  the  present 
administration  has  recognized  the  exist- 
ence of  this  gap  in  our  social-security 
protection.    However.  H.  R.  9366,  after 
recognizing  this  serious  fault  in  our  pres- 
ent law.  takes  a  completely  negative  ap- 
proach.   H.  R.  9366  makes  the  frank  ad- 
mission that  the  disabled  worker,  who 
is  no  longer  able  to  continue  in  cov- 
ered employment,  labors  under  an  ex- 
treme disadvantage.    But  H.  R.  9366  pro- 
poses  to  correct  this   disadvantage   by 
merely  providing  that  when  an  individ- 
ual is  injured   and  forced  to  give  up 
working,  he   will  suffer  no  diminution 
of  the  OASI  benefits  he  will  receive  on 
reaching  the  age  of  65.    In  other  words, 
the  level  of  his  expectable  benefits  will 
be  maintained  as  of  the  date  of  his  dis- 
ability so  that  the  time  intervening  be- 
tween  the   date   of   disabihty   and   the 
date  of  retirement  will  not  work  to  re- 
duce his  eventual  benefits,  at  the  age 
of  65. 

Thus,  the  pending  bill,  while  recog- 
nizing an  inequity  under  the  present  law, 
simply  expresses  sympathy  for  the  dis- 
abled worker  and  specifies  that  when  he 
reaches  age  65.  if  he  does,  he  will  be 
entitled  to  benefits  at  the  level  earned 
as  of  the  date  of  disability. 

In  every  interview  I  have  ever  had 
with  disabled  persons  who  formerly 
worked  in  covered  employment.  I  have 
always  heard  these  questions:  "What  am 
I  to  do  until  I  reach  retirement  age? 
Since  I  am  disabled  I  have  no  income 
at  all.  Does  the  Government  expect  me 
to  wait  until  I  reach  age  65  before  it 
pays  me  the  benefits  I  have  earned  to 
date?" 

Under  the  present  law,  that  Is  ex- 
actly what  the  Government  expects  this 
person  to  do  and  under  the  bill.  H.  R. 
9366,  that  Is  exactly  what  the  Govern- 
ment requires  this  person  to  do.  "But 
why,"  says  the  individual,  "since  I  have 
paid  the  tax,  cannot  I  at  least  with- 
draw from  the  fund  the  money  I  have 
paid  in?"  Obviously,  if  such  withdraw- 
als were  permitted,  the  amounts  would 
be  small.  But  not  even  this  small  bene- 
fit is  provided  by  the  present  law  or 
H.  R.  9366. 

I  have,  therefore.  Included  In  my  bill 
a  provision  to  make  benefits  payable  to 
disabled  workers  prior  to  attainment  of 
retirement  age.  It  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  I  do  not  propose  to  make  bene- 
fits payable  to  every  disabled  worker, 
but  only  tor  those  who  have  a  recent 
attachment  to  the  social-security  system. 
In  other  words,  the  individual  must 
have  had  six  quarters  of  coverage  dur- 
ing the  13-quarter  period  preceding  dis- 
ability and  20  quarters  of  coverage  dur- 
ing the  40-quarter  period  preceding  dis- 
ability. Twenty  quarters  of  coverage, 
Mr.  President,  equals  5  full  years  of 
coverage.  Of  those  20  quarters,  6  of 
the  last  13,  or  a  year  and  a  half  out  of 
the  last  3 ','4  years,  must  be  covered. 

The  disabled  worker,  therefore,  must 
demonstrate  by  his  work  record  that  he 
is  more  than  a  casual  worker  in  cov- 
ered employment  and  that  during  a  good 
portion  of  his  working  lifetime  he  has 
contributed  to  the  social-security  fund. 
When  these  same  citizens,  after  con- 
tributing for  years,  are  suddenly  dis- 
abled, do  they  not  have  some  claim? 


Should  we  ignore  their  plight  and  in 
effect  tell  them  that  they  will  get  their 
benefits— not  when  they  need  them 
most — but  when  they  are  65  years  of 
age? 

Mr.  President,  on  June  20,  1950,  an 
amendment,  similar  to  the  disability  pro- 
visions of  my  amendment,  was  proposed 
by  former  Senator  Myers,  of  Pennsyl- 
vania. At  that  time  the  Senate  was 
in  the  midst  of  its  deliberations  on  H.  R. 
6000,  the  1950  amendments  to  the  So- 
cial Security  Act.  In  all.  there  were  10 
sponsors  of  the  Myers  amendment  and 
I  am  proud  to  say  that  I  was  1  of  the 
10.  At  that  time,  Senator  Myers  pointed 
out  that  the  disability-insurance  amend- 
ment, as  it  was  called,  was  recommended 
by  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee and  adopted  by  the  House  Un- 
fortunately, the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee did  not  recommend  the  amend- 
ment to  the  Senate. 

Senator  Myers  pointed  out  that  the 
Advisory  Council  on  Social  Security  ap- 
pointed by  the  Finance  Committee,  in 
the  80th  Congress,  recommended  that 
the  social-security  program  be  broad- 
ened to  insure  against  income  loss  re- 
sulting from  permanent  and  total  dis- 
ability prior  to  retirement  age  at  65. 

As  Members  of  this  body  will  recall 
in  1950  the  House  passed  H.  R.  6000 ! 
which  contained  disability  provisions 
similar  to  those  in  my  bill.  At  that  time, 
it  was  testified  by  representatives  of  the 
administration  that  after  5  years  of 
operation,  the  disabihty  provisions  of 
that  bill  would  be  0.2  percent  of  payroll- 
after  10  years,  0.4  percent  of  payroll;  and 
after  15  years  0.6  percent  of  payroll; 
and  that  on  a  level  premium  basis,  the 
cost  would  be  0.5  percent  of  payroll. 
There  may  be  some  change  in  these 
estimates  because  of  new  benefit  levels 
or  because  of  new  payroll  levels,  but 
essentially  these  estimates  are  still  true 
and  apply  with  equal  force  to  the  dis- 
ability provisions  of  my  bill — Source: 
page  35  of  House  Report  No.  1300  on 
H.  R.  6000,  table  9. 

Based  on  coverage  provided  by  the  ad- 
ministration bill  as  introduced  in  the 
House  the  payroll  in  1960  should  be 
about  $170  billion.  Therefore,  if  the 
cost  of  the  disability  benefits  provisions 
of  my  amendment  is  0.2  percent  of  the 
payroll  in  1960,  this  amendment  will 
cost  in  the  neighborhood  of  $340  to  $350 
miUion  after  5  years  of  operation.  As- 
suming again  that  the  cost  of  disability 
payments  is  $350  million  and  that  the 
total  cost  of  the  program  in  1960  is 
$7,266,000,000  we  find  that  the  cost  of 
disability  benefits  is  less  than  5  percent 
of  the  other  costs  of  the  program  as 
estimated  by  the  House  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
jield  3  additional  minutes  on  the  time  of 
the  bill  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
hasten  to  say  that  the  $350  million 
which  might  be  spent  on  disability  bene- 
fits should  not  be  regarded  simply  as  an 
expense  or  a  payment.  As  the  Senate 
knows,  we  make  considerable  appropria- 
tions every  year  for  pubhc  assistance 
grants  to  States.  Total  costs  of  public 
assistance  in  1953  were  over  $2^2  bilhon. 
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including  Federal.  State,  and  local  pay- 
ments. It  is  estimated  that  pubhc  assist- 
ance payments  per  year  to  an  individ- 
ual average  about  $750.  Of  the  total 
cost,  the  Federal  Government  con- 
tributes $1.3  bilhon,  or  about  52  percent. 
If  this  $1.3  bilhon  expense  could  be  re- 
duced by  $350  million,  we  would  have 
reduced  our  pubUc  assistance  expendi- 
tures by  over  25  percent.  I  do  not  mean 
to  imply  that  every  dollar  paid  as  a  bene- 
fit payment  to  a  disabled  person  imder 
the  social  security  bOl  would  mean  a 
savings  of  1  dollar  under  pubhc  assist- 
ance, but  it  could  bring  about  signifi- 
cant savings,  both  to  the  Federal  and 
State  Governments. 

Secretary  Hobby  said  in  testimony  be- 
fore the  House  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee : 

The  relationship  between  disability  and 
public  dependency  is  a  significant  one.  At 
present  the  Federal-State  public  assistance 
programs  support  about  1  million  persons 
who  themselves  are  disabled  or.  In  the  case 
of  the  aid-to-dependent -children  program, 
whose  father  or  mother  or  other  caretaker  is 
disabled. 

Later,  speaking  of  disabled  persons 
who  could  expect  no  help  from  private 
organizations.  Mr.  Nelson  P.  Rockefeller, 
said  that  "a  substantial  number  of  this 
group  will  go  on  rehef  at  some  time  and 
get  public  assistance  and  will  average 
about  9  y^ears  on  public  assistance." 

We  all  know  that  the  pubhc  assistance 
program  is  generally  regarded  as  sup- 
plementary to  the  OASI  program.  Pub- 
lic assistance  payments  are  made  gen- 
erally to  those  persons  who  do  not  quah- 
fy  for  OASI  benefits  because  they  have 
never  been  covered  or  because  their  cov- 
erage is  not  sufficient.  And  in  general, 
persons  who  get  OASI  benefits  do  not  get 
pubhc  assistance  benefits.  Our  whole 
effort  in  these  two  fields  has  been  to  in- 
crease social -security  coverage  and  re- 
duce the  amounts  of  Federal  appropria- 
tions paid  to  the  States  for  public  as- 
sistance. Eventually  it  is  hoped  public 
assistance  payments  can  be  almost,  if  not 
entirely,  eliminated.  If  this  provision 
were  adopted,  some  persons  would  be 
covered  immediately  and  each  year  an 
increasing  number  of  persons  would  be 
entitled  to  disability  payments  under  the 
OASI  program.  There  would  be,  I  am 
sure,  considerable  reduction  in  the  sub- 
stantial number  of  disabled  persons  who, 
as  Mr.  Rockefeller  pointed  out,  will  go 
on  relief  and  get  public  assistance  for  an 
average  of  about  9  years. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  press  to 
have  my  amendment  voted  on  today  be- 
cause I  do  not  wish  to  delay  action  on 
H.  R.  9366.  Milhons  of  social-security 
beneficiaries  are  anxiously  awaiting 
their  increased  benefits.  It  is  now  nearly 
3  weeks  since  the  Finance  Committee  re- 
ported out  the  bill.  I  proposed  to  rein- 
troduce my  bill  at  the  beginning  of  next 
year  and  shall  continue  to  press  for  its 
adoption.  Meanwhile,  I  shall  support 
the  individual  amendments  to  improve 
the  bill  offered  by  my  colleagues. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Ken- 
nedy] and  I  have  an  amendment  which  . 
seeks  to  amend  the  social  security  bill 
so  as  to  include  protection  against  total 
disabihty  for  the  Nation's  workers.    It 
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would  permit  workers  who  became  to- 
tally and  permanently  disabled  to  retire 
on  full  annuities,  on  the  same  basis  as 
those  who  retire  at  the  age  of  65.  I 
shall  not  call  it  up  at  this  time  since  the 
bill  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  in- 
cludes such  a  provision  and  I  support  his 
bill. 

What  happens  when  a  family  bread- 
winner gets  sick  or  injured  so  that  he 
can  no  longer  support  his  family?  The 
answer  is  one  of  tragic  simpUcity.  He 
must  rely  on  relatives  and  even  charity, 
for  few  persons  can  afford  the  costs  of 
private  disability  insurance. 

Meager  though  it  is,  social  security 
provides  some  help  for  persons  who  must 
retire  after  age  65.  So  far  as  it  goes  it  is 
a  fine  program.  Nevertheless,  workers 
who  become  totally  disabled  often  have 
even  greater  needs  than  the  aged  since 
they  are  younger  and  generally  have 
more  family  responsibilities. 

For  many  years,  now,  those  of  us  who 
have  sought  to  provide  disability  insur- 
ance as  a  part  of  social  security  pro- 
tection have  been  balked  by  those  who 
refuse  to  recognize  its  vital  necessity 
For  example,  we  tried  to  get  this  pro- 
gram through  during  the  debates  on  the 
social  security  revisions  of  1950.  At  that 
time,  we  were  blocked  by  a  coalition  of 
conservatives  who  apparently  felt  that 
welfare  should  be  confined  to  the 
wealthy  in  the  form  of  subsidies,  high 
tariffs  and  special  tax  allowances'.  Yet 
the  disabihty  protection  we  urged  would 
have  paid  for  itself  by  means  of  low  so- 
cial security  taxes. 

The  lack  of  protection  against  the  per- 
sonal disaster  of  becoming  unable  to 
earn  a  hving  stands  today  as  a  major 
gap  in  providing  our  Nation's  workers 
with  adequate  security.  If  we  do  not 
pass  such  protection  now,  we  should 
make  it  the  number  one  item  oh  our 
agenda  for  next  year. 


AiCgust  13 


PERSONAL  STATEMENT  IN  EXPLA- 
NATION OP  VOTE  ON  THE  IVES 
AMENDMENT  TO  THE  SUBVER- 
SIVE ACTIVITIES  CONTROL  ACT 
OP    1950 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield  me  6 
minutes,  to  speak  on  another  subject' 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  gladly  yield  6  min- 
utes to  the  Senator  from  Nevada 

Mr.      McCARRAN.     Mr.      President 
since  I  cast  the  only  "nay"  vote,  yester- 
day, on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ives]  to 
the  bill  S.  3706,  I  have  been  asked  sev- 
eral Umes,  by  friends,  to  explain  why  I 
cast  my  vote  as  I  did.    In  each  case 
when  I  have  answered,  my  friends  have 
urged  that  I  make  a  public  statement 
on  this  point.    It  happened  again  this 
morning.    This  time  it  was  a  colleague 
who  asked  me  why  I  had  voted  "nay" 
on  the  Ives  amendment.    When  I  told 
him,  he  expressed  surprise,  and  said  he 
had  not  understood  the  situation  be- 
fore.   He  indicated  that  he  might  have 
changed  his  own  vote  if  he  had  under- 
stood my  reasons  for  voting  as  i  did-  and 
he  urged  me  to  make  a  statement  for 
the  Record,  which  might  be  given  con- 
sideration by  the  conferees  on  this  bill 


In  the  event  the  House  acts  and  the  bill 
does  go  to  conference. 

In  resp>onse  to  all  these  various  urg- 
Ings,  I  have  decided  to  comply  with  the 
suggestion  that  I  state  the  basis  for  my 
"nay"  vote  on  the  Ives  amendment. 

I  voted  "nay"  for  several  reasons,  the 
most  important  reason  being  that  in  my 
opinion  the  amendment  violates  one  of 
the  basic  concepts  of  our  constitutional 
law.  Under  our  Constitution,  a  man  or 
an  organization  is  always  presumed  in- 
nocent until  proven  guilty.  But  the  Ives 
amendment  specifically  provides  that  a 
certain  class  or  group  of  labor  organi- 
zations shall  be  presumed  innocent:  and 
necessarily,  therefore,  by  implication  at 
least,  the  amendment  says  that  all  other 
organizations  subject  to  the  act  are  not 
to  be  presumed  innocent,  therefore,  that 
they  are  to  be  presumed  guilty. 

If  all  persons  who  might  be  charged 
under  the  act.  and  all  orpaniaations 
which  might  be  charged  under  the  act  are 
to  be  presumed  innocent  until  proven 
guilty,  in  line  with  the  established  tenets 
of  our  constitutional  law.  then  there  is 
certainly  no  need  for  a  provision  that  a 
certain  few  specified  organizations  are 
to  be  so  presumfd  innocent.  And  when 
we  go  further,  as  I  am  convinced  the  Ives 
amendment  does  go.  and  by  neces.'^ary 
implication  declare  that  all  organiza- 
tions except  those  within  a  specified  and 
identified  class  are  to  be  presumed  guilty 
until  proven  innocent,  I  think  we  violate 
one  of  the  most  important  concepts  of 
our  freedom  under  the  Constitution. 

I  dislike  the  Ives  amendment  also  for 
Its  uncertainty,  for  the  confusion  which 
surrounded  its  adoption,  as  clearly  evi- 
denced by  the  record  of  the  proceedings 
on  this  floor  in  that  regard.  Moreover  I 
fear  the  possibility  that  the  amendment, 
if  it  becomes  law,  may  be  used  as  a  shield 
by  some  of  the  very  Communist-domi- 
nated organizations  which  the  bill  S 
3706  seeks  to  reach.  Whether  it  will 
prove  to  be  an  effective  shield,  is  open  to 
question;  but  I  believe  there  is  danger 
that  it  will  be  so  used,  and  that  it  \»ill  be 
the  basis  for  litigation,  possibly  for  pro- 
longed litigation. 

But  I  do  not  know  whether  I  would 
have  voted  against  the  amendment  for 
these  reasons  alone.  I  would  have  voted 
against  it,  even  without  these  other  rea- 
sons, solely  because  of  the  fact  that  it 
clearly  violates  my  conception  of  the 
constitutional  principle  that  innocence 
always  is  to  be  presumed  until  guilt  has 
been  established;  not.  as  was  said  on  the 
floor  yesterday,  by  a  preponderance  of 
the  evidence,  but  in  accordance  with  the 
accepted  standard  of  American  criminal 
justice— that  is,  established  beyond  a 
reasonable  doubt. 

When  I  know  that  in  my  country  a 
man  or  an  organization  must  be  proven 
guilty  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  before 
a  penalty  can  be  inflicted,  I  could  not 
bnng  myself  to  vote  for  an  amendment 
which  said  that  a  certain  specified  class 
of  organizations,  less  than  the  whole 
are  to  be  presumed  prima  facie  to  be  in- 
nocent. Especially,  i  could  not  do  so 
after  the  legislative  history  made  by  the 
debate  on  the  floor  had  made  it  quite 
clear  that  it  was  the  intent  of  the  Senate 
as  well  as  the  implication  of  the  language 


itself,  that  all  organizations  outside  that 
specifled  class  were  not  to  be  presumed 
innocent. 

Let  me  say.  Mr.  President,  t  have  not 
made  this  explanation  of  my  vote  on  the 
Ives  amendment  with  any  thought  of 
justifying  my  own  action.  I  do  not  feel 
my  vote  requires  justification,  and  I  do 
not  feel  that  I  owe  anybody  an  explana- 
tion for  having  voted  as  I  did.  But  I 
have  stated  my  reasons  for  my  vote  be- 
cau.se  friends,  including  colleapues,  have 
asked  me  to  do  so,  in  order  that  the  con- 
siderations which  prompted  me  might  be 
Piven  thoueht  by  others  who  may  yet  be 
required  to  vote  upon  this  question. 


SOCIAL  SECURITY  AMENDMENTS  OP 
1954 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  iH.  R.  9366  >  to  amend  the 
Social  Security  Act  and  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  so  as  to  extend  coverage 
under  the  oId-a'-;e  and  survivors  insur- 
ance program,  increase  the  benefits  pay- 
able thereunder,  preserve  the  insurance 
ri^^hts  of  disabled  individuals,  and  in- 
crea.se  the  amount  of  earnings  permitted 
without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield  me  not 
more  than  5  minutes  to  comment  on  the 
speech  by  the  Senator  from  New  York 
(Mr.  Lehma.n  I? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  com- 
mend  very  highly  the  speech  which  has 
just  been  made  by  the  Senator  from 
^ew  York  in  support  of  his  originally 
propo-sed  substitute  social  security  bill. 
I  am  a  little  disappointed  that  we  are 
not  to  have  the  opportunity  to  vote  on 
It  as  a  substitute  amendment  for  the  bill 
now  pending  before  the  Senate,  but  he 
has  announced  that  it  is  his  decision  to 
reintroduce  the  bill  next  January  and  I 
shall  be  very  happy  to  joint  witJi  him  in 
January  as  one  of  the  sponsors  of  the 

I  think  it  is  very  interesting  that  this 
great  statesman  from  New  York  with 
his  background— I  do  not  intend  any 
personal  embarrassment  to  a  man  whom 
we  all  know  as  one  of  the  wealthy 
bankers  of  America— has.  in  spite  of  his 
riches,  always  understood  that,  after  all 
one  of  the  primary  obligations  of  a 
democratic  form  of  government  is  to 
see  to  it  that  a  legislative  program  Is 
adopted  which  will  promote  the  general 
welfare.  The  Senator  from  New  York 
has  a  substitute  bill  which,  in  my  judg- 
ment, goes  much  further  in  promoting 
the  general  welfare  in  the  field  of  social 
security  than  does  the  administration's 
bill,  on  which  we  are  to  vote  tonight. 

I  wish  briefly  to  comment  on  2  of  the 
most  important  provisions  of  the  bill  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York  one  of 
which  .seeks  to  cover  farmers  on  a  volun- 
tary ba.sis.  We  have  somehow  developed 
the  false  notion  that  if  a  person  is  a 
farmer,  even  a  tenant  farmer,  the  popu- 
lation of  the  country  as  a  whole  should 
not  show  an  interest  in  what  happens  to 
that  individual  when  he  or  she  ap- 
proaches old  age.    The  fact  is  thdt  there 
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are  large  numbers  of  occupants  of  the 
land  in  America  who  are  in  as  great  need 
of  social  security  benefits  when  they  ap- 
proach old  age  as  are  factory  workers 
and  city  dwellers. 

The  provision  of  the  Senator's  bill 
which  seeks  to  extend  the  coverage  of 
social  security  in  our  social  security 
system  is  long  overdue.  I  deeply  regret 
that  the  administration  bill  does  not 
provide  such  extended  coverage,  so  that 
we  might  vote  on  the  question  tonight. 
The  next  item  in  the  Senator's  bill  on 
which  I  wish  briefly  to  comment  is  the 
provision  which  seeks  to  do  justice  to 
the  disabled. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  know  what  we 
are  thinking  of;  I  do  not  know  how  we 
can  be  so  shortsighted— yes.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, when  it  comes  to  hving  up  to  what 
I  believe  is  the  real  obligation  of  social 
conscience  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  be 
so  cruel  as  to  lake  the  position  that  if 
someone  30.  35.  40,  or  45  years  of  age 
becomes  totally  di-sabled,  that  person 
must  wait  untii  the  retirement  age  un- 
der -social  security,  when  the  Govern- 
ment will  give  him  really  no  benefits  un- 
der social  security.  It  is  plain  cruelty, 
Mr.  President.  We  should  recognize 
that  one  of  the  great  social  and  human- 
itarian objectives  of  the  social  security 
procram  is  to  be  of  assistance  to  fellow 
citizens  who  suffer  misfortune.  This 
country  cannot  afford  to  be  so  parsi- 
monious in  regard  to  the  disabled.  The 
disabled  should  not  be  compelled  to  fol- 
low the  course  which  the  Senator  from 
New  York  has  pointed  out.  namely,  to 
get  rid  of  their  few  assets  in  order  to 
collect  even  charitable  benefits  in  their 
respective  Stak-s  and  localities.  That 
is  no  way  to  treat  toUlly  disabled  fellow 
citizens. 

Even  before  we  vote  tonight,  we 
should  accept  at  least  that  section  of 
the  Lehman  bill  as  an  amendment  to 
the  administrations  bill.  I  have  more 
faith  in  the  economic  strength  of  Amer- 
ica than  to  bel;eve  that  we  can  justify 
the  perpetuation  of  the  kind  of  injustice 
which  now  exists  in  the  social  security 
law  with  respect  to  the  disabled. 

I  clo.se  by  saying  that  I  hope  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  will  offer  tonight  at 
least  the  section  with  reference  to  as- 
sistance to  the  disabled.  I  highly  com- 
mend him  for  the  statesmanship  repre- 
sented by  his  social  security  bill 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
offer  a  series  or  amendments  which  I 
send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 
They  relate  to  funeral  directors  or 
morticians. 

The  VICE  PFLESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendments  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  29. 
between  lines  5  and  6.  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  the  following  new  subsection: 

rUNEBAL    DntECTORS 

(1)  Paragraph  (5)  of  section  211  fc)  of 
the  SoclaJ  Security  Act  U  amended  by  strik- 
ing out  "funeral  director." 

On  page  29.  line  7.  It  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "U)"  and  insert  in  lieu  there- 
of "(m)." 

On  page  29.  line  11.  It  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "subsection  fc)"  and  insert 
in  hcu  thereof  "subsections  (c)  and  (1)." 
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On  page  30,  line  3,  It  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "suhsection  (c)"  and  insert 
in  heu  thereof  "subsections  (c)  and 
(1)." 

On  page  108.  between  lines  24  and  25, 
It  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following  new 
subsection  : 

fd)  Paragraph  f5)  of  section  1402  ic)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  Is  amend- 
ed by  striking  out  "funeral  director." 

On  page  108.  line  25.  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "(d> "  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"(e)." 

On  page  109,  line  1.  it  is  propo.sed  to 
strike  out  "and  (c)"  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "(c),  and  (d)." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  amendments  will  be  con- 
sidered en  bloc. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield' 

Mr.  HLTMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Do  these  amend- 
ments deal  entirely  with  funeral  direc- 
tors? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  They  are  especially 
directed  toward  that  particular  category. 
As  I  have  said  to  the  Senator.  I  have  in 
my  hand  a  telegram  from  the  president 
of  the  Funeral  Directors'  Association  of 
America,  who  happens  to  reside  in  my 
State,  and  who  has  asked  that  funeral 
directors  be  included,  after  a  vote  which 
was  authorized  in  their  1953  convention. 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  a  great  deal  of  doubt 
as  to  whether  or  not  funeral  directors 
desire  to  come  under  this  system.  If 
there  is  strong  opposition  on  the  part  of 
persons  to  coming  under  the  system,  we 
do  not  wish  to  bring  them  in,  but  so  far 
as  funeral  directors  are  concerned,  we 
agree  that  they  wish  to  come  under  the 
system;  and  I  am  willing  to  take  the 
amendments  to  conference. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 
Mr.  HUMPHREY,  I  yield. 
Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  when 
this  question  first  arose  I  looked  into  the 
situation  so  far  as  funeral  directors  or 
morticians  were  concerned,  and  found 
that  at  that  time  they  were  divided  on 
the  question  of  coming  under  social  se- 
curity. There  was  then  a  divided  judg- 
ment. When  the  House  had  this  bill 
under  consideration  this  year  funeral 
directors  were  included:  and  again  they 
called  on  me,  through  their  representa- 
tives, having  called  on  me  in  1950  and 
1951,  and  stated  without  exception — 
these  officers  who  were  representative  of 
a  large  group  of  funeral  directors  all 
over  the  country'— that  they  were  not 
objecting  to  being  placed  under  the  So- 
cial Security  Act.  They  said  that  the 
House  having  put  them  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  bill,  they  were  willing  to 
remain. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Georgia. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
Is  on  agreeing  en  bloc  to  the  amendments 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 
The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
call  up  my  amendments  8-10-54-H,  re 
lating  to  dentists. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendments  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  29 
between  lines  5  and  6,  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  the  following  new  subsection: 

DENTISTS 

0)  Paragraph  (5)  of  section  211  (c)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  is  amended  by  striklmr 
out  'dentifit."  * 

On  page  29.  line  7.  it  is  prqdSsed  to 
strike  out  "(1) "  and  insert  in  li^  thereof 
"(m)." 

On  page  29,  line  11,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "subsection  (c)"  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  "subsections  (c)  and  (1)." 

On  page  30,  line  3.  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "subsection  (c)"  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  "subsections  (c)  and  (l)." 

On  page  108,  between  lines  24  and  25. 
it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following  new 
subsection  : 

(d)  Paragraph  (5)  of  section  1402  (c)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1964  is 
amended  by  strik^ing  out  "dentist." 

On  page,  108.  line  25,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "(d)  "  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 

"(e'." 

On  page  109,  line  I,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "and  (c)"  and  insert  in  Ueu 
thereof  "<c) ,  and  (d)." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  amendments  will  be  con-» 
sidered  en  bloc. 

Mr.   HUMPHREY.     Mr.   President,   t 
have  in  my  possession  information,  let- 
ters, and  communications  from  repre- 
sentatives  of   the   dentistry  profession. 
One  of  the  gentleman  who  appeared  and 
testified  before  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance was  Dr.  Earl  H.  McGonagle,  of 
Royalton.  Minn.,  who  is  the  president  of 
the  Midwest  section  of  the  American 
Dental     Association.     He     spoke     very 
forcefully  in  behalf  of  the  inclusion  of 
dentists  under  the  terms  of  this  bill.     I 
shall  not  take  too  much  time  on  this 
matter,  but  Dr,   McGonagle,  who  is  a 
member  of  very  fine  reputation  and  pro- 
fessional competence,  makes  this  gen- 
eral comment  in  the  letter  which  he  has 
sent  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee: 
Members   of   the   American   Dental   Asso- 
ciation  house   of  delegates   are  usually  se- 
lected among  those  who  can  afford  to  travel 
to  distant  points  at  their  own  expense.    They     ' 
are  rarely  instructed  by  the  State  associa- 
tion house  of  delegates,  and  when  they  vote 
at  the  ADA  meeting  there  is  no  record  made 
of  the  vote  of  the  Individuals.     The  members 
of  the  State  association  whom  the  delegates 
are   representing   have   no   way  of  learning 
how  each  delegate  voted. 

Mr.  McGonagle  points  out,  for  ex- 
ample, since  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts is  here,  that  they  took  a  poll 
in  Massachusetts  of  the  dentists  in  that 
State  and  they  found  that  1,164  were 
for  coverage  and  51  were  against  it.  In 
Minnesota  they  found  out  by  actual  poll 
of  the  Minnesota  Dental  Association  that 
927  were  for  coverage  and  325  were 
against.  In  Oregon,  397  were  for  cov- 
erage and  140  were  against. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  should  like  to 
complete  my  statement.  The  house  of 
delegates  turned  down  the  old-age  and 
survivors  insiuance  for  dentists  by  a  vote 
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of  312  to  64.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Missouri. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  The  distinguished 
Senator  is  presenting  some  very  inter- 
esting figures  from  the  poll.  Does  the 
Senator  have  a  poll,  may  I  ask,  of  all 
States  of  the  Union? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  do  not,  I  regret 
to  say. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  If  the  Senator  had 
such  a  poll,  it  would  be  most  helpful 
If  he  would  ask  unaalmous  consent  to 
have  it  inserted  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  going  to  ask 
at  the  appropriate  time  to  have  an  ar- 
ticle on  this  subject  inserted  in  the 
Record. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  It  would  be  inter- 
esting to  see  how  the  States  line  up  on 
this  very  important  question. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  Just  been 
Informed  by  my  legislative  aid  that 
only  four  States  took  polls  on  the  basis 
of  their  State  organizations,  and  I  have 
mentioned  Massachusetts.  Minnesota, 
and  Oregon.  I  gave  those  States  be- 
cause Dr.  McGonagle,  who  is  the  editor 
of  one  of  the  leading  publications  and 
contributor  to  Oral  Hygiene,  which  is  a 
professional  publication,  has  written  an 
editorial  entitled  "If  You  Want  Social 
Security,  Tell  Your  Congressman." 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado, the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  we 
have  been  impressed  by  the  statement 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota, 
and  by  other  similar  statements,  i 
should  like  to  say  again  that  the  com- 
mittee is  perfectly  willing  to  bring  in 
any  professional  group  if  there  is  a 
clearly  demonstrable  proof  that  they 
want  to  come  In.  I  think  I  am  voicing 
the  unanimous  opinion,  or  almost  unani- 
mous opinion,  of  the  committee  when  I 
state  that  we  should  not  bring  in  any 
group  unless  that  group  strongly  wants 
in. 

We  were  also  Impressed  with  the 
strong  statement  opposing  coverage  of 
dentists,  which  was  presented  on  be- 
half of  the  American  Dental  Association 
during  the  hearings  before  the  Finance 
Commitee  on  this  bill.  Dr.  J.  Claude 
Earnest,  vice  president  of  the  Associa- 
tion's Council  on  Legislation,  and  a 
member  of  its  house  of  delegates  indi- 
cated this  opposition  in  the  following 
words : 
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crates  like  a  committee  of  Congress.  On 
the  subject  of  OASI  well-publlclzefl  public 
hearings  were  held  In  3  separate  years.  In 
1951  the  association  distributed  to  dental 
societies  throughout  the  country  complete 
Information  kits  telling  both  sides  of  the 
OASI  story.  Aft  r  all  these  years  of  study 
and  discussion  tiie  association  continues  to 
maintain  its  position  that  dentists  should 
be  excluded. 
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In  1949.  the  American  Dental  Association 
through  Its  house  of  delegates,  adopted  a 
policy  which  opposed  the  inclusion  of  self- 
employed  dentists  in  old-age  and  survivors 
Insurance.  On  three  later  occasions  the 
question  of  changing  that  policy  has  been 
on  the  agenda  of  the  meeting  and  each  time 
U  has  been  voted  down,  most  recently  in 
1953  by  a  vote  of  312  to  64. 

How  representative  of  the  opinion  of 
all  American  dentists  was  this  position' 
How  did  the  association  arrive  at  this 
decision?  Again  allow  me  to  quote  from 
the  statement  of  Dr.  Earnest: 

The  house  of  delegates  functions  in  a  man- 
ner slmUar  to  Congress.  Matters  can  come 
before  It  by  recommendation  of  the  associ- 
ation's councils,  by  resolutions  adopted  by 
state  societies,  or  by  resolutions  Introduced 
by  individual  members  of  the  House  Any 
matter  before  the  house  of  delegates  Is  re- 
lerrea  to  a  reference  committee  which  op- 


Mr.  President,  I  am  convinced  that 
we  should  continue  to  exclude  self-em- 
ployed dentists  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  association's  delegates  voted  asainst 
compulsory  coverage,  not  by  a  simple 
majority,  but  by  nearly  5  to  1. 

I  do  not  say  that  there  are  not  some 
spots  in  some  States  wherein  the  pic- 
ture is 'different,  but  we  had  to  take  the 
information  from  the  place  we  could 
get  it. 

I  am  also  convinced  that  this  decision 
was  reached  in  a  democratic  manner 
after  extensive  efforts  had  been  made 
to  determine  the  wishes  of  the  majority 
of  the  members  of  the  profes.sion. 

In  view  of  the  wishes  of  the  dental 
profession  as  expressed  by  Dr.  Earnest, 
I  urge  that  the  amendment  be  rejected 
I  should  like  to  urge  that  it  be  with- 
drawn. I  can  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  that  whenever  it  becomes 
clear  that  the  dentists  want  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  system,  I  do  not  believe 
I  am  going  too  far  in  saying  that  I  feel 
quite  sure  the  Senate  Finance  Commit- 
tee members  will  bring  them  in.  or  will 
favor  bringing  them  in.  There  is  no  pur- 
pose in  excluding  them,  we  want  td  brin? 
people  under  this  system,  but  we  do  not 
want  to  bring  them  under  it  if  they  do 
not  want  to  come  under  it.  and  if  we 
have  to  compel  them  to  come  in 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     T  gladly   yield   to 
the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  want  to  add  that  the 
committee  is  anxious  for  all  of  the  pro- 
fessional groups  to  come  in  when  they 
manifest  a  clear  desire  to  do  so.     That 
is  the  attitude  of  the  committee.     At  one 
time  we  went  so  far  as  to  put  them  in 
under  a  voluntary  system,  but  there  are 
objections  to  the  voluntary  system  in  a 
system  of  compulsory  insurance  so  far 
as  the  workers  are  concerned.     There- 
fore, we  abandoned   the  idea  and  re- 
scinded a  vote  that  had  been  taken  to 
put  them  in  on  a  voluntary  system,  but 
with  the  full  understanding  that  in  the 
case  of  any   profession,   be   it  lawyers 
doctors,  dentists,  or  what  not.  when  we 
have  a  reasonable  showing   that  there 
IS  a  clear  desire  of  the  majority  to  come 
m.  we  will  bring  them  in.    That  is  the 
attitude  of  the  committee. 

But  here  is  what  I  arose  to  say  We 
all  recall  the  late  Senator  Hunt  who 
was  himself  a  dentist  and  had  been 
president,  I  believe,  of  the  American 
Dental  Association.  In  the  last  days  of 
his  life  the  Senator  had  a  bill  prepared 
to  brmg  the  dentists  in  on  a  voluntary 
basis,  expressly  providing  in  the  bill  that 
whenever  the  dentists  elected  to  treat 
their  services  as  a  trade  or  business  they 
might  come  in.  m  other  words,  it  was 
a  voluntary  system. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.    Could  We  take  that 
method? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Let  me  explain.  Pol- 
lowing  the  death  of  Senator  Hunt,  at  the 
request  of  his  assistant,  I  introduced  the 
bill,  and  the  bill  has  been  here  since 
June  24.  I  have  received,  of  course,  a 
great  many  responses  to  the  bill,  and  all 
the  dentists  who  wrote  me  indicated 
"We  do  not  wish  to  be  forced  in.  but  we 
would  be  willing  to  come  in  on  a  volun- 
tary basis." 

At  that  time,  as  I  say,  we  were  hope- 
ful that  we  miqht  induce  the  agency  to 
try  out  a  voluntary  system  so  far  as  the 
profc.:;ions  and  farm  operators  were 
concerned.  However,  they  convinced  the 
committee  that  the  voluntary  system 
would  not  work.  It  was  too  hazardous 
to  undertake  to  try  it.  As  a  longtime 
advocate  of  that  system.  I  felt  that  it 
micht  work  under  certain  conditions  but 
there  was  one  notable  example  of  its 
failure  to  work,  and  that  was  in  the  case 
of  Canada.  Under  a  socill-.security 
plan  much  like  ours  they  tried  the  vol- 
untary system,  and  it  did  not  prove 
successful. 

I  merely  call  attention  to  the  bill  to 

\^hich  I  have  referred.     I  do  not  intend 

to  offer  it   as   an   amendment   because 

we   abandoned   the   voluntary   basis   of 

coverage  so  far  as  the  professions  were 

concerned.     I  call  attention  to  the  fact 

that  the  late  Senator  from  Wyoming, 

Mr,   Hunt,  who  was  himself  a  dentist' 

and  had  kept  in  very  clc-^e  touch  with 

his  profes.sion,  had  drawn  the  bill  and  I 

merely  introduced  it  following  his  death 

Mr,   HUMPHREY.    Would  It  not  be 

possible  to  experiment  at  least  with  one 

area  of  the  professional  class,  such  as 

denti.^ts?     I  do  not  wish  to  prolong  this 

discu.s.sion. 

Mr,  GEXDRGE,  I  am  a  strong  advo- 
cate of  permitting  any  group  which  so 
desires  to  enter  under  the  plan,  but  we 
were  convinced  that  it  would  not  work 
We  are  experimentinsr  with  the  idea  of 
having  preachers  and  ministers  come 
under  the  plan, 

Mr.  HUMPHREY,     Yes:  I  know  that 
Mr   GEORGE      But  there  are  special 
reasons  why  we  have  decided  to  select 
them. 

The  THYE,    Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
comment  briefly  on  what  the  able  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia   made   reference   to 
the  question  of  the  coverage  Qf  farmers' 
I  have  received  a  great  number  of  let- 
ters on  the  subject.    I  took  the  ques- 
tion up  with  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, the  Senator  from  Colomdo  (Mr 
MiLLiKiN!.  and  the  committee  staff    in 
an  attempt  to  explore  the  possibility  of 
having  coverage  for  farmers.    After  all 
larmers  are  paying  a  great  deal  into  the 
social-security  fund  in  the  prices  which 
they  must  pay  for  ihe  articles  which  they 
purchase  in  their  daily  or  annual  farm 
operations.    The  chairman  made  it  quite 
clear  to  me  that  some  of  the  farm  or- 
ganizations  objected   to  fanners   being 
covered  because  they  themselves  had  not 
solved  all  their  problems.    J  think  I  am 
stating  the  situation  correctly,  am  I  not' 
,^'-,  MILLIKIN.       The   difficulty   has 
.f.f"J  .1  o'-'^an^zations  sometimes  have 
stated  that  they  were  in  favor  of  such 
coycra.Te,  but  we  have  not  been  able  to 
leach  the  grassroots  and  obtain  an  au- 
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thentic  poll  showing  that  farmers  desire 
to  be  covered.  Once  there  is  evidence 
that  farmers  show  a  strong  interest  in 
bein.L'  covered,  they  will  get  coverage. 
We  do  not  wish  to  pull  them  in  by  the 
ears,  when  there  is  not  sufficient 
strength  behind  tlie  requests  which  have 
come  to  us  to  indicate  that  farmers  in 
overwhelming  numbers  desire  to  be  cov- 
ered by  social  security. 

Mr.  THYE.  A  lew  farmers  have  writ- 
ten to  me.  I  share  the  feeling  of  my 
colleague.  Mention  was  made  of  den- 
tist,^. Quite  a  niimber  of  my  personal 
friends  in  the  dental  profession  have 
consulted  me.  I  ai^preciate  the  problems 
with  which  they  f.re  faced.  I  am  glad 
this  discussion  ha.s  taken  place,  becau.se 
it  gives  us  some  understanding  of  the 
problems  involved. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  As  being  of  further 
po.'-.sible  interest  regarding  the  farmer 
a.spects  of  the  problem,  members  of  the 
committee  held  a  .'ort  of  impromptu  poll 
rouarding  the  mail  they  had  received. 
We  received  much  mail  from  organiza- 
tions, but  It  was  very  seldom  that  a  letter 
came  from  an  indvidual  farmer  saying, 
•I  want  to  come  in,"  or  "I  do  not  want  to 
come  in,"  Whenever  the  farmers  show- 
in  demonstrably  clear  fashion  that  they 
wisli  to  be  covered  under  social  security, 
it  IS  my  opinion  that  they  will  be  covered 


YVm  A.  RAST\'OROV  GRANTED 
ASYLUM 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
would  the  Senator  be  willing  to  yield  to 
me  not  to  exceed  10  minutes,  so  that  I 
may  speak  relative  to  a  note  which  was 
transmitted  to  the  Russian  Ambassador 
this  morning  by  the  State  Department "' 

Mr.  MILLIKIN,  I  am  happy  to  yield 
to  the  majoritv  leader 

Mr,  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President  I 
should  like  to  rcid  a  Department  of 
State  press  release  No.  441,  which  was 
released  at  8  p.  m.: 

The  Department  of  St.ite  today  trans- 
mit led  to  the  Soviet  Embassy  a  note."  the  text 
of  which  Is  set  forth  below,  concerning  the 
ca.^e  of  Yuri  A  Ra.stvorov,  former  official  of 
the  .Soviet  mission  In  Japan: 

■The  Secretary  of  State  pre.sent?  his  cnm- 
pliment.s  to  His  Exc.>llency  the  Ambassador 
of  the  Union  of  So.iet  Socialist  Republics 
and,  with  reference  to  the  Emba.ssys  in- 
quiries regarding  thf  whereabouts  of  Mr.  Y. 
A  Rastvorov,  has  the  honor  to  Inform  him 
that  Mr,  Rastvorov  has  requested  the  appro- 
priate American  aithoritles  that  he  be 
granted  political  a.sylum. 

"Mr  Rastvorov-s  ri-quest  has  been  granted 
and  he  is  now  residi  ig  in  the  United  States. 
If  the  Amba.ssador  washes  to  talk  with  Mr 
Ra.<^tvorov,  he  Is  avf  liable  for  an  interview 
Immediately." 

The  Department  of  Ju.«;tice  has  isstied  the 
following  statement  with  regard  to  the  au- 
th(.rizatlon  granted  to  Mr.  Rastvorov  In  con- 
nection with  his  entry  into  the  United 
Slates: 

"Attorney  General  Herbert  Brownell,  Jr., 
announced  today  that  Yuri  A.  Ra.<^tvorov.  the 
Soviet  official  who  so.ight  the  protection  and 
as.sistance  of  Americim  authorities,  has  been 
granted  temporary  entry  Irto  the  United 
States  under  the  an,-; oices  of  the  Department 
^f  Stat",  and  is  now  in  this  country.  The 
Jap.mete  Government  has  been  kept  appro- 
priately advicod. 

"His  entry  was  amhorl^ed  under  the  dis- 
cretKmary    powers    vested    in    the    Attorney  • 


General  by  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act.  ' 

"Yuri  A.  Rastvorov  has  been  in  consulta- 
tion with  American  officials  since  his  arrival 
In  the  United  States.  He  has  also  been  in- 
terviewed In  the  United  States  by  Japanese 
officials.  " 

Attached  hereto  are  copies  of  the  follow- 
ing pertinent  docume'nts  concerning  this 
matter: 

1    Mr    Rastvorov's  request  for  asvlum: 
2.  Biographic  information  concerning  Mr 
Rastvorov. 

"REQt'EST  FOR  ASYLCM 

"I.    Yuri    Alexandrovich    Rastvorov,    mo- 
tivated   solely    by   my   own    wishes,    and    for 
political  reasons,  hereby  request  the  United 
States  Government    for  political   asylum. 
"Yt-Ri  Ai  Ex.'LNDRovicH  Rastvorov. 

"January  24.  1954  " 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  there  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  the 
bio'jraphical  sketch  which  immediately 
follows. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bio- 
graphical sketch  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Biographical  Sketch 

Yuri  A.  Rastvorov  was  born  July  11,  1921, 
In  Dmitrovsk.  in  Central  Russia.  His  parents 
had  one  other  child,  a  son  who  died  in 
infancy, 

Rastvorovs  mother,  who  was  a  physician 
died  in  1946  His  father,  an  armv  officer! 
retired  In  1947  with  the  rank  of  colonel  and 
was  last  reported  living  in  Mcscow. 

Rastvorov  attended  middle  .school  in 
Mo.scow  and  studied  at  the  Geodesv  Institute 
there. 

He  was  drafted  Into  the  army  In  Novem- 
ber 1939  and  was  assigned  to  the  Institute 
of  Oriental  Languages  in  Moscow  the  follow- 
ing year.  The  institute  was  maintained  by 
the  military  intelligence  division  of  the 
S<3viet  Army  for  language  and  other  special 
training  for  intelligence  work  in  the  Far 
East.  Rastvorov  was  commissioned  a  second 
lieutenant  in  the  military  intelligence  service 
In  1941. 

In  February  1943  he  was  transferred  from 
military  Intelligence  to  the  secret  political 
police  (NKGBi  and  assigned  to  the  NKGB 
Intelligence  Directorate  in  Moscow. 

He  was  sent  to  Japan  in  January  1946 
ostensibly  as  a  Ministry  of  Foreign 'Affairs 
employee  but  in  reality  as  an  espionage  agent 
of  the  Ministry  of  State  Security  (MGB) 
later  in  the  Ministry  of  Internal  Affairs 
(MVD).  He  returned  to  Moscow  in  late  1946 
and  was  reassigned  to  Japan  in  June  1950. 
Although  performing  the  same  duties  as 
before  Rastvorov  was  now  listed  as.  a  second 
secretary  of  the  Soviet  mission. 

He  had  the  rank  of  lieutenant  colonel  In 
the  MVD  when  he  sought  sanctuary  in  the 
United  States  early  this  year. 

Rastvorov  married  Gallna  Andreyevna 
Godova  In  January  1945  in  Moscow  They 
have  one  child.  Tatiyana.  born  in  October 
1945. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND,  Mr.  President  I 
now  read  the  translation: 

Acct-ST  13.   1954. 

Translation  of  Statfmfnt  of  Yuri  A,  Rast- 
vorov 
I  wanted  to  live  like  a  decent  human  be- 
ing. I  wanted  to  be  treated  decently  and  I 
wanted  to  be  able  to  treat  other  people 
decently. 

It  Is  Impossible  to  live  like  this  under 
communism.  People  do  not  dare  treat  each 
other  decently  or  trust  each  other  or  speak 
freely  to  each  other. 

In  all  my  life  until  I  cnme  to  America  I 
had  only  one  friend  with  wh,.in  I  could  soeak 
fairly  freely  without  fear.     He  was  killed  in 


14423 


the  war.     I  could  not  even  speak  freely  with 
members  of  my  own  family, 

Vl'hen  I  was  a  baby  my  mother  had  me 
baptized  But  she  was  so  afraid  of  what  the 
Communists  would  do  to  her  for  this  that 
she  had  me  baptized  secretly.  She  did  not 
even  tell  my  father. 

When  1  was  a  child,  my  grandfather— my 
f:thers  father— owned  a  small  farm  near 
Orel.  He  had  two  horses  and  a  cow.  Since 
he  had  no  one  to  help  him  work  the  farm 
he  once  hired  a  man  to  help  him  get  the 
crops  in  during  the  harvest.  For  thU  the 
Communists  called  him  a  kulak— a  rich 
pea.sant— and  took  away  evervthing  he  had 
and  made  it  impossible  for  him  to  earn  a 
living  any  other  way. 

My  mother  sent  my  grandfather  bread 
secretly  from  time  to  tim.e  without  letting 
even  my  father  find  out  about  it.  But  my 
lather  did  not  dare  do  anvthing  to  help.  He 
stopped  seeing  his  father.  He  was  afraid 
tl  at  If  he  did  the  Communists  would  punish 
him.  My  grandfather  starved  to  death  in 
1&30. 

My  father  had  a  brother  who  was  an  army 
doctor.  He  was  taken  prisoner  by  the  Ger- 
mans in  the  Second  World  War.  When  he 
was  freed,  the  Communists  sent  him — Uke 
thousands  of  others— to  a  "quarantine" 
camp  to  check  on  his  rellabilltv.  He  was 
kept  there  for  3  years.  When  he  was  re- 
leased, I  was  afraid  to  see  him  or  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  him.  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  I  was  extremely  fond  of  him.  I  was 
afraid  I  would  be  punished  if  I  did.  maybe 
dismissed  from  government  service,  because 
he  was  under  suspicion  and  always  would  be 

for  having  been  In  contact — as  a  prisoner 

with  the  outside  world. 

This  IS  what  life  is  like  under  commu- 
nism. These  are  the  sorts  of  things  com- 
munism does  to  people, 

I  tried  hard  all  my  life  to  believe  in  this 
system  but  I  could  not.  From  the  time  I  be- 
gan to  understand  life  a  little,  the  things  I 
saw  made  me  feel  more  and  more  doubt  and 
bitterness  and  hatred. 

Finally  all  this— especially  after  I  saw  with 
my  own  eyes  how  people  live  their  own  Uvea 
and  how  they  get  along  with  each  other  in 
free  countries — made  me  decide  to  leave  for- 
ever a  fatherland  which  the  Communists  had 
turned  into  a  concentration  camp. 

Now  I  hope  I  can  make  a  new  life  In  this 
country,  a  normal  life  like  the  lives  of  other 
people  I  hope  I  can  become  an. American 
like  other  Americans. 

Mr.  JEH^NER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bar- 
rett in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Indiana? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN,     I  yield. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  wish  to  state  that  the 
Internal  Security  Committee  has  been 
interested  in  this  situation  for  some 
time.  Since  this  announcement  has 
been  made,  as  of  8  o'clock  this  evening, 
I  have  t>een  in  contact  with  the  authori- 
ties of  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment and  have  requested  that  our 
committee  be  permitted  to  have  Mr. 
Rastvorov  appear  to  testify  in  executive 
sessions  and  po.ssibly  open  sessions  later. 
We  wish  to  go  into  the  whole  matter  of 
his  defection,  his  reasons  therefor,  and 
so  forth.  I  have  contacted  the  authori- 
ties and  have  been  assured  that  that  will 
be  allowed. 


SOCIAL   SECURITY   AMENDMENTS 
OP  1954 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R,  9366*  to  amend  the 
Social   Security   Act  and    the   Internal 
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Revenue  Code  so  as  to  extend  coverage 
under  the  old-age  and  survivors  insur- 
ance program,  increase  the  benefits  pay- 
able thereunder,  preserve  the  insurance 
rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and  in- 
crease the  amount  of  earnings  permitted 
without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  complete  my  statement  on 
the  pending  amendment.  I  understand 
my  time  has  run  out.  so  I  will  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  to  yield  me 
sufBcient  time  to  enable  me  to  complete 
my  statement. 

Mr.  MnJ.TKTN.  I  will  yield.  Let  us 
start  with  5  minutes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Senator  this  question:  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  professional  groups  are  included  in 
the  House  bill? 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKIN.  Yes.  on  a  mandatory 
basis  except  for  self-employed  physi- 
cians. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Is  it  possible  this 
bill  may  go  to  conference? 

Mr.  MIIJiTKTN.  There  may  be  a  con- 
ference on  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  If  it  does  go  to 
conference,  will  the  Senator  keep  at  least 
an  open  mind  on  the  question  of  includ- 
ing in  it  the  professional  group,  the  den- 
tists, to  which  I  have  just  referred? 

Mr.  MTTJiTKTN.  Not  on  a  voluntary 
basis.  We  have  discussed  that  question 
in  the  committee  thoroughly.  It  was 
the  committee's  opinion  that  to  include 
such  a  provision  would  reverse  the  orig- 
inal attitude  the  committee  took,  be- 
cause, based  on  later  information'  and 
more  mature  thought,  it  was  realized 
that  our  particular  security  system  can- 
not be  operated  on  a  pick-and-choose 
voluntary  basis. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Rscoro  an  editorial 
entitled  "If  You  Want  Social  Security 
Tell  Your  Congressman,"  written  by 
Dr.  Earl  H.  McGonagle. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcord 
as  follows:  ' 


August  13 


If  You  Want  Social  SKTmirr  Tell  Toot 

CONGRISSMAIf 

(By  Earl  H.  McGkinagle,  D.  D.  S.) 
The  Congress  may  mistakenly  regard  the 
house  of  delegates  as  an  accurate  barometer 
of  all  dentists'  sentiments. 

There  seems  to  be  a  discrepancy  between 
the  action  on  social  security  by  the  house 
Of  delegates  of  the  American  Dental  Associa- 
tion and  the  sentiment  of  the  members  that 
It  represents.  The  house  of  delegates  turned 
down  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  for 
dentists  by  a  vote  of  312  to  64. 

To  my  knowledge  three  State  associations 
have  conducted  reply  postal  card  polls  of 
their  entire  membership  on  the  subject  of 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  (OASI)  for 
tlvm)^'  u"^  "^*  following  large  majorities 

Yea 

Massachusetts j  jg^ 

Minnesota 927 

Oregon -""111111      397 

The  totals  of  these  figures  are  2.488  yes  and 
rvP=T°'  ^l  approximately  80  percent  favoring 
OASI.  It  Will  require  a  psychologist  to  ex- 
plain the  action  of  the  delegates,  considerine 
this  evidence  of  the  true  sentiment  of  their 
constituents.  Perhaps  if  it  had  been  a  se- 
cret  ballot,  instead  of  a  standing  vote,  the 
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count  would  have  been  different.  If  com- 
plete polls  were  to  be  conducted  in  other 
States  it  is  probable  that  the  resUlu  would 
be  similar  to  those  of  the  three  States  listed 
here. 

At  the  meeting  of  the  reference  commit- 
tee on  insurance  held  in  the  StatUr  Hotel  in 
Cleveland  it  was  evident  that  the  members 
of  our  profession  knov  little  about  the  cost 
and  benefits  of  OASI.  One  question  di- 
rected to  the  chairman  was,  "If  dentists  were 
covered  and  one  would  die  leaving  a  widow 
and  children  ages  1  and  3  years,  what  would 
the  family  receive  in  benefits?"  The  com- 
mittee chairman,  acting  as  moderator,  re- 
ferred the  question  to  the  attorney,  who 
read  a  few  figures  and  percentages,  but  the 
question  was  not  answered.  Anyone  who 
knows  anything  about  It  could  have  given 
the  answer  In  a  minute.  The  answer  is. 
"From  the  date  of  the  father's  death  to  the 
date  the  youngest  chUd  becomes  age  18;  the 
widow  and  children  would  receive  approxi- 
mately $33,000.  In  addition,  if  she  does  not 
marry,  the  widow  would  receive  »  lifetime 
annuity  of  »63.80  per  month  at  agq  65." 

AIDS  TODNC   MEN  I 

If  dentists  were  covered  In  OASI,  It  would 
ease  the  anxiety  of  the  young  man  with  a 
family,  who  is  unable  to  carry  sufflclent  life 
insurance  for  proper  protection  such  as  his 
neighbors  enjoy  with  the  additional  protec- 
tion of  social  security.  It  would  ease  the 
load  of  older  dentists  who  see  their  ability 
to  appeal  to  potential  patients  slipping.  In 
large  industrial  areas  where  the  effects  of 
such  protection  are  better  understood,  you 
will  find  that  the  dentists  are  most  favorable 
to  OASI.  Will  Rogers  once  said:  'We  are 
most  down  on  that  which  we  are  the  least 
up  on." 

Regardless  of  what  we  may  think  of  the 
social -security  program,  it  is  with  us  to  stay 
All    pension    funds    are    largely    financed    by 
passing  the  cost  on  to  the  consumer.     Your 
utility  company  places  a  designated  amount 
In  its  retirement  fund  and  pays  its  share  of 
the  social-security  tax,  all  of  which  is  fig- 
ured as  expense  and.  along  with  other  ex- 
penses, is  used  as  a  gage  in  determining  the 
retaU  price  of  its  services.     When  deductions 
cause  the  worker's  pay  check  to  shrink    he 
demands  a  raise  to  offset  the  loss,  and  that, 
also,  is  passed  on  to  the  consumer,    if  den- 
tUtfi  were  included,  the  social-security  tax 
the   premium   on    OASI.   would    become    an 
expense  that  all  dentists  must  pay    and  It 
would  be  added  to  the  cost  of  services  pro- 
duced   by    every,    dentist.      No    one    dentist 
would  have  an  advantage  over  the  other  and 
each  would  have  to  determine  his  fees  with 
this    cost    Included.       Although    a    minute 
amount,    nevertheless,    that    is    the    way    it 
works  out.     The  question  is.  Can  wa  remain 
outside  the  program  without  being  burt  and 
placing   our   families   in   an   uncomfortable 
position?    We  are  paying  for  OASI  Indirect- 
ly but  receive  no  benefits. 

The  resolution  passed  at  the  1953  session 
of  the  house  of  delegates  simply  states  that 
there  has  been  no  change  in  the  attitude  of 
the  American  Dental  Association  with  ref- 
erence to  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
and  that  the  organization  will  explain  its 
position  when  details  of  the  propoaed  new 
law  are  known.  Its  position,  unchanged  is 
embodied  in  the  resolution  passed  by  the 
house  of  delegates  at  San  Francisco  in  1949 
which  states.  "The  policy  expressed  by  the 
1948  house  of  delegates  is  hereby  retoinded 
and  the  council  on  legislation  is  directed  to 
seek  amendments  eliminating  dentist.?  from 
any  proposals  to  extend  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance  to  the  self-employad  " 

There  are  already  several  thousand  den- 
tists under  QASI  through  being  employed 
or  being  self-employed  in  a  side  line  and 
you  do  not  hear  objections  from  them  "  The 
remainder  may  be  brought  into  it  without 
asking  for  it,  a^  requested  bv  President 
Eisenhower,  but  with  the  house  of  delegates' 


overwhelming  vote  of  312  to  64  against 
OASI,  our  Congressmen  may  besltate.  It  la 
Important  that  Congressmen  should  be  in- 
formed of  the  wishes  of  the  ittdivldual  den- 
tists, and  letters  should  be  written  to  them 
without  delay. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  letter  I  have  received  from 
the  Department  of  Health.  Education 
and  Welfare  in  answer  to  a  communica- 
tion I  had  received  earlier  from  Dr.  C  D 
Mitchell,  Crookston.  Minn.,  pertaining  to 
coverage  of  dentists  under  the  old-age 
insurance  program. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  tc  be  printed  in  the  Record 
as  follows : 

DEPARTMEm-  or  Health. 
Educatioh,  and  Welfare, 
Social  Security  Administration 
Washington.  D.  C.  July  27, 1954. 
Hon.  Hubert  H.  Humphret, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Humphrey:  This  Is  In  reply 
to  your  communication  of  June  28  with 
which  you  forwarded  a  letter  from  Dr  C  D 
Mitchell,  Crookston.  Minn..  Dr.  Mitchell 
questions  the  advisability  of  Covering  self- 
employed  dentists  under  the  Federal  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  program. 

As  you  know.  H.  R.  9366.  the  bill' Introduced 
to  carry  out  the  President  s  recommendations 
on  the  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  pro- 
gram, was  passed  by  the  House  Cf  Represent- 
atives on  June  1,  and  Is  now  being  consid- 
ered  by   the  Committee  on  Finance  of  the 
Senate.     H    R    9366  as  passed  by  the  Housa 
would  extend  old-age   and   survivors  Insur- 
ance  covera;^e  to  self-employed  dentists  and 
to  all  of  the  other  self-employed  professional 
groups     now     excluded     except     physicians 
While  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  haa 
not  yet  issued  a  report  on  H.  R.  936«    we 
understand    that   the   committee  haa   voted 
to  continue  the  present  exclusion  from  cov- 
erage  of  self-employed    professional   groups. 
As  Dr.  Mitchell  points  out  In  his  letter   the 
American    Dental    Association    opposes    the 
compulsory  coverage  of  self-employed  den- 
tists under  the  old-ape  and  survivors  Insur- 
ance   program.      Opposition    to    compulsory 
coverage  also  has  been   ex,  ressed  by  several 
State  and  local  dental  societies.    On  the  other 
hand,  man."  self-employed  dentists  and  sev- 
eral societies  have  expressed  a  desire  to  par- 
ticipate In  the  program.    The  reeults  of  sev- 
eral polls  taken  by  State  dental  assoclatlona 
and  district  societies  in   1953  and   1954  were 
reported  at  the  recent  hearings  on  H  R   9366 
held   by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance. 
The   members   of   the   societies   which   were 
polled  have  indicated  that  they  favor  old-age 
and  survivors  Insurance  coveraga  as  follows- 
Massachusetts  (95.8  percent),  Minnesota  (74 
percent),   Oregon    (73.9   percent).   New   York 
DLstrlct  No.   1    f88  9  percent),  aod  the  Chi- 
cajro  Dental  Society  (82  6  percent). 

Dr.  Mitchell  may  be  interested  In  what 
President  Eisenhower  said  about  the  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  program  In  hla 
special  message  to  the  Congress  on  January 
14.  in  which  he  again  urged  that  the  cover- 
age of  the  system  be  extended  to  mlUionB  of 
currf-nt  workers  now  excluded  and  made 
other  recommendations  to  ImprcA-e  the  pro- 
gram. Enclosed  la  the  text  of  the  Presi- 
dent's message. 

The  President's  recommendation  to  In- 
clude self-employed  dentists  under  the  old- 
age  and  survivors  Insurance  program  was 
made  only  after  very  careful  consideration. 
Moreover,  the  question  of  covering  this 
group  was  given  thorough  study  by  a  group 
of  consultants  to  the  Secretary  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare.  These  consultants! 
Who  were  recognized  experts  In  social 
security  with  backgrounds  in  business,  labor. 
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agriculture,  and  private  pension  plans,  also 
ciiine  to  the  same  conclusion. 

There  is  no  dou  n  but  that  many  Ameri- 
cans may  be  able  io  make  provisions  which, 
bprrinc  personal   catastrophes,   will   provide 
adequate   family  s-curity   when   they  die  or 
become  too  old   to  work,     "i'et  they,  as  part 
of  the  Amencfin  s  >ciety.  cannot  escape  the 
ill  effects  which  pnvcrty  among  many  other 
lamilies  would  hir,  e  on  our  whole  economy 
and  on  our  way  cJ  life.     Old  age  and  death 
arc  such  universal    hreats  to  family  security, 
find  therefore  to  oit  society  as  a  whole,  that 
the     responRibillty     for     protecting     si.ciety 
against    these    common    hn/ard.s    should    be 
universal.        Without      universal      coverage, 
many   persons   will   have   no  opportunity    to 
participate  in  the  nid-age  and  sur\ivors'  in- 
&urame   progr.iin   and    to  provide   economic 
security   for   thems.-ives   and    their   families: 
other  people  may  participate  for  too  short  a 
period  of  time  to  qualify  for  benefits.     People 
who  are  unable  to    icquire  protection  \inder 
the  procr.im  ag;iiiist  the  loss  of  income  due 
to  re'.lreinom   or  d<-.uh  would  have  to  rely 
In  cise  of  need  up.n  public  assistance,  and 
the  individualg  uiicer  old-nee  and  surviv<jrs 
Ini^ur.iiice  would  ha /e  to  bear  a  laiye  part  of 
the  hiiarcial  burden  of  the  costs  of  assistance. 
In    his   letter,    Dr    Mitrhell    mentions    the 
amount    of    liie    in.'urance    wliich    a    person 
could  buy  with  an  annxint  of  money  equiva- 
lent to  his  old-ape  and  survivors'  insurance 
c<imribuiions.     The  dilTerences  between  the 
kind  of  protection    .ffered  by  priv.,te  in.sur- 
ance  and   that   pro\ided   under  o!d-a<2c  and 
survuors  insurance  ire  sufficiently  marked  to 
makv.-    comparisons    difficult.      Private    insur- 
ance   and    .soci.il    se-urity    are    basically    not 
competitive,  but  arc  complementary  to  each 
cthtr      01d-at;e     aid     survivors     insurance, 
wall  benefits  relate«I  to  past  earnums.  is  in- 
tendid  to  provide  a  ba.'^e  on  which  an  indi- 
vidual  can    build   h:s   own   securltv   tlirough 
the  addition  of  inco  ne  from  all  forms  of  pri- 
v.iU'   savings,    home   cwi.er&hip,   and   pnv.ite 
iDHirance.      You     may     wish     to   send     Dr. 
Mit(hc-ll   the   enclosi'd   pamphlet   on   old-age 
rind  survivors   insurance,  as  it   contains   in- 
formation about  the  bciiehts  payable  under 
this  prccram. 

I  trust  this  information  will  assist  you  In 
I  replying  to  Dr.  Mitchell.  I  am  returninp  his 
I  letter. 

Sincerely  yours, 

John  W   Tramburc, 

Commisiioncr. 
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Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
al.^o  ask  unanimcus  consent  to  have 
pruned  in  the  Record  a  copy  of  a  letter 
from  Dr.  McGonairle,  addres.<=ed  to  the 
chairman  of  the  CDmmittee  on  Finance 

I  Mr.   MiLLIKIN  I. 

Thrre  beinR  no  objection,  the  letter 
^  as  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
a.'^  follows: 

JtJLY   10,   1954. 
Senator  Eugene  D  Millikin. 

Chaxrman.  Senate  Cotmnittee  on  Finance, 
Washington.  J)    C. 

Dear  SE.N.^ToR  .Mn.Li-cm:  I  wish  to  add  the 
i'ai(  wing  statement  to  my  restricted  testi- 
ng -ny  presented  befor?  the  Senate  Commit- 
tee on  Finance  on  July  6,  1954. 

First.  I  wish  to  call  \cmr  attention  to  testi- 
mony submitted  by  Dr.  J.  Claude  Earnest 
on  April  9  and  July  6.  1954.  In  these  state- 
ments he  emphasized  the  fact  that  retire- 
ment Income  for  dentists  was  unimjwrtant 
Hs  most  dentists  do  not  retire.  Either 
hrouph  insulBcient  knowledge  of  details  of 
the  O.ASI  program  or  through  willful  omis- 
sion the  m.^re  Important  features  of  protec- 
tinn  for  the  families  of  young  men  and  the 
Widows  of  older  men  were  omitted.  As  yru 
know-.  If  a  young  man  dies  leaving  a  wife 
and  2  children  ages  1  and  3.  that  the  family 
would  receive  approximately  •38.000  up  to 
the  day  the  youngest  child  becomes  age  18. 


and  then  when  the  wife  reaches  age  65  she 
would  be  entitled  to  a  monthly  income  of 
$81  40  for  lifef 

While  many  dentists  do  not  retire  there 
are  many  who  should,  and  would  if  they 
could  afford  it.  The  wile,  due  to  being 
younger  on  the  average  and  enjoying  a 
greater  life  expectancy,  usually  outlives  the 
husband  by  about  10  years.  At  age  65  she 
would  be  entitled  to  a  monthly  income  of 
$81.40  for  life. 

According  to  investigations  bv  two  of  the 
ler.d.nfi  diagnostic  clinics  in  oUrVountry.  the 
most  common  disease  of  dentists  is  ■aiixiety 
state."  If  the  young  men  and  the  elderly 
men  could  enjoy  the  .security  referred  to 
above  much  ol  this  condition  sh'  uld  disap- 
pear. If  dentists  are  not  included  in  0.\SI 
It  will  probably  become  more  prevalent  as 
the  conditli  n  called  -anxjety  state"  is  caused 
largely  throuch  tension  brought  on  due  to 
a  feeling  of  insecurity. 

Members  of  the  American  Deiital  .Associa- 
tion house  of  deicKates  are  usuaUv  selected 
from  Binong  thcjse  who  can  all.  Td  to  travel 
to  distant  points  at  their  own  exjiense.  They 
are  rarely  insirucled  by  the  State  association 
house  oi  delegates  and  when  thry  vote  at 
the  ADA  meeiuvs  there  is  no  record  made 
Of  the  vote  <>t  the  individual.  The  mem- 
bers of  the  Stale  association,  whom  the 
oelegates  are  representing,  have  no  way  of 
leariiing    hew    each   deleg.ite    voted. 

At  the  last  .session  of  the  house  of  dele- 
gates in  Cleveland  when  the  vote  on  old- 
ase  and  survivors  Insurance  for  dentists  was 
taken  a  request  for  a  secret  ballot  was  denied 
those  who  requested  it.  In  the  btandinp  vote 
then  taken  1  observed  the  members  of  one 
State  delegation  voting  acainst  it  although 
a  complete  statewide  ix.ll  taken  by  the  Stable 
as.snciation  that  they  represented  had  ap- 
proved OASI  I  have  been  informed  that 
other  State  delegations  voted  in  a  similar 
manner.  Tliere  seems  to  be  so  much  pride 
within  the  individual  delegate  that  he  has 
i.'>t  the  courage  to  stand  up  and  acknowl- 
edge that  he  is  in  favor  of  OA.SI  even  the  ugh 
It  is  the  lentiment  of  his  constituents  back 
home.  If  the  vote  in  the  house  of  delegates 
had  been  done  on  the  voting  machine  it  is 
very  probable  that  the  result  would  have 
been  quite  different. 

The  statements  made  by  Dr.  Earnest  that 
OASI  would  encourage  a  ueniist  to  retire  at 
age  65  is  absolutely  silly.  If  an  elderly  den- 
tist cannot  earn  much  more  than  the  "retire- 
ment benefit  of  OASI  it  is  time  to  retire, 
but  If  he  is  still  able,  and  can  command 
enough  patients  to  earn  considerably  more 
than  the  OASI  benefits,  he  would  not"  be  en- 
couraged to  discontinue  his  practice.  Rath- 
er, he  would  be  in  a  better  mental  state 
to  continue  as  he  would  enjoy  the  feeling 
of  security  due  to  the  protection  he  and  his 
wife  would  enjoy  under  OASI  in  case  it  is 
needed. 

Even  though  there  are  claims  that  most 
dentists  oppose  coverage  under  OASI  it  is 
not  substantiated  by  complete  secret  polls 
that  have  been  taken,  as  listed  in  my  testi- 
mony  before  your  committee. 

Your  committee  likes  to  please  the  major- 
ity when  consistent  with  the  general  wel- 
fare If  you  recommend  coverage  of  dentists 
In  OASI  you  will  please  those  who  openly 
request  coverage,  and  for  those  whose  pride 
restricts  them  from  requesting  it,  you  will 
satisfy  most. 

At  present  thousands  of  dentists  are  cov- 
ered through  working  for  other  dentists,  hos- 
pitals, and  associations.  When  a  physician 
or  dentist  who  has  been  employed  "by  an 
association  like  the  Mayo  Clinic  leaves  its 
employ  he  Is  no  longer  covered.  Many  den- 
tists are  covered  through  operating  a  busi- 
ness on  the  side  which  they  can  sell  or  lease 
at  age  65  and  receive  full  benefits  of  OASI 
and  continue  practicing  his  profession  at 
will.  OASI  should  cover  every  worker,  both 
employed  and  self-employed,  so   that   posi- 


tions can  be  changed  without  altering  the 
status  under  pension  setups. 

Dentists  and  their  wives  were  made  happy 
when  the  House  of  Representatives  included 
them  in  OASI.  Most  of  them  think  they  are 
in.  definitely,  so  you  will  not  hear  from  manv 
favoring  OASI.  The  American  Dental  Asso- 
ciation, with  its  facilities  will  see  that  you 
receive  many  requests  that  they  be  elimi- 
nated. Please  judge  these  letters  and  tele- 
grams with  that  in  mind. 

Thank  you  for  consideration  of  my  state- 
ment. 

Sincerely. 

Earl  H.  McGonagle.  D    D.  S. 
Note— All     figures     pertaining     to     OASI 
benefits  are  according  to  the  new  proposed 
schedule,  and  assumes  that  the  average  an- 
nual income  would  exceed  $4,200. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
also  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  some  excerfjts 
from  the  te.'^iimony  before  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  on  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  including  dentists  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


Statemknt  of  Earl  H.  McGonagle  Before 
THE  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  Pre- 
sented July  6,  1964 

Mr  Chairman,  I  am  Earl  H.  McGonagle.  of 
Royalton  Minn.  I  am  a  self-employed  prac- 
ticine  dentist  who  has  been  a  member  of  the 
American  Dental  Association,  the  Minnesota 
State  Dental  Association,  and  the  West- 
Central  District  Dental  Society  since  1916. 
It  is  my  privilege  to  presently  serve  as  presi- 
dent cf  the  MTW  Tri-County  Dental  Society 
and  am  a  past  president  of  t'he  West-Central 
Minnesota  District  Dental  Society.  I  am  also 
associate  editor  of  North-West  Dentistry,  the 
official  publication  of  the  Minnesota.  North 
Dakota  and  South  Dakota  dental  associa- 
tions. And.  incidentally,  I  am  one  of  the 
thousands  of  dentists  who  are  presently  cov- 
ered under  the  old-age  and  survivors'  insur- 
ance procram  holding  social  security  number 
474-34^887. 

This  lengthy  Introduction  is  given  you  be- 
cause I  am  representing  no  official  body  of 
dentists  and  want  you  to  understand  my 
background.  I  wish  to  plead  the  case  of  all 
dentists  who  do  not  agree  with  the  action 
of  the  American  Dental  Association  house  of 
delegates  In  regard  to  the  Inclusion  of  den- 
lists  in  old-age  and  survivors'  insurance. 

I  will  first  present  to  you  evidence  that 
Indicates  that  the  majority  of  dentists  do 
want  to  be  included  in  the  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors Insurance  program.  Second,  that  the 
vote  of  the  house  of  delegates  and  the  re- 
sult of  the  response  to  the  questionnaires 
mailed  to  members  of  the  American  Dental 
A.sEociatlon  in  1951  are  not  conclusive,  and 
third,  to  explain  why  dentists  are  not  like 
physicians  economically  and  should  not  be 
eliminated  from  coverage  In  OASI  Just  be- 
cause the  physicians  have  been  eliminated 
by  the  action  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. 

Any  polls  taken  other  than  in  secret  and 
in  full  coverage  are  of  little  value  so  I  will 
refer  only  to  polls  that  have  been  taken  in 
that  manner.     I  can  refer  you  to  others  that 
are    favorable    to   OASI   but   they   are    not    a 
true   and   accurate   poll   of   full   coverage    as 
I  have  Indicated,  and  are  not  of  great  value. 
Three  Slate  dental  associations  have  spon- 
sored reply  postal  card  polls  of  their  entire 
memberships  with  the  following  results: 
The  figures  are  as  follows: 
Massachusetts.  1.164  yes,  51  no   (958  per- 
cent   yesi:    Minnesota,   927   yes.   325    no    (74 
percent);  Oregon,  397  yes,  140  no  (73.9  per- 
cent). 

In    addition,    two    large    district    socletlee 
have  conducted  similar  polls. 
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New  York  district  No.  1,  2.141  yes.  267  no 
(88.9  percent) ;  Chicago  Dental  Society.  1.295 
yes,  271  no  (82.6  percent). 

The  results  at  these  reply  postal  card  polls 
are  impressive  and  if  other  State  and  district 
dental  associations  would  conduct  similar 
polls  It  Is  probable  that  results  of  such  polls 
would  be  similar  to  those  I  have  listed. 
Any  reference  to  States  or  sections  that  some 
claim  do  not  agree  with  this  sentiment  of 
favoring  old  age  and  survivors  insurance 
have  no  such  evidence  produced  by  any 
such  polls  and  statements  are  made  with- 
out sustaining  evidence. 

The  questionnaire  conducted  by  the 
American  Dental  Association  in  tlie  year 
1951  was  mailed  to  1  member  In  each  7  on 
its  mailing  list.  Replies  received  on  the 
question  of  old  age  and  survivors  insxirance 
represented  only  2.240,  less  than  3.5  percent 
of  the  entire  membership.  The  result  was 
48.3  percent  favoring  and  51.7  percent  op- 
posing old  age  and  survivors  insiirance  for 
dentists.  It  is  not  known  how  the  other 
96.5  percent  felt  about  it.  However,  this  is 
the  only  direct  contact  with  its  members 
that  the  American  Dental  Association  has 
to  guide  its  action  and  even  it  shows  a  bare 
majority. 

I  feel  that  there  Is  no  doubt  that  a  large 
majority  of  dentists  favor  inclusion  in  this 
program.  In  the  workings  of  the  American 
Dental  Association  house  of  delegates  there 
Is  a  psychological  factor  that  makes  it  ap- 
pear to  an  outsider  that  dentists  are  op- 
posed to  it.  The  delegates  rarely  go  to  the 
national  meetings  instructed  and  are  influ- 
enced by  personalities  and  situations  at 
hand. 

The  work  required  of  dentists  and  their 
Incomes  are  not  similar  to  that  of  physicians 
who  were  excluded  from  the  OASI  program 
by  action  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
A  physician  can  practice  his  profession   as 
long  as  he  maintains  a  sound  mind.     How- 
ever, a  dentist  must  maintain  almost  per- 
fect health  to  c£urry  on  his  office  work,  and 
It  cannot  be  done  on  a  part-time  basis,  as 
overhead  is  high  and  full  time  and  full  speed 
are  necessary  in  order  to  continue  practice. 
Many    dlsabUltles,    such    as    skin    diseases, 
arthritis,    trembling   or   injured   hands,   im- 
paired eyes,  and  a  host  of  other  conditions, 
will  render  a  dentist  useless  in  his  office. 
To  make  the  old-age  and  survivors  insur- 
ance program  sound  it  should  Include  every 
worker,   both    employed   and   self-employed. 
There    are    thousands   of    dentists    covered 
through  being  employed  by  other  dentists 
and    associations    and    many    through   con- 
ducting a  covered   business   in   addition  to 
his    dental    practice.       I    doubt    that    yoiir 
committee  has  received  many  objections  from 
those  covered  individuals. 

As  long  as  some  groups  are  excluded  from 
this  program  there  wiU  be  technicalities  that 
will  make  it  unfair  to  some,  and  the  innocent 
families  wlU  suffer. 

In  the  interest  of  the  dentists  and  their 
families,  I  pray  that  your  committee  will 
recommend  their  inclusion  in  the  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  program  as  has  been 
done  by  act  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
Shall  withdraw  the  amendment,  so  that 
there  will  not  be  involved  the  problem 
of  going  to  conference  with  an  amend- 
ment which  may  not  be  accepted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  withdraws  his  amendment. 

The  bill  is  open  to  further  amendment 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  call  up  my  amendment 
8-10-54-1. 

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER.     The 

Clerk  will  state  the  amendment 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  amendment  be  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record. 


There  being  no  objection.  Mr.  Hum- 
phrey's amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

On  page  25,  between  lines  5  and  6,  Insert 
the  following  new  subsection: 

"accountants 

"(1)  Paragraplj  (5)  of  section  211  (c)  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  Is  amended  by 
striking  out  'certified  public  accountant, 
accountant  registered  or  licensed  as  an  ac- 
countant under  State,  or  municipal  law,  full- 
time  practicing  public  accoununt" ." 

On  page  29.  line  7.  strike  out  "(1)"  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  "(m)." 

On  page  29,  line  11.  strike  out  "subsection 
(c)",and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  /subsections 
(c)   and  (1)." 

On  page  30,  line  3,  strike  out  "subsection 
(c)"  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "$ubsectlons 
(c)  and  (1)." 

On  page  108.  between  lines  24  and  25.  In- 
sert the  following  new  subsection: 

"(d)  Paragraph  (5)  of  section  1402  (c)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amend- 
ed by  striking  out  'certified  public  account- 
ant, accountant  registered  or  licensed  as  an 
accountant  under  State  or  municipal  law, 
full-time  practicing  public  accountant'  " 

On  page  108,  line  25,  strike  out  "(d)"  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  "(e)." 

On  page  109,  line  1,  strike  out  "and  (c)" 
and  Insert   in   lieu   thereof   "(c),  and    (d)." 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President, 
this  amendment  pertains  to  the  inclu- 
sion of  accoimtants  under  the  terms  of 
the  old-age  Insurance  program  and  the 
social-security  program.  I  have  been 
consulted  by  the  National  Society  of 
Public  Accountants.  I  have  been  in- 
formed that  on  the  basis  of  a  poll  of 
their  membership  the  vote  was  4  to  1 
in  favor  of  being  included.  Here,  again. 
Is  an  actual  membership  which  strongly 
desires  inclusion. 

I  realize  the  difficult  problem  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  has  with  regard  to 
including  such  professional  groups  when 
there  are  differences  of  opinion  within 
a  group  and  within  the  profession 
However,  many  times  in  Congress  we  do 
not  follow  the  advice  of  associations  on 
legislative  matters.  We  have  not  al- 
ways taken  the  advice  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  or  the  National  As- 
sociation of  Manufacturers,  or  any  trade 
association.  Usually  we  try  to  make 
our  own  decisions. 

In  this  instance,  I  feel  that  as  we  move 
along  toward  the  consideration  of 
broader  coverage  of  old-age  insurance 
and  other  benefits  under  social  security 
we  cannot  always  rely  upon  the  fio-called 
house  of  delegates  of  any  group  or  their 
delegate  assembUes. 

Considerable  evidence  has  been 
brought  to  my  attention  that  the  ma- 
jority numbers  in  many  of  these  groups 
are  desirous  of  coverage. 

I  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
what  his  view  is.  I  should  like  to  have 
his  advice. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  it  Is 
true  that  a  recent  poll  of  the  members 
of  the  National  Society  of  Public  Ac- 
countants shows  that  they  favor  cover- 
age under  the  social-security  provisions 
but,  according  to  the  society's  executive 
director,  James  E.  Keys,  a  substantial 
number  of  the  members  qualified  their 
ballots  by  indicating  that  they  favored 
coverage  only  if  all  professions  were  to 
be  covered.  This  position  was  based  on 
the  fact  that  the  self-employed  account- 
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ant  seldom  retires  abruptly  at  age  65 
and  normally  continues  to  work  as  long 
as  he  is  able  to  do  so. 

Therefore,  when  the  committee 
reached  its  decision  to  continue  the  ex- 
clu.sions  in  existing  law  of  certain  pro- 
fessional groups,  we  were  moved  by  the 
considerations  stated  to  make  no  excep- 
tion in  the  case  of  accountants.  We  also 
took  into  consideration  the  fact  that  no 
member  of  the  profession  appeared  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Finance  to  request 
coverage. 

I  must  necessarily  urge  upon  the  Sen- 
ate, in  order  to  coincide  with  the  opinion 
of  the  committee  and  other  views  ex- 
pre.s.<5ed  here,  that  this  amendment  be 
defeated,  if  pressed.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  will  not  press  it.  I  hope 
he  will  convey  to  those  who  have  com- 
municated with  him  the  feeling  so  far  as 
I  can  determine  it.  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Finance,  that  the  accountants 
can  come  in  whenever  we  receive  evi- 
dence that  they  want  to  come  in.  I  refer 
to  evidence  which  is  not  the  subject  of 
controver.'jy  or  dispute. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  respect  the  judg- 
ment of  the  chaiiman  of  the  committee 
These  are  most  difficult  decisions  to 
make. 

While  I  know  the  position  the  Senate 
committee  has  taken.  I  am  also  aware 
of  the  position  the  House  committee  has 
taken.  If  the  bill  goes  to  conference 
there  will  have  to  be  a  httle  give  and 
take.  I  hope  the  Senator  may  give  a 
little  and  not  merely  take.  If  the  Sena- 
tor will  give  in  a  little  and  take  in  the 
accountants  and  dentists,  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  will  be  very  happy. 

In  the  meantime,  in  order  to  make 
the  Senator  happy,  I  shall  withdraw  my 
amendment. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much. 
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LABELING  OP  IMPORTED  TROUT- 
MOTION  TO  RECONBEDER 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  so  that  I  may  make  a 
unanimous-consent  request  which  must 
be  made  today? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  yield 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  de- 
sire to  enter  a  motion  to  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  the  Senate  yesterday 
agreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  House 
to  Senate  bill  2033.  a  bill  relating  to  the 
labeling  of  packages  containing  foreign- 
produced  trout  sold  in  the  United  States, 
and  requiring  certain  information  to  ap- 
pear on  the  menus  of  pubhc  eating  places 
serving  such  trout 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     I  yield 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     What  bill  is  S.  2033  ? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  bijl  has  to  do 
with  the  sale  and  disposition  of  imported 
trout. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     The  trout  bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     Yes.  sir. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
motion  to  reconsider  will  be  entered 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.      I  yield 
Mr.  FERGUSON.     The  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  DworshakJ  is  interested  io 


the  trout  bUl.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  state  the  question  again  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho' 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  desire  to  enter  a 
motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
the  Senate  yesterday  agreed  to  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  Senate  bill 
2033. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Reserving  the 
ri;;ht  to  object.  Mr.  President,  I  .should 
like  to  have  some  explanation.  What  is 
the  rea.son  for  this  request? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  wish  to  have  the 
Senate  consider  the  amendments  which 
were  added  by  the  House,  so  that  they 
may  be  modified.  The  amendments  of 
the  House  were  concurred  in  when  I  was 
not  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  wished 
to  make  a  modification,  because  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  and  the  people  from 
the  State  of  Nevada  are  very  much  con- 
cerned as  to  this  industry.  A  slight  mod- 
ification, I  think,  will  do  no  harm  to  the 
bill. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Pi-esident.  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     Yes. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  There  was  a  con- 
."^cnsus  of  opinion  among  those  in  the 
industry  directly  affected  by  the  pro- 
pcsed  legislation  that  at  this  late  hour  it 
would  be  advisable  to  concur  in  the  House 
amendments,  and  not  Jeopardize  final 
pa.<^.sage  of  the  bill  by  reconsidering  the 
amendments  of  the  House  and  forcing  a 
conference. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  Is  the  reason 
I  am  making  the  request  today,  so  that 
we  may  work  expeditiously.  In  my  judg- 
ment it  will  not  affect  the  industry 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  am  in  somewhat 
of  a  dilemma,  because  I  have  been  ad- 
vi.sed  that  the  industry  directly  affected 
is  willing  to  accept  the  House  amend- 
ments. Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
have  contrary  information? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     Yes;   I  have 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  understood  that 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  made  a  unani- 
mou5-con.sent  request. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  will  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
tell  us  what  his  proposed  modifications 
are?  Is  he  reflecting  the  sentiment 
within  the  trout  industry?  The  Senator 
from  Idaho  was  advised  that  the  in- 
dustry  

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  am  reflecting  the 
sentiments  of  the  industry  as  it  exists 
in  my  State.  Otherwise  I  would  not 
make  this  suggestion.  If  I  thought  my 
request  would  put  the  bill  out  of  busi- 
ness. I  would  not  make  even  this  sugges- 
tion. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Does  the  Senator 
realize  that  he  may  be  jeopardizing  the 
proposed  legislation?  Docs  he  prefer  to 
take  that  chance  rather  than  to  concur 
in  the  House  amendments? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  would  not  take 
the  chance  if  I  thought  it  would  jeopard- 
ize the  final  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
believe  I  can  give  assurances  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  [Mr.  Dworshak]  and 
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the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCar- 
RANl.  I  understand  the  amendments 
proposed  to  be  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  are  not  hkely  to  require 
prolonged  discussion,  and  we  shall  sched- 
ule the  biU  so  that  it  will  not  be 
jeopardized.  . 


SOCIAL  SECURITY  AMENDMENTS 
OP  1954 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9366 >  to  amend  the  So- 
cial Security  Act  and  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code,  so  as  to  extend  coverage  un- 
der the  old  age  and  survivors  insurance 
programs,  increase  the  benefits  pay- 
able thereunder,  preserve  the  insurance 
rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and  in- 
crease the  amount  of  earnings  per- 
mitted \\ithout  loss  of  benents,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  announces  that  the  amendment 
by  the  Senator  from  Minne.sota  has  been 
withdrawn.  The  bill  is  open  to  further 
amendment. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
up  an  amendment  which  is  at  the  desk, 
'•8-11-54-C,"  which  I  have  modified,  and 
ask  that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  CHiEr  Clerk.  On  page  63,  be- 
tween lines  3  and  4,  it  is  proposed  to  in- 
sert the  following  new  subsection: 

KXTKA    CREDrr    rOE    postponed     KEmiElfENT 

(J)  Section  202  (a)  of  such  act  is  amended 
by  striking  out  the  second  sentence  of  sucb 
section  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following:  "Such  individual's  old-age  in- 
surance benefit  for  any  month  after  1954  shall 
be  equal  to  his  primary  insurance  amount 
for  such  month  plus  one-twelfth  of  1  per- 
cent of  such  primary  liisurance  amount  for 
each  month  (A)  which  occurs  (I)  after  1954. 
(11)  after  the  day  before  the  first  month  In 
which  he  Is  eligible  for  old-age  Insurance 
benefits,  and  (Ui)  prior  to  the  month  in 
which  he  files  application  for  old-age  in- 
surance benefits,  and  (B)  during  which 
either  he  Is  not  entitled  to  any  monthly 
benefit  under  section  202  or  an  event  speci- 
fied In  section  203  (b)  (1)  or  (2)  occurs. 
For  the  purposes  of  the  preceding  sentence 
an  individual  shall  be  deemed  eligible  for 
old-age  Insurance  benefits  in  the  first  month 
In  which  he  is  both  fully  insured  and  has 
attained  retirement  age." 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  has  been  modified  to  change 
one-sixth  to  one-twelfth,  which  has  the 
effect  of  changing  the  credit  given  to  a 
worker  who  delays  his  retirement  past  65 
from  2  percent  to  1  percent  a  year.  As 
the  committee  knows,  we  face  a  problem 
of  equity  concerning  men  and  women 
who  reach  the  age  of  65  and  who  con- 
tinue to  w'ork.  They  continue  to  make 
contributions  to  the  program  but  re- 
ceive no  benefits,  though  they  would  be 
eligible  to  receive  them. 

In  addition,  many  of  these  men  and 
women  when  they  reach  the  age  of  65 
find  that  their  earnings  drop.  Accord- 
ing to  the  Social  Security  Administra- 
tion, the  average  age  of  retirement  for 
men  is  69  years  of  age  and  the  average 
age  of  retirement  for  women  is  68. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  Is  to 
give  workers  who  reach  the  age  of  65  an 
additional  incentive  to  continue  to  work. 


14427 

The  incentive  is  very  moderate.  I  have 
changed  it  to  1  percent  of  their  benefit. 
It  seems  to  me  that  would  encourage 
such  men  and  women  not  to  retire  at  age 
65.  They  have,  under  the  mortality 
table,  14  years,  as  an  average,  ahead  of 
them.  This  amendment  would  encour- 
age them  to  continue  to  work  for  a  por- 
tion of  that  period,  thus  aiding  their 
self-suflSciency  and  our  productive  econ- 
omy. It  would  give  them  a  very  mod- 
erate incentive  and  would  not  be  very 
costly  to  the  program. 

I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
would  be  inclined  to  accept  this  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President.  I 
think  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  is  working  on  a  very  laud- 
able undertaking.  The  committee  is 
very  much  interested  in  how  to  keep 
elderly  people  working,  if  they  want  to 
work,  at  employment  for  which  they 
are  fitted. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  The  committee  has 
made  a  great  contribution  to  this  effort 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  We  are  making  a 
study  at  this  time.  We  have  considered 
many  times  the  problem  of  the  aging 
continuing  to  work.  We  are  deeply  in- 
terested in  what  the  Senator  is  endeav- 
oring to  do.  It  is  a  large  subject,  and  it 
is  one  that  we  carmot  resolve  on  the  Sen- 
ate floor. 

Also,  as  the  Senator  has  now  modified 
his  amendment,  it  would  add  a  cost  of 
$250  miUion  a  year,  and  certainly  before 
that  occurs  it  should  be  carefully  studied 
by  the  committee.  I  wish  the  Senator 
would  not  press  his  amendment.  I  can 
assure  him  of  the  continued  interest  of 
the  committee  in  this  subject.  We  shall 
be  glad  to  have  the  Senator  come  before 
us  when  we  begin  consideration  of  an- 
other social  security  bill,  which  is  a  con- 
tinuing subject,  also. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect in  his  statement  as  to  how  much 
this  provision  would  cost,  but  as  Mr. 
Myers,  the  actuary,  pointed  out  before 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  it  is 
preferable  not  to  deal  in  amoimts  but 
in  p>ercentages.  The  cost  is  0.14  of  1 
percent.  I  have  looked  at  the  figtires, 
the  high  and  the  low,  which  the  actuaries 
for  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  have 
projected  for  the  next  60  or  70  years.  It 
seems  to  me  that  0.14  percent  of  1  per- 
cent would  not  be  an  excessive  dram  on 
the  retirement  fund.  If  we  take  the 
optimum  conditions  about  which  Mr. 
Myers  talked,  we  find  that  by  the  year 
2020  there  will  be  $345  biUion  in  the 
fund.  That,  I  agree,  is  the  optimum. 
Nevertheless,  it  mdicates  that  the  per- 
centage of  drain  which  I  have  discussed 
should  not  break  the  fund,  and  these 
people  could  be  receiving  money  for  their 
years  of  employment  from  age  65  to  age 
70  when  they  continue  to  work  and 
pay  in. 

I  should  like  to  see  them  get  some 
compensation,  particularly  when  we  are 
not  in  a  period  of  massive  unemploy- 
ment, as  we  were  in  the  thirties,  when 
we  were  attempting  to  get  people  out  of 
the  labor  market. 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKTN.  I  am  very  sjonpa- 
thetic  toward  what  the  Senator  is  en- 
deavoring to  do.  The  best  information 
I  have  confirms  the  cost  of  $250  million. 
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That  Is  a  large  sum  of  money.  Con- 
sidering all  the  other  benefits  in  this  bill, 
I  believe  it  is  a  very  beneficial  bill  and 
involves  considerable  additional  cost. 

I  suggest  that  the  Senator  not  press 
his  amendment.  Let  us  make  this  mat- 
ter the  subject  of  continuing  considera- 
tion by  ourselves  and  by  the  committee. 
I  am  sure  the  Senator  will  find  no  lack 
of  interest  there. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  MiLLiKiN],  I  withdraw  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  withdraws  the  amendment 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
one  more  amendment  at  the  desk  which 
I  should  like  to  call  up.  "8-10-54-C," 
sponsored  by  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Pastore],  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey],  and  myself. 
The  debate  on  the  amendment  will  be 
very  brief. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  35.  it  is 
proposed  to  strike  out  the  first  3  figures 
in  column  I  of  the  table  appearing  on 
such  page  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"$10  to  $12.48." 

On  page  35,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
the  first  3  figures  in  column  II  of  the 
table  appearing  on  such  page  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  "$25  to  $30." 

On  page  35.  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
the  first  3  figures  in  column  ni  of  the 
table  appearing  on  such  page  and  insert 
In  lieu  thereof  "$35." 

On  page  35,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
the  first  3  figures  in  column  IV  of  the 
table  appearing  on  such  page  and  insert 
In  lieu  thereof  "$64." 

On  page  62.  line  23,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "$30"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"$35." 

On  page  63.  line  3.  It  Is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "$30"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"$35." 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  This  Is  jl  compara- 
tively simple  amendment.  The  com- 
mittee raised  the  minimum  from  $25  to 
$30.  I  am  anxious  to  raise  it  from  $30 
to  $35.  I  do  not  feel  it  would  be  an 
excessive  drain  upon  the  fund.  I  be- 
lieve it  would  be  of  material  assistance 
to  those  beneficiaries  of  the  old-age  and 
survivors  insurance  who  will  receive  the 
minimum  of  $30  a  month.  As  the  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado  knows,  the  average 
public  assistance  payment  in  April  1954 
was  $51.34.  Those  who  are  beneficiaries 
of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Fund,  with 
respect  to  which  the  tax  is  substantially 
higher,  receive  $97.75.  Civil  sei-vice  re- 
tirement beneficiaries  In  March  1954, 
average  $120.  including^disability. 

The  Senator  knows:  thac  even  $35 
would  not  go  very  far  tdward  maintain- 
ing a  retired  man,  particularly  with  the 
disabilities  which  a  man  over  the  age  of 
65  is  likely  to  have. 

Therefore,  I  do  not  believe  that  even 
taking  this  minimum  up  to  $35  would  be 
a  solution  to  the  problem.  Nevertheless 
even  though  I  appreciate  the  fact  that 
the  committee  raised  the  figure  to  $30, 
I  believe  we  should  raise  it  from  $30 
to  $35.    Even  though  that  would  not 
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be  of  tremendous  assistance  to  the  bene- 
ficiary. I  think  it  would  lessen  the  burden 
on  public  assistance.  Obviously  a  man 
cannot  live  on  $30  a  month,  but  must 
look  to  other  systems.  State  or  Federal, 
or  to  other  sources  of  income. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  As  I  see  it.  we  are 
faced  with  a  very  practical  problem. 
which  we  must  consider  with  respect  to 
anything  we  do  on  this  subject.  The 
House  thought  it  was  makini?  a  bit,'  im- 
provement in  the  system  when  it  in- 
creased the  amount  by  $5.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  House  would  accept  an  ad- 
ditional increa.se.  That  i.s  the  practical 
problem.  It  may  well  be  that  we  mav 
weight  this  bill  down  .so  hetivily  with 
amendments  that  we  may  find  ourselves 
ultimately  with  no  bill  at  all.  becau.'se 
the  House  may  very  well  refuse  to  accept 
such  amendments.  As  I  am  informed. 
the  amendment  would  cost  approximate- 
ly $80  million,  which  is  not  a  very  hv^ 
figure,  comparatively  speakin?,  or  as 
some  people  would  regard  it,  but  neither 
is  it  a  very  small  amount. 

I  suggest  that  we  wait  for  the  devel- 
opment of  some  experience  with  the 
present  rates,  which  I  consider  to  be  a 
little  improvement  over  what  they  have 
been  in  the  past.  I  suggest  that  we  take 
a  httle  time  for  observation,  tp  find  out 
how  the  program  will  work. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  According:  to  Mr. 
Myers,  when  he  testified  before  the  com- 
mittee, the  best  basis  of  figuring  costs 
is  as  a  percentage  of  payroll,  rather  than 
considering  the  progress  of  the  trust 
fund.  In  those  terms,  the  coFt  of  this 
amendment  would  be  one-twentieth  of  1 
percent;  and  if  we  consider  the  sound 
condition  of  the  trust  fund  and  the  con- 
dition it  will  be  in  for  the  next  70  years, 
if  we  take  the  halfway  mark  between 
the  low-cost  figure  and  the  high-cost 
assumptions  of  Mr.  Myers,  this  would 
not  be  an  excessive  drain.  Let  us  in- 
stead consider  how  little  S35  must  be 
for  the  average  man  to  liv«  on.  an 
amount  which  w^e  realize  obviously  must 
be  supplemented. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  last  thing  I 
would  want  to  do  would  be  to  open  up  for 
discussion  at  this  time  of  night  the  sub- 
ject of  the  trust  fund.  There  Is  a  great 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  what  the  trust 
fund  may  be  used  for;  not  only  as  to  what 
it  may  be  used  for.  but  also  what  the 
proper  policy  for  its  use  should  be.  I 
believe  we  would  encounter  tremendous 
objection  in  the  House  in  that  respect.  I 
know  the  House  feels  it  went  as  far  as 
it  could  go  when  it  took  its  action  in  this 
field,  which  action  the  Senate  committee 
adopted. 

I  have  considerable  appreciation,  of 
course,  for  the  arguments  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts.  However, 
I  do  not  want  to  become  involved  in  do- 
ing something  tonight  which  might  sty- 
mie the  whole  program. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Is  it  not  true  that 
under  the  old-age  assistance  program 
considered  separately  from  the  old-age 
insurance  program,  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment pays  $25  of  the  first  $30? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  is  my  recollec- 
tion. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  many  States 
there  is  an  aggregate  of  old-age  insur- 


ance payments  and  old-age  assistance 
payments. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     That  is  correct 
Mr.    HUMPHREY.     Therefore,    actu- 
ally  by   raising    the    old-ape    in.surance 
payment  we  would  not  be  spending  any 
more  money.     Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  But  each  of  the  two 
systems  rests  on  a  different  basis 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  correct 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  If  we  are  to  have  old- 
£;ge  assistance  for  as  long  as  we  are  to 
have  it.-  we  are  bound  to  put  it  to  the 
needs  test,  which  is  obnoxious  to  me.  and 
perhaps  to  others  also.  I  do  not  know 
of  anyone  who  likes  that  test. 

The  point  is  that  in  old-age  a.ssistance 
we  mu.st  meet  the  need.     We  do  not  fol- 
low all  kinds  of  philo'^ophies.     We  find 
out  whether  people  are  in  need.     Every 
dollar  a  person  gets  in  the  form  of  inter- 
est on  a  Government  bond,  everv  dollar 
he  gets  from  the  Social  Security  System 
and  every  dollar  he  gets  from  small  rent- 
al propeity.  or  from  anything  else,  has 
the  same  value,  when  we  figure  the  need 
When  we  start  to  fool  with  anything  eKe 
we  destroy  the  whole  philosophy  of  the 
system. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  do  not  believe  the 
Senator  and  I  are  in  disagreement.  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  the  Federal 
Government  appropriates  a  rather  sub- 
stantial sum  of  money  every  year  for  the 
old-age  a.s.sistance  program.  "  I  believe  it 
IS  •^om-thint,'  like  $400  million. 
Mr.  Mil  LIKIN.  Something  like  that 
Mr.  KENNEDY.  One  of  everv  eight 
old-a-e  a'-.'^istance  beneficiaries  also  re- 
ceives public  assistance 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  If  we  raised  the 
old-age  insurance  minimum  benefits  at 
least  with  re.^pecl  to  per.sons  who  are  the 
recipients  of  old-age  a.'-sistance  along 
with  old-age  insurance  benefits,  we 
would  not  actually  have  spent  any  more 
money.  We  would  merely  have  taken 
money  from  one  fund,  to  be  sure,  in 
larcer  amounts  than  was  originally  con- 
templated, but  the  sum  total  of  public 
moneys  that  would  go  to  an  individual 
would  not  be  changed. 

I  al.so  wish  to  make  note  of  the  fact 
that  the  old-age  insurance  fund  has  been 
established  for  the  benefit  of  the  people 
who  are  covered  by  that  fund.  It  is  n-  t 
a  fund  that  is  to  be  used  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  or  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce.  It  is  an  old-age  in- 
surance fund  established  for  the  benefit 
of  the  people  who  are  covered  under  that 
insurance  plan.  From  all  I  have  been 
able  to  gather,  the  fund,  at  least  in  ac- 
counting theory,  if  not  in  fact — and  I 
think  It  is  so  in  fact  al.so — is  in  very  pood 
shape.  I  do  not  believe  that  the' extra 
cost  of  the  amendment  would  be  a  heavy 
burden  upon  the  fund,  and  it  may  very 
well  relieve  the  burden  upon  localities. 
States,  and  counties. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  comes  back  to 
what  I  thought  we  might  be  getting  into 
when  we  started  to  discuss  this  point. 
The  fund  has  been  collected  from  people 
who  expect  certain  things  from  it.  We 
would  be  adding  additional  burdens  for 
which  those  people  did  not  think  they 
would  have  to  pay 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  benefit  under 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  would  go  only  to  the 
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people  who  are  covered  by  the  old-age 
insurance  program.  Every  person  who 
is  covered  by  old-age  insurance  hopes 
that  the  Government  will  mcrease  the 
benefits. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  depends  entirely 
on  who  gets  it  and  by  how  much  we  in- 
crea.se  it,  and  when  it  becomes  available. 
Mr.  KENNEDY.  We  are  already  treat- 
ing unfairly  the  people  under  the  fund 
who  are  in  the  higher  income  brackets, 
because  the  fund  is  weighted  in  favor 
of  the  people  in  the  lower  income 
brackets.  We  are  treating  many  groups 
unfairly  as  compared  with  other  groups. 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  have  some  opinions 
on  that  subject  which  I  cannot  express 
publicly. 

The  purpose  of  the  fund  Ls  one  of  test; 
that  is.  whether  anything  will  happen 
to  the  bonds  which  are  in  the  fund,  and 
which  are  the  security  of  the  obligation. 
becau.se  the  American  taxpayer  must  buy 
those  bonds.  The  person  who  contrib- 
uted money  for  .social  insurance,  the  so- 
cial insuree.  will  also,  as  an  American 
citizen,  have  to  meet  the  appropriations 
with  which  to  buy  those  bonds. 

Mr  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  any 
time  the  Senator  does  not  think  those 
bonds  are  very  good,  since  he  seems  to 
be  able  to  look  at  the  social-security 
.\v.^tem  with  more  insight  than  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  has.  I  wish  he 
would  serve  up  some  of  those  bonds  on 
a  platter. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  point  I  was 
making  is  that  those  who  thought  they 
were  buying  insurance  will  find  that  they 
will  have  paid  double.  They  will  have 
paid  at  the  time,  and  when  they  get 
ready  to  redeem  the  bonds — and  I  hope 
they  will  be  redeemed— they  will  have 
to  pay  their  share  of  the  bonds.  All  of 
that,  of  course,  argues  for  the  soundness 
of  the  bonds. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  If  we  take  the  de- 
pressing view  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado takes  of  the  value  of  the  bonds, 
the  fund  is  already  in  bad  shape.  If  we 
take  the  more  optimistic  view,  it  is  in 
very  good  shape.  The  very  best  actu- 
aries of  our  country  can  di-sagree  on  a 
prognosis  by  about  $200  billion  to  zero 
as  to  what  their  prophecy  would  be  as 
to  the  shape  of  the  fund  50  or  60  years 
from  now.  Inasmuch  as  the  cost  of  this 
amendment  is  one-twentieth  of  1  per- 
cent, the  cost  would  not  seem  to  me  to 
be  excessive,  particularly  when  we  con- 
sider its  beneficial  effects  in  reducing 
old-age-assis.ance  rolls  and  expanding 
the  economy. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  All  I  know  about  the 
subject  is  that  our  own  staff  says  it 
would  cost,  &i.  an  estimate  at  the  present 
time,  $80  million  a  year,  which  is  a  great 
deal  of  money.  I  hope  the  Senator  will 
not  press  his  amendment,  because  I  am 
sure  the  House  would  not  accept  it. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  thought  we  might 
have  a  vote  on  the  amendment,  because 
of  the  general  support  it  has. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  Senators  speak  a  little  more 
loudly?  I  cannot  hear  what  is  being 
said. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Maine  requests  that  the 
Senators  speak  more  loudly. 


Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Will  they  not 
take  us  a  little  more  into  their  con- 
fidence? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  I  agree 
that  the  conversation  is  becoming  in- 
creasingly intimate,  but  we  have  finished 
our  discussion.  I  will  inform  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maine,  because  I  would  ap- 
preciate her  support,  that  my  amend- 
ment would  increase  the  amount  of  the 
minimum  benefit  from  $30  to  $35,  and 
the  cost  of  it  would  be  only  one-twentieth 
of  1  percent  of  the  public  payroll 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  i.s  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment, as  modified,  offered  by  the  Sena- 
tory  from  Massachusetts  LMr.  Kennedy  1 
for  himself  and  other  Senators. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 
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CORRESPONDENCE  RELATING  TO 
CONFERENCE  REPORT  ON  ATOMIC 
ENERGY  BILL 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President.  It 
is  apparent  that  the  issue  of  public 
against  private  atomic  power  has  not 
faded  since  the  conclusion  of  the  pro- 
longed debate  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate 
a  few  weeks  ago.  That  full-dress  and 
enlightening  discussion  was.  I  am  sure, 
largely  responsible  for  the  series  of  Sen- 
ate amendments  in  the  public  interest, 
which  went  to  conference.  Lest,  how- 
ever, the  enthusiastic  support,  which  this 
august  body  demonstrated  for  those 
amendments  which  have  been  emascu- 
lated by  the  conferees,  has  since  that 
time  waned  appreciably.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  a  few  of  the 
telegrams  and  messages  I  have  received 
in  recent  days  criticizing  the  conference 
report  and  insisting  on  another  full  de- 
bate on  the  issue  at  stake. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tele- 
grams and  messages  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Jetjtrson  Crrr,  Mo.,  August  8,  1954. 
Senator  Thomas  C.  Hennings,  Jr., 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Washington.  D.  C: 

We  strongly  oppose  conference  report  on 
atomic  energy  bill.  Hope  you  will  do  every- 
thing possible  to  help  send  bill  back  to  con- 
ference with  specific  instructions  that  origi- 
nal Senate  amendments  be  adopted. 

JuLiTTs  Helm, 

Executive  Manager,  Missouri  State  REA. 

Tipton.  Mo..  August  9,  1954. 
Hon.  Thomas  C.  Hennings.  Jr., 

United  States  Senator  from  Missouri, 
Senate  Office  Building: 
Hope  you  will  support  sending  report  on 
atomic  energy  bill  back  to  Congress  with  In- 
structions to  adopt  original  Senate  amend- 
ments. We  greatly  appreciate  your  past  sup- 
port. 

Jack  H.  Needy, 
Manager,    Missouri    Electric    Coop- 
erative, Inc. 


Chillicothe,  Mo.,  August  9,  1954. 
Senator  Thomas  C.  Hennings,  Jr., 
Senate  Office  Building: 
The  112  million  public  Investment  In  the 
atomic  energy  program  Justifies   more   pro- 
tection than  is  provided  under  the  confer- 
ence    agreement.      Urge     your     support     to 
further  efforts  to  secure  approval  of  amend- 
ments formerly   approved    by   Senate. 
Ernest  C.  Wood. 
Manager,  Farmers  Electric  Cooperative. 


BuTLEH.  Mo..  August  9.  1954. 
Hon   Thomas  C.  Hennings,  Jr.' 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Washington,  D.  C  • 
Important  that  Senate  amendments  be  left 
In  atomic  energy  bill.     Your  support  to  such 
an  adoption  by  the  conferees  is  requested. 
Osage  Valley  Electric  Co-op 

Association, 
J.  F.  Lauderback,  Manager. 

CotvtxBiA.Mo,  August  10,1954. 
Hon.  Thomas  C.  Hennings,  Jr 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Wc^hington.  D.  C  • 

The  Missouri  Farmers  Association,  In  con- 
vention yesterday,  adopted  the  following  res- 
olution on  atomic  energy: 

•Only  through  an  abundant  source  of  low- 
cost  electric  power  can  the  people  continue 
to  expand  our  economy  and  maintain  and 
raise  our  standard  of  living.  Only  the  Fed- 
eral Government  can  finance  the  full  and 
effective  development  of  our  hydroelectric 
resources,  which  resources  are  the'property  of 
all  the  people.  Atomic  energy,  developed  at 
a  cost  to  the  Federal  Government  of  iiabil- 
lion.  Is  another  great  resource  for  develoo- 
ment  of  electric  power.  We  deplore  the  ef- 
forts to  turn  our  hydroelectric  power  projects 
and  our  atomic  energy  developments  over  to 
a  handful  of  private  power  monopolists  for 
exploitation,  and  call  upon  Congress  to  re- 
sist  these  efforts. 

Keep  up  the  good  fight. 

Fred  V.  Heinkel, 

President,  Missouri  Farmers  Association. 

Washington,  D.  C.  August  €.  1954. 
Senator  Thomas  C.  Hennings,  Jr., 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Washington.  D.  C: 
Believe  compromises  made  In  atomic  en- 
ergy bill  in  conference  defeat  all  major  gains 
you  fought  so  hard  for  In  Senate  debate 
McMahon  Act  should  not  be  superseded  by 
bad  legislation.  Sincerely  and  strongly  urge 
you  oppose  conference  report. 

Wallace  J.  Campbell, 
Cooperative  League  of  U.  S.  A. 

Scott-New  MADRii>-Mississn'Pi 

Electric  Cooperative, 
Sikeston,  Mo.,  August  2.  1954. 
Hon.  Thomas  C.  Hennings.  Jr., 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  The  Senate  amendments  to  the 
atomic-energy  bill  seemed  to  be  more  favor- 
able   to    the    rural-electrlflcation    bill    than 
the  original  draft. 

After  the  conference  committee  passes  the 
bill  back  to  be  voted  upon  for  final  passage, 
we  believe  all  the  Senate  amendments  help- 
ful to  the  REA  program  should  t)e  left  In 
the  final  draft  of  the  bill. 

Please  use  your  influence  along  with  con- 
tinued suppwrt  as  you  have  in  the  past  in 
our  behalf. 

Yours  truly. 

Elon  Propter, 

President. 

Cameron,  Mo.,  August  9,  1954. 
Hon.  Thomas  C.  Hennings,  Jr.. 
United  States  Senator: 
Would  appreciate  your  support  In  return- 
ing atomic  energy  bill  to  conference  asking 
for  adoption  of  original  amendment. 

John  E.  Buck. 
President.  Northwest  Electric  Power 
Co-op. 


Poplar  Bltttt.  Mo.,  August  9,  1954. 
Hon.  Thomas  C.  Hennings.  Jr., 
Senate  Office  Building: 
Respectfully  request  your  support  In  pend- 
ing  atomic   energy   bUl   back   to  conference 
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August  13 


with  instructions  to  adopt  original  Senate 

amendment. 

M.  AMD  A.  Blzctric  Power  Co-op, 
jAim  W.  OwNKS.  Jr.,  Uanager, 

WAsatMCTON,  D.  C.  Augtist  10,  1954. 
Hon.  Thomas  C^EmnMcs,  Jr.. 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Urge  you  vote  to  recommit  atomic  energy 
bill  with  instructions  to  conferees  to  Insist 
on  Senate  amendments  In  regard  to  compul- 
sory licensing  of  patents  and  adequate  safe- 
guards on  preference  rights  of  rural  electric 
cooperatives. 

James  G.  Patton, 
President,  National  Farmers  Union. 


SOCIAL 


SECURITY     AMENDMENTS 
OP  1954 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9366)  to  amend  the  So- 
cial Security  Act  and  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code,  so  as  to  extend  coverage  under 
the  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
program.  Increase  the  benefits  payable 
thereunder,  preserve  the  insurance 
rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and  in- 
crease the  amount  of  earnings  permitted 
without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  president,  I 
call  up  my  amendment  &-&-54-D,  and 
ask  that  it  be  stated.        

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

The  Chut  Clerk.  On  page  136  it  Is 
proposed  to  strike  out  lines  16  through 
21,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  follow- 
ing provision: 

xrrxNsioN  or  pkovision  eklating  to  stats 
rLAKS  roB  Am  to  the  bund 

Sic.  303.  Section  344  (b)  of  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  Amendments  of  1850  (Public  Law 
734,  8l8t  Ciong.)  Is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

"(b)  TTie  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  shall 
be  effective  on  and  after  October  1,  1950." 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
glad  to  have  joined  with  me  as  cospon- 
sors  of  this  amendment  my  colleague,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Sy- 
MiNCTON],  the  distinguished  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Martin], 
and  the  distinguished  junior  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Duff]. 

Mr.  President,  this  amendment  relates 
to  the  blind.  It  would  charge  section 
344  (b)  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
Amendments  of  1950  so  as  to  make  the 
provisions  of  section  344  (a)  of  that  act 
applicable  without  limitation  as  to  time. 
At  present  the  time  limit  on  section  344 
(a)  is  Jime  30.  1955,  approximately  a 
year  from  this  time.  The  bill  passed 
by  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
reported  by  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee would  retain  a  time  limitation 
but  would  extend  it  for  2  additional 
years,  until  June  30,  1957. 

The  Social  Security  Act  now  permits 
maximum  earnings  of  $50  a  month  to 
be  disregarded  by  the  State  agencies  for 
the  blind  in  determining  whether  blind 
individuals  are  entitled  to  assistance  un- 
der the  Federal-State  program.  My  own 
St:;te  of  Missouri,  and  the  State  of  Penn- 
sylvania as  well,  have  long  had  laws 
which  permit  blind  recipients  of  aid  to 
have   approximately   $1,100   a   year  in 


other  Income  and  still  be  eligible  for 
assistance. 

Before  the  enactment  of  section  344 
(a)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  Amend- 
ments in  1950,  it  had  been  held  that 
Missouri  and  Pennsylvania  could  not  re- 
ceive Federal  money  even  for  those  re- 
cipients who  had  no  other  income  be- 
cause the  States  also  wished  to  grant 
assistance,  out  of  their  own  funds,  to 
some  blind  people  while  permitting  them 
to  have  income  in  excess  of  the  amount 
allowed  under  the  Federal  law.  The 
question  of  States'  rights  is  involved,  as 
well  as  what  we  consider  fair  treatment 
for  the  blind  people  of  the  States  of 
Pennsylvania  and  Missouri. 

Earnings  up  to  $1,100  do  not  seem  to 
me,  nor  do  they  seem  to  the  people  of 
my  State,  as  exemplified  by  our  State 
law,  to  be  unduly  high.  From  what  I 
have  learned  in  conversations  with  the 
distinguished  Senators  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, it  does  not  seem  to  the  people 
of  Pennsylvania  that  $1,100  is  unduly 
high. 

In  my  opinion,  it  is  only  fair  and  prop- 
er that  we  should  be  permitted  to  retain 
this  standard  permanently,  provided 
that  only  State  funds  are  used  for  pay- 
ments to  individuals  who  do  not  qualify 
under  the  more  restrictive  conditions  re- 
quired for  Federal  assistance. 

The  Federal  law  provides  S600.  We 
believe  that  $1,100  is  not  excessive  for 
the  blind  to  receive  as  income  in  order 
to  come  under  the  State  provisions.  In 
our  State  we  are  very  happy  to  make 
this  additional  contribution  to  our  blind 
people.  We  do  not  believe  that  the  blind 
people  who  fall  within  the  $600  limita- 
tion should  be  excluded,  because  £Jl  the 
blind  in  our  State  do  not  come  under 
that  $600  limitation.  We  feel  that  our 
State  is  advanced  and  is  perhaps  con- 
siderably more  enlightened  on  this  ques- 
tion than  are  some  other  States. 

The  enactment  of  section  344  (a)  made 
these  States  eligible  for  Federal  assist- 
ance for  aid  payments  to  blind  individ- 
uals who  meet  the  income  limitations  im- 
posed under  the  Federal  program.  At 
the  present  time,  the  Federal  Gofvern- 
ment  shares  in  payments  of  assistance  to 
almost  two-thirds  of  those  receiving 
aid  in  Pennsylvania  and  slightly  more 
than  three-fourths  of  the  number  of 
blind  recipients  in  Missouri. 

The  States  bear  the  entire  cost  cf  as- 
sisting those  who  are  not  eligible  under 
the  Federal  program.  Of  the  total  ex- 
penditures for  aid  to  the  blind  in  these 
States  in  1953,  Pennsylvania  bore  63.7 
percent  of  the  cost  and  Missouri  bore  53.2 
percent.  In  neither  State  was  one  Fed- 
eral dollar  used  to  pay  aid  to  any  in- 
dividual who  did  not  meet  the  stringent 
eligibility  requirements  of  the  Federal 
law.  The  effect  of  the  time  limitation  in 
the  present  law,  and  also  in  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  House  and  the 
Finance  Committee,  is  that  States  which 
have  entirely  State-supported  programs 
more  beneficial  to  the  blind  than  those 
in  which  the  Federal  Government  par- 
ticipates, will  be  penalized  after  a  spec- 
ified period  of  time  by  the  withdiawal 
of  Federal  funds. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  yield? 


Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  in  a  moment.  I  am  speaking  under 
a  limitation  of  time. 

I  beheve.  Mr.  President,  that  the  pres- 
ent situation  is  unjust  both  to  the  States 
and  to  the  blind  individuals  in  need  of 
assistance. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  question  which  oc- 
curs to  me  is  whether  the  situation  in 
Missouri  and  Pennsylvania  is  different 
from  that  in  any  other  State  of  the  Un- 
ion? What  is  the  situation  in  those  two 
States? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  have  undertaken 
to  state  the  difference. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  realize  that,  but  what 
is  the  difference? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  In  Missouri.  State 
a.ssistance  to  the  blind  who  get  over  $1,- 
100  a  year  from  State  funds. 

Mr.  THYE.  But  the  que.-  tion  is.  What 
is  the  situation  in  other  States?  Is  it 
entirely  different,  or  is  the  situation  in 
Missouri  and  Pennsylvania  percentage- 
wi.se  greatly  different  from  the  situation 
in  other  States?  I  was  trying  to  get 
clear  in  my  mind  what  might  be  the  sit- 
uation in  Massachusetts,  for  example. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  situation  is  in  Massachusetts.  Per- 
haps the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
committee  could  help  me  by  answering 
that  question. 

I  am  concerned  with  the  problem  in 
the  States  of  Pennsylvania  and  Mis- 
souri. I  know  that  in  those  States  a 
more  liberal  view  of  the  matter  ir;  taken. 
We  are  willing  to  do  more  for  our  blind 
in  those  States,  but  we  are  not  asking 
for  any  more  Federal  money. 
^  Mr.  THYE.  But  this  is  an  amendment 
to  a  Federal  law.  I  wanted  to  be  certain 
how  the  amendment  would  affect  other 
States  in  the  Union. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  It  would  have  no  ef- 
fect whatsoever  on  any  of  the  other 
States. 

Mr.  THYE.  Other  than  Pennsylvania 
and  Missouri? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  now  think  I  see 
the  point  which  my  good  friend  from 
Minnesota  was  undertaking  to  make.  I 
am  sorry  for  not  having  been  more  re- 
sponsive to  his  question.  I  should  like 
to  be  corrected  by  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee  if  I  am  in 
error. 

I  can  see  no  way  in  which  this  amend- 
ment would  affect  other  States  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  think  it  offers  some 
special  treatment  which  is  not  available 
to  other  States  in  the  Union. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Prior  to  1950,  Mis- 
souri was  required  to  meet  the  Federal 
standard  of  not  giving  State  aid,  upon 
the  pain  of  not  getting  Federal  con- 
tributions, where  the  amount  earned  per 
year  was  in  excess  of  the  Federal  crite- 
rion.   Am  I  not  correct? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  Senator  is  ask- 
ing for  Federal  aid  in  the  case  of  the 
States  of  Missouri  and  Pennsylvania, 
which  do  not  comply  with  the  require- 
ments imposed  upon  other  States.  With 
the  thought  in  mind  of  enabling  the 
States  to  get  the  matter  straightened  out, 
we  have  given  time,  or  have  been  willing 
to  investigate  and  give  more  time.  I 
understand  the  Senator  desires  the  same 
thing,  but  he  wants  it  permanently. 
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Mr.  HEIWINGS.  That  is  exactly 
right.  I  hctpe  to  answer  the  Senator's 
point  later,  as  I  go  into  a  discussion  of 
the  amendment  which  has  been  offered, 
and  which  we  believe  is  sound  from  the 
standpoint  of  administration  and  the 
standpoint  of  simple  Justice.  We  believe 
it  is  fair  to  the  States  of  Missouri  and 
Pennsylvania,  and  that  it  is  fair  to  the 
Federal  Government.  It  provides  for 
these  States  nothing  more  than  equal 
treatment  with  other  States.  But  it  re- 
moves the  sword  of  Damocles  which  now 
hangs  over  them.  I  strongly  feel  that 
the  amendment  should  be  agreed  to,  so 
that  these  States  may  proceed  upon  a 
long-range  basis. 

Aid  to  the  blind  is  more  generous  and 
liberal  in  Missouri  and  Pennsylvania 
than  that  which  has  been  p3rmitted  un- 
der the  Federal  law.  We  believe  that 
broad  and  worthwhile  State  programs  of 
assistance  to  the  blind  ought  to  be  en- 
couraged and  helped  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, rather  than  having  their  de- 
velopment discouraged  and  hampered. 

In  asking  for  the  complete  elimination 
of  the  time  limitation  on  the  1950 
amendment.  Missouri  and  Pennsylvania 
are  not  asking  for  sp>eclal  treatment  per- 
mitting them  to  use  Federal  funds  for 
purposes  not  authorized  in  other  States. 
They  are  merely  asking  for  equal  treat- 
ment in  claiming  a  right  to  receive  Fed- 
eral contributions  to  blind  people  ad- 
mitted by  everybody  to  qualify  under 
authorized  Pederal-State  programs. 

Since  Congress  Itself,  in  the  1950 
Amendments  Act.  established  the  prin- 
ciple that  blind  persons  receiving  aid 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  earn  up  to  $600  a 
year,  it  is  very  hard  for  us  to  under- 
stand why  the  Federal  Government 
should  deny  funds  to  Missouri  and  Penn- 
sylvani?  because,  at  their  own  expenses, 
those  two  States  have  extended  this 
principle  to  include  blind  persons  in 
distress,  or  who  earn  up  to  $1,100  a  year. 

Missouri  and  Pennsylvania  have, 
through  the:r  State-financed  programs, 
kept  alive  hope  and  opixirtunity  of  better 
lives  and  the  achievement  of  self-sup- 
port for  all  their  blind  people.  Assist- 
ing blind  individuals  to  rehabilitate 
themselves  and  make  their  contribution 
to  society  by  enlarging  their  economic 
opportunities  through  reasonable  ex- 
emptions of  income  and  accumulations 
of  property  is  an  objective  which  ought 
to  be  at  the  foundation  of  all  aid  pro- 
grams for  the  blind.  Programs  of  as- 
sistance should  not  help  only  blind  per- 
sons in  distress,  but  should  help  them 
to  get  out  of  distress. 

In  answer  to  the  suggestion  made  by 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  that  we 
have  been  given  some  time  to  straighten 
ourselves  out,  as  he  put  it,  we  have 
not  viewed  tlie  situation  in  that  way.  but 
have  interpreted  it  as  an  indication  that 
this  is  unduly  restrictive  discretionary 
action  by  Federal  administrators;  and 
the  promise  by  Congress,  as  we  inter- 
pret it.  is  a  promise  of  action  before  1955 
to  clarify  the  rights  of  the  States  to  be 
free  from  interference  with  State  pro- 
grams where  no  Federal  funds  are  In- 
volved, as  in  this  case. 

We  believe  it  is  very  tmixjrtant  that 
action  be  taken  now,  because  the  prin- 
ciple remains  the  same,  whether  it  is 


adopted  now  or  In  the  future.  The 
sooner  this  question  is  decided,  the  better 
It  will  be  for  everyone  concerned. 

The  important  issue  is  whether  Fed- 
eral funds  are  to  be  used  as  grants-in- 
aid  to  assist  States  to  raise  their  stand- 
ards, or  are  to  be  used  to  coerce  States 
into  lowering  their  standards  as  affecting 
blind  persons  within  their  boundaries. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  appreciate  very 
much  the  fine  manner  in  which  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Missouri  has 
presented  the  case.  We  of  Pennsylvania 
are  fully  in  accord  with  what  he  has  said. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  am  certain  the  case 
could  not  have  been  better  presented. 
We  believe  that  this  is  an  important 
issue,  and  that  our  States  are  entitled 
to  relief. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  This  proposal  will 
not  cost  the  Federal  Treasury  1  cent. 
We  believe  that  our  program  for  the 
blind  is  an  enlightened  one,  and  that  we 
should  not  have  to  pay  a  penalty  because 
we  are  ahead  of  other  States.  We  be- 
lieve we  should  be  entitled  to  have  $1,100 
a  year  for  our  blind.  We  are  not  re- 
linquishing the  position  we  have  taken 
on  behalf  of  our  unfortunate  citizens. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  the 
committee  gave  careful  consideration  to 
the  proposal  contained  in  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri, under  which  Federal  grants  to  cer- 
tain States  having  aid-to-the-blind  pro- 
grams which  do  not  meet  the  needs  test 
provision  of  Federal  law  would  be  made 
permanent.  It  was  the  decision  of  the 
committee  to  provide  another  2-year  ex- 
tension rather  than  a  permanent  exten- 
sion, so  that  the  present  practices  in 
administering  aid  to  the  blind  in  Penn- 
sylvania and  Missouri  could  be  continued 
and  in  turn  ample  time  would  be  allowed 
for  further  study  on  which  to  base  a 
final  determination. 

That  has  already  been  decided  upon 
and  is  in  the  bill.  Missouri  and  Penn- 
sylvania are  not  under  any  present  need. 
They  have  2  years  in  which  to  adjust 
their  plans  in  accordance  with  those  of 
the  Federal  Government. 

By  extending  the  expiration  date  from 
June  30,  1955,  to  June  30,  1957,  as  is 
provided  in  H.  R.  9366,  the  States  of 
Pennsylvania  and  Missouri  would  be  en- 
abled to  carry  out  what  is  in  effect  two 
aid-to-the-blind  programs — one  under 
which  pasmients  to  recipients  would  be 
matched  by  Federal  funds  because  the 
need-test  requirement  of  F^eral  law 
would  be  met  and  the  other  would  be 
financed  without  Federal  funds  because 
the  Federal  requirement  relating  to  need 
was  not  met. 

To  make  the  provision  permanent  at 
this  time,  as  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Missouri,  would  be  to  say  that  the 
States  of  Pennsylvania  and  Missouri 
should  continue  for  all  time  to  receive 
special  treatment  that  is  not  available 
to  other  States.  In  opposing  this 
amendment,  it  is  my  thought  that  before 
June  1957,  the  Congress  would  have  an 
opportunity  to  determine  whether  the 
practices  in  Missouri  and  Pennsylvania 


are  sound  and  should  be  extended  to  the 
rest  of  the  States.  On  the  other  hand. 
if  the  practices  are  found  not  to  be  sound, 
then  Pennsylvania  and  Missouri  should 
be  required  to  meet  the  same  conditions 
as  are  met  by  the  other  States. 

I  do  not  purport  to  judge  what  the  final 
decision  should  be.  I  urge  that  the  de- 
feat of  the  amendment  to  H.  R.  9366 
would  give  ample  protection  to  the  two 
States  now  administering  aid  to  the  blind 
programs  without  a  needs  test.  By 
June  30.  1957.  we  shall  be  in  a  better 
position  to  determine  whether  or  not  this 
special  provision  should  be  made  appli- 
cable to  all  States  or  whether  it  should 
be  deleted  from  the  Federal  law  govern- 
ing aid  to  the  blind  programs  in  which 
the  Federal  Government  participates. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Do  I  correctly  un- 
derstand the  distinguished  Chairman  of 
the  Finance  Committee  to  suggest  that 
it  is  possible  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment may  conclude  that  the  Pennsyl- 
vania and  Missouri  plans  are  supperior 
to  those  of  the  other  States  which  are 
now  under  the  plan? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  They  might  con- 
clude that  after  study;  and  if  so  I  have 
made  the  suggestion  then  that  this  priv- 
ilege should  be  open  to  all  the  States, 
and  it  should  be  the  privilege  of  all  of 
the  States.  At  the  present  time  we  are 
preserving  the  position  of  Iiiissouri  and 
Pennsylvania  by  keeping  it  open  so  they 
can  follow  what  they  are  doing  for  an- 
other 2  years  at  least  and  give  them  time 
to  make  adjustment  if  they  want  to 
make  adjustment,  and  at  the  same  time 
give  the  Federal  Government  a  chance 
to  determine  whether  it  wants  to  give 
the  same  sanction  to  all  States. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  May  I  ask  the  dis- 
tinguished chairman  another  question  in 
that  connection?  If  Missouri  starts  to 
make  its  adjustment  downward,  to  go 
from  $1,100  to  $600  in  order  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  act,  and  if  after  this 
study  which  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  committee  suggests  be  made  the 
Federal  Government  decides  to  go  up  to 
$1,100,  if  Missouri  is  working  down  and 
the  Federal  Government  is  going  up. 
we  are  adjusting  to  something  which  it 
has  been  suggested  may  work  out  en- 
tirely different,  so  that  while  we  are  go- 
ing down  the  Federal  Government  is 
going  up. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  simply  empha- 
sizes the  difBculty,  one  nins  into  when 
one  carves  out  2  States  from  the  48,  and 
puts  them  into  a  special  position. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Is  this  program 
costing  the  Federal  Government  any 
money? 

Mr.  MILXJKIN.  I  am  not  complain- 
ing about  that  situation  on  a  temporary 
basis.  During  such  a  period  we  should 
be  liberal,  and  we  are  liberal  because  we 
have  advanced  the  time  for  2  more  years. 
but  all  the  effects  that  the  Senator  Is 
talking  about  result  from  that  separate, 
peculiar  situation  in  2  States  of  the 
Union,  which  may  be  sound. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  That  is  true,  be- 
cause our  States  are  more  liberal. 
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Mr.  **TTJ.TirTW  If  It  Is  sound  it 
abould  be  available  to  all  of  the  States. 

llr.  HENNINGS.  I  ask  the  chairman 
this  question  for  my  own  enlightement: 
It  is  true,  is  it  not,  that  under  this  sys- 
tem the  blind  who  do  not  come  within 
the  category  required  under  the  Federal 
provlsioDS  do  not  get  any  money  or  the 
benefit  of  any  participation  in  Fed- 
eral funds? 

Mr.  BOLLIKIN.  I  take  it  the  Sena- 
tor's State  does  have  a  State  system. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  We  do  have  a  State 
system.  I  am  speaking  of  the  Federal 
contribution. 

Mr.  MILIJKIN.  If  the  State  does  not 
comply  with  the  Federal  requirement, 
the  State  does  not  receive  Federal  funds, 
and  if  the  State  feels  that  it  is  able  to 
do  so — and  I  assume  it  does — ^the  State 
has  another  system  in  which  the  State 
manages  its  own  rules  and  regulations. 
My  sole  point  is  that  if  the  system  in 
the  Senator's  State  is  a  good  one,  let  us 
extend  it  to  the  48  States  rather  than 
carve  out  2  exceptions  for  2  of  the  States, 
and  accommodate  the  peculiar  situation 
which  those  2  States  find  themselves  in. 

We  do  not  say,  "Off  with  your  necks," 
but  we  have  twice  extended  the  period  so 
that  the  State  could  change  if  it  wanted 
to  and  so  that  the  Federal  Government 
could  change  if  it  wanted  to. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Of  course,  It  Is  most 
desirable  from  our  standpoint  to  change 
If  we  must  change,  and  to  know  what  we 
must  do,  but  I  am  always  greatly  en- 
couraged by  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
to  know  that  the  Federal  Government 
has  been  studying  this  problem  for  4 
years. 

Mr.  MILXJKIN.  I  probably  made  a 
misstatement.  We  have  extended  It  for 
2  years,  which  Indicates  it  was  before  us 
for  the  first  extension  of  2  years,  and  It 
was  before  us  this  year,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  so  long  as  those  two  States  are 
as  ably  represented  as  they  are  at  the 
present  time  we  will  hear  from  those 
states  again  next  year  and  the  following 
year,  and  I  hope  we  do. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  suggest  that  we 
will  not  give  up  hope.  At  least  we  have 
the  mental  hospitality  of  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  committee.  I 
feel  that  he  will  entertain  our  sugges- 
tions, as  will  the  other  members  of  the 
committee  when  the  time  comes. 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKIN.  The  Senator  has  my 
mental  hospitality;  and  I  am  deeply 
grateful  for  the  Senator's  remarks. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  appreciate  very 
much  the  spirit  of  cooperation  which  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  committee 
has  given  to  all  of  us  in  that  connection. 
This  is  not  an  easy  problem.  It  is  a 
very  dlfBcult  one.  I  wish  to  make  it 
clear  that  our  State  is  not  seeking  any- 
thing more  from  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. We  are  simply  contributing  more 
out  of  our  own  State  funds  to  our  own 
State  program,  and  want  to  be  included 
insofar  as  the  other  States  are  Included 
and  with  relation  to  the  same  criteria 
as  apply  to  the  other  States  insofar  as 
concerns  the  contributions  to  those  who 
are  below  the  criteria. 

Bdr.  MHJ.TKTN.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished chairman. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri   [Mr.  HENNINGS]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina, 
Mr.  President,  I  call  up  my  amendment 
8-12-54-C  and  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The^  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  LEGisLATrvE  Clerk.  On  page  104, 
between  lines  7  and  8,  insert  a  new  sec- 
tion as  follows: 

Sec.  115.  (a)  Section  216  (a)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  Is  amended  by  strUeing  out 
"sixty-five"  and  inserting  in  lieu  ttiereof 
"alxty." 

(b)  The  amendment  made  by  thl«  section 
shall  be  effective  in  the  case  of  monthly 
benefits  under  title  n  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  for  months  after  August  1954.  and  In  the 
case  of  lump-sum  death  payments  with  re- 
spect to  deaths  occurring  after  August  1954. 

Mr.  jbnNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  the  purpose  cf  this 
amendment  is  to  reduce  the  ellfribility 
age  from  65  to  60,  so  that  our  citizens 
who  have  reached  the  age  of  60  and  who 
can  qualify  will  be  eligible  to  receive 
monthly  benefits  under  title  II  of  the 
Social  Security  Act.  The  same  principle 
would  also  apply  in  the  case  of  lump- 
sum death  payments.  During  tlie  past 
several  months  thousands  have  been 
laid  off.  especially  in  the  textile  plants. 
and  these  people  have  been  unable  to 
secure  emplojTnent. 

As  Senators  are  aware,  it  is  very  diffi- 
cult for  one  to  secure  suitable  employ- 
ment after  a  person  reaches  the  age  of 
60.  From  my  knowledge  of  existing  con- 
ditions, I  feel  that  this  amendment  is 
very  much  needed. 

To  call  attention  to  what  Is  taking 
place  In  the  cotton  mills  of  South  Caro- 
lina, I  might  say  we  have  approximately 
160,000  people  employed  in  the  industries 
of  my  State.  Having  worked  in  the  cot- 
ton mills,  I  loiow  exactly  what  they  have 
to  do,  and  what  they  have  to  contend 
with.  Let  a  man  or  a  woman  reach  age 
60.  and  thereafter  It  will  be  found  that 
he  or  she  cannot  maintain  the  produc- 
tion that  a  younger  person  can.  To  illus- 
trate my  point,  I  will  state  what  they 
must  do. 

In  the  weave  room,  the  weaver  will 
probably  operate  some  26  or  30  looms  or 
more.  They  must  walk  up  and  down 
continuously  all  day  long,  and  they  do 
not  have  any  place  to  sit.  They  must 
continue  walking.  One  can  imagine  how 
long  a  person  who  reaches  60  is  going  to 
last  doing  that.  Therefore,  at  the  first 
opportunity  the  operators  of  ttie  mill 
find  something  wrong,  and  these  people 
are  laid  off.  They  cannot  come  in  under 
the  social -security  system  until  they  are 
eligible  by  reason  of  age.  The  situation 
Is  causing  a  great  many  people  tc  be  out 
of  employment.  Many  of  these  people 
did  not  go  to  work  when  they  were  20 
years  of  age,  but  rather  when  they  were 
11,  12,  or  13  years  of  age.  I  know  from 
my  own  knowledge  because  I  went  to 
work  in  the  cotton  mills  when  I  was  11 
years  of  age.  There  are  others  who  went 
to  work  at  ages  even  younger  than  that 
in  those  days. 

To  give  an  idea  as  to  how  many  people 
it  would  cover,  according  to  the  Statisti- 


cal Abstracts  of  the  United  St.ates,  1953, 
there  are  the  folowing  age  grc^ups  in  the 
United  States  60  years  of  age  and  over: 

In  the  age  group  of  60  through  64, 
up  to  age  65,  there  are  6,059,475  people. 
We  know,  of  course,  that  even  in  the 
age  group  up  to  65  a  great  many  i>eople 
will  continue  to  work.  That  does  not 
mean  there  will  be  6  million  people  on  the 
rolls,  although  of  course,  that  many  peo- 
ple would  be  eligible.  If  there  were  that 
many  people  added  to  the  rolls,  it  would 
represent  a  cost  of  more  than  a  billion 
dollars,  but  that  situation  would  not 
occur.  In  certain  industries  workers 
lose  out  more  than  in  other  industries, 
however. 

We  know  that  in  some  indiastries  eld- 
erly people  can  continue  to  wx)rk,  but  in 
other  industries  it  is  almost  impossible 
for  them  to  do  so. 

In  the  age  group  of  from  65  to  69  there 
are  5,002,936  people.  At  the  present  time 
more  than  3  million  people  are  working 
at  that  age.  That  statement  does  not 
mean  that  they  all  come  under  social 
security.  Only  a  small  percentage  of 
those  people  have  been  covered  in  the 
past. 

We  find,  also,  that  as  the  age  groups 
go  up  the  figure  as  to  workers  employed 
goes  down. 

According  to  these  statistics  we  have 
18,329,012  people  who  are  above  the  age 
of  60.  Of  course,  all  the  citi»ens  I  have 
mentioned  will  not  qualify,  but  some- 
thing must  be  done  to  take  oare  of  this 
situation,  because  those  people  are  not 
going  under  old-age  assistance  when 
they  are  out  of  employment.  Probably 
each  per-son  has  a  daughter  or  .somebody 
else  in  the  family  working,  which  dis- 
qualifies him  for  drawing  benefits  under 
old-age  assistance. 

I  know  at  this  time  the  bill  under 
consideration  covers  other  nftatters.  It 
is  possible  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee will  not  think  it  is  advisable  to 
attempt  to  include  this  mat;ter.  How- 
ever, I  desired  to  call  it  to  the  Senator's 
attention,  and  in  the  future  I  hope  the 
Senate  will  provide  something  along  this 
line. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  purpose  of  the 
amendment  is  most  laudable.  As  long  as 
I  have  been  around  the  Capitol  and  have 
been  on  the  Senate  Finance  Committee, 
we  have  hoped  that  we  could  reduce  the 
age  requirements.  However,  the  cold 
fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  way  the 
system  is  set  up  and  the  u-ay  we  can 
picture  the  system  as  being  set  up  in 
the  reasonably  near  future,  at  least,  to 
provide  such  coverage  would  cost  too 
much  to  be  practicable 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  may  we  have  order,  please. 
I  cannot  hear  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Let  me  repeat.  I 
think  the  Senator's  solicitude  for  the 
people  of  that  age  group  is  very  com- 
mendable, and  is  shared  by  the  members 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance. 
However,  as  long  as  I  have  been  on  the 
committee  we  have  always  considered 
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the  question  of  age  whenever  we  have 
considered  a  social  security  bill  What 
is  the  correct  retirement  age?  How 
much  can  we  pay?  When  shall  the  pay- 
ments begin? 

This  suggestion.  I  most  respectfully 
say,  involves  e  very  exorbitant  cost.  On 
a  level  premium  basis,  the  cost  would  be 
2 '  A  percent  of  the  payroll.  The  actuarial 
estimates  disclo.se  that  if  the  age  re- 
quirement were  dropped  to  60  years  the 
expenditures  in  the  first  year  would  be 
increased  by  $1.5  billion  or  $2  billion. 

The  adoption  of  this  amendment  would 
mean  that  thu  ultimate  combined  tax 
rate  would  have  to  be  about  10 '2  percent 
of  the  payroll,  instead  of  the  present 
e:timate  of  8  i)ercent. 

Therefore,  I  say  to  the  Senator  that 
even  recognizi.ig  how  laudable  his  pur- 
pose is.  no  one  has  been  able  to  figure 
out  a  system  v  hich  will  be  able  to  carry 
that  cost  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Is  there  any  method  which  can  be 
worked  out  to  cover  the  situation  of  a 
person  who  cannot  secure  employment, 
after  reaching  the  age  of  60?  Assume 
the  person  is  disabled  for  work.  Would 
there  be  any  v.ay  to  include  one  in  that 
c.ite2:ory? 

Mr   MILLIKIN.     I  believe  that  would 


would  have  to  come  from  some  other 
source  for  the  time  being. 

I  invite  the  Senator's  attention  to  that 
fact.  I  have  long  worked  toward  re- 
ducing the  retirement  age  in  the  case 
of  women  to  60  years.  I  thought  men 
might  very  well  work  somewhat  longer, 
but  I  felt  women  should  be  allowed  to 
retire  at  the  age  of  60.  I  still  believe  we 
ought  to  work  toward  that  end.  At  this 
time,  however,  when  the  Government  is 
availing  itself  of  all  the  funds  at  its 
command,  and  has  merely  lOU's  out  for 
those  funds,  if  we  are  going  to  make  a 
change  in  the  system  which  will  cost 
$1'2  billion  or  $2  billion,  it  .seems  to  me 
we  had  better  be  slow  about  it  and  that 
we  should  wait  until  we  improve  the 
condition  of  the  Treasui-y. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  realized  the  cost  when  I  offered  the 
amendment,  but  I  thought,  when  we 
were  sending  billions  and  billions  of  dol- 
lars overseas  for  other  people,  we  cer- 
tainly ought  to  be  looking  out  for  our 
own  people  here  at  home  who  are  in 
need.  That  is  my  opinion.  That  is  the 
only  reason  I  have  advocated  anything 
like  this.  If  we  could  not  cut  off  the 
billions  of  dollars  for  aid  for  people  who 
are  not  even  giving  us  anything  in  the 
United  States,  it  seems  to  me  we  could 


open  up  a  vast  field.     I  do  not  say  it     provide  something  for  our  own  people 
could  not  be  f  gured  out.  but  I  think  we    here  at  home. 


would  have  to  consider  much  larger 
question.^,  which  would  divide  the  Sen- 
ate very  .severely.  That  matter  may  be 
well  worth  going  into,  but  we  cannot 
do  it  here. 

I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  press  his 
amendment.  l)ecause  I  know  it  would 
rot  be  accepted  by  the  House,  and  I  do 
not  believe  it  is  practicable  as  of  this 
t;me. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  suggestion? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  It  is  very  easy  to  think 
cf  a  $19  bill. on  fund,  which  is  con- 
."^tantly  increasing  in  amount,  as  being  no 
burden  on  the  Treasury.  That  is  true 
in  a  sense,  because  this  trust  fund  is 
collected  for  the  benefit  of  the  benefi- 
ciaries or  thoje  who  may  become  bene- 
ficiaries of  it. 

Plowever.  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  to  the  fact  that  now.  in  view  of 
the  present  condition  of  the  Treasury,  if 
w  e  made  a  change  in  the  social  security 
law  which  would  cost  about  $1*2  bil- 
lion or  S2  bill:  on.  we  would  have  to  ob- 
tain the  money  some  place.  The  Gov- 
ernment's bond  is  in  the  fund.  The 
Government  will  have  to  pay  its  bond. 

The  total  revenue  which  is  now  avail- 
able to  the  Crovernment  would  be  re- 
duced if  such  ;i  change  were  made  in  the 
law.  When  wt>  begin  to  reduce  it  by  such 
a  sizable  amount  as  $2  billion — and  that 
is  about  what  this  would  cost;  from  $1>2 
billion  to  S2  billion — with  the  Treasury 
in  its  present  condition,  that  action 
would  detrimentally  affect  our  financial 
stability. 

It  may  be  that  we  ought  to  take  such 
action.  Maybe  we  should  not  have  the 
trust  fund;  but  we  have  it.  The  fund  is 
not  composec  of  money.    The  money 


Several  Senators.   Vote!   Vote!   Vote! 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Johnston  1. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President.  I  call  up 
my  amendments  designated  -8-1 1-54-D." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendments. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  reading  of 
the  amendments  be  dispensed  with  and 
that  the  amendments  be  included  at  this 
point  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  amendments  offered  by  Mr.  Sten- 
Nis  are  as  follows: 

On  page  3,  beginning  with  line  3,  strike 
out  all  through  line  20. 

On  page  3.  line  21,  strike  out  "(5)"'  and 
Insert  In  lieu  thereof  ■•(3)." 

On  page  4,  beginning  with  line  3,  strike 
out  all  through  line  6. 

On  page  29,  line  14.  strike  out  "(1),  (2). 
and  (3)"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "(1)  and 
(2)." 

On  page  29,  line  16,  strike  out  "para- 
graphs" and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "para- 
graph." 

On  page  29,  line  17,  strike  out  "(4).  (5), 
and    (6)'   and   insert   in   lieu   thereof   ■(S)." 

On  paee  114.  beginning  with  line  10,  strike 
out  all  through  line  18. 

On  page  114,  beginning  with  line  23,  strike 
out  all  through  page  115,  line  13,  and  in- 
sert In  lieu  thereof  "Sec.  204.  (a)  Section 
3121    (b)    of   the   Internal   Revenue." 

On  page  115,  line  20.  strike  out  "(c)"  and 
Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "(b)." 

On  page  119,  line  9.  strike  out  "(d)"  and 
Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "(c)." 

On  page  119,  line  14.  strike  out  "(e)"  and 
Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "(d)." 

On  page  119,  line  15,  strike  out  "(c)  and 
(d)"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "(b)  and 
(c)." 


On  page  119,  line  17,  strike  out  "subsec- 
tions (a)  and  (b)"  and  Insert  in  lieu  there- 
of "subsection  (a)." 

On  page  120,  line  2,  strike  out  "(8)    (B)." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  amendments  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  IMr. 
StennisI  will  be  considered  en  bloc. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Mississippi  is  recognized 
lor  10  minutes. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  these 
amendments  together  propose  to  restore 
the  present  law  with  reference  to  farm 
workers.  The  House  bill  contained  cer- 
tain provisions  with  reference  to  farm 
workers  which  added  approximately 
1.300.000  persons.  The  Senate  bill  has 
another  provision  for  farmers  which 
adds  approximately  2,500,000  persons. 

I  oppose  the  trend  of  adding  people  to 
the  social  security  system,  not  by  the 
thousands  or  hundreds  of  thousands,  but 
by  the  millions.  Certainly  with  refer- 
ence to  some  of  these  groups,  we  are 
adding  to  a  roll  which  will  become  a  pen- 
sion roll,  and  the  Federal  Government 
will  have  to  finance  a  great  percentage 
of  it. 

Here  in  one  breath  we  are  adding  2^^ 
million  people  to  these  rolls  who  in  time 
will  become  eligible  for  at  least  partial 
pensions.  The  basic  concept  of  the  so-» 
cial  security  system  is  that  it  is  primarily 
for  Industrial  workers,  and  I  do  not  be- 
lieve it  is  supposed  to  include  great 
groups  of  people  who  are  situated  as  this 
group  is  situated. 

I  find  that  there  is  some  difference  of 
opinion,  in  the  first  place,  as  to  whether 
or  not  a  tenant  farmer,  a  man  who  leases 
the  land,  is  covered  by  the  Senate  bill. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  for  his  opinion  whether  or  not 
the  provisions  of  the  Senate  bill  cover 
a  leaseholder,  that  is,  a  man  who  rents 
50  acres  or  100  acres  of  land.    He  leases 

the  land  for  a  year. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  He  is  not  covered, 
sir. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Under  the  definition 
of  the  Senate  bill,  is  he  covered? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Does  he  rent  the 
land? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  He  rents  it  for  a  year. 
To  that  extent  he  is  a  leaseholder. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  He  is  not  covered  If 
he  is  a  renter. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the 
Senator  make  that  statement.  I  vm- 
derstood  there  was  some  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  whether  or  not  the  Senate 
bill  covers  a  man  who  is  renting  the  land. 
whether  he  is  called  a  leaseholder,  a 
sharecropper,  or  whatever  he  may  be 
called  in  the  common  terminology. 

I  understand  that  one  of  the  attorneys 
for  the  Social  Security  Board  was  of  the 
opinion  that  farm  tenants  were  included 
in  the  coverage. 

I  raise  that  F>oint  to  show  that  there 
has  been  some  uncertainty  about  it. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  said,  workers  are 
being  added  to  the  rolls  by  the  himdreds 
of  thousands  and  even  by  the  xnillioiis. 
To  qualify,  an  individual  has  only  to  earn 
as  much  as  $50  within  one  quarter.  Un- 
der the  present  law  he  has  to  be  regularly 
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employed  for  one  quarter,  and  when  that 
quarter  is  up  he  becomes  eligible  for  the 
first  time  to  be  on  the  rolls.  In  the 
second  quarter  he  has  to  earn  as  much 
as  $50  and  has  to  work,  I  believe  it  is 
provided,  as  much  as  60  days  during  that 
quarter. 

According  to  the  report,  about  the  only 
real  reason  assigned  for  changing  the  law 
is  the  difficulty  of  keeping  the  records. 
The  Senate  comnaittee  report  contains 
this  sentence: 

In  general,  after  a  farm  worker  has  worked 
for  one  employer  continuously  for  an  entire 
calendar  quarter,  he  la  regularly  employed 
In  succeeding  quarters  If  he  works  for  that 
employer  on  a  full-tline  basis  on  at  least  60 
days  diirlng  the  quarter. 

In  other  words,  the  present  law  does 
not  take  in  all  the  migrants  who  ramble 
aitmnd  over  the  country  and  work  a 
little  here  and  there,  here  today  and 
gone  tomorrow. 

Reading  further,  the  report  says: 

Records  must  be  kept  over  a  substantial 
period  before  It  is  clear  whether  or  not  an 
Individual  Is  covered. 

The  Federal  law  makes  it  rather  severe 
on  the  employer  and  holds  the  employer 
responsible  for  knowing  whether  or  not 
the  man  was  employed  during  the  pre- 
ceding quarter,  and  when  he  meets  the 
requirements.  But  this  onus  is  certainly 
not  sufficient  reason  to  add  2^/2  million 
more  to  the  rolls,  merely  to  avoid  book- 
keeping.      

Mr.  DANIEL,  "hgfv.  President,  will  the 
Senator  srield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.   In  a  moment 

The  report  further  says: 

The  bui — 

Meaning  the  Senate  bill — 

would  substitute  a  simple  coverage  test  for 
the  present  test — 

Meaning  that  under  this  law  the  bill 
would  give  a  simple  coverage  test,  and 
that  is  about  the  only  real  justification. 

I  am  now  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
to  say  that  under  the  bill  which  is  now 
before  the  Senate,  anyone  is  eligible  for 
coverage  who  earns  as  much  as  $50  dur- 
ing a  quarter? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect.   I  read  from  the  report: 

A  farmworker  would  be  covered  with  re- 
spect to  his  work  for  an  employer  If  he  is 
paid  at  least  $50  in  cash  wages  by  that  em- 
ployer in  a  calendar  quarter. 

It  is  a  fact.  Mr.  President,  that  the 
only  thing  a  person  has  to  do  to  qualify 
and  to  be  covered  imder  this  law  is  to 
earn  the  relatively  small  sum  of  $50 
during  a  90-day  period.  He  then  comes 
under  social  security  coverage.  That 
kind  of  worker  is  not  going  to  pay  any  of 
the  cost.  The  entire  burden  will  fall  on 
the  employer.  He  will  be  the  only  one 
who  will  be  responsible. 

I  submit  in  all  seriousness  that  for 
such  a  small  charge,  such  a  small  con- 
tribution, such  a  little  showing  on  his 
part — and  actually  he  will  not  pay  any- 
thing— it  is  not  fair  to  those  who  are  al- 
ready in  the  social  security  system,  who 
have  paid  into  this  fund^  and  who  have 
a  vested  interest  in  it,  to  put  the  name 
of  such  a  person  on  the  list  so  in  the 


future  he  will  have  in  many  respects 
the  same  vested  rights  as  those  who  are 
regularly  employed  and  are  making 
regular  payments. 

I  submit  to  the  Senate  that  this  is  a 
matter  of  keeping  faith  with  those  who 
are  already  on  the  rolls,  who  are  making 
contributions,  and  who  are  making  this 
fund  work.  I  believe  it  is  such  addi- 
tions as  this  which  will  eventually  trip  up 
this  program  and  cause  it  to  become  un- 
sound financially.  When  that  happens, 
it  is  automatically  converted  into  a  pen- 
sion system. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
If  it  be  true  that  the  worker  must  earn 
$50  in  a  quarter,  or  90  days,  how  much 
would  he  receive  each  90  days  after  he 
was  70  years  of  age? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Mississippi  does  not  have  that  figure  at 
hand. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  Senator  will  find  he  would  draw  at 
least  $30  per  month,  $90  each  quarter. 
I  think  that  is  true. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  a  very  good 
point,  indeed.  By  the  comp>ariBon  be- 
tween those  figures,  the  Senator  from 
Souch  Carolina  has  brought  out  in  very 
vivid  form,  in  actual  dollars  and  cents, 
just  what  the  situation  would  be. 

By  this  amendment  I  do  not  attempt 
to  change  the  present  law.  The  amend- 
ment would  strike  out  the  additions  un- 
der this  bill  and  revert  to  the  present 
law.  I  assume  that  those  who  are  al- 
ready-covered by  the  law  have  a  vested 
right.  It  is  contractual  to  an  extent. 
and  I  would  not  try  to  disturb  it.  When 
we  restore  the  present  law  we  go  back 
to  the  formula,  reading  from  the  rep>ort : 

Under  the  present  law.  In  order  to  be  cov- 
ered, a  farmworker  must  be  "regularly  em- 
ployed" by  one  employer  and  receive  cash 
wages  of  $50  or  more  in  a  calendar  quarter 
from  that  employer. 

The  definition  of  "regularly  employed"  Is 
complicated  and  difficult  to  apply.  In  gen- 
eral, after  a  farmworker  has  worked  for  one 
employer  continuously  for  an  entire  calendar 
quarter,  he  is  "regularly  employed"  in  suc- 
ceeding quarters  if  he  works  for  that  em- 
ployer on  a  full-time  basis  on  at  least  60 
days  dtu-ing  the  quarter. 

In  other  words,  if  he  stays  on  a  job 
for  90  days  and  has  the  stamina  and  per- 
manence and  is  a  fixture  and  an  eco- 
nomic unit,  when  he  goes  into  the  second 
quarter,  he  is  eligible  under  this  system 
and  he  is  a  rather  stable  and  substantial 
regular  worker.  That  is  under  the  pres- 
ent law. 

Under  the  bill,  we  are  to  bring  In  all 
the  groups  of  migrant  and  reckless  and 
irresponsible  workers,  who  will  pay  vir- 
tually nothing,  and  the  entire  burden 
will  fall  on  the  employer,  and  those 
workers  will  get  a  vested  right  in  the 
fund,  to  which  they  will  contribute  very 
lijttle.  In  justice  to  those  who  are  cov- 
ered and  have  been  paying  into  the  fund, 
this  amendment  ought  to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  MHJ.TKTN.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  would  exclude  a  group  of 
workers  who  are  most  in  need  of  the 
protection  provided  by  the  old-age  and 


survivors  insurance  system.  They  have 
less  opportunity  to  build  up  resources 
for  their  old  age  than  do  most  other 
members  of  the  working  force.  They 
are  not  covered  by  any  other  retirement 
plan.  And  because  they  must  often 
move  from  place  to  place  to  perform 
their  work,  they  are  often  unable  to 
meet  the  residence  requirements  of  pub- 
lic assistance  programs. 

I  feel  called  upon,  therefore,  to  make 
a  special  plea  on  the  behalf  of  the  cov- 
erage for  agricultural  workers  provided 
In  the  bill  as  reported  by  the  committee. 
Four  years  ago  when  the  1950  social 
security  amendments  were  before  the 
Senate  I  said,  in  discussing  the  need  for 
making  the  system  more  effective  in 
agricultural  areas,  that  we  must  deal 
with  the  question  of  coverage  of  farm 
workers  more  thoroughly  than  we  had 
so  far.    I  also  said  at  that  time: 

We  are  covering  only  a  small  proportion  of 
the  farm  workers.  The  administrative  dlflQ- 
cu:tles  of  trying  to  keep  track  of  migrant 
•workers,  of  getting  and  keeplnf  tnem  cov- 
ered •  •  •  8eem  at  times  to  be  almost  In- 
surmountable. Yet  I  am  hopeful  that  fur- 
ther study  will  result  in  clarlflcatlons. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  satisfied  that 
these  administrative  problem*  have  been 
solved,  and  that  the  provision  of  the 
present  bill— to  cover  agricultural  work- 
ers who  earn  at  least  $50  in  a  calendar 
quarter  from  one  employer  will  present 
no  burdensome  administrative  problems 
on  the  farmers  of  the  Nation.  The  $50 
cash  test,  for  example,  makes  it  un- 
necessary for  the  farm  employer  to  re- 
port on  workers  hired  for  omly  2  or  3 
days  and  would  also  avoid  nuisance  re- 
porting of  small  amounts  of  wages.  At 
the  same  time  the  $50  test  $ets  a  level 
which  will  cover  some  migrant  agricul- 
tural workers  who  must  move  from  one 
job  to  another  in  order  to  harvest  our 
crops. 

The  committee  was  influenced  by  the 
fact  that  this  method  for  covering  agri- 
cultural workers  was  recommended  by 
the  President  in  his  message  of  January 
14,  1954,  after  a  study  had  been  con- 
ducted as  to  the  feasibility  of  extend- 
ing coverage  of  the  system.  A  distin- 
guished group  of  consultants^— including 
representatives  of  the  National  Grange, 
the  American  Farm  Bureau,  the  life  in- 
surance industry,  labor,  and  the  Depart- 
ments of  the  Treasury.  Agriculture,  and 
Health,  Education  and  Welfare — parti- 
cipated in  this  study.  This  group  con- 
cluded that  the  regularly  employed  test 
in  existing  law  should  be  eliminated. 
Under  this  regularly  employed  test  after 
a  farmworker  has  worked  for  one  em- 
ployer continuously  for  an  entire  cal- 
endar quarter,  he  is  covered  if  in  suc- 
ceeding quarters  he  works  far  that  em- 
ployer on  a  full-time  basis  on  at  least 
60  days  during  the  quarter.  It  was  the 
opinion  of  the  study  group  that  this  test 
is  an  unnecessary  complication.  The 
test  in  existing  law  limits  csoverage  of 
agricultural  workers  to  only  about  700,- 
000  individuals.  By  employing  the  $50 
cash  test  provided  in  H.  R.  9866,  an  ad- 
ditional 2.6  million  farmworkers  would 
be  afforded  the  protection  of  the  system. 
These  people  need  protection  against 
want  in  their  old  age.    Their  families 
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need  protection  when  the  breadwinner 

dies. 

Finally,  I  wish  to  point  out  that  lack 
of  coverage  of  farm  workers  has  an  im- 
portant effect  on  public  assistance  costs. 
In  the  farm  counties  of  this  country,  31 
percent  of  the  aged  people  are  receiving 
old-age  assistance  while  only  13  percent 
are  petting  old-age  and  survivors  insur- 
ance benefits.  In  nonfarm  counties  the 
situation  is  almost  reversed  since  around 
36  percent  of  aged  persons  get  old-age 
insurance  benefits  while  only  17  percent 
receive  old-age  assistance  payments. 

A  situation  which  finds  nearly  1  out 
of  ever  3  aged  persons  in  farming  areas 
on  public  relief  Is  not  good  for  human 
dignity,  and  morale,  and  not  desirable 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  taxpayers 
either.  Coverage  of  additional  farm 
workers  will  thus  be  an  important  step 
in  decreasing  the  number  of  people  who 
are  forced  to  ask  for  old-age  assistance 
in  their  declining  years,  and  thus  help 
to  decrease  the  cost  of  the  assistance 
programs  which  are  financed  from  gen- 
eral revenues. 

Around  2.6  million  farm  workers  would 
lose  the  right  to  social  security  benefits 
if  this  amendment  is  accepted. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  amendment  would 
not  affect  anyone  who  is  already  on  the 
rolls.     That  is  correct,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  understood  the  Sen- 
ator to  say  that  2.600,000  persons  would 
lose  the  benefit  of  the  act.  They  do  not 
have  the  benefit  now,  and  therefore  the 
amendment  would  not  deny  the  benefit 
to  them. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  am  not  saying  that 
they  already  have  coverage.  However, 
2,600.000  people  who  do  not  have  pro- 
tection at  the  present  time  would  get  it 
if  the  bill  passes  unamended  in  the  par- 
ticular which  the  Senator  has  described. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Colorado  is  correct. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  urge  the  Senate  to 
reject  the  amendment,  so  that  these 
workers  who  are  most  in  need  of  such 
protection  may  be  covered  by  the  social- 
security  system. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
myself  2  minutes.  This  is  certainly  not 
a  relief  measure.  It  is  certainly  not  a 
pension  plan.  If  it  were,  of  course  the 
people  to  whom  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado has  referred  would  be  entitled  to 
be  placed  on  the  rolls.  That  is  not  the 
purpose  of  the  bill.  If  we  maintain  the 
system  as  a  sound  social-security  pro- 
gram, it  must  be  maintained  on  a  sound 
financial  basis.  That  is  one  of  the  main 
reasons  for  my  objection  to  those  peo- 
ple being  included.  I  come  from  a  State 
which  has  many  farm  workers. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  STENNIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  Is  is  not  true  that  when 
the  program  was  first  put  into  effect,  the  k 
people  who  are  covered  under  it  had  to 
meet  certain  quaUfications  for  old-age 
insurance?  In  other  words,  they  had  to 
qualify  in  the  first  quarter  during  which 
they  contributed.    We  are  always  con- 


fronted with  that  situation.  We  are 
confronted  with  it  now.  Unless  we 
broaden  the  system  and  permit  these 
people  to  come  under  it,  we  will  have 
many  people  walkmg  up  and  do^nTi  the 
streets  askmg  for  handouts,  trying  to 
find  some  support  through  gifts  or  other 
generosity  of  the  pubUc.  I  beUeve  those 
people  must  be  taken  care  of.  We  must 
take  care  of  the  people  who  reach  the 
age  of  65,  and  who  are  reaching  the  age 
of  65  within  this  calendar  year,  even 
though  they  have  been  working  and 
making  a  contribution  for  only  a  period 
of  3  months.  At  any  rate,  if  a  person 
has  already  reached  the  age  of  65.  I  am 
sure  the  Senator  would  not  deny  him 
the  right  of  coming  into  this  program 
and  receiving  the  benefits  of  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  has 
expired. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  me  2  minutes? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Certainly.  I  should 
like  to  have  the  Senator  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  that  the  chairman  has 
some  time  available.  I  fully  appreciate 
the  fact  that  I  have  trespassed  on  the 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 
I  have  completed  my  statement,  and  I 
am  happy  that  the  chairman  has  sur- 
rendered some  time  to  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
some  time  to  the  Senator.  How  much 
time  does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
desire? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  would  appreciate  it 
if  the  chairman  would  yield  me  2  min- 
utes. 

Mr.  President,  my  point  is  that  as  to 
persons  60,  62,  64,  or  65  years  of  age, 
it  is  not  good  practice  to  try  to  exclude 
them  from  the  program.  I  am  talking 
about  the  long-range  program.  If  we 
want  to  give  them  special  relief,  that 
can  be  provided  by  another  bill.  I  am 
talking  about  the  choking -down  effect  in 
afteryears.  I  have  before  me  figures 
from  the  report.  The  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  is  correct  in  his  state- 
ment. The  minimum  monthly  benefit 
amount  for  a  retired  worker  would  be 
$30.     I  shall  not  go  into  further  detaiL 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  They  could  get  up  to 
$30  a  month  on  reaching  the  age  which 
I  have  mentioned. 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  A  man  must  work  a  min- 
imum of  a  year  and  half  before  he  is 
eligible.  There  is  no  way  of  reaching 
this  question,  because  we  shall  always 
have  men  or  women  reaching  that  age, 
no  matter  what  we  do.  Therefore,  if 
they  work  a  year  and  a  half  before  they 
can  become  qualified,  that  is  a  safeguard 
in  itself. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  the  Senator's 
amendment  should  be  defeated.  He  is 
trying  to  give  aid  to  those  who  otherwise 
would  be  on  direct  welfare  if  they  did 
not  come  under  such  a  bill  as  that  which 
is  before  us. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 


Mr.  THYE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  if 
J  have  a  right  to  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND,  Is  there  anything 
peciiliar  about  the  old-age  program  with 
reference  to  the  point  of  quahfication? 
Is  it  not  true  that  under  commercial 
hfe  insurance,  disability  insurance,  or 
accident  insurance  pohcies,  if  only  a  few 
payments  are  made  and  an  accident  or 
disability  occurs,  the  benefits  accrue? 
Is  it  not  tmie  that  in  connection  with 
every  other  type  of  commercial  insur- 
ance the  decision  is  based  on  the  aver- 
age, and  not  on  individual  cases? 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Senator  is  entirely 
correct.  There  must  be  a  beginning, 
and  it  is  determined  actuarily,  based 
upon  life  expectancy.  I  think  the  com- 
mittee should  be  commended  for  having 
gone  into  this  subject,  and  for  extending 
and  expanding  the  law  so  as  to  enable 
people  to  live  in  dignity  when  they  ap- 
proach old  age. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  With  reference  to 
living  in  dignity,  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
means  that  instead  of  having  to  live,  in 
the  event  of  old  age,  on  a  dole  granted 
by  a  friendly  government,  the  benefi- 
ciary lives  upon  something  that  has  been 
earned,  whether  by  few  pajrments  or 
many  payments.  He  has  the  benefit  of 
something  as  a  matter  of  right.  That 
would  lend  dignity  to  one  who  claims 
under  this  kind  of  an  act,  rather  than 
by  receiving  a  dole. 

Mr.  THYE.  That  is  the  thought  and 
the  philosophy  which  brought  about  the 
Old-Age  Insurance  and  Survivors  Act. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
some  time  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  In  my  own  operations  I 
have  discovered  that  someone  who 
worked  for  me  in  the  haying  season  was 
not  covered.  Under  the  law  I  withheld 
regular  contributions  for  my  regular 
workers.  The  man  did  not  work  enough 
in  the  succeeding  quarter  to  earn  his 
qualification.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  we 
are  to  treat  them  all  alike,  we  should 
permit  them  to  work  for  a  short  period 
in  other  types  of  employment.  A  per- 
son who  works  for  3  or  4  months  can 
qualify,  but  if  a  man  works  through  the 
entire  summer  season,  unless  he  works 
for  more  than  a  limited  number  of  days. 
he  is  not  setting  aside  anything  for  his 
entitlement.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  de- 
sirable to  treiat  all  laborers  alike,  and 
not  to  discriminate  against  farm  la- 
borers. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  add  one  reminder.  We  are  talking 
about  a  measure  of  social  security  and 
protection  for  21^2  million  persons  who 
have,  perhaps,  the  greatest  need  of  as- 
sistance of  any  group  of  our  people.  I 
hope  we  shall  take  an  enUghtened,  pro- 
gressive attitude  toward  this  problem  and 
bring  under  the  coverage  of  this  system 
those  people  who  so  badly  need  assist- 
ance. 

Several  Senators.    Vote!    Vote! 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  en  bloc  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi (Mr.  StennisI. 

The  amendments  were  rejected. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  HAYDE2(r.  Mr.  President,  I  call  up 
my  amendment  8-11-54-B  offered  on  be- 
half of  myself  and  my  colleague,  Mr. 
GoLDWATER,  who  is  now  occupying  the 
chair,  and  ask  to  have  it  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  24, 
between  lines  4  and  5,  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  the  following: 

ARIZONA     teachers'     RETIREMENT     STSTXM 

(J)  If,  prior  to  January  1,  1956,  the  agree- 
ment with  the  State  of  Arizona  entered  Into 
puTEuant  to  section  218  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  is  modified  pursuant  to  subsection  (d) 
(3)  of  such  section  so  as  to  apply  to  service 
performed  by  employees  In  positions  covered 
by  the  Arizona  Teachers'  Retirement  System 
the  modification  may,  notwithstanding  sec- 
tion 218  (f)  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  be 
made  effective  with  respect  to  service  per- 
formed In  such  positions  after  an  effective 
date  specified  In  the  modification,  but  in  no 
case  may  such  effective  date  be  earlier  than 
December  31,  1950.  For  the  purposes  of  any 
iBUCh  modification,  all  employees  in  positions 
covered  by  the  Arizona  Teachers'  Retirement 
System  shall  be  deemed,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  218  (d)  (6)  of  such 
act,  to  constitute  a  separate  coverage  group. 

On  page  24.  line  7,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "(j) "  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
•*(k)." 

On  page  28,  line  18,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out "  (k) "  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"(l)." 

On  page  29,  line  7,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "(D  "  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"(m)." 

On  page  29,  line  23,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "and  (k)"  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "(j).  and  (1)." 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mi".  President.  I  yield 
myself  3  minutes. 

The  Arizona  teachers'  retirement  sys- 
tem had  to  be  abolished  in  order  to  bring 
the  teachers  under  the  Federal  social- 
security  system.  The  State  thought  that 
had  been  done,  but  it  was  decided  that 
the  system  was  not  actually  abolished. 
What  we  are  trying  to  do  by  this  amend- 
ment is  to  take  proper  action  to  make 
the  benefits  of  the  system  retroactive  to 
the  time  when  the  State  thought  it  had 
abolished  the  system. 

That  is  about  all  there  is  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
familiar  with  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arizona. 
I  believe  his  amendment  does  correct  an 
error.  I  believe  the  error  should  be  recti- 
fied, and  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  take 
the  amendment  to  conference.  The 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia [Mr.  George]  agrees  with  me. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona [Mr.  Hayden]  for  himself  and  his 
colleague  [Mr.  Goldwater]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
Is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President.  I  offer  the 
amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and 
ask  to  have  stated. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

The  LEGisLATrvE  Clerk.  On  page  18, 
line  3,  after  the  word  "shall",  it  is  pro- 
posed to  insert  a  comma  and  the  fol- 
lowing: "if  the  State  so  desires." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  JCERR.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
myself  2  minutes. 

On  page  17  of  the  bill,  becinning  at 
line  24,  and  continuing  on  page  25,  the 
following  language  occurs: 

If  a  retirement  system  covers  popltions  nf 
employees  of  one  or  more  Institutions  ot 
higher  learning,  then,  for  purposes  of  such 
preceding  paragraphs,  there  shall — 

At  this  point  my  amendment  would 
insert — 
if  the  state  so  desires — 


Then  the  text  of  the  bill  woulfl  be 
resumed,  as  follows: 

be  deemed  to  be  a  separate  retirement  sys- 
tem for  the  employees  of  each  such  institu- 
tion of  higher  learning. 

The  sole  purpose  of  the  amendment  is 
to  make  the  provision  contained  in  the 
bill  effective  in  the  event  the  affected 
State  so  desires.  I  believe  the  amend- 
ment is  agreeable  to  the  distinguifched 
chairman  of  the  committer. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President.  I 
think  the  omission  of  the  word.s  "if  the 
State  so  desires"  probably  was  an  inad- 
vertence-. In  any  event,  I  am  certain  the 
committee  would  ap'ree  that  the  words 
should  be  inserted;  therefore,  I  am  glad 
to  accept  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  tlie  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  I  Mr. 
Kerr].  | 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.      ' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President.  I  offer 
another  amendment,  which  I  ask  to  have 
stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  pace  9,  line 
1,  after  "ministers",  it  is  proposed  to  in- 
sert "and  Christian  Science  practi- 
tioners." 

On  pa^e  9,  line  13,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "effect."  "  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following:  "effect.  The  pro- 
visions of  paragraph  (5>  shall  not  apply 
to  service  performed  by  an  individual  in 
the  exercise  of  his  profession  as  a  Chris- 
tian Science  practitioner  during  the 
period  for  which  a  certificate  filed  by  him 
under  section  1402  (e)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  in  effect."  " 

On  page  107,  line  15,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "effect."  "  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following:  "effect.  The  pro- 
visions of  paragraph  (5)  shall  not  apply 
to  service  performed  by  an  individual  in 
the  exercise  of  his  profession  as  a  Chris- 
tian Science  practitioner  during  the  pe- 
riod for  which  a  certificate  filed  by  him 
under  subsection  (e)  is  in  effect." '" 

On  page  107,  beginning  with  line  19. 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  all  through 


line  20  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following: 

(e)  Miaisters,  members ^f  religious  orders, 
and  Christian  Science  practitionera. 

On  page  107.  line  22.  after  '•is"",  it  is 
proposed   to   insert  "(A>."' 

On  pa?;e  108,  line  1.  after  "order)",  it 
is  proposed  to  insert  "or  (B)  a  Christian 
Science  practitioner.'" 

On  pasie  108,  besinnins;  with  line  6,  it 
is  proposed  to  strike  out  all  throuEih  line 
7,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  follow- 
ing: "Security  Act  extended  to  service, 
described  in  subsection  'C)  (4>  or  '5», 
as  the  case  may  be.  performed  by  him." 

On  paae  1C8.  line  14.  beginning  with 
tlie  word  "reyard'".  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  all  throui'h  line  16.  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following:  "'re'-'ard.  in  the 
case  of  an  individual  referred  to  In  para- 
graph <1>  •  A  I .  to  pai-auraph  i4i  of  sub- 
section 'C,  and  in  the  case  of  an  indi- 
vidual referred  to  in  paragraph  (1>  iB", 
without  ret-'ard  to  paras-raph  <5)  of  such 
subsection  >  of  S400  or  more,  any  part  of 
which  was  derived  from  his  performance 
of  service  described  in  such  paragraph 
(4'   or  '5  I.  as  the  case  mav  be." 

Tho  PRE'^IDING  OFFICER.  The- 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  tlie  Senator  from  Oklaliioma. 

Mr  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
myself  3  minutes. 

This  amendment  would  merely  provide 
voluntary  covcracze  for  Christian  Scienc? 
practitioners  in  the  same  manner  as  cov- 
eraf-e  is  afforded  to  ministers  in  the  bill 
which  has  bren  reported  to  tl;e  Senate  by 
the  Ccmmittce  on  Finance. 

The  amendment  is  bein?  ofTrred  at 
thii  time  because  after  the  Committee  on 
FiPinnce  had  concluded  its  work  on  the 
bill,  it  became  clear  that  the  vast  major- 
ity of  Christian  Science  practitioners 
desired  to  be  covered  on  a  voluntary 
ba^is.  together  with  ministers,  under  the 
self-employed  provisions,  rather  than  to 
be  excluded. 

I  am  certain  that  the  amendment  is 
agreeable  to  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  tlie  committee,  because  it  is  in  accord- 
ance with  other  provisions  which  the. 
committee  adopted.  I  hope  the  amend- 
ment will  be  acceptable. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  while 
the  committee  did  not  consider  the  spe- 
cific amendment  ofTered  by  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma,  it  gave  much  thought 
to  the  question  of  how  Christian  Science 
practitioners  should  be  classified  and  fol- 
lowed what  we  believe  was  their  desire. 

Later  they  evidenced  to  us — or  at  least 
those  who  communicated  with  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  did — that  the 
treatment  which  has  been  suggested  in 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
O.klahonia  would  be  entirely  acceptable 
and  desirable. 

I  am  v'.ry  glad  to  say  that  I  ghall  be 
glad  to  accept  the  amendment.  .  I  be- 
lieve the  distinL'uished  Senator  from 
Georgia  I  Mr.  George  I  feels  as  I  do 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  1  Mr. 
Kerr  I. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 
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Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  a 
final  amendment,  and  ask  that  it  be 
stated. 

The  PRESroXNG  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  9. 
after  line  13,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the 
following: 

(3)  Section  211  (a)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  is  amended — 

(A)  by  striking  out  the  period  at  the  end 
of  paragraph  (7)  and  Inserting  in  lieu  there- 
of a  semicolon,  and 

(B)  by  inserting  after  paragraph  (7)  there- 
of a  new  paragraph,  as  follows: 

"(8)    An  individual  who  is — 

"(A)  a  duly  ordained,  commissioned,  or 
licensed  minister  of  a  church  or  a  member 
of  a  religious  order;  and 

"(B)  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  per- 
forming service  described  in  subsection  (c) 
( 4  1  as  an  employee  of  an  American  employer 
(as  defined  in  section  210  (e)  ) . 

shall  compute  his  net  earnings  from  self- 
employment  derived  from  the  performance 
of  service  described  In  subsection  (c)  (4) 
without  regard  to  section  911  (relating  to 
earned  income  from  sources  without  the 
United  States)  and  section  931  (relating  to 
income  from  sources  within  possessions  of 
the  United  States)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954." 

On  page  108,  after  line  24.  it  is  pro- 
posed to  insert  the  following: 

(4)  Section  1402  (a)  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code  of  1954  is  amended — 

(A)  by  striking  out  the  jjeriod  at  the  end 
of  paragraph  ( 8 )  and  Inserting  in  lieu  there- 
of a  semicolon,  and 

(B|  by  Inserting  after  paragraph  (8) 
thereof  a  new  paragraph  as  follows: 

"(9)    an  Individual  who  is — 

"(A)  a  duly  ordained,  commissioned,  or 
licensed  minister  of  a  church  or  a  member 
of  a  religious  order;  and 

"(B  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  per- 
forming service  described  In  subsection  (c) 
(4)  as  an  employee  of  an  American  em- 
ployer (as  defined  in  sec.  3121  (h)  ). 
shall  compute  his  net  earnings  from  self- 
employment  derived  Jrom  the  performance 
of  service  described  lip  subsection  (c)  (4) 
without  regard  to  section  911  (relating  to 
earned  Income  from  sources  without  the 
United  States)  and  section  931  (relating  to 
Income  from  sources  within  possessions  of 
the  United  SUtes)." 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  yield  my- 
self 3  minutes. 

The  bill  as  reported  by  the  committee 
provides  for  a  voluntary  coverage  of 
ministers  and  members  of  religious  or- 
ders on  the  basis  of  self-employment. 
Due,  I  believe,  entirely  to  an  oversight, 
ministers  who  are  engaged  as  mission- 
aries beyond  the  txiundaries  of  the 
United  States  do  not  come  under  the 
definition  and  language  of  the  bill. 

The  object  of  the  amendment  which  I 
have  offered  is  to  make  available  to  those 
within  this  classification  who  are  en- 
gaged as  missionaries  outside  the  Umted 
States  the  same  coverage  as  is  made 
available  to  ministers  of  the  same  classi- 
fication who  are  paistors  or  who  are  oth- 
erwise engaged  in  the  continental  United 
States. 

I  am  happy  to  say  that  this  amend- 
ment also  is  acceptable  to  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  committee,  and 
I  hope  that  it  will  be  accepted  by  the 
Senate. 


Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  think  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
should  be  taken  to  conference. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
IMr.  KerrI. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICLR.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  call  up 
my  amendment  7-13-54-C,  and  ask  that 
it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  120,  be- 
tween lines  18  and  19,  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  the  following  new  section: 

amounts     disregarded     in     DFTTRMININC     NEB) 

Sec.  304.  (a)  Section  2  (a)  (7)  of  the  So- 
cial Security  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

"(7)  provide  that  the  State  agency  shall. 
In  determining  need,  take  into  considera- 
tion any  other  income  and  resources  of  an 
individual  claiming  old-age  assistance;  ex- 
cept that  In  making  such  determination  the 
State  agency  shall  disregard.  In  the  case  of 
an  Individual  entitled  to  Insurance  benefits 
under  title  II,  the  amount  by  which  the  bene- 
fit amount  of  such  individual  under  such 
title,  as  increased  by  reason  of  the  amend- 
ments contained  in  section  102  of  the  So- 
cial Security  Amendments  of  1954.  exceeds 
the  benefit  amount  to  which  such  individual 
would  have  been  entitled  but  for  the  enact- 
ment of  such  amendments." 

(b)  Section  1002  (a)  (8)  of  such  act  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(8)  provide  that  the  State  agency  shall. 
In  determining  need,  take  Into  considera- 
tion any  other  Income  and  resources  of  the 
Individual  claiming  aid  to  the  blind;  except 
that  In  making  such  determination  the 
State  agency  (A)  shall  disregard  the  first 
»50  per  month  of  earned  income,  and  (B) 
shall  disregard.  In  the  case  of  any  individual 
entitled  to  Insurance  benefits  under  title 
II,  the  amount  by  which  the  benefit  amount 
of  such  individual  under  such  title,  as  in- 
creased by  reason  of  the  amendments  con- 
tained In  section  102  of  the  Social  Security 
Amendments  of  1954.  exceeds  the  benefit 
amount  to  which  such  Individual  would 
have  been  entitled  but  for  the  enactment  of 
sufh  amendments." 

(c)  Section  1402  (a)  (8)  of  such  act  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(8)  provide  that  the  State  agency  shall. 
In  determining  need,  take  into  consideration 
any  other  Income  and  resources  of  an  Indi- 
vidual claiming  aid  to  the  permanently  and 
totally  disabled:  except  that  in  making  such 
determination  the  State  agency  shall  disre- 
gard, in  the  case  of  any  individual  entitled 
to  Insurance  benefits  under  title  II,  the 
amount  by  which  the  benefit  amount  of  such 
Individual  under  such  title,  as  increased  by 
reason  of  the  amendments  contained  in  sec- 
tion 102  of  the  Social  Security  Amendments 
of  1954,  exceeds  the  benefit  amount  to  which 
such  individual  would  have  been  entitled  but 
for  the  enactment  of  such  amendments." 

(d)  The  amendments  made  by  the  preced- 
ing subsections  shall  be  effective,  in  the  case 
of  any  State  not  prohibited  by  State  statute 
from  disregarding  the  amounts  referred  to 
In  such  amendments,  on  and  after  October  1, 
1954,  and.  In  the  case  of  any  State  which  Ib 
prohibited  by  State  statute  from  disregard- 
ing such  amounts,  on  and  after  the  first 
complete  calendar  quarter  following  the  date 
on  which  the  legislature  of  such  State  first 
convenes  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President.  I  yield  my- 
self 10  minutes.    The  amendment  I  am 


offering  Is  to  take  care  of  what  I  have 
always  thought  was  a  blind  spot  in  the 
social  security  old  age  aslstance  pro- 
gram. Many  persons  draw  social  secu- 
rity benefits,  but  in  such  meager  amoimts 
that  they  are  compelled  to  seek  State 
public  welfare  assistance.  For  example, 
in  the  United  States  today,  my  best  in- 
formation is  that  there  are  442,000  indi- 
viduals whose  social  security  benefits  are 
so  meager  that  they  are  compelled  to  go 
to  the  State  welfare  boards  and  ask  for 
pubhc  welfare  assistance. 

A  strange  thing  has  happened  as  we 
have  increased  social  security  benefits. 
Every  time  social-security  benefits  have 
increased  for  the  particular  class  I  have 
mentioned,  persons  m  that  class  have 
found  that  their  State  welfare  assistance 
payments  have  been  reduced  by  the  same 
amount.  Let  me  give  an  example.  Prior 
to  1950  the  minimum  monthly  benefit 
for  old-age  payments  was  $10.  In  the 
State  of  Louisiana,  of  which  I  have  the 
honor  to  represent  in  part,  more  than 
one-third  of  the  persons  who  were  re- 
ceiving benefits  from  social  security  pay- 
ments were  drawing  $10  a  month.  Those 
persons  found  that  their  needs  were  so 
great  and  that  $10  was  so  meager  a  pay- 
ment that  they  had  to  apply  for  State 
pubUc  welfare  assistance.  Many  of  them 
did  so.  They  merely  succeeded  m  getting 
$10  less  from  State  welfare  public  assist- 
ance than  they  would  have  received  If 
they  had  been  receiving  no  social -secu- 
rity benefits  at  all.  If  the  State  was  able 
to  pay  $50  a  month,  a  person  who  was 
drawing  $10  in  social  security  payments 
would  get  from  his  State  only  $40  instead 
of  $50,  and  he  would  be  no  better  off 
than  if  he  received  no  social  security 
benefits  at  all. 

In  1950  the  social-security  minimum 
payments  were  increased  from  $10  to 
$20.  The  State  welfare  agency  of  Lou- 
isiana, as  well  as  that  of  every  other 
State,  was  required  by  Federal  law  to 
reduce  payments  to  (>ersons  receiving 
State  welfare  assistance  payments  by 
the  same  amount  as  the  social-security 
payments  were  increased. 

Smce  that  time  there  have  been  fur- 
ther mcreases  in  social-security  pay- 
ments, and  the  same  thing  has  occurred 
each  time.  EJvery  time  needy  persons 
have  had  their  social-security  pajmients 
increased,  they  have  had  their  State 
public  welfare  assistance  payments  de- 
creased by  the  same  amount  as  the  so- 
cial-security benefits  were  increased. 

The  bill  before  us  would  benefit  6  mil- 
lion persons.  They  would  receive  any- 
where from  $5  to  $13  a  month  more  than 
they  are  receiving  now.  Yet  while  we 
proceed  to  benefit  6  million  persons  who 
are  retired  and  drawing  social-security 
benefits,  442,000  persons  who  are  draw- 
ing such  meager  amounts  in  social-secu- 
rity benefits  that  they  require  State  pub- 
lic welfare  and  assistance  would  not  be 
benefited  at  all.  unless  my  amendment 
were  agreed  to.  The  Federal  law,  with- 
out my  amendment,  would  require  public 
assistance  pasrments  to  be  reduced  by  the 
same  amount  that  social-security  bene- 
fits were  increased. 

If  we  can  afford  to  pass  a  bill  which 
would  provide  increases  of  from  $5  to  $13 
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a  month  for  every  retired  person  receiv- 
\mk\  ln£r  sodal-secxirity  benefits,  whether  he 

f^  needs  It  or  not — and  the  theory  of  the 

social-seciirity  law  is  that  retired  persons 
should  benefit  whether  they  need  it  or 
not'— certainly  it  would  seem  to  be  wise 
to  permit  those  who  have  paid  into  the 
social-security  fund  to  receive  a  net  ben- 
efit of  the  minimum  $5  a  month  increase. 

Without  my  amendment,  if  the  bill 
were  enacted  into  law  it  would  mean  that 
when  social-security  benefits  are  in- 
creased for  the  442,000  persons  on  pub- 
lic welfare  assistance  rolls,  the  public 
welfare  agencies  would  be  required  to  re- 
duce assistance  pasm^ients  to  such  per- 
sons by  the  amount  of  social-security  in- 
creases. 

I  have  been  joined  in  sponsoring  the 
amendment  by  the  Senator  from  Califor- 
nia [Mr.  KucHEL],  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Smathers],  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada  [Mr.  Malone]. 

It  seems  to  me  that  my  amendment 
would  serve  a  very  necessary  purpose. 
When  there  is  an  overlap  between  State 
public -assistance  pajrments  and  social - 
security  benefits,  it  seems  to  me  it  would 
be  fair  and  reasonable  to  make  sure  that 
the  persons  receiving  both  benefits 
would  be  benefited  by  the  net  increase 
made  in  social-security  payments. 

I  realize,  Mr.  President,  that  logical 
arguments  can  be  made  against  the 
amendment.  I  fully  recognize  that  fact. 
However,  I  also  recognize  that  the  facts 
are  that,  without  the  adoption  of  my 
amendment,  the  enactment  of  the  bill 
into  law  wovUd  mean  that  those  who  need 
assistance  most  would  receive  none  of 
the  benefits  provided  in  the  bill.  I  hope 
the  Senate  will  agree  to  the  amendment. 
I  also  hope  that  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  committee  will  take  the 
amendment  to  conference. 

I  point  out  that  the  amendment  would 
not  result  in  increasing  the  cost  of  the 
bill  5  cents.  My  amendment  would 
merely  provide  that  when  social-secur- 
ity payments  are  increased.  State  wel- 
fare benefits  would  not  be  decreased  by 
a  like  amount.  My  amendment  would 
prevent  what  has  been  required  to  be 
done  by  law.  which  is  to  cut  out  any  net 
benefit  of  increases  in  social-security 
payments  to  the  442,000  persons  who 
have  required  extra  help  from  State 
public  assistance  agencies. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LONG.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  an  amend- 
ment on  this  subject,  which  is  identi- 
fied as  8-12-54-A.  The  amendment  was 
directed  to  somewhat  the  same  situa- 
tion, except  that  it  would  cover  all  per- 
sons receiving  old-age  assistance.  As  I 
understand  the  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana,  it  would  apply  to 
the  limited  number  of  persons  who  are 
receiving  old-age  assistance  and  old-age 
insurance  benefits.  That  is  a  limited 
category  out  of  the  total  of  4  million  or 
more  persons  affected.  That  is  about 
-  one-tenth  of  that  number. 

Mr.  LONG.  Seventeen  percent  of 
those  who  are  drawing  old-age  assist- 
ance are  also  drawing  old-age  and  sur- 
vivor's insurance  under  social  security. 


It  is  those  442.000  needy  individuals  that 
my  amendment  is  designed  to  assist. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  has  been  my 
feeling,  to  be  very  candid  about  it,  that 
some  base  figures  of  earned  income  or 
any  other  kind  of  income  ought  to  be 
permitted  before  we  start  to  apply  old- 
age  assistance,  and  we  should  build 
from  that  point  on.  I  felt  that  some- 
where across  the  board  at  least  $20  or 
$25  ought  to  be  allowed  to  any  person, 
and  be  disregarded  in  the  basis  for  de- 
termining need  for  old-age  assistance  or 
other  forms  of  public  assistance.  I  point 
out  that  the  Senator's  amendment  at 
least  corrects  what  is  obviously  an  in- 
equity in  the  law  as  it  now  stands.  If 
this  amendment  is  not  adopted  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 
we  shall  find  ourselves  in  a  situatioo  in 
which  we  say  that  we  have  legislated 
benefit  increases  only  to  find  that  in 
many  instances  such  increases  were  not 
increases  in  fact,  but  only  in  theory. 
Is  that  not  correct? 

•    Mr.  LONG.     That  is  correct.     I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  commend  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  for  putting  his  finger 
on  one  of  the  striking  weaknesses  in  our 
care  of  the  aged.  In  those  cases,  nearly 
half  a  million  in  number,  where  the  aged 
person  receives  both  old-age  security  and 
old-age  assistance,  as  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  has  pointed  out.  an  increase  in 
social  security  has  not  meant  an  increase 
in  protection  to  the  aged.  It  has  meant 
assistance  to  the  States. 

The  States  have  thereby  diminished 
the  amounts  which  they  otherwi.'^e  would 
contribute,  and  it  has  meant  that  the 
Federal  Government  has  assumed  the 
portion  of  the  burden  which  the  States 
should  properly  have  taken.  The  same 
thing.  I  may  say.  was  true  when  we  in- 
creased the  Federal  contribution  to  old- 
age  assistance  itself.  In  most  cases  the 
States  did  not  increase  the  amounts  to 
the  individual.  What  they  did  was  to 
diminish  the  amounts  which  the  States 
paid,  and  therefore  the  more  the  Federal 
Government  has  given  in  such  cases,  the 
less  the  State  has  given,  and  the  result 
has  been  aid  to  the  State  and  not  aid  to 
the  needy  aged.  The  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana has  directly  struck  at  one  of  the 
weak  spots  in  the  whole  system,  and  I 
hope  very  much  that  his  amendment  may 
be  adopted. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  the 
diflBculty  with  the  amendment  is  that  it 
upsets  the  whole  needs  test,  which  I 
think  is  offensive  to  most  of  us.  but 
which  is  a  part  of  our  social-security 
system  in  the  public-assistance  portion. 
So  far  as  the  needs  test  is  concerned,  we 
have  it.  and  it  must  continue  to  mean 
something  or  the  whole  public-assist- 
ance side  of.  our  program  will  fail. 

It  does  not  make  a  bit  of  difference 
whether  the  dollar  which  the  public 
assistance  recipient  receives  is  from  the 
insurance  side  of  the  Government,  from 
interest  on  a  bond  of  the  Government. 
from  rents,  or  from  any  other  source  of 
income.  It  diminishes  need,  and  it 
diminishes  just  as  much  its  part  of  the 
insurance  system  if  the  income  is  ob- 
tained from  other  sources.  So  when  we 
commence  making  exceptions,  we  are 
commencing  to  cut  down  the  needs  sys- 


tem; and  when  we  cut  down  the  needs 
system,  we  are  raising  the  expenses  of 
every  State  in  the  country,  as  well  as  the 
Federal  Government. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  argument  advanced  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Louisiana  and  re- 
inforced by  my  colleague  from  Illinois 
is  unanswerable — that  the  money  which 
the  Federal  Government  claims  to  be 
giving  to  the  people  for  old  age  a.ssist- 
ance  is  really  assistance  to  the  States, 
It  does  not  increa.se  the  amount  of 
money  that  is  made  available  to  the  per- 
son who  needs  it,  but  it  certainly  re- 
duces the  responsibility  of  the  States 
and  the  cities. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  It  is  true  that  the 
more  we  increase  the  cost  of  our  public 
assistance  program  the  more  we  in- 
crease the  cost  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment and  to  the  States.  The  more  we 
decrease  our  standards  of  need  the  more 
we  impose  expense  on  the  States  or  the 
Federal  Govcnunent.  What  we  wind  up 
with  is  a  decrea-sc,  and  we  take  whatever 
one  gets  out  of  social  .security  off  the 
means  quota  under  public  as.slstance; 
and.  therefore,  the  State,  if  it  has  true 
regard  for  the  means  of  its  people — and 
we  as.sume  that  that  is  taken  out  of  the 
picture,  as  though  it  had  disappeared — 
must  put  up  more  money  to  sati.ify  pub- 
lic assistance  and  take  care  of  the  peo- 
ple who  are  under  the  .system. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  As  I  understand  the 
proposal  made  by  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana, it  would  not  increa.se  the  cost 
to  the  Federal  Government  at  all.  The 
cost  would  remain  constant.  Under  the 
propo.sal.  there  would  not  be  an  increase 
or  decrea.^^e  in  the  total  amount  of  a.--- 
sistance  the  beneficiary  receives.  All 
this  proposal  would  do  would  be  to  re- 
lieve the  States  of  part  of  their  share 
of  the  assistance,  which  is  given  through 
public  a.ssistance. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Whatever  the  needs 
may  be— and  let  us  a.s.^ume  thev  are  X— 
to  meet  the  amount  of  X  need'in  public 
assistance  there  must  be  either  a  con- 
tribution from  the  State  or  from  the 
Federal  Government,  or  both.  If  the 
needs  test  is  reduced  $5— if  that  repre- 
sents the  amount  of  increa.'^e  to  which 
the  Senator  is  speakint,— and  \te  take 
the  position  we  will  not  count  that 
.someone  mu.st  make  good  that  amount! 
That  is  made  gocd  by  a  sharing  between 
the  Federal  Government  and  the  States. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  one  more  question'' 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  should  like  to  have 
a  little  more  information  with  regard 
to  this  question. 

As  I  understand,  we  claim  in  this  bill 
to  be  increasing  Federal  grants  to  these 
who  are  entitled  to  benefits  from  old-ags 
and  survivors  insurance.  We  are  em- 
pha.sizing  the  claim  that  we  are  doin'^ 
something  that  is  very  worthy  How- 
ever, as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  .-^eems  to  me 
the  beneficiary  does  not  gain  anything. 
The  .situation  remains  constant  The 
benficiary  does  not  receive  any  part  of 
the  additional  amount  which  is  paid  by 
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the  Federal  Government,  so  far  as  his 
total  subsistence  grants  are  concerned. 
There  is  a  deduction  of  an  equal  amoimt 
by  the  State,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  is  entirely  true. 
That  is  what  I  have  been  talking  about. 
The  incividual  takes  in  $5  more  on  his 
insurance  program.  The  State  refers  to 
that  $5,  and  says,  "This  is  revenue  you 
have  to  meet  your  need.  We  are  not  go- 
ing to  raise  the  needs  test  $5.  This  is  $5 
more  money  to  meet  your  needs,  what- 
ever they  are." 

It  would  be  the  same  as  If  the  individ- 
ual received  that  $5  from  interest  on 
Government  bonds  or  if  he  received  it 
from  stocks,  or  If  he  received  it  from 
rents.    The  situation  would  be  the  same. 

The  point  of  the  old-age  assistance 
part  of  the  program  is  that  first  we  set 
up  a  te^t  of  the  man's  needs,  and  then 
the  State  and  Federal  Government  con- 
tribute toward  that  program.  If  we  in- 
crea.se  the  need,  we  make  it  necessary 
for  the  Federal  Government  or  the  State, 
or  both,  to  contribute  more. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  one  more  question? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     Certainly. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  fail  to  see  that  we 
are  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  the 
bill,  so  far  as  these  particular  benefi- 
ciaries are  concerned,  because  the  pur- 
pose of  i.his  provision,  as  I  have  under- 
stood it,  is  to  make  the  lot  of  442.000 
people  a  little  bit  easier,  to  the  extent 
of  S5  or  $13.  We  have  failed  to  do  that. 
I  have  never  understood  that  the  social- 
security  law  was  drafted  or  administered 
for  the  benefit  of  States,  relieving  the 
States  and  cities  of  their  public-assist- 
ance charges. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  do  not  understand 
the  Senator's  p>oint.  I  say  that  most 
re.«:ppctfully. 

Two  tilings  are  involved.  One  is  pub- 
lic assistance,  and  the  other  is  insur- 
ance. Under  what  is  proposed,  the  man 
is  going  to  get  S5  more,  let  us  say.  paid 
on  his  irsurance.  He  also  receives  pub- 
lic-assistance money.  Therefore,  the 
agency  will  say  to  him.  "Your  need  is 
X  dollars  a  month.  You  are  getting 
S5  a  month  additional  revenue  from  your 
insurance.  We  are  going  to  count  that 
against  your  revenue." 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  says,  "Do 
not  court  that  particular  $5." 

If  we  followed  that  theory,  we  could 
exclude  cverj'thing  else  the  man  receives. 
It  is  revenue,  as  I  have  said  3  or  4  times. 
It  is  the  same  kind  of  revenue  as  if  he 
received  a  payment  for  Government 
bonds  or  a  payment  for  stocks  or  a  pay- 
ment for  rental.  It  is  money  which  is 
added  to  the  money  he  has,  to  be  applied 
against  his  need. 

The  S(^nator  from  Louisiana  is  saying 
simply,  'Deduct  that  money  from  the 
needs  test."  That  certainly  is  not  our 
purpose ;  and  we  are  not  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  Public  Assistance  Apt, 
either. 

Several  Senators.  Vote!    Vote!    Vote! 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  how  much 
time  ha^'e  I  remaining? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  lias  5  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  do  not  believe  I  shall 
require  raore  than  about  2  minutes.  I 
yield  my-.elf  3  minutes. 


I  point  out.  Mr.  President,  that  under 
this  bill  we  are  providing  a  gratuity  of 
anywhere  from  $5  to  $13  a  month  for  6 
million  people. 

Let  us  consider  the  typical  case  of  a 
man  making  $200  a  month.  Under  the 
present  law,  if  he  retired  he  woiUd  re- 
ceive $70  a  month.  If  he  is  at  present 
retired,  we  propose  to  increase  his  check 
from  $70  to  $78.50.  On  what  basis?  It 
is  an  outright  gratuity.  That  is  the 
basis  for  it.  We  would  like  to  raise  the 
benefits.  It  is  an  outright  gift.  We  pro- 
pose to  make  a  gift  of  anywhere  from 
$6  to  S 13  to  6  million  people. 

There  is  only  one  group  of  the  6  mil- 
lion people  who  are  not  going  to  be  bene- 
fited. They  are  the  442,000  people  who 
are  classified  as  being  needy. 

In  other  words,  we  are  going  to  take 
care  of  6  million,  but  those  who  are 
classified  as  being  needy,  those  who  have 
been  compelled  to  go  to  the  welfare 
agencies  and  apply  for  welfare  assis- 
tance, those  who  have  no  reserves,  those 
who  have  no  resources,  the  most  needy 
of  them  all.  receive  no  benefit.  Why? 
Because  without  my  amendment.  Fed- 
eral law  requires  welfare  departments  to 
go  down  the  list  and  find  every  one  of 
these  442.000  people,  and  every  time  they 
get  a  $5  Increase  In  Income  cut  their 
welfare  check  by  $5. 

Tlie  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana 
says  that  if  we  can  make  a  gift  of  $5  to 
$13  to  6  million  people  who  are  not 
needy,  we  let  the  needy  have  $5.  I  do  not 
understand  the  point. 

A  good,  logical  argument  has  been 
made  by  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  committee.  It  can  be  said  that 
social  security  does  not  depend  upon  a 
needs  test,  and  that  public  welfare  does 
depend  upon  a  needs  test.  The  only 
point  I  make  is.  where  there  is  an  over- 
lap, if  it  is  really  believed  that  we  can 
afford  to  give  an  extra  $5  to  6  million 
p>eople.  Federal  law  should  not  require 
that  payments  to  the  needy  be  reduced  by 
$5.  so  everybody  except  the  needy  would 
get  a  gratuity  of  $5  a  month  from  the 
Federal  Government  based  on  this  bill. 
In  spite  of  all  the  logical  arguments 
which  can  be  made  to  the  contrary,  the 
needy  should  be  told.  "When  you  get 
your  $5  you  can  keep  it.  just  as  all  those 
who  are  not  needy  can  keep  their  $5." 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President.  I 
shall  not  labor  the  argument  for  very 
long.  I  think  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor is  misconceiving  what  we  are  trying 
to  do  tonight.  We  are  changing  the 
rates,  and  the  benefits  in  various  In- 
stances, of  a  social  insurance  system. 
We  are  not  opening  a  big  barrel  and 
throwing  out  $5  to  one,  $10  to  another. 
$2.50  to  another.  The  basis  of  the  Sena- 
tor's argument  is  that  If  we  are  giving 
something  to  people  in  one  category. 
we  should  give  everybody  else  some- 
thing. I  think  that  is  the  basic  fallacy 
of  his  argument. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  jrield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     Certainly. 

Mr.  LONG.  Can  the  Senator  tell  me 
upon  what  basis  we  increase  the  bene- 
fits to  a  man  who  had  been  making  $200 
a  month  from  $70  to  $78  without  his 
paying  an  extra  5  cents  for  it? 


Mr.  MILLIKIN.  We  are  increasingr 
the  benefits  and  doing  all  kinds  of  good 
things  because  the  revenues  of  the  sys- 
tem. Into  which  the  employer  and  the 
employee  pays  will  carry  the  cost  of  the 
system.  That  is  what  we  are  told.  The 
Senator  heard  the  testimony.  I  heard 
the  testimony.  We  are  not  opening  a 
barrel  to  give  things  to  people. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  Senator  certainly 
agrees  that  all  the  retired  individuals 
who  will  receive  these  increases  are  not 
making  any  additional  contribution  to 
the  fund  In  order  to  pay  for  the  in- 
creased benefits. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Let  US  say  that  is  true. 
The  fund  includes  many  objectives  which 
are  not  limited  to  a  chess-playing  opera- 
tion.  based  upon  how  much  a  man  puts 
on  one  side  of  the  scale  and  on  the  other 
side  of  the  scale.  We  are  trying  to  in- 
crease the  security  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States. 

I  am  not  one  to  say  that  every  man 
gets  exactly  what  he  puts  in.  We  are 
doing  better  than  that  for  several  classes. 
We  are  doing  it  consciously,  not  as  a 
barrel-opening  operation.  This  is  not  a 
gift  procedure.  If  I  were  not  opposed  to 
th  e  amendment  anyway.  I  would  be  com- 
pelled to  do  so  because  the  committee 
opposed  It. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Let  me  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  that  the  people  who 
may  be  interested  In  benefits  under  the 
social  security  system  did  not  deal  at 
arms  length  with  the  Government.  The 
Government  said.  "You  are  in  the  sys- 
tem. You  are  going  to  be  taxed.  We 
are  going  to  pay  you  such-and-such  a 
simi  each  month  when  you  qualify  for 
such  payments  and  have  reached  the  re- 
tirement age."  They  had  not  a  thing  to 
say  about  how  much  they  should  be  paid, 
except  that  Congress  may  have  listened 
to  their  importunities.  So  what  they 
were  doing  was  contributing  to  a  system 
which  we  now  discover  is  able  to  increase 
the  benefits  to  which  they  are  entitled. 
The  same  benefits  should  go  to  those  who 
have  been  retired  as  well  as  those  who 
remain  in  the  system  and  must  pay  the 
rates  of  taxes  we  impose  on  them.  They 
do  not  indicate  the  amount  they  are  to 
receive,  as  in  the  case  of  an  ordinary 
insurance  policy.  They  must  rely  upon 
the  Congress  alone  to  deal  fairly  and 
equitably  with  them  when  the  system 
justifies  an  increase  in  their  benefit  pay- 
ments. 

The  confusion  arises  between  a  system 
to  which  the  workers  have  made  contri- 
butions, and  a  voluntary  system  of  bene- 
fits conferred  by  Government  upon  peo- 
ple who  make  no  contribution  whatever 
directly  to  the  Government  or  to  any 
fund. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  amendment 
should  be  rejected. 

Several  Senators.    Vote!    Vote! 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [  Mr. 

LONGl. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  call  up 
the  amendment  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long]  and  myself, 
7-19-54-D,  and  ask  unanimous  consent 
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that  the  reading  of  the  amendment  be 
dispcDsed  with  and  that  the  amendment 
be  included  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Martin 
and  Mr.  Long  is  as  follows: 

At  tbe  end  of  the  blU.  add  the  foUowing 
new  section: 

"AOJUvnoNTS  nr  aA-ns  or  taxes  to  finance 

OLD-AGE  AND  STTBVIVOI8  INSIHUNCE 

"Sec.  403.  The  Congress  shall,  on  or  before 
the  Ist  day  of  April  1955,  and  of  each  succeed- 
ing odd-nxunbered  year,  determine  the 
amount  of  the  benefit  payments  and  other 
svuus  which  It  estimates  will  be  paid  from 
the  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust 
fund  during  tbe  2-year  period  beginning  with 
the  first  day  of  the  year  in  which  the  deter- 
mination is  being  nuuie  and  shall  make  such 
adjustmenta.  If  any,  in  the  rates  of  tax  pro- 
vided for  by  sections  480.  1400,  and  1410  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  assure  that  the  amount  of  taxes  col- 
lected under  such  sections  for  such  2 -year 
period,  together  with  any  other  sums  covered 
Into  such  fund  for  such  period.  Is  not  less 
than  the  amoimt  of  the  benefit  payments 
and  other  sums  which  it  estimates  will  be 
paid  from  such  fund  during  such  2-year 
period." 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
the  pay-as-you-go  amendment.  The 
amendment  suggests  that  on  or  before 
April  1.  1955,  and  each  odd-numbered 
year  thereafter,  the  Congress  fix  the  rate 
required  to  put  the  system  as  nearly  as 
possible  on  a  pay-as-yourgo  basis. 

For  several  years  I  have  been  greatly 
worried  that  the  social  security  system, 
of  the  United  States  would  crash  under 
Its  own  weight. 

I  have  prepared  an  argument  which  I 
believe  will  sustain  my  position,  but  we 
do  not  have  time  to  debate  it  properly 
tonight,  because  the  hour  is  growing 
late.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  my 
remarks  may  be  incorporated  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senatoe  Maktin 

In  the  so-called  pay-as-you-go  amendment 
to  H.  R.  9366,  the  social  security  bill,  I  am 
happy  to  be  associated  as  cosponsor  with 
the  distinguished  Junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Long].  I  cannot  praise  too 
highly  the  great  interest  he  has  taken  in 
the  work  of  the  Finance  Committee.  He  is 
the  youngest  member  of  our  committee.  I 
mention  this  because  the  future  stability  of 
our  coiintry  means  more  to  men  of  his  age 
than  any  other  group. 

"nie  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  pro- 
vide a  biennial  review  of  the  financing  of 
the  social-secxirity  program,  in  order  to  es- 
tablish a  rate  of  payroll  taxation  sufficient 
to  meet  the  estimated '  benefits  to  be  paid 
out  imder  the  old-age  and  siirvivors  Insur- 
ance system  in  the  2 -year  period. 

The  amendment  provides  that  the  Con- 
gress shaU  make  an  estimate  on  or  before 
April  1,  1955,  and  each  odd-numbered  year 
thereafter,  of  the  rate  required  to  put  the 
system,  as  nearly  as  possible,  on  a  pay-as- 
you-go  basis. 

The  method  of  financing  social  seciurity 
has  been  carefully  studied  by  some  of  .the 
best  economists  of  our  country. 

Some  of  these  experts  have  proposed  mak- 
ing social-security  coverage  universal,  with- 
out using  the  contributory  plan.  Such  a 
plan  calls  for  the  payment  of  social-security 
benefits  from  general  tax  revenue. 


Another  group  wants  to  make  the  plan 
actuarially  sound.  This  would  require  a 
contribution  from  the  emgloyed,  employer, 
and  the  self-insured  large  enough  to  build 
up  a  fund  that  would  take  care  of  the  future 
requirements  of  the  system. 

The  method  proposed  in  this  amendment 
would  take  care  of  the  payments  to  tlve  bene- 
ficiaries from  currently  collected  funds. 

Those  who  believe  in  the  fine  Ideals  of 
social  security  and  have  always  suggested 
that  It  be  considered  a  form  of  Iniurance 
or  savings  have  the  desire  to  maintain  the 
high  morale  of  our  people.  Without  a  plan 
requiring  a  contribution  by  the  bentficiary. 
the  system  would  quickly  degrade  into  a  form 
of  dole.  We  do  not  want  a  dole  in  the 
United  States,  because  that  would  weaken 
the  morale  of  our  people.  The  great  ma- 
jority of  Americans  are  self-reliant.  They 
want  to  make  their  own  security.  They 
have  done  so  throughout  our  history,  and 
that  plan  has  contributed  greatly  to  the 
strength  and   growth  of  our  country. 

The  people  of  America  have  always  been 
very  considerate  of  their  unfortunate.  The 
ideal  plan  would  eventually  make  it  possible 
for  all  in  their  old  age,  or  if  mibforiane  be- 
falls them,  to  depend  upon  income  earned 
by  their  own  work  and  thrift.  Government 
can  never  make  security  for  us. 

If  the  contributory  system  Is  abandoned 
and  we  pay  for  the  benefits  from  general 
taxes,  coverage  must  be  all  Inclusive,  ex- 
tending to  all  our  people. 

In  the  consideration  of  social  security,  we 
must  never  forget  the  economy  of  tlie  Na- 
tion. How  far  can  we  go  wlthou:  d.;magins; 
the;  productive  power  of  the  country?  H"W 
much  can  we  have  without  damagir.g  the 
national  economy? 

One  Of  the  strongest  factors  in  the  great- 
ness of  the  United  States  is  that  we  produce 
mere  per  man-hour  than  any  other  country 
in  the  world. 

This  comes  about  because  of  our  better 
equipment  and  the  better  kncw-ho.v  of  our 
skilled  craftsmen.  It  is  becnu.-e  v.-e  have 
the  savings  to  expand  production.  Ki^n  be- 
cause there  is  a  profit  left  for  the  workers 
and  the  stockholders  after  expenses  are 
paid.  Profit  Is  the  great  incentive,  it  takes 
an  investment  of  from  »7.000  to  $25,000  in 
plant,  tools  and  equipment  to  create  the  Job 
of  each  worker.  Our  workers  are  better 
educated  than  those  of  any  other  country  of 
the  world. 

We  must  always  remember  that  wbatever 
Is  taken  from  the  people  in  any  form  of  tax- 
ation, whether  general  taxation  or  contri- 
butions for  social  security,  takes  that  much 
out  of  their  hands  to  spend  as  they  see  fit 
and  to  further  expand  our  economy.  The 
money  that  the  people  spend  for  schools, 
hospitals,  churches  and  a  better  living  stand- 
ard makes  a  greater  market  for  our  indus- 
trisJ  and  agricultural  production. 

The  American  people  mt;ist  be  informed 
that  there  Is  no  pot  of  gold  at  the  end  cf 
the  social-security  rainbow.  They  must  be 
made  aware  that  adequate  benefits  can  be 
provided  only  by  contributions  in  the  form 
of  direct  or  payroll  taxation.  It  all  comes 
out  of  their  pockets. 

The  fact  must  always  be  made  clear  that 
higher  benefits  are  Impossible  without  a 
higher  rate  of  contribution  or  Increased  taxa- 
tion, and  that  both  come  from  the  pockets 
of  those  who  work  and  those  who  invest 
their  savings. 

We  are  continuing  to  meet  pressures  for 
additional  coverage  and  higher  benefits  and 
this  will  always  continue.  It  is  good  politics 
to  offer  higher  benefits  and  broader  coverage. 
Ouru  is  a  political  coimtry  and  both  parties 
play  this  political  game.  Unfortunately,  all 
that  we  give  to  the  people  comes  frc«n  the 
people  themselves. 

Since  starting  the  social-security  gystem 
In  1937,  we  have  built  up  a  trust  fund  of 
about  119  billion.    This  accumulatioBi  has 


been  made  possible  because  income  has  ex- 
ceeded expenditures.  For  example,  In  1953 
we  collected  from  employers,  employees,  and 
self-employed,  and  from  trust  fuad  earnings 
$4,359,000,000.  We  expended  from  this,  in- 
cluding administration.  $3,094,000,000,  or  a 
profit  to  the  fund  of  $1,265,000,000.  This 
profit  has  been  used  by  the  Government. 

For  the  year  1954.  we  estimate  that  we 
will  collect  $5,567,000,000,  and  our  expendi- 
tures win  be  $3,655,000,000.  or  a  gain  of 
$1,912,000,000. 

As  you  know,  the  present  rate  is  2  percent 
each  from  the  em]>loyee  and  the  employer, 
and  3  percent  from  the  self-employed.  We 
contemplate  Increasing  this  in  I960  to  2'i 
percent  each  fur  the  employee  aad  the  em- 
ployer, and  3  ■'4  percent  for  the  self-employed. 
It  is  contemplated  that  we  will  bavc  a  fur- 
ther increa.'=e  in  1965  and  again  in  1970. 

From  estimates  based  on  minimum  costs 
the  fund  will  amount  to  $23,500,000,000  in 
1955.  $30,500,000,000  in  1960,  and  almost  $52 
billion  in  1970. 

All  of  this  accumuKited  trust  fund  exists 
only  in  the  i^.im  of  a  promise  to  pay  from 
the  United  States  Government.  There  are 
actually  n-^  funds  available  as  in  the  case 
of  in?iirnnce  companies  and  retirement  funds 
established  by  subdivisions  of  povernment. 
Insurance  company  funds  are  invested  in 
productive  enterprise  and  benefit  from  the 
e.irnings  of  American  industry.  On  the 
other  hand  there  is  no  investment  for  the 
social  security  trust  fund  other  than  Fed- 
eral Government  bond.s.  on  which  the  in- 
terest is  paid  from  <reneral  taxation. 

Mr.  President,  tiiere  is  no  way  of  getting 
away  from  the  fact  that  the  working  force 
in  the  United  States  must  shoulder  the  bur- 
den of  paying  for  the  benefits  to  the  retired 
and  to  the  aged.  The  problem  is  how  to 
make  it  clear  to  tlie  American  public  that 
they   pry  a:i   the   bills. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  our  propoKBl  that  we 
beiiin  to  do  something  about  it— to  take  a 
first  step  at  least  in  the  direction  of  putting 
the  expenditures  nn  a  b.ilance  with  esti- 
mated income.  We  are  always  going  to  be 
faced  with  the  possibility  of  reduced  In- 
come due  to  fluctuating  economic  condi- 
tions—and we  are  always  goin?  Xn  be  faced 
with  the  po.ssibility  and  probability  of  an 
increased  number  of  persons  livlrg  far  be- 
yond the  rctircineiit  ag?.  But  wt  can  esti- 
mate on  an  annual  or  a  biennial  basis  and 
thus  keep  a  check  upon  the  conditions  we 
face. 

Mr.  President.  I  contend^  that  the  pay-as- 
you-t;o  principle  should  be'put  intt  effect  for 
the  following  rcasor.s; 

1.  It  is  practically  impossible  to  put  social 
security  on  a  sound  actuarial  basis. 

2.  The  special  trust  fund  has  no  signifi- 
cance because  it  is  an  unsecured  Federal 
promise  to  pay. 

3.  As  it  now  sUnds,  the  Government  is  col- 
lecting considerably  more  than  i«  pays  out 
In  benefits.  This  is  a  tax  on  individuals  and 
upon  earnings. 

4.  A  biennial  estimate  of  what  Is  required 
would  give  the  people  an  opportunity  to 
study  proposed  increases  and  expansions  as 
suggested  from  time  to  time. 

5.  Tliere  is  no  economic  danger  from  a 
plan  that  paj's  its  way  each  year. 

6.  Individual  security  Is  spiritual  as  well 
as  material.  Reckless  Government  spending 
will  not  insure  security  because  Government 
has  nothing  except  that  which  it  takes  or 
borrows  from  the  people.  A  pay-as-you-go 
plan  gives  the  people  an  opportunity  to 
study  different  proposals  and  to  consider 
Whether  or  not  they  can  afford  them. 

Mr,  President,  I  strongly  urge  the  adoption 
of  this  amendment. 


Mr.  LONG. 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN, 
indeed. 


Mr.  President,  will  the 
It  is  a  great  pleasure, 


;:  !  . 


195Jf 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14441 


Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  am  glad 
to  join  lis  a  cosponsor  of  this  amend- 
ment with  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. It  seems  to  me  that  sooner  or 
Irter  we  shall  arrive  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  only  way  in  which  any  program, 
a  jocial-security  program  or  any  other 
type,  cari  be  financed  is  out  of  the  pro- 
ductivity of  the  Ameiican  people.  If  we 
do  not  produce  the  wherewithal  for  the 
su.sienani'e  of  life,  we  shall  not  be  able 
to  take  care  of  our  people,  no  mnttcr  how 
many  million  dollars  we  claim  to  have  in 
the  trust  fund. 

It  .^^ecrrs  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  that  year  by  year  we  are  ex- 
tractinK  noie  than  a  billion  dollars  from 
the  blood  stream  of  circulation  by  hav- 
ing; ihc  social  security  fund  take  in  much 
greater  collections  than  the  fund  pays 
out.  So  Ions  as  the  fund  is  taking  in  as 
much  mo  ley  as  it  needs  year  by  year,  it 
serm.s  to  me  that  is  adequate  to  a.-^sure 
that  the  fund  will  continue.  After  all, 
we  have  a  reserve  of  moie  than  $19 
billion,  which  is  enough  to  guarantee 
that  the  fund  will  be  solvent  and  that 
the  Govcinment  will  continue  to  make 
social  .secjrity  payments  year  by  year. 
That  I  ro  -ard  as  a  sufficient  reserve  to 
keep  on  hind. 


Mr.  fe:^guson. 

tlie  Senat  ir  vield? 
Mr.  MARTIN.     I 
Mr.  FERGUSON. 


Mr.  President,  will 

yield. 
Do  I  correctly  un- 
derstand that  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
.^vlvania  docs  not  intend  to  call  up  his 
amendment? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  have  already  offered 
the  araen.lmcnt  and  asked  that  it,  and 
alr>o  the  lemarks  which  I  had  intended 
to  make  in  support  of  the  amendment, 
be  incori'orated  in  the  body  of  the 
Record.  Out  the  hour  is  growing  late, 
and  I  do  not  intend  to  press  it  at  this 
time.  I  hope  that  Members  of  this  body 
Will  read  this  .statement  and  other  state- 
ments on  the  subject  of  .«ocial  security. 
We  now  have  a  fund  of  $19  billion,  bijt 
there  is  not  really  anything  in  the  fund. 

Of  couise  the  Government  owes  the 
social  security  system  that  amount  of 
money.  We  mu.st  remember  that  we  do 
rot  have  any  money  in  this  fund,  or  in 
any  other  fund,  which  the  Government 
dees  not  ( ither  take  from  the  people  in 
taxes  or  borrow  from  the  people. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FEl^GUSON.  I  am  sympathetic 
to  what  the  Senator  has  in  mind,  and  I 
feel  the  seme  way,  namely,  that  the  $19 
billion  in  ihe  fund  are  really  in  the  form 
of  I  O  Us  from  the  United  States  Gov- 
ei-nment,  which  has,  in  effect,  those 
I  O  U's  from  the  taxpayers  of  America. 

•  Mr.  MARTIN.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Sooner  or  later  we 
will  have  to  get  on  a  pay-as-you-go 
basis,  with  a  sufficient  surplus  to  carry  it. 
I  think  that  is  the  proper  way  to  oper- 
ate this  insurance  program. 

Mr.  MARTIN.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  Presiden..  will 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Will  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania tell  the  junior  Senator  from  Okla- 


homa why  the  Government  securities 
which  are  issued  to  the  social  security 
fund,  and  bear  no  higher  rate  of  inter- 
est than  the  bonds  which  are  held  by  the 
New  York  Life  Insurance  Co.  or  the 
Ma.ssachusetts  Mutual  Co.,  or  any  other 
insurance  company,  should  not  be  con- 
sidered a  debt  against  the  Government. 
^In  other  words,  if  those  bonds  do  not  rep- 
resent legitimate  value  in  the  social  se- 
cui-ity  fund,  why  do  the  major  insuiance 
companies  of  the  country  keep  50  percent 
of  their  funds  with  which  to  pay  off  their 
beneficiaries  in  Government  securities? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
bonds  of  the  United  States  are  not  sood. 
The  bonds  of  the  United  States  at  the 
present  time  are  the  best  investment  in 
the  world.  I  wish  to  keep  the  bonds  in 
that  position.  We  had  before  us  this  aft- 
ernoon the  question  of  raising  the  na- 
tional debt  ceilinsr.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Colorado  and  the  senior  Senator 
from  Virginia  and  the  senior  Senator 
fiom  Georgia  e.xpre^sed  the  situation 
very  well,  and  I  shall  not  try  to  repeat 
what  they  said. 

However,  when  we  set  the  limit  on  the 
national  debt  at  a  new  figure,  which  will 
expire  next  July,  we  told  the  American 
people  that  it  was  our  plan  to  keep  the 
bonds  of  the  United  Slates  on  a  sound 
basis.  We  want  America  to  remain  on 
a  sound  basis,  and  to  keep  our  social- 
security  system  on  a  sound  ba-^is.  There- 
fore, I  believe  that  sooner  or  later  we 
must  put  the  system  on  a  pay-as-you-go 
basis. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BUSH.  If  the  Senator  will  per- 
mit me,  I  suegest  that  the  answer  to  the 
question  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
is  that  the  difference  between  insurance 
companies  and  the  Government  is  that 
the  Government  has  the  taxintr  power. 
The  Government  has  the  taxing  power, 
whereas  the  insurance  companies  do  not 
have  that  pov,-er. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Is  it  not  the  same 
liability  so  far  as  the  Government  is 
concerned?  Is  not  the  same  pledge 
carried  on  the  obligations  that  are  held 
by  the  insurance  companies  as  is  carried 
on  the  obligation  contained  in  the  social- 
security  system?  What  are  we  going  to 
do  with  the  $19  billion  worth  of  interest- 
bearing  bonds  which  are  invested  in  the 
sinking  fund,  if  we  do  not  allow  the 
social-security  system  to  hold  them,  and 
if  the  New  York  Life  Insurance  Co.  and 
the  Massachusetts  Mutual  Co.  and  other 
private  insurance  companies  must  hold 
the  same  bonds,  and  we  must  float  more 
bonds  with  the  public,  because  we  are 
abolishing  the  reserves  behind  the  social- 
security  system? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  If  I  had  had  my  way 
at  the  beginning  of  the  social-security 
system  in  the  United  States,  it  would 
have  been  put  on  a  pay-as-you-go  basis 
at  that  time. 

The  Senate  has  been  in  session  for 
a  long  time,  and  I  was  trying  to  save 
some  time.  I  would  very  much  have 
liked  to  deliver  the  speech,  because  I 


put  a  great  deal  of  time  into  its  prepa- 
ration. If  any  Senators  who  are  inter- 
ested would  read  my  speech,  I  wotdd  be 
very  much  complimented.  I  appreciate 
very  much  what  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  is  stating.  I  do  not  want  to 
be  misunderstood.  Of  course.  I  feel  that 
the  bonds  of  the  United  States  are  the 
best  investment  that  any  insurance  com- 
pany or  anyone  else  could  possess.  I  do 
not  want  to  be  misunderstood. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Penn.sylvania  tell  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma  whether  the  bonds 
or  securities  held  within  the  social-se- 
curity system  are  worth  any  less  than 
the  securities  which  are  held  by  the  in- 
sui-ance  companies? 

Mr.  MARTIN.    Not  in  the  least. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  That  is  the  point 
I  am  makine. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  No;  of  course  they  are 
not. 

Mr.  MOMIONEY.  I  have  often  heard 
it  said,  if  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  will  yield  further,  that 
there  are  nothing  but  I  O  U's  of  the  Gov- 
ernment behind  the  social-security  sys- 
tem. It  has  been  said  that  there  is 
jomething  vastly  different  between  the 
securities  held  by  the  social-security 
system  and  the  same  type  of  securities 
held  by  every  major  insurance  company 
in  the  country.  Of  course,  they  bear  the 
same  interest,  and  it  is  the  same  security, 
and  the  Government  is  pledged  to  re- 
deem those  securities. 

A  gieat  hoax  has  been  attempted  to 
be  perpetrated,  when  it  has  been  claimed 
that  there  is  something  phony  going  on 
in  the  social-security  system,  when  the 
social-security  system  holds  the  same 
securities  of  the  Government  that  the 
private  insurance  companies  hold. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  wish  to  make  that 
point  clear.  I  apologize  for  taking  this 
time.  I  could  have  read  my  speech  in 
the  same  time  and  probably  we  would 
not  have  had  this  controversy.  I  wish 
to  be  clearly  understood  that  I  have  the 
greatest  faith  in  the  bonds  of  the  United 
States. 

Unfortunately,  this  trust  fund  of  $19 
billion,  which  by  1970  will  t)e  increased^ 
to  350  billion,  is  encouraging  the  Ameri^' 
can  people  to  believe  that  there  is  a  rain- 
bow at  the  end  of  the  social-security 
system,  and  that  we  can  add  to  the  bene- 
fits it  provides,  as  has  been  suggested, 
$5  here  and  $5  there.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  we  put  it  on  a  pay-as-you-go 
basis,  the  people  of  the  country  will 
realize  that  they  are  paying  the  bills. 
That  is  why  I  am  suggesting  the  pay-as- 
you-go  plan. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Has  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  withdrawn 
his  amendment? 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Connecticut  will  state  it. 

Mr.  BUSH.  What  is  the  pending 
question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Martin].  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania withdraw  his  amendment? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Yes;  I  withdraw  the 
amendment. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  MTTT.TKTN.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
3  minutes  on  the  bill  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  although 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  has 
Withdrawn  his  amendment,  nevertheless 
he  has  made  a  partial  record  on  it.  I 
do  not  intend  to  take  any  great  time  in 
discussing  his  amendment,  although 
come  January,  when  we  introduce  the 
Lehman  social  security  bill,  which  was 
discussed  earlier  tonight.  I  shall  discuss 
It  at  length. 

What  I  wish  to  do  this  evening  is  re- 
ject the  major  premise  laid  down  by  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania.  I  have 
heard  for  a  long  time  a  great  deal  of  talk 
about  the  pay-as-you-go  plan  with  re- 
spect to  social  security. 

I  wish  to  say  that  it  represents  a  great 
underlying  fallacy,  because  behind  the 
social-security  system  are  two  considera- 
tions; first,  the  security  and  wealth  of 
the  United  States,  and,  second,  the  moral 
obligation  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  to  make  sure  that  when  people 
reach  an  age  where  they  can  no  longer  be 
productive,  those  who  have  the  ability  to 
pay  taxes  will  see  to  it  that  those  people 
live  out  their  old  age  in  decency. 

That  is  the  great  social  objective  of 
the  social -security  system.  We  will  com- 
pletely fail  in  our  moral  obligation  to 
the  people  of  the  United  States  if  we 
ever  accept  the  notion  that  before  we  do 
right  by  them  we  must  adopt  a  pay-as- 
you-go  program.  I  would  have  Senators 
keep  in  mind  that  millions  of  people  in 
this  country  never  can  pay  as  they  go 
for  the  type  of  old-age  decency  to  which 
they  are  entitled.  Those  are  the  people 
Who  have  an  annual  gross  income  of 
less  than  $3,500  a  year.  I  have  said  be- 
fore, as  I  repeat  tonight,  that  the  whole 
economic  system  of  our  country  would 
collapse  If  it  were  not  for  the  produc- 
tivity of  the  people  who  gross  less  than 
$3,500  a  year. 

Mr.  President,  as  to  those  people,  it  is 
perfectly  fallacious  *o  argue  that  we 
cannot  adopt  a  social-seciuity  system 
which  will  give  them  an  o|d-age  decency 
unless  we  first  adopt  a  pay-as-you-go 
system. 

I  close.  Mr.  President,  by  repeating 
that  what  is  behind  the  social-security 
system  is  the  wealth  of  the  Nation  and 
the  recognition  of  the  moral  obligation 
of  IGO  million  people  to  see  to  it  that  we 
maintain  a  system  which  gives  to  people 
in  their  old  age  a  life  of  decency.  I  am 
a  little  weary  of  the  argimient  that  we 
must  build  up  some  kind  of  a  banking 
account  that  puts  the  social -seciu-ity 
system  on  a  grovmd  analagous  to  com- 
mercial insurance.  We  are  dealing  with 
a  social-security  obligation  of  the  people 
who  can  produce  in  relation  to  those  who 
have  reached  the  point  where  they  can- 
not produce. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr,  President.  I  offer  the 
amendment,  which  I  send  to  the  desk 
and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 


It  is  proposed  to 


The  Chief  Clerk. 
insert: 

BTTJDT    OF  JTEASIBrLITT    OT   PROVIDING    tNCREASZXI 
MINneUM  BINEFITS  UNDEB  TITUl  H 

Sec.  404.  (a)  The  Secretary  shall  conduct 
a  full  and  complete  study  with  a  view  to 
determining  the  reasiblUty  of  Increasing  the 
minimum  old-age  Insurance  benefits  under 
title  n  of  the  Social  Security  Act  to  ( 1 )  $55 
per  month.  (2)  $60  per  month,  and  (3)  to 
$75  p)er  month. 

(b)  Such  study  shall  Include  (1)  a  de- 
taUed  analysis  of  the  estimated  increase  in 
cost,  if  any,  Involved  In  increasing  such 
minimum  benefit  to  each  of  the  above  re- 
feiTCd  to  amounts,  (2)  estimates  of  the  finan- 
cial impact  such  Increase  would  have  upon 
the  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  on  this 
fund,  and  (3)  an  estimate  of  the  amount.  If 
any,  by  which  Federal  grants  to  tbc  States 
for  public  assistance  would  be  reduced  by 
the  raising  of  such  increase  in  niinluium  old- 
age  insin-ance  benefits. 

(c)  The  Secretary  shall  report  to  the  Con- 
gress at  the  earliest  practicable  date  the 
results  of  the  study  provided  for  by  this 
sec  tion. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  have  dis- 
cussed this  amendment  with  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  committee  and 
with  the  senior  Democratic  member  of 
the  Finance  Committee,  and  it  is  my  un- 
derstanding that  they  both  feel  that  the 
amendment  can  well  be  taken  to  con- 
ference. One  of  the  particular  items  the 
cost  of  which  we  should  try  to  find  is  the 
extent  to  which  the  public  welfare  bur- 
den of  the  Federal  Government  will  be 
reduced  by  such  a  program. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
no  objection  to  taking  the  amendment 
to  the  conference,  and  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia  also  has  no  ob- 
jection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana [Mr.  Long]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
call  up  my  amendment  8-3-54-C,  and 
I  wish  to  modify  it  by  striking  out  all 
in  the  amendment  up  to  line  6.  on  page  2. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  103,  be- 
tween lines  16  and  17,  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  the  following: 

(d)  Section  202  (e)  and  ff)  of  sueh  act  is 
amended  by  striking  out  "three-fourths  of" 
wherever  appearing  therein. 

On  page  103,  line  18,  strike  out  ••113" 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "114." 

On  page  103,  Une  23,  strike  out  "114" 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  '115." 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  the 
present  social  security  law  provides  that 
a  widow  or  widower  is  entitled  to  three- 
fourths  of  the  benefit  of  the  original  re- 
cipient. If  Mr.  Jones  is  receiving  $60 
a  month,  and  he  dies.  Mrs.  Jones  will 
receive  $45.  Or  if  she  is  the  bread- 
winner and  receives  $60  a  month,  and 
dies,  Mr,  Jones  will  receive  $45.  It  is 
like  saying  that  when  a  man  who  has  a 
life  insurance  policy  of  $2,000  dies,  his 
widow  should  receive  $1,500.  The  widow 
is  as  much  entitled  to  the  benefit  as  her 
husband  would  have  been.    The  member 


of  the  family  who  is  left  after  the  bread - 
wiimer  has  passed  away  is  entitled  to 
the  same  benefit.  I  modified  my  amend- 
ment, but  I  will  say  very  candidly  that  if 
any  member  of  the  committee  can  ex- 
plain to  me  why  when  a  man  dies  his 
wife  should  not  receive  all  the  benefits 
to  which  he  would  be  entitled  under  the 
insurance  system,  I  want  to  hear  it.  I 
have  no  more  to  say.  Mr.  President. 
I  await   a   reasonable  explanation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
IMr.  Humphrey),  as  modified. 

Tlie  amendment,  as  modified,  was  re- 
jected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
call  up  my  amendment  8-12-54-B.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  reading  of  it 
be  dispensed  with,  and  that  it  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  Hlmphreys  amendment  is  as 
follows: 

On  pa?:e  135.  beginning  with  line  11,  strike 
out  all  throujih  line   15,  and  lascrt  in  lieu 

thereof  the  fcricwing: 

"I.VC3EASE   IN   BENEmB 

".Sec.  301.  ra»  Section  S  fa)  of  the  Social 
Se.urlty  .■\ct  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"'Sec  3.  (a)  Prom  the  stuns  appropriated 
therefor,  the  Secretary  of  the  T»easury  shall 
pay  to  each  State  which  has  an  approved 
plan  for  old-ace  assl.<:tance.  for  e»ch  quarter, 
betrinning  with  the  quarter  commencing  Oc- 
tober 1.  1954.  (1)  in  the  ca.se  of  any  State 
other  than  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin 
Island.s,  an  amount,  which  shull  be  used 
exclusively  as  oid-ace  assistance,  equal  to 
the  sum  of  the  following  proportions  of  the 
total  amounts  exjjcnded  during  auch  quarter 
as  o!d-a-e  assi.,tance  under  the  State  plan, 
nr:t  counting  so  much  of  such  expenditure 
with  respect  to  any  individual  for  any  month 
as  exceeds  $00 — 

"  '^A)  five-sixths  of  such  expenditures,  not  ■ 
counting  so  much  of  any  expenditure  with 
respect  to  any  month  as  exceeds  the  product 
of  .*30  muitiplied  by  the  total  number  of  such 
individuals  wlio  received  old-age  assistance 
for  such  month;   plus 

"'(B)  one-half  of  the  amount  by  which 
such  expenditures  exceed  the  maximum 
which  may  be  counted  under  clause  (Ai; 
and  (2)  in  the  case  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Viryin  Islands,  an  amount,  which  shall  be 
used  exclusively  as  old-aee  assistance,  equal 
to  one-half  of  the  total  of  the  suma  expended 
durins:;  such  quarter  as  old-ag«  assistance 
under  the  State  plan,  not  counting  so  much 
of  such  expenditure  with  respect  to  any 
individual  for  any  month  as  trxceeds  «30, 
and  (3  I  In  the  case  of  any  State,  an  amount 
equal  to  one-half  of  the  total  of  the  sums 
expended  during  such  quarter  as  found  nec- 
essary by  the  Administrator  for  the  proper 
and  efficient  administration  of  th«  State  plan, 
which  amount  shall  be  used  for  paying  the 
costs  of  administering  the  Slate  plan  or  for 
old-age  assistance,  or  both,  and  ftor  no  other 
purpose.' 

"(b)  Section  4C3  U)  of  such  Act  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec  403.  (a)  Prom  the  8Urr»  appropri- 
ated therefor,  the  Secretary  of  ttte  Treasury 
shall  pay  to  each  State  which  has  an  ap- 
proved plan  for  aid  to  dependent  children, 
for  each  quarter,  beginning  with  the  quarter 
commencing  October  1.  1954.  (1)  in  the  case 
of  any  .State  other  than  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Virgin  Islands,  an  amount,  which  shall  be 
»ised  exclusively  as  aid  to  dependent  children, 
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equal  to  the  sum  ot  the  following  propor- 
tions of  the  total  amounts  expended  dtu-lng 
ruch  quarter  as  aid  to  dependent  children 
under  the  State  plan,  not  coimtlng  so  much 
of  such  expenditure  with  respect  to  any  de- 
pendent <:blld  for  any  month  a8'excee<ls  $33, 
or  if  there  Is  more  than  one  dependent  child 
In  the  same  home,  as  exceeds  $33  with  re- 
spect to  3ne  such  dependent  child  and  924 
with  respect  to  each  of  the  other  dependent 
children,  and  not  counting  so  much  of  such 
expenditure  for  any  month  with  respect  to 
a  relative  with  whom  any  dependent  child 
is  living  f.s  exceeds  $33 — 

"  '(A)  live-sixth  of  such  expenditures,  not 
counting  so  much  of  the  exf)enditures  with 
respect  to  any  month  as  exceeds  the  prod- 
uct of  $11!  multiplied  by  the  total  number 
of  dependi'nt  children  and  other  individuals 
with  respe:t  to  whom  aid  to  dependent  chil- 
dren is  paid  for  ruch  month,  plus 

"'(B)  one-half  of  the  amount  by  which 
such  expenditures  exceed  the  maximum 
which   may   be   counted   under   clause    (A); 

and  (2)  in  the  case  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Virgin  Islands,  an  amount,  which  shall  be 
used  excluilvely  as  aid  to  dependent  ci.ll- 
dren,  equal  to  one-half  of  the  total  of  the 
sums  expended  during  such  quarter  as  aid 
to  dependent  children  under  the  State  plan, 
not  counting  so  much  of  such  expenditure 
with  respect  to  any  dependent  child  for  any 
month  as  exceeds  $18.  or  if  there  is  more 
than  one  dependent  child  In  the  same  home, 
as  exceeds  $18  with  respect  to  one  such  de- 
pendent child  and  $12  with  respect  to  each 
of  the  other  dependent  children;  and  (3)  in 
the  case  of  any  State,  an  amount  equal  to 
one-half  of  the  total  of  the  sums  expended 
diu-lng  such  quarter  as  found  necessary  by 
the  Administrator  for  the  proper  and  effi- 
cient administration  of  the  State  plan, 
which  amount  shall  be  used  for  paying  the 
costs  of  adrilnistering  the  State  plan  or  for 
aid  to  dep>endent  children,  or  both,  and  for 
no  other  purpose." 

"(c)  Section  1003  (a)  of  such  act  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

" 'SK.  10C3.  (a)  Prom  the  sums  appro- 
priated therefor,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury shall  pay  to  each  State  which  has  an 
approved  plan  for  aid  to  the  blind,  for  each 
quarter,  beginning  with  the  quarter  com- 
mencing October  1,  1954,  (1)  In  the  case  of 
any  State  other  than  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Virgin  Islands,  an  amount,  which  shall  be 
used  exclusively  as  aid  to  the  blind,  equal 
to  the  sum  of  the  following  proportions  of 
the  total  amounts  expended  during  such 
quarter  as  aid  to  the  blind  under  the  State 
plan,  not  counting  so  much  of  any  such  ex- 
penditure with  respect  to  any  individual 
for  any  month  as  exceeds  $60 — 

"  "(A)  five-sixths  of  such  expenditures,  not 
counting  so  much  of  any  expenditxire  with 
respect  to  any  month  as  exceeds  the  product 
of  $30  multiplied  by  the  total  number  of 
such  Individuals  who  received  aid  to  the 
blind  for  such  month,  plus 

"  '(B)  one-half  of  the  amount  which  such 
expenditures  exceed  the  maximum  which 
may  be  counted  under  clause  (A); 
and  (2)  In  the  case  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Virgin  Islands,  an  amount,  which  shall  be 
used  exclusively  as  aid  to  the  blind,  equal 
to  one-half  of  the  total  of  the  sums  ex- 
pended during  such  quarter  as  aid  to  the 
blind  under  the  State  plan,  not  counting 
so  much  of  such  expenditure  with  respect 
to  any  Individual  for  any  month  as  exceeds 
$30;  and  (3)  in  the  case  of  any  State,  an 
amount  equal  to  one-half  of  the  total  of 
the  sums  expended  during  such  quarter  as 
found  necessary  by  the  Administrator  for 
the  proper  and  efflclent  administration  of 
the  State  plan,  which  amount  shall  be  used 
for  paying  the  costs  of  administering  the 
State  plan  or  for  aid  to  the  blind,  or  both, 
and  for  no  other  purpose'  " 
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(d)  Section  1403  (a)  of  such  act  Is  amend- 
ed to  read  as  follows: 

"SBC.  1403.  (a)  From  the  sums  appropri- 
ated therefor,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
shall  pay  to  each  State  which  has  an  ap- 
proved plan  for  aid  to  the  permanently  and 
totally  disabled,  for  each  quarter,  beginning 
with  the  quarter  commencing  October  1, 
1954,  (1)  In  the  case  of  any  State  other  than 
Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands,  an 
amount,  which  shall  be  used  exclusively  as 
aid  to  the  permanently  and  totally  disabled, 
equal  to  the  sum  of  the  following  propor- 
tions of  the  total  amounts  expended  dur- 
ing such  quarter  as  aid  to  the  permanently 
and  totally  disabled  under  the  State  plan, 
not  counting  so  much  of  such  expenditure 
with  respect  to  any  Individual  for  any  month 
as  exceeds  $60 — 

"  *(A)  five-sixths  of  such  expenditures,  not 
counting  so  much  of  any  expenditure  with 
respect  to  any  month  as  exceeds  the  product 
of  $30  multiplied  by  the  total  number  of 
such  Individuals  who  received  aid  to  the  per- 
manently and  totally  disabled  for  such 
month,  plus 

"'(B»  one -half  of  the  amount  by  which 
such  expenditures  exceed  the  maximum 
which  may  be  counted  under  clause  (A); 
and  (2)  in  the  case  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Virgin  Islands,  an  amount,  which  shall  be 
used  exclusively  as  aid  to  the  permanently 
and  totally  disabled,  equal  to  one-half  of 
the  total  of  the  sums  expended  during  such 
quarter  as  aid  to  the  permanently  and  totally 
disabled  under  the  State  plan,  not  counting 
BO  much  of  such  expenditure  with  respect  to 
any  individual  for  any  month  as  exceeds  $30; 
and  (3)  in  the  case  of  any  State,  an  amount 
equal  to  one-half  of  the  total  of  the  sums 
expended  during  such  quarter  as  found  nec- 
essary by  the  Administrator  for  the  proper 
and  efflclent  administration  of  the  State 
plan,  which  amount  shall  t>e  used  for  paying 
the  costs  of  administering  the  State  plan  or 
for  aid  to  the  permanently  and  totally  dis- 
abled, or  both,  and  for  no  other  ptxrpose.' 

"(e)  The  amendments  made  by  the  pre- 
ceding sections  of  this  act  shall  be  effec- 
tive on  and  after  October  1,  1954. 

"(f)    (1)  If— 

"(A)  during  the  1-year  period  beginning 
October  1,  1954,  or  the  1-year  period  begrln- 
ning  October  1.  1955.  the  total  State  expendi- 
tures (as  defined  In  par.  (2) )  for  any 
State  under  a  State  plan  approved  tmder 
title  I,  rv,  or  XIV  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
are  less  than  the  total  State  expenditures 
for  such  State  under  such  plan  during  the 
base  i>erlod  (as  defined  In  par.  (2) ),  and 

"(B)  the  State  expenditure  per  recipient 
under  such  plan  for  such  year  is  less  than 
the  State  exp>endit\n-e  per  recipient  under 
such  plan  during  the  base  period,  then  the 
amount  payable  to  such  State  under  such 
title  for  such  year  shall  be  reduced  by  which- 
ever of  the  following  is  the  least; 

"(C)  the  amount  by  which  the  total  State 
exF>endlture8  during  the  base  period  under 
such  plan  exceeds  the  total  State  expendl- 
ttires  during  such  year  under  such  plan: 

"(D)  the  amount  by  which  the  State  ex- 
penditure per  recipient  during  the  base  pe- 
riod under  such  plan  multiplied  by  the 
monthly  average  of  the  number  of  Individ- 
uals who  received  aid  or  assistance  under 
such  plan  during  such  period  exceeds  the 
State  expenditure  per  recipient  under  such 
plan  for  such  year  multiplied  by  the  monthly 
average  of  the  number  of  Individuals  who 
received  aid  or  assistance  under  such  plan 
during  such  year;  or 

"(E)  the  amotmt  by  which  the  sum  which 
would  be  payable  to  such  State  for  such 
year  under  such  title  but  for  the  provisions 
of  this  section  exceeds  the  sum  which  would 
be  payable  to  such  State  for  such  year  under 
such  tlUe  II  this  section  had  not  been  en- 
acted. 

"(2)  For  purposes  of  this  subsection,  the 
term  total  State  expenditures'  means.  In 
the  case  of  a  State  plan  approved  under 


tlUe  I,  IV,  X.  or  XIV  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  the  difference  between  (A)  the  total 
expenditures  (other  than  eij^ndittires  to 
meet  the  cost  of  administering  the  State 
plan)  with  reelect  to  which  amounts  are 
payable  to  the  State  under  sections  3.  403, 
1003.  and  1403.  respectively,  and  (B)  the 
amount  so  payable  to  the  State;  the  term 
'State  expenditure  per  recipient"  with  respect 
to  any  year  or  with  respect  to  the  base 
period,  as  the  case  may  be,  means,  in  the 
case  of  a  State  plan  approved  under  title  I, 
rv,  X,  or  xrv  of  the  Social  Seciu-lty  Act. 
the  total  State  expenditures  during  such 
year  or  period  under  such  plan  divided  by 
the  monthly  average  of  the  number  of  In- 
dividuals who  received  aid  or  assistance 
under  such  plan  during  such  year  or  period; 
the  term  "base  period"  means  the  1-year 
period  ending  September  30,  1954;  and  the 
term  'State;  includes  Alaska.  Hawaii,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

"(g)  Section  1108  of  such  act  relating  to 
limitation  on  payments  to  Puerto  Rico  and 
the  Virgin  Islands  Is  hereby  repealed." 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  should  appreci- 
ate an  explanation  of  the  very  peculiar 
situation  to  which  I  was  referring  a 
moment  ago.  If  any  Senator  can  ex- 
plam  to  me  that  when  a  husband  dies  his 
wife  should  not  receive  the  benefits 
which  he  would  have  received  if  he  had 
lived,  I  would  like  to  hear  a  logical  ex- 
planation. I  know  the  law  does  not  per- 
mit it.  but  I  think  the  law  is  a  little 
"nuts"  on  that  proposition,  and  I  think 
it  should  be  corrected.    [Laughter.l 

My  amendment  would  offer  an  op- 
portunity to  do  something  for  the  folks 
at  home. 

A  day  or  two  ago  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  LokgI  proposed  an 
amendment  to  reduce  the  authorization 
for  foreign  appropriations  by  $1  billion. 
Then  he  offered  an  amendment  to  cut  It 
$500  million,  and  it  was  agreed  to.  But 
when  the  bill  came  from  the  conference 
committee  he  lost  $500  million,  and  he 
did  not  even  know  what  liappened.  It 
was  because  there  are  some  people  In 
Italy,  in  France,  and  in  Formosa— the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  has  met  those 
Formosans;  they  are  good  constituents 
of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Laugh- 
ter]— who  had  to  have  that  money. 

But,  Mr.  President,  if  we  suggest  an 
extra  $5  on  old-age  insurance  we  are  met 
with.  "Oh.  no.  we  caimot  do  that."  In- 
surance company  executives  get  to 
thinking  that  the  money  of  the  company 
is  theirs,  but  it  belongs  to  the  policy- 
holders. Congress  is  thinking  that  this 
money  belongs  to  us.  It  does  not.  It 
belongs  to  the  policyholders.  We  have 
a  right  to  rsuse  the  benefits.  The  tax- 
payers of  this  country  can  provide  the 
money  to  furmsh  a  decent  income  for 
the  semor  citizens  of  this  country. 
There  are  two  classes  of  people  that 
deserve  consideration.  They  are  not 
Senators,  not  Representatives;  they  are 
children  and  old  people. 

Persons  between  the  ages  of  18  and  65, 
if  they  have  an  education,  should  be  able 
to  take  care  of  themselves  pretty  well. 
They  do  not  need  any  pump  priming  or 
very  much  extra  help.  But  folks  who 
are  65  and  over  and  are  in  need,  are  re- 
ceiving $51.34  a  month,  which  is  the 
average  payment  of  old  age  assistance  in 
the  United  States.  It  is  $51.34  a  month 
in  the  richest  Nation  on  the  face  of  the 
earth,  a  country  which  has  spent  $5  bil- 
lion to  smoke  cigarettes,  $7  billion  to 
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make  people  think  they  feel  better  than 
they  really  are  by  the  use  of  spirits.  $700 
million  to  paint  themselves  up  with  cos- 
metics to  look  a  little  better  than  they 
are,  but  when  we  suggest  that  grandma 
and  grandpa  get  something,  we  are  told 
that  the  old  budget  is  going  to  break. 
There  Is  something  wrong  with  the 
Treasury, 

I  always  remember  what  my  dad  said. 
My  father  was  a  wonderful  man.  He 
never  once  told  his  son  what  time  to 
go  to  bed.  But  I  am  here  to  say  that 
he  was  an  expert  on  getting  him  up. 
He  knew  what  time  to  get  his  son  up. 
If  the  son  came  in  at  5  in  the  morning, 
his  father  got  him  up  at  6.  If  he  came 
In  at  4.  his  father  got  him  up  at  6:30. 
The  later  the  son  got  in,  the  earlier  he 
got  up. 

This  Senator  does  not  believe  In  tell- 
ing the  people  of  America  how  to  live. 
Some  persons  may  want  to  waste  their 
lives  away;  some  may  want  to  drink 
their  hves  away;  some  may  want  to  go 
to  the  horseraces  every  day.  I  suppose 
if  they  want  to  do  it.  they  have  a  right 
to  do  it.  But  if  they  are  going  to  "horse" 
around  like  that,  then  they  are  going 
to  pay  for  grandpa,  too.  They  are  going 
to  provide  for  old-age  assistance.  If 
they  are  going  to  day  for  the  Devil,  they 
are  going  to  help  keep  the  churches 
open,  too. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  state  the 
amount  of  time  he  yields  to  himself? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  whole  works— 
15  minutes.  This  is  my  last  amendment. 
I  have  not  had  much  good  fortune  to- 
night. I  was  able  to  get .  the  imder- 
takers — the  funeral  directors — into  the 
bill,  but  no  others. 

I  am  proposing  that  the  old-age  as- 
sistance payments  be  increased  $5  a 
month  to  help  the  needy,  the  aged,  the 
poor,  the  helpless,  the  sick;  $5  a  month 
for  the  blind  and  disabled:  $3  a  month 
for  dependent  children.  Do  not  let  me 
hear  anyone  say  that  we  cannot  afford 
it.  We  cannot  afford  it?  It  will  not  cost 
half  as  much  as  it  costs  every  time  we 
try  out  an  atom  bomb  on  the  French 
Flats  in  Nevada  to  see  if  it  will  work. 
I  do  not  know  whether  we  have  proved 
anything  particularly,  but  we  have  found 
that  they  do  work. 

We  have  made  an  appropriation  for 
Indochina,  and  we  do  not  even  know  to 
whom  we  have  given  it.  That  is  a 
fact.  We  appropriated  $1,300,000,000,  if 
I  am  not  mistaken;  I  do  not  have  the 
exact  figures.  We  were  not  certain 
which  side  was  going  to  get  it,  where 
it  was  going  to  go,  or  who  was  going  to 
get  it. 

I  heard  the  arguments  on  the  floor 
that  that  money  was  needed.  Not  only 
that,  it  was  said  that  since  we  did  not 
know  where  it  was  going  to  go,  we 
should  give  it  to  the  President;  that  he 
would  determine  where  it  would  go.  Let 
Senators  examine  the  Record.  They  will 
see  exactly  what  we  did.  We  said  we 
were  not  sure,  but  we  might  need  it. 
After  all,  things  are  tough  all  over;  we 
might  need  it.  So  we  gave  $1,300,000,000 
to  the  White  House.  We  gave  it  to  the 
President.  We  trust  the  President. 
Yes,  I  triist  the  President.  I  voted  to 
give  the  money  to  him.    I  thought  he 
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might  need  It.    I  thought  there  might 
be  a  time  and  a  place  for  its  use. 

Now  I  appeal  to  the  Senate  to  do 
something  for  the  senior  citizens  of  this 
country,  the  persons  who  live  in  shacks, 
those  who  are  sick,  those  who  are  old, 
those  who  are  Weary;  the  persons  who 
have  spent  their  lives;  who  have  given 
their  sons  and  daughters  to  the  Bervice 
of  their  country;  persons  who  have 
worked  their  hearts  out. 

In  1946  we  increased  the  old-age  as- 
sistance payments  by  $5.  In  1948  we  in- 
creased them  another  $5.  In  1952  we 
increased  them  another  $5.  We  have 
helped  older  people  to  the  tune  of  $15 
in  9  years. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  am  delighted  to  sup- 
port the  Senator's  amendment.  Unfor- 
tunately, the  bill  is  going  to  help  all  re- 
tired persons  except  the  needy.  I  be- 
lieve the  Senator's  amendment  would 
improve  the  bill,  so  that  those  who  re- 
ceive old-age  pensions  will  receive  addi- 
tional assistance. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  what 
should  be  done.  I  know  that  my  amend- 
ment wiU  increase  the  cost  by  a  preat 
amount.  I  assume  it  will  cost  $200  mil- 
lion for  all  those  receiving  old-a^^e  as- 
sistance, the  blind,  the  disabled,  and 
the  dependent  children.  I  might  as  well 
say  what  it  will  cost,  because  .someone 
will  certainly  remind  us  later  of  vrhat  it 
will  cost.  But  it  will  be  the  best  $200 
milUon  that  Congress  will  have  spent. 
It  represents  Christian  compassion.  It 
represents  what  we  should  be  doing  unto 
the  least  of  our  brethren.  It  represents 
help  to  the  helpless,  help  to  the  weary, 
help  to  the  heavily  laden. 

Some  days  ago  I  voted  for  a  tax  bill 
that  did  not  help  the  weary,  that  did  not 
help  the  heavy  laden.  That  bill  helped 
the  strong,  the  well  born,  and  the  rich. 

I  have  read  reports  recently  which  in- 
dicated that  the  corporations  in  the 
United  States  have  had  the  biggest  cor- 
porate profit  returns  they  have  had  in 
years,  despite  fewer  sales  and  le^.s  groj^s 
income.  But  they  have  received  more 
net  income.  Congress  fixed  it  that  way 
for  them.  Let  us  not  "kid"  ourselves. 
We  fixed  it. 

Now  we  are  at  the  point  where  «e  are 
going  to  help  grandma  and  grandpa,  who 
need  some  assistance.  Let  Senators  try 
to  get  along  on  an  average  pension  pay- 
ment of  $51  a  month  in  the  United 
States  of  America,  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord  1954.  No  human  being  can  do  it 
in  decency.  I  ask  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  help  by  another  S5. 

If  the  Long  amendment  had  been 
adopted,  then  the  States  would  not  have 
been  able  to  put  S5  in  their  pockets  and 
to  say  that  they  were  saving  the  money 
to  the  State  treasury.  I  am  not  Inter- 
ested In  helping  State  auditors  to  prove 
that  they  have  better  financial  reports. 
I  am  interested  in  the  recipients  of  aid 
to  the  blind,  to  dependent  children,  and 
the  aged. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  Senate 
give  the  amendment  favorable  consid- 
eration. I  think  that  by  so  doing  we 
shall  end  this  session  of  Congress  with 
kindliness,    decency,    humanitarianism. 


and  compassion,  which  the  country  is 
looking  for,  and  that  its  worthy  citizens 
deserve. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
IMr.  Humphrey]. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

Tlie  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  ask  for  a  division. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment  was 
rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to 
be  proposed,  the  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendmentj,  and  the 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engros.sed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY:  Mr.  President,  be- 
fore its  pas.'^age  I  desire  to  speak  on  the 
bill. 

Mr.  President,  the  progress  this  Nation 
has  made  in  the  field  of  .social  security 
lias  been  slow  but  sure.  I  am  glad  that 
it  has  been  .'■ure  but  it  is  a  matter  in 
which  we  cannot  atlord  to  be  slow.  The 
needs  of  Americas  aged,  widowed,  or- 
phaned, and  disabled  are  not  matters  to 
which  we  can,  in  con.science.  give  leisure- 
ly attention.  As  I  said  more  than  9 
montlis  ago:  j 

We  can  study  soc'.al  security  to  death,  and 
It  wil!  r.cit  foed  any  huni;ry  people.  It  is 
time  l()r  action,  not  more  tails.  Bcith  politi- 
cal parties  have  promised  such  action. 

Every  man  and  certainly  every  politi- 
cal party  has  the  ri.;;lu  to  change  its 
mind  on  the  important  issues  of  the  day. 
A  change  for  the  better  is  always  a  good 
thing.  How  gratifying  it  is  to  rtad  today 
tlie  recommendations  of  the  Republican 
administration  for  a  better  social-secu- 
riry  program  when  only  4  years  ago  the 
Republican  Party  in  the  Senate  and  the 
House  of  Representatives  was  registering 
overwhelming  votes  auainst  many  of 
these  .same  recommendations  as  they 
came  from  the  de-k  of  a  Democratic 
President.  Mr.  President,  I  welcome  the 
newcomers  to  our  ranks  with  a  greeting 
to  remind  them  that  I  remain  where  I 
always  have  stood.  I  do  not  believe  in 
playing  politics  with  poverty.  My  views 
on  the  welfare  and  the  security  of  the 
American  people  have  not  shifted  with 
the  change  in  administration. 

In  1950  I  was  proud  to  participate  in 
the  revi.sion  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
and  at  the  .<^ame  time  fi^ht  for  additional 
liberalizing  amendments.  During  that 
debate  I  made  a  statement  of  the  prin- 
ciples v.hich  guide  my  activities  in  social- 
.security  lecisliUion.  It  is  with .  these 
principles  in  mind  that  I  view  the  cur- 
rent ler'islation  and  I  would,  therefore. 
like  to  repeat  my  statement  of  4  years 
ago.    At  that  time  I  said: 

I  believe  that  a  so\ind  sorlal-seciirity  pro- 
pram  .should  embody  the  following  funda- 
mental principles: 

1.  Universal  coverage  for  all  persona  who 
work  for  a  living. 

2.  Protection  under  the  Insurance  system 
of  all  aged  persons,  irrespective  of  length  of 
time  that  they  have  contributed  to  the  Insur- 
ance system  or  whether  they  have  retired 
prior  tu  contributing  to  the  insurance  system. 
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S.  A  substantial  Increase  in  the  amount  of 
benefit  bo  that  Individuals  may  retire  with 
6«curlty,  dignity,  and  reasonable  comfort. 

4.  Payment  of  insurance  benefits  to  Indi- 
viduals during  periods  of  disability  so  that 
Individuals  who  are  sick  or  disabled  may  also 
have  security  as  well  as  some  Income,  which 
will  make  It  possible  for  them  to  avoid  ask- 
ing for  charity  and  enable  them  to  pay  their 
doctor's  and  hospital  bills  from  their  In- 
surance benefits. 

5.  Federal  grants  to  the  States  for  public 
assistance  to  needy  persons  for  whom  the  In- 
surance program  cannot  meet  all  needs. 

We  have  made  a  good  start  In  overhauling 
our  social-security  system.  But  we  cannot 
be  content  with  what  we  have  d.  ne  so  far. 
We  must  not  wait  for  another  11  years  to 
make  the  changes  which  will  bring  our  social- 
security  system  up  to  date. 

I  believe  we  must  go  forward  In  making 
bold  and  progressive  changes  In  our  social- 
security  system  If  we  are  to  meet  the  needs  of 
our  people  In  a  dynamic  and  changing 
economy. 

In  1949.  my  first  year  in  Congress;  in 
1950;  in  1952;  and  in  the  present  83d 
Congress  these  principles  have  prompted 
me  to  introduce  amendments  to  the  So- 
cial Security  Act  which  would  bring  its 
provisions  more  in  line  with  modern 
needs.  It  is  with  these  principles  In 
mind  tliat  I  view  the  pending  legislation. 
Let  me  say  that  the  bill  now  under  con- 
cidt  ration  makes  several  necessary  and 
important  contributions  to  our  .social- 
security  program.  However,  I  do  believe 
there  are  two  vital  areas  with  which  this 
bill  does  not  adequately  deal.  There- 
fore, I  would  call  your  attention  to  two 
amendments  which  I  have  introduced  to 
remedy  these  defects. 

My  first  amendment  would^  raise  the 
minimum  benefits  from  $30  "to  $40  a 
month.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  intend 
to  deliver  a  long  and  emotional  harangue 
on  this  subject.  I  will  merely  cite  one 
small  statistic.  My  proposed  increase  in 
t!ie  minimum  benefit  from  $30  to  $40 
would  currently  bring  increases  to  about 
1 J  J  million  people.  What  a  tale  of  hard- 
ship, penury,  and  despair  among  Ameri- 
can citizens  these  figures  tell.  I  say  that 
a  $10  increase  in  minimum  benefits  is 
the  very  least  we  can  allow. 

Under  my  second  amendment.  wiYes" 
benefits  would  be  increased  to  75  per- 
cent and  widows'  benefits  to  100  per- 
cent. The  adoption  of  this  propo.sal 
would  mean  that  about  1  million  wives 
and  500,000  widows  would  receive  in- 
creases. All  this  tries  to  do  is  write  a 
little  more  equity  into  our  social-security 
laws.  Is  it  not  absurd  to  have  written 
into  the  law  of  our  land  the  concept  that 
a  widow  can  subsist  on  less  food,  cloth- 
inc,  and  shelter  than  her  deceased  hus- 
band? Nor  is  it  less  absurd  to  suggest 
that  an  aged  couple  can  live  on  only  half 
as  much  as  a  single  retired  person.  This 
proposal  is  no  more  startling  than  sim- 
ple justice. 

I  am  grateful  that  many  of  the  pro- 
posals I  have  made  have  been  incor- 
porated into  the  law  of  our  land.  Other 
amendments  which  have  once  failed  of 
approval  I  have  reintroduced  in  hopes 
of  their  ultimate  adoption. 

In  this  Congress  I  introduced  6  meas- 
ures which  I  beUeve  fill  significant  gaps 
in  our  present  social-security  program. 
I  would  like  to  briefly  outline  these  meas- 


ures and  mention  the  action  that  has 
been  taken  on  each  of  them : 

First.  A  bill  to  extend  social  security 
credits  for  periods  of  military  service. 
This  proposal  was  enacted  in  1953  as 
Public  Law  269. 

Second.  A  bill  to  increase  the  allow- 
able monthly  earnings  from  $75  a  month 
to  $1,200  a  year  without  loss  of  earnings. 
This  provision  is  in  the  pending  social 
security  bill  (H.  R.  9366)  as  approved  by 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 

Third.  A  bill  to  increase  old-age  and 
survivors  benefits  to  wives,  widows,  and 
dependent  children.  Although  the 
pending  bill  does  not  offer  increases  as 
adequate  as  the  ones  I  suggested,  it  docs 
propose  to  raise  the  minimum  benefits 
from  $25  to  $30. 

Fourth.  Also  included  in  the  pending 
bill  is  my  proposal  to  provide  an  oppor- 
tunity for  ministers  to  be  covered.  I 
originally  introduced  this  bill  in  response 
to  many  ministers  who  wanted  to  be  in- 
cluded m  the  program. 

Fifth.  Also  included  in  the  pending  bill 
is  my  proposal  to  make  employees  of  in- 
stitutions of  higher  learning  eligible  for 
coverage  under  the  program. 

Sixth.  Finally  the  pending  bill  also  in- 
cludes my  proposal  to  extend  for  2  years 
the  $5  increase  provided  to  the  States  in 
1952  for  payment  to  old-age  assistance, 
aid  to  the  blind,  and  aid  to  dependent 
children. 

Naturally,  when  I  first  introduced  a 
series  of  my  bills  on  May  18.  1953,  I  did 
not  think  they  were  by  any  means  all- 
inclusive.  However,  I  did  and  still  do 
feel  that  their  passage  would  fill  imme- 
diate needs.  To  be  frank.  I  thought  the 
worth  of  these  measures  so  obvious  that 
they  might  be  acceptable  to  Congress 
without  years  of  procrastination  and 
study.  I  will  be  the  first  to  admit  that 
these  proposals  aie  only  a  starter.  The 
sum  total  of  tliese  bills  defines  only  the 
very  minimum  goals  for  social  security 
in  the  United  States.  I,  therefore,  also 
joined  with  several  of  my  distinguished 
colleagues  in  sponsoring  an  omnibus  or 
general  social-security-revision  bill. 

The  omnibus  social-security  bill  is  a 
carefully  prepared  and  up-to-date  docu- 
ment. It  represents  many  of  my  basic 
convictions  as  to  the  needs  of  our  aged, 
our  handicapped,  our  disabled.  I  hof>e 
that  many  of  its  provisions  will  be  en- 
acted into  law  this  year;  and  if  this  hap- 
pens I  will  feel  we  have  dealt  justly  with 
the  social-security  program.  I  think  the 
provisions  of  this  bill  speak  for  them- 
selves, and  I  ask  unanimous  consent. 
therefore,  that  a  statement  setting  forth 
some  of  these  provisions  as  compared  to 
those  of  the  pending  legislation  be  in- 
cluded at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Comparison  or  Some  Provisions  in  the 
Pending  Bn.L  (H.  R.  9366)  and  the  Omni- 
bus Bux  (S.  2260) 

COVERAGE 

The  omnibus  bill  would  have  extended 
coverage  to  13  million  additional  people 
rather  than  to  only  7  million  as  the  present 
bill  provides.  This  would  bave  meant  tbe 
addition  of  some  Federal  employees,  mem- 
bers of  the  Armed  Forces,  farmers,  and  pro- 
fessionals. 


MINIMITM    AND    MAXIMUM    BENETITS 

The  pending  bUl  has  adopted  the  proposal 
In  the  omnibus  meastire  to  raise  the  mini- 
mum benefits  from  |25  to  $30.  Identical 
increases  in  family  maximum  benefits  hare 
also  been  adopted — from  9168.75  to  »200. 
However,  the  omnibus  measure  would  have 
raised  the  Individual  maximum  from  $85  to 
9135  Instead  of  only  to  $108.60  as  the  present 
bill  provides. 

WAGE  BASE  BENXrrTB 

Under  the  omnibus  bill,  the  wage  base  ben- 
efits would  have  been  raised  from  #3,600  to 
96,000  a  year  Instefid  of  to  94.200.  This 
would  have  been  of  particular  help  to  mid- 
dle-income groups. 

BENEFITS    BASIS 

The  pending  blU  makes  a  real  step  fOTTrard 
by  eliminating  the  5  lowest  years  of  earn- 
ings In  computing  average  earnings  on  which 
benefits  are  based.  The  omnibus  measure 
went  a  step  further  by  using  the  10  highest 
consecutive  years  of  covered  earnings. 

REVISION    OF    BENEFIT    FOEMX7LA 

Both  measures  provide  higher  percentage 
replacement  of  earnings  In  middle  income 
brackets.  However,  only  the  omnibus  meas- 
ure provides  an  Incentive  through  an  In- 
crement of  one-half  of  1  percent  for  addi- 
tional years  of  employment  and  contribu- 
tions and  a  2  percent  Increase  in  benefits 
for  each  year  retirement  Is  delayed  past  the 
ago  of  65. 

RETTEEMENT  TEST 

Provisions  of  both  measures  are  similar  in 
that  they  raise  the  amount  of  permissible 
earnings  to  a  figure  equivalent  to  $1,200  a 
yenr.  The  pending  measure  has  also  reduced 
the  age  from  75  to  72  at  which  benefits  are 
payable   irrespective   of   retirement. 

BENEPTTS      FOR      DISABLED      PERSONS 

The  provisions  of  the  two  bills  In  this 
category  are  quite  different.  Under  the 
pending  bill,  the  insured  status  and  the  bene- 
fit rights  of  persons  totally  disabled  over 
6  months  are  frozen,  to  prevent  reduction 
of  benefits  from  years  of  no  earnings.  No 
benefits  are.  however,  payable  until  the  age 
of  65.  The  omnibus  measure  goes  further  by 
declaring  that  benefits  are  Immediately 
available  to  persons  totally  and  permanently 
disabled,  regaidless  of  age.  In  addition,  re- 
tirement benefits  payable  at  the  age  of  65 
will  not  t>e  based  on  years  of  no  earnings. 
This  category  and  the  next  are  extremely  Im- 
portant In  view  of  the  fact  that  while  over 
2  percent  of  our  working  force  suffers  from 
long-term  disability  only  1  in  20  of  these  are 
eligible  for  workmen's  compensation. 

REHABILITATION 

While  the  pending  bill  provides  for  the 
expansion  of  rehabilitation  services,  the 
omnibus  measure  goes  further  In  this  respect 
and  provides  monthly  benefits  while  rehabil- 
itation continues. 

TEMPORARY   DISABILITY  OR  ILLNESS 

The  pending  measure  makes  no  provision 
for  temporary  disability  or  lUness,  while  the 
omnibus  measure  provides  cash  benefits  up 
to  26  weeks  a  year. 

riNANCINC 

Under  the  pending  measure  the  final  con- 
tribution rate  Is  to  be  Increased  to  4  percent 
of  the  taxable  payroll  In  1975,  instead  of  SVi 
percent,  and  the  tax  on  self-employed  Is  to  be 
Increased  to  6  percent  Instead  of  to  4%  per- 
cent. Under  the  omnibus  meastire  there 
would  be  an  increase  in  both  the  frequency 
and  amount  or  raises  in  the  contribution 
rate  to  a  peak  of  4  percent  of  taxable  payroll 
In  1961,  and  5^4  percent  for  self-employed  in 
the  same  year. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
am  glad  to  say  that  several  of  the  ex- 
cellent provisions  in  the  omnibus  bill 
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have  been  Included  in  H.  R.  9366,  the 
pending  legislation.     They  include: 

First.  The  increase  of  tn^^■r^m11Ir^ 
monthly  benefits  to  $200; 

Second.  Preservation  of  the  insurance 
rights  of  persons  permanently  disabled: 
Third.  Certain  Increases  in  benefits  al- 
though they  are  not  as  liberal  as  those 
in  our  omnibus  biU; 

Fourth.  Liberalization  of  the  retire- 
ment test; 
Fifth.  Extension  of  coverage;  and 
Sixth.  An  increase  in  the  wage  base. 
Mr.  President,  in  1950  and  in  1952  Con- 
gress passed  major  revisions  in  the  so- 
cial-security program.  I  supported  these 
liberalizing  provisions — some  of  the 
changes,  in  fact,  came  about  through  the 
adoption  of  amendments  which  I  spon- 
sored or  cosponsored.  Perhaps  it  is  of 
some  significance  that  the  even-num- 
bered years  seem  to  favor  progress  in 
this  field.  Well,  then,  this  is  1954  and 
much  remains  to  be  done.  Let  us  con- 
tinue the  advance.  Let  us  make  sure  that 
all  the  American  people  are  free  from 
the  blight  of  poverty  and  the  fear  of  in- 
security. 

At  this  point  I  would  like  to  make  a  few 
remarks  on  the  steps  forward  we  did 
make  in  1950  and  1952. 

In  1950.  the  benefits  of  the  social-se- 
curity system  were  extended  to  some  10 
million  more  people.  Both  in  1950  and 
1952  payments  under  the  system  were 
substantially  liberalized.  Through  a  new 
formula  the  average  benefit  for  those 
already  on  the  rolls  went  up  a  total  of 
$25;  allowable  monthly  earnings  rose 
from  $14.99  to  $50  and  finaUy  to  $75; 
benefits  were  increased  for  widows  and 
orphans  and  it  was  provided  that  lump- 
sum payments  be  made  in  the  event  of 
all  deaths.  In  addition,  veterans  were 
granted  a  $160  monthly  wage  credit  to- 
ward social-security  benefits  for  each 
month  of  active  service,  July  25,  1947,  to 
December  31,  1953. 

It  was  also  in  1950  that  Congress  added 
the  new  concept  of  Federal  grants-in-aid 
to  the  States  for  the  permanently  and 
totally  disabled.  Under  this  program, 
improved  public  assistance  was  made 
available  to  the  blind,  the  aged,  and  de- 
pendent children.  Grants  were  also  in- 
creased for  maternal  and  child  health, 
crippled  children,  and  child-welfare 
services. 

Though  we  did  not  achieve  our  ulti- 
mate goals,  these  2  years.  1950  and  1952, 
were  memorable  ones  in  the  develop- 
ment of  our  social-security  program.  I 
was  pleased  and  proud  that  several  of 
my  proposals,  particularly  that  increas- 
ing old-age  and  survivors  benefits  by 
$5,  met  with  approval.  I  also  feel  that 
the  amendments  I  introduced  which  did 
not  meet  with  approval  made  a  real  con- 
tribution. For.  as  has  happened  in  the 
past.  I  am  sure  that  they  will  prove  to 
be  the  seed  which  will  bear  fruit  this 
year.  I  hope,  and  if  not,  in  the  future. 
Among  the  amendments  I  have  sup- 
ported and  sponsored  in  1950  were  those 
to  extend  coverage  to  an  increasing 
number  of  Americans.  I  also  intro- 
duced amendments  to  increase  benefits 
to  those  who  retire  under  the  program 
as  well  as  to  the  aged  and  the  blind. 
Another  amendment  would  have  pro- 
vided Federal  grants  for  medical  care  to 
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the  needy  aged,  and  blind,  and  dei;>endent 
children.  It  was  in  1950  that  I  first  sup- 
ported the  amendment  to  provide  in- 
surance benefits  of  the  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance  program  to  individuals 
who  are  permanently  unable  to  work  be- 
cause of  physical  or  mental  illness. 

I  would  like  to  call  particular  attention 
to  a  bill  I  sponsored  together  with  Sen- 
ator Douglas  to  expand  our  provisions 
for  the  treatment  and  rehabilitation  of 
disabled  persons.  The  bill,  which  in- 
cluded the  program  of  vending  stands 
for  the  blind,  provided  for  Federal  pay- 
ments to  cooperating  State  agencies. 
Federal  payments  for  the  establishment 
of  workshops  and  rehabilitation  centers, 
and  provided  for  a  program  of  Federal 
research  on  rehabilitation  techniques. 
It  also  provided  for  loans  to  the  States 
to  carry  out  programs  under  the  act,  and 
provided  a  revolving  fund  to  assist  work- 
shop cooperatives  of  severely  disabled 
people. 

Among  the  measures  I  introduced  in 
1952  for  the  liberalization  of  the  social- 
security  program  were  several  that  I  had 
already  introduced  in  1950  or  hate  cur- 
rently reintroduced.  However,  I  would 
like  to  note  one,  as  yet  unmentioned, 
measure  which  would  have  provided  that 
any  person  eligible  for  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance  would  be  entitled  to 
hospital  benefits  equal  to  60  days  a  year. 
Thi.s  proposal  has  not  yet  been  approved, 
but  it  still  represents  one  of  the  most 
pressing  needs  of  America's  senior 
citizens. 

None  of  us  can  for  long  deny  the  ap- 
peal to  our  conscience  which  asks  that 
the  strong  share  part  of  the  burden  of 
the  weak. 

This  has  been  my  record  during  the 
last  6  years  on  social  security.  America 
is  the  richest  Nation  in  the  world.  In- 
deed, it  is  my  belief  that  we  can  no 
longer  afford  to  allow  destitution  and 
despair  rot  like  a  canker  in  our  midst. 
Now  Is  the  time  to  show  the  world  that 
our  American  way  of  life  can  bring  pros- 
perity and  security  to  all  the  people. 
I,  for  one,  will  join  with  my  colleagues 
to  carry  on  this  fight  until  the  inevitable 
day  when  men  shall  dimly  remember,  but 
never  again  experience,  the  fears  of  eco- 
nomic insecurity.  It  has  been  this  faith 
and  dedication  in  the  future  and  in  our 
fellow  Ameri-cans  that  has  made  our 
country  the  greatest  in  the  world. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
having  been  read  three  times,  the  ques- 
tion is.  Shall  it  pass? 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9366)  was  passed. 
Mr.  MILUKIN.     Mr.  President.  I  send 
to  the  desk  an  order,  which  I  ask  to  have 
read  and  to  be  agreed  to. 

The      PRESIDING      OFFICER.     The 
clerk  will  state  the  order. 
The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 
Ordered.  (1)  That  the  bill  (H.  R.  9366)  be 
printed  with  the  Senate  amendments  num- 
bered. 

(2)  That  In  the  engrossment  of  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate  la  authorlaed  to 
make  all  necessary  technical  and  clerical 
changes.  Including  changes  In  section,  sub- 
section, paragraph,  etc.,  numbers  and  let- 
ters, and  cross-references  thereto. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  order  is  agreed  to. 


Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its 
amendments,  request  a  conference  with 
the  House  of  Representatives  thereon, 
and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  (Mr.  Goldwater  in  the 
chair)  appointed  Mr.  Milukin,  Mr. 
Martin,  Mr.  Williams,  Mr.  George,  and 
Mr.  Byrd  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 


APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  MUTUAL 
SECURITY 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
now  desire  to  have  the  mutual  security 
appropriation  bill  made  the  unfinished 
business  of  the  Senate.  It  will  not  be 
taken  up  for  debate  or  voting  tonight, 
but  will  be  the  order  of  business  when 
the  Senate  reconvenes  at  10  o'clock  to- 
morrow mornins:. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  2343,  H.  R. 
10051,  tlie  foreis'n-aid  appropriation  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
10051  >  making  appropriation*  for  mu- 
tual security  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1955,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
(H.  R,  10051 »  making  appropriations  for 
mutual  security  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30,  1955.  and  for  other  purposes, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  with  amend- 
ments. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
desire  to  make  a  brief  announcement  to 
the  Senate.  There  will  be  a  meeting  of 
the  policy  committee  either  tomorrow 
or  Monday,  after  which  I  expect  to  con- 
sult with  the  minority  leader,  and  also 
to  inform  the  Senate  of  additional  pro- 
posed legislation  to  be  considered. 

A  number  of  bills  have,  from  time  to 
time   in   the   past,   been  mentioned   for 
consideration.     I  remind  the  Senate  that 
the  bills  I  am  about  to  state  will  not  be 
inclusive  of  the  list  which  will  be  con- 
sidered, but  they  are  among  those  which 
heretofore  have  been  mentioned.    As  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  does  not  include  even 
all  of  those.     The  bills  are  as  follows" 
Calendar  No.  1834.  Senate  bill  3428,  the 
defense  facilities  bill;  Calendar  No.  1833. 
H.  R.  9580,  the  espionage  bill;  Calendar 
No.  1827.  Senate  Resolution  280:  Calen- 
dar No.  1828.  Senate  Resolution  282"  and 
Calendar  No.   1829,  Senate  Resolution 
281,   the   contempt   citations  previously 
mentioned,  which  I  expect  to  call  up  for 
consideration    some    time    on    Monday 
Calendar  No.  644,  H.  R.  6287.  to  amend 
the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951;  Calendar 
No.  1808,  H.  R.  9709,  the  unemployment 
compensation   bill;    Calendar   No     1931 
a  bill  (S.  2559)  to  amend  title  17,  United 
States     Code,     entitled     "Copyrights," 
which  is  the  same  as  Calendar  No.  2235 
House  bill  6616,  dealing  with  copyrights, 
which  is  the  proposed  legislation  to  go 


105L 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14447 


along  with  the  treaty  which  has  already 
been  ratified  by  the  Senate;  Calendar  No. 
2365,  a  bill  (S.  3067)  to  require  that  in- 
ternational agreements  other  than  trea- 
ties hereafter  entered  into  by  the  United 
States,  be  transmitted  to  the  Senate 
within  30  days  after  the  execution  there- 
of; Calendar  No.  2367,  a  bill  (S.  2975)  to 
amend  title  28,  United  Slates  Code,  re- 
lating to  the  Customs  Court. 

At  the  next  policy  committee  meeting 
there  will  be  a  number  of  other  bills, 
about  which  I  shall  immediately  inform 
the  minorit;'  leader,  and  also  bring  to  the 
attention  ol  the  Senate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  dis- 
tintiuished   Tiinority  leader. 

Mr.  JOH.NSON  of  Texas.  I  did  not 
hear  the  mrjority  leader  mention  Hout^e 
bill  7840.  the  railroad  retirement  unem- 
ployment insurance  bill.  As  I  under- 
stand, the  policy  committee  has  not  yet 
had  an  opportunity  to  consider  that 
bill, 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  correct. 
There  is  a  con.'^iderable  number  of  bills 
in  which  Senators  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  have  exprcs-^ed  interest,  and  those 
bills  will  be  considered  in  order  to  deter- 
mine which  ones  can  be  concluded  in  the 
f-'cneral  legi.'-lative  program  prior  to  ad- 
journment, c  r  prior  to  rece.'Js  by  the  Sen- 
ate and  adjciurnment  by  the  Hou.'^e. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  mi- 
nority leader  has  talked  both  to  the 
chairman  of  the  policy  committee  and  to 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  about 
the  bill  I  ju.st  mentioned.  In  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  bill  passed  the  Hou.se 
by  a  vote  of  360  to  0,  and  the  fact  that  it 
was  reported  by  the  Senate  committee 
by  a  vote  of  11  to  1.  I  hope  the  Senate 
will  have  a  chance  to  pass  upon  the 
bill  before  Congress  adjourn.":.  I.aeain 
wi.'ih  to  urge  the  distinguished  majority 
leader,  who  has  always  been  considerate 
of  our  request.s,  to  plea.^e  ask  the  policy 
committee  tc  clear  that  bill  before  Con- 
tres.s  ad.iourns. 

Mr.  KN0V;LAND.  I  say  to  the  dis- 
tingui.«;hcd  majority  leader  that  that  will 
be  one  of  a  number  of  bills  that  will  be 
considei  cd  bi  the  policy  committee  when 
11  meets. 


TRIBUTE  TO  SENATOR   MILLIKIN 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  wish  to  congratulate  one  of  the 
ablest,  most  distinpui.shed.  and  beloved 
Members  of  this  body  for  the  succoss 
that  the  Senate  has  had  today,  namely, 
the  Senator  liom  Colorado  (Mr.  Milli- 
KiNl.  We  ou-iht  to  take  cflf  our  hats  to 
anyone  who  ran  succeed  in  having  the 
debt  limit  rai  ;ed  $6  billion,  have  the  so- 
cial security  bill  pa.ssed.  and  nevertheless 
permit  Senators  to  get  home  before  12 
o'clock  midnight.     (Applause.! 

Mr.  ICNOWLAND.  I  fully  agree  with 
the  statement  of  the  distinguished  mi- 
nority leader. 


THE  SOCIAL-SECURITY  BILL 
Mr.  MORS  5.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
three  very  bri?f  items  on  which  I  should 
like  to  comment.  First.  I  wish  to  make 
a  very  brief  statement  on  the  social- 
security  bill  for  the  Record,  so  that  my 


constituents  will  know  my  position  and 
will  know  "/hy  certain  amendments  were 
not  offered  by  me  tonight.  After  a 
series  of  conferences  and  a  count  of 
noses,  it  became  perfectly  clear  to  me 
that  in  the  rush  hours  of  this  closing 
session  it  would  be  impossible  really  to 
revise  the  Eisenhower  social-security  bill 
along  the  hnes  of  the  Lehman  substitute 
bill  which  I  have  been  supporting. 

In  a  policy  conference  that  a  group 
of  us  had.  we  simply  recognized  the 
realities  of  the  situation  and  decided 
that  all  we  could  do  would  be  to  try  to 
support  a  few  amendments,  which  I  did, 
and  then,  come  January,  seek  to  put  into 
law  a  revised  social-.security  system  that 
would  do  justice  to  the  aged  and  to  other 
groups  not  now  covered  by  the  social- 
security  law  who  .should  be  covered  and 
are  not  included  in  the  bill  which  the 
Senate  just  pa.ssed. 

Of  course,  the  parliamentary  strategy 
that  existed  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to- 
night bore  out  very  clearly  the  statement 
I  made.  We  could  not  get  a  yea-and-nay 
vote.  We  could  not  get  Senators  to  go  on 
record  in  connection  with  adding  even 
S5  to  the  social-security  benefits  of  the 
aged  and  the  dependent  children. 

So  I  say  to  my  constituents  that  they 
need  have  no  concern  as  to  what  their 
Senator  is  going  to  do  come  January.  I 
am  going  to  continue  to  fight  for  a  social- 
security  law  that  will  keep  faith  with 
the  principles  I  enunciated  a  few  min- 
utes ago  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  a 
.«;hort  speech,  when  I  said  the  people  of 
the  Nation  have  a  clear  moral  obligation 
to  many  thousands  of  persons — yes.  a 
good  many  millions — in  the  country 
whose  gross  income  is  S3, 500  a  year  or 
less. 

We  were  confronted  with  a  situation  in 
which  the  best  we  could  get  out  of  this 
session  of  the  Congress  in  its  closing 
hours  was  the  administration  bill,  with 
a  few  minor  amendments  which  we  were 
able  to  add  in  the  bill  today. 

I  now  wish  to  proceed  to  the  second 
item. 


l*iV' 


IDA  KLAUS  RESIGNS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  make  a  brief  comment  upon  the 
resignation  of  a  great  public  servant. 
Miss  Ida  Klaus,  who  for  some  21  years 
has  been  in  the  Federal  service.  She 
has  been  the  Solicitor  of  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  for  some  years. 
When  I  v.as  on  the  War  Labor  Board 
during  the  war  our  Board  was  helped 
many,  many  times  by  MIfs  Ida  Klaus, 
who  is  one  of  the  most  brilliant  lawyers 
in  this  country  in  the  field  of  labor 
relations. 

I  have  in  my  hand  the  oflficial  state- 
ment of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board,  dated  August  13,  1954,  announc- 
ing her  resignation.  The  statement  takes 
the  form  of  Miss  Klaus"  letter  of  resig- 
nation to  the  Chairman  of  the  Board, 
Mr.  Guy  Farmer,  and  the  reply  of  Mr. 
Farmer  to  Miss  Klaus. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
release  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  be  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Ida  Klaus  Resigns 

Miss  Ida  Klaus,  the  Board's  Solicitor,  re- 
signs to  Join  the  New  York  City  government. 
She  terminates  21  years  of  Federal  service 
to  become  counsel  to  the  newly  formed  New 
York    City   department    of    labor. 

Following  Is  the  exchange  of  letters  be- 
tween Miss  Klaus  and  Chairman  Farmer: 

Dear  Gut:  It  is  with  a  feeling  of  sincere 
regret  that  I  tender  my  resignation  as  an 
employee  of  the  Board,  to  become  effective 
September  1. 

It  is  naturally  difficult  to  bring  to  a  close 
a  career  of  nearly  21  years  with  the  Federal 
Government.  17  of  them  with  the  Board, 
culminating  in  my  service  as  Solicitor  during 
the  past  6  years.  Another  branch  of  the 
family  of  government,  the  city  of  New  York, 
has  asked  me  to  serve  as  counsel  to  its  newly 
formed  department  of  labor,  and  I  feel  that 
I  must  accept.  Aside  from  the  personal  rea- 
sons which  impel  me  to  return  to  New  York 
after  so  long  an  absence.  I  feel  that  I  can 
take  back  to  my  native  city,  which  reared  and 
educated  me  for  the  work  I  have  performed. 
the  very  substantial  benefits  of  21  years  of 
train',. g  in  the  workshop  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. 

I  shall  always  be  grateful  to  the  Board 
members,  past  and  present,  and  to  the  staff 
for  their  trust  and  their  confidence,  in  re- 
turn for  which  I  sought  at  all  times  to  give 
the  best  of  my  ability. 
Sincerely, 

Ida  Klaus. 

De^r  Id.\:  I  learn  of  your  resignation  with 
regret,  which  I  know  is  shared  by  my  col- 
leagues, by  the  General  Counsel,  and  by  every 
member  of  the  staff.  You  have  served  the 
Board  and  the  Government  faithfully  and 
brilliantly  throughout  your  long  career  in 
Washington,  and  your  departure  will  be  a 
loss  to  this  agency  and  the  career  service. 
It  will  also  be  a  personal  loss  to  those  of  us, 
and  there  are  many,  who  have  known  you 
for  these  many  years. 

You  have  served  this  Board  well  in  various 
important  legal  posts,  and  have  lived  with 
it  throueh  vicissitudes  and  trials.  I  know 
that  you  have  always  given  your  best  to  your 
Job.  and  that  you  have  fearlessly  and  hon- 
estly given  the  Board  the  benefit  of  your 
opinion  a.s  a  lawyer  on  the  many  difficult 
questions  of  statutory  Interpretation  with 
which  it  has  been  faced.  While  you  and  I 
have  at  times  disagreed,  which  is  under- 
standable among  lawyers,  I  have  never  un- 
derrated the  value  of  your  advice,  nor  have 
I  ever  had  occasion  to  question  the  sincerity 
of  your  opinions.  I  am  merely  stating  a 
recognized  fact  when  I  say  that  your  grasp 
of  the  law  which  we  administer  and  your 
ability    as    a    lawyer    are    unexcelled. 

I  cannot  close  without  saying  that  I  think 
that  I  understand  something  of  your  emo- 
tions on  this  occasion.  It  is  not  easy  to  leave 
a  po.'st  which  has  been  so  large  a  part  of  one's 
life  for  so  many  years.  But  you  can  take 
with  you  a  laree  measure  of  pride  in  your 
past  accomplishments,  as  well  as  the  com- 
fort of  knowing  that  there  go^with  you  the 
best  wishe.s  of  all  of  us.  I  kSow  that  you 
will  be  eminently  successful  In  yotir  new 
career,  or  perhaps  I  should  say  in  the  con- 
tinuation of  your  career  in  another  field. 
Sincerely    yours. 

Gut  Farmer. 

ChaiTtnan. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  close 
my  comments  on  tliat  item  by  saying 
that  the  country  has  been  well  served 
by  Miss  Klaus.  She  has  resigned  in 
order  to  accept  a  position  of  solicitor 
of  the  Labor  Relations  Board  of  N?w 
York  City.    I  want  to  wish  her  well  and 


i 

\i 

■*•    ?*   '  " 

u 

i 

g: '  * 

i: 

RL.  ^'' 

\ 

;?<;? 


t  J 

j  - 


14448 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


August  13 


I 


■ 


3 


K 


eongratiilate  her  In  the  honor  repre- 
sented by  her  new  appointment. 

I  now  wish  to  proceed  to  the  third 
item. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  the  floor. 


INCREASING  THE  DEBT  UMTT 
Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  last 
item  I  wish  to  mention  for  the  Record 
and  for  the  attention  of  my  constituents. 
because  I  have  had  a  great  deal  of  cor- 
respondence with  them  during  the  year 
on  this  point,  is  in  connection  with  the 
increase  in  national  debt  limit  today.  I 
did  not  think  much  of  the  argument  for 
increasing  the  national  debt  limit.  I 
thought  it  most  unconvincing.  Yet 
again  we  were  confronted  with  the  real- 
ity of  accomplishment.  I  am  glad  it  was 
presented  to  us,  and  that  those  who  pro- 
posed it  insisted — they  not  only  insisted, 
but  they  assured  us — it  was  on  a  tem- 
porary basis  only,  and  that  unless  it  was 
accepted  by  the  House  on  a  temporary 
basis,  there  would  be  no  increase  at  all. 
However,  there  is  one  point  in  this 
whole  debate  that  I  think  needs  to  be 
answered,  and  it  was  very  effectively 
answered  in  a  column  recently  written 
by  Andrew  Tully,  under  the  heading 
"The  Administration  Is  Indebted  to  a 
Gimmick,"  which  was  published  in  the 
Washington  Daily  News  of  Monday, 
August  9,  1954.  Mr.  Tully  pointed  out 
that  the  Eisenhower  debt  is  really 
greater  than  It  was  reported  to  be  by 
the  Elsenhower  administration  because 
of  a  bookkeeping  "gimmick"  that  the 
Eisenhower  administration  has  adopted 
that  was  not  a  bookkeeping  practice  un- 
der the  Roosevelt  and  the  Truman  ad- 
ministrations. To  buttress  the  observa- 
tion I  have  just  made,  I  should  now  like 
to  read  the  article: 

In  all  this  "tiaaBle"  about  increasing  the 
debt  limit,  dont  try  to  get  any  consolation 
out  of  C3ovemment  figures  which  appear  to 

Show  the  public  debt  as  being  less  than  it  was 
under  Presidents  Rooaevelt  and  Truman. 

Actually,  figured  on  the  same  basis  as  in 
previous  administrations,  the  public  debt  Is 
the  highest  in  the  Nation's  history. 

The  reason  Is  a  bookkeeping  "gimmick" — 
perfectly  logical  and  legitimate — adopted  by 
the  Elsenhower  administration  to  show  the 
amoTint  owed  by  the  Oovemment  to  people 
that  have  savings  bonds. 

The  Elsenhower  boys  enter  on  the  books 
only  the  current  value  of  these  savings 
bonds,  whereas  in  the  past  the  debt  was  fig- 
ured on  the  basis  of  the  bonds'  maturity 
value.  In  other  words,  nowadays,  if  you've 
Just  bought  a  $100  war  bond  for  $75.  the 
Government  figures  it  owes  you  only  $75 
Instead  of  $100.  since  it  would  have  to  pay 
you  only  $75  If  you  cashed  It  today. 

In  previous  administrations,  the  moment 
you  bought  a  $75  bond,  the  Oovernment 
acknowledged  It  owed  you  $100. 

Thus,  the  so-called  peak  debt  year  of  1946 
wasn't  the  peak  at  all.  The  debt  then  was 
$270  billion,  which  is  $5  bUlion  higher  than 
the  present  debt  of  $274  billion.  But  the 
1946  figure  included  approximately  $10  bU- 
llon  in  Interest  which  the  Oovernment  fig- 
ured it  owed — or  would  owe — on  savings 
bonds.  Figured  on  the  basis  the  Elsenhower 
administration  uses,  the  public  debt  in  1946 
was  only  $269  billion,  or  $5  billion  less  than 
the  current  debt. 

Or.  If  you  figured  the  Elsenhower  public 
debt  as  they  figured  it  In  previous  admin- 
istrations, it  would  amoimt  to  $286  billion 


because  the  interest  to  be  due  on  savings 
bonds  has  increased  to  $12  blllloa. 

The  public  debt,  incidentally,  has  In- 
creased $18  billion  since  Harry  Trutnan  left 
the  White  House.  It  was  $266  bllHon  then, 
but  again  you  have  to  lop  off  $10  billion  in 
savings  bond  interest  in  order  to  compare 
It  fairly  with  the  current  debt.  Lowest  post- 
war debt  was  in  1949,  when  the  debt  was 
$252  billion  or  $242  billion  If  figured  accord- 
ing t<5  the  Elsenhower  system. 

All  these  figures  come  from  Edwlr  L.  Kir- 
by.  Commission  of  the  Public  Debt.  Mr. 
Kirby  sighs  wistfully  when  he  reminds  you 
that  there  has  only  been  1  year  in  which  the 
United  States  had  no  public  debt. 

That  was  in  1836  and  the  reason  was  a 
combination  of  a  prosperity  wave  and  a 
President  named  Andrew  Jackson,  who 
slashed  Government  e.xpenditures  with  a 
meat  cleaver,  That  was  the  year,  inciden- 
tally, when  the  United  States  paid  ofl  the  last 
Installment  of  its  $40  million  Revolutionary 
War  debt. 

Although  Americans  are  accustomed  to 
thinking  of  themselves  as  creditors  to  the 
rest  of  the  world,  part  of  our  public  debt  is 
owed  to  foreigners.  The  total  Is  $0  billion, 
mostly  held  by  banks  and  nubile  Institutions 
In  Europe.  Germany  heads  the  list  of  credi- 
tors with  $675  million  in  United  States 
I  O  Us. 

That  bears  out  an  observation  I  have 
made  many  times  during  the  last  few 
months  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  Mr. 
President.  I  close  my  remarks  with  that 
tonight.  It  is  a  far  cry  from  Mr.  Elsen- 
hower's campaign  pledges  as  to  what  he 
was  eoing  to  do  about  balancing  the 
budget  and  what  he  was  going  to  do 
about  the  national  debt. 

I  say  in  all  fairness  and  with  frank- 
ness that  in  my  judgment  there  were  a 
great  many  savings  the  President  could 
have  brought  about  that  he  has  not 
brought  about,  and  the  fact  is  we  are 
deeper  in  the  red  today  under  President 
Eisenhower  than  we  were  when  Harry 
Truman  left  the  White  House, 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  ? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Of  course.  I  can- 
not let  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  pass.  The  record  will  speak  for 
itself.  At  a  later  date  the  facts  will  be 
presented. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  there 
have  been  substantial  reductions  in  the 
budget  items  under  this  administration, 
compared  with  those  of  prior  adminis- 
trations, but  I  do  not  believe  that  11:15 
at  night  is  the  time  to  begin  a  protracted 
argument  in  this  regard, 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  a  few 
minutes  ago  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  stated  a  list  of  bills  he  proposed 
to  call  up  before  the  Senate  adjourns. 
I  am  wondering  if  the  majority  leader 
will  tell  us  about  Calendar  No.  2026 
(H.  R.  9859)  authorizing  the  construc- 
tion, repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for 
navigation,  flood  control,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Louisiana 
that  the  bill  he  mentions  is  one  of  a 
number  of  bills  as  to  which  there  has 
been  a  considerable  amount  of  interest 
expressed.    The    Senator    from    Texas 


[Mr.  Johnson!  mentioned  one  bill,  and 
other  Senators  have  mentioned  other 
bills,  both  publicly  on  the  floor  and  pri- 
vately. The  bill  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana refers  to  is  one  which  will  be  con- 
sidered by  the  policy  committee  tomor- 
row. 

There  are  a  number  of  bills  which  have 
not  yet  been  cleared  for  floor  action,  but 
which  have  been  mentioned  by  individ- 
ual Senators,  Again.  I  do  not  mean  the 
list  to  be  all-inclusive,  but  there  are  to 
be  considered  Calendar  No,  2297,  H,  R. 
8898,  to  amend  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Act;  Calendar  No.  2000.  Senate  bill  1555, 
the  Colorado  River  bill;  Calendar  No. 
1315,  Senate  bill  2910.  a  bill  providing  for 
the  creation  of  certain  United  States 
judgeships;  Calendar  No,  1794.  Senate 
bill  880,  dealing  with  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia taxi  situation ;  Calendar  No,  1830, 
H.  R.  3300.  dealing  with  the  control  of 
the  lake  level  of  Lake  Michigan;  Calen- 
dar No.  2357,  House  Joint  Resolution 
565,  dealing  with  the  Pan  American  In- 
stitute of  Geography  and  History;  Cal- 
endar No.  2499.  H.  R.  9756,  relative  to 
the  borrowing  power  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation;  and  Calendar  No 
2030.  H.  R.  6573.  the  Reserve  officers  bill! 

That  list  merely  delineates  some  of 
the  problems  faced  by  the  policy  com- 
mittee. Again  I  say  that  is  not  the  en- 
tire list  of  bills  about  which  either  the 
majority  leader,  the  minority  leader, 
or  Members  on  both  sides  otf  the  aisle 
have  been  importuned  with  regard  to 
enactment.  There  is,  I  am  sure  all  Sen- 
ators will  agree,  a  limit  to  what  can  be 
done  in  the  period  of  time  remaining. 

Mr,  ELLENDER.  I  presume  the  ma- 
jority leader  would  recommerKi  that  this 
bill,  H,  R.  9859.  be  taken  up  this  session? 

Mr,  KNOWLAND,  Yes;  I  beUeve  the 
public  works  bill  is  entitled  to  high 
priority  consideration. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  California. 


IRAN  AND  OIL  IMPORTS — NEED  FOR 
A  PROPER  BALANCE  BETWEEN 
IMPORTS  AND  DOMESTIC  PRO- 
DUCTION 

Mr,  DANIEL.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr,  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr,  President.  Ameri- 
cans rejoiced  a  few  days  ago  to  learn 
that  the  bitter  British- Iranian  oil  dis- 
pute had  been  settled  and  that  this  valu- 
able natural  resource  will  be  available 
to  the  Western  World  rather  than  to 
Soviet  Russia, 

The  community  of  free  nations  stands 
to  gain  from  this  settlement.  The  west- 
ern nations  will  have  access  to  the  oil. 
and  revival  of  the  industry  will  add 
greatly  to  the  stability  of  the  whole 
Middle  East. 

All  of  this  will  be  true,  Mr,  President, 
only  if  Iranian  and  other  Middle  East 
oil  producers  use  discretion.  Judgment, 
and  statesmanship  in  determining  the 
amount  of  oil  which  they  will  export  to 
western  oil-producing  nations. 

Even  now  oil  imports  to  the  United 
States  are  too  high.     They  have  reached 
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the  point  of  supplanting  rather  than 
supplementing  domestic  production, 

A  better  b dance  between  the  two 
must  be  established  if  we  are  to  prevent 
{iicat  losses  and  eventual  destruction  of 
our  domestic  petroleum  industry. 

Let  me  makr  it  clear,  Mr.  President — I 
realize  that  we  must  keep  Middle  East 
oil  from  going  to  Russia.  We  must  re- 
ceive some  imports  to  supplement  do- 
mestic production.  However,  it  is  equally 
important  tha:  we  preserve  and  piotect 
our  domestic  oil  industry.  It  will  serve 
no  useful  end  for  America  to  save  the 
economy  and  cal  industry  of  the  Middle 
East  if  it  is  done  in  a  manner  that 
would  destroy  ihe  economy  and  national 
defense  potentialities  cf  the  United 
States. 

Other  Middli'  East  countries  must  re- 
duce their  totil  output  of  oil  propor- 
tionately so  as  to  ab.sorb  the  Iranian  pio- 
duction  when  t  is  resumed.  The  total 
imports  fi-om  the  Middle  East  must  be 
kept  within  present  figures,  or  reduced, 
if  we  are  to  pi  event  destruction  of  the 
domestic  oil-producing  industry. 

DANCERS    CF    EXCE.SSIVE    IMPORTS 

Mr.  President,  we  have  reduced  do- 
mestic production  to  the  breaking  point. 
In  Texas  our  ccnservaiion  commi.ssion — 
the  Texas  Ra.lroad  Commi,'^^.'~ion — has 
found  it  necess.iry  to  cut  production  of 
Texas  wells  to  1 5  days  per  month.  This 
situation  is  not  confined  to  Texas,  While 
we  liave  made  .he  largest  reductions  in 
output,  other  States  and  producers  have 
been  similarly  iiffectcd. 

Excessive  imports  constitute  a  threat 
1 1  the  economic  health  and  security  of 
the  entire  Nation.  Acce.-^sible  oil  at  home 
i.s  vital  to  our  defense.  Foreign  supplies 
are  not  reliable  if  war  should  come. 

Some  have  aigued  that  we  should  use 
the  Middle  East  oil  now  and  save  our 
own  for  the  fut are.  That  would  be  ex- 
cellent if  we  kriew  where  all  the  oil  in 
this  country  is  located  and  if  our  do- 
motic  industry  and  its  millions  of  em- 
ployees could  go  without  their  livelihood 
for  several  years  on  end.  Neither  of 
these  conditions  is  possible.  All  of  the 
Oil  in  this  country  has  not  been  discov- 
ered. The  search  for  new  reserves  must 
continue,  and  it  can  and  will  continue 
only  if  theie  is  a  healthy  and  profitable 
industry.  The  ."^earch  for  new  oilfields  is 
beins  retarded  even  now  by  necessary 
reduction  of  prcduction. 

independi:nts  suffer   most 

A  man  will  not  risk  a  million  dollars 
\Mldcatlin.E;  for  new  oilfields  if  he  can- 
not expect  to  produce  at  a  rate  necessary 
to  return  the  cost  of  his  investment. 
Giant  corporations  may  be  able  to  wait 
but  not  the  indeoendent  producer.^,  who 
are  the  lifeblood  of  a  healthy  oil  in- 
dustry. 

Five  major  American  oil  companies 
will  share  in  the  new  eight-company 
monopoly  established  by  the  settlement 
with  Iran.  These  companies  have  other 
holdings  in  the  Middle  East.  They  can 
sui-vive  the  blight  of  excessive  imports. 
but  not  so  with  the  independent  pro- 
duceis  whose  income  is  confined  to  do- 
mestic production.  Their  problem  was 
recently  explained  in  an  editorial  in  the 
August  6,  1954,  edition  of  the  Abilene 


Reporter -News,  of  Abilene,  Tex.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  editorial  be 
inserted  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Oil  Import  Problem 

Tlie  bothersome  and  dangerous  Iranian  oil 
situation  was  near  to  settlement  Thursday 
as  representatives  of  8  big  western  oil 
companies  and  the  Iranian  Government  an- 
nounced an  agreement  to  start  up  that 
country's  paralyzed  oil  Industry  within  2 
months,  after  the  long  shutdown  resulting 
from  the  dispute  between  British  oil  in- 
terests  and   the   Iranian   Government. 

The  great  Aijadan  refinery  and  the  sur- 
rounding oilfields  will  be  operated  by  a  con- 
sortium of  the  eight  companies.  The  con- 
tract runs  for  25  years,  with  the  privilege  of 
3  5-year  renewals. 

Four  of  the  eight  operating  companies  are 
American — Standard  of  New  Jersey.  Stand- 
ard of  California,  the  Texas  Company,  and 
Socony  Vacuum. 

While  this  is  good  news  to  the  Western 
World  because  it  removes  the  threat  of  Com- 
munist conquest  of  Iran  and  its  great  oil 
riches,  it  carries  Impllcalit  ns  of  trouble  for 
our  own  oil  producers.  It  means  Iranian 
oil  will  once  more  flow  into  world  commerce, 
and  as  it  finds  markets  here  and  there  it  will 
tend  to  flood  the  United  States  with  oil  im- 
pori.^;.  particularly  from  South  .America. 

Heavy  imports  to  this  country  have  al- 
ready pinched  our  independent  producers, 
forcing  cutbacks  of  production,  particularly 
In  Texas.  The  blow  falls  heaviest  on  the  ■ 
independents  because  the  majors  are  both 
producers  and   importers. 

Although  the  independents  have  steered 
away  from  handling  the  problem  by  higher 
tariffs,  in  the  Interest  of  world  trade  as  a 
definite  part  of  building  dikes  against  com- 
munism, the  Independent  Petroleum  Asso- 
ciation of  America,  iieadquarters  in  Tuisa, 
recently  proposed  a  reciprocal  trade  policy 
for  United  States  oil  imports. 

Basically,  this  plan  would  rpply  to  each 
country  exporting  oil  to  the  United  States 
a  volume  of  oil  related  to  the  amount  of 
United  States  goods  it  imports.  Since  this 
preserves  the  very  spirit  of  reciprocal-trade 
agieements,  it  offers  a  persuasive  and  sensi- 
ble solution  to  a  problem  that,  unless  reme- 
died, may  work  untold  financial  injury  and 
perhaps  ruin  ufusn  the  independent  oil  pro- 
ducers of  Texas  and  other  States. 

Mr,  DANIEL,  Due  credit  should  be 
given  to  the  American  oil  companies  op- 
erating in  the  Middle  East  for  the  extent 
to  which  they  have  reduced  imports  by 
practicing:  industrial  statesmanship,  I 
referred  to  this  in  a  speech  in  the  Sen- 
ate on  June  24 — Concressional  Record. 
pages  8852  to  8854.  However,  they  must 
do  more.  Only  additional  voluntary  re- 
ductions by  importers  of  foreign  oil  will 
solve  this  problem  without  legislation, 
I  hope  that  we  can  avoid  legislation,  but, 
as  stated  in  the  speech  referred  to,  I 
shall  advocate  action  by  the  Congress  if 
this  problem  is  not  solved  by  the  indus- 
try itself. 

Gen,  Ernest  O.  Thompson,  chairman 
of  the  Texas  Railroad  Commission,  is 
recognized  as  one  of  the  world  s  leading 
authorities,  if  not  the  leading  authority, 
on  oil  conservation  and  production.  On 
August  4,  1954,  General  Thompson  re- 
leased a  statement  concerning  the  Ira- 
nian oil  settlement  and  the  danger  of 
increased  imports.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  General  Thompsons  state- 
ment be  inserted  at  this  point. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt   Gen,   Ernest  O.   Thompson, 

Chairman,  Texas  Railroad  Commission 

We  are  glad  Iran  has  been  saved  for  service 
with  the  free  world  and  not  lost  to  Russian 
domination.    Iran  was  in  a  critical  position. 

It  Is  to  be  hoped  that  as  Iran  oil  produc- 
tion is  resumed  that  those  other  oil-produc- 
ing countries  around  the  Persian  Gulf  will 
reduce  their  output  proportionally  so  as  to 
avoid  ftirther  flooding  of  the  world  markets 
with  oil  and  causing  wasteful  storage. 

In  1950.  when  Iran  closed  down  production 
of  650.000  barrels  daily,  these  neighboring 
Persian  Gulf  countries  upped  their  produc- 
tion. Kuwait  was  producing  350,000  barrels 
daily  in  1950,  now  produces  930,000  barrels 
daily,  Iraq  was  producing  136.000  barrels 
daily  in  1950.  now  600.000  barrels  daUy. 
Saudi  Arabia  has  increased  to  955,000  barrels 
dailv  now,  which  is  60  percent  greater  than  . 
in  l'950. 

It  would  seem  only  fair  that  as  Iranian  oil 
moves  back  i.nto  the  picture  those  companies 
operating  around  the  Persian  Gulf  should 
reduce  in  the  proportion  that  they  moved 
Into  the  void  in  1950  and  later  years. 

These  wells  in  the  Persian  Gulf  area  aver- 
age 6.000  barrels  of  oil  each  per  day. 

They  are  ro  deeper  on  the  average  than 
Texas  oil  wells. 

Texas  oil  wells  average  19  barrels  per  well 
per  day. 

Imported  oil  and  products  are  supplanting 
cur  domestic  oil  here  and  abroad.  Our  oil 
imports  increase  constantly,  while  our  oil 
exports  dwindle. 

Due  to  oversupply,  Texas  oil  wells  are 
allowed  to  operate  only  15  days  this  month 
of  August  1954. 

There  are  150,000  producing  oil  wells  in 
Texas  today. 

It  would  not  seem  fair  to  our  own  people 
to  permit  more  oil  imports. 

Mr.  DANIEL,  On  the  day  before  the 
above  statement  was  issued.  General 
Thompson  wrote  me  a  letter  replying  to 
certain  questions  posed  on  behalf  of  my- 
self and  my  colleague  from  Texas  I  Mr. 
JOHNSON]  concerning  the  crude-oil  im- 
port situation,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  General  Thompson's  letter  and 
three  enclosures  be  inserted  at  this  point 
in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  enclosures  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Railroad  Commission  of  Texas. 

Austin,  August  3.  1954. 
Senator  Price  Daniel, 

United  States  Senator  from  Texas, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Waslnngton, 
D.  C. 

Dear  Price:  In  reply  to  your  questions 
about  the  crude  oil  Import  situation,  I  am 
happy  to  give  such  answer  as  I  can. 

Attached  hereto  Is  a  page  from  the  OH 
Daily  of  July  30,  which  shows  oil  imports  for 
the  past  year  ( exhibit  A ) .  You  will  notice 
that  the  total  per  day  for  the  week  ending 
July  23  was  1.157,300  barrels  of  oil  coming 
into  this  country.  A  year  ago  It  was  939.000 
barrels.  You  can  see  that  for  the  past  year 
it  has  been  running  around  1  million  or 
more  barrels  per  day. 

Also  on  the  same  page  you  will  note  that 
total  oil  exports  for  the  first  5  months  of 
1954  are  down  19  percent  from  the  same 
period  in  1953  (exhibit  B). 

Texas  has  150.000  oil  wells  producing  at 
this  time.  In  the  month  of  July.  Texas 
reduced  her  production  190.000  barrels  per 
day;  and  on  August  1,  Texas  had  to  reduce 
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an  MkUtion  120,000  barrels  per  day.  wLich 
makes  a  total  cut  of  310.000  barrels  In  Texas 
dally  production  in  tbe  last  2  months.  Tbls 
is  really  very,  very  hard  on  the  independent 
producers. 

The  reason  we  had  to  reduce  our  produc- 
tion was  because  too  much  oil  was  in  storage 
and  too  much  products  are  on  hand. 

I  am  attaching  the  latest  storage  figures  to 
this  letter  so  you  can  see  the  condition  of 
stocks  on  hand  above  ground  (exhibit  C). 
Excessive  stocks  above  ground  are  wasteful, 
and  it  is  our  duty  to  limit  production  to  the 
market  demand;  namely,  the  amount  that 
can  be  sold. 

I  am  of  the  firm  conviction  that  imported 
crude  and  products  of  petroleum  have  now 
reached  the  point  where  they  are  sup- 
planting domestic  crude  rather  than  supple- 
menting our  supply.  I  think  this  is  an  un- 
derstatement. In  view  of  the  fact  that  Texas 
oil  wells  are  being  permitted  under  order  to  ' 
produce  only  15  days  during  the  month  of 
Augvist.  and  required  to  be  shut  down  16 
days. 


It  seems  obvious  that  when  the  greatest 
oil-producing  State  in  our  Nation  Is  com- 
pelled to  shut  down  more  than  one-half  the 
time  during  the  midst  of  the  big  gasoline- 
consuming  season,  certainly  imports  are  suf>- 
plantlng  domestic  production  to  the  detri- 
ment of  our  State's  economy  and  titally  ad- 
versely affecting  the  revenues  of  our  State. 

You  know,  56  percent  of  our  Texas  State 
government  revenues  come  from  oil. 

This  sort  of  situation  must  not  be  allowed 
to  continue,  because  it  will  mean  the  dis- 
couragement of  drilling  in  this  country  and 
will  endanger  our  supply  of  oil  for  defense 
of  our  country.  We  cannot  depend  upon  for- 
eign oil  for  national  security,  because,  come 
war,  foreign  oil  would  be  denied  i»  through 
sinking  of  tankers. 

It  is  all  right  to  have  a  reasonable  amount 
of  Imports  of  crude  into  our  country,  but 
it  should  not  be  at  a  point  that  adversely  af- 
fects our  peacetime  economy  or  GUI'  national 
security. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Ernest  O.  THOMrcoi*. 


our 


Exhibit  A. — Crude  and  product  imports 
IFigures  are  in  barrels  per  day) 


19Si 

Week  ended— 

J'ily23 

July  16 

July  9 

July  2. 

June  25_ 

June  18 

June  11 

June  5... 

May  29 

May  22 

Mav  15 

Mays 

May  1.. 

Apr.  34 

Apr.  17 

Apr.  10 

Apr.  3 

Mar.  27 

Mar.  20 

Afar.  13 

Mar.  6 

Feb.  27.- 

Feb.  20 

Fob.  13 

Feb.  6 

Jan. 30 

Jan.  23 

Jan.  16 

Jan.  9 

Jan.  2 


East  of  California 


Crude 
oil 


I03S 

Week  ended — 

I>ec.  2»5.. 

Dec.  19 -. 

Dec.  12 

Dec.  5 

Nov.  2H 

Nov.  21 

Nov.  14 

Nov.  7 

Oct. 31 

Oct.  24 

Oct.  17 

Oct.  10 

Oct. 3 

Sept.  2e 

Sept.  19...... 

Pept  12 

Sept.  .S 

AuR.  £9.- 

AuK.  22 

Aup.  15 

Auk.  8 , 

Aui.'.  1 

July  25 


681,600 

565,700 
e.-?".  .500 
630,200 
539,100 
624. 2U0 
450,500 
675,900 
771,000 
708,  800 
510.  200 
6.54.300 
494,  .300 
6«1,200 
336,  100 
591,200 
483,800 
65.5,  100 
676,600 
512,700 
.551.200 
596,500 
641,  100 
501,800 
501.700 
768,400 
472.  100 
682,400 
493,  100 
698,800 


340,400 
688.900 
529,  fi(X) 
486,300 
580,500 
4tW,  MO 
631,600 
496,600 
606.500 
5;«),400 
599,  £00 
6.50, 400 
720,  100 
•!8l'.  M)0 
619.700 
487,  fiOO 
fil6, 900 
733.300 
440.  2(X) 
570,600 
557,400 
547,000 
555,500 


Residual 
fuel  oil 


314,300 

21)1,  aoo 

,327,  OOO 
230,400 
3.50,  fMO 
253,200 
267,200 
369,000 
250,400 
336,700 
219, 600 
327,900 
262,400 
285,300 
344,400 
337,900 
282,800 
357,  700 
4.36.200 
289,100 
520,000 
432,000 
528.300 
398.300 
536.  .300 
462,300 
529,900 
4.36,900 
353,700 
452,200 


4,57. 000 
3«>6.  700 
520.200 
321,300 
532.900 
31.5.  WX) 
484,  «)0 
344,300 

38i,ri0u 

266,  ,500 
298,800 
209,700 
369,  900 
293,600 
347,500 
342,  700 
240,400 
229,700 
206,800 
246,^ 
202,700 
27a  800 
318.400 


Distillate 
fuel  oil 


A."<phalt 


25,800 

13,900 

9,700 

25.  900 

IS,  son 

31,600 

24,400 

12.400 

5,000 

16,800 

15.700 

17,  .500 

5.om 

15,400 

36,800 

5,000 

5,000 

5,000 

5,000 

27,000 

10,000 

20.100 

10,000 

5,000 

■5,000 

5,000 

5,  noo 

24, (MIO 
5,000 

7.500 


17.700 

10,800 

8.400 

5.000 

5,(K)0 

7.400 

5,1100 

5,0110 

11,4(X) 

5,000 

5,0(XI 

.5.000 

17,200 

11,400 

.5,000 

5,000 

5,000 

il,400 

21,700 

5,000 

5,  (XX) 

.5,  (XX) 

12,Cib0 


15,  sno 
ir,  (!(X) 

12,  .300 
12,  94JO 


2,5,  IIX) 
"l5,406 


4.  (VX) 
21,  1  JO 


7,  4<X) 

1.5,  81 X) 

1,310 


7,3(X) 


12.  7(X) 
4,  3<K) 

1I.0(K) 
9,  9(k(l 
7,300 


9,8(0 
6,40i) 


10,60(1 


Others 


Total 


r  ili- 

fninia 

trudi;  ull 


I"nil.-.l 

.■^t.l'rs 
tot   li   I'll- 


39,400 
5.:«X) 
9,900 


9,  70«; 
7.900 


17,200 


7,300 


3.300 

4,000 

18.000 

3,400 


23,000 

7,100 
17,900 
10,700 
14,200 

14,600 


•.!.5.  (K«l 

9.  um 

2.5,  .5(10 
19,  (KVl 
IH,  7(10 
12,6(«) 
22,  2lX) 
1.5.  7(H) 
9,  .500 
25,  2(X) 

9,  sno 

24.  ,500 
19,0(X) 
43,  (XJO 

9.800 

25.  200 
1,5.  fi(X) 
25,  ;«X) 
18,  7(X) 
41,.VX) 

400 

17.  .5(X) 

47.  700 

5.200 

8,800 

400 


25.  600 
19,200 
9,  (XX) 
2.5,  900 
18,700 

2.5,  4(X) 
8,  S«X) 
9,200 
9,0(X) 

27,  100 

24,400 

8,  9(H) 
11,000 


14,300 

10,300 

9,  9U0 


l.nTC). 
HTl, 
997, 

hail. 
m:\. 
94  :t. 

7t)7. 
l.O'.tl, 
1.04,5, 
1  (17S 

7H8. 
1,01". 

77S, 
1,(X)2, 

7LN, 

9.5K. 

797, 
l,(Xi<). 
1.  140, 

X»il. 
1,  KIT, 
I.IM, 
1,20,5, 

946, 
1.0.5.!. 
1.2.^3, 
l,(Xi4, 
I,  H"*. 

1,0(3.5, 


400 
IIXI 
(XX) 
4(X) 

r^t^ 

(HXI 

(ll«) 

7(») 
100 
9)10 
S(H) 
41 X) 
I'll  Ml 

'.KIO 

;«M) 
m) 

!XKI 
s(X) 
.■«xi 
lilll) 

Sim 
S(«) 
4(X) 

m) 

2(X) 
L1X) 

5IXI 

(»») 

■m 


80.  fXH 

l('7,7il0 

(>2,  7(4 

4^7110 

■i\.<*rt 
.5:;.  (>iO 
111.  1(4 

4(1. '.XlO 

i9,  Itii 
lf>,  CpoO 

92.  (XlO 

71,9o6 

'•1.  7li0 

5,  7(  lO 

.'il  I.  M  lO 

s;(, 
l.H.^, 


:<(iO 


10,400 


8.51 ,  .-^X) 
I ,  OS.-.  tXXI 
l.()7t),  9<Xi 

846.  41X1 
1,  137.  1(X) 

H09.  (XX) 
1,  146,  IXXI 

hlVi,  (KK) 
I.(XW.  7(X) 

H14,  ax) 

934.  NJO 

88.3,  1(X) 

1,  13.5.  (XX) 

ym.  700 

l,rx)9.  200 
835.  :HK) 

>'t>y.  4(Mi 

1,(XX1,  t(K) 
t*9,  7(K) 
846.300 
7(w.  1(X) 
S38,  (XHI 
'j9C,  300 


2^.  (MX) 
21.  IMMI 

114.  :iiK) 
39,  UXi 


1,1.'.7,3(«) 
97^.  S(«) 

l.(l.59,  7(«l 
'.Ms.  \U) 
9.1:!,  .'iiMi 
'.'74.  KM* 
799.  21 «) 

I.  u.5,:;i«i 
I.IW. '«) 

1.  102.  HX) 

H29,  7(»l 
1.(1711,  »IM) 

77s.  Ill  Ml 
1,(122.  (MM) 

74».'.»«( 
1.0,50,  tin) 

i'2ii.  MIO 

1,  (M'lll.  SIM) 

1,  JIJ.  JXI 

\>Z>.  («») 

1,  li:t,  .'MMi 

I,  111.  KM) 

1.2SS,  7iKi 
l.osj.  :(ii() 
1.  i:!7.  iiiMi 

I.-2.VI.  21  HI 
1.  (IHS.  .VM) 

1,  172.  rAY] 

'M2. :«(«) 

I,  lt.^4,  4().i 


lli'i,  TkXl 

I'l,  KM) 
67,  UKl 
2'.).  U» 
Kli.  71 KJ 

It.i.lKMJ 

71.  4(Mj 

tW.  2(XJ 

37,  (NXJ 

4S.  '.XMJ 

137.  KMl 

12r>.  iKMl 
.59.  ;«(n) 

79,  IHM) 
111),  ('.(H) 
1.5|,(i()(» 

.5.5.  KM) 
137.  (XXI 

60.  3lX) 
11.5,  KM) 

91,9(X)' 

42,  700 


9'i7.  9lX) 

l.')S5,  r.111) 

I,  D'.K'i,  (XKI 

yi:(.  .'MM) 

I,  UA  7iMI 
x'.i.S.  7(»l 

I,  IN',).  I'M  Ml 
9,il>.  IIM) 

1.(17'..  '.MM) 

h:.!.2ix) 

9n:(.  7' Ml 

1.(121.  2rMi 

1.2>.l.(,(l() 

HIn(,  IXMI 

1,'>SS.  Jiri 

94.''\'.XNI 

1.  (»■.'].  (XHI 

l,(Hi2.  (MMI 

H2»'..  71MI 

90.S,  (XX) 

H.SO,  21H) 

W.l.  9(HI 

'J 39, 1 XX) 


ExHisrr  B 
[Prom  the  OU  DaUy  of  July  30.   1954] 

Total   On.   Bxports   fob   5   Months   Down 
19.2  PxRCXNT  Fbom    1953 
Exports  of  cruds  and  refined  oil  for  the 
January-May  period  of  1954  held  19.2  percent 
below  the  like  5-month  period  a  year  ago. 


Exports  lor  May  1954  alone  held  3  2  percent 
below  May  1953,  according  to  the  latest  re- 
port of  the  Bureau  of  Mines. 

Total  exports  in  the  5-month  period 
amounted  rxj  52,893,000  barrels,  off  12,601.000 
from  65,494,000  a  year  earlier.  For  May,  total 
exports  at  11,577,000  barrels  dipped  376  000 
from  11,953.000  for  May  a  year  ago. 


Crude  oil  exported  In  the  January-May 
period  totaled  5,932,000  barrels,  off  44.3  per- 
cent from  10.837,000  in  the  like  year  earlier 
period.  For  the  latest  reported  month,  crude 
exports  totaled  1,258,000  barrels,  off  21.9  per- 
cent from  1,611,000  for  May  1963. 

Refined  petroleum  exportad  from  the 
United  States  in  the  first  5  months  of  1954  at 
46,691.000  barrels  dipped  14.1  percent  from 
54,657.000  exported  in  the  like  1953  period. 
May  refined  product  exports  totaled  10.319,000 
barrels,  off  0  2  percent  from  10.342,000  ex- 
ported in  May  1953. 

Exhibit   C. — Latest   petroleum   stock   figures 

(InliarnLs) 

U'luiiKl.-,  July  :3,  crii.V.  July  24,  wi|li  changes  from 
yrir  eurluT 
...   279,»vs.-..(XX>         -K.I.OOO     (-Ol^^r) 

...  i.'A,s4».iHHi  4  i7.i.jti.(xx)  (  +  1J.1';) 


fni'ti'  nil  .. 

I  i.i>uliri<' 

l)i-i;ll.i(e  .. 

KiTcHfilc  .. 

Jic- iu.il.    . 

I'Lital 


...  ws.ii.MHxi       4f.s2.ixx)  (-(-o.f,-;, 

...  31.(».'.t.(HX)    +l,li,in.(xx)  (4-4  ()<■;) 

...  ,'.3.'.s.'.,IHHI      -i   l.jiW-.I.IHHI  (4-«,t,';) 

...  (.21,7U.'i,mx)  +23,i{^8,000  (i-i.V,) 


Mr.  DANIEL.  I  shall  take  the  liberty 
of  sending  these  letters  and  exhibits  to 
the  President  of  the  United  Btates  along 
wiih  my  remarks.  I  hope  that  President 
Eisenhower  and  the  appropriate  agencies 
of  his  administration  will  study  this 
problem  In  order  that  recommendations 
may  be  made  to  Congress  in  January. 

It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  an  appro- 
priate subject  for  study  by  the  President's 
newly  appointed  Cabinet  Committee  on 
Enerffy  Supplies  and  Resources. 

I  know  that  President  Eisenhower  is 
conscious  of  the  need  to  preserve  and 
protect  our  domestic  industry  while  we 
are  helping  to  promote  the  welfare  of 
other  nations.  On  May  2$,  1953.  the 
President  approved  a  statement  by  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  Douglas  McKay  to 
the  National  Petroleum  Council,  a  part 
of  which  reads  as  follows: 

I  am  hopeful  that  those  companies  im- 
porting crude  oil  or  products  wUl  show 
industrial  statesmanship  In  this  important 
matter  and  that  each  company,  acting  indi- 
vidually and  wholly  on  its  own  individual 
Judgment,  will  exercise  that  restraint  in 
respect  of  imports  necessary  to  the  health 
and  security  of  the  Nation. 

I  have  discussed  this  matter  with  Pr'si- 
dent  Elsenhower  ana'  the  National  Security 
Council.  I  can  say  to  you  that  President 
Eisenhower    concurs    in    these    views. 

Later,  in  his  state  of  the  Union  mes- 
sage, January  4,  1954.  Pnesident  Ei- 
senhower said  that  reconunendations 
would  be  made,  from  time  to  time,  in 
various  fields.  He  said  one  of  these 
would  lead  to  the  adoption  of  a  sound 
program  for  safeguarding  the  domestic 
production  of  critical  and  strategic  met- 
als and  minerals.  It  is  my  hope  that 
the  President  will  include  the  oil-import 
problem  in  his  recommendations  to  the 
Congress  next  year. 

I  thank  the  Senator. 


ADDITIONAL  BILL  INTRODUCED 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, introduced  a  bill  (S.  3868)  author- 
izing the  payment  of  salary  to  any  in- 
dividual given  a  recess  appointment  as 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States 
before  the  beginning  of  the  84th  Con- 
gress, which  was  read  twice  by  its  title, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 


EXTENSION      OP      RENEOOTIATION 

ACT  OP  1951— AMENDMENT 
Mr.  MARTIN  submitted  an  amend- 
ment intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
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the  bill  (H.  R.  6287)  to  extend  and  amend 
the  Renegotia'ion  Act  of  1951.  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  tbe  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  ACT  OP  1954— 
AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  submitted  amend- 
ments intend*  d  to  be  proposed  by  him 
to  the  bill  (K.  R.  9366)  to  amend  the 
Social  Securiiy  Act  and  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  as  to  extend  coverage 
under  the  old-age  and  survivors  insur- 
ance program,  increase  the  benefits  pay- 
able thereunder,  preserve  the  insurance 
rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and  in- 
crease the  amount  of  earnings  permitted 
without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table  and  to  be  printed. 


INCREASE  OF  BORROWING  POWER 
OF  COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPO- 
RATION—AMENDMENT 

Mr.  HOLLAND  submitted  an  amend- 
ment intended  to  be  proposed  by  him 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9756)  to  increase  the 
borrowing  power  of  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  vhich  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  ard  to  be  printed. 


EXECUTIVE   RFJPORTS   OF  A  COM- 
MITTEE 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  CARLS'3N,  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service: 

One   hundred  and   two   postmasters. 


RECESS  TO   10  O'CLOCK  A.  M.  TO- 
MORROW 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  in 
accordance  wi.h  the  order  previously 
entered,  I  move  that  the  Senate  stand 
in  recess  until  10  o'clock  a.  m.  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  II 
o'clock  and  17  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess,  the  recess  being,  under  the 
order  previously  entered,  until  tomorrow, 
Saturday,  August  14,  1954,  at  10  o'clock 
a.  m. 


SENATE 

S.xTiRD.w,  Arci.ST  14,  lO-'vi 

(Legislative  day  of  Thursday.  August  5, 
1954) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Rev.  P.  Norman  Van  Brunt,  associate 
pastor,  Foundry  Methodist  Church, 
Washington,  D.  C,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Be  to  us,  O  God,  the  guiding  light  of 
this  day  that,  with  wisdom  and  insight. 
we  may  be  able  to  competently  match 
its  responsibilities.  May  our  faith  look 
up  to  Thee,  our  hearts  put  their  trust 
in  Thee,  and  our  souls  be  flooded  with 
the  power  of  Thy  presence. 

Give  unto  us.  we  beseech  Thee,  the 
motive  of  the  day:  a  complete  willing- 
ness to  serve  Thee  as  we  seek  the  best 


ends  for  our  fellow  men.  Let  us  be 
radiant  diffusers  of  confidence  by  every 
act  and  service  we  perform  that,  in  these 
days  of  insecurity,  men  may  see  our  faith 
in  Him  who  does  not  change.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 
On    request    of    Mr.    Knowland,    and 
by  unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of 
the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Fri- 
day, August  13, 1954.  was  dispensed  with. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
been  designated  as  one  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  this  Government  to  attend 
the  meetings  of  the  Interparliamentary 
Union  which  are  to  take  place  in  Vienna 
from  the  27th  of  August  to  the  2d  of 
September.  I  have  been  requested  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  look  into  sev- 
eral matters  which  he  desires  investi- 
gated in  Europe  before  the  meeting.  I 
£isk  unanimous  consent  that  after  Mon- 
day next  I  may  be  excused  from  attend- 
ance at  the  sessions  of  the  Senate  for 
the  remainder  of  the  session. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE   COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

The   PRESIDENT   pro   tempore   laid 
before  the  Senate  the  following  letters, 
which  were  referred  as  indicated: 
Proposed  Award  or  Concession  Permft,  Isle 

ROTALE    NA'nONAL    PARK,     MiCH. 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a 
proposed  award  of  a  concession  permit  to  op- 
erate the  Windigo  Inn  at  Washington  Har- 
bor, Isle  Royale  National  Park.  Mich,  (with 
accompanying  pap>ers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Law  Enacted  bt  MtnmciPAi.  CouKcn.  or  St. 
Thomas  and  St.  John,  V.  I. 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  copy  of  a  law  enacted  by  the  Municipal 
Council  of  St.  Thomas  and  St.  John,  V.  I.,  to 
fix  the  regular  expenses  for  the  municipality 
Of  St.  Thomas  and  St.  Jbhn  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1955,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  AHalrs. 

Temporary     Admission     Into    the     United 
States  or  Certain  Aliens 

A  letter  from  the  Commissioner.  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization  Service.  Department 
of  Justice,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
copies  of  orders  entered  granting  temporary 
admission  into  the  United  States  of  certain 
aliens  (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Granting  of  Applications  roH  Permanent 
REsroENCE  Filed  by  Certain  Aliens 
A  letter  from  the  Commissioner,  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization  Service,  Department 
of  Justice,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
copies  of  orders  entered  granting  the  appli- 
catiotu  for  permanent  residence  filed  by  cer- 
tain aliens,  together  with  a  statement  of  the 
facts  and  pertinent  provisions  of  law  as  to 
each  alien,  and  the  reasons  for  granting  such 
applications  (with  accompanying  papers);  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Admission  Into  the  United  States  of  Cer- 
tain Aliens 

A  letter  from  the  Commissioner.  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization  Service.  Department 
of  Jtistice,  transmitting,  pursuant  to   law. 


copies  of  orders  entered  granting  admission 
Into  the  United  States  of  certain  aliens  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Financial   Report  or   Miutart   Chaplains 
Association 

A  letter  from  the  secretary-treasurer,  the 
Military  Chaplains  Association  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  Washington,  D.  C,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  the  financial  report 
of  that  association  for  the  period  January  1, 
1953,  to  December  31,  1953  (with  an  accom- 
panying report);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Audit  Report  on  Alaska  Road  Commission, 
Department  of  the  Interior 
A  letter  from  the  Acting  ComptroUer  Gen- 
eral, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  an  audit 
report  on  the  AlasJta  Road  Commission,  De- 
partment of  the  Interior,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30,  1953  (with  an  accompanying 
report ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations. 

Audit  Rbzpoet  on  Ptterto  Rico  Reconstrttc- 
tion  Administration,  Department  or  In- 
terior 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  an  audit 
report  on  the  Puerto  Rico  Reconstruction 
Administration,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1953  (with 
an  accompanying  report);  to  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations. 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTION  OF 
ROUTINE    BUSINESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  immediately 
following  the  quorum  call  there  may  be 
the  customary  morning  hour  for  the 
transaction  of  routine  business,  imder 
the  usual  2-minute  limitation  oo 
speeches. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


REPORT  OF  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 
SMALL  BUSINESS  ENTITLED  "PAR- 
TICIPATION OF  SMALL  BUSINESS 
IN  MILITARY  PROCUREMENT"  (8. 
REPT.  NO.  2487) 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Select  Committee  on  Small  Business, 
I  submit  a  report  entitled  "Participation 
of  Small  Business  in  Military  Procure- 
ment." and  ask  that  it  be  printed,  with 
illustrations. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
report  will  be  received,  and  without  ob- 
jection, will  be  printed  as  requested  by 
the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  as 
chairman  of  the  Military  Procurement 
Subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Small  Business.  I  have  submit- 
ted a  repKjrt  entitled  "Participation  of 
Small  Business  in  Military  Procurement" 
of  the  activities  of  the  subcommittee,  and 
ask  that  it  be  printed  with  illustrations. 

The  report  outlines  the  activities  of  the 
subcommittee,  and  is  based  on  a  series  of 
open  hearings  conducted  during  April 
and  May  of  this  year.  I  believe  it  is  a 
constructive  report,  which  will  be  helpful 
to  small -business  men  and  to  Federal 
agencies  in  the  development  of  an  effec- 
tive small-business  program. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  a  committee  release  summaris- 
ing the  report  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
at  the  end  of  my  remarks. 
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The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  1.) 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Importance  and  value  of  small-business 
enterprises  in  our  Nation  can  hardly  be 
overestimated.  There  are  more  than 
4  million  small-business  establishments 
in  the  United  States  and  this  is  96  per- 
cent of  all  the  business  in  the  Nation. 
There  are  well  over  100,000  small-busi- 
ness establishments  in  Michigan  alone. 

The  United  States  Senate  recognized 
the  importance  of  small  businesses  in  our 
national  economy  with  the  establishment 
of  the  Small  Business  Committee  in  1950. 
I  am  proud  to  have  voted  to  establish  a 
strong,  continuing  committee  at^that 
time. 

The  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Small 
Business  has  made  many  constructive 
contributions  through  its  reports,  such 
as  the  one  I  have  filed  in  the  Senate  to- 
day, its  hearings  and  recommendations. 

During  my  2  years  on  the  committee, 
I  have  served  as  chairman  of  the  Mili- 
tary Procurement  Subcommittee,  and  I 
believe  we  have  made  significant  progress 
in  assuring  small-business  concerns  an 
equitable  share  of  Government  contracts. 

I  have  also  been  privileged  to  serve  as 
a  member  of  the  Monopoly  Subcommit- 
tee of  the  Small  Business  Committee. 
Last  year,  before  the  American  Bar  As- 
sociation, I  outlined  my  concept  of  the 
role  of  American  antitrust  laws  in  this 
way: 

Small-  and  medium-size  businessmen  of 
our  country  are  the  backbone  of  our  economy. 
They  muet  always  be  protected  against  the 
predatory  practices  of  those  larger  competi- 
tors who  may  seek  to  take  unfair  advantage 
of  their  greater  wealth.  Most  small-buslnesa 
men  do  not  ask,  and  do  not  expect,  crutches 
for  their  economic  support  or  protection 
against  competition,  which  is  not  unfair. 
But  they  are  entitled  to  expect  the  protec- 
tion of  the  laws  that  insure  their  right  to 
engage  In  a  fair  competitive  contest  for  the 
patronage  of  the  consimier.  that  insure  their 
right  to  grow  and  to  prosper,  and  that  In- 
sure their  right  to  expand  by  their  Industry 
and  hard  work  In  an  economy  free  of  un- 
reasonable restraints.  These  are  the  basic 
purposes  of  our  antitrust  laws. 

Our  Monopoly  Subcommittee  has  been 
In  agreement  that  bigness  in  itself  is  no 
crime,  but  that  unfair  or  predatory  com- 
petitive practices  are  bad  and  must  be 
prosecuted  wherever  found.  In  the  fields 
of  distribution  and  retailing  where  the 
business  units  are  usually  very  small  and 
less  able  to  protect  themselves  against 
unfair  business  practices,  our  subcom- 
mittee has  been  particularly  active. 
Service  in  this  area  has  been  particu- 
larly rewarding  for  me. 

GOVZBNlCfKT  COMPETTTIOI* 

Over  the  past  20  years  or  so,  the  Fed- 
eral Government  has  stepped  into  more 
and  more  business-t3T)e  activities  from 
which  it  can  be  dislodged  only  with  great 
difficulty.  Naturally,  there  are  fields  in 
which  the  Government  must  be  active 
and  even  fields  in  which  it  might  have 
to  be  preeminent.  Nonetheless,  our  Gov- 
ernment today  is  doing  many  things  in 
direct  competition  with  private  busi- 
nesses which  are  ready,  willing,  and  able 
to  perform  those  tasks  and  perform  them 
at  a  lower  cost,  as  well.    A  case  in  point 


Is  the  processing  of  metal  scrap  by  the 
armed  services.  Last  year  the  Sbiall 
Business  .Committee  highlighted  the 
problem  of  the  aluminum-sweating  in- 
dustry where  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force 
had  gotten  a  foothold  through  pilot  or 
experimehtal  operations,  and  appeared 
to  be  expanding  into  full-scale  scrap 
processing,  even  though  adequate  civil- 
ian facilities  were  available.  The  com- 
mittee recommended  that  expansions  In 
this  field  cease.  The  Military  Appropri- 
ations Subcommittee,  of  which  I  am 
chairman,  took  appropriate  action;  the 
Senate  approved;  and  there  is  now  in  the 
Defense  Department  Appropriations  Act 
a  proviso  which  definitely  hmits  the  au- 
thority of  the  armed  services  to  enter 
into  private  business. 

Government  competition  with  private 
business  covers  a  tremendous  range  of 
activities,  and  for  many  years  I  have 
been  concerned  about  this  growing  prob- 
lem. My  work  in  this  field  led  me  to 
sponsor  the  legislation  which  last  year 
resulted  in  the  creation  of  a  new  Hoover 
Commission  on  Organization  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government. 

This  Commission,  of  which  I  am  a 
member,  is  now  engaged  in  a  broad  study 
of  the  activities  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, and  it  has  the  specific  power  to 
recommend  that  the  Government  oease 
doing  things  which  compete  with  private 
enterprise. 

The  Hoover  Commission  will  make  its 
report  and  recommendations  early  next 
year,  and  I  am  confident  that  it  will  point 
the  way  to  great  savings  in  the  cost  of 
government  and  a  great  reduction  in  the 
number  of  activities  of  the  Government 
which  compete  with  business.  i 

TAXES  AND  GOVERNMENT  SPENDING    1 

As  individuals,  all  of  us  are  keenly 
aware  of  the  taxes  collected  on  every 
dollar  we  earn.  Businessmen  are  even 
more  conscious  of  that  tax  take,  since 
every  business  decision  is  directly  in- 
fluenced by  the  large  percentage  of 
earnings  which  must  be  paid  to  the  tax 
collector,  rather  than  ploughed  back 
into  the  business  for  new  capacity  or 
more  efficient  equipment. 

I  have  always  favored  two  approaches 
to  minimizing  the  impact  of  Federal 
taxes  on  the  individual  and  the  small 
business  enterprise:  first,  by  reducing 
Government  spending,  and  thus  reduc- 
ing taxes;  second,  by  reducing  the  im- 
pact of  taxes,  by  means  of  more  equitable 
tax  laws. 

As  a  member  of  the  Senate  Appropria- 
tions Committee  for  the  past  12  years. 
I  have  consistently  worked  to  eliminate 
all  but  the  most  essential  Government 
spending.  This  has  been  a  constant  and 
difficult  battle  for  many  years,  but  the 
effort  bore  real  fruit  in  the  last  2  years. 
Last  year.  Congress  and  the  administra- 
tion reduced  spending  by  $li  billion 
under  the  level  planned  by  the  previous 
national  administration.  Still  further 
reductions  are  being  achieved  this  year. 

These  reductions  in  spending  made 
possible,  in  turn,  this  year's  tax  cuts, 
which  are  the  largest  in  history.  More 
than  $4,700,000,000  has  been  eliminated 
from  the  tax  bill  of  Individual  Ameri- 
cans. This  is  two-thirds  of  the  total  tax 
cut  achieved  this  year.    The  remainder 


of  the  reduction  has  gone  to  remove  tax 
inequities,  to  permit  greater  expansion 
of  business  enterprises,  and  to  create 
new  jobs  and  business  opportunity. 

Many  of  the  tax  reductions,  such  as 
the  cut  in  income  taxes  and  the  lowered 
excise  tax.  have  already  stimulated 
business  to  a  great  degree. 

Another  major  accomplishment  of 
this  year  is  the  general  tax  revision  bill, 
the  monumental  overhaul  of  the  entire 
tax  structure  of  the  Nation  for  the  first 
time  in  75  years.  The  bill  eliifiinates 
many  loopholes  and  inequities  in  our 
tax  laws.  It  will  be  a  real  boon  to  small 
business  firnxs,  and  I  was  proud  to  sup- 
port its  passage. 

The  tax  revi.'^ion  bill  is  of  specific  bene- 
fit to  small-business  firms  in  connection 
with  depreciation,  accumulation  of  sur- 
pluses, research  and  experimental  ex- 
penditures, loss  carryover,  treatment  of 
partnerships,  changes  and  capital  struc- 
ture, and  other  features. 

Knowing  at  firsthand  of  the  impor- 
tant results  achieved  by  the  Small  Busi- 
ness Committee,  I  joined  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  in  introducing 
Senate  Resolution  213,  which  would 
create  a  permanent,  standing  Senate 
Committee  on  Small  Business.  Rirther- 
more,  in  order  to  assure  that  the  present 
Senate  Small  Business  Committee  has  a 
continuity  of  membership,  the  Senate 
majority  policy  committee,  of  which  I 
am  chairman,  approved  a  resolution 
calling  attention  to  the  value  of  the 
committee  and  urging  that  members  of 
the  committee  be  selected  on  the  basis 
of  experience  on  the  committee  and  in- 
terest in  its  work. 

Despite  the  effective  work  of  the  com- 
mittee, many  of  us  felt  that  the  inter- 
ests of  small  business  also  required  the 
creation  of  a  special  agency  of  Govern- 
ment devoted  to  the  interests  of  small 
business.  The  Small  Defense  Plants 
Administration,  established  in  1951.  was 
a  step  in  the  right  direction.  However 
it  did  not  completely  fill  the  bill. 

Congress  last  year  recognized  the  im- 
portance of  the  matter,  and  for  the  first 
time  voted  to  establish  a  separate,  in- 
dependent agency  to  assist  small  busi- 
ness in  a  truly  constructive  way.  I  am 
proud  of  my  vote  to  set  up  this  agency. 
President  Eisenhower  signed  the  meas- 
ure into  law  the  very  day  it  was  passed 
by  Concress. 

The  Small  Business  Administration  is 
the  first  comprehensive,  peacetime,  in- 
dependent, governmental  agency  in'his- 
tory  created  for  the  sole  purpose  of  ad- 
vjsing,  counseling,  and  assisting  small 
business  enterprises. 

Each  of  the  agency's  three  main  pro- 
grams—loans and  financial  counseling 
assistance,  aid  in  getting  Government 
contracts,  and  technical  and  managerial 
help  of  many  kind.s— is  designed  to  offer 
important  services  to  help  all  small 
firms. 

In  all  three  fields  the  results  so  far 
are  notable,  and  they  offer  even  greater 
promise  for  future  development. 

Summing  up  the  years  accomplish- 
ments in  the  three  major  fields  of  ac- 
tivity, here  is  the  Small  Business  Ad- 
ministration's record  for  the  State  of 
Michigan  and  the  Nation;  and  I  refer 
to  the  results  of  the  program  in  Mich- 
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Igan  as  an  example  of  what  it  can  do 
and  does  do  for  the  other  States. 

FINANCIAL   ASSISTANOS 

Authority  for  the  Small  Business  Ad- 
ministration to  make  loans  did  not  begin 
until  September  29.  1953.  Since  then, 
19  small  business  loans,  totaling  $1,295,- 
000,  have  been  approved  to  assist  firms 
in  Michigan.  Nationally,  more  than  530 
loans  have  been  approved,  with  a  value 
exceeding  $31  million. 

Approximately  75  loan  applications 
have  been  received  from  small  firms  in 
Michigan;  and  14  of  these.  totaUng 
$840,000,  are  pending  final  action  by  the 
Small  Business  Administration. 

The  Small  Business  Administration  is 
working  with  the  private  banks,  to  help 
provide  term  credit  to  small  firms.  On 
a  nationwide  basis,  two-thirds  of  the 
loans  made  by  the  Small  Business  Ad- 
ministration to  help  small  firms  are 
made  in  cooperation  with  private  banks. 
In  Michigan,  about  half  of  the  loans  so 
far  made  are  bank-participation  loans, 
and  the  remainder  are  direct  loans.  The 
Small  Business  Administration  makes 
every  effort  to  arrange  a  private  or  a 
participation  loan,  before  approving  a 
direct  loan  in  which  the  Government 
advances  all  of  the  funds.  The  bank- 
participation  loans  are  administered  by 
the  private  banks,  and  the  banks  put  up 
part  of  the  money.  This  record  indi- 
cates the  desire  of  the  banking  commu- 
nity to  assist  business  enterprise. 

It  is  the  objective  of  the  Small  Busi- 
ness Administration  to  help  the  proprie- 
tor of  a  small  firm  establish  a  banking 
relationship  with  a  private  bank  in  his 
own  conununity.  Thus,  the  Small  Busi- 
ness Administration  is  providing  a  serv- 
ice of  lasting  value,  helping  to  strengthen 
the  customer-bank  relationships  in  the 
local  community. 

PEOCTJREMENT  ASSISTANCE 

The  law  creating  the  Small  Business 
Administration  gives  it  the  responsibil- 
ity for  seeing  to  it  that  a  fair  share  of 
the  goods  and  services  purchased  by  the 
Government — and  we  should  remember 
that  the  United  States  Government  is 
the  biggest  customer  in  the  world — are 
obtained  from  small  firms. 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
has  so  far  assisted  26  small  firms  in 
Michigan  obtain  $2,074,774  in  Govern- 
ment contracts. 

These  figures  represent  actual  con- 
tract awards  under  the  Small  Business 
Administration's  joint  determination 
program,  but  they  tell  only  a  small  part 
of  the  accomplishments  of  the  Small 
Business  Administration  in  helping 
Michigan  firms  get  Government  con- 
tracts. 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
concentrates  its  contract  procurement 
assistance  activity  in  the  area  where — 
except  for  the  vigilance  of  the  Small 
Business  Administration  and  small-busi- 
ness specialists  in  other  Government 
agencies — the  contracts  might  go  to 
larger  firms.  Through  its  joint  deter- 
mination program,  it  is  constantly  work- 
ing to  increase  the  small-business  share 
of  Government  orders. 

In  addition,  through  cooperative  pro- 
grams, larger  private  firms  are  constant- 
ly being  encouraged  to  place  more  of 


their  orders  with  smaller  concerns  in 
their  own  areas. 

The  Detroit  ofQce  of  the  Small  Busi- 
ness Administration,  at  231  West  Lafay- 
ette Boulevard,  regularly  receives  notices 
of  procurement  opportunities.  It  also 
keeps  a  register  of  many  hundreds  of 
Michigan  firms  that  are  desirous  of  ob- 
taining a  Government  contract. 

Every  day,  procurement  specialists  in 
the  Small  Business  Administration's  of- 
fices in  Detroit  and  Cleveland  check  the 
list  of  products  the  Government  wants 
to  buy,  and  refers  them  to  Michigan 
firms  that  are  capable  of  producing  the 
specific  products. 

Last  year  the  Detroit  office  of  the 
Small  Business  Administration  made 
more  than  8,000  specific  referrals  of 
prime  contract  opportunities  to  firms  in 
Michigan.  Although  it  is  impossible  to 
keep  a  close  check  on  the  results  of  each 
referral,  it  is  known  that  they  resulted 
in  a  good  volume  of  Government  con- 
tracts going  to  small  firms  in  Michigan. 

The  activities  of  the  Small  Business 
Administration  help  create  jobs  and  pay- 
rolls in  Michigan.  Government  pur- 
chases in  the  area  cover  a  wide  range  of 
products  from  clothing  and  food  to 
wrenches  and  machine  tools. 

In  addition  to  helping  small  firms  get 
direct  Government  contracts,  the  Small 
Business  Administration  also  works  with 
firms  holding  large  prime  Government 
contracts  and  helps  them  locate  smaller 
firms  who  can  take  a  subcontract.  This 
activity  is,  of  course,  a  two-way  street. 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
not  only  helps  the  smaller  firms  by  aid- 
ing them  in  getting  more  business,  but 
also  helps  the  larger  producer  develop 
reliable  suppliers.  The  net  result  is  to 
stimulate  all  business  activity. 

In  the  three-State  region  composed  of 
Michigan.  Ohio,  and  Kentucky,  the 
Small  Business  Administration  has 
made  more  than  2,500  referrals  to  help 
small  firms  obtain  subcontracts  from, 
larger  firms — and  a  large  share  of  these 
referrals  were  made  in  Michigan. 

MANAGEMENT    AND    TECHNICAL    ASSISTANCE 

Under  this  important  program  the 
Small  Business  AdminisU-ation.  through 
its  field  offices,  offers  a  wide  range  of 
service  to  help  small  firms. 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
publishes  two  series  of  practical  and 
helpful  leaflets  called  Management  and 
Technical  Aids  for  Small  Business. 
These  leaflets  cover  a  wide  range  of 
management  and  production  problems, 
and  are  in  great  demand. 

They  are  designed  particularly  to  aid 
the  proprietor  of  a  small  firm  who  may 
have  an  outstanding  aptitude  in  certain 
lines,  but  lacks  the  rounded  management 
experience  which  big  companies  hire  for 
their  top  management  team. 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
has  recently  developed  a  program  of 
helping  small  firms  with  products-de- 
velopment problems— finding  new  uses 
and  new  applications  for  items  produced 
by  small  firms. 

There  are  hundreds  of  small  firms  in 
the  State  of  Michigan  whose  proprietors 
have  ideas  for  improved  or  new  products 
and  processes,  or  perhaps  they  own  a 
product  patent,  but  they  may  lack  the 


technical  know-how  or  means  of  putting 
the  article  or  new  idea  to  practical  use. 
The  Small  Business  Administration  is 
giving  help  to  these  firms.  Sometimes  its 
experts  can  direct  the  proprietor  to  a 
competent  research  institution  or  lab- 
oratory, or  refer  an  Inventor  to  a  firm 
which  may  utilize  his  invention  or  idea. 
All  of  the  programs  of  the  Small  Busi- 
ness Administration  are  aimed  at  this 
one  basic  objective:  to  assist  in  the 
growth  and  survival  of  small-business 
firms,  to  help  them  meet  the  continuing 
challenge  of  our  expanding  economy. 

These  are  some  of  the  things  the  Ad- 
ministration and  the  Congress  are  doing 
to  help  small  firms  find  solutions  to  their 
problems,  and  to  help  maintain  a  healthy 
economy. 

As  chairman  of  the  majority  policy 
committee  in  the  Senate,  a  responsibility 
for  development  of  this  broad  program 
has  fallen  on  my  shoulders  and  I  have 
worked  closely  with  the  House  and  Sen- 
ate leaders  and  the  Administration  in 
the  creation  and  passage  of  a  program 
that  means  real  progress  for  the  Nation. 
I  believe  our  accomplishments  to  date 
have  been  noteworthy.  They  hold  real 
promise  for  the  future. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota,  who  is  chairman 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  Small  Busi- 
ness. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  rise  to  commend  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  for  his  able  ad- 
dress outlining  what  has  been  attempted 
and  what  has  been  accomplished.  The 
Senator  from  Michigan  has  been  an  able 
chairman  of  a  subcommittee  which  has 
done  a  great  deal  of  work  in  aiding  busi- 
ness and  in  seeking  to  maintain  the 
healthy,  progressive  growth  of  the  small 
businesses  of  America. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  thank  the  chair- 
man of  the  select  committee,  who  has 
been  of  great  assistance,  and  who  per- 
forms his  duties  as  chairman  with  great 
ability  and  effect  because  he  believes  in 
small  business.  The  business  activities 
in  his  State  and  mine.  and.  in  fact,  in 
all  the  States,  are  predominantly  carried 
on  by  small -business  concerns.  Some 
may  think  of  Michigan  as  being  a  State 
where  only  big  business  is  found,  but 
when  one  figures  that  there  are  100,000 
small  businesses  there,  compared  to  5, 
6.  or  10  big  businesses,  as  in  the  Senator's 
State,  we  appreciate  the  importance  of 
small  business. 

Mr.  THYE.   Our  main  streets  are  lined 
with  the  concerns  operated  by  small- 
business  men. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.  THYE.    They  are  the  backbone  of 
the  Nation.    The  others  are  incidental. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect.   

EXUUUT   1 

Senate  Small  Business  Commtttke  Siimmart 
"Progress  Is  being  made"  In  assuring  the 
Nation's  Bmall-touslnesfi  men  an  adequate 
share  of  Government  procurement  orders, 
the  Senate  Small  Business  Committee  said 
today  In  a  report  submitted  to  the  Senate  by 
Senator  Homer  Ferguson,  Republican,  of 
Michigan,  chairman  of  the  group's  Military 
Procvu-ement  Subcommittee.  Senator  Ed- 
ward J.  Thte,  Republican,  of  Mlnneaot*.  U 
chairman  ol  the  full  committee. 
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The  oommlttee  report  alao:  Recognized  tlie 
efforts  b^ng  made  by  the  armed  services  In 
working  out  an  effective  subcontracting  pro- 
gram through  their  large  prime  contractors. 
Called  (or  a  more  exerted  effort  to  bring  the 
small-business  firms  Into  the  area  of  research 
and  development.  Showed  that  small-busi- 
ness programs  worked  out  by  the  civilian 
agencies  are  proving  helpful  to  small  busi- 
ness. 

The  report  resulted  from  a  series  of  public 
hearings  conducted  by  the  committee  during 
March  and  April.    "The  hearings  reviewed  the 

progress  and  problems  of  the  various  Govern- 
ment agencies  In  carrying  out  the  small- 
business  policies  established  by  Congtem," 
Senators  Tbtx  and  Ferguson  said. 

Small-business  men,  representatives  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  General  Accounting 
Office,  Veterans'  Administration,  Foreign  Op- 
erations Administration,  and  the  Atomic  En- 
ergy Commission,  testified  before  the  Fergu- 
son subcommittee. 

The  report  reflected  the  committee's  find- 
ings that  effective  progress  has  been  made  in 
the  small-business  programs  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force.  Small-business  firms 
rcelved  40.7  percent  of  the  total  dollar  volume 
of  prime  contracts  awarded  by  the  Army  in 
the  first  6  months  of  fiscal  1954.  Navy  awards 
of  prime  contracts  to  small  b\isine8S  for  the 
same  period  amounted  to  19.5  percent.  The 
Air  FOTce  percentage  was  7.1. 

Within  the  area  of  what  the  military  serv- 
ices consider  to  be  suitable  for  award  to 
small  business,  the  Army  awarded  69  percent 
of  Its  prime  contracts  to  small  firms;  the 
Navy,  85.2  percent:  and  the  Air  Force,  78 
percent.  These  figures  represent  an  Increase 
In  contracts  awarded  to  small  business  over 
previous  years,  according  to  the  report. 

The  report  recommended  thatjthe  military 
services  discontinue  the  use  of  the  terms 
"sultabUlty"  and  "suitable"  In  calculating 
statistics  to  show  the  percentage  of  prime 
contracts  going  to  small-business  firms.  The 
committee  stated  that  the  use  of  such  terms 
could  cause  confiision  and  could  be  con- 
strued to  mean  that  the  military  agencies 
were  attempting  to  decide  what  small  firms 
could  produce  and  what  they  could  not  pro- 
duce. The  report  points  out  that  small  busi- 
ness can  bid  on  any  article  and  that  the 
term  Is  used  for  compiling  statistics  only. 
The  conunittee  suggested  the  use  of  the  term 
"potential"  in  future  statistical  calculations. 

The  report  was  critical  of  delays  in  contract 
administration,  abuse  of  authority  to  nego- 
tiate contracts,  and  the  practice  of  accel- 
erated year-end  buying. 

The  committee  found  that  administrative 
delays  constituted  a  real  problem  for  the 
small  concern.  The  committee  cited  as  an 
example  a  3-month  delay  by  the  Corps  of 
Zaiiglneers  In  submitting  a  report  to  the 
Comptroller  General  in  a  procvirement  of 
tractors  and  scrapers.  By  the  time  the  Comp- 
troller General  received  the  report  and  made 
a  decision  that  the  award  was  "Illegal,"  90 
percent  of  the  equipment  had  been  delivered. 
In  its  report,  the  committee  stated:  "It  is 
this  type  of  delay  which  makes  doing  busi- 
ness with  the  Government  difficult  and,  in 
many  cases,  unrewarding,  to  say  the  least." 

The  committee  pointed  to  testimony  from 
General  Accounting  Office  officials  that  at 
least  90  percent  of  military  contracts  are 
negotiated  and  expressed  the  view  that  emer- 
gency powers  to  negotiate  contracts  are  be- 
ing abused.  The  rep>ort  points  out  that 
Congress  by  law  has  stated  that  formal  ad- 
vertising should  be  the  basic  method  of  pro- 
curement and  that  negotiation  is  to  be  used 
only  under  certain  specific  exceptions  spelled 
out  in  the  law. 

The  report  Indicates  committee  concern 
about  the  practice  of  military  agencies  to 
make  heavy  purchases  at  the  end  of  a  fiscal 
year  in  an  effort  to  commit  funds.  This 
practice  drew  sharp  criticism  from  the  Gen- 
eral Accoimtlng   Office.    Poor   procurement 


and  a  waste  of  public  funds  are  given  by 
the  Senate  Committee  as  two  results  of  this 
practice.  1 


CONSIDERATION  OP  NOMINATIONS 
BY  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICI- 
ARY—PERSONAL STATEMENT 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to 
speak  on  a  matter  of  personal  privilege. 

On  August'  5  a  newspaper  in  North 
Dakota  known  as  the  Fargo  Forum 
carried  on  the  front  page  an  article 
under  a  headline  "Ike  Names  Robert 
Vogel,  Tenborg  to  Federal  Jobs." 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
article  apparently  did  not  come  from  the 
Associated  Press,  the  United  Press,  the 
International  News  Service,  or  any  news- 
paper organization.  The  story  goes  over 
to  page  2,  column  3,  and  it  states  the 
following : 

Earlier  Wednesday  William  P.  Rogers,  Dep- 
uty Attorney  General,  told  a  reporter  there 
is  no  truth  to  reports  that  Senator  Langer 
has  been  "sandbagging"  the  administration 
by  holding  up  action  on  other  nominations 
in  an  attempt  to  force  approval  of  his  cliolces 
for  Federal  posts  In  North  Dakota. 

Langer  also  denied,  in  a  separate  Interview. 
that  he  had  held  up  action  on  nominations 
for  other  areas. 

Rogers  declared?  "Senator  Langer.  has 
never  held  up  nominations  In  his  committee 
for  other  than  necessary  reasons  and  has 
not  done  so  in  order  to  use  pressure  on  the 
administration.  I  would  know  if  he  had 
done  so. 

"Actually,  the  committee  has  had  to  pass 
upon  the  largest  number  of  nominations  In 
any  similar  period  of  time.  And  not  one  has 
liad  a  later  adverse  vote  in  the  Senate." 

That  Is  the  end  of  the  quotation.  The 
article  then  continues: 

Despite  these  statements,  however.  It  Is 
known  some  Senators  feel  Langex  has  un- 
necessarily sidetracked,  temporarily  at  least, 
nominations  affecting  their  States. 

Mr.  President,  when  I  was  a  candidate 
2  years  ago,  practically  every  daily  news- 
paper in  the  State  opposed  me.  They 
began  to  make  statements  which  were  so 
false  that  I  finally  offered  a  prize  of  $50 
in  an  essay  contest  to  determine  which 
of  these  newspapers  was  the  biggest  liar 
in  the  State  of  North  Dakota.  The  prize 
went  to  the  Bismarck  Tribune.  The 
Fargo  Forum,  which  published  the  state- 
ment on  August  5  to  which  I  have  culled 
attention,  was  a  close  second.  I  thought 
the  Bismarck  Tribune  was  entitled  to 
first  place  because  when  a  national  mag- 
azine had  a  vote  of  reporters  as  to  which 
Was  the  worst  Senator  in  the  United 
States  Senate  and  listed  the  first  6,  and 
in  that  list  the  late  Senator  Taft  was 
fifth,  and  the  senior  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  was  sixth,  the  Bismarck  Tribune, 
in 'an  editorial  left  out  Senator  Taft's 
name  intentionally,  because  they  knew 
of  the  very  fine  standing  the  late  Senator 
had  among  the  people  of  North  Dakota. 
By  eliminating  Taft's  name,  they  en- 
deavored to  tear  down  the  character  of 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota.  It  was 
apparent  this  newspaper  intentionally 
and  deliberately  eliminated  the  name  of 
the  late  Senator  Taft,  and  therefore  they 
secured  the  prize  as  the  newspaper  which 
lied  the  most  in  the  State. 

However,  today  I  wish  to  show  how 
contemptuous  this  newspaper,  the  Fargo 


Forum,  is  and  how  deliberately  ii  lies  in 
an  attempt  to  deceive  the  people  of  tl.e 
State  of  North  Dakota. 
I  read  from  the  article: 

Despite  these  statements,  however,  It  Is 
known  some  Senators  feel  Langer  has  unnec- 
essarily sidetracked,  temporarily  at  least. 
nominations  affecting  their  States. 

I  brand  that  as  a  lie.  made  out  of  whole 
cloth,  and  I  charge  that  this  newspaper 
continues  in  its  attempt  to  tear  down 
my  character  and  reputation.  Therefore 
I  shall  now  give  the  record. 

Every  Senator  knows  that  When  a 
nomination  involving  a  judicial  office, 
namely.  Federal  judge,  or  United  States 
attorney,  or  United  States  marshal, 
comes  to  the  Senate  from  the  President, 
the  nomination  goes  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  of  which  I  am  the 
chairman.  Under  the  rules  of  the  com- 
mittee, a  subcommittee  is  appointed  and 
7  days'  notice  of  hearing  must  be  given. 
Our  committee  meets  on  Mondays.  Con- 
sequently, if  a  nomination  is  received  on 
Tuesday,  obviously,  when  7-day  notice  is 
given,  it  means  that  at  least  13  days  must 
pass  before  the  committee  can  take  up 
the  nomination.  Not  only  that,  but  if 
there  is  no  quorum  present,  as  some- 
times happens,  another  week  foes  by 
without  action. 

Our  committee  consists  of  13  mem- 
bers. 8  Republicans  and  7  Democrats, 
and  sometimes  Senators  are  away  or  ill, 
and  sometimes  they  are  engaged  in  other 
committee  work.  An  examination  of  the 
record  will  show  that  on  various  occa- 
sions it  is  impossible  to  get  a  qucwum. 

However,  I  have  in  my  hand  the  record 
of  every  State  on  every  nomination  that 
has  come  the  Judiciary  Committee  dur- 
ing the  time  I  have  been  its  chairman. 

I  first  take  up  Alabama.  I  will  ask  the 
two  Senators  from  Alabama  to  listen 
closely. 

There  was  referred  to  the  Judiciary 
Committee  by  the  President  on  the  18th 
day  of  April  1953  the  nomination  of 
Hartwell  Davis  to  be  United  States  At- 
torney. A  hearing  was  held  on  tJie  30th 
of  April.  The  full  committee  took  action 
on  the  4th  of  June.  Some  slight  Investi- 
gation was  needed.  However,  certainly 
no  one  can  claim — and  I  am  sure  the  two 
Senators  from  Alabama  will  not  claim — 
that  there  was  any  unnecessary  delay. 

The  President  sent  us  the  nomination 
of  James  L.  May  to  be  United  States 
marshal,  and  it  came  to  the  committee 
on  June  24,  1953.  A  hearing  was  held 
on  the  7th  of  July  1953,  and  the  full 
committee  took  action  on  the  ISth  day 
of  July  1953,  within  approximately  3 
weeks.  Certainly  there  was  no  unneces- 
sary delay  there. 

The  nomination  of  Pervie  Lee  Dodd 
to  be  United  States  marshal  came  to 
the  Judiciary  Committee  on  the  21st  of 
July.  A  hearing  was  held  on  the  30th 
of  July,  and  the  full  committee  acted  on 
the  same  day,  the  30th  of  July.  Cer- 
tainly there  was  no  delay  there. 

The  nomination  of  Harlan  H.  Grooms 
to  be  the  United  States  district  judge 
came  to  the  committee  on  the  23d  of  July 
1953.  A  hearing  was  held  on  the  nomi- 
nation on  the  30th  of  July  1953.  and  the 
committee  took  action  on  the  nomina- 
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tion  on  the  same  day.  the  30th  of  July. 
Certainly  there  was  no  delay  there. 

The  nomination  of  Frank  M.  Johnson, 
Jr..  to  be  United  States  attorney  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  the  28th  of 
July  1953.  A  hearing  was  held  prompt- 
ly, He  had  appeared  before  the  full 
committee  before.  The  committee  took 
action  on  his  nomination  just  2  days 
later,  on  July  30.  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Charles  S.  Prescott 
to  be  United  States  mar.shal  came  to  the 
committee  on  the  19th  day  of  July  1954. 
A  heannq  was  held  on  the  30th  day  of 
July  1954.  The  committee  took  action 
on  the  5th  day  of  Aupust  1954.  I  call 
upon  the  Senators  from  Alabama  to  state 
if  that  action  was  not  prompt,  and 
whether  there  was  any  delay  of  any  kind, 
and  whether  in  all  their  experience  nom- 
inatiotis  had  been  acted  on  more 
promptly. 

I  come  now  to  the  State  of  Arizona. 

Tho  nomination  of  Edward  W.  Scrugi,'s 
to  be  United  States  attorney  wa.s  re- 
ferred to   the  committee  on   March    11. 

1953.  The  hearinu  wa.s  held  on  March 
25.  1953.  The  committee  took  action  on 
April  13,  1953.  Certainly  there  was  no 
delay  there.  I  call  upon  the  Senators 
from  Arizona  to  state  whether  there  was 
any  delay,  not  only  on  thi.s  nomination, 
but  on  the  other  three  I  shall  name. 

The  nomination  of  Jack  D.  H.  Hiiys  to 
be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
tc  the  committee  on  January  11,  1954. 
A  heariiifj  was  held  on  February  17,  1954. 
and  the  full  committee  took  action  on 
February  24,  1954.  Certainly  there  was 
no  delay  there. 

The  nomination  of  Archie  M.  Meyer 
came  to  the  committee  on  the  24th  day 
of  February  1954.  A  hearinc;  was  held 
on  March  12,  1954.  and  the  full  commit- 
tee took  action  on  March  29.  1954.  Cer- 
tainly there  was  no  delay  there. 

The  nomination  of  Richard  H.  Cham- 
be  r.s  to  be  United  States  circuit  judge 
came  to  the  committee  on  April  6.  1954. 
A  heanni,'  was  held  on  April  22,  1954. 
The  committee  took  action  on  April  26. 

1954.  Ceitainly  there  was  no  delay  there. 
We  come  next  to  the  State  of  Arkansas. 

The  nomination  of  Charles  W.  Atkinson 
to  be  United  States  attorney  came  to  the 
committee  on  June  24,  1953.  A  hearing 
was  held  on  July  7.  1953.  and  the  full 
committee  took  action  on  July  13,  1953. 
Action  on  that  nomination  was  taken  1 
week  after  the  hearing  on  it. 

The  nomination  of  O."^ro  Cobb  by  the 
Pre.'^ident  came  to  the  committee  on  the 
11th  of  January.  A  complaint  had  been 
fiiod  in  the  matter,  and  a  hearing  was 
held  on  the  16th  of  February.  The  full 
committee  took  action  on  the  nomination 
on  tlie  24th  of  February  1954. 

The  liomination  of  Cooper  Hudsteth  to 
be  United  States  marshal  came  to  the 
committee  on  January  11.  1954.  A  hear- 
int;  was  held  on  the  nomination  on  Feb- 
ruary 17.  1954,  and  the  full  committee 
took  action  on  February  24.  1954. 

The  nomination  of  Richard  B.  Kidd 
to  be  United  States  marshal  came  to  the 
committee  on  July  11,  1953.  A  hearin; 
was  held  on  July  21.  1953.  The  fuil 
committee  took  action  on  July  27.  195  J. 

We  come  now  to  th.e  State  of  Cali- 
fornia.   The  nomination  of  Warren  Ol- 


ney  HI  to  be  Assistant  Attorney  Gen- 
eral came  to  the  committee  on  Januai-y 
22,  1953.  A  hearing  was  held  on  Janu- 
ary 28.  By  unanimous  vote  of  the  com- 
mittee he  was  recommended  for  con- 
firmation on  the  28th  day  of  January 
1953.    Certainly  there  was  no  delay  there. 

The  nomination  of  Robert  W.  Ware 
to  be  United  States  marshal  came  to 
the  committee  on  March  11.  1954.  A 
hearing  was  held  on  the  25th  of  March. 
The  committee  took  action  on  the  13ih 
of  April. 

The  nomination  of  Lloyd  H.  Bui-ke  to 
be  United  States  attorney  came  to  the 
committee  on  March  23.  1953.  A  hearin;^; 
was  held  on  April  2,  1953.  The  commit- 
tee took  action  on  the  13th  day  of  April 
1953. 

The  nomination  of  Stanley  N.  Barnes 
to  be  Assistant  Attorney  General  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  the  1st 
of  April  1953.  A  hearing  was  piomptly 
held,  and  he  v.as  confirmed  on  April  13. 

1953. 

The  nomination  of  Lauchlin  E.  Waters 
to  be  United  States  attorney  came  to  the 
committee  on  June  8,  1953.  Hearing  was 
held  on  July  2.  1953.  and  he  was  con- 
firmed on  the  .same  day. 

The  nominatioii  ol  Frank  D.  Bell  to 
be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  June  24, 1953.  Hear- 
ing was  held  on  July  7,  1953.  and  com- 
mittee action  was  taken  on  July  13.  1G53." 

The  nomination  of  James  A.  Johnston 
to  be  a  member  of  the  Parole  Board 
was  leferred  to  the  committee  on  July 
23.  1953.  Hearing  was  held  on  July  30. 
1953.  and  he  was  confirmed  on  July  30, 
1953.  the  same  day. 

The  nomination  of  Oliber  D.  Hamlin, 
Jr.,  to  be  United  States  district  judge 
was  referred  to  the  committee  on  July 
23.  1953.  Hearing  was  held  on  July  30. 
1953,  and  he  was  confirmed  on  that  same 
day. 

The  nomination  of  Earl  Warren  to  be 
Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States  was 
refen-ed  to  the  committee  on  January 
11.  1954.  Hearings  were  held  from  Feb- 
ruary 2d  to  the  19th.  1954.  and  he  was 
confirmed  on  February  24.  1954. 

If  either  of  the  Senators  from  Cali- 
fornia has  any  objection,  or  has  any 
statement  to  make  to  the  effect  that 
there  was  any  delay  in  connection  with 
the  action  taken  by  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  or  that  he  made  any  effort 
to  tie  up  any  of  these  nominations.  1 
should  like  to  have  him  stand  and  so 
state. 

There  were  some  ether  nominations 
from  California.  The  nomination  of 
Dal  M.  Lemmoii  to  be  United  States 
circuit  judge  was  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee en  April  6.  1954.  Hearing  was 
held  on  April  22.  1954.  and  the  nomina- 
tion was  reported  on  April  26.  1954. 

The  nomination  of  Joseph  M.  Swing 
to  be  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  was  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee on  April  28,  1954.  Hearing  was 
held  on  May  12,  1954.  and  the  committee 
action  was  taken  on  May  17.  1954. 

I  ccme  now  to  the  State  of  Colorado. 
At  any  time  any  Senator  wants  to  in- 
ten-upt  me  to  state  that  any  of  these 
nominations  were  held  up  for  any  ulte- 


rior or  any  other  purpose  by  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota,  let  him  say  so. 

From  Colorado  there  were  only  three 
nominations.  The  nomination  of  Donald 
E.  Kelley  to  be  United  States  attorney 
w^as  referred  to  the  committee  on  Janu- 
ary 11.  1954.  Hearing  was  held  on  Feb- 
ruary 16.  1954,  and  the  committee  acted 
on  March  29.  1954.  In  that  case  objec- 
tions were  filed  by  some  citizens.  I  have 
had  the  active  cooperation  of  every 
member  of  the  committee.  It  has  been 
the  responsibility  of  the  committee  to 
see  that  when  a  man  is  nominated  to  be 
a  Federal  judge,  which  is  a  job  for  life, 
that  a  thorough  investigation  is  made. 
That  is  the  attitude  of  every  member 
of  the  committer.  Democrat  or  Republi- 
can. It  has  been  the  job  of  our  com- 
mittee to  see  to  it  that  a  thorough  in- 
ve.'^tipation  is  made,  and  any  objection 
that  is  filed  is  heard,  because  there  is  no 
member  of  the  committee  who  wants  a 
man  appointed  for  life  who  will  not  be  a 
good  judge. 

We  u.se  equally  good  care  in  the  mat- 
ter of  United  States  attorneys  and 
United  States  marshals.  The  record 
shows.  Mr.  President,  that  so  far.  at  least, 
in  this  administration,  no  one  who  has 
been  confirmed  has  been  charged  by  the 
Department  of  Justice  with  any  action 
which  involves  the  character  or  the  hon- 
esty of  the  nominee.  I  have  been  a 
member  of  the  Judiciary  Conunittee  for 
a  long  time,  and  I  remember  that  2  years 
ago.  in  spite  of  all  the  care  we  took, 
there  was  one  United  States  marshal  and 
there  was  one  United  States  attorney  re- 
moved for  malfeasance  or  misdemeanors 
in  ofSce.  That  is  less  than  2  percent. 
That  was  in  spite  of  the  utmost  care  we 
took,  particularly  in  the  case  of  a  United 
States  marshal  in  California.  The  com- 
mittee went  most  carefully  into  his  quali- 
fications. 

There  are  two  other  nominations  from 
Colorado.  The  nomination  of  Tom  Kim- 
ball to  be  United  States  marshal  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  January  27, 
1954.  Hearing  was  held  on  February  18, 
1954.  and  the  committee  acted  on  Feb- 
ruary 24,  1954. 

The  nomination  of  J.  S.  Breitenstein 
to  be  United  States  district  judge  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  April  6, 
1954.  Hearing  was  held  on  April  15, 1954, 
and  action  was  taken  on  April  22.  1954. 
Certainly  there  was  no  delay  in  that  case. 
If  there  is  any  Senator  from  Colorado, 
now  or  at  any  future  time  before  we  ad- 
journ, who  will  say  that  we  held  up  any 
of  those  nominations,  I  shall  be  glad  to 
have  him  stand  up  on  the  floor  and 
say  so. 

Mr.  President.  I  now  come  to  Connecti- 
cut. The  nomination  of  Simon  S.  Cohen 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  July  11. 1953.  Hear- 
ing was  held  on  July  21,  1953.  and  the 
nomination  was  reported  on  the  same 
day. 

The  nomination  of  Andrew  T.  McGuire 
to  be  United  States  district  judge  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  August  3, 
1953.  Congress  adjourned  on  that  day, 
so  that  the  committee  could  not  take 
action. 

The  nomination  of  John  A.  Danaher  to 
be  a  member  of  the  United  States  Court 
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of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
was  referred  to  the  committee  on  Janu- 
ary 11.  1954.  Hearing  was  had  on  Feb- 
ruary 3, 1954,  and  committee  action  was 
taken  cm  BCarch  29.  1954.  In  that  case 
there  was  an  Investigation  which  did  not 
inyolve  Mr.  Danalier  personally.  He  was 
confirmed  on  the  29th  of  March.  Cer- 
tainly there  was  no  delay  there,  as  Mr. 
Danaher  himself  will  gladly  testify  in 
case  he  is  asked,  because  he  is  thoroughly 
familiar  with  what  occurred  in  that  in- 
vestigation. 

The  nomination  of  Carroll  C.  Hlncks 
to  be  United  States  court  of  appeals  judge 
for  the  second  circuit  came  before  the 
committee  on  January  11,  1954.  Hear- 
ing was  had  on  Febniary  4,  1954.  and 
action  was  taken  on  February  8,  1954. 

The  nomination  of  Robert  P.  Anderson 
to  be  district  judge  was  referred  to  the 
committee  on  April  6,  1954.  Hearing 
was  had  on  April  15,  1954.  and  he  was 
confirmed  1  week  later,  on  April  22. 1954. 

The  nomination  of  Donald  A.  Praser  to 
be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  January  11.  1954. 
Hearing  was  had  on  February  17,  1954, 
and  the  nomination  was  reported  on 
February  24. 1954. 

I  come  now  to  the  State  of  Delaware, 
and  I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the 
Senators  from  that  State. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Carlson  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Dakota  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  prefer  not  to  yield. 
After  I  have  concluded  I  shall  be  glad 
to  3rleld  to  Uie  Senator  from  Tennessee, 
because  I  am  coming  to  the  State  of 
Tennessee  in  reading  this  record. 

The  nomination  of  Leonard  H.  Hag- 
ner  to  be  United.  States  attorney  came 
to  the  committee  on  May  13, 1953.  Hear- 
ing was  held  on  May  20,  1953.  and  com- 
mittee action  was  taken  on  Jime  4, 1953. 

The  nomination  of  Clarence  H.  Spence 
to  be  United  States  marshal  came  to 
the  committee  on  May  28, 1953.  Hearlzig 
was  held  on  June  11.  1953,  and  commit- 
tee action  was  taken  on  June  15,  1953. 

I  come  now  to  the  State  of  Florida. 
The  nomination  of  George  H.  Carswell 
to  be  United  States  attorney  came  to 
the  committee  on  May  28,  1953.  Hear- 
ing was  held  on  June  11,  1953,  and  the 
committee  acted  on  June  29.  1953. 

The  nomination  of  James  L.  Guilmar- 
tln  to  be  United  States  attorney  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  May  28. 1953. 
Hearings  were  held  on  June  18  and  19, 
1953,  and  the  committee  acted  on  July 
30.  1953.  Witnesses  came  from  Florida, 
and  the  committee  considered  the  mat- 
ter time  and  time  again  and  discussed 
It.  The  nomination  was  reported  on  the 
30th  day  of  July. 

I  think  anyone  who  reads  the  volume 
of  testimony  taken  in  that  case  will  say 
that  the  committee  took  exceedingly  ex- 
cellent precautions  to  make  certain  that 
the  nomination  was  considered  thor- 
oughly in  view  of  the  large  niunber  of 
protests  which  were  filed. 

The  nomination  of  Emerson  F.  Ridge- 
way  to  be  United  States  marshal  came 
to  the  committee  on  June  18,  1953.  The 
hearing  was  held  on  July  7,  1953,  and 


the  committee  reported  the  nomination 
on  July  27,  1953. 

The  nomina':ion  of  Emett  C.  Ghoate, 
to  be  United  States  district  judge,  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  June  22, 
1954.  The  hearing  was  held  on  July  9, 
1954,  and  the  committee  reported  the 
nomination  on  July  19,  1954. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the  two 
Senators  from  Florida  I  have  extended 
to  other  Senators.  Let  them  come  be- 
fore the  committee  at  any  time,  if  they 
can  show  that  there  was  any  delay  on 
the  part  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
North  Dakota,  or  that  he  used  any  pres- 
sure at  any  time  for  ulterior  purposes 
or  any  motive.s  of  his  own.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  have  the  Senators  from  Florida 
come  upon  the  floor  either  today  or 
before  the  Senate  adjourns  and  so  state. 

I  come  now  to  the  State  of  Georgia. 
The  first  nomination  was  of  James  W. 
Dorsey  to  t>e  United  States  attorney. 
The  nomination  was  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee on  April  18,  1953.  A  hearing  was 
held  on  April  30,  1953,  and  the  nomina- 
tion was  reported  on  June  4,  1953. 

The  nomination  of  PYank  O.  Evans 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  May  15,  1953.  A 
hearing  was  held  on  May  28,  1953,  and 
the  nomination  was  reported  by  the  com- 
mittefe  on  June  4. 1953. 

The  nomination  of  Wiiriam  C.  Cal- 
houn to  be  United  States  attorney  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  June  8, 
1953.     A  hearing  was  held  on  July  2, 

1953,  and  the  committee  reported^  the 
nomination  on  July  13,  1953.  ' 

The  nomination  of  Billy  Elza  Carlisle 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  February  8,  1954. 
Hearing  was  held  on  February  19,  1954, 
and  the  nomination  was  reported  on 
February  24.  1954. 

The  nomination  of  William  A.  Bootle 
to  be  United  States  district  judge  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  May  3. 

1954,  The  committee  hearing  was  held 
on  May  12, 1954,  and  the  nomination  was 
reported  on  May  17.  1954. 

The  nwnination  of  Elbert  P.  Tuttle  to 
be  a  judge  of  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  was  referred  to  the  committee  on 
July  7,  1954.  A  hearing  was  held  on 
July  16, 1954,  and  the  committee  reported 
the  nomination  on  August  3,  1954. 

The  nomination  of  William  C.  Little- 
field  came  before  the  committee  on  Au- 
gust 6,  1953.  As  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ators from  Georgria  will  recall,  the  Senate 
adjourned  before  action  could  be  taken 
on  that  nomination. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the  Sen- 
ators from  Georgia.  If  there  was  any 
delay  on  my  part,  as  chairman  of  the 
committee,  I  certainly  shall  be  glad  to 
have  the  Senators  from  Georgia  rise  on 
the  floor  and  say  so.  If  they  were  not 
treated  with  every  courtesy  and  were  not 
allowed  to  come  before  the  committee 
to  state  their  objections,' if  they  had  any, 
or  to  state  their  endorsements,  if  they 
had  any.  I  shall  be  happy  to  have  them 
so  state. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.     I  yield.  I 

Mr.  GEORGE.  If  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  will  permit  an  interrup- 
tion, I  am  pleased  to  say  that  all  nomi- 


nations of  persons  from  the  State  of 
Georgia,  for  any  office,  which  were  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
were  handled  with  very  great  prompt- 
ness, to  the  satisfaction  of  all  parties  at 
interest. 

Mr.  LANGER.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

I  come  now  to  the  State  of  Idaho.  The 
first  nomination  was  that  of  Sherman  P. 
Furoy  to  be  United  States  attorney.  The 
nomination  was  referred  to  the  commit- 
tee on  April  18,  1953.  A  hearing  was 
held  on  April  30.  1953,  and  the  nomina- 
tion was  reported  by  the  committee  on 
May  4,  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Saul  Hale  Clark 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  May  1,  1953.  A 
hearing  was  held  on  May  14,  1953,  and 
the  committee  reported  the  nomination 
on  May  18.  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Fred  M.  Taylor  to 
be  United  States  district  judge  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  July  9,  1954. 
The  committee  held  a  hearing  on  July 
16,  1954,  and  the  nomination  was  re- 
ported on  July  19,  1954. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the  Sen- 
ators from  Idaho  I  have  extended  to 
other  Senators. 

I  come  now  to  Illinois.  The  nomina- 
tion of  John  B.  Stoddart,  Jr.,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  was  referred  to 
the  committee  on  March  11,  1953.  A 
hearing  was  held  on  March  25,  1953. 
and  the  committee  reported  the  nomi- 
nation on  April  27,  1953. 

The  nomination  of  William  J.  Littell 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  March  11, 
1953.  The  committee  held  a  hearing  on 
March  25,  1953.  and  the  committee  re- 
ported the  nomination  on  April  13,  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Clifford  M.  Raemer 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  March  30. 
1953.  The  committee  held  a  hearing  on 
April  9,  1953,  and  the  nomination  was 
reported  by  the  committee  on  April  13. 
1953. 

The  nomination  of  Julius  J.  Hoffman 
to  be  United  States  district  judge  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  April  27. 
1953.  A  hearing  was  held  on  May  6. 
1953,  and  the  committee  reported  the 
nomination  April  11,  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Win  G.  Knoch  to 
be  United  States  district  judge  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  April  27, 1953. 
A  hearing  was  held  on  May  6,  1953,  and 
th';  nomination  was  reported  on  May  11. 
ir.53. 

The  nomination  of  William  W.  Kipp. 
Sr.,  to  be  United  States  marshal  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  June  18. 
1953.     A  hearing  was  held  on  July  7. 

1953.  and  the  nomination  was  rejwrted 
on  July  13,  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Elmer  Schnacken- 
berg  to  be  United  States  circuit  judge 
was  referred  to  the  committee  on  Janu- 
ary 11,  1954.  The  committee  held  a 
hearing  on  February  4.  1954,  and  the 
nomination  was  reported  on  February  8. 

1954.  In  the  case  of  this  nomination! 
a  complaint  had  been  filed  against  the 
nominee.  A  subcommittee  heard  the 
complainant  and  his  witnesses  on  the 
4th  day  of  February,  and  the  nomination 
was  reported  on  February  8,  1954. 
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The  nomination  of  Vernon  Woock  to 
be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  January  2.  1954. 
The  committee  held  a  hearing  on  Feb- 
uary  18.  1954.  and  the  nomination  was 
reported  on  February  24,  1954. 

The  nomination  of  Robert  Tieken  to 
be  United  States  attorrey  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  February  24.  1954. 
A  hearing  was  held  on  March  12.  1954, 
and  the  nomination  was  reported  on 
March  15.  1954. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  heretofore 
extended  to  other  Sent  tors  to  the  two 
Senators  from  Illinois.  If  there  was  any 
dflay  or  if  there  was  inaotion  on  the  part 
of  the  ."^enior  Senator  from  North  Dakota, 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  for  the 
reasons  alleped  by  the  Fargo  Forum  on 
Au-:u.'=t  5  in  its  false  cliarfies,  let  them 
J  peak  either  now  or  at  any  time  before 
tlie  Senate  adjourns,  becau.se  I  am  giv- 
insz  the  dates  when  action  was  taken  on 
thr  nominations. 

I  come  now  to  Indiana.  The  first 
nomination  by  the  President  was  that 
of  Joseph  H.  Lesh  to  be  United  States 
attorney.  His  nomination  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  May  1.  1953.  A 
hcp.nnc  was  held  on  May  14.  1953,  and 
th'^  nommation  was  reported  on  May  18, 
1913. 

The  nomination  by  the  President  of 
Jnck  Chapler  Brown  to  be  United  States 
attorney  was  referred  lo  the  committee 
on  July  11.  1953.  A  hearing  was  held 
on  July  21.  1953.  and  the  nomination 
was  reported  on  July  27,  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Roy  M.  Amis  to  be 
United  States  marshal  was  referred  to 
the  committee  on  July  1 1 .  1953.  A  hear- 
ing was  held  on  July  '?A.  1953,  and  the 
nomination  was  repoited  on  July  27, 
lOoS,  3  days  later. 

The  nomination  of  Dove  N.  Laramore 
to  be  a  judge  of  the  Urited  States  Court 
of  Claims  was  referred  to  the  committee 
on  February  15.  1954.  A  hearing  was 
held  on  March  12.  1954.  and  the  nom- 
inaticn  was  reported  on  March  15.  1954. 
The  nomination  of  ^^ .  Lynn  Parkinson 
to  be  United  States  district  judge  was 
referred  to  the  commi' tee  on  August  2, 
1954.  The  Senate  had  already  ad- 
journed wlien  the  committee  reported 
the  nomination  3  days  later,  on  August  5, 
1954. 

The  same  is  true  of  the  nomination  of 
Kale  J.  Holder  to  be  United  States  dis- 
trict judge.  His  nomination  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  August  2. 
1954.  with  the  full  endorsement  of  the 
Senators  from  Indiana.  The  nomina- 
tion was  reported  by  ihe  committee  on 
AuL'ust  5.  1954. 

I  extend  the  invi:ation  heretofore 
piven  to  the  two  Senators  from  Indiana. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  have  them  rise  in  the 
Senate  at  any  time  before  adjournment 
and  state  if  there  was  any  ulterior  mo- 
tive or  any  delay  on  the  part  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  in 
connection  with  the  nominations  from 
Indiana. 

I  come  now  to  the  State  of  Kansas. 
The  nomination  of  G?orge  Templar  to 
be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  July  28.  1953.  The 
Senators  from  Kansas  had  ak;eady 
brought  Mr.  Templar  :o  the  office  of  the 
committee,  where  we  interrogated  him. 


We  had  already  had  an  FBI  report  on 
him.  Only  2  days  la^er,  July  30,  the  com- 
mittee reported  his  nomination  to  the 
Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Eugene  Kemper  to 
be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  January  11,  1954. 
On  February  16.  1954,  Mr.  Kemper  was 
heard  by  a  subcommittee,  and  on  Febru- 
ary 24,  1954.  just  8  days  later,  his  nomi- 
nation was  reported  by  the  full  com- 
mittee. 

I  issue  the  .^ame  invitation  to  the  two 
Senators  from  Kansas.  There  was  no 
delay  in  the  action  taken  on  nominations 
from  Kansas  or  any  other  State. 

I  come  novtto  Kentucky.  The  nomi- 
nation of  Edwin  R.  Denney  to  be  United 
States  attorney  was  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee on  June  8.  1953.  A  healing  was 
held  on  July  2,  1953.  and  the  nomination 
was  reported  on  July  13,  1953.  11  days 
later. 

The  nomination  of  J.  Leonard  Walker 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  first 
reported  to  the  committee  on  August  1. 
1953.  Appaiently  the  committee  could 
not  take  action  because  the  Senate  had 
adjourned.  So  the  nomination  was  re- 
ferred again  to  the  committee  on  Janu- 
ary 11.  1954.  A  hearing  was  held  on 
February  17,  1954,  and  the  nomination 
was  reported  on  February  24.  7  days 
later. 

The  next  is  a  nomination  to  the  War 
Claims  Commission.  That  nomination 
was  withdrawn. 

We  come  next  to  the  State  of  Louisi- 
ana. George  R.  Blue  was  nominated  to 
be  United  States  attorney.  The  nomi- 
nation was  reported  to  our  committee  on 
the  22d  of  June  1953.  The  subcommittee 
heard  him  on  the  7th  of  July,  and  it  was 
reported  on  the  27th  of  July. 

Benjamin  C.  Dawkins.  Jr..  was  nomi- 
nated to  be  United  States  district  judge. 
It  was  reported  to  the  committee  on  the 
21st  of  July  1953,  the  hearing  was  held 
on  July  30,  1953.  and  on  the  same  day 
that  the  subcommittee  heard  him,  it  re- 
ported the  nomination. 

Edwin  F.  Hunter,  Jr.,  was  nominated 
to  be  United  States  district  judge.  The 
nomination  was  received  by  the  com- 
mittee on  the  11th  of  January  1954.  As 
ever>'one  knows,  there  was  a  delay,  be- 
cause of  the  necessity  of  organizing  the 
Senate,  for  2  or  3  weeks  in  both  cases. 
The  committee  could  not  take  that  nomi- 
nation up  until  February  4,  1954,  and  it 
was  reported  out  on  February  8.  1954. 

The  nomination  of  Edward  J.  Petitbon 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  January  22.  1954. 
The  subcommittee  heard  him  on  Feb- 
ruary 19,  1954,  and  reported  the  nomi- 
nation 5  days  later,  on  February  24.  1954. 
The  nomination  of  T.  Pitzhugh  Wilson 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  re- 
ported to  the  committee  on  July  11.  1953, 
the  subcommittee  heard  him  on  the  21st 
of  July  1953,  and  reported  the  nomina- 
tion 6  days  later,  on  July  27,  1953. 

I  issue  the  same  invitations  heretofore 
mentioned  by  me.  to  the  two  Senators 
from  Louisiana.  If  they  can  find  any 
delay,  I  should  like  to  have  them  point 
it  out  to  me. 

I  next  come  to  the  State  of  Maine. 
The  nomination  of  Peter  Mills  to  be 
United  States  attorney  was  referred  to 


the  committee  on  July  28,  1953.  Both 
that  nomination  and  the  nomination  of 
Harry  W.  Pinkham  to  be  United  States 
attorney  came  to  the  committee  on  the 
same  day,  July  28,  1953.  The  subcom- 
mittee had  already  talked  to  the  nomi- 
nees, and  both  nominations  were  re- 
ported 2  days  later,  on  July  30.  1953. 

I  now  come  to  the  State  of  Maryland. 
The  nomination  of  William  P.  Rogers  to 
be  Deputy  Attorney  General  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  January  22,  1953. 
We  had  a  hearing  on  January  26,  1953. 
before  the  subcommittee,  and  the  nomi- 
nation was  reported  on  the  same  day. 
January  26,  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Robert  C.  Watson 
to  be  Commissioner  of  Patents  came  to 
the  committee  on  January  22,  1953.  The 
subcommittee,  headed  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr. 
Wiley  1,  had  a  hearing  on  the  nomina- 
tion on  February  9,  1953.  The  subcom- 
mittee reported  the  nomination  on  the 
same  day.  February  9.  1953. 

We  come  now  to  the  nomination  of 
Joseph  R.  Kincaid  to  be  United  States 
marshal,  whose  nomination  came  to  the 
committee  on  March  30,  1953.  The  sub- 
committee heard  him  on  April  9.  1953. 
Four  days  later,  on  April  13,  1953,  the 
nomination  was  reported. 

The  nomination  of  Arthur  W.  Crocker 
to  be  Assistant  Commissioner  of  Pat- 
ents was  referred  to  the  committee  on 
June  3.  1953.  A  hearing  was  held  on 
July  2.  1953,  and  the  nomination  was  re- 
ported 11  days  later,  on  July  13,  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Byron  H.  Carpen- 
ter to  be  Examiner  in  Chief  of  the  Pat- 
ent Off.ce  was  referi-ed  to  the  commit- 
tee on  June  8.  1953.  A  hearing  was  held 
on  July  2,  1953,  and  the  nomination  was 
reported  on  July  13.  1953.  Both  of  those 
hearings  were  held  by  a  subcommittee 
headed  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  Wn,EYl,  who  at 
that  time  was  busy  on  other  matters, 
and.  as  I  understand  it  took  2  weeks  or 
so  before  hearings  could  be  held  on  the 
nominations. 

The  nomination  of  George  C.  Doub  to 
be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  July  21,  1953.  The 
subcommittee    heard    him    on    July    30. 

1953.  and  reported  the  nomination  on  the 
same  day,  July  30,  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Simon  E.  Sobeloff 
to  be  Solicitor  General  of  the  United 
States  was  referred  to  the  committee  on 
January  2,  1953.  The  subcommittee 
heard  him  on  February  4,  1954.  Four 
days  later  the  nomination  was  reported 
by  the  subcommittee. 

The  nomination  of  Roszel  C.  Thomsen 
to  be  United  States  district  judge  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  March  15. 

1954.  There  were  hearings  held  on 
March  31,  1954.  and  on  April  7.  1954,  and 
the  full  committee  reported  the  nomi- 
nation on  May  10,  1954. 

I  now  come  to  the  State  of  Massachu- 
setts. The  nomination  of  H.  Brian  Hol- 
land to  be  Assistant  Attorney  General 
was  referred  to  the  committee  on  Janu- 
ary 22,  1953.  The  subcommittee  heard 
him  on  January  28,  1953,  and  reported 
the  nomination  on  the  same  day. 

The  nomination  of  Anthony  Julian  to 
be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  February  27,  1953. 


•  3% 


m 


'!'' 


U-  j 


14458 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  -*  SENATE 


August  IJk 


The  hearing  was  held  on  March  10. 1953. 
Six  dasrs  later,  on  March  16.  1953.  the 
n(Knlnation  was  reported  by  the  full 
committee. 

The  nomination  of  R.  H.  Beaudreau  to 
be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  February  27.  1953. 
The  subcommittee  heard  him  on  March 
10.  1953.  Six  days  later,  on  March  16, 
1953,  the  nomination  was  reported  by 
the  committee. 

The  nomination  of  BaUey  Aldrich  to 
be  United  States  district  judge  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  April  1,  1954. 
A  hearing  was  held  on  April  15.  1954. 
Seven  days  later,  on  April  22,  1954,  the 
full  committee  reported  the  nomination 
to  the  Senate  floor. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the 
Senators  from  Massachusetts  that  was 
extended  to  the  Senators  of  all  the  other 
States. 

We  now  come  to  Michigan.  The  nomi- 
nation of  Frederick  W.  Kaess  to  be 
United  States  attorney  was  referred  to 
the  ccHnmittee  on  May  1, 1953.  The  sub- 
committee heard  him  on  May  14.  1953. 
Full  committee  action  took  place  4  days 
later,  on  May  18,  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Wendell  A.  Wiles 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  May  13, 1953. 
The  subcommittee  heard  him  on  May 
20.  1953,  and  on  June  4  it  was  reported 
by  the  full  committee. 

The  nomination  of  Harry  Jennings  to 
be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  July  11.  1953.  The 
subcixnmittee  heard  him   on  July   21. 

1953.  Six  days  later  on  July  27.  1953, 
the  n<»ninatlon  was  reported  by  the  full 
committee. 

The  nomination  of  William  A.  Nowicki 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  May  3,  1954. 
The  subcommittee  heard  him  on  May  14. 

1954.  Three  days  later,  on  May  17, 1954, 
the  nomination  was  reported. 

The  nomination  of  Ralph  M.  Freeman 
to  be  United  States  judge  was  referred  to 
the  committee  on  May  10,  1954.  The 
subcommittee  heard  him  on  May  25, 
1954.  On  June  7,  1954,  his  nomination 
was  reported. 

I  Issue  the  same  invitation  to  the  Sen- 
ators from  Michigan  that  I  have  ex- 
tended to  the  Senators  of  all  the  other 
States. 

It  is  not  often  that  there  is  a  deliber- 
ate falsehood  published  in  a  newspaper, 
done  deliberately  to  wreck  a  United 
States  Senator,  as  was  done  by  the  Fargo 
Forum  on  August  5,  1954.  It  is  not  so 
often  that  one  can  produce  proof  to 
show  that  a  newspaper  has  deliberately 
falsified,  as  can  be  shown  by  this  record, 
and  by  calling  upon  every  Senator  on 
this  floor  who,  if  he  felt  for  a  single  mo- 
ment that  any  of  the  nominations  were 
held  up,  could  rise  on  the  floor  and  say 
so.  The  charge  made  by  this  newspaper 
is  a  charge  against  all  Members  of  the 
United  States  Senate. 

We  come  now  to  the  State  of  Minne- 
sota. The  nomination  of  Warren  E. 
Burger  to  be  Assistant  Attorney  General 
was  referred  to  the  committee  on  Janu- 
ary 22,  1953.  There  was  a  hearing  by 
the  full  conmiittee  on  January  26,  1953, 
and  the  nomination  was  reported  on  the 
same  day. 


The  nomination  of  George  K  MacKin- 
non to  be  United  States  attorney  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  February  27, 
1953.  Some  charges  were  filed,  particu- 
larly by  a  newspaper  editor  in  Minne- 
sota. We  investigated  those  charges. 
Three  weeks  later,  on  March  17,  1953, 
the  subcommittee  reported  to  the  full 
committee,  and  2  days  later,  on  March 
19,  1953,  the  full  committee  reported  the 
nomination. 

Evard  Erickson,  United  States  mar- 
shal: The  nomination  came  to  the  Sen- 
ate on  the  27th  of  February  1953.  The 
subcommittee  heard  him  on  the  10th  of 
March  1953.  Six  days  later  the  nomina- 
tion was  reported  by  the  full  committee. 

George  J.  Reed  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Parole  Board:  The  nomination  came  to 
us  on  the  23d  of  July  1953.  A  week  later 
the  hearing  was  held,  on  the  30th  of 
July  1953.  On  that  same  day  the  full 
committee  reported  the  nomination. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the  two 
Senators  from  Minnesota. 

Let  us  come  now  to  the  State  of  Mis- 
sissippi. The  nomination  of  Robert  E. 
Hauberg  came  in  on  the  11th  of  January 
1954.  A  hearing  was  held  on  the  16th 
day  of  February  1954.  A  week  later,  on 
the  24th  of  February  1954,  it  was  re- 
ported to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  ITiomas  Ethridge 
for  United  States  attorney  came  in  on 
the  2d  of  March  1954.  The  subcommit- 
tee heard  him  on  the  12th  of  March 
1954.  Three  days  later,  on  the  15th  day 
of  March  1954,  the  nomination  was  re- 
ported. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the  Sena- 
tors from  Mij.sissippi. 

Let  us  come  now  to  the  State  of  Mis- 
souri.     ^ 

The  nomination  of  Edward  L.  Scheuf- 
ler  to  be  United  States  attorney  came 
in  on  the  30th  of  March  1953.  The  sub- 
committee heard  him  on  the  9th  of  April 
1953.  Four  days  later  the  full  commit- 
tee reported  the  nomination. 

The  nomination  of  Omar  L.  Schnat- 
meier  for  United  States  marshal  came 
in  on  the  30th  of  March  1953.  The  sub- 
committee heard  that  matter  on  the  9th 
of  April  1953.  and  the  full  committee  re- 
ported the  nomination  on  the  2.3th  of 
April  1953,  4  days  later. 

The  nomination  of  Harry  Richards  to 
be  United  States  attorney  came  in  on 
the  24th  of  June  1953.  The  subcommit- 
tee heard  him  on  the  7th  of  July  1953. 
Six  days  later,  on  the  13th  of  July  1953. 
the  nomination  was  reported  by  the  full 
committee. 

The  nomination  of  Scovel  Richardson 
to  be  a  member  of  the  Parole  Board 
came  to  us  on  the  23d  of  July  1953.  The 
full  committee  heard  him  on  the  30th  of 
July  1953.  The  nomination  was  re- 
(jao'rted  by  a  unanimous  vote  on  the  same 
day. 

The  nomination  of  Charles  E.  Whit- 
taker  to  be  United  States  district  judge 
came  to  us  on  the  11th  of  May  1954.  The 
subcommittee  heard  him  on  the  25th  of 
May  1954.  On  the  6th  of  July  1854,  the 
nomination  was  reported. 

The  nomination  of  John  Burke  Den- 
nis to  be  United  States  marshal  came  in 
on  the  11th  of  May  1954.  A  hearing  was 
held  on  the  25th  of  May  1954.    On  the 


7th  day  of  June  1954  the  full  committee 
reported  the  nomination. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the  two 
Senators  from  Missouri  as  was  issued 
before. 

I  see  the  distinguished  Senators  from 
Montana  on  the  floor.  Let  me  refer  to 
the  record  for  Montana. 

The  nomination  of  Krest  Cyr  to  be 
United  States  attorney  came  to  us  from 
the  President  on  the  Uth  of  July  1953. 
A  hearing  was  held  on  the  21.st  of  July 

1953.  The  nomination  was  reported  by 
the  full  committee  on  the  27th«day  of 
July  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Louis  C  Aleksich 
to  be  United  States  marshal  came  to  us 
on  the  nth  of  January  1954.  A  hearing 
was  held.  There  was  objection  filed. 
The  distinguished  Senator  himself  ap- 
peared at  the  time  of  that  hearing  be- 
fore the  subcommittee. 

However,   on   the    18Ui    of   February 

1954,  the  nomination  was  reported  favor- 
ably. In  6  days  the  full  committee  re- 
ported the  nomination.  I  issued  the 
same  invitation  to  the  Senators  from 
Montana  as  was  issued  to  other  Senators. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  wish  to  say  on 
behalf  of  my  colleague  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  I  Mr.  Murray]  and 
myself  that  the  nominations  of  the  Re- 
publican appointees  to  the  poeitions  re- 
ferred to  by  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  were  given 
prompt  and  speedy  action  and  approval. 
We  wish  to  commend  the  chairman  for 
the  speed  and  diligence  which  he  showed 
at  least  so  far  as  these  particular  ap- 
pointments in  the  State  of  Montana  were 
concerned.  As  usual,  the  chairman  was 
on  the  job  and  doing  his  very  best. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator. 

Mr.  MURRAY  rose. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  MURRAY,  I  am  glad  my  col- 
league has  made  that  observation  be- 
cause we  all  know  how  diligent  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Ehikota  has  always  been, 
not  only  with  regard  to  matters  of  this 
character,  but  with  regard  to  all  prob- 
lems which  come  before  his  committee. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator. 

May  I  refer  now  to  the  State  of  Ne- 
braska? The  nomination  of  J.  Lee  Ran- 
kin to  be  Assistant  Attorney  General 
came  to  us  on  the  22d  day  of  January 
1953.  The  subcommittee  heard  him  4 
days  later,  on  the  26th  of  January.  The 
full  committee  reix)rted  the  nomination 
January  26.  1953.  Mr.  President.  The 
full  committee  heard  him  and  reported 
the  nomination  on  the  same  day — 4  days 
after  the  nomination  had  come  in. 

We  come  now  to  the  nomination  of 
Perry  W.  Morton  to  be  Assistant  Attor- 
ney General.  The  nomination  came  in 
on  the  13th  day  of  July  1953.  The  full 
committee  heard  him  and  reported  the 
nomination  on  the  27th  day  of  July  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Donald  R.  Ross  to 
be  United  States  attorney  came  in  on 
the  30th  of  July  1953.  The  adjourn- 
ment took  place.  Mr.  Ross'  nomination 
came  back  on  the  11th  of  January  1954. 
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The  subcommittee   heard   him  on  the. 
17th  of  February  1954.      Ctoe  week  later, 
on  the  24th  of  February  1954,  they  re- 
ported the  nomination. 

The  nomination  of  William  Raab  to 
be  United  States  marshal  came  to  us  on 
the  25th  of  February  1954.  The  sub- 
committee heard  him  en  the  12th  day 
of  March  1954.  The  nomination  was 
reported  on  the  29th  day  of  March  1954. 

I  issue  the  same  invitition  to  the  two 
Senators  from  that  State. 

Let  us  come  now  to  the  State  of  Ne- 
vada. Madison  B.  Groves  was  nomi- 
nated to  be  United  State;  attorney  by  the 
President  on  the  11th  C'f  January  1954. 
The  liearing  was  held  on  the  26th  of 
February  1954.  The  nomination  was 
reported  on  the  8th  of  March  1954. 

The  nomination  of  John  R.  Ross  to 
be  United  States  district  judge  came 
tu  us  on  the  3d  of  May  1954.  The  hear- 
mu'  was  held  on  the  10th  of  May  1954. 
The  nomination  was  reported  to  the  lull 
committee  on  the  10th  cf  May  1954,  the 
iame  day. 

Cedric  E.  Stewart  was  nominated  to  be 
United  States  marshal  on  the  19th  of 
January  1954.  The  nomination  was 
hold  up  at  the  request  of  some  people, 
so  that  an  investigation  could  be  made. 
A  hearing  was  held  on  the  8th  of  March 
1954,  and  the  next  day  after  the  hearing 
the  nomination  wais  reforted. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  those 
Senators. 

We  come  now  to  New  Hampshire. 
George  A.  Colbath  was  Qominated  to  be 
United  States  marshal  on  the  11th  of 
July  1953.  The  subcommittee  heard 
him  on  the  21st  of  July  1953.  The  nom- 
ination was  reported  on  the  27th  of  July 
1953.  6  days  later. 

Maurice  Paul  Bols  was  nominated  to 
be  United  States  attorney  on  the  22d 
of  January  1954,  All  {Senators  are  fa- 
miliar with  the  situation  at  that  time, 
when  the  Senate  was  organizing,  riow- 
ever.  the  subcommittee  heard  him  on 
the  19th  of  February  1954.  Five  days 
later  the  nomination  was  reported  by 
the  full  committee,  on  the  24th  of  Feb- 
ruary 1954. 

1  issue  the  same  invitiition  to  the  Sen- 
ators from  New  Hampsliire  which  I  pre- 
viously issued  to  the  otlier  Senators. 

Let  us  come  now  to  the  State  of  New 
Jersey. 

Dallas  S.  Townsend  was  nominated  to 
be  Assistant  Attorney  General.  His 
nomination  came  in  the  first  day  of  May. 
1953.  A  hearing  was  held  on  the  19th 
day  of  May  1953.  The  full  committee 
reported  the  nomination  on  the  4th  of 
June  1953. 

The  nomination  of  William  F.  Tomp- 
kin.s  to  be  United  States  attorney  came 
in  on  the  8th  of  June  1953.  We  heard 
him  before  the  full  committee  and  re- 
ported the  nomination  on  the  23d  of 
June.  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Joseph  F.  Job  to  be 
United  States  marshal  came  in  on  the 
lOth  of  May,  1954.  Tlie  subcommittee 
heard  him  on  the  25th  of  May  1954. 
The  full  committee  reiKjrted  the  nom- 
ination on  the  7th  of  June  1954. 

The  nomination  of  Raymond  Del  Tufo 

to  be  United  States  attorney  came  in  on 

the  13th  of  May  1954.    We  heard  him  on 

the  25th  of  May  1954,  and  the  full  com- 
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mittee  reported  the  nomination  on  the 
6th  day  of  July  1954. 

The  nomination  of  William  F.  Tomp- 
kins to  be  Assistant  Attorney  General 
came  in  on  the  13th  of  May  1954.  A 
hearing  was  held  on  the  25th  of  May 
1954.  The  full  committee  reported  the 
nomination  on  the  6th  day  of  July  1954. 

Those  two  nominations  were  held  up, 
because  these  men  were  to  be  placed  in 
charge  of  a  special  division  to  deal  with 
subversives  created  by  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral. There  was  a  request  from  some 
of  the  Senators  who  have  charge  of  the 
Internal  Security  Subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  for  a 
thorough  investigation.  Ttiat  investi- 
gation, as  I  remember,  was  con- 
ducted by  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Indiana  [Mr.  JennerI  and  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada 
I  Mr.  McCarran],  using  the  care  they 
should  have  taken  and  the  precau- 
tion they  should  have  taken  in  con- 
sidering nominations  for  these  very, 
very  important  positions.  They  took 
some  3  or  4  weeks  to  make  a  thorough 
investigation,  and  I  commend  them  for 
it.  Certainly  no  one  can  say  there  was 
any  unnecessary  delay  in  this  matter  in 
taking  4  or  5  weeks  while  the  quaUfica- 
tions  and  backgroimd  of  Mr.  Tompkins 
for  this  particular  position  were  thor- 
oughly investigated. 

I  might  add  that  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hen- 
drickson],  as  one  of  the  members  of  the 
full  committee,  offered  no  objection 
while  that  investigation  was  taking 
place. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSEL  I  am  trying  to  inform 
myself  as  to  the  background  of  the  Sen- 
ator's speech  and  his  complaint. 

Mr.  LANGER.  It  is  based  on  a  para- 
graph in  the  Fargo  Forum.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  read  it  again  for  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  Rogers,  the  Deputy  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, issued  a  statement  saying  that  no 
nominations  have  been  held  up.  Then 
this  newspaper,  the  Fargo  Forvun — mind 
you,  they  do  not  quote  from  the  United 
Press  or  the  Associated  Press,  but  they 
themselves  assert: 

Despite  these  statements — 

Referring  to  Mr.  Rogers*  statements 
that  there  was  no  delay  of  any  kind  and 
that  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
had  never  for  any  ulterior  purp>oses  held 
up  any  nominations,  which  is  the  charge 
made — this  newspaper  sajd: 

Despite  these  statements,  however.  It  Is 
known  some  Senators  feel  Lancer  has  un- 
necessarily sidetracked,  temporarily  at  least, 
nominations  affecting  tbelr  States. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator, 
Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  only  to  testify  in 
regard  to  my  experience  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Dakota  in  connection 
with  Oregon  nominations.  Of  course,  I 
am  sure  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
knows  that  the  representative  of  the  In- 
dependent Party  does  not  have  anything 


to  say  about  appointments  in  the  State 
of  Oregon,  and  I  think  that  is  the  way 
it  should  be.  I  do  not  quarrel  about 
the  procedure  which  is  followed  by  this 
administration  in  making  patronage  ap- 
pointments in  the  State  of  Oregon.  I 
think  the  party  in  control  should  make 
the  appointments,  and  I  am  very  happy 
not  to  be  a  member  of  the  party  which 
is  in  control.  I  would  not  want  to  have 
on  my  shoulders  the  mistakes  of  this 
administration  in  any  way  whatsoever. 

Be  that  as  it  may,  as  a  Senator  from 
Oregon,  I  am  requested  by  the  Judiciary 
Committee  to  give  so-called  clearance 
on  Oregon  appointments.  I  want  to  tes- 
tify as  to  my  experience  with  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  as  chairman  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  and  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran]  when  he 
was  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee under  a  previous  administration. 

I  do  not  see  how  two  men  could  have 
acted  more  promptly  and  more  cour- 
teously and  with  greater  consideration 
on  appointments  involving  the  State  of 
Oregon  than  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Lancer]  and  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran].  My  ex- 
perience with  both  Senators,  and  my  ex- 
perience with  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  under  this  administration,  has 
been  a  most  pleasant  one.  I  have  re- 
ceived prompt  notice  of  any  appoint- 
ments in  -Oregon,  and  those  appoint- 
ments in  turn  have  received  fair  and 
prompt  consideration  from  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota,  els  they  did  pre- 
viously from  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  LANGER.  May  I  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Oregon  that  the 
Judiciary  Committee  is  one  committee 
in  which,  so  far  as  I  know,  there  is  abso- 
lutely no  politics.  Every  member  of 
that  committee  serves  on  a  subcommit- 
tee and,  in  my  opinion,  has  done  a  good 
job  on  these  nominations.  Whenever 
the  nominations  are  referred  to  a  sub- 
committee, FBI  reports  have  been  pro- 
vided promptly,  and  they  have  been  gone 
into  thoroughly.  Some  of  us  do  not  like 
the  way  the  FBI  reports  go,  but  that 
is  a  matter  which  under  a  present  reso- 
lution will  be  taken  up  next  year  when 
we  meet  again. 

I  wish  to  assure  every  Senator  that 
whenever  nominations  come  to  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee  every  single  member  of 
the  committee,  so  far  as  I  know,  who 
serves  on  a  subcommittee,  has  met  at 
the  time  when  the  subcommittee  was 
supposed  to  meet,  or  if  he  could  not  be 
there,  he  telephoned  and  said,  "You  two 
men  of  the  subcommittee  act  In  my  ab- 
sence and  tell  me  about  it  afterwards." 
We  have  acted  promptly.  There  has  not 
been  any  ulterior  motive  on  the  part  of 
any  member  of  the  committee,  so  far  as 
I  know,  and  most  certainly  I  can  testify 
that  is  true  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
North  Dakota,  Its  chairman. 

Continuing  with  New  Jersey,  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mrs.  R.  W.  Leeds  to  be  Assist- 
ant Commissioner  of  Patents  came  in  on 
the  17th  day  of  July,  and  it  was  prompt- 
ly considered. 

After  Mrs.  Leeds'  nomination  had  been 
withdrawn  the  first  time,  it  came  back 
the  second  time  on  the  29th  of  July,  and 
she  was  confirmed  the  next  day  because 
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we  bad  sOready  held  hearings  when  her 
name  came  down  on  the  17th  of  July. 

The  ntnninatloB  of  Paul  Wilbur  Tap- 
pan  as  member.  Parole  Board,  came  in 
on  the  23d  of  July,  and  the  subcommittee 
heard  him  on  the  30th  of  July.  On  the 
same  day  the  nomination  was  reported 
to  the  full  committee. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey. 
Now  we  come  to  New  Mexico: 
The  name  of  George  W.  Beach  to  be 
United  States  marshal  was  sent  to  the 
Senate  by  the  President  on  the  18th  of 
April.  The  subcommittee  met  on  the 
30th  of  April.  The  full  committee  re- 
ported the  nomination  on  the  4th  of 
May. 

The  President  sent  the  nomination  of 
Paul  F.  Larrazola  to  be  United  States 
attorney  on  the  11th  of  July;  the  sub- 
committee heard  testimony  on  the  21st 
of  July,  and  the  full  committee  acted  on 
the  27th  of  July,  6  days  later. 

Waldo  H.  Rogers  to  be  United  States 
Judge:  The  President  sent  the  nomina- 
tion to  the  Senate  on  the  3d  of  May. 
The  hearing  was  on  the  12th  of  May,  and 
on  the  same  day  the  nomination  was 
reported  to  the  Senate. 

I  Issue  the  same  invitation  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico. 

Now  we  come  to  the  State  of  New  York. 
I  am  delighted  to  see  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Lehman] 
on  the  floor,  and  I  ask  him  to  take  par- 
ticular note,  if  he  will  be  so  kind  as  to 
do  so. 

Attorney  General  Brownell's  nomina- 
tion was  sent  to  the  Senate  on  the  19th 
day  of  January,  and  it  came  before  the 
full  committee  on  the  same  day.  He 
was  interrogated  by  the  full  committee. 
No  objection  was  offered.  On  the  same 
day.  the  19th  day  of  January,  his  nomi- 
nation was  reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  J.  Edward  Lum- 
bard  to  be  United  States  attorney  came 
to  the  Senate  on  the  27th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary; the  subcommittee  heard  him  on 
the  10th  of  March;  and  on  the  23d  day 
of  March  his  nomination  was  reported 
by  the  full  committee  to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Walter  Bruch- 
hausen  to  be  United  States  judge  was 
sent  to  the  Senate  by  the  President  on 
the  18th  day  of  April.  The  subcommit- 
tee heard  him  on  the  30th  of  April,  and 
on  the  4th  of  May  his  nomination  was 
reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  William  E.  Smith 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  sent 
to  the  Senate  by  the  President  on  the 
1st  of  May.  The  full  committee  heard 
him  on  the  14th  of  May,  and  4  days  later, 
on  the  18th  of  May,  his  nomination  was 
reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Leonard  P.  Moore 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  sent 
to  the  Senate  by  the  President  on  the 
13th  of  May.  The  hearing  was  held  on 
the  20th  of  May.  after  due  notice  had 
been  given.  Notice  is  always  given  to 
the  Senators  so  they  can  appear  and 
listen  to  the  testimony.  Likewise,  in  this 
case,  notice  was  given.  As  I  have  said, 
the  President  sent  the  nomination  to 
the  Senate  on  the  13th  of  May ;  the  hear- 
ing was  on  the  20th  of  May,  and  on  June 
4  the  nomination  was  reported  to  the 
Senate. 


The  nomination  of  Thomas  J.  Lun- 
ney  to  be  United  States  marshal  was 
jsent  to  the  Senate  by  the  President  on 
the  24th  of  June.  The  hearing  was 
set  for  the  7th  of  July,  and  6  days  later, 
on  the  13th  of  July,  his  nomination  was 
reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Theodore  S.  Bowes 
to  be  United  States  attorney  came  to 
the  committee  on  the  11th  of  January 
in  1954.  We  all  know  the  fact  that 
the  Senate  was  organizing  at  that  time. 
The  hearing  on  the  nomination  was  held 
on  February  17,  1954,  and  his  nomina- 
tion was  reported  to  the  Senate  on  Feb- 
ruary 24,  1954,  1  week  later. 

The  nomination  of  J.  Bradbury  Ger- 
man for  United  States  marshal  came 
to  the  committee  on  January  11,  1954. 
A  hearing  was  held  on  February  18.  1954, 
and  his  nomination  was  reported  to  the 
Senate  on  February  24,  1954. 

George  M.  Glasser,  United  States 
marshal:  His  nomination  came  to  the 
committee  on  January  12,  1954.  There 
was  a  Uttle  delay,  due  to  the  fact  that 
Congress  was  organizing.  The  hearing 
was  held  on  February  18,  1954.  The  full 
committee  took  action  on  February  24, 
1954. 

The  nomination  of  John  Marshall 
Harlan.  United  States  circuit  judpe. 
reached  the  committee  on  January  13, 
1954.  A  hearing  was  held  on  the  nomi- 
nation on  February  4,  1954.  His  nomi- 
nation was  reported  to  the  Senate  on 
February  8,  1954. 

The  nomination  of  Alexander  Bicks  for 
United  States  district  judge  was  received 
by  the  committee  on  April  6,  1954.  A 
hearing  was  held  on  April  15.  1954.  His 
nomination  was  reported  to  the  Senate 
on  May  10,  1954. 

Archie  Dawson,  nominated  for  United 
States  district  judge:  His  nomination 
came  to  the  committee  on  April  6,  1954. 
A  hearing  was  held  on  the  nomination  on 
April  15.  1954,  and  his  nomination  was 
reported  to  the  Senate  on  April  22,  1954. 

Edmund  L.  Palmieri,  nominated  for 
United  States  district  judge:  His  nomi- 
nation reached  the  committee  on  April 
6,  1954.  A  hearing  was  held  on  AiM-il  15. 
1954.  The  full  committee  took  action  on 
May  10. 1954. 

The  nomination  of  Lawrence  Edward 
Walsh  to  be  United  States  district  judge 
reached  the  committee  on  April  6.  1954, 
a  hearing  on  it  was  held  on  April  is! 
1954,  and  the  nomination  was  reported 
to  the  Senate  on  April  26,  1954. 

The  nomination  of  Henry  J.  Clay  to 
be  Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commis- 
sioner reached  the  committee  on  July 
23,  1954.  A  hearing  was  held  on  August 
5,  1954.  and  the  full  committee  took  ac- 
tion on  the  same  day. 

The  nomination  of  Raymond  T.  Arm- 
bruster  for  the  War  Claims  Commission 
was  referred  to  the  committee  on  Feb- 
ruary 15,  1954.  A  hearing  on  the  nomi- 
nation was  held  on  April  6,  1954.  We 
received  word  from  the  White  House  that 
the  nomination  probably  would  be  with- 
drawn. It  was  withdrawn  on  the  same 
day. 

John  A.  Henderson,  United  States 
attorney.  His  nomination  came  to  the 
committee  on  April  30,  1953.  A  hearing 
was  held  on  May  4,  1953.  The  commit- 
tee took  action  on  May  4,  1953. 


I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the  Sen- 
ators from  New  York  I  have  extended  to 
other  Senators. 

Mr.  President,  will  the 


I  yield  to  the  Senator 


Mr.  LEHMAN. 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER. 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  junior  Senator 
from  New  York  is  very  glad  Indeed  to 
testify  to  the  fact  that  he  has  never 
even  heard  a  suggestion  by  anyone  that 
there  was  any  unnecessary  delay  in  the 
consideration  of  the  nominations  sub- 
mitted by  the  administration  for  action 
by  the  Judiciary  Committee.  I  have 
never  heard  the  slightest  suggestion 
that  there  was  any  unnecessary  or  un- 
reasonable delay  in  the  consideration 
of  such   nominations. 

I  wish  to  add  one  more  word.  I  great- 
ly appreciate  the  constant  and  unfail- 
ing courtesy  that  has  been  shou-n  to  me 
by  the  committee.  I  have  been  Invited  in 
advance  when  nominations  came  up  for 
consideration,  and  I  have  been  given 
every  opportunity  to  appear  in  support 
or  in  opposition  to  any  of  the  nomina- 
tiorLs.  I  had  the  same  experience  when 
the  committee  was  under  the  chairman- 
ship of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Nevada  [  Mr.  McCarban  ]  Every  courtesy 
and  every  opportunity  was  shown  to  me. 
and  I  am  grateful  to  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota,  as  I  am  to  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  committee. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  Yoric.  I  feel 
proud  of  the  record,  and  I  am  grateful 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York  for  what 
he  has  said,  in  the  light  of  the  fact,  par- 
ticularly, that  he  was  governor  of  his 
State  for  four  terms.  He  knows  that  no 
matter  how  hard  we  try,  sometimes  very 
slight  delays  do  take  place.  We  are  very 
proud  of  the  committees  record.  It  is 
the  record  of  the  committee,  not  the 
record  of  the  chairman. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
say  to  the  chairman  of  the  judiciary 
Committee,  without  taking  too  much  of 
the  time  of  the  Senate,  that  I  want  to 
voice  the  same  thought  the  Senator  from 
New  York  has  expressed.  In  the  one  in- 
stance, of  a  nomination  from  Massa- 
chusetts, for  a  judgeship,  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  heard  the  matter  him- 
self, and  the  judge's  nomination  was 
promptly  reported. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
North  Carolina:  William  B.  Somers, 
United  States  marshal.  His  nomination 
came  before  the  committee  on  the  first 
day  of  May  1953.  A  hearing  was  held 
on  May  14.  1953.  Four  days  later,  on 
the  18th  of  May  1953,  his  nomination 
was  reported  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  i 

Mr.  LANGER.     I  yield.  | 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Has  the  Senator 
passed  over  the  one  outstanding  State  in 
the  Union,  Nevada? 

Mr.  LANGER.  No.  I  mentioned  that 
State  some  time  ago. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  wish  to  say  in  that 
respect  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  has  been  prompt  and  the  com- 
mittee has  been  prompt  in  acting  upon 


195^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14461 


every  nomination.  Only  one  thing  has 
caused  me  to  complain  .somewhat,  and 
that  is  with  respect  to  the  pohtical  aflUi- 
ation  of  the  appointees.  I  would  rather 
have  had  them  of  a  different  pohtical 
affiliation,  to  be  very  frank  with  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  am  sorry  that  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  could  not 
help  out  the  Senator  from  Nevada  in 
that  respect.  Unfortunately  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  does  not  have 
much  influence  with  the  President  and 
does  not  pretend  to  have  much  Influence, 
at  the  White  House.  If  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  has  any  further  nomina- 
tions coming  up  from  his  State,  if  he 
will  see  me.  I  will  be  very  glad  to  talk 
to  the  President  about  tl^iem. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator very  much.  I  assure  him  I  am 
prateful  to  him. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  Prcisident.  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  1  yield.  If  I  can  be  of 
any  help  to  the  distingviished  Senator 
from  Oregon  in  getting  a  good  nomina- 
tion from  the  Senator  from  Nevada,  per- 
haps between  the  two  of  us  we  might 
have  some  good  luck. 

Mr  MORSE.  I  am  suie  I  cannot  be 
very  helpful  in  that  resp«!ct.  Certainly 
my  desire  would  be  to  be  helpful,  if  the 
administration  would  follDw  my  advice. 

However,  what  I  rose  to  say  was  that 
I  think  that  all  the  record  really  needs 
is  the  statement  just  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada,  with  reference  to  the 
consideration  that  his  State  received. 
Certainly  there  has  been  no  delay.  The 
Senator  from  Nevada  spoke  as  a  Sen- 
ator who  has  probably  had  more  experi- 
ence with  the  Judiciary  Committee  than 
any  other  Senator.  When  the  former 
chairman  of  the  committee  rose  to  state 
that  there  has  been  no  delay,  that,  in 
my  opinion,  was  a  compltte  and  devas- 
tating rebuttal  to  the  artic.e  in  the  North 
D.ikota  new.spaper. 

Mr  LANGER.  I  thanl:  the  Senator 
very  much.  I  certainly  {appreciate  the 
.statement  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada, 
becau.'-e  he  has  had  manj'  years  of  ex- 
perience, as  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
ha.s  said,  and  he  knows  the  diflBculties 
under  which  the  committee  labors. 

I  come  now  to  the  State  of  North 
Carohna.  William  B.  Somers.  United 
State  marshal.  His  nomination  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  May  1.  1953. 
A  hearing  was  held  on  May  14,  1953. 
Pour  days  later,  on  May  18.  1953,  his 
nomination  was  reported  to  the  Senate. 

James  Major  Daley.  United  States  at- 
torney: The  President  sent  his  nomina- 
tion to  the  Senate  on  May  13.  1953.  A 
hearing  was  held  on  May  20.  1953.  The 
full  committee  took  action  on  June  4. 
1953, 

Roy  A.  Harmon.  United  States  mar- 
shal :  His  nomination  came  to  the  com- 
mittee on  June  24,  1953.  Hearing  was 
held  on  July  7.  1953.  Six  days  later,  on 
July  13,  1953,  his  nomination  was  re- 
ported to  the  Senate. 

United  States  Attorney  B.  Ray  Co- 
hoon :  His  nomination  reached  the  com- 
mittee on  March  15.  1954.  Hearing  on 
the  nomination  was  held  on  March  31. 
1954.  His  nomination  was  reported  to 
the  Senate  on  April  5,  1954. 


The  nomination  of  Julian  T.  Gaskill 
for  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  January  1.  1954. 
A  hearing  was  held  on  February  16,  1954. 
The  committee  took  action  on  February 
24.  1954.  8  days  later. 

The  nomination  of  Edwin  M.  Stanley. 
United  States  attorney,  was  referred  to 
the  committee  on  March  16,  1954.  A 
hearing  on  the  nomination  was  held  on 
April  5.  1954.  On  the  same  day  the 
committee  took  action  on  it. 

We  come  now  to  the  State  of  North 
Dakota.  My  distinguished  colleague  is 
not  on  the  floor.  Three  nominations 
for  positions  in  the  State  of  North  Da- 
kota came  to  the  committee.  The  nom- 
ination of  Robert  Vogel  for  United  States 
attorney  reached  the  committee  on  Au- 
gust 4,  1954.  Five  days  later  his  nomina- 
tion was  reported  to  the  Senate.  My  col- 
league and  I  had  already  discussed  the 
matter.  Both  of  us  knew  the  gentleman. 
The  same  thing  is  true  of  Harry  R.  Ten- 
borg,  nominated  for  United  States  mar- 
shal, and  Herbert  G.  Homme,  Jr.,  nom- 
inated for  United  States  attorney.  Their 
nominations  came  to  the  committee  on 
August  4,  1954,  and  the  committee  acted 
on  them  on  August  9,  1954,  4  days  later. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  my  col- 
league from  the  State  of  North  Dakota, 
or  to  any  other  Senator. 

I  come  now,  Mr.  President,  to  the 
State  of  Ohio. 

The  nomination  of  Howard  C.  Botts 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  March  23.  1953. 
Hearing  was  held  on  April  2.  1953,  and 
committee  action  was  taken  on  April  27. 
1953. 

The  nomination  of  Lester  L.  Cecil  to 
be  United  States  district  judge  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  April  1,  1953. 
Nineteen  days  later  the  nomination  was 
reported.  There  was  an  objection  filed 
in  that  case. 

The  nomination  of  Thomas  J.  Herbert 
to  be  a  member  of  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Board  was  referred  to  the 
committee  on  April  10,  1953.  Hearing 
was  held  on  April  21,  1953.  and  action 
was  taken  on  April  27,  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Hugh  K.  Martin  to 
be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  June  22, 1953.  Hear- 
ing was  held  on  July  7,  1953,  and  action 
was  taken  on  July  13.  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Xavier  North  to  be 
United  States  marshal  was  referred  to 
the  committee  on  January  11,  1954. 
Hearings  were  held  on  February  16  to  20, 
1954.  and  action  was  taken  on  February 
24.  1954. 

The  nomination  of  Sumner  Canary  to 
be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  January  13,  1954, 
and  because  of  organizing  the  commit- 
tee, a  hearing  was  not  held  until  Febru- 
ary 17,  1954.  On  February  24,  1954. 
action  was  taken  by  the  committee. 

The  nomination  of  Thomas  J.  Herbert 
to  be  a  member  of  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Board  was  referred  to  the 
committee  on  March  18,  1954,  and  action 
was  taken  by  the  committee  on  April  5, 
1954. 

The  nomination  of  Potter  Stewart  to 
be  United  States  circuit  judge  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  April  6, 1954. 


Hearing  was  held  on  April  15,  1954.  and 
action  was  taken  on  April  22,  1954. 

Talk  about  service.  Mr.  President;  talk 
about  paying  attention  to  business— who 
could  do  a  better  job? 

The  nomination  of  James  C.  Connell 
to  be  United  States  district  judge  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  June  25, 
1954.  Hearing  was  held  on  August  9, 
1954.  and  the  nomination  was  reported 
on  the  ^ame  day. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  any  Sen- 
ator to  find  any  single  one,  out  of  the 
scores  of  nominations,  that  was  held  up. 

I  come  now  to  the  State  of  Oklahoma. 

The  nomination  of  Prank  D.  McSherry 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  May  15. 1953.  Hear- 
ing was  held  on  May  28,  1953.  and  action 
was  taken  on  June  4. 1953. 

The  nomination  of  Paul  Johnson  to  be 
United  States  marshal  was  referred  to 
the  committee  on  July  21.  1953.  Hear- 
ing was  had  on  July  30,  1953,  and  action 
was  taken  on  the  same  day. 

The  nonlination  of  James  Y.  Victor  to 
be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  July  21, 1953.  Hear- 
ing was  had  on  July  30,  1953.  and  action 
was  taken  on  the  same  day. 

The  nomination  of  B.  Hayden  Craw- 
ford to  be  United  States  attorney  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  May  10, 
1954.  Hearing  was  had  on  May  25.  1954, 
and  action  was  taken  on  July  6,  1954. 

The  nomination  of  K.  W.  Greer  to  be 
United  States  marshal  was  referred  to 
the  committee  on  May  12. 1954.  Hearing 
was  had  on  May  25,  1954,  and  on  June  7, 
1954.  action  by  the  committee  was  taken. 

The  nomination  of  Paul  W.  Cress  to  be 
United  States  attorney  was  referred  to 
the  committee  on  July  10,  1954.  On  July 
22,  1954.  hearing  was  had,  and  action 
was  taken  on  July  2. 1954. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the  Sen- 
ators from  Oklahoma,  or  other  Senators, 
to  state  that  there  was  any  delay  in  those 
cases. 

I  come  now  to  the  State  of  Oregon. 
I  notice  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
that  State  [Mr.  Morsk]  is  present. 

The  nomination  of  Harold  Sexton  to 
be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  Judiciary  Committee  on  June  24, 
1953.  Hearing  was  had  on  July  7.  1953, 
and  action  was  taken  on  July  13.  1953. 

The  nomination  of  Dorothy  M.  Lee  to 
be  a  member  of  the  parole  board  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  July  23, 

1953.  Hearing  was  held  on  July  30,  1953, 
and  action  was  taken  on  the  same  day. 

The  nomination  of  Clarence  E.  Luckey 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  January  29, 

1954.  Hearing  was  held  on  February  19. 
1954.  and  action  was  taken  on  February 
24.  1954. 

The  nomination  of  James  A.  Fee  to  be 
United  States  circuit  judge  was  refen-ed 
to  the  committee  on  April  6.  1954.  On 
April  IS,  1954,  hearing  was  held,  and  on 
April  22.  1954,  action  was  taken. 

I  say  to  my  distinguished  friend  from 
Oregon  that  those  cases,  in  my  opinion, 
are  typical.  That  is  the  way  we  have 
handled  nominations  coming  from  all  the 
other  States.  There  has  never  been  any 
politics  involved. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  tbe 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield? 
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The  FRE5IDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Cask 
In  the  chfth*).  Does  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from 

Or^on?     

Mr.  liANGER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
testify  that  as  to  each  one  of  those  nomi- 
nations I  received  notice  from  the  com- 
mittee advising  me,  first,  of  the  nomina- 
tion; second,  as  to  when  the  hearing 
would  be  held,  and  an  invitation  to  ap- 
pear before  the  committee  to  present  my 
views  on  any  one  of  those  nominations. 
If  I  cared  to  do  so.  That  is  the  treat- 
ment which  I  have  always  received  from 
the  committee.  Again  I  wish  to  say  that, 
in  my  judgment,  there  is  no  basis  what- 
soever ior  any  charge  that  the  chairman 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  has  been 
holding  up  nominations  sent  to  that  com- 
mittee, by  way  of  any  device  of  delay. 

Mr.  LANDER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

I  now  come  to  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania. I  am  delighted  to  see  the  senior 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  present  in 
the  Chamber.  I  invite  him  to  say 
whether  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
has  held  up  any  nomination  from  that 
State,  and  I  ask  him  whether  time  after 
time  he  has  not  appeared  before  the  full 
committee  and  whether  every  member 
of  the  committee  has  been  courteous  to 
him. 

The  nomination  of  J.  P.  WUlson  to  be 
United  States  district  judge  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  June  8,  1953-  Hear- 
ing was  held  on  July  2,  1953,  and  on 
July  13.  1953,  action  was  taken. 

The  nomination  of  J.  Julius  Levy  to 
be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  June  8, 1953.  Hear- 
ing was  held  on  July  2,  1953,  and  action 
was  taken  on  July  27. 1953. 

The  nomination  of  John  W.  McBvalne 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  June  8,  1953. 
On  July  2, 1953,  hearing  was  held,  and  on 
July  13,  1953,  action  was  taken. 

The  nomination  of  W.  Wilson  White 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  January  11, 
1954.  Hearing  was  held  on  February 
26,  1954,  and  on  March  29.  1954,  action 
was  taken. 

The  nomination  of  John  W.  Lord,  Jr., 
to  be  United  States  district  judge  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  March  29, 
1954.  Hearing  was  held  on  May  12, 1954, 
and  on  May  17,  1954,  action  was  taken. 
The  nomination  of  William  A.  O'Brien 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  June  29,  1954. 
Hearing  was  held  on  July  9,  1954,  and 
action  was  taken  on  July  13,  1954. 

The  nomination  of  John  L.  Miller,  to 
be  United  States  district  judge,  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  March  29, 
1954.  Hearing  was  held  on  May  12, 1954, 
and  action  was  taken  on  May  17, 1954. 

I  ask  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
if  he  knows  of  any  delay  in  connection 
with  any  nomination  in  his  State? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  say  that  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  North  Dakota,  the  chairman  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  has  been  very 
courteous  to  me  as  a  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania. I  have  appeared  before  his 
committee,  and  he  has  been  very  con- 


siderate of  what  I  had  to  say.   I  have  no 
criticism  of  him  whatsoever. 

He  has  held  up  one  nomination,  at 
my  request,  hoping  that  certain  prob- 
lems might  be  worked  out.     But:  that 
was  the  only  one  which  was  held  up, 
and  that  was  done  at  my  request  and 
the  request  of  my  colleague,  the  junior 
Senator  from  PennsylvaniaeJMr.  DuffI. 
Mr.  LANGER,    I  am  very  grateful  for 
the   generous   statement   made   by    the 
senior  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 
I  come  now  to  Rhode  Island. 
The  nomination  of  Jacob  S.  Temkin 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  May  28,  1953.     A 
hearing  was  held  on  June  11.  1953.    On 
June  15,  1953.  4  days  later,  the  nomina- 
tion was  reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Howard  S.  Proctor 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  June  24,  1958.  The 
committee  held  a  hearing  on  July  7, 
1953.  Six  days  later,  on  July  18,  1953, 
the  nomination  was  reported  to  the  Sen- 
ate. 

The  nomination  of  Edward  William 
Day  to  be  United  States  district  judge 
was  referred  to  the  committee  on  Janu- 
ary 11,  1954.  The  committee  held  a 
hearing  on  February  4,  1954,  and  the 
nomination  was  reported  to  the  Senate 
on  February  8.  1954. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the 
Senators  from  Rhode  Island.  They  can 
rise  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  at  any 
time  they  wish  to  between  now  and  the 
time  the  Senate  adjourns  if  they  have 
any  objection  to  the  way  nominations 
from  Rhode  Island  were  handled  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

I  come  now  to  South  Carolina.  The 
nomination  of  U.  Welch  Morrieette  to 
be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  January  11,  1954. 
Some  objections  were  filed  to  tl^  nomi- 
nation. Hearings  were  held  on  four  oc- 
casions, but  on  March  29, 1954,  the  nomi- 
nation was  reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Joseph  E.  Hines  to 
be  United  States  attorney  was  referred  to 
the  committee  on  March  8,  1954.  An  ob- 
jection was  filed  at  the  hearing.  A  thor- 
ough Investigation  was  made  by  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  and  wit- 
nesses were  subpenaed  before  the  sub- 
conmiittee.  One  witness  refused  to  ap- 
I)ear,  and  did  not  appear.  Finally,  with 
the  full  consent  of  the  Senators  from 
South  Carohna,  the  nomination  was  re- 
ported to  the  Senate  on  July  17,  1954. 

I  come  now  to  the  State  of  South 
Dakota. 

The  nomination  of  Bernard  A.  Boos  to 
be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  March  23,  1953.  A 
hearing  was  held  on  April  2, 1953.  Eleven 
days  later  the  nomination  was  reported 
to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Clinton  O.  Rich- 
ards to  be  United  States  attorney  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  May  15, 
1953.  A  hearing  was  held  on  May  28, 
1953,  and  the  nomination  was  reported 
to  the  Senate  on  June  4,  1953,  7  days 
later. 

The  nomination  of  George  T.  Mickel- 
son  to  be  United  States  district  judge 
was  referred  to  the  committee  on  Janu- 
ary 11,  1954.  The  committee  was  late  in 
organizing  at  the  beginning  of  this  year 


and  a  hearing  was  not  held  until  Febru- 
ary 4.  1954.  The  nomination  was  re- 
ported to  the  Senate  on  February  8.  1954, 
4  days  after  the  hearmg. 

I  shall  be  glad  at  any  time  to  have 
either  of  the  Senators  from  South  Da- 
kota rise  on  the  floor  to  state  if  there 
was  any  ulterior  motive  for  the  purpose 
of  exerting  any  pressure  or  incorring  any 
delay  in  connection  with  noaninations 
from  South  Dakota. 

I  come  now  to  Tennessee.  I  regret 
that  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  Tennes.see,  who  interrupted  me  ear- 
lier, is  not  present  on  the  floor.  Here  is 
the  record  for  Tenne.<:see. 

The  nomination  of  John  C.  Crawford 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  June  24,  1953. 
A  hearing  was  held  on  July  7,  1953.  The 
committee  reported  the  nomination  on 
July  13.  1953,  6  days  later. 

The  nomination  of  Millsaps  F^tzhugh 
was  referred  to  the  committee  on  June 
24.  1953.  A  hearing  was  held  on  July  7. 
1953.  and  the  nomination  was  reported 
to  the  Senate  on  July  13,  1953,  6  days 
later. 

The  nomination  of  Fred  EUedge,  Jr.,  to 
be  United  States  attorney  w>s  referred 
to  the  committee  on  August  3,  1953. 
There  was  no  opportunity  to  hold  a  hear- 
ing on  the  nomination  before  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned,  so  the  nomination  was 
not  reported  at  that  time.  The  nomi- 
nation was  again  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee on  January  11.  1954.  A  hearing 
was  held  on  February  19.  1934,  and  the 
nomination  was  reported  to  the  Senate 
on  March  8,  1954,  approximately  20  days 
later. 

The  nomination  of  Prank  Quarles  to 
be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  January  11,  1954. 
A  hearing  was  held  on  February  19,  1954. 
and  the  nomination  was  repxjrted  to  the 
Senate  on  February  24.  1954.  The  delay 
in  action  between  January  U,  1954,  and 
February  19,  1954,  was  because  the  com- 
mittee did  not  organize  until  late. 

The  nomination  of  John  O.  Anderson 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  January  11,  1954. 
The  committee  held  a  hearing  on  Febru- 
ary 19.  1954.  and  the  nomination  was  re- 
ported to  the  Senate  on  February  24, 
1954. 

The  nomination  of  William  E.  Smith 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  April  6.  1954.  A 
hearing  was  held  on  May  14,  1954,  and 
on  May  24,  1954.  the  nomination  was 
reported  to  the  Senate. 

I  invite  the  two  Senators  from  Ten- 
nessee to  state  at  any  time  before  the 
Senate  adjourns  if  they  have  any  ob- 
jection. 

I  come  now  to  Texas. 
The  nomination  of  Albert  W.  Saegert 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  May  1,  1953.  A 
hearing  was  held  on  May  14,  1953.  and 
the  nomination  was  reported  to  the  Sen- 
ate on  May  18,  1953,  4  days  later. 

The  nomination  of  William  M.  Steger 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  June  22,  1953.  The 
committee  held  a  hearing  on  July  7. 
1953,  and  the  nomination  was  reported 
to  the  Senate  on  July  13,  1953,  6  days 
later. 
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The  nomination  of  Heard  L.  Floore  to 
be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  July  30.  1953.  The 
Senate  adjourned  on  August  3,  and  no 
hearing  was  held.  The  nomination  was 
again  referred  to  the  committee  on  Jan- 
uary 11.  1954.  A  hearing  was  held  on 
February  17,  1954,  and  the  nomination 
was  reported  on  February  24,  1954. 

The  nomination  of  Emmett  M.  Smith 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  January  11.  1954. 
The  committee  held  a  hearing  on  Feb- 
ruary 26,  1954,  and  the  nomination  was 
reported  on  March  29.  1954. 

The  nomination  of  Malcolm  R.  Wilkey 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  January  27, 
1954.  The  committee  held  a  hearing  on 
February  18,  1954.  and  the  nomination 
was  reported  on  February  24,  1954. 

The  nomination  of  Joe  M.  Ingraham 
to  be  United  States  district  judge  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  May  10, 
19.54.  A  hearing  was  held  on  May  25. 
1954,  and  the  nomination  was  reported 
on  August  5.  1954.  The  reason  for  the 
delay  in  action  on  the  nomination  was 
that  a  great  many  objections  were  filed. 
and  the  committee  conducted  a  careful 
investigation  of  the  nomination. 

The  nomination  of  Charles  P.  Mc- 
Knirrht  to  be  United  States  marshal  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  February 
26.  1954.  The  hearing  was  held  on 
March  29,  1954,  and  the  nomination  was 
reported  on  March  30,  1954,  1  day  later. 

The  nomination  of  Hobart  K.  Mc- 
Dowell to  be  United  States  marshal  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  February 
26,  1954.  A  hearing  was  held  on 
March  29,  1954.  and  1  day  later,  March 
30,  1954.  the  nomination  was  reported  to 
the  Senate. 

I  come  now  to  Utah. 

The  nomination  of  A.  Pratt  Keslpr  to 
be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  April  18,  1953.  A 
hearing  was  held  on  April  30,  1953,  and 
on  May  4,  1953,  the  nomination  was  re- 
ported. 

The  nomination  of  Howard  Call  to  be 
United  States  marshal  was  referred  to 
the  committee  on  May  1.  1953.  A  hear- 
ing was  held  on  May  14,  1953,  and  the 
nomination   was   reported   on   May   18, 

1953.  4  days  later. 

The  nomination  of  A.  S.  Christenson 
to  be  United  States  district  judge  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  May  12, 

1954.  A  hearing  was  held  on  May  24, 
1954.  and  the  nomination  was  reported 
on  May  25,  1954. 1  day  later. 

The  nomination  of  David  J.  Wilson 
to  be  a  judge  of  the  Customs  Court  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  July  7, 
1954.  A  hearing  was  held  on  July  16, 
1954,  and  the  nomination  was  reported 
on  July  24,  1954,  8  days  later. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the  two 
Senators  from  Utah  as  I  have  issued  to 
other  Senators. 

I  come  now  to  Vermont. 

The  nomination  of  Louis  O.  Whit- 
comb  to  be  United  States  attorney  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  January 
11. 1954.  On  February  16. 1954.  the  com- 
mittee held  a  hearing,  and  on  February 
24,  1954.  8  days  later,  the  nomination 
was  reported. 


The  nomination  of  Dewey  H.  Perry  to 
be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  January  22,  1954. 
On  February  19, 1954,  a  hearing  was  held 
by  the  committee,  and  on  February  24, 
1954.  the  nomination  was  reported  to 
the  Seriate. 

I  Issue  the  same  invitation  to  the  Sen- 
ators from  Vermont  as  I  issued  to  other 
Senators. 

I  come  now  to  Virginia. 

The  nomination  of  Lester  Shields 
Parsons  to  be  United  States  attorney  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  February 
15.  1953.  A  hearing  was  held  on  May  28, 
1953,  and  the  nomination  was  reported 
to  the  Senate  on  June  4,  1953,  6  days 
later. 

The  nomination  of  John  Strickler  to 
be  United  States  attorney  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  June  8.  1953.  A 
hearing  was  held  on  July  2,  1953,  and 
the  nomination  was  reported  to  the  Sen- 
ate on  July  13,  1953,  11  days  later. 

The  nomination  of  Richard  S.  Simp- 
son to  be  United  States  marshal  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  June  25.  1953. 
A  hearing  was  held  on  July  7.  1953.  and 
the  nomination  was  reported  on  July  13, 
1953. 

The  nomination  of  George  G.  Killen- 
ger  to  be  a  member  of  the  Parole  Board 
was  referred  to  the  committee  on  July 
23,  1953.  A  hearing  was  held  on  July 
30,  1953.  and  on  the  same  day  the  nomi- 
nation was  reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Peter  A.  Richmond 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  referred 
to  the  committee  on  July  30,  1953.  The 
Senate  adjourned  w^in  a  few  days,  so 
the  nomination  wd^again  referred  to 
the  committee  on  January  11,  1954.  A 
hearing  was  held  on  February  16,  1954, 
and  the  nomination  was  reported  to  the 
Senate  on  February  24,  1954,  8  days 
later. 

The  nomination  of  Walter  E.  Hoff- 
man was  referred  to  the  committee  on 
June  29,  1954.  A  hearing  was  held  on 
July  9,  1954.  and  the  nomination  was  re- 
ported on  July  13.  1954.  4  days  later. 

I  extend  to  the  Senators  from  Vir- 
ginia the  same  invitation  I  have  extend- 
ed to  other  Senators. 

I  come  now  to  the  State  of  Washing- 
ton. The  nomination  of  Harry  P.  Cain 
to  be  a  member  of  the  Subversive  Activ- 
ities Control  Board  was  sent  to  the  com- 
mittee on  April  10,  1953.  The  subcom- 
mittee heard  the  matter  on  April  21, 
1953.  Six  days  later  the  nomination  w£is 
reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Darrell  P.  Holmes, 
to  be  United  States  marshal,  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  May  1,  1953. 
The  subcommittee  heard  the  matter  on 
May  14,  1953.  Pour  days  later,  on  May 
18,  1953,  the  nomination  was  reported 
to  the  floor. 

The  nomination  of  William  B.  Par- 
sons to  be  United  States  marshal  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  May  1, 
1953.  The  committee  heard  the  matter 
of  May  14.  1953.  Four  days  later,  on 
May  18,  1953,  the  nomination  was  re- 
ported to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Nogi  A.  Asp  to  be 
chief  examiner.  Patent  OflBce,  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  June  8,  1953. 
The  hearing  was  held  on  July  2,  1953. 


Eleven  days  later,  on  July  13,  1953,  the 
nomination  was  reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  George  H.  Boldt  to 
be  United  States  district  Judge  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  June  10, 1953. 
On  July  2,  1953.  the  matter  was  heard  by 
the  subcommittee.  Eleven  days  later,  on 
July  13,  1953.  the  nomination  was  re- 
ported to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Harry  P.  Cain  to  be 
a  member  of  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Board  was  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee on  June  18.  1953.  No  hearing  was 
necessary,  since  his  record  had  been  gone 
over.  His  term  expired  on  June  18, 
1953.  On  July  30.  1953,  his  nomination 
was  reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  WiUiam  B.  Bantz 
to  be  United  States  attorney  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  July  21,  1953. 
Hearings  were  held,  and  on  the  same 
day,  July  30.  1953.  the  nomination  was 
reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Charles  P.  Mori- 
arty  to  be  United  States  attorney  was 
referred  to  the  committee  on  July  28. 
1953.  Thefull  commi  ttee  heard  the  mat- 
ter at  the  request  of  the  subcommittee. 
Two  days  later,  on  July  30,  ^953,  the 
nomination  was  reported  to  the  Senate. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the  two 
Senators  from  Washington  that  I  did  to 
the  Senators  from  the  other  States. 

I  now  come  to  the  State  of  West  Vir- 
ginia. 

The  nomination  of  Duncan  W.  Dau- 
gherty  to  be  United  States  attorney 
was  referred  to  the  committee  on  Janu- 
ary 11,  1954.  Objections  were  filed,  and 
hearings  were  held  on  February  26,  1954, 
and  March  19.  1954.  Ten  days  later,  on 
March  29,  1954,  the  nomination  was  re- 
ported to  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Herbert  S.  Bore- 
man  to  be  United  States  district  judge 
came  to  the  committee  on  June  22,  1954. 
Hearings  were  held  on  July  9.  1954.  Ten 
days  later  the  nomination  was  reported 
to  the  Senate. 

I  issue  the  same  invitations  to  the 
Senators  from  West  Virginia  that  I  ex- 
tended to  Senators  from  other  States. 

I  now  come  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

The  nomination  of  George  E.  Rapp  to 
be  United  States  attorney  came  to  the 
committee  on  January  11.  1954.  Hear- 
ings were  held  on  February  16  and  Feb- 
ruary 20,  1954.  On  February  24.  1954, 
the  nomination  was  reported  to  the 
Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Ray  H.  Schoonover 
to  be  United  States  marshal  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  March  4, 1954. 
Hearings  were  held  on  March  31,  1954, 
and  on  April  5,  1954,  the  nomination  was 
reported  to  the  Senate. 

I  issue  the  same  invitation  to  the  Sen- 
ators from  Wisconsin  that  I  issue  to  the 
Senators  from  all  the  other  States. 

I  come  now  to  the  State  of  Wyoming. 

The  nomination  of  John  F.  Raper,  Jr., 
to  be  United  States  attorney  reached  the 
committee  on  March  23,  1953.  A  hear- 
ing was  held  by  the  subcommittee  on 
April  2, 1953.  EUeven  days  later,  on  April 
13,  1953,  the  nomination  was  reported  to 
the  Senate. 

The  nomination  of  Noah  W.  RDey  to  be 
United  States  marshal  was  received  by 
the  committee  on  May  1.  1953.  Hear- 
ings were  h/^ld  by  the  subcommittee  oa 
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Maj  14. 1953.  Four  dajrs  later,  on  Maj 
18. 1953,  the  nomination  was  reported  to 
the  Senate. 

I  issue  the  same  Invitation  to  the 
Senators  from  Wycunlng  that  I  issue  to 
the  Senators  from  other  States. 

I  now  come  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska. 

The  nomination  of  Theodore  K  Mun- 
son  to  be  United  States  attorney  was 
received  from  the  President  by  the  com- 
mittee  on  July  29.  1954.  The  nomina- 
tion was  reported  to  the  Senate  on 
August  9, 1954. 

llie  President  sent  the  nmnination  of 
James  L.  McCarrey,  Jr.,  to  be  United 
States  district  attorney  to  the  committee 
on  January  11. 1954.  Hesuings  were  held 
on  February  4,  1954.  Objections  were 
filed  and  heard.  On  March  29. 1954.  the 
nomination  was  reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  President  sent  to  the  c(»nmittee 
the  nomination  of  William  T.  Plummer 
to  be  United  States  attorney  on  January 
11,  1954.  Objections  were  filed.  Hear- 
ings were  held  on  February  17. 1954.  On 
April  26.  1954.  the  nomination  was  re- 
ported to  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

The  President  sent  to  the  committee 
on  January  11,  1954,  the  nomination  of 
Claire  A.  Wilder  to  be  United  States 
marshal.  Hearings  were  held  on  Febru- 
ary 17.  1954.  Seven  days  later,  on  Feb- 
ruary 24.  1954.  the  nomination  was  re- 
ported to  the  Senate. 

The  President  sent  to  the  committee 
on  January  11.  1954.  the  nomination  of 
Fred  S,  Williamson  to  be  United  States 
marshal.  Hearings  were  held  on  Febru- 
ary 17.  1954,  and  7  days  later,  on  Febru- 
ary 24.  1954.  his  nomination  was  re- 
ported to  the  Senate. 

The  President  sent  to  the  committee 
on  January  11,  1954,  the  nomination  of 
Albert  F.  Dorsh  to  be  United  States 
marshal  The  subcommittee  held  hear- 
ings on  February  17,  1954.  Seven  days 
later,  on  February  24.  1954.  the  nomina- 
tion was  reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  President  sent  to  the  committee 
on  February  2,  1954.  the  nomination  of 
Walter  H.  Hodge  to  be  United  States 
district  Judge.  Hearings  were  held  on 
February  19. 1954.  On  February  24. 1954. 
the  nomination  was  reported  to  the 
Senate. 

The  President  sent  to  the  committee 
on  February  25,  1954,  the  nomination 
of  Theodore  F.  Stevens  to  be  United 
States  attorney.  Hearings  were  held  on 
March  12,  1954.  On  March  29.  1954, 
the  nomination  was  reported  to  the 
Senate. 

I  issue  to  the  Delegate  from  Alaska, 
Mr.  Bartlett,  the  same  invitation  I 
have  extended  to  Senators.  If  he  has 
not  had  prompt  action,  as  rapidly  as  the 
subcommittee  and  the  full  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  could  act.  I  wish  he  would 
say  so. 

I  come  now  to  the  District"  of  Co- 
Itmibia. 

The  President  sent  to  the  committee 
on  March  17,  1953,  the  nomination  of 
Leo  A.  Rover  to  be  United  States  attor- 
ney. Hearings  were  held  on  March  25, 
1953.  Objections  were  filed  and  objec- 
tions were  heard,  and  within  16  days, 
on  April  13.  1953.  the  nomination  was 
reported  to  the  Senate  floor. 

The  President  sent  to  the  committee 
on   July   23.    1953.   the   nomination   of 


Richard  A.  Chappell  to  be  a  member  of 
the  Parole  Board.  Hearings  were  held 
on  July  30,  1953.  before  the  full  com- 
mittee, and  on  the  same  day  the  nomi- 
nation was  reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  President  sent  to  the  committee 
on  April  5,  1954.  the  nomination  of  Mel- 
vin  H.  Friedman  to  be  Chief  Examiner, 
Patent  Office.  Hearings  were  held  on 
May  14. 1954.  Three  days  later,  on  May 
17,  1954,  the  nomination  was  reported  to 
the  Senate. 

I  issued  the  same  invitation  to  those 
interested  from  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia as  I  have  extended  to  other  Senators 
from  States. 

I  come  now  to  the  Territory  of  Ha- 
waii. The  nomination  of  Albert  M.  Felix, 
to  be  United  States  circuit  judge,  was 
received  by  the  committee  on  July  28, 

1953.  Objections  were  filed.  The  sub- 
committee has  been  holding  hearings 
ever  since,  and  is  still  hearing  witnesses. 

The  President  sent  to  the  committee 
on  January  1,  1954,  the  nomination  of 
Harry  R.  Hewitt,  to  be  United  States 
circuit  judge.  The  subcommittee  heard 
him  on  February  5,  1954.  Some  com- 
plaints were  filed.  The  committee  re- 
ported the  nomination  on  February  5, 
1954. 

The  President  sent  to  the  committee 
on  January  11.  1954,  the  nomination  of 
Calvin  C.  McGregor,  to  be  United  States 
circuit  judge.  Hearings  were  held  on 
February  5,  1954.  Three  days  later,  on 
February  8,  1954,  his  nomination  was 
reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  President  sent  to  the  commitee 
on  January  13,  1954,  the  nomination  of 
Frank  McKinley,  to  be  United  States 
district  judge.  Hearings  were  held  on 
February  5.  1954.  A  thorough  investi- 
gation was  made.  Some  complaints  had 
been  filed.  They  were  found  to  be  with- 
out foundation.  The  nomination  was 
reported  to  the  Senate  on  April  26,  1954. 

The  President  sent  to  the  committee 
on  April  14,  1954,  the  nomination  of 
Thomas  R.  Clark  to  be  United  States 
marshal.  Hearings  were  held  on  May 
14.  1954.    Three  days  later,  on  May  17, 

1954,  the  nomination  was  reported  to 
the  Senate. 

The  President  sent  to  the  committee 
on  July  28,  1954,  the  nomination  of  Louis 
B.  Blissard  to  be  United  States  attorney. 
The  full  committee  had  a  hearing  on 
August  5,  1954,  and  on  the  same  day  the 
nomination  was  reported  by  the  full  com- 
mittee. 

I  have  taken  the  time  of  the  Senate 
to  go  into  the  matter  thoroughly.  I  be- 
lieve it  was  worth  taking  the  hour  and 
a  half  or  so  that  it  took,  because  when 
stories  of  that  kind  are  printed  in  news- 
papers they  are  a  reflection  upon  every 
member  of  the  committee. 

I  wish  to  say  that  it  is  a  great  pleasure 
for  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to 
say  that  he  has  had  the  active  coopera- 
tion of  the  members  of  the  committee. 
There  has  betsn  no  horse  trading  or  poli- 
tics. It  is  just  a  matter  of  realizing,  as 
was  true  2  years  ago,  when  the  distin- 
giUshed  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carran]  was  chairman  of  the  committee, 
that  54  percent  of  all  the  bills  introduced 
in  the  Senate  are  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  and  checked  by 
it.      The    former    able    chairmjin    of 


the  committee,  the  Senator  from  Nevada, 
himself  told  me  many,  many  times  that 
he  spent  many  extra  hours  going  over 
FBI  reports. 

I  wish  to  tell  the  Senate  that  it  is  a 
terrific  job  for  the  chairman  of  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee  to  have  to  analyze 
F^I  reports  on  United  States  marshals. 
district  judges,  and  United  States  at- 
torneys. The  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee has  to  spend  many  nights  going  over 
the  FBI  reports  and  examining  them  in 
detail.  Under  the  rule,  only  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  can  see  the  FBI 
reports.  He  has  to  be  ready  to  answer 
any  questions  which  may  be  asked  by 
any  members  of  the  subcommittee  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee  or  by  any  member 
of  the  full  committee.  I  well  remember 
that  when  the  senior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada was  chairman  of  the  comonittee,  he 
had  to  go  to  the  hospital  at  one  time, 
because  of  overwork  as  chairman. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  tried  to  be  a  good 
chairman  of  the  committee,  and  I  have 
tried  to  follow  in  the  footsteps  of  the 
able  chairmen  who  have  preceded  me. 
Ever  since  taking  my  oath  of  office  as 
a  Senator.  I  have  done  my  best  to  do 
my  duty  in  all  ways;  and  ever  since  I 
have  had  responsibility  of  chairman  on 
the  Judiciary  Committee,  I  have  followed 
out  my  firm  determination  never  to 
"blackjack"  any  nomination. 

Of  cour.se.  Mr.  President,  it  Is  easy  for 
articles  of  that  sort  to  be  published  by 
newspapers  such  as  the  Fargo  Forum, 
whose  policy  for  years  has  been  to  lie 
and  lie  and  keep  on  lying  about  me  in 
the  hope  that  ultimately  some  of  the 
people  of  North  Dakota  would  believe 
some  of  the  lies.  That  was  the  policy 
of  that  newspaper  when  I  was  governor 
of  North  Dakota,  and  it  has  continued 
to  be  its  policy  ever  since  I  have  been 
in  the  United  States  Senate.  But  such 
articles  reflect  upon  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee and,  in  fact,  upon  the  entire  Sen- 
ate, for  they  imply  that  the  Senate  would 
tolerate  a  condition  of  the  sort  referred 
to  in  the  article,  in  case  such  a  condi- 
tion actually  did  exist.  As  far  as  I  am 
personally  concerned  I  doubt  whether 
many  North  Dakotans  would  believe 
them  anyhow. 

Mr.  President.  I  believe  it  has  been 
well  worth  while  for  me  to  use  the  hour 
and  one-half  I  have  taken  at  this  time 
to  place  in  the  Record  ample  and  com- 
plete proof  of  the  actual  conduct  of  the 
committee.  It  shows  that  the  news- 
paper did  not  tell  the  truth.  I  do  not 
have  the  least  doubt  that  some  of  my 
colleagues  have  experienced  similar  at- 
tacks when  they  have  been  candidates 
for  office,  or  after  they  have  been  elected, 
even  though  they  have  been  trj-ing  to 
do  their  duty  and  to  live  up  to  their  oath 
of  office. 

I  wish  to  say  that  so  long  as  I  am  a 
Member  of  the  Senate — whether  I  serve 
as  chairman  of  a  committee  or  as  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  without  a  com- 
mittee chairmanship — I  shall  owe  no 
allegiance  to  any  newspaper  in  North 
Dakota  or  to  any  political  boss  in  North 
Dakota.  Everything  I  do  will  be  done 
in  the  interest  of  the  rank  and  file  of 
the  people  of  North  Dakota  and,  like- 
wise, in  the  interest  of  the  entire  Na- 
tion.    If  the  time  ever  comes  when  I 
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cannot  do  that,  Mr.  President,  I  will  hand 
in  my  resignation,  and  will  walk  out  of 
this  Chamber  with  my  head  up  and  my 
chest  out,  knowing  that  I  have  never 
violated  my  oath  of  oflBce  and  never 
have  made  a  deal  or  done  anything  else 
which  would  in  any  way  reflect  upon 
the  honor  and  integri';y  either  of  myself 
or  of  any  other  Member  of  the  United 
States  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  apologize  to  the  Sen- 
ate for  having  taken  this  much  time, 
during  the  closing  hoars  of  the  session; 
but  I  believe  that  such  a  dirty,  filthy, 
despicable  attack  upon  a  Member  of  the 
United  States  Senate  :ind  upon  the  Sen- 
ate Committee  on  the  Judiciary  and 
upon  the  Senate  itself  should  not  go 
unchallenged  or  unanswered. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
sure  every  Member  ol'  the  Senate  com- 
mends the  eminent  senior  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  for  tht?  remarks  he  has 
made  on  a  question  of  personal  privilege, 
and  for  presenting  in  so  detailed  a  way 
the  most  devastating  defense  and  refu- 
tation of  unfounded  and  biased  charges 
that  it  has  ever  been  my  privilege  to 
hear.  I  desire  to  than:<  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  for  doing  it. 


COAL    AND    ITS     DdPORTANCE    TO 
THE    NATION 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  modem 
propress  and  our  expanding  economy 
have  resulted  in  many  profound  changes 
atlecting  our  natural  :-esources.  Among 
these  is  coal.  The  Kreat  coalfields  of 
Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia,  and  Ohio 
are  having  serious  economic  difficulties. 
Coal  has  been  heavily  replaced  by  gas 
and  oil.  Regardless  of  this,  coal  is  still 
a  most  vital  element  in  the  American 
economy. 

We  do  not  want  a  governmental  sub- 
sidy for  coal,  but  everything  possible 
should  be  done  to  aid  this  industry  dur- 
ing these  heavy  declines  in  the  use  of 
coal. 

The  Government  can  help  at  the  local. 
State,  and  Federal  le^•els  by  more  favor- 
able tax  laws. 

The  present  importition  of  oil  in  great 
quantities  should  be  given  the  most  care- 
ful scrutiny  by  our  Government. 

There  should  also  be  governmental 
studies  toward  reducing  the  objection  to 
the  use  of  coal  as  a  household  fuel  be- 
cause of  smoke  and  ashes. 

If  the  time  should  come  when  we  are 
cut  off  from  other  parts  of  the  world, 
it  will  be  necessary  for  us  to  deijend  upon 
coal.  The  Pittsburgh  Sun-Telegraph 
recently  published  a  very  fine  editorial 
on  the  subject  of  coal.  The  editorial  is 
entitled  'Old  King  Coal,"  and  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  it  be  printed  in  the 
Record  as  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows; 

Old  King  Coal 

The  great  Pennsylvar  la  coalflelds.  once  a 
beehive  of  wealth,  are  In  serious  economic 
difficulties. 

There  have  been  hetivy  declines  In  pro- 
duction, both  in  the  bituminous  areas  of 
western  Pennsylvania  a  ad  In  the  anthracite 
district  In  the  northeast. 

The  markets  for  coal  have  been  narrowing. 


The  competing  fuels — gas  and  oil.  smoke- 
lesB  and  ash  free — have  taken  over  most  of 
the  domestic  heating  market. 

The  railroads  have  scrapped  their  steam 
locomotives  and  gone  to  dlesel   power. 

There  must  be  something  tragic  to  the 
men  of  the  mines,  both  In  management  and 
labor.  In  the  dally  spectacle  of  trains  of  coal 
moving  to  the  market  behind  dlesel  engines. 

But  that  is  the  stern  verdict  of  compe- 
tition. 

Coal,  still  one  of  the  Nation's  richest 
soxirces  of  energy  and  wealth,  must  step 
aside  until  more  eflBclent  means  are  found 
to  unlock  its  potential  power. 

Coal  remains  a  foundation  stone  of  the 
Nation's  economy.  It  was  the  principal 
source  of  power  in  two  world  wars.  Until 
the  atom  is  developed  as  a  practical  source 
of  Industrial  energy,  or  until  some  new 
power  source  Is  found,  coal  will  remain  the 
Nation's  fuel  reserve. 

But  what  happens  In  the  meantime?  If 
coal  production  is  restricted  to  a  point  where 
numerous  pits  are  closed,  towns  abandoned 
and  miners  move  Into  other  activities.  King 
Coal  will  not  be  roused  so  easily  from  bis 
slumbers. 

If  a  new  national  emergency  should  arise 
that  would  block  the  ocean  lanes  to  the 
heavily-laden  tankers  that  now  move  un- 
molested upon  the  face  of  the  seven  seas, 
then  the  cry  would  echo  for  King  Coal 
among  the  abandoned  caverns  of  his  realm. 

The  job  of  clearing  those  dripping  slate- 
clogged  entries  quickly  with  partially  un- 
trained men  would  not  be  easy. 

It  Is  easy  to  blame  this  condition  on  some- 
one— on  the  mine  workers  for  forcing  their 
wage  scale  to  a  point  where  they  priced 
themselves  out  of  the  market,  on  manage- 
ment for  failure  to  do  a  better  planning  and 
Belling  Job,  or  on  Government  for  lacking 
wisdom  In  its  directives. 

But  the  basic  fact  is  that  the  coal  indus- 
try is  one  of  the  great  defense  bastions  of 
the  Nation  and  must  be  preserved  In  good 
operating  condition. 

To  do  less  Is  to  trifle  with  disaster. 

The  Government  subsidy  method  has  been 
suggested  but  not  too  much  faith  Is  to  be 
placed  In  It.  Not  after  the  mess  It  has  made 
In  agriculture. 

The  future  for  coal  is  much  more  likely 
to  be  determined  by  cooperative  efforts  to 
find  new  and  more  efHcient  uses  for  the 
product — in  the  world  of  chemistry. 

Coal  can  be  transformed  through  the 
miracles  of  science  Into  almost  any  one  of 
the  combinations  of  carbon  with  the  other 
elements. 

It  can  be  transformed  Into  a  liquid  or  a 
gas. 

The  gasification  of  coal  In  the  Pittsburgh 
district  has  been  studied. 

It  Is  time  that  the  scientific  advances  in 
this  field  are  applied  by  the  business  world 
if  King  Coal  Is  to  waken  again  to  the  blasts 
of  the  works  whistle. 


REGULATION  ON  TRADING  IN 
COFFEE 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  to  point  to  the  refusal  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  take  any  action 
on  either  of  two  bills  which  have  been 
unanimously  passed  by  the  Senate. 
Both  these  bills  have  an  identical  pur- 
pose. That  purpose  is  as  simple  as  the 
English  language  can  state  it:  To  place 
trading  in  coffee  under  the  regulations 
of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Authority. 

It  is  a  rare  occurrence,  Mr.  President, 
that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  has 
to  pass  two  separate  bills  in  order  to 
achieve  the  same  purpose,  but  it  is  an 
even   rarer   occurrence   for    the   other 


House  to  fail  to  take  any  action  on  either 
of  them. 

I  believe  It  is  completely  unprece- 
dented for  the  Senate  to  pass  a  House 
bill,  after  adding  an  amendment  of  its 
own.  only  to  have  the  bill  return  to  the 
House  and  lie  on  the  Speakers'  table, 
waiting  to  die  at  the  end  of  the  session. 
Yet  this  is  what  has  happened. 

In  a  nutshell  these  are  the  facts:  In 
1949  and  1950,  a  Senate  subcommittee 
of  which  I  was  chairman,  and  which  was 
established  to  investigate  price  spreads 
in  foods  and  fibers,  made  an  exhaustive 
study  of  coffee  prices  and  the  specula- 
tive rise  of  those  prices  to  our  consum- 
ing public  in  late  1949.  It  was  evident 
to  our  subcommittee  that  manipulators 
dealing  in  futures  on  the  coffee  exchange 
were  mulcting  the  American  consumers 
out  of  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars. 
We  made  our  repwrt  to  the  Senate  in 
August  1950.  with  recommendations  for 
legislative  and  administrative  remedies. 

One  of  our  recommendations  was  that 
the  Commodity  Exchange  Act  be  amend- 
ed so  as  to  include  coffee  among  the  list 
of  commodities  subject  to  regulation 
under  that  act.  I  introduced  proposed 
legislation  to  that  effect,  but  it  was  not 
acted  on. 

Early  last  year  I  again  introduced 
proposed  legislation,  S.  1386.  having 
this  purpose.  Early  this  year  the  Sen- 
ate unanimously  passed  that  bill.  It  was 
messaged  to  the  House  and  was  referred 
to  the  House  Agriculture  Committee;  but 
there  it  has  rested  until  this  day. 

After  waiting  what  seemed  an  ade- 
quate time  for  tw:tion  by  the  House,  I 
addressed  to  the  chairman  of  the  House 
Agriculture  Committee.  Hon.  Clutord 
Hope,  a  letter  urging  that  action  be 
taken  because  of  the  reported  prospect 
of  still  another  gouge  of  the  American 
consumer  on  top  of  those  to  which  he 
had  already  been  subjected.  Chairman 
Hope  replied  that  his  committee  was  very 
much  involved  with  general  farm  legis- 
lation and  did  not  know  when  it  would 
reach  Senate  bill  1386.  The  House  later 
passed  the  general  farm  bill;  and  weeks 
passed,  but  without  action  on  Senate 
bill  1386. 

Then  the  House  passed  another  bill, 
H.  R.  6435,  designed  to  bring  onions 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act.  When  that  bill  was  re- 
ported to  the  Senate  by  our  Agriculture 
Committee,  I  offered  to  it  an  amendment 
to  add  the  word  "coffee,"  thus  bringing 
both  onions  and  coffee  within  the  provi- 
sions of  the  £u:t.  This  amendment  was 
unanimously  approved  by  the  Senate. 
The  bill  was  returned  to  the  House,  and 
there  it  has  reposed  since  that  time. 

If  there  had  ever  been  any  doubt  in 
anyone's  mind  that  trading  in  coffee  fu- 
tures needed  to  be  made  subject  to  regu- 
latory supervision  by  the  Federal  Gtov- 
ernment,  such  doubt  must  have  been 
wholly  dispelled  by  the  report  published 
on  July  30,  1954,  by  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission. 

I  have  before  me  a  copy  of  that  report, 
entitled  "Federal  Trade  Commission. 
Economic  Report  of  the  Investigation  of 
Coffee  Prices,  Summary  and  Conclu- 
sions, July  30,  1954." 

In  passing,  Mr.  President,  let  me  note 
that  on  January  23.  1954,  in  a  letter  to 
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the  Honorable  James  M.  Mead,  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
I  urged  that  the  Commission  investigate 
the  operation  of  the  Instrumentalities 
engaged  in  the  importation  and  distribu- 
tion of  coffee  In  the  United  States  and 
bring  its  valuable  machinery  into  ac- 
tion for  the  purposes  of  aiding  and  pro- 
tecting the  American  people  from  any 
tmreasonable  or  imjustifled  burdens  In 
cozmection  with  the  great  increases  in 
coffee  prices. 

The  report  from  the  FTC  shows  that 
oa  January  26.  1954,  the  Commission 
adopted  a  resolution  directing  that  a 
comprehensive  investigation  be  under- 
taken with  respect  to  the  coffee  industry. 

The  summary  and  conclusions  of  the 
report  on  this  investigation  are  now  be- 
fore us.  I  call  particular  attention  to 
that  section  of  the  report  beginning  on 
page  19,  entitled  "The  New  York  Coffee 
and  Sugar  Exchange  and  the  Coffee  Price 
Spiral.''  and  to  the  section  beginning  on 
page  38.  "Exchange  Operations."  I  defy 
anyone  reading  these  sections  to  reach 
any  other  conclusion  than  that  certain 
practices  now  permitted  in  this  exchange 
must,  without  further  delay,  be  corrected, 
and  that  the  trading  in  coffee  futures 
must,  at  this  session  of  Congress,  be 
placed  under  regulation  by  the  Com- 
modity Exchange  Authority. 

For  example,  on  page  28  we  find  the 
following  paragraph: 

An  examination  of  trading  on  the  New 
Tork  Ck>ffee  and  Sugar  Exchange  reveals 
many  respects  in  which  the  behavior  of  the 
exchange  falls  to  satisfy  the  standards  re- 
quired for  a  freely  oompetltive  and  broadly 
baaed  futures  market.  The  total  volimie  of 
trading  In  the  market  has  been  quite  small, 
for  the  domestic  and  International  coffee 
trade  makes  relatively  little  viae  of  the  mar- . 
ket  in  carrying  on  their  trade  operations. 
Indeed.  It  may  be  said  that  the  most  con- 
sistent use  of  the  market  is  by  Brazilians, 
and  that,  except  for  the  upward  price  move- 
ment whose  pattern  has  Just  been  described, 
tke  tjrpieal  pattern  of  behavior  by  Brazilian 
aocoimts  has  been  to  take  a  long  position  In 
a  distant  future  and  transfer  to  a  more  dis- 
tant future  when  that  contract  becomes  a 
near  future  In  order  to  profit  by  the  rise 
In  price  as  the  distant  futures  approach 
maturity. 

Further  quoting,  from  page  29: 
The  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange 
has  permitted  certain  practices  which  are 
act  conducive  to  a  competitive,  orderly,  and 
serviceable  futures  market.  Officials  of  the 
New  Tork  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange  have 
opposed  In  hearings  before  the  Congress  at- 
tempts to  place  It  under  gov«'nmental  regu- 
lation, asserting  that  the  exchange's  mecha- 
nism for  self-regulation  is  adeqxiate  and 
renders  Qovemment  regulation  unnecessary. 
Bowever,  the  FMeral  Trade  Commission's  In- 
vestigaUon  disclosed  that  the  rules  and  regu- 
lations In  some  Instances  are  loosely  drawn, 
•uaceptlhle  to  abuses,  and  Improperly  i)ollced. 

Z  shall  not  read  more  of  the  report  to 
the  Senate.  It  is  available  to  any  Mem- 
ber. SufBce  it  to  say  that  this  Investiga- 
tion in  1954  confirms  in  every  respect 
the  investigation  made  by  our  Senate 
subctHnmittee  4^  years  ago.  and  also 
furnishes  additional  up-to-date  infor- 
mation to  which  of  course  we  did  not 
have  access  in  1949  or  1950. 

But  what  has  happened  in  the  interim 
between  the  publication  of  our  Senate 
Agriculture  Committee  report  in  August 


1950  and  the  publication  of  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  report  in  July  1954? 
The  American  consuming  public  has 
been  gouged,  and  gouged  repeatedly,  by 
a  small,  powerful  group  of  gamblers, 
speculators,  and  manipulators,  both  here 
and  abroad,  in  amounts  so  enormous  as 
to  Stagger  the  imagination  of  even  those 
of  us  who  have  grown  accustomed  to 
astronomical  figures  in  our  budgets  or 
appropriations  bills. 

If  American  farmers,  or  indeed  any 
other  segment  of  American  life,  had  re- 
ceived subsidies  in  the  past  4  years 
comparable  to  the  sums  which  have  been 
extracted  from  the  American  consumer 
by  the  coffee  racket,  the  newspapers 
would  have  treated  it  as  a  national  scan- 
dal far  overshadowing  any  of  those  that 
have  received  so  much  attention  in  re- 
cent years. 

It  is  reliably  estimated  that  consump- 
tion of  coffee  in  the  United  States  runs 
close  to  3  billion  pounds  a  year.  When 
we  figure  what  the  rise  of  1  cent  per 
pound  costs  the  American  people,  we 
have  some  appreciation  of  what  manipu- 
lations bringing  about  price  rises  of  50 
cents  per  pound  or  more  have  cost  us. 

Enough  is  enough,  Mr.  President. 
The  Congress  of  the  United  States  will 
stand  charged  with  dereliction  in  its 
solemn  duties  if  we  allow  this  session 
to  end  without  having  taken  at  least  the 
very  minimum  step  necessary  to  prevent 
continued  raids  on  our  consumers  to  go 
unchecked. 

No  one  is  so  foolish  as  to  pretend  that 
placing  coffee  trading  under  the  Com- 
modity Exchange  Act  is  going  to  recoup 
the  enormous  losses  caused  by  the  cof- 
fee gamblers  in  tlie  past  4  years  or  mere. 
Nor  does  anyone  claim  that  such  action 
is  suflBcient  to  prevent  repeated  recur- 
rence of  these  unconscionable  raids.  "We 
cannot  legislate  here  to  control  what 
happens  abroad.  But  we  can  legislate 
here  for  what  happens  at  home.  That 
we  have  not  done.  That  we  must  do. 
The  Senate  has  acted,  not  once,  but 
twice,  in  the  present  session.  What  are 
the  American  people  going  to  ask  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  if  that  body  refuses 
to  take  even  this  first  step  in  the  pro- 
tection of  their  pocketbooks? 

First.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  repeat 
certain  recommendations :  When  the  tax 
bill  was  before  the  Finance  Committee 
of  the  Senate,  I  introduced  an  amend- 
ment to  place  a  30-percent  tax  on  the 
capital  gains  of  nonresident  alien  traders 
on  our  commodity  exchanges,  because  I 
believed  the  Congress  should  not  permit 
a  continuation  of  the  practice  that  has 
developed  of  allowing  foreign  speculators 
to  use  our  exchanges  for  their  own  bene- 
fit without  paying  any  tax  to  the  United 
States  Government  on  their  gains.  Un- 
fortunately, the  Finance  Committee  did 
not  see  fit  to  include  this  amendment  in 
the  bill.  That  step  will  apparently  have 
to  wait  until  a  later  time. 

Second.  But,  Mr.  President,  the  imme- 
diate step  to  take  is  final  adoption  of 
the  bill  placing  coffee  under  the  Com- 
modity Exchange  Act. 

Third.  In  addition,  I  strongly  urge 
that  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  re- 
port to  the  Department  of  Justice  for 
prosecution  any  violations  of  existing 
law  which  they  may  have  discovered  dur- 
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Ing  their  investigation.  We  cannot  re- 
cover the  vast  sums  already  taken  from 
us  by  these  gamblers,  but  we  can  see 
to  it  that  those  among  them  who  have 
violated  the  law  are  tried,  convicted,  and 
punished  to  the  full  extent  of  the  law. 

Our  1950  report  made  a  number  of 
recommendations  which,  had  they  been 
acted  upon,  would  in  my  opinion  have 
made  it  impossible  for  the  coffee  gam- 
blers to  carry  out  the  immensely  prof- 
itable manpulation  of  coffee  prices  which 
they  accomplLshed  last  December  and 
January — and  from  which,  I  add,  they 
are  still  profiting.  Whether  by  traders 
or  roasters  or  those  who  have  any  other 
function  in  the  coffee  business,  enormous 
profits  have  been  made  from  this  latest 
raid,  profits  which  are  in  addition  to  the 
earlier  sums  taken  in  the  great  specula- 
tive raid  of  1949-50. 

We  have  had  enough,  Mr.  President. 
The  American  people  have  had  enough. 

1  earnestly  hope  that  the  leadership  of 
the  House  will  see  fit  to  follow  the  lead 
taken  by  the  Senate  in  this  matter. 
Only  a  few  days  are  left  in  the  present 
session,  but  they  are  enough  to  afford  the 
House  ample  time  to  pass  one  or  the 
other  of  the  two  bills  now  pending  there 
for  putting  coffee  under  Government 
regulation.  Are  they  waiting  for  an- 
other round  in  the  seemingly  endless 
game  of  gouging  the  American  con- 
sumer? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Payne  in  the  chair).  The  Senator  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Is  it  not  cor- 
rect that  we  are  now  proceeding  in  the 
morning  hour  with  speeches  limited  to 

2  minutes? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California,  the  majority 
leader,  had  made  a  prior  statement  to 
the  effect  that  following  a  quorum  call, 
the  morning  business  would  be  in  order! 
The  quorum  call  has  not  been  had. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  JENNER.     Mr.  President — ^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will 
the  Senator  withhold  his  request  for  the 
quorum  call  and  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Indiana? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  will  withhold 
my  request  for  the  time  being,  and  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 


LANDS- 


GREETINGS  TO  GERMAN 
MANNSCHAFT 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent. Mr.  President,  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  statement  of  congratu- 
lations to  the  Sudeten  German  Lands- 
maruischaf  t  on  the  occasion  of  its  armual 
gathering  at  Munich. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statebient  bt  Senator  Jcnnix  on  Occasion 
OP    Annual     Meeting,     Sudeten     Qekman 
Landsmannschait,  Munich,  Mat  19(4 
It  gives  me  great  pleasure  to  send  greet- 
ings  to   the   Sudeten   German    Landsmann- 
schait on  the  occasion  of  their  annual  (lather- 
ing. ' 
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In  this  world  struggle  between  Conamunlat 
materlaUsm  and  the  spliltual  powers  of  men, 
you  stand  on  the  frontier.  You  have  felt 
the  full  fury  of  Communlflt  brutality.  Your 
whole  people  were  roUBc>d  In  the  middle  of 
the  night  and  driven  frsm  their  homes  and 
their  beloved  homeland,  with  not  much  more 
than  the  clothes  on  their  backs,  and  the  few 
possessions  they  could  carry  In  their  bands. 

Why  did  the  Soviet  leitders  know  that  you 
must  be  driven  from  your  homes.  If  the 
Soviet  design  for  the  postwar  world  was  to 
prevail?  The  Soviet  leaders  knew  that  you 
belonged  among  those  who  opposed  commu- 
nism completely  and  clearly,  with  the  fuU 
energies  of  your  minds  und  your  hearts,  be- 
cause you  were  dedlcf  ted  to  a  spiritual 
Ideal — a  Arm  belief  that  men  were  not  com- 
binations of  potassium  and  sodium,  and 
oxygen,  to  be  weighed  only  by  material 
tests.  You  knew  the  one  thing  needful — 
that  human  beings  poss<;ss  that  little  spark 
of  spiritual  energy  which  we  caU  the  soul. 

The  Communists  are  not  afraid  of  people 
with  lukewarm  Ideas  about  goodness,  or  free- 
dom, or  welfare.  People  with  lukewarm  Ideas 
are  putty  In  their  handi;.  The  Communists 
have  learned  to  exploit  e.ery  device  of  pres- 
ent-day psychological  knowledge  to  manipu- 
late men's  minds.  The  only  people  the  Com- 
munists fear  are  those  with  a  firm  belief  In 
the  innate  dignity  and  spiritual  value  of  man 
and  In  a  universe  guided  by  a  Power  greater 
than  any  human  t>elng. 

How  clever  the  Communists  are  to  encour- 
age and  make  use  of  tho  softheaded,  while 
they  fight  Incessantly  to  destroy  those  who 
hold  an  unbreakable  conviction  of  devotion 
to  what  Is  right. 

The  Soviet  leaders  set  up  their  schemes  for 
the  postwar  world  long  before  the  war  In  Eu- 
rope was  ended.  They  needed  a  Europe  that 
was  either  Communist  or  weak.  They 
needed  to  push  the  So\iet  borders  as  far 
westward  as  possible,  to  sdd  to  the  vast  dis- 
tances which  had  destroyed  the  armies  of 
Napoleon  and  of  Hitler.  They  needed  to  set 
up  weak,  or  docile,  or  confused  government* 
in  a  wide  area  about  thi-lr  own  borders — a 
political  no  man's  land  like  the  desolate 
stretches  Just  behind  their  barbed-wire 
borders.  They  needed  tc  move  as  close  as 
pos.sible  to  the  Atlantic  nations,  so  that  every 
planned  step  In  the  war  of  nerves  would 
strike  directly  against  the  western  nations, 
who  used  to  be  cushlone<l  against  Commu- 
nist pressures  by  the  broiid  aone  of  Central 
Europe. 

The  Communists  also  needed  non-Rtisslan 
allies  whose  pro-Communist  nationals  could 
be  sent  to  Western  EMro]>e  and  the  United 
States,  to  Infiltrate  our  antl-Communlst 
agencies  here  and  abroad  and  reduce  Ameri- 
can psychological  warfare  to  Impotence. 

One  precept  guided  aU  their  tactics— klU 
or  drive  out  the  hard  core  of  antl-Commu- 
nlsts  in  Central  Europe  ard  we  shall  have  no 
trouble  taking  over  the  rest. 

The  brutal  determination  with  which  after 
the  war  the  Communist  leaders  Insisted 
refugees  from  the  Soviet  IL'nlon  must  be  sent 
back  as  deserters  was  cut  from  the  same 
cloth  as  the  expulsion  of  the  Sudeten  Ger- 
mans. They  knew  if  they  could  kill  or  drive 
out  the  men  of  firm  principle,  the  soft- 
headed and  the  ambitious  would  do  their 
work  for  them. 

You  were  driven  from  your  homes,  but 
your  spirit  was  not  quenched.  Even  in  exile 
you  formed  your  own  flgt.tlng  organization. 
You  made  yourselves  a  force  for  antlcom- 
munism  even  when  you  nad  no  homeland. 
And  you  helped  all  Europe  and  the  United 
States  by  your  brave  refusal  to  permit  Com- 
munist agents  and  their  hirelings  to  get  a 
foothold  among  the  refugees. 

It  would  be  hazardous  to  make  any  con- 
rrete  prophecies  about  what  Is  ahead  of  us. 
But  principles  are  timeless.  The  struggle 
between  materlall.sm  and  the  world  of  spirit- 
ual values  must  go  on  until  It  Is  settled  one 
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way  or  the  other.  Men  cannot  live  half 
spiritual  beings  and  half  cringing  slaves, 
ready,  like  Pavlov's  dogs,  to  obey  every  con- 
ditioned reflex  their  mastera  have  taught 
them. 

I  wish  for  you  continuing  success  In  your 
chosen  task  of  reaffirming  the  Ideals  by 
which  men  mtist  live,  and  In  keeping  your 
actions  as  a  group  dedicated  to  that  higher 
moral  purpose.  1  hope  we  shall  all  soon  see 
the  day  when  the  people  of  Europe,  of  Russia, 
of  Asia,  of  Africa,  and  of  the  Americas,  can 
live  happily  In  their  own  homelands,  un- 
afraid because  they  are  one  in  their  faith  in 
things  of  the  spirit. 


THE  FIPTH  COLUMN  MUST  GO- 
ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  JENNER 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent. Mr.  President,  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  sp>eech  made  by  me  in 
Springfield,  Ohio,  on  April  29.  1954. 

This  speech  points  out  that  the  Com- 
munist organization  can  be  understood 
only  if  we  recognize  the  three  types  of 
which  it  is  composed:  First,  the 
trained  professional  Communists;  sec- 
ond, the  dupes  of  Communist  brain- 
washing propaganda;  and  third,  the 
"collaborators."  so-called  Americans  who 
do  not  believe  in  the  Communist  ideology 
but  are  willing  to  make  deals  with  it  for 
the  sake  of  power,  publicity,  or  finan- 
cial gain. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  speech 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


H  CoLiTMN  Must  Go 


■Ti 

It  Is  a  plHHire  and  a  privilege  for  me  to 
come  here  tonight  to  a  neighbor  State  of  my 
own  Stat*  of  Indiana,  part  of  the  happy 
valley  where  so  much  of  American  history 
has  been  made. 

My  work  In  Congress  has  brought  me  Into 
close  contact  with  the  fine  men  whom  the 
State  of  Ohio  sends  to  Washington,  to  speak 
for  Its  people  on  matters  which  concern  the 
national  Interest. 

One  of  Ohio's  most  distinguished  sons. 
Robert  Alonzo  Taft,  was  a  foremost  spokes- 
man In  Congress  In  a  time  of  doubt  for  the 
American  Ideals  of  devotion  to  liberty,  to 
Justice,  and  to  the  spirit  of  the  law.  He  had 
a  scholar's  knowledge  of  the  long  and  bitter 
struggles  which  brave  men  had  waged  against 
would-be  tyrants,  before  these  Ideals  could 
be  made  the  keystone  of  a  new  form  of 
government — American  constitutional  lib- 
erty. Senator  Taft  fought  with  all  his  Intel- 
lect and  courage  against  those  who  were  try- 
ing to  undermine  that  great  achievement, 
even  In  the  very  Capital  of  our  Nation. 

Another  Senator  from  your  State,  John 
Buciuat.  has  carried  on  a  valiant  fight  to 
preserve  otir  heritage  of  liberty  under  law 
from  erosion  by  endless  waves  of  treaties  and 
agreements,  made  In  the  secret  recesses  of 
the  new  bureaucracy,  which  operates  free 
from  the  checks  set  up  in  our  Constitution. 
Sixty  Members  of  the  United  States  Senate 
voted  for  Senator  George's  adaptation  of  the 
Brlcker  amendments  to  put  treaty-made  law 
back  under  the  Constitution. 

Your  Representative  from  this  district, 
CtAEENCE  Brown,  has  had  a  career  of  great 
distinction  In  the  House  of  Representatives. 
Much  of  his  work  has  been  In  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee, and  there  Is  no  more  powerful  com- 
mittee In  the  House  of  Representatives. 
There  he  has  been  concerned  not  so  much 
with  particular  legislative  battles  but  with 
the  programing  of  the  work  of  the  House 
throughout  the  year.  His  chief  contribution 
is  not  made  In  the  public  view,  but  In  the 
dally  grind  of  committee  meetings.  It  Is  Im- 
portant, in  enabling  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives to  pick  the  best  out  of  the  mass  of 


legislative  propoaals  which  la  dropped  Into 
the  hopper  every  year. 

Paaslng  laws  is,  however,  only  a  small  part 
of  our  task.  Tonight  I  want  to  speak  about 
the  investigating  powers  of  Congress.  Before 
we  can  pass  laws,  we  must  seek  out  whatever 
information  we  can  And.  It  la  also  our  duty 
to  report  that  information  to  you,  so  that 
you  will  know  what  problems  the  country 
faces,  and  how  we  can  best  meet  them.  That 
thorough  investigation  of  national  problems 
is  what  congressional  conmiitteea  are  set  up 
to  do. 

Even  In  ordinary  times  the  information 
gathered  by  congressional  committees  is  of 
great  importance.  In  times  of  crises  the 
power  of  your  representatives  in  Congreaa 
fully  to  explore  any  threat  to  our  security 
may  make  the  difference  between  siurival 
and  destruction. 

The  United  States  is  engaged  today  in  a 
world  conflict  unlike  any  struggle  in  past 
history.  This  conflict  Is  in  Itself  a  aeries  of 
wars.  The  flght  is  not  over  land  hunger  or 
rival  dynasties  or  conflicting  creeds.  Thia 
conflict  is  to  decide  what  kind  of  creatiu-es 
human  beings  are  to  become.  We  believe 
human  life  has  a  meaning  above  the  animal, 
that  man  has  a  spark  we  call  the  soul.  From 
this  spiritual  quality  comes  the  Individual 
righU  which  we  call  liberty.  Today,  we 
face  a  foe  who  believes  that  man  is  a  com- 
bination of  chemicals  to  be  cut  or  pounded 
like  wood  or  stone,  or  "conditioned"  like 
Pavlov's  dogs  to  any  bestial  existence  his 
master  wishes  to  impose  on  him. 

This  cruel  scourge,  which  we  caU  cxmh- 
munism  for  short,  is  not  hemmed  in  behind 
fixed  borders.  It  Is  pressing  day  and  night 
to  make  sure  that  the  people  of  otir  covmtry, 
of  this  happy  vaUey.  shaU  live  like  Pavlov's 
dogs,  trembling  under  the  lash  of  Soviet 
animal  trainers.  Our  enemy  knows,  what  we 
hesitate  to  face,  that  the  human  race  cannot 
exist  half  spiritual  beings  with  their  eyes 
lifted  up  In  hope,  and  half  whipped  curs. 
with  their  eyes  bent  on  the  grotmd  in 
despair. 

The  bloody  borders  of  this  world  conflict 
are  In  Korea  and  Indochina  and  Germany. 
But  the  decisive  battleground  of  that  strug- 
gle lies  right  here  in  the  heartland  of  North 
America. 

I  can  make  you  this  solemn  promise — If 
the  people  of  the  United  States  see  clearly 
the  nature  of  the  conflict  that  envelopes  tis. 
if  we  understand  the  strange  new  weapons  <rf 
our  foe,  if  we  use  our  great  strength  In 
harmony  with  true  American  Ideals,  this 
conflict  can  be  ended  In  a  short  while,  with 
certain  victory  for  those  who  believe  In  the 
higher  nature  of  man. 

Our  only  real  danger  is  that  true  Ameri- 
cans may  be  drugged  to  sleep,  by  hypnotic 
words,  while  a  strange  iM-eed  of  false  Ameri- 
cans misuses  our  strength,  for  purposes  help- 
ful to  ovu-  enemy. 

Against  this  danger,  your  congressional 
committees  are  seeking  to  give  you  the  vital 
information  you  need  for  any  war.  The  in- 
vestigating committees  of  Congress  are  your 
G-2  for  the  war  on  communism  on  otir  solL 
Only  with  clear  and  full  Information  can 
true  Americans  unite  in  a  common  deter- 
mination that  the  fifth  column  must  go. 
No  Soviet  agent,  no  Soviet  dupe,  and  no 
false  American  low  enough  to  collaborate 
with  the  Communists  for  gain,  can  have  any 
office  of  trust  in  any  public  or  private  area 
of  American  life. 

For  20  years  House  and  Senate  Investigat- 
ing committees  have  dug  deep  down  into  the 
records  to  bring  out  for  the  American  people 
the  full  story  of  bow  the  Communist  world 
government  sent  its  trained  agents  to  the 
United  States,  and  recruited  embittered  or 
foolish  or  power-mad  Americans  to  serve  the 
Soviet  Government  and  help  it  destroy  our 
country  from  within. 

I  will  mention  first  the  work  of  the  S^nat* 
Internal  Security  Subcommittee.  t»«>«iu»e  I 
have  served  on  It  since  it  was.  ••t*blua»«d. 


-^'IC^ 


\m 


14468 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


AuguBt  14, 


!  ! 


I  » 


1^" 


i  V 


' 


i . 


'.If 


>  i 


tTnder  Senator  Pat  McCabbak,  of  Nevada, 
this  BUbcoxnmlttee  made  a  dragnet  Investi- 
gation of  tlxe  Influence  being  broxight  to  bear 
In  shaping  aui  fantastic  State  Department 
policy.  We  centered  o\ir  Investigation  about 
the  Institute  of  Pacific  Relations,  a  private 
research  agency.  We  had  learned  from  the 
hearings  on  General  MacArthur's  dismissal 
that  many  of  the  men  on  the  stall  of  the 
Institute  had  been  exceedingly  active  In  rec- 
ommending personnel  and  policies  to  our 
State  Department  during  the  period  when  it 
was  turning  pro-Soviet  In  a  qiilet,  subtle,  but 
strangely  effective  way. 

The  Internal  Security  Investigation  of  the 
IPR  brought  out  testimony  under  oath  that 
Owen  Lattlmore  and  the  IPR  served  from 
the  mld-thlrtles  on  as  a  "cover  shop"  for 
Soviet  military  intelligence.  Thus  the  Com- 
munist government  could  continue  to  collect 
information  in  China,  although  Chiang  Kai- 
shek  had  banned  it.  Imagine  Americans 
working  for  the  Soviet  MKVD  or  Soviet  Mili- 
tary Intelligence,  while  the  Soviet  Union 
was  purging  its  own  founders  in  grim  mock- 
ery of  J\utlce. 

In  1953  and  1954,  as  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee. I  continued  the  study  of  this 
strange  interlocking  subversion  Into  many 
Government  departments. 

We  also  began  an  Investigation  of  Commu- 
nist penetration  Into  our  schools  and  col- 
leges. We  found  in  education  the  same  pat- 
tern of  interlocking  subversion.  Bright 
young  men  with  Conununlst  loyalties  moved 
from  the  colleges  to  Government.  Then 
when  congressional  Investigations  came  too 
close,  they  were  moved  to  Jobs  In  the  colleges, 
with  aU  the  prestige  of  well-paid  Government 
service.  Meanwhile,  competent  loyal  Ameri- 
can teachers  watched  the  Communist  appa- 
ratus move  its  darlings  from  low-paid  teach- 
ing Jobs  to  high-paid  Government  Jobs  and 
then  back  to  the  highest  ranks  of  the  teach- 
ing profession.  Here  the  trained  propaganda 
agents  of  the  U.  S.  8.  R.  could  write  books  and 
articles  proving  how  right  were  our  Govern- 
ment's pro- Communist  policies. 

The  same  sinister  pattern  of  Interlocking 
subversion  appeared  in  our  Investigation  of 
procommunlsm  among  the  Americans  on  the 
U.  N.  staff.  We  foimd  most  of  them  were 
graduates  of  the  interlocking  subversion  in 
our  Government,  hastily  moved  to  an  agency 
outside  the  scrutiny  of  Congress,  when  our 
Investigating  committees  came  too  close. 

Our  subcommittee  found  another  Commu- 
nist pattern  for  our  grade  schools.  When  the 
Commxmlst  leaders  were  indicated,  the  par- 
ty prepared  to  go  underground.  They  de- 
vised a  system  of  3-man  cells,  but  each  of 
Which  was  constantly  starting  new  3-man 
cells.  In  the  schools.  No  one  knew  more  than 
five  people  in  the  secret  apparatus,  but  all  of 
them  were  part  of  a  vast  secret  Communist 
army  moving  with  perfect  discipline  wher- 
ever the  Communist  leaders  ordered  them  to 
go- 
Some  of  you  still  hope  that  communism  is 
a  lef  twlng  organization  that  appeals  to  radi- 
cals living  near  Union  Square.  That  Is  a 
beautiful  delusion.  This  secret  apparatus  of 
three-man  cells  was  not  devised  to  convert 
leftwingers.  It  was  planned  to  spread  like 
a  cancer  to  every  State  and  city  and  school 
In  the  United  States. 

We  learned  about  this  Communist  under- 
ground In  the  schools,  only  by  chance.  So- 
viet agents  in  Hungary  made  a  mistake  and 
told  the  Comlnform  that  John  Lautner,  a 
member  of  the  Soviet  Control  Commission 
In  the  United  States,  was  a  traitor.  Commu- 
nist goon  squads  ordered  Lautner  to  the 
basement  of  a  house  right  in  your  city  of 
Cleyeland>-in  a  neighborhood  called  Kings- 
bury Run.  There,  plug-uglies  beat  him  up 
with  guns  and  butcher  knives.  They  told 
him  to  come  back  the  next  morning  at  11 
o'clock  few  another  beating.  He  came.  Such 
Is  Soviet  dlacipUne.  John  Lautner  appeared, 
but  the  goon  squads  did  not.    While  he  was 


waiting  for  his  beating  up,  Lautner  began 
to  wonder  why  he  stayed  in  the  Communist 
conspiracy.  He  decided  to  break.  That  is 
the  only  reason  we  know  about  this  secret 
triangular  underground  in  the  schools. 
Otherwise  It  would  be  there  but  we  would 
not  know  about  it.  Don't  make  any  mis- 
take. It  would  not  be  far  away  but  right 
here  trying  to  get  Into  your  school  system. 

Our  subcommittee  heard  Bella  Dodd  tell 
how  the  Communists  trained  the  college  gen- 
eration of  students  to  become  keen  ingenious 
leaders  In  the  war  for  a  Soviet  America,  but 
they  did  something  quite  different  with  the 
grade  schools.  They  believed  that  by  the 
time  those  younger  students  were  graduated 
we  would  be  a  Sovletlzed  America.  There- 
fore, they  tried  to  give  the  little  children  the 
soft  puttylike  education  they  would  need 
as  helots  In  a  communlzed  American  prov- 
ince of  the  world  S^jviet  Union. 

I  have  bearly  touched  the  edges  of  the 
vast  river  of  information  about  the  Com- 
munist fifth  column,  including  the  superb 
work  done  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
under  both  Democrats  and  Republicans. 

Do  you  see  why  Congress  works  so  hard 
through  its  committees  to  be  your  G-2  In  this 
secret  war?  Do  you  see  why  the  Communists 
and  their  dupes  want  congressional  com- 
mittees to  fight  with  powder  puffs  and  In- 
vestigate with  tooth  picks? 

I  want  tonight  to  give  you  the  true  pro- 
portlons  of  this  thing.  You  remember  the 
curious  decisions  made  by  Secretary  Ache- 
son  and  General  Marshall  while  China  was 
In  a  death  struggle  with  Communists  armed 
by  Red  Russia. 

Do  not  Imagine  that  was  something  far 
Off  that  concerns  only  the  Chinese.  Let  me 
repeat.  That  is  not  something  far  away 
which  concerns  only  the  Chinese.  If  our 
own  Government  had  not  adopted  a  China 
policy  beneficial  to  Soviet  Russia  and  dis- 
astrous for  us,  where  would  we  be  today? 
The  United  States  would  today  have  a  chain 
of  alrbases  facing  Siberia,  a  few  miles  from 
the  Soviet  border,  from  Vladivostok  on  the 
Pacific  to  Novosibirsk  in  mid-Siberia,  and 
perhaps  even  to  Magnitogorsk  in  the  Urals. 
Korea  would  not  be  ruins.  Americans  would 
not  lie  beneath  heaps  of  Korean  dust,  or  in 
nameless  graves  in  Manchuria.  Submarine 
bases  on  the  China  coast  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  our  friends.  And  tens  of  billions 
of  taxes  would  not  have  been  collected  from 
oxxr  overburdened  people,  leaving  our  moun- 
tainous debt  higher  than  ever  before. 

We  cannot  comprehend  what  Is  uncovered 
by  these  congressional  investigations  unless 
we  see  the  whole  problem. 

I  want  tonight  to  lay  down  a  few  proposi- 
tions which  it  is  essential  to  consider  In  any 
attempt  to  wrestle  with  the  Communist 
attack  on  our  country. 

First  of  all.  we  must  understand  that  we 
are  not  dealing  with  individual  Communiets 
or  their  dupes.  We  are  dealing  with  the 
fifth  column,  and  the  fifth  column  is  an 
army.  Every  man  or  woman  in  this  coun- 
try who  follows  Soviet  orders  is  an  officer  in 
a  secret  Soviet  army,  operating  on  Ameriain 
soil,  to  one  supreme  purpose — to  conquer 
Inch  by  inch,  or  mile  by  mile,  or  agency  by 
agency,  every  sector  of  American  national 
life  and  make  It  subordinate  to  Soviet  rule. 
Every  official,  every  politician,  every  writer! 
every  teacher,  every  scientist,  every  union 
leader,  and  every  businessman,  who  wortcs 
under  Communist  guidance,  whether  he  has 
a  party  card  or  not,  is  an  officer  in  a  Soviet 
army  secretly  Invading  our  country  to  bring 
about  our  destruction. 

This  characterization  applies  to  Commu- 
nist agents,  whether  party  members  or  not. 
It  applies  to  all  Communist  collaborators 
who  have  made  a  deal  with  the  Soviet  ap- 
paratus in  return  for  money  or  votes,  or 
office,  or  prestige.  The  dupes  who  un- 
wittingly carry  the  deadly  germs  of  Com- 
mimist  propaganda  serve  the  Soviet  Union  as 
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truly  as  army  cooks  who  would  put  poison  in 
the  company's  soup  because  someone  told 
them  it  was  a  strange  new  flavor. 

The  Communists  are  at  war  against  us. 
Their  war  plans  Include  the  use  of  col- 
laborators and  of  dupes.  In  wartime  we 
cannot  tolerate  Innocents  who  carry  mes- 
sages for  the  enemy,  or  who  plant  deadly 
mines,  because  someone  told  them  the  little 
boxes  would  grow  hyacinth  bulbs.  The 
gravediggers  of  America  are  not  the  card- 
carrying  leftwing  Communists  or  their 
dupes,  but  the  collaborators— the  politicians, 
the  businessmen,  the  lawyers,  the  Oovern- 
ment  officials,  the  writers,  who  made  the 
deals  the  Communists  needed  to  build  up 
power. 

An  army  is  more  than  Individuals.  We  are 
not  fighting  individuals  in  this  war  on  com- 
munism. If  American  soldiers  shot  down  a 
German  sniper  in  France  or  a  Japanese 
sniper  in  New  Guinea,  they  would  not  think 
they  had  defeated  the  tnemy.  They  would 
know  that,  in  an  army,  when  an  individual 
falls,  another  individual  takes  his  place.  In- 
dividual Communists  mi.y  fall  out  but  their 
place  is  never  vacant.  The  army  never  rests 
or  sleeps. 

Let  us  never  forget.  The  Soviet  fifth  col- 
umn is  a  secret  army  eni.;aged  in  continuous 
advance  along  every  avenue  leading  to  every 
sector  of  American  life.  It  was  moving  into 
our  Government  on  a  small  scale  In  the 
early  thirties,  on  a  larger  scale  after  1938, 
in  a  mass  movement  In  war  and  pos'.war 
policymaking.  The  fifth  column  ia  mov- 
ing into  the  press,  radio,  movies,  television, 
the  schools,  the  colleges,  the  publishers, 
the  women's  clubs,  the  foundations,  the 
unions,  business  and  the  banks,  and  btisi- 
nessmen's  organizations.  There  is  only  one 
answer  to  the  question:  Where  is  the  Soviet 
fifth  column  operating?  The  answer  Is 
"everywhere." 

The  Soviet  fifth  column  is  not  only  ad- 
vancing along  every  road,  but  all  pirts  of 
the  advancing  armies  are  cooi-dinated.  When 
the  Communists  placed  an  agent  in  a  gov- 
ernment department,  they  immediately 
worked  to  get  a  Communist  or  a  collaborator 
at  every  point  from  which  anti-Comnjunists 
might  get  him  out. 

When  they  placed  pro-Communlsts  in  key 
government  departments  dealing  with  for- 
eign policy,  they  were  bu.sy  placing  pro-Com- 
munlsts In  key  places  in  newspapers,  on 
the  radio,  and  In  our  great  magazines.  They 
were  directing  a  flow  of  articles  out  to  all 
parts  of  the  country  saying  the  Chinese 
Reds  were  agrarian  reformers,  that  Is,  good 
American  populists,  much  like  William  Jen- 
nings Bryan,  who  had  no  use  for  Btaltn. 
The  fifth  column  put  Its  agents  or  dupes 
In  the  publishers'  offices  to  see  that  a  rash 
of  cheap  trivial  books  on  China  wa4  con- 
stantly coming  off  the  presses  with  the  same 
story,  while  distinguished  China  scholars 
could  not  get  their  works  published.  The 
Communists  moved  their  people  Into  the 
foundations,  so  they  could  direct  American 
money  to  their  kind  of  writers.  They  moved 
into  the  book  review  Journals,  so  they  could 
give  their  stooges  friendly  reviews,  and  damn 
with  faint  praise  the  old-fashioned  Ameri- 
cans who  would  not  kow-tow  to  the  intel- 
lectual bandits. 

I  have  not  even  touched  on  Germany  but 
the  China  story  can  be  duplicated  step  by 
step  from  the  records  of  our  German  policy. 
If  all  the  facts  gathered  by  all  of  the  con- 
gressional Investigations  could  all  be  laid 
before  you,  they  would  give  you  only  a 
glimpse  of  the  area  covered  by  the  fifth 
column  in  the  United  States.  That  is  the 
most  Important  fact  of  all. 

All  our  investigations  together  have  caught 
only  a  few  stragglers,  a  few  men  who  slipped, 
like  Hiss  or  Marzani.  But  for  one  Lattlmore 
whose  story  we  uncovered,  there  are  many 
other  Lattimores,  whom  we  have  not  uncov- 
ered. For  one  Harry  D.  White  whom  we 
know,  there  are  a  thousand  whom  we  cannot 
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even  name.  We  know  Alger  Hiss,  only  be- 
cause he  happened  to  be  known  to  a  man 
who  left  the  Conununlst  conspiracy,  but  re- 
member we  have  had  no  new  Whittaker 
Chambers  In  15  years.  Thore  are  10,000  Alger 
Hisses  who  are  known  to  men  who  dare  not 
leave. 

To  say  that  there  were  cnly  8  Communists 
in  a  big  government  department,  because  we 
can  find  only  8,  is  as  if  the  Indian  scouts 
In  the  West  came  back  with  reports  there 
were  only  2  Sioux  or  2  Apaches  in  a  valley, 
because  they  caught  only  2  stragglers. 

We  do  not  need  to  know  the  names  of  the 
Communists  in  government  or  in  the  press 
or  in  high  finance,  to  fight  them.  Our 
Army  did  not  need  to  know  the  names  of 
the  Indian  braves.  If  thjy  could  see  the 
smoke  of  their  camp  fires,  or  felt  the  arrow 
in  their  back. 

It  is  incredible  stupidity  to  assume  there 
are  no  Conununlsts  in  govirnment  today  be- 
cause Harry  White  died  several  years  ago 
and  Harold  Glasscr  w&a  allowed  peacefully 
to  resign  his  high-paid  job.  Do  you  believe 
the  Soviet  fifth  column  qu.t  in  1948,  becatise 
White  and  Glasser  had  been  uncovered? 
Does  an  army  quit  because  two  men  are  lost? 
No,  the  Communist  high  command  merely 
redoubled  its  Intimidation  of  pro-Commu- 
nists who  might  be  ready  to  break.  All  we 
can  say  with  truth  Is  that  we  have  had  almost 
no  recruits  from  the  inner  circle  of  com- 
munism in  the  last  few  years.  That  means 
it  is  our  intelligence  from  ex-Communlst 
sources  which  declines  abcut  1948 — not  the 
Communist  attack  Itself. 

The  FBI  has  continued  Its  magnificent 
work,  but  its  information  is  for  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Attorney  General.  Further- 
more, the  FBI  deals  with  crimes,  like  espio- 
nage and  sabotage.  But  most  of  the  grave- 
dm^ers  of  America  have  committed  no 
crime  How  can  Congress  prevent  the  Com- 
munist fifth  column  from  softening  or 
weakening  or  slanting  or  confusing  our  mili- 
tary and  foreign  policies  except  by  exposure? 
How  otherwise  can  we  stop  the  interlocking 
subversion  of  Communists  in  our  Govern- 
ment with  the  fifth  column  In  foreign  coun- 
tries, which  gave  us  Tehen-n  and  Yalta  and 
Putsdam?  . 

Communists  In  the  Government  of  France 
weakened  and  blurred  and  confused  French 
military  and  foreign  policy.  Just  before 
France  was  invaded  by  their  allies,  the  NazU. 
Do  ynu  think  the  CommunlsU  who  softened 
up  France  before  1939  have  stopped  all  ef- 
forts to  soften  up  and  disorganize  Prance 
today?  How  much  Influence  do  they  wield 
at  Geneva  at  this  moment? 

SprulUe  Braden.  Assistf.nt  Secretary  of 
S'.ate  in  the  previous  administration,  says 
the  same  influences  are  at  uork  in  our  State 
Department  today  as  in  Hiss's  day.  The 
Communists  penetrated  th<;  American  State 
Department  at  least  20  yean;  ago.  They  have 
Leen  using  the  techniques  of  collaboration 
With  the  venal,  intimidation  of  the  patri- 
otic, and  brainwashing  of  the  Innocent, 
throuiJh  all  that  time,  w'tt  full  freedom  of 
opportunity.  What  would  you  expect  after 
20  years? 

The  Communist  fifth  column  has  been  at 
work  everywhere  in  this  country  in  high  gear 
for  over  20  years.  It  has  had  collaborators 
reaching  to  the  very  top  positions  In  public 
and  private  life.  It  has  consistently  ad- 
vanced the  proleftists.  forced  good  Americans 
wh'j  opposed  It  into  prafessional  exile. 
With  its  great  psychological  insight,  and  In- 
Euonce  over  all  branches  of  conununlcatlon, 
it  has  kept  up  a  brainwash: ng  operation  on 
the  innocents  who  occupy  what  they  call 
the  middle  of  the  road. 

It  is  time  in  this  country  for  a  John  Paul 
Jones,  who  will  rise  up  and  :iay,  "We  haven't 
begun  to  fight  yet." 

It  is  time  for  good  Americans  to  put  aside 
all  softness,  all  dishonest  liberalism,  and 
take  their  places  In  this  »ar  for  survivaL 
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Let  us  say  with  one  voice,  the  fifth  column 
must  go. 

The  fifth  column  In  the  United  States  Is 
the  same  kind  of  men,  working  by  the  same 
methods,  under  the  same  high  command,  as 
the  men  who  tortured  our  fighting  men  in 
Korea.  They  are  working  to  the  same  end — 
the  destruction  of  the  United  States. 

How  can  we  talk  of  driving  the  Commu- 
nists out  of  Indochina  if  we  cannot  drive 
them  out  of  all  levels  of  our  government  and 
our  public  opinion  agencies? 

There  Is  no  place  anywhere  In  American 
life  for  agents  of  the  Soviet  Union.  There 
is  no  place  anywhere  In  American  life  for 
anyone  who  has  ever  collaborated  with  the 
Soviet  fifth  column  for  gain— whether  it  was 
Soviet  gold.  Communist  votes,  political  of- 
fice, fat  business  contracts,  or  moving-picture 
credlU.  There  is  no  place  even  for  innocents 
who  scattered  the  Soviet  word  mines  because 
the  Soviet  agents  say  they  aren't  loaded. 

Let  us  start  now  to  clean  house.  Let  us, 
each  of  us.  who  has  had  no  truck  with  com- 
munism, enlist  himself  as  a  one-man  or  one- 
woman  army,  to  force  every  Communist  and 
collaborator  from  every  ofHce  or  position  of 
trust  in  public  or  private  life  in  the  United 
States. 

If  they  are  foreigners,  let  us  send  them 
home.  If  they  are  American  citizens,  let  us 
deprive  them  of  the  rights  they  despise.  Let 
them  earn  their  living  as  dishwashers  or 
ditch  diggers,  but  not  in  places  where  they 
can  poison  our  minds. 

Let  us  cut  off  all  contact  with  the  foun- 
tainhead  of  pollution,  the  Soviet  Union  Gov- 
ernment, and  with  the  countries  under  Its 
iron  heel.  Let  us  head  the  Communist  gov- 
ernments off.  where  they  can  damage  only 
themselves.  Let  us  close  the  Iron  ring  around 
them,  keep  our  people  and  otir  goods  out- 
side, help  their  own  mistreated  people  to 
escape,  and  wait  for  this  parasite  state  to 
fall  apart. 

In  all  the  world  there  is  only  one  major 
source  for  the  trouble  and  danger  and  worry 
that  afflicts  us  all.  Ail  the  fear  spread  by 
the  hydrogen-  bomb  will  disappear  the  day 
the  Soviet  Government  falls.  Their  evil  army 
can  work  only  behind  itt  smokescreen  of 
.secrecy,  lies,  smears,  confusion,  and  double- 
talk.  If  Americans  are  not  confused  by  their 
lies,  the  Conununlsts  cannot  win. 

Let  us  face  the  one  essential  fact.  The 
fifth  colunm— the  Soviet  Unions  secret 
army — Is  the  only  weapon  the  Soviet  Union 
can  successfully  use  against  us.  Does  any 
true  American  bid  us  delay? 

Let  us  use  our  strength,  as  we  have  used 
it  in  the  past,  to  help  other  nations,  but 
let  us  set  up  one  condition — if  they  drive 
the  fifth  column  from  their  own  soil.  De- 
prived of  its  chance  to  suck  nourishment 
from  the  free  world,  through  the  tentacles 
of  Its  fifth  columns,  the  Soviet  Union  will 
wither  and  shrink,  until  its  captive  people 
can  rise  up  as  one  man,  destroy  their  oppres- 
sors, and  end  the  nightmare  that  afflicts  the 
world. 


LINCX)LN  DAY  ADDRESS  BY  SENA- 
TOR JENNER 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent. Mr.  President,  to  have  printed  in 
the  RrcoRD.  a  siJeech  made  by  me  in  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  on  February  8.  1954,  before 
the  Lincoln  Republican  Club. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  speech 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Once  a  year,  near  the  birth  date  of  Abra- 
ham Lincoln,  we  Republicans  forget  the 
dally  grind  of  politics  and  lift  our  eyes  like 
Lincoln  to  the  vision  of  what  our  country 
has  done  and  what  we  hope  it  will  do. 

Every  year  we  are  refreshed  and  inspired 
by  this  renewal  of  our  faith,  but  1954  is  a 
year  for  special  pride  and  hope. 


It  is  Just  100  years  since  a  few  Americans. 
living  In  the  Middle  West,  decided  they 
could  not  accept  the  verdict  of  both  older 
parties,  that  they  would  Unker  with  trivial- 
ities, whUe  the  survival  of  our  Federal  Union 
was  In  doubt. 

■Who  would  have  dreamed  that  the  Uttle 
group  of  men  and  women  who  assembled  at 
Jackson,  Mich.,  on  July  6,  1854,  would  exer- 
cise a  predominant  Influence  over  the  next 
centtiry,  and,  we  hope,  over  generations  to 
come?  Those  unknown,  unimportant 
people,  meeting  to  act  on  their  convictions, 
had  only  one  asset.  In  the  midst  (rf  con- 
fusion and  bitterness  and  double  talk,  they 
could  recognize  the  most  important  issue  of 
their  time.  They  could  recognize  it  clearly 
because  they  had  the  cotirage  to  face  what- 
ever they  might  see.  There  can  be  no  clear 
thinking  where  there  is  no  courage. 

The  Lincoln  Day  celebrations  of  1954  are 
memorable  for  another  reason.  Today  we 
Republicans  face  a  political  situation  as 
hazardous  as  that  of  1854.  The  confusion 
and  the  bitterness  are  as  marked,  and  as 
portentous  of  danger.  But,  if  we  have  cour- 
age, like  the  Republicans  of  1854,  we  can 
lead  a  new  American  Revolution,  as  mem- 
orable as  that  of  1854,  or  of  1776.  We  too 
can  make  a  clean  break  with  the  unhappy 
past,  and  venture  Into  a  future  stranger 
than  anjthlng  even  the  pioneers  had  to 
face. 

Our  country  is  on  the  threshold  of  gieat 
changes,  and  great  changes  mean  great  op- 
portunities, for  good  or  evil. 

The  Republican  Party  has  been  entrtisted. 
by  the  people  of  both  parties,  with  the  work 
of  guiding  the  ship  of  state  on  a  new  and 
happier  voyage.  It  has  a  mandate  to  lead 
our  country  out  of  the  despair  and  Illusion, 
the  false  hope  and  bloody  awakening,  which 
have  been  our  portion  tor  20  years. 

Today  we  do  honor  to  Lincoln  and  our 
other  great  Republican  pioneers,  but  in  1954 
•we  must  do  more  than  honor  them.  We 
must  Imitate  them. 

For  20  years  our  beloved  country  has  been 
governed  by  an  Invading  army  of  alien  intel- 
lectuals. Their  ideas  were  foreign  to  every 
principle  that  has  moved  our  people  since 
the  days,  four  centuries  ago,  when  English- 
men clustered  In  their  villages  and  talked  of 
the  tyranny  of  kings,  when  they  decided 
that  the  harsh  fate  of  exiles  was  better  far 
than  the  bitter  taste  of  submission. 

For  20  years  this  Government  of  allen- 
mlnded  planners  has  plundered  our  coun- 
try of  its  resources.  It  has  debUltated  our 
people  with  promises  of  canned  welfare,  fed 
to  them  on  an  assembly  line. 

This  alien  government  has  wasted  the 
good  will  our  forefathers  earned  abroad  In  a 
century  and  a  half  of  Just  and  courteous 
treatment  of  other  nations.  It  has  even 
tampered  with  the  security  of  the  United 
States  and  permitted  traitors  to  bring  us 
close  to  military  defeat. 

That  long  nightmare  Is  now  over.  Fellow 
Republicans,  in  1952  we  liberated  our  coun- 
try from  the  enemy  as  truly  as  ever  a  rescu- 
ing army  liberated  its  homeland  from  enemy 
troops. 

From  July  1950.  when  Fair  I>al  lies  and 
double  dealing  reached  their  inevitable  cli- 
max In  the  Korean  war,  we  kept  up  an  un- 
ceasing struggle  against  our  Ijetrayers,  un- 
til the  victory  of  November  1952  removed 
them  from  the  high  places  in  our  Gov- 
ernment. 

I  tell  you  now,  my  friends,  that  It  was 
Impossible  for  a  political  party,  with  only 
voluntary  gifts  and  volunteer  workers,  to 
unseat  the  Fair  Dealers  who  had  the  power 
to  tax  us  to  the  quick.  They  used  our  mon- 
ey to  send  an  army  of  propagandists  and 
fixers  Into  every  State  in  the  Union,  to  bribe 
our  people  or  Intimidate  them,  to  vote  as  the 
officeholders  wished. 

I  said  it  was  impossible  to  unseat  the  Pair 
Dealers,  and  I  meant  it  was  impossible.    How 
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then  did  the  Republican  Party,  20  years  out 
of  public  office,  achieve  this  victory?  We 
defeated  this  Pair  Deal  because  of  a  politi- 
cal miracle.  Our  country  owes  a  great  po- 
litical debt  to  the  yoiuig  men  who  left  their 
homes  and  went  half  way  round  the  world 
In  the  uniform  of  our  country.  They  fought 
as  bravely  as  Americana  ever  fought,  but  the 

gains  won  by  their  sacrifices  were  tossed 
away  by  the  Achesons  and  their  friends. 
The  United  States  of  America,  witn  the 
greatest  moral  strength,  the  greatest  Indus- 
trial strength,  and  the  most  powerful  armed 
fCM-ce  of  any  nation,  deferred  to  Red  China, 
a  bandit  government.  We  obligingly  fought 
the  war  on  the  soil  of  our  friends,  leaving 
the  railroads,  the  airports,  and  the  harbors 
of  the  enemy  safe  from  harm. 

The  United  States  of  America,  with  the 
greatest  moral  strength,  the  greatest  indus- 
trial strength,  and  the  most  powerful  armed 
force  of  any  nation,  asked  for  an  armistice 
at  the  moment  of  victory,  because  Acheson 
planned  it  that  way.  And  whom  did  we 
ask  for  an  armistice?  We  asked  a  desolated 
province  of  Korea,  a  former  colony  of  Japan. 
We  asked  the  bandit  government  of  Red 
China.  Our  officers  had  to  sit  down  at  the 
conference  table  with  Red  bandits,  and 
quibble  over  an  armistice,  while  Americans 
were  being  killed  by  Reds  who  had  friends 
hlgn   In  our   Government. 

Our  fighting  men  could  not  speak  for 
themselves,  my  friends.  But  their  sacrifice 
was  more  than  honest  men  could  endure. 
It  will  long  be  the  greatest  pride  of  the  Re- 
publican Party  that  we  spoke  for  them. 

The  noble  voice  of  Herbert  Hoover  was 
lifted  in  their  behalf.  The  powerful  voice  of 
CJeneral  MacArthiu-  warned  the  people  that 
American  fighting  men  must  not  be  subject 
to  civilian  leaders  who  were  trading  with  the 
enemy,  not  for  the  little  profits  of  com- 
merce, but  for  political  power. 

In  the  Senate,  our  well-loved  colleague, 
Robert  A.  Taft,  worked  day  and  night  to 
learn  the  hidden  facts  and  tell  the  story  to 
our  people.  Republicans  like  Senator  Mc- 
Castht,  Senator  BRmcss.  Senator  Knowlako, 
Senator  BaicKn,  and  others,  would  take  no 
rest  until  every  last  American  learned  that 
new  Benedict  Arnolds  were  betraying  our 
military  seciu-lty  under  cover  of  State  De- 
partment gobbledegook.  Your  own  Con- 
gressman Waltks  Jttod  won  a  national  repu- 
tation for  his  unceasing  efforts  to  pwevent 
the  betrayal  of  China  and  Korea  and  the 
sacrifice  of  American  blood  in  vain. 

The  Republicans  did  not  unseat  the  Pair 
Deal  unaided.  It  Is  credit  enough  that  we 
began  the  fight,  and  that,  hopeless  though 
It  seemed,  we  never  let  go,  until  Americans 
of  both  parties  rallied  to  the  cause,  and  de- 
cided the  struggle. 

I  want  to  pay  tribute  to  Democrats  like 
Senator  Russell,  of  Georgia,  who  with  Ju- 
dicial Impartiality  brought  out  all  the  facts 
relating  to  MacArthvu-'s  dismissal,  without 
once  asking  whether  his  party's  intereste 
might  suffer.  I  want  to  pay  tribute  to  Sena- 
tor McCabban,  of  Nevada,  who,  with  the 
highest  standards  of  Judicial  impartiality, 
dug  deep  into  the  record  of  the  Institute  of 
Pacific  Relations,  and  documented  the 
shameful  story  of  interlocking  subversion 
from  our  State  Department,  the  White  House 
Secretariat,  and  the  United  Nations,  through 
the  IPR,  to  the  Soviet  military  intelligence 
and  the  dreaded  Soviet  secret  police. 

We  owe  much  to  the  fighting  press,  to  in- 
dividual writers,  to  loyal  men  and  women, 
who  gave  their  time  and  strength  to  bring 
out  the  evil  story  the  Pair  Dealers  were 
trying  desperately  to  hide. 

No  generation  ever  fought  harder  to  unseat 
false  leaders  than  we  did.  We  fought  so 
hard  that,  when  victory  came,  we  were  too 
weary  to  know  how  much  we  had  won. 
The  struggle  was  followed  by  a  kind  of  shell- 
shock.  We  could  hardly  think  or  feel.  We 
needed  time  for  healing. 
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That  healing,  President  Eisenhower's  calm, 
quiet,  efficient  administration  is  now  giving 
us.  After  a  long  interval,  our  Federal  Gov- 
ernment is  distinguished  by  good  manners. 
official  dignity,  and  mutual  respect  among 
true  Americans,  regardless  of  differences  of 
opinion.  I  rate  that  return  to  dignity  and 
quiet  a  very  important  step  in  the  new  Re- 
publican administration.  Violence,  name- 
calling,  denunciation  of  opponents,  and 
manufactured  crises,  are  the  Instruments  of 
dictators,  or  would-be  dictators.  They  were 
used  to  keep  our  people  diverted,  confused. 
and  unaware,  while  the  inner  circle  decided 
what  our  Government  should  do  in  the  name 
of  America. 

I  have  no  patience  with  people  who  say 
the  Republican  Party  has  accomplished  little 
or  nothing  in  its  first  year  in  office.  Wc  ex- 
pect Pair  Deal  columnists  to  make  such 
statements  but  Republicans  know  better. 

Never  has  a  political  party  inherited  such 
a  mess.  In  the  campaign,  we  spoke  bravely 
Of  cleaning  up  the  mess  in  Washington.  We 
compared  It  with  a  housekeeper  sweeping 
out  an  untidy  room.  Today  we  know  tietter 
but  how  much  we  had  to  learn. 

Everywhere  we  looked,  where  the  Ameri- 
can Government  used  to  have  orderly  pro- 
cedures, strict  accounting,  obedience  to  law. 
we  found  waste,  corruption,  confusion,  and 
chaos.  We  also  found  dark  places  where  the 
masters  of  chaos  sat  and  directed  the  per- 
formance. 

We  talked  in  the  campaign  of  balancing 
the  budget.  But  how  much  we  had  to  learn. 
We  knew  the  Pair  Deal  had  spent  billions 
of  dollars  they  did  not  have.  Soon  we 
learned  we  had  to  meet  current  payments 
on  a  hundred  billion  dollar  charge  account 
that  had  not  even  been  billed. 

We  knew  the  New  Deal -Fair  Deal  left  us 
a  bureaucracy  of  two  and  a  half  million  men 
and  women,  directed  by  an  inner  clique  with 
strangely  un-American  ideas.  But  how  much 
we  still  had  to  learn.  We  did  not  know  that, 
when  the  new  Republican  administration 
ordered  reductions  in  force,  unscrupulous 
officials  would  lay  off  the  few  Republicans 
in  Government.  We  did  not  know  the  most 
ardent  Fair  Dealers  would  disguise  them- 
selves as  nonpolitical  experts,  and  make 
places  for  themselves  in  a  civil-service  sys- 
tem whose  standards  they  never  intended  to 
observe. 

Now.  when  we  talk  about  the  New  Deal- 
Pair  Deal  bvu-eaucracy,  we  know  what  that 
really  means.  It  means  that  we  have  in  our 
Government.  ^tlU  in  Important  positions,  a 
self-dlrectftd  bureaucracy,  answerable  to 
neither  the  voters,  their  elected  officials,  nor 
the  Republican  or  Democratic  Parties. 

The  most  vital  achievement  of  President 
Eisenhower's  first  year  is  the  complete  re- 
direction of  our  military  policy.  We  knew 
that  vast  sums  had  been  spent  by  the  mili- 
tary. We  knew  our  potential  enemies  were 
quite  undisturbed,  while  the  anxiety  of  our 
people  was  increasing  dally.  But  how  much 
we  had  to  learn. 

Today  we  know  for  certain  what  we  long 
suspected,  that  the  Fair  Dealers  never  had  a 
clear-cut  strategic  plan  for  our  military  safe- 
ty. They  had  what  I  call  an  accordion  de- 
fense, with  spending  now  up,  now  dawn, 
with  wars  now  hot.  now  cold. 

This  Fair  Deal  defense  plan  was  perfectly 
calculated  to  drain  vast  resources,  while  giv- 
ing no  military  security  in  return.  Just 
think  for  a  minute  what  it  means  to  tank 
factories  and  airplane  factories,  which  must 
tool  their  plants  for  operation  months  tnd 
years  ahead,  to  have  a  Jlggly,  up-and-down 
schedule  for  production  of  their  biggest  and 
most  complex  products. 

Perhaps  you  will  wonder,  as  I  do.  Just 
where  this  double-edged  plan  really  origi- 
nated. Are  there  other  Harry  D.  Whites  still 
hidden  from  our  view?  Certainly  nothing 
could  have  served  better  the  plans  of  Soviet 
Russia  than  putting  a  heavy  strain  on  Our 
economy,  to  get  only  confusion  in  return. 


Quietly,  without  name  calling  or  boast- 
ing, President  Elsenhower  has  removed  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  who  let  central  Asia 
fall  to  the  Communists,  and  lost  air  bases  a 
few  miles  from.  Siberia's  industrlsl  cities. 
He  has  replaced  them  with  some  of  the  ablest 
Strategists  in  the  world  today. 

Quietly,  without  name  calling  or  boast- 
ing, he  has  freed  the  military  from  the  role 
of  lackey  to  the  foreign-policy  planners, 
which  Harry  Hopkins  and  Dean  Acheson  had 
forced  upon  them.  Today  the  military  are 
free  to  make  plans  that  are  best  for  the 
Nation's  security.  They  do  not  have  to  make 
military  plans  to  suit  the  Ideology  Of  Ache- 
son's  State  Department. 

We  talked  of  communism  in  1952.  but  how 
much  we  had  to  learn.  Several  years  ago, 
the  House  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities opened  up  the  stories  told  by  Eliza- 
beth Bentley  and  Whittaker  Chambers,  of 
the  men  in  our  Government  who  fed  them 
material  when  they  were  couriers  for  Soviet 
espionage.  We  learned  of  Alger  Hiss  and 
Harry  D.  While.  We  learned  of  FBI  reports 
which  were  started  on  their  way  to  the  White 
House  and  the  Cabinet  officials.  But  we 
could  not  prove  whether  they  had  arrived  or 
whether  pro-Communist  assistants  bad  side- 
tracked them. 

Now  we  know  where  the  bodies  are  burled. 
We  know  that  the  FBI  in  1946  sent  complete 
reports  on  Harry  D.  White  to  the  President 
and  his  Cabinet  officials  giving  in  detail 
White's  many  connections  with  Soviet  es- 
pionage and  conspiracy.  We  know  much, 
much  more.  We  know  from  Gen.  Harry 
Vauf;hn  that  the  reports  were  received  at 
the  White  House,  and  sent  directly  to  Presi- 
dent Truman.  We  know  they  reached  Secre- 
tary of  State  Byrnes.  We  know  they  reached 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Vln.son.  and  we 
know  they  reached  Attorney  General  Tom 
Clark,  because  the  Assistant  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, Lamar  Caudle,  thought  the  reports  so 
shocking  he  sent  word  about  them  to  Tom 
Clark,  though  Clark  was  In  the  hospital. 

We  know  further  that  Secretary  Byrnes  and 
Secretary  Vinson  and  Assistant  Attorney 
General  Caudle  were  deeply  disturbed.  Vin- 
son said  Mr.  Truman  was  deeply  disturbed. 

Only  one  thine;  we  do  not  know— who  was 
the  man  so  powerful  that  he  could  reach 
President  Truman  quickly,  and  persuade 
him  that  the  promotion  of  Harry  D.  White 
collaborator  with  a  Soviet  espionage  ring! 
should  go  through?    We  do  not  know. 

What  is  this  mysterious  individual  doing 
today-"     We  do  not  know. 

Is  he  still  trying  to  promote  Communist 
planners  and  espionage  agents?  Is  he  trying 
to  prevent  the  President  and  Congress  from 
uprooting  other  subversives^  Is  he  blocking 
us  when  we  try  to  undo  the  policies  these 
Soviet  sympathizers  grafted  onto  our  war- 
time Government?     We  do  not  know. 

How  many  Communists  are  still  In  our 
Government,  or  In  that  governing  circle 
which  includes  the  great  "experts"  who  give 
advice  to  government?  How  many  trained 
officers  of  the  Soviet  political  army  are  still 
engaged  in  sabotage  more  deadly  than  any 
dynamite  or  TNT  could  ever  cause? 

Today  our  people  have  the  assurance  that 
President  Eisenhower  has  appointed  an  At- 
torney General  who  intends  to  enforce  the 
laws  against  communism.  We  can  rest  secure 
knowing  that  Attorney  General  Brownell  will 
give  full  support,  not  constant  Interference 
to  J.  Edgar  Hoover. 

The  Communist  conspiracy  Is  not  yet  un- 
covered. Harry  D.  White  is  dead,  but  is  his 
story  dead?  Is  it  "warmed  over  spy"  or 
today's  headlines?  Harry  D,  White  helped 
put  Eastern  Germany  under  Soviet  oontrol 
Leaders  of  the  three  Western  Powers  have 
been  sitting  meekly  in  Berlin,  begging  for 
kind  words  about  East  Germany  from  Molo- 
tov.  Harry  Hopkins  Is  dead,  but  today  the 
designs  and  atomic  materials  he  sent  to  the 
Soviet  Union  have  grown  Into,  we  don't  know 
how  many,    atomic    weapons   stockpiled   in 
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Manchuria,  to  be  hurled  at  any  moment  on 
Korea  or  Indochina  or  even  our  own  country. 

Are  these  stories  "warrred  over  spy"  or  are 
they  today's  headlines,  or  perhaps  tomor- 
row's casualty  lists?  We  in  Congress  In- 
tend to  find  out. 

Never  has  a  political  party,  newly  come  to 

power,  found  such  heaps  of  evidence  of  the 
stupidity,  the  corruption,  even  the  treason, 
of  Its  predecessors. 

But  for  once  a  political  party  is  not  going 
to  use  this  evidence  to  win  a  party  victory. 
It  is  a  sad  and  solemn  thing,  my  friends,  to 
fit  in  the  Internal  Security  Subcommittee, 
and  hear  witnesses  tell  the  details  of  the 
betrayal  of  oiu"  country. 

We  in  Congress  will  gc  forward  with  all 
our  investigations  into  communism  and  cor- 
ruption and  extravagance.  We  shall  com- 
plete the  story  of  how  the  Communists  in 
our  Government  threw  away  the  victory  of 
1945,  how  they  got  us  inio  an  unnecessary 
war  half  way  around  the  earth,  how  they 
made  us  lose  that  war  after  our  fighting  men 
had  won  It.  We  will  show  how  they  made 
a  blueprint  for  our  destruction,  and  carried 
it  out  according  to  their  timetable,  almost — 
but  not  quite — to  the  bitter  end.  We  shall 
bring  out  this  whole  story  Judicially,  im- 
partially, as  carefully  as  if  we  were  in  a 
court  of  law. 

We  shall  not  charge  the  E>emocratlc  Party 
with  this  betrayal,  my  friends.  Real  Demo- 
crats have  no  party.  Their  party  was  stolen 
from  them  right  under  their  noses,  by  the 
clever  Insiders  who  wanted  to  stay  perma- 
nently In  power.  By  1944  there  was  nothing 
left  of  the  national  Democratic  Party  at  all. 
The  New  Dealers,  the  Fair  Dealers,  the 
PAC'ers,  the  Communists,  had  taken  over, 
and  were  running  a  race  to  see  who  could 
drive  the  country  to  perdition  first. 

We  do  not  have  to  blame  the  Democrats, 
my  friends.  As  the  story  unfolds  they  will 
blame  themselves  more  than  we  can  ever 
blame  them. 

This  Is  not  a  story  of  party  failure.  It  is  a 
story  of  treason,  and  real  Democrats  are  as 
patriotic  as  we  are. 

We  shall  put  the  blame  where  it  belongs, 
on  the  Pair  Deal  cabal  which  took  over  the 
Democratic  Party,  lock,  stock,  and  barrel.  In 
1948. 

We  shall  say  only  one  thing  of  the  Pair 
Dealers:  "They  opened  the  gales  of  the 
Citadel  to  the  Communists." 

Communists  were  clinging  to  the  outer 
fringes  of  our  Government  in  1933.  But 
they  would  never  have  entered  the  inner 
temple  without  help  from  the  Benedict 
Arnolds  who  opened  the  gates  to  them.  We 
shall  leave  the  refugees  from  the  real  Demo- 
cratic Party  to  choose — do  they  want  to  fol- 
low the  New  Dealers,  who  let  the  Coramu- 
nuts  into  the  citadel,  or  do  they  want  to 
ome  with  us  until  the  Democratic  Party  is 
reborn? 

Someday  I  hope  there  will  be  a  real  Demc^ 
rratic  Party,  because  I  believe  In  the  two- 
party  system.  I  hope  the  Democrats  will  cut 
every  vestige  of  the  New  Deal  and  Fair  Deal 
out  of  their  party.  But  the  New  Deal-Fair 
Deal  dug  its  talons  deep  into  the  Democratic 
Party.  It  will  take  years  before  the  injured 
body  of  that  party  Is  strong  again. 

We  Republicans  will  go  forward  to  our 
real  task.  We  start,  as  the  Republicans 
started  a  hundred  years  ago.  with  one  sure 
touchstone.  We  shall  solve  a  thousand  prac- 
tical problems  with  one  clear  purpose — to 
restore  in  its  full  strength,  the  American 
eystem  of  liberty  under  God.  resting  In  law 
on  the  American  Constitution. 

I  do  not  say  the  Republican  Party  will 
eave  our  country.  I  say  they  have  the  op- 
portunity to  do  so.  We  may  succeed  or  we 
may  fail,  but  the  responsibility  falls  on  us. 

Last  year.  I  said,  was  the  year  of  healing. 
Of  recovery  from  too  great  a  strain.  This 
year  can  be  the  year  of  new  beginnings,  for 
our  party  and  through  us  for  our  country. 
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Today  I  hope  and  tnut  that  the  Repub- 
lican Party  Is  going  to  give  back  to  the 
American  people  the  right  to  be  let  alone, 
the  right  to  make  a  living,  to  keep  their 
own  earnings,  and  to  pursue  their  own  hap- 
piness in  their  own  way.  except  when  their 
country  is  in  danger. 

Your  party  In  Congress  and  in  the  execu- 
tive branch,  having  freed  the  people  from 
heavy  taxation  and  bureaucratic  regimen- 
tation, can  then  turn  iu  attention  to  the 
first  duty  of  your  Government.  We  shall 
eradicate  from  our  foreign  relations  every 
last  vestige  of  the  people  and  the  policies 
left  by  Dean  Acheson.  Harry  Hopkins.  Alger 
Hiss,  and  Harry  D.  White.  We  shall  turn 
again  to  the  great  and  enduring  principles 
of  policy  that  distinguished  our  foreign  af- 
faire from  George  Washington  to  John  Hay. 
We  shall  make  our  own  country  strong  and 
great.  We  shall  be  good  neighbors  to  all 
other  nations  which  truly  love  liberty. 

We  shall  look  to  the  past  but  we  shall 
not  turn  back — Americans  never  turn  back. 
We  shall  follow  the  pole  star  of  the  Declara- 
tion of  Independence  and  the  Constitution. 
We  know  our  pole  star  will  lead  our  ship 
of  -state  safely  on  our  way  forward. 

This  is  the  Republican  revolution,  my 
friends.  The  opportunity  is  there.  I  pray 
God  we  may,  like  Lincoln,  be  worthy  of  it. 


CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Anderson 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Bridges 

BuFh 

Butler 

Carlson 

Case 

Chavez 

Clements 

Cooper 

Crlppa 

Daniel 

Dirksen 

Douglas 

Duff 

Dworshak 

EUender 

Ervln 

Ferguson 

Frear 

Pul  bright 

George 

Gillette 

Goldwater 

Gore 


Green 

Hayden 

Hendrlckson 

Hennings 

Hickenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

Kllgore 

Knowland 

Kuchei 

Langcr 

Lehman 

Lennon 

Long 

Magnuson 

Malone 

Mansfield 


Martin 

Maybank 

McCarran 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

Mllllkln 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robertson 

Russell 

Sal  tons  tall 

Schoeppel 

Smathers 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Stennis 

Symington 

Thye 

Watkina 

Wiley 

Williams 

Young 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Bricker  ]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  IMr.  Cape- 
hart]  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Welker]  are  absent  on  ofiBcial  business. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Nebraska 
fMrs.  BowRiNc].  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon [Mr.  Cordon!,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Reynolds],  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  (Mr.  Up- 
ton], and  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
IMr.  Flanders]    are  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BtjrkeI,  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  IMr.  Byrd],  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land],  and  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Neely]  are  absent  on  ofiBcial 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman]  is  necessarily  absent. 


The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  A 
quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
understand  that  under  the  prior  order  of 
the  Senate  we  shall  now  have  a  morning 
hour  under  the  usual  2 -minute  limita- 
tion, before  the  unfinished  business  Is 
laid  before  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  Is 
correct. 


PROCEDURE  OP  CONGRESSIONAL 
INVESTIGATING  COMMITTEES- 
RESOLUTION  OF  THE  AMERICAN 
LEGION.  DEPARTMENT  OP  MICHI- 
GAN. GRAND  RAPIDS.  MICH. 

Mr.  JE2WER.  Mr.  President.  I  pre- 
sent for  appropriate  reference,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
American  Legion.  Department  of  Mich- 
igan, Grand  Rapids.  Mich.,  on  July  25, 
1954,  relating  to  the  work  of  congres- 
sional investigating  committees  regard- 
ing the  ferreting  out  of  Red  spies  and 
saboteurs. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  American  public  has  recently 
been  alerted  to  the  Red  danger  throughout 
our  land:  and 

Whereas  many  patriotic  employees  of  con- 
gressional committees  have  been  attacked 
by  subversive  elements  and  misguided  ofll- 
cials  who  have  fallen  victims  to  the  com- 
munstlc  line  of  attack;  Now,  therefore,  be 
it 

Resolved.  That  the  American  Legion.  De- 
partment of  Michigan,  in  convention  assem- 
bled in  Grand  Rapids.  Mich.,  this  25th  day 
of  July  1954,  move  a  vote  of  thanks  to  those 
members  of  the  Federal  Btireau  of  Investi- 
gation and  other  employees  of  the  three  con- 
gressional Investigating  committees  for  the 
services  rendered  their  country  In  the  fer- 
reting out  of  Red  spies  and  saboteurs  in  our 
industries  and  Government  units  that  have 
affected  the  sectirity  of  the  national  defense 
of  our  country:  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  we  commend  patriotic 
American  officials  who  have  fought  to  rid 
the  country  of  those  seeking  its  change  or 
overthrow;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  Th&t  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
sent  to  chairman  of  the  Committees  on  Un- 
American  Activities  and  request  that  it  be 
spread  upon  the  Journals  of  both  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives  at  Washing- 
ton. D.  C;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  we  urge  our  Federal  ofll- 
dals  to  carry  out  the  objectives  of  this  reso- 
lution; and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  we  move  a  vote  of  thanks 
to  the  active  working  members  of  the  three 
congressional  investigating  committees,  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  and  other 
employees  of  the  three  congressional  investi- 
gating committees  for  the  services  rendered 
their  country  in  the  ferreting  out  of  Red 
spies  and  subversives  from  our  industries 
and  governmental  units,  all  in  the  interest 
of  our  national  security,  and  that  the  work 
of  the  three  committees  be  continued. 


REPORT  OP  A  COMMITTEE 

The  following  report  of  a  committee 
was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  HICKENLOOPE31,  from  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energ^y,  with  an 
amendment: 

S.  3851.  A  bill  to  provide  rewards  for  In- 
formation concerning  the  illegal  introduc- 
tion into  the  United  States,  or  the  Illegal 
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manufacture  or  acquisition  In  the  United 
States,  of  special  nuclear  material  and  atomic 
weapons  (Bapt.  Mo.  2488). 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time  and.  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  idr.  DWORSHAK: 
8.  3869.  A  bUl  f or  the  relief  of  Kiji  Toml- 
Baga;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Sir.  RUSSELL: 
8.  S870.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Isabel  Tree; 
to  tbe  Committee  on  tbe  Judiciary. 


OFFICIAL  SEAL  OP  PRESIDENT  PRO 
TEMPORE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  minority  leader,  the  Sen- 
ato]f  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  and  my- 
self, I  submit  a  resolution,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  its  present  con- 
sideration. 

The  PRESIDINO  OPFTCER.  The 
resolution  will  be  read  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  314),  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  pro  tempore 
of  the  Senate  la  authorized  to  adopt  and  use 
an  ofllclal  seal  of  bis  office. 

Sbc.  2.  Ezi>en8es  Incident  to  the  designing 
and  procurement  of  such  seal  shall  be  paid 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  upon 
vouchers  signed  by  the  President  pro  tem- 
pore of  the  Senate. 

Sbc.  3.  A  description  and  Ulustratlon  of  the 
seal  adopted  pursuant  to  this  resolution  shall 
be  transmitted  to  the  General  Services  Ad- 
ministration for  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  Of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  California 
yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  My  under- 
standing is  that  Uie  original  resolution 
provided  for  a  seal  for  both  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  and  the  President  pro  tem- 
pore. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     That  Is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  immediate  consideration 
of  the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  314)  was  considered  and 
agreed  to. 


SPECIAL  COMMITTEE  TO  INVESTI- 
GATE SENATE  KITCHENS  AND 
RESTAURANTS 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine  submitted  the 
following  resolution  (S.  Res.  315) ,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration: 

Resolved.  That  a  special  conmiittee  com- 
posed of  five  Senators  of  whom  not  more 
than  three  shall  be  from  the  same  political 
party,  to  be  appointed  by  the  President  of 
the  Senate,  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
make  a  full  and  complete  Investigation  of 
the  operation  of  the  Senate  kitchens  and 
restaurants  In  the  Capitol  and  Senate  Office 
Building  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether  such  kitchens  and  restaurants  are 
being  operated  In  a  manner  which  best  serves 
the  needs  of  the  Senate  and  its  employees, 
and  particularly  (1)  whether  the  quality  of 
the  food  and  service  are  commensurate  with 
prices  charged,  (3)  whether  proper  stand- 
ards of  cleanliness  and  sanitation  are  ob- 


served, and  (3)  whether  the  costs  to  the 
Senate  of  such  operation  or  the  profits 
accruing  to  the  operation  of  such  kitcljens 
and  restaurants  as  a  result  of  such  opera- 
tion are  excessive,  (4)  whether  the  facilities 
for  such  operation  are  adequate,  and  (5) 
what  changes  should  be  made  in  metliods 
or  manner  of  operation  for  the  purpose  of 
tanproTlng  efficiency,  service,  the  quality  of 
food  served,  and  facilities  for  such  operation. 
The  committee  shall  report  to  the  Senate 
on  or  before  February  13,  1955,  the  results 
of  Its  Investigation,  together  with  such 
recommendations  as  it  may  deem  desirable. 
Up>on  the  filing  of  its  report,  the  committee 
shaU  cease  to  exist. 

Sbc.  a.  (a)  The  committee,  or  any  duly 
authorized  subcommittee  thereof,  is  author- 
ized to  sit  and  act  at  such  places  and  times 
dtuing  the  sessions,  recesses,  and  adjourned 
periods  of  the  Senate,  to  require  by  subpena 
or  otherwise  the  attendance  of  such  wit- 
nesses and  the  production  of  such  books, 
papers,  and  documents,  to  administer  such 
oaths,  to  take  such  testimony,  to  procure 
such  printing  and  binding,  and  to  n*ake 
such  expenditures  as  it  deems  advisable. 

(b)  The  committee  is  empowered  to  ap- 
point and  fix  the  compensation  of  such 
experts,  consultants,  and  clerical  and  steno- 
graphic assistants  as  it  deems  necessary. 

(c)  The  expenses  of  the  committee,  which 
shall  not  exceed  $15,000,  shall  be  paid  from 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  upon 
vouchers  approved  by  the  chairman. 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS,  ARTI- 
CLES, ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE 
RECORD 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc., 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows  : 

By  Mr.  BRnX3ES:  | 

Statement  by  him,  together  with  text  of 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  174,  and  editorial 
comment,  all  in  regard  to  the  need  for  ter- 
mination of  deficit  flnanclng. 

BUTLER-TOLLEFSON   CARGO-PRBF- 
ERENCE  BILL 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  T  tsk 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  a  release  by  the 
American  Merchant  Marine  Institute, 
Inc.,  under  date  of  August  12,  1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

AtJGusT  12,  1954.— Walter  E.  Maloney.  pres- 
ident of  the  Americf.n  Merchant  Marine  In- 
stitute, today  applauded  the  action  of  the 
Hoiise  of  Representatives  in  passing  S.  3233. 
the  Butler-Tollefson  cargo-preference  hill, 
frequently  called  the  permanent  50-50  bill. 
The  House  action  today  was  by  unanimous 
consent  following  the  unanimous  recom- 
mendation of  the  House  Merchant  Marine 
and  Fisheries  Committee.  This  bill  had  pre- 
viously been  unanimously  passed  by  the 
Senate  on  June  15,  1954.  Todays  version  Is 
substantially  identical  with  the  bill  as  it 
passed  the  Senate  and  prompt  Senate  ap- 
proval is  expected. 

Mr.  Maloney  said:  "The  American  Nation 
and  the  American-flag  merchant  marUie 
Which  is  its  fourth  arm  of  defense  and  first 
arm  of  International  commerce  pay  tribute 
to  the  foresight  and  constructive  leadership 
displayed  by  Senator  Btrn.ER,  of  Maryland, 
Congressman  Tollefson^.  of  Washington,  and 
the  congressional  leadership  of  both  parties 
In  the  Congress  in  thus  giving  practical  ^- 
pllcatlon  to  the  long-standing  shipping  pol- 
icy of  our  Nation  that  a  substantial  portion 


of  our  foreign  commerce  should  be  carried 
in  American-flag  vessels,  built  In  America, 
manned  by  American  citizens  and  owned 
and  operated  by  Americans." 

He  added:  "This  legislation  represents  no 
more  than  a  practical  recognition  by  the 
Congress  that  previous  temporary  statutes 
for  the  same  and  similar  purposes  should  be 
made  a  permanent  and  integral  part  of  the 
statutory  framework  of  our  Nation,  designed 
to  assure  that  American-flag  shipping  will 
continue  to  be  ready  in  the  future  as  it  has 
in  the  past,  to  serve  otir  Nation  In  both  peace 
and  war." 


PRESS   COMMENTS  ON  TESTIMONY 
OF  GEN.  MARK   CLARK 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President, 
earlier  this  week  Gen,  Mark  Clark  ap- 
peared before  the  Senate  Intemel  Se- 
curity Subcommittee,  and  gave  some  very 
pertinent  and  revealing  and  worthwhile 
testimony.  Subsequently,  what  General 
Clark  said  was  rather  severely  twisted 
in  certain  press  reports,  and  thereafter 
it  was  made  to  appear  that  some  very 
prominent  people  had  an  erroneous  idea 
of  what  General  Clark  had  said. 

In  the  Washington  Star  of  Friday.  Mr. 
David  Lawrence,  in  his  column,  makes 
some  comments  on  this  situation  which 
are  so  cogent  that  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  this  particular  portion  of  Mr. 
Lawrence's  column  may  be  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  com- 
ments were  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Presidential  press  conferences  are  fetting 
no  better — in  fact,  they  are  doing  Increased 
harm  not  only  to  the  President  and  the 
Republican  Party  but  also  to  the  influence 
abroad  of  the  foreign  policies  of  the  United 
States. 

Unfortunately  much  of  the  damage  Is  done 
because  sometimes  the  Pre.'sldent  isn't  told 
the  full  story  behind  the  questions  Qred  at 
him. 

Thus  this  week  General  Eisenhower  was 
asked  about  recurrent  suggestions  that  the 
United  States  rever  diplomatic  relations  with 
Soviet  Russia,  and  he  w.-\e  told  that  the  most 
recent  one  came  from  Gen.  Mark  Clark.  The 
fact  was  that  the  general  was  a  witness  be- 
fore the  Senate  Rules  Committee  on  other 
subjects,  and  Senator  Jenner,  of  Indiana, 
chairman,  read  to  him  a  resolution.  Intro- 
duced by  himself  and  Senator  McCarsan.  of 
Nevada,  which  would  simply  express  the 
sense  of  the  Senate  that  It  would  be  desir- 
able for  the  United  States  to  sever  diplomatic 
relations  with  Soviet  Ru<^sla  and  the  satellite 
governments.  General  Clark  was  asked  what 
he  thouRht  about  it,  and  he  replied  briefly, 
that  if  he  were  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  he 
would  vote  for  it. 

Now.  General  Elsenhower  at  his  preas  con- 
ference was  not  told  that  fact  nor  was  he 
told  that  a  committee  of  nine  Mambers 
of  the  House  of  Reprcentatives.  both  Repub- 
licans and  Democrats,  had  Just  filed  a  report 
unanimously  recommending  that  the  Presi- 
dent convene  an  international  conference  to 
seek  agreement  with  our  iillies  on  the  sever- 
ance of  all  diplomatic  relations  and  the 
termination  of  all  trade  with  the  Communist 
countries.  This  committee  has  been  taking 
testimony  in  Europe  and  elsewhere  for  sev- 
eral months  from  persons  of  prominence  who 
have  escaped  from  the  Communist  regime 
and  who  are  in  a  position  to  tell  Americana 
how  influential  such  a  policy  would  be  In 
encouraging  the  peoples  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain. 

But  General  Eisenhower,  without  going 
Into   the   menu   of   this   very   difficult  and 
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complicated  question,  rejected  offhand  any 
consideration  of  It.  He  said  that  If  anyone 
would  sit  down  and  study  the  conflicting 
considerations  objectively  and  not  merely 
shoot  from  the  hip  on  such  questions,  they 
would  arrive  at   a  similar   conclusion. 

But  how  do  the  nine  members  of  the  House 
committee  who  have  spent  many  months  on 
this  problem  feel?  Have  they  been  shooting 
from  the  hip,  or  has  the  President  himself 
been  doing  that  very  thing  because  he  has 
not  been  properly  briefed  on  how  the  mani- 
festation by  him  of  a  closed  mind  on  this 
subject  can  bring  discouragement  to  the 
enslaved  peoples?  Why  did  he  have  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  at  all? 
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MISSOURI  DROUGHT  SITUATION 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  speak  for  not 
more  than  2  minutes  concerning  the 
drought  program  in  the  State  of  Mis- 
souri. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  2  minutes  under  the  rule. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  A  letter  dated 
August  10,  addres5ed  to  the  Missouri 
State  Drought  Committee,  signed  by  the 
president  of  the  Washington  County 
Farm  Bureau  and  21  farmers  from  all 
areas  of  Washington  County,  Mo.,  pre- 
sents most  emphatically  the  need  for  the 
inclusion  of  Washington  County  among 
those  in  that  area  of  Missouri  designated 
for  emergency  drought  assistance. 

The  statement  made  in  the  second 
paragraph  of  the  letter,  that  the  hay 
crop  is  only  88  percent  of  that  of  last 
year,  pastures  only  83  percent  of  last 
year,  water  supply  64  percent  of  last  year, 
and  corn  crop  only  10  percent  of  last 
year,  again  emphasizes  the  seriousness  of 
conditions  there. 

From  firsthand  observation  I  know 
the  extent  of  the  drought  in  Washing- 
ton County  last  year.  P£.stures  then  were 
so  far  gone  that  farmers  in  the  area 
had  chopped  down  the  trees  in  the  fields 
so  that  their  starving  cattle  could  eat 
the  leaves  for  roughage. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  the  letter  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, together  with  the  names  of  the 
signers,  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Washington  County  F/rm  Bureau, 

Potosi,  Mo..  August  10.  1954. 
Missotrai  State  Drought  CoMMrrrEn, 
Jefferson  City.  Mo. 
GENTtEMEN:   Ou  thls  10th  day  of  August 
In  a  meeting  assembled   oy  the  invitation 
of    the    Washington    County    Farm    Bureau, 
representative  farmers  from  all  areas  of  the 
county  met  to  discuss  whvs  and  wherefores 
that  Washington  County  was  left  out  of  the 
drought  disaster  area. 

A  poll  of  those  present  showed  hay  88 
percent  of  last  year,  pasture  83  percent  of 
last  year,  water  64  percent  of  last  year,  and 
corn   10  percent  of  last  year. 

Therefore  be  It  respectfu  ly  resolved  of  the 
State  drought  committee  take  all  immediate 
action  necessary  to  have  Washington  County 
Included  in  the  drought  disaster  area. 
Sincerely, 
C.  K.  Newcomer.  Presitient;    W.  F.  York, 
Liberty  Township,   Potosl.   Mo.;    A.   M. 
Rieffer,     Bellevue     Township.     Cale- 
donia, Mo.;  Norman  A,  Cole,  Brenton, 
Township,    Bonne    Terre,    Mo.;     John 
Hovine.    Richwood    Township,    Rich- 


wood,  Mo.;  CJhas.  E.  Drew,  Bellevue 
Township.  Caledonia.  Mo.;  Arthur  S. 
Smith.  Concord  Township.  Irondale, 
Mo.;  Harry  Rlehl,  Barton  Township. 
Potosl,  Mo.:  Prank  Wright,  BeUevue 
Township,  Caledonia,  Mo,;  Lloyd  Cran- 
dall,  Belgrade  Township,  Belgrade, 
Mo.;  Bruce  Miles,  Kingston  Township. 
Blackwell,  Mo.;  G.  W.  Strieker.  Walton 
Township,  Shirley.  Mo.;  A.  H.  Long, 
tlnlon  Township,  Coder,  Mo.;  B.  P. 
Bequetto.  Union  Township,  Cadet, 
Mo.;  Jack  Garrett,  Union  Township. 
Cadet,  Mo.;  T.  L.  Dace,  Johnson  Town- 
ship. Anthonles  Mill,  Mo.;  W.  S.  Nich- 
olson. Brltton  Township,  Potosl,  Mo.; 
Carl  MiUer,  Concord  Township,  Potosl, 
Mo.;  Carl  Bouse,  Johnson  Township. 
Anthonles  Mill.  Mo.;  John  Pllice,  Bel- 
grade Township,  Belgrade.  Mo.;  L.  L. 
Newcomer,  Brltton  Township,  Mineral 
Point,  Mo.;  Leroy  J.  Paul.  Union  Town- 
ship, Cadet,  Mo. 


THE  IDEA  OP  COMMUNISM— ARTI- 
CLE FROM  THE  COMMONWEAL. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  one  of 
the  keenest  analyses  of  the  Communist 
problem  which  I  have  seen  in  print  for 
a  long  time  appears  in  the  August  6.  1954, 
issue  of  The  Commonweal.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  the  article,  which 
is  entitled  "The  Idea  of  Communism." 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

The  Idea  or  Communism 
Communism  Is  a  three-way  danger.  It  Is, 
first  of  all.  an  Idea  that  has  won  the  alle- 
giance of  millions  throughout  the  world.  As 
an  idea  communism  presents  a  more  or  less 
coherent  philosophy  of  life  and  of  man  rooted 
in  dialectic  and  historical  materialism. 
Secondly,  communism  is  a  political  con- 
spiracy; as  such  it  Is  an  Internal  threat 
wherever  it  has  followers  to  carry  out  party 
orders.  Thirdly,  communism  is  a  world- 
wide military  force  embarked  on  a  program 
of  expansion  and  aggression. 

The  three  aspects  of  communism  go  hand 
In  hand.  The  Idea  comes  first;  the  party  is 
able  to  enlist  from  convinced  Ideologs  fol- 
lowers ready  to  carry  out  subversion  or, 
when  the  climate  is  right,  to  change  social 
disorder  and  discontent  Into  the  coin  of  mass 
political  action.  This  latter  activity  Is  hope- 
less In  the  United  States  at  the  present  time, 
but  such  was  not  the  case  during  the  bleak 
depression  years  and  in  countries  like  Italy 
and  Prance  the  unhappy  social  scene  is  still 
a  fruitful  vineyard  for  Communist  apostles. 
In  both  these  countries  communism  is  able 
to  command  a  large  number  of  votes.  The 
votes  come  not  from  convinced  Communist 
Ideologs  but  from  dissatisfied  people  who 
take  that  way  to  express  discontent  with 
their  lot. 

The  problem  of  fighting  communism  Is  to 
keep  each  of  these  three  avenues  of  Commu- 
nist approach  closely  guarded.  It  would  not 
do,  for  instance,  to  concentrate  so  exclu- 
sively on  counteracting  communism  as  an 
idea  that  the  avenue  of  internal  subversion 
was  ignored.  It  would  not  do  to  concentrate 
so  completely  on  the  problem  of  subversion 
as  to  Ignore  the  military  aspects.  In  this 
place  or  that,  one  or  the  other  danger  may  be 
greater  than  the  others,  but  the  3-way  attack 
must  be  met  by  an  alert  3-way  defense. 

Communism  as  an  idea  has  probably  been 
the  most  neglected  of  all  three,  both  here 
and  abroad.  Both  leftwlng  and  rightwing 
opinion  in  the  United  States  has  been  guilty 
of  obscuring  the  real  nature  of  commu- 
nism as  an  idea.     For   years,   with   notable 


exceptions,    many   patriotic    liberal    Ameri- 
cans neglected  to  take  a  good  hard  look  at 
Just  what  communism   means  In   terms  of 
Ideas.    The  rude  awakening  that  came  after 
the    war    was    really    unnecessary,      in    the 
glow  of  the  wartime  alliance  with  Russia 
even  stalwart  generals  were  saying  that  the 
difference  between  communism  and  democ- 
racy was  Just  about  as  crucial  as  the  differ- 
ence between  American  Democrats  and  Re- 
publicans.   If  the  philosophy  of  communism 
had  been  seriously  examined,  we  might  have 
avoided    many    well-meant    but    disastrous 
moves.        Too    many    Americans    felt    that 
communism    was   undoubtedly   foreign    and 
perhaps  even  on  the  screwball  side,  but  were 
not  yet  sufficiently  oriented  to  the  ideologi- 
cal age  to   believe  that  the  future  of  the 
world  might  actually  be  dependent  on  the 
abstruse    dialectics    found    In    dull,    barely 
readable   Marxist   tomes.     By   and   large,  we 
were   pushovers  for  the  sentimentality  that 
colored  so  many  of  our  attitudes  toward  Rus- 
sia when  we  fought  a  common  enemy.    That 
sentimentally  afflicted  all  strata  of  society. 
It  is  as  easy  to  find  It  in  back  issues  of  Life 
magazine  as  In  the  glowingly  liberal  opinion 
weeklies.      (Long-time  Commonweal  readers 
will  recall  that  in  July  1945.  this  magazine 
and  the  Catholic  World   were  attacked   by 
Pravda  as  the  two  worst  examples  of  "the 
warmongering  Catholic  press";  so  do  not  read 
the  above  as  an  apologia.)      A  more  general 
knowledge   of   the   Idea   behind   communUm 
would  have  saved  Americans  from  many  of 
the  illusions  that  drugged  the  Nation  at  the 
time. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  is  a  segment  of 
American  society  which  still  stands  In  as 
much  need  of  education  about  the  idea  of 
communism  as  those  who  thought  about  the 
subject  BO  hazily  In  those  days.  This  is  a 
group  which  is  ready  to  bracket  every  idea' 
which  does  not  conform  to  its  own  hardy 
rightwing  convictions  as  communistic. 

There  Is  no  more  affinity  between  com- 
munism and  the  kind  of  liberalism  espoused, 
say,  by  the  ADA  or  the  American  Veterans' 
Committee  than  there  is  between  the  native 
fascism  of  Gerald  L.  K.  Smith  and  the  stanch 
republicanism  of  the  late  Senator  Taft.  But. 
for  political  and  propaganda  purposes,  this 
group  is  forever  ready  to  attribute  every  idea 
left  of  EJwight  Eisenhower's  fictitious  dead 
center  to  Karl  Marx.  These  "terrlbles  slmpli- 
ficateurs"  have  created  all  kinds  of  mischief 
by  consistently  tarring  patriotic  and  idealistic 
people  with  the  Communist  brush.  "If  sup- 
porting public  housing  Is  communistic," 
many  have  felt  through  the  years,  "then  I 
don't  mind  being  communistic."  A  good  ex- 
ample of  this  sort  Of  thing  was  found  re- 
cently when  a  supposed  authority  on  com- 
munism before  a  congressional  committee 
identified  the  writings  of  two  p6pes  as  com- 
munistic. As  long  as  good  people  and  good 
ideas  are  arbitrarily  associated  with  com- 
munism, for  partisan  gain,  the  essential 
wickedness  of  communism  as  an  idea  wUl  be 
obscured. 

There  are  proposals  now  for  a  more  gen- 
eral education  In  communism,  notably  a 
widely  publicized  plan  offered  by  the  Ameri- 
can Bar  Association.  We  heartUy  approve 
such  a  program,  provided  it  truly  means 
education  about  communism  and  is  not  used 
as  a  mean  for  partisan  propogandlsts  and 
lobbyists  to  include  as  communistic  the 
teachings  and  beliefs  of  Just  about  everyone 
who  disagrees  with  them,  from  the  Popes 
who  wrote  the  social  encyclicals  to  the  lib- 
erals of  Americans  for  Democratic  Action. 

The  so-called  rightwing  cannot  alone  de- 
feat communism  in  America.  The  attack  of 
the  Communists  Is  directed  against  Ameri- 
cans of  both  parties  and  from  every  shade  of 
the  political  spectrum.  We  need  to  fire  our 
volleys  against  communism  from  both  left 
and  right.  The  sooner  this  simple  fact  la 
generally  understood  the  better  all-round. 
No  group  of  Americans  Is  the  special  target 
of  communism,  and  none  has  a  mono{x>ly  oa 
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■nHowniunlTi ,  Wltb  wider  imdentand- 
Iztg  of  Um  Oonunnnlst  Idea,  it  might  become 
dear  to  all  that  however  we  Americans  may 
rtteegree  among  ouraelTee  we  face  In  commu- 
nlam  a  ccmmon  emeny  and  will  elUier  liave 
to  luuig  togeUMT  or  luuig  separately. 


August  IJf. 
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FARM  POLICY 

Mr.  HUMPHREY'.  Mr.  President.  1 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  correspond- 
ence between  Mr.  George  E.  Hulstrand,  of 
WiUmar,  Minn.,  and  Mr.  Raymond  C. 
Mitten,  editor  of  the  legislative  depart- 
ment of  the  United  States  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  with  regard  to  farm  policy 
may  be  printed  In  the  body  of  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  corre- 
spondence was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  RscORo,  as  follows: 

JULT  13.  1964. 

Z<B6IBUITIVB  DSPABTKEMT,  CHAlCBZa  OF 

CoauuscB  or  the  Umrzo  Statks. 
Wtuhington,  D.  C. 

OxMTuacxir:  As  a  member  of  tbe  Willmar 
Cbamber  of  Commerce,  and  as  chairman  of 
Its  National  Affairs  Committed.  X  wish  to 
let  you  know  very  definitely  that  I  do  not 
agree  and  our  chamber  does  not  agree  with 
your  position  with  respect  to  the  farm  bill. 

We  dont  mind  so  much  that  you  take 
the  posltkm  that  you  do  but  we  certainly 
protest  the  misrepresentation  that  comes  out 
In  your  legislative  outlook. 

It  would  seem  to  me  that  the  Chamber  of 
Commerce  of  the  United  States  could  make 
a  contribution  to  the  country  and  to  Its  local 
chambers  in  this  part  of  the  country  if  It 
would  center  Its  efforts  on  policies  designed 
to  remedy  the  problems  of  distribution  rather 
than  to  try  to  set  farmer  against  consumer. 
Yours  very  truly. 

GSOaCX  E.  HuUtTRAMD. 

Cbambkb  or  CoMiczxCK  or  thx 

DNmD  States. 
Waahinffton,  D.  C,  July  21, 1954. 
Ur.  Obomx  E.  Holstsand. 

Hendrickaon,  Hulstrand,  dt  Langajoen. 
WiUmar.  Minn. 
XJmkM  lia.  HtTLSTKAMo:  As  editor  of  the 
Legislative  Outlook.  I  have  been  asked  to 
reply  to  your  letter  of  July  15  regarding  oxir 
recent  article  on  the  farm  bill  in  that 
publication. 

1  am  mainly  concerned  about  yoiir  com- 
plaint that  the  article  misrepresented  the 
situation  regarding  the  farm  blU.  I  would 
very  much  appreciate  receiving  from  you 
your  reasons  tat  beUeving  that  the  Legisla- 
tive OutlotA  has  misrepresented  the  agricul- 
ture surplus  situation  and  that  matter  of 
farm  prices  in  general.  I  assure  you  that 
we  attempt  to  be  fair  in  our  presentations 
In  the  LegisUtive  Outlook  and  In  all  of  our 
Other  publications. 

I  agree  with  you  that  better  distribution 
is  one  answer  to  the  farm-siirplus  problem 
and  I  believe  that  the  dairy  Industry,  for 
example,  is  to  be  congratulated  for  the  work 
It  is  doing  to  improve  distribution,  i  also 
doubt,  however,  that  such  efforts  can  provide 
a  complete  alternative  to  a  changeover  from 
rigid  to  flexible  price  supports. 

I  appreciate  yoiu-  interest  in  giving  us  your 
Views  on  thla  highly  important  matter  and 
sincerely  hope  that  I  will  hear  further  from 
you  regarding  your  complaint  about  misrep- 
resentation in  the  Legislative  Outlook, 
Tours  very  truly. 

Raymond  C.  MrrrEN. 

Hendbickson,  Hulstsand  k,  Lancsjoen. 

WUlmar.  Minn.,  August  5.  1954. 
l<r-  RA-ncowo  C.  Mtttkiv, 

Editor,  Legislative  Outlook.  Chamber 
of  Commerce  of  the  United  States. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
TiKKU  ICk.  IfTTTUf :  In  response  to  yoiu'  let- 
ter of  Jiay  21.  I  wish  to  point  out  several 


Instances  In  which  you  in  your  Legislative 
Outlook  misrepresent  the  farm-price-support 
legislation  problem  to  the  reader  who  has 
not  taken  the  time  oj:  had  the  opportunity 
to  study  the  issues  with  aU  the  facts  before 
him. 

In  the  first  place.  In  the  issue  of  May  10, 
you  state,  among  other  things,   that  "the 
size    and    cost    of    surpluses    have    become 
alarming."     If  it    is  true   that   the   size   and 
cost  of  surpluses  have  become  alarming,  it 
Is  so  only  because  those  who  are  opposed 
to  a  genuine  farm  program  have  sought  by 
means  of  propaganda  and  misrepresentation 
of   facts   to   play    up   In    the    minds    of    the 
people  that  we  cannot  afford  the  cost  of  a 
workable  farm  program.     This  is  simply  not 
true.    Upon    examination,   facts    will    show 
that  while  we  have  spent  some  money  as  tax- 
payers supporting  a  farm  program  that  has 
not  Ijeen  extended  as  far  as  it  should,  this  is  a 
small  cost  compared  to  what  we  have  paid  to 
support  other  segments  of  our  economy.    For 
example,  the  loss  In  handling  second-class 
mail,  magazines  and  newspapers,  in  the  Post 
Office  Department    during    the    last   8    years 
has  been  about  $3,800,000,000.     The  loss  of 
the  Government  in  the  23-year  period  during 
which     the     farm-price-support     legislation 
has  been   in   effect  has   been   $1,100,000,000. 
Of   this  $1,100,000,000.   $20  million   was   for 
support  of  the  basic  crops,  and  the  balance, 
$1,080,000,000,  was  In  support  of   nonbasics; 
and  then  when  one  compares  this  with  the 
.  tremendous  aid  given  to  Industry  as  a  whole 
for  means  of  subsidies  of  one  form  or  the 
other  since  the   war.  I  feel   that   the   price 
paid  for  the  farm-price-support  program  Is 
small.   Indeed.     We  must   also  consider  the 
fact  that  since   1933  the  farm  Income   has 
gone  from  $7  billion  to  $35  billion,   and  it 
requires   no   great   deal    of    Imagination   to 
realize  that  the  farmers  In  paying  their  in- 
come taxes  have  more  than  paid  back  to  the 
Government  what  it   has  cost   the  Govern- 
ment to  give  them  a  farm-price-support  pro- 
gram.    I  consider  it  a  misrepresentation  of 
fact  when  you  show  the  cost  of  the  farm- 
price-support  legislation  without  also  show- 
ing and  pointing  out  and   comparing   that 
program  with  the  subsidies  which  the  Gov- 
ernment has  been  granting,  and  is  granting. 
Other  segments  of  the  economy. 

On  the  second  page  of  yoiu-  May  10  issue, 
you  set  out  the  quantity  of  products  under 
the  loan  and  ownership  categories  of  the 
CCC.  The  implication  Is  that  there  Is  a  tre- 
mendovis  stirpliis  which  it  will  require  from 
here  to  eternity  to  consume.  Those  figures 
are  not  indicative  of  anything  unless  they 
be  compared  with  the  consumption  for  an- 
nual periods,  the  total  production  for  annual 
periods,  and  the  projection  into  the  future 
of  what  will  be  required  In  the  way  of  tl*ose 
products  in  the  future.  One  of  the  njost 
sinister  forms  of  misrepresentation  Is  to  eite 
figures  without  supplying  all  the  data  which 
would  give  them  relevance  to  the  problem  as 
a  whole. 

On  the  second  page  of  your  May  10  Issue, 
under  the  heading  "Fexlble  suppwrts,"  you 
state:    "There   is   no   assurance    that   there 
would  not  be  any  surpluses  with  flexible  sup- 
ports but  It  seems  reasonable  to  assume  that. 
with  wider  play  of  market  forces  permitted. 
there  would  be  more  encouragement  of  con- 
sumption and  less  encouragement  of  exces- 
sive production— production  for  sale  to  the 
Government."    The  facts  are.  and  the  flgiiies 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  will  show, 
that  when  prices  go  down  on  farm  products. 
the  resmt  is  that  farmers   attempt   to  raise 
more  products  and  put  more  acreage  into 
production.    It  is  only  reasonable  to  assutfie 
that  they  will  do  this,  for  the  reason  that  an 
increase    in   production    Is    the   only    way    In 
which  they  can  meet  the  problem,  and  a  vary 
serious  problem  it  is,  which  faces  them  when 
theh:  income  Is  cut  by  a  reduced  price. 

Then  you  go  Into  a  devious  and  complex 
line  of  argument  which  goes  like  this:  "Maiiy 
farm  State   Congressmen  contend   extensiou 


of  rigid  support  at  90  percent  of  parity  is 
necessary  to  maintain  farm  income.  But  It 
should  be  remembered  that  parity  is  related 
to  prices,  not  to  overall  income  (partly  be- 
cause geographical  areas  specialize  In  cer- 
tain crops).  And.  except  for  the  boost  from 
Korean  war  buying  In  1951,  farm  prices  have 
been  declining  for  6  yeirs  despite  rigid  price 
supports.  Besides,  the  law's  production  con- 
trols tend  to  become  Income  controls  by  try- 
ing to  curtain  amounts  available  for  sale." 
This  seems  to  be  a  complicated  way  of  saying 
that  if  prices  are  going  to  go  down  then  the 
price  supports  must  also  follow  In  order  that 
the  price  supports  might  reflect  the  down- 
ward trend  of  prices.  If  you  argue  thus,  you 
misread  the  purpose  of  the  law,  which  Is  to 
give  the  farmer  a  guaranty  not  of  Income, 
but  of  an  assurance  of  a  fair  price  after  he 
has  by  his  own  labor,  his  Ingenuity,  his  man- 
agement, and  all  that  the  free  competitive 
system  offers,  produced  the  crop. 

I  have  failed  to  see  in  any  of  your  pub- 
lications a  clear  statenient  of  the  fact  that 
the  parity  proCTam  i.s  rot  a  guaranty  of  in- 
come to  the  farmer  whether  he  works  his 
land  efficiently  or  not.  It  would  seem  to  me 
that  you  should  take  pains  to  point  out  to 
those  who  read  your  publication  that  all  that 
the  farm  price-support  legislation  does  Is  to 
remove  an  economic  hazard  out  of  the  many 
that  face  the  American  farmer  today  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  gc  od  sense  to  e.Tpend 
money  in  order  that  we  might  protect  the 
farmer  against  the  hazard  of  fluotuatlne 
prices  and  to  help  him  keep  his  business  and 
his  productive  plant  in  good  shape  and  in 
good  order  so  that  it  might  be  utilized  to 
the  ful  when  the  demai.ds  of  the  consuming 
public  increase  through  drought,  war,  or  the 
natural  increase  of  popt;lation 

ripilitf  T  7'  ^"'  '*  ^^^^"  ^°  »"«  downright 
deceitful  in  your  report  on  who  receives 
farm  price-support  payments.  That  particu- 
lar  statement  concerns  itself  only  wltii  basic 

PrT  ''"vf.  r"  ^"*'^^'y  Ignore  the  nonbaslc 
crops  which  are  also  supported  under  the 
farm  price  program,  it  is  outright  mls- 
repre-sentatlon  of  the  facts  to  set  out  only 
a  part  of  the  facts  in  a  situation  such  as 
this  in  order  to  Imply  that  after  aJl  only 
a  small  part  of  the  Nation's  farmers  are 
Satior^''^  ""'  ^^^  '""^  price-support 

*u^"«*^^*  ^^'"^   '^*"*   y°^   also   Imply  that 
the   American   taxpayers   are  paving  §30,000 
an  hour  for  storage  of  farm  surpluses.     This 
comes  to  $720,000  a  day  for  a  total  of  $262  - 
800  000  a  year.    You  also  seem  to  deplore  the 
fact   that   we  have   about   $6,500,000  000   In- 
vested  in   the  farm  price-support-loan  pro- 
gram.    For  my  part  I  think  that  Is  a  good 
Investment   and   one   that   should   not   be   a 
cause  for  moaning  and  groaning  but  rather 
a  cause   for   rejoicing.     We   don't   hear   any 
cornplaints  about  stockpiling  atomic  mate- 
rials,  about  building  up  our  military  mleht 
about    stockpiling    and    accumulating    stra- 
tegic  materials.     I   think   if   you   would   ex- 
amine and  present  the  facts  on  the  stock- 
piling and  accumulating  of  those  types  of 
materials,  you  would  find  that  It  would  ex- 
ceed by  many  many   times  the  cost  of  the 
farm   products   now   stored    under    the   farm 
price-support-loan    program.      And    I    dont 
think  that  you  are  ready  to  say  that   the 
agricultural   products  under  storage  do  not 
represent  an  Important  asset  in  the  event  of 
a  national  emergency. 

Strangely  enough,  you  make  no  mention 
of  the  program  for  wool  and  It  seems  to  me 
that  your  conclusions  and  your  statements 
in  the  July  5  issue  under  the  heading  "But- 
ter to  Burn,"  missed  the  point  entirely.  For 
one  thing.  I  would  like  to  have  you  explain 
to  me  how  you  expect  the  dairy  farmers  to 
produce  butter  at  75  percent  of  parity  You 
state  that  "They  (many  Members  of  Con- 
gress) haven't  Indicated  what  he  (Benson) 
should  do  with  the  surplus  butter."  tf  you 
have   done   any   reading   on    the   subject   at 
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all.  you  are  bound  to  have  rotleed  that  there 
has  been  proposed  what  I  consider  a  sound, 
workable  program,  such  as  has  now  been  ap- 
plied to  wool,  by  which  the  farmer  would  be 
guaranteed  a  price  at  which  he  could  produce 
the  butter  and  given  that  guaranty  in  the 
form  of  compensatory  payments  and  the 
butter  then  left  to  find  Its  nxarket  price  In 
the  markets. 

Then  further  on  In  the  same  article  you 
make  the  same  basic  misrepresentation  again. 
that  since  the  butter  program  Is  bad  and  has 
bad  features  the  basic  crop-support  program 
Is  worse  because  It  Is  fixed  at  90  percent  of 
parity,  ignoring  the  fact  that  under  the  rigid 
pncc-support  program  we  hfive  paid  less  than 
we  have  under  those  programs  which  have 
been  on  the  nonfixed  basis. 

One  of  the  real  problems  :n  the  farm  price 
supptjrt  field  has  been  thai,  the  enemies  of 
the  farmer  and  the  enemies  of  any  legislation 
to  give  the  farmer  a  fair  price  for  what  he 
raises  have  always  had  Just  enough  success 
to  prevent  the  institution  of  a  thorough, 
workable  farm  program.  These  same  enemies 
cf  the  farmer  and  of  farm  pr:ce-support  legis- 
lation have  also  been  Insistent  that  Congress 
do  nothing  about  investigating  Into  the  mar- 
pin  of  profit  that  goes  to  people  other  than 
the  producing  farmers,  who  stand  between 
the  farmer  and  the  constimor. 
Yours  very  truly, 

Georcf  E.  Hulstrand. 


MIDYEAR  ECONOMIC  REPORT 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
n.sk  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  speak 
for  not  to  exceed  5  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  that  he  l)e  permitted  to 
.speak  for  5  minutes?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  the  Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  dur- 
ing this  week  President  Eisenhower  re- 
leased a  report  on  the  state  of  our  econ- 
omy at  midyear.  All  of  us  are  glad  to 
note  what  has  been  evident  for  some 
months,  namely,  that  the  economy  is  out 
of  the  trough  of  the  recession  of  the 
past  year. 

As  the  President  has  pointed  out.  the 
performance  of  the  econcimy  during  the 
past  few  months  has  indeed  been  re- 
markable. The  economy  has  shown 
great  resiliency  and  great  ability  to 
bounce  back.  This  seems  to  be  an  op- 
portune moment  for  some  analysis  of 
the  bounce  in  the  economy.  And  this,  it 
seems  to  me,  is  the  disappointing  feature 
of  the  President's  report.  The  report  of 
three  pages  is  all  we  are  to  have  In  the 
way  of  a  midyear  economic  report.  It 
gives  us  performance  figures,  but  no 
analysis.  At  a  generally  Happy,  but  still 
critical  moment  for  tht  economy,  we 
have  no  real  analysis  of  the  state  of  the 
economy ;  and  we  theref oi  e  have  no  basis 
for  prediction  of  the  shape  of  things  to 
come. 

I  shall  not  undertake  to  provide  a  de- 
tailed analysis  of  the  statue  of  the  econ- 
omy, but  I  wish  to  point  out  a  fact  which 
Is  now  generally  accepted,  namely,  that 
the  economic  comeback,  or  bounce,  of 
the  past  few  months  has  been  based,  to 
a  large  extent,  on  an  increase  in  con- 
sumer spending  and  retail  sales.  This 
increase  began  in  March  of  this  year,  and 
there  is  every  leason  to  believe  that  it 
was  stimulated,  in  part,  l)y  tax  relief  in 
the  form  of  excise-tax  reduction  in 
March.  Also,  1  think  we  should  make 
C 9H 


note  of  the  fact  that  much  of  the  so- 
called  bounce  back  or  improvement  in 
the  economy  was  due  to  a  change  in  the 
administration's  credit  and  fiscal  policies. 

A  little  more  than  a  year  ago,  I  took 
sharp  exception  to  what  was  known  as 
the  hard-money,  tight-credit  policy.  As 
the  record  will  bear  out,  in  the  spring 
months  of  1954  that  policy  wsis  abruptly 
changed.  Today  there  is  what  might 
truly  be  called  a  soft-money,  loose-credit 
fiscal  policy.  The  Federal  Reserve  Board 
has  made  available  an  additional  $9  bil- 
lion worth  of  credit  by  fowering  the 
reserve  requirements.  * 

It  is  my  considered  judgment  that 
when  the  facts  are  fully  reviewed,  and 
an  analysis  is  made,  it  will  be  found  that 
much  of  the  so-called  return  from  the 
recession,  or  improvement  in  economic 
conditions,  has  been  due  to  two  factors, 
namely,  an  increase  in  consumer  spend- 
ing and  retail  sales.  This  increase  began 
in  March  of  this  year,  and  there  is  every 
reason  to  believe  it  was  stimulated  by 
excise-tax  reductions  and  other  revi- 
sions, together  with  the  more  basic  and 
important  change  in  the  fiscal  policy. 

Fortune  magazine  for  August,  at  pages 
23  and  24,  in  its  monthly  evaluation  of 
the  economy,  has  this  to  say: 

Spending  increased  at  the  expense  of  per- 
sonal savings,  which  dipped  from  8  6  percent 
of  disposable  income  In  the  first  quarter 
nearly  to  the  normal  rate  of  7  percent  in  the 
second.  Thus  It  was  the  consumer,  not  busi- 
ness or  government,  who  led  the  recovery — 
to  the  quiet  consternation  of  the  remaining 
apostles  of  pure  Keynsianlsm. 

The  pure  Kesmsian  view,  of  course,  is 
that  business  investment  leads  to  the 
economy.  A  group  of  ms  in  Congress 
have  been  arguing  for  the  past  year  and 
a  half  that  stimulating  consumption 
through  increasing  purchasing  power 
would  be  the  key  to  economic  revival. 
We  set  this  view  forth  at  some  length  in 
the  recent  debate  on  revision  of  our 
income-tax  laws,  and  the  figures  now 
available  on  the  economic  recovery  of  the 
pjast  few  months  seem  to  be  a  convincing 
vindication  of  our  position. 

In  other  words,  it  looks  very  much  as 
if  the  "saucering  out"  of  the  economy — 
to  use  an  administrative  term — is  not 
due  to  the  original  program  of  the  ad- 
ministration. It  is  due  to  a  revival  of 
consumer  spending  based  on  tax  reduc- 
tions beyond  those  recommended  by  the 
administration,  on  a  reversal  by  the  ad- 
ministration of  its  tight  credit  policies. 

The  second  comment  I  want  to  make 
on  this  midyear  economic  report  con- 
cerns the  nature  of  the  report  itself. 
Three  scant  pages  of  analysis  is  not 
much  of  a  report  for  a  period  when  the 
economy  seems  to  be  at  a  turning  point. 
Last  year,  at  a  point  of  downturn  in  the 
economy,  we  had  no  midyear  report  at 
all.  This  is  a  striking  contrast  with  the 
last  administration,  when  midyear  eco- 
nomic reports  were  issued  in  considerable 
detail. 

The  fact  is  that  there  has  been  a  tend- 
ency in  this  administration  to  provide 
the  American  people  with  much  less  eco- 
nomic data  and  analysis  than  did  the  last 
administration.  There  seems  to  have 
been  a  tendency,  in  fact,  to  be  critical  of 
the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers  and 
even  of  the  purposes  the  Council  is  in- 


tended to  serve  under  the  Employment 
Act  of  1946. 

Under  December  of  last  year  we  did 
not  even  have  a  full  Council  of  Economic 
Advisers,  and  between  March  and  Au- 
gust of  last  year  the  Council,  as  such,  was 
not  in  operation  at  all. 

The  declaration  of  policy  in  the  Em- 
ployment Act  of  1946  reads,  in  part: 

It  is  the  continuing  poUcy  and  responsi- 
bility of  the  Federal  Government  •  •  •  to 
promote  maxlmimi  employment,  production, 
and  purchasing  power. 

One  of  the  ways  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment can  fulfill  this  responsibility  is  to 
provide  as  many  facts  as  possible  on  the 
state  of  the  economy. 

The  present  midyear  economic  report 
does  not  do  this.  Instead,  it  is  a  rather 
political  document,  comparing  the  state 
of  the  economy  in  different  administra- 
tions. This  may  be  good  politics,  but  it 
is  not  very  good  economics. 

The  President  notes  that  some  people 
have  been  critical  of  the  course  of  the 
economy  lately.  One  reason  for  this,  he 
suggests,  is  "that  the  thinking  of  many 
people  is  geared  to  the  concept  of  unin- 
terrupted progress." 

Mr.  President,  I  confess  to  being  one 
of  those  people.  I  am  in  favor  of  unin- 
terrupted economic  progress.  I  realize 
it  is  not  easy  to  achieve,  but  I  believe 
that  patient  and  extensive  analysis  of 
the  economic  facts  can  help  us  achieve 
progress.  That  is  why  I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  a  better  midyear  economic 
report.  That  is  why  I  think  we  ought 
to  get  going  with  a  census  of  business 
and  manufacturing.  I  hope  we  will  get 
an  appropriation  for  it  this  year,  and  I 
think  a  grave  error  was  made  in  not  ap- 
propriating for  it  last  year. 

The  truth  is  that  the  economy  has  not 
really  made  progress  over  the  past 
year — instead  it  has  lost  groimd. 

From  the  point  of  view  of  economic 
progress  and  economic  growth,  our  gross 
national  product  in  the  second  quarter 
of  1954  was  about  $27  billion  below  the 
level  required  for  full  employment  and 
full  production.  Gross  national  product 
for  the  second  quarter  was  about  a  bil- 
lion below  that  for  the  first  quarter. 

The  fact  is  that  the  well-being  of  our 
economy  depends  on  economic  progress. 
The  objectives  of  the  Employment  Act 
of  1946 — maximum  employment,  pro- 
duction, and  purchasing  power — depends 
on  it.  And  the  less  interrupted  that 
progress  is,  the  better.  I  think  this  mid- 
year economic  report  is  in  some  ways 
an  alarming  document — not  because  it 
brings  bad  news — but  simply  because  it 
does  not  bring  enough  news.  And  what 
news  it  does  contain  is  sugar  coated. 

I  hope  that  in  the  future  the  admin- 
istration will  see  fit  to  provide  us  with 
more  facts  and  ancdysis.  It  seems  to  me 
that  this  information  is  due  the  business 
community  and  the  public,  and  I  am 
sure  that  the  business  community  and 
the  public  can  use  this  information  for 
the  progress  and  the  good  of  the  entire 
economy. 

Finally,  within  the  past  week  I  have 
noted  that  the  President  of  the  United 
states,  at  long  last,  has  filled  the  two 
vacancies  on  the  Board  of  Gtovernors  of 
the  Federal  Reserve   System,     I  have 
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been  noting  for  18  months  that  the  ra- 
cancies  have  existed.  I  have  Jvist  re- 
ceived informaUon  Uiat  the  President 
had  this  matter  brought  to  his  atten- 
tion, and  within  the  past  10  days  or  2 
weeks  has  taken  action  to  fill  the  va- 
cancies. 

This  is  very  important,  because  the 
Federal  Reserve  Board  really  determines 
the  fiscal  policy,  the  monetary  policy,  of 
the  Government,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Department  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con-' 
sent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Ricoao  the  text  of  President  Eisenhow- 
er's report  on  the  national  economy. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcord, 
as  follows: 

Tkxt  of  Piksiiwmt  Eisenhower's  Repoit  oh 
THX  National  Economy 
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The  paramount  fact  about  the  economy 
at  midyear  la  that  the  recent  decline  In 
economic  activity  has  come  to  a  halt.  For 
the  last  6  months  the  Federal  Reserve  Index 
of  Industrial  production  has  moved  within 
an  extremely  narrow  range.  At  the  begin- 
ning of  the  year  the  Index  stood  at  125 
(average.  1947-49.  100).  In  March  and  April 
the  Index  registered  123.  in  May  and  June 
124. 

s 

In  view  of  this  narrow  range  of  fluctua- 
tion In  total  Industrial  ]N-oductlon  during 
the  past  6  months,  we  may  Justly  take  an 
average  of  the  past  6  months  as  indicative 
of  the  recent  level  of  economic  activity.  It 
then  becomes  of  Interest  to  compare  this 
level  with  that  attained  by  the  economy 
during  the  flrst  half  of  1953.  when  our  Nation 
was  enjoying  the  greatest  prosperity  we  have 
yet  known. 
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Making  that  comparison,  we  find  that  in- 
dustrial production  has  been  running  8.1 
percent  lower  in  1954  than  In  1953.  But  in 
forming  a  Judgment  about  the  state  of  the 
economy  we  must  bear  in  mind  that  the 
widely  used  Federal  Reserve  Index  of  pro- 
duction covers  only  manufactxu-lng  and 
mining:  that  it  omits  construction,  agricul- 
ture, transportation,  and  the  great  range  of 
personal  services;  and  that  the  omitted  parts 
are  much  more  important  sources  of  employ- 
ment than  the  Included  parts.  It  is  desir- 
able, therefore,  to  look  at  more  comprehen- 
sive measures  or  Indicators  of  economic 
activity. 
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The  most  significant  of  these  measures 
are  the  following: 

(A)  Gross  national  product,  which  ex- 
presses the  dollar  value  of  the  Nation's  total 
output  of  commodlUes  and  services. 

(B)  Nonagrlcultural  employment  (as  esti- 
mated by  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics). 
which  expresses  the  niunber  of  wage  and 
salary  workers  in  business  establishments 
outside  of  agriculture. 

(C)  Personal  Income,  which  Is  simply  the 
sum  of  all  Individual  and  family  incomes. 

(D)  Disposable  personal  income,  which  is 
simply  the  sum  of  all  individual  and  family 
Incomes  minus  personal  Income  tax  pay- 
ments. 

(E)  Bank  debits  outside  New  York  City, 
which  express  debits  to  individual  and  busi- 
ness bank  accounts,  and  thus  measure  the 
flow  of  money  payments  in  Industrial,  com- 
mercial, and,  to  some  degree,  financial  trans- 
actions. (New  York  City  debits  are  omitted 
because  they  are  dominated  by  financial 
transactions.) 


When  we  now  compare  the  flrst  half  of 
1954  with  the  first  half  of  1953,  we  obtain 
the  following  results: 

Percent  change  from  first  half  of  1953  to 
first  half  of  1954 

Down 

Oross  national  production . 2.7 

Nonagrlcultural  employment 2.  6 

Up 

Personal  Income . o.  2 

Disposable  personal  Income , 1.4 

Bank  debits  outside  New  York  City... 0.9 

It  is  fair  to  conclude  from  these  facts  that 
the  recent  economic  decline,  on  an  overall 
basis,  has  been  very  small.  This  coocluslon 
will  not  be  changed  If  we  take  acoount  of 
the  increase  in  population.  Thus,  while  the 
total  disposable  personal  Income  Increased 
1.40  percent,  the  disposable  personal  Income 
per  capita  declined  merely  0.3  percent  be- 
tween the  first  half  of  1953  and  the  flrst 
half  of  1954. 

e 

In  Judging  the  performance  of  the  Ameri- 
can economy  diu-lng  1954  we  have  taken  the 
first  half  of  1953  as  the  standard.  It  may 
help  us  to  see  the  current  state  of  the  econ- 
omy in  better  perspective  If  we  go  1  year 
further  back.  The  first  half  of  1952  was  not 
characterized  by  the  same  Intensity  otf  activ- 
ity, but  it  was  the  best  year  we  had  experi- 
enced prior  to  1953.  Therefore,  while  1952 
does  not  provide  us  with  as  high  a  standard 
as  1953.  it  still  constitutes  a  very  high 
standard. 
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If  we  now  compare  the  flrst  half  of  1954 
with  the  flrst  half  of  1952.  the  showing  of  the 
rather  broad  indicators  to  which  we  have 
already  referred  is  as  follows: 

i'ercent  change  from  first  half  1953  to  first 
half  1954 

Up 

Industrial  production ,_     3  3 

Gross  national  product ,_     4.4 

Nonagrlcultural  employment '_'.'_     11 

Personal  income ^I     7  2 

Disposable  personal  income 1*2     e!  8 

Per  capita  disposable  Income *I     5^  3 

Bank  debits  outside  New  York  City. 1. 1  10.  2 

Every  one  of  these  indicators  shows  a  rise, 
and  some  of  the  Increases  are  not  small. 

Since  1952  was  the  best  year  before  this 
administration  took  office,  It  follows  that 
economic  activity  of  late  has  been  higher 
than  at  any  time  before  this  administration 
assumed  responsibility.  And  since  1963  was 
a  still  better  year  than  1954  Is  turning  out 
to  be,  It  follows  that  the  over-all  perform- 
ance of  the  American  economy  thus  far  dur- 
ing this  administration  has  been  bettar  than 
during  any  earlier  time. 

"  I 

Some  of  the  economic  Indicators  used 
above  are  expressed  in  a  physical  unit,  others 
in  a  monetary  unit.  It  Is  well,  therefore,  to 
say  a  word  about  the  price  level.  '  ^ 

When  we  compare  the  flrst  half  of  1954 
with  the  flrst  half  of  1953  we  find  that  the 
Index  of  wholesale  prices  Is  up  0.8  percent 
and  that  the  index  of  consumer  prices  Is  up 
1.1  percent.  Not  only  are  these  Increases 
tiny  but  our  measures  of  price  movements 
faU  to  take  account  of  discounts,  ccnces- 
slons,  bargain  sales,  etc..  that  have  been  a 
signi^cant  feature  of  recent  markets.  If  we 
allow  for  these  developments,  we  can  turely 
say,  without  the  slightest  fear  of  contradic- 
tion, that  the  value  of  the  people  s  money 
has  remained  entirely  Intact. 

This  conclusion  also  holds  If  we  carry  com- 
parisons 1  year  farther  back— that  Is  if  we 
compare  the  flrst  half  of  1954  with  the  first 
haU  of  1952.  On  this  basis,  the  Index  of 
Wholesale  prices  is  down  I.3  percent  and  the 
index  of  consumer  prices  is  up  1.9  perctnt 


Let  us  take  note  of  another  fact,  namely, 
that  while  recent  economic  activity  has  been 
at  a  high  level  and  the  value  ot  the  dollar 
has  been  stable,  the  Increases  In  wages, 
which  Is  one  of  the  principal  expressions  of 
the  progresslveness  of  the  American  econ- 
omy, has  continued. 

Average  hourly  earnings  have  moved  as 
follows: 


Maniifirtiirinp.  total    . 

lUiriM.' 

Nori'liiruhilc       ... 

Huililine  constnirtJon 
Ki-lail  Irailc      


U\  halftrf 
ly.vi  to  i!« 
half  of  lU^ 


Isf  half  of 
is*.i:i  to  i«t 
iialf  of  14(54 


+9.1 

+  9.  J 

+  7.8 

+  13. 1 

+  10.1 


+2.9 
+2.2 

+3.8 
+4.3 
+4.3 
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The    above    statistics    suggest   a   high or 

even  an  Improving— state  of  economic  wel- 
fare. An  economic  historian  of  an  earlier 
generation,  if  confronted  with  facts  such  as 
these,  would  have  felt  no  hesitation  In  de- 
scribing recent  times  as  a  period  of  great 
prosperity.  And  If  our  Imaginary  historian 
had  stopped  to  take  account  of  the  dlfflcul- 
ties  of  shifting  from  a  war  to  a  more  nearly 
peace  economj^,  with  Government  expendi- 
ture on  national  security  dropping  nearly 
one-flfth  In  a  year,  he  might  well  have  de- 
scribed the  last  year  or  two  as  a  time  when 
ecouomic  miracles  were  being  wrought. 

Not  all  of  our  contemporaries,  however,  are 
describing  the  performance  of  th«  American 
economy  in  these  lyrical  terms.  The  reason 
Is  partly  that  a  decline  occurred  after  July 
1953  In  economic  activity,  particularly  In 
employment,  and  that  the  thinking  of  many 
people  is  geared  to  the  concept  of  uninter- 
rupted progress.  The  reason  is  partly  that 
this  rather  minor  decline  has  been  better 
advertised  than  many  major  declines  of  our 
past.  The  reason  Is  also  that,  while  the 
decline  has  been  small  on  an  overall  basis. 
it  has  affected  seriously  some  Industries' 
communities,  and  groups  in  our  society! 
Factory  employment,  particularly  In  the  du- 
rable-goods Industries,  has  sulTered  while 
agricultural  prices  and  Incomes  have  shown 
the  adverse  effects  of  shrinking  export  mar- 
kets and  unbalanced  production. 

la 

Unemployment  is  now  greater  than  during 
the  time  of  the  Korean  war,  as  the  follow- 
ing figures  indicate; 

Unemployment  as  percent  of  civilian  labor 
force 
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It  Is  clear,  however,  that  unemployment  in 
recent  months  has  not  been  larger  than 
during  comparable  months  in  |949  and 
1950.  I 

IS  ' 

Moreover,  the  rate  of  unemployment  has 
shown  some  tendency  to  dlmlnlstt  of  late. 
This  Is  one  of  numerous  signs  of  economic 
Improvement.  Retail  sales  have  recently 
been  rising  again.  Business  expertjltures  on 
capital  expansion  and  improvement  are  con- 
tinuing at  a  high  rate.  New  construction 
contracts  are  running  well  above  the  level 
of  a  year  ago.  Inventories  have  been  re- 
duced and  are  now  in  better  adjustment  to 
vcurrent  sales.  The  financial  markets  have 
Be««.-(i4fii^laying  great  strength.  The  level 
of  business  and  consumer  confidence  In  the 
economic  futiu-e  Is  high  and  improving. 
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The  standards  that  ova  generation  applies 
to  the  performance  of  an  economic  system 
are  very  different  from  those  that  our  fa- 
thers applied  and  even  different  from  those 
that  we  ourselves  applie<l  only  a  few  years 
ago.  It  is  a  good  thing  :hat  otir  standards 
are  higher.  Great  ecoaomlc  and  social 
achievements  will  not  be  made  unless  we 
are  sensitive  to  the  need  for  making  them. 

The  economic  program  being  enacted  by 
the  present  Congress  ma-ks  a  milestone  in 
constructive  legislation.  It  will  help  to  re- 
duce unemployment  and  ^.o  stimulate  enter- 
prise and  development  in  all  directions.  In 
the  months  and  years  ahead  we  must  con- 
tinue to  bring  knowledge,  cool  Judgment, 
and  a  concern  for  people  to  the  considera- 
tion of  economic  problems.  In  the  measure 
that  we  do  this,  we  may  look  forward  with 
great  confidence  to  the  future. 


POST  OFFICE  AND  CIVIL  SERVICE 
"PACKAGE  BILX." 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  ask  uranimous  consent 
that  I  may  be  permitu-d  to  speak  for  5 
minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  that  he  may  speak 
for  5  minutes?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
may  proceed. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr  President,  It  has  ccme  to  my  atten- 
tion through  a  front-page  press  story, 
that  the  Republican  It-adership  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  on  Monday  will 
attempt  a  surprise  "cOjp"  by  trying  to 
force  through  the  House,  imder  a  sus- 
pension of  the  rules,  u  "package  bill," 
which  would  include  the  Postmaster 
General's  reclassification  plan,  increased 
postal  rates  on  first-class  mail  matter, 
and  increased  pay  for  Federal  employees. 

This  may  be  nothing  more  than 
another  Summerfield- planted  rumor. 
However,  so  all  may  be  aware  of  how 
postal  employees  feel  about  this  method 
of  legislation  by  marriaie.  I  wish  to  read 
a  press  release  by  8  major  postal  or- 
ganizations, representing  450,000  of  the 
Nation's  postal  worken.  as  follows: 
An    Ukcent,    Frank    Staixment    of    Postal 

Employee  Oscanizations  om  the  Postal 

Pay  Issue 
To  all  Members  of  Conffre^s: 

El^ht  major  postal  orf;aniKations.  repre- 
senting 450,000  of  the  Na.lons  postal  work- 
ers, have  sought  In  the  ftld  Congress  a  long 
overdue  and  Justifiable  increase  in  poetal 
salaries. 

We  appreciate  the  stand  and  efforts  of 
our  many  friends  in  the  tltongress  who  have 
conscientiously  supported  fair  legislation  to 
grant  this  increase.  We  iippreclate  and  ap- 
plaud the  action  of  the  House  on  M  nday, 
August  9.  in  passing  the  Corbett  bill.  H.  R. 
9245.  which  provided  a  fair  compromise  in- 
crease in  pay  and  which.  Just  as  fairly,  pro- 
vides for  a  Joint  committee  of  the  Congress 
to  study  postal  field  service  reclassification 
and  report  back  to  the  84',h  Congress  for  ac- 
tion as  then  deemed  propter  and  appropriate. 

The  controversy  Is  before  the  House  be- 
cause of  two  great  stumb.lng  blocks: 

1.  The  demand  of  the  Postmaster  General 
that  Congress  strip  itself  of  authority  to 
establish  the  classlficatidn  of  postal  posi- 
tions and  set  the  salary  schedules  for  those 
positions. 

2.  The  insistent  demand  that  Congress 
provide  the  revenue  to  pay  for  any  salary 
Increase  through  an  Increase  of  postal  rates. 

We  have  been,  are  currently,  and  wUl  re- 
nialn   adamantly    opposec   to   removing   our 


classifications  and  salary  schedules  away 
from  the  control  of  Congress.  We  have  con- 
sistently enjoyed  fair  treatment  at  the 
hands  of  Congress.  We  know  without  ques- 
tion that  in  the  final  analysis  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  is  the  only  place  we 
can  appeal  errors  and  wrongs  which  might 
conceivably,  and  most  probably  would,  creep 
In  under  discretionary  authority  in  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  to  determine  classifications 
and  salary  schedules.  Despite  statements 
to  the  contrary,  this  appeal  has  not  been 
protected  under  the  Rees  proposal. 

We  do  not  oppose  increased  postal  rates, 
but  we  cannot  support  the  fact  that  the 
salary  schedules  within  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment are  now.  or  ever  should  be,  deter- 
mined by  the  revenue  produced  by  the  De- 
partment. We  deem  It  gross  injustice  to  pred- 
icate the  level  of  postal  salaries  on  whether 
or  not  there  Is  a  postal  deficit.  ThU  is  to- 
tally inconsistent  with  the  policy  and  oper- 
ational procedure  applicable  to  any  other 
agency  or  department  of  Government.  Fur- 
ther, it  is  grossly  misleading  unless  first  the 
area  of  business  and  service  within  that  De- 
partment is  determined. 

We  desire  to  make  our  stand  eminently 
clear  in  this  pressing  issue  currently  before 
you. 

We  urgently  appeal  for  a  fair  salary  in- 
crease, not  secured  throiigh  marriage  to  con- 
troversial issues  before  you.  but  dependent 
upon  the  merits  of  whether  or  not  we — ^the 
postal  employees  of  this  Nation — deserve 
such  an  increase. 

Being  frank,  we  desire  you  to  know  that 
beyond  a  shadow  of  a  doubt,  the  postal 
employees  of  this  Nation  will  not  place 
blame  on  congressional  Members  who  in 
good  conscience  do  not  permit  themselves 
to  vote  for  a  postal  pay  raise  if  such  raise 
is  coupled  to  issues  on  proposals  to  which 
the  Member  is  opposed. 

Representing  450.000  postal  employees,  we 
request  you  to  vote  against  the  proposed 
package-pay  plan  to  be  presented  to  the 
House  on  Monday.  This  attempt  represents 
a  complete  usurpation  of  the  pxjwer  of 
the  legislative  body  by  the  administrative 
branch  of  government.  The  classification 
proposal  for  the  postal  service  in  this  bill 
has  been  turned  down  by  committees  in 
both  Houses.  Bills  have  been  passed  In  both 
Houses  carrying  provisions  entirely  contrary 
to  the  Rees  proposal.  The  attempt  to  Jam 
this  provision  through  the  Congress  in  the 
final  minutes  of  the  session  represents  un- 
precedented administrative  caprlclousness. 

We  ask  you  to  stand  by  the  Corbett  re- 
classification plan  approved  by  the  House  on 
August  9  by  a  vote  of  352  to  29.  and  vote 
down  the  combination  program  now  sug- 
gested. Such  a  vote  will  make  certain  that 
the  wishes  of  Congress  shall  not  be  thwarted, 
and  that  the  unfair  classification  proposal 
of  the  Postmaster  General  will  not  be  forced 
on   postal   employees. 

We  are  deeply  grateful  to  you  for  any  fa- 
vorable consideration  that  you  can  grant  to 
our  request. 

Respectfully  yours, 
National  Association  of  Letter  Carriers. 
William  C.  Doherty,  President;  Na- 
tional Association  of  Post  Office  and 
General  Services  Maintenance  Em- 
ployees. Ross  Messer,  Legislative  Rep- 
resentative; National  Association  of 
Post  Office  and  Postal  Transportation 
Service  Mall  Handlers,  Watchmen,  and 
Messengers,  Harold  McAvoy,  President: 
National  Federation  of  Post  Office 
Clerks.  Leo  E  George.  President;  Na- 
tional Federation  of  Post  Office  Motor 
Vehicle  Employees,  Paul  M.  CastlgUo- 
nl.  Legislative  Representative;  Nation- 
al Postal  Transport  Association,  W.  M. 
Thomas.  President;  National  Rural 
Letter  Carriers'  Association.  Paul  Ben- 
son, President;  United  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Post  Office  Clerks,  Samuel 
E.  Klein,  President. 


APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  MUTUAL 
SECURITY 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
Is  no  further  morning  business,  the 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  unfin- 
ished business,  which  is  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10051)  making  appropriations  for  mutual 
security  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1955,  and  for  other  purposes. 


CONSIDERATION  OF  HOUSE  AMEND- 
MENTS TO  CERTAIN  SENATE  BILLS 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President, 
there  are  at  the  desk  a  number  of  mes- 
sages from  the  House  of  Representatives 
on  bills  which  were  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary.  I  have  talked 
with  the  leader  of  the  majority.  It  is 
my  understanding  that  I  may  take  them 
up  one  by  one  and  try  to  get  through 
with  them.  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  take 
them  up  at  a  time  when  there  are  so 
few  Senators  present  on  the  floor,  but, 
as  we  go  along,  if  there  is  any  objection 
to  any  one  of  them,  I  shall  withhold 
that  particular  one. 


EXTENSION  OF  DETENTION  BENE- 
FITS UNDER  'VS^AR  CLAIMS  ACT  TO 
EMPLOYEES  OF  CONTRACTORS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
541)  to  extend  detention  benefits  under 
the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948  to  employees 
of  contractors  with  the  United  States, 
which  were,  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That  this  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "War 
Claims  Act  Amendments  of  1954." 

TttlkI 
Sec.  101.  (a)  Clause  (2)  of  subsection  (a) 
of  section  5  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948, 
as  amended  (50  App.  U.  8.  C.,  sec.  2004), 
is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  "(A)  a 
person  within  the  purview  of  the  act  entitled 
'An  act  to  provide  compensation  for  em- 
ployees of  the  United  States  suffering  in- 
juries while  in  the  performance  of  their 
duties,  and  for  other  purposes',  approved 
September  7.  1916,  as  amended,  and  as  ex- 
tended; or  (B)  a  person  within  the  purview 
of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide  bene- 
fits for  the  injury,  disability,  death,  or 
enemy  detention  of  employees  of  contractors 
with  the  United  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses', approved  December  2,  1942,  as  amend- 
ed; or  (C)  a  person  within  the  purview  of 
the  Missing  Persons  Act  of  March  7,  1942  (56 
Stat.  143),  as  amended;  or  (D)." 

(b)  Paragraph  (3)  of  subsection  (f)  ot 
such  section  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

" (3 )  The  following  provisions  of  such  act 
of  December  2,  1942,  as  amended,  shall  not 
apply  In  the  case  of  such  clvUian  American 
citizens;  The  last  sentence  of  section  101 
(a),  section  101  (b).  section  101  (d),  section 
104,  and  section  105." 

(c)  Such  subsection  (f)  is  hereby  further 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  paragraphs: 

"(10)  No  benefits  provided  by  this  sub- 
section for  injury,  disability,  or  death  shall 
accrue  to  any  person  who.  without  regard 
to  this  subsection,  is  entitled  to  or  has  re- 
ceived benefits  for  the  same  injury,  dis- 
ability, or  death  under  such  act  of  December 
2,  1942,  as  amended. 

"(11)  No  benefits  provided  by  this  subsec- 
tion shall  accrue  to  any  person  to  whoni 
benefits  have  been  paid,  or  are  payable,  under 
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the  Vederal  Employees'  Ck>mpen8ation  Act, 
or  any  extension  tbereof.  by  reason  of  dis- 
ability or  death  of  an  en>nloyee  of  the  United 
States  suffered  after  capture,  detention,  or 
other  restraint  by  an  enemy  of  the  United 
SUtes.  when  such  dlsabUlty  or  death  is 
deemed.  In  the  administration  of  the  Federal 
Employees*  Compensation  Act,  to  have  re- 
sulted from  Injury  occurring  while  In  the 
perfonnance  of  duty,  under  subsection  (b) 
of  section  6  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to 
&mend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  proTlde 
compensation  for  employees  of  the  United 
States  suffering  injuries  while  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  duties,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," as  amended.'  approved  July  28,  1945. 
as  amended." 

(d)  The  second  proviso  of  subsection  (b) 
of  section  S  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide 
compensation  for  employees  of  the  United 
States  siiffering  injuries  while  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  duties,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses,' as  amended,"  approved  July  28,  1945, 
Is  hereby  amended  by  inserting  immediately 
after  "gratuity  from  the  United  States"  the 
following:  "(other  than  detention  benefits 
under  section  5  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of 
1948)." 

(e)  (1)  Individuals  entitled  to  benefits 
under  subsections  (b),  (c),  or  (d)  of  section 
6  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  as  amended, 
solely  by  reason  of  the  amendments  made 
by  this  act,  must  file  claim  therefor  within 
1  year  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act. 

(2)  The  time  limitations  applicable  to  the 
filing  of  claims  for  benefits  extended  and 
made  applicable  to  any  Individual  by  sub- 
section (f )  of  such  section  5  shall  not  begin 
to  run  until  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act  with  respect  to  any  individual  who  is 
entitled  to  such  benefits  solely  by  reason  of 
the  amendments  made  by  this  act.  This 
paragraph  shaU  not  be  construed  to  affect 
the  right  of  any  Individual  to  receive  such 
benefits  with  respect  to  any  period  prior  to 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

Sec.  102.  (a)  (1)  Subsection  (d)  of  sec- 
tion 6  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended;  subsection  (c)  of  section  6  of  such 
act;  and  paragraph  (4)  of  subsection  (d)  of 
such  section  8.  are  each  hereby  amended  by 
striking  out  "dependent"  each  time  it  occurs. 

(2)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  the 
War  Claims  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  "and"  at  the  end  of 
clause  (2),  striking  out  the  period  at  the 
end  of  clause  (3)  and  inserting  in  lieu  there- 
of: ";  and",  and  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  clause: 

"(4)  Parents  (in  equal  shares)  if  there  is 
no  husband,  or  child." 

(b)  The  amendments  made  by  this  sec- 
tion shaU  not  apply  with  respect  to  l>eneflts 
paid  prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act. 

(c)  Individuals  entitled  to  benefits  solely 
by  reason  of  the  amendments  made  by  this 
section  must  file  claim  therefor  within  1  year 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

Sec.  103.  The  War  Claims  Act  of  1948  as 
amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  by  add- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"Sec.  16.  (a)  The  Commission  is  authorized 
to  receive  and  to  determine,  according  to 
law,  the  amount  and  validity,  and  provide 
for  the  payment  of  any  claim  for  compensa- 
tion filed  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  individual 
who,  being  then  an  American  citizen,  served 
In  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  any  gov- 
ernment allied  with  the  United  States  durtng 
World  War  n  who  was  held  as  a  prisoner  of 
war  for  any  period  of  time  subsequent  to 
December  7,  1941,  by  any  government  of  any 
nation  with  which  such  Allied  government 
has  been  at  war  subsequent  to  such  date. 
Compensation  shall  be  payable  under  this 
section  in  accordance  with  the  standards  es- 
tablished by,  and  at  the  rates  prescribed  in, 
subsection  (b)  of  section  6  of  this  act,  and 
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paragraphs   (2)   and   (3)   of  subsection   (d) 
of  such  section  6. 

"(b)  The  amount  payable  under  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  reduced  by  such  sum  as  the  in- 
dividual entitled  to  compensation  under  this 
section  has  received  or  is  entitled  to  receive 
from  any  government  by  reason  of  the  same 
detention. 

"(c)  In  the  event  of  death  of  the  indi- 
vidual entitled  to  compensation  under  this 
section,  payment  may  be  made  to  the  per- 
sons specified  in  paragraph  (4)  of  sub- 
section (d)   of  section  6  of  this  act. 

"(d)  Claims  for  benefits  under  this  sec- 
tion must  be  filed  within  1  year  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  section. 

"(e)  Any  claim  allowed  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  section  shall  be  certified  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment  out 
of  the  war  ciaims  lund  established  by 
section  13  of  this  act. 

"Sec.  16.  (a)  As  used  in  this  section,  the 
tenn  'merchant  seaman'  means  any  individ- 
ual who  was  employed  as  a  seaman  or  crew 
member  on  any  vessel  registered  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States,  or  under  the  laws 
of  any  government  friendly  to  the  United 
States  during  World  War  11.  and  who  was 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States  on  and  after 
December  7.  1941.  to  the  date  of  his  death 
or  the  date  of  filing  claim  under  this  sec- 
tion; except  any  such  individual  who  is 
entitled  to.  or  who  has  received,  benefits  un- 
der section  5  of  this  act  as  a  'civilian  Ameri- 
can citizen.' 

"(b)  The  Commission  Is  authorized  to  re- 
ceive and  determine,  according  to  law  the 
amount  and  validity,  and  provide  for  the 
payment  of  any  claim  for  detention  bene- 
fits filed  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  merchant 
seaman  who.  being  then  a  merchant  sea- 
man, was  captured  or  Interned  or  held  by 
the  Government  of  Germany  or  the  Im- 
perial Japanese  Government.  Its  agents  or 
instrumentalities  In  World  War  II  for  any 
period  of  time  subsequent  to  December  7 
1941,  during  which  he  was  held  by  either 
such  government  as  a  prisoner.  Internee 
hostage,  or  in  any  other  capacity.  Detention 
benefits  shall  be  paid  under  this  section  at 
the  rates  prescribed  and  In  the  manner  pro- 
vided in  subsections  (c)  and  (d)  of  section 
5  of  this  act. 

"(c)  Payment  of  any  claim  filed  under 
this  section  shall  not  be  made  to  any  mer- 
chant seaman,  or  to  any  survivor  or  survivors 
thereof,  who,  voluntarily,  knowingly  and 
without  duress,  gave  aid  to  or  collaborated 
Mdth  or  in  any  manner  served  any  govern- 
ment hostile  to  the  United  States  during 
World  War  II.  '^ 

"(d)  Claims  for  benefits  under  this  sec- 
tion must  be  filed  within  1  year  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  section. 

"(e)  Any  claim  allowed  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section  shall  be  certified  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment 
out  of  the  war  claims  fund  established  by 
section  13  of  this  act. 

"Sec.  17.  (a)  (i)  The  Commission  la  au- 
thorized to  receive  and  to  determine,  accord- 
ing to  law,  the  amount  and  validity,  and 
provide  for  the  payment  of  any  claim  filed 
by— 

"(A)    any  individual  who — 

"(1)  on  or  after  December  7,  1941.  was  a 
member  of  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States; 

"(ii)  is  the  survivor  of  any  deceased  Indi- 
vidual described  In  subparagraph   (1); 

"(ill)  was  a  national  of  the  Unlted'states 
on  December  7.  1941.  and  Is  a  national  of 
the  United  States  on  the  date  of  enaotment 
of  this  section;  or 

"(Iv)  is  the  survivor  of  any  deceased  Indi- 
vidual who  was  a  national  of  the  United 
States  on  December  7,  1941,  and  would  be  a 
national  of  the  United  States  on  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  section  If  living;   or 

"(B)  any  partnership,  firm,  corporation 
or  other  legal  entity,  in  which  more  than  50 
percent   of  the   ownership   was    vested    di- 


rectly or  Indirectly,  both  on  December  7,  1941, 
and  on  the  date  of  enactmeat  of  this  section* 
in  individuals  referred  to  In  subparagraph 
(A)    of  this  paragraph; 

for  losses  arUlng  as  a  result  of  the  sequestra- 
tion of  accounts,  deposits,  or  other  credits 
of  such  Individual  or  legal  entity  In  the  Phil- 
ippines by  the  Impwial  Japanese  Govern- 
ment. 

••(2)  The  Commission  is  authorized  to  re- 
ceive and  to  determine,  according  to  law,  the 
amount  and  validity,  and  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  any  claim  filed  by  any  bank  or  other 
financial  institution  doing  business  in  the 
Philippines  which  reestablUhed  sequestered 
accounts,  deposits,  or  other  credits  of 

■•(A)  any  Individual  referred  to  In  sub- 
paragraph (A)  of  paragraph  (1)  of  this  sub- 
section; or 

"(B)  any  partnership,  firm,  corporation  or 
other  legal  entity.  In  which  more  than"  50 
percent  of  the  ownership  was  vested,  di- 
rectly or  Indirectly,  both  on  December  7 
1941,  and  on  the  date  of  reestabllshment  of 
such  sequestered  credits,  in  individuals  re- 
ferred to  in  such  subparagraph  (A); 
for  reimbursement  of  the  amounts  of  such 
sequestered  credits  paid  by  suoh  bank  or 
financial  Institution. 

"(b)  Claims  must  be  filed  under  this  sec- 
tion within  1  year  after  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  section. 

"(c)  Where  any  Individual  entitled  to  pay- 
ment under  this  section  U  under  any  legal 
disability,  payment  may  be  made  in  accord- 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  subsection  (e)  of 
section  5  of  this  act.  In  the  case  of  the  death 
of  any  individual  entitled  to  payment  of  any 
claim  under  this  section,  paymetit  of  such 
claim  shall  be  made  to  the  Individuals  speci- 
fied, and  in  the  order  provided,  in  subsection 
(d)  of  section  6  of  this  act;  except  that  no 
payment  shall  be  made  under  thl$  section  to 
any  Individual  who  voluntarily,  knowingly 
and  without  duress,  gave  aid  to  or  coUabo^ 
rated  with  or  in  any  manner  served  any  gov- 
ernment hostile  to  the  United  SUtes  durine 
World  War  II.  ■«  uuiiug 

"(d)  Each  claim  allowed  under  this  section 
shall  be  certified  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  payment  out  of  the  war  claims 
fund  established  under  section  13  of  this 
act.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasunr  shall  pay 
such  claims  as  follows: 

"  (1 )  In  the  case  of  each  claim  allowed  in 
an  amount  equal  to  or  less  than  »500.  such 
claim  shall  be  paid  In  full;  and 

"(2)  In  the  case  of  each  claim  allowed  In 
an  amount  greater  than  $500,  such  claim 
shall  be  paid  In  two  Installments.  The  first 
Installment  shall  be  paid  in  an  amount  equal 
to  $500  plus  66  =  3  per  centum  of  the  amount 
of  such  claim  allowed  In  excess  of  asOO  The 
last  installment  shall  be  computed  as  of  Sep- 
tember 1.  1956,  under  the  next  sentence  of 
this  paragraph,  and,  as  so  computed,  shall  be 
paid  from  the  sums  remaining  Id  the  War 
Claims  Fund  on  that  date.  If  the  sums  re- 
maining in  the  war  claims  fund  on  Septem- 
ber 1,  1956,  are  sufficient  to  satisfy  all  claims 
allowed  under  this  section  and  not  paid  In 
full,  the  unpaid  portion  of  each  such  claim 
shall  be  paid  In  full;  if  the  sums  remaining 
in  the  war  claims  fund  on  September  1, 
1956,  are  not  sufficient  to  satisfy  all  claims 
allowed  under  this  section  and  not  paid  in 
full,  the  last  installment  payable  on  each 
such  claim  shall  be  reduced  ratably  and  as 
«>  reduced,  shall  be  paid  from  the  War  Claims 
Fund. 

Sec.  104.  (a)  Section  13  of  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (50  App,  U.  S.  C, 
sec.  2012) ,  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out 
subsections  (b)  and  (c)  thereof,  and  by  in- 
serting Immediately  after  subsection  (a) 
thereof  the  following: 

"(b)  Before  August  1.  1956,  the  Secretary 
nf  Labor  shall  estimate  and  report  to  the 
President  the  total  amount  which  will  be 
required  to  pay  all  benefits  payable  by  rea- 
son of  section  5  (f  >  of  this  act.     II  the  Presl- 
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dent  approves  the  amojnt  so  estimated  as 
reasonably  accurate,  tl.e  total  amount  so 
estimated  and  approve i  shall  be  certified 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  if  the 
President  does  not  so  approve  he  shall  deter- 
mine such  amount,  anc  the  amount  so  de- 
termined shall  be  certllied  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury.  Such  rertlfication  shall  be 
made  on  or  before  September  1,  1956.  The 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  then  tran.";- 
fcr  from  the  War  ClaimE  Fund  to  the  general 
fund  of  the  Treasury  a  s  jra  equal  to  the  total 
amount  certified  to  h;m  under  this  sub- 
section. 

••(c)  Before  August  1  1956.  the  Secretary 
of  Labor  shall  estimate  and  rep<irt  to  the 
President  the  total  amount  which  will  be 
required  to  pay  all  addltlonad  lieneflts  pay- 
able as  a  result  of  the  enactment  of  section 
4  (c)  of  this  act.  If  th?  President  approves 
the  amount  so  estimated  as  reasonably  ac- 
curate, the  total  amount  so  estimated  and 
approved  shall  be  certil.ed  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury;  If  the  President  does  not 
so  approve,  he  shall  determine  .^uch  amount, 
and  the  amount  so  determined  shall  be 
certified  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Such  certification  shall  be  made  on  or  be- 
fore September  1.  1956.  The  Secretary  of 
the  Trea.sury  shall  then  transfer  from  the 
War  Claims  Pund  to  the  general  fund  of 
the  Treasury  a  sum  equal  to  the  total 
amount  certified  to  hlnr  under  this  subsec- 
tion " 

tb)  Subsection  (d)  of  such  section  13 
Is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  "The 
Secretary  of  State"  and  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  the  following:  -Qn  or  before  August 
1.  195G.  the  Secretary  of  State." 

Sec  105  Within  2  yes.rs  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  act,  the  Foreign  Claims 
Settlement  Commission  of  the  United  States 
shall  Wind  up  its  affairs  in  connection  with 
the  settlement  of  all  claims  for  benefits  au- 
thorized by  the  amendments  made  by  this 
act. 

TnTE  II 

Sfc    201.  As  used  In  this  title — 

(ai  The  term  "prisorer  of  war"  has  the 
meanlnt;  asslt^ned  to  it  by  section  6  of  the 
W.ir  Claims  Act  of  1948,  as  amended;   and 

(bi  The  term  •civilian  American  citizen" 
has  the  meaning  a-sslgred  to  It  by  subsec- 
tion (ai  of  section  5  of  such  act. 

Sfc  202  The  Secretary  of  Health.  Educa- 
tion, and  Welfare.  In  cr operation  with,  and 
with  the  assistance  of  the  Administrator 
of  Veterans'  Affairs,  the  Secretary  of  Labor, 
aiid  the  Secretary  of  Dtfense.  shall  conduct 
a  study  of — 

(li  the  mortality  rates  among  prisoners 
of  war  and  civilian  Amtrican  citizens,  with 
a  view  to  determining  whether  their  ab- 
normally high  mortality  rate  is  directly 
attributable  to  the  malnutrition  and  other 
hardships  suffered  by  .hem  while  held  as 
prisoners  of  war.  hostages,  Internees,  or  In 
any  other  capacity; 

(2i  the  mental  and  piyslcal  consequences 
of  the  malnutrition  a:id  other  hard.«hips 
suffered  by  prisoners  cf  war  and  civilian 
American  citizens  while  so  held;  and 

(3)  the  procedures  aid  standards  which 
should  be  applied  In  the  diagnosis  of  the 
mental  and  physical  condition  of  prisoners 
of  war  and  civilian  American  citizens. 

Stc  203.  Not  later  than  1  year  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  title,  the  Secre- 
tary of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  shall 
rep<jrt  the  results  of  sucn  study  to  the  Presi- 
dent for  transmittal  to  the  Congress. 

And  to  amen(i  the  title  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  extend  benefits  under  the 
War  Claims  Act  of  1948  to  certain  classes 
of  persons,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
urge  the  Senate  to  accept  the  House 
amendments  to  S.  541,  If  my  colleagues 
will  bear  with  me.  I  shall  explain  briefly 
why  I  take  this  position. 
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The  purpose  of  S.  541,  which  I  Intro- 
duced and  which  passed  the  Senate  on 
July  18,  1953,  was  to  correct  an  inequity 
which  exists  under  the  present  provi- 
sions of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948. 
The  bill  authorizes  detention  benefits  to 
be  granted  to  certain  employees  of 
American  war  contractors  who  were  en- 
gaged in  the  construction  of  airfields, 
fortifications,  and  ship  facilities  in  the 
Pacific  islands  prior  to  World  War  II 
and  who  were  interned  by  the  Japanese 
in  prisoner-of-war  camps.  Their  pres- 
ent exclusion  from  the  benefits  of  the 
War  Claims  Act  is  manifestly  unjust. 

The  amendments  to  S.  541,  proposed 
by  the  House  committee,  and  which  the 
House  adopted,  would  correct  certain 
other  equally  glaring  injustices  under 
the  present  coverage  of  the  War  Claims 
Act. 

Detention  benefits  would  be  granted 
to  a  few  other  small  groups  of  prisoners 
of  war  and  civilian  internees  who  are  as 
deserving  as  the  groups  already  covered 
by  the  act.  Also  American  nationals,  in- 
cluding survivors  of  Bataan  and  Correg- 
idor.  whose  bank  accounts  and  other 
credits  were  confiscated  by  the  Japanese, 
and  whose  claims  against  Japan  were 
waived  in  the  Japanese  Peace  Treaty, 
would  be  compensated.  This  amend- 
ment accomplishes  exactly  the  same  pur- 
po.-^e  as  the  bill  (S.  3305 »,  which  I  also 
introduced,  and  which  was  favorably  re- 
ported by  the  Judiciary  Committee  on 
July  19.  1954. 

The  enactment  of  Senate  bill  541.  with 
the  amendments  proposed  by  the  House, 
will  substantially  wind  up  the  war  claims 
program  instituted  through  the  War 
Claims  Act  of  1948. 

Question  has  been  asked  whether  there 
is  enough  money  in  the  War  Claims  Fund 
to  take  care  of  the  provisions  of  this 
bill.  The  answer  to  that  question  is  that 
after  the  payment  of  all  claims  presently 
authorized  by  the  War  Claims  Act.  in- 
cluding the  revised  awards  in  favor  of 
religious  organizations,  the  Budget  Bu- 
reau has  stated  that  at  least  $13  billion 
will  remain  in  the  War  Claims  Pund. 
This  amount  should"  cover  all  or  nearly 
all  of  the  claims  authorized  by  Senate 
bill  541,  and  the  House  amendments 
thereto. 

Let  me  recapitulate.  Mr.  President: 
Basically,  the  House  version  of  this  bill 
consists  of  two  bills,  both  of  which  have 
been  reported  favorably  to  the  Senate 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
and  one  of  which  has  passed  the  Senate. 
These  are  (1)  the  original  Senate  bill 
541,  which  has  already  passed  the  Sen- 
ate, and  which  would  grant  detention 
benefits  under  the  War  Claims  Act  to 
employees  of  American  war  contractors 
who  were  captured  and  interned  by  the 
Japanese  in  prisoner-of-war  camps;  and 
(2)  Senate  bill  3305,  reported  favorably 
by  the  Judiciary  Committee  on  July  19, 
which  would  compensate  American  na- 
tionals, including  survivors  of  Bataan 
and  Corregidor,  whose  banks  accounts 
and  other  deposits  in  the  Philippines 
were  confiscated  by  the  Japanese.  The 
claims  of  these  people  against  the  Jap- 
anese Government  were  waived  by  Sec- 
retary Dulles  in  the  Japanese  Peace 
Treaty. 


The  House  amendments  correct  cer- 
tain other  injustices  under  the  present 
War  Claims  Act  by  extending  the  deten- 
tion benefits  provided  by  the  act  to  a 
few  small  groups  presently  excluded, 
such  as  about  1,250  Federal  employees  in 
the  same  situation  as  the  war  contrac- 
tors' employees,  and  approximately  250 
merchant  seamen.  The  House  amend- 
ments also  provide  that  a  study  should 
be  made  of  the  effects  of  malnutrition 
and  other  hardships  suffered  by  prison- 
ers of  war  and  civilian  internees. 

With  respect  to  the  major  provision 
of  the  House  amendment  compensating 
American  nationals  whose  bank  accounts 
and  other  deposits  in  the  Philippines 
were  confiscated  by  the  Japanese,  the 
equity  of  this  compensation  is  clearly 
seen  when  it  is  realized  that  in  the  Japa- 
nese Peace  Treaty,  the  United  States  took 
from  these  citizens  the  right  to  claim 
compensation  from  the  Japanese  for  the 
property  that  had  been  taken  from  them. 
This  proposed  legislation  as  it  comes 
from  the  House — and  in  that  respect,  the 
effect  is  the  same  as  in  the  bill  (S.  3305) 
reported  favorably  from  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  and  now  on  the  Senate  Cal- 
endar— would  merely  carry  out  the  legal 
obligation  of  the  United  States  to  com- 
pensate its  own  nationals  for  the  rights 
thus  taken  away  from  them  by  the  treaty. 
Mr.  President,  I  have  indicated  that 
the  bill,  as  it  comes  from  the  House,  is 
in  line  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
President.  I  cannot  say  it  follows  the 
recommendations  of  the  President  be- 
cause, in  fact,  the  bill  was  introduced 
more  than  a  year  before  the  President 
made  his  recommendations.  But  the 
bill  is  in  line  with  recommendations 
made  by  the  President;  and  in  order  to 
estabhsh  that  fact.  I  shall  ask  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  the  text  of  a  letter 
addressed  by  the  Executive  Office  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  the 
President  of  the  Senate,  under  date  of 
June  28,  1954.  together  with  a  report 
transmitted  with  the  letter.  The  report 
concerns  the  recommended  provisions 
contained  in  Senate  bill  541,  as  it  passed 
the  House. 

Mr.  President,  it  will  be  noted  that  in 
his  letter  to  the  Vice  President,  the  Direc- 
tor of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  said  that 
because  of  the  hardships  suffered  by 
many  United  States  nationals  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  actions  of  certain  foreign  gov- 
ernments, for  which  this  bill  would  af- 
ford some  relief,  he  would  strongly  urge 
that  this  proposed  legislation  be  enacted 
to  the  extent  provided,  before  the  close 
of  the  present  session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  join  my  own 
views  to  those  of  the  President's  spokes- 
man, and  urge  the  Senate  to  concur  in 
the  House  amendments  to  the  bill. 

I  now  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in 
the  amendments  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  cer- 
tainly the  leadership  has  not  acquainted 
me  with  any  arrangement  which  may 
have  been  made  with  respect  to  Senate 
bill  541.  I  am  generally  familiar  with 
the  matter,  but  I  believe  it  should  be 
deferred  until  such  time  as  the  majority 
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leader,  witb  whom  probably  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  has  talked,  has  an  oppor- 
tunity to  examine  further  into  the 
matter. 

Until  that  time,  Mr.  President,  and 
since  the  matter  comes  up  as  a  privi- 
leged question,  I  must  make  the  point 
of  the  absence  of  a  quorum,  until  the 
majority  leader  can  return  to  the  Cham- 
ber. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  will  withhold  suggesting  the 
absence  of  a  quorum.  I  have  had  a  talk 
with  the  majority  leader.  I  would  pre- 
fer to  have  him  here.  I  would  gladly 
defer  requesting  the  consideration  of  this 
matter  until  the  majority  leader  is  pres- 
ent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  withdraw  his 
motion? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  do,  Mr.  President, 
for  the  present. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  is 
withdrawn. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Let  me  ask  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada  whether  he  intends  to 
submit  other  matters  of  the  same  sort. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  do.  There  are  a 
number  of  similar  matters,  which  I  be- 
Ueve  will  take  only  a  minute  or  so  to 
dispose  of. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Cannot  we  also  leave 
them  in  a  deferred  status  until  such  time 
as  they  can  be  cleared  with  the  leader- 
ship? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Yes.  Is  it  preferred 
that  I  take  them  up  one  by  one  at  this 
time?  All  of  them  relate  to  House  mes- 
sages which  are  at  the  desk,  and  involve 
amendments  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tlves,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate  is  requested. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  They  could  be  pre- 
sented now,  although  we  have  been  wait- 
ing patiently  for  approximately  3  hours 
in  order  to  proceed  with  consideration 
of  the  mutual-security  appropriation 
bill.  Of  course,  if  the  matters  to  which 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  has  referred 
will  take  only  a  few  moments  to  dispose 
of,  I  myself  would  not  wish  to  interpose 
objection. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Of  course,  if  after 
presenting  the  matters  at  this  time,  the 
situation  would  be  such  that  I  would 
have  to  go  over  them  again,  later  on.  at 
a  time  when  the  majority  leader  is  here 
I  would  prefer  not  to  proceed  now,  for 
it  would  be  a  waste  of  time. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  majority  leader 
has  told  me  that  I  could  proceed  with 
them,  and  of  course  I  took  advantage  of 
whatever  time  was  available. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Yes. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  But  I  would  prefer 
not  to  present  them  at  this  time,  if  the 
result  would  be  merely  to  have  to  present 
them  again,  later  on. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  the 
present  occupant  of  the  majority  lead- 
er's chair  has  had  no  instruction  regard- 
mg  these  measures  or  these  messages 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  So 
Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada will  defer  them  until  the  majority 

leader  returns 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Let  me  say  to  the 
able  Senator  from  Illinois  that  in  all 


these  matters,  I  am  substituting  for  the 
chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee, 
who  is  absent  because  of  certain  misfor- 
tune which  has  come  to  his  family. 
Therefore,  he  asked  me  to  take  over  this 
work.  It  is  not  because  of  any  wish  on 
my  part,  that  I  undertake  this  buitlen. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  understand.  But. 
Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada will  withhold,  momentarily,  his 
motion . 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Very  well.      | 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Then.  Mr.  President, 
I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The    PRESIDING     OFFICER.       The 
absence  of  a  quorum  has  been  suggested 
and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief -Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for  the 
quorum  call  be  rescinded 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
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APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  MUTUAL 

SECURITY  j 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  10051)  making  appro- 
priations for  mutual  security  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1955,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  has  now  proceeded  to  the  con- 
sideration of  H.  R.  10051,  the  mutual 
security  appropriation  bill  for  fiscal  year 
1955.  As  chairman  of  the  Senate  com- 
mittee charged  with  handling  this  bill 
I  wish  to  make  a  few  brief  remarks  con- 
cermng  some  of  the  general  considera- 
tions which  helped  shape  the  nature  of 
our  recommendations. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  now  9  years  since 
the  last  shot  was  fired  in  World  War  II 
but  the  first  month  in  which  no  local  war 
threatens  to  engulf  the  world  in  a  new 
global  conflict.  Yet.  as  we  look  about 
us.  we  cannot  find  the  solace  that  comes 
with  the  end  of  the  mass  slaughter  whiCh 
IS  war.  An  uneasy  calm  has  descended 
momentarily  upon  the  world,  but  anx- 
iety has  not  diminished.  Although  the 
Shooting  has  stopped,  the  world  Is  no 
closer  to  a  just  and  enduring  peace  The 
dangers  are  just  as  great  today.  The 
fr^e  world  continues  to  live  in  the  evil 
shadow  of  the  malevolent  Red  imperial- 
ism. Now,  more  than  ever,  we  must  re- 
tain our  sense  of  proportion  and  hold 
firmly  to  our  faith  in  the  justice  of  our 
cause. 

We  are  faced  today  by  an  enemy  hos- 
tile to  human  freedom,  holding  in  ti"ht 
control   more   than   800   million   peop'e 
and  enormous  material  resources,  pos- 
sessed of  a  huge  war  machine,  armed 
with  the  most  modern  weapons  of  mass 
destruction.     No  one  nation  alone  can 
face  with  confidence  this  va.st  assembly 
of   power.     Only   by   collective   dcfen.s'e 
can  the  nations  of  the  free  world  hope 
to  meet  this  fearful  threat  to  their  sur- 
vival without  the  alternative,  over  the 
long  pull,  of  economic  collapse.     It   is 
within   this   concept   of   a    free   world - 
defense  community  that  our  own  mili- 
tary strategy  and  programs  have  been 
developed— each  nation  contributing  to 
the   whole   those   forces   and   resources 
which  it  can  most  effectively  provide 


The  principal  purpose  of  the  bill  now 
before  the  Senate  is  to  assist  our  free 
world  p>artners  to  raise  and  support  the 
forces  required  for  collective  defense. 
Whereas,  in  the  early  years  of  the  for- 
eign-aid program,  emphasis  was  placed 
principally  on  economic  aid.  today  only 
$184,500,000  of  the  funds  provided  in 
this  bill  are  for  that  type  of  aid,  under 
the  caption  of  "Development  Assistance." 
Since  1948,  when  economic  aid  totaled 
$4,4  billion,  the  economic  strength  of 
most  of  our  allies,  particularly  in  Europe, 
has  shown  remarkable  improvement  so 
that  now  the  emphasis  may  be  shifted 
safely  to  defense  aid.  Of  the  roughly 
$185  million  in  development  a-ssistance 
provided  in  H.  R.  10051,  virtually  all  is 
for  India  and  the  Near  East. 

A  total  of  $2,618,798,195  in  new  appro- 
priations is  provided  for  mutuaj-defense 
assistance— $1,392,700,000  for  military 
assistance:  $795  million  for  southeast 
Asia  and  the  western  Pacific,  and  for 
direct-forces  support:  and  $431,098,195 
for  defense  support.  These  new  appro- 
priations plus  the  continued  availability 
of  unobligated  funds  recommended  by 
the  committee  will  make  available  in 
fiscal  year  1955  a  total  of  $5,176,737,863 
in  mutual-defense  assistance»^$3.932  - 
092,283  for  military  assistance:  $795  mil- 
lion for  southeast  Asia,  and  so  forth;  and 
$449,645,580  for  defense  support. 

The  bill  also  provides  $121,467,621  in 
new  appropriations  for  technical  co- 
operation and  $66,069,000  for  other  pro- 
grams, including  administrative  ex- 
penses other  than  for  military  assist- 
ance. Since  the  committee  recom- 
mended the  continued  availability  of 
unobligated  balances  for  other  programs 
in  the  amount  of  $23,574,060.  a  total  of 
$89,643,060  will  be  available  for  those 
programs  in  fiscal  year  1955. 

A  total  of  $2,990,824,816  in  new  ap- 
propriations is  provided  in  this  bill, 
which,  together  with  $2,581,513,728  in 
unobligated  balances  recommended  by 
the  committee  to  be  continued  available, 
will  provide  a  grand  total  of  $5,572,338.- 
544  in  fi.scal  year  1955. 

Every  field  of  human  endeavor — poli- 
tics, economics,  education,  science,  re- 
ligion—are exploited  by  the  Communists 
in  their  efforts  to  subvert  and  weaken 
the  nations  of  the  free  world.  Patience, 
perseverance,  and  understanding  will  be 
required  in  ever-increasing  measure  if 
free-world  unity  is  to  survive  in  the  long 
term  the  stresses  and  strains  of  Com- 
munist efforts  to  break  it  apart. 

Upon  the  United  States  has  fallen  per- 
haps the  greate.st  responsibility  to  pre- 
serve   this    unity.     Ili.-tory    has    thrust 
upon  us  the  role  of  leadership  in  this 
world  struggle  against  Communist  ag- 
gre.ssion.     It  is  a  role  which  we  neither 
sought  nor  desired.     But  the  American 
people  have  always  been  ready  and  will- 
ing to  fully  meet  their  international  ob- 
ligations, and  in  my  judgment  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  will  continue  to  carry 
this  burden  of  our  international  respon- 
sibilities willingly  so  long  as  they  are 
convinced  that  the  interests  of  the  Na- 
tion demand  it  of  them.    For  this  as- 
surance they  rightfully  look  to  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  of  the  Government  and 
to  the  Congress.     That  is  why  the  sev- 


195i 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


eral  committees  of  the  Congress  con- 
cerned with  foreign  aid  have  conducted 
such  extensive  and  thorough  hearings 
on  the  fiscal  year  1955  program.  The 
recommendations  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  are  based  not 
only  on  the  detailed  and  voluminous 
data  and  testimony  presented  during  the 
cour.se  of  its  own  hearings,  but  also  on 
the  hearings  and  reports  of  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  and  the 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee  of  the  House. 
The  measure  now  awaiting  Senate  ap- 
proval incorporates  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions. I  submit  the  bill,  and  bespeak 
for  it  for  the  earnest  consideration  of 
the  Senate. 

In  addition  to  what  I  have  said,  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  it  is  my 
personal  opinion,  and  I  think  it  is  the 
opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations,  that  in  the  com- 
ing year,  more  than  ever  before,  we  must 
emphasize  the  word  "mutual"  in  con- 
nection with  this  program.  In  other 
words,  the  feeling  of  the  members  of 
the  committee,  as  I  interpret  it  by  their 
statements,  by  their  questions,  and  by 
their  votes,  is  to  the  effect  that  they 
want  emphasis  placed  on  American  aid 
being  channeled  to  the  countries  that 
are  willing  to  help  themselves  and  wish 
to  be  willing  partners  in  this  great  pro- 
gram of  mutual  aid,  of  which  we  are  a 
part.  Furthermore,  the  members  of  the 
committee  desire  and — we  emphasize 
this  to  the  administrators  of  this  pro- 
gram and  to  the  countries  who  are  our 
partners — that  more  than  ever  the  word 
■  mutual"  shall  be  considered  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  act. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President. 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     I  yield. 

Mr,  MANSFIELD.  I  wish  to  compli- 
ment the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
for  the  remark  he  has  just  made.  I  am 
.'•ure  that  what  he  says  is  also  the  feeling 
of  Congress  and  the  administration, 
which  he  so  ably  represents. 

If  the  chairman  will  permit  me  to  do 
so.  I  should  like  to  ask  several  short 
questions  of  him. 

Mr,  BRIDGES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Is  it  the  under- 
standing of  the  chairman  that  the  For- 
eign Operations  Administration  is  to  be 
abolished  and  go  out  of  existence  on 
June  30,  1955? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  supplement  the  answer  of 
the  chairman  by  saying  that,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  a  .study  has  already  been  con- 
ducted with  the  view  of  distributing  the 
functions  of  the  Foreign  Operations 
Administration,  which  must  necessarily 
be  distributed  when  the  agency  is 
abolished. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  On  June  30,  1955, 
or  before? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Is  it  the  under- 
standing of  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  that  title  III, 
the  point  4  program,  under  the  author- 
ization adopted  by  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  and  agreed  to  by  the  House, 
will  become,  not  later  than  June  30  of 


14481 


next  year,  a  part  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Is  it  the  distin- 
guished chairman's  further  understand- 
ing that  so  far  as  title  n  is  concerned, 
the  title  which  deals  with  economic  aidi 
that  title  will  expire  on  June  30,  1955, 
with  only  a  1  year's  liquidation  period, 
taking  it  to  June  30,  1956. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     That  is  correct 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Is  it  the  chair- 
mans  understanding  that  there  is  no 
termination  date  so  far  as  military  as- 
sistance is  concerned? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  And  that  it  is  to 
be  administered  by  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment, so  that  the  program  may  be  con- 
tinued as  it  needs  to  be  continued,  un- 
der the  aegis  of  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense and  his  assistants? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  In  other  words,  we 
can  be  absolutely  certain  that  the  For- 
eign Operations  Administration  will  be 
abolished  as  of  June  30.  1955? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Let  me  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Montana,  who 
has  served  so  ably  in  both  Houses  of 
Congress,  that  I  have  been  around  Con- 
gress for  some  time,  and  I  know  that 
sometimes  we  may  have  in  mind  a  cer- 
tain plan  with  the  hope  it  may  be  carried 
out:  and  in  that  connection  I  can  cer- 
tainly speak  only  for  myself,  and  cannot 
give  any  blanket  guaranty  for  anyone 
else.  I  mean  that  is  my  understanding, 
and  that  is  certainly  my  belief.  I  am  not 
equivocating  in  any  way,  but  at  the  same 
time  I  must  leave  a  little  loophole  to  the 
extent  that  I  cannot  speak  for  anyone 
else. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  should  like  to 
close  that  one  little  loophole,  because 
what  the  chairman  has  said  is.  in  effect, 
the  intent  of  Congress,  and  was  the  in- 
tent of  Congress  a  year  ago. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois has  pointed  out  that  under  the 
chairmanship  of  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire  at  the  present 
time  negotiations  are  going  on  by  means 
of  which  the  President,  under  authority 
given  to  him  by  the  Mutual  Security  Act. 
is  arranging  for  the  transfer  of  various 
units  of  the  Foreign  Operations  Admin- 
istration into  the  proper  permanent 
agencies. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  do  not  want  to 
have  estabhshed  so-called  temporary 
permanent  agencies.  I  am  afraid  that 
if  Congress  does  not  adhere  firmly  to  its 
present  determination  and  does  not  see 
to  it  that  this  organization  is  out  of  exist- 
ence not  later  than  June  30,  1955,  we  will 
find  an  attempt  being  made  to  continue 
this  temporary  agency  on  a  permanent 
basis,  which  would  be  contrary  to  the 
expressed  will  of  Congress. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  should  like  to  an- 
swer that  by  saying  I  believe  the  Sena- 
tor is  absolutely  correct.  I  can  definitely 
make  that  statement  not  only  for  my- 
self, but  for  the  administration  as  well. 
I  left  the  little  loophole  I  referred  to  be- 
cause next  year,  if  I  am  still  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  and 
have  the  responsibihty  of  presenting  a 


bill  in  response  to  a  foreign-aid  request, 
I  do  not  want  to  have  someone  say  "I 
interpreted  the  Senator's  statement  to 
mean  that  this  was  out  the  window."  and 
that  nothing  can  be  done  about  it.  I 
agree  that  FOA  should  not  be  continued 
as  a  temporary  agency.  I  agree  that 
that  is  the  intent  of  Congress.  I  agree 
that  it  should  be  the  will  and  intent  of 
this  administration  to  abolish  it.  Cer- 
tainly anything  that  is  continued  should 
be  shifted  to  a  permanent  agency.  I  do 
not  want  to  equivocate  on  that.  How- 
ever. I  did  not  want  to  be  interpreted  as 
having  overspoken,  perhaps,  if  some  part 
of  this  program  should  be  continued 
next  year. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  should  like  to 
make  it  very  plain  that  I  believe  Gover- 
nor Stassen  has  done  an  exceedingly 
good  job  in  bringing  about  greater  effi- 
ciency and  lower  expenditures,  and  also 
in  the  reduction  of  personnel.  There  is 
nothing  personal  about  my  attitude,  be- 
cause I  was  one  of  those  who  advocated 
that  ECA.  the  so-called  Marshall  plan, 
end  before  June  30,  1952,  as  originally 
contemplated.  With  me,  it  is  a  matter 
of  principle.  I  do  not  think  we  can 
speak  on  foreign  policy  with  multiple 
voices; 

So  far  as  we  can  do  it.  our  foreign  pol- 
icy should  be  handled  by  the  State  De- 
partment, a  permanent  and  continuing 
organization.  Even  if  it  is  a  little  diffi- 
cult for  it  to  take  over  some  economic 
aspects  of  the  program.  I  still  believe 
that  the  State  Department  should  meet 
that  responsibihty  and  take  it  over.  I 
thank  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire, the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  for  his 
concise  and  straightforward  answers. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  believe  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Montana  has 
clarified  the  situation.  He  was  vnse  to 
bring  it  up.    I  appreciate  his  doing  so. 

I  should  like  to  say  further  that  not 
only  do  I  agree,  but  I  want  it  -distinctly 
understood  that  it  is  my  own  feeling,  as 
well  as  the  feeling,  as  I  interpret  it.  of 
many  members  of  the  committee  of 
which  I  have  the  privilege  to  serve  as 
chairman — and  I  am  referring  to  Re- 
publicans and  Democrats  alike,  because 
there  is  no  partisan-^hip  exhibited  in  the 
committee— that  we  are  giving  of  our 
substance  and  we  are  putting  a  terrific 
drain  on  the  American  taxpayer  and 
upon  the  economy  of  this  country,  and 
therefore  we  must  make  sure,  and  in- 
creasingly so,  that  our  aid  is  channeled  to 
the  places  where  it  will  do  the  most  effec- 
tive good  for  the  mutual  defense  of  the 
United  States  and  the  free  world.  We 
must  emphasize  that  fact,  as  well  as  the 
fact  that  we  look  with  some  question 
on  some  of  the  programs  of  the  past. 
Therefore  we  must  make  it  plain  that  so 
far  as  the  committee  is  concerned,  un- 
less that  is  done  it  will  be  increasingly 
difficult  to  get  the  support  of  the  com- 
mittee and  of  the  Congress  and  of  the 
American  people  to  a  continuation  of 
the  program. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  could  not  agree 
more  thoroughly  with  the  distinguished 
chairman.  I  am  delighted  to  have  his 
answers,  and  the  answers  of  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
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Foreign  Relations  to  similar  questions 
raised  earlier  in  the  week.  I  am  satis- 
fled  that  on  June  30. 1955.  if  not  sooner, 
FOA  will  be  on  its  way  out 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  committee 
amendments  be  agreed  to  en  bloc,  that 
the  bill,  as  proposed  to  be  amended,  be 
considered  as  an  original  text  for  the 
purpose  of  amendment,  and  that  no 
points  of  order  be  waived. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  may  I  say  to  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee  it  is  my  im- 
,  derstanding  that  alternative  language 
will  be  offered  as  an  amendment  with 
respect  to  section  108.  To  that  there  is 
no  objection  on  my  part.  I  wish  to  be 
sure  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCarran]  is  not  foreclosed  in  his  op- 
portunity to  offer  such  language. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  advise  that  after  the  adoption 
of  the  committee  amendments  the  right 
of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  to  offer 
amendments,  as  well  as  the  right  of  every 
other  Senator,  will  be  fully  protected. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridgks]?  The  Chair 
hears  none.  Without  objection,  the 
committee  amendments  are  agreed  to  en 
bloc. 

The  amendments  agreed  to  en  bloc  are 
as  follows: 

On  page  1.  after  line  9.  to  strike  out: 
"Military  aaslBtance:  For  military  assist- 
ance as  authorized  by  title  I.  chapter  1. 
11341300.000  plus  unobligated  balances,  as 
XoUowb:  For  general  military  assistance  au- 
thorized by  section  103,  $1.265300,000  plus 
not  to  exceed  $2,234,912,729  (Including  not 
to  exceed  $27,825,000  for  development  of 
weapons  of  advanced  design  as  authorized  by 
section  106)  of  unobligated  balances;  for 
Infrastructure  authorized  by  section  104  (a). 
$76  mlUlon,  plus  not  to  exceed  $39  nUUlon 
of  unobUgated  balances:  Provided,  That 
such  unobligated  balances  shall  be  derived 
from  balances  of  appropriations  heretofore 
made  for  military  assistance  (Europe;  Near 
East  and  Africa;  Asia  and  the  Pacific;  Ameri- 
can Republics;  and  mutual  special  weapons 
planning):  Provided  further.  That  not  to 
exceed  •22.600,000  of  such  funds  shaU  be 
available  for  administrative  expenses  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  title  I.  chapter  1 
untU  Jiine  30.  1956." 

And  In  lieu  thereof  to  insert: 

"Military  assistance:  For  military  assist- 
ance as  authorized  by  title  I.  chapter  1  $l  - 
392,700,000  together  with   unexpended  bal- 
ances of  appropriations  heretofore  made  for 
mUitary  assistance:   Provided.  That  not  to 
exceed  »3.932,09a.283  may  be  obligated  under 
this  heading  during  fiscal  year  1955.  includ- 
ing not  to  exceed  $3,770,392,283  for  general 
military  assistance  as  authorized  by  section 
103,  and  not  to  exceed  $161,700,000  for  Infra- 
structxire  as  authorized  by  section  104  (a) 
and  not  to  exceed  $24  mllUon  for  adminis- 
trative expenses  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
title  I.  chapter  1 :  Provided  further.  That  the 
military   supplies   and    equipment    (or    the 
equivalent   value   thweof   as    the   Secretary 
of  Defense  shall  determine  but  not  to  ex- 
ceed $200  mlUlon  In  inventory  value)  which 
have  been  procured  and  processed  for  deliv- 
ery to  foreign  areas  and  which  subsequently 
are  ret\imed  to  the  custody  of  the  United 
States  because  of  a  change  in  the  interna- 
tional situation,  shall  remain  avaUaUe  for 
mUltary  assistance  authorized  by  law,  and 


such  amounts  shall  be  In  addition  to  the 
amounts  herein  otherwise  provided  for:  Pro- 
vided further.  That  this  limitation  on  mili- 
tary supplies  and  equipment  shall  not  apply 
to  capital  ships  for  which  title  has  passed 
but  which  have  been  reclaimed  by  the  Navy 
Department." 

On  page  3.  line  14,  after  "section  121".  to 
strike  out  "$712,000,000"  and  Insert  "$700,- 
000,000." 

On  page  3,  after  line  14,  to  Insert: 

"Production  for  forces  support:  For  as- 
sistance authorized  by  section  122,  $85,000  - 
000." 

On  page  3,  line  18.  after  "section  J23".  to 
strike  out  "$64,000,000"  and  insert  "$60,000,- 
000." 

On  page  3.  at  the  beginning  of  line  22,  to 
insert  "as  authorized  by  section  403." 

On  page  4,  line  2  after  "section  131  (b) 
(3)".  to  strike  out  "$86,000,000"  and  insert 
"$80,098,195." 

On  page  4,  line  5,  after  "(c)".  to  strike 
out  "$200,000,000"  and  insert  "$205,000,000 
and  in  addition,  unexpended  balaaces  of 
funds  heretofore  appropriated  under  the 
head  'Relief  and  Rehabilitation  in  Korea.' 
in  the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Aat.  1954. 
and  unobligated  balances  of  the  appropria- 
tion under  the  head  'Civilian  Relief  in  Ko- 
rea' In  the  Department  of  Defense  Appro- 
priation Act,  1954,  are  continued  available 
for  the  purposes  of  section  132  (a)  through 
June  30,  1955.  and  are  hereby  consolidated 
with  this  appropriation." 

On  page  4,  line  16,  after  the  figures  >3.000,- 
000",  to  strike  out  the  comma  and  "Sind  in 
addition,  not  to  exceed  $15,000,000  of  the  un- 
obligated balances  of  funds  heretofore  made 
available  under  this  head." 

On  page  5.  line  3.  after  the  word  "section". 
to  strike  out  "303"  and  Insert  "304".  and  in 
the  same  line,  after  the  amendment  Just 
above  stated,  to  strike  out  "$100,000,000 "  and 
Insert  "$110,000,000." 

On  page  5,  after  line  4,  to  Insert: 
"Contributions  to  the  United  Nations  ex- 
panded program  of  technical  assistance;  For 
contributions  to  cover  the  amount  pledged 
by  the  United  States  for  conducting  the  pro- 
gram during  the  calendar  year  1954  S9  957  - 
621."  .--'.. 

On  page  5.  at  the  beginning   of  line   11 
to  strike  out  "305  (b)  "  and  insert  "30$  (b)  .•" 

On  page  5,  line  14,  after  "405  (a)',  to 
strike  out  "$10,000,000"  and  insert  '  $10,600,- 
000";  in  the  same  line  after  the  amendment 
Just  above  stated,  to  strike  out  "and  In  ad- 
dition, not  to  exceed  $500,000  of  the  unobli- 
gated balance  heretofore  appropriated  for 
•Movement  of  migrants'  ";  and  In  the  same 
line,  after  the  amendment  Just  above  itated 
to  insert  a  colon  and  "Provided.  That  no 
funds  appropriated  in  this  act  or  any  other 
act  shall  be  used  to  assist  directly  or  indi- 
rectly in  the  migration  of  any  person  to  any 
nation  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  who  shall 
not  first  have  been  thoroughly  screened  for 
security  In  accordance  with  standards 
Identical  with  those  standards  contaiaed  in 
the  United  States  Immigration  and  Nation- 
ality Act." 

On  page  5.  after  line  22,  to  insert- 
"Contributions     to    the    United     Nations 
refugee  emergency  fund:  For  contributions 
authorized  by  section  405   (c).  $400  000  " 

On  page  6.  line  2,  after  "section  '406"    to 
strike  out  "$12,000,000"  and  Insert  "$13,500,- 

On  page  6,  line  6.  after  the  word  "Af«ncv" 
to  strike  out  "Not  to  exceed  $23,063  350  of 
the  unobligated"  and  insert  "The  unex- 
pended." ^ 

On  page  6,  line  12.  after  "section  408"  to 
n^^,®   °"'   "W.169,000"   and    insert    "$1.169.- 

On  page  6.  line  18,  after  "section  410"  to 
etrlke  out  "$1,075,000"  and  insert  "$l,300.- 

On  page  6.  line  20.  after  "section  411"  to 
strike  out  "♦30,000,000"  and  insert  "$34,700.- 
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On  page  6.  after  line  20,  to  lns«rt: 

"UNEXPENDED     BALANCXa 

"The  unexpended  balances  appropriated 
under  each  paragraph  of  the  Mutual  Security 
Appropriation  Act.  1954  (except  appropria- 
tions under  the  heads  of  military  assistance 
and  mutual  special  weapons  planning)  shall 
be  consolidated  with  the  appropriate  appro- 
priation made  under  this  act.  and  shall  be 
available  for  the  same  general  purpose  and 
for  the  same  period  of  time  as  the  appropri- 
ate appropriation  made  under  this  act." 

On  page  11.  beginning  with  line  21,  after 
the  word  "Act",  to  strike  out  "and  notwith- 
standing the  provisions  of  section  502  of  the 
Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954.  all  expenditures 
of  foreign  currencies  or  crediU  for  the  pur- 
poses of  such  act  shall  be  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  section  1415  of  the  Supplemental 
Appropriation  Act  of  1953." 

On  page  11,  line  11.  after  the  numerals 
"1953",  as  proposed  to  be  stricken  out,  to  in- 
sert a  colon  and  "PTOvided.  That  the  proviso 
In  section  502  (b)  of  the  Mutual  Security 
Act  of  1954  is  amended  as  follows:  (1)  Strike 
out  committee  on  House  Administration  of 
the  House  of  Representatives'  $nd  Insert 
'Committee  on  Appropriations  of  the  House 
of  Representatives',  and  (2)  strike  out  'Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration  of  the 
Senate'  and  Insert  'Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions of  the  Senate.'  " 
On  page  13,  after  line  9.  to  strHse  out: 
"Sec.  107.  Funds  made  available  pursuant 
to  this  act  may  not  be  used  for  the  procure- 
ment of  equipment  or  materials  outside  the 
United  States  unless  the  President  deter- 
mines that  such  procurement  will  not  result 
in  one  or  more  of  the  following  conditions: 

••(  1  )  Adverse  effects  upon  the  economy  of 
the  United  States,  with  special  reference  to 
any  areas  of  labor  surplus,  or  upon  the  indus- 
trial mobilization  base,  which  outweigh  the 
strategic  and  logistic  advantages  to  the 
United  States  of  procurement  abroad; 

"  (  2 )  Production  of  such  equipment  or  ma- 
terials outside  the  United  States  under  In- 
adequate safeguards  against  sabotage  or  the 
lease  to  potential  enemies  of  information 
detrimental  to  the  security  of  the  United 
States; 

"(3)  Unjustifiable  cost  In  comparison  with 
procurement  in  the  United  States;  and 

"(4)  Delays  in  delivery  Incompatible  with 
United  States  defense  objectives." 

On  page  14,  line  5.  to  change  the  section 
number  from  '108"  to  "107";  and  In  the  same 
line,  after  the  word  "than",  to  strike  out  "02" 
and  Insert  "•25." 

On  page  14.  after  line  7,  to  Insert: 
"Sec.  108.  Of  the  $700  million  in  surplus 
agricultural  commodities  authoriaed  to  be 
disposed  of  under  provisions  of  th*  Agricul- 
tural Trade  Development  and  Assistance  Act 
of  1954.  not  less  than  $55  million  shall  be 
provided  to  Spain  during  the  current  fiscal 
year:  Provided.  That  95  percent  at  the  for- 
eign credits  generated  hereunder,  shall  be 
used  to  strengthen  and  Improve  the  civilian 
economy  of  Spain:  Provided  further.  That 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  shall  be 
reimbursed  for  the  assistance  furnished  un- 
der this  section  from  unexpended  balances 
available  under  the  Mutual  Securlly  Act  of 
1954." 

On  page  14.  after  line  18.  to  insert: 
"Sec.    109.  Funds   heretofore   or  hereafter 
allocated  to  the  Department  of  Defense  from 
any    appropriation    for    military    assistance 
(except  funds  obligated  directly  ag$lnst  any 
such  appropriation  for  offshore  procurement 
or  other  purposes)  shall  be  accounted  for  by 
geographic    area   and    by   country   solely   on 
the  basis  of  the  value  of  materials  delivered 
and  services   performed    (such   val«e   to   be 
determined    In    accordance   with   the   appli- 
cable provisions  of  law  governing  the  admln- 
stration  of  military  assistance).     Within  the 
limits  of  funds  so  allocated,  the  Department 
Of  Defense  Is  authorized  to  incur.  In  appli- 
cable appropriations,  obligations  in  anticlpa- 
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tlon  of  reimbursement  from  such  allocation, 
and  no  funds  so  allocated  shall  be  withdrawn 
by  administrative  action  until  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  shall  certify  that  they  are  not 
required  for  liquidation  of  obligations  so  In- 
curred, or  unless  the  President  In  writing 
shall  direct  such  action.  Reimbursement 
from  such  allocation  shall  be  made  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  applicable  provisions  of 
law." 

On  page  15.  after  line  11.  to  Insert: 
"Sec.   110.  The   appropriations,  authoriza- 
tions, and  authority  with  respect  thereto  in 
this  act  shall  be  available  from  July  1,  1954. 
for  the  purposes  provided  in  such  appropria- 
tions,   authorizations,    and    authority.     All 
obligations  Incurred  during  the   period   be- 
tween June  30,  1954.  and  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  act  in  anticipation  of  such  ap- 
propriations,   authorizations,    and   authority 
are  hereby  ratified  and  confirmed  if  In  ac- 
cordance   with    the    terms    hereof    and    the 
terms  of  Public  Law  475.  83d  Congress." 
On  page  15.  after  line  20.  to  Insert: 
"Sec.   111.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated 
in   this  act  shall   be   used  to  carry  out   the 
purposes  of  section  416  of  the  Mutual  Secu- 
rity Act  of  1954" 
On  page  15.  after  line  23.  to  Insert: 
"Sec    112    Shipplnt   on  United  States  ves- 
sels    Such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  shall 
be    taken    to    assure,    as   far    as    practicable. 
that  at  least  50  percent  of  the  gross  tonnage 
of    commodities,   materials,   and   equipment 
procured  out  of  funds  made  available  under 
sections  103.  123,  131.   132   (a).  201,  304.  and 
403  of  this  act  and    .ransported  to  or  from 
the  United  Suites  on  ocean  vessels,  computed 
separately   for   dry  bulk   carriers,  dry  cargo 
liner  and  tanker  services  and  computed  sepa- 
rately for  section    lOCi.  and   for  sections   123. 
131.    132    (ai.   201.    3C4.   and   403    (taken   to- 
gether)   Is  so  transported  on  United  States- 
flag  commercial  vessels  to  the  extent  such 
vessels    are    available    at    market,  .rates    for 
United    States-flag    commercial    vessels   pro- 
vided   such    rates    ar'!    fair    and    reasonable; 
and.  in  the  administration  of  this  provision, 
steps  shall  be  taken    Insofar  as  practicable 
and  consistent  with   .he  purpose  of  this  act. 
to  secure  a  fair  and  reasonable  participation 
by  United  States-flat    commercial  vessels  in 
carcoes  by  geoRraphl?  area" 

On  page  16.  line  l";.  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "109"  to  "113." 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  Is  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire  about  to  yield 
the  floor? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Yes.  I  wish  to  make 
it  possible  for  other  Senators  to  have  the 
opportunity  to  speaic  in  the  regular  order. 
I  should  like  to  proceed  with  the  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  have  an  amendment  to 
offer,  with  which  I  think  the  distin- 
guished chairman  ot  the  committee  and 
the  other  members  of  the  committee  will 
be  in  full  agreement. 

The  amendment  I  desire  to  propose 
would  appear  on  page  12,  section  105. 
This  is  the  section  intended  to  prevent 
use  of  counterpart  funds  of  all  sources 
for  payment  of  debts  of  recipient  na- 
tions, or  for  any  purpose  so  long  as  the 
recipient  permits  a  dependency  to  violate 
United  States  treaties. 

The  language  in  the  bill  now  prohibits 
the  use  of  these  fands  for  payment  of 
debts  of  recipient  nations,  whether  it  be 
funds  carried  in  the  pending  bill  or  in 
previous  acts.  The  biU  now  Ukes  care 
Of  funds  in  this  proposed  act,  so  far  as 
any  recipient  permitting  a  dependency  to 
violate  a  United  States  treaty  is  con- 
cerned, but  it  does  not  take  care  of  the 
matter  of  carryover  funds. 
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The  sunendment  which  I  am  suggest- 
ing would  be  to  add  the  words  "or  any 
other  act"  on  line  24.  page  12.  after  the 
word  "act."  The  language  then  would 
read,  "under  this  act  or  any  other  act." 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  On  what  page  of  the 
bill  would  that  be? 

Mr.  HILL.  Page  12,  line  24.  The 
language  now  in  the  bill  prohibits  the  use 
of  counterpart  funds.  The  proposed 
amendment  would  take  care  of  any 
carryover  coimterpart  funds,  exactly  as 
we  take  care  of  the  carryover  coimter- 
part funds  in  the  first  part  of  the  section, 
which  deals  with  the  use  of  counterpart 
funds  for  payment  of  debts  of  recipient 
nations. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  think  we  should 
have  a  little  time  to  examine  into  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  HILL.     That  will  be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Then,  if  the  amend- 
ment is  presented  in  the  regular  course, 
if  there  is  no  objection  certainly  the 
committee  will  go  along  with  it. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  might  say  that  I 
have  received  a  letter  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  which  I  have  been  trying 
to  put  my  hand  on.  objecting  to  the  gen- 
eral thought  proposed.  There  are  var- 
ious other  administrative  officers  who 
object  to  what  the  Senator  is  proposing. 
This  action  would  affect  them.  I  should 
Uke  to  have  an  opportunity  to  look  at 
that  letter  and  to  study  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  shall  be  glad  to  submit 
the  amendment  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  (Mr.  Bridges)  and  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  DirksenI. 
However,  the  bill  now  carries  the  provi- 
sion with  reference  to  counterpart  funds. 
All  this  amendment  would  do  w  ould  be  to 
take  care  of  any  carryover  counterpart 
funds. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
call  up  my  amendment  for  additional  aid 
for  Spain,  which  I  submitted  yesterday, 
and  which  was  ordered  to  be  printed  and 
lie  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chisf  Clerk.  On  page  14,  line 
8.  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  section  108 
and  insert  the  following: 

Sec.  108.  Flfty-flve  million  dollars  of  the 
unobligated  twlances  continued  available 
under  this  act  shall  be  available  only  for 
the  procurement  and  sale,  in  accordance 
with  provisions  of  section  402  of  the  Mutual 
Security  Act  of  1954.  of  surplus  agricultural 
commodities  as  assistance  to  Spain  during 
the  current  fiscal  year;  Provided,  That  the 
limitations  on  obligation  of  military  assist- 
ance funds  during  fiscal  year  1955  shall  not 
apply  to  such  assistance:  Provided  further. 
That  95  percent  of  the  foreign  currencies 
generated  hereunder  shall  be  used  to 
strengthen  and  Improve  the  civilian  economy 
of  Spain,  the  balance  to  be  avaUable  lor  use 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  differis  from  the  original 
committee  amendment  only  in  that  it 
provides  that  the  surplus  commodities 
will  be  made  available  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  402  of  the  Mutual 
Security  Act  of  1954.  rather  than  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Trade 
Development    Act    of     1954.      In    my 


opinion,  this  Is  m  better  and  more 
orderly  way  of  providing  this  additional 
aid,  since  all  of  the  authority  is  con- 
tained in  one  law,  which  obviates  the 
necessity  of  uUlizing  the  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Trade  Development 
Act  of  1954,  My  amendment  carries  the 
same  amoimt  of  aid  as  the  committee 
amendment.  My  amendment  provides. 
as  does  the  committee  amendment,  that 
this  additional  aid  shall  be  in  the  form 
of  surplus  commodities  and  that  foreign 
credits  generated  shall  be  used  to  bolster 
the  civilian  economy  of  Spain.  This 
last  provision  is  strictly  within  the 
authority  contained  in  section  402  of  the 
Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954.  In  ad- 
dition, my  amendment  provides  that  this 
will  not  reduce  the  amount  that  could 
otherwise  be  obligated  for  military  assist- 
ance to  friendly  countries. 

Mr.  President,  section  402  of  the 
Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954  provides  in 
part  as  follows: 

Foreign  currency  proceeds  accruing  from 
such  sales  shall  be  used  for  the  purposes  of 
this  act  and  with  particular  emphasis  on 
the  purposes  of  section  104  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Trade  Development  and  Assistance  Act 
of  1954  which  are  in  harmony  with  the  pur- 
poses of  this  act. 

Section  104  of  the  Agricultural  Trade 
Development  and  Assistance  Act  of  1954 
has  for  one  of  its  purposes  paragraph 
(Et,  which  reads  as  follows: 

For  promoting  balanced  economic  develop- 
ment and  trade  among  nations; 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  what  my 
amendment  seeks  to  do  in  the  last  pro- 
viso is  completely  in  harmony  with  both 
the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954  and  the 
Agricultural  Trade  Development  and 
Assistance  Act  of  1954. 

I  have  every  reason  to  beUeve  that 
this  substitute  amendment  will  not  be 
objectionable  to  the  Foreign  Operations 
Administration.  I  have  been  very 
reliably  informed  that  officials  of  the 
Foreign  Operations  Administration 
would  have  no  objection  to  additional 
aid  for  Spain  and  recognize  that  under 
present  conditions  the  $30  million  pro- 
vided in  the  estimate  will  not  be  suffi- 
cient. Apropos  of  this,  Mr.  PitzGerald 
of  Foreign  Operations  Administration 
testified  on  page  689  of  the  hearings 
before  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Com- 
mittee as  follows: 

In  addition  to  the  unfavorable  weather  of 
last  year.  Spain  early  this  spring,  was  very 
adversely  affected  by  heavy  frosts  which  did 
very  substantial  damage  to  the  citrus  crop. 
Citrus  is  one  of  the  largest  foreign  exchange 
earners  in  Spain,  and  current  estimates 
are  that  this  sharp  fall  in  the  citrus  crop 
will,  during  the  next  12  months  reduce 
Spanish  foreign  exchange  by  another  $40 
to  $50  million  a  year. 

Our  recommendations  in  respect  to  eco- 
nomic aid.  defense  support  for  Spain  for 
fiscal  1955  of  $30  million  were  developed 
prior  to  their  frost. 

Mr.  President,  the  political  situation 
in  Spain  is  peculiar  at  this  time  due  to 
the  fact  that  the  Spanish  i>eople  are  very 
much  upset  by  the  propaganda  that  is 
being  spread  by  the  enemies  of  the  free 
world  that  the  recently  concluded  agree- 
ments with  the  United  States  will  simply 
result  in  Spain  becoming  a  target  for 
a  Russian  A-bomb.    This  propaganda  is 
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becoming  Increasingly  effective  and  was 
stepped  up  when  word  reached  Spain 
through  the  press  that  American  eco- 
nomic aid  was  to  be  reduced  from  $85 
million  in  1954  to  $30  million  in  1955. 
It  is.  therefore,  imperative  that  the 
proposed  1955  amount  be  increased  and 
that  the  increase  go  to  strengthening  the 
Spanish  civilian  economy.  It  is  particu- 
larly important  that  any  counterpart 
generated  by  this  additional  amount 
also  be  utilized  for  the  same  purposes. 
Only  in  this  way  can  the  Spanish  people 
be  given  reassurance  that  the  United 
States  is  truly  Interested  in  something 
more  than  using  Spain  as  a  base  to 
launch  air  attacks  on  our  enemies. 

Mr.  President,  so  as  to  not  unduly  take 
up  the  time  of  the  Senate,  I  should  like 
to  summarize  very  briefly  a  few  points 
which  are  pertinent  to  the  considera- 
tion of  my  amendment.  These  points 
are  as  follows: 

First.  American  bases  in  Spain  will 
be  permanent  and  in  case  of  an  attack 
on  Europe  will  be  among  those  which 
are  defended  until  the  last.  This  point 
has  been  insisted  upon  by  members  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee  and  by  the 
chairman.  Therefore  it  is  vital  that 
we  should  concentrate  on  Spain  in  all 
respects— of  which  the  civilian  economy 
is  Just  one. 

Second.  POA  as  of  June  30,  1954  had 
$2.6  billion  in  unobligated  and  unex- 
pended balances.  In  addition,  POA  has 
$7.1  billion  in  unexpended  balances — 
much  of  wtiich  can  also  become  unobli- 
gated under  the  provisions  of  section 
1111  In  the  1955  supplemental  bill. 
Therefore  utilization  of  $55  million  of 
these  balances  for  Spain  will  not  inter- 
fere with  the  POA  program. 

Third.  Spain  Is  a  latecomer  into  the 
mutual  security  picture  and  therefore 
her  civilian  economy  needs  more  empha- 
sis than  those  countries  which  have  par- 
ticipated in  the  economic  aid  program 
from  the  beginning.  The  bill  provides 
funds  to  promote  economic  development 
and  to  assist  in  maintaining  the  econ- 
omy .of  countries  in  the  Near  East  and 
Africa;  south  Asia;  and  Latin  America. 
The  compelling  reason  for  including 
economic  aid  funds  for  these  countries 
is  that  they  too  must  be  helped  econom- 
ically if  they  are  to  perform  their  role 
in  helping  to  retain  the  free  world. 
This  compelling  reason  for  including 
these  countries  applies  eminently  to 
Spain  in  all  respects. 

Fourth.  Spain  by  virtue  of  the  agree- 
ments with  the  United  States,  which  she 
freely  entered  into,  does  not  enjoy  the 
favorable  treatment  afforded  other  na- 
tions in  the  utilization  of  economic  aid 
counterpart  funds  to  bolster  the  civilian 
economy.  We  have  poured  billions  in 
economic  aid  into  Prance  and  Italy  and 
both  are  unknown  quantities  today  as  to 
whether  they  will  go  Communist  or  not. 
In  Spain  we  have  a  known  quantity — 
we  know  that  not  only  will  she  not  go 
Communist,  but  that  she  will  stand  by 
our  side  to  the  end  In  the  case  of  an 
attack  by  the  Communist  world. 

Fifth.  It  is  vital  that  the  Spanish 
civilian  economy  be  bolstered  by  some 
direct  economic  aid  so  that  the  Spanish 
people  will  see  that  the  United  States  is 
interested  In  something  more  than  mak- 
ing Spain  a  target  for  an  atomic  bomb. 
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Spain  now  has  one  of  the  lowest  stand- 
ards of  living  and  per  capita  income  of 
any  country  of  Europe. 

Mr.  President,  my  amendment  would 
not  require  the  appropriation  of  addi- 
tional funds,  but  would  result  In  the 
utilization  of  existing  balances,  ahd  the 
aid  would  be  in  the  form  of  surplus  com- 
modities. The  counterpart  generated 
would  be  used  to  bolster  the  civilian 
economy  of  Spain.  With  the  civilian 
economy  improved,  with  a  strengthening 
of  the  Spanish  military  forces  and  with 
United  States  bases,  Spain  will  stand  as 
a  bastion  against  any  onslaught  on  Eu- 
rope by  the  Communists. 

Mr.  President,  this  amendment,  al- 
though small  in  amount,  is  vital  to  the 
eventual  defense  of  the  United  States. 
I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  Senate  will 
approve  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  Will  the 
Senator  yield?  i 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    T  yield.  I 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Has  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  completed  his  argument  on  this 
amendment? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  have. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President.  1  may 
say,  with  respect  to  this  amendment,  that 
it  does  not  increase  the  amount  which 
would  be  available  for  Spain.  The 
amendment  would  be  limited  in  its  pro- 
visions entirely  to  surplus  commodities. 
However,  this  action  would  cause  the 
amount  to  be  taken  from  the  unobli- 
gated balances  in  the  pending  bill,  rather 
than  having  it  charged  to  the  $700  mil- 
lion fund  under  the  agricultural  trade 
development  and  assistance  program.  I 
believe  this  is  a  better  legislative  tech- 
nique. I  think  I  can  say  on  behalf  of 
the  chairman  that  we  would  be  glad  to 
accept  this  language,  with  the  under- 
standing that  if  it  does  require  some 
additional  modification,  that  could  be 
done  in  conference. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  might  say  the 
original  amendment  was  adopted  by  the 
committee. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     That  is  correct, 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    This  is  only  a  per- 
fecting amendment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  correct.  It 
Is  in  the  nature  of  a  perfecting  amend- 
ment.    \ 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  briefly?  : 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  THYE.  This  matter  was  discussed 
previously  in  committee  hearings  and  in 
committee  study.  I  believe  it  is  a  very 
sound  approach  not  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  aiding  and  strengthening  the 
Spanish  economy,  but  also  for  effgcting 
a  saving  for  our  own  United  States 
Treasury.  For  that  reason.  I  hope  the 
committee  will  most  certainly  accept  this 
amendment  as  a  part  of  the  bill 

The  PI^ESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada [Mr.  McCARRAN]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to 
Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey,  i  should 
like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee a  question  with  regard  to  the 
provision  appearing  on  page  5.  lines  5 
through  8.  which  reads  as  follows: 

Contributions  to  the  United  Nations  ex- 
panded program  of  technical  assistance:  For 
contributions  to  cover  the  amount  pledged 


by  the  United  States  for  conductlilg  the  pro- 
gram during  the  calendar  year  1954, 
99.957,621. 

Since  I  shall  be  serving  as  a  member 
of  the  United  States  delegation  to  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  United  Nations 
this  fall,  I  am  very  much  interested  in 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  on  the  administra- 
tion's request  fdr  the  United  Nations 
technical-assistance  program.  I  note 
that  the  committee  has  allowed  $9,957  - 
621  of  the  $17,958,000  authorized  for  the 
program  for  fiscal  year  1955.  I  under- 
stand this  is  to  cover  the  amount  pledged 
last  year  by  representatives  of  the  United 
States  to  the  United  Nations  for  the 
calendar  year  1954.  for  carrying  out  the 
multilateral  program.  No  funds  are 
provided  for  the  calendar  year  1955. 

I  should  appreciate  having  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  committee 
clear  up  certain  language  in  one  para- 
graph in  the  committee  report,  which  I 
do  not  fully  understand.  The  language 
is  as  follows: 

Tills  appropriation  is  made  with  the 
understandine  that  no  further  pledge  shall 
be  made  to  the  United  Nations  for  the  ex- 
panded technical-assistance  pre  gram  by  any 
representative  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment without  prior  authorization  by  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States. 

I  am  entirely  in  accord  with  that  state- 
ment, but  I  desire  to  be  certain  as  to  its 
meaning,  so  that  those  who  are  planning 
to  attend  the  General  As.sembly  this  year 
can  be  governed  by  the  interpretation 
made  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

Am  I  correct  in  assuming  that  at  the 
conference  which  is  to  be  held  at  the 
United  Nations  this  fall  during  the  Gen- 
eral As.sembly.  the  United  States  repre- 
.sentative  may  tentatively  commit  the  $8 
million  already  authorized  in  the  mutual 
security  bill  for  the  first  half  of  the 
calendar  year  1355,  subject  to  the  ap- 
propriation of  funds? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  As  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  knows,  the 
House  did  not  include  1  cent  for  this 
item:  it  completely  outlawed  the  item. 
Feelincjs  in  many  parts  of  the  country 
are  strong  on  this  matter,  judging  by 
the  protests  which  have  come  to  our 
committee  and  to  the  House  committee 
as  well.  So  the  Senate  committee  in- 
cluded S9. 957. 621  to  cover  the  amount 
pledged  by  representatives  of  the  United 
States  to  the  United  Nations  during  the 
remainder  of  the  calendar  year  1954. 

Beyond  that,  we  have  indicated  our 
intention  during  the  interim  to  study 
the  situation  and  the  various  elements 
which  enter  into  it.  so  that  as  of  the  first 
of  the  year  we  shall  be  prepared  to  pass 
more  intelligently  and  accurately  on  the 
necessity  for  the  rest  of  the  authorized 
amount. 

The  matter  about  which  the  commit- 
tee and  a  great  many  other  persons  in 
Congress  are  concerned  is  that  it  is  not 
desired  to  have  representatives  of  the 
executive  department,  or  their  succes- 
sors or  predecessors,  who  will  attend  the 
United  Nations  meeting,  pledge  some- 
thing which  will  commit  Congress  and 
the  country  to  expenditures,  imtil  the 
respective  committees  of  Congress,  and 
Congress  itself,  shall  have  had  an  op- 
portunity to  pass  upon  them.    I  am  cer- 
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tain  that  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Jersey,  able  and  skilled  as  he  is. 
who  will  soon  represent  our  country  in 
the  United  Nations  meeting,  will  im- 
derstand  that. 

We  realize  that  the  representatives  of 
the  United  States  must  examine  the  sit- 
uation and  must  explore  the  possibilities, 
and  reach  perhaps  a  tentative  formula 
or  arrangement  far  the  coming  months 
or  the  coming  year.  But  the  committee 
desireis  to  have  leeway  left,  so  that  it 
will  not  be  faced  with  an  accomplished 
fact.  We  want  to  have  plenty  of  latitude 
in  which  to  explore  requests  for  ap- 
propriations when  they  are  submitted  to 
us.  We  do  not  jesire  to  have  repre- 
sentatives of  the  executive  department 
come  before  the  committee  and  say.  "We 
have  pledged  thii  sum,"  and  then  say 
nothing  more. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  New  Hamjjshire. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  difficulty  arises 
from  the  fact  thet  the  United  Nations 
operates  on  a  calendar-year  basis,  not 
on  a  fiscal-year  basis.  When  the  United 
Nations  budget  is  prepared,  it  is  well 
in  advance  of  the  time  when  Congress 
begins  its  work  on  appropriation  bills. 
The  United  States  member  of  the  Budget 
Committee  of  the  United  Nations  then 
makes  his  commitment.  I  have  always 
contended  that  if  his  commitment  were 
considered  to  be  good.  Congress  would 
actually  be  surrendering  its  power  over 
the  purse.  That  was  the  reason  for 
including  such  a  provision  in  the  bill, 
with  the  understanding  that  the  pledge 
which  has  been  made  for  1954  will  be 
fulfilled.  We  can  continue  with  the 
pledge  for  fiscal  1955.  Then  in  January 
the  whole  matter  can  be  considered  in 
more  detail  by  Congress. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Then,  so 
that  the  situation  can  be  made  p)erfectly 
clear  to  the  United  Nations,  it  might  be 
considered  that  the  authorization  is 
already  in  existence,  under  the  act 
passed  this  year,  for  the  first  half  of 
1955.  That  authorization  must  be  acted 
on  by  the  Committ-?e  on  Appropriations. 

I  thank  the  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee and  the  Senaxjr  from  Illinois  for 
their  exposition  of  the  matter.  I  think 
it  is  important  to  have  it  in  the  Record, 
so  that  when  we  are  in  attendance  at 
the  General  Assembly,  we  can  explain 
the  limitations  on  3ur  power  to  commit 
the  United  States. 


THE  SO-CALLED  MUTUAL  SECU- 
RITY—POA— A  TRAVESTY  ON  THE 
AMERICAN    TAI-CPAYER 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  think 
It  is  time  that  the  United  Nations  and 
the  nations  of  Europe  understood  that 
Congress  is  respons  ble  for  the  appropri- 
ations— not  Mr.  S:assen  and  not  Mr. 
Dulles;  and  it  is  ti;ne  that  Members  of 
Congress  understood  that  they  are  re- 
sponsible to  the  taxpayers  of  the  Nation 
for  the  appropriations  they  make. 

Congress  should  stop  all  gifts  and 
grants  to  foreign  nations,  and  stop  per- 
sons who  have  no  responsibility,  who 
are  not  elected,  and  who  are  not  respon- 
sible to  Congress,  to  commit  the  tax- 
payers and  the  Congress  to  foreign  na- 
tions throughout  the  world  without  a 


return  of  any  kind,  not  even  loyalty  or 
friendship. 

I  intend  to  vote  and  work  against  ttiis 
bill. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  announce  that  I  shall  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum  and  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  najrs  when  my  amendment  is 
reached. 


APPRAISAL  OP  THE  NATIONS  AIR- 
POWER  PROGRAM 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President,  last 
Saturday  afternoon  the  senior  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  who  is  chairman  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee,  talked 
on  the  floor.  He  spoke  on  an  appraisal 
of  the  Nation's  airpower  program. 

I  was  in  Tennessee  at  the  time,  but 
have  now  gone  over  this  appraisal,  one 
which  concerns  perhaps  the  most  vital 
of  all  the  grave  problems  facing  this 
Nation  today. 

In  fact,  it  would  now  appear  that  the 
very  survival  of  the  free  world  depends 
largely  upon  the  strength  and  adequacy 
of  its  airpower — Air  Force  airpower  and 
naval  airpower. 

Recent  events  in  Indochina  have  con- 
firmed a  now  familiar  and  unhappy  fact: 
we  are  not  going  to  try  to  contain  com- 
munism. 

Certainly  we  are  not  going  to  try  to 
contain  this  evil  on  the  ground. 

How,  then,  do  we  proix)se  to  contain 
It? 

Unless  we  have  airpower  superior  be- 
yond question,  what  other  means  is  at 
our  disposal  for  halting  the  advance  of 
Communist  forces  when  they  decide  to 
march  again? 

The  senior  Senator  from  Mas^chu- 
setts  stated  his  was  a  "calm  and  objec- 
tive appraisal"  of  the  airpower  program. 

It  was  calm — so  calm,  in  fact,  I  was 
reminded  of  the  rosy  optimism  which 
prevailed  in  1950.  just  prior  to  the  out- 
break of  the  Korean  war. 

In  the  talk  last  Saturday  there  were 
many  reassuring  words  to  the  efifect  we 
now  have  the  best  of  all  possible  air 
forces,  in  the  best  of  all  possible  worlds. 

There  was  scarcely  any  mention  of  the 
ominous  and  growing  Red  air  force,  or 
the  rising  worldwide  Communist  threat 
against  the  security  of  the  free  world. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  yield  to  my  dis- 
tinguished colleague  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Based  upon  the  knowl- 
edge of  the  distinguished  junior  Senator 
from  Missouri  concerning  Air  Force 
problems — and  I  doubt  if  there  is  any 
person  in  the  country,  let  alone  any 
Member  of  the  Senate,  who  knows  more 
about  them  than  does  the  Senator  from 
Missouri — could  he  state  his  estimate  of 
the  number  of  Russian  planes  which 
could  come  through  and  deliver  their 
bomb  loads  on  American  cities  and  tar- 
gets if  a  Russian  air  Pearl  Harbor 
should  start  tomorrow? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  thank  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Oregon,  not 
only  for  his  gracious  remarks,  but  also 
for  allowing  me  an  opportunity  to  an- 
swer his  wise  question.  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  anybody  who  thinks  that  less 
than  90  percent  of  the  planes  which 


would  attack  this  country  today  would 
get  through  our  present  defenses. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  want  to  tliank  the  Sen- 
ator from  Missouri  for  that  answer,  be- 
cause when  I  was  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services,  I  never  heard 
a  top  American  Air  Force  official  ever 
fix  the  number  at  less  than  60  percent. 
In  my  judgment,  the  speech  of  the  senior 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  last  Satur- 
day, and  the  newspaper  stories  that  were 
based  on  that  speech,  had  the  very  detri- 
mental effect  of  giving  the  American 
people  a  false  sense  of  security.  The 
point  that  the  Senator  from  Missouri  has 
just  made  is  that  the  American  people 
need  to  know  how  false  that  sense  of 
security  is.  As  long  as  our  air  experts 
continue  to  deceive  the  people  into  be- 
lieving that  only  from  60  to  75  percent  of 
those  planes  would  get  through  our  de- 
fenses. I  cannot  be  counted  among  the 
Eisenhower  supporters  in  connection 
with  the  Eisenhower  air  program,  be- 
cause, in  my  judgment,  this  administra- 
tion should  have  moved  forward  at  a 
much  more  rapid  rate  than  it  has  done 
in  order  to  protect  the  security  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President,  nor 
was  there  any  mention  whatever  of  the 
increasing  Soviet  stockpile  of  atomic  and 
hydrogen  bombs.  Nor  was  there  men- 
tion of  Soviet  progress  m  long-range 
guided  missiles:  missiles  which,  in  a  few 
years,  will  be  able  to  reach  this  country 
directly. 

On  reading  this  appraisal  of  airpower 
by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  for 
whom  I  have  great  respect,  one  would 
think  that  the  only  threats  against  the 
security  of  the  United  States  were  long 
ago  and  far  away. 

Again,  I  agree  the  appraisal  was  calm — 
so  calm  as  to  appear  to  be  concerned  with 
events  in  another  planet;  so  calm,  in 
fact,  as  to  appear  almost  self-compla- 
cent. 

I  carmot  agree,  however,  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts'  appraisal  was 
either  objective  or  nonpartisan.  Most  of 
it  apparently  was  designed  to  criticize 
the  program  of  the  previous  administra- 
tion, which  called  for  a  rapid  buildup, 
and  to  praise  the  present  administra- 
tion's program  of  a  slow  and  leisurely 
buildup. 

Much  of  the  talk  listed  all  the  ad- 
vantages which  can  be  gained  by  slow 
and  leisurely  procedures  which  have,  and 
will,  postpone  by  several  years  the  at- 
tairunent  of  that  airpower  everybody 
now  considers  necessary  for  the  defense 
of  the  United  States. 

It  is  true,  of  course,  that  the  program 
of  the  previous  administration  was  sm 
emergency  program.  The  emergency 
came  as  a  result  of  this  country  finding 
itself  at  war  on  the  mainland  of  Asia 
against  Communist  Korea  and  Commu- 
nist China,  supported  by  Communist 
Russia. 

It  was  a  program  begun  when  a  mere 
handful  of  modem  F-86's  possessed  by 
our  Air  Force  was  heroically  standing  off 
hundreds  of  Russian-built  MIG-15's. 

At  that  time  a  great  sense  of  lu-gency 

inspired  the  leaders  and  the  f)eople  of 

this  Nation  to  do  a  big  job  and  do  it  fast. 

Of  course,  there  was  a  certain  amount 

of  waste  involved.   There  were  slippages. 
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and  modlflcations,  and  other  difficulties 
which  Inevitably  result  from  handling 
any  production  problem  with  extraor- 
dinary speed. 

But,  Mr.  President,  once  a  new  pro- 
gram Is  well  established  such  difficulties 
subside;  and  this  was  already  the  case 
when  the  present  administration  came  in 
about  a  year  and  a  half  ago. 

As  General  Vandenberg  stated  many 
times  in  early  1953,  by  that  time  aircraft 
production  had  ceased  to  be  the  major 
problem  facing  the  Air  Force.  The  ma- 
jor problem  was  personnel. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
stated  last  week  that  the  Air  Force  pro- 
gram was  out  of  balance  in  1953.  That 
is  true.  The  debate  on  the  budget  a  year 
ago  showed  it  to  be  true. 

The  Air  Force  was  doing  fairly  well  in 
the  production  of  aircraft,  but  was  hav- 
ing trouble  getting  its  bases  built  on 
time,  and  was  having  trouble  obtaining 
and  holding  sufficiently  trained  sltilled 
personnel. 

One  of  the  principal  reasons  why  the 
program  was  out  of  balance,  as  the  de- 
bate of  a  year  ago  brought  out  only  too 
well,  was  the  fact  this  administration 
had  held  up  or  canceled  many  base  con- 
struction projects. 

The  principal  difficulty  in  personnel 
arose  because  the  new  administration 
imposed  an  arbitrary  manpower  ceiling 
which  prevented  the  recruiting  of  thou- 
sands of  new  men  a  month  at  a  time 
when  these  very  men  were  seeking  to 
join  the  Air  Force,  and  as  a  result  of  that 
ill-considered  action  the  Air  Force  is 
critically  short  of  personnel  today. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question' 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  re- 
call when  the  administration,  more  than 
a  year  ago,  made  a  $5 -billion  cut  in  the 
air  budget? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  do. 
Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  re- 
call that  as  a  result  of  that  cut.  a  large 
number  of  men.  including  a  large  num- 
ber of  pilots,  were  let  out  of  the  Air 
Force,  and  they  were  told  by  the  Air 
Force  that  the  reason  they  were  being 
let  out  was  because  of  the  cut  in  the 
budget? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  do. 
Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  re- 
call that  a  great  number  of  those  men 
were  not  reservists,  but  were  men  who 
wanted  to  make  a  lifetime  career  out 
of  their  Air  Force  service,  and  that  by 
letting  them  out  the  result  was  bound 
to  be  that  when  they  were  replaced  later 
on  they  would  have  to  be  replaced,  at 
least  in  part,  by  reservists  who  had  al- 
ready served  their  stint? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  The  Senator  is 
correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  had  a  great  many 
conferences  at  that  time  with  many  of 
those  men.  because  when  I  was  on  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  I  served 
on  a  subcommittee  that  dealt  with  mili- 
tary personnel,  and  I  continually  fought 
to  better  the  condition  of  the  military 
personnel.  I  fought  to  develop  a  pro- 
gram within  the  Military  Establishment 
that  would  encourage  men  to  come  into 
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the  service  for  a  career,  and  reliwe  the 
reservists  of  this  country  from  being 
brought  into  miUtary  service  after  hav- 
ing served  their  stint. 

I  think  one  of  the  most  unfortunate 
things  that  happened  as  a  result  of  that 
cut  in  the  Air  Force,  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  personnel  problem,  was  that  it  re- 
sulted in  letting  out  of  the  Air  Force 
a  great  many  needed  pilots,  and  a  great 
many  men  serving  in  personnel  capaci- 
ties, who  should  have  been  kept  in  on 
a  career  basis.  I  am  glad  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  is  pointing  out  the  per- 
sonnel problem  in  this  particular  speech. 

At  that  time  I  conferred  witli  Air 
Force  officials  in  the  Pentagon  building. 
They  said,  "Senator,  you  are  completely 
right  about  this  as  a  matter  of  principle 
and  policy,  but  there  is  nothing  we  can 
do.  and  we  are  not  going  to  come  out 
puWicly  and  make  an  issue  out  of  this, 
because,  as  good  soldiers,  we  have  to  go 
along;  but  we  wi^h  you  were  still  on  that 
committee,  fighting  for  the  personnel 
problem  as  you  did  when  you  weie  on 
that  committee." 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator for  his  remarks.  I  join  with  the 
many  who  believe  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  would  have  made  a  great  con- 
tribution if  he  had  been  allowed  to  stay 
on  the  Armed  Services  Committee.  Yes, 
the  program  was  out  of  balance  and  the 
actions  taken  by  this  administration 
forced  it  still  further  out  of  balance. 

In  one  respect  at  least  we  are  holding 
our  own  with  the  Communists.  We  can 
pat  ourselves  on  the  back  about  as  ef- 
fectively as  they  can. 

We  can  cut  our  Air  Force  budget  by 
$5  billion,  cut  its  personnel  program  by 
a  quarter  of  a  million  people,  cancel  more 
than  $2  billion  in  airplane  contracts,  and 
still  boast  that  these  actions  are  increas- 
ing rather  than  decreasing  our  total  air 
strength. 

The  Russians  may  boast  they  invented 
the  adding  machine,  but  surely  they  can 
do  no  better  than  claim  subtraction  is 
really  addition;  and  that  we  have  added 
to  the  strength  of  our  Air  Force  by  cut- 
ting away  from  the  previous  program 
money,  bases,  planes,  and  people. 

It  was  one  thing  to  say.  and  I  Quote 
from  the  talk,  "the  most  important  de- 
velopment in  national  defense  at  this 
time  is  air  power,"  and  another  to  reduce 
steadily  appropriations  for  air  power,  to 
cut  down  the  procurement  of  aircraft. 
and  to  hold  the  Air  Force  below  an  arti- 
ficially imposed  ceiling  on  manpower. 

The  talk  of  last  Saturday  even  went 
so  far  as  to  claim  that  everything  possi- 
ble is  being  done,  and  that  funds  are  not 
the  limiting  factor. 

To  me,  this  is  a  strange  argrument,  in- 
deed. It  is  the  responsibility  of  the  Con- 
gress to  provide  funds  for  the  national 
defense.  To  say  we  have  provided  all 
the  funds  which  could  be  used  profitably 
is  an  incredible  statement. 

We  are  not  matching  some  of  the  prog- 
ress of  the  Communists,  either  in  quan- 
tity or  quality,  of  airpower,  despite  the 
fact  the  Russians  do  not  have  a  produc- 
tive base  that  in  any  way  is  comparable 
to  our  own. 

As  example,  there  is  no  question  that 
the  Communists  are  catching  up  with 
us  in  the  development  and  production  of 


long-range  Jet  aircraft.  Yet,  according 
to  this  recent  talk,  there  is  nothing  more 
this  great  Nation  can  do  to  hold  its 
lead. 

Everyone  knows  that  if  we  become 
involved  in  a  war  tomorrow,  even  in 
another  relatively  minor  war,  such  as 
Korea,  we  would  be  forced  to  make  far 
more  effort  than  we  are  making  now 
and  would  begin  by  appropriating  more 
funds. 

That  would  be  first.  It  is  the  first 
thing  we  would  do  today  to  speed  up 
progress  in  the  building  of  our  airpower 
Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will" 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  yield  to  me' 
Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  South 
Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  will  not  refer  to  the 
Korean  war  as  a  minor  war,  la  view  of 
the  very  great  number  of  casualties  our 
troops  suffered  there,  and  also  in  view 
of  the  great  sums  of  money  we  spent  in 
connection  with  that  war.  Of  course, 
subsequently,  in  Indochina,  the  United 
States  paid  half  the  French  expenses. 

So  I  trust  that  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri will  not  refer  to  the  Korean  war 
as  a  minor  one. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  referred  to  it  as 
a  "relatively  minor  war."  I  thank  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  for  his  comment.  He  is  en- 
tirely correct  in  that  it  was  a  very  serious 
war.  I  u.sed  the  term  "relatively  minor" 
only  because  I  was  differentiating  it  from 
a  global  world  war. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Let  me  say  that  I 
have  the  utmost  respect  for  the  distin- 
guished junior  Senator  from  Missouri 
the  former  Secretary  for  Air.  I  have 
called  his  attention  to  that  point  only 
becau.se  I  thought  the  Korean  war  was 
a  major  war.  and.  furthermore,  because 
I  think  the  blunders  made  in  connection 
with  it  will  lead  to  future  troubles  of  a 
mo.«;t  serious  sort. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  thank  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  South  Ca;  olina 
for  his  contribution.  I  believe  the  Ko- 
rean war  was  a  major  war,  and  I  am 
glad  to  have  his  observation  and  help  on 
that  subject. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  con- 
tends that  the  proposed  buildup  to  137 
wings  is  big  enough,  and  will  be  com- 
pleted quickly  enough,  to  keep  us  safe 
and  secure;  and  he  .'-upports  this  conten- 
tion by  citing  tlie  position  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  StafT. 

But  I  find  that  the  present  Chief  of 
StafT  of  our  Air  Force  recognized  from 
the  very  outset  that  this  137-wing  pro- 
gram was  somewhat  optimistic. 

Many  months  ago  General  Twining 
gave  early  warning  that  if  the  Commu- 
nists continued  their  efforts  to  overtake 
us.  we  would  have  to  revise  oui-  air-power 
plans. 

Since  that  time,  new  and  more  power- 
ful Soviet  aircraft  have  been  unveiled, 
and  I  have  heard  no  one  assert  that  there 
IS  any  evidence  the  Communists  have 
slowed  their  efforts  toward  air  suprem- 
acy. 

Without  going  into  detail  on  the  ap- 
praisal of  air  power  presented  by  my 
distinguished  colleague.  I  in  turn  present 
several  points  in  hii  address  which  would 
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appear  to  be  misleading — points  which  I 
believe  can  produce  an  unjustified  and 
dangerous  sense  of  security  if  allowed  to 
pass  unquestioned. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  calls 
attention  to  the  fact  that  "the  number 
of  combat  wings  is  the  same,  but  the 
composition  of  the  force  has  been  sig- 
nificantly altered.  The  number  of  air 
defense  wings  has  l>een  substantially  in- 
creased." 

But  he  fails  to  mention  that  the  num- 
ber of  offensive  win^s  has  been  decreased 
by  an  equal  amount. 

This  is  truly  sigriflcant.  The  signifi- 
cance is  that  the  increase  in  Russian  air 
striking  power  has  already  forced  us  to 
somewhat  shift  oui  own  emphasis  from 
offense  to  defense. 

Such  a  trend  cari  be  fatal  in  warfare. 
It  was  fatal  to  the  Nazi  Air  Force  in 
World  War  U. 

When  the  Nazis  cat  down  their  bomber 
production  in  order  to  concentrate  on  de- 
fensive fighters,  as  General  Spaatz  has 
often  said,  he  and  his  staff  knew  the 
Nazi  fate  was  sealed:  because  you  do 
not  score  while  you  are  on  the  defensive. 
All  you  can  do  on  the  defensive  is  post- 
pone defeat. 

Mr.  MORSE.  M-.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  yield  to  me  for  a 
question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  fMr.  Bush 
In  the  chair  1.  Dors  the  Senator  from 
Mis.souri  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon? 
Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MORSE.  I  i.m  glad  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  has  mentioned  General 
Spaatz,  for  whose  knowledge  I  have  a 
very,  very  high  regard,  not  only  in  re- 
spect to  his  knowletige  of  American  air- 
power problems,  but  also  in  respect  to 
his  knowledge  of  f.irpower  throughout 
the  world.  I  read  with  a  great  deal  of 
interest  his  articles,  which  are  printed 
periodically  in  the  newspapers  and 
magazines. 

Am  I  correct  when  I  say  that  General 
Spaatz  has,  through  his  pen  and  also 
through  his  lips,  continuously  warned 
the  American  people  that  the  decline  in 
aircraft  construction  in  the  United 
States  does  not  augur  well  for  either  the 
defense  of  the  United  States  in  case  of 
attack  or  for  a  successful  offense  m  case 
of  war? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  Ls  entirely  correct.  Since  the 
death  of  our  late  gri?at  air  general,  H.  H. 
"Hap  '  Arnold,  our  highest  ranking  liv- 
ing air  general  in  World  War  II  is  Gen- 
eral Spaatz.  All  I  can  say  is  that  if  some 
of  the  policies  of  this  administration 
with  resp)ect  to  airpower  are  correct, 
then  General  Spaat:;  does  not  know  what 
he  is  talking  about  and  Greneral  Spaatz 
is  considered  a  genius  on  airpower. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  added  wings 
to  our  defense  by  subtracting  wings  from 
our  offense.  But  ev^erybody  knows  it  is 
offensive  power  that  turns  the  balance. 
Surely  no  one  shoald  take  comfort  in 
this  development. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
quotes  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
as  .saying  that  United  States  national 
airpower  is  superioi  to  that  of  any  other 
nation.  While  thi.s  statement  is  sup- 
portable in  some  respects,  it  is  danger- 


ously imsupportable  in  others;  because 
the  important  fact,  not  mentioned  by  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Saltonstall],  is  that  the 
Reds  have  more  than  half  again  as  many 
planes  assigned  to  active  combat  units 
as  the  Umted  States  Air  Force.  Army. 
Navy,  and  Marines,  combined. 

This  fact  has  been  well  known  for 
some  time.  Recently  efforts  have  been 
made  to  obscure  it  by  counting  all  the 
trainers,  liaison  craft,  and  sometimes 
even  the  civil-reserve  transport  fleet,  as 
a  part  of  the  United  States  aircraft  in- 
ventory. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Mi.ssouri  yield  to  me  for 
another  question? 

Mr.  SYMINGTbN.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Am  I  correct  in  my  un- 
derstanding that  when  we  listen  to  state- 
ments such  as  that  made  by  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  in 
which  it  is  said  that  our  national  air- 
power is  superior  to  that  of  any  other 
nation,  that  general  observation  fails  to 
take  into  account  the  points  of  weakness 
of  our  airpower  in  case  of  an  all-out 
war;  and  it  is  those  points  of  weakness 
which  really  endanger  the  success  of  the 
United  States  In  ca.se  of  a  war? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  entirely  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  In  other  words,  am  I 
correct  in  my  understanding  that  if  we 
were  to  get  into  world  war  III  tomorrow 
there  would  be  little  hope  that  we  could 
provide  Europe  with  the  air  defense 
which  Europe  would  need  in  the  first  few 
days  and  weeks  of  that  war — with  the 
result  that  great  strategic  points  in  Eu- 
rope, such  as  England.  Gerpiany.  and, 
for  that  matter,  France,  undoubtedly 
would  be  subjected  to  such  devastating 
attack  that  it  is  doubtful  that  they  would 
be  of  much  use  to  us  within  a  few  weeks 
after  the  beginning  of  the  war? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  prefer  not  to 
answer  categorically  that  question  of 
high  strategy;  but  I  would  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon  that, 
especially  after  the  trip  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
(Mr.  Bridges]  and  I  took  over  Europe, 
last  March.  I  believe  what  the  Senator 
has  said  is  correct,  based  on  the  air 
strength  now  available  on  the  European 
Continent.  England  is  in  a  somewhat 
better  position. 

Mr.  MCRSE.  I  agree  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri,  and  I  have  no  inten- 
tion of  eliciting  from  him,  or  disclosing, 
as  a  result  of  my  own  knowledge,  certain 
facts;  but  in  my  judgment  in  this  case 
we  are  dealing  with  the  lives  of  Ameri- 
cans and  with  the  security  of  our  Nation, 
and  I  think  the  American  people  need  to 
be  awakened  to  the  importance  of  our 
giving  the  support  that  is  needed  to 
build  up  a  true  air  superiority. 

I  direct  the  Senator's  attention  to  that 
last  phrase.  Do  we  not  have  to  face  the 
fact  that  true  air  superiority  for  the 
United  States  requires  true  air  superior- 
ity in  Europe  as  well  as  in  the  continental 
United  States? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion about  that.  The  more  airpower  the 
free  world  has,  the  greater  the  strength 
of  the  free  world. 


Mr.  MORSE.  The  last  question  I  wish 
to  raise,  then,  is  this:  When  we  are  talk- 
ing about  American  air  strength,  is  it  not ' 
necessary  that  our  airpower  program  be 
correlated  and  coordinated  with  the  air- 
power of  England  and  the  rest  of  our 
allies  so  that  we  can  protect  the  seou-ity 
of  Europe  from  successful  attack  from 
the  Russians  as  well  as  protect  the 
United  States? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  believe  the  far- 
ther away  the  launching  point  of  any  at- 
tack by  any  possible  enemy,  the  greater 
the  security  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MORSE.  One  more  question: 
Does  it  not  obviously  follow  that  if  Rus- 
sia is  allowed  to  develop  superiority  in 
striking  power  so  she  can  quickly  sub- 
due Europe,  the  security  of  the  United 
States  will  be  greatly  endangered  if  we 
then  have  to  stand  against  Russia  alone 
in  any  air  war? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  believe  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  correct.  Al- 
though I  am  not  criticizing  in  any  way 
the  mutual  security  program  which  will 
shortly  be  further  discussed  by  my  dis- 
tinguished colleague  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DiRKSEN  1 , 1  should  like  to  point  out  what 
is  in  effect  a  paradox;  namely,  at  the 
same  time  we  are  contributing  billions 
more  to  other  coimtries,  we  are  now 
carrying  out  our  program  of  cutting  our 
own  air  strength  many  billions  of  dol- 
lars and  hundreds  of  thousands  of  men. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr,  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  my  distinguished  colleague  from  Ari- 
zona, especially  because  I  know  of  his 
great  experience  and  authoritative 
knowledge  on  matters  of  airpower. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  The  remarks  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  prompt  this 
question:  At  any  time  during  his  long 
experience  with  the  Air  Force  has  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  known  of  any 
plans  that  conceived  the  mission  of  the 
United  States  Air  Force  as  not  including 
the  defense  of  Europe? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  The  mission  of 
the  free  world,  as  developed  by  the  Pres- 
ident, the  National  Security  Council,  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  leaders  of  other  countries,  has 
to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  always  em- 
braced a  joint  effort  involving  the  pro- 
tection and  security  of  the  United  States, 
Europe,  the  British  Isles,  the  North 
African  littoral,  and  other  free-world 
countries,  especially  since,  in  most  of 
those  countries  we  now  have  our  own  air- 
planes and  troops. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Is  it  not  true 
that  the  program  was  begun  under  the 
management  of  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri,  that  is,  that  we  coop- 
erate with  the  countries  of  Europe  in 
their  continental  defense  and  that  we 
coordinate  our  aircraft  production  with 
theirs?  For  instance,  the  defense  of 
England  requires  interceptors;  the  de- 
fense of  the  continental  United  States 
does  not  require  the  same  type  plane. 
We  have  not  overlapped  in  production. 
I  believe  that  coordination  was  started 
under  your  program.     Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arizona.  I  am  not  sure  I  could 
give  a  categorical  yes  or  no  answer  to 
his  question;  but  I  shall  get  the  facts 
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and  presmt  them  to  the  Senator,  even 
If  I  cannot  do  It  this  afternoon  in  suffi- 
cient detail  or  acciirately  enoiigh. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  MORSE.     If  I  understand  cor- 
rectly the  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Arizona   [Mr.  Goldwater],  i  am  per- 
fectly willing  to  make  this  comment, 
and  I  think  it  can  be  done  within  the 
proprieties.    I  have  inspected,  I  believe, 
a  majority  of  American  air  bases  abroad. 
In  E^irope.  and  the  Arctic,  and  I  have' 
inspected  a  great  many  of  the  airbases 
of  our  allies.    I  thought  it  was  generally 
imderstood  that  imder  NATO  the  pro- 
gram is  to  have  a  joint  coordinated  air 
offense  and  air-defense  program  in  case 
of  a  war  "with  the  Soviet  Union.    One 
cannot  conduct  the  inspections  and  the 
investigations  that  I  participated  in  as 
a  member  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee and  not  be  aware  of  the  fact  that 
we  cannot  approach  our  air  defense  in 
this  country  without  taking  into  account 
the  air  program  of  our  allies,  because  in 
case  of  war  it  becomes  a  unified  program. 
I  think  it  is  very  true  that  when  we 
come  to  decide  what  the  appropriations 
in  this  country  shall  be  for  our  air- 
power,  we  must  take  into  account  the 
allied  air  program.    Unless  the  allied  air 
program  is  kept  strong,  we  are  just  cut- 
ting off  our  own  defense  nose.   Of  course, 
if  the  impression  ever  gets  abroad,  in 
England,  Prance,  Germany,  or  in  ahy 
other  of  our  allies  that  we  are  going  to 
take  a  singular  nationalistic  approach  to 
airpower,  then  I  think  we  are  playing 
right  into  the  hands  of  the  Russians,  be- 
cause we  will  create  great  doubts  in  the 
minds  of  our  allies  as  to  whether  or  not 
they  can  count  upon  us  to  execute  the 
coordinated  program  which  has  been  the 
program— at  least  I  have  assumed  it  has 
been — up  to  this  time. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question  on 
that  point? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
for  a  question  to  my  distinguished  col- 
league from^  Arizona. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
would  the  Senator  from  Missouri  say 
there  Is  anything  nationalistic  about  the 
mission  of  the  Strategic  Air  Command' 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  The  mission  of  the 
Strategic  Air  Command  cannot  be  de- 
scribed as  nationalistic  or  intemation- 
alistlc. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Would  it  tend  to 
be  more  internationalistic  than  nation- 
alistic in  its  original  concept? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  If  we  were  at- 
tacked, the  citizens  of  my  State  of  Mis- 
souri would  beUeve  the  retaliatory  effort 
of  SAC  was  nationalistic;  and;  as  the 
planes  of  SAC  proceeded  to  avenge  an 
attack  upon  us,  the  citizens  of,  say.  a 
free  European  country  would  consider 
it  internationalistic. 

Mr.  GOiX):VATER.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator for  that  comment.  I  gathered  from 
the  remarlcs  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
that  he  might  have  felt  that  airpower 
or  air  superiority  was  being  interpreted 
a  httle  differently  by  the  Eisenhower 
administration,  whereas,  in  effect,  it  is 
merely  a  continuation  of  what  has  been 
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the    Interpretation    of    airpower    since 
World  War  n. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  brief  comment' 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  has  always  been  my 
understanding,  as  I  think  the  Record 
will  show  I  said  in  my  previous  remarks, 
that  we  recognize  the  importance  of  an 
air  program  coordinated  and  correlated 
both  offensively  and  defensively,  with 
that  of  our  allies.  I  had  sought  to  bring 
out  earlier  in  my  remarks  that  it  hap- 
pens to  be  my  judgment  that  the  cut 
in  the  budget  for  airpower  under  the 
Eisenhower  administration,  to  which  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  is  now  directing 
his  remarks,  was  a  great  mistake,  be- 
cause it  weakened  our  own  defense  here 
at  home  and,  in  my  judgment,  it  weak- 
ened our  position  abroad  and  the  posi- 
tion of  om:  allies  as  well,  as  far  as  air- 
power against  the  Russians  is  concerned 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  agree  entirely 
with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  one  more  ques- 
tion, and  then  I  shall  let  him  continue 
his  very  interesting  discussion. 

Is  it  not  true  that  this  very  day  we 
are  better  equipped  to  take  care  of  our 
international  air  problems  than  we  were 
a  year  ago  or  2  or  3  or  4  or  5  or  6  years 
ago? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  That  is  a  question 
which  I  hesitate  to  answer  in  detail,  be- 
cause I  am  taking  too  much  time.  How- 
ever. I  am  glad  the  Senator  asked  it. 
We  were  down  to  42  groups  just  prior 
to  the  Korean  wi.r,  and  at  that  point— 
which,  incidentally,  was  the  point  at 
which  I  left  the  Air  Force— this  country 
was  in  a  serious  state  of  unprepared- 
ness.  I  have  always  said  that,  and  I 
am  glad  to  restate  it.  Nevertheless,  the 
fact  we  are  steadily  increasing  our  air 
strength,  and  have  been  ever  since  the 
early  summer  of  1950,  is  not  the  im- 
portant point. 

The  important  point  is  the  relative  in- 
crease of  our  strength  as  against  the 
relativ«;  increase  of  strength  of  the  air- 
power of  the  evil  rulers  of  the  Kremlin. 
It  is  true  that  today  we  are  stronger 
in  the  air  than  we  have  ever  been  in 
peacetime;  and  I  believe  it  is  also  true 
that  we  are  stronger  on  the  ground.  On 
the  other  hand,  that  is  not  the  important 
point.  The  important  point  is  the  rela- 
tive strength  of  our  air,  sea,  and  ground 
forces  as  against  the  only  known  enemy 
to  the  free  world,  the  Communists. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  What  I  wanted 
to  bring  out  was  that  the  basic  strength 
Of  the  United  States  Air  Force  today  is 
in  the  Strategic  Air  Command.  I  do  not 
believe  that  anyone  can  argue  that  the 
Strategic  Air  Command  has  not  done  a 
commendable  job  all  through  the  build- 
up over  the  period  of  years,  around  the 
globe,  so  that  we  can  accomplish  the 
stated  mission  of  our  Air  Force. 

The  relative  strength  of  the  Air  Force 
of  the  Soviet  Union  and  of  the  Air  Force 
of  the  United  States  can  be  tested  only 
in  one  place,  and  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri knows  as  well  as  I  do  that  that  is 
the  ultimate  battlefield  of  the  air. 

The  figures  which  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  discusses  and  the  figures  wljicli 
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1  discuss— and  I  think  they  are  approxi- 
mately the  same — could  be  used  to  argue 
either  way. 

I  thank  the  Senator  for  allowing  me 
to  interrogate  him. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  thank  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Arizona  for  his 
contribution.  He  has  had  great  experi- 
ence in  the  field  of  airpower,  and  he 
himself  was  a  well  known  and  famous 
member  of  the  Air  Force  during  the  war. 
The  strength  that  would  count  today 
at  the  beginning  of  any  possible  war  is 

combat   strength — strength   in   being 

ready  strength. 

Efforts  to  obscure  the  disparity  in  com- 
bat strength  between  this  country  and 
Russia  by  including  other  types  of  air- 
craft are  misleading  and  dangerous. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts states  that  if  the  original  143-wing 
program  had  been  continued  "a  sudden 
and  drastic  reduction  in  aircraft  pro- 
duction would  have  followed  to  the  point 
of  practically  closing  down  the  industry." 
To  me.  as  one  who  has  had  experience 
in  manufacturing,  this  statement  hardly 
makes  sense. 

The  aircraft  production  required  to 
sustain  143  wings  would  be  the  Kame  re- 
gardless of  the  time  when  the  143  wings 
were  attained. 

Then  the  Senator  from  Mas-sachusetts 
states  that  the  percentage  of  wii«s  in  the 
highest  category  of  combat  readiness  has 
improved  by  70  percent  over  March  1953. 
Thi.s  is  an  interesting  figure.     It  im- 
plies that  the  Air  Force  has  improved 
its  readiness  to  a  startling  degree. 
Now  let  us  look  at  the  facts. 
Since  the  rate  of  wing  growth  in  the 
Air   Force   has  been  slowed   down,   but 
the  delivery  of  airplanes  has  continued, 
of  course  there  has  been  some  improve- 
ment in  the  readiness  of  existing  units. 
But  lest  the  American  people  be  misled. 
let  me   introduce  another  statistic:     In 
the   two   lower   categories   of   readiness 
there  are  just  as  many  Air  Force  wings 
as  there  were  in  March  1953. 

Let  us  not  becloud   this  grave  issue 
further  by  offering  up  tricky  statistics 
Mr.    KENNEDY.     Mr.    President,    wiU 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question"' 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  who  has  been  so  consist- 
ently interested  in  our  problems  of  na- 
tional defense. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  should  like  to  com- 
pliment the  Senator  from  Missouri,  be- 
cause for  the  past  18  months  he  has 
been  the  strongest  voice  in  the  United 
States  Senate  in  favor  of  building  up 
our  air  strength  and  in  opposition  to 
the  idea  of  a  stretchout. 

In  the  speech  made  last  Saturday  by 
my  distinguished  colleague,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  mention 
was  made  of  the  relatively  low  level  of 
obligations  for  aircraft  and  related  pro- 
curement during  the  first  10  months  of 
the  past  fi.scal  year.  The  fact  is  that  in 
fiscal  1953  the  Defense  Department  total 
of  obhRations  incurred  for  aircraft  pro- 
duction and  procurement  was  $117  bil- 
lion. But  for  fiscal  1954.  this  feU  to  an 
estimated  $1.4  billion.  Can  we  expect 
this  tremendous  drop  in  obligations  in- 
curred of  an  estimated  90  percent  dur- 
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Ing  fiscal  year  1954  in  comparison  with 
the  3  previous  years,  to  result  in  any- 
thing but  a  drop  in  1955  and  1956  and 
1957  in  the  rate  of  aircraft  production 
and  deliveries  in  the  United  States? 

Is  it  not  a  fact  that  this  lag  in  new 
obligations  is  going  to  have  a  tremendous 
effect  upon  the  number  of  aircraft  avail- 
able in  1956  and  1!I57? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion about  it,  and  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  gracious  remarks. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
under  the  Truman-Lovett  budget,  it  was 
estimated  that  we  would  get  about  800 
aircraft  a  month  t.irough  1954  and  1955, 
and  that  then  it  would  drop  to  300  a 
month:  but  that  under  the  proposed 
schedule  it  has  be?n  stated  that  we  are 
now  getting  about  500  a  month,  next 
year  it  will  drop  to  400  a  month,  and 
at  the  end  of  1957  it  will  be  200  a  month? 
Is  not  anyone  whc  says  we  are  going  to 
be  in  better  shape  in  1957,  than  we  would 
have  been  under  the  Truman-Lovett 
budcet.  just  ignoring  the  plain,  harsh 
facts  of  our  aircraft  production? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  hone.stly  do  not 
know  about  those  figures.  I  have  never 
seen  them,  as  thej  are  now  being  pre- 
.'^entcd  by  the  distinguished  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Massac hu."=etts.  However,  I 
will  say  that  these  figures  follow  the  over- 
all pattern  of  a  concerted  reduction  in 
our  airpower  and  in  the  strength  which 
comes  from  the  pioduction  of  modern 
airplanes. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  would  say  to  the 
Senator  that  I  th:nk  it  is  inevitable, 
even  though  thee  figures  may  be 
changed  in  coming  years — and  there  has 
been  a  recent  upturn — anJ  that  this  tre- 
mendous drop  of  an  estimated  90  per- 
cent from  fiscal  1953  to  1954  in  the  new 
obligations  incurred  for  aircraft  will 
have  a  debilitating  effect  on  our  air- 
power and  its  readiness  in  the  next  2 
.vear.s.  years  wliich  will  be  very  vital 
years  to  our  sccuritv. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
flcain  for  brineinR  out  these  facts. 

Mr  SYMINGTON  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator for  his  contribution. 

The  truth  is  tha:  the  Air  Force  is 
making  progress,  but  both  its  progress 
and  its  growth  have  been  slowed  down. 

Has  the  progress  and  growtli  of  the 
Red  Air  Force  been  slowed  down? 

Therein  lies  the  ueat  and  growing 
danger. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Massachu- 
.setts  asserted  that  production  of  such 
new  plane  models  ai;  the  F-lOO  super- 
sonic fighter,  the  B-51!  long-range  bomb- 
er, and  the  B-66  siiort-range  bomber 
are  proceeding  satisfactorily. 

Well,  he  is  easily  satisfied,  because 
now  it  IS  common  knowledge  that  Soviet 
Communist  production  of  comparable 
new  types  of  aircraft  is  improving  faster 
than  ours. 

As  example,  we  have  far  fewer  F-lOOs 
than  the  Communist;;  have  MIG-17's; 
and  thousands  fewer  B-57's  and  B-66's 
than  the  Reds  have  IL-28s. 

Now  as  to  our  modern  longe-range 
bomber,  the  B-52,  should  we  boast  about 
its  production  in  this  fashion,  when  we 
have  produced  exactly   3,  including  2 
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prototypes.  Prototypes  are  not  gen- 
erally considered  production  aircraft, 
and  they  should  not  be.  They  are  gen- 
erally 'hogged  out"  on  engine  lathes  in 
the  tooh-oom  and  by  special  temporary 
dies. 

How  many  B-52's  would  this  recent 
talk  make  you  believe  were  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  Air  Force? 
The  fact  is  only  one. 
Inasmuch  as  there  has  been  a  great 
deal  said  about  the  production  of  B-66s, 
let  us  ask  how  many  B-66s  this  talk 
would  make  us  believe  are  now  off  any 
productive  line  and  in  the  hands  of  the 
Air  Force? 

The  fact  is  none. 

Does  this  record  justify  any  such 
statement  that  the  production  of  our 
modern  fighters  and  bombers  is  pro- 
ceeding satisfactorily? 

While  we  coast  along  on  the  impetus 
given  our  program  in  1951  and  1952.  the 
Reds  are  driving  relentlessly  and  are 
coming  up  fast. 

If  these  figures  are  true — and  I  chal- 
lenge anyone  to  dispute  them — where  is 
the  satisfaction? 

Now  as  to  perhaps  the  most  important 
question  of  all  for  the  future— long- 
range  missiles. 

The  chairman  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  says  that  in  this  category  also 
ever>-thing  possible  is  being  done.  Al- 
though I  have  great  respect  for  my  dis- 
tinguished colleague  from  Massachu- 
setts. I  cannot  agree,  and  I  am  certain 
that  even  a  casual  investigation  would 
prove  that  we  are  not  even  close  to  an 
all-out  effort  on  intercontinental  mis- 
siles. 

In  view  of  the  evidence  that  the  Com- 
munists, with  all  their  difficulties  and 
deficiencies,  and  with  all  the  defects  of 
their  system,  are  nevertheless  at  least 
even  with  us  in  the  development  of 
guided  missiles,  how  can  anyone  say  that 
we  are  doing  everything  possible? 

To  say  that  is,  in  effoct,  to  admit 
defeat. 

No.  I  cannot  accept  as  accurate  this 
recent  estimate  of  American  airpower. 
That  estimate  would  seem  to  find 
nothing  but  satisfaction  in  slowdowns, 
stretchouts,  arbitrary  manpower  ceil- 
ings, and  reductions  and  cancellations 
of  contracts. 

That  estimate  leaves  out  of  account 
the  steady  growth  of  Ru.=sian  airpower, 
against  which,  always,  our  own  strength 
must  be  measured. 

Anyone  following  current  world  events 
knows  that  we  need  adequate  airpwDwer 
today,  and  may  need  it  even  more  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  yield? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri  that 
as  one  citizen  of  the  United  States  I  am 
deeply  grateful  for  the  warning  he  has 
presented  to  the  American  people  in  his 
brief  speech  today.  What  he  is  saying 
to  the  American  people  is.  "Do  not  be 
deluded  by  the  wishful  thinkers,  and  do 
not  be  deluded  by  false  promises;  do  not 
be  deluded  by  those  who,  just  before  an 


election,  are  trying  to  give  you  the  im- 
pression that  everything  is  going  well." 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is — and  I  do 
not  think  there  can  be  any  successful 
disputing  of  it — that  if  we  get  into  an  air 
war  with  Russia  tomorrow  we  can  be 
badly  hurt,  for  the  reason  that  we  are 
not  in  a  strong  defensive  position. 
When  we  talk  about  the  Strategic  Air 
Command  and  the  long-range  bomber 
command  we  need  also,  it  seems  to  me,  to 
warn  the  American  people  that  they  are 
not  secure  unless  we  have  a  superiority 
by  way  of  a  defensive  program  as  well 
as  an  offensive  program. 

I  wish  to  congratulate  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  for  warning  the  American 
people  today  that  it  is  in  our  interest  to 
spend  what  we  need  to  spend  in  order  to 
get  ourselves  into  a  striking  position. 

I  have  said  during  the  past^  years,  or 
longer,  that  I  am  perfectly  WilUng'  to 
waste — and  I  repeat  it — to  waste  mil- 
lions of  dollars,  if  necessary,  in  building 
up  an  air  power  that  may  be  obsolescent 
in  5  or  6  years  or  sooner.  I  am  per- 
fectly villing  to  waste  it.  because  I  think 
it  is  the  kind  of  waste  that  can  be  jus- 
tified, for  the  reason  that  if  we  should 
have  another  Pearl  Harbor  tomorrow  we 
shall  be  mighty  glad  we  were  willing 
to  engage  in  that  kind  of  waste,  because 
the  question  is.  Do  we  have  the  planes 
now  to  answer  the  testimony  given  to  us 
in  regard  to  what  would  happen  to  us 
if  Russian  bombers  came  over,  as  we 
know  they  would  come  through,  foK  the 
most  part,  and  deliver  their  loads?  That 
is  why  I  have  been  proud  of  the  record 
I  have  made  as  a  member  of  Jhe  ^rmed 
Services  Committee  in  calling  for  a 
faster  buildup  of  our  airpower  than 
we  had  under  the  Truman  acjministra- 
tion.  I  do  not  think  we  have  gone  fast 
enough  in  building  up  the  striking  and 
defensive  power  of  our  American  Air 
Force. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  thank  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Oregon,  who 
has  always  been,  as  the  Record  clearly 
shows,  a  true  champion  of  air  power  for 
the  United  States  and  the  free  world. 

I  had  not  intended  to  give  another 
address  during  this  session  regarding  our 
airpower  defense.  I  am  sure  the  senior 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  did  not  in- 
tend to  mislead  the  American  people  in 
his  address  last  Saturday,  but  I  felt  that 
his  talk  might  cause  the  American  people 
to  think  we  have  a  stronger  Air  Force 
today  than  we  actually  have. 

The  important  question  also  is.  When 
can  we  have  an  adequate  Air  Force?  If 
we  had  it  tomorrow,  in  my  opinion,  it 
would  not  be  too  soon. 

Mr.  President,  those  in  authority  have 
the  duty  to  give  the  people  all  the  facts 
about  our  relative  military  pKJsition  as 
against  that  of  the  advancing  Com- 
munists. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  yield? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  my  distinguished  colleague  from  Okla- 
homa, always  a  champion  of  adequate 
air  power. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  should  like  to 
thank  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Missoiu-i  for  caUing  the  attention  of  the 
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country  to  the  dangers  we  face  In  fall- 
ing to  recognize  the  superiority  of  the 
buildup  In  Ccxnmunist  air  strengUi. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  If  it 
is  not  a  fact  that  the  much  vaunted 
savings  by  the  so-called  great  econo- 
mizers in  the  Cabinet  have  come  mainly 
out  of  our  national  security  expen- 
ditiires? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  That  is  my  belief. 
I  should  like  to  add  to  my  distin- 
guished colleague  that  I  would  not  have 
been  interested  in  making  this  presenta- 
tion today  except  for  the  fact  that  ap- 
proximately 19  months  after  this  admin- 
istxation  took  ofBce,  and  approximately 
17  months  after  the  decisions  were  first 
made,  some  people  are  still  attempting 
to  justify  the  tragic  cut  in  our  air  power 
around  a  year  ago  last  March.  In  the 
words  of  the  great  bard,  "Methinks  they 
do  protest  too  much." 

Mr.  MONRONKy.  It  Is  claimed  that 
we  have  a  great  deal  stronger  Air  Force 
having  cut  $5  billion  out  of  it,  which 
would  tend  to  lead  the  people  to.  believe 
we  were  wasting  at  least  $5  bi!hon  sched- 
uled for  expenditure.  That,  of  course, 
would  not  be  justified  in  the  light  of  the 
facts.  We  have  that  much  less  air  power 
because  of  that  precious  1  year  which 
has  been  lost  in  the  buildup  of  our.  air 
strength,  and  it  will  perhaps  take  us  1 
or  2  or  even  3  years  to  recover  from  the 
loss  of  this  production,  the  loss  of  testing 
prototype  aircraft,  and.  above  all,  the 
loss  of  personnel  in  the  mechanical  and 
flight  fields  of  our  air  forces. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Above  all,  if  I  may 
add,  in  the  development  and  operation  of 
the  Air  Force  which  we  all  know  and 
everyone  agrees  is  necessary  for  the  se- 
curity of  the  United  States— that  Air 
Force  has  now  been  postponed  for  at 
least  2  years. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  yield? 
Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  KENNEDY.  As  the  Senator  has 
Just  said,  the  fact  is  that  by  1957  we  shall 
not  have  as  good  an  Air  Force  as  we 
would  have  had  in  1955. 

The  only  question,  therefore,  la 
whether  in  1954,  1955,  1956,  and  1957 
world  events  will  move  in  such  a  peace- 
ful direction  that  we  can  afford  to  post- 
pone a  maximum  buildup  of  our  air 
strenerth.  It  seems  to  me.  considering 
the  events  in  Indochina  and  the  increas- 
ing tempo  of  the  Commiinist  advance, 
that  it  would  be  to  the  vital  interest  of 
our  national  seciirity  to  build  up  our 
maximum  air  strength  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible. We  have  no  real  defense  against 
an  aggressor's  air  attack.  The  only  de- 
fense ia  to  build  an  air  power  second  to 
none  which  will  serve  as  a  coimter  to  any 
possible  Communist  attack. 

Mr.    SYMZNGTON.     The    Senator    is 

entirely  correct.  I  note  in  this  after- 
noon's newspaper  a  report  that  there  are 
100.000  Chinese  Communists  opposite 
Formosa.  I  do  not  know  what  the  policy 
of  this  Government  will  be  tomorrow  if 
Formosa  is  attacked  by  the  Chinese 
Communists.  But  I  wish  our  Air  Force 
could  be  built  up  by  tomorrow,  instead 
of  by  1957,  to  that  size  Air  Force  the  pre- 
vious administration  planned  to  have  in 
1955.  and  the  present  administration 
plans  to  have  in  1957. 
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Mr.    GOLDWATER.    Mr.    President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Missouri  yield? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  If  the  Senator  has 
concluded  his  remarks,  I  wish  to  say  that 
I  was  glad  to  hear  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  make  the  remark  which 
I  think  the  American  people  should  real- 
ize, that  there  is  no  absolute  defense 
against  an  air  attack.  We  saw  that  in 
the  battle  of  Britain.  I  think  it  ia  wrong 
to  tell  the  American  people  that  by  build- 
ing tens  of  thousands  or  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  planes  we  can  guarantee 
the  American  people  against  attack  by 
Russian  planes.  The  emphasis  has  been 
shifting  from  tactical  airpower  to  stra- 
tegic airpower.  I  do  not  think  the  Sena- 
tor can  deny  that  the  strength  of  the 
Strategic  Air  Command  today  is  superior 
in  its  carrying  capacity  and  striking 
power  to  what  was  planned  for  1954, 
under  the  plans  we  had  in  1950  or  195l! 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator,  but  I  point  out  that  of  the  6 
groups  cut  out  when  this  administration 
went  from  143  to  137  wings,  some  offen- 
sive groups  were  cut  out  in  order  to  pro- 
vide additional  defensive  groups.  The 
figure  cannot  be  disclosed  because  of 
security,  but  there  were  groups  taken 
out  of  the  Strategic  Air  Force. 

I  completely  agree  with  the  Senator 
that  this  reduction  in  that  category  was 
a  mistake. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  The  Strategic  Air 
Command  is  our  common  defease  in 
terms  of  the  offensive  type  of  warfare 
today.  In  the  case  of  airpower,  just  as 
it  was  in  the  old  days  of  the  cavalry,  the 
best  defense  is  the  strongest  ofTense ;  the 
one  "who  gets  there  fustest  with  the 
mostest"  in  the  way  of  bombs  and  fast- 
bombing  equipment  will  win  the  next 
war. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  know  the  Sena- 
tor from  Arizona  has  given  a  great  deal 
of  thought  to  this  problem,  and  I  should 
like  to  discuss  it  with  him  at  some  future 
time — because  we  are  both  intensely  in- 
terested in  the  subject. 

However,  I  have  a  problem,  in  that  I 
am  only  speaking  now,  prior  to  the  speech 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  DiRKSiN],  because  of  his  typi- 
cal gracious  courtesy  in  stating  I  could 
talk  at  this  time.  Inasmuch  as  there  has 
been  considerable  participation  la  this 
discussion,  which  I  did  not  know  would 
be  the  case,  I  have  taken  a  great  deal 
more  time  than  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois was  kind  enough  to  allow  me. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  one  more  question'' 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  only  hope  there 
will  come  a  time  when  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  win  have  an  engagement  he  must 

meet,  and  I  shall  be  in  a  position  to  allow 
him  to  precede  me.  It  will  be  done  with 
great  pleasure. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  wiD  the 
Senator  yield  for  one  more  question  "^ 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  will  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  for  one  more  ques- 
tion and  to  the  Senator  from  Montana 
for  one  more  question.  Then,  because 
of  the  time  already  taken  I  should  like 
to  yield  the  floor  to  my  distinguished 
colleague  from  Illinois  IMr.  DirksenJ 


Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  agree  with  me  that  although 
to  a  degree  we  cannot  prevent  enemy 
planes  from  attacking,  nevertheless 
when  it  is  still  reported  that  a  mini- 
mum of  60  percent  of  such  planes  would 
come  through  in  case  of  an  air  Pearl 
Harbor  tomorrow,  we  can  develop  a  bet- 
ter defense  than  we  now  have,  so  as  to 
reduce  that  number?  Every  plane  we 
stop  means  the  saving  of  American  Uves; 
is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  There  if  no  ques- 
tion about  that. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President, 
since  the  Senator  has  kindly  yielded  to 
me.  I  just  wish  to  compliment  the  Sen- 
ator from  Missouri  upon  his  giving  us 
the  benefit  of  his  well-thought-out  ob- 
servations on  the  present  air  situation 
and  air  strategy  as  it  affects  our  country 
and  the  free  world.  I  believe  we  in  the 
Senate  are  extremely  fortunate  to  have 
in  the  junior  Senator  from  Missouri  a 
man  who  has  served  as  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force,  a  man  who  knows  what  he 
is  talking  about.  I  think  the  Senate  and 
the  country  as  a  whole  have  been  well 
benefited  by  his  remarks  made  here  this 
afternoon,  and  I  wish  to  express  my  per- 
sonal thanks  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Missouri. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  for  his  typical  cour- 
tesy. There  is  no  one  more  concerned 
about  our  airp>ower. 

Mr.  President,  inasmuch  as  I  have  dis- 
cussed the  talk  of  my  friend,  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Mas- 
.sachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall],  I  present 
to  my  colleagues  the  fact  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  this  morning  knew 
I  planned  to  discuss  his  address  of  last 
Saturday  this  afternoon.  I  only  regret 
that  because  of  the  Senator's  other  heavy 
duties  in  the  closing  days,  as  Chairman 
of  our  committee,  and  a  member  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  he  was  not 
able  to  be  here  for  all  my  presentation 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield' 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  should  be  very 
glad   to   yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator 
from  Missouri  did  call  me  this  morning 
and  I  did  get  a  copy  of  the  speech,  which 
I  read.  I  had  to  attend  the  meeting  of 
the  policy  committee,  and  therefore  I 
could  not  listen  to  the  entire  speech 

I  am  glad  to  have  the  thoughts  of  the 
Senator  from  Missouri,  even  though 
some  of  the  comments  may  have  been 
just  a  little  bit  cynical  regarding  some 
of  the  things  I  said. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  appreciate  the 
typical  graciousness  with  which  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  presents 
his  criticism. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  wiU 

the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield' 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion. 

,Mr.  McCARRAN.  Does  the  Senator 
in  charge  of  the  bill  desire  to  take  up  an 
amendment  on  page  5,  line  16' 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President  I 
would  rather  not  yield  until  a  later  time 
lor  that,  because  I  thought  it  might  be 
rather  novel  to  have  a  few  observations 
on  the  bill  which  is  before  the  Senate  I 
wished  to  talk  to  the  Senate  about  that. 
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Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  thought  the 
chairman  made  all  the  novel  observa- 
tions that  were  to  be  made. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  since 
this  is  the  vesper  hour,  and  since  it  is 
Saturday  afternoon  and  the  spirit  is 
willing  but  the  flesh  is  a  UtUe  weak,  I 
shall  try  not  to  detain  the  Senate  too 
long.  However.  I  wish  to  allude  to  the 
fact  that  this  foreign-aid  program, 
which  began  in  1948  with  the  address  of 
Secretary  Marshall  at  Harvard,  was  in- 
tended, of  course,  as  a  4-year  program, 
and  early  emphasis  was  upon  economic 
aid  and  economic  relief.  I  believe  the 
Record  will  show  that  in  1948  the 
amount  of  economic  relief  which  was 
provided  under  the  so-called  foreign  aid 
bill  was  $4.4  billion. 

In  the  instant  bill,  Mr.  President, 
there  is  only  $184.5  million  for  economic 
relief.  Therefore,  calculationwise.  really 
only  4  percent  of  the  amount  we  made 
available  for  economic  aid  in  1948  is  ear- 
ned in  this  bill  for  fiscal  year  1955. 

There  is  a  reason  for  that  very  sharp 
drop  in  amount,  and  it  is  because  pro- 
duction in  the  European  countries  and 
elsewhere,  according  to  the  figures  which 
have  been  submitted  to  the  committee,  is 
about  1'2  times  prewar  production.  So 
in  consequence  there  has  been  new  vi- 
tality and  new  production  in  the  coun- 
tries which  we  esteem  as  a  part  of  the 
orbit  of  the  free  world  and  in  our  comer 
in  respect  of  this  whole  pattern  of  se- 
curity. 

This  program  began  as  a  military  pro- 
gram and  as  an  economic  program. 
Subsequently,  the  so-called  technical  as- 
sistance program  was  added. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  has  participated  in  all  of  the 
hearings,  and  has  done  an  excellent  job. 
I  desired  to  ask  the  Senator  if.  when  he 
finished  his  remarks.  It  would  be  agree- 
able to  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  for  me 
to  call  up  my  amendment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  afraid  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  has  no  control  over 
that  matter.  The  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada IMr.  McCARRAN]  a  moment  ago. 
when  he  desired  to  offer  his  amend- 
ment, yielded  until  at  least  some  gen- 
eral observations  on  the  bill  could  be 
made. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Of  course  I  would 
wait  until  my  distinguished  friend  from 
Nevada  (Mr.  McCarran]  had  finished. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     Yes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Since  I  am  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee,  and  there  are  a 
number  of  amendments  to  be  offered, 
and,  since  some  other  Members  have 
asked  me  if  i  intended  to  offer  them.  I 
wonder  whether  I  could  be  recognized. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  may  say  that  at  the 
end  of  my  remarks  I  had  intended  to 
offer  four  amendments,  which  were 
Clarifying  or  administrative  in  char- 
acter, and  to  which  I  am  sure  there  is  no 
objection. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Of  course.  1  should 
certainly  be  in  favor  of  the  amendments 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  as  a 
member  of  the  committee.    I  wondered 
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if  there  were  other  amendments  to  be 
offered. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Beyond  that,  may  I 
say  to  my  very  distinguished  and  cul- 
tured friend  from  South  Carolina  that 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCae- 
RAN]  is  also  a  member  of  the  CMnmittee. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.     He  certainly  is. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  is  also  a  member  of  the 
committee.  The  Senator  from  Nevada 
also  desires  to  offer  an  amendment. 
That  is  a  matter  to  be  decided  by  the 
very  distinguished  Presiding  Officer,  I 
may  say. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Illinois.  I  have  talked  to  my  good 
friend,  the  distinguished  member  of  the 
committee  from  Nevada,  and  I  am  cer- 
tain it  will  not  take  him  very  long.  I 
hope  it  will  not. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  So  do  I. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  So,  Mr.  President, 
this  program  began  as  an  economic  pro- 
gram and  as  a  military  program.  To  it 
was  subsequently  added  the  so-called 
technical-assistance  program,  which  is 
designed  to  teach  people  in  other  coun- 
tries of  the  world  something  about  our 
advances  in  the  fields  of  agriculture, 
health  and  sanitation,  mining  and  in- 
dustry, and  other  fields,  so  that  other 
peoples  of  the  world  will  have  a  full- 
functioning  economy  of  their  own. 

As  this  program  was  launched,  ob- 
viously as  hope  springs  eternal  in  the 
human  breast,  there  was  a  hope  that  at 
long  last  aggression  might  cease;  that 
those  whose  sinister  shadow  falls  upon 
the  world  today  might  become  more 
amicable  in  their  relations  with  other 
countries.  But  that  hope  seems  to  have 
gone  by  the  by,  since  hostilities  ended 
9  years  ago  this  month.  So  we  find  now 
that  it  becomes  necessary  to  put  the 
emphasis  on  the  military  aspects  of  what 
is  known  as  the  foreign-aid  program,  so 
I  wish  to  suggest,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
right  term  for  this  program  is  the  mu- 
tual-secirrity    program. 

Like  other  Members  of  the  Senate.  I 
receive  a  good  many  letters  decrying  the 
fact  that  this  is  a  giveaway;  that  we  do 
not  want  to  make  sacrifices  on  the  part 
of  our  own  people  for  the  benefit  of  peo- 
ple abroad.  I  am  inclined  to  the  con- 
viction that  many  people  are  forgetting 
that  the  whole  emphasis  in  this  program 
today  is  virtually  on  its  military  aspect. 
This  is  the  7th  year  of  this  program. 
We  can  follow  1  of  2  courses.  We  can 
either  build  up  entirely  at  home  and 
build  a  wall  around  our  own  country,  or 
we  can  follow  the  theory  that  perhaps 
we  can  keep  other  countries  integrated 
in  a  military  pattern  which  has  an  ap- 
proximate and  direct  effect  upon  the 
security  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
While  I  know  that  there  is  a  good  deal 
of  hostility  to  this  program  in  some 
quarters.  I  view  it  sheerly  from  the  so- 
called  security  pinnacle.  For  that  rea- 
son, after  hearing  all  the  testimony- 
Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe  I  missed  a 
word  of  testimony,  on  or  off  the  record. 
In  connection  with  this  bill — I  certainly 
am  in  full  accord  with  the  bill  which 
has  been  reported  to  the  Senate  for  final 
approvaL 


Now,  I  think  I  ought  to  point  out  what 
the  estimates  first  fashioned  were  in 
comparison  with  other  years. 

In  1953  the  estimates  were  at  $6  012  - 
000.000. 

In  1954.  they  dropped  to  $4,337,000,000. 

In  1955,  the  estimates  for  new  funds 
were  $3,438,000,000. 

In  the  bill  itself,  after  the  committee 
got  through,  we  finally  recommended 
new  funds  aggregating  a  httle  less  than 
$3  billion. 

So  it  can  be  said  that  we  have  reduced 
the  amount  from  the  1953  estimate  by 
roughly  49  percent.  That  is  not  only  a 
very  substantial  reduction,  but  I  think  it 
gives  some  hint  to  the  country  and  to 
the  Congress  itself  that  nO  pains  are 
being  spared,  and  every  effort  is  being 
made,  insofar  as  it  can  be  done  conso- 
nant with  the  military  security  of  the 
United  States,  to  diminish  gradually 
what  is  known  as  the  foreign-aid  pro- 
gram. 

In  respect  to  the  estimates  that  came. 
which  were  submitted.  I  believe  it  should 
not  be  forgotten  that  the  man  in  the 
White  House  is  a  very  distinguished  sol- 
dier. He  was  the  commander  in  chief  of 
our  forces  in  Africa  long  ago.  He  was 
the  commander  of  the  invasion  forces 
in  1944.  He  was  the  Chief  of  Staff  for 
General  MacArthur  in  the  Philippines 
many,  many  years  ago.  He  is  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  under  the  Constitution, 
of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States! 
The  Constitution  places  in  his  hands  the 
sword.  whUe  it  places  in  the  hands  of 
the  Congress  the  purse  of  the  Nation. 
So  it  is  fair  to  assume  that  a  very  dis- 
tinguished soldier,  who  has  had  such  a 
storied  military  record,  would  go  to  the 
military  intelligence  agencies,  to  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  and  to  every  com- 
petent and  authoritative  agency  in  Gov- 
ernment, for  the  purpose  of  getting  the 
best  information  he  could  obtain  on 
which  to  predicate  estimates  that  deal 
with  a  program  Uke  this,  in  the  interest 
of  our  national  security. 

His  attitude  and  his  viewTX)int  have 
been  implemented  pretty  well  by  a  gal- 
axy of  witnesses  who  appeared  before 
the  committee,  and  who,  beyond  all 
doubt,  can  testify  with  authority.  First 
came  the  Secretary  of  Stat£.  who  is 
charged  with  the  direction  of  the  for- 
eign policy  of  this  country.  Then  came 
Admiral  Radford,  a  very  distinguished 
military  man.  who  presently  serves  as 
Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff. 
I  was  insistent  that  General  Van  Fleet, 
Who  has  spent  several  weeks  in  the  Pa- 
cific. Korea,  the  Philippines.  Okinawa. 
Formosa.  Japan,  and  elsewhere,  should 
come,  and.  if  it  conduced  to  his  equanim- 
ity and  piece  of  mind,  to  testify  entirely 
Off  the  record. 

There  was  something  very  persuasive 
and  convincing  about  the  testimony  of 
the  man  who  was  the  commander  of  the 
Eighth  Army  in  Korea,  to  whom  credit 
must  be  given  for  having  whipi>ed  into 
shape  the  Army  of  the  Republic  of  Korea, 
and  to  whom  great  testimony  was  paid 
by  the  President  of  the  Republic  of  Ko- 
rea when  he  addressed  a  joint  session  of 
the  Congress  not  so  long  ago. 

What  we  bring  before  the  Senate  today 
are  the  estimates  of  responsible  agen- 
cies of  Government,  and  those  which 
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were  testified  to  by  witnesses  who  are 
competent  to  speak  In  this  field. 

I  may  point  out,  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Rkcord.  that  when  the  ccmf erence 
committee  on  the  authorization  bill  com- 
pleted its  labors,  it  set  a  ceiling  of 
roughly  $3^4  billion  on  the  items  for 
foreign  aid.  When  the  Senate  Appro- 
priations Committee  had  finished  its  la- 
bors, the  amount  was  cut  to  $2,990,824  - 
816.  That  is  a  Uttle  less  than  $3  billion. 
The  House  provided  an  amount  of 
$2,895,944,000.  So  the  bill  as  reported 
to  the  Senate  is  only  $95  million  in  ex- 
cess of  the  amoxmt  contained  in  the 
House  bill. 

That  is  quite  a  difference  from  the 
action  taken  by  the  respective  Appro- 
priations Committees  of  the  House  and 
Senate  last  year,  when  there  was  a  dis- 
parity of  $1,015,000,000  when  the  bill 
went  to  conference. 

I  may  say  that  the  amount  contained 
In  the  Senate  version  of  the  Senate  bill 
is  $448  million  below  the  estimates,  and 
$1,541,000,000  below  the  amount  pro- 
vided In  the  bill  for  1954. 

This  job  would  not  be  complete  un- 
less at  least  we  spell  out  some  of  the 
items  in  the  bill.  When  this  measure 
was  in  the  markup  stage  in  the  commit- 
tee. I  started  at  the  bottom  and  pro- 
ceeded to  the  top.  I  did  that  for  a  rea- 
son. First,  action  on  the  conference  re- 
port on  the  authorization  bill  had  not 
been  completed.  Secondly,  I  find  it  is 
always  easier  if  first  we  clear  away 
what  might  be  called  the  undergrowth, 
so  that  one  can  get  his  teeth  into  the 
larger  military  Items  in  the  bill.  The 
undergrowth,  if  it  can  be  called  that, 
although  that  is  not  too  happy  and  fe- 
licitous a  term,  would  start  with  chapter 
4,  the  first  item  of  which  deals  with 
money  for  the  migrant  and  refugee 
problem  in  Europe. 

In  1954  the  so-called  Intergovern- 
mental Committee  for  European  Migra- 
tion handled  about  118,000  migrants.  In 
1955  the  program  calls  for  handling  155,- 
000  migrants,  who  wUl  be  taken  from  a 
number  of  countries  in  Europe,  and  then, 
under  this  program,  funneled  out  to 
other  coimtrles.  some  of  which  are  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere. 

I  thought  the  amount  we  allowed  for 
that  purpose,  on  the  basis  of  the  testi- 
mony, was  adequate,  and  at  the  same 
time  not  too  much  in  order  to  take  on 
this  additional  workload  and  get  the  job 
done. 

There  Is  one  item  of  $500,000  in  the 
bill  for  what  is  known  as  emergency  mi- 
gration problems  or  refugee  problems, 
which  are  handled  by  the  United  Na- 
tions. While  the  amount  is  modest,  it 
deals  with  37,000  destitute  cases.  I  sup- 
pose they  have  surveyed  the  field  and 
foimd  that  number  of  cases  of  families 
In  uttw  destitution.  It  would  not  be 
seemly  for  the  charitable  and  throbbing 
heart  of  America  to  look  unkindly  upon 
a  modest  request  if  it  Is  going  to  bring 
relief  to  people  who  are  in  very  abject 
circumstances. 

Then  there  is  an  item  under  the  mis- 
cellaneous heading  which  has  always  had 
great  appeal  to  me.  It  is  one  that  deals 
with  child  welfare.  We  would  contribute 
roughly  68  percent  of  the  amount  of  that 
Item,  which  is  a  United  Nations  under- 
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taking.  Thus  far  some  seventy-odd 
countries  have  had  the  benefit  erf  that 
program.  What  they  are  doing  mainly, 
of  course,  is  setting  up  certain  centers 
that  purvey  medical  care  for  children 
who  suffer  from  malnutrition.  The  pro- 
gram is  now  reaching  approximately  60 
million  children.  It  is  the  kind  of  thing 
that  regenerates  hope  about  the  future. 

I  was  happy  to  read  the  other  day  that 
former  President  Hoover  stated  that  the 
thing  that  kept  him  young  was  his  in- 
terest in  children. 

When  I  was  in  Germany  some  years 
ago  I  saw  evidences  of  the  esteem  in 
which  the  school  children  there  hold  for- 
mer President  Hoover.  They  called  the 
program  Hooverspeisung.  That  is  a 
good  mouth-filling  word,  l  know.  I  no- 
ticed pictures  the  children  drew  and 
verses  they  wrote  in  eloquent  tribute 
and  testimony  to  a  former  great  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  who  observed 
his  80th  birthday  at  West  Branch.  Iowa, 
this  week,  and  who  became  an  honorary 
citizen  of  the  Commonwealth  of  icwa  by 
action  of  the  Towa  Legislature.  What 
a  marvelous  thing.  Certainly  his  inter- 
est in  the  program  of  child  welfare  every- 
where in  the  world  should  not  be  dis- 
placed. 

After  he  came  back  from  a  tour  of  the 
world.  I  went  to  dinner  with  him.  I 
found  that  his  hearing  had  become  bad 
in  one  ear.  I  said,  "Chief,  you  have  been 
flying  too  much  at  high  altitude."  and  he 
had.  He  had  gone  abroad  in  connection 
with  the  program  at  a  time  when  the 
weather  was  so  severe— there  was  no 
fuel— that  he  had  to  wrap  himself  in 
blankets  so  he  could  go  about  the  busi- 
ness of  looking  after  the  children's  pro- 
gram in  Europe  in  the  darkest  days  of 
the  winter.  So  that  great  citizen  car- 
ried on. 

What  we  shall  do  will  be  in  a  way  testi- 
mony to  a  great  throbbing  and  charitable 
heart  who  laid  the  foundation  for  that 
child-welfare  program.  As  I  said,  the 
program  will  reach  about  60  million  chil- 
dren.   While   the   centers   which    have 

been  set  up — there  are  some  53  of  them 

by  our  standards  certainly  would  not  be 
very  much,  in  certain  countries  there  are 
no  health  centers  at  all.  and  those  estab- 
lished under  this  program  come  as  a 
great  boon  and  blessing  to  hiomble 
people. 

One  item  in  this  bill  deals  with  those 
who  are  referred  to  as  Palestine  refugees. 
It  is  a  bit  of  a  misnomer  because  in  the 
main  these  refugees  are  Arab  refugees. 
It  is  estimated  there  are  approximately 
850.000  of  them— 475,000  in  the  little 
country  of  Transjordan  alone— a  much 
impoverished  country  which,  obviously 
could  not  carry  the  entire  impact  with- 
out some  aid  from  the  outside.  ^  The  tes- 
timony showed  that  approximately  200,- 
OOe  of  these  refugees  are  in  Egypt  and 
approximately  100.000  in  the  little  coun- 
try of  Lebanon,  on  the  Mediterranean 
and  approximately  80.000  in  Syria.  God 
Willing,  the  Jordan  River  development 
will  be  underway  within  the  next  few 
years  because  water  is  like  life  to  the 
land  in  the  Jordan  Valley ;  and  for  miles 
and  miles,  not  only  in  Palestine  but  also 
in  Transjordan  and  elsewhere,  there  will 
be.  as  a  result  of  the  Jordan  River  de- 
velopment, a  place  where  these  people 


can  subsist  because  the  land  is  fruitful, 
indeed,  if  water  can  be  brought  to  it! 

So  this  provision  of  the  bill  is  really 
in  relation  to  Arab  refugees  who  today 
are  dispersed  in  that  section  of  the  world. 

One  item  is  for  $3,169,000  for  the  North 
Atlantic  Treaty  Organization.  That  in- 
cludes roughly  one-half  of  their  expendi- 
tures, and  the  other  half  is  our  contribu- 
tion to  a  new  NATO  headquarters  build- 
ing in  Paris.  It  appears  that  the  head- 
quarters there  are  occupying  temporary 
quarters,  and  that  under  the  Paris  build- 
ing code  the  buildings  must  be  razed 
some  day  soon.  But  they  have  been  there 
quite  a  while,  and  perhaps  they  can  lan- 
guish there  a  little  longer.  So,  in  the 
interest  of  economy— slight  though  it 
may  be— the  committee  finally  decided 
to  delete  the  $2  million  for  the  new 
NATO  building  in  Paris,  which  is  our 
contribution  out  of  a  total  of  $(  million 

There  is  $4,400,000  for  ocean  freight! 
That  is  not  for  governmental  shipments 
particularly.  It  is.  rather,  for  shipments 
by  either  voluntary  groups  or  by  groups 
under  Government  supervi.sion.  who 
send  packages  both  at  Christmas  time 
and  at  other  times  in  the  year,  so  as  to 
renew  the  faith  of  people  in  all  parts  of 
the  world,  and  to  let  them  know  there  is 
really  a  Christmas  spirit  all  the  year 
around,  rather  than  just  in  connection 
with  a  "binge"  at  certain  times  of  the 
year.  This  money  is  also  to  be  used  in 
connection  with  packages  sent  by  such 
groups  as  Hadassah  and  other  groups 
which  send  relief  to  the  Middle  East  and 
other  areas. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  must  re- 
fer to  one  matter  which  seems  to  have 
elicited  con.siderable  criticism.  Four 
typical  American  couples  were  sent 
abroad,  to  see  how  this  package  ship- 
ment program  was  working  out.  Admin- 
istrator Stassen  was  roundly  criticized 
for  It.  The  fact  is  that  those  persons 
were  not  remunerated:  they  received 
only  a  per  diem  allowance  aftd  their 
traveling  expenses. 

But  when  I  considered  the  desirability 
of  surveillance  of  the  results  of  this  pro- 
gram. I  could  not  think  of  a  better  way 
to  proceed  than  to  have  some  typical 
American  families,  from  good,  solid 
homes  in  America,  make  a  factual  sur- 
vey, on  the  basis  of  being  told.  "Go  there. 
take  a  good  look,  and  come  back  and 
report  to  your  neighbors."  That  was 
done  and  the  expenditure  involved  is 
set  forth. 

As  a  result,  we  have  obtained  first- 
hand information  regarding  the  program 
for  which  we  hope  to  receive  credit  in 
the  form  of  good  will  on  the  part  of  the 
peoples  of  those  countries.  Under  that 
program,  parcels  are  sent  to  those  lands 
in  colored  bags  bearing  the  inscription 
of  the  Foreign  Operations  Administra- 
tion. I  think  that  program  causes  people 
everyw-^here  in  the  world  to  testify  to  the 
lact  that  America  is  indeed  a  country 
with  a  great,  charitable  heart,  that  does 
not  look  with  a  steely  eye  upon  the  needs 
of  peoples  el.<;ewhere. 

Mr  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  me  "J 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois has  touched  on  the  question  of  cer- 
tain citizens  of  the  United  Statses  who 
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went  abroad  to  check  on  the  Christmas- 
package  program,  and  to  investigate  the 
distribution  of  the  packages,  and  to  ac- 
quaint the  public  in  foreign  lands  with 
what  the  American  Government  was  en- 
deavoring to  do  for  the  destitute  and 
the  underprivileged  and  the  needy  chil- 
dren of  the  world. 

Last  December,  when  I  was  returning 
from  Korea  and  Indochina,  I  j>assed 
through  the  city  of  Rome.  Italy.  Be- 
cause of  the  tight  schedule  I  had.  it  was 
necessary  for  me  to  have  breakfast  be- 
fore 7  o'clock,  one  morning;  and,  by 
chance,  at  that  time  I  met  some  of  the 
Americans  who  were  making  the  check- 
up to  which  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
has  just  referred.  I  did  not  know  they 
were  to  be  there.  But  in  the  course  of 
conversation  with  them,  they  gave  me  a 
rejxjrt  of  what  they  were  doing  and 
what  they  had  learned  and  what  they 
had  found  to  be  the  attitude  and  reac- 
tion of  the  families,  including  the  chil- 
dren-., both  in  Rom;  and  in  other  parts 
of  Italy,  to  the  Christmas  packages  the 
United  States  Government  had  made 
aviulable  to  the  destitute,  the  under- 
priviliged,  and  thi;  needy  children  of 
that  country. 

I  wish  to  commend  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  for  his  able  explanation,  not  only 
of  this  phase  of  th<  program,  but  of  the 
tntire  program. 

Of  course,  this  is  Saturday  afternoon, 
at  the  end  of  a  full  week.  However,  it  is 
most  worth  while  lor  us  to  devote  time 
this  afternoon,  even  though  it  be  late  In 
the  week,  to  receivt?  the  report  the  able 
and  distinguished  Senator  from  Illinois 
is  giving  us. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  deeply  grate- 
ful to  the  distingi.ished  Senator  from 
Minnesota,  Mr.  President,  for  his  gener- 
ou.s  observations. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  me.  to 
permit  me  to  make  an  observation? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  for  an  ob- 
.<=crvation,  if  it  is  in  the  nature  of  a  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  wish  to  say  that  I.  too, 
have  been  very  much  uplifted  by  the  re- 
marks of  the  distinruished  Senator  from 
Illinois.  I  am  happy  to  know  that  the 
pre.sentation  he  if  making,  with  his 
wonderful  ability  at  description,  of  the 
mutual  security  bil!,  will  be  available  to 
all  who  read  the  Congressional  Record. 
Certainly  it  will  be  a  complete  antidote 
to  the  "rathole"  philosophy  to  which 
reference  has  been  made. 

He  and  I  know  that  $1  billion  spent  In 
Turkey  for  military  defense  will  provide 
20  times  what  it  Will  provide  in  the 
United  States.  W.?  also  know  that  the 
package  shipments  to  which  the  Senator 
fiom  Illinois  has  njferred  are  begetting 
appreciation,  understanding,  and  a  feel- 
ing of  warmth  toward  America— an  atU- 
tude  which,  in  itself,  is  mutual  security. 

So  I  wish  to  thank  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  for  the  splendid  presentation  he 
is  making;  and  if  copies  of  his  speech 
are  printed  and  are  made  available  for 
distribution.  I  should  Uke  to  purchase 
about  10.000  of  them,  to  send  to  certain 
parts  of  my  own  Stite,  where  the  people 
have  been  told  tha:  this  is  a  "rat-hole" 
operation. 


Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Wisconsin.  Per- 
haps the  best  justification  for  thus  tres- 
passing on  the  grace  of  the  Senate  on  a 
Saturday  afternoon  is  that  I.  too.  have 
encountered  some  criticisms  of  the  pro- 
gram. So  I  thought  the  true  story 
should  be  told. 

Mr.    President,    the    bill    also   carries 
funds  for  the  administrative  expenses  of 
the  Foreign  Operations  Administrations. 
I  Wish  to  state  briefly  the  situation  re- 
garding the  present  personnel.      When 
Governor  Stassen  took  over.  I  think  the 
personnel  were  m  the  neighborhood  of 
11.000  or  12,000.     According  to  the  latest 
report.  United  States  funds  are  now  be- 
ing used  for  3.109  administrative  person- 
nel and  for  3.282  other  personnel,  whose 
principal  function  is  in  connection  with 
technical  assistance,  and  also  in  connec- 
tion with  the  administration  of  what  is 
known  as  Battle  Act  aid— in  other  words, 
aid  in  connection  with  the  control  of 
shipments  of  critical  and  strategic  mate- 
rials   to    cerUin    friendly    nations.     So 
the  total  personnel  paid  out  of  United 
States  funds  are  6,391.    That  number  is 
made  up  of  4.212  United  States  nationals 
and  2.179  nationals  of  other  countries. 
In  addition.  2,372  are  carried  on  the  rolls 
in  connection  with  the  funds  obtained 
from    foreign   countries,    the   so-called 
counterpart  funds;  and  their  services  are 
necessary  in  connection  with  the  admin- 
istration of  so  far-flung  a  program  as 
this  one. 

Mr.  President,  that,  in  the  main,  cov- 
ers the  items  in  title  IV  of  the  bill. 

Now  moving  from  the  bottom  to  the 
top.  we  come  to  title  III.  which  deals 
with  technical  assistance.  The  oflScial 
title  is  "Technical"  Cooperation  Admin- 
istration." The  bill  carries  an  item  of 
$110  million  for  this  purpose,  of  which 
$28,500,000  for  Latin  America.  I  may 
say  that  today  we  have  sent  abroad  just 
a  few  less  than  3.000  technicians,  who 
are  carrying  on  the  business  of  teaching 
other  people  the  know-how,  so  that  their 
own  economies  and  their  own  cultures 
can  function  better. 

It  should  be  pointed  out,  Mr,  Presi- 
dent, that  these  are  participating  pro- 
grams. We  do  not  initiate  them.  For- 
eign countries  must  initiate  them,  and 
then  they  participate,  and  we  partici- 
pate with  money,  supplies,  and  tech- 
nicians. They  cover,  for  instance,  agri- 
cultural projects,  health  and  sanitation, 
education.  transportation,  industry, 
mining,  public  administration,  and  in 
some  cases,  community  development. 

The  largest  amount  of  this  $110  mil- 
lion fund  made  available  to  any  coun- 
try is  the  $19  V2  million  which  goes  to 
India.  That  country,  with  about  370 
million  people.  Is  carrying  on  a  program 
of  commimity  development.  Having 
coursed  and  toured  through  India  a  good 
many  years  ago,  I  know  how  necessary 
that  kind  of  program  is.  if  the  living 
standards  and  the  health  standards  of 
that  country  are  ever  to  be  improved, 
and  an  amicable  and  sweet  relationship 
developed  between  India  and  our  own 
country. 

The  smallest  country  In  this  category 
which  receives  technical  cooperation  as- 
sistance is  Guatemala,  which  receives 
only  $190,000. 
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So  between  $19,500,000  at  the  top,  and 
$190,000  at  the  bottom,  there  are  ap- 
proximately 40  nations  which  share  in 
this  program.  Since  it  is  mutual  since 
they  participate  along  with  us,  l' think 
I  can  see  ah-eady  from  the  testimony 
that  a  great  deal  of  benefit  and  good 
have  resulted.  This  is  one  of  the  pro- 
grams which  is  on  rather  substantial 
grounds. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  It  was  my  good  fortune 
to  visit  India  last  fall.  I  went  to  India 
primarily  in  order  to  acquaint  myself 
with  this  technical  assistance  program 
in  the  field.  I  visited  several  outlying 
areas  of  India,  flying  into  the  area  in 
order  to  save  time.  I  found  American 
county  agents— men  from  Iowa.  Minne- 
sota, and  other  States  of  the  Union— 
who  had  brought  the  youth,  the  young 
men,  into  central  educational  centers 
seme  erected  in  the  countryside  and 
others  in  connection  with  some  of  the 
educational  institutions  of  India.  They 
were  teaching  the  youth  to  become  lead- 
ers, to  go  forth  into  the  communities 
of  India  and  bring  about  an  improve- 
ment in  health  measures,  sanitation  in 
the  villages,  water  sanitation,  and  also 
to  develop  some  of  the  American  know- 
how  in  the  field  of  agriculture  and  live- 
stock husbandry. 

I  left  that  country  with  the  positive 
feeling  that  we  were  doing  much  to  se- 
cure for  our  country  the  good  will  of 
India,  developing  good  relationships  and 
understanding,  aiding  India  to  develop 
its  food  production,  and  to  develop  sani- 
tation to  guard  its  children  and  its  popu- 
lation in  general  against  the  many  dis- 
eases that  ravage  the  country. 

Mr.  President,  if  ever  I  had  the  satis- 
faction of  feeling  that  we  were  actually 
accomplishing  something  by  the  dollars 
spent,  I  felt  it  then.  I  felt  we  were  doing 
it  in  India,  as  well  as  in  Pakistan  and 
the  other  countries. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  is  ably  pre- 
senting here  this  afternoon  what  we 
have  accomplished  with  the  dollars  ap- 
propriated for  the  technical-assistance 
program,  and  I  am,  indeed,  very  pleased 
and  happy  that  he  is  devoting  the  time 
to  make  this  known  to  us,  as  well  as  to 
make  it  known  to  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  who  are  taxed  in  order 
that  funds  may  be  made  available  for 
the  technical-assistance  program. 

We  are  making  progress,  and  we  are 
doing  good.  I  believe  we  are  achieving 
far  more  than  we  could  possibly  achieve 
by  putting  the  same  amount  of  money 
into  our  national  defense  in  the  form  of 
weapons  of  destruction. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President.  I  can 
testify  to  the  devotion  and  application 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota, who  is  a  member  of  the  Appro- 
priations Conmiittee,  and  who  has  al- 
ways taken  an  interest  in  this  matter, 
and  given  it  very  sustained  attention. 

Under  title  III.  there  are  2  other  items. 
One  is  a  modest  item.  For  the  organi- 
zation of  American  States  the  bill  car- 
ries $1  J'i  million  to  do  an  equivalent  kind 
of  work. 
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Tlie  other  Item  requires  some  ampll- 
ficatton.  I  think,  because  Members  of  the 
Senate  hare  been  pretty  well  belabored 
with  letters  and  telegrams  in  connection 
with  the  so-called  multilateral  technical 
cooperation  which  is  carried  on  by  the 
United  Nations.  There  was  a  request  for 
seventeen-million-and-some  -  thousand 
dollars  to  carry  that  on.  That  request 
represented  the  pledge  of  this  country 
to  the  United  Nations  for  this  yiotk.  in 
1954.  and  an  equal  amount  to  carry  on 
their  program  in  1955. 

The  committee  wrote  In  amendatory 
language,  and  allowed  actually  only  half 
of  the  amount,  on  the  theory  that  we 
were  willing  to  pay  the  pledge  for  the 
curemt  calendar  year,  but  would  require 
that  they  come  back  to  the  committee 
with  some  data  with  respect  to  their 
program  for  the  next  calendar  year. 
Early  in  January,  when  the  new  Con- 
gress convenes,  I  am  confident  their  pro- 
gram will  receive  careful  attention. 

Mr.  President,  the  difficulty  arises  from 
the  fact  that  the  United  Nations  is  on  a 
calendar-year  basis,  and  we  are  on  a 
fiscal-year  basis.  When  their  budget 
committee  meets,  we  have  present  a  rep- 
resentative who.  at  least  in  theory,  com- 
mits this  country.  Then  the  following 
January  or  Pebniary  or  March  repre- 
sentatives appear  before  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee,  and  we  are  confronted 
with  a  commitment. 

Over  and  over  I  have  declaimed  the 
fact  that  this  procedure  amounts,  in 
effect,  to  a  surrender  by  the  Congress 
of  the  power  of  the  purse,  and  I  will  not 
recognize  it  as  a  legal,  legislative,  or 
moral  commitment.  I  think  the  com- 
mittee has  now  made  that  abimdantly 
clear. 

So  under  this  program  we  will  pay  the 
pledge  for  1954,  and  tell  them  to  come 
back  for  the  funds  which  they  may  re- 
quire after  they  have  done  their  plan- 
ning for  calendar  year  1955. 

One  question  has  been  raised  because 
of  the  fact  that  this  might  be  duplica- 
tion of  oiu:  own  program,  which  is  bi- 
lateral in  nature,  between  2  countries,  in- 
stead of  multilateral  with  the  United  Na- 
tions in  the  picture.  I  believe  there  is 
one  reason  which  can  be  assigned  why 
perhaps  this  ought  to  continue,  namely, 
that  there  are,  after  all,  coiuitries  which, 
in  the  feverish  world  of  today,  are  a  little 
timid,  a  little  fearful  about  accepting 
gratuities  or  help  from  this  coimtry.  on 
the  theory  that  ultimately  it  might  in- 
volve them  in  difficulties.  I  can  under- 
stand that. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Min- 
nesQta  [Mr.  Thye]  was  in  Biuina  a  year 
or  more  ago.  Burma  was  one  of  the 
countries  that  did  not  want  to  accept 
this  aid.  The  people  there  are  living  in 
a  very  fluid  orbit,  and  I  think  one  can 
understand  the  timidity  that  springs 
from  the  dangers  which  beset  a  small 
and  somewhat  defenseless  country.  They 
can  accept  it  from  the  United  Nations. 
whereas  accepting  it  from  this  country 
might  cause  them  some  embarrassment. 
So  I  am  quite  content  to  go  along  with 
this  program,  and  I  think  we  have  dealt 
realistically  with  it  and  have  done  our 
full  duty  thereby. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  emphasize  the 
next  Item,  because  it  bears  the  rather 


euphonious  title  of  "Development  As- 
sistance." That  is  a  good,  mouth-filling 
term,  and  it  might  fool  people. 

It  reminds  me  of  the  story,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, about  a  young  man  who  made  an 
application  for  an  insurance  policy.  In 
the  application  was  a  question  which 
asked,  "How  old  was  your  father  when 
he  died,  and  of  what  did  he  die?"  Un- 
fortunately, his  father  had  been  con- 
victed of  a  heinous  offense  and  he  was 
hanged.  The  young  man  did  not  want 
to  say  that  in  the  application  for  the 
policy,  so  after  puzzling  over  it  he  finally 
wrote,  "My  father  died  at  age  65.  He 
came  to  his  end  while  participating  in  a 
public  function,  when  the  platform  gave 
way." 

So  we  call  this  development  assist- 
ance. This  is  the  part  which  is  so  com- 
monly referred  to,  Mr.  President,  as  eco- 
nomic aid.  This  is  the  handout  part 
of  the  program,  if  anybody  wants  to  call 
it  that. 

In  1948  this  item  was  $4,000,C00.000. 
Anyone  who  examines  the  bill  will  dis- 
cover that  we  have  reduced  the  amount 
to  $184,500,000.  That  is  4  percent  of 
what  the  economic  aid,  or  handout,  was 
only  a  few  years  ago.  Of  what  does  it 
consist?  There  is  $9  million  for  Bolivia. 
We  do  not  find  much  testimony  in  the 
record,  because  so  much  of  it  was  off 
the  record.  But  the  fact  is  that  when 
tin  prices  fell  so  sharply  one  of  our  sister 
republics  of  South  America  was  feeling 
the  strivings  and  heavings  of  economic 
instability,  and  conditions  looked  very 
dangerous — and  sometimes  even  that 
kind  of  fever  in  our  own  hemisphere  can 
give  us  trouble — that  there  was  included, 
in  the  bill  $9  million  for  development  as- 
sistance to  Bolivia. 

In  addition,  there  is  included  for  Iran 
and  Egjrpt  and  Israel  and  the  Arab 
States,  under  Near  East  and  Africa.  $115 
million.  I  point  out  to  Members  of  the 
Senate  that  nearly  one-half  of  it  will  be 
liquidated  in  the  form  of  surplus  agricul- 
tvaaX  conunodities.  In  that  way  we  kill 
2  birds  with  1  stone.  We  make  pro- 
vision for  people  who  have  the  need,  and 
at  the  same  time  we  relieve  the  pressure 
that  we  have  been  encountering  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  towering  stockpile  of  farm 
surpluses  which  only  within  the  last  few 
days  has  challenged  and  taxed  the  men- 
tal agility  of  the  Senate  in  its  efforts  to 
deal  with  it. 

Finally,  in  this  item  there  is  economic 
or  development  assistance  for  South 
Asia.  That  includes  only  one  Country, 
and  that  is  India,  for  which  the  bill 
carries  $60,500,000.  We  should  remem- 
ber that  India  is  a  country  of  about  370 
million  people.  We  have  provided  her 
with  no  military  assistance.  Of  the 
$60'/^  million,  roughly  $40  million  will  be 
in  the  form  of  agricultural  surpluses. 

My  understanding  is  that  with  her  own 
resources  India  is  at  the  present  time 
imdertaking  a  5-year  program  that  ag- 
gregates roughly  $4%  billion.  I  ear- 
nestly hope  it  will  be  consummated,  be- 
cause, as  one  looks  on  the  Ganges  River 
and  the  Indus  River,  or  any  other  river, 
one  realizes  that,  if  the  power  of  those 
rivers  can  be  harnessed  for  the  produc- 
tion of  electrical  energy,  or  impounded 
into  reservoirs  and  fed  to  the  soil,  that 
great  resource  can  bring  beneficence  to 


an  ancient  coimtry  such  as  she  has  never 
experienced  before. 
This  is  a  mere  modicum  of  help. 
Of  course,  I  am  not  insensible  to  the 
fact  that  the  Indian  delegate  to  the 
United  Nations  has  on  a  number  of  occa- 
sions registered  a  vote  that  I  did  not  Uke 
and  which  was  not  particularly  to  the 
liking  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
However,  here  is  a  huge  country  in  the 
Orient,  rather  mystic  in  a  way  and  rather 
esoteric  in  its  approaches,  and  there  is 
some  necessity  for  patience  In  dealing 
with  her,  because  she  can  be  a  great 
power  for  good  in  the  days  that  lie  ahead, 
especially  so  when  the  horizons  of  Asia 
are  already  fitful  with  threats  and  warn- 
ings as  to  exactly  what  may  happen. 

That  disposes  of  Title  IV — Miscellane- 
ous Provisions ;  Title  III — The  Technical 
Cooperation  Program:  and  Title  II — The 
Development  Assistance  Program.  That 
brings  us  to  title  I.  I  suppose  I  ought  to 
start  at  the  bottom  if  I  am  to  remain  in 
character,  and  instead  of  starting  with 
chapter  1,  I  shall  take  up  chapter  3  of 
title  I,  because  that  deals  with  defense., 
support  "' 

The  definitions  in  connection  with  this 
bill  were  always  rather  nebulous  in  my 
mind,  and  throughout  the  hearings  I 
stressed  to  the  witnesses  the  necessity 
of  giving  us  a  better  definition  of  what 
the  terms  "direct  force  support"  and 
"defense  support"  mean. 

Defense  support  refers  to  common  use 
items  which  feed  into  the  general  econ- 
omy of  the  country  and  do  some  general 
good,  and  are  necessary  to  the  support 
of  troops  but  not  directly  so.  They 
shore  up  the  economy  of  a  country,  and 
in  so  doing  give  vitality  to  its  military 
effort. 

There  is  involved  $45  million  for  Eu- 
rope, of  which  $30  million  is  for  Spain, 
some  of  it  for  Yugoslavia,  and  a  certain 
amount  for  the  joint  control  area  of 
Berlin. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carran],  I  believe,  has  offered  his 
amendment  with  respect  to  this  particu- 
lar item,  which  I  believe  would  increase 
the  amount  for  Spain.  That  is  quite 
agreeable  to  the  committee. 

Under  the  same  item  of  defense  sup- 
port for  the  Near  East,  there  is  a  total 
of  $73  million.  That  includes  nearly  all 
the  supplies  and  agricultural  products — 
meat,  wheat,  sugar,  and  so  forth — for 
Greece  and  Turkey  and  Pakistan. 

I  merely  wish  to  say  one  thing  about 
Turkey.  She  is  integrated  into  the 
NATO  program  with  Greece  and  Yugo- 
slavia. Only  recently  a  mutual  defense 
pact  has  been  developed  among  those 
three  countries.  It  is  much  to  our  ad- 
vantage that  Turkey  is  at  the  end  of  the 
long,  looping  arc  that  starts  at  the  north- 
ern end  of  Norway  and  goes  all  the  way 
through  Europe  and  down  around  the 
Golden  Horn  to  the  tip  of  Turkey  and 
up  to  the  Black  Sea.  That  constitutes 
the  NATC  defense  perimeter  in  Europe. 
Turkey,  of  course,  will  be  important  in 
the  scheme  of  things. 

She  gave  a  splendid  account  of  her- 
self, as  did  her  troops  in  Korea.  I  be- 
lieve we  are  fortunate  that  there  has 
been  such  robustness  and  vitality  in  the 
thinking  and  in  the  faith  of  Turkey  that 
she  has  stood  up  so  sturdily,  although 
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she  is  in  a  very  delicate  area,  which  in- 
volves the  Dardanelles  and  the  access 
from  the  Black  Sea  to  the  Mediterra- 
nean. 

Some  money  is  carried  for  the  P^r 
East,  which  includes  Formosa,  the  Phil- 
ippines, and  Indochina. 

The  other  Item  under  this  broad  head- 
ing of  chapter  3,  title  I,  deals  with  the 
Korean  program.  The  authorization 
which  was  completed  this  week  when  the 
conference  report  was  approved,  places 
a  ceiling  of  $:!05  million  on  this  pro- 
gram. The  budget  estimate  was  for  $230 
million.  The  cammittee  allowed  the  en- 
tire amount  authorized,  namely,  $205 
million. 

This  then  is  the  United  States  effort 
In  the  field  of  reconstruction  and  re- 
habilitation in  Korea,  as  distinguished 
from  UNCURK.  which  is  the  United  Na- 
tions effort.  I  was  in  Korea  only  a  little 
while  ago.  and  I  say  this  is  the  least  that 
we  can  do  for  some  22  million  people 
who  live  in  the  concentrated  area  in  the 
southern  part  of  the  country. 

I  have  seen  the  slums  of  Pusan  and 
the  hundreds  cf  thousands  of  children. 
I  know  those  children  will  have  a  chance 
in  the  world  only  with  the  constructive 
hand  of  a  great  and  wealthy  country  like 
the  United  States.  Otherwise,  I  would 
despair  of  the  future  of  Korea. 

What  we  piopose  to  do  with  this 
money  is  to  di\ide  it  almost  evently  be- 
tween capital  expenditures  and  expendi- 
tures for  food  and  supplies.  In  the  field 
of  capital  expenditures  there  will  be  irri- 
gation equipment  and  fishing  boats.  If 
that  seems  strange  to  anyone,  I  can  only 
repeat  my  stat^^ment  to  Syngman  Rhee 
on  the  r>ortico  of  his  summer  home  at 
Seoul  last  year  when  I  said,  "You  have 
got  to  get  to  the  salt  water  for  the  pro- 
tein to  give  your  people  energy.  To  go  to 
the  salt  water  means  that  you  must  have 
fishing  vessels  in  order  to  supplement 
your  protein  diet." 

Likewise,  Mr.  President,  they  need 
generating  equipment  to  catch  the  wa- 
ters which  come  down  from  the  high 
crevasses  to  produce  electric  power. 

Then,  of  course,  they  need  fertilizer 
so  they  can  net  only  improve  but  aug- 
ment their  rico  and  barley  crops,  up>on 
which  they  m  jst  subsist,  and  possibly 
become  an  exporting  nation  in  the  fu- 
ture. 

Of  course,  something  must  be  done  for 
housing. 

Let  me  add  one  other  thing.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. There  is  tungsten  in  Korea,  and  a 
fine  deposit  of  anthracite  which  can  be 
sold  to  other  countries  of  the  Orient  for 
steelmaking  purposes. 

The  United  Nations  Reconstruction 
Administration  has  a  participating  func- 
tion, to  which  we  contribute  65  percent 
of  the  total  anioimt.  They  have  asked 
for  only  a  small  amount  of  new  money 
and  for  a  reap])ropriatIon  of  the  unobli- 
gated balance,  amounting  to  $18  Mi  mil- 
lion. 

So  we  are  participating  in  the  recon- 
struction of  Korea,  first,  by  a  bilateral 
program  in  which  we  can  take  pride  be- 
cause it  is  under  good  leadership  and  in 
sound  hands. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  lUlnois  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield. 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  arrived  m  the  Senate 
When  the  Senator  was  discussing  the 
Latin  American  item  in  the  bill,  and  I 
heard  him  talk  about  $9  million  for 
BoUvia.  As  I  recall,  there  is  an  amend- 
ment sponsored  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  SmathersI.  Can  the  Sen- 
ator tell  \is  what  happened  to  that? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  is  a  rather  painful 
story.  The  Senate  had  approved  the  in- 
clusion of  $10  million  for  Latm  America. 
The  Senate  responds  to  our  sister  Re- 
publics to  the  south.  But  when  the  con- 
ferees took  the  authorization  bill  and, 
for  reasons  unknown  to  the  humble  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois,  suddenly  set  a  ceiling 
of  $5  million  in  the  authorization,  that 
is  as  far  as  the  committee  could  go,  and 
that  $5  milhon  is  included  \n  the  instant 
bill. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  the  Senator  will 
indulge  me  briefly,  let  me  say  that  I  do 
not  believe  the  national  administration 
as  a  whole  understands  the  situation. 
I  believe  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  does  understand  the  situation  of 
Latin  America  m  the  present  emergency. 
I  hope  that  the  standing  committees  will 
in  the  future,  outside  of  giving  a  little 
lip  service  to  our  so-called  good  will  and 
our  so-called  friendship  for  Latin 
America,  realize  that  our  future  is  based 
on  our  standmg  in  the  development  of 
Latin  America.  There  is  no  particular 
reason  why  we  should  provide  $20  mil- 
lion for  Egypt  in  order  to  build  public 
works  in  the  way  of  irrigation  systems, 
and  at  the  same  time  not  help  to  the  ex- 
tent we  should  to  develop  the  coimtries 
to  the  south  of  us,  which,  if  they  could 
ever  get  dollars,  would  spend  them  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  did  not  mean  to 
leave  the  impression  that  there  is  only 
$5  million  for  Latin  America,  because 
the  whole  amount  is  $28.5  million.  I  had 
particular  reference  to  the  action  of  the 
conferees  with  respect  to  the  authoriza- 
tion of  the  amount  which  was  contem- 
plated by  the  very  distinguished  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  SmathersI. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  go  to  chapter  n, 
and  pretty  soon  I  shall  get  to  the  top  of 
the  page,  and  so  we  shall  end  this  lesson. 

Chapter  n  of  title  I  deals  with  south- 
east Asia.  There  was  sm  authorization 
of  $700  million,  and  an  appropriation  of 
$700  million  in  new  funds  in  the  fiscal 
year  1954.  There  is  $745  million  carried 
in  the  bill,  and  it  is  estimated  at  $800 
million  for  fiscal  1955.  So  we  carry  $100 
million  below  the  estimate.  I  think  our 
total  aid  to  Indochina  in  1955,  of  which 
this  appropriation,  of  course,  is  a  part. 
Is  estimated  at  $1,133,000,000. 

We  now  come  to  something  which 
somehow  Intrigues  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate, and  I  can  understand  how  easy  it  is 
to  get  Into  the  frame  of  mind  that  here 
is  a  good  place  to  cut.  that  here  is  a  good 
place  to  sink  the  economic  ax  deeply. 
I  would  warn  my  brethren  in  the  Senate 
about  this,  because  I  speak  from  the  tes- 
timony of  Admiral  Radford,  who  knows 
the  situation  thoroughly,  the  testimony 
of  General  Van  Fleet,  the  testimony  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  the  testimony  of 
General  Stuart  and  others,  and  also.  Mr. 
President,  on  the  basis  of  my  own  ob- 
servations In  the  Orient,  ranging  all  the 
way  from  Korea  into  China,  and  far- 
ther, a  little  over  a  year  ago. 


The  truce  has  been  signed.  The  terms 
are  rather  vague  and  nebulous.  Then 
is  a  mystic  line  marking  the  limits.  We 
have  military  stores  and  equipment  In 
warehouses  and  depots.  .  With  hostilities 
at  an  end,  no  planes  in  the  air,  no  how- 
itzers and  75-millimeter  gims  belching 
death,  how  easy  it  is  to  say,  "Let  us  pull 
out  a  few  himdred  milhon  dollars." 

My  distinguished  friend  from  South 
CaroUna,  I  understand,  proposes  to  offer 
an  amendment  to  that  end.  I  trust  the 
Senate  will  resist  it,  for  the  very  good 
reason  that  this  money,  under  the  flex- 
ible provisions  of  the  authorization  act, 
is  available  for  all  the  purposes  of  the 
Pacific  and  southeast  Asia.  One  need 
only  to  scan  the  front  pages  this  noon 
to  learn  that  100,000  troops  are  alleged 
to  be  on  the  other  side  of  the  Formosa 
Straits,  and  they  are  allegedly  equipped 
with  jet  planes.  War  has  been  going 
on  there.  Mr.  President.  It  is  not  some- 
thing that  Is  going  to  Unger  and  simmer 
for  a  while  and  then  suddenly  come  upon 
the  world,  engendering  apprehensions 
and  fears  on  our  part. 

When  I  was  there,  the  nearest  Island 
to  the  Chinese  mainland  had  been 
shelled  at  a  range  of  2,500  meters.  There 
are  six  divisions  of  hardened  Chinese 
troops  there.  They  are  hardened,  and 
they  are  fine  soldiers.  They  are  eking 
out  an  existence  and  getting  along  with 
rare  fortitude,  under  the  command  of  a 
general  with  a  long,  lean  Jaw.  who  ssdd 
to  me.  "You  should  have  been  here  yes- 
terday." I  arrived  on  Simday.  I  said, 
•What  happened?"  He  said,  "We  were 
shelled  with  155 -millimeter  howitzers." 

That  Is  an  explosive  situation  in  the 
Pacific,  Mr.  President.  Troops  are  all  up 
and  down  the  Chinese  coast.  We  do  not 
see  it  on  the  front  pages  of  the  news- 
papers, but  it  is  an  explosive  situation, 
and  it  is  very  easy,  m  the  tranquillity  of 
this  Chamber,  suddenly  to  give  vent  to 
a  certain  spirit  and  say.  "This  is  a  good 
time  to  save  $200  million." 

Let  us  not  do  that.  We  have  a  great 
American  leader  in  the  White  House. 
We  have  a  great  leader  in  General  Van 
Fleet.  I  am  not  at  hberty  to  disclose  for 
the  Record  the  testimony,  but  I  know 
what  I  have  seen  with  my  own  eyes  and 
have  heard  with  my  own  ears.  I  know 
from  my  conversation  with  our  leaders 
in  the  Orient;  I  know  from  the  testi- 
mony which  is  very  fresh  and  new,  m- 
deed,  that  this  is  a  dangeroiis  situation, 
and  that  pressure  points  can  develop, 
not  only  in  Vietnam,  the  southern  part 
of  Indochina,  but  in  Laos,  Cambodia, 
Biu-ma,  Thailand.  Indochina.  Formosa, 
and  Japan. 

So  there  must  be  latitude,  and  there 
must  be  funds  for  the  purpose;  because, 
who  knows  what  the  morrow  will  bring, 
when  the  sun  comes  up  in  the  east?     — 

I  have  made  the  pomt  over  and  over 
again  that,  first,  we  must  give  our  lead- 
ers flexibility.  I  have  insisted  on  that. 
Secondly,  we  must  provide  them  with 
adequate  funds  with  which  to  do  the 
job.  I  cannot  imagine  that  men  who 
with  honor  have  worn  the  uniform  of 
their  country  are  simply  throwing  money 
to  the  birds;  that  they  are  spending  it, 
as  the  proverbial  expression  goes,  like  so 
many  sailors  on  a  lark.  Certainly  not. 
But  they  must  have  adequate  funds  with 
which  to  deal  with  what  is  at  this  time. 
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perbaps.  a  most  volatile  situation  all  over 
the  world. 

I  ask  Senators  to  look  at  the  xhap  which 
has  been  idaced  at  the  desk.  They  will 
Ret  a  pretty  good  idea  of  what  I  am  talk- 
ing about  There  is  shown  a  Une  wliich 
somehow  divides  the  non-Communist 
world  from  the  Communist  world. 

First,  let  us  look  at  the  population 
total  for  males  between  the  ages  of  15 
and  49.  In  the  non-Communist  part  of 
the  Pacific  area,  in  the  age  group  from 
15  to  49,  there  is  a  popiilation  of  298.- 
392.000.  of  whom  75.200.000  are  ma^es  in 
the  age  bracket  from  15  to  49.  Of  that 
number,  how  many  are  physically  fit? 
Forty-five  million  two  hundred  and  thir- 
ty thousand.  ' 

Next,  look  at  the  red  figure,  including 
China  and  her  associated  counMes. 
What  do  we  see?  A  Communist  popu- 
lation of  530,260.000.  The  total  number 
of  males  between  the  ages  of  15  to  49  is 
140  million.  The  nimiber  who  are  physi- 
cally fit  in  that  area  is  74  million. 

In  the  free  world  there  are  45  million 
who  are  physically  fit.  In  the  Red  world, 
the  number  of  physically  fit  males  avail- 
able for  military  service  is  74  million. 
The  difference  is  30  million. 

There  is  a  population  deficiency  with 
which  the  free  world  is  confronted  today. 
I  could  think  of  no  more  persuasive  an- 
swer than  to  show  that  map  to  some  who 
are  beset  with  doubts,  as  Thomas  was 
generations  ago. 

So  how  shall  we  fill  the  gap?  The 
people  of  the  Orient  have  obtained  their 
know-how  and  techniques  from  us. 
They  are  Just  as  sulept  in  an  airplane  or 
sitting  on  the  seat  of  an  antiaircraft  gun, 
probably,  as  anyone  we  could  provide. 
I  never  in  my  life  saw  more  skillful  pilots 
than  the  pilots  who  were  trained  in  the 
good  old  days  of  Chiang  Kai-shek  in 
Formosa.  I  will  ride  with  them  any 
time.  They  were  the  backbone  of  Chen- 
nault's  air  force.  They  are  the  boys 
who  ran  the  air  transport  from  Taiwan 
to  Hong  Kong  to  the  Haiphong  Delta,  in 
Indochina. 

I  had  one  of  them  bring  me  through 
^e  tail  end  of  a  typhoon  when  I  was 
sasrlng  my  prayers  and  thinking,  "This 
is  the  end  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Illinois.  Never  will  his  f  eeUe  voice  again 
be  lifted  in  the  Senate  of  Uie  United 
States."  I  frankly  did  not  expect  to 
come  back.  But  there  sat  a  skilled  Chi- 
nese major.  As  I  saw  him  maneuver 
that  airplane  through  the  tail  end  of  a 
tsrphoon,  I  saluted  him;  and  when  he 
brought  us  safely  to  land,  I  said,  "My 
friend,  you  can  serve  in  my  air  force  any 
old  day." 

So  they  have  the  know-how  in  the 
Orient. 

There,  I  say  to  the  Senate,  is  the  pic- 
tvxe  of  the  population  difference.  I  will 
not  restrict  or  tie  the  hands  of  our  leaders 
and  the  very  distinguished  Commander 
in  Chief  of  our  forces  at  a  time  when 
reprograming  may  be  necessary,  and  a 
shift  of  emphasis  may  be  necessary,  in 
this  direction  or  in  that  direction;  be- 
cause the  situation  Is  highly  volatile.  I 
could  labor  the  whole  situation  in  that 
area,  but  I  see  no  point  in  doing  so. 

I  wish  to  make  one  point,  however,  and 
that  is  in  connection  with  any  reductions 
in  amounts.    It  is  so  easy  to  say  that  the 


conflict  in  Indochina  has  ended;  there 
are  some  things  we  have  not  used  yet; 
other  items  are  in  the  warehouses,  proba- 
bly packed  in  the  original  grease. 

There  are  two  besetting  questions. 
One  is  that  we  have  not  removed  the 
material  yet.  We  have  had  our  troubles 
in  Korea.  We  may  be  able  to  evacuate 
a  very  substantial  amount  of  supplies. 
If  we  are  successful,  there  will  be  a  good 
many  places  to  put  them,  because  there 
are  small  countries  such  as  Laos  and 
Cambodia,  where  the  Red  cells  are  al- 
ready beginning,  or  a  country  like  Thai- 
land, where  we  see  the  penetrating,  in- 
filtrating efforts  of  the  Reds.  The  ma- 
terial will  have  to  be  shifted.  We  do  not 
know  how  much  we  shall  be  able  to  get 
out.  So  it  becomes  a  conjectural,  specu- 
lative figure. 

I  honestly  hope  the  amount  provided 
in  the  bill  will  not  be  reduced,  and  that 
we  will  not  jeopardize  and  embarrass  our 
military  leaders;  because  if  the  money 
is  not  spent,  it  can  be  returned  to  the 
Treasury. 

Let  us  not  forget  the  recent  visit  of 
the  President  of  the  Republic  of  Korea. 
He  was  insisting  that  a  greater  effort 
should  be  made  in  this  ancient  country, 
in  order  that  full  independence  and  free- 
dom might  be  achieved.  Perhaps  there 
must  be  emphasis  in  terms  of  weapons, 
money,  and  supplies  for  the  defense  ef- 
fort, and  to  protect  the  forces  which  are 
there,  over  and  above  what  may  be  cal- 
endared in  the  bill. 

So  as  we  look  at  the  long  Asian  front, 
which  extends  from  the  northernmost 
province  of  Japan,  which  is  Hokkaido. 
where  the  United  States  has  had  a  divi- 
sion for  a  long  time,  and  go  dawn  the 
Pacific  perimeter,  and  then  go  across  the 
nebulous  truce  hne  which  has  resulted 
from  the  recent  agreement  in  Europe. 
we  get  a  better  picture  of  the  great  area 
involved;  If  Senators  have  no  idea  about 
it,  they  ought  to  sit  in  an  airplane  some- 
time and  fly  all  the  way  from  Hokkaido 
along  the  Pacific  coast.  They  would  get 
a  pretty  fair  idea,  then,  of  the  long  line 
we  are  maintaining,  and  what  %X  really 
takes  to  maintain  it. 

There  is  in  the  bill  an  item  for  pro- 
duction for  forces  support.  That  also  is 
a  part  of  the  military  title  in  chapter 
m.  I  seem  to  get  my  figures  twisted, 
with  respect  to  where  I  am  in  the  bill, 
but  I  assure  the  Senate  that  I  am  still 
working  from  the  bottom  toward  the 
top  and  I  hope  I  shall  not  take  too  long. 
However,  there  has  been  some  discus- 
sion about  this  particular  item,  because 
it  relates  to  making  surplus  commodities 
available  to  Great  Britain,  so  that  she 
can  have  an  offset  amount  of  counter- 
part f imds  with  which  to  produce  front- 
line airplanes. 

I  like  to  be  very  cautious  about  the 
things  I  say  and  the  amounts  and  esti- 
mates I  use,  in  case  they  are  wholly 
classified,  but  I  think  I  can  say  that 
two  programs  are  in  operation.  One  is 
by  agreement  between  the  United  States 
Air  Force  and  the  Royal  Air  Pbrce.  That 
is  one  program  in  itself. 

But  the  program  to  which  I  am  re- 
ferring calls  only  for  siui)lus  commodi- 
ties. It  will  make  $35  million  available 
out  of  the  coimterpart  funds  of  Great 
Britain  for  the  purpose  of  pipducing 


front-line  fighters,  as  a  part  of  the  entire 
North  Atlantic  Treaty  Military  Organi- 
zation. 

A  point  was  raised  that  this  might 
make  it  possible  for  Great  Britain  to 
divert  fimds  from  her  own  budget,  so 
that  this  amount,  in  a  sense,  would  be- 
come a  subsidy  for  commercial  aviation 
in  Great  Britain.  I  think  that  argu- 
ment can  be  made,  but.  in  my  opinion, 
it  is  so  remote  that  I  do  not  believe  it 
should  be  too  persuasive.  I  am  more 
interested  in  getting  fighter  planes  to 
the  points  where  they  may  be  needed. 
God  willing,  I  hope  they  will  not  be 
needed;  but,  at  least,  as  a  part  of  the 
whole  NATO  structure,  under  the  able 
generalship  of  General  Gruenther,  they 
will  be  available  if  they  are  needed. 

Originally,  this  figure  was  set  in  the 
authorization  bill  at  $7amlllion.  In  this 
appropriation  bill  it  has\been  reduced  to 
$35  million.  So  the  onji^  amorunt  which 
can  be  carried  in  this  bill  for  agricul- 
tural surpluses  to  be  made  available  to 
Great  Britain,  in  turn  to  be  used  for 
the  construction  of  aircraft  such  as  Can- 
berra light  bombers.  Swift  day  fighters, 
and  Hawker-Hunters,  is  $36  million; 
and  I  think  it  is  a  worth-while  expendi- 
ture at  a  time  like  this. 

We  come  finally,  Mr.  PresWent,  to  a 
few  items  in  the  second  chapter.  They 
are  common-use  items.  I  shall  not 
labor  them.  They  are  for  Formosa  and 
Turkey. 

I  have  already  indicated  my  interest 
in  Formosa,  Mr.  President,  and  I  am 
confident  that  interest  is  shared  at  a 
high  level,  and  that  with  anxious  hearts 
and  careful  eyes  the  explosive  situation 
in  that  area  is  being  most  carefully 
watched. 

When  we  go  to  chapter  1  of  title  I. 
that  involves,  of  course,  the  whole  NATO 
picture  in  Europe.  There  ere  a  few 
things  I  wish  to  say  about  that.  This 
involves  most  of  the  military  funds  in 
this  bill. 

I  said  there  is  a  line  which  starts  away 
up  in  the  northern  part  of  Norway  and 
swings  around  and  goes  to  the  eastern 
extremity  of  Turkey.  That  Is  the  line 
which  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organ- 
ization seeks  to  maintain.  How  is  a  line 
maintained,  Mr.  President?  First  of  all, 
we  have  to  have  airfields.  We  have  to 
have  fuel  lines.  We  have  to  have  tele- 
communications of  one  kind  and  an- 
other. All  of  this  costs  a  great  deal  of 
money.  So  all  those  items  are  carried 
under  a  very  interesting  word,  and  are 
called  "infrastructure." 

That  is  a  good  mouth-filling  word 
which  ought  to  frighten  even  a  Senator. 
But,  to  break  it  down,  "infra"  means 
"under,"  so  the  infrastructure  means 
the  understructvire.  In  the  case  of  an 
automobile,  it  would  be  the  undercar- 
riage ;  so  this  is  the  undercarriage  for  the 
military-assistance  program  in  Europe. 

What  does  it  embrace?  Airfields. 
First,  in  the  primary  Mne;  and,  sec- 
ondly, further  back,  for  a  second  pe- 
riphery, if  that  becomes  necessary. 
That  means  fuel.  That  means  equip- 
ment. That  means  installations  and  all 
the  other  things  which  are  necessary  for 
an  effective  and  quickly  functioning  mili- 
tary structure. 
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So  in  the  bill  for  that,  Mr.  President, 
there  is  carried  a  total  of  $122.1  million. 

I  have  little  to  say  about  the  first 
item,  the  general  authorization.  Gen- 
eral Gruenther  spent  the  better  part  of 
a  day  with  the  committee,  and  in  his 
informal  and  effective  way  he  set  forth 
what  our  responsibihty  was.  what  the 
limitations  of  his  command  were,  and 
so  on.  Mr.  Pjesident,  we  got  a  pretty 
fair  idea  of  what  we  are  trying  to  do 
and  how  skillfully  and  effectively  we 
have  done  it. 

Why  have  v  e  done  it?  It  is  not  to 
give  things  to  people  in  European  coun- 
tries, but  to  l:eep  a  security  line  well 
beyond  the  shores  of  this  country.  It 
was  done  before.  No  alien  bomb  has  so 
much  as  rubbed  out  a  foot  of  concrete 
on  an  American  highway.  No  alien  or 
enemy  bomb  iias  destroyed  a  single 
dwelling  in  the  continental  United 
States.  God  willing,  it  will  always  be 
that  way. 

So  I  think.  Mr.  President,  speaking 
for  myself.  I  should  be  willing  indeed  to 
draw  a  containment  line  nearly  4.000 
miles  from  home  and  say.  "Call  on  us. 
We  will  help  tj  hold  them  back  behind 
that  line  and  preserve  all  the  vestiges 
of  freedom  in  Western  Europe."  I  hope 
that  it  can  be  pushed  even  further  east- 
ward  so  that  tlie  old  idea  and  old  prin- 
ciple enunciated  even  by  Woodrow  Wil- 
son long  ago.  o:  self-determination  for  a 
humble  peopl<?.  may  still  become  a 
reality  in  all  sections  of  the  world. 

Let  me  say  a  word  now  about  surplus 
commodities.  Mr.  President,  to  make  the 
story  complete.  The  Foreign  Operations 
Administration  was  as  good  as  its  word, 
and  for  1954  it  actually  made  available 
and  delivered  <245  million  worth  of  sur- 
plus commodities.  Iheir  estimate  for 
fiscal  year  1953  is  $350  million;  and  if 
anyone  is  curiDus  as  to  how  it  will  be 
distributed,  as  to  countries  and  types  of 
commodities,  he  can  find  the  breakdown 
on  page  294  of  '.he  record. 

I  wish  to  say  one  thing  about  oflBshore 
procurement.  I  remember  when  some 
folks  came  to  me  and  said.  "They  are 
(^oing  to  buy  this  or  that  abroad:  ani 
it  ought  to  l)e  stopped."  Maybe  it 
should  be.  Bit  tlie  offshore  procure- 
ment program  is  not  nearly  so  big  in 
dollars  or  in  variety  as  some  folks 
think  it  is. 

Secondly.  M:'.  President,  it  has  a  very 
fundamental  jmrpose;  mainly  the  de- 
velopment of  11  sort  of  self-functioning 
munitions  industry  in  some  of  the  small 
countries  which  could  not  even  manu- 
facture the  ammunition  for  their  own 
Kuns.  If  we  f.re  going  to  establish  an 
industry  on  a  modest  basis  we  have  to 
keep  it  running.  So  we  buy  some  am- 
munition. We  buy  this.  that,  and  the 
other  thing.  But  it  is  in  good  hands  and 
it  is  getting  results.  So  at  long  last 
there  will  be  established  industries  in 
some  countries,  so  that  they  can  make 
provision  for  themselves  in  the  way  of 
small  arms,  ammunition,  howitzers, 
mortar  shells.  Those  are  the  things 
the  people  of  most  any  country  can 
make  if  they  have  some  tools,  if  they 
have  some  equipment,  and  if  they  have 
the  know-how. 

Up  to  June  30.  1953.  we  had  $2 ''4 
billion  in  this  offshore  procurement  pro- 


gram. There  wsis  some  subsidy  in  it. 
There  was  what  is  sometimes  referred  to 
as  the  Lisbon  subsidy.  It  amounted  to 
about  $395  million.  I  know  it  was  a 
subsidy.  I  do  not  condone  it.  But  we 
got  this  thing  on  pretty  good  ground. 
So  the  offshore  procurement  program 
has  been  very  substantially  reduced. 

For  1954  the  total  new  money  for  this 
program  was  $456  million,  of  which  $366 
million  was  for  expenditure  in  Europe. 
There  was  a  carryover.  I  think,  of  $320 
million.  For  fiscal  year  1955  it  is  ex- 
pected to  obligate  only  about  $300  mil- 
lion. 

There  are  a  few  general  things  to 
which  I  must  allude,  and  then  I  shall 
call  up  the  amendments  I  have  at  the 
desk. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  a  very  dry  and 
uninteresting  aspect  of  this  matter  which 
deserves  some  attention,  and  that  is  the 
question  of  unobligated  and  imexpended 
balances. 

I  know  there  are  occasions  when,  with 
a  rather  venal  glint  in  my  eye.  I  said. 
"Look.  There  is  so  much  unobligated 
and  so  much  unexpended.  Now  we  can 
put  our  hands  on  it  and  put  the  ax  in 
deep." 

But  I  wish  to  remind  the  Senate,  first 
of  all.  that  while  there  is  a  very  sub- 
stantial amount  of  unexpended  balance, 
roughly  about  two  and  a  quarter  biUion 
of  unobligated  balances,  the  difiBculty 
these  agencies  encounter  today  under  the 
procedures  involved  in  this  bill  should 
not  be  overlooked.  Years  ago,  when  I 
was  serving  on  the  House  Appropriations 
Committee.  I  felt  it  was  much  better  and 
more  expeditious  simply  to  authorize. 
Then,  of  course,  the  agency  had  author- 
ity to  commit,  and  in  due  course  the 
appropriations  could  be  made  simply  to 
cover  the  authorization.  We  work  now 
on  an  appropriative  basis,  so  that  we  run 
into  the  whole  question  of  unexpended 
and  unobligated  balances.  But  let  us 
look  at  the  whole  story  for  a  moment. 
Suppose  we  are  going  to  ask  a  country 
that  is  on  the  long  NATO  sweep,  a  coun- 
try such  as  Turkey,  to  set  into  motion 
forces  to  provide  a  few  additional  ar- 
mored divisions,  let  u?  say.  An  armored 
division  does  not,  like  Phoenix,  spring 
full-blown  overnight,  because,  after  all. 
those  countries  have  laws  similar  to  some 
we  have;  and  an  armored  division,  first 
of  all.  consists  of  young  men.  So  it  is 
necessary  to  begin  with  a  Draft  Act  or 
with  conscription,  if  the  country  has  pro- 
vided for  conscription,  or  to  begin  with 
volunteers;  and  then  there  is  all  the  nec- 
essary administrative  and  preliminary 
work  before  a  single  raw  recruit  arrives 
at  camp,  let  alone  ?s  in  uniform  or  is 
taught  close-order  drill  or  deploj-ed  drill. 
or  before  he  knows  a  .single  thing  about 
a  weap>on  such  as  a  military  rifie. 
Months  and  months  pass  before  he  is 
even  in  camp;  and  when  he  arrives  at 
camp,  he  is  still  very  much  unprepared. 
Then  the  training  begins,  and  during 
that  time  he  must  be  provided  with  food 
and  clothing.  Finally  a  rifie  must  be 
placed  in  his  hand,  and  there  must  be  a 
rifie  range  and  there  must  be  ammuni- 
tion. Day  after  day  and  week  after  week 
and  month  after  month  that  perform- 
ance must  be  gone  through.  Then  if  a 
complicated  unit,  such  as  an  armored 


division  is  involved.  It  will  require  vehi- 
cles and  tanks;  or  if  an  air  division  is 
involved,  think  of  all  the  work  in  that 
field  that  is  necessary.  But  that  is  not 
the  whole  story,  because  when  the  imlt 
is  finally  in  readiness,  so  It  can  be  placed 
on  the  line,  spare  parts  must  be  avail- 
able, because  tanks  and  airplanes  have 
a  way  of  breaking  down. 

So  we  can  set  a  force  in  motion  on 
January  1,  1954;  but  it  may  be  2  or  2  V2 
years  before  we  see  the  fruit  at  the  other 
end  of  the  hne.  That  is  what  we  pall  the 
lead  time.  Our  officials  cannot  go  to  the 
officials  of  other  governments  and  say 
to  them,  "We  wish  you  would  do  this  in 
the  interest  of  the  NATO  defense  line  or 
in  the  interest  of  defense  in  the  Pacific. 
We  wish  you  would  get  up  a  couple  of 
divisions."  They  would  reply,  "What 
reason  have  we  to  believe  that  your  Con- 
gress and  your  country  will  stand  by,  in 
case  we  do?" 

Our  officials  have  to  have  in  their 
hands  authority  for  It,  long  before  the 
negotiations  begin,  because  they  cannot 
negotiate  with  officials  of  other  countries 
unless  our  officials  are  in  a  position  to 
say,  "We  have  the  authority  to  nego- 
tiate and  to  come  in."  Furthermore,  of 
course  such  negotiations  and  commit- 
ments are  predicated  UF>on  plans,  which 
have  to  have  the  close  scrutiny  of  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  of  our  other 
military  authorities. 

So.  Mr.  President,  when  we  deal  with 
a  question  of  unexpended  and  unobli- 
gated balances,  certainly  billions  of  dol- 
lars must  be  appropriated  and  made 
available  in  that  way.  because  a  plane  or 
a  tank  is  not  built  overnight.  So  there 
must  be  large  amounts  of  unexpended 
and  unobligated  balances,  in  order  that 
the  programs  may  remain  fiuid,  as  they 
must. 

After  all,  Mr.  President,  it  is  impossible 
to  make  a  definite  plan  and  to  say  that 
exact  plan  will  be  carried  out,  and  that 
no  changes  will  ever  be  made  in  it.  That 
is  impossible,  because  the  situation  upon 
which  the  plan  is  based  is  very  likely  to 
change.  For  instance,  a  plan  may  be 
developed  in  connection  with  an  area  in 
the  Pacific;  and  a  program  may  be 
launched,  in  connection  with  that  plan. 
Then,  suddenly,  a  new  pressure  point 
may  develop.  That  will  call  for  a 
change  in.  or  a  realinement  of.  the  plan 
or  the  program.  When  such  a  change  in 
the  program  is  required,  those  in  charge 
are  not  able  to  say,  "We  will  send  an 
E  O  S  to  Congress,  and  will  ask  Con- 
gress to  hold  a  special  session,  so  that 
we  may  be  able  to  present  our  troubles." 
Indeed  not.  Mr.  President.  We  en- 
deavor to  appropriate  sufficient  money 
and  to  give  them  sufficient  funds,  to  en- 
able them  to  carry  on  in  flexible  fashion. 

In  that  connection,  we  must  be  sure 
that,  by  our  acts,  we  do  not  disrupt  the 
entire  arrangement,  because  the  unex- 
pended funds  and  the  unobligated  funds 
are  funds  which  those  in  charge  of  the 
work  have  programed,  and  the  pro- 
grams are  complicated,  and  do  not  come 
into  being  overnight.  I  would  be  the 
last  to  disturb  them,  knowing  how  much 
time,  effort,  patience,  hard  work,  and 
real  interpretation  have  gone  into  them. 

Mr.  President,  this  marks  the  end  of 
the  story,  in  modest  detalL 
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At  thiB  point  I  wish  to  pay  tribute  and 
tesUmony   to   gentlemen   like   Stanley 
Sommer.  T(»n  Scott,  and  others  who  are 
members  of  the  staff  of  the  Appropria- 
tions .committee.    Frankly,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  do  not  know  what  we  who  serve 
on  the  Appropriations  Committee  wo\ild 
do  if  we  did  not  have  one  of  the  finest 
and  most  competent  staffs  ever  to  be 
found  anywhere.    They  come  early,  and 
remain  late.    They  are  at  their  work  at 
all  hours  of  the  day  and  night,  working 
hard.    They  steep  themselves  in  the  ab- 
struse  appropriations   language.    They 
live  with  these  bills,  and  they  get  the 
answers.    They  know  the  relationships 
between    Congress    and    the    executive 
branch.     Bo  I  salute  every  one  of  them. 
If  I  saw  here  at  this  time  Everard  Smith, 
the  very  able  chief  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  staff.  I  would  salute  him.  also, 
for  the  marvelous  job  and  devoted  serv- 
ice he  has  rendered  this  country.    I  used 
to  be  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, and  used  to  work  with  the 
House  Appropriations  Committee.    We 
used  to  have  on  the  House  side  a  chap 
by  the  name  of  Marcellus  Sheild.     If 
we  wished  to  know  an  answer  to  any 
question    regarding    appropriations,    it 
used  to  be  common  to  say,  "Oo  talk  to 
Marc  Sheild." 

On  the  Senate  side,  it  would  be,  "Go 
talk  to  Everard  Smith." 

Mr.  President,  these  excellent  staff 
members  have  all  the  answers;  and  when 
I  say  that,  I  do  not  use  a  mere  figure  of 
speech;  it  is  the  gospel  truth.  So  I 
salute  every  one  of  them. 

Mr.  MAYHANK.  hb.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr. 
PATm  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  MAYBANEL  I  concur  In  every- 
thing the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  said 
about  the  committee  staff,  although  I 
disagree  with  the  speech  he  has  made. 
The  staff  of  the  committee  is  most  out- 
standing and  excellent. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  there 
are  a  number  of  amendments  which  I 
am  sure  are  noncontroversial.  I  wish  to 
call  them  up  at  this  time.    I  now  send 

them  to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
amendments  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  will  be  stated. 

Hie  Legislativk  Clksk.  On  page  2.  in 
line  18.  before  the  colon,  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  "which  shall  be  consolidated 
with  this  appropriation." 

Mr.  mRKSES.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  Is  only  for  the  purpose  of 
mftking  butc  that  no  complications  in 
bookkeeping  arise,  and  that  the  appro- 
priations and  holdovers  can  be  carried 
In  a  consolidated  account^ 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
questicm  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  f  rdm  Illinois. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
next  amendment  sulxnitted  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  will  be  stated. 

The  LsoxsLATZw  Clsbk.  On  page  7.  in 
line  12.  before  the  semicolon.  It  is  pro- 
posed to  insert  the  following:  "including 


(notwithstanding  the  provision  of  sec- 
tion 9  of  the  act  of  March  4.  1909  (31 
U.  S.  C.  673)).  expenses  in  connection 
with  meetings  of  persons  whose  employ- 
ment is  authorized  by  section  530  of  the 
Mutual  Seciirity  Act  of  1954." 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  some 
question  arose  as  to  whether  the  experts, 
consultants,  and  other  persons  employed 
without  compensation,  but  who  would 
receive,  perhaps,  on  occasion,  per  diem 
amounts  and  their  expenses,  would  be 
covered  by  language  justifying  the  pay- 
ment of  those  amounts.  In  order  to 
make  absolutely  clear  that  when  they 
go  to  meetings  in  a  consultative  capacity, 
there  will  be  authority  to  pay  their  ex- 
penses, this  language  is  suggested  for  in- 
corporation in  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  on 
page  7,  in  line  12. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.      The 
next  amendment  submitted  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislattve  Clerk.  On  page  10, 
In  line  4,  before  the  colon,  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  the  following:  "and  except  that 
this  prohibition  shall  not  apply  to  em- 
ployees receiving  salaries  in  excess  of 
$12,000  as  result  of  general  pay-raise 
legislation  enacted  during  the  Oscal  year 
1955." 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  there 
are  on  the  payroll  of  the  Foreign  Opera- 
tions Administration  some  persons  in 
grade  15,  with  salaries  of  $11,800.  If.  for 
any  reason,  Congress  this  year  or  next 
year  provides  a  pay  raise,  the  salary  of 
those  persons  would  be  increased  to  an 
amovmt  in  excess  of  $12,000,  with  the  re- 
sult that,  under  the  prohibition,  such 
persons  would  be  precluded  from  receiv- 
ing the  pay  raise,  whereas  those  in  the 
lower  brackets  would  receive  it.  Ob- 
viously that  would  not  be  fair,  merely  be- 
cause an  interdiction  was  carried  in  the 
language  of  the  previous  bill.  Obviously 
those  persons  are  entitled  to  share  in 
whatever  pay  raise  the  Congress  grants 
other  Federal  employees,  and  they  are 
entitled  to  share  in  that  pay  raise  no  less 
than  the  Federal  employees  in  the  city 
of  Washington.  Therefore,  this  amend- 
ment would  make  it  possible  for  em- 
ployees of  the  Administration,  whose 
salaries  hap[>en,  because  of  that  devel- 
opment, to  be  carried  above  1 12,000  to 
receive  the  benefit  of  that  increase. 

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER.      The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  next  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  13, 
In  Unes  1  through  9,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  section  106. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  in  two 
different  places  the  bill  carries  language 
requiring  that  at  least  50  percent  of  the 
gross  tonnage  of  the  commodities  pro- 
cured within  the  United  Statfes  out  of 
the  funds  made  available  under  this  act 
and  transported  abroad  on  ocean  ves- 
sels, be  transpwrted  on  United  States  flag 
vessels,  to  the  extent  that  such  vessels 
are  available  at  market  rates.   Obviously 


it  is  not  necessary  to  have  that  provi- 
sion made  at  two  places  in  the  bill.  This 
amendment  is  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
striking  out  the  provision  in  one  of  the 
two  places,  because  to  have  the  language 
appear  twice  would  be  redundant. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
next  amendment  of  the  S^iator  from 
Illinois  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  c:lerk.  On  page  15,  in 
line  2,  it  is  proposed  to  insert: 

Such  funds  shall  be  considered  obligated 
In  accordance  with,  the  provisions  of  section 
1311  of  the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act 
of  1955  on  written  orders  issued  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  to  the  military  depart- 
ments for  the  procurement  or  delivery  of 
supplies  and  services,  when  receipt  of  such 
orders    has    been    acknowledged    In    writing. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  a  real 
auditing  and  bookkeeping  problem  al- 
ways arises  when  these  agencies  deal 
with  one  another — as,  for  Instance,  in 
connection  with  dealings  between  FOA 
and  the  Department  of  Defense,  or  be- 
tween FOA  and  the  Navy  Department. 
Question  arises  as  to  how  t»  make  the 
accounting  if,  for  instance,  certain  arti- 
cles are  marked  for  delivery  to  another 
service;  and  the  question  is  whether 
the  funds  are  considered  obligated  when 
the  goods  reach  the  point  of  delivery,  or 
whether  that  determinption  is  to  be 
made  on  the  basis  of  the  country  or  the 
geographical  area. 

This,  then,  is  language  which  has  been 
suggested  to  simplify  and  also  expedite 
their  accounting  and  bookkeeping.  As  I 
recall,  this  has  the  support  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  the  General  Accounting 
OflRce,  and  others. 

The  chairman  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  was  particularly  interested  in 
this  and  wanted  to  offer  the  amendment 
himself.  I  understand  he  is  attending 
a  meeting  of  the  policy  committee,  and 
for  the  moment  cannot  be  on  hand. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  in  con- 
nection with  the  foreign-aid  program,  I 
request  unanimous  consent  to  have  in- 
cluded in  the  body  of  the  Record  a  state- 
ment which  I  have  prepared  relating  to 
section  103  fc)  of  the  Mutual  Security 
Act  of  1954  (H.  R.  9678). 

There  being  no  objectioo,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows : 

Statement  by  Senator  Btrn-m 
Section  103  (c)  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act 
of  1954  (H.  R.  9678)  authorUes  the  use  of 
military-assistance  funds  lor  the  offshore 
procurement  of  equipment  or  materials. 
Fortunately,  certain  safeguards  which  are 
Intended  for  the  protection  of  American  In- 
dustry have  been  Included. 

For  the  purpose  of  emphasis  and  reference, 
section  103  (c)  is  quoted  below: 

"Funds  made  available  pursuant  to  Bub- 
sectlon  (a)  of  this  section  miy  be  vised  for 
the  procurement  of  equipment  or  materials 
outside  the  United  States  unless  the  Presi- 
dent determines  that  such  procurement  wUl 


195  J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


l449d 


result  In  one  or  mare  of  the  following  con- 
ditions: 

"(1)  Adverse  effects  upon  the  economy  of 
the  United  States,  with  special  reference  to 
any  areas  of  labCH-  surplus,  or  upon  the  In- 
dustrial mcbUlzation  base,  which  outweigh 
the  strategic  and  logistic  advantages  to  the 
United  States  of  procurement  abroad; 

"(2)  Production  of  such  equipment  or 
materials  outside  the  United  States  under 
liiadequate  safeguards  against  sabotage  or 
the  release  to  potential  enemies  of  informa- 
tion detrimental  to  the  security  of  the 
United  States; 

"(3)  Unjustifiable  cost  In  comparison  with 
procurement  in  the  United  States,  taking 
Into  account  transportation  coets  for  de- 
livery overs ?as;  and 

"(4)  Delays  In  delivery  Incompatible  with 
United  Stat-?s  defense  objectives." 

My  Interest  In  these  provisions  stems  from 
my  activities  as  chairman  of  the  Senate 
Water  Transportation  8ubcc«nmlttee  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  The  depressed  conditions  In 
American  shipyards,  to  which  the  subcom- 
mittee gave  much  attention,  cannot  be  per- 
mitted to  prevail  even  for  a  limited  period 
of  time.  Unquestionably,  the  offshore  pro- 
curement of  ships  has  contributed  to  the 
present  pllgit  of  our  shipyards.  While  some 
improvement  will  naturally  accrue  from 
maritime  le^latlon  now  in  various  stages 
of  passage  in  the  Ck)ngres8,  the  predicament 
of  this  vital  Industry  is  not  a  capricious 
notion.  Tho  relationship  of  the  American 
shipbuilding  industry  to  our  national  econ- 
omy and  to  our  national  defense  potential 
cannot  be  challenged. 

Convinced  'hat  these  depressed  conditions 
In  American  shipyards  merited  for  them 
preferential  ci:>nslderatlon  over  foregn  ship- 
yards for  which  contracts  had  been  al- 
lotted under  -he  Navy's  off-shore  ship  pro- 
curement program,  I  felt  It  Incumbent  upon 
me  as  chairman  of  the  Senate  Water  Trans- 
portation Subcommittee  to  lu^e  that  these 
contracts  be  placed  In  this  country.  As  a 
result,  several  months  ago.  I  was  advised  by 
Admiral  Leggei  t.  Chief  of  the  Navy's  Bureau 
of  Ships,  for  wliom  I  have  the  highest  regard, 
that  contracts  totaling  $27,500,000  for  mine- 
sweepers for  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  coun- 
tries, would  be  diverted  back  from  European 
shipyards  to  yurds  In  this  country. 

For  fiscal  yeiir  1955.  It  Is  my  understand- 
ing that  the  cffshore-procurement  program 
has  been  reduced  in  comparison  to  previ- 
ous years,  but  it  still  contemplates  an  ex- 
penditure In  fc  reign  areas  of  $28  million  for 
ships. 

Tlie  report  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Appr(ipriatlonB  dealing  with  the  mutual  se- 
curity appropriation  bill  (1955)  contains  a 
very  encouraglnc  observation  which  I  feel 
Is  worthy  of  repetition: 

"The  committee  was  Impressed  with  evi- 
dence presented  from  several  sources  pro- 
testing against  procurement  of  certain  types 
of  civilian  supplies  and  equipment  through 
the  offshore  program.  While  the  committee 
feels  that  the  objectives  sought  by  the  ad- 
ministration In  attempting  to  shore  up  the 
economy  of  our  allies  is  commendable,  there 
Is  strong  feeling  that  this  should  not  be 
done  at  the  erpense  of  those  United  States 
Industries  whl^h  are  experiencing  economic 
dlfflculties.  Acxordlngly,  the  committee  di- 
■  rects  that  the  administration  evaluate  care- 
fully all  contracts  made  under  the  offshore- 
procurement  program  and  admonishes  the 
administration  to  weigh  carefully  such  fac- 
tors In  the  letting  of  all  contracts.  It  Is 
further  directed  that  quarterly  reports  be 
submitted  to  the  committee  listing,  on  an 
Item-by-ltem  oasis  including  unit  costs,  all 
Items  procured  through  the  offshore-pro- 
curement program." 


The  comments  of  the  Comxalttee  on  Ap- 
propriations of  the  House  of  Representatives 
are  likewise  deserving  of  consideration: 

"The  total  programed  to  date  for  offshore 
procurement  is  approximately  $2.2  billion. 
The  amount  plaimed  for  this  activity  In  1B55 
is  $300  million.  The  purposes  of  this  pro- 
gram are  well  understood  by  the  committee 
and  the  program  should  be  continued  in  the 
interest  of  mutual  defense,  both  from  the 
standpoint  of  pricing  and  development  of 
defense  capabilities  of  our  allies.  However, 
it  Le  the  feeling  of  the  committee  that  In  the 
past  some  phases  of  this  program  were  em- 
barked upon  without  full  consideration  hav- 
ing been  given  to  the  maintenance  of  a  de- 
sired mobilization  base  In  this  country.  It 
will  be  advantageous  to  continue  to  procure 
many  Items  outside  the  United  States,  par- 
ticularly certain  ammunition.  However,  the 
program,  both  current  and  prop>osed,  should 
be  closely  reviewed  with  the  view  of  a  more 
•trlct  application  of  conditions  governing 
such  procurement,  as  stated  in  section  103 
(c)    of  the  authorizing  legislation." 

Thus,  the  congressional  Intent  would  seem 
to  be  clear  and  precise.  Distortions  to  our 
domestic  economy  are  not  the  Intended  by- 
product of  offshore- procurement  programs, 
and  I  would  certainly  characterize  the  pres- 
ent posture  of  the  American  shlpbuUding 
Industry  as  distorted. 

Having  devoted  much  attention  to  the  en- 
tire offshore-procurement  program,  and  being 
firmly  convinced  that  our  shipbuilding  ca- 
pacity and  potential  must  be  preserved  and 
strengthened,  I  shall  continue  to  view  with 
much  disdain  any  offshore  procurement  of 
ships. 

The  PRESroiNG  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  an  amendment  on  page  5,  line  16. 
To  that  amendment,  I  admit  that  a  point 
of  order  should  be  sustained,  but  I  have 
another  amendment  to  offer,  and  I  send 
it  forward  to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  the  amendment 
which  has  been  sent  to  the  desk  by  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  in  effect  makes  a 
change  in  an  amendment  which  has  been 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     That  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
committee  amendment  has  been  agreed 
to,  and  it  has  not  been  stricken  out  on 
a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  move  to  strike 
the  committee  amendment,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the 
Chair  understands  correctly,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  moves  to  strike  out  the 
language  of  the  committee  amendment 
and  insert  the  language  contained  in  the 
amendment  sent  to  the  desk. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    That  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislativk  Clerk.  On  page  5, 
line  16,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
proviso  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following:  "Provided.  That  no  funds  ap- 
propriated in  this  act  shall  be  used  to 
assist  directly  in  the  migration  to  any 
nation  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  of 
any  person  not  having  a  seciirity  clear- 
ance based  on  standards  comparable  to 
those  standards  contained  in  the  United 
States  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  since 
the  first  amendment  was  subject  to  a 


point  or  order,  I  have  sent  to  the  desk 
another  amendment  on  the  same  sub- 
ject, which  has  been  read  by  the  clerk. 
This  amendment  is  a  limitation  on  an 
appropriation  bill,  and  I  have  been  so 
informed  by  the  ParUamentarian. 

Mr.  President,  this  amendment  would 
provide  that  none  of  our  contributions 
to  the  Intergovernmental  Committee 
for  European  Migration  shall  be  used  to 
assist  any  person  to  migrate  to  the  West- 
ern Hemisphere  who  does  not  have  a  se- 
curity clearance  based  on  standards 
comparable  to  those  in  the  United  States 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 

Mr.  President,  this  amendment  fol- 
lows the  principle  of  the  great  Monroe 
Doctrine.  Under  it  there  could  not  ccmie 
into  the  Western  Hemisphere  those  who 
would  not  comply  with  our  standards  of 
internal  security. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  certainly  will. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  It  was  my 
intention  to  raise  a  point  of  order  with 
regard  to  the  proviso  which  the  Senator 
has  just  proposed  be  stricken,  and  for 

which  he  has  offered  a  new  amendment 
After  talking  with  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada,  I  am  convinced  that 
he  is  endeavoring  to  accomplish  some- 
thing in  wlilch  we  are  all  deeply  inter- 
ested and  desire  to  support. 

In  order  to  clarify  tbe  matter  In  my 
own  mind  and  in  the  minds  of  those  who 
may  read  the  Record,  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  2  or  3  questions  which 
I  think  will  clarify  any  possible  issue 
which  might  arise. 

In  the  first  place,  is  there  a  conflict 
here?  This  may  i>ossibly  be  offensive  to 
the  Latin  American  countries,  if  we  seem 
to  be  indicating  what  should  be  their 
standards  for  admission  of  outsiders.  I 
should  say  that  I  am  opposed  to  the 
United  States  unilaterally  trying  to  im- 
pose on  international  orgaiiizations  or 
sovereign  nations  its  own  attitudes  and 
laws.  We  should  reach  these  objectives 
collectively  and  cooperatively. 

Is  it  the  puipose  of  this  amendment 
to  require  that  the  ICEM  or  any  receiving 
country  adopt  the  screening  require- 
ments of  the  United  States,  or  are  we 
simply  aiming  to  provide  security  clear- 
ance for  individuals  who  may  be  going 
to  these  countries? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  latter  part  of 
the  Senator's  statement  expresses  the 
intendment  of  the  amendment ;  in  other 
words,  it  is  to  secure  clearance  for  indi- 
viduals who  may  come  to  countries  In 
this  hemisphere,  and  to  guide  our  own 
officials  in  effecting,  so  far  as  possible, 
the  standards  prescribed  by  the  Immi- 
gration and  Nationality  Act. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  A  further 
question  which  occurs  to  me  in  this  con- 
nection is  this:  I  assume  from  the  use 
of  the  words  "assist  directly"  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  does  not  intend  to 
make  the  ICE3vI  keep  separate  accounts 
of  administrative  funds,  but  he  intends 
only  that  the  United  States  funds  shall 
not  be  used  to  move  a  migrant  to  the 
Western  Hemisphere  after  it  has  been 
discovered  that  he  would  not  meet  United 
States  standards.    Am  I  correct  in  that? 
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Mr.  McCARRAN.    The  question  Is  to 
be  answered  In  the  afBrmative. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  We  can 
go  ahead  and  make  our  appropriation 
to  the  ICEM  in  Geneva  so  it  may  be  used 
for  administrative  purposes,  regardless 
of  whether  it  Is  kept  in  separate  accoimts. 
K  Mr.  "X"  has  been  selected  to  go  to 
Brazil,  let  us  say,  we  are  merely  inter- 
ested in  seeing  that  Mr.  "X"  meets  the 
security  requirements  of  our  rules. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  Is  correct. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  A  further 
question.  It  is  my  understanding  that 
the  appropriation  for  this  item  in  this 
bill  is  for  the  United  States  contribution 
for  calendar  year  1955,  thus  giving  ICEM 
until  January  1955  to  adjust  to  this  pro- 
vision. It  is  clear  to  me  that  if  we  were 
to  put  this  into  effect  immediately,  there 
would  possibly  be  some  machinery 
needed  in  Geneva  whereby  the  security 
clearances  could  be  provided  for.  ICEM 
has  adequate  appropriations  already  to 
take  care  of  their  program  until  next 
January,  and  the  Senator's  amendment 
would  give  the  organization  until  that 
time  to  arrange  for  these  clearances.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  Is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Naturally, 
we  assume  the  organization  will  act  along 
these  lines  more  quickly,  if  possible,  but 
I  am  glad  to  have  the  Senator's  reassur- 
ance that  that  is  the  intention. 

Finally.  I  ask  this  question:  I  notice 
the  word  "identical"  appears  in  the  orig- 
inal draft,  and  that  it  has  been  changed 
to  "ccMnparable."  I  wovdd  interpret  the 
word  "comparable"  as  applied  to  security 
standards  to  go  to  the  substance  of  the 
protections  afforded  by  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act,  and  not  necessarily 
to  the  details,  technicalities,  and  so  on. 
What  we  are  endeavoring  to  do  is  pro- 
tect ourselves  against  subversives  infil- 
trating into  South  America. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  We  are  trying  to 
protect  the  United  States  of  America 
from  those  who  might  be  brought  into 
countries  in  the  Western  Hemisphere, 
who  are  inimical  to  our  internal  secu- 
rity or  our  external  security.  We  also 
intend  to  protect  the  entire  Western 
Hemisphere  from  infiltration  by  Com- 
munists from  abroad. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  am  very 
glad  indeed  with  this  explanation,  to  ally 
myself  with  the  Senator  in  this  amend- 
ment. As  he  has  said,  we  recognize  today 
that^  the  Monroe  Doctrine  of  1823  was 
announced,  in  consideration  of  some- 
thing at  the  time  which  was  totally  dif- 
ferent from  the  danger  we  face  today. 
We  have  seen  evidence  in  the  Guatemala 
situation,  for  example,  of  penetration 
which  is  definitely  in  violation  of  the 
spirit  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  The  dis- 
tinguished Senator  is  trying  to  put  into 
words  a  guiding  sign  that  the  mfiltration 
by  Commimist  subversives  is  one  of  the 
dangers  which  we  guard  against  today 
in  our  interpretation  of  the  Monroe  Docr 
trine.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr,  McCARRAN.  The  Senator  has 
expressed  my  views  exactly. 

Mr.  l^yflTH  of  New  Jersey.  I  thank 
the  Senator. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  I  un- 
derstand that  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
has  a  short  statement  to  make.  I  intend 
to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum  be- 
fore I  speak  on  my  amendment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  an  amendment  to  the  desk  and  ask 
that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  state  the  amendmeoit. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  3,  line  14. 
before  the  semicolon,  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  the  following:  "Provided,  That 
none  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this 
paragraph  may  be  used  for  as^stance 
to  any  nation  which  in  the  opinion  of 
the  President  is  not  cooperating  in  com- 
mon defense  efforts  against  further  Com- 
mimist penetration  and  aggression." 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
amount  involved  in  this  particular  sec- 
tion of  the  bill,  on  which  the  amend- 
ment would  be  a  limitation,  is  $700  mil- 
lion. It  was  the  purpose  in  the  appro- 
priation bill,  as  well  as  in  the  authoriza- 
tion, to  allow  the  President  of  the  United 
States  this  sum  of  money  and  to  allow 
him  flexibility,  so  that  he  could  use  it  to 
the  best  advantage  possible  to  the  United 
States. 

However,  we  feel  that  Congress  should 
speak  out  and  say  what  it  thinks  should 
be  the  guide  Une.  The  Senator  from 
Nevada  and  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey have  said  that  one  of  the  forms  of 
aggression  is  Communist  penetration  or 
infiltration.  I  think  the  time  has  come 
when  we  must  prepare  not  only  for  an 
aggressive  war,  but  when  those  of  us  who 
are  opposed  to  communism  and  feel  it 
is  an  evil  must  see  to  it  that  Communist 
penetration  is  stopped,  whether  it  be 
inside  a  country  or  across  a  border. 

Therefore,  we  feel  that  this  amend- 
ment would  set  up  a  guide  line  and  give 
the  President  discretion  because  he  is 
familiar  with  the  facts. 

It  is  not  a  limitation  upon  him  in  the 
sense  that  he  cannot  do  as  he  believes 
the  facts  warrant.  The  amendment 
provides: 

Provided,  That  none  of  the  funds  appro- 
priated In  this  paragraph  may  be  used  for 
assistance  to  any  nation  which  In  the  opin- 
ion of  the  President  is  not  cooperating  In 
common  defense  efforts  against  furtUer  Com- 
munist penetration  and  aggression. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield.  ' 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  that  the  amend- 
ment is  a  sound  and  necessary  amend- 
ment. The  original  amount  involved  was 
for  the  defense  of  Indochina.  No  one 
knows  exactly  what  the  future  may  hold 
in  that  area  of  the  world.  Certainly  as  a 
result  of  the  Communist  advances  into 
the  Tokin  Delta  and  as  a  result  of  their 
taking  over  an  area  in  northern  Vietnam, 
populated  by  about  10  million  people, 
there  is  created  a  very  great  threat  to 
Burma,  Thailand,  Laos.  Cambodia, 
southern  Vietnam,  the  Malay  States,  the 
Philippines,  and'  Indonesia,  and  perhaps 
even  Australia  and  New  Zealand. 


In  this  section  of  the  bill,  dealing  with 
the  fund  which  is  designed  for  defense  in 
that  area  of  the  world,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  very  least  that  should  be  ex- 
pected of  any  of  the  nations  which  would 
participate  in  the  use  of  these  funds  is 
that  such  nations  should  be  willing  to 
cooperate  in  common  defence  efforts 
against  further  Communist  penetration 
or  aggression. 

This  is.  as  I  have  always  understood, 
a  mutual  security  undertaking. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  For  the  common 
defense,  for  mutual  defense  against  the 
one  great  danger  in  the  world— in  Europe 
as  well  as  in  Asia  and  in  the  Americas — 
the  international  Communist  conspiracy. 
It  is  the  conspiracy  which  ha$  its  foun- 
tainhead  in  the  Kremlin  and  which  has 
been  moving  into  every  vacuum  that  has 
been  created  in  the  world. 

It  was  for  that  purpose  that  the  North 
Atlantic  Treaty  Alliance  was  set  up.  It 
was  for  that  purpose  that  economic  aid 
was  given.  Its  purpose  was  to  insure 
that  free  nations  might  not  be  weak- 
ened and  fall  prey  to  ruthless  commu- 
nism. 

In  this  area  of  the  world  communism 
has  been  on  the  march.  It  was  tempo- 
rarily stopped  in  a  stalemate  war  in  Ko- 
rea. Having  been  stopped  there,  com- 
munism has  been  feeling  out  every  other 
section  of  the  world.  For  the  moment 
that  part  of  the  world  happens  to  be 
southern  Asia.  There  communism  has 
won  a  substantial  victory,  and  has  en- 
dangered other  areas  in  southeastern 
Asia. 

If  we  believe  in  collective  security,  If 
we  believe  in  a  mutual-defense  system, 
and  if  this  is  a  mutual-security  bill,  then 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  nations  which 
are  participating  in  such  collective  and 
mutual  security  should  at  least  be  pre- 
pared to  cooperate  in  a  common  effort 
to  prevent  further  Communist  aggres- 
sion and  penetration.  If  they  are  not 
prepared  to  do  it,  it  seems  to  me  the 
American  people  and  the  American  Gov- 
ernment and  Congress,  and  the  other 
free  peoples  of  the  world,  should  be  so 
informed. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  glad  the  Sen- 
ator from  California  has  spoken  in  be- 
half of  the  amendment.  I  agree  with 
what  he  has  said. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  KENNEDY.  If  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  should  be 
adopted,  the  Senator  does  not  believe, 
does  he,  that  the  terms  of  the  truce  in 
Indochina,  which  places  a  limitation 
upon  the  freedom  of  the  Vietnamese 
kingdom  to  associate  itself  with  us  in  a 
defense  activity,  would  prevent  the 
United  States  from  assisting  the  Viet- 
namese militarily? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  President 
would,  in  his  discretion,  be  able  to  assist 
them  in  their  desire  to  defend  them- 
.selves  because  under  the  terms  of  the 
truce  they  would  be  able  to  defend  them- 
selves. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  completely  con- 
cur in  that  statement,  because  certainly, 
whether  the  terms  of  the  Geneva  con- 
ference and  some  of  the  protocols  of  the 
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conference  may  prevent  the  whole- 
hearted participation  which  the  Viet- 
namese and  Cambodians  and  Laotians 
may  wish  to  have  in  Joining  a  pact,  and 
although  there  may  be  some  prohibition 
against  doing  it  under  the  terms  of  the 
Geneva  conference,  certainly  there 
would  be  no  prohibition  against  their 
common  effort  to  prevent  further  Com- 
munist penetration  and  aggression  from 
taking  place,  and  that  would  be  of  bene- 
fit to  the  nations  of  the  free  world. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  Should  like  to  ad- 
dress a  question  to  the  Senator  from 
Michigan.  Is  it  the  Senator's  hope  that 
most  of  the  equipment  which  the  United 
States  has  given  to  the  French  Union 
forces  which  are  now  In  south  Vietnam 
and  the  equipment  which  is  being  evac- 
uated from  the  north  will  be  given  to 
the  local  Vietnamese  forces,  to  p>ermit 
them  to  defend  themselves? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  They  and  the  other 
free  nations  in  that  area  of  the  world 
certainly  should  share  those  weapons 
in  defending  themselves. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  That  Is  the  hope  of 
the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    That  is  correct 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  If  I  cor- 
rectly understand  the  breakdown  of  the 
figures  in  this  appropriation,  the  fund 
to  which  the  Senator  from  Michigan  is 
referring  is  $700  million. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  It  does 
not  apply  to  the  other  funds  for  the  Far 
East? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  It  applies  to  this 
particular  fund. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  For  Bur- 
ma. Indonesia,  and  the  other  countries? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  It  applies  to  this 
very  fund,  $700  million. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  a  vote  on  my 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan (Mr.  Ferguson]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


ORDER  FOR  RECESS  UNTIL  MONDAY 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
a.<:k  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  completes  Its  labors  this  evenmg 
it  stand  in  recess  until  10  o'clock  next 
Monday  morning. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


APPROPRLATIONS  FOR  MUTUAL 
SECURITY 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  10051)  making  appro- 
priations for  mutual  security  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1955,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  de- 
sire to  call  up  my  amendment,  8-10- 
54-E. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER,  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 


The  CHixr  Ci.nrK  On  page  2,  line  16, 
It  is  propooed  to  strike  out  "$1,392,700,- 
000"  and  Insert  "$1,192,700,000." 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  intend  to  delay  the  Senate,  which 
has  done  so  much  work  in  the  past  2 
months,  but  I  believe  this  amendment 
is  worth  bringing  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senate,  because,  certainly,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
when  the  bill  was  shown  to  me,  I  was 
deceived,  so  to  speak. 

I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum,  and 
I  shall  speak  for  only  5  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  order  for  the  quorum  call  be 
rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Now,  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  my 
amendment. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Maybank]. 

Mr.  MAYBANK  Mr.  President,  I 
know  that  no  member  of  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  will  differ  with  me  in 
the  statement  that  there  was  an  amend- 
ment In  the  appropriation  bill — and  I 
read  from  page  3  of  the  side-sUp — as 
follows : 

The  executive  branch  recommends  that 
the  following  revision  be  Incorporated  In  the 
pending  bill  on  page  2,  line  20:  "Provided 
further.  That  the  military  supplies  and 
equifunent  (or  the  equivalent  value  thereof 
as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  determine) 
which  have  been  procured  and  processed  for 
delivery  to  foreign  areas  and  which  subse- 
quently are  returned  to  the  custody  of  the 
United  States  because  of  a  change  In  the 
International  situation  shall  remain  avall- 
aUe  for  miUteiry  assistance  authorized  by 
law.  and  such  amounts  shall  be  In  addition 
to  the  amounts  herein  otherwise  provided 
for. 

I  wish  to  be  frank,  Mr.  President. .  I 
have  apparently  been  tricked,  but  when 
I  saw  this  item  in  the  Appropriations 
Committee  I  brought  it  up.  and  the  hon- 
orable and  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  I  Mr.  Sal- 
TONSTALLl  told  me  that  we  should  at  least 
know  what  we  are  doing  in  the  Appro- 
priations Committee.  We  adopted  an 
amerulment  to  limit  the  authorization  to 
$200  million. 

That  is  all  that  my  amendment  would 
do.  It  would  not  eliminate  any  foreign 
aid.  It  only  asks  that  the  Defense  De- 
partment use  $200  million  worth  of 
goods  which  was  on  its  way  to  Indochina 
and  is  still  aboard  ship.  Either  It  has 
not  been  delivered  or  It  is  still  on  Uie 
docks.  The  amendment  would  require 
only  the  use  of  that  material  before  tak- 
ing $200  million  out  of  the  cashbook  of 
the  American  taxpayers.  That  is  all  it 
would  do.  I  am  not  proposing  to  cut  out 
any  foreign  aid. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  srield? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  want  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  to  orient  me  on  the 


purpose  of  his  amendment.  Do  I  cmr- 
rectly  understand  the  Senator  to  say 
that  his  amendment  would  take  away 
$200  million? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.     In  cash. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    In  cash  money? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  And  that  would  be 
supplanted  by  war  material  and  equip- 
ment which  we  now  have  on  hand,  which 
has  already  been  paid  for? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  By  shipments  of 
material  which  the  distinguished  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  stopped  from  going  to 
Indochina.  I  shall  not  go  into  the  de- 
tails. The  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
was  at  the  meeting  with  General  Stew- 
art. Milhons  of  dollars  worth  of  mate- 
rial was  on  its  way,  which  never  was 
deUvered.  We  can  use  that  instead  of 
using  new  tax  money. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  As  I  imderstand,  it  is 
as  simple  as  taking  away  $200  ndllioii 
of  new  money? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  But  it  is  not  intended 
to  deprive  this  cotmtry  of  the  materials 
which  it  has  bought 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  No;  those  materials 
would  be  available. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  They  would  be  made 
available  through  material  already  in 
existence,  for  which  the  American  tax- 
payers have  already  paid. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  One  of  our  great 
military  leaders  has  testified  that  the 
material  is  m  existence.  But  I  shall  not 
go  into  that.  The  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  was  at  the  meeting. 

All  I  ask  is  that  we  use  what  we  have: 
that  the  taxpayers  be  paid  back,  rather 
than  that  we  should  spend  $200  million 
more.    That  ts  alL 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I 
hope  the  Senate  will  be  quite  clear  about 
what  is  intended  by  the  amendment.  It 
is  offered  on  p£ige  2  of  the  bill  and  re- 
lates to  military  assistance.  It  is  clearly 
an  effort  to  reduce  the  amount  of  mili- 
tary assistance  provided  in  the  bill,  all 
up  and  down  the  line,  by  $200  million. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Tlie  Senator  Lb 
aware  that  no  one  knows,  according  to 
page  3  of  the  side  slips,  how  much  mili- 
tary equipment  we  have.  The  Senator 
knows  that  it  was  presumed  to  be  around 
$700  miUion,  but  no  one  could  tell  us 
how  much  wels  available.  There  was 
some  testimony  that  $60  million  worth 
of  equipment  was  already  in  ships  which 
have  not  been  unloaded.  The  Senator 
knows  that. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  Senator  knows 
more  than  that. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  know  more  than 
that,  too. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  when 
the  bill  was  first  presented,  the  request 
for  new  funds  for  military  assistance 
was  $1,580,000,000.  The  language  of  the 
bill  as  reported  by  the  committee— I 
think  by  a  unanimous  vote,  with  one  or 
two  reservations — provides  for  $1,392.- 
000,000. 

The  item  for  military  assistance  was 
reduced  very  substantially.  But  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  wants  to 
cut  it  by  $200  million  more. 
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llils  Item  does  not  ai^ly  alone  to 
EuitHw;  It  andles  to  the  whole  military 
aaalrtancc  amount.  It  Is  for  any  mili- 
tary Items  that  may  be  in  the  bill, 
whether  they  be  for  Africa,  southeast 
Asia,  or  Europe. 

Mr.  ICAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Please  let  me  con- 
tinue for  a  moment. 

Mr.  MATBANK.  I  am  always  glad  to 
listen  to  the  eloquent  voice  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Junior  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  tried  to  make  clear 
this  afternoon  how  completely  fretful 
and  feverish  the  entire  military  picture 
is.  There  are  troops  in  lai^e  numbers 
stationed  in  China,  immediately  across 
from  Formosa.  They  are  no  idle  threat. 
I  could  see  them  through  field  glasses. 
They  were  shelling  the  island  with 
howitzers  the  day  before  I  arrived. 
There  had  been  an  actual  invasion  some 
months  before  that  time.  There  is  seri- 
ous business  over  there.  So  we  liad 
better  be  careful  about  cutting  military 
items. 

There  was  written  into  the  authori- 
zation bill  a  degree  of  flexibility  which 
was  designed  to  give  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  to  whom  the  appropriations  are 
made — they  are  made  to  the  President  in 
every  case — an  opportunity  to  assess  the 
situation  as  he  goes  along,  relying  upon 
the  intelligence  he  receives  from  his 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  bUl  provides  for 
$500  million  more  than  the  authorization 
bill  which  the  Senate  passed.  Anyone 
with  commonsense  knows  that. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  language  speaks 
for  itself.  The  amount  is  $445  million 
below  the  estimate. 

Mr.   MAYBANK.     Oh,  but 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Will  the  Senator  let 
me  continue?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  have  to  a^  that  the  regular 
order  be  followed.  Unless  the  Senator 
from  Illinois,  who  has  the  floor,  intends 
to  yield  and  does  yield,  he  will  continue 
with  his  remarks. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  My  friend  from  South 
Carolina  has  confidence  in  the  men  who 
have  been  doing  the  real  spade  work  in 
the  Appropriations  Committee.  We 
have  fine  staff  members,  who  are  very 
competent  indeed.  They  verify  and  re- 
verify,  time  and  again,  each  item  as  it 
comes  before  them.  One  needs  only  to 
read  the  report. 

The  bill  as  reported  to  the  Senate,  for 
fiscal  1955,  is  $447  million  less  than  the 
estimates,  and  is  $1,540,000,000  less  than 
the  amount  appropriated  for  the  previ- 
ous year,  fiscal  1954.  Either  I  can  read 
figures,  or  I  cannot.  That  is  what  the 
report  shows.  The  committee  staff 
would  not  dare  present  to  the  Senate 
figures  which  were  at  variance,  because 
the  Senate  will  have  to  go  to  conference 
with  these  figures. 

The  figures  which  are  contained  in 
the  bill  will  have  to  meet  the  test  of  the 
Budget  Bureau:  but,  more  than  that, 
they  will  have  to  meet  the  test  of  the 
General  Accounting  Ofllce,  when  the  ac- 
counts are  set  up. 


There  are  the  figures:  A  billion  and 
a  half  dollars  less  than  was  appro- 
priated for  1954;  a  mere  half  billion  dol- 
lars under  the  estimates  for  1955. 

The  question  came  up  on  the  theory 
that  there  would  be  much  recoverable 
equipment  in  Indochina;  therefore,  we 
should  make  a  slash.  I  have  gone  into 
that.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  testi- 
mony about  it,  most  of  it  off  the  record. 
I  had  to  ascertain  as  best  I  could  vvhat 
the  real  facts  were. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  wish  my  good 
friend  from  South  Carolina  would  let 
me  answer  him. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  This  is  authentic  in- 
formation which  I  received  from  the  de- 
partment : 

The  doUar  value  of  equipment  Is  Indo- 
china that  can  be  recovered  and  used  else- 
where in  the  program  cc.nnot  be  determined 
at  the  present  time,  since  we  are  no*  In  the 
process  of  making  arrangements  with  the 
French  Government  and  three  Astoclated 
States  as  to  the  disposal  of  the  military 
tquipment  on  hand.  It  is  anticipated,  how- 
ever, that  most  of  this  equipment  will  be 
required  by  forces  of  southern  Vietnam. 
Laos,  and  Cambodia,  and  by  those  forces  of 
the  French  Union  which  continue  to  be  sta- 
tioned In  the  area. 
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We  shall  try  to  develop  the  program 
where  the  equipment  is  located.  There 
are  small  neighboring  countries  which 
need  some  of  it.  Some  of  the  equipment 
may  have  to  go  elsewhere,  but  we  can- 
not do  any  more  than  conjecture  what 
amount  will  be  recovered  and  what  will 
be  available  for  distribution  elsewhere. 

Are  we,  in  the  quiet  of  this  Chamber 
on  a  Saturday  afternoon,  about  to  tie 
the  hands  of  the  Commander  in  Chief 
of  an  operation  which  is  12.000  miles 
from  the  Nation's  Capital?  That  would 
be  most  shortsighted,  and  I  would  not 
want  to  be  in  that  situation. 

I  have  confidence  in  Admiral  Radford, 
in  General  Van  neet,  and  in  General 
Eisenhower.  If  we  cannot  take  their 
word,  whose  word  can  we  take?  I  would 
rather  err  on  the  larger  side  and  see 
extra  money  provided  than  to  reduce  the 
amount  still  further  at  the  time  when  it 
might  be  needed,  particularly  in  the  case 
of  military  items.  I  assure  the  Senate 
that  the  cut  which  is  proposed  on  page  2 
is  in  the  military-assistance  program. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK. .  My  friend  from  Illi- 
nois has  spoken  about  Admiral  Rad- 
ford. I  wish  the  administration  had 
had  enough  sense  to  listen  to  Admiral 
Radford  last  r'ebruary. 

No  one  holds  Admiral  Carney,  who  is 
one  of  the  great  men  the  Nation  has 
produced,  in  higher  regard  than  I  do. 

No  one  holds  General  Ridgway,  who 
is  a  member  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff, 
in  higher  esteem  than  I  do.  I  am  cer- 
tain that  he  is  disappointed  that  two 
divisions  were  eliminated. 

No  one  holds  General  Twining  in 
higher  regard  than  I  do. 

But  the  Senator  from  Illinois  well 
knows  that  none  of  the  members  of  the 


Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  knows  Wow  much 
they  have.  That  is  the  truth.  We 
heard  the  secret  testimony.  They  have 
equipment,  equipment,  and  equipment. 
I  imderstand  there  is  equipment  to  the 
value  of  $62  million  now  in  ships,  and 
quite  a  number  of  the  ships  ar*e  in  port. 
Why  tax  the  American  people  again, 
as  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez]  so  well  stated — he  was  present 
at  the  secret  sessions — in  order  to  pro- 
vide more  money  for  more  equipment, 
when  we  already  have  sufficient  equip- 
ment which  is  unused? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
so  glad  my  friend  brought  up  Admiral 
Radford. 

Mr.     MAYBANK.     He     is     a     great 

man 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Now,  let  me  proceed 
for  just  a  moment. 

Mr.  HAYBANK.     The  Senator  was  in 
the  secret  meetings  when  we  talked  with 
him. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.  MAYBANK.    I  am  not  allowed  to 
disclose  what  he  said. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  share  the  admira- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
for  Admiral  Radford.  He  is  one  of  the 
great  military  men — quiet,  restrained, 
and  well  demeaned. 

What  did  he  say?  He  said  there  in 
the  hearing  room,  "Gentlemen,  I  en- 
treat you  earnestly  not  to  cut  these  Items 
or  to  destroy  the  flexibility  in  the  bill." 
Since  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina and  I  both  share  an  almost  religious 
devotion  to  Admiral  Radford,  let  us  join 
with  him,  and  either  withdraw  the 
amendment  or  reject  it  by  a  resounding 
vote. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Illinois  knows  well  enough 
that  what  I  am  referring  to  is  what 
Admiral  Radford  said  in  confidence. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Yes. 
Mr.  MAYBANK.  And  I  will  not  re- 
peat it. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  What  I  Stated  was 
what  he  said  in  an  open  hearing. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  That  is  not  what  I 
was  referring  to. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  is  proposing  to  cut  out 
$200  million  for  military  purposes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  am  not  proposing 
to  cut  out  anything.  I  am  merely  pro- 
posing to  take  over  the  material  which 
was  to  be  shipped  to  Indochina,  which  is 
worth  $92  million,  according  to  the 
ticker  tape,  so  it  must  be  correct;  and  I 
am  proposing  that  that  material  be  used, 
instead  of  putting  out  more  of  the  tax- 
payers" money. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  This  is  serious  busi- 
ness. We  are  fooling  with  the  destiny  of 
this  country.  The  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  proposes 
on  page  2,  line  6,  to  strike  out,  $1,392.- 
700,000"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"$1,192,700,000."  That  is  a  $200  million 
cut  in  the  military  item  in  the  bill.  On 
the  basis  of  the  testimony  of  Gruenther, 
Radford,  and  Van  Fleet,  I  would  be  the 
last  man  in  this  Senate  to  go  along  with 
that  kind  of  proposal,  when  these  fev- 
erish forces  are  on  the  horizon  in  the 
Pacific  area.  That  is  the  amendment  of 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina. 
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Mr.  MAYBANK.  Of  course,  that  Is 
the  amendment 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     Exactly. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  rose. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  But  the  amendment 
is  based  on  the  proposal  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  shall  turn  over  to  PGA 
not  to  exceed  $200  million.  I  see  that 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Saltonstall]  Is  on  his  feet.  He  himself 
limited  the  amount  to  $200  million.  He 
and  I  together  did  it  in  the  committee. 
That  does  not  count  the  ships.  That 
does  not  count  everything  we  have  given 
them  at  the  expense  of  the  American 
people.  That  amendment  is  based  only 
on  the  assumption  .hat  the  Senator  from 
Mas.sachusetts  and  myself 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Has  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yielded  the  floor? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     Not  yet. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.    I  thought  he  had. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  desire  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  know  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  would  not  wish  to  shut  me 
off. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Oh.  indeed  not. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  merely  wish  to 
complete  my  statement,  Mr.  President. 
I  appreciate  that  my  distinguished 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has 
yielded  to  me.  I  say  to  the  distin- 
puished  Senator  from  Massachu.setts 
I  Mr.  S^LTONSTALLl,  for  whom  I  have 
preat  affection,  that  he  limited  the 
amount  to  $200  million  in  the  commit- 
tee. I  do  not  know  how  much  is  in- 
volved, but  all  I  am  asking  is  a  limita- 
tion of  $200  million,  so  that  available 
material  can  be  used  in  lieu  of  cash.  Let 
me  say  further,  because  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  comes  from  a  seaport 
town,  as  I  do,  that  ships  were  not  af- 
fected.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  merely  wish 
to  add  that  there  is  material  in  various 
ship.s,  on  various  docks,  and  in  various 
places,  but  the  material  must  be  rein- 
ventoried.  assembled,  and  then  directed 
to  the  places  where  it  can  best  be  used. 
What  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
is  proposing  is  that  we  say  to  our  forces 
and  to  our  friends  in  Europe,  "There  may 
be  100.000  rifles  or  a  few  tanks  on  a  ship 
somewhere  in  the  middle  of  the  Pacific. 
You  take  that  instead  of  the  cash  you 
may  need  for  the  equipment  that  will  be 
useful  in  Europe  at  the  present  time." 

The  value  of  the  material  is  in  excess 
of  $200  million.  There  is  no  question 
about  that.  But,  when  $200  million  in 
cash  is  taken  out  of  the  bill,  and  in  its 
place  we  say  that  there  is  available  $200 
million  of  guns  and  tanks  which  may  be 
in  some  .ship,  or  in  a  certain  state  of  re- 
pair, or  en  some  land  in  Indochina,  that 
is  not  providing  the  aid  that  is  intended 
to  be  provided  by  the  bill. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  M.\YBANK.  I  wish  to  express  my 
great  admiration  for  the  distinguished 


chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee. We  both  voted  for  the  nomina- 
tions of  Twining,  Radford,  and  Carney, 
and  those  officers  have  enough  sense  to 
know  that  if  the  cargo  in  those  ships  is 
needed,  it  will  be  sent  quickly  to  the 
proper  place. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  expert  who 
testified  before  the  committee — I  do  not 
recall  his  name  at  the  moment — said 
that  the  material  had  to  be  reinven- 
toried,  examined,  and  redirected.  There 
is  material  which  may  be  available. 
However,  that  is  not  what  we  are  trying 
to  do.  We  are  trying  to  give  Europe 
what  she  needs  most  at  the  present  time. 
We  are  trying  to  direct  the  most  efficient 
aid  possible  to  Indochina  and  other  coun- 
tries in  the  Far  East.  If  that  material 
is  to  be  of  assistance,  let  us  make  it  avail- 
able ;  but  let  us  not  say  that  we  will  make 
available  the  material  in  place  of  cash. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  wish  to  understand 
what  the  chairman  of  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee  has  said.  He  has  stated 
that  there  is  material  available  some- 
where, but  it  is  not  inventoried.  We  do 
not  know  how  much  it  may  be  worth. 
It  may  be  worth  $1,500,000,000  or  $1 
billion.  But,  instead  of  making  that 
material  available,  it  is  being  proposed 
that  $200  million  of  the  taxpayers'  money 
shall  be  given  away,  and  that  the  donees, 
foreign  countries,  may  spend  it  wherever 
they  please  and  not  buy  materials  manu- 
factured in  this  country. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  No.  We  are 
providing  that  $200  million  will  be  used 
for  material  which  will  be  manufactured 
in  this  country  and  shipped  to  the  people 
tc  whom  it  will  be  most  useful,  provided 
Admiral  Radford  and  the  other  members 
of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  say  it  is  the 
right  material  for  the  right  spot  at  the 
right  time.  If  some  of  the  material  that 
is  in  the  swamps  of  Indochina  can  be 
made  available  and  it  is  found  to  be 
useful,  of  course,  that  can  be  arranged. 
However,  those  arrangements  must  be 
worked  out. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
the  floor. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  beg  the  pardon  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  appreciate  the 
courtesy  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Illinois.  I  merely  wish  to  say.  while 
we  are  talking  about  Indochina,  that 
General  Van  Fleet  came  to  the  commit- 
tee for  a  secret  meeting.  I  shall  not 
talk  about  what  he  said  with  reference 
to  Indochina.  I  only  hope  and  pray — 
and  I  say  that  most  respectfully — that 
we  recapture  that  material.  I  am  talk- 
ing about  material  that  has  never  been 
delivered.  I  am  talking  about  what  is  in 
the  holds  of  ships.  I  am  talking  about 
what  is  on  the  doclcs.  Of  course,  there 
is  material  worth  $1  billion  in  Indochina. 
I  am  not  going  into  that. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.   I  yield. 


Mr.  THYE.  If  we  knew  exactly  where 
the  material  was,  and  we  could  inventory 
it,  assemble  it,  and  ship  it  to  where  we 
wanted  it  to  go,  then  I  would  support 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina.  However,  that  is  not 
the  case,  and  the  facts  will  not  be  known 
for  several  months.  We  are  not  certain 
where  that  material  is  at  this  time,  and 
for  that  reason  I  do  not  think  we  should 
deny  these  funds.  Therefore,  I  must 
vote  against  the  amendment. 

In  the  course  of  time  I  hope  the  ma- 
terial will  be  inventoried,  assembled,  and 
shipped  to  the  places  where  it  is  needed. 
In  that  event  the  cash  will  be  in  reserve 
next  year.  That  is  the  assurance  we 
have  received.  We  have  received  the 
assurance  that  if  the  material  can  be 
inventoried,  assembled,  and  shipped  to 
the  places  where  it  is  needed,  the  money 
will  not  be  spent.  However,  if  the  ma- 
terial is  not  found  and  inventoried  in 
the  amounts  and  in  the  manner  we  an- 
ticipate or  hope  it  will  be.  then  there 
will  be  a  need  for  the  money.  I  shall 
not  be  a  party  to  jeopardizing  our  na- 
tional security  while  we  are  hunting  for 
an  inventory  of  material. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  What  relationship  Is  there 
between  the  $200  million  and  the  pro- 
viso which  appears  at  the  bottom  of  page 
2.  and  running  over  to  page  3,  which 
refers  to  $200  million  in  mventory 
value? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  language  was 
suggested,  and  it  was  modified  by  the 
Appropriations  Committee  so  that  we 
could  make  an  exception  up  to  $200  mil- 
lion, so  far  as  cash  inventory  was  con- 
cerned, but  excluding  capital  ships.  I 
have  not  looked  at  it  recently. 

Mr.  CASE.  Does  that  overlap  on  this 
$200  million? 

Mr.  MAYBANK,  Certainly.  That  is 
additional  money. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  cut.  of  course, 
applies  to  all  the  military  items  here; 
and  when  we  lump  all  these  together — 
and  I  want  my  friend,  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  to  listen 

Mr.  MAYBANK,  I  always  listen  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  There  are  a  number 
of  imponderables  here  we  do  not  know. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.     I  might  say 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  We  do  not  know  how 
much  is  in  ships  at  the  moment.  We 
do  not  know  how  many  supplies  will  be 
recovered.  We  do  not  know  at  the  mo- 
ment, under  the  rather  vague  terms  of 
the  so-called  Geneva  Peace  Treaty,  how 
much  we  can  redeploy  out  of  storage  in 
Vietnam;  and  also  Laos,  next  door;  and 
Cambodia,  next  door;  nor  do  we  know 
what  the  needs  may  be  in  Burma  or  in 
Thailand.  We  have  to  allow  some  lati- 
tude to  those  in  authority. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  I  want  him  to  yield 
because  he  mentioned  my  name. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  do  not  know  how 
else  we  could  do  it.  We  might  save  a 
million  dollars  or  we  might  save  a  couple 
of  million  dollars.  I  assume  if  the  ma- 
terial is  not  needed  in  the  Far  East  and 
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if  the  situation  Is  such  that  the  chal- 
lenge can  be  met  without  the  extra 
money,  obviously  It  will  come  back  and 
it  will  show  up  as  an  unexpended  bal- 
ance. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  FRESEDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  f nun  Illinois  has  yielded  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  Senator  men- 
tioned me. 

Mr.  DIBKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  can 
(mly  hear  with  one  ear  at  a  time. 

Mr.  CASE.    Let  me  say- — 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  often  listens  to  the  left. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  will  yield  to  my 
friend  from  South  Carolina. 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICE31.  Will 
the  Senator  from  minois  suspend,  please, 
imUl  we  have  order.  It  is  possible  to 
yield  to  only  one  Senator.  The  o^cial 
reporter,  who  is  tnring  to  follow  this 
debate,  can  follow  the  voice  of  only  one 
person.  So  if  Senators  follow  the  regu- 
lar order,  the  Chair  is  sure  all  Senators 
will  get  along  much  better. 

To  whom  does  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  my  Iriend 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  appreciate  the  re- 
marks of  the  distinguished  Presiding  Of- 
ficer. I  only  wish  to  say  that  I  have  seen 
the  Senate  Official  Reporters  take  down, 
with  accuracy,  as  many  as  4  or  5  voices 
at  one  time. 

In  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois, 
of  course  nobody  knows  what  may  hap- 
pen. The  Senator  from  Illinois  knows 
as  well  as  I  do  that  we  have  sent  a  billion 
dollars  worth  of  equipment  to  the  area 
to  which  we  are  referring.  That  was  in 
the  newspapers.  How  much  we  will  get 
back  is  not  known. 

However,  I  am  not  talking  about  that. 
I  am  talking  about  $200  million  worth  of 
material  which  has  never  been  sent.  It 
is  aboard  ship  or  Is  tied  up  at  the  docks. 

I  hope  and  pray  that  under  the  able 
leadership  of  oiu:  Chief  of  Staff  we  shall 
get  all  back. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  sur- 
render the  floor,  and  ask  for  a  vote. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  in  consid- 
ering this  amendment  I  believe  it  would 
be  well  to  point  out  that  this  is  a  part 
of  the  European  program  which  has  been 
going  on  for  some  time.  Since  we  under- 
took this  program  we  have  given  Europe 
$17  billion  in  arms  and  defense  support — 
which  has  been,  in  many  cases,  a  process 
of  letting  them  manufacture  the  arms 
for  themselves,  rather  than  giving  our 
men  the  work  and  the  business  in  Amer- 
ican factories. 

That  amount  is  on  hand,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. That  is  not  $17  billion  which  had 
to  be  consumed  in  a  war.  Thank  the 
merciful  Lord  the  Communists  have  not 
captured  that  $17  billion  worth  of  sup- 
plies and  equipment.  It  is  all  waiting 
there— the  $17  billion. 

In  addition  to  that,  we  have  on  hand 
for  Eiirope  approximately  $5.8  billion 
more.  That  is  on  its  way.  That  is 
enough  to  carry  the  Eiu^pean  program 
for  some  time— $5.8  billion. 

What  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
la  proposing  to  say  is,  "Give  Eiurope 


everything  we  ever  talked  about  giving 
Europe,  but  we  have  a  windfall  of  about 
$1.4  billion  in  Indochina." 

Why  do  I  call  it  a  windfall?  Because 
the  French  lost  the  war.  We  had  $1.4 
billion  worth  of  material  we  were  going 
to  send  there.  Much  of  it  has  not  been 
deUvered.    It  is  still  on  the  way. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  WiU  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  LONG.  Will  the  Senator  permit 
me  to  take  a  moment  or  two  more? 
Someone  did  say.  "Why  do  we  not  give 
the  money  to  Thailand?"  We  already 
have  an  adequate  program  for  ITiailand. 

In  this  overall  program  there  will  be 
$13  billion  on  hand  when  this  bill  passes. 
Out  of  the  $13  billion  we  have  on  hand. 
how  much  could  we  effectively  spend  in 
Thailand?  We  came  up  with  a  figure. 
If  I  recall  correctly,  of  around  $22.7 
milUon. 

Someone  said,  "Give  it  to  Burma." 
We  cannot  give  it  to  Burma.  Burma 
will  not  take  it. 

Someone  said,  "Give  it  to  India."  We 
cannot  give  it  to  India.  India  will  not 
take  it.  India  will  not  agree  with  us  on 
any  sort  of  a  mutual  defense  arrange- 
ment. 

Someone  said  "Give  It  to  Indonesia." 
Indonesia  turned  it  down.  Indonesia 
will  not  take  it.  That  is  why  we  will  not 
be  able  to  give  it  to  Indonesia,  just  as  we 
cannot  give  it  to  Ibn  Saud  in  Saudi 
Arabia.  The  newspapers  today  carried 
the  story  that  we  had  sent  a  30-man 
delegation  to  Saudi  Arabia  with  $1.7 
million,  and  he  threw  them  out  on  their 
ears.  He  would  rather  have  the  $200 
million  from  the  American  oil  com- 
panies than  that  little  $1.7  million  with 
strings  attached  to  it  in  the  point  4 
program. 

We  have  this  thing  loaded  down  with 
more  money  than  we  can  spend  in  2'2 
years. 

We  had  another  $1.4  billion  involved 
in  the  war,  in  Indochina.  France  lost 
that  war. 

What  does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  say?  The  Senator  says,  "Take 
some  of  that  $1.4  billion  we  saved  over 
there" — it  is  not  that  we  saved  it,  but 
we  shall  not  be  able  to  spend  it,  because 
the  Communists  won  that  war — "take 
$200  million  of  that  and  deliver  it  in- 
stead of  appropriating  more  money." 

Mr.  President,  the  Senate  espressed 
its  judgment  a  short  time  ago.  and  au- 
thorized an  appropriation  of  $2,710,- 
000,000.  Doing  so,  the  Senate  made  it 
possible  for  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  to  agree  to  almost  exactly  the 
committee  bill.  The  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  simply  met  with  the  com- 
mittee on  the  other  side  and  said,  "We 
will  take  the  figure  of  the  difference  be- 
tween the  Senate  and  the  House  figures 
and  divide  it  by  two.  Then  we  will  final- 
ly arrive  at  the  same  figure  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  agreed 
to  in  the  first  place."  So  much  of  the 
$500  million  of  saving  was  wiped  out. 
While  our  committee  was  in  the  process 
of  conferring,  the  Senate  Appropria- 
tions Committee  was  at  least  theoreti- 
cally txjund  by  the  judgment  of  the  Sen- 
ate, because  the  conference  had  not  yet 
reported  back.  At  a  time  when*  they 
were  bound, by  the  judgment  of  the  Sen- 


ate, knowing  what  the  Judgment  of  the 
Senate  was,  the  committee  reported  this 
bill  to  give  $2,990,000,000. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Plus  more  for  the 
Defense  Department. 

Mr.  LONG.  Plus  $200  million  extra 
for  the  Defense  Department. 

Mr.  President,  that  brings  us  a  bill 
which  is  $400  million  more  than  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Senate  on  the  authori- 
zation bill  only  a  week  ago  should  be 
appropriated.  The  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  is  not  proposing  to  cut  back 
anything  on  the  program.  He  wants 
them  to  have  just  as  much  as  they  ever 
have  had,  but  he  would  like  to  see  a  little 
bit  of  wisdom  exercised,  with  a  httle 
bit  of  careful  spending  on  this  program. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  pass  this  bill  as  it 
stands  I  say  this  will  be  the  most  loose 
spending  Congress  there  has  been  since 
World  War  II. 

Why  do  I  make  that  statement?  Be- 
cause here  is  a  bill  that  has  $1.7  billion 
in  it  related  to  the  Indociiina  war.  The 
war  ended  while  the  bill  was  before  the 
Senate.  In  fact,  the  war  ended  while  the 
bill  was  before  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  LONG.  WJiat  did  we  do  with  the 
$1.4  billion?  We  said  we  might  have 
some  need  for  it  somewhere  else  at  some 
time,  notwithstanding  the  fsct  that  we 
have  already  allowed  them  to  build  up, 
on  hand.  $13  billion  worth.  Tliink  of 
tliat — $13  billion  on  hand. 

Notwithstanding  all  of  that  they  say. 
"Well,  it  would  be  well  not  to  cut  back 
on  this  item.  Someone  may  need  it 
sometime.  It  might  be  regarded  as  a 
fire  bell,  warning  that  we  are  backing 
off  on  foreign  aid."  So  they  say  "Go 
ahead  and  appropriate  the  whole 
amount,  even  though  the  war  is  ended 
in  Indochina  " 

Then,  Mr.  President,  we  discovered  a 
short  time  ago  that  we  thought  we  were 
passing  a  carefully  scrutinited  defense 
bill,  but  the  very  able  chairman  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  analyzed  that 
budget  and  found  out  that  there  was  $2 
billion  for  the  Army  which  was  "fat." 
The  Army  said  the  only  reason  they  did 
not  reduce  their  request  by  $2  billion  was 
that  they  thought  it  should  be  included 
for  psychological  purposes;  that  not  to 
appropriate  it  might  somehow  affect 
someone  and  be  regarded  in  a  poor  Ught, 
from  a  psychological  standpoint. 

So,  Mr.  President,  if  we  take  the  Army 
figure  and  add  this  $1.4  billion  which  we 
do  not  presently  need  to  the  $2  bilUon 
excess  in  the  Army  budget  we  have  a 
total  of  around  $3.4  billion  of  unjustified 
appropriations  that  this  Congress  is 
nevertheless  proceeding  to  appropriate. 

There  may  have  been  some  time  when 
we  appropriated  money  more  loosely,  but 
I  should  like  to  find  out  when  it  was,  if 
it  ever  occurred. 

I  submit  that  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  has  presented  a  very  carefully 
considered  amendment.  It  reflacts  the 
judgment  of  the  Senate  a  week  ago,  and 
I  hope  it  will  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana, if  he  is  aware  that  there  is  some 
$600  milhon  or  $700  million  in  this  bill 
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to  pay  the  cost  of  the  Indochina  war,  on 
a  50-50  basis  with  Prance. 

Mr.  LONG.    I  am  aware  of  that. 

Mr.  M.\YBANK.  In  other  words,  the 
American  people  are  paying  half  of  the 
cost  of  the  war  in  Indochina.  That  :s  in 
this  bill,  in  addition  to  what  I  have  talked 
about. 

I  cannot  understand  how  the  Secretary 
of  Defen.je  could  suggest  an  amendment 
designed  to  give  him  the  right  to  transfer 
a  billion  dollars  to  Indochina,  and  to 
transfer  all  of  the  material  on  the  siiips 
that  have  not  been  even  unloaded. 

I  hope  no  one  is  suggesting  that  the 
men  like  Admiral  Carney  and  General 
Ridgway  and  General  Twlrung  do  not 
have  enough  sense  to  know  what  to  do 
with  those  materials.  If  I  believed  that 
I  would  resign  from  the  Senate.  I  have 
great  tru^t  in  them. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  let  us 
see  what  the  figures  are.  In  the  first 
place,  when  the  conference  report  was 
ccmpletetl  and  came  back,  the  authoriza- 
tions in  the  conference  report  totaled 
$3,252,000,000.  That  is.  in  round  figures, 
$3 '4  billion.  That  is  the  conference 
figure. 

It  was  said  that  $228  million  would  not 
be  requested,  so  the  amount  was  reduced 
to  $3,024,000,000,  which  was  available. 
The  amount  of  the  bill  before  us  is 
$2,990,000  000. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  y:eld  for  a  question? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Let  me  continue  for  a 
moment. 

We  are  $34  million  below  the  confer- 
ence authority,  in  addition  to  the  $228 
million  of  conference  authority  which 
was  never  requested. 

Secondly,  let  us  say  with  respect  to 
Indochina,  that  this  is  not  the  story  that 
the  Senate  has  heard.  There  was  $800 
million  in  the  bill.  How  was  the  matter 
handled?  We  had  an  Executive  arrange- 
ment with  the  Associated  States  and 
vith  France  under  which  we  absorbed  a 
portion  o;'  the  cost  in  Indochina.  We 
sent  Gen.  "Iron  Mike"  O'Daniel  out 
to  Indoch.ina.  We  sent  out  screening 
teams  of  auditors,  and  as  these  things 
went  into  combat  we  a.ssumed  our  pro- 
portion, and  it  was  taken  out  of  the  $800 
million  fund. 

There  -.vill  be  a  good  many  charges 
at!ain<;t  tiiat  fund.  Mr.  President,  before 
this  thing  is  all  over,  because  so  many  of 
these  items  have  not  yet  been  audited 
and  screened.  I  have  no  idea  what  the 
charges  will  be.  Not  even  the  brightest 
man  in  the  military  knows  what  they 
will  be.  It  will  probably  be  some  months 
before  they  come  up  with  the  answer. 

That  is  the  whole  story  with  respect  to 
the  conference  limitation,  the  amount 
which  is  carried  in  the  bill,  the  fund  in 
Indochina,  and  how  it  may  still  have  to 
be  deployed,  plus  the  fact  that  material 
which  has  been  shipped  may  yet  be  used 
In  Indochina.  We  are  going  to  try  to 
train  many  native  troops  there,  and  we 
thall  need  equipment. 

Do  not  forget  that  there  Is  a  truce 
line  at  the  narrow  waist  of  Indochina, 
and  belov,'  that  are  the  old  Vietnamese 
Province.  Cochin  China,  and  the  capital 
city  of  Saigon.  All  of  those  are  in  South 
Vietnam.  We  are  hoping  we  can  estab- 
lish ourselves  there,  that  there  will  be 


equipment  which  can  be  used,  and  that 
we  can  put  equipment  in  Laos  and 
Cambodia  or  wherever  the  pressure 
points  develop. 

So  this  seems  to  be  a  very  arbitrary 
cut.  particularly  when  we  consider  the 
fact  that,  after  all,  this  is  a  deficiency 
bill.  The  estimates  were  much  larger 
than  what  we  finally  acted  on  in  the 
Senate  Appropriations  Committee. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  trust  the  amend- 
ment will  be  rejected. 

I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  refer  the  Senator  to 
page  6,  line  22,  where  this  language  is 
found : 

The  unexpended  balances  appropriated 
under  each  paragraph  of  the  Mutual  Secu- 
rity Appropriation  Act.  1954 — 

I  shall  eliminate  the  parentheses — 

shall  be  consolidated  with  the  appropriate 
appropriation  made  under  this  act.  and 
shall  be  available  for  the  same  general  pur- 
pose and  for  the  same  period  of  time  as  the 
appropriate  appropriation  made  under  this 
act. 

Is  that  not  an  appropriation  of  $9,- 
500.000.000. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  No.  The  money  has 
been  appropriated  before,  and  that  is 
nothing  more  than  a  consolidation  for 
bookkeeping  purposes.  There  is  a  be- 
wildering number  of  accounts.  If  they 
were  not  consolidated,  there  would  be 
various  sets  of  books  running  in  differ- 
ent directions,  and  we  would  have  to 
pile  up  a  huge  payroll  in  order  to  look 
after  all  those  accounts. 

Mr.  LONG.  Is  it  not  necessary  to  re- 
appropriate  this  $9,500,000,000  that  is 
left  on  hand  from  previous  appropria- 
tion years? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  We  add  all  the  un- 
obligated balances  available,  which 
amount  to  approximately  $2 '4  billion, 
and  also  the  unexpended  balances.  The 
important  thing  about  it  is  the  lead  time. 
I  discussed  that  at  length  this  afternoon, 
and  was  so  concerned  that  I  desired 
General  Stewart.  Admiral  Radford,  Gov- 
ernor Stassen,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  others  who  came  before  the  com- 
mittee to  make  that  abundantly  clear. 
I  think  the  confusion  arises  from  the 
fact  that  in  other  years  we  always  did 
this  on  an  authorization  basis.  In  this 
program  it  was  done  upon  an  appro- 
priating basis.  It  is  the  only  way  they 
can  work  now  if  they  are  going  to  carry 
on  successful  negotiations  with  so  many 
countries  in  so  many  parts  of  the  world, 
in  order  to  bring  them  within  the  secu- 
rity orbit. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  say  one  word  about  the  lead-time 
argument,  because  I  have  heard  it  used 
here  before. 

Senators  will  recall  that  in  the  debate 
on  the  Air  Force  budget,  the  argument 
was  made  for  economies  in  the  Air  Force 
budget  that  Secretary  of  Defense  Wil- 
son had  been  able  to  reduce  the  lead 
time  for  the  complicated  weapons  of  air 
warfare — the  jet  aircraft,  those  on  the 
drawing  board  today  as  well  as  those 
to  be  produced  later,  and  also  for  com- 
plicated electronics  instruments.  The 
pomt  was  made  that  the  Secretary  of 


Defense  had  found  that,  rather  than  re- 
quiring as  much  as  7  years  of  lead  time. 
no  more  than  4  years  of  lead  time  was 
required  for  the  most  complicated  jet 
aircraft. 

We  are  delivermg  very  few  jet  air- 
craft, and  those  we  are  delivering  are 
not  of  the  latest  design  and  require  only 
a  short  lead  time.  Most  of  the  articles . 
we  are  delivering  under  this  program 
are  the  least-expensive  tjrpe,  the  type 
used  in  World  War  II.  Many  of  those 
we  already  have  on  hand  in  large  siu-- 
pluses  in  this  country. 

That  type  of  weapon  does  not  require 
long  lead  time,  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  there  is  already  on  hand  enough 
money  to  carry  the  program  for  3  years. 
if  all  the  lead  time  needed  for  the  latest 
jet  aircraft  is  3  years,  certainly  when  a 
rifle  has  been  produced  for  10  years. 
with  the  dies  all  set  up  and  ready  to  go. 
2  years'  lead  time  is  far  more  than  is 
really  needed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  (Mr.  Mayb.wkI.  On  this  ques- 
tion the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  or- 
dered. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  CASE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Montana  withhold  the  re- 
quest for  a  quorum  so  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  may  be  recognized? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.     Yes,  indeed. - 

Mr.  CASE.  I  should  like  to  ask  a  few 
direct  questions,  and  I  should  like  direct 
answers. 

From  an  examination  of  page  19  of  the 
committee  report,  it  is  evident  that  the 
Senate  committee  proposes  to  aopro- 
priate  $317  million  more  than  the  House 
figure.  Fifty-one  million  dollars  of  that 
is  apparently  new  cash,  and  $266  mil- 
lion is  in  the  form  of  unobligated  bal- 
ances. 

Does  that  $317  million  of  additional 
amounts  for  military  a'^sistance  include 
the  $200  million  which  is  to  be  recovered 
or  which  it  is  hoped  may  be  recovered 
from  inventory  values? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     The  answer  is  "No." 

Mr.  CASE.  In  other  words,  the  Sen- 
ate bill  actually  proposes  approximately 
$517  million  more  if  the  inventory  values 
are  recovered? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Of  course,  nobody 
knows  now  whether  5  cents  worth  or  $500 
million  worth  will  be  recovered.  The 
amendment  to  which  the  Senator  refers 
is  a  contingent  amendment  which  op- 
erates on  the  basis  of  a  recovery.  If  $100 
million  worth  is  recovered,  that  can  be 
added  by  the  FOA  for  general  relief  use 
wherever  they  may  desire  to  apply  it,  or 
if  they  recover  $300  million  worth  they 
can  use  $100  million  additional  for  the 
Armed  Services — the  Navy,  the  Army. 
the  Air  Force — which  can  be  used  for 
the  general  defense  of  the  country.  If 
it  were  to  be  used  by  FOA,  then  it  would 
be  necessary  that  they  pay  for  it  out 
of  the  appropriations  for  the  given  area 
or  the  given  country. 

Mr.  CASE.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
that  if  they  should  recover  $200  million 
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of  these  inventory  values,  and  should 
distribute  It  under  the  authorizations 
permitted  by  the  direct  cash  appropria- 
tions, part  of  that  cash  would  be  used 
to  liquidate  that  amount,  so  to  speak? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    No. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  would  apply  to 
1951.  1952.  1953,  and  1954  obligations 
which  have  not  yet  been  fulfilled. 

Mr.  CASK  Mr.  President,  what  is  the 
reason  for  the  addition  of  $300  million 
over  and  above  the  House  flgtu«?  Par- 
ticularly why  should  we  make  available 
$266  million  of  iuu>bligated  balances 
over  and  above  the  HOuse  figure?  That 
Is  a  quarter  of  a  billion  dollars. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  will  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  that  it  is  a  mat- 
ter of  opinion,  but  the  committee,  after 
hearing  all  the  evidence — a  good  deal  of 
it  in  executive  session — relative  to  the 
international  situation  in  various  sec- 
tions of  the  world,  felt  that  we  could 
well  do  it.  That  was  not  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  committee,  but  it  was  the 
majority  cq^iiUon  of  the  committee.  The 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  as  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  is  reporting  the 
majority  view  of  ttie  committee. 

Mr.  CASE.  Did  the  committee  deter- 
mine that  there  was  an  unobligated  bal- 
ance of  more  than  $2^  billion? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Some  fimds  were 
committed,  but  not  obligated.  I  think 
the  $316  million  is  included  in  the  $2^2 
billion. 

Mr.  CASE.  Does  the  unobligated  bal- 
ance come  entirely  out  of  moneys  here- 
tofore appropriated  for  the  purpose  of 
foreign  military  assistance? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  One  of  the  difficul- 
ties in  the  whole  field  of  unobligated 
balances  Is  that  the  House  cut  back  $269 
million.  I  believe,  in  obligated  balances. 
We  made  available  all  the  unobligated 
balances  on  the  groimd  that  they  repre- 
sent programs  which  have  been  proc- 
essed, and  in  connection  with  which 
there  may  be  considerable  lead  time. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  is  saying 
that  the  figure  in  the  first  group,  on 
page  19  of  the  report,  the  $2,500,392,283, 
is  the  total  of  the  imobligated  balances, 
and  the  Senate  committee  proposes  to 
make  all  of  it  available. 

Mr.  DIRKGEN.  Tes;  that  is  correct. 
That  is  for  military  assistance. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  that  because  that  was 
the  total  amoimt  that  was  found  to  be 
in  existence? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Whatever  the  amoimt 
was.  It  is  a  shifting  amovmt.  I  be- 
lieve one  figure  that  was  given  us  was 
$2,200,000,000.  It  was  probably  in  May 
when  we  received  that  figiu-e.  Per- 
haps the  actual  figure  would  be  about 
$2,250,000,000. 

Mr.  CASE.  How  did  the  House  de- 
termine that  the  figure  of  $2,207,000,000, 
instead  of  the  Senate  figure  of  $2,500,- 
000,000.  was  the  correct  figure? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  do  not  know,  as  a 
matter  of  fact. 

Mr.  CASK  The  point  is.  Was  the 
House  figiu-e  of  $2,207,000,000  of  unob- 
ligated balances  based  on  need,  or  was 
it  arrived  at  because  that  was  found  to 
be  the  unobligated  balance? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Frankly.  I  do  not 
want  to  be  telling  tales  out  of  school,  but 


I  remember  that  on  occasions  when  I 
was  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations of  the  House,  after  all  the 
testimony  was  in,  we  used  to  say.  "Sup- 
pose we  take  a  5-percent  or  10-percent 
cut  in  it,  and  then  come  up  witih  a  cer- 
tain figure."  Of  course,  I  do  not  want  to 
reflect  on  what  the  House  does. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  recognize  that  that  may 
happen.  However,  at  the  same  time, 
$300  million  is  a  very  sizable  amount. 
It  ought  to  have  been  possible  to  deter- 
mine whether  the  unobligated  balance 
was  $2,207,000,000  or  $2,500,000,000.  Ap- 
parently the  Senate  committee  decided 
that  the  unobligated  balances  amounted 
to  the  larger  figure  of  $2,500,000,000.  If 
it  did,  and  if  the  need  was  determined  as 
the  amount  shown  in  the  total,  why  was 
not  the  $300  million  applied  against  the 
total  need? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  doubt  if  it  would  be 
material  whether  the  amount  was 
$2,200,000,000  or  $2,500,000,000.  because 
the  unobligated  balances  represent  the 
programs  that  have  been  laid  out  and  for 
which  that  money  is  to  be  used.  As  these 
programs  move  into  force  the  apiount  of 
the  unobligated  balance  begins  to  go 
dolen.  Therefore,  we  have  here  a  shift- 
ing unobligated  balance  from  time  to 
time  and  $51  millon  of  new  money  to 
account  for  the  $316  million  on  page  19 
of  the  report. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  whole  essence  of  the 
new  look  in  the  military  field  has  been 
reprogramlng,  and  it  occurs  to  me  that 
if,  in  the  domestic  military  field,  unobli- 
gated balances  have  been  reallocated  in 
the  reprogramlng  and  applied  to  a  dif- 
ferent concept  of  objects  that  need 
funds,  the  same  principle  is  applicable 
In  the  field  of  foreign  military  assistance. 
If  the  Senate  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions was  able  to  find  nearly  $300  million 
more  in  unobligated  balances  than  were 
apparent  when  the  bill  went  through  the 
House,  the  balances  could  have  been 
properly  applied  to  the  new  program 
abroad.  The  program  abroad  has  been 
looked  at  again,  too,  and  it  has  been  re- 
appraised. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  srield? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  Is  a 
very  able  member  of  the  Subcommittee 
on  Appropriations  for  Civil  Functions. 
I  am  sure  he  is  familiar  with  the  fact — I 
know  he  has  made  observations  regard- 
ing it,  as  have  other  members  of  that 
subcommittee — that  there  is  a  difference 
between  the  date  when  the  House  acts 
on  an  appropriations  bill  and  when  the 
Senate  acts  on  it.  When  the  Senate 
acts  on  the  bill  more  current  Informa- 
tion and  later  facts  and  figures  are 
available. 

That  happens  in  connection  with  civil 
functions  appropriations.  At  first  a 
certain  amount  of  money  may  be  left 
over  on  a  large  project.  Later  it  may 
be  found  that  a  ditferent  figure  is  the 
true  figure.  However,  as  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  and  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  have  pointed  out,  the  fact 
is  that  these  are  programs  in  being. 
Whether  the  figure  is  $100  million  or 
$200  million,  more  or  less.  It  is  a  fact 
that  the  programs  are  moving  ahead. 


It  was  the  unanimous  testimony  be- 
fore the  committee  from  those  charged 
with  the  responsibility  for  our  defense 
and  the  working  out  of  a  program,  that 
they  would  be  seriously  handicapped  if 
the  figures  as  they  stood  in  the  House 
bill  were  permitted  to  stand,  with  the 
restrictions  provided. 

Mr.  CASE  The  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  has  worked  on  the  civil  func- 
tions bill,  and  has  observed  the  differ- 
ence between  a  committed  fund  and  an 
obligated  fund,  and  he  also  served  for  a 
number  of  years  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  It  has  always 
been  my  experience  that  as  time  went 
on  the  unobligated  balance  decreased. 
Here  the  unobligated  balance  has  gone 
up  by  $300  million. 

If  the  Senate  committee  found  that 
there  was  $300  million  more  of  unobli- 
gated funds  than  existed  at  the  time  the 
House  passed  the  bill,  the  normal  thing 
to  have  done  would  have  beien  to  apply 
the  $300  million  to  the  total  estimate  of 
the  needs  and  to  have  reduced  the  new 
cash  by  that  amount. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  drew  a  compari- 
son with  the  civil  functions  bill.  After 
all,  those  appropriations  go  along  under 
normal,  static,  peacetime  conditions. 
Here  we  are  dealing  with  a  Condition  of 
flux  and  changeability.  Wars  have  gone 
on.  Cold  wars  have  gone  on.  There 
has  been  increasing  Communist  pressure. 
Governments  have  fallen,  and  various 
changes  have  taken  place. 

It  is  entirely  possible  that  it  may  be 
necessary  to  cancel  a  contract,  for  ex- 
ample, for  project  A,  because  a  higher 
priority  exists  for  project  B.  Project  A 
would  still  be  programed,  but  the  money 
might  not  actually  have  been  contracted. 
There  are  varying  circumstances.  The 
fact  remains  that  the  military  and  de- 
fense authorities  have  testified  they 
urgently  need  these  moneys,  considering 
the  world  situation  as  it  is. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  recognize  tihe  force  of 
the  argument  that  contracts  may  have 
to  be  canceled,  but  that  would  be  the 
only  way  in  which  the  true  vmobligated 
balance  could  increase  as  time  went  on, 
by  recovering  the  freedom  of  the  money 
that  had  been  obligated. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Pressident,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASK     I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  First  of  all  we  must 
start  with  the  budget  figure.  The  budget 
figure  on  unobligated  funds  was  $2,539.- 
000,000.  Whether  the  House  found  more 
or  less.  I  do  not  know.  In  the  language 
that  is  stricken  on  page  2  the  House 
simply  stated  that  not  to  exoeed  $2,234.- 
000,000  of  unobligated  balances  may  be 
used. 

When  we  restored  all  the  imobligated 
balances  we  accounted  for  the  difference 
of  $265  million,  which  is  seen  in  the  last 
column  on  page  19.  The  House  said, 
"You  cannot  spend  more  than  that." 
We  sought  to  place  a  limit  on  the  im- 
obligated balance.  It  shows  up  in  the 
arithmetic  in  the  last  column.  When 
we  add  the  new  money  there  is  the  $316 
million  which  the  Senator  discussed  in 
the  first  instance. 

Several  Senators,     Vote!     Vote! 
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Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quormn. 

The  PRESmiNa  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Clilef  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 

roll. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unaaimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  call  of  the  roll  be  rescinded. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, :t  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  IMr.  MatbankI. 

Mr.  laa^NEDY.  Mr.  President.  I 
Should  lil;e  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois I  Mr.  DiRKSENl  a  question  or  two. 

Can  thi'  Senator  tell  me  how  much  the 
sum  was  reduced? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Is  the  Senator  speak- 
ing about  the  overall  amount? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  am  speaking  about 
the  $800  million. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN. 
course,  in  one  item, 
lion  ceiling.  I  do 
figure  in  taind. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Was  it  reduced  at 
the  end  ol  the  Indochinese  war? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  We  did  not  handle 
it  in  that «  ay.  It  is  on  the  basis  of  titles 
and  chapters.  I  do  not  have  the  figure 
in  mind  as  to  the  Indochinese  standing 
amount. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  MaybankI.  On  this  ques- 
tion the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  or- 
dered, and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  a 
plane  reservation  for  6:15  o'clock,  and 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  immedi- 
ately following  the  yea  and  nay  vote 
about  to  be  taken.  I  be  excused  from 
attendance  on  the  session  of  the  Senate 
for  the  remainder  of  today. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Without 
objection,  the  leave  is  granted. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  wil  state  it. 

Mr.  DIRliSEN.  The  vote  now  Is  to 
be  on  the  item  of  $200  million;  is  that 
correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  (;orrect. 

The  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roIL 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mrs.  Bow- 
RiNcl,  the  Senator  from  Oregon  (Mr, 
Cordon],  tfce  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Durr],  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders],  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada [Mr.  Malone],  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  FMr.  Reynolds!,  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Upton] 
are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Cape- 
hart]  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Wblker]  are  absent  on  oflHcial  business. 

The  Sent. tor  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Brickes] 
Is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

On  this  vote  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  DuTF]  has  a  pair  with  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Malone].  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania    [Mr.   Durr]    would   vote 

C 913 


"nay,"  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  Malone]  would  vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  IMr.  WelkerI 
has  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  E>ouglas].  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welk£k] 
would  vote  "yea,"  and  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas]  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders]  has  a  pair  with  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  [Mr.  Frear].  If  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
IMr.  Flanders]  would  vote  "nay,"  and 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr,  Freah] 
would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Burke],  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas],  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Eastland], 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Frear], 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  (Mr.  GnxEXXE], 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  IMr.  Kk- 
FAuvKR],  the  Senators  from  West  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  KiLcoRE  and  Mr.  Neely],  and 
the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Pastors]  are  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
SparxicanJ  is  necessarily  absent. 

I  announce  further  that  on  this  vote 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  E>ouglas] 
is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  WelkerI.  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  would  vote 
"nay,"  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
would  vote  "yea." 

I  announce  also  that  on  this  vote  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  IMr.  Prear]  is 
paired  with  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders].  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  would  vote 
"yea,"  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
would  vote  "nay." 

I  announce  that  if  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd], 
and  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely]  would  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  41. 
nays  34.  as  follows: 

TEAS— 41 


Anderson 

Holland 

McClellan 

Barrett 

Jackson 

Monroney 

Ciwe 

Jenner 

Mundt 

Chavea 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Murray 

Clementa 

Jobneon.  Tex. 

Potter 

Daniel 

Johnston.  8.  C 

Buseell 

DworehiLk 

Kennedy 

Rrhoeppel 

Ellender 

Kerr 

Bmathers 

Krvln 

Langer 

Stennls 

George 

Lennon 

Symington 

Ooldwater 

Long 

Watklns 

Gore 

Magnuson 

WUUamH 

Green 

Mansfield 

Young 

Hill 

Maybank 
NAYS— 34 

Aiken 

Hayden 

Milllkin 

Beall 

Hendrlckson 

Morse 

Bennett 

Hennlngs 

Payne 

Bridges 

Hlckenlooper 

Purtell 

Bush 

Humphrey 

Robertson 

Butler 

Ives 

Saltonstall 

Carlson 

Knowland 

Smith.  Maine 

Cooper 

Kuchel 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Crlppa 

Lehman 

Thye 

Dtrkaen 

Martin 

WUcy 

Ferguson 

McCarran 

Fuibrlgbt 

licCarthy 

NOT  VOTING— 21 

Bowrlng 

Duff 

Malone 

Brlcker 

EasUand 

Neely 

Burke 

FUnders 

Pastore 

Byrd 

Frear 

Reynolda 

Capehart 

Gillette 

Sparkman 

Cordon 

KefauTer 

Upton 

Douglaa 

Kllgore 

Welker 

So  Mr.  Maybank's  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  vote  by  which  my 
amendment  was  agreed  to  be  reconsid- 
ered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  move  to  lay  that  motion  on  the 
table.      . 

The  PRESmiNa  OFPICKEl.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  lay  on  the 
table  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDDJG  OFFICER.  The  bill 
Is  open  to  fmrther  amendment. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President.  I 
offer  an  amendment  which  I  ask  to  have 
read. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFTTCER.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  3  it  Is  pro- 
tHJsed  to  strike  out  all  of  hnes  15  and  16. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President.  I 
shall  endeavor  to  make  my  explanation 
of  the  amendment  very  brief.  The  Sen- 
ate committee  had  already  adopted  an 
amendment  as  follows: 

Production  lor  forces  support:  For  as- 
sistance authorized  by  aecUon  122.  $35  mU- 
Uon. 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  during 
the  fiscal  year  1954.  according  to  a  re- 
port prepared  and  submitted  by  the  staff 
of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  the 
amended  British  aircraft  program  for 
13scal  1954,  including  commodity  sup- 
port attributed  to  the  overall  defense 
effort  m  general  and  the  aircraft  vto- 
gram  in  particular  is  as  follows: 

OommocUty  aid  under  section  641  at  tlM 
Mutual  Security  Act,  $55  mlUon. 

MUltary  air  program  aUocatioiu  uiMler 
aecUon  652  of  Mutual  Security  Act,  $14 
million. 

Special  aircraft  program,  $85  mlllioa. 

OfTshore  procurement,  $103  mUIion. 

Total,  $257  million. 

In  the  item  for  general  military  assist- 
emce  there  is  earmarked  $162  million, 
less  the  pro  rata  cut  on  the  amendment 
which  has  just  been  adopted,  which  I 
presume  will  bring  the  amount  to  about 
$150  million.  This  is  earmarked  for  the 
United  Kingdom,  for  general  military 
assistance.  Undoubtedly  it  includes 
money  for  the  development  of  aircraft. 
along  with  other  material-  and  equip- 
ment. 

On  a  number  of  occasions  I  have  called 
attention  to  one  of  the  serious  results 
of  our  foreign-aid  programs.  I  refer  to 
the  questionable  economic  practice  of 
financing  foreign  competition  with  our 
own  industry. 

One  of  the  glaring  examples  of  the 
results  of  this  practice  is  our  own  mining 
industry.  We  have  seen  how  cheap- 
labor  imports  of  materials  from  coim- 
tries  whose  mines  we  modernized  and 
expanded  through  our  grants-in-aid 
have  forced  our  own  mines  to  curtail 
operations  or  to  shut  down  completely. 
I  have  pointed  out  time  and  again  that 
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our  national  security  is  b^ng  endan- 
gered when  we  are  being  forced  to  rely 
on  uncertain  foreign  sources  of  supply 
for  our  imported  minerals. 

During  the  past  week  a  story  pub- 
lished in  the  Washington  Post  and  Thnes 
Herald  points  up  the  results  of  our  fail- 
ure to  control  more  rigidly  the  appro- 
prlati(»s  and  the  manner  in  which  our 
foreign-assistance  programs  are  han- 
dled. This  dispatch  reports  that  Capital 
Air  lines  has  bought  37  more  British- 
made  turbo-prop  passenger  planes. 
With  the  three  planes  this  airline  had 
previously  ordered,  the  total  is  raised  to 
40. 

This  is  another  case  In  which  we  have 
financed  the  construction  of  an  economic 
guillotine  for  ourselves.  It  simply  does 
not  make  sense  to  use  oiu:  foreign  aid  to 
build  up  subsidized  and  nationalized  in- 
dustries in  other  countries  to  the  detri- 
ment of  strategic  industries  in  the  United 
States;  and  there  is  no  more  strategic 
industry  in  the  United  States  at  tliis 
time  than  our  aircraft  industry. 

American  commercial  aircraft  have 
been  the  best  in  the  world  for  years — 
and  they  still  are.  They  are  used  not 
only  by  our  own  operators,  but  also  by 
most  of  the  airlines  of  the  world. 

The  British  have  sought  this  market, 
and  I  have  no  quarrel  with  that.  But  I 
think  it  is  outrageous  to  finance  this 
competition,  even  indirectly. 

An  Investigation  has  been  made  by 
staff  members  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Appropriations  into  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  the  Royal  Air  Force. 
A  summary  of  the  report  shows  the  fol- 
lowing: 

-  First.  The  effect  of  the  support  which 
we  are  now  giving  the  Royal  Air  Force 
Is  to  enable  the  British  Government  to 
subsidize  the  development  of  commer- 
cial jet  transports,  both  passenger  and 
cargo,  to  compete  with  our  own  aircraft 
industry  and  international  airlines.  The 
sale  of  the  40  British  turbo-prop  planes 
to  Capital  Airlines  makes  it  apparent 
that  competition  is  already  being  felt  by 
American  plane  and  engine  builders. 

Second.  During  the  calendar  year 
1953.  the  British  Parliament  reduced  the 
national  income-tax  rate.  In  our  fiscal 
year  1954  the  British  Crovemment  added 
to  the  subsidization  of  commercial  jet 
aviation,  but  at  the  same  time  solicited 
and  received  from  the  United  States  in 
grant  aid  almost  $300  million  to  assist  in 
financing  certain  British  aircraft  con- 
tributions to  the  NATO  air  command 
and  the  procurement  of  aircraft  for  the 
British  Royal  Air  Force. 

Third.  Several  of  the  British  planes 
which  we  are  financing  under  the  Royal 
Air  Force  modernization  plan  are  un- 
proved and  still  in  the  experimental 
state.  It  is  a  matter  of  common  knowl- 
edge throughout  the  aircraft  industry 
that  all  the  fighters  included  in  the  plan 
are  incapable  of  transonic  or  supersonic 
speed  at  level  flight,  and  such  has  been 
the  delay  In  their  development  and  pro- 
duction that  there  seems  to  be  no  doubt 
that  they  will  be  obsolescent  by  the  time 
they  are  all  delivered  to  frontline 
squadrons. 

Fourth.  The  appropriation  we  are  be- 
ing asked  to  vote  is  not  true  military  aid. 
In  reality  it  is  additional  economic  as- 


sistance to  the  United  Kingdom  in  the 
form  of  budget  support.  All  the  evi- 
dence indicates  that  the  financial  gap  in 
the  Royal  Air  Force  modemizatiain  pro- 
gram which  the  United  States  is  being 
asked  to  meet  is  essentially  a  fiscal  mat- 
ter. It  represents  the  alleged  overall 
shortfall  In  necessary  British  funds,  and 
in  its  inception  did  not  identify  specific 
planes  for  specific  purposes.  The  record 
also  shows  very  clearly  that  in  the  ap- 
propriations for  the  United  Kingdom  in 
fiscal  year  1954  it  was  the  intent  of  the 
Congress  to  limit  economic  assistance  to 
the  United  Kingdom  to  a  maximum  of 
$20  million.  Do  we  proE>ose  to  increase 
this  by  more  than  10  times  in  fiscal 
year  1955? 

Fifth.  If  the  British  can  afford  mas- 
sive subsidies  for  the  development  of 
new  civil  jet  transports,  they  do  not  need 
this  additional  economic  aid  to  carry 
through  their  plan  for  the  moderniza- 
tion of  the  Royal  Air  Force  and  compli- 
ance with  their  resp>onsibilities  to  NATO. 

Sixth.  If  it  is  determined  as  a  matter 
of  high  policy  that  we  should  furnish 
fighter  aircraft  to  the  Royal  Air  Force, 
there  is  a  better  way  of  doing  It  with 
greater  benefit  to  the  United  States,  and 
to  our  aircraft  industry,  than  by  financ- 
ing the  production  of  untried  British 
planes  that  in  any  event  will  so  soon  be 
second-rate. 

Mr.  President,  that  completes  the  sum- 
marization of  the  staff  report. 

I  should  now  like  to  call  attention 
briefly  to  an  article  which  appeared  in 
the  August  16,  1954,  issue  of  Time  mag- 
azine, at  page  90: 

Britain  last  week  rolled  out  Its  firet  truly 
supersonic  jet.  •  •  •  At  the  news,  most  of 
Britain's  newspapers  went  all  out,  claimed 
speeds  of  1,000  miles  per  hour  or  better. 
Streamered  the  Dally  Mall:  "Fastest  Yet — 
and  British."  But  some,  remembering  bow 
few  of  Britain's  shiny  prototypes  ever  see 
squadron  service,  were  less  enthusiastic. 
Said  the  Manchester  Guardian:  "The  (Hawk- 
er) Hunter  and  the  (Supermarine)  Swift. 
"  according  to  Government  statementa  2  years 
ago,  were  going  to  be  'the  finest  day  fighters 
In  the  world."  •  •  •  But  by  midsummer  of 
1954,  only  a  few  Hunters  had  reached  squad- 
rons,  and  the  Swifts  were  all  groumled  be- 
cause of  technical  troubles.  By  the  time 
(the  P-1)  comes  Into  general  service.  If  it 
ever  does,  it,  too.  may  be  behind  the 
best  •  •  •  the  RAF  would  do  better  to  con- 
centrate on  fewer  machines  and  gtt  them 
Into  service  faster.  j 

It  Is  my  contention  that  if  the  British 
can  afford  massive  subsidies  for  the  de- 
velopment of  new  civil  jet  tran.''ports, 
they  do  not  need  this  additional  eco- 
nomic aid  to  carry  through  their  plan  for 
the  modernization  of  the  Royal  Air 
Force.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  we  elim- 
inate this  appropriation,  the  Royal  Air 
Force  will  not  abandon  its  program.  It 
will  recognize  self-interest,  and  go  right 
ahead  with  it.  This  is  one  of  the  places 
where  we  can  lift  some  of  the  burden 
from  the  backs  of  the  American  tax- 
payers. 

Mr.  President,  when  this  program  was 
called  to  the  attention  of  Governor  stas- 
sen,  head  of  POA,  during  the  hearings, 
he  said  he  knew  nothing  about  the  pro- 
gram, and  had  not  read  the  report  of 
the  committee  and  its  staff.  It  is  almost 
incredible   that   the    Director   of   FOA 


would  confess  that  he  had  no  knowledge 
concerning  the  indirect  appropriation, 
and  the  allotment  of  almost  $2X)0  million 
in  the  past  fiscal  year,  to  enable  Britain 
to  develop  her  commercial  aircraft 
industry. 

I  believe  In  cooperation  with  Britain, 
and  I  sincerely  hope  the  United  Kingdom 
will  be  successful  in  developing  both  her 
commercial  and  her  military  aircraft. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  I  think  we  should 
realize  to  what  extent  we  are  spending 
these  billions  of  dollars  abroad  to  help 
countries  which  have  a  very  small  na- 
tional debt  as  compared  with  ours — 
countries  which  are  willing  to  cooperate 
primarily  because  they  receive  these 
financial  handouts. 

I  think  with  respect  to  this  item,  which 
was  not  included  in  the  House  appropria- 
tion bill,  we  should  recognize  that  there 
will  be  probably  $15Z  million  made  avail- 
able for  the  military  defense  program  of 
the  United  Kingdom  in  other  categories; 
and  there  are  several  of  those  covered 
within  the  pages  of  this  bill. 

I  appeal  for  support  pf  my  amend- 
ment, which  would  eliminate  the  Item 
of  $35  million  allocated  for  the  produc- 
tion for  forces  support. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  As  a  member  of  the 
committee  on  this  side  of  the  aisle,  I  wish 
to  say  that  the  Senator  from  Idaho  is 
eminently  correct. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina,  who  was  pres- 
ent during  the  hearings.  When  we  asked 
several  representatives  of  POA  about 
thi.s  item,  there  was  a  complete  lack  of 
authentic  and  accurate  information  jus- 
tifying this  particular  program. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  Senator  from 
Idaho  is  eminently  correct. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  must 
correct  my  good  friend,  the  Setator  from 
Idaho.  Governor  Stassen  testified  at 
considerable  length  on  this  program,  and 
showed  a  very  great  familiarity  with 
every  aspect  of  it. 

This  is  not  an  involved  matter  at  all. 
There  have  been  two  programs  in  prog- 
ress in  order  to  build  up  the  Royal  Air 
Force,  and  at  the  same  time  get  some 
benefits  for  the  NATO  line  Of  defense. 
There  is  involved  in  the  program  an 
arrangement  between  our  Air  Force  and 
the  Royal  Air  Force,  which  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  pending  bill.  There  is  in 
this  bill,  however,  an  item  of  $35  million 
for  the  building  of  airplanes  in  Great 
Britain  to  be  used  as  frontline  fighters  in 
Europe.  General  Gruenther  testified  at 
great  length  on  the  point,  and  he  Is 
extremely  anxious  about  it. 

When  the  estimate  first  came  before 
the  committee,  it  was  for  $77  million. 
Later  it  was  reduced  to  $7D  million. 
When  the  conferees  finished  the  author- 
ization bill,  they  provided  a  ceiling  of 
not  to  exceed  $35  million. 

The  $35  million  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  proposes  to  strike  out  is  made  up 
entirely  in  the  form  of  surplus  com- 
modities. It  is  proposed  to  send  those 
commodities  to  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  British  will  then  use  their  own  cur- 
rency.   They  will  use  sterling  for  the 


I 


19  5  U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14509 


purpose  of  raising  their  air  force  budget 
over  and  above  what  they  planned  in 
the  first  instance,  and  they  will  be  doing 
it  specifically  at  the  request  of  the 
Amercan  military  authorities.  The 
Canberras,  the  Swifts,  the  Hawker- 
Hunters,  and  other  planes  may  have  had 
some  deifects  in  them  several  years  sigo. 
but  it  was  testified  that  those  planes 
were  now  proven.  Certainly  General 
Gruenther  testified  he  wants  these 
planes  as  front-line  fighters.  We  are 
expected  to  spend  $35  million  in  surplus 
commodities,  and  in  return  the  British 
budget  will  be  increased  by  that  amount 
for  the  building  and  the  acquisition  of 
airplanes  for  use  on  the  NATO  line  in 
Europe. 

What  is  the  alternative?  We  can 
build  those  airplanes  here  and  send 
them,  along  with  our  ovm  pilots,  to  Brit- 
ain. As  between  the  two  alternatives.  I 
would  prefer  that  the  airplanes  be  built 
over  there,  using  agricultural  commodi- 
ties as  sort  of  countcrf  unds,  and  let  them 
supply  their  own  pilots.  It  will  ease  the 
burden  upon  this  country  that  much. 

If  it  is  going  to  be  argued  that  this  is 
a  subsidy  to  the  British  aircraft  industry. 
I  suppose  that  general  line  could  be 
Fpelled  out  on  nearly  every  item  one  may 
encounter  in  the  bill,  on  the  theory  that 
if  that  amount  of  money  should  be 
made  available  to  the  British  budget, 
they  would  be  able  to  release  funds  and 
use  them  for  British  aircraft. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  our 
military  authorities  want  these  planes, 
and  they  see  an  opportunity  both  to  put 
them  on  the  NATO  frontline  and  at  the 
same  time  get  rid  of  $35  million  worth 
of  our  surplus  commodities. 

Mr.  Piesident,  the  amendment  ought 
to  be  rejected. 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  be- 
fore some  of  the  Senators  leave,  I  should 
like  to  make  a  statement.  I  have  had 
a  number  of  requests  as  to  the  program 
for  the  rest  of  the  day  and  for  Monday. 
As  soon  as  action  on  the  final  passage 
of  the  bill  has  been  completed.  I  do 
not  plan  to  ask  for  a  night  session 
tonight.  The  Senate  then,  under  its 
prior  order,  will  stand  in  recess  until 
10  o'clock  Monday  morning.  The  Seriate 
will  remain  in  s-»ssion  in  order  that  Sen- 
ators may  request  matters  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

Awaiting  action  are  a  number  of 
House  amendments  to  Senate  bills,  and 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate  in  those 
amendments  is  requested.  Immediately 
following  final  action  on  the  pending  ap- 
propriation bill,  we  plan  to  call  up  those 
measures  for  vote.  Other  than  that, 
there  will  be  no  other  voting  tonight. 

On  Monday — and  again  I  call  this  to 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota,  although  I  have  discussed  it  with 
him  privately — we  shall  have  the  three 
contempt  citations:  Calendar  No.  1827, 
Senate  Resolution  280;  Calendar  No. 
1828,  Senate  Resolution  282;  and  Calen- 
dar No.  1829,  Senate  Resolution  281; 
they  will  be  ready  for  action  on  Monday. 

But  at  10  o'clock  on  Monday,  when 
the  Senate  convenes,  we  shall  have  a  call 
of  the  calendar,  beginning  at  the  end 


of  the  last  calendar  call.  However,  fol- 
lowing tliat,  we  shall  have  a  call  of  the 
bills  at  the  beginning  of  the  calendar, 
and  shall  go  through  them.  That  will  be 
the  first  order  of  business  on  Monday. 
Then  we  shall  be  able  to  see  which  meas- 
lU'es  are  passed  during  the  call  of  the 
calendar,  and  which  ones  remain  to  be 
acted  on. 

Thereafter,  on  Monday,  we  shall  con- 
sider the  contempt-citation  resolutions. 

Then  we  shall  have  two  more  of  the 
sinti -Communist  bills:  Calendar  No, 
1834,  Senate  bill  3428,  the  defense  facili- 
ties bill;  and  Calendar  No.  1833,  House 
bill  9580.  the  espionage  bill. 

Then  we  shall  take  up  Calendar  2261. 
Senate  bill  2631.  to  prohibit  the  pay- 
ment of  governmental  retirement  bene- 
fits to  persons  convicted  of  certain  of- 
fenses— including  the  Alger  Hiss  matter. 

That  will  be  followed  by  Calendar  2223. 
House  bill  7130.  the  citizenship  bill.  I 
think  those  bills  will  fairly  well  fill  our 
program  on  Monday. 

On  Tuesday,  I  hope  we  shall  have  the 
conference  report  on  the  supplemental 
appropriations  bill,  the  conference  re- 
port on  the  farm  bill,  and  the  conference 
report  on  the  atomic  energy  bill. 

If  we  are  fortunate  in  each  instance — 
which  I  caimot  guarantee,  of  course,  al- 
though I  have  hopes  that  we  shall  be, 
and  that  at  least  2  out  of  3  of  those  con- 
ference rep>orts  will  be  ready  for  action 
on  Tuesday 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  gets  through 
early  on  Monday  with  his  program  for 
that  day,  and  if  he  then  is  looking  for 
another  bill  to  have  the  Senate  take  up, 
I  wonder  whether  it  will  l)e  possible  to 
have  the  Senate  con.sider  at  that  time 
the  railroad  retirCiuent  bill. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  There  is  some  In- 
dication that  possibly  that  measure 
might  i>ass  during  the  call  of  the  calen- 
dar, or  that  perhaps  over  the  weekend 
an  area  of  agreement  might  be  found 
for  some  amendments  which  might  be 
offered  during  the  call  of  the  calendar, 
and  that  the  amendments  might  be  ac- 
cepted by  both  sides,  and  thus  we  might 
solve  the  problem.  But  that  I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Assuming 
that  does  not  happen,  then,  after  the  call 
of  the  calendar  is  completed,  if  it  did 
not  appear  that  consideration  of  the 
railroad  retirement  bill  would  involve  too 
much  opposition,  could  not  the  bill  be 
taken  up  at  that  time? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  is  one  of  the  bills 
we  have  under  consideration.  There 
are,  of  course,  others,  including  the  un- 
employment reserves  bill. 

Let  me  assure  the  distinguished  mi- 
nority leader  that  there  is  no  attempt 
on  my  part  to  avoid  taking  up  the  rail- 
road retirement  bill,  but  we  have  a  great 
many  other  Important  bills  to  deal  with. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  understand 
that,  and  I  am  not  trying  to  press  the 
Senator  from  California  about  it.  But 
since  he  has  listed  the  bills  that  he  might 
wish  to  have  the  Senate  take  up  on  Mon- 
day. I  was  hoping  he  would  include  In 


the  list  to  be  taken  up  on  Monday,  tha 
railroad  retirement  bill — ^if  it  is  not 
passed  during  the  calendar  call — so  that 
all  Senators  would  be  on  notice. 

Mr.  KIIOWLAND.  Let  me  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Texas  that, 
as  I  am  sure  he  knows,  when  the  ma- 
jority leader  reaches  this  point  in  the 
session,  different  persons  have  different 
ideas  regarding  which  bills  should  re- 
ceive high  priority.  If  the  Senator  from 
Texas  will  bear  with  me,  we  shall  try  to 
meet  this  problem,  and  meet  it  as  earlj 
in  the  week  as  possible. 

If  we  can  complete  the  calendar  call 
on  Monday,  I  think  we  may  have  some 
pleasant  surprises. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  distingtdshed 
senior  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Martin],  the  chairman  of  the  C(xnmit- 
tee  on  Public  Works,  several  weeks  ago 
reported  the  omnibus  flood-control  bill. 
Congress  has  not  acted  on  a  bill  of  that 
type  for  approximately  4  years.  Can  the 
majority  leader  inform  us  whether  It 
will  be  possible  to  have  that  bill  brought 
up  next  week?  I  am  sorry  I  do  not  re- 
call the  calendar  number  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  it  is  on  the 
list  before  me:  it  is  Calendar  No.  2026, 
House  bill  9859,  the  public  works  bill. 
But  again  I  was  merely  indicating  the 
Monday  program,  because  obviously  the 
measures  we  can  handle  on  Monday  will 
depend  to  some  extent  on  the  facility 
and  speed  with  which  we  are  able  to 
handle  soms  of  the  bills  I  have  already 
listed. 

Last  evening,  in  connection  with  the 
social-security  bill  with  the  cooperation 
of  the  distinguished  minority  leader — 
and  his  cooperation  was  particularly 
valuable — and  with  the  cooperation  of 
other  Senators,  including  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse],  we  were  able  to  enter  into  a 
unanimcus-consent  agreement  which 
seemed  to  work  very  well;  the  time  was 
divided,  with  half  an  hour  being  avail- 
able on  each  amendment,  and  with  the 
time  on  the  bill  itself  divided  equally. 

So  perhaps  next  week,  by  means  of 
similar  cooperation  on  the  part  of  Sen- 
ators on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  we  may 
be  able  to  achieve  excellent  progress  in 
the  case  of  many  of  the  other  bills,  and 
may  be  able  to  move  along  expeditiously 
and  reach  the  public-works  bill  and  a 
number  of  the  other  bills  which  have 
been  mentioned.  That  will  certainly  be 
my  objective,  and  I  shall  seek  to  achieve 
it.  I  know  I  shall  receive  from  Senators 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  the  coopter- 
ation  we  have  been  able  to  have  to  date. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
California  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
What  is  the  plan  in  regard  to  action  on 
Calendar  No.  2010.  House  bill  7774,  the 
so-called  Government  employees'  pay 
biU? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  Is  another 
bill  which  will  be  included  in  the  cal- 
endar call.  It  is  entirely  possible  that 
during  the  calendar  call,  amendments 
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wfaieh  might  change  the  situation  re- 
garding that  measure  might  be  ino* 
posed.  Again,  that  is  one  of  the  bills 
In  ii^eh  a  considerable  amount  of  in- 
terest has  been  expressed  by  Senators 
Ota  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  and  also  on 
the  outside,  as  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina  knows. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
ask  the  question  because  the  last  time 
the  question  arose,  the  Senator  from 
CaUfomia  said  he  would  take  up  the 
UU  wiUi  the  majority  policy  commit- 
tee, and  that  he  would  let  me  know. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  bill  and  a 
good  many  others  were  mentioned  dur- 
ing the  discussions  today.  With  the  ex- 
ception of  the  Monday  schedule,  we  have 
not  finsJly  cleared  the  other  bills,  be- 
cause we  thoxight  there  would  be  an  op- 
portunity. In  the  case  of  a  good  many  of 
them — and  In  that  connection  I  may  re- 
fer to  the  bill  relating  to  Reserve  offi- 
cers, as  well  as  bills  dealing  with  other 
subjects — ^to  have  some  arrangements 
made  over  the  weekend,  and  that  per- 
haps certain  amendments  which  would 
appear  to  both  sides  to  be  reasonable 
might  be  suggested,  and  thus  it  would 
be  possible  for  certain  of  those  bills  to 
be  passed  during  the  calendar  call. 

As  soon  as  the  calendar  call  is  over, 
on  Monday,  another  meeting  of  the  ma- 
jority policy  committee  has  been  sched- 
uled; and  at  that  time  we  can  consider 
the  program  thereafter. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  bill  was  called  during  the  last  cal- 
endar call,  and  was  passed  at  that  time, 
but  subsequently  was  reconsidered,  and 
was  returned  to  the  calendar. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  correct. 
But  at  the  time  of  that  calendar  call,  no 
amendments  to  the  bill  were  available 
or  ready.  

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia 3deld  to  me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Let  me 
Inquire  about  the  school-construction 
bill. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  Is  on  the  list  of 
possibilities.  But.  again,  that  will  de- 
pend on  the  progress  we  are  able  to  make 
on  the  bills  that  come  ahead  of  It. 

We  have  a  great  many  bills  of  great 
importance.  I  almost  hesitate  to  name 
some,  for  fear  that  would  seem  to  indi- 
cate that  they  would  have  priority  over 
others.  In  this  connection,  I  might  re- 
fer to  the  Colorado  River  bill,  the  bill 
dealing  with  the  Missouri  Basin,  and 
bills  dealing  with  compacts  between 
States  in  connection  with  such  matters. 
There  are  many  other  bills  that  are  im- 
portant to  particular  regions,  particular 
areas,  or  particular  Senators.  We  are 
trying  to  do  the  best  we  can  with  the 
problems  which  confront  us. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, win  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  again  to  me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  should 
like  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  major- 
ity leader.  I  believe  it  would  be  helpful 
if  he  and  the  majority  policy  cmnmittee 
would  prepare  a  list  of  the  bills  which 
they  are  anxious  to  have  acted  on  before 
the  time  of  adjournment  arrives,  and 


then  would  give  me  an  opportimUty  to  re- 
view those  bills  with  the  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle — ^In  the  hope  that  per- 
haps we  could  reach  agreement  oti  a  time 
limit  on  debate  on  all  the  so-called  must 
bills. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  like  to 
use  the  word  "must"  as  applied  to  bills, 
but  rather  "priority  legislation." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  using 
the  word  "must"  bills.  If  the  majority 
leader  feels  they  must  be  taken  up  and 
we  must  be  subjected  to  voting  on  them, 
it  is  a  "must,"  so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 
If  the  Senator  can  give  us  a  list  of  the 
bills  which  he  plans  to  bring  up,  I  think 
we  can  reach  some  agreement  as  to 
time.  There  may  be  some  bills  as  to 
which  Members  on  this  side  would  not 
make  an  agreement,  but  on  many  of 
them  I  am  sure  we  could  do  as  we  did 
on  the  social  security  bill  and  save  time, 
enabling  us  to  recess  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible date.  I 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  MUTUAL 
SECURITY  I 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  (H.  R.  10051 )  making  ap- 
propriations for  mutual  security  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1955,  and  for 
other  pur]x>ses. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President.  I 
do  not  want  to  let  go  unchallenged  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
that  the  purpose  of  this  amendment,  the 
deletion  of  these  funds,  is  to  force  the 
pro<*uction  of  NATO  military  planes  in 
this  country  instead  of  in  Britain.  The 
purpose  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  is 
to  seek  the  continued  cooperation  of  the 
United  Kingdom  in  making  available 
some  of  the  military  planes,  but  to  do  so 
at  the  expense  of  that  country  instead 
of  our  being  expected  to  furnish  the 
funds  for  construction  of  military  planes 
so  that  Britain  may  divert  other  funds 
to  subsidize  its  commercial  aircraft  in- 
dustry. I  want  the  record  to  show  that. 
because  I  have  no  desire  whatsoever  to 
force  the  discontinuance  of  the  con- 
struction of  military  planes  for  NATO  by 
the  United  Blingdom. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  be  heard  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Idaho.  My  remarks  are  addressed  par- 
ticularly to  Senators  who  are  interested 
in  the  disposal  of  surplus  agricultural 
commodities. 

I  read  from  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Stas- 
sen.  page  122  of  the  hearings: 

We  are  doing  another  Interesting  thing. 
You  are  correct  as  to  our  emphasis  on  the 
RAF.  In  other  words,  we  feel  that  the  RAF 
is  a  force  of  proven  elite  fighters.  They  are 
the  third  best  air  force  in  the  world  from 
the  standpoint  of  power.  With  all  of  our 
bases  around  there,  we  want  a  powtrlul  RAF 
for  United  States  security  reasons.  We  are 
helping  to  build  the  RAF  and  we  lire  doing 
it  in  an  interesting  way. 

We  are  using  United  States  agricultural 
products.  In  other  words.  In  this  program 
we  are  asking  for  another  $75  million  to  back 
the  RAF,  and  we  propose  to  do  It  not  with 
dollars,  but  by  shipping  them  $?{  million 
more  of  agricultiu^l  products  which  they, 
having  taken  off  rationing,  consulted  thelr 
own  people,  picked  up  their  own  pound  ster- 


ling for  the  food,  put  the  mone^  behind  the 
RAF. 

I  really  feel  It  is  a  method  of  working  out 
a  strengthened  defense  progra«n  with  the 
United  States  asset. 

Senator  Thye.  May  I  have  information  of 
what  type  of  agricultiual  comaaodities  wlU 
be  made  available? 

Mr.  Stassen.  It  Will  be  meat^  and  butter 
and  cottonseed  oil  and  cotton  and  wheat, 
maybe  some  corn. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  tdaho  [Mr. 
DWORSHAK].    [Putting  the  question.] 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President.  I 
request  a  division. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  I 
was  asking  for  recognition. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary   inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  sought  rec- 
ognition, and  the  Chair  recognizes  him. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  understood  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  DWorshax]  to 
ask  for  a  division,  and  I  am  wondering 
if  the  division  will  come  after  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  speaks. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  the  floor  to  enable  the  Senate  to 
vote.  However.  I  have  been  yielding  to 
Senators  for  2  hours.  I  am  a  half  hour 
overdue  on  work  which  I  muBt  do. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  can  understand, 
and  I  appreciate  the  Senator's  yielding 
to  me. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  the 
Chair  to  understand  that  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  is  willing  to  yield  for 
the  purpose  of  having  a  vote  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Idaho,  with  the  understanding  that  he 
will  not  lose  the  floor? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
do  that.  Mr.  President,  several  other 
Senators  have  asked  me  to  refrain  from 
the  short  5-minute  speech  %  intend  to 
make  untU  they  bring  up  their  amend- 
ments. I  thought  I  could  do  that.  How- 
ever, I  find  that  5  minutes  on  an  amend- 
ment generally  runs  to  half  an  hour,  so 
after  yielding  for  the  division,  I  wish 
to  make  a  very  brief  comment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Dworshak].  A  division  has 
been  requested. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment  was  re- 
jected. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President.  I 
know  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long]  has  a  very  important  amendment 
to  bring  up,  and  ordinarily  I  would  wait 
until  that  amendment  had  been  disposed 
of  before  making  my  remarks.  However, 
I  have  a  few  very  brief  remarks  to  make 
before  the  Senator's  amendment  comes 
up.    I  shall  try  to  keep  within  5  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  voting  money 
tonight  for  the  prosecution  of  a  war 
which  started  106  years  ago.  That  war 
was  declared  in  1848.  For  the  first  69 
years  of  that  war  very  little  progress  was 
made  by  the  enemy.  The  declaration  was 
made  by  Karl  Marx.     Not  until   1917, 


when  the  Kaiser  sent  seven  Communists, 
headed  by  Nikolai  Lenin,  into  Russia,  did 
they  make  much  progress.  However,  in 
100  days  those  7  Communists  headed  by 
Lenin  took  over  a  nation  of  180  million 
people. 

Very  little  progress  was  made  until 
1945.  From  1917  to  1945  the  figure  re- 
mained at  180  million.  Prom  1945  until 
the  first  of  1953  the  figure  increased  to 
800  million  people. 

We  should  keep  in  mind  that  the  en- 
tire world  population,  according  to  the 
latest  estimate,  is  about  2,300,000.000. 
So  800  million  is  approaching  one-half 
of  the  world's  population.  Nearly  one- 
half  the  world's  population  is  in  chains. 

From  the  first  of  1953  until  a  few 
weeks  ago,  again  very  little  progress  was 
made,  insofar  as  numbers  of  people  in 
chains  were  concerned,  but  a  few  weeks 
a.po  we  saw  an  additional  12  million  peo- 
ple and  a  fairly  sizable  area  of  the  earth's 
surface  in  Indochina  go  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain. 

The  question  's.  Why  are  we  losing  this 
war?  We  are  paying  for  it  tonight.  We 
are  about  to  vote  money  for  it.  Why  are 
we  losing  it?  It  is  ijerhaps  because  the 
money  is  improperly  used. 

In  that  connection  I  invite  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate  to  one  of  the  most 
unusual  orders  I  have  ever  heard  of  dur- 
ing my  service  in  the  Senate.  When  I 
was  campaigning  against  my  Democrat 
friends,  I  condemned  them  for  secrecy. 
If  my  Republican  friends  engage  in  the 
.same  type  of  secrecy,  I  have  no  choice 
but  to  discuss  that.  also. 

Here  is  an  order  dated  March  26.  1954. 
This  order  is  3  pages  long,  and  I  should 
like  to  have  it  in.serted  in  toto  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  will  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  explain  to  us  where  the 
order  conres  from,  and  who  the  author 
of  the  order  is,  and  summarize  for  us  its 
contents? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
do  so. 

The  order  comes  from  Mr.  Harold 
Sta.<;sen.  the  head  of  the  organization  for 
which  we  are  voting  money  tonight. 
The  date  is  March  26.  It  provides  that 
when  the  Presidential  secrecy  order — the 
order  of  Truman,  and  the  order  of  Mr. 
Ei.senhower — failed  to  cover  a  certain 
situation — in  other  words,  when  security 
matters  are  not  involved — nevertheless 
the  agency  can  classify  something  "For 
official  use  only,"  and  that  will  keep  the 
information  from  the  Congress,  and 
from  the  American  people. 

Let  me  read  paragraph  6  of  this  or- 
der. It  would  be  unbehevable.  almost, 
except  that  it  is  a  matter  of  cold  record. 

Paragraph  6.  Here  is  the  information 
that  Congress  cannot  get  even  though 
we  are  voting  approximately  $3  billion 
for  this  organization. 

6.  Information  pertaining  to  administra- 
tive, organization,  personnel,  fiscal  or  oper- 
ating policies,  procedures  and  planj  where 
temporary  protection  prior  to  firm  establish- 
ment Is  in  the  public  interest. 

In  other  words,  they  say,  "We  will  not 
give  Congress  information  about  person- 
nel, organization,  administration,  oper- 
ating policies,  procedures,  and  plans." 
There  is  added  the  clause,  as  protection, 
"where  it  is  in  the  public  interest." 


The  order  covers  about  everything  that 
can  be  covered. 

I  hand  the  order  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon.  He  has  been  a  very  active  crit- 
ic of  secrecy  in  government,  so  I  think  he 
might  be  interested  in  this  because  of 
the  huge  amount  of  money  we  are  voting 
for  this  organization. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Of  course,  as  the  Sen- 
ator knows,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy  I 
would  not  object  to  have  any  Senator 
offering  at  any  time  what  in  his  judg- 
ment ought  to  be  put  into  the  Record. 
I  hope  the  Senator  understands  that. 

Mr.  McCarthy.     I  understand  that. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like,  however, 
to  ask  a  question  or  two  about  this  docu- 
ment. 

Am  I  to  understand  that  it  is  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that 
Mr.  Stassen,  under  the  heading  of  "Pro- 
cedures for  the  Protection  of  Certain 
Non-defense  Information,  a  Foreign 
Operations  Administration  Manual,"  is 
seeking  to  keep  from  the  Congress,  and 
I  assume  from  the  press 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     Correct 

Mr.  MORSE.  Information  about  the 
operation  of  this  public  agency  of  Gov- 
ernment which  is  not  classified  informa- 
tion? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  me  put  it  this 
way:  I  take  the  position  we  have  been 
losing  this  war  over  the  past  number  of 
years  even  though  we  have  been  voting 
whatever  has  been  asked.  Tlie  ques- 
tion Is,  why?  I  feel  it  is  because  the 
money  is  improperly  spent.  Now  we 
suddenly  find  a  new  order  telling  us  we 
can  have  no  knowledge  of  how  it  is  spent. 

I  feel  we  should  not  vote  money  for 
an  organization  which  has  been  failing 
so  miserably  and  which  now  says  "Con- 
gress cannot  know  anything  about  our 
organization.  We  will  take  the  money. 
We  will  keep  everything  secret." 

I  think  that  is  ten  times  important, 
in  view  of  the  constant  reports  we  get 
on  incompetence,  overstafflng,  and  the 
type  of  debris  which  there  is  in  some  of 
the  POA  offices.  I  may  say,  in  fairness 
to  some  of  the  individuals  in  POA,  I 
think  there  are  some  outstanding  peo- 
ple who  are  even  more  disturbed  than  I 
am  about  this  secrecy.  Incompetence, 
and  debris  piling  up  in  the  POA. 

Mr.  MORSE.  May  I  ask  one  more 
question  as  a  matter  of  reservation,  and 
then  I  shall  not  object. 

Am  I  to  understand  what  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  alleges  with  respect  to 
the  document  is  that  it  is  an  example  of 
Government  by  secrecy  in  POA,  operated 
by  Mr.  Stassen? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Correct.  And  this 
is  just  the  beginning,  I  am  afraid.  We 
are  heading  more  and  more  toward 
complete  secrecy  in  government. 

For  a  while  we  had  secrecy  under  the 
guise  that  it  involved  security.  Here  we 
have  the  head  of  an  organization  with 
no  Presidential  authority — I  am:  sure 
Mr.  Eisenhower  does  not  know  about 
this — but  by  flat,  issuing  an  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Case 
in  the  chair).     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  Reserving  the 
right  to  object — and  I  shall  not  object — 
I  wish  to  make  one  observation. 

I  believe  this  matter  was  brought  up 
in  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Stassen  be- 


fore the  committee.  It  is  my  under- 
standing that  this  order  related  only  to 
that  period  when  the  reorganization  was 
being  considered,  and  that  Mr.  Stassen 
did  not  intend  it  to  apply  permanently, 
after  they  had  decided  on  various  mat- 
ters that  were  in  process.  I  believe  I 
recall  his  telling  me  and  other  members 
of  the  committee  that  the  manual  was 
not  intended  to  do  anything  other  than 
to  stop  the  leaks  out  of  his  organization, 
pending  a  final  decision  on  matters 
which  he  was  considering  in  the  reor- 
ganization of  his  agency. 

I  do  not  wish  to  get  into  a  big  argu- 
ment defending  Mr.  Stassen  and  the 
FOA.  although  I  think  he  has  done  a 
good  job  in  cutting  down  personnel.  He 
certainly  has  done  so  with  regard  to  the 
personnel  abroad,  and  that  matter  is 
covered  in  the  hearings  before  our 
committee. 

By  and  large,  I  would  say  Mr.  Stassen 
has  done  a  very  good  job  in  reorganizing 
his  agency.  I  never  was  conscious  of 
being  deprived  of  any  information  with 
respect  to  the  operations  of  the  agency. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  May  I  point  out 
to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  that  he  is 
completely,  100  percent  in  error?  He 
has,  I  am  sure,  inadvertently  misstated 
the  facts.  If  he  would  care  to  have  the 
written  record,  at  which  time  Mr.  Stas- 
sen was  asked  about  it,  I  have  It.  He 
may  have  it. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
should  go  over  this  record  and  Inform 
the  Senate  that  he  was  in  error.  As  I 
say,  I  feel  sure  that  the  Senator  was  in- 
advertently in  error.  I  am  sure  he 
would  not  even  remotely  misstate  the 
subject. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  reserves  the  right 
to  object. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Does  the  Senator 
want  the  record? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  have  the  record. 
All  I  know  is  what  I  read  in  the  record. 
On  page  45,  when  the  colloquy  was  going 
on,  I  was  presiding  in  the  committee, 
and  Mr.  Stassen  had  this  to  say : 

It  is  not  a  classified  document.  It  is  a 
general  manual  that  was  distributed  world- 
wide in  all  executive  branch  agencies. 

Then,  vihen  Mr.  Stassen  referred  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin, he  said,  "He  can  get  a  thousand  of 
them  if  he  wishes  them."  meaning  copies 
of  the  manual. 

There  is  one  other  thing.  The  record 
of  personnel  is  in  the  hearings.  Any- 
body who  wants  to  read  it  will  find  it 
there. 

Mr.  Stassen,  I  must  say,  was  respon- 
sive to  every  question  that  was  asked. 
I  thought  he  was  an  excellent  witness. 
I  saw  no  inhibitions.  I  saw  no  with- 
holding of  data.  So  I  am  a  little  dis- 
tressed to  be  forced  to  disagre^with  my 
friend  from  Wisconsin ;  but  I  kn^  what 
the  record  is.  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  May  I  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois,  despite  the  deep 
respect  I  have  for  his  ability,  I  am  afraid 
he  Is  in  error.    The  senior  Senator  from 
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Itow  Hampahlre  ordered  Mr.  Stassen  to 
Klve  the  committee  a  list  of  the  materials 
which  our  allies  were  shipping  to  Com- 
munist -  bloc  xiatioDs,  but  which  we 
would  not  allow  American  citizesis  to 
ship  to  those  nations.  In  other  wmds, 
the  Senator  from  New  Hanuxshire  re- 
quested a  list  of  things  we  considered 
strategic  but  which  other  countries  did 
not  bar  from  shii»nent  to  Communist 
bloc  nations. 

ICr.  Stassen  promised  that  he  would 
have  that  information — I  believe  the  rec- 
ord will  show — the  following  morning, 
or  thereabouts.  That  la  quite  a  few 
mornings  ago. 

The  only  letter  he  wrote  on  the  sub- 
ject was  dated  Jiily  22,  in  which  he  talks 
about  tractors  and  industalal  diamonds. 
I  had  pointed  out  to  lix.  Stassen  that 
the  United  Kingdom  was  shipping  to 
Russia  enough  industrial  diamonds  to 
enable  Russia  to  have  a  stockpile  which 
would  last  for  20  years,  and  that  if  Rus- 
sia did  not  have  those  industrial  dia- 
monds she  could  not  wage  war,  because 
her  machine-tool  industry  would  die 
overnight.  Not  only  did  Mr.  Stassen  fail 
to  give  us  the  list  of  materials,  but  he 
made  this  statement: 

Indiistrlal  diamonds  are  on  the  Interna- 
tional embargo  list  as  weU  as  the  Battle  Act 
embargo  list.  They  are,  of  oourse.  one  of 
the  terms  on  which  the  moat  actlTe  smug- 
gling attempts  are  made. 

He  does  not  say  so  in  so  many  words, 
but  the  inference  is  that  diamonds,  which 
are  necessary  to  the  Cmnmunist  nations' 
war  efforts,  were  smuggled  into  Russia. 
He  is  not  teUing  the  truth.  He  knows 
he  is  not  telling  the  truth.  He  knows 
that  the  United  Kingdom.  Great  Britain. 
allowed  and  qwnsored  the  shipment  of 
industrial  diamonds  to  Russia  over  the 
past  number  of  years,  so  that  Russia 
now  has  a  stockpile  whlt^  will  enable 
her  to  wage  war. 

Mr.  HATDEN.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  am  not  through. 
I  have  not  yielded. 

I  mention  this  to  the  Senator  fnnn' 
niinois  [Mr.  Ddueskn]  in  view  of  his 
statement  that  he  thought  Mr.  Stassen 
was  a  truthful,  forthright  witness.  No. 
1.  he  said.  "I  will  give  you  tomorrow 
morning" — he  may  not  have  said  "to- 
morrow morning."  he  may  have  said  "or 
thereabouts";  but  I  believe  he  said  "to- 
morrow morning" — "a  list  of  materials 
that  our  allies" — the  ones  we  are  giv- 
ing money  to  tonight— "are  shipping  to 
the  Communist-bloc  nations."  He  said 
he  could  give  us  that  information.  Up 
until  this  morning  he  has  not  done  so. 

I  may  say,  with  reference  to  industrial 
diamonds,  that  the  record  is  dear  that 
It  is  not  a  case  of  smuggling  any  more 
than  the  rubber  going  into  Communist- 
bloc  nations  Is  smuggled. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  talked 
about  the  f  orthrightness  of  Mr.  Stassea 
He  was  asked  about  the  shipment  of  ma- 
terials to  Indochina.  I  cannot  find  the 
quotatlcm  at  the  moment,  but  the  Sena- 
tor will  recall  that  he  said,  in  effect,  that 
not  much  additional  was  being  shipped. 
I  do  not  have  the  date,  but,  anyway,  a 
few  days  later,  after  he  was  before  our 
committee,  he  did  not  say  in  so  many 
words  that  we  were  increasing  the  al- 


lowance to  our  friends  so  that  tbey  could 
ship  more  materials  to  Communist-bloc 
nations,  but,  a  short  time  after  he  testi- 
fied we  have  a  story  emanating  from  his 
department,  as  follows: 

In  Qreece.  what  we  have  agreed  to  Is  that 
as  from  August  16 — 

And  he  testified  after  August  16, 1  be- 
lieve— 

the  present  embargo  list  will  be  reduced  one- 
thlrd.  from  about  250  to  170  Items,  and  tne 
quantitative  control  list  very  drastically  cut 
from  90  to  20.  { 

I  invite  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  none  of  this  information  was 
given  to  the  Appropriations  Committee. 
Mr.  Stassen  had  it  at  the  time.  He  knew 
we  were  looking  for  the  information.  So 
I  say  to  the  very  able  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois that  when  he  says  Stassen  was  an 
honorable  man  and  was  telling  us  all  the 
facts.  Mr.  Stassen  apparently  had  an  ex- 
tremely bad  memory,  one  of  the  worst 
of  which  I  have  ever  heard. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  Mr.  President,  I  may  sBy  to  my 
friend  from  Wisconsin,  and  I  do  aot  mean 
to  be  unkind,  that  I  was  in  attendance  at 
the  hearing  every  day,  every  hour,  every 
minute  when  there  was  any  testimony 
going  on.  and  on  the  basis  of  dealing  with 
all  the  witnesses  over  that  period  of  time 
I  must  reaffirm  my  statement  that  Gov- 
ernor Stassen  was  a  forthright  and  a 
complete  witness.  I  would  do  him  a  dis- 
service if  I  said  otherwise. 

I  think  he  said  in  the  hearing  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  confer  with  the 
Department  of  Commerce.  I  am  sure 
there  is  money  in  this  bill  for  personnel 
with  reference  to  the  whole  control  pro- 
cedure relating  to  the  shipment  of  stra- 
tegic and  critical  materials  going  be- 
hind the  Iron  Curtain. 

Finally,  there  is  a  letter  of  July  22  in 
which  he  sets  forth  in  some  detail  the 
quantities  for  a  period  of  2  years.  That 
Information  was  adequate,  I  think  for 
the  members  of  the  committee,  and,  be- 
ing a  member  of  the  committee,  I  was 
sure  when  we  had  Governor  Stassen  be- 
fore us  some  time  ago  when  there  was 
testimony  on  East-West  trade  and  trade 
between  the  free  world  and  the  Soviet 
nation  and  the  Soviet  satellites,  that  he 
was  very  cooperative. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  the 
statement  which  Mr.  Stassen  made  ap- 
pears on  page  50. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  I  should  like 
to  point  out  some  testimony  appearing 
at  page  50  of  the  hearings,  which  I  read : 

Senator  McCartht.  Let  me  ask  you  this. 
Governor.  Is  there  any  reason  «rhy  this 
committee,  which  Is  being  asked  to  appro- 
priate bUllons  of  dollars,  shoiUd  not  know 
what  oixr  allies  are  shipping  to  the  enemy? 

Mr.  Stassin.  The  committee  can  have  any 
information  they  wish  in  our  entirs  organi- 
zation.    That  has  always  been  our  rule. 

Senator  McCarthy.  If  the  Chair  orders  or 
requests  it.  wlU  you  give  that  list? 

Mr.  Stassew.  Certainly. 

Senator  McCartht.  In  other  words,  we  can 
now  get  the  list.  Mr.  Reporter,  will  you 
make  sure  we  have  this  accurate?  We  now 
can  get  from  your  department  a  list  of  the 
nuiterlals  which  we  carry  as  strategic  war 
materials,  but  which  the  allies,  whq  are  be- 


ing financed  by  us.  are  still  shipping  to  Com- 
munist bloc  nations? 

Mr.  Stassek.  Senator,  you  shifted  the 
question  in  your  usual  manner.  There  are 
no  such  items. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  one  other  item 
which  I  think  should  be  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  in  connection 
with  the  document  which  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morsc]  has  in  his 
hand.  I  read  from  page  44  of  the 
hearings: 

One  of  the  things  designated  "For  official 
use  only,"  information  pertaining  to  admin- 
istrative, organization,  personnel,  fiscal  or 
operating  policies,  procedures^  and  plaiu 
where  temporary  protection  prior  to  firm 
establishment  Is  in  the  public  Interest. 

In  other  words,  there  is  a  prohibition 
against  giving  the  committee  informa- 
tion during  the  course  ef  negotia- 
tions  

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  said  I  misstated  the  Rbcosd. 
Does  the  Senator  claim  I  incorrectly 
read  it?  I 

Mr.  HAYDEN.     Yes.  I 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  IVesIdent,  hi 
fairness  to  me  I  think  we  should  have 
the  Official  Reporter  read  hack  exactly 
what  I  quoted.  In  fairness  to  the  Sen- 
ate, and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
Senator  said  I  misstated  that  paragraph. 
I  think  the  Official  Reporter  should  read 
exactly  what  I  said. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  Official  Reporter  read- 
ing what  was  said? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object — I  withdraw  my  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  Official  Reporter  reading 
what  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  said? 

Mr.  McCarthy,  Mt.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  madje  a  rather 
serious  intimation. 

The  PRESIDING  OPFICiai.  While 
the  Official  Reporter  who  took  the  notes 
is  being  sent  for,  the  Chair  will  inquire 
if  there  is  any  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  cer- 
tain documents  be  placed  in  the  Rccord. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  reserving  the  right 
to  object.    I  have  2  or  3  questions. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  we  proceed. 

The  PRESmiNQ  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  proceeding  by  recognizing 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asking  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin some  questions? 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  would  this 
not  be  a  good  time  to  bring  up  my 
amendment?     [Laughter.] 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  cannot  permit  that  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  say- 
ing this  for  the  benefit  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen],  because  I 
think  that  in  his  reply  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  he  made  the  argument 
that  this  document  is  not  a  classified 
document  and  was  not  offered  by  Mr. 
Stassen  as  a  classified  document.  It  is 
not  my  understanding  that  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  contends  it  is  a  classi- 
fied document. 
Mr.  MCCARTHY.  No. 
Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  merely  misunderstood  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.    I  understand 
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that  what  the  Senator  is  criticizing  Is 
that,  in  his  opinion,  Mr.  Stassen  issued  a 
set  of  instructions  to  be  binding  upon  his 
staff  relative  to  procedures  for  the  pro- 
tection of  certain  defense  information 
which  he  labels  information  for  official 
use  only,  and  by  laying  down  these  rules 
or  regulations  he,  in  effect,  sets  up  a  pat- 
tern of  government  by  secrecy. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  That  is  100-percent 
correct,  and  I  am  disturbed  by  it.  be- 
cause it  may  prove  to  be  a  pattern.  If 
Mr.  Stassen  can  do  that  when  he  is  ad- 
ministering some  $3  billion,  another  de- 
partment can  do  the  same. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas [Mr.  Frn-BRiGHT]  stated  that  in 
his  testimony  Mr.  Stassen  assured  the 
committee  that  this  document  was  to  be 
applicable  only  for  a  period  of  the  or- 
ganization of  POA.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  facts  are.  I  have  only  read  the  docu- 
ment. But;  does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin agree  with  me  that  there  is  noth- 
ing in  the  document  which  says  it  is  to 
be  applical)le  for  only  the  period  of  the 
organizaticn  of  the  FOA? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Not  only  is  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  correct,  but  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  is  completely  in 
error.  Wliat  he  stated  is  completely 
contrary  to  the  fact. 

I  have  offered  to  hand  hitn  the  testi- 
mony of  Mr.  Stassen.  so  that  he  could 
tell  me  where  Mr.  Stassen  made  the 
statement.  The  Senator  from  Arkansas 
sits  in  his  seat,  reading  a  newspaper. 
He  hears  overythmg  I  am  saying.  He 
knows  that,  if  what  he  has  said  is  true, 
then  he  can  take  the  official  transcript 
of  the  hearings  and  read  to  us  wherein 
Mr.  Stassen  made  the  statement. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  a  certain 
document  be  printed  in  the  Rbcord?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  document  is  as  follows: 

Foreign  Ofvrations  AoximsTRA-noN  Maitoai. 
Subject:    Procedures   for   the   protection   of 

certain  nondefense  Information. 
Transmittal  letter  No.  General-37. 
Effective  da.e,  March  36.  1054. 

I.    POLICT 

In  accordance  with  agency  policy,  it  Is  the 
responsibility  of  all  employees  to  protect 
certain  types  of  nondefense  Information 
which  are  n^t  properly  classifiable  under  Ex- 
ecutive Orcer  lOSOl  and  existing  security 
regulations.  To  accomplish  this,  such  mate- 
rial shall  be  labeled  "Official  use  only"  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  provisions  of  this  order. 
However,  care  shall  be  exercised  whenever 
the  designation  "Official  use  only"  Is  uti- 
lized to  avoid  improper  and  unnecessary  use 
of  this  prot«K:tlve  device. 

n.    CHANGS  or  DESICMATION 

A.  As  the  occasion  demands,  all  material 
now  designated  as  Restricted  will  either  be 
designated  is  Confidential  or  higher,  if  it 
meets  the  provisions  of  Executive  Order 
10501;  be  completely  declassified;  or.  if  it 
meets  the  c-iterla  outlined  in  III.  A.,  below, 
designated  '  Official  use  only." 

m.  DxriNmoN' 

A.  The  designation  "Offlclai  use  only"  shall 
be  used  on  documents  which  do  not  require 
safeguarding;  In  the  interest  of  national  de- 
fense (Executive  Order  10501)  but  which 
require  protection  such  as  those  containing 
Information  falling  within  the  following 
categories: 

1.  Information  obtained  from  business 
concerns  wtich  POA  is  required  by  law  to 


protect;  for  exsunple,  confidential  informa- 
tion on  profits  and  losses  and  trade  secrets 
(see  18  U.  8.  C.  1906) . 

2.  Information  pertaining  to  pending  suits 
by  or  against  the  United  States  Government. 

3.  Information,  the  disclosure  of  which 
might  adversely  affect  negotiations  by  POA 
with  nongovernmental  Institutions.  Inter- 
national agencies,  private  companies,  or  for- 
eign Governments  by  affecting  prospective 
contracts,  supply,  prices,  transportation,  cost 
of  storage  facilities,  or  the  like. 

4.  Information  at>out  pending  investiga- 
tions of  allegations  concerning  employees  or 
companies. 

6.  Information  about  an  employee  or  ap- 
plicant, the  indiscriminate  distribution  of 
which  might  result  In  unwarranted  Injtiry 
to  the   Individual. 

6.  Information  pertaining  to  administra- 
tive, organization,  personnel,  fiscal,  or  oper- 
ating policies,  procedures  and  plans  where 
temporary  protection  prior  to  firm  estab- 
lishment is  m  the  public  Interest. 

IV.    PKKPARATION 

A.  Persons  designated  by  existing  security 
regulations  to  classify  material  are  author- 
ized to  determine  the  protection  of  material 
under   this   instruction. 

B.  Documents  designated  offlclai  use  only 
will  be  so  stamped  at  the  top  and  bottom 
of  each  page  of  the  document.  If  the  docu- 
ment Is  permanently  fastened  or  bound,  the 
designation  will  also  be  stamped  or  printed 
on  the  cover. 

C.  Rubber  stamps  bearing  the  caption 
"Offlclai  Use  Only"  may  be  requisitioned 
through  the  Supply  Section,  Administrative 
Services. 

V.  STORACX 

A.  Information  designated  "Official  use 
only,"  except  for  cablegrams,  wlien  not  In 
use  shall  be  stored  in  a  steel  cabinet  pro- 
vided with  a  pushbutton  tjrpe  of  locking  de- 
vice, a  steel  desk  provided  with  a  lock  or  a 
container  of  comparable  security. 

B.  Cablegrams  designated  "Official  use 
only"  when  not  In  use  shall  be  stored  In  a 
steel  lock-bar  cabinet  or  a  three-way  com- 
bination safe. 

C.  Cablegrams  previously  designated  "Re- 
stricted" when  not  in  use  shall  be  stored  in 
the  same  maimer  as  "Official  use  only"  cable- 
grams. 

VI.    TRANSMISSIOM 

A.  Information  designated  "Official  use 
only"  may  be  transmitted  in  a  single  en- 
velope through  the  regular  messenger  sys- 
tem of  POA  or  other  Government  depart- 
ments, and  in  a  single  envelop>e  through  the 
regular  United  States  mall  within  the  con- 
tinental   limits  of   the   United    States. 

B.  Information  designated  "official  use 
only"  being  transmitted  to  overseas  missions 
or  poets  shall  be  enclosed  in  a  single  envelope 
which  will  bear  the  caption  "Offlclai  Use 
Only."  This  information  will  be  forwarded 
by  Department  of  State  pouch. 

C.  Occasionally  It  will  be  necessary  in  the 
interest  of  speed  to  send  official  use  only 
Information  by  cable.  Where  this  method  Is 
used,  the  cable  cannot  be  handled  by  for- 
eign service  local  employees.  (This  rule  ex- 
ists for  reasons  of  code  security.)  Transmis- 
sion of  official  use  only  material  by  cable 
should  be  avoided  and  alrgrams  used  in 
place  of  cables  whenever  possible. 

Vn.    SELXASE    TO    PKSSONS   OTTTSIDE    THK 
EXECtmVE   BSANCH 

A.  Official  tise  only  information  may  be 
released  upon  authorization  of  an  office 
director,  or  higher  authority,  when  In  his 
opinion  the  conditions  which  Justified  the 
original  designation,  as  outlined  In  III.  A. 
above,  no  longer  prevail. 

B.  Consideration  should  be  given  in  deter- 
mining whether  Information  should  be  re- 
leased to  the  applicability  of  18  U.  S.  C.  1905 
(see  par.  III.A.1.  above)  and  to  the  possibility 
that  other  divisions  within  POA  or  other 
Federal  agencies  may  be  affected  by  the  re- 


lease.   In  such  cases  clearance  should  be  ob- 
tained from  the  other  divisions  or  agencies. 


▼m.    BULK  OF 
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A  A  cablegram  making  reference  to  an- 
other cablegram  designated  "Official  use 
only"  must  be  designated  "Official  use  only" 
unie  s  in  the  Interest  of  national  defense,  aa 
specified  In  Executive  Order  10501.  the  con- 
tent Justifies  a  greater  degree  of  protection. 
Note :  Reference  in  this  instance  Is  defined  as 
the  act  of  referring  by  number,  symbol,  date, 
or  In  any  way  which  will  reveal  the  subject 
matter  of  a  cablegram  i»-eviously  designated 
as  "Official  use  only." 

B.  In  addition  to  the  designation  "Official 
use  only"  the  United  States  Department  of 
State  will  use  the  designation  "limited  offi- 
cial use." 

C.  An  POA  cablegram  making  reference 
to  a  Department  of  State  cablegram  desig- 
nated "Limited  official  use"  will  be  designated 
"Official  use  only"  unless  in  the  Interest  of 
national  defense  the  content  Justifies  a 
greater  degree  of  protection. 

D.  With  the  exception  of  cablegrams, 
each  docimient,  when  required,  shall  be  as- 
signed the  designation  "Official  use  only"  on 
the  basis  of  Its  own  content  and  not  ac- 
cording to  its  relationship  to  another  docu- 
ment. 

E.  An  POA  cablegram  making  reference 
to  a  cablegram  previotisly  designated  "Re- 
stricted" will  be  designated  "Official  use  only" 
unless  in  the  interest  of  national  defense 
the  content  Justifies  a  greater  degree  of  pro- 
tection. 

XX.  DESTvtrcnoir 

A.  Nonrecord  official  use  only  material  will 
be  destroyed  in  the  same  manner  provided 
for  in  section  10  of  the  security  regulations 
for  the  destruction  of  claaslfled  material.  A 
record  of  the  destruction  of  such  material 
Is  not  required. 

X.    ACCESS  BT  TOUSaV  SXBVICK  LOCAL  EKPLOTECS 

A.  Porelgn  Service  local  employees  may 
have  access  to  official  use  only  documents, 
except  cables,  when  in  the  judgment  of  the 
principal  officers  such  access  Is  required  m 
the  performance  of  their  duty  and  would  not 
endanger  the  orderly  operation  of  the  agency. 

The  PRESIDING  OPFTCER.  A  re- 
quest by  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin Is  pending,  which  was  set  aside 
by  unanimous  consent  until  the  Offi- 
cial Reporter  might  return  to  the  Cham- 
ber. Is  it  the  desire  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  to  proceed? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  will  proceed  un- 
til the  Official  Reporter  returns  and 
reads  the  paragraph  to  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Arizona  [Mr.  Haydkn]  referred. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  recognized. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  has  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  completed  his 
speech? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  shall  have  fin- 
ished in  a  few  minutes.  When  I  began, 
I  said  I  would  speak  for  5  minutes;  but 
that  was  about  20  minutes  ago.  I  shall 
finish  in  about  5  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  when  we  vote  for  this 
aid;  when  we  read  that  other  strategic 
materials.  Including  rubber  and  indus- 
trial diamonds  are  being  reduced  in  num- 
ber from  250  to  170  for  other  nations, 
but  not  for  the  United  States  mer- 
chants— and  we  should  remember  that 
our  businessmen  cannot  ship  those  ma- 
terials to  the  Communist  bloc  nations, 
although  our  allies  can — we  should  recall 
that  an  Army  communique  of  September 
10,  of  last  year,  said  there  were  more 
than  900  young  men  who  were,  as  of  that 
date,  prisoners  of  war,  or  rather  who 
were  known  to  have  been  living  and  were 
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prisoners  of  war.  unaccounted  fat.  as  to 
whom  our  Army  rightfully  asked  for  tax 
accoimtlng.  There  was  the  usual  nose 
tbumbinit  Insult  on  the  part  of  the 
enemy.  Two  days  later,  I  believe  it  was. 
as  Senators  may  recall,  en  September  12. 
':  Red  China  announced  that  ^e  had  32 
airmen  who  were  shot  down  over  Man- 
churia, and  that  she  would  treat  them 
as  prisoners  of  war. 

The  figure  of  900  has  been  revised 
downward,  but  not  the  figure  of  32. 

So  as  of  tonight,  August  14. 1954.  when 
we  are  voting  billions  of  dollars  to  our 
allies,  who  in  tiu*n  are  shipping  materials 
to  the  Communist  bloc  of  nations  and 
to  Red  China — ^tonight,  at  5  minutes  of  7, 
on  the  14th  of  August,  1954,  we  know 
there  are  in  Communist  blood-stained 
dungeons,  being  brain- washed.  American 
young  men.  zu>t  missing -in-actlon  cases, 
but  young  men  who  are  known- to  have 
been  living  prisoners  of  the  enemy.  At 
the  same  time,  the  Senate,  with  no  re- 
strictions being  placed  upon  our  so- 
called  allies,  will  vote  untold  millions  of 
dollars  for  foreign  aid.  Unless  our  allies 
will  work  with  us.  this  will  be  a  great 
waste  of  money. 

I  know  that  what  I  am  arguing  to- 
night is  a  lost  cause.  I  know  the  Senate 
will  vote  the  fimds.  I  know  that  our 
allies  will  get  the  money.  I  know  they 
will  continue  to  ship  the  sinews  of  eco- 
nomic and  militant  strength  to  our 
enemy. 

But  I  felt  I  had  to  take  a  few  minutes 
of  the  time  of  the  Senate  tonight  to 
make  the  record  clear. 

Before  I  resume  my  seat,  may  I  ask 
the  very  able  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  whether  I  am  cor- 
rect in  my  statement  that  Mr.  Stassen, 
the  head  of  the  Foreign  Operations  Ad- 
ministration. prcMnised  the  committee 
that  he  would  sun?ly  the  committee  with 
a  list  of  the  items  which  the  merchants 
of  the  Dtiited  States  cannot  ship  to  the 
enemy,  but  which  our  friends  can  ship 
to  the  enemy?  Mr.  Stassen,  as  I  recall, 
promised  that  he  would  f  uniish  such  a 
list  Is  it  correct  that  as  of  this  time  no 
information  has  been  received,  except 
the  letter  of  July  22,  which  deals  with 
diamonds  and  tractors,  a  letter  which 
I  should  like  to  have  placed  in  the  Rsc- 
<«»?    Is  that  substantially  correct? 

Mr.  BRIDOES.  The  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  is  correct  in  that  as  of  today 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  has  not 
received  from  Administrator  Stassen 
the  list  of  strategic  materials  which  was 
requested,  and  which  he  was  directed  to 
furnish  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  i  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  much  more  I 
should  have  liked  to  say  about  the  mat- 
ter, but  this  is  Saturday  night,  and  the 
hour  is  growing  late.  Many  Senators 
have  important  engagements,  and  im- 
portant amendments  are  pending.  Un- 
fortunately. I  shall  have  to  leave  the 
Senate  floor.  But  I  desire  to  be  recorded 
in  favor  of  any  amendment  which  will 
reduce  the  fimds  for  Mr.  Stassen's  or- 
ganization. I  want  to  be  recorded  as 
being  against  the  entire  bill  when  the 
time  arrives  for  a  final  vote,  because  I 


believe  the  Senate  simply  cannot,  in 
good  conscience,  vote  money  for  allies 
who,  in  turn,  are  helping  the  enemy.  I 
feel  that  we  cannot,  in  good  conscience, 
ever  send  an  American  boy  In  uniform 
to  war  in  a  foreign  land,  If  we  allow  oxir 
imiformed  men  as  of  tonight  to  be  brain 
washed  and  tortured  in  enemy  dungeons. 

The  time  will  come  when  we  shall  have 
to  regain  our  national  honor.  The  time 
will  come  when  we  shall  have  to  say  to 
every  uniformed  American  yoning  man, 
"You  pack  the  entire  power  and  honor 
of  this  Nation  on  your  shoulders ;  and  if 
a  'brutalitarian'  steps  in  and  puts  his 
hobnail  boots  upon  your  neck,  this  entire 
Nation  of  160  million  will  make  that 
'brutalitarian'  regret  his  acticn  for  all 
time  to  come." 

I  have  heard  some  of  my  colleagues  in 
the  Senate  speak  about  the  loss  of  morale 
in  the  Army  because  an  effort  was  made 
to  get  a  general  to  tell  the  truth. 

May  I  ask  those  Senators-— some  of 
them  are  absent  tonight — should  they 
not  save  their  tears  for  the  Uniformed 
men  who,  as  of  tonight,  are  in  the  Com- 
munist prisons?  How  can  we  hope  for 
morale  in  the  military  forces  if  we  aban- 
don our  uniformed  men,  as  we  are  doing ; 
when  we  are  not  only  abandoning  them 
tonight  in  Chinese  Communist  dungeons, 
but  at  the  same  time  are  voting  billions 
of  dollars  for  allies  who  are  supplying 
the  enemy  with  the  sinews  of  war? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  with 
respect  to  the  statement  I  made  with 
reference  to  paragraph  No.  6,  I  under- 
stood the  Senator  from  Wisconein,  when 
he  read  it.  to  have  omitted  the  words 
"temporary  protection  prior  to  firm  es- 
tablishment in  the  public  interest."  I 
have  been  informed  that  the  Official  Re- 
porter has  the  quotation  in  his  notes  in 
its  proper  form.  Under  the  circvun- 
stances,  I  was  mistaken. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  request  of  tJie  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  that  certain  minutes 
of  the  reporter  be  read  will  be  vacated. 

The  bill  is  open  to  further  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  call  up 
my  amendment,  which  is  at  the  desk, 
and  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFXCIR.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  LXGISLATIVE  Clerk.  On  page  3 
line  14,  in  lieu  of  "$700,000,000"  it  is  pro- 
posed to  insert  "$500,000,000." 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  my 
amendment  proposes  to  reduce  by  $200,- 
000.000  the  amount  of  money  originally 
planned  to  be  spent  in  Indochina.  The 
administration  has  wisely  decided  that 
the  money  will  not  be  spent  In  Indo- 
china. The  defeat  of  the  Prenth  forces 
means  that  there  will  be  an  election 
there.  There  is  very  poor  prospect  that 
the  democratic  side  will  win  the  election. 
In  fact,  there  is  all  indication  that  they 
will  go  Commimist.  I  hold  in  my  hand 
an  Associated  Press  dispatch  from  Paris, 
which  I  now  read: 

Despite  the  Indochlnese  armistice  agree- 
ments, all  of  Vietnam  seems  to  b«  slipping 
Into  control  of  the  Communists. 

The  Vietnamese  Army,  organized  by  the 
French  during  the  past  2  or  3  years.  Is  slowly 
melting  away  Into  the  rice  paddlas.  Com- 
munist-led Viet  Mlnli  civic  committees  are 


active  in  the  south  as  well  as  the  north, 
propagandizing  the  Red  caus*. 

This  type  of  information  has  come  to  Paris 
through  diplomatic  channels  and  through 
letters  from  correspondents  on  the  spot 
which  seem  to  escape  censorship.  News 
cables,  both  from  Hanoi  in  the  north  and 
Saigon  in  the  south,  are  either  stopped  or 
so  badly  censored  that  correspondents  find 
It  almost  useless  to  file  storleij. 

Within  24  hours  of  the  cense-flre  In  the 
delta,  Communist-controlled  committees  took 
over  the  government  In  the  zaajor  part  of 
the  7.000  villages  and  towns. 

Dispatches  to  the  Paris  newspapers.  Prance- 
Solr  and  Le  Monde,  received  by  nuOl.  told 
the  same  story  In  many  respects. 

"We  are  the  new  government,"  said  the 
committees  as  they  moved  into  control  in  the 
section  north  of  the  17th  parallel,  which  was 
ceded  at  Geneva  to  the  Communist-trained 
Viet  Mlnh. 

They  came  speaking  of  themselves  as  offl- 
clals  of  the  Vietnam  people's  republic,  the 
pattern  name  for  Communist  regimes. 

The  correspondents  of  La  Monde  and 
Prance-Solr  told  In  grim  dispatches  of  the 
rapid  breakdown  of  a  government  In  north 
Indochina  which  the  French  had  tried  to 
build  securely  for  three-quarters  of  a  cen- 
tury. 

Local  officials  In  large  ntonbers  simply 
fled  their  posts  on  the  day  of  the  cease-fire 
and  caught  the  first  planes  south  to  the  rela- 
tive security  of  Saigon,  or  «lmply  disap- 
peared. I 

Mr.  President,  there  Is  no  longer  a  war 
going  on  in  Indochina.  It  is  well  to 
point  out  that  the  administration  was 
spending  enormous  amounts  of  money 
on  that  war.  Referring  to  page  167  of 
the  report.  Mr.  Stassen  was  asked  how 
much  money  would  be  available  for  ex- 
penditure in  Indochina  this  year.  He 
answered,  as  shown  on  page  271,  that  the 
amount  was  $1,177,900,000.  Think  of 
that,  Mr.  President — $1,177,900,000.  That 
is  the  amount  of  money  that  was  to  be 
programed  and  made  available  for  the 
Indochina  war.  The  Indochina  war  has 
now  come  to  a  close.  Any  efficient  ad- 
ministrator would  reconsider  his  pro- 
gram and  ascertain  where  that  enor- 
mous amount  could  be  made  available  in 
other  places. 

My  amendment  proposes  that  the 
amount  made  available  be  reduced  by 
$200  million. 

The  bill  originally  provided  $308  mil- 
lion for  weapons  for  Indochina.  The 
only  reason  the  amount  was  not  larger 
was  that  there  was  so  much  in  Indochina 
already.  The  bill  contains  the  same 
amount  as  originally  proposed  for  other 
countri2s  in  that  general  area. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  even  if  the  amount  were  re- 
duced by  $200  million  there  would  still 
be  available  enough,  just  in  this  year's 
appropriation,  to  increase  every  other 
item  for  Thailand.  Burma,  Indonesia. 
Formosa,  or  Japan.  There  would  still 
be  enough  in  the  bill  to  increase  those 
items  50  percent,  as  far  as  new  money  is 
concerned.  A  reprograming  would  make 
it  possible  to  increase  the  amount  three- 
fold or  fourfold.  Therefore,  I  see  no  need 
to  grant  enormous  amoimt*  of  money 
that  would  be  carried  on  hand,  and 
which  could  be  spent  in  one  place  or  an- 
other. 

Congress  has  a  responsibihty  under 
the  Constitution.  The  Congress  must 
appropriate  money  for  the  program.    It 
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is  the  re^sponslbiUty  of  the  Congress  to 
know  for  what  pinposes  the  money  is 
being  appropriated.  I  say  we  would  not 
be  wisely  discharging  our  responsibility 
by  appropriating  mitold  hundreds  of 
miUions  of  dollars  when  we  are  not  told 
how  it  will  be  spent.  Persons  in  charge 
of  the  program  were  unable  to  testify 
as  to  how  the  money  was  to  be  spent. 

If  ever  there  was  a  program  which 
should  be  studied,  this  is  it.  If  there 
should  arise  an  emergency  or  a  need  for 
appropriating  more  money  in  the  fu- 
ture. Congress  will  be  back  in  session  in 
a  few  months.  The  President,  after  he 
has  studied  the  question,  can  make  a 
sijecific  rtiquest  in  a  message.  Certainly 
the  money  will  not  be  spent  by  that  time. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  agreed 
to,  and  tiiat  we  will  reduce  the  item. 
By  doing  so.  we  would  be  bringing  the 
amount  down  to  the  same  figure  orig- 
inally approved  when  the  appropriation 
bill  was  passed.  I  know  some  Senators 
who  did  not  vote  to  reduce  the  item  in 
the  appropriation  bill  will  now  vote  for 
it. 

I  recall  that  the  very  able  and  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Georgia,  whom  I 
admire  above  all  Members  of  this  body, 
staled  at  that  time  he  hoped  that  the 
Appropriations  Committee  would  reduce 
the  amount  recommended  by  the  For- 
eign Relations  Committee  by  about  $500 
million. 

If  there  is  ever  an  Item  in  a^Wl  that 
could  stand  reduction,  this  is  it.  It  is 
loose  money.  It  is  not  meant  to  be  spent 
in  the  manner  intended  in  the  appro- 
priation. 

I  am  told  that  there  may  be  more  than 
S400  million  worth  of  equipment  on  dock- 
side  at  Irdochma.  That  is  available  to 
be  shipped  to  Europe  or  elsewhere.  In 
addition  to  that,  there  was  about  $600 
million  in  the  pipelines  that  was  pro- 
gramed for  Indochina,  as  well  as  $800 
million  which  was  requested  for  this  year 
in  Indochina.  In  addition  to  that.  $700 
million  w.as  asked  for  the  use  of  troops 

abroad,  with  this  Nation  paying  the  ex- 
penses and  French  troops  being  used. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  my  amendment. 

The  yejis  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  LC)NO.  Mr.  President.  I  sug- 
gest the  absence  of  a  quonmi. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  withhold  that  request  for 
a  moment? 

Mr.  LONG.    I  withhold  it. 

Mr.  KNOV^TLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
rise  to  oppose  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  Irom  Louisiana.  I  hope  the 
Senate  will  bear  with  me.  I  have  a  little 
cold,  and  my  voice  may  or  may  not  hold 
up  under  the  circumstances:  but,  unless 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives are  prejiared  to  take  a  completely 
defeatist  attitude,  I  know  of  no  message 
that  could  go  out  to  the  people  of  Asia, 
and  particularly  to  those  of  southeast 
Asia,  who  are  "under  the  gun."  to  the 
people  of  the  Philippines,  to  the  people 
of  free  China  on  Formosa,  to  the  free 
people  of  Korea,  and  to  the  free  people 
of  Japan,  which  the  Communists  are 
making  a  mighty  effort  to  bring  into 
their  orbit,  which  would  be  more  dis- 
appointing to  them  than  action  on  the 


part  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
to  make  the  proposed  cut  in  this  particu- 
lar item. 

After  all,  the  free  world  has  suffered  a 
great  defeat  in  southeast  Asia.  There 
is  no  question  about  it.  Ten  million  per- 
sons who  once  were  outside  the  Commu- 
nist orbit  are  now  going  to  be  behind  the 
Communist  Iron  Curtain.  Other  nations 
are  waiting  in  balance  to  know  whether 
or  not  the  free  world  is  to  be  prepared 
to  resist  any  further  Communist  aggres- 
sion. 

To  admit  now,  as  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  would  have  us  do.  that  the 
elections  in  Vietnam  are  lost,  as  well  as 
the  chances  of  saving  the  rest  of  Viet- 
nam, perhaps  Laos  and  Cambodia,  and, 
by  inference,  Thailand  and  Malaya — I 
know  of  nothing  that  would  cut  the 
heart  out  of  and  the  ground  from  under 
the  free  nations  of  the  world  more  than 
the  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  and  the  adoption  of  his  pro- 
posal. 

I  do  not  know  that  the  statement  I 
am  making,  when  the  temper  of  the 
Senate  today  is  considered,  will  influence 
one  single  vote;  but  I  have  been  in  that 
area,  not  once,  but  four  times,  and  I  say 
that  we  could  not  cut  the  heart  out  of 
those  people  any  more  if  we  went  in 
there  with  a  knife  and  cut  it  out  than 
we  could  by  agreeing  to  the  amendment. 
These  people  are  Uving.  not  knowing 
from  day  to  day  when  the  Communist 
hordes  are  going  to  come. 

Tonight,  as  we  are  meeting  here,  there 
are  reports  that  over  100,000  Chinese 
Communists  are  mobilizing  on  the  Fu- 
kien  coast,  in  China.  We  understand 
that  they  mclude  paratroops  and  others, 
who  may  be  there  merely  as  part  of  a 
cold-war  threat,  or  they  may  be  there  to 
make  an  assault  on  the  outlying  islands 
of  Kingmen  and  nearby  islands,  and  then 
on  the  Pescadores  and  the  Island  of  For- 
mosa. 

We  do  not  know  how  long  the  Com- 
munists will  honor  the  truce.    It  is  my 

judgment  that  It  will  not  be  very  long. 
As  soon  as  they  have  digested  this  meal, 
they  will  move  in.  in  my  judgment,  be- 
fore too  long.  They  are  already  increas- 
ing the  cold -war  pressure.  They  are 
talking  about  invading  Formosa.  They 
have  already  taken  a  puppet  former 
premier  of  Thailand  and  sent  radio  mes- 
sages there,  indicating  that  eventually 
they  are  prepared  to  try  an  internal 
coup  d'etat  in  Thailand. 

So.  Mr.  President.  I  make  a  plea  to 
the  Senate.  I  am  sorry  that  the  entire 
membership  of  the  Senate  is  not  here, 
but  I  would  feel  remiss  in  the  perform- 
ance of  my  duty  and  my  responsibility 
if  I  did  not  make  this  plea.  I  plead  with 
the  Senate  at  least  to  respect  the  judg- 
ments of  Admiral  Radford.  General  Van 
Fleet,  and  every  other  responsibile  offi- 
cial of  our  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  and  also 
to  respect  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  the  judgment  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States.  President 
Eisenhower  has  been  in  the  White  House 
only  18  months.  Senators  who.  year 
after  year,  without  question,  voted  in 
favor  of  what  the  former  President  of 
the  United  States  requested,  when  he 
thought  the  security  of  the  Nation  and 


of  the  free  world  was  at  stake,  should 
not  abandon  and  desert  the  President  of 
the  United  States  now. 

During  the  administration  of  the  pre- 
ceding President  of  the  United  States,  I 
sat  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  and  sup- 
ported the  recommendations  of  the  then 
President,  in  the  Greek-Turkish  aid  pro- 
gram, in  the  North  Atlantic  Pact,  and 
in  other  matters.  When  he  felt  it  was 
necessary  for  the  freedom  of  the  world  to 
resist  the  first  overt  act  of  aggression 
in  Korea,  I  stood  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate — I  was  one  of  the  first  Senators 
to  do  so — and  pledged  my  support  to  the 
then  President  of  the  United  States  for 
taking  action,  without  which  not  only  all 
of  Korea,  but  i>erhaps  Japan  and  all  of 
Asia,  would  today  be  in  the  Communist 
orbit. 

Senators  can  vote  to  eliminate  Uils  ap- 
propriation if  they  wish.  Senators  may 
send  to  the  Far  East  that  message,  if 
they  wish.  But  they  will  not  do  it  with 
my  vote.  Mr.  President.  I  say  to  the  Sen- 
ate, with  all  the  sincerity  I  possess,  that 
at  this  desperate  hour  in  the  history  of 
the  Par  East,  I  plead  with  Senators  not 
to  make  this  additional  cut,  which  will 
be  interpreted  by  the  people  of  Asia  as 
action  by  America  in  "writing  them  off." 
That  we  must  not  do. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  junior  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana  [Mr.  Long]. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  should  like  to  add  a  word  to  what 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  has 
said. 

For  10  years  now,  I  have  served  on  the 
Foreign  Relations  Conmiittee.  We  have 
tried  to  develop  there  a  policy  of  know- 
ing what  we  were  doing.  I,  myself,  have 
been  three  times  to  the  Far  East.  I  echo 
everything  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  has  Just  said. 

It  is  most  desperate  even  to  consider 
cutting  this  appropriation  smy  fmther. 

With  all  the  vehemence  at  my  com- 
mand, I  urge  my  colleagues  to  stand  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States  in  this 
crisis. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  say  that  I  have  tried  to  stand 
by  the  President  in  his  recommenda- 
tions in  regard  to  the  foreign- aid  bill.  I 
have  listened  to  the  pleas  of  the  Mem- 
bers on  the  majority  side.  I  think  the 
majority  leader  just  made  a  very  appro- 
priate statement,  when  he  said  we  have 
to  rely  on.  and  have  trust  in.  some  per- 
sons in  key  positions  of  leadership. 

I  do  not  beheve  this  is  a  partisan  mat- 
ter at  all.  I  think  there  are  Members  of 
the  Senate  who  have  honest  differences 
of  opinion  as  to  how  much  money  should 
be  appropriated,  and  also  as  to  what  the 
authorizations  should  be. 

When  the  Rkcord  is  read,  I  think  It 
will  be  found  that  the  Jimior  Senator 
from  Minnesota  has  consistently  sup- 
ported the  recommendations  of  our  For- 
eign Relations  Committee  and,  most  of 
the  time,  those  of  oiir  Appropriations 
Committee,  for  purposes  of  mutual  secu- 
rity, defense,  and  foreign  aid.  I  have 
done  so  because  I  feel  that  they  have 
greater  insight,  in  the  main,  than  do  the 
rest  of  us.  Individually. 
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Bat  again  I  say  that  when  a  particular 
liembar  of  the  Senate  may  disagree, 
that  does  not  mean  he  does  not  have 
faith  and  trust  In  the  President  or  the 
Secretary  of  State  or  the  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

I  want  the  record  tonight  to  be  per- 
fectly clear.  If  there  Is  any  doubt  as  to 
whether  this  budget  or  this  appropria- 
tion Is  large  enough  or  too  little,  I  want 
that  doubt  to  be  resolved  on  the  basis  of 
having  adequate  fimds  appropriated.  I 
want  the  record  perfectly  clear  insofar 
as  I  am  concerned.  I  want  the  record 
to  show  that  I  bust  the  President's  use 
of  these  funds.  I  do  not  believe  the 
President  will  squander  them.  I  do  not 
believe  that  any  officer  of  our  Govern- 
ment would  knowingly  squander  them. 
Congress  has  control  of  the  purse 
strings,  and  Congress  can  make  the  ap- 
propriations which  it  deems  wise  and 
prudent. 

But  I  honestly  believe  that  when  it 
comes  to  a  matter  of  the  security  of  our 
coimtry,  we  have  to  place  reliance  upon 
our  Commander  in  Chief.  We  have  to 
place  reliance  upon  him  unless  we  feel 
that  he  has  economized  too  much. 

I  have  but  one  criticism  to  make  of 
the  administration,  in  the  matter  of  de- 
fense and  security,  and  that  is  a  per- 
sonal matter;  It  is  one  whiph  I  think  all 
Members  of  the  Senate  know  I  sub- 
scribe to,  for  It  has  been  announced 
again  and  again  by  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Symington],  namely,  that 
there  Is  greater  regard  for  the  book- 
keeping entries  of  the  budget  than  there 
is.  at  times,  for  the  real  facts  in  relation 
to  our  security.  That  is  a  personal  view, 
Mr.  President. 

I  do  not  say  I  am  right,  nor  do  I  say 
that  those  who  take  the  other  view  are 
wrong.  But  I  say  that  If  I  am  going  to 
take  any  chances,  I  am  going  to  take 
chances  on  the  side  of  being  extrava- 
gant; and  I  am  going  to  take  chances 
on  the  side  of  having  too  much,  rather 
than  too  little;  and  I  am  going  to  take 
chances  on  the  side  of  being  there  too 
soon,  rather  than  too  late.  That  has 
been  my  position,  and  it  is  nothing  new. 
On  many  occasions  I  have  said  this  to 
my  constituency  in  Minnesota.  I  have 
said  very  frankly  to  them,  "If  you  want 
in  the  Senate  someone  who  is  going  to 
be  a  pennyplncher  in  regard  to  defense, 
get  rid  of  me,  because  I  am  not  going 
to  do  that.  If  you  want  to  have  repre- 
senting you  in  the  Senate  someone  who 
is  going  to  try  to  cut  $100  million,  or  $200 
million,  or  $400  million  from  the  mutual 
aid  bill,  the  bill  for  security  and  assist- 
ance In  oiu-  own  Interest,  and  if  you  want 
me  to  be  that  kind  of  a  Senator,  then 
get  rid  of  me,  because  I  will  not  vote 
for  it." 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  majority  leader 
that  while  we  have  had  our  differences 
of  opinion,  yet  I  realize  that  his  plea  Is 
a  sincere  and  an  honorable  one.  I  will 
vote  to  maintain  the  appropriation  in 
the  amount  recommended  by  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee. 

By  the  way,  Mr.  President,  later  I  shall 
suggest  that  all  of  us  honor  the  state- 
ment made  a  moment  ago  by  the  major- 
ity leader — and  I  took  it  down.  He  said: 
•*We  must  not  desert  the  President.  We 
must  rely  upon  his  recommendations." 


Mr.  President,  when  I  get  a  chance  to 
do  so.  I  am  going  to  offer  an  amendment 
which  will  fulfill  the  President's  recom- 
mendations for  the  United  Nations  tech- 
nical assistance.  The  President  request- 
ed $17,900,000.  Not  only  did  he  request 
it,  but  his  Secretary  of  State  also  re- 
quested it. 

His  Foreign  Operations  AdmlniBtrator 
also  requested  it.  His  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  also  requested  it. 
The  Department  of  Defense  also  re- 
quested it.  I  am  going  to  be  right  back 
of  the  President,  in  asking  the  Senate 
to  vote  for  it;  and  when  I  make  that 
request.  I  want  all  my  colleagues  who 
wish  to  honor  the  President  in  connec- 
tion with  these  matters  to  rise  up  as  one 
and  join  with  Humphrey  in  voting  for 
the  appropriation  of  $17,900,000.  Mr. 
President,  let  us  be  consistent  by  doing 
that. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  as  all 
my  colleagues  know,  I  have  consistently 
fought  against  the  cuts  which  have  been 
made  in  our  defense  items.  I  have  op- 
posed the  very  serious  cut  in  our  appro- 
priations for  the  Air  Force.  I  have  op- 
posed the  serious  cut — I  regard  It  as  a 
serious  one — which  has  been  made  in  the 
appropriations  for  the  Army. 

This  afternoon  I  opposed  the  cut  which 
was  proposed  by  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  May- 
bank].  So  I  am  very  firmly  and  defi- 
nitely on  record  as  feeling  that.  If  any- 
thing, we  have  done  too  little  to  build  up 
our  defenses. 

I  believe  that  what  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  has  said  this  evening  is 
absolutely  correct.  I  cannot  conceive  of 
anything  we  could  do  which  would  do 
more  to  discourage  the  people  of  Asia, 
whom  we  want  to  be  our  friends,  whom 
we  must  have  standing  next  to  us,  and 
who  must  have  confidence,  trust,  and 
hope  in  us.  If  we  cut  this  appropriation 
now,  we  shall  be  making  a  monumental 
mistake.  I  shall  certainly  vote  against 
such  a  cut,  and  I  shall  vote  in  support 
of  the  position  taken  by  the  majority 
leader. 

The.  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana. 

Mr.  IXDNG.  Mr.  President,  at  least  I 
wish  to  say,  in  behalf  of  my  position, 
that  I  have  been  consistent  in  these  mat- 
ters. I  can  recall  that  at  one  time  some 
of  our  great  Republican  friends  were 
leading  the  charge  for  a  10  percent  re- 
duction in  foreign  aid.  I  supported 
them;  it  seemed  to  me  that  we  could 
make  those  economies. 

I  heard  some  of  the  great  staJwarts 
stand  here  and  say,  "Oh,  do  not  cut  this; 
It  will  wreck  the  entire  program  and  per- 
haps the  whole  Nation  if  that  is  done." 

Mr.  President,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  am  willing  to  give  the  President 
and  the  Army  and  the  Navy  and  the 
Air  Force  every  cent  that  they  can  use 
effectively  for  our  protection  and  that 
Is  all  I  am  willing  to  give  them. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana  has 
worked  on  these  items  year  in  and  year 
out.  I  had  the  honor  one  time  of  serv- 
ing on  the  Armed  Services  Committee, 
which  at  that  time  had  jurisdiction  of 
this  bill.    There  was  a  time  when  we 


used  to  assign  the  foreign-aid  authoriza- 
tion bill  first  to  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  and  then  to  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee.  I  have  had  occasion  to 
study  some  of  these  items  firsthand. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana 
was  one  of  those  working  on  these  au- 
thorizations who  said:  "Show  us  what 
you  want  the  money  for.  If  you  are  just 
going  to  waste  it  and  fritter  it  away,  I 
am  not  going  to  vote  for  it;  but  if  you 
can  show  us  where  you  have  a  worth- 
while program  which  will  accomplish 
something.  I  shall  be  delighted  to  vote 
for  it." 

Let  us  look  at  some  of  the  money  we 
have  appropriated.  In  this  foreign  give- 
away program  since  World  War  II  we 
have  given  more  than  a  billion  dollars 
to  Communist  countries  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain.  I  am  sure  an  eloquent  plea 
was  made  for  it.  although  I  did  not  have 
the  honor  to  serve  in  the  Senate  at  that 
time. 

According  to  an  analysis  made  for  use 
by  Government  agencies,  the  Congress 
has  given  away  $45  billion  to  foreign 
nations  since  World  War  II,  In  this 
military-aid  program  the  Nation  has 
given  away  $19  biUion.  They  will  have 
on  hand  $13  billion  more  for  the  same 
purpose  if  this  bill  passes. 

Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  points  out  one  item.  Here  is 
the  item  where  Mr.  Stassen  says  he  will 
have  on  hand  $1,177,000,000  for  Indo- 
china. Mr.  Stassen  says  we  should  not 
spend  that  money.  The  generals  who 
testify  for  it  say  they  should  not  spend 
that  $1,177,000,000.  Every  report  we  get 
from  the  press  tells  us  that  we  should 
not  spend  that  $1,177,000,000.  because 
the  equipment  is  falling  into  the  hands  of 
the  Communists.  The  Senate  has  just 
agreed  to  an  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  to  transfer 
$200  million  of  that  $1,177,000,000  to  dif- 
ferent areas,  in  view  of  the  fatt  that  we 
should  be  trying  to  save  this  equipment 
from  the  Communists  instead  of  sending 
more  in. 

The   junior  Senator  from  Louisiana 

heard  the  argument  about  psychology 

that  someone's  psychology  was  going  to 
be  affected  adversely  if  we  cut  this  item. 
Mr.  President,  where  was  their  psychol- 
ogy when  those  people  decided  to  sur- 
render? We  were  trying  to  buy  our  way 
into  the  war  every  way  we  could,  picking 
up  almost  the  whole  cost.  We  Were  pay- 
ing 65  percent  of  the  salaries  of  the 
French  who  were  fighting  the  war,  and 
still  they  gave  up.  We  were  paying  for 
all  the  equipment  and  we  were  financing 
France  at  the  same  time  and  giving  her 
economic  support  and  sending  our  money 
to  France  to  build  equipment  In  Prance 
that  our  own  factories  and  our  own 
workers  were  capable  of  producing,  at  a 
time  when  we  had  3'2  million  men  un- 
employed in  this  country. 

This  Nation  tried  to  buy  into  that  war. 
We  tried  to  take  over  and  supervise  it 
The  French  would  not  let  us  take  a  con- 
trolling hand  in  that  war.  They  decided 
they  would  go  ahead  and  ask  for  truce 
terms  anyway. 

They  asked  for  a  truce,  which  was 
nothmg  more  or  .less  than  a  face-saving 
device,  one  which  everyone  kaows  is  a 
defeat  for  our  side.    We  will  be  lucky 
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if  tmy  of  Indochina  is  left  on  our  side 
when  the  matter  is  finally  cleaned  up. 

It  is  time  that  we  recognize  that  the 
American  taxpayers,  unless  they  want  to 
send  their  sons  to  fight  in  Indochina,  do 
not  have  enough  money  In  America  to 
buy  victory  in  that  war.  It  has  been 
lost,  and  we  might  as  well  face  it. 

I  do  not  Uke  to  say  that  is  the  case, 
but  that  is  what  has  happened. 

If  we  do  not  know  how  the  money 
should  be  spent,  let  us  wait  and  see,  and 
try  to  get  our  money's  worth  for  it. 

Let  us  look  at  the  rest  of  the  program 
included  in  that.  If  my  amendment 
carries,  we  will  find  that  that  item  was 
projected  to  be  $583  million,  with  $380 
million  of  it  as  new  money  for  Indo- 
china. That  is  in  addition  to  $600  mil- 
lion they  had  left  over  for  Indochina. 

The  Foreign  Operations  Administra- 
tion will  still  be  in  position  to  reprogram 
another  $180  million  into  other  pro- 
grams all  through  that  area. 

Mr.  President,  instead  of  adhering  to 
the  idea  that  we  can  make  everjrthing 
come  out  our  way  by  lavish,  reckless 
spending  of  the  taxpayers*  money,  we 
f-hould  try  to  see  what  we  are  getting 
for  our  money,  we  should  try  to  see  that 
the  taxpayers*  money  is  being  spent 
wisely. 

I  am  frank  to  tell  you,  I  have  serious 
doubts  that  the  $45  billion  we  gave  away 
since  World  n  has  been  entirely  wisely 
spent.  I  am  afraid  that  a  lot  of  it  did 
not  accomplish  much. 

I  am  willing  to  vote  for  more  foreign 
aid.  I  am  willing  to  support  this  pro- 
pram.  But  I  would  like  to  see  a  carefully 
studied  program,  one  where  we  know 
ft  hat  we  are  getting  and  where  we  believe 
that  the  money  which  we  are  paying  will 
brinp:  dividends  which  will  justify  the 
expenditure. 

That  is  all  this  amendment  amounts  to. 

Mr.  President,  some  say  it  will  be  bad 
psychology  to  vote  for  this  amendment. 
but  if  the  Senate  does  so,  it  will  be  doing 
the  same  thing  it  did  1  week  ago  when 
the  Senate  adopted  my  amendment  to 
rpduce  the  authorization  to  $2,710,000.- 
000.  After  the  Senate  passed  that  judg- 
ment, the  Senate  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee reported  out  a  bill  which  at- 
tempted to  appropriate  $3,190,000,000, 
which  was  $400  million  more  than  the 
Senate  had  expressed  itself  to  its  com- 
mittee as  favoring  for  this  program. 

The  Senate  has  now  agreed  to  reduce 
that  amount  by  $200  million.  I  would 
recommend  that  the  Senate  stick  by  its 
original  judgment. 

I  did  not  see  the  whole  free  world  fall 
apart  when  the  Senate  voted  for  the 
Long  amendment  last  time.  Some  of  the 
things  we  fear  the  most  never  happen. 
It  seems  to  me  we  have  a  chance  here  to 
effect  a  worthwhile  economy;  that  we 
have  a  chance  to  Insist  that  we  will  look 
at  these  programs  and  know  what  the 
money  is  to  be  spent  for.  That  Is  the 
reason  the  junior  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana has  consistently  tried  to  see  to  it 
that  this  money  would  be  economically 
spent. 

SEVERAt   SSNATORS.      Vote?      Vote! 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 


ment of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 

LOKGl. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  to  the  desk  an  amendment,  and 
ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  5, 
line  8.  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "$9,757,- 
621"  and  insert  "$17,900,000." 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  my 
amendment  is  the  figure  for  the  appro- 
priation as  contributions  to  the  United 
Nations  program  of  technical  assistance, 
in  the  amount  recommended  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  $17,900,- 

000  to  be  used  through  June  1955  for 
technical  assistance  through  the  United 
Nations. 

I  want  my  colleagues  on  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle  to  note  what  I  said,  in 
View  of  what  has  been  stated  here  within 
the  last  hour.  The  recommendation  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Minnesota  is 
the  recommendation  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States.  It  is  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  State  Department.  It  is 
the  recommendation  of  the  authorities 
of  this  country  who  have  responsibility 
for  our  relationships  in  the  United  Na- 
tions and  our  diplomacy  overseas. 

I  particularly  want  those  who  feel 
that  we  should  follow  these  recommen- 
dations of  the  administration  to  listen 
to  my  plea. 

The  amount  was  approved  in  the  bill 
adopted  by  the  Senate  last  Thursday 
night,  August  12,  and  a  similar  bill  was 
adopted  by  the  House. 

We  are  now  faced  with  an  appropria- 
tion measure  which  would  cut  out  en- 
tirely that  section  of  the  appropriation 
for  United  Nations  technical  assistance 
to  be  carried  on  from  January  1  through 
to  the  end  of  our  own  United  States  fiscal 
year.  This  is  a  strange  way  to  change 
our  long-standing  policy  on  appropria- 
tions, and  is  mistakenly  designed  to  al- 
low time  for  a  study  of  supposed  over- 
lapping in  the  technical  assistance  pro- 
grams carried  on  by  the  United  States 
and  the  United  Nations. 

First,  let  us  take  a  look  at  the  effect 
of  the  appropriation  before  us.  To  ap- 
propriate a  half  a  loaf  for  United  Na- 
tions technical  assistance  to  me  is  a 
grave  mistake.  If  we  approve  the  ap- 
propriation of  only  $9.9  million  of  the 
$17.9  million  requested,  it  seems  to  me 
we  are  telling  the  world  that  we  are  put- 
ting our  faith — our  whole  faith — in 
atomic  bombs  and  massive  retaliation. 

1  am  not  sure  we  can  sell  this  bill  of 
goods  to  what  is  left  of  the  free  world. 

Let  me  explain  the  position  in  which 
this  puts  oUr  United  Nations  represent- 
atives. This  $9.9  million  will  be  just 
enough  to  fulfill  the  United  States  com- 
mitments through  December  31  of  this 
year.  The  U.  N.  pledging  conference 
will  be  held  in  November.  It  will  be  diflB- 
cult,  if  not  impossible,  for  our  delegates 
to  make  any  pledge  for  1955  if  no  funds 
are  appropriated.  I  am  sure  you  realize 
how  impossible  it  would  be  for  a  new 
Congress  to  provide  needed  funds  in 
January. 

Thus,  if  we  permit  this  cut  to  go 
through.  It  will  provide  the  Soviet  empire 


a  real  opportunity  to  pick  up  the  ball 
and  open  a  propaganda  campaign  which 
Is  likely  to  endanger  our  prestige 
throughout  the  world.  I  do  not  believe 
we  can  afford  at  this  point  to  be  penny- 
wise  and  pound  foolish.  We  cannot  af- 
ford to  abandon  out  leadership  in  these 
programs  which  have  been  so  beneficial 
to  underprivileged  coimtries.  Let  me 
say,  Mr.  President,  that  right  there  Is 
where  communism  grows. 

There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  the 
free  world  feels  a  great  indebtedness  to 
this  country  for  such  outstanding  pro- 
grams as  the  Marshall  plan,  economic 
aid.  contributions  to  children's  emer- 
gency relief  and  other  U.  N.  agencies, 
and  support  for  such  volimtary  organ- 
izations as  CARE.  CROP,  church  relief 
bodies  and  other  private  groups.  To 
augment  these,  of  course,  we  have  had 
one  of  our  Government's  finest  expres- 
sions in  point  4,  or  the  technical  assist- 
ance program.  Generally,  people  do  not 
like  relief,  but  they  welcome  assistance 
in  showing  them  how  to  meet  their  own 
needs  better. 

However,  technical  assistance  must  be 
provided  not  only  through  our  own  bi- 
lateral program.  We  must  cooperate 
with  other  countries  in  a  Joint  effort  to 
stamp  out  poverty,  illiteracy,  and  disease. 
We  cannot  expect  our  own  program  to 
get  the  kind  of  results  possible  through 
united  action. 

Here  are  one  or  two  examples  of  the 
achievements  of  this  multilateral  pro- 
gram: 

With  an  Investment  of  $40,000  the 
United  Nations  Pood  and  Agriculture  Or- 
ganization added  $24  miUion  to  the  value 
of  Europe's  1952  com  crop.  It  did  so 
by  developing  a  hybrid  maize  seed. 

In  Pakistan  a  U.  N.  expert  located  a 
new  subterranean  water  reserve  just  out- 
side Karachi.  This  saved  the  govern- 
ment $1.5  million  it  would  have  had  to 
spend  to  relieve  a  water  shortage. 

A  small  tools  expert  in  Afghanistan 
showed  farmers  there  how  to  increase 
their  output  by  250  to  300  percent,  merely 
by  introducing  tools  such  as  the  hoe, 
scythe,  fork,  and  hay  rake.  When  farm- 
ers are  shown  how  to  grow  better  and 
bigger  crops,  they  and  their  countrymen 
do  not  listen  to  the  blandishments  of 
communism. 

There  is  only  one  country  on  the  face 
of  the  earth  today  which  seems  to  be 
concerned  about  an  abundance  of  food 
and  fiber,  and  that  is  the  United  States 
of  America.  All  other  countries  are 
highly  anxious  to  improve  their  crop 
production.  When  they  are  shown  how 
to  build  irrigation  systems,  get  the  fer- 
tilizer they  need,  and  break  free  from 
the  moneylender's  stranglehold,  then  a 
vital  blow  has  been  struck  against  com- 
munism. 

Nearly  4,500  experts  are  at  work  In 
the  United  Nations  point  4  program. 
The  total  budget  Is  approximately  $25 
million  and  is  contributed  by  72  coun- 
tries. Ironically,  25  other  countries 
have  increased  their  contributions  for 
1954  over  1953,  and  few,  if  any,  except 
the  United  States,  have  Indicated  they 
might  decrease  their  contribution. 

You  will  remember  that  this  body  re- 
cently approved  a  resolution  Introduced 
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hy  the  Junior  Senator  from  Montana  an- 
thorizizis  a  study  of  the  technical-asslst- 
anee  program.  This  should  be  yery  ben- 
eficial to  us  in  deciding  both  policy  and 
appropriations  for  the  years  to  come.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  us,  however,  to 
receive  the  recommendations  of  this 
cmnmittee  and  act  on  an  appropriation 
measure  at  the  next  session  of  the  Con- 
gress without  leaving  the  specialized 
agencies  of  the  United  Nations  without 
funds  to  carry  forward  their  programs, 
and  even  worse,  without  any  assurance 
that  they  could  make  plans  for  technical- 
assistance  work  even  running  as  many 
as  a  few  months  ahead. 

Involved  in  this  appropriation  are  the 
technical  assistance  programs  of  the 
U.  N.  Food  and  Agriculture  Organization. 
World  Health  OrganlzaUon,  Interna- 
tional Labor  Organization.  U.  N.  Educa- 
tional Scientific  and  CiUtural  Organiza- 
tion. International  Civil  Aviation  Or- 
ganization, and  others.  Involved  in  this 
work  is  some  of  the  most  constructive 
work  of  American  foreign  poUcy. 

Mr.  President.  I  believe  my  colleagues 
will  be  interested  in  the  very  fine  state- 
ment made  by  Representative  John 
V08TS.  of  Ohio,  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  July  27  on  behalf  of 
restoring  the  full  appropriation  for  |17.9 
million  for  technical  assistance  through 
the  United  Nations.  Let  me  quote  to  you 
Mr.  VcHtYs'  statement: 

This  amendment  restores  the  amo\int  re- 
quested by  the  Elsenhower  administration 
for  the  United  Nations  technical  assistance 
program,  aU  of  which  was  stricken  out  by 
the  ^proprlatlons  Committee.  It  consists 
ta  99.9  million  to  complete  the  United  States' 
pledge  for  calendar  year  1954  and  98  million 
to  fuUUI  our  pledge  for  the  first  half  of  1055. 
What  do  we  mean  by  "pledge"?  It  simply 
means  that  James  W.  Wadsworth,  Jr..  son  of 
our  beloved  late  Member,  in  a  United  Nations 
meeting  when  they  were  getting  up  the 
budget  for  this  organization,  pledged  that 
we  would  pay  $13.8  million.  Nine  and  nine- 
tenths  million  dollars  of  this  was  to  be 
subject  to  congressional  approval,  because 
no  one  can  pledge  future  action  by  the 
Congress.  He  also  made  the  further  pro- 
posal that  from  now  on  we  pay  67  percent 
Instead  of  00  percent  of  the  total  amount 
to  be  raised.  Bo  that  the  amount  in  my 
amendment  is  67  percent  of  the  amounts 
contributed,  not  including  the  amounts  to 
be  furnished  by  the  receiving  countries.  If 
the  amounts  contributed  by  the  receiving 
countries  are  Included,  this  amendment  is 
about  32  percent  of  the  whole  amount. 

There  are  two  questions.  One  is  a  big 
one  and  the  other  is  a  Uttle  one.  The  big 
question  Is,  Are  we  going  to  move  out  of 
this  United  Nations  Organization  at  the  time 
the  Communists  move  in?  They  did  not 
participate  until  last  year,  when  they  found 
they  were  loeing  out  propagandawlse  be- 
cause of  the  enormoiu  popularity  of  this 
teclinical-assistance  program.  So  last  year 
the  Communists  and  their  sat^lltes  came  In 
and  put  in  about  8  million  rubles,  which,  I 
think,  is  about  •1,125,000  in  American  money. 
Is  that  the  time  we  want  to  bow  out  entirely 
through  the  back  door  from  this  United 
Nations  Organization,  by  means  of  not  paying 
our  dues?  I  want  to  say  that  in  my  Judg- 
ment we  get  more  for  o\ir  money,  in  propor- 
tion, In  good  will  out  of  our  contributions 
to  the  United  Nations  technical -assistance 
programs  tlutn  we  do  from  our  own  tecbnl- 
cal-assistance  programs,  where  the  expense* 
are  more  than  five  times  greater,  than  the 
amoxmt  that  is  suggested  here  by  the  admin- 
istration for  the  United  Nations  program. 


It  is  said  there  is  duplication.  We  found 
■ome  in  our  hearings,  but  the  duplleatlon  Is 
at  least  intended  to  be  in  geographical  areas 
and  not  in  functions.  That  Is,  the  U.  N.  will 
cairy  on  a  hospital  program  in  a  country 
where  the  United  States  Is  carrying  on  a 
bilateral  educational  one.  There  are  13 
coxuitries  where  the  U.  N.  programs  are  the 
only  technical  progranu. 

This  amendment  will  permit  the  restora- 
tion of  the  $4,300,000  for  PGA. 

"Hie  Uttle  question  involved  is  whether  an 
activity  important  to  our  foreign  policy 
should  be  cut  off  entirely  because  the  agency 
disobeys  admonitions  in  a  committee  report 
or  a  conference  report.  I  admit  the  great 
power  and  authority  and  value  of  a  rep.^rt 
from  the  Appropriations  Committee,  but, 
after  all,  their  word  is  not  law.  Tb  admit 
this  would  give  this  committee,  which  is. 
after  all,  a  minority  in  Congress,  Independent 
lawmaking  power.  In  any  case,  the  punish- 
ment for  failure  to  comply  with  a  committee 
report  should  not  be  to  wipe  out  an  impor- 
tant program  which  is  part  of  the  adminis- 
tration's foreign  policy. 

We  should  continue  our  participation  in 
this  United  Nations  program.  This  amend- 
ment, although  not  the  best  way  to  Insure 
this,  wlU  help.  ' 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  what  I  am  sisking  for  is  a  sen- 
sible realization  of  the  budget  necessities 
of  the  United  Nations  agencies  on  tech- 
nical assistance. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  a  moment  I 
shall  be  glad  to  yield.  We  have  been 
discussing  other  items  that  run  into  hun- 
dreds of  millions  of  dollars.  I  am  talk- 
ing about  a  very  little  item.  Our  tech- 
nical program  in  the  United  Nations  wiU 
expire  on  December  31,  1954.  insofar  as 
our  participation  is  concerned,  if  we  ap- 
propriate only  the  amount  carried  in  the 
bill.  I  understand  fully  that  the  House 
committee  did  not  appropriate  anything 
for  this  item,  and  I  appreciate  the  fact 
that  the  Senate  Committee  on  Appropri- 
ations has  at  least  provided  $9  million 
plus,  up  to  December  31,  1954.  I  do  think 
that  we  ought  to  go  into  1955  with  some 
money,  because  Congress  will  not  be  back 
before  January  1  to  take  up  a  matter 
such  as  this. 

We  ought  to  have  at  least  some  money 
with  which  to  carry  forward  into  the 
year  1955,  so  that  the  plans  of  the  United 
Nations  can  be  fully  realized,  and  that 
our  delegates  to  the  U.  N.  can  go  there 
as  delegates,  not  as  observers.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  shall 
ask  the  Senator  whether  he  heard  the 
earlier  colloquy  on  this  subject  between 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  and  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  did  not. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  The  com- 
mittee felt  that  it  should  make  an  ap- 
propriation for  the  remainder  of  this  cal- 
endar year,  because  the  U.  N.  operates 
on  the  basis  of  the  calendar  year,  while 
we  operate  on  the  basis  of  the  fiscal  year. 
The  Committee  on  Appropriations  plans 
to  consider  the  subject  before  the  next 
time  we  have  to  meet  on  this  question, 
to  determine  what  we  will  give  to  the 
U.  N.  for  the  first  half  of  next  year. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey— and  he  knows 


I  am  telling  the  truth  when  I  say  this 

that  if  the  funds  are  appropriated  only 
up  through  December  31,  1954.  that  that 
will  be  the  end  of  the  use  of  that  money, 
and  we  will  go  into  January  ol  next  year 
before  Congress  can  act  on  the  subject. 

It  will  be  January  or  February  before 
we  can  get  a  supplemental  appropriation 
bill  through  Congress  which  will  meet 
the  needs  in  the  calendar  year  1955.  The 
U.  N.  is  on  a  calendar  year  basis,  where- 
as the  United  States  is  on  a  fiscal  year 
basis.  I  believe  the  least  we  should  do 
is  to  sort  of  split  the  difference,  and  ex- 
tend the  appropriations  until  at  least 
April  or  March  of  1955.  That  could  be 
done  by  adding  $4  million  to  the  amount 
that  is  proposed  to  be  appropriated.  I 
would  be  more  than  willing  to  modify 
my  amendment  to  that  extent,  so  that 
Ambassadors  Lodge  and  Wadsworth  will 
not  be  embarrassed. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  will  be 
there,  too. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes;  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey  will  be  there.  I 
do  not  want  him  to  be  embarrassed. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  And  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  FtJLBRiOHT] 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes;  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  also.  We  want  our  dis- 
tinguished colleagues  to  go  there  in  good 
standing.  This  is  the  first  year  we  have 
ever  done  anything  like  this.  I  heard 
an  impassioned  plea  made  a  few  minutes 
ago  that  we  follow  the  leadership  of  our 
Piesident.  I  am  trying  to  follow  the 
leadership  of  our  President.  I  say  that 
the  administration  has  asked  for  this 
sum  of  money.  It  has  not  only  asked  for 
it,  but  it  has  pleaded  for  It.  As  every 
Member  of  this  body  knows,  the  groups 
that  are  interested  in  these  activities 
have  asked  that  we  make  the  appropria- 
tion large  enough  so  that  it  will  extend 
over  into  the  next  year. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr,  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Let  me  point  out  that 
there  is  $110  million  provided  In  the  bill 
for  multilateral  technical  cooperation 
between  this  country  and  all  other  coun- 
tries of  the  world. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  understand. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  think  we  are  in  per- 
fect accord  with  the  President  on  this 
point.  First  of  all.  we  pick  up  the  pledge 
of  this  country  to  the  U.  N.  multilateral 
programs  for  the  1954  calendar  year. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  Is  right. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  We  are  in  the  un- 
happy position  of  having  representatives 
there  who  literally  commit  this  country 
to  an  expenditure  and  virtually  assume 
the  power  of  the  purse.  Later  on  they 
come  before  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee and  make  the  argument  that 
there  is  a  moral  obligation  to  go  through 
with  their  commitment. 

We  have  tried  to  make  it  clear  to  them 
on  a  number  of  occasions  that  we  will 
not  do  business  on  that  basis.  Therefore, 
I  think  they  are  more  than  satisfied  to 
have  us  give  them  $9  million  plus, 
for  the  pledge,  so  they  may  go  ahead 
with  the  plans  for  1955,  and  then 
come  back  to  us  again.  It  is  not  too 
likely  that  they  will  run  out  of  money 
entirely  in  the  programs  under  the  pro- 
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visions  of  this  bill,  and  nobody  will  be 
hurt. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  appreciate  that. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  We  shaU  carry  out 
every  obligation  we  have,  and  shall  do 
so  in  conformity  with  the  Intent  of  the 
I>resident.  I  hope  the  amendment  will 
be  defeated. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  so 
that  the  record  will  be  clear,  the  appro- 
priation in  the  bill  is  not  in  conformity 
with  the  recommendation  of  the  Presi- 
dent; it  is  not  in  conformity  with  the 
recommendation  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget ;  it  is  not  in  conformity  with  the 
President's  message  to  the  Congress  on 
this  matter. 

I  listened  a  few  moments  ago  to  the 
rather  sharp  comment  concerning  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana. The  Senator  from  Louisiana  was 
right.  He  has  taken  a  consistent  po- 
sition. 

The  Interesting  thing  is  that  con- 
sistency on  this  matter  comes  only  when 
it  is  desired.  The  interesting  thing,  it 
seems  to  me.  is  that  when  the  President's 
recommendation  is  desired  then  we  must 
have  it,  but  when  it  is  not  desired,  then 
we  must  justify  it. 

I  happen  to  believe  we  have  never 
before,  insofar  as  I  know,  used  this  kind 
of  a  budget  for  U.  N.  activities,  and  we 
ought  not  to  do  it  at  this  particular 
time.  At  least  I  think  if  we  would  pro- 
vide enough  to  cover  the  period  into 
March,  if  we  would  get  over  the  hump 
of  the  year  into  March,  we  would  be 
doing  the  right  thing. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
explain  one  thing. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Wat- 
KiNs  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Minnesota  apparently  is 
in  error,  or  has  made  an  incorrect  state- 
ment. The  Senator  says  that  we  are  ap- 
propriating for  the  last  6  months  of  the 
year,  and  we  cannot  afford  to  have  occur 
an  interim  period  between  the  end  of 
the  use  of  that  money  and  the  time  when 
the  Congress  can  appropriate  once  more. 

May  I  ipoint  out  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  that  in  the  fall  of  1953  our 
representatives  to  the  United  Nations 
pledged,  subject  to  the  approval  of  Con- 
press,  the  sum  of  $13,861,809.  Up  to 
now  expenditures  have  been  $3,904,188. 
They  have  not  had  enough  money  to 
carry  them  this  far.  Therefore,  the 
money  we  are  appropriating  now  is  not 
only  for  the  remainder  of  the  year  but 
for  the  purpose  of  paying  some  2  or  3 
months  of  a  back  amount  due. 

Therefore,  if  they  have  survived  that 
one  lapse  they  certainly  can  survive  an- 
other one  shortly  after  the  fir.st  of  the 
year. 

I  point  out  to  the  Senator,  also,  that  I 
think  it  is  very  important  that  the 
United  Nations  representatives,  wheth- 
er they  be  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  or  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Arkansas  or  anyone  else, 
should  make  it  clear  that  when  they 
agree  to  the  United  States  contribution 
to  this  program  it  is  a  tentative  approval 


subject  to  the  will  of  Congress,  so  that 
there  will  be  no  misunderstanding  about 
it. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  also 
knows  that  the  art  of  legislating  success- 
fully is  to  find  a  common  grround  on 
which  people  can  agree.  The  House  ap- 
propriated no  money  for  this  purpose. 
The  Senate  was  asked,  as  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  says,  for  $17  million 
plus — the  whole  amount. 

The  Corrunittee  on  Appropriations  of 
the  Senate  felt  that  we  should  provide 
this  amount  to  complete  the  program 
for  the  calendar  year  this  year,  which 
is  the  United  Nations  year.  Then,  in- 
stead of  saying  "No"  to  the  rest  of  it 
and  "No"  to  the  whole  amount,  we  held 
out  the  hope  and  belief  that  the  com- 
mittee could  make  a  study  of  it.  Then 
when  Congress  returns,  and  we  have  our 
first  supplemental  bill  up  for  considera- 
tion, after  the  first  of  next  year,  if  the 
facts  justify  it,  as  a  result  of  our  exami- 
nation, we  certainly  have  indicated  we 
would  appropriate   more  money. 

I  will  say  that  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota is  well  intentioned. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  means 
to  do  right.  However,  inasmuch  as  the 
conunittee  has  done  what  I  have  stated, 
I  do  not  think  we  would  suffer  any  harm 
if  we  allowed  perhaps  a  lapse  of  a  few 
days  or  even  a  month,  because  we  cer- 
tainly know  that  situation  occurred  this 
year. 

The  Senator  has  made  his  case  very 
clear,  as  to  what  he  is  in  favor  of.  I 
assure  the  Senator  that  the  committee 
will  give  every  possible  study  to  the  mat- 
ter, and  we  will  be  willing  and  ready  to 
act  promptly  on  the  first  supplemental 
bill  which  comes  before  us  the  first  of 
the  year. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Let  me  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  as  one" who 
favors  this  program,  that  we  are  doing 
this  year  exactly  what  was  done  last  year. 

I  call  attention  to  two  sentences  on 
page  9  of  the  committee  report: 

This  appropriation  is  made  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  no  further  pledge  shall  be 
made  to  the  United  Nations  for  the  expanded 
technical  assistance  program  by  any  repre- 
sentallve  of  the  United  States  Government 
without  prior  authorization  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States.  This  does  not  pre- 
clude the  United  Slates  representatives  from 
making  recommendations  to  the  committees. 

That  is  what  was  done  last  year,  and 
that  is  what  we  are  doing  again  this  year. 

Several  Senators.    Vote!  Vote!  Vote! 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  Humphrey!.  [Putting  the 
question.] 

The  "noes"  appear  to  have  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
request  a  division. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment  was 
rejected. 


The  PRESIDING  OFmCER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

If  there  is  no  further  amendment  to 
be  proposed,  the  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment  of  the  amendments  and  the 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  having  been  read  the  third  time,  the 
question  is.  Shall  it  pass? 

The  biU  (H.  R.  10051)  was  passed. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President.  I  mova 
that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its  amend- 
ments, request  a  conference  thereon  with 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  that 
the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  BRmcES. 
Mr.  Ferguson.  Mr.  Cordon.  Mr.  Sax,- 
TONSTALL,  Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Hatden,  Mr. 

Russell.  Mr.  McCarran,  and  Mr.  Chavxz 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  MANSFIELD 
ON  AMERICAN  FOREIGN  POLICY 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, yesterday  upon  this  fioor  the  junior 
Senator  from  Montana  I  Mr.  MansfieldI 
delivered  a  foreign  policy  address  which 
is  worthy  of  the  attention  of  every 
American. 

I  should  Uke  to  call  it  to  the  attention 
of  all  my  colleagues.  It  was  made  fol- 
lowing a  very  important  vote  and  follow- 
ing several  hours  of  continuous  session. 
As  a  result,  some  Senators  hsul  left  the 
Chamber  and  unfortunately  were  not 
present. 

This  address.  Mr.  President,  was 
pitched  on  the  very  highest  plane  of  Sen- 
ate debate.  It  was  characterized  by 
originality,  by  nonpartisanship.  and  by 
an  earnest  striving  to  seek  the  right 
course  that  will  best  solve  our  difficulties. 

I  have  no  intention  of  retracing  the 
steps  taken  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
Montana.  I  merely  want  to  say  that  I 
share  his  deep  desire  to  eliminate  parti- 
sanship from  the  issues  of  national  sur- 
vival, and  that  I  am  proud,  as  I  am  sure 
all  Senators  are  proud,  to  be  associated 
with  a  man  who  so  ably  approaches  the 
vital  problems  of  our  time. 


ORDER    OF    BUSINESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  con- 
trary to  the  earlier  discussion  because  of 
the  lateness  of  the  hour.  I  do  not  intend' 
to  have  called  up  any  House  amend- 
ments to  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate  is  requested.  I  think  they  can  go 
over  until  Monday  without  any  damage 
to  anyone. 

I  shall  be  prepared  to  yield  for  inser- 
tions in  the  Record  or  brief  statements, 
but  I  think  the  staff  and  the  Senate  have 
had  a  long  week  and  a  heavy  day.  I 
wish  to  recess  as  soon  as  we  conveniently 
can. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  wUl  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon. 
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TRIBUTE  TO  IDA  KIADB 


August  IJ^ 


Bfr.  MORSE,  lifr.  President,  last 
night  I  made  a  brief  comineiit  b^  way 
of  tribute  to  Ida  Klaus,  the  recent  So- 
lidtar  of  tbe  National  Labor  Relations 
Board,  who  has  resigned  to  take  a  simi- 
lar position  with  the  labor  department 
of  New  Tozk  CitF. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  in- 
serted in  the  RaooD  as  a  part  ctf  my 
remarks  an  article  with  regard  to  Miss 
Klaus  taken  from  the  Washington  Daily 
News  of  August  10, 1954,  written  by  John 
Herling.  entitled  'Tda  Klaus  Is  New 
York's  Gain  and  Our  Loss." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rscobd, 
as  follows: 

Ida  Kut»  la  Mnr  Yobk's  Oaix  amo  Oitb  Loss 
(By  John  Herling) 

T7ncle  Sam,  fancier  of  Oovemment  girls. 
Is  glTlng  up  his  top  legal  career  gal  to  Father 
Knldcerbocker.  The  Federal  GoTemment's 
loss  Is  M«w  York  City's  gain. 

Ida  Klaus,  who  holds  the  highest  legal  post 
occupied  by  a  woman  In  Federal  Ctorem- 
ment,  next  week  leaves  as  Solicitor  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board.  She  be- 
comes oounael  to  the  newly  organised  de- 
partment of  labor,  now  being  set  up  by 
Mayor  Robert  F.  Wagner,  of  New  Tork  City. 

IClas  Klaus  came  here  as  one  of  10  legal 
geniuses  in  1933 — the  only  lady  among  this 
exclusive  group  chosen  by  the  late  Herman 
Oliphant,  professor  of  law  at  Columbia  and 
Johns  Hopkins.  Mr.  Oliphant  was  officially 
general  counsel  <rf  the  l^eastiry  Department, 
but  he  was  considered  the  great  Olympian 
of  Jiulsprudence  whose  word  was  often  law. 

Mr.  Oliphant  chose  the  top  brains  from 
each  of  the  Nation's  10  leading  law  schools. 
Miss  Klaus  was  selected  from  Columbia. 

After  21  years  Miss  Klaus'  departure  fur- 
nishes the  latest  dramatic  example  of  tbe 
drift  from  CJovemment.  In  the  early  thirties. 
as  FDR  had  begun  to  strengthen  Oovem- 
ment. the  problem  of  qualified  personnel  was 
the  bssle  headache  of  the  New  Deal.  So 
there  took  place  a  scouring,  scanning,  and  a 
screening. 

When  Miss  Klaus  came  here  she  found  a 
woman  lawyer  had  a  tough  time  even  in  so- 
called  enlightened  circles.  But— as  men  like 
*o  say — Ida  had  a  man's  brain.  Her  abUtty 
was  appreciated,  tout  slowly  recognised. 

She  chose  the  tough  path.  No  Children's 
Bureau  or  the  Women's  Bureau  for  her. 
Having  moved  from  the  Agriculture  Depart- 
ment over  to  NLRB  she  landed  in  the  midst 
of  the  grapple  and  hand-to-hand  encoimter 
known  as  collective  bargaining.  Her  Job  as 
a  lawyer  was  to  help  give  meaning  and  rub- 
stance  to  the  Wagner  law.  fathered  by  the 
Senator  whose  son  Is  now  New  York's  mayor. 
Then  came  recognition  for  Ida.  When  the 
Taft-Hartley  law  was  passed  Miss  Klaus,  as 
Solicitor — top  law  officer  for  the  five  mem- 
bers of  the  NUtB— had  the  Job  to  advise  the 
Board  on  Supreme  Court  litigation,  on  testi- 
mony before  the  congressional  committees, 
and  in  general  to  advise  on  legal  policy  as 
It  affected  NLRB  administration. 

Her  objectivity  used  to  startle  union  and 
management  representatives  and  Board  col- 
leagues who  too  often  believed  that  vehe- 
mence might  pass  as  a  substitute  for  argu- 
ment. But  Ida  apparently  neither  takes  inifl 
nor  hands  It  out. 

Now  she  has  been  chosen  by  Mayor  Wag- 
ner, he  says,  because  he  wants  to  build  a 
pattern  of  municipal  handling  of  labor  rela- 
tions, useful  to  Ootham  as  to  other  United 
States  cities.  That's  why  Ida  Klaus  Is  given 
a  key  nonpolltlcal  post  to  help  guide  the 
establishment  of  New  York's  new  labor  de- 
partment. 

There's  a  moral  here  somewhere.  In  losing 
Ida  Klaus,  as  many  another  key  Federal  em- 


ployee, ttxe  National  Government,  probably 
without  planning  it  that  way,  has  embarked 
on  a  giveaway  program  Involving  human, 
rather  than  merely  natxu'al  resoviroes. 


THE  ATOMIC  ENERGY  BILL 

Mr.  MORSE.  Also  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks I  should  like  to  have  inserted  in 
the  Record.  Mr.  President,  an  editorial 
from  the  Gazette  and  Daily,  York,  Pa., 
for  August  9,  1954.  entitled  **The  $42 
Trillion  Giveaway  of  Atomic  Power." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Thi    $42    TaniioN    GrraAWAT    of    Atomic 

POWXE 

New  YoEK.— Although  the  13-day  filibuster 
In  the  Senate  against  the  giveaway  of  the 
American  people's  atomic  power  resources 
to  private  exploitation  was  front-page  news 
throughout  the  country,  the  press  played 
up  the  length  of  the  speeches  and  the  fill- 
buster  itself  rather  than  what  was  said  dur- 
ing the  marathon  performance. 

In  the  course  of  the  dUcussion  (It  could 
hardly  be  called  a  debate  since  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Elsenhower  giveaway  either 
slept  through  the  speeches  or  rested  In  the 
cloakrooms  while  a  small  band  of  public 
power  supporters  held  the  floor),  the  en- 
tire history  of  the  60-year  battle  of  the 
American  people  versus  the  electric  utilities 
trust  was  reviewed  and  the  slgnljcance  of 
the  latest  battle  was  fully  explored.  Yet 
remarkably  few  of  the  facts  brought  out 
by  the  public  power  Senators  were  allowed 
to  get  into  the  newspapers. 

Senator  Watnx  Moasr,  Independent,  of 
Oregon,  who  carried  a  major  load  of  the 
filibuster  against  the  atomic-energy  bill 
which  he  said  sells  "the  American  people 
Into  a  monopolistic  economic  bondage," 
commented  on  the  press:  "It  makes  one  sad 
to  note  that  the  Journalistic  profession  failed 
In  its  responsibility  of  reporting  the  truth 
and  failed  in  its  responsibility  of  perform- 
ing Its  function  as  the  greatest  educational 
institution  in  America."  1 

ASnjTT  TO  DRAMATIZE         I 

MoasE's  ability  to  dramatize  complex  sit- 
uations was  responsible  for  one  of  the  few 
facts  in  the  debate  that  was  fairly  widely 
reported  In  the  press.  That  was  his  esti- 
mate of  the  financial  cost  to  the  American 
people  of  handing  over  of  atomlc-eoergy  re- 
sources to  the  private-power  trust  without 
regulation. 

"The  giveaway  to  private  monopoly  con- 
templated by  this  bllL  is  equivalent  to  16 
times  the  assured  reserves  and  6  times  the 
ultimately  possible  reserves  of  all  the  coal 
oil,  shale,  and  natural -gas  reserves  of  the 
country  put  together."  Mohse  said.  "If  we 
take  the  price  of  coal  at  $7  per  tton.  this 
giveaway  would  ultimately  stack  up  to  some 
astronomical  figure  like  $42  trillion,  or  in 
ordinary  language,  $42  million  mlllton." 

This  vast  wealth  belongs  to  the  American 
people  who  sjjent  $12  billion  in  tax  money 
to  develop  atomic  energy,  it  was  tl>elr  "risk 
capital."  Morse  said,  that  "has  brought  the 
technology  of  the  atomic  age  to  tbe  point 
where  commercially  feasible  electric  power 
la  tq  all  intents  and  purposes  no  further 
away  t^an  the  time  required  to  construct  a 
few  big  generating  stations.  Here  in  the 
Senate  we  have  a  great  responsibility  to  make 
sure  that,  when  this  new  form  of  electric 
power  takes  its  place  in  the  country's  mag- 
nificent energy  economy,  the  profits  on  the 
people's  equity  In  the  business  shall  flow  to 
them  in  electric  rates  much  lower  than  pri- 
vate monopoly  is  willing  to  charge." 

PKOPLE  AKE  MISLED 

Morse  charged  that  the  people  are  being 
deliberately   misled   into    thinking   electric 


power  obtained  from  atomic  energy  la  still 
some  10  or  15  years  off.  Actually,  he  said,  "it 
would  be  possible  to  start  constnicting  a 
giant  atomic  powerplant  toiriorrow,  which 
would  be  commercially  feasibls  in  parts  of 
the  country  where  power  supply  costs  are 
presently  high." 

The  Oregon  Senator  also  exposed  the  fal- 
lacy of  arguments  that  only  private  busineae 
Is  equipped  to  enter  the  atomic  energy  power 
field.  He  quoted  Chairman  Gordon  Dean,  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commlsslcm,  as  admit- 
ting: "Pew,  if  any,  private  concerns  are  In 
a  position  to  place  risk  capital  into  large 
reactors  costing  $60  million  to  $120  mUllon 
or  more  without  pUot  plant  ekperience  be- 
hind them;  and  few,  if  any,  would  be  pre- 
pared today  to  put  risk  money  over  Into  pilot 
plants  costing  on  the  order  of  $10  million." 

SENATORS   FROM    UOUtR 

Thus  Dean  makes  It  clear,  Morsx  said. 
"that  the  main  objective  behind  the  present 
bill  Is  not  to  release  the  dynamic  forces  of 
competitive  private  enterprise,  but  to  get  the 
Government  out  of  the  power  field  while 
continuing  to  subsidize  with  the  people's 
money  the  developmental  work  from  which 
rlskless  capital  will  profit." 

Like  MORSK,  the  bulk  of  the  Senators  who 
took  the  floor  to  argue  unsucces*fully  against 
the  atomic  giveaway  were  either  from  the 
Northwest  or  the  South,  the  two  major  areas 
where  the  full  benefits  erf  public  power  are 
enjoyed.  Construction  of  the  Tennessee  Val- 
ley Authority  In  the  South  and  Bonneville 
and  other  dam.-?  In  the  Northwest  have 
brought  those  areas  the  lowe$t  electricity 
rates  in  the  country.  The  northeastern  part 
of  the  United  States,  where  there  are  no 
public  power  developments,  has  the  highest 
electricity  rates. 

One  of  the  northwestern  Senators,  War- 
ren Magnuson  (Washington.  Democrat), 
compared  the  present  campaign  against  TVA 
and  public  power  with  the  tremendous  cam- 
paign against  Government  regulation  of  its 
activities  waged  by  the  private  utilities  in 
the  1920s.  The  private  Power  Trust  in  that 
period  spent  an  estimated  $25  million  to  $30 
million  annually  in  Its  fight  against  regula- 
tion and  passed  the  bill  on  to  donsumers  in 
the  form  of  higher  electricity  rates. 

■  Only  a  little  more  than  20  years  ago." 
Macnuson  pointed  out,  "the  Power  Trust  was 
resorting  to  every  technical  and  legal  device 
their  fruitful  imaginations  could  conceive  of 
to  render  regulation  ineffectual  in  order  to 
maintain  the  excessively  hlgh»rate  struc- 
ture which  in  turn  would  suataln  heavy 
water   capitalization." 

The  Power  Trust,  with  Its  eoloesal  war 
chest,  proceeded  "to  rewrite  public-school 
textbooks,  place  teachers  on  company  pay- 
roUs.  Inundate  newspapers  with  lush  adver- 
tising revenue,  to  infiuence  editorial  opin- 
ion," and  owned  Governors  of  States  out- 
right. 

PREVTTW    OF    rtJTURK 

"Midwest  Utilities  Electric  Bond  &  Share 
with  its  subholding  companies,  Niagara  Hud- 
eon  Power  Ctorp.;  Associated  Gas  &  Electric; 
Columbia  Gas  &  Electric;  Standard  Gas  & 
Electric;  Southeastern  Power  tt  Light — these 
remain  as  symbols  of  the  utility  holding- 
company  age.  which  served  th*  public  by 
taking  thousands  of  small  Investors  on  a 
bugey  ride,  to  line  the  pockets  of  financiers 
who  made  a  specialty  of  building  fortunes 
out  of  other  people's  money,"  Magnusom 
said. 

The  activities  of  the  private  utUltles  in 
the  1920s  are  a  preview  of  what  can  happen 
under  the  Atomic  Energy  Act,  which  seU 
up  no  regulatory  safesruards.  By  the  be- 
ginning of  the  1930s  MAGhTTOow  said  there 
was  more  than  $2  bUllon  of  water  in  the 
Power  Trust  financial  pyramid. 

"This  faked  Investment,  which  had  show- 
ered largesse  upon  the  inside  manipulators. 
could  be  properly  handled  In  only  two  ways— 
either  at  the  expense  of  ratepayers  by  Impo- 
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sltlon  of  excessive  rate  structures,  or  at  the 
expense  of  small  Investors  ttirough  the  loss 
of  their  Invested  savirigs,"  Magnuson  said. 
"Actually,  both  danc>Kl  to  the  power  trust 
piper,  and  both  paid  through  the  nose.  In 
the  1929  crash  and  the  lioldlng-company  col- 
lapse which  followed,  tliousands  of  small  in- 
vestors lost  their  savings." 

NOT  ANCIENr  HISTORY 

Magnuson  reminded  his  colleagues  that 
this  was  not  Just  ancle:it  history.  "Yet."  he 
said  pointedly,  "the  high-rate,  low-sales  pol- 
icy, which  this  financial  sllght-of-hand  in- 
duced in  management  even  now  has  been 
partially  shaken  off  only  In  areas  where  Fed- 
eral-power p>ollcy  has  jirovlded  real  support 
for  federally  generated  power  at  low  cost,  and 
real  support  for  public    competition." 

As  a  result  of  a  propaganda  campaign 
comparable  in  scope  to  that  ol  the  1920'8. 
Magnuson  pointed  out.  this  Nation's  public- 
power  program  is  being  sabotaged  and  dis- 
mantled. In  the  Northwest,  where  the  power 
shortage  is  so  acute  tliat  in  recent  years  it 
has  been  rationed  and  .so-called  "brownouts" 
Imposed,  there  have  b«?en  no  new  starts  on 
public -power  construct  Ion  since  the  Eisen- 
hower  administration    took   over. 

"The  people,"  Magnttson  said,  "by  means 
of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  (TVA), 
the  Bonneville  Power  Administration,  and, 
more  recently,  the  Sou.hwest  and  Southeast 
Power  Administrations,  have  been  demon- 
strating a  practical  wt  y  by  which  low-cost 
abundant  power  can  be  wholesaled  and 
transmitted  to  the  people,  at  low  electric 
rates,  even  though  the  private  utilities  con- 
tinued to  control  the  State  regulatory  bodies. 

"This  yardstick  of  lov-cost  power,  together 
with  the  exposure  of  inflated  wrlteups  by 
the  Federal  Power  Conmlssion  (a  Govern- 
ment agency),  have ,  lorced  down  electric 
rates  all  over  the  country,  even  private  rates. 
With  the  Federal  and  public-power  yard- 
stick, inflated  capital  accounts  could  not  be 
resorted  to,  so  long  a.s  the  Federal  power 
prcgram  remained   a   vital   alternative." 

financial  power  greater 

"The  Power  Trust  knows  this.  Against 
the  competition  of  cheap  Federal  power. 
upalnst  a  Federal  geographic  power  grid, 
against  priority  of  public  groups  obtaining 
access  to  Federal  power,  the  Power  Trust  Is 
carrying  out  a  deadly  and  Implacable  cam- 
piiiqn.  It  will  never  rett  until  It  Is  success- 
ful, either  In  destroylni?  the  Federal  power 
program  or  until  It  is  Itself  decently  defeated. 

"With  the  administrtttion  now  in  power, 
the  new  campaign  Is  far  more  dangerous 
than  that  of  the  1920's — because  It  Is  armed 
with  a  myriad  of  new  devices  for  reaching 
.ind  capturing  the  publU  mind.  In  addition, 
the  financial  power  of  the  combine  far  ex- 
ceeds that  of  30  years  ago  " 

The  charges  made  b}-  Morse.  Magnuson, 
and  others  In  the  Sena:e  debate  have  been 
underscored  by  Robert  G.  Lewis,  a  Washing- 
ton representative  of  the  National  Farmers 
Inion,  in  an  article  which  has  been  widely 
circulated  in  the  labor  movement.  Describ- 
ing the  threat  as  "corporate  socialism."  Lewis 
warns  that  a  "totalitarian  revolutionary 
movement" — comparable  to  that  of  Hitler 
fascism — "is  being  deve.oped  in  the  United 
States." 

He  points  out  that  the  electric  utilities 
coined  the  slogan  "creeping  socialism"  as 
a  means  of  forcing  drastic  changes  In  the 
American  way  of  life  and  to  smoke  screen 
monopoly's  attack  on  such  fundamental  in- 
stitutions as  public  power. 

The  breadth  of  moropoly's  target  was 
clearly  outlined  In  a  soei-ch  to  the  American 
Petroleum  Institute  In  1952  by  Adm.  Ben 
Moreell,  chairman  of  the  board  of  Jones  Ac 
Laughlin  Steel  Corp.  Moreell  also  happens 
to  be  the  man  selected  by  the  Elsenhower 
administration  to  head  the  Hoover  Commis- 
sion task  force  which  Is  planning  the  re- 
organization   of    Government    activities    in 


the  fields  of  electric  power  and  natural  re- 
sources. 

subsidies  are  assaileo 

Moreell  traced  such  public  institutions  as 
free  schools,  public  roads.  Income,  and  In- 
heritance taxes.  Government  regulation  of 
railroads  and  other  utilities,  Goverrunent 
licensing  of  certain  businesses  and  public 
power  projects  to  the  Insidious  influence  of 
Karl  Marx. 

"Since  Marx  enunciated  his  doctrine 
slightly  more  than  100  years  ago,"  Moreell 
said,  "we  Americans  have  adopted  In  vary- 
ing degrees — practically  his  entire  program." 

Moreell  charged  that  acquisition  of  land 
"for  public  purposes"  is  "In  strict  accord  with 
Marxist  doctrine,"  asserting  that  "the  public 
purpose  may  be  an  Irrigation  or  flood-control 
district,  a  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  a 
Bonneville  power  project,  forest  land,  and 
oil  reserve  or  any  one  of  a  number  of  others." 

Moreell  assailed  the  entire  scheme  of  sub- 
sidies to  farmers  as  communistic  and  de- 
nounced the  Income  and  Inheritance  tax  for 
transferring  money  from  the  wealthy  to  po- 
litical adventurers. 

It  was  a  logical  conclusion  to  such  state- 
ments that  Moreell  should  end  by  expressing 
great  mistrust  of  majority  rule  and  dislike 
for  democratic  procedures.  "Will  any  think- 
ing person  say  that  a  law  Is  'right'  because  a 
majority  has  voted  for  It?"  he  demanded. 

The  views  expressed  by  Moreell  are  In  effect 
the  views  of  the  United  States  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers,  the  power  trust  and  the  men 
who  control  the  Eisenhower  administration, 
the  Farmers  Union  spokesman  warned.  The 
atomic  energy  giveaway,  vast  as  it  Is,  is  only 
the  beginning  for  this  crowd. 


CITATION  OP  ALBERT  SHADOWTTZ 
FOR  CONTEMPT  OF  THE  SENATE 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  in 
order  that  there  may  be  some  business 
before  the  Senate,  I  move  that  the  Sen- 
ate proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Cal- 
endar No.  1827,  Senate  Resolution  280, 
the  first  of  three  contempt  citation  reso- 
lutions, which  we  shall  merely  leave  as 
the  unfinished  business. 

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER.      The 

clerk  will  state  the  resolution  by  title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.     A  resolution 

<S.  Res.  280)    to  cite  Albert  Shadowitz 

for  contempt  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  reso- 
lution (S.  Res.  280)  to  cite  Albert  Shado- 
witz for  contempt  of  the  Senate. 


HOUSE  AMENDMENTS  TO  SENATE 
BILLS 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Has  the  majority 
leader  concluded  we  shall  not  bring  up 
the  matter  of  concurring  in  the  House 
amendments  to  certain  Senate  bills? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes ;  after  consult- 
ing with  the  minority  leader  and  other 
Senators,  it  has  been  decided  not  to  do 
so  tonight.  The  session  ran  much  later 
than  I  had  anticipated.  I  hope  that  is 
agreeable  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Yes.      | 


OUTLAWING    OP    THE    COMMUNIST 
PARTY 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  on  Thursday  adopted  a  proposal 


which  I  submitted  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party  as  an  international  con- 
spiracy designed  to  overthrow  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  by  force 
and  violence.  This  action  of  the  Senate 
was  a  tremendous  stride  forward  in  the 
fight  against  totalitarian  communism. 

It  is,  therefore,  quite  understandable 
that  the  Communist  leaders  in  this  coun- 
try have  been  attacking  me  and  my  pro- 
posal with  a  recklessness  and  determina- 
tion which  convinces  me  that  the  Hum- 
phrey amendment  is  in  fact  an  effective 
threat  to  communism.  Within  the  last 
few  hours  news  reports  appearing  on  the 
news  tickers  have  been  brought  to  my 
attention,  which  I  believe  ought  to  be 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate. 
I,  therefore,  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  the  brief  texts  of  these  Communist 
attacks  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  articles 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec- 
ord, as  follows: 

New  York  —The  Communist  Party  labeled 
the  Senat«-approved  bill  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party  as  the  "Illegitimate  child  of 
McCarthylsm"  and   "legislative  Hitler." 

The  statement  was  Issued  by  Communist 
Party  headquarters  and  was  signed  by  Wil- 
liam Z.  Foster,  chairman,  and  Elisabeth 
Gurley  Flynn  and  Pettis  Perry,  national  com- 
mittee members. 

The  statement  said  that  defeat  of  the 
Senate  bill  was  essential  "if  the  Constitution 
is  not  to  be  McCarthyized." 

"Thursday's  Senate  vote  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party  and  outlaw  trade  unions  is 
the  illegitimate  child  of  McCarthylsm  and 
cynical  election -year  politics,"  the  statement 
said.  "World  opinion,  fearful  of  the  Mc- 
Carthylte  preventive  war  clique  in  our  midst. 
will  correctly  view  this  bill  as  legislative 
Hltlerlsm. 

"  •  •  •  The  Communist  Party  will  not 
permit  Itself — and  the  BlU  of  Rights — to  b« 
destroyed  by  this  unconstitutional,  •  un- 
American,  pro-Fascist  legislation." 

New  York. — Congressional  legislation  to 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party  was  denounced 
in  a  party  statement  today  as  a  "legislative 
Hltlerlsm." 

The  statement  called  the  bill,  approved' 
85-0  by  the  Senate  yesterday,  the  "illegiti- 
mate child  of  McCarthylsm  and  cynical 
election-year  politicians." 

It  said  the  measure  was  "not  even  ra- 
tional, much  less  constitutional."  and 
added: 

"The  bill  attempts  to  smuggle  through  • 
labor  union  wrecking  device  under  the  Hit- 
lerese   device   of  flghtlng  communism." 

Labor  unions  and  others  were  urged,  to 
"flood  Congress  and  the  press  with  opposi- 
tion to  this  giant  step  toward  fascism." 

The  party  statement  was  issued  by  Simon 
Gerson.  the  party's  New  York  legislative  rep- 
resentative, and  bore  the  names  of  national 
chairman  William  Z.  Foster  and  national 
committee  members  Elizabeth  Gvirley  Flynn 
and  Pettis  Perry. 

Mr.  HUMPHRETT.  Mr.  President,  I 
merely  wish  to  note  the  fact  that  the 
Communist  Party,  meeting  in  New  York 
City,  described  the  amendment  as  "l^is- 
lative  Hi  tier  ism"  and  as  the  "illegitimate 
child  of  McCarthylsm  and  cynical  elec- 
tion year  politics." 

These  Communist  attacks  are.  of 
course,  not  new  to  me.  Members  of  the 
Senate  are  aware  that  the  leaders  of 
communism  here  and  abroad  have  been 
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attacking  me  and  my  activities  ever  since 
I  have  been  In  public  life. 

It  is  most  reassuring  to  me  that  In  the 
last  2  days  I  have  received  many  expres- 
sions of  support  and  encouragement 
from  all  over  the  country.  Responsible 
leaders  of  our  commxinities.  leaders  of 
business,  labor,  and  agriculture  have  of- 
fered their  commendation.  Liberals  and 
conservatives  alike  have  expressed  th^r 
agreement  with  the  pranise  underlying 
my  amendment — ^namely,  that  no  inter- 
national conspiracy  against  the  United 
States  with  a  higher  allegiance  to  a  for- 
eign power  has  a  right  merely  by  calling 
itself  a  political  party  to  cloak  itself  with 
the  constitutional  democratic  protections 
and  immunity  that  our  society  provides 
for  l^itimate  political  parties.  The 
American  Communist  movement  is  not  a 
legitimate  American  political  party.  It  is 
this  finding  in  section  2  of  the  Humphrey 
amendment  which  provides  democratic 
and  constitutional  basis  for  the  action  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Senate  has  demonstrated  that  a 
democracy  can  protect  itself  effectively 
and  constitutionally  against  its  totali- 
tarian enemies  from  within  as  well  as 
from  without. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  assiune 
that  the  Senator  is  aware  of  the  fact 
that  the  Communist  Party  is  not  the 
only  force  at  work  in  attempting  to  de- 
stroy the  effectiveness  of  the  legislation 
sponsored  in  the  Senate,  which  was 
approved  by  a  vote  of  85  to  0. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  is  eminently  correct.  I  do  not 
wish  to  equate  the  forces  which  are  con- 
demning some  of  this  action,  because 
they  are  motivated  by  different  instincts 
and  different  desires. 

But  there  are  some  rumors  which 
seem  to  be  prevalent  in  the  corridors  of 
the  Capitol,  and  I  noticed  an  item  on 
the  press  ticker  to  the  effect  that  an 
attempt  would  be  made  in  the  Hoxise  of 
Representatives  to  water  down,  to 
modify,  or.  as  some  have  said,  even  to 
nullify  the  action  which  was  taken  by 
the  Senate.  I  have  in  my  hand,  for 
example,  a  statement  from  one  of  the 
press  services — I  believe  it  is  from  the 
Associated  Press — which  reads  as  fol- 
lows: 

House  Republican  leaders  today  sought  to 
draft  a  compromise  bill  which  would  outlaw 
the  Communist  Party  without  scuttling 
other  subversive-control  laws  now  on  the 
books. 

They  plan  to  offer  the  proposal  to  the 
House  Monday  as  a  substitute  for  a  far  more 
stringent  bill  whipped  through  the  Senate, 
85  to  0,  in  a  surprise.  Democratic-led  ma- 
neuver Thvirsday.  The  Senate  bill  would 
outlaw  the  party  and  deny  bargaining  rights 
to  Red-lnflltrated  unions. 

Although  White  House  sources  passed  tho 
words  that  President  Elsenhower  opposes  the 
Senate  measure,  administration  congressional 
leaders  fear  the  Democrats  will  make  election 
campaign  hay  if  the  GOP  majority  tries  to 
bottle  it  up  in  the  House. 

"The  Senate  voted  85  to  0  to  outlaw  the 
party."  one  House  Republican  leader  said. 
"We  can't  let  the  Democrats  claim  that  they 
tried  to  outlaw  the  party,  and  the  adminis- 
tration blocked  it." 


I  deplore  the  effort  which  is  being 
made  to  put  a  partisan  label  upon  the 
honest  attempt  which  was  mafle  in  the 
Senate  to  pass  a  satisfactory  bill.  Very 
frankly,  bills  have  been  introduced 
throughout  the  years  to  do  what  has 
now  been  done.  The  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs.  SisrrH] 
has  introduced  such  a  bill  in  the  Senate ; 
and  similar  bills  have  been  introduced 
in  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Many  Senators  had  asked  for  action. 
Finally  the  Senate  took  action.  It  ap- 
pears that  after  action  has  been  taken, 
reaction  is  setting  in,  the  reaction  being 
to  see  whether  something  cannot  be  done 
to  undo  what  has  been  done. 

I  simply  want  the  leaders— and  ap- 
parently they  are  the  leaders,  because 
they  are  the  ones  who  are  quoted — to 
know  that  the  Senate  voted  C5  to  0  for 
the  bill.  We  knew  what  we  were  doing. 
I  want  to  have  it  made  quite  clear  that 
the  action  which  was  taken  was  designed 
to  strengthen  the  laws  of  this  country 
agaiTiSt  subversion  and  against  conspira- 
torial activities  and  conspiratorial  par- 
ties in  the  United  States. 

I  was  pleased  to  note  that  at  the  top 
we  had  the  help  of  the  majority  leader 
and  of  the  minority  leader,  and  also  help 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle. 

I  want  to  make  it  quite  clear  now  that 
if  anyone  feels  that  the  action  which 
was  taken  was  wrong,  all  he  has  to  do  is 
i  get  up  and  announce  it.  If  there  is 
anyone  who  will  try  to  scuttle  what  has 
been  done,  we  shall  have  another  yea  and 
nay  vote  when  the  conference  report  re- 
turns to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  PreBident.  I 
do  not  wish  to  hav?  the  remarks  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Minnesota  to  pass 
without  a  very  brief  comment. 

I  think  the  legislative  intent  of  the 
Senate  is  very  clear  in  first  wanting,  as 
a  matter  of  public  policy,  to  make  it 
certain  that  the  Comnunist  Party  is  not 
a  political  party  in  any  sense  of  the  word, 
but  rather  is  an  international  conspiracy, 
devoted  to  the  destruction  of  our  con- 
stitutional government  by  force  and  vio- 
lence. I  think  it  was  made  clear  by  the 
original  author  of  the  bill  which  first 
was  before  the  Senate,  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Butler]  ;  by  the  distinguished  junior  sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey], 
who  offered  an  amendment  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute ;  and  by  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Dan- 
iBL],  who  in  turn  added  the  Butler  bill. 
in  effect,  to  the  Humphrey  substitute, 
that  there  was  no  desire  on  the  part  of 
any  of  the  authors  or  of  any  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate,  in  any  sense,  to  under- 
cut or  to  weaken  either  the  Smith  Act 
or  the  Internal  Security  Act,  or  any  of 
the  other  legislation  upon  the  statute 
books,  by  which  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice or  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion is  able  to  proceed  against  conspira- 
tors against  the  Government  and  the 
people  of  the  United  States. 

I  think  it  was  made  clear  by  every 
Senator  on  the  floor  that  in  the  event 
there  were  technical  defects,  they  could 
be  ironed  out  in  conference  by  men  of 
good  will,  working  together.  That  is 
xuirmal  legislative  procedure. 


I  may  say,  speaking  in  my  capacities 
both  as  a  Senator  from  CaJifomia  and 
also  as  majority  leader  of  the  Senate, 
that  I  should  be  very  dlstpj)ointed  if 
the  proposed  legislation  should  be  re- 
turned to  the  Senate  which  did  not  con- 
tain material  outlawing  the  Conununist 
Party  and  carrying  out  the  general  in- 
tent, which  I  think  was  not  partisan  in 
any  sense  of  the  word,  because  the  bill 
was  passed  by  a  unanimous  vote  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  yield  In  a 
moment,  when  I  have  furnished  my 
thought. 

I  think  that  throughout  the  country 
there  is  a  widespread,  and  an  under- 
standable desire  on  the  part  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  to  outlaw  this  or- 
ganization, which  is  a  conspiracy  against 
everything  which  our  constitutional  sys- 
tem means  to  us,  which  is  a  subversive, 
revolutionary  group  devoted  to  the  pur- 
pose of  destroying  us  internally,  and. 
which,  in  my  judgment,  at  least,  in  the 
event  we  should  be  subjected  to  a  severe 
attack  at  any  time  in  the  future  would 
be  a  potential  fifth  column. 

So  I  think  Congress  will  expect,  and, 
speaking  as  one  Senator,  I  ttiink  the  Sen- 
ate will  expect,  that  the  legldation  which 
is  finally  passed  in  the  normal,  consti- 
tutional, legislative  processes  will  very 
clearly  indicate  that  the  American  peo- 
ple have  spoken,  through  their  repre- 
sentatives in  Congress,  a  desire  to  outlaw 
the  Communist  Party. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  First.  I 
wish  to  commend  the  distinguished  ma- 
jority leader  for  his  very  frank,  forth- 
right, and  able  statement,  in  which  I 
heartily  concur.  It  is  the  kind  of  state- 
ment which  we  have  learned  to  e.xpect 
from  the  majority  leader,  who  serves  his 
country  first,  always. 

I  am  not  concerned  about  the  Sen- 
ator's statement,  which  appears  on  the 
press  ticker,  that  none  of  ua  would  will- 
ingly do  anything  to  weaken  the  anti- 
Communi.'t  laws,  because  I  heartily 
embrace  that  statement. 

But  the  Senator  is  quoted  as  saying 
that  he  is  certain  that  the  Senate  and 
House  conferees  can  iron  out  the  dif- 
ferences, if  there  are  any  to  be  worked 
out.  We  know  there  are  always  differ- 
ences, and  they  must  be  worked  out.  We 
are  in  the  process  of  working  out  dif- 
ferences on  many  bills.  I  hope  that 
those  who  are  at  this  moment  reported 
to  be  making  efforts  to  water  down  and 
nullify  the  actions  of  the  Senate— and 
the  news  on  the  ticker  tape  indicates  that 
there  are  some  who  are  already  saying 
that  there  are  serious  objections  to  the 
bill  passed  by  the  Senate— will  take  due 
note,  not  only  of  the  majority  leader's 
statement,  but  of  the  statement  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Minnesota, 
namely,  that  before  this  Congress  ad- 
journs we  are  going  to  carefully  review 
what  has  been  done  in  this  field  and  that 
we  are  not  going  to  nullify  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  president,  I 
can  say  to  the  Senator  from  Texas  that. 
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insofar  as  my  voice  will  carry  any 
weight,  I  expect  to  attend  the  meeting  of 
the  legislative  leaders  at  the  White 
House  at  8 :  30  on  Monday  morning  next. 
The  statement  I  shall  make  at  that  time 
will  be  no  different  then  the  one  I  have 
made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  T«?xas.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  has  dealt  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  California  lon;i  enough  to  know 
that  o  assurance  is  needed  on  that 
pcint.  He  knows  the  S«!nator  from  Cali- 
fornia will  do  what  he  says  he  will  do. 
However,  I  understood  that  all  the 
sturces  mentioned  in  the  ticker  tapes 
point  to  the  fact  that  administration 
lieutenants  have  passed  word  down  the 
line  that  there  is  serious  objection  to 
t^e  action  the  Senate  lias  taken.  They 
also  comment  on  the  statements  of  so- 
called  leaders,  or  certam  leaders,  to  the 
effect  that  they  feel  'this  thing  must 
b.  taken  care  of,"  so  to  speak.  I  hope 
they  will  note  the  very  strong  state- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  California  this 
evening  to  the  effect  that  none  of  us 
want  to  weaken  any  law,  but  to 
.•strengthen  it,  and  we  want  to  do  it  in 
a  spirit  of  bipartisanship. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Whether  in  the 
field  of  foreign  affairs  oi'  at  home,  in  en- 


deavoring to  meet  the  Communift  men- 
ace, we  should  have  the  support  of  all 
Americans,  recognizing  that  the  only 
party  of  treason  is  the  Communist  Party, 
and  that  the  sooner  we  can  close  ranks 
and  face  that  menace,  the  better  off  we 
will  be. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  want  the  record 
to  be  clear  that  without  the  help  of  the 
majority  leader  on  the  day  we  passed 
the  bill  dealing  with  the  subject,  it  would 
have  been  much  more  difficult  to  ac- 
complish what  was  achieved,  and  the 
clarification  as  to  our  purF>oses  would 
never  have  been  made  so  definite  and  so 
precise  as  they  were  made.  The  Senate 
conferees  can  go  to  conference  knowing 
there  was  no  intention  to  weaken  the 
Smith  Act.  but  that  there  was  an  inten- 
tion to  strengthen  it.  There  was  like- 
wise no  intention  to  weaken  the  McCar- 
ran  Act.  There  may  have  been  some 
weakening  as  regards  registration.  My 
answer  is  that  Communists  have  not  reg- 
istered, anyway.  There  was  no  effort 
on  the  part  of  the  majority  leader  or 
Senators  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  to  try 


to  pin  the  responsibility  or  blame  on 

anybody  else. 

I  join  hands  with  the  majority  leader 
and  the  nunority  leader  in  standing  firm 
for  the  best  legislation  we  can  get. 
There  may  be  some  minor  differences, 
but  we  know  what  we  want.  We  know 
we  want  the  Conununist  Party  organi- 
zation branded  as  illegal.  We  want  to 
make  it  clear  that  there  Is  no  room  for  it 
in  our  midst.  If  we  do  that,  there  will 
be  no  politics  involved,  and.  as  the  ma- 
jority leader  has  said,  we  will  have  put 
the  country  first.  After  that  we  will 
take  care  of  politics. 

I  commend  the  majority  leader,  and  I 
thank  the  minority  leader  for  his  flne 
assistance. 


RECESS    UNTIL    10    O'CLOCK   A.    M, 
MONDAY 

Mr.  KNOWToAND.  Mr.  President,  pur- 
suant to  the  order  previously  entered, 
I  now  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  re- 
cess until  Monday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
8  o'clock  and  4  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate took  a  recess,  the  recess  being,  imder 
the  order  previously  entered,  imtil  Mon- 
day, August  16,  1954,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 
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EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  STYLES  BRIDGES 

or   KKW   HAMPSHIRK 

IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 
Saturday,  August  14.  1954 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  in 
the  Record  a  statement  and  various  edi- 
torials relative  to  a  resolution  introduced 
by  the  senior  Senator  from  Virgima 
IMr.  ByrdI  and  myself. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  editorials  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Need  ro«  Terminatton  of  Deficit  Financing 
(Statement  by  Senator  Bridges) 

A  month  ago  the  distinguished  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia  |Mr.  Btrd]  joined  with  me 
in  introducing  Senate  Joint  Resolution  174. 
proposing  that  the  Constitution  be  amended 
to  assure  the  American  people  of  balanced 
budgets  In  the  future  by  putting  an  end  to 
deficit  Government  financing. 

The  response  to  this  proposal  by  the  voters 
of  our  country  has  been  overwhelming.  The 
man  on  the  street  has  t>een  quick  to  see 
Its  wisdom  and  its  necessity.  Over  100 
newspapers,  large  and  small,  have  carried 
editorials  praising  its  purpose  and  advocat- 
ing Its  enactment.  Furthermore.  Senator 
Byrd  and  I  have  received  mall  in  such  vol- 
ume as  to  tax  the  limit  of  our  already  busy 
office  staffs. 

Pay-as-you-go  government  is  long  overdue. 
Each  day  that  we  fail  to  recognize  and  re- 
spond to  growing  Inflation,  the  danger  of 
further  damaging  our  national  stability  and 
prestige  Increases.  The  people  who  must 
pay  our  Nation's  tax  bill,  the  same  people 
who  have  sent  us  here  to  the  Senate  to  repre- 
C gi4 


sent  them  are  aware  of  this  danger.  And 
weU  they  might  be  for  it  Is  simple  arithmetic 
that  we  cannot  continue  to  spend  more 
money  than  we  take  In  and.  at  the  same 
time,  renuiln  domestically  sound  and  Inter- 
nationally strong.  As  one  Illinois  editor  put 
It:  "The  main  objective  •  •  •  ia  sound  as 
sanity." 

I  am  more  convinced  than  ever  of  the  need 
for  quick  action  by  the  Congress  on  this 
resolution  so  that  the  way  will  be  paved  for 
early  ratifying  action  by  the  48  States. 
When  you  read,  as  the  senior  Senator  from 
Virginia  and  I  have,  so  many  letters  from 
every  corner  of  this  Nation,  written  by  people 
in  all  walks  of  life,  supporting  our  proposal, 
you  will  quickly  see  that  now  Is  the  time  to 
put  our  financial  house  in  order;  now  is  the 
time  to  restore  common  sense  to  Govern- 
ment. 

In  order  to  point  up  my  contentions  even 
more  strongly.  I  append  hereto  a  copy  of 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  174.  together  with 
several  editorials  which  have  appeared  in 
several  newspapers  throughout  the  Nation 
endorsing  Its  purpose.  They  are  a  sample 
of  the  editorial  comment  In  support  of  the 
proposed  amendment  and  echo  accurately 
the  sentiments  of  the  American  taxpayer. 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  174 
Joint  resolution  proposing  an  amendment  to 
the  Constitution  of  the  tJnlted  States  to 
provide  for  the  Imposition  of  Federal  taxes 
to  provide  revenues  at  least  equal  to  ap- 
propriations, except  in  time  of  war  de- 
clared by  the  Congress  or  when  the  United 
States  is  engaged  In  open  hostility  against 
an  external  enemy 

Resolved  by  the  Seiiate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled  {tioo-thirds  of  each 
House  concurring  therein).  That  the  follow- 
ing article  is  proposed  as  an  amendment  to 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and 
shall  be  valid  to  all  intents  and  purposes  as 
part  of  the  Constitution  when  ratified  by  the 


legislatures  of  three-fourths  of  the  several 
States : 

"articlk  — 

"Section  1.  On  or  before  the  15th  day 
after  the  beginning  of  each  regular  session 
of  the  Congress,  the  President  shall  transmit 
to  the  Congress  a  budget  wlilch  shall  set 
forth  his  estimates  of  the  receipts  of  the 
Government  during  the  ensuing  fiscal  year 
under  the  laws  existing  on  such  date  and  his 
recommendations  with  respect  to  appropria- 
tions to  be  made  for  such  fiscal  year.  Except 
in  time  of  war  declared  by  the  Congress  or 
when  the  United  States  is  engaged  in  open 
hostility  against  an  external  enemy,  the  total 
appropriations  recommended  by  the  Presi- 
dent for  any  fiscal  year  shaU  not  exceed  the 
total  of  his  estimates  of  the  receipts  of  the 
Government  during  such  fiscal  year. 

"Sec.  2.  In  the  event  the  Congress,  except 
In  time  of  war  declared  by  the  Congress  or 
when  the  United  States  is  engaged  in  open 
hostilities  against  an  external  enemy,  makes 
appropriations  for  the  ensuing  fiscal  year  In 
excess  of  the  total  of  the  Presidenffc  esti- 
mates of  the  receipts  of  the  Oovemment 
during  such  fiscal  year  reduced  by  any 
amount  by  which  the  appropriations  made 
for  all  previous  fiscal  years  beginning  sutwe- 
quent  to  the  effective  date  of  this  article  of 
amendment  (except  fiscal  years  during^  which 
the  United  States  has  been  engaged  in  a  war 
declared  by  the  Congress  or  open  hostility 
against  an  external  enemy)  have  exceeded 
the  actual  receipts  of  the  Government  dur- 
ing all  such  fiscal  years.  It  shall  enact  meas- 
ures to  raise  during  such  ensuing  fiscal  year 
an  amount  of  additional  revenue  at  least 
equal  to  the  amount  of  such  excess. 

"Sec.  3.  As  used  in  sections  1  and  2  of  thla 
article,  the  term  'appropriations'  includes 
grants  of  authority  to  make  actual  expendi- 
tures of  funds  but  does  not  Include  appro- 
priations to  reimbtirse  the  Oovemment 
agency  making  such  actual  expenditures. 

"Sec.  4.  No  motion  in  either  House  of  Con- 
gress to  adjourn  for  more  than  3  days  shall 
be  in  order  during  any  period  of  time  when 
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the  Oongreu  bas  failed  to  perform  Its  duty 
under  section  2  of  this  article. 

"Sac.  6.  This  article  shall  be  effective  on 
and  after  the  first  day  of  the  calendar  year 
which  begins  after  the  date  thlA  article  Is 
ratified. 

"Sac.  6.  This  article  shall  be  Inoperative 
unless  It  shall  have  been  ratified  as  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  by  the  leg- 
islatures of  three-fourths  of  the  several 
States  within  7  years  from  the  date  of  Its 
submission  to  the  States  by  the  Congress." 

(From  the  Exeter   (N.  H.)    Newsletter  of 
June  15.  1954] 

Senators  Sttlzs  Bamcxs  and  Hakit  Btsd 
have  proposed  an  amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution that  would  require  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment to  maintain  a  balanced  budget  ex- 
cept in  the  event  of  war. 

Senator  Btrd  has  long  been  a  powerful 
influence  In  opposition  to  efforts  to  Increase 
the  public  debt  now  set  at  »275  billion.  He 
was  successful  last  year  In  balking  adminis- 
tration proposals  to  raise  the  limit  to  which 
the  Federal  Government  may  borrow,  and  it 
would  appear  that  his  opposition  now  will 
prevent  an  Increase  to  the  9280  billion  limit 
that  the  administration  requests.  Senator 
BamcKs,  as  chairman  of  the  Senate  Appro- 
priations Committee,  miist  be  considered  as  a 
strong  voice  In  the  opposition.  He  cites  that 
a  continuance  of  present  United  States  fiscal 
policy  for  the  next  40  years,  or  the  estimated 
period  that  the  Nation  faces  in  maintaining 
a  costly  defense  program  would  reduce  the 
American  dollar  in  1994  to  a  value  of  about 
1214  cents. 

The  amendment  as  proposed  by  BamcES 
and  Btko  would  mean  that  Congress  at  the 
close  of  each  session,  except  in  time  of  war, 
must  balance  appropriations  with  income.  If 
appropriations  exceeded  Government  re- 
ceipts they  would  have  to  be  met  by  the 
levying  of  new  taxes. 

The  voices  of  economy  are  not  entirely  lost 
In  the  midst  of  the  heavy  spending  of  the 
past  two  decades.  They  grow  louder  now  to 
slow  down  if  possible  the  policy  of  Inflation 
to  which  the  Government  has  long  com- 
mitted itself. 

[From  the  Manchester  (N.  H.)  Union  Leader 
of  July  16.  1954] 

Senators  Stti,ks  Budges  and  Hasxt  Btrd 
are  following  sound  business  Judgment  in 
their  proposal  of  a  constitutional  amend- 
ment to  put  the  Government  on  a  pay-as- 
you-go  basis,  except  in  time  of  war. 

Bsmaxs  sizes  the  situation  up  correctly 
when  he  says  that  the  Nation  wUl  continue 
for  many  years  to  carry  a  costly  defense  load. 
This,  therefore,  ceases  to  be  an  emergency 
and  has  become  the  normal  permanent  sta- 
tus. It  must  be  recognized  as  such,  which 
means  that  appropriations  must  be  made 
to  cover  such  spending,  instead  of  permit- 
ting the  national  debt  to  grow  indefinitely. 

The  national  debt  Is  now  almost  $275  bil- 
lion— a  gigantic  sum.  To  keep  adding  to 
that  debt  as  is  being  done  today  is  suicidal. 
It  Is  a  grave  injustice  to  coming  genera- 
tions, who  must  carry  that  load  as  well  as 
the  problem  of  their  own  day. 

Of  late  the  National  Government  has  been 
an  agency  for  spending  without  any  real  re- 
gard for  solvency.  The  taxpayer's  money 
is  poured  out  recklessly,  and  then  If  po- 
litical demands  exceed  receipts,  more  funds 
are  borrowed.  It  surely  is  time  there  was  a 
Jacking  up.  The  only  form  that  can^  take 
Is  to  demand  a  balanced  budget. 

No  one  can  deny,  as  Senator  Bbidges  as- 
serts, that  emergencies  of  great  magnitude 
that  strike  the  Nation  unexpectedly  must 
be  dealt  with  by  heroic  means,  whatever  the 
financial  cost  may  be.  But  we  should  not 
go  on  indefinitely  pasting  an  emergency  label 
on  the  whole  course  of  time.  We  must  not 
forget  also  that  Government  borrowing  and 
the  piling  up  of  a  cosUy  debt  have  helped 


to  cut  the  value  of  the  dollar.  Today  It 
has  about  half  of  the  value  of  20  years  ago. 
This  process  mvist  not  be  allowed  to  go  on 
Indefinitely,  and  to  accelerate  its  shrinkage 
as  the  national  debt  climbs. 

BamcES  was  right  when  he  declared  that 
"to  insure  monetary  stability  wa  must  put 
an  end  to  the  practice  of  financing  Federal 
operations  through  an  interest-bearing 
charge  account  that  Is  never  paid  and  upon 
which  our  Government  has  come  to  depend." 
President  Eisenhower  promised  1©  the  elec- 
tion campaign  to  do  something  about  It, 
but  his  administration  has  not  got  very  far. 
Now  let's  have  a  showdown  and  settle  the 
matter  by  ruling  that  the  Governinent  must 
pay  its  way  in  peacetime  and  no  fooling 
about  it. 

[From  the  South  Bend  (Ind.)  Tribune  of 
July  18,  19541 
For  Real  Reform 
The  enforced  Federal  budget  balancing 
proposed  by  United  States  Senators  Styles 
Bridges,  New  Hampshire  RepuEBican,  and 
Harry  f.  Btrd,  Virginia  Democrat,  deserves 
serious  congressional  attention.  They  have 
introduced  a  resolution  for  ameridment  of 
the  Constitution  for  that  purpose.  Senator 
Bridges  la  chairman  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  and  Senator  Btrd  heads  the  Joint 
Congressional  Committee  on  Reduction  of 
Nonessential  Expenditures  These  official 
positions  enhance  the  appearance  of  authori- 
tative Judgment  of  the  Federal  fiscal  situa- 
tion. The  fact  that  the  resolution  has  bi- 
partisan sponsorship  makes  It  tven  more 
practically  impressive. 

If  the  Constitution  were  amended  on  the 
pattern  proposed  by  those  two  Senators,  Fed- 
eral revenues  would  be  estimated  In  advance 
by  the  executive  department  as  St  present. 
If  Congress  voted  for  appropriations  In  ex- 
cess of  the  estimated  revenues,  congressional 
adjournment  would  be  forbidden  until  taxes 
to  keep  the  budget  balanced  elso  Were  voted. 
Only  when  the  United  States  wae  Involved 
in  war,  with  or  without  a  formil  declara- 
tion by  Congress,  would  the  conetitutioiial 
compulsion  for  budget  balancing  be  sus- 
pended. In  wartime,  of  course,  the  taxes 
to  match  expenditures  could  be  literally 
crushing.  This  has  been  talcen  into  account 
by  Senators  Btrd  and  Bridges. 

The  unbalanced  Federal  budget  has  become 
a  dangerous  way  of  life  In  the  United  States 
in  the  last  two  decades.  Senator  Byrd  re- 
marks that  the  Federal  oj  national  debt 
is  equal  to  all  of  the  accessible  physical 
assets  of  the  Nation.  This  year  Congress 
was  asked,  he  added,  to  appropriate  $56  bil- 
lion, although  unexpended  balances  of  pre- 
vious appropriations  total  $85,900,000,000. 
In  other  words,  the  Government  might  spend 
•  143,200,000.000  if  Congress  acceded  to  the 
current  appropriations  request. 

Remarking  that  the  value  of  the  dollar 
and  the  Nation's  security  are  threatened  by 
this  condition.  Senator  Bridges  states  that 
crisis  borrowing  and  emergency  borrowing, 
except  in  wartime,  must  be  stopped.  "The 
lx>ttomless  purse  In  the  hands  of  a  Socialist- 
minded  bureaucracy,"  he  says,  "la  the  ideal 
weapon  with  which  to  break  down  the  virtues 
of  thrift  and  industry  and  destroy  the  self- 
sufficiency  and  personal  initiative  of  the 
people."  This  "fantastic  charge  account" 
which  has  been  a  major  factor  in  Federal 
Government  spending  and  the  detit  Increase 
in  the  last  20  years  is  "a  form  of  Invisible 
taxation — a  secret  capital  levy — upon  all  of 
the  people."  ^ 

It  is  reasonably  plain  that  voluntary  ab- 
stention by  the  Government  cannot  be  an- 
ticipated. Enforced  budget  balaoclng,  in- 
volving either  economy  on  taxes  tJlat  would 
make  all  citizens  more  sensitive  to  the  full 
meaning  of  Government  spending  projects. 
Is  the  only  remedy.  As  a  promoter  of  econ- 
omy, the  Bridges-Byrd  resolution  Is  excep- 


tlonally  promising.  Full-scale  debate  on  it 
in  Congress  should  have  great  educational 
effect.  Passage  of  the  resolution  to  the 
States  and  reasonably  promprt  action  on  it 
by  the  legislatures  would  decisively  resolve 
this  vitally  Important  issue. 

(From  the  Chicago   (111.)   Dally  Calumet  of 

July  26,  19541 

A  Good  Idea  Doomed  ton  Ax 

Another  noble  Idea  Is  headed  for  the  ash- 
can  or  the  ax,  as  you  like  It.  Reference  is 
had  to  a  proposed  amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  forbidding  the 
Federal  Government  to  opemte  by  deficit 
spending  in  peacetime.  The  first  noble  ex- 
periment was  the  proposed  celebrated 
Brlcker  amendment,  making  It  Illegal  to  sign 
treaties  with  other  nations  if  the  provisions 
cf  such  documents  violate  existing  law. 

Take  your  own  case.  Say  you  earn  #37J 
per  month.  How  long  cao  you  go  on 
spending  $376  a  month  and  get  by?  Yet  the 
Government  is  doing  Just  that.  What  a 
strange  state  of  affairs  it  U.  we  must  pass 
laws  making  us  stay  within  all  bounds  of 
sanity    regarding    money    matters. 

Thanks  to  Harry  Flood  BySo.  of  Virginia, 
and  W.  Styles  Bridges,  of  N«w  Hampshire. 
two  United  States  S?nators,  Who  propose  a 
commonsense  limitation  en  spending. 
E^•ery  taxpayer  in  America  ought  to  send 
Byrd  and  Bridges  a  bouquet.  What  these 
two  ordinary,  hard-headed  lawmakers  want 
Is  a  constitutional  amendment  prohibiting 
the  President's  budget  proposing  the 
spending  of  more  than  the  estimated  receipts 
for  the  next  fiscal  year. 

The  idea  has  plenty  of  merit,  but  the 
spenders  will  knock  it  in  the  head.  The 
deficit  for  the  fiscal  year  Just  ended  June 
30,  was  $3  billion.  It  Is  said  It  will  be  much 
greater  when  we  look  at  the  books  on  June 
30.  1955.  Well  bet  a  dollar  to  a  nickel  it 
will. 

The  national  debt  now  is  crowding  the  le- 
gal limit  of  $275  billion.  There  are  strong 
notions  underway  in  Washln|;ton  to  boost 
that  figure  still  more.  They  ou^ht  to  run 
such  g«)oIs  out  of  office.  All  that's  needed 
to  inflate  the  $275  billion  mark  Is  a  bill  ap- 
proved by  Congress.  It  will  encounter  vig- 
orous opposition,  but  observers  of  the 
Wa-shington  scene  predict  Its  passage. 

Already  opponents  have  taken  one  healthy 
swing  with  the  ax  on  the  Byrd-Bridges  Idea. 
It  is  said  that  in  peacetime  It  frequently  be- 
comes necessary  to  spend  for  defense  and  the 
possibility  of  war.  Under  such  circum- 
stances the  administration — Republican  or 
Democrat— might  be  pinched  considerably 
on  spending  for  security.  That's  a  lot  of 
balderdash.  The  amendment  can  be  so 
put  together  as  to  preclude  the  element  of 
danger  in  a  time  of  crisis. 

The  main  objective  sought  by  Senators 
Byrd  and  Bridges  Is  as  sound  as  sanity.  Not 
only  is  it  wise  to  put  the  clamps  on  a  soar- 
ing debt,  but  it  Is  absolutely  necessary  un- 
less we  are  willing  to  fee  the  Federal  debt 
puncture  the  sky  and  so  precipitate  finan- 
cial  disaster   upon   the   Nation. 

The  present  debt  of  $275  blUlon  is  appal- 
ling. It  will  take  this  generation  and  a  good 
many  more  to  put  the  Federal  Government 
back  on  the  black  side  of  the  ledger.  It  will 
^ake  God  only  knows  how  many  years  to  bal- 
ance our  books.  If  indeed  this  Nation  ever 
does  without  resorting  to  repudiation  of 
governmental  obligations.  That  would  be 
ruin,  also. 

Lend  Senators  Byrd  and  Bridges  your 
very  best  punch.  Hope,  fervently,  they  may 
put  their  proposal  through  the  Congress.  It 
will  be  a  tough  fight.  There  stUl  are  a  num- 
ber of  New  Deal  Demos  around,  augmented 
by  Republican  big  spenders,  whose  main  In- 
terest seems  to  be  In  spreading  the  power  of 
the  Federal  Government  over  ever-widen- 
ing areas.     Enough  of  that. — H.  F.  W. 
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IFrom   the  Durham    (N.   C.)    Sim  of  July 
19,  1954] 

PowxaruL  AxcnxKNT 

The  proposal  of  Senator  Bridcks,  of  New 
Hampshire,  chairman  of  the  Senate  Appro- 
priations Committee,  that  the  Constitution 
be  amended  to  provide  for  a  balanced  budget 
may  not  be  a  pleasant  thought  for  some 
Members  of  Congress  or  for  some  executive 
leaders  but  It  bas  much  to  recommend  it. 
It  Is  an  application  of  the  pay-as-you-go 
principle. 

Senator  Bkidgcs'  amendment  would  re- 
quire that  revenues  must  l>e  provided  by 
any  Congress  to  match  any  appropriations 
it  may  make.  It  would  eliminate  deficit 
spending:  would  provide  that  the  Govern- 
ment spend  only  so  much  money  as  it  may 
expect  to  have  to  spend. 

Latitude  In  times  of  national  crisis,  how- 
ever. Is  provided.  The  restriction  would  not 
apply  in  any  time  of  war  or  in  any  period  of 
open  hostilities  against  an  external  enemy. 
What  would  happen  In  the  event  of  the  need 
of  any  sudden  buildup  toward  war?  There 
would  have  to  be,  presumably,  a  sudden 
buildup  in  revenues  to  pay  for  the  expendi- 
tures. 

There  will  be  some  strenuous  opposition 
among  the  Members  of  Senate  and  House: 
no  doubt  of  that.  There  are  Representatives 
and  Senators  who  are  impatient  of  any 
check  on  their  pet  spending  schemes  and 
many  are  apostles  of  the  system  of  spend- 
ing today  and  letting  tomorrow  take  care 
of  the  bills.  They  may  not  be  here  tomor- 
row and,  in  any  event,  "tomorrow  is  another 
day  " 

Senator  Bridges'  resolution  grows  out  of 
the  failure  of  even  a  conservative  Republi- 
can Congress  to  move  toward  a  balanced 
budget  and  the  pressure  being  exerted  for 
another  lifting  of  the  national  debt  limit. 
The  deficit  for  the  year  ending  June  30  was 
.•>bjut  $3  billion.  This  year,  Senator  Hakrt 
Byrd,  of  Virginia,  says,  the  deficit  will  be 
meater  Instead  of  smaller  because  taxes 
have  been  reduced  faster  than  expenditures. 
Moreover,  although  Senator  Byrd  said  noth- 
ing of  that,  taxes  have  been  reduced  for  those 
more  able  to  pay  rather  than  for  the  great 
b<xly  of  Americans. 

S?nator  Byrd,  in  an  address  in  the  Sen- 
ate last  week,  stoutly  supported  the  Bridges 
amendment  and  advanced  at  least  one  pow- 
erful argument  In  Its  favor.  The  ban  on 
deficit  spending,  said  Senator  Byrd,  "would 
be  an  aflTective  deterrent  on  nonessential 
spending." 

It  would.  Indeed.  He  has  a  strong  jwlnt 
there.  Congress  is  persuaded  Into  excessive 
spending  by  pressure  groups;  and  succumbs 
because  It  Is  aware  that  the  beneficiaries  will 
be  pleased  and  because  the  rest  of  the  coun- 
try will  not  complain  too  much.  It  will  not 
c  mplaln  too  much  because,  under  deficit 
spending  the  day  of  reckoning  is  postponed 
mid  because  it  will  not  think  the  thing 
through.  Besides  other  pressure  groups 
conclude  that  they  may  want  some  "gravy" 
of  their  own  some  day. 

If,  however,  the  Congress  is  required  to 
find  the  money  for  the  additional  expendi- 
tures and  forced  to  levy  additional  taxes  for 
the  spending  which  goes  beyond  available 
revenues.  It  will  be  impelled  to  pause:  for 
the  citizen  does  not  utter  louder  cries  of 
anguish  tiian  when  another  tax  is  being 
added. 

IFrom  the  Brldgeton  (N.  J.)  News  of  July  17. 

1954] 

Would  Curb  Spending 

Senator  Styles  Bridges,  Republican,  of 
New  Hampshire,  and  Senator  Ha&ky  Byrd, 
Democrat,  of  Virginia,  are  collaborating  on 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution,  the  pur- 
pose of  which  is  to  put  an  effective  curb 
on  Government  spending. 

This  amendment,  which  if  passed  by  Con- 
gress and  ratified   by  the  required   number 


Of  States,  would  put  an  end  to  all  headaches 
over  balancing  the  budget  for  imder  th« 
amendment  it  would  balance  itself. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  for- 
bid any  administration  to  spend  more  in 
any  one  year  than  the  estimated  receipts  for 
that  year.  The  budget  and  recelpu  would 
have  to  balance.  In  short,  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment would  have  to  be  conducted  on  a 
pay-as-you-go  basis.  This  is  good  common 
sense  and  there  is  no  reason  why  the  Gov- 
ernment should  not  be  conducted  on  that 
basis. 

These  two  men  are  not  dreamers,  but  men 
who  have  been  close  students  of  our  financial 
situation  and  have  been  earnest  advocates 
of  bringing  our  financial  situation  Into  bal- 
ance. Senator  Byrd,  who  is  a  successfiU 
businessman,  has  long  since  won  the  repu- 
tation of  being  an  expert  in  Government 
financial  affairs  and  of  having  such  facts 
and  figures  at  his  fingertips. 

In  discussing  the  proposed  amendment. 
Senator  Bridges  said  something  must  be  done 
to  set  our  financial  house  in  order  or  else 
our  national  stabllUy  will  be  endangered 
and   our   national   prestige   shaken. 

This  statement  by  Senator  Bridges  is  not 
overdrawn  by  any  means  and  coincides  with 
the  views  of  these  wise  financiers  of  the 
Nation,  and  Is  the  reason  both  of  these  men 
oppose  any  Increase  In  the  debt  limit. 

We  were  promised  that  the  Republicans 
would  balance  the  budget  if  placed  In  power. 
At  the  end  of  the  first  year  of  the  Elsen- 
hower administration  the  budget  remained 
unbalanced,  the  excuse  being  that  It  was 
Impossible  owing  to  commitments  of  the 
Truman  reign.  The  second  year  of  the  Elsen- 
hower administration  finds  the  budget  $3 
billion  out  of  balance,  and  It  Is  predicted 
the  next  year  will  find  the  situation  even 
worse.  S3  it  Is  apparent  that  some  such 
drastic  step  as  the  proposed  amendment 
must  be  taken  to  insure  the  country  finan- 
cially. 

No  action  on  this  proposed  amendment 
win  be  taken  until  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress and  It  may  find  the  going  hard,  as  the 
spenders  will  oppose  any  etTort  to  put  a 
curb  on  them,  but  once  the  amendment 
comes  before  Congress  the  people  should  rally 
so  overwhelmingly  In  Its  support  that  Con- 
gress will  not  dare  to  fall  to  approve  It. 
Once  through  Congress  there  Is  no  question 
of  its  approval  by  the  necessary  number  of 
States,  for  the  people  are  tired  of  their  Gov- 
ernment belny  continually  billions  of  dol- 
lars in  the  red  and  of  the  mounting  of  debt 
under  which  they  are  laboring. — W.  E.  M. 
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(From  the  Omaha   (Nebr.)    Evening  World- 
Herald  of  July  20,  1954 1 

In  Timi  of  Peace.  Pay  Cash — That's  Byrd- 
Bridges  Plan 

Democratic  Senator  Byrd,  of  Virginia,  and 
Republican  Chairman  Styles  Bridges,  of  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee,  are  Joint  spon- 
sors of  a  proposed  constitutional  amend- 
ment which.  In  the  interests  of  America, 
should  be  submitted  and  adopted  in  Jig  time. 

In  brief,  this  amendment  would  prohibit 
deficit  spending.  It  would  require  Congress 
to  levy  taxes  to  cover  the  entire  amount  of 
its  appropriations  every  year. 

As  Senator  Btrd  explains  it,  the  amend- 
ment would  not  be  applicable  "during  pe- 
riods when  the  United  States  is  engaged  in 
war  declared  by  Congress  or  in  open  hostili- 
ties against  an  external  enemy." 

But  In  times  of  peace — no  deficits. 

Is  there  anything  wrong  with  that?  Is 
there  any  reason  why  this  wondrously  rich 
country  should  keep  runnli^g  farther  and 
farther  into  debt,  even  In  years  of  great  pros- 
perity? We  think  most  Americana  would 
agree  that  there  is  none.  We  think  the  Byrd- 
Biidges  amendment,  if  submitted,  would  be 
adopted  virtually  by  acclamation. 

The  proposed  amendment  is  only  part  at 
Senator  Btrd's  personal  program  of  things 
that  must  be  done  "if  we  are  to  preserve  our 


solvency." 
moves: 

1.  Balance  the  budget  by  reducing  spend- 
ing. 

2.  Hold  the  existing  debt  ceiling  at  $275 
billion.  "This  is  more  than  enough  for  us  to 
owe." 

3.  Reduce  taxes  after  reducing  expendi- 
tures; "it  does  not  make  sense  to -borrow 
money  to  reduce  taxes." 

4.  Short  of  a  national  emergency,  th«r« 
can  and  should  be  a  moratorium  in  all  new 
spending  programs  xmtll  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment is  showing  a  budget  surplus. 

Here  again  we  think  there  would  be  very 
little  difference  of  opinion  among  those 
Amer'cans  who  honor  simple  arithmetic 
above  socialistic  theories.  The  wonder  is 
that  so  few  men,  once  they  are  elected  to 
Congress  and  move  to  Washington,  actually 
vote  the  way  any  rational  and  patriotic 
American  ought  to  vote. 

[From  the  NashvUle  (Tenn.)   Banner  of 
July  20,  1954] 

Byrd-Bridges  Pormttla:  It  Driicits  Wnu 
Illegal,  Budget  Would  Balance 

It  isn't  as  easy — and  not  always  as  spec- 
tacular— to  get  out  of  debt  as  to  get  In.  The 
New  Deal  and  its  offspring  the  Fair  Deal  made 
a  big  splash  with  their  red  ink,  operating 
on  the  theory  that  prosperity  came  that  way 
and  that  the  Fedet^l  debt  didn't  matter  be- 
cause "after  all.  we  owe  tt  to  ourselves." 

With  only  fotu-  exceptions.  Senator  Hasst 
Btrd  points  out,  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  has  operated  In  the  red  for  25 
years,  and  a  balanced  budget  is  not  yet  in 
sight.  The  deficit  for  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30  was  approximately  $3  bllUon;  and 
he  warns  that  this  years  deficit  will  be  higher 
because  taxes  have  been  reduced  faster  than 
expenditures. 

The  Eisenhower  administration  made  a 
substantial  dent  In  the  deficit  of  last  year. 
By  the  budget  recommended  by  Harry  8.  Tru- 
man (his  last  one)  the  amount  of  red  Ink 
for  fiscal  1954  would  have  been  $9  billion. 
But  the  Government  still  is  spending  in  ex- 
cess of  income  because  Congreas  has  deleted 
some  revenues  without  a  corresponding  dele- 
tion on  the  spending  end  of  the  ledger.  So 
the  debt  mounts. 

Specifically  the  bipartisan  economy — or 
budget  balancing — plank  Introduced  by  Sen- 
ators Byrd.  of  Virginia,  and  Bridges,  of  New 
Hampshire  (chairman  of  the  Senate  Appro- 
priations Committee),  provides: 

Under  section  1  the  President,  at  the  open- 
ing of  each  session  of  Congress,  would  sub- 
mit a  budget  setting  forth  both  appropria- 
tion recommendations  and  revenue  esti- 
mates, but  the  recommended  appropriations 
shall  not  exceed  estimated  revenue  under  tax 
laws  existing  at  the  time. 

If.  in  any  session.  Congress  enacts  appro- 
priations which.  In  combination  with  any 
deficit  carried  over  from  the  previous  year, 
exceed  the  revenue  estimates,  section  2  re- 
quires legislation  raising  additional  revenue 
to  cover  the  deficit. 

Under  section  4  neither  the  House  nor  the 
Senate  may  adjourn  until  estimated  revenue 
and  enacted  appropriations,  plus  any  {irevlous 
year  deficit,  are  in  balance. 

The  amendment,  of  course.  Is  careful  to 
provide  that  it  is  not  applicable  during  pe- 
riods when  the  United  States  is  engaged  in 
war  declared  by  Congress,  or  in  op>en  hoctili- 
tles  against  an  external  enemy. 

In  simple  language,  this  amendment  would 
prohibit  deficit  spending;  if  appropriationa 
exceed  revenue,  taxes  must  be  raised  to  cover 
the  deficit.  This  would  be  an  effective  de- 
terrent to  nonessential  spending,  which  ac- 
tually comprises  a  big  part  of  every  deficit. 

Practically  everything  else  has  been  tried 
to  curb  excessive  spending,  of  the  type  born 
with  the  New  Deal  policy  of  tax.  spend,  and 
elect.  Maybe  a  law  government  wide,  pro- 
hibiting expenditures  beyond  income,  can 
do  it. 
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Monday,  August  16, 1954   -"''^ 

iLegislative  day  of  Thursday,  Auoust  5, 
1954) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Rev.  F.  Norman  Van  Brunt,  associate 
pastor.  Foundry  Methodist  Church, 
Washington,  D.  C.  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Almighty  God.  Thou  indwelling  spirit, 
who  art  ever  attempting  to  guide  the 
spirit  of  man  to  the  realization  of  abun- 
dant life,  give  us  a  greater  sense  of  ex- 
pectancy. Deliver  us,  we  pray,  from 
fears  that  paralyze  the  will  and  doubts 
that  breed  despair.  Let  us  see  Thee,  the 
unchanging,  secure  foundation  upon 
which  we  continue  to  build  a  glorious 
heritage  of  freedom  and  fidelity.  We 
need  the  insight  of  Thy  spirit  and  the 
all-pervading  power  of  Thy  love.  To 
this  end  grant  unto  us  the  divine  initia- 
tive that,  as  imitators  of  the  infinite,  we 
may  be  bearers  of  light  and  abundant 
life  to  our  age.  Help  us  to  look  upon  our 
purpose  and  place  in  the  sun  with  the 
same  sense  of  mission  of  the  one  who 
staggered  the  world  with  the  daring  of 
His  faith,  the  Man  of  Galilee.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Kmowlaro,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Saturday, 
Aligust  14,  1954,  was  dispensed  witli. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDEMT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  ccnnmunicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE— EN- 
ROLLED Bn.TB  AND  JOINT  RESO- 
LUTIONS SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Bartlett.  one  of  its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  following 
bills  and  joint  resolutions,  and  they  were 
sighed  by  the  Vice  President: 

S.  16.  An  act  to  permit  the  compelling  of 
testimony  under  certain  conditions  and  to 
grant  Inmiunlty  from  prosecution  In  connec- 
tion therewith; 

8. 22.  An  act  to  validate  certain  payments 
for  accrued  leave  made  to  members  of  the 
Armed  Porces  who  accepted  discharges  for 
the  piu-pose  of  Immediate  reenllstment  for 
an  Indefinite  period; 

8. 164.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  aeorge 
Pantelas; 

8.  232.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hugo  Kern; 

S.  646.  An  act  to  authorize  payment  for 
Icmaem  siistalned  by  owners  of  wells  In  the 
vicinity  of  Cold  Brook  Dam  by  reason  of  the 
lowering  of  the  level  of  water  In  such  wells 
as  a  result  of  the  construction  of  Cold  Brook 
Dam; 

8. 1184.  An  act  to  authorize  relief  of  au- 
thorized certifying  officers  from  exceptions 
taken  to  payments  pertaining  to  terminated 
war  agencies  In  Uquldation  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  state: 


8. 1225.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Brunhllde 
^alburga  Oolomb  Hartsworm; 

8. 1308.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leonard 
Hunger  ford; 

8. 1706.  An  act  to  provide  for  taxation  by 
the  State  of  Wyoming  of  certain  property 
located  within  the  confines  of  drand  Teton 
National  Park,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8. 1748.  An  act  to  Incorporate  the  National 
Fund  for  Medical  Education; 

S.  1845.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Ian 
Tung-cheng  Hu; 

S.  1904.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  OttlUe 
Tlieresa  Workmann; 

8. 1959.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Anne- 
marle  Namlas; 

S.  2420.  An  act  to  amend  section  32  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act: 

S.  2456.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Martin 
Qenuth; 

8.  2461.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Berta  Hell- 
mlch; 

S.  2744.  An  act  to  provide  for  tfce  termina- 
tion of  Federal  supervision  over  the  property 
of  the  Alabama  and  Coushatta  Tribes  of  In- 
dians of  Texas,  and  the  indlviduH  members 
thereof;  and  for  other  purposes; 

8.  2958.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ida  Reiss- 
muller  and  Johnny  Damon  Eugene  Relss- 
muller; 

8.  3028.  An  act  to  require  the  Postmaster 
General  to  reimburse  postmasters  of  discon- 
tinued p6st  offices  for  equipment  owned  by 
the  iKffitmaster; 

S.  3085.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Helen 
Btryk; 

8. 3233.  An  act  to  amend  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act,  1936,  to  provide  permanent  leg- 
islation for  the  transportation  of  a  substan- 
tial portion  of  waterborne  cargoes  in  United 
States-flag  vessels; 

S.  3239.  An  act  to  authorize  conveyance 
Of  land  to  the  State  of  Califoruia  for  an  in- 
spection station; 

8.  3302.  An  net  granting  to  tha  Las  Vegas 
Valley  Water  District,  a  public  corporation  or- 
ganized under  the  laws  of  th#  State  of 
Nevada,  certain  public  lands  of  the  United 
States  In  the  State  of  Nevada; 

S.  3303.  An  act  granting  to  Basic  Manage- 
ment, Inc.,  a  private  corporation  organized 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Nevada,  cer- 
tain public  lands  of  the  United  States  in 
the  State  of  Nevada; 

S.  3379.  An  act  to  amend  section  4  of  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act.  with  respect  to 
the  standards  of  flammabllity  In  the  case  of 
certain  textiles; 

S.  3393.  An  act  authorizing  tht  Adminis- 
trator of  Veterans'  Affairs  to  convey  certain 
property  to  Milwaukee  County,  Wis.; 

S.  3487.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Central 
Bank  for  Cooperatives  and  the  regional  banks 
for  cooperatives  to  Issue  consolidated  deben- 
tures, and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3532.  An  act  to  provide  for  tlK  partition 
and  distribution  of  the  assets  of  the  Ute 
Indian  Tribe  of  Uintah  and  Ouray  Reserva- 
tion In  Utah  between  the  mlxedblood  and 
fullblood  members  thereof;  and  for  the  ter- 
mination ol  Federal  supervision  over  the 
property  of  the  mlxedblood  members  of  said 
tribe;  to  provide  a  development  pfogram  for 
the  fullblood  members  of  said  tribe;  and 
for  other  purposes; 

S.  3546.  An  act  to  provide  an  Immediate 
program  for  the  modernization  and  improve- 
ment of  such  merchant-type  vessels  in  the 
reserve  fleet  as  are  necessary  fot  national 
defense; 

S.  3769.  An  act  to  amend  section  709  of 
title  18,  United  States  Code,  so  as  to  pro- 
tect the  name  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  In- 
vestigation from  commercial  exploitation; 

S.  3816.  An  act  to  authorize  t)ye  replace- 
ment of  certain  Government-owned  utility 
facilities  at  Glacier  National  Park,  Mont.,  and 
Grand  Canyon  National  Park,  Ariz.; 

H.  R.  669.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
D.  Kymlnas; 

H.  R.  787.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Israel 
Batsprecher  and  Maryse  Ratsprecher; 


H.  R.  803.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chrls- 
takis  Modlnos; 

H.  R.  804.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Enrl- 
chetta  F.  C.  Meda-Novara; 

H.  R.  818.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Emma  Martha  Staack; 

H.  R.  868.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clrlaco 
Catino; 

H.  R.  905.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pran- 
ciszek  Wolczek; 

H.  R.  950.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Panoula 
Panagopoulos; 

H.  R.  970.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Economos; 

H.  R  977.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Aimee  Dutour  Rovzar; 

H.R.I  171.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Wal-Jan  Low  Feng; 

H.  R  1324.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Georglna 
Chinn: 

H  R  1463  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dona 
Elizabeth  Carrier; 

H.  R.  1646.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
Neustadt  and  Mrs.  Emma  Neustadt; 

H.  R  1697.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs 
Katharlna  Batke; 

H.  R  1843.  An  act  to  increase  the  retired 
pay  of  certain  members  of  th«  former  Light- 
house Service; 

H  R  1897  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs 
Betty  E   Lc  May; 

H  R.  1974  An  art  to  amand  the  thh-d 
paragraph  of  section  4.  chapter  l  title  L 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  making  further 
provision  for  a  civil  government  for  Alaska 
^^J^^^"""  °^^"  purposes."  approved  June  e' 
1900  (31  Stat.  322;  48  U.  S.  O..  sec.  101)  u 
amended; 

r.f^^.^  l^J^r.  ^"  ^^^  *°  amend  section  2201 
of  title  28.  United  States  Code;  to  extend  the 
Federal  Declaratory  Judgments  Act  to  tha 
Territory  of  Alaska; 

H  R.  1976.  An  act  to  amend  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  to  permit  the  registration  of 
Judgments  in  or  from  the  District  Court  for 
the  Territory  of  Alaska: 

x,^J^,?°^^-  ■*"    **^'    '°'"    *^«    "He'    of    Ivo 

Markulin; 

H  R  2224.  An  act  to  ameod  the  Army- 
Navy  Medical  Services  Corps  Act  of  1947  (61 
Stat.  734) .  as  amended,  so  as  to  authorize  the 
appointment  of  a  Chief  of  the  Medical  Serv- 
ice Corps  of  the  Na%y.  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  2358.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Vahram  Uluhogian. 

H  R.  2359.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Velch,  also  known  ixs  Giuseppe  Velc; 

H.  R.  2635.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Olga 
Abitla; 

H.  R.  2654.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Linda  Salerno,  Luigiana  C.  Cairo,  AntonletU 
Impierl,  Anna  Impierl.  Roelna  Scarlato. 
lolanda  Gaglianone,  Maria  Aesunta  Scara- 
muzzo.  Francescaina  Conteruccl,  and  FUo- 
mena  Lupinacci; 

H,  R.  2793.  An  act  for  the  rdief  of  MIyoko 
Nagare; 


H.  R.  2843.  An  act  to  authortzMUie  Secre- 

gatWcd  report 


tary  of  the  Interior  to  investlga.— „«  .^p«., 
to  the  Congress  on  the  conservation,  devel- 
opment, and  utilization  of  the  Irrigation  and 
reclamation  resources  of  the  Walmanalo, 
Oahu;  Walmea,  Island  of  Hawaii;  and  Molo- 
kal  projects.  Territory  ol  Hawaii; 

H.  R  2874.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Mary 
K.  Reynolds,  as  successor  in  Interest  to  the 
Colonial  Realty  Co.; 

H.  R.  2879.  An  act  to  stay  deportation  pro- 
ceedings on  Juan  Onativia; 

H.  R.  2901.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tokuko 
Kobayashl,  and  her  minor  son; 

H.  R.  3116.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dlmltra 
Makhavltzki; 

H.  R.  3125.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alex- 
ander Hahn  and  Suzanne  Hahn: 

H.  R.  3144.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ellas  T. 
Rlcha; 

H.  R  3238.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Danloa 

Maria  Vavrova; 
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H.  R.  3344.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carmen 
Salvador  and  her  daughter.  Ruby  Salvador; 

H.  R.  3419.  An  act  to  authorize  a  $60  per 
capita  payment  to  members  of  the  Red  Lake 
Bank  of  Chippewa  Indians  from  the  proceeds 
uf  the  sale  of  timber  and  lumber  on  the  Red 
Lake  Reservation; 

H.R.3444.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tokl 
Yaeko; 

H.  R.  3616.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nico- 
letta  Dl  Donato; 

H  R.  3677.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Paollna  (Angela  Dl  Franco); 

H  R  3759.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Babette 
Mueller  Esposlto; 

H.  R.  3865.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Si-^ter 
Agrlpplna  (Agrlppina  Palermo),  Sister  Bat- 
tistina  (Franceschina  Serpa),  Sister  Romans 
( .Angela  lolanda  Morelll ) .  Sister  Franceschina 
(Maria  Caruso),  and  Sister  Bruna  (Glusep- 
piiia  De  Caro) ; 

H  R.  4092.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mir  a 
Tellinl  Napoleone; 

H  R.  4213.  An  act  to  authorize  works  for 
development  and  furnishing  of  water  sup- 
plies for  waterfowl  management.  Central  Val- 
ley project,  California,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: 

H  R  4330.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Orlando  Arttiso  and  family; 

H  R  4371.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  June 
Ann  Sakural; 

H  R.  4620.  An  act  for  tlie  relief  of  Natale 
Juseph  John  Rattl; 

H  R  4690.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  erec- 
tion of  appropriate  marken  In  national  ceme- 
teries to  honor  the  memc^ry  of  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces  missing  In  action; 

H.R.4721.  An  act  to  prnvide  that  the  ex- 
cf.'^s-lp.nd  provisions  of  thi?  Federal  reclama- 
i.'tn  laws  shall  not  apply  ti)  lands  in  the  Owl 
Creek  unit  of  the  Missouri  Basin  project; 

H  R.4740.  An  act  for  t>\e  relief  of  Kaoru 
Yrshioka; 

H  R.  4881.  An  act  to  amend  the  Canal  Zone 
Cede  In  reference  to  the  survival  of  things 
in  action; 

H  R  4959.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Muhlt- 
tln  Schuer; 

H  R  4998.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Paul 
Frkovlch; 

H  R  5072.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Car- 
men D'Ottavlo,  also  known  as  Cameron 
DOttavio; 

H.  R  5077.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sophia 
Kassopoulos; 

H  R  5314.  An  act  to  extend  the  coverage 
of  the  Servicemen's  Indemnity  Act  to  mem- 
bers of  the  Reserve  Officer  Training  Corps 
when  ordered  to  active  training  duty  for 
periods  In  excess  of  14  days; 

H  R.  5340.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tlbor, 
Szuzsa    (Susanne)    and  Jtidlth  Sauer; 

H  R  5354.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Llborlo 
Guido  Rutildo; 

H.  R.  5443.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eva 
Lowinger; 

H  R  5639.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edel- 
traud  Kamberg  Douglass; 

H.  R.  5816.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Caridad  Rosa  Avila  Leyva  de  ES-nest; 

H.  R.  5822.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Evan- 
thla  Demetrlos  Makrozonu*!; 

H.  R.  5832.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Com- 
missioner of  Public  Lands  of  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii  to  sell  public  lands  to  certain 
lessees,  permittees,  and  oihers; 

H  R.  5944.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alberto 
Ugo  Landry; 

H.  R.  5997.  An  act  to  enable  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  authorize 
the  issuance  of  general  obligation  bonds, 
the  proceeds  thereof  to  be  used  for  veterans 
mortgages; 

H  R.  6026.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ger- 
trud  O.  Heinz; 

H.  R  6113.  An  act  to  amend  title  28  of  the 
United  States  Code,  so  as  to  Increase  the 
penalties  applicable  to  the  smuggling  of 
goods  into  the  United  Stftes; 

H.  R.  6127.  An  act  to  f.mend  the  act  en- 
titled  "An  act  to  creatu   a  Board  tor   the 


Condemnation  of  Insanitary  Buildings  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." approved  May  1,  1906; 

H.  R.  6223.  An  act  to  amend  section  87  of 
the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3.  1916.  as 
amended  (32  U.  S.  C.  47),  to  relieve  the 
States  from  accountability  and  pecuniary 
liability  for  property  lost,  damaged  or 
destroyed  except  In  cases  where  It  shall  ap- 
pear that  the  loss,  damage,  or  destruction 
of  the  property  was  due  to  carelessness  or 
negligence  or  could  have  been  avoided  by 
the  exercise  of  reasonable  care; 

H.  R.  6253.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law 
410.  78th  Congress,  with  regard  to  compen- 
sation for  overtime.  Sunday,  and  holiday 
work  of  employees  of  the  United  States  Pub- 
lic Health  Service,  Foreign  Quarantine  Divi- 
sion; 

H.  R.  6280.  An  act  to  extend  temporarily 
the  rights  of  priority  of  nationals  ol  Japan 
and  certain  nationals  of  Germany,  with  re- 
spect   to    applications    for    patents; 

H.  R.  6367.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nobu 
Nogawa  Nltta; 

H.  R.  6393.  An  act  granting  the  consent 
and  approval  of  Congress  to  an  interstate 
forest  fire  protection  compact: 

H.  R.  6414.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Barbara 
Pator  Allen; 

H.  R.  6553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esterlna 
Pel  la  Belluccl; 

H.  R.  6658.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  lands  by  the  United  States 
to  the  county  of  Cumberland,  State  of  North 
Carolina,  without  remuneration; 

H.  R.  6855.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Elisabeth  Metzlng  Rink; 

H.  R.  6885.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of 
Joint  Resolution  12  enacted  by  the  25th 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii.  In  the 
regular  session  of  1949  and  approved  by  the 
8lBt  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica at  the  second  session  (Public  Law  746, 
ch.  833 1 ; 

H.  R.  6886.  An  act  to  ratify  and  confirm 
sections  5  and  6  of  Act  254  and  Act  280  of 
the  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii,  1953,  and  to 
authorize  the  issuance  of  certain  public 
Improvement  bonds  by  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii; 

H.  R.  6892.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Elizabeth  Sanchez  Y  Moreno; 

H.  R.  6955.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margers 
NuUe-Slecenieks; 

H.  R.  6987.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gene  C. 
Szutu  and  Florence  C.  Szutu; 

H.  R.  7041.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Waltru- 
ade  Elsa  Solleder; 

H.  R.  7051.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary 
George  Solomon; 

H.  R.  7088.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Ca^sato: 

H.  R.  7131.  An  act  to  repeal  a  limitation  on 
pay  of  certain  officers  of  the  Navy;  \ 

H.  R.  7138.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rosa 
Marie  Adelheld  Herok; 

H.  R.  7140.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
A.  Duval; 

H.  R.  7145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anne- 
llese  Catallno; 

H.  R.  7150.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thora 
June  Grumbles; 

H.  R.  7152.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jozef 
Van  den  t>roeck; 

H.  R.  7221.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anders 
Taranger; 

H.  R.  7251.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  transfer  to  Vernon  P. 
Parry,  the  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  the 
United  States,  In  foreign  countries.  In  and 
to  a  certain  Invention; 

H.  R.  7334.  An  act  to  authorize  certain 
property  transactions  In  Cocoll,  C.  Z.,  and 
for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  7398.  An  act  to  repeal  the  require- 
ment of  section  3921  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
that  postmasters  report  to  the  Postmaster 
General   failtire   to   cancel   postage   stamps; 

H.  R.  7899.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale 
of  postage-due  stamps  for  philatelic  pur- 
poses; 


H.  R.  7411.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mn. 
Esterlee  Hutzler  Welnhoppel; 

H.  R.  7451.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Brlka 
Jette  La  very; 

H.  R.  7460.  An  act  to  pay  Warren  P.  Hoover 
for  services  rendered  the  Army  of  the  United 
States: 

H.  R.  7486.  An  act  to  amend  section  1071 
of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  relating  to 
the  concealing  of  persons  from  arrest,  so 
as  to  increase  the  penalties  therein  pro- 
vided; 

H.  R.  7494.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eliza- 
beth Forster  Austin; 

H.  R.  7508.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Jaihea 
Dore.  Jr.; 

H.  R.  7517.  An  act  to  enable  the  Legislature 
of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  authorize  the 
city  and  county  of  Honolulu,  a  municipal 
corporation,  to  issue  public  Improvement 
bonds; 

H.  R.  7518.  An  act  to  enable  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  authorize 
the  city  and  county  of  Honolulu,  a  municipal 
corpwration,  to  Issue  public-improvement 
bonds; 

H.  R.  7568.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Farm  Loan  B3ard  of  HawaU  to  convey 
certain  land  and  to  ratify  and  confirm  cer- 
tain acts  of  said  Farm  Loan  Board; 

H.  R.  7569.  An  act  to  authorize  the  removal 
of  a  restrictive  covenant  on  land  patent 
No.  9628,  issued  to  the  board  of  the  Hawai- 
ian Evangelical  Association  on  January  18, 
1929,  and  covering  lots  5  and  6  of  Walmea 
townlots,  situated  In  the  county  of  ifa^i^i. 
T.  H.; 

H.  R.  7584.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Angelc 
Marie   Boyer    ( nee   Pienlazcek ) ; 

H.  R.  7593.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  TheresU 
Probst  Uhl; 

H.  R.  7606.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Michael 
Henry  LaFleur; 

H.  R.  7612.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Enrl(» 
Intra  vala; 

H.  R.  7628.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mra. 
Adriana   M.   Truyers   Aretz; 

H.  R.  7629.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mr*. 
Ruth   GruEchka  Krug; 

H.  R.  7635.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Martti 
Ilmarl  Tlmonen,  Maj-Lis  Timonen,  and 
Marja  Timonen; 

H.  R.  7761.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  John 
Lewis  Pyles,  Jr.; 

H.  R.  7807.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Helns 
Gerhard  Rolappe; 

H.  R.  7924.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gluaeppl 
Clementl; 

H.  R.  7925.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mra. 
Dlna  Mlanulll   (nee  Kratzer); 

H.  R.  7945.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bart 
Blaak    (formerly  Johannes  J.  M.  Gijsbera); 

H.  R.  7987.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roger 
Feghall; 

a.  R.  8006.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  to  Issue  patents  for 
certain  lands  In  Wisconsin  bordering  upon 
Inland   lakes  or  rivers; 

H.  R.  8034.  An  act  for  the  Incorporation 
of  the  Sons  of  Union  Veterans  of  «>tbe  Civil 
War; 

H.  R.  8038.  An  act  to  authorize  the  con- 
veyance to  the  Hot  Springs  School  District 
and  to  Geu-land  County,  Ark.,  for  school  and 
for  other  public  purposes,  of  certain  land 
originally  donated  to  the  United  States  and 
situated  In  Hot  Springs  National  Park.  Ark« 
and  for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  8041.  An  act  to  provide  benefits  un- 
der the  laws  administered  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration  based  upon  service  in  the 
Women's  Army  Auxiliary  Corps  under  certain 
conditions; 

H.  R.  8066.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Gertrud  Eckerl  Strickland; 

H.  R.  8115.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tan- 
nous  Estephan; 

H.  R.  8146.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Palmlna 
Bmarrelll   (nee  Lattanzlo); 

H.  R.  8155.  An  act  to  continue  until  tha 
close   of  June  30.    1955.   the   suspension  oC 
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duties  and  Import  taxes  on  metal  aerap,  and 
tor  other  purposes; 

H.  B.  8180.  An  act  to  Increase  the  amount 
of  Federal  aid  to  State  or  Territorial  homes 
tor  the  support  of  disabled  soldiers,  sailors, 
and  airmen  of  the  United  States; 

H.R.8339.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pung 
Ping  Wah  and  others; 

H.  R  8334.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Helmut 
Cermak  and  Hana  Oermak; 

H.  R.  8385.  An  act  to  conflrm  the  authority 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  Issue 
patents  In  fee  to  allotments  of  lands  of  the 
lllaslon  Indians  In  the  State  of  California 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  trust  period 
spedfled  In  the  act  of  January  12.  1891, 
as  amended; 

H.  R.  8384.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct,  operate, 
and  maintain  the  Talent  division  of  the 
Rogue  River  Basin  reclamation  project.  Ore- 
gon: 

H.  R.  8385.  An  act  to  amend  section  2382 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  In  order  to  make  the 
size  of  townlota  conform  in  size  to  local 
standards; 

H.  B.  8601.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
Teyance  of  certain  land  in  Sumter  County. 
Oa..  to  the  Americus  and  Sumter  County 
Chamber  of  Commerce; 

H.  R.  8620.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  inclu- 
sion of  the  Alnsworth.  Lavaca  Flats,  Mirage 
Flats  Sztenslon,  and  O'Neill  irrigation  de- 
velopments in  the  Missouri  River  Basin  proj- 
ect; 

H.  R.  8570.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  to  dispose  of  certain  uncom- 
pleted naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8634.  An  act  to  amend  section  22  of 
the  Organic  Act  of  Guam; 

H.  R.  8658.  An  act  to  amend  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  to  provide  for  the  punlsbment 
of  persons  who  Jump  bail; 

H.R.  8736.  An  act  to  authorize  the  is- 
suance of  a  land  patent  to  certain  public 
lands,  situate  in  the  county  of  Kauai,  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii,  for  school  purposes; 

H.R.  8821.  An  act  to  authorize  the  ex- 
change of  lands  acquired  by  the  United  States 
for  the  Catoctin  recreational  demonstration 
area,  Frederick  County,  Md..  for  the  purpose 
of  consolidating  Federal  holdings  therein; 

H.R. 8887.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  transfer  40 
acres  of  land  in  the  Northern  Cheyenne  In- 
dian Reservation,  Mont.,  to  School  District 
No.  6,  Rosebud  County,  Mont.; 

H.R.  8921.  An  act  to  establish  the  rate  of 
compensation  for  the  position  of  the  General 
counsel  of  the  Department  of  Commerce; 

H.R.9000.  An  act  to  integrate  the  Judge 
Advocate's  promotion  list  with  that  of  the 
Army,  to  restore  lost  seniority  and  grade,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9020.  An  act  to  provide  increases  in 
the  monthly  rates  of  compensation  payable 
to  certain  veterans  and  their  dependents; 

H.  R.  9194.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  owned  by  the  Federal 
Government  near  Vlcksbxirg.  Miss.,  to  Vlcks- 
burg.  Miss.; 

H.R.  9236.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
credit  Union  Act,  as  amended; 

H.  R.  9302.  An  act  to  permit  retired  mem- 
bers of  the  uniformed  services  to  revoke  elec- 
tions made  under  the  Uniformed  Services 
Contingency  Option  Act  of  1953  in  certain 
eases  where  the  elections  were  made  because 
of  mathematical  errors  or  misinformation; 

H.  R.  9336.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marianne 
Geymeier; 

H.  R.  9390.  An  act  to  extend  certain  clvU- 
lan-intemee  and  prisoner-of-war  benefits 
under  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  as 
amended,  to  civilian  Internees  and  American 
prisoners  of  war  captured  and  held  during 
the  hoatlllties  In  Korea; 

H.  R,  9406.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  real  property  to  the  town 
of  Beaufort.  N.  C; 


H.  R.  9582.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  dispo- 
sition of  surplus  personal  propefty  to  the 
Territorial  government  of  Alaska; 

H.R.  9584.  An  act  to  protect  the  rights 
of  vessels  of  the  United  States  oft  the  high 
seas  and  in  territorial  waters  of  foreign  coun- 
triee; 

H.  R.  9630.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  execute  ab  amenda- 
tory contract  with  the  Black  Canyon  Irriga- 
tion District,  Idaho,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R.  9671.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Liang  Nun  Wang  and  his  wife  and  child, 
Fa-chl  Ling  Wang  and  Eileen  Wang: 

H.  R.  9678.  An  act  to  promote  the  security 
and  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States  by 
furnishing  afslstance  to  friendly  nations, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R.  9814.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alfio 
Capizzl; 

H.R.  9821.  An  act  to  amend  titles  18  and 
28  of  the  United  States  Code; 

H.  R.  9882.  An  act  to  Incorporate  the 
Foundation  of  the  Federal  Bar  Association; 

H.  R.  9888.  An  act  to  amend  the  laws  grant- 
ing education  and  training  beneits  to  cer- 
tain veterans  to  extend  the  perkxl  during 
which  such  benefits  may  be  offered; 

H.  R.  9889.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  execute  aa  amenda- 
tory contract  with  American  Falls  Reservoir 
District  No.  2,  Idaho,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9996.  An  act  for  the  rellel  of  Susan 
Ellen  Heiney; 

S.  J.  Res.  140.  Joint  resolution  t©  establish 
a  conunisslon  for  the  celebration  of  the  200th 
anniversary  of  the  birth  of  Alexaader  Ham- 
Uton; 

S.J.  Res.  183.  Joint  resolution  to  extend 
greetings  to  the  Gold  Coast  and  Nigeria: 

H.  J.  Res.  257.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  to  Invite  the  States  of  the 
Union  and  foreign  countries  to  participate 
in  the  First  International  Instrument  Con- 
gress and  Exposition  to  be  held  in  Philadel- 
phia, Pa.,  from  September  13  to  25.  1954; 

H.J.  Res.  356.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  erection  of  a  memorial  gift  from  the 
people  of  the  Netherlands: 

H.  J.  Res.  359.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  period  from  October  11  to  OctcAjer  16,  in- 
clusive. 1954.  as  National  Nurse  Week; 

H.J.  Res.  660.  Joint  resolution  to  author- 
ize the  Commissioner  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia to  promulgate  special  regulations  for 
the  period  of  r,he  American  Legloa  National 
Convention  of  1954.  to  authorize  the  grant- 
ing of  certain  permits  to  the  American  Le- 
gion 1954  Convention  Corporation  on  the  oc- 
casion of  sucii  convention,  and  for  other 
purposes;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  561.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize 
the  quartering  in  public  buildings  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  of  troops  participating 
in  activities  related  to  the  American  Legion 
national   convention  of    1954. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  rise  to  a  matter  of  personal  privi- 
lege. With  the  approval  of  the  majority 
leader.  I  ask  permission  to  be  absent 
from  the  Senate  beginning  on  Wednes- 
day next,  for  the  reason  that  I  have  been 
Invited  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  Mr. 
Dulles,  to  accompany  him  on  September 
1  to  the  Par  East,  to  sit  in  on  the  confer- 
ence relating  to  the  Southeaet  Asian 
Pact.  Immediately  on  returning  I  shall 
attend  the  session  of  the  General  Assem- 
bly of  the  United  Nations,  to  which  I  am 
a  delegate,  which  session  will  last  from 
the  middle  of  September  until  December. 
I  feel  that  if  I  am  to  take  on  this  heavy 
schedule  I  must  ask  the  permission  of 
the  Senate  to  get  away  to  Colorado  for 
a  brief  period.    If  I  am  needed  here,  of 
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course,  I  shall  return.  But  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  be  absept  from  the 
sessions  of  the  Senate  beginning  next 
Wednesday. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names : 


Butler 

Hay den 

Martin 

Car.Bon 

Hendriclcson 

UcCarran 

Clements 

Ives 

Morse 

Cooper 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Aeynolds 

Crlppa 

Kerr 

Smathers 

George 

Knowland 

Smith.  N.  J 

Gillette 

Lehman 

Gore 

Mansfield 

Mr.  SALTON3TALL.  I  announce 
that  the  senior  Senator  from  Indiana 
(Mr.  Capehart]  and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  (Mr.  WelkerJ  are  absent  on  oBB- 
cial  business.  The  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont ( Mr.  Flanders  1 .  the  junior  Senator 
from  Indiana  fMr.  Jenntr],  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  ThveI,  and  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Up- 
ton I  are  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  (Mr.  ByrdI 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman  ]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  [  Mr.  Doug- 
las 1,  the  Senators  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland  and  Mr.  StennisJ,  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Ervin). 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Maybank  1 ,  and  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  P.\store]  are  absent  on  ofiB- 
cial  bu.^ines.';. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorxmi  Is 
not  present. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  be  directed  to 
request  the  attendance  of  absent  Sena- 
tors. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Maryland. 

The  motion  wa.s  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Ser- 
geant at  Arms  will  execute  the  order  of 
the  Senate. 

After  a  little  delay.  Mr.  Aucen,  Mr.  An- 
derson. Mr.  BARijETT,  Mr.  Beall.  Mr. 
Bennett,  Mrs.  Bowring.  Mr.  Bricker.  Mr. 
Bridges,  Mr.  Burke,  Mr.  Bush,  Mr.  Case, 
Mr.  Chavez.  Mr.  Cordon,  Mr,  Daniel,  Mr. 
Dirksen,  Mr.  Dutf,  Mr.  Dworshak.  Mr. 
Ellender,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Prear,  Mr. 

FULBRIGHT,    Mr.    GOLDWATER,    Mr.    OREEN. 

Mr.  Hennings,  Mr.  Hickenlooper.  Mr. 
Hill,  Mr.  Holland,  Mr.  Humphrey.  Mr. 
Jackson,  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado,  Mr. 
Johnston  of  South  Carolina.  Mr.  Ketau- 
VER,  Mr.  Kennedy,  Mr.  K^lcore,  Mr. 
Kuchel.  Mr.  Lancer,  Mr.  Lennon,  Mr. 
Long,  Mr.  Magnuson,  Mr.  Malone  Mr. 
McCarthy.  Mr.  McClellan.  Mr.  Milli- 

KIN,    Mr.     MONRONEY.    Mr.    MUNDT.    Mr. 

Murray,  Mr.  Neely.  Mr.  PayKe,  Mr.  Pot- 
ter, Mr.  Purtell,  Mr.  Robertson,  Mr. 
Russell,  Mr.  Saltonstall,  Mr.  Schokp- 
PEL.  Mrs.  Smith  cf  Maine.  Mr.  Syming- 
ton, Mr.  Watkins,  Mr.  Wiley,  Mr.  Wn.- 
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LiAMs,  and  Mr.  Young  entered  the  Cham- 
ber and  answered  to  their  names. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEl^.  A  quonun  is 
present. 

TRANSACTION  OP  ROUTINE 
BUSINKSS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  Senators 
may  be  permitted  to  make  speeches  and 
insertions  in  the  Recori  .  under  the  usual 
2-minute  morning  hour  limitation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


THE  McCARRAN -WALTER 
IMMIGRATION  ACT 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  de- 
partment convention  cf  the  American 
L<>gion  of  Florida  respecting  the  McCar- 
ran-Walter  Immigration  Act. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  b<!  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  Public  Law  414.  known  as  the 
McCarran-Walter  Inunlgritlon  Act.  is  and 
will  continue  to  be.  BUbJe<:ted  to  serious  at- 
tacks designed  to  repeal,  amend,  emasculate 
and  destroy  the  protecti\e  safeguards  em- 
bodlet   in  the  act;  and 

Whereas  a  horde  of  billii  have  been  intro- 
duced In  the  Congress  which  would  destroy 
the  national -origins  quota  system  and 
uealcen  the  internal  secur  ty  features  in  the 
act  by  substantially  increiistng  the  numbers 
and  categories  of  immigrants  and  lessen  the 
security    screening    provisions    thereof;    and 

Whereas  resolution  30:i  (Nevada),  1953 
convention  of  the  American  Legion,  man- 
dates the  American  Legion  to  support  and 
uphold  these  and  other  b«slc  and  vital  pro- 
visions of  Public  Law  414:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  this  department  conven- 
tion of  the  American  Legion  assembled  In 
St  Petersburg.  Fla..  May  21-23.  1954.  hereby 
reaffirms  resolution  303  (Nevada)  and  de- 
plores all  efforts  toward  de^.t^uctlon  of  emas- 
culation of  Public  Law  414    and  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  this  resolution  be  Imple- 
mented within  this  department  and  that 
copies  hereof  be  sent  to  aU  Senators  and 
Congressmen  from  this  State. 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  refeired  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  DIRKSEN   (l>y  request): 
S.  3871.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Anna  Marie 
l^cKenzle  (nee  Wleler) ;  to  tlie  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  S ALTONST>vLL : 
S.  3872.  A  bill  to  allow  certain  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces  to  diislgnate  the  East- 
ern Orthodox  faith  as  a  rtllglovts  preference 
on  their  identification  tagu;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  CLEMENTS: 
S.  3873.  A  bill  to  provide  survivor  bene- 
fits for  widows  of  the  Chief  Justice  and  the 
Associate  Justices  of  the  .3upreme  Court  of 
the  United  States;  to  the  iJommlttee  on  thit 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr.  LEHMAN: 
S  3874.  A  bill  for  the  r«llef  of  Prank  No- 
vacek  and  Zore  Novacek;  1»  ttie  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  or  Texas  (for  him- 
self and  Mr.  Danikl)  : 
S  3876.  A  bill  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  convey  certain  property  located 


In  Austin,  Travis  County.  Tex.,  to  the  State 
of  Texas;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Jornson  of  Texas 
when  he  introduced  the  above  bill,  whicli 
appear  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 

S.  3P76.  A  biU  to  authorize  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  to  consider,  settle,  and 
pay  claims  for  compensation  for  the  uranium 
content  of  ores  supplied  to  the  United  States, 
or  Its  agencies,  after  1938  and  prior  to  April 
10,  1948;  to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy. 


CONVEYANCE  OP  CERTAIN  LAND  IN 
AUSTIN,  TEX.,  TO  STATE  OF  TEXAS 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, on  behalf  of  myself  and  my  col- 
ler.jue  the  junior  Senator  from  Texas 
I  Mr.  Daniel  ] ,  I  introduce  for  appropriate 
reference  a  bill  to  direct  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  to  convey  to  the  State  of 
Texas  certain  property  located  in  Austin, 
Tex. 

This  property  consists  of  189.11  acres 
of  land  included  in  the  United  States 
Government  Camp  Mabry  Militia  Rifle 
Range  Tract.  This  tract  consists  of  200 
acres  of  land  originally  purchased  by  the 
United  States  to  make  provision  for  ade- 
quate target  range  facilities  at  Camp 
Mabry.  It  has  always  been  used  for 
such  purpose  by  the  Texas  National 
Guard,  the  Texas  Rangers  with  head- 
quarters at  Austin,  and  by  civilian  na- 
tional rifle  associations  and  others. 

The  acreage  is  not  needed  by  the  De- 
partment of  Defense,  as  has  been  indi- 
cated by  the  Commanding  General, 
Fourth  Army.  The  need  of  the  property 
to  the  Texas  National  Guard  is  as  im- 
portant now  as  when  the  land  was  ac- 
quired in  1909.  Although  the  land  is 
Government  owned,  records  indicate 
complete  jurisdiction  over  the  land  has 
been  with  the  State  of  Texas. 

The  bill  provides  for  the  customary 
rights  to  be  reserved  to  the  United  States. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Payne  in  the  chair).  The  bill  will  be 
received  and  appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  3875)  to  direct  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army  to  convey  certain  prop- 
erty located  in  Austin.  Travis  County, 
Tex.,  to  the  State  of  Texa/,  introduced 
by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas  (for  himself 
and  Mr.  Daniel),  was  received,  read 
twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 


SETTLEMENT  OP  CLAIMS  FOR  COM- 
PENSATION FOR  URANIUM  CON- 
TENT OF  ORES  FURNISHED  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  introduce  for  appropriate 
reference,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  to  consider,  settle, 
and  pay  claims  for  compensation  for  the 
uranium  content  of  ores  suppUed  to  the 
United  States,  or  its  agencies,  after  1938 
and  prior  to  April  1948. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  the 
bill  printed  in  the  Record,  together  with 
a  memorandum  describing  the  char- 
acter of  the  bill  £ind  the  need  for  its 
enactment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  received  and  appropriately  re- 


] 


f erred;  and,  without  objection,  the  bin 
and  memorandum  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  bill  (S.  3876)  to  authorize  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  to  consider, 
settle,  and  pay  claims  for  compensation 
for  the  uranium  content  of  ores  sup- 
phed  to  the  United  States,  or  its  agencies, 
after  1938  and  prior  Jo  April  10,  1948, 
introduced  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colo- 
rado, was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title, 
referred  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Atomic  En- 
ergy Commission,  acting  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States,  is  authorized  to  consider,  ad- 
Just,  determine,  settle,  and  pay,  any  claim 
for  compensation  for  the  uranlvun  content  at 
ores  furnished  to  the  United  States,  or  any 
agency  thereof,  at  any  time  after  1938  and 
prior  to  April  10.  1948.  If  such  claim  is  pre- 
sented to  the  Commission  in  writing  within 
1  year  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act. 

The  memorandum  presented  by  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Colorado  is  as  follows; 
Memorandum 

This  is  a  memorandum  designed  to  au- 
thorize the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
pay  certain  claims  for  the  uranium  content 
of  uranium  and  vanadium  bearing  ores 
which  were  purchased  by  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  through  its  agents  from 
certain  individuals,  partnerships,  and  cor- 
porations who  sold  such  ores  to  the  Govern- 
ment during  the  period  from  the  time  the 
Manhattan  District  Engineer  project  was  set 
up  in  1939  until  AprU  10,  1948,  when  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  set  up  buying 
schedules  for  the  uranium  content  of  ores  to 
be  purchased  by  the  Government  pursuant 
to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  194a. 

1  The  authorized  agents  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  purchase  of  vanadium  and 
uranium  bearing  ores  were  the  Metals  Re- 
serve Corporation,  the  Union  Mines  Devel- 
opment Corporation  and  their  successor  gov- 
ernmental corporations  and  the  United  States 
Vanadium  Corp>oration  and  the  Vanadltmi 
Corporation  of  America.  There  is  some  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  or  not  the  Vanadium  Cor- 
poration of  America  was  an  authorized  agent 
to  buy  these  ores,  but  the  indictment  which 
was  filed  In  the  District  Court  for  the'  Dis- 
trict of  Colorado  against  the  USV  and  the 
VCA  alleges  that  the  Vanadium  Corporation 
of  America  was  an  authorized  agent  of  the 
Government  to  purchase  vanadium  &nd 
vu-anlum  bearing  ores. 

2.  Dvirlng  this  period  from  1939  to  1948. 
the  Government  of  the  United  States 
through  its  agents,  engaged  in  a  buying 
program  of  vanadium  and  uranium.  It  Is 
understood  that  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  for  security  reasons,  pre- 
cluded by  the  imposition  of  security  regu- 
lations its  agents  from  disclosing  the  fact 
that  the  Government  was  purchasing  ura- 
nium and  instructed  its  agents  not  to  pay 
for  the  lu'anlum  content  of  the  ore  under 
rigid  security  rules  and  regulations.  It  i» 
estimated  that  between  three  and  four  hun- 
dred producers  and  miners  sold  uranium 
and  vanadium  bearing  ores  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  or  its  agents  dur- ' 
ing  this  period.  All  the  settlement  sheets 
showing  the  quantity  and  quaUty  of  the  ore 
piu-chased  during  this  period  are  now  in  the 
possession  of  the  United  States  Government 
and  more  particularly,  the  Department  of 
Justice  and  the  records  and  settlement  sheets 
are  now  located  In  the  custody  of  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  df 
Colorado  In  Denver,  Colo.  These  record* 
will  reveal  the  names  of  the  producers  and 
the  miners  and  the  quantity  and  quality  of 
ore  piu:chased  during  this  period  of  time. 
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S.  Tbe  GoTemment  refused  to  pay  the 
mlnen  and  producer!  for  the  uranium  con- 
tent of  the  ore  because  the  Goremment  did 
not  wish  to  have  it  disclosed  that  It  was 
engaged  In  a  tiranlum  buying  program  as 
the  uranium  was  to  be  lued  in  the  manu- 
facture and  production  of  atomic  bombs. 
Tlxere  Is  positive  and  direct  evidence  that 
the  producers  and  miners  made  a  demand 
upon  the  Government  and  Its  agents  to  be 
paid  for  the  uranium  content  of  tbe  ore  but 
the-Oovwnment,  through  its  agents,  failed 
and  refused  to  make  payment  to  the  miners 
and  producers  for  the  uranium  content  of 
the  ore  and  stated  to  them  that  the  ura- 
nium had  no  value  and '  the  Gov^nment 
would  not  pay  for  the  same.  Tbe  miners  and 
producers  were  paid  for  the  vanadium  con- 
tent cf  the  ore. 

4.  There  Is  direct  evidence  that  the  agents 
of  the  Government,  who  were  purchasing 
the  ore  for  the  Government,  knew  that  the 
nranliui  content  of  the  ore  was  valuable 
but  there  Is  some  uncertainty  as  to  whether 
or  not  some  of  the  agents,  namely  the  DSV 
and  VCA  were  paid  merely  a  processing 
charge  for  processing  the  current  tailings 
or  whether  they  were  paid  a  certain  set 
price  fcMT  the  uranium  in  addition  to  the 
processing  charge.  The  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission has  made  available  to  the  writer 
certain  contracts  calling  for  the  piirchase  of 
slimes  and  sludges  containing  n,0,,  but  it 
cannot  be  ascertained  from  these  contracts 
the  exact  basis  of  payments  becaiise  the  con- 
tracts were  renegotiated  from  time  to  time 
by  the  DSV  and  the  VCA  with  the  Govern- 
ment and  each  renegotiation  called  for  a 
different  price. 

5.  No  claim  Is  being  made  for  the  old  tail- 
ings piles  at  the  VCA  and  USV  mills  prior 
to  1930,  but  claim  is  made  for  the  uraniimi 
content  In  the  tailings  pilfs  from  the  period 
of  1030  to  1948,  when  the  ore  buying  sched- 
ules were  set  up. 

a.  Irrespective  of  whether  or  not  the  Gov- 
ernment and/or  its  agents  were  paid  a  proc- 
essing charge  or  a  price  for  the  uranium  con- 
tent of  the  ore,  the  miners  and  producers 
In  no  Instance  were  paid  for  the  uranium 
content  of  the  ore  and  the  Government  and 
Its  agents  fraudulently  and  knowingly  failed 
and  refused  to  pay  for  the  uranium  content 
of  the  ore  and  the  Government  and/or  its 
agents  were  unjustly  enriched  to  the  detri- 
ment of  the  miners  and  producers.  Since  the 
Government  and /or  its  agents  knew  that 
the  uranium  had  value  and  that  the  Gov- 
ernment ultimately  received  the  value  and 
benefit  of  the  ore,  it  is  felt  that  the  Gov- 
ernment should  reimburse  the  miners  and 
producers  for  the  value  of  the  ore  sold  by 
them  to  the  Government  and/or  Its  agents. 

7.  The  value  of  the  ore  can  be  established 
accurately  by  the  results  at  the  chemical 
assays  records  which  are  now  in  the  posses- 
sion of  these  two  companies.  If,  for  any  rea- 
son, the  assay  results  and  the  records  con- 
taining these  results  cannot,  then  the  value 
of  the  ore  can  be  established  accurately  by 
determining  the  area  from  which  the  ore 
eame,  which  will  indicate  the  average  ura- 
nlum  ecttitent  of  the  ore  In  that  area.  Both 
the  ITSV  and  the  VCA  have  records  which 
will  Indicate  the  names  and  addressed  of 
the  Individuals,  persons,  partnerships,  and 
corporations  who  sold  the  ore  and  these  rec- 
ords will  likewise  indicate  the  property  and 
the  name  of  the  claim  from  which  the  an 
was  produced.  Ukewlse.  the  settlement 
sheets  now  In  the  possession  of  the  United 
States  Government  will  indicate  the  names 
and  addresses  of  the  miners  and  producers 
as  wtil  as  the  names  ot  the  claims  and  tbe 
propwtlss  from  which  the  ore  was  iwoduced. 

8.  It  was  not  definitely  known  until  1954 
the  exact  nature  of  the  arrangement  be- 
tween the  Government  and  its  agents  for  the 
purchase  and  acqxilsltion  of  the  uranium  in 
the  uranlimi  and  vanadium  bearing  ores 
as  all  of  thess  contracts  and  arrangements 
bet  wean  the  Government  and  its  agents  were 


confidential  and  secret  and  could  not  be  re- 
vealed. Therefore,  since  no  official  infor- 
mation was  obtainable  until  19$4,  It  has 
been  impossible  to  make  any  claim  on  the 
Government  and /or  its  agents  for  the  value 
of  the  uranium  in  these  ores,  thus  no  stat- 
ute of  limitations  could  apply  and  would 
not  start  to  run  imtil  1954  when  the  con- 
tracts were  declassified  and  made  available. 

0.  When  the  bill  Is  drafted  authorizing  the 
miner  or  producer  to  present  a  claim  for  the 
value  of  the  ore  that  he  sold  to  the  Govern- 
ment and/or  its  agents,  the  bill  should  pro- 
vide that  the  heirs  or  the  personal  represent- 
ative of  such  person  can  make  claim  for  the 
amount  that  claimant  would  have  been 
entitled  to  had  he  lived. 

10.  It  is  significant  to  point  out  that  cer- 
tain Of  the  claimants  Involved  in  this  mat- 
ter were  persons  who  obtained  leases  from 
the  Indian  nations  through  the  Interior  De- 
partment and  that  the  leases  obtained  from 
the  Interior  Department.  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs,  specifically  called  for  the  return  of 
all  minerals  to  the  Indian  natton  which 
were  mined  and  from  which  the  Indian  Na- 
tion did  not  receive  its  royalty  payment. 
Under  these  conditions,  the  claimants  mined 
ore  from  the  Indian  leases  rvnd  weee  paid  for 
the  vanadium  but  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  kept  the  uranium  aad  did  not 
pay  for  it  and  thus  the  Indian  nation  was 
deprived  of  its  royalty  on  the  uranium  and 
the  Indian  nation  is  making  a  claim  against 
the  claimant  lessees  for  the  royalty  on  the 
uraniiun  content  of  the  ores  mined  and  sold 
under  the  lease.  l 


COMMUNK^TIONS    BETWEHN    THE 
PEOPLES  OP  THE  WORUD 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  there  be  printed 
in  the  final  edition  of  the  Recorp  a  state- 
ment by  me  on  the  subject  of  improving 
the  communications  between  the  peoples 
of  the  world  through  every  modem  fa- 
cility available  in  order  to  increase  world 
tmderstandlng  and  make  for  world  peace 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered^ 

THE  83D  CONGRESS  AND  THE 
FARMERS  OP  WISCONSIN 

t&i.  WlLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  there  be  printed 
in  the  final  edition  of  the  Recors  a  state- 
ment by  me  on  the  subject  of  the  sig- 
nificance of  the  activities  of  the  83d 
Congress  in  relation  to  the  farmers  of 
my  State  and  of  our  Nation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  Is  so  ordered.! 


THE  POSTAL  PAY  ISSUE 
Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  some- 
time during  the  day  the  Senate  will  take 
up  the  so-called  postal  pay  issue.  This 
morning  I  was  handed  a  statement  which 
had  been  Issued  by  the  postal  amployee 
organizations  on  the  postal  pay  issue.  I 
should  like  to  have  the  statement  in- 
corporated in  the  body  of  the  RKcord  as 
a  part  of  these  brief  remarks. 

In  essence,  it  is  a  protest  on  the  part 
of  the  employees  against  any  proposal 
that  Congress  strip  itself  of  authority 
to  establish  the  classification  of  postal 
positions  and  to  set  the  salary  schedules 
for  such  positions. 

I  believe  the  employees  are  completely 
right.  I  believe  we  should  retain  our 
jurisdiction,  and  determine  not  only  the 


classification  of  positions,  but  also  the 
salary  ailowance  for  each  dlassification. 

Furthermore,  the  statement  is  a  pro- 
test against  hitching  any  postal  pay  in- 
crease to  an  increase  in  postal  rates. 
The  two  subjects  are  separate  and  dis- 
tinct from  the  standpoint  of  public 
policy. 

I  highly  commend  the  statement  issued 
by  the  postal  employees  with  regard  to 
this  subject,  which  will  come  before  the 
Senate  today. 

I  believe  the  postal  employees  are  en- 
titled to  an  increase  in  pay,  and  that 
Congress  should  grant,  it  to  them  sepa- 
rate and  distinct  from  any  proposal  to 
give  up  our  jurisdiction  over  the  setting 
of  classifications  and  the  fixing  of  pos- 
tal rates. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

An    Uhgej»t,    Frank    Statement    or    Postal 
Employee  Okganizations  on  the  Postal- 
Pay  Issue  i 
To  All  Members  of  Congress: 

Eight  major  postal  organizations,  repre- 
senting 450,000  of  the  Nation's  postal  work- 
ers, have  sought  in  the  83d  Congress  a  long 
overdue  and  Justifiable  Increase  in  postal 
salaries. 

We  app-eclate  the  stand  and  efforts  of 
our  many  friends  in  the  Congress  who  have 
conscientiously  supported  fair  legislation  to 
grant  this  increase.  We  appreciate  and  ap- 
plavid  the  action  of  the  House  on  Monday, 
August  9.  In  passing  the  Corbett  bill  (H.  R. 
9245 ) ,  which  provided  a  fair  compromise  in- 
crease in  pay,  and  which.  Just  as  fairly,  pro- 
vides for  a  Joint  committee  of  the  Congress 
to  study  postal  field  service  reclassification 
and  report  back  to  the- 84th  Congress  for 
action  as  then  deemed  prop>et  and  appro- 
priate. 

The  controversy  is  before  tae  House  be- 
cause of  two  great  stumbling  blocks: 

1.  The  demand  of  the  Postmaster  General 
that  Congress  strip  Itself  of  authority  to 
establish  the  classification  of  postal  posi- 
tions and  set  the  salary  schedules  for  those 
positions. 

2.  The  Insistent  demand  tkat  Congress 
provide  the  revenue  to  pay  for  any  salary 
Increase  through  an  increase  of  postal  rates. 

We  have  been,  are  currently,  and  will  re- 
main, adamantly  opposed  to  removing  our 
classifications  and  salary  schedules  away 
from  the  control  of  Congress.  We  have  con- 
sistently enjoyed  fair  treatment  at  the  hands 
of  Congress.  We  know  without  Question  that 
in  the  final  analysis  the  Coi^ress  of  the 
United  SUtes  is  the  only  place  we  can  ap- 
peal errors  and  wrongs  which  might  con- 
ceivably, and  most  probably  would,  creep 
in  under  discretionary  authority  in  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  to  determine  alasslflcstlons 
and  salary  schedules.  Despite  statements  to 
the  contrary,  thia  appeal  has  not  been  pro- 
tected under  the  Rees  proposal. 

We  do  not  oppose  Increased  postal  rates, 
but  we  cannot  support  the  fact  that  the 
salary  schedules  within  the  Poet  Ofllce  De- 
partment are  now,  or  ever  should  be,  deter- 
mined by  the  revenue  produced  by  the  De- 
partment. We  deem  it  gross  injustice  to 
predicate  the  level  of  postal  salaries  on 
whether  or  not  there  Is  a  postal  deficit.  This 
is  toUUy  inconsistent  with  the  policy  and 
operational  procedures  applicable  to  any 
other  agency  or  department  of  Government. 
Further,  it  Is  grossly  misleading  unless  first 
the  area  of  business  and  service  within  that 
department  Is   determined. 

We  desire  to  make  our  stand  eminently 
clear  in  this  pressing  Issue  curyently  before 
you. 

We  urgently  appeal  for  a  fair  salary  In- 
crease, not  secured  through  "auuriage"  to 
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controversial  Issues  before  you,  but  depend^ 
ent  upon  the  merits  of  whether  or  not  we— 
the  postal  employees  of  'Mi»  Nation — deserve 
such  an  increase. 

Being  frank  we  desiro  you  to  know  that 
beyond  a  shadow  of  a  doubt,  the  postal  em- 
ployees of  this  Nation  v;ill  not  place  blame 
on  congressional  Members  who  in  good  con- 
science do  not  permit  tbemselves  to  vote  for 
a  postal  pay  raise  if  sucli  raise  is  coupled  to 
issues  or  proposals  to  which  the  Member 
is  opposed. 

Representing  450,000  i>ostaI  employees,  we 
request  you  to  vote  against  the  proposed 
package  pay  plan  to  be  presented  to  the 
House  on  Monday.  Ihls  attempt  repre- 
sents a  complete  usurpation  of  the  power  of 
the  legislative  body  by  the  administrative 
branch  of  Government.  The  classification 
proposal  for  the  postal  service  in  this  bill 
has  been  turned  down  bj  committees  in  both 
Houses.  Bills  have  been  passed  in  both 
Houses  carrying  provls.ons  entirely  con- 
trary to  the  Rees  proposal.  The  attempt  to 
jam  this  provision  through  Congress  in  the 
final  minutes  of  the  setalon  represents  un- 
precedented administrative  capriclousness. 

We  ask  you  to  stand  by  the  Corbett  reclas- 
sification plan  approved  by  the  House  on 
August  9  by  a  vote  of  352  to  29,  and  vote 
down  the  combination  program  now  suggest- 
ed. Such  a  vote  will  mtike  certain  that  the 
wishes  of  Congress  shall  not  be  thwarted, 
and  that  the  unfair  classification  proposal 
of  the  Postmaster  General  will  not  be  forced 
on  postal  employees. 

We  are  deeply  grateful  to  you  for  any  fa- 
vorable consideration  that  you  can  grant  to 
our  request. 

Respectfully  yours. 
National  Association  of  Ijetter  Carriers. 
William  C.  Doherty.  President;  Na- 
tional Association  of  Post  Office  and 
General  Services  Maintenance  Em- 
ployees, Ross  Messer,  Legislative  Rep- 
resentative; National  Association  of 
Post  Office  and  Postal  Transportation 
i  Service  Mail  Handlers,  Watchmen  and 

Messengers,  Harold  McAvoy,  Presi- 
dent; National  Federation  of  Post  Of- 
fice Clerks,  Leo  E  George.  President; 
National  Federation  of  Post  Office 
Motor  Vehicle  Employees,  Paul  M.  Cas- 
tigUont.  LegLslatlve  Representative; 
National  Postal  Transport  Association, 
W.  M.  Thomas.  President;  National 
Rural  Letter  Carriers"  Association, 
Paul  Benson,  President;  United  Na- 
tional Association  of  Post  Office  Clerks. 
Samuel  E.  Klein.  President. 


THE  UPPER  COLORADO  RIVER 
PROJECT 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  there 
is  an  extreme  need  for  facts  to  clarify 
much  of  the  confusion  which  has  re- 
sulted from  misinformation  spread  about 
the  upper  Colorado  River  project,  which 
will  come  before  the  Senate  this  week. 

Such  a  clarifying  light  Is  provided  in 
an  article  written  by  George  D.  Clyde, 
commissioner  of  interstate  streams  for 
Utah,  in  the  issue  of  June  18,  1954.  of 
the  Salt  Lake  Tribune.  Mr.  Clyde  is  an 
outstanding  engineer  and  an  authority 
on  water  conservation. 

I  hereby  request  unanimous  consent  to 
have  this  article  printed  in  the  Ricord 
as  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Time  To  Cau.  a  Spadk  a  Spade  in  Echo  Pajik 

DlSPXTTB 

(By  George  D.  Clyde,  commissioner  of 
interstate  streams  for  Utah) 

These  United  States  did  not  become  great 
by  waiting  for  certainty — yet  Raymond  Moley 


and  others  of  hla  kind  writing  in  Newsweek 
and  other  national  papers  cry.  "Let's  wait." 
After  more  than  30  years  of  investigation 
by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  the  most 
outstanding  engineering  organization  in  the 
world,  those  who  know  nothing  about  the 
facts  of  life  In  an  arid  region  cry,  "Let's 
wait  for  more  investigations." 

The  opponents  of  the  Colorado  River  stor- 
age project  and  lu  participating  projects 
are  tising  the  Echo  Park  Dam  as  a  front 
behind  which  is  a  carefully  conceived  plan 
to  prevent  the  development  of  the  upper 
Colorado  River  Basin  In  order  that  that  great 
water  and  power  resource  may  automatically 
go  down  to  the  lower  basin. 

It  makes  no  difference  how  the  project  is 
defeated,  whether  It  be  the  result  of  claims 
of  invasion  of  a  national  monument,  lack 
of  water  to  satisfy  the  rights  of  CalUornla 
and  provide  consumptive  uses  in  the  upper 
basin,  impairment  of  quality  of  water  by  up- 
stream consumptive  uses,  economic  Infeasl- 
bllity,  or  reduced  power  output  at  Hoover. 
Parker,  and  Davis  Dams  as  a  result  of  the 
consumptive  use  of  water  In  the  upper  basin, 
the  result  Is  the  same.  The  water  and  power 
goes  downstream  to  the  lower  users. 

Literally  billions  of  dollars  In  economic 
wealth  over  hundreds  of  years  are  involved. 

Once  the  water  and  power  are  put  to  use 
and  an  economy  bullded  upon  them,  no 
power  in  the  land  will  ever  take  away  the 
right  to  continued  use  of  that  water  and 
pwwer.  Continued  delay  In  putting  that 
water  and  power  to  use  in  the  upper  basin  1« 
tantamount  to  granting  a  right  by  use  to 
the  lower  users. 

The  Colorado  River  compact  won't  be 
worth  the  paper  that  It  is  written  on  If  the 
upper  basin  States  are  prevented  from  put- 
ting the  water  allocated  to  them  by  that 
compact  to  beneficial  use. 

The  attack  on  the  Colorado  River  storage 
project  by  Raymond  Moley  in  Newsweek  of 
May  10  and  May  17,  1954.  is  a  classic  exam- 
ple of  misrepresentation  and  half  truths. 
His  article  Is  certainly  In  the  class  of  the 
Private  Schlne  debacle  to  which  he  refers. 
Every  point  discussed  by  Mr.  Moley  has  been 
refuted  by  facts,  yet  he  ignores  these,  and 
pleads  for  more  delay,  more  investigations 
and  now  he  wants  the  Hoover  Commission 
to  decide  the  Issue.  He  knows  that  every 
day's  delay  means  more  water  and  power  put 
to  use  In  the  lower  basin  and  another  nail 
driven  In  the  coffin  of  the  upper  basin  States. 

In  spite  of  the  volumes  written  In  oppo- 
sition to  the  Colorado  River  storage  project, 
the  facts  are  well  established  relative  to  the 
basic  features  necessary  for  basin -wide  de- 
velopment. The  details  of  specific  partici- 
pating projects  in  the  ultimate  phase  of  con- 
struction remain  to  be  determined.  These 
facts  simply  are  as  follows: 

1.  Full  utilization  of  the  Colorado  River  for 
consumptive  use  and  power  purposes  requires 
complete  regulation  by  storage  of  water  dxu-- 
ing  wet  years  to  supply  the  developed  uses 
during  the  dry  years. 

a.  The  Colorado  River  compact  requires 
the  upper  basin  States  to  deliver  at  Lee's 
Perry  75  million  acre-feet  of  water  during 
each  consecutive  10-year  period. 

This  commitment  cannot  be  met  without 
complete  regulation  of  the  river  above  Lee's 
Ferry  if  the  upper  basin  States  are  to  be  al- 
lowed to  use  consumptively  their  share  of  the 
Colorado  River.  Mr.  Moley  refuses  to  recog- 
nise this  fundamental  controlling  factor. 

8.  Because  of  topography,  the  waters  of  the 
Colorado  River  in  the  upper  basin  must  be 
used  by  exchange.  For  example,  no  water 
out  of  Echo  Park  and  Glen  Canyon  will  be 
used  for  irrigation  of  lands  in  the  upjjer 
basin.  Water  from  these  reservoirs,  however, 
will  be  used  in  the  lower  basin  in  place  of 
waters  belonging  to  the  users  in  the  lower 
basin  which  the  users  in  the  upper  basin 
divert  for  their  use.  Use  of  Irrigation  water 
by  exchange  Is  a  well  established  practice 


but    require!   basin-wide    and    long-r«nf» 

planning  for  optimum  use  of  the  resource. 

4.  The  resources  involved  In  the  Colorado 
River  project  are  water,  soU,  power,  liulua- 
trial  raw  materials  and  people.  Joining 
water  and  soil  creates  an  agricultural  re- 
source. Falling  water  is  a  power  resource. 
Water  and  power  are  basic  to  Industrial 
development.  All  of  these  resotu-ces  put  to 
use  create  Job  opportunities  and  national 
wealth. 

Therefore,  the  Colorado  River  storage  proj- 
ect wi:i  not  cost  the  taxfiayer  a  dime.  Ita 
construction  is  a  national  Investment.  There 
is  no  subsidy. 

Power  is  a  resource  belonging  to  the  people 
and  Utah  has  an  Interest  in  tlie  power  on 
the  Colorado  the  same  as  New  York  has  an 
interest  in  the  land  and  water  within  ita 
boundaries.  The  use  of  power  revenues  from 
public  sources  to  develop  other  public  re- 
sources is  an  investment  in  the  future. 

&■  The  generation  of  power  is  an  essential 
feature  of  the  Colorado  River  storage  project. 
Power  generation  studies  on  the  Colorado 
by  competent  engineers  backed  by  years  ot 
experience  show  conclusively  that  power  can 
b  generated  at  the  storage  dams,  if  inter- 
connected and  built  in  the  proper  seqtience, 
at  a  cost  less  than  by  any  other  means,  that 
the  same  storage  dams  will  provide  the  nec- 
eesary  storage  for  the  regulation  of  the  river. 
The  revenues  from  the  power  plants  wlU 
pay  the  cost  of  the  power  faciUties  wltJi 
Interest  and  well  within  50  years.  There  cer- 
tainly Is  no  subsidy  In  this  and  no  coet  to 
the  taxpayer. 

6.  The  participating  projects  of  the  Colo- 
rado River  storage  project  will  provide  water 
for  municipal  purposes.  Costs  of  water  for 
municipal  purposes  will  be  repaid  with  In- 
terest in  a  50-year  period.  There  Is  no 
subsidy  or  cost  to  the  taxpayer  here. 

7.  ParUclpating  projects  of  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project  wiU  provide  water  for 
irrigation  piu-poses.  This  is  a  consumptive 
use.  Due  to  rough  topography  and  long 
conveyance  from  points  of  origin  to  points  of 
use,  the  cost  of  supply  irrigation  water  to 
lands  both  within  and  without  the  Colorado 
River  Basin  are  greater  than  the  users  of 
irrigation  water  can  pay. 

Historically,  the  United  States  has  recog- 
nized that  the  development  of  irrigated 
lands  Is  a  good  public  investment.  For  this 
reason.  Federal  funds  since  1002  have  been 
provided  Interest-free  to  btiild  reclamation 
projects.  Furthermore,  it  is  recognized  that 
there  are  many  indirect  benefits  that  accrue 
to  those  living  in  the  vicinity  of  or  on  an 
irrigation  project.  These  indirect  benefits 
should  be  paid  for. 

In  an  irrigated  region,  the  users  of  power 
are  essentially  the  same  people  as  the  users 
of  water.  The  use  of  power  revenues  from 
plants  which  are  a  part  of  the  basinwlde 
project,  therefore,  provides  an  equitable 
method  of  collecting  for  the  indirect  bene- 
fits. 

In  the  absence  of  power  revenues,  an  ad 
valorem  tax  is  often  levied  to  accomplish 
the  same  pxrrpx»e.  It  is  proposed  in  the 
Colorado  River  storage  project  to  assess  the 
irrigation  farmers  according  to  their  ability 
to  pay  and  to  pay  the  balance  of  the  costs 
allocated  to  irrigation  with  power  revenues 
and /or  an  ad  valorem  tax  levied  against  the 
Indirect  beneficiaries.  Thus,  there  is  no  irri- 
gation subsidy  and  when  the  widespread 
benefits  are  considered,  no  cost  to  the  tax- 
payer. 

In  fact,  it  is  estimated  that  the  entire 
cost  of  the  initial  phase  of  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project  and  its  participating 
projects  will  be  paid  back  in  50  years  and 
thereafter,  for  all  time,  there  will  be  a  net 
income  after  operation  and  maintenance  and 
replacement  costs  have  been  paid,  of  from 
fifteen  to  twenty  million  dollars.  In  addi- 
tion, the  broadened  tax  base  and  Federal 
Income  taxes  will  add  greatly  to  the  pubUo 
income  and  the  creation  of  new  wealth  will 
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improV*  the  economy  ot  tlie  entire  United 
States. 

In  qilte  of  the  facte  just  enumented.  Ray. 
mond  Moley  proposes  that  all  development 
In  the  upper  Colorado  River  Basin  be  held 
up  pending  the  report  of  the  Hoover  Com- 
mission on  Reorganization  of  the  Executive 
Departments.  This  Is  a  delaying  tactic  pure 
and  simple  because  the  Colorado  River  stor- 
age project,  oi;  any  other  project,  has  no 
direct  relation  to  the  reorganization  of  the 
executive  departments  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. 

Ifr.  Moley,  like  a  broken  record,  repeats 
the  charge  that  the  engineering  Investiga- 
tions are  faulty  and  unreliable. 

The  record  Is  clear  on  this  count.  Studies 
and  Investigations  are  valid  and  complete  as 
far  as  they  were  carried  and  for  the  purposes 
for  which  they  were  made.  They  have  been 
carried  far  enough  to  prove  conclusively  the 
validity  of  the  initial  phase  of  the  proposal. 
The  planned  reports,  preliminary  to  contracts 
for  construction,  will  give  more  detail. 

Mr.  Moley  raises  the  question  of  invasion 
of  a  national  monument  and  cites  the  testi- 
mony of  General  Grant  III.  The  facts  re- 
lating to  the  Dinosaur  National  Monument 
set  forth  an  expansion  of  the  area  of  the 
monument  from  80  acres  to  209.000  acres 
In  1938,  with  a  specific  reservation  In  the 
Presidential  proclamation  providing  for  the 
development  of  the  water  and  power  re- 
sources within  the  monument.  Fail\ire  to 
live  up  to  this  reservation  would  be  an  act 
of  bad  faith  on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. 

Contrary  to  Mr.  Moleys  statement,  there 
are  no  alternative  dam  sites  that  could  re- 
place the  Echo  Park  Dam.  General  Grant 
m  admitted  under  cross-examination  at  the 
House  hearings  in  January  1954  that  his 
experience  in  the  engineering  field  did  not 
especially  qualify  him  to  Judge  the  validity 
of  Bxireau  of  Reclamation's  position  rela- 
tive to  Echo  Park,  but  that  he  sectired  the 
advice  of  his  friends  relative  to  the  matter. 
Mr.  Moley's  statement  relative  to  the 
payout  is,  to  say  the  least,  confusing.  The 
plan  proposed  is  simple.  All  revenues  from 
power  go  into  the  Public  Treasury.  Out  of 
these  moneys  the  cost  of  operation,  main- 
tenance, replacement,  and  interest  on  power 
facilities  is  first  paid.  The  capital  cost  of 
power  facilities  Is  retired  out  of  tbe  funds 
and  will  be  fully  liquidated  well  wltbin  50 
years.  The  facilities  for  providing  munici- 
pal water  will  be  paid  with  interest  from 
revenues  from  municipalities.  These  facili- 
ties will  be  paid  for  within  50  years.  The 
costs  allocated  to  irrigation  within  tbe  abil- 
ity of  the  irrigation  water  users  to  pay  will 
be  paid  within  50  years  plus  a  10-year  devel- 
opment period.  The  balance  of  the  irriga- 
tion costs  will  be  paid  from  power  revenues 
and  also  within  a  period  of  50  years. 

Tbis  repayment  plan  is  specific,  valid,  and 
the  required  power  rates  to  meet  it  well 
within  the  cost  of  power  from  any  other 
sottfce. 

This  is  q\iite  a  different  picture  from  that 
presented  by  BCr.  Moley  of  an  Immense  deficit. 
Instead,  after  50  years,  there  will  l>e  a  net 
revenue  of  from  915  to  120  million. 

Ifoley  raises  the  question  of  a  power  mar- 
ket. This  is  prima  facie  evidence  that  he 
has  not  bothered  to  get  the  facts.  At  the 
same  hearings  at  whlcb  General  Grant  UI 
appeared,  nine  public  utility  power  com- 
panlee  from  the  upper  Colorado  Basin  States 
appeared  and  agreed  to  purchase  all  the 
power  to  be  developed  at  the  proposed  power 
plants  as  fast  as  it  became  available. 

The  most  revealing  question  raised  by  Mr. 
Moley,  however.  Is  the  one  expressing  fear 
that  if  the  upper  basin  States  used  the  water 
to  which  they  are  entitled  by  the  Colorado 
River  compact  that  it  might  Interfere  with 
the  rights  established  and/or  claimed  by 
California,  it  would  appear  that  Mr.  Moley 
figures  that  California's  right  Is  paramount 
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even  though  the  compact  divides  tfce  water 
equally.  Mr.  Moley  apparently  would  have 
California's  and  Mexico's  rights  satlgfled  first 
and  if  there  is  anything  left,  the  upper  basin 
States  can  use  it. 

Upper  basin  States  are  willing  to  abide  by 
the  Colorado  River  compact.  They  believe, 
however,  that  they  should  be  given  the 
same  opportunity  to  develop  and  use  their 
sbare  of  tbe  waters  of  the  Coloracjo  as  the 
lower  basin  was  when  the  Hoover  Dam, 
the  Davis  Dam,  the  Parker  Dam.  and  the 
Ail-American  Canal  were  built  to  control 
the  river  and  provide  the  means,  both  power 
and  water,  necessary  to  develop  their  re- 
sources. 

It's  time  to  call  a  spade  a  spade,  Mr.  Moley, 
and  quit  trying  to  cover  up  the  real  Issue 
with  dinosaurs  and  fears  of  water  shortage 
and  salt  in  the  lower  basin  when  the  nut 
of  the  controversy  is  that  water  runs  down- 
hill, that  power  and  water  are  urgently 
needed  In  the  lower  basin,  and  that  regard- 
less of  the  means  of  defeating  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project,  the  result  is  tfce  same. 

Defeat  of  the  upper  Colorado  River  storage 
project  by  the  Congress  Is  tantamount  to 
giving  away  the  resources  of  the  upper  Colo- 
rado River  Basin  States  to  the  States  of  the 
lower   Colorado   River   Basin    and   Mexico. 


THE  WATERSHED  IT,IPROVEMENT 
PROGRAMS 
Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  the 
role  that  can  be  played  by  the  Federal 
Government  in  cooperating  in  watershed 
improvement  programs  under  the  Hope- 
Aiken  measure,  recently  signed  by  the 
President,  is  adequately  shown  in  an 
editorial  which  appeared  in  the  Deseret 
News  and  Salt  Lake  Telegram  of  June  15 
1954. 

The  editorial  points  out  two  admirable 
Instances  of  local  initiative  to  meet  prob- 
lems of  water-resource  utilization. 
However,  in  both  cases  the  local  land- 
owners have  made  the  maximum  contri- 
bution possible,  without  arriving  at  a 
complete  solution  of  their  problems  to 
arrest  erosion  and  restore  watersheds 
vital  to  the  continued  existence  of  the 
communities. 

Under  the  Hope-Aiken  program,  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  will  be  able 
to  utilize  its  staff  of  specialists  to  set  up 
a  complete  watershed  improvement  pro- 
gram to  be  jointly  planned  and  financed 
by  Federal  and  local  interests.  This  co- 
operative program  will  restore  hope  and 
contribute  to  the  economic  security  of 
many  similar  communities  throughout 
the  Nation.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  editorial  referred  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  Cure  fob  Sick  Land  I 
It  was  an  impressive  story  ^eed  Madsen. 
this  paper's  bureau  chief  at  Richfield,  told 
yesterday  of  the  effort  the  people  oT  Escal- 
ante  have  made  to  revitalize  their  economy. 
Without  waiting  for  Government  handouts. 
they  have  pitched  in  as  a  community  and 
built  a  $185,000  dam  and  reservoir  on  the 
Escalante  River.  It  has  been  a  stirring  ex- 
ample of  the  sort  of  thing  people  of  this 
arid  country  have  had  to  do  and  will  con- 
tinue to  have  to  do  to  keep  our  Utah  economy 
Strong. 

But  a  word  of  caution  is  in  order.  One 
hopes  the  people  of  Escalante  doat  have 
to  learn  the  hard  way  the  lesson  some  of 
their  southern  Utah  neighbors  learued  that 


way — that  dams  are  no  good  without  effec- 
tive watershed   management. 

The  lesson  was  painful  down  in  Tropic, 
only  40  miles  or  so  from  Escalante.  Back 
In  the  1890"8  the  pioneers  of  that  little  town 
threw  up  a  dam  across  the  Bast  Fork  of 
the  Sevier  and  dug  a  transmountain  diver- 
sion canal  to  bring  water  to  th/lr  lands. 
Then  in  1922  they  cooperated  to  build  a 
rather  extensive  dam  and  reservoir. 

Today,  after  32  years  of  erosion,  silt  has 
choked  that  reservoir  down  to  %  fraction  of 
Its  original  effectiveness.  The  picture  re- 
produced here  showing  tracks  |n  the  broad 
mud  delta  that  used  to  represent  water  stor- 
age capacity  in  the  Tropic  Reservoir  tells 
part  of  the  disheartening  story.  The  rest 
Is  told  In  the  terrible  gullies  that  gash  what 
used  to  be  lovely  meadows  on  the  water- 
shed above  the  reservoir.  The  slopes  are 
parched,  nearly  useless.  Only  a  strenuous, 
long-range  program  can  restore  some  meas- 
ure of  grazing  value  In  the  hills.  The  ef- 
fectiveness of  the  reservoir  can  never  be 
restored. 

Escalante  has  gone  through  that  same 
tragic  history.  As  one  of  its  leading  citizens 
told  our  Mr.  Madsen.  '•Our  forefathers  de- 
veloped the  country  and  began  farming  It, 
then  overstocked  It  thinking  only  of  them- 
selves and  not  of  their  children  and  grand- 
children." The  Escalante  watershed  Is  sick 
land,  deeply  eroded  as  a  result  of  decades  of 
misuse.  Slopes  of  the  beautiful  Escalante 
Mountain  country  that  used  to  support  20,- 
000  cattle  and  60.000  sheep  70  years  ago 
when  the  town  was  established  now  can't 
support  a  fourth  that  number.  With  the 
plant  cover  gone,  there  Is  nothing  to  hold 
the  soil  against  the  ravages  Of  rain  and 
wind. 

Now  the  people  of  Escalante  have  acted. 
Their  courage  and  determination  do  them 
credit.  Besides  building  the  dam  they  have 
done  a  little  reseedlng  of  denuded  slopes 
and  some  fencing  to  keep  livestock  off  the 
worst  erosion  area.  But  much  more  is 
needed.  Much  more  reseedlng  is  needed, 
and  more  fencing.  And  especially,  an  ex- 
tensive system  of  contour  trenches  must  be 
built  on  the  upper  slopes  If  the  reservoir 
below  is  to  be  saved  from  destruction  by 
silt  In  a  few  decades.  But  to  do  that  job 
adequately  would  cost  about  twice  as  much 
as  the  dam  and  reservoir  for  which  the  town 
has  already  gone  into  debt  for  |the  next  40 
years. 

A  bill  Is  now  before  Congress  that  holds 
hope  for  Escalante — and  for  other  western 
communltie[^  needing  similar  treatment.  It 
Is  the  so-called  small  watersheds  bill, 
which  would  provide  Federal  help  in  co- 
operation with  communities  In  upstream 
flood  control. 

The  present  generation  of  Escalante  has 
already  demonstrated  Its  determination  to 
atone  for  the  land  misuse  of  Its  forefathers. 
Its  forthright  approach  to  Its  problem  ought 
to  be  the  best  kind  of  persuaston  to  Con- 
gress to  back  up  such  genuine  effort  with 
the  kind  of  help  needed  to  make  the  cure 
permanent. 


UNANIMOUS-CONSENT  REQUEST  TO 
ADDRESS  THE  SENATE 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  proceed 
for  not  exceeding  6  minutes  immediately 
following  the  close  of  the  morning  hour. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered.  i 


FREE  MARKET  FOR  OOLD 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  In 
the  July  15  issue  of  the  Commercial 
and  Financial  Chronicle  appeared  a 
Statement  entitled  "Only  a  Free  Market 
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for  Gold  Will  Save  the  Nation,"  written 
by  Reid  Taylor,  of  Mitchell.  Hutchins 
k  Co.,  Chicago,  HL 

This  article  is  one  of  the  most  illumi- 
nating, constructive,  and  comprehensive 
statements  I  have  seen  on  the  subject 
of  a  free  market  for  gold.  It  is  written 
so  as  to  be  easily  understood  by  the  lay- 
man, and  poignantly  relates  the  tre- 
mendous personal  stake  which  each  citi- 
zen has  in  returning  this  coimtry  to  a 
sounder  monetary  structure. 

My  colleagues  are  probably  aware 
that  in  March  of  this  year  the  Senate 
Banking  and  Currency  Committee  held 
hearings  on  various  gold  bills,  two  of 
which  I  sponsored,  to  permit  a  free 
market  in  gold  and  to  establish  pro- 
cedures for  devising  more  realistic  prices 
for  both  gold  and  silver.  You  may  know. 
Mr.  President,  that  the  Banking  and 
Currency  Committee  has  decided  not  to 
act  on  this  legislation.  But  this  com- 
placency, Mr.  President,  does  not  mean 
that  the  question  of  whether  we  should 
allow  gold  to  play  a  more  prominent  role 
in  our  monetary  and  financial  structure 
is  not  important,  or  that  the  situation 
is  not  acute. 

Not  only  those  of  us  from  the  great 
mining  sections  of  the  West,  but  from 
the  East  and  South  as  well,  who  believe 
that  the  future  of  the  American 
economy  will  be  largely  determined  by 
what  this  coimtry  does  or  does  not  do 
about  gold,  are  unanimous  in  our  think- 
ing that  this  problem  is  an  imminent 
one,  and  deserves  a  continued  and  most 
careful  review  at  the  highest  levels  of 
Government. 

The  people  of  the  State  of  Nevada 
have  shown  continuing  interest  and  zeal 
in  this  matter  of  gold.  Leaders  in  my 
State  are  greatly  concerned  over  the 
apathy  in  Congress  on  pending  legisla- 
tion to  improve  the  position  of  gold  in 
our  economy.  I  want  to  warn  my  col- 
leagues that  continued  indifference  on 
this  subject  may  well  result  in  loss  of 
respect  for  the  Congress  on  the  part  of 
many  solid  American  citizens,  who  de- 
plore abdication  of  the  leadership  the 
Congress  should  exert  in  the  matter  of 
the  proper  fuctioning  of  this  Nation's 
monetary  system. 

I  highly  recommend  to  my  colleagues, 
as  a  most  thoughtful  treatise  on  a  sub- 
ject with  which  we  are  all  vitally  con- 
cerned, the  article  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred; and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Onlt  a  Fkze  Market  roi  Gold  Wnx 

Savk  the  Nation 

(By  Reld  Taylor) 
f After  making  reference  to  the  Repmbllcan 
platform  promise  to  return  to  a  sound  dollar 
backed  by  gold.  Mr.  Taylor  points  out  advan- 
tagea^af  j|  gold-standard  currency.  Holds 
"thefM||Bbe  no  popular  demand  for  a  re- 
turn ^^Vmind  money,"  and  the  danger  is 
that  the  Nation  will  be  so  anxious  to  pre- 
vent deflation  that  we  will  continue  along 
present  inflationary  policies,  leading  eventu- 
ally to  repudiation.  Says  deflation  is  the 
lesser  of  two  evils.  Calls  for  a  free  gold 
market  "for  the  good  of  all  citizens  and  not 
Just  for  the  gold  miner."  and  asserts  a  free 
gold  market  will  stimulate  world  trade.    Con- 


eludes  gold  staixdard  Is  necessary  for  survival 
of  our  system  of  government.) 

Are  you  one  of  the  many  people  who  say, 
"Gold  Li  outmoded"? 

Are  you  one  of  the  many  people  who  In 
this  "new  era"  do  not  take  seriously  the 
lessons  of  the  past  regarding  irredeemable 
money? 

Are  you  one  of  these  Individuals  who  ex- 
claim, "I  don't  even  want  to  think  about 
gold"? 

Or  are  you  one  of  the  younger  generation 
who  simply  say,  "What  good  is  gold?"  If  so, 
it  is  not  surprising.  Apparently  there  has 
been  much  inspired  propaganda  to  instill 
these  Ideas  in  the  minds  of  the  American 
people  for  reasons  Indicated  In  the  previous 
article.  Who's  Afraid  of  Gold  and  Why? 

Yes.  All  the  true  values  of  life  appear  to 
be  burning  very  dimly.  All  the  emphasis  is 
on  the  glare  of  today  and  tomorrow.  We  de- 
mand more  pay  for  less  work.  The  future 
of  our  country  Is  of  no  concern  as  long  as 
we  think  we  have  security  ourselves.  Build- 
ing weapons  of  destruction  is  desirable  be- 
cause of  the  fleeting  prosperity  it  brings. 
Spending  is  more  desirable  than  saving.  It 
almost  appears  that  It  doesnt  pay  to  be 
honest  any  more.  All  this  goes  hand  in 
hand  with  flat  money. 

But  men  do  always  come  back  to  the  true 
and  permanent  values  in  life.  All  down 
through  the  ages  gold  has  retained  Its  value 
as  a  treasure  eagerly  sought  by  man  but  diffi- 
cult to  procure.  "TTie  eternal  quality  of  its 
indestructibility  Imparts  a  security  in  per- 
petuity for  which  mankind  is  ever  seeking. 
Until  such  time  as  some  other  form  of  money 
which  cannot  be  debased  Is  found,  or  until 
the  pledge  of  both  governments  and  indl- 
vlduaU  can  be  accepted  as  inviolate  under 
all  conditions,  gold  will  become  as  it  has  In 
the  past,  progressively  more  valuable  in 
terms  of  promises  to  pay."  This  is  a  pro- 
found statement  of  fact  taken  from  a  letter 
written  by  the  late  J.  p.  Blckell,  of  Mclntyre 
Porcupine  Mines.  Ltd.  It  should  be  read 
and  reread  to  grasp  Its  full  significance. 

THE  EIEENROWCR   PLATFOBM   PSOMISK 

The  Eisenhower  platform  promised  the  re- 
turn to  a  sound  dollar  backed  by  gold.  Re- 
cently, we  have  been  told  by  oiu-  authorities 
at  Washington  that  we  do  not  want  "hard" 
money,  which  of  course  means  money  re- 
deemable in  gold  to  guarantee  its  intrinsic 
value.  Instead,  we  are  now  promised  an 
"honest  dollar"  whose  purchasing  power  will 
be  kept  the  same  next  year  as  this  year.  It 
is  intimated,  however,  that  in  case  of  a 
change  in  business  conditions  and  unem- 
ployment, these  officials  should  have  a  free 
hand  and  not  be  restricted  by  a  rigid  gold 
standard.  In  other  words,  artificial  stimu- 
lation of  the  economy  and  ix>!itlcal  ex- 
pediency will  become  of  greater  importance 
than  maintaining  the  dollar  as  a  true  meas- 
ure of  value.  Reread  the  above  quotation 
from  Mr.  Blckell  and  see  how  far  away  we 
are  today  from  that  Ideal  situation  In  which 
gold  could  be  displaced. 

We  have  a  Federal  Reserve  to  assure  the 
smooth  functioning  of  our  banking  system 
and  to  protect  our  banks  In  times  of  crisis. 
We  have  a  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Cor- 
poration to  insure  deposits  up  to  $10,000  as 
a  protection  to  the  public.  By  what  strange 
logic  is  the  guaranty  of  the  return  of  the 
same  number  of  dollars  important  if  there 
is  no  guaranty  of  the  value  of  the  dollars  to 
be  returned?  A  dollar  backed  by  gold  car- 
ries with  it  the  discipline  of  sound  banking, 
and  honesty  to  the  depositor.  A  dollar  such 
as  we  now  have  with  no  real  tie  to  gold  en- 
courages loose  banking  practices  and  makes 
the  protective  functions  of  the  above  insti- 
tutions a  complete  farce  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  savings  depositor.  Yes,  he  lost 
about  $3  billion  through  bank  failures  from 
1920  to  1833,  but  since  that  time  the  value 
of  the  dollars  deposited  has  depreciated, 
many  times  that  amount. 


Paper  moixey  is  simply  too  easy  to  creat*. 
The  lure  and  magic  of  seemingly  being  abl* 
to  get  aomething  for  nothing  is  overpower- 
ing in  Its  influence  en  otherwise  intelligent 
people.  We  can  continue  to  dissipate  bil- 
lions abroad  because  the  individual  does  not 
seem  to  be  too  much  affected.  As  long  •■ 
business  activity  continues  at  a  high  rate, 
with  such  artificial  stimulation,  most  people 
will  have  faith  in  their  Oovenunent  and  the 
deterioration  in  the  money  wUl  not  be  too 
readily  apparent.  However,  as  soon  as  re- 
cession and  unemployment  threaten,  the 
antidote  wlU  always  be  more  and  more  easy 
money.  If  gold  is  not  allowed  to  function  to 
disclose  to  the  people  what  Is  happening,  the 
declining  value  of  the  dollar  will  be  belated- 
ly recognized  by  a  tragic  flight  into  anything 
and  everything  of  Intrinsic  worth.  Then, 
the  rude  awakening  wUl  come,  and  the  truth 
about  gold,  and  paper  money  wlU  finally 
come  out  in  the  open.  Hints  of  this  se- 
quence of  events  are  already  beginning  to 
appear.  Not  since  1933  has  there  been  such 
an  obvious  pump-priming  operation  as  the 
recent  open  market  buying  of  Ooverxunent 
bonds  by  the  Federal  Reserve,  to  throw 
money  out  into  circulation. 

THE   ADVAMTAGE  OF  A   OOLD  STAKDAEO  CUBaXNCT 

In  all  history  there  is  not  one  example  of 
paper  money  having  retained  its  value  for 
more  than  a  brie:  period.  Gold  has  never 
failed  to  come  out  on  top.  It  has  never  loet  a 
battle  to  paper  money.  A  glance  at  tbe  75th 
annual  report  of  the  great  Homestake  Biine 
will  help  one  to  visualize  the  reason.  From 
the  opening  of  the  mine  until  the  present  day 
81  miUlon  tons  of  ore  have  been  milled.  All 
the  gold  extracted  from  this  vast  quantity 
of  ore  would  only  fill  a  vault  lO.fl  feet  high, 
wide  and  deep.  Contrast  the  extreme  effort 
necessary  to  produce  gold  with  the  ease  with 
which  paper  money  can  be  printed  and  mul- 
tiplied by  simply  increasing  Government  debt 
when  a  nation  is  bent  upon  spending  itself 
Into  oblivion.  It  Is  easy  to  understand  why 
gold  retains  its  value  at  all  times  whereas 
paper  money,  unless  redeemable  in  gold,  re- 
tains its  value  only  so  long  as  people  bave 
faith  in  their  Government.  And  people  do 
not  have  faith  in  governments  very  long 
unless  they  remain  frugal  and  confine  their 
activities  to  their  proper  sphere,  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order  and  Justice,  and 
the  protection  of  their  people  In  time  of 
war. 

We  often  hear  It  said,  "What  good  is  a  gold 
standard  if  we  scuttle  It  as  soon  as  things 
get  tough?"  May  we  ask.  what  good  is  Irre- 
deemable money  if  it  retains  its  value  only 
so  long  as  governments  remain  frugal?  Un- 
der such  logic  what  good  is  any  law  if  those 
Whom  we  elect  to  administer  the  law  turn 
out  to  be  the  type  who  have  no  respect  for 
laws?  When  gold  is  free  to  function,  the 
demand  for  gold  serves  as  a  warning  of  im- 
pending trouble.  Just  as  a  thermometer 
warns  you  of  approaching  sickness,  or  just 
as  a  radar  system  warns  you  of  the  approach 
of  the  enemy.  Neither  the  thermometer  nor 
the  radar  will  protect  you.  That  is  yo\ir 
responsibility.  But  gold  in  a  free  market 
not  only  warns  you  but  also  protects  the 
public.  It  serves  as  a  check  against  the 
abuse  of  privilege  on  the  part  of  those  In 
authority  who  do  not  like  to  see  the  weak- 
ness of  their  financial  policies  paraded  In 
the  market  place.  Yes,  we  should  elect  pub- 
lic servants  that  we  can  trust,  but  we  dont. 
Administrators  who  have  the  good  of  their 
country  at  heart  are  always  completely  in 
accord  with  a  gold  standard.  Any  other 
type  of  administrator  should  be  held  In 
check  by  gold.  The  gold  standard  is  synony- 
mous with  truth  and  honesty  in  govern- 
ment. That  we  depart  from  it  in  war  emer- 
gencies is  only  an  admission  that  the  wealth 
of  the  Nation,  your  savings  and  mine,  are 
being  confiscated  through  issuance  of  paper 
money.  It  nuiy  be  questioned  whether  it  is 
necessary  even  at  such  times.     War  is  the 
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excuse,  but  only  because  It  gives  license  to 
eztnT»gance.  Tb  depart  from  gold  perma- 
nently during  peacetime  Is  an  admission 
that  we  are  condoning  a  continual  confisca- 
tion of  the  savings  of  our  people. 

What  we  need  today  la  some  clear  thinking 
along  these  lines.  There  Is  very  little  at- 
tempt on  the  part  of  the  public  to  even 
bother  to  try  to  xmderstand  the  reason  for  a 
gold  standard.  The  deterioration  of  a  paper 
currency  In  Its  early  stages  Is  gradual  and 
insidious  In  that  It  creates  a  false  sense  of 
proeperlty  for  one  group  of  our  citizens 
mostly  at  the  expense  of  another  group,  due 
to  the  r^ld  turnover  of  paper  money,  a 
phenomenon  which  feeds  and  maintains  it- 
self entirely  on  an  open  end  and  continuous 
devaluation  of  the  dollar.  They  had  this  in 
Germany.  They  had  it  in  France.  We  may 
consider  ourselves  above  the  end  results  in 
those  countries  because  of  our  wealth  and  oxir 
capacity  to  produce.  But  consider  also  that 
we  are  traveling  at  a  fantastic  pace  with  ab- 
solutely no  check  on  Oovemment  extrava- 
gance such  as  a  free  gold  market  would  pro- 
vide, and  did  provide  in  other  countries,  and 
consider  that  a  whole  new  generation  has 
been  brought  up  without  any  understanding 
of  the  protecting  fiinction  of  gold. 

mw POPUUUOTT  OF  DKMAND  FOB  EETUBN  TO  SOT7in> 
MONKT 

There  will  be  no  popular  demand  for  a 
return  to  sound  money.  This  is  unfortunate 
but  thU  is  so  often  the  case  with  an  issue 
which  is  ai  such  vital  importance  to  every- 
one. There  is  not  even  any  guidance  where 
It  shoula  be  expected  in  banking  circles. 
Nor  has  there  been  since  the  death  of  Joseph 
8ti^  Lawrence  o'  the  Empire  Trust  Co..  who 
Is  deserving  of  a  real  tribute  for  his  honest 
and  fearless  presentation  of  the  dangers  of 
our  present  course.  So.  it  will  take  an  en- 
lightened government  leadership,  and  one 
With  vision,  to  save  our  Nation  from  an  even- 
tual disastrous  situation  through  deprecia- 
tion of  the  currency.  The  danger  is  that  we 
as  a  Nation  will  be  so  anxious  to  prevent 
deflation  that  we  will  continue  along  pres- 
ent Inflaticmary  policies  which  are  sure  to 
lead  to  eventual  repudiation  and  fantastic 
prices  for  gol4-  Deflation  is,  after  all,  the 
lesser  of  the  two  evils  because,  no  matter 
now  It  nurts  at  the  time.  It  Is  a  natural  cor- 
rective and  establishes  a  sound  basis  for 
recovery.  From  the  ravages  of  long  persist- 
ence In  inflationary  policies  such  as  have 
been  practiced  for  years  in  some  foreign 
countries,  there  is  no  real  recovery. 

Those  In  authority  at  Washington  have 
pledged  a  balanced  budget,  a  reduction  in 
expendltiires,  lower  taxes,  and  a  free  econ- 
omy. Now.  If  we  Intend  to  put  oxir  house  in 
order,  if  we  intend  as  a  nation  to  live  within 
our  means,  we  must  build  a  solid  founda- 
tion to  our  structvire.  We  must  return  to 
honesty-  In  finance.  This  means  allowing 
Interest  rates  to  seek  their  natural  levels. 
It  means  the  removal  of  price  controls.  But  it 
means  more  than  this.  There  can  be  no  per- 
manence to  any  of  these  accomplishments  if 
we  build  on  the  quicksands  of  a  dollar  wboee 
value  Is  to  be  governed  by  political  expedi- 
ency. We  must  return  to  gold.  The  Bible 
says,  "Know  the  truth  and  the  truth  shall 
make  you  tree."  Nowhere  is  this  more  ap- 
plicable than  In  money  matters.  Allowing 
gold  to  function  is  revealing  the  truth  of  the 
awesome  capital  levy  which  has  been  exacted 
from  the  American  people.  Until  those  in 
authority  at  Washington  open  a  free  gold 
market  there  will  be  no  assurance  that  they 
desire  or  Intend  to  stop  cvirrent  Inflationary 
policies. 

a  raxK  oou>  market  roa  thk  good  or  aix 

CmZSNS   AND  NOT   JUST  THZ   GOLD   MINZK 

The  issue  of  a  free  gold  market,  even 
though  it  means  a  higher  gold  price,  trans- 
cends in  importance  the  interests  of  any  in- 
dividual groups  or  any  individual  countries 
which  might  incidentally  be  directly  helped 


by  it.  It  Is  for  the  good  of  all  citizens,  and 
our  leadership  on  this  issue  can  «ven  lead 
to  betterment  for  the  peoples  of  either  na- 
tions, by  restoring  order  out  of  present 
chaotic  world  currency  conditions.  Don't  let 
yoiu-seU  be  taken  in  by  the  parrot-Uke  chat- 
ter that  "the  only  people  who  would  benefit 
would  be  the  gold  miners.'  This  is,  of 
course,  a  complete  distortion  of  the  facts.  It 
has  no  bearing  on  the  question  at  Issue  any- 
way. Don't  be  fooled  by  the  superficial  rea- 
soning that  Russia  would  be  a  chief  bene- 
ficiary. This  Russian  bugaboo  iS  always 
brought  out  when  other  arguments  fall. 
Russsia's  one  big  opportunity  lies  In  our  pres- 
ent paper  dollar  with  no  tie  to  gold  because 
it  permits  dissipation  of  our  wealth  and  Is 
the  one  sure  means  of  creating  the  chaos  and 
disillusionment  certain  to  undermine  the 
capitalistic  system.  The  Issue  Is  far  broader 
even  than  its  benefit  to  the  EngllEh  Com- 
monwealth of  Nations,  which  with  tbelr  large 
gold  production  would,  of  course,  be  helped. 
Certainly,  the  price  of  gold  should  not  be 
raised  arbitrarily  as  long  as  It  lies  sterile  at 
Port  Knox  and  the  American  citizen  has  no 
call  on  it.  Obviously  this  would  be  only  a 
repetition  of  the  arbitrary  devaluation  of  the 
1933  to  1935  period.  But  a  free  gold  market 
would  help  the  English  nations  to  settle 
their  own  trade  balances  and  thus  stand  on 
their  own  feet.  Can  any  fair-minded  per- 
son contend  that  such  aid  in  solving  Eng- 
land's  problem  wouldn't  be  more  practical 
and  have  more  lasting  effect  than  our  pres- 
ent giveaway  program?  And.  remeraber.  this 
giveaway  program  Is  only  possible  because 
our  dollar  Is  being  continuously  depreciated 
Without  official  recognition.  Yes,  England 
would  benefit,  but  what  is  of  more  impor- 
tance, the  poor  forgotten  American  citizen 
would  be  the  greatest  beneficiary  of  all. 
Certainly  it  Is  not  of  his  own  choice,  nor  does 
he  realize  that  he  Is  having  his  substance 
taken  away  from  him  by  such  devious  and 
unscrupulous  methods. 

Possibly  It  might  be  in  order  to  add  here 
that  the  Issue  of  a  free  gold  market  is  far 
and  away  broader  than  the  vested  Interests 
Of  some  misguided  financial  groups  who  see  a 
continued  benefit  to  themselves  in  nyilntain- 
Ing  the  present  illusion  of  prosperitjr  with  a 
floating  dollar  as  the  apparent  standard  of 
value. 

Allowing  the  American  citizen  to  fcuy  gold 
freely  as  a  preliminary  step  to  a  return  to  a 
convertible  dollar  would  force  a  return  to 
sane  government  and  would  give  protection 
to  the  widows  and  pensioners,  to  institutions. 
and  to  the  little  fellow  who  is  having  such 
difllculty  meeting  his  monthly  bills.  These 
are  the  groups  which  some  profess  to  be  so 
worried  about  if  gold  Is  allowed  to  go  up,  or. 
In  other  words,  if  It  is  allowed  to  refiect  what 
has  already  been  taken  away  througli  depre- 
ciation of  the  dollar.  Is  It  not  better  to  face 
the  fact  that  a  capital  levey  of  some  $125 
billion  has  already  been  made  against  the 
Insurance  policies,  the  savings  accounts,  and 
the  savings  bonds  of  the  American  wage 
earner?  Or  Is  it  better  to  maintBin  the 
illusion  of  the  status  quo  and  run  the  grave 
risk  of  an  increasing  capital  levy  and  an  in- 
creasing tax  against  the  little  fellow  who  is 
even  now  having  such  a  hard  time  to  make 
ends  meet  because  of  the  declining  jjurchas- 
Ing  power  of  the  only  dollar  he  is  permitted 
to  have  according  to  law? 

One  individual  who  has  been  prominently 
before  the  public  eye  as  a  currency  authority. 
recently  came  out  with  the  astounding  ad- 
mission that  h(!  has  concluded  that  it  would 
not  be  wise  to  return  to  gold  coinage  because 
it  would  discloi-e  the  dishonesty  of  ovr  pres- 
ent dollar  valuation,  that  the  people  would 
be  better  off  not  to  know  the  truth,  since  it 
would  destroy  their  faith  In  their  govern- 
ment. Thte  is  the  deplorable  state  of  affairs 
which  we  have  been  led  into  by  those  who 
would  have  you  believe  that  a  paper  dollar 
with  no  tie  to  gold  can  be  a  standard  of  value. 


The  average  citizen  has  been  so  successftilly 
and  completely  insulated  from  gold  for  the 
last  20  years  that  he  Is  gullible,  and,  Judging 
from  the  great  hue  and  cry  which  goes  up 
every  time  a  higher  price  for  gold  is  men- 
tioned, it  is  not  intended  that  he  shall  learn 
the  simple  law  of  money,  that  gold  is  the 
only  dependable  standard,  except  through 
bitter  experience  and  until  it  is  too  late. 
Yes.  it  appears  that  gold  goes  up  In  price  but 
only  because  currencies  are  going  down  in 
value. 

TREE  COLO  MARKET  WrLL  STIMUX^TI  WOELO 
TKADE 

We  hear  many  lengthy  discussions  on  the 
reasons  for  the  world's  economic  Ills.  They 
always  end  up  with  the  restrictive  trade 
practices,  the  blo<:;ked  currencies,  the  in- 
ability to  convert  one  currency  Into  another. 
Numerous  remedies  are  suggested  to  correct 
such  Inequities  but  always  with  our  paper 
dollar  and  the  loan  of  our  gold  as  the  basis. 
The  International  Monetary  Fund  which  was 
set  in  motion  supposedly  In  an  attempt  to 
help  nations  with  unfavorable  trade  bal- 
ances to  bridge  the  "dollar  gap"  has  been 
about  as  successful  in  this  goal  as  have  our 
authorities  in  this  country  In  fighting  in- 
flation and  for  the  same  basic  reason,  namely. 
that  there  Is  no  disposition  to  get  at  the 
root  of  the  problem  which,  of  course.  In  both 
Irustances  Is  the  free  functioning  of  gold. 
Some  would  have  you  believe  that  dollar 
reserves  can  take  the  place  of  gold  as  did 
sterling  in  years  gone  by.  England  got  along 
with  small  eold  reserves  becauise  of  confi- 
dence in  the  pound  built  up  over  many  gen- 
erations of  scund  finance  and  fret  trade.  We 
still  have  much  to  learn  from  England  before 
our  dollar  can  be  in  like  manner  considered 
a  satisfactory  liquid  reserve  for  other  nations. 
This  is  true  because  our  restflctlve  trade 
policies  have  created  a  dollar  shortage.  It 
is  true  because  there  is  not  th«  confidence 
in  our  dollar,  and  never  will  b«  as  long  as 
it  is  not  tied  to  gold  internally  as  well  aa 
externally. 

The  world  Is  hobbling  along  today  doing 
Its  best  to  carry  on  three  times  as  much 
trade  as  before  the  war  with  monetary  stocks 
only  one-third  higher  than  before  the  war. 
Largely  because  the  United  States  has  dis- 
couraged the  production  of  gold  all  over  the 
world  by  its  gold  price-fixing  |>olicy,  what 
has  been  produced  has  gone  Incraaslngly  Into 
the  hands  of  hoarders.  These  moneywise 
people  know  that  its  ultimate  value  in  terms 
of  all  currencies  will  be  greatly  increased  by 
this  Induced  scarcity.  So  what  do  we  have? 
We  have  world  trade  stified  at  every  turn 
becau.se  currencies  are  held  at  artificial  lev- 
els, levels  in  which  there  Is  no  confidence. 
Nations  are  guided  more  by  the  necessity  of 
protecting  resserves  than  the  defirabllity  of 
facilitating  trade.  The  dollar,  of  course,  is 
blocked  at  an  artificial  level  for  a  less  admir- 
able reason  as  explained  above,  but  it  Is 
blocked  nevertheless  and  it  acts  as  a  road- 
block to  foreign  trade  except  as  we  give  it 
away. 

Now.  with  a  free  market  In  gold  and  the 
higher  price  which  would  naturally  result, 
a  normal  production  of  gold  would  be  re- 
sumed and  gold  would  gradually  come  out 
of  hiding  to  find  Its  way  Into  monetary 
channels  where  it  Is  so  sorely  needed  for 
currency  reserves.  Gold,  as  the  great  com- 
mon denominator  of  all  currencies,  is  the 
very  llfeblood  of  foreign  trade.  It  is  the 
only  medium  of  exchange  in  which  there 
is  universal  confidence  under  all  conditions. 
The  American-inspired  Internatlonl  Mone- 
tary Fund  was  doomed  to  failure  from  its 
very  inception,  in  tiiat  It  did  not  recognize 
the  importance  of  this  great  common  de- 
nominator to  establish  the  truth  about  the 
status  of  currencies.  But  those  v^ho  directed 
the  International  Monetary  Fund  appar- 
ently were  not  interested  In  the  truth. 
And  what  could  you  expect  from  an  organiza- 
tion which,  after  the  dislocations  of  a  great 
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war.  would  attempt  to  hold  the  currencies 
of  the  world  at  fixed  levels  to  each  other 
irrespective  of  internal  finances  and  export 
balances?  If  this  organization  had  set  out 
to  hinder  trade  it  would  hardly  have  done 
a  better  Job.  When  currencies  are  realistical- 
ly appraised  in  terms  ol  gold  and  gold  is  al- 
lowed to  function  fr<«Iy.  trade  becomes 
multilateral  and  worldwide.  Reciprocal 
trade  agreements,  and  agreements  between 
two  nations  with  artificial  currency  valua- 
tions, in  spite  of  Bubeidles  of  one  form  or 
another,  are  little  better  than  ancient  meth- 
ods of  barter.  The  evils  of  such  a  system 
are  most  glaringly  api)arent  where  export 
monopolies  exist.  A  case  in  point  is  the 
Brazilian  coffee  monopoly  where  we  pay  at 
the  official  exchange  rat-;  of  Siij  cents  for  the 
cruziero  when  the  free  market  rate  is  only 
2  cents. 

The  same  near-sight<>d  type  of  reasoning 
is  used  by  one  of  our  banking  institutions 
which  seems  to  be  working  hand  in  hand 
with  the  International  Monetary  Fund  to 
Justify  the  status  quo  We  are  told  that 
the  principal  gain  frori  a  higher  price  for 
gold  would  accrue  to  those  countries  which 
already  have  the  large  stocks  of  gold,  and  so 
the  nations  of  the  world  would  be  left  in 
the  same  relative  position  that  they  are  to- 
day. This,  of  course,  presupposes  that  we 
are  going  to  continue  to  hobble  along  as  at 
present  with  the  handicaps  of  blocked  paper 
currencies.  Any  action  which  restores  con- 
fidence in  a  currency  tends  to  bring  gold 
out  of  hoarding  in  that  country,  and  It  is  in 
the  very  countries  where  hoarding  Is  great- 
est that  gold  is  in  short  supply  for  mone- 
tary purposes. 

THE    INTERNATIONAL    MOKETART   rtTND   INADVEX- 
TENTLT    AOMrre    THX   TROTH 

But  even  the  Internal. onal  Monetary  Fund, 
conceived  as  it  was  under  rather  question- 
able circumstances,  and  with  a  record  of 
accompllshmenu  quite  evidently  conforming 
to  the  designs  of  its  chief  sponsors,  has 
finally  t>een  maneuver>>d  into  the  uncom- 
fortable position  of  admitting  a  very  real 
truth,  namely,  that  the  troubles  of  the  world 
are  due  fundamentally  to  the  failure  of  na- 
tions to  live  within  their  means.  This  is 
interesting,  coming  f rem  an  agency  Incu- 
bated In  the  new  era  pblloeophy,  based  upon 
the  theory  that  spend! ag  Is  more  desirable 
than  savings.  It  just  goes  to  show  that  the 
truth  will  finally  come  out,  no  matter  how 
we  try  to  avoid  It. 

Why  do  nations  continue  along  this  pre- 
carious path  of  not  living  within  their  means, 
with  their  citizens  tie  continual  losers 
through  depreciation  of  their  currencies? 
Primarily  because  currencies  are  not  inter- 
nally convertible  Into  gold  for  the  protection 
of  the  people.  Instead  of  leading  the  world 
out  of  the  wilderness  Ir.  this  respect,  we  are 
disregarding  the  lessons  of  history  and  fol- 
lowing the  footsteps  of  other  nations  who  are 
already  deep  in  the  mire.  Internal  conver- 
tibility of  the  dollar  U  rtudlously  avoided 
In  the  public  utterani:e8  of  most  of  our 
public  officials.  They  jvould  have  you  be- 
lieve that  they  will  re^fulate  the  supply  of 
money  to  maintain  a  dollar  of  constant 
purchasing  power.  Thr  Increasing  extrava- 
gances of  the  past  20  years  and  our  present 
predicament  are  an  Illuminating  montiment 
to  this  theory  of  monej   management. 

If  a  few  moneywise  ci.izens  can  voice  their 
disapproval  of  the  financial  practices  of  the 
Government  by  demanding  gold,  the  weak- 
ness of  those  policies  is  immediately  dis- 
played in  the  market  pljce,  and  Government 
extravagance  must  come  to  a  stop  to  main- 
tain gold  reserves.  This  is  a  weapon  in  the 
hands  of  an  intelligent  minority  of  the 
people.  It  serves  as  a  check  on  the  extrava- 
gances of  an  unscrupu.ous  government.  It 
serves  as  a  check,  therefore,  on  the  unwis- 
dom of  the  majority  v.'ho  busy  themselves 
with  their  own  immediate  interests  with 
little  thought  or  regard  for  the  future  of  the 
Nation. 


THX    0OU>    8TANDAKD    IS    NXCEBSAXT    KHI    TRI 
8T7IVIVAL  OF  OUX  STSTKIC  OF  OOVEXNMENT 

We  have  come  a  long  way  in  destroying 
the  form  of  government  which  made  this 
country  a  happy  and  secure  place  in  which 
to  live.  The  free  functioning  of  gold  and 
a  redeemable  currency  are  the  very  basis 
and  foundation  for  a  government  such  as 
was  devised  by  our  forefathers  to  make  sure 
that  the  Government  was  controlled  for  the 
benefit  and  protection  of  the  people,  and 
that  the  Government  did  not  enslave  the 
people  for  Its  own  benefit.  Their  miserable 
experiences  In  the  old  country  and  over  here, 
under  autocratic  rule,  caused  them  to  labor 
long  and  hard  to  guard  against  the  abuses 
which  are  bound  to  come  in  If  a  government 
Is  either  too  autocratic  or  too  democratic. 
In  this  they  were  exceedingly  farslghted.  in 
that  they  realized  a  majority  rule,  which 
stage  we  appear  to  have  reached  today,  can 
prove  as  disastrous  to  the  liberties  of  a  peo- 
ple as  an  autocratic  rule,  simply  because  the 
masses  can  be  swayed  at  the  whims  of  the 
unscrupulous.  They  proved  themselves  to 
be  real  statesmen  In  bringing  forth  as  near 
to  an  ideal  system  of  government  as  was 
ever  devised — one  of  checks  and  balances. 

The  three  departments:  the  executive  Ju- 
dicial, and  legislative,  were  created  as  sep- 
arate departments  of  government,  and  It 
was  never  Intended  that  one  was  to  en- 
croach upon  the  functions  of  the  other.  The 
Chief  Executive's  tenure  of  office  was  lim- 
ited to  two  4-year  terms  by  respected  tradi- 
tion. Supreme  Court  Justices  were  appoint- 
ed for  life  by  the  President.  Because  of  life 
appointment  and  because  no  one  President 
would  make  many  appointments  during  an 
B-year  term,  the  Justices  were  Insulated  from 
outside  influence  either  on  the  part  of  the 
Executive  or  the  electorate.  The  Senators 
of  the  Upper  House  ot  the  Legislature  were 
chosen  in  caucus  which  served  as  a  check 
upon  unwise  legislation  ol  the  Lower  House 
which  was  chosen  by   popular  vote. 

One  after  another  of  these  checks  and 
balances  have  been  removed.  A  recent  Presi- 
dent has  ruled  by  mandate;  he  broke  the 
two-term  tradition  and  was  thereby  able  to 
pack  the  Supreme  Court.  Congress,  with 
both  Houses  elected  by  popular  vote  since 
Theodore  Roosevelt's  time,  has  proved  sub- 
servient to  the  unwisdom  of  the  majority 
and/or  the  influence  of  an  Executive,  and 
turned  over  its  law-making  prerogatives  to 
various  bureaus.  It  has  yielded  its  power  to 
declare  war  to  the  whims  of  the  Executive, 
and  the  whims  of  the  masses,  which  can  be 
easily  swayed  by  those  who  rule. 

It  will  be  exceedingly  difficult  to  reverse 
the  above  trends  in  Government,  but  gold 
can  l>e  restored  to  Its  proper  function  and 
still  check  our  descent  Into  the  maelstrom  of 
financial  bankruptcy.  It  Is  to  be  hoped  that 
those  in  authority  at  Washington  will  have 
the  vision  to  recognize  this  while  an  orderly 
free  market  for  gold  can  l>e  inaugurated, 
rather  than  to  postpone  action  until  It  Is 
forced  up>on  them. 

The  new  era  "modern  n^oney"  experts  may 
think  they  have  pulled  down  the  curtain  on 
Gresham's  law  by  cleverly  burying  gold, 
but  this  age-old  law  is  Just  waiting  to 
operate  here,  as  elsewhere.  Bad  money 
still  tends  to  drive  good  money  out  of  circu- 
lation, one  way  or  another.  An  initial 
higher  price  for  gold  upon  opening  a  free 
gold  market  would  naturally  be  in  accord- 
ance with  this  law,  l>ecause  people  would  be 
disposing  of  bad  money  for  good  money  un- 
til reassured  that  paper  money  would  be 
made  good.  However,  if  've  choose  to  Ignore 
nature's  laws.  If  we  choose  to  continue  along 
ou.  present  course  and  deprive  the  Amer- 
ican people  of  the  right  to  bid  for  the  gold 
which  is  rightfully  theirs,  as  sure  as  night 
follows  day.  foreign  nations  will  finally  force 
the  issue  by  drawing  down  our  gold  in  pref- 
erence to  our  dollars. 

This  would  appear  to  be  underway  al- 
ready.    It  is  doubtful  whether  our  Govern- 


ment could  have  maintained  a  t35  price  for 
gold  in  recent  years  had  it  not  been  for  th« 
dire  situation  abroad,  the  weakness  of  for- 
eign currencies,  the  demand  for  doilars.  and 
the  inability  of  foreigners  to  establiah 
favorable  trade  balances  with  us.  But  the 
situation  abroad  is  changing.  Foreigners 
are  beginning  to  undersell  us.  If  the  pres- 
ent trend  continues,  it  will  not  be  long  be- 
fore our  imports  will  exceed  our  exports  ex- 
cept for  our  gifts  abroad.  It  takes  time 
for  these  trends  to  develop,  but  the  hand- 
writing is  on  the  waU. 

Otnt  DWINDUMG  GOLD 

Foreign  credit  balances  in  this  country, 
or  money  we  owe  to  foreigners,  have  In- 
creased from  es  billion  to  ^g  bUllon  during 
the  last  four  years.  And  remember, 
whereas  the  American  citizen  has  no  rights 
to  the  gold  which  is  hoarded  at  Fort  Knox. 
the  foreign  can  convert  his  dollars  Into 
this  gold  at  any  time.  Thla  he  haa  done 
to  the  extent  of  over  $1  billion  during  the 
last  year.  The  Fort  Knox  gold  now  stands 
at  approximately  $22  billion  or  down  about 
$2 '/J  billion  from  4  years  ago.  However, 
deducting  the  $9  billion  foreign  credit  bal- 
ances we  owe,  the  net  stands  at  only  $13 
billion  now  as  against  over  $19  billion  4  years 
ago.  It  should  also  be  kept  In  mind  that 
foreign  holdings  of  stocks  and  bonds  and 
other  assets  In  this  country  can  be  sold  and 
converted  into  gold,  which  may  prove  to  be 
an  additional  liability  one  of  these  days. 
and  at  an  Inopportune  time.  How  much 
lower  can  our  net  gold  stock  go  before  it  is 
realized  that  we  must  stop  fiooding  the  world 
with  paper  dollars?  How  much  lower  can  It 
go  before  we  realize  the  urgency  of  encour- 
aging gold  production  by  raising  the  price, 
or  creating  a  free  market  for  gold?  The  wel- 
fare of  our  Nation  Is  in  Jeopardy. 

There  are  some  natural  laws,  such  as  the 
law  of  gravity,  which  we  obey  instinctively 
and  without  question  in  order  to  survive. 
There  are  others  which  do  not  limit  our 
activities  so  obviously,  but  which,  in  the 
end,  we  must  respect  if  we  are  to  survive. 
This  is  true  of  the  law  of  supply  and  de- 
mand; It  Is  true  of  moral  law;  and,  inci- 
dentally, the  two  are  more  intimately  con- 
nected than  we  are  accustomed  to  think. 
Organized  society  can  carry  on  and  disregard 
these  laws  for  a  time  with  seeming  immu- 
nity, then  creeping  paralysis  sets  in;  and 
finally  complete  confusion.  So  a  nation 
must  in  the  end  conform  if  it  is  to  siu'vtve, 

A  free  market  for  gold  is  the  first  essential 
of  a  free  economy.  A  return  to  the  gold 
standard  is  the  second  essential.  The  price 
structure  or  the  cost  of  living  will  never 
be  stabilized  as  long  as  there  is  doubt  and 
confusion  about  the  value  of  the  dollar  as 
a  unit  of  measure.  The  recent  hasty  retreat 
from  a  feeble  attempt  to  allow  interest  rates 
to  seek  their  own  level,  and  the  return  to 
artificial  Government  bond  prices,  are  fore- 
runners of  a  return  to  complete  Government 
price  control  to  paralyze  our  whole  economy. 

Circumstance  and  natxiral  law  have  en- 
dowed our  Nation  with  a  p;old  stock  which 
is  the  envy  of  the  entire  world.  If  we  are 
not  adept  enough  to  realize  that  the  effi- 
cient UBS  of  gold  will  rejuvenate  our  whole 
economy,  there  are  those  outside  our  coun- 
try who  do  know  and  respect  this  power 
conferred  by  nature.  •  They  are  Just  waiting 
for  the  opportunity  to  make  use  of  it. 

In  gold  there  is  enormous  power  for  good. 
Like  the  sins  of  an  individual,  the  sins  of 
a  nation  and  the  problems  inherited  as  an 
aftermath  of  those  sins,  will  be  most  readily 
dissolved  by  the  simple  moral  approach. 
There  can  t>e  no  substitute  for  honesty. 
There  can  be  no  confidence  in  the  futxire 
until  we  return  to  honesty  in  Government. 
A  free  market  for  gold  in  this  country  will 
compel  the  Government  to  be  honest  with 
Its  people,  and  will  prevent  their  eventual 
enslavement  by  those  who  are  unprincipled. 
It  will  restore  order  out  of  the  present 
chaotic   currency   situation,   both   here   and 
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sbvowl.  Xt  will  remore  the  greatest  single 
otagtade  to  •  healUiy  uid  aound  f  oreigii  trade 
the  world  over,  and,  therefore,  go  a  long 
mif  toward  prerentlng  a  disastrous  defla- 
tionary eplrel. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
further  morning  business? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  aft- 
er a  discussion  with  the  majority  leader 
I  desire  at  this  time,  with  his  approval, 
to  call  up  the  concurrence  matters 
which  are  on  the  desk. 

The  PRESEDINO  OFFICER.  Would 
the  Senator  wait  until  the  unfinished 
business  is  laid  before  the  Senate? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Maktin]  had  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  morning  business  was 
completed  he  could  proceed  for  a  few 
minutes.  After  he  has  addressed  the 
Senate.  I  shall  have  no  objection  to  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  calling  up  the  mo- 
tion to  concur  to  which  he  has  referred. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
morning  business  Is  concluded.  The 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  is  recog- 
nized. 


FREEDOM  AND  INDEPENDENCE  FOR 
CYPRUS 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Bfr.  President.  I  ask 
the  brief  indulgence  of  the  Senate  to  di- 
rect the  attention  of  my  colleagues  to 
the  aspirations  of  the  people  of  the  is- 
land of  Cyprus  for  freedom  and  inde- 
pendence. 

On  Aujgrust  21  representatives  of  the 
Greek  Government  will  place  the  Cypnis 
issue  before  the  United  Nations.  The 
proposal  will  be  that  Cyprus,  historically 
and  ethnically  a  Greek  island  since  1400 
B.  C.  be  given  the  rights  of  self-determi- 
nation and  union  with  the  Greek  main- 
land. 

The  island  of  Cyprus  is  the  third 
largest  island  in  the  Mediterranean. 
Furthermore,  it  is  the  most  intensively 
cultivated  area  in  the  Middle  East. 

This  Island  has  been  ruled  by  Great 
Britain  since  Disraeli  made  his  agree- 
ment with  the  Sultan  of  Tm-key  in  1878, 
In  order  to  insure  British  neutrality  in 
the  war  between  Riissia  and  Turkey. 
British  rule  came  about  through  a  set 
of  unusual  circumstances  designed  to 
meet  a  then  existing  situation.  That 
situation  no  longer  exists  today.  In 
fact.  Mr.  President,  it  is  as  outmoded  as 
a  model  T  Ford. 

Cyprus  is  Hellenic.  Its  entire  history 
establishes  that  fact.  Its  population 
was  predominantly  Greek  in  both  speech 
and  thought  when  the  Turks  agreed  to 
its  occupation  by  the  British  in  1878,  and 
It  still  is.    More  than  82  percent  of  the 

population  of  500.000  today  maintains 
the  culture  of  the  Greeks.  They  owe 
their  religious  allegiance,  furthermore, 
to  the  Greek  Orthodox  Church. 

Actually.  Cyprus  became  a  British 
colony  in  1914.  It  was  offered  1  year 
later  to  Greece  if  the  Greeks  would  then 
Join  the  Allies  in  World  War  I.  Greece 
could  not  comply  with  the  British  re- 
quest at  that  time.  In  1917  the  Greeks 
joined  the  AlUes  and  fought  against  Tur- 


key and  other  central  powers.  Mean- 
whfle,  however,  the  British  offer  had 
lapsed.  The  island  of  Cyprus,  conse- 
quently, has  remained  under  British  con- 
trol since  that  time. 

I  grant,  Mr.  President,  that  the  Brit- 
ish face  a  difficult  problem  in  dealing 
with  the  issue  relating  to  the  island  of 
C3T>rus.  But  I  submit  that  its  people 
should  not  and  must  not  be  compelled, 
against  their  wishes,  to  continue  to  live 
under  a  British  protectorate  to  the  end 
of  time. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  yieW? 

Mr.  MARTIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  de- 
lighted to  join  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania in  this  matter.  In  fact,  some 
days  ago  I  made  a  speech  on  exactly 
the  same  thesis.  One  of  the  British 
aUbis  for  desiring  to  maintain  Cyprus 
under  the  British  flag  is  that  they  need 
it  for  a  naval  base.  I  ask  the  Senator 
this  question :  Is  it  not  true  that  the  peo- 
ple of  Cyprus,  and  the  officials  of  Cypriis 
as  well  as  the  oflBcials  of  Greece,  have 
assured  Great  Britain  that  she  can  enter 
into  satisfactory  arrangements  for  the 
maintenance  of  a  British  naval  base,  but 
the  maintenance  of  a  British  naval  base 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  right  of  the 
people  to  be  free  from  British  domina- 
tion? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  The  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon is  absolutely  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  commend  a»d  con- 
gratulate the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
for  the  position  he  has  taken  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  in  furtherance  of  the  de- 
fense of  human  freedom  and  the  appli- 
cation of  the  principles  of  the  United 
Nations  Charter. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  wish  to  thank  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.  It  is  merely  a 
matter  of  maintaining  the  principle  of 
government  by  consent  of  the  governed. 
That  is  the  great  principle  which  should 
be  upheld  throughout  the  world.  If  it 
were  upheld  there  would  not  be  the 
trouble  which  is  confronting  the  world 
today. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  am  glad  to  yield,  but 
I  am  infringing  on  the  time  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  shall  make  my 
comment  very  brief.  I  wish  to  say  that 
I  made  a  statement  recently,  in  connec- 
tion with  a  number  of  officials  of  the 
State  of  Utah,  in  support  of  the  position 
which  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
has  just  taken.  I  join  with  hijn.  and 
should  like  to  be  associated  with  what 
he  is  saying  aJxJut  the  question. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Utah  very  much. 

Mr.  President,  in  order  that  I  may 
stay  within  my  limit  of  6  minutes,  or 
less,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
remainder  of  my  statement  be  inserted 
in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  remain- 
der of  Mr.  Martin's  statement  was  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

The  people  of  Cyprus  have  been  oiir  allies 
and  the  allies  of  Britain  In  two  world  wars. 
A  regiment  of  Cyprians  was  among  the  first 


units  to  reach  France  In  World  War  II.  Cyp- 
rians have  fought  for  the  caute  of  liberty 
and  Bclf-determlnatlon  throughout  history 
and  have  suffered  In  the  caiise  of  freedom. 
Just  as  we  Americans  have.  I  feel,  and  I  am 
sure  my  colleagues  will  agree,  that  they  de- 
serve and  should  have  the  right  of  aelf -de- 
termination and  freedom. 

In  1950  a  plebiscite  was  held  in  Cypnis. 
Nlnty-slx  percent  of  the  voters  favored  a 
union  of  c5yprus  with  Greece.  The  remain- 
ing 4  percent,  consisting  of  government  offl- 
clals,  did  abstain  because  thay  were  not 
allowed  by  the  government  to  vote.  That 
vote  established.  Mr.  President,  that  the  es- 
sential character  of  the  popuUtlon  of  the 
Island  of  Cyprus  has  not  changed  from  his- 
toric  times   down   to  the  present. 

I  recognize  the  fact  that  only  recently  the 
Churchill  government  offered  to  the  Cyp- 
rians a  new  constitution  making  some  con- 
cessions. However.  It  was  a  constitution 
that  would  deny  them  the  right  to  unite  with 
Greece.  Instead,  It  would  give  them  only  an 
extremely  limited  form  of  self-rule. 

The  constitution  would  provide  a  legisla- 
ture of  which  only  a  minority  would  be 
elected,  the  majority  being  oomposed  of 
colonial  officials  and  the  governor's  appoint- 
ees. Unlike  most  constitutions,  this  one 
wa.s  dr*wn  without  consulting  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Cyprus. 

Such  a  constitution  was  rejected  by  the 
Cyprians  In  1948.  and  It  has  been  rejected 
again  today. 

In  conclusion,  I  reiterate  that  the  cause 
of  freedom-loving  people  everjnirhere  would 
be  advanced  If  the  people  of  Csrpriis,  with 
more  than  2.500  years  of  Greelc  cultvire  and 
civilization,  were  given  the  right  to  deter- 
mine their  own  destiny. 
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MEETING      OP      INTERPARLIAMEN- 
TARY UNION 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  on  July 
27.  I  received  a  letter  from  the  Secretary 
of  State  suggesting,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  I  had  been  designated  aa  one  of  the 
representatives  of  this  government  be- 
fore the  Interparliamentary  Union,  that 
I  do  some  work  in  Europe  in  relation  to 
several  matters  which  he  set  forth.  I 
had  anticipated  leaving  on  August  2. 
Two  weeks  have  gone  by  since  that  time. 
This  morning  I  read  in  the  New  York 
Times  an  article  entitled  "Prance  at  the 
Crossroads."  We  are  told  that  in  the 
next  2  weeks  we  shall  know  whether  or 
not  Prance  will  come  in  under  the  EDC. 

Mendes -France  has  made  a  number  of 
suggestions  in  the  nature  of  amend- 
ments, and  it  is  impossible  to  underesti- 
mate at  this  time  tlieir  significance.  The 
editorial  to  which  I  have  referred  brings 
out  the  fact  that  Europe  is  at  the  cross- 
roads. It  has  been  at  the  crossroads  for 
some  time;  in  fact,  the  whole  world  had 
been  at  the  crossroads. 

With  reference  to  what  will  happen 
within  the  next  few  months,  there  are 
several  articles  in  the  August  Reader's 
Digest  which  I  hope  all  Senators  read. 
One  suggests  how  to  handle  the  Chinese 
situation.  Another  suggest*  how  to 
handle  the  world  situation  in  relation  to 
nations  getting  better  acquainted  with 
each  other  and  engaging  in  economic 
trade,  and  so  forth. 

This  particular  editorial,  entitled 
"Prance  at  the  Crossroads,"  is,  I  think, 
really  worthwhile  reading.  Therefore,  I 
ask  unanimous  coasent  to  have  it  printed 
at  this  point  In  the  Record. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rccoro, 
as  follows: 

Fkancx  at  Tm  CaossaoADs 

Under  the  leadership  of  her  dynamic  Pre- 
mier. Prance  Is  at  last  approaching  a  rendez- 
vous with  history  the  results  of  which  will 
go  far  in  determining  the  future  shape  of 
Europe,  the  strength  of  Western  defense 
against  Communist  Imperialism,  and  the 
outcome  of  the  whole  :old  war.  All  these 
Issues  are  tied  up  with  the  fate  of  the  Euro- 
pean Defense  Community,  on  which  Premier 
Mendes-Prance  Is  now  forcing  a  showdown 
with  the  French  Parliament,  with  Prance's 
allies  and  with  her  prospective  partners  In 
the  Community  Itself;  In  pcu^lcular,  Ger- 
many. 

In  this  move,  the  most  important  and  dra- 
matic he  has  made  thus  far,  M.  Mendes- 
France  has  announced  his  acceptance  of  two 
fundamental  propositions.  One  Is  that  Ger- 
many cannot  remain  Indefinitely  without 
national  defense,  and  that  the  question  con- 
fronting France  Is.  therefore,  not  whether 
Germany  shall  be  permitted  to  rearm,  but 
whether  she  shall  rearm  under  Allied  control 
and  French  surveillance,  or  without  such 
control.  The  other  is  that  what  he  called 
French  "shlUy-shallylnf  on  this  question, 
now  going  on  for  years,  has  raised  doubts  as 
to  Prance's  good  faith  and  must  not  be  pro- 
longed. 

On  both  these  propc>.sltionB  M.  Mendes- 
France  Is  assured  of  full  Allied  agreement. 
There  Is  no  reason  to  doubt  his  own  good 
faith.  But  In  seeking  to  overcome  domestic 
opposition  to  the  project,  led  by  a  strange 
combination  of  Communists  and  de  Gaulllst 
nationalists,  he  propose);  such  sweeping  res- 
ervations to  the  pending  treaty  as  to  cause 
alarm  and  dismay  amoi.g  France's  partners. 
According  to  prellmlnan-  reports  these  reser- 
v.itions  are  all  In  the  direction  of  emasculat- 
ing the  treaty  of  Its  supranational  and  fed- 
erative elements,  designed  to  promote  further 
European  unification  which  Is  the  goal  of 
American  policy  and  Is  regarded  as  an  essen- 
tial condition  for  Europe 's  survival.  Instead 
they  would  convert  the  proposed  Community 
Into  something  between  a  mere  coalition  of 
states  and  a  loose  confederation  which  would 
safeguard  French  soverelj^nty  and  would  per- 
mit a  limited  enllstnoent  of  German  man- 
power Into  a  limited  European  army,  the 
existence  of  which  woulc  further  depend  on 
American  and  British  defense  policies  and 
perhaps  even  on  the  Soviet  attitude  toward 
an  acceptable  European  eettlement. 

Whether  the  full  text  of  the  French  reser- 
vations really  Involves  such  a  fundamental 
change  In  the  whole  Defense  Community 
project  will  require  further  study.  The  first 
test  for  the  new  plan  will  come  at  a  meeting 
of  the  prospective  Defend  Community  part- 
ners at  Brussels  starting  Thursday — If  that 
meeting  Is  held  at  all.  There  Is  stlU  the 
possibility  that  M.  Mendte-Prance  has  ad- 
vanced his  reservations  In  a  complicated  do- 
mestic maneuver  to  persuade  opponents  of 
the  treaty  tha'  such  a  change  Is  Impossible, 
and  that  the  reservations  themselves  are  sub- 
ject to  modification.  But  whatever  the  sit- 
uation, there  are  some  basic  considerations 
which  should  be  kept  In  mind. 

It  Is  Impossible  to  underestimate  the  ago- 
nizing sacrifice  France  Ie  asked  to  make  in 
surrendering  sovereignty  over  the  larger  part 
of  her  defense  forces  and  merging  herself  Into 
an  International  community  that  Includes 
her  tradltonal  enemy.  And  If  the  first  French 
Premier  wilUng  to  bring  this  question  to  a 
decision  feels  It  necessary  to  ask  for  conces- 
sion to  French  sensibilities,  he  la  entitled  to 
a  sympathetic  hearing.  Furthermore,  some 
kind  of  E^iropean  Defense  Community, 
•which  will  In  any  case  have  to  be  perfected 
on  the  basis  of  trial  and  error.  Is  better  than 
none  at  all,  and  If  Europe  must  go  through 
the    frtistratlons    ol    confederation    before 


reaching  a  more  perfect  imlon  It  will  merely 
repeat  the  history  of  other  federations.  But 
In  that  case  It  would  be  better  to  define  the 
exact  nature  of  the  confederation  Instead  of 
leaving  the  shell  of  a  federation  and  then 
hamstringing  Its  operations  In  such  a  way 
as  to  doom  It  to  failure  and  thereby  discredit 
the  whole  Idea  of  union.  And  to  make  the 
whole  project  merely  a  pawn  for  a  deal  with 
the  Soviets,  as  some  suggest,  would  be  a 
mockery  of  free  Europe's  best  aspirations. 

Europe  Is  at  the  crossroad  and  France  must 
point  the  way.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  she 
will  choose  the  right  way.  For  the  alterna- 
tive to  the  European  Defense  Community  Is 
not  only  an  essentially  uncontrolled  German 
national  army  but  also  a  revival  of  West 
European  rivalries  which  would  gravely  af- 
fect both  the  North  Atlantic  Alliance  and 
Western  defense.  Only  the  Communists 
could  profit  from  such  a  development. 

TRADE EXraOPKAN  COtJNTRIES   WTTH   COMMUNIST 

COUNTEIES.  INCLUDING   RUSSIA   AND   CHINA 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  wish  to  ask  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Wisconsin,  who 
has  a  very  responsible  position  as  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, if  the  crossroads  to  which  he  re- 
fers, on  which  E^irope  is  standing,  ex- 
tends to  Moscow  and  Peiping. 

I  have  noticed  that  the  representatives 
of  a  very  strong  party  in  England  have 
been  spending  considerable  time  recent- 
ly at  the  Kremlin  in  Moscow  with  Ma- 
lenkov,  drinking  toasts  to  the  Queen. 

I  have  also  noticed  that  the  same  rep- 
resentatives of  this  powerful  force  in  the 
Government  of  England  and  the  ster- 
ling-bloc countries  proceeded  from  Mos- 
cow to  Peiping,  China,  and  are  in  confer- 
ence with  the  Communist  leaders  of 
China  for  the  same  purpose — that  of  fur- 
ther trade  agreements  with  Russia  and 
Commimist  China. 

Prom  Peiping  it  is  reported  that  rep- 
resentatives of  the  Chinese  Red  Govern- 
ment are  going  to  Prance,  England,  and 
other  nations  of  Europe  to  further  trade 
relations. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
think  that  would  have  any  effect  on  the 
European  countries  and  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  do  not  believe  I  under- 
stood the  Senator's  question.  Will  he 
state  very  briefly  what  he  wanted  me  to 
aiiswer? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  shall  make  it  as  brief 
as  I  can.  Does  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  believe  that  the  rep- 
resentatives of  the  British  Empire, 
spending  their  time  in  arranging  trade 
agreements  with  Russia  and  Communist 
Peking,  including  their  satelUtes  would 
have  an  effect  on  this  crossroads  balance 
which  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  has  described? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  sure  the  Senator's 
question  is  not  exactly  comprehensible 
at  this  time,  at  least  to  me,  but  I  shall 
try  to  tell  him  what  I  had  intended  say- 
ing— that  if  the  distinguished  Senator 
will  read  this  first  article,  in  the  August 
Reader's  Digest. 

Mr.  MALOI4E.    I  have  read  it. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  think  he  will  get  some 
light  on  why  the  British  and  other  na- 
tions are  attempting  to  enter  into  busi- 
ness relations  in  order  to  bring  about  the 


philosophy  of  coexistence.  I  do  not  know 
whether  coexistence  will  work,  but  I  do 

know  that  there  is  some  Justification  for 
these  people  attempting  to  find  a  solu- 
tion, which  we  have  been  attempting  to 
find  and  the  world  has  been  attempting 
to  find  since  the  shooting  in  the  last  war 
stopped.     I  know  that  all  of  Europe  Is 

tremendously  affected 

The      PRESIDING     OFFICER      (Mr. 

Paynk  in  the  chair).  The  2  minutes 
have  expired. 

Mr.  WILEY.  May  I  have  another  2 
minutes  to  try  to  elucidate  this  problem? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?    The  Chair  hears  none. 

Mr.  WILEY.  All  of  Europe  is  tremen- 
dously affected  by  what  we  caU  the  bomb 
situation.  We  know  that  Britain,  France, 
and  the  other  countries  are  very  close 
to  Russia.  Russia  has  the  A-bomb  and 
the  H-bomb.  If  the  Senator  will  talk  to 
some  of  our  ambassadors  and  others  who 
have  been  over  there,  he  will  find  that 
the  people  of  Europ>e  are  really  scared  of 
what  would  happen  to  them  in  case  war 
started.  We  cannot  discoimt  that  fear. 
We  have  to  recognize  that  we  are  facing 
a  situation  in  the  world  which  some  of 
the  clergy  think  has  only  one  solution, 
and  that  is  through  prayer  and  through 
seeking  to  imderstand  each  other's  po- 
sition. I,  for  one,  feel  that  what  we  have 
to  do  is  to  be  so  strong  militarily  and  so 
strong,  let  us  say,  in  tnring  to  imder- 
stand the  other  fellow's  position  ttiat 
we  can  penetrate  not  what  we  call  the 
Iron  Curtain,  but  the  minds  of  the  180 
million  Russians,  who  are  fine  people 
just  like  ourselves.  I  am  not  talkiner 
about  the  leaders  of  the  Kremlin.  I  am 
talking  about  the  common  people  of  the 
world  who  need  to  be  impacted  by  the 
right  ideas  so  that  understanding  and 
wisdom  will  prevail — so  we  can  find  the 
right  answer.  I  am  sure  closmg  our 
minds  to  the  facts  is  no  solution.  And 
separating  our  aUies  from  us  ia  no  an- 
swer. 

I  do  not  know  whether  we  are  wlae 
enough  to  find  the  answer  or  whether 
we  are  going  to  bring  upon  ourselves  an- 
other holocaust.  If  we  do,  then,  of 
course  we  know  what  the  bomb  can  do. 
and  we  know  what  damage  can  be  done 
to  our  beloved  country  and  to  other 
countries. 

In  unity  there  is  strength.  The  Sen- 
ator's suggestion  does  not  make  for 
unity.    He  has  no  solution. 

The  question  is  can  we  find  the  way? 
Others  are  trying  to  find  a  way.  We 
shall  learn,  I  presume  m  the  course  of  a 
few  weeks  or  months,  whether  or  not 
this  journey  into  Russia  and  into  China 
by  representatives  of  Britain  will  pro- 
duce constructive  results. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  ad- 
ditional 2  minutes  have  expired. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Is  there  any  Senator 
having  time  who  will  srield  1  minute  to 
the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena- 
tor is  entitled  to  2  minutes  under  the 
morning  hour.  I  assume  the  Chair  will 
recognize  him. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  Uke  to  point  out  that  this  is  not 
a  new  or  unusual  situation. 
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m  1M8  aod  1949.  when  the  UarshalL 
plan,  the  forerunner  of  EGA.  Mutual  Se- 
curllar  and  POA  was  first  proposed,  the 
17  nations  of  Europe  were  making  the 
same  trade  agreements  with  Russia, 
with  the  Iron  Curtain  countries,  that 
they  are  arranging  to  promote  and  to 
accelerate  now. 

In  1949.  the  junior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vadF  put  96  such  trade  treaties  in  the 
RicoKD,  showing  that  in  the  trade  trea- 
ties these  nations  were  guaranteeing  to 
furnish  engines,  tool  steel,  ball  bearings. 
electric  material  and  everything  they 
needed  to  make  war  on  us. 

As  has  been  said  by  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor frran  Nevada  on  the  floor  many 
times,  there  is  no  question  that  the  tax- 
payers, the  fathers  of  the  boys  who  went 
to  Korea,  furnished  75  percent  of  the 
material,  or  the  money  to  pay  for  It, 
which  killed  and  woimded  those  boys. 

Then  what  is  the  real  subject?  They 
are  in  Moscow  and  Peiping  arranging 
for  additional  trade  agreements  to  fiu*- 
nish  materials  needed  by  the  Communist 
countries  to  prepare  for  war  with  us. 
We,  of  course,  cannot  prevent  such  trade 
agreements  being  made,  but  we  do  not 
need  to  finance  It. 

Only  Saturday,  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  passed  a  bill  for  an  additional  $3 
billion,  or  nearly  so.  added  to  the  $9  bil- 
lion already  In  the  hands  of  the  FOA  to 
continue  to  send  materials  to  Europe 
and  to  finance  further  manufactiure  of 
such  materials. 

How  stupid  can  we  get? 

Mr.  President,  have  we  reached  the 
pohit  so  that  we  dare  not  stop  financing 
our  potential  enemies? 

Mr.  President,  until  we  have  an  un- 
derstanding with  our  so-called  aUles, 
that  they  will  not  furnish  this  material 
to  our  potential  enemies,  the  jtuilor  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  thinks  we  are  making 
the  grayest  mistake  of  our  existence  to 
continue  such  financing.  An  amend- 
ment that  the  junior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada offered  and  lost  on  the  Senate  floor. 
to  the  bill  passed  Saturday,  woiild  have 
I^revented  sending  the  material  to  any 
nation  which  was  trading  with  IJie  so- 
caUed  enemy  or  the  potential  enemy. 

Both  England  and  France  have  indi- 
Tidual  mutual  security  or  nonaggression 
pacts  with  Russia  in  good  standing  pro- 
viding for  the  very  tilings  that  these  na- 
tions are  now  doing — assisting  each 
other  economically. 

These  mutual  security  pacts  contain 
the  samj  pledge  of  loyalty  and  coopera- 
tion as  is  contained  in  the  Atlantic  pact 
which  they  signed  with  this  Nation. 


CITATION  OF  ALBERT  SHADOWTTZ 
FOR  CONTEMPT  OP  THE  SENATE 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  further  morning  business,  the 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  unfin- 
ished business. 

'me  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  280)  to  cite 
Albert  Shadowitz  for  contempt  of  the 
Senate. 


OP 


PROGRAM    FOR    TODAY— CALL 
THE  CALENDER 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  will  permit  me 


to  make  a  brief  announcement  as  to  the 
prc^rram.  I  wish  to  say  that  after  we  have 
taken  up  some  matters  in  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  is  interested,  and  there 
may  also  be  some  other  matters  at  the 
desk  to  be  considered,  I  shall  a^  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  a  call  of  the  cal- 
endar, beginning  with  Calendar  No.  2395. 
which  is  where  the  last  call  of  the  cal- 
endar ended,  and  continuing  so  far  as 
reports  are  available,  but  not  beyond 
Calendar  No.  2519. 

When  the  call  of  the  calendar  has  been 
concluded,  it  is  proposed  to  talae  up  the 
three  resolutions  citing  certain  persons 
for  contempt,  namely.  Senate  Resolution 
280.  Senate  Resolution  282,  and  Senate 
Resolution  281.  There  may  be  also  some 
other  minor  matters  to  be  considered  at 
that  time.  Then  it  is  expected  to  re- 
turn to  the  beginning  of  the  calendar. 
Calendar  No.  19.  8.  242.  and  continuing 
through  Calendar  No.  2392.  S.  2fi. 

The  two  calendar  committees,  depend- 
ing on  the  nimiber  of  bills  which  will  be 
passed  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar,  may 
desire  to  have  the  intervening  time  to 
reorganize  themselves,  as  they  did  at  the 
time  of  the  last  call  of  the  calendar. 
However,  that  matter  can  be  discussed  a 
little  later.  I  simply  desired  to  have  the 
Senate  advised.  ■ 

ESTATE  OF  CARLOS  M.  COCHRAN 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
820)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Car- 
los M.  Cochran,  which  was,  on  page  2. 
lines  3  and  4,  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  a  private 
claim  bill,  Involving  the  amount  of  $5.- 
000.  The  House  amendment  simply 
eliminates  all  attorneys'  fees  in  connec- 
tion with  this  claim. 

This  is  in  line  with  the  policy  adopted 
by  the  Senate  this  year.  I  therefore 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendment  to  the  bill  S.  820. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


EXTENSION  OP  DETENTION  BENE- 
FITS TO  EI-IPLOYEES  OF  CERTAIN 
CONTRACTORS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
(S.  541)  to  extend  detention  benefits  un- 
der the  War  Claims  A:t  of  1948  to  em- 
ployees of  contractors  with  the  United 
States,  which  were  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That  this  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "War 
Claims  Act  Amendments  of  1954."     l 

TTTIX    I  I 

See.  101.  (a)  Clatise  (2)  of  subsection  (a) 
of  section  5  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948 
as  amended  (50  App.  U.  6.  C,  sec.  1004).  is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  out  "(A)  a  per- 
son within  the  purview  of  the  act  entitled 
'An  act  to  provide  compensation  for  em- 
ployees of  the  United  States  suffering  inju- 
ries while  In  the  performance  of  their  duties. 
and  for  other  purposes',  approved  Beptem- 
ber  7,  1916,  as  amended,  and  as  extended;  or 
(B)  a  person  within  the  purview  of  the  act 
entitled  'An  act  to  provide  benefits  for  the 
injury,  disability,  death,  or  enemy  ditentlon 


of  employees  of  contractors  with  the  United 
States,  and  for  ether  purposes'  approved 
December  2,  1942,  as  amended;  or  (C)  a  per- 
son within  the  purview  of  the  Missing  Per- 
sons Act  of  March  7,  1942  (56  Btat.  143),  as 
amended;  or  (D)." 

(b)  Paragraph  (3)  of  subsactlon  (f)  of 
such  section  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"(3)  The  following  provision^  of  such  act 
of  December  2.  1942.  as  amended,  shall  not 
apply  in  the  case  of  such  civilian  American 
citizens:  The  last  sentence  of  section  101  (a), 
section  101  (b).  section  101  (d).  section  104^ 
and  section  105." 

(c)  Such  subsection  (f)  Is  hereby  further 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  paragraphs: 

"(10)  No  benefits  provided  by  this  sub- 
section for  Injury,  disability,  or  death  shall 
accrue  to  any  person  who.  without  regard  to 
this  subsection,  is  entitled  to  or  has  received 
benefits  for  the  same  Injury,  disability,  or 
death  under  such  act  of  December  2.  1942, 
as  amended. 

"(11)  No  benefits  provided  by  this  sub- 
section shall  accrue  to  any  person  to  whom 
benefits  have  been  paid,  or  are  payable,  un- 
der the  Federal  Employees'  Oompensatlon 
Act.  or  any  extension  thereof,  by  reason  of 
disability  or  death  of  an  empQoyee  of  the 
United  States  suffered  after  capture,  deten- 
tion, or  other  restraint  by  an  onemy  of  the 
United  States,  when  such  disability  or  desth 
Is  deemed,  in  the  a^lmlntstratloii  of  the  Fed- 
eral Employees'  Compensation  Act.  to  have 
resulted  from  Injury  occurring  while  In  the 
performance  of  duty,  under  subsection  (b) 
of  section  5  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  "An  aat  to  provide 
compensation  for  employees  of  the  United 
States  suffering  injuries  while  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  duties,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," as  eunended'.  approved  July  28.  1945, 
as  amended." 

(d)  The  second  proviso  of  subsection  (b) 
of  section  5  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide 
compensation  for  employees  of  the  United 
States  suffering  injuries  while  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  duties,  and  far  other  pur- 
poses', as  amended",  approved  July  28.  1945, 
Is  hereby  amended  by  inserting  immediately 
after  "gratuity  from  the  United  States"  the 
following:  "(other  than  detention  benefits 
under  section  5  of  the  War  CJalms  Act  of 
1948)". 

(e)  (1)  Individuals  entitled  to  benefits 
under  subsections  (b).  (c).  or  («)  of  section 
5  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  as  amended. 
solely  by  reason  of  the  amendments  made 
by  this  act.  must  file  claim  therefor  within 
1  year  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act. 

(2)  The  time  limitations  applicable  to  the 
filing  of  claims  for  benefits  extended  and 
made  applicable  to  any  individual  by  sub- 
section (f)  of  such  section  5  shall  not  begin 
to  run  until  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act  with  respect  to  any  Indlvlflual  who  Is 
entitled  to  such  benefits  solely  by  reason  of 
the  amendments  made  by  this  act.  This 
paragraph  shall  not  be  construed  to  affect 
the  right  of  any  individual  to  receive  such 
benefits  with  respect  to  any  period  prior  to 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

Sec.  102.  (a)  (1)  Subsection  (<J)  of  section 
5  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  Ss  amended: 
subsection  (c)  of  section  6  of  such  act;  and 
paragraph  (4)  of  subsection  (d)  of  such  sec- 
tion 6,  are  each  hereby  amended  by  striking 
out  "dependent"  each  time  It  occurs. 

(2)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  $  of  the  War 
Claims  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  Is  amended 
by  striking  out  "and  "  at  the  end  of  clause 
(2),  striking  out  the  period  at  the  end  of 
clause  (3)  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof:  "; 
and",  and  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  clause: 

"(4)  Parents  (in  equal  shares)  U  there  la 
no  husband,  or  child." 


195i 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECX)RD  —  SENATE 


(b)  The  amendments  made  by  this  section 
shall  not  apply  with  respect  to  benefits  paid 
prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

(c)  Individuals  entitled  to  benefits  solely 
by  reason  of  the  amendments  made  by  this 
section  must  file  claim  therefor  within  1 
year  after  the  date  of  emictment  of  this  act. 

Sec.  103.  The  War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  as 
amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"Sec.  15.  (a)  The  Commission  is  author- 
ized to  receive  and  to  dttermlne,  according 
to  law.  the  amount  and  validity,  and  pro- 
vide for  the  payment  of  any  claim  for  com- 
pensation filed  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  in- 
dividual who.  being  then  an  American  citi- 
zen, served  In  the  mlUtery  or  naval  forces 
cif  any  government  allle<l  with  the  United 
States  during  World  War  II  who  was  held 
as  a  prisoner  of  war  for  :%ny  period  of  time 
subsequent  to  December  7.  1941.  by  any 
government  of  any  natlo:i  with  which  such 
allied  government  has  been  at  war  subse- 
quent to  such  date.  Compensation  shall  be 
payable  ixnder  this  section  in  accordance  with 
the  standards  established  by.  and  at  the 
rates  prescribed  in.  subse<-'tlon  (b)  of  section 
6  of  this  act,  and  parag-'aphs  (2)  and  (3) 
of  subsection  (d)  of  such  section  8. 

"(b)  The  amount  payable  under  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  reduced  bj  such  sum  as  the 
individual  entitled  to  Cdmpensation  under 
this  section  has  receivec  or  is  entitled  to 
receive  from  any  government  by  reason  of 
the  same  detention. 

"(c>  In  the  event  of  death  of  the  individ- 
ual entitled  to  compensation  under  this  sec- 
tion, payment  njay  be  made  to  the  persons 
specified  In  paragraph  (4)  of  subsection  (d) 
of  section  6  of  this  act. 

"(d)  Claims  for  benefits  under  this  sec- 
tion must  be  filed  wlthLi  1  year  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  thl«  section. 

"(P)  Any  claim  allowed  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  section  shall  be  certified  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  TTeiisury  for  payment 
out  of  the  War  Claims  Fund  established  by 
section  13  of  this  act. 

"Sec.  18.  (a)  As  used  In  this  section,  the 
term  'merchant  seaman'  means  any  mdlvid- 
ual  who  was  employed  as  a  seaman  or  crew 
member  on  any  vessel  rejjlstered  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States,  or  under  the  laws 
of  any  government  friendly  to  the  United 
States  during  World  War  II,  and  who  was 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States  on  and  after 
December  7,  1941.  to  the  date  of  his  death 
or  the  date  of  filing  claim  under  this  sec- 
tion; except  any  such  individual  who  is  en- 
titled to,  or  who  has  received,  benefits  under 
section  6  of  this  act  as  a  civilian  American 
citizen." 

"(b)  The  Commission  Is  authorized  to  re- 
ceive and  determine,  according  to  law.  the 
amount  and  validity,  and  provide  for  the 
payment  of  any  claim  for  detention  benefits 
filed  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  merchant  sea- 
man who,  being  then  a  merchant  seaman, 
was  captured  or  interned  or  held  by  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Germany  or  the  Imperial  Jap- 
anese Government.  lU  agents  or  instnimen- 
taUties  in  World  War  II  :or  any  period  of 
time  subsequent  to  Deceml>er  7.  1941.  during 
which  he  was  held  by  either  such  govern- 
ment as  a  prisoner,  Internee,  hostage,  or  In 
any  other  capacity.  Detention  benefits  shall 
be  paid  under  this  section  at  the  rates  pre- 
scribed and  In  the  manner  provided  in  sub- 
sections (c)  and  (d)  of  section  5  of  this 
act. 

"(c)  Payment  of  any  claim  filed  under 
this  section  shall  not  be  made  to  any  mer- 
chant seaman,  or  to  any  survivor  or  sur- 
vivors thereof,  who,  voluntarily,  knowingly, 
and  without  duress,  gave  iiid  to  or  collabo- 
rated with  or  In  any  menner  served  any 
government  hostile  to  the  United  States  dur- 
ing World  War  n. 

"(d)  Clalnu  for  benefits  nnder  this  sec- 
tion mtjst  be  filed  within  1  year  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  section. 
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"(e)  Any  claim  allowed  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section  shall  be  certified  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment 
out  of  the  War  Claims  Pimd  established  by 
section  13  of  this  act. 

"Sbc.  17.  (a)  (1)  The  Commission  Is  au- 
thorized to  receive  and  to  determme,  ac- 
cording to  law.  the  amount  and  validity,  and 
provide  for  the  payment  of  any  claim  filed 
by— 

"(A)   any  Individual  who — 

"(1)  on  or  after  December  7.  1941,  was  a 
member  of  the  military  or  naval  forces  of 
the  United  States; 

"(11)  is  the  survivor  of  any  deceased  In- 
dividual described  in  subparagraph  ( 1 ) ; 

"(ill)  was  a  national  of  the  United  States 
on  December  7,  1941.  and  Is  a  national  of 
the  United  States  on  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  section;  or 

"(Iv)  Is  the  survivor  of  any  deceased  In- 
dividual who  was  a  national  of  the  United 
States  on  December  7.  1941.  and  would  be  a 
national  of  the  United  States  on  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  section  if  living;  or 

"(B)  any  partnership,  firm,  corporation, 
or  ether  legal  entity,  in  which  more  than 
50  percent  of  the  ownership  was  vested,  di- 
rectly or  Indirectly,  both  on  December  7, 
1941.  and  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
section,  in  Individuals  referred  to  In  sub- 
paragraph (A)  of  this  paragraph; 
for  losses  arising  as  a  result  of  the  seques- 
tration of  accounts,  deposits,  or  other  credits 
of  such  individual  or  legal  entity  In  the  Phil- 
ippines by  the  Imperial  Japanese  Govern- 
ment. 

"(2)  The  Commission  Is  authorized  to  re- 
ceive and  to  determine,  according  to  law,  the 
amount  and  validity,  and  provide  for  the 
payment  of  any  claim  filed  by  any  bank  or 
other  financial  institution  doing  business  in 
the  Philippines  which  reestablished  se- 
questered accounts,  deposits,  or  other  credits 
of— 

"(A)  any  individual  referred  to  in  sub- 
paragraph (A)  of  paragraph  (1)  of  thU  sub- 
section; or 

"(B)  any  partnership,  firm,  corporation,  or 
other  legal  entity,  in  which  more  than  50  per- 
cent of  the  ownership  was  vested,  directly  or 
Indirectly,  both  on  December  7.  1941,  and  on 
the  date  of  reestablishment  of  such  seques- 
tered credits,  in  individuals  referred  to  In 
such  subparagraph   ( A ) ; 

for  relmbtirsement  of  the  amounts  of  such 
sequestered  credits  paid  by  such  bank  or 
financial  Institution. 

"(b)  Claims  must  be  filed  under  this  sec- 
tion within  1  year  after  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  section. 

"(c)  Where  any  individual  entitled  to 
payment  under  this  section  is  under  any 
legal  disability,  payment  may  be  made  In  ac- 
cordance wltlr^^he  provisions  of  suljsection 
(e)  of  sect^n  S^f  this  act.  In  the  case  of 
the  death  of  any  individual  entitled  to  pay- 
ment of  any  claim  under  this  section,  pay- 
ment of  such  claim  shall  be  made  to  the  in- 
dividuals specified,  and  in  the  order  provided. 
In  subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  this  act; 
except  that  no  payment  shall  be  made  under 
this  section  to  any  individual  who  volun- 
tarily, knowingly,  and  without  duress,  give 
aid  to  or  collaborated  with  or  in  any  manner 
served  any  government  hostile  to  the  United 
States  during  World  War  II. 

"(d)  Kach  claim  allowed  under  this  sec- 
tion shaU  be  certified  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  for  payment  out  of  the  War 
Claims  Fund  established  under  section  13  of 
this  act.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shaU 
pay  such  claims  as  follows: 

"(1)  In  the  case  of  each  claim  allowed  In 
an  amount  equal  to  or  less  than  $500.  such 
claim  shall  be  paid  In  full;  and 

"(S)  In  the  case  of  each  claim  allowed  in 
an  amount  greater  than  $500.  such  claim 
shall  be  paid  In  two  Installments.  The  first 
Installment  shaU  be  paid  in  an  amount  equal 


to  $500  plus  66%  per  centum  of  the  amount 
of  such  claim  allowed  In  excess  of  $500. 
The  last  installment  shall  be  computed  as  wf 
September  1,  1956.  under  the  next  sentence 
of  this  paragraph,  and,  as  so  computed,  shati 
be  paid  from  the  sums  remaining  In  the 
war  claims  fund  on  that  date.  If  the  sums 
remaining  In  the  war  claims  fund  on  Sep- 
tember 1,  1958.  are  sufficient  to  satisfy  all 
claims  allowed  under  this  section  and  not 
paid  in  full,  the  unpaid  portion  of  each 
such  claim  shall  be  paid  in  full;  If  the  sums 
remaining  in  the  war  claims  fund  on  Sep- 
tember 1.  195S.  are  not  sufficient  to  satisfy  a)I 
claims  allowed  under  this  section  and  not 
paid  in  full,  the  last  Installment  payable  on 
each  such  claim  shall  be  reduced  ratably, 
and.  as  so  reduced.  sli&U  be  paid  from  tha 
war  claims  fund. 

Sec  104.  (a)  SecUon  13  of  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (50  App.  U.  S.  C,  seo. 
2012) .  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  sul». 
sections  (b)  and  (c)  thereof,  and  by  Inserts* 
Ing  immediately  after  subsection  (a)  thereoC 
the  following: 

"(b)  Before  August  1.  1956.  the  Secretary 
of  Labor  shall  estimate  and  report  to  the 
President  the  total  amount  which  will  be 
requh-ed  to  pay  all  benefits  payable  by  rea>. 
son  of  section  5  (f )  of  this  act.  If  the  Presl** 
dent  approves  the  amoimt  so  esthnated  as 
reasonably  accurate,  the  total  axnount  so 
estimated  and  approved  shall  be  cei'tified  U» 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  If  the  Presl^ 
dent  does  not  so  approve,  he  shall  determine 
such  amount,  and  the  amount  so  determizLed 
shall  be  certified  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  Such  certification  shall  be  nuul* 
on  or  before  September  1,  M»5«.  The  Secie^r 
tary  of  the  Treasury  shall  then  transfer  from 
the  War  Claims  Fund  to  the  general  fund  of 
the  Treasury  a  sum  equal  to  the  total  amount 
certified  to  him  under  this  subsection. 

"(c)  Before  August  1.  1956.  the  Secretary 
of  Labor  shall  estimate  and  report  to  the 
President  the  total  amount  which  will  be 
required  to  pay  all  additional  benefits  pay- 
able as  a  result  of  the  enactment  of  section 
4  (c)  of  this  act.  If  the  President  approves 
the  amount  so  estimated  as  reasonably  ac- 
curate, the  total  amount  so  estimated  and 
approved  shall  be  certified  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury;  If  the  President  does  not 
BO  approve,  he  shall  determine  such  amount, 
and  the  amount  so  determined  shall  be  cer- 
tified to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Sucb 
certification  shall  be  made  on  or  before  Sep- 
tember 1,  1956.  The  Secretary  of  the  IVeas- 
ury  shall  then  transfer  from  the  War  Claims 
Pund  to  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury  a 
sum  equal  to  the  total  amount  certified  to 
him  under  this  subsection." 

(b)  Subsection  (d)  of  such  section  13  Is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  out  "The  Secre- 
tary of  State"  and  Inserting  In  Ueu  thereof 
the  foUowlng:  "On  or  before  August  1,  1966. 
the  Secretary  of  State." 

Sec.  105.  Within  2  years  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  act,  the  Foreign  Claims 
Settlement  Commission  of  the  United  States 
shall  wind  up  its  affairs  in  connection  wltb 
the  settlement  of  all  claims  for  l>eneflts 
authorized  by  the  an^ndments  made  by 
this  act. 

ni'Ls  n 

Sbc.  201.  As  used  in  this  title — 

(a)  The  term  "prisoner  of  war"  has  the 
meaning  assigned  to  it  by  section  6  at  tbe 
War  Claims  Act  of  1940,  as  amended;    and 

(b)  The  term  "civilian  American  dtlaen" 
has  the  meaning  assigned  to  it  by  subsection 
(a)  of  section  5  of  such  act. 

Sxc.  208.  The  Secretary  of  Health.  Bduca- 
tlon,  and  Welfare,  in  ooopemtlon  with.  aad. 
with  the  assistance  of.  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans'  Affair*,  tbe  Secretary  of  Labor,  and 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  shall  oonduet  a 
study  of — 

( 1 )  the  mortality  rates  among  prisoners  of 
war  and  dvlUan  Amertran  dtlBens.  with  a 
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view  to  determining  whether  their  abmM:- 
nuUly  high  mortality  rate  le  directly  attrib- 
utable to  the  malnutrition  and  other  hard- 
ships suffered  by  them  while  held  as  prtsoners 
of  war.  hostages.  Internees,  ex  In  any  other 
capacity; 

(3)  the  mental  and  physical  conaequeneea 
of  the  malnutrition  and  other  liardshlpe  suf- 
fered by  prisoners  of  war  and  civilian  Ameri- 
can dtlaens  while  so  held;  and 

(3)  the  procedtves  and  standards  which 
should  be  applied  In  the  diagnosis  of  the 
mental  and  physical  condition  of  prisoners 
of  war  and  civilian  American  citlaens. 

Sac.  a03.  Not  later  than  1  year  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  title,  the  Secretary 
of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  shall  re- 
port the  resxilts  of  such  study  to  the  Presi- 
dent for  transmittal  to  the  Ctongreas. 

And  to  amend  the  title  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  extend  benefits  under  the  War 
Claims  Act  of  1948  to  certain  classes  of 
persons,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  to  have  this  matter  passed  over  tem- 
porarily. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  McCARRAN  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  read  a  letter  from  Mr.  Rowland 
Hughes,  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  addressed  to  Hon.  Richard  M. 
Nixon.  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States  and  President  of  the  Senate.  The 
letter  has  to  do  with  Senate  bill  541, 
which  is  now  at  the  desk  awaiting  action 
by  the  Senate. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  letter. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  letter,  as 
follows: 

ExscuTivK  Office  of  thk  Presidekt. 

BUSEAU  OF  THE  BUDGET, 

Washington.  D.  C.  June  28,  1954. 
Hon.  Richard  M.  Nizok. 
President  of  the  Seriate. 

Washinffton,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  MS.  PsxsiDEirr:  There  Is  sub- 
mitted herewith  for  consideration  of  the 
Congress  a  draft  of  a  prcqxMcd  bill  which 
would  further  amend  the  Wax  Claims  Act 
of  1948.  This  bill,  together  with  a  report  In 
^whlch  the  principal  features  of  the  various 
titles  and  sections  are  discussed.  Is  sub- 
mitted as  promised  by  the  President  In  his 
message  transmitting  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  1  of  1854,  which  related  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Com- 
mission to  handle  such  claims. 

This  iMToposed  amendment  would  extend 
to  certain  United  States  Nationals  who.  dur- 
ing World  War  n  were  interned  by  the  enemy 
or  were  captured  while  serving  either  In 
Allied  Military  forces  or  as  Merchant  Seamen 
aboard  United  States  vessels,  or  vesseU  of 
friendly  governments,  benefits  comparable  to 
those  authorized  under  similar  circumstances 
by  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948,  as  preeenUy 
amended.  In  addition,  the  bill  would  pro- 
vide for  restoration  In  part  of  funds  that 
were  on  deposit  with  PhUlpplne  financial 
institutions  to  the  credit  of  American 
Nationals,  which  were  sequestered  by  the 
Japanese  Government. 

Because  of  hardships  suffered  by  many 
United  States  Nationals  as  the  result  of 
actions  of  certain  foreign  governments  for 
which  this  bill  would  afford  some  relief,  I 
would  strongly  urge  that  this  proposed  legis- 
lation be  acted  upon,  to  the  extent  pro- 
posed, before  the  close  of  the  present  session 
of  Congress. 

Sincerely  yours. 

BowuMD  BvaHXB.  Director, 


E.  S.  BERNEY       I 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  46) 
for  the  relief  of  E  S.  Bemey.  which  was, 
on  page  1.  Une  6,  strike  out  "$12^000"  and 
Insert  "$4,750." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  a  private 
relief  bill  for  a  rancher  who  suffered  loss 
when  his  land  was  taken  over  by  the 
Navy  to  be  used  as  part  o*  a  bombing 
range.  The  Senate  passed  the  bill  for 
$12,000.  The  House  has  amended  it  to 
reduce  the  amount  to  $4,150.  As  the  au- 
thor of  the  bill,  I  do  not  believe  the 
House  has  done  full  justice  to  his  claim; 
but  I  am  siifflciently  realistic  to  appre- 
ciate the  fact  that  unless  the  House 
amendment  is  accepted,  it  wlH  be  im- 
possible at  this  late  date  to  get  any  bill 
at  all.  Half  a  loaf  is  better  tiian  none, 
and  I  therefore  move  that  the  Senate 
concur  in  the  House  amendment  to  the 
bill  s.  46. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  srield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon.  | 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  bill  Eliminate 
attorneys'  fees? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    It  does. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICBR.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada,  that  the  Senate  con- 
cur m  the  amendment  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


CHARLES  W.  GALLAGHER 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
(S.  555)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  W. 
Gallagher,  which  was.  on.  page  1.  line 
11,  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  a  private 
claim  bill,  involving  the  amount  of  $430. 
The  House  amendment  simply  elimi- 
nates all  attorneys'  fees  in  connection 
with  this  claim. 

This  is  in  line  with  the  policy  adopted 
by  the  Senate  this  year.  I  therefore 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendment  to  the  bill  S.  555. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


CPIi.  ROBERT  D.  McMILLAN 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
(S.  599)  for  the  relief  of  Cpl.  Robert  D. 
McMillan,  which  was,  on  page  3,  line  4, 
strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  a  private 
claim  bill,  involving  the  amount  of 
$1,806.72.  The  House  amendment  sim- 
ply eliminates  all  attorneys'  fees  in  con- 
nection with  this  claim. 

This  is  in  line  with  the  policy  adopted 
by  the  Senate  this  year.  I  therefore 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendment  to  the  bill  S.  599. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


August  16 

MRS.  MERLE  CAPPELLBR  WEYEL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
45)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Merle  Cappel- 
ler  Weyel,  which  was,  on  page  2,  line  2, 
after  "pay",  insert  "and  retfred  pay." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  Is  a  private 
claim  bill,  which  passed  the  Senate  in 
the  amount  of  $5,437.21.  The  House 
amendment  does  not  change  the 
amount,  but  simply  makes  more  clear 
the  basis  for  the  award.  I  move  that 
the  Senate  concur  in  the  House  amend- 
ment to  the  bill  S.  45. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


19  5  U 


JOHN  L.  DE  MONTHGNY 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore tiie  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
1183)  for  the  relief  of  John  L.  de  Mon- 
tigny.  which  was,  on  page  2.  line  2,  strike 
out  "in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  a  private 
claim  bill,  involving  the  amount  of 
$384.75.  The  House  amendment  simply 
eliminates  all  attorneys'  fees  in  connec- 
tion with  this  claim. 

This  is  in  line  with  the  policy  adopted 
by  the  Senate  this  year.  I  therefore 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendment  to  the  bill  S.  1183. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


LT.  COL.  ROLLINS  S.  EMMERICH 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (8. 
1203)  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  Coa.  RoUins  S. 
Emmerich,  which  was,  on  page  2,  line  2, 
strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  percent." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  a  private 
claim  bill,  involving  the  amount  of 
$221.49.  The  House  amendment  simply 
eliminates  all  attorneys'  fees  in  con- 
nection with  this  claim. 

This  is  in  line  with  the  policy  adopted 
by  the  Senate  this  year.  I  therefore 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendment  to  the  bill  S.  1203. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to* 


GIVENS  CHRISTIAN 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICBR  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
2070)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of 
Givens  Christian,  which  was,  on  page  2, 
line  2.  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  1$  a  private 
claim  bill,  hivolving  the  amount  of 
$5,000.  The  House  amendment  simply 
eliminates  all  attorneys'  fees  in  connec- 
tion with  this  claim. 

This  is  in  line  with  the  policy  adopted 
by  the  Senate  this  year.  I  therefore 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  In  the 
House  amendment  to  the  bill  S.  2070. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


TERRENCE  WAOJ^R 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (8. 
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2147)  for  the  relief  of  Terrence  Waller, 
which  was,  on  page  2  line  4,  strike  out  "in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  a  private 
claim  bill,  involving  the  amount  of 
$840.79.  The  House  amendment  simply 
eliminates  all  attorneys'  fees  in  cotmec- 
tion  with  this  claim. 

This  is  in  line  with  the  policy  adopted 
by  the  Senate  this  year.  I  therefore 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendment  to  the  bill  S.  2147. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


JOHN  ENEPEKIDES  ET  AL. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
2156»  for  the  relief  of  John  Enepekides. 
his  wife.  Anna,  and  his  son,  George, 
which  was,  in  line  4,  strike  out  "waiv- 
ing" and  insert  "modifying." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  a  private 
immigration  bill.  The  House  amend- 
ment is  entirely  technical  and  does  not 
change  the  effect  of  the  bill  in  any  way. 

I  therefore  move  that  the  Senate  con- 
cur in  the  amendment  of  the  House  to 
the  bill  S.  2156. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


JOSEPH  V.  CRIMI 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
2553  I  for  the  rehef  of  Joseph  V.  Crimi, 
father  of  the  minor  child.  Joseph  Crimi, 
which  was,  on  page  2.  line  6.  strike  out 
•  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  a  private 
claim  bill,  involving  the  amount  of 
$8,500.  The  House  amendment  simply 
eliminates  all  attorneys'  fees  in  connec- 
tion with  this  claim. 

This  is  in  hne  with  the  policy  adopted 
by  the  Senate  this  year.  I  therefore 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
Hjuse  amendment  to  the  bill  S.  2553. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


WALTER  P.   SYLVESTER 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
2266)  for  the  relief  of  Walter  P.  Sylves- 
ter, which  were,  in  line  8,  after  "dis- 
ability", insert  "allegedly",  and  in  line 
10.  after  •1945',  insert  ":  Provided.  That 
no  benefits  shall  accrue  except  hospital 
and  medical  expenses  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  a  private 
relief  bill,  the  purpose  being  to  permit 
the  filing  of  a  claim  under  the  Employ- 
ees' Compensation  Act. 

The  effect  of  the  House  amendments 
is  to  remove  any  impUcation  of  hability, 
through  enactment  of  the  bill,  and  to 
limit  benefits  payable  under  the  claim 
to  actual  hospital  and  medical  expenses 
incurred  prior  to  enactment  of  this  act. 

I  now  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in 
the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill 
S.  2266. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


ROBERT  T.TTTg  WILLIAMS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
2693)  for  the  reUef  of  Robert  Lee  Wil- 
liams, which  was,  on  page  1,  line  10, 
strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  percent  there- 
of." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  a  private 
claim  bill,  involving  the  amount  of 
$5,000.  The  House  amendment  simply 
eliminates  all  attorneys'  fees  in  connec- 
tion with  this  claim. 

This  is  in  line  with  the  policy  adopted 
by  the  Senate  this  year.  I  therefore 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendment  to  the  bill  S.  2693. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


ESTATE  OF  MARY  BEATON  DENNIN- 
GER.  DECEASED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
3064)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Mary 
Beaton  Denninger.  deceased,  which  was, 
on  page  1,  Une  11.  strike  out  all  after 
"act "  over  to  and  including  "thereof" 
in  line  1.  page  2. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  a  private 
claim  bill.  Involving  the  amount  of 
$780.36.  The  House  amendment  simply 
eUminates  all  attorneys'  fees  in  connec- 
tion with  this  claim. 

This  is  In  line  with  the  pwlicy  adopted 
by  the  Senate  this  year.  I  therefore 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  House 
amendment  to  the  bill  S.  3064. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


WOODROW  WILSON  CENTENNIAL 
CELEBRA-nCN   COMMISSION 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  joint 
resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  147)  to  establish 
the  Woodrow  Wilson  Centennial  Cele- 
bration Commission,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, which  was,  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  resolving  clause  and  insert: 

That  (a)  there  is  hereby  established  a 
commission  to  be  known  as  the  "Woodrow 
Wilson  Centennial  Celebration  Commission" 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "CommU- 
Eion")  which  shall  be  composed  of  12  mem- 
bers as  foUows: 

( 1 )  TWO  members  who  shall  be  Members 
of  the  Senate,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate; 

(2)  Two  members  who  shall  be  members 
of  tbe  House  of  Representatives,  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives; 

(3)  One  member  from  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  who  shall  be  the  Director  of  the 
National  Park  Service,  or  his  representative, 
and  who  shall  serve  as  executive  officer  of 
the  Commission;  and 

(4)  Seven  members  to  be  appointed  by 
the  President  after  consideration  of  such 
recommendations  as  may  be  made,  upon 
the  request  of  the  President,  by  the  Gover- 
nor of  Virginia  as  to  three  of  such  mem- 
bers, by  X\yt  Woodrow  Wilson  Birthplace 
Foundation,  Inc..  as  to  two  of  such  mem- 
bers, and  by  the  Woodrow  Wilson  Founda- 
tion as  to  two  of  such  members. 

(b)  The  President  shaU,  at  tbe  time  of 
appointment,  designate  one  of  the  members 
appointed  by  him  to  serve  as  Chairman. 
The  members  of  the  Commission  shall  re- 
ceive DO  salary  but  shall  be  reimbursed  for 


their  actual  and  necessary  traveling  and  sub- 
sistence exi>ense8  Incurred  In  the  discharge 
of  their  duties. 

Sac.  2.  The  functions  of  the  Commission 
shall  be  to  develop  and  to  execute  suitable 
plans  for  the  celebration,  in  1956.  of  tbe 
100th  anniversary  of  tb«  birth  of  Woodrow 
Wilson  In  Stauuton,  Va.  In  carrying  out 
these  functions  the  Commission  Is  author- 
ised to  cooperate  with  and  to  assist  the 
Commission  established  by  the  State  of  Vir- 
ginia to  plan  a  centennial  celebration.  In 
1956.  of  the  birth  of  Woodrow  Wilson,  and  to 
Invite  all  the  people  of  the  United  States  to 
Join  therein. 

Ssc,  3.  The  Commission  may  employ,  with- 
out regard  to  clvU-service  laws  or  the  Classt- 
ncation  Act  of  1949.  such  employees  as  may 
be  necessary  In  carrying  out  its  functions. 

Skc.4.  (a)  The  Commission  Is  authorised 
to  accept  donations  of  money,  propierty,  or 
personal  services;  to  cooperate  with  patri- 
otic and  historical  societies  and  with  in- 
stitutions of  learning;  and  to  call  upon  other 
Federal  departments  or  agencies  for  their 
advice  and  assistance  In  carrying  out  the 
purposes  of  this  resolution.  The  Commis- 
sion, to  such  extent  as  it  finds  to  be  nec- 
essary, may.  without  regard  to  the  laws  and 
procedures  applicable  to  Federal  agencies, 
procure  supplies,  services,  and  property  and 
make  contracts,  and  may  exercise  those  pow- 
ers that  a^:e  necessary  to  enable  it  to  carry 
out  efficiently  and  In  the  public  Interest  the 
purposes  of  this  resolution. 

( b )  Exf>endltures  of  tbe  Commission  shall 
be  paid  by  the  executive  officer  of  the  Com- 
mission, who  shall  keep  complete  records  of 
such  expenditures  and  who  shall  account 
also  for  all  funds  received  by  the  Commis- 
sion. A  report  of  the  activities  of  the  Com- 
mission, Including  an  accounting  of  funds 
received  and  expended,  shall  be  furnished 
by  the  Commission  to  the  Congress  within 
1  year  following  the  celebration  as  prescribed 
by  this  resolution.  The  Commission  shaU 
terminate  upon  submission  of  Its  report  to 
the  Congress. 

(c)  Any  property  acquired  by  the  Com- 
mission remaining  upon  termination  of  the 
celebration  may  be  used  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  for  purposes  of  the  National 
Park  System  or  may  be  disposed  of  as  sur- 
plus property.  The  net  revenues,  after  pay- 
ment of  Commission  expenses,  derived  from 
Commission  activities,  shall  be  deposited  in 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  5.  There  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  travel 
expenses  of  the  members  of  the  Commission 
and  for  other  expenses  that  may  be  In- 
curred In  developing  suitable  plans  provided 
for  herein,  and  no  appropriation  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  authorized  herein  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  this  resolution  in  accord- 
ance with  such  plans  unless  an  additional 
appropriation  to  carry  out  such  purposes  is 
expressly  authorized  by  further  leglsiatlon. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  a  joint  reso- 
lution to  establish  the  Woodrow  Wilson 
Centennial  Celebration  Commission. 

The  only  important  change  involved 
in  the  House  amendment  is  to  provide 
that  two  Members  of  the  House  shall  be 
named  to  the  Woodrow  Wilson  Centen- 
nial Celebration  Commission.  As  the 
resolution  passed  the  Senate,  it  provided 
for  2  Members  of  the  Senate  and  1 
Member  of  the  House.  The  House  has 
amended  the  resolution  so  as  to  put 
House  membership  on  a  par  with  the 
Senate  membership  on  the  Commission. 
It  is  not  beUeved  the  Senate  should  dis- 
turb this  change. 

I  therefore  move,  Mr.  President,  that 
the  Senate  concur  in  the  House  amend- 
ment to  Senate  Joint  Resolution  147. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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Mr.  McCARRAN.  Ux.  President,  that 
is  aU  I  have  at  this  time.  There  may  be 
other  matters  on  the  clerk's  desk  which 
I  maj  ask  to  have  considered  at  a  later 
time. 


August  16 


MRS.  CECIL  NORTON  BROY 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  annotmcing  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7886)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Cecil  Norton  Broy,  and  requesting 
a  conference  with  the  Senate  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  insist  upon  its  amendments, 
agree  to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a 
conference,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint 
the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Langer. 
Mr.  Wiunr.  and  ISx.  McCabran  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


B.  Sanders,  of  Miami.  Fla.,  the  suln  of  $15,000, 
In  full  and  nnal  settlement  ot  all  claims 
against  the  United  States  for  |>ersonal  In- 
juries, pain  and  suffering,  perftianent  dis- 
ability, and  loss  of  earnings  sustained  by 
him  and  resulting  from  an  acdldental  and 
improper  division  of  or  Injury  to  an  artery 
while  he  was  a  patient  In  the  United  States 
Marine  Hospital  at  Savannah.  Ga.,  during 
March  of  1933:  Provided,  That  no  part  of 
the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  ren- 
dered in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  per- 
son vlolatint;  the  provisions  of  tbis  act  shall 
be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed.  i 


CALL  OF  THE  CALENDAR 

B«r.  KNOWLAND.  Bir.  President, 
pursuant  to  my  prior  announcement, 
there  will  be  what  in  effect  will  be  two 
calendar  calls  today,  one  of  which  will 
begin  at  the  point  where  we  last  left  off, 
and  then  later  on  in  the  day  there  will 
be  a  call  of  bills  from  the  beginning  of 
the  calendar. 

I  now  ask  imanimous  consent  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  a  call  of  the  calendar 
of  bills  to  which  there  is  no  objection, 
beginning  with  Calendar  No.  2395,  a  bill 
(S.  239)  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Frank  Goto,  and  running  through  to  the 
end  of  the  calendar. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  clerk  will  call  the  first  bill  in  order 
on  the  calendar. 


MR.  AND  MRS.  FRANK  GOTO 

The  bill  (S.  239)  for  the  relief  of  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Frank  Goto  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
section  a  (a)  of  the  act  of  July  2,  1948,  as 
amended  (60  U.  S.  C.  App.  1982  (a) ) ,  the  At- 
tomey  General  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  determine  under  such  act  any  claim  pre- 
sented by  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Frank  Goto  within 
12  months  after  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  act,  but  nothing  contained  in  this  act 
shall  be  construed  as  an  inference  of  lia- 
bllity  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment. 


ERNEST  B.  SANDERS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  tlie 
bill  (S.  684)  for  the  relief  of  Ernest  B. 
Sanders,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 
amendments,  on  page  1.  line  6.  after  the 
word  "of",  to  strike  out  "$25,000"  and 
insert  "$15,000";  and  on  page  2,  line  2. 
after  the  word  "act",  to  strike  out  "In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof",  so  as  to 
make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  U  hereby  authorized  and  di- 
rected topay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treas- 
ury not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Ernest 


,f  ESTATE  OF  REV.  PANG  WHA  IL 

.The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1504)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Rev.  Pang  Wha  II,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  vith  an  amendment,  on  page 
2.  Une  2,  after  the  word  "act,"  to  strike 
out  "in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof",  so 
as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasxiry  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Tj-easury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  estate  of 
Rev.  Pang  Wha  U,  deceased,  the  sum  of 
$10,000.  in  full  satiBfactlon  of  all  claims 
against  the  United  States  for  conipensation 
for  the  death  of  the  said  Rev.  Pang  Wha  II, 
sustained  on  I>ecember  10,  1952,  as  a  result  of 
having  been  severely  assaulted  by  a  second 
lieutenant  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States 
while  such  second  lieutenant  was  leading  a 
raiding  party  in  the  village  of  Etong  Chang 
Rl  in  Korea:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  shall  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwltlistanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum 
not  exceeding  •1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

BILLS  PASSED  OVER 
The  bill   (S.   3602)   for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.     Hannah    Mae    Powell    was    an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Let  the  bill  go  over 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  biU 
win  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  1920)  for  the  relief  of 
Ashley  G.  Ogden  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Let  the  bill  go  over 
Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Over 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


BILL  PLACED  AT  FOOT  OF  CALEN- 
DAR      f 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1107)  for  the  reUef  of 
J.  A.  Vance  Company  was  anno\mced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  this  bill  be  placed  at  the  foot  of 
the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  will  be  placed  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 


KENNETH  McRIGHT 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  1461)  for  the  relief  of  Kenneth 
McRight.  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  2,  line  1,  after  the 
word  "act",  to  strike  out  "jn  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  amendment   was  ordered   to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


NICHOLAS  MATOOK 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2781 )  for  the  reUef  of  Nicholas 
Matook.  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  1,  line  11.  after  the 
word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof." 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


DR.  ALFTIED  L.  SMITH 

The  Senate  pioceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  3014)  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Alfred  L.  Smith,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  on  page  2. 
line  4.  after  the  word  "act",  to  strike  out 
"in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


ARTHUR  J.  BOUCHER 
The  bill  (H.  R.  834)  for  the  relief  of 
Arthur  J.  Boucher  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


DENNIS  F.  GUTHRIE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  3232)  for  the  relief  of  Dennis 
F.  Guthrie,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  on  page  2,  Une  1 
after  the  word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


JOHN  B.  DANIEL.  INC. 
The  bill  fH.  R.  3384)  for  the  relief  of 
John  B.  Daniel.  Inc.  was  amiounced  as 
next  in  order. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  submit  and  send  to  the  desk  two 
amendments  for  which  I  request  consid- 
eration at  the  proper  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There 
are  no  committee  amendments;  so  the 
amendments  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  are  in  order,  and  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Cleik.  At  the  end 
of  the  bill.  It  is  proposed  to  add  the  fol- 
lowing new  section: 

Sec.  2.  No  part  of  any  diawback  that  may 
be  allowed  by  reason  of  the  enactment  of 
this  act  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  coimection  with  ob- 
taining such  drawback,  ard  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  hnec  In  any  sum  not 
exceeding  »1.000. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
next  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Cleik.  On  page  1, 
in  line  4,  after  "Internal  Revenue  Code", 
it  is  proposed  to  Insert  '  of  1939." 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
let  me  say  that  the  first  amendment  pro- 
vides, in  the  usual,  standard  manner, 
for  prohibition  of  the  payment  of  at- 
torney's fees.  The  second  amendment 
is  purely  technical  in  nature. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  further  amendments  to  be  pro- 
posed, the  question  is  on  the  engrossment 
of  the  amendments  and  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


MRS.   EMILY   WHiHELM 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3446)  for  the  relief 
of  Mrs.  Emily  Wilhelm  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFI<TCER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON  By  request.  I 
ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  beg  the 
pardon  of  the  Chair;  I  thought  we  had 
reached  Calendar  2408,  House  bill  3756. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  No; 
Calendar  No.  2407.  House  bill  3446,  was 
the  bill  which  was  just  passed  over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  that  the  order  by  which  the  bill 
was  passed  over  be  rescmded. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey?  The  Chair  hears 
none  and  the  bill  is  before  the  Senate. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  House  bill  3446.  Calendar 
No.  2407? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment  on 
page  1,  line  11.  after  the  word  "act", 
to  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


BILLS   PASSED    OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3756)  for  the  relief  of 
Allen  Pop)e,  his  heirs  or  personal  rep- 
resentatives, was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
this  is  the  bill  to  which  I  intended  to 
object,  by  request.     I  do  so  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion being  heard,  the  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4281)  for  the  relief  of 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Thomas  V.  Compton  was 
announced  as  next  m  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


MRS.  GEORGE  A.  MEFFAN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7031)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  George  A.  Meffan  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9835)  to  provide  for 
the  termination  of  Government  opera- 
tions which  are  in  competition  with  pri- 
vate enterprise  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Let  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


GERTRAUT      HILDEGARDE      MARIE 
HUBINGER  AND  FRANZ  HUBINGER 

The  bill  (S.  2115)  for  the  relief  of 
Gertraut  Hildegarde  Marie  Hubinger 
and  Franz  Hubinger  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Gertraut  Hildegarde  Marie  Hubinger  and 
Franz  Hubinger  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act.  upon  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fees.  Upon  the  grant- 
ing of  permanent  residence  to  such  aliens  as 
provided  for  In  this  act.  the  Secretary  of 
State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control 
officer  to  deduct  the  required  numbers  from 
the  appropriate  quota  or  quotas  for  the  first 
year  that  such  quota  or  quotas  are  available. 


HEDWIG  MARIE  ZUANMULLER 

The  bill  (S.  2692)  for  the  relief  of 
Hedwig  Marie  Zuanmuller  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  ptuix>8es 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Hed- 
wig Marie  Zuanmuller  shall  l>e  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  as 
of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon 
the  granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  In  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  Is  available. 


FRANCIS  BERTRAM  BRENNAN 

The  bill  (S.  2694)  for  the  relief  of 
Francis  Bertram  Brennan  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child,  Francis  Bertram  Brennan,  shall  be  held 
and  considered  to  be  the  natural -born  alien 
child  of  William  F.  Brennan,  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States. 


DEMErrRIOS   MATARAGGIOTIS   AND 
OTHERS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  697)  Demetrios  Mata- 
raggiotis  and  others  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 


HENRIETTE  MATTER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  717)  for  the  relief  of 
Henriette  Matter  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


SISTER  GIUSEPPINA  GIACCONE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  822)  for  the  reUef  of 
Sister  Giuseppina  Giaccone  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


KATHARINE  BALSAMO 

The  bill  (H.  R.  832)  for  the  relief  of 
Katharine  Balsamo  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


SISTER  MARY  GERTRUDE  (MARY 
GERTRUDE  KELLY) 

The  bill  (H.  R.  839)  for  the  reUef  of 
Sister  Mary  Gertrude  (Maty  Gertrude 
Kelly)  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


NASSER  ESPHAHaJhAN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  877)  for  the  reUef  of 
Nasser  Esphahanian  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to'  have 
prmted  at  this  point  in  the  Rkooro  a 
brief  statement  regarding  the  bilL 
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There  being  no  ofatjection.  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

SxAincDrr  bt  SxtriTOB  Jo^raoK  or  TkZAs 
This  Mil  would  grant  the  statiu  of  per- 
manent residence  In  the  United  States  to 
Nasser  Bsphahanlan.  a  native  and  citizen  of 
Iran. 

The  beneficiary  of  the  bUl  entered  the 
United  SUtes  on  September  18,  1940,  as  a 
•tudent.  He  pursued  a  course  in  petroleum 
engineering  and  has  Iiad  {vacttcal  teaii^lng 
in  tliat  field  with  oil  companies  in  this 
country. 

The  aiq)llcant,  now  26  years  of  age.  has 
been  shown  to  be  a  man  of  good  character. 
He  has  no  criminal  record  in  the  United 
States  or  in  any  other  country.  He  was  a 
good  student  In  college.  Many  substantial 
citizens  of  the  town  of  Mount  Pleasant,  Tex., 
where  he  now  resides,  have  vouched  for  hla 
good  character  and  high  standing  in  the 
community. 

The  bill  provides  for  an  approiR-iate  quota 
deduction  and  for  payment  of  tlw  required 
visa  fee. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  beln^r  no  objection,  the  bill  (H. 
R.  877)  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 


August  16 


AUaUSTIN  MONDREAIi 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1622)  for  the  reUef 
of  Augustln  Mondreal  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


JOHANN  GROBEN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1627)  for  the  relief  of 
Johann  Oroben  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


CHARLOTTE  IkCAROARTTA  SCHMIDT 
The  biU  (H.  R.  2480)  for  the  relief  of 
Charlotte  Margarita  Schmidt  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


GIACOMO  BARTOLO  VANADIA 
The  bill  (H.  R.  2483)  for  the  relief  of 
Giacomo  Bartolo  Vanadia  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


STANISLAW  MAJZNER  (ALIAS 

STANLEY  MAISNER) 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2500)  for  the  relief  of 

Stanislaw  Majzner  (alias  Stanley  Mais- 

ner)  was  coxisidered,  ordered  to  a  third 

reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  CLAIRE  GODREAU  DAIGLE 
The  bill  (H.  R.  2794)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Claire  Godreau  Daigle  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


IXDUIE  ELLA  ATTAWAY 
The  bill  (H.  R  3388)  for  the  reUef  of 
Lome  Ella  Attaway  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


MARIA  PACCIONE  PICA 
The  bill   (H.  R.  3447)    for  the  reUef 
Of  Maria  Paccione  Pica  was  oonsidered. 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  rea*  the  third 
time,  and  passed.  j 


MAJ.  ELIAS  M.  TSOUORANIS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3507)  for  the  relief  of 
MaJ.  Ellas  M.  Tsougranls  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  ERNA  ROSITA  PONT 
The  biU  (H.  R,  3520)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Ema  Rosita  Pont  (formerly  Erna 
Rosita  Michel)  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

MARKO  RIBIC 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3665)  for  the  relief  of 

Marko  Ribic  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 

third  feading,  read  the  third  time,  and 

passed. 

ingebeckmannI 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3750)  lor  the  relief  of 
Inge  Beckmann  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


ROBERTO  JOHNSON 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3874)  for  the  relief  of 
Roberto  Johnson  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


ANDREA    PAULETTE    QUARTRE- 
HOMME  AND  HER  CHILD 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4426)  for  the  relief  of 
Andrea  Paulette  Quartrehomme  and  her 
child  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


LOUISE  RANK 

The  bill  (H,  R.  4437)  for  the  relief  of 
Louise  Rank  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


PETRUS  VAN  KEER 
The  bill  (H.  R.  4522)   for  the  relief  of 
Petrus  Van  Keer  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time. 
and  passed. 


ALEXAITOER  PETSCHE 
The  bill  (H.  R.  4815)  for  the  reUef  of 
Alexander  Petsche  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  iiassed. 


PIETRO  PETRALIA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4908)  for  the  relief  of 

Pietro  Peti-alia  was  considered,  ordered 

to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time. 

and  passed. 


TAKEKO  ISHIKI 
The  bill  (H.  R.  5459)  for  the  relief  of 
Takeko  Ishiki  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

DR.  LU  JEN-LUNG 
The  bill  (H.  R.  5553)  for  the  relief  of 
Dr.  Lu  Jen-Lung  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record  a 
brief  statement  in  regard  to  the  bilL 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Scnatos  JoHi480if  or  Tkxas 

This  bill  would  grant  permanent  residence, 
under  the  Iinmli?ratlon  and  Nationality  Act! 
to  Dr.  Lu  Jen-Lung,  at  this  ttme  a  resident 
of  Dallas,  Tex. 

Dr.  Lu  Jen-Lung  came  to  thft  United  States 
October  1,  1951,  on  an  exchange  visitor  visa 
as  a  rotating  Intern.  He  is  now  In  a  second 
year  residency  In  surgery  at  Methodist  Hos- 
pital in  Dallas. 

The  adminUtrator  of  the  Methodist  Hos- 
pital states  that  the  doctor  has  done  credit- 
able work  there,  demonstrating  both  capa. 
blllty  In  his  profession  and  a  very  willing 
attitude.  He  states  It  Is  higtaOy  desirable  to 
Methodist  Hospital  that  Dr.  LU  Jen-Lung  be 
allowed  to  continue  his  tralnlfig  and  service 
In  his  present  capacity. 

Other  doctors  and  leading  citizens  of  Dal- 
las have  urged  passage  of  this  bill  for  the  re- 
lief of  Dr.  Lu  Jen-Lung. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(H.  R.  5553)  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 


MARL\    TERESA   LUBIATO 
The  bill  (H.  R.  5749)  for  the  relief  of 
Maria  Teresa  Lubiato  wa9  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


FRANK  ROBERT  GAGE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6266)  for  the  reUef  of 
Frank  Rob3rt  Gage  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


ELENA  SCARPETTI  SAVELLI 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6355)  for  the  relief  of 
Elena  Scarpetti  Savelli  was  considered. 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


tamiko  fujiwara 

The  bill  (R.  R.  6442)  for  the  reUef  of 
Tamiko  Fujiwara  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


ELFRIEDE 


NEE 


AUGUSTA  OPPACHER  BIALEK 
The  bill  (H.  R.  5119)  for  the  relief  of 


LIN  A      AVITABLE, 
ROSER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6498)  for  the  relief  of 
Elfriede  Lina  Avitable,  nee  Roser,  was 


third  time,  and  passed. 


read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
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MRS.     MARIA     OIUSEPPA     DE     LISA 
QUAGLIANO 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6752)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Maria  Giuseppa  De  Lisa  Quagliano 
was  considered,  orden^d  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  t.me,  and  passed. 


MRS.  IRMGARD  (CHRAPKO) 
BROUGHMAN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6762)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Irmgard  (Chrapko)  Broughman 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  EFTHEMIA  SOFTER ALIS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6858  >  for  the  relief 
of  Mrs.  Efthemia  Soteralis  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  pass4td. 


Mrs.  ANNA  J.  WEIGLE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7033)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Anna  J.  Weigle  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


MAZAL  KOLMAN 
The  bill  (H.  R.  7151)  for  the  relief  of 
Mazal  Kolman  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


ASTOR  VERGATA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7217)  for  the  relief  of 
Astor  Vergata  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


GAETANO  CONTI 
The  bill  (H.  R.  7581)  for  the  relief  of 
Gaetano  Conti  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


SHIMASOI    MTCHIKO 
The  bill  (H.  R.  7829)  for  the  relief  of 
Shimasoi  Michiko  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


ERIKA  SCHNEIDER  BUONASERA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7834)  for  the  relief  of 
Erika  Schneider  Buonasera  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


MISS    MARTHA   HEUSCHELE 
The  bill  (H.  R.  7938)  for  the  relief  of 
Miss  Martha  Heuschele  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  ERIKA  (HOHENLETTNER) 
STAPLETON 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7947)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Erika  (Hohenleitner)  Stapleton 
was  considered,  orderetl  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  psissed. 


CARLOS  FRANCISCO,   MANRIQUETA 
MINA.  AND  ROBERTO  MINE  VER 

The  biU  (H.  R.  8065)  for  the  reUef  of 
Carlos  Francisco,  Manriqueta  Mina,  and 
Roberto  Mina  Ver  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


ELFRIEDE  IDA  GEISSLER 
The  bill  (H.  R.  8183)  for  the  relief  of 
Elfriede  Ida  CSelssler  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  DOROTHY  NELL  WOOLGAR 
ALLEN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8244)  for  the  reUef  of 
Mrs.  Dorothy  Nell  Woolgar  Allen  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


ILSE  RADLER  HUGHES 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8375)  for  the  relief  of 
nsc  Radler  Hughes  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  ELSE  JOHNSON 

The  biU  (H.  R.  8424)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Else  Johnson  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


MARIA  M.  KHOE 

The  bin  (H.  R.  8554)  for  the  relief  of 
Maria  M.  Khoe  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


EZIO  BERTONI 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8557 >  for  the  relief  of 
E^io  BertonI  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

DANA  EVANOVICH 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8936)  for  the  relief  of 
Dana  Evanovich  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


PAUL  JAMES  PATRIE 

The  bill  (H.  R  9029)  for  the  relief  of 
Paul  James  Pa  trie  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


ELISABETH  HOEPT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9496)  for  the  rehef  of 
Elisabeth  Hoeft  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


MRS.  FRANZISKA  (HAN)   RIGAU 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9512)  for  the  reUef  of 
Mts.  Franziska  (Han)  Rigau  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


MR.  PU-HO  CHAN,  MRS.  FU-HO 
CHAN,  AND  THEIR  CHILD  RICH- 
ARD CHAN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9953)  for  the  relief  of 
Mr.  Pu-Ho  Chan.  Mrs.  Fu-Ho  Chan,  and 
their  child,  Richard  Chan,  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


RELIEF   OF   CERTAIN   PALESTINIAN 
ARAB  REFUGEES 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1345)  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  Insert: 

That,  fdr  the  purposes  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act.  Nasln  Boulus,  Suad 
Cassis,  and  Dr.  Puad  Dirbas  shall  be  held 
and  considered  to  have  been  lawfully  ad- 
mitted to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  the  required 
visa  fees.  Upon  the  granting  of  permanent 
residence  to  such  aliens  as  provided  for  in 
this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  in- 
struct the  proper  quota-control  officer  to 
deduct  the  required  numbers  from  the  ap- 
propriate quota  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  is  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


HILDEGARDE    HILLER 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1892)  for  the  reUef  of  Hildegarde 
Hiller,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  in  line  7,  after  the  word 
"fee",  to  strike  out  "and  head  tax",  so  as 
to  make  the  bill  read : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpoees 
of  the  immigration  and  naturalization  laws, 
Hildegarde  Hiller  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act.  upon  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as 
provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary  of 
State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota  officer 
to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appropriate 
quota  for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  is 
avaUable. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


OSKAR  ASZMONETT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3362)  for  the  reUef  of  Oskar  Asz- 
moneit,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  in  line  7.  after  the  word 
"act",  to  insert  a  colon  and  "Provided, 
That  this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to 
a  ground  for  exclusion  of  which  the 
Department  of  State  or  the  Department 
of  Justice  has  knowledge  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  this  act",  so  as  to  make 
the  bill  read :   * 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstcmdlng 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Immigration    and    Nationality    Act,    OslLsr 
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Aaaoooelt  nwy  be  admitted  to  tbe  United 
States  for  permanent  reetdenoe  U  be  la  found 
to  be  otherwlae  admleelble  under  I3ie  pro- 
Tlslona  of  such  act:  Provided,  Tliat  tbim  ez- 
emptlim  ehall  iqiply  only  to  a  ground  tor 
eicluelon  of  whlcb  tbe  Department  o<  State 
or  tbe  Department  of  Juetloe  baa  knowl- 
edge prior  to  tbe  enactment  of  tbla  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  readins.  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


IRFAN  KAWAR 

Tbe  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
Ull  (8.  1342)  for  the  relief  erf  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  amendments,  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  elause 
and  insert: 

Tliat.  for  the  pfurpoeee  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act,  Xrfan  Kawar  shall  be 
held  and  considered  to  have  been  lawfully 
admitted  to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
wVlepee  as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act,  upon  the  payment  of  tbe  required 
▼Isa  t9t,.  .Upon  the  granting  of  permanent 
resldenoe  to  such  alien  as  pnMded  for  In  this 
act,  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct 
tbe  proper  quotap-eontnfl  officer  to  deduct 
one  number  from  the  appropriate  quota  for 
the  first  year  that  such  quota  Is  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read : 
"A  t^  for  the  relief  of  Irfan  Kawar." 


OBQBaE  HARB 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bm  (S.  1343)  for  the  relief  of  George 
Harb,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judicial  with 
an  amendment,  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act.  George  Harb  shall  be 
held  and  considered  to  have  been  lawfully 
admitted  to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act.  upon  the  payment  of  the  required 
visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting  of  permanent 
residence  to  8U<ai  alien  as  provided  In  this 
act,  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct 
the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct 
one  nxmiber  from  the  appropriate  quota  for 
the  first  year  that  such  quota  is  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  ttiird  reading,  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  f(x  the  relief  of  Oeorge  Harb." 


W  or  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  payment  of  the  required  visa  fees. 
Upon  the  granting  of  permanetit  residence 
to  sodk  aliens  as  provided  for  in  this  act, 
the  Secretary  of  State  shaU  Instruct  the 
proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  the  re- 
quired numbers  from  the  approfsrlate  quota 
for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  Is  available. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  b«  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time. 
and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Andraous  Jad 
Suldan  and  Leonora  Yenovkian." 


PATRICIA  A.  PEMBROKE 
The  bill  (H.  R.  1904)  for  the  relief  of 
Patricia  A.   Pembroke  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a   third   reading,   read   the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


RALEIGH  HILL 


Tbe  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H-  R.  6529)  for  the  relief  of  Raleigh 
HUl,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  2,  line  4,  after  the 
word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


RELIEF  OP  CERTAIN  PALESTINIAN 
ARAB  REFUGEES 

The  Soiate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2203)  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  to 
strike  out  all  aft^  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert: 

That,  for  the  pxirpcees  of  Jhe  Inunlgratlon 
and  Nationality  Act.  Ancfraous  Jad  Suldan 
and  Xisonora  Tenovldan  shaU  be  h^d  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawfnUy  admitted 
to  the  United  States  far  penoaaneBt  zealdenoa 


ABOLITION    OP    COMMIsatON    FOR 
ENLARGING  CAPITOL  GROUNDS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  1042)  to  abolish  the  Commis- 
sion for  the  enlarging  of  the  Capitol 
Grounds,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works  with  an 
amendment,  to  strike  out  al)  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert:     j 

That  the  Commission  for  the  Enlarging  of 
the  Capitol  Qrounda.  created  by  the  act  of 
AprU  11,  1938  (45  Stat.  420).  ijavlng  fully 
executed  aU  the  duties  Impcwed  upon  It  by 
law,  accomplUhed  the  purposes  for  which 
It  was  created.  seUled  all  accounts,  and  sub- 
mitted Its  final  report  to  Congreas,  is  hereby 
dissolved  and  the  members  of  such  Commis- 
sion discharged  from  any  further  duties  In 
connection  with  tbe  matters  heretofore  com- 
mitted by  law  to  such  Commlsalon. 

Sec.  2.  Any  revocable  permits  now  in  ef- 
fect, heretofore  granted  by  the  Architect  of 
the  Capitol,  under  the  direction  of  the  Com- 
mission   for    the    Enlarging    of    the    Capitol 
Orounds.  to  owners   of   properties   adjacent 
to   the  Capitol   Grounds,  for  construction 
maintenance    and    use    of    walkways,    ap- 
proaches,    or     driveways     in     the     Capitol 
Grounds,   providing   access   to  such  proper- 
ties  from  the  Capitol  Orounds,   subject   to 
revocation   by  such   Commission   or   by  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol,  shall  oontlnue  In 
effect,  subject  to  revocation  by  the  Architect 
of  the  Capitol  under  the  dlrectldn  and  ap- 
proval of  the  President  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
The  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  President  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
Is  authorized  hereafter  to  grant  rtmUar  rev- 
ocable permits  to  the  owners  of  any  prop- 
erties adjacent  to  the  Capitol  Grounds  when- 
ever such  action  is  deemed  necessary  to  pro- 
vide proper  access  to  such  properties  from 
the  Capitol  Grounds;  and  such  permlU  shaU 


be  In  the  form  of  an  agreeifient  saving  the 
United  States  harmless  from  and  against 
any  and  all  claims  of  any  nature  or  kind 
that  may  arise  from  anything  that  may  be 
connected  with  or  grow  out  ^  such  permits, 
and  containing  such  other  provisions  and 
conditions  as  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol 
may  deem  necessary  or  proper. 

TTie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  tliird  time, 
and  passed. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  3660)  to  make  the  em- 
ployment, and  related  practices,  of  any 
alien  known  by  an  employer  to  have  en- 
tered the  United  States  DlegsOly  within 
3  years  thereof  unlawful,  and  for  other 
purposes,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  oyer. 


ILLEGAL  TRANSPORTATION  OP 
ALIENS  ACT  OP  1954 — ^ILL  PASSED 
OVER  j 

The  bill  (S.  3661)  to  piovlde  for  the 
seizure  and  forfeiture  of  any  vessel  or 
vehicle  used  in  transportation  of  any 
ahen  known  by  the  owner  thereof  to  have 
entered  the  United  States  Illegally  with- 
in  3  years  thereof,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over, 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  withhold  his  objection 
wtiile  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  sends  to  the  desk  an  amendment 
for  consideration  and  adoption? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  the 
Senator  referring  to  Calendar  No.  2481, 
Senate  bill  3661? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    Tliat  is  correct. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  withhold  my  ob- 
jection. 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICJER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  biU? 

There  being  no  objecticm,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bUll,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  amendments. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to 
the  desk  and  ask  to  have  $tated. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFPICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislattvi  Clirk.  On  page  S, 
line  7,  beginning  with  "(1)"  it  is  pro- 
posed to  strike  out  all  down  to  and  in- 
cluding "owner  or"  in  Une  lO,  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  the  foUowing :  "the  owner 
or  the  master  of  such  vessel,  or  the 
owner,  engincjer." 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFRICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  further  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  does  the 
Senator  wish  to  make  a  staltement  first? 
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I  shall  request  that  the  bill  be  passed 
over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  ICr.  President, 
my  amendment  would  make  the  p>ro- 
vision  with  respect  to  who  must  be  a 
consenting  party  privy  to  the  alleged 
illegal  act  the  same  with  respect  to  all 
vessels  or  vehicles  defined  in  the  bilL  It 
is  a  standard  provision. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Florida  withhold  his  objec- 
tion until  action  can  be  taken  on  the 
committee  amendments? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  bill  go  over,  by  request.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  Senator  who  asked 
me  to  object  Is  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ments or  not.  There  fore  I  must  ask  that 
the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Heiidrickson ]  has  been 
agreed  to.  but  the  committee  amend- 
ments remain  to  be  agreed  to.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  subse- 
quently said:  In  order  to  clear  up  the 
situation  with  refert-nce  to  Calendar  No. 
2481.  Senate  bill  3661,  with  respect  to 
which  the  junior  Senator  from  Florida 
(Mr.  SkathxrsI  indicated  that  the  Sen- 
ator who  objected  to  the  bill  was  not 
present,  and  therefore  he  was  not  aware 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  objector  was  in 
agreement  with  the  amendments,  with- 
out objection,  the  action  taken  by  the 
Senate  in  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
will  be  reconsidered,  and  the  amendment 
will  be  placed  with  the  bill,  so  that  it  may 
be  stated  when  the  next  calendar  call 
occurs. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  That  Is  entire- 
ly satisfactory. 


RELIEF  OP  CERTAIN  ALIEN  SHEEP- 
HERDERS— BILL  PLACED  AT  FOOT 
OF  CALENDAR 

The  bill  (S.  2813)  for  the  reUef  of  cer- 
tain alien  sheepherders  was  announced 
as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  the  bill  Ls  to  grant  the  status 
of  permanent  residence  in  the  United 
States  to  eight  sheepherders.  The  bill 
provides  for  appropriate  quota  deduc- 
tions and  for  the  payment  of  the  required 
visa  fees. 

The  beneficiaries  of  the  bill  are  all 
natives  and  citizens  of  Spain  except 
Panagoitis  Zeras,  who  is  a  native  and 
citizen  of  Greece.  They  all  entered  the 
United  States  in  temporary  status  and 
they  are  presently  employed  on  various 
sheep  ranches  in  the  West. 

A  letter,  with  attached  memoranda,  to 
the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  from  the  Commissioner 
of  Immigration  and  Naturalization  ap- 
proving the  bill,  is  in  the  report. 

I  say  "approving  the  bill."  To  be 
frank  with  the  Senator,  I  have  not  read 
the  communication  which  is  attached.  I 
understand  that  the  Commissioner  ap- 


proves  the  bin. 
reads  as  follows: 


The  communication 


UlfiRD  SrAncs 
DspaancKirr  or  Jusncx, 
XmccaATioM  amd  MATuxALizATioir  Skkvicx. 

Washington  25,  D.  C. 
Hon.  William  laAKon. 

Chairman.  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington  25,  D.  C. 
DxAa  Skkatob  :  In  response  to  your  request 
of  the  Department  of  Justice  for  a  report 
relative  to  the  bill  (8.  3813)  for  the  relief 
of  certain  alien  sheepherders.  there  are  at- 
tached memoranda  of  information  concern- 
ing the  beneficiaries.  Ttiese  memoranda  have 
been  prepared  from  the  flies  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization  Service  relating  to 
the  beneficiaries. 

The  bUl  would  provide  that  the  benefici- 
aries shaU  be  held  and  considered  to  have 
been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  as  of  date  of  enact- 
ment of  the  act.  upon  payment  of  the  re- 
quired visa  fees,  and  would  also  provide  that 
the  required  numbers  be  deducted  from  the 
appropriate  quotas  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quotas  are  available. 

The  aliens  are  chargeable  to  the  quota  of 
Spain. 

Sincerely, 


Commissioner. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  am  informed 
that  8  sheepherders  are  involved  in  the 
bill,  and  that,  of  the  8.  5  are  deserters 
from  ships.  We  had  quite  a  discussion 
of  this  whole  subject  in  connection  with 
a  recent  calendar  calL  I  think  it  is  very 
dangerous  to  take  in  [>eople  who  sire  de- 
serters and  endorse,  by  legislation,  their 
desertion.  However,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  WelkerI  is  absent,  I  sh^ll 
ask  that  the  bill  go  over  and  be  included 
in  the  next  call  of  the  calendar,  if  there 
is  one. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Chair  correctly  understand  that  the  Sen- 
ator requests  that  the  bill  be  passed  over 
until  the  next  call  of  the  calendar? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  bill  l)e  placed  at 
the  foot  of  this  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  wUl  be  placed  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar. 


REGINE  DU  PLANTY 

The  biU  (H.  R  2061)  for  the  relief  of 
Regtne  du  Planty  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


BROTHER  EUGENE  CUMERLATO 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2393)  for  the  reUef  of 
Brother  Eugene  Cumerlato  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  tliird  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


PIMEN  MAXIMOVrrCH  SOFRONOV 

The  bill  (H.  R  3566)  for  the  reUef  of 
Pimen  Maximovitch  Sofronov  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


GOIiBERT  EE2ANAH  RICHARDS. 
ADELAIDE  OERlHULffi  RICHARDS, 
AND  ANTHONY  GILBERT  RICH- 
ARDS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3869)  for  the  relief  of 
Gilbert  Elkanah  Richards,  Adelaide 
Gertrude  Richards,  and  Anthony  Gil- 
bert Richards  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  "time,  and 
passed. 

JOSEF.  PAULA.  AND  KURT 
FRIEDBERO 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4015)  for  the  reUef  of 
Josef.  Paula,  and  Kurt  Friedberg  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


JORGE  SOLE  MASSANA  AND  MbNT- 
SERRAT  THOMASA  -  SANCHEZ 
MASSANA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4054)  for  the  rehef  of 
Jorge  Sole  Massana  and  Montserrat 
Thomasa-Sanchez  Massana  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


MRS.  HELENA  PIASECKA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4427)  for  the  r«Uef  of 
Mrs.  Helena  Piasecka  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


BASnJOS  XARHOULACOS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4969)  for  the  reUef  of 
Basilios  Xarhoulacos  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


PAULINE  KATZMANN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5194)  for  the  relief  of 
Pauline  Katzmann  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


HENRY  (ALSO  KNOWN  AS  HEIN- 
RICH)  8CHOR,  SALLY  (ALSO 
KNOWN  AS  SAU)  SCHOR.  AND 
GITA  (ALSO  KNOWN  AS  GITTA 
A  VIVA)  SCHOR 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  5319)  for  the  reUef  of 
Henry  (also  known  as  Heinrich)  Schor, 
Sally  (also  known  as  Sail)  Schor,  and 
Gita  (also  known  as  Gitta  Aviva)  Schor 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


BOB  KAN  AND  FOURERE  KAN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5344)  for  the  reUef  of 
Bob  Kan  and  Fourere  Kan  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


RODOUO  NAVARRO 

The  bdl  (H.  R.  6492)  for  the  relief  of 
Rodolfo  Navarro  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 
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liARIANA  OBOROB  LOIZOS  KEZIIS 

Tlie  bUl  (H.  R  7828)  for  the  r^ef  at 
Mariana  GeorKe  Loizoe  Kellla  was  c<»i- 
sidered.  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


SOHAN  SINOH  RAI  AND  JOQINDAR 
KAUR  RAI 

The  biU  (H.  R.  7885)  for  the  relief  of 
Sohan  Singh  Rai  and  Joglndar  Kaur 
Ral  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


JOHANNA  SCHMID 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (8.  3238)  for  the  relief  of  Johanna 
Schmid.  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert: - 

That,  In  the  administration  of  the  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  Act,  Johanna 
Sohmld.  the  flanc^  of  Edmond  J.  Bolz,  Jr., 
a  citlaen  of  the  United  States,  shall  be 
eligible  for  a  visa  as  a  nonimmigrant  tempo- 
rary visitor  fen:  a  period  of  3  months:  Pro- 
vided, TTiat  the  admlnlBtratlve  authorities 
find  that  the  said  Johanna  Schmid  la  com- 
ing to  the  TTnlted  States  with  a  bona  fide 
intention  of  being  married  to  the  said 
Kdmond  J.  Bolz,  Jr..  and  that  she  Is  found 
otherwise  admisBlble  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Immigration  and  NatlonaUty  Act 
other  than  the  provision  of  sectlcxi  212  (a) 
(9)  of  that  act:  Provided  further.  That  this 
exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  for 
excltislon  of  which  the  Department  of  State 
or  the  Department  of  Justice  has  knowledge 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act.  In  the 
event  that  the  marriage  between  the  above- 
named  persons  does  not  occur  within  3 
months  after  the  entry  of  the  said  Johanna 
Schmid,  she  shall  be  required  to  depart  from 
the  United  States  and  upon  failure  to  do 
BO  shall  be  deported  In  accordance  with  the 
provlslcms  of  sections  242  and  243  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  In  the 
event  that  the  marriage  between  the  above- 
named  persons  shall  occur  within  3  months 
after  the  entry  of  the  said  Johanna  Schmid, 
the  Attorney  General  Is  authorlaed  and 
directed  to  record  the  lawful  admission  for 
permanent  residence  of  the  said  Johanna 
Schmid  as  of  the  date  of  the  payment  by 
her  of  the  required  visa  fee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


SERGIO  EMERIC 
The  bill  (H.  R.  3024)  for  the  relief  of 
Sergio  Emeric  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


INCREASE  OP  BORROWING  POWER 
OP  COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPO- 
RATION—BIUj  PASSED  OVER 
The  bill  (H.  R.  9756)  to  increase  the 
borrowing    mwer    of    the    Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr,  COOPER.  May  we  have  an  ex- 
planation of  the  bill? 

Mr.SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


AMENDMENT  OP  INTERNAL  REV- 
ENUE CODE  PERMimNG  ORAL 
PRESCRIPTIONS  FOR  CERTAIN 
DRUGS— BILL  PASSED  TO  FOOT  OP 
CALENDAR  { 

The  bill  (S.  3447)  to  amend  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  to  permit  the  filling 
of  oral  prescriptions  for  certain  drugs, 
and  for  other  purposes,  was  anounced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that 
the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar. 


FEDERAL   RECLAMATION   LAWS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5301)  to  supplement 
the  Federal  reclamation  laws  by  provid- 
ing for  Federal  cooperation  in  non-Fed- 
eral projects  and  for  participation  by 
non-Federal  agencies  in  Federal  proj- 
ects was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  withhold  his  objection? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  am  happy  to 
withhold  it. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  al- 
though the  bill  was  reported  by  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  WatkinsI.  I 
am  a  member  of  the  committee,  and  I 
listened  to  the  testimony  on  the  bill. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  allow  the 
Federal  Government,  through  the  Bu- 
reau of  Reclamation,  to  participate  to  a 
limited  amount  in  projects  which  would 
be  primarily  privately  financed.  The 
principle  involved  would  allow  a  trend 
toward  private  financing  for  ti  certain 
type  of  reclamation  project. 

It  sets  the  precedent  of  private  financ- 
ing participation  in  the  construction  of 
such  projects. 

In  any  event  each  project  so  financed 
costing  alx)ve  a  limited  amount  must  be 
approved  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

I  merely  desired  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  to  know  the  thought 
and  idea  behind  this  bill,  namely,  to 
provide  for  private  financing  participa- 
tion through  organizations  recognized 
imder  State  laws. 

Mr.  WATKINS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Florida  who  iB  object- 
ing to  this  bill.  May  I  have  the  name 
of  the  Senator? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  May  I  say  to  the 
able  Senator  from  Utah  it  was  the  junior 
Senator  from  Florida  who  felt,  first,  that 
this  was  a  fundamental  change  in  the 
policy  of  the  Federal  Government,  albeit 
possibly  a-  good  change.  Nonetheless. 
from  what  information  we  had.  this  bill 
was  acted  on  by  the  committee  ti  a  time 
when  the  minority  party  was  not  present 
in  the  committee  meeting.  It  is  not  that 
those  members  would  have  any  objec- 
tion, but  rather  because  of  the  nature 
of  the  bill  and  the  importance  of  the  bill 
we  did  not  feel  it  should  be  considered 
on  the  call  of  the  calendar. 
Mr.  WATKINS.    Mr.  President 


The    PRESmma    officer.      The 

Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  do  not  wish  to  take 
the  time  of  the  Senate  now  to  discuss 
this  measure.  However.  I  should  like  to 
request  unanimous  consent  that  there 
may  be  printed  in  the  Rsooro  at  this 
point  an  explanation  of  this  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senatob  Watkins 

The  bill  recognizes  a  situation  in  the  arid 
West  which  has  long  existed  In  connection 
with  the  development  of  small  reclamation 
projects.  The  bill  would  enable  States, 
agencies  of  States,  and  interstate  agencies 
to  study,  plan,  and  design  small  projects  in 
the  field  of  reclamation  activity.  Upon  a 
proper  showing  of  financial  and  economic 
feasibility,  accompanied  by  acceptable  struc- 
tural designs  and  speclflcatlons,  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  would  be  authorized  to 
submit  proposals  to  construct  such  projects 
to  the  Congress  on  the  basis  of  financing  the 
undertakings  Jointly  by  the  proposing  agen- 
cies and  the  Federal  Government. 

The  bill  contains  several  provisions  that 
are  of  direct  interest  to  the  Congress.  They 
contain  these  principles: 

(a)  Compliance  with  existing  laws  in  re- 
gard to  relationships  between  the  States 
where  Interstate  streams  are  Involved. 

(b)  Observance  of  State  laws  governing 
uses   and   appropriations  of  water. 

(c)  Conformity  with  Fedeml  and  State 
laws  in  the  formation  of  contriictlng  organi- 
zations that  will  be  responsible  for  repay- 
ment of  Federal  or  other  loana. 

(d)  Require,  except  for  very  small  proj- 
ects, authorization  by  the  Congress  prior  to 
consummation  of  a  repayment  contract  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

(e)  Cooperation  with  Feder*l  agencies  in 
technical  studies  and  basic  designs. 

The  bill  amply  safeguards  the  interests  of 
the  Government  by  giving  th«  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  the  power  to  make  rules  and 
regulations  as  may  be  necessary  or  proper 
In  carrying  out  the  small  projects  program. 
While  the  projects  coming  under  the  pur- 
view of  the  bill  are  limited  to  the  maximum 
total  cost  of  $5  million,  this  includes  the 
cost,  or  value,  of  lands,  easements,  rights- 
of-way,  water  rights,  or  necessary  prop- 
erties, up  to  25  percent  of  the  total  cost,  and 
Congress  Is  not  required  to  loan  funds  for 
these  Items.  The  Federal  Treasury  Is  not 
financing  as  great  a  share  of  Such  projects 
as  it  does  under  existing  procedures. 

However,  the  Secretary  has  the  further 
duty  of  passing  upon  the  project  proposals 
before  submitting  them  to  the  Congress,  but 
projects  costing  less  than  9200.000  need  not 
be  authorized  by  Congress. 

The  Congress  has  expressed  its  policies 
on  furtherance  of  local  autonomy  in  sectiou  1 
of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944.  The  17 
Western  States  strongly  supportM  that 
policy.  The  pertinent  part  of  the  section 
referred  to  is  as  follows: 

"In  connection  with  the  exeeclse  of  Juris- 
diction over  the  rivers  of  the  Nation  through 
the  construction  of  works  of  improvement, 
for  navigation  or  flood  control,  as  herein  au- 
thorized, it  is  hereby  declaretl  to  be  the 
policy  of  the  Congress  to  recofnlze  the  in- 
terests and  rights  of  the  States  In  determin- 
ing the  development  of  the  watersheds  within 
their  borders  and  likewise  their  Interests  and 
rights  in  water  utilization  and  control,  as 
herein  authorized  to  preserve  and  protect  to 
the  fullest  possible  extent  establUhed  and 
potential  uses,  for  all  purposes,  of  the  waters 
of  the  Nation's  rivers:  to  facUltate  the  con- 
sideration of  projects  on  a  basts  of  compre- 
hensive and  coordinated  development;  and 
to  limit  the  authorization  and  construction 
of  navigation  works  to  those  in  which  a  sub- 
stantial benefit  to  navigation  wUl  be  real- 
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Ized  therefrom  and  which  can  be  operated 
consistently  with  appropriate  and  economic 
use  of  the  waters  of  such  rivers  by  other 
users." 

We  now  have  the  opportunity  to  put  this 
policy  to  work  In  a  specific  way,  under  safe 
rules  of  procedure,  and  without  linUting  In 
any  way  the  rights  antl  prerogatives  of  Con- 
gress to  examine  and  approve  programs  and 
projects  coming  under  this  legislation.  The 
bUl  deals  only  with  puoUc  agencies  of  the  17 
Western  States,  which  are  under  the  super- 
vision of  these  States.  The  results  of  the 
legislation  reconunended  should  prove  gen- 
erally beneficial  to  thi;  economy  of  the  Na- 
tion. The  selection  of  a  project  would  be 
subject  to  the  approvid  of  the  direct  bene- 
ficiaries, who  would,  lit  the  outset,  have  a 
financial  sUke  in  the  venture.  The  bill  Is 
supported  by  the  National  Reclamation  As- 
sociation, an  organization  representing  all 
Irrigation  and  reclamation  interests  through- 
out the  West.  I  know  of  no  opposition  from 
any  Irrigation  district,  reclamation  district. 
State  organization,  or  from  any  similar  Irri- 
gation organization  In  the  West.  The  bill 
should  be  enacted  without  delay. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  hope  the  majority 
leader  will  see  to  it  that  tliis  bill  is  called 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  and  is 
scheduled  for  consideration,  because  it 
is  a  very  important  measure. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  in  answer  to  his 
statement,  that  the  reason  for  the  cal- 
endar call  today  was  to  make  it  possible 
for  us  to  ascertain  which  bills  could  be 
disposed  of.  I  realize  the  importance  of 
this  proposed  legislation,  and  I  shall 
take  it  up  with  the  poUcy  committee. 
with  a  recommendation  that  it  be  in- 
cluded. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  know  of  any  opposition  whatever  to 
this  measure  in  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs,  either  Demo- 
cratic or  Republican. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
has  been  objected  to  by  the  Senator 
from  Florida.  Is  the  objection  re- 
newed? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
goes  over. 


PATENT  IN  FEE  TO  LEONA  HUNGRY 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2154)  authorizing  the 
issuance  of  a  patent  in  fee  to  Leona 
Hungry  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  inquire  as  to  who  objects  to  considera- 
tion of  H.  R.  2154? 

Mr.  GORE.  I  understand  that  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  feels  the  bill 
is  not  needed,  and  feels  it  has  authority 
to  validate  the  deed  to  the  property. 

I  have  no  objection  to  the  bill  pass- 
ing, except  that  it  seemed  unnecessary, 
judging  from  the  report. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  latest  report 
from  the  Department  of  the  Interior  fa- 
vored the  passage  of  the  bill.  We  had 
conflicting  reports,  and  we  requested 
another  report,  which  now  is  in  favor 
of  passage. 

This  bill  merely  authorizes  a  transfer 
to  this  woman  of  title  in  fee  to  an  allot- 
ment which  she  already  has.  She  de- 
sires to  dispose  of  the  land,  and  cannot 
do  so  unless  she  has  fee  title. 

Mr.  GORE.  Did  not  the  last  report 
indicate  passage  of  the  bill  was  not 
necessary? 


Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  CORDON.  There  was  a  report 
submitted  indicating  that  an  agreement 
had  been  reached  between  the  owner  of 
the  trust  title,  Leona  Hungry,  and  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  through 
the  superintendent  of  the  Indian  Agency, 
and  others,  with  respect  to  a  method  of 
handling  the  title.  On  the  basis  of  that, 
the  committee  postponed  any  action, 
assuming  that  would  be  wholly  satis- 
factory and  would  end  the  matter. 

In  the  last  few  dasrs  of  the  meetings 
of  the  committee  we  were  advised  by  the 
sponsor  of  the  bill  on  the  House  side  that 
the  situation  had  changed,  that  the  ar- 
rangements which  were  thought  to  be 
consummated  had  not  been  consum- 
mated; whereupon  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  requested  that  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  present  at  the  meeting  deter- 
mine the  situation,  so  that  the  commit- 
tee would  know  whether  to  simply  post- 
pone the  action  permanently,  or  to  vote 
to  report  the  bill. 

The  information  which  was  delivered 
to  the  committee  by  representatives  of 
the  Deijartment  was  that  there  was  no 
objection  to  the  issuance  of  a  patent, 
following  direction  from  the  Congress. 
So  the  committee  reported  the  bill. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  point  I  raise  is:  Is  it 
necessary  in  order  to  validate  the  title? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  think  it  might  be 
said  that  none  of  the  bills  of  this  charac- 
ter are  absolutely  necessary.  This  is  not 
a  validation  of  title.  It  is  an  issuance  of 
a  title  in  fee  clear  of  a  trust  restriction. 
Such  titles  may  be  issued  by  the  Depart- 
ment, but  it  has  been  the  experience  of 
the  committee  over  a  period  of  many 
years  that  they  very  seldom  are.  The 
only  time  we  have  found  that  an  indi- 
vidual Indian  will  have  his  competency 
actually  checked  is  when  a  bill  is  intro- 
duced in  the  Congress.  Then  the  pro- 
ceeding will  be  had,  because  there  is 
pending  legislation  and  it  is  necessary. 
This  is  one  of  those  bills. 

Mr.  GORE.  Does  this  procedure  not 
invite  a  flood  of  bills  of  similar  char- 
acter? 

Mr.  CORDON.  We  have  pvirsued  the 
same  procedure  over  a  great  number  of 
years.  I  doubt  that  there  are  ever  more 
than  a  couple  of  dozen  such  bills  during 
a  session. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  per- 
fectly satisfied  to  accept  the  judgment  of 
the  two  distinguished  Senators.  I  with- 
draw any  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  biU? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2154)  authorizing  the  issuance  of 
a  patent  in  fee  to  Leona  Hungry  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


FEDERAL       RECLAMATION       PROJ- 
ECTS—BILL PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9981)  to  provide  for 
the  construction  of  distribution  systems 
on  authorized  Federal  reclamation  proj- 
ects by  irrigation  districts  and  other 


public  agencies  was  announced  as  next 

in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I  ftsk 
that  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  withhold  his  objection? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  1  shall  be  glad  to 
withhold  it. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  this 
bill  was  imanimously  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. So  far  as  I  know,  there  was  no 
objection  raised  to  the  bill  at  the  time 
of  its  consideration  by  the  committee. 
The  minority  members — or  at  least  some 
of  them — were  present  at  the  commit- 
tee meeting. 

I  believe  this  is  a  very  meritorious  bill, 
and  it  has  the  support  of  the  entire 
West. 

May  I  ask  if  the  Senator  from  Florida 
would  agree  to  placing  this  bill  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar,  so  that  "we  may 
consult  with  some  of  the  members  of  the 
committee  on  the  other  side? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming,  as  I  said  before, 
we  have  no  objection  to  this  bill  on  the 
ground  that  we  think  in  substance  it  is 
a  bad  bill.  We  think  possibly  it  is  a 
very  good  bill.  However,  this  is  the  type 
of  bill  which  we  believe  seta  a  new  prece- 
dent in  some  respects,  and  for  that  rea- 
son it  should  be  debated  rather  fully 
on  the  floor. 

So  far  as  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Florida  is  concerned.  I  shall  individually 
support  the  bill.  However,  It  is  not  the 
kind  of  bill  we  think  should  be  passed 
on  a  call  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Florida. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  there  may  be  included  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  a  statement  with 
regard  to  this  bill,  H.  R.  9981. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Stateicent  bt  Bzmatob  Bauitt 

This  blU  provides  that  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  may  lend  funds  appropriated  by 
the  Congress  for  the  construction  of  recla- 
mation projects  to  water -users'  organizations 
so  that  they  may  be  able  to  undertake  the 
construction  of  distribution  works.  Thl» 
procedure  recognizes  the  principle  that  local 
engineers  representing  water-users'  organi- 
zations directly  may  have  knowledge  and 
experience  enabling  them  to  prepare  better 
designs  and  specifications  to  meet  strictly 
local  conditions. 

There  was  testimony  submitted  durlnif 
hsarlngs  before  the  House  conunlttee  to  the 
effect  that  some  of  those  districts  had  esti- 
mates of  costs  prepared  by  local  engineers 
which  indicated  that  the  cost  to  water  users 
for  those  works  would  be  about  one-half  of 
the  cost  estimated  by  the  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation. An  explanation  of  this  difference 
is,  of  course,  a  reduction  in  overbesid  costs. 

In  some  Instances,  according  to  the  tes- 
timony, only  rough  estimates  had  been  made 
by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  whereas  de- 
tailed surveys  and  designs  had  been  prepared 
by  engineers  employed  by  the  districts,  and 
those  plans  had  been  accepted  as  preferable 
by  the  dlitricU.  The  bill  provides  safeguards 
for  such  loans  as  the  Secretary  finds  to  be 
desirable.  ProvUlons  in  the  blU  require  that 
repayment  for  distribution  systems  by  th« 
local  dUtrlcts  shaU  be  within  the  40-year 
period  which  Is  presently  required  by  recla- 
mation law.  A  further  provision  is  that  th« 
water-users'   association  undertaking  luch 
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A«I1  lin>ncw  privately  up  to  10 
pwemt  of  tlM  total  cost. 

TlM  ofunioftt—  U  of  tb«  (pinion  tlut  sav- 
ing* would  rMult  to  the  water  vaten  from 
theae  pfooaduraa  and  that  the  appropria- 
tlona  lequlred  ftom  Vtderal  funds  would  be 
redueed  greatly. 

Ttaa  bill  alao  provides  that  the  Secretary 
shall  raqulre  In  repayment  contracts  with  lo- 
cal districts  certain  specific  guaranties  with 
respect  to  operation  and  maintenance  of  the 
project  after  completion. 

nie  bill  relates  ozUy  to  irrigation  works 
dlstrtbutlop  systems  and  for  supplying  do- 
meatte  and  stock  water.  Thus,  It  in  no  way 
permits  munleliNiUtles  or  industries  to  secure 
loans  imdar  this  bill. 

WKnasaes  In  support  of  the  bill  appeared 
from  Texas.  Wyoxning.  California;  the  Na- 
tional Reclamation  Association,  American 
Farm  Bureau  Federation,  and  the  Biireau  of 
Reclamation.  Favorable  reports  from  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  are  made  a  part  of  the  report 
on  the  bUL  The  committee  notes  that  the 
commwats  of  the  Departments  suggest  that 
local  entitles  oontrtbute^Bome  portion  of  the 
constm^toix  costs,  and  costs  of  properties 
required.  However,  instances  may  well  oc- 
cur where  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  has 
begun  the  acquisition  of  properties  and 
rtghta-off-way.  The  intent  of  the  legislation 
Is  to  aebleve  a  better  economic  basis  for  proj- 
•Ota  BM0tiiig  standards  acceptable  to  the  Sec- 
retary <tf  the  Interior. 


The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER, 
will  be  passed  over. 


ThebiU 


PERPETUAL  EASEMENT  OP  RIGHT- 
OP-WAY  FOR  ELECTRIC  TRANS- 
BOSSION-LINE   PURPOSES3 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8205)  to  authorize  the 
conveyance  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  Virginia  Electric  ft  Power  Co. 
of  a  perpetual  easement  of  right-of-way 
for   electric   transmission-line   purposes 

across  lands  of  the  Richmond  National 
Battlefield  Park.  Va..  such  easement  to 
be  granted  in  exchange  for.  and  in  con- 
sideration of.  the  convejrance  for  park 
purposes  of  approximately  6  acres  of  land 
adjoining  the  park,  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  for  the 
sake  of  the  record,  I  understand  that 
what  has  happened  in  this  case  is  that 
the  Government  has  entered  into  an 
exchange  of  land  for  this  easement. 
For  future  reference,  because  this  in- 
volves a  conveyance  of  property  rights. 
I  imderstand  the  bill  provides  for  an 
exchange  of  property  interests,  the  Fed- 
eral Government  getting  approximately 
6  acres  of  land  to  be  used  for  park  pur- 
poaes  in  exchange  for  the  right-of-way 
which  is  granted  to  the  company  con- 
cerned. I  also  understand  that  that  is 
believed  to  be  very  adequate  compensa- 
tion for  the  exchange  of  interests,  and 
that,  therefore,  it  does  not  in  any  way 
violate  the  Morse  formula.  I  have  no 
objection,  if  those  are  the  facts. 

Mr.  CORDON.  BIr.  President,  will  my 
colleague  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

BCr.  CORDON.  In  this  instance  there 
was  an  exchange.  The  right-of-way  in 
question  which  was  used  ^  the  power 
company  is  now  in  use.  The  bill  simply 
perpetuates  the  use  of  the  right-of-way. 
and  there  is  given  in  exchange  an  area 
in  addition  which  goes  to  the  United 
States. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  for  the 
record  I  accept  that  explanation,  and 
I  shall  not  object  to  the  passage  of 
the  bill,  because  it  is  my  imderstandltig. 
as  I  read  the  committee  report,  that 
this  is  a  fair  exchange  whereby  the  Fed- 
eral Government  is  receiving  fair  value 
for  the  property  under  consideration. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(H.  R.  8205)  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

CONVEYANCE  OF  LANDS  BY  SOUTH- 
ERN PACIFIC  RAILROAD  CO.— BILL 
PLACED  AT  FOOT  OP  CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7881)  to  validate  a 
conveyance  of  certain  lands  by  Southern 
Pacific  Railroad  Co.,  and  its  lessee. 
Southern  Pacific  Co.,  to  Morgan  Hop- 
kins, Inc.,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
concerns  me  very  much,  and  I  reserve 
the  right  to  object  until  I  hear  an  ex- 
planation or  a  discussion  of  the  point  I 
now  wish  to  make.  The  committee  re- 
port shows,  on  the  first  page,  that  what 
happened  in  1871  was  that  Congress 
granted  to  the  Southern  Pacific  Rail- 
road Co.  a  right-of-way  in  southern  Cali- 
fornia. Under  court  decisions,  this 
right-of-way  grant  was  a  limited  fee 
with  an  implied  right  of  reverter  in  the 
United  States  if  and  when  the  right-of- 
way  ceased  to  be  used  for  railroad  pur- 
poses. In  many  instances,  the  railroad 
foimd  that  some  of  the  grant  was  not 
required  for  right-of-way  use  and  sold 
the  unneeded  portion  to  industries,  in 
the  belief  that  it  had  such  authority. 
Since  the  land  was  granted  for  right- 
of-way  purposes,  the  railway  company 
could  not  give,  in  fact,  clear  title  with- 
out a  validating  act  from  Congress.  On 
several  previous  occasions  Congress  has 
validated  conveyances  by  railroads.  In- 
cluding two  instances  in  the  present 
Congress. 

I  have  two  questions  which  I  should 
like  to  ask  in  regard  to  this  bill.  Am  I 
correct  in  my  understanding  that  none 
of  the  property  was  sold  to  Industries  for 
industrial  sites  along  the  right-of-way 
until  after  it  was  legally  determined  that 
the  railroad  company  had  a  limited  fee 
in  the  property? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  attempt  to  answer  that  question, 
my  understanding  is  that  the  earlier 
conveyances  and  the  title  were  made 
prior  to  the  determination  that  there 
was  a  legally  sufficient  implied  condi- 
tion of  reverter.  In  many  of  the  right- 
of-way  grants,  a  reverter  was  explicit. 
A  right-of-way  is  a  right-of-way  over 
pnbhc  lands  with  an  express  reservatton 
in  case  they  are  used  for  any  other  pur- 
pose. In  this  instance,  as  I  understand 
from  the  Secretary's  report,  a  right-of- 
way  was  granted,  but  it  was  a  right-of- 
way  and  not  a  title  in  fee.  and  that  raises 
a  question  as  to  the  right  of  reverter  by 
the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  feel 
that  it  is  only  fair  and  just  to  relieve  the 
railroad  company  of  any  liability  in  the 
case  of  transfers  which  were  made  prior 


to  the  Court's  determination  thai  there 
was  an  implied  reverter.  Principles  of 
equity  are  as  applicable  to  a  railroad 
company  or  any  other  coriMratlon  as 
they  are  to  an  individual.  So,  as  to 
those  transfers,  I  have  no  objection. 
But  I  am  in  doubt  as  to  whether  the 
railroad  company  made  conveyances 
after  it  knew  that  the  Court  had  deter- 
mined that  there  was  an  implied  re- 
verter, because  if  it  did,  then  it  seems  to 
me  the  railroad  company  acted  clearly 
with  knowledge  that  it  was  making  a 
transfer  and  did  not  have  the  legal  power 
to  give  title.  As  to  those  conveyances, 
if  there  were  any  such,  I  think  the  rail- 
road company  should  be  held  responsible 
for  dealing  with  persons  other  thlin  the 
Federal  Government. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  my 
colleague  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  think  a  legal  prob- 
lem is  involved.  So  far  as  the  title  to 
the  land  is  concerned,  the  revertea-  pro- 
vision is  in  favor  of  the  Government. 
The  Government  can  reixtssess  the  land, 
but  it  repossesses  land  to  which  the  rail- 
road now  claims  no  title;  land  which  is 
in  the  possession  of  another.  One  may 
well  say  that  the  other  party  should  have 
had  his  title  examined  so  as  to  know 
what  he  was  buying.  But.  for  the  period 
during  which  there  could  be  recovery  in 
dollars,  the  only  person  who  would  be 
hurt  by  repossession — and  that  is  the 
limit  of  the  Government's  right — >would 
be  the  individual  who  has  the  title  or 
who  has  acquired  it  within  a  period  of 
time  before  recovery  could  be  made.  In 
this  instance,  it  is  my  understanding 
from  the  report,  that  the  original  con- 
veyance by  the  railroad  company  was 
made  under  a  belief  that  it  had  a  right 
to  make  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  ask  one  fur- 
ther question.  Is  it  the  Senator's  view 
that  if  the  Federal  Government  refused 
to  give  this  clearance  of  title,  the  pur- 
chasers of  the  land  would  be  without 
any  legal  remedy  against  the  Southern 
Pacific  Railroad  Co.? 

Mr.  CORDON.  If  the  conveyance  goes 
back  of  the  10  years,  in  my  opinion, 
there  could  be  no  recovery. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  ex- 
pired. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  wonder  if  my  col- 
league would  have  any  objection  to  the 
bill  going  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar,  so 
he  and  I  can  have  a  conference  con- 
cerning it. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  have  no  objection  to 
that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  be  placed  nt  the 
foot  of  the  calendar. 


BILL  PASSED   OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9825)  to  authorise  the 
Postmaster  General  to  prohibit  or  regu- 
late the  use  of  Government  property  un- 
der his  custody  and  control  for  the  park- 
ing or  storage  of  vehicles  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 
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The     PRESIDINO     OFFICER. 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


The 


BILL  PLACED  AT  FOOT  OF 
CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7785)  to  amend  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29, 
1930.  to  make  permanent  the  Increases 
in  regular  annuities  provided  by  the  act 
of  July  16.  1952.  and  to  extend  such  in- 
creases to  additional  annuities  pur- 
chased by  voluntary  contributions  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  that  the  bill  be  placed  at  the  foot  of 
the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  go  to  the  foot  of 
the  calendar. 


COLLECTION  OP  COMPENSATION 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5718)  to  limit  the 
period  of  collection  by  the  United  States 
of  compensation  received  by  ofiBcers  and 
employees  in  violation  of  the  dual  com- 
pensation laws  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


CONVEYANCE  OF  REAL  PROPERTY 
IN  STEVENS  COUNTY.  WASH. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7229)  to  provide  for 
the  conveyance  to  T.  M.  Pratt  and  An- 
nita  C.  Pratt  of  certain  real  property  in 
Stevens  County,  Wash.,  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  my  un- 
derstanding is  that  the  bill  relates  to 
property  which  was  erroneously  acquired 
in  the  first  place,  and  simply  corrects 
an  error. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  wss 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


MILK  RIVER  PROJECT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7813)  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  adjust  or 
cancel  certain  charges  on  the  Milk  River 
project  w^as  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr  President.  I  should 
hke  to  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  enact- 
ment of  H.  R.  7813  would  authorize  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  to  cancel  or 
to  adjust  delinquent  operation  and  main- 
tenance charges  against  2.904  acres  of 
land  in  the  Glasgow  division  of  the  Milk 
River  project.  Montana,  which  were  ac- 
cumulated by  lands  that  never  received 
water.  These  charges,  along  with  the 
construction  charges,  were  stated  in  pub- 
lic notice  No.  5.  dated  November  18, 
1930.  When  the  Glasgow  Irrigation  Dis- 
trict entered  into  a  repayment  contract 
with  the  United  States  on  December  29, 
1926,  the  owners  of  these  lands  asked 
that  they  be  excluded  from  the  district. 


Of  these  2,904  acres,  approximately  2.000 
acres  have  since  been  reincluded  in  the 
district  at  the  request  of  the  owners. 

This  acreage  had  been  excluded  from 
the  construction  charges  i>ertaining  to 
the  lands  mentioned  in  the  bill.  Now  it 
should  be  excluded  from  the  operation 
and  maintenance  charges.  The  purpose 
of  the  bill  is  to  give  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  the  authority  so  to  exclude 
it. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  The  Department  of 
the  Interior  made  a  report  stating  all 
the  facts  in  connection  with  the  case, 
and  it  recommends  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


PALO  VERDE  IRRIGATION  DISTRICT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  8498)  authorizing  construc- 
tion of  works  to  reestablish  for  the  Palo 
Verde  Irrigation  District,  California,  a 
means  of  diversion  of  its  irrigation  water 
supply  from  the  Colorado  River,  and  for 
other  purpKJses.  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  with  amendments,  on 
page  3,  hne.  after  the  words  "sum  of", 
to  strike  out  "$675,000"  and  insert  "$1,- 
175,000":  on  page  5.  line  21.  after  "Sec 
7.",  to  strike  out  "The  return  of  all"  and 
insert  "All";  in  line  22.  after  the  word 
"those",  to  insert  "to  be",  and  in  line 
23.  after  the  word  "District",  to  strike  out 
"and  those  costs  allocated  under  subsec- 
tion <b)  of  section  4  of  this  act.  as  here- 
inbefore provided,  shall  be  accounted  for 
from  the  first  net  power  revenues  avail- 
able from  the  Boulder  Canyon  and/  or 
the  Parker-Davis  projects,  after  payout 
thereof  in  accordance  with  law"  and  in- 
sert "shall  be  nonreimbursable." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  I  desire 
to  quote  briefly  from  the  rep>ort  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs,  which.  I  may  say,  unani- 
mously reported  the  bill: 

The  principal  purpose  of  this  bill  Is  to 
authorize  construction  of  permanent  works 
to  replace  the  temporary  loose-rock  diversion 
weir  built  by  the  United  States  in  1945  to 
reestablish  for  Palo  Verde  Irrigation  dis- 
trict a  means  of  diverting  its  water  supply 
from  the  Colorado  River  such  as  It  had 
prior  to  1942. 

I  might  observe,  parenthetically,  that 
the  Palo  Verde  irrigation  district  was 
organized  in  the  1870's,  and  has  been  uti- 
lizing water  from  the  Colorado  River  in 
California  since  the  time  of  the  incep- 
tion of  the  district. 

The  bill  merely  provides  for  a  nego- 
tiated settlement  between  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  and  the  Palo 
Verde  irrigation  district,  by  which,  in- 
stead of  appropriations  being  made  an- 
nually for  the  repair  and  maintenance 
of  the  weir,  a  permanent  structure  will 
be  provided  for. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the 


amendments  and  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill.  The  amendments  were  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read 

a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

RECOUPMENT  OF  CERTAIN  PUBLIC 
SCHOOL  CONSTRUCTION  COSTS 
IN    MINNESOTA 

The  bill  (S.  3108)  to  modify  the  act  of 
October  8.  1940  (54  Stat.  1020),  and  the 
act  of  July  24.  1947  (61  Stat.  418),  with 
respect  to  the  recoupment  of  certain 
public  school  construction  costs  in  Min- 
nesota was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  effective  on  July 
1.  1954.  the  recoupment  requirements  of  the 
act  of  October  8.  1940  (54  Stat.  1020)  and  tb« 
act  of  July  24.  1947  (61  Stat.  418),  shall  be- 
come inapplicable  to  the  um^couped  bal- 
ances of  fundfi  expended  pursuant  to  such 
acts. 


BILL  PLACED  AT  FOOT  OF  CALENDAR 

The  bill  (S.  2153)  to  authorize  the 
transfer  of  certain  property  to  the  State 
of  Minnesota  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  MORSR  May  we  have  an  ex- 
planation? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  had  expected  the 
Senator  from  Miiuiesota  to  be  present  to 
make  a  statement  about  the  bill.  In  his 
absence,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  be  placed  at  the  foot  of  the 
calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  be  placed  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar. 


CONVEYANCE  OP  REVERSIONARY 
LANDS  TO  THE  CITY  OF  PAWNEEI, 
OKLA. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8859)  to  convey  the  re- 
versionary interests  of  the  United  States 
in  certain  lands  to  the  city  of  Pawnee. 
Okla.,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  request 
an  explanation  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  H.  R.  8859  is  to  clear  the  title 
of  a  tract  of  land  in  Pawnee  County, 
Okla.,  consisting  of  some  88.43  acres,  so 
that  the  city  of  Pawnee  may  construct 
permanent  public  improvements  on  it. 

The  land  which  is  the  subject  of  the 
bill  was  purchased  by  the  then  town  of 
Pawnee,  when  C^dahoma  was  still  a 
Territory,  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  the  act  of  March  1,  1907.  an  act  ful- 
filling treaty  stipulations  with  various 
Indian  tribes— 34  Statutes  1015.  1044. 
The  act  provided: 

That  the  said  lands  are  to  be  held  and 
used  by  the  said  town  of  Pawnee  tar  parks. 
educational  and  otber  public  purposes :  Pro- 
Tnded,  Tbat  the  board  of  trustees  of  said  town 
may  authorize  the  board  at  education  of  said 
town  to  use  the  same  for  the  erection  and 
maintenance  of  school  buildings  tbereon  and 
the  necessary  grounds  for  use  in  coonectton 
therewith:  ProviOed  further.  Tbat  Pawnee 
Indian  children  shall  be  admitted  to  any 
school  thus  maintained,  free  of  cbarge  azid 
on  terms  of  equality  with  the  white  pupils  im 
such  school. 
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Thus,  •  reversionary  interest  was  es- 
tabHshed.  The  Pawnee  Indians  subse- 
quently contended  that  such  Interest  lay 
In  the  tribe.  However,  the  Court  of 
Claims  in  Patonee  Indians  Tribe  of 
Oklahoma  ▼.  United  States  (109  Fed. 
Supp.  860)  determined  that  the  tribe  had 
been  paid  full  value  for  the  tract  and 
that  the  reversionary  interest  lay  in  the 
Fedo^l  Oovemment. 

The  city  now  desires  to  undertake  Im- 
proving the  tract  other  than  for  school 
purposes.  However,  the  attorney  general 
of  the  State  of  Oklahoma  has  ruled  that 
"public  funds  may  not  be  used  to  erect 
a  building  upon  land  where  the  State 
government  unit  has  not  acquired  the 
full  complete  and  Indefeasible  title  to 
such  land."  H.  R.  8859  would  vest  such 
title  in  the  community  which,  as  stated, 
purchased  the  land  pursuant  to  the  act 
of  the  59th  Congress. 

The  favorable  report  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  on  H.  R.  8859  is  set 
forth  in  full  below.  Attention  is  di- 
rected to  the  statement  that  the  Biu-eau 
of  the  Budget  has  no  objection  to  the 
measure. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  it  Is  perfectly 
clear  that  the  bill  is  in  keeping  with  the 
original  purpose  of  the  conveyance,  and 
is  a  perfectly  satisfactory  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill?  ^ 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H. 
R.  8859)  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
tliird  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

ISSUANCE  OF  PATENTS  TO  LANDS  IN 
MONROE  COUNTY.  MICH. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9790)  to  amend  the  act 
of  June  30,  1948,  so  as  to  extend  for  1 
year  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  issue  patents  for  certain 
public  lands  in  Monroe  County,  Mich., 
held  under  color  of  title  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  Is  a  re- 
port available  on  this  bill? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  H.  R.  9790  is  a 
companion  bill  to  S.  3716.  which  is  Cal- 
endar No.  2351.  There  Is  a  report  on 
S.  3716.  - 

Mr.  MORSE.  May  we  have  an  expla- 
nation of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  are  we 
now  discussing  Calendar  No.  2351.  which 
is  Senate  bill  3716? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  is  proceeding  with  Calendar  No. 
2517.  H.  R.  9790.  which  is  a  companion 
bill  to  Calendar  No.  2351,  S.  3716. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  observe  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  present.  I  know  he  will 
be  glad  to  make  an  explanation. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  extend  a  law 
which  was  passed  in  1948  to  clear  title  to 
a  certain  piece  of  land  in  Michigan 
which  has  been  in  possession  of  persons 
other  than  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment for  more  than  100  years.  The 
House  bill  provides  for  an  extension  of  1 
year,  so  that  the  persons  concerned  may 
take  the  action  necessary  within  that 
time.  The  time  has  been  extended  on 
several  occasions. 


I  hope  the  Senate  will  pass  the  House 
bill,  instead  of  taking  up  the  Senate  bill, 
which  is  identical 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  Will 
the  Senator  yield?  i 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     I  yield.  I 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  As  I  understand. 
the  House  bill  provides  for  no  additional 
rights  or  privileges,  but  merely  extonds 
rights  and  privileges  already  in  ex- 
istence. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  And  the  extension 
is  to  be  for  1  year. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     For  1  year. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9790)  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  tliird  time,  and 
passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection.  Senate  bill  3716  is  in4efi- 
nitely  postponed. 


HOSPITALIZATION  AND  CARE  OP 
MENTALLY  ILL  OF  ALASKA— HU  J. 
PLACED  AT  FOOT  OF  CALENDAR 

The  biU  (H.  R.  8009)  to  provide  for  the 
hospitalization  and  care  of  the  mentally 
ill  in  Alaska,  and  for  other  purposes,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill?  . 

Mr.  GORE.    Over.  | 

Mr.  KUCHEL.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  withhold  his 
objection? 

Mr.  GORE.     I  withhold  my  objection. 

Mr.  BIUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  make  a  very  brief  statement.  I  was 
about  to  ask  that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar,  because  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Washington  [Mr.  Jackson], 
who  worked  with  me  in  the  subcom- 
mittee in  the  preparation  of  the  bill,  is 
not  present  in  the  Chamber;  and  I 
thought,  in  fairness  to  him,  he  should 
have  opportunity  to  make  an  objection. 
Since  I  am  not  completely  persuaded 
that  he  would  object,  I  wonder,  under 
those  circumstances,  if  I  may  ask  the 
junior  Senator  from  Tennessee  if  other 
objections  may  have  been  made. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  bill  going  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 
Of  coxu-se,  it  is  at  the  foot  of  the  calen- 
dar now.  • 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  term  "foot  of  the  calendar"  for  these 
purposes  defined  as  meaning  that  it  will 
be  among  the  bills  which  will  be  called 
immediately  following  the  call  of  the 
first  half  of  the  calendar.  Am  I  correct 
in  that  understanding? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  Is 
correct.  Later  In  the  day.  under  the 
order  previously  discussed  by  the  major- 
ity leader,  the  Senate  will  return  to  the 
beginning  of  the  calendar  and  proceed 
with  the  call,  in  order  to  take  up  the 
bills  in  the  first  part  of  the  calendar,  and 
also  bills  which  have  gone  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar  on  the  present  call. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  go  to 


the  foot  of  the  calendar  and  be  called 
with  bills  which  will  be  called  later  in 

the  day.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  ts  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 


NUCLEAR  MATERIALS  AND  ATOMIC 
WEAPONS— HILL   PASSED   OVER 

The  bill  (S.  3851)  to  provide  rewards 
for  information  concerning  the  illegal 
introduction  into  United  States,  or  the 
illegal  manufacture  or  acquisition  in  the 
United  States,  of  special  nuclear  ma- 
terir.ls  and  atomic  weapons,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  Presidtnt,  we 
must  ask  that  the  bill  go  over.  We  do 
not  yet  have  a  report  on  the  bill,  and 
are  not  prepared  to  pass  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


MR.  AND  MRS.  THOMAS  V.  COMP- 
TON— BILL  PLACED  AT  FOOT  OF 
CALENDAR 


Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  return  to 
Calendar  No.  2409.  which  Is  a  bill  (H.  R. 
4281)  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Thomas  V.  Compton.  in  order  that  I 
may  explain  the  bill,  because  when  I  do. 
I  believe  the  original  objector  wH  with- 
draw his  objection. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, reserving  the  right  to  object,  will 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Virginia 
agree  to  a  unanimous -consent  request 
that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar with  all  other  bills  which  have 
been  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  did  not  antici- 
pate that  the  bill  would  be  objected  to. 
I  was  not  here  when  It  was  called,  so  I 
had  no  opportunity  to  make  a  state- 
ment on  the  bill.  I  think  a  veiy  brief 
explanation  would  clarify  the  sifauatlon. 
and  if  it  goes  to  the  foot  of  the  cajendar. 
the  junior  Senator 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  Senator 
may  make  his  explanation  and  then  add 
the  request  that  it  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  If  there  Is  no  ob- 
jection, the  junior  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia would  like  to  see  the  bill  passed. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  shall  object 
at  this  time,  but  if  it  goes  to  the  foot  of 
the  calendar.  I  may  not  object. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  that  I  may  have  the  privilege  of  ex- 
plaining the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  Without  objecUon,  the 
Senate/  from  Virginia  may  procetd  with 
the  explanation. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
the  Government  built  a  large  power  dam 
at  what  is  called  Buggs  Island.  It  was 
later  named  the  John  A.  Kerr  Dam. 
When  the  resei-voir  was  filled,  it  Covered 
a  great  deal  of  land  in  that  area,  and  it 
blotted  out  one  of  the  main  Virginia 
highways. 

The  Comptons  had  a  small  store  on 
that  highway,  where  they  did  an  armual 
business  of  $25,000  or  $30,000.  Because 
the  store  happened  to  be  on  a  little  piece 
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of  high  ground  which  was  not  covered 
with  water,  althou?h  the  land  on  both 
sides  were  blotted  out,  the  Government, 
after  paying  everyone  else  affected,  in- 
cluding $4,000  to  one  man  whose  land 
was  not  actually  taken  but  who  was 
damaged,  refused  to  pay  the  Comptons, 
who  claimed  damages  in  the  sum  of 
$18,000. 

A  bill  was  introduced  on  the  House 
side  to  pay  them  .$18,000.  and  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  said :  "We  recognize 
that  we  have  damaged  them,  and  we 
think  they  should  1j€  paid,  but  the  Gov- 
ernment has  established  the  precedent 
of  not  paying  anyone  unless  his  land  was 
actually  taken.-"  They  said  that  small 
store  sitting  up  on  a  little  hill  in 
the  midst  of  this  reservoir  still  has  a  way 
to  get  out  to  the  new  road  2 '2  miles 
away.  Of  course,  no  customers  come  w 
the  store. 

The  House  reduced  the  amount  from 
$18,000  to  $6,000.  It  did  not  think  our 
Government  should  go  Into  the  area  and 
destroy  the  business  of  two  old  people, 
both  over  60  years  of  age.  who  have  no 
funds  to  build  a  new  store  out  on  the 
highway,  and  say.  "We  will  not  even  give 
you  the  amount  necessary  to  build  a  new 
store."  The  claim  was  for  $18,000.  The 
House  reduced  it  to  one-third  and  al- 
lowed $6,000. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mi.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  Do  I  correctly  understand 
the  able  junior  Ser.ator  from  Virginia  to 
say  that  the  bill  v.ould  not  comperisate 
the  citizen  for  the  loss  of  a  business,  but, 
rather,  for  the  isolation  of  a  building? 

Mr  ROBERTSON.  That  is  all  it  does. 
It  was  estimated  that  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Compton  could  not  erect  a  store  building 
at  a  new  location  f^r  less  than  $6,000.  and 
they  did  not  have  the  $6,000.  The  House 
said,  "We  will  not  compensate  you  for 
the  loss  of  your  business,  but  since  you 
can  no  longer  use  your  building  and  since 
we  have  wrecked  your  building,  we  will 
give  you  enough  to  build  a  new  building 
on  the  new  highway." 

The  road  in  que.stion  was  not  built  to 
take  out  a  bridge,  put  in  a  bridge,  or  take 
out  a  curve.  The  whole  highway  for 
miles  was  flooded  The  State  of  Vir- 
ginia did  not  builc  the  new  road.  The 
Federal  Government  had  to  build  the 
new  road,  which  w:is  put  2^2  miles  away, 
so  this  man  could  get  no  customers. 
They  wrecked  his  business. 

This  great  Nation,  which  has  just 
voted  to  give  foreign  nations  hundreds  of 
millions  of  dollars  for  rehabilitation,  will 
wreck  the  busines.s  of  2  loyal,  patriotic 
American  citizens  past  60  years  of  age, 
on  the  ground  of  the  legal  technicality 
that  the  Government  did  not  actually 
take  the  land. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  do  not  think  this 
Is  a  technicality.  Instead  of  this  one 
family  if  there  had  been  5  other  fami- 
lies on  this  road,  and  their  business  had 
suffered  when  the  highway  was  relocated, 
each  to  the  extent  of  $18,000,  would  the 


Senator  from  Virginia  feel  that  the  Fed- 
eral Government  had  the  responsibility 
to  pay  them  for  what  they  might  have 
lost  in  the  way  of  business? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  The  Senator  from 
Virginia  boasts  of  the  English  common 
law  under  which  we  op>erate  and  will 
continue  to  operate  unless  and  until  it 
Is  changed  by  statute.  Under  our  sys- 
tem of  jurisprudence  there  is  no  wrong 
without  a  remedy.  I  say  that  if  the 
Government  had  destroyed  the  business 
of  100  citizens,  there  should  be  a  remedy. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Would  the  Senator 
contend  that  when  we  build  a  super 
highway  which  takes  a  great  deal  of 
traflBc  off  other  highways,  the  Govern- 
ment has  the  responsibility  to  recom- 
pense for  their  loss  of  business  the  peo- 
ple who  may  have  been  on  the  old  high- 
way? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Of  course  not. 
That  situation  is  not  at  all  comparable. 
When  there  is  a  change  in  the  road  for 
the  benefit  of  the  general  public,  the 
man  who  is  incidentally  damaged  has  to 
bear  that  damage;  but  when  the  Govern- 
ment ruins  a  man's  property  by  a  high- 
way, and  leaves  his  little  business  sitting 
high  and  dry  2^2  miles  away  from  the 
only  road  which  is  traveled,  it  has  in- 
jured him,  and  it  should  not  be  said  that 
the  Government  can  injure  a  man  with- 
out being  liable  to  pay  him  something 
for  that  injury.  The  Government  offi- 
cials admitted  that  they  paid  another 
man  $4,000  when  his  property  was  not 
actually  taken,  but  was  damaged.  This 
is  the  only  claim  that  is  left. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  The  record  shows 
that  the  property  of  the  man  to  whom 
some  money  was  paid  was  actually  under 
water;  whereas  in  this  case,  according  to 
the  Department  of  Justice  report : 

There  U  no  indication  that  the  Compton 
property  was  physically  damaged  in  any  way 
by  the  Government  project.  Whatever  losses 
were  suffered  by  claimants  in  this  case  would 
appear  to  have  resulted  solely  from  the  relo- 
cation of  Highway  No.   15. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  That  could  not 
be  correct.  A  part  of  the  land  is  under 
water,  but  not  all  of  it.  But  this  man's 
business  has  been  destroyed,  and  he 
should  be  paid  for  it.  There  was  a  little 
high  spot  in  the  road,  and  he  had  a  little 
country  store  there.  That  man  and  his 
wife  ran  the  store;  it  was  their  only 
source  of  livelihood.  They  had  not  ac- 
cumulated anything,  but  they  never  had 
gone  on  relief. 

Now  the  Government  would  put  them 
on  relief ;  the  Government  would  destroy 
their  business,  which  they  state  was 
worth  $18,000.  All  that  they  ask  is  an 
opportunity  to  keep  on  making  their  own 
living,  and  that  they  be  paid  the  value 
of  the  store  building  which  the  Govern- 
ment has  destroyed.  That  building  cost 
$6,000. 

Mr.  President.  It  would  be  astounding 
to  me,  after  the  Congress  appropriates 
$6  billion,  $8  billion,  or  $10  billion  for 
foreign  aid,  to  rehabilitate  almost  every 
nation  in  the  world,  if  the  Congress  then 
would  say  to  two  old  people  in  Virginia, 
"We  will  damage  your  property,  but  we 
will  say  that,  because  of  a  technicality, 
we  will  not  reimburse  you,  because  we  did 
not  actually  cover  your  property  with 


water,  although  you  caimot  make  a  living 
there  any  more.  So  we  will  not  give  you 
a  red  cent." 

Mr.  President,  the  House  committee 
unanimously  reported  the  bill,  and  said 
the  Government  should  pay  these  p)eople. 
The  House  of  Representatives  voted 
unanimously  to  pay  them  $6,000. 

The  Senate  Judiciary  Committee 
unanimously  reported  the  bill  and  said 
these  people  should  be  paid. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  should  like  to  correct  the  statement  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  has  made;  the 
Senate  Judiciary  Committee  did  not  re- 
port the  bill  unanimously. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Then  I  stand  cor- 
rected. However,  the  bill  was  reported 
by  a  majority  of  the  Senate  committee, 
or  it  would  not  be  on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  has  made  a  won- 
derful speech,  and  it  touches  my  heart. 
T  too,  feel  most  sympathetic  for  the 
persons  concerned  and  for  what  has 
happened  to  them. 

But  I  wonder  whether,  during  the  call 
of  the  Consent  Calendar,  we  should  pass 
a  bill  which  would  establish,  as  a  prece- 
dent, the  principle  that  every  time  a 
highway  is  relocated  or  a  dam  is  built, 
and  every  time  a  person's  business 
suffers  thereby — and  the  dear  Lord 
knows  there  are  thousands  of  such  cases 
today — the  United  States  will  be  liable 
to  recompense  that  person  for  the  loss 
he  suffered  because  of  that  progressive 
move. 

Go  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have  a 
great  deal  of  sympathy  for  the  persons 
Involved  in  this  case,  and  I  should  like  to 
cooperate  with  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia. But  I  cannot  but  think  this 
would  be  a  very  dangerous  co\u*se  for  the 
Government  to  embark  upon. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
appeal  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
I  Mr.  Butler],  who  handled  the  bill  in 
the  committee;  I  ask  him  If  it  is  not  a 
fact  that  it  was  clearly  demonstrated  to 
his  subcommittee,  and  that  a  majority 
of  the  full  committee  agreed,  that  the 
bill  would  not  set  a  precedent  for  a  per- 
son who  wa^  incidentally  damaged  by 
any  kind  of  a  change  in  a  highway,  to  be 
reimbursed  by  the  State  or  by  the  Fed- 
eral Goverrmient  which  was  responsible 
for  making  the  change;  but.  to  the  con- 
trary, that  the  subcommittee  and  the 
full  committee  felt  that  this  was  the 
necessary  and  probable  consequence  of 
a  voluntary  act  on  the  part  of  the  Fed-  ' 
eral  Government  In  flooding  an  area, 
and  that  act  naturally  and  inevitably 
resulted  In  the  destruction  of  the  busi- 
ness of  this  man;  and  that  the  road  was 
not  relocated  for  the  general  benefit  of 
the  community;  but  that  the  Federal 
Government  took  action  to  have  the 
road  moved  two  and  one -half  miles 
away,  so  it  would  not  be  under  water; 
and  that  is  the  only  reason  why  the  new 
road  was  built. 

Mr.  BUTLER.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  So  I  appeal  to 
my  colleagues  to  withdraw  their  objec- 
tion to  the  bill,  and  let  these  two  old 
people  be  compensated  at  least  to  the 
extent  of  receiving  payment  for  their 
little  country-store  business. 
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Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
a  parlimmfintary  Inquiry. 

The  .  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Are  we  still  on 
the  calendar?  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Virginia  requested  unani- 
mous coDfient.  which  was  granted,  that 
he  might  explain  the  bilL  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  go 
to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  will  be  placed  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  wish  to  ex- 
plain to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Virginia  that  I  have  made  this  request 
because  we  must  be  consistent;  we  have 
demanded  that  such  biUs  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar,  rather  than  constantly 
be  brought  up  out  of  tiun. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
does  this  complete  the  first  call  of  the 
calendar  for  today? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  This 
completes  the  first  call  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Let  me  say,  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate,  that  later 
in  the  afternoon  we  expect  to  have  an- 
other calendar  call,  which  will  begin  at 
the  very  beginning  of  the  ctJendar — ^in 
Other  words,  at  the  beginning  of  the  old 
calendar.  We  shall  also,  at  the  con- 
clusion of  that  call,  take  up  the  measures 
which  have  been  placed  at  the  foot  of 
the  calendar  during  the  first  calendar 
calL  So  we  have  only  one  foot  of  the 
calendar  completed,  so  to  speak. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  California  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  thank  the 
Senator.  Will  the  Chair  be  so  kind  as 
to  state,  for  the  information  of  the  Sen- 
ate, the  bills  which  have  been  placed  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Yes. 
They  are  as  follows:  Calendar  No.  2401, 
H.  R.  1107;  Calendar  No.  2409.  H.  R. 
4281;  Calmdar  No.  2482.  S.  3813;  Cal- 
endar No.  2500,  S.  3447;  Calendar  No. 
2505,  H.  R.  7881;  Calendar  No.  2507, 
H.  R.  7785;  Calendar  No.  2515,  S.  2153; 
and  Calendar  No.  2518.  H.  R.  8009. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr,  President, 
are  those  bills  to  be  called  in  numerical 
order? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  They 
will  be  placed  in  numerical  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  And  will  the 
bills  be  called  seriatim? 

The  FRESmma  officer.  They 
will  be  called  seriatim  when  the  bills  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar  are  called. 


CITATION  OF  ALBERT  SHADOWTTZ 

FOR  CONTEMPT  OF  THE  SENATE 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  unfin- 
ished business. 


The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  280)  to  cite 
Albert  Shadowitz  for  contempt  of  the 
Senate. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Presidettt.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  executive 
business. 

I 

EXECUTIVE    MESSAGES    REFE21RED 

■nie  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Paynx  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Sen- 
ate messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  Stiites  submitting  sundry  nomi- 
nations, which  were  referred  to  the  ap- 
propriate committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings. ) 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  that  the  Senate  pass  over  the  nomi- 
nation of  Madge  D.  Graham  to  be  post- 
master at  Rothville,  Mo.  I  wish  to  have 
that  nomination  held  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, reserving  the  right  to  object- 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  at 
this  time  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quonun. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  call  of  the  roll  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

If  there  be  no  reports  of  committees, 
the  clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the  nomi- 
nations on  the  Executive  Calendar. 


THE  ST.  LAWRENCE  SEAWAY  DE- 
VELOPMENT CORPORATION 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  John  C.  Beukema  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Advisory  Board  of  the  St.  Law- 
rence Seaway  Development  Corporation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  conflrmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Harry  C.  Brockel  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Advisory  Board  of  the  St.  Law- 
rence Seaway  Development  Corporation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Edvrard  J.  Noble  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Advisory  Board  of  the  St.  Law- 
rence Seaway  Development  Corporation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  conflrmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Kenneth  Merle  Lloyd  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Advisory  Board  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corpo- 
ration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confiruied. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Hugh  Moore  to  be  a  member  of 


the  Advisory  Board  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
Seaway  Development  Corporation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tlon  of  E.  George  Siedle  to  be  an  Assist- 
ant Postmaster  General. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


POSTMASTERS 


The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  of  postmasters. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President. 
with  the  exception  of  the  postmaster 
nomination  which  I  have  heretofore 
mentioned,  namely,  that  of  Madge  D. 
Graham,  to  be  postmaster  at  Rothville. 
Mo.,  I  ask  that  the  postmaster  nomina- 
tions be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  all  other  postmaster  nomi- 
nations are  conflrmed  en  bloc.  *- 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  that  the  President  be  immediately 
notified  of  all  nominations  confirmed 
this  day. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  President  wiU  ^le  noti- 
fied forthwith. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Oarolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  nomination 
of  Madge  D.  Graham  to  be  postmaster 
at  Rothville,  Mo.,  be  recommitted  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  a.^k  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina  a  question 
with  respect  to  this  nomination.  Had 
he  discussed  the  nomination  with  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  before  ask- 
ing that  it  be  recommitted  to  the  com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  O&rolina. 
Mr.  President,  does  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice object  to  the  recommittal  of  the 
nomination  of  Madge  D.  Graham  to  be 
postmaster  at  Rothville,  Mo.,  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice? A  violation  of  the  Veterans'  Pref- 
erence Act  is  involved.  We  would  like 
to  look  into  the  question. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  it  has 
been  the  understanding  in  our  oommit- 
tee  that  if  there  is  on  the  calendar  a 
nomination  involving  the  question  re- 
ferred to.  it  is  the  desire  of  the  oommit- 
tee  that  the  nomination  be  recommitted. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  With  that  expla- 
nation, I  have  no  objection  to  the  nomi- 
nation being  recommitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  of  Madge 
D.  Graham  to  be  postmaster  at  Rothville, 
Mo.,  is  recommitted  to  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service, 
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NOTICE  OF  HEARINGS  ON  SUNDRY 
NOMINATIONS      BY     COMMTITEE 
ON   FOREIGN   RELATIONS 
Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate 
received    today    the   following   nomina- 
tions:  Robert  McClintock,  of  California, 
a  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  1.  to 
be  Ambassador  of  the  United  States  to 
the  Kingdom  of  Cambodia:  and  Charles 
W.  Yost,  of  New  York,  a  Foreign  Service 
officer  of  class  1,  tc  be  Minister  of  the 
United  States  to  the  Kingdom  of  Laos. 
I  give  notice  tha:  these  nominations 
will  be  considered  by  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  t.t  the  expiration  of 
6   days,   in  accordance   with   the  com- 
mittee rule. 


LEGISLATT/E  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.-  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Seniite  resume  the  con- 
sideration of  legish.tive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  leg- 
islative business. 


CITATION  OF  ALBERT  SHADOWTTZ 
FOR  CONTEMn  OF  THE  SENATE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  280)  to  cite 
Albert  Shadowitz  for  contempt  of  the 
Senate.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICEa^.  The  res- 
olution is  o[>en  to  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator will  state  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  tho  Senate  now  consid- 
ering Senate  Resolution  280? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator is  correct. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  ask  a  question  or  two  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisccnsin. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
answer. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Wisccnsin  whether  or  not 
the  Senate  Permanent  Subcosmiittee  on 
Investigations  of  th<*  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  had  adopted  a  reso- 
lution with  respect  to  designating  one 
member  to  act  as  a  subcommittee? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  Yes.  We  have 
adopted  a  rule  that  one  member  may 
constitute  a  quorum. 

Mr.  CASE.  Was  such  action  taken 
prior  to  the  hearing  of  December  16. 
1953? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Yes.  I  beUeve  the 
Permanent  Subcommittee  on  Investiga- 
tions has  had  that  rule  since  the  Chris- 
toffel  case.  That  wjis  6,  7.  or  8  years  ago. 
I  do  not  know  exactly.  It  has  been  a 
long  time. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  merely 
desired  to  have  thai  information  appear 
in  the  Record  at  this  point,  because  I 
remember  the  difficulties  which  occurred 
in  that  case. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  CASE.  WhBt  ruling,  if  any.  did 
the  chairman  make  on  the  question  of 
jurisdiction,  in  view  of  the  reference  to 
the  fact  that  espionage  is  not  directly 
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cited  as  a  point  of  Jurisdiction  under  the 
duties  assigned  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  under  the  Re- 
organization Act  has  the  duty  to  inves- 
tigate questions  involving  efficiency, 
waste,  or  competency  in  Government  at 
all  levels.  If  a  security  department  were 
to  hire  a  Communist  or  someone  who 
refused  to  tell  whether  he  was  an  espio- 
nage agent,  that  would,  of  course,  in- 
volve the  question  of  InefBciency. 

We  referred  this  question  to  the  At- 
torney General  on  February  15.  I  do 
not  wish  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate 
in  order  to  read  the  letter.  However,  if 
the  Senator  cares  to  see  the  letter,  I 
will  hand  It  to  him.  The  Attorney  Gen- 
eral is  apparently  of  the  opinion  that 
this  case  offers  a  proper  ground  for  a 
contempt  citation. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  appre- 
ciate the  opportunity  to  examine  the  let- 
ter to  which  the  Senator  has  referred 
and  which  he  has  handed  to  me,  al- 
though I  do  not  know  that  it  goes  di- 
rectly to  the  question  of  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  committee. 

I  had  assumed  that  what  the  Senator 
states  is  correct  that  the  committee  was 
proceeding  on  the  theory  that  ineffi- 
ciency existed  if  a  Government  agency 
at  any  level  permitted  espionage.  It  is 
true,  of  course,  that  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  of  the  Senate  is  the  com- 
mittee to  which  matters  relating  to 
bankruptcy,  mutiny,  espionage,  and 
counterfeiting  are  referred  by  specific 
citation  in  the  rules  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Harvey  O'Con- 
ner  raised  the  question  of  whether  or  not 
the  committee  had  jurisdiction,  when 
we  were  questioning  him  about  his  mem- 
bership in  the  Communist  Party.  He 
had  done  some  writing  for  use  in  the 
Voice  of  America  program.  He  has  been 
indicted  by  a  grand  jury. 

Mr.  CASE.  Madam  President,  I  do 
not  question  that  there  is  Inefficiency  in 
Oovemmeat  if  espionage  is  permitted  in 
a  Government  agency;  but,  for  the  sake 
of  the  history  of  this  case,  I  think  it  is 
just  as  well  to  have  the  chairman  of  the 
Permanent  Subcommittee  on  Investiga- 
tions make  the  statement  he  has  made. 

I  think  it  is  desirable  that  such  infor- 
mation be  shown  for  the  Record  at  this 
time,  as  a  direct  answer  to  the  question 
raised  in  this  case. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor for  raising  the  question. 

Mr.  I£HMAN.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mrs. 
BowRiNG  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  York? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  shall  ask  the  Sena- 
tor to  read  the  letter  from  the  Deputy 
Attorney  General,  if  he  will. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  letter  appUes  to  the  other  citations 
which  are  coming  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     Yes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  wonder  whether,  for 
the  benefit  of  all  the  Members  of  the 


Senate,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  win 
read  the  letter  from  the  Deputy  Attorney 
GeneraL 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  should  be  glad  to 
do  so.    It  is  dated  February  15, 1954. 

FKBXX7ABT   15.    1954. 

Hon.  Joseph  R.  McCaktst. 

ChaiTjnan,  Senate  Committee  on  GijiO' 
emment  Operations, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

DcAm  Senator:  Reference  la  made  to  tlie 
letter  dated  January  26,  1954,  from  Assistant 
Attorney  General  Warren  Olney,  HI.  advlBlng 
you  that  the  questions  raised  In  your  letter 
of  January  12,  1954,  addressed  to  the  Attcxney 
General,  were  being  studied. 

After  careful  review  of  the  testimony  sub- 
mitted by  you.  In  the  light  of  appropriate 
court  decision.  I  have  concluded  that  should 
the  United  States  Senate  cite  Corllas  La- 
mont.  Albert  Shadowlts,  and  Abraham  Unger 
for  contempt,  their  testimony,  under  the 
present  state  of  the  law,  would  present  m 
sound  basis  for  prosecution  under  section 
192  of  title  2  of  the  United  States  Code. 
However,  the  question  of  the  Invocation  trf 
the  first  amendment  as  a  valid  ground  for 
refusing  to  answer  questions  propounded  by 
a  congressional  committee  has  been  raised 
In  the  case  of  Emspak  v.  United  States  (203 
F.  2d  54,  certiorari  granted,  346  U.  S.  800). 
Oral  argument  was  heard  by  the  Supreme 
Court  in  early  January  1954,  and  It  Is  antici- 
pated that  the  Ck)urt's  decision  will  be  hand- 
ed down  during  the  present  term.  This  deci- 
sion may  well  necessitate  a  reexamination  of 
the  Issues  presented  by  the  Instant  cases. 

The  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  Is 
presently  conducting  additional  investiga- 
tion to  determine  whether  there  is  sxiffldent 
evidence  avaUable  to  support  prosecution  of 
Corliss  Lamont  for  perjury  before  the  Senat« 
Permanent  Subcommittee  on  Investigations. 
When  this  Investigation  has  been  completed 
and  the  results  have  been  evaluated,  I  ahiUl 
be  happy  to  advise  you  of  my  decision. 
Sincerely, 

WnXIAM  P.  ROGBMB, 

Deputy  Attorney  GeneraL 

Mr.  CASE.  Madam  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  suggestion  has  been 
made  that  the  Record  would  be  perhaps 
in  a  more  unassailable  position  if  the 
resolution  which  was  adopted  by  the 
committee  following  the  Cristofel  case 
could  be  inserted  in  the  Recx>ro.  I  won- 
der if  the  Senator  would  allow  that  to 
appear  as  a  part  of  the  Record. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
do  so.  I  think  that  is  an  excellent  sug- 
gestion. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  permis- 
sion to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  the  material  suggested. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

KXTKACT      FEOM      THK      MU^TTrES,      XlKKTrNG      OV 

CoMMrrrEx   on   Govksmmknt   OrsxATioifS. 
JiiNUAftT  14.  1953 

QUORUM 

For  the  purposes  of  taking  sworn  testi- 
mony by  the  full  committee,  the  committee 
adopted  a  rule  that  three  members  thereof 
shall  constitute  a  quorum. 

For  the  purpose  of  taking  sworn  testi- 
mony by  a  subcommittee  the  committee 
adopted  a  rule  that  one  member  of  any  sub- 
committee shall  constitute  a  quorum. 

Mr.    LEHMAN.      Madam    President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  MCCARTHY.   I  am  glad  to  yield. 
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Mr.  liEEQtfAN.  Madam  President,  In 
View  of  the  letter  which  has  been  read  by 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  quoting  an 
opinion — ^it  is  only  an  optcdon — ^from  the 
Deputy  Attorney  General,  in  which  the 
Deputy  Attorney  General  points  out  that 
there  is  doubt  as  to  the  legal  grounds  for 
prosecution,  when  the  question  of  Rights 
imder  the  first  amendment  has  been 
presented,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would 
be  wise  to  postpone  consideration  of 
these  citations  until  the  Supreme  Court 
has  acted  on  this  very  important  ques- 
tion.   It  Is  a  very  important  question. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Madam  President,  I 
do  not  care  to  take  the  Senate's  time, 
but  I  should  like  again  to  quote  a  state- 
ment of  the  Deputy  Attorney  General. 
He  says: 

I  have  concluded  that  should  the  United 
States  Senate  cite  CorllsB  Lament,  Albert 
Shadowlts,  and  Abraham  Unger  for  con- 
tempt, their  testimony,  under  present  state 
of  the  law,  would  present  a  sound  basis  for 
prosecution  imder  section  192  of  title  IZ 
of  the  United  States  Ck>de. 

And  so  forth.  I  believe  it  would  be 
a  case  of  a  fifth  amendment  Cocn- 
munist  defying  the  Senate.  This  man 
had  worked  for  the  Government  in 
classified  work  and  was  in  close  con- 
tact with  other  employees  doing  clas- 
sified work.  He  refused  to  state 
Whether  he  was  a  member  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  at  the  time.  I  believe 
his  emplojmient  lasted  for  8  years.  He 
refused  to  tell  whether  he  discussed 
classified  and  defense  work  with  mem- 
bers of  the  Communist  Party.  He  re- 
fused to  tell  whether  he  took  orders  from 
the  Ccxnmunist  Party.  He  refused  to 
answer  many  other  questions. 

I  can  see  no  reason  why  the  Senate 
should  not  cite  him  for  contempt  im- 
mediately. I  can  see  no  reason  why  he 
should  be  protected  by  the  Senate. 

Mr .  IjEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  yield  to  the  sen- 
ator from  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Is  i\  not  a  fact  that 
this  man— certainly  not  Corliss  Lamont 
or  Mr.  Unger 

Mr.  McCarthy,  is  the  senator  re- 
ferring to  Shadowitz  now? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Shadowitz,  I  mean. 
Is  it  not  a  fact  that  these  men  have  not 
pleaded  the  defense  of  the  fifth  amend- 
ment at  all?  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  they 
have  pleaded  the  defense  of  the  first 
amendment?  I  understood  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  to  speak  about  the 
fifth  amendment.  That  statement  does 
not  apply  to  these  cases  at  all,  as  I  un- 
derstand. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  believe  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  makes  a  good  point. 
He  refers  to  the  fact  that  this  is  not  a 
fifth-amendment  Communist.  Had  he 
refused  to  answer,  and  invoke  the  fifth 
amendment  on  the  ground  that  his 
answers  might  incriminate  him,  we 
could  not  cite  him  for  contempt.  The 
Senator  makes  a  point  there. 

TRX    STTPRXICK    COtntT    DECISION    AND    SENATB 
ACTION 

Mr.  MALONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  McCarthy.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 


Mr.  MAIX3NE.  The  Attorney  Gen- 
eral's letter  contains  a  statement  about 
an  anticipated  decision  by  the  Supreme 
Court  which  may  soften  the  blow 
toward  witnesses  who  refuse  to  testify 
under  the  protection  of  various  sections 
of  the  Constitution.  I  inquire  whether 
the  Attorney  General  would  have  any 
way  of  anticipating  the  Supreme  Court's 
decision?         

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Attorney  Gen- 
eral did  not  say  he  anticipated  an  ad- 
verse decision  in  the  Emspak  case.  He 
merely  points  out  that  in  the  event  the 
Supreme  Court  should  reverse  the  con- 
viction, the  Attorney  General  would 
have  to  reevaluate  the  cases  we  have 
submitted  to  him.  He  gave  no  Indica- 
tion that  he  felt  he  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  there  would  be  a  reversal  in 
the  Emspak  case.  He  was  merely  being 
extremely  cautious,  as  he  should  be.  and 
he  has  rightfully  pointed  out  that  that 
question  had  been  raised  by  another 
Communist  who  had  been  convicted. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  believe  this  is  a  auffi- 
ciently  important  case  for  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  at  this  time,  regardless  of 
the  case,  mentioned  by  the  Attorney 
General,  that  is  now  pending  in  the 
Supreme  Court? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  believe  so.  We 
have  already  cited  two  others  for  eon- 
tempt.  They  were  cited  about  a  week 
ago,  I  believe.  Prior  to  that,  one  other 
person  was  indicted,  and  is  awaiting 
trial. 

If  the  committee  is  to  continue  its 
work,  especially  during  the  recess  of  the 
Senate,  it  is  important  to  let  these 
Communists  know  that  they  cannot 
come  before  the  Committee  and,  just  hit 
or  miss,  refuse  to  tell  whether  they  are 
espionage  agents  and  whether  they  have 
been  conspiring  against  our  Govern- 
ment. I  think  it  is  very  important  that 
they  be  cited  for  contempt. 

Mr.  MALONE.  How  long  could  the 
decision  b<;  delayed  in  the  Emspak  case? 

Mr.  McCarthy,  it  is  impossible  to 
know. 

Mr.  MALONE.  How  long  could  it  be 
delajred? 

Mr.  McCarthy,  it  is  set  for  de- 
cision in  the  October  term.  It  may  be 
decided  later.  I  have  gone  over  the 
facts  in  the  femspak  case,  and  I  am  con- 
vinced that  there  will  be  no  reversal. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  that  I  have  been  quite  wrong 
before  in  guessing  what  the  Supreme 
Court  might  do  in  a  given  case. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Could  it  be  delayed 
until  the  end  of  the  year?  i 

Mr.  McCarthy.    Yes.  ' 

Mr.  MALONE.  Until  the  beginniag  of 
next  year?  i 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     It  could  be.     I 

Mr.  MALONE.  Then  it  could  delay 
the  procedures  of  the  Senator's  commit- 
tee.   Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  That  is  correct. 
There  can  be  no  question  about  that. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  McCarthy.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Will  the  Senator  be 
good  enough  to  give  the  date  of  the  At- 
torney General's  letter? 


Mr.  McCarthy.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
do  so.     It  is  February  15,  1954. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Would  the  Senator  be 
good  enough  to  give  me  the  date  on 
which  the  alleged  disrespect,  disregard, 
or  contempt  of  the  committee  by  the 
man  involved  was  committed? 

Mr.  McCarthy.     December  18,  1953. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     About  9  months  ago? 

Mr.  McCarthy.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Madam  President,  on 
the  ground  I  have  given,  that  in  my  opin- 
ion there  is  no  clearly  proved  case  here, 
and  that  the  relevancy  of  the  question- 
ing and  the  legality  of  this  action  are 
subject  to  very  definite  doubt.  I  wish  to 
be  recorded  as  being  opposed  to  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  280>  was 
agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  Senate 
certify  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  of  the  United  States 
Senate  as  to  the  refusal  of  Albert  Shadowitz 
to  answer  questions  before  the  Senate  Per- 
manent Subcommittee  on  Investigations. 
Bald  refusal  to  answer  being  pertinent  to  the 
subject  matter  under  Inquiry,  togetber  with 
all  the  facts  In  connection  therewith,  under 
the  seal  of  the  United  States  Senate  to  the 
United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  Dls. 
trlct  of  New  Yorlc,  to  the  end  that  the  said 
Albert  Shadowitz  may  be  proceeded  against 
in  the  manner  and  form  provided  by  law. 


CITATION  OF  ABRAHAM  UNGER  FOR 
CONTEMPT  OF  THE  SENATE 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Madam  Presi- 
dent. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
Calendar  No.  1828,  Senate  Resolution 
282. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  state  the  resolution  by 
title  for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legisl.mive  Clerk.  A  resolution 
(S.  Res.  282 )  citing  Abraham  Uijger  for 
contempt  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  speak  on 
the  resolution? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Not  unless  I  am 
requested  to  do  so. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Madam  President.  I 
wish  to  point  out  that,  of  course,  in 
matters  of  this  kind  the  only  guidance 
the  Senate  has  is  the  report  that  comes 
from  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations,  with  its  recommendations. 
There  is  no  other  way  by  which  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate,  except  the  few  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  who  sit  on  that  com- 
mittee itself,  can  evaluate  the  weight 
of  the  evidence  with  respect  to  the  pro- 
priety of  taking  action  on  a  matter  of 
this  kind. 

In  the  case  of  Abraham  Unger,  the  tes- 
timony on  which  the  contempt  citation 
by  the  committee  is  based  was  taken  on 
September  15.  1953.  While  reference  is 
made  in  the  report,  which  I  have  before 
me.  to  the  testimony  taken  in  executive 
session  on  September   15,  there  is  no 
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di.sclosure  as  to  the  nature  of  that  testi- 
mony. There  is  nc»  way  by  which  Sen- 
ators can  judge  the  legality  or  illegality, 
or  the  justice  or  the  injustice,  of  the 
position  taken  by  any  witness  or  by  the 
committee  Itself. 

I  am  not  a  lawyer,  and  it  is  very  diffi- 
cult for  me.  of  course,  to  discuss  and 
debate  legal  and  constitutional  ques- 
tions which  are  involved  m  this  resolu- 
tion or  in  similar  resolutions.  I  know 
that  they  are  extremely  serious.  I  can 
only  speak  of  matters  which  appear  in 
the  committee  reiiort.  or  which  have 
been  brought  to  my  notice  otherwi.se. 

I  wish  to  point  out,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  report,  apart  from  the  fact  that 
it  omits  an  extrencely  important  docu- 
ment, the  record  of  testimony  taken  in 
executive  session  on  Septetnber  15,  is 
confused  and  garbled.  It  repeats  sev- 
eral paragraphs  of  testimony  igiven  by 
the  defendant  in  this  case,  notably  on 
page  5.  which  I  sliall  read  so  that  the 
Record  may  be  complete: 

Mr.   CoHN.   Answer  the  question,  please. 

Mr.  Unce*.  The  answer  Is  the  following: 
This  committee  or  th»»  single  individual  pres- 
ent here,  has  no  authority  to  Inquire  Into 
the  political  opinions  and  beliefs  of  any  per- 
son UF>on  the  ground  that  It  is  not  within 
the  scope — scope  or  the  powers  of  this  coia- 
mlttee  as  constituted  by  Congress. 

Now.  you  may  differ  with  that,  but  the  fact 
remains  If  you  will  Ic-ok  up — If  you  will  look 
up  the  basic  resolution  which  gave  you  the 
authority — which  gave  the  authority  to  the 
Committee  on  Ckjvernment  Op>eratlons.  you 
will  find  It  has  been  given  no  authority  to 
inquire  into  the  political  beliefs  and  opin- 
ions of  any  person  and  particularly  of  a 
meml>er  of  the  bar. 

Secondly,  this  committee  has  no  right  to 
Inquire  into  this  qui-stlon  because  it  is  not 
pertinent  or  relevant  to  the  subject  matter 
of  the  inquiry  befor?  you. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  inquiry  before 
you  is  the  concern — concerning  the  question 
of  Julius  Reiss.  about  which  you  have  al- 
ready received  complete  answers,  and  insofar 
as  you  may  say,  or  as  you  have  said  in  the 
course  of  your  colloquy  on  this  occasion  and 
previously,  you  purpcrt  to  make  this  inquiry 
under  the  so-called  — under  the  authority 
conferred  upon  you  with  reference  to  gov- 
ernmental   departme.its.   the   fact    that 

The  Chairman.  Ke^'p  on;  keep  on. 

Mr.  Uncek.  What  did  you  say? 

The  Chaikman.  Prcceed- 

Mr.  Unger  proceeded. 

I  find  on  page  6  the  following: 

Mr.  CoHN.  Answer  the  question,  please. 

Mr.  UNcn.  The  answer  Is  the  following: 
This  committee  or  th€  single  individual  pres- 
ent here  has  no  authority  to  inquire  into  the 
political  opinions  anc  beliefs  of  any  person 
upon  the  ground  that  It  la  not  within  the 
scope — scope  or  the  powers  of  this  committee 
as  constituted  by  Coni^ess. 

Now.  you  may  differ  with  that,  but  the  fact 
remains  If  you  wUl  look  up — If  you  wUl  look 
up  the  basic  resolution  which  gave  you  the 
authority— which  gave  the  authority  to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations — you 
win  find  It  has  been  (:lven  no  authority  to 
inquire  Into  the  political  beliefs  and  opin- 
ions of  any  person  and  partlculajrly  of  a 
member  of  the  b€U". 

Secondly,  this  committee  has  no  right  to 
inquire  Into  this  question  because  It  is  not 
pertinent  or  relevant  to  the  subject  matter 
of  the  inquiry  before  you. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  Inquiry  before 
you  Is  the  concern — corcemmg  the  question 
of  Julius  Relss,  about  which  you  have  already 


received  complete  answers  and  Insofar  as  you 
may  say,  or  as  you  have  said  In  the  coune 
of  jrour  colloquy  on  this  occasion  and  pre- 
viously, you  purport  to  make  this  Inquiry 
under  the  so-called — under  the  authority 
conferred  upon  you  with  reference  to  gov- 
ernmental departments,  the  fact  that 

The  CHAxaMAM.  Keep  on:  keep  on. 

Mr.  Uifcn.  What  did  you  say? 

The  Chaikmam.  Proceed. 

This  is  a  repetition  which  shows  how 
garbled  the  report  is.  Pertinent  matter 
has  been  omitted  from  this  report.  It 
has  certainly  confused  me. 

Finally.  Madam  President,  as  I  under- 
stand this  csise,  Mr.  Unger  was  called  to 
testify  on  September  15  in  connection 
with  a  Mr.  Reiss,  who  was  an  employee 
of  the  Polish  delegation  to  the  United 
Nations,  and  was  also  an  employee  of 
the  firm  of  which  Mr.  Unger,  I  under- 
stand, is  a  member. 

The.  answers  with  regard  to  Mr.  Reiss' 
employment  were  made  by  Mr.  Unger  on 
September  15  and  on  September  17.  free- 
ly and  without  reservation,  so  far  as  I 
can  tell  from  this  rep)ort.  That  was 
when  Mr.  Unger  was  subpenaed  and  when 
he  came  to  testify. 

Later  he  was  asked  about  many  other 
matters  which  he  felt  were  outside  the 
authority,  the  jurisdiction,  and  the  pur- 
view of  the  committee. 

Madam  President,  I  do  not  know  Mr. 
Unger;  I  had  never  met  him  or  heard 
of  him  until  this  case  came  up.  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  is  a  Commu- 
nist  

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  can  teU  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  seems  to  me  that  in 
a  case  of  this  sort  very  great  care  should 
be  taken  to  protect  the  rights  and  the 
liberties  of  all  witnesses.  I  think  that 
in  the  three  cases  before  the  Senate  that 
has  not  been  done.  Therefore,  I  shall 
oppose  the  citation. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Madam  President. 
I  am  shocked  to  find  the  Senator  from 
New  York  arguing  on  the  floor  of  the 
United  States  Senate  that  a  member  of 
the  Communist  Party  has  been  ques- 
tioned as  to  a  poUtical  belief.  The  Sen- 
ator should  know — he  has  lived  longer 
than  I  have — because  in  the  positions  he 
has  held  he  has  come  in  contact  with 
individuals  of  this  type,  that  a  Commu- 
nist does  not  belong  to  a  political  party; 
he  belongs  to  a  conspiracy.  This  jargon 
about  a  political  belief  is  something  I 
have  read  often  in  the  Daily  Worker  and 
in  other  Communist  newspapers.  Every 
Communist  who  comes  before  the  com- 
mittee uses  the  same  argument.  He 
sajrs,  "You  are  inquiring  into  my  poli- 
tics." We  are  not  inquiring  into  their 
politics.  The  Senate  is  not  concerned 
with  the  politics  of  anyone  working  for 
the  Government.  We  are  inquiring  into 
their  participation  in  a  conspiracy  de- 
signed to  destroy  this  coimtry  by  force 
and  violence. 

I  am  very  much  shocked  and  dis- 
turbed to  find  that  Communist  jargon  is 
used  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  de- 
fense of  a  man  who  is  an  organizer — 
not  only  a  Communist,  but  an  organizer 
of  a  professional  group  of  Communists 
in  New  York,  and  who  came  before  the 
committee  and  denied  that  Julius  Reiss 


had  worked  for  his  law  Qrm.  When  he 
knew  that  we  were  aware  that  Reiss  had 
worked  for  him,  he  changed  his  story. 

I  intend  to  submit  the  matter  to  the 
Attorney  General  also  on  the  grounds 
of  perjury,  although  the  Senate  need  not 
vote  upon  that.  It  will  vote  only  upon 
the  matter  of  contempt  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  fromWisctrfisin  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Madam  President,  I 
am  very  sorry  that  I  have  disappointed 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  did  not  say  the 
Senator  had  disappointed  me. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  has  disappointed  me  many, 
many  times. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  said  the  Senator 
shocked  me. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  lived  much 
longer  than  has  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. I  have  been  interested  in  pre- 
serving what  I  think  are  the  liberties 
of  our  people,  the  rights  of  our  people, 
and  in  preserving  the  Bill  of  Rights  of 
our  Constitution.  I  agree  with  the  Sen- 
ator that  the  so-called  Communist  Party 
is  a  conspiracy,  and  those  who  b^ong 
to  it,  in  many  cases,  have  conspired  to 
overturn  our  Government  by  force  and 
violence.  Because  of  my  conviction  as  to 
the  conspiratorial  nature  of  the  Com- 
munist Party,  I  was  one  of  the  sponsors 
last  Friday  of  a  bill  to  make  it  a  penal 
offense  to  be  a  member  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  which  I  described  at  that 
time,  and  which  I  described  again  to- 
day, as  a  conspiracy  to  overturn  our 
Government  by  force  and  violence.  But 
up  to  the  present  time  the  Communist 
Party  has  not  been  so  established  by  our 
statutes. 

I  wish  to  say  again  that  I  have  not 
the  slightest  idea  whether  or  not  this 
person  is  a  Communist.  If  he  is  a  Com- 
munist and  remains  a  Communist,  then 
certainly,  under  the  terms  of  the  bill 
which  we  passed  on  Friday,  he  will  sub- 
ject himself  or  will  he  subjected  to  very 
severe  punishment.  In  the  meantime,  in 
spite  of  the  criticism  of  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin,  I  shall  continue  to 
seek  to  protect  the  civil  liberties  of  the 
people  of  this  country  to  the  best  of  my 
ability. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  become  a  bit  sick, 
down  deep  inside,  when  I  hear  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  speaking  as  he  has 
been  si>eaking.  referring  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  bill  to  make  membership  in  the 
Communist  Party  illegal,  and  then  fight- 
ing each  attempt  to  take  an  individual 
Communist  by  the  scruff  of  his  neck  and 
expose  him  to  the  public.  Then  we  find 
the  same  Senator  screaming  to  high 
heaven  about  the  method  of  doing  it. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  can  easily 
sponsor  a  bill  to  try  to  clean  his  skirts 
now.  after  the  record  he  made  in 
UNRRA.  He  knows  the  individuals 
whom  he  brought  into  that  organization. 
He  knows  the  protection  he  gave  them. 

It  is  so  easy  for  one  to  wave  his  arms 
and  say,  "I  am  against  communism  gen- 
erally," and  then  try  to  smear  and  cru- 
cify  anyone  who  proceeds  against  an  in- 
dividual Communist. 
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Jhe  Senator  from  New  York  today  is 
protecUng  a  man  who  was  voted  iinani- 
moualy  by  a  7-man  subcmnmlttee  to  be 
in  contempt,  and  then  was  unanimously 
voted  by  the  13-member  committee  to 
be  in  contempt. 

This  person  is  not  merely  a  rank-and- 
file  member,  as  I  have  said;  he  is  an  or- 
ganizer of  the  professional  group  of  the 
Communist  Party.  If  the  Senator  from 
New  York  was  sincere  when  he  said  that 
he  cosponsored  a  bill  to  outlaw  Com- 
munists. I  cannot  quite  understand  why 
he  Is  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  today 
trying  to  protect  this  type  of  fimction- 
ary  of  the  Communist  Party,  while  at  the 
same  time  he  tells  us  he  knows  nothing 
about  the  case.  If  the  Senator  had 
wanted  to  argue  the  matter  intelligently, 
the  evidence  was  available  to  him  in 
room  101.  where  he  could  have  seen  it. 

Before  the  Senator  rises  on  the  floor 
and  says.  "I  know  nothing  about  the 
case,  but  I  do  not  t^ink  Unger  should  be 
cibed."  I  think  he  owes  a  duty  to  the  Sen- 
ate to  examine  the  evidence  which  is 
before  the  committee. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  only  evidence  be- 
fore the  Senate  at  present  is  the  report, 
and  there  is  nothing  in  the  report  which 
would  prove  that  Unger  is  a  Communist. 
He  may  be.  I  realize  that  just  as  well  as 
does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  But 
certainly  there  is  nothing  in  the  report 
which  would  indicate  or  prove  that. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  committee 
does  not  put  the  country  to  the  expense 
of  printing  all  the  evidence  in  a  case 
when  It  cites  a  person  for  contempt.  The 
committee  prepares  a  report.  The  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  has  been  a  Member 
of  the  Senate  long  enough  to  know  that 
that  has  been  the  practice  of  every  com- 
mittee. We  do  not  have  all  the  evidence 
printed;  we  write  a  report.  That  is  what 
was  done  in  this  case. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  yield. 

LAST  BESOKT  BT  SENATE  COMMTTTKE 

Mr.  MALONE.  What  is  the  last  re- 
sort of  a  Senate  committee,  after  it  has 
been  defled  by  a  witness,  when  he  has 
refused  to  give  the  evidence  which  he 
has  been  called  to  give,  or  has  refused 
to  answer  a  question,  under  a  section  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  committee 
then  has  the  case  referred  to  the  De- 
partment of  Justice,  and  from  there  it  is 
referred  to  the  grand  jury.  In  all  the 
cases  which  have  been  sutoiitted  to  the 
Senate,  a  preliminary  unofQcial  opinion 
has  been  obtained  from  the  De[>artment 
of  Justice. 

Mr.  MALONE.  A  resolution  citing  a 
person  for  contempt,  and  calling  for  im- 
mediate action  by  the  United  States  at- 
torney in  his  district  to  proceed  against 
such  person,  is  the  last  resort  of  the 
Senator's  committee;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  That  is  correct, 
and  if  we  could  not  cite  witnesses  such 
as  Unger  for  contempt,  it  would  mean 
that  any  witness  could  come  before  the 
committee  and  refuse  to  answer  if  he 
saw  fit. 


Mr.  MALONE.  If  a  precedent  should 
be  set,  if  the  Senate  should  refuse  a  re- 
quest made  not  only  by  a  majority  but 
by  a  unanimous  decision  of  the  Senator's 
cmnmittee  for  action  by  the  Senate, 
which  is  the  usual  practice  and  if  the 
Senate  should  decide  today  not  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  action  requested,  would  it 
be  a  precedent  for  further  witnesses  to 
refuse  to  give  testimony  required  by  any 
Senate  committee? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  if  the  Senate 
should  refuse  to  cite  Abraham  Unger  for 
contempt,  it  \w)uld  be  in  effect  notify- 
ing every  ConSnunist  and  every  crock 
called  before  our  committee  that  they 
could  refuse  to  answer  with  impunity. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  a5suming  that 
regardless  of  any  controversy  over  this 
particular  committee  or  its  chairman. 
the  refusal  would  set  a  precedent  for 
any  other  committee  working  in  the 
same  general  field,  such  as  the  Jenner 
committee. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Senator  is 
completely  correct.  If  we  refused  to  cite 
a  man  like  Unger,  it  would  be  telling 
every  witness  who  comes  before  any 
committee  that  if,  he  does  not  want  to 
answer,  he  need  not  answer  any  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  MALONE.  If  the  Senator  will  fur- 
ther yield,  would  it  not  apply  to  any 
committee,  say  to  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  of  which  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges]  is  chairman?  If  he  were  to  re- 
quest information  on  the  disposition  by 
a  department  official  of  certain  funds 
appropriated  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  could  failure  of  this  Ixxiy 
to  cite  this  person  for  refusal  to  answer 
in  this  case  be  used  as  a  precedent  by 
future  witnesses? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Yes.  I  think  the 
Senator  makes  an  excellent  point. 

Mr.  MALONE.  All  of  us  in  the  Senate 
are  very  much  concerned  about  the  pro- 
tection of  the  civil  rights  of  any  witness. 
The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  is  also 
very  much  concerned  in  carrying  on  the 
precedents  set  by  the  Senate,  in  dealing 
with  witnesses  before  its  committees. 

Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nevada  has  been  through  several  experi- 
ences in  questioning  witnesses  which 
could  well  have  resulted  in  a  citation  to 
this  body  of  certain  witnesses  for  con- 
tempt. I  think  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  will  recall  that  the 
junior  Spnator  from  Nevada  cited  a  man 
by  the  name  of  Lee,  formerly  Epliraim 
Leberman,  then  in  the  Department  of 
Commerce. 

In  the  subsequent  proceedings  in  oust- 
ing Lee  a  certain  William  Remington  was 
also  implicated  and  dismissed  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  Commerce. 

Two  additional  highly  placed  officials 
in  the  Department  of  Commerce  subse- 
quently resigned,  for  reasons  best  known 
to  themselves. 

If  it  had  become  necessary  to  cite  hee. 
Remington,  or  any  of  the  witnesses  in  the 
proceeding  and  the  United  States  Senate 
had  declined  to  act,  would  it  not  have 
become  a  precedent  for  future  cases  of 
this  nature? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  That  Is  true.  So 
far  I  have  brought  merely  the  clearcut 
cases,  if  we  might  call  them  that,  cases 


In  which  there  could  be  no  possible  doubt 
about  contempt  of  the  Senate.  I  shall 
have  some  cases  before  the  Senate  which 
wiU  give  it  more  difficulty.  For  example, 
there  is  the  case  of  the  individual  who 
comes  before  the  committee  and  says.  "I 
am  not  an  espionage  agent."  Then 
when  he  is  asked  about  individual  al- 
leged acts  concerning  espionage  he  in- 
vokes the  fifth  amendment  as  to  those 
specific  acts.  The  position  I  have  taken 
is  that,  once  he  har,  said  "I  am  not  an 
espionage  agent,"  he  has  waived  the  fifth 
amendment  and  is  in  contempt  if  he  re- 
fuses to  answer. 

Likewise,  some  witnesses  who  come 
before  us  say,  "I  invoke  the  fifth  amend- 
ment." Senators  have  then  asised  the 
question,  'Do  you  think  if  you  were  to 
tell  the  truth,  that  might  tend  to  in- 
criminate you?"  Some  of  them  have 
refused  to  say  whether  or  not  they  felt 
the  truth  would  incriminate  them. 

I  have  taken  the  position  that  they 
cannot  refuse  to  answer  on  the  ground 
that  perjury  might  incriminate  them. 

In  the  very  near  future  the  committee 
will  have  a  consultation  with  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Department  of  Justice 
who  will  be  named  by  Mr.  Brownell.  I 
hope  to  present  a  very  sizable  number  of 
cases  to  the  Senate  before  the  end  of 
this  session.  If  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice agrees  with  me,  we  can  perhaps 
decimate  the  ranks  of  the  Communist 
conspiracy.  That  consultation  will  be 
held  as  soon  as  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice names  the  individuals.  The  Depart- 
ment has  indicated  that  it  will  be  coop- 
erative, and  furnish  us  the  services  of 
those  in  the  Department  who  can  best 
advise  the  committee. 

As  I  said,  up  to  this  point  we  have  had 
only  the  clearcut  cases  of  obvious  con- 
tempt. We  shall  have  some  later  on  in 
which  some  rather  important  legal  ques- 
tions will  be   raised. 

Mr.  MALONE.  If  the  Senator  will 
further  yield,  when  he  brings  thoae  cases 
to  the  Senate  he  will  have  the  benefit  of 
the  advice  of  the  Attorney  General,  will 
he  not,  in  clearing  up  the  basis  and  the 
foundation  for  these  citations? 

Mr.  McCarthy.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Naturally  these  are 
merely  individuals  to  those  of  us  in  the 
Senate  who  have  not  listened  to  tihe  evi- 
dence. 

Mr.  McCarthy,     correct. 

Mr.  MALONE.  We  have  seen  their 
names  in  the  newspapers,  especially 
that  of  Mr.  Corliss  Lament  and  others. 
So  long  as  the  question  has  been  brought 
up  here  as  to  whether  these  men  should 
be  cited.  I  should  like  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  to  describe  to  us  in  some  de- 
tail, as  briefly  as  he  can  conveniently 
give  it  to  the  Senate,  what  their  record  is 
and  how  important  they  are  to  the  Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Unger  has  been 
identified  under  oath  as  an  organizer  of 
the  profe-ssional  section  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  in  New  York.  In  other  words, 
his  job  is  to  organize  the  lawyers  and 
the  doctors.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
that  while  it  may  seem  on  the  surface 
unimportant  that  a  doctor  should  be  a 
member  of  the  Communist  Party,  actual- 
ly in  the  Canadian  spy  ring  the  office  of 
a  dentist,  I  think  it  was,  or  of  a  doctor, 
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was  the  meeting  plsMje  for  Communists. 
It  is  very  easy  to  go  into  a  dentist's  or 
a  doctor's  ofDce  to  get  treatment,  and  one 
Communist  would  come  in  one  day  and 
another  the  next  day,  and  keep  contact 
in  that  fashion.  This  man  had  the  task 
of  organizing  that  very,  very  important 
group  of  Communists,  people  who  should 
not  be  Communists,  but  who  neverthe- 
less are. 

I  think  beyond  that,  there  is  not  much 
to  tell  the  Senator  about  Unger. 

Mr.  MALONE.  How  about  Mr.  La- 
mont? 

Mr.  McCarthy,  could  we  first  dis- 
pose of  the  Unger  case,  and  then  go  on 
to  the  Lamont  case? 

XNVESTICATIVI    POWCT     OF    THE    VTiTITD    STATES 
BKNATE 

Mr.  MALONE.  Yes.  In  closing  this 
debate,  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Wisconsin  that 
the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  is  fully 
aware  of  the  controversy  which  has 
existed  for  a  long  time  about  the  com- 
mittee chairman,  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthtI. 

Regardless  of  any  personal  friendship 
the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  may 
have  for  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, I  do  not  consider  an  Individual 
Member  of  the  Senate  the  Important 
factor,  whether  it  be  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  or  the  s'^nior  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  (Mr.  Bridges!,  whom  I 
have  already  brought  into  the  debate. 

What  I  consider  important  is  the  in- 
vestigative ix)wer  of  the  United  States 
Senate,  and  I  do  consider  definitely  that 
all  of  this  controversy  is  tending  to  in- 
jure and  retard  that  investigative  power. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor very  much. 

May  we  have  a  vote,  Madam  President? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  282)  was  agreed 
to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  Senate 
certify  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  of  the  United  States 
Senate  as  to  the~fallure  of  Abraham  Unger 
to  answer  questions  before  the  Senate  Per- 
manent Subcommittee  on  Investigations, 
eald  failure  to  answer  being  pertinent  to  the 
subject  matter  under  inquiry,  together  with 
all  the  facts  In  connection  therewith,  under 
the  seal  of  the  United  States  Senate  to  the 
United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  the  State  of  New  York,  to  the  end 
that  the  said  Abraham  Unger  may  be  pro- 
ceeded against  In  the  manner  and  foim 
provided  by  law. 


CITATION  OF  CORLISS  LAMONT  FOR 
CONTEMPT  OF  THE  SENATE 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, I  now  move  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  Senate  Reso- 
lution 281. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  281)  to  cite  Corliss  Lamont 
for  contempt  of  the  Senate. 


THE  OMNIBUS  TAX  LAW 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Madam  President, 
today  there  occurred  an  event  which  I 
believe  will  be  an  historical  one  in  the 


history  of  America.  It  was  the  signing 
of  the  bill  revising  the  tax  laws,  which 
was  the  first  complete  revision  of  the  tax 
laws  m  75  years.  I  had  the  privilege  of 
being  present  at  the  White  House  when 
the  bill  was  signed  today  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States.  The  President 
made  a  statement  which  I  think  should 
be  in  the  Record,  and  I  wish  to  give  it  to 
the  Senate  in  full. 
The  President  Sf 'd: 

This  bill  which  today  becomes  law  is  the 
excellent  result  of  coQp>eratlve  efforts  by  the 
Congresa  and  the  Department  of  the  Treas- 
ury to  give  our  tax  code  its  first  complete 
revision  In  75  years.  It  Is  a  good  law.  It 
will  benefit  all  Americans. 

This  law  brings  tax  relief  to  large  numbers 
of  our  citizens.  It  is.  in  fact,  part  of  a  com- 
prehensive tax  program  which,  since  Janu- 
ary 1  of  this  year,  will  have  provided  for  tax 
cuU  totaling  »7.4O0,000.00O— the  largest  dol- 
lar tax  cut  in  any  year  in  the  Nation's 
history. 

It  is  B  law  which  wUl  help  millions  of 
Americans  by  giving  them  fairer  tax  treat- 
ment than  they  now  receive.    For  example : 

The  parents  of  dependent  children  who 
work  can  continue  to  claim  their  children 
as  dep>endent8.  no  matter  how  much  the 
children  earn. 

Retired  people  and  widows  living  on  re- 
tirement Income  other  than  social  security 
will  receive  a  tax  credit  which  will  In  effect 
be  equal  to  the  tax  credit  now  given  to  peo- 
ple living  on  social-security  income. 

Taxpayers  will  now  l>e  able  to  claim  as  de- 
pendents people  who  are  not  related  to  them, 
Eo  long  as  they  provide  more  than  one-half 
of  such  dependents'  support. 

Farmers  active  In  soil  and  water  conser- 
vation will  be  able  to  deduct  from  their  in- 
come the  cost  of  such  conservation  work,  up 
to  25  percent  of  their  gross  Income. 

People  with  large  medical  expenses  will 
now  be  able  to  deduct  from  their  Income  all 
such  expenses  which  exceed  3  percent 
(rather  than  5  percent)  of  their  Incomes, 
and  the  maximum  amounts  deductible  will 
be  twice  as  large  as  they  were  in  the  past. 

Working  widows  and  many  other  mothers 
with  child-care  expenses  will  be  able  to  de- 
duct from  their  Income  up  to  $600  a  year 
for  the  costs  of  taking  care  of  their  chilcU'en. 

People  receiving  sick  benefits  paid  by  em- 
ployers will  not  have  to  pay  any  tax  on  such 
Income  up  to  $100  a  week. 

In  addition  to  removing  inequities  In  our 
tax  system,  this  law  will  help  our  economy 
expand  and  thus  add  materially  to  the 
strength  of  our  Nation.  It  will  help  our 
people  produce  better  goods  at  cheaper 
prices — and  It  will  help  to  create  more  Jobs. 

Thlr.  economic  growth  will  be  fostered  by 
such  provisions  as  more  flexible  deprecia- 
tion and  better  tax  treatment  of  research 
and  development  costs,  thus  encouraging  all 
business — large  and  small — to  modernize 
and  expand.  And,  partial  reduction  of  the 
double  taxation  of  Income  from  dividends 
will  stimulate  the  Investment  of  savings  by 
our  private  citizens  and  so  make  avaUable 
the  thousands  of  dollars  that  provide  the 
plant  tools  and  power  needed  for  each  new 
Job  In  America. 

Numerous  other  provisions  will  also  help 
to  expand  the  economy.  These  include  the 
easing  of  the  so-called  penalty  tax  on  ac- 
cumulated earnings  when  necessary  for  le- 
gitimate business  purptoses:  the  extension  of 
the  carry-back  of  net  operating  losses,  and 
the  greater  flexibility  of  the  tax  treatment  of 
recapitalizations  and  reorganizations. 

Almoet  balancing  the  revenue  lost 
through  these  tax  reductions  is  additional 
revenue  of  $1.3  billion  gained  by  an  exten- 
sion of  the  63  percent  tax  on  corporation 
profits.  The  new  law  also  closes  more  than 
60  looi^ioles  through  which,  la  the  past, 


some  taxpayers  may  have  attempt«d  to  avoid 
their  fair  share  of  the  tax  burden. 

And.  at  loixg  last,  the  American  people 
wUl  have — because  of  this  law — much  needed 
clariflcatlon  of  many  tax  provisions  which 
previously  have  been  subject  to  controversy. 

I  congratulate  the  Congress  and  Its  lead- 
ers for  having  enacted  this  mon\miental  tax 
revision.  Its  passage  Is  a  tribute  to  a  Con- 
gress which  In  this  session  has  made  so  many 
major  contributions  to  the  prosperity  ^nd 
security  of  the  people  of  our  country. 

Madam  President,  the  two  commit- 
tees which  reported,  and  the  Congress 
which  passed,  the  bill  did  a  real  service 
to  the  American  i>eople.  The  bill  con- 
tained 929  pages.  It  went  to  conference 
with  about  500  amendments.  The  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Colorado  tMr. 
MiLLiKiN],  as  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee, and  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia  (Mr.  George],  as  ranking  mi- 
nority member,  had  the  great  task  of 
handling  the  bill  in  the  Senate  and  in 
conference. 

I  have  been  glad  to  refer  to  what  the 
President  has  said,  because  I  believe  it 
summarizes  the  bill,  so  that  the  people 
may  really  understand  what  is  back  of 
this  929-page  bill,  the  largest  bill  ever 
to  be  passed  by  Congress,  I  believe.  Its 
passage  was  accomplished  as  a  result  of 
hard  work  on  the  part  of  both  branches 
of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Madam  President.  I  did 
not  know  the  debate  on  the  tax  bill  was 
to  be  reopened:  but  I  am  always  happy 
to  have  it  reopened  at  any  time,  and  also 
to  comment  on  the  poUtical,  diversionary 
tactic  of  the  President  today  in  his  so- 
called  tax  statement. 

Madam  President.  I  repeat  what  I 
said  before,  during  the  debate  on  the  tax 
bill,  namely,  that  I  think  no  other  piece 
of  legislation  passed  by  Congress  is  more 
opposed  to  the  best  interests  of  the  tax- 
payers than  the  so-called  Eisenhower  tax 
bill,  a  bill  which  the  professional  staff 
of  the  committee  pointed  out.  in  the 
case  of  just  one  item — the  so-called  de- 
preciation item — will  cost  the  taxpayers 
of  the  Nation  approximately  $19  billion 
in  the  next  17  years.  That  is  a  clear 
giveaway  to  American  big  business. 

Madam  President,  I  am  a  Uttle  amused 
at  the  President's  attempt  to  point  out 
some  of  the  so-called  sugar-coated  pro- 
visions of  the  bill.  Of  course,  the  relief 
given  by  the  bill  for  dependent  children 
and  mothers  and  a  few  other  persons 
should  be  granted ;  but  there  should  also 
have  been  relief  for  milUons  of  other 
Americans.  But,  Dwight  Eisenhower  did 
not  support  that  relief  in  connection  with 
this  bill.  The  bill  should  have  contained 
provision  for  the  tax  exemptions  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  (Mr. 
George].  They  would  have  increased 
the  purchasing  power  of  millions  of  the 
American  people,  and  would  have  pro- 
vided relief  for  those  whose  gross  in- 
comes are  $3,500  a  year  or  less. 

Madam  President,  I  shall  be  very  hap- 
py to  talce  the  President's  statement  of 
today  on  the  tax  bill  into  the  political 
forums  in  the  campaign  which  lies  ahead. 
for  I  wish  to  say  to  the  taxpayers  of  th^ 
United  States  that  if  they  really  want  a 
tax  bill  which  will  provide  for  some  revi- 
sions which  will  protect  the  interests  of 
the  great  mass  of  the  taxpayers,  then  in 
1854  they  should  elect  a  Congress  that 
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will  iitaee  a  dieek  tipon  one  Dwlght 
Elsenhower. 

Mr.  OEOROE.  Madam  President,  I 
thought  pertiaps  I  would  have  noth£w 
further  to  say  about  taxes  at  this  session 
of  Congress.  I  certainly  do  not  wish 
to  take  issue  with  the  good  President, 
at  tht  other  ttid  of  the  Avenue,  who 
thinks  this  Is  a  great  tax  bill.  But  I 
mtist  pcdnt  out  some  things,  in  fairness 
to  those  of  us  who  have  differient  views. 

I  was  a  member  of  the  conference  com- 
mittee on  the  tax  bill.  I  signed  the  con- 
ferenee  report,  and  I  voted  for  it  on  the 
t^ooT  of  the  Senate.  As  anyone  would 
expect  in  the  case  of  so  long  a  bill,  it 
contained  some  things  which  one  could 
not  aivrove;  but,  on  the  whole.  I  be- 
lieved it  to  be  a  good  bill. 

However,  the  one  point  at  which  I  sep- 
arated msrself  from  the  administration's 
philosophy  was  in  regard  to  the  relief 
given  to  the  recipients  of  dividends.  I 
went  along  with  the  provision  of  the  bill 
just  as  it  was  written,  which  gives  to  the 
recipient  of  $50  of  dividends  an  exclu- 
sion of  that  amount — ^in  other  words,  of 
the  llrst  $50  of  dividends — ^In  computing 
the  taxpayer's  income-tax  liability,  and 
also  gives  to  the  recipient  of  dividends  a 
4-percent  credit  against  his  tax  liabili- 
ty in  the  case  of  the  remaining  dividends 
received  by  him.  I  did  that.  Madam 
President,  because  I  have  always  recog- 
nized that  when  tax  rates  are  so  high 
as  ours  are  at  the  present  time — and 
even  before  they  got  to  be  quite  this 
high — some  recognition  should  be  given 
to  the  recipients  of  dividends  upon  which 
a  high  corporate  rate  had  already  been 
paid  by  the  corporation — at  the  present 
time,  a  rate  of  52  percent  I  realized 
that  a  reasonable  recognition  of  a  divi- 
dend credit  of  the  size  of  the  one  carried 
in  this  bin  would  be  in  the  direction  of 
equitable  treatment  of  the  recipients  of 
dividends,  and  also  that  such  a  provision 
would  tend  to  increase  the  incentive  for 
individuals  to  invest  in  corporate  capi- 
talization. I  think  it  is  a  good  thing  for 
the  corporations  to  cease  to  be  borrow- 
ers to  the  extent  that  they  are  borrowers 
today  In  our  economy,  for  the  time  will 
ultimately  come  when  the  heavy  indebt- 
edness of  corporations  will  destroy  them, 
although  they  do  not  think  so  now. 
llielr  only  avenue  of  escape  is  to  provide 
more  equity  capital. 

So  I  have  always  believed,  and  I  be- 
lieve now — and  I  believed  at  the  time 
of  our  consideration  of  the  conference 
report  on  the  bill,  and  I  so  indicated  by 
my  vote — ^that  the  recognition  of  s<Hne 
credit  to  the  individual  recipient  of  cor- 
porate dividends  would  be  a  move  in  the 
direction  of  general  equity,  and  also 
would  tend  to  Increase  and  strengthen 
the  Incentive  of  the  people  to  invest  in 
the  equity  capital  of  corporations,  to  the 
end  that  at  some  future  date  they  may 
have  cause  to  be  happy  by  reducing  their 
general  indebtedness  which,  unless  re- 
duced, will  be  destructive  to  them. 

Madam  President,  I  am  sajrhig  this  for 
the  reason  that  at  the  beginning  of  the 
present  session — ^when.  at  that  moment, 
it  seemed  that  we  were  in  for  a  con- 
siderable recession  or  for  a  recession  of 
some  consequence — I  proposed  an  in- 
crease all  the  way  through,  from  the  bot- 
tom, to  the  top,  in  the  general  personal 


exemptions.  There  Is  now  5  percent,  plus 
1  additional  percentage  point,  of  unem- 
ployment in  the  United  States.  There 
may  be  those  who  think  that  is  a  healthy 
and  wholes(»ne  condition,  but  I  do  not. 
My  own  conclusion  is  that  when  unem- 
ployment goes  beyond  4  percent,  we  are 
approaching  a  danger  point.  But  Amer- 
ican business  is  so  constituted  that  it 
cannot  see  the  danger  until  the  train  is 
coming  around  the  curve. 

Madam  President,  I  shall  address  my- 
self to  certain  other  facts  in  connection 
with  this  tax  bill.  This  is  a  large  tax 
bill;  it  amounts  to  between  900  and  1,000 
pages.  But  what  is  it?  It  is  nothing 
but  a  codification  of  tax  laws  which  have 
been  enacted  since  1913,  when  we  first 
had. an  Income  tax.  It  is  simply  the 
gathering  together  of  all  the  laws  of  all 
prior  Congresses,  codifying  them  in  a 
new  tax  bill,  eliminating  certain  things 
which  were  bad  and  adding  certain  other 
things  which  may  be  good.  After  aU.  it 
is  simply  a  codification  of  existing  law. 

Now  what  do  we  have?  I  wonder.  I 
wonder  what  is  the  basis  for  the  various 
congratulatory  messages  and  congratu- 
latory speeches  we  have  heard  about  this 
tax  bill.    What  do  we  have? 

First  of  all,  we  changed  the  percentage 
of  gross  income  which  a  taxpayer  could 
deduct  as  an  expense  for  medical  and 
hospitalization  services.  Where  former- 
ly the  taxpayers,  except  those  over  65 
years  of  age,  could  only  claim  as  a  de- 
duction those  medical  expenses  in  ex- 
cess of  5  percent  of  gross  income,  under 
the  new  provisions  he  can  deduct  medical 
exi>enses  in  excess  of  3  percent  of  gross 
income. 

Who  put  that  concept  into  the  law, 
Madam  President?  I  do  not  wish  to 
claim  anything  for  myself,  but  I  put 
that  concept  into  the  law  in  the  begin- 
ning. Years  ago,  when  I  had  very  lit- 
tle support  from  the  executive  branch, 
I  proposed  that  medical  and  hospital- 
ization expenses  of  the  individual  tax- 
payer in  excess  of  5  percent  of  gross 
income  should  be  allowed  as  an  expense 
for  the  benefit  of  the  taxpayer. 

In  that  respect  all  that  has  been  done 
in  this  code  is  to  reduce  the  figure  from 
5  percent  to  3  percent.  That  is  all 
right.  I  grant  that  it  is  a  good  reduc- 
tion, but  it  is  not  such  a  marvelous  thing. 

The  personal  exemption,  Madam  Pres- 
ident, had  gone  down  to  $500  a  year. 
When  the  RepubUcans  took  over  in  the 
80th  Congress,  I  believe  the  Republicans 
themselves  Increased  the  exemption  to 
$600,  as  it  has  been  for  several  years. 
Not  only  that,  but  they  gave  to  those 
who  are  70  years  young — or  above  65 
years  youn.?,  I  may  say — a  double  ex- 
emption, which  was  most  gracious  and 
magnaminous  conduct  on  the  part  of  the 
House  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  I 
supported  those  amendments  on  the  door 
of  the  Senate  and  in  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee. Yes,  Madam  President,  I  did 
support  those  amendments. 

Dp  Senators  know  the  effect  of  those 
two  amendments?   Senators  may  not  be 

aware,  and  even  if  the  press  carries  the 
story,  some  of  their  readers  will  hardly 
beUeve.  that  those  two  amendments,  in- 
creasing the  personal  exemption  by  $100 
and  doubling  the  exemption  for  taxpay- 
ers over  65,  actually  removed  from  the 


tax  rolls  more  than  lYz  miUion  tax- 
payers. 

Yet  when  in  this  good  year  we  pro- 
posed to  raise  the  exemption  again,  a 
complaint  from  certain  sources  ■went  up 
all  over  the  Nation  against  such  action. 
I  know  those  sources.  Anybody  who  has 
been  in  pubUc  life  knows  them.  They 
are  not  essentially  bad.  but  the^  take 
their  cues  from  something  which  hap- 
pens here  in  Washington. 

When  we  proposed  to  raise  the  per- 
sonal exemption  again,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  George  Humphrey,  good 
a  man  as  he  is — and  I  honestly  admire 
him — and  the  President,  good  a  man  as 
he  is.  both  went  on  the  radio  networks 
and  the  television  networks,  and  broad- 
cast the  statement.  "We  cannot  take  so 
many  people  off  the  rolls.  We  cannot 
relieve  so  many  taxpayers  of  the  pay- 
ment of  income  taxes." 

Madam  President,  the  Republican 
80th  Congress  relieved  7I2  million  people 
from  any  tax  liability  in  the  two  meas- 
ures I  have  indicated.  I  supported  both 
of  them.  They  were  good  pro[>osals. 
They  gave  a  double  exemption  to 
those  who  are  65  years  of  age  and  over, 
which  was  more  or  less  like  charity,  but 
was  not  wrong.  They  did  not  take  too 
many  taxpayers  off  the  rolls  by  that 
action. 

But  the  marvelous  thing  is  that  when 
here  in  a  Republican  Congress  In  this 
good  year  of  1954,  with  the  two  parties 
about  equally  divided — I  was  about  to 
say  a  Democratic  Congress,  and  it 
should  be.  I  Laughter.]  At  any  rate. 
when  we  proposed  to  take  more  tax- 
payers off  the  rolls,  the  Treasury  told  us 
and  the  White  House  told  us,  anfi  every 
newspaper  in  the  land  told  us  "That 
will  never  do.  You  must  keep  everybody 
on  the  rolls,  and  put  some  more  people 
on  the  rolls." 

Madam  President,  since  you  were  not 
here  when  the  other  Repubhcan  Con- 
gress was  in  session  and  took  7^2  mil- 
lion people  off  the  rolls,  let  me  say  that 
the  number  of  taxpayers  on  the  rolls  at 
that  time  was  considerably  less  tiian  50 
million:  in  fact,  it  was  probably  not  as 
much  as  40  million.  However,  In  this 
good  year  of  grace,  as  stated  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  himself 
in  response  to  an  inquiry  which  I  sub- 
mitted as  a  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, there  are  more  than  77  miUion 
taxpayers  on  the  tax  rolls.  Yet  if  we 
took  a  few  million  off  the  tax  rolls— 3  or  4 
million — we  would  be  guilty  of  a  great 
crime.  We  would  be  guilty  not  only  of 
a  great  crime,  but  there  would  be  some- 
thing wrong  with  us,  and  perhaps  some- 
body ought  to  go  out  with  a  net  and 
bring  us  in  and  examine  our  heads. 

Madam  President,  in  the  me&ntime 
the  social  security  tax  has  gone  up  and 
up  and  up — until  today  every  recipient 
under  the  old-age  and  survivors  insur- 
ance, which  is  the  heart  of  our  system, 
is  paying  4  percent;  that  is,  either  the 
recipient  is  paying  it,  or  his  employer 
is  dividing  the  cost  with  him. 

That  is  a  sizable  tax,  and  it  is  increas- 
ing in  amount.  We  have  just  passed  a 
new  social  security  bill,  which  I  sup- 
ported in  the  committee,  and  which  I 
support  now,  but  that  bill  is  going  to 
raise  the  social  security  tax,  and  it  is 
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going    to    affect    every    taxpayer    in 
America. 

The  whole  system  of  taxation  has 
changed,  we  find,  when  we  compare  the 
present-day  laws  with  the  law  as  it  was 
at  the  time  when  the  80th  Congress  met 
with  a  Republican  majority. 

Madam  President,  I  have  been  speak- 
ing for  too  long  a  time,  and  I  shall  hasten 
on.  What  Is  the  virtue  of  the  tax  law 
the  President  has  just  signed?  First, 
we  have  raised  the  personal  deduction,  or 
personal  exemption,  if  we  put  It  the 
other  way  around,  for  children  who  will 
still  be  in  school  or  m  college:  and  we 
have  said  that  it  makes  no  difference 
whether  that  child  is  earning  $600  or 
not,  such  earnings  will  not  be  counted 
against  the  parent  who  supplies  him 
seme  more  money  to  go  to  school  or 
college,  as  long  as  he  is  attending  school. 
That  was  a  very  generous  act.  That  was 
all  right. 

We  said  that  for  people  under  65  years 
of  age.  $1,200  of  their  retirement  or  pen- 
sion benefits  under  a  public  retirement 
.'•ystem  could  be  deducted.  That  is  all 
right,  if  that  is  the  liest  we  can  do.  It 
is  perfectly  all  right. 

Then  we  said  a  working  mother  is 
entitled  to  hire  a  baby  sitter,  and  pay  the 
baby  sitter  as  much  as  $600  a  year,  and 
deduct  the  $600  from  gross  income  when 
.'^he  begins  to  compute  her  tax  for  tax 
liability  purposes.  That  was  all  right. 
That  provision  was  inserted  in  the  bill 
on  the  motion  of  a  I>emocratic  Member 
of  the  Senate.  It  came  from  the  Demo- 
ciatic  side.  That  is  all  right.  I  went 
along  with  it.  I  did  not  go  along  with 
it  enthusiastically,  but  I  went  along  with 
it. 

What  do  we  have  In  the  tax  law?  We 
have  an  Increase  m  the  personal  ex- 
emption for  people  over  65.  We  have  an 
increase  in  the  personal  exemption  of 
$1,200  for  all  pensioners  under  a  public 
retirement  system,  plus  $600.  We  have 
an  increased  exemption  for  medical  and 
hospital  expenses  of  people,  measured  by 
the  difference  between  5  percent  and  3 
percent  upon  the  gross  income  of  those 
people.  What  else  do  we  have?  I  am 
being  fair  with  tho  American  people. 
Madam  President. 

What  else  have  we?  We  have  an  in- 
crease in  the  personal  exemption  of  $50 
for  every  dividend  recipient  plus  a  4 
percent  tax  credit  on  all  dividend  income 
above  the  $50  tax  credit.  How  many 
people  does  that  benefit?  Between  7 
million  and  8  million  Americans  receive 
dividends.  About  7  million  of  them  will 
have  the  advantage  of  that  provision. 

What  did  we  say?  We  said  that  the 
only  way — and  I  repeat  it — in  which  to 
build  a  sound  economy  in  America  and 
.'^u'^tain  it  Is  to  increa.se  the  mass  purchas- 
ing power  of  all  the  people,  or  the  per 
capita  purchasing  power. 

What  have  we  done?  We  have  given 
the  aged  people  of  65  and  over — and  that 
was  already  providec  3  or  4  years  ago,  but 
it  is  in  the  act  now,  because  this  is  a 
codiflcation  of  the  ac  ts — a  double  exemp- 
tion. We  have  given  to  the  sick  and 
disabled,  who  have  &  doctor's  bill  to  pay, 
a  slight  benefit.  Heaven  knows,  that  is 
all  right.  We  have  given  them  the  bene- 
fit of  an  exemption,  plus  the  standard 
exemption.    People    who    are    under    a 


public  retirement  system  receive  an  ex- 
emption of  as  much  as  $1,200.  However, 
we  say  to  the  retired  railroad  man,  "You 
get  a  certain  amount  under  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act.  but  you  cannot  get  the 
benefit  of  the  $1,200  exemption.  If  you 
are  getting  $1,000  under  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Act,  you  must  deduct  that 
amount  from  the  $1,200.  So  you  have  an 
increase  in  your  personal  exemption  of 
only  $200."  Of  course,  his  retirement 
benefit  is  exempt.  That  is  all  right. 
That  is  an  equity. 

We  say  to  the  social  security  bene- 
ficiaries, "If  you  are  getting  $700  under 
social  security,  you  cannot  deduct  the 
$1,200."  That  is  all  right.  Social  se- 
curity payments,  under  a  regulation  of 
the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue,  are  not 
taxable.  That  is,  such  income  does  not 
go  into  the  computation  to  determine 
the  amount  upon  which  the  tax  is 
assessed. 

That  is  what  there  is  in  the  bill  for 
individuals.  I  almost  overlooked  some- 
thing. I  do  not  know  how  I  could  over- 
look it. 

I  happen  to  be  a  farmer.  I  used  to  be 
a  lawyer,  but  I  have  been  doing  nothing 
but  farming  since  I  have  been  in  the 
Senate.  I  quit  the  law  busifiess.  I  ac- 
tually gave  back  a  mortgage  for  several 
hundred  dollars  in  a  case  to  one  of  my 
clients,  and  told  him  I  could  not  repre- 
sent him  any  more  because  I  had  too 
much  to  do  in  the  Senate.  I  have  re- 
mained a  farmer.  We  farmers  may  now 
build  a  pond  or  open  up  a  drainage  ditch. 
We  can  actually  deduct  from  our  gross 
receipts  in  1  year  25  percent  of  the  cost 
of  that  pond  or  ditch. 

Mr.  LONG.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  glad  to  yield,  but 
I  ask  the  Senator  to  make  his  question 
brief. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  hope  the  Senator  real- 
izes that  by  the  time  the  new  farm  act 
goes  into  effect,  the  farmers  will  not  need 
any  exemption,  because  they  will  not 
have  any  income  with  which  to  pay  a  tax. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  probably  true, 
but  I  do  not  wish  to  discuss  that  subject. 

The  provision  to  which  I  referred  a 
moment  ago  is  helpful  to  the  farmers. 
I  voted  for  it.  I  would  have  gone  some- 
what further.  Is  that  not  a  marvelous 
provision?  Just  think  of  the  marvelous 
tax  bill  we  have  passed.  It  increased  the 
personal  exemption  of  the  beneficiaries 
under  public  retirement  systems.  It  in- 
creased the  personal  exemption  of  all 
recipients  of  dividends. 

Wc  have  done  something  for  the 
farmer.  I  was  about  to  forget  that.  We 
increased,  in  effect,  the  personal  exemp- 
tion of  the  poor  woman  who  has  to  work 
for  the  amount  of  money  she  pays  out 
to  a  babysitter  while  she  is  away  from 
home  earning  the  bread  of  the  family, 
provided  she  does  not  pay  out  more  than 
$600.  We  increased  her  exemption  by 
only  $600. 

Is  that  not  a  marvelous  record  for  a 
tax  bill  of  a  thousand  pages?  I  am  not 
talking  about  any  of  the  other  features 
of  the  l|iU.  many  of  which  I  believe  are 
good.  I  am  not  saying  that  the  features 
to  which  I  have  called  attention  are  not 
good.  However,  they  are  nothing  to 
boast  about. 


I  cannot  understand  why  my  friends 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  or  why  the 
good  President  has  been  misled  Into  be- 
heving  that  this  tax  bill  is  a  permanent 
contribution  to  the  economy  of  this 
country. 

I  repeat  what  I  said  before,  that  the 
only  way  in  which  we  can  maintain  a 
sound  and  advancing  economy,  when  wo 
are  producing  less  than  our  capacity  and 
looking  for  markets  and  purchasers  for 
the  goods,  is  by  increasing  the  per  capita 
buying  power  of  the  great  masses  of  the 
American  people. 

Much  as  I  appreciate  the  help  I  re- 
ceived in  the  80th  Congress  by  the  dou- 
bling of  my  personal  exemption,  and 
much  as  I  would  appreciate  having  an 
increase  in  the  exemption  if  I  were  to 
employ  a  babysitter — although  unfortu- 
nately that  day  is  long  past — and  much 
as  I  would  appreciate  having  my  per- 
sonal exemption  increased  by  a  dividend 
which  I  had  received,  and  the  benefit  of 
a  credit  against  my  tax  UablUty  if  I 
had  received  more  money  in  dividends, 
the  fact  is  that  I  have  no  dividends.  I 
do  not  have  one  share  of  stock  in  any- 
thing except  the  Government  of  the 
United  States. 

I  never  had  many,  but  when  I  came  to 
the  Senate  I  said.  "I  shall  get  rid  of 
those  stocks."     They  were  not  nationally 
listed.     They  were  not  on  the  exchanges, 
but  they  were  stocks,  nevertheless,  and 
I  let  them  all  go,  some  of  them,  in  some 
instances,  to  my  personal  hurt;  in  other 
instances,    possibly,    to    my    advantage. 
The  losses  and  gains  were  about  equally 
balanced.     I  never  figured  that.     So  I 
receive  no  benefits  except  by  behig  over 
65  years  young.     That  is  all  right.     I 
have  often  said  I  wish  the  time  would 
come  in  America  when  we  would  say  to 
every  taxpayer,  when  he  reached  a  cer- 
tain age,  that  he  would  not  be  Uable 
for  individual  income  taxes.     But  that 
is  not  the  i>oint  I  am  discussing.     I  am 
discussing  only  one  point.     In  effect,  we 
have  increased  the  personal  exemption 
of  the  taxpayer  in  3  or  4  or  5  categories, 
for    which    we    claim    great    credit. 
Heaven  knows,  if  we  had  increased  the 
personal  exemption  for  every  taxpayer 
we  would  not  have  had  to  give  an  in- 
creased exemption  to  the  woman  who 
has  to  employ  a  babysitter.    She  would 
have  had  enough  money  left  out  of  her 
exemption  to  take  care  of  that  account. 
We   would    not   have   had   to    increase 
other    i}ersonal    exemptions.    We    have 
gone    at    the    problem    m    the    wrong 
way.     Fortunately,  the  depression  has 
not    run    as   deeply   as   many    persons 
in  the  early  months  of  this  year  thought 
it  might  run.    But  perhaps  it  is  not  over. 
Certainly,  if  it  is  over,  it  will  come  again 
under  the  economy  we  are  now  building 
up  in  this  coimtry,  because  the  only 
answer  to  the  economy  of  a  great  pe<q>le 
who  have  vastly  expanded  their  produc- 
tive capacity  and  who  find  themselves 
in  a  position  of  utilizing  only  70  or  75 
percent  of  the  capacity  of  the  vast  ma- 
chine which  has  been  built  up.  aside  from, 
vastly  expanding  foreign  markets,  which 
is  not  in  the  cards  at  the  moment,  is  to 
increase  the  purchasing  power  of  the 
individual  taxpayers^  not  by  classes,  not 
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\ir  benefiting  cmly  those  who.  unforta- 
Bately.  become  sick  and  go  to  the  hos- 
pital, not  by  beneflttng  only  the  class  of 
petqide  who  must  employ  babysitters, 
not  by  benefiting  the  limited  class  of 
people  who  get  an  increase  in  personal 
exemption  by  virtue  of  the  fact  that 
they  are  receiving  dividends  from  cor- 
poratlmis.  Oh,  no.  We  are  taking  care 
of  certain  minor  groups,  but  we  are  xK>t 
increasing  the  per  capita  purchasing 
power  of  all  the  peoirfe.  If  we  did  that. 
we  would  not  have  to  resort  to  the  baby- 
sitting argument  or  to  many  other  things 
which  we  placed  in  the  bill,  because  hu- 
maniturton  impulses  called  loudly  for 
some  help  for  our  people. 

It  is  a  perfectly  ridiculous  thing  that 
In  1954,  with  a  50-.  or  52-.  or  53 -percent 
dollar,  we  still  say  to  every  American 
taxpayer.  "You  can  have  only  a  $600  ex- 
emption whoi  you  compute  your  income 
taxes."  We  say  to  a  farmer,  if  he  builds 
a  fishpond,  that  he  may  deduct  a  few 
dollars.  If  one  is  relatively  young  and 
has  to  employ  a  babysitter,  he  can  get 
as  much  as  $600.  If  a  person  is  sick  and 
goes  to  the  hospital,  he  can  increase  the 
amount  of  his  deduction. 

Is  that  not  marvelous?  Is  ttiat  not  a 
Biarvelous  record?  Is  that  not  a  record 
of  which  this  Congress  ought  to  be 
proud?   No  doubt  it  will  be  proud. 

Con|tder  what  we  did.  We  helped  the 
farmer  who  wanted  to  build  a  swim- 
ming pool  or  a  fishpond.  We  give  to  the 
recipient  of  dividends — and  there  are 
approximately  7  million  of  them  out  of 
77  million  taxpayers — a  $50  exclusion, 
equivalent  to  receiving  a  personal  ex- 
emption of  $50.  and  an  additional  credit 
of  4  percent  of  their  dividends  against 
their  tax  liability. 

That  was  not  wrong.  I  am  not  saying 
It  was  wrcmg.  That  was  all  right,  pro- 
vided we  could  give  all  the  people  a 
decent  tax  credit  or  a  decent  personal 
exemption.  As  it  stands,  we  are  giving 
them  a  personal  exemption  of  approxi- 
mately $300  plus,  with  the  dollar  worth 
52  or  54  cents. 

It  is  all  right  to  recognize  that  divi- 
dends, on  which  the  full  corporate  rate 
has  been  paid,  are  entitled  to  some  con- 
sideration. I  have  never  protested 
against  it.  Such  treatment  travels  in 
the  direction  of  equity,  as  I  have  pre- 
viously said.  It  also  tends  to  increase 
the  incentive  of  the  people  to  put  more 
money  into  the  equity  capital  of  our  cor- 
porations. But  it  should  have  come  only 
when  we  could  give  every  taxpayer  an 
Increase  in  his  personal  exemption. 

Madam  President,  I  dislike  to  make 
these  remarks,  because  I  voted  for  the 
bill.  I  should  be  content,  perhaps,  with 
saying  that  having  voted  for  the  Mil.  I 
should  let  well  enough  alone  and  let  the 
President,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, all  the  agencies  of  Government, 
and  all  my  brethren  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate  regard  the  tax  bill  as  a  great 
accomplishment.  Madam  President,  I 
cannot  like  that  kind  of  thing  when  I 
know  what  has  been  accomplished  and 
what  has  not  been  accomplished.  I 
think  the  American  people  should  know 
the  facts.  That  Is  my  only  excuse  for 
making  a  statement  at  this  time. 

Of  course,  the  tax  bill,  to  the  extent 
that  it  reduced  the  enormous  burden 


upon  an  taxpayers,  is  a  step  in  the  right 
direction.  The  other  tax  reductions 
which  have  been  made  this  year  were 
not  made  necessarily  by  Republicans. 
Good  Republicans  Joined  in  making 
them.  But  in  the  tax  bill  of  1931  we 
provided  that  the  excess-profits  tax 
should  expire  on  June  30,  1953.  The 
President  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury— and  they  are  both  right — said  they 
eould  not  spare  the  loss  of  that  money, 
and  asked  to  have  it  extended  until  the 
first  of  the  year.  That  was  done.  This 
Congress  carried  out  that  provision  of  the 
tax  bill  passed  in  1951. 

It  was  also  provided  in  the  bill  that 
the  last  increase  in  the  rates  for  indi- 
vidual taxpayers  should  be  removed.  The 
distinguished  Representative  who  ie  now 
the  able  Chairman  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means  tried  to  ac- 
complish this  a  little  earlier.  He  wanted 
to  move  up  the  date  and  remove  the  in- 
crease simultaneously  with  the  removal 
of  the  excess-profits  tax.  But  it  was 
already  written  into  law.  All  that  was 
necessary  was  to  wait,  and  the  redaction 
would  b«;  made. 

In  the  same  tax  bill  it  was  provided 
that  the  last  billion  dollars  of  excise 
taxes  should  be  removed  as  of  April  30 
of  this  year.  That  was  written  into  the 
law.  A  billion  dollar  reduction  was 
made  in  the  excise  taxes.  I  must  lay  in 
fairness  that  that  amount  was  not  taken 
off  the  precise  taxes  which,  when  the 
law  was  written,  it  was  provided  should 
be  reduced;  but  it  was  taken  off.  The 
reduction  in  the  excise  taxes  undoubt- 
edly involved  a  Treasury  loss  of  a  billion 
dollars.  There  was  a  Treasury  loss  of 
$3  billion  on  the  individual  income  taxes. 
There  was  a  Treasury  loss  of  $2  billion  on 
the  excess-profits  taxes. 

This  year's  bill,  about  which  we  are 
hearihg  so  much,  and  which  the  Presi- 
dent today  approved,  has  taken  off  an- 
other $1,500,000,000  immediately.  The 
amount  will  probably  continue  to  grow; 
but  that  much  is  being  taken  off  now. 

Those  are  the  tax  reductions.  Every 
one  of  them  was  made  at  a  time  when 
the  Republican  Party  was  not  the  ma- 
jority in  this  body,  except  the  reductior;s 
in  the  tax  bill  which  the  President  signed 
today.     That  is  all  there  is  to  it. 

If  it  was  good  to  take  off  the  excess 
profits  taxes,  if  it  was  good  to  reduce 
the  rate  on  the  individual  taxpayers,  and 
if  it  was  good  to  reduce  the  excise  taxes 
by  $1  billion,  the  Democrats  are  entitled 
to  a  little  credit  for  that.  At  least,  they 
went  along  with  the  proposal,  and  went 
along  with  it  again  this  year. 

The  present  law,  which  was  signed 
today,  is  the  work  of  the  Republican 
administration.  I  have  said  frankly 
that  there  are  many  good  things  in  it. 
But  there  is  not  a  good  thing  in  tvery- 
thing  that  is  being  here  extolled  as  a 
great  virtue  which  would  not  have  been 
immensely  improved  simply  by  raising 
the  personal  exemptions,  and  avoiding 
the  necessity  of  writing  into  the  tax  laws 
one  exception  after  another,  which  is 
the  very  bane  of  any  sound  tax  system. 
That  is  all  wrong.  That  is  not  the  way 
to  accomplish  the  purpose.  That  is  the 
way  to  do  it  if  it  is  desired  to  give  relief 
only  to  a  select  few  or  a  select  group. 


If  it  was  desired  to  give  relief,  and  to 
keep  the  exceptions  out  of  the  income- 
tax  laws — exceptions  which  are  only 
confusing  and  bad — then  the  way  to 
have  accomplished  every  good  purpose  in 
the  bill,  so  far  as  the  individuaj  income 
taxpayer  is  concerned,  was  to  have  in- 
creased the  personal  exemption.  That 
would  have  taken  a  number  of  people 
off  the  taxrolls.  I  have  already  said  that 
7,500,000  went  off  the  rolls  in  the  SOth 
Congress,  and  the  heavens  did  not  fall; 
they  did  not  even  crack. 

I  shall  not  discuss  other  features  of 
the  tax  bill.  I  do  not  believe  there  is 
anything  exceptionally  wrong  with  many 
of  the  provisions  contained  in  the  bill. 
I  have  tried  to  make  it  perfectly  plain 
that  there  is  nothing  wrong  about  recog- 
nizing essential  equity  In  behalf  of  the 
recipient  of  a  dividend  which  is  taxed  at 
the  full  corporate  rate.  I  simply  would 
have  reversed  the  process;  I  would  have 
given  the  benefit  to  all  taxpayers, 
whether  they  received  corporate  divi- 
dends, or  whether,  in  the  sweat  of  their 
brow,  they  simply  earned  their  income. 

When  the  time  comes  when  we  can 
rccoanize  inequity  and  the  strangling  of 
incentive  through  exorbitantly  high 
taxes  which  were  imposed  upon  corpo- 
rate earninps,  plus  high  taxes  imposed 
upon  dividends  when  they  go  to  the 
individual,  relief  can  then  be  provided. 

But  so  long  as  a  program  is  followed 
of  singling  out  little  groups,  powerful 
though  they  may  be,  and  as  strongly  as 
they  may  be  able  to  prevent  inequity  to 
them,  elves,  and  so  long  as  exception 
after  exception  is  made  in  the  income- 
tax  laws,  it  will  always  be  necessary  to 
make  a  shift  in  the  taxes,  and  it  will 
never  be  possible  to  join  issue  with  the 
fundamental  and  basic  proposal  that  for 
an  expanding  economy  such  as  we  have. 
and  which  we  always  hope  to  keep,  it  is 
necessary  constantly  to  increase  the  per 
capita  purchasing  power  of  the  great 
masses  of  the  people,  not  of  littje  groups 
here  and  there. 

I  am  not  regretful  that  there  are  good 
things  in  the  tax  law.  I  thoroughly  re- 
joice that  they  are.  present.  But  I  do 
not  believe  the  tax  law  should  be  blown 
up  into  a  great  accomplishment,  when 
actually  the  philosophy  back  of  it  leads 
very  definitely  away  from  a  constantly 
growing  and  expanding  economy  in  the 
United  States.  I  know  that,  or  at  least 
I  think  I  know  it;  and  I  have  been  per- 
fectly willing  to  take  my  stand  upon  that 
basis. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I,  too, 
voted  for  the  passage  of  the  tax  bill 
which  the  President  signed  today.  I  did 
so  reluctantly.  Like  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  I  Mr.  George!,  whom  I  admire 
very  much,  I  felt  there  was  a  great  over- 
sight in  the  bill,  because  it  provided 
little  or  nothing  for  the  great  majority 
of  American  families. 

It  is  true  that  the  bill  has  provided 
a  measure  of  relief  for  many  persons. 
It  provided  relief  for  those  who  receive 
corporation  dividends.  It  has  provided 
some  relief  for  a  working  mother,  if  she 
can  afford  to  hire  a  baby  sittet.  It  has 
provided  some  relief  for  those  having 
retirement  incomes,  such  as  retired  fire- 
men and  poUcemen,  and  others  in  that 
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category.  Some  additional  relief  is  pro- 
vided in  the  case  of  medical  expenses. 

But  I  believe  v.  will  be  found  that  the 
relief  provided  in  the  new  law  is  directed 
in  such  a  manner  that  about  80  percent 
of  the  relief  will  go  to  less  than  20  per- 
cent of  the  people. 

It  will  be  found  further  that  in  the 
new  tax  law  mc>re  than  50  [wrcent  of 
the  taxpaying  families  will  receive  no 
relief  whatsoever. 

The  third-yeai-  cost  of  the  law  is  esti- 
mated to  be  r>3. 400. 000. 000.  If  that 
amount  of  relief  had  been  spread  evenly 
among  all  taxpt.ying  families  it  would 
have  meant  $80  of  tax  relief  for  every 
taxpaying  family.  As  it  is,  the  bill  will 
not  provide  5  cents  worth  of  tax  relief 
for  a  majority  of  the  families  who  pay 
taxes  today. 

I  was  willing  to  vote  for  passage  of  the 
bill  which  included  relief  for  corpora- 
tions on  their  dividends.  I  was  willing 
to  vote  for  proposals  to  give  corporations 
an  additional  depletion  allowance.  I 
only  regret  that  we  were  unable  to  pro- 
vide the  type  of  lelief  which  would  make 
it  possible  for  e\ery  American  taxpayer 
to  have  some  benefit  from  the  bilL  Such 
relief  has  not  been  provided,  although  an 
effort  was  made  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate  to  provide  it. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George],  on  l>ehalf  of  himself  and  sev- 
eral other  Senators,  including  myself, 
offered  an  amendment  which  would  have 
amounted  to  a  reduction  of  about  $20 
each  year  in  taxes  for  every  taxpayer, 
about  $20  reduction  in  taxes  additionally 
if  he  were  married,  and  about  $20  addi- 
tional reduction  for  every  child  in  the 
family.  For  the  average  family  that 
would  have  been  about  $80  of  tax  relief. 
That  amendmerit  was  opposed  on  the 
Republican  side  of  the  aisle,  the  argu- 
ment being  that  such  relief  would  be  too 
expensive  to  provide. 

It  would  not  be  any  more  expensive 
than  the  bill  which  we  had  before  us 
at  the  time,  and  yet  from  the  Republican 
side  of  the  aisle  a  motion  was  made  to 
reduce  by  one-half  the  tax  reductions 
proposed  by  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia.  When  that  motion 
failed  to  carry,  -he  Republican  side  of 
the  aisle  voted  alniost  solidly  against  the 
proposal  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
to  reduce  taxes  on  every  American  fam- 
ily. They  succeijded  in  defeating  that 
amendment. 

Hoping  that  the  Republicans  might  be 
willing  to  vote  for  the  sort  of  amendment 
we  would  have  had  if  the  Republican 
proposal  to  reduce  the  relief  by  half 
had  prevailed.  I  '.hen  proceeded  to  offer 
an  amendment  to  provide  $20  relief  for 
every  taxpayer  and  $40  relief  for  every 
married  couple.  A  single  man  could 
have  had  $20  tax  reduction  and  a  family 
could  have  had  $40  tax  reduction. 

Although  it  mi?ht  have  appeared  that 
such  a  proposal  would  have  great  sup- 
port from  the  Ilepubiican  side  of  the 
aisle,  only  2  Senators  on  the  other  side 
of  the  aisle  voted  for  that  amendment. 
The  result  was  tliat  the  amendment  was 
defeated,  although  30  Democrats  voted 
for  it  Mr.  President,  those  were  pro- 
posals which  would  have  provided  tax 
relief  for  everybody  in  this  country. 


Let  us  see  what  has  happened  smce 
January  1.  On  January  1,  the  corpora- 
tion excess-profits  tax  expired.  My  best 
estimate  is  that  the  income  from  that 
tax  was  at>out  $1,600,000,000  each  year. 
Personal  income  taxes  were  reduced  au- 
tomatically, as  provided  by  a  previous 
Congress,  involving  loss  of  revenue  of 
another  $3  billion,  let  us  say.  On  the 
same  day  the  social-security  tax  went  up 
by  one-half  of  1  percent  on  the  employer 
and  one-half  of  1  percent  on  the  em- 
ployee, a  total  increase  of  about  $1,600,- 
000,000. 

Applying  that  increase  against  the  tax 
reduction,  we  had  a  net  tax  decrease  of 
approximately  $3  billion  a  year. 

What  was  the  effect  so  far  as  the 
average  man  In  America  was  concerned? 
An  industrial  worker,  earning  his  living, 
with  an  income  of  approximately  $3,500 
a  year  on  January  1  would  have  had  his 
income  tax  reduced  by  $16.50.  On  the 
same  day  his  social-security  tax  would 
have  been  increased  by  $17.50,  leaving 
him  paying  $1  a  year  more  taxes  on  his 
income  than  he  had  been  paying  before. 

However,  if  he  were  so  fortunate  as 
to  be  one  of  those  in  the  upper  income- 
tax  bracket,  making  $50,000  a  year, 
although  his  social -security  tax  would 
have  been  increased  $17.50,  his  personal 
income  tax  would  have  been  reduced  by 
$1,850,  with  the  result  that  he  would  then 
have  had  a  net  tax  reduction  of  approxi- 
mately $1.832  50  each  year.  That  is  a 
major  reduction  for  a  person  in  that 
income-tax  bracket,  compared  to  the  $1 
a  year  increase  which  the  average  indus- 
trial worker  suffered  on  January  1. 

Therefore.  Mr.  President,  it  would 
have  seemed  that  in  this  subsequent  tax 
bill  we  should  have  provided  genuine  tax 
relief  for  the  average  American  family. 
It  was  not  provided  in  this  bill.  Although 
many  of  us  tried  to  provide  it,  we  were 
unsuccessful. 

So  far  as  some  of  us  are  concerned,  we 
look  upon  this  bill  as  something  of  a 
watermelon-splitting  party.  We  have 
cut  the  watermelon — the  watermelon  of 
tax  relief.  The  half  which  was  properly 
to  belong  to  the  corporations,  to  those 
in  the  upper  income-tax  brackets,  to 
those  who  receive  corporation  dividends, 
to  those  who  wish  to  make  gifts  of  insur- 
ance policies  to  their  children,  was  prop- 
erly delivered  to  those  individuals. 

Unfortunately,  the  half  which  should 
have  gone  to  the  average  American  citi- 
zen was  left  out.  For  my  part  I  can  only 
explain  that  that  is  about  the  best  tax 
bill  one  can  get  under  a  Republican 
Congress.  We  tried  to  make  it  one  that 
would  have  reduced  income  taxes  on 
every  American  citizen.  Unfortunately, 
less  than  half  of  them  will  be  benefited 
by  this  bill. 


SURVIVOR  BENEFITS  FOR  WIDOWS 
OP  CHIEP  JUSTICES  AND  ASSO- 
CIATE JUSTICES  OP  SUPREME 
COURT 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  I  re- 
port favorably,  without  amendment,  the 
bill  (S.  3873)  to  provide  survivor  bene- 
fits for  widows  of  the  Chief  Justice  and 
the  Associate  Justices  of  the  Supreme 


Court  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
introduced  earlier  today  by  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  ClemxntsI.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bilL 

Mr.KNOWlAND.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object — and  I  do  not  intend  to  ob- 
ject— is  this  the  matter  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  discussed  with  the  majority  and 
minority  leaders  earlier,  relative  to  i>en- 
sions  for  widows  of  Justices  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  and  widows  of  former 
Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     It  is. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Crippa  in  the  chair) .  The  clerk  will  read 
the  bill  for  the  information  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  chapter  17  of 
title  28.  of  the  United  States  Code,  as  amend- 
ed, is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  there- 
of  the   following   new  section: 

"375.  Annuities  to  widows  of  the  Chief 
Justice  and  Associate  Justices  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States. 

"(a)  The  Director  of  the  Administrative 
Office  of  the  United  States  Courts  shaU  pay 
to  the  survlTing  widow.  If  any,  of  a  Justice 
of  the  United  States  who  has  died  or  who  dies 
while  In  regular  active  service,  or  who  has 
died  or  who  dies  after  having  retired  or  re- 
signed under  the  provisions  of  this  chapter, 
an  annuity  in  the  amount  payable  to  the 
beneflclary  under  the  act  of  January  14,  1937 
(50  Stat.  923.  ch.  3). 

"(b)  An  annuity  granted  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section  shall  accrue  monthly 
and  shall  be  due  and  payable  in  monthly 
installments  on  the  first  business  day  of  the 
month  following  the  month  for  which  the 
annuity  shall  have  accrued.  Such  annuity 
shall  commence  on  the  first  day  of  the  month 
in  which  any  such  Justice  dies,  or  on  the  first 
day  of  the  month  in  which  this  section  is 
enacted,  whichever  is  later,  and  shaU  termi- 
nate upon  the  death  or  remarriage  of  the  an- 
nuitant." 

Sec.  2.  The  analysis  of  chapter  17  of  title 
28,  of  the  United  States  Code,  immediately 
preceding  section  371,  is  amended  by  Insert- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"375.  Annuities  to  widows  of  the  Chief 
Justice  and  Associate  Justices  of  the  Suprenxe 
Court  of   the  United   States." 

Mr.  MCCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
bill  comes  to  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  by 
reason  of  a  poll  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  All  members  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  except  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wn-XY],  who  was  not 
available,  and  two  members  who  were  out 
of  the  city,  have  signed  the  poll.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be  im- 
mediately considered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(S.  3873)  to  provide  sm^vor  benefits  for 
widows  of  the  Chief  Justice  and  the  As- 
sociate Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


r 


EMERGENCY  CREDIT 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  3245)  to 
provide  emergency  credit,  which  was.  on 
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page  1.  line  3,  strike  out  "December  31» 
1954."  andlnaert  "June  30, 1955." 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
has  been  taken  up  with  both  the  ma- 
jority and  minority  leaders  of  the 
Senate,  and  they  are  agreeable  to  hav- 
ing the  House  amendment  considered  at 
this  time. 

The  bill  passed  the  Senate  on  May  13 
and  was  considered  by  the  House  later. 
The  House  amendment  simply  provides 
for  extending  the  time  6  months  longer 
than  the  Senate  bill  did.  I  move  that 
the  Senate  concur  in  the  House  amend- 
ment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Bartlett,  one  of  its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  follow- 
ing bills  of  the  Senate: 

8.  S180.  An  act  providing  for  the  convey- 
ance >>y  the  United  States  to  the  Monterey 
County  Plood  CTontrol  and  Water  Conserva- 
tion District,  Monterey  County.  CalU.,  of 
certain  lands  In  Camp  Roberts  Military 
Reservation.  Calif.,  for  use  as  a  dam  and 
reservoir  site  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3595.  An  act  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  convey  certain  property  located 
In  El  Paso,  Tex.,  and  described  as  part  of 
Fort  Bliss,  to  the  State  of  Texas; 

S.  3712.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Com- 
mander, Air  University,  to  confer  appro- 
priate def^reea  upon  persons  who  meet  all 
requirements  for  those  degrees  In  the  Resi- 
dent College  of  the  United  States  Air  Force 
Institute  of  Technology; 

S.  3750.  An  act  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  or  his  designee  to  convey  cer- 
tain property  located  In  proximity  to  San 
Antonio,  Bexar  County,  Tex.,  to  the  State 
of  Texas;  and 

8. 3822.  An  act  to  authorize  the  convey- 
ance to  the  State  of  Texas  of  approximately 
nine  acres  of  land  in  Houston,  Tex.,  to  be 
used  for  National  Guard  purposes. 

The  message  cdso  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  to  each  of  the  following  biUs 
of  the  Hoiise: 

H.  R.  2948.  An  act  to  amend  section  308 
(5)  of  the  TarlS  Act  of  1930.  as  amended; 
and 

H.  R.  9910.  An  act  to  amend  section  413 
(b)  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  severally  agreed  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  follow- 
ing bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  6672.  An  act  to  increase  the  public 
debt  limit; 

H.  R.  7734.  An  act  to  amend  section  47  of 
the  National  Defense  Act  concerning  the  re- 
quirement for  bond  covering  certain  prop- 
erty Issued  by  the  United  States  for  use  by 
Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps  units  main- 
tained at  educational  institutions; 

H.  R.  8628.  An  act  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930  to  Insxire  that  crude  silicon  carbide 
Imported  into  the  United  States  will  con- 
tinue to  be  exempt  from  duty; 

H.  R.  8753.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Admin- 
istrator of  General  Services  to  establish  and 
operate  motor  vehicle  pools  and  systems  and 
to  provide  office  furniture  and  furnishings 
when  agencies  are  moved  to  new  locations, 
to  direct  the  Administrator  to  report  the  un- 
authorized use  of   Government  motor   ve- 


hicles, and  to  authorize  the  United  States 
ClvU  Service  Commission  to  regulate  op- 
erators of  Government-owned  motor  ve- 
hicles, and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  10009.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  re- 
view of  customs  tariff  schedules,  to  Improve 
procedures  for  the  tariff  classiflcatlon  of  un- 
enumerated  articles,  to  repeal  or  amend 
obsolete  provisions  of  the  customs  laws,  and 
for  other  pvu-poses. 

The  message  announced  that  the  House 
had  disagreed  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  <H.  R.  9366)  to  amend 
the  Social  Security  Act  and  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  as  to  extend  coverage 
under  the  old-age  and  survivors  insur- 
ance program,  increase  the  benefits  pay- 
ments thereunder,  preserve  the  insur- 
ance rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and 
increase  the  amount  of  earnings  per- 
mitted without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for 
other  purpcres;  agreed  to  the  conference 
asked  by  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and 
that  Mr.  Reed  of  New  York,  Mr.  JENKms. 
Mr.  Simpson  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
CoopEH,  and  Mr.  Dingell  were  appointed 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  further  disagreed  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9757)  to  amend  the  Atomic  En- 
ergy Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purpo-ses;  agreed  to  the  further 
conference'  asked  by  the  Senate  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Cole  of  New  York, 
Mr.  HiNSHAV/,  Mr.  Van  Zandt.  Mr.  Dvr- 
HAM,  and  Mr.  Price  were  appointed  man- 
agers on  th€!  part  of  the  House  at  the 
further  conference. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  disagreed  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9924*  to 
provide  for  family  quarters  for  person- 
nel of  the  military  departments  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  and  their  de- 
pendents, a^d  for  other  purposes;  asked 
a  conference  with  the  Senate  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  there- 
on, and  that  Mr.  Johnson  of  California, 
Mr.  Cunningham,  Mr.  Devereux,  Mr. 
Bkooks  of  Louisiana,  and  Mr.  Miller  of 
California  were  appointed  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  disagreed  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10051)  making  appropriations  for  mutual 
security  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1955,  and  for  other  purposes ;  agreed 
to  the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Taber,  Mr. 

WiGGLESWORTH,    Mr.     H.     CaRL    ANDERSEN, 

Mr.  Fenton,  Mr.  Davis  of  Wisconsin,  Mr. 
Ford,  Mr.  Gary,  Mr.  Rooney,  Mr.  Pass- 
man, and  Mr.  Cannon  were  appointed 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference. 


CITATION  OP  CORLISS  LAMONT  FOR 
CONTEMPT  OP  THE  SENATE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  call  of  the 
roll  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Prejident, 
what  is  the  pending  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
pending  question  is  on  agreeing  to  Sen- 
ate Resolution  281.  Calendar  1829.  to  cite 
Corliss  Lament  for  contempt  of  the  Sen- 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President.  I 
think  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
I  Mr.  Lancer  1  wi.shes  to  be  heard  on  this 
particular  resolution. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  McCarthy,  in  the  meantime.  I 
am  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Nevada. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
sefk  to  obtain  the  floor  in  my  own  right. 

Mr.  McCarthy,    very  well. 


THE    ANTI-COMMUNIST   BILL 

Mr.   McCARRAN.     Mr.   President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Nevada  is  recognized. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  has  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  finished  tlie 
presentation  of  his  ca.se? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  No:  Mr.  President. 
I  have  yielded  the  floor  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  ob- 
ject; I  do  not  think  the  Senator  from 
Wi.scon.<=in  can  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  shall  simply  take 
my  seat. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  believe  the  pending 
que.«tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  contempt 
citation  resolution. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
there  is  no  rule  of  germaneness  in  the 
Senate;  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
has  been  recognized. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     Mr.  President- 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  been  recognized,  and  I  have  the 
floor. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  did 
not  understand  that  a  Senator  could 
yield  the  floor,  except  for  a  question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  took  his  seat, 
and  the  Chair  recognized  the  Senator 
from  Nevada. 

Mr.  McCARR.^N.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  -speak  for  a  brief  time  about  the 
so-called  anti-Communist  bill  which  was 
pas.sed  by  the  Senate  on  August  12. 

The  bill  was  passed  under  the  number 
S.  3706;  and  there  is  some  resemblance 
between  the  bill  which  was  passed  and 
Senate  bill  3706.  However,  Senate  bill 
3706.  as  it  was  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  was  a  good  bill; 
whereas  the  bill  which  was  passed  by  the 
Senate  under  the  number  S.  3706  is  a 
monstrosity. 

I  voted  for  the  bill.  Mr.  President,  be- 
cause for  a  long  time  I  have  been  eager 
to  help  obtain  the  enactment  of  legisla- 
tion to  deal  with  the  problem  of  Commu- 
nist infiltration  of  labor  unions  and  other 
organizations.  So  I  voted  for  the  bill  in 
the  hope  that  it  might  be  possible,  in 
conference,  to  write  a  bill  which  would 
be  effective,  and  which  would  not  render 
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ineffective      existing     anti -Communist 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ne>ada  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  I  understand 
the  Senator's  attitude  on  the  biU,  but 
does  the  Senator  from  Nevada  agree  with 
me  that  the  action  which  we  took  the 
other  day  at  least  had  one  very-much- 
to-be-desired  effect,  in  that  it  served 
clear  notice  on  the  world  that  in  the 
Senate  there  is  no  division  of  opinion 
among  liberals,  conservatives,  and  those 
in  between  when  it  comes  to  our  utter 
detestation  of  the  Communist  conspir- 
acy and  our  united  insistence  that  as  a 
Senate  we  will  fight  the  growth  of  the 
Communist  conspiracy? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  believe  that  was 
made  manifest  by  the  vote  of  the  Senate, 
but  I  desire  to  have  something  concrete 
which  will  be  of  value. 

If  we  are  to  hope  to  do  that,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, we  must  recognize  that  the  bill 
which  the  Senate  passed  will  not  be  ef- 
fective, if  it  becomes  law;  and  that  it 
will  render  ineffe<;tive  anti -Communist 
laws  which  are  now  on  the  books. 

Deficiencies  in  the  bill  fall  into  three 
classes.  First,  major  deficiencies;  sec- 
ond, minor  deficlerLcies ;  and  third,  tech- 
mcal  deficiencies.  I  shall  hope  today  to 
point  out  and  discuss  briefly  the  major 
deficiencies  in  this  bill,  the  reasons  why 
it  must  not  become  law  in  the  form  in 
which  it  passed  the  Senate,  and  some  of 
the  minor  deficiencies.  I  shall  not  at- 
tempt to  cover  all  the  minor  deficiencies 
of  the  measure,  and  I  shall  not  bother 
the  Senate  with  technical  deficiencies. 

One  major  deficiency  of  this  bill  is  the 
fact  that,  in  the  provisions  purporting 
to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party,  it  is  of 
very  doubtful  constitutionality.  Sec- 
tion 3  of  the  bill  provides  a  penalty  for 
acts  involving,  among  other  things,  be- 
coming or  remaining  a  member  of  any 
organization  having  for  one  of  its  pur- 
poses or  objectives  the  establishment, 
control,  conduct,  seizure,  or  overthrow  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or 
the  Groverrunent  of  any  State  or  poUtical 
subdivision  thereof,  by  the  use  of  force 
or  violence.  I  question  whether  that  is 
a  sufficiently  certain  designation  of  the 
organizations  to  be  affected.  It  is  not 
clear  what  "puri)oses  or  objectives" 
means.  It  is  not  clear  what  is  meant  by 
an  organization  having  for  one  of  its 
purposes  the  establishment  of  the  Gov- 
ment  of  the  United  States  by  the  use  of 
force  or  violence.  It  is  not  clear  what  is 
meant  by  having  for  one  of  its  purposes 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  by  force  or  violence.  I 
cannot  say  what  organizations  might  or 
might  not  fall  within  that  class. 

I  will  not  bore  tlie  Senate  now  with  a 
highly  technical  fegal  discussion;  but  I 
have  gone  carefullj/  into  the  question  of 
whether  the  Congress  may  by  law  out- 
law the  Communist  Party,  as  such,  and 
I  believe  this  may  be  done  within  the 
Constitution.  But  I  gravely  doubt  that 
the  provisions  of  section  3,  in  effect  out- 
lawing numerous  other  unnamed  organ- 
izations, will  stand  the  test  of  consti- 
tutionality. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  vlll  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  MORSE.  As  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  knows,  I  have  exceedingly  high 
regard  for  his  views  on  constitutional 
questions.  I  wish  to  be  sure  that  I  un- 
derstand the  constitutional  pomt  the 
Senator  is  now  raising. 

Am  I  correct  in  understanding  that 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  is  not  saying 
that  the  bill  would  lack  constitutional 
soundness  simply  because  it  seems  to 
prohibit  membership  in  some  organi- 
zation; but  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
believes  that  the  definitive  terms  in  the 
bill  are  not  sufBciently  specific  to  enable 
the  court  with  absolute  certainty  to 
identify  the  organization? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  expressed  my  views  exactly. 

Mr.  MORSE.  For  the  purposes  of 
clarity  in  the  Record,  will  the  Senator 
answer  another  question,  based  upon  a 
hypothetical  situation? 

Tne  Senator  from  Nevada  would 
agree  with  me,  would  he  not,  to  use  an 
absiu-d  case  to  illustrate  the  point,  that 
if  we  should  find  there  was  an  organ- 
ization which  we  will  call  Murder  In- 
corporated and  the  organization  was 
limited  in  membership  to  assassins,  and 
we  passed  a  law  which  sought  to  impose 
criminal  penalties  upon  membership  in 
an  organization  called  Murder  Incor- 
porated, and  defined  it  accurately 
enough  so  that  the  court  would  know 
to  what  organization  the  bill  applied 
there  would  be  no  question  about  our 
constitutional  power  as  a  Congress  to 
make  it  a  criminal  offense  to  belong  to 
such  an  organization? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  None  whatever. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Will  the  Senator  yield 
for  one  further  question? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  obvious  that  we 
have  a  difference  of  opinion  on  this 
question,  but  assuming  that  we  have 
adequately  defined  the  Communist 
Party  in  the  bill — which  in  my  opinion 
is  only  another  way  of  defining  or  nam- 
ing a  Murder  Incorporated,  because  I 
think  that  is  what  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy is — there  is  no  question  about 
our  constitutional  power  to  impose 
criminal  penalties  for  membership  in 
that  kind  of  a  defined  Communist  Party. 
Is  there? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  If  it  is  properly 
defined. 

Mr.  President,  another  major  defi- 
ciency of  the  bill  is  the  fact  that  while 
it  purports  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party,  it  probably  does  not  accomplish 
anjrthing  more  in  this  regard  than 
statutes  already  on  the  books.  A  care- 
ful reading  of  section  3  will  indicate 
that  before  any  person  could  be  con- 
victed thereunder,  it  would  have  to  be 
shown  that  he  committed  an  overt  act 
designed  to  carry  into  effect  a  purpose 
involving  the  "establishment,  control, 
conduct,  seizure,  or  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  or  the 
government  of  any  State  or  political 
subdivision  thereof,  by  the  use  of  force 
or  violence,  after  having  joined  or  re- 
mained a  member  of  the  Communist 
Party  or  a  similar  organization.'* 


Mr.  HUMFHRE7.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  srleld? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  jdeld  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  great  re- 
spect for  the  views  of  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  on  questions  of  constitutional 
law,  and  I  shall  listen  very  attentively  to 
his  dissertation. 

I  do  not  believe  the  bill  which  we 
passed  is  necessarily  a  model  of  legis- 
lative craftsmanship,  but  I  think  its  ob- 
jective is  quite  clear. 

The  use  of  the  words  "overt  act"  has 
been  mentioned  in  the  press  over  the 
weekend,  because  of  the  amendment 
which  was  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Cooper]  ;  but  I  remind 
the  Senate  that  the  word  "overt"  was  de- 
leted from  the  amendment. 

I  also  remind  the  Senate  that  imder 
section  2  of  the  bill  as  it  passed  the 
Senate  we  no  longer  talk  about  the  Com- 
mimist  Party  as  a  party.  It  Is  not  a 
party;  it  is  a  conspiracy.  The  word 
"party"  is  a  misnomer.  The  Communist 
Party  has  no  characteristics  of  a  political 
party  as  we  commonly  understand  politi- 
cal parties  in  the  United  States.  Mem- 
bership in  the  conspiracy  is  the  "act." 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  bill  as  passed 
does  not  weaken  the  Smith  Act.  Once 
we  have  l)een  able  to  prove  that  a  per- 
son is  a  member  of  the  Communist  Party 
we  have  proved  that  he  is  a  part  of  a 
conspiracy  and  has  committ^  an  act 
which  is  prohibited. 

I  believe  this  point  is  very  Important 
In  a  legal  discussion.  Having  established 
m  section  2  that  the  Commiuiist  Party 
is  not  a  party  but  is  a  conspiracy,  which 
shall  be  subject  to  criminal  penalties, 
we  go  to  section  3,  which  outlines  mon- 
bershlp  In  the  conspiracy.  Such  mem- 
bership is  the  act  which  is  the  subject 
of  criminal  penalties. 

Mr.  HENNINOS.  Mr.  President,  wiH 
the  Senator  yield  for  one  moment? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Missouri. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Does  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Nevada,  who  is  now 
embarking  upon  discussion  of  a  bill  on 
which  the  Senate  acted  last  week,  which 
I  think  has  troubled  many  of  us,  both  as 
to  constitutionality  and  practical  en- 
forceability, as  well  as  in  many  other 
aspects  believe  there  can  be  any  con- 
spiracy whatever  without  some  overt 
act? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  A  group  may  con- 
spire. However,  if  they  never  act,  I  am 
at  a  loss  to  know  what  they  can  be 
charged  with. 

Mr.  HENNINGS. 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN. 

Mr.  HENNINGS. 


Mr.  President,  will 

I  yield. 

As  all  of  us  have 


imderstood  since  our  law-school  dajrs  and 
our  study  of  what  may  be  called  horn- 
book law,  there  may  be  a  conspiracy  by 
all  participants  either  actively  aiding  or 
abetting  or  otherwise  participating,  but 
none  of  the  participants  can  be  held 
guilty  of  conspiracy  until  one  of  the 
conspirators  or  one  of  the  potential  con- 
spirators commits  an  overt  act.  That  is 
basic  and  elementary  law. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  HUMPHRE7..  I  appreciate  ttie 
superior  knowledge  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Missouri  and  of  the  senior 
SenaUMT  from  Nevada.  I  also  say  that  if 
CoBgreas,  by  law,  declares  that  an  organ- 
ization or  its  m^nbership  are  engaged 
in  a  conepiracy,  it  Is  a  clear,  present,  and 
continuing  conspiracy,  and  Is  a  knowl- 
edgeable  act. 

Mr.  HENNINOS.  To  do  what? 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  To  overthrow  the 
Government  of  the  United  States.  Such 
an  organization  can  be  made  an  illegal 
organization,  as  was  the  Nazi  Bund, 
wtiich  was  banned.  We  have  banned 
other  organizations  engaged  in  illegal 
activities.  If  members  of  such  an  organ- 
ization are  picked  up,  they  can  be  made 
subject  to  the  penalty  of  the  law. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Views  of  the  able  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota are  not  exactly  my  views.  The  tech- 
nicality involved  is  not  something  on 
which  I  care  to  hold  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  at  this  time.  I  am  trying  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  espe- 
cially the  attention  of  the  conferees,  if 
conferees  are  to  be  appointed,  to  what 
should  be  written  into  the  law  in  order 
to  make  it  effective. 

It  is  already  an  offense,  Mr.  President, 
for  any  person  to  conspire  to  teach  or 
advocate  the  overthrow  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  by  force  or 
violence.  That  is  imder  the  Smith  Act. 
Furthermore,  it  is  already  an  offense — 
under  section  4  of  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Act — for  any  person  to  com- 
bine, conspire,  or  agree  with  any  other 
person  to  perform  any  act  which  would 
substantially  contribute  to  the  establish- 
ment within  the  United  States  of  a  to- 
taUtarian  dictatorship. 

Various  other  acts  are  also  made  ille- 
gal under  section  4  of  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act.  My  own  conclu- 
sion, after  studying  the  bill  the  Senate 
passed  last  Thursday,  is  that  it  would 
not  be  any  more  effective  than  the  Smith 
Act  and  section  4  of  the  Subversive  Ac- 
tivities Control  Act.  I  think  that  any 
imaginable  conduct  under  which  a  man 
could  be  tried  and  convicted  under  the 
terms  of  section  3  of  the  bill  passed  by 
the  Senate  last  Thursday,  could  also 
lead  to  trial  and  conviction  under  either 
the  Smith  Act  or  section  4  of  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act.  So,  with 
regard  to  outlawing  the  Communist 
Party,  enactment  of  this  bill  will  ac- 
complish exactly  nothing. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  respectfully  in- 
vite the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  to  the  fact  that  the  difference 
between  what  we  did  on  Thursday  last 
and  the  Smith  Act  is  rather  significant. 
Under  the  Smith  Act  it  is  not  only  neces- 
sary to  prove  that  a  man  is  a  member  of 
the  Communist  Party,  but  it  is  necessary 
to  prove  also  that  as  a  member  of  the 
Communist  Party  he  actually  committed 
an  overt  act  which  led  to  the  advocacy 
or  the  teaching  of  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States.  That 
is  the  existing  law. 

We  have  changed  that  concept  of  the 
law  by  the  bill  we  passed  on  Thursday. 
We  provide  that  if  we  prove  a  man's 


membership  In  the  Communist  Party, 
Ipso  facto,  we  have  proved  an  act  of  con- 
spiracy against  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  In  other  words,  to  be 
realistic,  the  Communist  I»arty  today  is 
not  composed  of  social  reformers,  but  is 
composed  of  a  hard  core  of  actionista,  a 
hard  core  of  militant,  disciplined  per- 
sons who  are  engaged  in  sabotage,  sub- 
version, and  similar  activities. 

What  the  Senate  bill  does,  and  what 
the  junior  Senator  from  Minnesota  had 
in  mind,  at  least,  in  offering  his  substi- 
tute, was  that  membership  in  the  Com- 
munist Party,  as  declared  in  section  2 
of  the  bill,  in  and  of  itself  is  suflBcient 
evidence  to  justify  punishment.  That 
is  the  difference  between  the  existing 
law  and  the  bill  the  Senate  passed  on 
Thursday. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  am  quite  well 
aware  of  the  intention  behind  the 
amendment.  I  have  no  doubt  about  the 
Senator's  good  intention.  I  am  dranlns 
attention  to  the  fact  that,  as  I  read  the 
bill  from  the  standpoint  of  statutory 
construction  and  future  analysis  in  the 
light  of  the  Constitution,  I  fear  the  re- 
sults. I  do  not  want  the  bill  which  had 
been  drafted  by  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  and  was  brought  to  the  Senate 
by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  I  Mr. 
Butler]  to  fall  under  the  ban,  if  the 
Court  decidfes  to  hold  it  unconstitu- 
tional because  of  certain  conditions 
which  are  attached  to  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Did  we  not  add 
a  separability  clause? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  A  separability  clause 
was  added,  which  is  a  saving  clause  to  a 
certain  extent. 

Enactment  of  the  bill  will  accomplish 
a  great  deal,  however,  in  the  way  of  mak- 
ing a  nullity  out  of  anti-Communi.st  leg- 
islation already  on  the  statute  books. 

As  most  Senators  are  aware,  the  sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act.  which  is 
title  I  of  the  Internal  Security  Act,  re- 
quires registration  of  Communist  organ- 
izations, and  provides  for  determination. 
by  proceedings  initially  filed  with  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Board,  of 
the  identity  of  Communist  organizations. 
Pursuant  to  this  act,  the  Communist 
Party  of  the  United  States  of  America 
has  been  found  by  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Board  to  be  a  Communist- 
action  organization,  within  the  terms  of 
the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Act. 
Within  a  year  or  less,  it  is  to  be  expected 
there  will  be  a  final  court  determination 
on  this  point.  When  there  is  such  a  de- 
termination, it  will  be  unlawful  for  any 
member  of  the  Communist  Party  to  hold 
any  nonelective  office  or  employment  un- 
der the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
or  to  engage  in  any  employment  in  any 
defense  facility.  It  will  be  unlawful  for 
a  member  of  the  Communist  Party  to 
receive  any  information  of  a  classified 
nature,  or  to  seek  to  obtain  or  receive 
such  information,  directly  or  indirectly, 
from  any  officer  or  employee  of  the 
United  States.  Members  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  will  not  be  able  to  get 
passports,  or  to  use  them.  Members  of 
the  Communist  Party  will  not  be  per- 
mitted to  send  propaganda  through  the 


mail  without  marking  it  as  disseminated 
by  a  Communist  organization.  Other 
important  effects  also  will  flow  from  this 
final  designation  of  the  Communist 
Party  of  the  United  States  as  a  Commu- 
nist-action organization  under  the  sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act;  and  re- 
member, that  final  determination  is  less 
than  a  year  away,  after  4  years  of  opera- 
tion under  the  act.  We  are  proving, 
under  this  law,  that  we  can  take  action 
against  the  world  Communist  conspiracy, 
within  our  borders,  without  throwing 
away  any  of  our  basic  principles  of  due 
process. 

But  all  these  results  under  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act  are  based 
on  the  requirement  that  Communist  or- 
ganizations shall  register,  and  may  be 
prosecuted  for  not  registering.  Tl-is  pro- 
vision would  not  be  constitutional  if  reg- 
istration were  self-incrimination:  that 
is,  if  by  registering  as  a  member  of  the 
Communist  Party,  an  individual  were 
incriminating  himself.  This  re$ult  is 
avoided,  under  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Act.  by  section  4  (f).  whidh  pro- 
vides that  neither  the  holding  of  office 
nor  membership  in  any  Communist  or- 
ganization by  any  person  shall  constitute 
per  se  a  violation  of  any  criminal  statute. 
If  we  repeal  that  section,  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act.  in  requiring  reg- 
istration, miaht  be  held  to  be  unconsti- 
tutional. If  we  pass  a  new  law — as  the 
Senate  did  last  Thursday — which  makes 
it  an  essential  element  of  a  criminal 
offense  to  belong  to  the  Communist 
Party,  then  we  are,  in  effect,  exempting 
from  the  registration  requirement  of  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Act  every 
person  who  wishes  to  plead  his  privilege 
against  .«elf-incrimination.  By  passing 
such  a  new  statute,  we  shall  be  effec- 
tively, by  necessary  implication,  repeal- 
in*?  the  first  sentence  of  section  4  (f  >  of 
the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Act, 
and  thus  renderine;  important  portions 
of  that  act  substantially  a  nullity. 

I  do  not  say  this  result  is  intended, 
Mr.  President.  I  am  confident  It  was 
not  intended.  But  it  is  the  result  which 
will  flow  inevitably  from  enactment  into 
law  of  the  bill  S.  3706  in  the  farm  in 
which  it  passed  the  Senate  last  Thurs- 
day. 

Another  very  important  def  ciency  in 
the  bill  which  passed  the  Senate  last 
Thursday  is  that  the  provi.sions  coccern- 
ins  proceedings  with  respect  to  Com- 
munist-infiltrated organizations  have 
been  made  virtually  impo?.sible  of  accom- 
plishment. Let  me  explain  why  that  is 
so. 

As  the  bill  was  reported  from  com- 
mittee, it  provided  that  in  determining 
whether  any  organization  is  a  Commu- 
nist-infiltrated orcranization.  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Board  shall 
take  into  consideration  various  matters. 
These  various  matters  were  set  forth  in 
seven  numbered  subparagraphs.  As  the 
bill  passed  the  Senate,  it  provides  that  in 
determining  whether  any  organization  is 
a  Communist-infiltrated  organiaation, 
the  Board  shall  be  required  to  deteimine 
these  various  matters,  set  forth  In  the 
same  seven  numbered  subparagraphs. 

I  shall  not  go  down  the  list  of  all  the 
numbered   subparagraphs,   and   all   the 
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things  which  the  Board  must  determine; 
but  I  do  wish  to  point  out  that  the  lan- 
guage of  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  Senate 
makes  these  matters  all  cumulative,  and 
lays  a  burden  upon  the  board  to  deter- 
mine each  of  them,  and  all  of  them, 
before  it  can  render  a  decision  with  re- 
spect to  whether  a  particular  organiza- 
tion  is  a  Communist-infiltrated  organi- 
zation. 

Look  at  just  one  of  these  seven  num- 
bered subparagraphs — subparagraph 
seven.  What  the  Board  would  have  to 
determine  under  this  subparagraph  is 
"whether  such  organization  or  any  of  its 
members  or  managers  are,  or  within  3 
years  have  been,  knowingly  engaged  in 
any  conduct  punishable  under  section  4 
or  15  of  this  act  or  under  chapter  37. 
105,  or  115  of  tiUe  18  of  the  United  States 
Code,  or  with  int(  nt  to  impair  the  mili- 
tary strength  of  the  United  States  or  its 
industrial  capacity  to  furnish  logistical 
or  other  support  required  by  its  Armed 
Forces,  in  any  activity  resulting  in  or 
contributing  to  any  such  impairment." 

In  other  words.  Mr.  President,  under 
this  language  of  the  bill  the  Senate 
passed  on  Thursday,  before  the  Subver- 
sive Activities  Control  Board  could  find 
an  organization  to  be  Communist  infil- 
trated, it  would  have  to  determine 
whether  each  member  of  that  organiza- 
tion was  guilty  of  any  offense  under  a 
number  of  different  laws.  This  would  be 
an  impossible  burden. 

As  it  came  from  the  committee,  the  bill 
laid  down  the  list  of  matters  which  the 
Board  was  to  take  into  consideration. 
That  is  proper.  It  is  setting  a  congres- 
sional standard.  But  to  change  it  so  as 
to  require  the  Board  to  determine  all 
those  matters,  is  to  give  the  Board  a  teisk 
which  cannot  be  fulfilled,  or,  at  least, 
cannot  be  fulfilled  within  any  reasonable 
time. 

Now  let  me  mention  quickly  some  of 
the  minor  deficiencies  of  the  bill  the  Sen- 
ate passed  last  Thursday.  Looking  at 
the  same  section  we  have  just  been  dis- 
cu.'^sing,  relating  to  what  the  Board  may 
consider  or  what  the  Board  is  required 
to  determine  in  connection  with  deciding 
whether  any  organization  is  a  Commu- 
nist-infiltrated organization,  w^e  find 
that  whereas  the  bill  as  it  came  from 
committee  used  the  phrase  "the  extent  to 
which,"  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  Senate 
uses  the  word  "whether." 

This  could  be  extremely  unfair  to  a  de- 
fendant organization;  because,  under  the 
committee  language,  it  would  be  possible, 
and  in  fact,  would  be  required,  for  the 
Board  or  a  court  to  weigh  the  extent  of 
engagement  by  the  organization  or  its 
members  in  any  particular  Communist 
or  pro-Communist  activity:  whereas  un- 
der the  standard  fixed  in  the  bill  passed 
by  the  Senate,  the  criterion  is  not  the 
extent,  but  "whether."  That  is  a  much 
more  arbitrary  standard.  It  might  be. 
Mr.  President,  that  a  court  would  find 
that  language  so  arbitrary  as  to  be  im- 
reasonable,  and  so  imreasonable  as  to  be 
unconstitutional;  in  which  case  these 
provisions  of  the  bill  would  fall.  But  if 
these  standards  should  be  upheld  by  the 
courts,  the  result  would  not  be  in  accord- 
ance with  the  traditional  American  con- 
cept of  due  process. 


Another  change  in  the  bill— for  the 
worse — occtured  when  the  provision  of 
the  committee  bill  prohibiting  an  or- 
ganization which  had  been  determined 
to  be  a  Communist-infiltrated  organi- 
zation from  petitioning,  within  1  year 
thereafter,  for  a  new  determination,  was 
changed,  substituting  a  provision  that 
such  an  organization  might  petition  for 
a  new  determination  Immediately,  "upon 
removing  from  the  organization  those 
persons  determined  by  this  section  to  be 
Communists." 

Mr.  President,  that  sounds  like  a  plaus- 
ible provision  the  first  time  one  reads 
it.  But  the  fact  is  that  there  are  no 
"persons  determined  by  this  section  to 
be  Communists."  There  are  not  even 
any  persons  determined  "pursuant"  to 
this  section  to  be  Communists.  There 
are  not  any  jjersons  determined  under 
the  bill  to  be  Communists.  DJtermina- 
tions  are  made  with  respect  to  organiza- 
tions, not  with  respect  to  individuals; 
and  individuals  are  involved  only  as  they 
are  members  of  organizations.  This 
provision,  therefore,  for  "removing  from 
the  organization  those  persons  deter- 
mined by  this  section  to  be  Communists" 
simply  does  not  make  sense,  would  not 
be  enforcible,  and  would  not  have  any 
effect.  The  result  might  be  that  no  or- 
ganization found  to  be  Communist-in- 
filtrated could  ever  petition  for  a  change 
in  that  finding;  or  the  result  might  be 
that  such  an  organization  could  renew 
litigation  on  the  point  by  filing  a  new 
petition  the  day  after  the  finding  was 
handed  down.  Neither  of  those  results 
would  be  desirable,  Mr.  President,  and  it 
is  important  that  this  new  language,  in- 
serted in  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  Senate, 
be  changed  to  something  like  the  provi- 
sion which  was  in  this  section  originally 
when  the  bill  came  from  the  committee. 

Another  minor  defect  of  the  bill  is  a 
matter  upon  which  I  have  already  com- 
mented, namely,  the  so-called  "Ives 
amendment."  This  amendment  pro- 
vides "That  any  labor  organization 
which  is  an  affiliate  in  good  standing  of  a 
national  federation  or  other  labor 
organization  whose  policies  and  activi- 
ties have  been  directed  to  opposing  Com- 
munist organizations,  any  Communist 
foreign  government,  or  the  world  Com- 
munist movement,  shall  be  presumed 
prima  facie  not  to  be  a  Communist- 
infiltrated  organization."  That  proviso 
violates  the  conception  of  innocence 
until  guilt  is  proven.  Furthermore,  this 
language  is  very  poorly  drawn.  That  is 
to  be  expected,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it 
was  written,  as  were  numerous  other 
portions  of  the  bill,  in  the  heat  of  debate 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  That  is  no 
way  to  write  highly  technical  legisla- 
tion; and,  I  assure  my  colleagues,  anti- 
CommuiUst  legislation  is  highly  tech- 
nical legislation,  because  in  dealing  with 
Commimists  and  Communist  lawyers, 
we  are  dealing  with  sharp  legal  brains, 
trained  and  instructed  to  use  every  pos- 
sible tactic,  fair  or  unfair,  to  confuse 
and  prolong  and  delay  and  frustrate. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr  President,  will  the 
Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  very  happy  to  be 
able  to  tell  the  Senator  from  Nevada 


that  the  House  has  Just  passed,  by  an 
overwhehning  vote.  Senate  bill  3706,  the 
so-called  Butler-Velde  bill. 

The  first  part  of  the  bill  proceeds  upon 
the  theory  that  the  Communlat  Party 
is.  in  fact,  a  conspiracy  which  is  dedi- 
cated to  the  overthrow  of  the  United 
States  Government  by  force  and  vio- 
lence and  that,  therefore,  it  should  not 
enjoy  or  be  entitled  to  any  of  the  rights. 
privileges  or  immimities  attendant  upon 
legal  bodies  created  under  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 

The  remamder  of  the  bill,  which  re- 
lates to  Communist-infiltrated  organ- 
izations, is  as  it  was  passed  by  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Can  the  Senator 
tell  us  whether  the  bill  as  it  passed  the 
Senate  has  been  passed  by  the  House 
with  the  same  language? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  No.  The  first  part  of 
the  bill  has  been  materially  changed  in 
the  House;  but  the  second  part  of  the 
bill  is  substantially  the  bill  as  it  passed 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  say  that  this  sec- 
tion is  very  poorly  drawn,  and  I  will  illus- 
trate that  with  one  example.  Under  this 
proviso,  in  order  to  be  presumsd  not  to 
be  a  Communist-infiltrated  organization, 
an  organization  needs  to  be  an  affiliate  in 
good  standing  of  a  national  labor  organi- 
zation whose  poUcies  and  activities  have 
been  directed  to  opposing  Commimist 
organizations  or  any  Communist  foreign 
government  or  the  world  Coromunist 
movement.  I  think  a  Russian  trade 
union  affiliated  with  a  national  Russian 
trade  union,  and  opposed  to  the  Commu- 
nist government  of  Yugoslavia,  would 
meet  that  definition,  and  therefore  nec- 
essarily be  presumed  not  to  be  a  Com- 
munist-infiltrated organization. 

Another  minor  defect  in  the  bill — and 
let  me  say  that  the  defects  which  I  am 
calling  "minor"  are  not  in  themselves 
small;  they  are  "minor"  only  by  com- 
parison with  the  major  defects  which  I 
have  previously  outlined — another  minor 
defect  in  the  bill,  I  say,  is  the  fact  that 
in  section  6,  in  the  body  of  the  proposed 
new  paragraph  4  (a)  which  It  is  pro- 
posed to  add  to  section  3  of  the  Subver- 
sive Activities  Control  Act.  the  word 
"knowingly"  has  been  inserted  three 
times,  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  it  vir- 
tually impossible  to  bring  any  organiza- 
tion within  the  definition  "Communist- 
infiltrated  organization." 

The  effort  here.  I  am  stu-e.  was  a  wor- 
thy one.  namely,  to  make  scienter  an 
element  of  the  offense.  But  what  was 
lost  sight  of  is  the  fact  that  the  ob- 
jective of  this  definition  is  to  describe 
a  particular  kind  of  organization,  not  to 
convict  any  individual.  When  it  is  made 
necessary,  in  order  to  establish  that  an 
organization  is  Commimist  infiltrated,  to 
establish  also  that  the  organization  Ls 
substantially  directed,  dominated,  or 
controlled  by  an  individual  or  individuals 
who  are  or  have  been  within  3  years 
knowingly  giving  aid  or  support  to  a 
Conununist-action  organization,  a  Com- 
munist foreign  government,  or  the  world 
Communist  movement,  then  an  element 
of  proof  has  been  intruded  which  will 
be  almost  imr>ossible  to  meet. 

I  will  give  an  example  more  closely  in 
point.     Testimony  before  the  Internal 
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Security  Etuboommlttee  established  be- 
yond questloQ  that  leaders  of  the  Mine, 
Mill,  and  Smelter  Workers  Union  were 
giving  aid  and  support  to  the  world 
Communist  movonent.  and  to  various 
Commtinist  objectives.  But  although 
this  is  SA  extremely  flagrant  case,  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  would  be  possible 
to  prove  that  Ifaurlce  Travis  and  the 
others  who  made  Mine.  MiU  a  Commu- 
nist front  knew,  in  particular  Instances. 
that  ttieir  acts  were  aiding  the  world 
Commonist  CMispiracy.  I  have  no  doubt 
they  did  know  it.  Mr.  President;  do  not 
misunderstand  me  about  that.  But  con- 
sider the  objective  standard  of  proof 
which  would  have  to  be  met  in  order  to 
establish  that  they  did  know  it.  It  would 
not  be  enough  to  show  that  what  they 
did  in  fact  helped  the  world  Commimlst 
movement  It  might  not  be  enough  even 
to  show,  in  stftne  particular  instance. 
that  any  reasonable  person  would  have 
known  that  the  act  would  help  the  world 
Communist  movement.  The  court  might 
construe  "knowingly"  to  mean  "inten- 
tionally"; or  it  might  construe  the  word 
to  require  proof  of  what  was  in  a  man's 
mind;  and  the  only  way  that  can  be 
proved  is  by  what  the  man  himself  sa3rs, 
which  would  not  leave  us  with  much  re- 
liable testimony  available  in  the  case  of 
Maiuice  Travis  and  his  fellows. 

Mr,  President.  I  could  talk  at  greater 
length  about  this  bill;  but  I  shall  not  do 
so.  The  objective  of  the  bill  is  worthy. 
I  feel  sure  that  many  of  those  who  voted 
for  it,  as  I  did.  are  now  worried  by  the 
possibility  that  the  bill  may  become  law 
in  the  form  in  which  the  Senate  ap- 
proved it.  I  hope  all  Senators,  and  espe- 
cially those  who  may  be  appointed  to  the 
committee  of  conference  on  this  bill,  will 
do  everything  they  can  to  see  that  the 
bill  is  rewritten  in  conference,  if  that 
can  be  accomplished.  If  that  cannot  be 
accomplished,  then  it  is  better — and  I 
say  this  soberly,  and  after  mature  con- 
sideration over  the  weekend— it  is  better 
that  this  bill  should  die. 

Enactment  of  this  bill  in  the  form  in 
wliich  the  Senate  approved  it  will  render 
completely  inoperative  important  por- 
tions of  the  Subversive  Activities  Con- 
trol Act.  What  is  more,  with  respect  to 
outlawing  the  Commvmist  Party,  this 
bill  will  not  be  effective  in  any  area  not 
already  covered  by  either  the  Internal 
Security  Act  or  the  Smith  Act;  and  in 
its  provisions  with  respect  to  Commu- 
nist-infiltrated organizations,  this  bill 
which  the  Senate  passed  last  Thursday 
is  absolutely  unworkable.  On  top  of  all 
that,  the  bill  is  of  very  doubtful  consti- 
tutionality, as  it  stands. 

If  we  had  a  choice  between  effective 
provisions  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other 
hand,  the  existing  provisions  of  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act.  it  might 
be  that  some  would  prefer  the  bill  out- 
lawing the  Communist  Party.  But  when 
our  choice  is  between  the  present  law, 
which  Is  constitutional,  which  is  stand- 
ing the  test,  and  which  will  be  complete- 
ly effective  within  a  year,  and  a  pro- 
posed new  law  which  is  of  very  doubtful 
constitutionality,  which  cannot  possibly 
be  effective,  which  has  unworkability 
built  Into  it,  then  it  is  the  old  story  of 


trading  a  live  horse  for  a  dead  rabbit — 
and  we  cannot  afford  the  trade. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Com- 
munists and  the  Communist  Party  hate 
and  fear  the  Internal  Security  Act,  and 
the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Act. 
Their  bitter  fight  agcdnst  those  laws, 
during  the  last  4  years,  and  their  con- 
tinuing effort  to  secure  amendment  or 
repeal,  are  ample  evidence  of  the  fact. 
Whatever  new  legislation  we  are  to  em- 
act  in  our  efforts  to  further  combat  the 
Communist  menace,  let  us  be  careful 
that  we  do  not  tear  down  or  destroy  the 
bulwarks  we  have  already  erected. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  vieU's 
of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  are  entitled 
to  much  more  careful  analysis  than  time 
has  permitted  me  to  subject  them  to. 
because  the  only  time  I  have  had  has 
been  while  I  have  been  present  on  the 
fioor  of  the  Senate,  listening  to  the  com- 
ments of  the  Senator  from  Nevada.  As 
I  said  in  an  interruption  of  his  speech 
earlier,  I  think  so  highly  of  his  vieMs 
on  any  legal  question  that  I  know  tiiey 
deserve  very  careful  analysis.  Nevertlie- 
less,  his  sp>eech  is  going  out  on  the  wires 
as  of  now,  and  I  wish  to  state  for  the 
Record  at  this  time  that  I  do  not  share 
most  of  the  fears  which  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  has  expressed  in  regard  to  the 
bill  which  was  passed  last  Thursday. 

There  is  not  a  single  word  in  the  Sen- 
ator's speech  about  the  doctrine  of  sep- 
arability. On  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
last  Thursday  we  discussed  the  doctrine 
of  separability.  In  the  case  or  a  bill 
involving  as  many  sections  as  doe.s  this 
bill,  with  more  than  one  objective,  there 
is  no  question  in  my  mind  that,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  law,  the  doctrine  of  separability 
will  apply  to  that  bill. 

Assuming  for  the  sake  of  argument 
that  there  may  be  some  basis  for  the  legal 
criticism  of  the  bill  by  the  Senator  from 
Nevada,  I  am  satisfied  that  most  of  the 
bill  will  stand  because  of  the  applicatk)n 
of  the  doctrine  of  separability. 

Let  me  say  this  afternoon  as  a  lawyer — 
although  a  much  poorer  lawyer  than  is 
the  Senator  from  Nevada — that  I  am 
sufficiently  familiar  with  legal  practice 
to  know  that  sometimes  great  members 
of  the  bar  are  mistaken  in  certain  cases. 
I  think  an  amateur,  in  comparison  with 
the  Senator  from  Nevada,  has  a  right  to 
say  that  one  of  our  great  lawyers  Is 
mistaken  in  this  instance. 

Let  us  consider  one  or  two  of  the  Sen- 
ator's arsruments,  although  I  stress  tJhe 
fact  that.  In  my  judgment,  the  point  in 
regard  to  the  doctrine  of  separability 
answers  a  large  share  of  the  Senator's 
argmnent  this  afternoon. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  seems  to  be 
very  much  concerned  because  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill  makes  the  evidence  of 
membership  in  the  Communist  Party  the 
evidence  for  the  court  to  consider  as 
proving  the  act  of  conspiracy.  In  my 
judgment,  that  is  all  that  it  is  necessary 
to  put  in  the  bill.  I  think  I  can  hear  the 
court  saying,  "We  will  even  go  so  far  as 
to  take  judicial  notice  of  the  conspiracy 
aspects  of  the  Communist  Party."  Oace 
there  Is  in  the  record  satisfactory  evi- 
dence of  membership  the  act  will  have 
been  proved.  That  is  necessary  in  order 
to  make  the  law  stick,  so  far  as  crimiaal 
responsibility  is  concerned.    In  the  col- 


loquy between  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  Httbcphrey]  and  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cooper]  when  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  had  offered  his 
amendment,  which,  in  the  first  place, 
had  the  word  "overt"  In  it,  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  agreed  to  eliminate  the 
word  "overt"  in  order  to  meet  some  ob- 
jections which  were  made  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate.  That  having  been  done,  I 
think  another  of  the  arguments  tf  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  falls,  because  the 
act  which  must  be  shown,  under  the 
terms  of  the  bill  which  passed  last 
Thursday,  will  be  the  membership  which 
shows  a  connection  with  the  conspiracy, 
and  it  is  the  conspiracy  we  seek  to  check. 

Let  us  consider  another  of  the  Sena- 
tor's fears  expressed  this  afternoon  in 
his  very  able  argument.  He  is  afraid 
that  the  rather  broad  terms  of  the  bill 
we  passed  last  Thursday  will  put  those 
persons  who  are  members  of  Commu- 
nist-front organizations,  and  who  under 
existing  subversive  control  legi4lation 
must  register  their  membership,  in  a 
position  where  they  will  no  longer  have 
to  register  their  membership,  because  to 
do  so  might  be  a  violation  of  the  oonsti- 
tutional  protection  of  the  fifth  amend- 
ment. I  do  not  follow  that  argument  at 
all.  because  in  one  instance  we  are  talk- 
ing about  membership  in  the  Communist 
Party,  and  in  the  other  instance  we  are 
talking  about  membership  in  a  so-»called 
front  organization  or  a  fellow-tnaveler 
organization — two  quite  separate  and 
distinct  things. 

I  may  also  refer  to  the  fact  that  we 
require  gamblers  to  report  their  incomes 
for  purposes  of  paying  income  taxes. 
They  must  make  a  record  with  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  sources  of  their  Income 
for  income-tax  purposes.  They  may 
not  slide  behind  the  fifth  amendment 
and  refuse  to  report  their  income  be- 
cause reporting  it  might  disclose  some 
evidence  which  might  incriminate  them. 
Of  course,  we  have  used  the  reporting 
of  sources  of  income  as  a  pretty  effec- 
tive legal  provision  to  retire  to  at  least 
the  semiprivate  confines  of  the  peniten- 
tiaries such  hoodlums  as  Al  Capone. 
However,  I  never  heard  any  argument 
made  that  they  were  entitled  to  the  pro- 
tection of  the  fifth  amendment  aad  the 
right  to  refuse  to  disclose  the  source  of 
their  incomes  simply  because  they  were 
derived  from  illegal  sources.  I  havt  diffi- 
culty in  following  that  argument. 

If  the  bill  is  bad  on  ccnstituitional 
grounds,  as  the  Senator  from  NSevada 
seems  to  think  it  is,  we  shall  not  have 
to  worry  about  its  having  any  bad  ef- 
fect on  the  subversive  control  legisla- 
tion already  on  the  books,  because  if  the 
Court  declares  the  law  to  be  unconstitu- 
tional and  knocks  it  down,  that  will  not 
repeal  the  subversive  control  legislation 
already  on  the  books.  It  will  continue 
to  stand. 

It  is  one  thing  to  argue  that  the  pas- 
sage of  a  law  which  is  more  direct  and, 
in  my  judgment,  more  effective  In  its 
fight  against  the  Communist  conspiracy 
may  result  In  forcing  some  administra- 
tive changes  in  carrying  out  the  sub- 
versive control  legislation  on  the  books; 
but  it  is  another  thing  to  argue  that  if 
the  proposed  legislation  is  enacted,  as- 
suming that  it  is  unconstitutional,  It  will 
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therefore  have  a  ie[>eallng  effect  upon 
the  subversive  control  legislation  al- 
ready on  the  bookf:. 

I  repeat,  Mr.  President,  if  it  is  as  bad 
as  the  Senator  from  Nevada  says  it  is, 
the  courts  will  knock  it  out,  and  the  sub- 
versive control  legi.'ilation  will  still  be  on 
the  books. 

I  make  my  next-to-flnal  argument  on 
the  Senator's  speech  by  pointing  out  that 
what  we  really  have  done  is  to  stop  play- 
ing ducks  and  drakes  with  the  Commu- 
ni5t  organization  in  the  United  States. 
What  we  did  last  Thursday  by  a  vote  of 
85  to  0  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate — and  it 
was  long  overdue — was  to  unite  In  serv- 
ing notice  on  the  world  that  we.  as 
United  States  Senators,  were  saying  to 
our  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board 
and  our  Department  of  Justice  that  the 
time  has  come  to  proceed  to  single  out 
individuals  who  are  participants  in  the 
conspiracy  to  destroy  the  free  way  of  life 
in  the  United  States,  and  bring  them  to 
the  bar  of  criminal  justice.  We  made 
their  activity  a  crime.  I  have  no  inten- 
tion of  going  back  on  what  we  did  last 
Thursday.  If  it  can  be  shown  in  con- 
ference that  the  bill  needs  some  modifi- 
cation in  order  to  make  it  more  effective 
jn  carrying  out  those  objectives,  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  go  along. 

I  think  we  need  a  broader  and  more 
effective  law  than  the  subversive  control 
laws  already  on  the  books.  What  this 
bill  does  is  to  add  to  them.  It  does  not 
repeal  them. 

The  last  point  I  wish  to  make 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  for  a  question. 
I  am  almost  through,  if  that  is  what  the 
Senator  desires  to  know. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  1  wished  to  ask  a 
Question. 

Will  the  Senator  agree  with  me  that 
many  of  the  anti-Communist  bills  are 
introduced  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
cleaning  the  skirts  of  those  who  have 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Will  the  Senator 
kindly  raise  his  voice  a  little.  I  cannot 
hear  him. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
,,Senator  from  Oregon  whether  it  is  true 
that  in  an  election  year,  many  of  the  so- 
called  anti-Communist  bills  are  spon- 
sored by  Members — and  I  do  not  know 
who   sponsored    this   particular   bill 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Min- 
ne.sota  I  Mr.  Humphrey],  myself,  and  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Ken- 
nedy 1 . 

Mr.  WILEY.  The  galloping  horse- 
men.     ( Laughter.  1 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  agree  with  me  that  many 
of  the  anti-Communist  bills  are  dropped 
into  the  hopper  so  that  the  Senator  or 
Representative  concerned  can  go  back  to 
his  home  State  and  say.  "I  am  against 
communism.  Look  what  I  did.  I  intro- 
duced a  bill  to  outlaw  it." 

I  find  at  the  same  time — and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  knows  that  I  have  only 
the  kindest  feelings  toward  him 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  glad  to  know  that. 
I  Laughter.] 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  find  that  at  the 
same  time  those  who  are  the  most  active 
in  sponsoring  general  laws  against  com- 
munism are  the  loudest  in  their  scream- 


ing against  those  who  pick  up  the  in- 
dividual Communists  by  the  scruff  of 
their  neck — which  Is  an  unpleasant 
job — and  expose  them  to  public  view. 

I  am  not  much  Impressed  by  some  of 
oiu"  friends  who  oppose  the  activities 
and  the  methods.  If  you  please,  of  those 
who  dig  out  the  individual  Commu- 
nists— I  refer  to  Members  who  in  their 
whole  lives  have  never  dug  out  a  single 
Communist — but  who  wish  to  make  an 
anti-Communist  record  by  sponsoring  a 
law  outlawing  the  Communist  Party.  I 
wonder  whether  the  Senator  would  agree 
with  me  on  that  point. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  completely  disagree 
with  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  on 
that  point.  I  think  there  is  not  the 
slightest  basis  for  questioning  the  united, 
patriotic  motives  of  85  Members  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  who.  on  last 
Thursday,  joined,  in  long  overdue  unity 
in  the  Senate,  in  serving  notice  on  the 
Communist  segment  of  the  world  that 
we  will  not  tolerate  a  Communist  con- 
spiracy in  this  country.  So  we  were  con- 
sidering a  piece  of  proposed  legislation 
which,  in  my  judgment,  keeps  faith  with 
a  system  of  government  by  law.  We 
thereby  have  served  notice  on  the  United 
States  Department  of  Justice  and  on  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Board  that 
we  expect  them  to  do  the  job  which,  in 
my  judgment,  they  have  not  been  doing 
to  the  degree  they  should  have  been 
doing  it.  If  they  had  been  doing  it. 
we  would  not  have  had  the  disunity 
which  has  been  created  in  the  Congress 
because  of  the  fact  that  some  commit- 
tees of  the  Congress  and  some  Members 
of  the  Congress  have  taken  on  a  job 
which  I  have  always  said  ought  to  have 
been  done  by  the  Department  of  Justice 
and  by  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board. 

But  let  me  make  very  clear  that,  to  the 
extent  the  Board  and  the  Department 
were  not  doing  that  job,  they  certainly 
should  expect  the  Congress  to  proceed, 
by  means  of  its  investigative  procedure, 
to  do  it. 

Let  me  make  one  more  comment  in  re- 
gard to  the  Senator's  statement  about 
method,  rather  than  objective.  There 
is  no  question  about  where  I  have  stood 
concerning  the  objective.  I  have  said 
con.sistently  that  I  think  the  objective  is 
a  sound  one.  The  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  McCarthy]  an'j  I,  as  he  well 
knows,  professionally — and  I  think  we 
have  carried  on  our  disagreements  on  a 
highly  professional  plane — huve  not 
agreed  on  some  of  the  investigative  tac- 
tics of  Senate  committees,  includini,  the 
Senator's  committee.  But  I  have  ex- 
pressed my  point  of  view  in  regard  to 
s^pecific  proF>osals.  which  I  have  made 
from  time  to  time,  for  modifications  in 
the  rulC'  of  the  Senate  governing  Senate 
investigations.  That  is  why  we  have  had 
pending  before  the  Senate  for  the  past 
few  years  the  so-called  Morse  resolu- 
tion for  a  mandatory  code  of  procedure, 
to  he  binding  uF>on  congressional  com- 
mittees In  their  investigations,  but  it  has 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  objective  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  had  in  mind 
or  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jen- 
NER],  or  the  objective  of  any  other  Sen- 
ate committees  so  far  as  concerns  the 


tightening  of  our  Communist-control 
procedures. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Does  not  the  Sena- 
tor  from  Oregon  agree  with  me  that,  no 
matter  what  laws  are  passed,  unless 
there  are  congressional  committees  to 
make  sure  those  laws  are  enforced,  un- 
less the  executive  enforces  them,  the 
passage  of  such  laws  is  meaningless? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Laws  are  not  self -exe- 
cuting. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  May  I  finish  my 
question? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  sorry,  I  thought 
you  had  finished  it. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  of  what 
happened  when  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana [Mr.  jENNERl  and  Representa- 
tive Velde  took  over  as  chairmen  of  their 
respective  committees.  Before  they  held 
a  single  hearing,  before  they  heard  a 
single  witness,  the  same  persons  who 
now  say.  "We  are  against  communism" 
were  condemning  the  tactics  and  the 
methods  of  Representative  Velde  and 
the  Senator  from  Indiana — and  also  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator 
has  ever  lived  on  a  farm.  I  lived  on  a 
farm  for  quite  some  time.  We  Uved  next 
to  a  woods.  The  farm  women  used  to 
raise  chickens  to  get  eggs  to  pay  for 
their  groceries  and  provide  Christmas 
money  and  what-have-you.  The  skunks 
used  to  come  from  the  woods  and  kill 
the  baby  chicks,  steal  the  eggs,  and  in 
general  disrupt  the  operation  of  the 
farm. 

A  group  of  us  used  to  have  to  dig  out 
the  skunks.  It  was  a  very  unpleasant 
job.  It  could  not  be  done  by  passing 
a  resolution  against  skunlLS.  The  nice 
little  boys  could  pass  a  resolution  against 
the  skunks,  but  the  nice  little  boys  did 
not  help  us  dig  them  out.  It  was  an 
unpleasant  task;  and  sometimes  after  we 
got  through,  we  were  not  too  welcome 
sitting   next  to   our  friends  in  church. 

I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
will  agree  with  me  that  the  answer  to 
the  problem  is  not  a  resolution  against 
skunks;  it  is  not  a  law  against  skunks. 
It  is  our  task  to  find  the  individuals  who 
will  do  the  actual  skunk  hunting.  That 
is  what  we  are  doing  in  Washington  now. 

I  find  that  the  nice  little  boys  of  the 
Senate  object  to  our  methods,  but  they 
do  not  have  a  single  skunk  F>elt  to  show. 
They  do  not  like  to  see  the  job  done. 
They  do  not  like  the  odor  that  goes  with 
skunk  hunting. 

I  may  say  that  I  become  a  little  ill 
when  I  see  some  of  my  colleagues  rise 
on  the  Senate  fioor  and  say  in  one 
breath  "We  are  going  to  prove  that  we 
are  against  Communists  by  submitting 
a  resolution  saying  we  do  not  like  them." 
but  in  the  next  breath  they  are  ready 
to  condemn  anyone  who  does  the  dirty, 
unpleasant  task — and  it  is  a  dirty  and 
unpleasant  task — of  digging  them  out 
and  exposing  them  publicly. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  shall  not  yield  at  this 

point.     I  wish  to  answer. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  want  to  get  to  a 

more  pleasant  subject.    [Laughter.] 
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Ifir.  MORSEL  I  wish  to  c<»clude  on 
this  subject. 

I  soy  to  the  Senator  from  Wiaconsin 
that  I  have  always  marveled  at  his  use 
of  non  sequltur  arguments  by  analogy. 
He  is  a  master  at  it,  as  will  be  disclosed 
by  an  analysis  of  the  extent  to  which  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  uses  non  sequl- 
tur arguments  by  analogy.  inclwUng 
some  very  interesting  flgtures  of  speech 
which  have  no  relevancy  whatsoever  to 
the  particular  issue  that  may  be  before 
the  Senate  at  a  given  time.  We  have 
had  a  magnificent  example  of  such  a 
diversionary  tactic  in  the  remarks  Just 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

What  is  the  issue?  I  am  going  to  hold 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  the  issue. 
He  is  not  going  to  divert  me  from  the 
issue,  Bir.  President.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  there  is 
nothing  more  sacred  to  every  American 
citizen  Vfyan  the  protection  of  his  proce- 
dural rights.  There  was  a  time  when 
the  advocates  of  lynch  law  made  the 
same  argument  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
eonsin  has  Just  made  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  "String  them  up  by  the  rope  if 
you  are  gtring  to  stop  horse  stealing. 
String  them  up  by  the  rope  if  you  are 
going  to  stop  cattle  rustling.  The  end 
Justifies  the  means." 

But  it  soon  became  apparent  on  the 
great  frontier  that  what  was  happening, 
with  false  accusations  and  false  charges. 
was  that  innocent  people  were  being 
strung  up  by  the  neck  time  and  time 
again,  and  that  lynch  law  was  a  form  of 
blackmailing  innocent  people.  People 
learned  Uie  hard  way  that  the  end  never 
Justifies  the  means. 

My  objection  to  the  procedures  used  by 
some  of  the  Senate  committees  in  their 
investigations  is  that  in  my  judgment 
those  procedures  closely  resemble  lynch 
law.  We  cannot  protect  the  rights  and 
the  freedoms  of  American  people  unless 
we  apply  procedures  which  are  in  keep- 
ing with  the  spirit  and  intent  of  the  Bill 
of  Rights. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  not  yield  for  a 
moment. 

We  cannot  protect  the  procedural 
rights,  freedoms.,  and  personal  liberties 
of  the  American  people  unless  we  have 
procedures  at  all  times  to  which  they  can 
repair,  which  will  guarantee  to  them  pro- 
tection from  trial  by  accusation,  protec- 
tion from  guilt  by  association,  protection 
from  one-man  committee  investigations, 
protection  from  being  bulldozed  in  a  con- 
gressional hearing.  Those  are  some  of 
the  fundamental  procedural  rights  which 
in  my  judgment  must  be  protected. 

I  wiU  go  along  with  any  committee  of 
the  Congress  which  seeks  to  ferret  out 
communism  in  this  coimtry  and^t  the 
same  time  keeps  faith  with  what  I  think 
are  the  procedural  protections  of  the  Bill 
of  Rights. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  not  yield  at  this 
moment. 

My  objection  to  some  of  the  procedural 
methods  which  have  been  used  by  con- 
gressional committees  is  that  I  have  not 
been  able  to  reconcile  them  with  the  fair 


procedure  to  which  every  American  citi- 
zen is  entitled. 

I  do  not  think  that  we  can  Justify  the 
use  of  a  procedure  which  results  in  the 
kind  of  abuse  which  it  seems  to  me  has 
developed  in  some  of  the  congressional 
investigations  in  the  Senate  and  the 
House  of  Representatives,  on  the  highly 
fallacious  argument  that  it  is  necessary 
S(Mnetimes  to  use  these  methods  to  "dig 
out  the  skunks." 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mt.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  morse:*  We  are  told.  "You  can- 
not be  a  nice  boy  when  you  are  dealing 
with  the  kind  of  human  skunk  that  is 
involved  in  some  of  these  hearings." 

It  happens  to  be  our  constituticnal 
duty,  in  keeping  faith  with  the  oath  of 
office  which  we  took  when  we  walked  up 
to  the  Presiding  Officer's  rostnam  when 
we  came  to  this  body,  to  see  to  it  that  as 
United  States  Senators  we  insist  upon 
the  passage  of  laws  which  will  guarantee 
the  constitutional  procedural  rights  to 
every  American  citizen.  We  should  in- 
sist upon  fair  procedures  binding  upon 
all  committees  of  the  Senate  for  eon- 
dupting  investigations  of  alleged  wrong- 
doing. 

I  do  not  intend  to  be  diverted  from 
that  course  of  action  by  all  the  very 
cleverly  devised  nsme-calling  tech- 
niques which  put  one  in  the  position 
of  being  one  of  the  so-called  nice  boys 
against  human  skunk  hunting  if  one 
fights,  for  example,  for  the  kind  of  man- 
datory code  of  procedure  for  which  I 
have  been  fighting  in  the  Morse  bill. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  that  with  the  Morse 
bill  enacted  and  with  that  kind  of  man- 
datory code  of  procedure,  which  wculd 
be  binding  upon  his  committee,  if  the 
Senator  followed  that  kind  of  procedure 
in  his  committee  he  would  be  able  to 
do  a  much  more  effective  job  than  he  is 
able  to  do  when  he  keeps  himself  con- 
stantly in  controversy  and  in  conflict 
with  the  Senate  over  the  so-called 
methods  which  he  believes  are  justified. 
but  about  which  many  of  us  disagree 
with  him. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yjeld? 

Mr.  MORSE.  This  is  not  a  personal 
attack  I  made  on  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. This  is  an  honest  difference  of 
opinion  between  two  lawyers  as  to  the 
kind  of  procedure  we  ought  to  have. 

In  my  Judgment  the  bill  which  the 
Senate  passed  last  Thursday — and  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  have  it  modified  in 
conference  to  the  extent  that  it  can  be 
modified  and  made  a  better  bill — Is  a 
bill  which  really  gives  the  Department 
of  Justice  and  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Board  the  procedure  which  they 
need,  the  direction  they  need,  and  the 
mandate  which  ought  to  be  imposed  upon 
those  two  bodies  to  get  busy  and  go  after 
the  Communists  in  this  country  and 
bring  them  to  the  bar  of  criminal  Jus- 
tice. 

I  now  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  He  has  made  a  per- 
sonal reference. 


Mr.  MORSE.  To  whuLcver  extent  his 
insistence  over  the  years  on  his  methods 
for  approaching  the  problem  of  clearing 
out  the  Communists  in  this  coimtry  may 
have  had  some  influence  in  bringing 
forth  a  demand  for  a  much  fairer  proce- 
dure, which  I  think  is  needed  on  the 
books,  to  that  extent  I  pay  tribute  to 
him.  I  pay  tribute  to  him  for  insisting 
that  the  Congress,  as  well  as  the  execu- 
tive branch  of  Government,  has  a  great 
responsibility  in  checking  and  remov- 
ing the  Communist  conspiracy  fixim  our 
country.  I  pay  tribute  to  him  to  that 
extent,  and  to  that  extent  only.  But  the 
Senator  knows  very  well 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  will  not  go  along  with 
the  procedure  which  I  think  has  pre- 
vailed in  his  committee  and  in  some  of 
the  other  committees  of  the  Congress. 

But  he  has  had  the  right  to  follow 
his  procedure  until  the  Senate  changes 
it.  He  has  had  the  right  to  do  that  so 
long  as  the  Senate  has  not  lived  up  to 
its  clear  responsibility  of  adopting  a 
code  which  will  force  upon  the  Senator's 
committee  and  other  committees  of  the 
Senate  the  kind  of  procedure  which  is 
set  forth  in  my  bill. 

Mr  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  now  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wiscon.<:in. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon, with  his  brilliant  control  of  lan- 
guage and  his  excellent  voice,  has  made 
a  very  fine-.sounding  speech.  He  talked 
about  lynch  law.  He  talked  about 
name-callin?.  The  clear  inference  was 
that  our  committee  was  guilty  of  name- 
calling  and  lynch  law. 

I  have  never  seen  by  innuendo  ao  much 
name-callin:;  as  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon has  enpaged  in.  I  should  like  to 
have  the  Senator  from  Oregon  some- 
time, somewhere,  in  some  forum  when 
I  am  present,  tell  us  what  Communist 
we  have  abused.  Some  623  witnesses 
have  appeared  before  the  committee. 
If  we  have  indulged  in  lynch  law  or  if 
we  have  indulged  in  name<-calling 
against  them,  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
should  be  willing  to  stand  on  the  Sen- 
ate floor  and  say.  "On  such  and  such  a 
day  at  such  and  such  a  place  and  time 
you  abused  one  of  the  witnesses." 

So  far  neither  he  nor  anyone  else  has 
done  that. 

The  Senator,  who  was  very  happy  to 
sponsor  an  anti-Communist  bill — a  reso- 
lution against  skunks,  if  you  please — 
says  "I  do  not  like  the  way  you  dig  them 
out." 

If  we  drown  them  out  he  does  not  like 
that.  If  we  dig  them  out  with  a  shovel 
he  does  not  like  that. 

I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon  that 
the  most  dishonest  thing  I  have  ever 
heard  is  the  reference  to  lynCh  law. 
without  telling  us  whom  we  have 
lynched.  What  Communist  have  we 
lynched  so  far?  We  call  them  before 
the  committee.  They  receive  every  con- 
sideration in  the  world.  Their  testi- 
mony Is  taken  down  verbatim.  We  are 
trying  to  dig  them  out.  We  must  dig 
them  out  if  this  Nation  is  to  live. 
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I  wonder  if  the  Senator  knows  that 
the  estimate  is  that  there  are  more  than 
20,000  Communists  in  this  country,  an 
army  which  has  sworn  to  dedicate  Itself 
to  the  destruction  of  this  Nation. 

I  wonder  whether  the  Senator  knows 
that  in  April  of  1917  the  Kaiser  sent  only 
7  Commimists  into  Russia,  headed  by 
Nikolai  Lenin,  and  that  within  100  days 
those  7  Communists  had  enslaved  a  na- 
tion of  180  million  people.  The  Sen- 
ator may  think  that  if  someone  could 
have  stopped  them,  stopping  them  would 
have  been  the  application  of  lynch  law. 

The  Senator  objects  most  strenuously 
to  what  he  calls  a  one-man  committee. 
I  am  sure  the  Senator  knows  that  the 
reason  we  have  adopted  the  rule,  which 
has  been  adopted  and  followed  during 
the  past  several  years,  under  which  we 
have  provided  for  one-man  hearings, 
was  pointed  out  in  the  Christoffel  case. 
ChristofTel  was  from  Milwaukee.  Wis. 
He  was  convicted.  At  that  time  com- 
mittees did  not  have  the  rule  that  one 
member  might  constitute  a  quorum. 
The  court  held  that  the  committee  had 
not  proved  that  a  majority  of  the  mem- 
bers were  present  at  all  times  when  he 
was  said  to  have  been  guilty  of  perjury 
or  contempt — I  forget  wtiich  it  was.  We 
could  not  prove  that  a  quorima  had  been 
present  at  all  times,  because  when  a 
member  leaves  the  room  to  get  a  drink 
of  water,  or  answer  a  phone  call,  or  to 
go  to  his  own  oflBce.  a  quorum  may  not 
be  left  in  the  hearing. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  knows  that 
one  thing  the  Communist  Party  is 
screaming  about  more  than  anything 
else  Is  the  rule  which  provides  that  a 
committee  can  hold  an  individual  guilty 
of  perjury  or  guilty  of  contempt,  because 
we  can  always  show  that  one  member  of 
the  committee  was  present. 

I  am  sure  the  Senator  knows — and  he 
should  not  indulge  in  this  name  calling — 
that  In  every  hearing  I  have  ever  con- 
ducted, even  though  I  sat  alone  as  a  one- 
man  committee  at  times,  every  Senator 
was  informed  about  it.  At  no  time  did  I 
ever  hold  a  hearing  when  any  Senator 
objected. 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  TMr. 
MuNDT]  conducted  1-man  hearings  on 
the  loss  of  some  $200  miUion  through  the 
Harry  Dexter  White  inspired  use  of  our 
money  plates  by  Russia.  The  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Pottkr]  did  an  ex- 
cellent job  in  conducting  1-man  hear- 
ings on  atrocities,  mutilations,  and  mur- 
der of  our  soldiers  in  Korea.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  [Mr,  EhRKSSN]  has  held 
1-man  hearings. 

That  does  not  mean  that  the  Senator 
who  holds  the  hearings  should  be  con- 
demned. Other  Senators  are  always 
welcome.  If  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
cares  to  attend  one  of  our  hearings,  he- 
can  attend  whenever  he  desires  to  do  so. 
That  will  make  it  at  least  a  2-man  com- 
mittee. The  Senator  will  be  given  the 
right  to  cross  examine  witnesses.  He 
will  be  given  the  right  to  bring  out  any 
facts  he  may  wish  to  bring  out. 

Therefore,  instead  of  condemning 
those  of  us  whC'  spend  days — mormngs. 
afternoons  and  evenings — trying  to  dig 
out  people  who  would  destroy  this  Na- 
tion. If  the  Senator  from  Oregon  would 
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care  to  take  a  bit  of  his  own  time  and 
help  us  with  that  Job,  I  assure  him  that 
he  should  come  right  in;  the  water  is 
fine. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  that  was 
a  very  interestmg  sp)eech,  but  it  has 
about  as  much  relationship  to  the  issue 
raised  by  the  statements  I  have  made  as 
the  North  Pole  has  to  the  South  Pole. 
The  Senator's  comments  are  just  about 
as  far  apart  in  relevancy  from  the  issue 
raised  by  my  comments  as  the  North 
Pole  is  from  the  South  Pole. 

Let  us  take  the  last  comment  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.  He  finds  in 
my  speech  a  criticism  of  one-man  com- 
mittee hearings.  I  am  certainly  opposed 
to  one-man  committee  hearings  when  a 
committee  is  sitting  as  a  quasi- judicial 
tribunal.  That  is  what  the  Senate  in- 
vestigating committees  are  when  they 
are  considering  charges  of  wrongdoing 
against  a  human  being.  At  such  times 
they  are  sitting  as  quasi-judicial  tribu- 
nals. In  my  judgment,  the  precious 
procedural  protections  of  the  court  room 
ought  to  prevail. 

The  Senator  suggests  that  I  come  to 
hearings  of  his  committee  and  that  I  ask 
whatever  questions  I  want  to  ask.  and 
thus  at  least  make  it  a  two-man  conmilt- 
tee. 

Of  course,  if  that  statement  went  out 
over  the  wires  without  a  statement  of 
what  the  procedural  fact  is,  the  Ameri- 
can people  might  get  the  impression  that 
all  that  is  necessary  in  order  to  avoid 
having  a  one-man  committee  hearing  is 
to  have  Senators  who  are  not  members 
of  the  committee  come  in  as  auditors. 

It  is  very  nice  to  take  a  course  by  au- 
dition. Mr.  President,  but  the  fact  is 
that  unless  a  Senator  has  voting  privi- 
leges on  a  committee,  and  unless  he  is 
an  official  member  of  a  committee,  his 
presence  to  the  committee  hearing  has 
nothing  to  do  with  whether  a  person  Is 
being  tried  by  a  conmilttee  sitting  with 
a  majority  quorum  present. 

In  my  Judgment  it  is  a  great  mistake 
for  a  committee  to  adopt  a  rule  that, 
when  sitting  as  a  quasi-judicial  tribu- 
nal, one  member  of  the  committee  may 
constitute  a  quorum.  In  my  judgment 
that  does  not  give  the  substantive  pro- 
tection to  the  people  appearing  before 
that  committee  that  ought  to  be  given. 

Let  us  not  forget  that  Senators  are  a 
great  check  on  each  other.  It  is  high- 
ly to  be  desired,  when  the  Senate  is 
conducting  a  Senate  investigation,  which 
Is  a  quasi-judicial  proceeding,  that  more 
than  one  member  of  the  committee  be 
pr^ent.  I  say  that  because  if  one  Sen- 
ator should  proceed  to  follow  a  course 
of  action  that  is  abusive  or  not  in  the 
best  interest  of  fair  procedure,  other 
Senators  can  be  expected  to  speak  up 
against  it.  There  is  not  a  Member  of 
this  body  who  has  not  seen  that  happen 
month  after  month,  as  we  check  each 
other  as  members  of  a  committee. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin that  what  I  am  insisting  upon  is 
the  kind  of  procedural  requirement 
which  assures  propriety  in  Government 
procedures,  and  it  cannot  be  done  by  a 
one-man  committee. 

I  am  not  at  all  impressed  by  what  I 
think  is  a  misuse  of  the  Cristoffel  case 


In  this  discussion.  In  that  case  the  court 
found  that  a  quorum  was  not  present. 
However,  it  does  not  follow  that  if  a 
committee  is  functioning  properly  the 
record  cannot  always  be  made  clear  that 
at  all  times  a  quorum  is  present.  That 
is  up  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 
When  a  member  of  the  committee  leaves 
the  committee  room  and  thus  breaks  the 
quorum,  a  recess  ought  to  be  taken  until 
a  quorum  is  restored.  If  a  member  of  a 
committee  leaves  the  room  in  such  a 
situation,  it  ought  to  be  done  with  the 
knowledge  of  the  chairman,  and  the  rec- 
ord ought  to  show  that  Senator  So-and- 
so  left  the  room,  but  that  a  quorum  re- 
mained. It  requires  no  more  than  a  few 
seconds  to  make  that  fact  clear  on  the 
record. 

When  we  are  dealing  with  such  pre- 
cious procedural  rights,  we  should  not 
worry  about  taking  a  few  seconds  on  the 
record  to  show  that  a  quonmi  remains 
present.  That  is  what  the  Supreme 
Court  said  in  effect  in  the  Christoffel 
case.  The  record  did  not  show  that  a 
quorum  was  present  at  all  times. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  go  to  the  extreme 
of  having  a  one-man  committee  rule 
in  order  to  provide  that  a  quonmi  is  al- 
ways present.  Any  competent  chairman 
can  keep  the  record  straight  on  this 
point  and  avoid  the  problem  that  de- 
veloped in  the  Christoffel  case. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  when 
he  makes  that  argument,  is  overlooking 
what  he  knows  is  a  well-established  pro- 
cedural device  for  making  clear,  when- 
ever there  is  a  change  in  a  ccunmittee 
function  by  reason  of  a  member  leaving 
the  committee  room,  that  a  quonun  is 
present. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  want  to  answer  the 
Senator's  remarks  first.  Let  us  take  an- 
other argument  the  Senator  has  made. 
He  knows,  and  the  Senate  knows,  that 
the  objections  to  procedures  that  I  have 
raised  many,  many  times  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  are  not  directed  at  bim  per- 
sonally. 

I  am  sure  the  Senator  and  I  are  not 
interested  in  each  other  personally.  We 
are  mutually  interested,  I  hope,  in  a 
procedure  in  the  Senate  for  conducting 
Senate  Investigations  which  will  keep  hts 
committee  and  other  committees  and 
the  Senate  itself  free  from  Justifiable 
criticism  on  the  part  of  professional  bar 
groups,  which  deplore  the  procedures 
which  prevail  to  too  many  Senate  taves- 
tlgations.  Many  other  groi^ps  m  this 
country  are  very  critical  of  Senate  pro- 
cedures and  the  Senate  should  take  ac- 
tion to  remove  the  Justification  of  those 
criticisms. 

That  is  the  burden  of  my  criticism.  I 
used  as  an  example  the  procedure  of 
lynch  law.  The  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin takes  umbrage.  He  apparently 
thinks  I  am  accusing  him  of  being  a 
lyncher.  What  I  was  trying  to  do  was 
to  point  out  the  actual  procedure  de- 
veloped in  this  country  as  we  moved  from 
frontier  days  closer  to  a  system  of  gov- 
ernment by  law.  As  it  became  perfectly 
obvious  to  our  pioneers  that  the  vigi- 
lante approach  to  the  enforcement  of 
law.  or  the  lynch  law  approach  to  lt» 
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resulted  in  grave  abuses  of  the  admin- 
istration of  Justice,  what  did  they  do? 
They  abolished  that  approach.  They 
made  the  lyncher  himself  a  criminal. 
They  held  him  criminally  responsible  for 
participating  in  such  activities.  They 
made  the  participant  in  lynch  law  sub- 
ject to  criminal  prosecution.  Theymcule 
it  very  clear  in  those  days,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  we  cannot  have  government 
by  law  unless  we  have  a  procedure  which 
protects  the  substantive  rights  of  every 
citizen  called  before  a  tribunal. 

I  shall  let  the  record  of  my  speech 
speak  for  Itself.  I  apply  the  analogy  of 
Ijmch  law  to  the  Issue,  Mr.  President; 
and  in  my  Judgment,  it  Is  not  a  non- 
sequittu*  analogy,  but  is  in  point.  I  ap- 
ply it  to  the  kind  of  procedure  which, 
in  my  judgment,  has  prevailed  to  too 
great  an  extent  in  too  many  Senate  in- 
vestigations. 

Let  me  take  the  next  argument  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.  He  wants  me 
to  name  the  individuals  who  have  been 
subjected  to  wrong  treatment  before  any 
of  the  Senate  committees.  Let  me  sug- 
gest to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that 
he  keep  in  mind  what  fair  procedure 
within  the  meaning  of  the  American  Bill 
of  Rights  was  designed  to  do.  It  was 
designed  to  protect  the  guilty  as  well  as 
the  innocent,  under  fair  procedure.  The 
figure  of  Justice  which  stands  in  front 
of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
Building,  with  the  scales  equally  bal- 
anced, sjrmbolizes  the  principle  that  in 
this  country  all  should  have  the  same 
procedural  protection — the  guilty  as  well 
as  the  innocent — and  that  the  burden 
rests  upon  the  state  to  proceed  to  estab- 
lish beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  the  guilt 
of  the  person  accused.  I  tliink  the  same 
rules  should  prevail  in  Senate  and  House 
investigations  when  they  function  as 
quasi -Judicial  tribunals. 

So  I  answer  the  Senator's  question  by 
saying  tliat,  in  my  Judgment,  every  wit- 
ness he  has  called  when  he  has  func- 
tioned as  a  one-man  committee,  and 
every  witness  he  has  called  when  he  has 
applied  many  of  the  procedures  which 
have  prevailed  in  his  committee,  has 
been  done  an  injustice.  But  it  is  not  his 
fault  as  much  as  it  is  the  fault  of  the 
Senate,  because  we  have  permitted  such 
a  situation  to  exist.  We  have  not  pro- 
ceeded to  ^dopt  a  procedural  code  wtiich 
would  msJce  it  impossible  for  any  com- 
mittee, the  Senator's  committee  or  any 
other  committee,  to  proceed  as  he  has 
been  proceeding  too  frequently  in  his 
committee. 

I  understand  that  the  Senator  and  I, 
in  another  forum,  in  the  not  too  distant 
future,  are  to  exchange  some  pleas- 
antries. I  have  a  bill  of  particulars  on 
file  before  the  conmiittee,  and  stand 
ready  and  willing  to  sustain  that  bill  of 
particulars.  If  called  upon  by  the  com- 
mittee to  do  so  I  shall  present  to  the 
committee,  when  I  appear  before  it,  the 
evidence  which,  in  my  judgment,  shows 
that  the  bill  of  particulars  can  be  sus- 
tained. 

I  close  by  making 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSK  Let  me  finish  my  argu- 
ment, first,  and  then  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield. 


I  dose,  Mr.  President,  by  saying  that 
this  should,  all  be  related  to  the  issue  be- 
fore the  Senate.  The  issue  was  brought 
before  the  Senate  by  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  in  certain  criticisms  of  the  bill 
which  we  passed  last  Thursday.  I  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  I 
think  it  is  always  a  mistake  when  we 
propose  to  bespeak  the  motives  of  otliers; 
that  when  the  Senator  stands  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  implies  that  at 
least  some  of  the  proponents  of  the  bill 
which  was  passed  last  Thursday  were 
proponents  l}ecause  they  wanted  to  make 
a  so-called  ofiBcial  political  record 
against  communism,  he  seeks  to  speak 
with  the  insight  of  the  Deity.  He  had 
better  leave  to  God  Almighty  the  task 
of  determining  the  motives  of  others, 
because  if  he  does  not,  I  respectfully 
suggest  to  him  that  he  will  find  himself 
usually  wrong,  because  he  never  was  en- 
dowed with  omniscience. 

I  shall  not  stand  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  and  read  motives  into  the  actions 
of  my  colleagues.  I  leave  their  motives 
to  them. 

Mr.  President,  I  was  thrilled  last 
Thursday  to  see  85  of  us  rise  to  what  I 
think  was  a  great  patriotic  obligation  by 
serving  notice  on  the  Communist  seg- 
ment of  the  world  that  the  greatest 
parliamentary  body  in  the  world  has  no 
intention  of  tolerating  any  Communist 
conspiracy  in  the  Upited  States.  I  think 
that  is  the  meaning  of  the  bill;  and.  in 
my  judgment,  it  is  a  good  bill.  What- 
ever modifications  can  be  made  to  better 
it  in  conference  I  think  should  be  made 
before  it  goes  on  the  statute  books. 

That  causes  me  to  say — and  I  invite 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Daniel!  to  this  point — that  one  of 
the  arguments  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  was  in  relation  to  the  so-called 
"extent  to  which"  clause  of  the  original 
Himiphrey  substitute  amendment,  which 
was  changed  to  the  so-called  "whether" 
clause  by  an  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Texas,  which  I  think  was 
a  very  .sound  amendment.  It  was  one 
which  I  discussed  with  the  Senator  from 
Texas,  as  he  can  testify,  in  advance  of 
its  being  offered.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  notified  me  that  he  was  basing  it 
pretty  much  upon  an  editorial  which 
appeared  in  the  Wall  Street  Journal 
which  he  showed  me,  a  copy  of  which  he 
has  given  me  today.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  it  inserted  in  the  Rec- 
ord at  this  point. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Also  another  editorial. 
from  the  New  York  Times. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Texas 
has  also  given  me  a  second  editorial,  from 
the  New  York  Times  of  July  1&.  1954,  en- 
titled "Industrial  Infiltration;" 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  both 
editorials  be  printed  in  the  Recorb  at 
this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edi- 
torials were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

[Prom  the  Wall  Street  Journal  of 
Jxily  14,  1954] 

The  Legal  ScATTractrNs 

Some  of  Attorney  General  Brownell's  bills 
to  control  subversion  and  to  combat  com- 
munism have  caught  a  cold  eye  In  Cksngress 
and,  In  our  opinion.  Justly  so.  For  tfcere 
was  the  look  of  a  scattergun  about  them. 


It  is  true  that  his  wiretap  bill,  wltlch  thla 
newspaper  opposes,  probably  will  become  law 
In  some  fashion  or  other.  But  It  has  been 
whittled  down  In  both  House  and  Senate, 
and  In  the  conference  committee  perhaps 
even  more  restrictions  will  be  placed  on  the 
use  of  wiretapping. 

Mr.  Browne'l's  bills  to  control  subversion 
In  private  Industry — such  as  powerpUnts  and 
those  engaged  In  defense  contracts-^and  to 
allow  the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board, 
after  court  action,  to  dissolve  any  union  or 
private  business  if  It  were  "Communist- 
infiltrated."  are  dead  for  this  session  unless 
the  House  Judiciary  Committee  reverses  It- 
self. 

The  bills  were  written  In  language  that 
was  too  sweeping.  One  of  them  allowed 
Issuance  of  orders  to  bar  people  from  em- 
ployment If  there  was  reasonable  gnound  to 
be'.leve  they  might  engage  In  sabotage,  es- 
pionage, or  other  subversive  activities.  The 
orders  could  be  Issued  not  Just  wh«n  there 
was  a  national  emergency  but  also  In  cases 
of  "threatened  disturbance  of  the  Interna- 
tional relationships"  of  this  country,  a  state 
of  affairs  we  are  hardly  ever  not  In  tfte  midst 
of. 

Mr.  Brownell's  compsnion  measure  went 
even  further  Into  determining  guilt  ajnd  met- 
ing punishment  not  for  what  people  have 
done,  or  even  on  proof  that  they  planned 
to  do  It.  but  on  "the  extent  to  which"  they 
fit  Into  patterns  which  could  legally  classify 
unions  and  businesses  as  "Communlst-lnfll- 
trated  "  But  the  patterns  themselves  are 
unclear,  and  the  proposal  did  not  attempt  to 
set  forth  limits  to  the  "extent  to  which"  doc- 
trine. Indeed,  It  would  have  been  Impos- 
sible to  do  so;  and  while  this  doctrine.  If 
adopted  Into  law.  doubtless  would  have 
gathered  In  some  subversives  and  Commu- 
nists, many  l.anocent  people  may  also  have 
been  Injured  In  the  process. 

We  recognize  that  It  Is  dlfldcult  to  pinpoint 
a  law  against  a  hidden  conspiracy  and  a  dedi- 
cated treason.  But  we  do  think  that  to  pun- 
ish people  bj-  the  "extent  to  which"  they 
may  be  able  to  do  some  Injury,  or  to  author- 
ize the  Invasion  of  privacy  by  wiretapping  la 
to  use  legal  scatterguns  better  left  to  tha 
police  states  most  Americans  oppose^ 

[From  the  Kew  York  Times  of  July  16,  1954.1 
Industrial    Infiltratiom 

The  House  Judiciary  Committee  hits  acted 
with  courai:e  and  wisdom  In  a  flelfl  where 
both  have  been  singularly  lacking  of  late: 
How  to  deal  v.lth  the  Internal  threat  of  com- 
munism In  the  United  States. 

La.'^t  May  Attorney  General  Bro^-neil,  with 
"While  House  approval."  sent  identical  bllla 
to  the  House  and  Senate  which  went  ao  far  as 
to  authorize  the  actual  "dissolution"  and 
"liquidation"  of  labor  unions,  buslnass  firms 
and  other  organizations  upon  a  flndlng  by 
the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board  that 
they  are  "Communist  Infiltrated."  The  bill 
attempted  to  define  this  well-worn  phrase 
with  as  little  success  aa  might  have  t>een  ex- 
pected— especially  for  those  who  niight  be 
charged  with  the  administration  of  the  law. 
On  July  6  the  Senate  committee  shelved  the 
bill  on  the  crround.  among  others,  that  even 
the  Communist  party  Itself  has  nt)t  been 
either  liqvildated  or  dissolved.  The  oommlt- 
tee  approved  a  less  drastic  measure  that 
would  require  an  "infiltrated"  orgaoizatlon 
to  register  under  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Act,  with  a  loss.  If  It  were  a  labor 
union,  of  collective  bargaining  rlgats  and 
other  protections  afforded  by  the  Oovern- 
ment. 

Now  the  House  Committee  has  turned 
down  the  Brownell  proposal  completjely  and 
approved  a  bill  of  Representative  Wai.teb,  of 
Pennsylvania,  to  set  up  a  commission  com- 
posed of  12  members,  4  each  from  industry 
and  labor,  and  4  representing  the  public, 
with  3  congressional  advisers,  to  st«dy  the 
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whole  problem  of  security  in  Industry  and  to 
make  recommendations  for  action  to  Con- 
gress. The  President  and  the  officers  of  Con- 
gress are  authorized  to  make  appointments 
to  the  commission  which  would  have  to 
submit  Its  report  b«  fore  January  16  of  next 
year. 

We  hope  the  committee  will  favorably  re- 
port the  Walter  bill  without  delay,  that  the 
Senate  will  substitute  a  similar  bill  for  the 
one  now  on  Its  docket  and  that  both  houses 
will  promptly  pass  l*..  The  Brownell  legisla- 
tion was  more  like  that  of  a  pwUce  state 
than  of  a  free  democracy,  and  woxild  have 
been  Impossible  to  administer  even  had  It 
been  either  wise  or  necessary. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Tlie  Senator  from  Texas 
substituted  the  so-called  whether 
clause  for  the  so-called  extent  to  which 
clause,  based  upon  observations  in  those 
editorials  and  also  based  upon  a  legal 
di.scussion  which  ve  had  as  to  the  effect 
of  his  amendment.  I  say,  most  respect- 
fully, that  I  do  not  think  the  effect  of 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas  will  be  what  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  says  it  T^ill  be.  To  the  contrary, 
I  think  the  Senator's  amendment  will 
strengthen  the  bill  and  will  really  put 
the  courts  in  a  more  effective  position 
to  enforce  a  drive  against  the  commu- 
nistic conspiracy  in  this  country. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  Senator  from  Ore- 
pon,  I  ttiink,  should  take  note  of  the 
fact  that  the  Ho  ase  followed  the  lan- 
guage in  that  portion  of  the  bill  which 
ve  know  as  the  Butler  bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  it  is  a  sound 
amendment,  and  I  am  glad  to  have  the 
Senator's  contribution. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wiscomin. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  talked  about 
lynch  law,  and  the  implication  was  very 
clear  that  he  was  t.alking  about  my  com- 
mittee. At  least,  I  tiiink  that  is  the  un- 
derstanding the  press  has  of  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
is  not  affected  by  the  press. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  in  common  decency, 
would  not  the  very  able  orator  from 
Oregon  tell  us  what  guilty  person  or 
what  innocent  person  was  abused?  It  Is 
very  easy  to  rise  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  talk  about  lynch  law.  It  is  a  good 
phrase.  I  have  read  that  phrase  perhaps 
a  thousand  times. 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  am  glad  to  hear  that. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  At  no  time  have  I 
ever  found  those  who  talk  about  lynch 
law  in  the  committee  tell  us  who  was 
lymched.  I  know  the  Senator  does  not 
mean  actually  lynched,  but  abused. 
There  were  some  623  witnesses:  and  this 
is  all  a  matter  of  public  record.  Will 
the  Senator  state  when  and  where  one  of 
them  was  abused?  The  Senator  should 
be  able  to  pick  out  1  or  2  among  623. 
Otherwise  he  should  not  come  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  make  a  wild 
statement  about  iJie  use  of  lynch  law  in 
the  committee. 

Second,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  two 
questions,  if  he  will  make  a  note  of  them. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Why  not  let  us  proceed 
with  one  at  a  time? 

Mr.  McCarthy,    very  weU. 


Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  not  one  of  those 
gullible  persons  who  fall  for  the  Senator's 
diversionary  tactics. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  it  is  not  diver- 
sionary. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Oh,  it  is  quite  diver- 
sionary. The  Senator  has  taken  lan- 
guage of  mine,  iias  placed  his  interpre- 
tation on  it.  and  now  wants  to  put  that 
interpretation  back  on  my  lips. 

I  gave  the  Senator  my  interpretation. 
I  called  his  attention  to  the  fact  that 
one  of  the  reasons  we  have  insisted  upon 
the  development  of  government  by  law 
in  this  country,  and  the  kind  of  proce- 
dure which  prevails  in  the  courts  of  the 
country,  and  which  ought  to  prevail  be- 
fore Senate  committees,  is  that  it  is  not 
possible  to  have  a  government  by  law  if 
lynch  law  procedures  are  used. 

We  find  in  the  historic  precedents  that 
it  was  the  custom  to  bring  before  so- 
called  kangaroo  courts  of  justice  horse 
thieves  and  cattle  rustlers,  but  we  also 
know  that  those  vigilante  courts  did  not 
protect  fair  procedure  in  their  tribunals 
and  actions. 

I  use  that  as  a  basis  for  my  argument 
that  if  we  are  to  have  fair  procedure,  we 
must  follow  the  guaranties  of  the  Bill 
of  Rights.  In  my  judgment,  those  guar- 
anties do  not  prevail  in  the  kind  of  pro- 
cedure which  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  uses.  I  do  not  intend,  how- 
ever  

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Will  not  the  Sena- 
tor  

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  coming  to  the 
Senator's  question.    Let  him  be  patient. 

I  do  not  intend  to  let  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  make  his  own  application  of 
my  reference  to  lynch  law.  and  then  say 
that  tliat  is  the  application  which  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  made,  because  that 
does  not  happen  to  be  so. 

"The  jumor  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
said  that  he  felt  that  what  I  was  really 
saying  was  that  witnesses  were  being 
abused.  I  repeat  that,  in  broad  outline, 
every  witness  is  abused  if  he  is  not  guar- 
anteed the  kind  of  fair  procedure  for 
which  I  have  been  arguing. 

I  do  not  intend  to  engage  in  an  argu- 
ment with  the  Senator  over  specific 
cases  that  have  qpme  before  his  commit- 
tee when  the  issue  is  pending  before  the 
special  committee  of  the  Senate.  If  the 
Senator  will  read  my  bill  of  particulars, 
he  will  find  that  I  made  some  reference 
in  it  to  what  I  thought  was  an  abusive 
result  in  one  of  his  hearings  with  respect 
to  an  individual.  But  I  am  not.  as  a 
lawyer,  going  to  try  that  charge  here  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  It  is  before 
another  tribunal  of  the  Senate  at  this 
time.  I  do  not  intend  to  be  inveigled 
into  an  argument  about  it  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  when  he  knows  very 
well  as  a  lawyer,  as  I  do,  that  the  place 
for  the  trial  of  that  case  is  before  the 
court,  to  which  the  Senate  has  given 
jurisdiction  over  the  subject  matter, 
namely  a  special  committee. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  still  wish  the 
Senator  would  name  1  of  the  623  wit- 
nesses who  have  appeared  before  the 
committee  in  the  last  year  who  lias  been 
abused.     All  the  testimony  has  been 


taken  dovm,  word  for  word.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  refers  to  lynch  law. 
As  I  understand,  that  is  a  catch  phrase. 
I  tiiink  that  must  mean  that  I  have  been 
unfair  to  those  witnesses.  Is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  think  the  Sen- 
ator's procedure  has  been  very  fair. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  can  the  Senator 
give  the  name  of  a  witness  who  has  not 
been  treated  fairly?  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  keep  in  mind,  when  he  gives  his  an- 
swer, that  the  committee  gives  to  a  wit- 
ness who  appears  before  it  much  more 
consideration  than  he  would  receive  in  a 
court  of  law  or  before  a  grand  jury.  For 
example,  in  a  courtroom  a  lawTer  may 
not  sit  l>eside  the  witness  and  coach  Mm. 
But  the  committee  allows  the  lawyer  to 
do  that.  I  am  not  sure  that  the  com- 
mittee is  not  going  too  far  in  allowinsr 
such  a  practice  to  prevail,  because  it  al- 
lows a  Communist  lawyer  to  sit  lieside  a 
Communist  witness  and  coach  the  wit- 
ness. We  allow  the  witness  to  have  a 
recess  at  any  time  he  desires,  so  as  to 
discuss  matters  with  his  counsel.  That 
practice  is  not  allowed  in  a  court  of  law. 

I  think  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon is  guilty  of  the  most  fantastic,  dis- 
hone.<^t  name  calling,  even  though  I  like 
the  Senator  personally,  when  he  ac- 
cuses  

Mr.  MORSE.  I  love  these  flattering 
kisses  of  death. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  When  he  accuses  me 
before  newspaper  men  and  before  160 
million  people  of  being  guilty  ot  using 
lynch  law,  and  then  will  not  tell  me 
whom  I  have  lynched.  Of  623  witnesses, 
I  should  like  to  know  whom  I  have 
lynched. 

Second— and  I  do  not  wish  to  prolong 
the  discussion  unduly — the  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  argued  that  a  one-man  comr 
mittee  is  an  improper  t3T>e  of  committee. 
The  Senator  from  Oregon  is  a  memljer 
of  a  number  of  committees.  He  knows 
that  he  must  miss  many  sessions  of  those 
committees,  as  do  all  other  Senators. 
That  is  no  reflection  upon  the  Senator 
from  Oregon.  All  of  us  know  that  we 
cannot  attend  every  committee  session. 

When  the  Senator  misses  a  session  of 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare— and  there  is  a  record  kept  of  the 
number  we  have  attended  and  have 
missed — I  wonder 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  missed  a  good 
many  of  them  in  the  past  2  years  since 
being  kicked  off  the  committee  by  the 
Republicans. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Senator  agrees 
that  he  has  missed  a  great  number.  If 
we  were  to  follow  the  reasoning  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  since  we  agree 
that  all  Senators  do  not  appear  at  all 
committee  sessions,  it  would  mean  that 
committees  could  not  hold  hearings.  It 
would  mean  that  the  work  of  the  Senate 
would  be  brought  to  a  standstill. 

I  am  not  accusing  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  of  improiser  conduct.  I  know 
that  I  must  miss  many  committee  hear- 
ings. We  cannot  attend  all  of  them,  be- 
cause we  are  members  of  many  commit- 
tees  and  subcommittees. 

But  if  we  were  to  follow  the  Senator's 
argument,  we  would  be  giving  to  the 
Communist  Party  the  greatest  gift  it  has 
ever  been  given  during  the  past  10.  l&i. 
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or  20  yean.  The  Communtet  Dally 
Worker  argues,  day  after  day,  against 
one-man  committee  hearings.  They 
know,  and  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
knows,  that  members  of  a  committee 
cannot  be  forced  to  attend  Its  hearings. 
When  other  Senators  hold  hearings — 
and  other  Senirtors  of  my  committee . 
have  held  one  man  hearings  ta  the  past 
two  weeks — ^we  have  confidence  in  them, 
and  we  read  the  record  later. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  knows  that 
If  a  rule  were  adopted  to  provide  that 
the  chairman  could  not  hold  a  hearing 
on  graft,  corruption,  or  communism  un- 
less more  than  half  the  members  of  the 
committee  were  present,  the  number  of 
absentees  would  make  It  Impossible  ever 
to  hold  a  hearing.  As  I  have  said,  that 
would  be  the  greatest  boon  which  the 
Communist  Party  had  received  for  many 
years. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  in  reply. 
I  desire  to  say  that  It  Is  a  most  com- 
pletely unconvincing  argimient  to  say 
that  the  Senate  cannot  perform  its 
quasi-Judicial  functions  unless  it  does 
so  with  one-man  committees.  When  a 
matter  is  so  Important  as  to  require  a 
judicial  hearing  before  a  Senate  com- 
mittee, a  majority  of  the  members  of 
that  committee  have  a  public  trust 
which  calls  upon  them  to  be  present.  In 
the  interest  of  fair  procedure  they  owe 
it  to  that  trust  to  be  present;  and  no 
hearing  should  be  allowed  to  proceed 
without  a  majority  of  members  present 
to  perform  that  function. 

Second.  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin that  I  realize  that  in  the  heat  of 
debate,  he  is  given  to  making  personal 
reflections  on  persons  from  time  to  time. 
He  certainly  has  done  so  toward  me  this 
afternoon.  I  should  have  been  very 
much  surprised  if  he  had  not,  becaiise 
that  is  his  technique. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  tell  me  when  I  reflected 
upon  him? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  jrield  at  this 
point.  But  when  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  makes  the  comment  about 
my  making  a  dishonest  statement  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  I  am  perfecUy 
willing  to  let  the  Rkcobo  stand  and  to 
let  the  people  Judge  me  with  respect 
to  ttie  veracity  of  anything  I  have  said 
in  the  RccoRO. 

I  close  by  commenting  on  the  other 
point  which  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
has  raised,  for  the  fourth  or  fifth  time 
in  this  very  Interesting  colloquy  I  have 
had  with  him  this  afternoon,  in  which 
he  has  requested  me  to  name  the  par- 
ticular individuals  who  I  think  have  been 
abused  before  his  committee.  I  thought 
I  answered  him  when  I  said  that,  in  my 
judgment,  the  procedure  he  has  followed 
has  resulted  in  unfairness  to  every  wit- 
ness who  has  been  called  before  his  com- 
mittee under  that  procedxire. 

I  said  I  thought  the  responsibility  for 
such  action  rested  more  on  the  Senate 
as  a  whole  than  on  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  as  an  individual,  because 
he  is  the  agent  of  the  Senate.  After  all. 
he  is  the  chairman  of  a  committee  which 
is  responsible  to  the  Senate.  So  long 
as  his  rules  of  procedure  apply.  I  have 
said  In  many  places  that  I  do  not  think 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  de- 


serves nearly  as  much  criticism  for  those 
procedures  as  does  the  Senate  as  a  whole 
for  not  having  changed  them. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr.  COOPER,  I  would  rather  speak 
on  my  own  time. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  beg  the  Senator's 
pardon.  I  thought  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  had  asked  me  to  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY,  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  so  that  I  may  place  some 
matters  in  the  Record? 

The  PRESIIMNG  OFFICER  (Mr. 
BtrsH  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator^rom 
Wisconsin? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No,  I  shall  yield  the 
floor  very  shortly. 

I  merely  wish  to  add  that  there  are 
times  in  the  Senate,  even  in  debate  on 
very  important  questions,  when  the  dis- 
cussion comes  to  the  point  of  being  re- 
duced to  an  absurdity,  and  I  think  the 
colloquy  between  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin and  the  Seijator  from  Oregon  has 
just  about  reached  that  point. 

I  return  to  the  issue  which  I  rose  in  the 
first  place  to  discuss.  I  hope  we  shall 
not  backtrack  on  the  action  the  Senate 
took  last  Thxarsday  when  we  voted  85  to  0 
for  a  bin  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party. 
If  in  conference  amendments  can  be  of- 
fered that  will  improve  the  bill,  I  hope 
the  conferees  will  improve  the  bUl;  but 
I  think  It  Is  very  important  that  we 
maintain  the  united  front  against  com- 
munism which  we  so  dramatically  adopt- 
ed in  the  Senate  last  Thursday. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  take  about  30  seconds  of  the 
Senate's  time.  The  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon apparently  felt  that  I  was  reflect- 
ing on  him  personally  in  my  talk.  I 
had  no  such  intention  when  I  said  I  felt 
it  was  dishonest  to  talk  about  lynch  law. 
referring  to  my  committee,  and  then  not 
give  one  single  instance  of  improper 
conduct  in  that  committee,  or  one  sin- 
gle instance  of  any  mistreatment  of  a 
witness.  Frankly,  I  felt  that  was  not 
honest.  I  do  not  cast  any  reflection 
upon  the  intent  or  the  attempt  to  be 
honest  on  the  part  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon.  I  know  he  feels  that  is  honest. 
I  feel  It  is  highly  improper.  If  anyone 
talks  about  Ijmch  law  or  about  methiods. 
I  want  him  to  stand  up  and  give  us  the 
time,  the  date,  and  the  place  where  im- 
proper methods  were  used  agairxst  Com- 
munists. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  T  should 
like  to  turn  again  for  a  moment  to  the 
discussion  upon  the  amendment  which 
was  Included  in  the  Butler  bill  last 
Thursday  and  which  has  been  referred 
to  as  a  bill  to  outlaw  the  Conununist 
Party,  During  the  debate  on  last  Thurs- 
day just  before  the  debate  came  to  its 
close  and  the  bill  was  voted  upon,  I  par- 
ticipated briefly  and  submitted  an 
amendment  which  was  agreed  to.  Since 
the  passage  of  the  bill — and  during  the 
debate — two  aspects  of  the  bill  hsve  in- 
terested me  greatly.  I  have  been  in- 
terested also  in  the  newspaper  accounts 
and  editorials  regarding  the  effect  of  the 
bill.  I  do  not  speak  in  any  way  about 
the  purposes  of  those  who  offered  the 
amendment,  but  I  do  feel  very  strongly 
that  the  claims  which  have  been  made 


about  the  far-reaching  effett  of  the 
amendment  toward  outlawing  the  Com- 
munist Party  do  not  bear  any  great  va- 
hdity. 

It  seems  to  me  that  a  legislative  meas- 
ure to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party,  or 
one  which  is  directed  toward  making 
the  Communist  Party  illegal  might  take 
several  forms.  One  form  would  be  a 
measure  which  would  declare  the  organ- 
ization and  the  maintenance  and  opera- 
tion of  the  party  itself  illegal.  It  would 
remove  it  directly  from  the  field  of  elec- 
tions, from  any  status  or  chance  to  par- 
ticipate oflQcially  in  our  Government. 
The  Humphrey  amendment  did  not  seek 
to  do  this.  A  second  form  which  was  the 
means  sought  by  the  amendment,  would 
be  to  inflict  a  punishment  upon  those 
who  became  or  remained  members  of 
the  Communist  Party. 

I  now  wish  to  discuss  the  bill  which 
was  finally  passed  with  all  amendments 
and  to  show  that,  in  my  opinion,  it  does 
not  directly  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party  and  is  similar  to  other  acts  here- 
tofore enacted  against  the  Oommunist 
Party.  It  is  true  that  the  amendment, 
like  existing  acts,  would  have  the  indi- 
rect effect  of  preventing  open  member- 
ship in  the  Communist  Party,  but.  In  my 
opinion,  the  bill  does  not  have  the  effect 
of  outlawing  directly  the  Cbmmunist 
Party. 

I  illustrate  my  contention  In  this  way: 
Among  the  anti -Communist  statutes  and 
other  anti-Communist  measures,  which 
are  now  law  two  come  quickly  to  mind. 

The  first,  of  course,  is  the  Smith  Act, 
which  has  been  on  the  books  since  1940. 
and  held  to  be  constitutional  by  the 
Supreme  Court.  Section  2  of  the  Smith 
Act  details  the  conduct  and  the  courses 
of  action  of  an  individual  for  which  a 
penalty — a  criminal  punishment  can  be 
inflicted.  The  Smith  Act  is  very  broad 
in  its  scope,  covering  nearly  every  pos- 
.sible  course  of  action  that  an  individual 
might  take  to  overthrow  the  Government 
of  the  United  States. 

The  Subversive  Activities  Control  Act 
of  1950  is  much  like  the  amendment 
which  was  adopted  last  Thursday.  Sec- 
tion 2  of  that  act  sets  out  long,  detailed 
findings  of  fact.  Section  4  of  tihe  act  sets 
out  in  great  detail  subversive  and  crimi- 
nal acts  which  will  subject  an  individual 
to  a  penalty. 

The  Humphrey  amendment  which  the 
Senate  enacted  the  other  day  is  made  up 
of  four  sections.  One  is  the  title  call- 
ing the  biU  "an  act  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party"  which  to  my  mind  is  about 
the  only  part  of  the  bill  which  gives  any 
weight  to  the  claim  made  fqr  the  bill 
that  it  outlaws  directly  the  Oommunist 
Party.  Section  2  sets  out  a  long  finding 
of  fact  very  much  like  that  in  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act.  but  more 
clearly  finding  the  Communisit  Party  to 
be  a  conspiracy  against  the  United 
States.  Section  3  as  amended,  penal- 
izes an  individual,  not  the  party,  who 
being  a  member  of  the  Communist  Party 
or  remaining  a  member  or  of  a  similar 
organization,  permits  an  act  which  is 
designed  to  carry  into  effect  the  purposes 
of  the  party. 

I  point  out  that  the  bill  fts  directed 
against  individuals,  members  of  the 
party,  not  the  party  itself.    I  point  out 
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that  section  3.  as  amended,  requires  as 
the  Smith  Act  and  the  Subversive  Con- 
trol Act  that  some  act  or  course  of  action 
by  an  individual  is  required  before  a 
penalty  can  be  inflicted. 

I  would  like  to  say  that  the  amendment 
represents  an  advance  in  this  particular 
by  reason  of  tlie  fact  that  the  bill,  sec- 
tion 2,  finds  the  Communist  Party  to  be 
a  conspiracy;  it  would  probably  be  un- 
necessary to  piove  in  a  court  the  exist- 
ence of  a  conspiracy,  as  has  been  neces- 
sary in  cases  in  which  Communists  have 
been  tried.  With  the  exception  of  this 
element  of  proof.  I  submit  the  bill  does 
not  differ,  except  in  degree,  from  the 
Smith  Act  or  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Act.  and  that  the  claims  that  are 
made  that  the  bill  outlaws  directly  the 
Communi.st  Party  do  not  hold  water  and 
lack  validity.  I  think  that  ought  to  be 
understood. 

As  I  have  siid.  it  represents  an  ad- 
vnnce.  in  that  t  makes  it  unnece^sai-y  to 
prove  the  existince  of  a  Communist  con- 
spiracy. 

A  second  aspect  of  the  amendment  as 
it  was  originally  presented,  which  was 
very  important,  had  little  discussion  dur- 
ing the  debate,  and  though  it  is  now 
water  over  the  dam.  attention  should  be 
called  to  it.  In  my  short  speech  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  the  other  day.  I  said 
tliat  it  was  my  belief  that  Congress  had 
passed  no  bil.  except  possibly  for  the 
Alien  and  Secition  Acts,  or  lately  had 
seriously  considered  a  bill  which  pro- 
ceeded to  impose  a  penalty  on  an  in- 
dividual without  requiring  some  action 
on  his  part.  Our  theory  of  due  process 
lias  required  that  there  be  a  course  of 
action  on  the  part  of  an  individual  be- 
fore he  could  be  penalized. 

The  amendment  I  offered,  and  which 
was  agreed  to,  placed  the  bill  we  passed 
last  Thursday  :n  line  with  the  Smith  Act 
and  with  the  Subversive  Activities  Con- 
trol Act.  Before  the  amendment  was 
adopted,  the  bill  would  have  imposed  a 
penalty  upon  fin  individual,  even  though 
he  committed  no  act.  or  did  not  act  in  a 
con.'<piracy  or  participate  in  some  way 
in  a  course  of  action  directed  toward 
carrying  out  tlie  purposes  of  the  organi- 
zation. That  Aas  a  very  remarkable  de- 
parture from  anything  Congress  has 
ever  undertaken  heretofore.  I  do  not 
say  that  such  legislation  cannot  be  done 
constitutionally.  When  adequate  provi- 
.sion  is  made  for  proper  procedure,  I 
think  .such  a  bill,  when  proi>erly  written, 
can  be  enacted.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
and  the  Supreme  Court  has  said  that 
the  Government,  of  which  the  Congress 
is  a  part,  has  the  power  to  protect  and 
defend  it.self  a  :ainst  overthrow  by  force 
or  violence.  The  courts  have  said  there 
is  no  question  about  the  power  of  the 
Congress  to  provide  the  procedures,  but 
it  is  the  function  of  courts  to  determine 
if  they  provide  for  due  process  under  the 
Constitution.  The  right  and  power  of 
Congress  to  determine  that  the  Commu- 
nist Party  is  a  conspiracy  to  overthrow 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  is 
not  in  my  mind  to  be  questioned,  and  its 
power  to  proVide  means  for  preventing 
the  overthrow  of  the  Government  by 
force  or  violence  is  not  in  question,  but 
the  means  thus  provided  must  be  in 
accord  with  the  Constitution,  particu- 


larly the  first  amendment,  and  with  due 
process. 

I  must  siy  that  I  was  greatly  surprised 
by  the  procedure  followed  by  the  Senate 
and  by  the  attempts  to  write  such  an  im- 
portant measure  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate. In  fact,  it  seemed  to  me  that  at  this 
time  it  ought  to  have  been  given  commit- 
tee consideration.  We  were  not  observ- 
ing the  best  practices  which  should  be 
followed  if  we  were  to  develop  an  anti- 
Communist  bill  that  would  be  effective, 
rather  than  an  inelTective  bill  with  a  big 
title. 

Again,  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  make 
clear  that  I  have  no  doubt  that  Congress 
has  the  power  to  declare  the  Communist 
movement  to  be  a  conspiracy,  as  is  done 
in  the  amendment.  The  Congress  can 
provide  that  certain  acts  or  conduct  as- 
sociated with  membership  in  the  Com- 
munist Parly  shall  be  subject  to  penalty, 
as  is  provided  after  the  adoption  of  my 
amendment.  It  may  be  possible  that 
membership  i  i  the  party  might  be  held  a 
part  of  the  con.spiracy.  as  was  suggested 
in  the  Humphrey  amendment  as  pre- 
sented, but  I  suggest  that  to  make  that 
departure  from  everything  heretofore 
adhered  to  by  the  Congress  and  by  the 
other  branches  of  the  Government,  in- 
cluding the  courts,  without  careful  con- 
sideration, and  with  the  political  impli- 
cations inherent,  is  not.  in  my  view,  a 
good  way  for  Congress  to  legislate. 

Mr.  President,  what  I  have  said  is  in 
a  sense  academic,  because  the  Senate  has 
already  acted  on  that  bill.  I  voted  for 
the  bill  as  amended.  However,  I  have 
wished  to  stress  the  two  points  to  which 
I  have  already  referred  which  I  did  not 
think  were  emphasized  in  the  debate: 
First,  that  the  Humphrey  amendment, 
as  submitted,  constituted  a  departure 
from  the  theory  of  due  process  to  which 
Congress  and  the  courts  have  heretofore 
subscribed.  Second,  that,  as  that  meas- 
ure was  amended,  it  provides  a  new  and 
additional  instrument,  a  new  act.  onto 
the  Smith  Act  and  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Act.  It  marks  an  advance- 
ment in  denouncing  the  Communist 
Party  as  a  conspiracy. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
say  that  if  this  bill.  S.  3706.  in  its  final 
form,  is  in  line  with  the  requirements 
which  have  been  laid  down  over  e  period 
of  years  by  our  courts — requirements 
followed  by  our  Government,  the  con- 
stitutional due  process  marked  out  in  ex- 
ten.sive  writings  on  this  subject — then 
I  shall  vote  for  the  bill,  as  I  voted,  the 
other  day,  for  the  anti-Communist 
bill  wh^n  it  was  first  before  the  Senate 
01.  last  Thursday. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  been  very  much  interested  in  the 
rather  protracted  and  extended  discus- 
sion which  has  taken  place  over  the 
weekend,  through  the  comments  of 
leaders  in  both  the  House  and  the  Sen- 
ate and  representatives  of  the  national 
administration,  and  now  again  in  debate 
in  the  Senate  over  the  bill  S.  3706,  which 
was  passed  by  the  Senate  last  Thursday. 
Mr.  Presic^nt,  these  are  most  amazing 
developments. 

The  first  comment  I  read  was  that 
of  a  high  administration  oflQcial  who 
thought  the  bill  was  a  bad  one  because 
it  would  outlaw  the  Communist  Party. 


That  Item  was  on  the  ticker  last  Friday, 
and  it  was  entered  by  me  in  the  Congres- 
sional Record  last  Saturday  evening.  It 
was  even  reported  that  the  President 
said  the  bill  would  outlaw  the  Commu- 
nist Party  and  might  make  martyrs  out 
of  Commimists. 

Then  it  was  said  that  the  bill  would 
vitiate  the  effectiveness  or  the  power  of 
the  Smith  Act  or  the  Internal  Security 
Act.  And  now  we  hear  it  said  that  the 
bill  will  not  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  a 
number  of  persons  are  not  happy  about 
the  bill.  Nevertheless,  the  bill  passed 
the  Senate  by  a  vote  of  85  to  0.  The  bill 
was  debated  in  the  Senate  for  7  hours. 
Many  a  bill  which  has  been  passed  by 
the  Senate  has  been  debated  for  less 
time  than  that. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  let  me 
state  that  there  is  nothing  secret  about 
the  Communist  Party  or  its  member- 
ship, its  activities,  or  its  purposes.  If 
any  Member  of  the  Senate  needs  to  be 
educated  about  the  nature  or  ptu-pwses 
or  objectives  of  the  Communist  Party, 
then  we  are  in  a  hopeless  situation. 

I  have  listened  to  my  friend  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  IMr.  Cooper]  speak 
about  the  drastic  action  the  Senate  took. 
He  has  stated  it  is  a  departure  from  any 
action  Congress  has  previously  taken, 
Mr.  President,  certainly  it  is  a  depar- 
ture, and  that  is  exactly  what  it  was 
designed  to  be.  It  was  designed  to 
"come  clean"  on  what  we  know  to  be 
one  of  the  facts  of  life,  rather  than  sim- 
ply dance  around  the  bonfire  and  mael- 
strom of  communism,  clipping  at  the 
fringes  and  edges,  clipping  here  and 
there  by  having  investigations  and  get- 
ting after  a  group  that  is  Communist- 
infiltrated  or  Communist-dominated  or 
Communist-controlled. 

Now  the  Senate  has  voted  to  make  the 
Communist  Party  illegal.  Congress  has 
previously  required  that  Communist- 
front  organizations  register,  and  has 
made  them  subject  to  penalty  under  the 
law  if  they  do  not  register. 

Mr.  President,  what  is  it  that  makes 
a  Communist-dominated  union  out  of 
bounds?  It  is  communism.  Why  is  it 
that  we  require  Communist-dominated 
unions  to  register?    It  is  communism. 

If  they  do  not  register,  what  is  the 
reason  for  it?  It  is  because  if  they  are 
communistic,  they  will  be  subject  to 
penalty.  Communism  is  the  central 
core  of  the  crime.  Under  the  Smith 
Act  and  under  the  Internal  Security 
Act.  that  crime  is  subject  to  punishment 
by  a  sentence  of  5  years  in  the  peniten- 
tiary or  by  the  imposition  of  a  fine  of 
$10,000. 

Communism,  the  advocacy  of  commu- 
nism, or  the  teaching  of  communism  to 
overthrow  this  Government  imder  the 
Smith  Act  is  subject  to  heavy  criminal 
penalties,  involving  both  fines  and  im- 
prisonment. 

We  have  the  Smith  Act.  We  have  the 
Internal  Security  Act.  Innumerable 
bills  have  been  enacted  into  public  law. 
directed  toward  one  thing — striking 
blows  at  the  greatest  menace  of  our  time, 
the  conspiratorial  apparatus  of  com- 
miuiism  and  its  work. 


14576 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


August  16 


¥  sJ 


■I  fi 


.  ^* 


.  ;:    .1  . 

J'' 


We  patted  thia  bllL  What  did  the  bfll 
do?  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  (Mr. 
Coopn]  says  It  is  a  departure.  I  re- 
peat. Indeed  It  is,  and  a  Ions  oiverdue 
one. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  do  not  think  the  bill 
as  passed  is  any  departure  at  all.  I 
think  the  bill  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota submitted  was  a  departure. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  bill  as  passed. 
I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
was  a  departure,  in  the  light  of  his  ex- 
planation, because  the  Senator  thinks  he 
added  an  amendment  to  the  bill  which 
would  change  the  bill,  but  it  materially 
did  not. 

What  did  we  do  under  the  substitute 
for  S.  3706?  We  did  what  should  have 
been  done.   We  said  in  section  2 : 

The  Congreas  hereby  finds  and  declares 
that  the  Communist  Party  of  the  XTnlted 
States,  although  purportedly  a  political 
party.  Is  In  fact  an  instrumentality  of  a 
conq>lracy  to  overthrow  the  Qovemment  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  if  an  organization  Is  a 
conspiracy  desig:ned  for  the  purpose  of 
overthrowing  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  it  is  subject  to  penalty, 
for  being  engaged  in  espionage,  treason, 
subversion,  ^nd  all  the  other  nefarious 
crimes  such  an  organization  would  liave 
as  a  part  of  its  program. 

Finally,  Mr.  President,  we  proceeded 
in  section  2  to  describe  the  nature  of  the 
alleged  political  party.  I  wish  my  col- 
leagues would  cleanse  their  minds  of  the 
fact  that  the  Communist  organization  is 
a  poUtical  party.  It  is  not  a  poliUcal 
party. 

I  remind  my  colleagues  that  in  the 
1940's  the  Communists  dropped  the  name 
"party"  and  called  themselves  an  asso- 
ciaUon.  They  dissolved  the  political 
party.  They  change  their  cloak  any 
time  it  suits  their  purpose.  It  is  not  a 
political  party  in  the  terminology  of 
representative  government;  and  the 
sooner  we  make  up  our  minds  to  that  the 
better  off  we  shall  be. 

What  section  2  does  is  to  find  and  de- 
lare  that  the  Communist  Party  is  not  a 
party,  but  rather  is  a  conspiracy;  stating 
the.  nature  of  the  conspiracy  and  the 
purpose  of  the  conspiracy,  the  discipline 
of  the  organization,  and  the  objective  of 
the  organization,  or  of  any  other  organ- 
ization which  may  take  on  any  other 
name,  and  which  has  the  same  objective. 

This  action  is  long  overdue.  Some 
folks  are  really  taking  count  and  saying. 
"Why  did  we  not  do  this  sooner?"  We 
ought  not  to  be  apologizing  for  taking 
action  last  Thursday.  What  we  should 
be  apologizing  for  is  not  taking  action 
sooner.  The  mistake  which  the  Senate 
has  made  was  not  that  we  legislated 
wrong  on  Thursday.  The  mistake  we 
have  made  was  in  waiting  this  long  to 
come  to  grips  with  realities  and  facts. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  When  we  were 
writing  the  Internal  Security  Act  the 
phrases  which  the  Senate  inserted  into 
the  biU  last  Thursday  were  given  long 
and  continued  study.    Very  able  Mem- 


bers of  the  Senate — ^I  remember  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson] 
was  one  of  them — concluded  that  we 
oould  not  with  security  or  safety  put 
those  provisions  into  the  bill,  be<xtuse  of 
the  question  of  constitutionality 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  offered 
nothing  new  last  Thursday. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  agree. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  suggested  things  that  have 
been  studied  for  years  by  members  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  and  mem- 
bers of  the  Internal  Security  Subcom- 
mittee. We  were  dubious,  and  we  still 
are  dubious  about  the  constitutionality 
of  such  provisions.  We  are  trying  only 
to  get  on  secure  ground. 

I  doubt  very  much  that  we  can  say 
that  a  certain  group  is  a  conspiracy  and 
have  that  group  prosecuted  as  a  venal 
thing,  if  it  commits  an  overt  act.  or 
one  of  its  members  commits  an  overt  act, 
we  are  in  a  different  laosition. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  appreciate  the 
comment  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 
I  have  never  said  that  what  was  pro- 
posed on  Thursday  was  new.  Other 
Senators  have  introduced  similar  pro- 
posals. 

That  is  all  the  more  reason  why  there 
should  be  little  complaint  about  the  ac- 
tion which  took  place.  This  question  has 
been  discussed  in  both  House-,  of  Con- 
gress. Many  an  article  has  been  written 
about  the  desirability  or  lack  of  desir- 
ability of  outlawing  the  Communist 
Party. 

I  wish  to  make  clear.  Mr.  President, 
that  not  only  did  we  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party,  but  the  way  we  outlawed 
the  party  was  by  making  memtoership 
in  the  party  a  criminal  offense.  This 
effect  may  be  disputed,  on  the  ground 
of  constitutionality.  I  have  heard  con- 
stitutional arguments  with  respect  to 
every  bill  of  any  consequence  that  has 
been  enacted  by  Congress  in  173  years. 
Each  of  us  has  a  duty  to  uphold  the 
Constitution  as  we  see  it.  Final  deter- 
mination as  to  the  constitutionality  of 
any  legislation  is  a  responsibility  of  the 
Supreme  Court. 

I  realize  that  possibly  a  number  of 
Members  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  other 
body  feel  that  they  are  qualified  to  be 
Judges,  but  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  we 
are  legislators,  and  should  let  the  courts 
be  the  final  judge  as  to  whether  or  not 
our  legislation  is  constitutional,  after  we 
have  made  up  our  own  minds. 

Prom  what  hmited  knowledge  I  have 
of  the  law,  the  Supreme  Court  has  held 
again  and  again  that  when  there  is  dcubt 
as  to  constitutionality,  when  the  state- 
ment of  the  Congress  is  precise,  firm,  and 
definite,  that  doubt  is  resolved  in  behalf 
of  the  legislative  body. 

Mr.  President,  the  argument*  have 
been  presented  pro  and  con.  The  only 
thing  I  can  say  is  that,  regardless  of 
how  much  misinterpretation  there  may 
be,  how  much  uneasiness  there  may  be, 
or  how  much  argument  there  may  be, 
we  have  made  progress.  Why  have  we 
made  progress?  I  hold  in  my  liand  S. 
3706,  passed  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives with  a  vote,  I  believe,  of  305  to  2. 
In  that  bill,  as  it  passed  the  House,  sec- 
tion 2  is  identical  with  section  2  in  the 
bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate. 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  have  hurriedly 
read  the  mimeographed  copy  which  the 
Senator  has.  The  House  did  one  thing 
which  I  advocated  on  the  floor  this  after- 
noon. At  least  the  House  has  inserted 
language  to  prevent  destruction  of  the 
Internal  Security  Act,  which  might  have 
been  the  result  without  such  language. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Let  me  say  to  my 
friend  from  Nevada  that  there  was  no 
de.'^iRn  to  destroy  any  legislation,  but  I 
am  willing  to  face  up  to  the  facts.  As 
yet  not  one  Communist  has  been  regis- 
tered under  the  Internal  Security  Act; 
and  that  act  has  been  on  the  books  for 
4  years.  Not  one  Communist  is  regis- 
tered.    They  will  not  register. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  will  not  yield  at 
this  moment. 

I  will  tell  the  Senate  why  they  will  not 
regi:iter.  It  is  because  another  act  which 
is  on  the  books,  and  which  we  are  talking 
about,  has  been  ineffective  in  terms  of 
curbing  communism.  The  best  way  to 
curb  communism  is  to  put  the  matter  of 
enforcement  into  the  hands  of  the  Jus- 
tice Department,  the  courts;,  and  the 
trained  agents  of  this  Government,  and 
make  membership  in  the  Communist 
Party  a  criminal  offense.  Why  should  we 
make  it  a  criminal  offense?  Because  the 
Communist  Party  and  its  membership 
are  dedicated  to  the  destruction  of  this 
country. 

Does  any  Member  of  this  body  doubt 
that?  Etoes  any  Member  of  Congress  be- 
lieve that  the  Communist  Party  is  dedi- 
cated to  anything  but  the  destruction  of 
this  country  and  every  other  free  coun- 
try? When  I  look  up  into  the  galleries 
I  see  people  who  have  paid  taxes  until 
they  cried.  Millions  and  millions  of  dol- 
lars have  been  spent.  Sons  and  daugh- 
ters have  been  lost.    Why?    Communism. 

I  have  studied  many  of  the  cases.  I 
have  studied  the  decision  in  the  trial  of 
the  11  Communists  before  the  court  of 
Judge  Medina.  It  was  proved  that  they 
were  actively  engaged  in  a  conspiracy. 
Mr.  President,  no  lawyer  will  ever  have 
to  prove  that  again  before  a  court,  be- 
cause under  the  terms  of  the  bill  as  we 
passed  it  in  the  Senate,  if  it  can  be 
proved  that  a  man  or  woman  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Communist  Party,  ipso  facto 
it  is  proved  that  he  or  she  is  engaged  in 
a  conspiracy. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  does 
the  Senator  care  to  yield  at  some  point? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yiejd  to  the 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senator's  ar- 
dor in  this  matter  Is  to  be  admired,  but 
his  ardor  is  no  greater  today  than  was 
the  ardor  of  some  of  us  for  the  past 
many  years.  We  were  determined  to 
do  what  the  Senator  is  giving  great 
preachment  to  now.  We  did  not  do  it 
because  we  were  cautious  and  careful  to 
see  that  when  we  accomplished  some- 
thing. ;t  would  meet  the  terms,  stand- 
ards, conditions,  and  impositions  of  the 
organic  law  of  this  country. 

If  this  bill  will  not  meet  those  stand- 
ards, it  will  fall  by  the  wayside,  and  I 
fear  that  it  may  fall  by  the  wayside  be- 
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cause  it  was  written  hurriedly  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  without  proper 
study  or  proper  consideration. 

We  are  just  as  vehement,  just  as  de- 
termined, and  have  been  for  years,  as 
the  Senator  who  now  speaks  with  great 
vehemence  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
He  is  not  the  first  to  advocate  these 
things.  Surely,  this  is  an  election  year, 
and  it  is  a  very  p>opular  subject  now. 
But  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota that  we  have  gone  over  this  ground 
and  plowed  it  fcr  many  years  and  many 
times.  We  are  as  determined  to  ac- 
complish something  as  is  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota,  namely,  to  put  a  stop 
to  communism  :n  America. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  shaU  yield  in  a 
moment. 

I  have  never  doubted  the  fact  that 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  is  an  expert 
in  this  area.  There  is  no  monopoly  in 
this  field.  Some  persons  feel  that  it  is 
a  special  field  for  special  individuals. 
Some  of  us  fought  communism  long  be- 
fore we  came  to  the  Senate,  without 
conr-'ressional  immunity,  without  staffs. 
I  did  not  wait  until  I  got  to  the  Senate  to 
.'tart  my  crusade.  That  record  is  mani- 
festly clear  for  friend  and  foe  alike  to 
know. 

But  there  is  no  need  to  claim  any 
.special  priority  of  authoriship.  This  bill 
was  passed  by  a  vote  of  85  to  nothing  in 
the  Senate,  and  I  hope  none  of  the  85 
will  say  he  did  not  think  it  was  a  good 
bill.  We  have  the  right  to  vote  against 
mca.sures  in  the  Senate  when  we  believe 
they  are  not  good  legislation.  I  can  only 
a'^sume  that  it  was  good,  and  that  85 
Members,  in  their  best  judgment,  said, 
■This  is  the  best  bill  we  can  get,  and  we 
will  vote  for  it." 

The  House  may  change  it.  The  bill 
may  go  to  conference.  We  shall  try  to 
improve  it.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  in 
pas-sing  this  bill,  as  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse)  said  a  short  time 
ago.  we  have  served  warning  upon  every- 
one in  this  land  and  throughout  the 
world  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  has  taken  a  very  definite  and  firm 
position  on  the  issue  of  Communist  m- 
filtration  and  Communist  conspiracy. 

Such  legislation  is  not  new.  We 
virtually  outlawed  the  Nazi  bund.  Why? 
Because  it  was  dedicated  to  the  objec- 
tives and  purposes  of  a  foreign  power. 

All  we  are  trying  to  do.  it  seems  to 
me.  is  to  fortify  the  law  which  we  have. 

The  law  we  have  today  requires  that 
before  we  can  prosecute  we  must  prove 
an  overt  act.  The  purpose  of  the  bill 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Minnesota 
(Mr.  Humphrey! — for  which  there  were 
23  sponsors,  and  for  which  85  Members 
of  the  Senate  voted — was  to  clarify  and 
make  crystal  clear  that  the  so-called 
overt  act  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Cooper  1  relates  his  argu- 
ment, was  the  act  of  membership,  be- 
coming and  remaining  a  member. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 


Mr.  PERGUSON.  That  is  not  the  way 
the  Record  now  shows  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  word  "overt" 
was  stricken 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  An  act  is  the  same 
thing. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Is  the  word  mean- 
ingful?  

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  from 
Michigan  feels  that  he  knows  what  they 
mean. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  was  the  main  sponsor  of  this 
measure,  and  I  think  I  am  accurate  in 
saying  that  when  we  determine  legisla- 
tive history  and  an  amendment  is  ac- 
cepted, that  legislative  history  is  pretty 
well  determined  by  how  it  is  suicepted  by 
the  person  who  was  sponsoring  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  must 
realize  that  the  decisions  of  the  courts 
are  clear  that,  unless  the  act  Is  ambigu- 
ous what  we  say  on  the  Senate  floor,  as 
legislative  history,  amounts  to  nothing. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  appreciate  that. 

Mr.  PERGUSON.  I  think  if  the  Sena- 
tor will  read  it,  he  will  find  the  overt  act 
now  refers 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  There  is  no  such 
language  as  overt  act. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  It  is  an  act.  which 
Is  the  same  thing  as  an  overt  act.  There 
must  be  an  act  in  carrying  out 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  While  for  2  or  3 
days  now  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
has  attempted  to  justify  certain  posi- 
tions which  he  held,  the  fact  still  is  the 
fact.  What  Is  said  In  the  bill  Ls  that 
the  one  act  which  is  subject  to  criminal 
penalties  is  the  act  of  membership. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  No.  That  is  not 
what  the  bill  says. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  There  must  be  some 
specific  act.  such  as  advocating  com- 
munism or  teaching  communism.  The 
fact  of  membership  alone  in  my  opinion 
does  not  meet  the  requirements  of  law. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  was  taught  that 
in  school,  too,  Mr.  President.  I  taught 
courses  in  that  subject — maybe  poorly, 
but  I  taught  them. 

What  the  Senator  says  was  legal  doc- 
trine up  until  Thursday  of  last  week  be- 
cause until  then,  the  Congress  had  never 
passed  a  law  which  provided  that  mem- 
bership in  an  organization  branded  as  a 
conspiracy  was  an  act  that  came  under 
the  purview  of  our  criminal  laws.  That 
is  what  we  did. 

Let  there  be  no  mistake  about  it  so 
far  as  this  Senator  is  concerned:  The 
act  of  membership  in  the  Communist 
Party,  a  party,  supposedly,  only  in  name 
and  not  by  purpose,  an  organization 
which  is  a  conspiratorial  apparatus;  is 
in  itself  an  act  subject  to  the  penalties 
of  law. 

Mr.  DANIEL.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  have  listened  to  all 
the  arguments  this  afternoon  on  this 
subject.  I  listened  with  interest  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada 
IMr.  McCarran]  and  to  all  the  other 
Members  who  have  spoken.    I  fear  the 


impression  will  be  created  from  this 
argument  that  we  are  very  far  apart  as 
to  what  should  be  done  in  this  matter. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  have  compared 
the  bill  passed  by  the  House  with  the  bill 
passed  by  the  Senate,  and  have  listened 
to  the  arguments  here.  I  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  really  we  are  not 
very  far  apart  at  all. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Indeed,  we  are 
not. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Only  one  section  of 
the  bill  passed  by  the  Senate  has  been 
changed  in  any  substantial  maimer  by 
the  House.  It  seems  to  me  that  we 
should  have  a  moment  in  which  we 
emphasize  the  fact  that  we  are  all  work- 
ing together  to  a  great  extent  in  con- 
nection with  what  was  passed  by  the 
Senate  and  what  has  been  passed  by 
the  House.  It  seems  to  me  this  one 
point  of  difference  can  be  reconciled  in 
conference.  I  would  not  want  the  de- 
bate on  this  subject  to  end  this  after- 
noon without  calling  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  the  bUl 
passed  by  the  House  is  substantially  the 
same  bill  that  was  passed  by  the  Senate. 
with  only  the  changes  made  In  section  3. 

I  believe  we  are  not  too  far  apart. 
Certainly  even  if  we  come  from  confer- 
ence with  the  bill  passed  by  the  House 
with  a  few  changes,  we  shall  have  a 
bill  outlawing  the  Communist  Party  in 
this  country. 

All  the  preambles  to  the  bill  passed 
by  the  House,  in  section  2,  seem  to  be 
word  for  word  what  was  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hmc- 
PHREY  ]  and  adopted  by  the  Senate.  The 
same  thing  is  true  as  to  most  of  the  other 
sections.  They  are  practically  word  for 
word  what  has  passed  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Texas. 

I  think  some  of  these  arguments 
would  not  be  offered  if  we  changed  par- 
entage. What  has  happened  is  that  a 
number  of  our  colleagues  and  a  number 
of  leaders  throughout  the  covmtry  seem 
to  be  of  the  opinion  that  someone  tried 
to  "move  in"  on  it.  I  am  willing 
to  yield  all  claims  of  authorship.  We 
can  call  it  the  Butler -Ferguson  bill,  or 
give  it  any  other  name.  I  point  out,  as 
the  Senator  from  Texas  has  pointed  out. 
that,  by  and  large,  page  for  page,  Una 
for  line,  the  House  bill  is  almost  identi- 
cal with  the  Senate  bill.  Section  3  has 
been  changed.  It  is  a  little  "soft"  on 
commimism  the  way  it  is  now.  I  have 
served  warning  that  I  am  not  particu- 
larly happy  with  that  section,  because 
it  seems  to  me  it  does  not  say  much,  but 
it  takes  a  long  time  to  say  it.  It  reads 
as  follows: 

The  Communist  Party  of  the  United  States, 
or  any  successors  of  such  party  regardless 
of  the  assumed  name,  whose  object  or  pur- 
pose Is  to  overthrow  the  Government  of  th« 
United  States,  or  the  government  of  any 
State.  Territory,  £>lstrict,  or  possession 
thereof,  or  the  government  of  any  political 
subdivision  therein  by  force  and  violence,  ar* 
not  entitled  to  any  of  the  rights,  privileges, 
and  Immunities  attendant  upon  legal  bodies 
created  under  the  jiirlsdictlon  of  the  laws 
of  the  United  States  or  any  political  sub- 
division thereof;  and  whatever  rights,  priv- 
ileges, and  immunities  which  have  hereto- 
fore been  granted  to  said  party  or  any  sub- 
sidiary organization  by  reason  ol  Um  laws 
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(tf  the  Uiilted  States  or  any  political  ■ab* 
cUTlsloo  tberaof.  are  hereby  terminated. 

Section  3  of  the  House  bin  merely  sajrs 
that  tbe  Communist  Puty  shall  not  be 
treated  with  respect,  that  it  is  no  longer 
to  have  any  legal  rights.  It  is  to  have 
no  rights,  privileges,  or  immunities. 
That  is  a  very  mild  penalty  for  a  con- 
spiracy which  is  dedicated  to  the  over- 
throw of  this  Government  by  violence  or 
force. 

Badcally,  for  the  record,  what  the 
House  bill  does  is  to  outlaw  the  Commu- 
nist Party.  But  wtiat  we  have  done  in 
the  Senate  was  not  only  to  outlaw  the 
party  by  saying  we  outlawed  it.  but  to 
impose  severe  penalties  upon  member- 
ship in  the  party.  The  members  of  it 
are  disciplined  in  subversion,  espionage, 
and  sabotage.  Membership  in^  a  party 
which  has  as  Its  main  objective  the  over- 
throw of  this  Qovemment  should  be  sub- 
ject to  criminal  penalties,  more  so  than 
those  who  have  committed  murder,  those 
who  are  arsonists,  or  who  are  peddlers 
of  dope  and  narcotics. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland. 

Mr.  BUTUSR.  I  think  we  are  very 
close  together.  The^bill  effectually  out- 
laws the  Communist  Party.  In  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Attorney  General,  if  we  take 
the  next  step,  it  may  seriously  affect  the 
pending  cases  under  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Act.  We  have  maide  a  good  begin- 
ning. Why  should  we  not  accept  the 
House  version  and  go  along  slowly,  and 
not  do  things  which  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral tells  us  are  or  may  be  unconstitu- 
tional or  may  interfere  with  enforcement 
of  existing  law.  I  do  not  think  any 
Senator  who  has  taken  an  oath  to  uphold 
the  Constitution  should  vote  for  some- 
thing which  the  Attorney  General  has 
said  is  unconstitutionaL 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  not  heard 
him  say  it  is  unconstitutional. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  really  think  we  should  allow 
the  Attorney  General  to  make  that  de- 
cision for  us? , 

Mr.  BUTLER.    No,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  And  not  vote  for  bills 
which  the  Attorney  General  says  may  be 
unconstitutional? 

Mr.  BUTLEgl.    No. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  doubt  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  would  want  to  be 
literally  so  interpreted. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  No,  I  would  not  want 
my  remarks  to  be  so  interpreted,  but  we 
have  sworn  to  uphold  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  which  oath  we  would 
violate  if  we  should  vote  for  imconstitu- 
tional  legislation.  My  judgment  would 
be  very  seriously  swayed  by  an  opinion 
of  an  astute  Attorney  General,  which 
Mr.  Brownell  is.  I  think  we  must  give 
weight  to  his  opinion.  I  think  especially 
is  that  the  case  when  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral has  also  told  us  that  to  adopt  the 
language  of  the  Senate  bill  would  very 
seriously  affect  or  hamper  the  existing 
case  brought  under  the  Internal  Security 
Act  now  in  the  circuit  court  of  appeals. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  Presi^nt,  I 
happen  to  be  a  Member  of  the  United 
States  Senate.  I  have  a  telephone  in  my 
office,  and  I  am  delighted  to  talk  to  the 
Attorney  General  on  these  matters.  He 
has  not  consulted  with  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota.  All  I  have  heard 
from  him  is  that  possibly  the  mea.sure  I 
sponsored  may  not  meet  his  standards 
for  security.  I  want  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral to  prove  that  to  me,  and  I  do  not 
want  to  hear  any  more  talk  from  any- 
one, afte,r  this  attempt  to  be  so  soft  on 
communism,  about  a  party  of  treason. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  agree  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  that  we  should  go 
along  with  the  Attorney  General  to  the 
extent  that  we  should  attempt  to  get 
together  on  this  small  section  of  the 
bill,  the  only  one  about  which  there 
seems  to  be  any  argument.  We  Should 
take  into  account  the  views  of  the  At- 
torney General.  I  believe  the  bill  can 
be  so  written  as  to  meet  the  constitu- 
tional objections,  without  watering  it 
down  as  much  as  it  has  been  watered 
down  in  the  House  version. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  my  desire. 
Has  the  Senator  from  Texas  heard  from 
the  Attorney  General?  Did  he  oonsult 
with  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  have  not  heard  from 
the  Attorney  General ;  and,  in  all  fair- 
ness, the  Senator  from  Minnesota  will 
remember  that  I  accepted  the  Butler 
bill  as  an  amendment  to  the  substitute 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  There  were  quite 
significant  changes. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  have  not  personally 
heard  from  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  How  does  the  Sen- 
ator know,  then,  that  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral is  so  much  interested  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  was  so  much  inter- 
ested that  I  went  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives this  morning  to  hear  the  de- 
bate on  the  bill.  I  there  heard  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  refer  to  the  feelings 
of  the  Attorney  General  with  reference 
to  the  bill.  I  am  merely  reciting  here 
what  I  heard  in  debate  in  the  Bouse. 
I  have  no  pipeline  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral. Certainly,  I  do  not  think  any  of 
us  could  expect  the  Attorney  General  to 
call  us  up  individually.  He  might  come 
before  a  committee  and  say  something 
about  how  he  feels  with  relation  to  pro- 
posed legislation.  I  do  not  want  any 
Member  of  the  Senate  to  think  that  I 
have  been  talking  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral and  have  information  from  him  on 
the  subject  which  they  do  not  have. 
What  I  know  on  the  subject  was  gained 
through  listening  to  the  debate  In  the 
House. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor. Someone  heard  that  the  Attorney 
General  may  have  said  that  what  we 
did  might  be  unconstitutional.  I  am  un- 
willing to  accept  that  kind  of  evidence 
to  control  my  actions  in  the  Senate. 

I  have  before  me,  from  the  Associated 
Press  ticker,  a  statement  of  one  of  the 
leaders,  Mr.  Halleck,  to  the  effect  that 
the  House  version  would  outlaw  the  Corn- 


Mr.  President,  will 

I  yield. 
I  happened  to  read 


munist  movement  as  a  poUtlcal  party 
but  not  as  a  conspiracy. 

I  believe  it  would  be  unconstitutional 
to  outlaw  a  political  party,  but  to  out- 
law a  conspiracy  is  not  imconstitutional. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  believes  that  to  outlftw  a  con- 
spiracy is  within  the  rights  of  the  coun- 
try, but  to  outlaw  a  political  party  might 
be  very  dubious  in  its  constitutional  im- 
plications. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD, 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD, 
in  the  U.  S.  News  ii  World  Report  for 
August  20,  1954,  on  page  14,  Under  the 
heading  'Washington  Whispers,"  the 
following  pertinent  paragraph: 

RicxARo  Nixon.  Vice  President,  ha«  noted 
that,  in  the  countries  where  Cominunlat  ac- 
tivity Is  under  effective  control,  tiie  Com- 
munist Party  is  outlawed,  making  member- 
ship and  association  with  it  a  cr«ne.  Gov- 
ernment lawyers  In  this  country,  however, 
argue  that  the  direct  approach  to  dealing 
with  CommuAlstA  Is  too  simple.     I 

The  direct  approach  is  the  way  to  deal 
with  the  Communists,  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  Minnesota  has  hit  upon  a 
direct,  simple  approach. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  delighted  to 
have  this  more  recent  testimony.  On 
Saturday  evening,  the  very  able  and  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader,  the  Senator 
from  California  I  Mr.  KNowLAitD],  made 
it  quite  clear  that  he  was  for  the  bill 
as  it  was  passed  by  the  Senate.  He  put 
his  personal  convictions  above  any  par- 
tisan considerations. 

Now  we  have  the  Vice  President  stat- 
ing that  he  feels  that  the  best  and  most 
effective  way  to  outlaw  the  party  is  to 
make  membership  in  it  a  crime. 

If  we  can  get  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Pehguson], 
who  is  head  of  the  policy  committee,  to 
be  for  us,  then  we  shall  have  all  three  of 
the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  on 
our  side. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  The  statement  I 
read  was  from  the  current  issue  of  U.  S. 
News  &  World  Report.  I  do  not  know 
how  accurate  it  is;  but,  at  least,  accord- 
ing to  this  paragraph,  the  Vice  President 
is  supposed  to  have  said  todaiy  what  I 
read  to  the  Senate. 


Mr.  FERGUSON, 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HUMPHREY. 
Mr.  FERGUSON. 


Mr.  President,  will 


I  yield. 
I  have  been  in  the 


fight  against  communism  for  a  long  time. 
I  recall  the  days  when  I  was  fighting  for 
the  internal  security  bill;  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota,  who  now  claims 
he  is  for  all  these  things,  was  filibuster- 
ing against  the  internal  security  bilL 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  So  that  the  rec- 
ord will  be  straight,  let  me  s|iy  that  I 
voted  for  the  internal  security  bill. 
After  the  President's  veto,  when  I 
learned  what  the  President  thought 
were  its  unconstitutional  provi.sion.«i  in 
the  light  of  the  doctrine  outlined  on  the 
floor,  I  tried  to  uphold  the  Chief  Execu- 
tive. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Yes;  and  the  Sena- 
tor voted  against  the  bilL 
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Mr.  HUMPHREY.  But  the  record 
made  it  very  clear  that,  uith  respect  to 
that  measure,  we  were  directing  our  ef- 
forts at  the  fringe  groups,  the  Commu- 
nist-dominated groups,  the  Communist- 
front  groups. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  would 
like  to  forget  the  past. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Not  at  all.  But 
let  us  talk  about  wiiat  is  going  on  now. 
Let  us  talk  about  the  opportunity  we 
have  now.  If  the  United  States  is  as 
badly  infiltrated  as  I  have  heard  it  is; 
if  the  Communist  menace  is  as  serious 
a  menace  as  it  has  been  painted;  let  us 
go  after  them. 

What  the  bill  proposes  to  do  is  to  say 
that  if  a  person  is  a  member  of  the  Com- 
munist Party,  he  is  a  member  of  a  con- 
spiracy which  has  as  its  purpKJse  the 
overthrow  of  the  Government;  and  any- 
one who  wishes  to  overthrow  the  United 
States  Government  should  be  subjected 
to  penalties. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Congress  passed 
the  internal  security  law,  which  provides 
for  the  registration  of  Communist-front 
and  Communist  organizations,  and  a 
board  was  established.  The  Board  found 
facts  upon  which  it  said  that  the  Com- 
munist Party  was  a  conspiracy. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Communist 
Party? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Yes.  Therefore,  it 
was  subject  to  registration.  No  one  was 
£0  foolish  as  to  think  the  Ccnununists 
would  not  fight,  as  they  always  have 
fought — and  they  have  a  right  to  fight  in 
the  courts.  It  was  known  that  they 
would  attempt  to  delay  action.  It  was 
known  that  Marcantonio  would  use  every 
legal  means  to  delay.  It  was  known 
that  the  case  would  have  to  go  through 
the  courts. 

It  has  now  gone  through  the  lower 
court,  and  there  has  been  a  declaration 
by  the  Federal  district  court  that  the  law 
pa.«sed  by  Congress  is  constitutional ;  that 
it  is  a  legal  way  to  attack  this  enemy 
of  America. 

Briefs  have  now  been  on  file  in  the  Cir- 
cuit Court  of  Appeals  for  4  months.  The 
case  is  ready  for  decision.  Does  the  Sen- 
ator now  want  to  have  repealed  all  that 
was  done  in  1950  through  the  enact- 
ment of  the  internal  security  law?  I  do 
not  think  we  want  to  do  that.  I  want 
to  outlaw  the  party.  Let  me  read  what 
we  did  the  other  day. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  permit  me.  In  my  time, 
since  I  occupy  the  floor,  to  make  some 
comment?  First  of  all.  the  action  taken 
by  the  Senate  does  not  call  for  a  repeal 
of  the  Internal  Security  Act. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  will  be  the 
effect  of  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Let  me  pay  tribute 
to  the  Senator  from  Michigan.  He  has 
worked,  he  says,  to  hunt  down  Com- 
munists. But  I  do  not  want  the  Sena- 
tor to  think  he  is  the  only  one  to  be 
hunting  down  Communists. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  We  welcome  the 
Senator  into  the  fold. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  do  not  want  to 
be  merely  in  the  fold.  I  have  been  in  the 
main  arena. 

I  shall  conclude  by  saying  that  section 
3  of  the  House  bill  does  not  provide  any- 
thing dehnite.     To  say  that  the  party 


Is  a  conspiracy  and  that  it  is  dedicated 
to  the  overthrow  of  the  Government, 
and  then  to  say  that  all  that  is  to  be 
done  is  to  deny  it  the  normal  privileges 
and  immunities  is  not  much  of  a  conse- 
quence. 


EXTENSION  OF  FEDERAL  DECLARA- 
TORY JUDGMENTS  ACT  TO  TER- 
RITORY OF  ALASKA— CORREC- 
TION AND  REENROLLMENT  OF 
BILL 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  lay  aside  tem- 
porarily the  unfinished  business,  if  that 
be  necessary,  in  order  to  take  up  Senate 
Concurrent  Resolution  106  by  unani- 
mous consent.  I  have  conferred  with 
the  acting  majority  leader,  who  informs 
me  that  it  is  agreeable  to  him  to  do  so. 
The  concurrent  resolution  is  as  follows: 

Resolved  hy  the  Senate  (the  Houf>e  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring).  That  the  action  of 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
in  signing  tbe  enrolled  bUl  (H.  R.  1975)  to 
amend  section  2201  of  title  28.  United  States 
Code,  to  extend  the  Federal  Declaratory 
Judgments  Act  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  be 
rescinded,  and  that  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
be,  and  he  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed. 
In  the  reenroUment  of  the  bill,  to  make  the 
following   correction : 

On  page  1.  line  6  of  the  engrossed  House 
bill,  strike  out  tbe  word  "section",  and  in 
Ueu  thereof  insert  the  word  "sentence." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  that  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness temporarily  be  laid  aside?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
is  it  not  true  that  the  Senate,  in  effect, 
has  taken  this  action  once  this  after- 
noon? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Yes,  but  it  was 
found  that  action  had  been  taken  in  the 
House,  which  necessitates  the  action  I 
am  here  proposing. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  concurrent  resolution? 

There  being  no  ejection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  106)  was 
considered  and  agreed  to. 


SENATOR  LYNDON  B.  JOHNSON, 
OF  TEXAS 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  at  the 
polls  in  Texas  last  month  the  people  of 
Texas  showed  their  high  regard  and  ap- 
preciation for  the  record  and  faithful 
work  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Texas, 
Lyndon  Johnson. 

The  final  returns  show  that  my  col- 
league was  renominated  by  an  almost 
3-to-l  margin,  with  883,264  votes,  to 
354,188  for  his  opponent.  This  was  over 
71  percent  of  the  vote  cast. 

As  we  near  the  closing  hours  of  the 
session  I  want  to  express  for  myself, 
personally,  and  on  behalf  of  my  fellow 
Texans  this  word  of  appreciation  for 
Lyndon  Johnson's  services  as  the  senior 
Senator  from  Texas  and  as  the  minority 
leader  of  the  Senate.  He  has  brought 
great  distinction  to  our  State. 

I  thank  him  for  the  cooperation  and 
assistance  he  has  always  given  his  jun- 
ior colleague. 


The  people  of  Texas  thanked  him  for 
his  accomplishments  when  they  ex- 
pressed their  approval  by  such  a  great 
majority  in  the  Democratic  primary. 

Many  Texas  newspaper  editorials  have 
commented  on  Senator  Johnson's  vic- 
tory, and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
several  of  these  be  inserted  at  this  point 
in  the  body  of  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edi- 
torials were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

(From  tbe  Beaumont  Journal  of 
July   28,   1054] 

Tall  Texan 

Last.  Saturday  Texans  went  to  the  polls  to 
thank  one  of  their  most  able  pubUc  servants 
for  a  Job  well  done.  For  Ltndon  Baines 
Johnson  it  was  an  expression  of  i^preclatloa 
richly  deserved  in  recognition  of  bis  out- 
standing work  as  the  Junior  United  States 
Senator  from  Texas. 

The  overwhelming  reelection  of  Senator 
Johncon  need  not  necessarily  refiect  ad- 
versely on  the  candidacy  of  his  defeated  op- 
ponent, Dudley  Dougherty,  scion  of  a  multi- 
millionaire oil  and  ranching  family  of  Bee- 
ville.  The  attributes  of  Mr.  Dougherty  are 
many,  but  he  was  fighting  a  losing  catise 
In  seeking  to  displace  a  man  with  a  service 
record  such  as  that  compiled  by  Senator 
Johnson. 

Lyndon  Johnson  has  attained  one  of  the 
most  outstanding  records  of  achievement 
for  a  freshman  term  in  the  history  of  the 
United  States  Senate.  He  Is  the  Senate 
minority  leader  and  may  well  be  the  ma- 
jority leader,  if,  and  when,  the  Democrats 
regain  control  of  the  Senate. 

Senator  Johnsons  public  record  Is  an 
open  book  in  which  all  Texas  can  take  pride. 
It  is  one  of  constructive  conservatism,  and 
one  of  fine  balance  among  his  duties  to  State, 
party  and  Nation.  He  has  attempted  to  steer 
a  middle  course  in  national  politics,  espe- 
cially as  Senate  minority  leader.  He  has 
shown  an  admirable  tendency  to  cooperate 
with  the  Republican  administration  on  mat- 
ters vital  to  the  best  Interests  of  the  country. 
but  has  not  hesitated  to  oppose  any  propo- 
sal which  he  felt  would  be  deterimental  to 
those  interests. 

His  many  Senate  and  party  responsibilities 
have  not  lessened  his  close  attention  to 
Texas  interests  and  opinions.  Through  his 
informative  weekly  newsletters  from  Wash- 
ington Senator  Johnson  keeps  Texans 
abreast  of  legislative  happenings  and  ex- 
presses his  own  candid  opinions  of  theee 
events.  There  is  no  doubt  as  to  where 
Lyndon  Johnson  stands  on  all  issues. 

Last  Saturday  Texans  demonstrated  that 
they  believe  Lyndon  Johnson  representa  the 
majority  wlU  of  Texas  with  an  uncanny  de- 
gree of  accuracy.  They  like  this  tall  Texan 
and  the  manner  in  which  he  carries  out  his 
duties. 

[From   the   Port   Arthur  News] 
A  TaiBUTE  Fkom  Voters  of  Texas 

The  voters'  verdict  in  the  Democratic  pri- 
mary was  a  measure  of  the  stature  of  Texas' 
senior  United  States  Senator,  Ltndon  B. 
Johnson. 

It  was  a  recognition  of  his  service  to  Texas 
and  to  the  Nation,  an  acknowledgment  of 
the  prestige  he  has  gained  by  ability  and 
arduous  work  In  his  post  of  public  service. 

Johnson  was  a  candidate  for  a  second 
term.  He  had  as  his  opponent  a  wealthy 
Texan  of  a  long-established  and  weU-known 
family.  His  opponent  embraced  a  ticket  of 
extreme  nationalism  and  isolationism,  whose 
overtones,  of  course,  is  a  play  to  patriotism. 

Approximately  3  out  of  4  of  all  Texas 
voters  went  to  the  polls  and  recorded  their 
approval  of  Ltndon  Johnson,  their  confi- 
dence in  bis  leadership  in  Washington,  tlieir 


i 


t»^ 


1 

PI 

1 

ll 

i 

W!''-^ 

i 

Ill 

i 

H 

1-1 


ili.% 


14580 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD 


—  SE 


NATE 


August  16 


i 


m 


3 


■wi 


M  ■ 


3      1 


I 


i 


1^* 


U 


destra  that  he  eontlnue  to  wtm  Teuaxa  In 
the  Senate. 

ITila  victory — JoHmoK  received  72  percent 
of  tbe  votes  and  led  bis  opponent  by  over 
608.000  votes — ^was  even  more  Impressive  In 
that  JoBMBOM  did  not  leave  his  post  at  duty 
in  Wachlngtcm  to  make  a  political  campaign. 
By  reason  of  his  ability  and  his  energy,  his 
devotl<m  to  the  Democratic  Party  and  the 
principles  for  which  It  stands,  he  had  been 
elevated  to  the  post  of  Senate  Democratic 
leader.  He  Is  the  yoimgest  ever  to  hold 
that  post.  Congress  has  been  In  a  session 
of  extreme  Importance  to  the  Nation  and  Its 
future  security,  and  to  the  futxire  peace  and 
security  of  tbe  free  world. 

The  Senate  is  evenly  divided  between  Re- 
publican and  Democratic  Members.  Many 
measures  relating  to  foreign  affairs  and 
America's  relation  with  the  free  nations  and 
their  conxmon  defense  against  Bed  aggres- 
sion were  to  be  considered.  Johnson  dis- 
regarded the  possible  political  consequences 
of  Ignoring  his  opponent.  He  stayed  on  the 
Job  in  Washington.  That,  as  well  as  his 
record  over  the  past  6  years,  obviously  met 
with  overwhelming  approval  of  his  con- 
stituents. 

JoRHsoir  will  begin  his  second  Senate  term 
in  January,  strengthened  and  backed  up  by 
the  overwhelming  vote  of  confidence  of  the 
Texas  citizenship. 

Two  factors  exemplify  his  statesmanship. 
One  points  back  to  his  home  State,  the  other 
reaches   into  the  realm   of   world   sectirlty. 

He  has  avoided  being  drawn  into  the  deep 
and  hurtful  cleavage  of  the  Democratic  Party 
factionalism  in  Texas.  His  support  and  over- 
whelming majority  of  votes  came  obviously 
from  all  segments  of  the  Texas  electorate. 
He  baa  been,  and  continues  to  be,  the  Senator 
of  all  Texas,  not  merely  one  side  of  an  Intra- 
party  dispute. 

No  major  legislation  could  get  through 
Congress  without  support  of  Democrats. 
Senator  Johnson  Is  the  recognized  spokes- 
man of  the  Democrats  in  the  Senate.  His 
attitude  has  been  that  America's  futwe  secu- 
Hty  and  welfare  is  not  a  politically  partisan 
matter.  He  has  looked  upon  internal  legis- 
lation as  well  as  foreign  affairs  from  the 
viewpoint  of  the  Nation's  welfare,  rather 
than  a  political  party's  advantage. 

His  Texas  constituents  told  the  Nation  how 
highly  they  regard  Ltnoon  Johnson  by  their 
vote. 

[From  the  El  Paso  Herald-Post] 
An  East  Victoxt 

Lyndon  Johnson  was  reelected  to  the 
United  States  Senate  handsdown.  He  did 
no  personal  campaigning.  His  record  and 
stature  were  such  that  the  people  of  Texas 
automatically  voted  for  him  by  about  2y3 
to  1. 

In  El  Paso  County,  we  are  proud  to  say,  the 
vote  for  Ltndon  was  better  than  6  to  1. 

His  reelection  was  certain  from  the  begin- 
ning.   Anyway,  we  feel  better  about  it  now. 


THE  NATURAL  OAS  ACT— CHAOS  AND 
CONFUSION  UNDER  COURT  AND 
COMMISSION  RULINGS 

Mr.  DANIEL  Mr.  President,  on  June 
7,  1954,  the  Supreme  Covirt  of  the  United 
States  wrote  an  opinion  which  might 
result  in  makinsr  thousands  of  independ- 
ent producers  of  natural  gas  subject  to 
regulation  by  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
mission. 

In  the  case  of  Phillips  Petroleum  Com- 
pany V.  Wisconsin,  et  al.  (347  U.  S. 
672) ,  the  Court,  by  a  split  of  5  to  3,  held 
for  the  first  time  that  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  applies  to  persons  engaged  in  the 
production  of  gas  If  they  nuike  sales 
which  eventually  end  up  in  interstate 


commerce.  This,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  specifically  exempts 
producers  and  gatherers  from  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act. 

Clearly,  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (15  U.  S. 
C.  717-717W).  passed  in  1938,  was  in- 
tended to  regulate  as  "natural-gas  com- 
panies" only  those  persons  or  organi- 
zations engaged  primarily  in  interstate 
transportation  or  primarily  in  sales  in 
interstate  commerce.  Until  recent 
years,  no  one  was  so  bold  as  to  contend 
that  the  act  included  the  thousands  of 
independent  oil  operators  who  produced 
gas  along  with  their  oil  or  to  the  inde- 
pendent gas  producers  who  were  en- 
gaged primarily  in  production  and 
whose  only  relation  to  interstate  com- 
merce or  transportation  was  arm's- 
length  sales  to  natural-gas  companies. 
Section  717  (b)  provides  that  the  Nat- 
ural Gas  Act  "shall  not  apply  to  any 
other  transportation  or  sale  of  natural 
gas  or  to  the  local  distribution  of  tiat- 
lural  gas  or  to  the  facilities  used  for  such 
distribution  or  to  the  production  or 
gathering  of  natural  gas." 

Ever  since  the  law  was  enacted  In 
1938,  the  Federal  Power  Commission  has 
interpreted  it  as  not  applying  to  inde- 
pendent producers  of  oil  and  gas  who 
merely  sell  the  gas  to  other  concerns 
which  move  it  into  interstate  commerce. 
In  fact,  the  Supreme  Court's  deciBion 
overruled  the  Federal  Power  Commis- 
sion on  this  point  in  the  Phillips  case. 
The  Commission  itself  said  in  its  brief 
in  the  Phillips  case,  "The  Commispion 
has  uniformly  interpreted  the  act  to  ex- 
clude transportation  and  sales,  such  as 
those  here  involved." 

Not  only  did  the  Supreme  Court  over- 
rule the  long-established  interpretation 
and  numerous  decisions  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  but  it  also  ignored 
the  clear  congressional  intent  that  these 
independent  producers  are  exempt  from 
the  act.  Justice  Tom  Clark  said  In  a 
sharp  dissent  that  the  majority  action 
was  "contrary  to  the  intention  of  Con- 
gress, the  understanding  of  the  States, 
and  that  of  the  FPC  itself."  Justices 
Douglas  and  Burton  also  dissented. 

In  addition  to  the  specific  words  of  the 
act  itself,  a  majority  in  both  Houses  of 
Congress  placed  the  same  interpretation 
on  the  act  in  1950  when  they  passed  what 
was  known  as  the  Kerr  bill,  which  was 
vetoed  by  President  Truman. 

The  court's  decision  in  the  Phillips 
case  attempts  to  make  "natural  gas  c»m- 
panies"  out  of  about  4,000  independent 
oil  and^as  producers  which  are  not  now 
and  never  have  been  primarily  engaged 
in  the  transportation  or  sale  of  natural 
gas  in  interstate  commerce,  and  which 
are  not  even  secondarily  engaged  in  «uch 
actions  except  for  sales  to  other  con- 
cerns which  are  engaged  in  interstate 
transportation. 

As  said  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Ferguson],  who  apparently  agrees 
with  the  court's  decision : 

Prior  to  June  7  (the  date  of  the  decision) 
the  Commission  had  considered  producers 
and  gatherers  of  natural  gas  as  not  within 
the  purview  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  and  the 
Commission  had  confined  Its  regulation  of 
the  natural  gas  industry  pretty  largely  to 
the  pipeline  companies.  In  Its  original  budg- 
et estimate  for  the  year  ended  June  30,  1955. 


the  Commission  estimated  that  only  120  nat- 
ural gas  companies  were  subject  to  its  Juris- 
diction under  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  These 
120  companies  were,  on  the  whole,  pipeline 
companies. 

It  is  now  estimated  that  about  4.000  addi- 
tional natural  gas  companies,  as  defined  in 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  are  subject  to  the  (^m- 
mlssion's  regulatory  authority.  (Ooncrcs- 
sioNAL  Record,  Aug.  3.  1954,  p.  13091.) 

Again,  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
FMr.  Ferguson]  referred  to  these  addi- 
tional persons  and  companies  attempted 
to  be  brought  under  the  act.  as  "new" 
natural  gas  companies.     He  said: 

The  new  natural-gas  companies  rtiay  seek 
changes  In  the  rates  by  filing  appropriate 
notices  with  the  Commission.  (Conckcs- 
sioNAL  Record,  p.  13092.) 

The  senior  Senator  from  Michigan, 
arguing  for  an  additional  $300,000  ap- 
propriation for  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
mi.ssion  to  carry  out  its  regulation  of 
these  new  natural-gas  companies,  which 
appropriation  was  denied  by  the  Senate, 
said  that  there  would  be  great  confusion 
and  chaos  in  the  industry  if  the  Com- 
mission were  not  given  the  funds  to  carry 
out  its  newly  found  regulatory  powers. 
Actually,  chaos  and  confusion  exist  to- 
day among  independent  producers  and 
will  exist  in  the  future  among  consum- 
ers, not  because  of  any  failure  of  Con- 
gress to  appropriate  money,  but  because 
of  the  Court's  decision  and  the  fact  that 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  has  fol- 
lowed that  decision  by  issuing  0$  orders 
Nos.  174  and  174A  freezing  the  wellhead 
price  on  natural  gas  and  requiring  cer- 
tificates by  which  these  4.000  independ- 
ent producers  must  quaUfy  as  natural- 
gas  companies  if  they  are  to  continue  to 
sell  gas  which  ends  up  in  interstate  com- 
merce. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  .something  about 
this  chaos  and  confusion.  I  predicted 
it  when  as  attorney  general  of  Texas  I 
represented  our  State,  our  conservation 
commission,  and  our  school  land  board  in 
the  Phillips  case  when  it  was  before  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  The  Com- 
mission decided  in  our  favor,  but  it  was 
overruled  by  the  Supreme  Court.  Now, 
the  Commission  has  made  the  error  of 
entering  this  new  field  of  regulation 
while  a  motion  for  rehearing  is  pending 
in  the  Supreme  Court,  and  before  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  has  had 
an  opportunity  to  decide  whether  to  cor- 
rect the  injustice  or  to  appropriate  funds 
to  implement  the  decision. 

This  action  of  the  Commission,  taken 
without  a  public  hearing,  has  accen- 
tuated the  chaos  and  confusion  not  only 
among  independent  producers  of  gas, 
but  among  State  officials  and  regulatoiy 
bodies  whose  jurisdictions  are  being  ig- 
nored, and  it  will  extend  in  due  time  to 
the  consuming  pubhc.  I  say  this  be- 
cause mo5t  of  these  indei>endent  pro- 
ducers will  shut  off  their  sales  rather 
than  qualify  as  natural-gas  companies 
and  subject  themselves  to  regulation  of 
rates  by  the  Federal  Power  Commission. 
They  are  not  utilities.  They  are  not 
natural-gas  companies.  They  are 
searchers,  developers,  and  producers  of 
oil  and  gas  who  cannot  operate  under 
utility-type  rate  fixing. 

With  all  of  the  risk  involved  in  search- 
ing for  and  producing  oil  and  ga«s,  inde- 
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pendent  producers  cannot  exist  on  rates 
fixed  as  though  they  were  utility  com- 
panies and  based  solely  upon  their  de- 
preciated Investments.  These  do  not 
take  into  ac«  junt  the  losses  from  dry 
holes  and  other  expenses  of  this  nature. 
Many  of  these  independent  producers 
have  automatic  termination  clauses  In 
their  sales  contracts  providing  that  the 
contracts  shall  end  if  the  producers  are 
ever  subjected  to  regulation  by  the  Fed- 
eral Power  Commission. 

I  am  sure  that  the  order  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  was  distasteful  to 
some  of  the  Commissioners  who  signed 
it.  It  has  been  suggested  that  one  of  the 
purposes  might  have  been  to  alert  all 
cancerned  with  the  chaos  and  confusion 
which  will  result  if  the  Commission  is 
not  relieved  by  the  Congress  from  this 
added  burden  and  responsibility — a  re- 
spond bility  which  the  Commission  had 
never  though*:,  was  imposed  upon  it  by 
the  Natural  Gas  Act.  Even  so,  orders 
174  and  174A  were  unfortunate. 

The  present  order.  174A,  if  enforced, 
would  work  untold  hardships  and  injus- 
tices. Petitions  are  now  pending  before 
the  Commission  for  rehearing  and  re- 
consideration. It  is  hoped  that  they  will 
be  granted  and  that  the  Commission  will 
revoke  its  present  order  and  set  this  en- 
tire matter  down  for  a  hearing.  It 
should  be  set  off  until  a  date  next  year, 
when  the  Conzress  also  will  have  had  an 
opportunity  to  consider  the  entire  mat- 
ter and  to  ag.iin  declare  the  exemption 
of  independent  producers  which  was  set 
forth  in  the  original  Natural  Gas  Act. 
In  the  meantime,  there  are  numerous  in- 
equities and  injustices  which  the  Com- 
mi.'=slon  can  avoid  on  its  own  motion, 
even  before  full  rehearing  and  recon- 
sideration of  the  present  order.  This 
should  include  recognition  of  rate  in- 
creases provided  by  contract  prior  to  the 
Court's  decisior.  many  of  which  were  to 
pay  increased  production  taxes. 

This  matter  of  increased  production 
taxes  is  very  important  in  the  State  of 
Texas,  where,  effective  September  1, 
1954.  the  prc'duction  tax  will  be  in- 
creased from  5.72  percent  to  9  percent 
of  the  market  value  of  the  gas  produced. 
Practically  all  of  the  long-term  sales 
contracts  in  our  State  provide  that  the 
purcha.ser  will  beer  all  or  a  very  substan- 
tial part  of  any  increase  in  the  produc- 
tion tax.  Unless  the  Commission 
amends  its  orcer,  the  producers  and  roy- 
alty owners  Vvill  have  to  bear  the  in- 
crease in  tax  contrary  to  their  sales  con- 
tracts, or  the  purchasers  will  have  to 
make  the  payments  and  thereby  subject 
themselves  to  possible  penalties  for  pay- 
ing the  increased  price. 

Mr.  President,  in  order  to  avoid  the 
chaos,  confusion.  Inequities,  and  injus- 
tices implicit  in  this  entire  affair.  It  Is 
hoped  that  the  Federal  Power  Commis- 
sion wiU  make  appropriate  amendments 
promptly  and  that  it  will  Anally  set  aside 
its  order  until  a  full  and  complete  hear- 
ing can  be  held  and  until  a  further  ex- 
pression of  policy  can  be  made  by  the 
Congress.  Action  by  Congress  is  im- 
perative if  sufllcient  natural  gas  is  to  be 
made  available  for  transmission  to  non- 
producing  States  and  if  State  conserva- 
tion laws  and  private  rights  of  contract 
are  to  be  preserved. 


CITATION  OF  CORLISS  LAMONT  FOR 
CONTEMPT  OF  THE  SENATE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  281)  to  cite 
Corliss  Lamont  for  contempt  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
KucHEL  in  the  chair) .  The  Senator  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  LANGER.  What  is  the  pending 
question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  Senate  Reso- 
lution 281,  to  cite  Corliss  Lamont  for 
contempt  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quortma. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  has  the 
floor. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  withhold  the 
suggestion. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  fMr.  McCarthy]. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  I 
explained  the  case  the  other  day.  I 
would  rather  not  take  the  time  of  the 
Senate  again,  unless  there  are  ques- 
tions. If  there  are,  I  shall  be  happy  to 
answer  questions.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  has  questions  re- 
garding the  case.  Would  the  Senator 
prefer  that  I  go  over  it  briefly? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  would  rather  the 
Senator  would  do  so. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  This  is  the  case  of 
Corliss  Lamont  whom  we  ask  to  have 
Cited  for  contempt  of  the  Senate.  The 
subcommittee  voted  unanimously,  and  I 
think  the  full  committee  voted  unani- 
mously, to  cite  him  for  contempt.  The 
Attorney  General  wrote  us  a  letter — I 
read  It  this  morning  in  regard  to  the 
other  cases — in  which  he  stated  it  ap- 
pears that  a  contempt  proceeding  would 
be  in  order. 

The  reason  why  Lamont  was  called 
before  the  committee  was  that  he  had 
been  doing  some  writing  which  was  be- 
ing used  to  indoctrinate  members  of  the 
military  forces,  and  because  he  had  in- 
formation about  Communists  who  were 
writing  for  the  Government.  He  re- 
fused to  tell  whether  he  admitted  to 
Louis  Budenz  he  was  a  Communist. 
Louis  Budenz  testified  he  had  admitted 
over  the  phone  he  was  one.  He  said 
he  was  not.  He  admitted  he  knew  Clar- 
ence Hathaway,  another  well-known 
Communist.  He  refused  to  tell  whether 
he  worked  for  Hathaway  in  connection 
with  penetration  of  various  organiza- 
tions by  the  Conmiunist  Party.  He  re- 
fused to  tell  whether  he  was  ever  under 
instructions  from  the  Communist  Party 
or  known  Communists.  He  refused  to 
tell  whether  he  exercised  any  activities 
in  behalf  of  the  Communist  Party.  He 
refused  to  tell  us  whether  he  knew  any 
of  the  Communists  who  edited  U.  S.  S.  R., 
a  Concise  Handbook,  which  was  used  by 
the  military  forces;  whether  they  were 
members  of  the  Communist  Party,  and 
whether  he,  Lamont,  had  contributed  to 
the  book;  and  so  on  down  the  line.  He 
refused  to  answer  a  number  of  questions 
having  to  do  with  his  Communist  ac- 
tivities and  the  Communist  activities  of 


others  who  wrote  for  the  Communists. 
He  did  not  invoke  the  fifth  amendment. 
Therefore,  the  committee  has  voted  to 
cite  him  for  contempt. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  ask  tinani- 
mous  consent  that  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  may  be  permitted  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  I  may  yield  for  that  purpose. 
without  my  losing  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  have 
before  me  the  testimony  in  this  case.  On 
page  3  of  the  testimony  Mr.  Lamont 
makes  a  statement  of  his  resisons  for  not 
answering  the  questions.  As  I  read  his 
statement,  he  raised  a  technical  question 
as  to  whether  the  committee,  of  which 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is 
chairman,  had  jurisdiction  to  ask  the 
questions.  There  is  no  doubt  of  his  liav- 
ing  declined  to  answer.  He  raised  the 
issue  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  commit- 
tee. The  contempt  citation  will  test  that 
question  in  the  court.  If  he  is  asked  to 
answer  the  question,  and  he  declines  to 
answer,  he  will  be  guilty  of  a  real  con- 
tempt. 

I  wish  to  ask  if  the  Senator  is  asking 
that  Mr.  Lamont  be  sent  to  jail  or  fined 
because  he  raised  a  jurisdictional  ques- 
tion?   

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  have  no  taterest 
In  sending  Lamont  to  jail.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  he  refused  to  answer,  I  beUeve 
if  we  do  not  cite  him  for  contempt  and 
have  the  matter  handled  in  that  way,  it 
would  mean  that  any  other  witness  be- 
fore the  committee  could  do  likewise. 
Harvey  O'Coimer  came  before  the  com- 
mittee and  was  asked  the  same  question. 
He  has  been  indicted  by  the  grand  jury. 
I  do  not  think  he  has  been  tried  yet. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  have 
known  Mr.  Lamont  since  he  was  a  young 
man.  I  have  been  greatly  distressed  by 
his  Communist  leanings,  as  all  his  friends 
have.  I  know  his  parents  have  been. 
They  are  friends  of  mine.  I  hesitate  to 
vote  for  a  contempt  citation  which  might 
result  in  a  fine  or  sending  him  to  jail. 

When  he  simply  raises  the  jurisdic- 
tional question  of  whether  the  commit- 
tee has  the  legal  right  to  ask  the  ques- 
tions about  the  book,  could  that  question 
not  be  settled  without  putting  us  in  the 
position  of  citing  a  man  for  contempt 
when  he  may  not  have  dome  anything 
wrong  except  raise  the  issue  of  juris- 
diction? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey,  so  he  may  not 
have  any  misapprehension,  I  wrote  the 
Justice  Department  and  asked  for  an 
opinion  as  to  whether  they  thought  he 
was  in  contempt.  I  asked  whether  they 
would  conduct  an  investigation  as  to 
whether  he  should  be  tried  for  perjury. 
The  perjury  matter  is  not  before  the 
Senate.  The  contempt  matter  is.  I  have 
no  idea  what  a  judge  might  do  if  Lamont 
should  be  found  guilty  of  contempt,  or 
whether  the  Judge  might  feel  that  he  had 
been  acting  in  good  faith,  and  let  him  go 
so  he  might  purge  himself  of  the  con- 
tempt, or  whether  the  judge  might  send 
him  to  JalL    That  is  a  question  raised  in 
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the  ease  of  almost  every  witness  who 
refnsn  to  answer. 

Mr.  SIOTH  of  New  Jersey.  I  agree 
with  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that 
the  question  as  to  whether  a  committee 
of  the  House  or  the  Senate  has  a  right  to 
ask  these  questions  ought  to  be  settled. 
This  particular  witness  was  not  pleading 
the  fifth  amendment,  which  might  im- 
ply some  guilt.  He  had  written  a  book, 
and  he  raised  the  question  about  the 
legal  right  of  the  ctHnmittee  to  ask  ques- 
tions about  it  I  take  it  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  Is  asking  the  court  to 
decide  whether  or  not  Lamont  should  be 
compelled  to  answer  the  questions.  I 
am  making  the  inquiry  so  that  the  sltua- 
tKm  may  be  clear,  if  I  have  to  go  along 
with  the  contempt  citation. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator  hfltf  correctly  stated  the  proposi- 
tion.         

Mr.  SMTES  of  New  Jersey.  I  thank 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  IiANOER.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  Could  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  LANOER.  I  would  rather  pro- 
ceed at  this  time. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  thought  I  had 
the  floor. 

Mr.  LANOER.  No.  I  yielded  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  President,  as  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  at  various 
times  complaints  and  petitions  come  to 
me.  Under  the  first  amendment  to  the 
Constitution,  and  hi  the  Bill  of  Rights, 
there  is  a  provision  for  the  right  of 
petition  at  any  time.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  in  the  penitentiaries  there  is  a 
notice  in  the  cell  blocks  that  any  pris- 
oner can  write  a  letter  at  any  time  to  the 
Attorney  General  direct^,  without  the 
warden  having  a  right  to  Interfere. 
Following  that  right  of  petition  under 
the  first  amendment.  Corliss  Lamont 
wrote  a  letter  to  every  Senator.  I  felt 
I  should  pay  some  attention  to  it.  be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  I  am  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  but 
every  Senator  received  this  letter,  which 
was  dated  March  23,  1954.    It  reads: 

ICt  Dbab  Bkhatob:  I  have  been  Informed 
tlutt  tlM  Permanent  Subcommittee  on  In- 
vestigations ot  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  has  voted  to  recom- 
mend that  I  be  cited  for  contempt  of  the 
United  States  Senate.  That  decision  taken 
by  the  subcommittee  arises  out  of  my  ap- 
pearance pursuant  to  subpena  before  the 
subcommittee  in  executive  session.  That 
subcommittee  consisted  of  one  person.  Sen- 
ator Joseph  R.  McCAarHT.  I  was  never  called 
before  the  committee  In  public  hearing,  nor 
befc«-e  the  full  committee. 

On  the  22d  day  of  September  1953  I  was 
served  with  a  subpena  to  appear  before  the 
Senate  Subcommittee  on  Investigations  on 
the  aSd  day  of  September  1863. 

That  is  to  say.  the  next  day. 
I  read  further: 

Pursuant  to  that  subpena  I  appeared  be- 
fore Senator  Josxpb  R.  McCabtht  sitting  as 
the  committee  In  executive  session.  I  had 
been  Informed  that  the  matters  then  under 
investigation  Involved  Communist  Infiltra- 
tion among  Army  personnel.  Since  I  had  no 
connectktt  whatever  with  such  activity.  I  had 
prepared  for  submission  to  the  subcommittee 
a  statement  of  my  objections  to  the  jurisdic- 


tion of  the  subcommittee.  My  testimony  ap- 
pears at  pages  14337  et  seq.  of  the  steno- 
graphic transcript  of  the  hearings,  and  the 
statement  of  my  objections  to  the  Jurisdic- 
tion appears  at  pages  14341-14344. 

That  testimony  has  been  reproduced  tn 
printed  form  for  use  by  the  Committee  on 
Ck>vemment  Operations.  In  the  printed 
record  my  statement  of  objections  to  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  subcommittee  appears  on 
pages  3  and  4. 

In  my  statement  of  objection  to  Jurisdic- 
tion— 

That  relates  to  the  point  raised  a  mo- 
ment ago  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  Jersey — 

I  said  that  I  anx  not  now  and  never  have 
been  a  member  of  the  Communist  Party. 
At  no  time  did  I  take  advantage  of  or  pletd 
the  fifth  amendment  In  my  defense. 

I  further  stated  that  I  am  a  private  citi- 
zen of  the  United  States,  that  I  hold  no 
ofllce  of  public  honor  or  trust,  that  I  am 
not  employed  In  any  governmental  depart- 
ment, nor  am  I  under  salary  or  grant  from 
any  governmental  department. 

My  objection  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Bubconunlttee  was  based  upon  the  fact  that 
It  had  no  right  to  Inquire  into  my  political 
beliefs,  personal  and  private  affairs,  my  re- 
Uglou;"  beliefs,  and  my  assoclatlonal  activi- 
ties as  a  private  citizen.  My  objection  was 
further  based  on  the  Idea  that  the  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Conimittee  on  Government 
Operations  was  Invading  the  power  of  the 
judiciary  and  the  power  of  the  Executive  and 
thus  violating  the  tripartite  separation  Of 
powers  as  a  doctrine  of  American  Govern- 
ment. 

I  am  annexing  hereto  a  copy  of  the  state- 
ment of  my  objections  to  the  Jurisdlctiqn 
of  the  subcommittee.  1 

I  think  I  shall  read  that  statement  at 
this  point,  Mr.  President: 

To  the  Senate  Permanent  Subcommittee  an 
Investigations  of  the  Senate  Committee  On 
Government  Operations: 

1.  I,  Corliss  Lamont,  residing  at  450  River- 
side Drive,  In  the  Borough  of  Manhattan, 
city  of  New  York,  having  been  subpenaed 
before  this  committee  by  subpena  dated  the 
21st  day  of  September  1953,  and  signed  by 
JosxPH  R.  McCaktht,  as  chairman,  do  hereby 
respectfully  object  to  the  power  and  Juris- 
diction of  this  committee  to  inquire  into  (a) 
my  political  beliefs,  (b)  any  other  personal 
and  private  affairs,  (c)  my  religious  beliefs, 
(d)  my  assoclatlonal  activities. 

2.  Let  It  be  understood  that  I  am  a  private 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  that  I  hold  no 
office  of  public  honor  or  trust,  and  I  am  net 
employed  in  any  governmental  department, 
nor  am  I  under  salary  or  grant  from  any 
governmental  department. 

3.  To  dispose  of  a  question  causing  cur- 
rent apprehension,  I  am  a  loyal  American, 
and  I  am  not  now,  and  never  have  been,  a 
member  of  the  Communist  Party.  i 

4.  The  grounds  of  my  objection  are:         \ 

(a)  As  stated  In  United  States  v.  Rumety 
(97  L.  Ed.  494),  a  case  involving  a  refusal 
to  give  testimony  before  a  committee  of  the 
Hotise  of  Representatives,  the  Supretae 
Court  of  the  United  States  said,  in  a  con- 
curring opinion  by  Mr.  Justice  Etouglas : 

"The  power  of  investigation  is  also  lim- 
ited. Inquiry  into  personal  and  private  af- 
fairs Is  precluded." 

(b)  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  has  said  In  Jones  v.  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  (298  U.  S.  1) ,  throu^ 
Mr.  Justice  Sutherland: 

"The  citizen  when  Interrogated  about  his 
private  affairs  has  a  right  before  answering 
to  know  why  the  Inquiry  is  made;  and  if 
the  purpose  disclosed  Is  not  a  legitimate 
one,  he  Is  not  required  to  answer." 

(c)  Under  the  first  amendment  to  the 
Constitution  the  power  of  Investigation  by 


Congress  Into  matters  Involving  freedom  of 
speech  and  freedom  of  the  press  cannot  be 
used  in  the  absence  of  legislative  intent  or 
power.  The  Congress  of  the  United  States 
has  no  constitutional  right  to  legislate  with 
regard  to  prior  restraint  or  utterance  In 
either  form,  and  that  as  to  any  books  al- 
ready written  or  statements  made,  no  ex 
post  facto  law  could  be  passed  determining 
Innocence  or  criminality,  and  that  there- 
fore any  investigations  into  my  writlaga  Is 
beyond  the  power  of  this  committee. 

5.  Under  our  Constitution  our  Oovemment 
Is  a  Government  of  limited  powers,  tripar- 
tite in  form,  consisting  of  the  legislative, 
the  Judicial,  and  the  executive;  and  any 
inquiry  Into  personal  conduct,  personal  be- 
liefs, or  associatlonal  activity  lies  within 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Judicial  department, 
and  the  exercise  of  this  power  by  th#  leg- 
islature Is  an  unconstitutional  Invasion  of 
the  power  of  the  Judiciary. 

The  Supreme  Court  has  held  that  this 
separation  of  powers  is  fundan\ental  to  the 
existence  of  our  democracy,  and  that  not 
even  an  emergency  warrants  an  Invasion  of 
the  powers  of  one  department  by  the  Other. 
{Youngstoicn  Sheet  <fc  Tube  Co.  v.  S^voyer 
(343   U.  S.   579).) 

That  is  the  steel  company  seizure  case. 
with  which  all  of  us  are  familiar.    ; 
I  read  further:  ! 

6.  The  Jurisdiction  of  this  committee  Is 
further  limited  by  the  statutes  which  con- 
stitute and  set  forth  its  functions  and  sphere 
of  authority.  Under  the  rules  of  the  Senate 
and  the  statutes  organizing  the  appoint- 
ment of  this  standing  committee,  this  com- 
mittee has  no  authority  to  examine  into  the 
personal  and  private  affairs  of  private  citi- 
zens. Any  action  with  regard  to  my  books 
by  officials  of  the  Government  was  done 
without  my  prior  knowledge  or  consultation 
with  me.  I  took  no  part  In  any  proceedings 
involving  any  governmental  authority  and 
therefore  this  committee  is  without  power 
to  examine  me  under  the  rules  and  statute 
governing   it. 

7.  This  conunlttee  is  not  a  competent  tri- 
bunal. The  resignation  from  this  commit- 
tee of  all  members  belonging  to  one  of  the 
major  parties,  1.  e.,  the  Democratic  Farty. 
has  deprived  this  committee  of  its  compe- 
tency to  act  untU  It  has  been  properly  con- 
stituted. 

Mr.  Lamont  continued,  and  this  is  of 
particular  interest  to  me: 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  executive  session 
I  was  ordered  to  attend  in  Washington  on 
Monday.  1  p.  m..  September  28,  in  room  318 
of  the  Senate  Office  Building,  page  14377  of 
the  stenographic  minutes,  page  18  of  the 
printed  record.  [ 

I  particularly  call  this  to  the  attention 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin   [Mr.  McCarthy]: 

On  Friday  afternoon.  September  25,  I  re- 
ceived the  following  wire  signed  by  "Jox 
McCarthy,   chairman"; 

"Your  appearance  before  this  subcom- 
mittee in  Washington,  D.  C,  on  Monday, 
September  28,  1953,  has  been  postponed. 
Howe-er.  you  are  under  continuing  sub- 
pena, and  both  you  and  your  counsel  will 
be  notified  when  your  apf>earance  is  re- 
quired." 

I,  therefore,  did  not  attend  on  Monday, 
September  28.  1953.  and  I  was  shocked  to 
receive  a  telephone  call  from  a  newspaper- 
man on  Monday  morning,  in  which  he  told 
me  that  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
had  called  the  committee  to  order  »t  10 
o'clock  In  the  morning  and  had  there  made 
the  following  statement: 

"The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  come 
to  order.  We  had  announced  last  week  that 
Mr.  Corliss  Lamont  would  be  before  the  com- 
mittee   today.     Mr.   Lamont    has   not    been 
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subpenaed.  He  was  notified  that  he  could 
come  today  and  purge  himself  of  the  con- 
tempt of  failure  to  answer  last  week.  Is  Mr. 
Lament  here? 

"(There  was  no  response.) 

"The  Chairman.  I  will  ask  the  staff  to 
make  the  executive  testimony  In  the  Lamont 
case  part  of  th€'  public  record  at  this  point, 
so  that  the  reason  for  the  citation  lor  con- 
tempt  will  be  very  clear." 

The  first  paragraph  of  that  statement 
obviously  contained  two  statements  at 
variance  with  fact.  The  telegram  quoted 
above  shows  that  the  Senator  knew  that  1 
was  continued  under  subpena  and  that  my 
appearance  was  po6tp>oned.  Nevertheless,  on 
the  basis  of  th.s  misstatement  of  fact  the 
testimony  taken  in  executive  session  was 
placed  upon  the  public  record. 

I  thereupon  wrote  to  Hon.  Joseph  R.  Mc- 
Carthy pointinj;  out  this  inaccuracy  In  the 
record  and  the  results  that  followed  there- 
from by  letter,  dated  October  2,  1953 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  permit 
an  interruption  at  this  point? 

Mr.  LANGER.  If  the  Senator  from 
Wiscon.sin  does  not  mind,  I  prefer  to  con- 
tinue the  reading: 

by  letter,  dated  October  24,  19S3.  plfrned  by 
Fr.nntis  P  Carr  executive  director.  Senate 
Permanent  Subconimitlee  on  Investigations. 
I  w>ts  informed  that  the  paragraph  on  page 
14.337  which  begins  "we  had  announced  laat 
week."  and  so  forth  through  "Tliere  was  no 
response."  had  been  deleted.  Nothing 
further  was  done  to  correct  the  record  and 
the  Inclusion  1  i  the  permanent  record  of 
the  minute.s  tal.en  at  an  executive  ses.'-lon. 
which  minutes  had  not  yet  teen  submitted 
to  me  lor  correc-luu  or  completion  as  agreed 
ujKjn. 

Immediately  f  illnwinp  my  appearance  be- 
fore the  .subcon  mlttee  in  executive  session 
its  chairman  had  summoned  the  press  be- 
fore him.  and  hid  in  effect  made  public  all 
that  transpired  at  that  executive  session. 
Thereupon  the  press  of  the  country  rallied 
with  a  type  of  a]  jiroval  of  my  conduct  which 
was  heartening  lo  me.  Editorials  apjieared 
in  leading  ueAbpapers  throughout  the 
Unilcd  States. 

On  .September  25.  the  New  York  Times 
WTf  te  ;i  lead  edi'orial  and  said; 

"The  action  o)  Corliss  Lamont  in  dcfyinc; 
the  McCarthy  conmlttee  on  the  eiound  that 
the  latter  is  t-nconstitutionaKy  violating 
the  jiersonal  rights  of  private  cltiyens  raises 
n'.'ain  the  Interesting  and  Important  ques- 
tion of  how  far  c)ngressional  comniittees  can 
\:Ti>',ivr\\-  go." 

The  Wa.-^hingt  m  Post  in  an  editorial  on 
Srjjteniber  29.  sn-d 

'  Corli.ss  Lamont  has  challcnsed  the  lurl":- 
dtctlon  of  Senat  ir  McCarthys  Government 
Optrations  Com  nlltee  on  substantial  and 
si!;iiiftcani    groiii.ds." 

This  wa.<;  only  the  first  sentence  of  a 
leni^'hy  editorial 

The  St  Louis  Post-Dlppatch.  on  the  same 
dav.  In   an   editorial   said: 

"The  Sc-nate  w  U  want  to  think  twice  and 
a  third  lime  if  necct^ary  before  it  vctes  to 
cite  Corli.ss  Lamint  for  contempt  because 
he  relused  to  an*wer  questions  put  to  him 
in  ser.ret  at  a  one-man  subcommittee  hear- 
ing." and  ended  a  lengthy  editorial  In  the 
lol lowing    language: 

"Until  that  is  done,  many  Americans  will 
fippliiud  Corliss  Lamont  for  having.  In  effect. 
s;j(  ken  up  for  tl.em  and  their  rights  to  be 
secure  In  their  thoughts  and  In  their  per- 
ton'il  lives." 

From  all  over  the  country  came  editorial 
sujipcrt:  Providence  Sundav  Journal.  No- 
vember 1.  19,^3.  Plttsflcld  (Mass.)  Berkshire 
iagle,  September  25,  1953;  Montgomery 
(.\la.i  Journal,  September  30.  1953:  Lynch- 
b.irg  iVa  )  News.  September  29.  1953;  Wa- 
ifcfioo    ilowa)    Cttirler.   September   25,    1953. 


And  as  far  away  as  Dallas,  the  Dallas  Morn- 
ing News  of  October  1,  1963.  ended  Its  edi- 
torial saying: 

"But  he  commands  respect  for  his  position 
before  the  committee.  On  the  Important 
question  of  membership  In  the  Communist 
Party,  he  answered  unequivocally  under 
oath.  Very  few  of  those  Interrogated  by 
Senator  Joe  McCarthy  have  had  either  the 
courage  or  the  wisdom  to  do  that." 

Since  then  further  editorial  comment  fav- 
orable to  my  position  has  been  received. 

I  have  no  wish  as  an  American  citizen  lo 
be  in  contempt  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  objections 
which  I  took  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  this  sub- 
committee afford  a  basis  for  serious  con- 
slderaiton  and  are  not  to  be  lightly  dis- 
missed. It  seems  to  me  that  the  entire  con- 
duct of  the  hearing  at  which  I  was  called  as 
a  witness  is  a  matter  which  merits  serious 
consideration  by  the  Senate. 

Grave  legal  problems  arise  out  of  the  ap- 
propriate constitutional  provisions  pnd  llie 
Interpretation  thereof  hy  the  .Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States.  Not  every  difference  of 
opinion  with  regard  iheieto  necessarily  in- 
volves contempt. 

I  respectfully  aek.  therefore,  that  there  be 
no  endorsement  of  the  wishes  of  the  subcom- 
mittee, but  that  you.  as  a  Senator  of  the 
United  States,  give  this  matter  its  due 
weight  and  protect  me  from  an  indictment 
for  a  contempt  which  I  neither  feel  nor  have 
committed. 

Very  respectfully  submitted. 

Corliss  Lamont. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  Pre.sident,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.     In  a  moment. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin was  very  kind  today.  I  asked 
him  for  a  copy  of  the  hearings  and  also 
a  copy  of  the  letter  he  received  from  the 
Attorney  General.  I  invite  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  page 
13  of  the  hearinRS.  I  wish  to  say  a^ain 
that  I  am  interested  in  this  case  as  a 
matter  of  fair  play.  I  do  not  care 
whether  a  man  is  rich  or  poor,  black  or 
white.  No  matter  how  humble  a  man 
may  be  or  how  wealthy  he  may  be,  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  feels  he  is 
entitled  to  a  square  deal  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate. 

Now,  there  was  a  hearing  before  a  one- 
man  subcommittee 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.     In  a  minute. 

There  was  a  hearing  before  the  sub- 
committee, and  after  that  Mr.  Lamont 
was  told  to  appear  on  Monday.  Before 
he  could  appear  on  the  28th,  he  received 
a  telczram.  signed  on  the  25th.  inform- 
ing him  that  he  did  not  have  lo  appear. 
Ke  i-elied  upon  that. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  May  we  clear  up 
that  question  now? 

Mr.  LANGER.     Just  one  moment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me  for  1  minute? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  should  like  to  finish 
this  thought. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  am  sorry. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  wish  to  refer  again 
to  page  13,  to  show  how  important  Mr. 
Lamont  felt  it  was,  and  how  he  felt  his 
riphts  were  being  infringed  by  the  action 
which  was  taken  by  the  subcommittee 
Monday  afternoon. 


Mr.  MCCARTHY.  May  I  relate  the 
story  as  to  that  matter? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Just  one  minute.  At 
the  time  of  the  hearing,  the  chairman 
asked  him  this  question: 

In  other  words,  your  answer  Is  that  as  of 
this  moment  you  do  not  ever  recall  having 
written  for  the  Etelly  Worker  but  you  are  not 
sure;  it  will  take  further  study  before  you 
can  give  us  a  specific,  positive  answer?    , 

And  Mr.  Lamont  said: 

Yes:  that  Is  It. 

The  Chairman.  The  Chair  will  order  you 
to  make  that  study  and  furnish  the  answer 
the  next  time  you  appear  before  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Lamont  thought  he  was  going  to 
appear  on  Monday.  He  was  subpenaed 
to  appear  on  Monday.  He  expected  to 
appear  on  Monday. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Senator  should 
yield,  in  all  fairness. 

Mr.  LANGER.  He  expected  to  be 
ready  to  answer. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Senator  should 
be  willing  to  yield,  in  fairness.  The 
Senator  is  making  misstatements.  L 
should  like  to  correct  them.  j 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  should  be  glad  to 
have  the  Senator  correct  them. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  If  the  Senator  will 
yield.  I  shall  correct  the  Senator,    * 

Mr.  LANGER.    In  a  moment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  ^from  North  Dakota  declines  to 
yield. 

Mr.  I  ANGER.  On  page  18,  the  chair- 
man  I  Mr.  McCarthy]   said: 


Yes;    I   will   want  him  back  Monda; 

Referring  to  Mr.  Lamont. 

Ves;    I   will   want   him   back   Mondny. 

We  will  want  you  back  Monday.  Mr.  La- 
mont. in  W.ishington.  at  10  o'clock  in  the 
morning  in  room  318  of  the  Senate  Office 
Butldini.  You  are  ordered  to  be  present  at 
that    time. 

Mr  WiTTTN-EERG.  May  I  have  one  moment, 
Mr    Senator'' 

(Mr.  Lainont  confers  with  Mr.  Witten- 
berg.) 

Mr.  Wittenberg.  It  Isn't  possible,  in  view 
of  the  fact  you  are  going  to  want  some  ma- 
terial looked  up — 

The  real  reason  for  my  asking  Is  that  I 
have  pot  a  case  out  We"=t  I  am  about  to  leave 
for.  and  I  could  possibly  by  breaking  one 
of  my  legs — I  dont  suppose  a  crutch  mat- 
ters— uet  back  Sunday  night,  but  I  do  hate 
to  break  a  le?.  if  I  could  avoid  It.  If  It  Is 
possible  to  put  It  later  in  the  week,  could 
you  do  it?  It  is  puroly  a  question  of — as  I 
Fay.  I  am  leiving  tonight,  if  they  have  got 
that  plane  for  me.  The  worst  about  It — I 
understand    that   Tuesday 

Tlie  Chairman.  I  will  be  absent  starting 
Tuesday    for   some    time. 

Mr.  W'lTTENEERG.  I  tell  vou  what.  Senator, 
it  would  be  a  great  convenience  to  me  if  you 
just  said  Monday  afternoon  Instead  of  Mon- 
day morning.  I  am  going  to  a  small  town, 
and  making  connections  Is  bad. 

The  Chairman.  Make  it  1  o'clock  Monday 
afternoon. 

That  is  the  time  for  which  he  was 
subpenaed  for — 1  oclock  Monday  after- 
noon. 

Mr.  Wittenberg.  Monday  afternoon,  1 
o'clock.    Yes.  sir.    Room 

The  Chairman.  I  think  It  Is  318. 

Mr.  Carr.  Check. 

Mr.    Wittenberg.  Senate    OfBce    Building. 

The  Chairman.  Yes.  If  it  Is  not  there,  you 
can  easily  check. 
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lAr.  WzTXSNBaM.  But  In  ttw  Senate  OAce 
Building. 

The  CHAnuuK.  Tee. 

Incidentally,  1  o'clock  meuia  1  o'clock,  not 
1 :  SO,  beesuee  I  em  going  to  be  tied  up  all 
mftemoon. 

lir.  WuiiJiBUM.  I  undentand. 

liay  I  Mk  whetber  It  la  tbe  common  prac- 
tice to  proTlde  ue  vltb  a  copy  of  the  mlnutee. 

The  CiiAnucAif .  In  executive  seaBlona — M  It 
la  a  public  aeeelon.  you  have  a  perfect  right 
to  obtain  a  copy.  In  executive  sessions  we  do 
not  give  out  any  copies  of  the  record.  How- 
ever, we  i»-ovlde  that  If — we  do  imivlde  If 
you  want  to  come  down  or  If  your  client 
comes  down,  you  can  go  over  the  rec(»rd  to 
make  any  conrectlona  In  what  you  think  are 
stenographic  errors,  or  if  the 

Mr.  WiTTXNBzaG.  We  can't  order  a  copy  at 
our  expense  for  that  purpose? 

The  Ohaibuaw.  No.  I  tell  you  why  you 
can't,  because  It  Is  strictly  executive 

Mr.  WrrTKNBZBG.  I  understand.  If  It  Is  a 
rule 

The  Cbauucan.  The  ruling  Is  we  don't 
hand  any  copies  out  to  anybody  at  all. 

Mr.  WrrTEMBxac.  May  we  have  the  stenog- 
rapher Instructed  to  inform  us  when  a  copy 
Is  available  lot  oiu-  examination? 

The  Chauucak.  Frank,  will  you  do  that? 

Mr.  WirrKMBxao.  Thank  you. 

We  have  Mr.  Lament  giving  testimony 
before  this  committee,  and  he  had  not 
had  an  opportunity  to  correct  the  record. 
He  had  not  had  an  opportunity  to  go 
over  the  stenographic  report,  and  he  had 
been  promised  that  if  he  would  come 
down  on  Monday  at  1  o'clock,  he  would 
have  an  opportunity  to  go  over  it.  He 
had  a  continuing  sub];)ena,  and  then  re- 
ceived a  telegram 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  please  let  me  give  the  facts? 
The  Senator  Is  misstating  them.  The 
Senator  is  grossly  misstating  them. 

Mr.  LANQER.  In  simple  Justice  to  all 
Members  of  the  Senate,  before  this  cita- 
tion was  voted,  these  facts  should  have 
been  brought  out  by  the  chairman.  I 
yield  now  to  my  friend  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor. I  am  sure  he  had  no  intention  of 
misstating  the  facts.  The  facts  have 
been  grossly  misstated. 

Mr.  Lamont  appeared  before  the  com- 
mittee on  Wednesday,  the  23d.  At  that 
time  he  was  ordered  to  return  on  the 
following  Monday  morning.  He  objected 
to  that.  We  changed  the  date  to  the 
afternoon  of  that  Monday.  He  was 
averse  to  that.  Committee  counsel  was 
in  touch  with  his  lawyers.  He  had  two 
lawyers. 

Incidentally,  Mr.  Lamont  is  a  very 
wealthy  man.  not  in  his  own  right,  but 
through  inheritance.  Committee  coun- 
sel, Mr.  Cohn,  suggested  Thursday,  in 
view  of  the  fact  tliat  Lament's  lawyers 
had  said  it  would  be  a  great  hardship  for 
them  to  come  on  Monday. 

Therefore,  as  a  covutesy  to  Mr.  La- 
mont. a  telegram  was  sent  to  him,  stating 
that  he  would  not  be  required  to  appear 
on  Monday,  because  he  had  objected  to 
appearing  on  Monday. 

He  was  then  told  by  telephone  that  if 
he  wanted  to  appear  and  purge  himself 
of  contempt,  Monday  would  be  the  dead- 
line, or  he  would  notify  us  by  Monday. 

On  that  Monday.  I  called  to  see  if  he 
was  in  the  room,  knowing  that  he  had 
been  notified  that  he  could  purge  him- 


self of  contempt  on  that  day.  if  he  wanted 
to  do  90,  and  that  if  he  did  not  want  to 
do  so,  his  case  citing  him  for  contempt 
would  be  submitted  to  the  Senate. 

No  man  could  have  been  treated  more 
fairly  than  this  man  Lamont.  We  ex- 
tended every  courtesy  and  consideration 
to  this  man  of  great  wealth,  who  has 
been  one  of  the  outstanding  apologists 
for  the  Communist  Party.  We  gave  him 
the  right  to  appear  before  the  subcom- 
mittee and  present  certain  information. 

The  Senate  may  wish  to  know  what 
kind  of  information  we  desired  to  obtain 
from  him.  We  found  that  he  had  con- 
tributed a  chapter  to  a  book  entitled 
"U.  S.  S.  R.— A  Concise  Handbook," 
which  was  being  used  by  the  military 
authorities  of  our  country.  Lamont 
wrote  a  chapter  for  that  book.  We 
wanted  to  find  put  whether  the  author  of 
the  book  was  a  member  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party.  Lamont  refused  to  tell  us. 
He  refused  to  give  us  any  information 
about  the  Communist  conspiracy.  We 
knew — and  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  also  knows — that  Lamont 
had  been  the  head  of  the  National  Coun- 
cil of  American  Soviet  Friendship,  which 
has  been  cited  by  the  Attorney  General 
as  an  arm  of  the  Communist  Party. 

We  were  entitled  to  know  why  the 
JKtny  was  using  the  works  of  Communist 
loiters  in  indoctrinating  our  troops. 

We  also  knew  that  he  had  written  a 
chapter  for  the  book  entitled  "Peoples  of 
the  Soviet  Union."  He  came  before  our 
committee,  and  refused  to  answer  our 
questions.  This  was  not  the  case  of  a 
man  from  the  other  side  of  the  tracks. 
Who  did  not  know  his  legal  rights,  or  who 
did  not  know  that  he  had  the  right  to 
engage  counsel. 

Mr.  Lamont  is  a  man  of  great  wealth. 
He  was  born  with  a  silver  spoon  in  his 
mouth.  He  has  done  more  to  damage 
this  Nation  than  perhaps  any  other  man 
In  the  country,  with  the  possible  excep- 
tion of  Frederick  Field.  We  asked  him 
for  some  very  simple  information.  We 
asked  him  whether  he  had  told  Louis 
Budenz,  who  had  been  the  editor  of  the 
Daily  Worker,  and  who  had  testified  that 
Lamont  was  a  member  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  whether  he  had  ever  told 
Louis  Budenz  that  he  was  a  member  of 
the  Communist  Party.  As  I  said,  Bu- 
denz had  so  testified. 

We  asked  him  whether  he  was  ever 
under  instruction  from  the  Communist 
Party.    He  refused  to  answer. 

He  did  not  invoke  the  fifth  amend- 
ment. 

We  asked  him  whether  he  had  en- 
gaged in  any  activities  on  behalf  of  the 
Communist  Party.  We  all  knew  he  had. 
There  is  no  question  about  the  fact  that 
he  had  engaged  in  such  activities.  He 
refused  to  answer  our  questions. 

He  was  asked  whether  Ernest  Sim- 
mons, the  author  of  the  book  entitled 
"Peoples  of  the  Soviet  Union,"  was  a 
member  of  the  Communist  Party.  La- 
mont had  contributed  a  chapter  to  that 
book.  That  book,  incidentally,  was  be- 
ing used  at  the  time  of  the  investigation 
by  the  United  States  Army.  He  gave  no 
answer. 

He  was  asked  whether  Ernest  Sim- 
mons was  a  Communist.    He  refused  tki 


answer.  He  was  asked  whether  he  had 
consulted  with  any  members  of  the 
Communist  Party  when  he  wrote  a 
chapter  for  the  book  Peoples  of  the 
Soviet  Union.  He  was  asked  whether 
Vladimir  Kazekavich,  who  wrote  a  chap- 
ter in  a  book  which  was  also  used  by  the 
United  States  Army,  was  a  member  of 
the  Communist  Party. 

He  was  asked  whether  he  knew  that 
Sergei  Kournakoff,  who  produced  works 
used  by  our  Army,  was  a  member  of  the 
Communist  Party.  He  refused  to  an- 
swer. He  w£is  asked  whether  Henry 
Sigerist,  who  had  written  material  used 
by  the  United  States  Army,  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Communist  Party.  He  was 
asked — I  ask  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  to  listen  to  this — whether  he  had 
ever  attended  meetings  where  the 
espionage  activities  of  members  of  the 
Communist  Party  were  discussed.  He 
refused  to  answer. 

Why  this  man,  who  was  bom  with  a 
silver  spoon  in  his  mouth  and  who  had 
been  given  everything  this  Nation  could 
possibly  give  an  individual,  should  re- 
fuse to  help  to  protect  his  nation  against 
conspiracy,  I  do  not  Know. 

I  say  to  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota,  that  here  is  a  test  as  to  whether 
we  can  get  information  of  this  kind.  I 
may  say  that  Harvey  O'Conner  took  the 
same  position.  He  had  written  for 
the  information  program.  O'Connor's 
claim  has  been  disallowed  by  the  grand 
jury  which  indicted  him. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  that  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  is  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  interested  in  whether  Mr.  Lamont 
is  a  wealthy  man  or  a  very  poor  man.  I 
think  it  comes  with  ill  grace  from  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  make  such  a 
statement. 

Only  a  few  short  months  ago  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  saved  a  colored 
boy,  who  was  absolutely  broke  and  who 
did  not  have  a  dollar,  from  being  elec- 
trocuted in  the  city  of  Washington.  I 
deem  it  my  duty  to  represent  anyone  who 
I  believe  is  not  getting  justice,  wliether 
he  be  rich  or  poor. 

I  for  one  resent  the  statement  that 
Lamont  was  bom  with  a  silver  spoon  in 
his  mouth.  The  first  amendment  to  the 
Constitution  states  very  clearly : 

Congress  shall  make  no  law  respecting  an 
establishment  of  religion,  or  prohlbltlag  the 
free  exercise  thereof;  or  abridging  the  free- 
dom of  speech,  or  of  the  press — • 

That  is  involved  in  this  case — 

or  the  right  of  the  people  peaceably  to  as- 
semble and  to  petition  the  Government  for 
a  redress  of  grievances. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  me  30  seconds? 

Mr.  LANGER.     Not  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  (Mr. 
KucHEL  in  the  chair) .  The  Senato<r  de- 
clines to  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  Lamont  received  a 
telegram  from  the  Senators  committee 
on  Friday  afternoon.  February  25,  after 
he  had  appeared  on  Wednesday.  On 
Wednesday  he  had  been  told  that  he 
would  have  to  be  present  on  Monday  at 
1  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  in  room  318 
of  the  Senate  Office  Building.  Then  he 
received  this  telegram.    I  leave  it  to  any 
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Senator  to  say  what  he  would  think  if  he 
received  such  a  telegram: 

Your  appearance  before  this  subcommittee 
In  Washington.  D.  C,  on  Monday,  Septem- 
ber 28.  1953.  has  been  postponed.  However, 
you  are  under  con^  Inulng  subpena  and  both 
you  and  your  counsel  will  be  notified  when 
your  appearance  Is  required. 

The  distinguished  Senator  said  he  tel- 
cpiioned  some  lawyers  here.  Appar- 
ently Mr.  Lamont  was  not  notified. 

There  is  the  further  point  that  he  was 
promised,  when  lie  came  to  the  hearing 
on  Monday,  he  would  have  an  opportu- 
nity to  correct  the  record  and  go  over 
th?  stenographic  report. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  He  could  have 
done  that. 

Mr.  LANGER.  That  was  never  done. 
He  was  never  given  that  opportunity. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Oh.  yes;  he  has 
had  tliat  continuing  opportunity. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Continuing  opportu- 
nity, when  he  is  in  New  York,  and  tlie 
report  is  in  Washington?  He  was  to  be 
there  on  Monday  at  1  o'clock. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  He  has  had  an  op- 
portunity to  examine  the  report. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  hearing  was  post- 
poned. The  minutes  show  that  his  law- 
yer was  to  be  gone  until  Monday.  He 
had  no  opportunity  to  go  over  the  steno- 
praphic  report.  The  only  tiling  in  which 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  is  in- 
tcre.«;ted  in  is  fair  play  to  the  witness. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  North  Dpkota  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.     For  a  question. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Ls  the  Senator 
aware  of  the  fact  that  every  witness  who 
appears  in  executive  session  is  told  that 
he  can  come  to  room  101  and  corrett  the 
record  if  he  cares  to  do  so.  that  is,  as 
regards  any  s'enopraphic  mistakes 
which  may  have  been  made?  We  do 
not  take  the  record  up  to  New  York.  We 
do  not  .send  the  .'ecord  of  an  executive 
.session  to  a  witness,  because  it  would  no 
lonuer  be  executi\e. 

Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  Senator's  attention.  This  man  has 
had  the  opporturity  ever  since  the  23d 
day  of  September  either  to  ofTer  to  purge 
him.self  of  the  contempt  and  answer  the 
questions  or.  if  he  felt  that  the  record 
was  incorrectly  made,  to  return  and  cor- 
rect it. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  to  the  Senator 
that  nothing  wouid  be  gained  by  having 
him  return  Monday,  because  we  had 
every  reason  to  believe  that  his  answers 
would  be  the  same.  Therefore,  we  made 
the  executive  session  a  public  record  and 
gave  him  a  chance  to  correct  it  again. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  th.it  the  testimony  which 
I  read  to  the  Senate  shows  that  it  was 
a.ereeable  for  him  to  retui-n  at  1  o'clock 
on  Monday. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY'.     It  was. 

Mr.  LANGER.  His  lawyer  was  to  be 
away  in  the  meantime.  He  said  where 
he  would  be.  He  was  to  be  in  a  small 
town,  and  he  could  not  be  present.  The 
testimony  had  not  been  transcribed.  It 
could  not  be  gone  over  in  New  York.  He 
would  have  to  come  to  Washington  on 
Monday  and  look  over  the  testimony  and 
make  any  necessary  corrections. 

There  is  a  letter  here  from  the  At- 
torney General.    I  ask  the  distinguished 


Senator  from  Wisconsin  one  question. 
In  his  letter  to  the  Attorney  General  did 
the  Senator  say  he  would  set  the  hear- 
ing for  Mr.  Lamont  for  Monday  at  1 
o'clock  and  then  send  him  that  tele- 
gram? Is  that  in  the  Senator's  letter  to 
the  Attorney  General? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Senator  ap- 
parently did  not  hear  me.  I  told  the 
Senator  a  few  minutes  ago  that  Mr.  La- 
ment's lawyers  objected  to  his  coming  on 
Monday  and  that,  because  of  that  ob- 
jection, we  postponed  the  hearing  from 
the  morning  to  the  afternoon.  Later, 
after  Mr.  Roy  Cohn.  our  chief  coumel, 
was  in  contact  with  his  lawyer,  he  still 
objected  to  appearing  on  Monday.  He 
was  then  sent  a  telegram  and  was  told 
that  he  would  not  have  to  appear  on 
Monday.  He  was  told,  however,  that  he 
would  have  the  opportunity  to  purge 
himself  of  the  contempt. 

The  Senator  has  read  from  the  letter 
and  from  the  record — may  I  have  the 
Senator's  attention — from  which  the 
Senator  knows  that  this  man  objected 
to  coming  on  Monday.  As  a  courtesy 
to  him,  we  told  him  he  would  not  have 
to  come.  Ever  since  the  23d  day  of 
September  he  has  had  the  opportunity 
to  purge  himself  of  the  contempt.  He 
could  have  come  down  at  any  time  he 
desired.  We  could  not  run  to  him.  We 
do  not  have  the  funds  to  do  that.  It  is 
unnecessary  to  pay  his  way  from  New 
York  to  Washington.  If  he  wishes  to 
come  down,  he  has  a  trust  fund  of  some 
sixty  or  seventy  or  eighty  thousand  dol- 
lars a  year.  He  could  come  down  him- 
self. I  felt  it  was  useless  to  subpena 
him  and  to  pay  his  way  down  here,  to 
have  him  repeat  the  same  things  he  said 
in  executive  session. 

Let  me  repeat:  He  knew  that  he  could 
come  down  and  examine  the  record  at 
any  time.  The  Monday  hearing  was 
postponed  as  a  courtesy  to  him.  upon  his 
request.  Up  to  this  time  he  has  never 
attempted  to  correct  the  record. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  record  does  not 
bear  out  the  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  It  is  true  that  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  gave  Mr.  La- 
mont time  when  he  said  he  could  not  be 
here  on  Monday  mornine.  The  Sena- 
tor gave  him  until  1  o'clock  in  the  after- 
noon to  be  here  on  that  Monday.  Then, 
not  at  his  request  when  he  was  ready  to 
come  down,  ready  to  go  over  the  tran- 
script, ready  to  correct  it,  he  got  a  tele- 
pram  from  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
dated  the  25th,  on  Friday.  He  was 
ready  to  come  down  on  Monday. 

Your  appearance  before  this  subcommittee 
in  Washington  en  Monday.  September  28. 
1953.  has  been  postponed.  However,  you  are 
under  continuing  subpena,  and  both  you 
iind  your  counsel  will  be  notified  when  your 
appearance  Is  required. 

What  happened?  He  was  not  given 
Tuesday  or  Wednesday  or  any  other  time 
to  come  in,  as  the  distinguished  Senator 
now  says.  Oh,  no.  This  took  place  on 
Monday,  when  he  was  not  there.  Monday 
when  his  appearance  had  been  post- 
poned: 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  come 
to  order.  We  had  announced  last  week  that 
Mr.  Corliss  Lamont  would  be  before  the  ccm- 
mtttee  today.  Mr.  Lamont  has  not  been 
EUbpenaecL  ^ 


He  was  under  continuing  subpena. 
The  statement  that  he  had  not  been 
subE>enaed  was  not  true.  He  was  under 
a  continuing  subpena,  and  the  Senator 
knows  that. 

He  was  notified  that  he  could  come  today 
and  purge  himself  of  the  contempt  of  fall- 
tire  to  answer  last  week.  Is  Mr.  Lament 
here? 

Mr.  Lamont  said  the  only  notification 
he  received  was  that  telegram.  I,  for 
one,  will  never  vote  to  cite  a  man  for 
contempt  when  he  has  not  had  an  opi>or- 
tunity  to  be  heard,  or  to  correct  the 
minutes.  I  do  not  beheve  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  ask  the  senator 
not  to  continue  to  misstate  the  facts. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  do  not  beheve  a  man 
in  the  position  of  United  States  Senator 
from  the  great  State  of  Wisconsin  would 
want  to  deny  any  witness,  I  do  not  care 
how  educated  he  is  or  how  ignorant  he 
is,  a  chance  to  go  over  the  record  and 
correct  it. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  LANGER.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  As  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  knows,  I  have  a  great 
deal  of  respect  for  him.  I  admire  the 
way  he  fights  for  the  underdog.  I  think 
it  is  a  great 

Mr.  LANGER.  Whether  he  is  rich  or 
poor. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  That  is  right, 
whether  he  is  rich  or  poor;  wealth  has 
nothing  to  do  with  it.  I  admire  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  for  doing 
that.  I  think  that  has  been  one  of  the 
outstanding  traits  of  his  whole  life.  He 
has  always  been  willing  to  fight  for  the 
underdog. 

But,  Mr.  President,  we  do  not  have 
an  underdog  in  this  case.  I  do  not  men- 
tion his  wealth  because  that  has  any- 
thing to  do  with  his  activities  in  behalf 
of  the  Communist  Party.  If  a  man  was 
born  on  the  other  side  of  the  tracks,  born 
in  poverty  and  brought  up  in  poverty, 
one  could  find  some  excuse  for  his  say- 
ing. "This  system  is  wrong.  I  will  be  a 
traitor  to  my  country."  The  reason  I 
mention  his  wealth  is  that  this  man  never 
has  had  to  do  a  day's  work  in  his  life, 
and  he  is  still  willing  to  serve  the  caus6 
of  traitors.  We  do  not  know  whether 
he  himself  is  a  member  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party.  We  do  know  that  he  headed 
Communist  fronts.  I  hope  the  very  able 
Senator  from  North  Dakota,  whom  I 
respect  very  much,  does  not  make  a  mis- 
take and  go  cflf  the  deep  end,  thinking 
he  is  fighting  for  an  imderdog  when  he 
is  really  not  fighting  for  an  underdog  at 
all. 

Mr.  LANGER.  T  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  that  if  ever  I  was  fight- 
ing for  an  underdog  in  my  life,  I  am 
fighting  for  him  now.  This  man  was 
brought  in  before  a  one-man  committee. 
He  said.  "You  have  no  jurisdiction."  He 
had  a  right  to  say  that.  He  had  a  right 
to  rely  upon  the  advice  of  his  attorney. 
Then  he  was  a.sked  questions,  those  that 
he  wanted  to  answer  and  those  that  he 
did  not  answer,  and  he  asked  for  the 
right  to  go  over  the  record  and  correct 
the  stenographic  notes. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    He  has  that  right. 
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Mr.  LANGER.  The  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  has  been  on  committees 
for  13  years.  The  right  has  always  been 
given  to  a  witness  to  go  over  the  steno- 
graphic notes  and  to  look  at  the  ques- 
tions and  answers. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  I 
say  to  the  Senator  that  he  has  had  that 
right. 

Mr.  LANOER.  He  was  told  he  could 
go  over  the  notes  when  he  came  down 
to  Washington.  On  Monday  he  was 
coming  down,  and  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  very  kindly  favored  him  by 
not  calling  him  at  10  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  but  1  o'clock  In  th6  afternoon. 
Then  he  sent  him  the  telegram  which  I 
have  read  2  or  3  times,  saying  he  did 
not  have  to  come. 

When  Mr.  Lamont  was  not  here,  the 
record  shows  that  the  chairman  said: 

The  commlt^se  will  come  to  order.  We 
had  announced  last  week  that  Mr.  Corlltw 
Lamont  would  be  before  the  committee  to- 
day.   Mr.  Lamont  has  not  been  subpenaed. 

That  was  not  tru?.  Here  is  a  state- 
ment that  simply  is  not  true,  because  he 
was  under  a  continuing  subpena. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  show  the  Senator 
a  docimient 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  read  this  on  the  Sen- 
ate floor  a  few  minutes  ago. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  May  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator to  yield  for  30  seconds? 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  make  it  clear 
to  the  Senator  that  this  man  has  had  an 
absolute  right,  a.s  every  witness  has  had, 
to  come  and  examine  the  record  at  any 
time  over  the  past  6  or  7  or  8  months, 
whatever  the  time  Is.  The  record  will 
show  that  If  the  Senator  will  look  at 
the  record  he  will  find  that  Mr.  Lament 
was  told  that  he  could  examine  the  rec- 
ord and  correct  it.  We  asked  the  ofBcial 
recorder  when  he  could  get  the  record 
out  for  him.  We  did  not  offer  to  pay  the 
very,  very  wealthy  individual  his  ex- 
penses to  Washington.  We  felt  he  could 
pay  them  himself.  But  the  Senator  will 
know,  by  looking  at  the  record  that  he 
has  had  the  absolute  right  to  come  down 
here. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  exact  opposite  is 
true,  as  shown  by  the  statement  which  I 
read  into  the  record  a  moment  ago.  I 
read  as  follows: 

The  Chaisman.  Make  it  1  o'clock  Monday 
afternoon. 

Mr.  WiTTXMBXBG.  Monday  afternoon.  1 
o'clock.    Yes.  sir.     Room 

The  CHAnucAN.  I  think  it  is  318. 

Mr.  Caxb.  Check. 

Mr.    WrrTENBCKG.  Senate    Office    Building. 

The  Chadiman.  Yes.  If  it  Is  not  there,  you 
can  easily  check. 

Mr.  WirrKMBXRC.  But  in  the  Senate  Office 
Building. 

The  Chaisican.  Yes. 

Incidentally,  1  o'clock  means  1  o'clock,  not 
l.:30,  because  I  am  going  to  be  tied  up  all 
Jffternoon. 
i  Mr.  WrrrENBXBc.  I  understand. 

May  I  ask  whether  it  is  the  common 
practice  to  provide  us  with  a  copy  of  the 
minutes. 

The  Chaixmah.  In  executive  Bessions — if 
it  is  a  public  session  you  have  a  perfect 
right  to  obtain  a  copy.  In  executive  ses- 
sions we  do  not  give  out  any  copies  of  the 


reco^L  HOwerer,  we  provide  that  If— wt  do 
provide  if  you  want  to  come  down — 

That  means  to  come  to  Washington — 
It  does  not  mean  any  other  place  in  the 
world. 

If  you  want  to  come  down  or  If  your  client 
comes  down,  you  can  go  over  the  record  to 
make  any  correctlcms  in  what  you  think  are 
stenographic  errors. 

What,  in  heaven's  name,  could  be 
plainer  than  that? 

Before  Lamont  came  to  Washington 
on  Monday,  he  received  a  telegram  tell- 
ing him  not  to  come.  Nevertheless,  the 
committee  met  on  Monday  anyhow. 
As  soon  as  the  committee  met  on  Mon- 
day, the  chairman  said: 

The  committee  will  come  to  order.  We 
had  announced  last  week  that  Mr.  Corliss 
Lamont  would  be  before  the  committet  to- 
day. Mr.  Lamont  has  not  been  subpeaaed. 
He  was  notified  that  he  could  come  today 
and  purge  himself  of  the  contempt  of  failure 
to  answer  last  week.     Is  Mr.  Lamont  here? 

There  was  no  showing  that  Mr.  La- 
mont ever  was  notified.  1 
Then  the  chairman  said:  I 

I  wiU  ask  the  staff  to  make  the  executive 
testimony  in  the  Lamont  case  part  of  the 
public  record  at  this  point,  so  that  tiie 
reason  for  the  citation  for  contempt  will  be 
very  clear. 

Mr.  LEHMAN  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield,  so  that 
I  may  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  for  the  purpose 
of  allowing  the  Senator  from  Oregon  to 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  for  the  purpose  of  sug- 
gesting the  absence  of  a  quorum,  with 
the  understanding  that  I  do  not  lose  my 
right  to  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr:  MORSE.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  and  the  Senator  from  New  York, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
very  sorry,  indeed  to  note  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  not  in  the 
Chamber  of  the  Senate  as  I  speak.  I 
always  like  to  have  him  on  the  floor 
when  I  speak. 

As  in  the  case  of  the  two  other  per- 
sons who  were  cited  for  contempt  today. 
I  wish  to  state  that,  so  far  as  I  know! 
I  am  not  acquainted  with  Mr.  Corliss 
Lamont,  although  I  may  have  met  him 
casually  over  the  years,  as  I  have  met  a 
great  many  millions  of  people  from  my 
State  during  the  long  period  when  I 
was  lieutenant  governor  and  then  gov- 
ernor of  New  York. 


The  request  that  the  Senate  cite  Cor- 
liss Lamont  for  contempt  of  the  Senate 
is  based  on  the  proceedings  of  the 
executive  session  of  September  23  in 
New  York  City.  I  shall  read  a  very  few 
sentences  from  the  report  of  the  execu- 
tive session: 

Testimony  of  Corliss  Lamont,  AccojupANTim 
BT    Philip    Wittenbesg    A»n)    Ikving    Likc, 
Attorneys  at  Law,  New  Yoek,  N.  Y. 
Mr   Lamont.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  a  state- 
ment  I   would   like  to  read  l.-.to  the  record 
objecting   to   the   Jurisdiction   of   the   com- 
mittee. 

The  Chairman — 


Who,  of  course,  was  the  one-man  com- 
mittee, the  Senator  from  Wisconsin — 
Not  until  we  have  sworn  you. 

Mr.  Lamont.  I  would  prefer  to  affirm, 
please. 

The  Chairman.  Pardon  me? 

Mr   Lamont.  I  would  prefer  to  affirm. 

The  Chairman.  In  other  words,  you  dont 
want  to  be  sworn:  you  want  to  affirm. 

Do  you  solemnly  affirm  to  tell  tUe  truth, 
the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth 
in  this  matter  now  In  hearing  befbrc  this 
committee? 

Mr.  Lamont.  I  do. 

Then  the  chairman  stated: 

The  Chairman.  Your  reason  for  not  being 
sworn,  not  wanting  to  be  sworn,  is  What? 

When  Mr.  Lamont  took  the  stand  in 
the  investigation,  he  asked  to  read  into 
the  record  a  memorandum  objeoting  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  committee.  I  do 
not  know  whether  that  memorandum 
was  accepted  by  the  committee  or  not. 
It  does  not  show  in  this  report. 

Mr.  President,  may  we  have  order? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  oi-der. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  does  not  show  in 
this  report.  Certainly  it  is  not  printed 
in  the  report  So  no  Member  of  the 
Senate  knows — 

Mr.  President,  may  we  have  order' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  So  we  do  not  know 
what  was  contained  in  that  memoran- 
dum. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  emphasize  as 
strongly  as  I  possibly  can  that  the  only 
record,  the  only  thing  we  have  before  us 
as  Senators,  to  help  us  determine  what 
course  of  action  we  shall  take  in  connec- 
tion with  the  resolution,  or  the  dtation 
on  the  ground  of  contempt  of  the  Sen- 
ate, is  the  report  itself,  and  that  report. 
I  maintain,  is  completely  inadequate 
and  incomplete. 

When  Mr.  Lamont  stated  that  he 
wished  to  affirm  rather  than  to  swear, 
the  chairman  asked  him: 

Your  rea.son  for  not  being  sworn,  not 
wanting  to  be  sworn,  is  what? 

There  is  no  question  whatsoever  that, 
under  our  Constitution  and  our  laws,  an 
affirmation  has  exactly  the  same  weight 
and  importance  as  an  oath. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  is  trying  to  make  a 
statement  in  the  best  of  faith  and  con- 
science. His  demand  is  that  there  be 
order,  and  that  those  who  are  not  Sen- 
ators, including  the  clerks  and  ethers, 
maintain  order. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    I  do,  for  that  purpose. 

Mr  CHAVEZ.  For  the  punxxse  of  de- 
manding order.  I  object  to  the  clerks 
having  more  to  say  in  the  Senate  than 
do  Senators  themselves. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  for  his 
courtesy,  and  I  fully  agree  with  him  that, 
particularly  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this 
is  a  matter  of  conscience  on  the  part  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  New  York,  as 
it  is  a  matter  of  conscience  on  the  part 
of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  at- 
tention should  be  given  to  the  remarks 
made  on  the  floor.         v 

The  PRESIDING  O^nCER.  The 
Chair  intends  to  see  that  order  is  main- 
tained in  the  Senate  Chamber.  The 
Chair  will  appreciate  it  if  those  who  are 
standing  in  the  rear  of  the  Chamber  and 
talking,  will  leave  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  wish  to  pohit  out 
again,  since  there  was  disorder  in  the 
Chamber  when  I  spoke  on  this  matter  a 
few  moments  ago.  that  an  affirmation 
has  the  same  force  and  effect  as  an 
oath,  and  that  there  was  no  justification 
whatsoever  for  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, who  comprised  the  entire  com- 
mittee, demanding  that  this  witness, 
Mr.  Corliss  Lamont.  give  his  reasons  for 
refusing  to  be  sworn,  but.  rather,  wish- 
ing to  make  affirmation. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mt.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  believe  the  Sena- 
tor will  agree  with  me  that  one  who  re- 
fuses to  be  sworn  and  desires  to  affirm 
should  state  to  the  court  or  to  the  chair- 
man of  a  committee  the  reason  that  he 
is  refusing  to  be  sworn.  One  need  not 
tell  what  those  reasons  are,  but  he  must 
be  sworn  unless  he  has  some  religious 
scruples  against  beiag  sworn.  If  the 
Senator  from  New  York  will  examine  the 
record,  he  will  note  that  I  tried  to  hold 
out  that  opportunity  to  Mr.  Lamont  on 
four  different  occasions.  I  said,  "I  do 
not  care  what  your  religious  beUefs  are, 
but  do  you  have  religious  scruples 
against  being  sworn?" 

He  refused  to  tell  me.  Leaning  over 
backward,  I  allowed  him  to  take  the  af- 
firmation without  being  sworn.  But  the 
law  i.«vr  as  I  understand,  that  no  man  can 
refuse  to  be  sworn  unless  he  has  reUgious 
beliefs  which  make  it  difficult  for  him  to 
be  sworn.  As  I  say,  he  would  not  state 
them.  I  nevertheless  leaned  over  back- 
ward to  allow  him  to  affirm. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  leaned  over 
backward  or  forward.  I  have  no  knowl- 
edge of  that.  This  is  the  record  on 
which  I  base  my  contention.  There  is 
no  colloquy  between  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  who  was  then  the  one-man 
committee  chairman,  and  the  witness. 

Said  the  chairman: 

You  are  ordered  to  raise  your  right  lutnd 

and  be  sworn. 


Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Senator  from 
New  York  is  in  error.  I  know  he  does 
not  intend  to  be  in  error. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  quoting  from 
page  3. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  printed  hear- 
ings are  on  the  Senator's  desk. 

Mr.  LEHMAN,  I  have  the  report  of 
the  proceedings. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  There  is  a  copy  of 
the  hearings  on  the  Senators  desk,  if  he 
will  look. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  not  seen  it  on 
my  desk,  but  I  read  from  the  committee 
report: 

The  Chaoucan.  Tou  are  ordered  to  raise 
your  right  hand  and  be  sworn. 

Mr.  Lamont.  I  decline  to  do  so.  Senator 
McCaitht. 

There  was  nothing  carried  in  the  re- 
port which  is  before  the  Senate  to  show 
the  reasons  for  Mr.  Lament's  refusal  to 
be  sworn. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  am  sure  the  Sen- 
ator would  not  want  to  misinform  the 
Senate.  I  am  sure  he  is  not  doing  it  at 
all  purposely.  I  know  it  is  because  he 
has  not  seen  the  record,  but  let  me  read 
very  briefly  from  the  record : 

Mr.  Lamoitt.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  a  state- 
ment I  would  like  to  read  Into  the  record 
objecting  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

The  CHAOucAir.  Not  until  we  liave  sworn 
you. 

Mr.  Lamont.  I  would  prefer  to  affirm,  plettfe. 

The  Craixman.  Pardon  me? 

Mr.  Lamont.  I  would  prefer  to  affirm. 

The  Craibman.  In  other  words,  you  don't 
want  to  be  sworn;  you  want  to  affinn. 

Then  he  was  given  the  affirmation: 

Do  you  solemnly  affirm  to  tell  the  truth, 
the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth 
in  this  matter  now  in  hearing  before  thia 
committee? 

Mr.  Lamont.  I  do. 

The  Ckaducan.  Your  reason  for  not  being 
sworn,   not  wanting   to  be   sworn,   la   what? 

Mr.  Lammtt.  I  want  to  read  my  statement 
objecting  to  the  jiu-lsdlctlon 

The  Chairman.  No.  I  asked  why  you  want 
to  affirm  rather  than  be  sworn.  Is  It  because 
of  religious  scruples? 

Mr.  LiAMONT.  Can  I  answer? 

I  gave  him  about  four  different  oppor- 
tunities. That  testimony  is  all  on  the 
Senator's  desk.  We  were  not  a-«^kir>g 
what  his  religious  scruples  were. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  has  the  floor. 
To  whom  does  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  We  were  not  con- 
cerned with  what  his  reUgious  scruples 
were.  I  was  giving  him  an  opportunity 
to  give  a  valid  reason  for  his  refusal  to 
be  sworn.  All  he  needed  to  say  was,  "I 
have  religiovis  scruples  against  it."  He 
refused  to  do  that,  even  though  given  the 
opportunity  on  four  different  occasions. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President.  I  think 
I  am  just  as  religious  as  is  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  Is  it  against  the  law 
to  affirm,  rather  than  to  take  an  oath? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  law  simply 
provides  that  if  one  refuses  to  take  an 
oath  he  can  affirm.  But,  as  I  understand 
the  law,  he  must  state  that  he  is  affirm- 
ing, rather  than  taking  an  oath,  because 
of  religious  scruples. 


-918 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.  As  I  understand  the 
law 

Mr.  McCarthy.    Please,  please. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     Then  I  will  wait. 

Mr.  UMMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  yield- 
ed to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  McCarthy,     very  well. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  has  the  floor. 
Does  he  yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  yielded  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  recognized. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct,  Mr. 
President. 

I  am  not  discussing  the  merits  of  the 
position  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
or  the  merits  of  the  position  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York.  But  I  was  edu- 
cated in  a  Jesuit  law  school,  and  I  never 
knew  of  any  difference  between  taking 
an  oath  or  affirming.  So  far  as  I  was 
ever  instructed,  an  affirmation  is  just  as 
good  as  an  oath.  I-  should  like  to  have 
any  Member  of  this  body  who  is  a  lawyer 
tell  me  otherwise,  if  he  can. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  from  New  York  will  yield  to 
me.  I  shall  explain  the  matter  again. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Dqes 
the  Senator  f  nnn  New  York  yield  to  tiie 
Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  rule,  as  I  un- 
derstand it,  and  my  legal  staff  have  told 
me  that  this  is  so;  fm^hermore,  I  was  a 
judge  for  some  time,  and  the  rule  in 
court  is  the  same — is  that  Mie  may  re- 
fuse to  take  an  oath,  if  he  has  religious 
scruples  against  taking  an  oath.  There 
is  no  reflection  upon  a  witness  who  re- 
fuses to  take  an  oath  because  of  reUgious 
scruples.  However,  he  must  state  he  has 
such  scruples;  he  cannot  merely  say,  "I 
refuse  to  be  sworn." 

What  I  did  in  this  case,  as  will  be 
found  by  examining  the  record,  is  I  tried 
to  give  Mr.  Lamont  an  opportunity  to 
tell  us  why  he  refused  to  be  sworn.  He 
is  not  being  cited  because  of  his  refusal 
to  be  sworn.  I  allowed  him  to  flout  the 
committee,  and  affirm,  rather  than  be 
sworn.  I  accepted  his  afllnnation.  The 
Attorney  General  has  found  that  is  suf- 
ficient. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
reply  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield  to  me  at 
this  point? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Let  me  say,  in  all  khid- 
ness  and  with  the  best  personal  feehng 
toward  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  that 
I  disagree  with  the  use  by  him  of  the 
word  "I" — as,  for  instance,  in  connection 
with  such  statement  as  "I  allowed  him  to 
do  this." 

Either  the  witness  was  allowed  to  do 
what  he  did  under  the  law,  or  he  was 
not  allowed  to  do  it  under  the  law ;  and 
it  makes  no  difference  whether  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  or  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  or  any  other  Senator  was 
present  and  participating  in  the  hearing. 
That  is  the  only  point  of  disagreement 
I  have  with  the  Senator  from  Wi^onsin. 
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The  point  at  Issue  Is  not  our  personal 
opinion  of  what  is  right  or  what  is  wrong. 
The  question  at  Issue  is  a  question  of 
law.  and  I  hope  it  will  continue  to  be 
such,  rather  than  a  question  of  the  per- 
sonal feeling  of  any  Senator  or  what  he 
might  think  the  law  to  be.'  The  law  it- 
self is  what  is  controlling,  rather  than 
the  personal  views  of  any  conunittee 
member. 

I  thank  the'  Senator  from  New  York 
for  srieldlng  to  me;  and  I  have  made  this 
statement  in  all  kindness. 

Mr.  I^EHMAN.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
reply  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 
So  far  as  I  know,  in  most  jurisdictions — 
and  I  believe  it  is  true  in  my  own  State 
of  New  York — it  is  not  necessary  to  ob- 
ject to  the  taking  of  an  oath,  and  instead, 
to  afflrxn.  on  the  plea  of  religious  grounds. 
I  am  quite  siu-e  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin will  agree  with  me  about  this.  I, 
myself,  have  met  many  men  who,  on 
ethical  grounds,  not  on  religious  grounds, 
have  refused  to  take  an  oath. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  from  New  York— — 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     May  I  finish? 

Mr.  McCARtmV.     I  am  sorry. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  met  many  per- 
sons who,  on  ethical  grounds,  not  on  re- 
ligious grounds,  have  refused  to  take  an 
oath  because  taking  an  oath— and  I  have 
administered  oaths  to  many  thousands 
of  persons — Involves  the  use  of  the  name 
of  the  Divinity,  and  they  do  not  wish  to 
have  that  done. 

I  happen  to  be  a  religious  man,  and  it 
gives  me  pleasure  and  satisfaction  to 
take  an  oath.  But  I  know  a  great  many 
men  and  women,  of  equally  high  moral-^ 
ity  and  of  equally  high  spirituality,  who 
feel  that  they  do  not  wish  to  take  an 
oath,  but,  instead,  prefer  to  affirm. 

However,  regardless  of  that,  what  I  am 
objecting  to  in  this  case  is  that  the  col- 
loquy in  connection  with  that  matter  is 
not  hicluded  in  the  report  on  Senate 
Resolution  281.  Calendar  No.  1829.  Of 
course,  that  report  is  to  accompany  Sen- 
ate Resolution  281 ;  and  it  is  on  the  basis 
of  the  report  that  a  great  majority  of 
Senators  form  their  judgment.  In  the 
report  there  is  no  reference  whatsoever 
to  that  incident. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  to  me 
at  this  point? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

VLr.  MCCARTHY.  I  am  sure  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  knows  that  when 
a  committee  makes  a  report,  it  does  not 
include  all  the  evidence.  The  cost 
would  be  prohibitive. 

If  the  Senator  from  New  York  will 
refer  to  page  3  of  the  hearings,  he  will 
find  that  the  question  as  to  whether  Mr. 
Lament  was  allowed  to  affirm  or  was 
willing  to  be  sworn  Is  completely  moot, 
because  on  page  3  we  find  him  saying: 

It  Is  on  conscientious  scruples. 

I  allowed  him  to  affirm,  and  I  told 
him  then  to  proceed  with  his  statement. 

I  had  tried  to  find  out  why  he  was 
refusing  to  take  an  oath.  When  he  re- 
fused to  tell  us — and  this  appears  on 
page  3,  his  lawyer.  Mr,  Wittenberg,  said 
to  him,  "Say  it  is  on  conscientious 
scruples." 
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And  then  I  said:  | 

You  may  advise  with  counsel.  Your 
counsel  says  It  1b  your  consclentloios  scrUplea 
you  are  standing  on. 

Mr.  Lamont  replied: 

I  am  standing  on  my  conscientious  lK:ru 
pies.  In  preferring  to  affirm,  rather  tii»n  to 
be  sworn.  i 

So  I  said  to  him:  ' 

All  right;  go  ahead  and  make  yoxir  state- 
ment. 

So  that  question  is  a  completely  moot 
one,  and  we  are  not  citing  him  on  that 
ground. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  understand.  But  I 
object  to  the  failure  to  include  that  part 
of  the  testimony  in  the  report,  inasmuch 
as  the  report  is  controlling  in  the  case 
of  the  decision  of  a  great  majority  of 
Senators.  I  believe  the  omission  of  that 
part,  of  the  testimony  gives  a  very  in- 
correct impression. 

The  report,  which  I  hold  in  my  hand. 
relates  to  the  proceedings  held  in  execu- 
tive session  on  September  23,  195$,  in 
New  York  City. 

Thereafter,  on  September  28.  the  com- 
mittee met,  and  decided  to  cite  Mr. 
Lamont.  Since  then,  nothing  has  hap- 
pened in  this  case,  so  far  as  I  know. 

The  resolution  calling  for  citing  him 
on  the  groimd  of  contempt  of  the  Sen- 
ate is  now  before  this  body  for  the  first 
time,  insofar  as  action  on  that  resolu- 
tion is  concerned;  and  today  is  August 
16.  1954,  nearly  1  year  later. 

In  the  report— and  I  point  this  out 
with  great  emphasis,  because  I  believe 
it  is  of  extreme  importance — Mr.  Lamont 
is  shown  to  have  testified. 

As  I  said  in  the  statement— 


Which  is  not  contained  at  all  in  the 
report — 

I  am  not  and  never  have  been  a  member  of 
the  Communist  Party. 

In  other  words,  he  disassociated  him- 
self completely  from  any  previous  mem- 
bership in  the  Communist  Party  or  with 
present  membership  in  the  Communist 
Party. 

Furthermore,  I  wish  to  point  out 
again,  with  all  the  emphasis  at  my 
command,  that  Mr.  Lamont  has  not 
pleaded  the  fifth  amendment.  He  has 
pleaded  the  first  amendment;  and.  of 
course,  the  validity  of  the  first  amend- 
ment in  connection  with  proceedings  of 
this  character,  has  not  yet  been  decided 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  comes 
before  the  Senate  and  makes  a  plea 
that  we  immediately  proceed  to  cite  Mr. 
Lamont.  He  may  consider  this  proceed- 
ing as  an  imimportant  one.  I  can  assure 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  I  do 
not  consider  It  to  be  unimportant.  I 
consider  it  to  be  highly  important. 

My  friends  frequently  tell  me  that  I 
take  my  responsibilities  as  a  United 
States  Senator  or  as  a  public  official  too 
seriously.  Maybe  I  do.  but  I  am  glad  I 
do.  I  am  glad  that  during  the  30  years 
in  which  I  have  served  my  State  and  my 
Nation — I  hope  I  have  served  them  both 
with  reasonable  diligence  and  reason- 
able eflfectiveness— I  have  felt  that  the 


civil  rights  and  civil  liberties  of  every 
man  and  woman  in  the  country  are  of 
paramount  importance. 

No  one  can  claim,  I  believe,  greater 
hatred  and  fear  than  I  for  what  this 
criminal  conspiracy  is  conspiring  to  do. 
No  one.  I  think,  has  the  right  to  claim 
more  concern  than  I  with  respect  to  the 
external  as  well  as  the  internal  threat  of 
communism.  I  will  yield  to  no  one  in  my 
desire  to  do  everything  I  possibly  can  to 
bring  this  criminal  conspiracy  in  this 
country  under  control,  and  to  discourage 
or  repel  Communist  aggression  wherever 
it  may  exist  in  the  world. 

I  believe  that  my  votes  as  well  as  my 
speeches — I  think  my  votes  probably 
show  my  intentions  and  my  feelings  more 
definitely  than  my  speeches — certainly 
demonstrate  that  fact. 

I  believe  that  important  as  It  is  to 
combat  communism — mass  communism 
from  abroad,  or  individual  efforts  of 
Communists  as  members  of  a  criminal 
conspiracy  i"  this  country — it  is  no  less 
important  that  we  protect  and  safeguard 
the  Individual  rights  of  our  citizens. 

After  all.  we  have  been  and  are  a  great 
Nation.  We  have  been  a  great  Nation, 
I  believe,  very  largely  because  of  the 
wisdom  of  the  Founding  Fathers  who.  by 
accepting  and  adopting  a  Constitution 
and  a  Bill  of  Rights,  have  given  recog- 
nition to  the  demands  of  all  men  and 
women,  for  equal  protection  under  the 
law,  regardless  of  station,  economic  posi- 
tion, religion,  creed,  color,  or  national 
oripin,  and  regardless  of  whether  or  not 
a  man  is  bom  with  a  silver  spoon  in  his 
mouth." 

I  regard  a  citation  of  this  kind  as  being 
very  serious.  I  think  it  is  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  rights  of  a  man.  unless  the 
proof  is  there.  I  certainly  see  nothing 
to  indicate  that  the  proof  is  there;  al- 
though I  am  not  inclined  to  say  that  it 
will  not  develop  that  this  man  deserves 
to  be  cited  for  contempt,  or  possibly  even 
deserves  criminal  prosecution. 

But  I  wish  to  emphasize  again  what  I 
said  earlier  today— and  I  wish  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith]  would 
listen — that  there  is  pending  in  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  as 
outlined  in  a  letter  which  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy]  read 
earlier  today,  which  I  believe  has  a  date 
of  about  February  15.  1954.  the  Emspak 
case,  which,  when  decided,  will  determine 
whether  or  not  a  man  can  properly  in 
a  proceeding  of  this  kind  or  otherwise, 
plead  as  a  defense  rights  guaranteed  by 
the  first  amendment. 

This  resolution  citing  for  contempt 
which  is  brought  before  the  Senate  to- 
day, August  16.  was  initiated  on  Sep- 
tember 23.  1953.  As  I  have  said,  that  is 
almost  a  year  ago. 

There  is  this  highly  important  case 
pending  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States.  It  is  fair  to  assume  that 
a  decision  will  be  handed  down  as  to  that 
case  within  a  reasonable  number  of 
months.  Certainly,  in  view  of  the  delay 
which  has  already  ensued,  and  in  view 
of  the  great  uncertainty  of  this  case,  we 
can  lose  nothing  by  setting  aside  this 
proposed  citation  for  a  further  few 
months,  until  we  know  what  the  Supreme 
Court  decision  will  be. 
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When  we  have  once  cited  a  man  for 
contempt  of  the  Senate,  that  is  not  a 
slight  reflection  on  him;  that  is  enough 
to  ruin  a  man's  life.  Certainly  we  do  not 
want  to  do  an  injustice  to  anyone,  as  I 
have  said. 

I  do  not  believe  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin wishes  to  do  an  injustice  to  Cor- 
liss Lamont,  even  though  he  was  born 
with  a  silver  spoon  in  his  mouth. 

I  maintain  that  we  should  set  this  pro- 
posed citation  aside,  for  the  many  rea- 
sons I  have  given,  but  largely  because 
the  Emspak  case  is  pending  before  the 
Supreme  Court,  which  case  is  on  all  fours 
with  this  matter  and  is  a  case  to  deter- 
mine whether  a  man  has  a  right  to  plead 
the  defense  of  rights  guaranteed  by  the 
first  amendment. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Permit  me  to  finish, 
please. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    Certainly. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  When  we  have  that 
decision  we  will  know  in  this  case,  and 
po-SGibly  other  cases  which  may  come  be- 
fore the  Senate,  whether  or  not  we  are 
justified  in  citing  the  man. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  wonder,  when  the 
Senator  talks  about  doing  an  injustice 
to  Corliss  Lamont 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  did  not  understand 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Since  the  Senator 
mentioned  an  injustice  to  Corliss  La- 
mont, I  wonder  if  the  Senator  is  aware 
of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Lamont  has  not 
ceased  his  activities  for  the  Communist 
cause?  For  example,  in  May  of  1954  we 
find  Mr.  Lamont  Issuing  basic  pamphlet 
No.  8.  all  of  which  practically  is  devoted 
to  attacking  every  committee  that  has 
ever  exposed  a  Communist,  from  the 
committee  headed  by  Martin  Dies  down 
to  date. 

There  is  nothing  about  this  man  which 
would  indicate  he  has  reformed.  He  is 
the  same  tool  of  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy, 

I  may  say,  I  have  no  knowledp:e  of 
whether  or  not  Mr.  Lamont  is  himself 
a  member  of  the  Communist  Party.  We 
have  testimony  by  Budenz  that  Mr.  La- 
mont said  he  was. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  I  have  no 
idea  what  Mr.  Lamont  has  been  doinnr 
since  May  of  1954.  I  see  in  the  record 
of  tlie  hearing  that  he  was  questioned 
about  a  radio  broadcast  which  he  made 
in  Moscow  in  1938  attacking  Governor 
Dewey,  and  his  answer  was: 

I    believe    I    made    a — I    did    broadcast    In 

1038,  .'IS  you  state — 

May  I  point  out  that  was  16  years  ago — 

ovpr  some  radio  station  In  Moscow,  but  I 
dont  reran  frankly  whether  I  mentioned  Mr. 
De>-ey  or  not  or  what  the  exact  subject  or 
what— or  Indeed  everything  I  covered  In 
said  speech. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin I  certainly  would  never  have  the 
slishtest  intention  or  expectation  or 
willingness  to  mention  Governor  Dewey 
in  a  speech  connecting  him  with  com- 
munism, because  I  know  that  would  be 
an  unfair  and  untrue  accusation.  But 
I  can  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 


that  I  have  made  a  great  many  broad- 
casts from  different  parts  of  tliis  coun- 
try— not  from  Moscow,  but  from  differ- 
ent iMirts  of  this  country — attacking 
Governor  Dewey,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
would  make  me  liable  to  either  criti- 
cism or  punishment  by  the  Committee  on 
Giovernment  Operations. 

Finally,  the  inquiry  which  was  con- 
ducted had  absolutely  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  the  legitimate  field  of  inquiry 
of  a  congressional  committee.  None  of 
the  questions  which  Mr.  Lamont  was 
asked  bear  in  the  slightest  degree  on 
his  participation  in  a  conspiracy. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum.  It  has  been 
intimated  that  there  will  be  a  request  for 
a  yea-and-nay  vote.  I  shall  be  very  glad 
to  have  a  yea-and-nay  vote. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  should  like  to  obtain  the  floor  in  my 
own  right  for  a  few  minutes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  wish  me  to  suggest '  the 
absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Not  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  WiU  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorimi? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     Yes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  wish  to  make  a  very  brief  statement. 
Then  I  should  Uke  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  two  questions  with  ref- 
erence to  this  subject. 

I  have  known  Corliss  Lamont  since  he 
w*as  approximately  10  years  old,  and  per- 
haps for  a  longer  time.  I  have  known 
his  brothers,  I  have  known  his  sister,  and 
I  have  known  his  father  and  mother  for 
a  long  time.  His  older  brother  is  a  fine 
businessman.  He  is  chairman  of  the 
board  of  trustees  of  Exeter  Academy,  a 
member  of  the  governing  board  of  Har- 
vard University,  and  a  very  fine  citizen 
in  every  way.  I  should  like  to  think  that 
he  is  a  friend  of  mine. 

The  younger  brother  of  Corliss  La- 
mont is  a  distinguished  research  physi- 
cian at  the  University  of  Pennsylvania. 
His  brother-in-law  is  a  director  of  a 
museum  In  Hartford,  Conn.  They  are 
all  distinguished  men. 

Corliss  Lamont  is  different  from  his 
brothers.  He  is  a  man  who  has  very 
firm  opinions.  I  have  argued  with  him 
on  various  occasions.  I  disagree  whole- 
heartedly with  him,  and  so  do  his  broth- 
ers, and  so  do  his  family,  so  far  as  I 
know. 

There  is  no  question  in  my  mind  that 
he  has  written  the  books  to  which  ref- 
erence has  been  made.  He  has  spoken 
from  Moscow.  At  least  he  went  to 
Moscow,  to  my  knowledge.  I  am  con- 
fident that  he  would  not  take  measures 
to  overthrow  our  Government.  Whether 
he  is  a  member  of  the  Communist  Party, 
I  have  no  idea.  If  he  says  he  is  not  a 
member  of  the  Communist  Party.  I  have 
every  reason  to  believe  him,  because 
while  I  heartily  disagree  with  his  opin- 
ion. I  do  not  think  he  is  a  liar. 

The  case  before  the  Senate  raises 
some  new  questions.  They  are  questions 
which  have  never  been  decided  by  the 


Supreme  Court.    At  least  that  Is  what 

I  have  been  informed.  Mr.  Lamont 
c«me  before  the  subcommittee  heailed 
by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Cakthy],  and  he  refused  protection 
under  the  fifth  amendm^it. 

He  stands  on  his  rights,  as  he  claims, 
as  a  free  American  citizen.  He  questions 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  committee  inso- 
far as  he  is  concerned. 

He  has  written  some  books.  He  states 
that  the  Government  has  used  quota- 
tions from  his  books  without  his  permis- 
sion. On  the  basis  of  those  quotations 
he  is  brought  before  the  committee. 
He  asserts  that  as  a  free  American  citizen 
he  has  a  right  to  express  himself  in 
writing  or  vocally,  as  he  sees  fit,  and  he 
claims  he  should  not  be  questioned  for 
doing  so. 

The  question  of  the  jurisdiction  of  a 
senatorial  committee  is  raised.  There  is 
no  question  that  he  refused  to  answer  the 
questions  put  to  him,  after  he  had  taken 
an  affirmation  before  the  chairman  of 
the  committee,  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. 

As  I  see  it.  one  of  three  actions  can 
be  taken  in  this  case. 

First,  the  Senate  can  this  evening  re- 
fuse to  cite  Lamont  for  contempt.  That 
would  raise  the  question  of  whether  it 
will  be  more  difBciilt  for  the  subcommit- 
tee of  which  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin is  chairman,  and  for  any  other  sub- 
conunittee  or  committee  of  Congress,  to 
have  witnesses  testify  before  them  when 
such  witnesses  say  the  committee  does 
not  have  jurisdiction,  and  refuse  to  an- 
swer questions  because  of  what  they 
claim  is  the  lack  of  jurisdiction  on  the 
part  of  a  subcommittee  or  committee. 

The  second  course  we  can  take  this 
evening  is  to  cite  Corliss  Lamont  for 
contempt,  and  give  him  an  opportunity 
to  discuss  the  case  with  the  Attorney 
General.  The  Attorney  General  can 
reach  his  own  decision.  He  can  bring 
the  case  to  court.  If  the  case  is  brought 
to  court,  the  court  can  find  Corliss  La- 
mont guilty  of  contempt,  but  can  give 
him  an  opportunity  to  purge  himself  of 
contempt  by  appearing  before  the  com- 
mitte  a^ain. 

If  he  should  again  refuse  to  answer 
questions,  an  issue  wotild  be  raised  which 
could  be  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court. 
That  issue  would  be  whether  a  man  who 
does  not  seek  the  protection  of  any 
amendment  to  the  Constitution,  but  who 
questions  the  jurisdiction  of  a  commit- 
tee under  the  circumstances  in  which 
Lamont  has  questioned  them  in  this  in- 
stance, should  be  adjudged  guilty  of  con- 
tempt of  the  Senate.  That  issue  could 
be  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court,  if  La- 
mont wished  to  take  it  to  the  Supreme 
Court;  otherwise  he  would  have  to  serve 
his  sentence,  whatever  it  might  be. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Mr.  President.  wiU  the  - 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
continue  for  a  moment,  or  I  will  lose 
my  train  of  thought.  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  yield  after  I  have  concluded  my 
remarks,  if  the  Senator  from  Oregon  will 
permit  me  to  do  so. 

I  should  hke  to  a.'^k  two  questions  of 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.     Then  I 
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Shan  be  glad  to  try  to  answer  ai^  ques- 
tions that  may  be  put  to  me. 

First.  If  we  cite  Corliss  Lamont  for 
contempt  tonight,  and  the  question  is 
8ul»nltted  to  the  court  by  the  Attorney 
General,  would  the  Senator  ttom.  Wis- 
consin recommend  that  the  court,  in 
sentencing  Lamont  for  contempt,  if  the 
court  decided  to  do  so.  permit  him  to 
purge  himself  of  the  contempt? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  should  think  that 
would  be  a  good  procedure,  not  only  in 
this  case,  but  in  the  other  cases  as  well 
because,  after  all,  we  are  not  concerned 
about  whether  these  people  are  punished. 
In  any  case  in  which  a  man  possesses 
valuable  information,  if  I  were  the  At- 
torney General.  I  would  recommend  to 
the  court  that  the  man  be  given  the 
right  to  purge  himself  of  contempt  by 
giving  his  information  to  the  committee 
and  to  the  FBI. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  If  Corliss  La- 
mont came  before  the  committee  a 
second  time  and  refused  again  to  plead 
the  protection  afforded  by  the  fifth 
amendment  or  the  first  amendment,  and 
refused  to  answer  questions  for  the  same 
reason  the  record  shows  he  gave  before, 
namely,  because  he  questions  the  juris- 
diction of  the  committee  to  go  into  the 
affairs  of  a  private  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  who  has  expressed  himself  in 
various  ways,  but  who  is  not  a  part  of 
the  Government  and  has  not  tried  to 
Influence  any  part  of  the  Government, 
would  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  be- 
lieve that  it  would  be  in  the  best  interest 
of  all  concerned  that  a  stay  of  execution 
should  be  entered  in  the  case  so  long  as 
the  appeal  was  pending? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  so,  very 
definitely.  Of  course,  I  would  have  no 
influence  upon  the  court.  However.  I 
assmne  that  a  Judge  would  handle  it  in 
that  fashion.  In  other  words.  I  would 
assume  that  if  the  judge  found  Corliss 
Lamont  guilty,  he  would  impose  sentence 
and  then  suspend  the  sentence  in  the 
case  with  the  iinderstanding  that  La- 
mont would  purge  himself  of  the  con- 
tempt. Certainly  he  would  be  given  an 
opportunity  to  put  up  bond,  in  lieu  of 
going  to  jail,  if  he  wanted  to  appeal  the 
decision  of  the  coxirt.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion about  his  right  to  do  so. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Of  course,  if 
on  the  citation  for  contempt  he  decided 
to  go  directly  from  the  lower  court  to 
the  Supreme  Court,  assuming  that  the 
Supreme  Court  would  hear  him.  there 
would  be  a  stay  of  execution. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  There  is  no  question 
about  it. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
personally,  I  think  the  most  effective  ac- 
tion the  Senate  coiild  take  in  this  case, 
about  which  I  have  thought  a  great  deal, 
because,  as  I  say,  I  have  known  this  man 
since  he  was  10  years  of  age,  and  I  have 
disagreed  with  him  and  have  argued  with 
him— Indeed,  I  have  actually  had  a  phys- 
ical encounter  with  him  in  the  past,  and 
I  know  he  believes  in  the  position  he  is 
taking — would  be  to  cite  him  for  con- 
tempt and  let  the  coiul;  decide  on  the 
issues  and  the  facts  as  we  have  presented 
them  tonight. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     I  yield. 


Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  it  is  most  prob- 
able that  I  did  not  correctly  understand 
the  Setuitor  when  he  was  listing  the  al- 
ternatives which  he  thought  might  be 
followed,  but  I  thought  I  understood  him 
to  say  that  we  could  cite  Mr.  Lamont  for 
contempt,  and,  in  the  citation,  make  a 
recommendation  to  the  court  os  to  what 
the  court  should  do  in  regard  to  the  cita- 
tion. Am  I  right  or  wrong  in  that  under- 
standing? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  If  I  did  say  that. 
Mr.  President,  I  did  not  intend  to  say  it, 
because  the  only  thing  we  could  do,  as  I 
understand,  is  to  cite  him  for  contempt. 
I  tried  to  bring  out  that  if  that  were 
done  the  court  could,  in  its  discretion, 
of  course,  recommend  that  the  defendant 
be  given  an  opportunity  to  purge  himself 
from  the  charge  of  contempt. 

Mr.  MORSE.  All  the  Senator  is  say- 
ing is  that  the  court  could  hand  down  a 
variety  of  decisions.  | 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.     Exactly.       I 

Mr.  MORSE.  But  I  respectfully  say 
that  I  think  the  second  alternative  which 
the  Senator  listed  carries  with  it  the 
meaning  that  in  taking  action  on  a  con- 
tempt citation  tonight  we  should  in  some 
way  give  some  advice  to  the  court  as  to 
what  it  should  do.  so  that  then  we  could 
get  the  case  back  before  the  Senate  and, 
eventually,  to  the  Supreme  Court  for  a 
decision  on  the  first-amendment  issue 
which  the  Senator  discussed. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
I  do  not  consider  myself  a  teacher  of 
law,  as  was  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 
This  question,  as  I  understand,  raises  a 
new  issue  which  has  never  been  decided 
directly  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  namely,  the  issue  as  to 
whether  if  the  Senator  or  I  should  write 
a  book  or  make  a  speech,  and  the  Gov- 
ernment should  use  a  paragraph  from 
the  speech  or  from  the  book  with  the 
idea  of  instructing  the  military  or  same 
other  subdivision  of  the  Government,  we 
could  then  be  subpenaed  before  a  com- 
mittee and  ordered  to  answer  certain 
questions  concerning  our  personal  views. 
That,  as  I  understand  it,  is  the  issue 
raised  by  Lamont  in  this  instance. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  think 
that  is  a  basis  for  citing  for  contempt? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  do.  I  be- 
lieve he  should  be  cited  in  order  that  this 
issue  can  be  decided,  and  to  give  him  an 
opportunity  to  clear  himself  if  the 
court  decides  he  is  in  contempt;  if,  on 
the  other  hand,  he  does  not  want  to  do 
that,  but  wants  to  appeal  the  case  di- 
rectly to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  he  may  do  so.  In  that 
way  this  issue  can  be  decided.  I  think 
it  would  be  unfortunate  to  leave  tiiis 
case  in  such  a  posture  that  any  one  In- 
dividual could  question  the  jurisdiction 
of  a  Senate  committee  and  not  be  cited 
for  contempt,  because  the  issue  would 
remain  and  others  would  be  encouraged 
to  do  the  same  thing.  Whether  the 
committee  h^as  jurisdiction  or  does  not 
have  jurisdiction  is  a  question  which  can 
properly  be  decided  by  the  court. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  no  more  ques- 
tions. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield  the 
floor. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 


a  few  questions,  for  information  and 
clarification  purposes,  because  several  of 
us  have  had  some  discussions  on  the 
floor  and  in  the  cloakroom,  trying  to  get 
clear  in  our  minds  just  what  the  issue 
is  as  it  has  developed  step  by  step.  Will 
the  Senator  permit  me  to  ask  him  a 
series  of  questions  for  information  only? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    Certainly. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Am  I  correct  in  my  un- 
derstanding that  when  the  committee 
met  in  New  York  in  executive  session 
it  asked  Mr.  Lamont  to  be  sworn  and 
he  refused  to  be  sworn  and  said  he  pre- 
ferred to  take  an  aflarmation? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Am  I  correct  in  under- 
standing that  it  was  at  that  point  the 
chairman  gave  him  the  aflBrmation? 

Mr.  McCarthy.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Am  I  correct  in  under- 
standing that  after  the  chairman  gave 
him  the  affirmation  the  chairman  then, 
for  the  first  time,  asked  him  to  state  his 
reasons  why  he  asked  for  an  affirmation 
rather  than  for  the  taking  of  an  oath? 

Mr.  McCarthy     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Am  I  correct,  as  Is 
brought  out  in  the  transcript  of  the  rec- 
ord which  the  chairman  handed  me.  that 
after  some  colloquy  between  the  witness 
and  the  chairman  and  between  the  at- 
torney and  the  chainnan,  the  witness, 
by  advice  of  his  own  counsel,  said  he  was 
standing  on  conscientious  scruples? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Am  I  correct  in  saying 
that  the  witness,  acting,  apparently, 
upon  advice  of  coun5el,  refused  to  discuss 
his  insistence  upon  taking  an  affirma- 
tion, from  the  standpoint  of  any  religious 
belief  of  his,  and  that  as  he  put  it  in  the 
record,  at  least,  he  was  refusing  to  dis- 
cuss his  religious  belief  on  the  basis  of 
what  he  called  the  doctrine  of  separa- 
tion of  church  and  state? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Yes.  I  may  say 
for  the  Senator's  benefit  that  as  I  un- 
derstand the  law,  a  man  can  refuse  to 
take  the  oath  which  says  he  must  tell  the 
truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but 
the  truth,  "so  help  me  God,"  if  he  does 
not  believe  there  is  a  God.  A  man  can 
refuse  to  take  the  oath  on  the  ground 
that  his  religious  scruples  prevent  him 
from  taking  the  oath,  even  if  he  believes 
in  a  God. 

Mr.  MORSE.  There  are  some  cases  in 
which  the  followers  of  certain  religions 
are  opposed  to  taking  an  oath,  although 
the  religions  call  for  belief  in  God. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  if  I  may  correct 
the  record  on  that  point,  even  if  they 
do  believe  in  a  God,  they  may  refuse  to 
take  the  oath  because  they  have  reli- 
gious scruples  against  it.  I  wanted  to 
clear  up  tre  question  of  whether  he  was 
refusing    uecause   of   religious   scruples. 

Mr.  MORSE.  He  did  refuse  to  take 
the  oath,  and  after  the  chairman  had 
asked  him  to  stand  and  raise  his  right 
hand  and  be  sworn,  even  after  he  had 
taken  the  affirmation,  he  said,  upon  ad- 
vice of  counsel,  that  he  was  resting  on 
conscientious  scruples. 

Mr.  McCarthy.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Then  the  chairman.  I 
judge  from  the  record — this  is  my  in- 
terpretation—apparently decided  that 
when  the  witness  placed  his  refusal  to 
take  the  oath  on  the  ground  of  con- 
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scientious  scruples,  he  thereby  at- 
tempted to  justify  taking  an  affirmation 
instead  of  an  oath,  and  the  chairman 
then  proceeded  to  examine  the  witness 
on  the  basis  of  the  affirmation.  Am  I 
correct  about  that? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Yes,  with  one 
.«light  correction.  There  was  a  serious 
question  in  my  mind  at  the  time,  and  at 
the  time  I  wrote  the  Attorney  General, 
as  to  whether  having  never  taken  the 
oath  he  could  be  held  in  contempt  for 
refusing  to  answer.  That  question  was 
submitted  to  the  Attorney  General,  and 
his  opinion  was  that  under  the  present 
state  of  the  law  there  was  presented  a 
foundation  for  prosecution. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  think  there  Is 
any  question  about  that.  I  think  that 
when  he  took  the  affirmation  and  placed 
it  on  the  ground  of  conscientious 
scruples,  he  met  all  the  legal  tests  of 
which  I  know,  because  I  think  it  will  be 
found,  when  we  go  into  the  cases,  that 
when  a  man  insists  upon  taking  an 
affirmation  on  the  basis  of  conscientious 
scruples,  he  is  dealing  really  with  a  mat- 
ter of  religious  faith,  or  luck  of  religious 
faith. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  that  is 
correct. 

Mr.  MORSK  And  whether  he  has  a 
religious  faith  that  cau.ses  him  not  to 
want  to  take  an  oath,  or  whether  he  does 
not  have  a  religious  fai:h  at  all  that 
causes  him  not  to  take  an  oath,  it  does 
not  make  any  difference. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  That  is  the  reason- 
ing I  followed,  and  that  is  why  I  allowed 
him  to  take  the  affirmation. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  the  conclusion 
I  reached  when  I  read  the  record — that 
when  it  got  to  the  point  that  he  based  his 
refusal  to  take  the  oath  on  conscientious 
.scruples,  it  was  decided,  apparently,  that 
that  ground  met  the  test,  and  he  was 
then  allowed  to  proceed  to  make  the 
record. 

Mr.  McCarthy.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  colloquy  shows  that 
differences  develop>ed,  of  course,  but  he 
made  the  record  under  an  affirmation. 

Mr.  McCarthy.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  With  that  fact  clearly 
in  mind,  let  me  take  the  Senator  to  the 
discussion  which  has  occurred  on  the 
fioor  of  the  Senate  betwetn  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  McCarthy],  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  I  Mr.  Lan- 
cer), and  the  Senator  from  New  York 
I  Mr.  Lehman  1  with  regard  to  what  hap- 
pened thereafter. 

On  pages  17.  18.  and  19  of  the  record — 
the  material  which  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  showed  me  earlier  in  this  de- 
bate— we  find  that  the  Witness  and  his 
CDunsel  asked  permission  to  obtain  a  copy 
of  the  transcript  taken  in  executive 
session. 

Mr.  McCarthy.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  chairman  of  the 
committee  advised  the  witness  and  his 
counsel  that  he  did  not  supply  tran- 
scripts of  executive  sessions.  Counsel 
for  the  witness  wanted  to  know  if  they 
could  not  purchase  one  at  their  own  ex- 
pense, and  the  chairman  advised  him 
that  he  could  not. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    That  IsQorrect. 

Mr.  MORSE.  However,  he  was  advised 
that  he  coiild  see  it  if  he  wanted  to  come 


down  to  Washington,  and  he  could  cor- 
rect anything  in  the  transcript  which  he 
believed  was  a  stenographic  error.  I 
think  that  clearly  implied  what  I  under- 
stand is  the  rule  of  the  Senator's  com- 
mittee and  of  all  committees  of  the  Sen- 
ate, that  a  man  cannot  proceed  to 
change  the  meaning  of  an  official  record, 
but  he  can  do  justice  to  himself  by  hav- 
ing stenographic  errors  corrected;  but 
that,  in  turn,  really  requires  the  approval 
of  the  committee  if  any  issue  is  raised 
over  it. 

The  chairman  notified  him  that  he 
could  come  to  Washington  and  examine 
the  record  and  correct  the  record  steno- 
graph! cally. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  say  that  is  the 
rule  we  followed.  Normally,  we  have 
three  copies  of  the  record  made,  and  any 
witness,  his  counsel,  or  both,  can  come  in 
and  make  corrections  of  stenographic 
errors. 

Mr.  MORSE.  So  far  as  I  know,  that  is 
the  rule  of  every  committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate. It  was  the  rule  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  when  I  was  a  mem- 
ber of  that  committee.  When  we  con- 
ducted hearings  of  a  high  security  nature 
in  executive  session,  we  allowed  wit- 
nesses to  correct  the  record  for  steno- 
graphic mistakes,  and  in  some  instances 
we  permitted  them  to  qualify  their  testi- 
mony, but  with  the  consent  of  the  com- 
mittee and  subject  then,  if  the  commit- 
tee desired  to  subject  them  to  it,  to  fur- 
ther cross-examination. 

Now  we  are  down  to  the  point  where 
the  witness  and  his  counsel  wanted  to  ob- 
tain a  copy  of  the  transcript,  and  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  as  chairman  of 
the  committee,  said  they  could  come 
down  to  Washington  and  examine  the 
record  and  make  any  proper  corrections. 

Counsel  for  the  witness  then  said  he 
had  a  case  out  on  the  west  coast  and  he 
would  have  to  break  a  leg  if  he  made  that 
case  and  got  back  in  time  to  correct  this 
record  at  the  time  the  chairman  had 
suggested.  There  was  a  little  exchange 
between  the  chairman  and  counsel  as  to 
the  time  schedule.  It  had  been  sug- 
gested that  counsel  and  the  witness  come 
down  on  a  Monday  at  10  o'clock.  The 
chairman  then  modified  that  to  1  o'clock. 
That  is  true:  is  it  not? 

Mr.  McCarthy.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  By  1  o'clock,  we  mean  1 
o'clock  and  not  1:30. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  counsel  said  he  un- 
derstood that. 

Mr.  McCarthy.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  was  the  under- 
standing when  the  Senator  left  New 
York.    It  that  true? 

Mr.  McCarthy.   That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  my  understanding 
correct  that  after  the  Senator  returned 
to  Washmgton.  a  telegram  was  sent  to 
the  witness  or  his  counsel,  notifying 
them  that  they  did  not  have  to  come 
down  the  next  Monday  at  1  o'clock,  but 
that  the  chairman  wanted  them  to  un- 
derstand that  the  witness  was  under  a 
continuing  subpena? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.   That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  And  that  they  could 
correct  the  record. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Yes.  The  reason 
that  telegram  was  sent  is  that  Mr.  Roy 


Cohn.  who  was  my  chief  counsel  at  that 
time,  had  been  in  touch  with  the  lawyer, 
and  Mr.  Cohn  advised  me  that  he 
thought,  first,  it  would  be  too  great  a 
hardship  on  the  lawyer  to  make  him 
come  to  Washington  on  Monday  and, 
second,  it  would  be  only  a  waste  of  money 
because  Lamont  would  give  the  same 
testimony  in  public  session  on  Monday 
as  he  had  given  in  executive  session.  So 
we  resolved  the  matter  by  deciding  to 
make  the  executive  session  testimony 
public. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  dwell  a  httle 
longer  on  the  last  point  I  made.  Counsel 
for  the  witness,  as  well  as  the  witness 
received  a  telegram  which  informed 
them  that  they  did  not  need  to  come  to 
Washington  on  the  next  Monday  at 
1  o'clock. 

Mr.  McCarthy.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Have  those  telegrams 
been  put  into  the  record  of  this  debate? 

Mr.  McCarthy,  no;  but  I  think 
they  should  be  placed  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  they  should  be. 
also.  In  fact,  they  may  be  more  relevant 
than  some  of  us  think. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  the  telegrams  inserted 
in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There   being   no   objection,   the   tele- 
prams  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 
Mr.   Philip  Wittenberc, 
70   West  40th  Street. 

New  York,  S.  T.: 

Confirming  conversation  with  Mr.  Like  of 
your  office,  Corliss  Lamont's  appearance  be- 
fore subcommittee  in  Washington,  D.  C,  on 
Monday.  September  28.  1953,  postponed.  Mr. 
Lamont  is  continued  under  subpena.  how- 
ever, and  you  wiU  be  notified  when  his  ap- 
F>earance  Is  required. 

Joe  McCabtht, 
Chairman.  Senate  Permanent   Sul)- 
committee  on  Investigations  of  the 
Senate    Committee    on    Govern- 
ment Operations. 

Mr.  Corliss  Lamont, 

Neic  York.  N.  Y.: 
Pursuant  to  conversation  with  Mr.  Like 
of  Mr.  Wittenberg's  office  this  date,  your  ap- 
pearance before  this  subcommittee  In  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.  on  Monday.  September  28,  1953, 
has  been  postponed.  However,  you  are  un- 
der continuing  subpena,  and  both  you  and 
your  counsel  will  be  notified  when  your  ap- 
pearance Is  required. 

Joe  McCartht, 
Chairman,  Senate  Permanent  Sub- 
committee on  Investigations  of  the 
Senate     Committee    on    Govern- 
ment Operations. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Did  either  of  those  tele- 
grams say  anything  about  the  witness 
being  under  continuing  subpena? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  believe  they  did. 
All  I  know  about  it.  frankly,  is  what  I 
heard  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Lancer]  read  to  me.  My  staff  sent 
the  witness  a  telegram  notifying  him 
that  he  did  not  have  to  appear.  The 
witness  and  his  counsel  were  instructed 
that  Mr.  Lamont  could  purge  himself  of 
the  contempt.  As  I  previously  stated, 
he  was  advised  that  he  could  purge  him- 
self of  contempt  by  appearing  on  Mon- 
day. I  do  not  think  we  gave  him  that 
deadline.  I  beheve  we  told  him  he 
could  purge  himself  of  the  contempt  by 
appearing  and  answering  the  questions 
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within  a  re&sonable  time,  but  as  to  tbat 
I  frankly  could  not  take  an  oath. 

Mr.  MOR8E.    I  am  only  repeating 
what  I  heard.    I  have  not  seen  these, 
documents. 

After  the  telegram  was  sent  to  htm,  did 
Mr.  Cohn,  counsel  for  the  c<xnmittee, 
have  any  telephone  conversation  with 
the  witness  or  his  attorney  rescinding  the 
telegram? 

Mr.  McCarthy,  no;  the  telegram 
was  never  rescinded,  and  he  Is  not  being 
cited  for  failing  to  appear  on  Monday. 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  understand  that. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  He  is  being  cited 
for  refusing  to  answer  the  questions  on 
Wednesday. 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  understand  that. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  telegram  was 
never  rescinded. 

Mr.  MORSE.  But  there  may  be  a 
point  of  view,  let  me  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor  

Mr.  McCarthy,  it  was  never  re- 
scinded, except  in  this  respect:  Roy 
Cohn  spent  much  of  his  time  in  New 
York,  and  he  had  telephone  conversa- 
tions with  the  attorney.  The  attorney 
understood  that  he  could  come  to  Wash- 
ington if  he  so  desired.  The  attorney 
did  not  wish  to  do  so.  He  was  busy ;  he 
was  tied  up.  The  telegram  was  sent  as 
a  courtesy  to  the  lawyer.  The  witness 
knew  he  could  appear  at  any  time  he  de- 
sired and  examine  the  record  and  decide 
to  purge  himself  of  the  contempt. 

Mr.  MORSE.  But  there  is  nothing 
officially  in  the  record  up  to  this  point 
in  the  debate  that  shows  that  the  tele- 
gram to  the  witness  or  his  attorney  was 
rescinded.  I  refer  to  the  telegram  which 
said  he  did  not  have  to  come  to  Wash- 
ington on  the  day  and  at  the  hour  that 
had  been  previously  agreed  upon  when 
the  executive  session  in  New  York  was 
closed,  namely.  Monday  at  1  o'clock. 

Mr,  MCCARTHY.  Absolutely  nothing 
whatsoever,  and  I  consider  it  completely 
unimportant,  because  in  executive  ses- 
sion he  was  asked  all  the  questions  we 
would  ask  him  in  public  session,  and  he 
refused  to  answer  about  his  Communist 
activities,  as  to  whether  he  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  communist  Party,  and  about 
other  people  who  were  Communists. 
The  only  reason  for  calling  him  In  pub- 
lic session  was  to  perform  the  function 
of  an  investigating  committee.  It  must 
inform  the  public  as  to  what  It  has  dis- 
covered. Instead  of  doing  that  by  call- 
ing him  in  a  public  session,  as  a  courtesy 
to  his  lawyer  we  merely  made  the  execu- 
tive session  testimony  public. 

Let  me  make  it  very  clear  that  he  is 
not  being  cited  even  remotely  for  failure 
to  appear  on  Monday.  It  is  only  because 
of  his  activities  on  Wednesday,  all  of 
which  occurred  before  he  was  asked  to 
appear  on  the  following  Monday.  In 
other  words,  all  the  contemptuous  activi- 
ties on  his  part  occurred  before  he  was 
asked  to  appear  on  Monday. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  very  frank  with 
the  Senator  because  I  think  we  are  now 
discussing  the  point  which  is  causing 
some  perplexity  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate. Before  I  ask  the  next  question — 
which  to  me  is  the  key  question — I  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  I 
have  never  voted  against  a  contempt 
citation  resolution  in  the  Senate.    As  I 


have  said  in  the  past  and  repeat  now, 
when  a  committee  of  the  Senate,  carry- 
ing out  its  investigation  work,  believes 
that  it  is  being  interfered  with  by  con- 
temptuous witnesses,  by  witnesses  who 
are  seeking  to  defeat  what  I  consider  to 
be  a  constitutional  prerogative  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  namely,  to 
conduct  investigations  on  issues  that  are 
of  public  concern,  and  whenever  I  have 
been  presented  with  a  resolution  which 
bears  out  that  charge  on  a  prima  facie 
basis,  I  have  voted  for  the  resolution.  I 
have  done  so  irrespective  of  the  fact  that 
subsequently  the  Department  of  Justice 
may  find  there  was  not  in  fact  a  basis 
for  the  contempt  citation — and  there 
have  been  such  cases,  as  the  Senator 
well  knows. 

Nevertheless,  I  think  we,  as  Senators, 
owe  it  to  our  committees  to  support  them 
when  they  come  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
and  make  a  prima  facie  case  in  support 
of  a  contempt  citation. 

I  want  the  Senator  to  know  that,  be- 
cause I  now  put  this  question — and  I 
think  this  is  a  question  he  ought  to  dis- 
cuss with  the  greatest  of  clarity,  because 
I  think  this  is  where  some  confusion  is 
being  developed  In  this  debate. 

I  judge,  from  conversations  I  have  had 
With  some  of  my  colleagues,  that  there 
is  a  feeling  that  this  telegram  is  of  more 
importance  than  the  weight  which  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  giving  to  it, 
in  that,  on  the  basis  of  the  record,  the 
witness  had  the  right  to  rely  upon  what 
he  thought  was  the  understanding  that 
he  would  be  allowed  to  corne  before  the 
committee  on  Monday  at  1  o'clock  and  go 
over  the  record,  and  not  only  correct 
stenographic  mistakes,  but  purge  him- 
self of  the  contempt.  In  other  words. 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  giving 
him  a  cooling-oflf  period — and  some- 
times witnesses  need  a  cooliag-off 
period — and  was  giving  him  time  for  re- 
flection and  giving  time  for  further  con- 
sultation between  lawyer  and  client,  and 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  suggested 
that  he  come  to  Washington  next  Mon- 
day at  1  o'clock,  and  that  was  agreed  to. 
I  think  the  record  shows.  Then  he  re- 
ceived a  telegram  that  he  need  not  come 
to  Washington  at  1  o'clock,  but  the  tele- 
gram made  it  clear  to  him  that  he  was 
still  imder  a  continuing  subpena,  and 
that  he  still  was  in  a  position  where  he 
could  come  before  the  committee  and 
purge  himself  of  that  contempt.  We 
have  had  some  discussion  as  to  whether 
or  not  he  should  have  paid  his  expenses 
to  come  to  Washington  or  whether  the 
committee  should  have  done  so.  In  my 
judgment,  on  this  particular  point,  that 
is  not  material;  but  what  is  material  is 
whether  that  telegram  put  him  to  sleep 
legally;  whether  or  not  it  gave  him  cause 
to  believe  that  he  could  come  here  and 
correct  the  stenographic  errors,  or,  on 
second  thought,  if  he  wanted  to  do  30,  he 
could  purge  himself  of  the  contempt 
which  the  Senator  believes  he  put  iiim- 
self  in  by  his  asking  the  questions  and 
the  witness  refusal  to  answer,  which 
placed  him  in  contempt  of  the  commit- 
tee, and  therefore  in  contempt  of  the 
Senate.  What  the  committee  did  on  that 
Monday  was  to  proceed  in  open  session, 
if  I  am  correct,  or  at  least  it  proceeded  to 
make  public  the  transcript  of  the  New 


York  executive  session,  and  proceeded 
then  to  move  to  cit<;  him  for  contempt. 
Am  I  mistaken  in  that? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  mistaken  to  some  extent. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Let  us  make  it  clear. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  motion  to  cite 
him  for  contempt  was  not  made  until 
several  months  later.  I  took  it  up  with 
the  subcommittee.  Some  of  the  mem- 
bers thought  the  matter  should  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Attorney  General  first. 
We  referred  it  to  the  Attorney  General. 
We  received  an  opinion  from  him  on 
April  16.  The  original  testimony  was  on 
September  28.  The  citation  for  con- 
tempt was  not  imtil  May  26.  So  he  had 
8  or  9  months. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  again  that 
the  contempt  occurred  before  he  was 
told  to  appear  in  public  session.  The 
contemptuous  actions  were  all  in  the 
record,  and  at  that  ix)int  he  was  told  to 
appear  on  Monday,  and  the  record  will 
show  that  his  lawyer  objected  to  that. 
I  frankly  was  of  the  opinion  that  he 
should  appear  on  Monday,  because  we 
had  the  hearing  set  for  Monday;  but 
we  gave  them  until  the  afternoon  on  the 
recommendation  of  Mr.  Cohn,  who 
talked  to  his  counsel.  They  did  not 
want  to  appear 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  want 
my  suspicion?     I  am  glad  to  agree 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  me  complete 
my  statement.  I  agreed  that  he  be  not 
forced  to  appear,  because  there  was 
nothing  to  be  gained  by  pa^-ing  him 
roughly  $50  or  $60  to  have  him  come 
here.  Roy  Cohn  reported  to  me  that  his 
lawyer  said  he  would  take  exactly  the 
same  attitude  in  a  public  session  as  he 
had  taken  in  the  private  session. 

The  Senator  will  find,  by  referring  to 
page  19  of  the  hearings,  that  he  was 
given  a  right  to  look  at  a  copy  of  the 
tran.script.  He  never  even  came  here  to 
look  at  the  transcript,  so  far  as  I  know. 
He  may  have  done  so. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  express  a  sus- 
picion. I  am  inclined  to  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Wi.'^consin  that  if  he  had 
come  to  Washington  he  would  not  have 
purged  himself  of  the  contempt.  He 
might  have  made  some  statement  with 
regard  to  alleged  stenographic  errors  in 
the  transcript. 

I  am  almost  through,  but  I  put  an- 
other question  from  another  angle. 
There  remains  a  doubt  as  to  whether 
or  not.  when  he  was  sent  the  telegram 
he  did  not  have  to  come  to  Washington 
on  Monday  at  1  o'clock,  there  was 
thereby  imposed  upon  the  committee,  by 
the  committee  itself,  an  obligation  spe- 
cifically to  notify  him  as  to  when  the 
committee  would  hear  him  if  he  wanted 
to  come  before  it  and  purge  himself  of 
the  contempt,  and  that  the  failure  to 
do  so  then  would  result  in  his  being  cited 
for  contempt. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  may  say  to  the 
able  Senator  that  actually  I  would  have 
no  authority  to  give  him  the  right  to 
purge  himself  of  contempt.  I  think  if 
I  had,  the  committee  would  have  gone 
along  with  me;  but  I  had  no  right  to 
do  so.  He  was  in  contempt  of  the  com- 
mittee. He  had  refused  to  answer.  He 
had  no  right  to  come  before  the  com- 
mittee to    Qhange    his    testimony   and 
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purge  himself  of  contempt.  I  have 
taken  the  position  that  when  witnesses 
have  done  so  I  then  recommend  to  the 
committee  that  they  not  be  held  in  con- 
tempt. So  far  as  I  was  concerned,  he 
was  in  contempt  of  the  committee.  He 
was  told  that.  He  was  asked  to  come 
here  on  Monday.  His  lawyer  said,  "I 
cannot  come."  As  a  court<!sy  to  him.  we 
told  him.  "You  will  not  have  to  come,  but 
consider  yourself  under  subpena." 

I  had  planned  to  call  him  later, 
frankly.  So  many  things  came  up  that 
we  did  not  call  him.  He  had  no  right 
to  purge  himself  of  the  contempt.  He 
was  in  contempt  already.  It  would  be 
up  to  the  court  to  allow  him  to  purge 
himself  of  the  contempt.  I  hope,  if  he 
is  convicted,  the  court  will  allow  him 
to  purge  himself  of  the  contempt,  and 
that  he  will  be  allowed  to  answer  the 
questions.  It  is  the  information  we  want, 
not  the  jailing  of  individuals.  Getting 
the  information  is  much  more  impor- 
tant than  sending  individuals  to  jail. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  not  the  Senator 
think,  though,  in  the  closing  moment  of 
the  colloquy,  he  acted  for  the  committee, 
as  he  had  the  right  to  act  for  the  com- 
mittee, by  making  clear  to  him  that  he 
was  being  invited  to  come  to  Washing- 
ton, if  he  cared  to  take  advantage  of  the 
invitation,  and  correct  the  errors  in  the 
transcript,  if  any.  and  purge  himself  of 
the  contempt? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  do  not  believe  we 
mentioned  purging  himself  of  the  con- 
tempt. He  was  not  told  he  could  purge 
himself  of  the  contempt.  He  was  told  he 
could  examine  the  record.  I  read  from 
page  18  of  the  hearings; 

Mr.  WrnTNBnwj.  I  understand. 

May  I  ask  whether  it  is  the  common  prac- 
tice to  provide  ua  with  a  copy  cf  the  mlnuteB. 

The  Chairman.  In  executive  sessions — If  It 
Is  a  public  session,  you  have  a  perfect  right 
to  obtain  a  copy.  In  executive  sessions  we  do 
not  give  out  any  copies  of  the  record.  How- 
ever, we  provide  that  If — we  do  provide  If  you 
want  to  come  down  or  if  your  client  comes 
down,  you  can  go  over  the  record  to  mak.e 
any  corrections  In  what  you  tblnk  are  steno- 
graphic errors,  or  If  the 

Mr  WiTTENBHUj.  We  can't  order  a  copy  at 
cur  expense  for  that  purpose? 

The  Chmkman.  No.  I  tell  you  why  you 
cant  because  It  Is  strictly  executive 

Mr.  WrTTENBERc.  I  understand.  If  It  is  a 
rule 

The  Chaikman.  The  ruling  is  we  don't 
hand  any  copies  out  to  anybody  at  all. 

The  Senator  will  find  he  was  told  he 
could  come  to  Washington  and  correct 
any  stenographic  errors.  He  was  not 
told  he  could  purge  himself  of  contempt. 
I  do  think  he  was  told,  or  his  lawyer  was 
told  by  Mr.  Cohn,  that  if  he  wanted  to 
change  his  mind,  he  could  come  before 
us  and  purge  himself  in  that  fashion. 
That  is  more  or  less  hearsay  from  my 
chief  counsel,  but  I  am  sure  that  is  true. 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
If  the  Senator  will  yield.  I  should  like 
to  ask  if  there  were  any  contacts  made 
between  the  time  of  the  hearing  in  exec- 
utive session  and  the  time  the  telegram 
was  dispatched? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Yes:  there  were 
contacts  with  us — Mr.  Cohn  and  his 
lawyer — who  felt  I  was  unreasonable  in 
ordering  him  to  come  Monday.  He  said 
he  had  a  case.    I  think  the  Senator  from 


North  Dakota  [Mr.  LangesI  read  about 
it  from  the  record.  He  was  supposed 
to  try  a  case,  and  he  felt  I  was  vmrea- 
sonable  in  demanding  that  he  come  to 
Washington  on  Monday. 

Mr.  Cohn  advised  me  of  two  things. 
He  advised  me  of  that,  and  he  suggested 
that  I  not  require  him  to  come  Monday, 
pointing  out  that  nothing  would  be 
gained  by  it,  because  the  lawyer  had  said 
he  would  take  exactly  the  same  position 
on  Monday  he  had  taken  on  Wednesday. 
As  Roy  said,  there  is  no  sense  in  paying 
his  traveling  expense. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  These  contacts 
were  by  telephone? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    Yes. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Does  the  Sen- 
ator know  how  many  there  were? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  do  not  know.  Jn 
my  opinion,  it  is  completely  unimpor- 
tant, in  that  he  was  guilty  of  contempt 
before  that  time.  If  he  wanted  to  con- 
tact us  to  purge  himself  of  the  contempt, 
he  should  have  done  so.  He  had  no  right 
in  that  respect,  except  by  courtesy  of 
the  committee. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  have  one  more  question  to  ask.  if  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  yield  fur- 
ther. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Has  the  com- 
mittee or  the  staff,  since  the  telegram 
was  dispatched,  made  any  contact  either 
with  the  lawyer  or  with  Mr.  Lament? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  Carr  informs 
me  that  Roy  Cohn  had  considerable 
contact  with  Mr.  Lamont's  lawyer. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Afterward? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  do  not  know 
about  the  date  or  the  time. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Subsequent  to 
the  sending  of  the  telegram? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Yes;  Mr.  Carr  in- 
forms me  that  the  answer  is  "Yes." 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  McCarthy.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
telegram  we  are  discussing  reads  in  part 
as  follows: 

Your  appearance  before  this  subcommit- 
tee in  Washington.  D.  C.  on  Monday.  Sep- 
tember 28.  1953.  has  been  postponed.  How- 
ever, you  are  under  continuing  subpena.  and 
both  you  and  your  counsel  will  be  notified 
when  your  appearance  la  required. 

I  should  Uke  to  know  what  in  heaven's 
name  could  be  plainer  than  that;  and 
the  man  never  was  notified.  He  never 
was  telephoned  to.  He  knew  nothing 
about  this  matter  until  he  was  cited  for 
contempt.    That  is  the  record. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  That  is  not  cor- 
rect. The  Senator's  reading  of  the  tele- 
gram undoubtedly  is  correct;  I  am  sure 
he  would  not  misread  it. 

However,  the  point  is  that  we  had  no 
use  for  him,  unless  he  would  come  and 
give  us  the  information. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  challenge  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  to  produce  the  tele- 
gram. 

Mr,  McCarthy.  Just  a  moment. 
The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  asked 
a  question,  and  I  wish  to  reply  to  it. 
There  was  no  reason  why  we  should  call 
Mr.  Lamont  to  Washington,  D.  C,  to  do 
the  same  thing  here  that  he  did  in  New 


York.  We  decided  not  to  do  it.  There 
was  no  reason  why  we  should  waste  the 
time  of  the  committee  and  the  money  of 
the  committee  in  doing  that.  He  was 
never  called.  Senators  will  find  he  was 
notified  he  could  look  at  the  record,  to 
correct  it  stenographically — period. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  Senate  Reso- 
lution 281. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  on 
this  question  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  ob- 
ject. I  think  this  is  a  very  important 
matter.    Is  that  all  right? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    That  is  aU  right 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard.  The  Secretary  will  con- 
tinue the  call  of  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  and  con- 
cluded the  call  of  the  roll,  and  the  fol- 
lowing Senators  answer  to  their  names: 


AiKen 

Gore 

Mansfield 

Anderson 

Green 

Martin 

Barrett 

Kayden 

McCarran 

Beall 

Hendrlckson 

McCarthy 

Bennett 

Hennings 

McCleUan 

Bowrlng 

Hickenlooper 

MUlikin 

Bricker 

HiU 

Monroney 

Bridges 

Holland 

Morse 

Burke 

Humphrey 

Mundt 

Bu.'h 

Ive« 

Murray 

Butler 

Jackson 

Neely 

Carlson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Payne 

Case 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Potter 

Chavez 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

PurteU 

Clements 

Kefauver 

Robertson 

Cooper 

Kennedy 

Russell 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Saltonstall 

Crippa 

Knowland 

Rchoeppel 

Dirksen 

Kuchel 

Smith.  Maine 

Dworshak 

Langer 

Smith.  N.  J. 

El  lender 

Liehinan 

Symington 

Ferguson 

Lennon 

Watklns 

Prear 

Long 

WUllams 

George 

MagnusoQ 

Young 

Goldwater 

Malone 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Gold  WATER  in  the  chair).  A  quorum  is 
present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  Sen- 
ate Resolution  281. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Certainly. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  In  the  course  of  the 
Senator's  colloquy  with  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy]  he 
made  a  statement  to  the  efifect  that  gen- 
erally sp>eaking  he  would  support  a  mo- 
tion to  cite  a  person  for  contempt  of  the 
Senate.  I  reaUze  that  he  h£»  had  much 
more  experience  in  the  Senate  than  I 
have  had.  This  is  only  my  sixth  year  in 
the  Senate.  Quite  apart  from  the  de- 
termination of  the  issue  before  us.  what 
worries  me  is  the  following  point: 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  mere  fact  that 
a  witness  refuses  to  answer  questions 
addressed  to  him  by  a  committee  should 
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not  in  and  of  itself  constitute  ground  for 
citatbrn  for  omtempt. 

I  can  Tery  weU  understand  that  an 
Inimical  or  unfriendly  committee  could 
ask  a  witness  questions,  which  for  many 
good  reasons  he  could  properly  refuse  to 
answer.  Yet.  if  we  agree  with  a  com- 
mittee every  time  it  asks  us  to  cite  a  wit- 
ness for  contempt  of  Uie  Senate,  without 
carefully  scrutinizing  the  facts  In  the 
case,  we  would  be  lasting  ourselves  open 
to  a  dangerous  coiirse  of  action,  to  which 
I  would  not  be  willing  to  subscribe. 

It  seema  to  me  that  with  respect  to  all 
requests  for  citations  for  contempt  it  is 
incmnbent  upon  us  to  determine  whether 
such  a  citation  should  be  voted,  and  it  is 
important  for  us  to  study  the  record,  in 
order  to  make  certain  that  there  was  full 
justfflcation  on  the  part  of  a  witness  to 
reftise  to  answer  questions.  I  believe 
that  should  be  the  test,  not  the  mere 
presentation  of  a  resolution  for  citation 
for  contempt 

In  this  case  I  may  have  an  opinion 
different  from  the  opinion  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon.  I  believe  the  record 
itself  does  not  Justify  a  citation  for  con- 
tempt. The  principle  involved  is  the 
important  consideration.  I  very  much 
fear  that  very  serious  results  may  ensue 
if  we  permit  the  record  to  remain  un- 
challenged and  merely  say  that  because 
a  committee  brings  in  a  resolution  of 
citation  for  contempt  the  Senate  should, 
in  the  natxiral  course  of  events,  vote  in 
favor  of  such  resolution.  I  regard  it  as 
a  very  dangerous  procediure. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  briefly  to 
reply  to  the  question  of  the  Senator 
from  New  York,  and  I  should  like  to 
have  the  attention  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  because  I  shall  ask  him 
certain  questions  after  I  have  finished 
this  brief  discussion.  It  should  be  de- 
termined to  the  satisfaction  of  every  Sen- 
ator whether  a  prima  facie  case  hftjr 
been  made  by  the  committee. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York  that  my  major  thesis,  as  I  stated 
it  before,  is  that  I  think  we  would  imder- 
mhae  the  investigative  powers  of  the 
Senate  if  we  were  to  refuse  to  support 
a  resolution  for  contempt,  provided  the 
committee  submitting  it  made  out  a 
prima  facie  case  which  Justified  a  cita- 
tion.   That  is  the  principle. 

It  also  carries  with  it  a  duty  that  is 
imposed  upon  the  committee  which  asks 
us  to  carry  out  that  principle. 

If  we  should  ever  start  compiling  a 
record  of  not  honoring  a  resolution  of 
contempt  when  a  prima  facie  case  in 
support  of  It  is  made,  we  would  put  one 
investigating  committee  after  another  in 
an  imtenable  position. 

With  that  major  premise  established, 
I  now  ask  the  following  rhetorical  ques- 
tions, and  answer  them  myself.  First. 
Did  this  committee  of  the  Senate  have 
the  authority  and  Jurisdiction  to  in- 
vestigate aUeged  subversive  activities  in 
the  United  States?  There  is  no  question 
about  it.  That  is  one  of  the  purposes  of 
the  c(»nmittee. 

Did  it  have  the  authority,  under  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  and  imder  its  own 
rules,  to  go  to  New  York  and  call  before 
it  Mr.  Ltfunont  for  the  purpose  of  making 
Inquiry  of  him  concerning  allegations 
which  purported  to  connect  him  with 


subversive  activities  in  the  United 
States?  The  answer  Is  that  there  is  no 
question  about  it;  the  committee  did 
have  that  jurisdiction. 

The  committee  caUed  him  before  it. 
As  has  been  previously  stated,  an  alter- 
cation ensued  between  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  and  the  witness  and 
his  attorneys  as  to  whether  Mr.  Lament 
should  be  allowed  to  aflarm  rather  than 
to  take  an  oath.  That  question  was 
finally  settled  by  the  chairman  himself 
by  allowing  the  witness  to  aflBrm. 

After  he  took  the  affirmation,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  com- 
mittee. In  effect  he  said  he  would  not 
answer  any  questions  put  to  him  by  the 
committee,  and  that  the  questions  had 
nothing  to  do  with  any  alleged  subver- 
sive activities.  He  said,  "I  challenge  the 
right  of  the  committee  to  ask  me  those 
questions  under  the  first  amendment  to 
the  Constitution." 

The  committee  took  the  position  that 
the  first  amendment  did  not  justify  his 
refusal  to  answer  questions  which  re- 
lated to  the  allegations. 

I  shall  point  out  in  a  moment,  on  pages 
8  and  9  of  the  executive  hearings,  that 
the  questions  put  to  him  did  relate  to  the 
allegation  of  subversive  activity.  I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  question  about  it. 

The  committee  said,  'We  do  not  ac- 
cept your  defense,  that  you  have  a  right 
to  refuse  to  answer  questions  about  alle- 
gations purporting  to  connect  you  with 
subversive  activity,  on  the  ground  of  the 
first  amendment." 

"Oh."  he  said,  "but  I  think  I  have  that 
right." 

The  committee  said,  "We  reject  that 
contention." 

He  persisted.  The  committee  then 
proceeded  to  ask  him  questions  against 
which  he  could  have  protected  himself 
If  he  had  used  the  fifth  amendment. 
But  he  said,  "No,  I  am  not  making  any 
charge  that  these  questions  would  in- 
criminate me."  He  simply  said.  "You 
have  no  right,  as  a  matter  of  jurisdiction, 
to  ask  the  questions."  He  kept  referring 
to  his  so-called  exhibit  1,  which  he 
h&ses  on  two  cases,  one  of  T.?hich  is 
United  States  against  Rumely;  and  also 
a  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
case,  one  case  containing  language  by 
Justice  Douglas  and  the  other  by  Jus- 
tice Sutherland.  In  each  instance  the 
witness  refused  to  answer  the  commit- 
tee's questions  on  the  ground  of  what  he 
called  exhibit  1. 

I  think  It  should  be  kept  clearly  in 
mind  what  his  contentions  were  as  to 
exhibit  1.  It  will  not  take  very  loog  to 
read  them.  I  shall  read  from  page  3  of 
the  transcript  of  the  executive  session. 
The  witness  said  that  he  objected  to  the 
power  and  jurisdiction  of  the  committee 
to  inquire  into: 

(a)  My  political  beliefs; 

(b) 
falrs; 

(c) 


Any  other  personal   and   privat*  af- 
My  religious  beliefs; 


(d)  My  associatlonal  activities. 
(2)   - 


I 


Let  it  be  understood  that  I  am  a  pri- 
vate citizen  of  the  United  States.  That  I 
hold  no  office  of  public  honor  or  trust  and 
that  I  am  not  employed  in  any  governmtntal 
department,  nor  am  I  under  salary  or  grant 
from  any  governmental  department. 

(3)   To  dispose  of  a  question  causing  cur- 
rent apprehension.  I  am  a  loyal  Amecican 


and  I  am  not  now  and  never  hate  been  m 
member  of  the  Communist  Party. 

(4)    The    grounds    of    my    objection    are: 

(a)  As  stated  In  United  States  V.  Rumeli/ 
(97  L.  Ed.  494) ,  a  case  Involving  a  refusal  to 
give  testimony  before  a  committee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  said,  in  a  concurring 
opinion  by  Mr.  Justice  Douglas: 

"The  power  of  Investigation  Is  alao  limited. 
Inquiry  Into  personal  and  private  affairs  Is 
precluded." 

(b)  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  has  said  in  Jones  v.  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  (298  U.  S.  1)  tlirough 
Mr.  Justice  Sutherland: 

"The  citizen,  when  Interrogated  about  his 
private  affairs,  has  a  right  before  Answering 
to  know  why  the  Inquiry  Is  made;  and  If  the 
purpose  disclosed  Is  not  a  legitimate  one,  he 
is  not  required  to  answer." 

(c)  Under '  the  first  amendment  to  the 
Constitution,  the  power  of  Investigation  by 
Congress  into  matters  Involving  freedom  of 
speech  and  freedom  of  the  press  Oannot  be 
used  In  the  absence  of  legislative  Intent  or 
power.  The  Congress  of  the  United  States 
has  no  constitutional  right  to  legislate  with 
regard  to  prior  restraint  or  utt«rance  in 
either  form,  that  that  as  to  any  books  already 
written  or  statements  made,  no  ex  post  fac- 
to could  be  passed  determining  innocence  or 
criminal. ty.  and  that  the.-efore  an  Investiga- 
tion into  my  writings  is  beyond  the  power  of 
this  committee. 

(5»  Under  our  Constitution,  our  Govern- 
ment is  a  government  of  limited  pOwers.  tri- 
partite In  form,  consisting  of  the  Uglslatlve, 
the  Judicial,  and  the  executive,  anfl  any  in- 
quiry Into  personal  conduct,  pertonal  be- 
liefs, associatlonal  activity  lies  within  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Judicial  department,  and 
the  exercise  of  this  power  by  the  legisla- 
ture is  an  unconstitutional  invasion  of  the 
power  of  the  judiciary. 

The  Supreme  Court  has  held  that  this  sep- 
aration of  powers  Is  fundamental  to  the 
existence  of  our  democracy  and  that  not 
even  an  emergency  warrants  an  Invasion  of 
the  powers  of  one  department  by  the  other. 
Youngstown  Sheet  and  Tube  Co.  f.  Satcyer 
(343  U.  S.  579). 

(6)  The  Jurisdiction  of  this  committee  Is 
further  limited  by  the  statutes  which  con- 
stitute and  set  forth  Its  function  aad  sphere 
of  authority.  Under  the  rules  of  the  Senate 
and  the  statutes  organizing  the  appointment 
of  this  standing  committee,  this  committee 
has  no  authority  to  examine  Into  the  per- 
sonal and  private  affairs  of  private  citizens. 
Any  action  with  regard  to  my  books  by  of- 
ficials of  the  Government  was  dona  without 
any  prior  knowledge  or  consultation  with 
me.  I  took  no  part  In  any  proceedings  In- 
volving any  governmental  authority  and 
therefore  this  committee  Is  without  power 
to  examine  me  under  the  rules  and  statute 
governing  it. 

This  committee  Is  not  a  competent  tri- 
bunal. The  resignation  from  this  committee 
of  all  members  belong  to  one  of  tte  major 
parties,  i.  e..  the  Democratic  Party,  has  de- 
prived this  committee  of  Its  competency  to 
act  until  It  has  been  properly  constituted. 

That's  all. 

Those  are  the  reasons  he  gave  for  con- 
testing the  jurisdiction  of  our  commit- 
tee— and  it  is  our  committee.  It  was  on 
the  basis  of  that  case  which  he  there- 
after called  exhibit  1  that  he  rested  all 
his  refusals  to  answer  questions. 

The  cr.nmittee  rejected  his  explana- 
tion. Tl  e  committee  could  have  said, 
"We  do  not  accept  your  reasons  for  re- 
fusing U)  answer  questions" — and  I  para- 
phrase—"in  connection  with  the  allega- 
tion that  you  are  involved  in  subversive 
activity.* 
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Did  our  committee  have  the  right  to 
reject  his  explaivation?  I  think  so.  We 
may  disagree  as  to  the  application  of  the 
first  amendment.  One  Senator  may  say. 
"I  think  there  is  something  In  what  Mr. 
Lamont  said."  If  so,  that  question  will 
be  tested  when  the  courts  pass  on  It. 

But  our  committee  said,  "We  do  not 
accept  the  first  amendment  excuse  for 
not  answering  certain  questions  which 
we  wish  to  put  to  you." 

Let  us  go  over  to  page  8  and  take  a  look 
at  a  few  of  the  questions  the  committee 
souKht  to  put  to  him.  Do  not  forget  that 
we  are  dealing  with  our  own  committee, 
for  which  we  have  appropriated  a  large 
sum  of  money  to  carry  out  the  author- 
ization to  investigate  subversive  activities 
in  this  country.  A  witness  Is  charged 
with  subversive  activity.  Senators  may 
think  he  was  wrongfully  charged,  but 
that  question  has  no  place  in  this  debate, 
in  my  judgment.  It  wa.'5  clearly  with- 
in the  jurisdiction  of  the  committee  to 
hale  him  before  the  committee,  and  to 
ask  him  what  kind  of  questions?  To  ask 
him  such  questions  as  this — and  I  turn 
to  page  8 : 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Lamont.  It  appears 
from  the  sworn  testimony  that  the  United 
States  Oovernment  purchaa<?d  aome  of  yovir 
works.  That  is  the  testimony  at  this  point. 
One  of  the  works  purchased,  which  is  appar- 
ently not  technically  your  work  but  one  in 
which  you  took  part,  la  a  book  by  a  Mr. 
Simmons. 

Did  you  know  that  Mr.  Simmons  was  a 
member  of  the  Communist  Party  at  the  time 
you  contributed   the  chapter  to  this  book? 

Mr  LAUOiTr.  The  question  was  that  Mr. 
Simmons  was — was  the  editor  of  the  book? 
As  editor  of  the  book,  as  I  recall  it 

Mr.  VfrmnsxKo.  May  I.  sir 

The  Chairman.  The  book  is  entitled  "U.  S. 
S  R  .  A  Concise  Handbook,"  edited  by  Ernest 
J.  Simmons.  That  Is  Ernest  Joseph  Sim- 
mons.    Does  that  answer  your  question? 

Mr.  Lamont.  I  decline  to  answer,  Mr. 
Chairman,  on  the  grounds  of  exhibit  1  and 
on  the  further  ground  that  the  book  speaks 
for  Itself. 

Mr.  President,  we  may  disagree  with 
our  committee  as  to  whether  we  think 
that  is  the  most  artful  question  which 
might  have  been  asked  Mr.  Lamont,  but 
was  it  a  question  relevant  to  the  investi- 
gation by  the  committee?  The  commit- 
tee was  trying  to  find  out,  for  example, 
whether  this  man  had  associations  with 
the  Communists.  I  think  it  is  a  per- 
fectly proper  kind  of  examination  to  find 
out  whether  an  individual  has  close  as- 
sociations with  Communists.  It  is  not 
conclusive  evidence,  from  which  we  can 
draw  many  deductions,  but  it  is  relevant, 
and  it  is  relative  to  an  investigation  of 
subversive  activities  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
X,  Mr.  Y,  or  Mr.  Z.  The  witness  refused 
to  answer  whether  he  had  had  knowl- 
edge, when  he  wrote  a  chapter  in  this 
book,  that  the  editor  of  the  book  was  a 
Communist,  as  alleged  by  the  chaii-maa 
cf  the  committee. 

I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  or  not, 
but  the  chairman  has  so  alleged,  and  I 
assume  that  if  the  investigation  had 
yoiie  Piong  within  its  proper  scope  and 
if  there  had  not  been  a  refusal  to  answer 
questions,  the  chairman  would  have 
brought  out  through  other  witnesses 
Tacts  as  to  whether  this  man  was  or  was 
not  a  Communist.    The  witness  refused 


to  azuwer  on  the  ground  of  the  first 
amendment. 

Ldst  me  proceed  to  another  question 
which  the  chairman  asked  him: 

The  CHAnuiAiv.  Have  you  ever  attended 
Communist  Party  meetings? 

1ST.  LucoMT.  I  decline  to  answer  on  the 
same  grounds  stated  in  exhibit  1. 

That  is  the  first  amendment  ground. 
It  Is  not  the  fifth  amendment  ground;  it 
Is  the  first  amendment  ground. 

Again,  I  ask  the  Senate,  Was  it  rele- 
vant for  our  committee,  which  we  had 
authorized,  and  for  which  we  had  ap- 
propriated money  for  the  purpose  of 
conducting  hearings  into  subversive  ac- 
tivities, to  ask  this  witness  whether  or 
not  he  had  attended  Communist  Party 
meetings?  Of  course  it  was  relevant. 
Assume  that  a  committee  is  investigating 
subversive  activities,  and  it  has  before 
it  someone  against  whom  allegations  or 
charges  have  been  made  that  he  has 
been  participating  in  Communist  activi- 
ties. The  committee  has  witnesses  wait- 
ing to  be  put  on  the  staild.  from  whom  it 
intends  to  elicit  testimony  to  the  effect 
that  the  person  under  investigation  at- 
tended Communist  meetings.  It  does 
not  follow  that  merely  because  a  wit- 
ness swears  that  a  person  did  something, 
it  is  so.  because  every  lawyer  in  the 
Chamber  knows  that  the  way  a  lawsuit 
is  tried  is  to  offer  testimony  on  both 
sides  of  the  controversial  issue  before 
the  tribunal,  and  then  a  decision  is 
reached.  I  ask.  Was  it  relevant  to  ask 
Lamont  whether  or  not  he  had  attended 
Communist  Party  meetings?  He  refused 
to  answer  on  the  ground  of  the  first 
amendment. 

We  could  go  down  the  line  and  take 
up  other  questions.  Let  us  consider  the 
next  question  which  the  chairman  put 
to  Lamont.  and  which  he  refused  to  an- 
swer: 

The  Chaixman.  Did  you  in  1941  sign  a 
statement  addressed  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  defending  the  Commimlst 
Party? 

Mr.  WnTENBEao.  Not  unless  It  Is  shown  to 
you  fcM"  Identification. 

The  Craikman.  To  refresh  your  recollec- 
tion, may  I  say  the  Dally  Worker,  on  March 
6.  1941,  page  2.  carries  an  account  of  such  a 
statement  by  you — signed  by  you. 

The  question  is:  Did  you  sign  such  a 
statement? 

Mr.  Lamont.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  have 
to  see  some — see  the  statement.  I  can't — 
that  was  how  many  years  ago?  A  long  time 
ago.  I  dont  even  know  what  It  was  about 
from  what  you  say. 

The  CHAniMAN.  Is  It  your  testimony  that 
you  do  not  remember  having  signed  a  state- 
ment addressed  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  defending  the  Commimist 
Party? 

Mr.  WnTENBERG.  At  this  time  you  have  no 
present  recollection  unless  you  can  re- 
fresh— 

(Mr.  Lamont  confers  with  Mr.  Wittenberg.) 

Mr.  Lamont.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  no  pres- 
ent recollection  of  signing  such  a  statement, 
unless  you  can  refresh  my  memory  somehow 
or  I  can  read  such  a  statement;  1941? 

I  Just  cant  recall  all  those  details  without 
checking  in  some  manner. 

I  think  that  was  a  perfectly  responsive 
answer  to  a  question  asked  by  the  chair- 
man. The  chairman  did  not  press  the 
point,  and  the  matter  was  dropped. 


I  continue  to  read: 

The  Chaikbcan.  Let's  sUp  11  yean  and 
come  up  to  1952. 

Did  you  sign  an  appeal  to  President  Tru- 
man requesting  amnesty  for  leaders  of  the 
Communist  Party  who  were  convicted  under 
the  Smith  Act? 

(Mr.  Lamont  confers  with  Mr.  Wittenberg.) 

Mr.  Lamont.  Cant — could  I  see  the — could 
I  see  the 

The  Cbaixman.  Could  you  see  what? 


Mr.  Lamont.  Could  I  see  the  atstement  so 

I  could  Identify  it? 

The  Chaikman.  I  dont  know.  If  you  want 
to  search  for  It  you  will  find  the  Dally  Work- 
er, December  10,  1952,  apparently  carries  an 
account  of  it.  page  4.  I  dont  have  a  copy 
of     your     statement,     Mr.     Lamont.       You 

asked 

(Mr.  Lamont  confers  with  Mr.  Wittenberg.) 
Ttxe  Chaoimam.  If  I  had  a  copy  of  your 
statement,  you  certainly  could  see  It.  I  do 
not  have  a  copy  before  me.  My  question  Is, 
Do  you  recall  having  signed  such  an  appeal 
to  President  Truman? 

I  may  say,  good  naturedly,  that  I  do 
not  think  that  was  very  good  examina- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  chairman.  If 
the  chairman  intended  to  push  that  kind 
of  questioning,  he  should  have  had  the 
document  before  him.  But  again,  that 
is  not  for  us  to  decide  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  today. 

The  question  for  us  to  decide  is  wheth- 
er or  not  the  chairman,  acting  for  the 
Senate,  was  asking  a  line  of  questions 
which  was  relevant  to  the  investigation 
of  subversive  activities.  I  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  chairman  did 
ask  enough  questions  which  were  directly 
related  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  com- 
mittee, questions  which  were  within  the 
power  of  the  committee  to  ask  In  carry- 
ing out  its  functions  of  investigating  sub- 
versive activities,  and  which  Mr.  Lamont 
refused  to  answer  on  the  basis  of  the 
first  amendment,  so  that  the  Senate  is 
justified  in  citing  Lamont  for  contempt 
today,  unless  we  now  wish  to  take  the 
position  that  the  committee  does  not 
make  a  prima  facie  case  for  a  resolution 
of  contempt  citation  in  any  instance 
when  a  witness  refuses  to  answer  any 
questions  which  are  directed  to  him  in 
relation  to  allegations  that  he  was  in- 
volved in  subversive  activities,  if  he  falls 
behind  the  first  amendment. 

I  am  not  ready  to  take  such  a  position, 
because  I  know  of  no  court  decision 
which  holds  that  the  first  amendment  is 
an  adequate  defense  in  such  a  situa- 
tion; and  because  I  think  the  committee 
had  the  right  to  ask  the  questions  which 
it  asked,  a  duty  was  placed  upon  Lamont 
to  answer  the  questions,  unless  he  him- 
self wanted  to  go  ahead  and  have  the 
que.stion  determined  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  first  amendment  was  protection  for 
him  in  such  situations  as  this.  That  is 
my  answer  to  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  New  York. 

If  Mr.  Lamont  wants  to  assume  that 
responsibility,  very  well.  Of  course, 
there  will  be  a  stigma  placed  upon  La- 
mont if  he  is  cited  for  contempt.  A 
stigma  is  placed  upon  any  citizen  if  he  is 
indicted  by  a  grand  jury.  But,  as  I  have 
been  heard  to  say,  that  is  one  of  the  risks 
of  living  in  a  democracy.  It  is  a  risk 
which  all  of  us  ought  to  be  perfectly 
willing  to  run.  This  man  cannot  eat  his 
cake  and  have  it,  too.  He  cannot  go  be- 
fore tlie  committee  and  refuse  to  au:>wer 
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relevant  questlcms — I  am  referring  only 
to  the  releTant  questions  bearing  upon 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  committee  to  in> 
yestigate  subversive  activities — and  then 
be  heard  to  say,  "Now,  having^  done  that, 
you  cannot  cite  me  for  contempt."  The 
investigatory  function  of  the  Senate 
would  be  destroyed  if  such  a  course  were 
followed. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  The  Senatof  from 
Oregon  has  clearly  shown  that  a  prima 
facie  case  of  contempt  has  been  made. 
Is  it  not  true  that  when  that  has  been 
done,  the  witness  still  is  entitled  to  his 
day  in  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction? 
If  he  can  rebut  the  prestmiption  of  giillt. 
he  will  have  an  opportunity  to  do  so. 
by  letting  the  court  try  the  issue. 

Mi.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia knows  what  will  happen.  I  speak 
hypothetically.  Assume  that  the  Sen- 
ate adopts  the  resolution  and  that  the 
case  is  referred  to  the  Department  of 
Justice.  We  know  that  it  may  die  there, 
because  if  the  Department  of  Justice 
does  not  press  It.  if  it  decides  that  the 
Senate  is  wrong,  the  case  is  likely  to  die 
in  the  Department.  I  do  not  think  the 
Department  should  allow  the  case  to 
die.  Let  us  assume  that  the  next  step 
is  taken,  and  that  the  Department  takes 
the  case  to  court.  The  court  then  will 
pass  judgment  on  whether  the  Senate 
was  right  or  wrong,  whether  Lamont  was 
or  was  not  in  contempt.  There  may  be 
other  reasons  for  holding  Lamont  in 
contempt  than  the  considerations  I  have 
discussed,  but  let  us  assume  that  the 
case  is  limited  to  the  questions  I  have 
discussed.  If  the  lower  court  finds  La- 
mont guilty  of  contempt,  he  will  still 
have  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  a  deter- 
mination of  the  constitutional  question 
he  raises. 

I  do  not  think  he  is  injured,  because 
if  we  are  satisfied  that  the  committee 
had  a  right  to  ask  him  Uie  questions 
Which  it  asked,  and  Lamont  refused  to 
answer  them,  and  did  so  on  the  basis 
of  his  constitutional  argument,  he  is  al- 
lowed by  the  contempt  citation  to  press 
his  constitutional  argument  up  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  In  the  first  place,  I 
believe  that  a  citation  of  a  person  for 
contempt  of  the  Senate  is  an  extremely 
serious  matter.  I  repeat  that  I  do  not 
know  Lamont.  I  have  no  interest  in  this 
case.  Lamont  may  be  guilty  or  not 
giiilty.  Nevertheless,  I  feel  it  is  a  serious 
matter,  and  that  we  are  called  upon  to 
decide  a  very  important  question. 

I  do  not  for  one  moment  question  the 
power  of  the  committee  to  hold  in  con- 
tempt this  man  or  any  other  witness  who 
is  called  before  the  committee  by  sub- 
pena.  I  also  realize  fully  the  authority 
of  the  Senate  to  adopt  a  resolution  for 
a  citation  of  contempt  or  to  refuse  to 
do  so.  But  I  believe  the  question 
Whether  the  answers  on  which  a  person 
is  cited  for  contempt  are  sufficiently  re- 
sponsive to  the  questions  asked  is  a  ques- 


tion which  the  Senate  alone  can  deter- 
mine after  careful  scrutiny. 

I  believe  we  should  not  be  satisfied 
with  an  ex  parte  action  or  a  unilateral 
action.  The  decision  should  be  oon- 
troUed  excliisively  by  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  after  a  careful  examination  of 
the  facts  in  the  record. 

I  do  not  believe,  therefore,  that  there 
should  be  any  acceptance  of  the  prin- 
ciple which  was  enunciated  an  hour  or 
two  ago  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon that  under  general  circumstances, 
or  ordinary  circumstances,  generally 
speaking,  he  would  accept  the  report  and 
recommendations  of  a  committee. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Only  as  prima  facie 
evidence. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  think  the  question 
should  be  carefully  studied.  I  do  not 
believe  this  case  has  been  carefully 
studied  by  the  Members  of  the  Senate. 
I  believe  that  many  other  cases  and 
many  other  resolutions  which  have  been 
presented  have  not  been  carefully 
studied  by  the  Senate. 

I  think  such  action  has  been  taken 
and  probably  will  continue  to  be  taken. 
but  I  am  sufficiently  a  realist  to  under- 
stand the  situation,  based  merely  on  the 
recommendation  of  a  committee.  I  re- 
peat that  in  my  opinion  it  is  dangerous, 
because  any  committee  can  ask  any 
questions  it  desires  to  ask,  whether  or 
not  they  be  justified  by  the  Constitution 
and  the  Bill  of  Rights,  and  then  recom- 
mend a  citation. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
almost  finished.  I  wish  to  reply  very 
briefly  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

I  hope  I  made  it  clear  that  the  report 
and  resolution  of  the  committee  raise 
only  a  prima  facie  case  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned.  We  have  the  duty  to  study 
the  record  to  see  whether  or  not  the 
prima  facie  case  holds  up. 

I  have  tried  to  do  so,  and  I  have  studied 
it  sufficiently  to  satisfy  myself  that  the 
committee  was  carrying  out  its  jurisdic- 
tion. It  asked  questions  which  were 
relevant  to  its  jurisdiction.  The  witness 
refused  to  answer  those  questions.  He 
refused,  not  on  the  basis  of  the  fifth 
amendment,  but  on  the  basis  of  the  first 
amendment.  In  my  judgment,  under 
the  existing  law  we  have  no  justification 
for  saying  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
that  there  is  a  legal  right  which  has 
been  determined  by  the  courts  justify- 
ing a  man's  refusing  to  answer  relevant 
questions  within  the  jurisdiction  of  a 
Senate  committee. 

On  the  basis  of  that  analysis,  subject 
to  further  argument,  which  may  show 
that  I  am  wrong,  I  shall  resolve  the 
doubts  in  favor  of  the  resolution. 

Let  me  say  good  naturedly  and  face- 
tiously to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 
in  view  of  the  very  definite  disagree- 
ment of  opinion  we  had  early  this  after- 
noon, that  this  is  but  another  illustra- 
tion of  the  consistency  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  in  protecting  procedural 
rights.  On  the  floor  of  the  Senate  not 
so  many  nights  ago  I  sought  to  protect 
the  rights  of  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin from  the  standpoint  of  procedure. 
As  he  well  knows,  I  agreed  with  the 

objective  of  the  resolution,  but  I  insisted 
it  should  be  amended  by  way  of  a  bill 


of  particulars.  To  me,  this  principle 
leads  us  down  the  road  on  a  straight 
course.  It  can  be  applied  with  com- 
plete consistency,  and  I  apply  it  now  in 
connection  with  this  resolution. 

Several  Senators.     Vote!     Vote! 

Mr.  LANGER  rose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  Senate  Reso- 
lution 281. 

On  this  question  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 

,Mr.  LANGE31.  Mr.  President.  I  was 
on  my  feet. 

Mr.  President,  the  argument  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Mouse]  is 
absolutely  sound  so  far  as  it  goes.  Every 
single  time  one  of  these  citations  has 
come  up  I  have  voted  for  it.  In  this  case 
we  have  a  situation  in  which  one  Sena- 
tor held  a  secret  meeting.  There  was 
one  witness  before  him.  It  was  a  secret 
meeting,  an  executive  ses.sion,  but  it  was 
not  finished.  The  witness  and  his 
lawyer  were  present,  and  the  hearing 
was  not  completed.  The  witness  said, 
"I  want  to  look  over  the  stenographic 
report."  He  was  told,  "You  can  see  it 
next  Monday  in  Washington."  The 
lawyer  said.  "I  am  going  out  West.  I 
cannot  be  there  at  10  o'clock  on  Mon- 
day morning,  but  I  will  be  there  at  1 
o'clock."  The  time  was  set  definitely  at 
1  o'clock,  and  the  chairman  said.  "That 
means  1,  and  not  1:30.  You  be  there  at 
1  o'clock." 

A  few  days  later  he  sent  a  telegram: 

Your  appearance  before  this  subaommlt- 
tee  In  Washington,  D.  C,  on  Monday.  De- 
cember 28,  1953,  has  been  postponed.  How- 
ever you  are  under  continuing  subpera.  and 
both  ycu  and  your  counsel  will  be  notifled 
when   your  appearance   Is  required. 

That  is  the  telegram,  Mr  Lamont  says 
they  received.  The  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin says  the  telegram  which  was  sent 
was  as  follows;  j 

Pursuant  to  conversation  with  Mr.  Like 
of  Mr.  Wlttenb'^rgs  office  this  datt.  ypur 
appearance  before  this  subcommittee  In 
Washington,  D.  C  ,  on  Monday,  September 
28,  1953,  has  been  postponed.  Howeter.  you 
are  under  continuing  subpena.  and  both  you 
and  your  counsel  will  be  notified  when  your 
appearance  Is  required. 

As  I  said  before  a  witness  before  a 
committee  of  the  Senate  certainly  should 
be  able  to  trust  a  Senator  of  the  "United 
States  when  he  says,  "We  are  not 
through  here.  We  are  going  to  have  a 
meeting  on  Monday  at  1  o'clock.  You  be 
there":  and  then  telegraphs  him  and 
say.s.  "The  meeting  has  been  postponed, 
and  we  will  notify  you  when  we  want 
you."  When  Monday  comes  and  passes 
without  a  word  to  him.  and  the  Senator 
hands  out  all  the  executive  proceedings 
to  the  press  and  says  the  witness  is  cited 
for  contempt,  it  seems  to  me  that  is  a 
very  strange  way  of  doing  business.  I 
do  not  care  whether  the  man  is  rich  or 
poor— in  this  case  he  may  be  wealthy, 
and  in  the  next  case  he  may  be  poor,  or 
absolutely  broke.  I  say,  Mr.  President, 
that  when  a  Senator  gives  his  word,  or 
a  committee  of  the  Senate  gives  its  word 
and  sets  a  time  and  then  postpones  it, 
and  says  that  the  Senator  will  notify 
the  defendant  when  he  wishes  him  to 
be  present,  his  word  ought  to  be  good. 
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So  far  as  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota is  concerned,  he  will  not  vote  for 
this  citation,  Isecause  of  the  fact  that 
that  telegram  was  sent  and  no  notice 
was  given.  

The  PRESmiNa  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  Senate  Reso- 
lution 281.  On  this  question  the  yeas 
and  nays  have  been  ordered,  and  the 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  senior  Senator  from  Indiana 
I  Mr.  CapehartI  and  the  Senator  Idaho 
[  Mr.  Welker  1  are  absent  on  official  busi- 
ness. The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
I  Mr.  DuFFl,  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
I  Mr.  PlandersI.  the  junior  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  JennerI,  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  (Mr.  Reynolds],  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  (Mr.  Thye),  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire  (Mr.  Upton], 
and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr. 
Wiley]  are  necessarily  absent. 

If  present  and  voting,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  I  Mr.  Capehart],  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dvtt], 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  fMr. 
Flanders),  the  junior  Senator  from 
Indiana  I  Mr.  Jekner  1 ,  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  IMr.  Reynolds!,  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  IMr.  ThyeI.  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire  IMr.  Upton], 
and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Welker]  would  each  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  ByrdI, 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  IMr. 
Sparkman]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  fMr.  Daioel]. 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  IMr.  Douglas!, 
the  Senators  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land and  Mr.  Stennis  1 ,  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  I  Mr.  Ervin]  .  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  IMr.  Fulbricht],  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  IMr.  Gillette],  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Kil- 
coREl.  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
I  Mr.  MAYBAmc  J ,  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Lsland  IMr.  FastoreI,  and  the  Senator 
from  Florida  IMr.  Smathers]  are  atisent 
on  official  business. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Texas  IMr. 
Daniel],  the  Senator  from  Illinois  IMr. 
Douglas],  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina IMr.  Ervin],  the  Senator  from 
South  Carohna  I  Mr.  MaybankI,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Rhode  Island  IMr.  PastoreJ. 
and  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Smathers]  would  each  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  71, 
nays.  3.  as  foUows: 


Aikpn 

Andervon 

Parrett 

Bo;iIl 

Bennett 

Bowriiig 

Er;ckor 

Brldfi;es 

Birke 

Bu.>.h 

ButUr 

C;irlson 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Crippa 

Dlrksen 

Dworshak 

Ferguson 


YEAS— 71 

Frear 

George 

Goldwater 

Gore 

Green 

Hiydcn 

Herdrlckson 

Hennlngs 

Hlckenlooper 

HUl 

Holland 

Huxnph.-ey 

Ives 

JacKson 

John.son.  Colo. 

Johnaon.  Tex. 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Kefuuver 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

Knowland 


Kuchel 

L«nnoa 

Long 

Magnusoa 

Malone 

Mansfield 

Martin 

McCarran 

McCarthy 

McClellaa 

MiUikln 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robertson 

RusseU 


Smith.  N.  J. 

WlUlUUI 

Bchoepptf 

Symington 

Toung 

Smitli.  Iftln*     Watklna 

NATS— 8 

Chuvtm 

iMngCT 

Liehman 

NOT  VOTING— 22 

Bym 

Pulbri«h( 

Sparkman 

Capehart 

Gillette 

Stennis 

Daniel 

Jenner 

Thye 

DougUw 

Kllsore 

Upton 

Duil 

Maybank 

Welker 

Ea&tland 

Paatore 

WUey 

Errm 

Reynolds 

Flanders 

Smathers 

So  the 

resolution   (S. 

Res.  281  > 

agreed  to. 

REVISION  OP  LAWS  RELATING  TO 
ESPIONAGE  AND  SABOTAGE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Calendar  No.  1833,  House 
bill  9580.  the  so-called  espionage  bill. 

The  PRESmiNQ  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Cooper  in  the  chair*.  The  bill  will  be 
read  by  title  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate. 

The  LECisLATrvi  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
9580)  to  revise  and  extend  the  laws  ri,- 
lating  to  espionage  and  sabotage,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9580)  to  revise  and  extend  the 
laws  relating  to  espionage  and  sabotage, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Conmuttee  on  the 
Judiciary  with  amendments. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  caU 
the  roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  call  of  the  roll  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  committee 
will  be  stated. 

Mr.   FERGUSON.     Mr.   President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Michigan  is  recognized. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Let  me  ask 
the  majority  leader  whether  I  correctly 
understand  that  he  plans  to  request  that 
the  conference  report  on  the  atomic- 
energy  bill  be  taken  up  as  soon  as  it  is 
available.  My  understanding  is  that  as 
soon  as  copies  of  the  conference  report  on 
the  atomic-energy  bill  are  available,  the 
majority  leader  plans  to  ask  that  the 
measure  now  pending  be  temporarily  laid 
aside,  in  order  that  that  report  may  be 
considered.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  Is  correct.  I 
plan  to  ask  that  whatever  measure  the 
Senate  is  then  considering  be  laid  aside, 
in  order  that  the  conference  repwrt  on 
the  atomic-energy  bill  may  be  consid- 
ered, inasmuch  as  a  conference  report  is, 
of  course,  a  privileged  matter.  Of  course, 
I  do  not  know  what  m^easure  will  be 


before  the  Senate  at  that  time;  but 
whatever  the  measure  may  be.  I  shAll 
move  that  it  be  laid  aside,  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  appreciBte 
the  optimism  of  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia. 

Let  me  ask  him  now  late  he  expects 
to  have  today's  session  last. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Until  10  or  10:30, 
or  somewhere  in  that  vicinity. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  In 
explanation  of  the  bill  I  should  first  like 
to  refer  to  the  proposed  amendments,  as 
the  bill  is  reported  from  the  Judiciary 
Committee. 

As  to  the  purpose  of  the  amendments, 
I  present  the  following  statement: 

Title  m.  registration  of  persons 
trained  in  espionage  and  sabotage,  sec- 
tion 302  of  this  bill  provides  that  every 
person  who  has  knowledge  of,  or  has  re- 
ceived instruction  or  assignment  in,  the 
espionage,  coimteresplonage,  or  sabotage 
service  or  tactics  of  a  government  of  a 
foreign  country  or  of  a  foreign  political 
party,  shall  register  with  the  Attorney 
General. 

This  bill  as  It  was  referred  to  this 
committee  provided  that  the  registration 
requirements  of  section  2  should  not  ap- 
ply to  individuals  in  the  following  cate- 
gories: 

First.  Persons  whose  knowledge  or  in- 
struction in  espionage  or  sabotage  is  a 
matter  of  record  in  the  files  of  any  United 
States  Government  intelligence  agency. 

It  is  clear,  Mr.  President,  as  to  why 
that  was  inserted.  If  persons  came  over 
here  and  were  helping  the  United  States 
as  counterespionage  agents  they  would 
not  be,  and  of  course,  should  not  be 
registered. 

Second.  A  duly  accredited  diplomatic 
or  consular  oflBcer,  a  staff  member  or  em- 
ployee of  a  duly  accrpditcd  diplomatic  or 
consular  officer,  or  an  oflQcial  of  a  for- 
eign government  recognized  by  the 
United  States; 

Third.  A  person  who  is  oflQcially  ac- 
knowledged and  sponsored  by  a  foreign 
government  in  the  United  States  on  an 
oflBcial  mission: 

Fourth.  A  member  of  a  force  of  a 
NATO  country  who  lawfully  enters  the 
United  States. 

Fifth.  Civilian  or  military  personnel 
of  a  foreign  armed  service  invited  to 
the  United  States  for  training  purposes 
at  the  request  of  a  military  department 
of  the  United  States ;  and 

Sixth.  A  designated  representative  of 
a  foreign  government  to  an  interna- 
tional organization,  or  a  member  of  the 
immediate  family  of.  and  residing  with, 
such  representative,  ofiBcer,  or  employee. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
require  individuals  in  the  categories  just 
set  forth  to  register  with  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  if  they  have 
knowledge  of,  or  have  received  instruc- 
tion or  assignment  in,  the  espionage, 
counterespionage,  or  sabotage  service  or 
tactics  of  a  government  of  a  foreign 
country  or  of  a  foreign  political  party. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  legisla- 
tion, as  amended,  is  to  strengthen  Jbe 
internal  security  of  the  United  States  by 
amending  statutes  relative  to  espionage, 
sabotage,  and  the  registration  of  foreign 
agents. 
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Attached  to  and  made  a  part  of  Sen- 
ate report  Is  certain  correspondence  con- 
tained In  House  Report  No.  2017  to  ac- 
company H.  R.  9580  which  sets  forth  In 
detail  the  facts  available  to  the  commit- 
tee in  connection  with  this  bill. 

Senators  will  find  that  in  the  Senate 
report.  I  wish  to  simmiarize  this  in- 
formation. 

This  bill  incorporates  the  provisions  of 
three  bills:  H.  R.  8749,  H.  R.  9021,  and 
H.  R.  9023.  All  three  of  these  bills  were 
designed  to  strengthen  the  internal  se- 
curity of  the  United  States  by  tightening 
up  several  provisions  of  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code  relating  to  espionage 
and  sabotage,  and  by  amending  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act  of  1950  relative  to  the 
registration  of  persons  trained  in  espio- 
nage and  sabotage.  Title  I  of  H.  R.  9580 
incorporates  fully  the  provisions  of  H.  R. 
8749. 

In  view  of  the  technological  advances 
made  in  scientific  research,  the  possibil- 
ities of  sabotage  by  radioactive,  biolog- 
ical, or  chemical  agents  have  been  greatly 
increased.  The  sabotage  statute  as  pres- 
ently worded  is  not  geared  to  keep  pace 
with  these  technological  advances  and 
therefore  certain  chtmges  in  definition 
are  necessary.  This  bill  seeks  to  make 
these  changes,  and  may  be  explained 
as  follows: 

Section  101  of  title  I  adds  to  the  defini- 
tions of  **war  material"  and  "national  de- 
fense material"  air  and  water,  and  in  the 
definitions  of  "war  utilities"  and  "na- 
tional defense  utilities"  air  has  been 
added.  Also,  "war  utilities"  and  "na- 
tional defense  utilities"  have  been  re- 
defined to  include  airfields,  airlanes,  and 
fixtures  or  appurtenances  thereof.  An- 
other change  made  necessary  by  the  ad- 
vtuices  in  aviation  is  recognized  and  to 
effectuate  the  change  section  101  broad- 
ens the  applicability  of  "war  utilities" 
and  "national  defense  utilities"  to  apply 
not  only  within  the  "limits  of  the  United 
States  or  upon  the  high  seas"  as  now 
provided,  but  also  "elsewhere."  "Na- 
tional defense  material"  is  amended  to 
conform  with  "war  material"  in  that 
"forage,  forest  products,  and  standing 
timber"  have  been  added  to  tlie  definition 
Of  ^national  defense  material." 

Mr.  President,  it  is  clear  that  we  should 
make  that  addition. 

Mr.  President,  section  102  provides  for 
the  applicability  of  section  2153  not  only 
in  times  of  war  but  also  in  times  of  na- 
tional emergency  as  declared  by  the 
President  or  by  the  Congress.  Section 
102  also  recognizes  the  possibility  of  bac- 
teriological warfare  by  including  within 
its  provisions  the  crimes  of  contaminat- 
ing or  infecting  "war  material,"  "war 
premises"  or  "war  utilities." 

Section  103  of  H.  R.  9580  also  makes 
the  sabotage  laws  effective  in  times  of 
national  emergency. 

This  is  an  important  amendment  to 
the  bill.  Section  2154  of  title  18,  United 
states  Code,  is  axnended  by  section  103 
to  make  a  crime  the  construction  in  a 
defective  manner  of  "war  premises"  or 
"war  utilities"  in  addition  to  "war  mate- 
rial." Thus,  it  is  proposed  that  it  be  a 
crime  wlUfuUy  to  construct  in  a  defective 
manner  an  airbase. 


Section  104  adds  conspiracy  provisions 
to  sections  2155  and  2156  of  title  18. 
United  States  Code. 

Title  n  of  H.  R.  9580  incorporates  the 
provisions  of  H.  R.  9021  and  is  designed 
to  increase  the  penalty  for  peacetime 
espionage  and  to  correct  a  deficiency  in 
the  sentencing  authority. 

It  is  profwsed  to  make  espionage  a 
capital  offense,  irrespective  of  when 
committed,  In  time  of  peace  or  war,  thus 
bringing  espionage  in  peacetime  within 
the  purview  of  18  United  States  Code 
3281,  which  provides  that  an  indictment 
for  a  capital  offense  may  be  found  at  any 
time  without  limitation. 

In  other  words,  we  remove  the  10-year 
limitation  and  permit  the  indictment  at 
any  time  after  the  commission  of  the 
crime.  We  eliminate  the  statute  of  lim- 
itations. At  the  present  time,  as  I  $aid, 
there  is  a  statute  of  limitations  of  10 
years  apphed  to  peacetime  espionage.  I 
think  it  is  clear  that  there  is  a  cold  war 
going  on  at  all  times.  Therefore,  any 
espionage  which  may  occur  now  is  just 
as  dangerous  as  if  we  were  in  actual  war. 
Under  the  proposal  the  imposition  of 
a  sentence  of  "death,  or  imprisonment 
for  any  term  of  years  or  for  life"  would 
be  authorized. 

The  proposal  provides  for  greater 
flexibility  in  the  imposition  of  sentences 
than  the  present  act,  which  contains 
only  the  authority  to  sentence  "to  death 
or  imprisonment  for  not  more  thaa  30 
years"  in  the  case  of  wartime  espionage. 
Title  ni  incorporates  the  provisions  of 
H.  R.  9023  and  proposes  to  repeal  sec- 
tion 20  (a)  of  the  Internal  Security  Act 
of  1950  (sec.  1  (c)  (5)  of  the  Foreign 
Agents  Registration  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended)  and  substitute  therefor  a  sep- 
arate registration  statute  unconnected 
with  the  Foreign  Agents  Registration 
Act  and  which  will  require  the  registra- 
tion of  those  persons  who  have  knowl- 
edge of  or  have  received  an  assignment 
in  the  espionage,  counterespionage,  or 
sabotage  service  or  tactics  of  a  foreign 
government  or  a  foreign  political  party, 
without  regard  to  any  present  agency 
status  of  such  persons. 

In  other  words,  any  person  who  claims 
he  has  resigned  as  an  agent  of  Russia 
and  is  no  longer  such  an  agent,  although 
he  had  been  an  agent  of  Russia  or  of  a 
Communist  coimtry  or  of  a  foreign  po- 
litical party  such  as  the  Communist 
Party,  would  be  required  to  register. 

The  committee,  after  careful  consider- 
ation of=>the  data  which  the  committee 
submits,  and  for  the  reasons  I  have 
stated,  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  bill  as 
amended  is  meritorious,  and,  therefore, 
recommends  favorable  action  on  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  sums  up 
the  purposes  of  the  bill.  Its  passage  is 
essential  if  we  are  to  guard  the  security 
Of  the  United  States.  The  act  would 
be  known  as  the  Espionage  and  Sabotage 
Act  of  1954. 

The  penalty  Is  severe  in  the  case  of 
espionage  committed  in  time  of  peace  as 
well  as  in  tixne  of  war.  However,  Amer- 
ica must  guard  Itself.  For  instance,  the 
atomic  energy  law  provides  the  death 
penalty.  This  proposed  act  prescribes 
penalties  for  sabotage  and  espionage 
committed  by  those  who  come  into  our 
country  to  commit  acts  of  sabotage  or 


espionage.  They  should  be  severely  pun- 
ished, but  the  court  is  given  discretion 
with  respect  to  the  punishment  to  be 
Imposed.  It  may  be  the  death  penalty. 
It  may  be  imprisonment  for  life,  or  for 
a  certain  number  of  years. 

I  believe  that  statement  explains  the 
bill.    In  my  opinion,  it  should  be  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendments  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  committee  amendments  were,  on 
page  12.  line  8.  after  the  word  "national", 
to  strike  out  ".security;  or"  and  Insert 
"security.",  and  after  hne  8.  to  strike 
out: 

(d)  whose  knowledge  of.  or  receipt  of  in- 
struction or  assignment  in.  the  espionage, 
counterespionage,  or  sabota;^e  servlct  or  tac- 
tics of  a  government  of  a  foreign  country  or 
of  a  foreign  political  party.  Is  a  matter  of 
record  In  the  files  of  an  agency  of  the  United 
States  Government  having  responHbilltles 
in  the  field  of  Intelligence  and  coacerning 
whom  a  wrillcn  determination  Is  Oiade  by 
the  Attorney  General  or  the  Director  of 
Central  Intelligence,  based  on  all  information 
available,  that  registration  would  not  be  In 
the  Interest  of  national  security,  or 

(e)  who  is  a  duly  accredited  diplomatic  or 
consular  oflRcer  of  a  foreign  government,  who 
Is  so  recognized  by  the  Department  ©f  State. 
while  said  officer  is  engaged  exclusively  In 
activities  which  are  recognized  by  the  De- 
partment of  State  as  being  within  the  scope 
of  the  functions  of  such  officer,  and  any 
member  of  the  immediate  family  of  such 
officer  who  resides  with  him;  or 

(f)  who  Is  an  official  of  a  foreign  govern- 
ment, if  such  povernn-?nt  is  recognized  by 
the  United  Stales,  whose  name  an^  status 
and  the  character  of  whose  duties  as  such 
official  are  of  record  in  the  Department  of 
State,  and  while  said  cfncial  Is  engaged  ex- 
clusively in  activities  which  are  recognized 
by  the  Department  of  State  as  being  within 
the  scope  of  the  functions  of  such  official, 
and  any  member  of  the  immediate  family  of 
such  official  who  resides  with  him;  or 

(gl  who  is  a  member  of  the  staff  of  or 
employed  by  a  duly  accredited  diplomatic  or 
consular  officer  of  a  foreign  government  who 
is  so  recognized  by  the  Department  of  State, 
and  whose  name  and  status  and  the  charac- 
ter of  whose  duties  as  such  member  or  em- 
ployee are  a  matter  of  record  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  State,  while  said  member  or  em- 
ployee is  engaged  exclusively  in  the  per- 
formance of  activities  which  are  recognized 
by  the  Department  of  State  as  being  within 
the  scope  of  the  functions  of  such  member 
or  employee;  or 

(h)  who  is  an  officially  acknowledged  and 
sponsored  representative  of  a  forelfn  gov- 
ernment and  Is  In  the  United  States  on  an 
official  mission  for  the  purpose  of  conferring 
or  otherwise  cooperating  with  United  States 
intelligence  or  security  personnel;  or 

(1)  who  is  a  member  of  a  force  of  a  NATO 
country  who  enters  the  United  States  under 
the   provisions  of  article   III.   paragraph    (1) 

Of  the  Agreement  Regarding  Status  of  Forces 
of  Parties  of  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty,  or 
who  is  a  civilian  or  one  of  the  military  per- 
sonnel of  a  foreign  armed  service  who  has 
been  invited  to  the  United  States  for  train- 
ing purposes  at  the  request  of  a  military 
department  of  the  United  States;  or 

(j)  who  is  a  person  who  has  been  desig- 
nated by  a  foreign  government  to  aerve  as 
its  representative  'n  or  to  an  International 
organization  or  is  an  officer  or  employee  of 
such  an  organization  or  who  is  a  member  of 
the  immediate  family  of.  and  resides  with, 
Buch  a  representative,  officer,  or  employee. 

The    amendments   were    agreed   to. 
The     PRESXDING     OFFICER.       The 
bill  is  open  to  further  amendment.    If 
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there  be  no  further  amendment  to  be 
proposed,  the  question  is  on  the  engross- 
ment of  the  amendments  and  tliird  read- 
ing of  the  bill. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
vote  against  the  pending  bill,  H.  R. 
9580.  There  are  some  few  portions  of 
the  bill  to  which  I  have  no  objection  and 
which,  in  fact,  are  desirable. 

I  would  be  and  am  in  favor  of  strength- 
ening our  espionage  and  sabotage  laws. 

This  is,  however,  another  example  of 
Important  legislation  submitted  to  us  in 
the  waning  hours  of  this  session — legis- 
lation which  should  have  careful  and 
concentrated  attention  by  all  of  us,  but 
for  which  there  has  been  no  opportunity. 
Sitting  in  session  from  early  morning 
until  late  at  night  we  get  little  oppor- 
tunity to  .«:tudy  the  legislation  next 
scheduled  for  consideration. 

So  far  as  I  know  or  have  been  able 
to  determine,  there  is  no  great  urgency 
in  puttin.g  this  bill  on  the  statute  books. 
I  have  been  able  to  learn  of  no  case  of 
espionage  or  sabotage  in  recent  years 
which  has  failed  of  prosecution  in  the 
courts  because  of  the  inadequacy  of  our 
laws,  and  during  the  past  15  years  of 
cold  and  hot  war  I  have  not  heard  of  a 
single  proved  case  of  sabotage  in  the 
United  States. 

I  should  like  to  speak  very  briefly  from 
my  own  experience.  For  some  time  I 
was  governor  of  the  greatest  State  of  the 
Union  from  the  standpoint  of  popula- 
tion.   It  has  15  million  residents. 

B?fore  we  entered  the  Second  World 
War.  I  heard  dire  threats  and  dire  pre- 
dictions to  the  effect  that  as  soon  as  war 
was  declared  or  as  soon  as  it  was  im- 
minent widespread  and  wholesale  sabo- 
tage would  be  committed  in  our  State  by 
some  of  our  citizens  with  the  nationality 
background  of  a  certain  country  which 
would  be  engaged  in  war  against  us. 

Every  effort  was  made  to  bring  pres- 
sure on  the  government  of  the  State  of 
New  York,  of  which  I  was  the  head  at 
the  time,  to  take  steps  to  safeguard  our 
situation.  We  took  certain  steps,  of 
course,  through  the  State  War  Council 
and  later  through  the  State  Council  of 
Defense.  However,  we  enacted  no  leg- 
islation of  this  kind ;  nor  was  it  ever  sug- 
gested that  we  do  so. 

When  war  came  there  were  virtually 
no  cases  of  sabotage  or  treason  or  any 
efforts  to  hinder  the  war  effort.  The 
citizens  of  the  nationality  origin  of  the 
country  with  which  we  were  engaged  in 
war  were  as  loyal  as  other  citizens. 

I  believe  there  were  no  exceptions  in 
the  state  of  New  York,  and  no  efforts 
were  made  to  sabotage  or  hinder  the  war 
effort. 

I  agree  that  the  laws  covering  both 
espionage  and  sabotage  should  be  strong 
and  effective  and  if  any  changes  are 
necessary  they  should  be  enacted,  al- 
though not  in  the  haste  and  under  the 
pressure  which  we  are  expected  to  con- 
sider the  pending  bill. 

We  now  have  laws  dealing  with  es- 
pionage and  sabotage  and  there  have 
been  a  number  of  convictions  under  the 
Espionage  Act. 

The  proposed  bill  makes  changes  in 
the  present  law,  some  innocuous  and 
even  unobjectionable — so  far  as  I  can  tell 
from  a  superficial  study — and  some  un- 


desirable and  even  dangerous.  There 
are  some  changes  such  as  the  provision 
of  the  death  penalty  for  violators  of  the 
espionage  and  sabotage  laws  which  are, 
at  least,  highly  controversial  in  terms  of 
their  effectiveness. 

There  are  some  provisions  In  this  bill, 
such  as  the  provision  requiring  the  reg- 
istration of  persons  termed  foreign 
spies  and  saboteurs,  which  I  con- 
sider not  only  impracticable  but  a  little 
ridiculous  and  part  of  the  current  mania 
for  compiling  lists  of  potential  or  sus- 
pected subversives. 

But  the  really  dangeous  and  unwise 
parts  of  the  bill  are  on  the  surface  ap- 
parently innocent.  One  of  these  is  the 
insertion  of  the  phrase  'adapted  to  or 
suitable  for"  the  use  of  the  United  States 
in  connection  with  the  national  defense. 

By  the  insertion  of  this  phrase,  which 
appears  at  page  3  of  the  bill  and  at  page 
6  of  the  report,  any  interference  with 
the  production,  processing,  movement, 
or  storage  of  any  product  or  material 
in  the  United  States  can  be  considered 
sabotage  in  time  of  war  or  of  national 
emergency  as  declared  by  the  President. 
These  words  give  carte  blanche  to  the 
oflBcials  of  the  Government  to  declare 
any  strike  or  any  picketing  of  any  plant, 
transportation  facility,  or  other  process 
in/olving  practically  any  article  which 
enters  into  commerce  an  act  of  sabo- 
tage. There  are  no  metes,  bounds,  or 
limits  on  the  discretion  of  the  execu- 
tive branch  of  the  Government  in  this 
highly  important  matter.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve it  wise  to  give  this  discretion  to  the 
officials  of  Government.  I  see  no  reason 
or  justification  for  it. 

I  agree  that  the  Government  must 
have  the  authority  to  guard  against 
sabotage  of  defense  plants  and  defense 
facilities,  but  I  do  not  think  that  author- 
ity should  be  extended  to  any  plant  pro- 
ducing any  article  whatsoever,  espe- 
cially since  .sabotage  is  so  broadly  inter- 
preted in  the  proposed  bill  as  clearly  to 
include  strikes,  picketing,  or  any  inter- 
ference with  production,  processing,  or 
transportation,  regardless  of  the  moti- 
vation. 

As  I  have  said,  Mr.  President,  it  is  un- 
doubtedly necessary  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment a  wide  grant  of  authority  and  a 
wide  range  of  discretion  in  these  mat- 
ters. The  Nation  must  be  protected 
against  espionage  and  sabotage.  Acts  of 
espionage  and  sabotage  must  be  pre- 
vented, and  if  committed  must  be  se- 
verely punished.  But  that  grant  of  dis- 
cretion should  be  no  wider  than  is  abso- 
lutely necessary.  In  my  judgment,  the 
pending  bill  expands  that  discretion  to 
an  unjustifiable  extent. 

Any  strike,  any  sabotage,  or  any 
slow-down  which  would  affect  any  prod- 
uct made  in  this  country,  which  could  be 
designated  by  the  President,  in  time  of 
emergency,  would  be  an  act  which  would 
bring  down  on  the  offender  the  penalties 
of  this  bill. 

That  being  the  case,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  position  of  labor  is  highly  jeop- 
ardized, as  it  was  highly  jeopardized 
when.  2  days  ago.  we  passed,  over  my 
protest,  a  bill  which  was  referred  to  as  a 
bill  to  prevent  the  infiltration  of  Com- 
munists into  labor  unions.  To  my  re- 
gret, I  was  the  only  Senator  who  voted 


against  It,  I  believe,  although  a  great 
many  of  my  colleagues  favored  the  ap« 
pointment  of  a  commission  to  survey  and 
study  the  entire  situation. 

Mr.  President,  that  was  a  highly  dan- 
gerous bill.  The  bill  which  is  now  be- 
fore us  is  a  highly  dangerous  bill,  also. 
and  the  next  bill  which  we  shall  take  up, 
I  believe,  if  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  calls  it  up  for  consideration,  is 
equally  dangerous,  if  not  mwe  danger- 
ous. 

For  this  reason,  and  because  I  think 
legislation  of  this  kind  should  be  given 
far  more  thought  and  study  than  the 
superficial  study  which  we  have  been 
able  to  give  it  today,  I  shall  vote  against 
the  bill.  I  wish  to  warn  that  the  things 
we  are  now  doing  imder  the  guise  or  ex- 
cuse of  national  defense  may,  and  I  be- 
lieve will,  work  a  great  hardship  and 
do  great  harm  to  organized  labor  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  this 
bill  Is  not  intended  in  any  way  to  affect 
labor.    It  provides: 

Whoever,  when  the  United  States  is  at  war. 
or  in  times  of  national  emergency  as  de- 
clared by  the  President  or  by  the  Congresa. 
with  Intent  to  Injure.  Interfere  with,  or  ob- 
struct the  United  States  or  any  assoclats 
nation  In  preparing  for  or  carrying  on  the 
war  or  defense  activities,  or,  with  reason 
to  believe  that  his  act  may  Injure,  interfere 
with,  or  obstruct  the  United  States  or  any 
associate  nation  In  preparing  for  or  carry- 
ing on  the  war  or  defense  activities,  will- 
fully Injures,  destroys.  conUmlnates  or  In- 
fects, or  attempts  to  so  Injure,  destroy,  con- 
taminate or  infect  any  war  material,  war 
premises,  or  war  utilities,  shall  be  fined  not 
more  than  $10,000  or  Imprisoned  not  more 
than  30  years,  or  both. 

Then  there  is  a  provision  with  refer- 
ence to  conspiracy  to  commit  the  same 
act.    The  next  section  reads,  in  part,  as 

follows : 

Whoever,  when  the  United  States  la  at 
war,  or  in  times  of  national  emergency  as 
declared  by  the  President  or  by  the  Congress, 
with  Inten  to  Injure.  Interfere  with,  or  ob- 
struct the  United  States — 

Then  it  provides  that  these  acts  must 
be  committed  knowingly. 

If  we  cannot  enact  a  statute  to  pro- 
hibit sabotage  when  there  is  a  willful  in- 
tent to  injure,  knowingly,  the  United 
States  and  its  defenses,  what  are  we  to 
do?  Are  we  to  allow  our  facilities  to  be 
destroyed?  Are  we  to  allow  food  to  be 
contaminated?  Is  the  American  Gov- 
ernment «o  be  impotent  in  a  case  such  as 
that? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
not  take  up  much  of  the  time  of  the 
Senate.  I  wish  to  quote  from  the  last 
paragraph  of  page  6  of  the  report,  which 
reads  as  follows: 

The  ■words  "national -defense  material" 
Include  arms,  armament,  ammunition,  live- 
stock, forage,  forest  products,  and  standing 
timber,  stores  of  clothing,  air,  water,  food. 
foodstuffs,  fuel,  supplies,  munitions,  and  all 
other  articles  of  whatever  description  and 
any  part  or  Ingredient  thereof,  intended  for. 
adapted  to,  or  suitable  for  the  use  of  the 
United  States  In  connection  with  the  national 
defense  or  for  use  In  or  in  connection  with 
the  producing,  manufacturing,  repairing, 
storing,  mining,  ei^ractlng,  distributing, 
loading,  unloading,  or  transporting  of  any 
of  the  materials  or  other  articles  hereinbefore  . 
mentioned  or  any  part  or  ingredient  thereof. 
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When  we  speak  of  articles  which  are 
mdaftted  to  or  suitable  for  the  use  of  the 
United  States,  we  include  every  article  in 
every  category  of  production  with  which 
we  have  any  familiarity  whatsoever.  It 
Sives  unlimited  power  to  the  Executive 
to  take  such  action  as  he  or  those  who 
advise  him  may  feel  to  be  to  the  advan- 
tage of  special  groups — and  I  am  not 
accusing  our  present  President  of  such  a 
thing  at  all.  I  have  no  suspicion  what- 
soever that  he  would  ever  lend  himself 
to  such  a  thing.  But  it  is  dangerous  to 
place  such  power  in  the  hands  of  any 
man  or  of  any  group. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
be  very  brief  in  setting  forth  my  objec- 
tions to  this  bilL  I  think  it  is  a  scare- 
crow bill.  I  do  not  think  a  bill  In  this 
form  is  needed  to  check  espionage  and 
sabotage  in  the  United  States.  I  think 
it  Is  a  part  of  a  growing  hysteria  which 
Is  developing  in  this  country  and  which 
is  whipping  our  people  into  almost  a 
frenzy  on  the  issue  of  sabotage  and  es- 
pionage. I  think  it  is  designed  to  vest 
In  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  an  expansion  oi  power  which  he 
should  not  possess.  We  have  laws  on 
the  statute  books  at  the  present  time 
which  will  do  the  job  if  the  Department 
of  Justice  will  get  busy  and  do  what  it 
should  imder  those  laws,  without  trying 
to  have  legislation  enacted  which  would 
greatiy  expand  the  power  of  the  At- 
torney General. 

Amoner    other    amendments    to    the 
United  States  Code  is  Included  this  sec- 
tion as  an  amendment  to  section  794 
title  18: 

■Whoever,  with  Intent  or  reason  to  believe 
that  it  la  to  be  used  to  the  Injury  of  the 
Vnltecl  States  or  to  the  advantage  of  a  for- 
eign nation,  communicates,  delivers,  or 
transmits,  or  attempts  •  •  •  any  docu- 
ment, writing,  code  book  •  •  •  relating  to 
the  national  defense  shall  be  punished  by 
death  or  by  imprisonment  for  any  term  of 
-  years  or  for  life.  ._ 

This  provides  the  death  penalty  for 
peacetime  espionage.  I  think  that  the 
death  penalty  Is  justified  only  under 
very  rare  circumstances,  if  at  all.  By 
and  large.  I  think  that  the  soundest  case 
which  can  be  made  for  it  is  in  time  of 
war,  when  persons  engage  in  treasonable 
acts  which  really  place  in  jeopardy  the 
lives  of  the  people  of  our  country,  and 
When,  unfortunately,  mankind  has  come 
to  the  point  of  resorting  to  war  as  a 
jungle  law  for  the  settlement  of  disputes 
among  nations. 

But  I  cannot  sit  here  and  vote  for  a 
law  which  seeks  to  take  human  life  in 
peacetime.  I  do  not  think  the  need  ex- 
ists, as  it  might  be  rationalized  in  time 
of  war.  Furthermore,  I  do  not  believe 
the  death  penalty  is  an  effective  deter- 
rent. I  shall  not  delay  the  Senate  with 
a  long  discussion  of  the  conflict  among 
the  authorities  with  regard  to  the  effi- 
cacy of  the  death  sentence,  but  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  overwhelming  majori- 
ty of  criminologists  share  the  generaliza- 
tion which  I  now  express,  namely,  that 
the  death  penalty  has  not  proved  itself 
to  be  an  effective  deterrent  to  crimes  of 
this  type. 

I  think  we  should  consider  why.  ap- 
parently, the  death  penalty  has  been 
written  into  the  bilL    I  think  the  reason 


will  be  found,  if  we  consider  the  discus- 
sions on  the  subject  which  occurred  in 
the  House. 

A  proposal  is  made  to  make  espiotiage 
a  capital  offense,  irrespective  of  when 
committed,  in  time  of  peace  or  war,  thus 
bringing  espionage  in  peacetime  within 
the  purview  of  18  United  States  Code 
3281.  which  provides  that  an  indictment 
for  a  capital  offense  may  be  found  at 
any  time  without  limitation. 

At  present,  the  10-year  statute  of  lim- 
itations applies  to  peacetime  espionage. 
The  report  claims  greater  flexibility 
In  the  imposition  of  sentences.  Present- 
ly the  sentence  for  wartime  espionage  is 
death  or  imprisonment  for  not  more  than 
30  years. 

I  do  not  think  the  statute  of  limita- 
tions should  be  extended  to  no  limit 
at  all.  If  10  years  is  considered  too 
short,  and  I  am  not  sure  that  it  it  too 
short,  then  let  us  consider  an  amend- 
ment to  make  it  15  years.  But  I  do  not 
think  that  we  should  be  asked  to  resort 
to  the  death  penalty,  when  the  real  ob- 
jective is  to  extend  the  statute  of  limita- 
tions, or,  as  was  suggested  in  the  House 
debate,  to  make  this  a  crime  without 
limitation  whatsoever,  so  far  as  the 
statute  of  limitations  is  concerned. 

So  as  to  this  part  of  my  argument,  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  proven  need 
for  the  extreme  measures  which  are 
set  forth  in  the  bill.  I  do  not  believe 
we  are  justified  in  imposing  the  death 
sentence  for  peacetime  espionage,  and  I 
do  not  think  we  can  justify  removing  all 
the  statute  of  limitations  requirements 
from  sspionage  and  sabotage. 

The  next  major  objection  of  the  three 
I  wish  to  make  about  the  bill  relates  to 
title  I.  If  I  ever  read  a  document  con- 
taining redundancy,  if  I  ever  read  a 
section  of  a  bill  which,  in  my  opinion,  is 
so  broad  and  general  in  its  terms,  it  is 
title  I  of  the  biU  under  consideration.  To 
the  definitions  of  "war  material"  and 
"national  defense  material"  is  added 
"air."  Air  and  water  are  added  to  the 
definitions  of  "war  utilities"  and  "na- 
tional defense  utilities."  "War  utilities" 
and  "national  defense  utilities"  are 
broadened  to  include  airfields,  airlanes. 
fixtures,  and  appurtenances.  The  ap- 
plicability of  "war  utilities"  and  "na- 
tional defense  utilities"  is  broadened  to 
apply  not  only  within  the  "limits  of  the 
United  States  or  upon  the  high  seas," 
but  also  "elsewhere."  It  includes  forage, 
forest  products,  and  standing  timbea:  to 
the  definition  of  "national  defense  ma- 
terial." That  is  all  contained  in  sec- 
tion 101. 

The  applicability  of  sabotage  provi- 
sions is  extended  from  times  of  war  to 
Include  times  of  national  emcrgeccy. 
That  is  found  in  section  103. 

Section  102  includes  contamination  in 
the  definition  of  sabotage. 

Title  in  requires  the  registration  of 
persons  trained  in  espionage  and  sabo- 
tage by  a  foreign  government  or  a  for- 
eign political  party. 

I  do  not  know  what  is  left  out.  Is 
that  a  justifiable  objection  to  the  Ijill? 
I  think  so,  because  when  a  statute  i$  so 
broad  and  general  as  is  provided  in  the 
bill,  then  it  gives  rise,  I  respectfully  $ay, 
to  a  great  many  abuses  in  its  admin- 
istration by  administrative  oflBcers. 


I  do  not  believe  the  Senator  from  New 
York  has  been  successfully  answered  in 
his  comment  upon  the  language  that  is 
to  be  found  in  section  2154,  page  6.  I 
do  not  think  he  has  been  successfully 
answered  in  his  general  criticism  of  the 
scope  of  activities  which  the  Attorney 
General  will  have  under  the  very  broad 
definitions  which  have  been  added  to  the 
bill.  Certainly  everything  is  in  it.  in- 
cluding the  kitchen  .sink,  in  thi$  case. 

In  my  judgment,  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral will  be  placed  in  an  almost  dicta- 
torial position  of  determining,  in  a  highly 
discretionary  manner,  whether  the  con- 
duct of  American  citizens  in  connection 
with  any  of  the  subject  matters  of  title 
I  might  not  give  rise  to  a  foundntion,  at 
least,  for  an  indictment  for  sabotage  or 
espionage. 

Con.sidcr  the  language  on  page  6  of 
the  bill. 

(a)  whoever,  when  the  United  States  Is  at 
war,  or  in  times  of  national  emergency  as 
declared  by  the  President  or  by  the  Con- 
gress, with  Intent  to  Injure,  Interfere  with, 
or  obstruct  the  United  States  or  any  asso- 
ciate nation  in  prepanng  for  or  ca^ylng  on 
the  war  or  defense  activities — 

The  language  does  not  stop  there. 
There  is  no  period  at  that  point.  It  does 
not  provide  that  it  is  necessary  to  show 
intent  to  injure  or  interfere  with  or  ob- 
struct. The  language  contains  a  very 
interesting  "or"  clause,  as  follows: 

or.  with  reason  to  believe  that  his  act  may 
Injure.  Interfere  with,  or  obstruct  the  United 
States  or  any  associate  nation  in  preparing 
for  or  carrying  on  the  war  or  defense  activi- 
ties, willfully  makes,  constructs,  or  causes  to 
be  made  or  constructed  in  a  defective  man- 
ner, or  attempts  to  make,  construct,  or  cause 
to  be  made  or  constructed  In  a  defective 
manner  any  war  material,  war  premises,  or 
war  utilities,  or  any  tool,  implement,  ma- 
chine, utensil,  or  receptacle  used  or  em- 
ployed In  making,  producing,  manufactur- 
ing, or  repairing  any  such  war  mateffial.  war 
premises  or  war  utilitle.e.  shall  be  fined  not 
more  than  $10,000  or  imprisoned  not  more 
than  30  years,  or  both. 

Let  us  consider  for  a  moment  the  "or" 
clause.  . 

"Or,  with  reason  to  believe."  | 
How  does  one  establish  that  in  the 
case  of  specific  legislation?  How  does 
one  show,  for  example,  intent  or  knowl- 
edge, for  that  matter?  One  can  show  a 
certain  act. 

Let  me  take  Senators  into  a  considera- 
tion of  some  labor  disputes  in  time  of 
emergency  or  in  time  of  war.  It  was 
suggested  at  one  time,  as  the  congres- 
sional c^ebates  will  show,  during  a  threat- 
ened railroad  strike,  that  such  a  strike 
would  have  been  sabotage  or  treason.  It 
was  urged,  in  a  great  oratorical  flurry 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  that  those  per- 
sons should  be  tried  for  treason. 

In  periods  of  emergency  or  ■..ar, 
everything  is  not  alv,ays  harmonious  in 
the  field  of  industrial  relations.  Good 
faith  labor  disputes  arise  in  war  plants 
or  defense  plants,  and  it  is  necessary  to 
have  a  procedure  for  the  determination 
of  such  disputes  on  the  basis  of  the  kind 
of  judicial  processes  which  v;e  have  used 
heretofore  in  war  and  emergency  pe- 
riods. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  New  York 
is  quite  correct  in  expressing  the  fear 
tonight  that  this  section,  which  is  on 
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page  6,  given  an  antilabor  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, could  be  used  to  break  many  of 
the  legitimate  claims  of  labor  during  de- 
fense and  war  periods.  We  would  find 
that  the  effectiveness  of  labor's  claims 
would  be  practically  broken  once  public 
opinion  was  poisoned  by  a  charge  made 
by  the  Attorney  General  that  labor  was 
guilty  of  sabotage  or  espionage.  I  can 
hear  the  argument  which  would  be 
made — 'They  certainly  had  good  reason 
for  believing.  They  ought  to  have 
known."  I  can  hear  the  argument  and 
the  philosophy  that  there  was  some  form 
of  sabotage  or  espionage,  with  regard  to 
the  threatened  strike  in  the  gyroscoj>e 
case  during  the  war,  in  the  International 
Harvester  case,  or  in  any  of  a  legion 
of  cases.  That  is  tommyrot.  Sometimes 
hardheaded  men,  and  perhaps  short- 
siehted  men.  on  both  sides  of  the  indus- 
trial relations  table  arc-  trying  to  place 
the  national  interest  first  and  to  agree 
to  abide  by  some  peaceful  procedures  for 
settling  their  d'sputes.  When  they  do 
not  abide  by  them,  they  are  not  sab- 
oteurs or  guilty  of  espionage;  and  I  do 
not  propose  to  give  to  tlie  Attorney  Gen- 
eral any  such  broad  power  as  the  de- 
finitive terms  of  the  pending  bill  would 
give  him. 

This  is  a  very  poorly  drafted  piece  of 
proposed  legislation:  it  is  redundant.  It 
would  broaden  entirely  too  far  beyond 
the  national  welfare  the  discretionary 
power  of  the  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  recently  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  held  a 
liearing  at  which  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense was  present,  in  vihich  representa- 
tive.s  of  the  several  branches  or  depart- 
ments within  the  Department  of  Defense 
v^e^e  represented.  Th?  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  asked  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  what  he  needed  in  the  way  of 
Icjjijslation.  if  any.  in  order  to  enable  him 
to  give  the  country  and  the  Congress  as- 
.suiance  that  the  production  of  war  ma- 
terial would  be  carried  on  without  inter- 
ruption from  sabotage. 

In  connection  with  that  appearance, 
the  committee  was  given  a  report  on 
the  activities  of  the  Defense  Department. 
If  my  memory  serves  me  correctly,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Kentucky 
I  Mr  Cooper],  who  is  now  occupying  the 
Chair,  was  present  during  much  of  that 
hearing.  We  were  told  that  in  general 
the  work  of  eliminating  espionage  and 
.sabotage  was  going  forward,  but  that 
certain  legislation  was  needed  before  the 
Defense  Department  could  give  us  com- 
plete assurance  of  the  elimination  of 
sabotage  and  espionage  in  some  of  the 
war  and  defense  activities. 

As  I  read  the  bill,  particularly  the  sec- 
tions referred  to  on  pa?es  6  and  7  of  the 
report,  I  am  struck  by  the  fact  that  most 
of  the  proposals  are  already  law,  but  the 
proposed  legislation  oefore  us  would 
bring  the  definitions  in  certain  titles 
down  to  date.  Many  of  the  proposals 
are  already  in  the  pnisent  law,  except 
that  they  apply  only  in  time  of  war. 

Sections  2153  and  2154  of  title  18  of 
the  United  States  Code  would  be  amend- 
ed primarily  by  insertion  of  the  words 
"or  in  times  of  national  emergency  as 
declared  by  the  President  or  by  the  Con- 
gress." 


On  the  face  of  it,  it  would  appear  to 
me  that  the  intent  of  a  great  many  of  the 
provisions  of  the  bill  is  to  make  applica- 
ble in  times  of  national  emergency  the 
protection  which  would  be  available  to 
the  country  in  times  of  declared  war. 

Anyone  who  is  at  all  familiar  with  the 
defense  effort  now  going  forward  must 
realize  that  the  swiftness  with  which 
modem  war  can  strike  makes  it  as  im- 
portant to  be  able  to  proceed  m  the  pro- 
duction of  defense  or  war  material, 
without  interruption  or  danger  of  sab- 
otage, as  it  would  be  if  we  were  in  a 
slower-moving  era  when  we  might  have 
actually  been  engaged  in  war.  It  seems 
to  me,  therefore,  that  the  propKJsal  is 
merely  to  bring  existing  law  down  to 
date. 

That  purpose  is  sought  to  be  accom- 
plished in  another  way  by  the  addition 
in  existmg  law  of  certain  words  such  ajs 
"forage,  forest  products,  and  standing 
timber,  airfields,  air  lanes,  and  fixtures 
or  appurtenances  thereof"  in  our  na- 
tional defense  facilities. 

Those  several  terms  are  proposed  to 
be  added  by  the  bill  to  existing  law.  but 
they  are  necessary  in  order  to  describe 
the  various  facilities  and  items  which 
enter  into  preparation  in  these  days.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  proposal  is  one 
primarily  to  modernize  our  statute 
dealing  with  espinoage  and  sabotage. 
Therefore.  I  think  the  proposed  legisla- 
tion is  needed  and  should  be  enacted. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr,  CASE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  It  was  the 
privilege  of  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey to  be  present  when  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  made  his  statement.  Does 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  recall 
whether  the  Secretary  of  Defense  com- 
mented on  any  specific  legislation  which 
was  then  pending  before  the  Congress? 

Mr.  CASE,  He  referred  to  some  leg- 
islation pending  before  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.  I  assume  that  this 
bill  probably  was  that  proposed  legisla- 
tion. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  That  Is  the 
proposed  legislation  to  which  he  re- 
ferred. It  was  called  to  his  attention 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  CASE.  That  is  correct.  It  was 
not  a  bill  pending  before  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  with  respect  to 
which  he  stated  he  lacked  authority  to 
deal  with  the  problem.  He  described  it 
as  propjosed  legislation  pending  before 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  Con- 
sequently, when  I  saw  the  proposed  leg- 
islation before  us  today 

Mr.  HE2«>RICKSON.  If  the  Senator 
will  yield,  I  should  lilce  to  say  that  he 
was  not  able  to  comment  on  it  at  length. 

Mr.  CASE.  That  is  correct,  because 
It  was  before  another  committee. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  Uke  to  have  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  for  1  or  2  ques- 
tions. My  first  question  with  reference 
to  the  pending  bill  is  merely  one  of  pro- 
cedure in  the  handling  of  proposed  legis- 
lation. I  notice  that  the  report  which 
accompanied  the  bill  is  dated  July  19. 
1954.  I  notice  that  the  House  bill  was 
introduced  on  July  9.  1954.    Were  hear- 


ings held  on  the  bill  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  cannot  at  the 
present  moment  advise  the  Senator,  but 
I  am  assuming  that  there  were  hearings. 
I  should  lilce  to  ask  the  Senator  from. 
New  Jersey,  if  he  was  on  the  subcom- 
mittee,  whether  or  not  there  were  hear- 
ings on  the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  was  not  On 
the  subcommittee.  I  am  sorry  to  say. 
At  least,  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
had  no  notice  of  a  hearing,  if  he  was  on 
the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  notice  that  com- 
munications were  directed  to  the  Speaker 
of  the  House.  Rather  conspicuous  by 
their  absence  are  commimications  ad- 
dressed to  any  Member  of  the  Senate. 
I  have  always  been  of  the  opinion  that 
bills  should  go  through  the  reflnmg  fire 
of  whatever  committee  or  subcommit- 
tees may  Xx  established  for  that  purpose. 
The  report  is  completely  silent  so  far  as 
any  contact  with  the  Senate  is  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  repeat  his  question? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  My  flfst  question 
to  the  Senator  from  Michigan  is.  Does 
the  Senator  recall  whether  there  were 
any  hearings  on  this  measure  in  the 
House?    It  is  a  House  bill. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  cannot  advise  the 
Senator  concerning  that. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Did  the  Senator 
say  he  could  not  advise  me  as  to  that 
point? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  Is  correct. 
The  Senator  from  Michigan  does  not 
know. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  does 
not  luiow? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    That  is  correct 

Mr,  HUMPHREY.  Were  there  any 
hearings  in  the  Senate? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  now  advised 
by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat- 
kins],  who  was  on  the  committee,  that 
the  House  committee  did  hold  hearings. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  House  com- 
mittee held  hearings? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Were  there  any 
hearings  in  the  Senate  committee? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  There  were  not. 
The  Senate  committee  took  the  House 
hearings  and  the  bill  as  previously 
written. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Can  the  Senator 
advise  me  how  much  time  was  spent  in 
the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  review- 
ing this  very  critical  piece  of  legislation? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  cannot  advise 
him.  I  know  it  is  a  very  thorough  com- 
mittee, having  previously  been  a  member 
of  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  the  highest 
regard  for  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  members  are 
all  lawyers  or  ex-judges.  They  are  very 
careful  in  considering  this  kind  of  legis- 
lation. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  asstmie  their 
competence. 

It  is  the  usual  procedure  in  the  Senate 
when  we  consider  an  important  bill  to 
have  on  our  desks  a  volume  of  hearings 
and  testimony  along  with  the  committee 
report.  I  can  recall  several  times  in 
the  Senate  when  bills  have  been  sent 
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bade  to  committee  because  they  were 
not  the  end  liztxluct  of  hearhigs  and 
adequate  testimony,  or  because  the  re- 
port on  the  hearings  was  bcued  upon 
House  hearings.  I  believe  the  Rbcoro 
will  reveal  such  instances.  Am  I  not 
correct? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  As  a  rule,  that  is 
the  correct  analysis.  . 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  So  far  as  the  gen- 
eral subject  matter  of  the  legislation  is 
coDcemed.  I  spent  a  period  of  time  Sat- 
urday afternoon  in  consultation  on  this 
proposed  legislation  with  1  or  2  Mem- 
bers of  this  body,  and  also  took  the  time 
to  read  the  report,  as  well  as  the  bill. 
Basically  its  purpose  is,  of  course,  a  very 
sound  one;  namely,  to  protect  the  pro- 
duction installations  of  our  country,  the 
service  installations,  the  transportation 
Installations,  the  food  supply,  the  water 
supply,  and  all  other  supplies  that  may 
be  essential  in  war  or  in  the  defense  of 
our  country.  I  have  no  criticism  of  the 
objective.  B«y  only  point  is  that  it  is 
a  most  unusual  procedure,  one,  I  think. 
we  ought  at  least  scrutinize.  Possibly 
we  should  express  a  note  of  disappoint- 
ment and  condemnation  because  pro- 
posed legislation  of  this  importance, 
which  relates  to  the  basic  security  of  our 
country,  has  not  received  adequate  con- 
sideration. I  remind  my  colleagues,  as 
I  look  over  this  Chamber,  that  this  meas- 
ure relates  to  the  security  of  our  coun- 
try. It  is  directed  toward  espionage, 
toward  sabotage.  Legislation  of  this  im- 
portance has  not  even  been  given  the 
privilege  of  a  hearing  by  the  Senate.  I 
want  my  colleagues  to  let  that  fact 
sink  in. 

This  is  not  a  question  of  whether  or 
not  the  likeness  of  Whistler's  Mother  is 
to  appear  on  a  postage  stamp.  This  is 
not  a  question  of  whether  or  not  we  are 
to  Increase  the  size  of  the  parcel-post 
package.  We  are  considering  basic  leg- 
islation which  pertains  to  the  overaU  se- 
curity of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  in  terms  of  military  installations, 
defense  installations,  production,  trans^ 
portation,  commimication,  health,  wel- 
fare, food  supply,  fiber  supply,  and  all 
that  goes  with  them. 

Most  of  this  bill  is  present  law,  so  let 
the  record  be  quite  clear  that  we  are 
not  really  legislating  in  a  brandnew  field. 
Most  of  it  is  on  the  books,  but,  as  has 
been  pointed  out  this  evening,  there  are 
some  very  significant  modifications. 

I  remind  my  colleagues  that  they  are 
up  against  the  gun  again ;  their  backs  are 

to  the  wall.  This  bill  is  of  the  utmost 
Importance.  A  vote  against  the  bill 
would  be  grossly  misinterpreted.  It 
would  be  interpreted  in  some  quarters 
as  though  one  were  not  for  adequate 
protection  of  the  installations  for  pro- 
duction, communication,  transportation, 
and  service  of  our  coimtry  in  a  period 
of  national  emergency  or  war. 

As  I  previously  stated,  I  shall  vote  for 
legislation  which  will  protect  the  secu- 
rity of  our  country.  Because  of  the  sheer 
necessity  of  voting  for  this  bill  or  no 
bill,  most  likely  I  shall  be  compelled  to 
vote  for  this  measure,  but  I  say  very 
frankly  that  this  is  a  most  unhappy  situ- 
ation and  it  is  bad  legislative  precedent. 
Those  who  bring  this  proposed  legisla- 


tion before  us  have  some  explaining 
to  do. 

I  am  not  convinced  that  we  have  not 
time  iri  this  body  to  hold  hearings  on 
pi-oposed  legislation  which  involves  the 
security  and  protection  of  this  Nation. 
I  have  known  hearings  to  be  held  for 
months  on  bills  of  much  less  importance. 
The  real  truth  is  that  this  is  a  belated 
effort  to  make  a  legislative  record  and  a 
so-called  record  of  preventing  sabotage, 
subversion,  and  espionage  in  the  closing 
moments  of  this  Congress,  so  that  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  may  be  able  to  go  to  the 
country  and  say,  "Look  what  we  did." 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield?      i 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield.         ' 

Mr.  CASE.  Were  hearings  held  on  the 
amendment  which  the  Senator  offered 
the  other  night  practically  rewriting  a 
bill? 

MrrHUMPHREY.  Hearings  have  been 
held  for  years  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  CASE.  On  the  legislation  as  of- 
fered by  the  Senator  the  other  night  ? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Hearings  have 
been  held  uipon  that  very  same  language 
in  both  Chambers.  The  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Mansfield]  will  shortly 
present  the  same  bill  which  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  introduced  in  1951, 
1953,  and  1954,  as  a  matter  of  record. 
When  a  bill  comes  from  a  committee,  it 
is  at  least  the  duty  of  the  committee  to 
process  the  legislation.  We  often  amend 
proposed  legislation  on  the  floor.  That 
is  not  unusual.  We  have  a  right  to 
amend  proposed  legislation,  but  we  hold 
our  committees  responsible  for  basic 
legislative  policy. 

If  we  are  to  use  that  standard,  the 
farm  bill,  which  we  passed,  was  amended 
on  the  floor.  Many  amendments  \iere 
made  on  the  floor,  without  consideration 
by  the  committee.  But  amendmerets  are 
the  normal  legislative  process.  What  is 
the  purpose  of  this  Chamber  if  it  is  not 
to  consider  amendments?    We  are  not 

supposed  to  sit  here  and  be  rubber 
stamps.  The  purpose  of  a  committee  is 
to  hold  hearings  and  to  give  mature 
judgment  as  a  result  of  those  hearings. 

I,  for  one,  am  becoming  a  little  weary 
of  being  compelled  to  vote  on  one  bill 
after  another  which  is  rammed  out  at 
the  last  minute  so  that  we  may  show  a 
great  composite  record,  particularly 
when  this  kind  of  legislation  is  presented. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  is  it  not  true  that  the  Con- 
gress must  pass  some  such  legislation  as 

this?  Is  it  not  also  true  that  until  the 
last  few  days,  the  Congress  has  never 
passed  any  legislation  concerning  com- 
munism? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  gather  that  that 
is  the  record.  I  recall  that  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  made  an  address 
in  the  Chamber  on  this  very  subject,  if 
I  am  not  mistaken,  or  at  least  he  pre- 
sented material  for  the  record. 

I  would  not  deny  any  Member  the 
right  to  develop  legislation  of  the  kind  he 
wants,  for  that  is  the  purpose  of  the 
Congress.  I  feel  that  we  are  not  really 
doing  our  job  when  we  engage  in  this 
kind  of  legislative  process.  I  think  it 
quite  interesting  that  the  Senator  who  is 
handling  this  bill  did  not  know  the  an- 


swer at  first,  when  the  junior  Senator 
from  Minnesota  asked  him  if  there  were 
hearings  in  the  House.  I  think  it  very 
significant  that  he  did  not  know  if  there 
were  hearings  in  the  Senate.  I  think 
it  quite  significant  that  there  are  no 
hearings  available  on  any  Senator's  desk. 
It  is  more  significant  that  in  the  report 
there  is  not  a  letter  or  a  statement  from 
an  agency  of  Government  whfch  Is  di- 
rected to  the  Senate.  Each  and  every 
statement  is  directed  to  the  Speaker  of 
the  House.  If  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives is  to  write  all  the  legislation,  we 
can  save  the  taxpayers  a  great  deal  of 
money  by  abolishing  the  Senate.  If  the 
House  of  Representatives  is  to  complete 
all  legislation,  we  have  violated  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Constitution,  because  some- 
where in  the  Federalist  papers  I  read 
that  when  Washington  was  asked  by 
Jefferson  why  there  should  be  a  2-house 
Congress,  Washington  replied  in  a 
famous  letter  to  Jefferson  along  these 
lines:  It  is  like  pouring  hot  tea  into  a 
saucer.  The  Semite  is  the  Chamber 
where  the  legislative  processes  can  cool, 
where  the  tempers  of  those  who  process 
legi-slation  in  the  other  Chamber  might 
be  cooled  off  a  bit  and  be  refined.  This 
is  the  least  cooled-off  legislation  I  have 
seen. 

It  was  passed  by  the  House  on  July  8. 
It  was  reported  to  the  Senate  on  July  19. 
We  are  talking  about  an  item  of  policy 
which  is  of  such  significance  that  the 
death  penalty  may  be  imposed.  The 
very  fact  that  the  death  sentence  is  in- 
volved in  legi-slation  should  at  least  en- 
courage someone  to  want  to  think  of  the 
legislative  process  in  the  normal  and 
orthodox  manner. 

Sever.al  Se.vators.     Vote!  Vote!  Vote! 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICBR  (Mr. 
Cooper  in  the  chair  • .  If  there  be  no 
further  amendments  to  be  proposed,  the 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the 
amendments,  and  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  f  H.  R.  9580 )  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 


GUARDING  OP  STRATEGIC  DEFENSE 
FACILITIES 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  now  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  1S34.  Sen- 
ate bill  3428.  the  so-called  Defense  Facil- 
ities Protection  Act  of  1954 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  read  by  title  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislattve  Clerk.  A  bill  (S. 
3428  >  to  authorize  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  guard  strategic  defense  f aciUties 
against  individuals  believed  to  be  dis- 
posed to  commit  acts  of  sabotage,  espio- 
nage, or  other  subversion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of   the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  present  an  e.xplanation  of 
this  bill. 
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REVISION  OP  ATOMIC  ENERGY  ACT 
OP  1946— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  had  imderstood  that  as  soon  as 
we  completed  action  on  House  bill  9580 
we  were  to  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  the  conference  report  on  the  atomic 
energy  bill,  since  it  is  a  privileged  matter. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
have  the  unfinished  business  laid  aside 
temporarily. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  report  of 
the  conference  committee  is  now  on  the 
way  from  the  conference  room  to  the 
Senate  Chamber. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Is  it  not  here  now  ? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  No.  This  is 
for  the  information  of  Senators.  I  had 
hoped  it  would  arrive  in  1  more  minute. 

If  I  may.  I  should  like  to  explain  the 
report  for  a  moment.  I  believe  the  offi- 
cial report  will  be  here  for  submission 
very  shortly. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator.  In  fact,  I  shall  relin- 
quish the  floor. 

Mr,  HICKENLOOPER.  Let  me  say  in 
brief  that  the  conference  committee  has 
met  again,  in  accords  nee  with  the  in- 
structions of  the  Senate  and  the  House, 
and  I  shall  state  what  we  have  done  in 
capsule  form. 

We  have  stricken  out  the  words  "in- 
sofar as  practicable"  in  the  places  those 
words  appear  in  the  b.U.  so  far  as  pref- 
erence is  concerned  with  relation  to 
REA's  and  public  bodies,  as  to  the  pur- 
chase of  power  from  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  if  it  ever  produces  any 
power  which  can  be  .^old.  That  leaves 
the  preference  for  REA's  and  public 
bodies  unqualified  by  the  words  "insofar 
as  practicable." 

We  have  also  stricken  section  182  (d). 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sr>nt  that  the  unfinished  business  be 
temporarily  laid  aside  for  the  submission 
and  consideration  of  the  conference  re- 
port on  House  bill  9757,  the  atomic- 
energy  bill,  together  with  the  papers  of 
the  conference. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  advises  the  Senate  that  this  is  a 
privileged  matter. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
have  it  taken  up. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  submit  a  re- 
port of  the  conMnittee  of  conference  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9757 >  to  amend  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1946.  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purposes.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent for  the  present  consideration  of  the 
report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re- 
port will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 

'For  conference  report,  see  pp.  14852— 
14867  of  House  proceedings  of  today.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
this  report  has  been  signed  by  all  the 
conferees  of  both  Houses.     As  I  said  a 
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moment  ago,  the  conferees  have  deleted 
the  objectionable  words  "insofar  as  prac- 
ticable" which  referred  to  the  prefer- 
ence clause.  We  have  stricken  the  words 
"insofar  as  practicable"  from  the  pref- 
erence clauses  affecting  R£A's  and  pub- 
he  bodies,  as  to  which  words  there  was 
some  objection  raised. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  striking  of  the 
three  words  referred  to  relates  to  the 
provision  which  was  inserted  in  the  Sen- 
ate, known  as  the  Gillette  amendment, 
does  it  not? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  It  relates  to  the  sale 
of  excess  electrical  power  produced  by 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  if  it  ever 
produces  any  for  its  own  u.se  and  has  an 
excess  amount  beyond  what  it  may  need 
for  its  own  use. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. For  example,  on  page  12  of  the 
first  conference  report,  in  section  44,  the 
words  "insofar  as  practicable"  are  elimi- 
nated, and  the  section  reads: 

The  Commiselon  shall  give  preference  and 
priority  to  public  bodies  and  cooperatives  or 
to  privately  owned  utilities  providing  electric 
Utility  services  to  high  cost  areas 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  once  more? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Does  the  omission  of 
these  three  words  in  effect  mean  that 
the  provisions  of  the  so-called  Gillette 
amendment  as  to  the  disposition  of  ex- 
cess power  at  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion plants  will  remain  in  the  conference 
bill? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

I  shall  have  to  add  parenthetically 
that  it  does  not  change  the  preference 
clause  one  bit,  in  my  own  personal  opin- 
ion. It  merely  eliminates  the  words 
which  many  people  thought  might  have 
qualified  the  preference  clause. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  Whatever  may  be  the  opin- 
ion of  the  distinguished  deputy  chair- 
man of  the  joint  committee,  the  words 
"insofar  as  practicable"  are  entirely  out 
of  the  bill  now? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  HILL.  So  far  as  the  preference 
clause  is  concerned. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Senator 
is  correct.  They  are  stricken  from  the 
two    places    where    they   apF>eared. 

Mr.  HILL.  In  other  words,  in  the  two 
places  where  those  words  appeared  they 
are  now  stricken. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Senator 
is  correct. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  preference  clause  now 
in  the  bill  is  as  it  was  inserted  by  the 
Senate  at  the  time  the  bill  was  under 
consideration  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Section  44  is 
as  it  was  placed  in  the  bill  by  the  Senate. 
The  o^er  change  removes  the  words  "in- 
sofar as  practicable"  as  the  bill  came 
from  the  committee. 


Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  sdeld? 

Mr.  HZCKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  language  which  is  now  in  the  bill 
fully  meets  the  situation  which  was  men- 
tioned by  the  able  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  MaloneI  the  other  day,  and  com- 
pletely preserves  the  preference  clatise 
originally  suggested  by  him? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Without  doubt 
it  does.  In  my  opinion  it  was  preserved 
the  other  day.  In  my  opinion  the  effect 
was  not  changed  at  all,  but  this  wording 
gives  aid  and  comfort  to  those  who 
thought  those  words  might  have  quali- 
fied the  clause. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  Senator  from 
Iowa  will  recall  that  I  stated  that  I  was 
quite  sure  that  the  conferees  had  not  in- 
tended to  do  violence  to  the  preference 
clause,  but  the  language  was  question- 
able. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  ANDETISON.  The  point  is  that 
the  bill  as  now  agreed  to  by  the  confer- 
ence committee  meets  every  point  in 
wiiich  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
MaloneI  was  interested  in? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  AJJDERSON.  The  two  Senators 
from  South  Dakota  were  also  interested 
in  this  matter. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  We  have 
eliminated  the  words  "insofar  as  prac- 
ticable." 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

PSETiaiENCI  MODHTCATION  PHHASE  "iKSOrAB  AS 
PRACTICABLE"  ELIICIKATKD 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  did  not  understand 
the  Senator's  entire  explanation  of  the 
elimination  of  the  objectionable  modifi- 
cation phrase  for  which  it  was  returned 
to  the  House  on  Friday,  August  13.  At 
the  risk  of  repeating,  on  page  12,  of  the 
report  section  44.  following  the  elimina- 
tion of  the  words  "insofar  as  practica- 
ble," now  reads: 

In  contracting  for  the  disposal  of  such 
energy,  the  Commission  shall  give  preference 
and  priority  to  pubUc  bodies  and  coopera- 
tives or  to  privately  owned  utlUtles  provid- 
ing electric  utility  services  to  high-cost 
areas  not  being  served  by  public  bodies  or 
cooperatives. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  the 
way  the  language  reads,  according  to 
this  conference  repwrt. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Would  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Iowa  outline  the 
second  change  which  was  made  on  page 
36,  subsection  (c)  section  182? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  second 
change  is  on  page  36  of  the  original  con- 
ference report.  I  use  that  only  because 
it  is  convenient  for  reference. 

In  subsection  (c)  of  what  was  section 
182,  the  words  "insofar  as  practicable" 
appearing  in  the  last  sentence  have  been 
removed  from  this  conference  report. 

Mr.  MALONE.  It  now  reads:  "where 
such  conflicting  applications  resulting 
from  limited  opportunity  for  such  license 
Include  those  submitted  by  pubUc  or  co- 
operative bodies  such  apphcations  shall 
be  given  preferred  consideration"? 
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Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect; that  is  the  way  it  reads. 

Idr.  BCAIiONE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Iowa,  and  appreciate  his  courtesy, 
including  the  debate  on  Friday,  August 
13.  when  the  bill  was  returned  to  the 
House  for  the  express  purpose  of  deleting 
the  phrase  "insofar  as  practicable." 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  Not  to  be  redundant,  but 
perhaps  to  understand  the  provision  in 
terms  of  some  corresp>ondence  which  the 
Senator  from  South  Dalcota  has  had  in 
this  connection,  does  it  accomplish 
exactly  what  was  proposed  to  be  accom- 
plished by  the  proposal  suggested  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  California, 
the  majority  leader,  when  he  suggested 
that  a  separate  resolution  might  be 
adopted  following  the  conference  report? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Exactly  and 
completely. 

Mr.  CASK     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  It  conforms 
to  the  proposed  Joint  resolution  which 
was  suggested  the  other  day. 

The  other  change  is  to  strike  out — ^I 
shall  have  to  refer  for  convenience  to 
the  original  conference  report  submitted 
earlier — subsection  (d)  of  section  182.  as 
found  on  page  36  of  the  original  confer- 
ence report. 

I  must  use  those  references,  because 
they  are  nimibered.  Subsection  (d)  is 
stricken.  The  language  of  the  so-called 
Cole  amendment  of  the  House  is  re- 
tained. The  language  of  the  original 
section  152  of  the  bill,  as  it  came  to  both 
Houses  from  the  conference  committee, 
is  retained,  with  certain  modifications 
representing  suggestions  and  amend- 
ments by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Kekr]. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  have  this 
position  marked.  I  should  like  to  com- 
plete my  statement  on  it. 

Certain  modifications  are  made,  with 
the  insertion  in  paragraph  (2)  under 
subsection  (b)  of  what  appears  to  be 
section  153  in  the  mimeographed  sheet, 
of  the  word  "nonexclusive"  in  the  pat- 
ent section. 

That  paragraph  of  subsection  153  (b) 
will  then  read : 

Any  person  may  apply  to  the  Commission 
for  a  nonexclusive  patent  license — 

TTiat  is  in  the  old  section  152  and  in 
In  the  new  section  153 — 

to  iise  the  Invention  or  discovery  covered 
by  such  patent,  and  the  Ck)mmls8lon  shall 
grant  such  patent  license  to  the  extent  that 
It  finds  that  the  vise  of  the  invention  or  dis- 
covery is  of  primary  Importance  to  the  con- 
duct of  an  activity  by  such  person  author- 
ized under  this  act. 

In  subsection  (e)  (4),  the  general  lan- 
guage and  intent  of  the  Kerr  amendment 
is  preserved,  and  the  provision  at  the 
end  of  subsection  (e)  (i)  will  read  as 
follows: 

The  Commission  shall  license  the  applica- 
tion to  use  the  invention  or  discovery  cov- 
ered by  the  patent  for  the  purix>ses  stated 
in  such  application  on  terms  deemed  equita- 
ble by  the  Commission  and  generally  not  less 


fair  than  thooe  granted  by  the  patentee  or  by 
the  Commission  to  similar  licensees  for  com- 
parable use.  1 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  agree  with  me  that  that  lan- 
guage doeo  not  destroy  the  Kerr  amend- 
ment as  it  was  originally  proposed? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  It  merely  prevents 
it  from  being  so  inflexible  that  the  Com- 
mission could  not  use  It. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  is  present  on  the  floor. 
I  believe  it  reaches  the  purpose  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma  attempted  t©  ac- 
complish. Yet  it  contains  enough  flexi- 
bility so  that  injustices  will  not  result 
from  a  requirement  that  the  Commis- 
sion cannot  use  equitable  judgment  in 
determining  these  questions  in  tlie  fu- 
ture. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  In  other  words,  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  was  trying  to 
make  sure  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
license  a  patent  at  an  exorbitant  rate  to 
one  person  and  practically  give  it  away 
to  the  next  one?  This  meets  the  point 
he  had  in  mind,  without  chaining  it 
down  absolutely  tight,  to  the  point  where 
there  would  be  no  flexibility.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. However.  I  wish  to  call  attention 
to  the  point  which  was  made  the  other 
night  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  that  we 
did  not  want  to  tie  the  amendment  down 
so  that  a  patent  holder  could  not  give  the 
use  of  his  patent  free  of  charge  or  for 
only  $1  to  a  university,  for  research 
purposes,  and  then  be  forced  to  charge 
only  $1  or  give  it  free  to  an  industrial 
concern.  We  wanted  to  provide  some 
leeway  in  that  connection. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  In  the  discussion 
on  the  floor,  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa made  it  clear  that  he  was  in  full 
agreement  with  that  kind  of  provision. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  believe  he 
made  it  abundantly  clear.  We  have 
tried  to  leave  a  reasonable  amount  of 
sound  discretion  in  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  in  deciding  these  questions. 

The  remaining  changes  appearing  on 
the  first  page  of  the  mimeographed 
sheets,  which  have  been  placed  on  the 
desk  of  every  Senator,  refer  only  to  the 
renumbering  of  the  sections,  which  has 
become  necessary  because  of  the  changes 
in  section  numtxers.  They  are  only  me- 
chanical changes. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  jneld? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  May  I  inquire  what 
happened  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado [Mr.  JOHNSON],  with  reference  to 
making  some  atomic  power  available  for 
commercial  uses? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  was  not 
a  question  of  serious  dispute  when  we 
defeated  the  first  conference  report. 
The  Senator  from  Colorado,  I  am  sure. 
will  say  that  the  spirit  and  purpo."*  of 
his  amendment,  which  was  to  make  it 
clear  that  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion could  build  experimental  reactors 


of  any  size  desired,  provided  it  got  the 
money  from  Congress,  is  preserved 
amply  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Does  not  the  last 
sentence  of  section  44  on  page  12 
rather  strike  down  the  possibility  of 
commercial  use  of  atomic  power? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Will  the 
Senator  restate  the  last  part  of  his 
question? 

Mr.  KEFAUV^ER.  I  refer  to  the  last 
sentence  of  section  44  of  the  old  report 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Oh,  yes;  it 
clearly  states  that  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  is  not  to  go  into  the  busi- 
ness of  production  of  commercial  jxjwer. 
That  is  clearly  established.  However, 
it  is  clearly  .set  forth  in  the  conference 
bill  that  the  Commission  may  build 
various  types  and  kinds  of  reactors  ex- 
perimentally for  the  production  of 
power,  but  is  not  to  go  into  the  business 
of  commercially  producing  it. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Was  it  not  the  will 
of  the  Senate  that  a  limited  amount  of 
commercial  power  should  be  produced 
by  reactors  owned  by  the  Government' 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  For  the  pur- 
pose of  research  and  development;  yes. 
That  authority  is  amply  preserved  in  the 
bill. 

Mr.  KEFAU\t:r.  Where  is  it  pre- 
served in  the  bill? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  In  part  the  point 
being  raised  by  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee was  met  by  the  change  in  lan- 
guage which  made  it  possible  for  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  to  license 
other  Government  agencies  by  bringing 
them  under  the  definition  of  person. 
Therefore,  the  TVA  or  the  Bonneville 
Power  Administration,  if  it  got  an  ap- 
propriation from  Congress,  could  do  it. 
However,  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion, as  such,  was  not  to  run  around  the 
country  building  commercial  plants, 
which  had  not  been  contemplated  in  the 
original  Johnson  amendment. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Could  not  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  build  any 
type  of  reactor? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     Indeed. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  And  carry  it  all  the 
way  through  to  learn  if  the  production 
of  power  were  commercially  feasible"' 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. Under  the  bill  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  if  it  could  get  the  money 
from  Congress,  could  build  a  reactor  to 
produce  a  million  kilowatts  of  power. 
There  is  no  limitation  as  to  what  it  could 
produce  under  the  re.'^earch  and  develop- 
ment sections.  If  it  has  excess  power 
from  that  experimental  plant,  it  can  sell 
it.  under  preference,  to  public  bodies  and 
REA's. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  last  sentence  of  section  44  of  the 
original  conference  report  or  In  any 
other  provision  in  the  conference  report 
which  would  prohibit  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  from  selling,  for  commer- 
cial use.  subject  to  priority  or  the  prefer- 
ence clause,  any  excess  power  it  may 
produce  after  its  own  needs  are  taken 
care  of.    Is  that  correct? 
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Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  In  connection 
with  the  research  and  development  ac- 
tivities.    The   Senator  is  correct. 

Several   Senators.     Vote!     Vote! 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
the  conferees,  I  think,  are  very  familiar 
with  what  we  have  done  in  this  second 
conference  report.  It  is  unanimously 
agreed  to.  I  shall  be  glad  to  attempt  to 
answer  any  questions  any  Senator  may 
desire  to  ask.  and  I  am  sure  the  other 
conferees  will  be  glad  to  answer  ques- 
tions.    If   there   are   no   questions 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Will  the  Senator 
permit  me  to  say  that  I  think  he  has 
done  a  very  fine  job  in  getting  this  very 
controversial  bill  through  conference, 
and  I  wish  to  pay  him  a  very  decided 
compliment  for  what  he  has  done. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  for  his  gener- 
osity, and  I  only  wish  I  deserved  the 
full  weight  of  his  compliment.  There 
are  5  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Sen- 
ate, and  the  other  4  have  probably  been 
more  tolerant  of  the  situation  at  which 
we  are  trying  to  arrive  than  I  have  been. 
They  have  worked  hard  on  the  matter, 
and  four  times  as  much  credit  should 
go  to  the  entire  committee  than  any 
possible  credit  to  me. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  If  I  may  say  so, 
I  think  the  Senate  has  retained  more 
of  the  original  Senate  bill  in  this  report 
than  it  has  in  most  of  the  bills  which 
have  been  passed  at  this  session  of  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  There  has 
been  a  serious  attempt  to  lay  a  basis  for 
an  approach  to  this  subject  in  the  future 
w  hich  will  l)e  one  of  encouragement.  We 
attempted  in  the  original  bill  to  protect 
the  rights  of  public  lx>dies  and  of  such 
private  Ijodies  as  REA  and  any  other  pri- 
vate groups  to  enable  them  to  get  "into 
the  swim,"  and  see  what  will  happen 
when  we  turn  American  genius,  either 
public  or  private,  loose  in  this  field. 

I  think  this  bill  probably  gives  pro- 
tection, safeguards,  and  opportunities  as 
much  as  has  any  bill  I  have  ever  seen 
in  a  pioneering  field. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Iowa  that  I 
join  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas in  expressing  my  compliments  to 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  and  to  all  other 
members  of  the  conference  committee 
of  the  Senate.  I  think  they  have  done 
a  fine  job. 

I  wish  to  be  sure  that  I  understand 
the  situation  with  reference  to  patents, 
because  that  was  the  only  matter  which 
gave  me  concern  at  the  time  we  were 
considering  the  previous  conference  re- 
port. Would  it  be  fair  to  say  that  under 
this  conference  report  the  situation  is 
handled  in  such  a  manner  that  the  5 
years  of  nonexclusive  time  covered  by 
the  original  Senate  bill  appears  in  the 
conference  repwrt? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Senator 
Is  correct. 


Mr.  HOUjAND.  Rather  than  the  10- 
year  period  which  appeared  is  the  bill  as 
passed  by  the  Senate? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Senator 
Is  correct. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  But  is  it  also  correct, 
as  I  beheve  it  to  be,  that  the  protective 
features  in  the  field  of  patents  written 
into  the  bill  by  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  [Mr.  KerrI  are  retained  in 
the  conference  report? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Senator 
is  correct,  in  my  view,  and.  I  believe,  ac- 
cording to  the  view  of  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma.  The  control  principles  are 
protected  and  preserved  in  the  present 
conference  report. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  That  meets  the  only 
serious  objection  I  had  to  the  original 
conference  report,  and  I  certainly  con- 
gratulate the  conferees  upon  the  work- 
ing out  of  the  matter. 

Several   Senators.  Vote!    Vote!    Vote! 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Were  any  changes 
at  all  made  in  the  international-activi- 
ties section  as  a  result  of  the  conference? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     None. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  other  words,  the 
language  is  the  language  contained  in 
the  Senate  bill? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     Yes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  reference  to  the 
power  commission  regulations,  of  which 
there  was  considerable  discussion  during 
the  debate,  were  the  basic  purposes  of 
that  amendment  included  and  con- 
tinued? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Exactly  the 
same. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  As  it  passed  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  interrupt,  the  spirit,  at  least,  is  con- 
tained in  the  report. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  There  may 
have  been  a  grammatical  rearrange- 
ment, such  as  "are"  for  "is,"  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind;  but  there  is  no  fun- 
damental change  in  it.  It  is  not  a  mat- 
ter of  dispute. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wish  to  say  that 
after  a  very  long  discussion  of  this  bill, 
which  has  been  termed  many  things,  I, 
too,  wish  to  join  my  colleagues  in  com- 
mending the  conference  committee  on 
working  out  a  reasonable  and.  I  hope, 
a  very  effective  program  of  legislation 
in  this  field.  While  I  joined  in  the  de- 
bate and  was  rather  critical  of  the  Sen- 
ate bill,  I  also  participated  in  getting  a 
few  amendments  into  the  bill,  and  it  is 
my  intention  to  vote  for  the  bill  as  it  has 
been  reported  by  the  conference  com- 
mittee, despite  my  misgivings  about  the 
Ferguson  amendment. 

I  understand  the  Gore  amendment  has 
been  retained  in  the  bill.  Is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa, the  two  questions  at  issue  which 
went  to  conference  following  the  vote 
of  the  Senate  have  been  handled  in  a 


manner  which  entitles  the  conferenca 
committee  of  the  Senate  to  the  con- 
gratulations and  thanks  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate.  I  wish  to  express 
my  appreciation  for  the  able  tnanner  in 
which  the  two  matters  at  issue  are  han- 
dled in  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma.  He  and  I  have 
not  quite  agreed  on  the  verbiage  of  some 
of  these  passages,  but  he  has  been  most 
cooperative  and  most  willing  to  discuss 
the  question.  I  think  we  have  arrived  at 
a  period  of  mutual  understanding  and 
satisfaction  as  to  the  protective  features 
of  the  bill. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  confer- 
ence report. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  al>sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names : 

Mansfield 

Itfartln 

McCarran 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

Malik  In 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Payna 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robertson 

Russell 

Saltonstan 

Scboeppel 

Smathers 

Smith.  Main* 

Smith,  N.J. 

Symington 

Watklns 

Toung 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  con- 
ference repKjrt.  On  this  question,  the 
yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered,  and 
the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTATiL,  I  announce 
that  the  senior  Senator  from  Indian* 
[Mr.  CapehartI  and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Welkkr]  are  absent  on  offi- 
cial business. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flaw- 
DERs],  the  junior  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Jenner],  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Lancer],  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Reynolds],  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Thte],  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Upton], 
and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley]  are  necessarily  absent. 

On  this  vote  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Flanders]  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  SparkmanL 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders]  would  vote 
"yea"  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Sparkman]  would  note  "nay."  If 
present  and  voting,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capehaht],  the  junior 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner],  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Reynolds], 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Thye], 


Anderson 

Gore 

Barrett 

Green 

Beall 

Hayden 

Bennett 

Hendrlckson 

Bowring 

Hennlngs 

Bricker 

Hickenlooper 

Bridges 

Hill 

Burke 

Holland 

Bush 

Humphrey 

Butler 

Ives 

Carlson 

~^3ack8on 

Case 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Tex. 

element* 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Cooper 

Kefauver 

Cordon 

Kennedy 

Crlppa 

Kerr 

Dlrksen 

Kilgore 

Duff 

Knowland 

Dworshak 

Kuchel 

Ellender 

Lehman 

Ferguson 

Lennon 

Frear 

Long 

Fulbrlght 

Magnuson 

Goldwater 

^fM^:i 


.  •"•ui 


14606 


I 

CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


U 


[- 


\~'  * 


if 


U 
ft  < 

u 


August  16 


and  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Upton]  would  each  ▼ote  "yea." 

On  this  vote  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Wnxra]  Is  paired  with  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas].  If  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Kfr. 
Welksx]  would  vote  "yea"  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas]  would 
vote  "nay." 

li«r.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Btkd] 
and  the  Senator  frmn  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparxmah]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Danikl], 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas], 
the  S^iators  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastlaitd  and  Mr.  STEmnsl.  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Ervin], 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George], 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette], 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Matbamk]  .  and  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  PastoriI  are  absent  on  offi- 
cial business. 

I  annotmce  further  that  on  this  vote 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas] 
Is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr,  Welker].  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  would  vote 
"nay,"  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
would  vote  "yea." 

I  announce  also  that  on  this  vote  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman] 
is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Plai»ders].  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  would  vote 
"nay."  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
would  vote  "yea." 

I  announce  further  that  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Daniel],  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
line [Mr.  Ervin],  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  George],  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette],  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank],  and  the 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Pastors]  would  each  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  59 
nays  17,  as  follows: 


Atken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Beau 

Bennett 

Bo  wring 

Brlcker 

Bridges 

Burke 

Bush 

Butler 

Carlson 

Ca«e 

Co<H>er 

Cordon 

CrlppA 

Dlrkaen 

r>ufl 

Dworshak 

Kllender 


Chavez 

Clementa 

Oore 

Hennlngs 

Hiu 

Jackson 


Bjml 

Capehart 

Daniel 

Douglas 

Eastland 

Errln 

Flanders 


TBAS— 59 

Ferguson 

Frear 

Fulbrlght 

Ooldwater 

Green 

Hayden 

Hendrickson 

Hlckenlooper 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Kennedy 

Kllgore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Lennon 

Long 

Malone 

NAYS— 17 


Johnston,  S.  C.  Monroney 
Kefauver  Morse 

Kerr  Murray 

Lehman  Russell 

Magnuson  Symington 

Mansfield 


Martin 

McCarran 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

MlUlkln 

Mundt 

Neely 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robertson 

Saltonstall 

Schoeppel 

Smathers 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  N.J.  , 

Watklns 

Wllllama 

Yoimg 


Mr.  mCKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President. 
I  move  that  the  vote  by  which  tho  con- 
ference report  was  agreed  to  be  recon- 
sidered. 

Mr.  BaiOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  to  lay  on  the  table  the  motton  of 
the  Senator  from  Iowa. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to.  ] 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Watson,  one  of  its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed  the  bill  (S.  3706)  to  amend  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Act  ol  1950 
to  provide  for  the  determination  of  the 
Identity  of  certain  Communist-infil- 
trated organizations,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, with  amendments,  in  which  It  re- 
quested the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 


NOT  VOTINa— 20 


George 

Sparkmaa 

Gillette 

Stennlfl 

Jenner 

Thye 

Langer 

Upton 

Maybank 

Welker 

Pastore 

WUey 

Reynolds 

So  the  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 


AMENDMENT  OF  SUBVERSIVE  AC- 
TIVITIES CONTROL  ACT  OP  1950 
RELATING  TO  DETERMINATION 
OP  IDENTITY  OF  CERTAIN  COM- 
MUNIST-INFILTRATED ORGANI- 
ZATIONS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  the  bill  <S.  3706)  to 
amend  the  Subversive  Activities  Comtrol 
Act  of  1950  to  provide  for  the  determina- 
tion of  the  identity  of  certain  Commu- 
nist-inflltrated  organizations,  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  were  to  strike  out 
all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That  this  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "Com- 
munist Control  Act  of  1954." 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT 

Sec.  2.  The  Congress  hereby  finds  aivd  de- 
clares   that    the    Communist    Party    of    the 
United   States,   although   purportedly   »  po- 
litical  party.   Is  in   fact   an   instrumentality 
Of  a  confiplracy  to  overthrow   the   Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States.    It  constitutes  an 
authoritarian  dictatorship  within   a   repub- 
lic, demanding  for  Itself  the  rights  and  priv- 
ileges accorded  to  other  political  partie».  but 
denying  to  all  others  the   liberties  gtmran- 
teed  by  the  Constitution.     Unlike  othar  po- 
litical   parties,    which    evolve    their    policies 
and  programs  through  public  means,  by  the 
reconciliation  of  a  wide  variety  of  individual 
views,   and   submit  those   policies  and    pro- 
grams to  the  electorate  at  large  for  approval 
or  disapproval,  the  policies  and  programs  of 
the  Communist  Party  are  secretly  prescribed 
for   it  by   the  foreign   leaders   of    the   world 
Communist   movement.     Its   members   have 
no  part  In  determining  Its  goals,  and  are  not 
permitted   to   voice   dissent   to   party   objec- 
tives.    Unlike    members    of    other    parties. 
members  of   the   Communist  Party   are   re- 
cruited for  indoctrination  with  respect  to  its 
objectives  and  methods,  and  are  organized. 
instructed,    and    disciplined    to    carry    into 
action  slavishly  the  assignments  given  them 
by     their     hierarchlal     chieftains.       Unlike 
ether  political  parties,  the  Communlct  party 
acknowledges  no  constitutional  or  statstory 
limitations  upon  its  conduct  or  upon   that 
of   its  members.     The   Communist   Party   Is 
relatively  small  numerically,  and  gives  scant 
Indication  of  capacity  ever  to  attain  its  ends 
by  lawful  political  means.    The  peril  Inherent 
In  its  operation  arises  not  from  Its  numbers. 
but  from  its  failure  to  acknowledge  any  lim- 
itation as  to  the  nature  of  its  activities,  and 
Its  dedication  to  the  proposition   that   the 
present    constitutional    Government    of    the 
United  States  ultimately  must  be  brougttt  to 


ruin  by  any  available  means.  Including  re- 
sort to  force  and  violence.  Holding  that 
doctrine,  Its  role  as  the  agency  of  a  hostile 
foreign  power  renders  its  exlstenee  a  clear 
present  and  continuing  danger  to  the  secu- 
rity of  the  United  States.  It  is  tihe  means 
whereby  Individuals  are  seduced  Into  the 
service  of  the  world  Communist  movement, 
trained  to  do  Its  bidding,  and  directed  and 
controlled  In  the  conspiratorial  performance 
of  their  revolutionary  services.  Therefore, 
the  Communist  Party  should  be  outlawed. 

PROSCRIBED    ORGANIZATIONS 

See.  3.  The  Communist  Party  of  tihe  United 
States,  or  any  successor  of  such  party  regard- 
less of  the  assumed  name,  whose  object  or 
purpose  Is  to  overthrow  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  or  the  governmmit  of  any 
State,  Territory.  District,  or  possession  there- 
of, or  the  government  of  any  political  sub- 
division therein  by  force  and  violence,  are 
not  entitled  to  any  of  the  rights,  privileges, 
and  Immunities  attendant  upon  legal  bodies 
created  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  laws., 
of  the  United  States  or  any  political  sub-" 
division  thereof;  and  whatever  rlgfcts.  privi- 
leges, and  Immunities  which  have  heretofore 
been  granted  to  said  party  or  any  •ubsldlary 
organization  b;  reason  of  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  or  any  political  subdivision 
thereof,  are  hereby  terminated.  Provided, 
however.  That  nothing  in  this  section  shall 
be  construed  as  amending  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

StTBVERSrVE  ACTIVITIES  CONTROL  ACT  AMENDMENT 

Sec,  4.  Subsection  5  (a)  (1)  of  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act  of  1950  (50 
U.  S.  C  784)  Is  amended  by  striking  out 
the  period  at  the  end  thereof  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  a  semicolon  and  the  follow- 
ing:   "or 

"(E)  to  hold  office  or  enmployment  with 
any  labor  organization,  as  that  tertn  is  de- 
fined In  section  2  (5)  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act  (29  U.  S.  C.  152  >  or  to  repre- 
sent any  employer  in  any  matter  or  pro- 
ceeding arising  or  pending  under  that  act." 

COMMUNIST-INFILTRATED    ORCANIZiTIONS 

Sec  5.  (a)  Section  3  of  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act  of  1950  (50  U.  8.  C. 
782)  is  amended  by  inserting,  ImiHedlately 
after  paragraph  (4)  thereof,  the  following 
new  paragraph : 

"(4A)    The     term     'Communlst-loflltrated 
organization'  means  ar.y  organization  In  the 
United    States    (other   than    a    Communist- 
action   organization   or   a   Communist-front 
organization)  which  (A)   Is  substantially  di- 
rected, dominated,  or  controlled  by  an  in- 
dividual   or    individuals    who    are.    or    who 
within  3  years  have  been  p.ctlvely  engaged  In, 
knowingly  giving  aid  or  support  to  a  Com- 
munist-action   organization,    a    Communist 
foreign  government,  or  the  world  Communist 
movement  referred   to   in  section  %  of   this 
title,  and  (B)  is  knowingly  serving,  or  within 
3  years  has  knowingly  served,  as  a  means  for 
(i)   the  giving  of  aid  or  support  to  »ny  such 
organization,  government,  or  movement,  or 
(11)  the  impairment  of  the  military  strength 
of  the  United  States  or  its  Industrial  capac- 
ity  to   furnish    logistical    or    other  material 
support  required  by  it.s  Armed  Poroes:   Pro- 
vided, however.  That  any  labor  orgtinizatlon 
which  is  an  afBIlate  in  good  standing  of  a 
national  federation  or  other  labor  organiza- 
tion whose  policies  and  activities  h»ve  been 
directed   to   opposing   Communist   crganlza- 
tions.  any  Communist  foreign  government,  or 
the    world    Communist    movement,   ehall    be 
presumed  prima  facie  not  to  be  a  'Commu- 
nist-infiltrated organization'." 

(b)     Paragraph     (5)     of    such    section    Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(5)  The  term  "Communist  orgaaizatlon' 
means  any  Communist-action  orgaaizatlon. 
Communist-front  organization,  or  Commu- 
nist-Infiltrated organization." 
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(c)  subsections  6  (c)  and  6  (c)  of  such 
act  are  repealed. 

Sec.  6.  (a)  Section  10  of  such  act  (50 
U.  S.  C.  789)  Is  amended  by  inserting,  im- 
mediately after  the  words  "final  order  of 
the  Board  requiring  It  to  register  under  sec- 
tion 7  ".  the  words  "or  determining  that  It  la 
a  Communist-infiltrated  organization." 

(b)  Subsectlona  (a)  and  (b)  of  section 
11  of  such  act  (50  U.  S.  C.  790)  are  amended 
by  Inserting  Immediately  preceding  the 
period  at  the  end  of  each  such  subsection, 
the  following:  "or  determining  that  it  is  a 
Communist-infiltrated  organization." 

Sec.  7.  (a)  Subsection  12  (e)  of  such  act 
(50  U   S   C.  791)  Is  amended  by — 

( 1 )  striking  out  the  period  at  the  end 
thereof  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  a  semi- 
colon and  the  word  "and";  and 

(2)  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing new  paragraph: 

"(3)  upon  any  application  made  under 
subsection  (a)  or  subsection  (b)  of  section 
13A  of  this  title,  to  determine  whether  any 
organization  is  a  Communist-Infiltrated  or- 
ganization." 

(b)  The  section  caption  to  section  13  of 
such  act  (50  U.  S.  C.  792)  Is  amended  to  read 
as  follows:  "Registration  Proceedings  Be- 
fore THE  Board." 

Stc  8  Such  act  Is  amended  by  inserting 
immediately  after  section  13  thereof,  the  fol- 
lowing new  section: 

•proceedings      with     respect     TO     COMMUNIST- 
INFILTRATED  organizations 

"Sft.  13A.  (a)  Whenever  the  Attorney 
General  has  reason  to  believe  that  any  or- 
ganization Is  a  Communist-infiltrated  organ- 
ization, he  may  file  with  the  Board  and  serve 
upon  such  organization  a  petition  for  a  de- 
termination that  such  organization  Is  a  Com- 
munist-Infiltrated organization,  In  any  pro- 
ceeding so  instituted,  two  cm-  more  affiliated 
organizations  may  be  named  as  Joint  re- 
spondents. Whenever  any  such  petition  Is 
accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  the  effect  that  the  proceeding  so 
in.stituted  is  one  of  exceptional  public  im- 
portance, such  proceeding  f.hall  be  set  for 
hearing  at  the  earliest  possl'jle  time  and  all 
proceedings  therein  before  t?ie  Board  or  any 
court  shall  be  expedited  to  the  greatest  prac- 
ticable extent. 

"(,b)  Any  organl7.atlon  which  has  been  de- 
termined under  this  section  to  be  a  Com- 
mupi.'-t-lnflltrated  organization  may  file  with 
thi^^oard  and  serve  upon  the  Attorney  Oen- 
eraja  petition  for  a  determination  that  such 
organization  no  longer  Is  a  Communist-In- 
filtrated organization  upon  removing  from 
the  organization  those  perf,ons  determined 
by  this  section  to  be  Communists. 

"(C)  Each  such  petition  shall  be  verified 
under  oath,  and  shall  contiln  a  statement 
of  the  facts  relied  upon  in  support  thereof. 
Upon  the  filing  of  any  su<:h  petition,  the 
Board  shall  serve  upon  eaci  party  to  such 
proceeding  a  notice  specifying  the  time  and 
place  for  hearing  upon  such  petition.  No 
such  hearing  shall  be  conducted  within  20 
days  after  the  service  of  su^h  notice. 

"(di  The  provisions  of  subsections  (c)  and 
(d)  of  section  13  shall  apply  to  hearings  con- 
ducted under  this  section,  except  that  upon 
the  failure  of  any  organization  named  as  a 
party  In  any  petition  filed  by  or  duly  served 
upon  It  pursuant  to  this  s«'ctlon  to  appear 
at  any  hearing  upon  such  petition,  the  Board 
may  conduct  such  hearing  In  the  absence  of 
such  organization  and  may  enter  such  order 
under  this  section  as  the  B<iard  shall  deter- 
mine to  be  warranted  by  evidence  presented 
at  such  hearing. 

"(e)  In  determining  whether  any  organi- 
zation Is  a  Communist-infiltrated  organiza- 
tion, the  Board  shall  be  required  to  deter- 
mine— 

"(1)  whether  the  effective  management  of 
the  affairs  of  such  organization  is  conducted 
by  one  or  more  Individuals  who  are.  or  with- 
in 2  years  have  been.  (A)   members,  agents. 


or  representatives  of  any  Communist  organ- 
ization, any  Communist  foreign  government, 
or  the  world  Communist  movement  referred 
to  In  section  2  of  this  title,  with  knowledge 
of  the  nature  and  purpose  thereof,  or  (B)  en- 
gaged In  giving  aid  or  support  to  any  such 
organization,  government,  or  movement  with 
knowledge  of  the  nature  and  purpose  there- 
of: 

"(2)  whether  the  policies  of  such  organi- 
zation are.  or  within  3  years  have  been,  for- 
mulated and  carried  out  pursuant  to  the 
direction  or  advice  of  any  member,  agent,  or 
representative  of  any  such  organization,  gov- 
ernment, or  movement; 

"(3)  whether  the  personnel  and  resources 
of  such  organization  are,  or  within  3  years 
have  been,  used  to  further  or  promote  the 
objectives  of  any  such  Communist  organiza- 
tion, government,  or  movement; 

"(4)  whether  such  organization  within 
3  years  has  received  from,  or  furnished 
to  or  for  the  vise  of.  any  such  Communist  or- 
ganization, government,  or  movement  any 
funds  or  other  material  assistance; 

"(5)  whether  such  oreantzatlon  is.  or 
within  3  years  has  been,  affiliated  in  any  way 
with  any  such  Communist  organization, 
government,  or  movement; 

"(6)  whether  the  affllatlon  of  such  organi- 
zation, or  of  any  Individual  or  individuals 
who  are  members  thereof  or  who  manage  Its 
affairs,  with  any  such  Communist  organiza- 
tion, government,  or  movement  Is  concealed 
from  or  is  not  disclosed  to  the  membership 
of  such  organization;    and 

"(7)  whether  such  organization  o^  any  of 
its  members  or  managers  are.  or  within  3 
years  have  been,  knowingly  engaged — 

"(A)  in  any  conduct  punishable  under 
section  4  or  15  of  this  act  or  under  chapter 
37.  105.  or  115  of  title  18  of  the  United  States 
Code;   or 

"(B)  with  Intent  to  Impair  the  military 
strength  of  the  United  States  or  its  indus- 
trial capacity  to  furnish  logistical  or  other 
support  required  by  its  Armed  Forces,  In  any 
activity  resulting  in  or  contributing  to  any 
such    impairment. 

"(f)  After  hearing  upon  any  petition  filed 
tinder  this  section,  the  Board  shall  (1)  make 
a  report  In  writing  In  which  It  shall  state  Its 
findings  as  to  the  facts  and  Its  conclusions 
with  respect  to  the  Issues  presented  by  such 
petition.  (2)  enter  its  order  granting  or  de- 
nying the  determination  sought  by  such 
petition,  and  (3)  serve  upon  each  party  to 
the  proceeding  a  copy  of  such  order.  Any 
order  granting  any  determination  on  the 
question  whether  any  organization  Is  a 
Communist-infiltrated  organization  shall  be- 
come final  as  provided  in  section  14  (b)  of 
this  act. 

"(g)  When  any  order  has  been  entered  by 
the  Board  under  this  section  with  respect 
to  any  labor  organization  or  employer  (as 
these  terms  are  defined  by  section  2  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act.  as  amended, 
and  which  are  organizations  within  the 
meaning  of  section  3  of  the  Subversive  Activ- 
ities Control  Act  of  1960).  the  Board  shall 
serve  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  such  order 
upon  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board 
and  shall  publish  In  the  Federal  Register  a 
statement  of  the  substance  of  such  order  and 
Its  effective  date. 

"(h)  When  there  is  in  efl'ect  a  final  order 
of  the  Board  determining  that  any  such  labor 
organization  Is  a  COmmunist-actlon  organi- 
zation, a  Communist-front  organization,  or 
a  Communist-infiltrated  organization,  such 
lal>or  organization  shall  be  ineligible  to — 

"  ( 1 )  act  as  representative  of  any  employee 
within  the  meaning  or  for  the  purposes  of 
section  7  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act,  as  amended  (29  U.  S.  C.  167) ; 

"(2)  serve  as  an  exclusive  representative 
of  employees  of  any  bargaining  unit  under 
section  9  of  such  act.  as  amended  (29  U.  S.  C. 
189); 


"(3)  make,  or  obtain  any  hearing  upon. 
any  charge  under  section  10  of  such  act 
(29  U.  S.  C.  160);  or 

"(4)  exercise  any  other  right  or  privilege, 
or  receive  any  other  benefit,  substantive  or 
procedural,  provided  by  such  act  for  labor 
organizations. 

"(I)  When  an  order  of  the  Board  deter- 
mining that  any  such  labor  organization  is  a 
Communist-infiltrated  organization  has  be- 
come final,  and  such  labor  organization 
theretofore  has  been  certified  under  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act.  as  amended,  as 
a  representative  of  employees  in  any  bar- 
gaining unit — 

"(1)  a  question  of  representation  affecting 
commerce,  within  the  meaning  of  section  9 
(c)  of  such  act,  shall  be  deemed  to  exist 
with  respect  to  such  bargaining  unit;  and 

"(2)  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board, 
upon  petition  of  not  less  than  20  percent  of 
the  employees  in  such  bargaining  unit  or 
any  person  or  persons  acting  in  their  behalf, 
shall  under  section  9  of  such  act  (notwith- 
standing any  limitation  of  time  contained 
therein)  direct  elections  in  such  bargaining 
unit  or  any  subdivision  thereof  (A)  for  the 
selection  of  a  representative  thereof  for  col- 
lective-bargaining purposes,  and  (B)  to  de- 
termine whether  the  employees  thereof  desire 
to  rescind  any  authority  previously  granted 
to  such  labor  organization  to  enter  Into  any 
agreement  with  their  employer  pursuant  to 
section  8  (a)    (3)    (11)   of  such  act. 

"(J)  When  there  Is  in  effect  a  final  order 
of  the  Board  determining  that  any  such 
employer  is  a  Communist-infiltrated  organi- 
zation, such  employer  shall  be  ineligible  to — 

"( 1 )  file  any  petition  for  an  election  under 
section  9  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act.  as  amended  (29  U.  S.  C.  157),  or  partici- 
pate in  any  proceeding  under  such  section;  or 

"(2)  make  or  obtain  any  hearing  upon  any 
charge  under  section  10  of  such  act  (29 
U.  S.  C.  160);  or 

"(3)  exercise  any  other  right  ca-  privilege 
or  receive  any  other  benefit,  substantive  or 
procedural,  provided  by  such  act  for  em- 
ployers." 

Sec.  9.  Subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of  section 
14  of  such  act  (50  U.  S.  C.  793)  are  amended 
by  inserting  In  each  such  subsection,  im- 
mediately after  the  words  "seotion  13",  a 
comma  and  the  following:  "or  suoeectlon 
(f)   of  section  13A.". 

Sec.  10.  If  any  provision  of  this  title  or 
the  application  thereof  to  any  person  or  cir- 
cumstances is  held  invalid,  the  remainder 
of  the  title,  and  the  application  of  such  pro- 
visions to  other  persons  or  circumstances, 
shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

And  to  amend  the  title  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  amend  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Act  of  1950,  to  provide  for  the 
determination  of  the  identity  of  certain 
Communist-infiltrated  organizations,  to 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party,  and  for 
other  purposes." 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  shall, 
in  a  very  few  moments,  propose  some 
amendments  to  the  House  amendments 
to  Senate  bill  3706.  The  purpose  of  these 
amendments  is  to  tighten  the  proposed 
law  and  make  it  more  workable  and 
easier  to  administer.  In  my  opinion,  the 
amendments  are  all  noncontroversial. 
There  are  six  amendments  in  the  series. 
For  parliamentary  reasons  it  has  been 
necessary  to  offer  them  en  bloc,  but  I 
shall  explain  each  one  separately. 

The  first  of  the  amendments  eliminates 
confusion  respecting  whether  the  Com- 
munist Party  is  a  true  political  party. 
The  whole  purpose  of  the  findings  in 
this  section  is  to  make  it  clear  that  the 
Communist  Party  is  not  a  true  political 
party,    but,    vmfortunately,    the    phrase 
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"otber  pdlltieal  party**  has  been  used 
aeyeral  times,  which  wotild  give  Ck>m- 
munlst  lawT^ra  an  opportunity  to  argue 
this  point.  Hie  proposed  amendment 
eliminate  this  phrase,  and  thus  draws 
a  clear  distinction  between  the  Commu- 
sirt  Party  and  true  poUtical  parties. 

The  second  amendment  is  a  necessary 
technical  amendment,  so  as  to  make  the 
bin  refer,  properly,  to  the  National  La- 
bor Relations  Act  as  amended 

The  third  amendment  eliminates 
words  added  to  the  definition  of  "Com- 
munist-infiltrated organization"  which 
have  the  effect  of  making  it  impossible 
to  prove  that  any  organization  comes 
within  the  definition.  It  must  be  recc«- 
nized  that  this  section  does  not  impose 
a  criminal  penalty  or  quasi-criminal 
penalty  on  any  person;  it  seeks,  rather, 
to  assess  the  nature  of  an  organization. 
To  require  that  for  this  purpose  there 
must  be  a  showing  of  what  was  in  the 
mind  of  an  individual  or  individuals  at 
a  certain  time,  is  to  make  an  impossible 
requirement.  Furthermore,  to  require  a 
showing  of  what  an  organization,  as 
such,  knew  at  a  certain  time  is  another 
impossible  requirement,  because  an  or- 
ganization has  no  mind,  and  a  showing 
of  what  was  In  a  number  of  individual 
minds  would  be  impossible,  even  if  it 
could  be  determined  what  individual 
minds  c<Mnt>osed  the  organization. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Does  the  Senator 
refer  to  House  amendments  or  to  amend- 
ments which  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
has  proposed? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  These  are  amend- 
ments which  will  be  proposed  to  the 
House  amendments  within  the  next  few 
minutes. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  May  we  have  an 
opportunity  to  read  them?  Are  they 
printed  and  available? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  If  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  will  let  me  finish  my  state- 
ment, I  shall  recite  them.  I  shall  state 
each  one.  and  explain  where  each  one 
occurs.  • 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Are  there  no  copies 
available? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  sorry  to  say  there 
are  no  copies  available. 

The  third  amendment  leaves  the  defi- 
nition based  on  acts  which  are  per- 
formed, and  can  be  shown  by  objective 
proof. 

The  fourth  of  this  series  of  six  amend- 
ments eliminates  an  impossible  condi- 
tion which  the  bill  now  requires  before  an 
organization  found  to  be  Communist- 
infiltrated  can  petition  for  a  redetermi- 
nation of  its  status.  Since  this  condi- 
tion could  not  be  fulfilled,  the  effect  of 
this  requirement  is  to  bar  such  an  organ- 
ization from  ever  petitioning  for  a  clari- 
fication of  status.  But  the  intent  of 
both  the  Senate  and  the  House  was  to 
permit  such  petitions.  The  amendment 
eliminates  the  impossible  requirement, 
and  substitutes  instead  a  requirement 
that  the  organization  found  to  be  Com- 
munist must  wait  6  months  after  such 
determination,  before  filing  a  petition 
for  redetermination  of  its  status. 
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The  reason  why  the  present  rtquire- 
ment  <s  impossible  is  that  it  requires  re- 
moval of  "persons  determined  by  this 
Hiection  to  be  Communists,"  but  no  per- 
sons are  or  can  be  determined  by  this 
section  to  be  Communists;  and  no  per- 
sons can  be  determined,  vmder  or  pursu- 
ant to  this  section,  to  be  Commiunists, 
unless  it  is  construed  that  this  means 
persons  determined  to  be  members  of 
the  Communist-infiltrated  organitation, 
in  which  case  the  condition  is  still  im- 
possible, because  if  the  members  of  the 
organization  are  removed,  no  one  is  left 
to  petition. 

The  purpose  of  the  fifth  amendment  Is 
to  eliminate  a  provision  which  places  an 
impossible  burden  upon  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Board.  This  provi- 
sion is  that  the  Board  shall  determine 
the  facts  with  respect  to  seven  categories 
of  matters.  As  used  in  the  bill,  this  lan- 
guage makes  the  burden  cumulative; 
that  is,  the  Board  would  have  to  make 
these  determinations  with  respect  to 
every  category,  and  in  full;  as  tn  in- 
stance, the  Board  would  have  to  deter- 
mine with  respect  to  every  member  of 
the  particular  organization  whether  that 
person  ever  violated  any  of  a  number  of 
laws.  When  it  is  realized  that  the  num- 
ber of  members  in  such  an  organization 
may  run  into  hundreds  of  thousands,  it 
can  be  realized  how  impossible  of  per- 
formance this  condition  is.  Further- 
more, while  it  is  proper  for  the  Board  to 
consider  such  matters,  it  would  not  be 
proper  for  the  Board  to  make  a  deter- 
mination respecting  the  guilt  or  inno- 
cence of  any  person  under  a  criminal 
statute. 

The   sixth   and  final   amendment  Is 
designated    to    change    the    inflexible 
standard  set  by  the  word  "whether"  Uj  a 
more  fiexible  standard  under  which  the 
Board  can  consider  the  extent  and  im- 
portance   of    any    particular    conduct 
which  may  be  proved.    Under  the  lan- 
guage   as    now    written,    everything    is 
either  black  or  white.    But  the  Board 
must  be  able  to  consider  shades  of  gray, 
in  order  to  make  a  reasonable  determi- 
nation.   It   would    be    unfair    to   labor 
unions,  to  give  one  example,  to  make 
them  subject  to  a  finding  of  being  Com- 
munist-infiltrated because  a  very  small 
and  relatively  unimportant  segment  of 
the  membership  had  Communist  lean- 
ings.   But  that  result  could  come  about 
imder    the    language    proposed    to    be 
amended.    By  the  amendment,  there  is 
no  implication  at  all  that  any  undesira- 
ble acts,   in  any  category,  have   taken 
place;  but  if  such  acts  are  found  to  have 
been    performed,    the    Board    will    be 
allowed  to  weigh  the  importance  of  those 
acts,  in  the  light  of  the  whole  record,  be- 
fore making  its  determination.    That,  is 
as  it  should  be. 

There  we  have  the  sum  total  of  these 
amendments. 

The  amendments  improve  the  bill. 
They  make  it  workable,  whereas  now  it 
is  unworkable.  They  make  it  possible 
of  administration,  whereas  now  it  is  im- 
possible of  administration.  The  amend- 
ments eliminate  provisions  which  would 
call  for  endless  wasting  of  time  and  ef- 
fort, without  results.    The  amendments 


eliminate  provisions  which  would  be  un- 
fair to  labor  unions. 

To  sum  up.  the  amendments  will  carry 
into  effect  the  intent  of  both  &ouses  of 
Congress  in  passing  this  bill. 

Mr.  President  I  send  to  the  desk  the 
proposed  amendments  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Hou.se  of  Representatives, 
and  ask  that  they  be  reported. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  under- 
stood the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Maryland  to  say  that  amendment  No.  2 
had  relation  to  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act.  the  Taft-Hartley  Act  Of 
course.  I  am  interested  in  such  an 
amendment. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  The  second  amend- 
ment has  to  do  only  with  adding  the 
words  "a."  amended,"  after  the  words 
"National  Labor  Relations  Act."  so  it 
would  be  certain  that  the  bill  extends  to 
the  entire  act,  as  amended. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  JeRsey.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Yes.  I  am  very  glad  to 
yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Did  the 
House  and  the  conference  committee  re- 
tain the  application  of  the  act  to  both 
employers  and  employees,  as  was  done 
by  the  Senate  version  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  In  the  first  place,  we 
are  not  now  dealing  with  a  conference 
report. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  see. 
These  amendments  are  to  House  amend- 
ments to  the  bill,  are  they? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Yes,  they  are  to  House 
amendments  to  the  bill  as  passed  by  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Maryland 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendments  to  the  amendments  will  be 
stated. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  yieW  to  me? 
Mr.  BUTLER.  Yes.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Is  it  possible  to 
have  the  House  version  of  the  bill  before 
us,  so  we  can  see  just  what  the  House 
ha.s  done? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  We  do  not  have  copies 
of  the  House  version  here,  except  in 
mimeographed  form.  If  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  wishes  me  to  do  so.  I 
shall  be  very  happy  to  share  with  him 
my  copy. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendments  are  at  the  desk,  are  they 
not?  Does  not  the  clerk  now  have  at 
the  desk  the  House  amendments  to  the 
bill? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  this 
Is  a  matter  of  tremendous  importance. 

First,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  whether  the  matter  can  go 
over  until  tomorrow,  so  that  we  may 
have  an  opportunity  to  see  just  what 
the  House  has  voted  and  also  what  thfr 
Senator  from  Maryland  proposes  to  do 
at  this  time.  I  am  sure  it  will  be  im- 
possible to  legislate  intelligently  on  this 
measure  at  this  time,  when  wq  do  not 
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have  available  to  us  copies  of  the  House 
version  of  the  bill  or  copies  of  the 
amendments  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  to  the  amendments  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  that 
while  the  amendments  may  not  prove  to 
be  completely  satisfactory  to  him,  I  have 
consulted  with  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota (Mr.  Humphrey]  about  the  amend- 
ments, and  he  approves  of  them. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Oh,  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  the  Senator  to  wait :  no.  no. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Then,  let  me  say  that 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  is  willing  to 
accept  them. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  No.  no.  I  am  un- 
happy about  them,  and  I  am  going  to 
have  something  to  say  about  the  latter 
amendments. 

A  few  minutes  ago  I  tcild  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  that  I  considered  the 
amendments  to  be  far  beyond  the  under- 
standing we  had  about  proceeding  with 
the  House  version  of  the  bill,  because  the 
amendments  fundamentally  affect  what 
was  done,  not  by  me,  but  by  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  DanklI.  when  the  Sen- 
ate amended  the  so-called  Butler  bill, 
with  certain  definite  modifications. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  that  I  know  the 
Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Daniel)  well 
enough  to  be  sure  that  he  would  never 
be  willing  to  have  this  bill  enacted  with- 
out the  language  embodied  in  the  prin- 
cipal amendments  that  I  discussed  with 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [  Mr.  Hum- 
phrey], that  is  to  say.  the  amendment 
which  would  strike  out  of  the  bill,  on 
page  5  of  the  mimeographed  copy,  the 
words  "be  required  to  determine,"  and 
would  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the  word 
"consider";  and  on  page  6  of  the  bill, 
wherever  the  word  "whether"  appears, 
would  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  words 
"to  what  extent,  if  any." 

I  know  the  Senator  from  Texas  would 
never  permit  to  remain  in  any  law  passed 
by  the  Congress  a  provision  that  if  a  man 
i.s  indicted  for  manslaughter,  it  must  be 
proved  that  he  did  not  murder  someone, 
and  also  must  be  proved  that  he  did  not 
rob  a  bank,  and  also  must  be  proved 
that  he  did  not  run  away  with  someone's 
wife. 

But  that  is  what  this  bill  would  do. 
unless  we  agree  to  the  amendments 
which  are  suggested  in  order  to  make 
the  bill  workable. 

I  say  in  all  good  conscience  and  spirit 
that  these  amendments  are  designed  to 
make  the  bill — which,  in  my  opinion,  is 
the  sense  of  the  Congress — a  workable 
piece  of  legislation. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  yield  fur- 
ther to  me? 

Mr.  BUTLER.    Yes.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Let  me  ask  whether 
this  matter  has  been  submitted  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  or«the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation;  I  refer  to  the 
amendments  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land has  been  discussing. 

Mr.  BUTLiER.  These  amendments 
were  first  suggested  by  the  eminent  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  (Mr.  McCarranI.  and 
he  has  consulted  with  the  Department  of 


Justice  on  them.  I  know  he  will  say. 
in  his  own  right,  that  without  these 
amendments,  this  bill  will  not  be  a  work- 
able piece  of  legislation. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
now  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  in 
answer  to  the  query  of  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee,  let  me  say  that  since  I  made 
my  remarks  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
this  afternoon,  and  since  the  bill  came  to 
us  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  we 
have  worked  with  representatives  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  and  especially 
with  the  representative  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  who  has  but  recently 
been  appointed  to  have  control  of  the 
Subversive  Activities  Ehvision  of  the  De- 
partment; and  these  amendments  are 
the  result  of  the  conference  and  of  the 
work  we  have  done  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  And  let  me  say  to  the 
Senator 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  yield  further, 
so  that  I  may  ask  a  question  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada? 

Mr.  BUTLER.    Yes,  if  I  may  do  so. 

Mr.  KEFAUVEfe.  Let  me  ask  if  the 
Department  of  Justice  recommends  the 
proposed  amendments? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  representa- 
tives of  the  Department  of  Justice  who 
worked  with  us  the  evening  and  this 
afternoon,  I  think  I  am  at  liberty  to  say, 
recommend  these  amendments. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Let  me  ask  the  Sen- 
ator if  those  representatives  included 
Mr.  Hoover,  the  Director  of  the  FBI,  or 
if  they  stated  what  Mr.  Hoovers  attitude 
about  the  amendments  was? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Director  of  the 
F^I  would  not  normally  participate  in 
such  meetings,  and  he  did  not  participate 
today. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  that  I  have,  within 
the  last  10  minutes,  spoken  with  the 
Deputy  Attorney  General,  and  he  has 
approved  these  amendments;  and  I 
know  Mr.  Brownell  has  approved  them. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Let  me  ask  at  that 
point:  Is  the  Deputy  Attorney  General 
now  in  favor  of  passage  of  this  bill  with 
these  amendments,  and  is  Mr.  Brownell 
in  favor  of  passage  of  this  bill  with 
these  amendments? 

Mr.  BUTLER.    Yes.  they  are. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Could  we  not  get  a 
written  opinion  about  this  matter,  so 
that  we  could  legislate  more  intelli- 
gently? I  do  not  doubt  the  word  of  the 
Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Let  me  ask  a  few  sim- 
ple questions  of  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  am  trying  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  a  few  simple 
questions. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Is  it  not  desirable  that 
we  remove  the  confusion  from  this  bill 
and  make  clear  that  the  Communist 
Party  is  not  a  political  party? 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  The  thing  I  wish  to 
point  out  to  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land is  that  I,  at  least,  am  afraid  we  are 
going  to  legislate  in  confusion  if  we  un- 
dertake to  act  without  a  copy  of  the 
House  bill,  without  a  copy  of  the  Sena- 
tor's amendments,  and  without  a  report 


of  the  Department  of  Justice.  I  do  not 
see  how  in  those  circumstances  we  can 
legislate  on  this  matter  with  very  much 
understanding. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  If  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  will  permit  me  to  do  so,  if 
there  is  any  amendment  the  Senator 
does  not  understand  I  shall  be  happy  to 
explain  it  again.  I  have  alr^uiy  ex- 
plained the  amendments. 

These  are  clarifying  amendments. 
These  are  amendments  to  make  this  bill 
workable.  These  are  amendments 
which  will  prevent  a  Commimist  lawyer 
from  coming  into  court  and  saying  this 
is  a  political  party  the  Congress  is  trying 
to  outlaw,  and  saying  that  Congress  did 
not  intend  to  amend  the  Subversive  Ac- 
tivities Control  Act.  as  amended,  but 
only  intended  to  amend  the  original  act. 
These  are  amendments  which  are  neces- 
sary in  order  to  make  this  a  work- 
able law. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  will  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  and  then  to  the 
Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  The  Senator  has 
given  an  explanation  of  his  amend- 
ments, but  we  know  we  are  dealing  with 
a  matter  here  where  the  use  of  a  word  or 
even  a  comma,  or  the  placing  of  a  para- 
graph, has  tremendous  importance. 
None  of  us  has  had  the  opportunity  of 
seeing  the  amendments  of  the  Senator 
from  Maryland.  We  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  read  the  House  amend- 
ments. This  is  a  very  controversial 
matter,  and  the  Senator  from  Maryland, 
who  is  a  lawyer,  knows  the  importance 
of  the  use  of  a  single  word,  and  how 
careful  we  must  be.  How  the  Senator 
can  recommend  at  this  time,  under  these 
conditions,  that  we  take  up  a  bill  of  this 
kind  is  beyond  my  tmder standing. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  recommend  consid- 
eration of  the  bill  because  I  am  con- 
vinced I  can  explain  to  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  and  to  the  United  States 
Senate  the  advisability  of  adopting  every 
one  of  these  amendments.  They  are 
amendments  which  are  really  noncon- 
troversial.  They  are  designed  to  make 
a  good  bill  from  a  bill  which  is  not  now 
workable. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada,  and  then  to  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson]. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  asked  the  Senator 
to  yield  in  order  that  I  might  give  an 
answer  to  the  question  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Not  only  were  these 
amendments  approved  by  the  represent- 
atives of  the  Department  of  Justice,  but 
Mr.  Tompkins — recently  confirmed  by 
the  Senate — who  is  to  be  in  charge  of  the 
Subversive  Activities  Division  in  the  De-; 
partment  of  Justice,  was  one  of  the  meii 
who  met  with  us  this  afternoon  and 
helped  to  work  this  out. 

The  explanation  given  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  a  few  minutes  ago  was 
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also  approved  by  ttie  reivesentatiTes  of 
the  Department  of  Justice. 

ACr.  HENNINOS.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  srleld? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yMd? 

Mr.  BUTIjEB.  I  now  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan,  and  then  I  will  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hm- 
KiNGs]  and  then  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Lehman]. 

Mr.  FEBOUSON.  Is  It  not  true  that 
the  amendments  of  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  are  in  the  nature  of  perfecting 
amendments,  or  clarifications? 

B/[r.  BUTLER.    Yes. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Or  else  they  are 
amendments  to  make  the  law  workable? 

Mr.  BUTLER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  For  instance,  let  us 
consider  the  first  amendment.  If  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  will  look  at  the 
original  of  this  document,  which  came 
from  the  House,  it  should  be  very  easy 
for  hln:«to  follow  these  amendments. 

Mr.'  KEFAUVER.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  that  we  are  all  entitled  to  copies 
of  them.  We  ought  to  have  a  chance  to 
study  them. 

Mr.  FERGUSON,  That  Is  true;  but 
I  think  the  Senator  from  Maryland  -has 
explained  these  amendments  very  ably. 

Let  us  take  the  first  amendment: 

The  Congress  hereby  finds  and  declares 
that  the  Communist  .Party  of  the  United 
States,  although  purportedly  a  political 
party.  Is  in  fact  an  instnimentallty  of  a 
conspiracy  to  overthrow  the  Oovernment  of 
the  United  States. 

That  is  language  which  says  in  no  im- 
certain  words  that  the  Communist  Party 
is  not  a  political  party. 

However,  further  down  in  the  bill  it  is 
stated: 

It  constltutet  an  authoritarian  dlctator- 
Bhlp  within  a  republic,  demanding  for  Itself 
the  rights  and  privileges  accorded  to  other 
political  parties. 

The  word  "other"  is  there.  Since  it  Is 
not  a  political  party,  we  certainly  would 
not  describe  it  In  connection  with  "other 
political  parties,"  indicating  that  it  is  a 
political  party.  We  merely  strike  out 
the  word  "other." 

Mr.  BUTLER.  If  the  word  "other"  is 
not  stricken  out  any  lawyer  would  say 
"ejusdem  generis."  and  then  it  is  a  po- 
litical party. 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Ferguson  1  and  then  to  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hennings]  and  then 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Leh- 
man]. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  must  say  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  has  not  contrib- 
uted much  toward  clarifying  the  matter; 
if  in  one  place  it  Is  not  a  political  party, 
and  then  later  it  Is  stated  it  shall  be 
treated  as  a  political  party. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  saying  just 
the  opposite. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Is  this  not  aU  the 
more  reason  that  we  should  be  able  to 
read  the  material? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  had 
the  paper. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  know;  but  I 
could  not  keep  it  long,  because  there  is 
only  one  copy  for  96  Senators. 
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Mr.  HENMINOa  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER  I  am  happy  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  am  sure  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  is  fully  aware  of  the 
respect  and  esteem  I  hold  for  him  as  a 
lawyer.  I  serve  on  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  him.  I  have  found 
him  to  be  competent,  I  have  found  him 
to  be  an  excellent  technical  lawyer,  and 
an  ornament  to  the  bar  as  a  member  of 
our  committee. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  am  sure  the  Sen- 
ator does  not  approve  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  original  bill  was  passed  last 
week.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  is  entirely 
too  sound  In  his  law  principles  for  that. 
Mr.  BUTLER.  The  Senator  from 
Maryland  was  among  the  first  to  criti- 
cize the  amendment  when  it  wat  sug- 
gested. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  am  sure  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maiyland  is  too  good  a  con- 
stitutional lawyer  to  suggest  or  have  us 
believe  for  a  moment  that  the  Senate 
in  his  opinion  voted  for  anything  other 
than  denunciation  or  disapproval  of 
communism  and  its  adherents. 
Mr.  BUTLER.  That  is  right. 
Mr.  HENNINGS.  May  I  ask  my  dis- 
tinguished colleague,  are  we  in  agree- 
ment on  that  matter? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  We  are  in  agreement 
on  that.  If  the  Senator  will  recall,  when 
the  Humphrey  amendment  was  offered 
my  remarks  about  it  were  not  too  kind. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  an  inquiry  right 
at  this  point,  because  it  may  solre  the 
problem  presented  by  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee?  i 

Mr.  BUTLER.     I  yield.  | 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wonder  if  under 
all  the  circumstances  we  might  not  be 
able  to  get  a  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment worked  out.  so  that  after  2  hours 
of  debate  tomoiTow — 1  hour  to  each  side 
on  the  question  of  concurring  in  the 
House  amendments  with  the  amend- 
ments offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land—the Senate  could  vote  on  this  mat- 
ter? This  procedure  would  permit  the 
amendments  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
and  they  would  be  available  to  all  the 
Senators. 

We  have  had  considerable  dpbate  on 
this  bill.  That  part  of  the  debate  In  the 
Senate  tonight  will  be  printed.  We  shall 
also  have  the  Congressional  Record  of 
the  House  proceedings  before  us  om  the 
amendment  they  adopted.  The  addi- 
tional amendments  of  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  to  the  House  amendments, 
which  are  clarifying  and  largely  tech- 
nical in  nature,  would  also  then  be  avail- 
able to  all  Senators. 

Then.  Instead  of  carrying  on  the  de- 
bate tonight,  we  would  have  that  infor- 
mation, and  perhaps  the  Senators  would 
be  satisfied  when  they  have  the  infor- 
mation before  them. 

I  wonder  if  I  could  at  this  point  ask 
imanimous  consent  that  starting  after 
the  Senate  resumes  its  session  at  10 
o'clock  in  the  morning  we  have  the 
usual  morning  hour,  under  the  2-mInute 
limitation,  and  then  take  up  the  matter 
of  concurrence  in  the  .House  amend- 
ments to  the  bill,  plus  the  amendments 


offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland, 
with  2  hours  of  debate,  equally  divided; 
it  being  understood,  of  course,  that  if 
either  side  found  it  did  not  need  the 
hour's  time  and  was  prepared  to  waive 
any  part  of  it  that  could  be  done,  and 
that  the  matter  would  be  voted  on  fol- 
lowing the  debate? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  what  does 
the  Senator  have  in  mind  as  to  making 
some  provision  relative  to  proposed 
amendments  to  the  Senate  amend- 
ments? In  other  words,  would  the  Sena- 
tor provide  for  30  minutes  for  each 
amendment  which  might  be  proposed' 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Thirty  minutes 
equally  divided  on  any  additional 
amendments. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  And  that  the  time 
would  be  controlled  by  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  I  Mr.  Butler]  in  favor  of  con- 
currence in  the  Butler  amendment,  and 
the  minority  leader  or  someone  desig- 
nated by  him. 

In  the  case  of  other  amendments,  the 
sporuior  of  the  amendment  would  con- 
trol hJs  portion  of  the  time,  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  [Mr.  Butlbr]  would 
control  the  other  portion  of  the  time  if 
he  was  in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 
If  he  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 
the  time  would  be  controlled  by  the  dis- 
tinguished minority  leader. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  so  possibly  this  may  not  be  a 
matter  for  discussion  and  debate  tomor- 
row, I  a.-^k  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Maryland  whether  the  administra- 
tion, meaning  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States,  the  President's  repre- 
sentative, has  seen  this  conference  re- 
port and  whether  the  administration 
now 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  This  is  not  a  con- 
ference report.  The  matter  before  the 
Senate  is  the  Hou;je  amendments,  and 
the  question  is  on  concurring  in  those 
amendments  with  the  amendments 
offered  by  me. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  meant  to  say  it 
was  a  question  of  concurrinf  in  the 
Hcu.'^e  amendments.  My  inquiry  is 
whether  the  administration  approves  of 
the  action  proposed  to  be  taken  and  of 
the  amendments  which  have  been  sub- 
mitted here  tonit,'ht. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Yes.  The  Attorney 
General  is  cognizant  of  all  these  amend- 
ments and  concurs  in  all  of  tham 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Then  he  approves, 
too.  I  take  it.  the  philosophy  and  the  ob- 
jectives of  this  propo.sed  legislartion. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  think  I  can  safely 
say  that  the  administration  is  certainly 
not  opposed  to  this  bill.  Whether  I  can 
say  it  :s  for  it  or  not,  I  do  not  know.  I  can 
certainly  tell  the  Senator  it  is  not  op- 
posed to  it.    This  bill  is  acceptable 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Reserving  the 
right  to  object,  I  merely  wish  to  point 
out  to  the  Senate  that  the  amendments 
which  have  been  offered  now  to  the  bill 
returned  from  the  House  were  offered 
after  the  administration  had.  at  least 
since  last  Thursday,  an  opportjunity  to 
look  over  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate. 
I  want  It  quite  clear  that  administration 
cflicials  were  meeting  with  representa- 
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tives  of  the  House  prior  to  the  House 
action.   

Mr.  BUTLER.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  From  what  I  have 
been  able  to  ascertain,  administration 
oflQcials  went  over  this  bill  very  carefully. 
F*rom  what  I  am  able  to  ascertain,  they 
did  not  suggest  the  amendments  which 
are  now  offered  in  the  Senate.  If  they 
did  suggest  them.  I  am  sure  Mr.  Haixeck, 
who  was  handUng  the  bill  in  the  other 
Chamber,  would  have  asked  for  them, 
loyal  servant  of  the  administration  that 
he  is. 

I  want  the  record  to  be  perfectly  clear 
that,  insofar  as  these  amendments  are 
concerned,  except  those  which  are  tech- 
nical, the  amendments  which  change  the 
sulwtance  were  not  proix>sed  in  the  House. 
The  House  did  have  the  consultetion  of 
the  representatives  of  the  Department 
of  Justice,  at  least  according  to  the  re- 
ports we  have,  and  the  bill  as  passed 
by  the  House  did  not  meet  with  objec- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  administration. 
In  fact,  the  modifications  of  section  3  of 
the  Senate  bill,  those  modifications  in 
the  House  amendment,  were  to  meet  the 
objections  the  administration  had  to  the 
original  section  3  of  the  Senate  bill,  and 
objections  that  related  to  the  McCarran 
Act  and  the  possibihty  of  the  action  of 
the  Senate  jeopwirdizinK  the  equity  of  the 
application  of  the  Internal  Security  Act 
of  1950. 

I  am  sure  we  can  do  this  job  within 
the  time  limitation  the  majority  leader 
has  imposed.  I  wish  to  cooperate  with 
him.  I  believe  we  can  dispose  of  the 
pending  legislation  in  Uiat  length  of  time. 
We  have  the  understanding  that  on  any 
other  amendments  30  minutes  will  be 
allowed  to  each  side. 

Mr.  LEMMAN.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  President,  the  propKJsed  leg- 
islation which  is  now  before  the  Senate  is, 
in  my  opinion,  the  most  important  and 
most  far-reaching  that  has  come  before 
the  Congress  in  a  great  many  years,  be- 
cause it  reverses  and  changes  long-es- 
tablished policies  and  traditions  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  President,  even  though  I  was  one 
of  those  who  voted  for  the  bill  last  Thurs- 
day, I  now  deplore  the  haste  with  which 
we  proceeded.  I  feel  that  the  proposed 
legislation  is  so  important  that  it  should 
be  scrutinized  with  the  greatest  of  care. 

The  bill  which  has  come  to  us  from  the 
House  is  entirely  different  from  that 
which  was  passed  by  the  Senate.  It  may 
be  better ;  It  may  be  less  good.  I  have  not 
seen  it.  I  have  not  seen  any  of  the  pro- 
posed amendments  of  the  Senator  from 
Marylajid  [Mr.  ButlerI.  I  do  not  wish 
to  be  r\ished  into  this  thing  again. 

I  say  again,  even  though  I  was  one  of 
those  who  voted  for  the  bill,  t  deplore  the 
haste  with  which  we  passed  the  bill  last 
Thursday.  Therefore.  I  respectfully  re- 
quest the  majority  leader  to  agree  to  a 
debate  of  2  hours  to  each  side,  not  1  hour 
to  each  side,  on  this  bill,  so  we  really 
know  what  we  are  voting  on  and  whether 
it  is  sound  and  in  the  public  interest, 
or  whether  it  is  contrary  to  the  pubUc 
interest. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Of  course,  we  want 
to  be  cooperative  and  helpful  in  working 
out  this  probleni.  As  the  Senator  knows, 
we  have  a  fairly  heavy  legislative  pro- 


gram ahead  of  us.  We  will  have  tomor- 
row. I  think,  some  time  during  the  day, 
the  farm  bill  conference  report.  We 
shall  have  the  public  works  omnibus  bill, 
in  which  a  great  many  of  the  Senators 
on  both  sides  are  interested.  We  have 
the  unemployment  insurance  legislation 
and  the  renegotiation  act. 

I  wonder  if  the  Senator  might  be  will- 
ing to  compromise  halfway  on  an  hour 
and  a  half  for  each  side,  making  3  hours 
of  general  debate  on  the  Butler  amend- 
ments, and  then  half  an  hour  on  each 
additional  amendment  to  be  divided 
equally. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  of  course  I  wish  to  coof>erate  to 
the  fullest  extent  possible  with  the  ma- 
jority leader.  With  the  understanding 
that  there  will  be  half  an  hour  allowed 
on  each  amendment,  15  mmutes  to  each 
side,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  agree  to 
the  3  hours,  IV2  hours  to  each  side. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  is  it 
clear  to  the  Senator  from  New  York  that 
the  Butler  amendments  are  to  be  consid- 
ered as  one,  in  this  first  3  hours? 

Mr.  BUTLER.    Yes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Frankly,  it  is  not  pos- 
sible for  me  to  answer,  because  I  have 
not  even  seen  the  amendments.  I  have 
not  seen  the  amendments  which  have 
come  to  us. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  did  not  hear  the 
Senator  state  the  usual  requirement  of 
germaneness. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  would  Include 
that,  because  It  Is  the  regular  procedure 
that  all  the  amendments  be  germane 
to  the  bill. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It-  is  very  seldom 
that  I  disagree  with  my  very  beloved 
friend  from  New  York.  We  stand  liretty 
much  shoulder  to  shoulder  in  the  Senate. 
The  proposal  which  came  back  from  the 
House,  with  the  exception  of  section  3, 
is  identical  to  the  bill  which  left  the 
Senate.  There  is  not  any  basic  modi- 
fication or  change  in  the  legislation  as 
it  came  back  from  the  House,  save  for 
section  3,  as  I  understand  the  House 
amendment.  There  are  2  or  3  amend- 
ments which  relate  to  terminology,  to 
clarify  language,  and  those  are  good 
ones.  I  have  gone  over  those,  and  I 
agree  with  those  amendments,  as  I  told 
the  Senator.  ,  The  other  amendments 
which  I  feel  ought  to  be  discussed — and 
I  thank  the  majority  leader  for  this  con- 
sideration— are  amendments  which  re- 
late to  substantive  matters  in  the  so- 
called  Daniel  substitute,  or  the  Butler 
bill,  to  the  combined  measure  that  we 
voted  on  last  Thursday.  I  do  not  want 
the  record  to  be  in  any  way  misrepre- 
sented unintentionally,  I  am  sure.  What 
we  got  back  from  the  House  was  not 
changed  one  bit  save  for  section  3. 

I  do  not  think  section  3  contains  all  I 
want,  but  we  debated  it  for  7  Viz  hours, 
and  we  shall  have  an  opportunity  to  de- 
bate it  further. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
not  quite  sure  that  I  understand  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Ferguson].  I  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  there  was  to  be  3  hours  of 


debate  on  the  bill  Itself,  and  that  any 
amendments  proposed  would  be  treated 
separately. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  ttiat 
Is  correct.  In  other  words,  what  Is  com- 
ing to  us  from  the  House  is  the  Senate 
bill  with  House  amendments,  whereas, 
normally,  probably  9  times  out  of  10.  the 
procedure  we  follow  is  either  to  concur 
in  the  House  amendments,  or.  in  scnne 
csises.  to  insist  on  our  position  and  send 
the  bill  to  conference.  But  under  thia 
procedure,  we  are  not  teking  either  one 
of  those  steps  in  that  form.  What  we 
are  proposing  is  that  the  Senate  con- 
ciu-  in  the  House  amendments,  and  the 
Senator  from  iiaryland  [Mr.  Butlks] 
has  proposed  a  nimiber  of  amendments, 
most  of  which  are  technical,  involving 
phraseology — some  of  which  are  perhaps 
more  than  that — a  group  of  amendments 
to  be  considered  together;  that  as  to  the 
amendments  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland,  there  be  3  hours  equally 
divided,  and  that  if  there  are  any  other 
amendments,  there  be  half  an  hour  of 
debate  equally  divided. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  wanted  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  to  have  ample  time  to 
debate  the  bill  itself. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  Is  correct. 
They  will  have  that  opportimity  under 
the  3  hours  assigned. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  unanimous-consent  request  is  agreed 
to. 

The  unanimous -consent  agreement  as 
reduced  to  writing  is  as  follows: 

Ordered,  That  on  Tuesday,  Augiist  17,  1954. 
following  the  morning  business,  further  de- 
bate on  the  amendments  Intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Bun.^)  and  read,  to  House  amendments  to 
8.  3706.  to  prohibit  members  of  Communist 
organizations  from  serving  in  certain  repre- 
sentative capcu:ities,  and  for  other  purpoaes, 
shall  be  limited  to  3  hours,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controUed.  respectively,  by  the 
Senator  Irom  Maryland  [Mr.  Bunxa]  and 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johivson]  :  Pro- 
vided, That  debate  on  each  further  amend- 
ment to  the  House  amendments  shall  be 
limited  to  30  mmutes.  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled,  respectively,  by  the  mover  o£ 
such  amendment  and  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land [Mr.  BoTLm]  In  the  event  he  Is  op- 
posed to  the  amendment;  otherwise,  by  the 
minority  leader  [Mr.  Johnson]  from  Texas: 
And  provided  further.  That  all  amendments 
must  be  ^rmane  to  the  subject  matter  of 
the   said   blU. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  which 
came  from  the  House  may  be  printed, 
and  that  it  may  also  be  prmted  in.  the 
Record  as  im.i't  of  the  record,  so  that 
Members  of  th6  Senate  will  have  it  before 
them  earlier  than  is  usual,  and  that  the 
amendments  be  printed  and  lie  on  the 
table,  and  also  be  printed  In  the  Rscoss. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

(For  bill  referred  to  see  pp.  14606- 
14607  of  the  Senate  proceedings  in 
today's  Record.) 

The  amendments  Intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  Mr.  Botler  to  the  amendments 
of  the  House  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

In  section  2,  strtlte  out  the  word  "other" 
where  It  appears  In  the  second,  third.  lUtli, 
and  sixth  sentences  of  such  section,  and  ia 
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the  fifth  sentence  of  such  section  insert  In 
lieu  of  the  word  "other"  the  word  "poUtlcal.** 

In  section  4.  aftw  the  words  "Utbor  BeU- 
tlons  Act".  Mid  the  words  "as  smended." 

In  section  6,  strike  out  the  word  "know- 
ingly" e»ch  of  the  three  times  it  appears 
therein. 

In  section  8,  in  subsection  (b)  of  the  text 
of  the  pnqpoaed  new  section  ISA.  insert  after 
the  w(H^  "may"  a  comma  and  the  words 
"within  6  months  after  such  determina- 
tion.": and  strllu  out  the  last  14  words  of 
such  subaectlcm. 

In  section  8,  in  subsection  (e>  of  the  text 
of  tlM  proposed  new  subsection  ISA,  strike 
out  "be  required  to  determine"  and  insert 
In  lieu  thereof  "oontlder." 

In  aectlon  8.  In  each  of  subparagraphs  (1) . 
(2).  (3),  (4).  (5).  (6).  and  (7)  of  subsec- 
tion (e)  of  the  text  of  the  proposed  new 
subsection  ISA.  strike  out  the  word 
"whether"  where  it  appears  at  the  beginning 
of  such  subparagraph,  and  Insert  in  lieu 
thereof  tlie  words  "to  what  extent.  If  any." 

Mr.  KNOWIiAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  about  to  move  that  the  Senate  take  a 
recess  until  10  o'clock  tomorrow  morn- 
ing, but  I  shall  wait  for  Insertions  in 
the  Record,  if  any. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana. 


OUTLAWDJa  THE  COMMUNIST 
PARTY 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  thank  the  majority  leader  and 
the  minority  leader  for  their  considera- 
tion and  their  integrity  in  upholding  the 
standards  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent that  I  may  insert  at  this  point  in 
the  Record  a  copy  of  a  speech  which  I 
made  in  the  Senate  at  the  time  I  intro- 
duced Senate  bill  3191,  a  bill  to  outlaw 
the  Communist  Party  and  similar  or- 
ganizations, copies  of  H.  R.  5720  intro- 
duced by  me  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives on  October  15,  1951.  and  S. 
3191,  introduced  by  me  in  the  Senate  on 
March  25,   1954. 

I  also  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I 
be  allowed  to  insert  a  copy  of  a  letter 
which  I  wrote  to  the  Library  of  Congress, 
the  answer  f  rcnn  the  American  Law  Divi- 
sion of  the  Library  of  Congress,  selected 
excerpts  relative  to  outlawing  the  Com- 
munist Party,  pro  and  con  statements, 
and  a  paragraph  from  ttie  Washington 
Whispers  section  of  the  U.  S.  News  tt 
World  Report  for  August  20, 1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec- 
ord, as  follows: 

OXTTLAWIMQ  TH«  COICMTTNIST  Pa«TT 

During  past  sessions  of  Ctongress  many 
bills  have  been  Introduced  into  the  House 
and  Senate  which  would  ouflaw  the  Ctommu- 
nist  Party  and  slmUar  organizations  In  the 
United  States.  As  yet  none  of  these  pro- 
posed bills  have  gone  beyond  the  committee 
stage. 

Numeroiis  events  are  today  pointing  to  the 
outlawing  of  the  Communist  Party  and  such 
action  should  be  taken  during  the  2d  ses- 
sion of  the  83d  Congress. 

Outlawing  the  Communist  Party  would 
not  be  a  violation  of  the  fundamental  right 
of  people  In  the  United  States  to  organize 
and  function  through  a  poUtical  party  as 
the  Conununlst  Party  Is  not  a  legitimate  po- 
litical organization,  any  more  than  a  group 
of  doctors  operating  an  illegal  narcotics  ring 
would  constitute  a  legitimate  medical  enter- 
prise.   By  Its  own  declaration  of  alms  and 


purpoees,  the  Communist  Party  is  en^ged 
in  a  criminal  conspiracy  and  operation :  The 
advocacy  and  projected  overthrow  of  the 
American  Government  by  force  and  violence. 

The  outlawing  of  the  party  will  destroy  its 
false  appearance  of  respectability  as  •  po- 
litical party  within  the  constitutional  limi- 
tations. The  passing  of  such  legislation 
would  be  no  different  than  when  the  Nazi 
Bund  was  outlawed  here  In  the  early  l&40's. 

One  of  the  main  arguments.  If  not  the 
main  one,  given  by  FBI  Chief  J.  Edgar  Hoover 
In  his  testimony  before  congressional  com- 
mittees has  been  his  assertion  that  to  ootlaw 
the  Communist  Party  would  drive  It  under- 
ground. In  new  testimony  before  the  Bouse 
Appropriations  Committee  this  year.  Mr. 
Hoover  states.  "The  Investigative  burden  in 
covering  the  Communist  underground  has 
been  Increased  tremendously  as  Is  shown  by 
the  fact  that  where  1  agent  was  formerly 
needed  for  proper  coverage,  we  now  require 
as  many  as  9  or  10  by  reason  of  their  greater 
security  consciousness  In  carrying  out  their 
consplratlonal  activities." 

He  further  states  In  the  same  testimony 
that  "Today,  there  are  two  types  of  Com- 
munist Party  leadership:  Open  leadership 
comprised  of  ijeople  like  William  Z.  I%)ster 
and  a  select  group  of  others:  and  an  under- 
ground leadership  which  actually  has  been 
assuming  more  and  more  authority  and  con- 
trol to  administer  the  entire  party  In  the 
event  It  Is  no  longer  feasible  to  continue  In 
the  open." 

These  statements  Indicate  to  me  that  the 
Communist  Party  has  gone  underground; 
therefore  the  chief  objection  made  by  Mr. 
Hoover  prior  to  this  year  Is  no  longer  talid. 
As  to  the  extent  of  the  conspiracy  It  might 
be  well  for  us  to  note  further  testimony 
given  by  the  Director  of  the  FBI  in  which 
be  says: 

"Through  the  perfection  of  the  under- 
ground apparatus,  the  party  alms  to  pre- 
serve Intact  a  hard  core  of  militant  Com- 
mimlsts  to  carry  out  the  alms  and  objec- 
tives of  the  International  Communist  move- 
ment under  all  forms  of  adversity. 

"The  security  measures  which  the  Com- 
munist Party  have  taken  In  order  to  thwart 
the  efforts  of  the  FBI  have  been  many  and 
detailed  In  character.  No  longer  are  Com- 
munist Party  membership  cards  issued; 
maintenance  of  membership  records  are 
forbidden;  contacts  of  rank-and-file  mem- 
bers are  limited  to  from  3  to  5 — the  basic 
club  unit.  Most  of  the  local  headquarters 
have  been  discontinued  and  party  records 
have  been  destroyed.  No  evening  meetings 
are  permitted  In  headquarters  without  staff 
members  present.  Conventions  and  large 
meetings  are  held  to  the  absolute  minimum. 
The  use  of  the  telephone  and  teleg;raph  is 
avoided. 

"No  contact  is  had  with  families  or 
friends;  contacts  between  functionaries  are 
arranged  through  frequently  changed  inter- 
mediaries; false  drivers'  licenses  have  been 
obtained;  assumed  names  have  been 
adopted;  modification  of  physical  appear- 
ance has  been  effected,  such  as  dyeing  hair 
and  eyebrows,  as  was  done  by  a  member  of 
the  national  committee  who  was  appre- 
hended by  agents  of  the  FBI  in  a  hideout  in 
the  high  Sierras  In  California  last  August. 

"They  have  removed  conspicuous  means  of 
personal  Identification  such  as  moles;  they 
have  affected  a  new  manner  of  walHing, 
have  changed  their  dress  standards,  have 
avoided  old  habits  and  even  have  avoided 
old  vices,  and  have  avoided  appearance  in 
public  places  where  their  recognition  would 
be  probable. 

"They  communicate  through  couriers  and 
avoid  the  use  of  written  communications. 
They  have  Instituted  loyalty  tests  for  all 
prospective  underground  personnel.  They 
rotate  the  underground  personnel  to  avoid 
detection.  The  underground  staff  Is  usually 
recruited   from   trusted    Communist    Pbrty 


members,   having  at   least   10   or   la   years* 
experience. 

"They  appear  outside  of  hideout*  only  at 
night.  They  use  different  automobiles,  and 
the  cars  frequently  are  registered  In  ficti- 
tious names  and  not  names  of  party  mem- 
bers; the  license  plates  are  frequently 
changed. 

"They  have  used  extreme  precautions  In 
regard  to  surveillance,  making  rapid  and 
frequent  changes  of  conveyances,  entering 
and  leaving  subways  and  buses  Just  before 
the  doors  close,  and  doubling  back  on  their 
course. 

"I  cite  these  various  security  measures 
not  only  because  they  are  of  interest  to  the 
Committee  but  to  shew  the  stealth  of  the 
American  Communists  It  again  shows  the 
increased  difficulty  with  which  we  are  faced 
In  trying  to  handle  these  Investigations." 

A  group  such  as  the  Communists  which 
Is  the  servant  of  a  foreign  power  and  places 
the  interests  of  a  foreii^n  power  aborve  thos« 
of  our  own  country  should  be  outlawed  In 
the  United  States.  Such  a  law  W(juld  not 
outlaw  Ideas,  It  would  not  outlaw  thoughts, 
It  would  make  Illegal  organized  cotispiracy 
against  this  Nation. 

The  bill  which  I  have  Just  Introduced 
reads  in  part  "whoever  knowingly  wjd  will- 
fully becomes  or  remains  a  member  of  the 
Communist  Party,  or  of  any  othef  organ- 
ization having  for  one  of  its  purposes  or 
alms  the  establishment,  control,  conduct, 
seizure,  or  overthrow  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  or  the  Government  of 
any  State  or  political  subdivision  thereof,  by 
the  use  of  force  or  violence,  shall  be  fined 
not  more  than  $10.00()  or  imprisoned  not 
more  than  10  years,  or  both." 

The  outlawing  of  the  subversive  groups  Is 
in  line  with  the  recommendations  made  by 
President  Eisenhower  in  his  state  of  the 
Union  message.  He  said  that  any  American 
convicted  of  con.splrlng  to  overthrow  the 
Government  by  force  and  violence  should  b« 
stripped  of  his  citizenship. 

I  submit  that  the  Communist  organiza- 
tion In  the  United  States  should  be  out- 
lawed. 


H.  R.  5720 

A  bill  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party  and 
similar  organizations      T 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  whoever  know- 
ingly and  willfully  becomes  or  remains  a 
member  of  the  Communist  Party,  or  of  any 
other  organization  having  for  one  of  Its 
purposes  or  alms  the  establishment,  con- 
trol, conduct,  seizure,  or  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  or  th« 
Government  of  any  State  or  political  sub- 
division thereof,  by  the  use  of  force  or  vio- 
lence, shall  be  fined  net  more  than  tlO.OOO 
or  Imprisoned  not  more  than  10  years,  am 
both.  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  tw 
term  "Communist  Party"  means  the  polit- 
ical organization  now  known  as  the  Com- 
munist Party  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica, whether  or  not  any  change  Is  hereafter 
made  In  such  name. 

Sec.  2.  This  act  shall  take  effect  on  the  first 
day  of  the  third  calendar  month  following 
the  month  In  which  It  is  enacted. 


S. 3191 
A  bill  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party  and 

similar  organizations 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  whoever  know- 
ingly and  willfully  becomes  or  remains  a 
member  of  the  Communist  Party,  of  of  any 
other  organization  having  for  one  of  Its  pur- 
poses or  aims  the  establishment,  control, 
conduct,  seizure,  or  overthrow  of  tUe  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  or  the  gov- 
ernment of  any  State  or  political  subdivision 
thereof,  by  the  use  of  force  or  violence,  shall 
be  fined  not  more  than  $10,000  or  imprisoned 
not  more  than  10  years,  or  both.  For  tha 
purposes  ol  this  section,   the  term  "Com- 
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munlst  Party"  means  the  political  organiza- 
tion now  known  as  the  Communist  Party  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  whether  or  not 
any  change  Is  hereafter  made  In  such  name. 
Sbc.  2.  This  act  shall  take  effect  on  the 
first  day  of  the  third  calendar  month  follow- 
ing the  month  In  which  It  Is  enacted. 

NovrMBER  19,  1953. 
Dr.  Ernest  S.  GairrrrH, 

Director,  Legislative  Reference  Service, 
Library  of  Congress, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Dr.  GRirrrxH:  I  am  writing  to  you  for 
Information  relative  to  a  proposed  relntro- 
ductlon  of  a  measure  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party  In  the  United  States.  Could 
you  send  me  Information  relative  to  whether 
or  not  the  Communist  Party  has  been  shown 
to  be  not  a  political  party  In  the  American 
sense  but  a  conspiracy  directed  from 
Moscow. 

Also  any  Information  you  may  have  as  to 
why  It  Is  possible  for  a  Communist  to  run 
for  President  of  the  Unlte<l  States,  but  under 
security  regulations  not  possible  for  a  Com- 
munist or  a  former  Communist  to  serve  In  a 
Government  capacity. 

Do  you  have  any  information  as  to  testl- 
mf>ny  presented  before  congressional  com- 
mittee by  J.  Edgar  Hoover  and  others  to  the 
effect  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party  would 
not  be  appropriate  due  to  the  possibility  that 
such  a  measure  might  drive  the  Conununlst 
Party  underground? 

I  would  appreciate  also  If  with  your  reply 
to  this  letter  you  could  send  me  any  other 
Information  which  might  be  considered 
pertinent  to  the  Introduction  of  a  measure 
to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party  in  the 
United  States. 

Must  close  now,  but  with  best  personal 
Wishes.  I  am. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Mike  Mansttelo. 

T^E  Library  or  Congress, 
Washington,  D.  C.  February  10,  1954. 
To:  Hon.  Mike  Mansfield. 

Subject:  Legislation  to  outlaw  the  Commu- 
nist Party. 

In  your  letter  of  November  19.  1953.  you 
have  requested  certain  Information  perti- 
nent to  the  Introduction  of  a  measure  to 
outlaw  the  Communist  Piu-ty  In  the  United 
States.  This  memorandum  Is  an  attempt 
to  give  you  the  desired  Information  on  the 
questions  raised  In  your  letter. 

First,  whether  or  not  the  Communist  Party 
has  been  shown  to  be  not  a  political  party 
In  the  American  sense  but  a  conspiracy  di- 
rected from  Moscow. 

The  principal  Investigative  committees  of 
the  Congress,  as  well  as  tae  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation,  the  chief  ln\"€stlgative 
agency  of  the  executive  department,  have 
concluded  that  the  Communist  Party  of  the 
United  States  Is  an  agency  of  or  controlled 
by  Soviet  Russia  through  the  Communist 
movement.  On  April  20,  1953.  the  Subver- 
sive Activities  Control  Board,  after  extensive 
hearings  at  which  muc'i  e\idcnce  was  heard, 
concluded  that  the  history  and  activities 
of  the  Communist  Party  of  the  United  States 
over  the  period  of  Its  entire  existence  dis- 
closes that  "from  its  Inception  In  1919,  It 
has  been  a  subsidiary  and  puppet  of  the 
Soviet  Union."  The  Botird  further  con- 
cluded: 

"With  consummate  patience,  the  party 
strives  for  the  establishment  of  a  dictator- 
ship of  the  proletariat  In  the  United  States; 
a  goal  which  would  rob  the  American  people 
of  the  freedoms  they  have  forged.  While 
using  the  cloak  of  the  United  States  Consti- 
tution, It  struggles  unremittingly  to  syn- 
thesize from  the  complexities  of  our  time  a 
condition  In  this  country  which  would  en- 
able It  to  shackle  our  Institutions  and  pre- 


side over  a  Soviet  America,  under  the  hegem- 
ony of  the  Soviet  Union. 

"Upon  the  overwhelming  weight  of  the 
evidence  in  this  proceeding,  we  find  that  re- 
Bp>on<lent  is  substantially  directed,  dom- 
inated, and  controlled  by  the  Soviet  Union, 
which  controls  the  world  Communist  move- 
ment referred  to  In  section  2  of  the  act;  and 
that  respondent  operates  primarily  to  ad- 
vance the  objectives  of  such  world  Commu- 
nist movement. 

"Accordingly  we  find  that  the  Communist 
Party  of  the  United  States  Is  a  Communist- 
action  organization  and  required  to  register 
as  such  with  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  under  section  7  of  the  act. 
(U.  S.  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board. 
Broxcnell  v.  Communist  Party  (printed  as  S. 
Doc.  41.  83d  Cong.,  Ist  sess..  p.  132  (Apr. 
20.  1953)).) 

This  Board,  created  by  the  Subversive  Ac- 
tivities Control  Act  (being  title  I  of  the 
Internal  Security  Act  of  1950),  thus  found 
that  the  Communist  Party  of  the  United 
States  Is  a  Communist -action  organization. 
Congress  has  defined  "Communlst-actlon  or- 
ganization" as  follows: 

"(a)  Ai.y  organization  in  the  United 
States  (other  than  a  diplomatic  representa- 
tive or  mission  of  a  foreign  government  ac- 
credited as  such  by  the  Department  of  State) 
which  (1)  Is  substantially  directed,  domi- 
nated, or  controlled  by  the  foreign  govern- 
ment or  foreign  organization  controlling  the 
world  Communist  movement  referred  to  In 
section  3  of  this  title,  and  (11)  operates  pri- 
marily to  advance  the  objectives  of  such 
world  Communist  movement  as  referred  to 
In  section  2  of  this  title:  and  (b)  any  sec- 
tion, branch,  fraction,  or  cell  of  any  organi- 
zation defined  In  subparagraph  (a)  of  this 
paragraph  which  has  not  compiled  with  the 
registration  requirements  of  this  title"  (sec. 
8  (3),  title  I.  ch.  1024,  64  Stat.  987,  989). 

Various  Communist  Party  and  Comintern 
documents  have  been  offered  in  evidence 
both  at  House  and  Senate  committee  hear- 
ings and  hearings  conducted  by  factfinding 
agencies  of  our  Government.  This  docu- 
mentary evidence  as  well  as  testimony  of 
witnesses  have  convinced  the  committees  of 
Congress  as  well  as  the  factfinding  boards 
to  reach  only  the  conclusion,  to  wit.  the 
Communist  Party  of  the  United  States  has 
heen  since  Its  formation,  and  is  now,  an 
agent  of  a  foreign   power. 

A  brief  summary  of  the  Communist  Party 
of  the  United  States  showing  it  to  be  linked 
with  Soviet  Russia  Is  given  here  as  It  has 
appeared  in  congressional  documents  and 
reports  of  agencies  of  the  executive  branch 
of   the  Federal  Government. 

The  first  congress  of  the  Communist  Party 
of  America  was  held  on  September  1.  1919.  at 
Chicago.  The  party  was  then  an  under- 
ground movement  and  constituted  Itself  a 
section  of  the  Third  International.  The 
Third  International  was  a  new  Third,  or 
Communist  International  formed  by  the 
Bolsheviks  when  In  1903  they  split  with  the 
modern  Menshevlks.  Prior  to  the  split  the 
combined  groups  were  called  the  Russian 
Social-Democrats.  The  third  congress  of  the 
Communist  International  was  held  In  1921. 
following  the  second,  also  held  In  1921.  and 
the  first,  held  In  1919.  This  third  congress 
of  the  International  Issued  Instructions  to 
the  Communist  Party  to  form  an  open  politi- 
cal body.  An  of>en  political  party,  or,  rather, 
what  was  supposed  to  be  a  legal  political 
party,  was  desired  by  the  International,  bo 
that  the  Communist  Party  would  have  some 
means  of  getting  out  Into  the  open  and  hold 
meetings.  Pursuant  to  Instructions  from 
the  Comintern  ] Communist  International], 
the  Communist  Party  of  America,  on  Decem- 
ber 23,  1921,  established  the  American  Labor 
Alliance  as  its  open  legal  expression.  (U.  S. 
Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations; 
hearings  on  S.  Res.  50.  68th  Cong.,  1st  sess., 
Jan.  21-24.   1924,  pp.   249-255;    U.  S.   House 


of  Representatives;  Committee  on  TTn-Amer- 
ican  Activities.  The  Communist  Party  of  the 
United  States  as  an  agent  of  a  Porelgn  Pow- 
er, H.  Rept.  No.  a09.  80th  Cong..  Ist  seas.. 
Apr.  1,  1947,  pp.  1,  1&-17;  U  Fordbam  Law 
Review,  219-223  (1943).) 

The  organization  of  the  American  Labor 
Alliance,  not  being  the  type  of  political  or- 
ganization desired  by  the  Communist  Inter- 
national, the  central  executive  committee  of 
the  Communist  International  at  once  made 
plans  and  actually  did  change  the  various 
units  of  the  American  Labor  Alliance  into 
units  of  a  p>olltlcal  party  to  be  known  as  the 
Workers'  Party  of  America.  A  convention 
was  held  for  this  purpose  In  New  York  City 
oa  Decemt>er  23-26.  1921.  Both  the  Commu- 
nist Party  of  America  and  the  Workers"  Party 
of  America  sent  delegates  to  the  fourth  con- 
gress of  the  Communist  International  held 
in  Moscow,  November  7-December  3,  1022. 
The  two  organizations  or  parties  were  merged 
into  the  Workers'  (Communist)  Party  In 
America  at  a  convention  held  Augtist  21-30. 
1925. 

At  the  sixth  convention  in  New  York  City 
on  March  1-10,  1928,  the  party  assumed  the 
name  of  the  Communist  Party  of  the  United 
States,  which  was  continued  untU  tbe  con- 
vention of  May  20-22. 1944.  at  which  time  the 
organization  transformed  Itself  into  the 
Communist  Political  Association.  During 
this  period  the  party  formally  disafllllated 
Itself  from  the  Communist  Inteznatlonal  on 
November  16.  1940.  "for  the  specific  purpose 
of  removing  Itself  from  the  terms  of  the  so- 
called  Voorhls  Act,"  requiring  the  registra- 
tion of  foreign  agents.  The  Communist  In- 
ternational was  Itself  formally  dissolved  on 
May  22.  1943.  thus  removing  from  the  field 
of  Russian  relations  with  her  wartime  allies 
a   source    of   considerable    Irritation    (Ibid.). 

These  formal  severances  of  international 
ties  did  not  remove  the  American  Commu- 
nists from  foreign  Influence  and  direction. 
At  a  convention  held  on  July  26-28,  1045. 
the  Communist  Party  of  the  United  States 
was  reconstituted. 

Tbe  official  party  and  Comintern  docu- 
ments illustrative  of  the  above  summary 
of  the  history  of  the  Communist  Party  of 
the  United  States  and  showing  It  to  be  an 
agent  of  a  foreign  power  have  been  placed 
as  evidence  In  a  report  of  the  House-Un- 
American  Activities  Committee  and  also  in 
published  hearings  of  the  Senate  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations,  the  report  and 
bearings  being  cited  above.  Tbe  documents 
are  also  set  forth  In  volume  I  of  the  trans- 
cript of  record  (76-77,  134-347)  of  Docket 
No.  788.  Bridges  v.  Wixson  ((1945)  326  U.  S. 
135 ) .  Neither  the  text  of  the  documents  nor 
excerpts  therefrom  are  given  in  this  memo- 
randum for  the  sake  of  brevity.  In  order  to 
present  herewith  excerpts  from  court  deci- 
sions, fact-finding  boards,  and  a  statement 
made  by  the  Attorney  General  and  a  state- 
ment made  under  oath  by  the  Director  of 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  Mr.  J. 
Edgar  Hoover,  before  a  congressional  com- 
mittee to  the  effect  that  the  Commiuilst 
Party  of  the  United  States  Is  an  agent  of  a 
foreign  power.  The  statements  and  decisions 
are  as  follows: 

1.  Charles  B.  Sears,  a  retired  Judge  of  the 
New  York  court  of  appeals,  who  was  appoint- 
ed an  Inspector  in  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  (pursuant  to  8  C.  F.  R.  150.6,  1941 
Supp.)  to  preside  over  the  hearings,  take 
testimony,  and  make  recommendations  with 
respect  to  the  deportation  charges  brought 
against  Harry  Bridges,  on  September  26.  1941. 
transmitted  to  the  Attorney  General  a  memo- 
randum of  decision  in  which  he  made  the 
following  projxtsed  findings  of  fact: 

"1.  That  Harry  Renton  Bridges  is  an  alien. 
to  wit.  a  native  and  citizen  of  Australia; 

"2.  That  said  alien  entered  the  United 
States  at  the  port  of  San  Francisco,  Calif.. 
April  12.  1920.  as  a  member  of  the  crew  of  the 
barkentlne  Ysabel; 
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*9.  Tluit  the  Oommnnlat  Party  of  th« 
n.  8.  A^  troBk  tbm  ttme  of  Its  inception  In 
1019  to  tiM  prMcnt  time.  U  an  organlzatlcni 
that  balleras  In.  advlaea.  adTocatcs,  and 
teachw  tba  overthrow  tj  force  and  Tlolenco 
at  tbe  OoTcmment  of  the  Dnlted  States; 

"4.  That  the  Communist  Party  ot  the 
U.  8.  A^  from  the  time  of  Its  Inception  to 
the  present  time,  la  an  organisation  that 
writes,  circulates,  distributes,  prints,  pub- 
lishes, and  displays  printed  matter  advising, 
advocating,  or  tgmchlng  the  overthrow  by 
force  and  violence  of  the  Govempient  of  the 
United  States: 

"6.  That  the  Oommunlst  Party  of  the 
n.  8.  A.,  from  th^  time  of  Its  incepticm  to 
the  present  time.  Is  an  organization  that 
causes  to  be  written,  circulated,  distributed, 
printed,  published,  and  dl^Iayed  printed 
matter  advising,  advocating,  and  teaching  the 
overthrow  by  force  and  violence  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States; 

"6.  That  the  Communist  Party  of  the 
U.  S.  A.,  from  the  time  of  its  inception  to 
the  present  time,  is  an  organization  that 
has  in  its  possession  for  the  purpose  of  cir- 
culation, distribution,  publication,  issue  and 
display,  printed  matter  advising,  advocating, 
and  teaching  the  overthrow  by  force  and 
violence  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States."  (Transcript  of  record.  Supreme 
Court.  October  Term.  1944.  No.  788,  vol.  I, 
pp.  337-338.  Bridges  v.  Wixon  (326  U.  8.  135 
(1945)).  This  finding  by  Judge  Sears  was 
used  by  the  Government  in  prosecuting 
Bridges.  See  Memorandum  for  the  Re- 
spondent, p.  11  and  Brief  for  the  Respondent, 
p.  23,  in  No.  788.  Ibid.) 

2.  Both  Attorney  General  Prancls  Blddle 
and  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover.  Director  of  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  bave  ex- 
pressed opinions  officially  tbat  the  Com- 
munist Party  la  acting  in  behalf  of  a  for- 
eign power;  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  under  oath 
before  the  House  Un-American  Activities 
Committee,  testified  on  March  26,  1947: 

"The  great  god  of  the  American  Commu- 
nists, Comrade  Lenin — wbose  writings  are 
their  bible — In  various  speeches  and  writ- 
ings urged  the  use  of  deceit  and  trickery  and 
his  converts  live  by  his  injunction : 

"  'The  strictest  loyalty  to  the  ideas  of 
communism  must  be  combined  with  the 
ability  to  make  all  necessary  practical  com- 
promises, to  maneuver,  to  make  agreements, 
zig-zags,  retreats  ard  so  on,  so  as  to  ac- 
celerate the  coming  to  power.'  (Left-Wing 
Communism.  An  Infantile  Dleorder.  pp.  75- 
70.  V.  I.  Lenin,  International  Publishers  Co., 
Inc.,   1940.) 

"Lenin's  views  were  incorporated  In  the 
thesis  on  the  ftindamental  tasks  of  the  sec- 
ond congress  of  the  Conununist  Interna- 
tional, and  the  following  provision  Is  fa- 
miliar to  all  American  Communists: 

"  'In  all  countries,  even  the  freest,  "legal 
and  peaceful"  in  the  sense  that  the  class 
struggle  is  less  acute  in  them,  the  time  has 
fully  matured  when  it  Is  absolutely  neces- 
sary fCK-  every  Communist  Party  systemati- 
cally to  combine  legal  with  illegal  work, 
legal  with  lUegal  organization.  •  •  •  It  is 
necessary,  immediately,  for  all  legal  Com- 
munist Parties  to  form  Illegal  organizations. 
•  •  •  Illegal  work  is  particularly  necessary 
in  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  police.' 

"Continuing,  the  thesis  states: 

"  "The  absolute  necessity  in  principle  of 
combining  illegal  with  legal  work  is  deter- 
mined, not  only  by  the  sum  total  of  the  spe- 
cific features  of  the  present  period,  tbe  pe- 
riod of  the  eve  of  the  proletarian  dictator- 
ship, but  also  by  the  necessity  of  proving  to 
tbe  bourgeoisie  that  there  Is  not,  nor  can 
there  be,  a  sphere  or  field  of  work  that  can- 
not be  won  by  the  Communists.'  (Vol.  X.  Se- 
lected Works  of  Lenin,  pp.  173-173;  Interna- 
tional Publishers  Co.,  Inc.,  1943.) 

"The  Oommunlst  movement  in  the  United 
States  began  to  manifest  itself  in  1919. 
Since  then  It  has  changxl  its  name  and  its 
party  Une  whenever  expedient  and  tactical. 


But  always  it  comes  back  to  fundamentals 
and  Idlls  itself  as  the  party  of  Marxism- 
Leninism.  As  such,  it  stands  tor  the  de- 
structicm  ot  our  American  form  of  govern- 
ment; it  stands  for  the  destruction  of  Ameri- 
can democracy;  it  stands  for  the  destruction 
of  free  enterprise;  and  It  stands  for  the  cre- 
ation erf  a  'Soviet  of  the  United  States'  and 
ultimate  world  revolution."  (U.  S.  Con- 
gress, House  of  Representatives  Comma  ttee 
on  Un-American  Activities;  hearings  on  H.  R. 
1884  and  2122,  80th  Cong..  1st  sess.  p.  35.) 

Attorney  General  Francis  Blddle  in  the  de- 
portation case  of  Harry  Bridges  rendered  an 
opinion  on  May  28,  1942  which  declared: 

"That  the  Communist  Party  of  the  Dsited 
States  of  America,  from  the  time  of  its  in- 
ception to  the  present  time,  is  an  organiza- 
tion that  writes,  circulates,  distributes. 
prints,  publishes,  and  displays  printed  mat- 
ter advising,  advocating,  or  teaching  the 
overthrow  by  force  and  violence  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States."  See  Supreme 
Court  and  the  Issue  of  Communism,  pub- 
lished by  United  States  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce  and  Insert  In  record  at  hearings  •  •  • 
on  H.  R.  1884  and  2122.  April  9,  1947.  Hcjuse 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities,  80th 
Congress. 

The  House  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  In  reporting  H.  R.  9490  ( the  Inter- 
nal Sectu-lty  Act  of  1950)  on  August  22.  1950. 
stated: 

"Over  10  years  of  Investigation  by  the 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities  and 
by  Its  predecessor  committee  has  established 
(1)  that  the  Communist  movement  in  the 
United  States  is  foreign-controlled;  (2i  that 
its  tiltlmate  objective  with  resp>ect  to  the 
United  States  is  to  overthrow  our  free 
American  Institutions  in  favor  of  a  Commu- 
nist totalitarian  dictatorship  to  be  controlled 
from  abroad;  (3)  that  its  activities  are  car- 
ried on  by  secret  and  conspiratorial  metijods; 
and  (4)  that  Its  activities,  both  because  of 
the  alarming  march  of  Comrmanlst  forces 
abroad  and  because  of  the  scope  and  nature 
of  Communists  activities  here  in  the  United 
States,  constitute  an  immediate  and  power- 
ful threat  to  the  security  of  the  United  States 
and  to  the  American  way  of  life. 

"The  Communist  program  of  conquest 
through  treachery,  deceit,  infiltration,  es- 
pionage, sabotage,  corruption,  and  terrorL«^m 
has  been  carried  out  In  country  after  coun- 
try and  Is  an  ever-growing  threat  to  the  na- 
tional security  of  this  and  other  countries. 
There  is  ample  evidence  that  one  of  the  pri- 
mary objectives  of  the  world  Communist 
movement,  directed  from  within  the  most 
powerful  existing  Communist  totalitarian 
dictatorship  Is  to  repeat  this  pattern  in  the 
United  States. 

"There  is  incontrovertible  evidence  of  the 
fact  that  the  Communist  Party  of  the  UiUted 
States  is  dominated  by  such  totalitarian  dic- 
tatorship and  that  it  Is  one  of  the  principal 
instrumentalities  used  by  the  world  Ccm- 
munlst  movement  in  its  ruthless  and  tire- 
less endeavor  to  advance  the  world  march 
of  communism"  (H.  Rept.  No.  2930.  Hist 
Cong.,  2d  sess. ) . 

Second,  why  Is  It  possible  for  a  Communist 
to  run  for  President  of  the  United  States,  but 
under  security  regulations  not  possible  for 
a  Communist  or  a  former  Communist  to  serve 
in  a  Government  capacity? 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  sets 
forth  the  qualifications  for  ofHce  of  President 
and  any  person  chosen  or  elected  by  the 
presidential  electors  for  that  office  having 
those  qualifications.  Is  presumably  eligible; 

"No  person  except  a  natural-born  citizen, 
or  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  at  the  time 
of  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  shall  be 
eligible  to  the  Office  of  President;  neither 
shall  any  person  be  eligible  to  that  office  who 
shall  not  have  attained  to  the  age  of  35  years. 
and  been  14  years  a  resident  within  the 
United  States."  (Constitution,  art.  II,  bcc. 
1.  clause  5.) 


The  Constitution,  article  n.  ssctlon  1, 
clause  8.  further  sets  forth  the  oath  of  oflioe 
which  the  President  must  take  upon  entering 
the  duties  of  that  office: 

"I  do  solemnly  swear  (or  affirm)  that  I 
win  faithfully  execute  the  Office  of  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  and  wlO  to  the 
best  of  my  ability,  preserve,  protect,  and  de- 
fend the  Constitution  of  the  United  States." 
Any  State  statute  or  any  act  of  Congress, 
for  that  matter,  seeking  to  add  to  the  above 
qualificatlona  set  forth  in  the  Constitution 
for  the  Office  of  President,  would  be  Invalid 
and  without  effect.  (Imbrie  v.  Marsti  ((1950) 
3  N.  J.  578,  71  A.  2d  352.  356) :  Shut  V.  Simp- 
son ((1950)  196  Md.  177.  196.  76  A.  2d  333. 
340-341)  (both  cases  citing  numeroiu  cases; 
1  Story.  Commentaries  on  the  Constitution, 
sec.  625;  Cooley  on  Constitutional  Limita- 
tions, p  140;  Mechem  on  Public  Ofllces  and 
Officers,  1890  ed..  p   164).) 

The  argument  has  been  advanccKl.  how- 
ever, that  a  person  who  subscribes  to  the 
principles  of  the  Communist  Party  cannot 
take  the  oath  of  ofHce  of  President  pre- 
scribed by  the  Constitution: 

"A  person  cannot  truly  swear  and  affirm  an 
oath  to  support  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  •  •  •  and  believe  in  Its  over- 
throw by  force  or  violence,  without  doing  so 
with  a  mental  reservation  or  a  purpose  of 
evasion.  It  is  a  principle  of  our  constitu- 
tions that  a  change  in  the  organization  of 
our  government  is  to  be  effected  by  the 
orderly  procedures  ordained  by  the  constitu- 
tions and  not  by  force  or  fraud."  (Dissent- 
ing opinion.  Ju.«tlce  Ollphant,  Imbrie  v. 
Marsh  ( ( 19501  3  N.  J.  578.  71  A.  2d  3*2,  373). 
citing  di.ssentlng  opinion.  Chief  Justice 
Stone.  Sen  neiderman  v.  U.S.  ( ( 1943  )  820  U  S 
118.   181  I  .) 

Under  our  system  of  electing  a  President. 
the  idea  of  a  person  running  for  President 
or  of  a  voter  voting  for  a  particular  person 
for  President  is  of  course  legal  fiction.  Ac- 
tually under  the  Constitution,  article  1.  sec- 
tion 1,  clause  3.  and  amendment  XII  the 
President,  as  well  as  the  Vice  President.  Is 
elected  by  electors,  constituting  tUe  elec- 
toral college.  The  States  have  exclufive 
power  to  decide  the  manner  of  choosing  elec- 
tors {  McPherson  v.  Blacker  (  (  1892)  146  U.  S. 
1 )  ) ;  and  such  electors  in  voting  for  Presi- 
dent and  Vice  President  are  acting  &$  agents 
of  the  State  rather  than  of  the  United  SUtes 
(In  re  Green  ( ( 1890 1  134  U.  S.  377 ) ;  also  see 
Ray  V    Blair  ((1952)   343  U.  S.  214).) 

If  of  course  we  wish  to  exclude  an  elector. 
who  is  a  Communist,  from  the  ballot  or 
wjsh  to  prohibit  the  Communist  Party  from 
nominating  and  having  the  namea  of  Its 
candidates  for  office  of  elector  printed  on 
the  ballot,  that  presents  a  different  question 
from  the  above  one  concerning  disqualifica- 
tion of  a  Communist  to  hold  the  Office  of 
President.  The  Constitution  does  not  fix 
the  qualifications  of  electors  except  to 
specify  that  no  United  States  Senator  or 
Representative  or  person  holding  an  office  of 
trust  or  profit  under  the  United  States  may 
be  appointed  an  elector.  The  States  with 
varying  degrees  of  success  have  sought  to 
exclude  the  Communist  Party  from  tlM  ballot 
either  by  legislative  enactment  or  by  refusal 
of  the  proper  State  official  to  certify  such 
a  group  as  a  political  party.  Some  of  the 
State  .statutes  exclude  the  Communist  Party 
and  its  candidates  from  the  ballot,  tctually 
naming  the  party,  while  other  States  do  not 
use  the  word  Communist  in  the  statute  but 
simnly  exclude  all  parties  and  candidates 
advocating  the  overthrow  of  the  government 
of  the  State  or  of  the  United  States.  In 
both  California  and  New  York  the  State 
courts  have  held  that  neither  the  Cbmmu- 
nist  Party  nor  its  candidates  may  be  ex- 
cluded arbitrarily.  {Communist  Pttrty  v. 
Peek  (  (1942)  20  Cal.  2d  536,  127  P.  2d  889); 
Metzer  v.  Isaacs  ((1948)  87  N.  Y.  S.  2d  18); 
but  see  Imhrie  v.  Marsh  ((1950)  3  N.  J. 
578,  71  A.  2d  352)  and  Shub  v.  Simpson 
((1950)    196  Md.  177,  76  A.  2d  333).) 
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'  The  United  States  Supreme  Cotirt  in  a  per 
curiam  decision  has  apparently  given  its 
approval  to  a  State  statute  of  the  type  that 
excludes  from  the  ballot  "a  person  who  is 
engaged  In  one  way  or  another  In  the  at- 
tempt to  overthrow  the  government  by  force 
or  violence"  and  that  he  Is  knowingly  a 
memt>er  of  an  organization  engaged  in  such 
an  attempt.  (Gerende  v.  Board  of  Super- 
visors of  Elections  of  Baltimore  ((1951)  341 
U  8.  56)  construing  the  Ober  Act  or  Mary- 
land Subversive  Activities  Act,  Acts  of  1949. 
ch  86)  On  the  other  hand  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  has  not  had  an  op- 
portunity as  of  yet  to  construe  a  State 
statute  of  the  type  that  names  the  Commu- 
nist Party  and  excludes  both  the  party  and 
its  nominees  from  the  ballot.  Action  has 
been  filed  In  the  circuit  court  for  Wayne 
County  seeking  a  declaratory  Judgment  that 
such  a  statute  (Michigan  Acts  1952,  No.  117) 
is  unconstitutional.  It  Is  expected  that  fol- 
lowing construction  of  that  statute  by  the 
Michigan  courts  that  case  will  be  appropri- 
ately before  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court.  {Albertson  and  the  Communist  Party 
V.  Millard  (C.  S.  Supreme  Court,  October 
term.  1952,  No.  384,  Mar,  16.  1953.  21  L.  W. 
4270    (1953) ).) 

You  have  asked  why  It  Is  not  possible 
under  security  regulations  for  a  Communist 
or  a  former  Communist  to  serve  In  a  Gov- 
ernment capacity.  Presently  title  I  (the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Act  of  1950) 
of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950  (the 
McCarran  Act)  of  September  23,  1950  (64 
Stat.  987).  requires  any  Comrounlst-actlon 
organization  or  Communist-front  organiza- 
tion to  register  with  the  Attorney  Oeneral 
(sec.  7)  and  provides  for  hearings  before  the 
Stibverslve  Activities  Control  Board  (sees.  12. 
13).  Section  5  (a)  (1)  (B)  of  the  1950  act 
makes  It  unlawful  for  any  member  of  a  Com- 
munist organization  registered  or  ordered  to 
register  by  the  Board  pursuant  to  the  act  to 
bold  any  nonelective  office  or  employment 
under  the  United  States.  On  November  22, 
1950,  the  Attorney  General,  acting  under  sec- 
tion 13  (a)  of  the  act,  filed  a  petition  with 
the  Board  for  an  order  requiring  the  Commu- 
nist Party  of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
register  with  the  Attorney  General  as  re- 
quired by  sections  7  (a),  (c),  and  (d)  of 
the  act.  After  lengthy  hearings  at  which 
both  the  Attorney  General  and  the  Commu- 
nist Party  submitted  evidence  and  were 
heard  the  Board  on  April  20,  1953.  or- 
dered the  party  to  register.  This,  of  course. 
Invoked  those  provisions  of  the  act  (sec.  5 
(a)  (1)  (B))  excluding  Communists  from 
Federal  employment.  The  Communist  Party 
has  appealed  from  the  order  of  the  Board. 
(See  U.  S.  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board.  iBroKnell  v.  Communist  Party  (print- 
ed as  S.  Doc.  No.  41,  83d  Cong.,  1st  sess.) ;  also 
see  21  L.  W.  2530  (1953)).)  The  provisions 
of  the  act  granting  a  hearing  prlcM-  to  a  de- 
termination or  order  of  the  Board  seemingly 
removed  the  con^ltutlonal  objections  which 
existed  in  proceeding  under  the  President's 
employees  loyalty  program  as  set  forth  in 
President  Truman's  Executive  Order  No.  9835, 
issued  March  27,  1947.  (See  Joint  Anti- 
Fascist  Refugee  Committee  v.  McGrath 
((1951)  341  U.  S.  123);  also  see  S.  Rept.  No. 
2369  and  H.  Rept.  2980,  81st  Cong..  2d  sess.) 

Thus  It  Will  be  seen  that  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act  of  1950.  In  the  work 
cited,  and  the  order  of  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Board,  Issued  pursuant  to  that 
act  preclude  persons  presently  belonging  to 
the  Communist  Party  from  holding  nonelec- 
tive Federal  office  or  employment.  As  for 
those  persons  who  have  been,  but  are  not 
now,  members  of  the  Communist  Party,  Just 
how  are  they  excluded  from  employment? 
in  the  executive  department  exclusion  may 
be  had  for  loyalty  reasons  under  rule  II  of 
the  Civil  Service  Regulations: 

■■(a)  An  applicant  may  be  denied  examina- 
tion and  an  eligible  may  be  denied  appoint- 
ment for  any  of  the  following  reasons:   •   •   • 


"(7)  Reasonable  doubt  as  to  the  loyalty 
of  the  person  involved  to  the  Government  of 
the  United  States."  (5  C.  P.  R.  sec.  2.104, 
1952  Cum.  Supp.  p.  14,  E.  D.  10241.  April  28, 
1951.  16  P.  R.  3690,  promulgated  on  authority 
of  Rev.  Stot.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403:  5 
U.  S.  C.  sees.  631,  633.  E.  O.  9830,  Feb.  24, 
1947,  12  P.  R.  1259,  3  C.  F.  R.  1947  Supp.) 

Under  section  9.101,  5  Code  of  Federal  Reg- 
ulations, the  employing  agency  may  also  re- 
move employees  In  the  competitive  civil  serv- 
ice for  the  same  reason  as  to  loyalty  as  would 
disqualify  an  applicant  under  section  2.104. 

In  addition  to  the  above  provisions  relat- 
ing to  exclusion  and  removal  of  Communists 
from  Government  employment  the  act  of 
August  26,  1960  (64  Stat.  476  (5.  U.  8.  C. 
22.1-22.3)  ),  In  the  Interest  of  national  secu- 
rity permits  the  heads  of  certain  named 
agencies  and  departments  In  their  "absolute 
discretion  and  when  deemed  necessary  in 
the  interest  of  national  security,  suspend 
without  pay,  any  civilian  officer  or  employee." 
By  Executive  Order  No.  10237  (16  F.  R.  3627) 
Issued  by  President  Truman  on  April  26, 
1951,  the  act  was  made  applicable  to  the 
Panama  Canal  and  to  the  Panama  Railroad 
Company.  Later,  by  Executive  Order  No. 
10450  (18  F.  R.  2439),  President  Elsenhower, 
on  April  27,  1953,  made  the  act  apply  to  all 
departments  and  agencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Under  Executive  Order  No.  10450,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  No.  10491  (18 
P.  R.  6583).  Issued  October  13.  1953.  refusals 
to  hire  or  dismissals  may  be  had  In  the  Inter- 
est of  national  security  for — 

"(5)  Membership  In,  or  affiliation  or  sym- 
pathetic association  with.-  any  foreign  or 
domestic  organization,  association,  move- 
ment, group,  or  combination  of  persons 
Which  Is  totalitarian.  Fascist.  Communist, 
or  subversive,  or  which  has  adopted,  or  shows, 
a  policy  of  advocating  or  approving  the  com- 
mission of  acts  of  force  or  violence  to  deny 
other  persons  their  rights  under  the  Con- 
stltutlon  of  the  United  States,  or  which  seeks 
to  alter  the  form  of  government  of  the 
United  States  by  unconstitutional  means. 
•  •  •  •  • 

"(8)  Refusal  by  the  Individual,  upon  the 
ground  of  constitutional  privilege  against 
self-incrimination,  to  testify  before  a  con- 
gressional committee  regarding  charges  of 
his  alleged  disloyalty  or  other  misconduct" 
((8)  added  by  E.  O.  10491,  October  13,  1953), 

The  constitutionality  of  the  various 
phases  of  refusals  to  hire  and  dlsmissale  un- 
der the  loyalty  program  are  discussed  in 
Bailey  v.  Richardson  ((1950)  182  F.  2d  46, 
86  U.  S.  App.  D.  C.  248.  affirmed  April  30,  1951. 
per  ctirlam  by  the  Supreme  Court,  equally 
divided.  341  U.  S.  918). 

Section  9A  of  the  Hatch  Act  also  provides: 

"(1)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  p>erson 
employed  In  any  capacity  by  any  agency  of 
the  Federal  Government,  whose  comp>ensa- 
tlon,  or  any  part  thereof.  Is  paid  from  funds 
authorized  or  appropriated  by  any  act  of 
Congress,  to  have  membership  in  any  po- 
litical party  or  organization  which  advocates 
the  overthrow  of  our  constitutional  form 
of  government  in  the  United  States. 

"(2)  Any  person  violating  the  provisions 
of  this  section  shall  be  immediately  removed 
from  the  position  or  office  held  by  him,  and 
thereafter  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated 
by  any  act  of  Congress  for  such  position  or 
office  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation 
of  such  person"  (53  Stat.  1148;  5  U.  S.  C,  sec. 
lllj). 

In  addition  It  might  be  pointed  out  that 
exclusion  of  {>er8ons  advocating  overthrow  of 
the  Government  from  Federal  employment 
(Including  the  legislative  branch)  Is  further 
assured  through  so-called  riders  contained 
In  many  appropriation  bills.  An  example  of 
this  tjrpe  of  legislation  Is  that  contained  in 
the  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act  of  June 
29.  1950: 

"Sec.  1202.  No  part  of  any  appropriation 
contained  in  this  act,  or  of  the  funds  made 


available  for  expenditure  by  any  corporation 
included  in  this  act.  shall  be  used  to  pay  tbe 
salary  or  wages  of  any  person  •  •  •  who 
advocates  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organ- 
ization that  advocates  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force 
or  violence:  Provided,  That  for  the  purposes 
hereof  an  affidavit  shall  be  considered  prima 
facie  evidence  •  •  •  that  such  person  does 
not  advocate,  and  Is  not  a  member  of  an 
organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
force  or  violence"  (64  Stat.  275,  301). 

Third.  Information  as  to  testimony  pre- 
sented before  congressional  committee  by 
J.  Edgar  Hoover  and  others  to  the  effect  to 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party  would  not  be 
appropriate  due  to  the  possibility  that  such 
a  measure  might  drive  the  Communist  Party 
underground. 

With  specific  reference  to  Mr.  Hoover  there 
Is  herewith  presented  the  exact  statement 
made  by  him  in  Washington  during  the  after- 
noon of  March  26,  1947,  before  the  Commit- 
tee on  Un-American  Activities  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  while  under  oath  In  an- 
swer to  a  question  put  to  him  by  Representa- 
tive Richard  B.  Vail,  of  Illinois: 

"Mr.  Vail.  You  know  that  we  are  consid- 
ering here  certain  laws  to  outlaw  commu- 
nism. I  dont  believe  In  the  course  of  our 
discussion  today  you  have  covered  whether 
or    not    you    favor    such    legislation. 

"Mr.  Hoover.  Well.  Mr.  Congressman, 
within  the  Department  of  Jtistlce  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  desirability  or  the  undeslr- 
ablllty  of  legislation  Is  strictly  a  function  of 
the    Attorney    General. 

"I  will  say  this,  as  regards  to  that  point: 
I  do  think  that  before  any  such  action  is 
taken  It  ought  to  be  given  very,  very  serious 
consideration  and  study,  because  I  would 
hate  to  see  a  group  that  does  not  deserve  to 
be  In  the  category  of  martyrs  have  the  self- 
pity  that  they  would  at  once  Invoke  If  they 
were  made  martyrs  by  some  restrictive  leg- 
islation that  might  later  be  declared  un- 
constitutional. 

"I  frankly  feel  that  such  laws  as  we  have 
now  should  be  vigorously  enforced,  and  may- 
be some  of  them  strengthened. 

"I  think  the  activity  of  this  committee  to 
expose  and  to  bring  out  into  the  spotlight 
the  activity  of  these  Individuals  can  do  far 
more  good,  at  least  at  the  present  time, 
than  any  very  restrictive  legislation. 

"I  wouldn't  want  to  say  that  I  am  un- 
alterably opposed  to  It.  but  I  have  my  grave 
doubts  as  to  Its  wisdom."  (U.  S.  Congress. 
House  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties; hearings  on  H.  R.  1884  and  H.  R.  2122 
(bills  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party) ,  pt.  2, 
pp.  48-49,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.,  Mar.  26. 
1947.) 

Mr.  Hoover  was  apparently  of  the  same 
opinion  several  weeks  later  When  he  wrote: 

"We  cannot  hope  successfully  to  meet  the 
Communist  menace  unless  there  is  a  wide 
knowledge  and  understanding  of  Its  alms 
and  designs.  This  knowledge  outlaws  the 
party  in  the  hearts  and  minds  of  good  citi- 
zens." (J.  Edgar  Hoover,  How  To  Fight  Com- 
munism, In  Newsweek,  June  9,  1947,  re- 
printed In  52  Case  and  Comment  21,  23 
(1947).) 

On  March  11,  1947,  Secretary  of  Labor 
Lewis  B.  Schwellenbach,  lawyer  and  former 
member  of  the  Federal  Judiciary,  told  the 
House  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor, 
the  Conununist  Party  should  be  outlawed. 
He  testified  that  a  3-percent  Conununist 
minority  usually  dominates  a  labor  union 
an('  that  "theoretically"  employers  should 
have  the  right  to  fire  Communists.  An  ex- 
cerpt from  his  testimony  reads  as  follows: 

"Mr.  Landis.  I  want  to  give  the  employer 
the  right,  in  case  he  is  a  Communist,  to  fire 
him.  Then  I  want  to  remove  the  right  of 
the  Wagner  Act  from  the  labor  organization 
that  elects  these  Communists  or  subversive 
officials. 
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"W*  h»v«.  I  think,  MvenU  ease*  where  they 
hare  Communist  offlclals  me  the  head  ot  the 
unions  In  America,  and  I  think  you  can  take 
the  rights  of  that  organization  away  from 
them  and  fonse  them  to  elect  Americans  to 
lead  their  ■antnna, 

"Secretary  ScRWBunrBACH.  My  objection 
to  that  Is  that  you  do  not  go  far  enovigh. 
Why  should  we  recognize  the  Communist 
Party  in  the  United  SUtes? 
"Ifr.  Lamdis.  We  should  not. 
"Secretary    ScKwxuxmACH.  Why    should 
they  be  able  to  elect  people  to  public  office 
and  theoretically  at  least  elect  Members  of 
Congress,  and  why  should  we  have  an  organl-' 
zatim  recognized  which  has  as  its  purpose 
the  overthrow  of  the   Oovernment  of  the 
United  States  by  force  and  violence? 
"Mr.  Xjamsis.  I  agree  with  you. 
"Secretary  Schwxlixnbach.  I  cannot  see 
any  reason  why  we  should  have  that. 

"On  the  other  hand,  I  do  not  see  any  rea- 
son why  we  should  pick  out  labor  tinlons  and 
say  you  cannot  have  them,  but  they  can  get 
elected  to  Congress.  They  can  get  elected 
mayor  and  anything  else. 

"Mr.  Landla.  U  Congress  wUl  ouUaw  the 
Communist  Party,  you  can  do  anything  you 
want  to  about  that. 

"Mr.  IjAmua.  I  am  in  favor  of  that." 
(United  States  Congress.  House  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor;  hearings  •  •  'on 
bills  to  amend  and  repeal  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act,  and  for  other  purposes.  •  •  • 
Mar.  8.  10,  11.  12.  13,  14,  16,  1947.  80tb  Cong.. 
Ist  sess.,  vol.  6.  pp.  3041-3043.) 

Gov.  Thomas  E.  Dewey,  of  New  York.  Is 
quoted  as  saying  on  March  31,  1948,  while  a 
candfdate  for  the  Republican  nomination  for 
President: 

•There  la  a  lot  of  talk  about  outlawing  the 
Communists.  I'm  against  it.  We  in  the 
United  States  have  been  long  tralnisd  In  the 
traditions  of  free  government  and  where  we 
spot  a  Communist  we  know  h6w  to  isolate 
and  defeat  him.  Down  In  New  York  City 
•  •  •  they  total  about  100.000  votes  out  of 
«  milUon  in  our  State.  We  prefer  to  keep 
them  on  the  ballot  so  we  can  know  whom 
they  are  supporting— and  let  the  people  know 
It."  (Washington  Times-Herald,  Aprtl  1, 
1948,  quoting  Oovemor  Dewey  from  Albany  ) 
On  March  24,  1947,  WlUiam  C.  BulUtt,  who 
had  been  Ambassador  to  Russia  from  1933  to 
1938,  told  the  House  Un-American  Activities 
Committee  while  testifying  concerning  two 
bills  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party  in  the 
United  States: 

"Here  our  Communist  Party,  like  all  other 
Commimlat  Parties.  Is  subject  to  orders  from 
Moecow  •  •  •  The  party  la.  in  the  first 
place,  an  agency  of  the  Soviet  Government 
for  the  purpose  of  weakening  the  United 
States  for  the  ultimate  assault  that  the  So- 
viet Government  Intends  to  make  on  the 
United  States.  •  •  • 

"Nevertheless,  I  should  say  that  I  am  not 
at  all  sure  that  it  Is  wise,  in  the  interest  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  to  declare 
it  a  crime,  at  the  present  time,  to  belong  to 
the  American  Communist  Party."  U.  8. 
Congress,  House  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities;  hearings  on  H.  R.  1884  and  H.  R. 
2122  (bills  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party), 
pt.  1,  pp.  4-6,  80th  Cong..  1st  sess..  Mar.  24. 
1947.) 

Mr.  BulUtt  proceeded  further  to  advise  the 
committee  that  "at  the  present  time  we  are 
not  equipped  to  face  this  Issue  by  passing 
legislation  making  it  a  crime  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Communist  Party.  •  •  •  The  last 
thing  we  want  to  do.  is  to  make  martyrs  of 
anybody."  Mr.  Bullitt  further  stated  that 
since  60  percent  of  the  members  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  are  of  alien  origin  we  should 
"perhaps,  make  memliership  in  the  Commu- 
nist Party  on  the  part  of  a  naturalized  citizen 
prima  facie  evidence  that  his  citizenship 
was  fraudulently  acquired  and  that  the  im- 
migrant in  taking  the  oath  Of  allegiance  to 
support  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  committed  perjury.  •   •   • 
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"There  Is  good  precedent  for  that.  Wo 
did  exactly  that  with  the  German  Bund,  as 
you  know,  and  deported  from  the  United 
States.  I  have  forgotten  how  many  thousands 
of  German  Bundlsts."  Mr.  BulUtt  further 
suggested  that  under  the  election  laws  the 
Communist  Party  be  required  to  list  eil  con- 
tributors and  dues-paying  members,  because 
payment  of  dues  is  a  political  contribution 
(Ibid,  pp.  7-8). 

On  March  24,  1947.  Mr.  James  F.  OWeil.  as 
representative  and  spokesman  for  the  Ameri- 
can Legion,  being  vice  chairman  of  lis  Na- 
tional Americanism  Commission.  testiHed  be- 
fore the  House  Un-American  Activities  Com- 
mittee asking  the  committee  to  Implement 
President  TYuman's  Executive  Order  9830  of 
February  24,  1947,  by  enacting  the  foUowing 
legislation : 

"1.  Outlaw  the  Communist  Party;    I 

"a.  Ban  the  use  of  the  mails  to  Comtiunlst 

publications; 

"3.  Provide    universal    flngerprintlng    and 

Identification; 

"4.  Continue  the  registration  of  all  aliens 
and  check  their  movements  and  activities; 

"5.  Discorftinue  Federal  aid  to  institutions 
of  learning  which  refuse  to  purge  their 
faculties  of  Communists  and  fellow-travelers; 

"8.  To  deport  all  aliens  advocating  the 
overthrow  of  the  Government  by  lorCe  and 
violence;  and 

"7.  Deny  admission  to  the  United  States  of 
all  nationals  from  any  country  refusing  to 
accept  those  ordered  deported."  (U.  3.  Con- 
gress, House  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities; hearings  •  •  •  on  H.  R.  1884  and 
H.  R.  2122  (bills  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party) ,  Mar.  24,  25,  26.  27,  28.  1947.  pp.  22- 
23.  37.) 

On  March  25,  1947.  Mr.  William  Green, 
president  of  tlie  American  Federation  of  La- 
bor, told  the  House  CXimmlttee  on  Un-Amer- 
ican Activities: 

"We  are  sympathetic  with  the  motives 
which  have  prompted  the  authors  of  H.  R. 
1884  and  H.  R.  2122  (bills  to  curb  or  outlaw 

the  Communist  Party  of  the  United  States). 
Nevertheless,  upon  careful  consideration  of 
the  problems  involved,  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor  Is  compelled  to  enter  its 
opposition  to  these  proposals  as  inconsistent 
With  the  American  Constitution  and  likely 
to  defeat  the  very  purpose  they  seek  to 
accomplish"  (ibid.,  p.  49). 

On  March  26,  1947.  Dr.  Emerson  Schmidt, 
secretary,  committee  on  socialism  and  com- 
munism. Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
United  States,  told  the  House  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities: 

"ODTLAWINO  THI  COMMUNIST  PAHTT 
"The  proposal  has  been  made  that  the 
Communist  Party  be  outlawed  as  an  agent  of 
a  foreign  jxiwer  and  as  an  organization  urging 
tmdemocratlc,  violent,  and  revoluttenary 
methods  from  time  to  time. 

"A  number  of  countries  have  taken  this 
step  and  In  no  case,  to  our  knowledge,  has 
this  step  prevented  Communist  activities  and 
propaganda.  In  Canada  It  was  during  the 
period  when  the  party  was  Ulegal  that  the 
fabulous  espionage  took  place.  The  Amer- 
ican people  and  the  United  States  Consti- 
tution are  devoted  to  the  principles  of  free- 
dom of  speech,  of  the  press,  and  of  assembly. 
We  are  strong  believers  In  individualism. 
Democracy  does  not  mean  merely  majority 
rule;  it  means  certain  rights  for  the  minor- 
ities. The  outlawing  of  such  a  party,  at 
least  In  some  degree,  runs  counter  tc  our 
traditions  and  philosophy.  Possibly  such  a 
Step  would  require  a  constitutional  amend- 
ment. 

"Outlawing  the  party  and  similar  organi- 
zations as  does  Mr.  Sheppards  bill  (B.  R. 
2122)  might  c.iU  for  a  vast  counterespionage 
staff  to  enforce  the  law.  There  is  reason  to 
believe  that  the  outlawing  of  the  party  would 
drive  Tindergiound  still  further  many  of 
the  Communist  activities.  It  would  make 
the   party   ftuictlonaries   more   subtle,   muie 


discreet,  and  conceivably  even  more  effec- 
tive. It  might  give  them  a  rallying  cry,  and 
further  solidify  and  cement  them.  It  might 
make  martyrs  of  the  Conununists  and  might 
cause  many  persons  to  come  to  their  rescue. 
The  outlawing  of  the  party  might  conceiv- 
ably give  us  a  false  sense  of  complacency 
knowing  that  we  have  passed  a  lajw. 

"If  the  party  Is  not  outlawed,  it  will  op- 
erate In  the  open,  at  least  In  part,  where  Its 
offices,  its  officers.  Its  literature.  an4  Its  meet- 
ings are  known.  Then  It  can  be  identmed 
and  combated. 

•For  these  reasons,  the  board  of  directors 
of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  U.  S.  A, 
questions  the  wisdom  of  outlawing  the  party 
at  this  time"  (ibid.,  pp.  223-224). 

On  March  26,  1947.  California  State  Sena- 
tor Jack  B.  Tenney,  chairman  of  the  Cali- 
fornia Joint  Legislative  Fact-Plndlng  Com- 
mittee Investigating  Un-American  Activities, 
told  the  House  Un-American  Activities  Com- 
mittee: 

"Senator  TENwrr.  I  know  that  you  are 
contemplating  studying  certain  bills  here 
before  Congress  and  I  believe  tl»t  one  of 
those — although  I  did  not  receive  the  bills 
which  you  told  me  you  were  going  to  send 
because  we  left  too  soon  to  receive  them — 
one  of  those,  I  believe.  Is  a  bill  to  outlaw 
the  Communist  Party.  The  California  leg- 
islature by.  I  think.  1  dissenting  vote  in 
the  senate  and  2  or  3  votes,  possibly  more — 
I  have  forgotten — but  a  few  dlssenrtlng  votes 
In  the  assembly.  In  1939  voted  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party. 

"The  bill  was  written  In  two  seotlons.  the 
first  of  which  outlawed  the  party  by  name 
and  the  second  outlawed  it  by  deflnttlon. 
In  1942  the  Secretary  of  State  of  California 
refused  to  certify  the  Conununlst  Party  to 

the  ballot.  The  Communist  Partf  brought 
a  writ  of  mandamus  and  that  was  demurred 
to  by  the  attorney  general.  The  Supreme 
Court  held  that  the  first  section  waa  un- 
constitutional and  remanded  the  case  to  the 
lower  court  for  hearing  to  determine  whether 
or  not  It  fell  within  the  deflnltloa.  Before 
that  could  be  perfected,  however,  the  Com- 
munist Party  dismissed  Its  action,  and  the 
secretary  of  state  certified  the  party  to  the 
ballot.  We  understand  there  were  some  po- 
litical deals  in  reference  to  that  matter. 
That  Is  exactly  what  happened,  and  there 
has  never  been  a  determination  of  that  par- 
ticular point  before  any  of  oiu"  courts  in 
California. 

"I  think  It  Is  significant  to  pRslnt  out. 
thoueh,  that  the  State  of  California,  through 
Its  elected  representatives  In  1939.  did  at- 
tempt to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party.  Our 
committee  has  recomn\ended  again,  in  thU 
report,  which  went  over  the  desk  on  the  24th 
Of  this  month,  that  we  memorialize  Con- 
gress to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party.  We 
know  and  we  have  heard  a  lot  of  arguments 
in  reference  to  the  advisability  of  such  an 
action.  We  think  most  of  the  argument  is 
specious  in  reference  to  outlawing  the  Com- 
munist Party.  They  say,  'If  you  do  this 
you  merely  drive  them  underground.'  I  sub- 
mit to  you.  gentlemen,  and  I  know  that 
those  of  you  who  have  studied  the  thing  as 
we  have,  realize  that  the  Communist  Party 
is  underground. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Mr.  Nixon.  Now,  you  testified  that  Inso- 
far as  the  bill  which  was  passed  by  the  Cali- 
fornia Legislature  was  concerned,  that  the 
State  supreme  court  held  unconstitutional 
the  provision  which  outlawed  the  Commu- 
nist Party  by  name? 

"Senator  TEN.vtY.  That  Is  right  I  was 
aware,  or  at  least  I  felt  at  the  time  the  bill 
was  drawn,  that  it  wouldn't  hold  up.  I  dldnX 
see  where  we  could  outlaw  a  party  by  name. 
That  is  why  I  added,  after  a  discussion  with 
the  attorneys  In  the  legislative  counsel  bu- 
reau, I  added  the  .second  section  which  out- 
lawed them  by  definition.  It  Is  a  matter 
which    I   thinlc    the    committee    here   should 
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perhaps  have  in  mind,  that  the  language  of 
such  a  statute  must  be  very  carefully  drawn. 

"Mr.  NtxoN.  Tou  mean  by  defining  what 
the  party  attempts  to  accomplish  rather  than 
defining  It  by  name? 

"Senator  Teknkt.  That  is  right.  The  Su- 
preme Court  stated  In  that  case  outlawing 
the  party  by  name  was  a  futile  gesture  be- 
cause It  could  change  Its  name  and  repeal 
the  law.  I  think  there  Is  quite  a  bit  of  legal 
logic  in   that"    (ibid.,  pp    248.  251). 

On  March  26.  1947.  Mrs.  Julius  V.  Tal- 
madge,  president  general.  Daughters  of  the 
American  Revolution,  In  testifying  before 
the  House  Un-American  Activities  Committee 
at  hearings  held  on  two  bills  (H  R.  1884  and 
H  R  2122)  designed  to  outlaw  the  Commu- 
ni.«!t  Party  said: 

"I  have  been  asked  by  your  chairman  to 
express  an  opinion  upon  the  various  bills 
n(.w  pending  before  the  Congress,  which 
strike  at  communism  and  communistic 
activities. 

"I  have  studied  three  bills  and  I  declare 
my  support  of  all  of  them.  Moreover,  it  Is 
my  intention  as  president  general  of  the 
Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution  to 
brin^  these  measures  before  the  members  of 
our  resolutions  committee  at  the  56th  con- 
tinental congress  of  our  national  society. 
Which  will  convene  In  Con.slitutlon  Hall 
In  this  city  on  May  19.  It  Is  my  hope  that 
our  organization  with  over  156.(XX)  members 
will  wholeheartedly  endorse  this  pending 
legislation  and  urge  passage  of  the  various 
bill.<: 

"The  bill  of  Chairman  Thomas,  H.  R. 
2275.  as  I  understand  it.  would  create  a 
Federal  Loyalty  Commlf-slon  to  ferret  out 
disloyal  Government  employees  and  see  to  it 
that  they  are  discharged  from  holding  Gov- 
ernment employment. 

'It  Is  my  Judgment  that  this  legislation 
Is  nece.ssary.  because,  as  we  all  know,  it  Is 
exceedingly  difficult  to  prove  that  a  person  Is 
a  Communist.  Few  indc-ed  will  admit  their 
true  identity.  We  all  know  that  Commu- 
nists work  In  secret.  They  are  quick  to 
deny  their  communistic  affiliations.  It  Is 
to  their  advantage  to  work  under  cover. 
Consequently,  a  commission  set  up  with  the 
power  to  investigate  and  secure  proof 
against  suspected  Comnunlsts  Is  needed  If 
we  are  to  keep  Communists  or  those  with 
communistic  beliefs  frcm  spreading  their 
poison  as  Government  workers. 

"The  bill  of  Representative  Rankin,  of 
Mississippi,  whom  I  know  well,  merits  solid 
DAR  support.  It  Is  H.  R.  1884.  It  Is  time 
to  stop  the  spread  of  communistic  propa- 
ganda through  the  malls.  It  Is  time  to  stop 
the  teaching  of  communistic  doctrines  no 
matter  how  subtle,  in  our  public  schools. 
It  IS  time  to  prevent  eU-ction  of  candidates 
to  Federal  or  State  office  who  are  avowed 
enemies  to  our  form  of  (Jovernment. 

"Likewise,  the  measure  of  Representative 
Eheppard,  of  California.  H.  R  2122.  Is  in  ac- 
cord with  DAR  policies.  This  sweeping 
me.isure  strikes  directly  at  the  Communist 
Party  and  the  communistic  organizations. 
It  also  strikes  at  organizations  engaging  In 
political  activities  which  are  affiliated  with 
foreign  governments  or  with  foreign  political 
parties. 

"I  certainly  believe  legislation  Is  needed  to 
stop  the  subversive  activities  which  are  go- 
ing on  around  us.  Communism  should  be 
outlawed  In  the  United  States,  wholly  and 
entirely"   (ibid.,  p.  289) 

On  March  28.  1947.  C3ov.  Kim  Sigler.  of 
Michigan,  testified  before  the  House  Un- 
American  Activities  Committee  and  urged 
that  Congress  enact  Ic'ilslatlon  to  make  It 
unlawful  for  any  group  to  try  and  deprive 
us  of  that  reepublican  form  of  government 
that  Is  set  forth  specifically  In  the  Consti- 
tution. He  stated  that  in  Michigan  under 
a  1919  statute  making  criminal  syndicalism 
a  felony  Federal  and  Slate  agents  were  able 
to  gather  sufficient  evidence  to  convict  per- 
sons  participating    In   the   national   conven- 


tion Of  tlie  Communist  Party  held  in  Michi- 
gan on  the  aoth  day  of  August  1922.  He 
quoted  extensively  from  the  Michigan  Su- 
preme Coiu-t  decision  In  that  case.  People  v. 
Ruthent>erg  ((1924)  239  Mich.  315).  He 
stated  conviction  of  the  Conununists  was 
possible  in  spite  of  a  plea  that  the  law  was 
unconstitutional: 

"Now.  they  raised  every  conceivable  ques- 
tion. The  same  questions  of  freedom  of 
speech  that  we  hear  so  much  about  today. 
I  know  that  every  member  of  this  commit- 
tee believes,  and  I,  for  one.  believe,  to  the 
bottom  of  my  hea:t.  in  the  principle  of  free 
speech,  but  It  merns  freedom  of  speech  out 
on  the  county  court  steps.  It  means  free- 
dom of  speech  at  the  city  hall.  It  doesnt 
mean  freedom  of  speech  in  a  basement.  Nor 
does  It  mean  freedom  of  speech  out  In  the 
woods,  carrying  on  stealthily  a  design  to 
overthrow  this  Government"  (Ibid.,  pp.  309- 
326). 

On  March  28,  1947,  former  Gov.  George 
Earle,  of  Pennsylvania,  told  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities  that  J. 
Edgar  Hoover  was  the  best  man  to  advise  the 
committee  on  legislation  to  curb  the  Com- 
munists and  also  was  of  the  opinion  that 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  should 
be  more  Independent  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral's office.    He  said: 

"There  Is  not  the  slightest  question  in  my 
mind  that  the  Conxmunists  and  their  fel- 
low travelers  in  this  country  should  be  con- 
sidered as  the  agent  of  a  ruthless  enemv 
bent  upon  our  destruction.  They  certainly 
are  bent  upon  our  destruction"  (Ibid  ,  pp 
327-335). 

On  March  28,  1947,  Representative  Gordon 
L.  McDoNoucH.  Member  of  Congress,  15th 
District.  California,  testified  before  the 
House  Un-American  Activities  Committee 
concerning  his  resolution  iH.  Res  99.  80th 
Cong  )  which  defined  communism.  He  re- 
ferred to  a  United  States  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals   case    In    Illinois    wherein    the   ccurt 

was  unable  to  define  communism.  Repre- 
sentative McDONoocHs  definition  of  com- 
munism Is  (H.  Res.  99)  : 

"Resoh'^d.  That  communism  be  defined 
and  declared  to  be  not  a  political  party,  but 
an  international  conspiracy  and  an  antl- 
Chrlstlan  Ideology  which  advocates  and  prac- 
tices deceit,  confusion,  subver.<=ion,  revolu- 
tion, and  the  subordination  of  man  to  the 
state,  and  which  has  for  its  purpose  and  in- 
tention the  overthrow  of  any  democratic 
form  of  government  by  force  and  violence, 
if  necessary;  and  be  It  further 

"Resolved*.  That  any  person,  either  citizen 
or  alien,  adhering  to  or  expounding  the 
purposes  and  intentions  of  communism 
should  be  exposed  and  revealed  as  an  enemy 
of  the  United  States  and  dealt  with  ac- 
cordingly"   (ibid.,  p    335). 

Representative  McDonough  further  told 
the  committee: 

"I  maintain  that  communism  Is  not  a 
political  party.  It  Is  an  antl-  and  un- 
American  Ideology.  In  my  definition  I  said 
'antl-Chrlstlan"  and  I  would  agree  to  an 
amendment  to  the  resolution  to  read  that 
It  Is  antlrellgious  In  Its  character,  and  not 
confined  alone  to  the  Christian  religion" 
(Ibid.,    p.   338). 

On  July  21.  1947.  Mr,  Walter  Steele,  chair- 
man, national  security  committee  of  the 
American  Coalition  of  Patriotic.  Civic,  and 
Fraternal  Societies,  told  the  House  Un- 
American  Activities  Committee: 

"The  societies  represented  at  this  confer- 
ence have  continued  over  a  period  of  years 
to  request  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  deprive  the  Conununlst  Party,  as  well 
as  any  and  all  other  subversive  movements 
of  its  legal  status.  The  following  resolution 
was  adopted  by  the  American  Coalition  at 
Its  January  1947  convention: 

"  'Whereas  It  Is  demonstrable  that  the  doc- 
trines of  Marxian  socialism,  which  constitute 
the  creed  of  the  Communist  Party,  contem- 


plate the  creation  of  a  dictatorship  by  vio- 
lence If  necessary;  and 

"  'Whereas  dictatorship  under  any  form  or 
under  any  name  is  utterly  repugnant  to  the 
ideals  of  the  American  people:  Be  it 

"  Resolved,  That  the  American  Coalition. 
in  annual  convention  assembled,  urges  Con- 
gress to  take  appropriate  steps  to  deprive  the 
Communist  Party  of  legal  status,  or  any 
party  which  directly  or  Indirectly  suggests 
the  use  of  violence  for  attainment  of  power; 
and  be  It  further 

'•  'Resolved.  That  the  Congress  be  urged  to 
take  appropriate  steps  to  deprive  of  clvU 
rights  any  citizen  who  acts  as  the  agent  of  a 
foreign  power  or  political  party  seeking  the 
overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  ' 

"I  Wish  to  submit  a  copy  of  this  resolution, 
please. 

"Mr.  STRn»LiNG.  It  will  be  received  as  ex- 
hibit  No    2." 

(Exhibit  No.  2  was  received.) 

"Mr.  Steeue.  I  have  carefully  studied  all 
the  resolutions  dealing  with  the  Communist 
menace  that  have  been  presented  to  this 
Congress,  and  any  one  and  all  of  them  can 
be  endorsed,  since  the  Intent  of  each  is  the 
same  H  R.  2122  and  H.  R.  1834.  now  under 
consideration,  had  not  been  Introduced  at 
the  time  of  the  January  convention  of  the 
American  Coalition,  and  they  were  not.  of 
course,  discussed  at  that  time.  However,  I 
feel  that  they  are  in  line  with  the  resolu- 
tion adopted  at  the  convention  and  the 
sentiments  expressed  by  the  delegates  on  the 
subject.  H.  R.  2122  deals  with  the  Com- 
munist Party,  and  it  supports  a  law  which, 
in  effect,  would  at  least  cripple  its  solidarity 
actl%'itles.  H.  R.  1884  deals  with  party  ac- 
tivities and  Its  fronts.  Its  penetration  in  our 
schools,  and  its  propaganda  sent  through  the 
mails. 

"I   wish   to   take   this   opportunity   to  pre- 
sent  to  this  committee  evidence  of   the  all-  " 
inclusive     ramifications    of     the     movement 

these  and  other  resolutions  are  Intended  to 
cither  control  or  to  outlaw  entirely.  These 
ramifications  are  so  extensive  that,  while  the 
two  resolutions  referred  to  above  and  others 
have  been  presented  to  this  Congress  pre- 
viously are  definite  steps  toward  the  elimi- 
nation of  the  menace,  much  broader  legisla- 
tion must  be  passed.  State  legislatures  will 
have  to  pass  much  of  the  legislation  con- 
trolling the  activities  of  subversive  forces. 

"Although  the  Communist  Party  has  al- 
ready been  outlawed  as  such  In  12  States 
which  have  barred  it  from  the  ballot.  It  con- 
tinues to  operate  In  those  States.  It  has 
apparently  found  no  trouble  In  circumvent- 
ing laws  by  nominating  candidates  as  in- 
dependents without  party  label  or  In  forcing 
its  candidates  on  legitimate  party  tickets. 
In  California  where  the  party  Is  barred 
from  the  ballot.  Communists  maintain  their 
second  largest  section.  They  ran  a  Com- 
munist as  an  Independent  in  the  last  State 
election,  and  they  freely  nominate  them  for 
local  oflQce.  Communists  In  Indiana  have 
even  changed  the  emblem  of  the  party. 
originally  the  hammer  and  sickle. 

"The   Chaisman.  May   I   interrupt   there? 

"Then  it  is  your  opinion  that  if  the  Con- 
gress should  approve  one  of  these  bills  and 
enact  It  Into  law.  to  outlaw  the  Commimist 
Party,  that  the  Communist  Party  would  cir- 
cumvent the  law  and  nothing  would  be 
gained? 

"Mr.  Steele.  I  think  that  you  would  set  a 
precedent  for  the  States,  but  under  the  elec- 
tion laws.  I  believe,  you  will  find  that  the 
States  control  the  ballot,  and  for  that  rea- 
son I  don't  think  that  a  law  by  CcHigress  It- 
self would  be  sufficient.  Kach  State  would 
have  to  follow  suit. 

"In  most  States  they  continue  to  nm  their 
own  candidates  in  elections  for  local  posts. 
They  are  now  pushing  for  a  coalition  of 
leftists,  with  the  expectation  of  forming  a 
major  third  party. 
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"Tou  undcratand.  of  ooone.  that  tiie  Cbot'- 
munlst  Party  is  set  up  <m  aMattoBal,  State, 
and  local  organiaatUHua  bada.  TtMrs  la  aa 
overfall  national  cH^anlaatkm.  undar  whidi 
are  district  organizations.  Tbese.  In  turn, 
supenrlae  State  organlzaUons.  Under  them 
come  the  section  organisations  and,  finally, 
the  local  unit  organlzaticm"  (Ibid.,  pp.  6-6, 
of  hearings  of  July  21.  1947). 

On  August  8.  1950,  while  the  81rt  Con- 
gresa  was  considering  the  Subversive  Ac- 
tivities Control  Act  and  the  Internal  Secur- 
ity Act.  President  Truman  sent  a  message 
to  CtmgreM  on  this  legislation,  saying: 

"Legislation  Is  now  pending  before  the 
Congress  which  is  so  broad  and  vague  in  its 
terms  as  to  endanger  the  freedoms  of  speech, 
press,  and  assembly  protected  by  the  first 
amendment.  Some  of  the  proposed  meas- 
xires  would,  in  effect,  impose  severe  penalties 
tor  normal  political  activities  on  the  part  of 
certain  groups,  Including  Communists  and 
Communist  Party-line  followers.  This  kind 
of  legislation  is  unnecessary.  Ineffective,  and 
dangerOiis. 

"It  is  unnecessary  because  groups  such  as 
the  Communisis  cannot  accomplish  their 
evU  purposes  in  thle  country  through  normal 
political  acUvlty.  They  will  be  repudiated 
by  the  people  as  they  have  always  been. 

"It  is  ineffective  because  it  does  not  get 
at  the  real  dangers  from  the  Communists  in 
this  country.  These  dangers  come,  not 
from  normal  political  activity,  but  from 
espionage,  sabotage,  and  the  building  up  of 
an  organization  dedicated  to  the  destruction 
of  our  Government  by  violent  means — 
against  aU  of  which  we  already  have  laws. 

"This  kind  of  proposed  legislation  is  dan- 
gerous because,  in  attempting  to  proscribe 
for  groups  such  aS  the  Communists,  certain 
acUvities  that  are  perfectly  proper  for  every- 
one else,  such  legislation  would  spread  a 
legal  dragnet  sufficiently  broad  to  permit  the 
prosecution  of  people  who  are  entirely  inno- 
cent or  merely  misguided.  Aa  far  as  the  real 
conspirators  against  our  institutions  are  con- 
cerned, such  legislation  would  merely  have 
the  effect  of  driving  them  further  imder- 
ground  and  making  it  more  difficult  to  reach 
them.  Furthermore.  If  such  legislation  were 
held  unconstitutional,  as  it  well  might  be. 
It  would  make  martyrs  out  of  our  worst  ene- 
mies and  create  public  sympathy  for  them. 
"Extreme  proposals  of  this  type  reflect  the 
Widespread  public  concern  about  commu- 
nism which  most  of  our  people  feel  today. 
In  some  communities,  this  concern  has  re- 
sulted in  the  enactment  of  unnecessary  or 
unconstitutional  laws  or  ordinances  designed 
to  suppress  subversive  activity. 

"We  must  not  be  swept  away  by  a  wave  of 
hysteria."  (S.  Kept.  No.  2369,  pt.  2.  81st 
Cong..  2d  sess.,  p.  4.) 

Fourth,  other  information  which  might  be 
considered  pertinent  to  the  introduction  of 
a  measure  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party 
In  the  United  States. 

Although  no  attempt  has  been  made  in 
this  memorandima  to  give  an  opinion  on 
the  constitutionality  of  an  act  of  Congress 
to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party,  some  ref- 
erence to  that  issue  has  been  made.  It  would 
seem  appropriate  therefore  to  call  your  at- 
tentlOT  to  the  fact  that  the  Subcommittee  on 
Legislation  of  the  House  Commltte  on  Un- 
American  Activities  during  the  aoth  Con- 
gress reported  that  barring  the  Communist 
Party  from  the  baUot  by  Act  of  Congress 
would  be  unconstitutional: 

"Several  bills  before  the  committee  attempt 
to  apiM-oach  the  problem  by  outlawing  the 
Commiinlst  movement  as  a  political  party. 
The  subcommittee  has  found  it  necessary  to 
reject  this  approach  on  several  grounds. 
Barring  the  Communist  Party  from  the  ballot 
by  Federal  law  would  in^  the  opinion  of  the 
subcommittee,  be  unconstitutional,  in  that 
the  States  have  the  power  to  declare  what 
parties  and  individuals  may  qualify  for  ap- 
pearance on  the  election  ballots.    This  opin- 


ion was  shared  by  a  majority  of  the  witnesses 
befcr*  the  subcommittee. 

"The  subcommittee  also  finds  it  advisable 
not  to  repcvt  the  McDonough  bUl.  The  com- 
mittee, however,  beUeves  that  that  portion 
of  the  McDonough  bill  which  seeks  to  de- 
fine communism  presents  a  salutary  recom- 
mendation, and  the  bill  which  the  committee 
Is  recomtnendlng  contains  such  a  deflnltlon."' 
(U.  S.  Congress,  House  Committee  cii  Un- 
American  Activities;  report  of  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Legislation.  Apr.  10,  1948  (com- 
mittee print).  80th  Cong.  2d  sess.,  p.  4.) 

Also  during  the  81st  Congress,  the  H-j-e 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities  In  re- 
porting H.  R.  9490  (the  Internal  Security  Act 
of  1960)  on  August  22.  1950,  said: 

"The  committee  gave  serious  consideration 
to  the  many  well-intentioned  pnoposals 
which  were  before  it  which  attempted  to  meet 
the  problem  of  outlawing  the  Comanunlst 
Party.  Proponents  of  this  approach  differed 
as  to  what  they  desired.  Some  wanted  to 
bar  the  Communist  Party  from  the  ballot  in 
elections.  Others  would  have  made  n»ember- 
shlp  in  the  Communist  Party  illegal  per  se. 

"The  committee  believes  that  there  are 
sevaral  compelling  arguments  against  the 
outlawing  approach.  There  are  grave  constl- 
tional  questions  involved  In  attempting  to 
interfere  with  the  rights  of  the  States  to 
declare  what  parties  and  individuals  may 
qualify  for  appearance  on  the  ballot.  To 
make  membership  in  a  specifically  designated 
existing  organization  Illegal  per  se  would 
run  the  risk  of  being  held  unconstlitiiional 
on  the  ground  that  such  an  action  was  leg- 
islative flat. 

"This  legislation  does  not  constitutt  a  flat. 
The  Communist  organization  of  the  United 
States  Is  not  made  guilty  of  any  ofTanse  by 
reason  of  the  enactment  of  the  provisions  of 
this  act.  If,  however,  the  Communist  or- 
ganization of  the  United  States  or  any  other 
organization  now  In  existence  or  to  be  termed 
operates  In  such  a  way  that  it  comes  within 
the  definitions  and  performs  activities  which 
aro  proscribed  under  the  act  then  the  legis- 
lation will  apply  to  it.  If  such  organization 
cl^anges  Its  characteristics,  then  the  objec- 
tives sought  by  the  committee  will  hate  been 
accomplished."  (H.  Rept.  2980,  81st  Cong., 
ad  sess.) 


Selected  Excerpts  Relative  to  OinXAWiNc 
THE  Communist  Party— Pro  and  Con 
Statements 

AFFIRMATIVE 

Harold  E.  Stassen,  former  Governor  of 
Minnesota  .> 

"In  facing  up  to  the  problem,  we  must 
maintain  complete  constitutional  rights  and 
liberties  in  America.  The  right  of  free 
speech,  of  free  press,  of  freedom  of  con- 
science, and  freedom  of  religion  must  be 
kept  Inviolate.  It  must  always  be  open  to 
any  Individual  In  this  country  to  iwote.st, 
to  object,  to  dissent.  But  there  is  no  con- 
stitutional right  to  carry  on  organlaations 
above  ground  or  below  ground  directed  by 
the  rulers  of  the  foreign  power  with  the 
purpose  of  overthrowing  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  and  taking  away  the  lib- 
erties of  Its  people. 

"I.  therefore,  have  urged  for  some  months 
that  we  need  a  new  law  to  directly  outlaw 
these  Communist  organizations.  •  •  •  It 
should  directly  make  it  Illegal  after  its  pass- 
age to  carry  on  any  organization,  either 
above  ground  or  below  ground,  which  is  di- 
rected by  the  rulers  of  a  foreign  power  for 
the  purpose  of  overthrowing  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  destroyli^  the 
liberties  of  Its  people,  and  bringing  this 
country  under  the  domination  of  the  rulers 

>  Taken  from  Vital  Speeches  of  the  Day 
New  York.  June  1.  1948,  pp.  482-489.  (De- 
bate over  radio  from  Portland,  Orec  .  Mav 
17.  1948.)  ' 
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of  a  foreign  power.  Such  a  law  would  not 
outlaw  Ideas,  it  would  not  outlaw  thoughts, 
it  would  make  illegal  organized  conspiracy 
of  fifth  columns.  Such  a  law  is  constitu- 
tional under  article  4,  section  4,  of  the  United 
States  Constitution.   •    •    • 

"The  rejKjrt  of  the  committee  that  Inveptl- 
gated  the  Communist  activities  spedflcally 
found  that  the  Communist  organization  was 
an  organization  whose  basic  aim,  whether 
open  or  concealed,  is  the  abolition  of  our 
present  economic  system  and  democratic 
form  of  government  and  the  establishment 
of  a  Soviet  dictatorship  in  Its  place.  •   •   • 

■I  further  btlieve  that  (outlawing  the 
CommunlEt  Party)  •  •  •  will  b«  a  prece- 
dent for  similar  action  by  the  other  free 
countries  of  the  world  and  that  effective 
means  will  he  developed  to  safeguard  against 
the  fifth-column  infiltration  of  the  Com- 
munists.  •    •    • 

"Consider  these  facts:  There  are  now  11 
countries  of  the  world  under  the  domination 
of  the  Communist  leaders  In  Moseow.  They 
are  Russia.  Pniaiid,  Czechoelavakla.  Hungary^ 
Yugoslavia.  Rumania.  Bulgaria,  Albania", 
Estonia.  Latvia,  and  Lithuania.  In  none  of 
these  11  did  the  Communists  eter  receive 
majority  support  of  the  people  In  a  free 
election.  The  last  three  were  talten  over  by 
force  during  the  war  and  held  ever  since.  In 
every  one  of  the  remaining  eight,  the  Com- 
munists used  the  lcg:il  recognition  of  Com- 
munlrt  organizations  as  an  underground 
nerve  center  and  recruiting  station  for  their 
underground  movements,  until  they  had 
seized  p<jwer  and  brought  the  nation  under 
the  dictation  of  the  Communist  Politburo. 
■Russia  was  the  first  Communist-dom- 
inated nation.  It  came  under  this  dictator- 
ship through  a  combination  of  two  main 
reasons  First,  ihe  bad  government  of  the 
C7ar  Second,  the  organization  developed  by 
the  legalized  Bolshevik  Party,  which  formed 
throughout  Ru.ssla  and  elected  sit  members 
to  the  Russian  Parliament  in  the  last  elec- 
tion held  in  that  country  before  the  Com- 
munists came  to  p>ower. 

"TTiere  .seems  to  have  been  some  mistaken 
Idea  that  the  Communists  were  oytlawed  In 
Russia.  This  l.s  not  correct.  The  Bolshevik 
Party  was  active  in  Russia  right  Up  to  the 
first  war  with  Germany.  The  CommunUts 
carried  on  a  nationwide  election  campaign 
in  Russia  In  1912  and  elected  six  members 
to  the  Parliament  or  Duma. 

"They  used  this  means  of  developing  their 
revolutionary  organization,  and  When  they 
were  caught  in  the  attempted  revolution 
and  in  various  sabotage,  in  train  wrecllng 
and  bombings,  they  were  severely  punished, 
but  they  were  not  outlawed  as  an  organiza- 
tion. When  this  present  Communist  Party 
did  come  into  power  in  Russia,  they  prompt- 
ly wiped  c-jt  all  other  political  parties  and 
tool:  the  whole  peoples  under  a  firno  and  dic- 
tatorial grip.  In  each  of  the  other  coun- 
tries— Poland.  Hungary,  Yugoslavia,  Ru- 
mania, Bulgaria.  Albania,  and  finally 
Czechoslovaki.i— the  Communists  used  the 
blessing  of  legality  as  an  aid  to  organizing 
an  underground  movement,  and  finally  be- 
trayed the  liberties  of  the  people  and 
brought  them  under  the  domination  of  the 
Kremlin   in  Moscow.   •   •    • 

"Another  mistaken  impression  is  the  claim 
that  If  we  outlaw  the  Communist  organiza- 
tion, we  thereby  endanger  the  liberties  and 
civil  rights  of  other  people.  This  Is  not  true. 
In  Canada  the  party  was  outlawed  for  years 
and  the  people  lost  none  of  their  liberties. 
In  fact,  the  Communists  were  permitted  to 
operate  legally  ag.iin  under  the  name  of  the 
Labor  Progressive  Party  In  1943,  and  soon 
afterwards,  in  less  than  3  years.  It  was  found 
that  the  Communists  were  working  directly 
with  the  Ru.ssian  Embassy  at  Ottawa  in  a 
spy   ring.    •    •    • 

"I  submit  that  the  Communist  organiza- 
tion in  America  and  in  the  freedom-loving 
countries  of  the  world  should  be  outlawed  " 
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Congressman  Frank  B.  Keefe,  of  Wiscon- 
sin :  ' 

"Despite  the  efforts  of  an  International 
gang  of  conspirators  to  shield  their  treason- 
able activities  under  Uie  sham  of  political 
action  and  under  the  fraudulent  guise  of 
c.illing  themselves  a  political  party,  the  so- 
cciUed  Communist  Party  cannot  be  desig- 
nated as  anything  more  than  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy. 

"No  one  In  his  right  mind  will  deny  that 
this  political  conspiracy,  worldwide  In 
scope,  has  for  its  ob  ective  the  overthrow 
and  destruction  not  only  of  our  constitu- 
tional system  of  government  but  of  free 
governments  everywhere  in  the  world. 

"The  American  people  are  unalterably  com- 
mitted to  a  program  of  protecting  and  de- 
ler.ding  our  free  institutions.  It  Is  unthlnk- 
jible  that  we  should  continue  to  permit  this 
Mnsrow-domlnated  conspiracy  to  rise  to  the 
dlijnlty  of  a  political  j)arty  entitling  it  to  a 
p!".ce  on  an  American  ballot. 

"The  proposal  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party,  which  has  already  been  adopted  by 
\2  States  of  this  Union,  in  no  way  abridges 
freedom  of  speech,  frtedom  of  the  press,  or 
freedom  of  assembly.  While  our  Constitu- 
tion guarantees  certain  Inalienable  rights  to 
citizens  who  seek  peacefully  to  accomplish 
orderly  changes  In  our  social,  economic,  or 
political  system.  It  Is  not  Intended  to  be  used 
as  a  cloak  and  a  mask  for  the  protection  of 
a  treasonable  group  wrjose  avowed  objective 
is  the  overthrow  of  free  governments  through 
practices  of  deceit,  trickery,  violence,  and 
lorce." 

Edward  Arthur  Hayej;,  national  commander 
of  the  American  Legion:  • 

"I  believe  the  Communist  Party  should  be 
outlawed  In  the  United  States.  It  U  the 
servant  of  a  foreign  power.  It  accepts  the 
doctrines  of  dlctatonihlp  as  practiced  in 
Russia.  Any  80-calle<l  party  which  places 
the  Interests  of  a  fore:gn  power  above  those 
of  our  own  country,  whether  Communist. 
Fascist,  or  Nazi,  should  be  outlawed  In  the 
United   States.    •    •    • 

"Western  civilization  faces  the  greatest 
crl.sis  of  iu  history.  Cjmmunlsm,  its  enemy, 
is  no  longer  a  mere  conspiracy.  It  is  a  world 
power,  with  an  Immense  material  base.  Its 
aim  is  the  moral  and  military  defeat  of  the 
United  States. 

"In  Its  essence,  communism  conducts 
ruthless  war  against  our  capitalist  society. 
The  belief  that  we  ca  i  work  out  a  compro- 
mise and  live  peaceftUly  side  by  side  with 
communism  Is  the  most  dangerous  delusion 
of  our  age.  We  must  alther  resist  or  capitu- 
late.  •   •   • 

"Before  we  entered  the  last  war  the  Com- 
munists were  allied  with  Hitler.  At  that 
time  we  saw  ComnmnlsU  marching  on 
Washington,  protesting  against  selective 
service,  shouting  -The  Yanks  are  not  com- 
ing.' 

"They  picketed  the  White  House  until  the 
day  before  the  Nazis  marched  into  Russia. 
After  that,  within  a  month,  they  changed 
the  name  of  the  Amorlcan  Peace  Mobiliza- 
tion, whoee  members  had  done  the  picketing 
before  the  White  House,  and  thereafter  they 
called  it  the  American  People's  Mobilization, 
and  started  their  chant  for  the  second  front. 

'■It  is  crystal-clear  that  the  Communists  In 
this  country  followed  the  party  line,  dictated 
from  Russia,  from  19:?9  to  1941,  and  as  soon 
as  the  fate  of  the  AxIf  was  assured  the  Soviet 
Union  commenced  an  all-out  diplomatic,  eco- 
nomic, and  ideological  attack  upon  the 
United  States. 

"One  of  the  Instruments  of  that  attack  Is 
the  American  Commtjnlst  Party.  That  party 
supports  the  foreign    policy   of  the   Soviet 

'Prom  the  Americ.in  Forum  of  the  Air. 
Washington.  D.  C,  December  16.  1947. 

'Prom  Town  Meeting.  New  York,  AprU  3. 
1947. 
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Union  In  the  International  Communist  war 
against  American  society. 
"What  can  we  do  about  it? 
"We  can  start  an  all-out  diplomatic,  eco- 
nomic, and  political  counteroffenslve.  The 
first  step  should  be  legal  action — outlawing 
the  Communist  Party.  By  this  I  mean  a 
Federal  law  forbidding  under  penalties 
membership  In  any  political  party  which  is 
the  Instrumentality  of  a  foreign  pwwer. 

•But,  It  will  be  said,  that  outlawing  the 
Communist  Party  will  drive  It  ui.derground. 
Well,  the  answer  to  this  is  that  nine-tenths 
of  It  Is  already  underground.  The  part  that 
Is  above  ground  today  Is  the  administrative 
and  organizational  nerve  center  of  the  party. 

"I  would  deprive  the  party  of  legal  exist- 
ence because  to  do  so  would  complicate  their 
attempts  to  coordinate  their  various  under- 
ground activities.  It  would  confuse  their 
followers  and  strike  down  their  various  or- 
gans of  propaganda.  Thus  I  would  carry  the 
offensive  to  the  enemy.  In  warfare,  the  most 
effective  tactics  are  offensive  tactics. 

"Finally,  outlawing  the  party  will  forever 
destroy  Its  false  appearance  of  respectability 
as  a  political  party  operating  within  the  con- 
stitutional limitations.  No  one  wants  to 
suppress  liberal  thought.  The  test  of  Illegal- 
ity here  Is  not  advocacy  of  socialistic  revo- 
lution. •    •    • 

"The  party  should  be  outlawed  because  It 
serves  here  as  the  fifth  column  of  the  Soviet 
Union.  Citizens  of  this  great  Republic  who 
are  Communists,  seeking  to  destroy  our  coun- 
try In  the  interests  of  the  Soviet  Union,  are 
not  worthy  of  the  name  "American."  Aliens 
who  are  Communists  should  be  shown  the 
door  Immediately." 

Senator  Joskph  R.  McCartht,  of  Wiscon- 
sin: » 

"I  realize  full  well  that  merely  outlawing 
the  Communist  Party  and  wiping  the  name 
'Communist"  from  the  ballot  is  but  one  of 
the  many  actions  to  be  taken.  •   •  • 

"The  Department  of  Justice  shotUd  rule 
that  the  Communist  Party  Is  an  agency  of  a 
foreign  power  and  subject  to  the  Voorhis  Act 
and  the  Logan  Act  which  laws  concern  them- 
selves with  conspiracy  against  the  Nation 
and  action  on  the  part  of  foreign  agents. 

"The  FBI  should  be  empowered  and  di- 
rected to  publish  the  names  of  all  the  Com- 
munist-front organizations  such  as  Youth 
for  Democracy,  Progressive  Citizens  of  Amer- 
ica, and  on  down  the  line. 

"All  Communist  aliens  should  be  forced  to 
leave  the  country. 

"Communists  being  the  agents  of  foreign 
powers  should  be  barred  from  representing 
cUenU  or,.gcmips  before  labor  and  other 
boards.w^-''^        N^ 

"Communists^  and  members  of  Commu- 
nist-front organizations  should  be  required 
to  register  with  a  Federal  agency  and  be 
fingerprinted. 

"In  short,  we  must  shift  from  a  negative 
policy  to  a  positive  policy." 

Col.  John  Thomas  Taylor,  director  of  the 
national  legislative  committee  of  the  Amer- 
ican   Legion :  * 

"I  advocate  the  enactment  of  legislation 
embracing  a  seven-point  domestic  security 
plan  designed  to: 

"1.  Outlaw  the  Communist  Party  In  the 
United  States. 

"2.  Ban  the  use  of  malls  to  Communist 
pubUcations. 

"3.  Provide  universal  fingerprinting  and 
identification. 

"4.  Continue  the  registration  of  all  aliens 
and  authorize  a  check  of  their  activities. 

"5.  Deport  all  aliens  advocating  overthrow 
of  the  Government  by  force. 

"6.  Deny  admission  to  the  United  States  of 
nationals  from  any  country  refusing  to  re- 

» From  Town  Meeting.  New  York.  April  3, 
1947. 

'  The  Sign,  national  Catholic  magazine. 
May  1947.  pp.  25-27. 


celve  those  aliens  ordered  deported  from  the 
United  States. 

"7.  Discontinue  Federal  aid  to  Institutions 
of  learning  which  refuse  to  purge  their 
faculties  of  Commiuiists  and  fellow  travelers. 

"Communists  In  the  United  States,  ex- 
clusive of  sympathizers  and  fellow  travelers, 
number  at  least  100.000.  Here  are  cadres  for 
10  foreign  divisions  already  on  American 
soil.  To  them  this  country  Is  but  a  theater 
of  operations  with  the  Union  of  Soviet 
Socialist  Republics,  their  motherland.  They 
are  agents  of  a  foreign  power:  their  al- 
legiance is  to  a  country  other  than  Amer- 
ica. •  •  • 

"Steps  should  be  taken  Immediately  to 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party  In  the  United 
States  through  the  enactment  of  legislation. 
Unless  this  is  done,  America  will  again  be 
living  in  a  fool's  paradise,  the  awakening 
from  which  will  again  cost  millions  of  Ameri- 
can lives  and  again  cost  billions  of  American 
dollars.  If  ever  Invasion  comes  to  our 
shores,  our  cherished  llttertles  will  tie  Its 
first  victim.  The  rights  of  free  speech,  free 
press,  public  assembly,  and  freedom  of 
worship  as  conscience  dictates,  will  disap- 
pear under  an  enemy  invader's  hobnailed 
force,  and  the  same  thing  will  happen  here 
as  happened  overseas  In  World  War  H.  In- 
dustries, homes,  and  churches  will  be 
battered  into  heaps  of  dust  and  rubble,  and 
ministers  of  the  gospel  and  teachers  of 
religion  will  be  tortvired  and  slain,  for  reli- 
gion, which  Is  the  mainstay  of  a  free  democ- 
racy. Is  anathema  to  those  who  would  destroy 
It  as  a  primary  step  toward  conquest." 

Raymond  Moley,  author  of  column  en- 
titled "Perspective":' 

"Much  of  what  needs  to  be  done  lies  with- 
in the  province  of  Congress.  But  under  the 
Const  It  Mt  Ion  there  should  be  supplementary 
action  by  the  States  mainly  concerned. 
Abundant  evidence  is  In  the  record.  Legis- 
lation is  now  In  order.  Mere  expoetire  ts  not 
enough.  Continuous  expoevire  and  intermin- 
able publicity  beget  hysteria,  and  hysteria 
leads  to  persecution,  injustice,  and  jnlvata 
vengeance.  When  specific  definition  and 
clear  law  are  lacking.  Judge  Lynch-law 
mounts  his  sinister  bench.  If  everybody  can 
make  his  own  definition  of  communism  al- 
most everybody  will  use  the  term  to  define 
anything  he  does  not  like. 

"What  do  we  want  to  do  about  commu- 
nism? P^rst,  we  want  no  legallaed  party, 
organization,  or  activity  which  advocates  the 
overthrow  of  our  Institutions,  now  or  at 
any  other  time,  by  sabotage,  calculated  de- 
celt,  or  any  form  of  violence.  Second,  we 
want  no  political  party  which  is  directed  or 
materially  supported  by  a  foreign  govern- 
ment or  by  any  agency  of  a  foreign  govern- 
ment. Let  us  use  either  or  both  of  these 
criteria  In  defining  Illegal  or  criminal  activ- 
ity. Organizations  or  parties  which  fall  with- 
in this  definition  should  be  outlawed. 

"Besides,  persons  who  subscribe  to  the 
views  expressed  above  and  are  subject  to 
foreign  direction  should  be  excluded  from 
office  or  membership  In  organizations  oper- 
ating under  the  law.  For  example,  lalxir 
unions  should  be  required  to  purge  them- 
selves of  Communists  or  be  subject  to  puni- 
tive proceedings  under  the  law.  It  goes 
without  saying  that  no  Communist  stiotild 
hold   public  office   or  position. 

"There  are  those  who  object  to  outlawing 
the  Communist  Party  because,  they  say.  we 
would  merely  drive  It  underground.  But  the 
Communist  Party  Is  In  part  underground 
now.  Its  widespread  connections  are  hid- 
den, and  Its  public  professions  are  false.  To 
give  It  legal  status  does  not  make  it  honest." 
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*  Outlaw    American     Communism,    News- 
week. April  14,  1947,  p.  108. 
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George  A.  BUuser  (article  liuerted  In  the 
CoNCKKsaioMAi^  RxcxiKo  by  Congreasman  Wn.- 
UAM  C.  CouE  of  Missouri) :  * 

"Tbe  Communist  Party  should  be  outlawed 
and  Its  activities  systematically  suppressed, 
since  it  Is  committed  to  the  criminal  pur- 
pose of  the  destruction  of  American  con- 
stitutional government  by  force  and  vio- 
lence. •  •  • 

"In  the  first  place,  some  have  asked  the 
question:  Would  this  not  be  a  violation  ot 
the  fundamental  right  of  people  in  America 
to  <ygiinlge  and  function  through  a  political 
party?  The  ans-wer  is.  "No."  The  Commu- 
nist Party  is  not  a  legitimate  political  or- 
ganisation— any  more  than  a  group  of  doc- 
tors operating  an  Illegal  narcotics  ring  would 
constitute  a  legitimate  medical  enterprise. 

"By  its  own  declaration  of  aims  and  pur- 
poses, the  Communist  Party  is  engaged  in  a 
criminal  conspiracy  and  operation:  the  ad- 
vocacy and  projected  overthrow  of  the  Amer- 
ican Government  by  force  and  violence.  The 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  has 
abundantly  demonstrated  that  this  is  the 
true  objective  of  the  Communist  Party  as 
has  the  National  Republic  and  as  have 
varioiis  congressional  committees. 

"The  policy  of  the  (Jommunist  Party  Is 
simply  this:  even  though  It  loses  at  the  bal- 
lot box,  it  proposes  "when  the  time  is  ripe" 
to  unlawfully  seize  control  of  the  Govern- 
ment by  armed  Insurrection.  For  the  pro- 
tection of  "ballot-box  government" — the  rule 
of  the  majority — any  political  organization 
committed  to  the  vise  of  bullets  Instead 
of  ballots  should  and  must  be  outlawed  and 
rigorously  suppressed.  Just  as  gangsterism 
Is  outlawed  and  suppressed. 

"By  committing  Itself  to  the  criminal  pur- 
pose of  bloody  revolution,  the  Communist 
Party  has  made  Itself  an  outlaw  organiza- 
tion. By  serving  as  an  arm  of  a  foreign 
enemy  it  is  also  an  outlaw  force.  The  only 
question  for  the  American  people  to  decide, 
through  their  elected  representatives,  is  this : 
Shall  we  regard  the  Communist  Party  as  a 
criminal  organization?  Shall  we  deal  with 
it — as  we  would  with  any  other  criminal 
organization  and  foreign  espionage  organi- 
zation bent  upon  attaining  its  end  by  blood- 
shed and  violence?  Or  shall  we  permit  the 
masquerade  to  continue — whereby  at  election 
time  the  Reds  pose  as  representing  a  legiti- 
mate political  party? 

"The  argvunent  has  been  advanced  that 
the  outlawing  of  the  Communist  Party 
would  drive  the  organization  underground. 
Outlawing  the  dope  traffic,  gambling,  and 
bank  robliery  probably  drives  these  criminal 
gangs  underground  also.  Is  it  not  better 
to  force  the  criminal  Communist  conspira- 
tors underground  than  to  permit  them  to 
operate  in  the  legitimate  political  arena, 
masquerading  as  an  American  political  or- 
ganization? Furthermore,  the  Reds  are  al- 
ready bxisUy  working  underground. 

"The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  Com- 
munist Party  always  maintains  an  under- 
ground organization,  even  when  it  is  per- 
mitted to  pose  as  a  respectable  organiza- 
tion. As  the  American  wing  of  the  Red 
International,  the  Communist  Party  has  al- 
ways beta  directed  by  underground  connec- 
tions ftova  Moscow.  Communist  Party 
literature  directs  its  members  to  maintain 
the  vitality  and  integrity  of  their  under- 
ground organization.  •   •   • 

"The  argument  has  been  offered  that  out- 
lawing the  Communist  Party  would  really 
help  the  organization — by  making  martyrs 
of  Reds  and  by  forcing  them  underground. 
This  claim  is  completely  upset  by  the  atti- 
tude of  the  Reds  themselves.  If  it  would 
help  them  to  be  outlawed,  they  certainly 
would  not  be  lighting  with  all  their  re- 
sources against   this  proposal.    They  know 

'  It  Should  Be  Outlawed,  Congressionai. 
Record,  daily  edition,  December  15,  1947. 
pp.  5071-5072. 


that  If  they  are  made  illegal  they  ean  be 
seized  without  awaiting  their  violation  of 
some  other  law  and  they  know  that  if  driven 
underground  they  cannot  reach  the  masses 
and  their  "fronts"  wUl  be  shattered. 

"The  simple  fact  is  that  the  Reds  In  Amer- 
ica fear  nothing  more  than  the  outlawing 
Of  their  party.  When  Congress  was  consid- 
ering this  legislation,  the  Commulst  Party 
piuchased  full-page  advertisements  la  lead- 
ing newspapers  to  carry  on  bitter  protests 
against  such  action  aimed  at  their  organi- 
zation. The  Reds  well  know  that  to  t>e  de- 
prived of  legal  status  would  deprive  them  of 
prestige,  cripple  their  propaganda  machine. 
and  seriously  Interfere  with  their  whole  pro- 
gram for  deceiving  and  misleading  their  mil- 
lions of  fellow  travelers  throughout  the 
Nation. 

"It  has  been  suggested  that,  by  permitting 
the  Communist  Party  to  operate  In  the  open, 
we  can  keep  a  closer  eye  on  it  and  know  what 
It  is  up  to.  But  this  Is  fallacious  reasoning. 
The  real  plans  of  the  Reds  are  always  kept 
as  closely  guarded  secrets  in  the  inner  coun- 
cil of  the  underground  conspirators  and  their 
membership  lists  and  financial  records  are 
always  hidden.  In  its  electioneering.  In  its 
above-ground  political  activity,  the  Com- 
munist Party  spreads  only  propaganda  in- 
tended to  deceive  and  agitate  the  people  for 
the  purpose  of  creating  class  and  racial 
hatred  and  to  undermine  our  Government. 
In  the  legitimate  political  arena,  the  Reds 
always  pose  as  champions  of  the  worker, 
friends  of  civil  liberty,  and  advocates  of 
higher  wages,  larger  old-age  pensions,  and 
racial  freedom.  In  reality,  the  Comihunlst 
Party  plans  a  world-wide  dictatorship  under 
which  all  peoples  will  be  pauperized,  all 
liberty  will  be  destroyed,  all  workers  Will  be 
made  slaves  of  the  Soviet  state,  all  elderly 
people  will  be  turned  out  to  starve. 

"In  outlawing  the  Communist  Partv.  we 
would  simply  be  denying  it  a  propaganda 
forum  through  which  it  could  continue  to 
deceive  multitudes  of  our  people.  Through 
false  and  deceptive  propaganda,  the  Reds 
have  been  able  to  recruit  millions  of  pinkish 
liberals  and  fellow  travelers  to  the  banner 
of  sovletlsm.   •   •   • 

"E^ery  true  lover  of  free  speech  will  favor 
the  suppression  of  all  groups  Intent  upon 
destroying  free  speech  under  Red  dictator- 
ship. Every  believer  in  government  toy  the 
ballot  box  will  be  vigilant  to  suppress  move- 
ments which  would  substitute  bullets  lor 
ballots. 

"It  would  be  dumb  stupidity  to  permit 
the  sworn  enemies  of  free  speech  to  use  it 
for  the  destruction  of  free  speech  It  would 
be  absurd  to  permit  the  enemies  of  free 
government  to  use  the  institutions  ot  free 
government  for   Its   own   destruction,   •    •    • 

"So  long  as  the  Communist  Party  is  per- 
mitted to  function  as  a  legal  organlaatlon. 
its  agents  will  be  enabled  to  work  ae  ter- 
mites, undermining  the  very  temple  of  Amer- 
ican free  institutions." 

Omar  B.  Ketchum,  national  legislative  di- 
rector for  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  (as 
reported  by  C.  P.  Trussell  In  the  New  York 
Times)  :  • 

"The  Communist  Party  in  the  United 
States  •  •  *  represents  a  conspiracy  to  over- 
throw, by  force  and  violence,  our  Govern- 
ment •  •  •  the  lawyer's  rejoinder  Is  that 
an  overt  act  is  an  essential  element  to  con- 
spiracy. An  overt  act  may  be  committed 
by  a  word,  by  the  teaching  and  spread  of  a 
criminal  doctrine,  by  a  Joining  of  hands  in 
a  common  efifort  to  propagate  a  doctrine  or 
terror.  Surely  that  fits  the  pattern  of  op- 
eration of  the  Communist  Party.   •    •    • 

"It  Is  contended  that  the  Congress  la  out- 
lawing the  Communist  Party  would  be  mak- 
ing a  'finding  of  fact"  that  membership  in 
the    party    was    membership    In    a    criminal 

•Outlawing    of    Reds    Is    Urged    by    VFW 
New  York  Times,  March  23,  1950,  p.  H. 


conspiracy.  Our  only  answer  U  that  it's 
about  time.  Eastern  Europe  and  China  have 
learned  the  bitter  lesson  of  trying  to  ration- 
alize their  acquiescence  of  communism  as 
the  mere  acceptance  of  agrarian  or  social 
reform." 

NEGATTVE 

Thomas  E.  Dewey,  Governor  of  New  York:  >• 
"My  interest  is  in  preserving  this  country 

from  being  destroyed  by  the  development  of 
an  underground  organization  which  would 
grow  so  closely  in  strength,  were  it  outlawed, 
that  it  mi(?ht  e.islly  destroy  our  country  and 
cau.'=e  us  to  draft  all  of  the  youog  men  in 
the  Nation.   •    •    • 

"I  believe  in  keeping  the  Communist  Party 
everlastingly  out  in  the  open  so  we  can  de- 
feat it  and  all  it  stands  for.   •    •    • 

"The  Czars  o:'  Russia  were  the  fli-st  people 
in  the  world  to  follow  (the)  •  •  •  idea  of 
outlawing  the  Communist  Party.  They 
whipped  them  and  they  drove  them  to  Si- 
beria, they  shot  them,  and  they  outlawed 
them.  In  the  year  1917  Lenin  and  Trotsky 
were  exiled.  What  was  the  result?  This  out- 
lawing gave  them  such  colossal  following, 
such  enormous  p<^)pularl(y,  such  great  loy- 
alty on  the  part  of  the  people,  that  they  were 
able  to  seize  cnilrol  of  ail  Russlft  with  its 
180  million  people,  and  the  first  nation  to 
outlaw  Communists  became  the  first  Com- 
miinl.st  nation. 

"That  is  what  '  do  not  want  to  happen  to 
the  United  Sta-.es  of  America.  For  25  years 
Mu.ssoUnl  outlawed  communism,  and  they 
grew  and  flf)uri.«;hed  underground  despite 
their  punishment  and  their  killing,  and  their 
shfKjting  As  a  result.  4  weeks  ago  the  Com- 
munists and  their  allies  polled  more  than 
30  percent  of  the  vote  in  the  recant  Italian 
election. 

•In  all  of  Nazi  Europe  the  Communist  were 
underground  and  they  emerged  at  the  end 
of  r^e  war  so  strong  that  they  were  so  pop- 
ular the  French  Maquis  and  others  almost 
seized  power  u\  the  governments  of  Europe 
at  the  end  of  this  war  because  of  the  enor- 
mous strength  that  came  to  them  from  the 
underground. 

And  Czechoslovakia  is  another  example. 
•  •  •  For  7  years  in  Czechoslo\'akla  the 
Communists  were  forced  underground  by 
the  Nazi  tyranny,  and  In  those  7  years  they 
developed  such  enormous  strength  that  they 
were  able  shor.ly  after  the  liberalization  of 
Czechoslovakia  which  we  could  have  done, 
but  our  troops  xere  pulled  back  and  the  Rus- 
sian troops  were  allowed  to  go  into  Prague, 
thpy  were  able,  before  long,  to  take  over 
the  whole  nation  because  they  had  flourished 
in   the  dark,  underground. 

"Hnre  is  an  i.ssue  of  the  highest  moral 
principle  In  the  present  issue  the  people 
in  this  country  are  being  asked  to  outlaw 
communism.  That  means  this:  Shall  we  in 
America.  In  order  to  defeat  the  totalitarian 
system  which  we  detest,  voluntarily  adopt 
the  method  of  that  system?   •    •    • 

•'I  am  against  it  because  it  is  a  violation  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  and 
of  the  BUI  of  Rights,  and  clearly  to.  I  am 
against  It  because  it  i5  immoral  and  nothing 
but  totalitarianism  itself.  I  am  against  It 
because  I  know  from  a  great  majiy  years- 
experience  in  the  enforcement  of  the  law 
that  the  proposal  wouldn't  work,  and  instead 
it  would  rapidly  advance  the  cause  of  com- 
munism In  the  United  States  and  all  over 
the  world.   •    •    • 

"To  outlaw  the  Communist  Party  would  be 
recognized  every  place  on  earth  as  a  sur- 
render of  the  great  United  States  to  the 
methods  of  totalitarianism.  Stripped  to  its 
naked  essentials,  this  is  nothing  but  the 
method  of  Hitler  and  Stalin.     It  Is  the  con- 
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trol  borrowed  from  the  Japanese  war  leader- 
ship. It  is  an  attempt  to  beat  down  ideas 
with  a  club,  the  surrender  of  everything  w» 
believe  in.  •  •  • 

"In  Canada  they  tried  [outlawing]  it  once 
and  the  Communist  P;u^  grew  so  powerful 
and  dangerous  that  thuy  repealed  the  law  In 
1936.  and  in  1940  they  tried  it  again  and  the 
Communist  Party  carne  right  up  with  a 
(iozon  new  false  faces  exactly  as  it  would  do 
of  you  passed  the  ludicrous  law  to  outlaw 
them  here.  They  would  come  up  under  40 
new  fronts.  They  woul<j  then  say  "We  are  not 
Communists  any  more.'  exactly  as  they  did 
in  Canada— we  are  just  good  Canadians 
working  to  support  our  Government.'  And 
what  happened?  What  happened  In  Canada 
IS  exactly  what  would  happen  here.  They 
ijccame  so  strong  that  during  the  war.  in  the 
fire  of  a  law  which  says  It  is  Illegal  to  t)e- 
long  to  the  Communist  Party,  they  developed 
tho  greatest  atomlc-borab  spy  ring  in  hi-story, 
and  Canada  had  to  refeal  the  law." 

Senator  Glen  H.  Taylor,  of  Idaho:  " 

"The  basic  idea  In  American  democracy  is 
that  tbe  p>eople  have  the  right  to  hear  all 
sh.ides  of  opinion  and  then  to  make  up  their 
own  minds.  The  framers  of  our  Constitution 
had  great  faith  In  the  common  people,  and 
they  felt  that  if  the  i>eople  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  hear  all  sides,  they  would  always 
m.ike  a  wise  choice. 

I  share  that  faith  In  the  American  people. 
I  see  no  reason  for  us  to  abandon  now  the 
principle  that  has  worked  so  successfully 
throughout  our  history. 

Our  great  weapon  against  error  is  not 
•suppres.'^ion.  but  reasor..  We  have  laws  mak- 
ing punishable  overt  rxts  against  the  Gov- 
ernment. If  need  be.  we  can  strengthen  laws 
against  treasonable  activity,  but  let's  legis- 
late against  acts,  fiOtkJigainst  names  of  par- 
ties. /" 

"To  suppress  the  Communist  Party  is  to 
confer  undue  Importance  on  an  extremely 
unimportant  group,  but  that  suppression 
would  Inflict  great  harm  on  something  very 
important  and  very  dear  to  all  of  us,  the 
United  States  Constit Jtlon.  We  must  not 
create  a  police  state  in  order  to  escape  a 
police  state." 

Leo  Cherne.  executive  secretary  of  the  Re- 
search Institute  of  America:  " 

"I  know  that  the  Communist  uses  the 
right  of  speech  and  press  and  political  ac- 
tion to  destroy  those  f.-eedoms.  But  the  one 
thing  about  the  Communists  I  do  not  fear 
is  that  he  will  win  in  the  battle  of  Ideas,  or 
in  tl-.e  op>en  political  contest. 

"I  believe  in  civil  Ut>ertles  because  I  know 
•  •  •  that  you  cannot  kill  any  Idea,  good  or 
bad.  by  suppressing  It.  You  only  drive  It 
fuither  out  of  your  reiich.  I  wish  there  were 
some  way  of  forcing  the  Communists  Into  the 
spotlight. 

•Thafs  why  I  flght  a  proposal  that  wUl 
merely  push  him  furtlier  into  the  shadows. 

"This  history  of  political  suppression  is  a 
history  of  faUure.  Neither  kings,  nor  em- 
perors, nor  Inquisitions,  nor  ruthless  tortures 
have  ever  stifled  an  opposition. 

"It  is  no  accident  that  Communists  have 
made  less  headway  In  this  country  and  In 
Great  Britain,  where  our  freedoms  have  given 
them  their  greatest  opportunity,  than  they 
have  in  any  other  country  In  the  world. 
When  Canada  outlawed  the  Communist 
Party  it  won  represenUtlon  In  the  Parlia- 
ment under  a  new  name,  the  Labor  Progres- 
.•;ive  Party,  and  acquired  greater  strength 
than  it  ever  had  in  its  legal  days. 

"The  Communist  Party  Is  an  antidemo- 
cratic, conspiratorial  gr-oup.  We  cannot  meet 
that  threat  by  pretending  as  some  innocents 
urge  that  it  doesnt  extst.  Nor  by  pretending, 
as  many  frightened  men  urge,  that  we  can 
abolish  it  by  law. 


"  From  the  American  Forum  of  the  Air, 
Wa.shington.  D.  C,  December  16.  1M7. 

'-  From  Town  Meeting,  New  York,  April  8, 
1947. 


"We  meet  it  by  Identifying  the  Commu- 
nists correctly,  by  using  every  democratic 
resource  against  him  effectively.  If  he  is  an 
agent  of  a  foreign  power.  •  •  •  then  we  have 
a  law  today  which  requires  that  he  register 
as  such.  •   •   • 

"I  recommend  that  we  undress  their  dis- 
honesty, shine  truth  in  the  face  of  their  lies, 
and  prosecute  the  conspirators.  To  do  these, 
we  must  force  the  Communist  Into  the  open, 
where  he  can  be  watched,  exposed,  and  an- 
swered. 

■•To  outlaw  the  Communist  Is  to  make  his 
present  immorality  moral  and  to  protect  his 
present  illegality  from  ethical  criticism  and 
effective  prosecution.  I  loathe  him.  There- 
fore. I  want  to  keep  an  eye  on  him.  He  Is 
my  Implacable  enemy.  Therefore.  I  would 
not  disarm  myself  by  pretending  to  abolish 
him  " 

Ellis  Arnall,  former  governor  of  Georgia:  " 

"Our  enemy,  communism,  would  rob  Indi- 
vidual mankind  of  liberty,  dignity,  and  free- 
dom. We  must  defend  freedom  and  de- 
mocracy against  the  assaults  of  communism. 

"But  I  cannot  believe  •  •  •  that  it's  nec- 
essary to  outlaw  a  political  party  made  up  of 
crackpots  and  subversives  In  order  to  build 
up  our  defense  against  communism. 

"Because  communism  Is  a  serious  threat  In 
the  United  SUtes.  It  is  imperative  that  we 
bring  it  out  Into  the  open  instead  of  driving 
it  underground.  The  imperative  thing  to  do 
is  not  to  pass  a  law  against  a  disease,  but 
first  it  is  necessary  to  locate  the  disease  and 
then  undertake  to  effectuate  a  cure. 

"We  need  to  know  who  the  Communists 
are.  and  to  that  end.  I  submit  that  they 
should  be  required  to  be  registered  and  Iden- 
tified. 

"We  should  not  drive  them  underground  to 
meet  In  secret  rendezvous,  and  to  engage  In 
conspiracies.  Those  actually  engaged  In  con- 
spiracies now  ought  to  be  prosecuted. 

"The  laws  against  perjury,  against  con- 
spiracies, against  Insurrection,  against 
treason,  should  be  enforced,  and  If  need  be, 
they  may  be  made  stronger.   •    •    • 

"Registration  of  foreign  agents  should  be 
required,  as  the  law  now  provides.  Such  an 
approach  would  let  the  public  know  who  the 
Communists  are,  and  would  deal  with  Com- 
munists as  law  violators  if  they  violate  the 
law. 

"Also  there  Is  a  pressing  need  to  require 
organizations  affiliated  with  the  Communist 
Party  and  running  Interference  for  It  to 
Identify  themselves.   •    •    • 

"But  we  cannot  make  laws  to  control  the 
minds  and  the  Intelligence  of  men.  I  do  not 
believe  the  time  has  come  yet  when  we  are 
ready  for  thought  police  on  the  Japanese 
model.  Once  started,  there  wotiid  be  no 
stopping. 

"The  right  of  a  naan  to  argue  In  defense  of 
his  Intellectual  position  Is  an  inalienable 
right.  If  be  is  a  foreign  agent,  he  should 
be  dealt  with  under  the  laws  relating 
thereto.  •   •   • 

"We  cannot  preserve  freedom  by  the  ex- 
ercise of  tyranny.  If  there  is  anything 
wrong  with  our  Government  today,  we  need 
to  correct  it  with  a  good  dose  of  American 
democracy." 

William  Henry  Chamberlln.  foreign  corre- 
spandent.  author,  and  lecturer:  " 

"I  am  keenly  aware  of  the  Communist 
threat  to  American  security  and  the  Ameri- 
can way  of  life.  But  I  do  not  believe  the 
outlawry  of  the  American  Communist  Party 
would  be  an  effective  counter  meas- 
tire.   •   •   • 

"(The  threatl  •  •  •  Is  to  be  found  in  the 
fact  that  American  Communists,  like  Com- 
munists In  all  countries,  are  the  (M-ganlzed 
fifth  column  of  a  powerful  fcvelgn  nation, 
the  Soviet  Union,  whose  leaders  are  avow- 


"Ibld. 

**The  Sign,  natlon&l  Catholic  magazine, 
May  1947,  pp.  25-37. 


edly  committed  to  a  program  of  ivorltf 
domination  through  world  revolution.  Tha 
experience  of  our  neighbor,  Canada,  showi 
that  even  a  few  Communists  can  do  a  good 
deal  of  harm  as  spies. 

"The  Infiltration  of  Cotnmunlsts  Into 
leading  positions  In  certain  trade  unions  and 
their  skin  in  ouLnipulating  ^ront'  organiza- 
tions into  which  they  entice  numben  of 
credulous  non-Oommunista  are  dangerous 
mainly  becatise  these  activities  are  part  of 
an  International  conspiracy,  directed  from 
Moscow. 

'Would  it  not.  then,  be  a  good  idea  to  out- 
law these  agents  of  a  foreign  power?  My 
answer  is  in  the  negative  because  I  think 
any  bill  making  the  Communist  Party  ille- 
gal would  be  very  much  like  shooting  off  an 
old-fashioned  blunderbuss  in  an  attempt  to 
kill  a  very  agile  mosquito. 

"Suppose  the  Communist  Party  was  de- 
clared illegal  by  act  of  Congress,  and  that 
this  act  was  upheld  by  the  Supreme  Court. 
Communists  In  every  country  are  experts  in 
protectl%-e  camouflage.  They  are  speclAcally 
Instructed  to  play  a  continual  double  game, 
to  He,  to  cheat,  to  deceive,  to  conceal  their 
identity  when  clrcimastances  require  It.  If 
they  were  forbidden  to  function  as  Com- 
munists they  wotUd  quickly  form  another 
party,  giving  it  some  nlce-soundlng  name 
like  'Jefferson  Democrats'  or  'Lincoln  Pro- 
gressives'." 

J  Edgar  Hoover.  Director,  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation:  " 

"The  best  antidote  to  communism  is  vigor- 
ous. Intelligent,  old-fashioned  Amo-icanism 
with  eternal  vigilance.  I  do  not  favor  any 
course  of  action  which  would  give  the  Com- 
munists cause  to  portray  and  pity  themselves 
as  martyrs.  I  do  favor  unrelenting  prose- 
cution wherever  they  are  found  to  be  violat- 
ing our  country's  laws.  •  •   • 

"As  Americans,  our  most  effective  defense 
Is  a  workable  democracy  that  guarantees  and 
preserves  our  cherished  freedoms. 

"I  would  tiave  no  fears  if  more  Americana 
possessed  the  zeal,  the  fervor,  the  persistence, 
and  the  Industry  to  learn  about  this  menace 
of  Red  fascism.  I  do  fear  for  the  liberal  and 
progressive  who  has  been  hoodwinked  and 
duped  Into  Joining  hands  with  the  Com- 
munists. •   •   • 

"The  Communists  have  been,  still  are,  and 
alwajrs  will  be  a  menace  to  freedom,  to  demo- 
cratic ideals,  to  the  worship  of  God,  and  to 
America's  way  of  life. 

"I  feel  that  once  public  opinion  Is  thor- 
oughly aroused  as  it  is  today,  the  fight 
against  communism  is  well  on  its  way.  Vic- 
tory will  be  assured  once  Oommunlsts  are 
identified  and  exposed,  because  the  public 
wUl  take  the  first  step  of  quarantlnlhg  them 
so  they  can  do  no  harm.  Conununiam,  In 
reality.  Is  not  a  political  party.  It  is  a  way 
of  life — an  evil  and  malignant  way  of  life. 
It  reveals  a  condition  akin  to  disease  that 
spreads  like  an  epidemic  and  like  an  epi- 
demic a  quarantine  is  necessary  to  keep  it 
from  Infecting  the  Nation.   •    •    • 

"Congressman  Vail.  You  know  that  we  are 
considering  here  certain  laws  to  outlaw  com- 
munism. I  don't  believe  In  the  course  of  ciur 
discussion  today  you  have  covered  whether 
or   not  you  favor  such  legislation. 

"Mr.  HOOVER.  Well.  Mr.  Congressman, 
within  the  Department  of  Jtistice  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  desirability  or  the  undesir- 
ability  of  legislation  is  strictly  a  function  for 
the   Attorney   General. 

"I  will  say  this  as  regards  that  point:  I 
do  think  that  before  any  such  action  is 
taken  it  ought  to  be  given  very,  very  serious 
consideration  and  study,  because  I  would 
hate  to  see  a  group  that  does  not  deserve 
to  be  in  the  category  of  martyrs  have  the 
self-pity  that  they  woiUd  at  once  Invoke  if 


"  U.  S.  Congress,  House  Committee  on  Cn- 
Amerlcan  Activities,  hearings.  Mar.  36.  IMT. 
pp.  43.  44.  48,  49. 
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they  were  made  martyrs,  by  some  restrlctlTe 
legislation  tliat  mlgbt  later  be  declared  un- 
constitutiloiial. 

"I  frankly  feel  tbat  sucb  laws  as  we  have 
now  should  be  vigorously  enforced,  and 
maybe  some  ctf  them  strengthened. 

"I  think  the  activity  of  this  committee  to 
ezpoee  and  to  telng  out  into  the  spotlight 
the  activity  of  these  individuals  can  do  far 
more  good,  at  least  at  the  present  time,  than 
any  very  restrictive  legislation. 

"I  wouldn't  want  to  say  that  I  am  unal- 
terably opposed  to  It,  but  I  have  my  grave 
doubts  as  to  Its  wisdom." 

Henry  Steele  Commager,  noted  historian:  ^ 

"What  of  the  effectiveness  of  outlawing 
the  Commxmist  Party?  Let  us  ask  ourselves, 
what  la  the  end  to  be  attained  here?  It 
Is  not,  clearly,  to  prevent  Communists  from 
capturing  the  presidency  or  tbe  Congress,  or 
the  legislatures  of  any  State,  for  there  is 
not  the  faintest  likelihood  of  that  from  a 
party  which  has  not  yet  elected  a  single 
Congressman,  or  at  most  has  polled  102,991 
votes.  Outlawing  the  Communist  Party  will 
not  change  the  political  situation,  since  as 
far  as  communism  is  concerned  there  is  no 
political  situation  to  change. 

"Nor  is  it  at  all  clear  that  any  method 
which  can  be  formulated  for  outlawing  the 
Communist  Party  would  be  effective.  Should 
we  designate  the  ^Murty  by  name,  as  several 
States  have  done,  and  deny  any  party  of 
that  name  a  place  on  the  ballot?  This  is 
downright  naive.  It  Is  seriously  to  underes- 
timate the  resourcefulness  of  the  Communist 
Party  which  can,  and  doubtless  will,  change 
Its  name,  and  submit  Itself  to  us,  smilingly, 
as  the  Jeflersonian  or  the  Abraham  Lincoln 
party. 

"Many  States,  admitting  the  futility  of 
outlawing  communism  merely  by  designat- 
ing that  party  by  name,  attempt  to  achieve 
the  same  end  by  a  description  of  unlawful 
political  purposes  or  activities,  or  by  requir- 
ing from  candidates  and  party  officers  an 
oath  of  loyalty  to  the  American  constitu- 
tional system.  The  very  fact  that  this 
method  is  now  invoked  suggests  its  futility. 
For  it  Is,  after  all,  nothing  niew.  The  re- 
quirement of  an  oath  of  loyalty  to  the  Con- 
stitution is  as  old  as  the  Constitution  itself, 
and  as  recently  as  1940  the  amended  Hatch 
Act  Included  a  provision  excluding  from  Fed- 
eral office  those  who  advocated  the  use  of 
force  in  politics.  If  guaranties  of  this  kind 
were  effective,  they  would  not  now  be  needed. 

"But  they  are  not  effective,  and  in  the  na- 
ture of  the  case  they  cannot  be.  Why  are 
they  foredoomed  to  ineffectiveness?  Because 
they  win  not  in  fact  embrace  the  Conunu- 
nlsts.  For  the  Communist  Party  is  not  offi- 
cially committed  to  the  use  of  force  in 
politics.  Quite  the  contrary.  As  far  as  offi- 
cial pxilltlcs  goes.  Communists  are  as  peace- 
able as  Prohibitionists  and  vegetarians.  The 
party  is,  according  to  its  constitution,  "a 
working-class  party  carrying  forward  the 
traditions  of  Jefferson,  Paine,  Jackson,  and 
Lincoln" — ^indistinguishable.  In  other  words, 
from  the  Democratic  or  the  Republican  Par- 
ties. Not  only  this  but  the  constitution  of 
the  party  specifically  abjures  the  use  of  force 
in  politics. 

"Nor  is  it  useful  to  insist  that  Communist 
advocacy  of  force  is  a  matter  of  common 
knowledge.  It  may  be  common  knowledge, 
but  it  is  not  the  kind  of  knowledge  upon 
which  law-enforcement  officers  can  act,  or 
which,  in  the  absence  of  specific  acts,  courts 
can  take  cognizance  of.  •   •   • 

"Under  our  constitutional  system  men 
have  the  right  to  organize  politically,  and  to 
agitate  for  changes  In  our  Government  and 
economy;  under  our  legal  system  men  are  in- 
nocent until  proved  guilty,  guilt  is  personal, 
and  is  to  be  proved  by  unlawful  acts,  not  by 


"Should  We  Outlaw  the  Communist 
Party?  New  York  Times  magazine,  August 
22,  1948,  p.  7. 


unlawful  thoughts.  Our  Constitution  rejects 
the  outlawing  of  any  organization  because 
of  the  program  It  advocates;  our  law  rejects 
the  doctrine  of  guilt  by  assoclatloa  or  by 
intention.  •  •  • 

"If  Communists  violate  the  law  they  are 
subject  to  arrest  and  punishment  like  any 
other  lawbreakers,  not  because  they  hold 
certain  beliefs  but  because  they  have  com- 
mitted certain  acts.  No  more  than  other 
nonconformists  can  they  be  prosecuted  for 
the  ideas  they  entertain.  •  •  • 

"[We  do  not]  or  •  •  •  need  to  go  back  to 
the  twenties  for  evidence  that  the  attempt 
to  outlaw  dissent,  or  to  terrify  it,  InvolvA 
us  almost  inevitably  In  abuse  of  power  and 
in  violation  of  constitutional  guaranties. 
The  evidence  is  before  us  In  the  record  of 
many  States  today:  It  is  biefore  u.s  In  the 
shoddy  record  of  the  Dies,  the  Rankin,  and 
the  Thomas  committees.   •    •    • 

"The  outlawry  of  any  party  on  mere 
grounds  of  belief  or  program  strikes  at  our 
basic  principles  of  free  speech,  press,  peti- 
tion, and  organization.  It  furnishes  to  any 
majority  group  a  weapon  potentially  so  dan- 
gerous that  we  have  never  heretofore  been 
Willing  to  use  it.  For  what  is  done  today 
to  the  Communist  Party  may  be  done  to- 
morrow— again  under  the  plea  of  patriotism, 
or  of  necessity — to  other  minority  parties: 
the  Socialist  Party,  or  the  Labor  Party,  or 
B4r.  Wallace's  new  Progressive  Party  or,  In 
the  South,  to  some  party  pledged  to  the  vin- 
dication of  the  rights  of  Negroes.   •    •   • 

"To  outlaw  a  body  of  doctrine,  however  re- 
volting that  doctrine  may  be,  is  to  confess 
that  we  are  not  prepared  to  meet  and  refute 
its  arguments.  It  is.  to  that  extent,  a  con- 
fession either  of  weakness  or  of  impatience. 
and  neither  has  a  place  in  a  democratic  sys- 
tem. We  need  not.  In  fact,  fear  Commu- 
nist doctrines  so  long  as  the  channels  of 
communication  remain  open,  but  we  must 
be  zealous  to  preserve  the  substance  as  well 
as  the  form  of  free  trade  In  Ideas.   •   •    • 

"On  all  these  grounds,  then.  It  would  seem 
unwise  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party  or  to 
punish  those  whose  only  crime  Is  raember- 
shlp  In  that  party.  It  Is  unwise  because  it 
will  surely  fail  of  Its  objective.  It  is. unwise 
because  It  would  be  a  grave  departure  from 
our  traditions  of  law  and  of  constitutional- 
ism. It  Is  unwise  because  it  would  endanger 
the  position  of  other  nonconformist  groups. 
prove  an  entering  wedge  to  the  suppression 
of  freedom  of  speech  and  of  thou£;ht.  and 
open  the  gates  to  the  kind  of  despotism 
that  is  most  pernicious.  It  is  unwise  be- 
cause it  would  deny  to  our  people  and  our 
Government  the  advantages  of  criticism 
which,  whatever  its  animus.  Is  esseotiai  to 
otir  health  and  prosperity." 

Editorial  from  Plain  Talk:  " 

"The  experience  of  Canada  prov«s  that 
the  outlawing  of  the  Communist  Party  would 
lead  to  (1)  Its  reemergence  under  a  new 
name,  \2)  Its  secret  and  espionage  branches 
being  driven  deeper  underground,  (3)  the 
establishment  In  America  of  a  Gestapo  or 
an  OGPU  to  ferret  out  the  armor-plated  con- 
spiracy, and  (4)  the  cry  of  martyrdom  be- 
ing raised  by  the  Communists  which  would 
rally  to  their  support  considerable  groups 
of  misguided  citizens.  Many  are  still  labor- 
ing under  the  obsolete  notion  that  the  Com- 
munist Party,  in  reality  an  agency  of  a 
foreign  power,  is  a  normal  political  party 
and  as  such  Is  entitled  to  the  protection  of 
the  BUI  of  Rights  and  other  constitutional 
provisions.   •    •   • 

"Pitiless  exposure  is  the  best  remedy  for 
the  darkness  in  which  the  Communist  Party 
operates.  All  conspirators  know  how  to 
evade  the  law.  Few  of  them  can  function  in 
open  daylight. 

"Passing  a  law  outlawing  the  Communist 
Party  would  lull  the  country  into  a  false 
sense  of  security  and  compel  the  outlaws  to 

""Shall  We  Outlaw  the  Communist 
Party?"     Plain  Talk,  April   1947,  pp.  3-4. 


construct  a  complete  underground  move- 
ment. Moreover,  as  William  Green,  Presi- 
dent of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor, 
put  it,  such  legislation  would  be  'tanta- 
mount to  a  declaration  of  voluntary  bank- 
ruptcy of  the  ideas  and  ideals  of  American 
democracy.'  " 


I  Prom  U.  S.  News  Sc  World  Report  of  August 

20.  1954) 

Richard  Nixon,  Vice  President,  has  noted 
that,  in  the  countries  where  Communist 
activity  Is  under  effective  control,  the  Com- 
munist Party  Is  outlawed,  making  member- 
ship and  association  with  it  a  crime.  Gov- 
ernment lawyers  in  this  country,  however, 
argue  that  the  direct  approach  to  dealing 
with  Communists  Is  too  simple. 


THE   NEED   OP  SCHOOLS  tOR  OUR 

CHILDREN 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  in 
not  too  many  more  days  the  Members 
of  this  body  will  be  hearing  the  wel- 
come ring  of  the  bell  noting  the  end  of 
this  long  and  hectic  session  of  Congress. 
However,  no  matter  how  jubilantly  we 
receive  the  sweet  music  of  this  bell,  it 
will  not  rins  loud  enough  to  drown  out 
the  thou.sands  of  bells  which  will  begin 
to  ring  in  September  to  call  31  million 
children  back  to  our  public  schools. 

Approximately  1  million  of  these 
children  will  be  enrolling  for  the  first 
time  and  taking  the  first  steps  of  that 
12-year  journey  which  ends  with  grad- 
uation from  high  school.  Most  of  these 
1  million  new  school  children  were 
born  during  1948  and  1949.  Even  be- 
fore they  were  born  there  were  Members 
of  this  body,  myself  included,  who  were 
wondering  how  our  school  buildings 
were  going  to  accommodate  in  the  1950's 
the  children  of  the  1940's. 

It  was  with  this  prospect  in  tnind  that 
a  subcommittee  of  the  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare  Committee  held  hearings  in 
June  1949,  on  bills  designed  to  give  Fed- 
eral assistance  for  construction  of  public 
schools.  I  had  the  honor  of  being  the 
chairman  of  that  subcommittee  and  of 
having  as  my  colleagues  distinguished 
Members  of  the  Senate  who  are  happily 
still  with  us.  I  refer,  of  course,  to  the 
senior  Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  Mur- 
R.AY  I ,  the  senior  Senator  from  Alabama 
I  Mr.  Hill  ] ,  the  senior  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont I  Mr.  Aiken  1 ,  and  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  I  Mr.  Morse  1 . 

For  2  weeks  the  committee  held  hear- 
ings at  which  more  than  30  witnesses  ap- 
peared in  person  and  many  more  placed 
statements  in  the  record.  Among  the 
witnesses  who  appeared  before  the  com- 
mittee were  the  then  United  States  Com- 
missioner of  Education,  Dr.  Earl  J.  Mc- 
Grath.  several  distinguished  Members  of 
Congress,  representatives  of  major  na- 
tional organizations  interested  in  educa- 
tion, representatives  of  labor  and  of 
agriculture,  and  local  school  superin- 
tendents from  many  sections  of  the  coun- 
try, I  might  add  that  a  significant 
number  of  these  superintendents  were 
from  areas  now  listed  as  federally  af- 
fected areas  to  which  a.ssistance  has  been 
given  under  Public  Laws  815  ajnd  874  of 
the  81st  Congress. 

What  did  we  find  in  these  hearings? 
First  of  all  we  discovered  that  the  Fed- 
eral Government  had  been  neglecting  to 
remedy  a  situation  arising  from  its  own 
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activities.  School  districts  located  near 
defense  installations  and  military  posts 
were  being  required  to  enroll  large  num- 
bers of  children  whose  parents  were  Fed- 
eral employees  or  who  worked  in  defense 
plants.  At  the  same  time,  the  property 
on  which  these  parents  lived  or  worked 
was  removed  from  the  taxrolls  of  the 
locality. 

As  a  result,  the  81st  Congress  enacted 
Public  Laws  815  and  874.  both  of  which 
I  measures  were  developed  as  a  result  of 
investigations  by  my  subcommittee  and 
by  a  subcommittee  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Labor  headed 
by  Representative  Bailey,  of  West  Vir- 
ginia. 

Secondly,  our  subcommittee  discov- 
ered that  even  our  experts  were  unable 
to  project  accurately  the  national  need 
for  school  buildings  or  to  break  down 
this  need  on  a  State  basis.  In  his  testi- 
mony to  us.  Dr.  McGrath,  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Education,  estimated  that  the 
need  for  new  school  buildings  between 
1949  and  1960  was  in  the  neighborhood  of 
400.000  classrooms  to  be  built  at  a  cost 
of  between  $8  and  $11  billion. 

But  Dr.  McGrath  went  on  to  say,  and 
I  quote  from  his  testimony: 

However,  It  should  be  pointed  out  that 
thr'^c  are  Informal  estimates  only.  No  valid 
data  on  the  total  required  will  be  available 
until  carefully  planned  studies  have  been 
made  in  all  States  on  some  uniform  basis 
to  assure  the  comparabUlty  of  data. 

In  view  of  this  statement,  when  it  came 
tme  to  write  the  bill  that  later  became 
Public  Law  815,  our  subcommittee  in- 
corporated into  it  a  provision  of  one  of 
the  school  construction  bills  that  I  had 
earlier  introduced  authorizing  $3  million 
to  be  allocated  to  the  States  for  surveys 
cf  current  and  future  school  building 
needs.  I  hold  here  in  my  hand  a  copy 
of  the  report  of  the  status  phase  of  the 
s':hool-facilities  survey  authorized  by 
title  1.  Public  Law  815  of  the  81st  Con- 
cress.  This  describes  our  current  school 
building  needs.  I  am  informed  by  the 
United  States  OfHce  of  Education  in  the 
Department  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare,  that  a  further  report  is  being 
rushed  to  completion  which  will  project 
until  1960  the  needs  of  the  States  par- 
ticipating in  the  survey.  The  report 
which  I  have  here  presents  detailed  sta- 
ti.'itics  on  the  current  needs  as  of  Sep- 
tember 1952  for  school  buildings  in  43 
States  and  Territories.  I  note  here  that 
a  few  States  did  not  participate,  either 
because  they  had  just  completed  surveys 
or  because  of  existing  legislation  which 
made  it  difficult  for  them  to  participate. 
Since  the  43  States  participating  in  this 
survey  enrolled  79  percent  of  the  chil- 
dren in  our  public  schools,  the  Office  of 
Education  has  felt  justified  in  producing 
estimates  projected  on  a  national  basis 
from  the  factual  data  supplied  by  the 
participating  States  who,  in  turn,  col- 
lected them  from  the  localities  within 
their  borders. 

What  then  in  brief  did  the  survey  dis- 
close? Taking  1952-53  as  the  base  year, 
the  survey  found  that  a  third  of  our  Na- 
tion's public  elementary  and  secondary 
schoolchildren  were  attending  classes 
in  buildings  of  questionable  safety  as  far 
as  fire  was  concerned.  In  fact,  18  per- 
cent of  them  were  attending  in  build- 


ings that  could  not  be  considered  fire- 
proof at  all. 

The  survey  also  found  that  700,000 
public-school  children  were  attending 
school  in  double  shifts  and,  in  some  lo- 
calities, on  triple  shifts.  You  caruiot  re- 
alize the  full  meaning  of  this  until  you 
have  actually  seen,  as  I  have  seen, 
schools  where  as  one  school  bus  emptied 
its  load  of  children  coming  to  school  a 
line  of  children  was  forming  to  get  on 
the  school  bus  to  be  taken  home,  and  this 
was  in  the  middle  of  the  day.  In  short, 
children  who  should  have  been  spend- 
ing a  normal  day  in  schools  were  turned 
out  on  the  streets  at  noon.  Perhaps  they 
were  fortunate  enough  to  have  a  parent 
at  home  to  keep  an  eye  on  them,  or  per- 
haps they  were  fortunate  enough  to 
have  organized  recreation  available. 
And  if  they  were  not,  what  then?  And 
what  of  the  children  on  the  so-caUed 
afternoon  shift,  which  sometimes  does 
not  end  until  6  p.  m.?  These  children 
lose  practically  all  opportunity  for  out- 
door playtime,  their  hours  disrupt  the 
normal  family  routine,  and  during  the 
winter  months  these  youngsters  are 
forced  to  travel  long  blocks  home  in  the 
dark  night.  The  findings  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Hendrickson], 
Subcommittee  on  Juvenile  Delinquency, 
tell  that  story  more  eloquently  than  I 
have  time  to  do  here. 

To  return  to  the  national  school-facil- 
ities survey,  the  report  of  current  needs 
in  1952-53  stated  that  more  than  312.000 
classrooms  should  be  bmlt  to  relieve  over- 
crowding and  to  replace  obsolete  build- 
ings. But  that  was  in  1952.  Since  then 
enrollment  has  increased  and  more  class- 
rooms have  become  obsolete.  The  need 
during  the  approaching  school  year  1954- 
55  will  be  340,000  classrooms. 

As  of  1952.  it  was  estimated  that  the 
cost  of  building  the  312,000  classrooms 
then  needed  was  $10.7  billion.  But  now 
it  is  probably  closer  to  $12  billion.  Of 
course  the  primary  responsibility  of  fi- 
nancing all  this  school  construction  lies 
with  State  and  local  governments,  but 
the  laws  and  methods  for  voting  bond 
issues  or  raising  assessments  on  prop- 
erty are  such  that  our  States  and  local 
school  distHfcts  estimated  that  in  1952 
they  could  only  raise  $5.8  billion  of  the 
$10.7  billion  needed  then.  This  left  a 
deficit  of  $4.9  billion.  In  my  own  State 
of  Minnesota  we  rejx)rted  to  the  Office  of 
Education  a  need  for  $165,959,000  worth 
of  school  construction  of  which  90  per- 
cent was  new  construction  rather  than 
for  remodeling  or  rehabilitation  of  ob- 
solete buildings.  Even  if  every  local 
school  district  and  our  State  legislature 
had  taxed  and  appropriated  to  its  total 
legal  capacity  there  still  would  have  been 
a  deficit  of  $46  million,  or  27.8  percent  of 
the  total  estimated  need. 

One  more  national  figure  for  consider- 
ation. Although  in  the  fall  of  1952  our 
States  and  localities  estimated  that  there 
was  $5.8  billion  available  for  school  con- 
struction within  existing  legal  limita- 
tions, the  fact  is  that  the  estimated 
amount  of  actual  expenditure  for  school 
construction  in  the  United  States  dur- 
ing 1952-53  was  in  the  neighborhood  of 
$1.5  billion.  The  estimates  for  the 
school  year  1953-54  just  ended  are  $1.8 
billion  worth  of  construction,  and  dur- 


ing the  coming  year  «e  will  probably 
build  $2  billion  worth  of  classroom  fa- 
cilities. 

Before  we  accuse  the  States  and  lo- 
calities, however,  of  shirking  their  re- 
sponsibilities let  us  keep  a  few  more  facts 
in  mind.  The  national  figures  for  the 
value  of  school  construction  I  have  just 
cited  are  peak  figures.  The  first  time 
the  people  of  the  United  States  ever 
spent  more  than  $1  bllUon  on  school 
construction  was  in  1950.  Back  in  1925 
we  thought  it  was  a  record  when  we 
spent  $434  million  for  that  purpose.  Not 
untU  1948,  23  years  later,  did  we  again 
spend  over  $400  million  to  build  schools. 
In  1934,  because  of  the  depression,  and 
again  in  1944.  when  labor  and  material 
shortages  arose  during  wartime,  the  total 
expenditure  for  school  construction  sank 
below  $60  million.  The  fact  is  that  the 
magnitude  of  the  task  has  far  out- 
stripped the  resources  available  to  our 
States  and  local  school  districts.  Even 
so,  these  same  local  school  districts,  aided 
in  26  States  by  State  funds,  are  grad- 
ually trying  to  catch  up  with  the  back- 
log of  construction  which  is  a  legacy  of 
the  depression  and  war  years  while  at 
the  same  time  keeping  abreast  of  ever- 
mounting  enrollments.  I  think  it  Is  re- 
markable and  praiseworthy  that  in  the 
4  years  since  1950  we  have  nearly  doubled 
the  amount  of  expenditure  for  public 
school  construction  in  the  United  States. 
But  even  this  begins  to  look  like  "too  lit- 
tle and  too  late." 

As  I  pointed  out  at  the  beginning  of 
my  remarks.  Mr.  President,  31  million 
children  will  be  going  to  school  in  little 
more  than  a  month  from  now;  and  they 
will  find  that  we  are  short  not  312.000 
classrooms,  because  that  was  in  Sep- 
tember 1952.  and  not  325.000  classrooms- 
because  that  was  last  year,  but  340.000 
classrooms.  I  might  add  that  there  is 
nothing  we  can  do  about  this  at  all.  And 
because  we  can  do  nothing  about  it  and 
because  we  have  done  nothing  about  it 
so  far.  1  child  in  5  this  year  will  go  to  a 
building  that  is  a  firetrap  and  1  child 
in  10  will  go  to  a  building  that  is  over  50 
years  old  and  ought  to  be  abandoned.  I 
repeat.  Mr.  President,  there  is  nothing 
we  can  do  to  remedy  this  situation  be- 
fore the  next  school  year  begins,  and 
the  tragedy  of  it  all  is  that  we  could  have 
remedied  it  6  years  ago  except  for  the 
fact  that  those  of  us  who  saw  the  impli- 
cations of  the  increasing  national  birth- 
rate were  like  voices  crying  in  the  wilder- 
ness. 

If  it  is  too  late  to  do  much  for  the 
children  of  1954-55  who  have  to  attend 
crowded,  unsafe,  and  unsanitary  school 
buildings,  the  question  for  which  we 
must  seek  an  answer  is:  What  can  we 
do  for  the  school  children  of  1957.  '58. 
'59,  and  1960  and  beyond?  Only  a  few 
days  ago,  Mr.  President,  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent proposed  to  the  Governors  of  our 
48  States  a  national  highway  plan  in- 
volving the  breath-taking  expenditure 
of  $50  billion  over  the  next  10  years. 
The  Vice  President  pointed  out  how 
necessary  it  was  to  expand  otir  highways 
in  order  to  meet  the  needs  of  a  popula- 
tion of  200  million  people  by  1970  and 
cited  many  ways  in  which  modernizing 
and  expanding  our  highways  would  pro- 
mote the  national  welfare. 
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With  all  due  respect  for  the  regular 
presidins  oCBceifof  the  Senate.  I  say  to 
him  that  It  would  be  foolish  in  the  ex- 
treme to  plan  for  the  highways  of  1970 
without  taking  some  thought  for  the 
schools  of  the  1950's.  The  5-  and  6- 
year-olds  who  are  entering  school  for 
the  first  time  this  year  will  drive  on  the 
highways  proposed  by  the  administra- 
tion. Can  schools  be  any  less  important 
than  highways?  In  his  speech,  the 
Vice  President  pointed  out  the  cost  of 
neglecting  our  highway  system,  a  cost 
compounded  of  human  lives  lost  or  im- 
paired by  accident. 

But  what  about  the  hidden  costs  of 
neglecting  our  schools?  Are  they  not 
also  measured  in  terms  of  human  lives — 
the  Selective  Service  rejectee,  the  Ju- 
^venlle  offender  in  prison  or  reformatory, 
the  miskilled  worker  on  relief?  If  we  are 
shocked  by  the  death  toll  on  our  high- 
ways should  we  not  be  equally  shocked 
by  the  fact  that  since  1950  the  Army  has 
had  to  retrain  120,000  men  because  of 
educational  deficiencies?  This  training 
was  necessary  in  order  to  bring  these 
men  up  to  the  reading  level  of  a  5th- 
grader  in  elementary  schools,  otherwise 
the  Army  could  not  make  effective  use 
of  these  men  as  soldiers.  Surely  It  would 
have  been  better  for  these  trainees  had 
they  been  properly  taught  when  they 
were  in  school  rather  than  to  wait  until 
they  were  soldiers  before  giving  them  the 
rudiments  of  literacy.  And,  I  might  add, 
it  would  have  been  less  costly,  since  the 
soldiers  receiving  literacy  training  were 
also  fed  and  clothed  and  housed  at  pub- 
lic expense  while  the  school  child  is  not 
so  treated. 

If  the  administration  is  concerned  with 
the  thousands  of  miles  of  roads  in  need 
of  repair  should  it  not  be  equally  con- 
cerned with  the  minds  of  8  million  per- 
sons who  are  functional  illiterates  ac- 
cording to  reports  recently  issued  by  the 
United  States  Commissioner  of  Educa- 
tion? I  am  not  advocating  that  we  neg- 
lect highways  In  order  to  build  schools; 
neither  do  I  advocate  the  neglect  of  the 
minds  of  our  school  children  while  we 
build  roads.  I  voted  for  an  additional 
billion  dollars  of  Federal  money  for  high- 
way construction  this  year.  By  the  same 
token  I  intend  to  vote  for  a  program  of 
Federal  assistance  to  help  our  States  and 
localities  build  the  schools  our  children 
deserve.  All  that  I  advocate  is  that  we 
balance  one  national  need  against  an- 
other, the  need  for  highways  against  the 
need  for  schools,  and  that  we  view  both 
in  their  proper  perspective  and  in  their 
proper  relationship  to  the  national 
welfare. 

In  the  past  several  days  I  have  heard 
many  of  my  colleagues  from  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle  speak  In  praise  of  the 
proposed  $50  billion  highway  plan.  As 
they  have  done  so,  I  have  been  reminded 
of  the  cartoon  by  Herb  Block  of  the 
Washington  Post  and  Times  Herald  in 
which  a  little  boy  is  pulling  at  the  coat- 
tails  of  a  man  delivering  an  oration  on 
the  future  of  America  and  saying  to  him, 
"Here  I  am,  Mister." 

Mr.  President,  there  Is  now  pending 
on  the  calendar  of  the  Senate,  S.  2601. 
the  emergency  public  school  construction 
act  of  1954.  Over  the  next  2  years,  this 
bill  would  authorize  not  $50  billion,  not 


$5  billion,  but  $500  million  to  assist  the 
States  and  Territories  in  meeting  their 
immediate  and  critical  needs  for  public 
school  buildings.  I  am  pleased  to  note 
that  S.  2601  was  reported  unanimously 
from  the  Senate  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare Committee  and  that  it  is  a  biparti- 
san bill  with  11  sponsors  from  both  sides 
of  the  aisle. 

Although  I  was  one  of  several  Sena- 
tors who  introduced  a  separate  school 
construction  bill,  I  am  more  than  willing 
to  support  a  bill  like  S.  2601,  amended, 
in  which  a  hard-working  committee  has 
endeavored  to  include  the  most  desirable 
features  of  the  many  proposals  before 
it.  My  own  bill,  S.  536,  has  several  pro- 
visions in  common  with  S.  2601,  although 
it  differs  from  it  both  in  the  amount  of 
aid  authorized  and  in  the  formula  used 
for  distribution.  In  my  recorded  testi- 
mony to  the  hearings  before  the  $enator 
from-iientucky's  LMr.  Cooper  1  Subcom- 
mittee on  Education,  I  pointed  out  to  the 
subcommittee  the  need  for  school  con- 
struction and  gave  my  reasons  for  think- 
ing my  bill  would  help  alleviate  this  need. 
I  note  from  the  printed  copy  of  the  hear- 
ings which  I  have  received  that  many  of 
my  colleagues  who  had  also  introduced 
school  construction  bills  presented  simi- 
lar testimony  for  the  record. 

As  I  glanced  through  the  printed  hear- 
ings on  S.  2601  I  saw  many  familiar 
names  and  read  many  familiar  argu- 
ments. I  say  "familiar"  because  the 
case  for  Federal  assistance  for  school 
construction  is  substantially  the  same  in 
1954  as  it  was  in  1949  except  that  we 
should  have  acted  in  1949.  One  Rreat 
difference  is  that  the  witnesses  testify- 
ing before  the  Senate  this  year  were 
equipped  with  the  best  available  statis- 
tics that  could  be  derived  from  the  school 
facihties  survey,  which  we  did  not  have 
In  1949.  I  noted  also  that  witnesses 
from  several  of  the  States  were  able  to 
draw  upon  figures  produced  by  surveys 
of  State  needs  and  resources  for  financ- 
ing new  schools.  In  short,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, ^  we  know  more  facts  about  the 
need  for  school  buildings  than  we  knew 
in  1949,  but  we  still  have  not  gotten 
around  to  facing  these  facts  and  acting 
on  them. 

I  was.  of  course,  greatly  disturbed  that 
neither  the  present  United  States  Com- 
missioner of  Education.  Dr.  Eamuel 
Brownell,  nor  Secretary  Hobby  of  the 
Etepartment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  appeared  in  person  before  the 
subcommittee  on  education  of  the  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  Committee.  Both 
of  these  officials  submitted  statements 
for  inclusion  in  the  record.  The  sub- 
stance of  their  testimony  was  that  while 
It  is  true  that  we  need  school  facilities. 
the  only  thing  the  Federal  Government 
ought  to  do  at  this  time  is  hold  some 
conferences  to  talk  about  them.  This 
is  indeed  a  far  cry  from  1949  when  both 
the  Federal  Security  Administrator  and 
the  Commissioner  of  Education  ap- 
peared before  my  subcommittee  to  urge 
strongly  the  passage  of  a  Federal  school 
construction  law. 

In  its  present  form,  S.  2601  is  a  2-year 
emergency  bill  designed  to  take  care  of 
the  immediate  needs  of  our  public 
schools  while  the  proposed  State  and 


White  House  conferences  on  education 
advocated  by  Mrs.  Hobby  and  I>r. 
Brownell  are  discussing  a  long-range 
program.  As  such,  the  bill  Is  designed  to 
meet  the  objections  raised  by  Secretary 
Hobby  that  we  have  "no  adequate  and 
recognized  criteria  for  determining  what 
the  actual  resources  and  physical  capac- 
ity of  States  and  communities  are.  and 
no  geneially  accepted  criteria  of  what 
constitutes  a  reasonable  effort  on  the 
part  of  States  and  communities  in  de- 
voting their  available  resouroes  to  meet 
school  construction  needs."  I  do  not 
know  what  the  Secretary  means  by  ade- 
quate and  recognized  criteria,  but  I  have 
already  cited  numerous  flpures  from  re- 
ports on  our  school  needs  prepared  In 
her  own  department  at  the  request  of 
Conpress  and  in  compliance  with  an  Act 
of  Con.sress.  At  least.  Senator  Cooper 
and  his  subcommittee  have  recognized 
these  facts  and  have  decided  to  act  now 
rather  than  to  wait  on  whatever  further 
information  some  proposed  conferences 
minht  develop. 

I  do  not  see  how  by  any  stretch  of  the 
imagination  S.  2601  could  be  called  an 
extravagant  mca.sure.  Certainly  it  is 
not  cxtravauant  when  compared  with  the 
$50  billion  hi^'hway  program,  nor  is  it 
extratiavant  by  comparison  to  the  $10 
billion  need  for  school  construction.  My 
own  Statr  of  Minnesota  would  receive  a 
little  less  than  $5  million  for  each  of  the 
2  years  the  bill  is  operative,  or  alwut 
$7.51  per  child  of  5  to  17.  Under  the 
terms  of  the  Cooper  bill,  no  more  than 
40  percent  of  any  one  school-building 
project  can  be  financed  with  Federal 
money.  This  means  that  the  $10  million 
that  will  LTo  to  my  State  will  finance  $25 
million  worth  of  schools,  of  which  $15 
million  must  be  rai'-cd  by  the  State  and 
its  local  school  districts.  Yet,  as  I  point- 
ed out.  the  State  of  Minnesota  in  1952- 
53  estimatei  that  its  resources  would 
fall  $40  million  short  of  its  needs  and  I 
am  sure  that  the  deficit  of  need  over 
ability  to  pay  is  greater  now  than  it  was 
2  years  a.go. 

Neverthele.^s.  S.  2601  is  a  .significant 
step  forward  from  doing  nothing  at  all. 
For  thi.s  reason,  Mr.  Pi-esident,  I  think 
that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  has 
no  more  important  Uiifinished  business 
before  it  than  this  bill  which  will  affect 
the  welfare  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
schoolchildi-f  n.  I  think  it  should  pass, 
and  pa.'^.s  quickly,  and  I  should  Uke  to 
hope  that  the  leadership  of  tiie  Senate 
and  of  the  House  will  do  all  that  they  can 
to  get  S.  2601  enacted  before  we  go 
heme. 

Finally,  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to 
hope  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  will  .seize  this  opportunity  for  an 
act  of  creative  leadership.  How  tragic 
it  would  be  for  this  bill  to  fail  of  passage 
by  Congress  because  of  neglect  or  actual 
opposition  by  an  administration  whose 
leader  is  himself— at  least  nominally— a 
former  educator.  Surely  the  President 
meant  what  he  said  in  his  state  of  the 
Union  message  this  year  from  which  I 
quote  these  words: 

Youth — our  greatest  resource— Is  being 
seriously  neglected  In  a  vital  respect.  The 
Nation  as  a  whole  is  not  preparing  teachers 
or  building  schools  fast  enough  to  keep  up 
with  the  Increase  in  our  population. 
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The  preparation  of  teachers,  as.  Indeed. 
the  control  and  direction  of  public  education 
policy.  Is  a  State  and  local  responsibility. 
H  )wever,  the  Federal  Government  should 
stand  ready  to  assist  States  which  demon- 
strably cannot  provide  sufllclent  school 
buildings. 

The  President  has  stated  that  he  is  a 
liberal  when  it  comes  to  human  needs. 
If  ever  there  was  a  human  need,  the  wel- 
fare of  American  school  children  is  one 
.'•uch  need.  I  have  already  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  a  telegram 
.sent  to  the  President  by  20  great  national 
organizations,  urging  him  to  support 
favorable  consideration  by  the  Congre.ss 
of  the  emergency  public-school  construc- 
tion bill  before  it  adjourns.  I  should 
like  to  read  the  opening  sentence  of  this 
teleijram  which  says,  "The  people  of  the 
United  States  possess  no  more  precious 
national  treasure  than  the  children  en- 
rolled in  our  schools."  Mr.  President, 
here  is  a  resource  we  can  unite  in  pro- 
tecting; no  long  debate  is  needM  here. 
Nothin.y  we  can  say  or  do  will  keep  these 
American  school  children  from  goin?  to 
school  and  from  growing  up  to  the  re- 
s]>onsibilities  of  adult  citizens.  They 
will  po  to  school,  be  it  overcrowded  or 
un.'-afe;  and  they  will  grow  up  and  he- 
come  yet  another  generation  of  Ameri- 
can voters. 

Our  task  then,  is  to  act  and  act  now  to 
keep  faith  with  this  generation  of  school 
children,  our  precious  treasure  and  irre- 
placeable national  resource.  That  they 
will  become  citizens  is  beyond  doubt; 
what  sort  of  citizens  they  will  be  is  for 
our  generation  to  decide.  We  had  this 
.^ort  of  vision  when  we  aided  the  States 
to  develop  land-grant  colleges  of  agri- 
culture and  the  mechanic  arts.  We  had 
tlie  vision  and  we  kept  faith  with  the 
generation  to  come  when  we  established 
urant.s-in-aid  to  the  States  for  vocational 
education.  Shall  we  not  once  again  meet 
a  creat  national  need — the  shortage  of 
school  buildings — by  an  act  of  states- 
manship. I  hope  we  shall  and  that  S. 
2601  will  pass  before  the  83d  Congress 
becomes  history. 


RECESS  TO  10  A.  M.  TOMORROW 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  if 
there  be  no  further  business  to  come  be- 
fore the  Senate,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
stand  in  recess  until  10  o'clock  tomorrow 
morning. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  10 
oclock  and  46  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  Tuesday.  August  17, 
1954,  at  10  oclock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  August  l(i  (legislative  day  of 
August  5>,  1954: 

Diplomatic  and  FoancN  Sravicz 

Robert  McCUntocl:.  of  California,  a  For- 
eign Service  officer  o:  class  1,  to  be  Ambassa- 
Qur  Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
l-'nited  States  of  America  to  the  Kingdom  of 
Cambodia. 

Charles  W.  Yost,  of  New  York,  a  Foreign 
Service  officer  of  clas-s  1 .  to  be  Envoy  Extraor- 
dinary and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  the  Kingdom 
of  Luos. 


DzPAKTicnrr  of  trx  Ant  Fokck 
Trevor  Gardner,  of  California,  to  be  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

BoAXD  or  Pasolk 

Lewis  J.  Grout,  of  Kansas,  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Board  of  Parole  for  a  term  expiring 
September  30.  1959. 

John  E.  Henry,  of  Montana,  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  of  Parole  for  a  term  expiring 
Septemt>er  30.  1956.  vice  Paul  W.  Tappan, 
resigned. 

tTNITED    StATXS    ClRCtrrr    Jt-DCES 

Martin  Donald  Van  Oosterhout.  of  Iowa, 
to  be  United  States  circuit  Judge,  eighth  cir- 
cuit, vice  Seth  Thomas,  retired. 

Charles  J.  Vogel.  of  North  Dakota,  to  be 
United  States  circuit  Judge,  eighth  circuit. 
vice  Walter  G.  Rlddlck.  deceased. 

United  States  District  JtT>CE 
Henry  L.  Brooks,  of  Kentucky,  to  be  United 
States  district  Judge  for  the  western  district 
of  Kentucky,  to  fill  a  new  position. 

United   States   Marshal 
Jay  Neal.  of  Arkansas,  to  be  United  States 
marshal  for  the  western  district  of  Arkansas, 
vice  Cooper  Hudspeth,  resigned. 

Comptroller   or   Cvstoms 

Russell  E.  Atkinson,  of  New  Jersey,  to  be 
comptroller  of  customs  with  headquarters 
at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  fill  an  existing  va- 
cancy. 

In  the  Armt 

The  officers  named  herein  for  appointment 
as  Reserve  commissioned  officers  of  the  Army 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952  (Public  Law  476,  82d 
Cong.): 

To  be  major  generals 

MaJ.  Gen.  Philip  Charles  Bettenburg. 
0171936,  Minnesota  National  Guard,  to  date 
from  May   10.   1954. 

MaJ.  Gen  Carl  Otha  DeBard.  0288794. 
Indiana  National  Guard,  to  date  from  May 
10.  1954. 

Maj.  Oen.  Heber  Leutner  Edwards,  0172673, 
North  Dakota  National  Guard,  to  date  from 
May  10.  1954. 

MaJ.  Gen  Rhodolph  Leslie  Esmay.  0165227, 
Wyoming  National  Guard,  to  date  from  July 
25.  1954. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Luis  Raul  Esteves.  0170507, 
Puerto  Rioo  National  Guard,  to  date  from 
May   10.   1954. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Walter  Jones  Hanna.  0171549, 
Alabama  National  Guard,  to  date  from  May 
10.  1954. 

MaJ.  Oen.  Roy  Washington  Kenny, 
0176730.  Oklahoma  National  Guard,  to  date 
from  May  10.  1954. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Mark  Walter  Lance.  0243398. 
Florida  National  Guard,  to  date  from  May 
10.  1954 

MaJ.  Gen.  Gordon  Alexander  MacDonald, 
0193923,  Michigan  National  Guard,  to  date 
from  May  10.  1954. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Joseph  Evelyn  Nelson,  0241830, 
Minnesota  National  Guard,  to  date  from  May 
10,  1954. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Frederick  Gates  Reincke, 
0322850,  Connecticut  National  Guard,  to 
date  from  May  10.  1954. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Charles  Gurdon  Sage.  0171863, 
New  Mexico  National  Guard,  to  date  from 
May  10.  1954. 

MaJ.  Oen.  John  Edward  Walsh,  0256059, 
Idaho  National  Guard,  to  date  from  May  10, 
1954. 

To  be  brigadier  generals 

Brig.  Gen.  Wayne  Carlos  Bailey.  0281317, 
California  National  Guard,  to  date  from  May 
10.  1954. 

Brig.  Gen.  Richard  Cook.  0107835,  Minne- 
sota National  Guard,  to  date  from  May  10, 
1954. 

Brig.  Oen.  Gerald  Edward  DuBois, 
0340176,  Iowa  National  Guard,  to  date  from 
May  10,  1954. 


Brig.  Gen.  Joseph  Clifford  Hod^ln. 
012083S.  lUlnoU  National  Ouard.  to  ciata 
from  May  10,  1954. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Francis  Homfeld.  02S3221. 
niinois  National  Guard,  to  date  from  May 
10.  1954. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Jacobson.  Jr..  Oloa32«. 
New  Hampshire  National  Guard,  to  date 
from  May  10.  1954. 

Brig  Gen.  Cecil  Joseph  Kennedy.  024S1S9. 
Michigan  National  Guard,  to  date  from  May 
10.   1954. 

Brig.  Gen.  Harry  Atkins  Markle.  Jr.. 
0271409.  Pennsylvania  National  Guard,  to 
date  from  May  10.  1954. 

Brig.  Gen.  Loren  Gregory  Windom. 
0275591.  Ohio  National  Guard,  to  date  from 
May   10,   1954. 

In  the  Navt 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  staff 
corps  of  the  Navy  for  temporary  promotion  to 
the  grade  of  rear  admiral,  subject  to  quallfl- 
cation  therefor  as  provided  by  law; 

medical  corps 
Bruce  E.  Bradley 
Irwln  L.  V.  Norman 

SUPPLY  corps  f 

William  L.  Knickerbocker  « 

Thomas   L.   Becknell.   Jr. 
James  W.  Boundy 

CTVn.  ENGINEER  COKPS 

William  Slhler 
Robert  H.  Meade 

dentai.  corps 
Ralph  W.  T&yior 
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CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  August  16  (legislative  day  of 
August  5).  1954. 

Saint    LiAwrence    Seawat    Development 
Corporation 

The  foUowlng-named  persons  to  be  mem- 
bers of  the  Advisory  Board  of  the  Saint 
Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corporation: 

John  C.  Beukema,  of  Michigan. 

Harry  C.  Brockel,  of  Wisconsin. 

Edward  J.  Noble,  of  Connecticut. 

Kenneth  Merle  Lloyd,  of  Ohio. 

Hugh  Moore,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Post  OmcE  Department 

E,  George  Sledle,  of  Pennsylvania,  to  b« 
an   Assistant  Postmaster  General. 

Postmasters 

ALABAMA 

Emitt  J.  Strlcklln,  Bremen. 

ARIZONA 

Paul  H.  McEwen,  McNary. 
Bertha  Bernlce  Boggs,  WaddeU. 

ARKANSAS 

James  A.  Myover.  Cotton  Plant. 
John  A.  Fairly,  Junction  City. 
Irel  C.  Bellville,  Little  Rock. 

CALirORNlA 

Albert  S.  Rlcketts,  Burbank. 
Hazel  M.  Bailey,  Los  Alamos. 
Harry  S.  Barr,  Meridian. 
Myrtle  D.  Jennings,  Mount  Eden. 
Alden  H.  Stookey,  Portola. 
Gladys  K.  Mohnlke.  Tecopa. 
Marlon  E.  Underhlll,  Yuba  City. 

COLORADO 

Lloyd  R.  Swedhln.  Buena  Vista. 
Maybelle  M.  Wright,  Erie. 

FLORIDA 

WlUlam  Dale  Dunlfon.  Fort  Lauderdal«. 
Rudolph  W.  Long,  Sebastian. 
Green  J.  McGrlff,  Jr.,  Starke. 

GEORGIA 

WUliam  C.  Lovejoy,  Jr.,  Decatur. 
Martha  E.  Priester,  Grant  vUle. 
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Bmcr  W.  Johnson.  Cberry  Valley. 
SalTAtor  R.  Forlenza,  Park  Ponst. 
Knld  I.  Crotchett,  Kane. 
Harold  J.  Fenwlck.  lialden. 
Robert  F.  Herzog.  Peru. 

IOWA 

Buster  Davenport,  Anamosa. 
Edwin  H.  Curtis.  Cluuiton. 

zxjtmnANA 

Buth  T.  Hingle.  Pointe  a  la  Hache. 

KAIMX 

Helen  I.  Bennett,  Charleston. 
Bewail  L.  Moody,  Guilford. 
Donald  T.  Rellly,  New  Harbor. 

1CASSACHT7SETTS 

Anna  M.  Shea,  Barrowsrllle. 
Donald  P.  Oriffln,  Lanesboro. 
Nils  Sture  Nelson,  Norwood. 
Stacy  P.  Taylor,  South  Wellfleet. 

MICHIGAN 

Chester  F.  Lee,  Armada.^ 
Lawrence  A.  Hahn,  Au  Ores. 
Robert  J.  Price,  Baraga. 
Walter  R.  Cremeans,  Elmlra. 
Andrew  R.  Puller,  FUe  Lalce. 
Henry  A.  Torrettl,  Iron  Mountain. 
Marjorle  A.  Hershiser,  Lake  Odessa. 
Marvin  D.  Cole,  Middleton. 
Shirley  E.  McBean.  Peck. 
Buraetta  W.  Lawltzke,  Port  Hope. 
Ralph  G.  Hartsig,  Van  Dyke. 

KDTNESOTA 

Dale  E.  Matteson,  Akeley. 

Walter  J.  Jacob,  Anoka. 

Robert  J.  Talbert,  Crystal  Bay. 

Harold  J.  Mumme,  Franklin. 

Vernon  A.  Temanson,  Oreenbush. 

Edward  K.  Tanner,  Little  Palls. 

OlMin  B.  Burbach.  Rochester. 

Ruby  S.  Lynch,  South  International  Palls. 

Bernard  J.  Rauen.  Waconla. 

Mxssouai 
Weldon  P.  Coy,  South  St.  Joseph. 

MOMTAKA 

Norman  E.  Blythe,  Havre. 
Ouy  C.  Rogers,  Missoula. 
Joseph  M.  Tackes.  Power. 

Ivan  E.  Hiatt,  Brlstow. 

Charley  L.  Dickey  m,  Coliunbus. 

Clarence  O.  Rodlne.  Polk. 

mw  HAMPSHIRE 

Prank  A.  Fogg,   Center  Ossipee. 

MKW    JBtSET 

Lester  W.  Schroeder,  Franklin. 
Robert  A.  Co(^>er,  Mount  Arlington, 
Frank  W.  Murphy,  Paterson. 

MXW    MXXICO 

Lewis  H.  Moore.  Parmlngton. 

KOBTH  CAKOLINA 

Aretta  S.  Crumpton,  Altamahaw. 

OHIO 

Paul  R.  Boyd,  Barnesville. 
WlUlam  L.  Meder,  Bellalre. 
Hobart  A.  Wehking,  Cincinnati. 
Joseph  S.  Frantz,  Cleveland. 
August  J.  Leagre,  De  Graff. 
Harry  A.  Titsworth,  Premont. ' 
EIlBworth  C.  Young.  Middlebraneh. 
Orll  O.  Miller.  Mount  Blanchard 
Sister  Mary  Annlce  Cushman,  Mount  St. 
Joseph. 

William  C.  Duff,  New  Concord. 
Edna  T.  Duncan.  Perrysvllle. 
ftank  R.  Palres,  Stockport. 
Earl  W.  Conner,  Waynesville. 
George  W.  Rupp,  Wellston. 

ORXGON 

Ptiedrlck  W.  Knlellng,  Marlon. 
Albert  M.  Hodler.  Portland. 


PENNSTLVANIA 

rl  S.  Cummlngs,  AUquippa. 
Charlotta  F.  Ferren,  AUenport. 
Bruce  Criunm,  Altoona. 
Kelvin  L.  Bowman.  Kllngerstown. 
Harold  V.  Elchelberger,  Lewisberry. 
George  W.  Gunla,  Sprlngdale. 
William  W.  DavlB.  Wllkes-Barre. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Irwin  B.  Linstad,  Eagle  Butte. 
Delvin  Meyer,  Mission. 

TEXAS 

Frank  T.  Coffman,  Bagwell. 
Doiiglas  M.  Pegues.  Cleburne. 
Martin  E.  Franklin,  Fort  Hancock. 
Kenneth  Whelply,  Nederland. 
Nathan  O.  Jackson,  Tolar. 

VIXGIKIA 

Ellwood  B.  Groseclose.  Ivanhoe. 

WASHINGTON 

Muriel  June  Kast.  Elbe. 

WISCONSIN 

William  D.  Arnold.  Lake  Nebagamon. 
■  ■•  ^mm  ■  ■ 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  August  16, 1951 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Brastaamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer : 

Almighty  God,  at  the  beginning  of  this 
new  week,  we  are  humbly  and  earnestly 
beseeching  Thee  that  the  whole  course 
of  our  lives  may  be  directed  in  true  ac- 
cord with  Thy  divine  will. 

Grant  that  in  the  welter  of  life's  many 
conflicting  caUs  and  claims  we  may  be 
Inspired  by  the  assurance  of  Thy  sus- 
taining presence  to  serve  our  genemtion 
faithfully. 

Help  us  to  see  more  clearly  that  our 
himian  life  has  no  defense  against  de- 
spair and  defeatism  unless  we  cultivate 
a  greater  faith  in  Thee,  whose  witdom 
Is  infallible  and  whose  strength  is  in- 
vincible. 

Emancipate  our  troubled  and  trem- 
bling spirits  from  fear  and  anxiety  and 
may  we  put  our  hands  in  Thine  and  hear 
and  heed  Thy  voice  as  Thou  dost  say  un- 
to us,  "This  is  the  way,  walk  ye  therein." 

Hear  us  in  Christ's  name.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Thursday,  August  12, 1954,  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  PROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment bills  of  the  House  of  the  following 
titles : 

H.  R.  3516.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Anna 
.  K.  McQullkin; 

H.  R.  8027.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
Biarcb  6,  1952  (66  Stat.  16),  to  extend  the 
time  during  which  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior may  enter  into  amendatory  repayment 
contracts  under  the  Federal  reclamation  laws, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9712.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of 
Congress  to  certain  New  England  States  to 
enter  Into  a  compact  relating  to  higher  edu- 
cation In  the  New  England  States  and  estab- 
lishing the  New  Eiigland  Board  of  Higher 
Education; 

H.  R.  9868.  An  act  to  amend  the  Merchant 
Ship  Sales  Act  of  1946  to  provide  for  the 


charter  of  passenger  ships  in  the  domestic 
trade:  and 

H.  R.  9962.  An  act  to  increase  by  )  percent 
the  rates  of  pension  payable  to  vetaraxu  and 
their  dependents. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed,  with  amendments 
in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House 
is  requested,  bills  of  the  House  of  the 
following  titles: 

H  R.  1665.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carl 
Plowaty  and  W.  J.  Plowaty; 

H.  R.  1980.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia to  construct  a  bridge  over  the  Poto- 
mac River  in  the  vicinity  of  Jones  Point, 
Va  .  and   for  other  purposes: 

H  R.  6290  An  act  to  discontinue  certain 
reports  now  required  by  law; 

H.  R.  6672.  An  act  to  increase  tbe  public 
debt  limit: 

H.  R.  7762.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  M. 
Hess; 

H.  R.  8193.  An  act  to  amend  the  Refugee 
Relief  Act  of  1953; 

H  R.  8753.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act 
of  1949,  as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Ad- 
ministrator of  General  Services  to  estab- 
Usli  and  operate  motor  vehicle  pools  and 
systems  and  to  provide  office  furniture  and 
furnishings  when  agencies  are  moved  to  new 
locations,  to  direct  the  Administrator  to  re- 
port the  unauthorized  use  of  Ooternment 
motor  vehicles,  and  to  authorize  the  United 
States  Civil  Service  Commission  to  regulate 
operators  of  Government-owned  motor  ve- 
hicles, and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9002.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  re- 
tirement of  certain  officers  of  the  Regular 
Army  and  the  Regular  Air  Force  aX  age  60, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9357.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S.  H. 
Prather,  Mrs.  Florence  Prather  Penman,  S. 
H.  Prather.  Jr  ; 

H.  R.  9910  An  act  to  amend  section  413 
(bt  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946;  and 

H  R.  10009.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  re- 
view of  customs  tariff  schedules,  to  improve 
procedures  for  the  tariff  classiflcation  of  un- 
enumerated  articles,  to  repeal  or  amend  ob- 
solete provisions  of  the  customs  laws,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed  bills  and  a  joint  reso- 
lution of  the  following  titles,  in  which 
the  concurrence  of  the  House  is  re- 
quested: 

S  114.  An  act  authorizing  appropriations 
for  the  construction,  operation,  and  main- 
tenance of  the  western  land  boundary  fence 
project,  and  for  other  purjxises; 

S.  417.  An  act  conferring  Jxu-lsdictlon  upon 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  New  Mexico,  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  Judgment  upon  certain  claims 
arising  as  a  result  of  the  construction  by  the 
United  States  of  Elephant  Butte  Dam  on  the 
Rio  Grande; 

S.  1022.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
Swarthout  and  L.  R.  Swarthout; 

S.  2017.  An  act  to  revise  the  procedure  in 
the  district  courts  relating  to  the  dijsposltion 
of  the  wages  and  effects  of  deceased  and 
deserting  seamen,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S  2083.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  t>awrence 
F.  Kramer; 

8. 2980.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  Southern  District  of  New  York  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  a 
claim  of  the  Bunker  Hill  Development  Corp.; 

S.  3187.  An  act  to  authorize  the  United 
States  of  America  to  quitclaim  all  Its  right, 
title,  and  Interest  In  and  to  certain  lands  in 
Arizona,  except  for  mineral  interests  therein, 
and  for  other  purposes; 
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S.  3189.  An  act  providing  for  the  convey- 
ance by  the  Unitsd  States  to  the  Monterey 
County  Flood  Control  and  Water  Conserva- 
tion District,  Mcnterey  County.  Calif.,  of 
certain  lands  in  Camp  Roberts  Military  Res- 
ervation. Calif.,  for  use  as  a  dam  and  reser- 
voir site,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S  3316.  An  act  'jO  authorize  and  direct  the 
conveyance  of  a  certain  tract  of  land  in  the 
State  of  Mississippi  to  Jonathan  Jones; 

S  3326.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  P.  H.  Mc- 
Connell; 

S.  3601.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agricuitu-e  is  authorized  to  extend 
until  not  later  thun  October  18,  1962.  certain 
timber  rights  and  necessary  ingress  and 
egress,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3706.  An  act  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party,  to  prohibit  members  of  Communist 
organizations  frora  serving  in  certain  repre- 
sentative capacities,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3726.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of 
Congress  to  certain  New  England  States  to 
enter  Into  a  compact  relating  to  higher  edu- 
cation in  the  New  England  States  and  estab- 
lishing the  New  England  Board  of  Higher 
Education;  and 

S.J.  Res.  158.  Joint  resolution  to  provide 
for  a  new  third  division  of  the  Northern 
Judicial  District  of  California. 

The  mes.sage  ilso  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed,  with  amendments  in 
which  the  concjrrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  fol- 
lowing title: 

H.  R.  9366.  An  act  to  amend  the  Social 
Security  Act  and  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
so  as  to  extend  coverage  under  the  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  program,  increase 
the  benefltfl  payable  thereunder,  preserve  the 
insurance  rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and 
Increase  the  amount  of  earnings  permitted 
without  loes  of  benefits,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

The  message  ilso  announced  that  the 
Senate  insists  upon  its  amendments  to 
the  foregoing  bill;  requests  a  conference 
with  the  Hotise  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints 
Mr.  MiLLiKiN,  Mr.  Martin,  Mr.  Wn,LiAMS. 
Mr.  George,  and  Mr.  Byrd  to  be  the  con- 
ferees on  the  piirt  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  aLso  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed,  with  amendments  in 
which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  fol- 
lowing title: 

H  R  10051.  An  act  making  appropriations 
for  mutual  security  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30,  195fi.  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  insists  upon  its  amendments  to 
the  foregoing  bill;  requests  a  conference 
With  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints 
Mr.  Bridges.  Mr.  Percuson,  Mr.  Cordon, 
Mr.  Saltonstall.  Mr.  Dirksen.  Mr.  Hay- 
den.  Mr.  RussEiL.  Mr.  McCarran,  and 
Mr.  Chavez  to  be  the  conferees  on  the 
pait  of  the  Semite. 

The  message  slso  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the 
House  to  bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  fol- 
lowing titles: 


S  22.  An  act  to 
for  accrued  leave 
Armed   Forces   wh. 
tlie  purpose  of  in 
an  indefinite  perlc 

S.  2420.  An  act  t 
Tradlna;  With   the 

S  3233.  An    act 
Mirine    Act,     1936 
legislation  for  the 


validate  certain  payments 
made  to  members  of  the 
)  accepted  discharges  for 
mediate  reenlistment  for 
d; 

)  amend  section  32  of  the 
Enemy  Act,  as  amended; 
to  amend  the  Merchant 
,  to  provide  permanent 
transportation  of  a  sub- 


stantial portion  of  waterbome  cargoes  In 
United  States-flag  vessels; 

S.  3239.  An  act  to  authorize  conveyance 
of  land  to  the  State  of  California  for  an 
Inspection  station: 

8.  3379.  An  act  to  amend  the  Flammable 
Fabrics  Act,  so  as  to  exempt  from  its  appli- 
cation fabrics  and  wearing  apparel  which 
are  not  highly  flammable;  and 

S.  3487.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Central 
Bank  for  Cooperatives  and  the  regional 
banks  for  cooperatives  to  issue  consolidated 
debentures,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  ordered  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  be  requested  to  return 
to  the  Senate  the  bill  No.  H.  R.  8932.  "An 
act  to  reclassify  dictaphones  in  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930."  and  the  message  of  the  Sen- 
ate thereon. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  insists  UF>on  its  amendments  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  2263)  entitled  "An  act  to 
authorize  the  Postmaster  General  to  re- 
adjust the  compensation  of  holders  of 
contracts  for  the  performance  of  mail- 
messenger  service,"  disagreed  to  by  the 
House;  agrees  to  the  conference  asked 
by  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints 
Mr.  Carlson.  Mr.  r>iTrF,  and  Mr.  John- 
ston of  South  Carolina  to  be  the  con- 
ferees on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  annoimced  that  the 
Senate  disagrees  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9757)  entitled  "An  act  to  amend 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946,  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  further  insists  on  its  amendments 
to  the  above-entitled  bill  and  asks  a  fur- 
ther conference  with  the  House  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon  and  appoints  Mr.  Hickenlooper, 
Mr.  Knowland,  Mr.  Bricker,  Mr.  John- 
son of  Colorado,  and  Mr.  Andesson  to  be 
the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R 
9678)  entitled  "An  act  to  promote  the 
security  and  foreign  policy  of  the  United 
States  by  furnishing  assistance  to 
friendly  nations,  and  for  other  purix)ses." 


points  the  following  conferees:  Messrs. 
Red  of  New  York,  jEmoifs,  Simpson  of 
Pennsylvania,  Coopkb,  and  Dxngeu.. 


SOCIAL    SECURITY    ACT    AND    THE 
INTERNAL  REVENUE  CODE 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  <H.  R.  9366) 
to  amend  the  Social  Security  Act  and  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  so  as  to  extend 
coverage  under  the  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  program,  increase  the  bene- 
fits payable  thereunder,  preserve  the  in- 
surance rights  of  disabled  individuals, 
and  increase  the  amount  of  earnings  per- 
mitted without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for 
other  purposes,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, and  agree  to  the  conference  asked 
by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York?    The  Chair  hears  none,  and  ap- 


SECOND  LIBERTY  BOND  ACT 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take 
from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R 
6672)  to  increase  the  public  debt  limit, 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 
Th«  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bilL 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert  "That  during  the  period  be- 
ginning on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act  and  ending  on  June  30,  1955,  the  public 
debt  limit  set  forth  in  the  first  sentence  of 
section  21  of  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act. 
as  amended,  shaU  be  temporarUy  Increased 
by  $6  billion." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Cooper  ] . 

Mr.  COOPER  Mr.  Speaker,  I  intend 
to  reserve  the  right  to  object  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  brief  statement 
It  is  my  imderstanding  that  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Multkr]  in- 
tends to  object,  so  I  shall  withhold  the 
statement. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objecUOn  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Reed]? 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  this  bill  origi- 
nally came  before  the  House  at  the  end 
of  the  last  session  of  this  Congress  last 
year.  It  was  requested  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  at  that  time  on  his 
representation  to  the  House  that  it  was 
needed  in  order  to  meet  the  debt  limit; 
and  that  if  the  debt  limit  were  not  in- 
creased at  that  time,  this  Crovemment 
of  ours  would  not  be  able  to  meet  its 
bills  as  they  became  due  during  the 
calendar  year  endinc  December  31  last. 

We  have  now  gone  almost  13  months 
since  that  request  was  made  and  the 
House  passed  the  bilL  Now  I  under- 
stand there  has  been  a  statement  made 
to  the  other  body,  as  a  result  of  which 
the  increase  requested,  instead  of  being 
$15  billion,  is  to  be  only  $6  billion.  I 
think  before  this  House  is  asked  to  do 
anything  more  with  tliis  bill,  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  should  report  to 
this  House  and  tell  us  why  the  differ- 
ence and  why  he  can  now  get  along  with 
$6  billion  increase  when  he  reported  to 
the  House  last  year  that  he  needed 
$15  billion  before  the  calendar  year 
was  over. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MULTER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  made 
constant  representations  to  all  of  us  in 
respect  to  this  matter.  As  far  as  the  ac- 
tion taken  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives is  concerned,  I  am  completely  con- 
vinced that  if  the  other  body  had  gone 
along  with  us,  money  would  have  been 
saved  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States.    However,  they  did  not. 

I  rise  at  this  time  only  to  suggest  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Mttlteb] 
that  this  matter  must  be  disposed  of. 
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This  course  seems  to  be  the  desirable  one 
and.  may  I  say,  the  necessary  one  under 
all  the  circimistances.  If  the  gentleman 
persists  in  his  objection,  then,  of  course, 
we  would  have  no  alternative  except  to 
move  to  suspend  the  rules  to  pass  the  bill 
because,  as  I  have  said,  it  is  something 
that  must  be  disposed  of.  I  sincerely 
trust  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
MxjLTER],  for  whom  I  have  the  highest 
admiration,  will  not  press  his  objection 
at  this  time  in  order  that  the  matter  may 
be  disposed  of. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  order 
to  make  my  position  perfectly  clear, 
when  the  matter  was  before  us  in  the 
closing  days  of  the  last  session  of  this 
Congress.  I  raised  the  objection  that  this 
matter  was  of  sufficient  importance  to 
require  hearings,  to  require  that  the  tes- 
timony be  printed  and  given  to  the  Mem- 
bers  before  we  were  called  upon  to  act. 
Almost  13  months  have  gone  by.  I  under- 
stand there  has  been  a  statement  made 
to  the  other  body,  but  we  do  not  have 
that  statement  here.  There  have  been 
no  hearings  before  the  appropriate  com- 
mittee of  this  House.  I  think  until  those 
hearings  are  held  and  we  know  where  we 
are  going  and  why  we  are  going  there,  I 
must  object. 

The  SPEAKER.     Objection  is  heard. 


MUTUAL   SECURITY   APPROPRIA- 
TION ACT 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  take  from  the  Speak- 
er's table  the  bill  (H.  R.  10051)  making 
appropriations  for  mutual  security  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1955,  and 
for  other  purposes,  disagree  to  the  Sen- 
ate amendments,  and  agree  to  the  con- 
ference asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Taber]. 

Mr.  CANNON.     Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 

the  right  to  object,  I  should  like  to  ask 

■  the   gentleman   from   New   York    (Mr. 

Tabir)  if  the  legislative  bill  authorizing 

this  appropriation  has  yet  become  a  law? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  think  it  has.  but  I  am 
not  sure.  The  conference  report  has 
passed  the  Senate  and  the  House,  but 
whether  or  not  the  bill  has  been  signed. 
I  cannot  say ;  but  I  think  it  has. 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  House,  then,  has 
had  no  notification  of  approval  by  the 
President  of  the  authorization  bill? 

Mr.  TABER.    I  have  not  heard  of  any. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Would  that  interfere 
In  any  way  with  this  bill  going  to  con- 
ference and  with  action  in  conference? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  should  not  think  so. 

Mr.  CANNON.  This  is  the  last  ap- 
propriation bill  to  go  to  conference  this 
session? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  hope  so. 

Mr.  CANNON.  And  there  is  already 
one  pending  in  conference? 

Mr.  TABER.     That  is  right, 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wonder 
if  the  gentleman  could  give  us  any  in- 
formation as  to  when  he  expects  to  dis- 
pose of  these  two  bills  in  conference? 

Mr.  TAJBER.  I  hope  that  we  may  be 
able  to  have  a  conference  report  tonight 
.upon  the  Supplemental  bill.  I  would 
hope  that  perhaps  we  will  be  able  to  get 
to  a  conference  on  the  Mutual  Security 


bill  sometime  this  afternoon,  although 
it  may  be  a  little  difficult  to  do  that.  It 
would  be  very  much  better  if  we  could 
get  it  over  with,  I  hope  with  good  results. 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  withdraw  my  reser- 
vation of  objection.  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.,  Speaker,  I  understand  that 
this  request  is  to  appoint  conferees  on 
the  appropriation  for  the  so-called  for- 
eign aid?  I 

Mr.  TABER.     That  is  it. 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  other  body  put  $9 
million  into  this  bill  for  so-called  tedi- 
nical  assistance  to  the  United  Nations. 
Is  that  correct?  , 

Mr.  TABER.     That  is  correct.  | 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  will  be  the  atti- 
tude of  the  House  conferees  toward  that? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  would  say  that  tlie 
House  conferees  did  not  like  that  idea 
when  they  made  up  the  bill.  They  left 
%  out  of  the  bill  because  they  felt  that 
It  was  more  damage  than  it  was  sood. 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  House  appropriated 
not  one  penny  for  this  purpose? 

Mr.  TABER.  We  appropriated  what 
we  thought  was  right:  nothing. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  hope  the  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  will  stand  by  their 
refusal  to  appropriate  money  for  this 
purpose. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw  my  reserva- 
tion of  objection. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  as  I  under- 
stand the  situation,  the  Senate  appro- 
priated over  all  some  $200  million  less  for 
foreign  aid  than  the  House  appropriated. 

Mr.  TABER.     That  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  What  is  the 
difference? 

Mr.  TABER.  The  difference  is  that 
the  House  was  lower  than  the  Senate  by 
several  hundred  million  dollars. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  The  House  ap- 
propriation was  lower  than  the  Senate, 
not  higher? 

Mr.  TABER.     Yes,  much  lower. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  certainly 
want  to  express  the  hope  that  the  Hou.'^e 
conferees  will  stand  by  the  House  ver- 
sion of  the  bill  and  reduce  this  appro- 
priation to  the  very  lowest  possible 
amount. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  think  the  gentleman 
can  count  on  that. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York?  [Aft^r  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Taber,  Wiggles  worth, 
H.  Carl  Andersen,  Penton,  Davis  of  Wis- 
consin, PoRD.  Gary,  Rooney,  Passbmn, 
and  Cannon.  , 

PROCEEDINGS     AGAINST     HORACE 
CILANDLER  DAVIS  | 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  desires  to 
announce  that  pursuant  to  House  Reso- 
lution 704,  83d  Congress,  he  did  on  today, 
August  16,  1954,  certify  to  the  United 
States  attorney  for  the  western  dis- 
trict of  Michigan  the  refusal  of  Horace 
Chandler  Davis  to  answer  questions  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, together  with  all  of  the  facts  in 
connection  therewith. 


PILING  OF  CONFERENCE  REPORTS 
ON  MUTUAL  SECURITY  AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION 
BILLS 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  that 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  may 
have  until  midnight  tonight  to  file  con- 
ference reports  on  the  mutual  .security 
appropriation  bill  and  t'lp  supplemental 
appropriation  bill. 

Mr  CANNON.  Reserving  the  ri(rht  to 
object.  Mr.  Speaker,  does  the  reque.'.t 
include  filing  conference  reports  on  both 
the  foreign  aid  and  the  supplemental 
appropriation  bills? 

Mr.  TABER.    It  docs.  | 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  this  the  sup- 
plemental appropriation  bill  that  car- 
ries the  appropriation  for  the  Hoover 
Commission'' 

Mr.  TABER.    It  is. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  ACT  OF  1954 

Mr,  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  a.sk  unanimou.s  con.sent  to  take  from 
the  Speakers  table  the  bill  <H.  R.  .9757) 
to  amend  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946, 
as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  with 
a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  in.slst  on 
disagreement  to  the  Senate  amendment, 
and  aeree  to  the  conference  asked  by  the 
Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  centlcman  from  New 
York?  I  After  a  pause,  i  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  appoints  the  following  con- 
ferees: Messrs.  Cole  of  New  York.  Hin- 
SHAw,  Van  Zandt  Durham,  and  Price. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  that  the 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  on 
the  bill  H.  R.  9757  may  have  until  mid- 
night tonight  to  file  a  conference  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order  that  a 
quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  will  count. 
One  hundred  sixty- 
are     present,     not     a 


.1 


Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 


[After  countin 
three     Members 
quorum. 

Mr.  HALLECK. 
a  call  of  the  Hou.se 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol- 
lowing Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names; 

[Roll  No.  141  1  I 

Buckley  Davis.  TeHn. 

Busbcy  Deane 

Campbell  D.^mpsey 

Canheld  D  Ewart 

Carrigg  Dlngell 

Chatham  Dolllnger 

Clevengtr  Dolllver 

Colmer  Donovan 

Condon  Dorn.S.  C'. 

Couon  Doyle 

Coudert  Durham 

Curtis.  Mo.  F!lsv.ortU 

Davis.  Ga.  £ngle 


Adair 

Angell 

Ayres 

Baker 

Barden 

Beamer 

Benrter 

Benlley 

BentFen 

Blatnik 

BohiDd 

Bui  lint; 

Bowler 


19  5  U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


14629 


Fine 

PMllO 

Golden 

Gordon 

Qiibser 

Haley 

Hand 

Harrison, 

Harvey 

H-  bert 

He.ss 

HlHelson 

Hoffman, 

Hollfleld 

Holt 

Ho«mer 

Hruska 

James 

Jona-s,  111. 

Kearney 

Keo(?h 

Kilbum 

Klein 

Kluczynskl 

l.«'>ndr\im 

LantafT 

LeCompte 

Llp.'-comb 

Lucas 


Wyo. 


ni. 


Lyle 

McCArlhy 

McConoack 

Mcculloch 

Mack,  111. 

Mack,  WMh. 

Madden 

Martin  Iowa 

Mason 

Miller.  N.  T. 

MoLloli.Ui 

Morgar. 

MorrlK>n 

Moulder 

Nelson 

Norblaii 

OBrleii,   ni. 

O'Brien,  Mlcb. 

Osmen> 

Patten 

Patterson 

Pelly 

Pillion 

PoweU 

Prestoti 

Prouty 

Rabaut 

Radwan 

Ratna 


Rctan 

Riley 

Rivers 

Robalon,  Ky. 

Rogers.  MaM. 

Rooaerelt 

6crlTn«r 

Secreat 

Shafer 

Bheehan 

Sikea 

Smith,  Wis. 

Btrlngfellow 

Taylor 

Tea^ue 

Thompson,  La. 

ToUefaon 

Utt 

Van  Pelt 

Vinson 

Vursell 

Walnwrlcht 

Welchel 

Wheeler 

Wldnall 

Wilson.  Calif. 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Tatea 

Yorty 


The  SPEAKER.  On  this  roUcall  293 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  fm"ther  pro- 
ceedings under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


SECTION  308  (5)  OP  THE  TARIFF  ACT 
OF  1930 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  blU  (H.  R.  9248) 

to  amend  section  308  (5)  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  with  a  Senate 
amendment  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Pape  2.  after  line  8  Insert: 

"Sec  2.  (a)  Paragraph  1631  of  the  T&rtff 
Act  of  1930.  as  amende<L  la  amended  by 
inserting  'bookbindlJig  or  cover'  after  'book.' 

"(b)  The  amendment  made  by  this  section 
shall  be  elTectlve  as  to  articles  entered  for 
con. sumption  or  wlttidrawn  from  warehouse 
for  consumption  on  or  after  the  10th  day 
fallowing  the  date  of  tlila  act  and  prior  to 
September  1.  195«." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

Mr  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
.«;ent  to  extend  my  remarks  on  this  bill 
following  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  RekdI. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nes.see? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  In  the  Rscoro. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  purpose  of  the  Senate 
amendment  to  H.  R.  9248  is  to  allow 
a  p>eriod  for  the  renewal  of  botAbindin^: 
and  the  importation  of  book  covers  for 
foreign  books  by  the  Institutions  or  for 
the  purposes  specified  in  paragrai^ 
1631  of  the  Tariff  Act.  These  institu- 
tions are  societies  or  institutions  for  re- 
ligious,  philosophical,  educational,  sd- 


entiflc.  or  literary  in  nature.  It  is  not 
anticipated  that  any  domestic  book- 
binding or  book-cover  Industry  would  be 
affected  by  the  amendment. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  H.  R. 
9248  passed  the  House  it  provided  for  the 
temporary  exemption  of  racing  vehicles 
and  craft  which  are  imported  mto  the 
United  States  for  racing  events,  where 
no  money  purse  is  involved,  from  the  re- 
quirement of  filing  a  bond. 

The  Senate  added  an  amendment  per- 
mitting certain  religious,  educational, 
and  similar  Institutions  to  import  free 
of  duty  until  September  1.  1956,  book- 
bindings and  covers.  I  urge  that  the 
Senate  amendment  be  adopted. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TTie  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
In.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


TARIFF  ACT  OF  1930 

Mr.  REZD  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  8628) 
to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  insure 
that  crude  silicon  carbide  imported  into 
the  United  States  will  continue  to  be 
exempt  from  duty,  with  a  Senate  amend- 
ment thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Clil. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows:  ^ 

After  line  6.  Insert: 

•Sec.  2.  (a)  Paragraph  720  of  title  1  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  (U.  S.  C.  1952  edition,  title 
19,  sec.  1001,  par.  720),  la  amended  by  adding 
mt  the  end  thereof  the  following  subpara- 
graph: 

"(d)  Flah  sticks  and  similar  products  of 
any  size  or  shape,  fillets,  or  other  portions  of 
fish.  If  br«aded.  coated  with  batter,  or  simi- 
larly prepared,  but  not  packed  In  oU  or  In  oU 
and  other  substances,  whether  In  bulk  or  in 
containers  of  any  size  or  kind,  and  whether 
or  not  described  or  provided  for  elsewhere  In 
this  act.  if  uncooked,  20  percent  ad  valorem; 
cooked  In  any  degree,  30  percent  ad  ▼alorem." 

"(b)  The  foregoing  amendment  shall  enter 
Into  effect  as  soon  as  practicable  on  a  date  to 
be  specified  by  the  President  in  a  notice  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  following  such 
negotiations  as  may  be  necessary  to  effect  a 
modification  or  a  termination  of  the  Inter- 
national obligations  of  the  United  States 
with  which  the  amendment  would  be  in 
conflict." 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to 
amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  to  Insure  that 
crude  elUcon  carbide  imported  into  the 
United  States  will  continue  to  be  exempt 
from  duty,  and  with  respect  to  the  duties 
applicable  to  certain  prepared  fish." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  on  this 
bill  following  the  remarks  of  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Reed]. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr,  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  RECoao. 


Tlie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
the  Senate  amendment  to  H.  R.  8628  re- 
moves an  anomaly  in  the  existing  duties 
on  certain  prepared  flsh  by  making  fish 
sticks  not  containing  any  added  oil  duti- 
able at  rates  which  are  higher  than  those 
applicable  to  the  raw  fish  from  which 
they  have  been  processed.  The  amend- 
ment also  provides  that  the  new  rates  of 
duty  shall  enter  into  effect  as  soon  as 
practicable  after  the  President  has  taken 
action  to  modify  or  withdraw  %ny  inter- 
national obligations  which  may  be  af- 
fected by  the  proposed  legislation.  It  is 
my  understanding  that  this  amendment 
avoids  the  possible  conflict  with  interna- 
tional obligations  to  whieh  the  executive 
departments  previously  raised  objections. 

Mr,  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  H.  tl. 
8628  passed  the  House  it  provided  for  the 
continued  importation  of  crude  silicon 
carbide  free  of  duty. 

The  Senate  added  an  amendment 
which  would  permit  a  readjustment  in 
the  rates  of  duties  on  fish  sticks  and 
similar  products,  amounting  to  an  in- 
crease in  these  duties.  This  increase  will 
be  made  only  after  the  President  has  had 
time  to  modify  concessions  on  them  in 
our  trade  agreements. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  inter- 
ested departments  are  agreeable  to  this 
amendment.  I  urge  that  the  Senate 
amendment  be  adopted. 

Mr.  BATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  purpoea 
of  the  amendment  under  discussion  is  to 
place  a  duty  of  20  percent  ad  valorem  on 
uncooked  fish  sticics  and  30  percent  on 
the  cooked,  with  a  view  of  providing 
fairer  competition  between  foreign  and 
domestic  fish  sticks  in  the  event  that 
foreign  nations  decide  to  send  these  fish 
sticks  into  the  United  States. 

The  20-p>ercent  tariff  on  uncooked  flsh 
sticks  represents  an  increase  in  the  tariff 
to  carry  out  the  general  policy  that 
higher  tariffs  will  be  established  for  each 
successive  stage  of  processing  of  any 
particular  article.  Under  the  existing 
law,  the  tariff  on  prepared  fish  sticks  is 
lower  than  on  raw  flsh. 

I  have  held  conferences  with  repre- 
sentatives of  the  various  departments 
and  this  proposed  legislation  meets  With 
general  approval,  and  I  am  confident 
that  the  White  House  will  endorse  fa- 
vorable action  by  this  body.  Dr.  Gabriel 
Hauge,  administrative  assistant  to  the 
President,  has  already  stated  that  "the 
goal  of  your  bill,  which  we  all  agree,  is  a 
good  one." 

The  domestic-fishing  industry  Is  mak- 
ing every  effort  to  help  itself  in  main- 
taining high  standards,  provide  «nploy- 
ment,  and  encourage  industry,  but  It 
needs  help  and  protection  from  competi- 
tive imports.  The  proposed  amendment 
will  alleviate  some  of  the  strain  on  the 
Industry,  and  I  urge  its  passage. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


REVIEW  OP  CUSTOMS  TARIFF 
SCHEDULES 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  10009) 
to  provide  for  the  review  of  customs 
tariff  schedules,  to  improve  procedures 
for  the  tariff  classification  of  unenu- 
merated  articles,  to  repeal  or  amend  ob- 
solete provisions  of  the  customs  laws, 
and  for  other  purposes,  with  Senate 
amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  tiUe  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  2,  lines  1  and  2,  strike  out  "for  the 
purpose  of  determining  the  applicable  rate 
of  duty  or  exemption  from  duty"  and  Insert 
"for  tariff  purposes." 

Page  2,  line  3,  strike  out  "certain"  and 
Insert  "related." 

Page  2,  line  11,  strike  out  "Established" 
and  Insert  "Establish." 

Page  2,  line  20.  strike  out  all  after  "classi- 
fications" over  to  and  including  "calculated" 
in  line  25  on  page  4. 

Page  4,  after  line  25,  insert: 

"(b)  The  Ck>mmission  shall  seek  to  ac- 
complish the  purposes  of  subsection  (a) 
without  sviggestlng  changes  in  any  rate  or 
rates  of  duty  on  indlTldual  products,  whether 
those  rates  are  applied  by  statute  or  by 
Presidential  proclamation.  Where,  bow- 
ever,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commission, 
the  piuposes  of  subsection  (a)  cannot  be 
accomplished  without  such  changes,  the 
Commission  shall  specify  each  incidental 
change  in  rates  which  in  its  judgment  would 
accomplish  such  piirpoees,  and  shall  ac- 
company it  with  a  B\unmary  of  all  the  data 
on  which  such  suggested  change  was  based, 
together  with  a  statement  of  the  probable 
effect  of  such  suggested  change  on  any  in- 
dustry in  the  United  States.  Before  sug- 
gesting any  changes  in  rates  of  duty,  the 
Commission  shall  give  public  notice  of  its 
intention  to  do  so  and  shall  afford  reason- 
able opporttmity  for  parties  interested  to  be 
present,  to  produce  evidence,  and  to  be 
heard  at  public  hearings  with  respect  to  the 
probable  effect  of  such  suggested  changes  on 
any    Industry    in    the    United    States." 

Page  5.  line  1,  strike  out  "(d)"  and  in- 
sert:  (c) 

Page  6,  line  3,  after  "data".  Insert  "and 
statements." 

Page  5.  line  7,  strike  out  "(e)"  and  insert 
"(d)." 

Page  5,  after  line  16,  Insert: 

"(e)  The  Commission  may  invoke  all  the 
powers  granted  to  it  under  part  II,  title  HI, 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  and  is 
authorized  to  make  reasonable  rules  and  reg- 
ulations, for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  its 
functions  under  this  title." 

Page  5,  after  line  16,  Insert: 

"(f)  The  Commission  may  procure  tempo- 
rary and  intermittent  services  in  accordance 
with  section  15  of  the  act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C,  sec.  55a),  but  at  rates  not  to 
e?cceed  $75  per  diem  for  Individuals.  The 
Commission  may  reimburse  employees,  ex- 
perts, and  consultants  for  travel,  subsistence, 
and  other  necessary  expenses  Incurred  by 
them  in  the  performance  of  their  official 
duties,  and  make  reasonable  advances  to 
such  persons  for  such  purposes.  Service  by 
a  person  pursuant  to  the  first  sentence  of 


this  subsection  shall  not  be  considerecl  as 
service  or  employment  bringing  such  person 
Within  the  provisions  of  section  281,  283,  }84, 
tst  1914  of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code, 
or  section  512  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act 
of  1954.  or  section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
(6  U.  8.  C,  eec.  99)." 

Page  5,  line  17.  strike  out  "(f)"  and  in- 
sert "(g)." 

Page  5,  line  21,  strike  out  "tariff  classi- 
fication of." 

Page  5,  line  22,  after  "articles",  insert 
* — American  goods  returned."  : 

Page  6,  after  line  20,  Insert: 

"CEHTAIN  METAL  ARTICLES  RETTJKNED  TO  UNfTED 
STATES 

"Sec.  202.  Paragraph  1615  (g)  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (U.  S.  C  .  1952  edi- 
tion, title  19,  sec.  1201.  par.  1615  (g)).  Is 
further  amendeu  to  read  as  follows: 

"'(g)  (1)  Any  article  exported  from  the 
United  States  for  repairs  or  alterations  may 
be  returned  upon  the  payment  of  a  duty 
upon  the  value  of  the  repairs  or  alterations 
at  the  rate  or  rates  which  would  apply  to 
the  article  itself  In  its  repaired  or  altered 
condition  If  not  within  the  purview  of  this 
subparagraph   (g). 

"'(2)   If— 

"  '(A)  any  article  of  metal  (except  precious 
metal)  manufactured  In  the  United  States 
or  subjected  to  a  process  of  manufacture  in 
the  United  States  is  exported  for  further 
processing:   and 

"'(B)  the  exported  article  as  processed 
outside  the  United  States,  or  the  article 
which  results  from  the  processing  outside 
the  United  States,  as  the  case  may  be.  Is  re- 
turned to  the  United  States  for  further 
processing, 

then  such  article  may  be  retiu-ned  upon  the 
payment  of  a  duty  upon  the  value  of  such 
processing  outside  the  United  States  at  the 
rate  or  rates  which  would  apply  to  such 
article  itself  if  It  were  not  within  the  pur- 
view of  this  subparagraph  ( g ) . 

"'(3)  This  subparagraph  (g)  shall  not 
apply  to  any  article  exported — 

"'(A)  from  bonded  warehouse  or  from 
continuous  customs  custody  elsewhere  than 
bonded  warehouse  with  remission,  abate- 
ment, or  refund  of  duty; 

"'(B)  with  benefit  of  drawback  through 
substitution  or  otherwise;  or 

"'(C)  for  the  purpose  of  complying  with 
any  law  of  the  United  States  or  regulation 
of  any  Federal  agency  rec^uiring  exportation. 

"'(4)  For  the  purposes  of  this  subpara- 
graph (g),  the  value  of  repairs,  alterations. 
or  processing  outside  the  United  States  shall 
be  considered  to  be — 

"'(A)  the  cost  to  the  Importer  of  such 
repairs,  alterations,  or  processing;  or 

"'(B)  if  no  charge  Is  made,  the  value  of 
such  repairs,  alterations,  or  processing. 
AS  set  out  in  the  Invoice  and  entry  papers; 
except  that,  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
concludes  that  the  amount  so  set  out  does 
not  represent  a  reasonable  cost  or  fair  value, 
as  the  case  may  be,  then  the  value  of  the 
repairs,  alterations,  or  processing  shall  be 
determined  in  accordance  with  section  402 
of  this  act.  No  appraisement  of  the  Im- 
ported article  In  Its  repaired,  altered,  or  proc- 
essed condition  shall  be  required  unless  i>ec- 
essary  to  a  determination  of  the  rate  or  rates 
of  duty  applicable  to  such  article."  " 

Page  7,  line  22,  after  "from",  insert  "the 
invoice  or  other  papers  or  from." 

Page  7,  line  22,  after  "him".  Insert  "or  to 
any  person  to  whom  authority  under  this 
section  has  been  delegated." 

Page  7,  line  23,  strike  out  "sale"  and  insert 
"sales." 

Page  8,  line  4.  strike  out  "sixty"  and  Insert 
"one  hundred  and  twenty." 

Page  8,  line  4,  after  "been",  insert  "raised 
by  or." 

Page  8.  line  5,  after  "him".  Insert  "or  any 
person  to  whom  authority  under  this  section 
has  been  delegated." 


Page  8,  line  15,  strike  out  "sixty"  and  Insert 
"one  hundred  and  twenty." 

Page  8,  line  16,  after  "was",  insert  "raised 
by  or." 

Page  8,  lines  16  and  17.  after  "Secretary", 
insert  "or  any  person  to  whom  authority  un- 
der section  201  has  been  delegated." 

Page  8,  line  19,  strike  out  "sale  '  and  insert 
"sales." 

Page  10.  line  13.  strike  out  all  after  "(a)" 
down  to  and  including  "follows"  In  line  15 
and  Insert  "Section  28  (d)  of  the  tlevlsed 
Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands,  approved 
July  22,  1954.  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows." 

Page  10.  line  16,  strike  out  "Sec.  8."  and 
Insert  "(d) ." 

Page  10,  line  20,  strike  out  "3350"  »nd  In- 
sert "7652  (b)." 

Page  10.  line  20,  after  "Code",  insert  "of 
1954." 

Page  11,  strike  out  a'.l  after  line  2  over  to 
and  including  line  19  on  page  14. 

Page  14,  line  20,  strike  out  "VI '  and  Insert 
"V." 

Page  14,  line  22,  strike  out  "601"  and  Insert 
••501," 

Page  15.  line  17.  strike  out  "602"  and  In- 
sert "502." 

Page  16,  line  2,  strike  out  "Every"  lind  In- 
sert "Except  as  specified  in  the  proviso  to 
section  594  of  this  act.  every." 

Page  16,  line  17.  strike  out  "603"  and  in- 
sert "503." 

Page  17,  line  17,  strike  out  "604"  and  Insert 
"504." 

Page  18,  line  4,  strike  cut  "605"  and  Insert 
"505. •• 

Page  18.  line  17,  strike  out  "606"  and  in- 
sert "506   ' 

Page  18,  line  22,  strike  out  "607"  and  In- 
sert "507." 

Page  19,  line  3,  strike  out  "VII"  and  In- 
sert "VI  " 

Page  19,  line  4.  strike  out  "701"  and  Insert 
"601." 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  review  of  customi  tariff 
schedules,  to  Improve  procedures  for  the 
tariff  classification  of  unenumerated  articles, 
and  for  other  purposes." 


hi' 


Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the 
Record  on  this  bill  immediately  follow- 
ing the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  (Mr.  Reed). 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  fronj  Ten- 
nessee? I 

There  was  no  objection.  I 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  an  explanation 
of  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
H.  R.  10009,  as  passed  by  this  House,  di- 
rected the  Tariff  Commission  to  institute 
a  thorough  study  of  tariff  classification 
problems  and  to  transmit  copies  of  its 
recommendations  for  reclassification  to 
the  President  and  to  the  chairmen  of  the 
committees  of  the  Concre-ss  which  have 
jurisdiction  over  tariff  matters.  The 
House  bill  anticipated  that  the.se  recom- 
mendations would  include  rate  changes 
as  the  result  of  recla.ssification.  The 
Senate  amendment  directs  the  Tariff 
Commission  to  seek  to  accomplish  the 
purposes  of  the  study  without  suggesting 
changes  in  rates  of  duty  on  individual 
products,  unless,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Commission,  the  purposes  of  the  study 
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cannot  be  accomplished  without  such 
rate  changes.  Tlie  amendment  also  pro- 
vides that,  before  suggesting  any  such 
changes  In  rate,  the  Tariff  Commission 
shall  give  public  notice  of  its  intention 
to  do  so  and  shall  afford  reasonable  op- 
portunity for  Interested  parties  to  be 
heard.  In  addition,  the  Senate  amend- 
ments provide  cei-tain  authority  for  the 
Tariff  Commission,  such  as  the  exercise 
of  the  subpena  power  and  the  right  to 
procure  temporary  assistance,  as  is  nec- 
e.ssary  to  carry  out  the  study  which  it  is 
directed  to  make.  These  authorizations 
are  the  u.sual  ones  in  such  cases. 

The  Senate  amended  title  n  of  the 
Hou";e  bill  to  add  a  provision  which  will 
permit  manufacturers  of  any  article  of 
metal — except  precious  metal — proc- 
e.ssed  in  the  United  States  to  export  such 
articles  for  further  processing  and  at  the 
time  of  reimportation  to  pay  duty  on  the 
cost  of  the  processing  done  in  the  for- 
eign country.  Tliis  provision  passed  the 
House  unanimoufly  last  session. 

The  Senate  aUo  amended  title  III  of 
the  House  bill,  relating  to  the  imposition 
of  antidumping  duties.  Under  present 
law.  an  antidumping  duty  may  be  im- 
posed against  any  importation  subject 
to.  and  unappra.sed  at  the  time  of.  a 
finding  of  dumping.  In  some  cases,  im- 
portations which  have  not  been  ap- 
praised for  a  number  of  years  because  of 
difficulties  entirely  unrelated  to  the  ques- 
tion of  dumping  are  nevertheless  subject 
to  the  dumping  duty.  This  retroactive 
feature  of  the  present  law  would  have 
been  corrected  by  the  House  bill  which 
provided  that  duty  would  be  applicable 
only  to  unappraised  entries  which  had 
ben  entered  within  60  days  ttefore  the 
Question  of  dumping  was  first  raised  by 
or  presented  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  The  Senate  amendment  pro- 
vides for  the  retroactive  application  of 
dumping  duties  for  a  120-day  period  in- 
stead of  60  days,  as  in  the  House  bill. 

Finally,  the  Senate  eliminated  title  V 
of  the  House  bill  which  would  have  re- 
pealed certain  obsolete,  inoperative,  and 
unnecessary  statutes  and  provisions 
thereof  relating  to  the  duties,  functions, 
and  operations  of  certain  officers  and 
employees  of  the  customs  service. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  will 
be  recalled  that  the  primary  purpose  of 
H.  R.  10009.  as  it  was  passed  by  the 
House,  was  to  provide  for  a  study  looking 
toward  a  simplification  of  classifications 
under  our  Tariff  Act.  The  Senate 
amended  the  House  bill  and  while  still 
directing  that  such  a  study  be  made  by 
the  Tariff  Commission,  the  Senate 
amendments  eliminate  the  provisions  of 
the  House  bill  which  specified  to  some 
extent  the  methods  and  standards  to  be 
used  in  the  study,  as  well  as  some  of  the 
results  which  were  to  be  achieved.  The 
effect  of  this,  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee felt,  would  be  to  broaden  to  some 
extent  the  study  of  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion. 

Another  Senate  amendment  provided 
that  there  should  be  no  change  in  rates 
recommended  by  the  Tariff  Commission 
unless  such  changes  are  necessary  in  or- 
der to  accomplish  simplification  of  tariff 
classifications.  The  Senate  would  also 
require  that  no  such  rate  changes  shall 
be  recommended  until  after  adequate 


public  hearings  are  held  to  determine  the 
possible  effects  of  the  rate  changes  pro- 
posed. 

Under  the  House  bill  retroactivity  in 
antidumping  cases  was  limited  to  60 
days.  The  Senate  changed  this  to  120 
days. 

The  Senate  also  added  an  amendment 
which  would  permit  manufacturers  of 
metal  articles  which  are  processed  in  the 
United  States  to  be  exp>orted  for  further 
processing  abroad  without  having  to  pay 
a  duty  on  the  articles  when  they  are  re- 
imported,  except  on  the  cost  of  the  proc- 
essing which  was  done  in  the  foreign 
country. 

The  House  bill  eliminated  certain  ob- 
solete provisions  from  the  tariff  laws. 
The  Senate  struck  these  provisions  from 
the  House  bill. 

I  urge  that  the  Senate  amendments 
be  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table.   . 


FEDERAL  PROPERTY  AND  ADMINIS- 
TRATIVE SERVICES  ACT  OF  1949 

Mr.  JONAS  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill 
(H.  R.  8753)  to  amend  the  Federal  Prop- 
erty and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949.  as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Ad- 
ministrator of  General  Services  to  estab- 
lish and  operate  motor  vehicle  f>oo1s  and 
systems  and  to  provide  office  furniture 
and  furnishings  when  agencies  are 
moved  to  new  locations,  to  direct  the 
Administrator  to  repwrt  the  unauthor- 
ized use  of  Government  motor  vehicles, 
and  to  authorize  the  United  States  Civil 
Service  Commission  to  regulate  opera- 
tors of  Government-owned  motor  vehi- 
cles, and  for  other  purposes,  with  Senate 
amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  5.  line  5.  strike  out  all  after  "ac- 
counting" down  to  and  Including  line  7. 

Page  7,  line  8,  strike  out  "to"  and  Insert 
"by." 

Page  7.  line  13,  preceding  "personnel",  In- 
sert "civilian." 

Page  10.  line  21.  strike  out  "when"  and 
insert  "When." 

Page  11,  line  14.  strike  out  "and"  and  In- 
sert "or." 

Page  11.  line  17.  after  "depot",  insert  "and 
any  vehicle  regularly  used  by  an  agency  in 
the  performance  of  Investigative,  law  en- 
forcement, or  inteUlgence  duties  If  the  head 
of  such  agency  determines  that  exclusive 
control  of  such  vehicle  Is  essential  to  the 
effective  performance  of  such  duties." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentletoan  from  North 
Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


INCREASING  THE  DEBT  LIMIT 
Mr.  REED  of  New  York.     Mr.  Speaker. 
I  move  to  suspend  the  rules  and  agree  to 
House  Resolution  705. 


The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  etc.,  That  Immediately  upon  Mm 
adoption  of  this  resolution  the  bill  H.  R. 
6672.  with  the  Senate  amendment  thereto. 
be.  and  the  same  hereby  is,  taken  from  t^e 
Speaker's  table,  to  the  end  that  the  Senate 
amendment  be.  and  the  same  Is  hereby, 
agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  second  de- 
manded ? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand 
a  second. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  » 
second  will  be  considered  as  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
H.  R.  6672,  passed  by  the  House  at  the 
last  session,  would  have  provided  a  $15 
billion  increase  in  the  present  statutory 
debt  limit  of  $275  billion. 

The  Senate  amendments  eliminate  this 
pennanent  increase  in  the  debt  limit  and 
substitute  a  temporary  $6  billion  in- 
crease. The  increase  so  provided  will 
take  effect  on  the  date  of  the  enactment 
of  the  bill  and  will  terminate  on  June 
30.  1955. 

I  have  been  assured  that  the  tem- 
porary increase  will  permit  the  Federal 
Government  to  carry  out  its  fiscal  oper- 
ations this  year.  We  will  be  able  to 
review  the  fiscal  situation  next  year  to 
determine  the  need  for  further  legisla- 
tion in  this  area. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KEATING.  That  means  that  if 
we  do  unfortunately  find,  as  we  approach 
June  of  next  year,  that  it  is  necessary 
to  continue  the  increased  debt  limit,  the 
Congress  will  have  to  take  aflBnnative 
action  in  order  to  do  so  at  that  time? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  That  is 
right. 

Mr.  KEATING.  And  the  debt  limit 
automatically  goes  back  to  the  present 
fieure  as  of  June  30,  unless  we  take  that 
affirmative  action;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.    REED   of   New   York.    That   is 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  will  ask  the  gentle- 
man if  it  is  not  true  that  in  these  inves- 
tigations that  he  has  had  made,  as 
chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee, this  matter  was  taken  up  with 
Senator  Byrd,  and  also  with  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  and  other  capable 
persons,  and  that  the  conclusion  seems 
to  be  quite  general  the  proper  figure 
should  be  six  billion. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  That  is 
correct.        

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Has  the  gentleman's 
committee  had  any  communication  dur- 
ing this  session  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  on  this  subject? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Absolutely, 
sir;  it  is  well  under^xxi  that  this  is 
satisfactorj'.  ^ 

Mr.  MULTER.  Does  the  gentleman 
mean  satisfactory  to  the  Department? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  It  certainly 
is ;  and  to  the  Congress. 
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Mr.  lifULTER.  Has  that  communica- 
tlon  been  made  a  part  of  the  record  of 
this  House,  either  the  Cohgbessional 
Becord  or  In  conunittee  hearings? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  am  making 
It  now.  

Mr.  MULTER.  It  comes  from  the 
Secretary? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York,  I  say  J  am 
making  it  now. 

Mr.  MULTER.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Suppose  the  tempo- 
rary increase  of'  $6  billion  goes  through, 
and  I  assume  it  will,  and  next  June  30  our 
national  debt  is  $281  billion.  The  gen- 
tleman said  this  is  a  temporary  increase. 
How  are  you  going  to  reduce  it  to  $275 
billion? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  This  is  a 
temporary  increase  which  will  serve  un- 
til the  collections  from  the  corporations 
come  in. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  It  contemplates  that 
if  securities  are  issued  and  sold  aggre- 
gating $6  billion  in  addition  to  the  $275 
billion,  the  present  Umit,  they  will  re- 
main out  and  intact,  and  there  will  be 
no  effort  to  reduce  them  to  $275  billion 
next  June  30? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  We  plan  to 
get  down  to  at  least  $275  billion  by  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  How  will  you  do  that 
if  these  are  sold  as  securities?  That  is 
the  point  that  is  confusing  me.  How  will 
they  do  that? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  They  would 
have  to  redeem  them.  What  is  more, 
the  tax  revenues  will  be  sufiflcient  by 
the  close  of  this  fiscal  year  under  pres- 
ent estimates. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Suppose  they  are  not 
suflBcient? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  We  are  not 
assuming  that.  We  are  assiuning  that 
they  win  be  sufficient. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  There  will  be  no  way 
to  force  them  down  if  they  are  out  and 
you  do  not  have  the  money  to  pay  for 
them. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York,  I  say  we  will 
have  the  money. 

Mr.  Speaker,  last  session  the  admin- 
istration requested  and  the  House  ap- 
proved, a  permanent  $15  billion  increase 
in  the  national  debt  ceiling.  Since  that 
time  the  administration  has  been  making 
every  effort  to  reduce  our  expenditures 
to  the  extent  consistent  with  ttie  de- 
mands of  our  national  defense.  The 
splendid  and  dedicated  work  of  the  ap- 
propriations committees  have  greatly  as- 
sisted these  efforts.  The  result  is  that 
instead  of  the  permanent  $15  billion  in- 
crease in  the  debt  ceiling,  which  was  be- 
lieved to  be  necessary  last  year,  only  a 
temporary  $6  billion  increase  is  now  re- 
quired. The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
has  given  me  his  assurance  that  the  Fed- 
eral Government  will  be  able  to  meet  its 
obligations  diuring  this  fiscal  year  if  this 
temporary  increase  is  provided,  assuming 
that  present  estimates  of  receipts  and 
expenditures  remain  substantially  cor- 
rect. 

Lower  than  this  temporary  $6  billion 
Increase,  we  cannot  go.     This  fact  is 


demonstra table  by  simple  arithmetic. 
The  total  debt  on  August  2,  1954,  was 
$274.1  billion  and  the  cash  on  hand  was 
$5.9  billion.  The  Treasury  estimates  that 
expenditures  between  now  and  January 
15,  1955,  will  exceed  receipts  by  nearly 
$9  billion.  This  means  that  without  any 
change  in  the  debt  limit  we  would,  by 
January  15,  have  no  cash  balance  and 
would  still  have  more  than  $2  billion 
of  bills  unpaid.  These,  of  course,  are 
only  estimates  and  may  be  wrong  to  the 
extent  of  $3  billion  one  way  or  the  other. 
Unless  we  adopt  the  temporary  $6  billion 
increase  in  the  national  debt  ceiling  it  is 
likely  that  the  Treasury  would  not  be  in 
a  position  ta  pay  the  bills  of  the  United 
States  Government  between  now  and 
next  June  30. 

We  have  a  duty  to  protect  the  credit 
of  the  United  States.  It  is  because  we 
must  protect  this  credit  that  we  must 
approve  H.  R.  6672.  However,  in  ap- 
proving only  this  temporary  and  limited 
increase,  we  will  give  evidence  of  our 
great  concern  over  the  continuance  of 
deficit  financing  and  of  our  desire  to 
bring  spending  under  control. 
.  The  temporally  character  of  the  in- 
crease requested  means  that  at  the  next 
session  of  Congress  we  will  have  an  op- 
portunity to  review  the  entire  expendi- 
tiu-e  picture  in  the  TTght  of  the  then 
existing  international  conditions  so  as 
to  insure  that  proper  action  can  be  taken 
to  protect  the  interests  of  the  Nation  and 
its  citizens. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel  that  I  owe  it  to 
the  House  as  well  as  to  myself  to  make 
a  clear,  brief  statement  about  this  bill. 

While  I  have  not  checked  the  Record, 
I  believe  it  is  fair  to  say  that  during  the 
last  year,  the  first  year  of  the  present 
Eisenhower  administration.  I  think  I 
supported  the  President  more  consist- 
ently than  most  members  of  his  own 
party  in  this  House.  I  believe  I  sup- 
ported him  more  consistently  than  some 
of  the  most  prominent  members  of  his 
own  party  here  in  this  House.  I  felt 
that  he  was  entitled  to  that  support. 
Of  course,  most  of  the  measures  recom- 
mended by  him  were  continuations  of 
previous  measures  that  had  been  passed 
by  Democratic  administrations. 

It  was  my  privilege  to  have  been  called 
to  the  White  House,  invited  there  for  a 
breakfast,  during  the  closing  days  of  the 
last  session  of  Congress.  It  will  be  re- 
membered that  the  leadership  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  of  the  House  and  the 
Senate,  and  the  chairman  and  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  and  of  the  Senate  Fi- 
nance Committee  were  invited  to  that 
conference  at  the  White  House  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  of  the  increase  in  the 
debt  limit.  It  is  not  my  intention  to 
undertake  to  quote  the  President  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  or  any  of 
those  who  participated  in  that  White 
House  conference,  but  I  do  feel  that  it 
is  only  fair  for  me  to  state  to  this  Hou«e 
in  substance  and  in  effect  the  informa- 
tion that  was  given  us  on  that  occasion. 
As  I  said  a  moment  ago,  I  believe  in  fair- 
ness to  the  House  I  should  make  this 
clear,  brief  statement.  Information 
was  given  us  there  by  the  Secretary  of 


the  Treasury  that  the  debt  limit  had  to 
be  increased,  and  he  urged  a  permanent 
increase  of  $15  billion.  He  stated  that 
there  were  very  important  refinancing 
operations  which  had  to  be  made  during 
October  and  November  of  last  year  along 
with  a  dropoff  in  corporation  tax  collec- 
tions, and  that  he  had  to  have  this  in- 
crease in  the  debt  limit.  He  stated  that 
if  the  situation  should  develop  that  a  bill 
against  the  Federal  Government  should 
not  be  paid  when  it  was  presented  to  the 
pay  window,  that  information  would  go 
out  like  an  electric  flash  to  the  financial 
institutions  of  this  country,  and  to  the 
world,  for  that  matter,  and  would  result 
in  a  panic.  That  was  in  substanoe  the 
information  that  was  given  us  as  a  basis 
for  the  insistence  that  the  debt  limit 
should  be  permanently  increased  $15  bil- 
lion. The  President  told  us  that  if  leg- 
islation was  not  passed  before  the  close 
of  the  la.st  session  of  Congress,  he  would 
call  a  special  session  about  September 
because  it  would  have  to  be  acted  upon. 
I  thought  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
knew  what  he  was  talking  about.  I 
thought  the  President  of  the  United 
States  meant  what  he  said.  They  are 
primarily  responsible  for  the  fiscal  af- 
fairs of  our  Government.  I  accepted 
their  information  and  yielded  to  their 
pleas  and  I  came  back  here  and  sup- 
ported the  bill  in  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means.  I  spoke  for  the;  pas- 
sage of  the  bill  here  in  the  House.  The 
House  pa.ssed  the  bill,  as  requested  by 
the  President  and  the  administration. 
It  went  to  the  other  body,  and  now  it  is 
finally  back  here  amended — it  has  not 
become  law  yet.  More  than  a  year  has 
passed.  They  got  along  without  the  in- 
crease over  the  present  debt  limit.  We 
did  not  have  the  panic  which  was  pre- 
dicted, and  the  President  did  not  call 
a  special  session  of  Congress.  That  is 
the  situation  which  now  causes  me  con- 
siderable doubt.  I  have  the  doubt  in  my 
mind  as  to  whether  they  know  more 
about  what  they  are  talking  this  year 
than  they  did  a  year  ago.  That  was  the 
situation  which  was  presented  to  us  then. 
Now  the  request  is  made  that  we  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment,  which  is  to 
increase  the  debt  limit  temporarily  by  $6 
billion  instead  of  the  permanent  in- 
crease of  $15  billion,  which  we  were  told 
a  year  ago  was  needed  to  take  care  of  the 
situation. 

I  do  not  feel  like  assuming  the  re- 
sponsibility of  objecting  to  this  request 
or  opposing  this  increase  of  the  debt 
limit  because,  frankly,  I  do  not  know 
what  may  happen.  The  predictions 
which  were  made  a  year  ago  might  possi- 
bly materialize  this  year,  and  I  would 
not  want  to  assume  any  part  of  the 
responsibility  for  anything  of  that  kind 
happening.  But  I  do  feel,  in  view  of 
the  experience  that  we  have  had  with 
this  measure,  there  is  a  justifiable 
ground  for  considerable  doubt.  But,  I 
shall  not  oppose  this  motion  to  suspend 
the  rules  and  pass  this  resolution.  I  feel 
that  we  probably  have  no  other  choice 
as  responsible  legislators  in  face  of  the 
request  and  urgings  of  those  responsible 
for  our  fiscal  affairs. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  RAYBURN.  Talk  about  confu- 
cjon — to  say  this  is  a  temporary  increase 
in  the  debt  limit — what  does  "tempo- 
rary" mean?  If  it  means  increasing  the 
debt  limit  for  a  year,  that  is  one  thing. 
But  suppose  the  one  year  passes?  What 
is  going  to  happen  then?  Are  we  auto- 
matically going  back  to  the  $275-billion 
debt  limit?  What  is  going  to  be  the  sit- 
uation? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  think  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr. 
P.^TMAN)  asked  a  very  appropriate  ques- 
tion along  that  line  of  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
Suppose  the  debt  limit  has  reached  $280 
billion  by  June  30.  1955.  which  is  the 
time  for  which  this  extension  applies, 
suppose  that  is  the  amount  of  the  pub- 
lic debt  on  June  30.  1955:  it  is  contem- 
plated under  this  that  the  public  debt 
will  have  gone  back  down  below  the 
present  ceiling  of  $275  billion.  But  sup- 
pose that  has  not  happened,  then  what 
is  to  occur?  There  is  the  debt.  Under 
this  limitation  there  would  not  be  any 
authority  to  support  that  amount  of 
public  debt.  There  is  a  question,  I  think, 
that  was  very  properly  asked,  and  of 
course  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  sim- 
ply said  that  the  debt  will  be  back  below 
that  figure  by  that  time.  It  is  my  guess 
that  we  will  find  that  this  increase  will 
become  a  permanent  one. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  That  might  be  any- 
body's guess. 

Mr.  COOPER.     Certainly. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  It  is  bound  to  be  a 
gue-^s. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Then,  in  response  to 
a  question  asked  by  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  New  York.  (Mr.  Mul- 
TER  i .  as  to  the  consideration  given  to 
this  resolution  that  is  now  presented 
here,  on  which  a  motion  to  suspend  the 
rules  and  pass  it  has  been  made,  it  has 
not  even  l)een  considered  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means.  Not  only 
have  no  hearings  been  held,  no  infor- 
mation been  given  the  committee,  but 
the  committee  had  not  even  met  to  con- 
sider this  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Tennessee  has  again  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  reserve  the  remain- 
der of  my  time,  Mr.  Speaker, 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  I  Mr.  HalleckJ. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  first  of 
all  I  want  to  express  my  appreciation  for 
the  attitude  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee (Mr.  Cooper],  as  just  expressed. 
I  was  present  when  those  statements 
were  made  to  us.  I  cannot  agree  with 
him.  however,  in  his  apparent  finding 
that  there  has  been  a  serious  miscar- 
riage of  the  predictions  that  were  made. 
The  fact  of  the  matter  is.  this  has  not 
been  political,  at  least  not  until  recently, 
and  not  too  political  then,  and  I  do  not 
want  to  make  it  that  way.  We  took 
over,  and  we  had  a  situation  that  con- 
fronted us.  with  our  obligations  bouncing 
up  against  the  debt  ceiling.  In  view  of 
that  circumstance  we  were  asked  to  in- 
crease the  debt  ceiling.  I  did  what  I 
could  to  bring  that  about  and,  as  the 


gentleman  from  Termessee  [Mr.  Cooper! 
said,  he  assisted  us,  and  we  enacted  an 
increase  in  the  limit  at  that  time.  A 
number  of  things  have  transpired  since. 
As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  think  everj'- 
body  acted  in  good  faith.  I  think  at 
times  no  one  can  tell  what  the  situation 
will  be  next  June  or  July,  and  no  one 
could  be  absolutely  sure  at  that  time,  but 
several  things  have  happ>ened,  and  they 
might  well  be  pointed  out. 

In  the  first  place,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  has  said  a  number  of  times 
that  the  failure  in  the  other  body  to  go 
along  with  the  increase  in  the  debt  limit 
necessitated  certain  different  operations 
in  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  financing 
and  refinancing  that  cost  us  money ;  op- 
erations that  could  have  been  carried  on 
more  economically  if  the  Treasury  had 
not  been  operating  under  the  $275  billion 
limit.  Certainly  I  think  it  is  to  be  said 
to  the  credit  of  everyone  here  who  has 
sought  to  hold  down  the  expenditures  of 
the  Government  that  we  have  been  able 
to  keep  the  expenditures  down  more 
than  some  people  thought  we  might  be 
able  to  keep  them  down.  Those  econo- 
mies, of  course,  result  in  a  better  situa- 
ation  as  far  as  the  overall  Federal  na- 
tional public  debt  is  concerned.  Today 
it  is  a  practical  matter  which  confronts 
us.  Without  mentioning  names  of  any- 
one in  the  other  body,  certainly  we  have 
all  read  the  papers  enough  to  know  that 
there  were  certain  objections  made  over 
there  to  an  increase  in  the  debt  ceiling. 
Everyone  wants  to  keep  down  the  debt 
limit  if  we  can.  and  everyone  wants  to 
stay  within  that  limit  if  we  can.  but  at 
the  same  time  there  is  no  magic  in  that 
limit,  because  when  the  time  comes  that 
the  Federal  Government  has  to  pay  bills, 
even  out  of  borrowed  money,  it  has  got  to 
pay  them.  I  am  happy  that  a  panic  did 
not  come  about.  I  am  happy  that  we 
were  able  to  meet  our  bills  without  any 
trouble.  We  have  got  to  meet  them 
through  the  coming  fiscal  year.  In  my 
opinion,  the  fact  that  the  other  body  has 
sent  to  us  this  amendment  for  an  in- 
crease justifies  the  action  that  was  taken 
in  the  House  of  Representatives  last  year. 

I  think  it  clearly  indicates  the  neces- 
sity of  our  conforming  to  that  action 
and  meeting  the  responsibility  which  is 
ours  to  see  to  it  that  our  Government's 
fiscal  situation  is  stable  and  sound. 
Certainly  I  would  not  want  to  take  the 
responsibility  for  going  along  with  any- 
thing different  from  that. 

I  hope  this  increase  can  be  temporary. 
I  hope  the  revenues  can  be  brought  into 
line  with  exjjenditures.  may  I  say  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York,  as  he  ex- 
pressed the  hope,  so  that  this  will  in 
fact  be  temporary.  But  if  at  the  time 
it  would  expire  the  obUgations  of  the 
Federal  Government  for  whatever  rea- 
son-^and  it  might  be  a  very  serious  one — 
were  to  be  above  the  limit  as  here  fixed, 
then,  of  course,  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  would  have  no  alternative 
but  to  continue  that  increase  in  the 
debt  limit.  So  I  sincerely  hope  that  this 
amendment  will  be  concurred  in.  It  is 
true  that  hearings  have  not  been  held, 
but  we  are  all  familiar  with  the  situa- 
tion and  I  think  we  are  in  position  to 
vote  on  this  motion. 


Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
4  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 

I  Mr.  PATMAN]. 

NATIONAL    DEBT    LIMIT 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  op- 
posed increasing  the  debt  limit  from  $275 
billion  to  $290  biUion  when  the  question 
was  up  about  a  year  ago.  I  opposed  it 
becau.se  the  Government  had  about  $9 
billion  idle  and  unused  in  the  commer- 
cial banks. 

I  am  not  opposed  to  the  commercial 
banks;  I  am  in  favor  of  our  privately 
owned  commercial  banking  system.  In 
addition  to  that.  I  want  that  system  to 
be  a  profitable  system,  to  make  money, 
because  we  must  have  a  good  banking 
system.  Our  capitalistic  economy  which 
we  believe  is  the  best  in  the  world  could 
not  function  without  a  good  banking 
system.  Banks  are  indispensable.  I  do 
not  want  to  do  anything  that  will  harm 
our  present  system,  but  I  do  beheve  some 
improvements  can  be  made  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  country  and  the  banks.  I 
am  not  advocating  any  change  that 
would  prohibit  the  banks  from  or>erating 
at  a  fair  profit. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan. 

Mr  WOLCOTT.  Should  not  the  gen- 
tleman say  that  the  highest  the  Govern- 
ment has  had  in  the  commercial  banks 
is  $9  billion,  not  the  average? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Yes;  that  is  the  high- 
est in  1953.  It  so  happened  that  the 
day  the  question  came  up  the  report  I 
received  was  $9  billioh. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  The  average  is 
something  like  $6  billion. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  At  this  time  it  is 
about  $4,500,000,000. 

That  is  all  right  if  it  is  absolutely  nec- 
essary to  have  that  much  in  private 
banks  but  I  prefer  to  help  the  banks  in 
another  way  if  it  is  necessary  to  help 
them.  The  people  should  not  be  re- 
quired to  pay  up  to  3^4  percent  Interest 
on  money  dejwsited  in  banks  that  is  idle 
and  unused.  That  money  is  not  even 
subject  to  check  under  present  practices 
of  the  United  States  Treasury;  it  is  not 
within  reach  of  the  United  States 
Treasury. 

It  is  contended  that  the  banks  should 
have  these  deposits  to  offset  expenses 
incurred  in  tax  collections  and  bond 
selling  campaigns  for  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. I  am  impressed  with  this  ar- 
gument but  I  beheve  the  banks  should  be 
aided  for  these  services  by  adequate 
compensation  being  paid  by  the  Gk)v- 
ernment  rather  than  through  this 
uncertain,  haphazard,  unbusinesslike 
method.  Banks  can  get  money  from 
the  Federal  Reserve  banks  to  tide  them 
over  a  tight  period  during  tax  collections 
and  bond  sales  at  a  very  low — almost  an 
insignificant — rate  of  interest  for  the 
time  the  money  is  needed.  Usually  a 
short  time.  So  why  allow  billions  of 
dollars  to  remain  idle  and  unused  in 
these  banks  over  long  periods  of  time- 
in  fact  continuously — when  the  taxpay- 
ers are  forced  to  pay  2,  2; 2.  or  3 '4  per- 
cent interest  on  it. 

In  practice  when  that  money  Is  needed 
by  the  Government  the  banks  are  CAlle<l 
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on  to  deposit  a  certain  percentage  of  it 
in  the  nearest  Federal  Reserve  bank  and 
the  Federal  Reserve  bank  is  checked  on; 
so  why  keep  this  money  idle  and  unused 
in  more  than  11,000  commercial  banks 
of  the  coimtry  just  to  help  the  banks? 
Particularly  when  it  is  very  expensive  to 
the  Government. 

I  am  not  opposing  helping  the  banks; 
it  is  all  right  to  help  the  banks,  but  I 
want  to  do  it  in  another  way  if  it  is 
necessary  to  help  them.  We  shoxild  not 
do  it  in  this  manner.  This  is  not  the 
right  way  to  do  it.  We  have  gone  ahead 
the  past  year  and  we  have  not  had  to 
raise  this  debt  limit.  We  have  gotten 
by  because  part  of  that  money  that  was 
idle  and  unused  in  the  commercial  banks 
has  been  used.  There  is  at  least  $4  Vz 
billion  in  the  same  banks  today.  I  am 
not  so  sure  that  it  would  be  necessary  to 
raise  the  debt  limit  now  if  that  money 
were  to  be  used.  If  it  is  contemplated 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  keep 
t^Vz  or  $5  billion  in  the  banks  then  it 
is  necessary  to  raise  this  debt  limit,  but 
I  want  to  say  that  it  will  be  more  ex- 
pensive to  the  taxpayer  by  the  interest 
he  will  have  to  pay  on  obligations  that 
are  caused  by  increasing  this  national 
debt. 

The  truth  is  the  debt  should  be  in- 
creased if  necessary.  I  do  not  object  to 
that.  It  would  be  dishonest,  at  least 
intellectually  dishonest,  for  a  Member  of 
Congress  to  vote  for  appropriations  that 
when  paid  will  increase  the  amount  of 
money  that  will  be  allowed  under  the 
national-debt  limit,  and  then  not  vote 
to  raise  the  national-debt  limit.  I  think 
we  are  obligated  to  vote  to  increase  the 
debt  limit  when  it  is  necessary  and  I 
shall  be  very  glad  to  do  that;  but  I  do 
not  intend  to  vote  to  increase  it  when  it 
is  not  necessary.  I  want  to  be  shown 
that  it  is  necessary.  Let  us  find  out.  Is 
It  contemplated  here  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  wants  to  keep  a  balance 
of  $4V^  or  $5  billion  in  the  commercial 
banks,  upon  which  he  does  not  check  at 
all.  which  is  not  used  at  all?  If  it  is 
necessary  to  raise  the  debt  limit  to  do 
that  I  am  opposed  to  such  action.  For 
that  reason  I  wiU  vote  against  this  bill. 

I  would  like  to  know  what  the  facts 
are.  We  do  not  know  what  the  facts 
are.  I  hope  this  bUl  goes  to  conference 
or  goes  to  the  committee  and  considera- 
tion is  given  to  that  part  of  it. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  listened  with  a 
great  deal  of  interest  to  the  comments 
that  have  been  made  here  with  reference 
to  this  matter.  I  want  to  say  what  you 
all  know — that  we  represent  the  greatest 
Government  in  the  woi Id.  We  are  carry- 
ing on  the  greatest  fiscal  affairs  of  any 
country  in  the  world.  We  know  the 
present  heavy  burden  that  is  being 
carried  in  this  country  because  of  past 
wars  and  the  present  imsettled  world 
conditions. 

What  we  have  to  do  is  to  take  the  word 
of  the  i)eople  who  come  to  us  and  testify. 
That  is  what  we  did  last  year.  It  was  not 
for  an  individual  such  as  myself  or.  so 
far  as  I  know,  any  individual  on  this 
floor,  to  take  the  resp>onsibillty  of  en- 
dangering the  credit  of  this  country  by 
not  agreeing  with  this  temporary  in- 


crease in  the  debt  limit  on  the  ground 
that  the  full,  permanent  increase  re- 
quested last  year  has  not  proven  com- 
pletely necessary.  That  request  last  year 
was  based  upon  the  facts  as  honest  men 
saw  them  at  that  time.  We  took  the 
right  action  last  year  and  I  think  we 
should  take  the  right  action  today. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not 
think  the  Record  should  remain  silent  at 
this  point  on  the  great  contribution  in 
this  field  which  has  been  rendered  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Rei:»1. 
We  are  all  very  proud  of  the  work  he 
has  done. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Yo»k 

[Mr.  MULTER]. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  all 
respect  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and 
each  and  every  member  thereof.  No 
disrespect  is  intended  if  we  take  a  posi- 
tion contrary  to  that  which  they  recom- 
mend when  they  make  a  recommenda- 
tion under  circumstances  that  prevail 
here  this  morning. 

On  July  31,  1953  we  had  this  same  bill 
brought  before  us.  At  that  time  the  only 
thing  the  committee  had  done  was  to 
conduct  an  executive  session  of  the  com- 
mittee, There  was  an  attempt  to  create 
an  aura  of  secrecy  about  what  transpired 
there,  only  to  find  out  that  the  very  in- 
formation given  to  the  committee  in 
executive  session  was  released  to  the 
newspapers  that  same  day  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury. 

At  that  time  I  asked  four  distinct  ques- 
tions. Time  does  not  E>ermit  me  to  re- 
peat them  now  but  they  are  in  the  Rec- 
ord. I  concluded  my  remarks  at  that 
time  by  saying,  "Without  a  direct  and 
complete  answer  to  each  of  these  ques- 
tions no  Member  of  this  House  should  be 
requested  to  vote  for  this  bill." 

None  of  those  questions  have  been 
answered  and  no  hearings  have  been  held 
with  a  view  to  acquiring  the  answers. 
The  bill  now  comes  back  here,  again  in 
the  closing  hours  of  the  session,  and 
you  are  told:  Please  pass  the  bill,  we 
need  it. 

That  is  not  the  way  for  responsible 
legislators  to  act.  If  there  is  any  real 
need  for  this  bill,  let  us  have  a  hearing. 
Let  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in 
public  hearing,  as  has  been  done  in  every 
previous  instance  when  we  raised  the 
pubhc  debt  limit,  tell  the  committee  and 
the  Membership  of  the  House  precisely 
why  we  need  the  increase.  Let  us  have 
all  the  pertinent  and  necessary  questions 
answered.  Then  let  us  act  deliberately, 
knowing  what  we  are  doing.  You  are 
now  being  asked  to  follow  blindly  what 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  said, 
and  even  that  is  not  told  to  you  in  any 
written  communication  or  in  any  House 
committee  report.  You  are  simply  told : 
The  administration  says  it  needs  this  bill, 
so  please  pass  it. 

That  is  not  the  way  for  a  deliberative 
body  to  act. 


Thirteen  months  ago  this  administra- 
tion told  this  Congress  that  if  we  did 
not  increase  the  debt  limit  by  $15  bil- 
lion a  financial  panic  could  be  expected 
before  the  calendar  year  was  out.  The 
calendar  year  expired  without  such  a 
panic.  In  fact  the  entire  fiscal  year  has 
expired  and  we  have  started  upon  a  new 
fiscal  year  without  any  panic. 

I  can  understand  how  embarrassing 
it  might  l>e  for  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  come  before  this  Congress 
and  explain  why  his  dire  prediction  did 
not  come  true  when  the  Congress  failed 
to  follow  his  advice. 

But  after  such  a  poor  prognostication 
this  Congress  has  no  right  to  act  upon 
this  bill  without  a  full  and  complete  ex- 
planation. Without  a  full  and  factual 
disclosure  of  the  fiscal  affairs  c^  our 
Government  with  ample  time  to  digest 
and  deliberate  upon  them,  we  have  no 
right  to  enact  this  bill. 

Those  of  our  colleagues  who  were 
scared  $15  billion  worth  13  months  ago, 
only  to  find  their  fears  were  ground- 
less, ought  not  to  be  scared  $6  billion 
worth  now. 

The  bait  that  this  is  only  temporary  is 
a  complete  illusion.  If  the  national  debt 
is  increased  to  $281  billion  no  amount  of 
words  can  make  that  debt  temporary. 
Only  payment  can  wipe  it  out  or  re- 
duce it. 

To  the  four  unanswered  queslicns  I 
asked  last  year  I  add  this  question:  Is 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  afraid  to 
appear  before  a  congressional  committee 
because  he  cannot  tell  this  Congress  that 
an  increase  in  the  debt  limit  can  be  re- 
duced? Before  I  vote  for  this  bill.  I 
want  my  questions  answered. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members  de- 
siring to  do  so  may  extend  their  remarks 
in  the  Record  prior  to  the  vote  on  the 
pending  motion. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I '  yield 
the  remainder  of  the  time  on  this  side  to 
the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Mills). 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Speaker,  you  will  re- 
call last  year  when  we  were  called  upon 
to  consider  the  question  of  permanently 
raising  the  debt  ceiling  that  1  voted 
against  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House 
at  that  time.  You  perhaps  will  also  re- 
call that  just  prior  to  the  vote  on  final 
passage  I  offered  a  motion  to  recom- 
mit the  bill  with  instructions  to  provide 
for  a  $15  billion  temporary  increase  in 
the  debt  ceiling.  At  that  time  I  was  im- 
pressed, as  was  my  colleague,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Tennessee  IMr.  Cooper  1, 
and  others,  with  the  necessity  of  retain- 
ing the  fiscal  solvency  of  the  Federal 
Government  and  avoiding  the  possibility 
of  a  panic  cau.sed  by  failure  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  pay  its  obligations  as  they 
were  presented.  I  was  convinced  at  that 
time,  however,  that  the  present  admin- 
istration was  sincere  in  what  it  had  said 
it  hoped  to  do,  and  that  was  to  bring 
about  a  reduction  in  the  public  debt 
within  the  2-year  period  covered  in  my 
motion  to  recommit.  This  Is  an  end 
which  we  all  have  been  seeking.     On 
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the  basis  of  this  I  thought  enough  of 
the  idea  of  a  temporary  increase  that 
I  discussed  it  with  some  of  the  leader- 
ship on  the  other  side.  The  idea  was 
not  acceptable  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  It  was  not  acceptable  to  some 
Members  of  the  other  body  with  whom 
I  discussed  it.  They  said  that  the  idea 
that  any  temporary  incresise  in  the  pub- 
lic debt  could  be  made  was  really  a  fig- 
ment of  the  imagination — that  at  any 
time  we  raised  the  ceihng  and  permitted 
the  Federal  Government  to  issue  obliga- 
tions under  a  temporary  increase,  that 
wc  might  as  well  recognize  that  that  in- 
crease would  become  a  permanent  one. 

Now,  today  I  am  going  to  vote  for  the 
Senate  amendment.  I  am  not  going  to 
vote  for  it.  however.  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
the  thought  in  mind  that  the  public 
debt  will  not.  on  June  30.  1955.  be  in  ex- 
cess of  $275  billion.  I  am  going  to  vote 
for  it  even  though  I  know  that  the  debt 
on  June  30,  1955.  or  I  can  be  almost  cer- 
tain that  the  debt  on  that  date  will  be  in 
excess  of  $275  billion,  for  the  reason  that 
prompted  the  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
see IMr.  Cooper  J,  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  I  Mr.  Rayburn  ] ,  and  others  to  vote 
for  the  $15  billion  increase  last  year — 
the  fiscal  solvency  of  our  Government. 

Now.  why  do  I  say  that?  If  we  are 
.^pending  more  money  in  this  fiscal  year 
than  we  are  taking  in  in  revenue,  even 
the  fact  that  we  will  get  much  more 
taxes  in  March  and  June  from  corpora- 
tions than  we  get  in  the  last  half  of  the 
year  will  not  save  us  from  the  necessity 
of  a  permanent  debt  increase.  We  may 
be  able  to  get  by  without  a  permanent 
debt  increase  for  this  present  fiscal  year, 
but  when  we  begin  to  operate  in  the  com- 
ing fiscal  year  we  might  as  well  recog- 
nize now  that  the  debt  will  have  to  be 
in  excess  of  $275  billion  on  a  perma- 
nent basis  unless  we  do  better  than  we 
have  done.  And  I  give  aid  to  my  friends 
on  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  for 
the  effort  they  have  made  in  this  fiscal 
year. 

I  am  going  to  vote  for  the  Senate 
amendment  even  though  I  realize  full 
well  that  we  may  be  creating  a  situa- 
tion for  a  permanent  debt  increase  later; 
that  this  may  not  be  just  a  temporary 
debt  increase.  1  am  now  convinced  that 
those  with  whom  I  discussed  the  matter 
a  year  ago  were  right  and  that  there  is 
really  no  such  thing  as  a  temporary  in- 
crease in  the  debt  ceiling.  I  am  going 
to  do  it  because  I  am  fearful  and  I  think 
the  Members  of  the  House  are  likewise 
fearful  of  the  consequences  of  not  raising 
the  ceiling  with  the  debt  at  its  present 
level  and  with  the  balances  on  hand  at 
the  level  they  now  are.  I  am  not  urging 
the  Members  to  vote  for  the  temporary 
increase,  but  I  urge  you  to  seriously  con- 
sider what  the  consequences  might  be 
if  we  do  not  increase  the  debt  ceiling, 
and  remind  you  of  the  conditions  and 
possibilities  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  described  over  a  year  ago  which 
might  arise. 

THE  GIMMICK  ADMimSTtATIOH 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
present  administration  has  been  far 
from  successful  In  carrying  out  the  mul- 
titude of  campaign  promises  which 
helped  elect  it.  * 
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The  "dynamic  progressive"  foreign 
policy  of  the  Republicans  has  failed  to 
stop  the  Communists,  while  apparently 
succeeding  in  creating  disimity  and  con- 
fusion among  our  aUies.  Food  prices 
paid  by  the  housewife  have  risen  steadily 
and  remain  near  an  all-time  high  despite 
a  sharp  decline  in  prices  received  by  the 
farmer.  The  Republicans  have  given 
away  billions  in  national  assets  to  spe- 
cial interests,  but  failed  to  balance  the 
budget  and  increased  the  national  debt 
instead  of  reducing  it. 

In  the  fact  of  such  a  record  of  broken 
promises,  it  is  not  surprising  that  this 
administration  has  become  the  all-time 
champion  in  the  art  of  using  public  re- 
lations gimmicks  and  doctored  figures 
to  confuse  the  people  and  cover  up  their 
own  failures. 

Postmaster  General  Summerfield  is 
one  of  the  outstanding  practitioners  of 
the  new  profession  of  governmental 
doubletalk.  A  good  example  is  his 
boast  of  saving  the  taxpayer  a  "million 
dollars  every  working  day"  in  fiscal  1954 
through  "economy  and  modern  business 
techniques."  He  bases  this  claim  on  a 
supFKjsed  reduction  of  the  postal  deficit 
to  $437  miUion  instead  of  the  S746  mil- 
hon  estimated  deficit  in  former  Postmas- 
ter General  Donaldson's  preliminary 
figures,  a  difference  of  $309  milbon.  Mr. 
Summerfield  conveniently  neglects  to 
mention,  however,  that  $78  milhon  was 
saved  by  President  Truman's  decision 
not  to  restore  two  deliveries  a  day. 
Since  Mr.  Siunmerfield  also  benefited 
by  $240  million  in  increased  rates  and 
transfer  of  airmail  subsidies,  he  should 
have  been  able  to  reduce  the  deficit  by 
$318  miUion  instead  of  only  $309  million. 
If  Mr.  Summerfields  estimates  had  been 
correct,  his  "savings"  would  have  cost 
the  taxpayers  only  $9  miUion,  but  the 
Treasury  Department  now  reports  that 
he  underestimated  his  deficit  by  $25  mil- 
lion. So  it  appears  that  Mr.  Summer- 
field's  much  publicized  "economy  and 
modern  business  technique"  actually 
cost  the  taxpayers  an  extra  $34  milUon 
last  year. 

Not  to  be  outdone  by  the  Postmaster 
General,  some  of  the  other  "idea"  men  in 
the  Eisenhower  administration  have  fig- 
ured out  an  equally  clever  way  to  reduce 
the  national  debt  by  $12  bllUon.  by  a 
simple  bookkeeping  gimmick.  Actually, 
the  Federal  deficit  is  $18  billion  more 
than  when  Harry  S.  Truman  was  Pres- 
ident. 

In  spite  of  all  the  bookkeeping  jug- 
gling we  now  have  to  increase  the  na- 
tional debt  limit  an  additional  $6  billion. 
This  certainly  is  an  indication  that  the 
budget  has  not  been  balanced  and  that 
the  outgo  from  the  Federal  Treasury 
is  so  much  greater  than  the  income. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  let  the 
Record  show  that  I  am  opposed  to  this 
proposed  increase  in  the  debt  limit.  And 
let  the  Record  further  show  that  I  am 
one  of  those  who  tried  to  obtain  a  roll- 
call  vote  on  this  important  issue. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  childish  for  anyone 
to  argue  in  behalf  of  this  proposal  on 
the  grounds  that  it  is  only  temporary. 
Once  the  limitation  is  raised,  the  Fed- 
eral debt  will  go  higher,  stay  higher,  and 
the  next  Congress  will  be  asked  to  con- 
firm it. 


Soon  to  come  before  the  House  will  be 
the  conference  report  on  the  foreign- 
spending  bill  which  will  make  available 
some  $13  billion  in  further  handouts  to 
foreigners.  I  opposed  the  authorization 
bill  for  this  purpose  and  I  opposed  the 
appropriations  knowing  full  well  that 
here  was  one  of  the  most  logical  places 
to  cut  biUions  of  dollars  and  avert  a  fur- 
ther increase  in  the  debt. 

I  am  disappointed  beyond  measure 
that  this  administration  does  not  make 
a  seriotis  attempt  to  bring  spending  into 
balance  with  income  and  stop  these 
deficits  and  increases  in  the  Federal 
debt.  I  regret  that  this  administration 
takes  the  easy  way  out  by  simply  lifting 
the  lid  and  authorizing  the  borrowing 
of  more  money.  It  is  the  road  to  dis- 
aster. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is. 
Shall  the  rules  be  suspended  and  the 
resolution  be  agreed  to? 

The  question  was  taken;  and  the 
Speaker  announced  that  two-thirds  had 
voted  in  favor  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.     Mr.  Speaker, 
on  that  question  I  demand  the  yeas  and  ' 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  na3's  were  refused. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  object  to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a 
quonmi  is  not  present  and  make  the 
point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count. 
[After  counting.!  Two  hundred  and 
fifty -seven  Members  are  present,  a 
quonmi. 

The  question  is.  Shall  the  rules  be 
suspended  and  the  resolution  be  agreed 
to? 

The  question  was  taken ;  and  on  a  divi- 
sion (demanded  by  Mr.  Gross)  there 
were — ayes  193,  noes  31. 

So  (two -thirds  having  voted  In  favor 
thereof)  the  rules  were  suspended  and 
the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

In  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the 
resolution,  the  bill  (H.  R.  6672)  was  taken 
from  the  Speaker's  table,  and  the  follow- 
ing Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in: 

strike  out  aU  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  Insert  "That  during  the  period  beginning 
on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act  and 
ending  on  June  30,  1955,  the  public  debt 
limit  set  forth  In  the  first  sentence  of  section 
21  of  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  aa 
amended,  shall  be  temporarily  increased  by 
$6  bUlion." 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


CrVTL  SERVICE  RETIREMENT 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Spealier,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  immedi- 
ate consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3627)  to 
amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act* 
as  amended. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEIABIEH.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  5  of  the 
ClvU  Service  Retirement  Act  ol  May  »,  likaflU 
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as  amended,  la  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
tliereof  tbe  following:  < 

"NotwlUutandlng  any  provision  of  law  to 
tbe  contrary,  title  to  annuity  payable  from 
the  dvll-flervlce  retirement  and  disability 
fund  shall  hot  arise  from  any  separation  un- 
less the  officer  or  employee  so  separated  has. 
within  the  2-year  period  inunediately  pre- 
ceding such  separation,  completed  at  least 
1  year  of  creditable  civilian  service  during 
which  he  was  subject  to  this  act.  Any  annu- 
ity rights  based  on  a  separation  which  (a) 
terminated  service  meeting  this  requirement, 
or  (b)  occurred  prior  to  this  amendment, 
shall  be  restored  upon  separation  from  sub- 
sequent service  which  falls  ^io^meet  said 
requirement. 

"No  credit  shall  be  allowed  for  any  service 
subsequent  to  the  date  of  the  separation  on 
which  title  to  annuity  is  based.  Any 
amounts  deducted  from  salary  for  retirement 
purposes  during  such  service  shall  upon  sepa- 
ration be  refunded  to  such  officer  or  em- 
ployee without  interest,  and  shall  be  subject 
to  redepoeit  as  provided  In  section  12  (b) 
(2)  of  this  act.  Any  such  amount  not  so 
refunded  to  the  officer  or  employee  before  his 
death  shall  be  paid  in  the  order  of  prece- 
dence prescribed  In  section  12  (e)." 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
dffer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  amendment,  as  fol- 
lows: 

On  page  2,  after  the  period  In  line  5,  in- 
sert the  following:  "Any  officer  or  employee 
who  shall  bave  given  notice  of  his  desire  to 
come  within  the  purview  of  this  aot  pursu- 
ant to  the  last  paragraph  of  section  3  (a)  of 
this  act  shall  be  deemed  for  the  purposes  of 
this  requirement  to  have  been  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  act  during  any  period 
of  service  or  part  thereof  ending  not  later 
than  September  30,  1954,  with  respect  to 
Which  there  shall  have  been  deposited  the 
amounts  specified  in  section  9." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


PERFORMANCE    OP    MAIL-MESSEN- 
GER SERVICE 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  until 
midnight  tonight  to  file  a  conference  re- 
port on  the  bill  (H.  R.  2263)  to  author- 
ize the  Postmaster  General  to  readjust 
the  compensation  of  holders  of  contracts 
for  the  performance  of  mail-messenger 
service. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
E^ansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 


AMENDMENT  OP  FOREIGN  SERVICE 
ACT  OP  1946 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  9910)  to 
amend  section  413  (b)  of  the  Foreign 
Service  Act  of  1946.  with  a  Senate 
amendment  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows  : 

Line  9,  after  "appointed",  insert  "from  the 
Classified  felvll  service  or  the  Foreign  Service 
reserve  or*Porelgn  Service  staff." 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohao? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Reserving  the  right  to 
(^ject,  Mr.  Speaker,  may  we  have  a  brief 
explanation  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Speaker.  H.  R.  9910, 
to  amend  section  413  (b)  of  the  Foreign 
Service  Act  of  1946,  would  provide  for 
lateral  entry  into  the  Foreign  Service 
from  the  Foreign  Service  reserve  or 
Foreign  Service  staff  or  from  the  civil 
service  by  persons  who  had  had  4  years 
of  service  in  the  Government  if  they  were 
under  31  or  4  years  if  over  31.  The 
Senate  put  in  the  words  "from  the  classi- 
fied civil  service  or  the  Foreign  Service 
reserve  or  Foreign  Service  staff." 

The  word  "classified"  would  bar  cer- 
tain persons  who  are  under  civil  service 
in  the  Department  of  State  known  as 
the  ABC  classes  and  also  incumbent  in- 
definite civil-service  employees.  Not  all 
of  these  are  dual-service  employees  who 
might  be  eligible  for  transfer  to  the 
Foreign  Service.  While  the  State  De- 
partment would  prefer  the  bill  as  it 
passed  the  House,  I  am  informed  that 
those  who  are  seeking  this  legislation  are 
willing  to  concur  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Then  this  is  the  bill  that 
provides  the  first  step  toward  increasing 
the  Foreign  Service  ofiBcer  corps  from 
about  1,300  as  it  now  exists,  to  3.900? 

Mr.  VORYS.  It  is  a  bill  to  increase 
the  Foreign  Service  by  bringing  in  new 
blood  through  lateral  entry.  There  are 
a  number  of  other  administrative  and 
statutory  provisions  recommended  which 
would  result  in  a  very  substantial  In- 
crease in  the  Foreign  Service,  but  this 
bill  alone  would  not  do  it.  The  numbers 
under  this  bill  are  limited  to  500.  and  it 
is  in  effect  only  until  March  31,  next. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  simply  want  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  know  what  is  here 
being  done.  This  is  the  first  step  toward 
practically  tripling  the  number  of  For- 
eign Service  officers,  that  is,  those  who 
would  serve  in  the  Foreign  Service  officer 
corps  in  the  State  Department.  I  tm 
opposed  to  the  bill,  and  I  want  to  be  on 
record  as  opposed  to  It  for  the  rea.3on 
that  this  Government  ought  to  be  cutting 
down  on  employees  in  the  Foreign  Serv- 
ice in  the  interests  of  economy. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection- to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection.  '        | 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concur^d 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 
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PROVIDING  FAMILY  QUARTERS  FOR 
MILITARY  PERSONNEL 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  take  from  the  Speak- 
er's table  the  bill  (H.  R.  9924)  to  provide 
for  family  quarters  for  personnel  of  the 
miUtary  departments  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  and  their  dependents,  and  for 
other  purposes,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, and  agree  to  the  conference  asked 
by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Short]?  [After  a  pause.] 
The  Chair  hears  none  and  appoints  tbe 


following  conferees:  Messrs.  Johkson  of 
California,  Cunningham,  Devereux, 
Brooks  of  Louisiana,  and  Miller  pf  Cal- 
ifornia. 


ROTC  UNITS  AT  EDUCATIONAL 
INSTITUTIONS 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  take  from  the  Speak- 
ers  desk  the  bill  <H.  R.  7734)  to  amend 
section  47  of  the  National  Defense  Act 
concerning  the  requirement  for  bond 
covering  certain  property  issued  by  the 
United  States  for  use  by  Reserve  Officers' 
Trainint?  Corps  units  maintained  at  edu- 
cational institutions,  with  Senate  amend- 
ments thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Line  9.  strike  out  "appropriate"  an4  Insert 
"adequate,  but  In  no  event  less  tiian  >5,000." 

Line  12.  after  'instruction",  insert  "A  bond 
without  surety  thereon  may  be  accepted  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force,  provided  the  Institution  to 
which  the  property  Is  Issued  furnUhes  to 
the  Secretary  concerned  satisfactory  evidence 
of  its  fii^ancial  responsibility." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mi.ssouri  (Mr.  Short)? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  wert  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection.  I 

ACCEPTANCE   OF  SENATE   AMENDMENTS   TO 

H    H.  7734 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  pur- 
pose of  H.  R.  7734  is  to  amend  the  Na- 
tional Defense  Act  concerning  the  re- 
quirement for  bond  covering  Federal 
property  is.sued  by  the  Government  for 
use  by  ROTC  units  maintained  at  educa- 
tional institutions. 

Under  present  law  the  Secretary  must 
require  a  bond  to  be  furnished  in  the 
amount  of  the  total  value  of  the  property 
i.ssued.  This  is  requiring  educational  in- 
stitutions to  furnish  large  bonds — .which 
result  in  large  premiums — far  in  excess 
of  what  is  necessary  to  cover  probable 
losses. 

The  House  bill  merely  provides  that 
the  Secretary  may  require  a  bond  in  such 
amount  as  he  considers  appropriate. 
The  Senate  amended  the  bill  so  as  to 
require  the  bond  to  be  in  an  amount  not 
less  than  $5,000.  The  Senate  further 
amended  the  bill  so  as  to  provide  that 
an  in.stitution  could  furnish  a  bond  with- 
out surety  if  satisfactory  evidence  is  pre- 
sented to  the  Secretary  concerned  of  its 
financial  responsibiMty. 


AUTHORIZING     COMMANDER.     AIR  i 
UNIVERSITY.  TO  CONFER  APPRO- 
PRIATE  DEGREES 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3712)  to  au- 
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thorize  the  commander.  Air  University, 
to  confer  appropriate  degrees  upon  per- 
sons who  meet  all  requirements  for  those 
degrees  in  the  resident  college  of  the 
United  States  Air  Force  Institute  of 
Technology. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mi-ssouri  fMr.  Short]? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  cons<?nt  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  po.nt  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PUBPOSE  OF  THE  BILL 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  pur- 
pose of  this  proposed  legislation  is  to 
provide  that  under  regulations  pre- 
."^cribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
tlie  commander  of  the  Air  University 
may  confer  appropriate  degrees  upon 
per.sons  who  me<t  all  the  requirements 
for  those  deprees  in  the  resident  collepe 
of  the  United  StJites  Air  Force  Institute 
r.f  Technoloc:y.  The  commander  may 
confer  the  depre?s.  however,  only  after 
the  Institute  of  Technology  has  received 
accreditation  by  a  nationally  recognized 
accreditation  as-sociation  or  authority. 

BACKCRnUND  INFORMATION 

Tt-ic  United  States  Air  Force  Institute 
of  Technology,  wnich  Ls  a  part  of  the  Air 
Univer.sity.  is  loc.ited  at  Wright-Patter- 
son Air  Force  Ea.«:e.  Ohio.  Th.e  Insti- 
tute ofTers  a  variety  of  courses  in  the 
cncineering  field  with  special  emphasis 
on  aeronautical  engineering.  Its  cur- 
riculum is  specifically  geared  to  afford 
us  «;tudcnts  maximum  use  of  one  of  the 
worlds  finest  aviation  laboratories,  the 
Wricht  Air  Development  Center.  The 
Institute  has  been  in  operation  for  some 
years,  beinpr  the  modern  outgrowth  of 
the  Air  Service  EnRincerinc  School  which 
becan  in  1919,  which,  at  that  time,  was 
one  of  the  world's  first  .schools  devoted 
to  instruction  in  aeronautical  engineer- 
insr. 

Persons  who  receive  trainintr  at  the 
Institute  are  selected  Air  Force  officers 
who  are  trained  in  the  field  of  aeronau- 
tical engineering  and  related  areas. 

DESIRABILm    OF  THE  LEGISLATION 

At  the  presen*.  time  there  is  no  legal 
authority  for  tht?  commander  of  the  Air 
University  to  confer  degrees  on  the  stu- 
dents who  successfully  complete  the 
cour.ses  at  the  resident  college.  In  civil- 
ian institutions  of  higher  learning  au- 
thority to  grant  degrees  must  be  author- 
ized by  State  law.  In  federally  oper- 
ated .schools  Congress  must  provide  the 
authority.  This  bill  will  permit  the  stu- 
dents who  successfully  complete  the  pre- 
scribed course  of  instruction  to  receive 
the  appropriate  degree,  after  the  Insti- 
tute has  received  the  appropriate  accred- 
itation. 

ACCREDITATION   NECESSARY   BEFORE  GRANTING  OF 
DEGREES 

It  should  be  emphasized  that  this  bill 
in  itself  does  not  authorize  the  confer- 
ring of  degrees  by  the  United  States  Air 
Force  Institute  of  Technology.  It  au- 
thorizes such  authority  only  after  this 
institution  has  been  accredited  by  a  na- 


tionally recognized  accrediting  associa- 
tion or  authority. 

An  Institution  cannot  be  recognized 
for  accreditation  unless  It  has  degree- 
granting  authority.  This  bill  will  pro- 
vide the  means  by  which  the  Institute 
may  be  eligible  for  accreditation.  The 
committee  assumes  that  the  accrediting 
authority  will  make  certain  that  the  In- 
stitute fully  meets  the  academic  stand- 
ards, which  make  an  institution  eligible 
to  confer  an  appropriate  degree. 

LEGISLATIVE  PKECEDENT  FOR  THE  BILL 

It  may  be  noted  that  Federal  author- 
ity to  confer  degrees  is  in  effect  for  the 
United  States  Militarj-.  Naval,  Coast 
Guard,  and  Merchant  Marine  Academies. 
The  Air  Force  Academy  will  possess  such 
authority  as  a  result  of  Public  Law  325. 
83d  Congress. 

The  Navy  counterpart  to  the  United 
States  Air  Force  Institute  of  Technology, 
the  United  States  Naval  Postgraduate 
School  at  Monterery.  Calif.,  was  author- 
ized the  degree-granting  authority  as  a 
result  of  Public  Law  303.  80th  Congress. 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  r>oint  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is 
with  pardonable  pride  that  I  call  to  the 
attention  of  my  colleagues  here  in  the 
Hou.se  that  the  United  States  Air  Force 
Institute  of  Technology  is  located  in  the 
Third  District  of  Ohio,  which  I  have  the 
great  honor  to  represent  here  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States. 

This  Institute?  was  founded  many  years 
ago,  in  1919,  I  believe,  when  it  was  then 
known  as  the  Air  Service  Training 
School,  and  I  am  certain  that  it  was  one 
of  the  first  schools  in  the  world  which 
specialized  in  teaching  aeronautical  en- 
gineering. The  name  of  the  Air  Service 
Training  School  was  changed  some  years 
ago  to  the  United  States  Air  Force  Insti- 
tute of  Technology  and  is  a  part  of  the 
Air  University.  Its  curriculum  was 
broadened,  additional  members  of  the 
faculty  were  selected  with  great  care, 
and  the  Institute  continues  to  operate  at 
Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base  adja- 
cent to  Dayton,  Ohio.  Students  in  the 
Institute  are  carefully  selected  Air  Force 
officers  who.se  increased  ability  and 
training  will  be  of  additional  and  impor- 
tant service  to  our  United  States  Air 
Force. 

Technical  and  scientific :improvements 
which  are  constantly  beink  made  in  air- 
craft point  up  the  need  for  the  special- 
ized training  given  by  the  Air  Force  In- 
stitute of  Technology  and  which  is  not 
available  elsewhere.  It  is  of  great  im- 
ports nee  for  the  defense  of  our  Nation 
that  the  ofiBcers  and  men  of  our  Air 
F\)rce  be  the  best  informed  and  trained 
men  of  any  air  force  in  the  entire  world. 
We  have  pointed  with  great  pride  to  the 
accomplishments  of  our  Air  Force  in  the 
past  and  the  quality  of  our  personnel. 
This  legislation  gives  proper  recognition 
to  the  need  for  continued  improvement. 

It  is  a  well-known  principle  and  prac- 
tice that  before  any  educational  insti- 
tute can  confer  degrees  indicating  the 


proficiency  of  Its  students  and  for  these 
degrees  to  be  properly  recognized,  the 
educational  institution  must  have  been 
accredited  by  a  nationally  recognized 
accrediting  association  or  authority. 
However  before  such  accrediting  associa- 
tion can  grant  such  recognition  the 
school  must  first  be  properly  authorized 
to  do  so  under  whatever  State  or  Fed- 
eral authority  under  which  it  was  estab- 
lished. Since  the  Air  Force  Institute  of 
Technology  is  authorized  by  Congress  to 
operate  it  is  right  and  pror>er  that  we 
here  today  consider  S.  3712  and  I  sin- 
cerely hope  it  is  approved  by  the  House. 

It  is  assumed,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
national  accrediting  association  imder 
whose  rules  and  regulations  authority 
will  be  granted,  under  this  legislation,  to 
the  Air  Force  Institute  of  Technology  to 
confer  various  degrees  will  make  certain 
proper  requirements  as  to  faculty,  cur- 
riculum, facilities,  equipment,  and  other 
proper  matters. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  my  imderstanding 
that  the  United  States  Military,  Naval, 
Coast  Guard,  and  Merchant  Marine 
Academies  already  have  the  authority  to 
confer  degrees.  The  Air  Force  Academy 
recently  established  by  Congress  will  also 
have  such  authority  under  Public  Law 
325,  83d  Congress.  I  am  also  informed, 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  similar  Navy  school,  the 
United  States  Naval  Postgraduate  School 
at  Monterey,  Calif.,  was  granted  the 
authority  to  confer  proper  degrees  as  the 
result  of  Public  Law  303  of  the  80th  Con- 
gress. 

S.  3712,  which  we  are  considering  here 
at  this  time,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  grant  this 
similar  and  very  necessary  authority  to 
the  United  States  Air  Force  Institute  of 
Technology  to  confer  proper  degrees. 
It  is  understood,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  will  prescribe 
the  necessary  rules  and  regulations. 

This  will  be  very  helpful  legislation, 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  is  a  right  and  proper 
privilege  to  be  extended  to  the  Air  Force 
Institute  of  Technology.  It  is  my  sincere 
hope  that  it  will  receive  luianimous 
approval. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri IMr.  Short]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  under  regula- 
tions prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force,  the  Commander.  Air  University,  may, 
upon  accreditation  of  the  United  States  Air 
Force  Institute  of  Technology  by  a  nationally 
recognized  accreditation  association  or  au- 
thority, confer  appropriate  degrees  upon  per- 
sons who  meet  all  requirements  for  those 
degrees  in  the  Resident  College  of  the  United 
States  Air  Force  Institute  of  Teclinology. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

DIRECTING  SECRETARY  OP  THE 
ARMY  TO  CONVEY  CERTAIN  PROP- 
ERTY IN  EL  PASO,   TEX. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  for  the  immediate  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (8.  3595)  to  direct 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  convey 
certain  property  located  in  El  Paso,  Tex., 


■•f**/ 


\'^i- 

"^^. 


V 

''':^, 


14638 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


4i 


i  .- 


^1     I 


^  li: 


F     '  t    '. 

El     r. 

■  r 


and  described  aa  part  of  Fort  Bliss,  to 
the  State  of  Texas. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bin. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from.  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Sh(»t]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bUl.  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  la  authorized  and  directed  to  con- 
vey by  quitclaim  deed,  without  considera- 
tion, to  the  State  of  Texas  all  right,  title,  and 
Interest  of  the  United  States,  except  as  re- 
tained In  this  act,  in  and  to  a  parcel  of  land 
within  Port  Bliss  Military  Reservatlo-  -rich 
parcel  consisting  of  a  portion  of  N  El 

Paso  Addition  and  a  portion  of  Morningside 
Heights  Addition.  Kl  Paso.  Tex.,  and  being 
more  particularly  described  by  metes  and 
bounds  as  follows: 

Beginning  at  a  point  which  is  the  inter- 
section of  tbe  east  rigbt-of-way  line  of  Pol- 
lard Street  and  the  south  right-of-way  line 
of  Hayes  Avenue;  thence  south  no  degrees 
faurteen  and  ninety  one-hundredths  min- 
utes west  along  the  east  right-of-way  line 
of  Pollard  Street  a  distance  of  nine  hundred 
two  and  six-tenths  feet;  thence  south 
eighty-nine  degrees  forty-five  and  ten  one- 
hundredths  minutes  east  a  distance  of  one 
thousand  forty-two  and  thirty-nine  one- 
hundredths  feet  to  the  west  right-of-way 
line  of  the  Southern  Pacific  Railroad  (for- 
merly the  E.  P.  &  S.  W.  R.  R.) ;  thence  north 
thirteen  degrees  forty-flve  and  two  one-hun- 
dredths minutes  east  a  distance  of  eight 
hundred  forty-flve  and  seventy-tliree  one- 
hundredths  feet  along  the  Southern  Pacific 
Railroad  right-of-way  line,  to  a  point; 
thence  north  one  degree  fifteen  and  sixty- 
two  one-hundredths  minutes  west  a  distance 
of  one  hundred  twelve  and  five  one-hun- 
dredths feet,  to  a  point  In  the  south  right- 
of-way  line  of  Hayes  Avenue;  thence  south 
eighty-eight  degrees  forty-six  minutes  west 
a  distance  of  one  thousand  two  hundred 
thirty-seven  and  three-tenths  feet  along  the 
south  right-of-way  line  of  Hayes  Avenue,  to 
the  point  of  beginning,  containing  in  all 
twenty-four  and  twenty-five  one-hiin- 
dredths  acres  of  land,  more  or  less. 

Sbc.  2.  All  mineral  rights,  including  gas 
and  oil,  In  the  lands  authorized  to  be  con- 
veyed by  this  act  shall  be  reserved  to  the 
United  States. 

Sec.  3.  There  shall  be  further  reserved  to 
the  United  States  In  the  conveyance  of  the 
above-described  lands,  rights  of  ingress  and 
egress  over  roads  in  the  above-deacrlbed 
lands  serving  buildings  or  other  works  op- 
erated by  the  United  States  or  its  successors 
or  assigns  In  connection  with  Port  Bliss, 
rights-of-way  for  water  lines,  sewer  lines, 
telephone  and  telegraph  lines,  power  lines, 
and  such  other  utilities  which  now  exist,  or 
which  may  become  necessary  to  the  opera- 
tion of  the  said  Fort  Bliss. 

Sec.  4.  The  conveyance  of  the  property 
authorized  by  this  act  shall  be  upon  con- 
dition that  such  property  shall  be  used  pri- 
marily for  training  of  the  National  Guard 
and  for  other  military  purposes,  and  that 
If  the  State  of  Texas  shall  cease  to  use  the 
property  so  conveyed  for  the  purposes  in- 
tended, then  title  thereto  shall  immediately 
revert  to  the  United  States,  and  in  addition, 
all  Improvements  made  by  the  State  of  Texas 
during  its  occupancy  shall  vest  in  the  United 
States  without  payment  of  compensation 
therefor. 

Sec.  5.  The  conveyance  of  the  property 
authorized  by  this  act  shall  be  upon  the 
further  provision  that  whenever  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  declares  a  state 
of  war  or  other  national  emergency,  or  the 
President  declares  a  state  of  emergency,  and 
upon  the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  that  the  property  conveyed  under 
this  act  Is  useful  or  necessary  for  military, 
air,  or  naval  purposes,  or  In  the  Interest  of 
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national  defense,  the  United  States  shall 
have  the  right,  without  obligation  to  make 
payment  of  any  kind,  to  reenter  upon  the 
iwoperty  and  use  the  same  or  any  part  there- 
of. Including  any  and  all  improvements 
made  thereon  by  the  State  of  Texas,  for  the 
diu-atlon  of  such  state  of  war  or  of  such 
emergency.  Upon  the  termination  of  such 
state  of  war  or  of  such  emergency  plus  6 
months  such  property  shall  revert  to  the 
State  of  Texas,  together  with  all  appurte- 
nances and  utilities  belonging  or  appertain- 
ing thereto. 

Site.  6.  In  executing  the  deed  of  convey- 
ance authorized  by  this  act.  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  shall  Include  specific  provisions 
covering  the  reservations  and  conditions 
contained  in  sections  2,  3,  4,  and  5.  of  this 
act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table.  i 

DIRECTING  THE  SECRETARY  OF 
THE  AIR  FORCE  TO  CONVEY  CER- 
TAIN PROPERTY  IN  PROXIMITY 
TO  SAN  ANTONIO,  TEX. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3750  >  to 
direct  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  or 
his  designee  to  convey  certain  property 
located  in  proximity  to  San  Antwio, 
Bexar  County,  Tex.,  to  the  State  of 
Texas. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  or  his  designee  is  authorized 
and  directed  to  convey  by  quitclaim  deed, 
without  consideration,  to  the  State  of  Texa.s 
ali  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  the  United 
States,  excepr  as  retained  in  this  act.  In  and 
to  the  following  described  land  in  proximity 
to  San  Antonio,  Bexar  County,  Tex.,  to- 
gether with  all  buildings,  improvements 
thereon,  and  all  appurtenances  and  utilities 
belonging  or  appertaining  thereto,  such  land 
Including  approximately  two  hundred 
eighteen  and  flfty-slx  one-hundredths  acres 
and  formerly  designated  as  Martindale  Aux- 
iliary Field,  as  shown  on  maps  on  file  with 
the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers: 

Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  south  rlaht- 
of-way  line  of  United  States  Highway  No. 
90,  at  the  northwest  corner  of  the  Ernll  F. 
Gambler  tract,  said  corner  being  also  the 
northeast  corner  of  tlie  Virginia  M.  Johnson 
tract : 

Station  1-2,  bearing  north  sixty-nine  de- 
grees forty-flve  minutes  twenty  seconds  efirt, 
a  distance  of  forty-two  and  six-tenths  feet; 

Station  2-3,  bearing  south  no  degrees 
twelve  minutes  forty  seconds  east,  a  dis- 
tance of  eight  hundred  one  and  seven-teaths 
feet; 

Station  3-4.  bearing  north  elghty-nJn© 
degrees  thirty-six  minutes  twenty  seconds 
east,  a  distance  of  two  thousand  two  hundred 
thirty-three    and    one    one-hundredth    feet; 

Station  4-5,  bearing  north  three  degrees 
twenty-three  minutes  forty  seconds  west,  a 
distance  of  five  hundred  forty  and  five- 
tenths  feet; 

Station  5-6.  bearing  north  elghty-slx  de- 
grees thirty-six  minutes  twenty  seconds 
east,  a  distance  pf  twenty  feet; 

Station  6-7,  bearing  south  three  degrees 
twenty-three  minutes  forty  seconds  east,  a 
distance  of  five  hundred  forty-one  and  five- 
tenths  feet; 


Station  7-8,  bearing  north  eighty-nine  de- 
grees thirty-six  minutes  twenty  seconds  east, 
a  distance  of  two  hundred  seventy-ertght  and 
fifty-four  one-hundredths  feet; 

station  8-9,  bearing  south  no  degrees 
twenty-two  minutes  no  seconds  east,  a 
distance  of  two  thousand  eight  hundred 
fourteen  and  twenty-three  one-hundredths 
feet: 

Station  9-10,  bearing  south  eighty-nine 
degrees  thirty-eight  minutes  thirty  seconds 
west,  a  distance  of  four  hundred  feet; 

Station  10-11,  bearing  south  no  degrees 
twenty-one  minutes  forty-flve  seconds  east, 
a  distance  of  three  hundred  eighty  and 
twenty-three  one-hundredths  feet; 

Station  11-12.  bearing  north  eighty-nine 
degrees  thlrty-eieht  minutes  fifteen  seconds 
east,  a  distance  of  four  hundred  and  eighty- 
five  feet; 

Station  12-13,  bearing  south  no  degrees 
twenty-one  minutes  forty-five  seconds  east, 
a  distance  of  two  hundred  and  twenty-five 
feet; 

Station  13  14,  bearing  south  eighty-nine 
degrees  thirty-eight  minutes  fifteen  seconds 
west,  a  distance  of  three  hundred  eighteen 
and    ninety-six    one-hundredths    feet: 

Station  14-15.  bearing  south  forty-six  de- 
prees  thirty-eight  minutes  forty-five  seconds 
west,  a  distance  of  one  hundred  one  and 
sixty-seven  one-hundredths  feet; 

Station  15-16.  bearing  south  eighty-nine 
degrees  thirty-eight  minutes  forty-five  sec- 
onds west,  a  di.'^tance  of  six  hundred  thirty- 
eight  and  two-tenths  feet; 

Station  16-17.  bearing  south  forty-four 
decrees  forty-three  minutes  twenty  seconds 
west,  a  distance  of  twenty-three  and  fifteen 
one-hundredThs    feet: 

Station  17  18.  bearing  north  no  defrees  six 
minutes  twenty  .^eonds  west,  a  dl.stance  of 
forty-six  and  thirty-five  one-hundredths 
feet; 

S-.atlon  18-19,  bearing  south  eighty-nine 
degrees  thirty-eight  minutes  forty-five  sec- 
onds west,  a  distance  of  eight  bundred 
thirty-seven  and  seventy-seven  otie-hun- 
dredths  feet: 

Station  19-20.  bearing  north  no  degrees 
twenty-one  minutes  thirty  seconds  west,  a 
distance  of  six  hundred  and  forty-fl.ve  feet; 
Station  20  21.  bearing  south  eighty-nine 
degrees  thirty-nine  minutes  no  seconds  west, 
a  distance  of  one  thousand  one  hundred 
ninety-nine  and  ninety-eight  oae-hun- 
dredths  feet: 

Station  21  22.  bearinR  north  no  decrees 
twenty-one  minu'es  thirty  seconds  west,  a 
distance  of  two  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
twelve  feet: 

Station  22-23.  bearing  north  eighty-nine 
decrees  twenty-six  minutes  twenty  seconds 
east,  a  dl.stance  of  five  hundred  thirty-one 
and  two-tentlis  feet: 

Station  2.3  1.  bearing  north  no  degrees 
twelve  minu»e.=;  forty  seconds  west,  a  distance 
of  seven  hundred  eighty-seven  and  two- 
tenths  feet. 

Sec.  2.  All  mineral  rlcrhts.  Including  gas 
and  oil.  in  the  lands  authorized  to  be  con- 
veyed by  this  act  shall  be  reserved  to  the 
United   St.'xtes. 

Sec.  3  There  shall  be  further  Tesetved  to 
the  United  States  in  the  conveyance  of  the 
above-described  lands,  ri-hts  of  ingress  and 
egress  over  mads  in  the  above-'deecrlbed 
lands  serving  buildings  or  other  works  oper- 
ated by  the  United  States  or  its  successors  or 
assigns  In  connection  with  Martlndate  Aux- 
iliary Field,  rights-of-way  for  water  lines 
sewer  lines,  telephone  and  telegraph  lines 
power  lines,  and  such  other  utilities  which 
now  exist,  or  which  may  become  necessary 
to  the  operation  of  the  said  Martindale 
Auxiliary   Field. 

Sec  4.  The  conveyance  of  the  property  au- 
thorized by  this  act  shall  be  upon  condition 
that  such  property  shall  be  used  primarily 
for  training  of  the  National  Guard  and  the 
Air  National  Guard  and  for  other  military 
purposes,   and   that  if   the   State   of   Texas 
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shall  cease  to  use  the  property  so  conveyed 
for  the  purposes  intended,  then  title  there- 
to shall  immediately  revert  to  the  United 
states,  and  In  addition,  all  improvements 
made  by  the  State  of  Texas  during  its  oc- 
cupancy shall  vest  in  the  United  States  with- 
out payment  of  compensation  therefor. 

Sec  5.  The  conveyance  of  the  property  au- 
thorized by  this  act  shall  be  upon  the 
further  provision  that  whenever  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  declares  a  state  of 
war  or  other  national  emergency,  or  the 
President  declares  a  state  of  emergency,  and 
upon  the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  that  the  property  conveyed  under 
this  act  Is  useful  or  necessary  for  military, 
air.  or  naval  purposes,  or  In  the  Interest  of 
national  defense,  the  United  States  shall 
have  the  right,  without  obligation  to  make 
payment  of  any  kind,  to  reenter  upon  the 
property  and  use  the  same  or  any  part  there- 
of, including  any  and  all  improvements 
made  thereon  by  the  State  of  Texas,  for  the 
duration  of  such  state  of  war  or  of  such 
emergency.  Upon  the  termination  of  such 
siiite  of  war  or  of  such  emergency  plus  6 
months  such  property  shall  revert  to  the 
state  of  Texis.  together  with  all  appurte- 
nances and  utilities  belonging  or  appertain- 
ing  thereto. 

Sec.  6  In  executing  the  deed  of  con- 
veyance authorized  by  this  act.  the  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force  or  his  designee  shall  In- 
clude specific  jirovisions  covering  the  reser- 
vations and  conditions  contained  In  sections 
2,  3.  4.  and  5  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
pa.^sod.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


AUTHORIZING  CONVEYANCE  TO 
STATE  OP  TEXAS  OP  LAND  IN 
HOUSTON,  TEX,  TO  BE  USED  FOR 
NATIONAL  GUARD  PURPOSES 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
con.sideration  of  the  bill  <S  3822)  to  au- 
thorize the  conveyance  to  the  State  of 
Texa.s  of  approximately  9  acres  of  land 
in  Houston,  Tex.,  to  be  used  for  National 
Guard  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  reque^^t  of  the  Rentleman  from  Mis- 
souri I  Mr.  Short  1? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secreta.-y  of 
the  Army  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  con- 
vey to  the  State  of  Texas,  without  compensa- 
tion therefor,  all  the  right,  title,  and  interest 
of  the  United  States  in  and  to  approximately 
nine  and  three-tenths  acres  of  land  in  Hous- 
ton. Harris  County,  Tex  ,  and  all  Improve- 
ments thereon,  said  property  comprising  that 
pnriK  n  of  the  former  Hughes  Strut  Plant 
now  being  occupied  by  the  Texas  National 
Guard  under  a  license  Issued  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army. 

Sec.  2  The  deed  of  conveyance  authorized 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  — 

(1)  provide  that  the  property  conveyed 
shall  not  be  alienated  in  whole  or  in  part  by 
the  State  of  Texas  and  shall  be  used  pri- 
marily for  training  National  Guard  and  Air 
National  Guard  personnel  and  for  other  mili- 
tary purposes,  and  If  such  provision  is  vio- 
lated title  to  such  property  (including  all  Im- 
provements by  the  State  of  Texas)  shall 
revert  to  the  United  States: 

(2)  reserve  to  the  United  States  all  min- 
erals (including  oil  and  gas)  In  the  lands 
conveyed, 

(3)  provide  that  during  any  state  of  war  or 
national  emergency  and  for  6  months  there- 


after. If  the  Secretary  of  Defense  determines 
that  the  property  conveyed  Is  useful  or  nec- 
essary for  national  defense  purposes,  the 
United  States  may.  without  payment  there- 
for, reenter  such  property  and  use  all  or  any 
part  of  It  (Including  Improvements  by  the 
State  of  Texas)  but  upon  the  termination  of 
such  use  such  property  shall  revert  to  the 
State  of  Texas;  and 

(4)  contain  such  additional  terms,  condi- 
tions, reservations,  and  restrictions  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
to  be  necessary  to  protect  the  interests  of 
the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


CONVEYANCE  OF  LANDS  IN  CAMP 
ROBERTS  MILTTARY  RESERVA- 
TION FOR  USE  AS  A  DAM  AND 
RESERVOIR  SITE 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  a.sk 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  iS.  3189 »  pro- 
viding for  the  conveyance  by  the  United 
States  to  the  Monterey  County  Flood 
Control  and  Water  Conservation  Dis- 
trict. Monterey  County.  Calif.,  of  certain 
lands  in  Camp  Roberts  MiUtary  Reser- 
vation. Calif.,  for  use  as  a  dam  and  res- 
ervoir site  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri I  Mr.  Short]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  (a)  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  is  authorized  to  convey  by 
quitclaim  "IccC  to  the  Monterey  County 
Flood  Co'itrol  ai  d  Water  Conservation  Dis- 
trict of  K  onterey  County,  Calif.,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  constructing,  operating,  and  main- 
taining thei^Kjn  a  dam  and  reservoir  area  for 
its  El  Naclmlento  Reservoir  project,  all  right, 
title,  and  interest  of  the  United  States,  ex- 
cept as  reserved  herein,  in  and  to  so  much 
of  the  following  described  lands  within  the 
boundaries  of  Camp  Roberts  Military  Res- 
ervation, Calif.,  as  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  or  his  designee,  and  the  Monterey 
County  Flood  Control  and  Water  Conserva- 
tion District  shall  determine  to  be  necessary 
as  a  dam  site  and  reservoir  area  for  the  El 
Naclmlento  project: 

The  east  half  of  the  southeast  quarter  of 
section  11;  the  southwest  quarter  of  section 
12:  the  west  half  of  section  13:  and  the  east 
half  of  the  east  half  of  section  14.  all  lying 
In  township  25  south,  range  10  east.  Mount 
Diablo  base  meridian. 

(b)  The  deed  conveying  the  lands  deter- 
mined to  be  necessary  for  the  dam  site  and 
reservoir  area  for  the  El  Naclmlento  project 
shall  provide  (i)  for  the  reservation  by  the 
United  States  of  all  mineral  rights.  Includ- 
ing oil  and  gas.  in  and  underlying  the  lands 
conveyed,  (2)  that  the  lands  conveyed  shall 
be  used  solely  lor  the  purpose  of  construct- 
ing, maintaining,  and  operating  a  dam  and 
reservoir  project  thereon,  and  In  the  event 
such  dam  has  not  been  constructed  thereon 
within  10  years  after  the  enactment  of  this 
act.  or  m  the  event  the  lands  conveyed  shall 
at  any  time  after  construction  of  the  dam 
cease  to  be  used  for  the  sole  purpose  of 
maintaining  and  operating  a  dam  and  res- 
ervoir thereon,  all  right,  title,  and  interest 
In  and  to  such  lands  shall  revert  to  the 
United  States,  (3)  that  In  the  event  the 
existing  water  supply  at  Camp  Roberts  shall 
be  diminished  or  adversely  aOected  in  any 
manner  by  the  construction,  operation,  and 
maintenance  of  the  dam  and  reservoir  proj- 


ect, the  grantee,  Its  successors,  and  assigns, 
shall  provide  to  the  United  States  without 
additional  cost  substitute  or  supplementary 
water  supply  necessary  to  equal  the  existing 
supply  at  Camp  Roberts,  (4)  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  shall  be  granted 
for  recreational  and  training  purposes  the 
use  of  the  lands  conveyed,  to  the  extent  that 
such  use  does  not  adversely  affect  the  oper- 
ation and  maintenance  of  the  dam  and  res- 
ervoir, and  the  use  of  the  remaining  portion 
of  the  reservoir  area,  to  the  extent  provided 
in  the  regulations  of  the  Monterey  County 
FI(X»d  Control  and  Water  Conservation  Dis- 
trict generally  applicable  to  the  reservoir 
area,  and  (5)  the  grantee  shall  remove,  re- 
locate, and  reconstruct,  at  its  own  cost  and 
expense  all  structures,  roads,  and  fences  at 
Cf^mp  Roberts  affected  by  the  proposed  con- 
veyance. 

Sec  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  Is  au- 
thorized to  issue  to  the  Monterey  County 
Flood  Control  and  Water  Conservation  Dis- 
trict, without  compensation  therefor,  and  on 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  he  deems  ap- 
propriate, a  license  to  use  and  occupy  any 
lands  In  the  area  described  in  section  1  not 
conveyed  pursuant  to  the  authorization  con- 
tained therein,  as  may  be  required  for  the 
excavation  of  borrow  materials  and  any  other 
purposes  related  to  the  construction  of  the 
El  Naclmlento  project. 

Sec  3.  The  conveyance  herein  authorized 
shall  be  made  for  a  monetary  consideration 
determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  or 
his  authorized  representative,  after  appraisal, 
to  represent  the  appraised  fair  market  value 
of  the  estate  conveyed. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 
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COMMUNIST  CONTROL  ACT  OP  1954 
Mr.  GRAHAM.   Mr.  SjJeaker,  I  move  to 

suspend  the  rules  and  pass  the  bill  (8. 

3706).   the   Communist  Control  Act  of 

1954,  with  an  amendment,  which  I  send 

to  the  Clerk's  desk. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report 

the  bill,  as  amended. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Strike  out  all  after  enacting  clause  and  In- 
sert in  lieu  thereof  the  following :  "That  this 
act  may  be  cited  as  the  'Communist  Control 
Act  of  1954.' 

"FINDINGS   OF    FACT 

"Sec.  2.  The  Congress  hereby  finds  and  de- 
clares that  the  Communist  Party  of  the 
United  States,  although  purportedly  a  politi- 
cal party,  is  in  fact  an  instrumentality  of  a 
conspiracy  to  overthrow  the  Government  of 
the  United  States.  It  constitutes  an  au- 
thoritarian dictatorship  within  a  republic, 
demanding  for  Itself  the  rights  and  privileges 
accorded  to  other  political  parties,  but  deny- 
ing to  all  ethers  the  liberties  guaranteed  by 
the  Constitution.  Unlike  other  political  par- 
ties, which  evolve  their  policies  and  pro-. 
grams  through  public  means,  by  the  recon- 
ciliation of  a  wide  variety  of  individual  views, 
and  submit  those  policies  and  programs  to 
tlie  electorate  at  large  for  approval  or  disap- 
proval, the  policies  and  programs  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  are  secretly  prescribed  for  it  by 
the  foreign  leaders  of  the  world  Communist 
movement.  Its  members  have  no  part  in  de- 
termining its  goals,  and  are  not  permitted 
to  voice  dissent  to  party  objectives.  Unlike 
members  of  other  parties,  members  of  the 
Communist  Party  are  recruited  for  indoc- 
trination with  respect  to  its  objectives  and 
methods,  and  are  organized,  instructed,  and 
disciplined  to  carry  Into  action  slavishly  the 
assignments  given  them  by  their  hierarchlal 
chieftains.    Unlike  other  political  parties,  the 
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Oommunlct  Party  •cknowledges  no  eonstltu- 
tlon«l  or  statutory  llmltatlona  iH>on  ttc  con- 
duct or  upon  that  of  Ita  members.  The  Oom- 
munlst  Party  Is  relatively  small  numerically, 
and  gives  scant  indication  of  capacity  ever  to 
attain  its  ends  by  lawful  political  means. 
The  peril  Inherent  In  Its  operation  arises 
not  from  its  numbers,  but  from  its  failure  to 
acknowledge  any  limitation  as  to  the  nature 
of  its  activities,  and  its  dedication  to  the 
proposition  that  the  present  constitutional 
Government  of  the  United  States  ultimately 
must  be  brought  to  riiln  by  any  available 
means,  including  resort  to  force  and  violence. 
Holding  that  doctrine,  its  role  as  the  agency 
of  a  hostile  foreign  power  renders  its  exist- 
ence a  clear  present  and  continuing  danger 
to  the  security  of  the  United  States.  It  is 
the  means  whereby  individuals  are  seduced 
into  the  service  of  the  world  Communist 
movement,  trained  to  do  its  bidding,  and  di- 
rected and  controlled  in  the  conspiratorial 
performance  of  their  revolutionary  services. 
Therefore,  the  Communist  Party  should  be 
outlawed. 

"FBOSCSISO)     OBGAKIZATIONS 

"Sec.  8.  The  Communist  Party  of  the 
'  United  States,  or  any  successors  of  such 
party  regardless  of  the  assumed  name  whose 
object  or  piupose  is  to  overthrow  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  or  the  gov- 
ernment erf  any  State.  Territory,  District,  or 
possession  thereof,  cht  the  government  of  any 
political  subdivision  therein  by  force  and 
violence,  are  not  entitled  to  any  of  the 
rights,  privileges,  and  immunities  attendant 
upon  legal  bodies  created  under  the  Juris- 
diction of  the  laws  of  the  United  States  or 
any  political  subdivision  thereof;  and  what- 
ever rights,  privileges,  and  immunities 
which  have  heretofore  been  granted  to  said 
party  or  any  subsidiary  organization  by 
reason  of  the  laws  ,of  the  United  States  or 
any  political  subdivision  thereof,  are  hereby 
terminated:  Provided,  however,  that  nothing 
in  this  section  shall  be  construed  as  amend- 
ing the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950.  as 
amended. 

"STTBVEISIVE  AtTlVlTUB  COMTIOL  ACT 
AMKNDICKNT 

"SiK.  4.  Subsection  5  (a)  (1)  of  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act  of  1950  (50 
U.  S.  C.  784)  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 
period  at  the  end  thereof  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  a  semicolon  and  the  following: 
•or 

"  '  (B)  to  hold  office  or  employment  with 
"  any  labor  organization,  as  that  term  Is  de- 
fined in  section  2  (5)  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act  (29  U.  S.  C.  152)  or  to  repre- 
sent any  employer  in  any  matter  or  pro- 
ceeding..arlslng  or  pending  under  that  act.' 

"COMMTJNIST-INTILTRATED     ORGAI'nzATIONS 

"SBC.  5  (a)  Section  3  of  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act  of  1950  (50  U.  S.  C.  782) 
is  amended  by  inserting,  immediately  after 
paragraph  (4)  thereof,  the  following  new 
paragraph: 

"•(4A)  The  term  "Communist-inflltrated 
organization"  means  any  organization  in  the 
United  States  (other  than  a  Communlst- 
actlcn  organization  or  a  Communist-front 
organization)  which  (A)  is  substantially  di- 
rected, dominated,  or  controlled  by  an  indi- 
vidual or  individuals  who  are.  or  who  within 
3  years  have  been  actively  engaged  in.  know- 
ingly giving  aid  or  support  to  a  Communist- 
action  organization,  a  Communist  foreign 
government,  or  the  world  Communist  move- 
ment referred  to  in  section  2  of  this  title,  and 
(B)  is  knowingly  serving,  or  within  3  years 
has  knowingly  served,  as  a  means  for  (1)  the 
giving  of  aid  or  support  to  any  such  organiza- 
tion, government,  or  movement,  or  (11)  the 
impairment  of  the  military  strength  of  the 
United  States  or  its  industrial  capacity  to 
furnish  logistical  or  other  material  support 
required  by  its  Armed  Forces:  Provided, 
hoioever.  That  any  labor  organization  which 


Is  an  affiliate  in  good  standing  of  a  national 
federation  or  other  labor  organization  wbose 
p(^<Aes  and  activities  have  been  directed  to 
opposing  Communist  organizations,  any 
Communist  foreign  government,  or  the  world 
Communist  movement,  shall  be  presumed 
prima  facie  not  to  be  a  "Communist-infll- 
trated organization"  ' 

"(b)  Paragraph  (5)  of  such  sectloo  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"'(5)  The  term  "Communist  organiza- 
tion" means  any  Communist-action  organ- 
ization. Communist-front  organization,  or 
Communist-inflltrated  organization." 

"(c)  Subsections  5  (c)  and  6  (c)  of  such 
act  are  repealed. 

"Sec.  6  (a)  Section  10  of  such  act  (50 
U.  S.  C.  789)  is  amended  by  Inserting,  im- 
mediately after  the  words  'final  order  of  the 
Board  requiring  it  to  register  under  section 
7'.  the  words  'or  determining  that  it  Is  a 
Communist-infiltrated  organization." 

"(b)  Subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of  section  11 
of  such  act  (50  U.  S.  C.  790)  are  amended 
by  inserting  immediately  preceding  the  pe- 
riod at  the  end  of  each  such  subsection,  the 
following:  'or  determining;  that  It  is  a  Com- 
munist-inflltrated   organization." 

"Sec.  7  (a)  Subsection  12  (e)  of  such  act 
(50  U.  S.  C.  791)  is  amended  by — 

"(1)  Striking  out  the  period  at  the  end 
thereof  and  ii\serting  in  lieu  thereof  a  sseiI- 
colon  and  the  word  'and";  and 

"(2)  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing new  paragraph : 

"'(3)  upon  any  application  made  under 
subsection  (a)  or  subsection  (b)  of  section 
13A  of  this  title,  to  determine  whether  any 
organization  is  a  Communist-inflltrated  or- 
ganization." 

"(b)  The  section  caption  to  section  IS  of 
such  act  (50  U.  S.  C.  792)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows:  'Registration  proceedings  before 
the  Board." 

"Sec.  8.  Such  act  is  amended  by  insertlnj, 
Inunedlately  after  section  13  thereof,  the  tol- 
lowing  new  section: 

"  'PKOCEEDINGS    WITH    RESPECT    TO    COMMUNIST- 
INFILTaAT|n)   ORGANIZATIONS 

"'Sec.  13A.  (a)  Whenever  the  Attorney 
General  has  reason  to  believe  that  any  or- 
ganization Is  a  Communist-inflltrated  orffi.n- 
Izatlon,  he  may  file  with  the  Board  and  serve 
upon  such  organization  a  petition  for  a  de- 
termination that  such  organization  is  a  Com- 
munist-inflltrated organization.  In  any  pro- 
ceeding so  instituted,  two  or  more  affiliated 
organizations  may  be  named  as  Joint  respond- 
ents. Whenever  any  such  petition  is  ac- 
companied by  a  certificate  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  the  effect  that  the  proceedings  so 
Instituted  is  one  of  exceptional  public  Im- 
portance, such  proceeding  shall  be  set  for 
hearing  at  the  earliest  possible  time  and  all 
proceedings  therein  before  the  Board  or  any 
court  shall  be  expedited  to  the  greatest  prac- 
ticable extent. 

"'(b)  Any  organization  which  has  been 
determined  under  this  section  to  be  a  Com- 
munist-infiltrated organization  may  file  with 
the  Board  and  serve  upon  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral a  petition  for  a  determination  that  such 
organization  no  longer  is  a  Communist-in- 
flltrated organization  upon  removing  from 
the  organization  those  persons  determined 
by  this  section  to  be  Communists. 

"  '(c)  Each  such  petition  shall  be  verlfted 
under  oath,  and  shall  contain  a  statement 
of  the  facts  relied  upon  in  support  thereof. 
Upon  the  fllir^  of  any  such  petition,  the 
Board  shall  serve  up)on  each  party  to  such 
proceeding  a  notice  specifying  the  time  and 
place  for  hearing  upon  such  petition.  No 
such  hearing  shall  be  conducted  within  20 
days  after  the  service  of  such  notice. 

"'(d)  The  provisions  of  subsections  (c) 
and  (d)  of  section  13  shall  apply  to  hear- 
ings conducted  under  this  section,  ex- 
cept that  upon  the  failure  of  any  organlia- 
tlon  named  as  a  party  in  any  petition  filed 
by  or  duly  served  upon  It  pursuant  to  this 


section  to  appear  at  any  hearing  upon  such 
petition,  the  Board  may  conduct  sudh  hear- 
ing in  the  absence  of  such  organization  and 
may  enter  such  order  under  this  Be<}tion  as 
the  Board  shall  determine  to  be  warranted 
by  evidence  presented  at  such  heariag. 

"  '(e)  In  determining  whether  any  organ- 
ization Is  a  Communist-infiltrated  organ- 
ization, the  Board  bhall  be  required  to  de- 
termine— 

"•(1)  whether  the  effective  management 
of  the  affairs  of  such  organization  is  con- 
ducted by  one  or  more  individuals  who  are. 
c.  witliin  3  years  have  been,  (A)  members. 
agent.s,  or  representatives  of  any  ConjnTunist 
organization,  any  Communist  foreign  gov- 
ernment, or  the  world  Communist  move- 
ment referred  to  in  section  2  of  this  title, 
with  knowledge  of  the  nature  and  purpose 
thereof,  or  (Bj  engaged  In  giving  aid  or  sup- 
port to  any  such  organization,  government, 
or  movement  with  knowledge  of  the  nature 
and  purpose  thereof; 

"  '(2)  whether  the  policies  of  such  organ- 
ization are.  or  within  3  years  have  been. 
formulated  and  carried  out  pursuant  to  the 
direction  or  advice  of  any  member,  agent, 
or  representative  of  any  such  organization, 
government,  or  movement; 

"  "(31  whether  the  personnel  and  resources 
of  such  organization  are.  or  within  3  years 
have  been,  used  to  further  or  promctt  the 
objectives  of  any  such  Comnrunlst  organi- 
zation, government,  or  movement; 

"•(4)  whether  such  organization  within 
3  years  has  received  from,  or  furnished  to  or 
for  the  use  or.  any  such  Communist  organi- 
zation, government,  or  movement  any  funds 
or  other  material  assistance; 

"'(5)  whether  such  organization  is.  or 
within  3  years  has  been,  affiliated  in  any 
other  way  with  any  such  Communist  organ- 
ization, government,  or  movement; 

"'(6»  whether  the  affiliation  of  swch  or- 
ganization, or  of  any  individual  or  individ- 
uals who  are  members  thereof  or  who  man- 
age its  affairs,  with  any  such  Cormnunlst 
organiziition.  government,  or  movement  is 
concealed  from  or  Is  not  disclosed  to  the 
membership  of  such  organization;  and 

"■(7)  whether  such  organization  or  any 
of  its  members  or  managers  are.  or  within 
3  years  have  been,  knowingly  engaged — 

"'(A)  In  any  conduct  punishable  under 
section  4  or  15  of  this  act  or  under  chap- 
ter 37,  105,  or  115  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code;  or 

'"'{B)  with  intent  to  Impair  the  military 
strength  of  the  United  States  or  its  In- 
dustrial capacity  to  furnish  logistical  or 
other  support  required  by  its  Armed  Forces, 
In  any  activity  resulting  In  or  contributing 
to  any  such  Impairment. 

"  "(f  I  After  hearing  upon  any  petition  filed 
under  this  section,  the  Board  shall  (1)  make 
a  report  in  writing  in  which  it  shall  state  its 
findings  as  to  the  fact  and  Its  concflusions 
with  respect  to  the  issues  presented  by  such 
petition.  (2)  enter  its  order  granting  or 
denying  the  determination  sought  by  such 
petition,  and  (3)  serve  upon  each  party  to 
the  proceeding  a  copy  of  such  order.  Any 
order  granting  any  determination  on  the 
question  whether  any  organization  is  a  Com- 
munist-Infiltrated organization  shall  be- 
come final  as  provided  in  section  14  (b)  of 
this  act. 

"■(g)  When  any  order  has  been  entered  by 
the  Board  under  this  section  with  respect  to 
any  labor  organization  or  employer  (as  these 
terms  are  d?fined  by  section  2  of  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act.  as  amended,  and 
which  are  organizations  within  the  mean- 
ing of  section  3  of  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Act  of  1950),  the  Board  shaU  serve 
a  true  and  correct  copy  of  such  order  upon 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  and 
shall  puOlish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
statement  of  the  substance  of  such  order 
and  its  effective  date. 

"  '(h)  When  there  Is  in  effect  a  final  order 
of  the  Board  determining  that  any  such  labor 
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organization  is  a  Communlst-actlon  organi- 
sation, a  Communist-front  organization,  or 
a  Communist-infiltrated  organization,  such 
labor  organization  shall  be  ineligible  to — 

•••(1)  act  as  representative  of  any  em- 
ployee within  the  meaning  or  for  the  pur- 
po.s'es  of  section  7  of  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tinns  Act.  as  amended   (29  U,  S    C.  157i: 

•••(2)  serve  as  an  exclusive  representa- 
tive of  employees  of  any  bargaining  unit 
under  section  9  of  such  act.  as  amended 
(29  u.  s.  C    159): 

•'•(3)  make,  or  obtain  any  hearing  upon, 
nny  charge  under  section  10  of  such  act 
(29  U,  S.  C   160);  or 

•••(4)  exercise  any  other  right  or  prlvl- 
\esze.  or  receive  any  other  benefit,  substan- 
tive or  procedural,  provided  by  such  act  for 
labor  organizations. 

•••(1)  When  an  order  of  the  Board  deter- 
mining that  any  such  labor  organization  is  a 
Communist-inflltrated  organization  has  be- 
come final,  and  such  labor  organization 
theretofore  has  been  certified  under  the 
NaiKinal  Labor  Relations  Act,  as  amended, 
as  a  representative  of  employees  in  any  bar- 
gaining unit — 

""(1)  a  question  of  representation  affect- 
ing commerce,  within  the  meaning  of  sec- 
tion 9  (c)  of  such  act,  shall  be  deemed  to 
exist  with  respect  to  such  bargaining  unit; 
and 

"  (2)  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board. 
up<Mi  petition  of  not  less  than  20  percent  of 
the  employees  in  such  bargaining  unit  or  any 
person  or  persons  acting  in  their  behalf,  shall 
under  section  9  of  such  act  (notwithstand- 
ing any  limitation  of  lime  contained  therein) 
direct  elections  in  such  bargaining  unit  or 
any  stibdlvlsion  thereof  (Ai  for  the  selec- 
tion of  a  representative  thereof  for  collec- 
tive-bargaining purposes,  and  (B)  to  deter- 
mine whether  the  employees  thereof  desire 
to  rescind  any  authority  previously  granted 
to  such  labor  organization  to  enter  into  any 
airreement  with  their  employer  pursuant  to 
fcection   8    (a)    (3)    (11)    of   such  act. 

"  'tj )  When  there  is  in  effect  a  final  order 
of  the  Board  determining  that  any  such  em- 
ployer IS  a  Communist-inflltrated  organiza- 
tion, such  employer  shall  be  ineligible  to — 

"'(1)  fUe  any  petition  for  an  election  un- 
der section  9  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act,  as  amended  (29  U.  S.  C.  157).  or  partic- 
ipate In  any  proceeding  under  such  section; 
or 

"'(2)  make  or  obtain  any  hearing  upon 
any  charge  under  section  10  of  such  Act  (29 
U    S   C    160);  or 

"  (3)  exercise  any  other  right  or  privilege 
or  receive  any  other  benefit,  substantive  or 
procedural,  provided  by  such  act  for  em- 
ployers." 

•'Sec.  9.  Subsections  (r>  and  (b)  of  sec- 
tion 14  of  such  act  (50  U.  8.  C.  793)  are 
amended  by  inserting  In  each  such  subsec- 
tion. Immediately  after  the  words  section 
13,'  a  comma  and  the  following:  or  subsec- 
tion if)   of  section  13A.". 

"Sec.  10.  If  any  provision  of  this  title  or 
the  application  thereof  to  any  person  or 
circumstances  is  held  Invalid,  the  remainder 
f)f  the  title,  and  the  application  of  such 
provisions  to  other  persons  or  circumstances, 
shall  not  be  affected  thereby."" 

Amend  the  title  to  read  as  follows:  "To 
amend  the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Act 
of  1950.  to  provide  for  the  determination  of 
the  identity  of  certain  Communist-inflltrated 
organizations,  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party,  and  for  other  purposes."' 

Mr.  HARDY  (interrupting  the  read- 
ing > .  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Cleric  is  not 
reading  the  amendment  word  for  word. 
I  thought  it  was  to  be  read  in  its  entirety. 
If  it  is  going  to  be  read  this  way  I  would 
just  as  soon  not  have  it  read  at  all. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  point  of 
order. 


The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  It. 

Mr.  CELLER.  We  were  handed  a 
mimeographed  copy  of  S.  3706.  Is  that 
the  copy  that  is  being  read  now  by  the 
reading  clerk?  What  is  before  the 
House? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Yes;  with  three 
minor  exceptions. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  state 
that  it  is  the  same  with  several  minor 
exceptions. 

The  Clerk  will  continue  the  reading. 

(The  Clerk  concluded  the  reading  of 
the  amendment.) 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  do  I  un- 
derstand that  there  is  no  printed  or  type- 
written copy  of  the  bill  for  the  member- 
ship other  than  the  one  at  the  desk  in 
the  exact  form  it  was  read? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  can  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  may 
answer,  the  bill  is  exactly  as  the  mimeo- 
graphed copies  are  presently  here  for 
anyone's  inspection,  except  a  comma  is 
changed  in  section  3  and  these  words  are 
added  at  the  end  of  the  findings  of  fact 
which  were  contained  in  the  bill  coming 
from  the  other  body:  "therefore  the 
Communist  Party  should  be  outlawed." 

Then  there  is  added  a  proviso  at  the 
end  of  section  3  which  reads  as  follows: 

Prortded,  hotcever.  That  nothing  in  this 
section  shall  be  construed  as  amending  the 
Internal  Secvirity  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  do  I  un- 
derstand that  we  have  neither  hearings 
on  this  bill  nor  a  printed  report  on  the 
bill? 

The  SPEAKER.  That  is  another  mat- 
ter that  the  Chair  is  not  able  to  answer 
but  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
may  be  able  to  answer  it. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  hear- 
ings were  held  on  March  10.  April  5,  6, 
7,  8.  12,  June  2.  23,  25,  and  30.  1954. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  those 
hearings  were  held  on  a  series  of  bills 
but  not  on  the  particular  bill  before  us? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  That  is  correct,  but 
on  the  same  subject  matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  second  de- 
manded? 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand 
a  second. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  second  be  con- 
sidc-ed  as  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I 
repeat  my  inquiry  that  has  not  been  an- 
swered: Do  we  have  any  report  from  the 
committee  on  this  bill? 

The  SPEAKER.  That  was  answered 
in"  debate. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Graham]  is  recognized  for  20  min- 
utes, and  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  CELLER  1  is  recognized  for  20 
minutes. 


Mr.  GRAhaM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
I  Mr.  VeldeI. 

Mr.  VKT.de.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  is 
really  in  two  important  parts.  The  first 
part  that  should  be  considered  probably 
is  the  part  that  was  introduced  by  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary;  that  part 
outlawing  the  Communist  Party.  The 
second  part  is  very  largely  a  copy  of 
H.  R.  9838.  a  bill  which  was  passed  by 
the  Committee  on  Un-American  Activ- 
ities last  August  9  and  reported  to  the 
floor.  That  part  of  this  combined  bill 
deals  with  the  great  problem  of  Com- 
munist-inflltrated labor  organizations. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  your  indulgence 
while  I  give  some  of  the  background  and 
make  some  comments  on  the  hearings 
that  have  been  held  by  the  Committee 
on  Un-American  Activities  into  that 
phase.  The  gentleman  from  Texas  ( Mr. 
Dies  ]  first  headed  the  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  in  1938  when  it  was 
a  temporary  committee.  I  am  sure  that 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  contributed  a 
great  deal  to  the  pronouncement  and  the 
ascertainment  of  the  fact  that  the  Com- 
munist Party  of  the  United  States  and 
world  communism  has  long  endeavored 
to  control  our  great  labor  organizations 
in  this  country.  It  was  as  a  result  of 
the  hearings  held  by  the  gentleman  ftom 
Texas  (Mr.  Dies]  that,  back  as  far  as* 
1938  and  continuing  up  to  the  very  pres-  . 
ent  time,  we  were  able  to  show  the  two 
great  national  labor  organizations,  the 
CIO  and  the  AFL,  that  there  were  cer- 
tain unions  within  their  jurisdiction  that 
were  Communist  infiltrated  and  domi- 
nated. Those  hearings  largely  produced 
a  very  desirable  result  when  the  CIO  in 
1949  and  1950  expelled  10  unions  from, 
their  parent  organization.  One  of  th« 
first  to  be  expelled  was  the  United  Elec- 
trical. Radio  ti  Machine  Workers  Union 
and  later,  in  1950,  the  ILWU.  the  Harry 
Bridges  union,  was  expelled  as  the  result 
of  the  hearings  up  until  that  time  show- 
ing Communist  infiltration  into  laltx>r 
organizations. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VELDR  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEATING.  I  would  like  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  membership  to  the 
fact  that  on  the  8th  page  of  this  mimeo- 
graphed copy  it  appears  that  this  bill 
applies  also  to  a  Communist-dominated 
employer  organization.  It  is  not  limited 
to  a  labor  organization.  It  applies,  as 
it  should,  to  any  and  all  organizations. 
Certainly  labor  organizations  should  not 
be  singled  out. 

Mr.  VELDE.  That  is  exactly  right. 
When  a  union  is  finally  determined  by 
the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board 
to  be  Communist  dominated,  it  has  no 
rights  laef ore  the  NLRB ;  neither  does  the 
Communist-infiltrated  employer  have 
any  rights  before  the  NLRB,  which  is 
in  accord  with  traditional  American  fair- 
ness and  justice. 

As  to  the  recommendation  for  specific 
legislation,  in  the  annual  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities  in 
1952  it  was  recommended  that  some  such 
legislation  as  this  bill,  H.  R.  9838,  be 
enacted  by  the  Congress.    Bills  dealing 
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with  the  subject  introduced  by  various 
Members  of  the  House  include  a  bill  in- 
troduced by  the  gentleman  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  Rhodes],  a  bill  by  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Miller],  and  finally 
my  first  bill  on  this  matter.  H.  R.  7487, 
which  was  Introduced  last  January  25. 
This  bill  was  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties last  January  28.    At  that  time  the 
Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  were 
having  hearings  on  a  similar  bill.    Our 
staff  members  attended  those  hearings  to 
determine  what  action  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee  on   the   Judiciary   would   take. 
Later,  after  the  Senate  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  did  act,  they  reported  out 
the  bill  we  are  considering  today,  S. 
3706.    At  that  time  I  introduced  a  bill, 
part  of  which  is  now  on  the  Clerk's  desk' 
H.  R.  9838.    H.  R.  9838  was  voted  out  of 
the  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties August  9  by  a  vote  of  5  "ayes  "  1 
"no."  and  1  "present." 

The  gentleman  asked  a  while  ago  if 
any  hearings  were  held  on  this  bill.  We 
have  had  a  great  number  of  hearings  on 
Communist  infiltration  into  labor  organ- 
izations. 

I  would  like  to  call  to  your  attention 
an  incident  which,  while  it  was  not  in 
a  hearing,  points  up  the  necessity  for 
this  legislation.  In  December  of  1953, 
your  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties held  hearings  in  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  and.  while  this  is  a  beautiful  city, 
it  is  blighted  by  the  presence  of  Harry 
Bridges  and  his  International  Longshore- 
men's and  Warehousemen's  Union. 
Bridges  was  so  aroused  atthe  imminence 
of  hearings  dealing  with  communism 
that  he  threatened  to  call  a  strike  if  the 
hearings  were  held. 

When  the  hearings  did  proceed  as 
scheduled.  Bridges  carried  out  his  threat 
and  for  one  day,  shipping  in  the  great 
port  of  San  Francisco  was  at  a  standstill. 
This  mind  you,  only  because  a  committee 
of  the  Congress  was  holding  hearings  to 
ascertain  subversive  activities.  There 
may  arise,  at  soine  future  date,  an  emer- 
gency much  greater  than  a  congressional 
investigation,  and  unless  we  take  steps 
now,  Bridges  will  be  able  to  deal  a  crip- 
pling blow  to  this  Nation. 

The  legislation  reported  out  by  your 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities 
H.  R.  9838  would  deal  with  such  individ- 
uals and  the  labor  luiions  they  control 
This  is  generally  how  the  Butler-Velde 
bill  on  control  of  Communist-infiltrated 
organizations  would  operate:  First  of  all 
the  bill  provides  various  criteria  to  be 
used  by  the  Subversive  Control  Board  be- 
fore determining  what  a  communist- 
Infiltrated  organization  is. 

Secondly,  as  to  the  operation  of  this 
act.  may  I  assume  a  hypothetical  case, 
that   of   the   International    Longshore- 
men's    and     Warehousemen's     Union 
known  as  the  Harry  Bridges  union    ' 
Section    8    of    the    bill    before    you 
provides    that    the    Attorney    General 
upon  securing  evidence  of  Communist 
Infiltration    may   file    a    petition    with 
the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board 
asking    for    a    hearing    to    determine 
whether   or   not   that   union   is   actu- 
ally Communist  infiltrated.     After  due 
notice  to  the  parties  involved,  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Board  would 
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hold  a  hearing  and  evidence,  of  course, 
would  be  introduced  as  to  such  Commu- 
nist infiltration.  After  proper  hearings 
if  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board  finds  in  fact  that  the  Bridges 
union  has  been  infiltrated,  it  would  be 
required  to  certify  that  finding  to  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  and  also 
cause  same  to  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Then,  after  final  determina- 
tion, which  would  probably  be  a  decision 
by  the  Supreme  Court,  the  National  La- 
bor Relations  Board  would  be  required 
to  deny  privileges  and  benefits  of  such 
Communist-infiltrated  union  which  it 
hitherto  had  enjoyed  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  National  Labor  Manage- 
ments Relation  Act  of  1947,  as  amended. 
This  bill  seems  the  only  logical  way  of 
striking  a  death  blow  to  communism  in 
labor  organizations. 

The  portion  of  the  bill  dealing  with 
Communist-infiltrated  labor  organiza- 
tions was  amended  in  the  Senate  in 
several  respects.  One  of  the  amend- 
ments which  passed  the  Senate  and  was 
forwarded  to  the  House  was  introduced 
in  the  Senate  by  Senator  Ives.  It  pro- 
vides as  follows: 

Provided,  however.  That  any  labor  orgnn- 
ization  whlci;  is  an  affiliate  In  good  standing 
of  a  national  federation  or  other  labor  or- 
ganization whose  policies  and  activities 
have  been  directed. to  opposing  Cummuolst 
organizations,  any  tommunist  foreign  gov- 
ernment, or  world  Communist  movement. 
shall  be  presumed  prima  facie  not  to  b«  a 
"Communist-infiltrated  organization." 


This  amendment  is  entirely  acceptable 
to  me  and  I  am  sure  would  be  to  the 
other  Members  of  the  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities Committee.    It  recognizes  that 
the    two    principal    national    labor    or- 
ganizations, the  CIO  and  the  A.  F  of  L 
have  stood  side  by  side  with  anticom- 
munist  organizations  and  anticommu- 
nist  individuals  in  fighting  that  menace 
within   organized   labor.     Yet    the    Ives 
amendment  would  not  preclude  immedi- 
ate action  by  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Board  against  such  organiza- 
tions as  the  Bridges  union  or  the  United 
Electrical-Farm        Equipment        Unicn 
which  have  been  ousted  from  the  juris- 
diction of  the  CIO. 

The  bill  is  a  good  bill  and  has  had  the 
ample  consideration  which  characterizes 
other  good  legislation  which  has  been 
reported  by  the  House  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities  and  passed  by 
this  83d  Congress.  I  am  happy  to  say 
it  has  the  approval  of  both  the  White 
House  and  the  Department  of  Justice.  I 
hope  it  passes  by  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania I  Mr.  Walter]. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill 
under  consideration  Is  palatable.  Just 
palatable.  It  is  far  from  being  perfect 
However,  in  the  few  moments  that  I  have 
had  it  in  my  hand  I  have  not  been  able 
to  find  all  of  the  bugs  that  are  in  it 
However,  these  mimeographed  sheets 
very  closely  resemble  a  bill  which  was 
adequately  described  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Nevada.  Senator  McCar- 
RAN.  as  "so  loosely  drawn  that  it  rattles." 


I  should  like  to  correct  one  thing  that 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  said,  namely:  That 
the  second  part  of  this  bill  Is  largely 
H.  R.  9838,  a  bill  which  I  voted  against 
in  that  committee,  after  the  most  fla- 
grant attempt  to  jam  legislation  down 
the  throats  of  the  committee  was  made 
that  I  have  ever  seen  in  the  22  years  that 
I  have  been  a  Member  of  this  body.  For- 
tunately, this  bill  is  not  largely  H  R 
9838.  ■ 

Of  course.  I  realize  the  reason  for  try- 
ing to  jam  the  bill  down  our  throats  in 
the  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties, but  there  was  no  excuse  for  it.  This 
proposal  does  not  even  remotely  resem- 
ble H.  R.  9838.  because  this  bill  contains 
now  the  Ives  amendment,  an  amend- 
ment which  I  unsuccessfully  attempted 
to  have  inserted  in  the  bill  that  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  mentioned,  a  bill  which  was 
not  even  read  in  that  committee.  There 
was  not  a  word  of  testimony  adduced  on 
that  measure. 

A  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  under  the  very  able  leader- 
ship of  Mr.  Graham,  reported  a  recom- 
mendation in  House  Joint  Resolution 
527  that  a  commislson  be  appointed  to 
make  a  study  of  this  matter  so  that  we 
would  not  be  placed  In  the  position  in 
which  we  found  the  Senate  on  Thursday 
ni.cht.  Contrary  to  press  reports,  that 
Senate  bill  did  not  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party.  I  repeat.  It  did  not  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party.  But  it  did  repeal  the 
Internal  Security  Act.  Certainly  nobody 
intended  that  those  two  things  should 
happen.  Now  we  have  here  the  wx)rk  of 
people  who  for  the  last  72  hours  have 
been  trying  to  salvage  something  out  of 
a  very  nasty  situation. 

I  want  to  pay  my  respects  to  tht  legal 
staffs  of  both  the  Committee  on  Un- 
Amcncan  Activities  and  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  and  to  the  Attorney 
General.  But.  as  I  said  at  the  outset. 
this  IS  not  good  lecislation. 

I  think  that  outlawing  the  Communi-t 
Party  is  a  proper  thint-  to  do.  A  great 
American.  John  Trevor,  of  New  York 
sent  me  a  telegram  this  mornijig  in 
which  I  think  he  adequately  summed  up 
this  whole  situation: 

A  -sub.stantlal  number  of  private  letters  ex- 
changed between  leaders  of  the  Communist 
movement  in  1919.  which  were  picked  up  by 
agents  of  the  New  York  State  Joint  Ltgisla- 
tive  Committee  To  Investigate  Seditious  Ac- 
tivities, which  were  brousht  to  me  as  a 
-sperial  deputy  attorney  general  of  the  State 
expressed  the  convictions  that  If  the  party 
wa.s  outlawed  and  forced  underground  they 
would  lose  the  audiences  nece.'^.sary  to  build 
up  membership  and  support  from   lil»erals. 

In  the  time  I  have  been  a  member  of 
thi.s  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties I  have  always  been  impressed  by  the 
ease  with  which  people,  engaged  In  this 
unlawful  conspiracy,  were  able  to  enlist 
gullible,  unsuspecting  followers. 

Some  time  ago  there  was  an  automo- 
bile accident  in  the  city  of  Pittsburgh 
in  my  own  State.  Among  the  papers 
found  in  an  automobile  that  was  in- 
volved in  the  accident,  an  automobile  be- 
longing to  a  Communist,  was  a  list  of 
eighty-odd  clergymen,  every  one  of  whom 
could  be  relied  upon  to  front  in  a  par- 
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ticular  type  or  movement.  It  seems  to 
me  that  if  we  have  outlawed  the  Com- 
munist Party  through  this  legislation 
which  Is  before  us.  then  those  well- 
meaning  eggheads  will  not  get  Into  the 
bad  company  they  have  been  in  hereto- 
fore. 

Mr.  JAVTTS.  Mr,  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York? 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  this 
bill  has  but  2  salient  differences,  1  on 
the  labor  provision,  which  the  gentleman 
mentioned,  \vhich  would  cover  every 
union  in  the  CIO.  the  AFL.  and  the  rail- 
road brotherhoods,  the  United  Mine 
Workers  and  similar  national  labor  fed- 
erations: and  M  to  the  outiawing  gf  tho 
Communist  Party,  it  does  not  make  mem- 
bership in  it  a  crime  but  it  exercises 
legislative  control  over  the  type  of  or- 
ganization which  can  function  as  a  po- 
litical party,  which  the  Congress  has  a 
riJht  to  do. 

Mr  WALTER.  Precisely.  I  think  we 
.should  have  done  this  a  long  while  ago, 
if  only  for  the  effect  outlawing  the  party 
would  have  en  some  of  the  i>eople  who 
are  eneaged  in  the  hot  phase  of  this  war 
a"ninst  comnr.unism. 

Mr  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  our  committee,  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  (Mr.  ReedI. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
T  support  the  bill.  S.  3706,  which  with 
the  Graham  amendment  amends  the 
Internal  Security  Act  of  1950,  and  out- 
laws the  Communist  Party.  My  col- 
lcr.:-:ue.  the  g<mtleman  from  Ellnois,  has 
adequately  covered  the  provisions  of  the 
bill  dealing  with  Communist-infiltrated 
crganizatiom  and,  therefore.  I  shall  limit 
my  remarks  to  section  3  of  the  bill  be- 
fore us.  which  actually  outlaws  the  Com- 
munist Party.  This  bill,  as  it  passed  the 
Senate,  statements  in  the  press  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding,  did  not.  In 
truth,  outlaw  the  Communist  Party. 
Section  3  of  the  bill,  as  it  passed  the 
Senate,  merely  provided  that  one  who 
remained,  or  became  a  member  of  the 
Communist  Party,  or  any  organization 
advocating  the  overthrow  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, bj  force  or  violence,  with 
knowledge  cf  that  purpose,  and  who 
committed  an  overt  act  in  furtherance 
of  those  objectives  was  subject  to  crimi- 
nal penalty. 

That  prov.sion,  as  it  passed  the  Sen- 
ate, destroyf.'d  the  very  effective  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Act  of  1950, 
which  specilically  provided  that  mem- 
bership in  t.ne  Communist  organization 
was  not  per  se  a  violation  of  any  crimi- 
nal statute.  Such  provision  was  written 
into  the  law  in  order  that  the  registra- 
tion and  filing  requirements  operate  ef- 
fectively to  control  these  Communist 
groups.  Otherwise,  they  could  have 
pleaded  thi?ir  privilege  against  self- 
Incriminaticn  and  thereby  avoid  the  re- 
quirements of  the  statute.  The  Senate 
version  would  have  destroyed  the  very 
effective  re<iuirements  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act  and  would  thus  have  de- 
feated the  very  purpKwe  for  which  it  was 
written.  Moreover,  the  proof  required 
under  the  Senate  version  would  have 
placed  a  gn  ater  burden  upon  the  prose- 


cutor in  trying  violations  of  the  Smith 
Act. 

The  Congress  and  the  Supreme  Court, 
over  a  period  of  .several  years,  have 
stated  time  and  time  again  that  this 
international  conspiracy  is.  indeed,  a 
clear  and  present  danger  to  the  security 
of  the  United  States.  Several  laws  have 
been  enacted,  designed  to  control  and  to 
eliminate  that  danger.  The  records  of 
the  Department  of  Justice  and  of  the 
Subversive  Activities  Board  refiect  not 
only  the  danger,  but  the  effective  means 
whereby  it  is  currently  being  combated. 
Just  last  Friday,  the  day  following  Sen- 
ate approval  of  this  legislation,  ninj 
Communist  leaders  were  convicted  in 
Philadelphia  for  violating  the  Smith  Act. 
These  effective  statutes,  bulwarked  by 
court  decisions,  must  not  be  destroyed. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  am  convinced  that 
the  Communist  Party,  as  a  legal  entity, 
should  and  must  be  outlawed  once  and 
for  all. 

Many  fallacious  arguments  have  been 
advanced  by  bleeding  hearts  that  we 
should  never  outlaw  the  Communist 
Pai-ty.  Such  arguments  are  mere  smoke 
screens  to  divert  or  block  the  enactment 
of  legislation  such  as  this,  which  strikes 
at  the  very  heart  of  the  Communist  con- 
spiracies. Let  us  have  no  truck  with 
such  dilatory  tactics.  The  longer  we 
wait  and  delay,  the  more  vulnerable  we 
become  to  these  traitors  and  foreign 
agents.  Why  should  we  bestow  up>on 
our  sworn  enemies  the  benefits  which 
fiow  from  the  Government  they  hate, 
and  seek  to  abolish? 

The  one  argument  advanced  against 
the  outlawing  of  the  Communist  Party 
is  that  it  would,  in  effect,  drive  the  Com- 
munist movement  underground.  I  be- 
lieve that  while  that  argument  was  true 
some  time  ago.  It  Is  no  longer  so  today. 
As  recently  as  the  spring  of  this  year,  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  In- 
vestigation, Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  stated 
that  the  Communist  Party  was  going  un- 
derground and  If  that  is  so,  why  worry 
about  the  effect  of  this  bill. 

All  of  us,  here,  know  that  the  most 
dangerous  Communist  agents  are  not  the 
Fosters  or  the  Browders.  but  rather,  the 
Dexter  Whites,  the  Alger  Hisses,  and  the 
Judy  Coplons.  Those  traitors  operate 
secretly  and  insidiously. 

During  this  Congress,  the  House  has 
passed  legislation  to  permit  wiretapping 
in  National  Security  cases;  to  grant  Im- 
munity in  such  cases;  we  have  seen  fit  to 
take  away  the  nationality  of  a  person 
convicted  of  subversion.  We  have  ex- 
tended the  statute  of  limitations  in  cer- 
tain subversion  prosecutions  and  we  have 
increased  the  penalties  on  the  convic- 
tion of  such  cases.  Since  we  have  done 
all  these  things,  let  us  take  the  final  step, 
the  one  necessary  step  to  squelch  once 
^and  for  all  the  international  menace  of 
*  godless  commimlsm.  Let  us  deny  to  the 
Communist  Party  and  its  subsidiary  or- 
ganizations the  legal  protection  afforded 
by  the  very  laws  they  seek  to  destroy. 
Let  us  enact  this  bill  and  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party  once  and  for  all  in  the 
United  States  of  America. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
myself  7  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  ft  most  unusual 
bill — brought   up   in   a   most   unusual 


manner.  Consider  its  history — the  con- 
fusion, the  turmoil,  the  excitement,  the 
haste  and  the  celerity  with  which  it  is 
being  considered  now  at  this  fag  end  of 
the  session.  I  am  reminded  of  an  old 
adage.  "He  gets  there  too  late  who  gets 
there  too  fast."  In  other  words,  the 
more  haste  the  less  speed.  We  only 
have  a  mimeographed  copy  of  this  bill 
which  is  now  before  us.  and  that  copy  is 
not  complete.  There  are  amendments 
attached  thereto. 

It  is  replete  with  and  bristles  with 
constitutional  questions.  They  cannot 
be  resolved  in  a  40-minute  debate.  The 
Judiciary  Committee  never  saw  the  in- 
stant bill.  It  was  cooked  up  over  the 
weekend.  It  was  cut  and  recut,  fur- 
bished and  refurbished,  shuflSed  and  re- 
shuffied.    It  is  indeed  a  hodgepodge. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
tabled  similar  bills  some  time  ago  and 
reported  a  bill  providing  for  a  commis- 
sion to  make  adequate  study  of  this  very 
difficult  and  cumbersome  problem. 

Now,  we  are.  in  a  way,  buying  a  pig  in 
a  poke.  What  does  this  bill  really  en- 
tail? Nobody  really  knows.  Of  this 
bill's  import  and  that  of  similar  bills  the 
New  York  Times  recently  said: 

The  Brownell  legislation  was  more  lUte 
that  of  a  police  state  than  of  a  free  democ- 
racy, and  would  have  been  impossible  to 
administer  even  had  it  been  either  wise  or 
necessary. 

I  am  not  a  bleeding  heart.  I  have 
no  use  for  commies  or  for  their  party. 
I  am  a  hardheaded,  two-fisted  lawyer, 
and  a  liberal  Member  of  this  House,  of 
course,  but  I  believe  when  you  seek  to 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party,  to  use  the 
language  of  the  President,  you  are 
"shooting  from  the  hip."  The  President 
opposed  its  outlawing.  If  we  can  outlaw 
the  Communist  Party,  there  is  no  reason 
why,  if  the  RepubUcans  are  in  control, 
they  could  not  outlaw  the  Democratic 
Party.  And.  vice  versa,  if  the  Democrats 
were  in  control,  they  could  outlaw  the 
Republican  Party.  I  don't  like  that  part 
of  the  bill  which  outlaws  the  party.  It  is 
palpably  unconstitutional.  Also,  the 
States,  not  the  Federal  Grovemment. 
control  conditions  affecting  political 
parties.  Much  as  I  dislike  some  portions 
of  the  bill,  however,  I  favor  other  por- 
tions. On  balance  the  evil  is  outweighed 
by  the  good.    I  shall  vote  for  the  bill. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  think  the  gentle- 
man should  certainly  understand  that 
the  very  language  contained  in  the  bill 
indicates  that  the  Communist  Party  is 
not  a  political  party.  It  is  an  interna- 
tional conspiracy  to  destroy  your  party 
and  mine. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Yes,  but  you  hold  the 
trump  cards — you  who  are  in  power. 
You  can  declare  the  party  to  be  any- 
thing you  wish.  You  do  that  by  a  mere 
declaration — ^by  fiat.  You  could  do  the 
same  with  the  Democratic  Party. 
You  could  say  that  any  party  that  op- 
poses high  tariffs  or  believes  in  deficit 
spending  is  subversive.  You  could 
order  that  the  factors  making  up  the 
Democratic  Party  are  factors  of  destruc- 
tion.   You  could  say,  therefore,  by,  the 
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stune  token,  the  Democratic  Party  should 
be  taboo.  You  say  this  Communist 
Party,  because  It  Is  guilty  of  certain  acts 
and  certain  attitudes  and  potentialities, 
shall  be  outlawed.  There  is  nothing  to 
prevent  the  Democrats,  when  in  pwwer, 
from  saying  that  certain  things  the  Re- 
publicans are  doing  niffle  the  feelings  of 
the  Democrats  and  go  against  demo- 
cratic principles,  and  therefore  the  Re- 
publican Party  should  be  outlawed.  I 
just  point  out  to  you  the  danger  you  are 
running.  The  language  used,  too,  is  very 
indefinite.  It  is  going  to  take  years  be- 
fore you  get  these  questions  judicially 
settled. 

You  are  unduly  interfering  with  the 
splendid  activities  of  the  FBI  in  run- 
ning down,  fencing  in,  and  convicting 
Communists.  Over  125. 1  believe,  known 
Communists  have  been  indicted.  There 
are  more  to  be  indicted.  Scores 
have  been  convicted.  You  are  going  to 
set  the  clock  backward  many  years. 
That  is  the  clock  of  efficient  enforce- 
ment of  present  statutes,  notably  the 
Smith  Act,  by  Mr.  Hoover  and  his  FBI. 
and  the  administration.  It  will  take  a 
long  time  before  we  get  exact  judicial 
definitions  of  what  this  bill  entails.  The 
precipitate  action  taken  today  will  come 
back  to  plague  us.  The  luicertainties  of 
the  bill  will  become  handles  used  to 
strafe  us  in  the  courts, 

Mr.  KEATING.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.     I  yield. 
Mr.  KEATING.     It  seems  to  me  the 
gentleman's  remarks  are  Erected  more 
to  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  other  body 
rather  than  to  this  measure  which  is  be- 
fore us  today. 
Mr.  CELLER.     No.  not  at  all. 
Mr.  KEATING.    Specifically  section  3. 
Mr.  CELLER.    Not  at  all.    For  exam- 
ple, you  say  in  this  bill  in  effect  that  the 
Communist  Party  cannot  appear  on  the 
ballot,  can  have  no  legal  standing,  can- 
not appear  in  any  elections;  but  there  are 
no  sanctions  mentioned.     In  fact,  for 
example,  an  individual  could  be  elected 
even  if  he  were  a  Communist,  although 
he  might  run  on  a  good  neighbor  party 
ticket  or  he  might  run  on  a  welfare 
party   ticket  or   for  a   party  of  some 
other  name.    He  could  enter  the  legisla- 
tive body  although  really  a  Communist, 
albeit  he  had  a  different  party  label 

The  SPEAKER.    The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman has  again  expired. 

Mr.    CELLER.     Mr.    Speaker.   I   yield 
myself  2  additional  minutes.     He  gets 
into  this  House  and  he  is  a  Communist. 
In  other  words,  you  invoke  no  sanctions 
against  an  individual.     You  invoke  no 
sanctions  against  the  party.    Hence  the 
bill  may  lose  its  effectiveness.    I  really 
do  not  know.    There  has  been  so  little 
time  for  consideration.     It  is  hard  to 
fathom  this  bill — on  the  run.    I  believe 
you  allow  a  person  to  do  individually 
what  you  prevent  that  person  from  doing 
collectively.    Any  person  could  run  for 
office  even  if  he  were  a  Communist,  pro- 
vided he  used  a  different  political  label, 
but  a  number  of  such  persons  banning' 
together  could  not  maintain  the  Com- 
munist Party  name  and  put  it  on  the 
ballot. 

That  gives  you  some  of  the  difficulties 
that   a   court   will   be   confronted   with 


August  16 


when  It  has  before  it  cases  arising  out 
of  this  statute.  Now  you  have  other 
matters  here  which  should  be  pointed 
out. 

One  is  on  page  3  of  the  mimeographed 
copy.  You  have  a  specific  section  which 
is  the  nub  of  the  coconut  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned.    It  is  as  follows : 

Provided,  however.  That  any  labor  organ- 
ization which  Is.  an  affiliate  in  good  stand- 
ing of  a  national  federation  or  other  labor 
organization  whose  policies  and  activities 
have  been  directed  to  opposing  Communist 
organizations,  any  Communist  foreign  gov- 
ernment, or  the  world  Communist  move- 
ment, shall  be  presumed  prima  facie  not  to 
be   a   "Communist-infiltrated   organization."' 


I  take  it  from  that  language  which 
was  drawn  rather  hastily  and  rather 
loosely  in  the  last  48  hours,  that  it  is 
meant  that  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor.  United  Mine  Workers,  and  the 
CIO,  and  the  Railroad  Brotherhoods  aie 
exempt  from  the  operation,  of  this  act. 
I  do  not  know,  I  am  not  too  sure  about 
that,  but  I  believe  that  in  the  Senate 
when  it  was  debated,  that  that  particular 
section  seemed  to  strike  the  Senators  as 
exempting  those  organizations  that  I 
have  mentioned. 

But  there  may  be  additional  organiza- 
tions. Those  organizations  that  have  so 
effectively  struck  at  Communists  should 
be  thus  favored.  It  is  this  provision  thiat 
causes  me  to  vote  for  the  bill.  I  do  not 
favor  most  of  the  other  provisions  but 
this  one  is  the  saving  grace. 

Mr.  WIER.  ^  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield?  , 

Mr.  CELLER.     I  yield.  | 

Mr.  WIER.  I  want  to  point  out  to  the 
gentleman  an  inconsistency.  There  are 
a  lot  of  labor  organizations  throughout 
these  United  States  that  I  know  of  who 
may  have  1,  2,  or  3  Communist  mem- 
bers or  Communist  sympathizers  in  tlje 
organizations.  Those  unions  have  tried 
during 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  am  not  yielding  for 
a  speech.  Forgive  me,  I  do  not  yield 
further. 

I  agree  that  the  gentleman  does  point 
his  finger  at  some  of  the  difficulties.  The 
section  in  question  is  not  drawn  in  per- 
fect manner.  It  may  do  some  injustice 
to  some  unions,  I  hope  not.  We  have 
no  power  of  amendment  under  suspen- 
sion of  rules.  It  is  take  it  or  leave  it.  I 
take  it — but  reluctantly. 

There  is  another  question  which  agi- 
tates me.  I  am  dubious  about  it.  This 
bill  seeks  to  punish  for  potential  acts. 
for  things  that  may  occur  in  the  future. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Congress  has 
the  power  to  punish  for  potential  acts. 
It  says  if  you  are  a  member  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  insofar  as  the  party  is  pun- 
ished you  are  punished— not  for  what 
you  personally  do  but  for  what  the  party 
may  do  as  well  as  for  what  the  party 
has  done.  For  instance,  the  Wall  Street 
Journal,  when  a  similar  bill  was  before 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  had  this 
to  say: 


then    attempt    to    do    what    this    measure 
suggests. 

We  recognize  the  trying  task  the  Attorney 
General  and  his  law  officers  face  in  combat- 
ing the  secret  and  sinister  Communist  in- 
trigue. But  it  is  not  the  part  of  wisdom 
ourselves  to  chip  away  at  the  very  righU 
we  seek  to  save  from  this  menace. 


As  we  see  it.  the  trouble  with  Mr.  Brown- 
ell's  bill  is  that  he  here  seeks  not  to  expos* 
organizations  or  to  punish  people  for  what 
they  have  done,  but  to  punish  people  for 
what  they  might  be  in  a  position  to  do.  Mr. 
Brownell's  bill  contains  no  safeguard.  In- 
deed, it  would  have  been  most  difficult  to 
make   reference   to   the  Bill   of  Rights   and 


I  Will  say  that  this  bill,  so  hastily  con- 
ceived, should  not  have  been  brought 
before  us  at  the  end  of  the  session.  We 
are  attempting  to  write  a  bill  on  the  floor 
of  this  House.  Whenever  we  do  that  we 
seem  to  have  our  labor  for  our  pains. 
We  get  into  insuperable  difficulties.  For 
that  reason  I  have  voiced  my  objections 
to  portions  of  the  bill.  I  repeat:  I  do 
not  like  the  outlawing  of  the  Communist 
Party— much  as  I  loathe  that  party.  I 
favor  the  exemption  from  sanctions  of 
reputable  organizations  like  the  CIO 
A.  F.  of  L.,  railroad  brotherhoods,  and 
the  like.  Unions  which  have  been  tainted 
of  communism  and  dominated  of  Com- 
munists should  be  brought  to  book. 
On  balance.  I  must  vote  for  the  bill. 
However,  we  are  curiously  told  that  the 
administration  favois  the  bill  with  the 
outlawry  of  the  Communist  Party.  But 
President  Ei.senhower  said  heretofore 
that  he  opposed  such  outlawry.  What 
will  he  do  now?  ' 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle- 
man fi-om  North  Dakota  I  Mr.  Burpick) 
Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  desire 
to  insert  my  remarks  following  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York.  He  spoke  again.st  the  bill,  but  he 
is  for  it.  so  I  do  not  think  iiis  argument 
counts. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  Senate  has  passed  a 
bill  outlawing  communism,  but  the  ques- 
tion remains  will  the  House  approve  if 
and  if  so,  will  it  outlaw  communism •> 
Congi-ess  is  treading  on  dangerous  ''round 
by  making  unlawful  what  a  man  may 
think.  Thomas  Jefferson  reaUzed  this 
when  he  said:  I 

I  have  sworn  on  the  altar  of  God  eiernal 

hostility  against  any  form  of  tyranny  over 
the  mind  of  man.  I  am  for  freedom  of 
speech  and  freedom  of  the  press  1  am 
oppo.sed  to  silence  by  ffar  instead  of  r«ason 
any  complaint  or  criticism,  just  or  unjust' 
by  the  people  against  the  Government; 

Unless  a  man  does  some  act  to  indicate 
that  he  proposes  to  destroy  the  United 
States  or  any  of  its  institutions.  I  dp  not 
see  any  authority  in  written  or  unwrit- 
ten law  to  do  £0. 

Besides  this,  a  negative  command  does 
not  nesate.  In  the  days  of  prohibition 
It  was  unlawful  to  sell  liquor,  but  it  was 
sold  in  tremendous  volumes.  When  peo- 
ple realized  it  was  unlawful  to  sell  liquor 
then  many  people,  who  had  never  used 
hquor  before,  wanted  it  and  they  abetted 
the  sale  of  it  by  being  purchasers.  No 
bootlegger  could  make  a  sale  of  a  single 
pint  of  liquor  unless  there  was  a  buyer. 
Applying  this  reasoning  to  communism* 
it  will  no  doubt  follow  that  people  who 
never  thought  of  being  a  Communist  will 
want  to  venture  into  it  because  there  is 
a  ban  against  it. 

I  think  the  Senate  and  the  whole  Con- 
gress do  not  understand  the  background 
of  communism.  Communism  springs 
from  want  and  dire  distress,  and  It  is 
embraced  by  many  as  the  only  light  they 
see  to  relieve  them  of  this  distress.    In 
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the  United  States  If  we  make  the  Decla- 
ration of  Indei>endence  mean  what  it 
says,  that  particular  ism  will  not  gain 
much  headway.  I  am  speaking  from 
experience.  In  the  dark  depression  days 
in  North  Dakota,  when  foreclosures  and 
dispossession  were  rampant  and  whole 
families  were  b<?ing  ejected  out  on  the 
highways,  because  they  were  helpless; 
when  wheat  was  selling  for  26  cents  per 
bushel  and  good  steers  selling  for  less 
than  2  cents  per  pound,  and  the  purchas- 
ing power  of  tlie  farmers  had  disap- 
peared, men  who  were  caught  in  this 
dilemma  and  had  families  to  support 
would  embrace  any  kind  of  an  ism  that 
they  thought  might  relieve  them  from 
this  dire  need.  want,  and  suffering.  In 
that  period  the  Communisms  had  a  State 
ticket  in  the  field  and  attracted  many 
good  people  to  it. 

When  times  changed  and  the  buying 
power  was  put  back  in  the  Farm  Belt; 
when  foreclosures  and  dispossessions 
ceased,  and  the  farmers — and  through 
them  eveiy  business  concern  in  the 
State — regained  their  purchasing  power, 
the  Communist  tickets  disappeared  en- 
tirely. 

My  record  is  absolutely  against  com- 
munism, as  many  people  know,  but  I  am 
of  the  firm  opinion  that  you  cannot 
change  men's  minds,  under  given  cir- 
cum.^tances,  by  any  act  of  Congress.  If 
this  law  is  enacted  by  Congress  it  will 
make  the  work  of  ferreting  out  Commu- 
nists and  removing  them  f lom  the  public 
payrolls  much  more  difficult,  because 
their  actions  will  not  be  in  the  open,  but 
undergi-ound.  On  this  measure  I  acree 
with  the  Attorney  General  and  J.  Edgar 
Hoover,  whose  btisiness  it  is  to  oust  Com- 
munists from  the  public  payrolls. 

Keep  Communists  out  of  the  Govem- 
mont  service  and  so  conduct  our  Govern- 
ment that  no  class  is  in  penurj*  and  want, 
and  we  will  have  no  trouble  about  com- 
munism. 

The  proponents  say  that  the  original 
bill  has  been  amended  providing  that 
there  must  be  some  overt  act  done  by  the 
person  believing  in  communism  before  a 
prosecution  will  be  begun.  If  that 
amendment  is  finally  contained  in  the 
bill  it  will  be  perfectly  useless,  because 
that  is  the  law  today.  Just  what  the 
purpose  of  this  bill  is,  with  this  amend- 
ment in  it.  is  not  clear,  unless  it  is  a 
political  sop  to  show  the  people  that  we 
have  buckled  up  our  armor  and  gone  out 
bnrehanded  and  dispatched  the  Commu- 
nists' dragon.  It  may  win  votes,  but,  in 
the  long  run,  it  will  refiect  upon  our  good 
sense. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  T  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Maryland  I  Mr.  Hyde]. 

Mr.  HYDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  our  con- 
sideration of  legislation  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party,  many  of  us  are  seized 
With  a  conflict  of  emotions.  A  conflict 
between  our  desire  to  preserve  our  con- 
stitutional freedoms  and  our  desire  to 
protect  our  country  from  those  who 
would  destroy  those  freedoms. 

We  must  ever  bear  in  mind  the  rea- 
son for  the  action  we  are  taking  here 
today. 

We  hold  certain  truths  to  be  self- 
evident.  Most  important  of  which  is 
that  governments  are  established  to  pre- 


serve life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of 
happiness.  Therefore,  any  organization 
which  would  seek  to  inflict  upon  us  by 
force  and  violence  a  form  of  government 
which  denies  those  truths  and  which  in 
fact  has  as  its  purpose  the  destruction 
of  life  and  liberty,  has  no  right  to  the 
privileges  of  a  legal  organization  in  this 
country. 

It  must  be  made  abundantly  clear  that 
we  are  not  denying  to  anyone  the  right 
to  peaceably  advocate  any  political 
theory  or  any  form  of  legislation.  In 
fact  this  Congress  has  passed  legislation 
which  in  form  and  substance  is  the  same 
as  advocated  by  Communists  and  Social- 
i.sts.  For  example:  The  graduated  in- 
come tax.  social  security,  and  unemploy- 
ment insurance. 

We  have  come  to  the  point  where  we 
must  take  a  stand  on  certain  eternal 
truths.  We  cannot  permit  the  forces  of 
evil  to  thrust  us  back  into  the  Dark  Ages. 
The  Communist  Party  has  by  its  own 
declarations  declared  that  to  be  its  pur- 
po.'^e.  We  can  no  longer  permit  it  to 
have  legal  existence  in  our  Nation. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  leave  to  extend  their  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record  on  tlie  pend- 
Ine  bill. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Communist  infiltration  of  our  economy 
represents  a  strategic  and  vital  threat 
to  the  Nation.  The  infiltration  of  cer- 
tain organizations  constitutes  one  of  the 
deeply  ingrained  phases  of  the  menace 
of  communism  in  the  United  States. 
The  great  labor  unions  of  our  country, 
the  CIO  and  the  A.  F.  of  L..  have  dealt 
with  the  menace  vigorously  to  the  limit 
of  their  capacity  to  do  so.  The  CIO  in 
1949  and  1950  expelled  10  unions  because 
of  their  Communist  domination.  We 
now  have  the  opportunity  through  H.  R. 
9838.  to  crack  down  on  Communist  in- 
filtration from  the  Government  level. 
This  brings  about  the  highest  and  the 
most  effective  form  of  coop>eration  be- 
tween the  Federal  Government  and  the 
respected  organizations  of  American 
labor. 

This  bill  has  been  carefully  considered 
In  relation  to  anti-Communist  legisla- 
tion that  already  exists,  in  relation  to 
the  scope  and  the  nature  of  the  Com- 
munist menace,  and  was  evolved  slowly 
and  thoughtfully  out  of  congressional 
knowledge  and  experience.  H.  R.  9838 
gives  the  people  of  the  United  States  a 
weapon  in  law.  It  enables  our  Govern- 
ment to  deal  with  Communist  infiltrated 
labor  unions.  The  rule  of  Communist 
labor  leaders  over  these  unions  is  des- 
p>otic  and  absolute.  The  notorious  Harry 
Bridges'  tyranny  over  his  Intei-national 
Longshoremen's  and  Warehousemen's 
Union  is  a  case  in  point. 

But  in  creating  this  proposed  legisla- 
tion the  American  tradition  of  justice 
and  fair  play  was  not  thrown  to  the 
winds.  The  bill  calls  for  substantial 
criteria  that  must  be  presented  to  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Board  be- 
fore it  can  determine  that  a  labor  or- 
ganization   is    Conmiunist    infiltrated. 


Under  the  bill — section  8 — the  Attorney 
General  files  a  petition  with  the  Sub« 
versive  Activities  Control  Board  on  the 
basis  of  evidence  he  has  secured  of  Com- 
munist infiltration.  The  petition  asks 
for  a  hearing  to  determine  whether  or 
not  that  union  is  in  fact  a  victim  of 
Communist  infiltration.  There  is  due 
notice  to  all  concerned  before  the  hear- 
ing. If  the  evidence  proves  infiltration 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Board  their  findings 
are  certified  to  the  National  Labor  Re- 
lations Board  and  are  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

The  eflect  is  to  deny  to  the  guilty 
union  the  benefits  of  the  services  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  under 
the  National  Labor  Mana^ment  Rela- 
tions Act  of  1947.  as  amended.  The  bill 
operates  in  precisely  the  same  way  to- 
ward the  Communist  infiltrated  em- 
ployer. 

As  I  see  it  this  is  the  judicial,  the 
American,  the  correct  way  to  take  the 
Communist  infiltrated  labor  union  and 
Communist  infiltrated  employer  out  of 
Americas  economic  and  pohtical  life. 
The  result  of  this  bill— H.  R.  9838— is 
to  strangle  Communist  infiltration 
through  due  process  and  in  the  best 
American  tradition  of  lawful  self- 
defense  against  the  enemies  of  our  coun- 
try and  to  drastically  discourage  such 
infiltration.  I  believe  the  measure  to  be 
an  answer  to  the  Communist  problem 
on  the  economic  and  the  labor  front  and 
I  wish  to  give  it  my  wholehearted 
endorsement. 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  supporting  this  bill  out- 
lawing the  Communist  Party  because  ft 
calls  a  spade  a  spade.  There  was  never 
any  reason  to  consider  that  the  activities 
of  the  Communist  Party  were  within  the 
law.  They  are  beyond  and  against  the 
law.  They  are  essentially  criminal  ac- 
tivities. 

The  evidence  now  being  received  by 
our  Committee  on  Communist  Aggres- 
sion regarding  the  activities  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  in  Guatemala  shows  very 
clearly  the  brutal  murders  and  tortures 
officialy  perpetrated  by  the  Arbenz 
Communist -controlled  government  in 
that  country.  When  a  Communist  gov- 
ernment takes  over  and  goes  into  opera- 
tion, law,  justice,  and  morality  go  out 
the  window.  This  was  the  case  in 
Guatemala. 

The  operation  of  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy in  Central  America  is  also  a 
violation  of  international  law.  It  was 
the  Moscow-controlled  government  in- 
terfering in  the  internal  affairs  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere.  E^ridence  before 
our  committee  shows  that  within  the 
year  preceding  the  downfall  of  the  Red 
regime  last  June,  over  150  Guatemalan 
officials  traveled  to  countries  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain  and  that  many  of  those 
trips  were  financed  by  a  bank  in  Com- 
munist-dominated Czechoslovakia. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  under 
leave  to  extend  my  remarks  at  this  point 
in  the  Rxcord,  I  wish  to  say  that  now 
it  seems  that  practically  all  of  the 
leading  lawyers  on  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  have  agreed  on  what 
should  be  done  with  reference  to  curtail- 
ing the  activities  of  the  Communists,  I 
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wish  to  approve  their  action  and  shall 
Tote  with  them. 

Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague,  Mr.  Hbss. 
of  Ohio,  who  is  absent  on  committee 
business  wants  me  to  say  that  if  he  were 
here  he  would  vote  in  favor  of  the  pend- 
ing legislation. 

Mr.  Mcdonough.  Mr.  speaker,  I 
have  consistently  given  my  whole- 
hearted support  to  every  measure 
brought  before  the  House  that  would  aid 
in  the  investigation  of  the  Communist 
movement  in  the  United  States,  and  un- 
cover and  discredit  its  agents.  Whether 
the  purpose  of  the  Communist  is  to  act 
as  a  spy  for  the  Kremlin,  sabotage  our 
military  services  and  our  defense  indus- 
tries, or  pervert  the  minds  and  morals 
of  our  people,  he  is  equally  dangerous 
to  the  survival  of  our  Nation.  I  welcome 
this  opportunity  to  vote  on  outlawing 
the  Communist  Party.  I  vigorously  sup- 
port S.  3706,  the  bill  before  us  for  con- 
sideration. 

The  Communist  movement  in  the 
United  States  should  be  wiped  out  com- 
pletely. And  every  active  Communist 
in  this  country  should  be  ferreted  out, 
identified,  exposed.  Only  by  such 
drastic  action  can  hiij  potential  danger 
to  our  national  security  be  neutralized. 

Most  important  of  all,  I  concur  with 
our  senior  Senator  from  California, 
Senator  Wn.LiAM  Knowland,  that  we 
must  formulate  law  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party  as  a  legal  political  party  in 
our  Nation,  and  make  it  a  crime  punish- 
able by  law  to  engage  in  Communist  ac- 
tivities whether  such  acts  are  treason- 
able or  merely  the  spread  of  the  insidi- 
ous poison  which  is  Communist  propa- 
ganda. 

In  the  80th  Congress  in  1947  I  intro- 
duced a  resolution  to  define  communism. 
At  that  time,  I  recognized  the  urgent 
need  for  a  clear  understanding  of  just 
what  the  Communist  movement  and  the 
Communist  Party  were  in  the  United 
States  so  that  effective  legislative  meas- 
ures could  be  taken  to  curb  and  combat 
communism. 

I  pointed  out  in  my  resolution  that 
communism  is  not  a  political  party,  but 
is  an  international  coi^piracy  which  ad- 
vocates and  practices  deceit,  confusion, 
subversion,  revolution,  and  the  subordi- 
nation of  man  to  the  state,  and  which 
has  for  its  purpose  and  intention  the 
overthrow  of  any  democratic  form  of 
government  by  force  and  violence,  if 
necessary. 

My  resolution  further  declared  that 
"any  person,  either  citizen  or  alien,  ad- 
hering to  or  expounding  the  purposes 
and  intentions  of  communism,  should 
be  exposed  and  revealed  as  an  enemy 
of  the  United  States  and  dealt  with  ac- 
cordingly." 

I  believe  communism  is  treasonable 
and  inimical  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States. 

If  there  is  any  doubt  as  to  the  true 
purpose  of  the  Communist  movement, 
and  the  active  aims  of  the  internationai 
Communists,  a  look  at  their  own  state- 
ments reveals  their  true  goal,  the  de- 
struction of  democracy  and  individual 
liberty. 

The  following  comes  from  Lenin: 

The  principal  task  of  the  Communist 
parties  at  present  Is  to  unite  the  scatterea 


Communist  forces,  to  form  In  every  country 
a  united  Communist  Party  (or  to  reinforce 
or  revive  already  existing  parties)  in  older 
to  increase  tenXoId  the  wi-'lt  of  preparing 
the  proletariat  for  the  conquest  of  political 
power,  the  conquest  of  power  precisely  in  the 
form  of  the  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat. 
If  we  have  a  strongly  organized  party,  a 
single  strike  may  grow  into  a  political 
demonstration,  into  a  political  victory  ©ver 
the  government.  If  we  have  a  strongly  or- 
ganized party,  a  rebellion  in  a  single  locality 
may  flare  Into  a  victorious  revolution.  We 
must  bear  in  mind  that  the  fight  against 
the  government  for  certain  demands,  the 
gain  of  certain  concessions,  are  merely  sl^ht 
skirmishes  with  the  enemy,  slight  skirmishes 
of  outposts,  but  that  the  decisive  battle  itlU 
lies  ahead. 

And  from  Stalin:  J 

Is  it  not  true  that  the  history  of  the  rtvo- 
lutlonary  movement  shows  that  the  parlia- 
mentary struggle  is  only  a  school  and  an  aid 
In  the  organization  of  the  extraparliaraen- 
tary  struggle  of  the  proletariat,  that  the  basic 
questions  of  the  workers'  movements  under 
capitalism  are  decided  by  force  and  by  the 
direct  action  (general  strikes  and  insurrec- 
tion) of  the  proletarian  masses? 

And  from  Pravda :  j 

For  Communists  there  Is  nothing  above 
the  interests  of  the  party. 

If  more  proof  of  the  aims  of  the  inter- 
national Communist  movement  are 
needed,  a  look  at  the  classic  statement 
of  goals  and  procedures  of  communism 
issued  by  Karl  Marx  in  the  Commuttist 
manifesto  should  convince  the  most 
skeptical : 

The  Communists  disdain  to  conceal  their 
views  and  aims.  They  openly  declare  that 
their  ends  can  be  attained  only  by  the  forci- 
ble overthrow  of  all  existing  social  coodi- 
tlons. 

In  a  report  by  the  Special  Committee 
of  the  House  To  Investigate  Communist 
Activities  in  the  United  States  in  1931. 
the  following  was  given  as  a  definition  of 
communism : 

A  worldwide  political  organization  advo- 
cating: (1)  Hatred  of  God  and  all  forms  of 
religion:  (2)  destruction  of  private  property 
and  Inheritance;  (3)  absolute  social  equal- 
ity; promotion  of  class  hatred:  (4)  revolu- 
tionary propaganda  through  the  Commuolst 
International,  stirring  up  Communist  ac- 
tivities in  foreign  countries  in  order  to  cause 
strikes,  riots,  sabotage,  bloodshed,  and  clvU 
war;  (5)  destruction  of  all  forms  of  repre- 
sentative or  democratic  governments,  includ- 
ing civil  liberties,  such  as  freedom  of  speech, 
of  the  press,  of  assembly,  and  trial  by  Jury; 
(6)  the  ultimate  and  final  objective  Is  by 
means  of  world  revolution  to  establish  the 
dictatorship  of  the  so-called  proletariat  Into 
one  world  union  of  soviet  socialist  republics, 
with  the  capital  at  Moscow. 

The  Communist  Party  in  the  United 
States  today  is  a  part  of  the  world  Com- 
munist movement.  It  is  a  part  of  an 
active  vicious  force  which  recognizes  no 
territorial  boundaries.  It  denies  all  re- 
ligion, all  spiritual  values,  and,  therefore, 
it  has  no  soul,  no  moral  sense,  no  de- 
cency. 

As  long  as  the  Communist  Party  is  free 
to  operate  unhampered  by  legal  restric- 
tion in  the  United  States,  it  will  continue 
to  recruit  new  followers  among  our 
yoimg  people  with  its  Ues  and  deceptions. 
It  will  continue  to  infiltrate  our  land 
with  spies  and  saboteurs  bent  upon  our 
destruction  as  a  free  nation.    It  will  use 


every  means  to  spread  vice  and  crime  to 

demoralize  our  citizenry. 

It  is  high  time  we  recognize  the  Com- 
munist Party  in  America  for  what  it  is 
and  take  the  necessary  steps  to  enact 
Federal  law  to  destroy  the  Communist 
Party  and  make  it  illegal  for  any  person 
in  the  United  States  to  act  as  an  agent  of 
any  Communist  organization,  whether 
national  or  international  in  scope,  which 
advocates  the  overthrow  of  our  Govern- 
ment by  force  and  violence. 

Apain.  I  say,  I  vigorously  support  S. 
3706.  Such  a  law  will  finally  give  our 
law  enforcement  agencies  the  means  to 
drive  communism  out  of  America,  And 
we  should  pass  this  necessary  legislation 
now. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Speaker,  for  some  time  it  has  been  ap- 
parent that  the  Communist -inspired  fic- 
tion implying  it  is  just  another  political 
party  is  a  complete  myth.  The  fact  of 
the  matter  is  that  it  is  a  conspiratorial 
organization  designed  to  serve  the  ends 
of  a  foreign  power  in  undermining  Amer- 
ican constitutional  system  of  Govern- 
ment. Members  of  the  Communist  or- 
ganizations aLso  hope  some  day  to  sub- 
vert the  American  Government  to  the 
will  of  the  Soviet  Union  by  means  of 
force  and  violence. 

Since  this  fact  has  been  known,  there 
has  been  great  confusion  in  how  to  han- 
dle the  problem  it  presents.  The  hys- 
terical methods  employed  by  seme  self- 
serving  politicians  have  done  great  dam- 
age to  the  entire  free  climate  In  the 
United  States,  and  have  frequently  in- 
fringed on  the  civil  liberties  of  the  inno- 
cent. The  proposed  legislation  would 
leave  to  the  courts  the  determination 
of  fact  as  to  whether  a  specific  indi- 
vidual is  a  member  of  the  conspiracy. 
The  judicious  way  of  handling  the  prob- 
lem is  far  better  since  it  will  punish  the 
guilty  while  giving  ample  protection  to 
the  innocent.  This  method  is  much  more 
in  accord  with  our  traditions  of  civil 
liberty  than  the  various  hysterical  meth- 
ods which  have  been  u.sed  in  the  past 
several  years.  Senator  Humphrey  and 
his  as-^ociates  in  the  other  body  are  to 
be  commended  for  their  leadership  in 
this  matter. 

While  I  have  thought  for  a  long  time 
on  the  proposition  that  outlawing  the 
party  could  have  the  effect  of  driving  it 
underground,  my  study  has  indicated 
that  many  elements  of  the  party  are  al- 
ready underground  and  this  legislation 
would  permit  the  FBI  to  expose  those 
underground  activities  in  courts  of  law 
and  to  handle  it  in  the  American  tra- 
dition. 

Another  problem  this  legislation  would 
solve  is  the  chaotic  confusion  which  has 
occurred  with  respect  to  Communists  in 
the  Army  or  in  other  sensitive  positions 
in  our  society.  Since  it  has  been  legal 
to  be  a  Communist,  we  have  been  mov- 
ing in  the  direction  of  private  police 
forces  in  the  agencies  of  Government 
as  well  as  in  private  industries  This  is 
a  very  dangerous  trend  since  each  little 
private  investigative  system  can  employ 
its  own  rules  and  systems  of  determin- 
ing guilt  or  innocence.  The  proposed 
legislation  would  eliminate  the  neces- 
sity for  this  and  put  the  question  in  the 
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hands  of  courts  of  law  where  fair  pro- 
cedures are  assured. 

I  hope  that  the  House  will  act  on  this 
bill,  so  as  to  put  the  problem  of  Com- 
munist sabotage  and  subversion  into  the 
effective  but  fair  hands  of  the  courts. 
As  a  lawyer,  I  must  say  that  I  am  in 
full  agreement  with  this  legislation  be- 
cause it  permits  the  due  processes  of  law 
to  work  against  the  guilty  and  in  favor 
of  the  innocent.  It  should  also  go  a 
long  way  toward  uniting  our  country  in 
the  American  constitutional  way  to  meet 
the  question  of  internal  subversion. 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Speaker,  once  again 
I  believe  it  necessary  to  object  to  the 
procedure  under  which  we  are  consider- 
ing and  about  to  pass  a  most  important 
piece  of  legislation.  In  this  instance  we 
arc  asked  to  suspend  the  rules  in  order 
to  cutlaw  the  Communist  Party  in  the 
United  SUtes. 

1  here  has  been  ample  time  in  the  past 
.«^everal  months  for  this  House  to  consider 
ths  grave  problem  with  adequate  pro- 
vision for  debate  and  delik)eration.  Sev- 
eral bills  to  outlaw  the  Communi-st  Party 
have  been  introduced  in  this  session  of 
Conure5S.  Yet  once  again,  we  are  to  be 
a  icwed  only  40  minutes  to  discuss  legis- 
Iition  which  involves  serious  constitu- 
tional questions.  This  is  bad  legislative 
prcceduje. 

I  .^hall  vote  for  the  bill  now  before  the 
House  only  because  it  appears  to  be  the 
best  that  we  can  get  at  this  hour  and 
under  all  the  circum.stances. 

For  many  years.  I  have  been  urging 
that  the  United  States  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party. 

I  introduced  a  bill  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
muni.st  Party,  H.  R.  8948,  in  this  session 
of  Congress. 

Several  years  ago.  I  appeared  before 
the  judiciary  committee  of  the  Connecti- 
cut Legislature  and  urged  that  body  to 
make  the  Communist  Party  illegal  in 
Connecticut. 

On  many  occasions  I  have  engaged  in 
public  debate  on  behalf  of  this  proposi- 
tion. 

Until  very  recently,  those  of  us  who 
advocated  the  outlawing  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  received  very  little  attention 
and  very  little  help  from  the  Federal 
Government  or  from  several  State  gov- 
ernments. 

It  is  encouraging  to  have  this  legisla- 
tion before  us  today  even  though  under 
a  repugnant  procedural  rule  for  it  is  an 
indication  that  at  long  last  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  is  ready  to 
face  up  to  the  situation. 

For  a  long  time  we  have  been  putting 
the  cart  before  the  horse. 

To  illustrate  this  point,  permit  me  to 
cite  some  facts. 

It  IS  the  law  of  the  United  States  that 
m  alien  Communist  Party  member  is 
admissible  to  the  United  States  for  pur- 
poses of  permanent  entry. 

It  is  further  the  law  of  the  United 
States,  and  there  are  many  cases  in  the 
books  upholding  the  law,  that  any  alien 
Communist  Party  member,  who  by  con- 
cealment of  his  member.'-hip,  obtains  ad- 
mission to  the  United  States  for  perma- 
nent entry  is  a  deportable  person. 

The  National  Labor  Relations  Act 
withholds  the  privileges  and  riphts  of 
the  labor  law  of  the  land  to  any  labor 


organization,  the  leadership  of  which 
does  not  affirm  and  avow  imder  oath  that 
it  does  not  hold  membership  in  the  Com- 
munist Party;  and  the  Supreme  Court 
has  held  in  the  case  of  American  Com- 
munications Association,  CIO  et  al. 
against  Charles  T.  Douds,  tSiat  this  re- 
striction in  the  law  squares  with  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

At  the  same  time,  the  right  to  public 
employment  by  the  United  States  is  de- 
nied to  a  member  of  the  Communist 
Party. 

And  finally  the  courts  of  the  United 
States  have  held  that  so  infamous  is  the 
mere  term  communism  that  one  falsely 
charging  another  with  being  a  Commu- 
nist entitles  the  person  falsely  accused 
to  collect  damages  from  his  accuser  in 
the  courts  of  the  United  States. 

Add  to  these  the  Internal  Security 
Act  of  1950.  the  Smith  Act  of  1940,  the 
act  requiring  registration  of  printing 
pres.ses,  the  immunity  bills,  and  we  have 
some  of  the  political  sanctions  that  have 
been  visited  upon  the  members  of  the 
Communist  Party  in  the  United  States. 

As  a  matter  of  moral  and  legal  order- 
liness the  Communist  Party  should  have 
been  outlawed  before  any  of  the  above 
steps  were  taken.  For  if  the  Communist 
Party  is  a  legal  political  institution  in 
the  United  States,  standing  on  all  fours 
with  our  traditional  political  parties, 
then  none  of  the  above  steps  should  have 
been  taken  against  the  members  of  the 
Communist  Party. 

By  the  passage  of  this  legislation  to- 
day, we  will  at  least  have  begun  to  put 
our  own  house  in  order.  Thereafter,  we 
will  give  greater  meaning  to  our  leader- 
ship in  the  world  against  the  Communist 
conspiracy,  and  we  will  have  begun  to 
clarify  the  confusion  in  the  minds  of  our 
own  people  with  respect  to  this  problem. 

The  first  responsibility  of  goverrunent 
is  to  protect  and  preserve  itself. 

Article  IV  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  guarantees  a  republican 
form  of  government  to  every  State  in 
this  Union. 

But  as  a  matter  of  law  and  of  fact  the 
Communist  Party  seeks  to  destroy  our 
guaranteed  republican  form  of  govern- 
ment. 

Therefore,  it  is  impossible  under  our 
Constitution  to  recognize  as  a  valid  po- 
litical organization  the  Communist  Par- 
ty, which  has  as  a  primary  purpose  the 
destruction  of  our  republican  form  of 
government. 

We  are  a  people  dedicated  and  devoted 
to  liberty  and  freedom,  and  we  shrink 
from  restrictions  on  liberty  and  free- 
dom. The  Communists  have  taken  ad- 
vantage of  this  deep-seated  sense  of  fair 
play  in  order  to  destroy  us. 

All  of  us  want  the  United  States  to 
remain  broadminded.  But  it  is  not  nec- 
essary that  we  beccme  flatheaded  in  or- 
der to  remain  broadminded. 

Mr.  Speaker,  while  objecting  to  the 
procedures,  I  shall  vote  for  the  passage 
of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  bill 
stands  now  in  the  House  it  represents 
in  effect  a  declaration  against  Commu- 
nist infiltration  and  subversion  in  the 
United  States,  direct  or  indirect.  It  has 
already  been  pointed  out  that  the  bill  is 
loosely  drawn  and  has  many  defects  and 


raises  many  serious  legal  questions,  and 
so  it  does.  But  method  and  implementa- 
tion can  be  worked  out  in  the  courts. 
As  I  see  it  now  the  vote  is  one  expressing 
the  overwhelming  sentiment  of  our  peo- 
ple against  an  instrument — the  Commu- 
nist Party — posing  as  a  political  party 
but  being  spurious,  designed  only  to  en- 
trap and  deceive  and  using  our  laws  to 
attempt  to  achieve  an  unlawful  purpose, 
the  overthrow  of  constitutional  govern- 
ment. 

I  have  heretofore  voted  against  leg- 
islation making  it  a  crime  or  imposing 
material  personal  disabilities  as  a  pen- 
alty for  belonging  to  a  particular  or- 
ganization even  if  defined  as  a  Conunu- 
nist-action  or  Communist-front  organi- 
zation. I  consider  it  fundamental  to  our 
freedoms  that  crimes  be  defined  as  such 
on  the  basis  of  acts  or  conspiracies  by 
an  individual  and  be  not  defined  by  asso- 
ciation. I  have  pointed  out  as  the  dan- 
ger of  this  course,  in  stistaining  my  nega- 
tive votes,  that  it  can  be  applied  to 
many  organizations  with  international 
implications  now  considered  perfectly 
lawful,  in  fact  exemplary  in  their  ob- 
jectives. I  have  also  voted  against  S.  16, 
to  compel  witnesses  to  testify  despite 
the  plea  of  self-incrimination  under  a 
grant  of  immunity  in  Communist  in- 
vestigations because  of  my  deep  concern 
that  there  should  be  no  abridgment  of 
the  constitutional  safeguards  for  the  in- 
dividual and  that  the  genuine  deep  con- 
cern of  our  people  to  prevent  Commu- 
nists from  disabling  us  at  home  should 
not  be  used  as  a  cover  to  reduce  the  equal 
protection  of  the  Constitution  for  all. 

But  the  bill  before  us  does  not  make 
it  a  crime  to  belong  to  the  Communist 
Party,  or  its  successors,  but  only  deprives 
an  organization  spuriously  purporting  to 
be  a  political  party  of  whatever  rights, 
privileges,  or  immunities  it  may  have 
enjoyed  as  such  under  the  protection  of 
our  laws.  I  believe  it  to  be  fully  within 
the  province  of  a  legislature,  in  this  case 
the  Congress,  to  regulate  and  control  po- 
litical organizations,  as  is,  indeed,  done 
in  every  State. 

The  same  observations  apply  to  that 
part  of  the  bill  which  are  amendments 
to  the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Act. 
That  act  is  on  the  books  now  and  though 
I  voted  against  it  originally  it  is  entitled 
to  be  amended  to  meet  changing  condi- 
tions. The  proviso  inserted  at  the  in- 
stance of  my  colleague,  the  senior  Mem- 
ber of  the  other  body  from  New  York, 
prevents  its  being  used  vexatiously  for 
it  provides  that  affiliates  of  national 
labor  federations  like  the  CIO,  AFL, 
railroad  brotherhoods.  United  Mine 
Workers,  and  similar  organizations 
whose  policies  and  activities  have  been 
directed  to  opiwsing  Communist  organi- 
zations shall  be  without  further  proof 
presumed  not  to  be  Communist-infil- 
trated. It  must  be  noted  that  this  pro- 
viso being  in  both  the  House  and  Sen- 
ate bills,  will  not  be  subject  to  confer- 
ence and  must  remain  in  any  final  law. 

The  bill  before  us  radically  differs  in 
its  essential  provisions  from  the  bill  that 
was  before  the  other  body.  It  is  these 
fundamental  differences  which  are  de- 
terminative as  far  as  I  am  concerned  in 
view  of  the  overriding  pronouncement 
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against  Oommuiiirt  aubrarsioa  and  In- 
filtration which  the  bill  expresses. 

BCr.  BEAMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would 
like  to  speak  in  behalf  of  the  House 
amendment  to  S.  3706  which  is  before 
the  House  of  Representatiyes  today. 

Legal  advice  from  the  Justice  De- 
partment is  to  the  effect  that  the  Senate 
amendment  does  not  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party.  The  House  amendment 
is  intended  to  strengthen  the  existing 
security  laws  and  is  acceptable  to  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  and  the 
Office  of  the  Attorney  Oeneral.  and  at 
the  same  time,  does  in  fact  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party. 

Under  the  existing  Security  Act,  just 
last  Friday  nine  Communists  were  con- 
victed in  Philadelphia.  This  law  is  work- 
ing and  I  am  happy  to  give  my  support 
to  any  legislation  that  would  make  it 
even  more  effective.  My  record  will 
prove  that  I  have  been  outspoken 
against  the  Communist  Party  and  other 
subversive  organizations  and  I  always 
have  supported  legislation  aimed  at  out- 
lawing any  organization  that  advocates 
the  violent  overthrow  of  our  great  coun- 
try. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  pending 
bill,  S.  3706.  although  late  in  reaching 
the  floor  of  the  House  during  this  ses- 
sion certainly  is  deserving  of  approval 
by  the  Congress.  The  great  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  has  for  several  years 
been  studying  the  overall  Question  of 
whether  or  not  the  Communist  Party  as 
such  should  be  outlawed.  In  the  past 
deference  has  been  given  to  the  fact  that 
the  Communist  Party  was  considered  in 
fact  a  political  party.  We  know  today, 
or  should  know,  that  It  is  not  in  fact  a 
political  party  but  rather  an  instrumen- 
tality of  an  enemy  foreign  government 
designed  through  a  conspiracy  to  over- 
throw the  Oovemment  of  the  United 
States..  Under  such  circmnstances  there 
should  be  no  hesitancy  or  reservation 
about  outlawing  an  instrumentality  and 
a  conspiracy  designed  to  overthrow  the 
Government  of  this  Nation. 

Some  have  said  that  the  pending  bill 
goes  too  far  and  others  have  indicated 
that  the  bill  does  not  go  far  enough. 
Individual  liberties  can,  should  be.  and 
will  be  preserved  for  the  citizens  of  our 
country,  under  our  Government  and  our 
systems  of  laws  and  judicial  procedures; 
but  an  organization  such  as  the  Com- 
munist conspiracy  designed  to  overthrow 
the  Government  deserves  the  most  strin- 
gent and  firm  action  that  thic  Congress 
and  our  Oovemment  can  take  with  re- 
spect to  it. 

I  happen  to  be  among  those  who  be- 
lieve that  this  bill  could  be  strengthened 
and  improved.  In  the  event  time  dic- 
tates the  necessity  for  change  or  amend- 
ment, the  Congress  can  take  appropriate 
action  to  amend  the  law.  The  pending 
act  not  only  outlaws  the  Communist 
Party,  but  preserves  intact  the  so-called 
Smith  Act,  the  Internal  Security  Act, 
and  other  security  legislation.  It  is  a 
step  that  should  be  taken,  and  as  I  have 
Indicated  this  act  should  have  been 
passed  earlier. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  refer  to  proceedings 
and  debates  of  the  81st  Congress,  2d 
session.  Congressional  Recoko,  Volume 
96,  iMurt  10,  page  13731,  at  which  time 


the  House  had  under  consideration  sim- 
ilar internal  security  legislation.  At 
that  time  I  indicated  in  a  colloquy  with 
the  th^i  Representatives  Case  and 
NzxoT,  who  are  now  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  Vice  President,  respectively,  an 
expression  of  views  with  reference  to 
outlawing  of  the  Communist  Party  at 
that  time.  I  cite  this  reference.  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  indicate  what  I  have  just 
said,  that  I  feel  the  House  has  already 
been  too  slow  and  deliberate  enough  in 
passing  this  long-needed  legislation.  I 
shall  support  it  and  in  the  event  the  bill, 
which  some  charge  has  been  hastily 
drawn,  needs  amending  we  can  amend  it 
and  correct  the  legislation  as  time  and 
circumstances  dictate  as  needed  and 
necessary. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  it 
comes  to  the  question  of  outlawing  com- 
munism there  just  is  no  argument  against 
such  proposals  although  some  of  the 
Members  of  this  House  may  have  mis- 
givings that  a  bill  might  go  too  far.  I 
choose  to  resolve  that  fear  by  placing  my 
trust  in  court  decisions  which  would  rec- 
tify any  error  which  the  Congress  might 
make. 

In  connection  with  such  legislation  we 
always  hear  one  of  the  standard  argu- 
ments about  driving  communism  under- 
ground, and  even  the  President  and  the 
Attorney  General  have  expressed  them- 
selves in  similar  manner.  I  remember 
back  to  1948  when  Governor  Dewey,  as 
a  presidential  candidate,  in  his  debute 
with  Harold  Stassen.  stated  that  we  had 
a  score  or  more  of  Federal  laws  on  the 
statute  books  against  communism  and 
its  pernicious  tactics  especially  against 
the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  by  force  and  violence,  jke 
said  he  did  not  believe  we  should  do 
anjrthing  further  along  that  line;  and 
that  the  people  and  the  Government 
were  all  protected.  Somehow  the  weasly 
Communists  seemed  to  get  by  all  the  pro- 
tective laws  and  went  on  with  their  ne- 
farious dirty  work.  So  I  always  choose 
the  course  where  the  Communist  is  con- 
cerned that  it  is  better  to  have  one  super- 
ficial or  extra  law  than  to  be  delayed  in 
bringing  the  Communists  to  bay. 

I  believe  President  Eisenhower  ex- 
pressed only  recently,  if  I  recall  cor- 
rectly, the  opinion  that  he  feared  the 
Communists  would  be  driven  under- 
ground. I  hope  that  is  true.  I  have 
often  wished  that  the  whole  Communist 
movement  and  each  and  every  individual 
Communist  would  be  driven  under- 
ground about  6  feet,  for  the  only  kind 
of  Communist  that  Is  any  good  is  a  dead 
one.  If  we  can  exterminate  them  by  a 
sufficient  ground  covering  the  world  and 
humanity  will  be  far  better  off.  I  op- 
posed communism  long  before  many 
people  awakened  to  its  real  meaning  and 
I  have  fought  this  curse  upon  humanity 
every  inch  of  the  way  with  all  my 
strength  and  with  every  device  that  was 
available  to  me.  Certainly  my  record 
from  the  earliest  days  of  my  service  In 
Congress  indicates  my  hatred  and  oppo- 
sition to  the  godless  philosophy  which 
without  a  doubt  is  rooted  in  hell  and  is 
nurtured  by  the  Devil. 

A  Communist  should  have  no  rights 
In  the  United  States  of  America,  and  such 
Tights  as  he  might  have  acquired  as  a 


citizen  should  be  nullified  by  law  under 
the  Constitution  which  the  Communist 
would  trample  and  destroy.  Along  with 
any  such  law  as  would  outlaw  commu- 
nism there  should  also  be  a  provision 
which  would  give  any  individual  who 
prefers  communism  to  Americanism  a 
one-way  ticket  to  Russia,  that  paradise 
which  we  hear  praised  so  loudly,  but 
which  seemingly  does  not  attract  the 
spellbinders  who  would  mislead  the  gul- 
lible among  our  people.  There  are  many 
examples  of  American  Communists  who 
jumped  bail  in  the  United  States  and 
went  to  Russia,  and  who  long  before 
they  died  in  this  self-imposed  exile  ex- 
pressed their  willingness  to  return  to  the 
United  States  to  die  in  prison  rather 
than  live  under  the  form  of  government 
they  sought  to  impose  upon  the  people 
of  the  United  States.  It  is  admitted.  Mr, 
Speaker,  that  the  living  standard  of  the* 
average  Russian  under  the  Communist 
system  is  less  by  far  than  that  enjoyed 
by  the  convicts  in  America.  I  assume 
that  the  vote  on  this  bill  will  be  unan- 
imous. 

Mr.  O'NEILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  passage  of  S.  3706.  an  act 
cited  as  the  Communist  Control  Act 
of  1954. 

Today,  the  members  of  both  major 
parties,  Democrats  and  Republicans,  by 
their  actions  here  are  in  agreement  that 
communism  is  our  common  enemy.  I 
am  in  full  accord  with  the  finding  of 
facts  in  S.  3706,  that  the  Communist 
Party  is  an  instrumentality  of  con- 
spiracy to  overthrow  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  by  force.  It  is  a 
dictatorship  within  a  republic.  The 
discipline  of  the  Communist  Party  is  like 
that  of  an  army,  and  in  no  way  re- 
sembles a  political  party. 

By  our  actions  today  we  are  showing 
the  world  we  consider  this  organiEation 
as  a  ruthless  and  tenacious  foe  whose 
one  thought  is  that  of  world  empire. 
This  Congress  has  been  remiss  in  iU 
duty  for  not  having  acted  before  this  to 
outlaw  that  party  where  members  are 
plotting  the  overthrow  of  our  free  Con- 
stitution. The  more  stringent  the  law, 
the  safer  and  the  happier  the  people  of 
the  United  States  will  be. 

Mr.  HIESTAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am 
emphatically  in  favor  of  this  bill  as 
amended.  I  introduced  H.  R.  10J37  to 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party  and  to 
deny  the  rights  and  privileges  under  the 
Taft-Hartley  law  for  Communist-in- 
fested or  controlled  labor  unions. 

My  bill  was  substantially  the  same  as 
the  Senate  bill.  S.  3706.  Our  first  com- 
mittee amendment  clarifies  and  makes 
crystal  clear  the  object  of  the  bill  to  out- 
law the  Communist  Party  as  such.  It  is 
an  improvement.  It  leaves  no  doubt  as 
to  the  object  of  the  bill. 

The  chief  objection  of  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  head  of  the  FBI  was 
that  outlawing  the  Communist  Party 
might  tend  to  weaken  the  laws  under 
which  they  had  been  successfully  attack- 
ing the  Communist  conspiracy.  Cer- 
tainly weido  not  want  to  do  that  So 
the  second  committee  amendment,  pro- 
viding that  nothing  in  section  3  shall  be 
construed  as  amending  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act  of  1950.  the  statute  upon 
which  the  Department  of  Justice  and 
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the  FBI  have  been  attacking  the  Com- 
munists, takes  away  the  only  objection 

to  the  bill. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  people  of  the  United 
States  are  clamoring  for  this  legislation. 
As  amended,  the  administration  has  no 
objection.  I  see  no  reason  whatever 
why  we  should  hesitate  to  pass  this  bill 
unanimou.sly  in  order  that  the  managers 
for  the  House  and  Senate  may  go  into 
conference  immediately.  I  urge  the 
passapc  of  the  bill. 

Mr  SCOTT.  Mr  Speaker.  I  will  vote 
for  the  passage  of  S.  3706.  as  amended, 
known  as  the  Communist  Control  Act  of 
1954  This  is  a  much  better  bill  than  the 
orifiinal  act  pas.sed  by  the  other  body  and 
.■should  provide  effective  judicial  control 
of  that  part  of  the  international  con- 
.si):racy  which  we  know  as  internal  com- 
munism. 

We  are  advi.sed  that  this  House  bill  Is 
acceptable  to  the  administration  and.  if 
pa'-.-ed,  becomes  a  part  of  its  program. 
'I  lie  promises  of  the  Eisenhower  program 
have  been  kept  as  the  record  of  the  83d 
Cunurc.ss  will  amply  demonstrate. 

'Ihe  Republican  Party  in  keeping  its 
promises  to  the  people  of  this  country 
hn.s  tarncd  much  praise  from  impartial 
commentators  such  as  Roscoe  Drum- 
mond.  formerly  with  the  Christian 
.Science  Monitor  and  now  with  the  New 
York  Herald  Tribune  whose  article  of 
Au-:ust  13.  1954,  makes  such  interesting 
reading  that  I  have  included  it  here; 

Congress  Record  Shows  Eisenhower 

Philosophy 

(By  Roscoe  Drumtnond) 

At  this  point  the  Nation's  voters  can  b«- 
Ein  to  weigh  the  proposition  which  President 
Eiseiihower  put  to  them  a  few  nronths  ago. 
The  pruiT<isition  was  that  the  Republican 
Party  deserved  to  win  the  congressional  elec- 
tions thl.s  {all  only  If  it  enacted  a  solid  and 
pr'>crr!-sive    legislative    program. 

The  83d  Congress  is  poised  to  adjourn  — 
or  to  recess—  and  the  record  Is  now  almost 
entirely  on  the  books.  There  is  little  to  be 
atided.  It  is  a  record  which  most  Republi- 
cans will  s<x)n  be  describing  as  Impeccably 
piKid  and  which  most  Democrats  will  be 
condemning  as  woefully  Inadequate. 

Before  partisan  debate  bepins.  it  should 
be  possible  to  look  at  the  Eisenhower-Re- 
pubhcan  record  with  some  detachment.  I 
believe  that  most  Washlngtcjn  correspond- 
ents whose  purpose  is  to  get  at  the  facts  as 
well  ao  they  can.  agree  that  these  conclusions 
abi/ut  the  83d  Congress  are  supported  by  what 
has   happened. 

1.  Thit.  has  been  an  extraordinarily  pro- 
ductive Congress.  As  much  significant  legis- 
lation has  been  put  on  the  statute  hocks  dur- 
ing this  session  of  Congress  as  during  any 
coiiiparable  2-year  period  in  recent  years  and 
mure  than  most.  The  nearly  balanced 
strength  of  the  two  parties  has  often  In  the 
past  stalemated  Congress  Into  inaction.  Into 
s(  mething  near  a  "do  nothing"  record.  It 
didn't  this  yejir. 

2  Despite  sime  serious  setbacks,  the  Presi- 
dent won  a  very  substantial  part  of  his  leg- 
islative program.  This  Congress  nas  been 
more  responsive  to  the  President's  reqviests 
on  domestic  matters  than  any  previous 
Congress  since  the  first  2  years  of  the  New 
Deal. 

3  Important  parts  of  the  administration 
record  concretely  reflect  the  Presidents 
stated  philosophy  of  government—  a  philoso- 
phy of  econonic  conservatism  with  humani- 
tarian overtones.  This  Is  true  of  the  tax 
bill.  This  is  t  ue  of  the  farm  program.  This 
IS  true  of  t^.e  wide-ranging  extension  of 
social-welfare  measures. 


4.  The  administration  suffered  critical 
losses  on  the  legislative  front.  It  had  to 
take  only  a  1-year  extension  of  the  Recip- 
rocal Trade  Act.  and  it  lost  nearly  all  of  the 
related  measures  to  Improve  and  expand  for- 
eign trade.  It  was  unable  to  meet  its  prom- 
ise to  revise  the  Taft-Hartley  law.  It  was 
unable  to  honor  its  platform  promise  to 
give  statehood  to  Hawaii.  But  it  had  more 
victories  than  It  had  defeats  and  Is  pledged 
to  return  to  do  battle  on  all  the.<;e  issues 
when  the  new  Congress  convenes  next  Jan- 
uary. 

What  makes  much  of  the  legislation  of  the 
83d  Republican  Congress  signincant  is  that 
It  represents  alternative  political  philosophy 
to  that  of  the  Roosevelt-Truman  administra- 
tions. 

The«e  are  the  aspects  of  the  Elsenhower- 
Republican  record  which,  in  light  of  the  vot- 
ing record  of  the  opposition,  could  only  have 
come  Into  being  with  a  Republican  victory 
2  years  ago: 

Tax  policy:  The  major  changes  in  the  vo-^t 
new  tax  bill— which  represents  a  rewriting 
of  the  tax  code  for  the  first  time  since  1876 — 
are  in  the  direction  of  providing  tax  incen- 
tives to  spur  greater  Investment  and  business 
e.xpansion.  These  ch.nnges  In  the  tax  struc- 
ture re.^^t  on  the  conviction  that  the  key  to 
prosperity  Is  not  first  with  helping  the  con- 
sumer to  buy  through  reduced  tuxe.'^.  but  first 
with  inducing  the  investor  to  invest  In  order 
that  expanded  business  may  itself  finance 
consumption.  A  mr stly  opp:)slte  t-\x  philo-- 
ophy  had  prevailed  under  the  Democratic 
administration. 

Farm  policy:  Here  again  the  administra- 
tion's views  have  prevailed  in  Ccneress  over 
the  opposition  of  a  cnaUtlon  of  Democratic 
and  Republican  farm  bloc  Senat<jrs.  Sun- 
port  for  the  gradual  Introduction  cf  flexible 
price  supports  w.is  substantially  Republican; 
support  for  'continued  hiph-ripld  price  sup- 
ports was  substantially  Democratic. 

Power  policy:  The  Eisenhcw?r  administra- 
tion has  veered  away  from  putting  Federal 
funds  behind  the  expansion  of  public  power. 
It  favors  a  partnership  with  private  Industry 
in  which  the  Federal  Government  pays  the 
costs  of  dam  development  from  which  it  de- 
rives Irrigation  and  fl'Jod  control  while  pri- 
vate industry  pays  the  whole  cost  of  power 
production.  This  doesn't  necessarily  mean 
less  power  development:  it  can  mean  more 
because,  while  Mr.  Truman  flooded  Congress 
with  public  power  requests,  it  got  few  of 
them  passed  during  the  last  5  years. 

Social  welfare  policy:  The  expansion  of 
social  security,  unemployment  insurance, 
and  related  social  measures  by  the  83d  Con- 
gress does  not  reflect  any  break  from  previous 
administrations.  It  does  reflect  a  break  in 
Republican  policy  In  that  it  alines  the  Re- 
publican Party  behind  social-welfare  meas- 
ures against  whicli  a  majority  of  Republicans 
have  voted  many  times.  It  carries  out  one  of 
Mr.  Elsenhower's  major  campaign  commit- 
ments. 

It  will  be  seen,  I  think,  that  much  of  the 
Republican  record  reflects  alternative  polit- 
ical philosophy.  It  reveals  basic  areas  of 
difference  between  the  two  parties  which  did 
not  emerge  so  sharply  while  the  Republicans 
were  only  the  source  of  opposition.  It  gives 
the  voters  a  clearer  opportunity  to  choose 
as  they  will  have  the  opportunity  to  choose 
this  November — whether  to  endorse  or  to 
reject   the   Eisenhower   Republicans. 

Mr.  BONIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  in 
support  of  S.  3706.  known  as  the  Com- 
munist Control  Act  of  1954.  As  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  To  Investigate  Com- 
munist Aggression,  I  had  the  privilege  of 
hearing  over  112  witnesses  tell  about 
methods,  plans,  and  subversive  activi- 
ties of  all  Communist  Party  members. 
The  general  consensus  of  opinion  in 
Congress,  and  throughout    the    United 


States,  Is  that  the  Communist  Party  is 
an  instrumentality  of  a  foreign  govern- 
ment created  to  overthrow  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  and  all  other 
free  goverrmients  in  the  world. 

The  members  of  this  subversive  move- 
ment accept  the  rights  and  privileges 
offered  under  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
seek  to  destroy  the  same  law  that  grants 
them   these  rights   and   privileges. 

I  am  fully  aware  of  the  fact  that  this 
secret  conspiracy,  controlled  and  direct- 
ed from  the  Kremlin,  has  but  one  objec- 
tive and  that  is  world  domination.  The 
members  of  the  Communist  Party  have 
no  part  in  determining  its  goal  and  have 
no  freedom  to  express  their  opposition 
to  any  of  the  objectives  of  this  organiza- 
tion. In  the  United  States,  the  Com- 
munist Party  has  about  25,000  active 
members.  This  number  does  not  really 
indicate  the  strength  of  the  organiza- 
tion, which  is  willing  to  sell  the  United 
States  Government  down  the  river. 

Ever  since  coming  to  Congress,  I  be- 
lieved the  Communist  Party  should  be 
outlawed.  I  am  confident  that  the 
amendments  offered  by  the  committee 
to  S.  3706  will  be  acceptable  to  the  mem- 
bership of  this  House.  It  is  imperative 
on  our  part  to  demonstrate  that  we  are 
firmly  opposed  to  all  Communists  and 
their  sympathizers  who  are  destroying 
faith  in  civilization.  By  our  action  here, 
it  will  give  faith,  hope,  and  confidence 
to  the  people  of  the  United  States  that 
we  are  performing  our  duties  for.  and  on 
their  behalf,  and  thereby  strengthening 
the  Constitution  by  which  we  live. 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  California.    Mr.  Speak- 
er.   I    rise    to    speak    with    reference 
to  the  provisions  of  this  bill  which  pro- 
fess to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party.     I 
am   disappointed   that   these  provisions 
do  not  include  punitive  provisions  to  be 
applied  to  the  individual  who  joins  or 
remains  in  the  Communist  Party  after 
acquiring  a  knowledge  of  its  conspira- 
torial and  subversive  nature  through  the 
process  of  indoctrination  which  is  im- 
plied in  acceptance  into  the  party.      I 
think  that  we  have  been  dealing  too  long 
with   this  question  in   indirect  fashion 
and  that  this  bill  is  only  another  halfway 
approach  to  the  real  problem  which  is 
of  concern  both  to  American  conserva- 
tives and  American  liberals.      I  much 
prefer  the  legislation  introduced  by  my- 
self.   Congressman   King,   Congressman 
Dies,  Congressman  Walter,  and  others. 
It  is  pretty  generally  conceded  that 
the  Communist  Party  is  not  a  political 
organization.      It  is  conceded  to  be  an 
organization  bent  on  upholding  the  sov- 
ereignty of  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  to  the  detri- 
ment of  all  other  nations  including  the 
United  States  of  America  which  we  dear- 
ly love  and  seek  to  protect  not  only  from 
internal  subversion  but  also  from  out- 
side aggression  which  feeds  in  many  in- 
stances upon  internal  subversion.      All 
good  Americans  agree  on  these  premises 
but  apparently  there  is  some  disagree- 
ment, motivated  by  politics  or  other  con- 
siderations, about  the  proper  remedies 
for  combating  our  internal  and  external 
enemies. 

Consider  the  situation  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  in  this  country  with  its 
many   disguises   and   the   many   people 
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who  range  from  the  gullible  to  the  ▼!• 
cioiis  who  are  part  of  its  apparatus.    In 
the  days  of  the  1929  depression  and  the 
slow    recovery    therefrom    there    were 
many  people  In  this  country  who  be- 
cause of  personal  disappointment  sought 
radical  solutions  to  our  economic  and 
social      problems.     The      revolutionary 
experiment   in    Russia    was    somewhat 
in  its  infancy  and  had  not  assumed  the 
terrifying  aspect  of  its  adulthood.    Its 
conspiratorial    and    dictatorial    aspects 
were   not  starkly  and   widely   revealed 
and  many  persons  in  this  country  were 
de'uded  into  believing  it  was  a  brave 
new  world  and  that  the  doctrines  it 
preached   were   the   doctrines   it   prac- 
ticed   and    that    such    doctrines    had 
some  validity  and  relevancy  to  main- 
taining a  system  of  social  and  economic 
justice  in  the  United  States.    This  was 
the  time  of  tolerance  of  communist  ac- 
tivities in  this  country  and  the  time  of 
rapid  growth  of  such  activites.    Also, 
because  the  Communists  were  part  of  a 
disciplined,    conspiratorial    movement, 
they  were  able  to  sell  the  idea  to  many 
gullible  people  who  were  confused  by 
poverty    and    economic    injustice    that 
they  were  not  i  evolutionary— that  they 
were  democratic— that  they  were  the 
only  element  in  this  country  which  had 
the  drive  to  correct  the  evils  of  unem- 
ployment and  other  evils  which  were  ad- 
mitted to  exist.    However,  the  disillu- 
sionment was  not  long  in  setting  in  with 
respect  to  wholesale  numbers  of  their 
followers.    The  Moscow  trials  were  fol- 
lowed by  the  pact  with  Hitler  and  the 
invasion  of  Finland  and  the  twists  and 
turns   and    lame   explanations   of   the 
communist     propagandists     of     these 
events  in  attempting  to  square  them 
uith  the  aforesaid  concept  of  a  brave 
new  world  marked  the  beginning  of  the 
end  of  the  overt  successes  of  the  com- 
munist party  in  this  country.    More- 
over the  success  of  Democratic  adminis- 
trations in  finding  American  answers  to 
American  problems  left  the  radicals  with 
the  necessity  of  cultivating  new  issues — 
issues  which  were  often  fictitious — and 
methods    of    approach    which    demon- 
strated that  the  communist  party  had 
no  humanitarian  concern  for  the  wel- 
fare of  any  segment  of  the  population 
of  this  country. 

These  changes  and  revelations  put  the 
Communist  Party  on  the  run.  They 
were  augmented  by  the  activities  of  com- 
mittees of  Congress,  the  FBI,  an  awak- 
ening in  the  labor  movement  to  the  Com- 
munist threat  and  various  other  factors 
and  it  could  truthfully  be  said  that  to- 
day the  Communist  iceberg  is  almost 
entirely,  concealed  and  greatly  dimin- 
ished in  size.  Why  then  have  any  con- 
cern about  driving  it  undergroimd — it 
is  already  there. 

Today  it  is  possible  to  punish  active 
Communists  under  the  Smith  Act  suc- 
cessfully. Very  shortly  Communist  or- 
ganizations will  be  required  to  register 
the  identity  of  their  members  as  the 
Federal  statute  now  says  they  shall. 
Individual  party  members  can  be  haled 
before  congressional  committees  and 
forced  to  confess  or  be  labeled  by  failure 
to  answer  committee  questions.  Many 
limbs  have  been  cut  off  the  tree.  Why 
not  tear  it  out  by  the  roots?    Proposals 
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have  been  made  to  deprive  Communists 
of  their  citizenship — to  remove  their 
eligibility  for  certain  types  of  jobs— the 
committee  hearings  aforementioned 
mean  virtual  banishment  from  our  so- 
ciety. Why  quibble  over  the  last  and 
necessary  step  of  declaring  such  mem- 
bership and  Communist  activity  illegal 
with  the  test  being  knowledgeable  mem- 
bership in  a  conspiracy?  Only  in  this 
fashion  can  we  guarantee  that  Commu- 
nist intervention  will  no  longer  pervert 
valid  causes.  Only  thus  can  we  elim- 
inate demagogic  exploitations  of  the 
Communist  issue  for  partisan  and  often 
un-American  purposes.  Only  thus  can 
we  eliminate  the  filthy  Communist  press. 
It  is  only  in  this  fashion  that  we  can 
protect  the  gullible  who  are  so  obsessed 
with  a  cause  such  as  peace  or  elimination 
of  racial  discrimination  or  other  valid 
issue  that  they  are  willing  to  collaborate 
with  any  organization  legally  permitted 
to  exist  through  its  membership  and 
often  proceed  from  collaboration  to  sub- 
servience or  indoctrination."  With  the 
party  outlawed  and  the  doctrine  of  per- 
sonal guilt  established  this  question  of 
personal  guilt  will  be  a  question  of  crimi- 
nal guilt  triable  in  the  courts  accord  in? 
to  standards  of  jurisprudence  which  ob- 
tain in  our  courts.  This,  my  friends,  will 
be  a  major  advance. 

In  my  opinion  this  legislation  is  satis- 
factory but  not  satisfactory  enough  and 
you  may  be  assured  that  I  intend  to  pur- 
sue the  subject  of  legislation   properly 
dealing  witlfthis  problem  in  subsequent 
sessions  of  the  Congress.     In  this  legis- 
lation we  are  saying,  by  way  of  analogy. 
we  will  not  punish  narcotic  addicts  but 
we  disapprove  of  a  narcotic  addicts  so- 
ciety and  will  deny  it  the  right  to  sue  in 
court  and  various  other  minor  aspects  of 
its  viability.    We  should  say  it  is  illegal 
for  anyone  to  belong  to  a  narcotic  addicts 
society  knowing  it  to  be  such  a  society 
dedicated  to  promoting  the  u.  e  of  nar- 
cotics.  I  believe  that  this  legislation  does 
nothing  to  the  Communist  press.    It  does 
not  say  that  it  is  illegal  and  prohibited 
from  distorting  issues  and  telling  lies  un- 
der penalty  of  imprisonment  for  the  edi- 
tors and  writers  who  must  necessarUy  be 
identified  as  Communists.  It  docs  not  say 
that  and  in  failing  to  say  it  it  lends  Itself 
to  a  perpetuation  of  the  situation  where 
vital  public  issues  are  often  decided  by 
the  negative  aspect  of  expressed  Com- 
munist approval  or  disapproval.     I  am 
truly  fearful  of  the  day  when  there  may 
be  no  middle  ground  in  this  country  be- 
tween the  demagogues  of  the  extreme 
right  and  the  extreme  left  and  the  con- 
tinued existence  of  a  legal  Communist 
apparatus  engaged  in  propaganda  tends 
toward  the  arrival  at  such  a  situation 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
need  additional  legal  restraints  on  Com- 
munist activities  beyond  that  which  al- 
ready exist. 

The  proposed  legislation  now  under 
consideration  seeks  to  provide  stronger 
and  more  useful  ways  of  combating  this 
menace  within  our  borders.  Commu- 
nism works  from  within  in  an  insidious 
and  secretive  manner.  This  makes  it 
hard  to  ferret  out.  As  to  the  best  means 
to  deal  with  it  we  are  learning  by  experi- 
ence. This  requires  changes  in  our  ap- 
proach.    The  present  bill  differs  from 


that  passed  by  the  Senate  a  few  days 
ago.  It  may  or  may  not  be  the  best 
means.  However,  it  can  be  said  to  have 
the  endorsement  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, who  is  the  legal  adviser  to  the  Presi- 
dent, and  a  member  of  his  Cabinet.  He 
is  presumed  to  know  best  as  to  what  is 
necessary  to  bring  communism  and  its 
agents  to  justice.  Therefore,  I  will  give 
my  support  to  the  present  bill  in  order 
that  at  least  we  do  something  worth- 
while to  curb  the  menace  of  communism. 
It  is  not  claimed  that  this  is  the  last 
word,  or  the  only  remedy.  The  passage 
of  this  bill  may  cause  the  necessity  of  a 
conference  between  the  Senate  and 
Hou.se  to  resolve  the  differences  between 
the  bills  pa.s.sed  by  the  re.'ipective  bodies. 
But  in  any  event  it  will  mean. progress 
toward  providing  more  adequate  means 
of  dealing  with  communism  in  our 
country. 

I  regret  that  this  bill  comes  before  the 
Hou.se  under  a  procedure  that  precludes 
as  full  debate,  and  opjwrtunity  of 
amendment,  that  a  bill  of  this  impor- 
tance .should  have.  I  believe  it  could 
have  been  made  even  better  if  $uch  had 
not  been  the  procedure  adopted.  A 
matter  of  thi.s  kind  is  so  vital  to  our  wel- 
faie  that  it  should  be  given  every  oppor- 
tunity to  be  strengthened  that  is  pos- 
sible. However,  I  have  no  doubt  that 
it  can  and  will  be  an  improvement  upon 
present  law. 

The  bill  sets  forth  in  .sections  2  and  3 
of  the  proposed  amendment  as  fine  a 
statement  as  to  the  purposes,  and  aims 
of  communism,  together  with  the  way 
in  which  it  works  and  imposes  itself 
upon  the  body  politic,  and,  the  most 
effective  mr-ans  of  controlling  it.  as  has 
come  to  my  attention  at  any  time.  It 
reads  as  fellows: 


FINDINGS    or    r.^cT 
S.7C    2.  The  Conpre.ss  hereby  flndi  ai  d  de- 
clarp.s    th.'it    the    Commuiiist    Party    cf    the 
United      States.      althouRh      purportec!y      a 
politic.-il  party.  Is  in  fact  an  Instrumentality 
of   a   con.spir.'iry    to   overthrew    the   Govern- 
merit  of  the  United  States.     It  consCttutes  an 
authoritari.'in   dictator.ship   within  a   repub- 
Hc.    demanding    for    Itf^elf    the    rights    and 
pnvileees  accorded  to  other  pohtlcal  parties, 
but  denying  to  all  others  the  hberttes  guar- 
anteed   by    the    Con.stiutlon.      Unlike    other 
political  partic.'?.  whi^h  evolve  their  policies 
and  programs  thrnuc;h  public  means,  by  the 
reconciliation    of    a    wide    variety    of    Indi- 
vidual views,  and  submit  those  policies  and 
programs  to  the  electorate  at   large  for  ap- 
prov;tl  or  disapproval,  the  policies  and  pro- 
prams  of  the  Communist  Party  are  secretly 
pre.-^crib€d    for   it    by   the   foreign    leaders   cf 
the  world  Ommunist  m.ovement.     Its  mem- 
bers have  no  part  in  determining  Its  goals, 
and   are    not   permitted    to   voice   dissent   to 
party  objectives.     Unlike  members  of  other 
parties,    members    of    the    Communist    Party 
are  recruited  for  indocirlnailon  witb  respect 
to    its    objectives    and     methods,    and     are 
organized.     Instructed,     and     disciplined     to 
carry  into  action  slavL^hly   the  assignmenta 
K!V?n   them   by   their   hierarchial   chleftalna. 
Unlike  other   political   parties,  the  Commu- 
nist   Party    acknowledges    no    constitutional 
or    statutory    limitations    upon    its    conduct 
or   upon   that   of   its   members.     T6e   Com- 
munist Party  Is  relatively  small  numerically, 
and  gives  scant  indication  of  capacity  ever 
to  attain  its  ends  by  lawful  political  means. 
The    peril    inherent    in    its    operating    arises 
not  from   its  numbers,   but   from  lt«  failure 
to  acknowledge  any  limitation  as  to  the  na- 
ture of  its  activities,  and  its  dedicetton   to 
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the  propoeitlon  that  the  present  constitu- 
tional Government  of  the  United  States 
ultimately  must  be  brought  to  ruin  by  any 
available  meaof ,  Including  reaort  to  fore* 
and  violence.  Holding  that  doctrine,  \\» 
role  as  the  agency  of  a  hostile  foreign  power 
renders  Its  exliitence  a  clear  present  and 
continuing  danger  to  the  security  of  the 
United  States.  It  la  the  means  whereby  In- 
dividuals are  seduced  into  the  service  of 
the  world  Communist  movement,  trained 
to  do  Its  bidding,  ar^  directed  and  con- 
trolled in  the  conspliatorlal  performance  of 
their  revolutlon;iry  S'rvlces. 

PROSCBIBES     OKCAKIZATION8 

Sec  3.  The  Communist  Party  of  the  United 
Sutes,  or  any  successors  of  such  party  re- 
i;;irdless  of  the  itssumed  name,  whose  object 
or  purpose  is  to  overthrow  the  Government  of 
the  United  Stat<s,  or  the  government  of  any 
Slate,  Territory,  district,  or  possession  there- 
of, or  the  government  of  any  political  sub- 
division therein  by  force  and  violence,  are 
not  entitled  to  any  of  the  rights.  prlvUeges. 
rind  immunities  attendant  upon  legal  bodies 
created  under  tte  Jurisdiction  of  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  or  any  political  subdivision 
thereof:  and  whatever  rights,  privileges,  and 
Immunities  which  have  heretofore  been 
rranled  to  said  party  or  any  subsidiary  or- 
ganization by  refcson  of  the  laws  of  the  United 
btates  or  any  political  subdivision  thereof, 
are  hereby  terminated. 

Mr.  Speakei.  In  dealing  with  com- 
munism we  must  not  overlook  the  neces- 
sity of  attacking  it  from  all  sides  and 
from  every  anple.  communism  directs  its 
attack  against  .\mericans  of  both  parties. 
The  sooner  we  understand  this  fact  the 
better  it  will  be  for  all  of  us.  No  group  of 
Americans  is  tne  special  target  of  com- 
munism and  ncne  should  claim  a  monop- 
oly of  anticommunlsm.  Although,  we 
Americans  may  disagree  among  ourselves 
on  other  i.ssues,  we  should  never  lose  sight 
of  the  fact  that  communism  is  a  common 
enemy  and  tha:  we  must  stand  united  in 
our  fieht  against  it. 

I  include  as  part  of  my  remarks  an 
editorial  appearing  in  the  Courier-Post. 
publLshed  at  Camden.  N.  J.,  issue  of  Au- 
gust 14,  1954.  reading  as  follows: 

Senate  Passage  of  Bti.l  To  Ban  CoMMXJjnsT 

PAKTT 

H.\s  the  Senate  acted  wisely,  or  with  due 
de:ifccration.  In  passing  the  blU  outlawing 
the  Communist  party? 

The  fact  that  It  voted  85  to  0  to  do  so  la 
a  fair  measure  of  the  Communists'  general 
popularity  both  ;n  the  Senate  and  In  the  Na- 
tion at  large.  From  that  standpoint  Its  ac- 
tion is  not  open  to  challenge. 

But  the  actior .  Initiated  by  19  DemocraU. 
l.s    nevertheless    unexpected    and   surprising. 

The  Admlnisiration  has  been  asking. 
amniig  a  dozen  or  so  other  bills  aimed  at 
communism,  one  which  would  bar  any  Com- 
muni.st  from  holding  office  with  or  being  em- 
ployed by  a  lalx  r  union.  This  was  the  bill 
u:.dcr  debate  Tl  ursday  when,  accepting  the 
Democrats'  proposal,  the  Senate  voted  to 
c  ■mbine  the  two  and  declare  the  Communist 
prirty  to  be  "In  lact  an  Instrumentality  of  a 
cnn.spiracy  to  overthrow  the  Government  of 
the  United  Stat?s"  and  to  make  the  party 
Illegal.  The  legt.latlon  would  provide  penal- 
ties of  5  years  In  JaU  and  a  •10,000  fine  for 
persons  remaining  In  or  willfully  Joining  the 
party  or  comm:ttlng  any  act  designed  to 
carry  out  Communist  purposes. 

The  \ote  was  --aken  amid  a  welter  of  par- 
liamentary maneuvers,  with  a  numt)er  of 
Senators,  perhaps,  not  knowing  exactly  what 
was  going  on.  Although  legislation  to  out- 
law the  Communist  Party  has  been  under 
di.-cusslon  for  y?ar8,  this  vote  to  do  so  was 
taken  almost  as  an  afterthought  and  wlth- 
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out  reflection.  It  was  taken  in  a  conftised 
parllamentai-y  situation,  with  the  titular  Re- 
publican leader.  Senator  Kmo^ivland.  of  CaU- 
fornla,  once  more  deserting  the  adn:ilnlstra- 
tlon'B  position  on  important  legislation  and 
using  his  influence  against  the  administra- 
tion. 

For  the  fact  la  that  this  adxnlnLstratlon. 
which  certainly  no  one  accuses  of  coddling 
communism,  does  not  want  the  Commiuilst 
Party  outlawed,  or  at  least  has  not  up  to 
now. 

President  Elsenhower  and  Attorney  Gen- 
eral Brownell  have  asked  for  and  backed 
the  House-passed  bill  to  decitlzenlze  Reds, 
and  the  Attorney  Generals  other  antl-Com- 
munlst  bills,  which  are  in  various  stages  of 
the  legislative  process. 

But  Brownell  has  repeatedly  objected  to 
outlawing  the  party  on  the  ground  that  It 
would  undermine  present  internal-security 
laws. 

J.  Edgar  Hoover  h.as  repeatedly  objected 
to  outlawing  the  party  lest  It  would  serve 
to  drive  the  Reds  farther  underground  and 
make  the  task  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  In- 
vestigation In  ferreting  them  out  far  more 
difficult. 

It  is  a  little  hard  to  escape  the  belief  that 
the  Senate's  action  Thursday  night  was,  as 
Senator  Lehman.  Democrat,  of  New  York, 
put  It.  "blunderbuss,  scattershot"  business 
or  motivated  by  little  more  than  a  desire, 
for  vote-getting  purposes,  "to  do  something — 
anything — about  Communist  Influences  In 
the  United  States,"  as  be  said  previously  in 
connection  with  other  anti-Red  legislation. 

The  bill  now  goes  to  the  House, where  It 
seems  unlikely  to  receive  concurrence.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  appear  to  be  as  startled 
as  some  Members  of  the  Senate  Itself  at  the 
Senate's  action. 

Should  the  administration  reverse  Itself 
and  now  give  the  green  Usht  to  the  bill,  the 
chances  are  the  House  will  pass  it.  Other- 
wise not. 

But  unless  new  reasons  for  such  a  change 
of  mind  now  exist.  It  Is  safe  to  assume  that 
J  Edgar  Hoover,  for  Instance,  will  not  change 
his  opinion  about  the  bill. 

And  on  a  subject  of  this  nature,  so  far 
as  the  Covu-ier-Post  is  concerned,  and  most 
other  Americans  as  well,  J.  Edgar  Hoover's 
opinion  is  gaod  enough  for  us. 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  availing  myself  of  the  general  leave 
to  extend  remarks  at  this  point  for  the 
sole  purjxjse  of  explaining  what  is  here 
transpiring  to  those  who  in  later  days 
and  years  will  be  reading  this  Record. 

The  83d  Congress  is  near  the  close  of  a 
long  session.  Many  Members,  most  of 
whom  were  punctilious  in  their  attend- 
ance, already  have  left  for  home  with 
the  understanding,  general  among  the 
Membership,  that  there  would  be  no  fur- 
ther legislation  of  major  importance  not 
already  cleared  by  the  Rules  Committee 
or  otherwise  scheduled.  A  point  of  quo- 
rum raised  earlier  in  the  day  resulted  in 
a  roUcall — No.  141 — showing  140  absen- 
tees. From  this  it  is  fair  to  conclude  that 
approximately  one-third  of  this  body 
already  had  left  under  the  assurance 
that  the  work  of  the  session  was  com- 
pleted. 

In  this  situation  a  measure  requiring 
the  most  careful  study  and  particularity 
to  keep  our  legislative  actions,  in  serving 
a  worthy  end.  still  within  the  limitations 
of  the  Constitution,  is  brought  before  us 
under  suspension  of  the  rules.  That 
means  that  there  can  be  only  40  minutes 
of  debate,  which  of  course  is  inadequate 
for  proper  presentment  by  ranking 
Members  and  denies  to  others  any  op- 
portunity of  pai'ticipation.    The  general 


leave  to  extend  remarks  will  permit  those 
who  wish  to  do  so  to  put  into  the  Record 
what  they  might  have  said  In  fact  and 
prior  to  the  voting  had  this  important 
legislation  been  before  us  in  the  usual 
manner  with  the  House  sitting  as  Com- 
mittee of  the  "Whole  and  every  Member 
free  to  participate  under  the  5-minute 
rule. 

Moreover,  there  is  no  printed  copy  of 
the  bill  available.  There  is  no  conmiit- 
tee  report.  No  one  seems  to  know  exact- 
ly what  is  in  the  measure.  The  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
(Mr.  Walter]  a  ranking  member  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee  and  a  lawyer  of 
recognized  preeminence,  says  that  It  is 
"so  loosely  drawn  that  it  rattles."  and 
that  in  the  few  minutes  he  has  had  to 
examine  it  he  has  only  started  finding 
the  bugs  hidden  in  it.  The  distin- 
guished former  chairman  of  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee,  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  iMr.  Celler],  says  that  it 
will  take  a  long  time  to  get  from  the 
courts  exact  judicial  definitions  of  what 
the  bill  entails. 

We  have  been  in  session  since  January. 
All  that  time  the  United  States  has  been 
engaged  in  a  continuing  cold  war  with 
the  communist  world.  It  is  beyond  my 
understanding  why  this  legislation, 
effectively  to  confine  communism,  was 
not  brought  before  us  long  ago  and  in  the 
regular  order.  Why  this  waiting  until  a 
third  of  the  Members  had  gone  home? 
Why  this  coming  in  with  a  bill  unprinted 
and  which  may  or  may  not  be  constitu- 
tional, may  or  may  not  be  more  harmful 
than  helpful  to  the  purpose  we  seek?  No 
one  knows. 

Despite  my  objection  to  this  manner  of 
let'islating.  and  the  confusion  as  to  the 
real  meaning  of  the  provisions  of  this 
bill,  I  am  voting  for  it.  Whenever  there 
is  doubt.  I  resolve  the  doubt  in  favor  of 
my  country.  I  have  hved  by  this  rule. 
I  am  sure  that  the  same  holds  true  with 
mj'  colleagues  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle. 

This  is  not  a  normal  time.  It  is  a  pe- 
riod of  continuing  emergency  that  re- 
quires military  service  of  our  youth, 
makes  great  demands  upon  our  re- 
sources, torments  us  with  the  constant 
fear  of  a  civilization-destroying  atomic 
war.  Soviet  Russia  and  her  commums- 
tic  satellites  have  forced  that  upon  us. 

Communism  as  a  political  philosophy 
ceases  to  exist  when  communism  be- 
comes the  instrument  of  Godless  tyrants 
to  subdue  the  free  will  of  men  every- 
where. We  must  distinguish  between 
that  which  by  a  label  is  a  philosophy  and 
that  which  in  reaUty  is  a  conspiracy  to 
destroy  our  way  of  life. 

I  have  voted  consistently  against  leg- 
islation which  I  thought  unwise  because 
any  temporary  advantage  that  might  at- 
tend its  enactment  I  foresaw  would  be 
offset  by  the  permanent  injury  to  con- 
stitutional foundations  supporting  the 
rights  we  cherish.  In  a  time  of  passions 
natural  to  an  emergency,  and  popular  in- 
dignation over  the  abuse  of  the  Bill  of 
Ri.chts,  I  consistently  have  sought  to 
hold  my  head  and  keep  my  feet  on  the 
ground. 

As  I  see  it.  and  as  the  issue  is  here  pre- 
sented on  voting  for  this  bill,  imperfectly 
drawn  thoui^h  it  be  and  of  uncertain  le- 
gal validity,  we  are  putting  the  Congress 
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of  the  United  States  definitely  on  record 
against  communism  both  openly  organ- 
ized and  subversively  operated.  That  is 
ground  upon  which  all  Americans  can 
stand,  conservatives  apd  liberals.  Demo- 
crats, Republicans,  and  Independents. 
The  Issue  then  is  one  of  confession  of 
faith.  The  imperfections  in  a  hastily 
drawn  and  scantily  considered  bill  we 
must  leave  to  experience  and  to  the 
courts. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
4y2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Dies]. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  has  been 
stated,  the  Senate  bill  fails  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party,  although  I  am  sure 
they  Intended  to  do  so.  Actually  what 
they  did  was  to  provide  that  anyone 
who  becomes  or  remains  a  member  of 
the  Communist  Party  and  commits  some 
act  in  furtherance  oif  the  objectives  of 
the  Communist  Party  is  guilty  of  a 
crime.  That,  in  substance,  is  the  Smith 
Act.  The  House  bill  is  a  considerable 
Improvement  over  the  Senate  bill.  Sec- 
tion 3  of  the  House  bill,  which  outlaws 
the  Communist  Party,  was  taken  from 
H.  R.  8912.  a  bill  which  I  introduced  and 
which  was  later  introduced  by  my  dis- 
tinguished colleague  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Graham],  and  which  was  written 
largely  by  Justice  Musmanno  as  an  emi- 
nent authority  on  this  question.  Justice 
Musmanno  spent  a  great  deal  of  time 
and  he  prepared  what  I  conceived  to  be 
an  effective  bill.  It  is  my  regret  that  the 
entire  provisions  of  H.  R.  8912  were  not 
included  in  this  bill. 

Here  Is  the  situation:  You  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party;  you  terminate  its 
rights  and  its  privileges  and  its  immu- 
nities. But  you  have  no  provision  in 
the  bill  to  enforce  it.  Under  my  bill  and 
under  Mr.  Graham's  bill— that  is,  the  bill 
which  Justice  Musmanno  prepared — you 
had  an  enforcement  provision.  You  pro- 
vide that  anyone  who  becomes  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Communist  Party,  would  be 
guilty  of  a  crime.  You  define  15  factual 
situations  that  would  constitute  mem- 
bership. 

The  administration  was  opposed  to 
that  bill.  Mr.  Brownell,  the  Attorney 
General,  would  not  agree  to  it.  I  re- 
cently debated  the  question  with  the 
Assistant  Attorney  General.  Their  ar- 
gimient  is  that  if  you  have  that  provision 
it  would  nullify  the  Smith  Act.  Of 
course,  they  are  absolutely  mistaken. 

The  Smith  Act  provides  for  an  overt 
act.  It  is  not  sufficient  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Communist  Party  to  be  guilty,  un- 
der the  Smith  Act.  You  have  to  commit 
some  overi  act  in  order  to  be  convicJled. 
There  is  nothing  in  my  bill  or  in  Mr. 
Graham's  bill  which  would  nullify  the 
Registration  Act. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  wUl  the 
gentleman  yield?  ' 

Mr.  DIES.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Was  not  the  decision 
to  the  effect  that  it  need  not  be  an  overt 
act?    Judge  Medina  ruled  that  way. 

Mr.  DIES.  The  theory  and  the  pur- 
pose of  the  Smith  Act  is  to  provide  for 
overt  acts;  that  is,  speaking,  advocating, 
doing  something  in  connection  with  your 
membership  in  the  Communist  Party. 
That  constitutes  an  overt  act. 


Under  the  theory  of  the  bill  which 
Justice  Musmanno  prepared  and  which 
I  enlarge  in  some  respects  there  was 
provided  that  the  party  is  outlawed  in 
the  same  language  that  you  will  find  In 
this  bill.  But  we  went  further  and  we 
said  anyone  who  becomes  a  member  or 
remains  a  member  of  the  party  will  be 
guilty  of  a  crime,  and  we  then  define 
about  15  factual  situations  that  consti- 
tute membership  in  the  Communist 
Party. 

Those  who  put  this  bill  together  left 
out  section  3  of  my  bill.  They  eimply 
put  in  section  2.  So  while  you  are  out- 
lawing the  Communist  Party — and  cer- 
tainly that  is  a  very  desirable  thing  to 
do — yet  the  bill  does  not  contain  ade- 
quate enforcement  provisions.  I  am 
hoping  that  when  the  conferees  meet 
they  will  call  Justice  Musmanno  before 
the  committee  and  get  him  to  help  them 
write  a  more  workable  bill. 

Of  course,  this  bill  represents  a  f,reat 
victory  for  those  of  us  who  have  been 
urging  that  the  Communist  con.'ipiracy 
be  outlawed  in  the  United  States.  It  is 
a  frank  and  realtistic  recognition  of  the 
criminal  and  treasonable  nature  and 
purpose  of  Communist  organizations. 
Why  do  we  want  to  keep  fooling  with 
this  thing?  I  read  to  the  House  the 
agreement  which  President  Roosevelt 
made  with  Litvinov  in  1933.  In  that 
agreement  they  agreed  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party  and  all  Communist 
organizations.  That  was  a  solemn  com- 
mitment on  the  part  of  the  Soviet  Union, 
and  all  that  my  bill  proposes  to  do  is  to 
carry  into  effect  the  agreement  of  the 
Soviet  Government. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the 
gentleman  3  additional  minute.s. 

Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield' 
Mr.  DIES.  I  yield. 
Mr.  CELLER.  The  Senate  bill  pro- 
vided for  individual  sanctions.  This  bill 
does  not  provide  for  such  sanctions;  and. 
if  the  Senate  bill  provides  for  individual 
sanctions,  then  if  one  under  the  Bmith 
Act  is  asked  whether  he  is  a  Communist 
or  a  member  of  the  Communist  Party, 
he  ipso  facto  gets  into  the  toils  of  this 
statute  and  convicts  himself. 

Mr.  DIES.  Here  is  the  answer  to  that : 
This  statute  will  not  become  effective 
until  passed.  It  will  only  apply  in  the 
future.  It  will  not  apply  in  the  past. 
You  can  prosecute  a  man  under  the 
Smith  Act  for  what  he  has  done  or  failed 
to  do  in  the  past.  You  can  prosecute 
him  for  failure  to  register  in  the  pa.st. 
and  at  the  same  time  you  can  prosecute 
him  under  the  terms  of  my  act  in  the 
future  just  because  he  belongs  to  the 
Communist  Party  or  he  is  a  member  of 
the  Communist  Party. 

Furthermore,  my  bill  included  not 
only  the  Communist  Party  but  the  fron- 
tal organizations — subsidiary  or  auxil- 
iary organizations.  I  want  to  deprive 
the  entire  Communist  machinery  in  the 
United  States  of  its  legal  status.  I  think 
the  time  has  come  when  we  ought  to  end 
this  question.     Now,  the  Dies  committee 

recommended  it  unanimously  in  1941 

5  Democrats  and  2  Republicans — and  we 
have  been  talking  about  it  for  years. 
There  is  no  reason  today  that  we  should 


not  act  effectively  and  adequately  to 
accomplish  what  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try want.  In  every  poll  that  has  been 
conducted  98  percent  of  the  people  are 
in  favor  of  outlawing  the  Communist 
Party.  One  million  people  signed  peti- 
tions in  favor  of  my  bill. 

Let  me  urge  the  Republican  leadership, 
my  good  friend  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana (Mr.  HalleckI,  and  our  distin- 
guished Speaker,  that  when  you  go  into 
conference  to  write  this  bill  remember 
it  is  a  tremendously  important  bill,  not 
only  for  the  effect  it  will  have  in  the 
United  States  but  the  psychological  ef- 
fect throu?;hout  the  world.  Our  weak- 
ness has  always  been  that  while  we  de- 
nounce communism,  we  recognize  it  as 
a  legal  entity  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIES.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  want  to  say.  first  of 
all.  that  I  am  quite  sure  that  the  first 
section  of  the  bill  subsequently  intro- 
duced by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania I  Mr.  Grah.\m  I  does  outlaw  the 
Communi.'=t  Party.  The  other  section 
makes  it  a  felony  to  belong  to  the  party. 
That  position  has  been  avoided  in  the 
pa.^t.  Take  the  reui.stration  act.  A 
mai  is  required  to  register,  and  then  to 
belong  to  the  organization  per  se  is  a 
felony.  You  ask  him  to  incriminate 
him-^elf.  In  other  words,  what  we  want 
to  do  IS  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party. 
which  we  do  here  and  which  the  bill 
from  the  other  body  did  not  do.  and  to 
preserve  intact  the  Internal  Security  Act 
and  the  Smith  Act,  which  have  been 
serving  very  well. 

Mr.  DIES.  In  the  first  place,  take 
your  regi-^tration  act.  It  was  a  foolish 
piece  of  leyi.slation.  The  very  idea  of 
saying  'Here  is  a  criminal,  here  is  a 
con.'=uirator.  here  is  a  man  who  wants  to 
overthrow  the  Government.  We  will  let 
him  have  leual  protection  by  simply 
rc:4istering.-  I  hope  that  when  this 
goes  to  conference  we  will  include  all  of 
the  provisions  of  this  bill  that  was  in- 
troduced by  me  a.s  well  as  the  bill  intro- 
duced by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania  I  Mr.  GhahamI. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yie^d 
one-half  mmute  to  the  gentlewoman 
from  Idaho  I  Mrs.  Pfost). 

Mrs.  PiOSr.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  .^tand 
second  to  none  in  my  opposition  to  ai:d 
hatred  of  communism.  I  am  anxious 
to  do  everything  in  my  power  to  prevent 
its  insidious  spread  in  this  country  and 
to  ou.st  from  our  shores  all  foreign  agents 
who  seek  to  overthrow  this  great  democ- 
racy of  ours. 

Since  coming  to  Con^rress  it  has  gi"en 
me  great  satisfaction  to  support  legisla- 
tion making  espionage  equally  heinous 
in  peacetime  as  in  war. 

I  have  been  disturbed.  hoA'cver,  by  the 
piecemeal,  patchwork  approach  we  are 
making  to  the  very  great  problem  of 
safeguardin?  our  national  security.  O.ie 
day  we  pass  a  law  which  strikes  at  one 
illegal  activity  of  the  Communist  Party, 
and  the  next  day  we  pass  anorther  law 
which  strikes  at  a  separate  activity.  In- 
evitably, some  of  them  overlap.  Others 
are  ineflfective.  Still  others  are  unclear, 
or  have  loopholes  through  which  Com- 
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munists  slip  eaily  to  escape  punishment. 
If  we  continue  to  use  this  hit-or-miss 
approach,  we  will  continue  to  be  faced 
with  a  constant  stream  of  bills  on  com- 
munism. 

Why  not  strike  directly  at  the  problem 
by  clearly  and  unequivocally  outlawing 
the  Communist  Party? 

We  all  know  what  the  Communist 
Party  is.  We  know  it  is  not  a  party  but 
a  revolutionary  conspiracy,  inspired  and 
directed  by  Moscow.  We  know  it  is 
working  24  hours  a  day  with  one  objec- 
tive— the  destruction  of  our  democratic 
form  of  government  and  the  establish- 
me!it  of  a  Communist  dictatorship.  We 
have  masses  of  documentary  evidence 
proving  that  Communists  will  resort  to 
any  illegal  or  unethical  conduct  to 
achieve  their  objective.  Deceit,  perjury, 
infiltration,  espionage,  sabotage,  and 
tJiiorism  are  the  basic  ingredients  in  the 
C.mmunist  recipe.  And  these  basic 
cpt rations  have  always  been  conducted 
in  secrecy,  while  a  few  Communists  above 
t  round  carry  on  a  p>oor  pretense  that  the 
Ccmmunist  Party  is  a  political  organ- 
ic,it  ion  not  too  different  from  Democrats 
and  Republicans. 

This  conspiracy  has  been  operating 
under  the  guise  of  the  Communist  Party 
in  the  United  S'-ates  since  1919.  By  1928, 
the  party  had  grown  in  prestige  to  the 
fxtent  that  48.770  American  citizens 
vrted  for  William  Z.  Poster,  later  head 
of  the  Communist  Party,  for  president. 
That  year,  you  will  remember,  the  Com- 
munists ran  under  the  label  of  the 
'Workers  Party." 

By  1932,  the  number  of  Communists 
had  nearly  doubled,  and  in  that  election 
almost  103,000  persons  voted  the  Com- 
munist ticket  for  president.  By  1936  the 
Communist  vote  was  slightly  over  80.000. 
By  1940  it  had  dropped  to  48.597. 

In  February  1953.  FBI  Chief  J.  Edgar 
Hoover  testified  that  the  number  of 
Communists  in  this  country  totaled  only 
24.796 — or  only  one-fourth  of  the  mun- 
bor  that  voted  in  1932.  I  am  confident 
the  facts  will  show  that  from  1932  to 
1952  the  United  States  Government  had 
the  most  successful  record  of  any  free 
country  in  the  world  in  crushing  the  ef- 
fectiveness of  the  Communist  apparatus. 

But.  as  J.  Edgar  Hoover  has  warned, 
the  smaller  figure  represents  hard-core 
fanatics.  And  we  all  know  that  a  hand- 
ful of  Communists  can  do  massive  harm. 

Much  of  the  Communist  success  in 
this  country  is  due  to  the  freedom  of 
the  organized  and  trained  minority  to 
work  on  and  manipulate  non-Commu- 
nists. There  is  no  doubt  that  loyal 
Americans  are  only  manipulated  when 
they  are  confused.  And  our  present  se- 
curity legislation  has  unquestionably 
contributed  to  that  confusion. 

For  example,  it  is  certainly  confusing 
to  see  Communist  Party  leaders  listed  on 
our  ballots — their  right  to  run  even  for 
the  Presidency  unchallenged — while  at 
the  same  time  other  Communist  leaders 
are  being  led  off  to  jail  for  conspiracy  to 
advocate  the  overthrow  of  this  govern- 
ment by  force  and  violence.  Such  a  par- 
adox is  perplexing  to  even  the  clearest 
thinking  person — let  alone  one  muddled 
by  Communist  indoctrination. 

It  .seems  to  me  that  if  we  sincerely  be- 
lieve that  the  Communist  Party  is  dedi- 


cated to  the  destnKtion  of  our  form  of 
Government,  we  owe  our  Government 
and  our  people  legislation  that  faces  the 
problem  squarely.  We  need  to  outlaw 
the  Communist  Party,  and  provide  crim- 
inal penalties  for  anyone  who  partici- 
pates in  its  activities  with  knowledge  of 
Its  revolutionary  objective  and  purp>ose. 

I  know  that  the  bill  accomplishing  this 
will  be  passed. .  I  am  very  happy  over 
the  part  I  have  been  privileged  to  play 
in  the  war  against  this  foreign-con- 
trolled conspiracy. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  such  time 
as  I  have  remaining. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  obviously 
I  am  in  the  majority  here,  or  it  seems 
to  me  the  majority,  who  agree  that  this 
is  a  very  bad  bill  and  that  this  is  the 
wrong  way  to  bring  before  the  House  a 
bill  of  such  tremendous  importance. 
Just  as  obviously,  I  am  going  to  be  a 
very  small  minority  of  one  in  voting 
against  the  bill. 

I  am  opposed  to  outlawing  any  party. 
No  one  can  say  that  I  have  not  opposed 
communism  or  that  I  shall  not  continue 
to  oppose  it  as  vigorously  as  any  Ameri- 
can can. 

Let  me  quote  very  briefly  from  a  state- 
ment made  yesterday  by  a  truly  great 
American,  one  of  the  greatest  jurists 
of  our  day.  United  States  District  Judge 
Harold  R  Medina.  He  said,  in  voic- 
ing his  opposition  to  outlawing  the  Com- 
munist Party: 

I  take  this  position  only  as  a  citizen  on  a 
question  of  national  policy.  Such  a  blanket 
act  is  an  utterly  un-Anierican  procedure.  U 
we  let  OUT  passions  of  the  moment  whittle 
away  our  hard -won  concepts  of  Justice,  It 
will  be  a  sorry  day  for  us. 

It  will,  indeed,  be  a  sorry  day  for  us 
If  we  pass  this  bill  of  attainder,  as  the 
House  is  inclined  to  do  at  this  moment. 

Our  Federal  Government  has  been  in- 
dicting, trying,  convicting,  and  sending 
to  jail  persons  who  have  been  advocat- 
ing the  overthrow  of  this  Government  by 
force  and  violence. 

We  do  not  need  this  bill  to  accomplish 
that  worthy  objective. 

President  Eisenhower  and  his  Attorney 
Greneral  have  said  this  bill  is  unnecessary 
and  bad. 

But  if  it  is  good,  if  it  can  withstand 
analysis,  if  It  can  stand  up  under  the 
light  of  day.  then  bring  it  before  us  in 
the  regular  way. 

Certainly  we  should  have  hearings  on 
it  with  a  report  from  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee. We  not  only  do  not  have  that, 
we  do  not  even  have  a  copy  of  the  bill 
we  are  being  urged  to  enact.  I  doubt 
whether  as  many  as  three  Members  of 
this  House  have  had  an  opportunityi^p 
read  the  mimeographed  copy  of  what  we 
are  told  is  the  bill  except  for  "minor 
changes." 

What  is  the  burning  rush  about  this? 
Why  must  it  be  done  today  in  the  clos- 
ing hours  of  this  session,  with  40  minutes 
of  debate  and  no  opportunity  to  amend 
it? 

No  one  has  suggested  that  any  pos- 
sible harm  can  come  from  waiting  until 
next  Januai7  to  pass  this  bill. 

Permit  me  to  suggest  that  your  action 
here  today  borders  on  hysteria,  born  of 


fear  that  you  cannot  prove  you  are  a  100- 
percent  American. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
for  a  unanimous  consent  request  to  the 
gentleman  from  Missoiu^  [Mr.  Col>]. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speakier,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  in  the  Record  at  this  point  and 
to  include  a  speech  I  made  on  this  sub- 
ject back  in  the  80th  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
under  date  of  November  17,  1947,  I  in- 
troduced in  the  House  the  first  bill  to 
have  for  its  purpose  the  outlawing  of  the 
Communist  Party  in  the  United  States. 
That  bill  was  known  as  H.  R.  4482  of  the 
80th  Congress.  Thereafter,  on  Decem- 
ber 15,  1947.  I  spoke  at  length  on  the 
need  for  this  legislation  and  the  con- 
stitutionality thereof.  There  was  a 
pressing  need  for  this  legislation  then, 
and,  had  it  been  enacted,  our  Nation 
would  no  doubt  by  now  be  comparatively 
free  of  the  Communist  threat  that  pres- 
ently confronts  our  Nation  from  within. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  still  a  pressing 
need  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party  in 
these  United  States,  and  I  am  whole- 
heartedly in  favor  of  the  legislation  now 
under  consideration  even  though  it  does 
not  go  as  far  as  my  bill.  H.  R.  1576, 
introduced  January  13.  1953.  In  order 
to  overcome  the  arguments  of  some  as  ' 
to  the  constitutionality  of  this  legisla- 
tion, imder  unanimous  consent,  I  ask 
that  the  speech  that  I  made  on  Decem- 
ber 15.  1^47,  be  printed  in  full  at  this 
point  in  the  Record: 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  special  session  of  Con- 
gress was  convened  prlmarUy  to  deal  wltb 
the  threat  of  communism  that  now  con- 
fronts our  national  security.  Earlier  today 
this  House  voted  to  authorize  the  expendi- 
ture of  approximately  »600  million  to  pre- 
vent the  spread  of  communism  In  Europe. 
Our  national  leaders  are  much  concerned 
over  the  situation  In  £urop>e,  and.  In  that 
deep  concern,  they  have  apparently  over- 
looked the  activities  of  the  Communists  here 
at  home.  Evidently  they  cannot  see  Um 
forest  for  the  trees.  The  earlier  we  wipe  out 
every  vestige  of  this  venomous  activity  with- 
in our  own  borders,  the  stronger  we  shall 
keep  ourselves  to  withstand  its  attacks  from 
other  sources.  The  threat  to  our  national 
security  Is  so  great  that  immediate  and 
drastic  action  must  be  taken. 

There  are  those  that  wlU  contend  that  my 
bill  is  unconstitutional.  They  wUl  cry  about 
civil  liberties,  free  speech,  and  Invasion  or 
States  rights.    To  them  I  have  this  to  say: 

The  Four  ding  Fathers  of  our  great  Repub- 
lic did  not  contemplate  In  their  guaranty  ot 
life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness 
that  such  pursuit  should  permit  anyone  to 
take  away  our  liberty  and  destroy  o\ir  hap- 
piness through  the  overthrow  of  our  repub- 
lican form  of  government  by  subversive 
means.  There  is  more  constitutionality  in  a 
move  to  prevent  destruction  of  what  we 
hold  dear  than  there  is  in  the  unfettered 
right  of  communistically  inspired  lunatics  to 
take  It  away  from  us.  There  Is  more  plain 
commonsense  in  the-  theory  back  of  what  X 
propose  than  there  is  in  the  whole  Ideology 
of  the  Soviet  Republic,  and  particularly  thos* 
who  reside  within  our  borders  and  adhere  to 
those  ideologies;  but  let  us  take  a  look  at 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  SUtes.  Let' 
us  see  whether  or  not  Its  provisions  are  such 
as  to  prohibit  the  legislation  I  propose.    We 
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bave  only  to  turn  to  article  4,  section  4, 
wbicb  provides: 

"The  United  States  shall  guarantee  to 
every  State  in  this  Union  a  republican  form 
of  government  and  shall  protect  each  of 
them  against  Invasion." 

Now  let  us  determine  what  the  framers  of 
our  Constitution  Intended  a  republican  form 
of  government  as  here  guaranteed  to  be. 
James  Madison  defined  a  republican  form  of 
government  as  "a  government  which  derives 
all  its  powers  directly  or  indirectly  from  the 
great  body  of  the  people  and  Is  administered 
by  persons  holding  their  offices  during  pleas- 
ure, for  a  limited  period,  or  during  good 
behavior."  It  is  reported  in  the  Federalist, 
No.  43,  that  James  Madison,  during  the  de- 
bate on  the  adoption  of  our  Constitution, 
had  this  to  say  concerning  the  scope  and 
intent  of  article  4,  section  4: 

"It  may  possibly  be  asked,  what  need 
there  could  be  of  such  a  precaution,  and 
whether  it  may  not  become  a  pretext  for 
alterations  in  the  State  governments,  with- 
out the  concurrence  of  the  States  them- 
selves. These  questions  admit  of  ready 
rnswers.  If  the  interjxjsition  of  the  General 
Government  should  not  be  needed,  the  pro- 
vision for  such  an  event  will  be  a  harmless 
superfluity  only  in  the  Constitution.  But 
who  can  say,  what  experiments  may  be  pro- 
duced by  the  caprice  of  particular  States, 
by  the  ambition  of  enterprising  leaders,  or 
by  the  intrigues  and  influence  of  foreign 
powers?  To  the  second  question  it  may  be 
answered,  that  if  the  general  governments 
should  interpose  by  virtue  of  this  constitu- 
tional authority,  It  will  be,  of  course,  bound 
to  pursue  the  authority.  But  the  authority 
extends  no  farther  than  to  a  guaranty  of  a 
republican  form  of  government,  which  sup- 
poses a  preexisting  government  of  the  form 
which  Is  to  be  gruaranteed.  As  long,  there- 
fore, as  the  existing  republican  forms  are 
continued  by  the  States,  they  are  guaranteed 
by  the  Federal  Constitution.  Whenever  the 
States  may  choose  to  substitute  other  repub- 
lican forms,  they  have  a  rignt  to  do  so, 
and  to  claim  the  Federal  guaranty  for  the 
latter.  The  only  restriction  imposed  on  them 
is,  that  they  shall  not  exchange  republican 
for  anti-republican  constitutions;  a  restric- 
tion which,  it  is  presumed  will  hardly  be 
considered  as  a  grievance." 

A  more  recent  interpretation  of  this  con- 
stitutional provision  is  found  in  one  Wil- 
loughby,  opere  citato,  supra,  pages  214- 
216,  where  it  is  said: 

"In  form,  the  first  clause  of  this  section 
would  appear  to  be  for  the  benefit  of  the 
States  and  to  Impose  a  duty  upon  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  and  such  undoubtedly 
would  be  its  effect  should  a  foreign  power 
attempt  to  impose  a  government  of  any  sort 
whatever  upon  the  people  of  one  of  the 
States  against  their  will;  or  should  a  do- 
mestic revolution  result  in  the  establish- 
ment of  a  government  not  sanctioned  by 
law  or  not  freely  agreed  to  by  the  electorate. 
In  fact,  however,  as  is  elsewhere  described, 
and  as  will  presently  be  more  particularly 
spoken  of.  this  clause  was  so  Interpreted 
during  reconstruction  times  as  to  give  to  the 
Federal  Grovernment  for  several  years  an  al- 
most unlimited  power  of  control  of  the  do- 
mestic atfalrs  of  those  States  that  had  been 
in  rebellion  against  its  authority. 

"It  will  be  noticed  that  the  Constitution 
does  not  itself  define  the  term  'republican 
form  of  government.'  It  has,  however,  al- 
ways been  an  accepted  rule  of  construction 
that  the  technical  and  special  terms  used 
In  the  Constitution  are  to  be  given  that 
meaning  which  they  had  at  the  time  that 
instrument  was  framed.  This  is  but  reason- 
able, for.  in  default  of  anything  to  the  con- 
trary, those  who  drafted  the  Constitution 
are  to  be  presumed  to  have  intended  the 
words  which  they  used  to  have  that  meaning 
they  knew  them  to  have.  For  a  definition, 
then,  of  'republican  government,'  we  must 
discover  what,  in  1787,  such  a  political  form 


was  considered  to  be.  Certainly  we  may 
say  that  the  Government  of  the  13  Original 
States  as  they  existed  at  the  time  the  Con- 
stitution was  drafted  must  have  been  con- 
sidered as  Illustrating  the  republican  type. 
Furthermore,  the  constitutions  of  all  those 
States  which  have  been  admitted  to  the 
Union  since  1787  must  be  regarded  as  having 
been  impliedly  considered  republicRn  by 
Congress  at  the  time  of  the  giving  of  Its 
assent   to   their   entrance   Into    the   Union." 

In  the  case  of  Duncan  v.  McCall  ( 139  U.  S. 
461),  Chief  Justice  Puller  had  this  to  gay: 

"By  the  Constitution  a  republican  form 
of  government  is  guaranteed  to  every  State 
in  the  Union,  and  the  distinguishing  feature 
of  that  form  is  the  right  of  the  people  to 
choose  their'  own  officers  for  governmental 
administration,  and  pass  their  own  laws  in 
virtue  of  the  legislative  power  repoeed  in 
representative  bodies,  whose  legitlmnte  acts 
may  be  said  to  be  those  of  the  people  them- 
selves; but,  while  the  people  are  thus  the 
source  of  political  power,  their  governments. 
Nation  an*  State,  have  been  limited  by  writ- 
ten constitutions,  and  they  have  thenri'^elves 
thereby  set  bounds  to  their  own  po*er,  as 
against  the  sudden  Impluses  of  mere 
majorities." 

Now,  let  us  determine  the  type  of  govern- 
m.ent  that  the  Communists  propose.  Last 
March,  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Director  of  tlie  Fed- 
eral Bureau  of  Investigation,  had  this  to  say 
regarding  the  Communist  Party: 

"It  stands  for  the  destruction  of  our  Amer- 
ican form  of  government:  it  stands  for  the 
destruction  of  American  democracy;  It  etands 
for  the  destruction  of  free  enterprise,  and  it 
stands  for  the  creation  of  a  Soviet  of  the 
United  States'  and  ultimate  world  revolu- 
tion. •  •  •  The  Communist  Party  vt  the 
United  States  is  a  fifth  column  if  thete  ever 
was  one." 

In  speaking  before  a  group  of  Amifrlcan 
Communist  leaders.  Dictator  Joseph  Stalin 
made  the   following  comments: 

"I  consider  that  the  Communist  Party  of 
the  United  States  Is  one  of  the  few  Com- 
munist Parties  to  which  history  has  given 
decisive  tasks  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
world  revolutionary  movement.  Tl^e  revolu- 
tionary crisis  has  not  yet  reached  the  t'nited 
States,  but  we  already  have  knowledge  of 
numerous  facts  which  suggest  that  it  is  ap- 
proaching. It  Is  necessary  that  the  American 
Communist  Party  should  be  capable  of  meet- 
ing the  moment  of  crisis,  fully  equipped  to 
take  direction  of  future  class  wars  in  the 
United  States.  You  must  prepare  for  that, 
conu-ades,  with  all  your  strength  and  by  every 
means.  You  must  forge  rral  revolutionary 
cadres  and  leaders  of  the  p-oletariat  who  will 
be  capable  of  leading  the  millions  of  Amer- 
ican workers  toward  the  revolutionary  class 
wars." 

This  address  of  Dictator  Joseph  Stalin  was 
published  by  the  Communist  Party  of  the 
United  States  In  a  work  entitled  "Stalin's 
Speeches  on  the  American  Party." 

When  the  United  States  Government  tried 
unsuccessfully  to  deport  Harry  Bridges  be- 
cause of  his  Communist  activities,  the  De- 
partment of  Justice,  in  rendering  a  legal 
opinion  on  the  matter,  said: 

"The  Communist  Party  of  the  United 
States,  a  section  of  the  so-called  Third 
International,  was  founded  in  1919;  and  after 
its  name  was  changed  several  times  finally 
became  the  Communist  Party  of  the  United 
States  of  America. 

"The  Third  International  advocated  the 
class  struggle,  which  was  described  as  enter- 
ing the  phase  of  civil  war  in  America.  Illegal 
methods  were  also  advocated,  where  neces- 
sary, to  carry  on  its  work — systematic  Salta- 
tion In  the  Army,  the  renouncing  of  patriot- 
ism, and  the  revolutionary  overthrow  of 
capitalism. 

"The  American  section  adopted  a  program 
declaring:  'The  Communist  Party  will  sys- 
tematically  and   persistently   propagate    the 


Idea  of  the  Inevitability  and  necessity  for 
violent  revolution  and  will  prepare  the  work- 
ers for  armed  insurrection  as  the  only  means 
of  overthrowing  the  capitalistic  state." 

"The  Communist  Party  teaches  the  violent 
overthrow  of  existing  governments  including 
the  United  States.  The  concept  reaches  back 
to  the  famous  manifesto  of  Marx  ftnd  Engels 
of  1848.  which  declares.  "The  Communists 
openly  declare  that  their  ends  can  be  at- 
tained only  by  the  overthrow  of  all  existing 
serial  conditions.' 

"in  the  theses  and  statutes  of  the  Third 
International  (1920)  this  doctrine  is  ex- 
panded. This  and  other  documentary  evi- 
dence established  that  it  is  an  organization 
that  advises,  advocates,  and  teaches  the 
overthrow  by  force  and  violence  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States." 

Karl  Marx,  in  his  Manifesto  of  the  Com- 
munist Party,  clearly  defines  the  aim  of 
communism  to  destroy  the  American  concept 
of   rieht    to    individual    property.     He   said: 

"The  theory  of  communism  may  be 
summed  up  in  one  sentence;  Abolish  all 
private  property." 

He  added : 

"We  know  very  well  that  capltalfcm  cannot 
be  abolLshed  without  the  vise  of  force." 

The  following  quotes  are  on  the  general 
subject  of  Communist  threat  to  American 
security: 

"Over  the  years  the  American  Communists 
have  developed  a  propaganda  machine  and 
a  nefarious  and  elaborate  school  system  of 
their  own  •  •  •  and  even  in  the  chameleon 
cloak  with  which  they  have  now  enshrouded 
themselves,  the  American  Communists  still 
proclaim  their  loyalty  to  Marxism,  the  an- 
tithesis of  American  democracy. 

...  .  .  Tlie  mere  association  of  the  names 
■American'  pnd  'democracy  with  the  Com- 
munist youth  movement  does  not  make  the 
oreani?ation  either  American  or  ciemocratlc. 
(Source:  J.  Edsiar  Hoover,  in  an  Uddress  at 
commencement  exercises  at  Holy  Cross  Col- 
lefce  on  June  29,  194.5.) 

"These  forces,"  the  forces  of  commiinl.em 
"bend  their  efforts  not  to  ameliorate  the 
conditions  of  the  American  worker  within 
the  framework  of  our  Institutions,  but  to 
destroy  our  American  system  by  creating 
dls.satisfaction,  discontent,  and  disillusion- 
ment. 

"The  propaganda  of  communl.sm  Is  cleverly 
and  subtly  administered  to  our  people,  bo 
that  they  are  unintentionally  seduced  by  It. 
(Source:  The  report  of  the  committee  on 
American  citlTenshlp  of  the  New  "tork  State 
Bar  Association,  issued  on  January  21 .  1938  )  " 

"Recently  the  American  press  has  Uilked 
le.ss  and  less  about  the  Communist  d:inf(er. 
Yet  that  danger  has  never  been  greater  than 
it  is  today.  As  one  who  worked  20  years 
under  the  Communi.«t  dictatorship  In  close 
a.'^soclation  with  Soviet  leaders,  I  feel  it  is 
my  duty  to  warn  the  American  people  against 
this  Insidiously  growing  menace  to  their  free 
In.stltutions.  (Source:  Article  In  the  Read- 
er's Digest  of  October  1944,  by  Alexander 
Parmine,  one-time  brigadier  general  In  the 
Red  army.)" 

Lewis  G.  Hines.  national  legislative  repre- 
sentative of  the  American  Federation  of  La- 
bor, said  In  a  statement  Issued  oh  October 
4,  1945: 

■  Communism  is  a  social  philosophy  dedi- 
cated to  the  o\erthrow  of  our  American  way 
of  life.  A  Communist  cannot  be  a  good 
union  man  because  while  he  would  In  all 
outward  appearances  carry  out  the  principles 
of  the  trade-union  movement  he  would  be 
prepared  at  any  moment  to  destroy  the  trade- 
union  movement  in  the  furtherance  of  the 
program  of  communism,  and  thla  goes  for 
all  of  our  American  institutions.  Including 
the  church,  the  school,  or  anything  that 
would  Interfere  with  the  final  consummation 
of  the  Communist  program." 

M.  J,  Olgin.  Communist  Party  leader  and 
editor  of  the  Morning  Freiheit.  describes  the 
Communist   plan   for   tlie  overthrow   of   the 
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American  Government  In  his  pamphlet  en- 
titled "Why  Communism": 

"Workers  stop  work;  many  of  them  seize 
arms  by  attacking  arsenals.  Many  have 
armed  themselves  before  a«  the  struggle 
sharpened.  Street  fights  become  frequent. 
Under  the  leadership  of  the  Communist 
Party,  the  workers  organize  revolutionary 
committees  to  be  In  command  of  the  upris- 
ing There  are  battles  In  the  principal  cities. 
Barricades  are  built  and  defended.  The 
workers  fighting  has  a  decisive  Influence  with 
the  soldiers,  the  workers,  and  the  marines. 

"The  movement  among  the  soldiers  and 
marines  spreads.  Capitalism  Is  losing  its 
strangest  weapon— the  army.  The  police  a.i 
a  rule  continue  fighting,  but  they  are  soon 
silenced  and  made  to  flee  by  the  united  revo- 
l\itionary  forces  of  workers  and  soldiers.  The 
revolution  la  victorious. 

"Armed  workers  and  soldiers  and  marines 
Fci^e  the  principal  government  oflBces.  invade 
ibe  residence  of  the  President  and  his  Cabi- 
net members,  arrest  them,  declare  the  old 
legime  abolished,  establish  their  own  power, 
tbe  ix)wer  of  the  workers  and  the  farmers." 

Herbert  Morrison,  British  Labor  Party 
le  .der  and  Home  Secretary  of  the  wartime 
Chirchill  cabinet,  declared  in  a  speech  in 
June  1943: 

■'Tnc  Cijmmunlsts  still  believe  In  revolu- 
tion by  violence.  They  still  believe  that 
bloodshed  Is  necessary.  You  cannot  mix  our 
policy  of  government  by  persuasion  with  a 
j.arty  which  fights  In  elections  and  prepares 
lor  \  lolent  revolution  at  the  same  time." 

William  C.  Bullitt,  former  United  Stat«4 
Amba.'^sador  to  Russia,  In  his  book,  The  Great 
t.l'ibe  Itself,  stated: 

"The  aims  of  the  Soviet  Government,  we 
hoped,  were  not  those  expressed  In  the  of- 
ficial Communist  doctrine  taught  In  the 
Soviet  Union.  We  knew  that  according  to 
the  Lenln-Stalln  version  of  the  Communist 
(Teed,  the  supreme  moral  goal  of  mankind 
was  the  establishment  of  communism  in  all 
nations.  We  knew  that  Lenin  himself  had 
c'lnsidered  this  end  as  Justifying  the  use 
r.f  all  means  for  its  attainment;  that  he  had 
written  In  chapter  6  of  his  pamphlet.  The. 
Infantile  Sickness  of  Leftism  In  Commu- 
i.ii-m.  first  published  In  1920:  'It  Is  neces- 
sary •  •  •  to  use  any  ruse,  cunning,  un- 
1  iwful  methods,  evasion,  concealment  of 
truth,"  and  that  he  looked  forward  to  wars 
v  i!h  non-Communist  states  like  the  United 
States,  which  he  called  either  bourgeois  or 
imperialist,  before  the  ultimate  world  tri- 
umph of  communism.  He  had  stated  his 
views  frankly:  "We  are  living  not  merely  In 
a  state,  but  in  a  system  of  states,  and  It  Is 
inconceivable  that  the  Soviet  Republic 
should  continue  for  a  long  period  side  by 
side  with  Imperialist  states.  Ultimately  one 
or  the  other  must  conquer.  Meanwhile  a 
number  of  terrible  clashes  between  the 
S'lviei  Republic  and  the  buorgeols  states  is 
iiievitable'." 

Mr    Bull  tt  continued: 

■rhe  Soviet  Government  believes  In  a 
Communist  creed,  which  It  teaches  to  all 
Us  children,  for  which  It  prepares  them  to 
live.  and.  If  need  be.  to  die.  That  is  the 
Marx-Lenln-Sialin  creed  which  denies  God 
and  claims  to  be  bEised  on  scientific  fact:  but 
*'  based  on  the  improbable  assumption  that 
tht  estah'.'shment  of  Communist  dicta tor- 
shij-  I  irov  ghout  the  earth  and  the  abolition 
of  private  ownership  of  the  means  of  pro- 
du'.  tlo.i  «•  ill  end  all  war.  civil  and  Interna- 
annal.  and  so  Improve  the  nature  of  all  men 
in  all  nations  that,  in  Lenin's  phrase,  "the 
state  will  wither  away'  and  all  men  will  live 
without  a  state  in  perfect  freedom  and  hap- 
piness. As  Engels,  the  collaborator  of  Marx, 
envisioning  a  Communist  world,  wrote  'the 
machine  of  the  state  Is  put  Into  the  museum 
('  antiquities,  alongside  of  the  spinning 
wheel  and  the  bronze  ax.' 

"Lenin  •  •  •  believed  that  the  state, 
whether  In  his  hands  or  In  the  hands  of  a 
"burgeols    government,"    was    an   instrument 


of  violence;  but  that,  while  living  under 
Communist  dictatorship,  men  could  be  pre- 
pared for  perfect  freedom.  'While  there  is  a 
state.'  he  said,  "there  Is  no  freedom.  When 
there  Is  freedom  there  will  be  no  state.' 

"•  •  •  The  Communist  true-believer  of- 
fers his  life  ae  gallantly  as  an  early  Chris- 
tian. He  believes  that  he  Is  fighting  for  the 
emancipation  of  all  humanity  from  all  evil. 
He  thinks  he  serves  eternal  truth.  The 
Communist  Party,  to  him.  Is  a  union  of  the 
faithful.  His  old  testament  Is  the  bocks  of 
Marx  and  Engels;  his  new  testament,  the 
works  of  Lenin  and  Stalin.   •   •   • 

"Since  the  highest  moral  goal,  according 
to  the  Communist  creed.  Is  to  achieve  the 
destruction  of  the  state,  following  the  estab- 
lishment of  Communist  dictatorship 
throughout  the  earth,  the  highest  moral 
duty  of  man  Is  to  serve  to  promote  such  dic- 
tatorship. This  supreme  moral  end,  the 
Communl-t  believes.  Justifies  all  means 
for  Its  achievement,  including  war,  murder, 
character  asfassinatlon.  the  pledged  word 
given  and  broken.  •    •    • 

"Four  short  Btatements  of  Lenin  and 
Stalin  contain  the  fundamental  theses  on 
which  Soviet  foreign  policy  is  based: 

"1.  We  are  living  not  merely  in  a  state,  but 
in  a  system  of  states;  and  it  is  Inconceivable 
that  the  Soviet  Republic  should  continue  for 
a  long  period  side  by  side  with  imperialist 
states.  Ultimately  one  or  the  other  must 
conquer.  Meanwhile  a  number  of  terrible 
clashes  between  the  Soviet  Republic  and 
the  bourgeois  states  Is  Inevitable.  (Lenin, 
Collected  Works,  vol.  XXIV,  p.  122,  Russian 
Edition.  Quoted  with  approval  by  Stalin  In 
his  book  Problems  of  Leninism.) 

"2.  From  the  time  a  Socialist  government 
is  established  In  any  one  country,  questions 
must  be  determined  •  •  •  solely  from 
the  point  of  view  of  what  is  best  for  the 
development  and  the  consolidation  of  the 
Socialist  revolution  which  has  already  be- 
gun. The  question  whether  it  Is  possible  to 
undertake  at  once  a  revolutionary  war  must 
be  answered  solely  from  the  point  of  view  of 
actual  conditions  and  the  Interest  of  the 
Socialist  revolution  which  has  already  be- 
gun. (Lenin,  Twenty-one  Theses,  January 
20.  1918.) 

"3.  It  Is  necessary  •  •  •  to  use  any  ruse, 
cunning,  unlawful  method,  evasion,  conceal- 
ment of  truth.  (Lenin,  the  Infantile  Sick- 
ness of  Leftism  In  Ccmmunism.  ■')20  ) 

"4,  The  Comintern  Is  the  holy  of  holies 
of  the  working  class.  (Stalin,  speech  on  the 
American    Communist   Party,   May   6,    1929.) 

"The  Soviet  Government  knows  what  It 
Intends,  and.  therefore,  believes  that  wars 
are  Inevitable  between  the  Soviet  Union  and 
the  non-Communist  states  which  It  calls 
bourgeois  or  capitalist  or  Imperialist — that 
is  to  say,  states  like  the  United  States." 

Referring  to  the  American  Communist 
Party.  Mr.  Bullitt  said: 

"Since  the  control  of  the  Soviet  Union  by 
the  Communist  dictatorship  Is  the  chief 
source  of  strength  of  world  commuiiism,  the 
interests  of  national  Communist  parties 
outside  the  Soviet  Union  are  subordinated  to 
the  Interests  of  the  Soviet  Union.  They  are 
often  ordered  to  change  their  strategy  and 
tactics  and  to  take  positions  which  render 
them  rldictilous — Just  as  a  battalion  of  an 
army  is  often  ordered  to  sacrifice  Itself  for 
the  benefit  of  the  army  as  a  whole. 

"The  American  Communist  Party,  for  ex- 
ample, has  been  obliged  to  turn  Intellectual 
somersaults  so  often  In  following  faithfully 
the  strategic  and  tactical  changes  In  Soviet 
foreign  policy  that  only  those  who  are  Igno- 
rant of  Its  actions  can  regard  It  as  anything 
but  a  Soviet  fifth  column,  the  members  of 
which  are  loyal  to  the  Soviet  Union,  not  to 
the  United  States,  and  are  prepared  to  sup- 
port the  Soviet  Union  against  the  United 
States  even  in  case  of  war.  The  American 
Communists  are  potential  traitors,  and  would 
be  ashamed  If  they  were  not.  Their  somer- 
saults  from  July   1939    to  October    1945   are 


recorded  In  their  oflBcIal  organ,  the  Daily 
Worker,  of  New  York,  excerpt*  from  which 
follow : 

"September  19,  1939 — Declaration  of  the 
National  Committee.  Communist  Party, 
United  States  of  America:  'The  war  that  has, 
broken  out  in  Europe  is  the  second  Imperial- 
ist war.  •  •  •  This  war.  therefore,  cannot 
be  supported  by  the  workers.  It  is  not  a' 
w  r  against  fascism  •  •  •  not  a  war  with 
any  of  the  character  of  a  Just  war.  not  a 
war  that  workers  can  or  should  support. 
It  Is  a  war  between  rival  Imperialisms  for 
world  domination.  The  workers  must  b« 
against  this  war.   •    •    • 

'" '  •  •  •  we  must  keep  two  guiding 
thoughts  In  mind:  First,  allow  no  single 
measure  to  be  taken  for  purposes  of  giving 
American  help  to  either  side  of  the  imperial- 
ist conflict:  second,  find  the  most  effective 
means  of  keeping  out  of  the  war.  •  •  • 
The.se  two  guiding  thoughts  are  inseparable.' 

"December  6,  1939 — Foster:  'The  Commu- 
nist Party  opposes  the  administration's  plan 
to  spend  $3  billion  next  year  to  strengthen 
the  Navy,  Army,  and  Air  Forces.  The  reason 
for  this  opposition  is  that  the  present  Gov- 
ernment Is  following  the  policy  of  territorial 
aggrandizement  which  leads  straight  toward 
war,  with  all  the  attendant  misery.  jKJverty. 
enslavement,  and  death  for  the  workers  and 
other  tollers. ' 

"May  21,  1940 — Foster,  speech  in  Philadel- 
phia on  May  17:  "If  British-French -Ameri- 
can imperialism  should  win  the  present  war, 
the  results  would  be  even  more  reactionary. 

•  •  •  The  Allied  cause  Is  not  a  lesser  evil  In 
comparison  to  Hitler's.  •  •  •  Nor  would 
entry  of  the  United  States  into  the  war 
democratize  It  and  make  It  a  real  fight  for 
freedom.  •  •  •  Its  real  war  alms  would  be 
to  grab  off  all  possible  territories  lor  itself 

•  •  •  to  transform  the  Imperialist  war  Into 
a  general  war  against  the  Soviet  Union.' 

"January  23,  1941 — Statement  of  the  Na- 
tional Committee  of  the  Communist  Party: 

•'  Defeat  F.  D.  R.'s  war-powers  bill.  Get 
out  and  stay  out  of  the  war.  Here  are  the 
facts:  This  bill  •  •  •  would  give  the  Presi- 
dent unlimited  authority  to  enter  into  for- 
eign   entanglements    and    secret    alliances. 

•  '•  •  This  bin  would  cancel  the  BUI  of 
Rights    and    the    Constitution.  •   •  •  This 

bill  would  saddle  an  unbearable  burden  of 
new  taxes  on  the  backs  of  America's  workers, 
farmers,  professionals,  and  small  business 
p>eople.' 

"April  29,  1941— Manifesto  of  the  National 
Committee  of  the  Communist  Party: 

"  The  imperialists  have  made  the  war; 
we.  the  people,  must  make  the  peace.  Get 
out  and  keep  out  of  the  Imperialist  war;  no 
convoys,  no  AEF;  the  Yanks  are  not  coming; 
dissolve  the  Anglo-American  war  alliance; 
for  a  ijeople's  peace  with  no  Indemnities  and 
no  annexations;  against  the  militarization 
of  the  United  States  under  the  false  pretense 
of  national  defense." 

'"June  23,  1941 — Statement  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  (signed  by  Foster  and  Minor)  : 

"  'The  Soviet  Government  Is  now  waging 

•  •  •  a  Just  struggle  for  the  cause  of  the 
freedom  of  all  nations  and  peoples.  •  •  • 
The  American  people  •  •  •  will  see  in  the 
cause  of  the  Soviet  Union  the  cause  of  all 
advanced  and  progressive  mankind." 

"June  30,  1941 — Manifesto  of  the  National 
Committee  of  the  Conununist  Party: 

"  'The  people  of  America  are  beginning  to 
realize  that  to  defend  the  Soviet  Union 
means   to   defend   the  United   States.  •    •    • 

"  "•  •  •  The  chief  guaranty  for  the  suc- 
cessful realization  of  this  program  is  the 
struggle  for  the  united  front  of  the  working 
class  and  the  unity  of  the  American  people 
in  a  genuine  people's  front.  Such  a  united 
and  {jeople's  front  would  be  broad  enough 
to  embrace  in  fraternal  collaboration  all  hon- 
est opponents  of  Hitlerlsm,  both  here  an<l 
abroad.  •  •  •  We,  on  our  part,  speaking  in 
the  name  of  the  Communist  Party  of  the 
United  States,  pledge  our  all  to  work  and 
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straggle  as  a  part  of  the  American  people  for 
the  realization  of  this  program.  •  •  • 

••  <•  •  •  stop  all  Oovemment  attacks  on 
the  Communist  Party.' 

"Augiut  5,  1945 — Sunday  Worker  Poster, 
the  Communist  Party  convention: 

"  'A  few  of  the  more  important  aspects  of 
the  party's  new  policy  are  as  follows:  (a) 
Recognition  of  the  aggressive  role  of  Ameri- 
can Imperialism  on  a  world  scale,  which  Brow- 
der's  policy  tried  to  hide;  (b)  a  realization 
that  a  progressive  collaboration  among  the 
Big  Three  powers  will  depend  primarily  upon 
the  role  of  labor  and  all  other  democratic 
forces  in  the  world.  Instead  of  upon  the 
^  good  will  or  Intelllgeiice  of  the  American  big 
bourgeois;  (c)  a  Marxian  analysis  of  the  war 
against  Japan  which  differentiated  between 
the  imperialist  aims  of  American  big  capital 
In  the  war  and  the  democratic  alms  of  the 
peoples  of  Asia  and  the  United  States  to 
maintain  the  national  liberation  character 
of  the  war  In  the  Paclflc.' " 

In  a  speech  opening  the  presideoitial  nom- 
inating convention  of  the  Communist  Party 
In  Chicago  on  May  28,  1932,  Earl  Browder, 
general  secretary  of  the  Communist  Party 
of  the  United  States,  made  the  following 
statement : 

"The  Communist  Party  is  the  only  party 
which  organizes  the  workers  and  farmers  to 
create  a  revolutionary  government  which 
will  confiscate  the  industries,  banks,  rail- 
roads, etc.,  from  the  parasite  capitalists,  who 
havT  proved  they  do  not  know  how  to  run 
them,  and  to  put  the  Industrial  machinery 
to  work  for  the  benefit  of  the  masses  of 
workers  and  farmers." 

The  present  head  of  the  American  Com- 
munist Party,  WUliam  Z.  Poster,  has  frankly 
characterized  the  political  plans  of  the  Com- 
munists as  follows: 

"At  the  Eighth  Congress  of  Soviets,  In  1920. 
Zjenin  declared  that  'Communism  is  the 
Soviet  power  plus  the  electrification  of  the 
country.'  In  the  United  States  the  prob- 
lem of  the  American  working  class  in  achiev- 
ing socialism  may  be  summed  up,  as  Brow- 
der has  put  It,  as  the  present  American 
industrial  technique  plus  sovlets." 

In  the  hearings  before  the  House  investi- 
gating committee  in  1930,  Foster  was  even 
more  outspoken.  This  is  a  quotation  from 
his  testimony  taken  down  by  an  expert  ste- 
nographer : 

"The  CHAntMAN.  Now,  are  the  Communists 
In  this  country  opposed  to  our  republican 
form  of  government? 

"Mr.  FosTEK.  The  capitalist  democracy — 
most  assuredly.  We  stand  for  a  workers'  and 
farmers'  government;  a  government  of  pro- 
ducers, not  a  government  of  exploiters.  The 
American  capitalist  governnrent  is  built  and 
controlled  in  the  interests  of  those  who  own 
the  industries,  and  we  say  that  the  govern- 
ment must  be  built  and  controlled  by  those 
who  work  in  the  industries  and  who  produce. 

"The  Chaisman.  They  are  opposed  to  our 
republican  form  of  government? 

"Mr.  FosTEB.  Most  assuredly. 

"The  Chairman.  That  is.  what  you  advo- 
cate is  a  change  of  our  republican  form  of 
government  and  the  substituting  of  the 
soviet  form  of  government? 

"Mr.  Foster.  I  have  stated  that  a  number 
of  times." 

That  the  American  Communists  have  not 
given  up  the  plan  of  reaching  their  goal  by 
the  use  of  force  and  violence  was  recently 
once  more  admitted  by  Earl  Browder  in  his 
book  What  Is  Communism?    He  wrote : 

"We  believe  that  the  needs  of  the  masses 
would  be  best  served  by  such  a  party;  that 
la  why  we  are  fighting  for  it.  Because 
they  are  as  yet  not  ready  to  accept  our  full 
program,  we  proposed  a  program  which  they 
themselves  are  beginning  to  voice.  This  does 
not  mean  that  we  Conununists  are  abandon- 
ing the  idea  of  the  revolution.  We  believe 
that  such  a  farmer-labor  movement  would 
give  a  revolutionary  education  to  the 
masses." 


In  1932,  William  Z.  Foster,  at  that  time 
candidate  for  President  on  the  Communist 
ticket,  said  the  following: 

"We  Comnrunists  are  unscrupulous  In  our 
choice  of  weapons.  We  allow  no  considera- 
tion of  legality,  religion,  patriotism,  lionor, 
duty,  etc.,  to  stand  in  our  way  to  the  adop- 
tion of  effective  weapons.  We  firopose  to  de- 
velop, and  are  developing,  regardless  of  a 
capitalistic  conception  of  legality,  fairness, 
right,  etc.,  a  greater  power  and  then  Urest 
from  them,  by  force,  the  industries.  ( Source : 
hearings  before  the  House  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities Committee,  75th  Cong.,  3d  sess  p. 
172.)" 

During -the  same  1932  campaign,  Mr.  Pos- 
ter wrote  Toward  Soviet  America,  in  which 
he  stated: 

"Engels  •  •  •  states  in  his  1888  preface 
to  the  Communist  n>anifesto:  "One  thing  es- 
pecially was  proved  by  the  (Paris)  commune, 
viz,  that  the  working  class  cannot  simply 
lay  hold  of  the  readymade  state  machinery 
and  wield  it  for  its  own  purpose.'  The 
capitalistic  state  must  be  broken  down  and 
the  workers'  state  built  from  the  ground  up 
on  different  principles,  and  this  was  done 
in  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics 
(p.  135). 

"To  put  an  end  to  the  capitalist  system 
will  require  a  consciously  revolutionar}-  act 
by  the  great  tolling  masses,  led  by  the  Com- 
munist Party;  that  Is.  the  conquest  of  the 
state  power,  the  destruction  of  the  state 
machine  created  by  the  ruling  class,  and 
the  organization  of  the  proletarian  dictator- 
ship. The  lessons  of  history  allow  no  other 
conclusions  (^p.  213). 

"•  *  •  the  history  of  the  American  rapl- 
tallstlc  class  offers  ample  evidence  that  the 
tollers  can  defeat  the  ruling  class  only  in 
an  open  struggle  (p.  216)." 
•  The  leaders  of  the  Communist  Party, 
United  States  of  America,  would  have  you 
believe  that  there  Is  no  connection  betx^een 
their  party  and  the  recently  reestablished 
Comintern  of  the  Conrvmunlst  Party  o|  the 
Soviet  Republic,  but  do  not  be  fooled.  Let 
us  look  at  the  record  again.  The  very  first 
sentence  in  the  preamble  to  the  Cimrniinist 
constitution  adopted  In  New  York  July  26  23, 
1945.  states: 

"The  Communist  Party,  United  States  rf 
America,  is  the  political  party  of  the  Ameri- 
can working  class,  basing  Itself  upon  the 
principles  of  scientific  socialism,  MartLsm- 
Lenlnlsm."- 

Marxism-Leninism  to  the  American  Com- 
munists is  whatever  Joe  Stalin  decrees  it 
to  be.  J.  Edg.ir  Hoover.  Director  of  the  Fed- 
eral Bureau  of  Investigation,  has  testlfl?d 
under  oath  that  he  has  evidence  from  within 
the  Communist  organization  dated  wlrhtn 
the  past  year  that  the  Communist  leaders 
are  on  record  as  saying: 

"In  the  event  of  war  between  the  United 
States  of  America  and  Russia,  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  United  States  of  America,  would 
be  with  Russia  and  make  no  mistake  about 
that." 

I  have  heretofore  referred  to  the  princi- 
ples of  Karl  Marx  and  Nikolai  Lenin,  but  in 
order  to  make  clear  Just  what  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  United  States  of  America,  In- 
tended by  adopting  the  principles  of  Marx 
and  Lenin.  I  would  like  to  touch  brie  fly  on 
this  again : 

In  1841  Karl  Marx,  In  the  preface  tj  hl.s 
doctoral  thesis,  openly  declared:  "I  hatt  all 
the  gods."  Nine  years  later,  in  an  address 
before  the  League  of  the  Communists,  he 
said: 

"It  may  be  taken  for  granted  that  blcody 
confilcts  are  coming.  ♦  •  •  The  arming  of 
the  workers  with  rifles  and  ammunition 
must  be  carried  out  at  once  and  steps  taken 
to  prevent  the  rising  of  the  army  which 
would  be  directed  against  the  workers.  ♦  •  • 
If  the  small  middle  class  propose  to  pur- 
chase the  railways  and  the  factories,  the 
workers  must  demand  that  such  railways  and 


factories,  being  the  property  of  the  reaction- 
aries, shall  be  confiscated  by  the  state  with- 
out compensation.  •  •  •  The  workers  need 
not  be  misled  by  democratic  platitudes  about 
freedom.  •  •  •  Their  battle  cry  mi«t  be  'the 
revolution  In  permanence.'  "  j 

Nikolai  Lenin  said:  I 

"A  morality  taken  from  outside  of  human 
society  does  not  exist  for  us;  it  is  a  fraud. 
For  us.  morality  is  subordinated  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  workers'  class  struggle.  (Re- 
ligion, New  York  edition,  195.)" 

In  The  Infantile  Sickness  of  L«ftlsm  in 
Communism,  Lenin  further  said: 

"It  is  necessary  •  •  •  to  use  any  ruse, 
cunning,  unlawful  method,  evasion,  conceal- 
ment of  the  truth." 

And  In  Problems  of  Leninism,  Qeneralis- 
Bimo  Stalin  said  approvingly: 

"Dictatorship  means  nothing  more  or  less 
than  the  power  which  directly  rests  on 
violence,  which  is  net  limited  by  amy  laws  or 
restricted  by  any  absolute  rules." 

In  1945  we  had  been  warned  by  10  Catholic 
bishops  and  archbishoiK  to  be  constantly  on 
guard  against  t.he  dangers  of  Marxian  totall- 
tarlani.'^m  on  which  Russian  commiunlsm  is 
based.    We  were  told  : 

"To  reckon  with  the  active,  cleverly  or- 
ga.'iizecl  and  directed  o;ijiosltlon  of  Marxian 
totalitarianism  to  genuine  democracy.  This 
system  herds  the  mas.'ses  under  dictatorial 
leadership,  insults  their  Intelllgcncd  with  its 
propaganda  and  controlled  press,  and  tyran- 
nically violates  Innate  human  rights. 
Against  It.  democracy  must  be  Constantly  on 
guard,  quick  to  detect  and  penetrate  Its 
camouflage." 

Several  months  later.  Louis  F.  Budenz.  who 
left  the  CommunLst  Party  of  America  in 
which  he  was  a  leader,  to  rejoin  tlie  Rtman 
Catholic  Church,  said  that  communism  de- 
stroyed the  "thinking  and  Integrity  of  the 
individual,"  that  It  was  "irrevocnbly  set  up 
for  the  ending  of  religlf>n."  and  thPt  It  had 
cultivated  "lust  for  pt  wer."  He  said,  "Com- 
munist arrogance,  with  which  the  world  is 
now  familiar,  arLses  cut  of  this  destructive 
viewpoint." 

In  a  radio  adclre<«  on  February  2,  1947, 
Right  Rev.  Msgr.  Fulton  J.  Sheen  $ald: 

"It  may  very  well  be  *  •  •  that  unless 
there  is  a  moral  revival  In  our  Western  World, 
a  fulfillment  of  t.ie  pledges  of  the  Atlantic 
Charter,  a  rebirth  of  family  life,  communism 
will  be  the  Instrument  for  the  liquidation 
of  a  bourgeois  civilization  that  has  forgotten 
God.  Communism  is  not  to  be  feared  Just 
because  it  is  antigod.  but  because  we  are 
godlcs.s;  not  because  it  is  strong,  but  because 
we  are  weak;  for  il  we  were  under  Ood.  then 
wh'i  could  conquer  us?" 

So  for  us : 

To  fight  communism  Is  to  recognize  the 
eternal  struggle  between  the  doctrines  of 
God's  moral  law  and  the  materlall$tlc  con- 
cept of  man  as  a  biolo<^ic  creature  condi- 
tioned ethically  by  his  environment.  (These 
Days,  by  Gecrtje  E.  Solkolsky,  Washington 
Times-Herald.  Mar    18,   1947.) 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  alace  to  fight  communism 
Is  here  at  hom.e.  The  time  to  fight  It  Is  now. 
Let  us  remember  the  advice  of  Abraham  Lin- 
coln that  if  this  Nition  is  ever  destroyed  It 
will  not  be  from  without  but  from  within. 
If  President  Lincoln  were  alive  today.  I  be- 
lieve he  would  say  as  General  Washington 
said:  "Put  none  but  Americans  on  guard 
tonight." 

Let  us  heed  the  warning  expressed  years 
ago  by  Edwin  Markham : 

"I  fear  the  vermin  that  shall  undermine  sen- 
ate and  school  and  citadel  and  shrine. 

I  fear  the  worm  of  fraud,  the  fatted  worm  of 
ease,  and  all  the  crawling  progeny  of 
these. 

I  fear  the  vermin  that  shall  honeycomb  the 
walls  and  towers  of  state  in  unsuspecting 
hours." 
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Because,  Mr.  Speaker — 

"No  man  escapes 
When  freedom   fails. 

The  best  men  rot 
In  filthy  Jails; 

And  they  who  cried. 
Appease,  appease." 

Are  hanged  by  nen 
They  tried  to  jjlease. 


^Mann. 


coNs-riTtrrioNALiTT  or  the  dies  bill 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  for  a  unanimous-con- 
tent request. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous con.sent  to  ini>ert  at  this  point  in 
the  Record  an  article  prepared  by  Jus- 
tice Michael  A.  Mu-sinanno  on  the  con- 
.stilutionality  of  the  Dies  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
it  IS  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

(The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 

Co.NSTITLTIONALITY     OF    THE    DlES    BiLL, 

H.  R.  8912 

(Submitted  by  Pennsylvania  Supreme  Court 
Justice  Michael    A.   Musn^anno) 

As  recently  as  May  14,  1954,  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  S  ates  reaffirmed  prin- 
cipies  <if  constitutional  law  which  assure  us 
t  !  the  constltutionahtv  of  the  Dies  bill  (  H  R. 
8t*12).  outlawing  the  Communist  Party  and 
I^ruviding  punishment  for  niemberbhlp  in 
the  C'lmmunlst  Party. 

In  the  case  of  Roberi  Norbert  Calt'an,  Pe- 
tttiunir.  v.  U.  L.  Press,  Officer  m  Cliarge,  Im- 
viigratton  and  Saiuralication  Service,  etc. 
1 407  October  Term.  1953),  relerence  was 
in.ide  to  the  decision  in  Hariyiades  v. 
S'taughnesfiy  (342  U.  S.  580).  which  sus- 
t:.ined  the  constitutlcnahty  of  the  Alien 
Hefcjistratlon  Act  of  1940  (54  Stat.  670). 
•  Under  the  1940  act."  the  Supreme  Court 
f'^iid,  "it  was  neces.'-ary  io  prove  in  each  case, 
where  membership  in  the  Communist  Party 
Wiis  made  the  basis  of  'leportatlon,  that  the 
party  did.  In  fact,  advcxaie  the  violent  over- 
throw of  the  Government."  But  the  Internal 
Security  Act  of  1950,  the  Supreme  Court 
pointed  out,  "dlspenseil  with  the  need  for 
such  proof."  It  went  oa  to  specify:  "On  the 
ba.^is  of  extensive  in  estlgatlon  Congress 
made  many  findings,  li  eluding  that  in  sec- 
tion 2  (1)  of  the  act  that  the  Communist 
movement  •  •  •  Is  a  worldwide  revolution- 
ary movement  whose  purpose  It  is,  by  treach- 
ery, deceit.  Infiltration  Into  other  groups 
(i^uvernmental  and  otherwise),  espionage, 
sabotage,  terrorism,  and  any  other  means 
deemed  necessary,  to  es-abllsh  a  Communist 
I'talltarlan  dictatorship.'  and  made  present 
or  former  membership  In  the  Communist 
Party,  in  and  of  Itself,  a  ground  for  deporta- 
tion. Certainly  we  cannot  say  that  this 
cia.iRificatlon  by  Congress  Is  so  baseless  as 
to  be  violative  of  due  process  and  therefore 
beyond  the  power  of  Ct  ngress  " 

Thus  it  will  be  seen  t  hat  with  passage  of 
the  Dies  bill  the  only  thing  needed  to  pro- 
ci'ire  at  a  trial  would  be  evidence  as  to 
whether  the  defendant  Is  actually  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Communist  Party.  Under  the 
Immltiratlon  and  Nationality  Act  of  1952  (66 
Stat.  163.  205;  8  U.  S.  C.  sec.  1251  (a)  (6) 
(Ci).  deportation  proceedings  are  brought 
aealnst  "aliens  who  are  members  of  or  affili- 
ated with  (I)  the  Comraunist  Party  of  the 
Lnited  States. "  (Sec.  22,  Internal  Security 
Act  of  1950.) 

It  Is  enough  to  deport  an  alien,  under  this 
legislation.  If  It  is  shown,  the  Supreme  Court 
points  out  In  the  Galvan  v.  Press  case,  supra, 
that  "the  alien  Joined  the  party,  aware  that 
he  was  Joining  an  organization  known  as  the 
Communist  Party  whicli  operates  as  a  dis- 
tinct and  active  political  organization,  and 
that  he  did  so  of  his  own  free  will." 


If,  under  present  law,  we  may  deport  an 
alien  on  the  showing  that  he  is  a  member  of 
the  Communist  Party,  why  cannot  Congress 
provide  for  penal  punishment  for  members 
of  the  Communist  Party  who  remain  here? 
Deportation,  perhaps,  in  many  wt-ys  is  even 
a  more  severe  punishment  than  imprison- 
ment. The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  said  in  the  case  of  Ng  Fung  Ho  v. 
White  (259  U.  S.  276.  284).  that  to  deport  a 
man  is  to  deprive  him  "of  all  that  makes  life 
worth  living."  In  Fong  Haw  Tan  v.  Phelan 
(333  U.  S.  6.  10),  the  Supreme  Court  said 
that  "deportation  is  a  drastic  measure  and 
at  times  the  equivalent  of  banishment  or 
exile."  We  have  had  dramatic  proof  recently 
of  how  Communists  themselves  feel  about 
deportation.  In  several  instances  where 
convictions  were  had  under  the  Smith  Act 
(notably  in  the  last  trial  in  New  York),  the 
presiding  Judze  offered  the  convicted  de- 
fendants freedom  from  jail  if  they  would 
acree  to  be  sent  to  another  country.  They 
preferred  Jail,  that  is,  Jail  In  the  United 
States. 

There  can  be  no  constitutional  doubt  that 
membership  in  an  organization  proved  to  be 
Inimical  to  the  best  Interests  of  the  State  or 
Nation  can  be  punished  In  one  form  or  an- 
other through  legislation.  We  have  seen 
how  deportation  can  Ipso  facto  follow  upon 
proof  of  membe-shlp  in  the  Communist 
Party.  Justice  Frankfurter,  concurring  in 
the  Dennis  case  (341  U  S  494.  ."=51).  pointed 
out  how  "The  Hatch  Act  prohibits  employ- 
ment by  any  Government  agency  of  members 
of  organLzallons  advocating  overthrow  of 
"our  constitutional  form  of  governmer.  t'. 
The  Taft-Hartley  Art  contains  a  section  de- 
signed to  exclude  Communists  from  posi- 
tions of  leadership  in  labor  organizations" 
Membership  In  the  Communist  Party  is 
enough  to  exclude  one  from  the  teacher's 
profession.  Passing  upon  the  Felnberg  Law 
of  New  York,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  speaking  through  Mr.  Justice 
Mlnton  said:  "Membership  In  a  listed  organ- 
ization found  to  be  within  the  statute  and 
known  by  the  member  to  be  within  the  sta- 
tute is  a  legislative  finding  that  the  member 
by  his  membership  supports  the  thing  the 
organization  stands  lor,  namely,  the  over- 
throw of  government  by  unlawful  means. 
We  cannot  say  that  such  a  finding  is  con- 
trary to  fact  or  that  generality  of  experience' 
points  to  a  different  conclusion.  Disqualifi- 
cation follov.s  therefore  as  a  reasonable  pre- 
sumption from  such  membership  and  sup- 
port." lAdler  v.  Board  of  Education  (S42 
U.  S.  485.  4941.) 

Certainly  no  one  at  this  late  hour  of  the 
legislative  day  will  advance  the  stale  argu- 
ment that  the  Communist  Party  is  a  political 
party  and  that  its  members  are  merely  exer- 
cising their  political  rights  under  the  Con- 
stitution. In  the  decisive  and  landmark 
case  of  ComTnunirafions  Ass'r.  v.  Dojtds  (339 
U.  S.  382.  431).  Justice  Jackson  said  In  his 
concurring  opinion  that  "Every  member  of 
the  Communist  Party  is  an  agent  to  execute 
the   Communist   program." 

What  is  the  program  of  the  Communist 
Parly?  Every  department  of  the  United 
States  Government:  the  Judicial,  Executive, 
and  Legislative,  has  declared  this  program  to 
be  the  overthrowing  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  by  force  and  violence. 
There  Is  scarcely  a  member  of  this  distin- 
guished committee  that  has  not  participated 
in  the  enactment  of  some  legislation  based 
on  the  established  premise  that  the  Com- 
munist Party  Is  committed  to  destroying  the 
present  form  of  Government  of  the  United 
States.  The  Communist  Party  Is  the  enemy 
of  the  United  States.  Can  anyone  seriously 
contend  that  an  enemy  organization  may  not 
be  prohibited  by  Congress  from  using 
against  the  United  States  "rights,  privileges, 
and  Inununltles  attendant  upon  legal 
bodies"? 


Every  member  of  the  Communist  Party 
owes  allegiance  to  the  program  of  the  Com- 
munist Party.  In  the  same  Douds  case. 
Justice  Jackson  said:  "There  is  certainly 
sufficient  evidence  that  all  members  owe 
allegiance  to  every  detail  of  the  Communist 
Party  program  and  have  assumed  a  duty 
actively  to  help  execute  It,  so  that  Congre«>s 
could,  on  familiar  conspiracy  principles, 
charge  each  member  with  resp>onslbllity  for 
the  goals  and  means  of  the  party.  Such  then 
is  the  background  which  Congress  could 
reasonably  find  as  a  basis  for  exerting  its 
constitutional  powers,  and  which  the  Judi- 
ciary cannot  disregard  In  testing  them."  To 
those  who  may  have  some  doubts  as  to 
constitutionality  of  legislation  such  as  that 
proposed  in  the  Dies  bill,  let  me  repeat 
what  Justice  Jacltson  said:  "Congress  could, 
on  familiar  conspiracy  principles,  charge 
each  member  with  responsibility  for  the 
goals  and  means  of  the  (Communist]  Party." 

It  is  no  longer  questioned  that  Congress 
haf  the  right  to  protect  Interstate  commerce. 
Has  it  "less  power  to  protect  the  Nation's 
existence?  In  the  Dennis  case.  Justice  Jack- 
son quoted  from  Justice  Holmes:  "  'Coming 
next  to  the  objection  that  no  overt  act  is 
laid,  the  answer  is  that  the  Sherman  Act 
punishes  the  oonspiracies  at  which  It  Is 
aimed  on  the  common  law  footing — that 
Is  to  say,  it  does  not  make  the  doing  of  an 
act  other  than  the  act  of  conspiring  a  con- 
dition of  liability.'  (Sash  v.  United  States 
(229  U.  S.  373,  378).  Reiterated.  United 
States  v.  Socony-Vacuum  Oil  Co.  (310  U.  S. 
150.  252 1 . )  It  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  the 
power  of  Congress  to  protect  the  Nation's 
existence  is  more  limited  than  its  power  to 
protect  Interstate  commerce." 

Further  "it  (the  law  of  criminal  conspira- 
cy] has  an  established  place  in  our  system  of 
law,  and  no  reason  appears  for  applying  it 
to  concerted  action  claimed  to  disturb  in- 
terstate commerce  and  withholding  It  from 
those  claimed  to  undermine  our  whole  Gov- 
ernment" (p.  572). 

After  the  many  authoritative  expressions 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States, 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  that  member- 
ship In  the  Communist  Party  is  member- 
ship in  an  organization  committed  to  the 
wrecking  of  our  whole  system  of  Govern- 
ment, visiting  death,  destruction,  and  misery 
on  the  whole  American  people,  it  Is  simply 
unthinkable  to  say  that  Congress  does  not 
have  the  power  to  declare  that  that  type  of 
membership  is  criminal.  As  stated  by  the 
late  Chief  Justice  in  the  case  of  Dennis  v. 
Uriifcd  State"  (supra  (p.  501)):  "We  reject 
any  principle  of  governmental  helplessness 
in  the  face  of  preparation  for  revolution, 
which  principle,  carried  to. its  logical  con- 
clusion, must  lead  to  anarchy.  No  one 
could  conceive  that  It  Is  not  within  the 
power  of  Congress  to  prohibit  acts  Intended 
to  overthrow  the  Government  by  force  and 
violence." 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
the  remainder  of  our  time  to  the  dis- 
tinguished  majority   leader    LMr.  Hal- 

LECK]. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
gentleman  who  just  preceded  me  spoke 
concerning  this  type  of  action.  Let  me 
say  that  there  was  some  rather  precipi- 
tate action  taken  in  the  other  body.  I 
would  not  undertake  to  characterize  it 
except  to  say  that  it  was  precipitate. 
As  a  result  of  that,  it  became  obvious 
that  we  had  a  problem  over  here  with 
which  we  had  to  deal. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DIES.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
gentleman     from     Pennsylvania      IMr. 
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Graham]  conducted  the  most  careful  and 
the  fairest  hearings  I  have  ever  heard  in 
this  House  on  this  subject. 

Afr.  HATJiRCK.  I  appreciate  that. 
There  is  a  broad  background  for  this 
bllL  Let  us  understand  that  there  have 
been  hearings  and  careful  study.  In 
any  event,  after  that  action  was  taken 
by  the  other  body  some  of  us  became 
quite  disturbed  as  to  the  implications 
of  certain  parts  of  that  legislation.  As 
a  result.  I  took  It  upon  myself,  t^ether 
with  aome  of  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  and  their  staff. 
as  well  as  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities  and  their  staff, 
representatives  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  and  some  sidminlstration  repre- 
sentatives, to  see  what  we  could  do  that 
would  be  proper,  that  would  be  right, 
and  that  would  finally  become  law.  This 
is  what  we  have  devised. 

I  have  been  asked  to  explain  the  ad- 
ministration's position.  I  can  sa7  to 
the  House  that  the  administration  is  not 
opposed  to  this  bill.  If  it  is  enacted 
by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
it  will  become  law. 

Some  think  we  go  too  far.  Others 
think  we  do  not  go  far  enough.  Let  me 
point  out  that  in  the  other  body  they 
did  some  other  things  and  the  bill  passed 
by  a  vote  of  85  to  0.  There  are  differ- 
ences. There  has  been  reference  here 
to  the  two  parts  of  the  bill.  There  is 
the  first  part  which  has  to  do  with  out- 
lawing the  Communist  Party.  As  has 
been  pointed  out,  the  action  taken  in 
the  other  body  did  not  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party.  It  undertook  to  make  a 
felony  of  the  bare  fact  that  one  belonged 
to  the  Communist  Party,  coupled  with 
some  overt  act  that  such  a  person  com- 
mitted. That  might  destroy  the  party 
ultimately,  although  I  seriously  doubt  it. 
But  certainly  such  a  provision  does  not 
outlaw  the  party.  The  section  which 
we  have  included  does  outlaw  the  party. 
That  is  what  the  people  of  this  country 
want.  That  is  the  reason  we  ought  to 
support  this  bill.  It  picks  up  the  so- 
called  Butler-Velde  bill  that  had  been 
reported  in  the  Senate  and  by  our  Com- 
mittee on  Un-American  Activities  of  the 
House.  But  let  me  point  out  again  that 
it  ^akes  the  provisions  of  the  bill  as 
amended  in  the  Senate;  not  the  bill  as 
originally  introduced  here,  but  as  pre- 
sented in  the  Senate. 

If  I  may  say  to  my  good  friend  from 
Texas  and  to  others,  we  have  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act  of  1950,  which  was 
worked  out  after  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration, the  Registration  Act,  and  the 
Smith  Act,  under  which  we  have  had 
more  than  100  indictments  and  sixty- 
some  convictions,  all  of  Communist 
leaders,  already  an  effective  weapon 
against  the  Communist  conspiracy. 
Those  acts  we  have  on  the  books.  The 
gentleman  from  Texas  may  think  they 
are  not  good,  or  that  something  else 
is  better,  but  let  me  just  say  to  him  that 
they  have  established  themselves. 

There  is  now  pending  in  the  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals  a  case  to  determine 
the  constitutionality  of  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act.  I  am  convinced  that  if  the 
measiu-e  passed  by  the  other  body  and 
the  second-section  provisions  of  the  Dies 
bill  were  here  enacted  into  law,  they 


would  destroy  that  appeal  immediately. 
The  simple  reason  for  that  is  found  in 
these  words  in  the  Attorney  General's 
statement  before  the  committee.  Speak- 
ing of  the  Internal  Security  Act.  he  said : 

Essential  to  the  validity  of  this  aareful 
plan,  however.  Is  the  provision  of  section 
4  (f)  of  the  act,  that  the  holding  of  office 
or  membership  in  any  Communist  organiza- 
tion shall  not  constitute  In  itself  a  viola- 
tion of  that  act  or  any  other  criminal 
statute.  1 

Then  he  points  out  with  these  very 
powerful  words  a  thing  that  cannot  be 
denied  by  anyone  who  has  studied  the 
law: 

It  is  apparent  that  the  enactment  of  legis- 
lation making  membership  in  the  Communist 
Party  per  se  a  crime  would  be  In  direct 
conflict  with  these  provisions  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act.  If  membership  alone  is  made 
criminal,  to  require  a  member  to  declare  his 
membership  is  to  require  him  to  givt  self- 
Incrlminating  evidence.  By  nullifying  this 
portion  of  the  act.  Its  entire  operation  would 
be  Jeopardized  unless  there  Is  added  a  grant 
of  immunity  so  broad  as  to  vitiate  wholly 
the  legislation  now  proposed. 

In  other  words,  what  we  are  doing  per- 
mits outlawing  the  Communist  Party, 
and  maintaining  the  Internal  Security 
Act,  the  Smith  Act.  and  all  the  other 
acts  by  which  we  deal  realistically  with 
the  Communist  conspiracy.  I  say  that  it 
is  a  job  that  has  been  carefully  done.  We 
did  the  best  we  could  to  get  the  informa- 
tion here  for  you  with  these  mimeo- 
graphed copies.  It  has  all  been  before 
committee's.  I  say.  let  us  pass  this  over- 
whelmingly so  that  the  people  of  the 
world  and  of  the  country  shall  know 
what  we  think  about  the  Communist 
Party. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is.  Shall 
the  rules  be  suspended  and  the  bill  be 
passed,  as  amended? 

Mr.  VELDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I 
demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were— yeas  305,  nays  2,  not  voting  125. 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  142 J  I 


Abbltt 
Abemethy 
Addonizio 
Albert 
Alexander 
Allen,  Calif. 
AJlen,  ni. 
Andersen, 

H.  Carl 
Andresen, 

August  H. 
Andrews 
Arends 
Ashmore 
Asplnall 
Auchlncloss 
BaUey 
Barrett 
Bates 
Battle 
Becker 
Belcher 
Bennett,  Fla. 
Bennett,  Mich. 
Berry 
Beits 
Bishop 
Boggs 
Boland 
Bolton, 

Prances  P. 
Bolton. 

Oliver  P. 
Bonln 
Bonner 


YEAS — 305 

Bosch 

Bow 

Boykln 

Bramblett 

Bray 

Brooks,  La. 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Brown,  Ga. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Brownson 

BroyhlU 

Buchanan 

Budge 

Burleson 

Bush 

Byrd 

Bjrme,  Pa. 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Cannon 

Carlyle 

Carnahan 

Cederberg 

CeUer 

Chelf 

Cnenoweth 

Chli>erfleld 

CbudoS 

Church 

Clardy 

Cole,  Mo. 

Cole.  N.  .Y. 

€^ooley 

Coon 

Cooper 

Corbett 


Cr^tella 
Crdsser 
Crump'.cUer 
Cunningljara 
Curtis,  Mass. 
Curtis.  Netor. 
Dague 
Davis.  WIS. 
Dawson.  Utah 
Delaney 
Derounlaa 
Devereux 
Dies 
Dodd 
Dondero 
"Donohue 
Dorn,  N.  t. 
Dowdy 
Eberhartet 
Edmondsan 
Elliott 
Evlns 
Pallon 
Felghan 
Fen ton 
Fernandea 
Fisher 
Fogarty     | 
Porand      ' 
Ford 

FNarrester 
Fountain 
Frazler 

Frelinghuysen 
Friedel 


Pulton 

Gamble 

Garmatz 

Gary 

Gathings 

Gavin 

Gentry 

George 

Goodwin 

Graham 

Granahan 

Grant 

Green 

Gregory 

Gross 

Gwlnn 

Hagen.  Calif. 

HaKen,  Minn. 

Hale 

Hallerk 

Harden 

Hardy 

Hams 

Harri.son.  Nebr 

Harrison,  Va. 

Hart 

Hays,  Ark. 

Hays.  Ohio 

Herlong 

Hfselton 

Hiestand 

HIU 

Hillings 

Hlnshaw 

Hoe  V  en 

HotTman,  Mich 

Holmes 

Holtzman 

Hope 

Koran 

Howell 

Hunter 

Hvde 

Ikurd 

Jackson 

Jannan 

Javlts 

Jenkins 

Jensen 

Johnson.  Cnllf. 

Johnson.  Wis. 

Jona.<.  N  C. 

JoneF,  Ala. 

Jone.s.  Mo. 

Jones.  N.  c. 

Judd 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Kean 

Kearns 

Keating 

Kee 

Kellev.  Pa. 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Kersten.  Wis. 

Kilday 

King.  Calif. 

King,  Pa. 

Kiiwan 

Knox 


Krueger 

Laird 

Lane 

Lanham 

Latham 

Leslnskl 

Long 

Lovre 

McConnell 

McEtonough 

McGregor 

Mclntlre 

McMillan 

McVey 

Machrowlcz 

Mack.  Wash. 

Ma^nuson 

Mahon 

Mail!  lard 

Marshall 

Matthews 

Meader 

Merrill 

Merrow 

Miller.  Calif. 

Miller.  Md. 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Mills 

Mor.ino 

Ma«-s 

Muiiima 

Murray 

Natf  her 

Neal 

Nicliolson 

Norrell 

Oak. -nan 

OBrien,  N  Y. 

O  Hara,  111. 

O  H:ira,  Minn. 

O  Konskl 

O'Nei'.l 

Ostertag 

Pa.'-'-man 

Patnian 

Perkins 

Pfo.sr, 

Phllhin 

Phillips 

Pllcher 

Poa  -^e 

PofT 

Polk 

Price 

Prie--t 

Prou'y 

Ray 

Riiyburn 

Reanis 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Reed   111. 

Reed.  N.  Y. 

Rce«.  Kans. 

Rhod"s.  Ariz. 

Rhodes.  Pa. 

Richards 

Rlehlman 

Roberts 

Robeson,  Va. 


August  IG 

Rodlno 

Rogers ,  Colo. 

Rogers,  K.a. 

Rogors.  Tex. 

Rooney 

Sadlak 

St.  Oeorge 

Say lor 

Schenck  , 

Scherer  > 

Bcott 

Scudider 

Seely-Brown 

8eld9n 

Shelley 

Shepipard 

Bhort 

Shufnrd 

SlenUnskl 

Simpson,  m. 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Small 

Smith.  Kans. 

Smith,  MUa. 

Smith,  Va. 

Sponce 

Springer 

Staggers 

Stauper 

Steed 

Sullivan 

Sutton 

Taber 

Talle 

Thomas 

Thorrpson, 

Ml«h. 
Thompson.  Tex. 
Thorti  berry 
Trimble 
Tuck 

Van  Zandt 
Velds 
Vor>'« 

Waln'wrlght 
Walter 
Wampler 
Warisurton 
Watts 
West  land 
Wharton 
Whittcn 
Wlcktrsham 
Wier 

Wlnglesworth 
Willisms,  Miss. 
William.s.  N   J. 
Williams,  N.  Y. 
Willis 

Wilson.  Ind. 

Winstead 

Wlthrow 

Wolcott 

Wolverton 

Younir 

Younger 

Zablockl 


NAYS— 2 
Burdick  Multer 


NOT  VOTING — 125 


Adair 

Angell 

Ay  res 

Baker 

Barden 

Beamer 

Bender 

Bentley 

Bent!=en 

Blatnlk 

Boiling 

Bowler 

Buckley 

Busbey 

Campbell 

Canfleld 

Carrlgg 

Chatham 

Clevenger 

Colmer 

Condon 

Cotton 

Coudert 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Davis.  Ga. 

Davis.  Tenn. 

Dawson,  111. 

Deane 

Dempsey 

DEwart 

Dingell 


Dollingcr 

Dolllver 

Donovan 

Dorn.  S.  C. 

Doyle 

Durham 

Ellsworth 

Eng:e 

Fine 

Fino 

Golden 

Gordon 

Gubser 

Haley 

Hand 

Harrison.  Wyo. 

Harvey 

Hebert 

Hess 

Hillelson 

Hoffman,  III. 

Hollfield 

Holt 

Hosmer 

Hruska 

James 

Jonas.  111. 

Kearney 

Keogh 

Kliburn 

Klein 


KUic^ynskl 

Landfum 

LantadT 

LeCompte 

Lipscomb 

Lucas 

Lyle 

McCarthy 

McCormark 

McCulloch 

Mack.  111. 

Madden 

Martin.  Iowa 

Masoi} 

MetcaJf 

Miller,  Kans. 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

MoUohan 

Morgan 

Morrison 

Moulder 

Nelson 

Norblad 

G'Brtan,  m. 

OBrlon,  Mich. 

Osmess 

Patten 

Patterson 

Pelly 

Pillion 

Powel 


19  5 1^ 


CX)NGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


14659 


*"i 


Preston 

rabaxit 

Rfldwan 

Rains 

Began 

Riley 

Rivera 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Roosevelt 

Etrlvner 


Becrest 

Shafer 

Bheeban 

Slkea 

Smith.  WlB. 

Stringfellow 

Taylor 

Teague 

Thompson,  La. 

Tollefson 

Utt 


Van  Pelt 

Vinson 

VuneU 

Weicbet 

Wheeler 

WldnaU 

Wilson.  CaUf . 

Wilson,  Tex- 

Yates 

Yorty 

voted  in  favor 
suspended  and 

the  following 


So  (two- thirds  having 
thereof)   the  rules  were 
the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced 
pairs: 

Mr    Canfleld  with  Mr.  McCormack. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  with  Mr.  Fine. 

Mr.  Widnall  with  Mr.  c;olmer. 

Mr.  Beamer  with  Mr.  Haley. 

Mr.  Bender  with  Mr.  DavU  of  Georgia. 

MV.   Bentley   with   Mr.  Campbell. 

Mrs.    Rogers    of    Masss chusetts    with    Mr. 
Mi'Uohan. 

Mr.  Utt  with  Mr.  Dorn  cf  South  Carolina. 

Mr.    Taylor    with    Mr.    Yorty. 

Mr.  Wilson  of  California  with  Mr.  Moulder. 

Mr.  Hand  with  Mr.  Do. linger. 

Mr    Hillelson  with  Mr.  Rabaut. 

Mr.  Hess  with  Mr.  Rains. 

Mr.  Busbey  with  Mr.  Regan. 

Iklr    Coudert  with  Mr.  Dempsey. 

Mr.  Fino  with  Mr.  McCarthy. 

Mr   Ellsworth  with  Mr.  Madden. 

Mr    Harrison  of  Wyoming  with  Mr.  Barden. 

Mr    Martin  of  Iowa  with  Mr.  Bowler. 

Mr   Jonas  of  Illinois  wi  h  Mr.  Chatham. 

Mr.  MtCuUoch  with  M.'.  Sikes. 

Mr    Carngg  with  Bilr.  Keogh. 

Mr.   Adair  with   Mr.   Ystes. 

Mr.  Curtis  of  Missouri  with  lAx.  Dingell. 

Mr    Holt  with  Mr.  Mac):  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Hosmer  with  Mr.  Waeeler. 

Mr.  HoOman  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Klein. 

Mr.  Sheehan  with  Mr.  ICngle. 

Mr    Shafer  with  Mr.  Roosevelt. 

Mr.  Robsion  of  Kentucky  with  Mr.  Teague. 

Mr.  Tollefson  with  Mr.  Vinson. 

Mr   Stringfellow  with  l£r.  Gordon. 

Mr.  Weichel  with  Mr.  Dsyle. 

Mr.  Pillion  with  Mr.  H^oert. 

Mr    Osmers  with   Mr.   Billing. 

Mr.  Norblad  with  Mr.  Tliompson  of  Louisi- 
ana. 

Mr.  LeCompte   with   Mi.   Deane. 

Mr.  Mason  with   Mr.   Hollfield. 

Afr    KUburn  with  Mr.  Durham. 

Mr.   Clevenger   with   Mr    Kluczynski. 

Mr   Patterson  with  Mr.  Blatnlk. 

Mr    Cotton  with  Mr.  Rivers. 

Mr.  DEwart  with  Mr.  Preston. 

Mr.  Kearney  with  Mr.  Morgan. 

Mr.  Nelson  with  Mr.  LarLdrum. 

Mr    R.idwan  with  Mr.  Buckley. 

Mr    Scrivner  with  Mr.  Atfetcalf. 

Mr    Vursell  with  Mr.  Ccndon. 

Mr  Miller  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Dawson 
of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Dolllver  with  Mr.  OBrien  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Harvey  with  Mr.  Rl.ey. 

Mr.  James  with  'bAx.  DaviS  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.   Ayres  with  Mr.  OB-len  of  Illinois. 

Mt.  Hruska  with  Mr    Mi.ler  of  Kansas. 

Mr    Baker  with  Mr.  Patlen. 

Mr    Van  Pelt  with  Mr.  Lyle. 

Mr   Pelley  with  Mr.  Mor-lson. 

Mr.  Gubser  with  Mr.  Bertsen. 

Mr.  Angell  with  Mr.  Lucas. 

Mr.  Golden  with  Mr.  Lj  ntafT. 

Mr.  Lipscomb  with  Mr.  Wilson  of  Texas. 

The  result  of  the  voU-  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  VELDE.  Mr.  Speiiker.'I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Hhnols? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VELDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  gentleman  from  Peruisyl- 
vania  [Mr.  Walter]  refused  to  yield  to 
me  today,  during  the  debate  on  S.  3706, 
in  order  that  I  might  answer  his  remarks 
against  me,  I  am  taking  this  opportunity 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Congres- 
sional Record,  in  answer  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania. 

Today,  during  the  course  of  the  debate 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives on  S.  3706.  Representative  Francis 
E.  Walter,  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities,  made  certain  statements  that 
were  grossly  unfair  to  me  and  other 
members  of  the  committee.  In  Usten- 
ing  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
IMr.  Walter],  it  was  impossible  to  de- 
termine whether  he  is  against  commu- 
nism, or  the  work  that  is  being  per- 
formed by  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities,  of  which  he  has 
claimed  he  was  an  "unwilling"  and  "un- 
fortunately" a  member. 

I  wish  the  record  to  show  that  in  Jan- 
uary of  1954,  when  this  legislation  was 
first  considered  by  the  committee.  I 
consulted  with  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  IMr.  Walter],  who  ad- 
vised me  that  he  was  certain  that  no 
formal  legislative  hearings  were  neces- 
sary, because  of  the  voluminous  hearings 
the  committee  had  held  over  the  past 
years  dealing  with  the  subject  of 
Communist-dominated  labor  unions. 
Why  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
I  Mr.  Walter  ]  changed  his  tune  at  a  later 
date  is  unknown  to  me.  However,  he 
might  well  have  seen  the  advantages  of 
such  legislation  and  had  hopes  that  by 
putting  it  over  until  next  year,  his  party 
could  take  credit  for  it  should  they  gain 
control  of  the  House. 

In  his  reference  to  the  meeting  that 
the  committee  held  to  vote  out  H.  R. 
9838.  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Walter]  left  the  false  impression 
that  this  action  was  taken  hastily.  I 
wish  the  record  to  show  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  IMr.  Walter] 
as  were  all  the  meml)ers  of  the  commit- 
tee, given  notice  of  this  meeting  and  its 
purpose  5  days  prior  to  the  date  the 
meeting  was  held.  The  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Walter]  not  only 
failed  to  raise  any  amendments  as  he 
said,  but  in  the  minority  report  that  fol- 
lowed, he  left  the  false  impression  that 
the  vote  on  reporting  out  the  bill  was 
4  to  1,  while  in  reality  it  was  5  to  1,  and 
one  member  voting  present.  It  was  fur- 
ther pointed  out  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  IMr.  Walter]  that  this 
legislation  was  considered  to  be  of  the 
utmost  importance  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, whose  duty  it  will  be  to  enforce  it. 

I  am  further  heartened  by  the  fact 
that  the  House  of  Representatives  has 
seen  fit  to  supjaort  this  legislation  by  the 
overwhelming  majority  of  305  to  2. 


FURTHER   MESSAGE   FROM   THE 
SENATE 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate. 
by  Mr.  Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  an- 


nounced that  the  Senate  had  passed 
without  amendment  bills  of  the  House 
of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  697.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Demet- 
rlos  Christos  Mataraggiotls.  and  Zol  Demetr*^ 
Mataraggiotis,  his  wife,  and  Christos  Matar- 
aggiotls    and     Constantinos     Matarnggiotls, 
their  minor  sons; 

H.  R.  717.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henrlette 
Matter; 

H.  R.  822.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Glusepplna  Giaccone: 

H.  R.  832.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kath. 
arine  Balsamo; 

H.  R.  834.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur  J. 
Boucher; 

H.  R  839.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Mary  Gertrude  ( Mary  Gertrude  KeUy ) ; 

H  R.  877.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Nasser 
Esphahanian; 

H  R  1622.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Agtu- 
tln  Mondreal; 

H.  R.  1627.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Johann 
Groben; 

H  R.  1904.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Patrtcia 
A.  Pembroke; 

H.  R  20€1.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Reglne 
du  Planty; 

H  R  2154.  An  act  authorizing  the  issu- 
ance of  a  patent  in  fee  to  Leona  Hungry; 

H.  R.  2393.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Brother 
Eupene  Cumerlato; 

H.  R.  2480.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Char- 
lotte Margarita  Schmidt; 

H  R.  2483.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gla- 
como  Bartolo  Vanadla; 

H  R.  2500.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanls- 
law  Majzner  (alias  Stanley  Malsner); 

H.  R.  2794.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Claire  Godreau  Dalgle; 

H.  R.  3024.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sergio 
Emeric: 

H.  R.3388.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louie 
Ella  Attaway; 

H  R  3447.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Paccione  Pica; 

H.  R  3507.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  MaJ. 
Ellas  M    Tsousgranls: 

H  R.  3520.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Erna  Roslta  Pont  (formerly  Erna  Roslta 
Michel): 

H  R.3566.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Plmen 
Maxlmovltch  Sofronov. 

H.  R.  3665.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marko 
Rlblc; 

H  R.  3750.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Inge 
Beckmann; 

H.  R  3869.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gilbert 
Elkanah  Richards.  Adelaide  Gertrude  Rich- 
ards, and  Anthony  Gilbert  Richards; 

H.  R.  3874.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roberto 
Johnson; 

H.R  4015.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Josef, 
Paula,  and  Kurt  Priedberg. 

H.  R  4054.  An   act  for  the  relief   of   Joree  • 
Sole     Massana     and     Montserrat     Thom.as- 
Sanchez  Massana; 

H  R.  4426.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andrea 
Paulette  Quatrehomme  and   her  child; 

H.  R  4427.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Helena  Piasecka; 

H.  R.  4437.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louise 
Rank; 

H.  R.  4522.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Petrus 
Van  Keer; 

H.  R.  4815.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alex- 
ander Petsche; 

H.R.  4908.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pletro 
Petralla; 

H.R.  4969.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Basllios 
Xarhoulacos; 

H.  R.  5119.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Augusta 
Oppacher  Bialek; 

H.  R.  5194.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pauline 
Katzmann; 

H.  R.  5319.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Henry 
falEO  known  as  Heinrich)  Cchor.  Sally  (also 
known  as  Sail)  Schor,  and  Glta  (also  known 
as  Gltta  Avival  Schor; 

H  R.  5344.  An  art  for  the  relief  of  Bob 
Kau   and  Fourere  Kan; 
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H.  R.  5450.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Takeko 
Zshlkl: 

H.  R.  5653.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Lu 
Jen-lving; 

H.  R.  6718.  An  act  to  limit  the  period  for 
collection  by  the  United  States  of  compen- 
sation received  by  officers  and  employees  in 
violation  of  the  dual  compensation  laws; 

H.  R.  5749.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Teresa  Lublato; 

H.  R.  6266.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
Robert  Qage; 

H.  R.  6355.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elena 
Scarpettl  Savelll; 

H.  R.  6442.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tamlko 
Fujlwara: 

H.  R.  6492.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rodolfo 
Navarro; 

H.  R.  6498.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elfrlede 
Llna  Avitable,  nee  Roser; 

H.  R.  6752.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Maria  Oiiiseppa  De  Lisa  Quagllano; 

H.  R.  6762.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Irmgard  (Chrapko)  Broughman; 

H.  R.  6858.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Efthemla  Soteralls; 

H.  R.  7031.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
George  A.  Meffan; 

H.  R.  7033.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Anna  J.  Welgle; 

H.  R.  7151.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mazal 
Kolman; 

H.  R.  7217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Astor 
Vergata; 

H.  R.  7229.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance to  T.  M.  Pratt  and  Annlta  C.  Pratt 
of  certain  real  property  in  Stevens  County, 
Wasb.; 

H.  R.  7581.  An  act  for  tlie  relief  of  Oaetano 
Conti; 

H.  R.  7813.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  adjust  or  cancel  cer- 
tain cbarges  on  the  Milk  River  project; 

H.  R.  7828.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mariana 
George  Loizos  Kellis; 

H.  R.  7829.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Shim- 
asoi  Michiko; 

H.  R.  7834.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Erika 
Schneider    Buonasera; 

H.  R.  7885.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sohan 
Singh  Rai  and  Joglndar  Kaur  Rai; 

H.  R.  7938.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Miss 
Martha  Heuschele; 

H.  R.  7947.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Erika   (Hohenleitner)    Stapleton; 

H.  R.  8065.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carlos 
^anclsco,  Manriqueta  Mina,  and  Roberto 
Mlna  Ver; 

H.  R.  8183.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elfrlede 
Ida  Geissler; 

H.  R.  8205.  An  act  to  authorize  the  con- 
veyance by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
Virginia  Electric  &  Power  Co.  of  a  perpetual 
easement  of  right-of-way  for  electric  trans- 
mission line  purposes  across  lands  of  the 
Richmond  National  Battlefield  Park,  Va., 
such  easemei^t  to  be  granted  in  exchange  for, 
and  in  consideration  of,  the  conveyance  for 
park  purposes  of  approximately  6  acres  of 
land   adjoining  the  park; 

H.  R.  8244.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Dorothy  Nell   Woolgar  Allen; 

H.  R.  8375.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ilse 
Radler   Hughes; 

H.R.  8424.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Else  Johnson: 

H.  R.  8554.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Maria 
M.  Khoe; 

H.  R.  8657.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  telo 
Bertonl; 

H.  R.  8859.  An  act  to  convey  the  rever- 
sionary Interest  of  the  United  States  in  cer- 
tain lands  to  the  city  of  Pawnee,  Okla.; 

H.  R.  8936.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dana 
Evanovich; 

H.R.  9029.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Paul 
James  Patrie; 

H.  R.  9496.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elisa- 
beth Hoeft; 

H.R.  9612.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Franzlska   (Han)    Rlgau; 


H.  R.  9790.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
June  30,  1948,  so  as  to  extend  for  1  year  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  issue  patents  for  certain  public  laods  in 
Monroe  County.  Mich.,  held  under  coflor  of 
title;  and 

H.  R.  9953.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mf .  Fu- 
Ho  Chan,  Mrs.  Pu-Ho  Chan,  and  their  child, 
Richard  Chan. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  pas.sed  a  bill  of  the  following 
title,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested  : 

S.  3873.  An  act  to  provide  survivor  benefits 
for  widows  of  C'nlef  Justices  and  Associate 
Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  ol  the  United 
States.  1 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the 
House  to  a  bill  and  a  joint  resolution  of 
the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

S.  599.  An  act  lor  the  relief  of  Cpl.  Robert 
D.  McMillan:   and 

S.  J.  Res.  147.  Joint  resolution  to  establish 
the  Woodrow  Wilson  Centennl.il  Celebration 
Commission,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  insists  upon  its  amendments  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  7886)  entitled  "Ar  act 
for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Cecil  Norton  Broy." 
disagreed  to  by  the  House ;  agrees  to  the 
conference  asked  by  the  House  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  Lancer,  Mr. 
Wiley,  and  Mr.  McC.^RRAN  to  be  the  con- 
ferees on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  ordered  that  the  Senate  re- 
quest the  return  of  the  message  asking 
the  House  of  Representatives  to  return 
to  the  Senate  the  bill  (H.  R.  8932)  en- 
titled "An  Act  to  reclassify  dictaphones 
in  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930." 


AMENDMENT  TO  REFUGEE  RELIEF 
ACT   OP    1953 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  1  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  8198)  to 
amend  the  Refugee  Relief  Act  of  1953. 
with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend - 
■  ments,  as  follows : 

Page  1.  line  10.  strike  out  "Subdivision" 
and  insert  "Subsection." 

Page  2,  line  10,  strike  out  "birth,  nation- 
ality, and  last  residence"  and  insert  "birth, 
or  nationality,  or  last  residence." 

Page  2,  after  line  16.  insert : 

"Sec.  4.  That  subsection  (a)  of  section  7 
be  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
the  following:  'No  visa  shall  be  Issued  under 
the  allotment  of  45,000  visas  heretofore  made 
by  paragraph  ,5)  of  subsection  4  (a)  of  this 
act  to  refugees  in  Italy,  or  under  the  allot- 
znent  of  15,000  visas  heretofore  made  by 
paragraph  (7)  of  subsection  4  (a)  of  this  act 
to  refugees  in  Greece,  or  under  the  allotanent 
of  15,000  visas  heretofore  made  by  paraf raph 
(9)  of  subsection  4  (a)  of  this  act  to  refugees 
In  the  Netherlands,  to  an  alien  who  qualifies 
under  the  preferences  specified  In  paragraph 
(2),  (3),  or  (4)  of  section  203  (a)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  until  sat- 
isfactory evidence  is  presented  to  the  re«pon- 
sible  consular  oflttcer  to  establish  that  the 
alien  in  question  will  have  suitable  employ- 
ment and  housing,  without  displacing  any 
other  person  therefrom,  after  arrival  in  the 
United  States.     Verification  of  such  afaila- 


ble  employment  and  housing  shall  be  made 
in  accordance  with  such  regulations  as  the 
Administrator  may,  in  his  discretion,  pre- 
scribe for  the  administration  of  the  act, 
including  Job  order  clearances  by  the  United 
States  Employment  Service  and  it»  affiliated 
State  employment  services,  and  a  certlflca- 
tlon  by  local  housing  authorities,  wherever 
they  exist  and  are  authorized  and  prepared 
to  make  such  certifications.'  " 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  do  we  understand  this 
is  the  bill  which  deals  with  the  diflflculties 
encountered  in  the  administration  of  the 
Refugee  Relief  Act  of  1953? 

Mr  GRAHAM.  That  is  correct.  This 
is  the  bill  the  House  passed  last  year, 
and  it  has  come  back  to  the  Hou.se 
with  the  amendments  which  we  are 
agreeine  to. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Will  the  gentleman  put 
an  explanation  of  this  bill  in  the  Rec- 
ord? I  think  it  is  extremely  important 
and  will  help  greatly  in  making  the 
Refugee  Act  perform  its  service. 

Mr.  GRAH.^M.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is 
the  bill  introduced  by  myself  to  amend 
the  Refugee  Relief  Act  of  1953  so  as  to 
make  immigrant-visa  allocations  mutu- 
ally available  to  either  refugees  or  close 
relatives  of  United  States  citiaens  who 
are  natives  of  Italy,  Greece,  or  the 
Netherlands. 

The  Senate  ha.s  added  one  provision  to 
the  bill,  under  which  United  States  citi- 
zens who  want  to  sixin.sor  the  immigra- 
tion of  their  close  relatives  from  Italy, 
Greece,  and  the  Netherlands  would  be 
required  to  submit  assurances  that  such 
immigrants  would  have  hou.sing  and  em- 
ployment available  for  them. 

It  is  believed  that  that  amendment  is 
sound  and  therefore  concurrence  is  rec- 
ommended. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  reque.st  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  wa.<^  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  wtre  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


GRANTING  STATUS  OF  PERMANENT 
RESIDENCE  TO  CERTAIN  ALIENS 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  lake  from  the 
Speakers  desk  the  resolution  (H.  Con. 
Res.  227)  favoring  the  granting  of  the 
status  of  permanent  residence  to  cer- 
tain aliens,  with  Senate  amendment 
thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  con- 
current resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment,  as  follows: 

Page  wj9,  after  line  4.  insert: 
"A-6682832,   Abraham,   Joseph  Htskel. 
"A-7187216.  Rosenberger.  Menasche. 
•■A-7182351.  Fulop.  Bertha." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  wlis  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 
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SPEXHAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  PATMAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  30 
minutes  on  tomorrow  and  Wednesday, 
following  any  special  orders  heretofore 
entered,  to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks 
and  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  PRICE  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  30  min- 
utes on  tomorrow,  following  any  special 
orders  heretofore  entert?d. 

Mr.  POLK  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  30  min- 
utes on  Wednesday  next,  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  CELLER  asked  ard  was  given  per- 
mi.ssion  to  address  the  House  for  15  min- 
utes on  tomorrow,  following  any  special 
orders  heretofore  entered. 


FEDERAL  SUPERVISION  OVER  THE 
PROPERTY  OF  CERTAIN  TRIBES 
Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah  submitted  a 
conference  reix)rt  and  statement  on  the 
bill  <S.  2670  >  to  provide  for  the  termina- 
tion of  Federal  supervision  over  the 
property  of  certain  tribes,  bands,  and 
colonies  of  Indians  in  the  State  of  Utah 
and  the  individual  meml>ers  thereof,  and 
for  other  purposes. 


NATIONAL     COMMITTEE     FOR     AN 
EFFECTIVE  CONGRESS 

Mr.  CLARDY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  tile  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CLARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  June  2 
on  this  floor  I  exposed  the  Trojan-horse 
tactics  of  Americans  for  Democratic  Ac- 
tion—ADA.  I  carefully  documented  the 
charee  that  this  outfit,  while  loudly 
proclaiming  itself  anti-Communist,  in 
reality,  has  embraced  much  of  the  Com- 
muni.st  Party  line.  It  propagandizes  the 
idea  that  the  Communist  Party  is  a 
penuine  political  party  lather  than  the 
subversive  and  traitorous  organization 
that  we  know  it  to  be.  It  is  selling  the 
idea  that  Communists  are  really  not  bad 
fellows — that  they  should  be  allowed  to 
teach  our  youth  and  be  on  public  pay- 
rolls. They  oppose  outlawing  this  sub- 
versive ors^anization.  They  weep  salt 
tears  over  the  imagined  wrongs  inflicted 
on  individual  Communists  by  congres- 
sional committees  and  caU  for  an  end  to 
congressional  investigations  and  expo- 
sures. They  continually  attack  and  smear 
all  of  us  engaged  in  the  serious  business 
of  ferreting  out  and  exposing  Commu- 
nists, Communist  fronts  and  their 
stooges  and  dupes. 

This  outfit  accuses  congressional  com- 
mittees of  throttling  free  ."speech — of  try- 
in.2  to  compel  conformi':y  of  thought — 
and  convicting  without  evidence  of  trial. 
Their  heart  bleeds  con'.inually  for  the 
enemies  of  our  country — but  never  for 
those  who  must  brave  the  left-wing 
smears  in  trying  to  protect  our  Nation. 
It  is  headed  up  by  a  group  of  left- 
wingers. 

About  6  years  ago  th?  same  master- 
minds that  direct  ADA  formed  another 


leftist  organization  called  the  National 
Committee  for  an  Effective  Congress. 
Like  the  Communists,  whose  technique 
they  thus  imitate,  this  bimch  of  leftists 
found  it  expedient  to  invent  a  new  high- 
sounding  name  under  which  they  could 
carry  on  their  work  without  alerting  an 
unsuspecting  nation  to  the  fact  that  it 
was  the  same  old  crowd  merely  doing 
business  under  a  new  brand  name. 
Fund  solicitation  would  be  helped  and 
the  appealing  sound  of  the  new  name 
was  counted  on  to  bring  fresh  recruits. 

Of  course,  this  group  of  leftists  are 
entitled  to  their  own  opinions.  But  the 
public  has  a  still  greater  interest  and 
right — the  public  has  the  right  to  know 
who  it  is  putting  out  their  propaganda 
and  it  has  a  right  to  know  the  names  of 
those  financing  and  pushing  this  efifort. 

This  group  has  invaded  State  after 
State  with  money  from  outside  sources. 
They  have  and  are  seeking  to  impose 
upon  the  electorate  of  the  several  dis- 
tricts and  States  the  kind  of  thinking 
and  the  kind  of  candidate  these  alien 
"angels"  desire.  If  they  have  their  way. 
they  will  impose  a  one-party  govern- 
ment— and  that  party  will  be  socialist 
and  eventually  Communist. 

Since  this  group  is  well  organized,  well 
financed  and  provided  with  numerous 
press,  radio  and  television  mouthpieces, 
it  represents  a  grave  threat  whose  true 
nature  and  exact  extent  can  only  be 
determined  after  lengthy  hearings  and 
exhaustive  investigation. 

I  have  today  introduced  a  resolution 
calling  for  the  creation  of  a  special  House 
Committee  to  investigate  the  back- 
ground, work,  and  nature  of  this  organi- 
zation. I  strongly  su.sp>ect  it  of  having 
violated  the  laws  relating  to  lobbying — 
as  well  as  other  statutes.  Having 
watched  Its  operations  as  closely  as  its 
secret  methods  permit  I  think  there  is 
much  that  needs  thorough  investigation. 
While  its  leaders  loudly  accuse  our  com- 
mittees of  stifling  free  speech  and 
thought  this  gang  has  been  expending 
large  sums  to  remove  from  Congress 
every  member  who  dares  differ  with  their 
left-wing  philosophy. 

Talk  about  thought  control— this  band 
of  leftists  are  spending  unlimited 
amounts  to  throttle  every  congressional 
voice  raised  in  defense  of  the  American 
system  of  free  economy.  Secretly  they 
have  invaded  district  after  district  and 
through  smear  campaigns  have  sought 
to  destroy  all  who  oppose  socialism. 
They  are  at  work  right  now  running  a 
well-heeled  campaign  from  headquar- 
ters here  on  the  Hill.  Who  may  l?e  on 
their  slaughter  list  only  they  know  for 
certain — but  for  reasons  of  my  own  I 
suspect  it  will  be  a  long  one  this  year. 

Usually  they  operate  in  the  dark — 
supplying  left-wing  candidates  with 
money  and  propaganda,  but  never  let- 
ting the  people  know  about  this  dirty 
work  until  they  can  crow  over  success. 
Since  the  leaders  of  Americans  for  Dem- 
ocratic Action  are  the  same  as  those 
heading  this  "front" — and  since  their 
line  is  the  same  all  I  have  had  to  say 
about  ADA  applies  with  equal  force  to 
this  outfit. 

On  August  11  this  year  at  page  14101 
of  the  Record  will  be  found  a  lengthy 


statement  inserted  by  Senator  Flandebs 
dealing  with  this  outfit.  It  would  ap- 
pear to  be  a  self-serving  document  put 
out  by  this  National  Committee  for  an 
Effective  Congress.  Tbe  facts  therein 
set  out  are  themselves  sufficient  to  raise 
grave  suspicion  about  their  motives,  their 
fund-raising  activities,  and  the  lobbying 
they  have  imdoubtedly  engaged  In. 
That  statement  alone  warrants  and 
justifies  the  investigation  I  am  seeking. 

I  believe  they  have  violated  the  law — 
I  beheve  they  are  doing  so  right  at  this 
moment.  There  should  be  an  immediate 
commencement  of  an  investigation  into 
all  the  ramifications  of  this  group  and 
its  activities.  The  committee  should  in- 
vestigate its  background  and  that  of  its 
sponsors.  It  should  find  out  exactly 
where  every  dime  comes  from — how  it  is 
spent — where  its  propaganda  origi- 
nates— what  members  of  press,  radio, 
and  television  are  conspiring  with 
them — the  nature  and  extent  of  its  lob- 
bying work— and  in  general  all  there  is 
to  kno^  about  it.  For  it  is  my  opinion 
that  there  is  much  more  than  meets  the 
eye,  that  the  public  should  know.  What 
hidden  forces  are  behind  this  group's 
campaign  to  suppress  the  opinions  and 
efforts  of  those  who  are  fighting  socialism 
and  communism? 

There  may  be  a  subversive  angle  that 
could  bring  this  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Un-American  Activities  Commit- 
tee— but  that  remains  to  be  seen — and 
it  may  be  that  time  will  prevent  action 
on  this  resolution  before  adjournment. 
But,  if  so,  I  shall  present  it  again  when 
the  next  session  starts.  Of  course,  if 
that  becomes  necessary,  we  will  only 
learn  about  things  after  the  dirty  work 
lias  been  done.  That  is  why  I  urge  im- 
mediate consideration  and  passage  of 
my  resolution.  The  left-wingers  running 
ADA  and  this  organization  furnish  a  link 
that  needs  examination.  The  very  many 
similarities  between  ADA's  program  and 
that  of  the  Communist  Party  suggests 
yet  other  angles.  Put  all  these  things 
together  and  it  is  evident  there  is  a 
pressing  need  for  the  creation  of  a  spe- 
cial committee  right  now.  I  urge  im- 
mediate passage  of  this  resolution. 

A  companion  resolution  providing  for 
an  appropriation  of  $25,000  is  also  being 
introduced- 


DR.  BERNARD  BRASKAMP, 
CHAPLAIN 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O  HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  could  not  leave  for  home  with 
warm  and  affectionate  memories  of  the 
83d  Congress  without  mention  of  my 
debt  and  that  of  my  colleagues  to  our 
deeply  esteemed  Chaplain,  Dr.  Bernard 
Braskamp.  His  prayers  at  the  opening 
of  our  daily  deliberations  have  given  us 
spiritual  strength  as  guide  in  the  dis- 
charge of  grave  responsibilities.  Tlie 
warmth  of  his  personality,  his  cordiality 
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and  his  grenulne  Interest  in  us  he  has 
shown  in  the  associations  on  the  floor 
of  tliis  Chamber  that  we  shall  always 
remember. 

For  the  people  of  Chicago,  who  are 
looking  forward  to  his  visit  to  our  city, 
I  extend  our  heartiest  greetings.  The 
happy  occasion  that  takes  him  to  Chi- 
cago on  August  28  is  the  marriage  of  his 
son,  the  father  performing  the  service. 

The  son  bears  the  proud  name  of  his 
father,  Bernard  Braskamp,  Jr.  He  has 
recently  been  graduated  from  Trinity 
College  and  shortly  after  the  marriage 
ceremony  he  will  leave  for  service  as  a 
flying  ofDcer  in  the  service  of  his  coun- 
try. 

It  will  interest  my  colleagues  to  know 
that  the  charming  young  woman  to 
whom  Bernard  Braskamp,  Jr.,  will 
plight  his  vows  only  recently  won  the 
world's  woman  swimming  champion- 
ship, 100  yards  free  style.  Miss  "Jody" 
Alderson,  also  holder  of  two  other 
American  swimming  records,  was  a 
member  of  the  Olympic  swimming 
team  in  1952. 

I  feel,  too,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  would 
be  base  ingratitude  to  leave  Washing- 
ton at  the  close  of  this  Congress  without 
a  word  of  recognition  for  the  prompt, 
efficient,  and  scholarly  service  of  the 
Legislative  Reference  Branch  of  the 
Congressional  Library.  No  assignment 
is  too  difficult  for  them ;  while  the  cheer- 
ful promptness  with  which  they  fill  de- 
mand orders  will  ever  be  the  marvel  of 
the  members  of  my  staff  and  of  me.  Dr. 
Griffiths  and  his  staff  do  a  splendid  work 
in  assisting  Members  of  Congress  with 
the  research  necessary  in  their  legisla- 
tive work.  I  wish  them  to  know  the 
deep  appreciation  of  my  office. 


REV.  CHARLES  V.  ROSSINI 

Mr.  PULTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2259)  for  the 
relief  of  Rev.  Charles  V.  Rossini. 

Mr.  PULTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  S.  2259 
for  the  relief  of  Hev.  Charles  V.  Rossini 
is  a  bill  which  I  can  recommend  heartily 
to  Congress  for  passage.  This  bill  is  for 
the  purpose  of  correcting  the  tragic  loss 
of  United  States  citizenship  of  Father 
Rossini,  choir  director  of  St.  Paul's  Ca- 
thedral o:  the  Catholic  Church  in  the 
diocese  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

We  in  Pittsburgh  are  proud  of  the  fine 
work  of  Father  Rossini  in  the  church  and 
our  good  community.  He  is  not  only  an 
excellent  choir  director,  but  is  a  com- 
poser of  fine  church  music,  and  has  been 
responsible  for  many  of  the  best  choir 
arrangements  of  church  music  in  our 
day. 

Father  Rossini  became  a  permanent 
resident  of  the  United  States  in  July 
1921,  as  a  priest  in  the  Pious  Society  of 
St.  Charles.  He  came  to  the  diocese  of 
Pittsburgh  in  1923  and  became  a  natural- 
ized citizen  of  the  United  States  in  1929. 


Under  the  United  States  Naturaliza- 
tion Act  of  1940  any  person  who  is  a 
United  States  naturalized  citizen  and 
who  returns  to  the  country  of  his  birth 
for  a  continuous  period  in  excess  of  3 
years,  loses  his  United  States  citizenship 
under  the  provisions  of  404  (c) .  Unfor- 
tunately, although  Father  Rossini  was 
actually  out  of  the  United  States  less 
than  a  period  of  3  years,  he  was  noti- 
fied by  the  State  Department  of  the  loss 
of  his  United  States  citizenship  under  a 
technicality  of  the  law.  Three  months 
during  ttys  period  which  he  actually 
spent  in  the  United  States,  were  not 
subtracted  from  the  legal  3-year  period 
in  calculating  the  time  for  loss  of  citi- 
zenship while  abroad. 

Father  Rossini  was  invited  by  the 
Vatican  Secretariat  of  State  through  the 
late  Bishop  Boyle,  of  Pittsburgh,  to  ro 
to  Rome  to  reorganize  the  St.  Cecilia 
Society  of  Church  Musicians  and  to  take 
part  in  the  preparation  of  musical  pro- 
grams for  the  holy  year  1950.  Because 
of  his  good  work  in  Rome  Father  Ro.sFini 
was  presented,  through  Bishop  Boyle,  the 
Pope's  golden  medal  benemerenti.  Fa- 
ther Rossini  finished  the  musical  pro- 
gram for  the  Marian  year  and  his  work 
With  the  St.  Cecilia  Society  early  in 
April  1952.  The  Pipus  Society  of  St. 
Charles  requested  his  assignment  in 
Rome  for  a  temporary  teaching  position 
at  the  college  in  Rome,  the  position  ter- 
minating September  15,  1952. 

Unfortunately,  under  the  technical 
provisions  of  the  Naturaliz::^tion  Act. 
Father  Rossini  was  notified  in  Rome  in 
August  1952  that  his  United  States  citi- 
zenship had  been  canceled  because  he 
had  been  on  church  duty  abroad  for 
more  than  a  3-year  period.  This  was  the 
case  although  Father  Rossini  had  actu- 
ally returned  to  the  United  States  for 
rest  for  a  period  of  3  months  from  June 
18,  1951,  through  September  18.  1951. 
On  October  7,  1952,  Father  Rossini  re- 
turned to  the  United  States  on  a  tempo- 
rary visa,  and  further  extensions  of  this 
visa  are  now  coming  to  an  end  so  that 
he  might  be  subjected  to  deportation  to 
Italy  on  order. 

The  fine  congregation  of  St.  Paul's 
Cathedral,  and  many  members  and 
clergy  of  the  Pittsburgh  diocese,  have 
called  this  injustice  to  my  attention  and 
asked  for  my  support  of  this  measure. 
I  am  glad  to  heartily  endorse  and  urge 
the  passage  of  this  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Father  Rossini  in  order  to  restore  him  to 
full  United  States  citizenship,  upon  tak- 
ing the  oath  of  allegiance  to  the  United 
States  within  1  year  after  effective  date 
of  this  act. 

With  a  person  of  Father  Rossini's 
Standing,  ability,  and  genius,  the  citi- 
zens of  Pittsburgh,  the  members  of  the 
congregation  of  St.  Paul's  Cathedral,  and 
the  members  of  the  Pittsburgh  diocase, 
will  suffer  a  great  loss  without  his  loyal 
service  and  musical  ability. 

I  urge  that  Congress  give  favorable 
consideration  to  this  bill  and  pass  it 
forthwith  as  I  believe  it  merits  our  full 
confidence  and  support. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pexmsylvania? 


Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  this  bill  is  one  of  187 
Senate  bills  all  of  which  are  meritorious. 
I  shall  not  object  to  this  bill,  but  I  want 
to  state  now  that  I  shall  object  to  any  bill 
that  is  brought  up  in  this  fashion  here- 
after. It  seems  to  me  that  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Immigration  should  be  given 
time  to  call  the  calendar  in  order  to  dis- 
pose of  this  large  number  of  bills. 

I  withdraw  my  reservation  of  objec- 
tion. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read 
the  bill  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Rev.  Charles  V. 
Rossini,  who  Io.it  United  States  citizenship 
under  the  provisions  of  section  404  (ci  of 
the  Nationality  Act  of  1940.  may  be  natural- 
ized by  taking  prior  to  1  year  alter  tbe  effec- 
tive date  oi  this  act.  before  any  court  referred 
to  in  .^ub^ection  (ai  of  section  310  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  of  before 
any  diplomatic  or  consular  officer  of  the 
United  States  abroad,  the  oaths  prescribed  by 
section  337  of  the  said  act.  Prom  and  after 
naturalization  under  this  act.  the  said  Rsv. 
Charles  V.  Rossini  shall  have  the  same  citi- 
zenship status  as  that  which  existed  Imme- 
diately prior  to  Its  lois. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 


time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
the  table. 


passed, 
aid  on 


AMENDING  TARIFF  ACT  OP  1030 
The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 

the  following  communication  from  the 

Senate: 

Ordered.  That  the  Senate  request  the  re- 
turn of  the  message  asking  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  re' urn  to  the  Senate  the 
bill  (H  R.  8932)  entitled  "An  act  to  recla-ssi- 
fy  dictuphones  in  the  Tanlf  Act  of  1930. •" 

The    SPEAKER.     Without    objection. 

the  request  of  the  Senate  will  be  granted. 

There  wa.s  no  objection. 


AMENDING   TARIFF   ACT  OF   1930, 
AS  AMENDED  I 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speakers  table  the  bill  (H.  R,  8932) 
to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended,  to  recla.ssify  dictaphonef,  with 
Senate  amendments  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  11.  after  "The"  insert  'fore- 
going." 

Page  2.  after  line  13.  Insert: 
"Sec.  .5.  Section  201  of  title  II  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930.  as  amended,  is  further  amended 
by   adding   at   the  end   thereof  a  nev«  para- 
graph to  read  as  follows: 

"  Par.  1818.  Furfural.'"  j 

Page  2.  after  line  13.  insert:  | 

"Sec.  6.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
hereby  directed  to  admit  free  of  duty  black 
granite,  in  whatever  form.  Imported  prior 
to  January  1.  1955.  for  use  in  any  Btatue. 
monument,  or  memorial  authorized  by  law 
to  be  erected  on  Federal  property." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York   [Mr.  Reed  J? 
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Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
serving the  right  to  obj«K:t.  I  do  so  in 
order  to  make  inquiry  of  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  whether  this  bill  re- 
lieves the  payment  of  import  duties  on 
granite  for  the  purpose  of  building  the 
Iwo  Jima  Monument  in  Arlington 
Cemetery? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  It  affects  only  that 
one  monument? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  e:ttend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Penate  amendment  to  the  bill  <H.  R. 
C932)  directs  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury to  admit  free  of  duty  black  granite 
imported  prior  to  January  1,  1955,  if  the 
black  granite  is  to  be  used  In  a  monu- 
ment erected  on  Federal  property. 

When  this  amendment  was  first  called 
to  my  attention,  it  did  not  include  a  cut- 
off date  and  I  therefore  felt  it  necessary 
to  oppose  the  bill  as  reported  in  the  other 
body.  To  exempt  individual  products 
fiom  duty  in  piecemeal  fashion  is  bad 
legislative  practice  and  discriminates 
against  certain  industries  without  regard 
to  the  tariff  laws  of  this  country. 

Quality  black  granite  is  found  In  sev- 
eral States,  including  Minnesota,  and 
there  is  no  valid  reason  for  permitting 
duty-free  importation  of  this  product 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  whole 
intent  of  this  amendment  is  to  remove 
the  duty  owed  on  black  granite  already 
imported  for  the  base  of  the  Iwo  Jima 
monument  to  be  erected  in  Arlington  Na- 
tional Cemetery  by  the  Marine  Corps 
veterans  of  the  United  States. 

The  explanation  given  to  me  is  that 
domestic  granite  was  declared  unsuitable 
for  the  purposes  of  this  monument  and 
Minnesota  black  granite  in  particular 
was  rejected  because  of  a  purplish  tinge 
in  sunlight.  This  is  a  question,  of  course, 
to  be  determined  by  the  sponsors  of  the 
monument  and  I  am  in  no  position  to 
quarrel  with  their  artistic  judgment. 

I  would,  however,  point  out  that  the 
base  of  the  Jefferson  Memorial  here  in 
the  Nation's  Capital  is  constructed  of 
Minnesota  black  granite  and  all  of  us  are 
proud  of  this  magnificent  structure  hon- 
oring a  great  American. 

I  am  sure  that  everyone  who  visits 
this  national  shrine  will  agree  that  the 
black  granite  base  upor  which  the  tower- 
ing figure  of  Jefferson  rests  enhances 
rather  than  detracts  from  the  artistic 
beauty  of  the  monument. 

However,  if  imported  black  granite  Is 
felt  essential  to  the  completion  of  the 
Marine  Corps  monument  by  its  spon- 
sors. I  will  not  object  to  the  bill  in  Its 
present  form  since  the  language  serves 
to  limit  the  duty-free  status  of  the  Iwo 
Jima  Moniunent. 


Furthermore,  I  am  told  that  the  black 
granite  is  already  in  the  United  States 
and  that  the  sponsors  are  unable  to  pay 
the  $7,000  duty  since  funds  for  the 
monument  were  raised  by  popular  sub- 
scription among  Marine  Corps  veterans. 
I  have  no  Intention,  therefore,  of  delay- 
ing erection  of  the  monument. 

I  would  have  preferred  if  the  amend - 
n\ent  adopted  by  the  other  body  would 
have  declared  specifically  that  the  duty- 
free Import  is  intended  for  the  Iwo  Jima 
monument  but  am  told  that  the  Treasury 
Department  and  the  Tariff  Commission 
objected  to  such  language  on  the  grounds 
that  a  precedent  would  be  established 
which  might  prompt  special  legislation 
every  time  a  statue,  memorial,  or  monu- 
ment is  being  erected. 

I  agree  that  this  would  be  unwise 
legislative  practice  and  accept  It  In  the 
present  Instance  only  because  of  the 
hardship  which  might  result  InsLsmuch 
as  the  granite  is  already  in  the  United 
States.  We  are  assured  that  the  cut-off 
date  of  January  1.  1955  will  limit  im- 
portation to  the  present  monument  be- 
cause there  are  no  other  laws  in  effect 
authorizing  Federal  monuments  on  Fed- 
eral property  before  that  date. 

It  frankly  strikes  me  as  somewhat 
incongruous  that  American  granite  is 
unfit  for  a  monument  to  the  courage  of 
American  marines  but  that  is  not  a  deci- 
sion to  be  made  by  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  an  explanation  of 
the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, the  first  Senate  amendment  to  H.  R. 
8932  provides  for  the  free  entry  of 
furfural.  Furfural  is  a  chemical  com- 
pound made  from^  cellulosic  raw  ma- 
terials such  as  corncobs,  oat  hulls,  and 
similar  waste  materials.  It  is  a  colorless 
liquid,  light  in  weight,  and  with  a  boiling 
point  of  161.7°  centigrade.  The  pri- 
mary use  is  In  the  production  of  syn- 
thetic rubber,  synthetic  resins,  nylon, 
and  in  the  refining  of  petroleum. 

The  increased  use  of  furfural  and  the 
necessity  for  centrally  located  large 
quantities  of  raw  materials  for  its  pro- 
duction has  promoted  considerable  re- 
search and  study  on  the  part  of  pro- 
ducers and  consumers.  A  plant  for  the 
production  of  furfural  on  an  efficient 
basis  must  have  ready  access  to  100,000 
tons  or  more  of  raw  material. 

Furfural  was  a  commodity  little 
known  when  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  was 
adopted,  and  it  is  not  separately  men- 
tioned in  any  tariff  paragraph.  If  im- 
ported. It  would  be  entered  under  para- 
graph 5  of  the  Tariff  Act  as  a  chemical 
compound  not  specially  provided  for 
dutiable  at  12 ',2  percent  ad  valorem,  re- 


duced by  trade  agreement  from  25  per- 
cent. 

There  are  three  plants  in  the  United 
States  producing  furfural,  all  operated 
by  one  manufacturer.  Total  domestic 
production  is  about  110  million  pounds 
per  year.  Because  of  the  demand  it  is 
not  anticipated  that  free  importation  of 
furfural  will  affect  domestic  output  and 
It  will  be  of  distinct  economic  aid  to-cme 
or  more  of  our  neighboring  counties. 
Furfural  production  requires  large 
amounts  of  sulfuric  acid  and  the  export 
of  this  material  from  the  United  States 
might  thus  be  stimulated. 

The  second  Senate  amendment  pro- 
vides for  the  importation,  free  of  duty, 
of  black  granite  when  It  is  to  be  used  in 
monuments  or  memorials  authorized  by 
law  to  be  buUt  on  Federal  property.  Tlie 
free  entry  of  this  material  will  terminate 
under  the  amendment  on  January  1, 
1955. 

Black  grsuiite  is  not  available  In  the 
United  States.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  the  puriwse  of  the  free  importation 
provided  by  this  amendment  is  to  make 
a  sufficient  supply  of  black  granite  avail- 
able for  the  construction  of  the  Iwo  Juna 
memorial  now  being  erected  on  Govern- 
ment property  near  Arlington  National 
Cemetery. 

POSTPONING  EFFECTIVE  DATE  OP 
ABSORPTION  REQUIREMENT  IN 
PUBUC  LAW  874 

Mr  McCONNELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3629)  to 
postpone  the  effective  date  of  the  3  per- 
cent absorption  requirement  in  Public 
Law  874,  81st  Congress,  for  1  year. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read^iie  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted.  efci'That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  3  (c)  (1)  of  Public 
Law  874.  81st  Congress,  as  amended,  the 
amounts  payable  to  a  local  educational 
agency  fur  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1955,  with  respect  to  the  number  of  chil- 
dren determined  under  subsection  (a)  or 
(b)  of  section  3  thereof  shall  be  cotnputed 
on  the  same  basis  as  was  used  during  tbe 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1954,  under  BUb- 
sectlons  (a),  (b),  (c),  and  (d)  of  section 
3  of  said  law. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  POGARTY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks in  the  Record  at  this  ix>lnt  on 
S.  3629. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
amendment  made  to  Public  Law  874  by 
the  1st  session  of  the  83d  Congress, 
through  the  passage  of  Public  Law  248, 
provides  that  a  school  district  must  ab- 
sorb a  number  of  children  equal  to  3  per- 
cent of  its  non -Federal  school  enroll- 
ment without  payment  from  Federal 
funds. 
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Tbe  Federal  children  countable  under 
this  law  are  in  2  categories.  3A  and  one- 
half  of  3B.  At  least  10  children  are 
needed  to  qualify.  A  number  equal  to  3 
percent  of  the  non-Federal  children  is 
subtracted  from  the  total  of  3A  plus  one- 
half  of  3B  children.  A  school  district  is 
eligible  for  payment  for  the  niunber  of 
children  remaining. 

Tbe  number  subtracted  is  the  so-called 
absorption  feature. 

When  the  Department  of  Education 
was  testifying  before  the  House  Commit- 
tee on  Education  and  Labor  last  year  it 
estimated  that  this  provision  would 
eliminate  from  pajrment  about  10  per- 
cent of  the  districts  and  reduce  pay- 
ments to  the  remainder  about  25  percent 
each.  On  basis  of  more  recent  date  this 
absorption  feature  proved  to  be  much 
more  severe  than  originally  anticipated. 

The  Appropriations  Committee  of  the 
Senate,  in  reporting  out  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Health.  Educa- 
tion, and  Welfare  for  1955  fiscal  year. 


Indicated  that  the  absorption  provision 
eliminated  600  school  districts  from  any 
entitlement,  although  they  had  received 
payments  for  the  previous  year.  Tlais 
is  nearly  24  percent  of  the  total  school 
districts  that  have  previously  been  eligi- 
ble for  payment.  Nearly  200  additional 
districts  would  lose  from  75  percent  to 
100  percent  of  entitlement,  and  324  more 
districts  would  lose  from  50  percent  to 
75  percent. 

I  repeat,  this  reduction  is  far  more 
drastic  than  originally  intended;  fur- 
thermore, the  school  districts  suffering 
most  are  the  small  districts  which  tan 
afford  it  least. 

In  my  own  State  of  Rhode  Island  it 
means  the  loss  of  $112,000  of  the  approx- 
imately $588,000  received  by  the  10 
school  districts  eligible  for  payment  dur- 
ing 1954.  Two  of  the  ten  districts  in 
Rhode  Island  lose  their  entire  entitle- 
ments; 1  district  would  lose  96  percent, 
one  74  percent,  two  15  percent,  and  the 
others  less  than  10  percent. 


Public  Law  874,  as  amended — Lint  of  applicant  school  districts  and  estimnted  cTi'illrmctit.o. 
fiscal  year  1954  and  fiscal  year  1955  {showing  effects  of  S  percent  absorption  on  eniillimnt 
and  total  expenditures  of  districts)  State  of  Rhode  Island 
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East  Greenwich  Town  School  Department ..'. 

North  Kin^town  Town  School  Department,  Wickford 

Portsmouth  Town  School  Committee 

Jamestown  Town  School  Committee .'..' 

Coventry  School  Department  

Warwick  School  Committee. """ 

School  comraitte«,  town  of  Westerly "11 

School  committee,  town  ol  Charlestown .1"""" 

Total 


$249. 
83, 

\ 

13. 

I2r,. 

3;j. 

!•.'. 

7, 
49, 

3, 

(1 


rni 

'.24 

SK5 

•JMI  I 
033  I 
42'J 

724  I 


n 


r.4i 

■MH 

•>.  17.-. 
10.  21."; 

2.037 


ti.3 
73.7 
»l.  1 

."  u 
i.'i, :( 
If.  1 

llKV  II 

y.'i  '» 
11  )U  0 


2.2 
2  1 
2  4 
13 
1.7 
2.  1 

l.H 

2.7 

2.2 

.7 


5f»fs.  4&2 


47<i.  407 


19.  1 


'  Not  processed. 


Losses  in  several  other  States  are  as 
follows: 

First.  Massachusetts  has  29  districts 
of  which  12,  or  41.4  percent,  would  be 
ineligible. 

Second.  New  York,  with  97  districts, 
would  have  60  districts  that  woulc".  com- 
pletely lose  entitlements. 

Third.  West  Virginia  would  lose  91.5 
percent  of  Its  entitlement. 

Fourth.  New  Hampshire  would  lose  9 
of  27  districts. 

Fifth.  Kansas  would  lose  64  of  178 
districts,  or  36  percent. 

Sixth.  Wyoming,  with  11  districts  now 
qualifjring,  would  lose  5,  or  45.5  percent. 

Seventh.  Iowa,  with  17  districts,  would 
lose  6,  or  35.3  percent. 

Eighth.  Pennsylvania  would  lose  35.4 
percent  of  entitlements,  or  about  $500.- 
000. 

Ninth.  North  Carolina  would  lose  40.3 
percent  of  its  entitlement,  or  approxi- 
mately $125,000. 

Losses  are  severe  throughout  the  Na- 
tion. There  is  no  question  that  the 
amendment  means  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment is  falling  to  meet  its  responsi- 
bilities to  federally  impacted  communi- 
ties. 

Mr.  POLK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  strongly 
urge  passage  by  the  House  of  the  bill 
S.  3629  to  amend  Public  Law  874  of  the 


81st  Congress,  so  as  to  eliminate  the  3 
percent  absorption  requirement.  While 
this  bill,  S.  3629,  only  postpones  the  ef- 
fective date  of  the  3-percent  require- 
ment for  1  year,  I  strongly  urpe  its 
passage.  It  is  my  firm  conviction  that 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  made  a  grave  mistake  in 
recommending  last  year  that  the  3  per- 
cent absorption  clause  be  incorporated 
in  the  provisions  of  Public  Law  874,  as 
amended,  at  that  time.  I  believe  the  3 
percent  absorption  idea  is  not  based  upon 
a  sound  and  realistic  understanding  of 
the  practical  application  of  Public  Law 
874  as  it  affects  federally  impacted  areas. 
Statistics  prove  that  in  Ohio  the  3  per- 
cent absorption  provision  in  last  year's 
amendments  to  Public  Law  874  would 
cause  great  hardship  to  many  school  dis- 
tricts in  federally  impacted  areas  in 
Ohio.  For  this  reason  and  because  I  be- 
lieve the  3  percent  absorption  clause  i.s 
fimdamentally  unsound,  I  urge  the 
House  to  vote  favorably  on  this  bill.  S. 
3629. 

In  order  to  explain  more  fuilk  my 
reasons  for  supporting  this  legislation,  I 
wish  to  quote  briefly  from  the  Senate  re- 
port on  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Public  Law  874  provides  financial  assistance 
for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  schocls 
in   areas  affected   by  Federal   activities.     As 


originally  enacted  this  law  would  hltve  ex- 
pired on  June  30  of  this  year.  Laat  year, 
however,  the  Congress  enacted  Public  Law 
248  which  extended  the  original  law  for  an 
additional  2  years  with  some  modlflcatlona. 
Public  Law  874,  81st  Congress,  provides  for 
financial  aid  to  local  school  districts  for 
maintenance  and  operation  of  their  schools 
with  respect  to  three  categories  of  federally 
connected  children: 

(a)  Children  who  reside  on  Federal  prop- 
erty with  a  parent  employed  on  Federal  prop- 
erty (sec.  3  (a)  ) : 

(b)  Children  who  reside  on  FederaJ  prop- 
erty or  reside  on  non -Federal  property  with 
a  parent  employei  on  Federal  property  (sec. 
3   (b)):  i 

(c)  Children  whose  school  attendance  la 
attributable  to  activities  of  the  United  Sf  les 
(sec.  4) . 

(The  bill  here  reported  affects  ooly  the 
provisions  relating  to  the  (a)  and  (b)  cate- 
gory children.) 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  orlelnal  law, 
each  local  educational  agency  was.  after 
meeting  the  eligibility  conditions  specified 
therein,  entitled  to  payment  of  the  local 
share  of  the  per-pupll  cost  of  school  main- 
tenance and  operation  (the  local  contribu- 
tion rate)  with  respect  to  each  federally  con- 
nected child  In  cate'^^ory  (a)  In  attendance 
during  the  year  for  which  the  application  Is 
made.  In  the  case  of  federally  connected 
children  in  catepory  (b),  the  payment.  If  the 
local  agency  met  the  eligibility  conditions, 
was  one-half  of  the  local  share  of  tbe  cost. 
The  eligibility  conditions  under  the  Original 
law  were  that  the  number  of  federally  con- 
nected children  in  the  category  must  num- 
ber 10  and  must  also  be  equal  to  3  percent 
of  the  total  children  In  attendance  at  the 
schools  of  the  applicant  during  the  year  for 
which  the  application  is  made. 

Undf-r  the  amendments  Included  In  Public 
Liiw  248  of  thi.s  C')ngre.=i.<:,  which  became  ef- 
fective July  1.  1954  (a  few  amendments  be- 
came effective  immediately  i ,  the  children  in 
the  two  categories  during  the  precedlrg  year 
(instead  of  the  year  for  which  the  ajipUcatlon 
Is  made,  as  under  the  original  law)  ane  to  be 
considered  together,  with  the  number  In 
category  (a)  and  one-half  the  number  In 
category  (b)  being  combined.  If  thl$  totals 
10  or  more,  the  local  agency  Is  entitled  to 
the  local  contribution  rate  multiplied  by  the 
number  of  (a>  children  plus  one-half  the 
number  of  (b)  children,  minus  3  percent  of 
the  total  number  of  nonfederally  connected 
children  In  attendance  at  the  schools  of  the 
ai)pl;cant  during  the  preceding  year.  The 
la.'it-mentlr.ned  fipurc  i.s  the  so-called  absorp- 
tion requirement  to  which  the  bill  is  ad- 
dressed. 

This  absorption  requirement  was  among 
the  changes  In  the  original  Public  Law  874 
recommended  by  the  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare,  and  included  in 
Public  Law  248.  It  was  thoucht  that  only 
a  small  percentage  of  the  applicant  school 
district.s  would  be  affected  siibstantlUly  by 
this  change.  It  now  appears  that  a  much 
larger  pcrcentace  than  was  first  envisioned 
will  be  so  affected. 

In  view  of  this  unforeseen  effect  of  the 
amendment  and  the  undue  hardship  It  will 
impose  on  a  number  ot  local  school  districts, 
the  committee  is  recommending  a  suspen- 
sion of  the  absorption  requirement  for  an 
additional  year  in  order  to  provide  an  oppor- 
tunity for  further  review  and  consideration 
of  the  problem  to  which  this  legislation  is 
directed. 

ANALYSIS  or  THE  BILL 

The  bill  would  provide  that  notwithstand- 
ing the  provisions  of  section  3  (c)  (1)  of 
Public  Law  874,  as  amended— the  provisions 
which  Include  the  3  percent  absorption  re- 
quirement—the amount  payable  to  a  local 
educational  agency  for  the  current  fisciil  year 
with  respect  to  the  number  of  federally  con- 
nected children  determined  under  subsection 


195 


!. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


14665 


(a^  or  Butasection  (b)  of  section  3  of  such 
law  (as  amended)  shall  be  computed  on  tbe 
same  basis  as  was  used  during  the  preceding 
fiscal  year  under  subsections  (a),  (b),  (c). 
and  (d)  of  section  3  of  the  law. 

Under  the  bill  the  number  of  eligible  chil- 
dren would  be  determined  under  subsections 
(a)  and  (b)  of  section  3  of  Public  Law  874, 
as  amended  by  Public  Law  248.  This  would 
Include  basing  eligibility  on  the  number  of 
federally  connected  children  during  the  pre- 
ceding fiscal  year  instead  of  the  current  fiscal 
year. 

However,  while  the  number  of  children 
vi?ed  In  determining  eligibility  would  be  de- 
termined under  the  amended  section  3  (a) 
and  (b).  the  eligibility  requirements  for  aid 
during  the  current  fiscal  year  would,  under 
the  bill,  be  those  contained  In  section  3  (d) 
I  1)  of  the  original  law;  that  Is,  In  each  cate- 
gory for  which  aid  Is  reqxiested  by  the  appli- 
cant local  educational  agency  there  would 
have  to  be  10  or  more  children  as  well  as  a 
number  of  children  equal  to  3  percent  of 
the  total  number  of  children  In  average  dally 
pttcnd.-'nce  at  the  schools  of  the  applicant 
durint;  the  preceding  fiscal  year.  (It  should 
b?  noted  that  somewhat  different  eligibility 
and  p.iyment  provisions  apply,  as  Indicated 
b?I' w    to  larger  school  districts  ) 

Under  the  bill  the  amount  payable  to  an 
applicant  would  be  equal  to  the  number  of 
children  In  the  (a)  category  In  school  at- 
fnclmce  during  the  preceding  fiscal  year 
PMiltlplied  by  the  local  contribution  rate  (de- 
Tei  mined  under  sec.  3  (c)  of  the  original 
Public  Law  874)  and  the  number  of  children 
in  the  (b»  category  In  school  attendance 
durini;  such  year  multiplied  by  one-half  the 
lo-iil  Contribution  rate. 

Ohrr  effects  of  the  bill  would  ber 

( 1  )  The  6  percent  eligibility  requirement 
anJ  3  percent  absorption  requirement  with 
respect  to  the  large  school  districts  which 
V  ere  contained  in  section  3  (d)  (2)  of  the 
rricjlnal  law.  but  eliminated  by  Public  Law 
248   would  be  reinstated  for  this  year. 

(J)  The  authority  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Education  under  section  3  (d)  (1)  of  the 
nrisrinal  law  to  waive  the  3  percent  ellglbil- 
I'y  requirement  would  be  reinstated.  His 
authority  under  the  amended  law  to  waive 
the  requirement  of  10  children  In  the  cate- 
gjry  would  be  suspended  along  with  tbe  3 
perreiit   absorption   requirement. 

lU)  The  provisions  of  subsections  (e)  and 
(f  1  of  section  3  of  the  original  law  would  not 
be  reinstated  since  these  provisions  would 
be  inappropriate  when  the  payments  are 
ba.«ed  on  the  number  of  federally  connected 
cnr.dren  In  the  preceding  fiscal  year,  instead 
of  the  current  fiscal  year  as  under  the  orig- 
inal Public  Law  874. 

(4)  The  local  contribution  rate  would  be 
determined,  as  under  section  3  (c)  of  the 
original  law,  on  the  basis  of  expenditures  in 
the  second  preceding  year  in  the  most  nearly 
comparable  school  districts  In  the  State. 

(5)  In  other  respects,  the  amendments 
made  by  Public  Law  248.  which  were  to  be- 
come effective  on  July  1  of  this  year,  would 
be  permitted  to  do  so.  This  would  Include 
the  provisions  of  the  new  section  3  (c)  (2) 
which  permits  additional  payments  in  tbe 
case  of  certain  local  school  districts  with 
very  substantial  proportions  of  federally 
connected  children. 


PROGRAM  OP  ASSISTANCE  FOR 
SCHOOL  CONSTRUCTION 

Mr.  McCONNELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3628)  to 
amend  Public  Law  815,  81st  Congress, 
in  order  to  extend  for  3  additional  years 
the  program  of  assistance  for  school  con- 
struction under  title  in  of  that  act. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  last  sentence 
of  section  301  of  the  act  of  September  23. 
1950  (Public  Law  815.  81st  Cong.),  as  amend- 
ed. Is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  "There 
are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1954.  and 
for  the  four  succeeding  fiscal  years,  such 
sums  as  the  Congress  may  determine  to  be 
necessary  for  such  purpose." 

Sec.  2.  The  first  sentence  of  section  303 
of  such  act  is  amended  by  striking  out 
'•1954"  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  *1957." 

Sbc.  3.  The  first  sentence  of  section  304 
of  such  act  is  amended  by  striking  out  "the 
regular  school  year  1953-1954"  and  Inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  "the  current  school  year." 

Sec.  4.  Section  305  (a)  of  such  act  Is 
amended  by  striking  out  "the  regular  school 
year  1953-1954"  and  Inserting  In  lieu  there- 
of "the  current  school  year." 

SEC.  6.  Section  305  (d)  of  such  act  is 
amended  ( 1 )  by  striking  out  "the  regular 
school  year  1953-1954"  and  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  "the  current  school  year"  and  (2) 
by  striking  out  "the  school  years  1951-1952 
and  1953-1954"  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
"the  school  year  1951-1952  and  the  current 
Bchool  year." 

Sec.  6.  Section  305  of  such  act  Is  further 
amended  by  Inserting  at  the  end  thereof 
the  following  new  subsection: 

"(f)  The  determination  of  any  Increase  In 
children  for  the  purp>ose  of  any  application 
under  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
made  without  regard  to  any  Increase  In  chil- 
dren for  which  payment  has  been  or  will 
be  made  on  the  basis  of  a  previous  appli- 
cation under  the  provb^lons  of  this  act." 

Sec.  7.  The  first  sentence  of  section  310 
of  such  act  Is  amended  by  Inserting  after 
"June  30,  1954"  the  following:  ",  June  30, 
1955.  June  30,  1956.  or  June  30,  1957." 

Sec.  8.  Title  III  of  such  act  Is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
section: 

"Sec.  312.  For  the  purposes  of  this  title. 
the  term  'current  school  year'  means  (1) 
with  respect  to  an  application  filed  before 
July  1,  1954.  the  regular  school  year  1953- 
1954;  (2)  with  resi>ect  to  an  application  filed 
after  June  30,  1954,  and  before  July  1,  1955. 
the  regular  school  year  1954-1955;  (3)  with 
respect  to  an  application  filed  after  June 
30.  1955,  and  before  July  1.  1956,  the  regular 
school  year  1955-1956;  and  (4)  with  respect 
to  an  application  filed  after  June  30,  1956, 
the  regular  school  year  1956-1957." 

Sec.  9.  Section  209  (e)  of  such  act  Is 
amended  by  striking  out  "June  30,  1955"  and 
Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "June  30.  1958." 

Mr.  McCONNELL.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  of- 
fer an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  McConnell: 
Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
Insert  the  following:  "That  the  last  sentence 
of  section  301  of  the  act  of  September  23, 
1950  (Public  Law  815.  81st  Cong.),  as 
amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro- 
priated for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 
1954.  and  for  the  three  succeeding  fiscal 
years,  such  sums  as  the  Congress  may  deter- 
mine to  be  necessary  for  such  purpose'. 

"Sec.  2.  The  first  sentence  of  section  303 
of  such  act  Is  amended  by  striking  out  '1954' 
and   Inserting   In   lieu   thereof   '1956'. 

"Sec.  3.  The  first  sentence  cf  section  304 
of  such  act  Is  amended  by  striking  out  'regu- 
lar school  year  1953-54'  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  'regular  school  year  1955-56'. 

"Sec.  4.  Section  305  of  such  act  Is  amended 
(1)  by  striking  out  'regular  school  year 
1953-54'  wherever  appearing  In  such  section 


and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  're^tilar  school 
year  1955-56';  and  (2)  by  striking  out  Tegu- 
lar school  year  1951-52'  wherever  appearing 
In  such  section  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
"regular  school  year  1953-54'. 

"Sec  5.  Section  305  (d)  of  such  act  U 
amended  by  striking  out  "school  years  1951- 
52  and  1953-54'  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof 
'school   years    1953-54   and    1955-56'. 

"Sec  6.  The  first  sentence  of  section  310  of 
such  act  Is  amended  by  striking  out  '1954* 
and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  '1956'. 

"Sec.  7.  Section  209  (e)  of  such  act  fs 
amended  by  striking  out  '1955'  and  inserting 
In  lieu  thereof  '1957'. 

"Sec  8.  The  amendments  made  by  this 
act  shall  not  apply  with  respect  to  any  appli- 
cation filed,  or  any  funds  appropriated,  be- 
fore the  enactment  of  this  act." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  FXDGARTY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  5  legislative  days  in  which  to 
extend  their  remarks  on  the  bills  S.  3628 
and*  S.  3629. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Rhode 
Island?  \ 

There  was  no  objection. 


AUTHORIZING  UNITED  STATES  TO 
QUITCLAIM  ITS  RIGHT  TO  CER- 
TAIN LANDS  IN  ARIZONA 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  bill 
(S.  3187)  to  authorize  the  United  States 
of  America  to  quitclaim  all  its  right, 
title,  and  interest  in  and  to  certain  lands 
in  Arizona,  except  for  mineral  interests 
therein,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ari- 
zona? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  sis  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  subject  to  the 
reservations  set  out  In  section  4  of  this  act, 
the  United  States  of  America  hereby  quit- 
claims all  of  its  rlghtv  title,  and  interest  in 
and  to  the  land  described  in  that  certain  deed 
executed  by  Salt  River  Valley  Water  Users' 
Association,  an  Arizona  corporation,  dated 
May  20.  1941.  and  recorded  May  30.  1941.  in 
the  office  of  the  county  recorder,  Maricopa 
County,  State  of  Arizona,  in  book  360  of  deeds 
at  page  81.  to  the  persons  named  as  grantees 
therein  or  to  the  p)ersons  who  succeeded  to 
and  now  hold  the  {xwsessory  Interests  con- 
veyed by  said  deed;  and  In  addition  thereto, 
the  United  States  of  America  hereby  quit- 
claims to  the  State  of  Arizona  all  its  right, 
title,  and  interest  In  and  to  all  that  portion 
of  the  land  lying  within  the  right-of-way 
of  the  State  highway  designated  on  the  plat 
of  Victory  Tract  as  the  Apache  Trail,  said 
plat  being  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  county 
recorder  of  Maricopa  County  in  book  31  of 
maps,  page  6  thereof. 

Sec  2.  Subject  to  the  reservations  set  out 
In  section  4  of  this  act.  the  United  States 
of  America  hereby  quitclaims  all  of  Its  right, 
title,  and  Interest  in  and  to  the  lands  de- 
scribed In  those  certain  Instruments  exe- 
cuted by  Salt  River  Valley  Water  Users'  As- 
sociation, an  Arizona  corporation,  and  re- 
corded in  the  office  of  the  county  recorder. 
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Muioapm    Otmntj.    State    of    Aximcma.    as 
XoUowb: 

Deed  dated  Jvae  1.  1931,  and  rectxtied 
June  19,  1931,  In  book  257  of  deeds  at  page 
182; 

Deed  dated  January  24,  1936,  and  recorded 
August  17,  1935.  In  book  294  of  deeds  at  page 
159: 

Deed  dated  April  9,  1S34,  and  recorded 
April  16.  1945.  in  book  432  of  deeds  at  pages 
289  and  290; 

Deed  dated  October  13,  1947,  also  executed 
by  Salt  River  Project  Agricultural  Improve- 
ment and  Power  District,  a  municipal  cor- 
poration of  Arizona,  and  recorded  December 
17.  1947,  In  docket  105  at  pages  67  and  68; 

Deed  dated  July  6,  1930,  and  recorded 
January  28, 1931,  in  book  250  of  deeds  at  page 
SIO; 

Deed  dated  January  20,  1939.  and  recorded 
June  22,  1939.  in  book  334  of  deeds  at  pages 
243  and  244  subject  to  the  rlgbts-of-way, 
reservations  and  covenants  as  set  forth  in 
said  deed: 

Deed  dated  August  1,  1927,  and  recorded 
April  12,  1928,  In  book  220  of  deeds  at  page 
161; 

Deed  dated  April  16, 1930,  and  recorded  May 
10. 1930,  In  book  247  of  deeds  at  pages  17  and 
18; 

Deed  dated  January  10,  1935,  and  reccn-ded 
February  13,  1935.  in  book  289  of  deeds  at 
pages  96  and  96; 

Deed  dated  September  24,  1930,  and  re- 
corded October  4,  1930,  in  book  248  of  deeds 
at  pages  378  and  379; 

Deed  dated  March  19,  1926,  and  recorded 
May  4,  1928,  in  book  220  of  deeds  at  pages 
364  and  365; 

Deed  dated  April  6.  1953,  also  executed  by 
said  Salt  River  Project  AgricvUtural  Improve- 
ment and  Power  District,  and  recorded  April 
15,  1953.  in  docket  1117  at  page  174; 

Deed  dated  December  2.  1929,  and  recorded 
June  20,  1930.  in  book  247  of  deeds  at  pages 
352  and  353; 

Deed  dated  October  30,  1953,  also  executed 
by  said  Salt  River  Project  Agricultural  Im- 
provement and  Power  District,  and  recorded 
November  17,  1953.  in  docket  1234  at  pages 
166  and  167; 

Deed  dated  April  6,  1953,  also  executed 
by  said  Salt  River  Project  Agricultural  Im- 
provement and  Power  District,  and  recorded 
April  17,  1953,  in  docket  1119  at  pages  70,  71, 
and  72; 

Deed  dated  November  3,  1952.  and  recorded 
November  5,  1952,  in  docket  1019  at  pages 
491  and  492; 

Deed  dated  November  13,  1953,  and  re- 
corded November  17.  1953,  in  docket  1234  at 
pages  170  and  171; 

General  release  of  easement  dated  May  2. 
1932,  and  recorded  May  2,  1932,  In  book  45  of 
mlBcellaneous  at  page  500; 

Deed  dated  November  13,  1953,  and  re- 
corded November  17,  1953,  in  docket  1234  at 
pages  160  and   161; 

Deed  dated  October  5,  1936,  and  recorded 
October  19.  1953,  in  docket  1219  at  pages  513 
and  514; 

Deed  dated  November  16.  1953,  also  exe- 
cuted by  said  Salt  River  Project  Agricultural 
Improvement  and  Power  District,  and  re- 
corded November  17,  1953,  in  docket  1234 
at  pages  162  and  163; 

Daed  dated  May  5,  1938,  and  recorded  May 
11.  1938,  in  book  321  of  deeds  at  page  486; 

Deed  dated  November  13,  1963,  and  re- 
corded November  17.  1953,  in  docket  1234  at 
pages  168  and  169; 

Deed  dated  July  18,  1923,  and  recorded 
August  18.  1923.  in  book  177  of  deeds  at 
pages  447  and  448,  as  well  as  in  deed  from 
Arthur  D.  Neuhard  to  the  United  States  of 
America,  dated  December  13,  1922.  and  re- 
corded December  14,  1922,  in  book  171  of 
deeds  at  pages  298  and  299; 

Deed  dated  July  18,  1931,  and  recorded 
August  8.  1931,  in  book  257  of  deeds  at  pages 
«10  and  611;  and 
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Deed  dated  November  3,  1953.  and  re- 
corded November  17,  1953.  In  docket  1284  at 
pages  164  and  165,  subject  to  the  rights-of- 
way  set  forth  In  said  deed; 

to  the  persons  named  as  grantees  or  releasee 
therein  or,  tf  such  persons  no  longer  hold 
the  possessory  Interests  conveyed  by  said 
deeds  or  released  by  said  general  release  of 
easement,  then  to  the  persons  who  succeeded 
to  and  now  hold  such  possessory  Interests. 

Sic.  3.  Subject  to  the  reservation  set  out 
in  section  4  of  this  act.  the  United  States 
of  America  hereby  quitclaims  to  the  abutting 
property  owners  of  record  on  either  side  of 
the  rights-of-way  of  the  hereinafter  de- 
scribed canals  to  the  center  lines  thereof 
all  of  its  right,  title,  and  Interest  in  and  to 
the-followlng  described  property: 

All  that  certain  canal  right-of-way  known 
as  the  Maricopa  Canal,  which  takes  its  head 
out  of  the  Salt  River  Jointly  with  that  of 
the  Salt  River  Valley  Canal  on  the  norlh  side 
thereof  In  section  8.  township  l  north,  range 
4  east.  Gila  and  Salt  River  base  and  meridian. 
and  running  thence  In  a  northwesterly  di- 
rection to  Its  terminus  In  section  27.  town- 
Ship  2  north,  range  1  east.  Gila  and  Salt  River 
base  and  meridian,  Maricopa  County.  Ari- 
zona, except  those  portions  of  said  right-of- 
way  through,  over,  and  across  the  follawing 
lands: 

North  half  of  the  south  half  section  8, 
township  1  north,  range  4  east. 

North  half  of  the  south  half  section  7, 
township  1  north,  range  4  east. 

North  half  of  the  south  half  section  12. 
township  1  north,  range  3  east. 

Southwest  quarter  section  1,  townsbip  1 
north,  range  3  east. 

Southeast  quarter  section  2.  townsbip  1 
north,  range  3  east. 

Southwest  quarter  section  25.  townsbip  2 
north,  range  2  east. 

Northwest  quarter  of  the  northwest  quar- 
ter of  section  36,  township  2  north,  range  2 
east. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  or  section  34, 
township  2  Jiorth,  range  2  east. 

Northwest  qtiarter  of  the  northwest  quarter 
of  the  northeast  quarter  of  section  33.  tcwn- 
ship  2  north,  range  2  east. 

All  that  certain  canal  right-of-way  known 
as  the  Salt  River  Valley  Canal,  which  takes 
its  head  out  of  the  Salt  River  Jointly  with 
that  of  the  Maricopa  Canal,  on  the  north 
aide  of  said  river,  in  section  8.  township  1 
north,  range  4  east,  Giia  and  Salt  River  base 
and  meridian,  and  running  thence  in  a  west- 
erly direction  to  Its  terminus  in  sectioo  12. 
township  1  north,  range  1  west.  Maricopa 
C3ounty,  Ariz.,  except  those  portions  of 
•aid  right-of-way  through,  over,  and  across 
the  following  lands: 

North  half  of  the  south  half  of  section  8, 
township  1  north,  range  4  east. 

North  half  of  the  south  half  of  section  7. 
township  1  north,  range  4  east. 

North  half  of  the  south  half  of  section  12, 
township  1  north,  range  3  east. 

North  half  of  the  northwest  quarter  of 
section  12,  township  1  north,  range  2  ea«t. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  sectloB  11, 
township  1  north,  range  2  east. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  sectloa  10, 
township  1  north,  range  2  east. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  section  9. 
township  1  north,  range  2  east. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  section  8, 
township  1  north,  range  2  east. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  section  7. 
township  1  north,  range  2  east. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  section  12, 
township  1  north,  range  1  east. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  section  11, 
township  1  north,  range  1  east. 

North  half  of  the  northeast  quarter  of  the 
northeast  quarter  of  section  10,  township  1 
north,  range  1  east. 

Northwest  quarter  of  the  northeast  quarter 
of  section  10,  township  l  north,  range  1  east. 
North  half  of  the  north  half  of  section  9, 
township  1  north,  range  1  east. 
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Northeast  quarter  of  the  northwest  quarter 
of  section  8.  township  1  north,  ranfe  1  east. 

North  half  of  the  north  half  of  section  7. 
township  1  north,  range  1  east. 

North  half  of  the  northeast  quarter  of 
section  12,  township  1  north,  range  1  west. 

Sec.  4.  With  respect  to  all  of  tjie  lands 
quitclaimed  by  this  act,  all  minerals  are 
hereby  reserved  to  the  United  States,  to- 
gether with  the  right  of  the  United  States, 
Its  lessees,  permittees,  and  Ucens^sa  to  enter 
upon  the  land  to  prospect  for,  drill  tor,  mine, 
treat,  store,  transport,  and  remove  such  min- 
erals and  to  use  so  much  of  the  surface  and 
subsurface  as  may  be  reasonably  necessary 
for  the  foregoing  purfxjses. 

£ec.  5.  For  the  purposes  of  this  act,  the 
deeds  from  the  Salt  River  Valley  Water  Users- 
Association  referred  to  in  sections  1  and  2  of 
this  act  shall  be  deemed.  Insofar  as  the 
United  States  Is  concerned,  to  havt  created 
possessory  interests  in  the  grantee*  therein 
named,  and  the  general  release  of  tasement 
referred  to  In  section  2  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed,  insofar  as  the  United  States  Is  con- 
cenied.  to  have  released  possessory  interests 
to  the  rele.ise  therein  named. 

Sec.  6.  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall 
be  deemed  to  create  or  recognize  any  obliga- 
tion or  liability  whatsoever  on  the  part  of 
the   United   States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


AMENDING  THE  DISTRICT  OP  CO- 
LUMBIA UNEMPLOYMENT  COM- 
PENSATION    ACT 


Mr.  TALLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (S. 
3482)  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia 
Unemployment  Compensation  Act,  and 
for  other  purposes,  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  statement  of  the  man- 
agers on  the  part  of  the  House  be  read  in 
lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa?  I 

There  was  no  objection.  I 

The  conference  report  and  statement 
are  as  follows : 


Conference  Report  (H  Kept.  No.  2657) 
The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dls- 
ai^repint?  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S. 
3482)  to  amend  the  District  of  CJolumbla 
Unemployment  Compersatlon  Act,  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  met.  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  ai^reed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  House  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
Inserted  by  the  House  amendment  Insert  the 
following; 

•That  the  District  of  Columbia  Unemploy- 
ment Compensation  Act.  approved  August 
28,  1935  (49  Stat.  946)  as  amended  (title 
46,  ch.  3,  D.  C.  Code.  1951  edition),  is  further 
amended  as  follows: 

"Section  1  (b)  (2)  iB)  Is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thenjof  the  following: 

"  "Service  shall  be  deemed  to  be  localized 
within  a  State  If — 

"(i)  the  service  Is  performed  enUrely 
within  such  State;  or 

"  "(ii)  the  service  Is  performed  both  within 
and  without  such  State,  but  the  service  per- 
formed without  such  State  is  Incidental  to 
the  Individual  s  service  within  the  State,  for 
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example,  is  temporary  or  tTa:isitory  in  nature 
or  consists  of  isolated  transactions. ' 

"Section  1  (b)  <4)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"■(4)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi- 
sions of  this  subsection,  the  term  employ- 
ment shall  also  Include  all  s?rvlce  performed 
after  the  effective  date  of  his  amendment 
by  an  ofBcer  or  member  of  the  crew  of  an 
American  vessel  on  or  in  ••onnection  with 
such  vessel,  provided  that  th«  operating  olQce. 
from  which  the  operations  of  such  vessel 
operating  on  navigable  wi.ters  within  or 
within  and  without  the  Ciiited  States  are 
ordinarily  and  regrularly  sup>ervtsed.  managed, 
directed,  and  controlled,  is  within  the  Dis- 
trict ' 

"Section  1  (b>  (5>  Is  amended  by  adding 
•at  the  end  thereof  the  following  subsec- 
tions • 

"  'iQ)  service  p>erformed  en  or  In  connec- 
tion with  a  vessel  not  an  American  vessel 
by  an  Individual  If  he  performed  service 
on  and  in  connection  with  tuch  vessel  when 
outside  the  United  States: 

•■■iRi  service  performed  by  an  Individual 
in  (IT  as  an  officer  or  men  ber  of  the  crew 
of  a  vessel  while  it  Is  engaged  In)  the  catch- 
Ine.  taking,  harvesting,  cult  vatlng.  or  farm- 
ing; of  any  kind  of  fish,  shi  UQsh.  Crustacea, 
sponpes.  seaweeds,  or  other  aquatic  forms 
of  animal  and  vegetable  life  (Including 
service  performed  by  any  such  individual 
as  an  ordinary  Incident  to  any  such  activity) . 
except  (Ai  service  perfor-ned  In  connec- 
tion with  the  catching  or  '^king  of  salmon 
or  halibut,  for  commercial  purposes,  and 
( B I  service  performed  on  sr  In  connection 
With  a  vessel  of  more  than  -,en  net  tons  (de- 
termined In  the  manner  ;>rovlded  for  de- 
termining the  register  tonrage  of  merchant 
vessels  under  the  laws  of  thi*  United  States) .' 

"Section  1*  (b)  is  aniended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following  subsections: 

"'(7»  Notwithstanding  any  of  the  provi- 
sions of  subsection  1  (b)  (5)  of  this  Act, 
services  shall  be  deemed  tj  be  in  employ- 
ment If  with  respect  to  su'rh  services  a  tax 
Is  required  to  be  paid  under  any  Federal 
law  imposing  a  tax  agalrst  which  credit 
may  be  taken  for  contribuMons  required  to 
be  paid  into  a  State  unemployment  com- 
peiisatton  fund. 

"'(Si  ( 1 )  Any  service  performed  for  an 
employing  unit,  which  is  excluded  under 
the  definition  of  employment  in  section  1 
(b)  (5)  and  with  respect  to  which  no  pay- 
ments are  required  under  the  employment 
security  law  of  another  State  or  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  may  be  deemed  to  con- 
stitute employment  for  all  purposes  of  this 
Act:  Proptded.  That  the  Bou'd  has  approved 
a  written  election  to  that  effect  filed  by  the 
employing  unit  for  which  the  service  is 
performed,  as  of  the  date  stated  in  such 
approval.  No  election  aball  be  approved 
by  the  Board  unless  It  (A)  Includes  all  the 
service  of  the  type  specified  in  each  estab- 
lishment or  place  of  buslni'.ss  for  which  the 
election  is  made,  and  (B)  is  made  for  not 
less  than  two  calendar  yea-s. 

"'(11)  Any  service  which,  becatise  of  an 
election  by  an  employing  unit  under  section 
1  (b)  (8)  (i),is  employment  subject  to  this 
Act  shall  cease  to  be  emjiloyment  subject 
to  the  Act  as  of  January  1  of  any  calendar 
year  subsequent  to  the  t«o  calendar  years 
of  the  election,  only  if  not  later  than  Itiarch 
15  of  such  year,  either  such  employing  unit 
has  filed  with  the  Board  a  written  notice  to 
that  effect,  or  the  Board  on  its  own  motion 
has  given  notice  of  tenxlnation  of  such 
coverage." 

"Section  1  (c)  la  amended  by  repealing 
subsection  (1)  and  renumljerlng  subsection 
(2)  to  be  subsection  (1)  and  subsection  (8) 
to  be  subsection  (2)  and  tubsectlon  (4)  to 
be  subsection   (3). 

"Section  1  (h)  is  ame:ided  to  read  as 
fellows: 

"'(h)  "Benefit  year"  with  respect  to  any 
Individual  means  the  fifty- two  consecutive- 
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week  period  beginning  with  the  first  day  of 
the  first  week  with  respect  to  which  the 
individual  first  files  a  valid  elalm  for  bene- 
fiU,  and  thereafter  the  fifty-two  conaecu- 
tlve-week  period  beginning  with  the  first 
day  of  the  first  week  with  respect  to  which 
the  individual  next  files  a  valid  claim  for 
benefits  after  the  termination  of  his  Last 
preceding  benefit  year.  Any  claim  for  bene- 
fits made  In  accordance  with  section  11  of 
this  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  "valid 
claim"  for  the  purposes  of  this  sutieectlon 
If  the  individual  has  during  his  base  period 
been  paid  wages  lor  employment  by  em- 
ployers as  required  by  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 7  of  the  Act." 

"Section  1  (m)  Is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"'(m)  "Employment  office"  means  a  free 
public  employment  office  or  branch  thereof 
operated  by  this  or  any  other  State  as  a  part 
of  a  State-controlled  system  of  public  em- 
ployment offices  or  by  a  FWieral  agency  or 
any  agency  of  a  forelpn  government  charged 
with  the  administration  of  an  unemploy- 
ment-Insurance program  or  free  public  em- 
ployment offices.' 

"Section  1  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end    thereof   the   following    subsections: 

"■(t>  The  term  "American  vessel"  means 
any  vessel  documented  or  numbered  under 
the  laws  of  the  United  States:  and  includes 
any  vessel  which  Is  neither  diKumented  or 
numbered  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  nor  documented  under  the  laws  of 
any  foreign  country.  If  Its  crew  performs 
•ervlce  solely  for  one  or  more  cltlxens  or 
residents  of  the  United  States  or  corpora- 
tions organized  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  or  of  any  SUte. 

"'(u)  The  term  "principal  base  period 
emplo3rer"  means  the  employer  that  paid 
a  claimant  the  greatest  amount  of  wages 
used  In  the  computation  of  his  claim.  In 
the  event  two  or  more  employers  paid  the 
claimant  Identical  amounts,  the  employer  in 
such  group  for  whom  the  claimant  most 
recently  worked  shall  be  Um  principal  base 
period  employer.' 

"Section  S  (c)  (1)  Is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

••  'Each  year  the  Board  shall  credit  to  each 
of  such  accounts  having  a  positive  reserve 
on  the  computation  date,  the  Interest  earned 
by  such  accounts  from  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. This  shall  be  done  by  averaging  the 
Interest  rate  paid  for  the  four  quarters  end- 
ing on  the  computation  date  and  crediting 
to  each  such  account  the  amount  which  the 
reserve  on  such  computation  date  would 
earn   at  such   average   rate  of   interest* 

"Section  3  (c)  (2)  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"  "The  principal  base  period  employer  shall 
be  notified  of  each  payment  of  benefits  to  a 
claimant  at  the  time  of  such  payment.' 

"Section  3  (c)  (7)  (a)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"'(a)  If  25  per  centum  or  more  of  the 
business  of  any  employer  is  transferred,  the 
transferee  siiail  be  determined  a  successor 
for  the  purposes  of  this  section. 

"■(I)  If  the  Board  Is  unable  to  get  In- 
formation upon  which  to  determine  whether 
or  not  25  per  centum  of  the  business  has 
been  transferred,  It  may,  in  Its  discretion, 
make  such  determination  bfised  upon  the 
quarterly  payrolls  of  the  employers  Involved 
for  the  last  complete  calendar  quarter  prior 
to  the  transfer  and  the  first  complete  calen- 
dar quarter  after  such  transfer. 

"  '(U)  In  the  event  of  a  transfer  of  25 
per  centum  or  more  of  the  assets  of  a  cov- 
ered employer's  business  by  any  means  what- 
ever, otherwise  tiian  In  ttie  ordinary  course 
of  trade,  such  transfer  shall  be  deemed  a 
transfer  of  business  and  shall  constitute  the 
transferee  a  successor  hereunder,  unless  the 
Board,  on  Its  own  motion  or  on  application 


of    an    interested    party,    finds    tliat    all    at 
the  following  conditions   exist: 

*"(  1)  The  transferee  has  not  aaausoed  any 
of  the  transferor's  obUgations;' 

"  '  ( 2 )  The  transferee  has  not  continued  or 
resumed  transferor's  goodwill; 

"  *  ( 3 )  The  transferee  has  not  continued 
or  resumed  the  business  of  the  transferor. 
either  in  the  same  estaUishment  or  else- 
where; and 

•"(4)  The  transferee  has  not  employed 
substantially  the  same  employees  as  those 
the  transferor  had  employed  in  connection 
with   the   assets  transferred.' 

"Section  3  (c)  (7)  (c)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows : 

"  '  ( c )  The  successor  shall  take  over  and 
continue  the  employer's  account,  including 
Its  reserve  and  all  other  aspects  of  Its  expe- 
rience under  this  section,  in  proportion  to 
the  payroll  assignable  to  the  transferred 
business  as  determined  for  the  purposes  of 
this  section  by  the  Board.  However,  his 
successor  shall  take  over  only  the  reserve  ac- 
tually credited  to  the  account  of  the  trans- 
feror or  for  which  the  transferor  has  filed  a 
claim  with  the  Board  at  the  date  of  trans- 
fer. The  successor  shall  be  secondarily  li- 
able for  any  amounts  owed  by  the  em- 
ployer to  the  fund  at  the  time  of  such 
transfer;  but  such  liability  shall  be  propor- 
tioned to  the  extent  of  the  transfer  of  busl- ; 
ness  and  shall  not  exceed  the  value  of  the 
assets  transferred.' 

"Section  3  (c)  (7)  (d)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"  '(d)  The  benefit  chargeabiUty  of  a  suc- 
cessor's account  under  section  3  (c).  if  not 
accrued  before  the  transfer  date,  shall  begin 
to  accrue  on  the  transfer  date  in  case  the 
transferor's  benefit  chargeabiUty  was  then 
accruing:  or  shall  begin  to  accrue  on  the 
date  otherwise  applicable  to  the  successor, 
or  on  the  date  otherwise  applicable  to  the 
transferor,  whichever  is  earlier,  in  case  the 
transferor's  benefit  chargeabiUty  was  not  ac- 
cruing on  the  transfer  date.  Similarly,  ben- 
efits from  a  successor's  account,  tf  not 
chargeable  before  the  transfer  date,  ahall 
become  chargeable  on  the  transfer  date,  in 
case  the  transferor  was  then  chargeable  for 
benefit  payments;  or  shall  l>ecome  charge- 
able on  the  date  otherwise  applicable  to  the 
successor  or  on  the  date  otherwise  applicable 
to  the  transferor,  whichever  Is  earlier,  in  case 
the  transferor  was  chargeable  for  benefit  pay- 
ments on  the  transfer  date.' 

"Section  3  (c)  (7)  (f)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"■(f)  Notwithstsmding  any  other  provi- 
sions of  this  section,  if  the  successor  employ- 
er was  an  emjiloyer  subject  to  this  Act  prior 
to  the  date  of  transfer,  his  rate  of  contribu- 
tions the  remainder  of  the  calendar  year  shall 
be  his  rate  with  respect  to  the  period  imme- 
diately preceding  his  date  of  acquisition.  It 
the  successor  m'as  not  an  employer  prior  to 
the  date  of  transfer,  his  rate  shall  be  the  rate 
applicable  to  the  transferor  or  transferors 
with  respect  to  the  period  immediately  pre- 
ceding the  date  of  transfer:  Frovkfed,  That 
there  was  only  one  transferor  or  there  were 
only  transferors  with  identical  rates:  if  the 
transferor  rates  were  not  identical,  the  suc- 
cessor's rate  shall  be  the  highest  rate  appli- 
cable to  any  of  the  transferors  with  respect 
to  the  period  immediately  preceding  the 
date  of  transfer.  The  rate  of  the  transferor, 
if  still  subject  to  the  Act.  will  not  be  redeter- 
mined and  shall  remain  the  rate  with  respect 
to  the  period  immediately  preceding  the  date 
of  transfer. 

**  'For  future  years,  for  the  pm  poses  of 
section  3  (c) ,  the  Board  shall  determine  the 
"experience  under  this  section"  of  the  sttc- 
oessor  employer's  account  and  of  the  traitt- 
ferring  employer"s  sccoimt  by  allocatijiK  to 
the  successor  employer's  aocoont  lor  etch 
period  In  question  the  respective  proporttane 
of  the  transferring  employer's  payroll,  con- 
tributions, and  the   benefit  charges  vhicb 
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the  Board  determines  to  be  properly  assign- 
able to  the  Imslneas  transferred.' 

"Section  3  (c)   (7)    (g)  is  hereby  repealed. 
"Section  3  (c)  (8)  (i)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"  '(i)  IT  as  of  the  computation  date  the 
total  of  all  contributions  credited  to  an; 
employer's  account,  with  respect  to  employ- 
ment since  Bffay  31,  1939,  is  in  excess  of  the 
total  benefits  paid  after  June  30,  1939,  then 
chargeable  or  charged  to  his  account,  such 
excess  shall  be  known  as  the  employer's  re- 
serve, and  his  contribution  rate  for  the  ensu- 
ing calendar  year  or  part  thereof  shail  be — 
"'(A)  2.7  per  centiun  if  such  reserve  is 
less  than  0.9  per  centum  of  his  average  an- 
nual payroll: 

'"(B)  2  per  centrun  if  such  reserve  equals 
or  exceeds  0.9  per  centum  but  is  less  than 
1.4  per  centum  of  his  average  annual  pay- 
roll: 

"'(C)  1.5  per  centum  if  such  reserve 
equals  or  exceeds  1.4  per  centum  but  is  less 
than  1.9  per  centum  of  his  average  annual 
payroll; 

"  '(D)  1  per  centimi  if  such  reserve  equals 
or  exceeds  1.9  per  cent\im  but  is  less  than 
2.9  per  centum  of  his  average  annual  pay- 
roll; 

"'(K)  0.5  per  centum  if  such  reserve 
equals  or  exceeds  2.9  per  centum  but  is  less 
than  3.4  per  centum  of  his  average  annual 
payroll; 

"'(P)  0.1  per  centum  if  such  reserve 
equals  or  exceeds  3.4  per  centum  of  his  aver- 
age annual  pajrroll.' 

"Section  3  (c)  (10)  Is  amended  by  sub- 
stituting the  word  'thirty'  for  the  word  'fif- 
teen' in  the  second  and  seventh  sentences 
thereof. 

"Section  S  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following  new  subsections: 
"'(e)  Prom  December  31,  1939,  to  Janu- 
ary 1,  1966.  wages,  for  the  piu-pose  of  sec- 
tion 3,  shall  jiot  infclude  any  amount  in  ex- 
cess of  $3,000  paid  by  an  employer  to  any 
person  arising  out  of  his  or  her  employment 
during  any  calendar  year.  After  December 
31,  1954,  wages  shall  not  Include  any  amount 
In  excess  of  $3,000  (or  in  excess  of  the  limi- 
tation on  the  amount  of  taxable  wages  fixed 
by  the  Pederal  Unemployment  Tax  Act  (26 
U.  S.  C.  1600,  1607),  whichever  is  greater) 
actually  paid  by  an  employer  to  any  person 
during  any  calendar  year.  After  December 
31,  1954,  the  term  "employment"  for  the 
purpose  of  this  subsection  shall  include  serv- 
ices constituting  employment  under  any  em- 
ployment security  law  of  another  State  or  of 
the  Federal  Government. 

"  '(f)  In  the  event  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia should  elect  to  cover  employees  under 
this  Act  under  the  provisions  of  section  1 
(b)  (8)  (i)  in  lieu  of  contributions  required 
of  employers  under  this  Act.  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall  pay  into  the  fund  an  amount 
eqvUvalent  to  the  amount  of  benefits  paid  to 
individuals  based  on  wages  paid  by  the  Dis- 
trict. If  benefits  paid  an  individual  are 
based  on  wages  paid  by  both  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  one  or  more  other  employers, 
the  amount  payable  by  the  District  to  the 
fund  shall  bear  the  same  ratio  to  total  bene- 
fits paid  to  the  individual  as  the  base-period 
wages  paid  to  the  individual  by  the  District 
of  Columbia  bears  to  the  total  amount  of  the 
t>ase-period  wages  paid  to  the  individual  by 
all  of  his  base-period  employers. 

"  "The  amount  of  payment  required  under 
this  section  shall  be  ascertained  by  the  Board 
quarterly  and  shall  be  paid  from  the  general 
funds  of  the  District  at  such  time  and  in 
such  manner  as  the  Commissioners  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  may  prescribe  except 
that  to  the  extent  that  benefits  are  paid  on 
wages  paid  by  the  District  from  special  ad- 
ministrative funds,  the  payment  by  the  Dis- 
trict into  the  unemployment  fund  shall  be 
made  from  such  special  funds.  z' 


"'(g)  Contributions  due  under  this  Act 
with  respect  to  wages  for  insured  work  shall. 
for  the  p\ui>oee  of  this  section,  be  deemed 
to  have  been  paid  to  the  fund  as  of  the  date 
payment  was  made  as  contributions  therefor 
under  another  State  or  Pederal  employment 
security  law  if  payment  into  the  fund  of 
such  contributions  is  made  on  such  terms 
as  the  director  finds  will  be  fair  and  reason- 
able as  to  all  affected  interests.  Payments 
to  the  fund  under  this  subsection  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  contributions  for  purposes  of 
section  3.' 

"Section  4  (c)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

'"(c)  (1)  If  contributions  are  not  paid 
when  due,  there  sham  be  added,  as  part  of 
the  contributions.  Interest  at  the  rate  of 
one-half  of  1  per  centum  per  month  or  frac- 
tion thereof  from  the  date  the  contributions 
became  due  until  paid. 

"  '(2)  If  contributions  or  wage  reports  are 
not  filed  when  due  or  contributions  are  not 
paid  when  due.  there  shall  be  added  as  part 
of  the  contributions  a  penalty  of  10  per 
centvun  of  the  contributions,  but  such  pen- 
alty shall  not  be  less  than  $5  nor  more  than 
$25  and  for  good  cause  such  penalty  may  be 
waived  by  the  Board  with  the  approval  of 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  ol  Co- 
lumbia.' 

"Section  4  (d)  Is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"  '(d)  In  the  event  of  the  death,  dissolu- 
tion, insolvency,  receivership,  bankruptcy. 
composition,  or  assignment  for  benefit  of 
creditors  of  any  employer,  contributions 
then  or  thereafter  due  from  such  employer 
under  this  section  shall  have  priority  over 
all  other  claims,  except  taxes  due  the  United 
States  or  the  District,  and  wages  (not  ex- 
ceeding $600  with  respect  to  any  Individual) 
due  for  services  performed  within  the  three 
months  preceding  such  event.' 

"Section  4  (J)  is  amended  by  substituting 
the  following; 

"'(J)  The  Board  in  its  discretion,  when- 
ever it  may  deem  it  administratively  advis- 
able, may  charge  off  of  Its  books  any  unpaid 
account  due  the  Board  or  any  credit  doe  an 
employer  who  has  been  out  of  business  for 
a  period  of  more  than  three  years.  When- 
ever an  account  is  charged  off  by  the  Board. 
there  shall  be  placed  in  the  minutes  of  the 
Board  a  reason  for  such  action.' 

"Section  4  (1)  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"  'There  is  hereby  established  In  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  a  special 
escrow  account  into  which  the  Board  shall 
deposit  all  funds  received  in  connection  with 
an  offer  of  compromise.  Such  funds  shall 
be  kept  in  such  escrow  account  until  final 
action  is  had  upon  the  offer  of  compromise 
and  shall  not  be  subject  to  offset  for  any 
indebtedness  whatsoever.  In  the  event  the 
compromise  is  approved,  the  funds  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  District  Unemployment 
Compensation  Fund.  In  the  event  the  com- 
promise is  disapproved,  the  funds  shall  be 
immediately  returned  to  the  individual  who 
made  the  offer  of  compromise." 

"Section  7  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  'AMOUNT  AND  DURATION  OF  BENEFITS 

"  'Sec.  7.  (a)  On  and  after  January  1,  1938, 
benefits  shall  become  payable  from  the  ben- 
efit account  of  the  District  unemplovment 
fund.  All  benefits  shall  be  paid  through 
employment  offices,  in  accordance  with  such 
regulations  as  the  Board  may  prescribe. 

"  '(b)  Except  as  provided  in  section  7  (c). 
an  individual's  weeldy  benefit  amount  shall 
be  the  amount  in  column  (B)  of  the  table 
in  this  subsection  on  the  line  on  which,  in 
column  (A),  there  appears  his  total  wages 
for  employment  paid  to  such  Individual  by 
employers  during  that  quarter  of  his  base 
period  in  which  such  wages  were  the  higtest. 


Table  A 


'High-quarfor  wages 
(rol.  A) 


ll.'iO.no  In  $l«t.. 

llHt.dl  to  $2(»7-. 

S-JIIT.OI  to-Wl'l  . 

J2.'«V'ii  to  $2^•^ 

$2V<.lil  to  S.27fi 

$?Ti;.iil  to  $'AW  . 

$'.xiH CI  (0  $.i2-.'  . 

J.T.'J.Ml  t,,  «;ir: 

J.XI.S.OI  to  J.tiW  . 

?;!'.><  1)1  to  J.19I 

t.".'l  01  to  %\\\  . 

f mill  toMc  . 

H'C.i'l  to  W*\ 

$4»V'ol  t.i  $4H.-«  . 

u<<..'n  to  %'tw,  . 

$.'ilHi.lU  to  J'i'i't 

$."-.?.i.iil  to  *.■•..>  . 

$.'>."2,i'i  to  $.'.:-) 

f.iT'i.oi  to  ir'.m.  . 

$.y/siil  to  $f.-.'l  . 

$i.21i>l  lo  PA\  . 

$f4l.0I  to  $t;c,7  . 

$6»)7.01  and  over 


"  '(c)  To  qualify  for  benefits  an  individual 
must  have  been  paid  wages  for  employment 
In  his  base  period  totaling  not  less  than 
the  amount  in  column  (C)  of  the  table  in 
section  7  (b)  on  the  line  on  which,  in 
column  (B),  there  appears  h^s  weekly  bene- 
fit amount,  and  such  wages  must  have  been 
in  at  least  two  calendar  quarters  in  his  base 
period:  Provided.  That  if  an  individual  dur- 
ing his  base  period  has  not  been  paid  such 
an  amount,  but  has  been  paid  wages  In  more 
than  one  calendar  quarter  totaling  not  less 
than  the  amount  appearing  on  oue  of  the 
lines  in  column  (C)  above,  he  can  qualify 
for  benefits  and  his  weekly  benefit  amount 
shall  be  the  amount  appearing  in  column 
(B)  on  the  line  for  which  the  individual 
qualifies  for  benefits  in  column  (C). 

•■•(d)  Any  otherwise  eligible  iodlvldual 
shall  be  entitled  during  any  benefit  year 
to  a  total  amount  of  benefits  equal  to 
twenty-six  times  his  weekly  benefit  amount 
or  thirty-three  and  one-third  per  centum 
of  the  wages  for  employment  paid  to  such 
individual  by  employers  during  his  base  pe- 
riod, whichever  is  the  lesser:  Provided,  That 
such  total  amount  of  benefits,  if  not  a  mul- 
tiple of  $1.  shall  be  computed  to  the  next 
higher  multiple  of  $1. 

"'(e)  Any  individual  who  is  unemployed 
in  any  week  as  defined  In  section  1(e)  and 
who  meets  the  conditions  of  eligibility  for 
benefits  of  section  9  and  is  not  disqualified 
under  the  provisions  of  section  10  shall  be 
paid  with  respect  to  such  week  an  amount 
equal  to  his  weekly  benefit  amount,  less 
the  earnings  (if  any)  payable  to  him  with 
respect  to  such  week.  For  the  purpose  of 
this  subsection,  the  term  "earnings'"  shall 
include  only  that  part  of  the  remuneration 
payable  to  him  for  such  week  which  is  in 
excess  of  40  per  centum  of  his  weekay  bene- 
fit amount  for  any  week.  Such  benefits, 
if  not  a  multiple  erf  $1.  shall  be  computed 
to   the  next   higher  multiple  of  $1." 

"'(f)  Dependents  allowance:  In  addition 
to  the  benefits  payable  under  the  foregoing 
subsections  of  this  section,  each  elifible  In- 
dividual who  is  unemployed  in  a«y  week 
shall  be  paid  with  respect  to  such  week  $1 
for  each  dependent  relative,  but  not  more 
than  $3  shall  be  paid  to  an  individual  as 
dependents  allowance  with  respect  to  any 
one  week  of  unemployment  nor  shall  any 
weekly  benefit  which  includes  a  dependent's 
allowance  be  paid  in  the  amount  of  more 
than  $30.  An  individual's  number  of  de- 
pendents shall  be  determined  as  of  the  day 
with  respect  to  which  he  first  files  a  valid 
claim  for  benefits  in  any  benefit  y«ar.  and 
shall  be  fixed  for  the  duration  of  sudh  bene- 
fit year.     The  dependents  allowancf  is  not 
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to  be  taken  Into  conslderat  on  In  calculat- 
ing the  claimant's  total  amount  of  benefits 
In  subsection  (d)   of  this  8e<tlon.' 

"Section  10  (a)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"'(a)  An  individual  who  t.as  left  his  most 
recent  work  voluntarily  without  good  cause, 
as  determined  by  the  BoarJ  under  regula- 
tions prescribed  by  It,  shall  not  lie  eligible 
for  benefits  with  respect  io  the  week  in 
which  such  leaving  occurred  and  with  re- 
spect to  not  less  than  four  nor  more  than 
nine  consecutive  weelcs  of  unemployment 
which  immediately  follow  stch  week,  as  de- 
termined by  the  Board  in  such  case  accord- 
ing to  the  seriousness  of  the  case.  In  addi- 
tion such  Individual's  total  benefit  amount 
shall  be  reduced  In  a  sum  equal  to  the  num- 
ber of  weeks  of  disqualification  multiplied 
by  the  weekly  benefit  amour  t.' 

"Section  10  (b>  Is  amenied  to  read  as 
follows: 

"■(b)  An  Individual  who  has  been  dis- 
charged for  misconduct  occurring  In  the 
course  of  his  most  recent  work  proved  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Boa:d  shall  not  be 
eligible  for  benefits  with  resi>ect  to  the  week 
in  which  such  discharge  cKCurred  and  for 
not  less  than  four  nor  more  han  nine  weeks 
of  consecutive  unemployment  immediately 
following  such  week,  as  determined  by  the 
Board  in  such  case  accordlnj:  to  the  serious- 
ness of  the  misconduct.  In  addition  such 
individual •s  total  benefit  amount  shall  be 
reduced  In  a  sum  equal  to  the  number  of 
weeks  of  disqualification  mallipUed  by  his 
weekly   benefit   amount.' 

"Section  10  (c)  is  amenied  to  read  as 
follows: 

'■'(c)  If  an  Individual  otherwise  eligible 
for  benefits  fails,  without  gcod  cause  as  de- 
termined by  the  Board  under  regulations 
prescribed  by  It.  either  to  apply  for  new  work 
found  by  the  Board  to  be  suitable  when  no- 
tified by  any  employment  oMce  or  to  accept 
any  suitable  work  when  offered  to  him  by 
any  employment  office,  hl.s  union  hiring 
hall,  or  any  employer  direct,  he  shall  not  be 
eligible  for  benefits  with  res]>ect  to  the  week 
In  which  such  failure  occurred  and  with  re- 
spect to  not  less  than  four  nor  more  than 
nine  consecutive  weeks  of  unemployment 
which  immediately  follow  such  week,  as  de- 
termined by  the  Board  In  such  case  accord- 
Inj;  to  the  seriousness  of  the  refusal.  In  ad- 
dition such  Individual's  tota]  benefit  amount 
shall  be  reduced  In  a  sum  equal  to  the  num- 
ber of  weeks  of  disqualification  multiplied  by 
the  weekly  benefit  amount.  In  determining 
whether  or  not  work  is  suitable  within  the 
meaning  of  this  subsection  the  Board  shall 
consider  (1)  the  physical  fitness  and  prior 
training,  experience  and  earnings  al  the 
Individual,  ('2)  the  distance  of  the  place  of 
work  from  the  Indivlilual's  pUce  of  residence. 
and  (3)  the  risk  Involved  as  to  health, 
safety,  or  morals." 

'Section  10  (f)  is  amcmSed  to  read  as 
follows: 

•••(f)  An  Individual  shall  not  be  eligible 
for  benefits  with  respect  to  any  week  If  It 
has  been  found  by  the  Board  that  such  Indi- 
vidual is  unemployed  in  such  week  as  a  direct 
resuU  of  a  labor  dispute  still  In  active  prog- 
ress in  the  establishment  where  he  is  or 
w.-\s  last  employed:  Prorid<'d  That  this  sub- 
section shall  not  apply  If  it  is  shown  to  the 
satisfaction    of    the    Board    that — 

"  '( 1 )  he  Is  not  participating  In  or  directly 
Interested  in  the  labor  dlspu.e  which  caused 
his  unemployment;  and 

"■i2)  he  does  not  belong  to  a  grade  or 
class  of  workers  of  which,  immediately  before 
the  commencement  of  the  dispute,  there 
were  members  employed  at  ".he  premises  at 
which  the  dispute  occurs,  ai.y  of  whom  are 
participating  in  or  directly  interested  in  the 
dispute:  Provided,  That  If  In  any  case  sepa- 
rate branches  of  work  which  are  commonly 


conducted  as  separate  btisinesses  in  separate 
premises  are  conducted  in  separate  depart- 
ments of  the  same  premises,  each  such  de- 
partment shall,  for  the  purposes  of  this  sub- 
section, be  deemed  to  be  a  separate  factory, 
establishment,  or  other  premises. ' 

"Section  10  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following  sutisection: 

'■'(h)  An  individual  shall  not  be  eligible 
for  benefits  for  any  week  within  the  six  weeks 
prior  to  the  expected  date  of  such  Indi- 
vidual's childbirth  and  within  the  six  weeks 
after  the  date  of  such  childbirth.  In  deter- 
mining the  expected  date  of  childbirth  the 
Board  In  Its  discretion  may  rely  solely  upon 
a  doctor's  certificate." 

"Section  13  (c)  Is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

"'(c)  The  Board  shall  each  year,  not  later 
than  May  1,  submit  to  Congress  a  report 
covering  the  administration  and  operation 
of  this  Act  during  the  preceding  calendar 
year,  and  containing  such  recommendations 
as  the  Board  wishes  to  make.^ 

■'Section  14  Is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

"  "Sec.  14.  All  moneys  received  by  the 
Board  from  the  United  States  under  title 
III  of  the  Social  Security  Act  or  from  other 
sources  for  administering  this  Act  shall.  Im- 
mediately upon  such  receipt,  be  deposited 
In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  as  a 
special  deposit  to  be  used  solely  to  pay  such 
administrative  expenses  (including  expendi- 
tures for  rent,  for  suitable  office  space  In 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  lawbooks, 
books  of  reference,  and  periodicals),  travel- 
ing expenses  when  authorized  by  the  Board, 
premiums  on  the  bonds  of  Its  employees,  and 
allowances  to  Investigators  for  furnishing 
privately  owned  motor  vehicles  in  the  per- 
formance of  official  duties  at  rates  not  to 
exceed  $40  per  month.  All  such  payments 
of  expenses  shall  be  made  by  checks  drawn 
by  the  Board  and  shall  be  subject  to  audit 
by  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia In  the  same  manner  as  are  payments 
of  otlier  expenses  of  the  District.  Notwith- 
standing the  provisions  of  this  section  and 
the  provisions  of  sections  2  and  8  of  this 
Act,  the  Board  is  authorized  to  requisition 
and  receive  from  Its  account  In  the  Unem- 
ployment Trust  Fund  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  In  the  manner 
permitted  by  Federal  law,  such  moneys 
standing  to  the  District's  credit  In  such 
fund,  as  are  jjermitted  by  Federal  law  to  be 
used  for  expenses  Incurred  by  the  Board 
for  the  administration  ol  this  Act  and  to 
expend  such  moneys  for  such  purposes. 
Moneys  so  received  shall,  immediately  upon 
such  receipt,  be  deposited  In  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States  In  the  same  special  ac- 
count as  arc  all  other  moneys  received  for 
the  administration  of  this  Act.  All  moneys 
received  by  the  Board  pursuant  to  section 
302  of  the  Social  Security  Act  shall  be  ex- 
pended solely  for  the  purposes  and  In  the 
amounts  found  necessary  by  the  Department 
of  Labor  for  the  proper  and  efficient  admin- 
istration of  this  Act.  In  lieu  of  incorjxjra- 
tion  in  this  Act  of  the  provision  described 
in  section  303  (a)  (9)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  the  Board  shall  Include  in  its  annual 
report  to  Congress,  provided  in  section  13 
(c)  of  this  Act.  a  report  of  any  moneys  re- 
ceived after  July  1,  1941.  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  Labor  under  title  III  of  the  Social 
Security  Act,  and  any  unencumbered  bal- 
ances In  the  unemployment  compensation 
administration  fund  as  of  that  date,  which 
the  Department  of  Labor  finds  have,  because 
Ol"  any  action  or  contingency,  been  lost  or 
have  t>een  exfiended  for  purposes  other  than, 
or  in  amounts  In  excess  of,  those  found  nec- 
esary  by  the  Department  of  Labor  for  the 
proper  administration  of  this  Act.' 


"Section  15  (c)  Is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"'(c)  The  Commissioners  of  the  District 
shall  serve  on  the  Board  without  additional 
compensation,  but  the  representatives  of 
employees  and  employers,  respectively,  shall 
be  paid  $25  for  each  day  of  active  service. 
For  the  purposes  of  this  subsection,  a  part 
of  a  day  shall  be  construed  as  an  entire 
day.' 

"Section  19  (a)  1b  amended  to  read  a» 
follows: 

"  ■  ( a )  Whoever  makes  a  false  statement  or 
representation  knowing  it  to  be  false,  or 
knowingly  falls  to  disclose  a  material  fact,  to 
obtain  or  Increase  any  benefit  or  other  pay- 
ment provided  for  In  this  Act  or  under  an 
employment  security  law  of  any  other  State, 
of  the  Federal  Government,  or  a  foreign  gov- 
ernment for  himself  or  any  other  Individual, 
shall,  for  each  such  offense,  be  fined  not 
more  than  $100  or  Imprisoned  not  more  than 
sixty  days,  or  both.' 

"Section  19  is  amended  by  adding  at  the^ 
end  thereof  the  following  subsection: 

'•  •(e)  Any  person  who  the  Board  finds  has 
made  a  false  statement  or  representation 
knowing  It  to  be  false,  or  who  knowingly 
fails  to  disclose  a  material  fact,  to  obtain 
or  Increase  any  benefit  or  any  other  payment 
under  this  Act  may  be  required  by  the  Board 
to  repay  to  It  for  the  fund  a  sum  equal  to 
the  amount  of  all  benefits  received  by  him 
for  weeks  subsequent  to  the  date  of  the 
offense  and  falling  within  the  benefit  year 
current  at  the  time  of  the  offense.  Such 
claimant  may  also  be  disqualified  for  benefits 
for  all  or  part  of  the  remainder  of  such 
benefit  year  and  for  a  period  of  not  more 
than  one  year  commencing  with  the  end  of 
such  benefit  year  and  thereafter  while  any 
sum  payable  to  the  Board  for  the  fund  under 
this  subsection  is  still  due  and  unpaid,  unless 
the  Board  In  Its  discretion  shall  decide,  after 
the  disqualification  Imposed  has  been  served, 
to  allow  the  claimant  to  file  a  claim  for 
benefits  and  recoup  from  such  benefits  the 
amount  still  payable  to  the  Board. 

"  All  findings  under  this  subsection  shall 
be  made  by  an  appeals  tribunal  of  the  Board 
which  shall  afford  the  claimant  a  reasonable 
opportunity  lor  a  fair  hearing  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  11  of  this  Act 
and  such  findings  shall  be  subject  to  review 
In  the  same  manner  as  all  other  disqualifi- 
cations decided  by  an  ap{>eals  tribunal  of  the 
Board.' 

"There  shall  be  added  after  section  26  the 
following: 

'•  'Sec.  27.  (a)  Wherever  this  Act  pre- 
scribes the  performance  of  a  duty  by  any 
official  or  agency  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, such  duty  shall  be  performed  by  the 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
or  such  officer,  employee,  or  agency  as  the 
Commissioners  may  delegate  to  perform  th* 
duty  for  them. 

■■  '(b)  Where  any  provision  of  this  Act,  or 
any  amendment  made  by  this  Act,  refers  to 
an  office  or  agency  abolished  by  or  under 
the  authority  of  Reorganization  Plan  Ntun- 
bered  5  of  1952,  such  reference  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  to  the  office,  agency,  or  officer 
exercising  the  functions  of  the  office  or 
agency  so  abolished.' 

"TKANSmON    PBOVISIONS 

'•Sec.  2.  (a)  As  used  in  this  section,  unless 
the  context  clearly  requires  otherwise— 

"(I)  'old  law'  means  the  unemployment 
compensation  law  prior  to  its  amendment 
by  this  Act; 

"(2)  'new  law'  means  the  unemplojrment 
compensation  law  as  amended  by  this  Act; 
and 

"(3)  'effective  date'  means  the  date  upon 
which  the  new  law  becomes  effective. 

"(b)  The  benefit  rights  of  any  individual 
having  a  benefit  year  current  on  or  after  lh» 
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effective  date  shall  be  redetermined  and 
benefit*  for  calendar  weeks  ending  subse- 
quent to  the  eirective  date  shall  be  paid  In 
accordance  with  the  new  law:  Provided. 
That  no  claimant  shall  have  his  benefits  re- 
diiced  or  denied  by  redetermination  result- 
Ing  from  the  application  of  this  provision. 
All  initial  uid  continued  claims  for  benefits 
for  weeks  occurring  within  a  benefit  year 
which  commences  on  or  after  the  effective 
date  shall  be  computed  and  paid  in  accord- 
ance with  the  new  law. 

"Kmcnvm  dar 

"Sbc.  S.  This  Act  shau  take  effect  on  Jan- 
uary 1.  1985." 

And  the  House  agree  to  the  same. 
Hknht  O.  Taixx, 
Cabboll  D.  Ksarns, 
Olin  E.  Txagtts, 
MantHfera  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
J.  Glznn  Beau,, 
Pmdduck  G.  Patns, 
iCixx  Manstieij), 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statkmxmt 
The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of 
the  House  to  the  biU  (S.  3482)  to  amend 
the  District  of  Columbia  Unemployment 
Compensation  Act,  and  for  other  purposes, 
submit  the  following  statement  in  explana- 
tion of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon 
by  the  conferees  and  recommended  in  the 
accompanying  conference  report: 

The  House  amendment  struck  out  all  of 
the  Senate  bUl  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  inserting  new  provisions  which  differ 
in  some  particulars  from  the  Senate  blU. 
Except  t<x  differences  discussed  below  In 
detail,  and  minor  clerical  and  technical  dif- 
ferences, the  conference  substitute  adopts 
the  provisions  of  the  Hoiise  amendment. 

Under  the  existing  District  of  Columbia 
Unemployment  Compensation  Act  an  indi- 
vidual, otherwise  eligible  for  benefits  under 
the  act,  is  entitled  during  any  benefit  year 
to  a  total  amount  of  benefits  equal  to  30 
times  his  weekly  benefit  amount  or  one-half 
the  wages  for  employment  paid  him  during 
his  base  period,  whichever  is  the  lesser. 

Under  the  Senate  blU  the  Individual  woidd 
have  been  entitled  to  26  times  his  weekly 
benefit  amount  or  38  percent  of  his  wages 
for  employment  paid  him  dxiring  his  base 
psrlod,  whichever  is  the  lesser.  The  House 
amendment  changed  the  figure  to  22  times 
the  weekly  benefit  amoimt. 

The  conference  substitute  provides  that 
the  total  amount  of  benefits  shall  be  equal 
to  26  times  the  weekly  benefit  amount  or 
33  «4  percent  of  the  wages  for  the  base  period, 
whichever  Is  the  lesser. 

The  Senate  bUl  contained  a  provision  re^ 
lating  to  payment  of  benefits  dmring  labor 
disputes  which  was  the  same  as  existing  law 
except  that  where  the  existing  law,  in  giving 
examples  of  types  of  labor  disputes,  says 
"such  as  a  strike,  lockout,  or  Jurisdictional 
labor  dispute"  the  Senate  blU  said  only 
"such  as  a  strike  or  Jurisdictional  labor  dis- 
pute." The  House  amendment  left  this  pro- 
vision of  existing  law  untouched. 

The  conference  substitute  would  amend 
existing  law  by  striking  out  all  of  the  matter 
quoted  above. 

Henbt  O.  Talle, 
'  CARaoiJ.  D.  Kearns, 

Olii»  e.  TxAGm, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


August  16 


CONVENING  DATE  OP  84Tfi 

CONGRESS 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 

Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  585)  and  ask 

unanimous   consent  for  its   immediate 

consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  joint  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  84th  Congress  shall 
assemble  at  no&n  on  Wednesday,  January  5, 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  and,  of  course,  I 
shall  not  object,  if  the  date  was  put  over 
until  the  next  day,  that  Is,  the  6th  of 
January,  it  would  be  a  much  more  im- 
portant date,  but  I  will  not  object  to  the 
5th  of  January. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  we  all 
realize  that  the  6th  of  January  is  the 
birthday  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas, 
and  we  will  all  be  here  to  help  him  cele- 
brate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  read  a  third  time,  was 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  I 

AUTHORIZING  CONSIDERATION  OP 
CONFERENCE  REPORTS 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  may  be  in 
order  for  the  House  to  consider  confer- 
ence reports  at  any  time  during  this 
week,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
clause  2  of  rule  XXVIII. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


S.   H.  PRATHER  ET  AL. 

Mr.  REED  of  IlUnois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R  fi357) 
for  the  relief  of  S.  H.  Prather,  Mrs.  Flor- 
ence Prather  Penman,  S.  H.  Prather,  Jr., 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2,  hnea  22  and  23.  strike  out  "In  ex- 
cess of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
In,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


M.  M.  HESS 
Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  7762)  for 
the  relief  of  M.  M.  Hess,  with  a  Senate 
amendment  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 


The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Line  8.  strike  out  all  after  "claim"  down 
to  and  including  ••♦l.OOQ"  in  line  16  and 
insert : 

"Sec.  2.  No  part  of  any  credit  or  refund 
that  may  be  allowed  by  reason  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act  shaU  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection 
with  obtaining  such  credit  or  refund,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  eontract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
be  deemed  Ruilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois?  1 

There  was  no  objection.        | 
The  Senate  amendment  wa«  concur- 
red in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


AUTHORIZING  AND  DIRECTINO  IN- 
VESTIGATION BY  ATTORNEY  GEN- 
ERAL INTO  CERTAIN  OFFENSES 
Mr.   GRAHAM.     Mr.   Speaker,   I  ask 
unanimoust  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speakers  desk  the  bill  (S.  2308)  to  au- 
thorize and  direct  the  investigation  by 
the  Attorney  General  of  certain  oflfenses, 
and  for  other  purposes,  and  aek  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 
the    request    of    the    gentleman    from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  may  we  have  an  ex- 
planation of  this  bill? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill 
gives  the  FBI  concurrent  jurisdiction 
over  violations  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code  by  Government  offlcers  and 
employees  with  other  governmental 
agencies.  It  was  thoroughly  discussed 
and  was  passed  by  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  and  is  now  offered  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Do  I  understand  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  to  say 
that  the  Post  Office  is  included  in  the 
departments  which  may  be  investigated 
by  the  FBI?  Is  not  the  gentleman  mis- 
taken about  that?  Was  not  the  Post 
Office  excluded  from  the  operation  of  the 
act? 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  l 

Mr.  CELLER.    I  yield.  I 

Mr.  KEATING.  There  is  a  provision 
written  in  in  the  form  of  an  amendment 
that  this  bill  shall  not  limit  in  any  way 
the  primary  authority  of  the  Postmaster 
General  to  investigate  postal  offenses, 
but  it  does  permit  the  FBI  to.  one  might 
say.  parallel  the  action  of  the  Pojtmaster 
General  in  his  own  department. 

Mr.  CELLER.  That  language  is  very 
vague:  And  is  there  not  also  an  excep- 
tion with  reference  to  the  Department 
of  Defense? 

Mr.  KEATING.  Yes.  there  is  a  pro- 
vision with  reference  to  the  Department 
of  Defense  that  this  bill  shall  not.  in  any 
way,  interfere  with  the  jurisdiction 
which  the  Department  of  Defense  has 
under    the    Uniform   Code    of    Military 
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Justice.  That  is  with  reference  to  Army 
personnel,  for  instance.  They  would  not 
want  the  FBI  to  handle  investigations 
with  reference  to  them,  so  long  as  they 
were  being  prosecuted  under  the  regular 
Code  of  Military  Justice. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Does  that  mean  the 
Department  of  Defense  could  determine 
for  itself  what  should  be  their  exclusive 
jurisdiction,  and  thereby  exclude  the 
FBI  from  operating  in  the  Department 
of  Defense?  You  see,  this  bill  is  replete 
with  considerable  ambiguity.  I  wonder 
whether  or  not  a  bill  of  this  character, 
so  sweeping,  should  be  considered  by 
unanimous  consent.  This  gives  the  FBI 
inordinate  powers  to  go  into  any  branch 
of  the  Government.  While  I  am  of  the 
opinion  in  general  that  the  FBI  should 
have  the  right  to  ferret  out  crime  wher- 
ivcr  it  exists,  heretofore  it  never  has 
liad  such  power.  It  never  had  such 
power  because  each  department  was 
jealous  of  its  prerogatives  and  did  not 
want  the  FBI  or  Department  of  Justice 
poaching  on  its  preserves.  The  various 
departments,  presided  over  by  Cabinet 
o.ftirials,  can  now  make  their  own  in- 
vcstirrations.  Here  you  have  the  De- 
r^iriment  of  Justice  given  carte  blanche 
to  ::o  into  any  department  of  the  Gov- 
t-rr.mcnt.  You  have  the  Postmaster 
f  General  coming  in  to  the  Judiciary 
Cv)mmittee  and  complaining  about  that 
V  idospread  jurisdiction.  He  says  he 
.should  be  exempt.  The  Department  of 
Dofcn.se  say  they  should  be  exempt. 
What  about  the  other  branches  of  Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  The  committee 
pmondments  take  care  of  what  the 
r.^nlleman  is  discussing.  It  does  not 
cii.«:turb  the  jurisdiction  of  these  various 
departments.  The  FBI.  after  they  have 
fim.^hed  their  investigations,  can  step  in. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  beg  to  differ  with  the 
t-'ontleman.  I  feel  the  interpretation 
placed  upon  the  words  by  the  gentleman, 
which  may  be  in  disagreement  with  my 
interpretation,  is  the  wrong  mterpreta- 
tion. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  All  departments  have 
apreed  to  this.     Every  one  of  them. 

Mr.  CELLER.  That  may  be— well, 
have  they  all  agreed? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  My  imderstanding  is 
that  as  the  bill  has  been  amended  it 
meets  with  the  approval  of  the  various 
departments  of  the  Government.  I  ap- 
preciate the  gentleman's  reservation  and 
the  questions  he  has  raised.  I  might  say 
to  him  that  this  is  a  measure  that  many 
feel  should  be  passed.  It  has  been  the 
subject  of  rather  vigorous  editorials  in 
one  of  the  newspapers  just  today.  I 
think  there  is  a  general  agreement  that 
the  legislation  should  be  passed.  Of 
course,  whatever  is  done  with  respect  to 
the  amendments  will  go  to  conference. 
This  procedure  will  simply  eliminate  the 
necessity  of  suspending  the  rules  with  a 
motion  to  pass  the  bill. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.     I  yield. 


Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  In  what 
respect  will  this  bill  amend  the  uniform 
code  of  military  justice. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  It  does  not  amend  it 
In  any  way. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  does 
give  jurisdiction  to  the  FBI  for  the  in- 
vestigation of  purely  military  offenses? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  May  I  suggest  to  the 
gentleman  that  he  wait  until  the  amend- 
ments are  read,  and  they  will  clear  up 
the  whole  matter. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Then 
may  I  suggest  it  will  be  too  late  to  ask 
these  questions.  Would  this  give  to  the 
FBI  authority  to  investigate  the  offense 
of  AWOL,  for  instance? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.     No.  no. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  would 
not  interfere  in  any  way  with  court- 
martial  proceedings? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.     No. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  with- 
draw my  reservation  of  objection. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  what  is  the  FBI  going 
to  do  m  the  Post  Office  Department? 
What  is  there  that  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment cannot  handle  with  respect  to 
investigations  of  its  own? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  We  do  not  disturb 
that  in  any  way.  All  the  various  depart- 
ments have  made  their  investigations, 
and  they  will  continue  to  do  so.  After 
they  have  made  their  investigations,  and 
they  need  further  investigation,  the  FBI 
can  step  in.  It  does  not  disturb  the  pres- 
ent situation  at  all. 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  is  there  that  the 
present  inspection  division  of  the  Post 
Office  Department  cannot  do  today? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.     Nothing. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Then  why  bring  in  the 
FBI? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Because  the  FBI  has 
jurisdiction  over  all  these  departments, 
or  should  have,  inasmuch  as  if  the  in- 
vestigation by  the  Department  would  fail 
to  clear  up  something,  then  the  FBI  can 
step  m. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  am  not  necessarily 
opposed  to  this  bill,  but  I  want  to  be  in- 
formed as  to  what  is  proposed. 

Mr.  REED  of  Dlinois.  At  the  request 
of  the  Department. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  would  like  to 
say  only  that  the  thought  is  that  the  in- 
vestigating agencies  in  each  Depart- 
ment, such  as  in  the  inspection  service  of 
the  Post  Office  Department,  is  not  apt 
to  investigate  its  top  men  such  as  the 
Postmaster  General  or  his  immediate 
staff;  they  are  not  apt  to  be  investigated 
by  their  own  investigative  agencies.  The 
idea  here  is  to  put  the  FBI  in  position 
where  they  can  check  on  some  of  these 
officials  who  are  not  apt  to  be  investi- 
gated. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  appreciate  that  ex- 
pression of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 
Now  we  are  beginning  to  get  somewhere, 
but  I  had  not  understood  that  there  was 
any  particular  scandal  in  the  inspection 
service  of  the  Post  Office  Department 
necessitating  use  of  the  FBI  or  any  other 
investigative  agency. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.      There  is  none. 


Mr.  GROSS.  Then  I  cannot  under- 
stand why  the  Post  Office  Department 
should  be  included. 

Mr.  KEATING.  I  think  this  may  help 
to  clear  it  up  in  the  gentleman's  mind. 
This  bill  is  general  in  its  application  to 
all  Government  departments.  The  Post- 
master General  came  in  and  asked  that 
this  amendment  with  reference  to  his 
Department  be  written  into  the  bill, 
which  states  that  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  not  in  any  way  interfere 
with  the  primary  authority  of  the  Post- 
master General  to  investigate  postal  of- 
fenses. It  means,  therefore,  that  he 
will  continue  as  he  is  doing  now  to  have 
primary  authority  and  would  only  call 
upon  the  FBI  to  come  in,  in  a  case  where 
he  thought  it  would  be  helpful  to  have 
them  there. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  with- 
draw my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  biU,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding 
any  other  provision  of  law,  and  without  lim- 
iting the  authority  to  Investigate  any  mat- 
ter which  may  have  been  or  may  hereafter 
be  conferred  upon  them,  or  upon  any  other 
department  or  agency  of  the  Grovernment, 
the  Attorney  General  and  the  Federal  Bu- 
reau of  Investigation  shall  have  authority 
to  Investigate  any  violation  of  title  18, 
United  States  Ckxie  (including  without  limi- 
tation bribery  or  attempted  bribery,  extor- 
tion or  conspiracy,  embezzlement,  fraud 
against  the  Government,  or  other  crimes 
agalxist  the  United  States),  involving  Gov- 
ernment oflBcers  and  employees.  Any  infor- 
mation, allegation,  or  complaint  received  in 
any  department  or  agency  of  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  relating  to  said 
violations  involving  Government  officers  and 
employees  shall  be  expeditiously  reported  to 
the  Attorney  General  by  the  head  of  such 
department  or  agency,  unless  the  responsi- 
bility to  perform  an  investigation  with  re- 
spect thereto  Is  specifically  otherwise  as- 
signed by  another  provision  of  law,  or  un- 
less the  Attorney  General  otherwise  directs 
with  respect,  as  to  any  department  or  agen- 
cy of  the  Government,  to  any  specified  class 
of  Information,  allegation,  or  complaint. 

Sec.  2.  Section  3056  of  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 
following:  "detect  and  arrest  any  person  vio- 
lating any  laws  of  the  United  States  directly 
concerning  official  matters  administered  by 
and  under  the  direct  control  of  the  Treasury 
Department;". 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  9,  after  the  word  "Code", 
strike  out  "(including  without  limitation 
bribery  or  attempted  bribery,  extortion  or. 
conspiracy,  embezzlement,  fraud  against  the 
Government,  or  other  crimes  against  the";: 
and  page  2,  line  1,  strike  out  "United  States." 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  2,  line  12, 
after  "complaint",  insert  the  following: 
"Provided,  That  the  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion shall  not  apply  to  any  person  or  offense 
over  which  the  Armed  Forces  have  exclu-: 
slve  Jurisdiction  under  the  Unlforai  Code  of 
Military  Justice  except  as  hereafter  express- 
ly agreed  by  regulations  between  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  and  the  Attorney  General: 
Profided  further.  That  the  provisions  of  this 
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MCttoa  BhaU  not  limit.  In  any  way,  the  pri- 
mary autborlty  of  tbe  Postmaster  General  to 
Inyestlgata  postal  offenses." 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  an 
amendmoit  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Osahaic  to  the 
committee  amendment:  On  page  2.  line  12. 
strike  out  the  first  proviso  b^lnalng  on  line 
12  and  ending  on  line  17,  and  substitute  In 
lieu  thereof  the  following:  "The  provisions 
of  this  section  shall  not  limit.  In  any  way. 
the  existing  authority  of  the  military  de- 
partments to  Investigate  persons  or  offenses 
over  which  the  Armed  Forces  have  Jurisdic- 
tion under  the  Uniform  Code  of  lllUtary 
Justice." 

The  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  committee  amendment  as  amend- 
ed was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


August  16 


PARM  BILL 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  committee  of  con- 
ference on  the  biU  (H.  R.  9680)  may 
liave  until  midnight  to  file  a  report. 

The  SPKAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Kan- 
sas? 

There  was  no  objection. 


EIGHTY-THIRD        CONGRElBS, 
SESSION— FINAL  REPORT 


2D 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  6f  ab- 
sence was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Harrison  of  Wyoming  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Halleck).  for  Augiist  16. 
17,  and  18,  on  account  of  oflBcial  business. 

Mr.  WiDNALL  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
AucHiNCLOss) ,  indefinitely,  on  account  of 
illness. 


BUNKER  HILL  DEVELOPMENT  CORP. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unai  imous  consent  for  the  immedi- 
ate consideration  of  the  bill   (8.  2980) 
conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Southern 
District  of  New  York  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  judgment  upon  a  claim  of 
the  Bunker  Hill  Development  Corp. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  New  York 
by  subsection  (b)   of  section  1346,  title  28, 
United  States  Code,  is  hereby  extended  to  a 
elvll  action,  which  may  be  commenced  not 
later  than  1  year  after  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this   act,   asserting   any  claim   or 
claims  of  Bunker  Hill   Development   Corp., 
of  Newburgh,  N.  Y.,  against  the  United  States 
for  alleged  damages  arising  out  of  the  con- 
struction of  Stewart  Field,  a  United  States 
Air  Force  base  located  at  Newburgh,  N.  Y.. 
In  such  a  manner  as  to  allegedly  damage  Its 
golf  course  and  buildings  as  a  result  of  weed- 
laden    sou   dust   and   cement   dust    blowing 
over  Its  properties  In  1942  and  1943,  and  to 
destroy  a  proposed  housing  development  of 
said  corporation,  and  for  alleged  damages  to 
the  property  of  said  corporation  by  reason  of 
the   alleged  failure   of   the   Government   to 
provide  and  maintain  proper  drainage  from 
said  Stewart  Field,  which  resulted  and  suc- 
cessively results  In  the  storm-flooding  of  the 
property  of  the  corporation.    Any  such  civil 
action  may  be  Joined  for  trial  with  any  pend- 
ing action  between  the  Bunker  Hill  Develop- 
ment Corp.  and  the  United  States  relative  to 
damages    In    the    construction    of    Stewart 
Field.     Except  as  otherwise  provided  In  this 
act,  all  provUions  of  law  applicable  in  and 
to  such  subsection,  and  applicable  to  Judg- 
ments therein   and   appeals   therefrom,   are 
made  equally  applicable  In  respect  of  the  civil 
actions  authorized  Ijy  this  act.     Nothing  In 
this   act   shall   constitute   an   admission  of 
liablUty  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


SURVIVOR  BENEFITS  FOR  WIDOWS 
OP  CHIEF  JUSTICE  AND  ASSO- 
CIATE JUSTICES  OP  THE  SU- 
PREME COURT  OP  THE  UNITED 
STATES 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3873)  to  pro- 
vide survivor  benefits  for  widows  of  Chief 
Justice  and  Associate  Justices  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Graham]?  |  • 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  chapter  17  al  title 
28  of  the  United  States  Code,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  adding  at  tlie  end  tliereof  the 
following  new  section: 

"375.  Annuities  to  widows  of  the  Chief 
Justice  and  Associate  Justices  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States. 

"(a)  The  Director  of  the  Administrative 
Office  of  the  United  States  Courts  shall  pay 
to  the  surviving  widows,  if  any,  of  a  Jlistl  e 
of  the  United  States  who  has  died  or  who 
dies  while  in  regular  active  service,  ot  who 
has  died  or  who  dies  after  having  retired  or 
resigned  under  the  provisions  of  this  chap- 
ter, an  annuity  in  the  amount  payaljle  to 
the  beneficiary  under  the  Act  of  January  14. 
1937  (50  Stat.  923,  ch.  3). 

"(b)  An  annuity  granted  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  section  shall  accrue  monthly 
and  shall  be  due  and  payable  in  monthly 
installments  on  the  first  btisines  day  af  the 
month  following  the  month  for  which  the 
annuity  shall  have  accrued.  Such  annuity 
shall  commence  on  the  first  day  of  the  month 
in  which  any  such  Justice  dies,  or  00  the 
first  day  of  the  month  in  which  this  section 
Is  enacted,  whichever  is  later,  and  shall  ter- 
minate upon  the  death  or  remarriage  oif  the 
annuitant." 

Sec.  2.  The  analysis  of  chapter  17  of  title 
28,  of  the  United  States  Code,  immediately 
preceding  section  371,  is  amended  by  insert- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"375.  Annuities  to  widows  of  the  Chief 
Justice  and  Associate  Justices  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


The  SPEAKER.  Under  special  re- 
quest heretofore  entered,  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  I  Mr.  JavitsJ  is  recog- 
nized for  20  minutes. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  here  is  the 
record  as  finally  completed  of  this  Con- 
gress. There  will  be  much  controversy 
as  to  the  sufficiency  of  the  accomplish- 
ments of  this  Congress.  I  beUeve  that 
on  the  whole  it  has  done  many  worth- 
while things  which  needed  doing,  but 
there  is  much  that  is  undone  or  only 
partly  done.  Progress  toward  peace,  se- 
curity, and  higher  standards  of  living 
is  heavily  dominated  by  world  events  and 
more  strongly  influenced  by  sections  in 
the  United  States  than  by  party  aline- 
ment. 

PEACE 

The  two  dominant  recent  considera- 
tion.s  have  been  accentuated  understand- 
ing by  the  free  world,  of  the  mortal  peril 
inherent  in  A-bomb  and  H-bomb  war. 
and  free  discussion  of  the  idea  of  coexist- 
ence with  the  Communist  bloc.    The  ac- 
centuation   of    the    danger    from    the 
A-bomb  and  H-bomb  is  likely  to  prove 
a  benefit  to  the  free  world  which  nor- 
mally moves  more  slowly  than  it  should 
in  reaction  to  peril  and  the  peril  is  the 
possible  elimination  of  all  civilieation  in 
such  a  war.     The  hope  of  coexistence 
may  be  a  pleasing  illusion  to  the  British 
or  any  other  people,  who  we  understand 
are  so  much  closer  to  the  dread  night- 
mare of  a  sudden  Communist  attack  with 
A-bombs  and  H-bombs  of  which  dic- 
tators like  those  in  the  Kremlin  are  al- 
way.s  capable,  but  it  is  certainly  not  tha 
stuff  of  which  policies  for  world  peace 
can  be  made.    The  fundamental  dynam- 
ics of  the  Communist  system,  which  are 
the  same   for  any   totalitarian  system, 
for  Hitler  as  well  as  Malenkov  and  com- 
pany is  such  that  it  must  constantly  ex- 
pand for  it  is  unsuccessful  in  getting 
tlie  cooperation  of  its  own  people  and 
in  doing  an  effective  internal  job.     Its 
only  hope  for  survival,  therefore,  is  to 
continually   scare   its   own   people   with 
the  fact  that  they  are  being  threatened 
by  external  enemies,  to  continually  ex- 
pand by  infiltration,  aggression,  or  any 
other   means    no   matter    how    Immoral 
and,  if  possible,  to  overwhelm  all  oppo- 
sition and  to  rule  the  whole  world  as 
one  totalitarian  system.     Coexistence  is 
an  acceptance  of  conquests  already  made 
and  presumes  that  we  will  not  protest 
the  Communist  Chinese  ill-gotten  gains 
in  North  Korea  and  northern  Vietnam, 
or  the  Soviet  Union's  ill-gotten  gains  in 
East  Germany,  Poland,  Czechoslovakia, 
Huncary,    Rumania,    and    Albania.      It 
would  be  the  height  of  folly  in  terms  of 
policy  and  immoral  as  well  to  concede 
the  legality  or  permanence  of  the  fruits 
of  the.se  agpres.-=ions.     But  it  is  entirely 
practicable  to  take  this  attitude  without 
Koing  to  the  other  extreme  of  Inviting 
a  preventive  war.    I  am  convinced  that 
the  Congre.'is  and  the  American  people 
will  not  tolerate  any  such  eventuality. 

The  program  which  appears  best  for 
us  in  the  quest  for  world  peace  is  to 
place  even  greater  reliance  on  the  col- 
lective action  that  can  be  attained  in 
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the  United  Nations,  even  though  the 
Russian  veto  and  other  delaying  tactics 
may  prove  very  nettling  and  disrupting 
at  times.  Second,  that  we  should  have 
a  formula  to  deal  with  colonialism  and 
the  tens  of  millions  of  people  who  need 
to  be  brought  to  independence  and  self- 
government,  and  who  have  heretofore 
been  non-self-governing.  Regional  or- 
ganization is  the  best  way  to  inspire  con- 
fidence in  former  colonial  areas  and  to 
give  them  the  greatest  amount  of  in- 
ternal strength  during  the  formative 
period  of  self-government. 

If  we  are  to  avoid  world  war  III,  the 
competition  between  the  free  and  the 
Communist  world  will  t>e  ultimately  re- 
solved by  attracting  from  behind  the 
lion  Curtain  many  of  the  peoples  and 
.states  now  enslaved  there.  With  our 
genius  for  production  and  our  mag- 
nificent traditions  to  advance  the  dig- 
nity of  the  individual  we  should  at 
once  undertake  with  vigor  the  offensive 
in  the  economic,  social,  education,  and 
and  information  fields.  I  believe  also 
that  in  this  way  we  can  be  successful  in 
attracting  from  behind  the  Iron  Curtain 
many  of  the  peoples  and  states  now  en- 
slaved there. 

ASIA   AKD  THE  PACITIC 

There  is  no  question  that  the  free 
world  suffered  a  serious  reverse  when 
the  Red  River  Delta  of  Indochina  fell 
into  Communist  hands.  The  Commu- 
nists have  gotten  a  foothold  in  south 
and  southeast  Asia  from  which  they  can 
now  threaten  Thailand.  Malaya,  south 
Vietnam.  Laos  and  Cambodia,  Indonesia 
and  Burma,  India.  Pakistan,  and  Ceylon 
and  have  also  a  new  window  on  the  Pa- 
cific. Anyone  who  had  the  idea  that  the 
Communist  aggression  in  Indochina  was 
some  kind  of  an  effort  by  Indochinese 
nationahsts  to  drive  out  the  French  will 
.soon  see  that  the  Communists  will  do 
nothing  but  enslave  the  population  of 
northern  Vietnam.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, the  action  of  our  Government 
in  not  recognizing  the  armistice  agree- 
ment between  France  and  the  Commu- 
nist forces  in  Indochina  insofar  as  it 
titioned  the  country  but  stating  that 
force  would  not  be  used  to  undo  the 
rimisticc  agreement  seems  exactly  ap- 
propriate. 

We  have  suffered  In  Indochina  from 
the  failure  to  organize  the  region  of 
southeast  Asia  for  its  own  security  and 
to  sponsor  self-government  and  inde- 
pendence for  non-self-governing  peoples 
there,  and  see  now  that  such  regional 
organization  cannot  be  improvised  when 
aggression  comes  despite  the  fact  that 
we  have  mutual  security  arrangements 
with  Japan,  the  Philippines,  New  Zea- 
land, and  Australia. 

I  joined  in  assisting  in  the  adoption 
of  resolutions  first  refusing  to  recognize 
any  conquests  by  Communist  aggression 
in  this  area  of  the  world.  This  was  the 
proposal  of  British  Foreign  Secretary 
Anthony  Eden  for  a  Locarno  pact  for 
this  area.  Also,  the  Congress  reaffirmed 
its  strong  opposition  to  the  admission  of 
Communist  China  as  the  representative 
of  China  in  the  United  Nations,  empha- 
sizing its  conviction  that  brigandage  and 
aggression  should  not  be  a  way  to  get  into 
the  United  Nations.    The  policy  of  our 


Crovernment  must  now  be  to  strive  to 
establish  the  Southeast  Asia  Treaty  Or- 
ganization (SEATO),  thereby  parallel- 
ing the  situation  in*Europe  where  we 
have  a  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organiza- 
tion, NATO,  of  14  nations  organized 
for  their  own  security  and  coojjeration. 
In  southeast  Asia  there  should  be  heavy 
emphasis  also  uF>on  regional  economic 
cooperation  through  such  an  organiza- 
tion and  in  addition  remaining  problems 
of  independence  and  self-government  in 
that  area  can  be  dealt  with  most  effec- 
tively through  the  intermediation  of  such 
a  regional  organization. 

MtrrcAL   SECtTRrrT    act 

The  Congress  has  passed  the  mutual 
security  program  for  1954.  This  em- 
bodies the  foreign  policy  of  the  United 
States.  The  bill  provides  for  overall 
foreign  aid  of  about  $3  billion  of  which 
85  percent  is  directly  and  indirectly  for 
military  assistance  to  our  allies  and  to 
regional  security  organizations  of  which 
we  are  members  and  15  percent  is  for 
technical  and  economic  assistance. 
Other  interesting  features  of  the  bill  re- 
quired that  50  percent  of  Unit-ed  States 
aid  material  be  trapsported  in  Ameri- 
can-flag vessels.  About  $700  million  is 
provided  for  assistance  against  Commu- 
nist aggression  in  the  area  of  Indochina 
in  order  to  deal  with  the  situation  which 
now  faces  us  as  a  result  of  the  cession, 
in  effect,  of  North  Vietnam  to  the  Com- 
munists. Another  important  provision 
is  one  to  stimulate  overseas  travel  by 
United  States  citizens  and  by  foreigners 
In  the  United  States  following  generally 
the  lines  of  a  bill  which  I  introduced, 
and  which  received  widespread  support 
in  the  Congress  and  the  country.  About 
$70  million  is  to  be  provided  for  sp)e- 
cial  economic  aid  to  India  in  its  4-year 
development  plan.  $115  million  is  pro- 
vided for  special  economic  aid  in  Is- 
rael and  the  Near  East,  and  $9  milhon 
for  special  economic  aid  in  South  Amer- 
ica. About  $110  million  is  provided  for 
the  technical-assistance  programs  in 
countries  of  the  free  world  and  a  United 
States  contribution  to  the  U.  N.  multi- 
lateral Technical  Assistance  Program  of 
about  $9  million  adequate  to  December 
31.  1954,  is  also  provided.  About  $28»i 
million  is  provided  for  other  humanita- 
rian programs  like  the  United  Nations 
Children's  Fimd.  the  Intergovernmental 
Committee  on  European  Migrants, 
transportation  overseas  of  relief  pack- 
ages, and  others.  Two  hundred  million 
dollars  is  provided  for  relief  and  recon- 
struction in  the  Republic  of  Korea  and 
$30  million  is  authorized  for  the  suppwrt 
and  resettlement  of  the  Palestine-Arab 
refugees. 

The  mutual  security  program  marks 
the  continuance,  in  1954-55,  of  the  pol- 
icy of  erecting  a  shield  of  military  secu- 
rity of  regional  organizations,  alliances, 
and  bases  throughout  the  free  world; 
behind  this  shield  we  pursue  programs  of 
economic  and  technical  assistance  and 
cooperation  with  these  same  allies  and 
carry  on  the  interchange  of  students, 
professors,  trade  unionists,  businessmen, 
and  civic  leaders  among  the  countries 
of  the  free  world  and  explain  the  posi- 
tion of  our  country  through  the  media 
of  the  United  States  Information  Agen- 


cy. The  policy  Is  sotmd  but  needs  to 
be  pursued  with  greater  resources,  vigor, 
and  initiative  than  we  have  yet  shown 
to  meet  the  magnitude  of  the  Conmiunist 
challenge  and  competition  with  which 
we  are  faced  in  the  free  world. 

rOEEIGN  BCONOmC  POUCT 

An  enlightened  economic  pohcy  is  es- 
sential to  our  country's  free  world  lead- 
ership for  peace.  The  report  of  the 
Presidential  Commission  on  Foreign  Eco- 
nomic Policy  early  this  year  urgently 
recommended  extension  of  the  Recipro- 
cal Trade  Agreements  Act  for  3  years 
with  certain  liberalizing  featvires.  This 
I  supported,  but  the  Congress  has  refused 
it  and  extended  the  Reciprocal  Trade 
Agreements  Act  only  for  1  year  with  the 
present  restrictive  clauses  still  contained 
in  it.  There  are  also  grave  signs  of  a  re- 
turn to  protectionism  in  the  country. 
This  is  against  our  interests  in  terms  of 
foreign  policy  and  also  against  the  in- 
terest of  consumers  in  our  country.  So 
for  example,  a  great  effort  is  being  made 
to  put  a  tariff  on  lead  and  zinc  in  order 
to  favor  uneconomic  production  of  some 
lead  and  zinc  mines  in  this  coimtry  which 
could  better  be  put  on  a  standby  basis 
with  some  Government  help.  Also  the 
F>resident  materially  increased  the  tariff 
on  Swiss  watch  movements,  and  a  drive 
is  being  made  in  the  Congress  to  double 
the  tariff  on  hardboard  with  a  resultant 
material  increase  in  cost  to  the  con- 
sumer of  this  important  building  and 
packaging  material  though  domestic 
competition  is  flourishing  and  only  one 
company  produces  70  percent  of  the  do- 
mestic output. 

There  has  been  considerable  discus- 
sion about  East-West  trade  in  nonstra- 
tegic  goods — strategic  goods  directly  use- 
ful for  war  are  under  generally  successful 
controls — with  constant  appeals  to  the 
emotions  that  it  should  be  completely 
embargoed.  This  trade  today  amounts 
to  less  than  2  percent  of  the  whole  ex- 
ternal trade  of  the  free  world  which  gets 
more  out  of  it  than  it  gives  to  the  Com- 
munist world,  because  it  enables  the  na- 
tions of  Western  Europ>e  to  get  foodstuffs 
and  raw  materials  which  they  urgently 
require.  Should  we  embargo  this  trade 
the  United  States  would  have  to  make 
up  the  difference  of  some  $2%  billion 
a  year  in  some  kind  of  aid.  There  may 
be  very  sound  mihtary  reasons  for  such 
an  embargo  even  on  nonstrategic  goods, 
but  we  cannot  ask  for  an  embargo  on  the 
ground  that  this  is  a  good  way  to  addi- 
tionally implement  the  cold  war  unless 
we  are  ready  to  pay  the  cost,  and  from 
all  indications  in  the  Congress,  we  are 
not. 

In  late  November,  there  will  be  an  eco- 
nomic conference  of  the  American  States 
at  Rio.  Our  country  has  a  great  oppor- 
tunity there  to  present  an  enlightened, 
cooperative,  and  forward  looking  eco- 
nomic poUcy  for  raising  standards  of  liv- 
ing, improving  the  flow  of  capital  invest- 
ment funds,  both  pubUc  and  private,  and 
expanding  technical  assistance  and  the 
interchange  of  peoples,  skiUs  and  ideas 
with  the  Latin  American  countries.  It  is 
essential  that  we  make  the  greatest  use 
of  this  opportunity  especially  in  view  of 
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the  serious  Commuxdst  threat  which  we 
have  Just  faced  in  Guatemala. 

evAxncAiA 
What  the  dire  threat  of  communist  In- 
itlon  means  right  on  our  doorstep 
!  shown  by  the  suspension  of  constitu- 
ponal  guaranties  by  the  C(xnmunist  in- 
iltrated  goremment  of  Guatemala. 
I  was  almost  immediately  followed  by 
a  revolution  against  the  c<nnmimlst  dom- 
inated government  which  ended  quickly 
with  its  decisive  defeat  tts  it  obviously 
did  not  have  the  support  of  the  people  of 
Guatemala.  Our  problems  there  now  are 
to  insure  recognition  for  the  broad  social 
and  economic  development  of  Guatemala 
and  for  the  firm  establishment  of  con- 
stitutional guaranties  and  free  institu- 
tions there.  In  attaining  these  absolutely 
vital  objectives,  the  collective  action  of 
the  American  states  is  essential  and  it  is 
a  great  challenge  to  us  as  the  leader  in 
this  hemisphere  to  be  sure  the  Organiza- 
tion of  American  States  fully  measures 
up  to  its  responsibilities. 

cmMAirr  amd  nuircB 

With  Prance's  disengagement  frwn  the 
7-year-old  conflict  in  Indochina,  and  the 
continued  lag  in  its  National  Assembly 
ratifying  the  treaty  for  the  European 
Defense    Community,    the    question    of 
Germany   comes  strongly  to  the   fore 
again.    The  EDC  is  the  best  means  which 
has  beea  devised  for  utilizing  the  defense 
potential  of  Western  Germany  without 
Incurring  the  danger  of  a  renewal  of  Ger- 
man militarism.    This  project  has  been 
approved  by  West  Germany,  Belgium, 
Holland,  and  Luxembourg  and  looks  in 
a  fair  way  to  be  approved  by  Italy.     The 
IMinclpal  sticking  point  is  Prance  which 
is  fearful  of  German  dominance  in  the 
EDC.  and  has  now  set  many  conditions 
reducing  the  effectiveness  of  EDC  as  a 
means  to  int^rrate  free  Europe,  as  the 
condition    to    even    considering    EDC. 
Pressure  upon  our  Government  to  turn 
the  German  P6deral  Republic  loose  in 
terms  of  rearmament  must  be  sternly  re- 
sisted. The  danger  of  some  new  German- 
Soviet  approachment  must  be  constantly 
borne  In  mind  especially  while  the  So- 
viet has  the  absolute  power  to  hold  out 
the  bait  of  re-uniflcation  upon  Commu- 
nist terms  of  West  and  East  Germany. 
The  government  of  the  German  Federal 
Republic  and  the  German  people  have  so 
far  shown  themselves  on  the  side  of  the 
free  world.    It  would  be  most  unwise  to 
expose  them  to  Soviet  blandishments  by 
a  surrender  to  the  pressures  for  complete 
sovereignty  and  rearmament  for  West 
Germany  at  this  time.    The  policy  in- 
dicated by  our  Government  may  neces- 
sitate a  grant  of  further  sovereignty  to 
the  German  Federal  Republic  but  with 
the  continued  maintenance   of  United 
States,  British,  and  French  troops  there 
for  the  defense  of  Western  Germany  and 
without  allowing  West  Germany  to  rearm 
a  national  force.    This  is  an  unhappy 
compromise  but  one  forced  upon  us  by 
the  situation.    It  may  be  necessary  to  do 
without  the  utilization  of  the  West  Ger- 
man military  potential  for  a  time  (until 
we  can  work  out  EDC)  rather  than  to  in- 
cur the  grave  dangers  of  a  renewed  Ger- 
man national  military  establishment. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD —i  HOUSE 

mUB  EAST  AMD  ISaAXL  \         ' 

The  situation  there  still  remains  tense. 
It  is  constantly  aggravated  by  serious 
border  inciu-sions,  ambushes,  and  clashes 
engendered  by  continued  Arab  hoetillty 
against  Israel.  The  fundamental  policy 
of  ovu:  Government  must  continue  to  be 
strict  adherence  to  and  implementation 
of  the  Three  Power  Pact  between  the 
United  States.  United  Kingdom,  and 
Prance  guaranteeing  against  aggression 
in  that  area  while  at  the  same  time  we 
make  a  regional  effort  at  economic  co- 
operation and  development  and  resettle- 
ment of  the  Palestine-Arab  refugees.  It 
is  for  this  reason  that  it  is  so  important 
that  Israel  continue  to  participate  in  the 
mutual  security  program  in  generally 
the  same  magnitude  in  which  she  has 
participated  in  it  for  the  last  3  years. 
Provision  in  the  just  enacted  mutual 
secinity  program  for  $115  million  for 
economic  development  for  Israel  and  the 
Arab  States. 

In  no  case,  however,  is  it  consistent 
with  the  policy  of  our  Government  to 
give  arms  aid  to  the  Arab  States.  I 
joined  with  others  in  the  Congrass  to 
protest  against  supplying  arms  to  the 
Arab  States  at  a  time  when  such  supply 
was  first  contemplated  to  Iraq  as  it  is 
now  said  to  be  contemplated  to  Bgypt. 
I  successfully  m^ed  an  amendment  in 
the  Mutual  Security  Act  which  provides 
that  no  arms  may  be  furnished  ia  any 
case  which  could  be  utilized  for  major 
external  military  operation.*;  to  any  coun- 
try unless  earned  by  it  as  a  member  of  a 
regional  security  organization.  This 
provision  will  very  considerably  moder- 
ate the  situation.  If  arms  bltc  x>  bu  Itress 
the  regional  security  of  the  Niar  East, 
Israel  with  tough  and  effective  fighting 
forces  and  a  fine  strategic  position  must 
be  considered  on  high  priority. 

The   recent   settlement   of   the   Suez 
questions  between  Egypt  and  the  United 
Kingdom  providing  for  the  evacuation  of 
British  forces  from  the  Suez  under  cer- 
tain  conditions   will   contribute   to   the 
pacification  of  this  area  but  I  have  joined 
with  others  in  the  Congress  to  insist  that 
the  United  States  see  that  Egypt  as  a 
result  of  this  arrangement  no  longer  con- 
tinues to  violate  the  resolution  of  the 
United  Nations  Security  Council  of  Sep- 
tember 1, 1951,  to  refrain  from  an  inter- 
ference with  shipping  to  Israel  through 
the  Suez  Canal.    Such  a  blockade   by 
Egypt  has  been  causing  grave  economic 
difficulties  to  Israel  which  it  and  the  free 
world  cannot  afford  in  view  of  its  own 
efforts  to  settle  immigrants  and  refugees. 
Considerable   progress   has   been   re- 
ported on  the  possibility  of  working  out 
the   Jordan   River   Valley   development 
scheme  for  which  President  Eisenhower 
sent  Ambassador  Eric  Johnston  into  the 
Near  East.    It  is  certainly  to  be  desired 
that  an  economic  bridge  be  found  which 
could  lead  toward  some  peaceful  rela- 
tionships toward  Israel   and  the  Arab 
States  as  the  diplomatic  bridge  seems 
impossible  at  this  time. 

OTHER   FOREIGN   POLICY    DEVELOPMENTS 

Efforts  are  being  made  in  the  Congress 
to  bring  about  a  return  of  German  and 
Japanese  property  of  private  individuals 
and  corporations  seized  during  World 
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War  n  In  the  United  States  by  the  Allen 
Property  Custodian  and  which  by  law 
had  been  earmarked  to  be  devoted  to  the 
claims  of  Americans  who  were  prisoners 
of  war  and  for  injuries  done  to  them.  It 
is  opposed  by  the  President  and  the  De- 
partment of  Justice.  It  is  argued  by 
others  that  this  would  be  a  good  public 
relations  move.  I  opp>osed  the  return  of 
German  property  very  strongly  upon  the 
ground  that  the  German  Government 
had  already  undertaken  by  treaty — Bonn 
Agreement — to  pay  damages  for  the 
property  of  its  nationals  which  was  seized 
during  the  war  in  the  United  States,  that 
much  of  the  property  or  its  proceeds  had 
already  been  utilized  for  war  claims,  that 
United  States  taxpayers  should  not  be 
called  upon  to  reimburse  for  property  in 
view  of  what  Nazi  Germany  was  guilty  of 
in  outrages  against  the  world  In  World 
War  II  and  that  there  are  some  thou- 
sands of  claims  pending  by  persecutees 
of  Nazi  Germany  now  residents  and  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States,  against  these 
very  assets  which  in  all  morality  and 
decency  were  entitled  to  first  and  highest 
priority  and  should  not  be  relegated  to 
the  German  forum.  The  legislation  Is 
unlikely  to  pass  in  this  Congress  though 
it  is  likely  that  the  drive  for  it  will  be 
renewed  in  the  next  Congress. 

An  amendment  to  the  War  Claims  Act 
was  passed  this  session  which  extended 
the  period  for  filing  claims  for  compen- 
sation by  World  War  n  prisoners  of  war 
to  August  1,  1954. 

I  introduced  a  resolution  protesting 
the  kidnaping  by  the  Communists  in 
East  Germany  of  people  and  officials 
from  West  Berlin.  This  is  barbarism — 
not  civilized  conduct — and  deserves  the 
condemnation  of  the  world. 

I  introduced  a  resolution  hailing  the 
new  governments  of  the  Gold  Coast  and 
East  Nigeria  in  West  Africa,  formerly 
colonial  areas  of  the  British  and  now 
gradually  emerging  into  self-government 
and  independence.  This  resolution  was 
enacted  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  the  Senate,  and  will  be  signed  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  I  con- 
sider it  vital  that  we  strongly  support 
local  independence  movements  which  are 
attained  through  the  utilization  of  free 
institutions  and  where  the  capability  is 
shown  for  protecting  and  safeguarding 
such  independence  against  some  new 
Communist  imperialism.  Through  such 
a  policy  we  can  show  a  leadership  and 
statesmanship  in  Africa  which  is  mov- 
ing rapidly  toward  self-determination 
and  avoid  the  mistakes  for  which  the 
free  world  paid  so  heavily  in  China  and 
Indochina. 

ATOMIC    EKESGT 

This  was  the  first  time  that  legislation 
upon  this  momentous  subject  ctme  be- 
fore the  Congress  since  the  original 
Atomic  Energy  Act  passed  in  1946  which 
gave  the  Government  full  control  over  all 
atomic  materials  and  developed  both  for 
weapons  and  civilian  uses.  The  purpose 
of  the  legislation  v.2l%  to  permit  our 
country  to  share  ar.omic  information 
more  widely  with  its  allies,  to  permit 
greater  private-enterprise  participation 
in  the  development  of  atomic  energy  for 
electric  power  and  to  make  provisions  for 
patents  in  respect  to  atomic  energy  for 


195U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


14675 


clvUian  uses.  There  was  no  dispute  about 
the  sharing  of  limited  atomic  informa- 
tion with  our  allies — on  the  use  and 
characteristics  of  weapons  and  civilian 
uses — but  there  was  very  great  dispute 
about  the  electric  power  and  patent 
phases  of  the  law.  The  law  as  finally 
enacted  will  undoubtedly  permit  the 
Government.  If  necessary  on  a  yardstick 
basis,  to  go  into  the  atomic  power  gener- 
ating field,  but  will  give  the  priority  in 
the  development  of  atomic  energy  for 
power  to  private  enterprise,  provided  it 
meets  the  conditions  established  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission.  This  is 
certainly  a  conservative  compromise. 
When  the  bill  was  in  the  House.  I  voted 
against  keeping  the  Atomic  EInergy 
Commission  entirely  out  of  the  generat- 
ing of  electric  power  from  atomic  energy. 
Also.  I  voted  to  require  the  compulsory 
licensing  of  patents  with  proper  com- 
pensation to  inventors,  as  this  atomic 
field  is  altogether  too  new  to  give  an  op- 
portunity to  some  few  peoples  or  com- 
panies to  get  a  monopoly  on  new  pat- 
ents. A  momentous  step  will  have  been 
taken  in  the  enactment  of  a  new  Atomic 
Energy  Act  heralding  a  new  revolution 
in  the  world  of  production  when  the 
atom  is  available  for  generating  electric 
power.  This.  too.  is  a  great  competition 
between  the  free  and  slave  Conmiunist 
worlds  in  which  it  is  essential  that  our 
country  lead. 

■CONOmC   SITUATIOM 

Since  my  last  report,  the  emplosmient 
situation  has  stabilized  with  a  reduction 
of  about  400,000.  bringing  the  figure  of 
unemployed  to  3,347.000  at  June  30, 
1954;  and  with  over  62  million  Americans 
gainfully  employed.  Other  reassuring 
factors  in  the  economic  situation  are  the 
relative  stability  of  consumer  prices 
which  has  continued  quite  consistently 
now  since  the  summer  of  1953  and  the 
material  reduction  of  inventories  In  the 
hands  of  manufacturen;  since  the  sum- 
mer of  1953.  The  latter  Is  a  helpful  sign 
for  the  future  as  it  shon-s  that  the  con- 
sumption Is  keeping  up  and  that  one  of 
the  major  indicators  which  gave  the 
greatest  fear  of  recession  early  this  year 
is  gradually  coming  Into  better  adjust- 
ment. The  purchasing  power  of  the 
dollar  has  varied  by  only  '^  jiercent  in 
the  last  year  and  a  hall — gross  national 
product. 

The  aggregate  productive  power  of  our 
economy  Is  ruruilng  at  the  rate  of  about 
$356  billion  a  year  which,  though  not  as 
high  as  it  was  in  1953,  when  It  reached 
an  all-time  high,  or  up  to  our  p>otential 
at  full  employment.  Is  still  well  above  the 
figure  for  any  year  other  than  1953. 
New  housing  construction  which  repre- 
sents such  an  imcKjrtanl  part  of  our  eco- 
nomic base  Is  continuing  at  a  relatively 
high  rate  with  about  a  million  two  hun- 
dred thousand  units  Indicated  for  1954, 
but  this  Is  still  a  half  million  starts  per 
year  less  than  we  ought  to  have  consid- 
ering our  housing  needs  and  our  eco- 
nomic capabilities. 

A  national  health  pi-ogram  failed  of 
enactment  but  Federal  aid  to  hospital 
construction,  nursing  homes,  and  so 
forth,  aggregating  $96  million  was  on  the 
modest  basis,  and  only  meager  progress 


was  made  toward  urgently  needed  Fed- 
eral aid  to  education  and  school  con- 
struction. There  was  enacted  a  $96  mil- 
lion Federal-ald-to-road-oonstructlon 
program  which  is  being  implemented. 

By  enacting  an  improved  social 
security  law,  effecting  some  improve- 
ment in  the  unemployment  insurance 
system  and  keeping  consumers'  prices 
stable,  the  Federal  Government  has 
sought  to  put  some  concrete  base  under 
the  economy.  On  the  whole,  the  picture 
though  not  what  it  ought  to  be  shows 
elements  of  great  strength  and  there  is 
a  real  feeling  that  we  have  gotten  over 
the  worst  of  our.  recession  anxieties. 
International  imcertainties  being  what 
they  are.  of  course  .-these  must  always  be 
borne  In  mind  in  appraising  the  eco- 
nomic situation.  So,  too,  must  the  need 
for  dynamic  planning  and  initiative  es- 
pecially in  foreign  trade  opportunities, 
use  of  leisure  time  and  attaining  of  full 
employment  be  constrantly  before  us. 

COST  OF  LIVING 

Farm  price  policy  has  loomed  very 
large  in  this  administration's  program 
In  view  of  its  determination  to  give  some 
attention  to  the  consiuner  by  insisting 
upon  a  system  of  flexible  farm  price  sup- 
ports rather  than  the  high  fixed  farm 
price  supports  which  have  been  in  effect 
now  since  the  war.  Under  high  fixed 
farm  supports,  the  consumer  Is  made  to 
pay  in  two  ways.  One  In  higher  food 
prices  and  second  in  taxes  to  sustain  the 
Government  price  support  program. 
The  United  States  now  has  over  $7  bil- 
hon  tied  up  in  agricultural  surpluses  and 
commitments  undertaken  with  respect 
to  them,  is  paying  for  commodities  on 
hand  alone  about  $500,000  a  day  In 
storage  charges  and  has  very  recently 
had  to  Increase  borrowing  power  for  ab- 
sorbing farm  price  surpluses  to  $10  bil- 
hon.  All  of  this  despite  the  fact  that  the 
farmer's  income  has  fallen  by  13  percent 
in  the  last  2  years  and  that  his  export 
markets  though  at  the  moment  showing 
some  recovery,  have  fallen  by  almost 
twice  that  during  the  same  period  of 
time.  I  have  fought  hard  here  for  flex- 
ible price  supports  and  also  have  opposed 
increases  in  borrowing  power  to  maintain 
the  high  farm  price  parity  program. 
The  effect  of  such  a  program  was  seen 
when  on  April  1,  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture cut  the  support  price  on  butter  to 
75  percent  of  parity  and  brought  about 
a  price  reduction  in  butter  available  to 
consumers  by  about  10  cents  a  pound. 
Meanwhile,  the  Agriculture  Trade  De- 
velopment and  Assistance  Act  providing 
$700  miUion  for  the  sale  of  agricultural 
surpluses  to  cooperating  nations  for  local 
currency  plus  authorization  to  utilize 
$450  million  of  such  surplus  imder  the 
Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954,  represents 
an  effort  to  dispose  of  some  of  the 
enormous  surpluses  created  by  the  Fed- 
eral Goverrunent's  high  fixed  farm  price 
support  operations. 

Investigations  are  continuing  Into  the 
rapid  rise  in  the  price  of  coffee.  The 
latest  is  a  report  from  the  Federal  Trade 
Coomiission  on  monopoly  controls.  This 
should  be  pursued  as  we  must  assxire 
that  American  consumers  are  treated 
fairly  in  this  the  greatest  single  import 


item — other  than  international  travel — 
of  our  country. 

civil.    BIGHTS     AITS    CIVH.    UBI 


The  historic  unanimous  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  holding  segregation  on 
grounds  of  race,  creed,  or  color,  in  public 
education  and  in  public  housing  to  be 
contrary  to  the  Constitution  is  a  historic 
event  In  our  national  history.  It  is  the 
greatest  single  action  in  decades  to  dem- 
onstrate the  determination  of  our  people 
that  all  shall  be  citizens  of  the  same 
class.  This  decision  now  needs  to  be 
effectively  implemented  and  extended 
Into  other  fields  where  there  is  still  seri- 
ous discrimination  and  segregation.  It 
should  result  in  a  renewal  of  the  drive  to 
eliminate  segregation  in  railroads, 
buses,  and  other  means  of  interstate 
transportation.  I  testified  in  favor  of 
the  Heselton  bill  which  was  repcn-ted  fa- 
vorably by  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  but  was  caught 
in  the  closing  logjam  and  in  a  renewed 
drive  for  a  Federal  Pair  Employment 
Practices  Act  with  enforcement  powers. 

I  took  up  the  fight  to  insure  fair  treat- 
ment in  the  investigation  by  the  Special 
Committee  To  Investigate  Tax-Exempt 
Foundations.  The  activities  of  this  spe- 
cial committee  in  cutting  off  pubUc  heacr- 
Ings  before  the  foundations  could  be 
heard  threatened  serious  injustice  to 
many  foundations  which  have  done 
much  for  our  people  and  our  country. 
My  resolution  sought  a  review  of  the 
work  of  this  special  committee  by  the 
House  Rules  Committee  as  it  is  my  con- 
viction with  respect  to  all  congressional 
investigations  that  there  must  be  some 
w  ay  of  maintaining  control  over  them  on 
the  part  of  the  authorizing  House  so  that 
they  deal  justly  both  with  individuals 
and  the  matters  which  they  are  investi- 
gating. 

I  testified  before  the  Senate  Rules 
Committee  in  favor  of  my  bill  to  estab- 
lish a  Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Se- 
curity to  replace  existing  committees  in 
this  field — the  House  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities Committee,  the  Senate  Subcom- 
mittee on  Investigations — McCartht 
and  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Inter- 
nal Security — and  also  to  establish  rules 
of  fair  procedure  and  means  for  en- 
forcing those  rules.  I  believe  that  the 
hearings  before  the  Senate  Rules  Com- 
mittee made  It  very  clear  that  such  a 
plan  as  this  would  enable  such  congres- 
sional investigations  to  be  effective  in 
pursuing  the  effort  to  expose  commu- 
nism in  key  places  without  engaging  in 
excesses  doing  violence  to  our  national 
security,  higher  learning,  religion,  or  the 
morale  of  Government  employees  and 
Armed  Forces  or  to  affect  adversely  our 
foreign  policy.  Excesses  m  these  con- 
gressional investigations  harmful  to,  our 
national  interests  have  £Aiown  that  re- 
forms are  essential.  I  shall  continue 
to  fight  for  these  reforms. 

I  called  for  an  investigation  and  for 
furnishing  of  information  on  the  anU- 
religlous,  anti -Catholic,  anti-Protestant, 
and  antl -Jewish  hate  propaganda  which 
is  going  through  the  mails  exploiting 
the  anti-Communist  feelings  of  our  peo- 
ple in  a  fraudulent  effort  to  seek  the 
cover  of  the  internal  anti-Communist 


\<i*  ft 


ti. 


14676 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


August  16 


hi 


m 

1  "■  ' 

1: 


i 

M 
'^1 


campaign.  I  named  specifically  10  such 
hate  publications  pvirportedly  of  general 
circulation  which  were  violations  of  the 
spirit  of  oiu*  laws  and  Constitution.  The 
Postmaster  General  in  response  advised 
that  much  as  the  distribution  of  hate 
propaganda  through  the  mails  is  depre- 
cated the  law  as  it  is  at  present  cannot 
reach  them.  I  am  convinced  that  new 
law  Is  needed  for  this  purpose  and  shall 
do  everything  that  I  can  to  see  that  the 
Federal  Government  is  enabled  to  meet 
tills  grave  aspersion  on  our  free  in- 
stitutions. 

BUDGET   AND   TAZATIOir 

In  the  fiscal  year  ending  July  31, 1954, 
the  deficit  was  somewhat  over  $3  billion 
Instead  of  an  anticipated  $9  billion.  This 
was  brought  about  through  a  $7  billion 
reduction  in  expenditures.  Budget  re- 
ceipts remained  fairly  constant  at  about 
$64,600,000,000.  Tax  cuts  of  %1V2  billion 
were  achieved  in  this  fiscal  year  includ- 
ing a  reduction  estimated  at  about  $4 
billion  per  year  in  taxes  payable  by  in- 
dividuals through  the  maintenance  of 
the  10  percent  personal  income  tax  cut 
which  took  effect  on  January  1,  1954,  a 
cut  of  about  a  billion  dollars  in  various 
excise  taxes  which  generally  were  paid 
by  consumers  and  favorable  provisions 
for  medical  expenses,  working  mothers, 
those  who  draw  retirement  comE>ensa- 
tion,  parents  with  children  at  college, 
and  others  estimated  at  $827  million. 

The  most  important  development  in 
the  field  of  taxation  was  in  the  enact- 
ment of  the  tax  revision  bill,  the  first 
full  codification  of  Federal  tax  laws  for 
75  years.     In  addition  to  rewriting  and 
Simplifying  the  tax  law  the  purposes  of 
the  bill  were  to  continue  the  corporate 
income  tax  at  52  percent  and  to  deal  with 
tax  inequities  which  concerned  individ- 
uals.     Primary    among    the    individual 
benefits  are  allowed  deducton  of  medical 
expenses  above  3  percent  of  taxable  in- 
come instead  of  5  percent  as  at  present, 
exemption  of  the  first  $1,200  of  retire- 
ment income  annually  from  taxable  in- 
come after  attaining  the  age  of  65  or  for 
retired    government    employees    before 
that  age,  reductions  of  taxable  income 
up  to  $600  annually  for  expenditure  for 
child  care  by  single  working  mothers  or 
those  with  an  incapacitated  husband  or 
wife  if  the  family's  income  is  less  than 
$5,100  a  year,  and  deduction  for  a  child 
as  a  dependent  even  If  the  child  is  earn- 
ing more  t^an  $600  a  year  provided  the 
taxpayer  is  responsible  for  more  than 
Ixalf  of  the  child's  support  or  the  child 
is  attending  college.     Other  improve- 
ments Include  nontaxability  of  income 
from  health  or  accident  plans  or  death 
benefits,  right  to  report  as  the  head  of 
the  household   for  and   to   receive  the 
benefit  of  Income  splitting  2  years  after 
the  death  of  a  spouse  and  to  half  the 
benefit  if  single  and  maintaining  a  home 
for  a  dependent  parent,  increase  in  al- 
lowable deductions  of  charitable  contri- 
butions and  similar  benefits.    The  new 
tax  law  provides  that  the  first  $50,  plus 
4  percent  of  dividend  income,  may  be 
deducted  from  taxable  income  but  not  in 
excess  of  4  percent  of  such  income.    As 
noted  in  my  previous  district  report,  I 
opposed  at  one  and  the  same  time  addi- 
tional exemptions  for  individuals  over 


and  above  the  tax  reductions  already 
made  on  the  ground  that  they  were  en- 
tirely political  in  nature  and  not  war- 
ranted by  our  financial  situation  and 
also  credits  for  dividend  income  on  the 
ground  that  this  was  unfair  to  wage  and 
salary  earners  who  would  not  receive  at 
this  time  any  increase  in  exemptions.  I 
voted  accordingly  in  the  various  stages 
of  the  tax  revision  bill.  i 

HOTTSING,    HEALTH,    WILFARE,   AND  EDUCaWOM 

Forecasts  are  that  new  housing  con- 
struction is  running  at  the  annual  rate  of 
1,206,000  units  per  year,  a  high  since 
1950,  but  the  problem  is  that  a  balanced 
national  housing  program  is  made  even 
more  dififlcult  by  the  failure  to  include 
adequate  public  housing  in  the  housing 
bill  which  was  recently  enacted  and  by 
the  continuing  failure  to  find  a  solution 
for  the  problem  of  middle  income  hous- 
ing. The  whole  .situation  has  been  fur- 
ther troubled  by  the  Senate  investiga- 
tion of  "windfalls"  defined  as  the  excess 
of  FHA  guaranteed  mortgages  over  the 
cost  to  build  middle  income  rental  prop- 
erty and  the  fact  that  the  mortjaRe 
principal  rather  than  the  cost  of  con- 
struction is  reflected  in  the  established 
rents. 

I  fought  hard  for  the  President's  min- 
imal program  of  140,000  federally  aided 
low  rent  housing  units  to  be  constructed 
in  4  years  but  this  failed  of  enactment. 
The  only  result  of  the  strupple  was  an 
authorization  of  35.000  new  public  hous- 
ing units  for  1  year  but  with  such  restric- 
tions as  to  its  being  utilized  only  for  ur- 
ban redevelopment  as  to  make  it  unlikely 
that  many  more  than  10,000  to  15.000  of 
the  public  housing  units  will  actually  be 
started.  New  York  City  will  probably 
do  better  than  most  places  in  respect  of 
the  authorization  of  35,000  getting  an 
estimated  15  percent  of  all  units  so  au- 
thorized, but  the  country's  housing  needs 
cannot  be  justly  met  on  this  minimal 
and  truncated  program.  The  housing 
bill  also  Uberalized  mortgage  credit  for 
single  family  homes  making  it  pos.'iible 
now  even  for  nonveterans  to  acquire  a 
$10,000  home  with  an  FHA  mortgase  for 
a  downpayment  before  closing  expenses 
of  $750.  Also  FHA  mortgages  are  made 
available  for  the  first  time  on  existing 
housing. 

A  strong  effort  was  made  to  Besin  to 
establish  some  responsibility  in  the  Fed- 
eral Government  for  the  people's  health 
through    an    administration    bill    for    a 
$25  million  fund  for  the  reinsurance  of 
voluntary  health  plans  like  Blue  Cross 
and  Blue  Shield  in  order  to  enable  them 
to  establish   broader  coverage   and   in- 
crease their  benefits.     The  bill  failed  be- 
cause some  thought  It  did  too  little  and 
others  wert  not  willing  to  do  anything. 
I  supported- at  least  the  effort  on  the 
groimd  that  it  was  a  beginning  in  accept- 
ing the  national  responsibility  for  the 
people's  health.     I  continue  as  the  spon- 
sor of  the  comprehensive  national  health 
program  for  substantial  Federal -State 
aid  to  voluntary  health  programs  and 
this  is  now  being  hailed   as  the   most 
logical    solution     by    important     trade 
union  and  other  civic  union  organiza- 
tions.   It  is  unfortunate  that  a  reverse 
has  been  suffered  in  the  first  instance 
but  a  national  health  program  is  vital 
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to  our  country  and  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment must  come  to  it. 

A  bill  was  enacted  into  law  which  I 
supported  authorizing  Federal  spending 
of  S30  million  a  year  for  3  years  to  aid 
State  and  local  communities  in  ex- 
panding hospital  and  clinical  facilities 
for  the  chronically  ill,  aged  and  physi- 
cally disabled.  This  aids  further  the  re- 
markably successful  Federal  hospital 
construction — Hill-Burton — program. 

A  bill  was  passed  wliich  I  strongly  sup- 
ported extending  greater  Federal  aid  to 
State  rehabilitation  programs  for  the 
crippled  and  handicapped.  A  great 
many  people — estimated  at  approxi- 
mately 2  million — require  vocational  re- 
habilitation in  this  country  each  year. 
We  have  heretofore  been  able  to  help  by 
rehabilitation  only  60.000  annually.  By 
the  terms  of  the  new  5-year  comprehen- 
sive vocational  rehabilitation  program. 
the  Federal  Government  will  ultimately 
aid  the  States  in  the  rehabilitation  of 
over  200.000  of  the  handicapped  per  year. 
It  is  estimated  that  for  each  dollar  spent 
in  Federal  aid  under  this  program,  ap- 
proximately $10  will  be  returned  In  taxes 
from  the  productive  work  of  the  handi- 
capped person  rehabilitated  under  this 
program. 

Three  resolutions  were  adopted  re- 
garding the  participation  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  education.  First,  to 
establish  a  National  Advisory  Commit- 
tee on  Education,  .second,  to  assist  co- 
operative research  in  educational  prob- 
lems, and  third,  and  most  important,  to 
authorize  a  White  House  conference  on 
education  to  analyze  the  problems  of 
Federal  aid  to  education  and  school  con- 
struction and  .see  what  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment can  do  to  h(?lp  meet  it.  These 
are  but  mild  steps  toward  affirmative 
Federal  aid  to  meet  the  very  serious  class- 
room shortage,  shortage  in  funds  for 
teaching,  and  similar  school  expenses 
and  other  educational  problems  in  the 
country.  I  supported  these  moves,  how- 
ever, as  at  least  some  effort  in  the  right 
direction.  The  measure  which  has  the 
best  chance  in  tiie  Congress  is  Federal 
aid  to  school  con.struction.  I  am  sup- 
porting a  bill  to  provide  $500  million  for 
this  purpose  over  a  2-year  period.  A  bill 
has  aLso  been  authoritatively  introduced 
to  provide  Federal  participation  of  $5 
billion,  which  is  estimated  to  be  about 
one-half  of  the  a^rcregate  requirement 
of  $10  billion  for  school  construcCion  for 
the  Nation.  I  shall  give  most  earnest 
support  to  these  efforts  which  I  believe 
to  be  vital  to  the  future  of  our  country. 

SOCIAL    fcECLBITY,     UNEMrLOYMENT     INSURANCE. 
LABOR 

The  most  signal  achievement  of  this 
administration  is  the  expansion  and 
improvement  of  the  social  security  law. 
An  estimated  additional  10  million  are 
expected  to  be  covered  by  the  Social 
Security  System,  including  farm  work- 
ers, various  groups  of  professional  men— 

with  the  notable  exception  of  doctors 

including  lawyers,  dentists,  and  minis- 
ters: employees  of  State  and  local  gov- 
ernments on  an  optional  basis;  employees 
of  the  Federal  Government  not  covered 
by  retirement  systems;  United  States 
citizens    employed    outside    the    United 
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states  and  certain  persons  employed  tn 
fishing  and  other  activities. 

One  of  the  very  important  provisions  Is 
to  raise  the  ceiling  of  allowable  earnings 
for  social  security  beneficiaries  to  $1,000 
a  year  with  one  monthly  benefit  check 
withheld  for  each  additional  $80  or  frac- 
tion of  $80  earned  from  any  type  of  em- 
ployment. This  is  the  principle  for 
which  I  have  contended  for  a  long  time. 
Efforts  must  continue  to  afford  even 
greater  relief  as  older  people  should  be 
encouraged  to  work  and  to  supplement 
what  they  receive  under  tne  Social  Secu- 
rity System  rather  than  be  discouraged 
from  doing  so.  The  wape  base  for  the 
payment  of  the  4 -percent  social -security 
tux  divided  equally  between  the  employee 
and  the  employer  is  raised  from  $3,600 
to  $4,200  a  year.  Benefits  were  increased 
on  an  average  of  about  $6  a  month  per 
beneficiary. 

The  minimum  benefit  is  increased  to 
$32  50  from  $27.50  and  the  maximum 
benefit  is  increase  from  $85  to  $108.50  a 
month    for    single    p)erscns    and    from 

$127.50  to  $162.50   for  married  persons. 

Approval  was  given  to  extending  un- 
employment compensaticn  coverage  to 
employers  of  4  or  more  workers,  the 
previous  standard  having  been  8  work- 
ers under  the  Federal  law  and  also 
bnnping  Federal  employees  in  States 
under  unemployment  compensation  into 
the  system.  I  supported  a  more  liberal 
unemployment  compensation  bill  seeking 
to  provide  coverage  for  all  employers  of 
1  or  more  employees,  to  establish  mini- 
mum benefits  payments  C'f  26  weeks  and 
to  make  the  maximum  weekly  benefit  not 
less  than  two-thirds  of  uverage  weekly 
earnings.  This  was  defeated,  though  I 
introduced  legislation  for  it  and  with 
others,  fought  for  it. 

Social  security,  unemployment  com- 
pem^ation  and  a  national  health  program 
are  the  fundamental  concrete  base  for 
all  American  working  pjoplc  and  self- 
employed,  dependent  upon  their  earnings 
and  every  effort  must  b€  made  to  build 
them  up,  strengthen  ttiem  and  make 
them  comprehensive. 

Efforts  to  enact  amendments  to  the 
Taft-Hartley  law.  even  those  which  were 
generally  agreed  upon  ai.  vital,  failed  in 
both  houses  when  the  Senate  turned 
down  its  own  amendments  bill.  I  have 
joined  with  others  of  my  colleagues  here 
in  sponsoring  legislation  in  consultation 
with  the  great  national  Isbor  federations 
of  amendments  urgently  required  to 
maintain  the  integrity  of  labor-manage- 
ment collective  bargaining  and  I  have 
also  opp>osed  efforts  to  have  government 
by  injunction,  or  to  otherwise,  coerce  this 
typically  American  proctss  of  adjusting 
relations  between  management  and  la- 
bor. Also  it  proved  impossible  to  get 
consideration  of  an  increase  in  the  mini- 
mum wage,  now  75  cents  per  hour,  under 
the  Federal  Pair  Labor  Standards  Act. 
which  should  be  realist.cally  $1.25  per 
hour. 

Some  concrete  gains  were  made,  how- 
ever, in  this  important  f.rea  of  national 
life,  notably  the  passage  cf  improvements 
to  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act.  This 
measure  was  strongly  backed  by  all  the 
railroad  unions,  and  provided  for  an 
increase  in  retirement  uruiuities.  a  re- 
duction of  the  eligibility  age  for  various 


benefits,  increases  in  tmemployment  ben- 
efits and  other  changes  urgently  required 
to  bring  the  railroad  retirement  system 
more  nearly  in  line  with  present  condi- 
tions and  costs  of  living.  Of  equal  sig- 
nificance was  the  ptassage  of  an  act  im- 
plementing the  Railroad  Retirement  Act 
by  permitting  individuals  to  receive  ben- 
efits under  both  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Act  and  the  Social  Security  Act.  I  sup- 
ported and  worked  for  both  these  meas- 
ures. 

I  opposed,  however,  the  so-called  wet- 
back bill  to  admit  Mexican  workers  for 
seasonal  work  on  farms  in  the  South- 
west on  the  ground  that  there  is  no 
adequate  supervision  or  enforcement 
contained  in  this  legislation  for  those 
from  Mexico  entering  the  United  States 
foi  temporary  farm  work  and  because  it 
tended  to  embarrass  our  relations  with 
Mexico. 

VrTERANS    AND    ARMED    PORCES 

It  has  been  neccssarj'  to  be  eternally 
vigilant  in  respect  of  veterans"  benefits, 
veterans'  comi>ensation,  veterans"  hos- 
pitalization and  veterans'  rights  gener- 
ally. Korean  veterans  were  given  an 
additional  1  year  to  take  advantage 
of  the  GI  education  benefits.  The 
principal  measure  passed  with  respect  to 
veterans  was  an  increase  by  5  percent  in 
the  monthly  benefits  payable  to  veterans 
with  service-connected  disabilities,  their 
widows,  survivoi^,  and  beneficiaries.  A 
similar  increase  was  granted  to  veterans 
entitled  to  benefits  under  the  program 
for  those  over  65  or  jiermanently  and 
totally  disabled  but  not  service  con- 
nected. In  addition,  an  act  was  passed 
extending  the  direct  loan  program  of 
the  Veterans*  Administration  with  an 
appropriation  of  $100  million  to  aid  vet- 
erans in  the  financing  of  home  mort- 
gages; a  law  was  enacted  providing  for 
the  quick  naturalization  of  aliens  who 
had  served  in  the  United  States  Armed 
Forces  from  June  24,  1950.  to  July  1, 
1955:  while  social -security  wage  credits 
for  military  service  were  extended  for  18 
months. 

Other  veterans'  measures  remain 
urgent  but  that  is  all  that  it  was  possible 
to  accomplish  despite  an  outstandingly 
brilliant  effort  by  the  chairman  and 
members  of  the  Veterans'  Affairs  Com- 
mittee in  this  Congress. 

POST     OmCE     AND     CIVIL     SEHVICIE 

There  has  been  a  classic  struggle  going 
on  here  regarding  pay  increases  for  post 
ofiBce  and  classified  civil-service  em- 
ployees. There  is  no  question  about  the 
fact  that  a  raise  is  urgently  required 
by  existing  costs  of  living.  The  difiBculty 
has  been  in  the  economy  drive  and  the 
Post  Oflace's  effort  to  reduce  its  deficit  by 
further  increases  in  rates.  After  fight- 
ing for  the  Withrow  bill,  I  supported 
the  Corbett  bill  to  give  the  post  ofiQce 
workers  a  7  percent  across  the  tward 
increase  with  a  minimum  of  $240  and 
a  maximum  of  $480.  The  opportunity 
was  given  to  vote  for  a  5  percent  pay 
raise  with  a  minimum  of  $180  and  with- 
out a  maximum,  tied  to  a  bill  to  in- 
crease mail  rates.  I  supported  this 
meaisure  also,  upon  the  ground  that  it 
was  essential  to  make  provision  for  a 
postal  pay  increase  through  willingness 


to  be  realistic  in  the  matter  of  postal 
rates. 

A  pay  raise,  which  is  essential  to  Fed- 
eral classified  «nployees,  will  stem  di- 
rectly from  a  pay  raise  for  the  postal 
workers,  and  therefore  a  fight  for  one  is 
a  fight  for  the  other. 

Desirable  legislation  Is  being  en- 
acted for  "fringe  benefits,"  such  as  group 
insurance  to  Federal  employees,  a  re- 
peal of  the  Whitten  rider  which  I  op- 
posed from  the  very  beginning,  which 
has  blocked  promotions  and  an  adequate 
personnel  system,  revisions  in  annual 
leave  and  sick  leave  practices  and  similar 
matters.  In  every  way  it  is  essential 
that  personnel  relations  be  considered 
by  the  Government  on  the  highest  pri- 
ority. Ours  is  a  government  of  laws  not 
men,  but  it  is  the  men  who  administer 
the  laws  and  the  Federal  Government 
must  show  its  sense  of  justice  to  those 
who  work  for  it. 

MISCXLLANEOXTS  ISSUES 

We  have  had  submitted  a  number  of 
bills  labeled  an ti -Communist.  It  has 
been  necessary  not  to  be  taken  in  by  the 
labels  but  to  carefully  analyze  each  bill 
to  be  sure  that  it  constitutes  a  materia^ 
factor  in  the  anti-Commtinist  struggle 
and  that  we  were  not  paying  too  high  a 
price  for  it  in  terms  of  American  free- 
doms. I  supported  bills  depriving  of 
citizenship  those  convicted  under  the 
Smith  Act  of  seeking  to  overthrow  our 
Government  by  force:  establishing  con- 
dign punishment  for  peacetime  espio- 
nage: ruling  out  the  Communist  as  a 
political  party  and  various  contempt- 
Citations  putting  up  to  the  courts  the 
issues  of  witnesses'  refusals  to  answer 
legitimate  questions  of  congressional  in- 
vestigating committees.  I  also  sup- 
ported a  bill  to  allow  congressional  com- 
mittees to  take  such  cases  into  court  at 
once  so  as  to  get  the  maximtun  niunber 
of  answers  to  their  questions  and  to 
make  punishment  for  contempt  assured 
for  failure  to  answer,  and  I  supc>orted 
the  move  to  amend  the  wiretapping  bill 
by  requiring  a  court  order  first.  On  the 
other  hand,  I  opposed  a  bill  giving  con- 
gressional committees  the  power  to  grant 
immunity,  and  thereupon  to  require  tes- 
timony of  a  witness  pleading  self-in- 
crimination on  the  ground  that  this 
would  not  advance  the  anti -Communist 
struggle  but  would,  on  the  contrary,  rep- 
resent an  invasion  of  one  of  the  funda- 
mental historic  freedoms  of  all  the 
American  people  and  one  of  a  very  spe- 
cial significance  to  minorities  of  religion 
or  race,  while  putting  into  the  political 
arena  a  power  to  let  rogues  go  free  and 
to  punish  innocent  men. 

There  have  been  a  great  many  bills  be- 
fore us  to  establish  dams  to  produce 
r)ower  and  aid  navigation  as  well  as  rec- 
lamation and  irrigation  projects  involv- 
ing substantial  extensions  of  credit  by 
the  United  States.  I  have  proceeded 
generally  upon  the  basis  that  we  must 
help  in  the  development  of  our  country 
according  to  established  patterns,  pre- 
serving and  improving  our  natural  re- 
sources for  the  public  interest,  being 
careful  that  our  national  parks  and  our 
national  monvunents  are  not  compro- 
mised or  invaded,  and  guarding  against 
"windfalls"  to  a  few. 
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There  has  been  a  greatly  renewed  In- 
terest In  the  problems  of  youth  and  Ju- 
venile delinquency  in  our  dangerous 
world.  I  have  been  working  hard  for 
the  National  Youth  Assistance  Act  to 
develop  a  $50  million  national  youth 
program.  I  also  endeavored  to  bring 
about  an  appropriation  of  $165,000  for 
the  Children's  Bureau  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare 
for  the  purpose  of  coordinating  the  ac- 
tivities of  State  and  local  youth  com- 
missions throughout  the  country. 

I  have  made  every  effort  to  get  con- 
sideration of  the  essential  revision  of  our 
immigrati(Hi  laws  to  make  them  accord 
with  wise  United  States  leadership  of  the 
free  world.  I  have  joined  with  others  of 
my  colleagues  in  seeking  hearings  on  a 
bill  which  I  sponsored  entitled  "The  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  Act  Amend- 
ments Of  1954"  to  liberalize  the  immigra- 
tion laws.  I  have  also  continued  my 
work  to  see  that  there  is  effective  im- 
plementation of  the  Refugee  Relief  Act 
of  1953  and  am  glad  to  say  that  better 
progress  is  being  made  with  7,287  visas 
visas  granted  under  this  act  as  of  July  30, 
1954.  and  with  the  enactment  of  legis- 
lation which  will  pool  the  aggregate 
209,000  quota  numbers  available  for 
refugees  and  escapees  from  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain  and  those  for  preference 
immigrants  from  Italy.  Greece,  Holland 
and  West  Germany.  The  authorization 
to  continue  United  States  participation 
in  the  intergovernmental  committee  for 
European  migration  is  expected  to  re- 
settle several  hundred  thousand  of  the 
excess  working  population  of  free  Eu- 
rope in  this  nscal  year.  I  believe,  how- 
ever, that  we  must  declare  the  rewrit- 
ing of  the  basic  immigration  law,  the 
McCarran  Act,  to  be  a  primary  objective 
of  our  foreign  policy. 

A  constitutional  amendment  giving  18- 
year-olds  the  right  to  vote  failed  in  the 
Senate.  I  hope  that  it  will  be  brought 
up  agahi  as  I  favor  it.  It  may  be  trite, 
but  it  is  true  that  those  old  enough  to 
defend  our  country  with  their  lives, 
should  have  something  to  say  about  how 
it  is  run. 

Interest  continues  in  my  resolution  for 
the  unification  of  Ireland. 

I  testified  in  support  of  a  bill  with 
others  of  my  colleagues  for  a  United 
States  Arts  Foundation  to  assist  college 
cooperative,  and  voluntary  nonprofit 
efforts  in  the  fields  of  theater,  music,  and 
art  This  is  an  aiea  in  which  we  are 
far  behind  practically  all  the  other  coun- 
tries of  the  free  world.  Such  activities 
are  essential  to  us  as  our  time  for  recrea- 
tional and  cultural  enjoyment  increases 
and  as  our  world  leadership  becomes  es- 
sential in  these  fields,  too. 

Grants  of  statehood  to  Hawaii  and 
Alaska  got  lost  in  the  legislative  logjam 
with  contrary  bills  coming  out  of  the 
House  and  Senate.  This  is  a  must  for 
our  country  and  I  have  and  will  con- 
stantly and  actively  support  statehood 
for  both. 

I  have  also  sponsored  and  worked  for 
a  United  States  Travel  Commission  to 
develop  for  all  our  people  including  those 
in  the  moderate  income  level — $3,500  to 
$5,000  a  year — the  opportimity  for  over- 
seas travel  which  I  believe  is  entirely 
feasible. 
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I  have  introduced  legislation  and 
worked  to  enable  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  to  vote  for  candidates  for  Con- 
gress in  national  elections  without  regard 
to  State  laws  relating  to  registration  and 
without  payment  of  any  poll  tax  and  to 
recommend  to  the  States  a  better  and 
more  effective  aljsentee  voting  procedure 
for  civiUans  who  are  necessarily  serving 
abroad.  The  broadest  possible  franchise 
for  all  our  people  is  vital  in  our  national 
interest. 

CONCLUSION 

This  completes  the  record  of  the  -SSd 
Congress.  As  is  always  true,  much  has 
been  done,  not  always  adequately  and 
a  good  deal  of  what  is  essential  has  been 
left  undone.  On  the  whole  it  is  not  an 
untypical  American  congressional  record 
of  achievements  and  shortcomings.  The 
people  will  judge  as  to  whether  a  dy- 
namic and  progressive  program,  to  use 
the  words  of  President  Eisenhower  has 
been  enacted.  It  is  vital  to  us  in  public 
office  to  be  sure  that  they  have  aU  the 
facts  upon  which  to  judge.  This  I  con- 
sider to  be  my  highest  duty  and  this  I 
have  sought  to  accomplish  to  the  best 
of  my  ability.  j 


PROGRAM  OF  ASSISTANCE  FOR 
SCHOOL  CONSTRUCTION 

Mr.  McCONNELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  change  the  figure 
in  the  title  of  the  bill  to  conform  with 
the  measure  just  passed  in  connection 
with  the  extension  for  2  years  of  aid  to 
construction  work  in  impacted  school 
districts. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "K  bill  to 
amend  Public  Law  815.  81st  Con-jreas.  in 
order  to  extend  for  2  additional  yeare  the 
program  of  assistance  for  school  construc- 
tion under  title  3  of  that  act." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  fi:om  Penn- 
sylvania ? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ANTI-COMMUNIST  BILL 
Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  during 
the  debate  on  the  Communist  bill  this 
afternoon.  S.  3706,  the  gentleman  from 
California.  Mr.  Utt,  who  is  away  on 
conimittee  business,  the  gentleman  from 
California,  Mr.  Hosmer.  who  i.s  away  on 
committee  business,  and  the  gentleman 
from  California,  Mr.  Wilson,  who  i.s 
away  on  committee  business,  all  wanted 
to  vote  in  favor  of  the  bill  or  to  be  paired, 
and  they  were  included  as  general  pairs! 
May  I  make  the  statement  that  they 
would  have  voted  "aye"  but  were  com- 
pelled to  be  paired? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  state 
that  that  would  be  contrary  to  the  rules 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  May  the  Record  show 
that  they  stand  as  specific  pairs  instead 
of  general  pairs? 

The  SPEAKER.  That  statement  will 
stand  in  the  Record. 

SENATE  BILLS.  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
AND  CONCURRENT  RESOLUTION 
REFERRED 

Bills,  joint  resolutions,  and  a  concur- 
rent resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  fol- 


lowing titles  were  taken  from  the  Speak- 
er's table  and,  under  the  rule,  referred 
as  follows: 

S.  17.  An  act  to  provide  general  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  before  Federal  agen- 
cies; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  19.  An  act  to  suspend  the  running  of  the 
statutes  of  limitations  applicable  to  offenaea 
Involving  performance  of  official  duties  by 
Government  officers  and  employees  during 
periods  of  Government  service  of  the  ofncer 
or  employee  concerned,  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

S.  47.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  An- 
drew Wright;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  101.  An  act  for  tl;e  relief  of  Phed  Voe- 
niacos;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  114.  An  act  authorizing  appropriations 
for  the  construction,  oj^eratlon,  and  mainte- 
nance of  the  western  land  boundRry  fence 
project,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

S  209.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Irene  C. 
Karl:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  221.  Ar.  act  to  amend  subsection  lai  of 
section  6  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  as 
amended,  to  include  claims  of  certain  Ameri- 
can Citizens  who  servec  in  the  armed  forces 
of  any  government  allied  with  the  United 
States  during  World  War  II  and  Who  were 
taken  pri.soners  of  war;  to  the  Committee  on 
Inter.state  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

S.  264.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance r-f  cfrtain  lands  In  the  State  of  Mary- 
land  to  the  Disnoy-Bell  Post  66  of  the  Ameri- 
can Lecjion.  Bowie.  Md  to  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fl.sheries. 

S  346  An  act  for  the  relief  of  AllCk  Shark; 
to  the  Committee  on  tlie  Judiciary. 

S  'Ml.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  State  of 
Oklrihomu;  to  llie  Cummlltee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary 

S  417  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  unon 
the  United  .St.-.tes  Di.str.ct  Court  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  New  Mexico,  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  judgment  upon  certain  clalras  arising 
as  a  re.sult  of  the  cnstructlou  by  ttte  United 
States  of  E.cphant  Butte  Dam  on  the  Rio 
Grande;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  547.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hata  Shpak, 
A.  A  Shpak.  and  Syn-pcha  Shpak.  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Jud:rlary. 

S  575  An  art  for  the  relief  of  Monlek  I,em- 
berper.  Frida  Lemberger.  and  Pevs^ch  Lem- 
berger  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  675  An  act  to  amend  sections  2811  2312 
and  231,3  or  title  18.  Uiuted  States  Code,  so 
as  to  extend  the  punusliment  fur  tlse  trans- 
portation of  stolen  motor  vehicles  In  Inter- 
state or  foreign  commerce  to  tractor.i.  com- 
mercial truck  trailers,  and  truck  wmitrail- 
ers.  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary. 

S  C31.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pletro  Me- 
duri.  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  1022.  An  act  for  the  reliei  of  Harold 
Swarthout  and  L  S  Swarthout;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

S  1061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Norman  F. 
George:    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  1083.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  Gla- 
ser;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  1291.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cbaralam- 
pos  Socrates  lossifoglu.  Nora  lossifotlu  Hel- 
en lossifoglu.  and  Efrosslnl  lossifoglu;  to  the 
Committee   on   the   Judiciary. 

S  1336  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eullne 
Sallba  Sihwol  (Eveline  Sallba  Suhweil)-  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  13.38  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nablha 
Elia.s  Audi;  to  tne  Committee  on  tbe  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  1341.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Salamy 
Khourl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  1417.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gerard 
Lucien  Dandurand;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  1443.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Evelyn 
Harry  Waters;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 
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S  1601.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jeremy 
Allen  Clore;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S  1604.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margot 
Herta  Matulewjtz;  to  the  Cammlttec  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  1605.  An  act  for  the  re'lef  of  James  Ar- 
thur Cimlno  and  Joan  Cim;no;  to  the  Com- 
ni:i'.ee  on  the  Judiciary. 

.S  1622.  An  act  for  the  r«  lief  of  Constan- 
f.i.os  Pantermalls;  to  the  Cjmmittee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S  1625.  An  act  for  the  r«'llef  of  Milan  K. 
Jo\anovlc;  to  the  Commliiee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S  1687  An  act  for  the  relli«f  of  T  C  Elliott; 
to  ttic  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

5  1692  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francis 
C.  Pollard,  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  1720  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Capt. 
Ce'rpe  Gafos.  Eugenia  Gafos.  and  Adaman- 
tlos  George  Gafos;  to  th€  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

S  lt:j8.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Azzam 
l^aec  Kafldl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 

S  18^2  An  act  for  the  re  lef  of  Juan  An- 
t  iiKJ  Goirono  Lajarzabulo  \nd  Jesus  Maria 
Cj  nnlo  Guernica;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Jjolclary. 

S  1871  An  act  for  the  rillef  of  Antonio 
r  I'p:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  187.1  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ursula 
V.ilke  and  Mike  M.ario  Wllke;  to  the  Com- 
m.ttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  1887.  An  act  to  amend  sections  3182 
and  3  183  of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code 
so  as  to  authorize  the  use  oJ  an  Information 
filed  by  a  public  prosecuting  officer  for  mak- 
ing demands  for  fugitives  o'  justice;  to  the 
C  'mmittee  on  the  Judiciary 

S  1800  An  act  for  the  reU<'f  of  Olivia  Mary 
Orciuch;  to  the  Committee  en  the  Judiciary. 

S  1893  An  act  for  the  n-llef  of  Andreas 
rie<irj:e  Vlastos  (Andreas  Georges  Vlaito); 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  1898  An  act  for  the  re:  lef  of  Walter  H. 
Berry;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  1978  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Chang 
Ho  Cho;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  0010.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alexy  W. 
Katyll  and  loanna  Katyll;  Vi  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

S  2017  An  act  to  revise  i  he  procedure  in 
the  district  courts  relating  to  the  disposition 
of  the  wages  and  effects  of  deceased  and 
deserting  seamen,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  2056  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Deborah 
Jordan  Williams  (Grace  Yoko  Watanabe); 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  2064.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  Aniceto 
Spuragna;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

S  2083.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lawrence 
F  Kramer;  to  the  Comniltt«>e  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

S  2109.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Claire 
Heiszler;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  2216  An  act  for  the  relief  of  VasUios 
Demetriou  Kretsos  and  his  wile  Chrys.*^-* 
Thomaldou  Kretsos;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

S  2316.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Birming- 
ham Iron  Works.  Inc.;  to  tlie  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

S  2329  An  act  for  the  relle.  of  Oaralaed 
Papazlan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

S  2452  An  act  for  the  rel.ef  of  David  Wel- 
Dao  Lea  and  Julia  An-Forg  Wang  Lea;  to 
the   Committee  on   the   Judiciary. 

S.  2486.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  transfer  certain  property 
of  the  United  States  Government  (In  the 
W'yomlng  National  Guard  Camp  Guernsey 
tiirget  and  maneuver  area  Platte  County, 
W'yo  )  to  the  State  of  Wyoming;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  anc  Insular  Affairs. 


8.2496.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harvey 
Schwartz:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

8.  2525.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lupe  M. 
Gonzalez;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

8.  2532.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Glusepplna 
Latlna  Mozzlcato  and  Giovanni  Mozzicato 
(John  Mozzicato);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judlclury. 

S.  2538.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ellen 
Henrlette  Buch;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8.  2540.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  for  the  registration  and 
protection  of  trade-marks  used  In  com- 
merce, to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  inter- 
national conventions,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," approved  July  5,  1946;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

S  2613.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Luci- 
ano A.  Leglardi-Laura;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2632.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Epes 
Transportatlcn  Corp.;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

S  2633.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanlslavas 
Raclnskas  (btacys  Raclnskas);  t-o  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2634.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Wil- 
liam A.  Curran;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S  2636.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arturo 
Rodriguez  Diaz;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  2640.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther 
Joanne  Potter;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S  2646.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Victorlana 
Areltlo  Berincua;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  2649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chaya 
Frangles;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2669.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andree  M. 
Doyle;    to  the  Committee  on   the  Judiciary. 

8.  2674.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Moxon  J. 
van  den  Abeele.  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  2678.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Llselotte 
Warmbrand;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

S.  2679.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ahtl  Jo- 
hannes Ruuskaneu.  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

S.  2682.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
BertagnoUl  Pancherl;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

S.  2695.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francolse 
O.  McMahon;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

S.  2709.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Peter 
Haberl;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2731.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jean  Can- 
tallnl;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2768.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lydia 
Tlschler;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2789.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gianni 
Bernardls;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. 

S.  2791.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  E:rnesto 
DeLecn;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2801.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Graphic 
Arts  Corp.,  of  Ohio;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  2830.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chrlstos 
Paul  Zolotas;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

S.  2840.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jonas 
Dercautan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  2841.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vlttorla 
Alberghettl.  Danlele  Alberghettl.  Anna 
Maria  Alberghettl,  Carla  Alberghettl,  and 
Paolo  Alljerghettl;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8.  2843.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ursula  Else 
Boysen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2849.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elisa-Pom- 
pea  Roppo  (Ellsa-Pompea  Cardone);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


S.  2877.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Philoplmln 
Mlchalacopoulos  (Mihalakopoulos) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

5  2879.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Peter 
Julian  Newbery  and  Prudence  Ellen  New- 
bery;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

6  2884.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Anna 
Scrinzl,  Sister  Gluliana  Paladinl,  Sister 
lolanda  Mazzocchl.  and  Sister  Glusepplna 
Zanchetts;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judl* 
clary. 

S.  2885.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sandra 
I*a  McMuUin;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

S  2887.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hon  Cheun 
Kwan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  2904.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jan  HaJ- 
dukiewlcz;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judl« 
ciary. 

8  2921.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ervln 
Fuchs;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H  2922  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert  A. 
Borromeo;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S  2925.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Evantlyl 
Yorgiyadis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

s'2936.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ellsa 
Palumbo  Castaldo;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8  294l'.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kim 
Kwang  Suk  and  Kim  Woo  Shlk;  to  the  Com,- 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  2945.  An  act  for  "the  relief  of  Eulalla 
Rodriguez  Vargas;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S  2950.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Domenlco 
Scaramuzzino;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

S  2954.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Christine 
Thum:   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2968.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pranclszek 
Janlckl  and  Stefania  Janlckl;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

8. 2973.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry 
Duncan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S  2984.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roger 
Ouellette;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  2993.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rucb 
Wehrhan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S  2994.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Edward  H.  Hon;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

S.  2996.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Ra- 
mona  Maria  (Ramona  E.  Tombo);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3017.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
Barron;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.  3024.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Malbina 
Rouphael  David,  nee  Gebrael;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3029.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mlroslav 
Slovak;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3031.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Antonla 
Volejnlcek;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

5.  3032.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bohumll 
Suran;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

6.  3033.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce,  acting  through  the  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey,  to  assist  the  States  of 
Maryland  and  Delaware  to  reestablish  their 
common  twundary;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8.  3043.  An  act  to  authorize  the  leasing  of 
restricted  Indian  lands  in  the  State  of ' 
Arizona,  other  than  those  of  the  Navaho  or 
Hopl  Indians,  for  public,  religious,  educa- 
tional, recreational,  residential,  bttslness. 
and  other  purposes  requiring  the  grant  of 
long-term  leases;  to  the  Conxmlttee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs. 

8.  3046.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margaret 
Isabel  Byers;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

S  3046.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nejlbe  El- 
Sousse  Slyman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 
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•^atffy.  Aa  aet  for  th«  reltef  of  Lt«1»  Cox; 
to  ttM  OiwunlttM  on  tb*  Judldarj. 

8.aOM.  Aa  act  for  tlM  r^ef  of  Boslto  A. 
Jbotaa;  to  tjfeo  OommlttM  on  the  Judiciary. 

&S066.  An  act  fw  tbo  relief  ol  Jan  B. 
CwUcllnaki;  to  tbe  CSommlttee  on  t^e  Judi- 
ciary. 

8. 3060.  An  act  for  tbe  relltf  of  8.  Sgt.  sn- 
Testre  ■.  CaatlUo;  to  the  OoOkmlttee  on  the 
judldary. 

8. 3068.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  na- 
t««»ifti«  of  Italy:  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8.8006.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ernest 
Ludwlg  Bamford  and  Mrs.  Nadlne  Bamford; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.3071.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  author- 
ising agricultural  entries  under  the  zu>nmln- 
eral  land  laws  of  certain  mineral  lands  in 
ordOT  to  Increase  the  limitation  with  respect 
to  danrt  amtrleB  made  under  such  act  to  320 
acrea;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular AlbOrs. 

8.3078.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reim- 
borsemant  of  lieadow  School  District  No.  29, 
Upham.  N.  Dak.,  for  loss  of  revenue  result- 
ing ftom  the  acquisition  of  certain  lands 
within  sneh  aehool  district  by  the  Depart- 
ment at  the  Interior;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

8.308i.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bsa  Le- 
derer;  to  the  Ooounlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.3087.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Peter 
CSharlee  Bethd  (Peter  Charles  Peters);  to 
the  Oommittae  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.8094.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Christa 
Haitoader;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

8.3101.  An  act  to  amend  section  490  of 
title  14.  United  States  Code,  entitled  "Coast 
Ouard."  and  for  other  purpoees;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

8.3104.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Theodore 
J.  Harris;  to  the  Committee  on  the  JtuUclary. 

8.8106.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanley 
l^dBoa  and  Alexander  F.  Anderson;  to  the 
Oommittae  on  the  Judiciary. 

asiia  An  act  for  the  relief  ot  the  Ports- 
mouth Sand  *  Gravel  Co.;  to  the  Committee 
cm  the  JUdleAary. 

8.3112.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Emlko 
Watanabe;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.3116.  An  aet  to  amend  section  1073  of 
title  >8  of  the  United  States  Code  to  pro- 
Tide  for  the  punishment  of  any  Individual 
who  travels  in  Interstate  or  foreign  com- 
merce to  avoid  prosecution  or  punishment 
for  Indecent  molestation  of  a  minor;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.8138.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wakako 
Xniml  and  her  minor  cnild.  Katnerine;  to  tne 
Committee  on  the  Judicleiy. 

&  3148.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francesco 
Puglleae;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 
\       S.  SIGO.  An   act   for   the   relief   of    Zantlil 
'' Georges  Komporozou;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

8. 3166.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Slavoljuh 
DJurovlc  and  Goran  Djurovic;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3100.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Irene  Ju- 
lienne Olvens;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

S.  3163.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Myung  81k 
Bong;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3104.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rosarlo 
Estevez  de  Aponte  (nee  FHas),  otberwlM 
known  as  Roearlo  Esteves  Aponte;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3187.  An  act  to  authorize  the  United 
States  of  America  to  quitclaim  all  Its  right, 
title,  and  interest  in  and  to  certain  lapds  in 
Ariaona,  except  for  mineral  interests  there- 
in, and  for  other  purpoees;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

8.  3200.  An  act  to  amend  section  3  of  the 
Travel  Expense  Act  of  1M9,  as  amended,  to 
provide  an  increased  maximum  per  diem  al- 
lowance for  subsistence  and  travel  eziMnses; 


to  the  Conunittee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. 

8. 3218.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria  Elena 
Venegas  and  Sarah  Lucia  Venegas;  to  tte 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.3221.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ingeborg 
Otto;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  8234.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Aron  Klein 
and  Zlta  Klein  (nee  Splelman) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

8.3251.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance of  certain  mineral  rights  to  Mrs.  Pearl 
O.  Marr,  of  Crossroads,  N.  Mex.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  3273.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clrlno  Lati- 
zafame;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.  3276.  Ah  act  for  the  relief  of  Cleophat 
Robert  Joseph  Caron;  to  the  Committee  tn 
the  Judiciary. 

8.3293.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  P.  B. 
Sampson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

8.3304.  Conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the 
Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to  con- 
sider and  render  Judgment  on  the  claim  of 
the  Cuban-American  Sugar  Co.  against  the 
United  States;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  3316.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct  the 
conveyance  of  a  certain  tract  of  land  in  the 
State  of  Mississippi  to  Jonathan  Jones:  to  the 
Conunittee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  3322.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  All  Has- 
san Waffa;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  3326.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  P.  H.  Mc- 
Connell;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3327.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rev.  lio- 
renzo  Rodriguez  Blanco  and  Rev.  Alejandro 
Negredo  Lazaro;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  3341.  An  act  to  provide  punishment  for 
certain  confidence  game  swindles;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.3343.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Babette 
Bayer  Trlsler;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

S.  3392.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna  C. 
Giese;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8. 3404.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anni 
Stroee  Jacobsen;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  3413.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Shlgeko 
Nakamura  Bulmer;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

S.  3415.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  June  R:*se 
McHenry;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

8.3424.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Annellese 
Hofmann;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

8. 3420.  An  act  to  authorize  the  assess- 
ment of  costs  and  reasonable  attorneys'  fees 
against  the  United  States  In  certain  appel- 
late proceedings;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  3436.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Laurie  Dea 
Holley  and  the  legal  guardian  of  Karmen 
Lael  Holley,  minor  child;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3485.  An  act  fcr  the  relief  of  Llselotta 
Kunze;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.  3494.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Cen- 
tral Railroad  Co.  of  New  Jersey;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Mc- 
Mahon  Co..  Inc.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  3569.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Ltea 
Lear;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3577.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  MiJos 
Knezevich;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

8.  3582.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Col.  DaVld 
W.  Stonecliffe;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

S.  3586.  An  act  to  amend  the  Strategic  and 
Critical  Materials  Stockpiling  Act  (60  Stat. 
696);  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

8.  3586.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Hll- 
degard  Simon  Walley;  to  the  Committee  en 
the  Judiciary. 


S.  3598 — An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elonore 
Schmucker  and  her  child;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3601.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  is  authorized  to  extend 
until  not  later  than  October  18.  1963,  cer- 
tain timber  rights  and  necessary  ingre«s  and 
egress,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

S.  3622.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  prepara- 
tion of  plans  and  speclflcatlons  for  4  mu- 
seum building  for  the  Smithsonian  Insti- 
tution; to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

8.  3625.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Juana 
Padllla  de  Caballero  (Mrs.  Juana  PadUla  de 
Ontiveros) ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

S.  3652.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francis 
Timothy  Mary  Hodgson  (formerly  Victor 
Charles  Joyce);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  3666.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Pal- 
anuk;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3688.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Helga 
Schart  Coulson;  to  the  Committee  ob  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  3G89.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Olsela 
Nagel  (nee  Maireder);  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

S.  3741.  An  act  to  change  the  name  of 
Gavins  Point  Reservoir  back  of  Gavins  Point 
Dam  to  Lewis  and  Clark  Lake;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

S.  3756.  An  act  lor  the  relief  of  Hioward 
Carl  Kaiser;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

S.  3773.  An  act  to  authorize  reciprocnl  fire 
protection  agreements  between  departtnents 
and  agencies  of  the  United  States  and  public 
or  private  organizations  engaged  iQ  fire- 
fighting  activities,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions. 

S.  3774.  An  act  to  extend  the  benefits  of 
the  Watershed  Protection  and  Flood  Preven- 
tion Act  to  Alfiska.  Hawaii.  Puerto  Rico,  and 
the  Virgin  Islands;  to  the  Committee  on  Ag- 
riculture. 

S.  J.  Res.  158.  Joint  resolution  to  provide 
for  a  new  third  division  of  the  Northern  Ju- 
dicial District  of  California;  to  the  Commit- 
tee  on  tbe  Judiciary. 

S.  Con.  Res.  104.  To  print  additional  copiee 
of  part  4  of  the  hearings  held  before  *  sub- 
committee of  the  Commltee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  relative  to  stockpile  aad  ac- 
cessibility of  strategic  and  critical  materials 
to  the  United  States  In  time  of  war;  to  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 


ENROLLED    BILLS    AND   JOINT 
RESOLUTIONS  SIGNED 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  bills  and  joint  resolutions 
of  the  House  of  the  following  titles, 
which  were  thereupon  signed  by  the 
Speaker: 

H  R.  669.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Oeorge 
D.   Kyminas; 

H.  R.  787.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Israel 
Ratsprecher  and  Maryse  Ratsprecher; 

H.  R.  803.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chrls- 
takis  Modinos; 

H.  R.  804.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Enrl- 
chotta  P.  C.  Meda-Novara; 

H.  R.  818.  An  act  for  the  relief  o<  Mrs. 
Emma  Martha  Staack; 

H.  R.  868.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Olrlaco 
Cat  iiio; 

H.  R  905.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  FVancl- 
szek  Wolczek: 

H.  R.  P50.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Panoula 
Panagopoulos; 

H  R  970.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Economos; 

H  R.  977.  An  act  for  the  relief  o|  Mrs. 
Almee  Dutour  Rovzar; 
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H.  R.  1171.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Idis. 
Wai-Jan   Low  Pong; 

H.  R.  1324.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Geor- 
gina  Chlnn; 

H.  R.  1463.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hona 
Elizabeth  Carrier; 

H.  R.  1646.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
Neustadt  and  Mrs.  Enuna  Neustadt; 

H.  R.  1697.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Katharina  Batke; 

H.  R.  1843.  An  act  to  Increase  the  retired 
pay  of  certain  members  of  the  former  Light- 
house Service; 

H.  R.  1897.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Betty  E.  Le  May; 

H.  R.  1974.  An  act  to  amend  the  third 
paragraph  of  section  4.  cliapter  1,  title  I.  of 
the  act  entitled  "An  act  itiaklng  further  pro- 
vision for  R  civil  governmtjnt  for  Alaska,  and 
for  other  purposes."  approved  June  6.  1900 
(31  Stat.  322;  48  U.  S.  C,  sec.  101),  as 
amended; 

H  R.  1975.  An  act  to  amend  section  2201 
of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  to  extend  the 
Federal  Declaratory  Judgments  Act  to  the 
Territory  of  Alaska; 

H.  R  1976.  An  act  to  amend  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  to  permit  the  registration  of 
judgments  in  or  from  the  District  Court  of 
the  Territory  of  Alaska; 

H  R  2051.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ivo 
Mnrkulin; 

H  R  2224.  An  act  to  amend  the  Army- 
Nuvy  Medical  Services  Corps  Act  of  1947  (61 
Stat.  734) ,  as  amended,  so  as  to  authorize  the 
fiI)polntment  of  a  Chief  of  the  Medical  Serv- 
ice Corps  of  tbe  Navy,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  2358.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
V:  hram  Uluhoglan; 

H  R  2359.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Velrh.  also  known  as  Giuseppe  Velc; 

H.  R.  2635.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Olga 
A'jitla; 

H.  R.  2654.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sisters 
Li  I. da  Salerno.  Luiglana  C.  Cairo.  Antonletta 
Impieri.  Anna  Implerl.  Rosina  Scariato, 
lolanda  Gagllanone,  Maria  Assunta  Scara- 
muzzo.  Pranceshlna  Cauteruccl,  and  Pllo- 
mpna  Luplnacci;  ^ 

H.  R.  2793.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mlyoko 
Ka£;are; 

H  R.  2843.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  Investigate  and  report 
to  the  Congress  on  the  conservation,  develop- 
ment, and  utilization  of  the  Irrigation  and 
reclamation  resources  of  the  Waimanalo. 
Oahu:  Walmea.  Island  of  Hawaii;  and  Mo- 
lokal  projects.  T.  H.; 

H.  R  2874.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
unon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
M  try  K.  Reynolds,  as  succeasor  in  interest  to 
tlie  Colonial  Realty  Co.; 

H  R.  2879.  An  act  to  sUy  deportation  pro- 
ceedings on  Juan  Onatlvia; 

H.  R.  2901.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tokuko 
Kobayashl.  and  her  minor  aon; 

H.  R.  3116.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  EMmltra 
Mnkhavitzkl; 

H  R.  3125.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alex- 
ander Hahn  and  Suzanne  Hahn; 

H.  R.  3144.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ellas  Y. 
Richa; 

H  R.  3238.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Danlca 
Maria  Vavrova; 

H  R  3344.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carmen 
Salvador  and  her  daughter.  Ruby  Salvador; 

H.  R.  3419.  An  act  to  authorize  a  650  per 
capita  payment  to  members  of  the  Red  Lake 
Band  of  Chippewa  Indians  from  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  timber  and  lumber  on  the  Red 
Lake  Reservation; 

H.  R.  3444.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tokl 
Taeko; 

H.  R.  3616.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nico- 
letta  Dl  Donato; 

H.  R.  3677  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Paollna  (Angela  Dl  Franco); 

H  R.  3759.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Babette 
Mueller  Bspoalto; 

H.  R.  3855.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Agrippina  (Agrlpplna  Palermo),  Slater  Bat- 


tlstlna  (Pranceschlna  Serpa),  Sister  Romana 
(Angela  lolanda  Morelli).  Sister  Frances- 
china  (Maria  Caruso),  and  Sister  Bruna 
(Glusepplna  De  Caro); 

H.  R.  4092.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mira 
Telllnl  Napoleone; 

H.  R.  4213.  An  act  to  authorize  works  for 
development  and  furnishing  of  water  sup- 
plies for  waterfowl  management.  Central 
Valley  project,  California,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  4371.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  June 
Ann  Sakurai; 

H.  R.  4620.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Natale 
Joseph  John  Ratti; 

H.  R.  4690.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  erec- 
tion of  appropriate  markers  in  national 
cemeteries  to  honor  the  memory  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Armed  Forces  missing  In  action; 
H.  R.  4721.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  ex- 
cess-land provisions  of  the  Federal  reclama- 
tion laws  shall  not  apply  to  lands  in  the 
Owl  Creek  unit  of  the  Missouri  Basin 
project; 

H  R.  4740.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kaoru 
Toshioka; 

H.  R.  4881.  An  act  to  amend  the  Canal 
Zone  Code  In  reference  to  the  survival  ol 
things  in  action; 

H.  R.  4959.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Muhit- 
tln  Schuer; 

H.  R.  4998.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Paul 
Frkovlch; 

H.  R  5072.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Car- 
men D'CXtavlo,  also  known  as  Cameron 
D-OtUvio; 

H.  R.  6077.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sophia 
Nassopoulos; 

H.  R.  5314.  An  act  to  extend  the  coverage 
of  the  Servicemen's  Indemnity  Act  to  mem- 
bers of  the  Reserve  Officer  Training  Corps 
when  ordered  to  active  training  duty  for 
periods  in  excess  of  14  days; 

H.  R.  5340.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tlbor, 
Szuzsa  (Susanne)  and  Judith  Sauer; 

H.  R.  5354.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Llborlo 
Guido  Rutlldo; 

H.  R.  5443.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eva 
Lo  winger; 

H.  R.  5639.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edel- 
traud  Blamberg; 

H.  R.  5816.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Carldad  Rosa  Avlla  Leyva  de  Ernest; 

H.  R.  5822.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Evan- 
thla  Demetrios  Makrozonarl; 

H.  H.  5833.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Com- 
mlsBloner  of  Public  Lands  of  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii  to  sell  pubUc  lands  to  certain 
lessees,  permittees,  and  others; 

H.  R.  5944.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Al- 
berto Ugo  Landry: 

H.  R.  5997.  An  act  to  enable  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  authorize 
the  Issuance  of  general  obligation  bonds, 
the  proceeds  thereof  to  be  used  for  veterans' 
mortgages; 

H.  R.  6026.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ger- 
trud  O.  Heinz; 

H.  R.  6113.  An  act  to  amend  title  28  of  the 
United  States  Code,  so  as  to  Increase  the 
penalttee  applicable  to  the  smuggling  of 
goods  into  the  United  States; 

H.  R.  6127.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  create  a  Board  for  the 
Condemnation  of  Insanitary  Buildings  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." approved  May  1.  1906; 

H.  R.  6223.  An  act  to  amend  section  87  of 
the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3.  1916, 
as  amended  (32  U.  S.  C.  47).  to  relieve  the 
States  from  accountability  and  pecuniary 
liability  for  property  lost,  damaged  or  de- 
stroyed except  in  cases  where  it  shall  appear 
that  the  loes.  damage,  or  destruction  of  the 
property  was  due  to  carelessness  or  negli- 
gence or  could  have  been  avoided  by  the 
exerciae  of  reasonable  care; 

H.  R.  6253.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law 
410.  78tb  Congress,  with  regard  to  compen- 
sation tor  overtime,  Sunday,  and  holiday 
work   of  employees   of   the   United  States 


Public   Heidth  Service,  Foreign   Quarantine 
Division; 

H.  R.  6280.  An  act  to  extend  temporarily 
the  rights  of  priority  of  nationals  of  Japan 
and  certain  nationals  of  Germany,  with  re- 
spect to  applications  for  patents; 

H.  R.  6367.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Nobu 
Nogawa  Nitta; 

H.  R.  6393.  An  act  granting  the  consent 
and  approval  of  Congress  to  an  interstate 
forest  fire  protection  compact; 

H.  R.  6414.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Bar- 
bara Pator  Allen; 

H.  R.  6553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esterina 
Pella  Belluccl; 

H.  R.  6658.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  lands  by  the  United  States  • 
to  the  county  of  Cumberland,  State  of  North 
Carolina,  without  remuneration; 

H.  R.  6855.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Elisabeth   Metzlng   Rink; 

H.  R.  6885.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of 
Joint  Resolution  12  enacted  by  the  25th  Leg- 
Ulature  of  the  Territory  of  HawaU.  in  the 
regular  session  of  1949  and  approved  by  the 
81st  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica at  the  2d  session  (Public  Law  746,  clx. 
833). 

H.  R.  6886.  An  act  to,  ratify  and  confirm 
sections  5  and  6  of  Act  254  and  Act  280  of 
the  session  laws  of  HawaU,  1953,  and  to  au- 
thorize the  issuance  of  certain  public-im- 
provement bonds  by  the  Territory  of  Ha. 
wall; 

H.  R.  6955.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margers 
Nulle-Siecenieks. 

H.  R.  6982.  An  act  for  the  reUef  pf  Maria 
Elizabeth  Sanchez  Y  Moreno. 

H.  R.  6987.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gene- 
C.  Szutu  and  Florence  C.  Szutu. 

H.  R.  7041.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Waltru- 
ade  Hsa  Solleder. 

H.  R.  7051.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary 
George   Solomon. 

H.  R.  7088.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Cazzato. 

H.  R.  7131.  An  act  to  repeal  a  limltatton  on 
pay  of  certain  officers  of  the  Navy; 

H.  R.  7138.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roe* 
Marie   Adelheld   Herok; 

H.  R.  7140.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
A.  Duval; 

H.  R.  7145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  An- 
nellese  Catalino; 

H.  R.  7150.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Thora 
June   Grumbles: 

H.  R.  7152.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Jozef 
Van  den  Broeck; 

H.  R.  7221.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Anders 
Taranger; 

H.  R.  7251.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  transfer  to  Vernon 
F.  Parry,  the  right,  title,  and  interest  of 
tbe  United  States,  in  foreign  countries,  la 
and  to  a  certain  invention; 

H.  R.  7334.  An  act  to  authorize  certain 
property  transactions  In  Cocoll,  C.  Z.,  and  fOr 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7398.  An  act  to  repeal  the  require-: 
ment  of  section  3921  of  the  Revised  Statute* 
that  postmasters  report  to  tbe  Postmaster 
General  failure  to  cancel  postage  stamps; 

H.  R.  7399.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
postage-due  stamps  for  philatelic  purpoees. 

H.  R.7411.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Esterlee  Hutefer  Welnhoeppel; 

H.  R.  7451.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Erikt 
Jette  Lavery; 

H.  R.  7460.  An  act  to  pay  Warren  P.  Hoover 
for  services  rendered  the  Army  of  the  Unlteft 
States;  f 

H.  R.  7486.  An  act  to  amend  section  1071 
of  title  18.  United  States  Code,  relating  to 
the  concealing  of  persons  from  arrest,  so 
as  to  Increase  the  penalties  therein  pro- 
vided; 

H.  R.  7494.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eliza- 
beth  Pbrster  Austin; 

H.  R.  7508.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James 
Dore,  Jr.; 

H.  R.  7517.  An  act  to  enable  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  authorlat 
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the  city  and  eovaxtj  of  Hbnoltilu.  a  mtmld- 
pal  corporatton,  to  Issue  publlc-improTement 
bonds; 

H.R.  7518.  An  act  to  enable  the  IjegUl*> 
ture  of  the  Terrttoiy  of  Hawaii  to  authorlae 
the  city  and  county  ctf  Honolulu,  a  munici- 
pal corporation,  to  Issue  publle-improTement 
bonds; 

H.  R.  7508.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Farm  Loan  Board  of  Hawaii  to  convey 
certain  land  and  to  ratify  and  confirm  cer- 
tain acts  of  said  Farm  Loan  Board. 

H.  R.  7569.  An  act  to  authorize  the  re- 
moval of  a  restrictive  covenant  on  land  pat- 
ent No.  0628.  issued  to  the  board  of  the 
Hawaiian  Kvangellcal  Association  on  Jan- 
uary 18.  1929,  and  covering  lots  S  and  6  of 
Walmea  town  lots,  situated  in  the  County  of 
Kauai,  T.  H. 

H.  R.  7584.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  An- 
gele  Marie  Boyer  (nee  Pieniazcek) ; 

H.  R.  7593.  An  act  for  the  reUel  of  Theresla 
Probst  XJhl; 

H.  R.  7606.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Michael 
Henry  LaFleur; 

H.  R.  7612.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Enrico 
Intravala; 

H.  R.  7628.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Adriana  M.  Ttuyers  Aretz; 

H.  R.  7629.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Ruth  Gniachka  Krug; 

H.  R.  7836.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marttl 
limari  Tlmonen,  MaJ-Lis  Timonen,  and  Mar- 
Ja  Tlmonen; 

H.  R.  7761.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  John 
Lewis  Pyles,  Jr.; 

H.  R.  7807.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Heinz 
Gerhard  Rolappe; 

H.  R.  7934.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Giu- 
seppl  Clementi; 

H.  R.  7926.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Dlna  Mianulli  (nee  Kratzer); 

H.R.  7945.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bart 
Blaak   (formerly  Johannes  J.  M.  Gijsbers); 

H.  R.  7987.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roger 
Feghall; 

H.  R.  8000.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  Issue  patents  for  cer- 
tain lands  in  Wlscomtln  bordering  upon  in- 
land lakes  or  rivers; 

H.R.  8034.  An  act  for  the  Incorporation 
of  the  Sons  of  Union  Veterans  of  the  Civil 
War; 

H.  R.  8038.  An  act  to  authorize  the  con- 
veyance to  the  Hot  Springs  School  District 
and  to  Garland  County,  Ark.,  for  school  and 
for  other  public  purposes,  of  certain  land 
originally  donated  to  the  United  States  and 
situated  in  Hot  Springs  National  Park,  Ark.. 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8041.  An  act  to  provide  benefits  under 
the  laws  administered  by  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration based  upon  service  in  the 
Women's  Army  Auxiliary  Corps  under  certain 
conditions; 

H.  R.  8066.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Gertrud  Eckerl  Strickland; 

H.R. 8146.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pal- 
mina  Smarrelll  (nee  Lattanzlo); 

H.  R.  8115.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tan- 
nous  Estephan; 

H.  R.  8155.  An  act  to  continue  until  the 
close  of  June  30,  1955,  the  suspension  of 
duties  and  import  taxes  on  metal  scrap,. and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8180.  An  act  to  Increase  the  amount 
of  Federal  aid  to  State  or  Territorial  homes 
for  the  support  of  disabled  soldiers,  sailors, 
and  airmen  of  the  United  States; 

H.R.  8239.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fung 
Ping  Wah  and  others: 

H.  R.  8334.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Helmut 
Cermak  and  Hana  Cermak; 

H.  R.  8365.  An  act  to  confirm  the  authority 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  pat- 
ents in  fee  to  allotments  of  lands  of  the  Mis- 
sion Indians  in  the  State  of  California  prior 
to  the  expiration  of  the  trust  period  specified 
In  the  act  of  January  12,  1891,  as  amended; 
H.  R.  8384.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct,  operate. 
»nd  maintain  the  Talent  division  of  the 


Bogue  Riv«r  Basin  reclamation  project,  Ore- 
gon; 

H.  R.  8385.  An  act  to  amend  section  2B82 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  in  order  to  make 
the  size  of  towulots  conform  in  size  to  local 
standards; 

H.  R.  8501.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  ccn- 
veyance  of  certain  land  in  Sumter  County, 
Oa.,  to  the  Americus  and  Sumter  County 
Chamber  of  Commerce; 

H.  R.  8520.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  In- 
clusion of  the  Ainsworth,  Lavaca  Flats,  Mi- 
rage Plats  extension,  and  O'Neill  irrigation 
developments  in  the  Missouri  River  Basin 
project; 

H.  R.  8570.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  to  dispose  of  certain  un- 
completed naval  vessels,  and  for  other  pMur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  8634.  An  act  to  amend  section  23  of 
the  Organic  Act  of  Guam; 

H.  R.  8658.  An  act  to  amend  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  to  provide  for  the  punishment 
of  persons  who  Jump  ball; 

H.  R.  8736.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Issu- 
ance of  a  land  patent  to  certain  public  lands, 
situate  in  the  county  of  Kauai,  T.  H.,  for 
school  purposes; 

H.R.  8821.  An  r.ct  to  authorize  the  ex- 
change of  lands  acquired  by  the  United  States 
for  the  Catoctin  recreational  demonstration 
area.  Frederick  County,  Md.,  for  the  purpose 
of   consolidating   Federal   holdings   therein; 

H.  R.  8807.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  transfer  40 
acres  of  land  In  the  Northern  Cheyenne  In- 
dian Reservation,  Mont.,  to  School  District 
No.  6,  Rosebud  County,  Mont.; 

H.  R.  8921.  An  act  to  establish  the  rate 
of  compensation  for  the  position  of  the 
General  Counsel  of  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce; 

H.Tl.  9000.  An  act  to  integrate  the  Juflge 
Advocate's  promotion  Itet  with  that  of  the 
Army,  to  restore  lost  seniority  and  grade,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9020.  An  act  to  provide  Increa-ses  In 
the  monthly  rates  of  compensation  payitfcle 
to  certain  veterans  and  their  dependents; 

H.  R.  9194.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certalr.  land  owned  by  the  Federal 
Goverxunent  near  Vlcksburg,  Miss.,  to  Vi<*s- 
burg.  Miss.; 

H.  R.  9236.  An  act  to  amend  the  Fcdaral 
Credit  Union  Act,  as  amended; 

H.  R.  9302.  An  act  to  permit  retired  mem- 
bers of  the  uniformed  services  to  revoke  elec- 
tions made  under  the  Uniformed  Services 
Contingency  Option  Act  of  1953  in  certain 
cases  where  the  elections  were  made  because 
Of  mathematical  errors  or  misinformation; 

H.R.  9336.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mari- 
anne Gejnneier; 

H.  R.  9390.  An  act  to  extend  certain  civil- 
ian-internee and  prisoner-of-war  benefits  un- 
der the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  as  amended, 
to  civilian  internees  and  American  prisoners 
of  war  captured  and  held  during  the  hostili- 
ties in  Korea; 

H.  R.  9406.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  real  property  to  the  town 
of  Beaufort.  N.  C; 

H.  R.  9582.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  dis- 
position of  surplus  personal  property  to  the 
Territorial  government  of  Alaska; 

H.  R.  9584.  An  act  to  protect  the  rights  of 
vessels  of  the  United  States  on  the  high  seas 
and  in  territorial  waters  of  foreign  coun- 
tries; 

H.  R.  9630.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  execute  an  amendatory 
contract  with  the  Black  Canyon  Irrigatlun 
District.  Idaho,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9671.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Liang 
Nun  Wang  and  his  wife  and  child,  Fa-chi  LUig 
Wang  and  Eileen  Wang; 

H.R. 9678.  An  act  to  promote  the  security 
and  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States  by 
furnishing  assistance  to  friendly  nations,  and 
for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  9814.  An  act  tot  the  reliel  of  Alfio 
Capizzi; 
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H.R.  9821.  An  act  to  amend  titles  18  and 
28  of  the  United  States  Code; 

H.  R.  9882.  An  act  to  Incorporate  the 
Foundation  of  the  Federal  Bar  Association; 

H.  R.  9888.  An  act  to  amend  the  laws  grant- 
ing education  and  training  l>eneflts  to  cer- 
tain veterans  to  extend  the  period  dining 
which  such  benefits  may  lie  offered; 

H.  R.  9889.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  execute  an  amendatory 
contract  with  American  Falls  Reservoir  Dis- 
trict No.  2.  Idaho,  and  for  other  purpose; 

H.  R.  9996.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Susan 
Ellen  Heiney: 

H.  J  Res.  257.  Joint  resolution  autiiorizlng 
the  President  to  Invite  th«  States  of  the 
Union  and  foreign  countries  to  pcirtlclpate  In 
the  FMrst  International  Instrument  Congress 
and  Exposition  to  be  held  In  Philadelphia, 
Pa  ,  from  September  13  to  25,  1954: 

H.  J.  Res  356.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  election  of  a  memorial  gift  from  the 
people  of   the  Netherlands; 

H  J  Res.  359  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  period  from  October  11  to  Octotoer  13. 
Inclusive,  1954,  as  National  Nurse  We«k. 

H  J  Rrs  560  Joint  resolution  to  author- 
ize the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  promulgate  special  regulations 
for  the  period  of  the  American  Legion  Na- 
tional Convention  of  1954,  to  authorize  the 
granting  of  certain  permits  to  the  American 
Legion  1954  Convention  Corp.  on  tht  occa- 
sion of  such  convention,  and  for  other  pur- 
po.'ies; 

H.  J  Res  561.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize 
the  quartering  in  public  buildings  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  of  troops  participating 
In  activities  related  to  the  American  Legion 
National  Convention  of  1954; 

The  SPEAKER  announced  hie  sig- 
nature to  enrolled  bills  and  joint  resolu- 
tions of  the  Senate  of  the  foUowing 
titles : 

S.  16.  An  act  to  permit  the  compelling  of 
testimony  under  certain  conditions  and  to 
grant  immunity  from  prosecution  in  aonnec- 
tion  therewith; 

S.  22.  An  act  to  validate  certain  payments 
for  accrued  leave  made  to  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  who  accepted  discharges  for 
the  purpose  of  immediate  reenllstment  for 
an   indefinite   period; 

S.  154.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Pantelas; 

S  232    An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hugo  Kern; 

S  54C.  An  act  to  authorize  payment  for 
losses  sustained  by  owners  of  wells  In  the 
vicinity  of  Cold  Brook  Etem  by  reason  of  the 
lowering  of  the  level  of  water  in  such  wells 
a.s  a  result  of  the  construction  of  Cold  Brook 
Dam: 

S.  1184.  An  act  to  authorize  relief  of  au- 
thorized certifying  officers  from  exceptions 
taken  to  payments  pertaining  to  terminated 
war  agencies  In  liquidation  by  the  Depart- 
men ,  of  State: 

S.  1225.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Brunhlde 
Walburfja  Golomb  Hartsworm; 

S.  1308.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leonard 
Huiigerfoid: 

S.  1706.  An  act  to  provide  for  taxation  by 
the  State  of  Wyoming  of  certain  property 
located  within  the  confines  of  Grand  Teton 
National  Park,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S  1748.  An  act  to  Incorporate  tlie  Na- 
tional Fund  for  Medical  Education: 

S.  1845.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Ian 
Young-Cheng  Hu; 

S.  1904  An  act  for  the  relief  of  OttUle 
Theresa  Workmann; 

S.  1959.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Anne- 
niarie  Namias; 

S  2420  An  act  to  amend  section  32  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended: 

S  24.56.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Martin 
Genuth: 

S.  2401.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Berta 
Hellmich; 

S.  2744.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  termi- 
nation of  Federal  supervision  over  the  prop- 
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erty  of  the  Alabama  and  Coushatta  Tribes  of 
Indians  of  Texas,  and  the  individual  mem- 
bers thereof:   and  for  other  purpose*; 

S  2958.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ida  Reiss- 
muller  and  Johnny  Damon  Eugene  Reiss- 
muller: 

S.  3028.  An  act  to  require  the  Postnuister 
General  to  reimburse  postmasters  of  discon- 
tinued post  oflQces  for  equipment  owned  by 
the  postmaster: 

S  3085.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Helen 
Stryk: 

S  3233  An  act  to  amend  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act.  1936,  to  provide  permanent 
legislation  for  the  transportation  of  a  sub- 
stantial portion  of  waterborne  cargoes  in 
United  States  flag- vessels: 

S  3302.  An  act  granting  to  the  Las  Vegas 
Valley  Water  District,  a  public  corporation 
organized  unaer  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Nevada,  certain  public  lands  of  the  United 
States  In  the  State  of  Nevada; 

S  3239.  An  act  to  authorise  conveyance  of 
land  to  the  State  of  California  for  an  in- 
spection station; 

S.  3303.  An  act  granting  to  Basic  Manage- 
ment, Inc.,  a  private  corporation  organized 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Nevada,  cer- 
tain public  lands  of  the  United  States  in 
the  State  of  Nevada; 

S  3379.  An  act  to  amend  section  4  of  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act.  with  respect  to 
standards  of  flammability  in  the  case  of 
certain  textiles: 

S  3393.  An  act  authorizing  the  Admin- 
istrator of  Veterans'  Affairs  to  convey  certain 
property  to  Milwaukee  County,  Wis.; 

S.  3487,  An  act  to  authorise  the  Central 
Bank  for  Cooperatives  and  the  regional 
banks  for  cooperatives  to  issue  consolidated 
debentures,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3532.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  partition 
and  distribution  of  the  assets  of  the  Ute' 
Tribe  of  Uintah  and  Ouray  Reservation  in 
Utah  between  the  mixed-blood  and  full- 
blood  members  thereof;  and  for  the  termina- 
tion of  Federal  supervision  over  the  prop- 
erty of  the  mixed-blood  members  of  said 
tribe:  to  provide  a  development  program  for 
the  full -blood  members  of  said  tribe;  and 
for  other  purposes; 

S.  3546.  An  act  to  provide  an  immediate 
program  for  the  modernization  and  improve- 
ment of  auch  mercliant-typc  vessels  in  th« 
reserve  fleet  as  are  necessary  for  national 
defense; 

S.  3769.  An  act  to  amend  section  709  of 
title  18,  United  SUtes  Code,  so  as  to  protect 
the  name  of  the  P^ederal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion  from   commercial   exploitation; 

S.  3816.  An  act  to  authorize  the  replace- 
ment of  certain  Government-owned  utility 
facilities  at  Glacier  National  Park.  Mont.,  and 
Grand   Canyon    National   Park,    Aria.; 

S.  J.  Res.  140.  Joint  resolution  to  establish 
a  commission  for  the  celebration  of  the  200th 
anniversary  of  the  birth  of  Alexander  Hamil- 
ton: and 

S.  J.  Res.  183.  Joint  reaolution  to  extend 
greetings  to  the  Gold  Coast  and  Nigeria. 


BILLS  PRESENTED  TO  THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  August  12,  1954, 
present  to  the  President,  for  his  ap- 
proval, bills  of  the  House  of  the  following 
titles: 

H.  R.  686.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Ema 
Grownowskl; 

H.  R.  795.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jean 
Hollls  Vock; 

H.  R.  692.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nina 
Makeef.  also  known  as  Nina  Berberova; 

H.  R.  1462.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fontini 
X.  Parlsls: 

H.  R.  1337.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Pranca  GatU  Ohta; 
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H.  R.  1768.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Claire 
Louise  Carey  and  Vincent  F.  Carey; 

H.  R.  1788.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wanda 
Luceri.  also  known  as  Sister  Cecelia;  Maria 
De  Padova.  also  known  as  Sister  Rosanrui; 
Anna  Santoro,  also  known  as  Sister  Natallna; 
Valentina  Ruffonl.  also  known  as  Sister 
Severina;  Cosima  Russo.  also  known  as  Sis- 
ter Carmelina; 

H  R.  2028.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Antonletta  Palmierl; 

H.  R.  2188.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Karollne 
Diekmeyer; 

H.R.  2371.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Maria  M.  Brolx; 

H  R.  2403.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Laszlo 
Varga  and  Nike  Varga; 

H.  R.  2440.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lidlja 
Cimze; 

H.  R.  3499.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Adolf o 
L.  Kalb.  and  his  wife,  Mrs.  Eugenia  O.  Kalb; 

H.  R.  2619.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Aureus  Yanguas  Teres  and  Sister  Matllde 
Cuevas   San    Martin; 

H.  R.  2627.  Pew  the  relief  of  Cecilia  Lucy 
Boyack; 

H.  R.  2650.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bister 
Anna  EttI; 

H.  R.  3017.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Felix 
Pet  rover: 

H.R.  3675.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Herre 
van  der  Veen,  Mrs.  Marie  van  der  Veen,  Helen 
Winifred  van  der  Veen,  and  Jan  Herre  van 
der  Veen; 

H  R.  3743.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chalm 
Szemaja  Segal  and  Icek  Hersz  Segal; 

H.  R.  4248.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Albertas 
Bauras; 

H.  R.  8152.  An  act  to  extend  to  June  30, 
1955,  the  direct  home  and  farmhouse  loan 
authority  of  the  Administrator  of  Veterans' 
Affairs  under  title  in  of  the  Servicemen's 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944,  as  amended,  to 
make  additional  funds  available  therefor, 
and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  8094.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Suzanne 
L'Heureuz. 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  ACT  OF  1954 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York,  from  the  com- 
mittee of  conference,  submitted  a  con- 
ference report  and  statement  on  the  bill 
<H.  R.  9757)  to  amend  the  Atomic  En- 
ergy Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purposes. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS, 
1953 

Mr.  TABER  submitted  a  conference 
report  and  statement  on  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9936)  making  supplemental  appropria- 
tions for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1955,  and  for  other  purposes. 


FRINGE  EMPLOY!«ENT  BENEFITS 
FOR  EMPLOYEES  bP  THE  FEDERAL 
GOVERNMENT 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas  submitted  a  con- 
ference report  and  statement  on  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2263)  to  authorize  the  Postmaster 
General  to  readjust  the  c(xnpensation  of 
holders  of  contracts  for  the  performance 
of  mail-messenger  service,  and  for  other 
purposes. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Record,  or  to  re- 
vise and  extend  remarks,  was  granted  to : 

Mr.  HxnrxER  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 


Mr.  Hagen  of  Minnesota  In  three  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Wainweight  and  to  include  ex- 
traneous matter. 

Mr.  DONOHXTE. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Wisconsin. 
Mr.  BoGGs  in  two  instances  and  to 
Include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.    ASPINALL. 

Mr.    Holt    (at    the    request    of   Mr. 

HUNTEIl). 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  3  o'clock  and  31  minutes  p.  m.),  the 
House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Tues- 
day, August  17,  1954,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1818.  A  letter  from  the  President.  Board  of 
Commissioners.  District  of  Columbia,  trans- 
mitUng  a  draft  of  a  bill  entitled  "A  bill  to 
amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Teacners* 
Salary  Act  of  1947,  as  amended";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

1819.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General. 
transmitting  a  reix)rt  showing  the  special 
assistants  employed  during  the  period  from 
January  1.  1954.  to  June  30.  1954.  pursuant  to 
section  202.  general  proviElons,  Department 
of  Justice  Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal 
year  1954.  approved  August  5,  1953;  to  th«  ' 
Committee  on  Government  Operations. 

1820.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptrcdler 
General  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
a  copy  of  the  General  Accovuitlng  OOloe  re- 
port on  the  audit  of  Alaska  Road  Commis- 
sion, an  agency  in  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior, for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  SO,  195S, 
piu^uant  to  the  Budget  and  Accounting  Act. 
1921  (31  U.  S.  C.  53).  and  the  Aocoantlng 
and  Auditing  Act  of  1950  (31  U.  S.  C.  67); 
to  the  Committee  on  Government  Oper*- 
tions. 

1821.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroaer 
General  of  the  United  States,  tz-ansmitting 
a  copy  of  the  General  Accounting  Office  re- 
port on  the  audit  of  the  Puerto  Rico  Recon- 
struction Administration,  an  agency  in  th« 
Department  of  the  Interior,  for  the  'flK«I 
year  ended  June  30.  1953.  purstiant  to  the  , 
Budget  and  Accounting  Act.  1921  (31  U.  8.  C. 
53 ) ,  and  the  Accounting  and  Auditing  Act 
of  1950  (31  U.  8.  C.  67);  to  the  Commltte* 
on  Government  Operations. 

1822.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  copy  of  a  bill 
passed  by  the  Municipal  CouncU  of  St. 
Thomaa  and  St.  John.  V.  I.,  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 16  of  the  Organic  Act  of  the  Virgin 
Islands  of  the  United  Stat«s.  approved  June 
22,  1936;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

1823.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  propooed 
award  of  a  concession  permit  to  Mr.  HJalmar 
A.  Mattson  which  will,  when  approved  by  the 
regional  director,  region  No.  2,  National  Park 
Service,  authorize  lilm  to  operate  the 
Wlndlgo  Inn  at  Waslilngton  Harbor.  lala 
Hoyaie  National  Park.  Mich.,  for  a  period  of 
6  years  from  January  1,  1954,  pursuant  to 
the  act  of  July  81.  1953  (67  Stat.  271)  :  to 
the  (Committee  on  IntericM-  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

1824.  A  letter  from  the  Governor.  Canal 
Zone  government.  Canal  Zone,  transmitting 
a  report  of  claims  paid  by  the  Canal  2k>ne 
government  for  the  period  July  1,  1953,  to 
June  30,  1954,  pursuant  to  section  2673  of 
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title  38.  UnltMl  States  Code;  to  the  Oommlt- 
tee  on  tlie  Judiciary. 

1835.  A  letter  from  the  Comminloner,  Ink- 
migration  and  Nattirallzatlon  Service,  De- 
partment at  Justice,  transmitting  copies  of 
orders  entered  In  the  cases  of  certain  aliens 
who  have  been  found  admissible  Into  the 
United  States,  pursuant  to  section  313  (a) 
(38)  (I)  (11)  of  the  Immigration  and  Na- 
tionality Act;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

1836.  A  letter  from  the  Ctommlssloner,  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service.  "De- 
partment  of  Justice,  transmitting  copies  of 
orders  granting  the  applications  for  perma- 
nent residence  filed  by  the  subjects,  pvirsuant 
to  section  6  of  the  Refugee  Relief  Act  of 
1953;    to   the   Committee   on   the   Judiciary. 

1837.  A  letter  from  the  Commissioner,  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service.  De- 
partment of  Justice,  transmitting  copies  of 
orders  entered  In  the  cases  where  the  au- 
thority contained  in  section  212  (d)  (3)  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  was 
exercised  In  behalf  of  such  aliens,  pursuant 
to  section  312  (d)  (6)  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

1838.  A  letter  from  the  secretary-treasurer. 
Military  Chaplains  Association  of  the  United 
states  of  America,  transmitting  tbe  annual 
report  of  the  proceedings.  Including  financial 
report  of  the  Military  Chaplains  Association 
of  the  United  States  of  America  piirsuant  to 
Public  Law  792,  81st  Congress;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xlii,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  DONDSRO:  Committee  on  Public 
Works.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  170.  Joint 
resolution  to  approve  the  conveyance  by 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  of  certain 
public-use  terminal  properties  now  owned 
by  the  United  States;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  3659).  Referred  to  the  Conunlt- 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York:  Joint  Committee 
en  Atomic  Energy.  H.  R.  10303.  An  act  to 
provide  rewards  for  lnfcn*matlon  concern- 
ing the  Illegal  introduction  Into  the  United 
States,  or  the  Illegal  manufacture  or  acquisi- 
tion In  the  United  States,  of  special  nuclear 
material  and  atomic  weapons;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2660).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  at  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah:  Committee  of  con- 
ference. S.  3670.  An  act  to  provide  for  the 
termination  of  Federal  supervision  over  the 
property  of  certain  tribes,  lands,  and  colonies 
of  Indians  in  the  State  of  Utah  and  the  in- 
dividual numbers  thereof,  and  for  other  pvir- 
poses  (Rept.  No.  2661).  Ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  GRAHAM;  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 8.  2862.  An  act  to  provide  relief  for 
the  sheep-ralslng  Industry  by  making  spe- 
cial nonquota  Immignrant  visas  available  to 
certain  skilled  alien  sheepherders;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  3663).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoixse  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  TABER:  Committee  of  conference. 
H.  R.  9936.  A  bill  making  supplemental  ap- 
propriations for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
80,  1955,  and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No. 
2663).    Ordered  to  be -printed. 

Mr.  HOPE:  Committee  of  conference. 
H.  R.  9680.  A  bill  to  provide  tfx  continued 
price  support  for  agricultural  products;  to 
augment  the  marketing  su3d  disposal  of  such 
producU;    to  provide   for   greater   stability 


tn  the  products  of  agriculture;  and  for  other 
piirposes  (Rept.  No.  3664).  Ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  RSES  of  Kansas:  Committee  of  con- 
ference. H.  R.  2263.  A  bill  to  authorftse  the 
Postmaster  General  to  readjust  the  c(»npen- 
satlon  of  holders  of  contracts  for  the  p>er- 
formance  of  mail -messenger  service  (Rept. 
No.  3665).     Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York :  Committee  of  con- 
ference. H.  R  9757.  A  bill  to  amend  the 
Atomic  Energj'  Act  of  1946.  as  amended, 
and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  2666). 
Ordered  to  be  printed. 
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REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PRI- 
VATE BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary. S.  2074.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Basque  sheepherders;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2658).  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  HIESTAND: 

H.R.  10237.  A  bill  to  outlaw  the  Cammu- 
nlBt  Psuty,  to  prohibit  members  of  Com- 
munist organizations  from  serving  in  cer- 
tain representative  capacities,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BERRY: 

H.  R.  10238.  A  bUI  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  to  exchange  certain  lands 
in  Pennington  County,  S.  Dak.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  DONOHUE: 

H.  R.  10239.  A  bill  to  amend  section  201 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  so 
as  to  provide  that  all  quota  numbers  not 
used  in  any  year  shall  be  made  available  to 
Immigrants  In  oversubscribed  areas  In  the 
following  year,  and  for  other  purp>oaes;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  JENKINS: 

H.  R.  10240.  A    bin    to    authorize    Federal 

payments   to   enable    the    States    to    expand 

their  school   construction   programs;    to   the 

Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  KEATING: 

H.  R.  10241.  A  bill  to  prescribe  penalties 
applicable  to  present  and  former  officers  and 
employees  of  the  United  States  who  refuse 
to  testify  concerning  matters  relating  to 
their  public  office  or  employment;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  METCALF: 

H.  R.  10242.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the 
amount  In  the  Federal  aid  to  wildlife-resto- 
ration fund  shall  be  available  for  use  by  the 
States  during  the  fiscal  year  beginning  July 
1,  1955,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations. 

By  Mr.  THORNBERRY: 

H.  R.  10243.  A  bill  authorizing  the  trans- 
fer of  a  portion  of  the  Camp  Mabry  militia 
rifle  Tange  tract  in  the  city  of  Austin,  Tex., 
comprising  189.11  acres,  to  the  State  of 
Texas;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
By  Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  New  Jersey : 

H.  R.  10244.   A  bUl  Communist  Control  Act 
Of  1954;  to  the  Conmiittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HOLIFIELD: 

H.  Con.  Res.  269.  CJoncurrent  resolution  to 
effect  a  Federal  Power  Commission  survey 
of  electric  energy  Including  energy  derived 
from  nuclear  fission,  and  legislative  recom- 
mendations relating  thereto;  to  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 


,  1,: 


By  Mr.  PRICE: 

H.  Con.  Res.  270.  Concurrent  resolution  to 
effect  a  Federal  Power  Commission  survey 
of  electric  energy  including  energy  derived 
from  nuclear  fission,  and  legislative  recom- 
mendations relating  thereto;  to  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 
By  Mr.  CLARDY: 

H.  Res.  706.  Resolution  creating  a  select 
committee  to  conduct  an  investigation  and 
study  of  the  Committee  for  an  Effective 
Congress;   to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  Res.  707.  Resolution  to  provide  funds 
for  the  expenses  of  the  investigation  and 
study  authorized  by  House  Resolution  706; 
to  the  Committee  on  House  Admihlstration. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ADDONIZIO: 
H  R.  10245.   A   bill  for   the  relief  of  Buon- 
aventura  Giannone;  to  the  CommiCtee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  10246.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Margarete  Gick  Scordas;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By    Mr.    BARTXiETT: 
H  R.  10247.  A  biu  to  provide  for  the  issu- 
ance of  an  unrestricted  deed  to  Mrs.  Edith 
HoUyday  of  Sitka,  Alaska:  to  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.        I 
By  Mrs.   FARRINGTON  :  | 

H.  R.  10248  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Shlzuko  Hashimoto  Miyashlro;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary.  I 
By  Mr.  FORD:  I 
H  R  10249.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Theo- 
dores Symeonldls;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   FRIFJDELr 
H  R.  10250.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  loannis 
(John)    Krltlkos;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  GATHTNGS: 
HR   10251.   A    bill    for    the    relle*    of    Sing 
Fong  York;    to   the    Committee  oO   the   Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr    GROSS; 
H  R  10252.  A    bill    for   the   relleif   of   Miss 
Else  Widdel;    to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  HUNTER: 
H.  R.  10253.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Adelaido 
Jimenez-Solorio;    to   the  Committee   on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  Yortt: 
H  R.  10254.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Pearl 
Abrams,  Christina  Agatha  Brown,  Roelyn 
Ashley,  Lucille  Daley.  Ida  Grey.  Mary  Eu- 
genie Smith,  Hazel  Steward.  Ine»  Thomas 
Sharp.  Lena  Osborn.  Ruby  Amelia  Walters, 
and  Isola  Mamby  Lindo;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   MAILLIARD; 
H.R  10255.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kane- 
kichl  Kumasakl;    to  the   Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By   Mr.    OT^ETLLr 
H.  R  10256.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gluseppl 
Borelli;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  REED  of  New  York: 
H  R.  10257.  A   bill   for  the  relief  of  John 
A.  Balklts  (also  known  as  Janis  Alberts  Bal- 
kitis) :  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By   Mr.   YOUNGER: 
H.  R.  10258.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eosln, 
Linda,  Walter,  and  Hsien  King;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS.  ETC.    | 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  tlie  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

1141.   By  Mr.  NEAL:    Petition  of  Mrs.  H.  B. 

Tallman  and  other  memljers  of  tine  Vienna, 
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W.  Va.,  Woman's  Chilstlan  Temperance 
Union,  expressing  approval  of  H.  R.  1227,  the 
Bryson  bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

1142.  By  Mr.  PHILBD?:  Petition  of  Miss 
Estella  M.  Marshall  of  Leominster,  Mass.,  and 
others,  In  favor  of  legislation  to  prohibit 
alcoholic  beverage  advertising  over  the  radio 


and  television  and  In  newspapers  and  maga- 
zines: to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Conmserce. 

1143.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Mrs. 
Rosemary  Wlegand,  the  Marlon  GuUd,  Dear- 
born,, Mich.,  requesting  that  every  true 
American  help  promote  clean  literature, 
thereby  helping  to  uplift  the  morale  of  our 
people;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


1144.  Also,  petition  of  the  Secretary,  Lib- 
eral Religious  Youth.  Boston.  Mass.,  relative 
to  going  on  record  as  being  opposed  to  the 
trend  as  demonstrated  in  adding  the  words 
"under  God"  to  the  pledge  of  aUeglance  to 
the  flag,  and  the  proposed  so-called  "Jesus 
Christ  Amendment"  to  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary, 


EXTENSIONS    OF    REMARKS 


Report  to  the  People  of  the  Ninth  WU- 
coniin  Confressional  District 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 


HON.  LESTER  JOHNSON 

OF  WISCONSIN 

i:;  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  Aug'M^t  16,  1954 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Cpeaker,  the  final  curtain  is  being  drawn 

on  the  83d  Congress.  It  has-been  my 
privilege  to  serve  in  the  secopd  session  of 
t:Ms  Confn-ess.  I  was  elected  last  October 
to  fill  out  the  unexpired  term  of  the  late 
Consresj-man  Merlin  Hull,  who  repre- 
sented the  Ninth  Ehstrict  so  ably  from 
1G34  until  his  death  in  May  of  1953. 

When  I  was  a  candidate  last  year  in 
thp  special  election,  I  p  edged  the  citizens 
of  the  Ninth  District  I  would  follow — as 
closely  as  my  own  convictions  and  phi- 
losophy permitted— in  the  footsteps  of 
my  illustrious  predecessor  on  all  legisla- 
tive matters  affecting-  the  average  or 
common  man.  I  have  «?ndeavored — since 
I  was  sworn  in  on  January  7,  1954,  to 
keep  that  pledge.  In  all  sincerity.  I  say 
that  I  believe  I  have  kept  faith  with  the 
people  of  the  Ninth  EW  strict.  My  voting 
record  sustains  this  Ixlief. 

At  this  time  I  should  like  to  place  In 
the  Record  a  brief  summary  of  my  votes 
and  position  on  some  of  the  major  issues 
that  came  up  during  tiie  2nd  session  of 
the  83d  Congress. 

One  of  the  major  questions  considered 
by  Congress  in  this  last  session  was  the 
tax  revision  bill.  Taxes  are  always  of 
concern  to  the  people  who  must  pay 
them.  For  this  reasoji.  I  wish  to  make 
it  clear  why  I  could  not  support  the  ad- 
ministration's position  on  the  need  for 
certain  giveaway  pro\1slons  In  the  tax 
revision  bill.  In  particular,  I  was  very 
much  opposed  to  the  jirovision  granting 
extremely  favorable  tax  exemption  to 
income  derived  from  corporation  stock 
dividends. 

Frankly  speaking.  I  cannot  subscribe 
to  the  administration's  "trickle-down" 
philosophy  on  the  nee<l  for  special  divi- 
dend income  tax  exemption.  Only  a  few 
people  in  the  United  S  ;ates  will  reap  the 
benefits  from  this  exe:iiption.  At  vari- 
ous times  the  administration  has  played 
up  to  the  public  on  its  desire  to  achieve 
a  balanced  budget.  I  also  believe  in  a 
balanced  budget.  Apparently  the  ad- 
ministration conveniently  forgot  about 
balancing  the  budget  when  it  espoused 
the  cause  of  the  coupon  clippers. 

It   was — and   still   bi — my   contention 

that  if  tax  relief  is  in  order,  then  the 


people  in  the  lower  income  brackets 
should  receive  an  increase  of  at  least 
$100  a  year  in  exempted  income.  I 
know  that  farmers,  workers,  small-busi- 
ness men,  and  others  in  my  district  could 
use  an  additional  $100  a  year  of  exemp- 
tion on  income. 

There  is  definitely  a  need  for  some 
spending  at  the  bottom  of  the  Nation's 
economic  ladder.  I  supported  the  pro- 
posal to  Increase  personal  income  tax 
exemption.  The  proposal  was  opposed 
by  the  administration.  The  opposition 
of  the  administration,  I  presume,  was 
based  on  the  need  for  a  balanced  budget. 

The  administration  is  certainly  aware 
of  the  fact  that  the  automatic  10  percent 
tax  cut  which  went  into  effect  on  Janu- 
ary 1,  1954.  was  approved  by  the  Demo- 
cratic 82d  Congress.  The  bill  approved 
by  the  83d  Congress  gives  very  little  re- 
lief to  the  average  taxpayer. 

What  did  the  1954  Republican  tax  cut 
do?  Well.  80  percent  of  the  people  in 
the  United  States  earn  less  than  $5,000 
a  year.  The  great  majority  of  people 
will  receive  a  $311  milUon  tax  reduction. 
This  figures  out  to  about  9  percent  of 
the  to  tar  relief  provided  for  in  the  1954 
GOP  bill.  Ninety-one  percent  of  the 
tax  relief  in  the  $3.3  biUion  GOP  tax  bill 
will  go  to  individuals  and  corporations 
earning  over  $5,000  a  year. 

For  the  purpose  of  the  record,  I  wish 
to  say  I  did  not  oppose  every  adminis- 
tration program.  I  supported  the  Presi- 
dent and  administration  when  I  thought 
they  were  right.  For  example,  I  sup- 
ported the  President  on  all  of  his  re- 
quests for  appropriations  pertaining  to 
domestic,  foreign,  and  military  programs 
needed  to  strengthen  our  Nation  against 
the  encroachments  of  imp>erialistic  com- 
munism. As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  suspect 
I  and  most  of  my  Democratic  colleagues 
supported  the  President  on  some  of  his 
programs  much  better  than  some  mem- 
bers of  his  own  party. 

There  are  people  in  the  United  States 
who  are  very  vocal  in  their  opposition  to 
communism.  Some  of  the  vocal  bat- 
tlers are  not  so  consistent  when  it  comes 
to  supporting  the  struggle  against  com- 
munism with  cash  to  inavigurate  sound 
Aonomic  programs  for  winning  the  al- 
legiance of  people  in  other  lands. 

Perhaps  it  is  possible  to  defeat  com- 
munism with  hard  words  and  sensa- 
tional newspaper  headlines.  I  doubt  it, 
and  that  is  why  I  voted  for  the  aid  and 
military  programs. 

Turning  back  to  domestic  problems, 

I  wish  to  say  I  supported  every  sound 
proposal  to  increase  social-security  ben- 
efits and  extend  coverage  under  the  pro- 
gram. I  hope  the  final  bill  will  be  the 
one  we  first  passed  In  the  House. 


As  a  member  of  the  Veterans'  Affairs 
Committee,  I  took  a  keen  interest  in  leg- 
islation affecting  veterans  and  their  de- 
pendents. I  attended  every  meeting  of 
the  committee.  On  the  House  floor  I 
supported  committee-sponsored  bills  to 
the  best  o*  my  ability.  The  record  will 
show  that  I  consistently  voted  in  the  in- 
terest of  veterans. 

Along  with  other  people  in  this  coun- 
try, I  belieye  a  strong  educationsd  sys- 
tem is  one  of  the  foundation  stones  of 
our  republican  form  of  government.  A 
well-informed  citizenry  is  essential  to 
preserve  and  extend  our  democratic  way 
of  life  in  this  critical  period  of  world 
history.  I  agree  with  the  philosophy 
that  education  Is  the  first  line  of  de- 
fense in  a  democracy.  In  keeping  with 
this  conviction,  I  voted  for  all  bills  to 
aid  our  educational  system. 

During  this  session  of  Congress  I  was 
very  much  interested  in  conservation 
legislation.  There  were  good  and  bad 
bills  on  conservation  up  for  considera- 
tion by  the  House.  I  opposed  the  bills 
which  I  thought  were  bad  and  supported 
those  which  were  good  for  conservation. 
I  was  strongly  opposed  to  one  bill  that 
would  have  given  away  piecemeal  our 
national  parks  and  forest  lands  to  pri- 
vate interests. 

The  great  majority  of  people  in  the 
Ninth  District  are  dairy  farmers.  Thou- 
sands of  people  living  In  smaller  com- 
munities of  the  district  are  dependent 
to  a  large  degree  on  the  financial  sta- 
bility of  dairy  farmers.  For  this  reason 
I  was  as  much  concerned  about  agricul- 
tural legislation  as  I  was  about  taxes. 
Farmers  and  people  who  depend  on 
farmers  must  have  incomes  to  pay  taxes. 

Therefore  I  opposed  very  vigorously 
cut  in  dairy  prices  ordered  early  in  the 
year  by  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Ezra 
Benson.  I  received  hundreds  of  letters 
from  farmers  in  the  district  on  Benson's 
action.  I  can  say  without  fear  of  refu- 
tation almost  100  percent  of  the  farmers 
did  not  favor  Benson's  cut. 

Later  in  the  session,  when  the  general 
farm  bill  was  up  for  consideration,  I  at- 
tempted to  amend  the  bill  to  increase 
dairy  price  supr>orts  above  the  80  percent 
provision  contained  in  the  bill.  I  also 
supported  other  amendments  for  the 
same  purpose. 

Percentagewise  the  Ninth  District 
probably  has  more  farmers  in  REA  co- 
ops than  any  district  in  the  country.  At 
one  time,  when  I  was  farming.  I  belonged 
to  the  Jackson  Electric  Cooperative.  I 
supported  all  legislation  to  increase  REA 
loan  authorizaiions  because  I  know  from 
firsthand  ot>servation  what  this  pro- 
gram has  done  since  1935  to  make  rural 
America  a  better  place  in  which  to  lire. 
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When  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  was  con- 
sidered by  the  House,  I  opposed  all  of 
the  proTlsloDS  to  give  away  the  people's 
equity  In  this  program.  The  people  of 
the  United  States  have  over  $12  billion 
invested  In  the  atomic-energy  program. 
I  voted  to  protect  this  Investment,  and 
I  shall  continue  to  do  so. 

In  closing,  I  wish  to  say  that  at  all 
times  I  tried  to  vote  in  the  Interests  of 
people — regardless  of  whether  those 
people  are  farmers,  workers,  veterans. 
Federal  employees,  old  people,  profes- 
sional people,  or  small-biisiness  men. 


Afanond  Growers  Deserre  Protectioii 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  OAKLEY  HUNTER 

or  CALIFORKIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

t 

Monday,  August  16/1954 

Mr.  HUNTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  since 
1950,  the  domestic  almond  industry  has 
operated  under  a  Federal  marketing - 
agreement  program,  whereby  a  certain 
percentage  of  the  crop  is  salable  in  nor- 
mal trade  channels,  and  a  certain  per- 
centage Is  declared  surplus  and  must  be 
disposed  of  in  noncompetitive  outlets. 
Under  such  an  arrangement,  the  d(»nes- 
tic  industry  is  endeavoring  to  work  out  its 
own  salvation  without  Government  sub- 
sidy or  price  support.  Coincidental  to 
such  a  program,  hearings  are  held  before 
the  Tariff  Commission  under  section  22 
of  the  Agriculture  Adjustment  Act  look- 
ing to  restrictions  whereby  imports  of 
foreign-produced  almonds  are  not  per- 
mitted to  adversely  affect  the  marketing 
program  and  dissipate  the  Industry's 
efforts. 

On  September  1, 1953,  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, as  a  result  of  formal  hearings, 
recommended  establishment  of  a  quota 
fee  of  5  cents  per  pound  on  the  first 
7  million  pounds  of  shelled  almonds  im- 
ported into  the  United  States,  with  10 
cents  per  pound  added  for  importations 
In  excess  of  said  7  million  pounds.  This 
recommendation  was  for  the  crop  year 
October  1,  1953,  to  September  30.  1954, 
and  to  continue  until  changed  by  recom- 
mendation of  the  Tariff  Commission.  As 
of  September  29,  1953,  the  recommen- 
dation was  approved  by  Presidential 
proclamation  with  the  proviso  that  the 
same  was  to  continue  for  the  crop  year 
only. 

Notwithstanding  this  action,  imports 
were  relatively  heavy  and  packers' 
carryover  at  the  end  of  the  1953-54 
season  will  be  substantial,  and  scHnewhat 
more  than  at  the  beginning  of  the  season. 
A  record  large  production  is  forecast  for 
the  1954  crop. 

Presently,  a  hearing  has  been  set  by 
the  Tariff  Commission  for  August  24, 
1954,  to  consider  appropriate  action  for 
the  coming  crop  year. 

In  view  of  the  situation,  as  outlined, 
the  American  almond  industry  is  hoping 
for  a  more  favorable  quota  than  was 
established  last  year  and  that  the  quota 
will  be  on  a  continuing  basis. 


This  matter  was  made  the  subject  of 
a  meeting  of  the  California  Delegation 
Committee  on  Agriculture  on  July  14. 
It  was  unanimously  agreed  at  that  meet- 
ing that  the  case  presented  by  the 
American  almond  industry  was  a  meri- 
torious one  and  that  its  request  for  con- 
tinuing and  more  adequate  proteetion 
should  be  acted  upon  favorably  by  the 
Tariff  Commission  and  the  President. 
Accordingly,  as  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, I  was  authorized  to  inform  the 
President  of  the  committee's  views. 

Mr.  Speaker,  following  are  some  per- 
tinent facts  concerning  the  domestic 
almond  industry  which  I  believe  will  be 
of  interest  and  value  to  Member^s  of 
Congress : 

United  States  almond  production  and 
California  production  are  synonymous — 
there  are  no  commercial  plantlni?s  oif  al- 
monds In  the  United  States  other  thtn  In 
California. 

One  hundred  and  five  thousand  acres  are 
devoted  to  the  production  of  almonfls  In 
California.  (California  Crop  Reporting 
Service.) 

California  almond  production  for  1954  is 
estimated  at  52,500.000  pounds,  shelled  basis; 
1953  production  was  40  million  poinds, 
shelled  basis. 

Farm  value  of  the  1953  crop  was  approxi- 
mately $19  mi  lion. 

Processing  and  paclclng  by  California  ship- 
pers increased  the  farm  value  by  approxi- 
mately $5  million. 

Persons  in  California  wholly  or  partially 
dependent  upon  the  California  almond  In- 
dustry for  a  livelihood  total  approximately 
50.000. 

United  States  tariff  on  almonds  estabUshed 
under  the  Hawley-Smoot  Tariff  Act  of  1930: 
Unshelled,  5'/a  cents  per  pound;  shelled,  16 '2 
cents  per  pound;  blanched  and  otherwise 
prepared,  18 Vi  cents  per  pound. 

Almonds  were  listed  or  considered  In  early 
trade  agreements  with  Spain.  France,  linly. 
and  Iran,  but  were  not  listed  In  the  more 
recent  negotiations  at  Annecy,  Torquay,  and 
Geneva. 

United  States  production  of  almonde  has 
increased  approximately  300  percent  In  the 
last  20  years  and  is  now  capable  of  supplying 
the  entire  United  States  demand. 

California  production 
Crop  year:  meat  basis 

1930-39 16,  230.  000 

1940-49 30,  290,  000 

1950-53 __. 39,  050,  000 

United  States  almond  consumption  1950- 
53  crop  years  averaged  approximately  42,7C0.- 
000  pounds,  shelled  basis. 

For  8  of  tlie  last  16  years  Imports  aver- 
aged 2,340,000  jxjunds,  shelled  basis.  Bow- 
ever,  In  certain  years  during  this*  period 
Imports  of  22  million,  18  million,  13  mUlion, 
and  12  million  shelled  pounds  were  expe- 
rienced. 

The  production  of  almonds  in  countries 
other  than  the  United  States  is  approximate- 
ly 168  million  pounds,  shelled  basis.  Italy 
and  Spain  account  for  approximately  two- 
thirds  of  these  supplies. 

Imports  of  almonds  into  the  United  States 
have  represented  but  a  fraction  of  the  world's 
supplies.  There  is  not  a  world  surplus  of 
almonds  and  the  principal  producing  ooun- 
trles  outside  the  United  States  are  not  de- 
pendent upon  this  market  for  disposal  of 
their  supplies. 

Almond  plantings  In  both  Spain  and  Italy 
are  currently  subsidized  by  the  Spanish  and 
Italian  Governments. 

Almond  imp>orts  in  all  principal  producing 
countries  outside  the  United  States,  includ- 
ing Spain  and  Italy,  are  embargoed. 


Approximately  35  to  40  percent  of  the  cost 
of  producing  almonds  in  California^  is  hand 
labor,  for  which  the  domestic  producer  pays 
from  91  to  $1.25  an  hour.  By  comparison. 
In  Spain  and  Italy,  the  2  principal  sources 
of  competition,  labor  rates  for  identical  work 
are  but  a  fraction  of  those  paid  in  tile  United 
States  (approximately  $1.25  for  an  8-hour 
day). 

In  addition  to  Increased  labor  rates,  do- 
mestic producers  are  experiencing  greatly  In- 
creased costs  In  the  form  of  expanses  for 
fertilizers,  spray  materials,  machinery,  taxes, 
etc.  These  increased  costs  have  made  the 
need  for  .idditional  tariff  protection  all  the 
more  acute. 


My  Record  in   the  83d  Confress 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  HAROLD  D.  DONOHUE 

OF    MASSACHUSETTS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 


Mr. 


Monday,  August  16,  1954 
DONOHUE.        Mr.       Speaker. 


throughout  my  public  life,  of  over  20 
years  of  municipal  and  Federal  Govern- 
ment, I  have  consistently  respected  and 
complied  with  the  Biblical  mandate  to 
"render  an  account  of  thy  stewardship." 

Since  becoming  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress, I  have,  at  the  end  of  each  term 
of  office,  compiled,  published,  jind  dis- 
tributed to  the  people  of  my  district  a 
concise  report  of  my  congressional 
activities. 

This  current  report  is.  then,  timply  a 
continuation  of  my  established  custom 
in  recoKnition  of  the  moral  obligation 
resting  upon  every  individual  privileged 
to  hold  a  responsible  public  oflBce. 

THE   TRUTH    IS   IN    THE    RECORD 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  desire  for  truth  is 
ever  pre.sent  in  the  human  mind  and 
heart.  In  the  inevitable  confusion  and 
bewilderment  overshadowing  oUr  great 
country's  destiny  today  there  is.  natu- 
rally, a  heightened  longing  In  each 
American  citizen  to  find  the  truth. 
There  has.  perhaps,  never  been  £|  time  in 
our  national  history  when  it  whs  more 
seriously  important  for  the  American 
voters  and  citizens  to  know  the  truth 
about  the  action  and  philosophy  of  those 
of  us  to  whom  ihey  have  entrusted  the 
guidance  of  their  Government  for  lead- 
ership in  a  troubled  world.  The  founda- 
tion source  of  fact  on  the  deeds  and 
words  of  men  serving  in  this  United 
States  House  of  Repre.sentatives  is  the 
official  journal,  called  the  Congressional 
Record,  required  by  law  to  pul)lish  the 
proceedings  of  each  legislative  day  in 
the  Congress. 

The  main  body  of  this  personal  re- 
port with  some  accompanying  com- 
ments, will  reveal  the  exact  words  I  spoke 
and  actions  initiated  during  particular 
legislative  discussions  and  debates.  It 
is,  of  course,  obviously  impossible  to  in- 
clude herein  my  every  word  and  action, 
in  detail,  during  the  brief  time  allowed. 
However,  I  desire  to  clearly  outline  my 
personal  convictions  upon  certain  ma- 
jor issues  that  achieved  a  particular 
measure  of  public  prominence  and  in- 
terest.   I  shall  do  that  by  presenting 
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pertinent  extracts  from  the  q)eeches  and 
remarks  I  made  during  this  Congress  and 
which  are  wholly  con'^ained  in  the  pages 
of  the  official  Congrkssional  Record. 

THE    WOECESTEB   TORNADO    A    DISTRICT   TRAGEOT 

Mr.  Sp>eaker.  late  in  the  afternoon  of 
Tuesday,  June  9.  1953,  the  city  of 
Worcester  and  surrounding  communities 
of  central  Massachusetts  were  suddenly 
struck  by  the  most  vicious  tornado  in 
our  history,  leaving  widespread  death 
and  property  damage  in  its  wake. 

Word  of  the  disaster  reached  me  by 
telephone  to  my  office  here  at  7  p.  m. 
I  immediately  made  arrangements  to 
return  to  Worcester,  my  home  city,  and 
the  next  day  made  a  complete  inspection 
of  the  destruction,  v/hich  was,  indeed, 
awe-inspiring  in  its  ferocity. 

On  Thursday  morning.  June  11, 1  flew 
back  to  Washington,  and  as  soon  as  the 
House  assembled  at  12  noon,  I  intro- 
duced House  Resolution  276  and  asked 
unanimous  consent  for  its  immediate 
consideration.  The  substance  of  the  res- 
olution was  that  it  snould  be  the  sense 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  that  the 
devastated  tornado-stricken  sections  of 
Worcester  and  central  Massachusetts 
should  be  declared  a  major  disaster  area 
and  at  the  earliest  opportunity  all  pos- 
sible Federal  aid  should  be  given  such 
area. 

The  resolution  was  promptly  approved 
by  my  sympathetic  colleagues  and  on  the 
same  day  the  President  oflBcially  de- 
clared that  unfortunate  part  of  our 
great  Commonwealtii  a  major  disaster 
area  within  the  provisions  of  Public  Law 
875  of  the  81st  Congress. 

Following  the  resDlution's  approval, 
I  immediately  brought  this  House  ac- 
tion to  the  attention  of  ofiDcials  of  the 
Civilian  Defense  Administration,  the 
then  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion, the  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Agency,  and  the  Fanners'  Home  Admin- 
istration. These  are  the  agencies  em- 
powered under  existing  legislation  to 
render  prescribed  assistance,  through 
State  and  local  governments,  to  disaster 
areas  when  they  havf  been  so  designated 
by  the  President.  These  agencies,  to- 
gether with  the  American  Red  Cross, 
promptly  went  into  action  to  assist  our 
people  in  every  ];x)ssi'3le  way. 

A  great  many  of  the  tornado  victims 
lost  their  complete  household  furnish- 
ings in  the  disaster  and,  unfortunately, 
too  few  of  them  had  any  insurance  cov- 
erage. In  order  to  help  them  in  trying  to 
set  up  temporary  housekeeping,  and  keep 
family  units  together.  I  asked  the  Fed- 
eral agencies  to  permit  them  to  use,  out 
of  Government  suri)lus  property,  such 
articles  as  chairs,  tables,  mattresses,  and 
so  forth,  which  I  found  were  stored  use- 
lessly in  warehouses.  It  was  a  shock  to 
me  to  learn  that  Government  ofDcials 
interpreted  existing  laws  as  preventing 
them  from  aiding  our  own  American 
citizens  in  that  manner. 

To  correct  this  legal  deficiency  and 
remove  all  doubt  from  official  minds,  I 
introduced  in  the  House  on  June  18, 1953, 
H.  R.  5826.  a  bill  to  authorize  the  Pres- 
ident to  donate  surplus  Federal  property 
to  individuals  in  a  major  disaster  area. 
Thereafter.  I  requested  our  two  Massa- 
chusetts Senators  to  introduce  similar 


bills  In  the  Senate  and  by  working  to- 
gether my  original  proposal  was  placed 
on  the  statute  books  with  the  Presiden- 
tial signature  on  July  17,  1953  and  is  now 
known  as  Public  Law  134,  83d  Congress. 
It  proved  to  be  of  immeasurable  assist- 
ance to  the  disaster  victims. 

When  Worcester  city  officials  informed 
me  they  felt  greater  Federal  financial 
assistance  was  needed,  I  drew  up  a  peti- 
tion to  the  President,  signed  by  every 
member  of  the  Massachusetts  delega- 
tion, and  forwarded  it  to  the  White 
House,  under  date  of  June  29,  1953,  urg- 
ing his  approval  of  additional  funds. 

I  remained  in  continuing  contact  with 
local  city  officials  and  the  heads  of  the 
Federal  agencies  here  until  the  emer- 
gency care  and  housing  were  over  and 
recovery  operations  were  proceeding  in 
normal  fashion. 

I  have  in  my  files  official  letters  from 
the  mayor  of  Worcester  expressing 
thanks  and  praise  for  my  cooi>erative 
efforts. 

I  have  Ijad  to  summarize  this  account, 
Mr.  Speaker,  because  of  space  limitation. 
However,  the  chronological  history  of 
my  cooperative  actions  on  behalf  of  my 
people  in  the  Congressional  Record,  vol- 
ume 99.  part  5.  pages  6431.  6432,  6433, 
and  6434  of  June  11,  1953,  and  pages 
6928  and  6929  of  June  19,  1953,  and  in 
Congressional  Record,  volume  99,  part 
11.  pages  A3787  and  A3788. 

I  am  pleased  to  be  able  to  relate  that 
through  the  wonderfully  coordinated  ac- 
tivities of  local.  State,  and  Federal  gov- 
ernmental units,  civic  organizations, 
church  and  community  leaders,  the 
physical  properties  of  the  disaster  area 
are  either  well  on  the  way  or  fully  re- 
stored. No  words  can  portray  the  per- 
severing courage,  fortitude,  industry, 
sacrifice,  and  initiative  of  the  tornado 
victims  who  lost  family  members  as  well 
as  their  entire  homes  and  furnishings. 
The  example  our  brave  people  demon- 
strated in  this  time  of  tragedy  will  stand 
forever  as  their  inspiring  monument  in 
the  annals  of  American  history. 

rOKXSTALI.ING   COMICTTNISM 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  has.  for  some  time  now, 
been  apparent  to  every  loyal  United 
States  citizen  that  the  gravest  threat 
to  survival  this  country  and  the  free 
world  has  ever  faced  is  the  scourge  of 
atheistic  communism.  It  is  obvious, 
therefore,  that  the  time  has  come  for  this 
Nation  to  take  every  reswonable  precau- 
tion to  protect  ourselves  against  their 
devilish  aggression,  both  from  within  and 
without. 

I  supported  aid  to  Greece  and  Turkey, 
the  so-called  Marshall  plan,  a  sound 
foreign  aid  program,  and  alliances  with 
friendly  allies,  all  designed  to  stop  the 
advance  of  Communist  tyranny  and  per- 
secution abroad;  of  course,  I  have  con- 
sistently voted  for  strong  American  mili- 
tary preparedness. 

However,  it  has  long  seemed  to  me, 
and  a  great  many  other  Members  of 
Congress,  that  in  the  general  concern 
with  foreign  and  domestic  military  plans, 
the  real  dangers  of  Communist  infiltra- 
tion and  subversion  from  within  our 
own  beloved  country  had  been  some- 
what OTerlooked.   We  deeply  felt  the  day 


had  come,  and  legislative  duty  reqtiired 
us  to  erect  safeguards  to  prevent  us  from 
unconsciously  falling  victim  to  the  same 
insidious  type  of  Kremlin-directed  ma- 
chinations that  overthrew  other  Chris- 
tian democratic  nations  before  they 
really  knew  what  happened. 

With  that  conviction,  and  in  that  pa- 
triotic spirit,  measures  were  presented 
in  this  Congress  permitting  a  Federal 
judge  to  grant  immunity  to  any  con- 
gressional witness  giving  testimony  of 
Communist  conspiracy,  forfeiting  citi- 
zenship of  any  person  convicted  of  con- 
spiring the  overthrow  of  the  United 
States  by  force  and  violence,  making 
peacetime  espionage  a  capital  offense 
with  the  death  penalty,  and  outlawing 
the  Communist  Party.  I  supported  all 
of  these  bills. 

My  thoughts  on  the  grave  danger  of 
domestic  Communist  activity  are  ex- 
pressed below. 

House  speech,  July  21,  1954: 

Mr.  DoNOHTTE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am,  of 
course,  mindful  of  the  basic  constitutional 
guaranties  of  free  speech  and  peaceful  as- 
sembly. We,  and  all  other  officers  and 
agencies  of  government,  are  and  should  be 
vitally  concerned  in  the  preservation  of  theM 
great  democratic  liberties  for  oxir  individual 
citizens.  Our  entire  judicial  system  and 
procedure  is  set  up  precisely  to  protect  the 
innocent  and  prevent  any  prejudgnxent  of 
the  Bcciised  until  proved  guilty  beyond 
reasonable  doubt  after  trial  by  jury.  These 
are  among  the  traditional  blessings  of  thla 
great  and  free  country,  and  God  forbid  us 
from  ever  abandoning  them. 

However  the  grant  of  a  personal  right  doe« 
not  carry  with  it  the  unlimited  privilege  of 
abuse,  and  perversion  leading  to  the  contra- 
diction and  repudiation  of  the  original  pur- 
pose of  the  right.  That  is  the  morality,  as 
well  as  the  patriotism,  involved  In  this  legis- 
lation. 

We  have  documentary  evidence  that  the 
Communist  doctrine  is  pledged  to  the  ac- 
complishment of  the  subjugation  of  all  free 
peoples  and  it  is  openly  stated  they  will 
conspire  to  overthrow  any  government  by 
force  or  violence  if  that  becomes  necessary  to 
their  objective. 

The  proof  of  this  fanatical  and  immoral 
Communist  determination  to  gradually  en- 
slave the  free  world  through  infiltration, 
false  propaganda,  fear,  persecution,  all  types 
of  devilish  deception,  and  finally,  by  force.  !• 
terribly  clear  on  the  face  of  the  world  to- 
day. Slowly  and  fiercely  deliberate,  they  have 
stamped  their  tyrannical  heel  upon  nation 
after  nation  all  over  the  globe,  suffocating 
the  free  spirit  of  ever-increasing  millions  of 
peoples. 

America  Is  the  last  and  grandest  prise  in 
their  plans.  It  has  Iieen  too  long  obvious 
their  intention  and  hope  is  to  achieve  our 
enslavement  by  the  perverted  use  of  the  very 
freedoms  and  liberties  we  so  proudly  acclaim. 
How  foolish  we  would  be  to  continue  to  lend 
our  assistance  to  their  alms  in  that  fashion. 

The  time  has  come  to  publicly  and  legaUy 
recognize  the  Communist  scourge  for  what  it 
really  is,  a  menacing  threat  and  persistent 
thrust  at  the  heart  of  American  freedom. 
The  hour  has  come  to  impress  upon  the 
dreamers,  the  hesitators,  the  doubters,  and 
the  Intentional  enenUes  within,  that  we 
recognize  the  serious  nature  of  this  contest 
for  survival.  , 

Let  us,  In  this  critical  time,  be  extremely 
vigilant  in  safeguarding  our  seciirity  rather 
than  permit,  through  misguided  leniency, 
traitors  to  take  destructive  advantage  of  our 
democratic  blessings.  In  that  patriotic  spirit 
let  us  enact  this  preaervlng  legtsUtloa  wlttk- 
out  further  delay. 
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POWXB  TO  TAX  18  THX  POWXS  TO  t»EST*OT 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  cannot  be  counted 
amonfir  thoae  who  iux;epted  and  ap- 
plauded the  perhaps  hasty  and  unthink- 
ing statements  made  by  the  present  head 
of  probably  the  most  important  execu- 
tive department  before  a  congressional 
committee  when  he  said:  "What  is  good 
for  General  Motors  is  good  for  the  coim- 
try." 

I  must  confess  that  I  prefer  instead, 
the  earnest  exhortation  of  the  President 
himself  when  he  proclaimed  that  the 
yardstick  of  measurement  of  his  own 
personal  actions  would  be.  "Is  this  good 
for  all  Americans?"  I  accept  the  Presi- 
dent's implied  request  to  me  and  all  other 
Members  of  Congress  and  conscienti- 
ously applied  it  to  my  own  legislative 
actions.  Accordingly.  I  deeply  believe 
the  traditional  principles  of  equality  of 
sacrifice  and  ability  to  pay  must  remain 
as  the  cornerstone  of  American  tax 
poUcy,  if  this  Nation  is  to  long  endure. 

It  is  in  conformity  with  those  prin- 
ciples and  the  Christian  philosophy  be- 
hind them  that  I  have  consistently  cast 
my  votes  on  tax  legislation  since  becom- 
ing a  Member  of  Congress.  That  is  why. 
during  the  discussion  of  the  1954  rev- 
enue bill.  I  first  voted  with  a  great  many 
of  my  colleagues  for  recommittal  so  that 
a  greater  measure  of  tax  relief  through 
higher  personal  exemption  could  be  af- 
forded the  people  in  our  middle-  and 
lower-income  brackets  who.  I  was  con- 
vinced, needed  it  the  most.  Our  efforts 
in  this  manner  to  equally  distribute  tax- 
ation hardships  were  repulsed  by  a  very 
narrow  margin. 

When  the  Revenue  Act  of  1951  was 
being  debated,  I  spoke  as  follows: 

I  would  feel  derelict  In  my  obligation  If 
I  did  not  briefly  speak  once  again  on  the 
deficiencies  of  our  overall  antlqiiated  tax 
system.  Since  becoming  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress I  have  continually  urged  that  a  non- 
partisan conunlttee  be  appointed  to  thor- 
oughly study  and  reconunend  elimination  of 
the  existing  injtistlces  and  overlapping  of 
our  spread-eagling,  topsy-turvy  tax  structure 
which  is  fast  demoralizing  the  American 
people.  Noted  tax  experts  and  authorities 
have  supported  my  stand  in  this  respect. 

Because  the  current  tax  measure  was 
the  first  real  recodification  of  our  laws 
In  almost  a  century,  because  it  contained 
some  few  measures  of  relief  to  struggling 
American  families,  because  the  Govern- 
ment, of  course,  must  have  revenue  to 
operate  and  because  there  was  no  alter- 
native, we  supported  the  measure  on  final 
action  with  the  hope  of  helping  to  enact 
a  more  equitable  law  in  the  next  Con- 
gress. 

My  convictions  as  expressed  diu-ing  the 
debate  on  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
revision  of  1954  are  contained  below. 

House  speech,  March  18, 1954: 

ICr.  DoNOHTTK.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  my  col- 
leagues here  well  know,  I  have,  for  the  past 
7  years,  repeatedly  urged  the  vital  necessity 
of  complete  revision  and  recodification  of  our 
entire  Internal  Revenue  Code.  In  three  suc- 
cessive Congresses,  I  have  introduced  bills 
whose  pxupose  was  to  accomplish  that  ob- 
jective. We  all  fully  realize  that  oMt  present 
internal  revenue  laws  are  Jumbled,  compli- 
cated, often  contradictory,  little  understood 
by  the  average  person,  and  filled  with  obso- 
lete regulations,  imposing  multitudinous  in- 
equities. Irritations,  and  too  often  great 
hardships  upon  the  American  taxpayer. 


The  tax  measiu-e  before  us  today  is  the  first 
attempt  in  nearly  half  a  centxiry  to  revls*  and 
simplify  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

It  serves  to  forcefully  remind  us  that  the 
time  is  long  overdue  for  a  complete  and 
thorough  revision  of  our  tax  system  la  the 
public  interest.  I  earnestly  wish  this  pres- 
ent bill  was  a  more  generally  equitable  one. 

When  we  scrutinize  this  bill  carefully,  it 
becomes  forcefully  apparent  that  in  It*  en- 
tirety, and  In  its  particular  provisions  to 
extend  special  tax  relief  on  dividend  income 
and  through  changes  in  depreciation  calcula- 
tion, it  would,  should  It  become  law,  give  in- 
vestors and  ousiness  12  times  as  much  relief 
as  individuals. 

The  average  individual  would  get  $6  In  tax 
relief,  $250  million  divided  by  39  million  tax 
returns  Showing  taxable  Income,  while  the 
average  dividend  recipient  would  ultlmatt  ly 
get  $200,  $1.2  billion  divided  by  6  million 
stockholders,  or  33  times  as  much.  The  dis- 
crimination is  still  understated,  since  the 
less  than  4  percent  of  the  taxpayers  receiving 
dividends,  those  with  Income  over  $10,000, 
get  more  tl.an  three-fourths  of  all  taxable 
dividends.  If  we  consider  families  rather 
than  tax  returns,  we  find  that  less  than  1 
percent  of  the  American  families  own  80 
pjercent  of  tvll  publicly  held  stoclcs.  An  ex- 
amination of  those  authoritative  figures  and 
percentages  certainly  indicates  that  the 
major  tax  relief  offered  in  this  measure  is 
being  granted  to  those  who  need  it  least  and 
is  a  contradiction  of  our  traditional  princii:le 
that  taxes  should  be  apportioned  on  the  fair 
basis  of  ability  to  pay. 

While  the  inequitable  disproportion  of  tax 
relief  presented  In  this  measure  would  be 
open  to  conscientious  questioning  at  any 
time,  it  is  the  more  striking  now  because  c  f 
the  definite  and  increasing  unemploytncnt 
situation  throughout  the  country  whlcb  the 
President  himself  has  publicly  recognlaed. 

No  reasonable  person  doubts  that  we  are 
in  a  recession,  and  no  true  American  dtsires 
the  economic  decline  to  go  any  further.  The 
United  States  Census  Bureau  has  eslin»a*ed 
there  are  more  than  3  million  unemployed 
people  in  this  country  today  and.  unfortu- 
nately, that  figure  is  slowly  but  steadily  ad- 
vancing. I  believe  that  all  of  us  are  aware 
of  the  grave  problem  Inherent  in  this  in- 
creasing unemployment,  and  I  know  we  are 
all  patriotically  united  In  our  determlnntion 
to'  take  all  possible  steps  to  prevent  the 
present  recession  from  growing  into  a  dan- 
gerous depression. 

It,  therefore,  seems  but  simple  \os,\c  to 
conclude  that  the  best  and  most  immedi- 
ately effective  way  to  strengthen  business 
incentive  and  our  declining  economic  trend 
is  to  place  additional  spendable  income  in 
the  hands  of  American  consumers.  The 
same  sound  logic!  not  to  mention  the  moral 
responsibility  of  legislating  in  Justice  tc  all. 
moves  us  to  the  conviction  that  any  tddi- 
tional  income,  granted  from  tax  reduotion. 
should  be  at  least  proportionately  distrib- 
uted to  families  in  the  lower  half  of  the 
Income  scale.  Statistical  evidence  of  long 
standing  demonstrates  that  these  families 
are  required  to  spend  practically  all  of  what 
they  have  and  get,  while  the  same  statistics 
show  that  most  of  the  saving  is  confined  to 
the  upper  brackets  of  the  Income  scale. 

In  my  opinion,  these  facts  are  strong  ar- 
guments on  firm  economic  grounds,  demon- 
strating the  necessity  as  well  as  the  Justice 
in  granting  increjEises  of  personal  exemption 
for  the  low-income  taxpayer  when  we  are 
proposing  to  grant  substantial  relief  to  pros- 
perous business  and  high-Income  groups. 
The  lessons  of  history  show  that  it  la  far 
easier  to  stop  a  mild  decline  than  to  halt 
a  galloping  depression.  The  country  as  a 
whole,  business,  consumers,  and  the  Treas- 
ury Department  all  have  much  more  to  lose 
by  a  further  reduction  in  national  Ineome 
than  by  the  loss  of  revenue  through  raising 
such   exemptions,   for   action  of    that   kind 


would   promptly   add   billions   to   the   slow- 
ing stream  of  general  purchasing  power. 

Reluctant  as  I  am  to  disagree  with  the 
President's  program,  I  nevertheless  very 
deeply  feel  he  has  accepted  questloaable  ad- 
vice from  his  economic  counselors.  While 
the  bin  contains  many  desirable  changes  In 
our  outmoded  tax  system,  there  is  obviously 
grave  doubt  existing  In  the  minds  of  a  great 
many  Members  here  of  its  substantial  merit. 

EMERGENCY    EXCISE   TAXES 

House  speech,  March  10.  1954: 

Mr.  DoNOHUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sup- 
porting this  measure  because  it  is  at  least 
partially  keeping  faith  with  the  pieople  on 
the  promise  of  the  Congress  to  remove  these 
so-called  temporary  and  emergency  excise 
and  luxury  taxes  when  vital  need  of  them  no 
longer  exists.  My  reluctance  In  favormg  the 
measure  is  because  of  my  belief  It  does  not 
go  far  enough,  and  it  discriminates  against 
many  other  Items  that  should  not  be  still 
considered  luxuries  and  equitably  ought  to 
be   afforded  proportionate   reductions. 

One  of  the  most  compelling  and  forceful 
reasons  for  supporting  this  measure,  inade- 
quate as  it  is.  arises  out  of  the  alarming  cur- 
rent unemployment  trend  throughout  the 
country.  We  all.  I  know,  earnestly  and  sln- 
cerelj-  hope  this  trend  is  short  lived  and  will 
be  eliminated  when  the  adrr.lialstratlon  read- 
justment policies  and  programs  are  com- 
pleted. Nevertheless,  and  without  any  parti- 
sanship, we  would  indeed  be  lax  in  our  duty 
If  we  pretended  that  dangerous  unemploy- 
ment did  not  now  exist.  It  is,  therefore. 
Imperative  and  timely  that  some  effort  must 
be  made  to  increase  consumer  purchasing 
power,  thereby  stimulating  production  and 
hclpln;:;  to  reverse  the  rising  unemployment 
rate.  It  is  fundamental  In  the  American 
system  that  our  tax  policy  should,  to  the 
fullest  possible  extent,  encourage  a  constant 
expanding  economy.  I  greatly  hope  the 
Members  of  this  body  will  remember  that 
fundamental  tax  principle  when  we  are 
called  upon  to  consider  higher  tax  exemp- 
tions on  individual  incomes  next  week. 

Let  us  plan  now.  barring  any  national  or 
world  emergency,  to  expand  this  program  of 
excise-tax  reduction  and  elimination  so  that 
the  entire  American  purchasing  public  and 
all  affected  industries  will  be  treated  alike 
With  fairness  and  Justice. 

We  have  abundantly  fulfilled  all  cur 
pledges  to  our  foreign  allies  and  friends; 
let  us  keep  faith  with  our  own  people  who 
have  suffered  too  long  from  too  much 
taxation. 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  COMBATS  COMMUNIST 
PROPAGANDA 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  long  maintained 
that  if  we  cannot  afford  to  give  a  con- 
crete demonstration  of  the  ability  of  this 
blessed  country  to  reasonably  provide 
for  security  of  our  older  citizens'  enjoy- 
ment cf  abundant  American  life,  then 
we  have  no  right  to  tell  Communist  fol- 
lowers that  our  democratic  process  is 
more  inherently  Christian  than  their 
pagan  godless  state  of  servility. 

Ever  since  becoming  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress in  1947,  I  have  consistently  voted 
in  favor  of  wisely  expanding  and  reason- 
ably liberalizing  the  provisions  and  bene- 
fits of  our  social-security  law  because 
social  security  was  originally  founded 
and  continues  to  operate  upon  humane, 
progressive  principles  calculated  to 
strengthen  our  democratic  free-enter- 
prise system  and  demonstrate  to  the 
world  our  Christian  concern  for  human 
life. 

Again  in  this  Congress  I  was  privileged 
to  support  such  legislation  as  revealed 
below  in  the  remarks  taken  from  my 
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speech    in    the    House    when    current 
amendments  were  b<?inK  debated. 
House  speech.  June  1, 1954: 

Mr.  DoNOHUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  very 
glad  to  speak  once  again  In  support  of  the 
expansion  of  our  presf  nt  social-security  leg- 
islation. 

In  my  firm  Judgment,  adequate  social- 
security  legislation  is  t^  sound  barrier  against 
the  advancing  scourge  of  communistic  prop- 
a^^anda  and  philosophy  which  is  challenging 
us  this  very  hour  and  is  forcing  us  to  fight 
lor  our  very  survival. 

There  are  still  a  great  many  technical  in- 
equities in  this  measure  that  I  hope  will  t>e 
adjusted  In  future  cor slderatlon  but  since  It 
is  this  bill  or  no  bill  I  urge  my  colleagues  to 
approve  It  without  further  delay.  In  sub- 
stance It  Is  a  real  steo  forward  for  those  of 
us  who  have  perslstenMy  advocated  Increased 
coverage  and  more  lli>eral  benefits. 

In  the  overall  analysis  this  bill  strives  to 
correct  numerous  inequalities  that  have  been 
demonstrated  from  the  testing  ground  of 
experience.  It  is  a  healthy  Indication  that 
as  time  goes  on  this  Congress  will  more  and 
more  recognize  the  ob.lgation  we  have  to  our 
older  citizens  to  remove.  In  a  Christian  spirit, 
the  haunting  and  despairing  darkness  of  fear 
of  want  that  comes  in  the  sunset  of  life  to  so 
many  Americans  tlirougb  no  fault  of  their 
own.  other  than  gereroslty  to  their  own 
f.imilies. 

How  much  stronger,  how  much  more  re- 
Fi.^tant  to  Communist  entreatment  and 
I'ltrtgue  this  Nation  will  be  wtien  Its  citizens 
are  assured  that  oiu*  great  business  system 
•mid  our  Government,  working  harmoniously 
t' gcther.  have  established  a  dignified,  hu- 
mane Qnancial  operation  making  them  eligi- 
ble to  receive  what  every  worthy  working 
American  deserves,  namely,  reasonable  secu- 
i.ty  In  time  of  adversl.y  and  dire  need. 

l^et  us,  therefore,  enact  this  measure  now 
r^nd  diligently  work  to  improve  it  in  the 
1  Liiure. 

LABOR,       HEALTH.       EDtTC  ATION,       AND       WELFABC 
DXPAjriMENTS 

Outside  of  moiale  and  spiritual 
."Strength,  no  attributes  are  more  vital  to 
r.ational  progress  and  security  than  the 
promotion  of  good  health,  the  advance- 
ment of  sound  education,  and  the  en- 
couragement of  peaceful  labor-manage- 
ment relations  in  this  Nation. 

It  is  my  firm  opinion,  founded  on  sub- 
.-^tantial  evidence,  that  the  Federal  De- 
I  artments  of  Labor  and  Health,  Educa- 
tion, and  Welfare  have  proved  to  be  na- 
tional assets.  The  Department  of  Labor 
i.s  charged  generally  with  administering 
rnd  enforcing  Federal  statutes  designed 
to  advance  the  public  interest  by  pro- 
moting the  welfare  of  the  wage  earners 
of  the  United  States,  improving  their 
working  conditions,  and  advancing  their 
opportunities  for  profitable  employment. 

The  Department  of  Health.  Education, 
and  Welfare  was  established  for  the  pur- 
pose of  improving  the  administration  of 
those  agencies  of  the  Government  whose 
major  responsibilities  are  to  advance  the 
general  welfare  in  the  fields  of  health, 
education,  and  economic  security. 

Periodic  attempts  have  been  made,  by 
advocates  of  drastic  appropriation  re- 
ductions, to  negate  the  legally  estab- 
lished purposes  of  these  departments 
and  make  it  impossible  for  them  to  carry 
out  the  responsibilities  imposed  upon 
them  by  Congress  through  the  original 
laws  creating  them. 

While  the  record  will  show  my  con- 
sistent support  of  all  reasonable  economy 
proposals,  these  misguided  efforts  to  save 


a  sovereign  at  the  expense  of  almost  life 
Itself  appear  to  me  a  contradiction  to 
American  tradition  and  national  inten- 
tion, as  well  as  being  against  the  Presi- 
dent's exhortation  to  legislate  "for  the 
good  of  all  America."  I  am  pleased  to 
state  the  Congress  eventually  granted 
sufDcient  funds  to  permit  these  depart- 
ments to  reasonably  fulfill  their  public 
duties. 
House  speech.  May  25.  1953: 

Mr.  DoNOHXTx.  Mr.  Chairman,  whatever 
other  differences  may  exist  among  us.  no  one 
will  deny  that  the  functions  and  services  of 
the  Labor,  and  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare Departments  directly  affect  the  funda- 
mental resources  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try. 

When  we  speak  of  "forcing"  economies  In 
connection  with  such  obviously  Important 
subjects  and  services.  It  is  eminently  wise  to 
approach  the  task  with  the  understanding 
mind  and  sympathetic  ^eart  of  the  skilled 
surgeon  who  knows  he  has  life  and  destiny 
in  his  hands.  Let  me  remind  you  that  in 
acting  upon  the  appropriations  for  these  es- 
sential departments  of  Government,  we  are 
dealing  with  the  lives  of  our  people  and  the 
destiny  of  this  country  In  a  most  delicate 
sense. 

You  Members  here  know  I  have  l>een  and 
am  now  a  consistent  advocate  of  Federal  ex- 
penditure reductions,  and  voted  accordingly, 
whenever  the  absolute  need  of  requested 
appropriations  could  not  be  demonstrated  by 
the  various  department  officials.  Careful 
and  prudent  elimination  of  Federal  waste, 
extravagance  and  nonessential  spending  is 
the  objective  of  us  all.  God  knows,  and, 
without  any  Irreverence,  may  I  say  we  know 
our  overburdened  taxpayers  and  harassed 
businesses  can  stand  that.  However,  let  me 
exhort  you  not  to  let  the  mere  cry  of  econ- 
omy become  a  catchword  instead  of  a  pa- 
triotic watchword. 

HOSFTTAL    CONSTSTTCTIOW 

Is  It  good  for  all  America  to  practically 
eliminate  further  construction  authorized 
under  the  Hill-Burton  hospital  program? 
These  funds  are  used  to  help  States  and 
communities  defray  part  of  the  costs  to  erect 
hospitals  and  public-health  centers:  they  are 
granted  on  the  basis  of  population  and  eco- 
nomic need.  These  projects  are  adding  96.- 
500  hospital  beds  and  over  330  public-health 
centers  to  the  Nation's  health  resotirces. 
Under  this  program.  430  communities  now 
have  hospitals  for  the  first  time.  One  hun- 
dred and  fifty-one  other  communities  now 
have  hospitals  where  their  previous  facilities 
were  substandard  and  unacceptable  under 
the  minimum  laws  of  fire  and  life  safety. 
If  there  is  any  Federal  program  that  has 
proved  Its  worth  to  the  American  people.  It 
surely  Is  the  hospital -construction  program. 

Other  Impractical  reductions  set  forth  In 
this  bill  would  disastrously  impair  such  es- 
sential public-health  services  as  pure  food 
and  drug  enforcement,  control  of  communi- 
cable diseases,  and  cancer  and  polio  research, 
to  mention  only  a  few.  Is  that  good  for  all 
Americans? 

KOTTCATION 

In  the  areas  of  education,  the  proposed 
cuts  would  seriously  disrupt  Federal  assist- 
ance to  the  State  activities  and  agencies  car- 
rying out  vocational  guidance  In  teaching 
distributive  occupations,  giving  aid  to  schools 
In  crowded  defense  localities,  and  extending 
vocational  rehabilitation  to  disabled  vet- 
erans and  the  physically  handicapped.  The 
admittedly  competent  Federal  Commissioner 
of  Education  resigned  rather  than  attempt  to 
fulfill  the  obligations  of  his  office,  wliich 
would  be  virtually  Impossible  with  the  ridic- 
ulous budget  offered  him.  He  questioned 
the  wisdom  of  saving  "such  small  sums  whUe 
we  continue  as  a  Nation  to  spend  billions  for 
other  purpoaea," 


LABOt 

In  the  Labor  Department  and  the  inde- 
pendent labor  agencies,  the  reductions  advo- 
cated In  this  measure  would  paralyse  th« 
proper  functioning  of  such  important  Gov- 
ernment divisions  as  the  National  Labor  Re- 
lations Board,  the  Federal  Mediation  and 
Conciliation  Service  and  the  Railroad  Retire- 
ment Board;  divisions  which  have  splendid 
records  of  achievement  in  public  service  and 
promoting  harmonious  management-labor 
relations.  Other  agencies  wbo«e  vital  work 
in  the  public  interest  and  welfare  would  be 
practically  destroyed  if  these  cuts  stand  ap- 
proved are  the  Women's  Bureau  to  protect 
women  from  exploitation,  the  Bureau  of  Vet- 
erans Reemployment  Rights.  Bureau  of  La- 
bor Statistics.  Bureau  of  Employment  Secu- 
rity. Workmen's  Compensation  Bureau,  and 
the  Wage  and  Hour  Division  of  Labor. 

INTKLXJCINT    XCONOICT 

Mr.  Chairman,  at  a  time  when  we  are  gen- 
erously granting  billions  of  doUan  to  aid 
our  foreign  allies,  is  it  wise  to  neglect  our 
own  citizens?  At  a  time  when  we  are  boast- 
ing to  the  world  of  our  better  way  of  life, 
as  opposed  to  the  Communist  state,  is  it 
intelligent  to  dangerously  retract  so  many 
public  services  whose  contributions  to  na- 
tional progress  have  been  acknowledged?  At 
a  time  when  we  are  engaged  in  a  bitter  strug- 
gle for  national  survival,  is  it  practical  to  dis- 
rupt the  morale  of  our  own  people?  I  sub- 
mit It  is  not. 

In  the  spirit  and  admonition  of  the  Presi- 
dent, let  us  continue  to  legislate  and  appro- 
priate for  the  good  of  all  America. 

THX    VmaUN    AND    OUB    ICOBAL    OBUGATIOIT 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  will  be  a  dark  and  tragic 
day  in  our  history  if  this  Nation  ever 
neglects  the  moral  obligation  we  owe  to 
the  veteran  and  his  dependents. 

It  was  my  privilege  to  serve  on  the 
House  Veterans'  AflFairs  Committee  in 
both  the  80th  and  81st  Congresses.  Uj 
•activities  on  behalf  of  our  veterans,  their 
families  and  dependents  are  well  known 
and  have  been  publicly  recognized.  I 
have  been  accorded  personal  commenda- 
tions by  the  Disabled  American  Veterans, 
the  Military  Order  of  the  Purple  Heart, 
the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  and  the 
American  Legion,  as  well  as  several  other 
veterans'  orgsuiizations. 

My  cooperative  committee  efforts  in 
helping  to  formulate  sound  veterans' 
legislation  have  been  publicly  com- 
mended by  the  beloved  and  distinguished 
current  head  of  the  present  House  Vet- 
erans' Affairs  Committee,  my  colleague 
from  Massachusetts,  the  Honorable  Edith 
NouKSE  Rogers. 

Under  her  inspiring  and  experienced 
direction,  the  committee  considered  and 
reported  a  great  many  measures  designed 
to  preserve  and  promote  veterans'  in- 
terests, but  imfortunately,  a  major  por- 
tion of  them  was  rejected,  against  her 
wishes,  by  the  leadership. 

Nevertheless,  she  did  succeed,  against 
certain  powerful  opposition,  but  with  the 
help  of  myself  and  many  other  Members 
of  both  sides,  in  obtaining  congressional 
approval  of  a  few  bills  of  importance  to 
our  veterans. 

Among  them  were  measures  to  pre- 
serve the  eligibility  of  certain  veterans 
to  dental  outpatient  care  and  dental  ap-* 
pliances;  to  authorize  veterans'  benefits 
for  individuals  disabled  in  connection 
with  reporting  for  service  induction:  to     I 
provide     for     the     automatic     renewal      • 
of  expiring  S-year-level-preznium-tertn      | 
policies  of  United  SUtes  Qo^-emment      i 
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and  national  service  life  insurance;  to 
extend  for  World  War  n  veterans  a  fur- 
ther presumption  of  service-connection 
for  tuberculosis,  other  than  pulmonary; 
to  prohibit  reduction  of  any  rating  of 
total  disability  for  compensation,  pen- 
sion, or  insurance  piuposes  which  has 
been  in  effect  for  20  or  more  years;  to 
extend  the  time  for  direct  home  loans 
under  the  Servicemen's  Readjustment 
Act,  with  provision  for  additional  fimds; 
to  extend  for  another  year  Korean  GI 
educational  and  training  eligibility.  I 
supported  all  of  these  measures. 

Of  coiu'se,  the  most  prominent  bills 
enacted  were  H.  R.  9020  and  H.  R.  9962 
providing  increased  compensation  and 
pension  rates  for  all  disabled  veterans 
and  their  dependents.  My  statements 
on  these  measures  are  outlined  below. 

House  speech,  July  21.  1954: 

Mr.  DoifOBUx.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  deeply 
disappointed  that  this  bill,  as  amended,  Is 
being  presented  now  to  this  body  for  a  vote 
rather  than  H.  R.  9020  as  It  was  first  re- 
ported by  the  House  Ck>minlttee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs. 

We  are  prevented  from  acting  on  the  origi- 
nal bill  by  the  Riiles  Committee  under  the 
leadership  Instruction,  which  refused  to  re- 
port It  for  action  by  the  House.  I  was  one 
of  those  who  gladly  signed  a  discharge  pe- 
tition to  bring  this  bill  to  the  floor  for  a 
vote. 

I  felt  then,  and  I  feel  now.  that  the  Vet- 
erans' Affairs  Committee  recommendation 
providing  a  reasonable  cost-of-living  rate 
Increase  to  aU  our  disabled  veterans,  both 
service  and  nonservlce  connected,  for  their 
widows,  and  children,  and  dependent  parents 
was  merely  the  recognition  of  ]\istlce. 

Unfortimately  these  Increased  rates,  rec- 
ommended by  committee  members  of  their 
own  party,  were  not  acceptable  to  the  leader- 
ship here  and  they  have  forced  out  this 
compromise  amendment  which  sharply  and 
Inequitably  reduces  the  compensation  in- 
creases on  the  plea  of  necessary  economy. 
They  did  this  despite  the  implied  pledge  of 
President  Elsenhower  as  a  candidate  in  1952 
when  he  said,  and  I  quote: 

"No  program  of  economy  should  overlook 
the  legltinuite  rights  and  needs  of  disabled 
veterans." 

By  the  standards  on  which  this  Congress 
generously  appropriates  money  for  assist- 
ance to  qiiestlonable  allies  and  subsidiza- 
tion -of  big  business,  the  amount  of  money 
that  this  Increased  pittance  would  have 
meant  is  infinitesimal. 

Nevertheless,  this  compromise  measure,  al- 
though leaving  out  so  many  needy  veterans, 
and  widows  and  dependents,  grants  some 
small  relief,  and  since  we  shall  have  no  other 
choice,  I  shall  vote  for  it. 

However.  I  shall  not  relax  my  efforts,  and 
I  urge  you  aU  to  rally  to  the  veterans'  de- 
serving cause  to  bring  to  the  fioor,  before  ad- 
journment, another  bill  which  will  accom- 
plish all  the  Just  and  rightful  objectives  of 
H.  R.  9030,  as  originally  reported. 

rOKKICN    An>    AND    MATIOMAI.    BKCUUTT 

Mr.  S^)eaker,  I  have  consistently  been 
in  favor  of  the  basic  principle  involved 
in  mutual  security  defense  aid  and  that 
is  to  prevent  the  necessity  for  American 
fathers  and  sons  to  fight  all  over  the 
world  under  treaty  commitments  that 
have  been  made. 

House  speech,  June  30,  1954: 

ICr.  DoiroHTTK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  we 
can  all  agree  that  the  primary  objective  of 
this  legislation  is  to  promote  the  peace  and 
security  of  the  United  States.  Inherent  in 
that  objective  must  be  recognition  of  the 
gravest  problem   of   United  States   foreign 


policy.  <erhlch  is  the  protection  of  the  United 
States  from  the  Soviet  threat. 

It  Is  obviously  sensible  to  reasonably  assist 
our  friendly  allies  both  militarily  and  eco- 
nomically, thereby  encouraging  them  to  re- 
ject communistic  overtures  and  appeals. 
By  such  assistance,  we  are  certainly  pfomot- 
ing  ovu-  own  security  and  protecting  ovu"- 
selves  from  the  Kremlin  menace. 

However,  before  we  go  headlong  ahead, 
motivated  by  the  accepted  objectlva.  with 
enthusiastic  and  unbridled  appropriation.  I 
feel  that  patriotic  wisdom  compels  us  to 
Stop  for  a  few  moments  to  reexamine,  re- 
study,  reappraise.  In  summary,  this  whole 
Xoreign-ald  program. 

Now  when  we  put  all  the  figures  together 
we  discover  that  In  principal  and  interest 
on  these  foreign-aid  programs,  continuing 
since  1940,  they  have  cost  the  people  of  the 
United  States  the  fabulous  sum  of  over 
$131  billions. 

I  have  listed  these  facts  and  circumstances 
to  reemphaslze  what  I  regard  to  be  our  ab- 
solute obligation  to  the  American  people  to 
take  the  greatest  care  of  their  money  and 
exercise  the  highest  vigilance  over  the  man- 
ner In  which  it  Is  spent.  We  can  promote 
the  fullest  rehabilitation  of  friendly  foreign 
nations,  and  it  will  avail  us  nothing  If  we 
thereby  foolishly  destroy  the  morale  of  our 
own  people  here  at  home. 

In  that  connection,  let  us  remind  seme  of 
the  Impractical  geniuses  in  our  State  Depart- 
ment, as  well  as  our  Defense  Department 
experts,  that  we  are  not  appropriating  money 
here  for  the  purpose  of  destroying  American 
indtistrles  and  eliminating  employment  op- 
portunities for  our  own  people.  The  placing; 
of  American  Government  contracts  abroad 
at  a  time  when  unemployment  in  this  coun- 
try presents  a  currently  serious  economic 
problem  Is,  to  say  the  least,  of  very  ques- 
tionable wisdom.  It  is  Indeed  the  more  fool- 
hardy when  tpe  realize  that  some  defense 
items  and  essential  parts  of  industrial  ma- 
chinery are  being  manufactured  abroad  in 
places  where  the  danger  of  Communist  in- 
filtration and  sabotage  is  a  high  and  recog- 
nized threat.  Such  promiscuous  sptnding. 
in  the  guise  of  promoting  friendly  foreign 
relations,  will  not  be  tolerated  by  the  Ameri- 
can taxpayers,  and  this  Congress  should  be 
and  must  be  extremely  restrictive  of  their 
authorization  and  approval.  We  can,  per- 
haps, give  some  of  the  American  peoples 
money  away  dlscriralnately  with  their  sanc- 
tion, but  we  can  never  expect  them  to  stand 
loyally    by    wbUe    we    give    their    Jobs    away. 

As  I  indicated  at  the  start,  I  am  not  op- 
posed to  the  fundamental  objectives  of  this 
measure.  I  believe  It  Is  practically  «fise  to 
continue  to  reasonably  furnish  aid  to  those 
allied  countries  demonstrating  their  willing- 
ness tq  fight  in  the  common  cause  Sgainst 
Communist  oppression.  I  believe  tbat  we 
can  enact  a  prudent  foreign -aid  program  of 
substantial  continuing  value  to  ourselves  and 
the  free  world. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  exhort  you  not  to 
rush  this  legislation.  It  is  deserving  of 
otir  prolonged  study  and  debate.  It,  is  a 
program  in  keeping  with  our  Christian  demo- 
cratic philosophy  and  is  basically  good  for 
ourselves  and  the  free  world. 

However,  let  us  also  be  mindful  that  our 
watchword  on  all  appropriation  measures 
should  be  "the  American  taxpayer  and  our 
own  economic  stability  come  first." 

HOtrSINC  TOB.  THE  AMERICAN    I^OPLZ 

The  basic  unit  of  this  Nation  is  the 
American  family,  and  the  first  necessity 
for  Christian  family  life  is  a  decent  place 
to  live. 

Having  entered  the  Congress  in  1947 
with  the  heartfelt  conviction,  based  on 
prolonged  study  and  experience,  that  the 
critical  shortage  of  adequate  housing  fa- 
cilities for  the  American  people  was  a 


dominant  domestic  problem,  I  have  con- 
tinuously supported  Federal  legislation 
for  reasonable  housing  construction. 
Since  that  time,  there  has  been  steady 
improvement  in  the  situation  but,  by  the 
evidence  of  unquestioned  authority,  there 
still  remain  some  sections  of  the  coun- 
try where  housing  and  slum  clearance 
are  desperately  required.  This  was  rec- 
ognized by  the  President  himiself,  who 
favored  the  appropriation  of  money  for 
the  building  of  35,000  units  of  public 
housing  this  year,  together  with  a  4-year 
development  program.  Unfortunately, 
the  President's  appeal  on  this  occasion 
was  eventually  denied,  although  many  of 
us  vigorously  fought  the  losing  battle 
with  him. 

Below  }s  an  exact  excerpt  from  the 
speech  I  made  in  the  House  at  the  time 
this  proposal  was  being  discussed. 

House  speech.  April  22,  1953: 
•  Mr  DoNOHUE  Mr.  Chairman,  I  very  deeply 
regret  that  this  bill  as  presented  to  us  by 
the  committee  Ignores  the  recommendations 
of  President  Eisenhower  and  his  Housing  and 
Heme  Finance  Administrator,  who  favor  the 
inclusion  of  sufficient  funds  to  bUlld  35.000 
units  of  public  housing.  Unfortunately,  the 
bill,  as  it  stands  before  us,  would  termi- 
nate the  public-housing  program  and.  In  ef- 
fect, slum-clearance  and  redevelopment,  im- 
mediately. Therefore,  I  am  opposed  to  the 
bill  in  its  present  form  and  urge  the  approval 
of  amendments  to  authorize  continuation  of 
a  reasonable  public-housing  construction 
and  slum-clearance  program  so  vitally  need- 
ed in  so  many  communities  in  the  country. 

In  that  respect,  I  am  very  happy  to  approve 
and  Join  the  sentiments  of  the  President  as 
expressed  in  a  statement  he  made  last  Oc- 
tober as  a  candidate: 

••We  must  have  better  housing  for  those 
Americans  who  are  now  forced  to  live  In 
slums  and  substandard  dwellings." 

The  federally  assisted  low-rent  housing 
program  is  a  Christian  solution  to  the  hous- 
ing needs  of  a  great  many  desperate  families 
as  well  as  being  a  major  factor  in  vitally 
urrent  community  slum  clearance  and  rede- 
velopment. It  is  imperative  that  the  bare 
minimum  of  35.000  dwelling  units  be  re- 
stored in  this  bill,  the  same  number  agreed 
upon  and  approved  last  year,  t  earnestly 
hope  and  urge  this  House  to  take  such  rea- 
sonable and  wise  action  to  continue  this 
minimum  housing  program  until  the  whole 
housing  situation  can  be  surveyed  and  defi- 
nite national  needs  determined. 

PERMANENT     SMALL      BUSINESS     ADMIKISTXATION 

It  has  always  been  an  unquestioned 
American  tradition  that  this  Govern- 
ment shall  aid,  counsel,  assist,  and  pro- 
tect the  Interests  of  small  business  in 
order  to  preserve  our  democratic  system 
of  free  competitive  enterprise. 

With  the  dissolution  and  absorption  of 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
and  the  Small  Defense  Plants  Adminis- 
tration, a  great  number  of  Congressmen. 
including  myself,  favored  legislation  to 
create  a  new  permanent  independent 
Small  Business  Administration,  with  the 
paramount  duty  of  encouraging  and  as- 
sisting small  enterprises  in  peacetime  as 
well  as  in  any  emergency  period. 

Recognizing  the  importance  of  our 
small  businesses  in  defense-production 
efforts  and  the  national  economy,  I  have 
consistently  urged  reasonable  Federal 
assistance  and  guidance  to  them 
throughout  my  congressional  service. 
My  convictions  on  this  subject  are  pre- 
sented in  the  following  extract  from  my 
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remarks  in  the  Chamber  when  this  legis- 
lation was  under  consideration. 

House  speech.  Jime  5, 1953: 

Mr.  DoNOiruK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  consider  tt 
a  conscientious  duty  to  speak  here  this  after- 
noon In  support  of  the  small-business  people 
of  my  own  district  and  the  Nation.  The  only 
voice  they  have  in  the  enactment  of  Federal 
legislation  is  yours  and  mine,  and  we  would 
be  neglecting  our  obligation  if  we  failed  to 
truly  represent  this  solid  segment  of  our  na- 
tional and  area  economy. 

I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  the  principle  of 
this  legislation  to  establish  a  permanent.  In- 
dependent Small  Business  Administration. 
In  modern  times.  Oovernment  assistance  has 
become  more  vitally  important  to  Insure  tbat 
a  fair  proportion  of  the  total  purchases  and 
contracts  for  military  supplies  and  services 
shall  be  placed  with  small  business  enter- 
prises and  to  maintain  and  strengthen  the 
overall  national  economy. 

With  the  scheduled  end  on  June  80  of  the 
Small  Defense  Plants  Administration  It  Is 
imperative  to  the  survival  of  smaU  buslneas 
to  have  a  Oovernment  agency  to  direct  and 
assist  them  in  obtaining  appropriate  Oov- 
ernment contracts  and  also  advise  them  on 
applying  for  necessary  financial  loans. 

Our  small-business  firms  have  a  substan- 
tial employment  figure.  By  granting  reason- 
able help  to  keep  these  firms  going  we  are 
taking  safety  steps  in  the  prevention  of 
threatening  unemployment  which  Is  unques- 
tionably uneconomic  In  these  dangerous  days 
when  every  person  and  every  resource  of 
the  Nation  should  be  brought  into  this  fight- 
ing struggle  against  Communist  aggression. 

EMXKCKMCT    IMMICaATIOM    VOB    QDAI.irrKD 

axruGixs 

One  of  the  proudest  of  our  American 
traditions  arises  from  the  historical  fact 
that  this  country  originally  gave  harbor 
to  the  victims  of  reUgious  and  poUtical 
persecution.  We  cannot  forget  that  this 
Nation  itself  was  founded  almost  alto- 
gether by  displaced  persons. 

In  advancing  our  position  of  world 
leadership  in  these  perilous  days,  we  can 
speak  more  convincingly  for  freedom 
everywhere  when  we  have  done  our 
Christian  utmost  to  give  real  freedom 
to  those  now  faced  with  Communist  ex- 
tinction. Security  screened  and  quali- 
fied refugees  are  the  kind  of  people  in 
whose  behalf  the  original  American 
tradition  of  asylum  was  established  and 
whose  immigration  to  these  shores  has 
enriched  our  country  from  its  earliest 
days  right  up  to  this  hour. 

I  have,  therefore,  been  continually 
sympathetic  with  reasonable  legislation 
to  grant  permanent  residence  to  immi- 
grants who  can  meet  the  very  high 
standards  and  qualifications  that  must 
be  set  up  to  protect  our  own  security. 
It  has  seemed  to  me  we  should  imple- 
ment as  fully  as  we  can  the  clear  inten- 
tion of  the  Almighty  that  brothers  and 
sisters,  mothers  and  fathers  of  one  fam- 
ily should  be  together  in  1  land  under 
1  roof. 

The  substance  of  my  remarks  on  this 
legislation  are  set  forth  below. 

House  speech,  July  28.  1953: 

Mr.  DowoHTTK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  support- 
ing and  voting  for  this  emergency  refugee 
immigration  measxire,  and  I  hope  the  ma- 
jority of  my  colleagues  wUl  also,  because  It 
Is  in  the  true  spirit  of  our  Christian  democ- 
racy and  a  concrete  gesture  of  the  moral 
leadership  we  must  demonstrate  If  the 
United  States  Is  to  successfully  guide  a  be- 
wildered world  away  from  atomic  destruc- 
tion. 


I  have  spent  the  most  of  my  life  as  the 
friend  and  neighbor  of  Inunlgrant  fathers 
and  their  families.  The  contributions  of 
these  people  to  community.  State,  and  Na- 
tional betterment  present  a  glorious  rec- 
ord. Ood  knows  the  sons,  and,  yes,  the 
daughters,  of  these  families  have  fully  par- 
ticipated in  our  national  defense  efforts  and 
are  doing  so  right  now  on  the  tragic  fields  of 
Korea. 

In  the  administrative  operation  of  this  bill 
the  established  security  regulations  wUl  not 
be  relaxed.  The  provisions  for  screening 
and  checking  against  the  possibility  of  sub- 
versives slipping  through  will  be  completely 
carried  out. 

Mr.  Speaker,  a  good  many  of  us  very  deeply 
feel  and  have  advocated  the  necessity  for 
making  substantial  changes  In  the  present 
immigration  law.  The  outmoded  quota  sys- 
tem In  that  law  together  with  several  other 
discriminatory  provisions  should  be  and  I 
hope  will  be  ellminate<r  in  the  near  future. 
Meanwhile  we  have  a  chance  here  by  passage 
of  this  emergency  measure  to  correct  some 
of  the  prevailing  Injustices. 

In  these  circumstances  I  am  in  full  agree- 
ment with  the  President  that  we  must  as- 
sume our  Just  share  of  the  responsibUlty  of 
providing  asylum  for  these  desperate  men. 
women,  and  children  who  face  certain  ani- 
hUatlon  if  they  again  faU  into  the  tumds  of 
the  enemy  barbarians. 

As  a  nation  of  immigrants  and  the  sons 
of  immigrants  pasage  of  this  meastu-e  is  in 
accord  with  the  best  traditions  and  Ideals 
of  this  blessed  United  States. 

an>  TO  THE  PHTSICALLT  HANDICAPPED 

To  continue  to  ignore  the  problems  of 
medical  attention,  vocational  training, 
education  and  emplojmient  placement  of 
the  physically  handicapped  would  be  a 
grave  mistake  that  no  Christian  progres- 
sive government  can  afford  to  make, 
es[>ecially  in  these  times  of  Communist 
challenge. 

As  a  result  of  the  persistent  i^eas  of 
myself,  and  many  other  Members  of 
Congress,  a  measure,  now  Public  Law 
565,  of  the  83d  Congress,  was  adopted. 
The  purposes  of  this  law  are  to  assist  in 
the  extension  and  Improvement  of  voca- 
tional rehabilitation  services,  provide  for 
a  more  effective  use  of  available  Federal 
funds  and  facilitate  the  application  of 
legal  provisions  already  established. 
While  this  law  does  not,  in  the  opinion 
of  many  of  us.  completely  encompsiss 
the  whole  problem,  it  is  a  promising  step 
in  the  forward  direction.  My  thoughts 
on  this  important  subject  are  revealed 
below. 

House  speech,  July  31.  1953: 

Mr.  DoMOHTTK.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  my  col- 
leagues know,  I  have,  since  becoming  a  Mem- 
ber of  Congress,  been  urging  the  enactment 
of  legislation  to  establish  a  Federal  agency 
to  aid  and  assist  the  physically  handicapped 
to  take  their  right  and  proper  place  in 
American  life. 

FDr  that  purpose,  I  Introduced  in  the  last 
Congress.  H.  R.  8648,  and  in  March  of  this 
Congress  introduced  H.  R.  4362,  to  establish 
a  Federal  Commission  for  the  PhyslcaUy 
Handicapped.  The  objectives  of  this  bUl 
are  to  increase  defense  manpower,  provide 
for  the  general  welfare,  promote  rehabUita- 
tlon  and  employment  of  handicapped  in- 
dividuals, and  help  preserve  our  Nation  by 
setting  up  a  Federal  agency  for  handicapped. 
Authoritative  figures  show  that  there  are 
approximately  30  million  Americans  who 
suffer  physical  handicaps,  and  It  should  be 
obvious  that  the  Federal  Oovernment  can 
no  longer  afford  to  delay  in  trying  to  solve 
a  problem  involving  nearly  one-fifth  of  all 
ovir  dtisena. 


The  very  nature  of  the  problem,  the  great 
ntusber  directly  affected,  and  ths  aoope  of 
any  solution  demands  the  continuing  par- 
ticipation and  assistance  of  an  approprlat« 
agency  of  the  Federal  Government,  acting 
under  comprehensive  legislation. 

ATOlCIC-BKXaCT  BILX. 

House  speech.  July  22,  1954: 

Mr.  DoKOKtrx.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is  said  here- 
abouts that  the  atomic  energy  bill  wm  soon 
be  considered  in  the  House  and  that  only  2 
days  wlU  be  allowed  for  debate  and  discus- 
sion. 

The  blU  Is  compiled  of  some  107  pages  of 
technical  provisions  and  complex  phrase- 
ology. It  affects  a  •12-bllUon  Investment  of 
the  American  taxpayers,  and  whatever  final 
law  we  enact  wUl  reach  into  the  destiny  at 
many  generations  to  come. 

It  is.  therefore,  my  earnest  hope  and  plea 
that  the  leadership  will  Insiire  that  no  re- 
striction of  time  be  placed  upon  discussion 
of  perhaps  the  most  vital  subject  yet  to  be 
presented  to  this  Congress  or  Indeed  any 
other  Congress. 

As  the  blU  now  reads.  It  Is  objectionable 
to  me,  and  I  think  a  great  many  others,  pri- 
marily because  it  negatives  the  nonpartisan 
public  power  policy  of  this  country  that  baa 
been  developed  since  1902.  That  occurs  be- 
cause of  the  current  absence  in  the  measure 
of  any  reliable  safeguard  against  exploitation 
of  atomic  power  by  private  utilities.  It  prac- 
tically forbids  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion to  operate  in  the  commercial  power  field 
which  simply  means  that  the  taxpayers  will 
have  to  pay  for  ftirther  experimentation, 
from  which  the  private  utmties  wm  ulti- 
mately benefit. 

There  are  many  deficiencies  in  the  bm  «• 
it  now  stands  but.  in  the  pubUc  interest  and 
recognition  of  the  tremendous  amount  of 
money  that  has  come  out  of  the  average 
taxpayer's  pocket,  two  major  improvements 
miist  be  Inserted  in  the  act  before.  In  xny 
Judgment,  it  should  be  approved. 

The  present  patent  provision  must  be  cor- 
rected to  insure  that  no  atomic  development 
monopoly  can  be  established  by  thoae  few 
firms  privileged  to  carry  out  the  original 
atomic  energy  research  tinder  Oovernment 
contract  and  subsidy. 

The  provision  restricting  the  Atomte 
Energy  Commission  from  producing  atomic 
power  for  Oovemment-operated  plant  vmtm 
and  also  making  it  available  for  public  oon-  * 
sumpUon  throu^  rxiral  electric  cooperatives 
and  municipal  agencies  must  also  be  removed 
In  deference  to  the  power-consuming  public 
and  protection  against  unjust  profiteering. 

Z  sincerely  remind  the  Members  of  this 
House  that  a  heavy  moral  obligation  rests 
upon  us  with  respect  to  this  particular  legis- 
lation. Let  us  give  this  vitaUy  important 
subject  the  long  and  careful  and  serlovis  con- 
sideration It  warrants.  We  can  do  no  leas 
to  merit  the  continuing  trust  and  confidence 
of  the  people  who  sent  us  here  to  legislate  for 
the  general  welfare. 

CONTlMUmc  COVXUncSMT  BEOSGAinZATIOir 

It  is  an  axiom  of  Christian  progress  in 
civilized  society  that  the  least,  govern- 
ment is  the  best  government.  Among 
the  highest  duties  of  any  legislative  body 
is  eternal  vigilance  to  insure  the  govern- 
mental system  does  not  collapse  upon 
Itself  from  overweight  and  smother  the 
personal  liberties  it  is  intended  to  pro- 
mote. 

In  this  historical  period  of  tendency 
and  temptation  to  solve  all  problems  by 
passing  a  law,  many  of  us  have,  for 
years,  been  deeply  disturbed  by  the  octo« 
pus  growth  of  National  Oovernment. 
We  recognized  the  danger  and  necessity 
of  taking  proper  measures  to  meet  It. 
It  was.  therefore,  a  pleasant  duty  for  va^ 
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as  a  Member  of  the  80th  Congress  In 
1947.  to  suinwrt  and  vote  for  the  bin 
which  became  Public  Law  162  of  that 
Congress.  It  provided  for  a  C(nnmlssion 
on  C^anlzation  of  the  Executive 
Branch  of  the  Government  which  after- 
wards became  known  as  the  Hoover 
C<»nmisslon.  No  one  needs  to  be  re- 
minded of  the  enormous  good  that 
Commission  accomplished. 

In  order  that  that  good  work  might 
be  continued  another  such  Commission 
was  established  in  this  present  Congress 
through  the  enactment  of  Public  Law 
108  and  has  the  same  purposes  and, 
duties  of  the  previous  Hoover  Commis- 
sion. 

Mr.  Speaker,  many  of  us.  with  con- 
tinuing legislative  responsibilities,  also 
realized  the  iinhealthy  trend  toward 
government  duplication  and  friction  at 
National,  State,  city,  and  town  levels, 
which  has  steadily  advahced  during 
these  turbulent  years  of  global  unrest. 

In  dozens  of  competing  fields,  there 
are  competing  activities  between  and 
among  all  these  various  governmental 
units  throughout  what  is  supposed  to  be 
the  United  States.  To  finance  this  pro- 
fusion of  governmental  activities  and 
agencies,  there  is  a  correspondingly  con- 
fusing and  stifling  array  of  taxes. 

Obviously,  too  much  such  Government 
means  reckless  extravagance,  waste  and 
duplication  from  top  to  bottom.  It 
places  unbearable  and  oppressive  tax 
burdens  upon  private  business  and  the 
ordinary  working  man  and  his  family. 
Such  evil  conditions  develop  the  dis- 
couraged and  disheartened  citizenry 
characteristic  of  a  deteriorating  nation. 
A  dispirited  people  and  a  disordered 
Government  are  just  what  the  Kremlin 
leaders  are  trjring  to  promote  here  in 
America.  God  forbid  that  their  devilish 
designs  be  unwittingly  and  uncon- 
sciously forwarded  by  our  own  lassitude 
or  negligence. 

In  an  attempt  to  prevent  such  a  ca- 
lamity, I  introduced  H.  R.  8714,  in  the 
81st  Congress,  H.  R.  8560  in  the  82d  Con- 
gress and  H.  R.  3603  in  this  Congress. 
All  of  these  bills  had  for  their  purpose 
to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Commission  to  investigate  and  make  rec- 
ommendations with  respect  to  the  dis- 
tribution of  governmental  functions  and 
sources  of  revenue  within  the  framework 
of  our  Federal,  State,  and  local  systems 
of  government. 

I  am  happy  to  state  this  objective  was 
finally  accomplished  in  this  Congress  by 
the  adoption  of  Public  Law  109. 

Tie  following  Is  an  extract  from  my 
remarks  in  the  House  on  the  subject. 

House  speech.  August  1,  1953: 

Mr.  DoNOHTTK.  Mr.  Speaker,  having  intro- 
duced bills  to  provide  for  such  a  commlaslon 
In  three  successive  Congresses,  I  am  proud 
of  the  part  I  had  in  promoting  final  action 
on  the  establishment  of  this  Commission  to 
study  relationships  among  Federal,  State, 
and  local  governments. 

The  primary  purpose  of  this  Commission 
Is  to  Investigate  and  make  recommendations 
fo-  the  correction  of  the  fantastic  duplica- 
tion and  overlapping  that  currently  exist  in 
oiir  complex  network  of  separate  government 
units  at  all  levels. 

The  staggering  cost  to  the  taxpayer  in 
supporting  all  these  units,  not  to  mention 


the  morale-straining  Irritation  Imposed  by 
them  on  Individual  citizens,  comes  close  to 
being  a  national  disaster. 

I  am  Biire  that  all  Members  of  Congress 
and  all  ova  citizens  will  join  in  supporting 
the  efforts  of  the  Commission  to  bring  re- 
freshing relief  to  the  smothering  American 
taxpayers  and  good  order  in  place  of  the  vast 
confusion  that  threatens  the  collapse  o|  our 
traditional  government  operations. 

rXOEXAL  AND  POSTAL  EMPLOYEES'  PATJ 

House  speech,  August  9,  1954: 

Mr.  DoNOHTTE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  happy 
to  rise  in  support  of  and  to  urge  prompt 
approval  of  this  measure  to  increase  the 
rates  of  basic  compensation  of  all  postal  em- 
ployees and  thus  attempt  to  somewhat  bring 
them  into  line  with  positions  of  comparable 
responsibilities  and  service  in  private  in- 
dustry.      1 

It  has  been  my  privilege  to  repeatedly  ap- 
pear before  the  House  and  Senate  commit- 
tees, during  these  past  few  years,  to  ttstlfy 
on  the  various  bills  to  eliminate  tlie  sblary 
injustices  prevailing  among  the  Postal  De- 
partment's employees,  as  well  as  all  Federal 
employees,  whose  wage  scales  have  so  seri- 
ously lagged  behind  the  advances  granted 
in  the  comparable  fields  of  industry. 

I  was  among  the  first  signers  of  the  dis- 
charge petition  because  I  deeply  believed 
the  request  of  the  postal  employees  for  an 
equitable  salary  readjustment  should  have 
the  pEirticular  S3rmpathy  of  all  of  us.  They 
form  a  large  group  of  our  most  reliable 
public  servants.  The  service  they  render  Is 
fundamental  and  essential  to  the  Nation. 
The  security  they  enjoy  is  paid  for  by  them- 
selves. There  are  no  more  loyal  peopJe  in 
our  Government  than  those  working  ic  the 
Postal  Department. 

May  I  also  remind  you  that  the  best  In- 
surance against  any  misguided  reception  of 
false  Communist  propaganda  by  our  Gov- 
ernment employees  is  to  wisely  and  prac- 
tically extend  them  adequate  salary  com- 
pensation. 

It  is  only  ordinary  commonsense  and  rec- 
ognition of  the  facts  of  life  that  If  our 
Government  employees  are  sufficiently  com- 
pensated to  enable  them  to  meet  their  per- 
sonal and  family  obligations  with  confidence 
and  a  high  morale,  then  there  will  be  no 
doubt  of  their  loyalty  as  good  American*  and 
their  repudiation  of  Communist  ideas. 

I  urge  you,  therefore,  in  simple  Justice, 
to  promptly  and  favorably  approve  this 
measure. 

ADJOirKNMENT     VERSUS     LEGISLATIVE     DtTT 

House  speech,  July  27,  1954: 

Mr.  DoNOHTTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  appears 
to  be  a  well-founded  rumor  around  here 
that  the  leadership  is  planning  to  offer  a 
resolution  to  adjourn  sine  die  at  the  end  of 
this  month.  If  the  rumor  is  true  and  the 
proposal  is  presented  to  the  House,  I  intend 
to  vote  against  it. 

Every  one  of  us  knows  there  are  tnany 
grave  domestic  problems,  upon  most  of  which 
the  President  himself  has  requested  our  ac- 
tion, that  have  not  yet  been  accorded  any 
consideration.  Also,  no  one  can  predict 
what  emergency  may  suddenly  erupt  On  an 
international  front.  The  new  atomic-energy 
bill,  the  foreign-aid  measure,  the  postal  and 
Federal  employees'  pay  revision,  and  the 
question  of  raising  the  public  debt  limit  are 
matters  of  such  serious  national  consequence 
that  they  should  not  be  given  hasty  and 
peremptory  treatment  Just  to  meet  a  politi- 
cally expedient  closing  date. 

These,  and  other  major  issues  ought  to  be 
accorded  the  long,  careful,  thorough  debate, 
and  discussion  necessary  for  the  full  under- 
standing essential  to  patriotic  and  intelli- 
gent action.  Any  other  course  practically 
amounts  to  a  denial  of  our  responsibilities. 


The  people  who  sent  us  here  have  a  right 
to  expect  us  to  place  legislative  duty  and  the 
national  interest  above  any  personal  con- 
venience or  political  expediency.  I,  for  one — 
and  I  deeply  feel  there  are  a  greet  many 
others  who  agree  with  me — am  willing  to 
stay  on  the  Job  until  our  full  dut|  is  con- 
scientiously  discharged. 

BILLS    INTRODUCED 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  summary  would  be 
highly  inadequate  if  I  did  not  list,  in 
part,  some  of  the  bills  I  introduced  in 
the  83d  Congress.    They  follow : 

H.  R.  3369,  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  United  States  Tariff 
Commission  with  respect  to  duty  con- 
cessions on  Swiss  watch  movements. 

H.  R.  3603,  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  commission  to  investigate 
and  make  recommendations  with  re- 
spect to  the  distribution  of  govern- 
mental functions  and  sources  of  revenue 
within  the  framework  of  our  Federal, 
State,  and  local  systems  of  Government. 

H.  R.  4261,  to  idemnify  drivers  of  mo- 
tor vehicles  of  the  postal  service  against 
liability  for  damages  arising  out  of  the 
operation  of  such  vehicles  in  the  per- 
formance of  ofiBcial  duties. 

H.  R.  4262,  to  establish  a  Federal 
Commission  for  the  Physically  Handi- 
capped. 

H.  R.  5139.  to  incorporate  Wounded 
Combat  Veterans,  now  known  as  The 
Military  Order  of  the  Purple  Heart. 

H.  R.  5826.  to  authorize  the  President 
to  donate  surplus  Federal  property  to 
individuals  in  a  major  disaster  area. 

H.  R.  8484.  to  amend  tariff  Act  to  In- 
sure that  crude  silicon  carbide  imported 
into  the  United  States  will  continue  to 
be  exempt  from  duty. 

H.  R.  8574.  to  amend  the  Servicemen's 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944  so  as  to  re- 
duce from  4' 2  percent  to  4  percent  the 
maximum  interest  rate  on  home  loans 
made,  guaranteed,  or  insured  under  that 
act. 

H.  R  9840.  to  provide  for  programs  of 
public  facilities  construction  which  will 
stimulate  employment  in  areas  having 
a  substantial  surplus  of  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

H.  R.  9965.  to  provide  for  loans  to  en- 
able needy  and  scholastically  qualified 
students  to  continue  post-high-school 
education. 

H.  R.  10003,  granting  the  consent  of 
Congress  to  certain  New  England  States 
to  enter  into  a  compact  relating  to  higher 
education  in  the  New  England  States 
and  establishing  the  New  England  Board 
of  Higher  Education. 

H.  R.  10004,  to  provide  for  emergency 
Federal  assistance  to  the  States  and  Ter- 
ritories in  the  construction  of  public  ele- 
mentary and  secondary  school  facilities 
urgently  needed  because  of  overcrowd- 
ing, and  to  encourage  full  and  efficient 
use  of  State  and  local  resources  In  meet- 
ing school  construction  needs,  and  for 
Other  purposes. 

H.  R.  10064,  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  VA  center  for  domiciliary 
and  chronic  care  at  the  Gushing  VA  Hos- 
pital at  Framingham. 

H.  R.  10095,  to  provide  assistance  to 
communities,  industries,  business  enter- 
prises, and  individuals  to  facilitate  ad- 
justments made  necessary  by  the  trade 
policy  of  the  United  States. 
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H.  R.  10096,  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  United  States  Foreign 
Service  Academy. 

Cosponsor  of  H.  R.  9430,  to  provide  for 
unemployment  reinsurance  grants  to  the 
States,  to  revise,  extend,  and  Improve  the 
unemployment  insurance  program,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

H.  R.  10239,  to  amend  section  201  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  so  as 
to  provide  that  all  quota  numbers  not 
used  in  any  year  shall  be  made  available 
to  immigrants  In  oversubscribed  areas 
in  the  following  year,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

A   NXCESSAKT  nCESOIfAL   NOTK 

Mr.  Speaker,  8  years  ago.  following  my 
release  from  active  military  service,  I 
presented  my  qualifications  to  the  voters 
of  the  Fourth  Congressional  District  in 
Massachusetts  for  the  honor  and  privi- 
lege of  representing  them  in  the  United 
States  Congress.  They  accepted  me  in 
November  of  1946  and  reelected  me  in 
1948,  1950  and  1952. 

No  man  could  help  but.  be  deeply  in- 
spired and  gratified  by  t^e  confidence 
the  people  of  my  district  demonstrated 
in  electing  me  as  their  national  repre- 
sentative to  the  80th.  81st,  82d  and  83d 
Congresses. 

Since  the  day  of  assuming  the  respon- 
sibilities of  Con^rressman,  I  have  con- 
scientiously worked  to  Justify  that  confi- 
dence and  trust  The  full  facilities  of 
my  ofllce  have  been  energetically  and 
courteously  extended,  at  all  times,  for 
personal  service  to  my  constituents.  I 
have  cooperated,  on  every  occasion,  with 
the  community  agencies,  social,  fra- 
ternal, and  racif  J  organizations  of  my 
district  in  the  pnnnotion  of  their  various 
objectives. 

The  expressed  wishes  of  the  majority 
of  the  people  I  represent,  and  a  thorough 
study  of  the  issues  involved,  have  been 
the  foundation  for  my  judgment  and  ac- 
tion on  legislation  to  advance  the  best 
Interests  of  my  district  and  the  Nation. 

I  am  happy  to  jjresent  this  summary  of 
my  voting  record  on  domestic  and  for- 
eign legislative  measures  to  my  people. 

CONCLUSION — TIMIXT  COUNSXL  rSOM  A  CKSAT 
A  KDUCAir 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  words  of  wise  au- 
thority remain  forever  as  comforting 
beacons  of  guidance  in  troubled,  distress- 
ing hours.  A  counseling  message  to  all 
Americans  is  contained  in  the  following 
extract  from  a  sjieech  given  at  Harvard 
University  graduation  exercises  on  June 
30,  1910.  by  the  late  great  Chief  Justice 
Charles  Evans  Hughes: 

The  most  important  agencies  of  democracy 
are.  after  all,  not  the  organs  of  goverxunent, 
but  the  infiuences  that  shape  pubUc  opin- 
ion. •  •  •  Democracy  must  prize  its  public 
life.  It  has  strlppixl  it  almost  altogether  of 
ceremonial  and  of  meaningless  and  abstird 
forms.  It  has  placed  the  public  officer  In  a 
position  of  power,  to  be  used  for  serv- 
ice. •  •  •  Having  surrounded  him  with 
none  of  the  pomp  which  makes  appeal  to  the 
thoughtless  and  Ignorant.  It  must  Invest  him 
with  the  higher  honor  which  should  be  the 
reward  of  fldeUty.  Those  who  ctatlvate  the 
true  democratic  spirit  will  be  as  earnest  in 
their  support  erf  faithful  officers  as  they  are 
unsparing  in  their  condemnation  of  the 
faithless. 


A  Report  to  Mj  District 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARE3 
or 

HON.  STUYVESANT  WAINWRIGHT 

OF  NKW  TOKK 

m  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  August  16, 19S4 

Mr.  WAINWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
feel  that  the  people  of  my  district  should 
have  a  full  report  of  my  accomplish- 
ments for  them  in  the  Congress  during 
the  2d  session  of  the  83d  Congress. 
Therefore,  I  submit  the  following: 

A  Congressman  is  an  employee  of  the 
people.  As  your  employee  this  is  the 
second  annual  report.  Government, 
which  has  grown  enormously  in  recent 
years,  should,  I  believe,  be  brought  closer 
to  the  people.  In  order  to  help  my 
neighbors,  friends,  and  constituents  have 
a  greater  understanding  of  the  hap- 
penings in  Washington.  I  have  written 
a  weekly  column  for  the  newspapers, 
engaged  in  weekly  broadcasts,  mailed 
out  special  legislative  reports,  and  spoken 
at  as  many  gatherings,  of  every  descrip- 
tion, as  physically  possible. 

This  session  of  the  83d  Congress  is 
over.  I  am  proud  to  say  that  I  had  at 
least  a  small  part  in  its  accomplish- 
ments. But  what  Are  its  accomplish- 
ments? It  would  be  far  too  long  a  re- 
port, were  one  to  list  the  hundreds  of 
votes  cast  so  I  intend  to  touch  on  only 
eight  of  the  many  issues.  All  were  part 
of  the  President's  program  and  all  were 
vigorously  supported  by  me.  In  addi- 
tion to  this  I  shall  report  to  you  the 
supplemental  work,  done  exclusively  for 
your  benefit  locally. 

On  the  national  scene: 

First.  The  Truman  budget,  fiscal  1954, 
was  reduced  61  percent.  Seven  billion 
one  hundred  million  dollars  less  than 
former  President  Truman  predicted  for 
this  year,  fiscal  1955. 

Second.  A  tax  bill  was  passed  granting 
cut  in  income  and  excise  taxes,  amount- 
ing to  $7.5  bUUon. 

Third.  The  States  were  given  title  to 
and  control  of  the  submerged  oil  lands 
as  opposed  to  Federal  ownership  and 
control. 

Fourth.  A  fiexible  farm  bill  was  passed. 

Fifth.  Economic  controls  were  voted 
out  the  window;  no  depression  has  come 
as  predicted  by  the  prophets  of  doom 
and  gloom,  but,  rather,  the  reverse  is 
true — we  have  genume  prosperity. 

Sixth.  The  St  Lawrence  Seaway  pro- 
gram was  enacted  after  30  years  of  fail- 
ure in  prior  Congresses. 

Seventh.  A  new  Social  Security  bill 
was  passed,  giving  coverage  to  10  mil- 
lion additional  people,  as  well  as  raising 
the  amount  of  the  individual  benefits. 

Eighth.  The  Congress  enacted  new 
stringent  anti-Communist  Internal  se- 
curity laws,  and  the  party  itself  was 
outlawed. 

In  addition  to  these  specific  measures. 
President  Eisenhower  fulfilled  the  spe- 
cial campaign  pledge  to  take  us  out  of 
war.  For  the  very  first  time  in  15  years 
our  Nation  Is  operating  on  a  full  peace- 
time   economy — capacity    employment 


exists,  and  Jobs  are  safe — business  is  ex- 
cellent. 
As  the  President  said  several  days  ago: 
We  have  halted  inflation.  The  purchasing 
power  of  the  dollar  has  Tailed  only  one-half 
of  1  percent  In  the  past  8  montlia. 

Because  of  this  one  who  is  usually  an 
arch  opponent  of  the  Republican  Party, 
Columnist  Doris  Fleeson.  had  this  to  say 
several  weeks  ago: 

Democrats  who  a  few  months  ago  were 
supremely  confident  that  they  would  romp 
home  in  the  House  and  win  narrow  control 
in  the  Senate  are  today  fiUl  of  misgivings. 
They  are  banking  on  the  economic  recession 
and  slipping  farm  prices.  Now  the  admin- 
istration^ attitude  ot  confidence  In  botb 
areas  has  infected  them.  Elsenhowerii 
spokesmen  are  not  merely  talking  confi- 
dence; they  are  betting  it. 

These  important  national  policies 
have  had  their  direct  effect  on  the  peo- 
ple of  Long  Island,  who  are  now  more 
numerous  and  more  prosperous  th^n 
ever  before.  For  example,  I  predict  in 
the  building  field  alone  we  will  have 
greater  expansion,  hard  as  it  may  be  to 
believe,  than  any  prior  time. 

But  what  of  the  local  and  personal  is- 
sues presented,  supported  and  under- 
taken by  your  Congressman?  The  fol- 
lowing 22  points  outline  the  work  ac- 
complished for  you  on  the  local  front: 

First  Promised  f xmds  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  Fire  Island  Inlet.  The  Depart- 
ment of  the  Army  has  scheduled  an  en- 
gineer dredge  for  the  inlet  by  mid-Sep- 
tember. 

Second.  Promised  a  fight  to  the  end 
for  the  establishment  on  a  permanent 
basis  of  the  Kings  Point  Merchant  Ma- 
rine Academy  in  Nassau  County.  The 
bill  passed  the  Merchant  Marine  Com- 
mittee, of  which  I  am  a  member,  cleared 
the  all-powerful  Rules  Committee,  and 
then  passed  the  House  on  July  30.  The 
bill  has  been  bottled  up  in  the  Senate. 

Third.  Obtained  approval  for  the  es- 
tablishment of  new  post  offices  in  the 
First  Congressional  Ehstrict,  as  well  as 
the  installation  of  city  delivery  and  the 
establishment  of  new  R.  F.  D.  routes  in 
many  towns  and  villages.  This  repre- 
sents the  first  such  effective  changes  in 
10  years. 

Fourth.  Sponsored  what  became 
known  as  the  Wainwright  bill  (H.  R. 
8647).  It  passed  the  House  on  June  7, 
1954,  and  the  Senate  on  August  16.  1954. 
This  measure  stopped  seizure  of  small 
craft  by  Customs  when  boat  owners  add 
safety  features  to  their  vessels  at  Coast 
Guard's  request.  This  bill  is  part  of  a 
complete  revision  of  all  Coast  Guard 
regulations  to  provide  greater  safety  at 
sea. 

Fifth.  Obtained  first  class  status  for 
the  Suffolk  County  Air  Base  at  West- 
hampton,  including  a  permanent  hous- 
ing program  which  paised  the  House  on 
July  29,  1954. 

Sixth.  Reduced  danger  and  firing 
hazard  at  Montauk  Point  from  the 
United  States  Army  AA  battery  stetioned 
there.  Public  hearings  on  this  subject 
were  held  at  Montauk  in  the  winter  of 
1954. 

Seventh.  Reviewed  the  Government's 
choice  of  Calverton  as  an  airfield  site. 
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This  Investigation  perpetuated  a  change 
In  site  checking  methods  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense. 

Eighth.  Halted  runway  extension  con- 
struction at  MacArthur  Air  Field  in  the 
Lake  Ronkonkoma  area  based  on  the 
petition  of  local  residents.  Hearings  in- 
dicated there  would  be  no  substantial 
benefit  to  national  defense  by  this  ex- 
pensive construction  program. 

Ninth.  Succeeded  in  having  four  pri- 
vate immigration  bills  passed  by  both 
Houses  of  Congress  and  signed  by  the 
President  in  behalf  of  Mrs.  Nathalie  nii- 
ine,  of  Halesite;  Miss  Dorothy  Sonya 
Goldschmidt,  of  East  Northport;  Theo- 
dora Sammartino.  adopted  daughter  of 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Vincent  Sammartino.  of 
Islip;  Alexander  Petsche,  the  husband  of 
Mrs.  Frieda  Petache  of  Northport.  The 
passage  of  these  four  bills  nu^es  it  pos- 
sible for  these  fine  families,  heretofore 
separated  because  of  a  technicality  in  the 
immigration  laws  to  be  reunited  in  these 
United  States. 

Tenth.  Obtained  special  funds  for 
Golden  Nematode  research.  Interceded 
continually  with  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
so  that  potato  farmers  would  be  taken 
out  of  competition  with  subsidized  farm- 
ers of  the  South  and  West  using  diverted 
acreage.  Stopped  Cuban  embargo  on 
Long  Island  potatoes. 

Eleventh.  Have  been  successful  in  ob- 
taining visas  for  admission  to  the  United 
States  and  in  expediting  issuance  of  pass- 
ports for  over  380  people. 

Twelfth.  Obtained  10  appointments 
to  United  States  Military  Academy,  and 
the  United  States  Naval  Academy.  This 
Is  the  greatest  number  in  the  history  of 
the  First  Congressional  District. 

Thirteenth.  Made  weekly  reports  to 
the  people  by  radio  and  through  the 
press.  Many  leaders  in  Oovernment  have 
been  guests  on  my  radio  program.  Mem- 
bers of  the  Cabinet  and  executive  branch 
will  write  a  number  of  my  weekly  articles 
in  the  months  ahead. 

Fourteenth.  Obtained,  by  intercession 
with  the  Secretary  of  Interior  and  in  con- 
junction with  the  New  York  State  Con- 
servation Commissioner,  a  separate  wild- 
fowl shooting  season  for  Long  Island. 
Local  h\inters  have  been  striving  for  a 
Long  Island  season  ever  since  the  event 
of  hunting  laws. 

Fifteenth.  Insisted  on  special  safety 
precautions  for  the  Plum  Island  Animal 
Research  Laboratory ;  conducted  a  safety 
inspection  with  the  former  Surgeon  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States  Army  and  other 
qualified  officials. 

Sixteenth.  Presented,  with  Congress- 
man Martin  Dies,  of  Texas,  and  Con- 
gressman Charles  Kersten,  of  Wiscon- 
sin, an  anti-Communist  information 
series. 

Seventeenth.  Made  2  overseas  mis- 
sions for  our  Government;  1  to  the 
Orient  in  1953,  and  another  as  a  con- 
gressional representative  at  the  inau- 
guration of  the  Governor  of  the  Virgin 
Islands. 

Eighteenth.  Presented  to  the  Suffolk 
County  Board  of  Supervisors  a  histor- 
ical American  flag  that  flew  from  the 
dome  of  the  Capitol  on  the  day  of  the 
inaugm-ation  of  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower 
.41S  President  of  the  United  States. 


Nineteenth.  Sponsored  a  district-wide 
Americanism  essay  contest,  offering  as 
a  prize  a  parchment  copy  of  the  new 
oath  of  allegiance,  personally  signed  by 
President  Eisenhower. 

Twentieth.  Met  with  the  President  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Prime  Min- 
ister of  Great  Britain,  Sir  Winston 
Churchill,  at  the  White  House  on  Friday. 
June  25,  1954. 

Twenty-first.  Polled,  at  my  own  ex- 
pense, the  voters  of  the  First  District  in 
order  to  obtainjiheir  views  on  the  great 
issues  of  the  day.  Only  by  report  such 
as  this,  of  administration  and  individual 
action,  may  the  people  exercise  intelli- 
gently their  precious  vote. 

Twenty-second.  Worked  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  Suffolk  and  Nassau  ofiBcials 
on  the  rehabilitation  program  for  the 
Long  Island  Railroad. 

My  office  in  Washington.  D.  C.  will 
remain  open,  in  competent  hands,  tor 
the  use  of  those  having  problems  in  the 
Capital.  Also.  I  shall  have  an  office  in 
Huntington  and  Wainscott.  Long  Island, 
where  I  can  be  reached  by  those  wi.<^h- 
ing  to  see  me  on  any  matter.  It  has  been 
a  pleasure  to  serve  you,  and  it  is  certain 
that  you  as  my  employer  are  entitled 
to  pass  judgment  on  these  activities. 


Penalties    for    Membership    in    the 
Commnnist  Party  i 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  HALE  BOGGS 

OF  LOUISIANA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday,  August  16,  1954        I 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  208 
Members  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives who  voted  on  yesterday  to  provide 
penalties  for  membership  in  the  Com- 
munist Party  recognized  that  the  time 
has  come  to  really  face  the  issue  of  this 
foreign  conspiracy  in  our  country. 

Every  intelligent  American  has  recog- 
nized for  many  years  that  a  Communist 
is  an  agent  for  a  foreign  power.  The 
Communist  Party  is  not  now  and  never 
has  been  a  political  organization. 

During  the  years  that  I  have  been  a 
member  of  this  body  I  have  consistently 
voted  against  the  Communists.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  vote  on  yesterday  is  tre- 
mendously significant  and  indicates  that 
the  American  people  have  decided  to 
strike  out  once  and  for  all  against  these 
agents  of  the  Kremlin. 

The  idea  that  our  vote  will  be  inef- 
fectual and  drive  the  party  underground 
is,  of  course,  ridiculous.  It  is  simply 
saying  that  you  cannot  do  anything 
about  a  conspiracy  in  your  midst.  I 
Icnow  that  we  can.  This  bill  will  be  ef- 
fective. 

I  believe  that  the  14  criteria  included 
in  the  Senate  amendment  are  adequate 
and  will  cover  any  type  of  subterfuge 
that  the  Communist  Party  might  resort 
to. 

I  hope  that  this  bill  is  enacted  into  law 
and  that  it  is  signed  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 


It  is  very  significant  indeed  that  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  voted  85-0 
on  this  measure  and  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives voted  208-100.  which  well 
reflects  the  sentiment  of  all  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States. 


World's  Most  Modem  Bect-Sagar  Plant 
Opens — Hon.  Harold  C.  Htfcn,  of 
Minnesota,  Urges  More  Sugar-Beet 
Acreage,  New  Sogar-Processinc  Plants 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  HAROLD  C.  HAGEN 

OF   MINNESOTA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday.  August  16. 1954 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  $10  million  up-to-the-minute 
modern  supar-beet  plant  has  been  ojiened 
at  Crookston,  Polk  County,  Minn.,  my 
home  city. 

It  was  my  privilege  to  participate  in 
the  dedication  exercises  of  this  sugar 
factory,  which  means  so  much  to  the  Red 
River  Valley  of  the  North. 

The  plant  was  built  by  the  American 
Crystal  Sugar  Co..  which  also  has  fine 
sugar-proces.sing  plants  at  East  Grand 
Forks  and  Moorhead.  also  in  the  Red 
River  Valley,  and  in  the  Ninth  Minne- 
sota Congressional  District. 

This  new  Crookston  plant  will  pro- 
duce 100  million  pounds  of  sugar  a  year. 
will  employ  about  400  people,  with  an  an- 
nual payroll  of  $800,000.  This  means  a 
great  deal,  not  only  to  the  many  farmers 
who  raise  sugar  beets,  but  also  means 
employment  for  these  400  people  in  the 
late  fall  and  winter  months,  when,  ordi- 
narily, jobs  are  scarce.  This  payroll  and 
the  approximately  $4  million  that  will 
go  to  the  sugar-beet  farmers  also  means 
much  to  every  business  and  professional 
man  in  the  upper  Red  River  Valley,  be- 
cause this  is  cash,  which  can  be  and  will 
be  put  in  circulation  or  in  savings  by 
the  thousands  of  persons  affected  by  this 
wonderful  new  industrial  enterprise  in 
our  area. 

The  su.^ar  plants  at  Crookston,  Moor- 
head. East  Grand  Forks,  and  Chaska, 
Minn.,  all  owned  by  the  American  Crystal 
Sugar  Co.,  means  a  $3  million  payroll  to 
workers  in  these  4  areas  and  ajjproxi- 
mately  $17  million  per  year  in  beet  pay- 
ments to  the  farmers  of  our  State. 

Before  giving  details  of  this  wonderful 
dedication.  I  want  to  say  that  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  is  con- 
sidering a  proposal  to  cut  sugar-beet 
acreage  in  Minnesota  next  year  by  ap- 
proximately 5.000  to  7,000  acrea  This 
sounds  like  the  old  Democratic  policy. 

This  certainly  should  not  be  done  and 
is  a  wrong  policy.  I  shall  strongly  op- 
pose this  effort,  and  I  believe  we  wUl 
defeat  such  a  move. 

There  are  about  7.000  babies  per  day 
born  in  these  United  States.  Our  popu- 
lation is  growing  by  leaps  and  bounds. 
These  7.000  new  Americans  per  d$y.  plus 
the  other  thousands  who  come  in  from 
foreign  nations,  must  be  fed.  and  sugar 
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is  not  only  an  important  food  but  a 
vitally  necessar/  staff  of  life. 

ACKKACK    8HOUU>    BK    KAISZD 

Instead  of  planning  to  cut  the  sugar 
acreage  in  Minnesota  next  year,  the  Ag- 
riculture Depaitment  should  substan- 
tially raise  the  acreage  so  that  at  least 
seven  or  eight  thousand  more  acres  in 
the  Red  River  Valley  can  be  used  in  the 
production  of  sugar  beets. 

We  need  more  sugar-processing  plants 
in  the  Red  River  Valley,  and  I  believe 
that  important  places  where  these  may 
be  placed  woultl  be  Breckenridge,  Hal- 
stad,  Ada.  Oslo.  V/arren,  Hallock,  and 
other  places  in  the  Ninth  Congressional 
District.  Reseaxh  by  soil  scientists  has 
revealed  that  the  Red  River  Valley  soil 
comprises  one  of  the  two  important  parts 
of  these  United  States,  where  sugar  beets 
can  be  produced  at  less  cost  than  in  other 
parts  of  the  Nation.  The  other  economi- 
cal beet-produc;ng  area  is  in  the  State 
of  Washington,  some  2.000  miles  from 
the  Red  River  Valley,  and  offers  no  eco- 
nomic interference  with  our  activities  in 
the  Ninth  Congressional  District. 

If  the  voters  of  15  counties,  comprising 
the  Minnesota  Ninth  Congressional  Dis- 
trict, honor  me  on  November  2. 1954.  with 
my  seventh  election  as  their  Congress- 
man. I  pledge  to  the  farmers  of  this  area, 
to  the  workers  in  these  sugar  beet  fac- 
tories, and  to  the  thousands  of  business 
and  professional  persons  and  workers 
who  profit  from  these  activities,  that  I 
5hall  immediately  take  steps,  as  your 
Congressman,  to  show  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  that  thousands  more 
acres  should  be  allotted  in  northwestern 
Minnesota  to  sugar  heel  production. 

Those  of  you  who  are  famihar  with 
procedures  in  Congress  realize  that  a 
Congressman  wlio  would  have  7  terms, 
and  the  seniority  and  the  power  that 
goes  with  14  yeirs  of  service,  who  has 
made  many  friends  and  acquaintances 
in  official  Washington,  D.  C,  can  be  of 
tremendous  value  and  help,  far  more 
than  some  newr.omer  who  must  spend 
many  years  in  reaching  the  same  relative 
position  in  the  tlouse  of  Representatives 
that  I  now  have. 

It  must  be  kept  in  mind  that  the  Dem- 
ocrats for  a  century  have  traditionally 
favored  free  trade  and  low  tariffs.  The 
Democrats  also  passed  and  have  main- 
tained as  law  the  reciprocal  trade  treaty 
Ipw.  which  j)erraits  the  importation  of 
sugar,  farm  products  and  other  commod- 
ities into  these  United  States,  either  free 
of  any  duty  whutsoever,  or  with  a  tariff 
cut  by  at  least  50  percent. 

Those  of  you  who  live  near  the  Cana- 
dian border  know  about  the  bringing  in 
of  products  from  our  neighbor  to  the 
north.  But  possibly  you  do  not  realize 
that  sugar  procuced  in  the  Philippine 
Islands  or  Puerto  Rico,  or  Cuba,  is  pro- 
duced by  labor  which  draws  wages  of  less 
than  75  cents  pei  day  in  American  money 
and  in  the  Philifipines  the  wages  of  some 
of  these  workers  nms  about  30  cents  per 
day. 

I  am  proud  to  say  that  I  never  have 
voted  for  extension  of  the  present  recip- 
rocal trade  treaty  law.  because  I  feel  that 
American  produ'iers  should  receive  first 
consideration  from  their  Congressmen 
instead  of  the  cooUes  and  low-paid  work- 


ers of  other  lands.  And  my  viewpoint 
applies  not  only  to  sugar,  but  to  the  im- 
portation of  all  farm  products  and  indus- 
trial products  that  would  weaken  our 
American  way  of  life. 

FINK  DEDICATION  PHOCRAM 

The  dedication  program  of  this  new 
sugar  processing  plant  at  Crookston  was 
an  event  attended  not  only  by  thousands 
of  persons  from  the  Red  River  Valley, 
but  by  newspapermen,  radio  commenta- 
tors, and  television  operators.  The  wide 
pubhcity  given  to  this  splendidly  planned 
dMication  will  do  much  to  help  create  a 
market  for  Red  River  Valley  products 
and  especially  for  the  fine  sugar  pro- 
duced in  the  three  great  sugar  factories 
at  Crookston.  East  Grand  Forks,  and 
Moorhead.  There  were  some  splendid 
addresses  made  and  it  was  my  privilege 
to  be  on  the  platform  with  the  distin- 
guished speakers  and  guests  and  to  be 
introduced  to  the  thousands  who  in- 
spected this  plant  and  attended  these 
ceremonies. 

In  the  space  I  have  it  will  be  impossible 
to  report  to  you  all  of  the  fine  speeches 
that  were  made  at  the  Crookston  plant's 
dedication  programs.  However.  I  am 
going  to  offer  you.  in  part,  or  in  their  en- 
tirety, four  of  the  oustanding  addresses. 

John  M.  Budd.  president  of  the  Great 
Northern  Railroad,  reviewed  the  part 
that  James  J.  Hill  and  the  Great  North- 
ern had  in  helping  to  develop  the  Red 
River  Valley  from  a  wilderness,  just  one 
long  life  ago,  into  its  present  outstand- 
ing position  in  American  economy.  Mr. 
Budd  said: 

It  gives  me  much  pleasure  to  be  here  today 
and  on  behalf  or  the  Great  Northern  Railroad 
to  take  part  In  the  formal  opening  of  the 
new  CrookBton  plant  of  the  American  Crystal 
Sugar  Co.  This  Is  the  third  such  plant  to 
be  buUt  In  this  area,  and  the  second  one  to 
go  Into  production  since  World  War  II  ended. 

I  am  sure  you  people  of  Crookston  take  as 
much  pride  in  thU  plant  as  the  people  In 
Moorhead  and  EastiCrand  Forks  do  in  theirs. 
I  hope  that  you  iiave  all  enjoyed  as  I  did 
the  Inspection  of  this  magnificent  plant. 
Mr.  Summerton  doubtless  will  have  many 
volunteers  for  management  of  the  affairs  of 
the  American  Crystal  Sugar  Co.  in  Crookston. 
since  we  all  now  know  exactly  how  sugar  Is 
extracted  from  beets  and  made  ready  for 
marketing;  what  becomes  of  the  byproducts 
and  all  of  the  other  details  necessary  to  run 
the  plant. 

One  cannot  make  even  a  brief  trip  through 
the  new  refinery  without  realizing  that  here 
Is  an  investment  of  very  substantial  magni- 
tude, for  It  Is  obvious  that  millions  of  dollars 
have  been  spent  In  creating  this  modern, 
up  to  the  second,  magnificent  Installation. 
My  own  experience  assures  me  that  sums  of 
this  size  are  not  Idly  spent  on  expansion, 
but  only  after  very  thoughtful  study  and 
definite  proof  of  the  soundness  of  the  in- 
vestment. Planning  for  every  phase  of  the 
operation  must  be  incorporated  Into  the  fa- 
cilities, and  all  of  the  mistakes  that  went 
into  other  plants  must  be  eliminated  from 
this  one.  This  plant  Is  here  for  a  long,  long 
time,  and  must  remain  efficient  and  modern 
for  years  to  come. 

Prom  the  time  the  plans  for  the  construc- 
tion of  this  refinery  were  announced,  I  have 
speculated  on  the  reasons  why  the  American 
Crystal  Sugar  Co.  has  staked  so  much  of  Its 
future  in  the  Red  River  Valley.  Naturally 
the  soil  conditions  and  climate  mtist  be 
favorable  for  beet  culture. 

Bill  Eiuncan,  director  of  Great  Northern's 
agricultural  development  department,  tells 
me  the  Red  River  Valley  Is  one  of  the  two 


regions  In  the  United  States  in  which  sugar 
beets  can  be  grown  at  the  lowest  co«t.  The 
other  is  the  Columbia  Basin  in  the  State  of 
Washington.  However,  where  agriculture  In 
the  Columbia  Basin  U  dependent  on  irriga- 
tion, the  normal  rainfall  in  the  Red  River 
Valley  assiires  abundant  production. 

But  I  am  confident  that  this  was  not  the 
only  consideration  of  Mr.  Summerton  and 
his  associates  In  their  decision  to  build  thla 
new  plant  In  Crookston.  I  feel  sure  that 
another  decisive  aspect  la  the  human  fac- 
tor— the  character  of  the  people  in  the  val- 
ley. In  the  background  thought  of  those 
who  built  this  new  Industry  there  obviously 
was  great  consideration  of  the  quality  of  the 
valley's  men  and  women — their  Intelligence 
on  the  science  of  agriculture  and  proven 
ability  to  make  the  soil  produce  so  abun- 
dantly. These  great  human  qualities  wUl 
continue  to  Justify  the  faith  of  the  company 
in  the  years  ahead. 

Farming.  It  seems  to  me,  is  a  satisfying 
kind  of  Industry  because  of  the  continuing 
productivity  of  wealth  from  the  soil.  Your 
neighboring  State,  which  also  has  an  Im- 
portant agricultural  economy,  has  developed 
In  recent  years  an  oil  Industry  of  consider- 
able consequence  and  promise.  North  Da- 
kota also  has  a  lignite  development  in  sev- 
eral places,  and  Minnesota  has  an  iron-min- 
ing activity  second  to  none  In  the  Nation. 
Yet.  In  the  petroleum  and  mining  Industries 
there  are  definite  limits  to  the  supplies,  and 
once  oil  and  ore  are  taken  from  the  ground 
the  harvest  has  been  forever  concluded.  In 
farming  another  crop  always  is  ahead.  In 
farming,  value  keeps  flowing  from  the 
ground.  It  Is  true  that  timber  grows.  Is  cut. 
and  grows  again;  but  the  process  Is  slow  and 
tedious,  demanding  Infinite  patience — and 
you  can't  eat  wood.  Farm,  products,  on  the 
other  hand,  constitute  one  of  the  most  basic 
needs  of  man:  food.  Farm  cropb  also  pro- 
vide food  for  animals,  and  animals,  In  turn, 
provide  foor  for  humans. 

This  valley  has  been  producing  food  for 
at  least  75  years;  and  those  years  have  been 
dramatic  ones.  What  in  the  early  seventies 
was  little  more  than  raw  wilderness  now 
is  a  prosperous,  well -populated  region  of 
tremendous  economic  importance  to  our 
Nation.  In  the  wake  of  those  who  traversed 
the  valley  en  route  north  to  the  Selkirk 
colony  and  Pembina,  to  the  fur-trapping  and 
trading  posts  beyond  those  settlements,  came 
a  great  man  and  significant  changes  in  the 
order  of  things  In  this  pwirt  of  the  country. 

James  J.  Hill  went  to  St.  Paul  as  a  young 
man  In  1856.  and  settled  there  by  accident 
rather  than  by  choice.  His  Interest  In  trans- 
portation started  early  when  be  l>ecame 
agent  for  a  steamship  line  on  the  Missis- 
sippi River.  His  second  Interest  was  In  fuel, 
the  result  of  contract  to  supply  wood  to 
steamboats.  His  third  Interest,  farming, 
was  a  natural  heritage,  but  really  was  awak- 
ened In  him  when  he  saw  the  fertile  lands 
of  Minnesota,  particularly  In  the  Red  River 
Valley.  He  envisioned  the  tremendous  pos- 
sibilities of  the  productivity  of  Minnesota 
farmlands  combined  with  cheap  transpor- 
tation to  markets. 

Transportation  facilities  for  people  and 
^oods  were  crude  In  this  part  of  the  country 
at  that  time.  The  famed  Red  River  oxcart 
was  the  principal  means  of  overland  trans- 
portatlon  t>etween  St.  Paul  and  settlements 
to  the  north,  and  there  was  some  movement 
of  freight  and  travelers  by  river  craft. 

In  1862  a  railway  with  the  modest  name 
of  St.  Paul  &  Pacific  began  the  first  rail 
transportation  in  Minnesota  and  the  North- 
west. The  railway  extended  from  St.  Paul 
and  not  to  the  Pacific  but  to  Minneapolis,  a 
distance  of  10  miles. 

By  1878.  the  year  Mr.  Hill  and  three 
courageous  associates  acquired  the  St.  Paul 
&  Pacific,  the  rails  of  the  pioneer  railway  had 
moved  gradually  In  a  northwesterly  direc- 
tion. Crookston  became  a  station  on  the 
railway  in  1872,  when  the  line  was  extended 
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tram  BariMSTlIIe  to  Warren.  The  next  line 
ttuit  helped  make  Crookston  a  growing  com- 
munity was  built  in  1875.  It  ran  from 
CrookBton  to  Tlaher's  T landing  on  the  Red 
Zjake  River.  The  building  company  was  the 
Red  RlTer  Valley  Railroad,  owned  by  Mr. 
Hill  and  Norman  W.  Kittson,  who  were 
associated  In  steamboat  transportation  on 
the  Red  River.  This  10 14 -mile  line  between 
CrookBton  and  Fisher's  Landing  was,  in 
reality,  llr.  Hill's  first  railroad. 

TiM  trail  of  the  iron  horse  expanded 
rapidly  under  Mr.  Hill's  impetus  throughout 
this  region  aftn  he  and  his  associates  ac- 
quired the  St.  Paia  ft  Pacific  in  1878  and 
created  the  St.  Paul.  Minneapolis  &  Mani- 
toba Co.  The  Red  River  Valley  became 
laced  with  a  network  d  rails,  with  lines  on 
each  side  of  the  Red  River  extending  from 
Breckenrldge  to  the  Canadian  border.  Lines 
also  were  built  to  the  East  and  West,  and 
by  1896  the  Manitoba  had  completed  the 
basic  network,  of  which  Crookston  is  the 
hub. 

With  ah  outlet  to  markets,  the  Red  River 
Valley  was  soon  settled  by  people  from 
other  parts  of  the  country  and  from  Europe. 
Mr.  mil  encouraged  settlers  by  selling  at 
low  prices  lands  acquired  from  the  State  by 
grants.  He  was  steadfast  in  the  belief  that 
his  railroad  could  prosper  only  as  the  peo- 
ple along  It  prospered.  It  is  significant  that 
freight  rates  went  down  steadily  for  several 
years  after  Mr.  Hill  took  control. 

But,  Mr.  Hill  reasoned  that  settlement  of 
land  and  availability  of  railway  services  were 
not  enough.  He  supported  his  confidence  in 
the  fertility  of  Red  River  Valley  land  and  his 
faith  in  the  ambition  of  those  who  settled 
on  it  by  showing  farmers  how  to  improve 
their  methods.  He  preached  crop  diversifica- 
tion, imported  purebred  livestock,  created  an 
agricultural  development  department  for  his 
railway,  established  experimental  farms  of 
his  own  and  helped  to  Institute  schools  for 
the  teaching  of  agriculture. 

Among  the  many  living  evidences  of  Mr. 
Hill's  interest  in  a^culture  is  the  Northwest 
School  and  Experiment  Station.  In  the 
early  1890's  he  offered  the  State  a  plot  of 
land  near  Crookston  for  use  as  an  experimen- 
tal farm.  In  1895  Minnesota  Legislature 
created  2  of  these  farms,  one  at  the  Crooks- 
ton location.  The  Hill  gift  was  formally 
conveyed  to  the  State  a  year  later,  and  the 
Northwest  Experiment  Station  was  created. 

In  1908,  Just  8  years  before  his  death,  Mr. 
Hill  was  principal  speaker  at  the  dedication 
of  Stephens  Hall  at  the  Crookston  School  of 
Agriculture.    In  his  address  he  said: 

"I  need  hardly  say  to  you  how  much 
pleasTire  it  gives  me  to  s^e  evidences  of  prog- 
ress that  I  see  here  today.  •  •  •  These  450 
acres  upon  which  your  college  is  now  about 
to  be  opened,  lying  close  to  Crookston,  I  had 
reserved  for  another  purpose  •  •  •  but  I 
felt  that  it  would  be  of  greater  value  as  the 
starting  point  of  an  agricultural  farm  in  the 
Red  River  Valley.  •  •  •  Now  the  years  have 
rolled  by  and  many  changes  have  occurred." 

The  progress  of  agriculture  in  this  region 
in  the  46  years  since  Mr.  Hill  made  those 
observations  would  have  been  highly  pleas- 
ing to  him;  but,  I  feel  that  he  would  not  have 
been  surprised  had  he  lived  to  see  what  has 
been  accomplished  in  the  Red  River  Valley. 
Mr.  Hill  had  a  tremendous  vision  for  the 
future.  He  invested  great  confidence  in  the 
soundness  of  his  doctrine  for  better  agri- 
cultvire,  and  in  the  desire  of  farmers  to  bene- 
fit from  his  ideas.  It  is  noteworthy,  I  believe, 
that  Mr.  Hill's  faith  in  the  principle  of  crop 
rotation  not  only  is  generally  practiced  to- 
day, but  also  is  regarded  as  a  principal  con- 
tributor to  the  continuing  productivity  of 
Red  River  Valley  farmland. 

Those  who  have  succeeded  Mr.  Hill  in 
the  leadership  of  the  Great  Northern  have 
continued  his  principles  and  program  of  en- 
couragement of  and  assistance  to  the  man  on 
the  land. 


This  is  a  basic  policy  of  the  railway's 
management. 

Evidence  of  the  fruit  of  vision  Is  abundant 
everywhere  in  the  vast  Red  River  Valley,  and 
the  newest  manifestation  of  agricultural  and 
industrial  progress  is  this  modern  refinery 
for  the  processing  of  a  crop  so  suitable  to 
this  land — the  sugar  beet. 

The  dedication  of  this  new  plant  U-lngs 
into  perspective  conditions  governing  the 
production  of  beet  sugar.  I  am  aware  of  the 
fact  that  under  existing  laws  the  sugar  in- 
dustry is  a  controlled  economy,  and  that 
national  prices  normally  are  maintained 
somewhat  aix)ve  the  world  market  price 
structure.  When  the  Sugar  Act  formulli  was 
developed  allotments  were  made  to  beet  and 
cane  producers  on  a  national  basis.  Offthore 
quotas  were  established  In  relation  to  the 
production  capabilities  and  the  need  for  sup- 
plementing the  various  economies  affected. 

The  Great  Northern  is  entirely  sympathetic 
with  the  proposal  that  domestic  producers 
be  permitted  to  Increase  production  at  least 
in  direct  relation  to  Increases  in  this  ooun- 
try's  population.  This  position  we  take  not 
solely  for  the  Interest  we  might  have  lo  the 
production  ol"  more  sugar  in  our  territory. 
Our  interest  is  far  broader  than  that. 

A  contracted  crop  strengthens  the  sta- 
bility of  a  community  because  many  eco- 
nomic benefits  accrue  to  an  area  in  wliich 
sugar  beets  are  grown  and  processed.  But 
even  more  Important  to  an  agricultural  com- 
munity and  to  a  railway  interested  la  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  it  serves  is  the  im- 
provement In  farming  methods — better  u.se 
of  soil  capabilities  w^ith  Improved  yields  and 
equ&lity  in  all  production,  made  possible 
through  a  sugar-beet  program. 

The  great  Northern  understandably  is 
pleased  to  share  with  Crookston  and  its  farm- 
ing community  in  welcoming  the  estaUU.sh- 
ment  of  the  third  American  Crystal  Sucar 
plant  In  the  Red  River  Valley.  This  piant 
is  a  new  fruit  of  vision  and  a  symbtl  of 
faith  in  tomorrow. 

MH.    SUMMERTON    SPEAKS 

Another  outstanding  address  was 
made  by  J.  A.  Summerton,  president  of 
the  American  Crystal  Sugar  Co.,  with 
headquarters  in  Denver,  Colo.  Mr.  Sum- 
merton has  had  36  years  of  service  with 
the  company,  starting  as  the  voucher 
Clerk  and  working  up  through  smaller 
positions  to  become  vice  president  and 
in  1952  president  of  the  company. 

This  is  what  he  had  to  say  at  the  dedi- 
cation: 

This  is  a  memorable  day  for  all  of  us. 
For  the  many  who  have  spent  ccuatless 
hours  in  the  planning  and  construction  of 
this,  the  company's  10th  plant,  it  marks  a 
day  of  accomplishment.  The  fulflUmelit  of 
a  vision — a  dream  come  true.  The  griefs 
and  disappointments  that  are  encountered  in 
an  undertaking  such  as  this  are  now  forgot- 
ten. Instead,  there  Is  the  pride  of  achieve- 
ment— the  satisfaction  that  comes  from  a 
task  well  done. 

Yet  as  this  day  marks  the  end  of  one  pe- 
riod, it  more  dramatically  marks  the  begin- 
ning of  another.  The  beginning  of  a  period 
which  will  contribute  materially  to  the  hap- 
piness and  prosperity  of  a  far  greater  number 
than  have  benefited  to  date.  The  beet 
growers,  the  local  merchants,  the  prcfes- 
sional  men,  and  the  plant  employees  wlio 
will  come  from  this  area,  all  will  benefit  for 
years  to  come  from  the  completion  of  this 
beet  sugar  plant  which  we  are  dedicating 
here  today. 

Speaking  on  behalf  of  our  company,  may 
I  say  that  we  are  happy  to  have  led  in  the 
development  of  the  beet  sugar  Industry  in 
the  Red  River  Valley.  Each  of  you  here 
honors  ua  with  your  presence.  I  wish  to 
personally  thank  Congressman  Hahold 
Hagem,   Senator   Thte,   and   other   notables. 


and  also  members  of  the  press,  radio,  and 
television  representatives  for  taking  time  to 
come  here  today.  Many  of  you  have  come 
long  distances  to  attend  the  dedication  and 
to  inspect  the  plant.  I  wish  to  express  our 
sincere  appreciation  for  the  interest  shown. 

Our  experience  in  its  construction  has 
been  most  pleasant.  The  many  oourteBlea 
and  the  cooperation  we  have  received  from 
the  good  people  here  in  Crookstoa  and  In 
the  surrounding  lu-ea  are  deeply  appreciated. 
We  hope  that  we  wUl  continue  to  merit  your 
goodwill. 

T»  Mayor  Thomforde,  may  I  say — we  are 
glad  to  be  located  here  near  your  progressive 
city,  and  to  have  a  part  In  the  futiure  growth 
of  this  community.  On  this  occasion  we 
wish  to  give  assurance  that  we  look  forward 
to  serving  and  to  becoming  an  active  partner 
in  the  growth  and  prosperity  of  the  area. 
We  trust  our  presence  will  be  welcomed  over 
the  many  years  -.hat  lie  ahead  of  us.  and 
that  tlie  hopes  we  all  share  here  today  will  be 
fulfilled  In  a  greater  futiu-e  for  the  Red  River 
Valley. 

SENATOR  THTE   GIVES   FINE  TAUC 

Senator  Ed  Thye,  of  Minnesota,  needs 
little  introduction  to  you  voters  of  the 
Ninth  Congre.ssional  District.  Himself 
a  farmer,  and  former  commissioner  of 
the  Minne.'-ota  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, he  long  has  fought  the  good  fight 
of  the  producers  and  the  Nation.  Sen- 
ator Thye  showed  in  his  splendid  ad- 
dress whpie  the  American  .system  of  pri- 
vate initiative  is  so  far  superior  to  com- 
munism, .sociali.sm.  or  Democratic  New 
Dealism  that  I  am  placing  his  talk  In 
the  Congressional  RECorD  so  all  Ameri- 
cans may  be  able  to  read  and  analyze  it: 

Senator  Thte's  Aooncss 

We  arc  gathered  to  welcome  an  Iftiportant 
addition  to  Mimusula's  facilities  for  process- 
In:;  farm  products.  We  are  gathered  to  con- 
Kr.itulate  yovi.  Mr  Summerton.  upon  Ameri- 
can Crystal  Sugar's  farseelne  plans  and  ycur 
completion  of  tliis  project.  And  to  con- 
gratulate you,  Mayor  Thomforde  aod  Judj^e 
Sylvester,  upon  your  city's  and  the  sur- 
rounding faim  community's  receiving  this 
addition  to  your  economic  stability. 

My  friend.  Conrressman  Harols  Hacfn, 
and  I.  as  representatives  of  the  State  of 
Minnesota,  are  proud  to  welcome  a  new 
source  of  Industrial  and  agricultural  wealth 
within  our  borders.  We  are,  all  of  Us.  happy 
to  see  additional  rrop  dollars  and  thie  payroll 
dollars  flowing  into  this  area  cf  Minnesota 
and  North  Dakota. 

But  when  we've  contrratulated  ourselves, 
as  Minne«:otans  and  Dakotans,  as  business- 
men and  farmers  and  workers,  let's  take  an- 
other look.  Is  there  something  else  here. 
too — something  with  far  wider  implications 
for  us  and  for  the  Nation? 

As  representatives  of  Minnesota,  but  also 
as  small  cogs  with  responsibility  for  our 
National  Government,  and  with  the  same 
concern  and  res{)on8lbility  for  our  welfare 
as  every  good  citizen  carries.  Congressman 
Harold  Hacen  and  I  say,  "Yes;  there  is  some- 
thing else  here  we  should  look  for,  and  note, 
and  pay  honor  to." 

We  should  here  honor  the  basic  principle 
of  American  Government  and  free  eoterprlse 
that  makes  it  possible  for  the  friendly,  profit- 
able cooperation  we  see  here  between  the 
men  who  raise  the  goods  and  the  men  who 
process  the  goods.  Here  we  have  a  close  look 
at  free  enterprise  at  work  in  logical  and 
harmonious  surroundings. 

This  is  decentralization  of  Industry  at  its 
best.  Processing  on  the  spot  where  the  crops 
are  grown— here  where  the  sugar  beet  fields 
extend  almost  to  the  doors  of  the  plant. 
This  Is  sound  business,  sound  agriculture, 
8oun<«   American  progress. 

And  on  this  spot  and  for  thla  occasion.  I 
think  we  should  pay  honor  here  to  the  two 
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parties  who  have  nade  this  enterprise  pos- 
sible: The  farmen  of  the  Red  River  Valley 
who  raise  the  sugtr  beets  and  the  company 
that  processes  their  beets,  the  American 
Crystal   Sugar  Co. 

Over  the  years  these  two  mutually  de- 
pendent groupe  ha\e  learned  to  live  with  and 
respect  each  other  Surely  not  completely 
without  friction,  but  In  a  remarkable  spirit 
of  good  will.  Thiy've  learned  that  baste 
business  lesson  and  human  lesson  that  no 
bargain  Is  truly  pre  fltable  unless  it's  proHt- 
able  for  both  sides.  They've  learned  to  work 
together — to  respect  each  other — to  make  the 
contribution  to  the  growth  and  life  of  our 
upper  Midwest  anj  indeed  of  the  entire 
country. 

Here — It  seems  to  Habolo  Hacen  and  me — 
Is  a  good  example  of  the  Golden  Rule  in 
practical  action.  Here  are  men  who  realize 
that  neither  can  gtt  along  as  well  without 
the  other — yet  neither  party  Is  taking  ad- 
vantage of  it.  They  are  interdependent — de- 
pendent upon  each  ether  for  their  prosperity. 

And  there  is  this  Important  thing  about 
interdependence — unless  we  fully  recognize 
It — cur  dependence,  one  upon  another — we 
III  America  are  goln?  to  have  trouble  keep. 
in;'  our  lndependen<e. 

Yes.  here  in  this  valley  of  the  Red  River 
Is  a  riving  and  successful  example  that  all 
America  can  well  note.  Interdependence 
l.rips  make  Independence. 

Let  us  look  for  a  moment  at  each  member 
c'  this  remarkable  li  terdependent  duo. 

F.rst.  the  beet  growers  who  are  so  well 
represented   here  toe  ay: 

All  honor,  we  say,  is  due  these  sturdy,  self- 
r-lMni  people  who  Inhabit  the  Red  River 
Valley.  They  are  bred  In  a  sturdy  Indlvld- 
u  lUsm— in  a  strength  to  match  their  rich 
valley's  vigorous  weather.  They've  stood  up 
under  dry  years,  under  devastating  floods. 
Ihey  are  smart  farmers,  good  citizens,  worthy 
cii'-cctors  of  their  own  destiny. 

We  see  more  opportunity  and  more  secu- 
rity opening  for  yot.  beet  growers  with  the 
f  ,.ening  of  the  gates  of  thla  factory.  1  know 
y^u  will  meet  thla  oppxjrtunlty  with  the  same 
composure  and  the  same  calm  good  Judgment 
as  you  have  met  trials  and  dlfflculties  In 
the  past. 

I  predict  that  some  day  you  folks  of  the 
r^d  River  Valley  who  are  gathered  here  will 
ri.d  that  you  or  sorae  of  your  children  wlU 
prow  into  an  Important  and  leading  part 
with  this  company  that  U  so  Intertwined  In 
your  lives  and  In  yoor  destinies.  I  welcome 
this  opportunity  fo-  you.  I  welcome  your 
capacity  and  your  ingenuity  which  also  has 
niade  It  possible. 

Yes;  honor  the  men  who  raise  the 
EU  :ar  beets. 

And  what  about  t'le  processors?  The  men 
who  change  the  raw  beets  Into  a  white  crys- 
tal stream  of  sweetness  that  fiows  to  all 
America — that  brightens  our  breakfast  table, 
that  sweetens  our  drinks,  that  pampers  our 
sweet  tooth? 

Yes;  let's  take  a  long  look  at  this  fellow — 
the  processor.  Where  does  he  fit  into  our 
economy? 

Well,  let's  start  with  this  figure.  I  looked 
1*  up — and  It  surprlied  me — and  maybe  It'll 
.•=uri3rlse  you,  too.  Who  eats  up  our  farm 
crops— where  do  the?  go?  Well,  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  figures  tell  me  that 
three-fourths  of  all  our  farm  crops  are  eaten 
up  by  processors — creative  processors,  if  you 
will — who  take  thece  products  and  process 
them  In  some  way,  change  their  form,  make 
them  ready  for  htiman  consumption.  Only 
one-fourth  of  our  larm  crops  are  actually 
eaten  by  animals  en  the  farm  or  by  the 
farmers  themselves.  That's  an  amazing  fig- 
ure. Isn't  It? 

Down  around  Northfield  where  I  live,  we 
raise  a  lot  of  corn  and  soybeans.  Of  course 
we  knor  most  of  our  corn  is  fed  to  live- 
stock. But  at  the  same  time  I  note  that 
each  year  on  the  average  600  million  bushels 
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of  com  go  to  processors  who  make  every- 
thing from  paste  and  corn  meal  to  alcohol, 
leed,  and  desserts. 

Soybeans,  as  you  know,  are  practically  all 
handled  by  processors  before  they  can  be- 
come of  use  to  mankind.  In  the  bands  of 
the  processor  they  become  cooking  oil.  plas- 
tics, paanU,  feed  ingredients  and  50  other 
i^seful  items. 

Everywhere  you  city  folks  go — In  every 
store — you  see  processed  farm  products — In 
the  grocery  store,  in  the  hardware,  in  the 
clothing  store.  First  somebcxly  had  to  raise 
the  farm  prcxlucts.  Then  somebody  had  to 
provide  the  scientific  research,  the  know- 
how,  the  factory  (like  this  building),  the 
warehouse  and  the  money  to  process  those 
larm  products  into  forms  usable  for  our  civi- 
lization. 

The  processor — and  fortunately  more  and 
more  often  he  Is  becoming  a  creative  proc- 
essor— has.  to  my  mind,  two  functions: 

1.  He  creates  new  markets  lor  more  and 
more  farm  products. 

2.  He  creates  new  products  to  make  our 
'arm  life  l)etter  and  more  profitable  than  be- 
fore. 

As  an  example  of  the  first  kind  of  crea- 
tive processing,  take  this  whole  sugar  beet 
Industry.  The  first  struggling  sugar  beet 
processors  fought  with  planting  and  grow- 
ing problems,  processing  problems,  public 
Indifference  •  •  •  to  create  a  new  product 
from  a  farm  product.  But  In  finally  suc- 
ceeding, they  created  a  new  market  for  farm 
products — sugar  beets  now  the  key  crop  on 
tens  of  thousands  of  acres  of  Red  River  Val- 
ley land  alone. 

We  have  to  go  no  further  for  an  example 
of  the  second  kind  of  creative  processing — 
the  processing  that  creates  new  products  to 
make  our  larm  life  better.  Through  the 
work  of  Dr.  Hass  and  his  Sugar  Research 
Foundation  (and  many  of  the  individual 
companies),  the  residue,  the  sugar  beet  pulp 
from  the  refining  process,  has  been  made 
into  a  nourishing  low-cost  animal  feed  In- 
gredient that  has  improved  and  lowered  the 
cost  of  feeding  beef  and  pork. 

We  Ye  seeing  here  today  with  our  own  eyes 
what  it  means  to  be  a  processor,  what  it 
meaiu  In  plant  and  machinery,  what  It 
means  in  the  ingenuity  of  plant  and  engi- 
neering design,  what  it  means  in  invest- 
ment In  refined  product  that  must  be  stored 
unsold  for  as  long  as  9  months. 

Mr.  Summerton.  your  company  I5  to  be 
congratulated  on  the  ways.  It  has  accepted 
Its  responsibility  as  a  processor — a  creative 
processor,  may  I  say — of  farm  produets.  And 
further,  you  are  to  be  congratulated  upon  the 
way  you  have  accepted  the  responsibility  In 
dealing  with  those  equal  partners  of  yours — 
the  men  whose  effort  and  toll  raises  the  sugar 
beets  upon  which  your  plants  depend. 

And  BO  we  do  honor  to  both  of  you  here 
today:  the  men  who  raise  the  beets  and 
the  men  who  process  them. 

This  blending  of  Interests  and  effort  is  a 
wonderful  example. 

Certainly  one  of  my  guiding  principles  and 
what  should  be  the  guiding  principles  of 
truly  American  administration  should  be  to 
see  that  the  conditions  under  which  this 
fine  working  partnership  can  exist  are  never 
destroyed.  Rather  they  should  be  strength- 
ened and  encouraged  that  free  men  working 
together  can  make  this  sort  of  a  dream  of 
steel  and  bricks  and  concrete  come  true. 

They  tell  me  that  In  Russia  It  takes  two 
farm  families  working  full  time  to  provide 
their  food  plus  the  food  and  other  farm 
products  for  one  family  living  off  the  farm. 
In  America.  1  farm  family  provides  enough 
for  more  than  5  families  living  off  the  farm. 

What's  the  difference?  Better  mechaniza- 
tion, yes.  certainly.  Better  farming  meth- 
ods— surely.  But  beyond  all  these  and  stand- 
ing with  them  is  the  peculiarly  American 
relationship  of  the  man  who  raises  the  crops 
and  the  man  who  processes  them.    The  man 


who  processes  the  crops  must  pay  a  fair 
price  for  them  or  the  farmer  will  not  ralae 
them — not  over  a  series  of  years.  The  man 
who  processes  the  crop  must  process  It 
attractively,  effectively,  and  at  a  low  enough 
cost  that  It  can  be  resold  in  the  markets 
of  the  city  and  in  the  markets  of  the  world. 
Otherwise  he  ceases  to  be  in  business.  The 
tremendous  appetite  of  Americans'  agricul- 
tural  processing  plants  like  this  sugar  re- 
finery Is  a  more  powerful  prop  under  farm 
prices  than  any  the  Government  can  de- 
vise by  Itself.  That  appetite  that  eats  up 
three-fourths  of  our  farm-produced  items 
is  something  we  must  nourish  and  encour- 
age in  every  way  we  can. 

I  am  glad  to  note  that  there  are  repre- 
sentatives of  the  press,  radio,  and  television 
here  today  not  only  from  the  immediate 
area,  but  from  all  of  the  upper  Midwest. 
Because  this  Is  not  Just  a  lexaU  thing  that 
affecU  only  Crookston  or  only  Polk  County, 
And  I  am  glad  also  to  see  on  the  platform 
here  Representative  Harold  Hacen.  your  «ni^ 
and  able  Congressman. 

It  Is  Important,  too,  in  Grand  Forks  ahd 
Fargo,  in  St.  Cloud,  and  Northfield.  and  In 
Twin  Cities — Important  for  all  the  upper 
Midwest. 

The  dollars  for  cash  crops — the  dollars  for 
payrolls — multiply  themselves  many  times  as 
they  pass  from  hand  to  hand.  Each  dollar 
becomes  «10  or  920  in  total  business  as  it 
moves  along. 

Mr.  Budd  will  tell  you.  His  railroad  knows. 
They  like  the  direct  traffic  that  comes  from 
a  plant  like  this.  But  they  also  know  that 
the  payroll  dollars  and  the  crop  dollars  mean 
more  total  business  for  the  community,  and 
Indirectly,  but  Just  as  surely  more  total 
gocxls  to  be  hauled  by  a  railroad. 

Take  a  simple  example:  Beet  farmer  Eng- 
berg  buys  a  tractor  for  his  farm.  The  tractor 
had  to  be  hauled  in  by  railroad.  Part  of  the 
dollars  that  pay  for  the  tractor  pay  for  the 
hauling.  Part  of  those  hauling  dollars  go 
into  the  wages  of  switchman  Peterson  at 
Great  Northern's  division  point  at  Grand 
Forks.  Peterson  buys  bread  for  his  family. 
The  baker  profits,  and  also  buys  flour  from 
one  of  our  great  Twin  City  mills,  who  pay 
salaries  and  buy  wheat,  and  so  it  goes,  on 
and  on,  even  throughout  the  Nation.  The 
single  dollar  paid  for  raising  sugar  beets  has 
been  multiplied  many  times  in  the  business 
volume  of  our  State. 

Now,  I'm  not  starting  a  one-man  crusade 
to  have  us  buy  only  products  made  in  Min- 
nesota. We  are  far  too  interdependent  with 
our  sister  States  to  do  that.  I'm  not  even 
making  a  slogan  out  of  "buy  Minnesota."  or 
"buy  upper  Midwest."    But  I  do  feel  this: 

These  people — the  growers,  and  the  work- 
ers, and  the  company — have  a  right  to  say  to 
their  fellow  Minnesotans  and  Dakotans,  from 
the  Red  River  VaUey  to  the  Twm  Cities,  and 
south  to  the  very  borders  of  the  State — they 
have  a  right  to  say: 

"Don't  forget  where  the  Crystal  sugar  origi- 
nates. Don't  forget  some  of  the  dollars  ar« 
flowing  back  to  your  pocket  too — however  in- 
directly. Let's  encourage  more  closely  knit 
farming  and  processing  in  Minnesota.  Let's 
give  our  Mlnnesota-grown-and-processed 
sugar  a  break." 

To  you  people  of  the  upper  Midwest,  soma 
of  your  sweetest  things  in  life  are  going  to 
be  coming  from  this  plant — in  your  Jelly, 
cakes,  candy,  in  your  soda  pop.  coffee,  break- 
fast. The  effect  upon  our  economy  can  be 
Just  as  sweet,  if  a  little  less  noticeable. 

I  am  glad  to  be  with  you  today.  It  was  a 
pleasiu-e  and  a  privilege  to  talk  to  you. 
Gexxlby  to  you  all. 

THnU)  DEDICATION  SPXBCH 

A  very  interesting  personage  at  this 
dedication  was  Mr.  H.  E.  ZItkowski.  gen- 
eral consultant  for  the  American  Cirstal 
Sugar  Co.,  at  Denver,  Colo.  He  is  called 
the  dean  of  the  sugar  industry  because 
he  entered  it  60  years  ago  at  Norfolk, 
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Nebr.,  and  he  has  had  the  unusual  priv- 
ilege of  attending  the  dedication  of  the 
three  plants  in  the  Red  River  Valley  at 
Crookston.  East  Grand  Forks,  and  Moor- 
head.  He  served  the  company  from 
waterboy,  chief  chemist,  general  super- 
intendent, vice  pre^dent.  then  general 
manager.  Virtually  everybody  in  the 
sugar  industry  knows  this  great  figure, 
and  this  was  his  statement  at  the  dedi- 
cation: 

TtilB  la  the  third  time  I  have  had  the  oppor- 
tunity and  the  pleeaure  to  meet  with  you 
good  people  of  the  Red  River  Valley  on  an 
occasion  of  thla  nature.  In  1926  when  the 
pi<meer  sugar-beet  processing  plant  in  the 
Red  River  Valley  was  placed  Into  operation; 
•gain  In  IMS  when  the  Moorhead,  Minn., 
plant  was  dedicated;  and  now  this  plant  at 
Crookston.  It  also  gives  me  great  pleasure 
to  note  that  quite  a  number  of  perlons  are 
in  the  audience  who  were  present  on  the 
two  former  occasions. 

Thirty  years  ago  last  month,  I  first  scouted 
the  Red  River  Valley  as  to  its  potential  sugar- 
beet  growing  possibilities  for  my  company, 
then  known  as  the  American  Beet  Sugar  Co. 
Z  was  favorably  Impressed  and  so  reported  to 
my  company.  In  my  report  I  recdmmended 
that  steps  be  taken  to  acquire  the  Northern 
Sugar  Corp.iB  plant  at  Mason  City,  Iowa,  and 
the  Minnesota  Sugar  Co.'s  plant  at  .Chaska, 
Minn.  Both  of  these  companies  had  trial 
plantings  of  sugar  beets  in  the  valley  which 
trial  plantings  were  quite  encouraging.  I 
also  recommended  that  steps  be  taken  to 
build  a  sugar  beet  processing  plant  in  the 
Red  River  VaUey  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment.  Such  a  plant  was  placed  into 
operation  in  1926  at  East  Grand  Forks,  Minn. 
We  then  envisioned  that  additional  sugar- 
beet  processing  plants  would  be  established 
In  the  Red  River  Valley  in  the  not  too  dis- 
tant future.  However,  we  had  to  learn 
many  things  and  adjust  oiu-selves  to  a  new 
set  of  agricultural  and  climatic  conditions  to 
produce  sugar  beets  in  this  northern  area. 
It  was  not  iintU  the  early  1930's  that  sugar 
beets  were  produced  In  quantities  to  give  the 
East  Grand  Forks  plant  capacity  operatisns. 
Then,  as  many  of  you  wUl  recall,  the  drought 
conditions  of  the  1930's  dealt  a  severe  blow 
to  the  Middle  West  including  this  valley  and 
seriously  reduced  sugar  beet  production. 
These  drought  conditions  were  broken  by 
1939  and  1940,  but  the  outbreak  of  World 
War  n  In  1939  in  which  this  country  also 
became  involved,  prohibited  construction  of 
new  processing  plants  in  order  to  fulfill  the 
war  demands. 

Inunedlately  after  the  cessation  of  hoe- 
tUlties,  plans  were  designed  and  authoriza- 
tion was  obtained  from  the  directing  heads 
of  the  by  then  American  Crystal  Sugar  Co. 
to  proceed  with  the  construction  of  a  second 
sugar  beet  processing  plant.  And  now  we 
are  about  to  add  another  link  In  the  chain 
of  prosperity  in  the  Red  River  VaUey  here  at 
Crookston.  Much  thought,  toll,  and  sweat 
has  gone  into  the  project  and  I  want  to  com- 
mend the  efforts  and  assistance  given  to  this 
project  by  the  engineering  and  pxirchasing 
departments  of  our  company,  the  general 
contractOTs,  and  the  various  subcontractors; 
our  own  local  construction  people  and  the 
many  craft  workers  who  nuule  this  the  new- 
est and  most  modern  plant  of  its  kind  a 
possibility. 

To  one  who  has  been  associated  with  the 
beet  sugar  Industry  of  this  country  these 
many  years,  and  who  can  weU  recall  the 
cost  of  construction  of  sugar  beet  processing 
plants  SO  or  40  years  ago,  this  plant  cost  an 
unconscionable  stun  of  money.  It  has  taken 
A  lot  of  courage  and  confidence  in  the  future 
of  our  country  and  of  the  Red  River  Valley 
for  the  board  of  the  American  Crystal  Sugar 
Co.  to  authorize  so  huge  an  Investment;  but 
we  believe  such  confidence  will  prove  to  have 


been  Justified.  You  have  seen,  or  will  see, 
the  masnitude  of  this  plant.  Unfortuaately. 
it  is  not  in  operation,  but  an  invitation  is 
extended  tci  you  to  view  this  plant  when  in 
operation  sifter  it  has  passed  through  its 
initial  shakedown  period — say  after  October 
IS. 

In  closing,  let  me  repeat  the  statem*nt  by 
Mr.  Benson,  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  on 
April  1,  1954,  at  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.:  •The 
sugar  program  has  operated  successfully  In 
the  past.  We  would  maintain  It  on  tht  same 
basis.  Here  in  the  Red  River  Valley,  you 
have  built  a  thriving  sugar-beet  industry. 
I  am  confident  that  it  will  continue  to 
prosper." 

To  you,  Elmer  l.indquist,  as  superltttend- 
ent  of  the  Crookston  plant,  I  turn  over  the 
golden  key  of  this  new  plant  and  mSy  the 
results  be  likewise.  And  now  the  Crookston 
sugar  beet  processing  plant  is  dedicated  to 
the  welfare  and  prosperity  of  the  Red  River 
Valley,  the  State,  and  the  Nation. 

I  feel  it  my  duty  to  repeat  that  if  I  am 
returned  to  Congress  on  November  2, 
that  my  first  order  of  business* will  be 
to  show  the  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture  that  there  should  be  a 
greatly  increased  acreage  for  sugar  beets 
in  the  Red  River  Valley.  As  I  said  be- 
fore, the  experts  have  proven  that  beets 
could  be  raised  at  a  lower  cost  on  the 
wonderful  soil  of  our  area  than  in  any 
other  part  of  the  Nation  except  one  area 
in  the  State  of  Washington  on  the 
Pacific  coast,  which  is  about  equal  to 
ours. 

The  Red  River  Valley  farmers  want 
more  acreage.  The  workers  tn  these 
villages  and  cities  want  more  job6  and 
the  business  and  professional  persons  in 
the  Red  River  Valley  want  to  see  this 
extra  money  in  circulation.  To  all  of 
you,  I  pledge  my  full  efforts  toward  build- 
ing the  sugar-beet  industry  and  sugar- 
beet  production  in  the  Ninth  Congres- 
sional District  of  Minnesota. 


The  Upper  G>lorado  River  Storai^e  and 
Development  Project      i 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKa 
oy 

HON.  WAYNE  N.  ASPINALL 

OF  COLCRAEO 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday.  August  16.  1954     I 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the 
2d  session  of  the  83d  Congress  draws  to  a 
close,  I  must  confess  that  at  times  during 
the  session  I  have  been  somewhat  irri- 
tated and  angered  by  the  activities  of 
some  of  my  colleagues,  especially  those 
from  the  southern  part  of  the  great  State 
of  California.  It  has  been  impossible  to 
thumb  through  the  Congressional  Rec- 
ord during  these  last  months  without 
finding  some  article  which  is  unjustly 
critical  of  the  upper  Colorado  River 
storage  and  development  project,  espe- 
cially as  to  the  Echo  Park  Dam  unit 
which,  after  all.  is  but  one  related  single 
entity  of  the  overall  development  pro- 
gram. A  great  number  of  these  inser- 
tions have  been  without  foundation  or 
fact. 

For  over  a  quarter  of  a  century  I  not 
only  have  had  knowledge  of,  but  I  have 
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also  been  called  upon  to  take  part  In  the 
controversy  between  the  upi>er  basin  and 
the  lower  basin  over  the  waters  of  the 
Colorado  River.  At  this  time  I  would 
question  the  motives  of  the  vociferous 
Members  of  the  vanguard  operating  for 
the  well  oiled  and  carefully  prepared 
propaganda  barrage  of  the  lower  basin. 
I  hate  to  see  the  presently  proposed  nec- 
essary and  vital  program  of  the  upper 
basin  of  the  Colorado  River  kicked 
hither  and  yon  for  political  personal 
gain  by  ambitious  politicians.  Also,  I 
hate  to  see  this  well  developed  and  ra- 
tional program  undercut  and  destroyed 
by  the  union  of  forces  from  areas  which 
must  profit  because  of  its  failure. 

I  have  gone  from  day  to  day.  week  to 
week,  and  month  to  month  during  this 
session  without  attempting  to  make  an- 
swer to  this  floodtide  of  commentary  by 
lower-basin  representatives.  I  have  had 
neither  the  time  nor  the  resources  to  fur- 
nish to  my  colleagues  factual  informa- 
tion which  is  available  to  answer  these 
screaming  tirades  of  the  low  landers. 
I  have  no  trained  lobbyists,  no  well- 
heeled  specialized  groups  grinding  out 
propaganda  for  my  use.  I  must  rely  upon 
the  advice  of  able  men  of  my  own  State. 
most  of  whom  are  all  too  busy  with  nec- 
es.sary  personal  activities  other  than  the 
controversy  between  the  lower  and  upper 
basins  of  the  Colorado  River.  I  must  de- 
pend to  a  great  extent  upon  the  practical 
sugRestions  of  my  country  cousins,  who 
have  acquired  a  wealth  of  information 
about  the  Colorado  River  by  living  on 
and  with  it  for  many  years,  but  who 
also  are  limited  in  the  time  which  they 
can  give  to  the  solution  of  its  problems. 
I  must  also  put  credence  in  the  findings 
of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  which  has 
spent  years  of  study  on  the  problems  and 
questions  arising  out  of  the  controversy 
along  this  great  river.  If  and  when  the 
the  Bureau  representatives  and  those 
working  with  them  make  mistakes — and 
for  that  matter  all  men  and  groups  of 
men  do  sometimes  make  mistakes — then 
I  must  learn  of  such  mistakes  the  hard 
way.  for  I  have  no  battery  of  trained  en- 
gineers and  specialists  at  my  disposal. 
Nevertheless,  I  have  a  determination,  not 
only  to  find  out  the  facts  whicii  are  in- 
volved in  all  matters  pertaining  to  the 
upper  Colorado  River  storage  and  devel- 
opment program,  but  also  to  see  to  it.  as 
far  as  possible,  that  my  colleagues  in 
Congress  have  access  to  such  facts  in 
order  that  they,  themselves,  may  base 
their  final  decisions  upon  the  facts  and 
not  upon  prejudices  and  emotional  ap- 
peals. 

Water,  it  is  wisely  said,  in  the  West  as 
well  as  elsewhere,  is  the  life  blood  of  our 
very  existence.  It  is  especially  true  that 
it  may  not  be  wasted  in  the  West.  The 
volume  of  usable  water  determines  the 
limits  of  all  facets  of  civilization.  What 
happens  to  the  last  waterhole  deter- 
mines the  life  and  death  of  the  area  in- 
volved. This  is  a  most  serious  game  of 
life.  It  is  well  that  all  who  are  interested 
know  all  of  the  rules  and  all  of  the  facts 
surrounding  the  game. 

We  of  the  upper  Colorado  Basin  are 
painfully  aware  that  we  are  now  and  al- 
ways have  been  in  the  great  minority. 
We  have  no  great  metropolitan  areas. 
Neither  do  we  have  great  centers  of  in- 
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dustrialization.  Inequitable  and  unfair 
confiicts;  that  is,  the  overly  strong  an- 
tagonist against  the  less  strong,  are  not 
popular  in  this  country  of  ours.  The  de- 
serving underdoK  usually  can  dep)end 
upon  obtaining  public  sympathy  by  the 
very  need  of  his  case.  I  hope  that  this 
truism  will  hold  for  the  interests  of  the 
upper  basin  area  of  the  Colorado  River. 
If  it  does  not,  then  we  shall  have  seen 
the  mighty  crush  the  weak — a  situation 
contrary  to  American  tradition.  We 
shall  have  seen  superior  political  power 
used  to  squeeze  legitimate  benefits  from 
people  of  a  deserving  area  so  that  the 
greedy  can  hog  the  public  trough. 

It  is  time  for  honesty  and  clarity  to  be 
used  in  the  consideration  of  this  whole 
matter.  We  havi?  had  quite  enough  of 
bombast  and  braying.  The  whole  sub- 
ject has  been  most  thoroughly  and  quite 
fairly  studied  in  the  Committees  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  AfTairs  of  both  Houses. 
The  hearings  are  printed  and  available. 
The  reports  of  the  committees,  with  a 
minority  report  from  the  committee  of 
the  House,  which  approved  this  program 
are  available.  Truly  we  have  no  need  for 
the  daily  harangues  and  self-serving 
statements  which  are  being  placed  In  the 
Congressional  Rccord,  not  to  educate 
but  to  demonstrate — to  the  folks  back 
home  in  southern  California — how  this 
or  that  oflQce  seeker  is  slaying  the  dragon. 
Let  such  office  seekers  run  on  some  rec- 
ord of  factual  interest  to  their  own  dis- 
trict rather  than  of  emotional  interest 
engendered  because  of  its  past  relation- 
ship to  an  area  a  thousand  miles  away. 
There  is  no  disposition  on  the  part  of  any 
individual  or  group  of  individuals  in  the 
upper  Colorado  River  Basin  to  despoil  or 
lessen  the  rights  which  the  people  of  the 
lower  basin  have  in  the  Colorado  River. 
It  is  not  fair  that  these  self-seeking  po- 
litical ambitious  representatives  should 
endeavor  to  advance  politically  over  the 
imagined  dragons  of  the  upper  Colorado 
River  Basin  for,  in  fact,  there  are  no 
dragons,  only  a  people  in  hopeless  mi- 
nority— a  people,  however,  who  are  very 
much  aware  of  their  opposition  and  who 
are  determined,  if  it  is  at  all  possible,  not 
to  become  victims  of  a  program  of.  or  of 
a  group  of  people  having  imcontrolled 
selfishness  as  a  basic  claim  for  attention. 

I  feel  certain  that  the  real  Issues  which 
are  present  in  the  upper  Colorado  River 
storage  and  development  program  are 
not  clear  to  many  Members  of  the  House. 
May  I  state  further  that  it  is  my  opinion 
that  this  lack  of  clarity — this  confu- 
sion— is  a  part  of  the  program  of  those 
seeking  to  delay  or  destroy  the  ultimate 
potential  development  of  our  area. 
What  is  not  understood,  it  is  reasoned,  is 
more  easily  maligned  and  more  easily  de- 
feated. One  rational  insertion  in  the 
Congressional  Rxcord,  and  there  have 
been  a  few  among  the  barrage  of  emo- 
tional appeals,  was  placed  in  the  July 
15  daily  Record  at  page  A5128,  by  the 
Honorable  A.  L.  Miller,  of  Nebraska, 
the  present  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  Such 
insertion  is  aptly  entitled  "Echo  Park 
Dam:  Too  Much  Heat  and  Not  Enough 
Light."  If,  after  studying  such  inser- 
tions as  that  by  Dr.  Miller,  additional 
informative  material  is  desired  I  shall 
be  glad  to  try  and  supply  it.  On  the 
C 925 


other  hand,  if  one-sided  propaganda  is 
wished,  it  can  be  found  by  easy  reference 
to  the  insertions  made  by  the  opponents 
from  the  lower  river. 

Almost  a  third  of  a  century  ago  it  was 
decided  by  solemn  and  binding  compact 
among  the  States  of  the  Colorado  River 
Basin,  with  the  Federal  CJcvernment  in 
agreement  therewith,  that  an  equitable 
part  of  the  waters  of  the  Colorado  River 
are  to  be  used  in  the  upper  basin  of  the 
river — in  that  part  of  the  basin  where 
the  waters  arise.  The  waters  come  from 
the  snow-capped  mountains  and  forested 
slopes  of  the  upper  basin.  Ours  is  the 
area  of  origin,  a  principal  which  seems 
to  mean  so  much  to  the  people  of  the 
great  State  of  California  when  consid- 
ering the  use  of  waters  which  rise  and 
flow  entirely  within  the  confines  of  its 
own  borders.  However,  their  applica- 
tion or  friendliness  to  such  a  principal 
stops  at  their  own  State  lines.  They 
know  full  well  that  the  law  of  gravity  ap- 
plies to  flowing  water  more  readily  and 
more  effectively  than  to  any  other  ele- 
ment or  combination  of  elements.  They 
know  that  no  matter  what  means  are 
applied  in  keeping  the  water  from  use 
in  the  upper  basin — if  it  remains  unused, 
it  must  naturally  flow  down  to  the  lower 
basin  without  any  further  effort  on  their 
part  to  capture  it  or  possess  it. 

How  do  you  boil  down  so  great  and  in- 
volved a  controversy  into  "20  quick 
lines" — making  it  clear  so  that  those  who 
wish  can  understand  it?  Perhaps  such 
cannot  be  done,  but  here  at  least  is  a  try. 

The  headwaters  of  the  main  stems  of 
the  Colorado  River  are  mostly  in  the 
States  of  Wyoming  and  Colorado,  with 
far  the  greater  portion  being  in  Colo- 
rado. The  Continental  Divide  splits 
Colorado  almost  in  half,  the  Western 
part  being  the  area  where  the  Colorado 
River  and  most  of  its  tributaries  lie.  All 
in  all  this  one-half  of  the  State  con- 
tributes slightly  over  70  percent  of  the 
entire  flow  of  the  Colorado  River.  The 
balance  of  the  fiow:  that  is,  not  quite 
30  percent  comes  from  the  other  upper 
basin  States.  Wyoming,  Utah,  New  Mex- 
ico, and  Arizona.  Lower  down;  that  is, 
below  Lee  Perry,  the  water  evaporates 
far  faster  than  any  water  runs  in.  Cali- 
fornia and  Nevada  contribute  nothing 
in  the  form  of  water  to  this  river.  I 
make  only  slight  reference  about  the 
origin  of  the  hot  air  which  causes  the 
evaporation.  The  upper  basin  of  the 
Colorado  River  is  all  of  the  natural 
drainage  above  Lee  Ferry  wliich  is  lo- 
cated near  the  Arizona-Utah  border.  It 
includes  the  States  I  have  mentioned- 
The  lower  basin  includes  California,  Ne- 
vada, most  of  Arizona,  and  a  small  part 
of  Utah.  Recent  history  records  the  fact 
that  it  is  the  States  of  California.  Ne- 
vada and  Arizona  which  find  it  impos- 
sible to  agree  on  who  gets  what  from 
the  river.  This  is  true  even  though  the 
powerful  State  of  California,  in  its  ordi- 
nary legislative  procedure,  passed,  signed 
and  proclaimed  a  "self  limitation  stat- 
ute" on  how  she  is  to  use  her  share 
and  permit  others  to  use  their  share  as 
decided  among  themselves.  If  at  this 
time  you  are  of  the  opinion  that  this 
legal  status  should  be  binding  enough 
to  end  the  matter — and  most  assuredly 
it  should  be— please  just  continue  to  give 


to  me  your  attention.  There  is  more. 
Once  again.  I  call  to  your  mind  the  fact 
that  back  in  the  1920's  the  duly  author- 
ized representatives  of  all  of  the  States 
involved  got  together  in  Santa  F*,  N. 
Mex.,  and  in  their  sovereign  capacities 
divided  the  waters  of  the  Colorado  River. 
Without  going  into  the  carefully  worded 
language,  the  division  agreed  upon  at 
that  time  simply  means  that  on  the  basis 
of  what  was  thought  then  to  be  the  aver- 
age flow  of  water  In  the  Colorado  River, 
one-half  of  such  flow  was  to  go  to  the 
upper  basin  from  wliich  virtually  every 
drop  comes  and  the  other  one-half  to 
the  lower  basin,  meaning  mostly,  of 
course,  the  State  of  California  which  con- 
tributes only  a  matchless  thirst.  These 
divisions  were  to  be  made  subject  to  an 
expected  treaty  entitlement  to  the  United 
States  of  Mexico  the  total  amount  of 
which  was  to  be  determined  later.  Thla 
treaty  priority  on  the  river  has  since 
been  found  by  treaty  agreement  to  be 
1''2  milUon  acre-feet  per  year.  It  now 
appears  that  a  most  important  mistake 
was  made  at  Santa  Pe.  It  had  to  do 
with  the  amount  of  water  for  division — 
the  crux,  of  course,  of  the  whole  prob- 
lem. The  delegates  had  good  reason  to 
think  that  the  erratic  and  muddy  old 
lady  averaged  about  16  million  acre- 
feet  in  a  year.  This  thinking  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  figiires  which  were 
used;  again  roughly  speaking  7^2  mil- 
lion acre-feet  to  each  basin  per  aimum. 
However,  since  that  memorable  year  of 
1922,  the  muddy  and  erratic  old  river 
has  reneged.  The  river  has  been  averag- 
ing, as  nearly  as  can  be  determined, 
sUghtly  over  12  million  acre-feet  in  the 
average  year  since  the  date  of  the  com- 
pact. 

Primary  aritlimetic  indicates  that  this 
complicates  the  situation — a  division  of 
waters  which  are  not  in  existence.  Yet, 
never  once  has  anyone  in  the  ui^ier  ba- 
sin ever  suggested  directly  or  impliedly 
that  under  the  conditions  of  scarcity  the 
people  of  the  lower  basin  were  not  en- 
titled to  their  annual  priority  claim  on 
the  river.  Present  interbasin  consump-* 
tive  uses  in  the  upper  basin  amount  to 
somewhere  around  2  million  acre-feet. 
Present  transbasin  consumptive  \ises 
amount  to  440,000  acre-feet.  No  matter 
how  one  figures  or  how  long  he  sticks 
with  the  problem,  there  just  has  not  been 
sufficient  water  in  the  river  in  the  aver- 
age year  since  the  date  of  the  Santa  Fe 
compact  to  supply  the  upper  basin  enti- 
tlement under  such  compact  agreement 
if  the  upper-basin  States  were  in  posi- 
tion to  put  their  share  to  beneficial  use. 

The  sovereign  State  of  California  has 
received  more  benefits  from  Federal  ex- 
penditures for  reclamation  than  any 
other  State  in  the  reclamation  West. 
Many  of  her  projects  were  depression 
built  and  present  replacement  cost  would 
be  phenomenal.  Southern  California, 
including  her  great  shining  cities.  lives 
in  her  greatness  because  she  is  largely  • 
watered  by  the  Colorado  River.  The 
great  breadbasket  in  the  Imperial  Val- 
ley Is  almost  entirely  watered  by  the 
Colorado  River.  Farther  north,  her 
great  Central  Valley  is  watered  and 
blessed  by  the  huge  Central  VaUey  proj- 
ect. Only  the  State  of  Washington  with 
its  monoUthic  Grand  Coulee  project  can 
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compare  with  California  for  Federal  as- 
sistance received  while  growing  great 
and  mighty. 

Now  this  self -same  State,  awash  in  the 
ever-expanding  benefits  of  basic  water 
development,  has  the  temerity  and  the 
gall  to  rise  up  in  opposition  to  the  legiti- 
mate development  of  the  upper  basin. 
Thus  far.  she  has  her  sister  State  of  Ari- 
zona Ued  up  in  the  Federal  courts  and 
has  petitioned  the  court  to  blanket  all 
of  the  other  Colorado  Basin  States  into 
her  linen-washing  expedition.  She  con- 
tinues her  "half-century-old"  death- 
dealing  tactics  to  put  the  heat  on  Colo- 
rado and  Wyoming  and  Utah  and  New 
Mexico — ^up  the  river  where  the  water 
rises.  I  am  not  siu-e  but  that  perhaps  it 
is  this  California-generated  heat  which 
has  brought  to  us  in  1954  the  driest  year 
that  we  have  had  since  1934-r-perhaps 
even  dryer  than  heretofore.  The  old 
munificent  division  of  15  million  acre- 
feet,  plus  Mexico,  rings  just  ever  so 
slightly  hollow  this  year  because  the 
mighty  Colorado  will  trickle  down  to  Lee 
Ferry  the  stupendous  total  of  just  under 
5  million  acre-feet.  That  is  just  about 
the  whole  of  the  mythical  "self -limita- 
tion" amoiint  of  4.4  million  agreed  to  by 
California  and  which  she  has  been  said 
to  be  using  for  years. 

We  of  the  upper  basin,  in  full  under- 
standing of    our  commitments    to  the 
lower  basin,  and  in  complete  sjonpathy 
with  the  needs  of  one  another,  have  en- 
tered into  a  mutual  compact  and  have 
divided  among  ourselves  our  share  of  the 
waters  of  the  Colorado  River — that  part 
that  is  left  for  our  use  after  lower-basin 
entitlements  have  been  delivered  at  Lee 
Ferry.    Relying  upon  the  promises  ex- 
pressed and  implied  at. Santa  Fe  and  in 
the  years  since  the  signing  of  that  mem- 
orable   compact    agreement,    we    now 
propose,  in  harmony  with  all  of  such 
agreements,    to    have    constructed    the 
large   holdover   storage   dams   in   our 
basin  for  the  dual  purpose  of  permitting 
us  to  make  our  contract  deliveries  to  the 
lower  basin  and  to  permit  the  uses  of 
our  water  in  the  upper  reaches  of  the 
Colorado  River  tributaries.     The  pro- 
gram contemplates  the  storage  of  water 
when  it  is  in  plentiful  supply  to  save 
It  up  against  the  hour  of  need  for  lower- 
basin    deliveries    during    the    years    of 
scarcity.   Competent  engineers  have  ad- 
vised us  that  some  48  million  acre-feet 
of  live  storage  is  necessary  for  us  to 
discharge  our  responsibilities.    As  stated 
hereinbefore,  this  storage  program  will 
not  only  make  it  possible  to  make  de- 
liveries to  the  lower  basin  but  it  will 
also  permit  use  by  us,  especially  in  years 
of  scarcity,  of  our  own  legal  share  of 
the  Colorado  River  waters.    We  cannot 
do  this  now.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  we 
are  able  presently  to  put  to  beneficial 
use  only  about  58  percent  of  our  legal 
allocation — mind  you  I  said  allocation, 
oiot  water — for  the  water  is  not  there  and 
has  not  been  there  during  the  average 
year  since  1922.   In  fact,  up  to  the  pres- 
ent we  have  been  able  to  put  to  bene- 
ficial use  in  the  upper  basin  only  about 
one-third  of  the  compact  allocation. 

Let  me  repeat  just  once  more  for  the 
sake  of  clarity  that  we  of  the  upper- 
basin  area— that  is,  Colorado,  New  Mexi- 


co, Utah,  and  Wyoming,  and  a  small  part 
of  Arizona — are  presently  trying  to  piece 
together  a  well-planned  and  coordinated 
system  of  holdover  storage  systems  so 
that  we  can  meet  conunitments  to  areas 
in  the  lower  reaches  of  the  river  and 
at  the  same  time  develop  our  own  re- 
sources in  the  interests  of  the  local  and 
national  economy  and  security.  That 
being  the  case,  one  would  naturally  as- 
sume that  the  lower-basin  areas  nould 
be  working  hand  in  hand  with  Us  in 
order  to  further  such  a  development  pro- 
gram. Such  is  emphatically  not  the 
case.  Qviite  the  contrary  is  true  and 
it  is  true  with  a  vengeance.  There  is 
a  reason.  The  lower  basin  apparently 
is  not  yet  ready,  in  spite  of  legal  aeree- 
ment  and  sacred  promises  to  the  con- 
trary, to  help  limi',  their  own  potential 
possibilities  just  as  long  as  water  must 
flow  downhill. 

Western  river  law  or  "water  law"  pro- 
vides that  he  who — and  that  includes  a 
State — first  puts  water  to  use  and  con- 
tinues it  to  beneficial  use,  has  perpetual 
priority  to  that  amount  of  water  neces- 
sary to  such  use.  Perhaps  the  real  issue 
is  clearer  now  to  all.  Self-limitation 
statutes  be  made  and  disregarded  as  self- 
ish interests  dictate.  The  hungry  horde 
in  the  lower  basin  wants  every  possible 
drop  and  they  want  to  get  this  clamp 
of  first  beneficial  use  on  it.  That  ex- 
plains this  proclivity  to  take  one's  near 
neighbors  to  court,  to  oppose  by  all  avail- 
able means  one's  neighbors'  develop- 
ment— and  at  the  same  time  fatten  one's 
own  political  nest  irrespective  of  party 
so  that  one  can  move  on  to  a  smaller 
and  possibly  more  select  body — and  the 
proclivity  to  hide  as  much  of  this  as 
possible  behind  the  cleanest  possible 
skirts  that  can  be  prostituted  for  this 
end.  We  in  the  upper  basin  are  reach- 
ing the  limit  of  our  endurance  of  such 
machinations. 


The  Late  Honorable  Sidney  A.  Catnp 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  HALE  BOGGS 

or  LOUISIANA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATItES 

Monday,  August  16,  1954 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  was  with 
sorrow  and  grief  that  I  received  the 
news  of  the  passing  of  our  beloved  col- 
league, Sidney  Camp.  Duties  in  my 
district  prevented  my  being  here  to  eulo- 
gize him  at  the  time  of  his  passing,  and 
now  as  I  rise  to  pay  tribute  to  my  late 
departed  friend,  there  is  little  that  I  can 
add  to  the  splendid  eulogies  spoken  by 
other  Members.  It  has  been  my  privi- 
lege to  serve  with  him  on  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means.  He  was  a  valuable 
member  of  the  committee  and  had  an 
unfailing  sense  of  devotion  to  duty.  All 
who  knew  him  loved  him  and  he  will  be 
sorely  missed  both  in  the  committee  and 
in  the  House.  Sid  Camp  has  left  a  host 
of  warm  friends  and  the  Nation  has  suf- 
fered a  great  loss.  My  deepest  sympa- 
thy goes  to  the  members  of  his  family. 


August  16 

More  Than  100  Laws  for  Veterans 
Voted  For  and  Supported  By  Harold 
C.  Hagen 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  HAROLD  C.  HAG£N 

or    MINNESOTA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday.  August  16,  1954 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  my  service  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  began  in  January  1943. 
during  World  War  II. 

In  the  12  years  that  I  have  served  the 
citizens  of  the  Ninth  Congressional  Dis- 
trict, which  comprises  15  counties  in 
northwestern  Minnesota.  I  have  voted 
for  more  than  100  laws  favored  by  the 
veterans  and  their  great  organiaations. 

The  80th  Congress,  which  was  in  ses- 
sion in  1947  and  1948.  and  was  controlled 
by  the  Republicans,  passed  188  different 
bills  and  measures  for  the  benefit  of  the 
veteran,  his  family,  or  other  dependents. 

In  the  past  year  Representative  Hacen 
has  favored  a  15-percent  increase  for 
the  disabled  veterans;  but  since  all  legis- 
lation in  Congress  is  a  compromise,  only 
a  5-percent  increase  in  benefltB  to  dis- 
abled veterans  and  their  widows  was 
voted.  However,  if  I  am  reelected  for 
my  seventh  term  on  November  2.  1954. 
I  shall  advocate  more  compensation  for 
the  men  who  have  suffered  and  the  de- 
pendents and  widows  whose  husbands 
have  died  in  our  various  wars. 

One  of  the  things  that  I  did  help  gain 
for  Minnesota  and  the  Ninth  Congres- 
.'^ional  District  was  an  enlargement  of  the 
veterans'  hospital  in  Minneapolis.  I  also 
have  been  helpful  in  getting  increased 
facilities  and  personnel  at  the  veterans' 
hospital  at  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  This  is  the 
hospital  for  Ninth  District  veterans. 

There  are  more  than  422.000  men  and 
women  in  Minnesota  who  have  served 
their  Nation  in  all  wars.  It  is  my  con- 
sidered judgment  that  those  Who  have 
suffered  because  of  the  call  to  arms, 
whether  it  be  in  the  Air  Force.  In  the 
Army,  in  the  Navy,  Marines,  in  the  Coast 
Guard,  or  in  some  of  the  auxiliai^^  organ- 
izations, should  be  given  serious  con- 
sideration by  those  of  us  who  make  the 
laws  and  pass  the  appropriations  in 
Congress. 

Amont;  the  laws  I  have  favored: 

Raise  burial  and  funeral  expanses  for 
veterans  from  $100  to  $150. 

Give  widows  and  wives  of  disabled  vet- 
erans preference  for  Government  jobs. 

Provide  higher  pay  for  the  doctors  and 
other  professionally  trained  pea'sons  in 
the  Veterans  Bureau. 

As  a  result  we  now  have  some  very  able 
physicians  and  surgeons  taking  care  of 
the  injured  and  sick  service  men  and 
women. 

We  have  passed  a  law  providing 
psychiatric  care  for  what  formerly  was 
called  shellshock  cases. 

As  your  Representative  in  the  Ninth 
Minnesota  District  Harold  Haoen  sup- 
ported the  $10,000  insurance  law;  com- 
pensation ranging  up  from  $300  a  month 
for  injured  men;  automobiles  for  ampu- 
tees, artificial  arms  and  legs  for  those 
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who  lost  theirs  in  the  war;  terminal  leave 
pay;  pensions  to  widows  and  dependents 
of  veterans;  to  pay  $50  per  month  to  a 
wife;  $30  for  the  first  child,  and  $20  for 
each  additional  child  for  fathers  in 
World  War  II,  or  $37  per  month  to  a 
parent. 

Where  the  pay  of  servicemen  used  to 
begin  at  $13  per  month,  later  $30  to  $33 
per  month,  now  the  minimum  pay  of 
men  or  women  in  the  services  runs  from 
$75  a  month  up. 

Hacen  supported  mustering-out  pay; 
the  payments  of  $75  to  $120  per  month, 
together  with  tuition  and  books,  for  those 
cxservice  men  Lnd  women  who  wanted  to 
get  an  education. 

He  supported  a  law  giving  seelng-eye 
do^'s  for  the  bhnd,  relief  from  lawsuits 
and  foreclosures,  so  service  men  and 
women  could  not  be  bothered  while  serv- 
ing their  country;  he  favored  giving  alien 
veterans  their  citizenship  and  several 
times  has  voted  for  veterans  preference 
on  housing. 

He  voted  extra  pay  for  aviators  and 
the  20  percent  extra  for  foreign  service; 
he  supported  laws  to  give  veterans  first 
chance  at  buying  surplus  property  after 
World  War  II. 

He  also  supported  laws  giving  veterans 
first  right  to  land  entry  and  the  filing 
on  claims;  he  fought  for  the  right  of 
overseas  veterans  to  vote  in  all  elections 
since  1942;  he  helped  pass  the  law  for 
vocational  rehabilitation  which  has  per- 
mitted thousands  of  veterans  to  learn 
trades  and  professions  and  to  study  farm- 
ing: he  voted  for  a  new  court-martial 
law  to  give  the  ordinary  GI  an  even 
chance  with  officers  when  being  tried  for 
offenses. 

He  has  done  everything  within  his 
power  to  make  the  American  service  man 
and  woman  the  best  fed.  best  equipped, 
and  best  armed,  services  in  all  the 
world's  history. 

During  the  first  session  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress, the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs reported  favorably  to  the  House  a 
total  of  the  17  bills  and  in  every  case, 
I  was  happy  to  vote  "Aye,"  which  is  the 
official  word  for  voting  yes.  and  assist  in 
making  them  law.  Some  of  these  pertain 
to  giving  the  veterans  of  the  Korean  war 
many  of  the  same  privileges  which  were 
accorded  to  veterans  of  World  War  II. 
After  all.  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the 
Democrats  said  this  was  not  a  war.  the 
United  States  did  have  more  than  140.000 
killed,  wounded,  and  missing,  and  that 
is  war  in  any  person's  language. 

I  voted  that  the  men  and  women  in 
this  so-called  Truman  episode  were 
entitled  to  the  si.me  privileges  and  rights 
as  those  of  World  War  II  because  a  bul- 
let or  a  bomb  would  kill  a  man  or  woman 
just  as  fast  in  Korea  as  in  Germany,  Oki- 
nawa, Guadalcanal,  or  any  place  else 
on  earth. 

I  need  not  enumerate  all  the  laws  I 
supported  for  the  Korean  veterans  or  the 
World  War  veterans  because  officers  of 
the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  officers  of 
the  American  L«?gion.  officers  of  the  Dis- 
abled American  Veterans,  or  smy  other 
organization  of  veterans  can  certify  as 
to  my  record  on  veteran  legislation. 

I  was  against  the  law  which  provided 
that  American  veterans  should  be  tried 
under  the  law  of  foreign  countries  in 


which  our  troops  were  quartered.  I  do 
not  think  our  former  enemies  could  give 
a  fair  deal  to  American  servicemen,  and 
therefore  opposed  this  obnoxious  leg- 
islation. 

I  voted  for  the  law  which' would  give 
the  enlisted  serviceman  the  same  rights 
and  privileges  in  courts-martial  as  It 
would  to  officers  and  give  all  soldiers  and 
sailors,  and  other  service  men  and  wom- 
en, a  fair  deal  on  this  type  of  proceeding. 

There  will  be  issued  by  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs  a  pamphlet 
detailing  the  legislation  which  was  con- 
sidered by  that  committee  through  1953 
and  1954.  Any  interested  veteran  who 
wants  a  copy  of  this  may  write  me  at 
Crookston,  Minn.,  and  if  I  am  furnished 
enough  of  these  by  the  committee.  I  shall 
be  happy  to  send  one  to  you.  The  supply, 
however,  may  be  limited,  so  I  suggest 
that  those  w  ho  want  Uiis  pamphlet  write 
me  at  the  earliest  possible  time. 

In  my  12  years  in  Congress  I  have 
promised  very  little.  I  have  made  few  so- 
called  campaign  promises,  becau.se  the 
voter,  man  or  woman,  is  a  little  bit  dubi- 
ous and  skeptical  about  election  prom- 
ises. The  only  pledge  I  make  to  the  men 
and  women  who  served  in  our  Armed 
Forces  in  any  war  is:  That  I  shall  con- 
tinue to  do  just  as  I  have  done  since 
January  1943. 

And  that  is.  in  case  of  any  doubt  what- 
soever, to  give  the  man  or  woman  who 
sacrificed  his  or  her  time  or  physical 
ability  in  fighting  for  this  Nation  better 
than  an  even  break. 

That  is  the  least  that  you  veterans  are 
entitled  to  and  that  is  the  pledge  of 
Harold  C.  Hagen,  your  United  States 
Representative  in  Congress. 
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Report  to  the  People  on  the  83d  Congress 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  JOSEPH  F.  HOLT 

or  CALIFORNIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  August  16,  1954 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  like 
to  take  this  opportunity  to  report  to  the 
folks  of  the  22d  Congressional  District 
of  California,  which  I  represent  in  Con- 
gress, on  the  accomplishments — both 
locally  and  nationally — of  the  83d  Con- 
gress. This  report  is  being  made  in 
order  to  assist  my  friends  and  neighbors 
to  have  a  greater  understanding  of  the 
happenings  in  Washington. 

As  the  first  Congressman  for  this 
fast-growing  area  consisting  of  Holly- 
wood and  the  San  Fernando  Valley,  I 
have  published  weekly  Report  Prom 
Washington  news  columns  in  all  news- 
papers, and  have  mailed  special  bi- 
monthly legislative  reports  to  a  mailing 
list  of  over  10,000  constituents.  Inci- 
dentally. I  have  shouldered  the  expenses 
of  these  reports  myself. 

Now  that  the  83d  Congress  has  ended, 
I  believe  it  is  vital  that  each  American 
knows  exactly  what  we  have  accom- 
plished. Right  off  the  bat,  I  want  to  say 
that  I  am  proud  to  have  played  a  part  in 
the  accomplishments  of  the  83d  Con- 


gress. I  should  like  to  start  off  with  a 
report  on  legislation  of  special  local 
interest  to  my  district. 

BrRlITKGHAM    STOKT 

Conversion  of  the  old  Birmingham 
General  Hospital  site  to  the  permanent 
Birmingham  educational  center  haa 
been  my  No.  I  project  for  my  district 
since  I  first  became  the  elected  Repre- 
sentative from  the  22d  Congressional 
District.  Happily,  I  can  announce  that 
our  city  schools  received  the  deed  to  the 
Birmingham  property.  Because  of  its 
historical  significance  and  the  part  it 
played  in  World  War  n.  I  feel  that  the 
Birmingham  story  should  be  made  a 
matter  of  official  record  for  the  folks  of 
my  commimity.  Inasmuch  as  I  grew  up 
in  my  congressional  district  and  received 
my  own  elementary,  junior  high,  and 
high  school  education  there,  I  have  fol- 
lowed the  Birmingham  story  closely.  My 
personal  investigation  proved  to  me  that 
for  the  good  of  our  community,  the 
Birmingham  site  should  be  inunediately 
made  available  for  an  educational  center, 

BIRMINGHAM    GENERAL    ASUT    HOSPITAL 

On  what  used  to  be  a  farm  lielonging  to 
a  pioneer  valley  family,  the  Birming- 
ham General  Hospital  site  was  born.  It  ~ 
was  chosen  for  its  location,  beautiful 
landscape,  and  marvelous  weather  con- 
ditions. Actual  breaking  of  the  ground 
began  on  June  18.  1943.  in  the  center  of 
a  lima  bean  and  carrot  patch.  The  prop- 
erty is  comprised  of  117.31  acres  owned 
outright  by  the  Government  and  14.12 
acres  leased  by  the  Goverrunent.  The 
land  owned  outright  by  the  Government 
was  originally  composed  of  three  tracts. 
These  three  tracts  were  acquired  by  the 
Government  in  the  United  States  district 
court.  The  hospital  was  activated  dur- 
ing the  construction  stage  as  an  un- 
named general  hospital.  The  War  De- 
partment on  August  24.  1943.  gave  the 
hospital  its  present  name,  Birmingham 
General  Hospital,  in  honor  of  Brig.  Gen. 
Henry  Patrick  Birmingham,  of  the  Med- 
ical Corps  of  the  United  States  Army. 
Shortly  after  original  activation  orders 
were  received,  duty  personnel  b^an  to 
arrive,  and  civilian  personnel  were  em- 
ployed on  a  small  scale. 

BrRMTMGHAM    VETERANS'    AOUINISTaATIOir 
HOSPITAL 

Birmingham  General  Army  Hospital 
was  transferred  to  the  jiu-isdiction  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration  on  April  1. 
1946.  and  was  known  as  the  Veterans' 
Administration  hospital  at  Van  Nuys, 
Calif.,  although  many  still  referred  to  it 
as  Birmingham  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion Hospital.  Under  the  operation  of 
the  Veterans'  Administration,  Binning- 
ham  Hospital  was  a  1.500-bed  hospital. 

BIXICINGHAH   EDUCATIONAL  CU'l'm 

We  have  an  exceptional  number  of 
children  per  family  unit  in  our  valley. 
This  is  because  the  area  is  populated  by 
a  young  group  of  parents  with  large 
families.  As  the  only  Californian  serv- 
ing on  the  Education  and  Labor  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
I  have  had  an  opportunity  to  get  the 
overall  picture  of  the  tremendous  edu- 
cational problem  before  our  country. 
Our  children  must  receive  the  very  best 
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of  cdoeation  In  the  most  modem  facul- 
ties, with  every  opportunity  to  prepare 
themselves  for  the  Irsring  times  ahead. 
The  new  Birmingham  ediicational  cen- 
ter will  consist  of  an  elementary  school, 
a  Junior  high  school,  and  in  all  proba- 
bility, a  senior  high  school.  A  school  for 
Idiysloally  handicapped  high-school  stu- 
dents Is  needed  right  now  and  the  ther- 
apy facilities  now  at  Birmingham  can 
be  pot  to  good  use  for  this  program.  For 
each  of  these  schools,  space  for  agricul- 
ture and  horticulture  training  is  avail- 
able In  the  total  acreage.  As  these 
youngsters  progress  through  school  and 
the  enormous  growth  continues  In  the 
San  Fernando  Valley,  thore  is  no  ques- 
tion that  a  technical  tralodng  or  trade 
school  will  be  needed  to  serve  the  com- 
munity and  training  needs  of  business 
and  Industry. 

I  diould  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to 
extend  my  sincere  thanks  and  apprecia- 
tion to  the  many  folks  who  have  assisted 
me  In  my  negotiations  to  obtain  the  Bir- 
mingham Hospital  free  of  charge  for  an 
educational  center. 

FLOOD  CONTKOL  VOB  TOT7 

As  your  Congressman,  I  am  proud  to 
nport  that  the  Los  Angeles  River  flood- 
control  project  is  being  completed  to  the 
extreme  west  end  of  the  San  Fernando 
Valley.  At  the  present  time,  as  yOu  can 
observe  dally,  the  United  States  Army 
Engineers  are  completing  construction 
on  the  project  from  Sepulveda  Boulevard 
to  Reseda  Boulevard.  The  county  of  Los 
Angeles  is  the  coordinating  authority  im- 
der  the  Los  Angeles  Coimty  Flood  Con- 
trol District.  The  city  and  county  have 
the  responsibility  of  bvillding  drains  that 
carry  the  water  from  our  streets  into  the 
Los  Angeles  River  where  it  is  carried 
away  In  the  event  of  flood.  The  next  step 
of  the  project  to  be  undertaken  in  the 
overall  plan  is  that  portion  from  Reseda 
Boulevard  to  Corbin  Avenue. 

HIGHWATS  rOS  TOX7 

The  record  breaking  $965  million  a 
year  highway  program  for  the  next  2 
fiscal  years — 1956-57 — under  the  new 
Federal-Aid  Road  Act  of  1954  will  be  of 
help  to  oiu*  community.  The  traflBc  situa- 
ticm  is  rapidly  becoming  impossible  with- 
in our  community  and  I  have  pledged  my 
assistance  to  local  public  ofiBcials  who 
are  in  charge  of  the  program.  I  favor 
toll  roads  if  local  and  State  funds  are  not 
available. 

CDITCATION  rO»  TOV 

As  the  only  Calif  omian  of  either  party 
serving  on  the  Education  and  Labor 
Committee  of  the  House,  I  have  been  able 
to  work  for  our  community.  State,  and 
Nation.  My  legislation  calling  for  a 
White  House  Conference  on  Education 
has  Just  been  signed  into  law  by  Presi- 
dent Elsenhower.  It  will  be  held  in  the 
fall  of  1955  in  Washington,  D.  C.  Prior 
to  the  National  Conference,  the  various 
States  will  hold  statewide  conferences  to 
determine  the  educational  needs  of  their 
respective  States.  There  will  be  a  con- 
ference held  locally  where  the  parent- 
teacher  associations  In  our  community 
and  other  interested  parents  and  citizens 
will  participate.    The  future  of  America 
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depends  on  our  children,  and  we  must 
face  facts  immediately  and  solve  the 
shortages  of  teachers  and  classrooms 
throughout  our  country. 

I  was  fortunate  in  serving  on  th«  Sub- 
committee on  Education  which  wrote 
Public  Laws  815  and  874  to  assist  in  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  schools 
in  critical  defense  areas. 

WSLTAXX  rUNDS  | 

While  In  recess.  I  am  participating  as 
a  member  of  the  Special  Labor  Subcom- 
mittee to  recommend  legislation  to  pro- 
tect the  welfare  funds  of  union  members. 
At  the  present  time  unions  and  eaploy- 
ers  agree  that  regulation  is  ne(ded  to 
protect  the  individual's  money  and  that 
a  financial  accounting  should  be  made  to 
a  responsible  agency. 

Also  during  the  recess,  I  am  making  a 
4-weeictour  of  Asia  combining  a  2- week 
tour  of  active  duty  as  a  captain  in  the 
United  States  Marine  Corps  Reserve 
with  an  additional  2  weeks"  personal  sur- 
vey at  my  own  expense. 

OUTSTANDING   PROGRAM    ENACTTD 

The  83d  Congress  will  go  down  as  one 
of  the  best  in  America's  history  as  it  was 
responsible  for  many  notable  achieve- 
ments. In  two  busy,  exacting  sessions. 
the  83d  Congress  has  carried  through  to 
enactment  an  outstanding  program  of 
constructive  legislation. 

We  ended  the  fighting  and  sacriflces  of 
American  lives  in  Korea ;  kept  the  United 
States  out  of  the  war  in  Indochina; 
strengthened  the  free  nations;  and  con- 
fronted Russian  imperialism  and  Com- 
munist aggression  with  the  firm  deter- 
mination to  safeguard  freedom  and  at- 
tain genuine  peace.  We  successfully 
bridged  the  diflQcult  transition  from  war 
to  peace  and  maintained  prosperity  at 
the  highest  level  in  the  Nation's  history. 
Price,  wage,  and  rent  controls  were 
ended,  freeing  American  enterprise  from 
undue  Government  interference.  The 
national  economy  was  stabilized  and  the 
value  of  the  dollar  strengthened,  ending 
the  cheating  of  our  people  by  inflation 
and  avoiding  the  distress  of  deflation, 
while  employment,  production,  wages, 
and  earnings  remained  high.         j 

posmvi  roRZiGN  polict 

By  placing  American  interest  fore- 
most and  with  firm,  realistic  policies,  the 
following  was  accomplished:  The  ex- 
change of  Korean  prisoners  was  secured 
and  the  peaceful  reconstruction  of  that 
war-torn  country  began.  Several  Amer- 
ican divisions  were  brought  home  as  a 
result  of  the  strengthening  of  the  Ko- 
rean troops.  The  initiative  was  taken 
against  communism  in  all  parts  of  the 
world  as  follows: 

By  exposing  Communist  hypocrisy,  de- 
signs, and  tactics  at  Berlin  and  Geneva 
Conferences. 

By  a  congressional  resolution  support- 
ing a  united  Germany. 

By  a  resolution  condemning  the  Soviet 
mistreatment  of  minorities  and  its  cal- 
lous disregard  of  human  rights. 

By  reafiOrming  official  policy  denying 
Red  China's  admission  to  the  United 
Nations. 
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By  leading  American  states  at  Caracas 
in  the  adoption  of  a  resolution  declaring 
communism  to  be  a  threat  to  freedom 
and  peace  in  the  Americas  and  pledging 
full  consultation  in  the  event  of  any 
aggression. 

By  negotiating  arms  pacts  to  strength- 
en Central  American  countries  against 
Communist  subversion. 

By  taking  appropriate  steps  to  oust 
Americans  in  the  United  Nations  who 
serve  the  Communist  cause  and  by  in- 
stituting an  FBI  check  on  the  fitness 
of  Americans  for  loyal  service. 

By  undertaking  to  share  information 
on  atomic  weapons  with  allies  In  the 
common  defense  against  Communist 
aggression. 

And  by  proposing  an  international 
pool  of  atomic  energy  for  peace. 

At  the  same  time,  the  defences  of  the 
free  world  were  reinforced.  Training 
and  building  up  of  the  NATO  forces  and 
equipping  them  with  planes,  guided  mis- 
siles, atomic  weapons  and  other  mate- 
riel was  continued.  New  airbases  were 
acquired  in  Spain  and  the  bases  else- 
where improved.  European  recovery  and 
security  are  now  so  well  advanced  that 
American  aid  may  be  steadily  and  safely 
reduced.  Military  aid  was  given  to  Paki- 
stan and  aid  to  Nationalist  China  con- 
tinued. 

STRONG  NATIONAL  DCRNSS 

By  department  reorganization,  better 
management,  and  a  thorough  overhaul 
of  the  entire  national-defence  program. 
a  highly  flexible,  mobile  Army,  Navy,  and 
Air  Force  capable  of  handling  anything 
short  of  a  major  international  war  re- 
quiring all-out  mobilization  has  been 
built.  Should  an  all-out  war  occur,  this 
program  would  and  could  be  rapidly  en- 
larged. Most  significant  are  the  actions, 
first,  to  maintain  a  large,  well-rounded, 
highly  trained  and  equipped  military 
force  for  the  indefinite  future;  second, 
to  incorporate  atomic  and  other  new 
weapons  into  the  regular  military  arse- 
nal for  strategic  and  tactical  use;  third, 
to  establish  an  Air  Force  Academy  com- 
parable to  West  Point  and  Annapolis; 
and  fourth,  to  gear  our  military  program 
to  our  foreign  policies  and  commitments. 
These  are  history-making  decisions. 
They  result  from  a  fresh  appraisal  of 
our  defense  program  by  a  new  team  of 
military  and  civilian  officials  following 
the  end  of  fighting  in  Korea. 

NATION  IS  PROSPEROUS 

The  depression  predicted  by  calamity 
howlers  and  partisan  critics  did  not  ma- 
terialize. Prosperity  was  not  an  acci- 
dent, however.  The  Congress  and  the 
administration  took  positive  steps  to  in- 
still public  confidence,  to  spur  peacetime 
activity  to  supplant  declining,  war  de- 
mands. 


COST  OP  LIVING  STABILI23ED 

The  cost  of  living  was  stabilized.  In 
contrast  to  the  6  E>ercent  average  an- 
nual increase  in  living  costs  under  the 
past  administration,  the  cost  of  living 
has  been  held  down  to  only  slightly 
more  than  1  percent.  Likewise  the  value 
of  the  dollar  has  varied  only  one-half 
cent  in  the  past  18  months. 
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CONSTSUCTTCN  ACIIVITUS   KMCOnRACCD — 
SMALL  BUSINESS  AISKO 

Congress  enacted  a  great  number  of 
laws  to  help  maintain  a  healthy,  grow- 
ing economy.  In  the  construction  field 
alone,  this  Congress  compiled  a  notable 
record.  It  vcted  funds  and  encouraged 
building.  Small  business  already  is  ben- 
efiting from  tlie  Small  Business  Adminis- 
tration, created  by  the  83d  Congress  to 
make  loans,  sublet  prime  contracts,  and 
otherwise  strengthen  the  backbone  of 
America.  All  business  will  be  stimulated 
and  more  jobi  created  as  a  result  of  the 
new  tax  laws 

ATOMIC  ENERCT   ACT 

More  impetus  than  ever  before  has 
been  given  to  the  development  of  atomic 
energy  for  peacetime  use  by  our  people. 
The  Congress  passed  legislation  bringing 
the  Atomic  llnergy  Act  of  1946  up  to 
date.  The  act  permits  limited  exchange 
with  United  5;tates  allies  of  information 
about  atomic  developments  by  private 
industry.  The  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion is  permitted  to  dispose  of  electric 
energy  it  produces  in  the  course  of  its 
own  operations,  but  not  to  produce  elec- 
tricity for  commercial  purposes  unless 
authorized  bj  Congress.  Private  indus- 
try will  be  permitted  to  use  atomic  reac- 
tors and  related  facilities  under  a  licens- 
ing system. 

ACTION   ON   COMMUNIST  ISSUX 

Action  has  been  vigorous  and  results 
tangible  in  the  83d  Congress  on  the  Com- 
munist issue.  With  the  threat  of  Com- 
munist domination  hanging  over  the  en- 
tire world,  Americans  must  be  alerted  to 
the  danger  o'  communism  at  home  and 
abroad.  A  series  of  measures  was 
passed  by  bo:h  Houses  of  Congress  and 
sent  to  the  President  strengthening  the 
hand  of  the  15xecutive  in  combating  the 
Communist  conspiracy  in  this  country. 
These  measures  include: 

First.  Legij  lation  which  outlaws  the 
Communist  I'arty  and  provides  for  the 
determination  of  the  identity  of  certain 
Communist-infiltrated  organizations. 

Second.  Legislation  to  gain  facts  by 
the  granting  of  immunity  to  witnesses 
testifying  belore  congressional  commit- 
tees. 

Third.  Legislation  which  imposes  heav- 
ier penalties  ;or  concealing  persons  from 
arrc-t. 

Fourth.  Legislation  which  imposes 
heavier  penalties  on  bail  jumpers. 

Fifth.  Legislation  known  as  the  Alger 
Hiss  bill,  wliich  denies  a  Government 
pension  or  letlrement  benefits  to  any 
Government  employee  convicted  of  a 
felony. 

Sixth.  Legslation  approved  by  the 
President  July  29,  1954,  amended  the 
Internal  Security  Act  by  requiring  that 
all  printing  riresses  owned  or  controlled 
by  Communists  must  be  registered  with 
the  Attornej  General. 

Seventh.  In  addition  to  the  various 
types  of  legislation  enumerated  above, 
some  2.400  security  risks  were  weeded 
out  from  Federal  emplojrment  between 
January  195  i  and  June  30,  1954.  As  of 
August  16,  1954,  105  alien  subversives 
had  been  deported  since  January  1953 
and,  in  addition,  355  new  deportation 


proceedings  and  warrants  for  arrest  had 
been  issued  against  alien  subversives. 

MKW    BOUSING   ACT 

The  83d  Congress  has  made  It  possible 
to  help  fulfill  the  fundamental  desire  of 
American  families  to  have  good  homes 
of  their  own. 

LOWER   DOWNPATMENTS,    LONGER   PERIODS 
TO  RZ3>AT 

The  new  housing  law  permits  lower 
downpayments.  lower  monthly  pay- 
ments, longer  payment  terms  of  up  to  30 
years,  and  increased  mortgage  limits  of 
up  to  $20,000.  More  money  is  made 
available  for  home  loans  by  the  merger  of 
all  FHA  mortgage  insurance  activities 
into  one  authorization  which  was  in- 
creased by  $1.5  billion.  Under  the  new 
PHA-insured  mortgage  program,  it  is 
possible,  for  example,  to  buy  a  $12,000 
home  for  S1.200  down.  Instead  of  $2,400, 
with  monthly  payments  of  less  than  $60. 
Home  buyers  also  are  protected  by  guar- 
anties required  from  builders  or  sellers 
using  FHA-insured  mortgages. 

AID  TO  VmrRANS 

This  Congress  insisted  that  the  human 
approach  rather  than  the  cold  casework 
approach  be  made  toward  veterans  and 
their  problems.  This  resulted  in  a  reor- 
ganization of  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion along  functional  lines,  giving  veter- 
ans and  their  dependents  faster,  better 
service  at  less  overhead  cost.  Among  the 
more  important  specific  benefits  given  to 
our  veterans  was  the  increase  in  com- 
pensation payments  to  those  with  serv- 
ice-connected disabilities  as  well  as  an 
increase  in  the  monthly  payments  to 
widows  and  dependent  p>arents  of  vet- 
erans. Non-service-connected  disabihty 
pensions  were  also  increased. 

The  83d  Congress  extended  to  July  1, 
1955,  the  act  providing  for  Federal  con- 
tributions of  dependency  allotments  for 
more  than  1  million  enUsted  personnel. 
Over  11,000  Korean  war  prisoners  and 
soldiers  missing  in  action  were  benefited 
for  a  period  well  beyond  the  truce  by 
extension  of  the  Missing  Persons  Act  to 
July  1.  1955,  which  provides  for  a  con- 
tinuance of  pay  checks  and  family  allot- 
ments. Privileges  of  soldiers  overseas  to 
send  home  gifts  duty  free  and  bring  back 
their  r>ersonal  possessions  free  of  duty 
were  extended  for  another  2  years. 

The  Congress  increased  by  $100  mil- 
lion the  revolving  fund  to  finance  direct 
Veterans"  Administration  loans  to  war 
veterans  unable  to  finance  home  and 
farmhouse  loans  through  private  lending 
sources. 

Under  the  old-age  and  survivors  in- 
surance system,  military  personnel  un- 
der certain  circiunstances  are  provided 
wage  credits  for  active  duty  without  pay- 
ment to  the  OASI  fund. 

Congress  simplified  the  handling  of 
veterans'  life  insurance  policies  giving 
better  protection  for  the  insured  veteran 
as  well  as  realizing  savings  of  about 
$600,000  a  year  through  less  paperwork. 

A  law  was  passed  which  provides  that 
all  types  of  tuberculosis  among  veterans 
causing  10-percent  disability  within  3 
years  of  discharge  is  presumed  to  be  serv- 
ice connected. 


Korean  war  veterans  were  granted  the 
same  preferences  as  World  War  U  vet- 
erans in  war  housing,  civil-service  ap- 
pointments, and  free  postage  service. 
Time  has  been  extended  for  BUorean  vet- 
erans to  initiate  training  imder  the  OI 
bill  of  rights. 

To  take  care  of  the  ever-increasing 
load  of  hospitalized  veterans  and  to  pro- 
vide them  with  adequate  facilities,  the 
Congress  enacted  the  largest  appropri- 
ation ever  provided  for  the  highest  num- 
ber the  VA  feels  it  can  use  and  staff 
properly. 

Nrw  LANDMARK  IN  CIVIL  AND  POLITICAL  UCHTB 

In  1953-54  the  frontier  of  progress  in 
basic  civil  and  pohtical  rights  moved  for- 
ward. 

A  Government  Contract  Committee 
has  been  estabUshed  to  promote  equal 
job  opportunities  on  all  Government 
work  done  by  private  industries.  This 
is  a  direct  effort  to  prevent  discrimina- 
tion among  employees  of  those  indus- 
tries engaged  in  Government  work. 
Forthright  action  was  taken  to  eliminate 
segregation  in  the  Armed  Forces. 

HEALTH 

To  safeguard  the  Nation's  health,  the 
Hill-Burton  Act  was  extended  to  1957  and 
expanded  for  hospital  faciUties  for  the 
aged,  chronically  ill,  and  physically  dis- 
abled. A  broader  program  of  vocational 
rehabilitation  has  been  established  to 
increase  State  financing  and  activities, 
and  to  encourage  closer  Pederal-State- 
local  cooperation.  It  includes  the  train- 
ing of  doctors,  physical  therapists,  oc- 
cupational therapists,  rehabilitation 
covmselors,  and  psychologists.  Increased 
emphasis  is  placed  on  improvement  of 
rehabilitation  techniques  and  special  fa- 
cilities such  as  community  workshops. 
Increased  grants  were  made  for  research 
on  cancer,  heart,  mental  health,  and 
arthritis.  As  a  health  protective  meas^ 
ure.  Congress  passed  a  law  specifically 
giving  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
power  to  inspect  factories  where  phar- 
maceutical and  food  products  are  manu- 
factured. 

SOCIAL  SECURITT 

A  social  security  act  was  passed  bring- 
ing some  7  million  more  persons  into  the 
Federal  retirement  system  and  increas- 
ing the  benefits  of  the  5  million  already 
retired.  Under  this  act,  social  security 
beneficiaries  now  have  the  advantage  of 
a  much  more  liberalized  program.  They 
may  now  earn  as  much  as  $1,200  a  year 
from  covered  work  without  loss  of  bene- 
fits. In  addition,  the  new  formula  makes 
it  possible  for  beneficiaries  to  earn  more 
than  $100  in  any  one  month  without 
losing  all  12  months'  benefits.  The  age 
of  beneficiaries  for  earning  unlimited 
amounts  w^ithout  losing  their  benefits 
has  been  lowered  from  75  to  72  years. 
Those  under  the  railroad  retirement  sys- 
tem have  benefited  by  a  change  in  the 
law  which  increases  the  benefits  of  some 
36,000  an  average  of  $24  a  month,  retro- 
active to  October  30,  1951. 


ACHIEVEMENTS   BENEFIT  WORXI 

Without  fanfare,  and  without  the  aid 
of  a  lot  of  new  laws,  the  administration 
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and  Oongrefls  set  a  record  of  sub- 
stantial achievements  benefltin«  work- 
en  throughout  the  Nation.  Poresttost 
among  these  was  the  suooesrful  transi- 
tion from  a  war  to  peace  economy.  Ex- 
tremes of  inflation  and  deflation  which 
are  most  harmful  to  wage  earners  wero 
avoided  by  Oovemment  policies.  Where 
employment  difficulties  arose,  as  in  scat- 
tered pockets  of  labor-surplus  areas,  the 
administration  moved  swiftly  to  meet 
them  with  a  corrective  program.  Special 
"set  asides"  in  defense  procurement  were 
held  open  for  firms  having  idle  capacity 
and  surplus  labor. 

SKirSZBLX  AOKICTTLTTnua.  PBOGSAM 

The  President  recommended  and  Con- 
gress adopted  flexible,  rather  than  rigid, 
price  supports,  for  the  basic  commodities, 
with  adjustment  to  the  flexible  program 
to  be  accomplished  gradually  in  the  in- 
terest of  both  the  farmers  and  the  Na- 
tion's economy  as  a  whole. 

OOTBUnCXMTAI.  KmCIKNCT   AMD   ECONOMT 
PBACnCED 

Through  reorganization  of  executive 
departments  and  agencies,  reduction  of 
Federal  personnel  and  large-scale  paring 
of  appropriations  and  expenditures,  the 
83d  Congress  made  the  Government 
more  efficient  and  economical.  We  have 
come  over  two- thirds  of  the  way  toward 
balancing  the  budget  and.  remember, 
this  was  done  while  putting  into  effect  a 
tax  program  which  will  return  nearly 
$7V^  billion  to  the  people. 

Over  200.000  unnecessary  persons  were 
removed  from  the  Federal  civilian  pay- 
roll. Congress  approved  all  12  of  Presi- 
dent  Eisenhower's  Government  reorgan- 
ization plans.  These  plans  included  cre- 
ation of  the  Department  of  Health,  Ed- 
ucation, and  Welfare  and  authorized 
departments  and  agencies  to  operate  on 
a  sounder,  more  businesslike  basis.  Con- 
gress also  established  two  commissions, 
the  Commission  on  Organization  of  the 
Executive  Branch  of  the  Government — 
called  the  Hoover  Commission — and  the 
Commission  on  Intergovenunental  Re- 
lations. The  Hoover  Commission  has  a 
mandate  to  survey  all  Federal  functions 
and  recommend  changes  to  promote 
economy  and  efficiency,  including  aboli- 
tion of  any  functions  found  no  longer  to 
be  of  value  to  the  American  people. 

HIGHLIGHTS  OT  THE  TAX  KKTISION  BXLI. 

This  is  the  first  comprehensive  revi- 
sion of  the  internal-revenue  laws  since 
before  the  turn  of  the  century  and  the 
enactment  of  the  Income  tax. 

Approximately  a  half  a  million  man- 
hoiu-s  of  work  have  gone  into  this  gi- 
gantic achievement. 

Over  3,000  changes  in  the  revenue  laws 
are  contained  in  the  tax  revision  meas- 
ure. In  general,  the  purpose  of  these 
changes  has  been  to  remove  inequities, 
to  end  harassment  of  the  taxpayer,  and 
to  reduce  tax  barriers  to  future  expan- 
sion of  production  and  employment. 

The  new  law  closes  over  50  loopholes 
through  which  taxpayers  today  can 
avoid  paying  their  fair  share  of  taxes. 


Without  attempting  to  give  a  techhical 
interpretation,  the  following  represents 
some  of  the  highlights  of  the  new  tax 
law.  Iliese  changes  in  general  are  ef- 
fective last  January  1  so  that  the  tax- 
payers will  receive  the  benefit  from  them 
this  year. 

DEPENDENTS 

First.  A  parent  can  claim  a  deduction 
flf  $600  for  each  child  regardless  of  the 
child's  earnings  if  the  child  is  under  19 
and  the  parent  continues  to  futnish 
mor6  than  half  the  child's  support. 

Second.  A  parent  can  also  claim  the 
$800  dependency  deduction  for  a  child 
over  18  regardless  of  the  child's  earnings 
if  the  child  is  attending  school  or  col- 
'lege,  or  receiving  on-the-farm  training, 
and  the  parent  continues  to  furnish  more 
than  half  the  child's  support. 

Third.  An  aged  parent  or  other  de- 
pendent cared  for  by  several  members 
of  a  family  can  be  claimed  as  a  deduc- 
tion by  one  of  the  members  of  the  family. 

Fourth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  a  foster  child. 

Fifth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  a  child  await- 
ing adoption. 

Sixth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  any  other  per- 
son, regardless  of  relationship,  if  the  tax- 
payer supports  that  person  in  his  home. 

Seventh.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  a  cousin  who 
is  institutionalized  because  of  physical 
or  mental  disability. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $85  million. 

CHILD-CAEZ    EXPENSES  I 

Pii'st.  Single  working  parents,  such  as 
a  widow,  are  allowed  a  deduction  up  to 
$600  for  the  expense  of  child-care  for 
children  up  to  12  years  of  age. 

Second.  The  same  deduction  is  allowed 
for  a  married  woman  who  must  work 
because  her  husband  is  incapacitated. 

Third.  The  same  deduction  is  allowed 
with  respect  to  any  dependent,  regard- 
less of  age,  who  is  mentally  or  physically 
incapable  of  caring  for  himself. 

Fourth.  A  similar  deduction  is  allowed 
a  married  woman  if  the  combine^  in- 
come of  her  husband  and  herself  does 
not  exceed  $5,100. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $130  million. 

MEDICAL    EXPENSES 

First.  Medical  expenses  can  be  de- 
ducted when  they  exceed  3  percent  of 
income,  instead  of  5  percent  as  under 
present  law. 

Second.  Example:  A  family  with  $3,000 
gross  income  and  medical  expenses  of 
$150  will  be  able  to  deduct  $60.  The 
same  family  can  deduct  nothing  today. 

Thiid.  The  bill  doubles  the  present 
maximum  limit  on  the  amount  that  can 
be  deducted. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $80  million. 

HXAO    or    TAMILT 

First.  A  sii^le  taxpayer  who  has  a  de- 
pendent son  or  daughter  will  be  entitled 
during  the  first  2  years  after  the  death 
of  his  Bixjuse  to  the  same  income-split- 
ting privilege  as  Is  accorded  married 
couples. 


Second.  A  single  Individual  can  receive 
half  the  benefits  of  income  splitting  if 
he  has  a  dependent  parent  and  if  the 
taxpayer  maintains  a  household  for  the 
father  or  mother. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $11  million. 

RETIREMENT    INCOME   CREDIT 

First.  All  retired  people  65  apd  over, 
including  schoolteachers,  firemen,  po- 
licemen, and  civil  servants,  will  in  effect 
be  exempt  on  all  retirement  income  up 
to  $1,200.  This  will  mean  a  tax  reduc- 
tion for  these  retired  people  of  up  to  $240 
a  year. 

Second.  Example:  A  retired  single  in- 
dividual over  65  who  has  a  totatl  retire- 
ment income  of  $3,000  today  pays  about 
$300  in  income  tax.  Under  the  bill,  his 
tax  is  reduced  to  $60 — a  saving  of  $240. 

Third.  The  same  exemption  will  ex- 
tend to  individuals  under  65  if  they  re- 
ceive a  pension  from  a  public  retirement 
system,  such  as  do  teachers. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $141  million. 

Cr.EDIT    PURCH.\SES 

The  bill  allows  a  deduction  for  interest 

up  to  6  percent  on  installment  purchases. 

Total  saving  to  taxpayers.  $10  million. 

CHARITABLE    CONTRIBimONa 

The  bill  increases  from  20  to  30  per- 
cent the  allowable  deduction  for  chari- 
table contributions  to  churches,  hospi- 
tals, and  educational  institutions. 

Total  saving  to  taxpayers,  $23  million, 

SICKNESS  AND  ACCIDENT  PLAHS 

First.  Premiums  paid  by  employers  to 
health  and  accident  plans  will  not  be 
taxable  to  their  employees. 

Second.  All  accident  and  health  bene- 
fits paid  as  reimbursement  for  actual 
medical  expenses  to  employees,  their 
wives,  or  children,  are  completely  ex- 
empted from  tax. 

Third.  Payments  to  employees  for  loss 
of  wages  due  to  injury  or  illness  are  ex- 
empted up  to  $100  a  week. 


DEATH    BENEFITS 

The  bill  exempts  all  death  benefits  up 
to  $5,000  paid  by  an  employer  to  the 
widow  or  other  beneficiary  of  an 
employee. 

PENSIONS    AND    ANNtriTTES 

The  bill  also  provides  a  simpler  meth- 
od for  taxation  of  pensions  and  annuities. 
Savings  to  taxpayers,  $10  million. 

DIVIDEND   CREDIT 

First.  Excludes  first  $50  in  dividends 
from  taxation  and  provides  a  credit 
against  tax  equal  to  4  percent  of  the 
balance. 

Second.  Eixample:  An  individual  with 
$50  or  less  in  dividends  from  hi3  savings 
will  be  entirely  exempt  from  tax  on  that 
amount. 

Third.  Example:  An  individual  with 
$250  in  dividends  from  his  savings  will 
exclude  the  first  $50  entirely,  and  then 
reduce  his  total  tax  by  $8 — 4  percent  of 
the  balance  of  $200. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $204  million. 

DEPRECIATION 

The  bill  will  permit  the  more  liberal 
writeoff  of  the  cost  of  new  equipment. 
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Savings  to  taxpayers.  $375  million,  of 
which  $75  million  represents  savings  to 
individuals  s  ich  as  farmers,  shopkeep- 
ers, and  salesmen. 

DECLARAnONS  OF  ESTIMATED  TAX 

The  requirements  are  eased  for  filing 
declarations  of  estimated  tax. 

FlUNC   TAX    RETURNS 

Tax  returns  will  be  due  April  15  in- 
stead of  Maich  15. 

AC.nON  FOR  TAXPAYERS 

The  10  percent  reduction  in  Federal 
Income  taxes  which  went  into  effect  last 
January  1  stves  individual  taxpayers  a 
total  of  S3  b.Uion  annually. 

The  excise -tax  reduction  law  saves 
taxpayers  an  additional  $1  billion. 

The  tax  revision  act  will  save  tax- 
pavers  $1, 400. 000,000. 

A  total  of  S827  million  of  this  tax  sav- 
ing is  for  individuals.  The  remainder, 
$536  million,  is  tax  relief  for  business. 

The  overall  tax-cut  program  will  save 
$7,400,000,000.  Of  this  amount,  indi- 
viduals receive  an  overall  total  tax  sav- 
ing of  $4,700,000,000.  The  tax  savings  so 
far  surpass  any  previous  total  in  the 
history  of  Congress. 


United  States  Representative  Harold  C. 
Hagen  Always  Has  Supported  R£A 
and  RTA 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  HAROLD  C.  HAGEN 

OF   MINNESOTA 
IN  THE  HOnSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  August  16,  1954 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  several  years  ago  one  of  the 
weekly  newspaper  editors  in  my  Ninth 
Congressionf  1  District  of  Minnesota 
falsely  attacked  my  voting  record  on 
supporting  tlie  Rural  Electrification  Ad- 
ministration It  has  been  reported  to 
me  that  he  may  do  so  again.  However, 
1  personally  doubt  it  because  this  editor 
now  knows  the  facts  and  he  is  a  man  of 
good  judgment  and  integrity. 

There  arc  approximately  60  weekly 
and  daily  newspapers  in  the  Ninth  Con- 
gressional District  and  none  of  them 
would  reprint  or  give  any  recognition  to 
the  false  iind  malicious  statements 
made.  A  great  majority  of  the  editors 
at  that  time,  as  this  year,  are  supporting 
me  for  reele<:tlon  to  Congress. 

In  this  1954  campaign,  for  Repre- 
sentative in  Congress,  from  the  Ninth 
District  of  Minnesota,  comprising  15 
counties  in  northwestern  Minnesota,  I 
have  some  overzealous.  misguided,  and 
misinformed  Democrat-Farmer-Labor 
opponents,  v/ho  are  misrepresenting  my 
position  jusi.  as  maliciously  and  as  ig- 
norantly  as  was  done  several  years  ago. 

To  those  v.ho  have  read  my  campaign 
newspap>ers  over  the  years,  to  those  who 

read  the  Congressional  Record,  and  to 


those  who  know  the  facts,  it  is  no  sur- 
prise that  I  always  favored  100 -percent 
parity  for  farm  produce  and  have  never 
voted  for  anything  less  than  90 -percent 
parity. 

However.  I  want  to  confine  my  re- 
marks today  to  rural  electrification  and 
the  rural-telephone  program. 

Since  I  first  came  to  Congress  in  Jan- 
uary 1943,  it  has  been  my  pleasure  to 
know  that  p>ower  and  light  has  been 
turned  on  in  more  than  15,000  farm 
homes  of  Minnesota's  Ninth  Congres- 
sional District  as  a  result  of  the  REA 
appropriations,  for  which  I  have  voted 
in  every  instance.  In  some  cases,  the 
Ninth  District  has  been  given  more  than 
its  proportionate  share  of  Minnesota's 
allocation  of  REA  money.  Up  to  1948, 
I  helped  REA  co-ops  to  secure  money 
from  Congress  to  build  5.092  additional 
miles  of  lines  serving  4,640  additional 
farms  in  my  district. 

I  am  very  happy  to  say  that  as  of  1954 
that  9  out  of  10  farms  in  America  have 
electricity,  and  that  almost  every  farmer 
in  the  Ninth  Minnesota  District  who 
wants  power  and  electricity  has  it  today. 
REA  should  be  extended  to  help  some 
additional  hundreds  of  farmers  get  this 
electric  service  and  power. 

HAGEN    SUPPORTS   REA 

Due  to  my  support  of  the  telephone 
program,  many  more  farmers  in  these 
15  northwestern  Minnesota  counties  have 
a  telephone,  or  can  have  or  will  have, 
within  the  next  2  years. 

I  voted  for  every  REA  appropriation 
and  for  the  telephone  funds  which  soon 
wilt  connect  most  farms,  who  want  that 
service  with  every  part  of  the  Nation 
and  of  the  world  of  the  future.  In  case 
anyone  again  starts  misrepresenting  my 
farm  record  or  my  REA  record,  I  want 
to  review  briefiy  some  of  my  votes  on 
REA. 

Let  it  be  done  by  former  editor  of  the 
Bemidji  (Minn.)  Daily  Pioneer,  H.  Z. 
Mitchell,  who  has  a  reputation  all  over 
the  upp>er  Midwest  as  a  fine,  truthful 
newspaperman  who  looks  at  the  record 
of  Congressmen  and  other  ofiBcials  in  an 
objective  and  factual  way. 

When  my  record  was  misrepresented 
and  misquoted.  Editor  Mitchell,  of  Be- 
midji, wrote  in  part: 

In  every  case,  Congressman  Harold  Hagen 
has  vigorously  supported  REA  since  he  first 
became  Congressman  In  January  1943. 

Mitchell  goes  on  to  write  that  the  first 
recorded  vote  on  REA,  which  Hagen  had 
an  opportunity  to  cast,  was  on  June  23. 
1943.  as  shown  in  the  Congressional 
Record,  volume  89,  part  5,  page  6361. 

This  was  a  rollcall,  during  the  war  year, 
raising  REA  money  from  20  million  to  30  mil- 
lion, and  this  page  shows  that  Hagen  voted 
In  favor  of  the  Increase. 

Tbe  79th  Congrea 


Mitchell  said- 
met  during  1945  and  1946  and  Hagen  sup- 
ported  all  REA  appropriations  during  that 
time. 

The  80tb   Congress  met  January  3,   1947, 
and  recessed  June  19,  1948. 


On  July  18,  1947,  the  Hoiise  considered 
H.  R.  3601  the  DefMLrtmfent  of  Agriculture 
appropriation  bill  for  1948. 

On  that  day.  Representative  Rankin  made 
a  motion  that  the  House  increase  REA  funds 
from  $225  to  $250  million. 

The  roUcaU  Is  shown  In  the  Congressional 
Record,  volume  93,  part  7,  page  9302,  and 
shows  that  Hagen  voted  for  this  increase. 

On  February  24.  1948,  the  same  Repre- 
sentative Rankin  moved  that  riiral  electrifi- 
cation be  provided  with  $300  million  extra. 
His  reason  for  that  amount  was  that  there, 
was  virtually  no  copper  wire  or  other  sup- 
plies available  to  REA  during  the  war  years, 
or  Immediately  after  and,  as  a  result,  there 
was  a  huge  backlog  of  applications  for  loans 
to  electrify  farms. 

MONET  TO  REA  AfiE  LOANS 

Incidentally,  every  voter  in  the  Ninth 
Minnesota  District  should  know  that  any 
moneys  voted  to  REA  is  not  a  gift  from 
Uncle  Sam.  Every  penny  of  this  money 
is  paid  back  with  interest  to  the  Federal 
Treasury,  through  the  charges  for  power 
and  light  to  the  farms  and  customers  in 
the  areas  served  by  REA. 

Hagen  voted  on  April  1,  1948.  to  raise 
the  REA  appropriation  from  $300  million 
to  $400  million  for  1949.  and  this  carried. 

Every  year  since  1949,  when  REA  or 
farm  appropriations  have  been  voted 
upon  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
Hagen  has  voted  with  the  farmers  of  his 
Ninth  Minnesota  District  and  the  farm- 
ers of  America  generally. 

Any  poppycock,  gossip,  nunors,  or  dec- 
larations to  the  contrary,  spread  by  any- 
one running  for  United  States  Repre- 
sentative in  the  Ninth  Minnesota  Dis- 
trict should  be  discounted  100  percent. 

There  is  no  other  candidate  for  this 
office  on  any  ticket  who  has  more  con- 
sistently supr>orted  the  farm  programs, 
rural  electrification,  the  farm  telephone 
program,  the  bringing  in  of  extra  elec- 
tric power  from  the  great  Missouri  River 
dams  in  North  Dakota  and  other  re- 
gions, or  any  other  legislation  or  laws 
which  would  help  the  farmers  and  the 
villagers  and  the  townspeople  of  north- 
western Minnesota  than  Harold  C. 
Hagen,  who  has  been  your  Representa- 
tive since  January  1943. 

This  statement  Is  borne  out  by  the 
hundreds  of  newspaper  cUppings  and  ar- 
ticles showing  Hacen's  activities  in  every 
field  of  endeavor.  These  clippings  and 
letters  received  tell  the  situation  in  this 
manner : 

At  least  20,000  letters  a  year  have  come 
into  Hagen  s  office  from  the  people  of  the 
ninth  district  since  1943.  asking  help  and 
service  on  hundreds  of  dilTerent  matters 
and  problems,  of  an  ofBcial  Federal  nature. 

Tou  can  hunt  all  through  the  16  north- 
western counties  and  you  wUl  And  that  in 
virtually  every  case.  Representative  Hagex 
has  answered  his  mail  the  day  it  was  re- 
ceived and  has  given  prompt  and  efficient 
service  to  all  concerned,  regardless  of  party, 
creed,  race,  religion,  or  anything  else. 

His  record  Is  unsurpassed  in  the  histo^ 
of  the  ninth  district  and  if  you  want  a  con- 
tinuation of  this  fair.  Impartial,  and  non- 
political  service,  Harold  C.  Hagkn  should  be 
returned  as  the  tJnited  States  Representative 
In  Congress  from  the  Ninth  Minnesota  Dls- 
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SENATE 


Tuesday,  August  17, 1954 

{LegislaUve  day  of  Thursday,  Augwi  5« 
1954) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clo^  a.  m., 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Rev.  F.  Norman  Van  Brunt,  associate 
pastor.  Pbundry  Methodist  Church, 
Washlnerton,  D.  C,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Alml^ty  and  eternal  God,  who  dost 
bring  forth  Thy  righteousness  as  the 
light  and  Thy  Judgments  as  the  noon- 
day, in  the  presence  of  ageless  realities 
we  pause  in  reverence  and,  with  a  deep- 
ening sense  of  obligation,  pray  for  cour- 
age to  attempt,  power  to  achieve,  and 
patience  to  endure. 

Grant  that  with  these  virtues  we, 
who  hold  the  birthright  of  democratic 
traditions,  may  meet  the  crisis  of  our 
time  with  avowed  faith  in  them,  praying 
as  we  work: 

Faith  of  our  fathers,  we  will  strive 

To  win  all  nations  unto  Thee. 

And  through  the  truth  that  comes  from 

God 
Mankind  irtiall  then  be  truly  free. 
Faith  of  our  fathers,  holy  faith. 
We  win  be  tnxe  to  Thee  till  death. 
In  Thy  name  we  pray.   Amen. 


DESIGNATION  OP  ACTING  PRESI- 
DENT PRO  TEIiO*ORE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  following 
letter:  " 

XJtrTrat  States  Scnatc, 

PtKSIDKNT  FBO  TSlfPOBC, 

Washtngton.  D.  C,  Augtut  17, 19S4. 
To  the  Senate: 

Being  temporarUy  absent  from  the  Senate. 
I  appoint  Hon.  Fkzdkbick  O.  Patkk.  a  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Maine,  to  perform  the 
duties  of  the  Cbalr  during  my  absence. 

STTXESBXIDaKB, 

President  pro  tempore. 

Mr.  PAYNE  thereupon  took  the  chair 
as  Acting  President  pro  tempore. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  KNowLAiro,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday. 
August  16,  1954,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Bartlett,  one  of  its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  follow- 
ing bills  of  the  Senate: 

8.2259.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Bev. 
Charles  V.  Rossini; 

8.2980.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Southern  District  of  New  York  to  hear,  deter- 
mine, and  render  Judgment  upon  a  claim  of 
the  Bunker  Hill  Development  Corp.; 

S.  3187.  An  act  to  authorize  the  United 
States  of  America  to  quitclaim  all  Its  right, 
title,  and  interest  in  and  to  certain  lands  In 
Arizona,  except  for  mineral  Interests  therein, 
and  for  other  purposes;  and 

8. 3629.  An  act  to  po8tp>one  the  effective 
date  of  the  3-percent  "absorption"  require- 


ment In  PuUic  Iaw  874,  81st  Congreat,  for 
1  year. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  bill  (8.  2303)  to 
authorize  and  direct  the  investigation  by 
the  Attorney  General  of  certain  ofTetises. 
and  for  other  purposes,  with  amend- 
ments, in  which  it  requested  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Senate. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  passed  the  bill  (S.  3627) 
to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act.  as  amended,  with  an  amendment,  in 
which  it  requested  the  concurrenoe  of 
the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bin  (S. 
3482)  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia 
Compensation  Act,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

The  message  further  annouriced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  to  the  biU  (H.  R.  9357)  for 
the  relief  of  S.  H.  Prather,  Mrs.  Florence 
Prather  Penman,  and  S.  H.  Prather,  Jr. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  following  bills  ol  the 
House: 

H.  R.  8193.  An  act  to  amend  the  Refugee 
ReUef  Act  of  1953;  and 

H.  R.  8932.  An  act  to  reclassify  dicto- 
phonea  in  the  Tariff  Act  of  1G30. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  to  the  concurrent  resolu- 
tion (H.  Con.  Res.  227)  favoring  the 
granting  of  the  status  of  permanent  res- 
idence to  certain  aliens. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  a  joint  resolution 
(H.  J.  Res.  585)  fixing  the  time  ol  as- 
sembly of  the  84th  Congress,  in  which 
it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Ben- 
ate. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unani- 
mous consent,  1^.  Gilletti  was  excused 
from  attendance  on  the  sessions  of  the 
Senate  commencing  tomorrow  for  the 
remainder  of  the  week. 


ORDER    FOR   TRANSACTION    OP 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  imanimous  consent  that  immediate- 
ly following  the  quorum  call  there  may 
be  the  customary  morning  hour  for  the 
transaction  of  routine  business,  under 
the  usual  2-mlnute  limitation  on 
speeches. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  it  is  so  or- 
dered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.    The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 


The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  it  is  so  or- 
dered. 

Morning  business  is  now  in  order. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 
The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
ing letters,  which  were  referred  as  in- 
dicated :  j 

Real    Estate    awd    Cowstkttctiok    lioANs    bt 
Nationai.  Banks 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  tlie 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  permit  nationai  banks  to  make 
20-vear  real  estate  loans  and  9-mo|ith  con- 
struction loans  (with  accompanying- papers) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

Soil    Survxt    and    IjAnd    CLASsincinoN    or 
Lands  Beneitted  bt  Eden  PeojeCt,  Wto- 

MING 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  certifying,  pursuant  to  law.  that 
an  adequate  soil  survey  and  land  Classifica- 
tion haa  been  made  of  the  lands  to  be 
served  by  the  Eden  project,  Wyoming,  imder 
the  change  In  development  plan,  and  that 
the  lands  to  be  Irrigated  Are  susceptible  to 
the  production  of  agricultural  crops  by 
means  of  Irrigation  (with  an  accompanying 
paper);  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular    Affairs. 

SusPKNsiov  or  Deportation  of  Oebtain 

AUKNS 

Three  letters  from  the  Commlnl()ner,  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service.  De- 
partment of  Justice,  transmitting,  pursuant 
to  law.  copies  of  orders  siispendlng  dep>orta- 
tion  of  certain  aliens,  together  with  a  state- 
ment of  the  facta  and  pertinent  provisions 
of  law  as  to  each  alien,  and  the  reMons  for 
ordering  such  suspension  (with  acoompany- 
ing  papers);  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

Granting   of   Applications   foe   PHimanent 

Residence  Filed  bt  Certain  Awens 
A  letter  from  the  Commissioner.  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization  Service,  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  transmitting,  pucsuant  to 
law.  copies  u'  orders  granting  the  applica- 
tions for  permanent  residence  filed  by  cer- 
tain aliens,  together  with  a  statement  of  the 
facts  and  pertinent  provisions  of  law  as  to 
each  alien,  and  the  reasons  for  granting  such 
applications  (with  accompanying  papers); 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judlciarf. 


MEMORIAL 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Republican  Women's 
Club  of  Madison  County,  Mont.,  at  Vir- 
ginia City,  Mont.,  protesting  against  the 
admission  of  Red  China  into  the  United 
Nations,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  WATKINS.  from  the  Com«ilttee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  with,  amend- 
ments: 

H.  R.  2233.  A  bill  to  provide  for  tfce  acqui- 
sition of  lands  by  the  United  States  required 
for  the  reservoir  created  by  the  conBtructlon 
of  Oahe  Dam  on  the  Missouri  River  and  for 
rehabilitation  of  the  Indians  of  the  Cheyenne 
River  Sioux  Reservation.  S.  Dak.,  and  for 
other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  2489). 
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By  Mr.  BRICKER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  without 
amendment: 

H.  R.9115.  A  bill  to  provide  that  contri- 
butions received  under  Public  Law  485.  80th 
Congress,  for  'he  construction  of  a  merchant 
marine  chapel  shall  be  invested  in  Govern- 
ment obllgatl  }ns  pending  their  use  for  such 
construction    (Rept.   No.   2490). 

By  Mr.  LiA^OKR.  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary   without  amendment: 

S.  3840.  A  olll  for  the  relief  of  Klyce 
Motors,  Inc.     Eept.  No.  2491). 


ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESO- 
LUTIONS PRESENTED 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  reported 
that  on  todr.y,  August  17,  1954.  he  pre- 
sented to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  loUowing  enrolled  bills  and 
joint  resolutions: 

S.  16.  An  a(  t  to  permit  the  compelling  of 
teptlmony  under  certain  conditions  and  to 
prant  ln>mun  ty  from  prosecution  in  connec- 
tion therewlt  i; 

S.  22.  An  a(  t  to  validate  certain  payments 
for  accrued  leave  made  to  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  who  accepted  discharges  for 
the  purpose  of  Immediate  reenlistment  for 
an    Indefinite   period: 

S  154.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Pamelas; 

S  232.  An  i.ct  for  the  relief  of  Hugo  Kern; 

S  546.  An  act  to  authorize  payment  for 
losses  sustained  by  owners  of  wells  in  the 
vicinity  of  C<  Id  Brook  Dam  by  reason  of  the 
lowering  of  tne  level  of  water  in  such  wells 
as  a  result  of  the  construction  of  Cold  Brook. 
Dam; 

S  1184  An  act  to  authorize  relief  of  au- 
thorized cert  fylng  officers  from  exceptions 
taken  to  payments  pertaining  to  terminated 
war  agencies  In  liquidation  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  State; 

S  1225.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Brunhilde 
Walburga  Go  omb  Hartsworm; 

S  1308.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leonard 
Hungerford; 

S  1706.  An  act  to  provide  for  taxation  by 
the  State  of  Wyoming  of  certain  property 
located  wlthi:i  the  confines  of  Grand  Teton 
National  Park,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  1748.  An  act  to  incorporate  the  National 
Fund  for  Medical  Education; 

S.  1845  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Ian 
Tung-chcng  Hu; 

8  1904.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ottille 
Theresa   Workmann; 

S.  1959.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Anne- 
niarie  Namla^; 

S  2420.  An  act  to  amend  section  32  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act; 

5  2456.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Martin 
Genuth: 

6  2461.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Berta  Hell- 
mlch; 

S.  2744.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  termina- 
tion of  Federal  supervision  over  the  property 
of  the  Alabama  and  Cousliatta  Trlt)es  of  In- 
dians of  Texiis,  and  the  individual  members 
thereof,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S  2958.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ida  Relss- 
mullcr  and  Johnny  Damon  Eugene  Reiss- 
muller; 

S.  3028.  An  act  to  require  the  Postmaster 
General  to  rrlm burse  postmasters  of  discon- 
tinued post  offices  for  equipment  owned  by 
the  postmaster; 

S  3085.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs  Helen 
Stryk; 

S.  3233.  An  act  to  amend  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act.  1936.  to  provide  permanent  leg- 
islation for  the  transportation  of  a  substan- 
tial portion  of  waterborne  cargoes  in  United 
States-flag  vessels; 

S.  3239.  An  act  to  authorize  conveyance 
of  land  to  the  State  of  California  for  an  in- 
spection station; 


8. 3302.  An  act  granting  to  the  Las  Vegas 
Valley  Water  District,  a  public  corporation 
organized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Nevada,  certain  public  lands  of  the  United. 
States  in  the  State  of  Nevada; 

8.  3303.  An  act  granting  to  Basic  Manage- 
ment, Inc.,  a  private  corporation  organized 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Nevada,  cer- 
tain public  lands  of  the  United  States  In 
the  State  of  Nevada; 

S.  33T9.  An  act  to  amend  section  4  of  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act,  with  respect  to  the 
standards   of   flammablllty    in   the    case   ot. 
certain  textiles; 

S.  3393.  Axi  act  authorizing  the  Adminis- 
trator of  Veterans"  Affairs  to  convey  certain 
property  to  Milwaukee  County.  Wis.; 

S.  3487.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Central 
Bank  for  Cooperatives  and  the  regional  banks 
for  cooperatives  to  issue  consolidated  deben- 
tures, and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3532.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  partition 
and  distribution  of  the  assets  of  the  Ute 
Indian  Tribe  of  Uintah  and  Ouray  Reserva- 
tion In  Utah  between  the  mlxedblood  and 
fullblood  members  thereof:  and  for  the  ter- 
mination of  Pede.-al  supervision  over  the 
property  of  the  mlxedblood  members  of  said 
tribe;  to  provide  a  development  program  for 
the  fullblood  members  of  said  tribe;  and  for 
other  purposes; 

S.  3546  An  act  to  provide  an  Immediate 
program  for  the  modernization  and  improve- 
ment of  such  merchant-type  vessels  In  the 
reser\'e  fleet  as  are  necessary  for  national 
defense; 

S.  3769.  An  act  to  amend  section  709  of 
title  18.  United  States  Code,  so  as  to  pro- 
tect the  name  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  In- 
vestigation from  commercial  exploitation; 

S.  3816.  An  act  to  authorize  the  replace- 
ment of  csrtain  Government-cwned  utility 
faclUtlelat  Glacier  National  Park.  Mont.,  and 
Grand  Canyon  Nationai  Park,  Ariz.; 

8.  J.  Res.  140.  Joint  resolution  to  establish 
a  commission  for  the  celebration  of  the  200th 
anniversary  of  the  birth  of  Alexander  Ham- 
ilton: and 

S.  J.  Res.  183.  Joint  resolution  to  extend 
greetings  to  the  Gold  Coast  and  Nigeria. 


S.  3882.  A  biU  for  the  reUef  of  Benato  Noe 
and  Angela  Noe:  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HUMPHRET: 
8.  3883.  A  bill  to  amend  section  37  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  so  as  to  re- 
move the  dlacrlmination  against  retired 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  GILLETTE; 

S.  3877.  A  bill  to  accelerate  establishment 
of  comprehensive  soil-  and  water -conserving 
works  on  private  and  public  property  through 
provision  of  appropriate  credit  for  conserva- 
tion, reforestation,  and  water -control  work; 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Gillettz  when  he 
introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear  un- 
der a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  MORSE  (for  himself.  Mr.  Neelt. 
Mr.  Beaix,  Mr.  Mansfield,  and  Mr. 
PATwr) : 

S.  3878.  A  bill  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Unemployment  Compensation  Act; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Mokse  when  he 
Introduced    the    above    bUl.    which    appear 
under   a   separate   heading.) 
By  Mr.  LONG: 

S.  3879.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Act  of  1938  In  order  to  require  In 
certain  cases  that  air  carriers  provide  trans- 
portation for  additional  baggage  at  air- 
freight rates:  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

8. 3880.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Seljl  Naya; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HENDRICKSON: 

S.  S881.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marl  Fara- 
bullini  and  Alia  F.  Farabulllnl;  and 


LOANS  FOR  CONSERVATION.  RE- 
FORESTATION. AND  WATER-CON- 
TROL WORKS 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  in- 
troduce for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  accelerate  establishment  of  compre- 
hensive soil-  and  water-conserving 
works  on  private  and  pubUc  property 
through  provision  of  appropriate  credit 
for  conservation,  reforeiBtation,  and 
water-control  work.  I  do  not  expect  to 
have  the  bill  enacted  at  this  session  of 
Congress,  but  for  intrcduction  and  study 
in  the  interim  between  the  Congresses. 

The  present  speed  of  establishment  of 
conservation  practices  on  our  farms  is 
not  adequate.  The  chief  bottleneck  is 
long-term,  low -cost  credit.  This  bill  is 
an  effort  to  tailor  credit  for  conservation 
programs. 

Times  are  going  to  be  harder  for  the 
fanner  in  months  ahead.  The  rural 
work  which  would  be  done  by  the  funds 
loaned  under  this  bill's  authority  would 
have  a  beneficial  eflect  in  agricultural 
areas  in  this  period  of  faUing  farm  in- 
come. 

Seme  idea  of  the  magnitude  of  the 
conservation  job  still  to  be  done  in  this 
country  may  be  gained  by  looking  at 
these  figures: 

Through  the  year  1952  soil  conserva- 
tion plans  had  been  prepared  for  only 
1.214.000  out  of  5,100,000  farms  in  the 
United  States,  covering  350  million  acres 
out  of  1.100,000.000  acres  of  farmland.  Tn 
Iowa,  through  December  31,  1952,  plans 
had  been  prepared  for  only  37.235  out  of 
our  moi-e  than  200,000  farms,  covering 
only  6.760,000  of  our  more  than  34  mil- 
lion acres.  A  tremendous  job  remains  to 
be  done. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  bill  will  be  received  and  ap- 
propriately referred. 

The  bill  (S.  3877)  to  accelerate  estab- 
lishment of  compi'ehensive  soil-  and 
water-conserving  works  on  private  and 
public  property  through  provision  of  ap- 
propriate credit  for  conservation,  refor- 
estation and  water-control  work,  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Gillette,  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 


INCENTIVE  AWARDS  TO  OFFICERS 
AND  EMPLOYEES  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES— AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  B^^roWLAND  submitted  amend- 
ments intended  to  be  proposed  by  him 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7774)  to  establish  a 
uniform  system  for  the  granting  of  in- 
centive awards  to  officers  and  employees 
of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table  and  to  be  printed. 
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FLOOD  CX)NTROL  ACTT  OP  1954— 
AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  MAGNUSON  submitted  amend- 
ments intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9859)  authorizing  the  con- 
struction, repair,  and  preservation  of 
certain  public  works  on  rivers  and  har- 
bors for  navigation,  flood  control,  and 
for  otfier  purposes,  which  were  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OP  A 
COMMITTEE 

Mr.  8ALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
as  in  executive  session,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services.  I  report  favor- 
ably a  group  of  nominations  of  flag  and 
general  rank  in  the  Army  and  Navy,  and 
ask  that  they  be  placed  on  the  Executive 
Calendar. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  nominations  will  be  received 
and  placed  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

The  nominations  ordered  to  be  placed 
on  the  Executive  Calendar  are  as  fol- 
lows: 

MaJ.  G«n.  Henry  Irving  Hodes.  United 
States  Army,  for  appointment  as  command- 
ing general.  VII  Cotjm,  with  the  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant general  and  as  lieutenant  general  in 
the  Army  of  the  United  States; 

MaJ.  Gen.  John  Howell  Collier.  United 
States  Army,  for  appointment  as  command- 
ing general  I  Cktrps,  with  the  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant general  and  as  lieutenant  general  In 
the  Army  of  the  United  States; 

Maj.  Gen.  CharlM  Edward  Hart.  United 
States  Army,  for  ap^lntment  as  command- 
ing general,  V  Corps,  with  the  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant general  and  as  lieutenant  general  In 
the  Army  of  the  United  States; 

Lt.  Gen.  John  Ernest  Dahlquist,  Army  of 
the  United  States  (major  general,  U.  S. 
Army) ,  for  appointment  as  Chief.  Army  Field 
Forces,  with  the  rank  of  general  and  as  gen- 
eral In  the  Army  of  the  United  States; 

Col.  Elmer  William  Young.  Veterinary 
Corps,  United  States  Army,  for  appointment 
as  brigadier  general.  Veterinary  Corps,  in  the 
Regular  Army  of  the  United  States; 

Brig.  Gen.  James  Holden  Phillips  and  sun- 
dry other  officers  for  temporary  appx>intment 
In  the  Army  of  the  United  States; 

MaJ.  Gen.  PhUlp  Charles  Bettenburg  and 
sundry  other  officers  for  appointment  as  Re- 
serve commissioned  officers  of  the  Army; 

Bruce  E.  Bradley  and  sundry  other  officers 
of  the  Staff  Corps  of  the  Navy  for  temporary 
appointment;  and 

George  W.  Anderson,  Jr.,  and  sundry  other 
officers  for  temporary  promotion  In  the  line 
of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President.  I 
also  report  favorably  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services  the  following 
nominations,  and  ask  that  they  also  be 
placed  on  the  Executive  Calendar : 

Frank  H.  Hlgglna,  of  New  York,  to  be  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  the  Army; 

Charles  C.  Finucane,  of  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington, to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Army; 

WUllam  Blrrell  Franke,  of  New  York,  to  be 
an  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy; 

Trevor  Gardner,  of  California,  to  be  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  the  Air  Force;  and 

Lyle  S.  Garlock,  of  Minnesota,  to  be  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  vice  H.  Lee 
White,  resigned. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  nominations  will  be  received 
and  placed  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  In  addition  to 
the  above,  I  also  report  favorably  from 


the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  a 
group  of  8,408  routine  nominations  in 
the  Navy  in  the  grade  of  commander  and 
below.  In  order  to  save  the  expense  of 
printing  in  the  Executive  Calendar  of 
this  large  number  of  names,  which  have 
already  appeared  once  in  the  Congres- 
sional Record.  I  request  that  these  nomi- 
nations be  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Vice 
President's  desk  for  the  information  of 
any  Senator. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  nominations  will  be  received 
and  will  lie  on  the  desk,  as  requested  by 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.        1 


FAMILY   QUARTERS    FOR   PERSON- 
NEL OP  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  a  message 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  an- 
nouncing its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9924)  to  provide  for  family  quar- 
ters for  personnel  of  the  military  de- 
partments of  the  Department  of  De- 
fense and  their  dependents,  and  for 
other  purposes,  and  requesting  a  con- 
ference with  the  Senate  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  insist  upon  its  amendment,  agree 
to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a  con- 
ference, and  that  the  Chair  appoint 
the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Acting  President  pro  tempore  appointed 
Mr.  Case,  Mr.  Duff,  and  Mr.  Stenms 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
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ACCUSATION  OP  FAVORITISM 
AGAINST  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  iny 
attention  has  been  called  to  an  article 
which  appeared  in  the  morning  news- 
papers. The  particular  newspaper  I 
have  in  mind  is  the  Baltimore  Sun  of 
this  morning,  in  which  Mr.  Mitchell, 
chairman  of  the  Democratic  National 
Committee,  is  reported  to  have  cast  sctne 
reflections,  I  believe,  upon  the  President 
of  the  United  States. 

I  think  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
know  that  I  have  not  been  a  bitter  or 
narrow  partisan  in  my  responsibilities 
in  the  Senate.  I  have  expressed  appre- 
ciation, and  I  express  it  again,  for  the 
cooperation  we  have  received  from  the 
oflBcial  leadership  of  the  Democratic 
Party  in  the  Senate,  and  from  Senators 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  in  the 
handling  of  the  very  heavy  and  burden- 
some legislative  program  which  we  have 
been  facing. 

I  regret  very  much  when  a  statement 
is  made  which,  in  these  troublous  times, 
appears  to  me  to  cast  reflection  upon  tihe 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
tend  to  break  down  the  confidence  of 
the  country  in  a  man  who  has  been 
called  to  the  high  responsibilities  of  tihe 
Presidency,  and  who  has  been  elected 
to  that  ofBce  by  an  overwhelming  vote  of 
the  American  people. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  if 
Mr.  Stephen  Mitchell  has  any  informa- 
tion which  indicates  in  any  way  that  the 
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contract  in  question  is  either  illegal,  that 
undue  influence  has  been  used,  or  that 
any  personal  relationship  between  the 
President  of  the  United  States  aOd  any 
friend  and  neighbor,  as  he  puts  it,  might 
have  played  a  part,  he  owes  it  to  the 
country,  to  his  own  party,  and  to  a  sense 
of  responsibility  to  furnish  any  such 
facts  to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy  or  to  the  Department  of  Justice. 

I  regret  very  much  that  in  the  heat  of 
what  seems  to  be  a  growing  pHDlitical  cam- 
paign, it  cannot  be  kept  on  a  level  other 
than  one  of  attacking  the  personal  mo- 
tives of  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  heard 
with  interest  the  comments  whicli  have 
been  made  by  the  distinguished  majority 
leader.  The  Members  of  the  Senate  will 
recall  that  when  the  Dixon-Yates  con- 
tract to  which  the  article  referred  was 
being  debated  in  the  Senate  in  connec- 
tion with  the  AEG  bill  I  opp>osed  vigor- 
ously, with  all  the  strength  at  my  com- 
mand, the  amendment  which  in  effect 
approved  the  contract.  I  opp>ose  now 
the  conclusion  of  the  contract.  I  still 
hold  to  the  position  I  held  then,  when  I 
.'^aid  that  I  regretted  that  the  contract 
had  been  made. 

Yet,  Mr.  President,  when  I  read  the 
statement  of  Mr.  Mitchell  in  the  news- 
paper this  morning.  I  had  the  same  reac- 
tion which  has  been  expressed  by  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader.  While  I  was 
very  much  opposed  to  the  contract,  yet 
there  was  never  any  question  In  my 
mind — and  I  so  stated  upon  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  acted  as  he  thought  best 
and  with  sincerity  to  meet  a  poww  need 
which  had  been  claimed  by  TVA  as  ex- 
isting in  the  Memphis  area. 

I  have  no  confidence  in,  and  I  do  not 
believe  in  any  degree  or  in  any  way.  the 
statement  impugning  the  President 
which  has  been  made  by  the  chairman 
of  the  Democratic  National  Committee, 
Mr.  Mitchell.  I  do  not  believe  there  is 
any  truth  at  all  in  his  statement.  The 
era  of  favoritism  and  of  deals  ended 
with  the  last  administration.  The  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  know  the  in- 
tegrity of  President  Eisenhower. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  In 
line  with  the  remarks  which  have  been 
made  by  the  distinguished  majority 
leader,  let  me  say  that  doubtless  there 
will  be  much  more  in  the  press  in  re- 
gard to  the  so-called  Dixon-Yates  con- 
tract. During  the  debate  on  the  bill, 
there  was  much  criticism  of  the  con- 
tract, in  regard  to  the  policy  of  awarding 
a  contract  before  the  plant  was  built. 
That  policy  was  severely  critized. 

I  think  that  somewhere  along  the  line 
the  Record  should  show  that  that  policy 
is  not  a  new  one,  but  is  a  long-estab- 
lished policy  of  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority,  particularly  in  respect  to  the 
TVA's  purchases  of  coal.  On  more  than 
one  occasion  the  TVA  has  awarded  coal 
contracts  to  persons  who  had  no  more 
of  a  coal  mine  than  we  have  in  this 
Chamber;  yet,  on  the  basis  of  such  a  con- 
tract, they  financed  a  new  mine.  I  point 
that  out  because  the  policy  is  not  a  new 
one;  it  is  an  established  policy  of  the 
TVA.     In  my  opinion  so  far  as  coal  is 
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concerned  the  result  of  the  policy  has 
been  anything  but  good;  it  has  been 
very  detrimental  to  the  coal  industry, 
and  has  been  of  no  benefit  to  the  con- 
sumers of  TVA.  and  has  cost  the  United 
States  Treasury  untold  thousands  of  dol- 
lars in  tax  funds. 

The  purpost;  of  my  remarks  is  simply 
to  point  out  that  the  policy  which  was 
invoked  in  th<i  awarding  of  the  Dixon- 
Yates  contract  is  not  a  new  policy  inso- 
far as  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
is  concerned. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  theie  further  morning  busi- 
ness? 

If  not,  moriiing  business  is  closed. 


AMENDMENT   OF   SUBVERSIVE    AC- 
TIVITIES CONTROL  ACT  OF  1950 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  amendments  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill  <S.  3706)  to 
amend  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Act  of  1950  to  provide  for  the  determina- 
tion of  the  identity  of  certain  Commu- 
nist-infiltrated organizations,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  clerk  will  state  the  unani- 
mous-consent agreement,  for  the  infor- 
mation of  the  Members  of  the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ordered.  Tliat  on  Tuesday.  August  17.  1954. 
following  the  morning  business,  further  de- 
bate on  the  amendments  intended  to  be  pro- 
po.spd  by  the  Scn.Ttor  from  Maryl.ind  JMr. 
Dfn.EBl.  and  read,  to  House  amrndmenis  to 
S  STO'S.  to  prohibit  members  of  Communist 
organizations  from  serving  in  certain  repre- 
sentative capacities,  and  for  other  purposes, 
shall  be  limited  to  3  hours,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled,  respectively,  by  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  (Mr.  Bitler]  and 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  JohnsonI: 
Provided.  That  debate  on  each  further 
amendment  to  the  Houre  amendments  shall 
b?  limited  to  30  minutes,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled,  respectively,  by  the 
mover  of  such  amendment  and  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  |Mr.  Butler  |  In  the  event  he 
Is  opposed  to  the  amendment;  otherwise,  by 
the  minority  leader  |Mr.  JoK^fsoN  of  Texas]; 
And  provided  further.  That  all  amendments 
must  be  germane  to  the  subject  matter  of 
the  said  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  Senator  from  Texas  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  absence  of  a  quorum  were 
to  be  made  at  this  time,  would  it  be  cov- 
ered by  the  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment which  has  been  entered? 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  Chair  is  advised  that  a  quo- 
rum can  be  had  at  this  time  only  by 
unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Then,  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum, 
without  having  the  time  required  there- 
for charged  to  either  side  under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection?  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered;  and  the  clerk 
will  call  the  rolL 


The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  it  is  so  or- 
dered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamantary  inquiry. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  Of  Texas.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland  I  Mr.  Butler]  has  of- 
fered amendments.  Are  those  iimend- 
ments  pending? 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   They  have  not  yet  been  called  up. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  propose  to  call 
up  his  amendments? 

Mr.  BUTLER.     Yes.  I  do. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  May  I  ask 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  if  he  pro- 
poses to  take  further  time  on  those 
amendments? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  As  I  understand,  we 
have  one  and  a  hclf  hours  on  each  side. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  My  under- 
standing is  that  15  minutes  is  allowed  to 
each  side  on  an  amendment. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  have  already  ex- 
plained the  amendments.  I  think  there 
can  be  absolutely  no  question  as  to  3  and 
possibly  4  of  the  amendments.  I  had 
not  proposed  to  take  additional  time, 
unle."s  I  felt  time  was  required  to  answer 
the  opponents. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, what  is  the  parliamentary  situa- 
tion? The  Senators  amendments  "8-1&- 
54-A"  have  been  printed.  Does  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  propose  to  call  those 
up  at  this  time?  If  the  Senator  does  call 
them  up.  then  will  there  not  be  15  min- 
utes available  for  each  side? 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  Chair  will  state  that  the 
amendments  of  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land en  bloc  are  entitled  to  3  hours  of 
debate,  divided  between  the  mover  of  the 
amendments,  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land, and  the  Senator  from  Texas  LMr. 
Johnson  I . 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Does  the  situation 
not  come  down  to  this:  So  far  as  the 
amendments  cf  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land are  concerned,  they  are  to  the 
amendments  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  Senate  bill  3706.  The  normal 
motion  would  be  to  concur  in  the  House 
amendments.  The  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  would  ultimately  be  first 
to  amend  the  House  amendments  and 
then  to  concur  in  them  as  amended.  On 
the  amendments  of  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  there  would  normally  be  15 
minutes  to  a  side,  but  on  the  question  of 
concurrence  itself  there  would  be  3  hours. 
I  assume,  as  under  our  normal  unani- 
mous-consent agreements,  it  would  not 
make  very  much  difference  how  the  time 
was  used,  because  the  time  could  be  used 
on  the  question  of  concurrence  in  the 
amendments,  if  it  were  necessary,    „ 

I  think  as  I  actually  worded  the  unan- 
imous-consent agreement,  the  amend- 


ments offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land were  included  en  bloc  in  connection 
with  general  concurrence. 

The  ACTING  PRESDMWT  pro  tem- 
pore.   That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  a  par* 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  BUTLER.     If  I  should  move  that, 
the  Senate  concur  in  the  House  amend- 
ments with  the  amendments  I  intend  to 
offer,  what  would  be  the  effect  of  such 
a  motion? 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. If  the  Senate  should  agree  to  the 
motion,  that  would  be  conclusive  action 
on  the  bill. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Would  the  bill  then  be 
open  to  further  amendment? 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  t«n- 
pore.  Not  if  the  Senator  moved  to  con- 
cur, with  his  amendments,  and  the  mo- 
tion were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  ask  the  Senator  from  Maryland  not 
to  move  to  concur,  but  rather  that  he 
offer  his  amendments,  so  that  the  offer- 
ing of  any  other  amendments,  if  there 
are  any  to  be  offered,  will  not  be  fore- 
closed. I  think  that  was  the  spirit  of 
the  unanimous  consent  agreement ;  that 
after  a  night  of  study  of  further  amend- 
ments, if  amendments  were  to  be  offered, 
they  might  be  offered  under  a  15-minute 
limitation  to  a  side. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  in  con- 
sonance with  the  unanimous  consent 
agreement,  I  now  offer  my  amendments 
designated  "8-16-54-A." 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  clerk  will  state  the  amend- 
ments. 

The  Legisl.^tive  Clerk.  In  section  2. 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  word 
'•other"  where  it  api>ears  in  the  second, 
third,  fifth,  and  sixth  sentences  of  such 
section,  and  in  the  fifth  sentence  of  such 
section  insert  in  lieu  of  the  word  "other" 
the  word  "political." 

In  section  4,  after  the  words  "Labor 
Relations  Act",  add  the  words  "as 
amended." 

In  section  5,  strike  out  the  word 
"knowingly"  each  of  the  three,  times  it 
appears  therein. 

In  section  8,  in  subsection  (b)  of  the 
text  of  the  proposed  new  section  13 A, 
insert  after  the  word  "may"  a  comma 
and  the  words  "within  six  months  after 
such  determination," ;  and  strike  out  the 
last  fourteen  words  of  such  subsection. 

In  section  8,  subsection  (e)  of  the  text 
of  the  proposed  new  subsection  13A, 
strike  out  "be  required  to  determine" 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "consider." 

In  section  8,  in  each  of  subparagraphs 
(1\  (2),  (3),  (4),  (5),  (6),  and  (7)  of 
subsection  (e)  of  the  text  of  the  pro- 
posed new  subsection  13 A.  strike  out  the 
word  "whether"  where  is  appears  at  the 
begiiuiing  of  such  subparagraph,  and 
insert  in  Ueu  thereof  the  words  "to  what 
extent,  if  any." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parUamentary  inquiry. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Do  Sena- 
tors have  30  minutes  on  these  specific 
amendments,  or  3  hours? 
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The  ACTINa  PRESIDEin'  pro  tem- 
p<M-e.  On  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
Xrom  Maryland  to  concur 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  am  not  asking  about  the  motion. 
I  am  merely  asking  about  the  amend- 
ments the  Senator  from  Maryland  has 
offered.  

The  ACTINQ  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. They  are  part  of  the  question  in- 
volving the  concurrence  with  the  House 
amendments,  and  action  upon  the 
amendments  en  bloc.  The  total  time  is 
covered  under  the  3-hour  limitation. 

After  action  is  taken  on  this  matter, 
any  amendment  which  is  offei%d  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land will  be  governed  by  the  3(Kminute 
limitation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  ruling 
is  that  there  is  available  bo  each  side  for 
debate  on  the  pending  amendments  V/2 
hours?     

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. That  is  correct;  and  on  the  mo- 
tion to  concur. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Does  the  debate  of  3 
hours  on  the  question  of  concurrence 
and  the  question  of  agreeing  to  the 
amendments  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  foreclose  the  offering  of 
any  other  amendment  to  the  bill? 

The  ACniNG  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. If  the  Senator  wlUiholds  his  mo- 
tion to  concur  and  offers  his  amend- 
ments, amendments  then  will  be  in  or- 
der to  the  Senator's  amendments  and 
also  to  the  bill,  after  the  Senator's 
amendments  are  disposed  of. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  The  bill  would  then  be 
open  to  fvu-ther  amendment,  after  the 
pending  amendments  are  disposed  of? 

The  ACmNQ  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  House  amendments  would 
be;  yes. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Maryland  de- 
sire that  the  amendments  which  he  has 
offered  be  considered  en  bloc? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  have  so  requested, 
Mr.  President. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  it  is  so  or- 
dered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent  

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  pre- 
pared to  yield  to  any  Senator  desiring 
time  to  oppose  the  pending  amendments 
such  time  as  he  may  desire,  or  as  may  be 
reasonable. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  A  parliamentary  In- 
quiry. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Am  I  correct  in  as- 
siuning  that  the  vote  on  concurrence  will 
not  be  had  at  this  time? 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  Senator  from  Maryland  has 
merely  offered  his  amendments  to  the 
House  amendments. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  Jiist  wished  to  make 
sure. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  to  the  distinguished  Senator 


from    New    York     [Mr.    Lehman]     10 
minutes. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  Senator  from  New  York. 

B«r.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  speak  on  the  subject  of  concurrence 
at  this  time.  It  is  quite  probable  I  shall 
wish  to  do  so  later  in  the  morning. 

I  desire  to  address  myself  at  this  par- 
ticular time  to  a  discussion  of  section  8 
of  the  pending  bill,  which  is  described  as 
"Proceedings  with  respect  to  Commu- 
nist-infiltrated organizations."  My  col- 
leagues will  recall  that  when  this  bill,  in 
its  original  form,  was  before  the  Senate 
last  week  I  strongly  opposed  it.  Later. 
when  the  provisions  now  in  question  were 
offered  by  Senator  Daniel  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Hvunphrey  substitute,  I  voted 
against  it.  I  believe  I  was  the  only  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  who  did  so. 

I  voted  against  it  because  I  felt  that 
these  provisions  are  so  dangerous  to  the 
rights  of  organized  labor,  and  potsibly 
other  organizations — but  mainly  to  the 
rights  of  organized  labor — that  they 
should  not  be  adopted.  I  was  a  cospon- 
sor  of  an  amendment  offered  as  a  sub- 
stitute by  the  senior  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [Mr.  Magnuson],  asking  that  a 
commission  be  appointed  to  study  and 
carefully  consider  this  entire  subject,  and 
to  report  back  to  the  Swiate  by  January 
15,  1955. 

The  Commission,  it  will  be  recalled, 
was  to  be  appointed  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  was  to  consist  of 
12  persons,  chosen  in  equal  numbers 
from  labor,  industry,  and  the  public. 
That  would  have  been  the  sane  and 
sensible  thing  to  do.  But  the  Masrnuson 
substitute  was  defeated,  and  the  Butler 
bill  provisions  were  approved. 

The  bill  in  section  8  provides  that 
whenever  the  Attorney  General  has  rea- 
son to  believe  that  any  organization  is 
Communist-infiltrated,  he  may  file  with 
the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board 
and  serve  upon  such  organization  a  peti- 
tion for  determination  that  such  organi- 
zation is  a  Communist-infiltrated 
organization. 

Thereupon,  If  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Board  decides  that  in  its  opinion 
the  organization — the  labor  union — is 
Communist-infiltrated,  the  members  of 
such  union  lose  their  rights  to  access  to 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Board, 
which  was  created,  as  we  know,  for  the 
purpose  of  conserving  the  rights  of  both 
labor  and  industry. 

I  believe  these  provisions  place  in  the 
hands  of  the  Attorney  General  and  of 
the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board 
powers  far  too  great  to  give  to  any  Indi- 
vidual or  board.  I  do  not  raise  any 
question  with  regard  to  the  good  faith 
and  integrity  and  fairness  of  the  present 
Attorney  General.  But  we  do  not  know 
how  long  he  will  be  in  office. 

The  provisions  in  question  unquestion- 
ably give  to  an  Attorney  General  who 
might  be  unfriendly  to  labor,  a  broad 
grant  of  authority  which  could  be  used 
in  the  future  for  the  destruction  of  good 
non-Communist  labor  unions,  the  Crip- 
pling of  the  rights  of  organized  labor, 
and  the  right  of  labor  to  organize  in 
areas  in  which  it  has  not  yet  organized 
or  in  which  its  standing  is  not  very 
secure. 


I  believe  these  provisions  affect  every 
man  and  woman  in  the  organised  labor 
movement.  I  do  not  know  of  any  case 
where  equivalent  powers  have  been  given 
to  any  one  oflBcial  of  government. 

All  this  is  being  done  on  the  ground 
that  there  may  be  a  certain  number  of 
Communists  in  the  labor  movement.  If 
the  bill  were  confined  to  the  purpose 
of  eliminating  these  individuals  from 
the  labor  movement,  I  would  have  no 
objection.  Of  course,  I  agree  fully  that 
the  Communist  Party  in  this  country  is 
a  conspiracy  against  our  security  and 
that  it  proposes  and  seeks  to  overthrow 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
force,  if  necessary. 

But  this  bill,  in  its  present  form,  does 
not  eliminate  Communists  from  labor 
unions.     It  eliminates  the  labor  unions. 

The  bill  gives  arbitrary  powers  to  the 
Attorney  General.  I  think  this  bill  Is 
useless,  from  a  practical  viewpoint,  in 
achieving  its  avowed  objectives,  because 
of  the  time  it  will  take  to  force  a  final 
decision.  The  bill  gives  the  right  to  any 
union  charged  with  being  Communist- 
infiltrated  to  seek  redress  in  the  courts. 
We  know  what  great  delay  that  means. 

It  is  right,  of  course,  that  a  labor 
union  or  any  other  body  should  have 
redress  by  appeal  to  the  courts.  How- 
ever, the  delay  which  will  ensue  will 
completely  prevent  any  successful  effort 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  clean 
the  house  of  the  labor  movement.  It  can 
only  hurt  unions.  It  cannot  cleanse 
them  of  Communist  influence. 

When  I  spoke  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate a  few  days  ago,  I  pointed  out  that 
when  the  Internal  Security  Act  was 
passed  in  1950.  I  predicted  It  would  take 
at  least  2  years  to  force  a  decision  against 
the  Communist  Party.  I  was  far  too 
conservative  when  I  predicted  a  delay 
of  2  years.  We  are  now  about  to  go 
into  1955.  Nearly  4 '  2  years  have  elapsed, 
and  a  final  decision  has  not  yet  been 
reached  with  regard  to  whether  the 
Communist  Party  itself  is  a  subversive 
organization. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President. 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     My  time  is  limited. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  says 
no  decision  has  been  reached.  Is  he 
familiar  with  the  fact  that  a  Federal 
'district  court  has  held 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  was  coming  to  that 
in  a  minute.  No  final  decision  has  been 
reached.  I  am  informed  that  the  case 
has  not  even  been  considered  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 
Of  course,  until  it  is  heard  by  the  Su- 
preme Court  there  can  be  no  final  de- 
cision. That  delay  of  5  or  6  years  will 
be  duplicated  in  hundreds  of  cases,  be- 
cause in  every  one  of  the  cases  ah  appeal 
will  be  taken.  In  the  meantime  the  arm 
of  the  Government  and  the  power  of  the 
unions  themselves  will  be  completely 
paralyzed. 

The  great  national  unions  have  done 
a  good  job  in  cleaning  house.  The  CIO 
expelled  9  of  its  affiliated  unions  because 
they  were  Communist  infiltrated.  Of 
the  million  or  more  men  and  women  who 
belonged  to  these  unions,  more  than 
three-fourths  have  now  joined  unions  in 
which  there  is  no  Communist  influence. 
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I  believe  we  would  proceed  far  more 
rapidly  and  far  more  effectively 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  time  of  the  Senator  has  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  lA&y  I  have  2  more 
minutes? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  York  2  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  believe  we  would 
proceed  far  more  effectively  and  far  more 
rapidly  if  we  continued,  as  we  have  to 
date,  to  strengthen  and  to  help  the  labor 
unions  to  clean  house,  rather  than  to 
impede  them,  rather  than  to  make  it  im- 
possible for  them  to  take  effective  action. 
In  the  meantime,  Mr.  President,  we  are 
subjecting  every  labor  union  in  this 
country  to  the  threat  of  interference  and 
of  crippling  action  by  the  Government 
as  represented  by  an  Attorney  General, 
who.  as  I  have  said,  may  be  inimical  or 
unfriendly  to  organized  labor. 

I  believe  that  this  amendment,  section 
13 A.  will  work  against  the  efforts  of  the 
country  to  rid  the  labor  movement  of 
the  infiltration  of  Communists,  and  it 
will  do  absolutely  no  good.  It  will  con- 
tinue so  long  as  it  may  remain  on  the 
statute  books,  to  be  a  real  threat  against 
the  welfare  and  the  rights  of  organized 
labor. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  thp  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer.  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
pas.^ed  without  amendment  the  bill  (S. 
3873 »  to  provide  survivor  benefits  for 
widows  of  the  Chief  Justice  and  the  As- 
sociate Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  bill  (S.  3628  >  to 
amend  Public  Law  815.  81st  Congress,  in 
order  to  extend  for  3  additional  years  the 
program  and  assistance  for  school  con- 
struction under  title  III  of  that  act.  with 
amendments,  in  which  it  requested  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senat?. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to 
the  followinq:  enrolled  bills,  and  they 
were  signed  by  the  Acting  President  pro 
tempore: 

H  R  8753  An  net  to  nmend  the  Federnl 
Property  and  Administrative  SerMces  Act  of 
1943.  Rs  amended,  to  authorize  the  Admin- 
istrator of  General  Services  to  establish  and 
C'perate  motor-vehicle  pools  and  systems  and 
to  provide  office  furniture  and  furnishings 
when  agencies  are  moved  to  new  locations, 
to  direct  the  Admlnlftratcr  to  report  the 
unauthorized  use  of  Government  motor  ve- 
hicles, and  to  authorize  the  United  States 
Civil  Service  Commission  to  retrulate  opera- 
tors of  Government -owned  motor  vehicles, 
and  for  other  purpose;  and 

H  R.  9962.  An  act  to  increase  by  5  percent 
the  rates  of  pension  payable  to  veterans  and 
their  dependents. 


AMENDMENT    OF    SUBVERSIVE    AC- 
TIVniES  CONTROL  ACT  OF  1950 

Tlie  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of    the    amendments   of    the   House   of 


Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  3706)  to 
amend  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Act  of  1950  to  provide  for  the  determi- 
nation of  the  identity  of  certain  Com- 
munist-infiltrated organizations,  and  for 
other  purp>oses. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee   if   he  desires   time. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.     Yes,  I  do. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Has  the 
Senator  from  New  York  concluded ; 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  have  concluded. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  How  much 
time  does  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
desire? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.    Ten  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  At  this  time  I  wish 
particularly  to  ask  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Butler! 
a  few  questions  about  what  his  amend- 
ments will  do.  and  about  what  will  hap- 
pen under  the  Hou^e  bill  with  reference 
to  the  Internal  Security  Act,  and  also 
the  Smith  Act. 

In  the  first  place,  as  I  read  the  amend- 
ments of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Maryland,  they  are  largely  clarifying 
amendments,  and  do  not  materially 
change  the  basic  provisions  of  the  House 
bill.    Is  that  substantially  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  After  studying  the 
amendments  of  the  distinguished  Sana- 
tor  from  Maryland.  I  feel  they  are  well 
considered,  improve  the  terminology, 
make  clear  the  meaning,  and  set  forth 
what  is  intended  to  be  done  by  the  House 
bill.  I  think  the  amendments  are  good, 
will  make  the  proposed  legislation  more 
understandable,  and  will  clarify  some 
possible  legal  objections  which  might  be 
raised  against  the  bill. 

So  that  we  may  know  the  exact  sit- 
uation which  confronts  us,  I  may  say 
that  some  think  this  bill  will  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party:  others  hold  the  opin- 
ion that  it  will  make  membership  in  the 
Communist  Party  a  crime:  others  have 
expressed  the  fear,  as  I  had  the  fear 
concerning  the  original  Senate  bill,  that 
it  would  take  the  underpinning  from  the 
Internal  Security  Act,  and  would  prob- 
ably also  hamper  the  administration  of 
the  Smith  Act. 

The  bill,  as  it  is  pre.^ently  written,  does 
not  actually  make  the  Communist  Party 
illegal.     Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  In  my  opinion,  the  bill 
outlaws  the  Communist  Party  and  makes 
it  illegal.  It  strips  the  Communi'^t  Party 
of  all  its  rights,  privileges,  and  immuni- 
ties under  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  and  all  laws  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me  at  that  point? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  have  one  other 
question  I  should  like  to  ask  and  then  I 
will  yield.  If  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land correctly  states  the  situation,  then 
what  effect  will  the  bill  have  upon  sec- 
tion 7  of  the  Internal  Security  Act,  which 
requires  any  Communist  organization  to 
re^tister  with  the  Attorney  General? 
Will  net  the  privilege  of  the  fifth  amend- 
ment be  available  to  an  organization  as 
well  as  to  an  individual? 


Mr.  BUTLER.  The  privilege  against 
self-incrimination  is  an  individual  privi- 
lege. It  does  not  apply  in  any  manner 
to  an  organization.  My  amendments  do 
not  deal  with  members  at  all.  They  strip 
the  Communist  Party  of  all  its  legal 
rights,  privileges,  and  immunities.  They 
unmask  the  Community  Party  for  what 
it  is — a  conspiracy  to  overthrow  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by 
force  and  violence. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  inferred  from  one 
of  the  amendments  that  the  Senator  was 
trying  to  describe  the  Communist  Party 
not  as  being  a  party,  but  as  being  a  to- 
talitarian or  Communist  conspiracy. 
Under  the  House  bill,  is  the  Communist 
Party  a  party,  or  is  it  something  else? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  The  first  amendment  1 
offered  goes  to  that  point,  and  that  point 
alone.  If  the  Senator  will  read  the  pre- 
amble to  section  3,  he  will  find  that  it 
refers  to  the  Communist  Party  and  then 
to  other  parties.  We  delete  the  word 
"other"  to  clearly  show  that  the  Conunu- 
nist  Party  is  not  a  political  party.  That 
is  the  purpose  of  the  first  amendment. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  What  is  the  motive 
of  the  Senator's  amendment  in  striking 
out  themord  "other"? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Let  me  read  the  lan- 
guage of  section  2: 

The  Confess  hereby  finds  and  declares 
that  the  Communist  Party  of  the  United 
States,  although  purportedly  a  political  party. 
is  In  fact  an  Instrumentality  of  a  conspiracy 
to  overthrow  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  It  constitutes  an  authoritarian  dic- 
tatorship within  a  republic,  demanding  for 
Itself  the  rights  and  privUeges  accorded  to 
other  political  parties — 

We  would  strike  out  the  word  "other" 
because  we  do  not  want  to  denominate 
the  Communist  Party  as  a  political  party 
when  it  is  in  fact  a  conspiracy. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  In  fact.  then,  the 
bill,  with  the  Senator's  amendment,  does 
not  outlaw  any  party.  It  outlaws  a  con- 
spiracy. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  That  is  correct.  We  do 
not  want  to  call  the  Communist  Party  a 
political  party,  and  we  do  not  outlaw  it 
as  such. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  So  no  party,  as  such, 
is  outlawed  by  the  House  bill  with  the 
Senator's  amendment. 

Mr.  BUTLER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  It  outlaws  a  con- 
spiracy. 

I  should  like  to  return  to  the  question 
of  what  effect  this  will  have  on  section 
7  of  the  Internal  Security  Act.  I  have 
here  the  Internal  Security  Act.  section  7 
of  which  reads  in  part : 

(a)  Each  Communist-action  crgantzatton 
(Including  any  organization  required,  by  a 
final  order  of  the  Board,  to  register  as  a  Com- 
munlst-actlon  organieatlon)  shall,  within 
the  time  specified  In  subsection  <c)  of  thU 
section,  register  with  the  Attorney  General. 
on  a  form  prescribed  by  him  by  regula- 
tions— 

In  other  words,  under  the  Internal 
Security  Act.  the  Communist  Party  must 
register.  I  have  had  many  misgivings 
about  this.  No  convictions  have  been 
obtained  so  far.  I  understand  the  Gov- 
ernment hopes  to  win  this  case  In  the 
court  of  appeals  and  get  a  final  decision 
on  it  in  the  Supreme  Court  and  since  the 
Internal  Security  Act  is  the  law  of  the 
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lazvd  I  would  like  to  see  ft  gtven  a  fair 
IrlaL  I  hope  it  may  be  eff ectiye  in  deal- 
ing with  the  Communist  problem. 

M^  question  is:  Is  the  Senator  abso- 
lutely certain  that  by  making  illegid  the 
80-oalIed  Communist  conspiracy,  wheth- 
er It  is  called  a  party  or  something  else, 
we  are  not  giving  those  who  would  be 
called  on  to  register  under  the  Internal 
Security  Act,  a  constitutional  Immunity 
which  would  protect  them  In  not  doing 
so?      

BCr.  BUHiER.  I  think  I  can  say  to  the 
Senator  positively  that  such  wlU  not  be 
the  case.  Furthermore,  In  order  to  make 
assurance  double  sure,  U  the  Senator 
will  refer  to  the  proviso  on  page  16,  at 
line  16,  he  will  see  that  it  is  expressly 
stated  in  the  House  amendment: 

Provided,  hcnoever.  That  nothing  In  this 
section  shall  be  construed  as  amending  the 
Internal  Security  Act  of  1950.  as  amended. 

Mr.  KEPAX7VER.  Of  course,  I  have 
read  that  provision,  but  one  or  the  other 
of  two  things  must  be  true.  Either  it  will 
undermine  the  Internal  Security  Act,  or 
It  will  not  do  so,  by  the  substance  of  what 
it  does  rather  than  by  smne  provision 
that  is  added. 

If  the  bill  outlawed  a  person,  which  I 
understand  it  does  not  do,  in  other  words, 
if  it  related  to  a  person — tihieti,  undoubt- 
edly, such  person  could  refuse  to  register 
with  the  Attorney  General  under  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act.  because  he  would  be 
protected  in  not  doing  so  by  the  fifth 
amendment.    Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER.    I  think  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Then  the  Senator 
must  make  a  differentiation,  within  the 
terms  of  tiie  fifth  amendment,  between 
an  organization  and  a  person.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  BXmJER.  I  am  of  the  opinion 
the  fifth-amendment  privilege  is  a  per- 
sonal privilege  and  does  not  apply  to  an 
organization. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Frankly,  since  the 
matter  came  up  last  night,  I  have  not 
had  an  opportunity  to  do  research  on 
the  question.  Does  the  Senator  have 
any  Supreme  Court  decisions  holding 
that  the  privilege  of  the  fifth  amend- 
ment is  not  available  to  an  organiza- 
tion, even  though  it  be  a  voluntary 
organization  of  many  people  and  not 
Incorporated? 

I  lEnow  the  Senator  from  Maryland  is 
correct  in  saying  that  the  privilege 
would  not  be  available  to  a  corporation, 
but  I  am  not  certain  about  its  applica- 
tion to  a  voluntary  association  which 
calls  Itself  a  party,  a  league,  or  some- 
thing of  that  sort,  and  which  must  act 
through  persons. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Such  a  volimtary  asso- 
ciation, under  the  laws  of  most  of  the 
states,  when  it  consists  of  seven  or  more 
members,  is,  in  fact,  an  entity,  and  can 
be  sued  as  such. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
has  expired. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  me  10 
additional  minutes? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  10 
additional  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee. 


Mr.  BXTTLER.  While  I  do  not  have 
at  my  fingertips  the  Supreme  Court  Opin- 
ions, there  are  opinions  which  hold  that 
the  fifth-amendment  privilege  is  a  per- 
sonal privilege  and  is  not  available  to  a 
corporate  body  or  other  organizatian. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  is  correct  with  respect 
to  a  corporate  body;  but  a  voluntary 
association  or  a  partnership  or  asaocia- 
tion  exists  only  by  virtue  of  the  indi- 
viduals who  compose  it.  As  the  Senator 
weU  knows,  when  one  sues  a  partner- 
ship, he  sues  A.  B,  and  C,  doing  business 
under  a  firm  name. 

Mr.  BUTLER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Or  If  one  .'.aes  an 
asscx;iation.  he  must  name  the  individual 
members  of  the  association  in  order  to 
attach' personal  liability  against  them. 

So  I  ask  whether  we  are.  by  what  is 
proposed  to  be  done  by  the  amendment, 
picking  out  the  substance  of  the  regis- 
tration provision  of  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Act.  which  Is  one  of  the  main  provi- 
sions of  the  act. 

Has  the  Senator  any  Supreme  Court 
case,  or  has  he  briefed  the  question  as 
to  whether  or  not  that  would  b«  the 
effect?  

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  have  briefed  the 
question,  and  there  are  cases.  I  do  not 
have  them  available,  but  I  may  say  again 
that  the  privilege  under  the  fifth  amend- 
ment runs  only  to  a  natural  person,  not 
to  a  corporation  and  not  to  an  asso- 
ciation^  

Mr.  KEPAUVPI.  Political  parties,  or 
some  of  them,  ordinarily  may  be  in- 
corporated, but  they  need  not  be  in- 
corporated, as  I  imderstand  the  law.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  Communist 
Party  of  the  United  States  Is  or  is  not 
Incorporated.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  know? 

Mr.  BUTLER.    I  do  not  know.     ^ 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Assuming  the  Com- 
munist Party  of  the  United  States  is 
not  Incorporated,  would  not  the  ofllcers 
and  members  of  that  party  be  able 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  fifth  amend- 
ment, so  far  as  the  Internal  Security 
Act  is  concerned? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Only  with  respect  to 
themselves;  not  with  respect  to  the  or- 
ganization. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Then  the  Commu- 
nist Party  would  exist  only  by  virtue  of 
individuals,  if  It  is  not  a  corporation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Senate  may  dispose  of  a  bill  which  is  at 
the  desk,  and  also  appoint  conferees  on 
the  military  housing  bill,  without  the 
time  being  charged  to  either  side. 

The  PRESIDINa  OPPICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
It  Is  so  ordered. 


RECESS  APPOINTMENT  OP  COMP- 
TROLLER GENERAL  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES— AUTHORIZA- 
TION  OP  PAYMENT  OP  SALARY 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  I»resl- 
dent.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
unfinished  business  be  temporarily  laid 


aside,  and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the   consideration  of  Senate  bill  3868. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title. 

The  Legislattve  Clerk.  A  bill  (S. 
3868)  authorizing  the  payment  of  salary 
to  any  individual  given  a  recess  appoint- 
ment as  Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  States  t)efore  the  beginning  of 
the  84th  Congress. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  for  the  immediate  considera- 
tion of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding 
section  1761,  as  amended,  of  thf  Revised 
Statutes,  any  Individual  appointed  by  the 
President  to  the  offlce  of  Comptrdller  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States  before  the  begin- 
ning of  the  first  regular  session  of  the  84th 
Congress  may  be  paid  the  salary  for  such 
office  as  provided  by  law. 

Sec.  2.  This  act  shall  cease  to  be  In  effect 
upon  the  41st  day  following  the  beginning 
of  the  first  regular  session  of  the  84th  Con- 
gress unless  prior  to  such  day  the  President 
shall  have  submitted  to  the  Senate  a  nom- 
ination to  fill  such  offlce. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, as  I  understand,  the  time  taken 
for  the  consideration  of  S.  3868  was  not 
charged  to  the  time  of  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee. 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICER.  It  wa« 
not. 


AMENDMENTS  OF  SUBVERSIVE  AC- 
TIVITIES CONTROL  ACT  OP  1950 

The  Senate  resumed  the  conskieration 
of  the  amendments  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives to  the  bill  (S.  $706)  to 
amend  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Act  of  1950  to  provide  for  the  determina- 
tion of  the  identity  of  certain  Commu- 
nist-infiltrated organizations,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  understand  the 
Department  of  Justice  would  much 
rather  have  the  information  and  the 
control  it  can  have  under  what  it  hopes 
will  be  its  right  by  virtue  of  the  regis- 
tration provisions  of  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act.  rather  than  to  have  liie  party 
as  such  outlawed,  because  that  would  re- 
sult in  making  it  impossible  to  get  the 
organization  or  its  individual  members 
to  register. 

In  other  words,  if  the  amendment  is 
designed  to  give  those  who  otherwise 
would  be  required  to  register,  tihe  right 
not  to  do  so,  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice and  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover  thinlc  it 
would  be  a  very  bad  policy,  because  they 
are  very  anxious  to  drive  out  subver- 
sive persons,  and  they  feel  they  will  be 
making  the  most  substantial  progress 
possible  under  the  registration  provi- 
sions of  the  Internal  Security  Act. 

So,  if  the  Senator  from  Maryland  is 
wrong  in  the  assumption  that  these  per- 
sons, or  the  association  or  club,  or  what- 
ever it  might  be  called,  would  not  be  en- 
titled   to    the    protection   of    the    fifth 
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amendment,  that  would  present  a  very 
serious  problem. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  It  is  my  firm  convic- 
tion that  such  is  correct. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Mai-yland  feel  absolutely  certain 
that  the  fifth  amendment  will  not  be 
made  available  to  any  person,  group,  or 
association  by  virtue  of  the  passage  of 
the  House  bill  and  the  Butler  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  BUrLER.  I  can  a«;sure  the  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee  that  the  Department 
of  Justice  and  the  persons  who  are  inter- 
ested in  the  bill  are  satisfied  on  that 
point. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  had  understood 
that  the  Department  of  Justice  was  sat- 
isfied on  the  theory  that  the  House  bill, 
even  with  the  Butler  amendments,  does 
net  actually  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party;  and  on  the  theory  that  the  bill 
does  not  outlaw  the  Communist  Party. 
the  Department  feels  that  it  can  still 
force  registration  under  the  Internal 
Security  Act.  But  the  legislative  intent 
now  bein::  stated  by  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  might  be  to  the  effect  that  the 
bill  outlaws  and  declares  illegal  the  Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  The  legislative  history 
bcins;  made  here  is  of  no  importance  un- 
less the  b  11  itself  is  ambiguous;  and  cer- 
tainly the  bill  is  not  ambiguous. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  understand.  That 
is  the  reason  why  I  wish  to  make  the  in- 
tent very  clear,  because  I  am  certain 
that  the  courts  will  pay  a  great  deal  of 
attention  to  the  interpretation  placed 
upon  the  bill  by  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland. 

Has  th<?  Senator  from  Maryland  seen 
the  edito  ial  relating  to  this  sub.iect  in 
the  Washington  Post  and  Times  Herald 
this  morning? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  Forry.  I  have  not. 
I  was  up  quite  late  last  night,  and  up 
early  agein  this  morning,  working  on 
other  ma  Iters,  so  I  have  not  had  oppor- 
tunity to  read  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  KIFAUVER.  For  the  purpose  of 
the  discussion,  it  might  be  well  not  sim- 
ply to  have  the  editorial  included  in  the 
Record.  Jiut  to  read  the  editorial  no*, 
because  ii  might  throw  light  on  the  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  BlJTLER.  I  should  very  much 
1  ke  to  h:ive  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see read.  it.  because  I  have  not  done  so. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  It  is  the  leading 
editorial  in  the  Washington  Post  and 
Times  Herald  for  today,  August  17,  1954. 
and  is  as  tollows: 

Anti-Communist  Bills 

The  administration's  booking  away  frcm 
the  Senate  bill  to  outlaw  the  Cc»nmunlst 
Party  does  not  reflect  any  BOftness  toward 
communUm.  The  reverse  seems  to  be  true. 
Departme;it  of  Justice  officials  are  fearful 
that  If  tl  e  bill  passed  by  the  Senate  last 
week  shot  Id  become  law  the  result  might  be 
a  breakdown  of  Us  present  efforts  to  bring 
subversive  activities  under  tighter  control. 
It  was  th  it  belief  which  led  to  the  passage 
of  a  less  drastic  and  also  less  reckless  outlaw 
bin  by  the  House  yesterday. 

For  nea?  ly  4  years  the  Department  has  been 
working  tj  compel  the  Communist  Party  to 
register,  to  submit  a  list  of  Its  officers  and 
members,  and  to  make  a  public  accounting 
lor  its  fu  ids.  The  findings  of  the  Subver- 
sive Acllv:tle8  Control  Board  that  the  Com- 


munist Party  is  a  Soviet-dominated  organl- 
Bation  which  must  submit  to  these  require- 
ments of  the  present  law  are  now  before  the 
court  of  appeals.  If  those  findings  are  up- 
held, the  Communist  Party  will  presumably 
outl^jb^baelf  by  refusing  to  obey  the  orders 
of  the  Board. 

The  bill  passed  by  the  Senate  would  cut 
the  ground  from  beneath  the  Subversive  Ac- 
tivities Control  Act  of  1950  by  directly  con- 
demning the  Communist  Party  and  making 
membership  in  It  (plus  an  overt  act)  a  crime. 
Could  the  courts  force  an  organization  so 
outlawed  to  register  and  comply  with  the 
law?  That  Is  at  least  very  doubtful.  Some 
eminent  lawyers  believe  that  the  only  sig- 
nificant effect  of  the  Senate  bill  would  be  to 
rep>eal  the  central  provisions  of  the  Subver- 
sive Activities  Control  Act.  In  any  event, 
enforcement  of  the  present  law  would  t»e 
Eerlously  confused,  and  several  years  would 
be  required  before  the  new  law  could  be 
tested  In  the  courts  and  made  effective. 

We  have  previously  noted  the  amorphous 
character  of  the  Senate  bill.  As  amended. 
It  would  make  membership  In  the  Commu- 
nist Party  criminal  only  11  it  were  combined 
with  "any  act  designed  to  carry  Into  effect 
the  purposes  of  such  Communist  Party  or- 
ganization." This  was  an  obvious  attempt 
to  give  the  bill  better  constitutional  under- 
pinning. But  what  does  It  mean?  Would 
paying  party  dues  be  sufficient  to  show  ttiat 
a  member  was  acting  to  carry  out  the  sub- 
versive purposes  of  the  organization,  or 
would  this  require  an  attempt  to  overthrow 
the  Government?  In  any  event.  It  would  be 
more  diftcult  to  convict  a  Ccmmuntst  under 
this  formula  than  under  the  Smith  Act.  It 
is  easy  to  see  why  the  admln'siratlon  does 
not  v;ant  to  Jump  from  the  present  law  to 
anything  so  spongy  as  the  Senate  bill. 

The  measure  accepted  by  the  House  Is  de- 
sl-^ned  to  avoid  the  weaknesses  In  the  Senate 
bill  by  simply  denying  the  Communist  Party 
a  place  on  the  ballot  and  withdrawing  other 
rights  and  privileges,  while  leaving  penalties 
to  be  applied  under  the  Smith  Act  and  the 
Subversive  Aftivltles  Control  Act.  All  ques- 
tion pbout  upsettin:^  the  latter  act  was  re- 
moved by  a  provision  saying  specifically  that 
the  bill  should  not  1:e  construed  as  being  In 
conflict  with  the  SACA.  This  Is  a  major 
Improvement. 

The  objective  to  be  soueht  Is  effective 
control  over  the  Communist  consnlracy.  In 
ou«  opinion.  It  Is  more  likely  to  be  attained 
under  the  House  proposal.  The  House  bill 
serves  to  eliminate  whatever  confusion  may 
remain  because  of  the  Communists'  claim 
to  be  Just  another  political  party.  Yet  It 
seems  to  stop  short  of  undermining  the 
basis  on  which  leaders  of  the  Communist 
conspiracy  are  now  being  brought  to  book. 

Of  cour"-e.  I  do  not  know  with  whom 
the  able  editor  of  the  Post  talked  in  writ- 
ing the  editorial,  but  it  is  a  well  written 
and.  I  take  it.  well-thought-out  editorial. 

Mr.  BUILER.  I  may  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee,  in  all  good  nature, 
that  I  do  not  have  to  have  the  Washing- 
ton Post  tell  me  how  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral and  the  administration  feel  about 
this  bill.  I  have  been  in  close  contact 
with  them,  and  I  know  the  administra- 
tion, the  Attorney  General,  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  the  legislative  counsel, 
and  the  Legislative  Reference  Service  of 
the  Library  of  Congress,  all  concur  that 
the  sections  pointed  to  by  the  Senator 
will  not  have  any  effect  on  the  Internal 
Security  Act. 

I  also  point  out  to  the  Senator  that 
the  editorial  is  incorrect  in  one  respect 
at  least.  The  bill  does  not  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party  by  making  its  activ- 
ities criminal.  It  makes  the  Commu- 
nist Party  impossible.    It  destroys  all  of 


its  rights,  privileges,  and  immunities,  and 
strips  it  of  all  legal  rights  under  the 
Constitution  and  the  laws  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  That  is  not  what 
the  Senator  said  a  few  minutes  ago. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  That  is  precisely  what 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  said  a  few 
minutes  ago. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  The  Senator  said  a 
few  minutes  ago  that  it  completely  out- 
laws the  Communist  Party. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  It  does.  The  Senator 
from  Tennessee  is  equivocating  with 
words. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  am  not  equivocat- 
ing with  words. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Reynolds  in  the  chair).  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Tennessese  has 
expired. 

Mr.  KEFAU\^R.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  too  much  time  of  the  minority.  Will 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  yield  fur- 
further  time,  so  that  we  can  discuss  this 
matter? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  desire  more 
time? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.     Yes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Tennessee  5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  KEFAU\'^ER.  As  I  understand 
from  the  Washington  Post  editorial  and 
from  what  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
is  now  saying,  it  would  be  legally  pos- 
sible to  have  a  Communist  Party,  but  the 
Communist  Party  would  have  no  rights, 
privileges,  or  immunities.  In  other 
words,  it  could  not  be  placed  on  the 
ballot,  it  could  not  be  sued,  it  could 
not  sue ;  it  could  not  enjoy  the  privileges 
the  other  parties  enjoy.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  That  is  correct.  The 
Smith  Act  controls  what  may  be  done  as 
to  the  individual  memljers,  as  does  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Act  of  1950. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  toke  it  the  Sena- 
tor now  comes  down  to  the  pomt  of 
view 

Mr.  BUTLER.  The  Senator  from 
Marjiand  does  not  come  down  to  any- 
thing; the  Senator  from  Maryland  has 
been  there  right  along. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Let  me  see  where 
the  Senator  is.  The  Senator  feels,  any- 
way, tliat  the  bill  takes  away  the  rights, 
privileges,  and  immunities  of  the  Com- 
munist Party,  but  does  not  actually  out- 
law it.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  think  any  time  the 
rights,  privileges,  and  immunities  are 
taken  away  from  any  organization  and 
it  is  stripped  of  rights  under  the  law 
which  other  organizations  enjoy,  in  ef- 
fect, it  is  outlawed.  If  the  Senator 
wants  to  equivocate  with  words,  all 
right. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  am  not  arguing 
this  question  in  a  facetious  manner. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  realize  that.  I  am 
not  taking  it  in  that  vein. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  take  it  in  a  serious  vein.  All  of  us 
want  to  do  the  most  effective  thing 
against  the  conspiracy  of  communism. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  taking  it  seri- 
ously. I  think  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee is  bringing  out  in  this  colloquy 
some  constructive  questions. 
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Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Thiit  Is  my  Inten- 
tion, because  I  think  this  Is  an  important 
discussion. 

As  I  understand,  then,  the  bill  does  not 
place  any  burden  upon  the  Individual 
who  is  a  member  of  this  consiriracy,  or 
party,  or  whatever  one  may  want  to  call 
it.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  No.  it  does  not.  That 
is  the  difference  between  the  House 
amendments  and  the  Senate  bilL 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  I  do  not  want  to 
▼ote  for  anything  which  will  void  the 
registration  provision  of  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act.  I  want  it  given  an  oppor- 
timity.  So  a  person  could  be  a  member, 
and  he  would  still  have  to  register  under 
the  Internal  Seciu-ity  Act? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  That  Is  true.  He 
would  be  subject  to  the  Smith  Act  if  he 
actively  advocated  or  taught  commu- 
nism.   

Mr.  KSPAUVER.  By  what  legal  con- 
ception coiUd  a  person  be  a  member  of 
something  which  legally  could  not  exist? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  did  not  hear  the 
question. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER  How  can^  one  be  a 
member  of  an  organization  which  by  law 
cannot  exist? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  assure  the  Senator  I 
am  not  going  to  worry  about  that. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  If  there  can  be  no 
entity  such  as  the  Communist  Party,  how 
can  a  person  be  a  member  of  an  organ- 
ization which  by  law  does  not  exist? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  If  after  the  passage  of 
the  bill  a  person  nevertheless  is  willing 
to  become  a  member  of  what  is  known  as 
the  Communist  Party,  and  register  im- 
der  the  terms  of  the  Internal  Seciu-ity 
Act,  I  assure  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see that  the  Senator  from  Maryland  Is 
not  going  to  worry  about  him. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  I  think  these  ques- 
tions are  going  to  be  asked  somewhere 
along  the  line,  and  I  think  it  might  be 
well  to  ask  them  now.  Does  the  Sen- 
ator now  say  that  the  Department  of 
Justice  believes — and  I  suppose  its  opin- 
ion would  reflect  Mr.  Hoover's  view- 
that  Uie  bill,  if  enacted  into  law,  would 
not  relieve  any  individual  of  the  obliga- 
tion of  registering  under  the  Internal 
Security  Act? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  There  are  persons  who 
are  today  members  of  an  illegal  con- 
spiracy. The  only  penalty  they  can  be 
made  to  suffer  is  that  provided  by  law. 
The  same  situation  would  apply  if  the 
pending  bill  were  enacted  into  law. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  The  reason  why  I 
ask  the  question  is  that  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act  recognizes  that  there  can  be 
a  legal  entity,  but  that  its  members  nev- 
ertheless must  register  and  its  members 
must  do  certain  things.  I  do  not  by  our 
action  here  today  want  to  give  way  Com- 
munist or  any  association  of  Commu- 
nists the  right  to  refuse  to  register  on 
the  basis  that  to  reqiiire  them  to  do  so 
would  take  away  their  rights  under  the 
fifth  amendment.  But  the  Senator  is 
satisfied  on  that  point,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  We  are  hoping  that 
the  bin.  when  enacted  into  law,  will  dis- 
courage persons  from  becoming  mem- 
bers of  the  conspiracy,  but  I  do  not  know 
that  I  can  say  any  more  than  I  have  said 
to  convince  the  Senator  that  the  bill  will 


not  interfere  with  the  registration  pro- 
visions of  the  Internal  Security  Act 
of  1950. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  I  hope  that  will  be 
the  case.  I  must  say  that  I  think  the 
bill  raises  many  very  complicated  legal 
<Iuestions  which  are  going  to  keep  the 
courts  busy  for  some  time  to  come.  I 
hope  that  getting  the  legal  controversies 
Into  the  courts  will  not  interfere  with 
the  progress  being  made  in  the  appeals 
of  decisions  in  the  courts  of  appeals  in 
cases  which  were  brought  to  court  under 
the  Internal  Security  Act.  I  feel  that 
the  Senator's  amendments  improve  the 
House  bill.  In  view  of  the  Senator's 
opinion,  which  I  share,  that  this  will  not 
interfer  with  prosecutions  under  the 
Smith  Act  or  with  the  registration  of 
Commimists  under  the  Internal  Seourity 
Act  I  shall  support  the  House  bill  with 
the  Senator's  amendments.  This  I  be- 
lieve to  be  the  position  of  the  Attorney 
General  and  of  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover. 
However,  if  any  amendment  is  added 
which  will  ennKculate  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Act,  until  it  has  been  given  a  fair 
chance  to  operate,  I  shall  have  to  oppose 
the  entire  measure.  I  have  confidence 
in  Mr.  Hoover  as  knowing  more  about 
handling  the  Communist  problem  than 
any  of  us  and  I  think  his  position  must 
be  given  great  weight  in  these  matters. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  has 
expired.     . 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  1  additional  minute  to  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  What  the  Senator  has 
stal«d  is  exactly  the  reason  why  the 
amendments  were  made  in  the  House. 
It  was  for  exactly  that  reason. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Let  me  ask  one 
other  question.  Many  of  us  are  con- 
cerned about  the  precedent  of  outlawing 
a  particular  group.  Perhaps  next  year 
Congress  will  not  like  some  other  group. 
Perhaps  10  years  from  now  Congress 
may  not  like  another  group.  In  the  his- 
tory of  this  Nation,  is  this  a  new  ap- 
proach to  the  problem?  Have  we  ever 
outlawed  any  group  before  in  the  history 
of  the  Uhited  States?  In  the  history  of 
our  Nation,  has  any  group  ever  been  out- 
lawed or  condemned  as  illegal  by  legis- 
lative enactment? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  ad- 
ditional minute  granted  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  an  additional  minute  to  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Tennessee  is  recognized 
for  an  additional  minute. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  In  reply,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  would  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  that  if  the  Communist  Party 
la  an  Illegal  conspiracy,  there  is  no  rea- 
son why  it  should  not  be  outlawed. 

Mr.  BtEPAUVER.  I  want  the  Con- 
gress to  take  the  most  effective  action  to 
combat  and  flght  communism.  I  wish 
to  be  certain  that  we  are  using  the  most 
effective  means,  and  that  we  are  not  set- 
ting precedents  which  will  plague  ns  in 
the  years  to  come.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  know  of  any  group  wbich 


IM-eviously  has  been  declared  illegal,  by 
act  of  Congress? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  No,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  know  the  time  In  which 
such  groups  or  persons  will  have  an 
opportunity  to  present  an  appeal?  I 
take  it  they  will  come  before  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Boand.  Sup- 
pose the  Attorney  General  decides  that  a 
certain  group  comes  under  the  previsions 
of  the  House  version  of  the  bill?  What 
right  of  appeal  and  judicial  determina- 
tion will  such  a  person  or  organization 
have? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  cannot  hear  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Suppose  the  Attor- 
ney General  decides  that  a  certain  or- 
ganization is  Communist-infiltrated  or 
Communist-dominated,  and  that  it 
comes  within  the  provisions  of  the  House 
version  of  the  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICE31.  The 
additional  minute  granted  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  has  expired. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  yield  some  of  the 
time  under  his  control  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee? 

Mr,  BUTLER.  I  shall  be  happy  to  do 
so;  I  do  not  think  we  need  to  proceed 
for  more  than  2  minutes  further.  So  I 
yield  an  additional  2  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Tennessee  is  recognized  for 
2  minutes  more. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  explain  the 
right  of  appeal  and  judicial  review  which 
such  an  organization  or  group  might 
have? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  As  I  understand,  if  the 
Attorney  General  believes  that  a  certain 
organization  comes  within  the  proscrip- 
tion of  this  act,  he  will  file  a  petition  be- 
fore the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board,  and  a  hearing  will  be  held  before 
that  Board.  If  the  Board  finds  the  or- 
ganization is  Communist-Infiltrated,  cer- 
tain sanctions  will  be  invoked  against  it; 
and  if  it  is  a  labor  organization  or  an 
employer  of  labor,  it  will  lose  any  rights 
it  would  otherwise  have  under  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act.  It  Will  have 
all  rights  of  appeal  to  the  courts,  and  it 
can  probably  avail  itself  of  the  Adminis- 
trative Procedure  Act. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  say,  in  further 
response  to  the  question  asked  by  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee,  that  those 
rights  are  provided  by  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act  of  1950  and  the  Administrative 
Procedures  Act. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Under  which  of 
those  acts  would  such  a  person  or  group 
take  an  appeal?  Would  it  be  under  the 
Internal  Security  Act? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Yes,  the  appeal  would 
be  taken  under  the  Internal  Security 
Act. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  How  about  the  Ad- 
ministrative Procedures  Act? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  No;  such  a  person 
could  not  take  an  appeal  under  the  Ad- 
ministrative Procedures  Act,  but  he  may 
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be  able  to  aviil  himself  of  the  provisions 
of  the  act. 

Mr.  KEPAOVER.  In  Other  wohls.  in- 
sofar as  cou':isel  and  a  record  would  be 
concerned? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Perhaps  he  could  take 
advantage  of  the  provisions  of  the  Ad- 
ministrative Procedures  Act;  I  am  not 
positive  about  that.  But  he  would  take 
his  appeal  under  the  Internal  Security 
Act. 

Mr.  KEPi\UVER.  Mr.  President,  I 
certainly  thank  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land. I  sha  1  support  his  amendments, 
and  since  there  is  a  finding  t>ased  on 
many  years  <  f  experience  that  the  Com- 
munist Part/  is  an  international  con- 
spiracy, I  f-!el  justified  in  supporting 
the  House  bill.  However,  while  I  did  not 
vote  for  the  internal  security  bill,  I  now 
feel  it  may  c!o  some  good  and  should  at 
least  be  given  the  support  of  Congress 
and  I  hope  t  lat  nothing  will  be  put  into 
the  present  1)111  which  will  destroy  the  3 
years  of  labor  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice in  trying  to  make  an  effective  instru- 
ment out  of  the  internal  security  bill. 

1  believe  th<  internal  security  bill  and 
the  Smith  /xt  plus  a  section  2  of  the 
House  bill  offer  the  t>est  program  of 
ridding  the  country  of  communism  and 
this  is  the  goal  of  all  of  us. 

Mr.  BUTLICR.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
want  any  mere  of  my  time  to  be  used  at 
this  point. 

The  PRJSIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  {-enator  from  Tennessee  has 
expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  15  minutes  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota    I  Mr.   HumphrkyI. 

The  PRi;SIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Minnesota  is  recognized 
for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  direct  my  attention  to  the  bill, 
section  by  section. 

First  of  al]  section  2  of  the  bill  which 
now  is  on  the  desk  of  Senators,  on  page 
14  contains  'vhat  are  called  Findings  of 
Fact.  The  amendments  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  has  submitted  to  section 

2  are  technical  in  nature;  they  are  in  the 
nature  of  clarifications,  so  there  can  be 
no  doubt  whatsoever  that  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  which  is  alleged  to  be  a  party, 
does  not  have  the  same  functions,  the 
same  purpo.-.es.  or  the  same  activities 
that  an  ordinary  legitimate  political 
party  has. 

Mr.  BUTLILR.  That  is  the  purpose  of 
the  amendm  ;nts. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  those 
amendments  are  desirable.  They  would 
improve  wh&t  we  might  call  the  gram- 
matical text  of  section  2. 

Mr.  BUTLER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Section  2  estab- 
lishes on  the  part  of  Congress  a  finding 
to  the  effect  that  the  Communist  Party 
is,  in  fact,  aii  instrumentality  of  a  con- 
spiracy to  cverthrow  the  Government 
of  the  Unite-1  States.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  as  to  the  power  of  Congress  to  out- 
law this,  Mr  President. 

In  the  cas<;  of  Communications  Aiso- 
ciation  v.  Doiids  (339  U.  S.  382.  431) ,  Mr. 
Justice  Jackson  made  the  following  com- 
ment: 

Every  memter  of  the  Communist  Party  is 
an  agent  to  execute  the  Communlat  program. 
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Tbere  Is  oert&inly  ruffldent  evidence  that 
all  members  owe  allegiance  to  every  detaU 
of  the  CXimmunlst  Party  program  and  have 
assumed  a  duty  actively  to  help  execute  It. 
so  that  Congress  could,  on  familiar  con- 
spiracy principles,  charge  each  member  with 
responsibility  (or  the  goals  and  means  of  the 
party. 

Such  then  is  the  background  which  Con- 
gress could  reasonably  find  as  a  basis  for 
exerting  its  constitutional  powers,  and  which 
the  Judiciary  cannot  disregard  In  testing 
them. 

That  is  the  end  of  the  citation  from 
the  case  of  Communications  Association 
V.  Douds  (339  U.  S.  382,  431).  with  Mr. 
Justice  Jackson  s]3eaking  for  the  Court. 

Mr.  President.  I  would  have  the  Rec- 
oiD  note  that  Mr.  Justice  Jackson  in 
that  case,  when  speaking  for  the  Court, 
pointed  out  that  while  the  Communist 
Party  Is  within  itself  a  conspiracy — 

Congress  could,  on  familiar  conspiracy 
principles,  charge  each  member  with  respon- 
sibility for  the  goals  and  means  of  the  party. 

That  is  a  very  significant  passage,  and 
it  has  already  become  law  in  the  United 
States,  in  the  sense  that  court  law  is 
controlling  law. 

What  the  Court  said  in  that  case — 
and  it  has  not  previously  been  brought 
out  in  this  connection — is  that  not  only 
is  the  Communist  Party  a  conspiracy, 
but  that  Congress  has  within  its  con- 
stitutional powers — and  I  wish  my  law- 
yer friends  to  listen — the  right  to  cite 
each  member  of  the  Communist  Party 
as  a  part  of  the  conspiracy — each  mem- 
ber, as  the  decision  of  the  Court  reads, 
"with  responsibility  for  the  goals  and 
means  of  the  party." 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  Was  not  that  the  purport 
and  effect  of  the  amendment  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute,  submitted  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  correct, 
because  I  believe,  first  of  all,  that  it  is 
within  the  constitutional  power  of  the 
Grovernment  of  the  United  States  to  out- 
law the  Communist  Party  as  a  conspir- 
acy. If  we  make  the  declaration  or  find- 
ing that  it  Is  a  conspiracy,  we  can  then 
outlaw  that  conspiracy.  I  say  to  some 
of  my  good  friends  that  one  of  the  real 
problems  we  have  is  to  cleanse  our  minds 
of  the  legal  d(x;trine  which  applies  to 
normal  political  parties.  If  we  get  clear- 
ly in  mind  that  in  this  case  we  are  not 
dealing  with  a  normal  poUtical  party,  we 
shall  be  able  more  clearly  to  see  the  pur- 
poses and  objectives  of  the  congressional 
enactment  in  this  field.  We  will  then 
also  see  this  is  no  precedent  or  threat  to 
any  minority  party  operating  within  the 
democratic  framework. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  further 
to  me? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  Was  it  not  the  further  In- 
tent and  effect  of  the  amendment  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute  which  was  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  to  estab- 
lish in  law  as  a  felony  the  act  of  par- 
ticipation to  a  conspiracy  to  overthrow 
the  GovemmMit  of  the  United  States  by 
force  of  violence? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    That  is  correct. 


Let  me  point  now  to  another  caae 
which  relates  to  this  matter. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  me  for 
a  moment? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  ask  Senators  to 
wait,  please.  I  wish  to  have  continuity 
of  presentation  in  connection  with  my 
reply  to  the  interrogation  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Let  me  now  refer  to  the  case  of  Dennis 
V.  United  States  (341  U.  S.  494,  501).  At 
this  point  let  us  keep  in  mind  that  in 
the  case  of  the  Communications  Associa- 
tion against  Douds,  Mr.  Justice  Jackson, 
speaking  for  the  Court,  made  perfectly 
clear  the  nature  of  the  Communist 
Party — namely,  a  conspiratorial  appara- 
tus— and  then  said  that  each  member 
was  carrying  out  the  goals  and  means  of 
that  paity,  and  that  it  was  within  the 
constitutional  power  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  to  take  remedial  ac- 
tion to  protect  itself  in  this  area.  What . 
did  the  Court  say  in  the  case  of  Dennis  v. 
United  States  (341  U.  S.  494,  501)  ?  The 
Court,  speaking  through  the  late  Chief 
Justice  Vinson,  had  this  to  say : 

We  reject  any  principle  of  governmental 
helplessness  In  the  face  of  preparation  for 
revolution,  which  principle,  carried  to  Its 
logical  conclusion,  must  lead  to  anarchy. 
No  one  could  conceive — 

And  these  are  the  critical  words — 

that  it  Is  not  within  the  power  of  Congrew 
to  prohibit  acts  Intended  to  overthrow  the 
Government  by  force  and  violence. 

The  one  word  that  stands  out  there 
is  "acts."  The  only  question  is  one  of 
definition.  Is  the  act  of  meml>ership, 
the  act  of  joining  into  a  conspiratorial 
force  or  apparatus,  an  act  of  member- 
ship which  carries  with  it  the  slavish  re- 
sponsibility and  duty  to  follow  to  the 
last  iota,  to  the  last  detail,  the  dictates 
of  the  hierarchy  of  that  apparatus?  Is 
that  act  of  membership  today  an  act 
within  the  terms  of  what  we  might  call 
the  legal  precedents  of  our  bill? 

I  say  that  it  is,  because  once  the 
conspiratorial  nature  of  such  a  political 
organization  has  been  established,  and 
once  the  court  has  made  it  cr3^stal  clear 
that  it  is  within  the  power  of  Congress 
to  control  the  membership,  or  to  take 
action  upon  the  membership,  of  such  a 
conspiratorial  organization,  then,  fol- 
lowing the  ctise  of  Dennis  against  the 
United  States,  it  becomes  quite  obvious 
that  the  act  of  membership  is  the  act 
of  conspiracy,  the  willingness  to  join 
a  conspiracy  whose  avowed  purpose  is 
to  overt.hrow  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  by  force  and  violence. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CrORE.  I  have  noticed  certain 
references  in  the  press  to  the  Senator's 
amendment  as  being  something  which 
was  a  momentary  effort,  prematurely  de- 
livered. Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  was  c'lairman  of  a  sub- 
committee which  conducted  long  bear- 
ings into  this  field?  Was  not  the  late 
distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio.  Mr. 
Taft,  on  that  subcommittee?    In  fact. 
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did  not  tlie  Senator  from  Minnesota 
bring  forth  his  suggestion  as  the  result 
of  long  and  diligent  study  and  care? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
BCinnesota  was  a  member  of  that  sub- 
committee, and.  in  fact,  was  its  chair- 
man. The  committee  did  produce  ad- 
ministrative suggestions  for  the  adminis- 
tration and  it  did  produce  legislative  pro- 
posals which  were  introduced  in  the  Sen- 
ate, but  which  were  never  even  so  much 
as  given  the  courtesy  of  a  hearing  before 
the  appropriate  committee  of  the  Senate. 
Nevertheless,  the  proposals  which  were 
presented  were  designed  to  enable  ef- 
fective action  to  be  taken  in  the  field  of 
Communist  infiltration  in  certain  trade 
unions. 

Let  me  point  out  further  that  the  sub- 
ject of  the  so-called  outlawing — or 
whatever  word  one  desires  to  use — of  the 
Commimist  Party  is  not  a  new  subject. 
The  distinguished  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana [Mr.  Mansfield]  placed  in  the 
RxcoRD  last  night  a  long  study  he  had 
made  concerning  this  legislative  pro- 
posal, going  back  to  the  time  he  served 
in  the  House  of  Representatives. 

There  are  other  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate who  have  introduced  bills  to  ac- 
complish the  so-called  iUegalizing  of  the 
Communist  movement.  It  is  not  that 
we  are  outlawing  a  party.  The  prob- 
lem here  is  one  of  semantics.  We  are 
not  outlawing  a  party  at  all.  We  are 
outlawing  a  conspiracy,  and  that  fact 
must  be  crystal  clear  in  our  minds. 

I  listened  to  the  comments  of  the  senior 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauver], 
for  whom  I  have  the  highest  respect  and 
the  greatest  affection.  I  know  of  the 
Senator's  dedication  to  Uie  protection  of 
civil  liberties.  Let  me  say  to  my  friend, 
the  senior  Senator  from  Tennessee,  we 
are  not  outlawing  now  the  Women's 
League,  the  Democrats,  the  Republicans, 
the  Non-Partisan  League,  the  Progres- 
sive, the  Socialists,  the  Farmer-Laborites, 
or  any  other  party  we  can  think  of. 
Those  are  parties  which  follow  the  tradi- 
tions of  the  established  pattern  of  legal 
conduct  in  America.  They  are  parties 
which  are  voluntary  associations;  they 
are  parties  which  arrive  at  decisions 
through  their  membership;  they  are 
parties  which  arrive  at  decisions  through 
their  conventions;  they  are  jiarties  which 
elect  their  own  ofBcers  and  whose  ofBcers 
make  their  own  decisions.  There  is  no 
foreign  control  involved  in  those  parties. 
There  is  no  hierarchlal  setup  which  de- 
termines what  will  be  the  discipline  of 
the  members  of  those  parties.  They  op- 
erate within  the  legal  democratic  frame- 
work. 

I  say  it  is  almost  academic  to  argue 
about  the  nature  of  the  Communist 
Party.  The  Communist  Party  has  been 
branded  —  and  properly  so  —  and 
termed — and  properly  so — ^in  court  and 
in  administrative  decisions  of  the  Sub- 
versive Activities  Control  Board,  under 
the  Internal  Security  Act.  as  a  conspir- 
acy with  the  avowed  purpose  of  over- 
throwing the  Grovemment  of  the  United 
States  through  the  use  of  subversion, 
force,  and  violence. 

Section  2  of  the  bill,  as  it  was  passed 
by  the  Senate,  was  identical  with  sec- 
tion 2  of  the  bUl  as  it  came  from  the 
House,  and  attempted  to  establish  by 


statutory  law  the  fact — the  acknowl- 
edged, the  known,  the  visible,  the  ascer- 
tainable fact — that  the  Communist  Party 
is  not  a  political  party,  but  in  fact  is  a 
conspiratorial  force  which  ha»  as  its 
avowed  purpose  the  destruction  of  free 
government. 

Once  we  have  established  that  fact, 
the  next  question  is,  how  best  to  deal 
with  this  menace?  That  is  a  logical 
question  to  be  asked.  The  Senate  bill 
provides  that  the  best  way  to  deal  with 
this  menace  is  to  go  to  the  point  of  mem- 
bership. I  worry  about  the  House 
amendments  to  our  bill  pertaining  to 
section  3.  The  House  amendments  in 
section  3  revise  and  tend  to  change  the 
purposes  and  objectives  of  section  3  of 
the  Senate  bill. 

What  did  the  Senate  bill  provide?  The 
Senate  bill  in  section  3,  with  some  slight 
modification,  as  the  junior  Senator  from 
Minnesota  offered  his  amendment  to  it, 
provided  that — 

Whoever  knowingly,  winfully,  and  Inten- 
tionally becomes  or  remains  a  member  of  the 
Communist  Party  or  any  other  organization 
having  for  one  of  its  purposes  or  objectives 
the  establishment,  control,  conduct,  seizure, 
or  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  or  the  government  of  any 
State  or  ixilitical  subdivision  thereof,  by  the 
use  of  force  or  violence,  with  knowledge  of 
the  purpose  or  objective  of  such  organiza- 
tion, designed  to  carry  into  effect  the  pur- 
poses of  such  Communist  Party  organization, 
shall  upon  conviction  be  punished  as  pro- 
vided by  the  penalty  provisions  of  section 
15  of  the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Act 
of  1950  (50  U.  S.  C.  794), 

What  did  that  provide?  It  uses  the 
words  "knowingly  and  willfully"  becomes 
a  member.  So  these  are  matters  for  the 
court  to  determine,  because  all  of  these 
would  be  jury  trials  or  court  cases.  The 
court  is  to  determine  if  one  is  a  mem- 
ber knowingly  and  willfully.  But  if 
knowingly  and  willfully,  and  understand- 
ing the  purposes  of  the  conspiracy,  he 
becomes  a  member  of  said  conspiracy, 
he  has  committed  a  crime,  and  the  pen- 
alty for  that  crime  is  the  penalty  as  out- 
lined in  the  Internal  Security  Act,  section 
15,  which  means  not  more  than  5  years 
imprisonment  and/or  a  fine  of  not  more 
than  $10,000.  That  does  not  mean  the 
maximum,  necessarily. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  15  minutes  have  expired.  Does 
the  Senator  desire  an  extra  5  minutes? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  myself  the 
extra  5  minutes. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  Will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question?        J 

Mr.  HUMPHREY,     I  yield.      | 

Mr.  GORE.  Is  not  the  proposal  to 
which  the  Senator  has  just  referred  in 
context  with  the  decision  of  the  court  in 
the  Dennis  case? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  my  opinion  it  is. 
That  is  why  I  quoted  the  decision  of  the 
court  in  the  Dennis  case.  There  is  no 
need  tojabor  the  subject  further.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  Sen- 
ate was  a  sound  bill.  I  believe  the  pen- 
alties in  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate 
were  appropriate  and  constitutional. 
The  only  question  is.  Does  it  interfere 
with  other  acts  on  the  books,  namely,  the 
Smith  Act  and  the  Internal  Security  Act? 

Let  us  look  at  the  Smith  Act.  The 
Smith  Act  does  not  even  refer  to  the 


Communist  Party.  The  Smith  Act  re- 
fers to  certain  types  of  action  and  cer- 
tain acts  which  would  lead  to  the  over- 
throw of  our  Government,  or  would 
jeopardize  the  security  of  our  Govern- 
ment. 

The  fear  that  the  bill  which  was  passed 
by  the  Senate  would  in  any  way  jeopard- 
ize the  security  of  the  Nation  by  affect- 
ing either  the  Smith  Act  or  the  Internal 
Security  Act  is  an  unjustified  fear.  They 
are  separate  and  distinct  measures. 

Let  us  consider,  for  example,  the  Smith 
Act.  Under  the  Smith  Act  It  is  unlaw- 
ful for  any  person  to  advocate  or  teach 
the  overthrow  of  our  Government  by 
force  or  violence,  or  to  organize  or  help 
organize  or  become  a  member  of  any 
organization  which  teaches  the  over- 
throw of  our  Government  by  force  or 
violence.  The  Smith  Act  does  not  even 
mention  the  Communist  Party. 

The  Smith  Act  is  aimed  at  the  generic 
crime  of  teaching  and  advocating  the 
overthrow  of  our  Governmemt  by  force 
or  violence.  There  may  be  other  acts 
threatening  our  security  which  cannot 
be  reached  by  the  Smith  Act.  By  the 
same  token,  there  are  many  acts  which 
cannot  be  reached  even  by  the  bill  we 
have  before  us. 

Let  us  move  now  to  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act.  Section  4  (f )  reads,  in  part, 
as  follows: 

Neither  the  holding  of  ofBce  nor  member- 
ship in  any  Communist  organiaition  by  any 
person  shall  constitute,  per  se,  a  violation 
of  subsection  2  or  subsection  (c)  of  this  sec- 
tion or  any  other  criminal  statute. 

A  kind  of  immunity  is  here  attempted 
to  be  granted.  We  passed  auch  an  im- 
munity bill  in  the  Senate  a  short  time 
ago.  It  provides  that  anyone  who  testi- 
fies against  himself  need  not  be  held 
liable  for  his  testimonv. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  ad- 
ditional 5  minutes  of  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  have  expired. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  myself  an 
additional  5  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  is  controlled. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  how 
much  time  does  the  minority  have  re- 
maining? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICIR.  Thirty 
minutes. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  A  short  time  ago 
we  provided  immunity  to  oertain  wit- 
nesses under  certain  conditions,  so  that 
they  may  not  incriminate  themselves. 
That  was  done  so  that  the  Government 
may  obtain  certain  information,  with  the 
understanding  that  a  person  so  testifying 
will  not  be  prosecuted  on  the  basis  of  his 
testimony. 

The  McCarran  Internal  Security  Act 
contains  a  similar  provision  in  effect  and 
applies  to  any  criminal  statute,  as  it 
relates  to  the  Communists  or  memt>ers 
of  an  organization  whose  purpose  is  the 
overthrow  of  our  Government. 

However,  let  us  assume  that  there  is 
a  conflict  between  the  provisions  of  the 
bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate  and  the 
Internal  Security  Act.  How  does  the 
Internal  Security  Act  operate  insofar  as 
members  of  the  Communist  Party  are 
concerned?    It  requires  them  to  register. 
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If  they  do  not  register,  they  are  subject 
to  the  same  penalties  that  are  proposed 
In  Senate  bill  3706.  The  same  penalty 
clause  is  comamed  m  both.  However,  the 
Communist  Party  officers  have  not  reg- 
istered. For  4  years  now  they  have  re- 
fused to  register.  What  kind  of  remedy 
Is  available  to  the  Government? 

What  would  the  proposal  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Minnesota  and  his  many  as- 
sociates do?  It  would  declare  that  mem- 
bership in  this  conspiracy  by  itself  is  a 
violation  of  the  law.  Obviously  the  men 
and  women  belonging  to  the  Commu- 
nist apparatus  would  not  give  themselves 
up.  The  Jui  tice  Department  would  have 
to  seek  thera  out,  just  as  it  seeks  them 
out  under  the  McCarran  Act.  It  would 
have  to  find  them  and  prosecute  them 
in  a  court  o:'  law. 

What  is  the  advantage  of  the  bill  as 
passed  by  tiie  Senate?  The  advantage 
of  that  bill  Ls  that  under  it  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  prove  that  the  Communist  Party 
is  a  conspiracy,  and  it  is  not  necessary 
to  prove  anything  more  than  member- 
ship in  the  Communist  Party.  We  know 
that  the  membership  is  conspiratorial. 

I  say  the  bill  would  not  weaken  the 
internal-security  laws  of  our  country,  as 
has  been  alleged  in  the  hurly-burly  of 
debate  and  in  the  effort  to  find  some- 
thing wron{:  with  the  bill  as  passed  by 
the  Senate.  All  kinds  of  contradictory 
statements  have  t)een  made.  It  is 
claimed  one  minutS  that  it  is  too  severe, 
and  in  the  next  that  it  does  not  do  any- 
thing, and  there  have  been  all  kinds  of 
roarings  through  the  respective  cham- 
bers in  an  offort  to  prove  that  what  we 
did  was  wn)ng. 

TTie  administration  does  not  oppose 
branding  the  Communist  Party  a  con- 
spiracy. The  administration  apparently 
accedes  to  the  denial  to  the  Communist 
Party  of  an.v  so-called  privileges  and  im- 
munities, whatever  they  may  be. 

Does  Congress  believe  that  it  will  have 
any  control  over  what  party  goes  on  the 
ballot?  That  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
respective  States.  Section  3  of  the 
House  bill  contains  a  very  mild  penalty 
for  being  a  iJart  of  a  conspiracy  to  over- 
throw the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  I  sfiy  it  will  prove  to  be  rather 
ineffective.  All  that  it  means  is  that 
Congress  goi;s  on  record  a^  declaring  the 
Communist  Party  a  conspiracy. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  First,  I  wish  to  con- 
gratulate tha  Senator  on  what  he  is  say- 
ing. I  was  very  happy  to  support  his 
amendment  the  other  day.  I  should 
now  like  to  ask  him  to  explain  to  me,  if 
he  can.  the  logic  of  saying,  as  I  under- 
stand the  House  biU  does,  that  the  Com- 
munist Party  is  unlawful  and  illegal,  but 
that  the  men  who  get  together  to  organ- 
ize the  party  and  direct  the  party,  and 
have  control  of  the  party,  are  not  guilty, 
although  what  they  do  and  what  they 
organize  is  illegal.  Does  that  seem  to 
the  Senator  to  be  a  logical  position  to 
take? 

Mr.   HUMPHREY.     Surely  it  Is   not. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has 
expired. 


Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  yield  another  5 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President, 
what  I  am  trying  to  point  out  to  my  col- 
leagues Is  that  the  action  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  went  only  so  far  as 
to  make  it  clear  and  unmistakable  that 
the  Communist  Party,  insofar  as  the 
apparatus  is  concerned,  has  no  legal 
stsmding  in  any  area  of  American  life. 
That  is  an  inadequate  provision,  in  terms 
of  the  nature  of  its  activities,  for  a  crime 
such  as  is  charged. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Is  it  not  plain  to 
the  Senator  that  we  might  have  a  law, 
as  recommended  by  the  House,  in  which 
it  is  provided  that  it  is  illegal  and  im- 
proper for  Communists  jointly  to  do 
something,  we  will  say,  to  start  a  pro- 
gram, and  yet,  if  they  as  individuals  be- 
lieve in  the  overthrow  of  the  United 
States,  and  do  not  act  in  concert  on  a 
particular  issue,  they  would  not,  as  in- 
dividuals, be  called  to  account? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  correct. 
One  of  the  purposes  of  the  proposal  of 
the  Senators  who  advanced  the  amend- 
ment on  Thursday  last  was  to  get  at 
the  core  of  the  problem.  There  is  bill 
after  bill  coming  before  the  Senate  deal- 
ing with  the  fringes  of  Communist-dom- 
inated unions.  Communist-dominated 
women's  clubs.  Communist- action 
groups.  The  only  reason  we  pass  any 
legislation  against  any  of  these  groups 
is  because  of  the  factor  of  communism. 
The  purpose  I  have  in  mind  is  to  get  at 
that  factor  ot  conununism  and  place 
the  control  of  it  in  the  proper  legal  ofiD- 
cials.  If  we  could  pass  the  bill  as  it 
was  presented  in  the  Senate,  much  of 
the  so-called  committee  action  which 
takes  place  would  be  unnecessary. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  there  anj^thlng  in 
the  House  version  of  the  bill  now  that 
makes  it  possible  for  the  United  States 
Department  of  Justice  to  proceed  to 
prosecute  an  individual  for  belonging  to 
the  Communist  conspiracy,  as  a  member 
of  the  Communist  Party? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  There  Is  not  one 
word  that  permits  that  kind  of  pro- 
cedure. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  agree  that  when  he  first  pre- 
sented this  matter  to  a  very  small  group 
of  us — in  fact,  a  group  of  three,  at  first, 
including  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  KknkkdyI,  myself,  and  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota — we  agreed 
that  the  time  had  come  for  us  to  get  at 
the  core  of  the  problem,  as  the  Senator 
has  used  the  phrase,  by  passing  a  law 
which  would  make  it  a  criminal  offense 
to  belong  to  the  Communist  conspiracy, 
which  meant  that  we  should  have  a  law 
which  would  place  upon  the  Department 
of  Justice  the  duty  of  proceeding  by  way 
of  prosecution  against  an  individual 
Communist? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  Is 
absolutely  correct.  That  was  the  pur- 
pose in  mind. 


Bir.  President,  the  argument  which  ha« 
been  used  against  the  proposal  passed  lir 
the  Senate  by  a  vote  of  85  to  0 — ^I  want 
that  record  vote  to  stand — ^is  that  it 
would  drive  the  Communist  Party  under- 
ground. The  Communist  Party  is  so  far 
imdergroimd  that  In  comparison  cool 
mines  look  as  if  they  are  in  the  sk^.  The 
Communist  Party  has  gone  down  to  tho 
bottom  of  the  cavern,  to  the  third  layer 
of  geological  formation.  What  the  bill 
would  do  is  to  give  to  the  courts,  to 
United  States  attomesrs.  and  to  law-^ 
enforcement  officials,  a  clear  mandate 
from  Congress  that  If  membership  in  the 
party  can  be  proved,  it  can  be  proved 
that  the  members  are  part  of  a  con- 
spiracy and  are  subject  to  criminal 
penalty. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Has  the' Senator  heard 
a  great  deal  of  discussion  in  America  in 
recent  months  about  digging  out  human 
skunks? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Yes. 

Mr.  MORSE  Is  it  not  tiHie  that  we 
offer  in  the  Senate  version  of  the  bill 
a  measiu-e  which  makes  it  a  criminal 
offense  for  a  person  to  belong  to  the 
Communist  conspiracy  in  this  country, 
and  that  the  House  has  watered  it  down 
by  throwing  the  whole  thing  into  the  - 
administrative  process  of  the  Subversive  ; 
Activities  Control  Board,  but  the  House 
bill  does  not  make  it  a  criminal  act  in 
the  United  States  to  belong  to  the  Com- 
munist conspiracy,  or  place  an  obliga- 
tion on  the  Department  of  Justice  to 
proceed  to  prosecute  as  a  criminal  that 
kind  of  a  conspirator?  Is  not  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  has 
put  his  finger  upon  the  weakness  m  the 
House  amendments  as  they  have  come 
to  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has 
again  expired. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  minority  leader  jrield  us  additional 
time  to  complete  this  colloquy? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    How  much  time? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  hope  to  get 
through  in  5  minutes. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  yield  5  minutes  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  have  been  In 
rather  good  spirits  with  reference  to  the 
tone  of  newspaper  editorials  in  regard  to 
outlawing  the  Communist  Party.  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  and  other  Sen- 
ators have  pointed  out  that  what  we  are^ 
carrying  out  is  some  sort  of  warfare 
against  the  fringes,  whereas  the  only  way 
to  meet  this  menace — and  it  is  a  men| 
ace — is  to  meet  it  headon  and  to  outlaw 
the  Communist  Party  and  attach  pen- 
alties for  membership. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  and  his 
cosponsors  gave  some  of  us  who  over 
the  past  4  or  5  years  have  been  Intro- 
ducing bills  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party  the  first  opportunity  we  have  had 
in  any  Congress  to  stand  up  and  be 
counted  and  to  discuss  the  outlawinc 
of  the  Communist  Party  as  a  subversiv* 
organization  under  the  control  of  inter* 
national  communism.  I.  for  one,  am 
grateful  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
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for  sbowlDg  enough  statesmanship  to 
introduce  this  particular  proposal  and 
have  it  considered  at  this  time,  because 
for  5  yean  I  have  been  waiting  for  this 
opportunity.  I  repeat,  that  this  Is  the 
first  chance  I  have  had  In  either  the 
House  of  Representatives  or  the  Senate, 
in  all  that  time,  to  face  up  to  the  issue 
squarely. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana. 

I  merely  wish  to  say.  liir.  I^^esident. 
with  reference  to  the  action  taken  by 
the  Senate,  by  a  vote  of  85  to  0 — most 
of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  being 
lawyers  and  competent  in  the  field  of 
legislation — ^that  any  comment  to  the 
effect  that  the  Senate  bill  harms  the 
Internal  Security  Act  is  a  comment  not 
based  upon  fact,  and  one  which  is  made 
only  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  distract 
us  from  what  we  are  trying  to  do.  or  to 
divert  us  from  the  objectives  of  the  par- 
ticular bill  now  pending.  I  repeat  that 
the  Commimist  Party  will  be  driven  no 
farther  imderground  than  it  is.  With 
the  bill  we  have  passed,  instead  of  try- 
ing to  get  them  out  from  underground 
with  a  hand  shovel,  we  will  have  a 
pneumatic  drill  and  will  be  able  to  get 
them  out. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  shield  further? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  it  not  true  that 
espionage,  sabotage,  and  other  conspir- 
acies have  always  been  carried  on  under- 
ground? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Of  course.  The 
only  activities  above  ground  are  soap- 
box activities. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Propaganda  activities. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     That  is  correct. 

Testimony  which  has  been  given  to 
committees  of  the  Congress  points  out 
the  dual  nature  of  the  Communist  Party. 
On  one  level  we  find  the  propagandists 
who  get  their  names  into  the  news- 
papers. They  are  not  the  dangerous 
ones.  The  men  and  women  in  the  Com- 
munist apparatus  who  are  a  threat  to 
the  security  of  this  country  are  not  the 
ones  who  talk  or  send  out  pamphlets, 
but  those  who  are  foimd  in  agencies  of 
the  Government  and  are  willing  to  wait 
for  20  years  to  get  one  bit  of  informa- 
tion, and  men  and  women  who  chart 
every  factory,  every  pipeline,  every  trans- 
portation system,  to  turn  over  to  the 
enemy.  They  are  saboteurs  who  would 
wait  for  the  hour  of  attack. 

It  is  very  strange  that  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  with  all  the 
sjieeches  we  have  heard  on  communism, 
and  all  the  addresses  which  my  col- 
leagues have  made  to  American  Legion 
posts.  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  and  on 
radio  and  television  shows,  when  the 
chance  is  given  to  do  something  com- 
pletely, we  start  backing  away  from  it. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
th3  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield 
further? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Is  It  not  a  fact 
that  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  and 
the  American  Legion  have  gone  on  rec- 
ord as  favoring  outlawing  the  Commu- 
nist Party? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  Is  correct.  I 
spoke  recently  at  the  Statler  Hotel  about 


the  matter.  I  said  the  great  mistake 
of  the  liberal  movement  of  America  is 
that  some  liberals,  conscientious  as  they 
may  be,  have  been  unwilling  to  eome  to 
grips  head-on  with  the  menace  of  com- 
munism. This  should  be  the  essence  of 
a  liberal's  platform — as  it  is  mine. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  5  minutes  have  expired. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  how 
much  more  time  have  we? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  yield  the  Eenator 
an  additional  3  minutes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Speakins;  about  driving 
Communists  underground,  is  it  not  true 
that  every  criminal  element  in  this  coun- 
try works  underground?  Whether  we  are 
dealing  with  gamblers,  burglars,  kid- 
napers, or  any  other  criminal  element, 
they  always  work  underground. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  is,  of 
course,  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Has  the  Senator  ever 
heard  the  Department  of  Justice  or  J. 
Edgar  Hoover  deplore  the  fact  that  we 
have  a  criminal  code  which  places  upon 
the  Department  of  Justice  the  duty  to 
prosecute  the  underground  element  in 
this  country?  The  Senator  has  never 
heard  them  object  to  that,  has  lie? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     No. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  it  not  remarkable 
that  now  Brownell.  Hoover  and,  appar- 
ently, the  White  House  itself,  are  de- 
ploring the  fact  that  the  Senate  has 
come  to  grips  frankly  and  openly  with 
this  criminal  conspiracy  and  has  said, 
"We  ought  to  have  a  law  which  makes 
it  a  crime  to  be  a  member  of  that  con- 
spiracy, and  the  Department  of  Justice 
and  the  FBI  should  get  busy  and  proceed 
to  prosecute  that  criminal  element  as 
they  prosecute  the  other  criminal  ele- 
ments in  this  country?"  Is  that  not  the 
issue  we  are  drawing  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  today? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  the  public  under- 
stand who  is  trying  to  save  the  Com- 
munists in  this  country  from  prosecu- 
tion, individual  by  individual,  for  the 
conspiracy  to  which  they  belong.  It  now 
appears  that  the  White  House  thinks  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hum- 
phrey] is  a  little  too  harsh  on  the  Com- 
munists. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  As  I  understand  the 
Senator's  statement,  in  the  final  analysis 
all  the  House  bill  does  is  take  away  the 
privileges,  rights,  and  immunities  from 
the  so-called  Communist  Party.  In  the 
first  place,  they  do  not  particularly  have 
any  or  try  to  exercise  any.  So  it 
amounts  only  to  making  a  speech  against 
the  Communist  Party.  Is  that  not  sub- 
stantially what  the  House  bill  does? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  it  goes  fur- 
ther than  that,  but  it  does  not  do  very 
much  more  than  that. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Does  the  Senator 
have  in  mind,  so  we  may  know  where  we 


are,  offering  an  amendment  to  that  pro- 
vision? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes.  I  have  in 
mind  offering  an  amendment  to  restore 
the  Senate  language,  with  further  detail 
as  to  the  nature  of  membership  in  the 
Communist  Party. 

I  ask  my  colleagues  to  come  to  grips 
with  this  problem  and  try  to  do  what  we 
set  out  to  do  last  Thursday, 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Is  the  Senator's 
amendment  at  the  desk? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  wijl  be  very 
shortly. 

Mr.  BUTLER.    May  I  have  a  copy? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  amendment  Is 
in  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  additional  3  minutes  have  ex- 
pired. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  en  bloc  to 
the  amendments  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  I  Mr.  ButlerJ  to  the 
House  amendments. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Michigan  such  time 
as  he  may  desire. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  there 
has  been  considerable  debate  on  the 
pending  bill  as  it  has  come  back  from 
the  House.  I  think  the  difflaulty  is  that 
we  are  not  mindful  of  certain  words 
which  are  being  used  and  what  their 
lesal  significance  is. 

There  is  considerable  argument  about 
the  word  "outlaw  '  I  am  afraid  there  is 
a  misunderstanding  of  what  the  word 
"outlaw"  really  means. 

I  wish  to  read  from  Callaghan's  Cyclo- 
pedic Law  Dictionary,  third  edition: 

Outlaw.  In  English  law.  Ona  who  Is  put 
out  of  the  protection  or  aid  of  the  law. 

That  is  what  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives was  trying  by  its  amendment. 
What  the  Senate  did  on  la.st  Thursday 
was  not  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party 
at  all.  It  is  true  that  the  headlines  in 
the  newspapers  used  the  expression  that 
we  were  outlawing  the  Communist  Party. 
We  were  doing  no  such  thing.  We  were 
makine;  a  certain  act  a  crime.  We  were 
passing  a  criminal  statute  which  pro- 
vided that  if  any  man  belonged  to  the 
Communist  Party  and — in  the  terms  of 
the  Cooper  amendment,  committed  an 
overt  act  or  an  act — it  makes  no  dif- 
ference whether  it  reads  "overt  act"  or 
an  "act" — he  would  be  guilty  of  a  crime. 

That  is  what  we  were  doing.  We  were 
not  outlawins  the  party.        | 

The  Hou.«e  quite  properly  reasoned 
that  we  have  other  statutes.  What  we 
were  trying  to  do  yesterday  and  are  try- 
ing to  do  today,  as  in  some  other  bills  we 
have  passed  at  this  session,  was  to  create 
under  our  law  a  situation  which  would 
enable  us  to  cope  with  the  Communist 
Party.  That  is  all  we  were  really  trying 
to  do. 

From  the  arguments  made  this  morn- 
ing, I  am  fearful  that  some  forget  what 
we  have  already  done.  There  has  been 
talk  about  the  Communist  Party  being 
a  conspiracy.  There  is  no  doubt  in  my 
mifid  that  the  Communist  Party  is  a 
con.spiracy,  but  the  United  States  has 
never  adopted  the  common  law  defini- 
tion of  a  conspiracy.  A  conspiracy  un- 
der the  common  law  was  a  combination 
of  two  or  more  persons  to  do  an  unlawful 
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act  or  to  do  a  lawftil  act  unlawfully. 
That  last  term  would  require  much  ex- 
planation, but  I  shall  not  explain  it  here, 
because  I  do  not  think  it  is  material  to 
this  debate. 

The  Internal  Security  Act.  In  section 
4.  prohibited  certain  things.  When  a 
criminal  statute  is  enacted,  the  doing  of 
some  act  is  prohibited  as  a  crime  under 
the  pains  and  penalties  of  punishment. 
That  is  what  we  did  last  Thursday  when 
we  passed  this  bill. 

When  the  bill  was  brought  to  the  floor, 
it  did  not  have  even  a  semblance  of  a 
definition  of  membership  in  the  party  or 
what  one  belonging  to  it  would  be.  We 
tried  to  remedy  that  situation. 

Let  me  go  back  to  what  we  did  under 
the  internal-security  law  in  1950.  This 
made  a  certain  thing  a  crime: 

Sec  4.  (a)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
person  knowingly  to  combine,  conspire,  or 
aE;ree  with  any  other  person  to  perform  any 
act  which  would  substantially  contilbute  to 
the  establishment  within  the  United  States 
of  a  totalitarian  dictatorship,  as  defined  In 
paragraph  (15)  of  section  3  of  this  title,  the 
direction  and  control  of  which  Is  to  be  vested 
In.  or  exercised  by  or  under  the  domination  or 
control  of.  any  foreign  government,  foreign 
organization,  or  foreign  individual:  Provided, 
however— 

I  well  remember  the  debates  on  this 
subject.    We  put  this  in  at  the  end : 

Provided,  however.  That  this  subsection  shall 
not  apply  to  the  proposal  of  a  constitutional 
amendmeut. 

In  other  words,  one  could  propose  a 
constitutional  amendment  to  establish 
a  dictatorial  power  in  America,  even 
though  it  might  be  connected  with  a 
foreign  power. 

Then  we  continued  in  subsection  (b). 
cf  this  act: 

(b)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  offleer  or 
employee  of  the  United  States  or  of  any  de- 
partment or  agency  thereof,  or  of  any  corpor- 
ation the  stock,  of  which  Is  owned  In  whole 
or  In  major  part  by  the  United  States  or  any 
depao-tment  or  agency  thereof,  to  communi- 
cate In  any  manner  or  by  any  means,  to  any 
other  person  whom  such  ofBcer  or  employee 
knows  or  has  reason  to  believe  to  be  an  agent 
or  representative  of  any  foreign  government 
or  an  officer  or  member  of  any  Communist 
organization  as  defined  In  paragraph  (5)  of 
section  3  of  this  title,  any  Information  of  a 
kind  which  shall  have  been  classified  by  the 
President  (or  by  the  head  of  any  such  de- 
partment, agency,  or  corporation  with  the 
approval  of  the  President)  as  aCTectlng  the 
.security  of  the  United  States,  knowing  or 
having  reason  to  know  that  such  information 
has  been  so  classified,  unless  such  ofBcer  or 
employee  shall  have  been  specifically  author- 
ized by  the  President,  or  by  the  head  of  the 
clrpartment.  agency,  or  corporation  by.  which 
this  officer  or  employee  is  employed,  to  make 
such   disclosure  of  such  Information. 

I  wish  to  return  to  the  word  "out- 
law," the  meaning  of  which  is,  "One  who 
is  put  out  of  the  protection  or  aid  of  the 
law." 

Mr.  President,  that  remedy  is  used. 
in  a  sense,  when  a  corporation  which  is 
required  by  law  to  file  its  annual  report 
fails  to  file  it.  When  a  certain  ntunber 
of  days  or  months  go  by  after  its  failure 
to  file  the  report,  the  corporation  may  no 
longer  sue.  In  effect,  it  is  outlawed.  It 
has  no  right  to  use  the  courts,  because 
it  has  failed  to  comply  with  the  law.   So 


in  this  Instance  the  House  of  Representa> 
tives  has  passed  a  blU  which  would  take 
away  all  legal  rights  of  the  Communist 
organization. 

This  morning  it  was  said  in  the  Senate 
that  the  Communist  Party  does  not  want 
to  use  the  courts.  In  my  own  State  the 
Communist  Party  does  use  the  courts. 
The  party  did  it  when  it  was  prohibited 
from  putting  its  name  on  a  ballot  as  the 
Communist  Party.  The  Communist  Par- 
ty intervened  in  the  case,  and  carried  it 
to  the  Supreme  Court;  and  I  understand 
the  case  is  jjending  at  the  present  time  in 
the  Supreme  Court.  I  think  the  House 
of  Representatives  is  right  in  wanting  to 
do  what  it  has  tried  to  do.  which  is  to 
take  away  all  the  legal  rights  of  this 
conspiracy  which  is  called  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  which  is  called  by  the  Com- 
munists a  political  party,  but  which  is 
not  a  political  party,  because  its  aim  is 
to  destroy,  not  to  foster,  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  under  the 
present  Constitution.  Its  aim  is  to  de- 
stroy the  constitutional  governments,  not 
only  of  the  Federal  Government,  but  of 
all  the  States. 

So  it  should  be  realized  that  while  the 
headlines  have  stated  that  the  Commu- 
nist Party  was  outlawed  by  the  bill,  no 
such  thing  was  done.  It  was  merely 
made  a  crime  to  belong  to  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  and  to  carry  out  any  act  in 
furtherance  of  the  desires  or  the  real 
aims  of  the  Communist  Party. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  doing  the  only 
thing  that  should  be  done.  This  is  a 
real  outlawing,  because  we  shall  be  tak- 
ing away  from  the  party  all  its  rights, 
privileges,  and  immunities.  That  is  a 
real  outlawing  of  the  party  within  the 
meaning  of  the  ancient  British  law.  The 
bill  will  not  conflict  with  the  Internal 
Security  Act.  We  shall  not  be  indirect- 
ly repealing  that  act.  We  shall  have  a 
law  Tji'hich  will  provide  that  a  conspiracy 
to  contribute  to  the  establishment  in  the 
United  States  of  a  totalitarian  dictator- 
ship is  a  crime.  That  is  already  covered 
by  a  criminal  statute. 

The  Smith  Act  covers  the  teaching  or 
advocating  of  the  overthrow  of  the 
United  States  Government,  and  about 
64  persons  have  been  convicted  under 
that  act. 

The  bill  does  not  change  the  Smith 
Act.  An  overt  act  is  not  required.  The 
bill  which  we  passed  last  week  did  re- 
peal the  Smith  Act  in  an  indirect  way. 
It  is  desired  that  the  existing  laws  re- 
main in  effect.  The  purpose  is  to  enact 
a  law  with  relation  to  infiltration. 

It  is  rather  amusing,  but  everyone  has 
forgotten  the  bill  which  was  originally 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, which  had  to  do  with  the  pene- 
tration of  labor  organizations  and  other 
organizations  by  the  Communists.  As 
was  said  hy  the  CIO,  Communists  had 
taken  over  and  were  destroying  the  labor 
union  movement  in  America.  We  have 
all  forgotten  about  that,  and  now  we  are 
talking  about  whether  it  ought  to  be  a 
crime  merely  to  belong  to  a  conspiracy. 

In  my  State,  which  is  a  common-law 
State  and  one  which  adopted  the  old 
rule  of  conspiracy,  it  is  a  crime  to  be  in  a 
conspiracy,  even  though  one  does  not 
commit  an  overt  act,  if  he  knowingly 


jotns  the  conspiracy.  As  a  rule.  !n  other 
-States  it  is  required  that  some  overt  act 
or  knowledge  of  an  overt  act  be  prfiven 
on  the  part  of  one  or  more  in  the  act  of 
carrying  out  the  conspiracy. 

What  the  bill  really  does  Is  put  the 
Conmiunist  Party,  which  is  a  conspiracy, 
outside  the  pale  of  the  law.  where  it 
should  be.  The  party  would  not  be  able 
to  make  any  leases  or  hire  people  imder 
contract.  It  would  not  be  able  to  enter- 
into  any  contractual  relations,  because 
the  party  would  have  no  legal  rights 
within  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  Is  what 
we  really  should  do,  and  then  we 
should  pass  the  other  sections  of  the  bill 
and  really  try  to  cope  with  the  situation, 
under  our  Constitution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  en  bloc  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land [Mr.  Butler]  to  the  amendments 
of  the  House   to  Senate  bill  3706. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum,  unless 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hen- 
NiNcs]  desires  to  address  a  question  to 
me. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  should  like  to 
make  a  few  remarks  on  my  own  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I 
may  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum 
without  the  time  being  charged  to  either 
side. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  shall  be  happy  to 
yield  time  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri, 
if  he  does  not  have  enough  time  avail- 
able to  him. 

Mr.  HKNNINGS.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  imanimous-consent  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Texas?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Hennings]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Missouri  is  recognized  for 
10  minutes. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President.  I  be- 
lieve the  Senate  today  stands  upon  the 
threshold  of  determining  whether  we 
are  to  make  a  frontal  and  direct  assault 
upon  the  Communist  conspiracy,  or 
whether  we  are  to  be  content,  by  means 
of  various  fringe  efforts  and  forays  and 
by  other  legislative  enactments  to  con- 
tinue only  to  submit  alleged  violations 
of  law  to  various  boards  and  commissions. 

I  must  confess  that  when  we  were  first 
presented  with  the  question  of  outlawing 
the  Communist  Party  and  bringing  the 
force  of  law  to  bear  upon  the  individuals 
related  to  the  general  conspiratorial 
characteristics  of  that  party,  as  defined 
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by  the  Humi^irey  amendment.  I  beliered 
that  appropriate  committees  of  ttie  Sen- 
ate had  not  giren  the  subject  sufBcient 
O(»sideration.  nils  I  still  believe,  and  I 
believe  it  is  unfortunate  we  should  have. 

Since  this  question  was  first  presented 
to  the  Senate,  I,  together  with  other 
Members  of  this  body,  have  given  it  fur- 
ther thought  and  further  study.  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  this  direct, 
frontal  assault,  not  upon  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  party,  but  upon  individual 
membership  in  it — ^joining  the  party  and 
membership  In  the  party  as  constituting 
an  overt  act — is  sufficient  under  any 
Anglo-Saxon  concept  of  justice  under  law 
relating  to  conspiracy  to  constitute  a 
predicate  for  the  conviction  of  anyone 
who  knowingly  and  wilfully  associates 
himself  with  any  organization,  and  who. 
in  so  doing,  takes  an  active  part  in  any 
degree  whatsoever  in  the  fiirtherance 
of  the  conspiracy  which  we  know  today 
to  be  a  clear  and  present  danger  to  the 
safety  and  security  of  the  United  States. 

Everyone — Communist  or  non-Com- 
munist, P^ascist  or  non-F*asclst — Is  en- 
titled to  his  day  in  court.  With  all 
respect  to  the  Subversive  Activities  Con- 
trol Board,  whose  functions  are  to  de- 
termine which  of  certain  organizations 
do  in  fact  constitute  a  part  of  the  Com- 
munist  movement  and.  in  turn,  the  Com- 
munist conspiracy  in  this  country,  this 
Board  and  other  similar  boards  have 
been  attacking  this  problem  obliquely 
and  not  directly. 

It  seems  to  me  that,  as  in  the  case 
of  murder,  armed  robbery,  or  any  other 
Offense  against  the  safety  and  security 
of  the  citizens  of  this  country,  member- 
ship in  this  unlawful  conspiracy  should 
be  denounced  and  denominated  a  crime, 
with  punishment  as  provided  by  law. 

With  all  respect  to  the  distinguish^ 
Sanator  from  Michigan,  I  cannot  dib- 
scrlbe  to  his  notion  that,  as  he  says, 
placing  anyone  outside  the  protection 
cf  the  laws  is  sufBcient.  I  believe  that 
everyone  is  entitled  to  the  protection  of 
the  laws,  whether  he  be  a  Communist 
or  a  non-Communist,  or  whether  he  be 
a  citizen  who  is  not  tainted  in  any 
respect  by  activity  in  the  Communist 
conspiracy. 

Mr.  GORE.  Blr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  jdeld  to  me? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  am  very  glad  to 
yield  to  the  able  junior  Senator  from 
Tennessee. 

Mr.  GORE.  Is  it  in  fact  within  the 
power  of  the  Congress  to  deny  to  any 
citizen  the  protection  of  law? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Let  me  say  to  my 
friend  from  Tennessee  that  not  only  is 
it  not  within  the  power  of  Congress  un- 
der our  Constitution  to  deny  any  citizen 
the  benefit  of  equal  protection  of  the 
laws,  but  we  have  no  right  to  deny  any 
alien,  any  noncltlzen  within  our  borders 
under  our  jiulsdiction,  this  same  equal 
protection  of  law. 

We  know  that  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy is  but  the  sum  total  of  the  indi- 
viduals who  comprise  it.  and  that  the 
movements  and  activities  of  this  con- 
spiracy endanger  the  safety  of  this 
country.  This  force  and  threat  to  our 
freedom  are  the  result  of  the  concerted 
acts  of  its  members. 


There  is  no  question  about  it;  if  we 
want  to  stop  all  the  excessive  examina- 
tions of  individuals  by  committees — 
there  have  been  great  excesses,  in  my 
judgment,  and  great  infringements  upon 
the  basic  rights  of  citizens  of  this  coun- 
try by  some  of  the  committees  of  the 
Congress,  even  though  we  have  an 
agency  such  as  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice with  its  Federal  Bureau  of  Investi- 
gation, which  is  charged  with  the  en- 
forcement of  laws  against  subversion 
and  discovery  of  subversives.  Including 
the  Commimist  conspiracy — wa  must 
meet  the  question  head-on  and  call  the 
conspiracy  by  Its  right  name?  Why  not 
call  this  conspiracy  a  crime,  as  it  is  and 
designate  those  who  by  their  overt  acts 
become  part  and  parcel  of  it,  active  and 
participating  members  in  this  conspir- 
acy, criminals  under  the  law?  Give 
them  their  day  in  court,  in  accordance 
with  the  best  traditions  of  Anglo-Saxon 
jurisprudence  and  justice.  Give  them 
an  opportunity  for  a  jury  trial.  Let  us 
really  settle  this  issue  and  say  that  there 
are  agencies  of  the  Government  whose 
duty  and  function  it  is  to  take  cogni- 
zance of  these  things,  which  have  the 
authority  to  prosecute  these  (Senses, 
and  which  have  men  possessing  the 
training,  equipment,  and  understjanding 
to  enable  them  to  do  so.  Let  them  be 
held  responsible  for  the  enforcement  of 
this  act. 

It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  President,  that 
this  subject  rises  far  above  any  purtisan 
consideration.  The  war  against  the 
Communist  conspiracy  at  home  and 
abroad  is  neither  a  Republican  nor  a 
Democratic  war.  The  business  of  im- 
pugning the  motives,  purposes,  and  in- 
tent of  Individuals  and  poLtical  parties 
has  gone  far  enough.  Indeed,  too  far 
for  too  long. 

The  bill  offered  by  the  majority  and 
the  House  amendments  subscribed  to  by 
the  majority  In  both  the  House  and  the 
Senate  happen  to  be  supported  by  the 
majority  party,  by  and  large.  I  will  not 
stultify  myself  nor  undertake  to  make  a 
false  issue  of  the  loyalty  of  the  members 
of  the  Republican  Party,  now  the  major- 
ity party  in  both  the  House  and  the 
Senate,  which  brought  this  bill  before  us, 
and  which  supports  it.  I  would  not  for 
a  minute  say  that  the  majority  party, 
because  it  supports  a  weaker  measure 
than  the  Humphrey  amendment,  is  soft 
on  conmiunism. 

But  I  say  that  the  Humphrey  amend- 
ment and  the  Senate  bill  proclaim  that 
at  long  last  the  Senate  is  coming  bo  grips 
with  this  problem  directly,  and  not  by  a 
multiplicity  of  measures,  politically  in- 
spired, some  of  which  transgress  the 
basic  rights  of  good  and  loyal  citiaens. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  The  Senator  is  a 
very  distinguished  lawyer,  for  whom  I 
have  great  respect. 

Can  the  Senator  from  Missouri  tell  me 
how  the  House  bill  really  does  ai^thing 
to  thwart  the  Communist  conspiracy? 
I  ask  that  question  because,  when  we 
finally  get  down  to  the  end,  apparently 
all  that  is  claimed  for  the  bill  is  that  it 


takes  away  the  rights,  privileges,  and 
immunities  of  an  organization.  Wheth- 
er that  organization  is  to  be  on  the  bal- 
lot or  not  is  a  question  which  depends 
upon  State  law.  They  are  not  trying  to 
sue  anybody.  I  wonder  what  the  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri  thinks  the  House  bill 

P6£lllv  docs 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  try  to  answer  that 
question. 

I  know  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Tennessee  has  given  this  question  a 
great  deal  of  thought.  I  think  the 
House  bill,  as  has  been  suggested  here- 
tofore, is  only  a  gesture.  I  think  it  came 
to  us  as  an  expedient,  and  that  it  was 
politically  motivated. 

I  was  unable  last  night  to  elicit  a  if  fi- 
nite answer  from  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  IMr.  Butler  1  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  administration,  or 
the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States,  approves  the  House  version  of 
this  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  10  minutes  have  expired. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  The  best  answer  we 
can  get  is  that  they  do  not  oppose  it. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  how 
much  time  does  the  Senator  desire? 

Mr.  HENNINOS.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  an  additional  2  or  3  minutes  to  me? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  yield  an  additional  5 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator  for  his  generosity,  and  I 
in  turn  shall  undertake  to  yield  to  him. 
if  he  so  desires,  or  to  any  othier  Senator 
who  may  wish  to  expand  this  discussion. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
House  version,  singularly  enough,  though 
not  having  the  blessing  of  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  and  the 
administration,  at  least  does  not  have 
its  opposition. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  BLTLER.  The  amendment  has 
the  absolute  approval  of  the  Attorney 
General. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  What  disturbs  me 
in  that  connection  is  this:  Many  of  us 
have  for  a  long  time  been  trying  to 
evolve  some  sort  of  formula  whereby  a 
court  of  law  will  determine  these  ques- 
tions— not  boards,  with  all  respect  to  the 
individuals  comprising  them^and  not 
administrative  aRencies,  but  oourts.  Of 
course,  it  is  conceivable  that  %e  lawj'ers 
sometimes  place  too  much  faith  in  the 
courts:  but  I  do  not  think  so.  My  faith 
in  the  jury  system  continues  to  increase, 
not  to  diminish.  Until  someone  devises 
a  better  one.  I  believe  our  jury  system 
and  our  An^lo-Saxon  administration  cf 
justice,  under  law,  stand  as  a  shield  and 
a  bulwark  against  tyranny  and  oppres- 
sion and  insure  the  safety  and  security 
of  every  man  and  woman  in  our  do- 
main— as  much  as  any  manmade  tri- 
bunal can  do  so. 

We  have  heard  for  a  long  time  that 
Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  in  whom  we  all 
have  such  faith  and  confidence,  has 
suggested  that  the  Communist  Party 
might  be  driven  underground  by  this 
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action  and  that  the  Communist  Party 
perhaps  should  not  be  declared  illegal 
nor  prohibited  from  a  place  on  the  bal- 
lot. Many  of  us.  having  faith  in  the 
high  degree  of  expertness  and  profes- 
sional competence,  and  of  course,  in  the 
high-minded  dedication  and  patriotism 
of  Mr.  Hoover — have,  for  many  years,  in 
deference  to  his  judgment,  forlwrne  tak- 
ing any  action  or  even  presenting  to  the 
Senate  any  legislation  which  might  out- 
law the  Communist  Party — or  drive  it 
underground. 

In  addition,  many  lawyers  have  had 
misgivings  as  to  the  possible  infringe- 
ment upon  the  first  amendment  to  the 
Constitution — the  right  to  free  speech, 
free  press,  and  other  liberties  which  are 
granted  every  citizen  under  the  Con- 
stitution. We  have  now  come  to  the 
issue  of  attempting  to  take  some  affirm- 
ative and  definitive  action  about  the 
Communist  Party.  Now  that  we  have 
undertaken  to  denounce  the  Communist 
Party  as  a  party  as  an  illegal  apparatus 
or  instrumentality,  it  would  seem  only 
logical  to  me.  since  the  administration 
does  not  disapprove  the  House  bill — and 
I  assume  that  the  Attorney  General  has 
conferred  with  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover- 
that  if  we  go  one  step  further  and  reach 
for  the  Individual  that  would  not  be 
likely  to  do  anything  more  toward  driv- 
ing the  Communist  Party  underground. 

As  we  all  well  know,  the  "soap  box"  ac- 
tivities of  the  Communist  Party  are,  by 
and  large,  participated  in  by  people  who 
are  not  carrying  on  the  real  work  of 
sabotage  and  espionage,  the  damaging 
and  destructive  work  of  this  conspiracy 
within  the  confines  of  the  United  States. 
These  people  are  only  the  front,  the 
propaganda  part  of  the  conspiracy. 

I  would  suggest  that  we  should  adopt 
section  3.  known  as  the  Humphrey 
amendment,  so  that  certain  criteria  may 
be  established  for  the  guidance  of  a  court 
and  jury.  V/e  should,  today,  go  on  rec- 
ord in  the  Senate  and  stand  by  the 
original  Senate  bill.  Communism  has 
all  too  long  been  a  political  football. 
We  should,  by  our  affirmative  action  here, 
through  the  regularly  ordained  proc- 
esses of  justice  and  the  administration 
of  our  law,  inve  not  only  those  charge- 
able as  members  of  this  conspiracy  their 
day  In  court,  but  give  all  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States  theirs,  in  a  court  of 
law. 

Mr.  HUMI'HREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HEWJINGS.  I  am  very  glad  to 
yield.  However,  before  yielding,  I 
should  like  ^o  compliment  the  Senator 
from  MinnesHJta  on  his  great  contribu- 
tion to  our  efforts  in  this  field  of  ac- 
tivity. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  ad- 
ditional time  of  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  has  expired. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  believe  we  are  em- 
barking on  a  straightforward  case, 
which  I  am  sure  will  lead  to  action 
which  we  shall  not  regret  in  the  future. 
I  thank  the  .Senator  from  Maryland  for 
yielding  me  additional  time. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  all  of 
us  know  the  leading  part  which  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Nevada   LMr. 


McCarranI  has  played  in  this  field. 
Without  his  valued  aid  and  assistance, 
most  certainly  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land would  be  quite  Inadequate  at  this 
very  moment.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent, if  unanimous  consent  is  necessary, 
to  associate  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
with  the  amendments  of  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  now  lying  on  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  en  bloc 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland  IMr.  Butler]  to  the 
House  amendments  to  Senate  bill  3706. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley  1  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  CapehartI  and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  IMr.  Welker]  are  absent  on  of- 
ficial business. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  fMr. 
F*LANDERsl.  the  junior  Senator  from 
Indiana  (Mr.  JennerI.  and  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Upton]  are 
necessarily  absent. 

On  this  vote  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
fMr.  Welker]  is  paired  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas].  If  pres- 
ent and  voting  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
(Mr.  Welker]  would  vote  "yea"  and 
the  Senator  from  lUinois  [Mr.  Douglas] 
would  vote  "nay." 

If  present  and  voting,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  CapehartI. 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan- 
ders], the  junior  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Jenner],  and  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Upton]  would 
each  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  ByrdI  and 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spark- 
man]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  fMr. 
Chavez],  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
DANnn.1.  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas],  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
(Mr.  Eastu^nd],  the  Senator  from  North 
CaroUna  [Mr.  Ervdi],  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Long],  and  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Matbakk]  are 
absent  on  official  business. 

I  announce  further  that  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel]  is  paired  on 
this  vote  with  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana [Mr.  Long].  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Texas  would  vote  "yea" 
and  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  would 
vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  (Mr.  Doug- 
las] is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  (Mr.  Welker].  If  pres- 
ent and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
would  vote  "nay"  and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  would  vote  "yea." 

I  also  announce  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Chavez]  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Ervin]  would  each 
vote  "yea." 


The  result  was  announced — yeas  62, 
nays  19.  as  follows: 


TEAS— 62 


Aiken 

Prear 

McCarran 

Barrett 

George 

McCarthy 

Beall 

Gillette 

McClellan 

Bennett 

Goldwater 

MUUkin 

Bo  wring 

Green 

Mundt 

Brlcker 

Hayden 

Pastore 

Bridges 

Hendricknon 

Payne 

Burke 

Hickenlooper 

Potter 

Bu!-h 

Holland 

Purtell 

Butler 

Ives 

Reynold* 

Carlson 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Robertson 

Case 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Clement* 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstan 

Cooper 

Kefauv«r 

Sriioeppel 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Smith.  Maine 

Crlppa 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Dlrksen 

Kuchel 

Thye 

Duff 

Lennon 

Watkln* 

Dworshak 

Malone 

WUliama 

EUender 

Mansfield 

YOUDf 

Ferguson 

Martin 

NAYS— 19 

Anderson 

Kennedy 

Murray 

Fulbrlght 

Kllgore 

Neely 

Gore 

Langer 

Smathen 

Hennlngs 

Lehman 

Stennls 

Hill 

Msgnuson 

Symington 

Humphrey 

Monroney 

Jackson 

Morse 

NOT  VOTING — 15 

Byrd 

Eastland 

Maybank 

Capehart 

Ervin 

Sparkman 

Chavez 

Flanders 

Upton 

Daniel 

Jenner 

Welker 

Douglas 

Long 

WUey 

So  Mr.  Butler's  amendments  to  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  Senate  bill 
3706  were  agreed  to.  * 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President.  I  mova 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  wtxich  the 
amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  to  lay  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  California  to  lay 
on  the  table  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Maryland. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
House  amendments  are  open  to  further 
amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  T 
send  to  the  desk  an  amendment  and  ask 
that  it  be  read  by  the  clerk. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  MinnesotSL 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  3, 
after  section  3.  in  the  House  amend- 
ments, it  is  proposed  to  insert  new  sec- 
tions, as  follows: 

Sec.  4.  Whoever  knowingly  and  wlUfuUy 
becomes  or  remains  a  member  of  (1)  the 
Communist  Party,  or  (2)  any  other  organi- 
zation having  for  one  of  It*  purposes  or  ob- 
jectives the  establishment,  control,  conduct, 
seizure,  or  overthrow  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  or  the  government  of  any 
State  or  p>oUtlcal  subdivision  thereof,  by  the 
use  of  force  or  violence,  with  knowledge  of 
the  purpose  or  objective  of  such  organlssa- 
tion,  shall  upon  conviction  be  punished  aa 
provided  by  section  15  of  the  Subveraive 
Activities  Control  Act  of  1950  (50  U.  S.  C. 
794). 

(b)  For  the  ptrrposes  of  this  section,  the 
term  "Communist  Party"  mean*  the  organi- 
zation now  known  as  tb.t  Communist  Party 
of  the  United  States  of  America,  the  Com- 
munist Party  of  any  State  or  subdlvlsloa 
thereof,  and  any  unit  or  subdivision  of  any 
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Hh 


I 


If 

\\\ 


nil 


•neb  organiaBtkjn.  wlietber  or  not  any  diange 
Is  bereafter  made  In  the  name  tbereof . 

Sk.  5.  In  determining  membership  or  par- 
ticipation in  the  Communist  Party  or  any 
otber  Gvganlsation  defined  In  tills  act.  tbe 
Jury,  under  Instructions  from  ttie  covirt.  slxall 
consider  evidence.  If  presented,  as  to  wbetner 
tbe  accused  person: 

(1)  Has  beer,  listed  to  hla  knowledge  as  a 
member  in  any  book  or  any  of  the  llsta,  rec- 
ords, correspondence,  or  any  other  document 
of  the  organization: 

(2)  Has  made  financial  contribution  to  the 
organization  in  dues,  assessments,  loans,  or 
in  any  otbtt  form: 

(3)  Has  made  himself  subject  to  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  organization  In  any  form  what- 
soever; 

(4)  Has  executed  orders,  plans,  or  direc- 
tives of  any  kind  of  the  organization; 

(5)  Has  acted  as  an  agent,  coiirler,  mes- 
senger, correspondent,  fvganlzer,  or  In  any 
other  capacity  In  behalf  of  the  organiza- 
tion: 

(6)  Has  conferred  with  officers  or  other 
members  of  the  organization  in  behalf  of 
any  plan  or  enterprise  of  the  organization; 

(7)  Has  been  accepted  to  his  knowledge 
as  an  officer  or  member  of  the  organization 
or  as  one  to  be  called  upon  for  services  by 
other  officers  or  members  of  the  organiza- 
tion: 

(8)  Has  written,  spoken,  or  in  any  other 
way  communicated  by  signal,  semaphore, 
sign,  or  In  any  other  form  of  communica- 
tion orders,  directives,  or  plans  of  the  ot- 
ganisation; 

(B)  Has  prepared  documents,  pamphlets, 
leaflets,  books,  or  any  other  type  of  publica- 
tion In  behalf  of  the  objectives  and  purposes 
of  the  organization; 

(10)  Has  maUed,  shipped,  cinmlated.  dis- 
tributed, delivered,  or  in  any  other  way  sent 
or  delivered  to  others  material  or  propa- 
ganda of  any  kind  in  belialf  of  the  organ- 
ization; 

(11)  Has  advl^jted,  counseled,  or  in  any 
other  way  Imparted  information,  sugges- 
tions, recommendations  to  officers  or  mem- 
bers of  the  organization  or  to  anyone  else 
In  behalf  of  the  objectives  of  the  organiza- 
tion; 

(13)  Has  indicated  by  word,  action,  con- 
duct, writing,  or  in  any  other  way  a  will- 
ingness to  carry  out  in  any  manner  and  to 
any  degree  the  plans,  designs,  objectives,  or 
purposes  of  the  organization; 

(13)  Has  in  any  other  way  participated  In 
ttie  aetlvitias.  planning,  actions,  objectives, 
or  purposes  of  the  organization. 

(14)  "nie  enumeration  of  the~above  sub- 
jects of  evidence  on  membership  or  par- 
ticipation in  the  Communist  Party  or  any 
other  organization  as  above  defined,  shall 
not  limit  the  Inquiry  into  and  consideration 
at  any  other  subject  at  evidence  on  mem- 
bership and  participation  as  herein  stated. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  the  title  so 
as  to  read:  "An  act  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party,  to  prohibit  members  of 
Communist  organizations  from  serying 
in  certain  representative  capacities,  and 
for  other  pforposes." 

The  PRESIDING  OKPICER.  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
£Mr.  HuMPHsxT]  to  the  House  amend- 
ments. The  time  is  mider  omtroL  The 
Junim:  Senator  from  Ifinneaota  has  15 
minutes,  and  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land has  15  minutes. 

WXil  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  ad- 
vise the  Chair  how  much  time  he  yields 
to  himself? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  myself  5 
minntes. 

Mr.  Presid^it.  in  order  to  simplify  the 
explanation,  the  amendment  is  designed 


to  accompli£ii  the  following:  It  leaves 
intact  the  House  bill  as  amended  by  the 
House.  It  leaves  section  3,  as  tht  House 
substituted  it  for  section  3  of  the  Senate 
bill,  still  in  the  bill.  Section  3  of  the 
House  amendments  refers  to  the  privi- 
leges and  immunities  of  the  Communist 
Party  being  denied,  because  the  Commu- 
nist Party  is  a  conspiracy,  as  declsj-ed 
by  the  biU. 

I  desire  my  colleagues  to  know  that 
what  the  House  bill  does  is  only  to  refer 
to  the  Communist  Party  as  such,  taking 
away  from  the  instrument  known  as  the 
party  its  privileges  and  immunities,  with- 
out in  any  way  getting  at  the  member- 
ship of  tjie  party.  The  difference  be- 
tween the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  bill 
is  tlie  matter  of  getting  at  the  under- 
pinning of  the  party.  In  other  words, 
membership  in  a  poUtical  party  or  mem- 
bership in  a  conspiracy  is  like  tlie  piling 
holding  the  edifice  or  structure.  The 
House  bill  does  not  touch  membership. 
The  Senate  bill,  which  was  passed  by 
a  vote  of  85  to  0,  contained  setticn  3, 
which,  under  my  amendment,  would  be- 
come section  4,  and  would  read: 

Whoever  knowingly  and  wlUfally  be- 
comes or  remains  a  member  of  ( l)  the  Com- 
munist Party,  (2)  or  any  other  organiza- 
tion having  for  one  of  its  purposes  the  es- 
tab!ishment,  control,  conduct,  seizure,  or 
overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
Stat-es,  or  the  government  of  any  State  or 
political  subdivision  thereof,  by  use  of  force 
or  \'iolence,  with  knowledge  of  the  purpose 
or  cbjective  or  such  organization,  sliall  upon 
conviction  be  punished  as  provided  by  sec- 
tion 15  of  the  Subversive  Activities  Con- 
trol Act  of  1950. 

That  provision,  which  goes  to  the  core 
of  the  problem,  was  eliminated  by  the 
House.  What  the  House  substituted  was 
mild  language.  In  other  words,  all  the 
House  did  was  to  say  that  communism  is 
a  conspiracy,  a  man-eating  l>ear.  But 
when  it  got  ready  to  deal  with  it,  it  went 
forth  with  a  powderpuff  and  touched  the 
bear  on  the  nose. 

What  the  Senate  did  was  to  say  that 
communism  is  a  man-eating  bear;  and  it 
provided  a  bear  gim  to  get  the  bear.  It 
is  the  difference  between  a  powderpuff 
approach  and  the  approach  with  the  use 
of  a  legal  weapon  which  will  do  the  job 
of  punishment  for  affiliating  with  or 
being  a  part  of  and  itarticlpatitig  in  a 
conspiracy. 

When  we  shall  have  adopted  section  2 
of  the  House  amendment,  which  will  be 
before  the  Senate  shortly  for  concur- 
rence, we  shall  have  said  in  section  2,  as 
we  said  in  the  Senate  bill  in  section  2. 
that  the  Communist  party  is  not  a  party 
but  a  conspiracy.  It  is  dedicated  to  the 
overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  by  subversion,  force,  and 
violence.  If  we  make  that  statement. 
and  if  it  is  a  declaration  of  a  finding  of 
fact  as  to  the  nature  of  the  Communist 
Party,  its  purpose,  and  its  objective.  I 
ask.  In  all  good  conscience,  if  we  as  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  say  to  the  American 
people  and  to  the  world  that  the  Com- 
munist movement  Is  a  conspiratorial  ap- 
paratus jvith  its  prime  objective  that  of 
the  destruction  of  the  free  institutions 
of  government  by  subversion,  force,  and 
violence,  is  the  only  proper  remedy  to 
deny  the  Commimist  Party  the  right  to 
sue  in  court?     The  Communist  Party 


does  not  sue.  I  doubt  whether  the  Con- 
gress can  determine  the  right  of  the 
Communist  Party  to  be  on  the  ballot.  I 
am  of  the  opinion  that  State  law  de- 
termines who  shall  be  on  tl*e  ballot. 

The  purpose  of  the  new  section  which 
I  propose  to  add  to  the  House  amendment 
is  to  establish  certain  criteria  by  which 
the  court  can  hear  evidence  go  as  to  de- 
termine effective  membership,  because 
obviously  one  of  the  most  diflScult  joljs  of 
the  court  and  of  the  prosecutor  is  to  de- 
termine what  constitutes  ntembership, 
and  to  be  able  really  to  pinpoint  the  fact 
of  participating  membership  In  the  Com- 
munist conspiracy. 

I  have  listed  14  criteria.  I  wish  to 
make  it  clear  that  they  are  not  ex- 
clusive. They  are  criteria,  however 
which  the  court  shall  instruct  the  jury 
to  consider,  in  its  deliberations  upon  the 
evidence,  as  being  relevant  to  the  as- 
certainment or  establishment  of  mem- 
bership. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has 
expired. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  myself  I 
additional   minute. 

I  conclude  by  saying  that  by  restoring 
to  the  bill  the  provisions  whicii  originally 
passed  in  the  Senate,  plus  the  list  of 
criteria  for  the  ascertainment  of  mem- 
bership, the  measure  will  have  been 
strengthened;  we  shall  have  done  what 
we  set  out  to  do;  namely,  pot  only  to 
deny  to  a  political  instrumentality  priv- 
iliges  and  immunities,  but  to  subject 
those  who  are  members  of  the  conspir- 
acy to  the  penalties  for  such  member- 
ship. 

Mr  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma  for  a  question. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Are  the  penalties 
provided  in  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  in  addition  to  the 
penalties  now  provided  for  in  the  Smith 
Act  and  in  other  an ti -Communist  legis- 
lation? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  There  is  no  sub- 
stitution of  the  Senators  amendment  for 
the  provisions  of  any  act  heretofore 
passed? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Only  additional 
enforcement  mechanism  is  added 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     That  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
additional  minute  of  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota   has   expired. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  de- 
sire to  speak  briefly,  but  first  I  ask  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCakramI 
if  he  desires  to  have  me  yield  time  to 
him. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  yield  me  2  minutes? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  shall  yield  as  much 
time  as  the  Senator  from  Nevada  desires; 
but  first  I  should  like  to  address  the 
Senate  for  a  moment. 

I  could  not  disagree  more  with  the 
argument  of  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota. We  all  know  that  the  Communist 
conspiracy  is  a  dangerous  conspiracy. 
All  of  us  want  to  fight  it  with  all  our 
energy,  skill,  and  ability.  I  say  we  are 
doing   that.     We  are  not   hitting   the 
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Communist  conspiracy  on  the  nose  with 
a  powder  puff. 

If  the  House  amendments  now  before 
the  Senate  liecome  law.  the  Communist 
party  will  have  been  proscribed.  Under 
the  Smith  Act  we  have  reached  the  mem- 
bers of  the  (.'ommunist  Party  who  teach 
or  advocate  communism. 

Under  the  Internal  Security  Act,  if  the 
Senate  will  refer  to  section  4.  it  will  be 
found  that  tlie  prohibited  acts  t>egin  with 
section  4  (a) ,  as  follows: 

Sac.  4.  (a)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
person  knowingly  to  combine,  conspire,  or 
agree  with  any  other  p>erson  to  jjerform  any 
act  which  would  aubetantially  contribute  to 
the  establishment  within  the  United  States 
of  a  totalitarian  dtctatorahip,  ai  defined  in 
paragraph  (1£)  of  accion  3  of  this  title,  the 
direction  and  control  of  which  is  to  be 
vested  in,  or  exercised  by  or  under  the  domi- 
nation or  control  of.  any  foreign  government, 
foreign  organ: zatlon,  or  foreign  Individual: 
Provided,  howver.  That  this  subsection  shall 
not  apply  to  tbe  proposal  of  a  constitutional 
amendment. 

(b)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  officer  or 
employee  of  tlie  United  States  or  of  any  de- 
partment or  agency  thereof,  or  of  any  corpo- 
ration the  sto:k  of  which  is  owned  in  whole 
or  in  major  joart  by  the  United  States  or 
any  department  or  agency  thereof,  to  com- 
municate in  any  manner  or  by  any  means,  to 
any  other  person  whom  such  officer  or  em- 
ployee knows  or  has  reason  to  believe  to  be  an 
agent  or  representative  of  any  foreign  gov- 
ernment. 

And  so  fori  h.  I  say  to  the  Senate  that 
under  the  ex:sting  law  all  the  acts  which 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Humphrey  1  would  proscribe  in  his 
amendment  ire  already  proscribed. 

Why  should  we  muddy  the  waters  and 
take  a  chance  of  destroying  the  integ- 
rity of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950. 
which  is  now  only  beginning  to  bear 
fruit?  Why  should  we  cloud  any  pro- 
ceeding under  that  act  when  we  can  do 
everything  we  desire  to  do  by  passing  the 
House  amendment,  as  amended,  and  let 
it  go  at  that^ 

Madam  President,  what  remaining 
time  have  I? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  fMrs. 
Smtth  of  Maine  in  the  chair) .  The  Sen- 
ator has  used  3  minutes  of  his  time. 

Mr.  HUTLISR.  I  yield  equal  time  to 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  I  Mr.  McCar- 
RAN}  and  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  FercusoivI,  if  they  so  desire. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  shaU  take  only  a 
minute. 

Madam  Pri^ident,  if  this  amendment 
is  adopted,  it  will  destroy  the  full  efOcacy 
of  this  pro(>osed  law.  The  Department 
of  Justice  and  every  agency  we  could 
bring  to  our  command  have  worked  to 
draft  a  bill  which  would  be  really  and 
truly  workable.  This  amendment,  if 
adopted,  vtdll  do  no  more  than  the  law 
which  is  today  and  has  been  for  a  num- 
ber of  years  on  the  statute  books.  Fur- 
thermore, it  T/ill  destroy  the  registration 
feature  of  the  present  act. 

Madam  Pn^dent,  if  we  want  an  ef- 
fective law — and  I  want  such  a  law  as 
much  as  anyone  else  in  the  world — we 
should  vote  clown  this  amendment.  If 
we  vote  this  enaendment  into  the  bill,  we 
are  likely  to  do  one  of  two  things:  either 
it  will  be  stalled  in  the  House  and  we 
shall  never  get  a  bill  through,  or  it  will 
become  an  ineffective  provision  in  the 


law.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  not 
prevail 

Mr.  Butler.  Madam  President.  I 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan  such 
time  as  he  may  desire. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Madam  President, 
I  take  a  few  minutes  to  speak  on  the  bill 
because  I  was  greatly  interested  when  we 
passed  the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950. 

We  find  ourselves  today  in  the  jjosi- 
tion  of  having  before  us  a  substitute  for  a 
bill  which  has  real  meaning  and  a  real 
place  in  our  legislation.  The  bill  which 
the  Judiciary  Committee  reported  to  the 
Senate,  one  of  the  administration  biUs 
would  have  made  it  possible  for  labor 
unions  to  cope  with  the  situation  of  being 
penetrated  by  Communists.  I  read  into 
the  Record  the  other  day  a  resolution  by 
the  CIO  stating  how  they  felt  about  the 
penetration  of  lalxjr  tinions  by  Commu- 
nists. We  desired  to  give  them  help  and 
assistance  in  ridding  labor  unions  of  the 
evil  of  being  i>enetrated  by  Communists. 

We  have  lost  till  sight  of  the  real  bill 
which  was  before  us,  and  we  now  find 
ourselves  in  the  unique  position  of  at- 
tempting to  enact  a  piece  of  legislation 
which  would  destroy  and  repeal  the  reg- 
istration section  of  the  Internal  Security 
Act. 

Madam  President,  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee of  the  Senate,  of  which  I  was  a 
member  at  the  time,  devoted  months  try- 
ing to  perfect  a  bill  to  cope  with  Com- 
munists. We  knew  the  bill  would  be  at- 
tacked in  every  way.  We  knew  it  would 
suffer  a  filibuster  on  the  fioor  of  the 
United  States  Senate.  In  fact,  one  Sen- 
ator exhausted  himself  in  discussing  the 
bill  and  had  to  be  carried  from  the  fioor 
of  the  Senate.  We  had  reason  to  believe 
the  President  of  the  United  States  would 
veto  it.  and  we  had  reason  to  believe  that 
some  Members  of  the  Senate  would  vote 
to  sustain  the  veto. 

It  seems  rather  strange  that  those  who 
voted  to  stjstain  the  veto  and  wanted 
that  bill  vetoed,  are  now  advocating  this 
bill 

By  this  amendment  we  would  destroy 
the  registration  feature  of  the  present 
law,  which  I  say  to  the  Senate  is  a  fine 
piece  of  legislation.  It  requires  registra- 
tion, it  requires  the  members  to  be 
known,  it  requires  them  to  mark  their 
literattire,  it  requires  them  to  disclose 
where  they  obtain  their  money. 

The  United  States  Government  has 
now  spent  almost  4  years  in  hearing  the 
case.  Those  who  were  interested  in 
communism  delayed  it  in  every  possible 
way.  but  a  decision  was  obtained  in  the 
lower  district  court  which  held  the  act 
to  be  constitutional.  The  case  has  now 
been  in  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  for 
a  period  of  4  months. 

Today  we  are  asked  to  rei>eal  that 
law.  No  Member  of  the  Senate  can 
truthfully  say  that  the  proposed  amend- 
ment would  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party.  The  House  outlawed  the  party. 
As  I  read  the  definition  of  the  word  "out- 
law." an  "outlaw"  is  merely  one  who  is 
put  out  of  the  protection  or  aid  of  the 
law. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President. 
wIU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON,  In  a  moment.  I 
have  only  a  few  minutes. 


Here  we  are  creating  a  new  crime,  the 
crime  of  knowingly  and  willfully  becom- 
ing or  remaining  a  member  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  or  an  orgaxilzation  wliich  la 
described  in  the  bill.  The  section  con- 
tinues and  defines  what  a  member  is. 

I  submit  to  the  Senate  this  plain 
question :  Does  the  Senate  desire  at  this 
time  to  repeal  the  Internal  Sectuity  Law 
which  was  passed  in  1950.  which  was 
vetoed  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  which  was  passed  over  the 
veto  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  in  the  Senate?  Do  we  desire  today, 
by  this  vote,  to  repeal  the  real  keystone 
of  the  arch  in  that  legislation?  If  we 
do.  then  we  should  vote  for  this  amend- 
ment. 

If  we  vote  for  this  amendment,  we 
cannot  have  registration  of  Communists, 
because  to  require  a  man  to  testify 
against  himself  by  registration  would  be 
violating  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  There  is  no  law  of  the  lazul 
which  would  require  a  man  to  violate 
that  provision  of  the  Constitution  and 
register,  if  there  wus  a  law  TtmUng  it  a 
felony,  as  is  sought  to  do  by  this  amend- 
ment, to  be  a  member  or  knowingly  to 
remain  a  member  of  the  Communist  or- 
ganization. 

There  is  no  such  thing,  really,  as  a 
member  of  the  Communist  Party.  We 
struck  at  the  acts  and  conduct  of  Com- 
munists. We  did  not  try  to  cover  the 
question  of  membership,  which  they 
would  all  deny.  They  no  Ibnger  carry 
cards.  They  would  not  have  to  be  mem- 
bers In  order  to  carry  on  the  party  ac- 
tivities. 

Madam  President,  we  should  handle 
this  situation  by  proceeding  under  the 
Smith  Act.  which  strikes  at  conduct,  and 
under  the  Internal  Security  Act.  which 
strikes  at  conduct,  rather  than  mere 
imaginary  membership. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Madam  President,  be- 
fore we  vote  I  should  like  to  reemphasize 
and  reiterate  that  this  bill  would  in  no 
way  reheve  the  Communist  Party  or  any 
subversive  organization  of  the  reqiiire- 
ment  of  complying  with  any  final  order 
of  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board.  If  the  Communist  Party  or  any 
subversive  organization  were  ordered  to 
register  by  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Board,  nothing  in  this  bill  wotild 
reUeve  them  of  that  reqxiirement. 

This  bill  preserves  any  rights  under 
section  4  (f)  of  the  Internal  Security 
Act  of  1950,  and  accordingly  those  rights 
remain  in  effect. 

Furthermore,  there  is  nothing  in  the 
bill  which  is  intended  to  affect  or  which  . 
would  affect  either  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  or  the  Communist 
Party  in  prosecuting  the  present  pro- 
ceeding involving  the  Communist  Party, 
pending  in  the  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
how  much  time  remains? 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Butlks] 
has  2  minutes  remaining:  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  [Mr.  HumphrktI 
has  9  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President, 
we  are  prepared  to  use  some  of  our 
time.    First.  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the 
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distfnguiahed  Junior  Senator  from  Ifeir 
Mexieo  [Mr.  Airenaow] . 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Mezioo  is  recognized 
for  4  minutes. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Madam  President.  I 
was  Tery  hai>py  to  join  with  tlie  able 
Junior  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Dahikl] 
and  the  aide  junior  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  HiTHPHUTl  in  trjring,  the 
other  day,  to  have  the  Senate  pass  a 
bill  whi^  would  actually  strike  at  this 
question  by  outlawing  the  Communist 
Party.  That  bill  passed  and  went  to  the 
House. 

Now  we  haye  before  us  the  House 
amendments,  one  of  which  says  that 
communism  is  a  conspiracy  against  tiiis 
Government,  but  that  those  giiilty  of 
participating  in  that  conspiracy  shall 
not  feel  the  weight  of  our  clenched  fist, 
but  shall  see  instead,  only  an  admonitory 
finger. 

Madam  President,  not  only  are  we  in- 
terested in  taking  vigorous  and  decisive 
action — a  knockcHit  blow — against  the 
conspiracy  as  the  House  amendment  does 
against  the  party,  but  we  wish  also  to 
take  a  hard  swing  at  the  card-carrjnng 
Communists,   the  membership  of  the 

party.     However,  some  persons  do  not 
seem  to  wish  to  do  that. 

This  morning  I  talked  with  Martin 
Dibs.  When  I  was  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  day  after  day 
MARTn*  DiKS  would  speak  in  the  well  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  about 
what  to  do  about  Communists  and  com- 
munism. Today  Martin  Diks  told  me 
that  imless  the  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Minnesota  is  adopted,  we  might 
as  well  throw  away  the  bill.  The  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  is 
the  way  to  get  at  commimism.  Martin 
Dibs  says.  He  says  we  must  use  the  15 
tests  he  has  outlined,  and  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  has  therefore  included 
them  in  his  amendment  to  the  bill. 

Madam  President,  what  Is  the  proper 
punishment  for  participation  in  a  Com- 
munist conspiracy  to  overthrow  this 
Government  by  force  and  violence? 
Shall  we  say  only  that  one  who  partici- 
pates in  that  conspiracy  cannot  be  a  jus- 
tice of  the  peace?  That  is  what  the 
House  says,  for  the  House  says  that  such 
a  person  cannot  hold  office.  Or  shall 
we  say  merely  that  such  a  person  cannot 
prosecute  a  case  in  court?  That  is  what 
the  House  says,  for  the  House  says  that 
such  a  person  cannot  sue  in  court. 

But  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  says  that  such  a  person 
is  guilty  of  a  felony,  if  he  conspires 
against  ttiis  Government,  and  he  ought 
to  be  so  held. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Madam  President, 
I  have  but  4  minutes,  but  I  am  glad  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Does  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  realize  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Internal  Security  Act  and 
the  provisions  of  the  Smith  Act  are  still 
in  force? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Oh,  yes,  indeed; 
they  are  still  in  force,  and  I  realize  that. 
Z  also  realize  that  the  Internal  Security 


Act  requires  the  registration  of  Ccnn- 
munists.  But  will  some  Senator  please 
rise  and  state  how  many  Communists 
Iiave  I'egistered  under  the  provisions  of 
that  act?  Not  one.  Some  persons  tell 
us  that  if  the  bill  with  the  Humphrey 
amendment  Is  enacted,  it  will  absolutely 
paralyze  the  registration  of  Communists 
under  the  Internal  Security  Act.  Again 
I  ask,  will  any  Senator  rise  and  tell  us 
us  how  many  Communists  have  regis- 
tered under  that  act  and  how  we  can 
stop  what  never  has  started?  The  fact 
is  that  none  has  registered  under  that 
act.  so  far;  and  no  one  is  going  to  reg- 
ister. All  we  are  supposed  to  do  \t  cam- 
paign against  Communists:  but  when  we 
actually  get  a  chance  to  strike  at  Com- 
mimists,  oh,  Madam  President,  we  get 
suggestions  to  be  careful  not  to  do  a 
thing  against  them,  whatever  we  do. 

Madam  President,  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  vote  of  85  to  0.  taken  in 
the  Senate  the  other  day?  I  thought  it 
meant  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  finally  did  something  about  Com- 
munists and  outlawed  that  party.  I  real- 
ize that  the  able  senior  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mrs.  Smith),  who  now  is  pre.sid- 
ing  over  this  body,  had  for  a  long  time 
tried  tD  have  the  committee  report  her 
bill  wliich  strikes  at  communism  and 
outlaws  It.  But  she  could  not  get  it  out 
of  committee.  Finally,  it  reached  the 
floor  by  accident,  and  85  Senators  voted 
for  it.  But  immediately  many  people  t>e- 
gan  running  for  cover  and  began  saying, 
"You  musjt  not  do  that.  If  you  do.  what 
you  will  do  will  be  to  destroy  the  registra- 
tion of  Communists." 

Madam  President.  I  believe  that  the 
85  Senators  who  voted  in  favor  of  that 
bill  meant  to  have  Congress  take  action 
against  the  Communist  Party.  If  any  of 
those  Senators  did  not  wish  to  have  that 
done,  they  should  have  voted  the  other 
way. 

Of  course,  the  Communists  will  go 
under  cover.  That  will  be  only  natural. 
After  all,  what  happens  in  the  case  of 
murderers  and  thieves  and  thugs?  Do 
not  they  go  under  cover,  and  are  not 
they  called  the  underworld? 

Madam  President,  in  the  Talmud  there 
is  a  wonderful  passage  that  tells  about 
what  should  be  done  when  a  man  is 
found  to  have  been  murdered.  Does  the 
Talmud  say  that  in  that  situation  all 
known  thieves  and  murderers  should  be 
rounded  up?  No.  Madam  President:  it 
says  that  in  such  a  situation  the  people 
of  the  community  should  gather  to- 
gether, and  the  elders  should  be  lined 
up,  and  each  elder  should  be  required 
to  stand  and  say,  "My  hand  has  not 
shed  this  blood,"  because  it  is  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  good  people  of  the  com- 
munity to  see  that  the  laws  are  obeyed. 
It  is  the  duty  of  the  good  people  in  this 
Senate  to  strike  at  communism. 

All  of  us  recognize  that  communism 
can  go  underground;  but  I  say  we  had 
better  stand  by  the  vote  cast  the  other 
day  in  outlawing  the  Communist  Party 
and  vote  for  the  Humphrey  amendment 
to  do  that  job  again. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
PuRTELL  In  the  chair) .  The  time  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  expired. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  3  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  HeitntngsI. 

The  PRESIDING  OFPTCtR.  The 
Senator  from  Missouri  is  recognized  for 
3  minutes. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President,  T 
shall  be  very  brief,  but  I  think  it  most 
important  to  point  out  that  an  page  13 
of  the  Humphrey  version  of  the  House 
bill,   the  following  appears  in  line   17: 

Nothing  In  this  section  shall  bt  construed 
as  amending  the  Internal  Secuflty  Act  of 
1950.  as  amended. 

Of  course,  this  means  clearly  that 
nothing  is  to  be  taken  away  from,  or  in 
anywise  construed  as  diminishing  the 
force  and  effect  of,  the  Internal  Security 
Act  of  1950. 

As  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has 
pointed  out.  we  have  certainly,  insofar 
as  we  may  have  been  told  during  the 
debate,  or  as  it  may  have  been  indicated 
by  any  of  the  proponents  of  the  other 
version,  yet  to  hear  or  to  learn  of  any 
Communist  organization  which  ever  has 
registered  under  the  act.  Much  is  made 
of  the  point  that  the  Communist  organ- 
ization, the  subversive  conspiratorial 
force,  will  go  underground.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, has  not  it  been  underground  these 
many  years?  Is  not  the  Department  of 
Justice  charged  with  the  responsibility 
of  enforcing  the  Federal  statutes  again.st 
this  conspiracy?  And  would  not  we  all 
expect  it  to  go  underground  as  law  vio- 
lators have  always  had  a  way  of  doing? 

I  must  say.  Mr.  President,  in  fairness 
to  this  entire  subject  of  discussion,  that 
it  would  certainly  have  heen  preferable 
had  hearings  been  held  in  committee 
on  this  measure  or  any  related  ones — 
such  as  the  original  Butler  biU.  I  think 
it  would  have  been  much  better  if  the 
whole  field  of  this  problem  had  been 
thoroughly  discussed  in  committee  after 
full  hearings,  and  if  the  membership  of 
the  Senate  had  been  given  some  time  to 
reflect  upon  the  alternatives.  But  now 
that  we  have  before  us  a  measure  which 
undertakes  to  strike  at  communism, 
through  the  members  of  that  con- 
spiracy— which,  as  we  know,  is  certainly 
not  a  political  party  within  our  under- 
standing of  that  term,  we  should  meet 
the  issue  head  on.  by  striking  at  the  in- 
dividuals, the  conspirators  themselves 
who  knowingly  and  willfully  make  up 
thi.s  movement,  give  it  its  life  and  being, 
and  who  are  the  mortal  enemies  of  our 
country. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  to  my  good  friend,  the  Senator  from 
Missouri — and  he  is  my  good  friend — 
that  the  provision  beginning  In  line  16, 
on  page  16.  does  not  have  quite  the  effect 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  says  it  has. 
The  Congress  of  the  United  States  may 
not  by  such  language  disavow  the  plain 
intent  of  legislation  passed  by  it. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  makes  memljership  in  the 
Communist  Party  the  essential  element 
of  a  criminal  offense.  If  adopting  such  a 
provision,  we  shall  have  destroyed  the 
Internal  Security  Act,  because  that  act 
provides  that  Communists  must  regis- 
ter. But  under  the  fifth  amendment  a 
man  cannot  be  forced  to  testify  against 
himself.    So  in  that  way  we  shall  have 
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simply  destroj'ed  the  Internal  Security 
Act. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  KNOWl^ND.  In  the  judgment 
of  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  would 
not  this  amendment  at  this  stage  of  the 
legislative  prooedure  kill  the  bill? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  can  confidently  say 
to  our  distinguished  majority  leader 
that  it  would  kill  this  bill  just  as  dead 
as  a  dodo. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yi;ld? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  do  I 
have  any  time  remaining? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  3  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 
Mr.  BUTLER.     I  yield. 
Mr.    HUMPHREY.    Is    the    Senator 
from  Maryland  familiar  with  section  4 
(f )  of  the  Inte-nal  Security  Act? 

Mr.  BUTLER .  Yes.  I  have  it  in  front 
of  me. 

Mr.  HUMPEREY.  Will  the  Senator 
read  the  provif  ion  of  that  section? 

Mr.  BUTLEH.  Without  that  provi- 
sion in  the  lav  we  would  have  been  in 
a  great  deal  ol  trouble. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Will  the  Senator 
read  the  provision  of  that  section  to  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  BUTLEF'..     The  Senator  will  have 
to  read  it  to  th?  Senate  on  his  own  time. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Does  that  section 
not  give  a  kind  of  immunity  in  the  mat- 
ter of  administration? 

Mr.  BUILEF.  No.  I  have  made  my 
point.  I  say  we  cannot  legislate  that 
way. 

If  we  are  going  to  say  that  the  essen- 
tial element  of  a  criminal  offense  is  to 
be  a  member  cf  a  proscribed  organiza- 
tion, we  cannot,  in  another  act,  say  that 
members  of  thdt  organization  must  reg- 
ister, because  that  would  be  forcing  a 
man  to  testify  .igainst  himself. 

Mr.  HENNI>QS.  We  can  give  them 
immunity. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  When  the  Senator 
from  Minnesotii  first  offered  his  original 
amendment  to  my  bill,  I  told  the  Senator 
his  proposal  was  completely  unworkable 
for  one  cardinal  reason,  namely,  there 
is  no  such  thing  as  membership  in  the 
Communist  Party.  If  tiiat  be  true,  as  it 
is.  and  we  prescribe  rules  with  relation 
to  membership,  what  do  they  do?  They 
do  exactly  as  they  did  under  section 
9  ch)  of  the  Taft-Hartley  law;  they  re- 
sign, sign  the  oath,  and  then  the  next 
day  they  rejoin  the  organization. 

The  PRESHDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  how 
much  time  do  I  have  remaining? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  2  [uinutes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREy.  I  yield  1  minute  to 
the  Senator  from  Maine  (Mrs.  Smith]. 
Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President, 
in  spite  of  all  the  legalistic  and  technical 
arguments  which  have  l)een  made,  the 
question  here  Ls  very  simple  and  direct. 
Either  we  are  fcr  outlawing  the  Commu- 


nist Party  or  we  are  against  doing  so. 
Either  we  are  completely,  not  qualifledly, 
against  the  Communist  Party,  or  we  are 
not.  Either  we  are  for  this  amendment 
or  we  are  against  it. 

I  am  in  favor  of  outlawing  the  Com- 
munist Party,  Mr.  President.  I  am  In 
favor  of  doing  it  the  real  and  honest 
way;  not  In  a  half-hearted  way.  There- 
fore, I  shall  vote  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President.  wUl  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  During  the  6  years  I  have 
had  the  privilege  of  serving  as  a  Member 
of  the  Senate  I  have  heard  many  people 
talk  about  doing  something  about  the 
Communist  Party.  They  have  said  that 
we  should  make  Communists  register,  or 
decree  they  could  not  practice  before  the 
courts,  or  that  they  could  not  appeal  a 
case  before  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  opposed  to  com- 
munism. I  believe  that  if  Russia  ever 
decided  to  strike  against  this  Nation, 
every  Communist  in  America  would  be 
capable  of  carrying  a  suitcase  with  an 
atom  bomb  in  it  to  the  nearest  defense 
base,  destroy  it,  and  La  the  end  destroy 
our  country. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  if  I  have  a 
choice  between  making  Communists  reg- 
ister and  putting  them  in  jail,  I  want 
them  to  be  put  in  jail.  Therefore,  I 
shall  vote  for  the  Humphrey  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  will  yield  what- 
ever time  I  have  remaining  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  [Mr.  Lehman]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There 
are  20  seconds  remaining. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  merely  wish  to  say 
that  I  fully  concur  with  the  remarks  of 
the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs.  Smith]. 
She  has  already  expressed  my  senti- 
ments in  full. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota to  the  amendments  of  the  House. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays,  Mr.  President. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


A'ken 

Eastland 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Anderson 

Eileuder 

Johnston.  S.  C 

BMTett 

Fergxuon 

Kefauver 

Beali 

Frear 

Kennedy 

Bennett 

Fulbrlght 

Kerr 

Bo  wring 

George 

Kilgore 

Briclter 

GUlette 

Knowtand 

Burke 

Goldwater 

Kuchel 

Bufh 

Gore 

linger 

Butier 

Green 

Lehman 

Carlson 

Hayden 

Lennon 

Case 

Hendrickson 

Long 

Chavea 

Hennings 

Magnuson 

Clements 

Htckenlooper 

Malone 

Cooper 

HIU 

Manafleld 

Cordon 

Holland 

Martin 

Crlppa 

Humphrey 

McCarran 

Dlrksen 

Ivea 

McCarthy 

Duff 

Jackson 

MrClellan 

Jobnaon.  Colo. 

MUllkla 

Mooroaey 

Purten 

flmith.  H.  J. 

Iforaa 

Bejrnolda 

BtemaU 

Mundt 

Symington 

Murray 

BuaaeU 

Thye 

Neely 
Paatore 

Baltonstan 

WatMna 
WUUanw 

ocnoe|ipei 

Payne 

Smathers 

Toung 

Potter 

Smith,  limine 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICEK.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  HuMPHKKT]  to  the  House 
amendments  to  Senate  biU  3706.  'On 
this  question  the  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  ordered. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  uay  we 
have  the  amendment  read? 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICKR  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  3.  af- 
ter section  3,  in  the  House  amendments 
it  is  proposed  to  insert  new  sections,  as 
follows : 

Sec.  4.  Whoever  knowingly  and  willfully 
becomes  or  remains  a  member  of  (1)  the 
Communist  Party,  or  (2)  any  other  organi- 
zation having  for  one  of  its  purpoees  ot  ob- 
ject ivea  the  establishment,  control,  conduct, 
seizure,  or  overthrow  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  or  the  government  of  any 
State  or  political  subdivision  thereof,  by  the 
use  of  force  or  violence,  with  knowledge 
of  the  purpose  or  objective  of  auch  organiza- 
tion, shall  upon  conviction  be  punished  aa 
provided  by  section  15  of  the  Subversive 
ActlvlUes  Control  Act  of  1950  (SO  U.  8.  C. 
794). 

(b)  For  the  purpoaes  of  this  section,  the 
term  "Conununlst  Party"  means  the  organi- 
sation now  known  as  the  Communlat  Party 
of  the  United  States  of  America,  the  Commu- 
nist Party  of  any  State  or  subdivision  there- 
of, and  any  unit  or  subdivision  of  any  such 
organization,  whether  or  not  any  change  Is 
hereafter  made  in  the  name  thereof. 

Sec.  6.  In  determining  memberahlp  or  par- 
ticipation in  the  Conununlst  Party  or  any 
other  organization  defined  In  this  act.  the 
jury,  under  Instriictlons  from  the  court. 
shall  consider  evidence,  if  presented,  aa  to 
whether  the  accused  person: 

(1)  Has  been  Usted  to  his  knowledge  as  a 
tnember  In  any  book  or  any  erf  the  lists, 
records,  correspondence,  or  any  othn-  docu- 
ment of  the  organization; 

( 2 )  Has  made  financial  contribution  to  the 
organization  In  dues,  assessments,  loans,  at 
in  any  other  form; 

(3)  Has  made  himself  subject  to  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  organization  in  any  form  what- 
soever; 

(4)  Has  executed  orders,  plans,  or  direc- 
tions of  any  kind  of  the  organization; 

(5)  Has  acted  as  an  agent,  courier,  mes- 
senger, correspondent,  organiser,  or  in  any 
other  capacity  in  behalf  of  the  organization; 

(6)  Has  conferred  with  otBcers  or  other 
members  of  the  organization  in  behalf  of  any 
plan  or  enterprise  of  the  organization; 

(7)  Has  been  accepted  to  his  knowledge  as 
an  officer  or  member  of  the  organization  or 
as  one  to  be  called  upon  for  services  by 
other  officers  or  members  of  the  organiza- 
tion; 

(8)  Has  written,  spoken  or  In  any  other 
way  communicated  by  signal,  semaphore. 
sign,  or  In  any  other  form  of  oommunlcatloa 
orders,  dlrecUvea,  or  plans  of  the  organiza- 
tion; 

(9)  Has  prepared  documents,  pamphlets, 
leaflets,  books,  or  any  other  type  of  publica- 
tion In  behalf  of  the  objectives  and  purpoaes 
of  the  organization; 

(10)  Has  mailed,  shipped,  circulated,  tfla- 
trlbuted,  delivered,  or  In  any  other  way  auit 
or  delivered  to  others  material  or  propagaiMU 
of  any  kind  in  behaU  of  tha  organteatton; 
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(11)  Hm  MlTlsed,  couziseled.  ot  In  any 
otber  way  imparted  ixiformaUon.  sugges- 
tions, reocmunendatlons  to  offlcera  or  inen>- 
ben  of  the  organization  or  to  anyone  else 
In  bebaU  of  tlie  objectives  ot  the  (H^anlza- 
tlon: 

(12)  Has  Indicated  by  word,  action,  con- 
duct, writing,  or  in  any  other  way  a  willing- 
ness to  carry  out  In  any  manner  and  to  any 
degree  the  plans,  designs,  objectives,  or  pur- 
poses of  the  organization; 

(13)  Has  in  any  other  way  participated  in 
the  activities,  planning,  actions,  objectives, 
or  purpoMi  of  the  organization. 

(14)  The  enumeration  of  the  above  sub- 
ject* of  evidence  on  membership  or  partici- 
pation in  the  Ci^nmunlst  Party  or  any  other 
organisation  as  above  defined,  shall  not  limit 
the  inquiry  into  and  consideration  of  any 
other  subject  of  evidence  on  membership  and 
participation  as  herein  stated. 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An 
act  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party,  to 
prohibit  members  of  Communist  organi- 
zations from  serving  in  certain  repre- 
sentative capacities,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pur- 
TKLL  in  the  chair).  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hum- 
PHRKT]  to  the  amendments  of  the  House 
to  Senate  bill  3706.  The  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered,  and  the  Secretary  will 
call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER  (after  having  voted 
in  the  negative).  On  this  vote  I  have 
a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  Douglas  1.  If  he  were  present 
and  voting,  he  would  vote  "yea."  If  I 
were  permitted  to  vote,  I  would  vote 
"nay."    I  withdraw  my  vote. 

Mr.  LENNON  (after  having  voted  in 
the  negative).  I  have  a  pair  with  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel  1. 
If  he  were  present  and  voting  he  would 
vote  "yea."  If  I  were  permitted  to  vote, 
I  would  vote  "nay."  I  therefore  with- 
draw my  vote. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
WiLET]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart]  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Welker]  are  absent  on  official  busi- 
ness. 

The  senior  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  Bridges],  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders],  the  junior 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner], 
and  the  junior  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr,  Upton]  are  necessarily  absent. 

On  this  vote  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  BRn>GEs]  is  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Maybank],  the  senior  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart]  is  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Ervin],  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders]  is  paired  with  the  Senator 
from  Alaliama  [Mr.  Sparkman],  and  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker]  is 
paired  with  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Eastland].  If  present  and  voting, 
the  senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges],  the  senior  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart],  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders],  and  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker]  would 
each  vote  "nay"  while  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Matbank],  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Ervin], 


the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spark- 
XAN],  and  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Eastland]  would  each  vote  "yea." 
If  present  and  voting,  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner  1  and  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Upton]  would  each  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  C:LEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  (Mr.  ByrdI, 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  DakielI  . 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DotjclasI, 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land], the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Ervin  J ,  and  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank  J  are  absent  on 
official  business. 

I  announce  further  that  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Eastland)  is 
paired  on  this  vote  with  the  Seoiator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker).  If  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
would  vote  "yea."  and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  .'rom  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Ervin]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capeb-^rtI. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  would  vote  "yea."  and 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  would  vote 
"nay." 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Maybank]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges].  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  would  vote 
"yea,"  and  tlie  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr.  Flanders  1. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  would  vote  "yea."  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  would  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  iiladam  President, 
how  am  I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  fMrs. 
Smith  of  Maine  in  the  chair  i .  Tha  Sen- 
ator is  recorded  as  having  voted  tn  the 
negative. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Madam  President, 
how  am  I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  recorded  as  having  voted  in 
the  negative. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Madam  President, 
how  am  I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  recorded  as  having  voted  in 
the  negative. 

Mr.  PURTELL.  Madam  President. 
how  am  I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  recorded  as  having  voted  in 
the  negative. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Madam  President,  how 
,am  I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  recorded  as  voting  ia  the 
negative. 

Mr.  THYE.  Madam  President,  how 
am  I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  recorded  as  having  voted  in 
the  negative. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, how  am  I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  recorded  as  having  voted  in 
the  negative. 


Aiken 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Bownng 

Brirker 

Bu.'h 

Buter 

Carlson 

Ca'-e 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Crlppa 


Bridges 

Byrtl 

Capehart 

Daniel 

Doiigla-s 

Ea.'-tlRnd 


Holland 

Humphrey 

Jbckson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Jfihnson.  Tex. 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Kennedy 

K'irr 

K:lgore 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehn^an 

lAng 

Miignuson 

NAYS— 39 

Dirk>:en 

Duff 

Dworfhak 

Ferguson 

Goldwaier 

Htndrickson 

H;ckenlooper 

Kiiowland 
Ma  lone 
Mbrtin 
Mf  Carran 
McCarthy 

NOT   VOTINO- 

Eriin 

F.anders 

Jeiiner 

Ke.auver 

I.rnnon 

Maybank 


Mr.    JOHNSON    of    Texas.    Madam 

President,  I  ask  for  the  regular  order. 

The  result  was  announced-^yeas  41, 
nays  39.  as  follows: 

YEAS — 41 

Anderson 

Burke 

Chavez 

Clements 

Ellender 

Frear 

Fulbrlght 

George 

Gillette 

Gore 

Green 

Hayden 

Henaxa^s 

Hiii 


Manifleld 

McClellan 

Monroney 

Morae 

Murtay 

Neely 

Pastore 

Robertson 

Rusbrtl 

Bmathers 

Smith.  MalDO 

Stentiis 

SymlQgton 


I 


Millikln 

MuncSt 

Payr»e 

Pott«r 

Puri»U 

Rfvqolds 

8a!tanstall 

Schcrppel 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Thyd 

WatKlns 

Willlkma 

Young 

-16 

Spnrlcman 

Upton 

Welter 

Wilef 
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So  Mr.  Humphrey's  amendment  to  the 
amendments  of  the  House  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President.  I  move  that  the  vote  by  which 
the  Humphrey  amendment  was  agreed 
to  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  GORE.  Madam  President,  I 
move  to  lay  that  motion  on  the  table. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
I  a.sk  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  mo- 
tion to  lay  on  the  table. 

The  yea.s  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
(Mr.  Wiley  J  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Capehart)  and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  I  Mr.  Welker]  are  absent  on 
official  business. 

The  senior  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire I  Mr.  Bridges  1 ,  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders  1,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner  1, 
and  the  junior  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  Upton  J  are  necessarily  ab- 
sent. 

On  this  vote  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  Hamp.-hire  (Mr.  Bridges!  is  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Maybank),  the  senior  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart)  is  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  (Mr. 
Ervin  1,  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
FtANDERsl  is  paired  with  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  I  Mr.  Sparkman],  the 
junior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jen- 
ner) is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Eastland],  the  junior 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Up- 
ton 1  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Daniel],  and  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Wexker]  is  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  senior  Senator 


from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges!. 
the  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehabt],  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders],  tlie  junior  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner],  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Upton  1, 
and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Welker]  would  each  vote  "nay,"  while 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Maybank]  .  the  Senator  from  North  Car- 
olina (Mr.  Ervin],  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman],  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  (Mr.  Eastland],  the 
Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Daniel],  and 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  (Mr.  Douglas] 
would  each  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMEa^S.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Virrlnia  (Mr.  Byrd]  and 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spark- 
man] are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Daniel], 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas], 

the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [  Mr.  East- 
land 1.  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
I  Mr.  Ervin  ] ,  and  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  (Mr.  Maybank]  are  absent  on 
official  business. 

I  announce  fuither  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  (Mr.  Daniel]  is  paired 
on  this  vote  with  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  1  Mr.  Ui'TOn  ] .  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Texas  would 
vote  "yea."  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  (Mr.  Doug- 
las! is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  ( Mr.  Welker  ) .  If  pres- 
ent and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
would  vote  '"yea,"  and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Jenner  1. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  would  vote  "yea."  and  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  (Mr. 
Ervin]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Capehart]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  would  vote  "yea,"  and 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  would  vote 
"nay." 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  (Mr. 
Maybank]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  (Mr. 
Bridges!.  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  would  vote 
"yea."  and  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  (Mr. 
Sparkman]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr.  Flan- 
ders]. If  present  and  voting,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  would  vote  "yea," 
and  the  Senator  from  Vermont  would 
vote  "nay." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  43, 
nays  39,  as  follows: 

yeas— 43 


Anderson 

Hayden 

Kerr 

Burke 

Henalngs 

Kiigor* 

Chavez 

Hill 

Kuchel 

Clements 

Holland 

Langer 

Ellender 

Humphrey 

Lehman 

Frear 

Jackson 

Lennon 

Fulbrlght 

Joiinson,  Colo. 

Long 

George 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Magnuson 

Gillette 

Johnston,  SO. 

Mansfield 

Gore 

Kefauver 

McClellan 

Green 

Kennedy 

Monroney 

Morae 

Rotiertaon 

Stennls 

Murray 

Buaaeli 

Symtnffton 

Neely 

Bmathers 

Pastors 

8ml th,  Maine 
NAYS— 39 

Aiken 

Dlrksen 

Mllllkln 

Barrett 

Duff 

Mundt 

Beall 

Dworshak 

Payne 

Bennett 

Ferguson 

Potter 

Bo  wring 

Ooldwater 

Purtell 

Blicker 

Hendrlckson 

Reynolds 

Bueb 

Hlckenlooper 

BaltonstaU 

Butler 

Ives 

Schoeppel 

Carlson 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  J 

Case 

Malone 

Thye 

Cooper 

Martin 

Watklns 

Cordon 

McCarran 

Williams 

Crlppa 

McCarthy 

Young 

NOT  VOTINC3— 14 

Bridges 

Eastland 

Sparkman 

Byrd 

Ervin 

Upton 

Capehart 

Flanders 

Welker 

Daniel 

Jenner 

Wiley 

Douglas 

Maybank 

So  Mr.  Gore's  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table  the  motion  of  Mr.  Johnson  of 

Texas  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  clerks 
be  authorized  to  change  the  section  num- 
bers.   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  title 

may  be  amended.        

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Madam  President.  I  of- 
fer an  amendment,  which  I  ask  to  have 

read.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  16,  it  is 
proposed  to  strike  out  sections  4,  5,  6,  7, 
8.  9,  and  10. 

Amend   the  title  by  striking   out   all 

after  "to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party. ' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Will  the 

Senator  from  New  York  advise  the  Chair 

how  much  time  he  yields  to  himself? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield  myself  15  min- 
utes. 

Madam  President,  my  amendment  pro- 
poses to  delete  from  the  bill  the  so-called 
Butler  amendment,  which  was  attached 
to  the  Humphrey  substitute  some  days 
ago.  I  have  studied  this  question  many 
times  before,  and,  in  my  opinion,  the 
Butler  amendment  is  very  dangerous,  in- 
deed. It  gives  to  the  Attorney  General 
and  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board  power  over  labor  unions  which, 
under  no  circumstances,  should  be  lodged 
in  any  governmental  agency. 

I  would  not  place  this  deadly  anti- 
union weapon  in  the  hands  of  any  ad- 
ministration, even  one  of  my  own  po- 
Utical  persuasion.  I  do  not  think  it  be- 
longs in  the  hands  of  government.  It 
certainly  does  not  Ijelong  in  the  hands  of 
the  Attorney  General  and  the  Subver- 
sive Activities  Control  Board,  who  have 
neither  experience  nor  any  sense  of  re- 
sponsibihty  for  the  preservation  of  the 
labor  movement  in  this  country. 

Here  is  the  real  crux  of  the  matter. 
The  pending  bill,  as  I  have  indicated,  and 
as  I  shall  further  demonstrate  in  a  mo- 
ment will  be  completely  ineffective  in 
its  avowed  purposes  while  it  holds  under 
its  terms,  promise  of  grave  and  almost 


incalculable  danger  to  the  proper,  leffltl- 
mate.  and  responsible  labor  movement  in 
America. 

This  is  why  the  two  leading  labor  or- 
ganizations in  this  country,  the  CIO  and 
A.  F.  of  L.,  are  strongly  opposed  to  this 
measure.  Were  it  otherwise,  they  would 
be  among  its  prime  supporters.  The  CIO 
has  been  devoting  a  major  share  of  its 
efforts — undertalcing  with  sweat,  blood. 
and  tears  to  destroy  the  Communist  in- 
fluence in  the  labor  movement.  It  ex- 
pelled nine  unions  believed  to  be  under 
Communist  influence.  It  has  been  en- 
gaged in  an  all-out  effort  to  win  tbe 
loyal  members  away  from  those  unions 
and,  as  I  have  already  indicated,  suc- 
ceeded in  a  remarkable  degree. 

The  A.  F.  of  L.,  as  far  as  I  know,' has 
had  no  great  Communist  problem.  There 
is  no  international  union  in  the  A.  F.  of  L. 
which,  as  far  as  I  know,  reflects  a  Com- 
munist influence.  But  the  A.  F.  of  L.,  too, 
has  been  participating  with  all  its  might 
and  main  in  the  fight  against  commu- 
nism in  the  labor  union  movement,  in 
the  coimtry  as  a  whole,  and,  indeed,  ih 
the  world  labor  movement. 

Would  it  not  be  logical  if  this  legisla- 
tion had  any  promise  of  being  successful 
in  its  avowed  objective  for  these  unions 
to  support  this  bill? 

But  they  are  opposing  it.  They  are  op- 
posing it  strongly.  They  see  in  it  a  threat 
not  to  Communist -dominated  unions  but 
to  the  entire  American  labor  movement. 

It  is  worth  noting  that  the  views  of 
these  two  labor  unions  which  have  most 
of  the  knowledge  and  experience  that 
there  is  about  Communist-dominated 
unions,  were  not  even  heard  in  the  public 
hearings  on  this  legislation.  Their  views 
were  subsequently  filed  with  the  commit- 
tee, in  the  form  of  written  statements. 

As  far  as  the  way  in  which  this  legis- 
lation would  operate  is  concerned,  it 
would  penalize  not  the  Communists  who 
have — to  use  the  term  established  in  this 
bill — "infiltrated"  the  labor  movement, 
but  rather  to  penalize  the  labor  unions 
themselves. 

The  standards  and  criteria  set  forth 
in  this  bill  are  so  vague  and  indefinite 
that  no  lat>or  union  has  any  assurance 
that  it  will  not  be  brought  before  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Board  on 
the  charge  of  being  Communist  infil- 
trated. The  definition  of  a  Communist- 
infiltrated  organization  is  a  union  which 
is  dominated  by  an  individual  or  individ- 
uals actively  engaged  in  a  Communist 
organization.  What  is  meant  by  "ac- 
tively engaged  in"?  Is  it  confined  to 
membership,  or  does  it  include  associ- 
ation with  Communists,  or  subscription 
to  the  Daily  Worker,  or  contributions  to 
an  organization  subsequently  labeled  as 
a  Communist-front  organization? 

Under  the  terms  of  the  bill,  a  union 
can  t>e  proscribed  if  its  "effective  man- 
agement" was  conducted  by  one  or  more 
individuals  who  are.  or  within  3  years 
have  been,  members,  agents,  or  repra^ 
sentatives  of  any  Communist  organiza- 
tions or  any  Communist  foreign  govern- 
ment or  the  world  Communist  movement 
"with  knowledge  of  the  nature  and  pur- 
pose thereof."  What  does  "effective 
management"  mean  in  this  context? 
What  dangers  to  legitimate  labor  or- 
ganizations might  be  involved  in  this 
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proscription  of  unions  whose  "effective 
management"  resides  in  the  hands  of  an 
individual  or  individuals  who  as  long  as 
8  years  before  were  members  or  repre- 
sentatives of  ''any  Communist  organ- 
ization?'' 

What  does  the  Ull  mean  in  defining 
Communist  infiltration  as  a  situation  in 
which  the  policies  of  a  union  have  been 
carried  out  "pursuant  to  the  direction  or 
advice  of  any  member,  agent,  or  repre- 
sentative" of  a  Communist  organization? 
Is  a  showing  of  mere  coincidence  of  poli- 
cies sofflcient? 

There  is  a  third  standard  which  refers 
to  the  furtherance  or  promotion  of  the 
objectives  of  Communist  organizations. 
It  is  not  only  possible,  but  inevitable,  that 
labor  unions  as  well  as  other  organiza- 
tions will  support  some  causes  which  are 
also  h]rpocrlticaily  espoused  by  the  Com- 
munist Party.  Is  this  a  groimd  for  con- 
demnation of  such  a  labor  union  as  a 
Communist-infiltrated  organization? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Will  the  Senator 
tram  New  York  explain  exactly  how  the 
particular  series  of  amendments  which 
he  proposes  in  the  form  of  one  amend- 
ment would  be  applicable  to  cases  before 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Board? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Under  the  bill  as  pres- 
ently framed,  without  my  amendment,  I 
think  almost  certainly  labor  unions,  on 
complaint  of  the  Attorney  General  and 
action  by  the  Subversive  Activities  Con- 
trol Board,  could  be  completely  deprived 
of  the  services  and  the  use  of  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Board,  thus 
penalizing  hundreds  of  thousands,  if  not 
millions,  of  hard-working,  loyal,  patri- 
otic men  and  women  in  organized  labor. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  further? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  amendments  which 
the  Senator  from  New  York  is  offering 
encompass  a  great  deal  of  territory,  and 
should  be  given  serious  consideration. 
How  does  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  New  York  affect  the 
amendment  previously  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  and  agreed  to? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  fact  that  we  have 
again  affirmed  the  Humphrey  amend- 
ment and  turned  back  the  completely 
innocuous  and  ineffective  House  amend- 
ment certainly  very  greatly  helps  the 
situation.  As  is  recorded  in  the  Con- 
gressional Record.  I  have  felt  that  if  the 
Humphrey  amendment  were  agreed  to 
it  would  not  be  necessary  to  enact  a  great 
many  "fringe"  provisions,  and  that  their 
effectiveness,  if  agreed  to,  would  be 
greatly  lessened,  because  action  would  be 
taken  under  the  Humphrey  amendment. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Is  the  Senator 
from  New  York  responsible  for  bringing 
in  at  this  particular  time  the  many  vol- 
umes of  the  Congressional  Record  which 
are  piled  on  the  desk  near  him? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  even  know 
What  they  are. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Madam  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield  to  me.  I  will  assure 
him  that  I  wUl  refer  to  the  mountain  or 


Records  on  the  desk  in  a  manner  that 
will  dispel  the  prevailing  fog. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Madam  Presklent, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  yield  at  this 
time. 

Madam  President,  I  have  stated  my 
views  on  the  very  dangerous  issue  of  the 
Butler  amendment,  and  I  need  add  noth- 
ing further.  I  withdraw  my  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Madam  President, 
Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  withdrawn  my 
amendment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  withdrawn  my 
amendment.     I  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  is  withdrawn. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senator  from 
Michigan  can  speak  on  his  own  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  has  withdrawn  his 
amendment. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Madam  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Has  the 
Senator  from  New  York  any  time  re- 
maining once  he  has  withdrawn  his 
amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  He  has 
not. 

The  House  amendments  are  open  to 
further  amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Madam  President. 
I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendments,  as  amended. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  it  correct 
that  under  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement,  if  the  yeas  and  nays  are  or- 
dered, immediately  following  a  quorum 
call  the  Senate  will  vote  on  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Has  all  the 
remaining  time  expired? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     It  has. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  Humphrey]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  will  have  to  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  the  yeas  and 
nays  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  yeas  and  nays  be  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICBR.  The 
clerk  will  continue  with  the  cail  of  the 
roU. 

The  Chief  Clerk  resumed  and  con- 
cluded the  call  of  the  roll,  and  the  fol- 
lowing Senators  answered  to  their 
names : 


Aiken 

Gore 

McCarthy 

Anderson 

Green 

McClellaa 

Barrett 

Hajden 

Milllkln 

BeaJl 

Hendrickfion 

Monroney 

Bennett 

Hennlngs 

Mor8« 

Bo  wring 

Hlckenlooper 

Mundt 

Brlcker 

Hill 

Murrty 

Burke 

Holland 

Neely 

Bush 

Humphrey 

Pastore 

Butler 

Jackson 

Payn* 

Carlson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Potter 

Ca.se 

Johnson.  Tex. 

PurteJl 

Chavez 

Jnhnston.S.  C 

Reynolds 

Clements 

Kefauver 

Robertson 

Cooper 

Kennedy 

Russ«li 

Cordon 

Kerr 

BaltotiatAll 

Crippa 

Kllgore 

Scbo«pp«l 

Dirkscn 

Knowland 

Smathers 

Duff 

Kuchel 

Smltb.  Maine 

Dworfhak 

Langer 

SmltH.  N.  J. 

EUender 

Lehman 

Stenaia 

Ervin 

Lenuon 

Symington 

Ferguson 

Long 

Thye 

Prear 

Magnuson 

Watklnn 

Pul  bright 

Malone 

Will  turns 

George 

Mam  field 

Toung 

Gillette 

Martin 

Goldwdter 

McCarran 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  HtJMrHREY]  that  the  Senate  concur 
in  the  amendments  of  the  House,  as 
amended. 

On  this  question  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 

Tile  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  IMr.  Wiley  J 
is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  fMr. 
C.APEHARTl  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Welker]  are  absent  on  official  busi- 
ness. 

The  senior  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
."^hire  (Mr.  Bridges),  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders  1,  the  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Ives],  the  junior 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  JennerI,  and 
the  junior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Upton]  are  necessarily  absent. 

If  present  and  voting  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hamp.shire  (Mr.  Bridges  1, 
the  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart].  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
(Mr.  Flanders],  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Ives],  the  junior  Senator 
from  Indiana  (Mr.  Jenner],  the  junior 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  (Mr.  Up- 
ton], and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Welker  I  would  each  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  BYrd]  and 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spark- 
man]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  fMr.  Dan- 
iel], the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas),  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Eastl.and],  and  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank]  are  ab- 
sent on  oflScial  business. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Daniel],  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas],  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Eastland],  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  IMi-.  Maybank],  and  the  Sen- 
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ator    from    Alabama    TMr. 
would  each  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  81, 
nays  1,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 81 


Aiken 

Goldwater 

McCarran 

Anderson 

Gore 

McCarthy 

Barrett 

Green 

McClellan 

Beall 

Hayden 

MlUlkln 

Bennett 

Hendrlckaon 

Monroney 

Bo  wring 

Hennlngs 

Morse 

Brlcker 

Hlckenlooper 

Mundt 

Bvirke 

Hill 

Murray 

Bu.'h 

Hdlland 

Neely 

Butler 

Humphrey 

Pastore 

Carlson 

Jackson 

Payne 

Case 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Potter 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Purtell 

Clements 

Johnston,  8.  C 

Reynolds 

Cooper 

Kennedy 

Robertson 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Russell 

Crlpp» 

Kllgore 

BaltonstaU 

Dlrksen 

Knowland 

Schoeppel 

Duff 

Kuchel 

Smathers 

Dworyhak 

Langer 

Smith.  Maine 

EUender 

Lehman 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ervin 

Lennon 

Stennls 

Ferguson 

Long 

Symington 

Frear 

Magniison 

Thye 

Fulbrlght 

Malone 

Watklns 

George 

Mansfield 

WUllBEna 

Gillette 

Martin 

NAYS— 1 
Kefauver 

Young 

NOT   VOTING- 

-14 

Bridges 

Eastland 

Spark  man 

Byrd 

Flanders 

Upton 

Capehart 

Ivea 

Welker 

Daniel 

Jenner 

Wiley 

Douglas 

Maybank 

So  Mr.  Humphrey's  motion  to  concur 
in  the  House  amendments,  to  the  Senate 
bill  3706,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read 
"An  act  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party, 
to  prohibit  members  of  Communist  or- 
ganizations from  serving  in  certain  rep- 
resentative capacities,  and  for  other 
purposes." 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Madam  President,  I 
»  hope  the  Senate  will  note — and  I  ask 
the  press  particularly  to  note — what  we 
have  done.  As  I  have  previously  stated, 
the  bill,  as  amended  by  the  Humphrey 
amendment  is  substantially  the  same  as 
the  provisions  in  the  Smith  Act.  I  read 
section  2  of  the  Smith  Act. 

Sec.  2.  (a)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
person — 

( 1 )  to  knowingly  or  wimuUy  advocate, 
abet,  advise,  or  teach  the  duty,  necessity,  de- 
sirability, or  propriety  of  overthrowing  or 
destroying  any  government  In  the  United 
States  by  force  or  violence,  or  by  the  assassi- 
nation of  any  cfflcer  of  any  such  govern- 
ment— 

I  shall  skip  paragraph  (2)  and  read 
paragraph  (3) — 

(3)  to  organize  or  help  to  organize  any 
society,  group,  or  assembly  of  p>er8ons  who 
teach,  advocate,  or  encovirage  the  overthrow 
or  destruction  of  any  government  In  the 
United  States  by  force  or  violence;  or  to  be  or 
become  a  member  of,  or  affiliate  with,  any 
such  society,  group,  or  assembly  of  persons, 
knowing  the  purposes  thereof. 

I  insist  that  the  only  thing  we  have 
done  here  today  is  to  emasculate  a  good 
piece  of  legislation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Was  the 
Senator  a  party  to  that  emasculation?  I 
observe  the  yea-and-nay  vote;  and  un- 


less there  Is  some  error  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  voted  with  the  "yeas." 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  voted  to  save  what 
little  I  could,  knowing  that  this  proposed 
legislation  carries  a  separability  clause. 
I  think  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hum- 
phrey] win  be  knocked  out  by  the  Su- 
preme Court  if  it  remains  in  the  law. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  But  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  voted  to  concur  in 
the  House  amendments,  as  amended? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  voted  to  save  what  I 
could  of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator. 


FIXINa  THE  TIME  OP  ASSEMBLY  OP 
THE  84TH  CONGRESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  Chair  lay  before  the  Senate 
House  Joint  Resolution  585. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  joint  resolution  <H.  J. 
Res.  585)  to  fix  the  time  of  assembly  of 
the  84th  Congress,  which  was  read  the 
first  time  by  its  title  and  the  second  time 
at  length,  ac  follows : 

Resolved,  etc.,  That  the  84th  Congress  shall 
assemble  at  noon  on  Wednesday,  January  5, 
1955. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  joint  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint 
resolution  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

PROTECTION  OF  STRATEGIC  DE- 
FENSE FACILITIES  AGAINST  ACTS 
CF  SABOTAGE.  ETC. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  What  is  the  unfin- 
ished business  before  the  Senate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  vm- 
flnished  business  is  Senate  bill  3428,  a 
bill  to  authorize  the  Federal  Government 
to  guard  strategic  defense  facilities 
against  acts  of  sabotage. 


AMENDMENT  OF  DISTRICT  OF  CO- 
LUMBIA UNEMPLOYMENT  COM- 
PENSATION ACT  —  CONFERENCE 
REPORT 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
there  are  two  conference  reports,  the 
consideration  of  which  I  do  not  believe 
will  take  more  than  1  or  2  minutes  each. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  (Mr. 
Beall]  has  a  conference  report  to  sub- 
mit. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Beall]  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  BEALL.  Madam  President,  I  sub- 
mit a  report  of  the  committee  of  con- 
ference on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
House  to  the  bill  (S.  3482)  to  amend  the 


District  of  Columbia  Unemployment 
Compensation  Act,  and  for  other  pur- 
IKtses.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
present  consideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
report  will  be  read  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  legislative  cferk  read  the  report. 

(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro- 
ceedings of  August  16,  1954,  pp.  14666> 
14670,  Congressional  Record.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
I  ask  the  Senator  from  Maryland  if  this 
is  the  conference  report  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  discussed  with  the  majority 
leader  and  minority  leader. 

Mr.  BEALL.     It  is. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Dealing  with  the 
District  of  Columbia? 

Mr.  BEALL.     Yes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Will  the  Senator 
please  give  a  brief  explanation? 

Mr.  BEALL.  Madam  President,  I  wish 
to  read  a  statement  signed  by  the  Sen- 
ate conferees.    It  is  as  follows: 

The  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate 
on  this  bill  favored  Ita  enactment  In  tb« 
form  In  which  It  passed  the  Senate. 

It  waa  evident,  however,  that  Insistence 
upon  all  of  the  Senate  langtiage  would  re- 
sult in  a  deadlock,  preventing  the  pauag« 
of  any  legislation  whatever. 

The  present  District  of  Columbia  unem- 
ployment coxnpensatlon  law  has  benefits 
equal  to  the  lowest  benefits  of  any  State 
In  the  Union,  equaled  by  only  3  or  4  States. 
The  Senate  conferees  believe^  that  it  would 
be  preferable  to  obtain  the  considerable  gains 
that  th2  bill,  as  reported  from  conference. 
affords  rather  than  to  hold  out  for  more 
and  achieve  nothing. 

As  reported  from  conference,  the  bill  pro- 
vides benefits  of  up  to  $30  a  week,  as  con- 
trasted with  the  present  $20.  It  provides 
for  26  weeks  of  payment,  or  33^  percent 
of  the  base-period  earnings,  whichever  Is 
lesser,  as  contrasted  with  20  weeks,  or  50 
percent  of  base-period  earnings,  whichever 
Is  lesser,  provided  In  present  law. 

The  bill  as  reported  from  conference  pro- 
vides for  unlimited  stepback  In  calculating 
benefits,  which  Is  more  beneficial  to  low- 
Income  workers  than  the  bUl  originally 
passed  by  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  conferees  believe  that  the  Con- 
gress In  Its  next  session  should  continue  to 
build  on  these  gains.  Your  conferees  Intend 
to  propose  further  amendments  to  the  law 
In  the  next  Ckingress  designed  to  Uberallxe 
some  of  the  stringent  disqualification  pro- 
visions contained  in  the  conference  bUl  and 
thereby  extend  unemployment  benefits  more 
widely  than  provided  for  In  the  bUl  as 
reported. 

Your  conferees  believe  that  the  present 
proposal  Is  a  step  forward,  however,  and 
brings  the  District  substantially  Into  line 
with  many  States  In  this  field.  With  certain 
further  Improvements,  the  law  of  the  District 
can  become  a  model  for  the  country,  as  your 
conferees  believe  it  should  be. 

This  statement  is  signed  by  me,  by 
the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  PaynbI. 
and  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Mansfield]. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Madam  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BEALL.  I  yield  to  the  ^Senator 
from  Oregon. 
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Mr.  B3IOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
«e  have  seyeral  more  items  to  consider. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  desire  to  q?eak  on  this 
IMuticular  oonf  erenoe  report. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  sorry.  I  did 
2K>t  understand  that. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Madam  President,  when 
this  bill  passed  the  Senate  it  carried  an 
amendment  off»«d  by  the  Jimior  Senator 
Irom  Oregon  which  was  accepted  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Senate  District  Com- 
mittee. This  amendment,  in  my  Judg- 
moit.  was  important  to  thousands  of 
workers  who  from  time  to  time  are  forced 
to  d^Dend  upon  qnemploymioit  compen- 
sation benefits. 

I  am  disturbed,  therefore,  to  discover 
that  the  biU  as  it  passed  the  House  and 
as  it  has  now  come  out  of  conference 
does  not  carry  my  amendment. 

I  appreciate  the  statement  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  [Mr.  Bkall]  on  be- 
half of  ><imB<>if  and  Uie  other  distin- 
guished Senate  conferees  that  they  tried 
to  bring  back  from  conference  the  bill 
as  it  passed  the  Senate.  I  accept  their 
judgment  that  Uiis  was  not  possible  and 
that  to  have  persisted,  in  the  present  cir- 
cumstances, would  have  meant  no  legis- 
lation whatever. 

I  happen  to  believe  that  it  would  be 
better  not  to  enact  any  legislation  on 
this  subject  until  the  next  session  of 
Congress.  If  this  report  is  approved, 
however,  a  bill  which  I  intend  to  offer  at 
the  conclusion  of  my  remarks  should  be 
considered  in  the  next  session  by  the  ap- 
propriate committees  of  Congress. 

M<>^Rwi  President,  honest  men  can  dif- 
fer as  to  the  proper  procedure.  I  shall 
Tote  against  the  conference  report,  not 
because  I  do  not  have  the  highest  regard 
for  the  Senate  conferees  and  not  because 
I  da  not  appreciate  the  situation  in 
which  they  found  themselves  in  eonfer- 
toet.  I  think  they  had  a  duty- to  the 
Senate  to  bring  from  conference  ttie  best 
bill  they  could  obtain,  and  I  think  they 
have  done  so.  However,  when  Senate 
conferees  have  done  that,  it  does  not  au- 
tomatically follow  that  we  should  ap- 
prove the  Ull  they  bring  back  to  the  Sen- 
ate. I  do  not  consider  the  rejectioa  of 
a  conference  report  any  reflection  on 
the  Senate  conferees.  It  merely  means 
that  the  ctmferees  did  the  best  they 
could,  but  that  the  Senate  decides,  in 
the  ovaran  public  interest,  that  it  is  bet- 
ter to  have  no  biU  at  all  than  agree  to 
such  a  conference  report.  That  is  my 
pencmal  judgment  in  this  case.  I  do 
not  think  we  can  close  the  \xxks  on  the 
question;  nor  do  I  propose  to  do  so  by 
accepting  the  conference  report. 

The  amendment  which  I  offered  when 
this  bill  passed  the  Senate,  and  which 
was  i4>proved  by  the  Senate,  would  have 
moderated  what  I  believe  are  excessively 
severe  penalty  provisions  of  this  bill. 
These  penalties  apply  to  three  groups  of 
wcnicers:  Those  who  leave  a  job  without 
adequate  cause,  those  who  ref  \ise  to  take 
work  for  which  they  are  qualified,  and 
those  who  lose  their  jobs  for  misconduct. 

As  passed  by  the  Senate,  with  my 
amendment,  the  bill  would  have  denied 
all  unemployment  benefits  to  such  woiiE- 
ers  for  6  weeks.  Thereafter,  they  would 
be  eligible  for  full  benefits  until  again 
employed.     This  seemed  to  numy  of  us 


to  be  a  fully  adequate  penalty  for  the 
type  of  "offense"  involved — if  we  may  so 
describe  acts  of  this  kind  which  can  be 
judged  only  subjectively,  at  best. 

The  bill  as  it  comes  from  conference, 
unfortunately,  raises  this  penalty  wait- 
ing period  to  a  variable  4  to' 9  weeks,  at 
the  discretion  of  the  Unemployment 
Compensation  Board.  But  worse,  fit  then 
deducts  that  waiting  period  from  the 
total  benefit  eligibility. 

What  this  means.  Mr.  President,  is 
that  an  employee  conceivably  under  this 
conference  bill  could  obtain  not  26  weeks 
but  only  17  weeks  of  benefits.  Whereas 
under  present  law.  employees — whether 
they  fall  into  1  of  the  penalty  classes  or 
not — are  eligible  for  20  weeks.  In  other 
words,  for  some  workers,  the  bill  could 
be  a  net  loss  in  their  total  benefit  period. 

I  am  glad  for  the  gains  over  present 
law  in  this  bill,  sorry  that  we  Qannot 
achieve  more.  I  congratulate  the  con- 
ferees on  their  intention  to  seek  further 
legislative  acticjn  in  the  next  Congress. 
I  realize  it  is  too  late  for  that  Ui  this 
session. 

Madam  President,  I  am  proud  to  have 
as  cosponsors  with  me  on  the  bill  which 
I  shall  introduce  when  I  finish  my  brief 
remarks,  the  Senate  conferees,  who.  I 
am  satisfied,  are  completely  accurate 
when  they  say  they  brought  back  from 
conference  the  very  best  bill  they  could. 
It  is  simply  not  good  enough,  and  should 
not  be  agreed  to. 

I  believe  we  should  have  something 
concrete  before  our  committees  and  the 
appropriate  agencies  of  the  executive 
branch  during  the  fall  which  can  be 
studied  and  readied  for  early  action  in 
the  new  Congress. 

Accordingly,  I  am  introducing  for  ap- 
propriate reference  a  biU  to  further 
amend  the  Unemployment  Compensation 
Act  of  the  I^trict  to  lessen  these  exces- 
sive penalties.  I  hope  that  it  will  have 
thorough  study  this  fall  and  early  action 
in  the  84th  Congress,  if  this  conference 
report  is  adopted. 

Disqualification  provisions,  properly 
applied,  should  define  the  boundaries  of 
the  program  in  terms  of  its  objectives, 
and  should  not  be  used  as  penalties 
against  claimants  or  to  regiment  their 
conduct,  as  would  be  the  case  un<ler  the 
proposed  amendments  to  the  District  of 
Columbia  law.  The  t>asic  purpose  of  dis- 
qualifications is  to  assure  that  benefits 
are  payable  only  to  those  whose  current 
unemployment  Is  involuntary,  and  who 
are  able  and  willing  to  work.  It  is  not  to 
set  an  administrative  agency  up  in  judg- 
ment upon  an  individual's  character  or 
conduct. 

One  of  the  strengths  of  our  free  econ- 
omy lies  in  the  high  mobility  of  labor. 
Unemployment  insurance  should  not  in- 
terfere with  this  mobihty,  throu^  any 
provision  which  tends  to  chain  a  free 
American  worker  to  a  particular  em- 
ployer. Disqualifications  which  cancel 
or  reduce  a  claimant's  benefit  rights 
when  they  leave  one  job  have  just  such 
a  tendency. 

Furthermore,  the  reduction  in  benefit 
rights  or  cancellation  of  wage  credits 
reduces  the  protection  a  worker  may 
need  should  he  again  become  involun- 
tarily unemployed.    Wage  credits  Should 


be  a  measure  of  attachment  to  the  labor 
market,  not  a  reward  for  good  service. 

Madam  President,  I  should  also  like 
respectfully  to  suggest  that  we  should 
not  overlook  one  of  the  major  social 
purposes  of  unemployment  benefit  in- 
surance, namely,  the  welfare  of  the  chil- 
dren and  the  family. 

We  may  not  completely  approve  of  a 
certain  course  of  action  which  a  worker 
may  take  in  regard  to  a  job  allocated  by 
an  unemployment  insurance  commis- 
sioner. Very  frequently  we  find  prob- 
lems of  human  relationships,  and  cases 
in  which  an  unemployment  insurance 
commissioner  says  in  effect.  "There  is  a 
job  for  you;*  you  take  that  job."  al- 
though the  worker  has  a  very  good  rea- 
son for  insisting  that  he  should  not  be 
required  to  take  the  particular  job.  Let 
us  not  overlook  the  fact  that  what  we 
are  seeking  is  a  social  objective  in  tm- 
employment  insurance  benefits,  namely, 
to  protect  the  family,  and  to  make  cer- 
tain that  the  children  will  get  some  food 
and  that  means  will  be  afforded  with 
which  to  support  the  wife  and  family. 

That  is  why  I  say  it  is  easy  for  us  to 
direct  our  attention  to  the  worker  and 
take  the  pxjsition  that  we  ought  to  give 
wide  discretionary  power  to  an  unem- 
ployment insurance  commissioner,  and 
p>ermit  him  to  dictate,  direct,  and  order 
the  unemployed  workers  around  as  he 
pleases. 

Madam  President,  in  my  judgment  we 
should  keep  in  mind  the  fact  ttiat  when 
benefit  rights  are  reduced  or  wage 
credits  canceled,  tliis  can  operate  arbi- 
trarily and  inequitably,  since  the  severity 
of  the  disqualification  depends  mainly 
on  the  length  of  previous  employment 
and  the  presence  or  absence  of  any  other 
wage  credits. 

Furthermore,  it  Is  undesirable  to  im- 
pose indeterminate  and  variable  dis- 
qualification periods  as  a  consexiuence  of 
a  disqualifying  act.  Denials  of  benefits 
in  the  duration  of  the  unemployment 
may  have  consequences  which  are  much 
more  serious  than  the  disqualifying  act 
should  warrant.  Periods  which  depend 
upon  the  discretion  of  the  agency  are 
difficult  to  administer,  since  they  in- 
volve judgment  and  discretion  on  the 
part  of  administrative  personnel,  in  an 
area  where  they  are  no  proper  or  objec- 
tive standards  to  govern  such  a  judg- 
ment— as  in  making  a  decision,  such  as 
would  be  required  under  this  bill,  as  to 
the  relative  seriousness  of  a  case  in 
which  a  man  exercises  his  right  as  a  free 
American  to  quit  his  job. 

It  is  doubtful,  moreover,  whether  one 
type  of  disqualification  deserve*  a  '.onger 
disqualification  period  than  another 
type.  Such  disqualifications  are  puni- 
tive and  vindictive  in  nature  and  have 
no  place  in  a  social-insurance  program. 

I  do  not  believe  that  punitive  power 
should  be  vested  In  an  unemplojmient 
insurance  commissioner. 

The  duration  of  a  disqualifiqation  pe* 
riod  should  be  fixed  and  uniform  and 
should  not  exceed  the  time  required  by 
the  average  individual  to  find  work  in  a 
year  when  business  is  good.  If  a  claim- 
ant is  unemployed  beyond  that  time  in 
spite  of  the  fact  that  he  is  seeking  work, 
it  is  reasonable  to  conclude  that  his  un- 
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employment  is  due  to  bad  economic  con- 
ditions against  which  the  unemploy- 
ment-insurance program  professes  to, 
and  should,  insure  him. 

Therefore.  Madam  President,  for  those 
reasons  I  am  mtroducing  for  appropriate 
reference  a  bill  to  amend  further  the 
Unemployment  Compensation  Act  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  in  order  to  lessen 
the  severe  penalties.  I  hope  it  will  be 
fully  studied  this  fall  and  receive  early 
action  m  the  84th  Congress  if  the  con- 
ference report  is  agre(>d  to. 

I  am  very  proud  to  introdtKe  the  bill 
a'ith  the  cosponsors  whose  names  ap- 
pear on  it  I  introduce  the  bill  on  be- 
half of  myself,  the  S<:nator  from  West 
Virginia  (Mr. 'NkxlyI.  and  the  three 
Senate  conferees  on  the  bill  now  before 
the  Senate,  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
(Mr.  Bkall],  the  Senator  from  Montana 
IMr.  MAKsriELDl.  and  the  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mr.  PaynsI. 

I  assure  the  three  c^onferees  that  not 
a  word  I  have  uttered  in  my  remarks 
is  intended  as  the  sUiihtest  criticism  of 
what  I  believe  was  a  remarkable  job  on 
their  part  under  the  circumstances. 

They  were  up  against  adamant  House 
conferees,  who  apFtarently  favor  the 
punitive  approach  to  '.he  subject  of  un- 
employment insurance,  and  in  respect 
to  the  issue  that  is  set  forth  in  the 
remarks  I  have  just  made  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate. 

I  express  only  my  personal  view  when 
I  say  that  no  great  liarm  will  be  done 
if  we  do  not  change  the  law  at  all  be- 
tween now  and  the*ime  Congress  con- 
venes in  January. 

The  bill  IS.  3878>  to  amend  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  Unemployment  Com- 
pensation Act,  introduced  by  Mr.  Mokse 
(for  himself,  Mr.  Ncxly.  Mr.  Beaix.  Mr. 
MANsriKU).  and  Mr.  Pavnx)  .  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  ttie  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr.  BEALL.  Madam  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Payki],  the  Senator  from  Montana  IMr. 
MANsruLoJ.  and  the  fienator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Neklt].  I  should  like  to 
say  that  we  are  very  happy  and  are 
very  grateful  to  the  £>enator  from  Ore- 
gon for  permitting  us  to  join  with  him 
in  cosponsoring  his  bilL  We  think  it 
will  eliminate  some  of  the  difSculties  in 
the  conference  proposid,  if  approved. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
however,  that  though  there  is  room  for 
improvement  in  this  measure,  if  the  con- 
ference report  is  approved.  It  will  be 
among  the  most  liberal  unemployment 
compensation  acts  in  the  country. 

It  provides  mayimum  weekly  benefits 
of  $30.  compared  with  a  national  average 
of  $26. 

It  provides  26  week^  of  benefits,  com- 
pared with  a  national  average  among  the 
States  of  23  weeks. 

It  provides  maximum  benefits  of  $780. 
compared  with  a  national  average  d 
1625. 

In  general,  this  proposal  would  pat  the 
District  near  the  top  of  the  country  in 
respect  to  benefits  and  duratkm  of  bene- 
fits, and  about  at  midpoint  among  the 
States  in  respect  to  tl-ie  stringency  of  its 
<lisqualiflcation    provisions.      Some     15 
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States  have  more  stringent  disqualifica- 
tion rules  than  are  provided  in  this  bUl 
as  reported  from  the  conference. 

Mr.  CASE.  Madam  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  yield? 

Mr.  RFAT.T.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  Madam  President,  as 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  I  wish  to  express  my 
appreciation  to  the  members  of  the  sub- 
committee who  worked  on  this  bill  and 
conducted  hearings,  to  the  conferees, 
and  to  all  the  members  of  the  committee 
who  have  been  associated  with  this  effort. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  a  piece  of  legis- 
lation which  was  about  to  go  "down  the 
drain"  because  of  the  difficulties  ahead 
of  us  in  trying  to  do  anj-thing  about  it  at 
all.  but  we  were  persuaded  to  try  to  get 
something  done  by  a  statement  which 
was  made  to  the  committee  by  the  Under 
Secretary  of  Labor.  At  the  conclusion 
of  his  remarks  he  said  to  the  committee : 

I  would  lUte  to  emphasize  that  if  the  max- 
imum amount  of  btnefite  Is  Increased  to  $30 
and  a  uniform  duration  of  26  we«ks  is  estab- 
lished, a  big  step  forward  will  have  been 
t&ken  In  proTlding  an  adeq\iate  Bystetn  of 
unemployment  compensation  for  District  of 
Columbia  workera. 

The  conferees  were  not  able  to  main- 
tain the  complete  position  of  the  Senate, 
but.  as  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  said, 
they  did  do  a  good  job.  They  have  come 
back  with  a  bill  which  does  increase  ben- 
efits to  $30  and  provides  for  26  weeks 
duration  as  a  maximum,  and  it  is  a  very 
important  step  forward.  I  trust  that  our 
labors  and  efforts  will  enable  this  much 
to  t)e  nailed  down  so  that  we  can  make 
this  much  progress,  at  least,  and  then  we 
can  proceed  with  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  which  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
and  his  associates  have  introduced. 

I  move  the  adoption  of  the  conference 
report.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Madam  President,  I  am 
not  going  to  object  to  the  conference  re- 
port in  the  sense  of  calling  for  a  vote  on 
it,  but  I  wish  the  Record  to  show  that 
I  am  not  in  favor  of  its  adoption. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Madam  President,  re- 
ferring to  the  address  delivered  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
MoBSEJ  and  to  the  remarks  made  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Maryland 
IMr.  Bkall] .  I  state  for  the  Rxcokd  that 
if  there  were  a  yea -and- nay  vote  on  the 
conference  report  before  the  Senate  I 
would  not  vote  for  its  approval.  I  am  a 
cosponsor  with  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
of  his  substitute  bill,  but  I  could  not  sup- 
port the  conference  report  in  its  present 
form. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

Tlie  report  was  agreed  to. 


TRAN^'ER  OF  CERTAIN  PROPERTY 
IN  KLAMATH  COUNTY.  ORBG..  TO 
STATE  OF  ORBGON— CORRSCnON 
IN  ENROLLMENT  OF  BILL 

Mr.  CORDON.  Madam  President,  I 
submit  a  concurrent  resolution  to  correct 
an  error  in  the  enrollment  of  the  bill 


IH.  R.  8020)  authorizing  the  transfer  of 
certain  property  of  the  United  States 
Government  Un  Klamath  County,  Dreg.) 
to  the  State  of  Oregon.  I  ask  xmanimoits 
consent  for  the  present  consideration  of 
the  concmrent  res<riutio8i. 

The  PRJBBIDINO  O^nCER.  The 
concurrent  resolution  will  be  read  tor 
the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Oon. 
Res.  107)  was  read,  as  follows: 

Resolved  ty  the  Senate  {the  Homae  of 
Representative*  comeurrinf) .  That  tbe  CSerlc 
of  the  House  of  Retx^sentatlvea.  in  tbe  en- 
rollment  of  the  bill  (H.  B.  8020).  enUUefl 
"An  act  authorizing  the  transfer  af  certain 
property  of  the  United  States  Oovemment 
<ln  Klamath  Coimty.  Oreg.)  to  the  State  of 
Oregon,"  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  make 
the  following  correction:  In  the  matter  added 
by  the  Senate  amendment,  strike  out  "aee- 
tion  303  (d)  (2)  (D)"  and  Insert  in  Iteu 
thereof  "aecUon  203  (k)    (2)    (D)." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  concurrent  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  coBCurrent 
resolution. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Madam  President  in 
the  printing  of  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  House  bill  8020  an  error  was 
made  in  the  language  describing  a  prior 
act  which  was  being  amended.  The 
purpose  of  the  concurrent  resolution  is 
to  authorize  a  correction  of  the  printer's 
error  before  the  bill  is  airolled  and  is 
sent  to  the  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conciir- 
rent  resolution. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  107)  «-as  agreed  to. 


MESSAGE   FROM   THE   HOUSE— EN- 
ROLLQ}  BILL  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer.  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Speako-  had 
affixed  his  s^Tiature  to- the  oiroUed  bill 
(S.  3873)  to  provide  survivor  benefits 
for  widows  of  the  Chief  Jxistice  and  the 
Associate  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States,  and  It  was  signed 
by  the  Acting  President  pro  tempore. 


ENROUjED  bill  PRESENTED 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  reported 
that  on  today,  August  17.  1954,  he  pre- 
sented to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  enrolled  bill  (S.  3873)  to  pro- 
vide survivor  benefits  for  widows  of  the 
Chief  Justice  and  the  Associate  JostieeB 
of  the  Supreme  Court  <rf  the  United 
States. 


COMIC  BOOKS — PRIZE- WINNING  ES- 
SAY IN  CONTEST  CONDUCTED  BY 
DEPARTMENT  OF  MASSACHU- 
SETTS JEWISH  WAR  VETERANS 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, recently  I  met  a  young  tn»xk.  Roger 
H.  Allen,  a  resident  of  Mew  Bedfont 
Mass..  who  wrote  the  priae-winnlnc  < 
in  a  contest  conducted  by  ttie 
ment  of  Massachusetts,  Jewish  War  Vet- 
erans of  the  United  States  of  AflMsiea. 
This  outstanding  essay  is  entitled  "Is 
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There  Anything  Wrong  With  Comle 
Books?" 

I  cammend  the  young  man  and  pre- 
dict a  great  futiire  for  him.  Because 
of  the  excellence  of  his  work,  and  be- 
cause it  relates  to  a  vital  issue  pending 
before  a  subcommittee  of  the  Senate.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  essay 
be  printed  In  the  body  of  the  Rbcokd. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  essay 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

"Is  ttiere  anything  wrong  wltb  comle 
books?"  My  answer  to  this  much  debated 
question  Is  definitely  "Yes."  Perhaps  you 
are  wondering  just  what  is  wrong  with  them. 
WeU,  m  t«U  you.  Comic  books  actuaUy  de- 
stroy a  child's  mind  by  lowering  his  men- 
tality. 

First  of  all,  there  are  three  groups  or 
classiflcatlona  of  comic  books,  funnies, 
crime,  and  horror.  Let  me  take  each  of 
these  categories  and  show  you  how  they  cor- 
rupt the  minds  of  youngstexv. 

Funnies  are  the  least  harmfvil  of  the 
three.  They  seem  to  offer  a  sort  of  silly 
humor  which  I  suppose  entertains  most 
children.  But  Just  think  of  what  reading 
too  many  of  these  books  can  do.  They  will 
become  habit  forming,  and  the  child  wiU 
find  it  hard  to  get  used  to  reading  the 
higher  leveled  Uteratiue  when  he  gets  to 
Junior  or  senior  high  school.  At  high  school 
age  if  a  child  hasn't  got  over  the  "comic 
book  stage"  he  really  faces  a  problem;  not 
only  with  scholastic  achievement  but  with 
society. 

Crime  magazines  are  something  which 
we  all  know  should  be  done  away  with. 
Even  thoee  that  clalm~to  be  crime  preven- 
tion magazines.  What  they  claim  to  do  Is 
to  show  children  ways  in  which  criminals 
get  caught.  "Oh,"  you  say,  "Isn't  that  help- 
ing to  prevent  crime?"  The  real  answer  to 
that  question  Is  "No."  They  merely  show 
children  ways  in  which  to  avoid  being 
caught.  A  child  thinks  that  because  a  man 
in  a  magazine  did  such  and  such  a  thing  he 
was  caught;  so  if  they  avoid  that  they  won't 
be  caught.  Thus  they  venture  to  seek  a  way 
of  finding  out  whether  or  not  it  will  work, 
and  the  only  way  they  can  find  out  is  by 
resorting  to  crime.  Sxirely  now.  you  know 
as  well  as  I  that  this  is  one  of  the  basic 
elements  in  enooxiraging  Juvenile  delin- 
quency. 

Horror  comics  are  of  course  out  of  the 
question.  They  contain  wieked  and  terrible 
plctiu-es  of  monsters  which  really  never 
existed  and  never  will.  These  things  cause 
a  child  to  be  kept  awake  nights  with  fright 
and  nightmares.  The  next  day  the  child 
cannot  do  his  schoolwork.  He  Is  tired  due 
to  lack  of  sleep,  and  his  brain  does  not  func- 
tion properly.  Truthfxilly  now — doesn't 
this  cause  a  reduction  in  alertness  and 
ability  to  keep  up  with  scholastic  studies? 

Now  you  may  say,  "If  comics  are  so  bad. 
why  don't  parents  prevent  their  children 
from  reading  them?"  This  problem  Is 
neither  the  fault  of  the  parents  nor  the 
teachers  nor  the  children  themselves,  but 
of  the  people  who  print  such  obnoxious 
llteratiu'e.  A  child's  mind  is  curious  and 
easily  swayed.  Naturally  if  these  magazines 
are  on  the  market  children  will  buy  them 
to  see  what  they  are  about.  Therefore,  they 
should  be  taken  off  the  market  completely. 

So  in  conclusion  I  should  like  to  briefly 
sum  up  my  reasons  for  answering  "Yes"  to 
the  question:  "Is  there  anything  wrong  with 
comic  books?"  They  are  a  menace  (o  the 
well-being  of  the  modem-day  child  because 
they  destroy  his  morals  and  Ideals  with 
useless,  uneducatlonal  trash,  which  never 
was  and  never  will  be  of  any  value  to  the 
American  schoolchild. 

Thank  you. 


PROTECTION  OP  STRATEGIC  DE- 
FENSE PACILrnES  FROM  ACTS 
OP  SABOTAGE,  ETC. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  3428)  to  authorize  the 
Federal  Government  to  guard  strategic 
defense  facilities  against  Individuals  be- 
lieved to  be  disposed  to  commit  acts  of 
sabotage,  espionage,  or  other  subver- 
sion. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
after  consulting  with  the  minority  lead- 
er [Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas],  I  send  to 
the  desk  a  proposed  unanimous-coiiEent 
agreement,  with  the  understanding  that 
it  will  take  effect  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  Malone].  I  understand  he  has  a 
speech  which  will  take  approximately 
half  an  hour. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  request. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows : 

Ordered,  That  during  the  further  consider- 
ation of  Calendiir  No.  1834.  S.  3428.  a  bill  to 
authorize  the  Federal  Government  to  guard 
strategic  defense  facilities  against  individuals 
believed  to  be  disposed  to  commit  acts  of 
sabotage,  espionage,  or  other  subversion,  de- 
bate on  any  amendment  or  motion  (laclud- 
Ing  appeals)  shall  be  limited  to  not  exceeding 
1  hour  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled, 
respectively,  by  the  mover  ot  any  such 
amendment  or  motion  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  (Mr.  Lancer)  in  the  event  he  is 
opposed  to  any  such  amendment  or  motion; 
otherwise  by  the  mover  and  the  minority 
leader:  Provided.  That  no  amendment  that 
is  not  germane  to  the  subject  matter  of  the 
said  bill  shall  be  received:  And  provided 
further.  That  debate  upon  the  bill  itself  shall 
be  limited  to  not  exceeding  i  hour,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled,  respectively, 
by  the  Senator  from  North  Dalcota  |  Mr. 
Langkr]  and  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson]. 

Mr.  KNOWIAND.  Madam  President. 
as  I  previously  pointed  out.  the  request 
is  meant  to  take  effect  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Malone]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  luianimous-conseat  re- 
quest? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Madam 
President,  I  wa;3  at  the  rear  of  the  Cham- 
ber and  did  not  hear  all  the  majority 
leader  said. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  This  is  the  unani- 
mous-consent request  about  which  I 
spoke  to  the  Senator  from  Texas,  with 
reference  to  dt;fense  facilities. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  no 
objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  unani- 
mous-consent request  is  agreed  to. 
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EUROPE'S  TRADE  WITH  RUSSIA— 
"COMRADE  CLEM"  —  OPERATION 
RATHOLE 

Mr.  MALONE.  Madam  President, 
"Comrade  Clem"  is  the  title  of  an  edi- 
torial published  in  the  August  7.  1954, 
issue  of  the  Washington  Daily  News. 

The  "Comrade  Clem"  referred  to  in 
the  editorial  is,  of  course,  Clement 
Attlee,  Britain's  Prime   Minister  from 


July  1945  to  October  1951.  and  now  the 
leader  of  Britain's  second  major  party. 

Attlee  and  a  bevy  of  British  Bocialists 
are  now  on  a  mission  to  Soviet  Russia 
and  Red  China. 

They  traveled  in  Russia  in  a  Soviet 
plane,  kowtowing  to  Communist  offi- 
cials, thus  providing  the  red  world  with 
propaganda  ammunition  to  use  against 
the  United  States. 

Accompanying  "Comrade  Clem"  is 
"Comrade"  Aneurin  Bevan.  the  pro- 
Communist,  anti-American  boss  of  the 
most  radical  wing  of  Mr.  Attlee's  party. 

Mr.  Attlee  and  Mr.  Bevan  are  antici- 
pating an  early  return  to  power  as  heads 
of  the  British  Government. 

ATTLEE-BEVAN     R1:D     JtJNKET    LINKSD     WTTH 
BRITISH   POLrriCS 

They  hope  to  succeed  the  aging  Sir 
Winston  Churchill,  and  this  mission  to 
Red  Russia  and  Communist  China  is 
part  of  their  big  campaign  buildup. 

I  mention  these  facts  in  carmection 
with  the  excellent  editorial  "Comrade 
Clem"  which  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  iht  Record, 
as  follows; 

Comrade    Clem 

Nine  Socialist  members  of  the  British 
Parliament  are  en  route  to  Moscow.  They 
will  spend  2  days  before  proceedlag  to  Pel- 
ping,  where  they  will  be  the  guests  of  the 
Government  of  Red  China. 

It  is  altogether  appropriate  that  this  dele- 
gation should  be  headed  by  Clemont  Attlee. 
who  was  Prime  Minister  of  Brltsin  under 
the  last  Labor  government. 

Mr.  Attlee's  government  Joined  with  ours 
to  repel  the  Invasion  of  Korea  from  the 
north  But  he  lost  all  stomach  for  the  fight 
after  the  intervention  of  Red  China.  In- 
deed, from  that  moment,  his  sfmpathies 
appeared  to  Ije  on  the  other  side. 

It  was  Mr.  Attlee  who  convinced  Presi- 
dent Truman  that  It  would  l>e  daagerovis  to 
let  American  t)ombers  cross  the  Taiu  River. 
He  also  successfully  opposed  any  counter- 
attaclts  against  the  Chinese  mainland,  where 
the  Reds  had  their  supply  bases.  Members 
of  his  party  credited  him  with  having 
brought  about  the  recall  of  General  Mac- 
Arthur,  an  accomplishment  which  he  did  not 
deny. 

The  subsequent  stalemate  settlement  In 
Korea— which  left  the  Reds  entrenched  in 
their  old  positions — was  an  almost  inevi- 
table result  of  his  policies. 

Since  that  time  Mr.  Attlee  has  t>een  a 
leading  advocate  of  seating  Red  China  In 
the  United  Nations.  When  he  arrives  In 
Peiping  Mr.  Attlee  can  be  hailed  as  a  friend. 
for  few  men  have  contributed  more  to  the 
success  of  that  outlaw  regime.  Moreover, 
he  should  be  doubly  welcome  in  Red  China! 
for  no  man  ever  received  more  Considera- 
tion from  the  United  States  or  gave  less  in 
return  for  it.  That,  to  the  Communists, 
should  be  at  least  par  for  the  course. 

ATTLEE  PARTY  AND  CHURCHILL  REGIME  BOTH 
FAVORED  RECOGNIZING  RED  CHINA 

Mr.  MALONE.  Madam  President.  It 
is  not  clear  at  the  moment  exactly  what 
difference  there  is  between  the  govern- 
ment represented  before  1951  by  Clement 
Attlee  and  the  government  represented 
at  the  moment  by  Mr.  Churchill*  because 
both  governments  favored  the  further 
recognition  of  Communist  China.  That 
nation  has  already  been  officially  recog- 
nized.   The  leaders  of  both  parties  favor 
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further  trade  agreements  with  Co«nmu- 
nist  China,  Russia,  and  the  Iron  Curtain 
countries. 

Only  recently  Mr.  Churchill  and  Mr. 
Eden  visited  the  United  States  and  made 
a  proposal  that  the  United  States  enter 
into  some  kind  of  coexistence  pact,  what- 
ever that  may  mean— some  kind  of 
mutual  security  pact  or  nonaggression 
pact  with  Russia.  Tlie  proposal  was 
made  at  that  time,  and  is  still  being 
pursued  by  Mr.  Churchill  and  Mr.  Eden, 
because  they  would  both  sell  the  United 
States  down  the  river,  and  themselves 
along  with  it.  in  order  to  keep  Hong  Kong 
and  the  Malayan  States  1  more  year. 

"COMRADE  clem"  HAD  POWEafTTL  VOICE  IW 
TRUMAN  ADMINISTRATION 

Madam  President,  tlie  editorial  which 
has  just  been  placed  in  the  Record  ably 
points  out  the  powerful  influence  exerted 
by  "Comrade  Clem  "  over  the  Tnunan 
administration  in  its  conduct  of  the 
Korean  war. 

It  brings  out  that  it  was  Mr.  Attlee 
whose  advice  was  followed  when  Presi- 
dent Truman  prohibited  the  American 
Air  Force  from  bombinij  Red  China  terri- 
tory and  supply  bases  at  the  height  of 
that  conflict. 

Further,  the  editorial  offers  the  strong 
supposition  that  "Comrade  Clem"  had  a 
decisive  role  m  bringlrg  about  the  recall 
of  Gen.  Douglas  A.  M.icArthur,  a  recall 
that  prevented  Red  China  from  facing 
an  inevitable  defeat. 

The  editorial  also  notes  that  Mr.  Attlee 
has  been  and  is  a  leiuimg  advocate  of 
seating  Red  China  in  tie  United  Nations. 

In  other  wordis.  'Comrade  Clem," 
whose  voice  carried  such  great  weight 
with  the  previous  administration,  has 
consistently  given  aid  iind  comfort  to  our 
enemy.  He  seeks  to  expand  that  aid  to 
Moscow  and  Peiping,  i.nd  to  date  he  has 
been  very  successful. 

KEOS  SPREAD  FEAST  FOR   IRITISH  SOCIAUSTS 

The  saga  of  "Comrede  Clem"  and  his 
Socialist  crew  is  continued  in  a  Reuters' 
dispatch  from  PeipLig.  Red  China's 
capital,  published  on  page  1  of  the 
August  16  issue  of  the  New  York  Times. 

Reuters,  a  British  news  agency,  re- 
ports what  it  describes  as  a  "feast"  given 
by  the  Chinese  Communist  Premier  Chou 
En -Lai  to  "Comrade  Clem"  and  com- 
pany. 

The  dispatch  presents  such  interest- 
ing details  as  that  Attlee  and  his  fellow 
Britains  dined  on  lotus  roots,  bamboo 
shoots,  shark  fins,  an<l  mo-tai,  a  color- 
less, fiery  hqueur. 

In  fact  throughout  the  Attlee  junket 
the  party  has  been  handsomely  liquored. 
In  Moscow  where  h€-  was  wined  and 
dined  It  was  vodka  witli  which  "Comrade 
Clem"  amd  his  Soviet  hosts  exchanged  22 
toasts. 

TRADE  STRONG  STIMULANT  TO  STUTULATE  TRAOB 

In  Peiping  it  is  mo-tai  which,  perhaps, 
is  equally  potent. 

The  pretext  for  this  grand  tour  by 
Britain's  former  Prime  Minister  is  that 
Comrade  Clem  hopes  to  stimulate  Brit- 
ish-Communist trade,  and  in  stimulat- 
ing trade,  the  guests  iind  hosts  are  now 
trading  stimulants. 

Possibly  in  the  course  of  his  so-called 
trade  mission  Mr.  Attlee  will  arrange  for 


stimulating  imports  of  Rxisslan  vodka 
and  mo-tai  from  Peiping  into  Scotland 
in  exchange  for  machine  tools  and  other 
war  goods. 

The  Scotch  are  great  free  enterprisers, 
and  Mr.  Attlee  no  doubt  would  welcome 
an  opportunity  to  help  curb  Scotch  free 
enterprise. 

KZD6  HIT  VVIOJ)  STATES  POLICY  DtniINC  ATTLEI- 
BEVAN    VISIT 

The  New  York  Times  article,  headed 
"Chou  En-lai  Petes  Attlee  Group — Trade 
Is  Major  Luncheon  Topic."  reports  other 
Interesting  details  of  the  British  Social- 
ist excursion,  and  is  appropriately  fol- 
lowed by  a  short  dispatch  from  Hong 
Kong,  headed  "United  States  Policy  At- 
tacked." 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  both 
these  dispatches  be  printed  at  this  point 
in  the  Record.  

The  PRESIDING  OFVICER  <Mr. 
Bennett  in  the  chair).  Is  there  objec- 
tion? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  dis- 
patches were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Recosd.  as  follows  : 

Chou  En-lai  Fuls   Attt-ee  Grolt — Trade 

Is  Major  Luncheon  Topic 

Peiping,  August  15. — Clement  R.  Attlee  and 

his    British    Labor    Party    delegation    were 

guests  today  at  a  feast  given  by  Chou  En-lai. 

Chinese  Communist  Premier. 

The  menu  included  lotus  roots,  soybean 
soup,  bamboo  shoots,  shark  fins  and  mo-tai. 
a  colorless,  fiery  liqueur.  The  Chinese  hosts 
provided  western  knives  and  lorks  lor  the 
guests  instead  of  chopsticks. 

L.ater  the  Britons  spent  5  hours  discussing 
Bast-West  trade  with  Mr.  Chou  and  other 
Government  leaders  In  the  beautiful  pavil- 
ions of  the  former  Chiuig  Nan  Hal  Imperial 
palace. 

The  eight-member  British  delegation  ar- 
rived here  yesterday  after  a  visit  to  Moscow. 
They  were  ofllcially  welcomed  at  a  cocktaU 
party  given  by  the  Government. 

They  expect  to  meet  Mao  Tse-tung,  the 
head  of  state,  some  time  next  week. 

Morgan  Phillips,  the  Labor  Party  secretary 
and  spokesman  for  the  good-will  mlssioa 
here,  said  the  Britons  also  discussed  British- 
Chinese  relations  and  the  new  constitution 
that  will  soon  be  introduced  by  the  Chinese 
regime. 

The  delegation  asked  specific  questions 
about  the  constitution  and  these  were  "an- 
swered on  the  spot,"  he  added. 

Details  of  the  delegation's  itinerary,  dis- 
closed tonight,  show  that  the  Britons  will 
spend  5  days  here  and  then  tour  Manchuria 
lor  aeveral  days.  They  wlU  fly  back  to  Pei- 
ping from  Mukden. 

The  meeting  with  Mr.  Mao  will  come  dur- 
ing the  mission's  3-day  pause  here  before  It 
leaves  for  Shanghai  and  other  Chinese  cities 
on  the  way  to  Hong  Kong  and  eventually 
home. 

Tomorrow  Mr.  Attlee  and  his  party  will 
attend  a  Government  dinner  in  their  honor 
and  on  Wednesday  an  offlcial  luncheon.  The 
Government  has  told  the  Britons  and  an- 
nounced In  the  olBcial  newspaper.  People's 
Dally,  that  they  can  see  whatever  they  like. 
This  week's  program  Includes  visits  to  a 
prison,  hospitals,  schools,  textile  factories. 
raUways,  and  a  coal  mine. 

Today's  People's  Daily  reported  the  mis- 
sion's visit  on  its  front  page,  with  pictures, 
articles,  and  an  editorial  welcoming  the  mis- 
sion. 

It  said  many  things  had  been  changed  In 
China  In  the  last  5  years,  and  many  things 
In  the  old  China  had  needed  changing.  The 
country  welcomed  the  guidance  of  friends,  it 
added. 


The  newsi>aper  said  Chlneae-Britlali 
was  an  important  factor  in  relations  between 
the  two  countries. 

It  said  this  trade  had  a  long  history  and 
that  the  Chinese  people  had  laid  emphasis 
on  Its  development  and  extension,  baaed  oa 
equaUty  and  mutual  benefit. 

It  added  that  two  snags  were  the  United 
States'  embargo  poUcy  and  Its  naval  control 
of  F^ar  Eastern  waters,  allowing  Chiang  Kai- 
shek's  traitors  to  interfere  with  normal  ship- 
ping. 

In  a  day  of  hot  sunshine  and  heavy  hu- 
midity, capped  by  a  tropical  storm  in  the 
evening,  the  first  seven  British  reporters  to 
come  to  China  since  1949.  kept  touch  with 
the  delegation  In  a  convoy  of  "pedicabs." 
one -seat  bicycle  rickshaws,  pedaled  l»y 
colorfully  dressed  Chinese. 


tfNiTED  States  Polict  Attacked 

Hong  Konc.  August  15. — Commvinist  China 
lashed  out  today  anew  against  United  State* 
policy  in  the  Far  East  and  accused  United 
States  leaders  of  endangering  world.  i>eao* 
and  of  trying  to  start  a  new  war  in  Asia. 

The  Peiping  radio  quoted  an  editorial  from 
the  People's  Daily  welcoming  the  Brttlsli 
Laborites.  The  editcfflal  referred  to  alleged 
efforts  by  the  United  States  to  put  obstacles 
in  the  course  of  trade  tietween  Britain  and 
China.  It  also  declared  that  the  United 
States  was  disturbing  peace  in  the  Par  East 
by  aiding  Chiang  Kai-shek  and  trying  to 
build  an  "aggressive  bloc."  It  said  this  pol- 
icy was  "detrimental  to  the  principles  of 
peaceful  coexistence  between  aU  peoples  ot 
Asia  and  the  world."  as  weU  as  the  "cause  for 
an  Increasingly  grave  threat  to  the  peace 
and  security  of  Asia  and  the  world." 


ATTi.EZ  roK  or  FmKC 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  believe  that  Attlee  knows  any  more 
about  trade  or  cares  any  more  about 
trade  than  he  does  about  horseshoe 
pitching.  Mr.  Attlee's  real  purpose  in 
life  is  to  destroy  the  free-enterprise 
system,  an  aim  in  which  he  was  rather 
successful  while  he  was  Prime  Minister 
of  Great  Britain.  The  United  States 
is  the  citadel  of  the  free-enterprise 
ssrstem.  and  it  is  not  beyond  the  imagina- 
tion of  some  Americsins  that  Mr.  Attlee 
would  like  to  destroy  the  United  States. 
bbitaxn's  major  industeixs  sociaijzed  umuu 
attlee  rbgixx 

As  Great  Britain's  Prime  Minister 
from  July  1945,  until  November  1951, 
Mr.  Attlee  was  successful  in  nation- 
alizing or  socializing  eight  major  Brit- 
ish enterprises.  Those  enterprises,  to- 
gether with  the  dates  when  they  were 
taken  over  by  the  British  Government 
are  as  follows: 

The  Bank  of  England.  March  1946. 

Civil  aviation,  August  1946. 

Coal,  January  1947. 

Telecommunications,  January  1947. 

Inland  transport,  Jahuary  1948. 

Electricity.  April  1948. 

Coal  gas,  May  1949. 

Iron  and  steel,  February  1951. 

Subsequent  to  "Comrade  Clem's"  So- 
cialist regime  acts  were  passed  by  Parlia- 
ment desocializing  iron  and  steel  and 
road  haulage,  but  the  other  industries 
and  enterprises  listed  above  remain  na- 
tionalized Just  as  similar  industries  are 
nationalized  in  Soviet  Russia  and  Red 
China. 

COMSAOES   CLEM,   MALENKOV,  AND  CHOU  ,Bf-LAl 
IDCOLOCICALLT   MATES 

It  can  therefore  be  seen  that  when 
"Comrade    Clem"    and    Malenkov.    or 
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"Comrade  Clem"  and  Chou  En-lai  ex- 
change toasts  in  vodka  or  mo-tai.  the 
colorless,  fiery  Uqueiir.  their  thoxights 
behind  their  words  may  be  "Here's  to  the 
worldwide  destruction  of  free  enterprise." 

Attlee.  MalenkoT,  and  Chou  En-lal 
are.  in  fact,  ideological  blood  brothers. 

That  the  British  Socialist  mission  to 
Russia  and  Red  China  has  grove  impli- 
cations there  can  be  no  doubt. 

MOSCOW  "LOVS  RAST"  nrRRFUTB)  BT 
DIBTINOT7ISHB)  COLUMNIST 

Mr.  Constantine  Brown,  the  authori- 
tative columnist  on  military  and  inter- 
national subjects,  today  touches  on  these 
in  his  colxunn  published  in  the  Washing- 
ton Star. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  Mr. 
Brown's  column,  headed  "Odd  Love  Feast 
in  Moscow."  be  printed  in  the  Rkcord  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  news 
column  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RicoKD.  as  follows: 
Odd  Lovb  Fxast  ih  Moscow — Woslo  Puzelks 

AT  Spsctaclk  or  High  Bkitisb  Politiciams 

FABTTDfo  With  Rio  iMhnm  Dcsino  Cold 

Was 

(By  Constantine  Brown) 

While  the  Imposing  delegation  of  leaden 
of  the  British  Labor  Party  sat  swapping  sen- 
timental toasts  with  Malenkov,  Kruschchev, 
and  company  in  Moscow,  the  people  of  the 
free  world  wonder  to  what  end  all  this  cam- 
eraderle  will  lead. 

Former  Prime  Minister  Clement  Attlee  and 
his  party  of  Laborltes,  including  the  stormy 
leftist  leader  Aneurln  Bevan,  stopped  off  in 
the  Soviet  capital  en  route  to  keep  a  date 
with  Mao  TBe-tung,  Chou  En-lal  and  the 
other  top  men  of  Red  China.  The  Kremlin 
roUed  out  the  red — or  should  we  say  white — 
carpet  for  the  visiting  Britishers. 

Txova  the  warm  and  most  cordial  character 
of  the  3ovlet  welcome  for  the  party,  it  was 
obvioiis  that  every  effort  was  being  made  to 
add  to  the  prestige  of  the  British  delegation 
by  the  moat  painstaking  attention  to  detail. 
Moscow  even  reported  that  the  great  Malen- 
kov himself  personally  picked  a  bouquet  for 
Edith  Summenklll,  the  only  woman  menxber 
of  the  party.  This  is  a  strange  Malenkov. 
Indeed,  this  is  an  unlocked  for  Conunimist, 
Indulging  In  such  gross  bourgeois  flattery. 

The  dinners  and  parties  were  all  arranged 
in  a  manner  of  Intimacy.  Little  conver- 
sational groups  gathered  aroimd  the  chief 
Russian  bigwigs  to  have,  we  suppose,  heart- 
to-heart  talks  about  the  state  of  the  world 
and  the  Soviet  desire  for  peace  with  co- 
existence. 

Out  of  these  cozy  tete-a-tetes  came  reports 
of  earnest  agreement  on  the  peaceful  In- 
tentions of  the  Kremlin.  WUfrid  Burke, 
chairman  of  the  Labor  Party,  found  Malen- 
kov very  friendly,  he  said,  and  very  anxious 
.to  establish  peaceful  relations  with  the  West. 

The  Muscovites  broke  precedent,  even,  to 
attend  a  dinner  at  the  British  Embassy.  The 
Embassy  miist  also  have  broken  precedent  : 
borscht  was  served,  and  no  one  dressed  for 
dinner.  No  one  said  whether  or  not  the 
ghosts  of  Kipling,  Clive,  Rhodes,  or  Victoria 
sent  a  delegation  in  protest,  or  picketed  the 
place.  But  Peter  the  Oreat  and  Boris  Oodou- 
nov  were  certainly  present  in  spirit.  All 
hands  drank  a  toast  to  Queen  Elizabeth. 

As  if  to  underline  the  significance  of  the 
Moscow  visit,  the  British  Foreign  Office,  not 
at  present  under  the  wing  of  the  Labor  Party, 
announced  that  the  Soviet  Government  has 
Invited  a  delegation  of  British  members  of 
Parliament  to  visit  Moscow  this  fall.  The 
Invitation,  from  the  Presidixun  of  the  Su- 
preme Soviet — the  Red  version  of  a  parlia- 
ment— ^was  addressed  to  Lord  Slmonds, 
head  ol  the  House  of  Lords,  and  to  Speaker 


Morrison  of  the  House  of  Common*.  The 
Invitation  has  been  accepted. 

Thus  the  Communist  leaders,  by  inviting 
officially  the  vlc^it  of  an  all-party  delegation 
from  Britain's  Parliament,  rather  adeptly 
spike  l^e  guns  of  those  scoffers  who  have 
charged  off  the  significance  of  the  Attlee 
delegation's  visit  with  the  "oh.  they're  just 
a  bunch  of  Socialists  anyway"  type  Of  com- 
ment. 

And  the  Kremlin  propaganda  strategists 
pat  themselves  on  the  back  and  award  them- 
selves a  few  medals  for  a  master  coup.  For 
the  world  looks  at  the  spectacle  of  the  staid 
and  dignified  British  visitors  In  their  friendly 
visit  to  the  lair  of  the  Red  chieftains,  and 
somehow  the  picture  of  Communist  aggres- 
sion becomes  blurred  and  unreal.  That,  of 
course,  is  the  Red  design,  and  it  is  %  clever 
one. 

Although  technically  there  is  nothing 
amiss  at  all  in  these  friendly  visits  ^tween 
nations  having  formal  diplomatic  tlCs.  as  Is 
the  case  in  both  the  Russian  and  Chinese 
Journeys  of  the  Attlee  party,  much  oould  be 
said  on  the  question  of  the  British  taste  in 
choosing  this  particular  time  for  the  visit. 

British  troop.'3,  under  the  banner  of  the 
United  Nations,  have  hardly  stopped  fighting 
and  dying  in  Korea  against  the  Chinese  Red 
hordes.  And  there  is  no  peace  in  Korea, 
even  yet,  beyond  the  mockery  of  the  "truce" 
agreement  entered  into  last  year.  The  guns 
have  not  yet  had  time  to  cool  In  Indochina, 
Where  the  West  abjectly  settled  a  war  on 
Communist  terms  and  called  It  a  peace. 

The  British  are  past  masters  at  the  art  of 
diplomacy,  and  are  very  much  aware  that  the 
Rtissian  intentions  In  all  this  show  oif  cordi- 
ality are  primarily  to  place  the  United  States, 
the  acknowledged  leader  of  the  free  world 
forces,  in  an  embarrassing  position. 

"Coexistence,"  in  the  British  view,  would 
appear  to  be  a  considerably  different  proce- 
dure from  any  the  term  Implies  in  the  United 
States. 

While  It  could  never  be  said  of  Americans 
that  they  spurn  the  hand  of  friendship  with 
any  nation,  it  has  always  been  something  of 
an  American  ch:iracterlstlc  to  expect  that  the 
hand  win  be  sincerely  preferred. 

It  has  been  the  consistent  stand  of  our 
policymakers  that.  In  the  case  of  the  Soviet. 
actions  speak  louder  than  words — or  toasts. 

UMITEU    STATES    PATS    FOB    BRITTSH-RUSSlAN-RED 
CHINA    HONEYMOON 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  Mr. 
Brown  quite  properly  includes  the  en- 
tire British  leadership  and  the  British 
Foreign  Office  in  the  plot  to  bed  down 
with  Communist  Russia  and  Red  China 
While  Uncle  Sam  pays  for  this  bigamous 
honeymoon  with  more  billions  in  foreign 
aid. 

The  Baltimore  Sun,  In  its  editions  of 
Monday,  August  16,  banners  Reuters 
dispatches  from  Moscow  and  Peiping  on 
page  1  with  "Red  China  To  Send  Charge 
d'Aflaires  to  London — Peiping  Sees  Ge- 
neva Talk  as  a  Reason — Says  Parley 
Brought  Improvement  in  Sino-British 
Relations." 

AMEKICAN    MrWSMXN     EXCLnDED     FROM     BRITISH 
SO<:iALIST    JtTNKET 

Reuters,  may  I  emphasize  again,  is  a 
British  news  agency,  and  the  British 
carefully  excluded  any  representative 
from  an  American  news  service  from  ac- 
companying the  Attlee-Bevan  party. 

In  contrast,  British  reporters  In 
America,  like  the  reporters  of  Tass,  the 
Soviet  news  agency,  are  accorded  the 
same  privileges  as  American  newsmen, 
which  is  appropriate  in  a  free  country. 

Soviet  Russia  has  long  restricted  news 
coverage  by  Americans,  and  now  Britain 


has  followed  suit,  an  indication  of  how 
close  Britain,  whom  we  have  supported 
before,  during  and  after  three  world 
wars,  is  to  Communist  methods,  if  not 
actual  communism. 

COMMTTNISM   AND   SOCIALI8IC   SttK   BABCS 
OBJECTIVES 

Mr.  President,  as  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  has  often  said,  there  is  no 
difference  between  the  objectives  of  so- 
cialism and  those  of  communism;  only 
the  approach  is  different.  The  objec- 
tives of  both  are  government  ownership, 
with  the  individual  owning  nothing! 
The  sole  difference  between  them  is  that 
a  Communist  will  shoot  to  gain  his  ends, 
and  a  Sociahst  will  spend  a  country  into 
them.  The  latter  is  about  what  Britain 
has  been  doing  with  our  money,  coupled 
with  some  of  her  own.  So.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  difference  is  very  slight. 

COMMtTNISTS  IMPATIENT  SOCIALISTS 

The  objectives  are  the  same.  In  other 
words,  a  Communist  is  only  an  impa- 
tient socialist. 

We  are  compelled  to  rely  on  Reuters 
and  its  favored  journalists  for  full  ac- 
counts of  the  Atilee-Bevan  mission  in 
Red  China. 

Therefore,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Reuters  dispatches  referred  to 
above  be  printed  in  the  RecOkd  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  news  dis- 
patches were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Peiping  Sees  Geneva  Talk  as  a  Rkason — 
Bats  Parley  Brought  ImpsOvemkmt  ih 
Sino-British  Relations 

Moscow.  August  15. — W.  8,  Morrison, 
Speaker  of  the  British  House  of  Commons, 
and  Lord  Slmonds.  Chancellor  of  the  House 
of  Loids,  have  accepted  an  invitation  to  visit 
Russia  next  month,  the  Soviet  Communist 
Parly  newspaper  Pravda  reported  today. 

Peiping.  August  1.5  —The  Comaiunlst  Chi- 
nese Government  has  decided  to  send  a 
charge  d'affaires  to  Lxjrion,  the  Peiping  Peo- 
ple s  Dally,  quoted  by  the  Com«iunist  New 
China  News  Agency,  reported  today. 

The  paper  disclost^d  that  the  decision  was 
the  outcome  of  "an  improvement  brought 
about  In  Slno-Brltlsh  relations  at  the  Geneva 
Conference,  thanks  to  the  efforts  of  both 
China  and  Britain." 

Britain  is  represented  by  a  charge  d'affaires 
in  Peiping.  but  until  this  time.  Communist 
China  had  not  reciprocated. 

The  People's  Daily,  mouthpbece  of  the 
Chinese  Communist  Party,  added  today: 

"The  British  Government  hw  also  dis- 
played a  positive  attitude  to  the  question  of 
Improving  Sino-British  relations. 

"mutual  benetit 

"One  of  the  salient  principles  of  our  for- 
eign policy  Is  to  establish  and  develop  diplo- 
matic relations  with  all  countries  on  the 
basis  of  the  principles  of  equality,  mutual 
benefit,  and  mutual  respect  of  each  other's 
territorial  Integrity  and  sovereignty.  This 
principle  Is  naturally  applicable  to  the  rela- 
tions between  China  and  Britain." 

The  British  Government  decided  to  recog- 
nize the  Chinese  Communist  Ooternment  in 
January  1950  and  has  been  represented  In 
Pelpln  since  by  a  charge  d'affalre«. 

In  June  this  year.  Communist  China  and 
BrlUln  agreed  that  China  should  send  a 
chargee  d'affaires  to  London  with  the  same 
rank  and  duties  as  the  British  oharg^  d'af- 
faires In  Peiping. 
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The  Chinese  dlplomatlo  mission  will  be 
the  first  to  represent  the  Chinese  Commu- 
nist Government  In  Britain  since  it  came  to 
power  In  1949. 

When  Britain  decided  to  recognize  the 
Chinese  Communist  regime  In  January  1950. 
a  British  diplomatic  mission  was  sent 
promptly  to  negotiate  the  resumption  of  full 
diplomatic  relations  and  the  exchange  of 
ambassadors. 

But  the  negotiations,  wMch  failed  to  make 
progress,  stalled  complet'/ly  In  June  1950. 
No  further  talks  on  repres«ntatlon  took  place 
until  the  recent  Geneva  Conference. 

EMBASSY   CLOSED 

Durlne  the  4-year  lnt<>rvRl,  no  attempt 
was  made  by  the  Chlnete  Government  to 
exercise  its  right  to  send  to  London  a  mission 
of  comparable  status  with  the  British  mis- 
sion In  Peiping.  During  the  whole  of  this 
period,  the  Chinese  Embas-^y  has  been  closed. 

The  People's  Dally  said,  "Both  China  and 
Britain  play  a  vital  role  in  International  af- 
fairs and  exert  a  poweful  Influence  on 
ihem" 

•The  development  of  relations  between 
China  and  Brilain  on  the  basis  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  peaceful  coexistence  Is  naturally 
beneficial  to  collective  peace  In  Asia  and  the 
rest  of  the  world." 

BJirXAIN'S    GOVERNMENT    LEADERS    AND    SOCIALIST 
CHIFFS   closely    LINKED 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the 
heading  cf  the  Reuter  s  dispatch  from 
Mo.'^^cow  reads: 

W.  S.  Morrison.  8peak»r  of  the  British 
House  of  Commons,  and  Lord  Slmonds, 
Chancellor  of  the  House  of  Lords,  have  ac- 
cepted an  Invitation  to  visit  Russia  next 
month,  the  Soviet  Communist  party  news- 
paper Pravda  reported  today. 

That  is  how  close  the  ;3ocialist  Clement 
Attlee  is  to  the  Morrisons,  the  Church- 
ills,  and  the  Edens. 

Mr.  President,  whatever  the  pretended 
purpose  of  the  Attlee  mission,  Britain's 
Red  trade  aims  already  are  on  a  long 
way  toward  accomplishment. 

TRADE  WITH  REDS  SPEEDED  BT  GREAT  BRITAIN 

Early  editions  of  the  Washington  Daily 
News  Monday  front-paged  a  dispatch 
from  London,  headed,  "Trade  With  Reds 
Eased  for  Britons." 

I  ask  unanimous  con-ent  that  the  ar- 
ticle be  printed  in  the  Rscoro  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Trade  Wrm  Reds  Eassd  roR  BRrroNs 

London,  August  16. — Britain  eased  con- 
trols today  on  trade  wltfc  Russia  and  Com- 
munist  European  satellite  governments. 

Orders  totaling  $120  million  already  have 
poured  into  Britain  and  Soviet  bids  to  buy 
(28  million  worth  of  steel  rolling  plants  aru 
being  studied. 

The  relaxation  of  restriction  on  Iron  Ciu-- 
taln  trade,  agreed  to  by  the  United  States 
and  other  North  Atlantic  treaty  powers  after 
long  conferences  In  Washington  and  Paris. 
went  Into  effect  In  Britain  today. 

The  new  ruling  will  enable  Britain  to  pro- 
ceefd  Immediately  with  orders  received  from 
&10SC0W  eprller  this  year,  although  not  all 
of  them  wlU  be  tanctloniKl  by  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

In  relaxing  restrictions,  the  West  has  short- 
ened Its  list  of  embargoed  goods  from  a  to- 
tal of  400  Items  to  about  250. 

Strategic  Items  still  aie  barred  from  ex- 
port to  the  Communist  liloc,  but  the  inter- 
pretation of  what  Is  strategic  has  been  re- 
laxed. 


Stricken  off  the  strategic  nst  were  textile 
machinery,  some  types  of  machine  tools  and 
certain  agricultural  machinery. 

Western  experts  have  cautioned  against 
pitfalls  of  such  Red  proposals,  arguing  the 
Communist  bloc  does  not  have  enough  to 
offer  in  exchange  because  of  shortages  which 
now  have  affected  even  its  agriculture. 

Officials  estimate  that  total  West  Euro- 
pean trivde  with  the  Soviet  and  East  Euro- 
pean satellites  has  risen  from  $738  million 
In  1952  to  $789  nlUlon  In  1953.  European 
Imports  from  the  Soviet  bloc  fell  during  the 
same  period  from  $990  million  to  $918  mil- 
lion. 

RtrSSIAN     Bro     TO     BUT     STEEL     ROLLING     P1.ANTS 
FROM   ENGLAND  "STUDIED" 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr .  President,  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  dispatch,  which  is  a 
United  Press  dispatch  from  London, 
dated  August  16.  1954.  reads: 

Britain  eased  controls  today  on  trade  with 
Russia  and  Communist  European  satellite 
governments. 

The  timing  of  this  announcement 
with  Mr.  Attlee's  visit  to  Moscow  and 
Peiping  is  very  interesting. 

I  continue  to  read  from  the  dispatch: 

Orders  totaling  $120,000,000  already  have 
poured  Into  Britain,  and  Soviet  bids  to  buy 
$28,000,000  worth  of  steel  rolling  plants  are 
being  studied. 

There  surely  could  be  nothing  critical 
about  a  steel-rolling  plant.  That  could 
not  be  used  to  make  war  on  the  United 
States.  At  lea.st.  that  is  the  argument 
the  United  Nations  made,  and  the  argu- 
ment, of  course,  that  our  own  east-west 
trade  proponents  probably  will  make 
when  confronted  with  such  a  transac- 
tion. 

RED     TRAPS     PLAN     AGREED     TO     DTTSING     STASSEN 
VISIT  TO  ENGLAND 

Mr.  President,  it  will  be  noted  that 
Britain's  action  is  in  conformance  with 
an  agreement  made  last  spring  by  Britain 
with  United  States  officials  and  those  of 
other  North  Atlantic  treaty  powers.  In 
other  words,  the  agreement  preceded  the 
Attlee  mission. 

It  is,  in  fact,  an  aftermath  of  a  visit 
Mr.  Harold  Stassen  paid  to  Britain  sev- 
eral months  ago.  and  to  which  I  shall 
have  occasion  to  refer  later  in  my  re- 
marks. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  has 
long  considered  it  unfortunate  that 
among  our  gifts  to  Britain  we  did  not 
tender  to  them  Mr.  Stassen. 

This  could  have  been  done  preferably 
under  some  sort  of  a  lend-lease  arrange- 
ment, which  would  have  assured  us  that 
we  would  not  get  Mr.  Stassen  back. 

Such  an  arrangement  could  p>ossibly 
save  the  taxpayers  of  this  Nation  more 
billions  of  dollars. 

NEW    GIVEAWAY    SCHEMES    PLOTTED    BT    rORCIGN 
AID     SPENDERS     OF     (5S     BILLION 

These  taxpayers  since  the  war  have 
been  tapped  for  $59  bilUon  to  support 
various  global  giveaway  schemes,  and 
Mr.  Stassen  and  his  handout  crew  are 
now  thinking  up  new  ways  to  squander 
new  bilhons  of  taxpayers'  money  in  new 
schemes  to  shower  American  wealth  on 
foreign  peoples  throughout  the  world, 
and  to  promote  more  schemes  of  the 
Clement  Attlee-and-party  type. 

The  Wall  Street  Journal  today  carries 
a  rather  comprehensive  report  of  the 


goings-on  in  Mr.  Stassen's  hailiwick 
under  the  page  one  heading  "President's 
Advisors  Mull  a  Costly  New  Foreign- 
Help  Program — Scheme:  Plow  in  Dol- 
lars, Shore  Up  Economies  in  Red- 
Threatened  Areas — Asia  Would  Be  First 
Target." 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this 
article  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  m  the  Recoju). 
as  follows: 

Prestoents  Advisors  Mttll  a  Oostlt  Nkw 
Poreign-Help  Program — Scheme:  Plow  in 
Dollars.    Shore-Up    Economiks    im    Rxd- 

I'HREATENED    AREAS ^ASIA    WOULO    BK    "FOOSt 

Target 

(By  Ray  Cromley) 

Washington. — The  Red  triumph  In  Indo- 
china, and  the  short-lived  success  of  the  Red 
regime  in  Guatemala,  may  cost  you  a  pretty 
penny. 

You  may  find  yourself,  through  the  United 
States  Government,  subsidizing  more  roads, 
dams,  and  reclamation  projects  in  Guate- 
mala, In  Burma,  South  Vietnam,  Pakistan. 
and  In  other  trouble  spots  around  the  globe. 

Tou  may  find  yourself,  through  the  United 
States  Government,  loaning  or  giving  money 
to  Japan  or  England  or  Prance,  or  Belgium, 
or  West  Germany,  if  they  wUl  in  turn  furnish 
world  danger  areas  with  road-building  equip- 
ment, electric  generators,  or  cement-produc- 
ing machinery,  or  textile  plants. 

Tou  may  find  that  foreign  aid,  running  at 
around  $3  billion  a  year  now,  will  stay  that 
high,  or  almost  that  high,  for  many  years 
to  come. 

ECONQMIC    ATO    BILUONS 

For  as  a  result  of  Guatemala  and  Indo- 
china. President  Eisenhower's  advisors  are 
already  hard  at  work  on  grandiose  plans  for 
new  billions  In  economic  aid.  They  wlU 
be  superimposed  on  our  plans  for  rearm- 
ing the  free  nations  against  the  Commu- 
nists. And  where  mUltary  spending  goes 
down,  as  In  Indochina  as  a  result  of  the 
armistice,  these  moneys  will  be  diverted  to 
"economic  defense." 

A  key  part  of  the  new  Eisenhower  eco- 
nomic aid  program  will  be  a  drive  to  cut 
tariffs  In  tlie  free  world,  and  stimulate 
trade.  The  idea  is  to  use  all  kinds  of  eco- 
nomic weapons — not  just  United  States 
cash — in  an  integrated  global  effort  to  help 
underdeveloped  areas  resist  Communist 
blandishments. 

So  another  likely  result  of  the  current 
planning  would  be  more  competition  from 
abroad  for  some  United  States  businessmen, 
and  cheaper  foreign  wares  for  United  States 
shoppers.  The  State  Department  not  only 
wants  to  stimulate  trade  with  the  United 
States  but  also  to  use  United  States  tarUC 
concessions  as  a  lever  to  encourage  freer 
trade  between  our  allies.  Thus  we  might 
agree  to  lower  trade  barriers  against  British 
or  French  imports  to  the  United  States  IX 
those  countries  would  cut  tariffs  on  Japanese 
textiles  or  on  Thai  or  Formosan  exports. 

The  men  drafting  the  plans  want  to  pu^ 
more  "planning"  by  underdeveloped  coun- 
tries and  would  send  more  engineer-advlaor 
teams  around  the  world;  they  would  start 
sending  more  point  4  technicians  and  pub- 
lic health  experts  and  would  help  start 
more  technical  schools  in  backward  coun- 
tries. But  above  all,  the  planners  would  try 
to  get  the  countries  of  the  free  world  to  get 
together  to  do  more  planning  on  bow  to  help 
each  other  so  that  United  States  aid  for  one 
would  snowball  into  aid  from  the  helped 
countries  to  other  countries. 

CONGRESS    MAT    BK    COOI. 

The  Idea  Is,  says  one  planner,  well  t«Il 
these  people.  "We'll  help  you  If  you  agr**  to 
help  someone  else." 
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t  of  thla  plaiintng.  Of  ooorse,  wUI  ta«v» 
«»  ta  Q.  SL-d  by  OongreM  btfora  it  ouk  b» 
OMiMI  ovt.  At  this  MMlon.  tiM  lamoMdEwa 
indlwtad  ooxiaidarsbl*  eoolneai  toward  ooo- 
€tniiM  luATy  gwsndlng  abroad.  Tba  ElMn- 
Aow«r  forow  aalced  93.4  bimon  for  farelgn  aid 
•ar  the  eumot  fllaeal  year,  but  Oongreas  la 
VSkAj  to  provide  Uttle  more  than  ffkZ  bHUoa 
I  •  laat-mlBiita  appeal  from  Ike.  Con- 
■••  alao  cold  to  tlie  Admtnlstratton'a 
trade"  Bchemea.  and  the  Prcsldent 
bad  to  aetUe  for  a  1-year  extension  of  the 
Baeipvooal  Itade  Act,  Instead  of  the  progres- 
alTe  tarur  nductlons  he  favored. 

But  President  Baenhower  will  argne  next 
yiaar  that  Ihdoehtna  has  proted  that  military 
aid  and  military  alUanees  alone  wlU  not  stop 
the  Commoniata.  Hla  adviaon  are  convlnoed 
on  this  point. 

"I<ook  at  the  several  billions  for  arms  we 
poured  into  Indochina.**  says  one  diplomat 
wryly. 

8ayi  another:  *nVe  could  have  a  strong 
military  alliance  of  the  aoutheast  Asiatic 
nations,  well  armed  and  well  i^epared.  and 
they  oouM  stiU  go  Red." 

Southeaat  Asiatic  diplomats  have  told  See- 
Ntary  of  State  DuUes  and  hU  aides  that  they 
dont  fear  an  outrand-out  Bed  Chinese  in- 
VMkm.  But  they  do  fear  subversion,  infll- 
tratftiD.  and  coupe  d'etat.  They  worry  about 
the  Red  underground.  Our  diplomats  say 
they're  right. 

cavz  or  PBOBi.nc 

*nie  problem  Is  economic  and  political 
unrest;  that  gives  the  Reds  a  chance  to  make 
liay."  says  one  DuUcs  aide.  "Look  at  what 
happened  in  Ouatemala;  and  the  Reds 
couldnt  have  won  in  Indochina  except  for 
native  dissatisfaction  with  their  government 
and  with  their  economic  plight." 

The  planners  say  their  program  will  aim 
at  building  enough  economic  stability  to 
prevent  people  from  turning  to  communism 
as  a  desperate  hc^ie.  "But  that  wiU  cost  a 
lot."  says  one  planner,  "and  a  lot  of  the  cost 
will  have  to  come  from  the  United  States 
"  taxpayer." 

In  sooM  ways,  the  planners  admit,  this 
Isnt  a  new  concept.  It  was  the  idea  of  the 
Marshall  plan  for  Europe.  It's  the  basic 
idea  of  the  smaller  point  4  plan  to  help 
people  to  help  themselves.  But  the  trend 
the  past  few  years  has  been  to  depend  more 
and  more  on  military  alliances  and  military 
aid  to  stop  the  Reds  and  to  cut  back  on  eco- 
nomic aid.  In  a  way,  this  Is  an  attempt  to 
reapply  the  basic  premise  of  the  Marshall 
plan  to  critical  spots  around  the  globe. 

The  first  of  these  big  new  economic  plans 
will  be  fw  that  piurt  of  Asia  which  hasnt 
yet  fallen  to  the  Communists.  Planners  are 
already  at  work,  though  they're  still  only 
at  the  start  of  their  planning.  "We  have 
doeens  of  plans,"  says  one  diplomat,  "and 
we've  got  to  take  all  these  ideas  and  make 
one  workable  program  out  of  it  all."  "But 
this  oriental  plan  will  have  worldwide  over- 
tones, for  the  planners  have  already  decided 
you  cant  help  one  country  or  one  area  effi- 
ciently without  tying  this  aid  in  with  aid 
plans  for  many  other  countries. 

Asia  is  being  picked  as  the  first  target 
because   Dulles   diplcanats   figure   it's   the 
prime  danger  spot.    Diplomats  worry   that 
Japan's  ailing  export  trade  will  lure  the  Jap- 
aneee   Communist   markets   in   Riiasla   and 
China.    There's  an   underground   Red   war 
going  on  in  Malaya  now.    The  present  ad- 
ministration in  Indonesia  already  has  a  par- 
liamentary alliance  with  the  local  Red  party 
and  depends  on  Red  votes  to  stay  In  power; 
fluctuations  in   the   wcnrld   tin  and  rubber 
markets  keep  Indonesia's  economy  unset- 
tled.   The  Rads  have  set  up  in  Communist 
China  an  ex-prenaier  of  Thailand  aa  head  of 
a  Red  Thai  movement:   there's  stiU  a  Red 
army  in  Burma  fighting  the  Burmese  Oov- 
emment.     The  Reds  have  shown  unexpected 
political  atrength  in  some  sections  <tf  Pak- 
istan. 


Like  the  original  IfanbaU  plan,  the  Aew 
Aslatle  aid  program  will  try  to  get  away  ftom 
helping  countries  one  by  one;  instead  it  Irill 
aim  at  helping  each  country  in  a  way  that 
will  enaMe  that  country's  production  to  laelp 
(rther  countries. 

An  ofllcial  gives  tills  example  of  how  the 
plan  would  work:  Japan  Is  short  of  Iron  ore; 
irtie  finds  it  dUBcuIt  to  sell  In  Southeast  Aala 
because  these  lands  are  often  short  of  foreign 
exchange.  Malaya  lias  Iron  ore.  If  ttese 
Malayan  mines  were  expanded,  Malaya 
would  earn  more  ot  the  foreign  exchange 
^e  needs  and  be  able  to  buy  more  of  what 
Japan  and  other  countries  sell.  (And  the 
developing  of  these  mines  would  give  Japan 
a  market  for  mining  machinery  and  mining 
equipment.) 

Indonesia  wants  tio  develop  a  cotton  tex- 
tUe  industry  to  meet  domestic  textile  needs. 
She  can't  afford  to  import  the  machinery  to 
start  It.  Japan  has  cotton  textile  machinery 
to  export:  she  can't  find  enough  buyers  to 
sell  the  machinery  tu.  If  some  way  can  be 
fotmd  to  finance  this  deal,  then  Indonasia 
will  save  foreign  c;xchange — because  She 
won't  have  to  Import  90  many  textiles.  Japan 
will  have  a  growing  market  for  industiflai 
goods. 

Burma  could  earn  more  foreign  exchaa^e 
if  she  developed  her  lumbering  industry.  To 
do  that  she  needs  betcer  roads  leading  to  for- 
ests In  the  interior.  Probable  best  market 
for  her  specialized  limiber  would  be  the 
United  States.  So  tbe  planners  see  a  three- 
way  deal.  Loan  or  grant  Burma  the  funds 
she  needs  to  build  the  roads.  She'll  prob- 
ably buy  her  road  building  equipment  fr«»m 
Japan  and  sell  her  lumber  to  the  United 
States.  Then  Japan  would  take  the  funds 
she  earned  from  selllrg  equipment  to  Burma, 
and  buy  the  goods  she  has  to  have  from  the 
United  States. 

But  the  basic  idea  of  the  program  would 
be  to  develop  in  each 'country  industries  such 
as  mining,  textile-making  and  agriculture 
(through  dams  and  irrigation  projects  and 
fertilizer  planto)  that  would  help  the  coun- 
try to  pay  its  own  vay,  raise  the  standard 
of    living,    and    provide   exchange. 

Because  most  of  Asia  is  underdeveloped 
and  Japan  the  only  well-developed  country 
In  the  area,  Japan  would  be  a  focus  of  a  lot 
of  these  two-way  or  three-way  trade  and  de- 
velopment deals.  But  a  lot  of  the  programs 
would  provide  for  increasing  trade  and  In- 
vestment between  a  country  in  Asia  and 
some  European  or  African  or  South  Amer- 
ican area. 

In  fact,  the  further  the  planners  go  In 
planning  for  Asia  the  less  they  think  of  it  as 
a  single ^trade  area  like  Europe,  and  mare 
as  an  area  where  each  country  will  want  to 
trade  more  and  more  with  the  rest  of  the 
world. 

So  the  planners  at  the  State  Department, 
the  Foreign  Operations  Administration  aad 
the  Commerce  Department  are  thinking  In 
global  terms.  The  plans  they'll  come  up 
with,  if  adopted  by  Congress,  would  make 
foreign  economic  aid  a  big  Item  in  the  Fed- 
eral budget  for  the  "duration"  of  the  cold 
war. 

MACmin-TDOI,  GTVEAWAY  tO  BRrTAIN  COSTLT  tO 
TAXPAYER    AND    INDtlSTRT 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  one  of 
the  schemes  advanced  by  the  State  De- 
partment foreign-aid  giveaway  clique  to 
recent  years  was  to  provide  foreign  na- 
tions with  machine  tools  of  advanced 
American  design. 

Millions  of  dollars  in  machine  tools 
were  given  to  Great  Britain,  and  it  Is 
Interesting  to  note  that  in  British  dis- 
patches r^x>rting  steps  to  Increase  Brit- 
ain's trade  with  Communists  machiaB 
tools  are  prominently  mentioned. 

It  would  be  Interesting  to  learn,  Mr. 
President^  If  some  fA  the  machine  tools 


that  we  gave  Britain  after  the  war  are 
among  the  machine  tools  that  Britain 
now  proposes  to  send  on  to  Soviet  Russia 
and  Red  China. 

They  are  excellent  tools.  Mr.  President, 
useful  in  manufacturing  war  planes  and 
jet  engines,  and  no  doubt  would  be 
greatly  welcomed  by  all  of  our  Ccunmu- 
nist  enemies. 

Cirr    MACHINK    TOOLS   TO    BalTAHf    llI$SIIfO 

Some  of  these  machine  tools  we  gave 
to  Great  Britain  already  have  been  mis- 
laid or  disappeared.  In  any  event,  the 
investigations  division  of  the  Senate  Ap- 
propriations Committee  has  been  unable 
to  trace  them  since  their  arrival  in  Great 
Britain,  and  in  this  retard  have  had  no 
help  from  Mr.  Stassen's  agency. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  portion  of  the  investiga- 
tions division's  report  titled  "The  Ma- 
chine Tool  Grant"  be  printed  at  this 
point  in  the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  elccerpt 
from    the    report    was    ordered   to    be 


printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows 


1 


THE   MACHINE-TOOL  GRANT 

Included  in  the  United  States  grant-aid 
to  the  British  aircraft  Industry  was  the  gift 
Of  a  large  quantity  of  expensive  and  special- 
ized American  machine  tools  that  were  In 
short  supply  in  the  United  States  and  not 
available  to  American  Industry  without 
priority  ratings. 

These  tools  were  authorized  at  the  end  of 
a  fiscal  year  without  adequate  screening; 
some  proved  to  be  unnecessary,  othem  were 
not  well  adapted  to  their  proposed  use  and 
a  number  are  still  in  reserve.  MSA  and 
FOA  have  failed  to  make  full  end  use  checks 
and  the  United  States  does  not  participate  in 
the  revenue  derived  from  the  rental  of  the 
tools  by  the  British  Ministry  of  Supply. 

Although  this  transaction  was  initiated 
and  the  funds  committed  by  ECA  more  than 
3  years  ago.  the  details  are  stiU  so  highly 
classified  by  the  Foreign  Operations  Adminis- 
tration, the  successor  of  ECA  and  MSA.  that, 
unfortunately,  they  cannot  be  fully  dis- 
cussed herein.  At  the  request  of  the  DIvUion 
of  Investigation,  the  General  Accounting 
Office  made  a  study  of  the  machine-tool  grant 
in  April  1954  and  prepared  a  report  for  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations.  FOA 
was  asked  to  release  the  report  for  general 
publication.  This  request  was  refused. 
However,  a  summary  of  the  available  data 
may  disclose  a  clue  to  the  motives  for  a  con- 
tinuation of  the  highly  restricted  clasalfica- 
tions. 

In  1951  the  United  States  agreed  to  Supply 
the  British  Government  through  grant  aid 
with  several  thousand  machine  tools  t©  fur- 
ther defense  production  In  the  United  King- 
dom at  a  total  cost  of  9126  million.  The 
funds  were  duly  committed  and  deliveries 
were  made  over  a  long-lead-time  period,  the 
last  tools  according  to  our  information  hav- 
ing been  delivered  in  March  1954.  These 
tooU  were  consigned  to  the  British  Minis- 
try of  Supply  which  in  turn  distributed 
them  to  various  manufacturers  engagpd  In 
defense  production  under  terms  and  oondl- 
tlons  which  FOA  does  not  permit  us  to  de- 
scribe but  which  have  considerable  Interest 
to  the  Congress  and  the  American  taxpayer. 
There  U  no  IndicaUon  that  the  British  Min- 
istry of  Supply  is  in  any  way  responsible  for 
this  restriction  on  vital  Information. 

Curiously  enough,  while  it  is  not  per- 
mitted to  mention  the  total  number  of  ma- 
chine tools  procured  and  delivered  to  tbe 
British  Ministry  of  Supply,  there  is  no  re- 
rtrlction  upon  stating  that  3,838  of  these 
tools  were  allocated  by  the  Ministry  of  Sup- 
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ply  to  the  British  aircraft  industry.    This  oompanlea  are  also  engaged  In  the  manu-  August  2,  1954,  be  printed  at  this  point 

distribution  was  as  follow..:  facture  of  clvU.  Government-.ubsidiaed  air-  ^  the  R^ORD,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

For  engine. 2, 426  JJJ^-  .ili^S^ne^rSs'^it   UnitS'^sSS;  T^*"  »^^  ^  objecUon,  the  editorial 

^  ^:^::^^ - -■  i  ^  Sn^cS^^mne'SS'e  Sf  u^'^Siefy^":^  ^^^  Ordered  to  be  Printed  to  the  R«x)«i>. 

For  componenui.. 1-013  the   manufacture   of    mUltary   aircraft.     On  ^  foUows: 

"  the  contrary,  representatives  of  the  Senate  Onlt  Sevkn  Votbd  Yis 

ToUl 3.838  committee  on  ApproprlaUons  have  seen  at  ^ast  Friday  Republican  Senator  Maloic. 

These  tools  are  e8tlmat«d  to  have  had  an  'east  one  large  American  tool  engaged  in  the  q,  Nevada,  moved  to  kiU  the  foreign-aid  pro- 
average  value  of  something  slightly   in   ex-  production  of  door  and  window  frames  for  gram  entirely 

cess  of  $20,000  each,  making  the  total  cost  one  of  the  new  British  Jet  transports.  ju,  g^id.    let's   take   the   money   that   has 

fOT  the  tools  allocated  to  the  aircraft  Indus-  Most    of    the    aircraft    companies    above  accumulated  In  that  fund  and  ^>end  it  on 

try  approximately  $76  mil:  ion.  mentioned  are  engaged  In  the  production  of  the  American  Air  Force.     He  said,  let's  use 

The  machine  tools  alloctted  to  the  aircraft  ^^h  civilian   and  military  aircraft,  engines  it  to  buy  a  couple  of  thousand  heavy  Jet 

Industry  are  dispersed  among  the  following  or    components.      It    is    apparent    that    the  bombers  for  General  LeMay,  and  maybe  S.OOO 

users:  American  tools  are  not  set  aside  and  reserved  Jet  interceptors  for  the  defense  of  America. 

p_Pi_-..  for  purely  military  production.    It  would  be  Can   any   rational    American    doubt   that 

V^i-rcr.^  Ririrt*!*,,  Mn-«r.                        4<.-7  "treasonable  to  assume,  or  Insist  upon,  any  the  money,  if  so  invested,  would  buy  vasUy 

Armstrong  siddeiey  Mo>ors 437  guch  restrictive  arrangement  in  plants  that  more  national  defense  than  if  dribbled  away 

N^nf*r  .E^BuVh'EiVcVricr 442  **°  °°'  *""'*  "  "'"^^^  assembly  line  and  are  in  some  60-odd  foreign  lands? 

c.      M»  l*  «^,1,  Kaeciric) 4*^  concerned  with  simultaneous  production  of  The  truth  would  seem  to  be  self-evident. 

btandard  Motor  CO-            ---              323  both  mUltary  and  civilian  end  Items.  Yet,  when  the  roll  was  called,  how  many 

DeHaviUand    Lngine    Cc.    (includes  ft.»,„*^^   ^   ^k^   tt^w^..    o*  *„        I^^  rzit^Z 

4    factories,    and    sub-xjn tractors:  lack  or  scheenino  SSaS^l^oOT? 

Jos.    Sankey.   Ltd.;    Wiyburn   En-           \  At  the  time  the  machine  tool   grant  was  j^^,.  ^^ 

gineCo.:  S.  E.  Oppern«n;B.  S.  A.  approved  and  the  funds  committed,  no  satis-  Bricker;    of    Ohio;    Jenk«i,    Of    Indiana; 

Ltd  )....-      395  factory    screening    as    to    possible    end    use  l»„geb  and   Toung,  of   North   Dakota;    Mc- 

Brlstol  Airplane  Co    (Includes  sub-  and  utUlzatlon  was  made  by  ECA.    An  ade-  cartht.  of  Wisconsin;  and  Welkb,  of  Idaho. 

contractors:     Wellworthy     Piston  quate  screening  check  would  have  made  it  That's  all      The  others  nresent  voted  no 

^^L?""^  "-R    T^Sh^l^v'i^cS*'  ^/"^"^\  ^H°'i^^'r   '^'^^  funds  before  the  S'lure'.^the^eVn^^orS'ald'p^^ 

Engine   Co      R.   T.   Sh.-l^y   &   Co..  close    of    the    fiscal    year.      Actually    over    90  offered  gilt-edged  reasons.     They  said  a^reat 

Ltd.;  EnfleW  Tool  MXg    Co.;  Engl-  percent    of    the    money    committed    for    the  deal  of   the  nfoney  now  on  h^d  has  b^n 

neering  Froductions.  Ltd.;  Singer  procurement  of  the  machine  tools  was  obll-  committed.    They  said  many  bUllons  of  dol- 

Motors.  Ltd.;  Bros.  Ltd.) 817  gated  on  May  31.  1951.  1  month  prior  to  the  jars    worth   of    weapons   ordered    for   other 

Miscellaneous    users. 28  close  of  the  fiscal  year.  countries  under  the  mllltary-ald  program  are 

TTie  deta^s  of  what  happened  to  all  the  now  being  made,  and  wUl  have- to  be  paid 

Total -.426  tools  Is  also  highly  restricted,  thus  prevent-  for. 

. a  lug  *  public  evaluation  of   the   manner   in  To  many  well-meaning  Senators,  no  doubt 

Airframes:  which    this    program    was   conceived,    nego-  those  arguments  were  most  persuasive. 

Hawker  Aircraft  Co   (2  fiictorles)     .       118  ****«*•  *o<*  administered  by  ECA.  MSA.  and  But  haven't  you,  dear  reader,  heard  them 

Armstrong  Whltworth '    ...         35  *^^-     However,  it  may  be  stated  that:    (1)  all  before? 

Vlckers    Armstrong     (includes    sub-  when  the  too's  were  delivered  in  the  United  Whenever   any  move  is  made  to  curb  ot 

contractors:     Sanders- Rowe;     AU  Kingdom.  It  was  found  that  there  was  a  sur-  end   fcwelgn    aid,   apologists   for    the   great 

Tools.  Ltd.) . 56  P>"*'  (2)   some  tools  were  not  well  adapted  giveaway  say,  oh.  no;  we  can't  do  It;  we  are 

DeHaviUand  Aircraft"  Co  • ".'..'.        58  ^°  ^^*  proposed  use.  (3)  In  at  least  one  case  committed;  we  have  made  pledges;  we  must 

Oloster  Aircraft  Co.' 51  tools  valued  at  several  mUllon  dollars  could  keep  our  sacred  promises  to  our  dear  allies. 

English  Electric' IIIIIIIIIIII         41  '^ot   be   used    because   the   plant   for    which  The  upshot  Is  that  the  American  p>eople. 

Miscellaneous    users 41  they  were  Intended  had  not  been  completed,  who    are    all    but   unanimously   opposed    to 

^^^   ^^  ^  recent  date  a  substantial  number  foreign   aid.  are  saddled  with  it  year  after 

•j-Qjjj                                                       ^QQ  of  the  tools  are  In  reserve  and  a^e  not  needed  year  after  year. 

^  jQj.  defense  purposes.  (5)  MSA  and  FOA  have  And  there  Is  no  relief  In  sight. 

,                                                 ■==  j^^^  made  full  end  use  checks  of  the  tools  Time  and  again  the  Senators  and  Repre- 

n****"*"  in  operation.  (6)  the  United  States  does  not  sentatlves  who  say  they  are  opposed  to  for- 

Blade    Research    and    E-evelopment  share  in  any  revenue  that  may  be  received  eign  aid   (most  of  whom  are  probably  sin- 

(blades)  ' in  i^y  ^^^  Ministry  of  Supply  from  manufac-  cere  in  that  stand)   allow  themselves  to  be 

RoUx    (starters) 84  turers  for  the  use  of  the  machine  tools  alio-  outmaneuvered.  outthought.  and  outfought 

B  .  .  J^t*"" '*°*""**"'**"'*^*"*'**'-         ®®  ca*«*  *o  ttxKiD..  (7)    notwithstanding  indlca-  by  the  international  spenders. 

British   Thompson    Houiton    (turbo  ^ions  of  Improper  and  nonutUlzation  of  the  In  the  past  8  years  this  foreign-aid  non- 

( starters)  ' 103  machine  tools,  no  concerted  corrective  action  sense   has  cost  the  American  people   about 

Dowty    Bcjulpment    Co.    (undercar-  ^^s  taken  bv  FOA  until  the  middle  of  1953,  WO  billion. 

riages)  ^ :  "^ '.V""'         ^  <8)    «■  of  May   1.  1954.  no  final  agreement  And   only  seven  Senators  of  the   United 

Geo.   Godfrey  &  Partners    (cold-air  ^^^  ^^  British  regarding  the  use  and  dls-  States  voted  to  put  a  stop  to  it. 

vents)                                58  position    of    the    machine    tools    had    been  Why  is   It  so  difficult  for  the  people  of 

^"«    f  ^™  ,    ^""*'  ?° , :»  executed.  (9)   the  agreement  which  has  ap-  free,  democratic  America  to  get  what  they 

E^M    r  Development  Co- 12  parently   been   approved    by   both   sides   and  ^a^*  from  their  own  Congress? 

r-arranii.    Ltd. 37  ^   awaiting   execution    U   open    to   question  Senator   Malonk   has   an   answer  to   that 

rouand  Aircraft  Co.    11  ^^^  ^^^  sUndpoint  of  protecting  the  best  one.      He    says    the    wishes    of    the    people 

\^^  1"^^      ^'"t.    ;""V:", i?  interests  of  the  American  taxpayer.  (10)   at  *»a^e  been  frustrated  by  a  coalition  of  'the 

Lockheed  Hydraulic  Bral:e  Co.' 21  ^^^  ^,^^  ^^j,^  transaction  was  originated,  it  Internationally    minded   press,    the   peeudo- 

Pov«V    A*~r;!r.«;.;T;;r"i:;;KiiVK.;,V.,V  ''*«  regarded  largely  as  a  device  for  putting  hberal  writers  and  commentators,  the  plnkoa 

J.i..^        \ "         Bstibllshment,  ^^n^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^{^^^^  economy  by  picklni  "^"d   near-Reds,   and    those     large   concerns 

Mu^n«^I^»!    ,.U«'" «o7  up  the  checks  for  something  the  British  had  here   In  America  which   are   harvesting  the 

Miscellaneous    users.... 321  ^^y  ^^^^^^    and  (11)  since  the  opera-  ^^""^^  °^  "^«  prodigality  and  senselessnei. 

^  ^  ,                                                    tlon    was   treated   essentially   as    a   form    of  °^J?®**  programs- 
Total 1.012  balance  of  payment  assistance,  only  a  limited  ^^^^    J"**    *^"*    <»"■    **»*    «>"•     Among 

>  Inspections    by    FOA— U.    K.    have    never  amount  of  time  or  attention  was  given  by  **>«"  all    those  forces  generally  manage  to 

been   made   of  these  companies.     It  is   not  MSA  and   FOA  to   the   allocation,  use.   and  ^^^^^^  ^^^  tn^^i^^^Vj^K.^Jf ""      "^   °     ^ 

known    whether    subcontnctlng    companies  disposition  of  the  tools  once  they  had  en-  Parties  and  their  contributions  are  a  potent 

are  involved  with  them,  because  inspections  twed  into  the  BrltUh  economy.  *«^I.  *°  the  campaigns  in  which  Senators 

were  the  only  means  used  to  gain  iSrma-  optration  rathou.  S'lhf  S"l^m.     "^  "*  '^^^^^'^  ^*^ 

Uon  of  subcontractors  Invclved.  j^^      MALONE.     Mr.     President,     the  Will  there  then  be  no  end  to  this  C^K^a- 

It  Is  hoped  by  FOA  that  Kn  agreement  wUl  above  excerpt  from  the  Appropriations  tlon  Rathole? 

be  reached  under  which  the  British  Ministry  Committee    investigaUon   division's   re-  Not.  we  surmise,  untU  the  American  people 

of  Supply  WiU  submit  to  the  United  States  ^   ^  ^  .            examnle   of   what   thP  wrathfuUy  make  their  convictions  known  at 

a  detailed  Inventory  by  location  of  the  ma-  PJ^  J^  World^Herald^^n  a  recent  edi!  **»«  P°"'«8  Place.     So  long  as  they  elect  offl- 

chlne  tools.  When  and  If  this  Inventory  U  P^^f*  ^T J^f^H  ♦«  le  ^.^    «  '^^^^^P  ,^   ,^  clals  who  taUt  against  foreign  aid  at  oam- 

Bubmltted.   a  clear  picture  of  the  statiw  of  torlal  referred  to  as  Operation  Rathole.  paign  time  but  vote  for  it  later,  the  wealth 

the   machine  tools  wUl   be   avaUable.     It  Is  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  edl-  of  the  United  States — and  the  national  aecu- 

oX  Interest  to  note  that  several  of  the  above  torial  from  the  Omaha  World-Herald,  Of  rity— wlU  continue  to  go  down  the  drain. 


14738 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD 


—  SENATE 


August  17 


■(■, 


i, 


li  ' 


i  J 


Mr.  1CAIX>NBL     lOr.  President^  I  wtati 

to  read  a  few  excerpts  from  tbe  editorial 
as  follows: 

Can  any  nttonal  American  dotfkt  that  th« 
money — 

That  Is  to  say.  Oie  $13  billion,  which 
was  voted  by  the  Senate  as  recent^  as 
last  Saturday  evening,  to  be  expended  in 
those  countrie*~ 
U  to  InfMtad — 

Meaning  Invested  in  American  air- 
power — 

would  Iniy  vastly  more  national  defense  than 
If  dribbled  away  la  some  slzty-odd  foreign 
lands? 

llr.  President,  the  editorial  Is  apropos 
the  amendment  offered  by  me  to  the 
foreign  operations  administration  bill, 
proposing  that  the  $13  billion  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Air  Force,  to  buUd  up-to- 
date  defense  planes. 

I  read  further  fix}m  the  editorial: 

Oh.  sure,  the  defenders  of  the  aid  program 
offered  gUt-edged  fmaoa.  They  said  a 
srwt  deal  of  the  money  now  on  hand  has 
been  oc»iunltted.  They  said  many  bllU(»s 
ml  dollars'  worth  of  wei^;>ons  ordered  for  other 
countries  under  the  mllltary-ald  program 
are  now  being  made,  and  will  have  to  be 
paid  for. 

BCr.  President,  who  commits  the 
money  of  the  United  States  of  America, 
before  it  is  appropriated?  It  seems  to 
be  about  time  that  the  administrative  of - 
flcals  of  the  Oovemment  be  taught  a 
tesson.  and  that  the  United  States  Con- 
gress regain  its  prerogative  of  appropri- 
ating the  taxpayers'  money  and  of 
knowing  where  the  money  goes. 

lir.  President,  stories  have  been  told 
about  commitments  made  by  the  Rnreign 
Operations  Administration  and  about 
contracts  let — ^for  all  of  which  we  must 
pay.  However,  everyone  of  those  con- 
tracts contains  a  cancellation  clause, 
and  every  one  of  the  contracts  could  be 
cancelled  at  much  less  than  its  total  cost. 

Furthermore,  there  is  grave  suspicion 
that  approximately  75  percent  of  the  ma- 
terials to  be  manufactured  and  sent  to 
Europe  and  placed  in  warehouses  will  be 
obsolete  when  they  "hit  the  groxind." 


rAiif  BMoisr  •DfsncxsaT  xv 
omanoH  batbou 

Mr.  President.  Operation  Rathole,  as 
it  is  described  in  the  editorial  to  which 
I  have  Just  referred,  to  date  has  cost 
the  taxpayers  of  ttie  Nation  fifty-nine 
thousand  million  dollars. 

Great  Britain  has  been  the  greatest 
recipient  of  this  gift  money,  much  of  it 
advanced  to  her  during  Mr.  Attlee's  re- 
gime to  help  him  socialize  British  in- 
dustry. 

Mr.  Attlee  also  may  well  be  the  future 
Prime  Minister  of  Great  Britain,  utiliz- 
ing and  expending  American  aid  either 
In  the  interest  of  Britain  or  the  interest 
of  the  favorite  allies  of  British  Socialists 
Soviet  Russia,  and  Red  China. 

Great  Britain,  as  we  all  know,  has  a 
habit  of  rotating  Prime  Ministers,  and 
Sir  Winston  in  recent  years  has  aged 
rapidly. 

ATTLBS  FBOMOna>  VIUT  POSTWAB  AH>  TO  BRTTAnr 

Mr.  Attlee.  we  remember,  did  succeed 
Mr.  Churchill  at  the  conclusion  of  World 


Wm  It  Ihen.  to  October  1951,  Mr. 
ChurdUn  succeeded  Mr.  Attlee.  In  due 
course  it  may  be  "Comrade  Clem's"  turn 

agaln»  with  more  millions  of  United 
states  dollars  to  play  the  big  brother 
act  to  Communist  Russia  and  Red  China. 
This  would  certainly  set  no  precedent. 
It  was  during  Mr.  Attlee's  regime  as 
aitaln'S  Prime  Minister  that  the  initial 
billions  for  foreign  aid  were  granted  to 
England  by  the  United  States.  Part  of 
this  aid  money  was  used  to  finance  the 
British  aircraft  industry,  as  I  have  pre- 
viously stated.  The  British  aircraft  in- 
dustry, bolstered  by  American  aid.  then 
built  a  very  efficient  jet  engine,  which 
it  sold  to  Soviet  Russia.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Nevada  disclosed  this  to 
the  Senate  at  the  time,  but  the  sale 
by  Britain  to  Russia  of  jet  engines  iras 
not  checked.  Idr.  Attlee,  or  "Comrade 
Clem,"  as  the  News  calls  him,  was  Prime 
Minister  of  Great  Britain  during  this 
period,  and  Mr.  Attlee's  friends  were  in 
the  White  House  and  the  State  Depart- 
ment. 

■SmSH   JST-DfOINC    SAI.ES    TO    RT7SSU    TH    ie4S 
KZFOSKD  IN  SENATX 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  President,  on 
this  floor  In  1948.  when  we  were  debating 
the  Marshall  plan,  the  successor  to 
UNRRA,  I  said  that  Great  Britain  had 
shipped  jet  engines  to  Russia.  That  was 
denied;  it  was  denied  by  the  then  Sec- 
retary of  the  Army.  But  within  a  few 
months  from  that  date  everyone  knew 
England  had  shipped  jet  engines  to  Ros- 
sia.  Of  course,  it  Is  necessary  to  ship 
only  one  engine  of  each  type  to  the  Rus- 
sians or  the  Japanese  or  to  any  other 
group,  in  order  for  that  group  to  make 
all  of  such  engines  they  may  need. 

Communist  jet  warplanes — MIG- 
15's — manned  by  enemy  pilots  and 
equipped  with  these  British-type  jets, 
were  employed  by  Red  China  in  the  Ko- 
rean war,  and  succeeded  in  shooting 
down  some  of  our  American  boys. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  does 
not  know  whether  Mr.  Attlee  and  his 
Socialist  comrades  on  their  mission  to 
Moscow  and  Peiping  will  be  awarded  for 
this  contribution  to  Communist  air- 
power.  He  does  not  know  whether  in 
the  course  of  their  arrangements  for  in- 
creased trade  they  will  arrange  to  supply 
Russia  or  China  with  more  jet  engines 
or  other  war  goods. 

RSDS       GAIW      VXTAI.       UWITJU)       STATES       SECE»rs 
THROUGH  TKADX  ANTJ  TRAITOaS 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  we  have  a 
habit  of  imparting  to  our  potential  ene- 
mies our  secrets  regarding  the  atom 
bomb,  atomic  energy,  jet  engines,  and 
airplanes.  We  have  two  ways  of  doing 
that.  One  Is  by  means  of  desertions 
from  our  ranks  or  traitors  in  our  ranks ; 
the  other  is  by  giving  the  equipment  to 
European  nations  who  are  trading  with 
and  have  traded  with  Russia  and  her 
satellites,  and  have  done  so  without 
stint  ever  since  World  War  n. 

What  the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
does  know  Is  that  "Comrade  Clems" 
S3rmpathies  are  with  the  Reds,  and 
against  the  Interests  of  the  United  States. 

For  this  reason.  Mr.  President,  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  assumes 
great  risks  in  conferring  further  aid  on 
Great  Britain  at  this  time. 


voaziGir  Am  risks  kzfosxd  nr  skma-k  rtkww 


Mr.  President,  the  investigations  divi- 
sion of  the  Senate  Appropriation$  Com- 
mittee in  its  report  came  to  some  very 
pertinent  conclusions  about  this  aid' 
given  by  the  United  States  Government 
to  the  socialized  British  aircraft  industry. 

It  likewise  made  some  interesting  rec- 
ommendations. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  that 
portion  of  the  report  subtitled  "Conclu- 
sions and  Recommendations"  be  printed 
in  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  re- 
marks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  portion 
of  the  report  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

CONCLUSIONS    and    RXCOMMEKDATIOMS 

I.  Foreign  aid  Is  being  used  to  build  up 
and  fortify  the  productive  facUltlea  rf  other 
countries  to  the  detriment  of  United  States 
strategic  Industries.  Specincally.  United 
States  taxpayers'  money  la  being  Used  to 
support,  directly  or  Indirectly,  the  British 
aircraft  Industry  which  Is  heavily  subsidized 
by   the  British  Crovernment. 

The  preeminence  which  the  United  States 
has  enjoyed  In  International  civil  aviation 
U  based  upon  the  Initiative  and  competition 
generated  by  the  free  enterprise  System. 
This  position  of  preeminence  and  the  stabU- 
ity  of  the  aviation  Industry  are  of  paramount 
Importance  to  this  country.  They  should 
not  be  imperiled  by  contributing  to  tbe  sup- 
port of  the  British  aircraft  Industry. 

n.  The  United  SUtes  aircraft  IndilBtry  la 
made  up  of  three  component  parts,  all  In- 
terdependent upon  each  other; 

1.  The   engine    makers. 

2.  The  airframe  builders. 

3.  The  domestic  and  international  airlines. 
A  program   which  endangers  any  one  of 

these  elements  threatens  the  well-bsing  of 
the  entire  Integrated  industry.  TUe  fact 
should  not  be  overlooked  that  thousands  of 
small  component  manufacturers  have  a  vital 
Interest  In  the  continued  stability,  prosper- 
ity, and  expansion  of  the  United  States  air- 
craft Industry  operating  within  the  frams- 
work  of  the  free  enterprise  system. 

III.  If  the  United  States  desires  to  main- 
tain close  relations  of  mutual  esteem  and 
respect  with  valued  allies,  we  should  recog- 
nize the  Imperative  need  for  frank,  realistic, 
and  hard  trading  in  the  extension  of  our 
foreign  aid.  Any  concept  that  the  tJnlted 
States  can  only  exercise  world  leadership 
and  hold  allies  by  providing  money  on  terms 
laid  down  by  the  recipient  nation  Is  un- 
sound and  contrary  to  the  best  intsrssts  of 
the  United  States. 

IV.  The  effect  of  the  grants-in-aid  to  the 
Royal  Air  Force  was  to  release  BrltUb  budg- 
etary funds  for  the  continued  subsldlBaUon 
of  the  commercial  Jet  development  program. 

V.  A  great  nation  capable  of  embarking 
upon  a  long-range  and  costly  program 
largely  financed  by  goverrunent  to  obtain 
mastery  of  the  air  in  commercial  transporta- 
tion sbould  be  able  to  produce  without  for- 
eign aid  the  military  aircraft  necessvy  for 
its  national  defense  and  the  fulflllment  of 
Its  obligations  to  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty 
Organization.  This  Is  especially  true  since 
large  quantities  of  dollar  foreign  exdhange 
are  not  essential  to  the  production  of  Britlab 
aircraft. 

VI.  The  administrative  judgment  exercised 
by  ECA.  MSA.  and  FOA  Is  open  to  serious 
question   In   connection   with: 

1.  The  obligation  of  funds  at  the  end  of 
the  fiscal  year  for  the  procurement  of  several 
thousand  expensive  machine  tools  without 
proper  screening  or  end-use  checks. 

2.  A  failure  to  keep  track  of  the  distri- 
bution, use.  and  ultimate  disposition  of  the 
tools  for  a  long  period  of  time  after  they 
were  deUvered  to  the  Ministry  of  Supply 
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5.  A  faUure  to  Inspect  tbe  tools  at  tbe 
British  factories  to  which  tbey  were  aUo- 
cated. 

4.  A  failure  to  negotiate  any  agreement 
with  the  British  Ministry  of  Supply  regulat- 
ing the  use  and  distribution  of  tbe  tools  for 
a  matter  of  nearly  3  years. 

6.  A  commitment  to  finance  tbe  procure- 
ment of  British  military  aircraft  that  have 
not  been  evaluated  or  approved  by  the 
United  States  Air  Force  and  some  of  which 
will  be  obsolescent  when  delivered. 

6.  A  commitment  to  finance  substantial 
quantities  of  a  British  mlUtary  aircraft  that 
will  have  only  12  to  18  months  front-line 
service  after  delivery  before  It  Is  scheduled 
lor  retirement  from  the  front  lines. 

7.  A  commitment  to  enter  Into  offshore 
procurement  contracts  for  two  British  mili- 
tary aircraft  with  tbe  British  Ministry  of 
Supply  instead  of  the  manufacturers,  thus 
making  It  Impossible  to  control  costs  and  to 
lm]x>se  other  essential  conditions  of  produc- 
tion normally  required  in  defense  procure- 
ment contracts. 

VII.  The  programing,  procurement,  and 
financing  of  all  aircraft  required  by  tbe  mu- 
tual security  program  should  be  decided  and 
managed  by  the  United  States  Air  Force. 
The  appropriations.  If  any.  for  foreign  air- 
craft financing  should  be  included  In  the 
funds  allocated  to  mUltary  aid  and  should 
not  be  divided  between  the  Department  of 
Defense  and  Foreign  Operations  Administra- 
tion. The  present  procedure  which  permlU 
the  Foreign  Operations  Administration  to 
get  Into  the  business  of  programing  and 
financing  British  aircraft,  independently  of 
the  United  States  Air  Force  lends  itself  to 
the  distortion  of  military  aid  by  civilian 
policymakers  in  an  effort  to  attain  political 
and  economc  objectives  through  the  iise  of 
defense  support  or  direct  forces  support 
funds. 

VIII.  The  British  fighters  being  financed 
with  United  States  grant  aid  as  part  of  the 
Royal  Air  Force  modernization  program  are 
still  In  the  experimental  stage  and  are  not  yet 
In  full  production.  None  can  fly  at  super- 
sonic or  transonic  speeds  in  level  flight  ac- 
cording to  United  States  Air  Force  standards. 

IX.  The  executive  agreement  reached  at 
Paris  In  April  1953  regarding  future  support 
for  the  modernization  plan  of  the  Royal  Air 
Force  should  have  been  fully  disclosed  to  the 
Congress  when  the  first  appropriations  were 
requested.  The  formula  adopted  for  seeking 
the  necessary  funds  was  misleading  and  the 
manner  in  which  the  formula  was  later  car- 
ried out  was  contrary  to  the  intent  of  Con- 
gress to  limit  the  amount  of  economic  aid 
to  the  United  Kingdom.  It  has  led  to  con- 
fusion, undesirable  division  of  sdmlnlstra- 
tive  responsibility  and  decisions,  the  wis- 
dom of  which  are  open  to  serious  question. 

X  It  is  assumed  that  when  the  British 
Government  spokesmen  advocate  "trade  not 
aid"  they  mean  the  interplay  of  free  com- 
petitive forces  and  not  a  method  of  obtain- 
ing a  privileged  position  through  the  use  of 
Government  subsidies  Indirectly  financed  by 
the  United  SUtes  taxpayers. 

XI.  If  high  policy  decrees  that  United 
States  grant  aid  should  be  continued  In  sup- 
port of  tbe  British  military  air  budget,  it 
would  be  desirable  to  explore  with  tbe  ap- 
propriate technicians  and  policymakers  tbe 
posElbilltles  of  supplying  the  British  Govem- 
ment  with  tbe  airframes  of  our  latest  types 
of  fighters  In  which  British -make  engines 
could  be  readily  Installed.  This  formula,  if 
feasible,  would  appear  to  be  preferable  to  tbe 
present  program  for  tbe  foUowlng  reasons: 
(1)  The  combination  of  United  States  air- 
frames and  BrltUb  engines  should  result  In 
truly  supersonic  fighters  far  superior  to  tbe 
Javelin.  Hawker.  Hunter,  and  Swift.  (2) 
United  States  grant  aid  would  not  be  tised 
to  build  up  production  lines  in  the  United 
Kingdom  to  turn  out  planes  that  are  not 


comparable  to  the  siiggested  United  States- 
British  combination  versions.  (3)  United 
States   taxpayers'   money   would   be    used   to 

Strengthen  our  own  aircraft  industry  and 
make  Jobs  for  American  workers  instead  of 
contributing  to  tlw  British  program  iat  civil 
Jet  expansion. 

ItTaTHXa   AID    rUNDS   TO   BRTTAIN    SHOUU)   AWATT 
ATTLEE-BCVAM   SXPOBT 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  In  view 
of  the  above  recommendations,  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Nevada  would  consider 
it  a  better  part  of  wisdom  if  foreign-aid 
disbursements  to  Great  Britain  were  de- 
ferred until  at  least  Mr.  Attlee  and  Mr. 
Bevan  return  to  England  and  report  on 
their  conferences  with  the  leaders  of 
Communist  Russia  and  Red  China. 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Nevada  con- 
siders this  a  very  constructive  proposal 
and  he  earnestly  hopes  that  Mr.  Stassen 
will  give  It  his  earnest  consideration 
when  he  gets  these  new  billions  of  tax- 
payers' dollars  in  his  eager  hands. 

He  could  tie  up  a  reasonable  portion 
In  a  neat  bundle  for  Britain  and  store  the 
bundle  in  some  safe  place  tempwrarily, 
or  until  such  time  as  we  know  what  Brit- 
ain proposes  to  do  with  it.  or  with  the 
aircraft,  jet  engines,  munitions,  and  oth- 
er war  goods  that  it  will  enable  British 
industry  to  produce. 

If  Britain  proposes  to  use  it  to  provide 
for  its  own  or  for  Western  Europe's  de- 
fense, then,  under  the  terms  of  the  act, 
the  money  would  be  turned  over  to  it. 

BEWABE  or  BLANK   CHECKS  TO   BBTTAIN 

But  a  blank  check  to  Britain  at  this 
time  could  wind  up  endorsed  by  Molotov 
or  Chou  En-Lai,  Red  China's  Foreign 
Minister. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  say  at  this  point 
It  is  not  certain  but  that  much  of  this 
money,  in  goods  and  in  manufactured 
materials,  may  wind  up  in  Red  China 
and  Communist  Russia  even  under  Mr. 
Churchill  and  Mr.  Eklen. 

The  contention  may  be  made  that  Mr. 
Attlee  and  Mr.  Bevan  do  not.  at  this  mo- 
ment at  least,  represent  the  British  Gov- 
ernment. 

Technically,  that  is  true.  They  hold 
no  official  posts,  although  the  Attlee- 
Bevan  party  does  include  several  mem- 
bers of  the  British  Parliament. 

But  the  British  Government  operates 
a  bit  differently  than  we  do  in  America. 

ATTLXX     SHASED     IN     WOSLD     WAR     n     BOOSEVELT- 
CBUBCHn.L  SECKETS 

Mr.  Attlee  was  very  active  in  the 
Churchill  Cabinet  during  World  War  II. 
He  was  Lord  Privy  Seal  and  served  as 
Deputy  Prime  Minister  during  Winston 
Churchill's  trips  to  the  United  States  and 
other  areas  of  the  world  to  consult  with 
President  Roosevelt  or  with  Stalin. 

He  shared  Churchill's  confidences  and 
in  Churchillian-Roosevelt  secrets  that 
the  American  public  were  not  permitted 
to  share  in.  And.  of  course,  as  I  stated 
before,  Mr.  Attlee  was  advanced  to  Brit- 
ain's No.  1  man  about  the  time  that  Mr. 
Truman  tocA  office. 

Tomorrow  he  may  be  back  in  power 
again  with  Comrade  Bevan  as  his  For- 
eign Secretary. 

Such  a  thin  line  divides  the  Govern- 
ment in  Britain  today  that  there  is  little 
difference  in  poUcy,  regardless  of  which 


?roup  Is  In  power.  Ifo  attempt  has  ever 
been  made  by  either  to  rererae  tbe  rec- 
ognition of  Red  Chhuu 

Mr.  President,  tbe  editorial,  previous- 
ly referred  to,  which  was  published  in  the 
Washington  Daily  News,  dealt  only  with 
"Comrade  Clem's  '  operations  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Korean  war,  and  with  the 
errors  and  mistakes  made  by  the  pre- 
vious United  States  administration  in 
following  his  counsels. 

Other  errors  and  mistakes  prior  to  the 
Korean  war  were  made  by  the  previous 
administration  while  Mr.  Attlee  repre- 
sented Great  Britain  as  its  Prime  Min- 
ister. 

The  British  loan  was  inspired  during 
"Comrade  Clem's"  ministry  over  Britain 
during  which  he  exerted  his  baneful 
influence  over  the  then  President  of  the 
United  States  and  Secretary  of  State. 

Foreign  aid  was  bom  under  Attlee. 

GATT.  the  giant  international  trade 
giveaway  was  bom  under  Attlee. 

vxited  states  ofticials  axdd  attlix  in 

POSTWAB   schemes 

Socialized  trade  and  socialized  aid 
all  were  inaugurated  in  Britain  while 
"Comrade  Clem"  was  its  Prime  Minister. 
And  he  liad  willing  aids  in  our  own  Ciov- 
ernment. 

It  was  not  many  months  after  Mr. 
Attlee's  rise  to  power  that  the  adminis- 
tration came  up  with  its  proposals  for 
expansion  of  world  trade  and  employ- 
ment. 

The  United  States  Treasury  Depart- 
ment was  represented  in  this  by  Harry 
Dexter  White  and  V.  Frank  Coe,  and  the 
proposals  were  sent  to  14  coimtries  in- 
cluding Soviet  Russia.  Czechoslovakia, 
and  the  United  Kingdom. 

RABBT    DEXTEB   WHTTE's   BOLE   Hf    $3.TSO.OOO,OOS 
LOAN  TO  BBTTAnr 

Then  came  the  so-called  Anglo-Amer- 
ican financial  and  commercial  agree- 
ments with  the  Attlee  government  and 
our  own  Treasury  and  State  Depart- 
ments handling  the  negotiations. 

That  is  the  agreement^  we  all  remem- 
ber, that  resulted  in  the  $3,750,000,000 
loan  to  Mr.  Attlee's  government,  the 
lend-lease  settlement  so  favorable  to 
Britain,  and  the  agreement  to  shift  from 
bilateral  to  multilateral  trade  agree- 
ments through  what  is  now  known  as 
GATT.  the  general  agreement  on  tariffs 
and  trade,  which  is  so  little  imderstood 
in  this  country  that  it  is  scary  even  to 
think  about  it 

Here  we  find  Harry  Dexter  White  and 
V.  Prank  Coe  again  representing  the 
United  States  in  harmony  writh  Mr.  Att- 
lee, and  their  names  appear  a«ain  high 
on  the  list  of  those  who  prepared  the 
charter  for  the  International  Trade  Or- 
ganization, or  no,  along  with  that  of 
another  individual  whose  name  may  be 
familiar  to  congressional  investigators— 
VictOT  Perlo. 

Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nevada  recalls  that  as  long  ago  as  April 
1947, 1  discussed  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate the  activities  of  Mr.  Harry  Dexter 
White  in  connection  with  the  $3,750,000.- 
000  British  loan  which  we  were  then 
debating.    That  was  in  1947,  8  yeairs  aso. 
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tXWD  BBRAUf'S  ^ 

I  quoted  ICr.  White  as  testifying  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  RftnWng  and  Cur- 
rency. McWbite  had  told  the  com- 
mittee: 

Slw— • 

Meaning  Britain^ 

Is  wUllng  to  oommlt  benelf  to  our  program 
of  fair  currency  and  trade  practices  In  order 
to  encourage  an  expansion  of  world  trade. 

TUnk  of  that — a  sovereign  nation 
willing  to  c<nnmit  herself  to  fair  cur- 
rency and  tr^e  practices  if  she  is  paid 
for  It. 

Of  course  Britain,  then  under  the  min- 
istry of  ^'Cranrade  Clem"  never  lived  up 
to  these  assurances  by  Mr.  White. 

No  steps  have  been  taken  even  at  this 
late  date  to  inaugurate  a  system  of  fair 
currency,  and  Britain's  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  Mr.  R.  A.  Butler  warned 
less  than  a  month  ago  that  Britain  has 
no  intention  of  backing  a  fair  currency 
unless  the  United  States  pledges  "freer 
trade  and  massive  dollar  backing." 
BarrAiN'a  ultimatum   to  wtod  vtAtEs  on 

WUM  CUBSXNCT 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  Ml*.  Butler's  ultimatum,  as 
published  in  the  New  York  Journal  of 
Commerce  on  July  19,  1954,  be  printed 
in  the  Rkcoro  at  this  point  in  my  re- 
marks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

CONVdTUILITT  LnOE  STUBSSBD — SSKK  UNTTID 

Stars  Ouabamtt  of  Fsezb  Trade,  Dollab 

SUPPdKT 

London.  July  18. — Non-Oommunlst  Europe 
served  notice  over  the  weekend  it  Intends 
seeking  new  American  guaranties  of  freer 
trade  and  massive  dollar  backing  before 
making  its  currencies  convertible. 

Britain's  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  R.  A. 
Butler  told  reporters  on  behalf  of  a  confer- 
ence of  12  European  nations: 

1.  Pace  of  Buret's  haul  toward  convert- 
ibility "must  depend  upon  action  taken 
within  the  dollar  area"  to  widen  world  trade. 
That.  In  practice,  means  tbe  United  States 
Win  be  urged  to  cut  tariffs,  liberalize  cus- 
toms regulations  and  generally  buy  more 
from  Europe. 

2.  The  International  Monetary  Fund  with 
lending  powers  of  $3.2  blUlon.  must  be  a 
"prlnclp^  source  of  credit"  for  Its  European 
members  after  convertlbUlty.  The  United 
SUtes  is  about  the  biggest  single  investor 
in  IMF. 

Mr.  Butler  did  not  say  so  but  other  in- 
formants reported  the  Eviropean  nations  dis- 
cussed the  possibility  of  approaching  the 
American  Federal  Reserve  System  for  stand- 
by backing  In  any  currency  emergency  that 
might  come  in  the  wake  of  convertibility. 

Mr.  Butler  had  presided  over  a  2-day  par- 
ley of  finance  ministers  that  ended  Friday. 

They  came  here,  under  auspices  of  the 
Organization  for  European  Economic  Co- 
operation, to  plan  one  of  the  biggest  finan- 
cial gambles  since  the  war.  All  agreed  they 
woiUd  be  taking  a  giant  step  toward  free 
trade  by  making  their  poimds,  francs,  lire. 
TaarkB,  kroner,  and  other  moneys  convert- 
ible. 

A  strong  American  delegation  under  For- 
eign  Operations  Administrator  Harold  E. 
Stassen  took  part  In  an  observer  role.  Can- 
ada. Portugal.  Eire.  Turkey,  and  Austria  also 
sent  observers. 

The  ministers  did  not  issue  a  commimlquo 
but  Mr.  Butler  sj;>oke  t<x  them  all  as  chalr- 
aax 


He  said  of  the  American  observers  tliat 
they  were  "of  the  greatest  possible  help"  atid 
he  added:  "I  have  no  doubt  they  would  wish 
to  see  American  policies  develop  In  as  Ubetal 
a  method  as  possible  following  upton  the  te- 
■port  of  the  Randall  Commission.  But  there 
is  a  great  more  to  be  done  .  .  .  before  we 
can  be  satisfied." 

sas  assionxd  OEPunxs 

Mr.  Butler  said  deputies  have  been  as- 
signed to: 

1.  Formulate  a  new  world  trade  code  em- 
bodying the  idea  of  ever-widening  the  free 
flow  of  goods. 

a.  study  ways  of  setting  up  a  new  multi- 
million-dollar European  credit  fund  On 
which  all  will  be  able  to  draw  in  times  of 
trouble — whether  they  free  their  currencies 
or  not. 

Britain  already  has  lined  about  all  the 
Commonwealth  and  empire  countries  be- 
hind her  In  the  march  to  convertibility. 

That  Is  Important.  They  make  up  the 
stearllng  area.  About  half  of  the  world's 
trade  is  transacted  with  sterling. 

Mr.  Butler  said  the  next  stage  will  come 
when  European  and  Conunonwealth  flnance 
ministers  meet  In  Washington  for  the  an- 
nual IMP  parley  In  September.  It  seems 
clear  the  Commonwealth  and  European  na- 
tions then  will  begin  to  dlscioss  concrete  pro- 
posals with  American  leaders  on  all  the  to- 
sues  Involved. 

British  officials  said  they  believe  a  n«w 
world  trade  and  finance  parley  will  emerge 
from  these  discussions. 

BBTTAIN  LONO  ON   PLEDGES — SHOKT   ON 
PERTOSMANCK 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  Mr. 
Harry  Dexter  White,  back  in  1947,  gave 
assurances  of  British  action  in  the  event 
that  we  advanced  Mr.  Attlee's  govern- 
ment $3,750,000,000  American  tax  dol- 
lars. That  was  not  all  the  British 
pledged.  Mr.  President.  They  pledged 
that  that  would  be  the  end  of  it.  That 
was  to  be  the  last.  This  followed  lend- 
lease,  UNRRA,  and  many  other  subter- 
fuges. 

Mr.  White  stated  that  In  return  for 
this  huge  loan  Britain  would  "be  willing 
to  assume  the  risk  of  selling  her  prod- 
ucts in  fair  competition  with  the  ex- 
porters of  other  countries." 

Imagine.  Mr.  President,  that  for  a  little 
less  than  $4  billion  a  nation  would  be 
willing  to  assume  the  risk  of  selling  her 
products  In  fair  competition  with  the 
exporters  of  our  own  Nation. 

Of  course,  she  never  has  done  that  and 
never  will. 

COVhD  WHTTE  HAVE  BEEN  AGENT  rOB  BOTH  EXOS 
AND  BXrr aim's  BOCIAI.ISTS? 

It  would  be  Interesting  to  learn,  Mr. 
President,  if  Mr.  Harry  Dexter  White. 
Whom  we  now  know  to  have  been  an 
agent  for  the  Soviet  Government,  also 
had  authority  from  Britain's  Socialist 
government  to  act  as  its  agent  in  pro- 
moting the  fantastic  and  unnecessary 
$3,750,000,000  British  loan. 

Britain's  Prime  Minister  at  that  time. 
as  I  stated  before,  was  Mr.  Clement  Att^ 
lee,  the  same  Attlee  who  is  currently 
leading  a  Socialist  delegation  in  Red 
China  with  a  view  to  warming  up  still 
closer  to  the  Communists. 

Mr.  President,  the  current  mission  of 
Attlee  and  Bevan  to  Moscow  and  Pei- 
ping  should  come  as  no  surprise.  The 
New  York  Times  on  May  26,  1954,  pub- 
lished a  special  dispatch  from  London 
headed  "Attlee  and  Bevan  To  Visit  Re< 


China."  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  dispatch  be  printed  in  the  RkcoKs 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  dispatch 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  RtcoKu. 
as  follows: 

Attlee  and  Bevan  To  Visrr  Red  CAina — 
LABORrrE  Leader  and  Kct  Foe  Wn.ii  Heab 
Pahtt  Delegation — Favos  Closek  Rela- 
tions 

London,  May  26. — Former  Prime  Minister 
Clement  R.  Attlee  and  Aneurin  Bevan.  his 
principal  foe  in  the  Labor  Party,  will  lead 
a  Laborite  delegation  to  Communist  China 
this  summer. 

The  national  executive  committee  Of  the 
Labor  Party,  at  a  meeting  here  today,  decided 
to  accept  an  Invitation  from  the  Chinese 
People's  Institute  of  Foreign  Affairs  to  visit 
China  In  August  and  September.  It  Will  be 
the  first  Laborite  visit  to  China  since  the 
Communist  regime  was  established.  In  1944 
the  party  sent  an  official  delegation  |o  the 
Soviet  Union. 

Officially  the  party  has  supported  a  British- 
United  States  agreement  to  examine  the  pos- 
sibility of  collective  defense  in  southeast 
Asia  to  check  aggression  by  Communist 
China  or  its  satellites.  But  both  Mr.  Attlee 
and  Mr.  Bevan  are  strong  supporters  of  a 
policy  of  establishing  closer  ties  with  the 
Communist  regime. 

Other  members  of  the  delegation  will  In- 
clude Wilfrid  Burke  and  Dr.  Edith  Summer- 
skill,  members  of  Parliament,  and  Morgan 
Phillips,  general  secretary  of  the  party. 
There  also  will  be  three  trade-union  rep- 
resentatives. 

The  first  move  for  a  visit  to  Chlnfc  was 
made  at  the  party  conference  at  Margate  last 
September.  The  agenda  included  a  com- 
posite resolution  urging  that  goodwill  mis- 
sions be  sent  to  the  Soviet  Union  and  China 
as  a  step  toward  more  friendly  relations 
between  East  and  West. 

MOSCOW    tJRCES    BirrAIN   TO    8CUTTLI   NATO 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  by  a 
remarkable  bit  of  timing  Moscow,  on  the 
very  same  day  as  the  Attlee-Bevan  an- 
nouncement, came  out  with  proposals  to 
Britain  that  it  scuttle  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  and  enter  into  trade  ties  with 
the  Soviet  Union. 

The  New  York  Times  likewise  reported 
this  in  a  dispatch  from  Moscow  headed, 
"Soviet  Overtures  to  Britain  Pushed." 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this 
article  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Soviet  Ovektures  to  BsrrAiN  Pushed— Mos- 
cow Bids  London  Break  Wrra  NATO  and 
Abandon  United  States  Tbade  RESTRjonoNs 

(By  Harrison  E.  SalUbury) 
Moscow,  May  26.— Moscow  proposed  today 
that  Britain  break  with  her  policy  of  support 
for  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty,  abandon 
United  States-inspired  trade  restrictions  and 
Join  the  Soviet  Union  in  a  common  effort  for 
peace,  security,  and  profitable  business  con- 
tracts. 

The  Soviet  bid  was  made  in  connection 
with  the  anniversary  of  the  Anglo-Soviet  al- 
liance signed  12  years  ago  today  in  Loodon 
by  Anthony  Eden.  PorelRn  Secretary,  and 
Vyacheslav  M.  Molotov,  Soviet  Foreign  Min- 
ister. 

The  government  newspafjcr  Izvestla.  noting 
the  long-term  nature  of  the  20-year  al- 
liance, took  the  occasion  to  emphasize  that 
under  one  of  Its  provisions  the  treaty  might 
be  renewed. 

The  fact  that  the  government  newspaper 
took  particular  notice  of  nhe  proviso  of  the 
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treaty  whereby  it  might  be  extended  at- 
tracted particular  interest  since  Britain  has 
on  several  occasions  suggested  to  Moscow 
that  she  might  find  it  desirable  to  extend  the 
treaty  to  a  50-year  term. 

TRADE    UNK    DISCTTSSXO 

One  of  the  strongest  features  of  the  com- 
mentary in  Pravda.  the  Communist  organ, 
was  Its  open  bid  to  Britain  to  throw  oS  her 
restrictions  originating  with  the  United 
States  Battle  Act  and  enter  Into  broader  uade 
relations  with  the  Soviet  Union.  The  Battle 
Act  Is  designed  to  halt  shipment  of  strategic 
materials  to  the  Soviet  bloc  by  denying 
United  States  aid  to  nations  that  engage  In 
such  commerce. 

The  Soviet  statement  suggested  that  Brit- 
ain could  be  certain  of  large  contracts  and  a 
big  increase  In  business  If  she  was  willing 
to  disregard  the  Battle  Act  provisions.  At 
the  same  time  the  Soviet  entered  into  a  gen- 
eral argument  directed  against  Britain's  as- 
Bociatlon  with  the  North  AtlanUc  Treaty  Or- 
ganization In  its  present  form  and  against 
British  association  with  the  European  De- 
fense Community. 

The  Soviet  proposed  as  un  alternative  that 
Britain  and  the  Soviet,  on  the  basis  of  the 
exi.sting  alliance,  enter  InMJ  Joint  search  for 
security  measures  for  Europe  on  the  basis  of 
the  Soviet  proposals  mad<;  at  Berlin. 

Pravda  declared  that  collaboration  of 
Britain  and  the  Soviet  Un;on  had  special  sig- 
nificance at  this  time  aid  strongly  argued 
that  the  present  dlrectlor.  of  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  arrangements  was  not  In  British  In- 
terests and  In  fact  had  pioduced  a  threat  to 
British  sovereignty. 

lAWRCNCE  COMMENTS  ON  ATTLEE'S  JOCRNEY 
TO  RED  CHINA 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  on  June 
7,  shortly  after  the  Attlee-Bevan  an- 
nouncement and  the  Moscow  proposals, 
David  Lawrence  wrote  u  very  fine  column 
discussing  the  impending  Attlee-Bevan 
mission,  which,  as  I  have  stated.  Is  now 
taking  place.  The  Wa-shington  Star  was 
among  newspapers  of  the  Nation  pub- 
hshing  Mr.  Lawrence's  column  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  Mr. 
Lawrence's  comment,  headed  "Attlee's 
Journey  to  Red  China. '  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  R£cord, 
as  follows: 

AtTLET'S  JOtTRNET  TO  RET  CHINA BLtnfT  AN- 
NOUNCEMENT Made  or  rRip  bt  Labor  Party 
Leaders;  British  Don't  Realize  How 
Desplt  Americans  Wnx  Resent  It 

(By  David  Lawrence) 

London,  June  7. — How  readily  the  rela- 
tions between  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States  can  be  subjected  to  acute  irritation 
when  all  the  facts  are  net  put  in  perspective 
is  well  Illustrated  by  the  blunt  announce- 
ment that  eight  memliers  of  the  British 
Labor  Party  In  Parliament,  headed  by  former 
Prime  Minister  Attlee.  have  decided  to  go 
for  a  visit  to  Red  China  this  summer. 

If  some  of  the  minority  leaders  In  Congress 
had  suddenly  decided  during  the  summer  of 
1940.  after  Britain  had  bf-en  bombed,  to  go  on 
a  visit  to  Adolf  Hitler,  it  can  easily  be 
imagined  what  the  reaction  Inside  Great 
Britain  would  have  been.  Furthermore.  If 
today  some  of  the  Democratic  Party  leaders 
had  decided  to  visit  the  Kremlin  without 
having  consulted  the  United  States  Depart- 
ment of  State  In  advaiice  and  If  the  an- 
nouncement had  said  tliat  the  purpose  was 
to  discuss  public  pollcUs  with  the  Moscow 
government,  the  British  press  would  prop- 
erly have  hailed  It  as  an  unwarranted  Inter- 
ference with  the  prerogetives  of  the  Ameri- 
can Chief  Executive.  There  would  be  even 
more  criticism  than  there  was  a  few  months 


ago  when  Senator  McCartht  undertook  to 
persuade  Oreek  shipowners  to  carry  out  the 
spirit  of  the  American  embargo  on  trade  with 
Bed  China. 

But  while  the  announcement  of  Mr. 
Attlee's  prof>08ed  visit  has  been  adversely 
commented  upon  in  some  of  the  British 
newspapers,  and  while  the  Foreign  Office  has 
denied  that  it  was  consulted  or  that  it  ap- 
proved of  the  mission,  the  fact  remains  that 
the  British  people  as  a  whole  are  not  at  all 
exercised  about  the  episode  and  few  persons 
really  know  how  deeply  the  Attlee  mission 
can  wound  the  sensibilities  of  the  American 
people. 

Why.  It  may  be  asked.  Is  there  such  In- 
difference? The  answer  is  that  the  sacnfices 
made  by  the  American  people — the  140.000 
casualties  In  Korea — are  not  now  and  never 
have  been  Impressed  upon  the  British  people 
by  most  of  the  newspapers  here.  There  Is 
a  sort  of  "Ifs  all  In  the  day's  work"  attitude 
In  Britain  which  seems  to  say.  "well,  we  have 
had  many  killed  In  little  wars  for  the  last 
hundred  years."  This  Is  but  another  way 
of  brushing  off  the  Korean  war  Itself,  which 
seems  never  to  have  been  convincingly  pre- 
sented in  Britain  as  a  war  for  an  Ideal — 
the  repelling  of  aggression  8.000  miles  away 
from  home  primarily  by  the  forces  of  a 
country  with  no  colonies  In  the  Far  East  and 
with  no  commercial  Interests  to  defend. 
There  Is  no  other  logical  explanation  for  the 
tendency  In  the  British  Parliament  to  for- 
get so  soon  that  Red  China  was  declared  an 
aggessor  by  formal  resolution  of  the  United 
Nations  In  February  1951  and  that  she  has 
done  nothing  since  to  atone  for  her  sins 
before  the  world.  Americans  cannot  under- 
stand the  British  willingness  to  take  the 
blood-covered  hand  of  the  Red  China  gov- 
ernment. 

But  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  say  that  the 
Brltlch  Government,  and  particularly  its 
Foreign  Office.  Is  unaware  of  the  American 
attitude.  Had  the  Attlee  mission  come  be- 
fore the  cabinet  for  permission,  which  ap- 
parently It  does  not  need  to  obtain,  the 
answer  would  have  been,  "not  at  this  time." 

Also  there  are  plenty  of  members  of  Par- 
liament who  say  privately  that  the  AtUee 
mission  Is  a  grave  mistake  and  they  hope 
America  will  understand  It  Is  not  a  policy 
of  the  British  Government  or  of  the  ma- 
jority In  Parliament.  For  after  all,  Mr. 
Attlee  and  his  associates — among  them  the 
flrcy  Aneurin  Bevan — do  not  represent  Brit- 
ain, but  only  themselves. 

Clement  Attlee  himself  has  a  deep  preju- 
dice on  the  matter  of  American  policy  in  the 
Par  East.  He  thinks  the  United  States 
should  have  abandoned  Formosa  to  the  Reds. 
Mr.  Bevan  believes  America  caused  the  ag- 
gression by  the  North  Koreans  and  the  Red 
Chinese.  Both  men  are  matiu-e  enough  to 
know  the  comfort  that  the  Communists  will 
derive  from  their  Journey.  Mr.  Attlee  de- 
fends his  course  In  an  Interview  published 
In  the  London  News  Chronicle: 

"Our  politicians  are  too  Ignorant  of  the 
China  of  today.  We  want  to  make  an  honest 
repcwt  about  the  changes  taking  place  In 
this  vast  country  whose  civilization  Is 
thousands  of  years  old.  We  want,  if  we 
can,  to  see  how  we  can  make  friends  In  this 
great  community  and  to  gain  the  good  will 
of  Its  leaders.  I  cannot  see  how  anything 
but  good  can  come  of  such  a  visit." 

There  is  something  naive  about  a  man  of 
the  experience  of  Mr.  Attlee  who  believes  that 
he  wUl  be  able  to  get  an  honest  look  at  any- 
thing behind  the  Iron  Curtain  or  that  the 
hand  of  friendship  should  be  extended  to  a 
government  which  holds  In  prison  many 
American  citizens  captured  In  the  Korean 
war  and  never  returned  as  the  armistice 
agreement  required. 

Prime  Minister  Chtirchill,  moreover,  has 
Just  told  the  House  of  Commons  that  the 
government  of  Red  China  has  snubbed  for 
4  years  a  British  offer  to  exchange  am- 
bassadors. 


Is  it.  therefore,  the  functloa  of  a  group  off 
minority  members  of  the  national  legis- 
lature to  conduct  the  foreign  poUCy  of  tbe 
British  Government,  and  decide  for  them- 
selves whether  or  not  it  is  opportune  to  start 
their  own  conversations  with  Chou  En-lal. 
the  foreign  minister  of  Red  China,  who  oan<- 
not  but  feel  he  Is  dealing  with  the  Brltiali 
Labor  Party  and  possibly  with  the  men  who 
will  head  up  the  next  British  Oovemme^? 
The  American  people  may  confidently  ex- 
pect that  all  this  wUl  be  clarified  before 
long.  For  never  in  the  heyday  of  his  asser- 
tion of  congressional  powers  In  inquiring 
into  International  policy  has  even  a  certain 
Wisconsin  Senator  ever  suggested  that  he 
or  his  associates  go  abroad  to  deal  directly 
with  a  foreign  government,  especiaUy  when 
his  own  Government,  as  weU  as  the  United 
Nations,  are  still  in  a  technical  state  of  war 
with  that  aggressor  government. 

RED  china  seeks  TRAOX  PACT  WTTB  BRITAIir 

Mr.  MALONE.  BAr.  President,  some 
might  say  that  Mr.  Attlee  and  Mr.  Bevan 
do  not  shape  Britain's  foreign  policy  or 
trade  pwlicy,  but  whatever  the  case  may 
be,  the  Attlee-Bevan  pohcy  and  the  of- 
ficial policy  of  Britain  have  marked 
similarities. 

The  Washington  Post  and  Times  Her- 
ald on  June  4,  1954,  carried  an  interest- 
ing dispatch  from  London  beaded  "Pei- 
ping  plans  trade  pact  with  Britain."  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  dis- 
patch be  printed  in  the  Recoss  at  thi^ 
point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  dispatch 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcoko, 
as  follows: 

Peiping   Plans   Tsaok   Pact   Wrrn   BuTAnr 

London,  June  3. — Red  China  lias  accepted 
an  unofficial  British  Invitation  to  send  a 
mission  here  soon  to  negotiate  a  big  trade 
pact. 

This  was  announced  today  by  five  of  the 
nation's  main  industrial  and  commercial 
groups.  They  said  also  the  Chinese  have 
ofTered  to  receive  a  team  of  British  business- 
men In  Pelplng  to  conclude  contracts  and 
generally  boost  trade  between  the  two 
countries. 

Spokesmen  for  the  British  groups  told  a 
news  conference  arrangements  for  nonstra- 
teglc  business  with  the  Chinese  have  been 
carried  out  "with  the  full  knowledge  and 
blessing  of  the  British  Government.'* 

The  Information  came  out  after  the  For- 
eign Office  disclosed  the  Cblnese  Commu- 
nists had  promised  to  lift  some  restrictions 
on  activities  of  British  businessmen  in  their 
territory  and  to  review  the  case  of  Bobert 
Ford,  a  British  radio  operator  seized  when 
the  Chinese  overran  Tibet  In  1950. 

A  Foreign  Office  spokesman  reftised  to  say 
whether  the  Chinese  had  agreed  to  a  long, 
time  British  request  for  exchange  of  am- 
bassadors, but  the  steps  taken  represented 
the  most  conciliatory  gestures  the  Chinese 
Reds  have  taken  since  Britain  recognised 
the  Peiping  regime  more  than  4  years  ago. 

The  Foreign  Office  said  the  Chinese  dele- 
gation at  the  Geneva  Conference  infcxmed 
Humphrey  Trevelyan,  head  of  the  Britlsli 
diplomatic  mission  In  Pelplng,  that  they  wiU 
grant  exit  permits  to  British  businessmen  on 
the  Chinese  mainland  who  for  some  years 
have  not  been  allowed  to  leave. 

They  wUI  also  allow  the  fimos  these  busi- 
nessmen represent  to  send  in  men  to  replaoa 
those  who  leave,  and  investigate  difllcultlea 
which  have  been  placed  In  the  way  of  British 
firms  which  want  to  wind  up  their  opera- 
tions In  China. 

H.  J.  Collar,  secretary  of  the  China  Asso- 
ciation, which  speaks  for  British  firms  with 
interests  in  China,  said  later  nearly  ao  exit 
permits  had  been  granted  to  Britons  In.  tiM 
past  month  or  so. 
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Mr.  LOMO.  Ur.  President.  wUl  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MAIiONE.  I  am  happy  to  3^eld 
to    the    distinguished    Senator    from 

Mr.  LONO.  Is  it  not  true  that  since 
World  War  n  we  have  erlven  away  $45 
billion  to  countries  overseas  on  the 
tbeory  that  we  were  incapable  of  defend- 
ing oar  own  Nation  alQpe  if  we  were 
attacked? 

Mr.  MAIjONE.  That  must  have  been 
the  assumption,  however,  starting  with 
World  War  I  In  1917  we  entered  into 
Europe's  interminable  wars  on  the  theory 
that  if  Germany  whipped  Europe  we 
would  be  next — and  that  we  must  defend 
Africa.  Europe,  and  Asia  to  secure  the 
critical  materials  we  must  have  in  peace 
and  in  war.  Neither  is  true.  Including 
our  committed  money,  the  amount  we 
have  expended  since  World  War  n  Is  now 
$59  billion.  No  one  knows,  of  course,  how 
much  a  billion  dollars  is.  But,  w^en  we 
get  down  to  a  few  dollars  taken  from  our 
taxpayers  who  are  making  a  living  the 
hard  way,  taxpayers  in  the  Senator's 
State  of  Louisiana  and  in  the  State  of 
Nevada,  they  can  understand  what  a  few 
dollars  amount  to.  Probably  one  of  the 
reasons  it  Is  difficult  to  understand  the 
$59  billion  is  because  it  has  been  piled 
up  into  an  addiUonal  debt.  The  $275 
billion  debt  is  Just  so  many  figures. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  3^eld  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  Did  the  Senator  see  an 
article  which  appeared  in  the  New  York 
Times  recently,  to  the  effect  that  Euro- 
peans have  received  $4  billion  more  than 
they  even  expected?  Somewhere  there 
was  a  slip,  we  gave  them  $4  billion  more 
economic  aid  than  they  were  expecting, 
and  more  than  we  thought  we  were  go- 
ing to  deliver  to  them. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  not  surprised.  I 
note  that  Mr.  Stassen  is  having  consid- 
erable trouble  now  with  the  Middle  East. 
Some  of  the  nations  seem  to  be  fed  up 
with  him  and  do  not  want  any  more  of 
his  fooling  around  out  there,  and  have 
told  him  politely  to  stay  away.  He  is 
now  engaged  in  that  argument,  how  to 
force  them  to  take  the  money. 

It  seems  that  we  are  having  more  and 
more  trouble  disposing  of  money.  One 
of  our  chief  exports,  of  course,  is  money, 
and  apparently  we  think  we  have  to  con- 
tinue exporting  it  for  some  reason  not 
entirely  clear  to  the  jimior  Senator  from 
Nevada. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  Does  the  Senator  recall 
that  one  of  the  main  argvunents  made 
for  economic  aid  to  the  countries  of 
Europe  was  that  those  countries  needed 
American  dollars  in  order  to  buy  from 
us?  The  whole  idea  of  the  economic  aid 
was  to  get  the  dollars  in  their  hands. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  remember  that  very 
thoroughly,  and  I  remember  from  our 
prior  debates  in  the  Senate  we  were  so 
anxious  to  give  them  dollars,  we  gave 


them  cash,  and  then  we  also  paid  in  dol- 
lars full  price  for  their  materials. 

Mr.  LONG.  Is  the  Senator  familiar 
with  the  fact  that  there  are  almost  one- 
half  million  American  servicemen  and 
their  families  stationed  in  Europe  today, 
and  that  all  those  people  are  being  paid 
in  dollars?  Those  people  spend  those 
dollars,  and  the  result  is  many  billions 
of  dollars  of  economic  aid  in  Europe  that 
no  one  ever  thought  about  when  the  pro- 
posal to  send  additional  American  troops 
to  Europe  was  first  considered. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Louisiana  that  many  believe  that 
is  the  reason  why  we  are  keeping  the 
troops  in  foreign  nations.  Certainly 
they  cannot  defend  themselves.  Quoting 
outstanding  military  strategists,  if  a  war 
came  tomorrow,  we  could  not  put  on  a 
decent  Dunkerque  in  Europe.  We  could 
not  feed  our  soldiers  and  we  could  not 
evacuate  them.  They  would  be  on  the 
way  to  salt  mines,  or  dead,  in  a  week. 
They  are  there  to  spend  money  in  lieu  of 
additional  Marshall  plan  aid. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 
Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  happy  to  yield. 
Mr.  LONG.  I  wonder  if  It  ever  oc- 
curred to  the  Senator  how  foolish  our 
foreign  policy  has  been  in  some  respects, 
particularly  insofar  as  England  is  con- 
cerned. Historically,  for  more  than  SOO 
years,  England  has  been  compelled  by 
force  of  her  position  to  contain  Russia 
and  keep  Russia  from  taking  the  re- 
mainder of  Europe.  Britain  successfully 
maintained  that  foreign  policy  for  hun- 
dreds of  years.  Finally  that  policy  be- 
came a  tremendous  burden.  She  ma- 
neuvered the  United  States  into  assum- 
ing that  burden;  and  once  we  assumed 
it  and  assumed  treaty  obligations  pro- 
viding that  we  would  not  permit  Russia 
to  expand,  Britain  seems  to  be  moving 
toward  neutrality.  Now  she  is  prepared 
to  let  us  take  over  the  responsibility  of 
containing  Russia. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  about  to  say  that 
the  nations  of  Europe— Britain  and 
Prance  being  the  2  leaders — have  2  hats. 
One  of  them  is  a  United  States  hat  and 
one  is  a  Russian  hat.  It  is  little  known. 
at  least  apparently  little  known — al- 
though the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
has  placed  the  facts  in  the  Record  here 
3  or  4  different  times — that  Britain  and 
Prance  each  have  an  independent  mu- 
tual-security pact  with  Russia.  There 
Is  a  paragraph  in  each  one  of  the  pacts 
reading  almost  exactly  like  the  North 
Atlantic  Treaty  Pact.  So  they  are  signed 
up  with  both  Russia  and  the  United 
States.  It  is  like  a  ballplayer  signed  up 
with  the  Yankees  and  the  Giants,  which- 
ever wins  the  pennant  they  are  in  the 
money. 

Mr.  LONG.  They  are  signed  up  with 
both  teams. 

Mr.  MALONE.  That  is  correct.  It 
would  be  funny  if  it  were  not  a  tragedy. 
There  is  nothing  that  Senators  can  do 
about  it  if  we  continue  to  vote  billions  of 
dollars  of  taxpayers'  money  for  Europe 
and  they  continue  to  pour  them  into 
Russia  and  into  Communist  China 
through  exports.  Reporters  are  writing 
about  it  every  day.    We  can  pick  up  any 


newspaper — for  instance,  here  is  the 
Baltimore  Sun  of  August  17.  which  is 
today.  It  is  headed  "Attlee  China  Visit 
Viewed  as  Welding  Ties  to  Britain."  It 
reads,  in  part,  as  follows: 

PinpiNO,  China,  August  16. — Chou  En-Ial, 
Chinese  Premier  and  Foreign  Minister,  to- 
night gave  an  elaborate  banquet  in  honor 
of   the  Brltlsb   Labor  Party  delegation. 

It  goes  on  to  say  that  the  diiuier  weis 
held  in  the  Hall  of  Magnanimity,  a  for- 
mer royal  palace,  and  that  the  dinner 
was  attended  by  members  of  government 
diplomatic  corps  in  Peiping. 

Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  say  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana that  I  was  in  the  capital  of  China. 
Nanking,  in  1948.  and  our  Ambassador, 
Mr.  Stewart,  and  the  Generalissimo 
Chiang  Kai-shek,  tried  to  prevail  on  me 
not  to  go  to  Peiping  because  the  Com- 
munists were  supposed  to  be  only  B  miles 
outside  the  city  limit-s. 

I  said  "I  did  not  come  12,000  miles  to 
fail  to  see  the  city  of  Peiping  and  the 
great  northern  general." 

We  landed  in  .Peiping  at  night,  with- 
out lights,  and  we  found  a  car  waiting 
without  lights.  We  were  driven  to  the 
great  northern  generals  camp.  He  told 
us  exactly  what  we  both  know,  that 
China  was  being  sold  down  the  river  to 
the  Communists.  It  took  him  about  3 
hours,  through  an  interpreter,  to  tell  us 
about  it. 

I  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Louisiana  that  we  have  deliberately 
brought  about  the  condition  we  now 
face  in  China,  the  Far  East,  and  Africa. 

How  anyone  can  read  the  current 
newspaper  reports  and  vote  continually 
to  pay  the  taxes  and  industrial  produc- 
tion expenses  of  the  European  nations 
is  more  than  I  can  understand. 

This  newspaper  article  describes  the 
dinner  to  which  I  have  referred.  It  was 
a  great  dinner,  undoubtedly.  "Hien  it 
goes  on  to  say: 

It  la  the  desire  of  the  Chinese  people  to 
strengthen  further  friendly  relatlcua  be- 
tween tlie  peoples  uf  the  two  countries. 

The  Chinese  Premier  urged  cultural 
interchange.    I  read  further: 

"Cultural  Interchange  should  also  be  ex- 
tended." he  said,  -rhia  will  have  Rn  Im- 
portant bearing  upon  consolidating  and  de- 
veloping friendship  and  increafiing  mutual 
understanding. 

•'Strengthening  of  Chinese-British  peace- 
ful cooperation  not  onl/  will  prove  to  the 
whole  world  that  It  l.*  possible  for  two 
countries  of  different  systems  to  coexist 
peacefully,  but  will  makf  it  possible  to  facil- 
itate the  application  o:  this  principle  of 
peaceful  coexistence  to  relations  between 
other  countries." 

The  speech  was  delivered  in  three  lan- 
guages, in  Russian  as  well  as  in  English 
and  Chinese. 

I  would  say  to  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana  that  we  must  be 
punch  drunk,  because  these  things  have 
no  effect  upon  us.  We  have  no  idea  ap- 
parently of  what  a  billion  dollars  means 
to  our  hard-pressed  taxpayers,  not  to 
mention  $17  billion,  which  was  the 
amount  of  the  first  appropriation  under 
the  Marshall  plan  in  1948.  It  was  to 
have  covered  4  years.  But  by  now  we 
have  built  this  assistance  up  to  the  $48 
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billion  mentioned  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Louisiana  and  to  the  $59 
billion  which  includes;  the  billions  we 
have  appropriated  but  which  these  for- 
eign countries  have  not  yet  got  around 
to  collecting. 

Twenty-five  years  ago  a  man  would 
have  been  put  into  an  insane  asylum  if 
he  mentioned  such  a  sum  to  be  paid  to 
foreign  nations  with  ntj  return. 

Mr.  LONO.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield? 

Mr.  MALONE.     I  yitld. 

Mr.  LONG.  Did  it  ever  occur  to  the 
Senator  that  for  the  sum  which  we  have 
given  away  we  could  have  built  2.003 
modem  airports  in  this  Nation,  with  ade- 
quate fuel  to  maintain  a  going  war  for  a 
considerable  period  of  time.  We  could 
have  built  enough  aircraft  to  give  us  the 
ability  to  strike  Russia  with  a  complete 
atomic  attack  from  ths  country  and  to 
disperse  our  strength  over  2.000  airbascs 
instead  of  over  about  100  airba^es? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  will  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator that  if  he  will  examine — and  I  know 
he  has  examined — the  report  made  by 
the  Subcommittee  on  Minerals.  Mate- 
rials, and  Fuels  Economics,  of  which  I 
happen  to  be  chairmar,  it  will  be  found 
that  some  of  our  preatt'st  former  gener- 
als have  testified  that  we  can  defend 
the  Western  Hemisphere.  They  have 
testified  that  not  only  can  we  defend  it, 
but  we  can  defend  it  fiom  North  Amer- 
ica. The  only  way  wt  can  defend  any 
other  part  of  the  world  is  from  here,  by 
building  long-range  stmic-speed  bomb- 
ers and  fighters,  guidec  missiles,  and  ra- 
dar, and  by  spending  our  money  in  de- 
fending the  only  area  which  can  be  de- 
fended in  the  first  go-;iroimd  in  an  all- 
out  war.  the  New  World — the  Western 
Hemi.'^phere. 

The  committee  depended  upon  the  well 
known  military  strategists  to  define  the 
area  we  could  defend,  but  I  know  every 
engineer  in  the  United  States,  by  repu- 
tation, who  has  accomjilished  anything; 
I  know  every  contractor,  every  producer 
who  has  accomplished  anything,  and  I 
know  the  engineers  and  economists  in 
the  Government  who  have  gained  the 
necessary  experience  tc  know  what  they 
are  doing. 

I  can  tell  them  from  the  hand-raised 
economists  who  have  inhabited  the  winr^s 
of  the  White  House  since  1932  and  who 
have  gained  their  knowledge  about  the 
economy  of  this  Nation  by  reading  tlie 
books  which  they  them;ielves  wrote. 

We  heard  these  engineers,  producers, 
and  experienced  Government  employees. 

The  Western  Hemisphere  can  be  made 
self-sufficient  in  the  production  of  the 
critical  materials  we  nted  to  fight  a  war 
or  live  in  peace.  It  could  have  been  done 
with  much  less  than  the  $48  billion  or 
the  $59  billion  to  which  we  have  referred, 
and  this  Nation  made  safe  from  depend- 
ence UfKjn  foreign  nations. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield? 

Mr.  MALONE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  Senator's  argument 
is  not  an  isolationist  argument.  It  is 
based  upon  a  careful  appraisal  of  what 
our  potential  enemy  has  and  what  it 
would  be  able  to  do  under  the  circum- 
stances, if  the  circumstances  might  be- 


come worse.  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
Nation  should  adopt  a  defense  poUcy 
which  would  tell  the  world  that  no  mat- 
ter what  happens  in  Europe  or  in  Asia, 
we  are  fully  capable  of  defending  this 
Nation  and  this  hemisphere,  and  we  ex- 
pect to  do  so. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  will  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator that  my  argument  is  the  opposite 
of  an  isolationist  policy,  because  we  can- 
not possibly  defend  Europe,  Africa,  and 
Asia  with  foot  soldiers  stationed  in  those 
areas — we  can  only  defend  the  Western 
Hemisphere  and  any  other  areas  we  elect 
to  defend  from  this  area. 

The  testimony  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred is  public  testimony.  The  only  way 
we  can  protect  parts  of  Europe.  Africa, 
or  Asia  is  by  operating  from  North 
America  with  the  planes  wliich  I  have 
described,  with  submprines,  guided  mis- 
siles and  radar.  If  this  is  true — smd  it 
is  true — it  is  time  we  reassayed  our  for- 
eign policy  and  our  domestic  p>olicy.  We 
should  reassay  these  policies  when  we 
are  asked  to  divide  the  markets  of  this 
Nation  with  all  the  ether  nations  of  the 
world  and  to  station  foot  soldiers  in  the 
nations  throughout  the  world. 

ONLT    UUrrED    STATES    WILL    OR    CAN     FBOTBCT 
WESTERN    HEMISPHERE 

The  United  States  is  the  only  power 
which  can  protect  the  nations  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere.  We  need  to  re- 
vive the  spirit  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
and  encourage  increased  cooperation  be- 
tween the  nations  of  the  New  World. 

Our  ancestors  came  to  the  New  World 
100.  200.  300.  or  400  years  ago.  Why? 
Because  they  could  not  make  a  living  in 
the  Old  World,  and  the  situation  has  not 
changed. 

Pour  hundred  years  ago  Britain, 
Prance,  and  Spain  began  to  explore  to 
locate  new  sources  of  food  to  keep  their 
populations  alive.  They  discovered  and 
explored  South  America.  North  America, 
the  Far  East,  the  Middle  East,  and  Africa. 
As  they  discovered  new  countries,  they 
made  colonies  of  them — colonial  slaves 
in  effect.  No  question  was  raised  about 
the  rights  of  the  di-scovered  people — only 
the  rights  of  the  nations  which  were 
seeking  to  discover  new  sources  of  food 
and  new  sources  of  trade  were  con- 
sidered. 

WESTERN    POWERS    DISCO\'ERED,    THEN    DIVIDED 

The  Encyclopaedia  Britannica  will  tell 
anyone  who  cares  to  read  it  what  hap- 
pened. Representatives  of  those  nations 
often  boldly  divided  the  areas  which  they 
had  mutually  discovered  to  avoid  trouble 
among  themselves. 

For  more  than  400  years  the  colonial 
system  has  been  building. 

OLD    WORLD     COLONIAL    SYSTEMS     SHATTERED     IN 
TWO   WARS 

There  were  developed  the  French  col- 
onial system  called  tlie  Union,  the  British 
colonial  system  now  known  as  the  Ster- 
ling bloc,  the  Belgian  colonial  system, 
and  the  colonial  system  of  the  Nether- 
lands. 

I  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Louisiana  I  Mr.  LongI  that  the  First 
World  War  shook  the  system.  That  was 
my  war.  I  served  in  France  and  England 
in  1918.  The  Second  World  War  de- 
stroyed the  colonial  system  utterly. 


VtiTTTD    STATES    CTJARANTEEB    OOtOMIAI.    B 
m    NATO  FACT 

Then  what  happened?  Following  the 
Second  World  War,  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  was  proposed  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  in  1948.  What  is  the  North  At- 
lantic Pact?  It  is  nothing  more  than 
a  mutual  guaranty  by  the  United 
states  of  the  integrity  of  the  colonial 
systems  throughout  the  world. 

The  debate  between  the  jimior  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada  and  the  late  Senator 
Vandenberg  of  Michigan  is  in  the  Rsc- 
ORD.  When  Senator  Vandenberg  pro- 
posed the  North  Atlantic  Treaty,  I  said. 
*We  are  guaranteeing  by  this  treaty  the 
integrity  of  the  coloniul  system  through- 
out the  world."    He  said.  "Oh.  no." 

I  then  said.  "This  is  the  way  it  is  being 
done.  We  are  guaranteeing  to  go  to  war 
when  those  nations  are  in  war.  We  will 
have  no  control  of  how  the  nations  of 
Europe — Britain,  Prance,  the  Nether- 
lands, and  Belgiimi — get  into  war.  How 
will  they  get  themselves  into  war? 
Through  the  defense  of  their  colonial 
systems." 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  can  read 
about  those  developments  in  any  local 
newspaper.  They  appear  in  the  news 
every  day.  We  are  attempting  to  de- 
fend the  colonial  systems,  and  the  sys- 
tems are  deader  than  JuUus  Caesar. 
Nobody  can  defend  them.  We  are  at- 
tempting to  do  the  impossible.  It  can- 
not be  done.  Russia  knows  it;  we 
should  know  it. 

It  is  time  the  United  States  reassessed 
its  foreign  policy  and  got  Its  feet  on  the 
ground.  We  do  not  want  isolationism  as 
such;  we  do  not  want  internationalism 
as  such.  We  want  to  preserve  our  own 
integrity  in  the  new  world — we  want  to 
trade  with  all  of  the  nations  of  the 
world  on  the  basis  of  fair  and  reasonable 
competition — and  become  self-sufficient 
in  the  production  of  the  critical  material 
within  the  area  we  can  defend — the  new 
world — the  Western  Hemisphere.  We 
need  to  revive  the  spirit  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  or  an  extended  Eisenhower 
doctrine. 

BRITISH    ADVISES    HAVE   LONG   T7RGCD  TRADE 
WITH    REDS 

There  is  no  mystery  about  Britain's 
policy  toward  Soviet  Russia  and  Red 
China,  whether  the  Prime  Minister  be 
"Comrade  Clem"  or  Sir  Winston  Church- 
ill. The  pwUcy  is  the  same,  the  policy  is 
trade. 

Britain's  trade  romance  with  Com- 
munist nations  as  been  of  long  duration, 
and  it  has  been  half  sold  to  some  of  our 
own  policymakers. 

As  early  as  last  December  31,  1953,  the 
Associated  Press  carried  a  dispatch  from 
London  headed  "British  Manufacturers 
Advised  To  Increase  Trade  With  Red 
Bloc." 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  dis- 
patch be  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  dispatch 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcord. 
as  follows: 

British  MANTTAcrrRERS  Advised  to  Increase 
TRADE  With  Red  Bloc 

London.  December  31. — A  British  Industry 
advisory  group  has  urged  Britain's  xranufsc- 
turers  to  make  vigorous  efforts  to  Increas* 
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tticlr  trade  In  nonatrateglc  Item*  with  Com- 
miinlst  dilna  and  the  Soviet  bloc. 

But  tlM  group,  a  special  panel  at  the  7ed- 
emtlon  of  Brltlsb  InduBtries  cautioned  yes- 
terday tbat  trade  with  the  Oommunlsts  could 
no  longer  aooount  for  even  a  comparatively 
modest  proportion  of  Britain's  total  com- 
merclal  flow.  The  Beds,  they  explained,  don't 
have  the  agricultural  exports  Britain  needs 
and  have  regarded  their  economy  to  gain  In- 
dependence of  the  West. 

The  panel  said  Esst-West  trade  should  re- 
ceive consideration  unlnhlMted  by  political 
preconceptions.  It  asserted  any  feeling 
that  such  dealings  are  unpatriotic  should 
be  emphatleaUy  dispelled. 

The  report  said  the  f  ederaticHi  also  shoTild 
keep  under  review  present  controls  on  trade 
with  Bed  China  so  the  British  Government 
could  be  asked  to  relax  them  if  peace  comes 
In  Korea. 

Preeent  controls  forbid  trade  in  goods  des- 
ignated as  having  strategic  value. 

The  report  cited  these  factOTs  limiting 
British  trade  with  the  Reds: 

1.  Trade  between  Russia  and  her  satellites 
has  been  stepped  up  tenfold  since  the  end  of 
World  War  H. 

2.  All  the  satellites  have  been  geared  to  the 
Soviet  eoontunlc  system  In  the  hope  of 
achieving  Independence  of  imports  from  be- 
yond the  Iron  Curtain. 

S.  Because  of  wide  industrial  expansion, 
the  Soviet  bloc  countries  no  longer  have 
surpluses  oi  the  agricultural  products  which 
were  the  mainstay  of  their  former  commer- 
cial dealings  with  the  West  and  which  Brit- 
ain eblefiy  wants  from  them. 

Tbm  panel  expressed  douM.  for  example. 
that  China  could  sustain  an  annual  trading 
program  with  Britain  of  75  to  100  million 
pounds  (1310  to  1380  million)  "which  Inter- 
acted propaganda  claims  as  passible." 


nAMoau. 


■CHOXD    saiTAIM'S    BAST- 
TBADB   FLXA 


Iffr.lCALONE.  Mr.  President,  support 
by  some  AmrrlotTis  for  Britain's  plans  to 
increase  her  trade  with  Commimist  na- 
tions was  not  long  in  developing.  We  are 
all  familiar  with  the  Randall  report,  rec- 
ommending that: 

The  united  States  acquiesce  in  more  trade 
In  peaceful  goods  between  western  Kurope 
and  the  Soviet  bloc. 

What  are  peaceful  goods  when  a  na- 
tion is  preparing  for  war?  Shirt  but- 
tons are  war  goods  when  a  country  is 
preparing  for  war.  Food  Is  war  goods. 
Textiles  are  war  goods.  Anything  which 
allows  a  nation  to  maintain  its  standard 
of  living  when  it  Is  preparing  for  war  is 
war  goods. 

If  Japan  during  the  clodng  days  of 
World  War  n  could  have  received  the 
goods  which  European  nations  now  are 
■hipping  to  Russia  and  Red  China,  ttie 
United  States  might  still  be  in  the  war, 
unless,  of  course  we  could  utterly  have 
destroyed  Japan  from  the  air,  which  we 
probably  could  have  done. 

A  London  dispatch  of  January  26  noted 
that  a  group  of  British  industrialists,  fol- 
lowing the  British  advice  above  stated 
had  left  for  Moscow. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  dis- 
patch, headed  "U.  K.  Industrialists  Leave 
for  Russia,"  be  printed  at  ttiis  point  in 
the  RscoBD. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  dispatch 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

U-  K.  Industsiausts  Lkavs  warn  Russia 
London,  January  26. — Thirty-three  British 
industrialists  took  off  for  Moscow  today  on 


a  private  mission  to  dnun  up  trade.  A 
spokesman  said  business  "running  to  |nany 
millions"  is  going  begging  in  the  Soviet 
Union. 

Members  of  the  party  represented  26  firms 
from  Britain's  major  industries,  incladlng 
automobUes.  electrical,  toolmaklng,  and 
woodworking  machinery  manufacturers. 

"We  are  going  out  there  to  show  the 
Russians  Just  what  we  have  to  offer,"  J.  B. 
Scott,  spokesman  ot  the  group  told  a  press 
conference.  "In  a  country  half  again  as  big 
as  the  whole  of  E^vope  there  are  great  pos- 
sibilities for  private  trade." 

Scott  said  everything  the  party  has  to  offer 
the  Russians  was  cleared  by  the  British  Gov- 
ernment as  nonstrateglc. 

The  group  represents  a  revamped  version 
of  a  trade  mission  organized  last  year  by 
the  British  Council  for  the  Promotlan  of 
International  TAde.  Arrangements  for  that 
trip  broke  down  when  Foreign  Secretary 
Anthony  Eden  denounced  the  council  as  a 
"Communist-front  organization  concerned 
mainly  with  spreading  Communist  propa- 
ganda." 


stassen  and  the  aixdcs 


The  western  allies  don't  see  eye  to  eye  on 
Just  what  goods  can  be  safely  traded  with 
the  "enemy";  for  example,  Britain  and 
France,  desperate  for  new  export  markets, 
favor  a  lot  looser  Easrt-West  trading  than 
does  the  United  States.  Because  the  trade 
talks  late  this  month  will  involve  touchy 
negotiations.  United  States  officials  are  chary 
with  public  comment  on  exactly  what 
COCOM  might  come  up  with. 

But  United  States  foreign  aid  host  Stassen. 
Just  back  from  hlgh-poUcy  talks  with  Brit- 
ish and  French  officials.  Is  promising  sub- 
stantial easing  of  East-West  trade  restraints. 
That  much  was  agreea  to  by  Mr,  Stassen 
In   his   talks   with    the   British   and  French. 

Moreover.  It's  understood  that  the  S  coun- 
tries secretly  agreed  on  10  broad  categories 
of  Items  that  might  be  dropped  from  the 
present  strategic  list,  leaving  It  to  COCOM 
to  decide  Just  which  items,  of  the  hundreds 
In  each  group,  will  actually  be  freed  of  East- 
West  trade  shackles. 

Mr.  MALONE.    Mr.  Stassen  and  the 


tJNiTED  STATES  FINANCES  TRADE :  BRrrAiN  GSTs  IT     allie.s  Bgrce.  Mf.  Piesidcnt.     It  ia  a  won- 


Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  London  dispatch 
of  January  26,  1954,  reads: 

Thirty-three  BritUh  industrialists  took 
off  for  Moscow  today  on  a  private  mission 
to  dnun  up  trade.  A  spokesman  said  busi- 
ness "running  to  many  millions"  la  going 
begging  In  the  Sovet  Union. 

I  have  no  doubt  that  It  was  going  beg- 
ging; but  not  for  long.  Not  if  the  United 
States  could  finance  the  trade,  and 
Britain  fcould  get  it.  | 

The  British  drive  for  Increased  trade 
with  the  Red  bloc  won  early  sympathy 
from  Mr.  Stassen,-  according  to  later 
dispatches. 

The  Wall  Street  Journal  in  February 
published  a  front  page  article  headed 
"Free  World  To  Relax  Curbs;  United 
States  ExiJorters  May  Get  New  Outlets — 
Stassen  and  Allies  Secretly  Agree  To 
Study  Freeing  of  Machines.  Metals, 
Ships— Prom  a  Driblet  to  a  Trickle?" 

I  ask  uhanimoiis  consent  that  opening 
paragraphs  of  this  article  be  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
from   the    article    were    ordered    to    be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Fasx  WoBLo  To  Relax  Cums;  UNrrro  EtATis 
ExpoBTERs  Mat  Gbt  Nrw  Outlets — Stabsen 
AND  Aixus  Secretly  Agree  To  Study  Free- 
ing or  Machines,  Metals.  Ships— FeOm  a 
Driblet  to  a  Trickle?  i 

(By  George  E.  Cruikshank)         I 
Wa-shincton. — Freer  trade  across  the  Iron 
Curtain  is  on  the  way.     What  will  It  mean 
for  the  American  businessman? 

Answer:  Possible  new  export  outlets  lor  a 
limited  list  of  United  States  goods,  mcstly 
production  machinery  and  some  raw  mate- 
rials, that  up  to  now  have  been  ruled  too 
"strategic"  for  shipment  to  Russia.  Also, 
some  slight  competition  from  Soviet  bloc 
wares,  such  as  furs  and  food  products. 

Precisely  what  goc<ls  wiU  be  dropped  from 
the  list  of  "strategic"  items  now  banned  from 
shipment  to  Iron  Curtain  countries  won't  be 
decided  until  later  tWs  month.  At  that  time. 
a  little-known  international  body  set  up  to 
police  western  trade  with  the  Reds  will  meet 
in  Paris  to  revamp  its  current  embargo  list. 
Called  the  Consultative  Group,  it's  made  up 
of  the  United  States  and  14  of  its  allies;  the 
group's  trade  policies  are  actually  hammered 
out  in  detail  by  a  coordinating  committee, 
known  informally  as  COCOM. 


derful  thing  when  a  free-lance  negoti- 
ator can  go  out  and  commit  us  to  divide 
trade  with  the  world  and  divide  our  tax- 
payers' money  with  the  world.  It  cer- 
tainly saves  a  lot  of  work  for  an  over- 
worked Congress,  provided  Congress  fol- 
lows the  commitment  through  and 
makes  good,  as  it  has  done  for  22  years. 

U.    N.    REPORTS   RED   CHINA   TRADE  OAINS 

Mr.  President,  even  without  Mr.  Stas- 
sen's  help,  or  that  of  Mr.  Randall,  trade 
with  Red  China  had  been  increasing. 

The  Washington  Star  carried  a  report 
from  the  United  Nations  showing  this 
increase  in  its  issue  of  February  7,  1954, 
under  the  heading,  "1953  Trade  With 
Red  China  Rose  Sharply,  U.  N.  Reports." 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  news 
report  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  news  re- 
port was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

1953  Trade  WrrH  Red  China  Rose  Sharply, 
U.  N.  Reports 

UNrrro  Nations.  New  York  .  February  6. — 
Red  China's  trade  with  the  non-Communist 
world  rose  sharply  during  the  first  half  of 
1953.  a  U.  N.  survey  show»d  today. 

The  U.  N.  figures,  published  In  the  monthly 
bulletin  of   statistics,  disclosed: 

1.  Communist  Chinas  exports  to  the  non- 
Communist  nations  increased  from  ai51  mil- 
lion In  the  first  6  months  of  1952  to  1205 
million  for  the  corresjxjnding  period  last 
year. 

2.  Her  Imports  from  non-Coirmunlst 
countries  zoomed  from  $112  million  in  the 
first  half  of  1952  to  $163  million  for  the  first 
half  of  1953. 

3.  Countries  Increasing  their  trade  with 
the  Pelplng  regime  included  Britain.  France. 
Belgium.  Western  Germany,  the  Netherlands, 
the  Scandinavian  countries.  Italy.  Austria 
and  Japan. 

4.  While  Communist  China's  trade  with 
non-Communist  areas  was  Increasing,  the 
trend  of  Russia's  trade  and  that  of  her 
European  satellites  was  Just  the  opposite. 
There  actually  was  a  drop  in  the  total  trade 
between  Communist  and  non-Communist 
countries  in  Europe. 

As  usual  the  U.  N.  tables  were  made  up  of 
figures  supplied  by  the  non-Communist 
countries  and  contained  no  information  on 
trade  among  the  Communist  countries  them- 
selves. 

Although  the  total  dollar  Increase  in  Red 
China's  trade  was  not  very  substantial  when 
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compared  with  the  totJ  1  volume  of  world 
trade,  there  was  a  penrentage  Increase  of 
approximately  one-third  In  both  Imports  and 
exptjrts. 

The  United  States  and  India  were  the  only 
major  countries  to  have  reduced  their  trade 
with  the  Chinese  Communists  substantially. 
The  table  listed  Red  China's  exports  to  the 
United  States  for  the  first  half  of  1952  at 
$22  5  million  and  those  "or  the  first  half  cf 
1953  at  $4  million.  Exports  from  the  United 
States  to  Communist  China  were  listed  at 
zer')  lor  both  periods. 

The  U.  N  report  did  not  say  what  goods 
were  exported  to  the  United  States,  bur  a 
Census  Bureau  spokesman  said  in  Washing- 
lun  last  Novenit)er  25  the  United  Staves 
bought  about  $27  5  mil  ion  In  goods  from 
C  mmunlst  China  and  Outer  Mongolia  in 
1952.  consisting  In  large  part  of  Chinese 
bristles,  considered  a  strategic  materlnl. 
Since  then  the  supply  ha>  been  declared  ade- 
quate and  the  lmpK>rts  ceased,  he  added. 

The  spokesman  said  Imports  for  the  first 
quarter  of  1953  amounted  to  $2  million,  all 
irtim  Outer  Mongolia,  «here  United  States 
dollar   purchase.s  are   not    forbidden. 

Nil  fjf^ures  were  published  on  India's  ex- 
ports to  the  Chinese  Reds,  but  the  chart 
showed  India's  Imports  from  the  Pelplng 
regime  dwindled  from  85.1  million  In  the 
first  6  months  of  1952  to  $2  1  million  during 
the   corresponding   periocl   last   year. 

Britain's  Imports  from  Red  China  rose 
from  $4  5  million  to  $10  9  mlUlcn  and  those 
of  other  British  overseas  territories  increased 
from  $89  7  million  to  $1:20.3  million.  West- 
ern Europe's  total  imports  from  Communist 
Ciilna  increased  from  $26  4  million  to  $55  4 
million  This  was  not  broken  down  country 
by  country,  but  the  U.  S.  report  contained 
figures  In  the  exports  of  some  Western 
European  countries  to  the  Pelplng  Govern- 
ment. 

These  include:  Frances  emorts  rose  from 
$900,000  to  $96  million:  Belgium's  from 
$7  4  million  to  $168  million;  the  Nether- 
lands from  zero  to  $2.6  million:  Western 
Germany  from  $100,000  to  $13  7  million:  Den- 
mark. Norway,  and  Sw.jden  from  $100,000 
to  $3  3  million;  Austria  and  Italy  (lumped 
toRether)    from  $1.9  million  to  $3.8  million. 

Britain's  exports  to  Red  China  Increased 
from  $1.8  million  to  $8  7  million.  Japan's 
exports  to  the  Chinese  Communists  Jumped 
from  $300,000  to  $2  2  million  and  her  Im- 
ports from  Red  China  from  $5  million  to 
$114  million.  Hong  Kongs  exports  to  Red 
China  rose  from  $29  million  to  $63  7  million. 

There  was  no  breakcown  on  individual 
Latin- American  countries,  but  the  chart 
showed  the  group  as  a  whole  Increased  their 
Imports  from  Red  China  from  $600,000  to 
$1.3  million.  No  exports  from  Latin  Amer- 
ica to  China  were  shown. 

stassen  agreement  with  FRENCH,  BRmSH 
AMPLIFTEO 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  a  de- 
tailed account  of  plans  to  increase  trade 
with  Communist  nations,  headed,  "West- 
ern Big  3  Agree  To  Rtlax  Ban  on  Trade 
With  Communists"  was  carried  by  the 
Christian  Science  Monitor  in  its  issue  of 
April  I,  1954,  mentioning  Mr.  Stassen, 
Prime  Minister  Churchill,  British  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  R.  A.  Butler,  and 
British  Board  of  Trade  President  Peter 
Thorneycrof  t,  but  not  Clement  Attlee  or 
Mr.  Bevan. 

In  passing,  I  wish  to  say,  do  not  over- 
look this  Mr.  Butler.  Apparently  he  has 
brains.  He  is  the  one  who  invented  the 
slogan  "Trade,  not  aid."  which  has  been 
adopted  by  many  individuals  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  article  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Western  Big  Three  Agree  To  Relax  Ban  on 

Trade  Wrra  Commvnists 

(By  Carlyle  Morgan) 

LoNTKJN. — American  desire  to  preserve  the 
closest  possible  unity  among  the  Western 
Allies  has  played  a  major  part  here  in  win- 
ning agreement  In  principle  between  the 
United  States.  Great  Britain,  and  France  for 
a  relaxation  of  bans  against  E^st-West  trade. 

While  certain  European  viewpoints  about 
this  trade  carried  much  weight  in  the  three- 
power  discussions  now  drawing  to  a  close 
here,  these  views  were  less  convincing  to 
American  negotiators  than  the  fact  that  a 
rigid  American  attitude  against  East-West 
trade  would  do  more  harm  than  good  in 
Europe's  present  political  and  economic  cli- 
mate. 

So  United  States  Foreign  Operations  Ad- 
ministrator Harold  E  Stassen.  British  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  Peter  Thorney- 
crof t.  and  French  Under  Secretary  Maurice 
Schumann   have  agreed: 

1.  To  permit  trade  with  the  Soviet  Union 
and  Its  European  satellites  net  only  in 
peacetime  consumer  goods  but  m  some  items 
heretofore  listed  as  "strategic." 

2.  To  keep  the  present  bans  on  East -West 
trade  with  Communist  China  and  North 
Korea  Intact  until  a  settlement  of  the  Indo- 
chlnese  and  Korean  wars  can  be  reached. 

European  arguments  for  Increased  Esst- 
West  trade  Included  the  points  that  this 
trade  Is  likely  to  be  diplomatically  useful; 
that  It  develops  western  contacts  with 
traders  Inside  the  Iron  Curtain;  that  it 
should  help  to  relax  political  tension  between 
Elast  and  West;  that  it  helps  raise  living 
standards  and  so  reduces  the  appeal  of  com- 
munism. 

Some  of  these  arguments  have  already  been 
put  forward  by  Britain  s  Prime  Minister  S.r 
Winston  Churchill  In  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Many  Britons  are  convinced  of  their 
validity  quite  aside  from  any  consideration 
of  Britain's  growing  need  for  export  mar- 
keU. 

They  were  recognized  In  the  agreement 
reached  here  to  permit  trade  In  goods  that 
would  contribute  to  food,  shelter,  health, 
etc.,  of  the  Europ>ean  peoples  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain.  This  should  at  least  prevent 
Soviet  propaganda  from  effectively  charging 
the  West  with  withholding  needed  things 
which  the  Communist  regimes  stood  ready 
to   buy   for   their   peoples,    it   was   felt. 

The  agreement  reached  here  is  only  the 
beginning  of  a  task  likely  to  take  3  or  4 
months  and  Involving  15  non-Communist 
countries.  These  now  must  work  out  de- 
tailed agreements  as  to  what  goods  shall  be 
labeled  strategic  and  nonstrateglc  under  the 
new  arrangements.  The  countries  are  all 
North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization  mem- 
bers except  Iceland,  plus  West  Germany  and 
Japan. 

What  is  clear  now  is  that  the  list  of 
strategic  goods  will  be  considerably  shorter 
than  It  has  been.  The  shorter  list,  besides 
meaning  enlarged  trade  opportunities  for  Eu- 
rope, will  have  the  advantage  from  an  Amer- 
ican as  well  as  British  point  of  view  of  being 
easier  to  police  effectively. 

In  addition  to  the  American  desire  to  main- 
tain maximum  allied  cohesion,  another  im- 
portant reason  for  relaxing  Elast-West  trade 
bans  has  appeared  in  recent  months.  This 
is  the  changed  outlook  for  the  course  of  the 
East -West   struggle. 

The  United  States  as  well  as  Its  European 
allies  now  are  preparing  for  a  long  pull 
rather  than  an  immediate  explosion  in  the 
cold  war.  The  long  pull  calls  for  more  em- 
phasis on  diplomacy  and  other  methods  of 
relaxing  East-West  tensions  and  somewhat 
less  on  purely  military  preparations  against 
attack. 


The  demand  for  bigger  East-West  trade 
opportunities  has  seemed  justified  in  many 
ETuropean  eyes  by  the  fact  that  the  United 
States  does  not  Itself  seem  likely  to  open 
up  much  bigger  markets  for  the  products  of 
its  allies.  Some  of  these  allies  have  their 
own  problems  with  communism  at  home, 
problems  which  become  more  dUBcult  if 
their  exports  fall  and  unemployment  in- 
creases. 

Before  leaving  London  for  Washington.  Mr. 
Stassen  will  discuss  with  British  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  R.  A.  Butler  questions  of 
American  aid  to  Britain  during  the  coming 
year  and  very  likely  also  the  effect  which 
the  new  American  policy  of  resuming  stock- 
piling may  have  on  British  exports. 

So  far  the  announcement  of  this  new  poli- 
cy has  served  only  to  reasstire  Britons  that 
American  raw  materials  will  not  be  dumped 
in  European  markets. 

Mr.  Stassen  and  Mr.  Butler  also  are  ex- 
pected to  discuss  the  American  recession — 
a  development  which  many  Europeans  see 
as  a  warning  that  they  must  seek  Increased 
markets  elsewhere  than  in  the  United 
States — including  markets  which  have  here- 
tofore been  restricted  by  bans  on  East-West 
trade. 

BRrriSH   PRESS  GIVES  BSmSH   VERSION   OF  RED 
TKAOE   DRIVE 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  Mr. 
Stassen's  policy  of  increased  trade  With 
Communists,  as  detailed  in  the  Chris- 
tian Science  Monitor  issue  of  April  1. 
1954,  ties  in  neatly  with  the  British 
program  as  told  in  the  March  25  issue 
of  the  London  Daily  Express,  published 
in  London.  England. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  ar- 
ticle from  the  London  Daily  Elxpress. 
headed  "Open  Up.  FYiends — There's 
Gold  Here,"  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Open  Up,  Friends — There's  Gold  Hixb 
(By  William  Barkley) 

Britain  is  making  definite  proposals  to  the 
United  States  and  other  allies  to  cut  down 
the  barred  list  of  goods  for  trade  with  Soviet 
Russia. 

Sir  Winston  Chtirchill  is.  therefore,  press- 
ing his  views  that  the  more  trade  there  is* 
through  the  Iron  Curtain  the  better  for  the 
chances  of  peaceful  relations. 

Sir  Winston  laid  down  in  the  Commons 
a  month  ago  that  there  would  be  no  trade 
in  military  equipment. 

But  he  recommended  "a  substantial  relax- 
ation of  the  restriction  of  manufactured 
goods,  raw  materials,  and  shipping." 

All  these,  and  many  more  Items,  are  on 
the  list  governed  by  "strategic  controls,"  and 
are  barred. 

nonsense 

Yesterday  M.  P.'s  on  both  sides  said  it  was 
nonsense  to  regard  them  as  involving  se- 
curity. 

And  Mr.  Peter  Thorney croft,  president  of 
the  lx>ard  of  trade,  was  able  to  assure  them 
that  Britain  Is  taking  the  initiative  in  this. 

He  emphasized  that  the  discussions  ex- 
cluded China  and  said  "We  believe  it  Is  pos-^ 
sible  to  combine  an  enforceable  list  of  con- 
trols on  goods  where  security  is  importiuit 
with  a  relaxation  of  controls  on  other  goods. 

"We  intend  to  press  on  with  this  initia- 
tive." 

And  he  added  that  the  Geneva  conference, 
starting  on  April  20.  will  give  an  opportunity 
for  pressing  on. 

Mr.  Harold  Wilson  (Socialist.  Huyton) .  for- 
mer president  of  the  board  of  trade,  waa 
scornful  of  his  succeaaor'a  deeds  to  date.  "All 
we  have  had  is  words,  words,  words.     Lei 
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vm  have  aome  •ction." 
mctlon: 

1.  streamUnlng  of  the  control  list  vntll 
It  InclndM  only  such  Items  as  Jet  adrentft* 
guided  missiles,  and  atomic  weapons; 

3.  A  formal  trade  agreement  with  Bussla, 
and 

3.  Reopening  of  trade  with  China  on  the 
same  basis. 

AnUUDf 

"American  and  Japanese  buslneaamen  are 
already  getting  actlye  in  the  China  market," 
be  said.  "We  feel  the  Oovemment  is  afraid 
to  move  an  inch  in  case  it  gets  into  trouble 
with  some  American  Senators." 

ICr.  Wilson  said  that  America  is  schizo- 
phrenic In  these  matters — "It's  Government 
preaches  virtue,  while  its  businessmen  go  in 
for  Bin  in  a  big  way.  And,  if  you  complain, 
the  United  States  Government  says:  "These 
are  private  businessmen.' " 

He  told  how  Western  European  manufac- 
tiirers  get  around  the  restrictions  which  our 
manufacturers  observe. 

Russia  wants  uninsulated  copper  wire,  but 
this  is  barred.  Bo  one  firm  supplied  insula- 
tion which  can  be  stripped  off  with  a  kind 
of  zip-fastener. 

Trade  with  Russia,  said  Mr.  Wilson,  has 
become  respectable  since  the  mission  of  the 
33  British  businessmen  went  to  Moscow  and 
DOW  he  added,  the  seal  has  been  set  upon 
It  by  Sir  Winston's  speech. 

Britain's  gold  and  dollar  reserve  was  main- 
tained last  quarter  by  the  arrival  of  £35 
million  worth  of  Soviet  gold. 

Mr.  Wilson  added:  "Mr.  Butler,  the  Chan- 
cellor, agrees  that  even  Russian  gold  is  worth 
its  weight  tn  dollars  (laughter)  even  if  it 
has  to  be  melted  down  to  remove  the  ham- 
mer and  si(^e  before  exporting  it  to  the 
United  States." 

Did  Mr.  Wilson  see  a  new  look  when  he 
▼isited  Moscow  last  September? 

GBX&T    DBSIRK 

His  report  was:  "It  became  clear  to  me 
that  there  was  a  great  desire  in  the  Soviet 
Union  to  expand  imports  and  exports  and 
that  the  increasing  need  for  consumer  goods 
gave  an  entirely  new  aspect  to  the  domestic 
economy. 

"Sir  Winston  Chm-chill's  foray  has  stimu- 
lated the  board  of  trade.  He  is  the  only 
member  of  the  Government  big  enough  to 
stand  up  to  certain  transatlantic  pressures." 

Capt.  Henry  Kerby  (Tory.  Arundel  and 
Shoreham)  revealed  in  a  maiden  speech  that 
he  is  a  flrst-class  interpreter  in  the  Russian 
language,  who  sjMnt  some  years  on  what 
be  called  the  borderlands  of  that  great  em- 
pire. He  agreed  if  goods  do  not  cross  fron- 
tiers armies  will  sooner  or  later. 

China  note:  Asked  about  trade  with  China 
at  question  time  before  the  debate  Mr.  An- 
thony Nutting,  Foreign  Under  Secretary, 
said  he  hoped  the  Geneva  conference  would 
open  the  way  "for  reconsideration  of  the 
strategic  emBargo  on  trade  with  China." 

Sir  Wiiuton,  in  his  foreign  affairs  speech 
made  it  clear  he  was  thinking  only  of 
Russia. 

We  could  not.  he  said,  relax  restriction 
on  trade  with  China  xintll  the  Korean  peace 
is  established. 

"biluoms  to  bsitaik"  iirvoi.vs8  axsKS  to 

TTNITXD  BTATXS 

Bfr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  there  la 
much  behind  this  currMit  mission  of 
Mr.  Attlee  and  Mr.  Sevan  and  their  com- 
rades to  Moscow  and  to  Communist 
China. 

It  has  all  the  semblance  of  a  well-laid 
pattern — ^perhaps  the  word  "conspiracy" 
might  be  too  strong. 

Missions  of  other  Britons  to  Moscow 
have  preceded  It.  High  officials  in  the 
Churchill  government,  including  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  have  been 


ainglng  the  same  sweet  theme  Mfttg — 
friendly  coexistence  with  the  Commu- 
nists and.  above  all.- trade. 

I  submit,  nil.  President,  that  our  own 
Government  at  this  time  will  be  assum- 
ing grave  risks  if  we  advance  further 
milliona  or  billions  of  new  aid  to  Britain 
without  a  firm  understanding  of  what  It 
Is  to  be  spent  on,  who  it  is  to  be  spent  for, 
and  who  will  direct  the  spending. 

TiaCX  TO  STOP  APPEAitINC 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  there  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks  a  final  edi- 
torial connected  with  Mr.  Attlee,  titled, 
"We're  Still  Appeasing." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricord, 
as  follows: 

[Prom  the  Washington  Dally  News  of  August 
11.   10541 

We'ri  Stiix  Appi:asing 

If  the  United  States  "had  taken  courageous 
action"  and  won  a  military  victory  in  Korea. 
"we  would  not  have  been  confronted  with 
the  unhappy  situation  In  Indochina,"  In  the 
opinion  of  Gen.  Mark  Clark. 

The  four-star  general,  who  retired  last 
year,  after  commanding  our  forces  in  Austria 
and  in  Korea,  told  a  congressional  commit- 
tee yesterday  that  the  Korean  truce  left  the 
Communist  enemy  "ready  and  arrogant"  on 
the  38th  parallel. 

"We  trained  him  how  to  fight."  he  said. 

General  Clark  also  said  we  need  "more 
red  blood"  In  our  State  Department,  with 
which  most  Americans  will  agree. 

He  related  that  in  1947  President  Truman 
told  him  personally  to  keep  possession  of 
thousands  of  Danube  River  barges  In  Aus- 
tria. But  this  decision  was  overridden  in 
a  few  weeks  by  the  State  Department  and 
the  barges  were  turned  over  to"  the  Russians. 

The  general  said  that  when  he  was  not 
permitted  to  send  his  bombers  beyond  the 
Talu  River  into  Manchuria,  he  felt  that  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  agreed  with  him  But 
he  said  he  "had  a  feeling  that  the  signals 
were  being  called  by  the  State  Departsment 
or  someone  higher." 

Former  British  Prime  Minister  Clement 
Attlee,  now  being  toasted  at  Moscow,  where 
he  has  stopped  off  en  route  to  Pelping  to  be 
the  guest  of  the  Chinese  Reds,  has  boasted 
that  he  was  that  "someone  higher."  Mr. 
Attlee  also  has  accepted  credit  for  "getting" 
Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur,  who  has  said  al- 
most exactly  the  same  things  General  Clark 
Is  8a]rlng  now. 

But  Mr.  Attlee,  the  British  Socialist  leader. 
was  by  no  means  the  only  Influence  respon- 
sible for  our  weak  approach  to  communism. 
As  General  Clark  declared  yesterday,  "We 
have  confronted  the  Soviets  with  one  ap- 
peasement and  concession  after  another." 
And  most  of  those  decisions  were  ma<le  In 
the  State  Department,  where  the  purge 
promised  by  the  present  administration 
probably  hasn't  more  than  skimmed  the 
surface. 

General  C^ark,  who  had  dally  dealings  with 
the  Russians  In  Austria,  does  not  believe 
bombing  Red  Chinese  territory  during  the 
Korean  conflict  would  have  "triggered  world 
war  m."  He  said  he  did  not  think  "you  can 
drag  the  Soviet  Union  into  a  world  war" — 
"because  they  are  doing  so  well  In  the  cold 
war." 

But  we  are  inviting  excesses  by  the  Red 
satellites  by  our  very  timidity. 

Right  now,  in  drafting  the  so-called 
Southeast  Asian  E>efense  Treaty,  we  are  try- 
ing to  lure  netrtrals  like  India  Into  the  or- 
ganisation by  barring  antl-Communlst  gov- 
ernments like  South  Korea  and  Nationalist 
China.    That  is  appeasement  of  the  Vorst 


kind  because  it  demonstrates  to  the  enemy 
that  we  do  not  liave  the  courage  of  our  con- 
vict Iotjj. 

Moreover,  our  Government  is  publicly  ex- 
cluding Nationalist  Ctilna  from  this  proposed 
pcu:t  at  the  very  moment  when  Red  China  is 
threatening  to  Invade  Formosa.  It  is  the 
next  thing  to  telling  the  Reds  to  go  ahead 
ttecause  we  are  looking  the  other  way. 

RID    TRADE    PACTS    WTTH    MARSHALX    PtAN    BENS- 
riCIARIXS  RECALLED 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  it  might 
be  remembered  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  put  in  the  Congiessionai. 
Record  in  1948.  86  trade  treaties  made 
between  Russia  or  her  Iron  Ctirtain 
satellites,  and  the  17  Marshall  plan 
couxitries  of  Europe. 

In  1949  the  junior  S3nator  from 
Nevada  inserted  in  the  Record  96  trade 
treaties  made  by  the  same  European 
countries  with  Communist  Russia  and 
her  satellites  agreeing  to  ship  to  those 
countries  tool  steel,  engines,  electrical 
equipment,  ball  bearings — in  fact,  every 
conceivable  material  that  Russia  or 
China  might  need  to  make  war  upon  the 
United  States  of  America. 

BRFT.^IN   SIGNS  SECt-TirrT   PACT  WTrH  RTTSSIA 

In  1949  the  junior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada also  placed  in  the  Record  a  copy  of 
the  mutual  security  pact  that  England 
had  signed  with  Russia.  One  paragraph 
reads: 

Each  high  contracting  party  undertakes 
not  to  conclude  any  alliance  and  not  to  take 
part  in  any  coalition  directed  against  Hub 
other  high  contracting  party. 

I  wish  to  point  out  that  that  pact  Is 
still  in  existence.  No  notice  has  ever 
been  served  by  either  country.  Eussia  or 
England,  of  cancellation,  and  not  even 
any  nervousness  has  been  shown  about 
it.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  pointed  out 
that  they  are  now  carrying  out  the  very 
pledge  they  made  in  that  pact,  assisting 
Russia  economically. 

BRITAI.N,     PRANCE     WEAR    TWO     HATS 

Yet.  Mr.  President,  on  April  4,  1949, 
England  signed  the  Atlantic  Pact  with 
the  United  States  of  America,  including, 
in  effect,  the  same  identical  provision. 

Prance  also  signed  the  t,ame  mutual 
security  pact  with  Russia,  and  then 
signed  the  Atlantic  Pact  with  thi$  Nation. 
Those  pacts  with  Russia  have  approxi- 
mately 10  more  years  to  run. 

The  two  nations  of  England  and 
France  have  two  hats,  a  United  States 
hat  and  a  Russian  hat. 

"comrade  clem"  DONS  RUSSIAN   HAT 

Mr.  Attlee,  in  his  recent  visits  to  Mos- 
cow, Russia,  and  to  Peiping,  China,  was 
simply  wearing  his  Russian  hat.  while 
they  arranged  for  additional  trade  agree- 
ments with  Communist  Russia  and  Red 
China. 

England  was  in  the  forefront  of  the 
nations  which  recognized  Red  Ctiina. 

Mr.  President  the  Atlantic  ftict  was 
"stillborn."  The  only  life  it  has  ever 
had  injected  into  it  was  American  blood 
and  mohey. 

Mr.  President,  on  Saturday  the  Senate 
voted  approximately  $3  billion,  In  addi- 
tion to  an  unexpended  balance  ♦f  about 
$9  billion.  This  is  to  be  disbursed  largely 
in  Europe  and  Asia.  To  develop  what? 
Industrial  enterprises  and  prodt^ctton  to 
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fulfill  the  trade  treaties  between  otu: 
so-called  allies  and  Russia  and  China. 

Mr.  President,  since  the  European 
countries  seem  to  be  donning  Russian 
hats,  it  behooves  the  United  States  of 
America  to  reappraise  Its  foreign  policy 
now  in  the  interest  of  her  own  survivaL 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  the  floor. 


PROTECTION  OF  STRATEGIC  DE- 
FENSE FACILmES  FROM  ACTS  OF 
SABOTAGE,  ETC. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  3428)  to  authorize  the 
Federal  Government  to  guard  strategic 
defense  facilities  against  mdivlduals  be- 
lieved to  be  disposed  to  commit  acts  of 
sat>otage,  espionage,  or  other  subver- 
sion.   

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Under 
the  ul^animous- consent  ai:reement.  dur- 
ing the  further  consideration  of  Senate 
bill  3428.  det)ate  on  any  amendment  or 
motion.  Including  appeals,  is  limited  to 
not  exceeding  1  hour,  to  be  equally  di- 
V  ded  and  controlled:  and  debate  on  the 
bill  itself  is  limited  to  not  exceeding  1 
hour,  to  be  similarly  divided  and  con- 
trolled. 

The  bill  is  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  Pr<«ident.  I  sug- 
gest the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  time  on  the  bill  is 
controlled,  imder  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement,  the  absence  of  a 
quorum  can  be  suggested  at  this  time 
only  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Then.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  sug- 
gest the  absence  of  a  quorum,  without 
the  time  required  for  the  call  of  the  roll 
being  charged  to  either  side. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  thiit  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  0FFIC:ER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiiy. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  believe  the  Sen- 
ate is  now  operating  under  the  unani- 
mous-consent agreement.  Will  the 
Chair  have  it  stated  at  this  point  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
unanimous-consent  agreement  will  be 
read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ordered,  That  during  the  furthw  con- 
sideration of  Calendar  No.  1834.  S.  3428.  a 
bill  to  authorize  the  Federal  Oovemment  to 
guard  strategic  defense  facilities  against  In- 
dividual believed  to  be  disposed  to  conunlt 
acts  of  sabotage,  espionage,  or  other  subver- 
sion, debate  on  any  amendment  or  motion 
(including  appeals)  shall  be  limited  to  not 
exceeding  1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided  and 
controUed,  respectively,  by  the  mover  of  any 
Euch  amendment  or  motion  and  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Langks],  in  the 
event  he  is  opposed  to  any  such  amend- 
ment or  motion;  otherwise,  by  the  mover 


and  the  minority  leader:  Provided,  That  no 
amendment  that  is  not  germane  to  the  sub- 
ject matter  of  the  said  bUl  shaU  lie  received: 
And  provided  further.  That  debate  upon  the 
bm  ttaeU  shaU  be  limited  to  not  exceeding  1 
hour,  to  be  eqtially  divided  and  controlled, 
respectively,  by  the  Senstor  from  North 
E>akota  [Mr.  LiAngxr]  and  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Johnson], 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  act- 
ing on  behalf  of  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Lancer],  I  yield  20  minutes 
of  the  time  on  our  side  to  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson]. 

The  PFtESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Michigan  is  recognized  for 
20  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
yield  to  me  at  this  time? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  shall  be 
absent  from  the  Chamber  for  a  few 
minutes.  I  ask  that  the  Chair  recognize 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennedy],  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
him  to  yield  such  time  as  I  would  other- 
wise be  called  upon  to  srield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  that  will  be  done. 

Mr.  JOIWSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  for  yielding  to 
me. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Biir.  President.  I 
shall  make  a  brief  explanation  of  the  bill. 

The  purpose  of  Senate  bill  3428  is  to 
provide  the  Federal  Government  with 
new  authority  to  guard  strategic  de- 
fense facilities  by  barring  from  them 
that  limited  number  of  Individuals  who 
an:  subversive  and  may  be  reasonably  be- 
lieved to  be  disix)sed  to  commit  acts  of 
sabotage,  espionage,  or  other  subversion. 
It  is  understood  that  a  definite  number  of 
such  Individuals  has  already  been  Iden- 
tified. Some  of  these  Individuals  are 
known  to  be  employed  In  facilities  where 
sabotage  in  time  of  war  or  emergency 
would  seriously  impair  the  military  ef- 
fectiveness of  the  United  States. 

It  is  understood  that  a  definite  number 
of  such  individuals  have  already  been 
Identified :  that  is.  those  who  can  be  ex- 
pected to  commit  sabotage  and  espio- 
nage and  subversion.  Some  of  those  in- 
dividuals are  known  to  be  employed  In 
facilities  where  sabotage  In  time  of  war 
or  emergency  would  seriously — and  I 
underscore  the  word  "seriously" — im- 
pair the  military  effectivness  of  the 
United  States. 

The  facilities  involved  are  privately 
owned  and  are  primarily  engaged  In 
what  Is  regarded  as  normal  civilian  pro- 
duction. Alt)iough  there  is  authority  for 
barring  subversive  individuals  from  fa- 
cilities directly  engaged  in  the  perform- 
ance of  defense  contracts,  there  is  no 
similar  authority  with  respect  to  these 
facilities,  although,  as  in  the  case  of  a 
powerplant  or  a  producer  of  other  basic 
materials  or  supplies  required  by  a  de- 
fense contractor.  sat>otage  or  Interrup- 
tion of  production  by  these  facilities 
could  veiy  materially  curtail  defense  pro- 
duction. Espionage  is  also  an  important 
consideration. 

The  Magnuson  Act  C50  U.  8.  C.  191). 
relating  to  vessels,  piers,  and  waterfront 
facilities,  has  served  as  a  model  for  the 
proposed  bill. 


What  was  provided  in  the  MagnosoQ 
biU  is  not  included  In  this  bill,  but  is 
specifically  exempt.  The  Magnuson  bill 
applied  to  vessels,  piers,  and  waterfront 
facilities.  We  wish  to  extend  the  law  so 
as  to  cover  other  facilities,  as  proposed 
in  the  pending  bill. 

Although  the  bill  has  a  potentially 
broader  coverage  than  the  Magnuson 
Act,  by  reason  of  the  procedures  pro- 
vided by  the  bill  its  operations  will  in 
fact  be  confined  to  the  screening  of  » 
relatively  small  number  of  persons. 

Section  1  provides  a  short  title  for  the 
proix>sed  enactment,  the  "Defense  Facili- 
ties Protection  Act  of  1954." 

Section  2  is  a  statement  of  legislative 
findings  as  to  the  basic  considerations 
applicable  to  this  legislation,  reciting  the 
dependence  of  the  Nation  in  time  of  war 
upon  its  production  economy,  and  the 
fact  that  injury  or  impairment  of  such 
economy  and  capacity  has  tiecome  a  . 
major  objective  of  aggressor  nations ;  the 
existence  in  the  United  States  of  a  small 
number  of  subversive  individuals  reason- 
ably believed  to  be  disposed  to  engage  in 
sabotage  or  espionage  at  the  strategic 
time ;  and  the  necessity  of  barring  them 
from  access  to  those  facilities  where  they 
could  seriously  impair  the  Nati<m's  power 
and  ability  to  meet  Internal  or  external 
threats. 

Section  S  authorizes  the  President, 
whenever  he  finds  and  proclaims  that 
the  security  of  this  country  is  threatened, 
to  protect  defense  facilities  from  sabo- 
tage and  espionage  witUn  a  framework 
satisfying  requirements  of  due  process 
and  with  as  little  mconvenience  to  both 
employers  and  employees  as  the  circum- 
stances permit. 

Subsection  (a)  authorizes  the  PresI- 
dent,  upon  finding  of  enumerated  emer- 
gency conditions,  to  prescribe  rules  uid 
regulations  to  prevent  access  to  defense 
facilities  by  those  likely  to  commit  sabo- 
tage, espionage,  or  other  subversive  acts. 
It  is  anticipated  that  the  act  will  be  put 
into  effect  by  the  Issuance  of  an  Execu- 
tive order  reciting  the  conditions  men- 
tioned above  and  naming  an  official  or 
officials  who  shall  take  the  necessary 
steps  to  accomplish  its  objectives.  These 
stei>s  would  include  the  issuance  of  rules 
and  regulations  consistent  with  the  limi- 
tations of  subsections  (b)  and  (c)  ot 
section  3. 

Subsection  (b)  provides  that,  except 
for  the  summary  procedures  authorized 
in  subsection  (c).  no  measure,  rule.  <Mr 
regulation  shall  operate  to  bar  an  indi- 
vidual from  access  to  a  defense  facility 
(as  later  defined)  imder  this  bill  unless 
he  shall  have  first  been  notified  of  the 
charges  against  him  and  given  an  oppor- 
ttmity  to  defend  himself  against  such 
charges.  He  is  to  be  granted  an  expedi- 
tious hearing  if  he  requests  it.  and  any 
charges  made  must  be  sufficiently  specific 
to  permit  him  to  respond  to  them.  How- 
ever, no  hearings  under  the  act  will  re- 
quire that  any  Government  investigative 
organization  disclose  its  informants  or 
other  information  if  in  its  Jadgmoit  dis- 
closure would  end&nger  its  investigatory 
activity. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  not  an  unusual 
provision.  If  it  were  necessary  to  Rive 
the  names  of  informants  or  agents  of  tbe 
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United  States  Government,  and  If  the 
disclosure  of  those  names  or  that  infor- 
mation would  endanger  our  investigatory 
activities  In  this  field,  naturally  they 
would  not  have  to  be  given.  But  the  law 
does  require  that  charges  be  specific 
enough  to  enable  a  defense  to  be  made, 
despite  the  provision  for  protection  of 
security  information.  In  other  words,  if 
the  Government  does  not  wish  to  give 
the  names  or  information  which  would 
lead  to  disclosure  of  the  names,  it  must 
nevertheless  give  information  specific 
enough  so  that  the  accused  may  be  given 
an  opportunity  to  answer.  It  would  ap- 
pear, on  the  basis  of  recent  decisions  in- 
volving the  Magnuson  Act,  which  was 
taken  to  the  upper  coxirt,  that  this  would 
meet  the  requirements  of  due  process. 

I  cite  the  cases  of  United  States  v.  Gray 
(207  P.  (2d)  237,  241-242  (C.  A.  9th, 
1953));  Parker  v.  Lester  (112  P.  Supp. 
433.  443-444  (N.  D.  Calif.,  1953) )  ;  see 
also  United  States  v.  Nugent  (346  U.  S. 
1),  involving  hearing  procedures  under 
the  Selective  Service  Act. 

The  necessity  of  expeditious  action  and 
of  protecting  security  information  makes 
appropriate  the  provisions  of  section  3 
(b)  that  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  shall  not  be  applicable  to  proceedings 
under  the  bill. 

Section  3  (c)  authorizes  summary  sus- 
pension under  certain  circumstances. 
The  individual  involved  would  be  entitled 
to  a  hearing,  but  under  certain  regulated 
circumstances  there  could  be  a  suspen- 
sion in  the  beginning.  I  shall  describe 
those  circumstances. 

Section  3  (c)  authorizes  summary 
suspension  of  individuals  from  access  to 
defense  facilities  without  prior  charges 
or  hearing.  However,  if  such  a  proce- 
dure is  followed  the  individual  involved 
must  be  notified  of  the  charges  against 
him  within  15  days  and,  if  he  requests  it, 
must  be  granted  a  hearing  within  30  days 
from  the  time  he  is  barred.  In  other 
words,  he  must  get  the  information  in 
15  days,  and  within  30  days  he  is  en- 
titled to  a  hearing. 

A  determination  must  be  made  and 
transmitted  to  him  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  termination  of  the  hearing 
or,  if  no  hearing  is  requested,  of  the 
Individual's  submission  of  his  defense  to 
the  charges.  The  subsection  provides 
that  any  administrative  appellate  pro- 
ceedings shall  be  determined  promptly. 
No  such  administrative  appeal  proceed- 
ings would  be  constitutionally  required. 
The  requirement  of  specific  charges 
and  hearings  either  before  an  employee 
is  barred — subsection  (b) — or,  if  stmi- 
marily  barred,  immediately  thereafter— 
subsection  (c) — is  intended  to  prevent 
any  procedure  involving  the  screening 
of  the  general  body  of  civilian  employees 
or  placing  a  biu-den  upon  them  to  prove 
tteir  loyalty.  The  procedure  provided 
is,  however,  adequate  to  eliminate  the 
known  subversives  expeditiously. 

Finally,  subsection  (c)  provides  for 
compensation  by  the  United  States  for 
the  loss  of  earnings  in  or  in  connection 
with  the  defense  facility  during  the  pe- 
riod he  Is  barred  without  a  prior  hear- 
ing, if  he  is  thereafter  cleared.  The  in- 
herent fairness  of  such  a  provision  and 
Its  desirability/ from  the  standpoint  of 
due  process  ^e  self-evident. 


Therefore,  the  bill  provides  lor  due 
compensation  in  case  a  person  is  not 
found  to  be  guilty.  The  inherent  fair- 
ness of  such  a  provision  and  its  desira- 
bility from  the  standpoint  of  due  process 
are  self-evident.  The  bill  affords  to  the 
respondent  due  process  of  law. 

Subsection  (d)  provides  that  the  term 
"defense  facility"  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  it  has  in  title  I  of  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act  of  1950.  Soction  3 
(7)  of  title  I  of  that  act — title  50  United 
States  Code,  section  782  (7> — defines  the 
term  "facility"  broadly,  and  the  term 
"defense  facility"  as  a  facility  designated 
and  proclaimed  by  the  Secretai-y  of  De- 
fense pursuant  to  section  5  (b)  of  title 
I— title  50,  United  States  Code,  section 
784  (b) — and  included  on  the  list  pub- 
lished and  currently  in  effect  thei-eunder. 
Section  5  (b)  directs  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  to  designate  and  proclaim  a  li-^t 
of  "defense  facilities"  with  respect  to 
which  he  finds  and  determines  that  the 
security  of  the  United  States  requires  the 
exclusion  of  members  of  Communist  or- 
ganizations; such  list  must  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  and  the  man- 
agement of  any  listed  facility  notified. 
The  management  must  post  notice  of 
designation  in  such  manner  as  to  give 
reasonable  notice  thereof  to  all  employ- 
ees and  applicants  for  employment. 

Section  4  authorizes  the  impo.'^ltion  of 
penal  sanctions  for  willful  violations  of 
any  regulation,  rule,  or  order  issued  pur- 
suant to  the  act  or  for  knowing  obstruc- 
tions or  interference  with  the  exercise  of 
any  power  conferred  by  the  act.  Such 
Offenses  are  made  punishable  by  a  fine 
of  not  more  than  $10,000  or  by  impri.'^on- 
ment  for  not  more  than  5  years  or  both. 
It  is  believed  that  such  penalties  aie 
adequate  piuiishment  for  violation  of  the 
proposed  act. 

That  is  the  same  penalty  which  is 
provided  for  certain  acts  under  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act  of  1950. 

Section  5  provides  that  nothing  in  the 
proi>osed  enactment  will  deprive  any 
person  of  the  rights  or  benefits  he  may 
enjoy  under  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act.  as  amended. 

Mr,  President,  that  is  my  explanation 
of  the  bill.  I  believe  its  enactment  is 
essential  to  our  security.  Even  though  a 
plant  may  not  be  engaged  in  manu- 
facturing goods  for  the  United  States 
military  services — for  example,  a  power- 
plant,  water  plant,  electric  light  plant,  or 
some  other  type  of  plant — it  may  still 
be  as  vital  to  our  security  as  a  plant 
which  manufactures  munitions,  because 
it  is  impossible  to  operate  one  without 
the  other. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  10  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Lehman!  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  of 
course,  I  fully  recognize  the  fact  that  in 
time  of  real  emergency  the  Nation  must 
have  the  power  to  protect  itself.  1  yield 
to  no  one  in  my  desire  to  grant  adequate 
powers  to  our  Government  to  protect  the 
Nation. 

It  seems  to  me,  however,  that  the  so- 
called  antisubversive  bills  which  we  have 
been  passing  during  the  past  few  days 
go  very  far  afield,  and  do  not  protect  the 
Nation  but  threaten  the  civil  liberties  of 
our  people  and  the  rights  of  labor. 


As  my  colleagues  know,  earlier  today 
I  voted  for  the  bill  which  had  been  intro- 
duced originally  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  HumphrevI.  placing 
very  heavy  sanctions  against  those  who 
belong  to  the  Communist  Party  or  who 
believe  in  the  principles  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  or  who  act  in  accordance  with 
the  orders  of  the  Communist  Party.  I 
was  glad  to  do  so.  because  I  believe  firmly 
that  the  Communist  Party  is  not  a  politi- 
cal party,  but  is  a  conspiracy  to  over- 
throw the  Government  of  the  United 
States  by  force  or  violence  at  such  time 
as  suits  its  purpose.  I  believe  it  is  a 
very  real  threat. 

Howe.er.  in  our  desire  to  Control  the 
activities  of  members  of  the  Communist 
Party,  I  believe  we  are  going  a  long  way 
on  the  road  toward  abridging  the  civil 
liberties  of  our  people.  I  read  a  part  of 
the  explanation  of  the  pending  bill  as 
follows: 

Tlie  purpose  of  the  bill  Is  to  authorize  the 
Federal  Gover.imcnt  to  guard  sflrategic  de- 
fen.se  facilities  cgaln.st  individuals  believed 
to  be  disposed  to  commit  actlfe  sabotage, 
espionage,  or  other  subversion. 

The  facilities  Involved  are  privately  owned 
and  are  primarily  engaged  In  What  la  re- 
garded as  normal  civilian  production. 
Although  there  Is  authority  for  barring  sub- 
versive Individuals  from  facilities  directly 
en<,'aced  In  the  performance  of  defense  con- 
tracts, there  is  no  similar  auUiorlty  with 
respect  to  these  facilities,  although,  as  In  the 
case  of  a  power  plant  or  a  producer  of  other 
basic  materials  or  supplies  required  by  a  de- 
fense contractor,  sabotage  or  Interruption  of 
production  by  these  faclilties  could  very  ma- 
terially curtail  defense  production. 

Mr.  President.  I  would  have  no  objec- 
tion to  giving  wide  powers  to  the  Presi- 
dent in  ca.<^e  of  war  and  in  tihe  case  of 
plants  encaged  in  the  production  of  gen- 
uine defense  materiel— in  other  words, 
what  we  know  as  real  defease  plants' 
However,  the  bill  goes  far  beyond  that. 
The  bill  does  not  deal  with  defense  plants 
alone.  We  are  dealing  with  all  plants. 
We  are  dealing  with  privately  owned  fa- 
cilities which  are  primarily  engaged  in 
what  is  regarded  as  normal  civiUan  pro- 
duction. 

There  is  absolutely  no  limit  to  what 
could  be  done  in  connection  with  the  op- 
eration of  such  plants  and  in  connection 
with  the  employment  or  discharge  of  em- 
ployees of  plants  which  are  privately 
owned  and  privately  operated,  and  not 
used  for  defense  purposes  at  all.  There 
is  nothing  to  stop  the  Government  from 
going  into  a  pants  factory,  a  civilian  au- 
tomobile factory,  a  washing  machine 
factory,  a  refrigerator  plant,  a  television 
plant,  an  ice  cream  plant,  or  any  other 
kind  of  plant,  and  sayiwg:  "We  are  not 
going  to  allow  particular  people  to  come 
into  the  plant  or  to  work  in  the  plant." 

The  Government  could  bar  them  from 
emplojTnent.  and  exclude  them  from  the 
operations  of  the  plant  and  from  their 
means  of  a  livelihood. 

I  have  lived  a  long  time,  and  I  have 
seen  many  things  happen.  Mr.  President. 
I  am  acquainted  with  the  efforts  that 
have  frequently  been  made  by  industry 
to  break  strikes  and  to  control  the  activ- 
ities of  organized  labor  or  of  labor  gen- 
erally, I  believe  this  bill,  just  as  the  so- 
called  Butler  bill,  which  I  voted  against 
and  spoke  against,  poses  serious  threat 
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to  the  freedom  of  action  that  should  be 
the  right  of  legitimate,  decent  labor  In 
this  country. 

Under  this  bill  anybody  could  be  ex- 
cluded from  a  plant,  even  plants  en- 
gaged In  civilian  production.  I  am 
amazed  at  the  boldness  of  the  bill  and 
the  frpnkness  of  the  report,  because  in 
describing  what  the  bill  does,  it  says: 

Tlie  faculties  Involved  are  privately  owned 
and  are  primarily  engaged  In  what  Is  re- 
garded as  normal  civilian  production. 

Why  should  anybody  have  the  right 
to  say  who  can  or  cannot  work  in  such 
plants,  unless  there  Ls  proof  that  those 
excluded  are  guilty  of  disloyalty  or  trea- 
son or  attempts  at  espionage? 

Mr.  President.  I  think  we  are  depart- 
ing a  long  way  from  the  principles  which 
we  have  followed  for  so  many  decades,  of 
protecting  the  rights  of  labor  to  organ- 
ize and  to  work  without  unnecessary  gov- 
ernmental interference. 

We  established  the  Na  clonal  Labor  Re- 
lations Board  and  we  have  established 
many  other  boards  for  the  protection  of 
labor,  so  as  to  assure  that  justice  is  done 
to  labor,  to  employer,  and  to  the  con- 
sumer, because,  after  all.  if  we  do  not  do 
justice  to  labor,  we  are  not  doing  justice 
to  industry  or  to  the  consumer  since  I 
believe  their  interests  are  u:ually  closely 
related. 

In  this  bill  we  say  very  frankly  that  at 
any  time  the  President  feels  there  may  be 
some  emergency — and  there  is  no  bind- 
ing description  of  what  constitutes  an 
emergency — he  may  say  to  John  Smith  or 
Jim  Brown,  or  to  10.000  John  Smiths  or 
lO.COO  Jim  Browns.  "You  cannot  work 
h"re.  We  do  not  want  you.  There  is  a 
strike  on  which  we  believe  is  subversive. 
We  believe  that  strike  may  possibly  be 
antagonistic  to  the  interests  of  this 
country."  Therefore,  they  are  excluded 
from  the  plant. 

I  cannot  conceive  of  any  better  device 
to  break  a  strike  than  that  which  is  af- 
forded by  this  bill.  I  think  it  is  a  highly 
dangerous  bill.  I  think  it  is  a  bill  which 
should  be  defeated  overwhelmingly  in  the 
Congress,  but  I  am  frank  to  say  I  do  not 
believe  it  will  be  defeated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  fMr.  Bar- 
rett in  the  chair ) .  The  time  of  the  Sen- 
ator has  expired. 

Mr.  LEHMAN, 
more,  please? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
the  Senator  an  additional  3  minutes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  believe  the 
bill  will  be  defeated,  because  I  know  the 
temper  of  the  Senate  at  this  time.  We 
are  off  on  a  rampage  by  indirect  means 
to  give  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  Subversive  Ac- 
tivities Control  Board,  the  right  to  con- 
trol labor.  I  am  not  accusing  the  present 
Attorney  General  of  unfair  tactics  or  of 
any  mean  motives,  but  I  am  convinced 
that  in  the  p>ast  few  days,  In  connection 
with  these  so-called  antisubversive  bills. 
which  are  not  antisubversive  bills  at  all 
but  are  antilabor  bills,  we  are  seriously 
interfering  with  the  rights  of  labor,  the 
dignity  of  labor,  and  the  ability  of  labor 
to  fight  for  its  rights  and  its  liberties. 
We  are  passing  a  number  of  bills  which 
put  chains  around  the  necks  of  the  work- 
ers, chains  they  cannot  break.    We  are 


May  I  have  3  minutes 


putting  ourselves  In  the  hands  of  a  few 
officials  of  the  Government  who  will  be 
able  to  dictate  the  policies  of  labor  and 
the  policies  of  the  country. 

I  am  not  a  laboring  man.  I  do  not 
make  my  living  by  the  sweat  of  my  brow 
or  with  my  hands.  But  I  believe  that  or- 
gahized  labor  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
tc  all  of  the  people  of  this  country,  and  it 
is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  justice 
be  done  to  labor,  and  unless  we  protect 
the  rights  of  organized  labor,  we  shall 
harm  not  only  labor,  but  the  entire 
Nation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  I  sug- 
gest the  ab.sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Do  both 
sides  yield  back  all  their  remaining  time? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  We  yield  back  our 
time,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
each  side  may  keep  5  minutes  at  the  end 
of  the  quorum  call. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Each  side  reserves 
5  minutes? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  how 
much  time  is  left? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Fifteen 
minutes  to  each  side. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  We  shall  reserve 
10  minutes  for  each  side  and  yield  back 
the  balance  of  the  time.  I  suggest  the 
absence  of  a  quorum,  not  to  come  out 
of  the  time  of  eith?r  side. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
unanimous-consent  agreement  is  that 
each  side  have  10  minutes  after  the 
quorum  call,  that  the  time  consumed  in 
making  the  quorum  call  not  be  taken  out 
of  the  time  of  either  side,  and  that  the 
remaining  time  is  yielded  back.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICE2i.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  Senator  from  New  York 

[Mr.  LZHMARl. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  will  be  possible  to  have 
a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  the  bill.  I  be- 
lieve the  bill  is  a  bad,  dangerous  bill — 
dangerous  not  only  to  labor,  but  to  all 
the  people  of  the  country.  If  there  is  not 
to  be  a  yea-and-nay  vote,  I  desire,  never- 
theless, to  be  recorded  in  the  negative 
on  the  bilL 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  myself  1  minute. 

This  is  not  an  antilabor  bill.  It  does 
not  apply  solely  to  workers.  It  applies 
to  management  as  well,  because  the  bill 
contains  a  provision  that  if  management 
were  barred  from  a  plant  illegally  or 
wrongfully,  it  could  recover  damages  be- 
cause of  inability  to  use  the  plant. 

Only  two  kinds  of  persons  would  be 
In  a  plant — management  and  labor.  The 
bill  is  not  cui  antilabor  bill.  It  is  de- 
signed to  protect  America  from  sabotage 
and  espionage.    In  the  present  cold  war. 


with  conditions  as  they  are.  America 
must  be  placed  in  a  position  to  defend 
herself. 

Mr.  LEHMAN,  lilr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    I  am  glad  to  ylekl. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  may  be  mistaken, 
but  I  do  not  think  I  am.  I  have  not 
found  anything  in  the  bill  which  in- 
cludes management  in  its  scope. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  It  includes  any  per- 
son in  a  plant. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     Any  worker  in  a  plant. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  A  member  of  man- 
agement is  a  worker. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  me  a  half  a  minute? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  30 
seconds  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  join  in 
the  point  of  view  expressed  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  [Mr.  LehmahI.  I 
think  this  is  an  exceedingly  bad  bill.  I 
think  it  could  be  used  very  arbitrarily, 
to  the  great  injury  of  American  free 
labor.  Instead  of  calling  it  an  espio- 
nage and  sabotage  bill,  it  would  be  bet- 
ter to  call  it  a  poUce  state  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  back  the  remainder  of  my 
time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  back  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  is  open  to  amendment.  If  there  be 
no  amendment  to  be  proposed,  the  ques- 
tion is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  this  act  may  be 
cited  as  the  "Defense  Faculties  Protection 
Act  of   1954." 

Sec.  2.  The  Coflgreas  hereby  finds  that — 

( 1 )  The  history  of  modern  warfare  haa 
established  that  the  defense  of  any  country 
Is  greatly  dependent  upon  the  effective  and 
continued  operation  of  Its  industrial  econ" 
omy  and  the  full  utilization  of  its  produ^^ 
tive  capabilities.  In  time  of  war  or  of  preplKP 
ration  for  defense  from  attack  by  a  potential 
aggressor.  Injury  to  the  industrial  economy 
or  impairment  of  the  productive  capabil- 
ities of  a  country  may  severely  curtail  Its 
military  effectiveness,  and  such  Injury  or 
impairment  has  become  a  major  objective 
of  aggressor  nations  in  their  preparation  for 
and   prosecution   of  war. 

(2)  There  ezlsU  in  the  United  States  a 
llnaited  number  of  individuals  as  to  whom 
there  is  reasonable  ground  to  believe  they 
may  engage  In  sabotage  of  the  industrial 
economy  and  productive  capabUitles  of  the 
United  States,  espionage,  or  other  subversive 
acts  in  order  to  weaken  the  power  and  ability 
of  the  United  States  to  cope  with  actual  or 
threatened  war,  invasion,  insurrection,  sub- 
versive activity,  distiu-bance,  or  threatened 
disturbance  of  International  relations. 

(3)  In  such  circumstances  it  Is  essential 
that,  without  impairing  the  rights  or  priv- 
ileges of  the  great  bulk  of  loyal  United 
States  citizens,  such  individuals  be  barred 
from  access  to  faculties  injury  to  which 
would  be  harmful  to  the  Industrial  economy 
and  productive  capabUitles  of  the  United 
States,  and,  therefore,  to  its  military  efleo-  ^ 
tlveness. 

Sec  3.  (a)  Whenever  the  President  finds 
by  proclamation  or  Executive  order  that  the 
security  of  the  United  States  Is  endaiig««d 
by  reason  of  actual  or  threatened  war.  or 
invasion,  or  Insurrection,  or  subversive  ac- 
tivity, or  of  disturbance  or  threatened  dis- 
turbance of  the  international  relations  of 
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tb»  United.  8Ut««,  the  President  is  author- 
ImtA  to  lastttute  such  measures  and  issue 
mdi  mlae  and  ret^ulatlons  as  may  be  neees- 
.  sary  to  Xtvt  from  access  to  any  defense  facil- 
ity or  facilities  Indlvldiials  as  to  whom  there 
is  reaeonable  ground  to  bellere  they  may 
engage  tn  sabotage,  espionage,  or  other  sub- 
veralTe  acts.  The  President  may  p^fcarm 
any  function  vested  in  liim  by  tbls  act 
tbrough  or  with  the  aid  of  such  oflloers  or 
agencies  as  he  may  designate. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  subsection  (c) 
of  this  aectlon.  no  measiire  instituted,  or  rule 
or  regulation  Issued,  pursuant  to  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section  shall  operate  to  deprive 
any  Individual  of  access  to  any  defense  fa- 
cility or  facilities  unless  such  individual 
shall  first  have  been  notified  of  the  charges 
against  him  and  given  an  adequate  oppor- 
tunity to  defend  himself  against  the  charges. 
Such  charges  shall  be  sufficiently  specific  to 
permit  the  Individual  to  rrapond  to  them, 
and  such  opportunity  shall,  tf  the  individual 
so  desires.  Include  a  hearing.  The  Admin- 
istrative Procedure  Act  shall  not  be  applica- 
ble to  proceedings  under  this  act.  Nothing 
contained  in  this  act  shall  be  deemed  to 
require  any  investigatory  organization  of 
the  United  Stateis  Government  to  disclose  its 
Infonnants  or  other  information  which  in 
Its  judgment  woiild  endanger  its  investi- 
gatory activity:  Provided,  however.  That  In 
the  event  that  such  Information  is  not  dis- 
closed the  Individual  chained  shall  be  fur- 
nished with  a  fair  summary  of  the  informa- 
tion in  support  of  the  charges  against  him. 

(c)  The  measures  Instituted,  or  rules  or 
regulations  Issued,  pursuant  to  subsection 
(a)  hereof  may  operate  to  bar  sxmamarlly  any 
individual  from  access  to  any  defense  facility 
or  facilities  provided  that  such  individual 
shall  be  notified  In  writing  of  the  charges 
against  him  within  15  days  from  the  time  he 
is  so  barred  and  given  an  adequate  oppor- 
tunity to  defend  himself  against  such 
charges,  including,  if  he  so  requests,  a  hear- 
ing within  30  days  of  the  date  of  such  re- 
quest. Reasonable  continuances  may,  how- 
ever, be  permitted  if  consistent  with  expedi- 
tious disposition  of  the  matter.  A  determi- 
nation shall  be  made  and  transmitted  to  the 
individual  affected  within  80  days  from  the 
date  of  the  termination  of  the  hearing  or.  If 
no  hearing  is  requested,  of  the  submission 
of  the  Individual's  defense  to  the  charges, 
and  If  administrative  proceedings  are  pro- 
vided by  the  rules  or  regxilatlons  txx  review 
of  any  such  determination  they  shall  be 
promptly  determined.  In  the  event  that  the 
summary  bar  against  such  individual  is  re- 
moved as  a  result  of  any  proceeding,  the  in- 
dividual shall  be  compensated  by  the  United 
States  solely  for  his  loss  of  earnings  in  or 
in  connection  with  any  defense  facility  dur- 
ing the  period  he  was  so  barred. 

(d)  As  used  in  this  act  the  term  "defense 
faculty"  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  it 
has  In  title  I  of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of 
1950,  as  amended,  but  shall  not  Include  ves- 
sels, piers,  or  waterfront  facilities. 

Sec.  4.  Whoever  willfully  violates  any  rule, 
regulation,  or  order  issued  piu^uant  to  the 
provisions  of  this  act.  or  knowingly  obstructs 
or  interferes  with  the  exercise  of  any  power 
conferred  by  this  act  shall,  upon  conviction 
thereof,  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more 
than  $10,000  or  by  imprisonment  for  not 
more  than  6  years,  or  both. 

Sec.  5.  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall 
l>e  construed  to  deprive  any  individual  of  any 
rights  or  benefits  conferred  upon  him  by  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act,  as  amended 
by  the  Labor  Management  Relations  Act. 
1947. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Bartlett,  one  of  its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
disagreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Sen- 


ate to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9580)  to  revise  and 
extend  the  laws  relating  to  espionage 
and  sabotage,  and  for  other  purposes; 
asked  a  conference  with  the  Senate  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Grahah,  Miss 
Thompson.  Mr.  Hyde.  Mr.  Cbllbr,  and 
Mr.  Walter  were  appointed  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  confer- 
ence. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8*47)  to 
amend  Revised  Statutes  4426. 


FLOOD  CONTROL  ACT  OF  1954 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  2026.  H. 
R.  9859,  the  omnibus  public-works  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H  R. 
9859)  authorizing  the  construction,  re- 
pair, and  preservation  of  certain  public 
works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  naviga- 
tion, flood  control,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICETl.  The 
auestion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Know- 
land]. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works  with  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The^  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.     Mr.  Presi- 
^  dent.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I^  have  a  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement,  which  has  been 
formulated  after  consultation  with  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr.  Martin],  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works,  who  is  in 
charge  of  the  bill.  I  have  consulted  with 
the  majority  leader  and  with  other  Sen- 
ators on  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  I  sub- 
mit the  proposed  unanimous-consent 
agreement  on  behalf  of  the  majority 
leader  and  myself,  and  ask  that  it  be 
read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  a^eement. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ordered,  That  during  the  further  con- 
sideration of  Calendar  No.  2026,  H.  a.  9859, 
an  act  authorizing  the  construction,  repair] 
and  preservation  of  certain  public  works  oii 
rivers  and  harbors,  debate  on  any  amend- 
ment or  motion  (including  appeals)  shall 
be  limited  to  not  exceeding  1  hour,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled,  respectively, 
by  the  mover  of  any  such  amendment  or 
motion  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Martin],  in  the  event  he  is  opposed  to 
any  such  amendment  or  motion;  otlierwlse, 
by  the  mover  and  the  minority  leader:  Pro- 
vided. That  no  amendment  that  is  not  ger- 
mane to  the  subject  matter  of  the  said  bill 


shall  be  received :  And  provided  further.  That 
debate  upon  the  bill  itself  shall  be  limited  to 
not  exceeding  1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled,  respectively,  by  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Marttw]  and  the 
Senator  from  Texas  JMr.  Johnson], 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  proposed  utnanimous- 
consent  agreement?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  committee 
amendments  he  agreed  to  en  bloc,  with 
the  understanding  that  as  we  go  through 
the  bill  they  can  be  amended. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, reserving  the  right  to  object.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Florida  if  that  is  agreeable. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  That  is  perfectly 
agreeable. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Is  that  agreeable  to 
the  di.stinguished  Senator  from  New 
Mexico? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     Yes.  that  is  agreeable. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  is  it 
my  understanding  that  the  bill  will  be  re- 
garded as  a  clean  bill,  so  that  amend- 
ments may  be  made  as  if  the  bill  were 
being  considered  anew? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  is  entirely  correct.  That  Is  my 
purpose. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  is  asking 
unanimous  consent  that  the  committee 
amendments  be  considered  en  bloc,  but 
amendments  may  be  offered  from  the 
floor.    Is  that  not  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  That  is 
correct. 

Without  objection,  the  committee 
amendments  are  agreed  to  en  bloc. 

The  committee  amendments  agreed  to 
en  bloc  are  as  follows: 

On  page  4.  after  line  9,  to  Insert: 

"Delaware  River,  Pa,  N.  J.,  and  Del.: 
In  accordance  with  the  recommendations 
of  the  Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Har- 
bors in  House  Document  No.  358,  83d  Con- 
gress, at  an  estimated  cost  of  $91,389,000." 

At  the  top  of  page  7,  to  insert: 

"The  existing  modified  projeat  for  Wil- 
mington Harbor,  N.  c.,  authorized  by 
the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  May 
17,  1950,  In  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in 
House  Document  No.  87,  81st  CJongress,  is 
hereby  further  modified  to  provide  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  shall  reimburse  local 
interests  for  such  work  as  they  may  have 
done  upon  widening  of  the  transition  chan- 
nel at  the  lower  end  of  the  anchorage  basin. 
subsequent  to  May  17,  1950,  insofar  as  the 
same  shall  be  approved  by  the  Chief  of  Engi- 
neers and  found  to  have  been  done  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  project  modification 
adopted  In  said  act,  provided  that  such  pay- 
ment shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of  $65,000." 

After  line  13,  to  insert: 

"Charleston  Harbor,  S.  C:  Senate  Docu- 
ment No.  136,  83d  Congress,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $200,000." 

On  page  8,  after  line  2,  to  Insert: 

"Carabelle  Harbor,  Fla.:  House  Document 
No.  451,  83d  Congress  (maintenance  ol  exist- 
ing channel)." 

After  line  20,  to  Insert: 

Pascagoula  Harbor.  Miss.:  Modification  of 
existing  project  In  accordance  with  plans  on 
file  In  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 
at  an  estimated  cost  of  ♦877,000." 
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On  page  9,  after  line  19.  to  Insert: 

"Port  Aransas-Corpus  Cbrlatl  V7at«rway. 
Tex.:  In  accordance  with  tbe  report  at  tfae 
Chief  of  Engineers,  dated  Uay  24.  1054.  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  •180.000." 

On  page  11.  after  line  16.  to  Insert: 

"Ashtabula  Harbor.  Ohio:  In  accordanc* 
with  the  report  of  tbe  Chief  of  Engineers, 
dated  June  29.  19M.  at  an  estimated  cost 
of  M.900,000." 

On  page  13.  after  line  5,  to  Insert: 

"Richmond  Harbor,  Calif.:  House  Docu- 
ment No.  395,  83d  Congress,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  •2,086,000." 

After  line  14,  to  insert: 

"Tillamook  Bay  and  Bar,  Oreg.:  Senate 
Document  No.  128.  83d  Congress,  at  an  esti- 
mated cost  of  •1.500,000." 

On  page  14,  line  7,  after  the  name  "Wash- 
ington", to  strike  out  "House  Document  No. 

,  83d  Congress"  and  insert  "In  accordance 
with  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 
dated  May  27.   1954" 

At  the  top  of  page  15,  to  insert: 

"Tacoma  Harbor,  Waah.:  Modification  of 
existing  project  to  provide  for  30-foot  chan- 
nel In  Port  Industrial  (Wapato)  Waterway. 
In  accordance  with  plans  on  file  In  the  Office 
of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  •634,200." 

After  line  14,  to  insert: 

"Sitka  Harbor.  Alaska:  House  Document 
No  414.  83d  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost 
of  •41.500." 

After  line  16,  to  insert: 

"Dry  Pass.  Alaska:  House  Document  No. 
414.  83d  Congress,  at  an  esUmated  cost  of 
•  1.419.800." 

After  line  18,  to  Insert: 

"Neva  Strait.  Alaska:  House  Document 
No  414.  83d  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost 
of  •224.400." 

After  line  24.  to  insert: 

"Kodlak  Harbor.  Alaska:  House  Document 
No.  465.  83d  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost 
of  »1,685.000- 

On  page  16,  after  line  5,  i.o  insert: 

"NawUlwlU  and  Port  Allen  HartMrs.  T.  H.: 
House  Document  No.  453.  U3d  Congress,  at 
an  estimated  cost  of  •1,166,400." 

On  page  18,  line  7,  to  strike  out  "•1,176.- 
400'  and  Insert  "•1.180,400." 

On  page  19,  after  line  20,  to  strike  out: 

■Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  a 
preliminary  examination  and  survey  to  be 
made  to  determine  the  need  for  a  channel 
from  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  into  Choctawatchee 
Bay,  Fla..  in  the  vicinity  of  Point  Washing- 
ton, subject  to  all  appltcatle  provisions  of 
section  110  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of 
1950." 

And  In  Ueu  thereof  to  insert: 

"Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  pre- 
liminary examinations  and  surveys  to  be 
made  at  the  followlng-namiHl  localities,  and 
subject  to  all  applicable  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 110  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  1950: 

•E.^stern  River,  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of 
Orland.  Maine: 

"Southwest  Harbor,  Maine; 

"Vicinity  of  Wells  Beach  and  Drakes  Is- 
land. Maine; 

"Channel  from  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  into 
Choctawatchee  Bay,  Fla.,  la  the  vicinity  of 
Point  Washington; 

"Lake  Tarpon  (formerly  lake  Butler) .  Fla.. 
to  determine  the  cause  of  salt  water  intru- 
sion and  corrective  measures  with  respect 
thereto;  and 

"Chlpola  River.  Fla.,  for  measures  to  main- 
tain satUfactory  water  levels  in  the  Dead 
Lakes." 

On  page  21.  after  line  9,  to  insert: 

"Sec.  105.  Tbe  authorlzstion  of  tbe  im- 
provement of  the  Intracoastal  Waterway 
from  the  Caloosatcbee  River  to  the  Anclote 
River  (H  Doc.  No.  371.  75th  Cong.)  author- 
ized In  the  aiver  and  Harbor  Act  of  194S 


and  modified  by  tbe  Rlyer  and  Harbor  Act 

of  1948  and  the  River  and  Harlxtr  Act  of  1950 
U  further  modified  so  as  to  authorize  tbe 
use  of  alternate  route  C-1  in  the  Venice  and 
Lemon  Bay.  Fla.,  area,  as  designated  in  plans 
of  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 

"The  Chief  of  Engineers  is  directed  to  re- 
port to  the  Congress  prior  to  request  for  ap- 
propriation to  construct  this  part  of  the 
project  his  recommendation  as  to  the  fair 
amount  of  local  contribution  in  the  light  of 
the  changed  condition.  Provisions  as  to  lo. 
cal  contribution  based  on  these  recom- 
mendations shall  become  effective  when  ap- 
proved by  the  Public  Works  Committees  of 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives." 

On  page  22,  after  line  2,  to  Insert  the 
following  new  section: 

"Sbc.  106.  That  the  requirement,  that  local 
Interests  provide  the  ferries  and  bridges  re- 
quired for  land  traffic  across  the  lateral  and 
terminal  canals,  with  respect  to  the  river 
and  harbor  project  authorized  by  the  act  of 
August  30.  1935  (49  Stat.  1028).  on  the  Pearl 
River,  Miss.,  below  Jackson,  shall  hereafter 
be  Ineffective:  Provided.  That  local  Interests 
furnish  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  tne  Army  that  they  will  hold  and 
save  the  United  States  free  from  any  claim 
for  damage  which  ml^ht  result  from  depri- 
vation of  access  to  the  area." 

In  line  13,  to  change  the  section  numl>er 
from  "105"  to  "107." 

On  page  25.  after  line  20.  to  insert: 

"The  plan  for  flood  protection  on  the 
West  Branch  of  the  Susquehanna  River,  Pa. 
and  N.  y..  Is  hereby  authorized  substan- 
tially in  accordance  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  In  his  report 
dated  June  25.  1954.  and  there  is  hereby 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of 
•25.000.000  for  partial  accomplishment  of 
that  plan." 

On  page  27,  line  15,  after  the  numerals 
"1954",  to  strike  out  "as  concurred  In  by" 
and  insert  "and";  in  line  16,  after  the  word 
"Engineers",  to  strike  out  "dated  April  8, 
1954"  and  Insert  "In  House  Document  No. 
478.  83d  Coneress." 

On  page   29.   after   line  2,   to   Insert: 

"(e)  The  plan  for  flood  control  In  the 
Reelfoot  Lake  Area,  Tenn.  and  Ky.,  is  sub- 
stantially in  accordance  with  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  In  his  re- 
port dated  June  17.  1954,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  •748,100." 

After  line  22.  to  Insert: 

"The  project  for  the  Bel  ton  Reservoir, 
Leon  River,  Tex.,  authorized  by  the  Flood 
Control  Act  of  1946,  is  hereby  modified  to 
provide  for  the  reservation,  without  reim- 
bursement, of  12.000  acre-feet  of  conserva- 
tion storage  to  be  used  as  a  permanent 
source  of  water  supply  for  Port  Hood  and 
adjacent  military  Installations." 

On  page  32.  line  25,  after  the  word  "In- 
terests", to  strike  out  "under  section  2." 

On  page  33,  after  line  14,  to  Insert: 

"PECOS    RIVia    BASIN 

"The  project  for  flood  protection  on  the 
Pecos  River,  Tex.,  and  N.  Mcx.,  is  hereby  au- 
thorized substantially  in  accordance  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  Board  of  Engineers 
for  Rivers  and  Harbors,  dated  March  26, 
1954.  at  an  estimated  cost  of  •9.540.000: 
Provided,  That  no  appropriations  shall  be 
made  for  construction  of  Los  Esteros  Reser- 
Tolr  untU  satisfactory  arrangements  have 
been  made  by  the  State  of  New  Mexico  for 
the  transfer  of  irrigation  storage  from  the 
Alamagordo  Reservoir." 

On  page  35.  after  line  3,  to  Insert: 
"The  project  for  flood  protection  on  the 
Arkansas  River.  Conway  County  Drainage 
and  Levee  District  No.  1,  Arkansas,  Is  hereby 
authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi- 
neers in  House  Document  No.  167,  SSd  Con- 
gress, at  an  estimated  cost  of  •230,600." 


After  line  9,  to  Insert: 

The  project  for  flood  protection  on  th« 
Arkansas  River,  Holla  Bend  Bottom.  Ark., 
is  hereby  authorised  substantially  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document 
No.  157,  82d  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost 
of  •312.000." 

After  line  21.  to  Insert: 

"The  project  for  flood  protection  on  Bear 
Creek  at  Hannibal.  Mo.,  is  hereby  autborlaed 
substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in 
House  Document  No.  435,  83d  Congress,  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  •3.326.000." 

At  the  top  of  page  39,  to  Insert : 

"The  project  for  flood  protection  on  the 
Big  Sioux  River  and  tributaries  at  Slouz 
Falls,  S.  Dak.,  is  hereby  authorised  substan- 
tlally  in  accc»-dance  with  the  reconunenda- 
tlons  of  the  Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers 
and  Harbors  In  its  report  dated  March  15, 
1954,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  •3,430.000."       ' 

After  line  12,  to  Insert: 

"The  Secretary  of  the  Army,  through  the 
Chief  of  Engineers,  is  authorized  and  di- 
rected to  compensate  the  owners  of  water 
wells  in  the  vicinity  of  Cold  Brook  Dam  in 
South  Dakota  for  losses  determined  by  him 
to  have  been  sustained  by  reason  of  the 
lowering  of  the  level  of  water  in  such  wells 
as  a  result,  wholly  or  partially,  of  the  con- 
struction and  operation  of  Cold  Brook  Dam: 
Provided,  That  claims  for  losses  compensa- 
ble under  this  section  shall  be  submitted  not 
later  than  2  years  after  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  act.  or  not  later  than  2  years 
after  the  lowering  of  the  level  of  water  which 
Is  the  basis  for  the  claim,  whichever  Is  tbe 
later." 

After  line  24,  to  Insert: 

"The  general  comprehensive  plans  for 
flood  control  and  other  purposes  In  the  Mis- 
souri River  Basin  set  forth  in  House  Docu- 
ment No.  475  and  Senate  Document  No.  191, 
as  revised  and  coordinated  by  Senate  Docu- 
ment No.  247,  78th  Congress,  2d  session. 
approved  In  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  De* 
cember  22.  1944,  are  hereby  modified  to 
Include  the  payment  by  tbe  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers for  construction  or  provision  of  ade- 
quate water  supply  and  sewage  facilities  In 
the  new  relocated  municipality  of  Pollock, 
S.  Dak.,  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  ^200.000. 
which  is  to  compensate  for  the  acquisition  of 
and  to  replace  facilities  in  the  town  whlcb 
are  located  within  areas  which  have  been  or 
will  be  acquired  by  the  United  States  be- 
cause of  the  construction  of  the  Oabe  Dam 
and  Reservoir  project  in  the  basin." 

On  page  '0.  after  line  20.  to  Insert: 

"The  project  for  flood  protection  on  the 
Lower  Heart  River  in  the  vicinity  of  Man- 
dan,  N.  Dak.,  authorized  by  the  Flood 
Control  Act  of  1946,  and  modified  by  the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  1950.  is  further  modi- 
fied substantially  in  accordance  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
in  his  report  dated  July  27,  1954.  at  an  esti- 
mated cost  of  •1.727,000." 

On  page  41.  line  18.  after  the  word  "in", 
to    strike    out    "House    Document    No.  . 

83d  Congress"  and  Insert  "his  report  dated 
June  23,  1954." 

On  page  42,  Une  2,  after  the  word  "in",  to 
strike  out  "House  Document  No.  ,  83d 
Congress"  and  Insert  "said  doctunent." 

At  the  top  of  page  43,  to  Insert: 

"SANTA  MABIA  UYZS  BASnT 

"The  project  for  flood  protection  on  Santa 
Maria  River  and  tributaries.  California,  la 
hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accord- 
ance vith  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  in  Hotise  Document  No.  400, 
83d  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  910.- 
182,000  for  levees  and  channel  ImprovsmcBta 
to  t>e  prosecuted  under  tbe  direction  of  tlM 
Secretary  of  the  Army  and  supervision  ol  Uta 
Chief  of  Engineers." 
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"TtoB  project  for  tlood  protection  on  San 
XxtrenEO  Blver.  CalU..  la  liereliy  aTxtbcrlzed. 
■ubetantlally  In  aeoordance  wltb  tbe  recom- 
mendatlans  of  the  Chief  eg.  Knglneers  In 
Booae  Document  No.  447,  83d  Congreit,  at 
an  estimated  coet  of  $2,665,000." 

On  page  44,  after  line  9.  to  Insert: 


The  psDjact  for  Hood  protecticm  cm  San 
tdonama  Creek,  Alameda  Ootmty.  Calif..  Is 
hmnbf  antborlaed  suatantlally  In  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  tlie  Ctilef  of 
Engineers  In  House  Document  No.  453,  8:3d 
CoDsrcss,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $3,790,000." 

After  Une  IS,  to  inaert: 


caivia  BAsnv 

**nw  project  for  flood  protection  on 
TYuckee  River  and  tributaries.  CallfonOa 
and  Nevada,  U  hereby  authorized  substan- 
tially In  accordance  with  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  his  re- 
port dated  April  15,  1954.  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $791,000:  Provided.  Thr.t  the  authori- 
sation for  lmprov«nent  for  flood  control  on 
Tfuckee  River,  Calif,  and  Nev..  contained 
herein  shall  not  become  effective  unlem.and 
until  the  Washoe  reclamation  project  <^  the 
TVuckee  and  Cars<m  Rivers,  Calif,  and  Nev., 
■hall  have  been  authorized  pursuant  to  law." 

On  page  45,  after  line  17,  to  Insert: 

•TTie  project  for  flood  protection  on  Ama- 
Bon  Oreek  at  Eugene  and  vicinity,  Oregon, 
authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1946. 
and  modified  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
1950.  Is  f\irther  modified  substantially  In 
accordance  with  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  In 
Senate  Dociunent  No.  131,  83d  Congress,  at 
and  estimated  cost  of  $893,800." 

On  page  47,  line  6,  after  the  word  "or"  to 
•trlke  out  ''harbor"  and  Insert  "stream"; 
In  line  7,  after  the  word  "this",  to  strike 
out  "title"  and  insert  "section";  after  line 
10,  to  Insert: 

"Ash  and  Pine  Creeks,  Fairfield  and  vicin- 
ity. Connecticut." 

After  line  15,  to  insert: 

"Devils  River  aiKl  tributaries,  Texas." 

After  line  16.  to  Insert: 

"Rio  Hondo  and  tributaries.  New  Mezlco." 

On  page  50,  line  7,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "210"  to  "209." 

On  page  52.  line  10,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "211"  to  "210." 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
myself  15  minutes  in  order  to  make  an 
explanation  of  ttfe  bill. 

First.  Mr.  President.  I  suggest  that  the 
Chair  ascertain  whether  there  are  any 
lurther  amendments  to  be  offered. 

The  PRESIDZNO  OFFICER.  Are  there 
further  amendments? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, are  we  to  have  an  explanation  of 
the  bill?  Bfany  amendments  may  be 
offered  after  the  bill  is  explained. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Pennsylvania  has  the  floor. 
How  much  time  does  he  yield  to  himself? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  yield  myself  15  min- 
utes in  order  that  I  may  explain  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  House  bill  9859  is  an 
omnibus  bill  providing  authorizations  for 
river  and  harbor  and  flood-control  proj- 
ects. It  is  the  first  general  authoriza- 
tion bill  considered  by  the  Congress  since 
the  act  of  May  17. 1950.  All  of  the  proj- 
ects proposed  in  the  bill  have  been  con- 
sidered in  extensive  hearings  held  by 
the  Committee  on  PubUc  Works  of  the 
Rouse  of  Representatives  and  by  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works  of  the  Sen- 


ate.   The  representatives  of  the  Corps 

of  Engineers,  which  prepared  the  re- 
ports and  submitted  recommendations 
on  these  projects,  as  requested  by  the 
Congress,  were  heard  by  both  commit- 
tees. They  have  furnished  full  infor- 
mation on  the  works  proposed  and  the 
justifications  for  their  accomplijihment. 
Ixx:al  interests  which  would  be  affected 
by  the  proposed  projects  were  given  full 
opportunity  to  present  their  viewt  either 
for  or  against  the  proposed  projects. 

I  should  liiie  to  take  this  opportunity 
to  remind  the  Senate  very  briefly  of  the 
procedures  by  whicli  these  projects  are 
started  and  developed.  In  the  first 
place,  examinations  and  surveys  of  pro- 
posed projects  must  be  specifically  au- 
thorized by  Congress.  No  survey  can  be 
undertaken  by  the  Corps  of  Er«ineers 
without  such  specific  authorization. 
Survey  authorizations  are  provided  by 
the  Congress  after  receiving  requests 
from  the  local  iieople  who  are  interested 
in  securing  improvements  for  flood -con- 
trol or  navigation  purposes.  After  local 
requests  are  enacted  by  Congrees  into 
authorizations  for  surveys,  the  Coi-ps  of 
Engineers  then  proceeds  to  carry  forward 
the  surveys  as  rapidly  as  funds  are  made 
available.  During  the  course  of  the 
surveys,  public  hearings  are  held  by  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  in  the  localities  which 
would  be  affected  by  the  work  under 
study,  and  the  surveys  are  coordinated 
with  all  public  agencies  which  may  have 
some  direct  interest  in  the  proposed  im- 
provements. After  the  surveys  are  com- 
pleted ,they  are  then  referred  to  the  gov- 
ernors of  the  States  in  which  the  pro- 
posed work  is  located,  and  to  interested 
Federal  agencies.  The  comments  of  the 
governors  and  Federal  agencies  are  all 
submitted  to  Congress  with  the  report 
of  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 

The  proposed  projects  have,  therefore, 
been  carefully  worked  up  by  the  tech- 
nical staff  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers, 
and  have  been  fully  scrutinized  by  local 
interests.  State  governors,  and  Federal 
agencies. 

All  members  of  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Works  have  taken  part  in  the  con- 
sideration of  this  bill,  and  it  is  reiported 
to  the  Senate  with  the  unanimous  ap- 
proval of  the  committee.    The  projects 
included  in  the  bill  as  passed  by  the 
House  are    described  in  detail    in  the 
House  Report  No.  2247.    The  additional 
projects  which  were  considered  by  the 
committee  and  incorporated  in  the  bill 
are  described  in  Senate  Report  No.  2007. 
A  complete   list  of   the   projects,   both 
those  originally  approved  by  the  House 
and  the  ones  added  by  the  Senate  com- 
mittee, are  shown  in  lists  on  pages  5,  19, 
and  22  of  the  Senate  report.    The  com- 
mittee has  approved  the  project*  con- 
tained in  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House, 
and  we  have  recommended   additional 
projects  which  were  proposed  for  con- 
sideration subsequent  to  the  close  of  the 
House  hearings.    Most  of  the  projects 
considered  by  the  Senate  committee  were 
found  to  be  fully  justified,  and  are  thus 
recommended  for  inclusion  in  the  bill. 
A  few  projects  were  passed  over  with- 
out prejudice  for  the  reason  that  they 
had  not    been  processed  to    the  point 
where  adequate    data   could    be  made 


available  for  the  consideration  of  the 
committee. 

The  bill  as  passed  by  the  Bouse  con- 
tained a  total  of  147  projects,  with  a 
total  estimated  cost  of  $890  million.  The 
Senate  committee  recommencfc  the  addi- 
tion of  31  fully  justified  projects  at  a 
total  estimated  cost  of  $169  million.  The 
bill  as  reported  to  the  Senate,  therefore, 
includes  a  grand  total  of  178  projects,  at 
a  total  estimated  cost  of  $1,059,000,000. 

By  comparison  with  previous  author- 
izations, the  total  in  this  bill  is  smaller 
than  the  last  3  bills,  which  ranged  be- 
tween $1,290,000,000  and  $1,430,000,000. 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
bill  is  purely  an  authorization  bill.  It 
does  not  provide  any  appropriations,  and 
action  to  carry  forward  any  of  the  proj- 
ects proposed  in  this  bill  will  be  sub- 
ject to  the  further  review  by  the  Appro- 
priations Committees,  and  action  by 
those  committees  and  by  the  Congress 
itself  on  future  appropriation  bills. 

A  rather  extensive  explanation  of  the 
river  and  harbor  flood-control  programs 
is  printed  in  the  Senate  report.  I  hope 
Members  of  the  Senate  will  have  the 
opportunity  to  examine  the  entire  report 
because  I  think  they  will  find  much  val- 
uable information  therein  wtth  respect 
to  these  very  important  programs, 

I  should  like  to  mention  very  briefly 
one  of  the  more  important  factors  which 
is  considered  in  passing  upon  the  justi- 
fication for  these  projects.  That  is  the 
ratio  of  benefits  to  cost.  Under  existing 
law.  Congress  has  laid  down  the  policy 
of  participation  in  these  projects  when- 
ever the  benefits  exceed  the  cost.  The 
practical  way  of  using  these  criteria  is 
to  convert  all  the  costs  of  construction 
and  maintenance  to  an  annual  basis,  and 
compare  the  result  with  the  average  an- 
nual benefits  which  would  accrue  from 
the  completed  project.  Therefore,  un- 
der existing  law  if  there  is  $1  of  benefit 
for  each  $1  of  cost,  the  project  is  con- 
sidered economically  justified  within  the 
letter  of  the  law. 

The  projects  in  the  bill  all  meet  that 
test,  and  most  of  them  are  well  above 
the  minimum  requirement.  The  highest 
benefit-cost  ratio  in  the  bill  is  for  a  beach 
erosion  control  project,  in  which  the 
benefits  would  amount  to  $17.9  for  each 
dollar  of  cost.  Many  of  the  projects 
have  better  than  a  2-to-l  ratio.  More 
than  two-thirds  of  the  projects  have  a 
ration  of  1.5  to  1.  or  better.  Overall, 
the  estimated  benefits  from  all  projects 
in  the  bill  will  exceed  the  cost  by  a  very 
substantial  margin. 

I  wish  to  express  my  deep  apprecia- 
tion to  the  members  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works  for  the  splendid  coop- 
eration in  taking  up  the  bill  upon  rather 
short  notice,  and  at  a  time  when  our 
workload  is  at  its  peak.  I  want  to  com- 
mend the  chairman  of  the  subcommit- 
tee, the  distinguished  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  Bush],  and  all  other  mem- 
bers of  the  subcommittee,  for  their  ex- 
cellent and  efficient  work  on  the  bill. 

I  also  wish  to  commend  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Corps  of  Engineers  who 
assisted  the  committee,  and  so  ably  sup- 
plied the  technical  data  needed  by  the 
committee  in  its  consideration  of  these 
projects.  Their  cooperation  Js  greatly 
appreciated. 


19  5  J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14753 


Mr.  President,  I  also  wish  to  thank  the 
members  of  the  staff  for  their  coopera- 
tion and  fine,  intelligent  work  in  the 
preparation  of  the  bill. 

I  think  the  Committee  on  Public  Works 
has  one  of  the  best  records  in  the  Senate 
for  bipartisan  action.  The  unanimous 
committee  approval  of  the  bill  is  further 
evidence  of  that  record.  The  committee 
also  is  one  of  the  most  representative 
committees  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
areas  served  by  its  members.  The  New 
England  area  is  very  ably  represented  by 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  (Mr. 
Bush)  and  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
Fhire  I  Mr.  Uptow  1 .  From  the  Middle  At- 
lantic area  we  have  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  (Mr.  BeallI.  and  I  am  happy  to 
be  able  to  share  in  the  representation  of 
that  section.  The  South  Atlantic  area 
has  one  member  onUhe  committee,  the 
Senator  from  Florid^  (Mr.  Holland!, 
who  is  a  most  capable  i«presentative  of 
that  part  of  our  country. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
SriNNisl  and  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see (Mr.  GoreI  furnish  very  competent 
service  for  the  central  southern  and 
lower  Mississippi  aresis.  The  Great 
Lakes  area  is  well  represented  by  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Bxtrke].  The 
Southwest  has  two  verj'  eminent  repre- 
sentatives, the  Senator  Irom  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Chavez]  and  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma     (Mr.     Kerr].    The     Great 


Northern  Plains  area  has  but  one  repre- 
sentative, the  Senator  from  South 
r>akota  (Mr.  Case],  but  I  know  it  could 
not  be  more  effectively  served,  even  if 
it  had  several  members  on  the  commit- 
tee. Tlie  Pacific  Slope  area  is  very  ef- 
ficiently represented  in  the  southern  por- 
tion by  the  Senator  from  California  I  Mr. 
KucHEL],  and  in  the  northern  portion 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse  1.  This  gives  us  rather  complete 
coverage  of  the  principal  geographical 
regions  of  the  country. 

I  believe  we  have  a  good  bill.  We  are 
recommending  a  number  of  very  merito- 
rious public-works  projects  that  will  pro- 
duce much  needed  benefits.  They  are  all 
economically  justified. 

They  will  form  a  necessary  part  of  the 
expanding  economy,  and  they  will  be 
available  for  development,  as  appropria- 
tions are  provided  and  as  economic  con- 
ditions warrant. 

Mr.  President,  I  request  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  at  the  end  of  my 
remarks  a  short  sunmiary  of  the  projects, 
showing  the  number  of  projects  and  their 
total  cost. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  summary 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

A  breakdown  of  these  projects  among  the 
categories  of  flood  control,  rivers  and  har- 
bors, and  beach  erosion  control,  la  as  fol- 
lows: 


Passed  bj-  Iloiur 

Ad<i«Hl  by  Senate 
(vniniiit<<« 
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Kivprs  an '1  harbor*  
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22 
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15 

n 

1« 

$106.  303,  300 
0 

100 
22 
66 

$319,  21S  400 

HfiMh-<riistim  coiiirol 

U.007.6ft4 

726.  303.  050 

Tot;J 

147  1     hWl.  275.S14 

31    1     ItiO.  l.U.  60n 
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1,059,420,114 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  It  is  a  pleasure  for  me 
to  yield  to  the  distinguished  senior  Sena- 
tor from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  take  this  opportunity  to  congratulate 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr. 
Martin],  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works,  for  presenting  his  state- 
ment on  the  bill.  I  know  this  is  one  bill 
which  does  not  have  any  political  impli- 
cations. All  of  those  o'  us  who  serve  on 
the  Committee  on  Putlic  Works,  under 
the  leadership  of  the  able  chairman,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  have 
tried  to  report  a  bill  which  will  be  of 
service  and  benefit  to  the  entire  country. 
As  the  chairman  of  the  committee  has 
stated,  the  entire  area  of  the  Nation  is 
taken  care  of,  not  with  the  idea  of  having 
a  pork-barrel  bill  but  with  the  idea  of 
having  a  beneficial  measure. 

So  I  congratulate  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania.  I.  for  one,  who  heretofore 
had  l)een  chairman  of  the  committee, 
commend  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania for  the  fine  wor'i  which  has  been 
done  by  him;  and  I  know  that  equally 
eflBcient  and  successful  work  has  been 
done  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
(Mr.  Bush],  the  Senator  from  Florida 
(Mr.  Holland],  and  the  other  members 


of  the  committee.  No  politics  whatso- 
ever were  involved;  all  members  of  the 
committee  tried  to  do  a  good  job. 

So  I  desire  to  pay  a  warm  and  well- 
deserved  tribute  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  cer- 
tainly appreciate  greatly  the  remarks  of 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
New  Mexico.  All  of  us  know  that  he  is 
the  senior  member  of  the  Committee  on 
PubUc  Works,  and  he  has  been  most  co- 
operative and  helpful. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  offer  and 
send  to  the  desk  two  perfecting  amend- 
ments, for  which  I  request  immediate 
consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Crippa  in  the  chair).  The  amendments 
submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Permsyl- 
vania  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  9.  in 
lines  20  to  22,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
"In  accordance  with  the  report  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers,  dated  May  24,  1954," 
and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "House  Doc- 
ument No.  487,  83d  Congress." 

On  page  11,  in  lines  17  and  18,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  strike  out  "In  accordance  with 
the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 
dated  June  29,  1954,"  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "House  Document  No.  486,  83d 
Congress." 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Let  me  Inquire  how 
much  time  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
wishes  to  have  me  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Will  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  be  so  kind  as  to  yield  5  min- 
utes to  me? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Certainly,  Itr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Connecticut  is  recognized 
for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  first.  I  wish 
to  endorse  the  remarks  of  my  distin- 
guished friend,  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  (Mr.  Chavez].  I  thoroughly 
agree  with  all  he  has  said. 

I  also  desire  to  pay  my  tribute  to  him, 
as  the  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
committee,  for  his  full  cooperation  in 
connection  with  the  preparation  of  the 
bill;  and  I  may  say  the  same  of  all  other 
members  of  the  committee  on  his  side  of 
the  aisle.  I  did  not  think  we  could  pos- 
sibly have  reported  so  good  a  bill  as  we 
have,  and  so  carefully  prepared  a  bill, 
without  the  very  expert  help  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland]  and  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  StennisI, 
in  particular,  who  have  devoted  more 
time  than  have  other  members  of  the 
committee  on  that  side  of  the  aisle,  in 
connection  with  the  hearings  and  the 
preparation  of  the  bill. 

I  also  desire  to  pay  my  tribute  to  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee, the  senior  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr.  Martin],  who  has  given  this 
matter  a  great  deal  of  careful  attention; 
and  because  of  his  wide  and  extensive 
exF>erlence  in  these  matters,  he  has 
guided  the  bill  very  carefully  to  the  floor 
of  the  Senate. 

I  think  all  of  us  can  feel  very  happy 
about  the  bill. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  California  for  a  question. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  desire  to  pay  my  re- 
si>ects  to  and  extend  my  congratulations 
to  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
committee,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Martin];  and  also  to 
my  friend,  the  senior  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  Bush];  and,  indeed,  to  all 
the  other  members  of  the  Committee  on 
PubUc  Works,  which  held  hearings  over 
a  long  period  of  weeks  and  months,  and 
has  produced,  today,  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  a  bill  which  literally  will  build 
America  and  will  make  America's  econ- 
omy stronger. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  repeat  that  I  pay 
my  sincere  respects  and  extend  my  con- 
gratulations to  them;  and  I  desire  to 
state  that  I  was  delighted  and  thrilled 
to  he  able  to  participate  in  the  discus- 
sions in  the  committee  and  subcommit- 
tee meetings. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President.  I  thank 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Califor- 
nia for  his  generous  remarks. 
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Id  ^htm  of  an  th«  nioe  things  we  have 
ttid  abont  Mch  other,  I  hope  we  sh«]l  be 
•Ue  topMithe  bUL 

Mr.  Pneldent,  at  thli  time  X  wltfi  to 
nake  a  brief  statement,  If  the  dlstln- 
gnished  dialrman  of  the  committee  will 
be  so  kind  as  to  yield  me  an  additional 

Mr.  MARTIK.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
an  additional  6  minutes  to  the  senior 
flenator  from  Connectltcut. 

The  mESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Sesiator  from  Connecticut  is  recognized 
for  5  minutes  more. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  this  Ull 
continues  a  jxro^am  of  devdopment  of 
our  rivers  and  harbors  which  had  its 
beginning  as  a  Federal  Oovemment  ac- 
tlTlty  over  125  years  ago.  Over  Uiis 
van  of  years,  our  Nation  has  grown 
from  a  group  of  sms-ll  frontier  settle- 
ments to  a  position  of  world  leadership 
In  econoniilc  devek^>ment.  Our  trans- 
portation systems  have^  played  a  vital 
part  In  this  phenomenal  development. 
Water  tran^ortation  has  always  been 
the  mainstay  of  these  systems  for  the 
movonent  of  bulk  commodities  and 
heavy  goods.  Over  the  past  125  years, 
we  have  developed  almost  300  commer- 
cial harbors.  28.000  miles  of  improved 
waterways  and  about  500  locks  and  dams. 
These  Improvements  have  facilitated 
the  growth  of  trade  with  other  nations, 
developed  commerce  among  the  States 
and  contributed  to  the  security  and  con- 
tinued growth  of  the  Nation. 

The  latest  available  figures  show  that 
in  19S2  the  waterbome  commerce  of  the 
United  States  totaled  about  890  million 
tons,  of  which  660  million  were  domestic 
and  230  million  were  foreign.  This  rep- 
resents an  Increase  of  50  percent  over 
the  pre-war  peak  in  1929.  On  the  in- 
land waterways,  the  commerce  reached 
a  total  of  168  billion  ton-miles  in  1952, 
which  is  an  increase  of  42  percent  since 
1940  when  the  total  amounted  to  118  bil- 
lion ton-miles. 

The  improvement  of  these  waterways 
for  a  growing  peacetime  economy  has 
also  given  us  a  valuable  asset  in  time  of 
war.  They  have  been  used  to  provide 
access  to  inland  shipyards  and  they  have 
made  possible  a  widespread  geograph- 
ical diffusion  of  manufacturing  processes 
which  otherwise  would  have  been  forced 
into  congested  or  more  exposed  coastal 
areas. 

The  bin  provides  for  many  projects  to 
deepen  and  widen  existing  channels  and 
harbors.  This  is  necessitated  by  the  in- 
creasing use  of  larger  and  more  eco- 
nomic vessels  which  will  result  In  lower 
transportation  costs  and  lower  prices  to 
the  consumers.  The  progressive  devel- 
opment of  waterbome  transportation  has 
consistently  brought  economies  in  the 
cost  of  production  of  the  many  goods 
that  provide  us  with  the  highest  living 
standards  of  any  Nation  on  the  earth  to- 
day. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
3  minutes  more  to  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut. 

Mr.  BUSH.  llr.  I^esident.  the  biU  in- 
cludes a  number  of  projects  for  the  con- 
trol of  beach  erosion.  Under  the  basic 
law  establishing  the  policy  for  this  pro- 


gram the  Federal  participation  is 
limited  to  not  to  exceed  one-third  of 
the  total  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed 
remedial  work.  The  remaining  two- 
thirds  of  the  total  cost  must  be  borne 
by  local  Interests.  The  basic  low  also 
limits  Federal  participation  to  publlcly- 
owned  beach  areas.  No  Federal  financ- 
ing Is  permitted  for  any  privately- 
owned  beaches.  The  beach  erosion  con- 
trol projects  included  in  this  bill  have 
been  shown  by  the  studies  presented  to 
Congress  to  have  a  high  degree  of 
economic  justification. 

The  bill  further  continues  the  Federal 
flood  control  program  which  had  its 
initial  beginning  in  1879  when  interest 
first  developed  in  the  problems  of  the 
great  Lower  Mississippi  River  Basin. 
This  initial  interest  was  followed  by  the 
adoption  of  a  Federal  project  for  flood 
control  on  the  lower  Mississippi,  and 
also  on  the  Sacramento  River  in  Cali- 
fornia, where  another  great  flood  prob- 
lem had  become  evident.  In  1936  the 
Congress  adopted  flood  control  as  a  Na- 
tional policy  with  the  declaration  that 
floods  constituted  a  menace  to  National 
welfare  and  that  flood  control  is  a 
proper  activity  of  the  Federal  Oovem- 
ment in  cooperation  with  States  and  lo- 
cal interests  where  the  benefits  are  in 
excess  of  the  estimated  costs  and  if  the 
Jives  and  social  security  of  the  people 
are  otherwise  adversely  affected.  Prom 
that  beginning  there  has  grown  the  im- 
portant flood  control  program  under- 
taken by  the  United  States. 

The  flood  control  progt-am  under- 
taken by  the  Federal  Government  has 
already  brought  large  returns.  It  is  es- 
timated that  if  no  Federal  flood  control 
measures  had  been  undertaken  the  total 
average  flood  damages  in  the  United 
States  woiild  be  in  excess  of  $800  million 
a  year.  The  Federal  flood  control  works 
now  in  operation  prevent  flood  losses 
estimated  at  mpre  than  $300  million  a 
year,  and  a  considerable  amount  of  flood 
damage  is  prevented  by  works  con- 
structed by  local  interests.  The  re- 
maining average  annual  flood  damage 
actually  experienced  in  this  country 
totals,  therefore,  about  $500  million  a 
year  under  the  present  state  of  develop- 
ment. 

I  am  impressed  with  the  thoroughness 
with  which  these  projects  have  been 
studied  and  presented  to  the  Congress  by 
the  Corps  of  Engineers  in  accordance 
with  specific  authorization  by  Congress. 
Detailed  project  reports  have  been  sub- 
mitted and  printed  as  public  documents 
so  that  all  of  the  data  explaining  and 
supporting  the  proposed  work  are  avail- 
able as  public  information.  These 
projects  have  been  carefully  conafidered 
by  the  Committees  on  Public  Works  of 
the  House  and  of  the  Senate.  It  is  the 
feeling  of  the  committee  that  they  will 
contribute  to  the  national  economy  and 
welfare.  We  beUeve  that  there  is  ade- 
quate justification  for  the  Federal  par- 
ticipation in  these  improvements  and  we 
wholeheartedly  recommend  approval  of 
the  biU. 

I  yield  back  the  remainder  of  my  time, 
Mr.  President. 

Mr.  PERGUSON.  Mr.  President;  I  of- 
fer the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 


The 


The    PRESIDING    OFFICER. 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  CHixr  Cluk.  On  page  11,  after 
line  14,  it  is  proposed  to  Insert: 

Saginaw  River.  Mlcb.:  In  accordance  with 
the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Knglaeers,  dated 
June  7,  1954,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$4,496,800. 

Mr.   FERGUSON.     Mr.   President.   I 

yield  myself  5  minutes. 

This  amendment  *ould  authorize  a 
navigation  project  for  the  deepening  of 
the  Saginaw  River  in  Michigan.  The 
Saginaw  River  is  an  important  artery  of 
commerce  leading  from  the  industrial 
cities  of  Saginaw  and  Bay  City.  Mich., 
into  Lake  Huron.  In  the  10-year  period 
1941  through  1950,  commerce  on  the 
river  averaged  2,771.829  tons  a  year,  and 
I  believe  it  has  increased  since  then. 

The  project  was  submitted  to  Congress 
on  August  2,  after  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  had  reported  H.  R.  9859. 
There  were  no  adverse  comments  on  this 
navigation  project. 

The  project  would  cost  $4,496,800  in 
Federal  costs,  plus  $713,300  In  local  costs. 
The  benefit -cost  ratio  is  1.41  to  1.  Local 
interests  would  be  responsible  for  pro- 
viding certain  land  and  rights  of  way,  as 
well  as  protecting  the  existing  bridges 
across  the  river. 

Because  the  project  came  to  Congress 
after  the  Committee  had  acted  on  the 
bill.  I  feel  clearly  justified  in  offering  it 
on  the  floor  and  in  asking  the  Committee 
and  the  Senate  to  approve  the  amend- 
ment so  that  it  may  be  taken  to  con- 
ference. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  this 
project  came  in  a  little  too  late  for  the 
committee  to  consider  it  before  we  fin- 
ished work  on  the  bill.  However,  as  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  states,  every- 
thing had  been  properly  cleared. 

I  will  say  to  Members  of  the  Senate 
that,  owing  to  the  lateness  of  the  date, 
I  do  not  know  just  what  can  t>e  done  in 
conference.  I  have  discussed  what  is  in 
the  bill  at  the  present  time  with  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  I  believe  this  amend- 
ment has  great  merit.  At  a  later  ses- 
sion the  committee  approved  it.  I  am 
willing  to  take  the  amendment  to  confer- 
ence. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Texas  PMr.  Daniel]  and  I 
are  presented  with  a  very  similar  situa- 
tion. We  received  from  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  and  from  the  Chief  of  Engi- 
neers a  report  after  the  committee  had 
acted  on  the  bill.  I  believe  the  Senator 
is  familiar  with  the  Navarro  Mills  Dam 
on  Richland  Creek.  Is  this  project  some- 
what similar  to  that? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  what 
the  senior  Senator  from  Texas  says  is 
absolutely  correct.  The  project  to  which 
he  refers  has  received  consideration  by 
our  staff,  but  the  request  was  received 
too  late  for  us  to  make  the  item  a  part 
of  the  bill.    We  have  not  yet  acted  on 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan [Mr.  Ferguson]. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  offer  the  amendment,  which  I 
send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFnCER.  The 
cleric  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  CRixr  CLsax.  On  page  29.  after 
line  6,  it  Is  propoaed  l>o  Insert: 

TKimi't   BITB  BASnr,  TKZ. 

The  project  for  the  IfaTarro  IfUls  Reser- 
voir on  Richland  Creek,  Tex.,  Is  hereby  au- 
thorlaed  lubetantially  In  accordanoe  with 
recommeDdatlona  o(  tbe  Chief  at  Bnglneen 
In  bla  report  dated  Mar  28,  1954.  at  an  es- 
timated coat  of  M.see.ooo. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 

JOHNSOWl. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
offer  another  amendment  which  I  send 
to  the  desk.  I  wish  xjo  ask  some  ques- 
tions about  it.     I  ask  that  It  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chiif  Clerk.  On  page  42.  be- 
tween lines  18  and  1(>.  it  Lb  proposed  to 
insert  the  following: 

WKST  8ROKZ   Ol'  LAKE  TMSZ 

The  projects  for  flood  protection  along  the 
shores  of  Lake  Erie  are  hereby  authorized 
substantially  In  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  In 
House  Document  No.  4M.  83d  Congress,  at 
an  estimated  cost  of  $1,900,000. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  have  inserted  in  the  Rec- 
ord at  this  point  a  statement  I  have  pre- 
pared with  regard  to  this  project. 

There  being  no  ohjection.  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

STATKMEhrr  BT  SCNATOB  PxaCUSOM 

I  direct  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  two 
badly  needed  flood-control  projects  In  the 
State  of  Michigan,  which  were  not  included 
In  its  version  of  the  oeinlbui  public  works 
bin. 

Both  these  projects  are  on  the  west  shore 
of  Lake  Erie.  In  Monroi:  County.  They  are 
located  at  communities  known  as  Lakewood- 
Luna  Pier  and  Detrc>lt  Beach-Woodland 
Beach,  each  of  which  oomprlses  approxi- 
mately 500  homes.  Tiieir  protection  from 
flood  damage  has  been  estimated  by  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  to  cost  SI. 900.000. 

In  March  1952.  those  communities  were 
devastated  by  floods  caused  by  the  high  level 
of  Lake  Erie  and  strong  northeasterly  wlnda 
Damage  at  both  points  exceeded  a  half  mil- 
lion   dollars. 

Committees  on  Public  Works  In  both  the 
House  and  the  Senate  faUed  to  Incl  ide  the 
projects  In  their  respective  omnibus  public- 
works  bills  because  of  a  legal  technicality. 
The  Corps  of  Engineers  recommended  both 
projects  as  nverltorlotis  and  deserving  of  con- 
EUuction.  The  PubUc  Works  Committees  of 
the  House  and  Senate  did  not  disagree  with 
the  engineers  on  the  nterlta. 

The  technicality  was  raised  by  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  In  a  le'.ter  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  dated  ]<ay  10,  1954.  The  point 
raised  by  the  Bureau  mas  simply  this: 

That  Federal  flood -control  legislation  does 
not  specifically — I  repeat,  specifically — cover 
Inundation  of  property  aggravated  by  or  due 
to  wind  or  tidal  effects.  It  suggested  that 
underlying  legislation  be  revised  so  as  to 
clarify  congressional  Intent  with  respect  to 
such  projects  as  set  forl.h  for  Mozuoe  County 
by  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 

The  cost  Is  estimateil  as  follows: 

At  Detroit  Beach -WoodUnd  Beach,  the 
Goveriunenfs  share  would  amount  to  t506,- 
000.  that  contributed  by  local  Interests,  some 
$70,000,  with  a  cost-beneflt  ratio  of  1.47.  At 
Lakewood-Luna  Pier,  tte  Federal  cost  would 


ke  apptoztanataly  wnjOM  with  local  latarHts 
to  eootrltoute  •laa.MO.  The  csoat-beneftt 
ratio  at  that  point  amounU  to  1 J4.  At  Point 
PUoe.  Ohio,  rederal  funds  totaling  $389  XWO 
have  been  asked,  backed  toy  local  contribu- 
tions totallog  962.000  with  a  .coat-benefit 
ratio  of  i.ae. 

I  particularly  want  to  emphasize  the  eoct- 
benefit  ratios  dted  for  each  project.  All  ex- 
ceed the  basic  ratio  of  1  for  1. 

Depute  the  doubt  raised  by  the  Budget 
Bureau,  there  is  precedent  for  the  type  of 
project  I  ask  to  be  included  in  the  public 
works  bill.  Such  construction  already  has 
been  authorized  and  completed  In  Lucas 
County.  Ohio,  along  the  shores  of  the  same 
lake.  Lake  Erie,  known  as  the  Eleno  Beach. 

Howard  Farms  project  contained  in  the 
1948  act.  Another  precedent  was  a  project 
for  flood  control  along  Lake  Ponchartraln  in 
Jefferson  Parish.  La..  In  the  1946  act  at  a  total 
cost  of  •1.390.000. 

The  flood  of  19S2,  to  which  I  referred 
earUer.  caused  extensive  damage  at  Estral 
Beach,  Mich.,  also  In  Monroe  County.  In- 
stead of  ducking  the  Issue,  the  Corps  of  Ergl- 
neers  Immediately  allocated  over  S250.000 
from  Its  emergency  fund  to  repair  dikes 
already  In  existence. 

After  the  flood  which  I  mentioned,  in 
March  1952,  the  Public  Works  Committee  of 
the  Bouse  adopted  a  resolution  on  June  3e. 
1962,  In  which  It  Instructed  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  to  make  a  study  of  the  high  levels 
of  the  Great  Lakes. 

Included  In  that  resolution  and  In  other 
acts  of  Congress — and  this  Is  of  extreme  Im- 
portance to  me — was  this  language:  This 
study  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  should  be 
undertaken  "with  a  view  to  determining  the 
property  damage  resulting  from  changes  In 
leveU  of  the  Great  Lakes  and  the  feaslbUlty 
of  measures  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
damage."  Similar  language  was  ^ised  In  the 
194S  Flood  Control  Act  and  I  t>elleve  that 
In  adopting  this  language,  the  Congress  was 
Indicating  Its  Intent  that  flood-control 
measures  could  and  should  be  undertaken 
in  areas  where  the  flood  Is  caused  or  aggra- 
vated by  wind  or  tidal  effect,  such  as  is  the 
case  with  these  projects. 

The  Corps  of  Army  Engineers  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  Monroe  County.  Mich., 
flood -control  projects  are  authorized  by 
existing  law.  They  so  testified  before  the 
Public  W(»-ks  Committees  of  the  House  and 
Senate  pointing  out  that  Flood  Control  Acts 
from  1M4  on  authorized  surveys  of  damage 
from  wln,d  or  tidal  effects. 

I  might  add  that  when  the  Monroe  County 
projects  were  recommended  by  the  Corps  of 
Engineers,  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  had  not 
yet  become  law.  The  seaway,  now  about  to 
become  a  reality,  makes  the  construction  of 
the  dikes  in  Monroe  County  even  more  neces- 
sary. 

Their  cost  will  be  offset  against  the  re- 
duced necessity  for  dredging  in  the  chan- 
nel connecting  Lake  Erie  with  the  Detroit 
River.  Higher  levels  In  lake  harbors  and 
channels  will  permit  the  passage  of  deep- 
draft  vessels  without  threat  of  further  dam- 
age to  low  riparian  areas.  They  also  result 
In  saving  operating  costs  to  bulk,  commercial 
shippers,  normaUy  using  the  lakes  on  which 
to  carry  ore.  coal,  and  wheat. 

As  long  ago  as  1925.  testimony  during  the 
Chicago  drainage  canal  controversy  pro- 
duced figures  by  the  Lake  Carriers'  Associa- 
tion showing  that  freight  savings  or  looses 
amounted  to  $500,000  annually  for  each  Inch 
of  Increase  or  decrease  In  depth  of  naviga- 
tion channels. 

The  reason  simply  Is  that  ships  can  carry 
heavier  cargoes  in  deeper  channels. 

The  people  of  Monroe  County  have  waited 
patiently  for  2V^  years  for  action  by  the  Fed- 
eral Oovemment.  Now  we  are  at  the  point 
where  relief  can  be  granted  on  the  basis  of 
a  careful  study  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  who 
have  recommended  these  two  projects. 


X  hope  the  Od  OOofreH  win  not  _. 

history  without  havlBc  taken  the  tax 

step  of  enacting  authorizing  »*t^ffrHm  tat 
this  constnictlon  work  whleh  Is  so  bMUjr 
needed. 

I  tnge  my  eoUeagues  to  vote  raTOfvbly  <n 
the  amendment  I  have  offered. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  this 
project  was  not  turned  down  because  it 
lacked  merit.  However,  it  is  not  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  law.  This  project,  to 
be  approved,  would  require  further  au- 
thorization. 

I  shall  be  glad  to  attempt  to  answer 
any  questions  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan wishes  to  ask. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  from 
Michigan,  as  well  as  the  Representative 
from  the  Second  District  of  Mirhig^^p 
appeared  before  the  committee,  when» 
the  question  was  considered,  and  the 
committee  was  sympathetic  as  concerns 
the  merits  of  the  proposaL  However, 
we  were  informed  that  it  was  the  opin- 
ion of  the  committee  that  this  project 
was  not  legally  authorized.  Is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  that  is 
correct.  The  project  was  not  turned 
down  because  it  lacked  merit. 

Mr.  President.  I  tiope  I  have  made  it 
entirely  clear  that  the  project  was  not 
turned  down  because  it  did  not  have 
merit.  The  conunittee  felt  that  the  proj- 
ect did  not  comply  with  the  law. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is.  it  was  not 
legally  covered  as  an  authorised  project? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  That  was  the  feeling  of 
the  committee.  It  was  not  that  the 
project  did  not  have  merit. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Under  the  circum- 
staiKes.  the  Senator  from  Michigan  will 
not  press  his  amendment  as  a  part  of 
this  bill.  I  feel  that  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  and  Mr.  MsAon,  the  Repre- 
sentative from  that  district,  should  pre- 
sent this  project  to  tie  legally  authorised 
in  the  next  session. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  think 
that  is  a  very  proper  way  to  proceed,  and 
I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  withdraw  his 
amendment? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  withdraw  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  jrield  to  me? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BUSH.  The  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan and  the  Representative  from  Michi- 
gan who  appeared  before  the  committee 
gave  a  very  thorough  and  adequate  ex- 
planation of  this  project.  The  commit- 
tee was  very  much  impressed  with  the 
manner  in  which  they  presented  the 
project.  As  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania has  said,  if  the  law  were  such  as 
to  permit  it.  the  committee  would  have 
been  in  favor  of  the  project.  Nothing 
more  could  have  been  done  to  convince 
the  committee  that  it  was  a  good  project 
than  was  done  by  the  Senator  from 
Michigan. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  myself  and  my  juniw  colleague 
[Mr.  CoopKK]  I  offer  Uie  amendment 
which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have 
it  stated. 
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The  PRESmiNa  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ivss 
In  the  chair).  The  secretary  will  state 
the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  10,  Une  17, 
after  the  semicolon,  it  is  proposed  to 
insert: 

Provided^  That  such  authorization  shall  in- 
clude the  acquisition  of  lands  necessary  for 
wildlife  purposes  as  outlined  in  said  Senate 
Document  81. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  The  amendment 
would  not  add  any  cost  to  the  bill.  It 
would  merely  grant  authority'  to  the 
Corps  of  Army  Engineers  to  acquire  such 
land  as  may  be  needed  in  replacement. 
The  Engineers  question  whether  they 
have  the  authority  to  do  it  vfithout  such 
authorization.  I  discussed  the  question 
with  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
and,  at  his  request,  with  the  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  committee.  I 
hope  the  chairman  will  take  the  amend- 
ment to  conference. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  The  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Kentucky  and  the 
distinguished  Jimior  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky have  discussed  this  subject  with 
me.  We  are  imable  to  say  anything 
about  the  merits  of  the  proposal,  and 
we  are  not  sure  what  can  be  done.  If 
the  amendment  is  taken  to  conference, 
we  are  not  sure  whether  anything  can 
be  done  with  it,  without  further  study 
and  consideration. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  should  like  to 
make  some  legislative  history  in  con- 
nection with  the  amendment. 

The  Kentucky  Woodlands  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  containing  approxi- 
mately 80.000  acres,  is  located  between 
the  Tennessee  and  Cumberland  Rivers. 
About  6,000  acres  of  that. wildlife  refuge 
will  be  taken  in  the  construction  of  the 
high  dam  there.  It  might  be  said  that 
6.000  acres  is  a  small  percentage  of  more 
than  60.000  acres  in  the  wildlife  preserve. 
However,  these  6.000  acres  constitute 
the  only  productive  land  within  that 
preserve.  They  provide  feed  for  the 
geese  and  wild  turkeys  which  aboimd  in 
that  wildlife  preserve.    Unless  some  re- 
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placement  Is  made  for  that  land,  the  re- 
mainder of  the  land  will  be  of  no  further 
value  as  a  wildlife  preserve. 

As  I  said  a  short  time  ago,  the  amend- 
ment would  not  add  anything  to  the  cost 
of  the  bill.  It  would  merely  give  to  the 
Engineers  the  authority  to  acquire  this 
land  when  they  acquire  all  the  other 
land  which  is  needed  in  connection  with 
the  construction  of  the  dam,  instead  of 
having  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
called  upon  to  provide  the  machinery  to 
acquire  the  land. 

The  Engineers  could  do  it,  provided 
definite  authority  was  included  in  the 
bill  to  permit  them  to  do  it.  I  ask  the 
chairman  if  that  is  a  fair  statement  of 
the  facts. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  believe  the  Senator 
has  stated  the  facts  very  clearly.  How- 
ever, we  are  not  sure  about  it.  We  have 
done  some  work  on  the  program,  but 
we  are  not  sure  about  the  authorization. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  can  assure  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  that  I  have 
been  advised  by  the  Engineers  that  un- 
less such  language  is  added,  to  the  bill 
they  will  not  be  authorized  to  acquire 
the  land.  , 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  have  consulted  with 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  n  hich 
handled  this  bill  and  also  with  the  rank- 
ing minority  member  of  the  committee 
and  I  shaU  be  glad  to  take  the  amend- 
ment to  conference,  with  the  expdana- 
tion  I  have  made. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  hope  the  chair- 
man will  not  only  take  the  amendment 
to  conference,  but  will  endeavor  to  "sell" 
the  House  on  the  importance  of  the 
amendment  being  retained  in  the  bill 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  join  my  colleague,  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Kentucky 
in  urging  the  conferees  to  give  their  most 
careful  attention  to  the  amendment, 
which  has  been  so  ably  pre.-^ented  by  my 
distinguished  colleague  from  Kentucky. 

My  colleague  hves  in  the  section  of 
Kentucky  where  the  improvement  will 
be  made.    He  was  once  governor  of  Ken- 


tucky, and  he  is  very  familiar  with  the 
wildlife  refuge.  I  hope  very  earnestly 
that  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate  will  press  the  request  made  by  my 
senior  colleague  and  myself.  I  know 
that  the  Senators  who  will  represent  this 
body  on  the  conference  committee  are 
familiar  with  the  authority  of  the  Corps 
in  such  a  field.  In  analogy,  I  remember 
that  when  the  Wolf  Creek  Dam  was 
built  on  the  Cumberland  River  the  town 
of  Burn.side  was  inundated.  In  that  in- 
stance the  Engineers  not  only  provided 
relief  from  the  serious  damage  suffered 
by  bu.sine.'-ses  and  industries  which  had 
to  move  from  the  inundated  areas,  but 
also  made  arrangements  to  restore  the 
town  to  the  same  comparable  condition 
in  which  it  was  before  the  inundation. 

That  situation  may  not  be  an  exact 
analogy  with  what  my  colleague  has  said. 
is  needed  in  this  case,  but  it  is  true  that 
the  situation  cannot  be  handled  except 
in  the  way  in  v.hich  my  colleague  has 
described.  I  uif^e  that  the  conferees  give 
vei-j'  serious  con'^ideration  to  our  request. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  me  5 
minutea? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  am  glad  to  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  wish  to  supplement 
what  has  been  stated  with  respect  to  this 
bill  by  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  committee  and  by  other  members 
of  the  committee.  However,  certain 
facts  in  connection  with  the  bill  should 
be  included  in  the  Record,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  con.sent  that  they  be  includ- 
ed in  the  Record  at  this  point,  as  a  part 
of  my  remarks. 

The  first  of  two  tables  found  at  pages 
5  and  6  of  the  committee  report,  covers 
river-s  and  harbor  projects  contained  in 
the  House  bill.  It  shows  a  total  of  $212  - 
915.100. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  table 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  RtcoRD  as 
follows; 


Project!  in  title  I  of  hill  as  passed  by  Jlonse-Stc.  101 


Projects 


Document  No.« 


Lubec  ChaancI,  Maine 

Portsmouth    Harbor  and   Piscataqua"  Biver 

Maine  and  N.  H.  ' 

Lynn  Harbor,  Mass 

Weymouth  Fore  River,  Mass  " 

Town  River,  Qulncy,  Mass 

Scituate  Harbor,  Mass 

Fall  River  Harbor,  Mass 

Bullocks  Point  Cove,  R.  I  .    ' 

Sakonnet  Harbor,  R.  I ' 

Patchogue  River,  Conn.....""" 

Westport  Harbor  and  Saugatuck  River,  Coim" 
Westchester  Creek,  N.  Y 

Hudson  River,  N.  Y. 

Shoal  Harbor  and  Gompton  Creek,  N  J 

Hackensack  River,  N.  J  

Mispillion  River,  Del 

Inland  waterway  from  Delaware  River  to  Ches^" 

apeake  Bay,  Del.  and  Md. 

Queenstown  Harbor,  Md 

Little    Creek,    Kent    Island'  "QuMn"'Annes" 

County,  Md. 
Ancboraije  at  Lowes  Wharf,  Talbot  County, 

Md. 

Nantieoke  River,  Bivalve,  Wicomico  County 

Md. 
Webster  Cove,  Somerset  County,  Md 
Crisfield  Harbor,  Md... 
Rhodes  Point  to  Tylerton,  Somerset  County.' 

Md. 


8.24.1,81st  Cong.. 
H.  566,  82d  Cong.. 

H.  568,  81st  Cong. 
n.  565,  82d  Cong 
H.  108,  8.Sd  Cong 
H.  241.83d  Cong.. 
H.  405,  8.-kl  Cong 
H.  242,  83d  Cong  . 
H.  436,  82d  Cong.. 
H.  164,  83d  Cong.. 
H.  488,  gist  Cong.. 
H.  92,  82d  Cong... 
H.  228,83d  Cong.. 
H.  89,  82(1  Cong... 
H.  282,  82d  Cong.. 
8. "229,  81st  Cong.. 
S.  123,  83d  Cong... 


H.  718,  81st  Cong. 
H.  715, 81st  Cong. 


Federal  cost 
of  new  work 


I'rojfcts 


$74,non 
852,000 


65. 

4,400, 

52.^. 

.375. 

«94. 

166, 

5.W, 

13.^, 

1)2. 

32. 

31,928, 

138. 

],97.'?. 

469. 

101,000, 


000 
00() 
(1)0 

noo 

000 
400 
400 
000 
.soo 

200 
000 
000 

coo 

400 
000 


H.  90,  82d  Cong. 
H.  91,82dCong. 


H.  619,  81st  Cong.. 
H.  435,  81st  Cong. 
H.  51,  82d  Cong... 


»  n.  indicates  House  document;  S.  indicates  Senate  document 


31.900  "■ 
23,000  !' 
h 
29,000  ' 

192,600  ' 

i: 

20.300  •' 

101,750  1 1 

45,100    ; 

ll 


Poromoko  ){ivrr.  M'l 

0(v:in  City  Harbor  ainl  It. Id.  .^in-'pu.xi ct  na\ 
Mil. 

Parrolts  rrcck.  \'!i 

Norfolk  Harbor  ^iiitl    1  tiiriiMc'  Shoal  Chaniiel, 

Dpon  Trofk.  .\rroiaiKk  fomitv    \a 

Oyster  Channel.  V«  

WalhH-e  Cliaiinel.  P.iiiiheo  .^(.mi.l    \   r 

Smith.sCnrk.  N.  0     .  ...;     ' 

Channel  frnni   Ilalbr.is  Inlet  to  liaiteriLrunii' 

Kollin'on  ("tiann»l.  .N    C. 
Peltier  Creek.  N  .  ('..  to  InlruYm.'Jtal  Waterway 
e  haniii'l  Tort  iCoyiiJ  >wm>\  u<  H.aiifort,  ti   C  ' 
Pavunnah  Haihor.  <ia  .  •     — - 

Rice  Creek.  I'litiiatl]  Counl\     Fla    

Hlllsfroro  I{iver.  Hi "  

Apalachicola  Hav.  fl:!  

Apalachieola    Hay,    Fla.,    channel    uerus.s    <l 

Oeors-'e  I.^land. 

Pt.  .Ios<>ph  Bav.  Fla 

Mobili-  Hartxir.  .Al.i, 

Dauphin  I.sland  Haj.  Ala 

Bayou  Seenetle  \\;tf.rway   La 

Sahine  .\,eh,K  War^rwav'.  'fex" 

(Juadahltx>  Kiver  at  S.-a.irift.    Tex 

Aransius  Pa-s  Tex..  In  eonneclion  »  ithlht-  UuU 

Intraeoo-^tal  \\  at<tway. 
Turth'  C(,ve.  Trx 

I'ort  Aransos-CoriJUt  ClirLstiWa'tmvajVfcx.. 


I'lKiiment  No.' 


If.  4s»-,.  mst  Cone 
11.411,  SLXlConj:-. 

H.  4f..  MM  Ci.np 
i«.  122.  sJd  CuiiK  . 

If  477.  Vl^t  Cnnc 
S.  4y.  M.i  Cone 

Jl.  I.'.i.  Msi  Cone 
H.  1711.  KJ-1  C(,ne 
II.  4!1.  s.i.1  fuun 


H  37'i,  sist  Cone 
II.  4t.'.).  M^t  Cone 
II.  110.  vi.1  Coni; 
H  4 Hi.  M'll  Cone 
H.  v,;,  xist  Cone 
H.  i-j,,  sL>.i  Cone 
li    ,V7.  hM  Cong 


IT.  .'.".-.  suy  Tone 
If.  74.  Kfl  Cone 
H.  ■.V.^^.  KM  Cone.. 
II    4:3.  H;(i|  Core 
S    so,  K'A  Cnjie    .. 
H.  47>>,  m«t  Cone 
n.  37ti.  ^3J  Cone_. 

If  r,rA.  S!<t  Cong 
U.b'j,  \j,l  Cotig... 


Federal  cost 
c<  new  u  01  Ic 


$<'7>'.  .■«« 
701.  (100 

.is.  700 
fi,  i:*>«.  7(J0 

■'.1.  000 

7.'i.  -.lOO 

l(l\  (Km 

llij.  (KKI 

1  ',:>.  i*j(j 

43.  :01 
7»i.'>.  000 
414.  VdO 

s:'. :() ) 

1(1.  (VIO 

us. («)o 

6.J.').  700 

1.31?  noo 

5.  77s.  (KH) 

7(1.  flOO 
.I;.'!).  (KCI 

6.  («7.^.  («») 

74.  .ttui 
30.  700 

40.000 

h;.'J,  luO 
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Projecta 

Document  Na 

Federal  cost 
e<  new  work 

Projects 

Document  No, 

Federal  cost 

MK«i^lppl  Rlvff  at  Louisiana,  Mo 

MLs.«l';slppl  River  at  Cheatei,  111.. 

(  rooked  Slough  Harbor,  WincHia,  Minn 

CiiniU-rland  River,  Ky,  and  Term 

(.rciiiaiid  Ilarren  River,  Kj' 

Knile  kiver  Harbor.  Minn 

Ccpniupopla  Harlior,  Wis 

s>i.t«)ve»n  Harbor,  WU 

llnll;ind  Harlor.  Mich    _ 

CriH)ki' 1  and  Indian  Rivws,  Mich 

H,  2.M,R2d  Cong.... 
H.  230,  83d  CoBg.... 

H.  347,83d  Cong 

S.  81,  83d  Cong 

S.  82.  K3d  Cong 

H.  4«3.  H3d  f.<ing  ... 
H.  434,  8*1  Cong.... 
H.  .VM.  sadCong  ... 
H.2J».  83d  Cong... 
H.  142.  82.1  Cong... 
H.  62n,  8Ist  Cong.... 
H   345,  83d  Cong  .. 
H.  423,83d  Cong.... 

H.  246,83d  Cong... 

H.  4*r7.  Rlst  Cong.... 
H.  161,83.1  Cong  ... 
H..W9,  83-1  Cong... 
H   3ti2.  «3dCoug.... 

8   S3.  83d  Cong 

8.  133.81st  Cong 

$82,600 

66.000 

142,000 

3,434,000 
219,900  1 
220.  OOU 

217,  ano 

574.  4<«   1 
225,  um  ; 

Columbia   River  at   the  mouth,    Oregon   and 

Washington. 
Columbia  River  between  Chinook,  Wash.,  and 

the  head  of  Sand  Ishnd. 
Willapa  River  and  Harbor  and  Kasclle  River, 

W».h 

Orays  Harbor  and  ChehalL<!  Rivfr,  Wash 

Gray?  Harlxir  and  Chelialis  Kiver  (Westhaven 

bieokwatfr).  Wa.-*. 
Anacon«s  Uarl)or,  Wash 

H.  249,  83d  Cong.... 

S.  8.  83d  Cong 

H.  425,  83d  Con«.... 

H.  412,  83d  Cong-... 
U.  — .  83d  Cong 

R.  102,  83d  Cong 

H.  404,  83d  Cong.... 
n.  558,  82d  Cong.... 
H.  240,  83d  Cxmg.... 

H.  ."SSft,  81st  Cong 

H.  155,  8W  CoBg 

H.  569.  81st  Cong 

H.  579,  81st  Cong.... 
H.  182,  83d  Cong.... 

do 

$8,555,000 

227,100 

077,000 

421.800 
133.  TOO 

170.300 
130.290 

■ioledo  Harl>or.  Ohio.. 

Krie  Mar  for.  I'a 

512.(100 
174,000 
270,000  ' 

36,900 

1450.000 
896,,'«0 
8,  869.  (lOO 
6,437.000 
3,  7.^8.  7(W 

Neah  Bay.  Wash 

BWIrnpham  Harbor.  Wash "II 

Blaine  Harbor,  Wa!«h 

Shilshole  Bay.  8e;>ttle.  Wash. 

Port  Aneelen  Harbor.  Wa.sh    .    

Everett  Harbor  and  .Snohomish  River.  Wash. 

Quillayute  River.  Wa-ih 

8eward  Harbor,  Alaska 

Valdei  Hart>or,  Alaska 

JUaek  KM'k  Channel  and  T(«iawBnda  Hvbor, 

N    ^' 
I.itlU-  Klvrr  at  Cayuga  Island,  Niagara  Falls, 

N    Y. 

o~»ieo  Tlarhor.  N    Y.   

\im  ^npplp'  and  I>ong  Beach  Harbor.  Pallf     ... 
l.lny:i  ilel  Key  Inlet  and  Har  >or,  N'cnice,  ("alif.. 

1,386,060 
436,000 

S.  307.300 
477,000 
30^500 
425,580 
81,?00 
118.000 

3.022,000 

I'd't  Hii'iietne,  (  alif     

Kotnie  UiviT.  harbor  at  Ciold  Bf«ch,  On*  

Honolulu  Harbor,  T.  H 

H.  717,  81st  Cong.„. 

I  rn|M|un  Harbor  and  River,  :^cbo&ekl  River  at 

41,000 

Total 

21XB1M00 

K-C'lifwrt,  Oreg. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
second  table  I  ask  to  have  Included  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  appears  at  page 
6  of  the  committee  report.    It  shows  the 


rivers  and  harbors  projects  placed  in  the 
bill  by  the  Senate  conunittee.  The  total 
is  $106,303,300. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcobo, 
as  follows: 


& 
^^^ 


Amendmenla — Projecta  recommended  by  Senate  committee — liema  added  {.ace.  101) 

ProJccU 

Document  Xo.' 

Federal  ooet 
ol  new  work 

Projects 

Docamrat  No.« 

Federal  cart 
of  new  work 

Delaware  River,  Pa.,  N.  J.,  and  Del 

H.  358,  83d  Cong.... 
S    136   B3il  Cong 

101.300,000  i 

"  i 
200,000 

0  ' 

877,000 

18a  000 

4,900.000 

2.0M.000 

1,500,000 

1 

Taooma  Harbor.  Wash 

•634.300 

41.  SOO 

1,419,800 

224,400 

1,6U^000 

1. 166,400 

Wdmineton  Harbor,  N.  C.  (i«init>uraemeiit) 

Sitka  HarlKjr.  Alaska 

H.  414,  83d  Cong.... 
do. 

do 

Charlest^m  Harbor,  8    C 

Dry  Pa-s."!,  Ala.ska 

Neva  Strait,  Alaska 

Carafielle  Hart»r,  ria.  ( main tenanoe  only) 

H.  451.  83d  Cong.... 

Pascagoula  Harbor,  Mia» 

Kodiak  Harbor,  Alaska 

Nawiliwili  and  Port  Allen  Harbors,  T.  H 

Total 

H.  465,  83d  Cong.... 
H.  463,  83d  Cong.... 

Port  Aranaas-Corpuj  Chriati  Waterway,  Tex... 

Ashtabula  Harbor,  Ohio 

Richmond  Harbor,  Calif 

H.  30.V  83<1  Cong 

S.  128.  83d  Cong 

106,303,300 

Tillamnnk  R«y  ^ni\  Rm-    Om' 

*  H.  denotes  Hook  doconwat;  B.  denotes  Senate  docunenL 


Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
third  list  covers  the  projects  in  the  field 
of  beach  erosion  control.  The  table  is 
found  at  page  19  of  the  report.  The 
total  cost,  80  far  as  the  Federal  portion 


only  is  concerned — and  the  Federal  por- 
tion generally  is  one-third  of  the  total 
cost — is  $14,003,664.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  that  table  be  included  in 
the  Rxcoao  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rscokd, 
as  follows: 


Beach  eroaion  control — Projeda  in  bill  aa  paaaed  by  Houte 


ProjeeU 


Hampton  Beach,  N.  H 

I.jTin-N'ahant  Beach,  Mass 

Revere  B«'ach,  MaM 

tiuincy  Shore  Beach,  Ma.* 

South  Shore.  Sute  of  Rhode  Island 

Hanimonassett  River  to  East  River  (area  2), 
Conn. 

Hammoniunett  Beach 

Middle  Beach 

New  Haven  Harbor  to  Uouaatonic  River  (area 
3).  Conn. 

I'rosjiect  Beach 

Woo<lmont  Shore 

fiiilf  Beach   

SilTpr  Beach  to  Ceilar  Beach 

Hou.'iatonic  River  to  Ash  Creek  (area  7),  Conn. 

Short  Beach 

Seaside  Park 

Atlantic  City,  N.  J 


Document  No.' 


H.  325,83d  Cong.. 
H.  134,  82d  Cong  . 
H.  I4A,  83d  Cong.. 
H.  145,83d  Cong.. 
H.  490,  81»t  Cong. 
H.  474,  81st  Cong. 


H.  303,83d  Cong.... 
a.  248,  83d  Coriir."- 

hI  ai'iiai  Conc.~I 


Federal  catt 
of  new  work 


$140,000 
189.000 
402,000 
400,000 
166,650 


lfl«,<no 
30,400 


84,000 
42,400 
13,100 
18,300 

""'mIsoo 

119,000 
X(H4.000 


Projects 


Ocean  City,  N.  J 

Cold  Spring  Inlei  (C^>e  May  Harbor),  N.  J.... 

Virginia  Beach,  Va. 

Pinellas  Cdiinty,  Kla 

nilnoia  Shore  of  Lake  Michigan 

VermUlion  to  Sheffield  Lake  VUIage,  Ohto 

Cleveland  and  Lakewood,  Ohio 

Edge  water  Park 

White  City  Park 

Presqoe  Isle  Peninsula.  Erie,  Pa. 

Selkirk  Shores  State  Park,  Lake  Ontario,  N.  Y. 
Point  Mugu  to  San  Pedro  Breakwater,  CaUf... 
Anaheim  Ilay  Harbor,  Calif 

Seal  Beach 

Surfs  ide 

Carpenterla  to  Point  Mugu,  Calif 

Waiklkl  Beach,  T.  H 


Total. 


Document  No.' 


184,  83d  Cong. 
ao^  83d  Cong. 
186,  83d  Cof^. 
380,  83d  Cong. 
28,  83d  Cong.. 
220,  83d  Cong. 


H.  502,81st  Cong... 


H.  231,  83d  C«as. 
H.  343,  83d  Cong. 
H.  m,  83d  Cong. 
H.  349,  83d  Cong. 


H.  29,83d  Cong... 
H.  227,  83d  Cong.. 


Federal  cost 
of  new  work 


t1o^oao 
aoaooo 

635,614 

31300 

1,178^400 

186,000 

'i,'a75,'666 

08,900 

^006,000 

136,800 

3,874,000 

65,"766 

w.eeo 

73.700 
383,700 


14,003,664 


■  H.  indlcatee  House  document. 


Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
flood-control  projects  coyered  by  the  bill 
fall  into  two  categories.  The  first  cate- 
gory covers  the  projects  which  are  in- 
cluded in  the  Houae  biU.     The  Uble 


showing  those  projects  is  found  at  pages 
22  and  23  of  the  committee  report  The 
taUe  shows  new  flood-control  projects 
in  amount  of  $294,^2,750.  The  total 
Increases  in  earlier  flood-control  au- 


thorizations as  approved  by  the  House, 
are  $368,500,000.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  table  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcoko  at  this  point,  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks. 


i 


i 


■ii 


r 


P 


\\: 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  R»cohd.  as  foUows: 

Projects  in  tiUe  II  of  bill  aa  passed  by  Hoiue—Sec.  SOS 


August  17 


Project 


Conneetlcat  Ri^er  Basin: 

Modiflcatkm  o(  protect  to  pro- 
vide for  Otter  Brook  Reservoir. 
N.H. 
Modification  of  plan  for  West 
River  Barin,  Vt. 
Bnsquehaaiia  River,  vicinity  of  Endi- 
oott,  Johnson   City,   and   Vestal, 
N.  Y. 
Central  and  soatbem  Florida  (modl- 

flcation  of  project). 
Lower  Mississippi  River 

Control  of  Old  and  Atchafalaya 

Rivers  and  lock  for  navic»tion. 

Channel  in  Old  and  Atchafalaya 

Rivers  to  Morgan  City,  La. 
Modification  of  project  tat  the 

VicksbtvK-Yatoo  area. 
Modification  <A  project  for  New 
Madrid  floodway. 
Buflalo  Bayoa  Basin,  flood  protec- 
tion at  Houston,  Tex. 
Braios  River  and  trlbataries.  Oyster 

Creek  and  Jones  Creek,  Tex. 
Ouadalupe  and  San  Antonio  Rivers, 

Tex. 
Qaadalape  River,  Tex.  (modification 

of  project  for  Canyon  Dam). 
Rio  Orande  Basin  : 

At  Albnquerqne,  N.  Mex 

At  Roswell,  N.  Mex.,  on  Rio 

Hondo  River. 

White  River  Basin:  Modification  of 

plan  for  Oreers  Ferry  Reservoir, 

-  Ark.,  and  authorization  of  Beaver 

Reservoir,  Ark. 
Arkansas  River  and  tribntaries,  at 

Enid,Okla. 
Upper  Mississippi  River: 

Urban  areas  at  Alton,  111 

Oattenberg.  Iowa,  to  Hambore 
^Bay.  ni. 

Fish  Lake  I>rainage  and  Levee 
District,  No.  8,  Monroe 
County,  DL 


Document  No.> 


H.  500,  81st  Cong.. 
H.  iM3, 80th  Cong. 

P) 

8.  83,  82d  Cong 

H.  85,  83d  Cong... 
H.  183, 83d,  Cong.. 
H.  250,  83d  Cong. 
H.  S35,  81st  Cong.. 
H.  344,  83d  Cong.. 


H.  4«4,  83d  Conjt. 
H.  436,  83d  Cong. 


H.  185,  83d  Cong.... 

H.3»7,  83d  Cong.. 
H.  281,  83d  Cong.. 

H.  386.  83d  Cong.. 


New  flood- 
control 
ivojects 


K460,000 


32,000,000 
440,000 


1,743,000 
16, 191, 600 
40,000,000 
30,254,000 


7,  i500, 000 
6,668,000 


965,000 

2,500.000 
30,551,000 

480,000 


Increases  in 
authoriza- 
tions for 
previously 
approved 
projects 


$7,000,000 


I 

Project 

I 


Upper  Mi.s.sis.sipp|  River— Con. 
Sny  Lsland  lovco,  Lovee  IJrain- 
ajte  '/i.strict.  111. 

Uppi  r  Iowa  Itivi'r,  Iowa  

Missouri  Fiivpf  B^sin  authorization 
Kan.sii.s    Kivff   and    tributaries, 
Colorado,  Nt'braska,  and  Kan- 
sa.*;. 
Osiisp     Rivpr    and     tributaries, 
Mi,s.s<)uri  and  Kansas,  niwlifi- 
cation  of  prt^fct. 
Kansa,s  ("itys,  ICans.  and  Mo., 

"lolirit-atlori  of  project. 
Chariton  Kiver.  Iowa  and  Mo... 
Littlo  Sidui  Kiver.  Iowa 
Litlle  .\Iis.s<)uri  Ki\erand  tribu- 
tiirii  •;  at  .Mirnnirth,  .\.  Dak. 
Coal  Creek  and  tributaries.  'I'liin 
Ohio  Kiver  Hasiti  f^andy  Lick  Cnrk, 
vicinity  of  Kevuuldville.  I'a. 

Paint  Ko(k  Kiver,  Ala    

Kalamaz(K)  Kiver,  .Mieh I. 

Little  Calumet  Kiver,  In.l.        "_ 

I»s  .^^lEeles  San  Ci:il>riel  Ua.^Ul  and 

Ballona  Cp'ek.  Ciilif 
Safranienlo  Ki\er  ILuMtr 

-Middii'  Creik,  Calif   

Aliierieaii  Ki\|r.  C  ilif    __.__ 

Lower  San  Joiijuiti  Ki\ir  \\;is\\\ 
Cokiuibia     Hivir     Hhmii     Mo-lifiea- 
tion  of  project  to  include  powi  r  de- 
veloimient    at    ('(iii^;;ir     Ke~er\nir 
on  Soiilli  Fork  of  McKeiizie  Kiver. 
Oree..  and  Oretm   p.^ter  KeserM  ir 
on  .Middle  Fork  of  .-<ant lain  Ki\er. 
Orej;.,  iiicludiin;  \\  liile   Uridire  re- 
reeulitinK     reservoir     on      .Midille 
Fork  iif  .'>antiaMl  Kner.  Orec, 
Gold  Creek  luid  tntiutaries,  .\|;i-Jka 
Wailoa  Stream   aS<l   its  tributarifs, 

island  o'  Hawaii,  T    H. 
Deparlnient  of  .AuricMlture.  ■wr    201. 
pros<'eu!ion     of     Vkurks     heretofore 
authorized. 


Document  No.' 


n.  247,  83d  Cong, 
n.  375,  83<1  Conit- 
ii.  642,  81st  Cong. 

n.  549,81st  Cong 


rr   .V.l,  Sl^t  Conu 
S.  127.  Had  Contr 
S.  1,M,  M.-^t  Conn.. 

H.  l.M.h2.1  Cone.. 
H.  71'.,  Hist  Con;; 

11.  — ,  SCld  CoilK 
S.  <«,  <<<!  CoriL' 
11    IM.  M'd  Cong 


New  flood' 
control 
projects 


Increases  in 
authoriza- 
tions for 
previously 
appro\-e<i 
projects 


r,  046,  .100 

»79, «« 

73,710,000' 


19,  fd  2. 000 

10,  o7r,.  {t^rn 

74.1. 2<if) 
670, 000 

1,001.. VKl 

4,201.  .I.K1 

soy.  yoo 


11   *.7.  tl«t  Coup  .. 
II.  :«■,:,  hist  c<;nK 

11.  i.Jl,  bl.-t  Cong... 


H.  M.  '.2d  Conp 
11.  fil'y,  Hbt  Conp 


Total. 


1. 110.  fWifi 
1.  (iUI,  l«)0 


$144,000,000 


12,500,000 


.V  two  (NIO 

IMJ.  UX),  oou 


3sfl  nor 
317,000 


20,000,000 


2VM.  K',i.  7U)  I   3<-A  .'lUJ.  (KlO 


'  Rei'ort  of  the  Chfc'f  of  Eiigine«rs  dated  Feb.  ly,  li..'-4. 


•  H.  indicates  House  document;  8.  indicates  Senate  document. 
«  Reportvf  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  Apr.  8,  1854. 

Mr.  HOU.AND.     Mr    President,    my     $62,850,300,  as  shown  in  the  table  found  in  the  Record  at  this  noint  ».<:  'r  ns,ri  nf 

last    request    covers    the    amendments    on  page  23  of  the  committee  report.    I  my  remarks       '   ^^^  P^^""'' ^  ^  P^"^*  °' 

placed  in  the  bill  by  the  Senate  commit-     ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  table  Thprp  hPin^  nnnhi»/.ti«>,  *v,»  t^Ki 

tee  in  the  field  ot  flood  control,  totaling     showing  these  amendments  be'^J.intd  or  Jered  to  Le7r?nt^i7n The  Re^^^^^^^^  "^ 

Amendments — Projects  recommended  b^  Senate  commilte«—Ilem.i  added  (see.  203) 


Projects 


West  Branch  of  Susquehanna  River,  Pa.. 

Reelfoot  Lake  area,  Kentucky  and  Tennessee 
BeiUMi  Reservoir,  Tex.  rreeervatlon  of  water 

supply  for  Fort  Hood). 

Peoos  River,  N.  Mex.  and  Tex 

Conway  County  Drain^  and  Levee  District, 

Arkansas. 

Hoila  Bend  Bottom,  Ark 

BearCreek   Mo 

Bic   Sloox    River   and    tributaries,    Iowa   and 

South  Dakota. 
CoW  Brook  Dam,  8.  Dak 


Document  No.' 


H.  167, 82d  Cong.... 

H.  157.  82dConR.... 
H.  435,  83d  Cong 


Estimated 
Federal  cost 


Prnjeots 


n<xiinient  No.' 


slimated 
<leral  (list 


925,000.000 

748,100 

0 

»,  540, 000  ! 
2%,  600 

312,000 
3,326.000 
3,430,000 

15.000 


Oaho  Reservoir,  S,  Dak.,  facililus  at   roll(,ik 

!S.  Dak 
Heart  Kiver  at  M»iil;in.  P.  Dak 
Santa  .Mana  Ki\rrand  iributai  ies.\-^jiXur,iia 

San  Ix)ren7.o  Kiver,  Cahf 

Sun  Lorenzo  Creekj  Calif.. ''""'" 

Triirke.'  Kiver  and  iMbuti.nes.  Caiifoinia  and 

.Nevaila. 
Amazon  Creek,  Ortg 


Total. 


•  H.  Indicates  House  document;  S.  indicates  Senate  document. 


I 


4<«i.  s-H  Cone 

447.  sM  Conu  ... 
ih2.hM  Conr:.... 


131,  Si3.1  Cong 


f2U'.(ll« 

7.  727.000 
111.  IM'.  I«K) 

i.  7WI.  UK) 

7yi,(ioo 
*«3.  roo 


Mr.  HOIjLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
total  of  these  5  tables  as  inserted  in 
the  RtcoRD  will  be  found  to  be  approxi- 
mately $1,050,000,000  of  authorizations, 
as  mentioned  by  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Mariw]  in  his  open- 
ing remarks. 

Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it  has 
been  more  than  4  years  since  a  bill  of  this 
kind  has  been  passed,  it  is  the  smaUest 
bill  in  this  field  that  has  been  considered 


by  Congress  for  mfiny  years.  That  fact 
indicates  a  conservative  approach,  and 
indicates  also  that  there  is  a  large  back- 
log of  earlier  authorizations,  which  have 
not  been  reached  and  which  have  added 
to  the  complexities  of  the  situation. 

I  have  asked  that  these  items  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Record  for  the  information 
of  all  who  may  read  the  Congressjonal 
Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ives 

In  the  chair) .   The  question  is  on  agree- 


ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Kentucly  [Mr.  ClumemisJ. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  the 
amendment  which  I  send  to  the  tlesic  and 
aslc  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to 
strilce  out  on  page  39,  lines   13   to   24, 

inclusive. 
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Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  this  amend- 
ment is  a  little  unique.  It  proposes  to 
make  the  amount  in  the  bill  a  wee  bit 
smaller.  The  reason  for  it  is  that  the 
Item  has  been  taken  care  of  by  a  bill 
which  passed  on  the  Consent  Calendar 
some  time  ago,  and  which  has  been 
passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
since  this  bill  was  reported.  Conse- 
quently, there  is  no  need  of  this  language 
in  the  bill,  and  it  might  as  well  be  de- 
leted from  the  bill.  ' 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  is  very  much  in  conformity  with 
his  very  careful  legislative  work.  I  do 
not  think  I  have  ever  been  associated 
with  anyone  who  Is  so  careful  as  is  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota.  It  will  be 
a  great  pleasure  to  accept  his  amend- 
ment and  take  it  to  conference. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
I  Mr.  CaseI. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

The  Lecislativi  Clerk.  On  page  15, 
between  lines  20  and  21,  insert  the  fol- 
lowing : 

At  Petersburg  Harbor,  Alaska:  In  accord- 
ance with  .he  r»"port  of  the  Chief  of  Engi- 
neers, dated  April  8,  1954,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $40,000; 

Pelican  Harbor,  Alaska:  In  accordance  with 
the  repmrt  of  tne  Chief  of  Engineers,  dated 
April  8,  1954,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  1270,- 
000; 

Ketchikan  Harbor,  Alaska:  In  accordance 
with  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 
dated  Aorll  8.  1954.  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$2,947,900: 

Rocky  Pass.  In  the  Keku  Strait,  Alaska:  In 
accordance  with  the  report  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers,  dated  April  8,  1954,  at  an  esti- 
mated cost  of  $214,000. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  place  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  an  explanation  of 
these  items.  They  have  been  approved 
not  only  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  but 
by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  Like  sev- 
eral other  amendments  which  have  been 
accepted  today,  they  came  in  too  late  for 
the  House  to  consider  them,  and  I  hope 
the  Senate  conferees  will  take  them  to 
conference. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  explana- 
tion  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 

Record,  as  follows: 

Harbors  or  Southeastern  Alaska    (Repott 
or    CHiEr    or   Emginkess,    Dated    Apul    6. 

1054) 

LOCATIOIV 

That  portion  of  the  Territory  known  as 
the  Panhandle  area,  consisting  of  a  narrow 

strip  of  mountainous  mainlands,  together 
with  tbe  Islands  of  the  Alexander  Archipela- 
go lying  Immediately  offshore. 

REPORT  ACTHORIZED  BT 

Flood  Control  Act  of  June  30.  1948;  river 
and  harbor  acts  of  July  24,  1940,  and  May 
17,  IB50;  and  resolutions  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Rlyers  and  Hhrbors  dated  Octo- 
ber 30.  1945.  and  July  13.  1949. 

Existing  project:  16  project*  In  south- 
east   Alaska    have    been    adopted    to    fa- 


cUltate  navigation.  Petersburg:  Dredging 
approaches  to  the  wharves  24  feet  deep,  a 
■mail-boat  basin  8%  acres  in  extent,  11  feet 
deep,  and  a  short  channel  8  feet  deep  and 
40  feet  wide  to  the  south  of  the  Porest  Serv- 
ice noat.  Ketchikan :  Stone  breakwater  with. 
concrete  cap  940  feet  long  and  a  small -boat 
basin  10  feet  deep. 

PLAN  or  RECOMMENDED  IMPKOVKKKNT 

Petersburg:  Modification  of  existing  proj- 
ect to  provide  for  dredging  the  outer  one- 
third  of  the  small -boat  basin  to  a  depth  of 
15  feet.  Pelican:  Construction  of  a  small - 
boat  basin  12  feet  deep  and  protected  by  a 
breakwater  1,000  feet  long.  Ketchikan: 
Modification  of  the  existing  project  to  pro- 
vide a  small-boat  basin  at  Bar  Point  dredged 
to  a  depth  cf  15  feet  or  to  rock,  and  pro- 
tected by  two  stone  breakwaters  700  feet 
and  1,550  feet  long.  Keku  Strait  at  Rocky 
Pass:  Improvement  of  Rocky  Pass  In  Keku 
Strait  by  removing  rock  hazards  to  provide 
a  channel  with  a  minimum  depth  of  5  feet 
and  a  width  of  150  feet  at  the  Summit  and 
200  feet  at  Devils  Elbow. 

Estimated  cost  (report  1952  prices) 


Federal 

N'on- 
KeUeni) 

Total 

Tef'TshHnt  Harbor 

$4n.nno 

770,  IKiri 
2,  W7.  WJO 

214.000 

$40,000 

rrlio<»n  UrtrJior 

Kotcliik^in  Ilarf><>r 
Kooky    I'lws   in    Kt-ku 
blnul- -. 

$20.  ono 

127.000 

2WI.  nno 

3,  074.  900 
214  000 

Total 

3,471,i)00     147,000     3,618,900 

1 

Local  cooperation:  Furnish  lands,  ease- 
ments, and  rights-of-way.  Including  quarry 
rights  and  spoil-disposal  areas;  construct, 
maintain,  and  operate  mooring  facilities  and 
public  landing;  and  hold  and  save  the  United 
States  free  from  damages. 

Project  economics 


P'ters- 
huTK 

Peli- 
can 

Ketchi- 
kan 

Rooky 

Annual  cJiarpps: 
Interrst  und  amor- 
tization  

Maintenance 

$1.«50 

in.ofio 

1.200 

$11,1.000 
12.000 

»S,  TOO 
2  .300 

!.•?.  IfiO 

Total 

l.-ViO 

127.  000 

11.000 

Annual  heneflLs: 
I'revention  of  liam- 

apr  or  lo<5s    

Transportation  .sov- 

inKS. 

3,500 

4,450 

4,800 
5.400 

138.  000 
IS.  000 

18,000 

Incrcaiwd  fish  catcli. 

Total 

3..VI0 
2.24 

14,650 
1.1 

15«i.000 
1  23 

18  000 

Beneflt-cost  ratio 

1.63 

REM  ARKS 

The  economy  of  this  section  of  Alaska, 
with  its  many  islands,  sparse  population,  and 
widely  scattered  settlements.  Is  dependent 
on  water  transportation.  There  are  several 
thousand  tx>at8  using  the  harbors  and  water- 
ways of  the  area.  These  projects  are  needed 
to  protect  fishing  craft  and  other  vessels 
from  damage,  decrease  transportation  costs 

to  the  fishing  grounds  and  timber  areas,  and 
result  In  an  increased  value  of  the  fish  catcb. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  in  ac- 
cordance With  the  statements  which  I 

have  made  with  reference  to  other 
amendments,  this  amendment  has  been 
cleared  with  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
but  it  did  come  in  too  late,  and  I  do  not 
know  what  the  House  conferees  may  do. 
We  shall  make  every  effort  to  press  for 
its  adoption. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.     I  appreciate  the 

statement  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 


The  PRESmiNO  OFPICJER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington   [Mr.  MAGNTTSOIf]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  place  in  the 
body  of  the  Record  at  this  ix>int  cor- 
respondence with  reference  to  the  Taco- 
ma  Harbor  dredging  project. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  cor- 
respondence was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

OmcE  OF  THE  Assistant 
Secret  AST  or  Detensk, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  22.  1954. 
Re  Tacoma  Harbor  dredging  project   (port 

Industrial  waterway) 
Hon.  Wakren  G.  Magnuson. 

United  States  Senate. 
Dear  Senator  Magnttson:  In  further  ref- 
erence to  my  letter  of  June  7,  1954,  the  Pa- 
cific Oil  &  Refining  Co.  advised  me,  tmder 
date  of  July  13.  1954.  that  it  has  requested 
the  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization  to  amend 
its  presently  existing  Certificate  of  Necessity 
TA-NC-24054  to  Include  an  alkylatlon  unit 
in  the  interests  of  national  defense. 

We  are  pleased  with  this  development 
since,  as  indicated  in  my  prevlotis  letter  to 
you,  the  Department  of  Defense  is  vitally 
Interested  In  the  construction  of  alkylatlou 
facilities  In  the  Pacific  Northwest  area. 

It  Is  hoped  that  the  necessary  arrange- 
ments can  be  made  in  connection  with  the 
Tacoma  Harbor  dredging  project  which,  if 
completed,  wUl  enable  the  Pacific,  Oil  & 
Refining  Co.  to  proceed  with  the  construc- 
tion of  their  refinery. 
Sincerely  yours, 

W.  W.  Wnrr*, 
Brigadier  General,  VSAF, 
Staff  Director,  Petroleum  Logistics  Division. 

Mat  26,  1954. 
Re  Tacoma  Harbor  dredging  project   (Port 

Industrial  waterway) 
Col.  W.  W.  WHrrE, 

Office,  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Supply  and  Logistics, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Colonel  WarrK:  Recently  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  has  received  a  very  favorable 
report  from  the  Seattle  district  engineers  ap- 
proving the  atx>ve-named  project.  The  re- 
port recommends  a  Federal  Investment  of 
$634,000  to  complete  this  waterway.  To 
date  the  local  Interests  have  spent  In  ex- 
cess of  (2  million.  The  project  is  sorely 
needed  to  provide  new  deep  water  frontage 
for  the  port  of  Tacoma.  This  calls  for 
dredging  a  '4  -mile  waterway  30  feet  In  depth 
and  about  800  feet  wide. 

One  of  the  Industries  which  intends  to  lo- 
cate on  this  waterway  involves  an  oil  re- 
finery. The  refinery  group  Intends  to  be- 
gin construction  as  soon  as  dredging  of  the 
waterway  is  assured  and  as  soon  as  suffi- 
cient dredging  has  been  accomplished,  to 
provide  a  fill  where  storage  tanks,  etc..  wiU 
be  located. 

The  Washington  Processing  Co.  is  a  par- 
ticipant in  the  refinery  syndicate  group  and 
is  currently  acting  as  agent  and  spokesman 
for  the  larger  organization.  Recently  this 
company  advised  the  Tacoma  Port  Ck)mmis- 
sion  that  In  addition  to  the  installation  of 
modern  type  catalytic  thermal  reforming 
units,  capable  of  producing  lOO-octane  gaso- 
line. It  is  planned  to  Include  an  alkylatlon 
unit  which  will  then  make  possible  produc- 
tion of  aviation  gasoline.  I  am  enclosing  a 
copy  of  a  letter  which  Mr.  W.  O.  French, 
of  Washington  Processing  Co.,  Inc..  recently 
sent  to  the  Tacoma  Port  CommlMJoners 
stating  this  Intent. 

As  I  understand  It,  there  is  still  •  con- 
siderable shortage  of  production  facilities 
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for  •TlAtlon  gaaolln*.  In  addition,  there  are 
no  mich  tedlltlM  located  in  the  Pacific 
MOKtmpMt,  Such  a  faculty  In  the  area 
would  he  of  great  value  to  the  Defense  De- 
partment  in  supplying  Installations  in  the 
Pacinc  Northwest  and  Alaska. 

The  oil  refinery  and  alkylation  facilities 
2uve  been  granted  a  tax  amortization  cer- 
tificate. Their  location  in  Tacoma  is  de- 
jwndent  upon  early  authorization  and  com- 
Xrieti<Mi  of  tlM  Port  Indiistrlal  Waterway. 

I  am  wondning  if  you  would  he  willing  to 
cheek  Into  this  matter  from  defense  point 
cl  view  and  let  me  know  what  Interest,  If 
any,  your  department  would  have  in  the 
location  of  a  refinery  and  alkylation  unit  In 
Tacoma.  Since  the  waterway  and  these 
facilltiea  are  dependent  one  upon  the  other, 
the  national  defense  Importance  ot  the  in- 
stallation will  have  some  bearing  on  the 
speed  with  which  we  can  get  the  waterway 
project  through  the  CSongress. 

For  your  further  information,  legislative 
action  is  being  correlated  as  much  as  pos- 
sible with  the  procedures  of  the  Corps  of 
Engineers.  I  and  other  members  of  the 
Washington  State  delegation  are  trying  to 
achieve  authorization  of  the  waterway  in 
this  session  of  Congress.  If  the  project  is 
approved  for  inclusion  in  the  Omnibus 
Rivers  and  Harbors  bill,  we  will  seek  an  ap- 
propriation before  adjournment.  The  time, 
therefore.  Is  short.  Tovir  statement  regard- 
ing the  importance  of  the  project  for  the 
national  defense  In  terms  of  the  oil  refinery 
and  aviation  gasoline  installation  depend- 
ent upon  the  waterway  completion  will  be 
moot  helpful. 

Ill  appreciate  hearing  from  you  at  jova 
earliest  convenience.    Best  regards. 
Sincerely, 

Wabrxn  O.  MAcmrsoir, 

VniteA  States  Senator. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  an  amendment  at  the  desk  which 
I  should  like  to  have  the  clerk  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  o£Fered 
by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

The  Legislativi  Cucrk.  On  page  4. 
line  14,  after  "$91,389,000".  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  a  colon  and  the  following : 

Provideii,  That  the  Incremental  depth 
from  35  feet  to  40  feet  shall  be  provided  by 
the  Ptederal  Government  subject  to  the  con- 
dition that  local  interests  contribute  one- 
half  of  the  cost  of  such  Incremental  depth  In 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  In  such  document. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  have  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Martin],  I 
should  like  to  say  tha^  on  page  4  of  the 
bill  there  is  an  authorization  for  the 
Delaware  River  of  $91,389,000.  The  sum 
of  $36  million  of  the  $91  million  Is  for 
dredging  the  Delaware  River  from  the 
Philadelphia  Navy  Yard  to  the  United 
States  Steel  Works,  at  a  cost  of  $36  mil- 
lion. Because  only  the  United  States 
Steel  Co.  is  going  to  benefit  from  this 
dredging  to  40  feet,  the  Chief  of  Engi- 
neers, the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  and 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  all  of  them, 
have  recommended  that  the  United 
States  steel  Co.  should  pay  half  the 
cost.  Unfortunately,  the  committee  did 
not  choose  to  follow  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  the 
Corps  of  Engineers,  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army.  Therefore,  the  entire  $36 
million  will  be  paid  by  the  taxpayers  of 
the  United  States.  I  think  it  Is  most 
regrettable.   "While  I  recognize  that  this 


is  an  authorization,  nevertheless,  I  be- 
lieve the  Senate  should  go  on  record  and 
request  the  United  States  Steel  Co.. 
which  is  the  only  local  interest  to  bene- 
fit from  the  dredging  to  40  feet,  to  pay 
half  the  cost. 

The  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  a  report  to 
the  Senate  dated  November  18,  1953, 
said: 

All  evidence  indicates  that  the  use  of 
depths  greater  than  35  feet  now  or  In  the 
foreseeable  future  will  be  confined  to  a  single 
company  and,  in  accordance  with  established 
policy,  the  greater  depth  required  hy  this 
Single  company  warrants  a  substantial  cash 
contribution  to  the  incremental  cost  of  the 
greater  depth.  I  believe,  therefore,  that  the 
incremental  depth  from  35  to  40  feet  ihould 
be  provided  by  the  Federal  Government  sub- 
ject to  the  condition  that  the  United  States 
Steel  Co.,  or  other  local  interests,  contribute 
one-half  of  the  cost  of  the  incremental 
depth,  this  half  being  presently  estimated 
at  about  118  million. 

Secretary  of  the  Army  Stevens,  on 
March  Id.  1954.  said: 

I  do  not  believe  that  any  evidence  now 
available  indicates  that  prospective  general 
commerce  on  the  river,  other  than  iron -ore 
receipts,  will  require  more  than  a  35-foot 
depth.  It  appears  true  that  additional  eco- 
nomic benefits  will  accrue  directly  to  the 
United  States  Steel  Corp.,  from  a  40-foot 
channel,  and  there  seems  every  reason  for 
the  beneficiary  to  participate  in  tlie  project. 

Finally,  Mr.  President,  the  Budget  Di- 
rector, Mr.  Hughes,  said,  on  Febcuary 
25,  1954: 

We  believe  that  no  exception  should  be 
made  to  the  long-established  principle  and 
practice  In  such  cases  of  requirine  local  par- 
ticipation in  the  coat  and  that  the  aaiount 
of  the  cash  contribution  proposed  by  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  In  this  case  is  reason- 
able. 

There  is  no  reason  why  the  United 
States  Steel  Co.,  which  is  the  only  com- 
pany which  could  possibly  benefit  from 
dredging  the  river  from  35  feet  to  40  feet, 
should  not  pay  half  the  cost.  The  com- 
pany is  having  iron  ore  carriers  built  in 
Japan  to  carry  ore  from  Venezuela.  Yet, 
Mr.  President,  it  is  the  taxpayers  who 
will  have  to  pay  the  other  half  of  the 
cost  of  deepening  this  channel.  In  view 
of  the  statements  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  tlie  Chief  of  Engineers,  and  Sec- 
retary Stevens,  I  see  no  justification  for 
the  United  States  Steel  Co.  not  paying 
half  the  cost.  It  is  a  local  company 
which  is  going  to  benefit  from  the  proj- 
ect. It  is  for  that  reason  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas  1.  who  is 
absent,  and  I  have  offered  this  amend- 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Kennedy],  for  himself 
and    the    Senator    from    Illinois     [Mr, 

EtoXTGLASl. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr,  President.  I  yield 
myself  5  minutes. 

I  should  like  to  say  to  my  distinguished 
friend  from  Massachusetts  that  I  cannot 
give  the  name  of  the  concern,  but  2,500 
acres  of  land  have  been  optioned  on  the 
New  Jersey  side  of  the  river,  opposite 
the  Fair  less  steel  plant  for  the  construc- 
tion of  another  steel  plant  in  the  pela- 
ware  Valley. 


Mr.  DUFF.  Mr.  President,  will  my 
colleague  yield?  I 

Mr.  MARTIN.    I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  DUFF.  I  believe  It  Is  the  National 
Steel  Co.,  which  is  one  of  the  largest 
steel  companies,  ranking  very  close  to  the 
United  States  Steel  Co..  which  has 
acquired  this  land  and  which  expects  to 
make  another  installation  at  the  point 
which  the  Senator  has  mentioned. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  appreciate  what  my 
distinguished  colleague  has  stated. 

I  should  like  the  Senate  to  have  this 
information.  The  port  of  PhQadelphia 
is  one  of  the  oldest  ports  of  our  Nation. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania, 
the  city  of  Philadelphia,  and  the  rail- 
roads have  spent  on  that  port  one-third 
of  a  billion  dollars.  The  ix)piilation  is 
increasing  very  rapidly  in  Bucks  County, 
which  is  on  the  Pennsylvania  side  of  the 
river.  There  are  8,000  industries  in  the 
Philadelphia  area,  in  the  States  of  Dela- 
ware, New  Jersey,  and  Pennsylvania. 

During  the  war  there  was  probably 
more  critical  war  production  in  this  val- 
ley than  in  any  other  place  in  the  United 
States.  From  the  standpoint  oS  defense 
alone,  this  project  should  be  approved. 

I  am  fearful  that  if  we  permitted  the 
United  States  Steel  Co.  to  make  an  ap- 
propriation of  S18  million,  it  would  be  a 
bad  precedent.  I  feel  that  the  water- 
ways of  our  country  ou?ht  to  be  free  and 
without  any  po.ssible  understanding  that 
any  individual  or  any  corporation  has 
priority  in  their  u.'e.  ' 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Penn.'=ylvania  I  Mr.  Martin] 
agree  with  me  that  the  committee  con- 
sidered this  question  very  carefully,  and 
that  it  was  pointed  out  to  us  that  there 
is  no  precedent  for  the  type  of  suggestion 
which  the  Senator  from  Mas.-^achusetts 
f  Mr.  Ke.vnedy]  makes  for  himself  and  on 
behalf  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 
There  is  no  precedent  for  such  contri- 
butions where  general  commence  is  in- 
volved. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUSH.     I  do  not  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  MARTIN.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
Colonel  Milne  was  asked  that  question 
before  the  S:nator's  committee  on  May 

13,  and  that  he  stated  for  the  Corps  of 
Engineers : 

There  have  been  a  number  of  examples, 
Mr.  Chairman,  where  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
has  recommended  a  local  cash  contribution 
and  such  contribution  ha.s  been  approved  by 
the  Congress  and  has  been  made  by  those 
Interests. 


lie  then  proceeded  to  give  the  Senator 
4  or  5  examples. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Does  the  Senator  have  the 
exan-ples  before  him? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  have.  Colonel  Milne 
stated : 

Some  specific  examples  that  come  to  my 
mind:  In  the  New  England  area.  In  Town 
River,  Mass. — 

He  went  on  to  say  that  the  people  of 
Town  River,  Mass.,  contributed  25  per- 
cent 

In  the  case  of  Houston  ship  channel 

Mr.  BUSH.  From  what  page  is  the 
Senator  reading? 


j,.;.i. 


195^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14761 


Mr.  KENNEDY.  Page  42  of  the  Sena- 
tor's committee  hearings. 

Mr.  BUSH.     Of  the  hearings? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  That  is  correct. 
Colonel  Milne  talks  about  the  Stockton 
deepwater  channel  in  California,  where 
the  local  interests  paid  one-half  the 
cost. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield'  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  MARTIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BUSH.  We  are  trying  to  get  at 
the  facts. 

Mr,  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
very  anxious  that  the  Senate  and  the 
people  of  America  have  all  possible  in- 
formation relative  to  the  development  of 
the  Delaware  \alley.  I  do  not  know 
whether  Senators  realize  it  or  not.  but 
using  Philadelpiiia  as  the  center,  within 
100  miles  we  have  1  percent  of  the  area 
of  the  United  S:Ates,  but  14  percent  of 
the  population. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  5  minutes  have  expired.  Does 
the  Senator  wish  to  yield  himself  addi- 
tional time? 

Mr.  BUSH.  "Will  the  other  side  yield 
2  minutes? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  How  much  more 
time  have  we  lelt  on  this  side? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Twen- 
ty-flve  minutes  remain  to  the  Senator's 
side. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.     I  yield  5  minutes. 

Mr.  BUSH.  The  point  I  should  Uke 
to  make  is  this:  There  is  no  precedent 
for  this  kind  of  contribution  where  gen- 
eral commerce  is  Involved,  That  is  my 
position,  and  I  believe  it  to  be  accurate. 
The  examples  which  the  Senator  was 
reading,  I  belie^'e.  are  not  similar  ex- 
amples. Sometimes  local  contributions 
are  obtained.  That  has  been  true  not 
infrequently  where  land  enhancement 
was  involved.  But  when  there  is  in- 
volved the  deepening  of  a  channel  for 
the  improvement  of  general  commerce 
and  the  general  service  of  the  area.  I 
submit  that  my  information  is  that 
there  is  no  pre<:edent  for  this  kind  of 
contribution. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  should  also  like  to  em- 
phasize, if  the  Senator  will  permit  me. 
that  this  improvement  should  not  be  re- 
garded solely  as  a  benefit  to  the  United 
States  Steel  Coip.  The  United  States 
Steel  Corp.  is  a  very  impKirtant  element 
in  the  entire  ecanomy  of  this  area,  as 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr. 
Martin]  has  pointed  out.  There  are 
other  industrial  organizations  there 
which  will  benefit  by  this  improvement. 
I  think  the  Semite  should  not  be  given 
the  impression  that  we  are  doing  a  favor 
to  the  United  Slates  Steel  Corp. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUSH.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  think  the  Senator 
should  understand  that  increasing  the 
depth  from  35  to  40  feet  is  not  for  the 
general  industriil  development  of  the 
area.  I  would  not  object  to  that  at  all. 
The  fact  Is  that  the  only  company  which 
can  possibly  need  the  additional  depth 
from  35  to  40  feet,  is  the  United  SUtes 


Steel  Corp.  I  quote  from  the  report  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  PubUc  Works: 
Extension  to  Trenton  la  necessary  due  to 
the  recent  construction  of  a  large  modern 
steel  plant  by  the  United  States  Steel  Corp. 
below  Morrlsvllle,  Pa.  This  plant  will  re- 
ceive high  Iron  content  ores  from  Venezuela 
and  other  foreign  sources  directly  by  water 
and  la  vital  to  national  defense  and  national 
welfare. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  T  ask  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  whether  or 
not  he  thinks  it  would  be  of  great  bene- 
fit to  that  whole  area  if  the  company 
installed  such  a  plant. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  The  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  is  stating  that  the  indus- 
trial benefit  is  to  the  United  States  Steel 
Corp.    Is  that  not  the  fact? 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  say  the  benefit  is  to  the 
whole  area. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Because  it  benefite 
the  United  States  Steel? 

Mr.  BUSH.  If  the  Senator  will  have  it 
that  way. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  The  point  is  that,  as 
the  Corps  of  Engineers  stated,  the  reason 
for  dredging  to  40  f  *et  is  the  construction 
by  United  States  Steel  in  Japan  of  extra 
large  carriers.  For  the  general  com- 
merce of  the  river,  dredging  to  a  depth 
of  35  feet  is  sufiQcIent. 

I  would  support  that  statement.  The 
Corps  of  Engineers  stated  that  if  the 
depth  were  to  be  increased  to  40  feet  the 
local  interests  which  would  be  directly 
benefited  should  bear  one-half  the  cost. 

Mr.  BUSH.  The  committee  felt,  on 
the  other  hand  that  the  dredging  of  the 
additional  depth  would  so  improve  com- 
merce that  It  would  better  the  situation 
for  the  entire  area,  and  not  solely  for 
the  United  States  Steel  Corp. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  The  Senator  may  re- 
call that  it  was  stated  before  his  com- 
mittee that  United  States  Steel  was  the 
only  company  which  would  need  dredg- 
ing to  that  depth;  that  all  other  com- 
merce or  the  Interests  of  the  area  could 
be  served  by  dredging  to  35  feet.  It  was 
because  of  the  extra  large  ore  vessels 
that  it  was  necessary  to  dredge  to  40 
feet. 

Mr.  BUSH.  The  committee  did  not 
feel  that  there  was  anything  particular- 
ly evil  about  that.  The  committee  was 
thinking  about  the  improvement  of  nav- 
igation in  order  to  benefit  the  whole  in- 
dustrial and  economic  situation  In  that 
area.  Someone  has  to  take  the  leader- 
ship in  these  things.  There  Is  no  par- 
ticular disgrace  in  having  the  United 
States  Steel  Corp.  do  it. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  won- 
der if  the  two  Senators  will  yield  for  a 
moment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  this 
time  to  be  charged  to  the  time  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Ken- 
nedy]? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  No;  it  can  be  taken 
out  of  my  time. 

I  should  like  to  give  the  Senate  this 
information : 

The  number  of  people  employed  by 
the  United  States  Steel  Co.  in  that  area 
is  6,180.  One  other  concern  in  the  lo- 
cality is  the  Kaiser  Metal  Products  Co., 
which  employs  9.032. 

As  my  distinguished  colleague  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dxttf]  stated  a  mo- 


ment ^0,  I  know  that  options  are  taken 
on  an  area  opposite  the  Fairless  plant  on 
the  Jersey  side;  and  he  gave  the  name 
of  the  steel  company  which  intends  to 
erect  a  plant  there. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  quote  the  Chief  of 
Engineers,  General  Sturgis.    He  states: 

All  evidence  indicates  that  the  use  of 
depths  greater  than  35  feet  now  or  in  the 
foreseeable  future  wUl  be  confined  to  a 
single  company. 

There  is  no  indication  that  the  com- 
pany which  the  Senator  has  just  named 
has  any  need  for  a  channel  more  than 
35  feet  deep. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  there  Is 
nothing  unusual  about  that  situation. 
It  is  true  that  that  statement  is  in  the 
rejjort  and  in  the  hearings,  but  the  same 
situation  arises  in  Texas.  I  am  sorry  the 
Senators  from  Texas  are  not  present  to 
hear  me.  One  of  the  projects  was  the 
deepening  of  a  channel  in  a  particular 
waterway  in  Texas  so  that  oil  tankers 
could  get  in  there.  They  needed  more 
depth.  It  was  not  done  for  the  particu- 
lar benefit  of  the  Humble  Oil  Co.,  or  the 
Standard  Oil  Co.  of  New  Jersey.  It  was 
done  for  the  benefit  of  commerce  gen- 
erally in  the  area. 

That  is  why  all  these  things  are  done. 
The  fact  that  the  United  States  Steel 
Corp.  happens  to  be  the  [larticular 
agency  which  will  use  the  waterway  first, 
and  at  the  present  time  is  the  only  one 
that  may  use  It  at  that  depth,  is  not  an 
argimient  against  the  project. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.    The  only  reason 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Whose 
time  is  this  on? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  This  is  on  my  time, 
and  then  I  shall  conclude. 

The  only  reason  I  argue  the  point  is 
that  it  is  the  position  taken  by  the  Corps 
of  Engineers,  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  and  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army.  For  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  authorize  the  expenditure  of 
$36  milhon  for  the  benefit  of  one  com- 
pany, however  important  the  company 
may  be,  seems  to  me  to  be  establishing  a 
most  dangerous  precedent.  Therefore, 
the  amendment  which  we  have  offered  is 
in  accordance  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Mr.  Fairless,  speaking  in  Georgia  on 
October  30,  1952,  stated: 

But  real  economy  can  never  be  achieved 
in  Washington  by  the  effort  of  Congress 
alone.  It  cannot  be  accomplished  by  hack- 
ing splinters  at  the  edges  of  an  executive 
budget  that  Is  wastefvU  to  the  core:  for  real 
economy  Is  not  merely  a  legislative  act — ^It 
Is  a  state  of  mind. 

It  seems  to  me  we  have  an  opportunity, 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendations 
of  the  administration — and  I  think  they 
are  100  percent  right — to  ask  that  the 
local  interests  pay  one-half  the  cost. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  make  1  or  2  additional  observa- 
tions. 

The  Senator's  flgiire  of  $36  million  is 
the  gross  figure,  and  I  believe  the  amend- 
ment proposes  that  half  of  that  cost  be 
borne  by  the  company,  not  all  of  It. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  That  is  in  accord- 
ance with  the  amendment— one-half. 

Mr.  BUSH.  So  that  we  are  talking 
about  $18  million,  and  not  $36  million. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.    That  is  correct. 
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Mr.  BUSH.  It  is  still  a  great  deal  of 
money.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  about 
that,  bat  I  think  the  Senate  should  stand 
on  its  precedents,  and  there  is  no  prece- 
dent for  this  kind  of  a  spUt  in  this  kind 
of  a  project  where  general  commerce  is 
involved.  There  have  been  many  cases 
in  which  local  contributions  have  been 
made,  but  not  In  this  land  of  case.  I 
Wish  the  Rxcord  to  show  that  is  the  rea- 
son why  the  committee  acted  unani- 
mously, as  it  did  in  connection  with  the 
report. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  wish  to  say  that 
the  House  did  not  have  a  chance  to  con- 
sider this  matter.  Tlierefore,  there 
were  no  House  hearings  held,  and  the 
House  bill  did  not  contain  this  amend- 
ment. Therefore,  if  the  Senate  passes 
the  bill  and  it  goes  to  conference,  this 
will  be  the  only  action  Congress  will 
have  taken  in  approving  or  disapprov- 
ing the  amendment.  Therefore,  on  my 
amendment  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  asid  nays  were  not  ordered. 

The  I^iESmiNa  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pot- 
nsa  in  the  chair).  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennkdy]  for  himself  and  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas]. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
tuianimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  RacoKD  at  ttiis  point  in  my  re- 
marks-^— 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  desire 
to  have  something  printed  in  the  Record 
that  pertains  to  the  amendment? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Yes.  I  yield  myself 
1  minute. 

I  ask  unantmous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  a  telegram  from 
the  Oovemor  of  New  Jersey,  a  telegram 
frwn  the  Oovemor  of  Pennsylvania,  a 
telegram  from  the  mayor  of  Philadel- 
phia, a  telegram  from  the  mayor  of 
Camden.  N.  J.,  and  a  telegram  from  the 
mayor  of  the  city  of  Trenton. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tele- 
grams were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Recobd,  as  follows: 

T»«MTojw.  N.  J.,  Aviruat  12,  19S4. 
Hon.  Edwaso  MAamt, 

United  States  Senator: 
Deepening    of    Delaware    River    Channel 
from   Philadelphia    to   Trenton    Tltally    Im- 
portant to  future  development  of  Delaware 
Valley.  United  States  of  America.    Urge  Im- 
mediate passage  pending  legislation. 
Robert  B.  Metmek, 
Governor  of  New  Jeraef. 

HAJUusBimG,  Pa.,  August  11,  1954. 
Hon.  ArwAKD  IfABmr, 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington.  D.  C: 
I  understand  that  the  Senate  will  start 
debate  on  the  Delaware  Channel  deepening 
proposal  today.  Over  the  past  several 
months  you  and  I  have  frequently  discussed 
the  importance  of  action  In  this  field.  I 
want  to  reaffirm  my  position  on  the  vital 
necessity  for  this  action  at  the  Federal  level 
t^tyerty  and  tradltlonaUy  channels  are  the 
responsibility  of  the  Federal  Oovemment 
This  channel  is  vital  to  the  Interest  erf  our 
3-State  area  In  the  further  Industrial  ezpcm- 
slon  along  Its  30-mlle  river  front.  Call  upon 
the  Commonwealth  for  any  possible  help  we 
can  afford  you  In  the  ftu-therance  of  this  pro- 
gram. 

JOBM   S.   FlKK. 


PHn.AOELrau,  Pa.,  AugiLSt  5,  t954. 
Senator  Kdwaso  Mastik. 
Senate  Office  Building: 
I  have  today  sent  the  following  telegram 
to  the  members  of  the  House  Public  "Works 
Conmiitte*!:  "Request  your  support  Of  full 
authorization  for  channel  dredging  from 
Philadelphia  to  Trenton.  Local  contribu- 
tion scheme  proposed  to  finance  part  t>t  this 
project  Is  unprecedented  in  scope  and  would 
only  delay  or  prevent  completion  of  tfcls  es- 
sential improvement.  The  project,  involv- 
ing the  regular  Federal  responsibility  far  nav- 
igable waters,  is  vital  to  the  continued  devel- 
opment of  the  Philadelphia  area.  The  re- 
sulting productive  capacity  will  be  a  big 
factor  In  national  security." 

Joseph  S.  Clark,  Jr., 
Mayor  of  Philadelphia. 

Philadelphia,  Pa.,  August   5,   1954. 
Edwaso  Martin,  . 

Senate   Office  Building:  ' 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  endorse  the  full  au- 
thorization for  Delaware  River  Channel 
dredging  from  Philadelphia  to  Trenton.  The 
local  contribution  formula  put  forward  as  a 
way  to  finance  this  project  Is  unprecedented 
in  scope  and  cannot  be  relied  upon  for  this 
essential  Improvement.  This  project  fits  In 
with  the  regular  Federal  responsibility  for 
navigable  waters  and  Is  very  important  In 
the  continued  development  of  productive  ca- 
pacity which  will  benefit  not  only  the  Phila- 
delphia area  but  the  entire  Nation. 

Joseph  S.  Clark,  Jr  , 

Mayor. 

Camdek.  N.  J..  August  11.  1954. 
Hon.  Edwabo  Martin, 

Senate  Office  Building:  ' 

Forty-foot  channel  in  Delaware  River  Im- 
portant to  States  of  New  Jersey  and  Pennsyl- 
vania. Request  your  full  support  oa  this 
matter. 

Gcorge  e.  Bkunner, 
•      Mayor,  City  of  Camden. 

TfcENTON.  N.  J..  August,  11,  1P54. 
Senator  Edward  Martin: 

The  Delaware  Valley  is  one  of  the  moit  Im- 
portant manufacturing  marketing  and  serv- 
ice areas  of  the  world.  Within  a  radius  of 
250  miles.  50  million  people  live,  including 
approximately  14,300,000  families  with  an 
effective  annual  buying  income  estimated 
St  more  than  $70  billion.  There  Is  prob- 
ably no  better,  more  concentrated,  or  richer 
market  in  the  world.  Trenton  may  be  con- 
sidered as  being  In  the  center  of  this  im- 
portant biisiness  and  industrial  territory 
As  mayor  of  this  city  of  Trenton,  may  I  ad- 
vise you  that  all  the  people  of  this  area,  re- 
gardless of  political  affiliation,  feel  tftat  a 
de^  water  channel  In  the  Delaware  River 
between  Trenton  and  Philadelphia  la  eesen- 
tial  for  their  continuance  and  prosperity. 
Donald  J.  Connellt. 
Mayor  of  the  City  of  Trenton. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  my  colleague  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  DUFF.  Mr.  President.  I  feel  that 
the  objection  to  the  expenditure  mini- 
mizes the  importance  of  the  great  Port 
of  Kiiladelphla.  I  have  before  me  a 
map  showing  the  course  of  the  Delaware 
River  from  the  Bay  up  to  Trenton,  near 
wliich  the  steel  plant  is  located.  Prom 
the  course  of  the  argument,  it  would 
seem  that  between  Philadelphia  and 
Trenton  there  was  practically  no  de- 
velopment except  that  of  the  United 
States  Steel  Corporation.  An  analysis 
of  the  map  will  show  that  the  distance 
from  Philadelphia  to  where  the  United 
States  Steel  plant  is  located  is  almost 
half  the  distance  along   the  Delaware 


River  from  Philadelphia  all  the  way 
down  to  the  bay.  It  so  happens  that  in 
this  immediate  area,  in  the  neighbor- 
hood of  the  Port  of  Philadelphia,  there 
are  already  8,000  manufacturing  plants 
of  every  description.  Furthermore, 
there  are  underway  plans  for  the  con- 
struction of  further  large  installations 
in  addition  to  those  of  the  steel  plants. 

As  everyone  who  is  familiar  with  the 
steel  industry  in  this  country  knows, 
the  National  Steel  Co.  is  one  of  the  great 
producers  of  steel  in  America.  As  the 
senior  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  has 
pointed  out,  that  company  has  already 
taken  an  option  on  2,500  acres  in  the 
general  area  of  where  the  United  States 
Steel  plant  is  located.  unqueEtionably 
for  the  same  reasons  ^^.r  which  the 
United  States  Steel  Corp.  located  there, 
namely,  the  accessibility  of  that  area  to 
the  great  fresh-water  port  of  Phil- 
adelphia. 

I  am  sure  that  any  person  acquainted 
with  the  terrain  from  Philadelphia  to 
Trenton  and  from  Philadelphia  to  the 
bay  is  aware  of  the  fact  that  Uhe  terri- 
tory from  Philadelphia  to  the  bay  is  one 
of  the  greatest  industrial  areas  in  all 
America.  There  is  no  reason  whatever, 
except  for  the  shallowness  of  the  channel 
from  Philadelphia  to  Trenton,  why  that 
upper  area  of  the  river  which  Is  almost 
half  as  great  in  extent  as  the  area  I 
have  described,  will  not  equal  in  every 
way  in  importance,  from  an  industrial 
point  of  view,  the  area  along  the  lower 
stretch  of  the  river. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania. 
In  recognition  of  the  importance  of  the 
port,  during  the  8-year  period  when  my 
distinguished  colleague  was  Governor 
and  when  I  followed  him  as  Oovemor 
expended  almost  $30  million  In  State 
funds  so  that  one  of  the  tributaries  of 
the  Delaware  would  not  silt  Into  the 
Delaware  and  interfere  with  navigation 
to  the  great  port  of  Philadelphia. 

If  our  State  was  willing  to  expend  $30 
million  of  its  own  funds  for  that  pur- 
pose, that  fact  alone  ought  to  show  the 
appraisal  that  the  people  of  Penr^sylvania 
attach  to  the  importance  of  the  port  of 
Philadelphia. 

If  the  United  States  Steel  Co.  were 
to  be  the  only  company  that  ever  would 
have  an  installation  in  that  great  area 
from  Philadelphia  to  Trenton  there 
might  be  some  point  to  the  argument 
that  they  ought  to  contribute.  However 
by  virtue  of  the  very  character  of  the 
area,  its  importance  to  the  defense  of 
this  country  and  the  magnificent  devel- 
opment that  has  already  taken  place  be- 
low Philadelphia,  which  positively  will 
repeat  itself  in  the  upper  river  area,  the 
argument  loses  persuasiveness,  because 
the  depth  of  the  channel  is  the  only  thing 
that  has  so  far  inhibited  the  upper  river 
from  great  development.  Based  merely 
on  a  dollars -and -cents  viewpoint,  consid- 
ering the  new  income  which  would  be 
available  to  the  Government  in  the  way 
of  taxes  as  a  result  of  the  development 
that  would  take  place  in  the  upper  river 
such  as  has  taken  place  in  the  lower  river' 
It  would  be  one  of  the  best  investments 
the  Government  could  make. 

I  am  sure  a  visual  view  of  the  area 
in  question,  below  and  above  Philadel- 
phia, would  convince  anyone  of  the  fact 
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that  the  channel  alone  is  the  one  thing 
which  has  prev»;nted  the  upper  river 
from  being  developed  in  the  manner  in 
which  the  lower  ]-iver  has  and  the  lower 
river  is  one  of  the  greatest  Industrial 
areas  of  the  world.  Therefore,  the 
United  States  Si-eel  Co.  should  not  be 
penalized  for  hiiving  the  foresight  to 
appreciate  the  v:ilue  of  this  location  in 
an  area  which,  ss  my  colleague  pointed 
out.  has  within  100  miles  14  percent  of 
the  population  cf  America,  and  within 
a  radius  of  300  miles,  one-third  of  the 
whole  population  of  America.  By  reeison 
of  fresh  water  iacilities,  location,  and 
proximity  to  facilities  and  markets,  and 
the  fact  that  other  factories  will  come 
into  that  area,  as  hapi}ened  in  the  lower 
river,  there  is  every  reason  to  believe  an 
equal  amount  of  industry  will  come  to 
the  upper  river  once  the  channel  is 
deep>ened. 

Therefore,  it  would  seem  to  me  that, 
unless  we  were  going  to  look  only  as  far 
as  the  end  of  our  noses,  and  if  we  are 
willing  to  take  a  look  at  the  future,  we 
must  appreciate  that  this  area  in  the 
region  between  I'hiladelphia  and  Tren- 
ton is  bound  to  be  one  of  the  greatest 
industrial  areas  of  America.  The  im- 
provement under  discussion  will  imme- 
diately contribute  to  that  result  and 
speed  that  day. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  amendment. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered, 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  I  sug- 
gest the  absence  of  a  quortim. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  ask  unan.mous  consent  that  the 
order  for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICKR.  Is  there 
objection?  Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Kekkedy]  for 
himself  and  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Douglas]. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  on 
this  question,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTAUL.  I  announce 
that  the  senior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin (Mr.  WnxTj  is  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart]  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Wkuus]  are  absent  on  official  busi- 
ness. 

The  senior  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  BRmoxs],  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders],  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenne«1.  the 
Jtmior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy], and  the  Junior  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  LMr.  Upton]  are  neces- 
sarily absent. 

On  this  vote,  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCartht]  is  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  IllinoLs  [Mr. 
Douglas!.  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy] would  vote  "nay"  and  the  Sen- 
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ator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas!  would 
vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Burke  1,  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez], 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel], 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas], 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land 1,  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gore],  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  MAYBAifK],  and  the  Senator 
fnm  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran]  are  ab- 
sent on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  , 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  LMr. 
Sparkmajt]  are  necessarily  absent. 

I  announce  further  that  on  this  vote 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas] 
is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  McCarthy].  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  would 
vote  "yea,"  and  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin would  vote  "nay." 

I  announce  also  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Daniel]  would  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  21, 
nays  56,  as  follows: 


VEAS— 21 

Anderson 

Jackson 

Mansfield 

Fulbrtrht 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Monroney 

CSoldwater 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Murray 

Oreen 

KefauTcr 

Paste  re 

Hennings 

Kennedy 

Russell 

HiU 

KUgore 

Smathers 

Humphrey 

Uagnuson 
NAYS — 56 

Symington 

Aiken 

Ferguson 

Milllkln 

Barrett 

Frear 

Morse 

Beall 

George 

Mundt 

Bennett 

OUlette 

Neely 

Bowring 

Hendrickiion 

Pay-ne 

Brlcker 

Hickenlooper 

Potter 

Bush 

Holland 

PurteU 

Butler 

Ives 

Reynolds 

Carlson 

JobnAon,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Case 

Kerr 

Saltonatall 

Clements 

Knowland 

Schoeppel 

Cooper 

Kuchel 

Smith,  Maine 

Cordon 

Langer 

Smith.  N.J. 

CrlppA 

Ijetunan 

Stennia 

Dlrkaen 

Ijennon 

TUye 

Duff 

Long 

Watklns 

Dworshak 

Malone 

Williams 

Blender 

Martin 

Toung 

Xrvln 

McClellan 

NCr   VOTING — 19 

Bridges 

EasUand 

McCarthy 

Burke 

nanders 

Sparkman 

Byrd 

Gore 

Upton 

Capehart 

Hayden 

Welker 

Chaves 

Jenner 

WUey 

Daniel 

Maybank 

Oouslaa 

IfcCarran 

So  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Kennedy  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Douglas) 
was  rejected. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment 
was  rejected  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  I  move  to 
lay  on  the  table  the  motion  to  recon- 
sider. 

The  PRESIDING  OFnCER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
to  lay  on  the  table. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for 
the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  final  passage 
of  the  bill. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Potter  in  the  chair).  The  bill  is  open 
to  fm-ther  amendment. 


Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  because 
the  time  was  controlled  I  was  miable 
to  present  the  statement  I  had  intended 
to  make  on  the  pending  biU,  House  blU 
9859.  Because  of  my  interest  in  the 
particular  amendment  which  has  just 
been  rejected,  and  because  of  my  inter- 
est in  the  entire  overall  develoiftnent  of 
rivers  and  harbors,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  a  statement  which  I  have  pre- 
pared be  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Rec- 
ord as  a  part  of  my  remarks.  This  state- 
ment clearly  sets  forth  my  convictions 
on  the  amendment  which  has  Just  been 
rejected. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  followrs: 

Btatemznt  bt  Senatoc  Thtx 

Two  of  the  largest  items  in  the  blU  (H.  R. 
9859)  now  pending  to  authorize  construc- 
tion, repair,  and  preservation  of  certain  pub- 
Uc  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  naviga- 
tion and  flood  control,  are  the  authorlEatlon* 
of  $101  million  for  the  inland  waterway  from 
the  Delaware  River  to  Chesapeake  Bay.  which 
was  approved  by  the  House  of  Representa-  , 
tives.  and  an  item  of  $91  milUon  for  en- 
larged channel  Improvements  In  the  Dela- 
ware River  between  Philadelphia  and  Tten- 
ton.  wiilch  is  embodied  in  an  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Works  following  the  extensive  hearing 
which  that  committee  held  with,  reference 
to  all  of  these  projects. 

I  intend  to  support  the  recommendations 
of  the  Public  Works  Committee  with  refer- 
ence to  these  large  authorizations  becaooe 
I  believe  that  they  are  Justified  and  the 
larger  economic  needs  of  the  area  to  be 
served,  and  thus  of  the  Nation  m  a  whole, 
are  siKh  as  to  warrant  this  action. 

It  has  been  my  feeling  that  we  should  con- 
sider these  matters  on  the  basis  of  the  Justt- 
flcatlon  for  them  and  the  advantages  and 
benefits  that  wiU  result  from  such  UnproTe- 
ments. 

It  is  only  natural  that  the  States  immedi- 
ately alTected  by  such  a  large  scale  improve- 
ment program  would  have  a  primary  Inter- 
est In  tbelr  development,  but  that  tnterest 
is  also  the  national  Interest. 

Minnesota  and  the  other  upper  mdweetem 
States  have  a  primary  Interest  m  another 
important  waterway  development  which  to 
closely  reUted  to  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway 
development  project  already  autliorlzed  by 
Congress  and  approved  by  the  President. 

It  l8  extremely  Important  that  In  connec- 
tion with  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  there 
should  be  early  authorization  of  the  neces- 
sary pubUc  works  to  Improve  and  deepen  the 
upper  channels  of  the  Great  lAkes  for  the 
full  potential  of  this  great  devel<^ment  can 
only  be  realized  if  the  project  Is  carried  out 
as  a  whole. 

It  is  my  hope  that  when  the  report  of  the 
Army  engineers  relative  to  the  present  sur- 
vey being  made  as  to  the  cost  of  the  connect- 
ing channel  in  the  upper  Great  Lakes  Is 
presented  to  Congress  in  the  next  session  tw^ 
improvement  likewise  wiU  be  authoriaed. 

The  Army  engineers  have  advised  me  that 
the  present  study  concerning  the  connect- 
ing channels  in  the  upper  Great  Lakes  wm 
be  completed  by  the  district  and  division 
engineers  alx>ut  November  1.  after  which 
their  recommendations  wiU  he  submitted  to 
the  Board  for  Rivers  and  Sarbors  and  sub- 
sequently to  the  Public  Works  Oommlttees 
of  Congress. 

As  a  member  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  I  was  glad  to  have  had  a 
part  last  year  in  the  recommendation  of  that 
committee  that  approximately  (ISCOOO  be 
made  available  to  the  Corps  of  Engineers  for 
the  present  survey  of  the  connecting  chan- 
nels. 
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Although  fio  Information  has  been  made 
available  by  the  Army  englnecn  relatlTe  to 
their  reappralaal  of  the  proposed  37-foot 
channel  in  the  Oreat  Zjakee.  it  Is  anticipated 
that  the  cost  will  be  approximately  $136  mil- 
lion for  these  improvements. 

When  the  bill  was  Introduced  early  last 
year  to  establish  the  Bt.  Lawrence  Seaway 
Development  Corporation,  I  proposed  an 
amendment  to  authorize  an  appropriation 
for  such  improvements  as  may  be  necessary 
to  provide  a  deep  waterway  for  navigation 
requiring  a  controlling  channel  depth  of  27 
feet  throu^  the  Oreat  Lakes  connecting 
channels  above  lAke  Brie,  Including  the  De- 
troit River,  Lake  St.  Clair,  St.  Clair  River, 
the  Straits  of  Mackinac,  and  the  St.  Mary's 
River. 

The  proposed  authorlasation  of  funds  in 
this  amendment  was  approximately  the  same 
as  the  estimate  which  had  been  nutde  on  the 
earlier  survey  of  these  channels. 

It  was  proposed  to  spread  the  appropria- 
tion over  a  5-year  period  as  the  engineers 
contemplated  that  it  would  require  at  least 
that  length  of  time  for  the  necessary  plan- 
ning, dredging,  and  construction. 

It  has  always  been,  my  considered  Judg- 
ment that  if  the  canal  at  the  International 
Rapids  section  is  built  and  the  construction 
of  the  connecting  channels  in  the  upper 
Great  Lakes  is  delayed  or  sidetracked  this 
woiild  resiat  in  injury  to  vital  areas  which 
have  a  great  stake  in  this  entire  waterway 
and  would  retard  and  diminish  the  economic 
returns  for  a  large  segment  of  our  people. 

In  supporting  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway 
Development  Corporation  enactment,  I  did 
not  press  for  the  adoption  of  my  amend- 
ment relating  to  the  upper  Great  Lakes  chan- 
nels partly  because  I  felt  the  bill  then  under 
consideration  should  be  decided  on  its  merits 
and  also  becaiue  I  felt  that  Congress  could 
act  with  greater  understanding  of  the  need 
If  we  had  a  new  survey  of  the  channel  needs 
and  a  reappraisal  of  the  specific  reqiilrements 
for  that  improvement. 

I  have  always  felt  that  even  if  no  other 
part  of  the  Oreat  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  Sea- 
way were  ever  undertaken,  the  deepening 
of  the  connecting  channels  in  the  upper 
Oreat  lAkea  would  be  essential  and  should 
be  implemented  at  the  earliest  possible  time 
for  the  full  utilization  of  our  greatest  In- 
land waterway. 

It  is  obvious  that  to  give  lake  ports  on 
Huron.  Superior,  and  Michigan  the  full 
benefit  of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway,  which 
we  know  now  is  assured,  the  present  i»x>- 
gram  must  be  supplemented  by  deepening 
the  channels  that  connect  those  lakes. 

Under  present  plans  the  seaway  is  to  pro- 
vide a  depth  of  37  feet,  and  the  upper  lake 
channels  must  be  broxight  to  at  least  that 
futiire  seaway  depth  both  because  failure 
to  do  so  would  prevent  the  greatest  poten- 
tial vise  of  the  entire  waterway  and  also 
because  the  many  new  vessels  which  have 
been  SMlded  to  the  Great  Lakes  fieet  have 
drafts  which  require  the  deepening  of  these 
connecting  channels. 

In  other  words,  interlake  traffic  alone 
would  require  a  deepening  of  these  channels 
to  27  feet. 

Iron  ore.  limestone,  coal,  petroleum,  and 
grain  are  the  chief  commodities  moved  on 
the  Great  Lakes. 

It  has  been  estimated  that  the  tonnage 
on  the  Great  Lakes  approximates  our  total 
foreign  waterborne  commerce. 

On  a  ton-mileage  basis,  it  exceeds  that 
on  our  inland  waterways  by  33  times  and 
that  by  our  motortrucks  by  1.6  times. 

Larger  ships  now  operating  on  the  Great 
Lakes  or  being  planned  for  construction  are 
designed  to  handle  some  24,000  tons  of  ore. 
Which  Is  equivalent  to  a  freight  train  of 
480  cars,  with  each  car  loaded  to  50  tons. 

I  think  it  is  interesting  to  note  that  in 
the  historic  consideration  of  the  Great  Lakes 
and  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  project,  the  Oreat 
Lakes  system  has  always  included  the  five 


great  Lakes  of  Superior.  Michigan,  Suron, 
Erie,  and  Ontario,  and  the  connecting  wa- 
ters, including  Lake  St.  Clair. 

Deep  waterway  has  been  defined  In  all 
the  agreements  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  as  meaning  a  controlling  chan- 
nel depth  of  27  feet  from  the  head  Of  the 
Oreat  Lakes  to  Montreal  Harbor  via  the  Great 
Lakes  system  and  St.  Lawrence  River. 

The  upi>er  channels  have  been  considered 
essential  links  in  the  deep  waterway. 

What  is  involved  so  far  as  the  national 
Interest  in  this  entire  matter  is  concerned, 
is  primarily  the  requirements  In  the  ship- 
ment of  iron  ore. 

Other  important  aspects  involve  ship- 
ments of  grain,  development  of  other  low- 
cost  freight  shipment,  and  the  working  out 
of  a  balanced  transportation  system. 

Improvement  of  the  Great  Lakes  water- 
way system  is  an  economic  necessity  for 
the  future  of  the  upper  midwest  areas  and 
will  be  a  resultant  benefit  to  the  entire 
country. 

Mr.  MITiT.TKTN.  Mr.  President.  I  ofifer 
an  amendment  which  is  at  the  desk,  pro- 
posed by  the  senior  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado [Mr.  Johnson]  and  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado,  and  ask  to  have  it 
stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  34.  be- 
tween lines  21  and  22,  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  the  following: 

The  project  for  flood  control  and  other 
purposes,  on  the  Purgatolre  (Picketwlre) 
River.  Colo.,  is  hereby  authorized  substan- 
tially in  accordance  with  the  recomnaenda- 
tlons  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  his  report 
dated  July  22,  1954.  at  an  estimated  cost 
of  $17  million:  Provided,  That  repayment 
of  the  first  coat  allocated  to  irrigation  shall 
be  made  under  the  applicable  Federal  recla- 
mation law. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  and  myself  to  H. 
R.  9859  would  authorize  the  Purgatoire 
River  project  substantially  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  made  by  the 
Chief  of  Engineers,  Department  otf  the 
Army,  in  his  report  dated  July  22.  1954. 

The  project  contemplates  the  con- 
struction of  a  multiple -purpose  reser- 
voir about  4  miles  above  the  city  of 
Trinidad  on  the  Purgatolre  River.  This 
project  has  been  jointly  planned  by  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  and  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  Department  of  Interior. 

An  earth-filled  dam  about  208  feet  in 
height  would  be  constructed.  The  reser- 
voir would  have  a  total  storage  capacity 
of  140,700  acre-feet  of  water  appor- 
tioned as  follows:  Flood  control,  46,700 
acre-feet;  conservation,  55.000  acre- 
feet;  and  sediment  retention,  39,000 
acre-feet. 

The  Purgatoire  River  project  will  pro- 
vide flood  protection  for  Trinidad,  Colo., 
and  nearby  areas.  I  call  attention  to 
the  serious  floods  which  inundate  large 
areas  because  there  is  not  adequate  con- 
trol of  the  river  at  this  time. 

On  July  23,  1954,  the  Purgatoire  River 
overran  its  banks,  endangering  life  and 
property.  The  river  rose  from  1.34  feet 
to  16  feet  during  the  rainstorm  and 
sheriff  ofiQcers  warned  ranchers  along  the 
river  south  of  La  Junta  and  Las  Animas 
to  evacuate  their  homes. 

I  shall  not  read  these  newspaper  clip- 
pings, but  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 


they  be  inserted  at  this  point  In  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  news- 
paper clippings  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

[From  the  Denver  Post  of  July  34.  1954] 

Up  to  5  Inches  or  Rain  Floods  $otrrHX*ST 
Areas 

Parts  of  southeast  Colorado  along  the 
Purgatoire  River  were  digging  out  Saturday 
after  cloudbursts  In  the  preceding  48  hours 
dumped  as  much  as  5  Inches  of  rain  in  some 
locations. 

I.solated  for  a  time  was  TrlncherS.  35  miles 
southeast  of  Trinidad,  when  floodwuters  from 
the  swollen  Purgatoire  washed  otit  bridges 
along  State  Highway  55  both  east  and  west 
of  the  small  cattle  community. 

Tlie  swirling  waters  washed  out  sections 
of  Colorado  &  Southern  Railroad  tracks  in 
the  region  and  work  trains  from  Trinidad 
and  Texline  worked  late  Friday  to  repair 
the  damage. 

Heavy  runoff  flooded  many  homes  in 
Trlnchera  and  about  3  feet  of  water  flowed 
through  the  railroad  yard.  Power  lines  and 
telephone  service  were  disrupted  for  hours. 

MIU>    rOH    WEEKENO 

All  tributaries  of  the  Arkansas  River  were 
reported  running  high,  and  some  oat  of  their 
banks,  as  flash  floods  followed  cloudbursts 
late  Friday.  Many  sections  of  low-lying 
highway  were  covered  for  a  time,  but  all 
were  reported  back  in  service  in  that  region 
by  Saturday  morning. 

Weathermen  in  Denver  forecast  mild  week- 
end temperatures  and  partly  clovdy  skies. 
The  5-day  forecast  for  the  metropolitan 
area  calls  for  high  temperatures  around  90 
degrees  and  a  few  aftenoon  or  evening 
thundershowers  through  Wednesdsfy.  Nights 
will  be  comfortable  at  55  to  00  degrees,  the 
weather  bureau  said. 

Colorado  during  the  same  period  is  ex- 
pected  to  have   temperatures  neap  seasonal 


or   slightly    warmer, 
and  thunderstorms. 


and  scattered  showers 


I  From    the   Fort  Morgan   Times   of   July   23, 
1954] 

PtrRCATOiRz  River  Out  or  It«  Banks 

The  Purgatolre  River  was  running  out  of 
Its  banks  Friday,  endangering  randh  proper- 
ties and  livestock,  after  cloudburets  swept 
over  southern  Colorado  late  Thursday.  The 
storms  centered  in  the  Trinidad  atea. 

Sheriff  officers  warned  ranchers  along  the 
Purgatolre,  also  known  as  the  Picketwlre, 
south  of  La  Junta  and  Lae  Animas  to  evacu- 
ate their  houses  and  move  their  livestock  to 
higher  ground. 

At  Las  Animas  the  Purgatolre  was  carry- 
ing 18.000  second  feet  of  water  with  a  higher 
crest  expected  late  Friday.  The  fiver  rose 
from  1.34  feet  to  16  feet  early  Friday.  Be- 
tween Trinidad  and  Hlgbee,  where  the  great- 
est danger  to  livestock  occtirred.  the  river 
was  carrying  57,000  second  feet  of  water. 

The  river  measuring  device  at  Hlgbee 
was  washed  downstream  by  the  flood. 

More  rain  was  reported  falling  Friday  east 
of  Hlgbee  and  Caddoa  Creek.  All  tributaries 
to  the  Arkansas  River  in  the  area  are  high. 
More  than  2  inches  fell  at  Holly,  near  the 
Kansas  line.  Eads,  35  miles  north,  received 
only  a  drizzle. 

The  flood  waters  Trom  the  Purgatolre  River 
will  be  Impounded  in  the  John  Martin  Reser- 
voir, below  Las  Animas.  The  reservoir  is  dry 
at  present. 

The  highway  department  reported  the 
rains  temporarily  blocked  several  stretches 
of  roads,  but  all  were  open  Friday. 

The  storm  damage  centered  at  Trlnchera, 
35  miles  southeast  of  here,  several  hundred 
yards  of  the  Colorado  &  Southern  Railway 
right-of-way  were  washed  and  trains  were 
held  at  Trinidad  and  at  points  south  of 
Trlnchera  until  the  tracks  could  be  repaired. 
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Trlnchera  Creek  overflowed  Its  banks. 
Inundating  state  fi5  and  the  railroad  tracks. 
At  one  time  the  wiiter  was  2  feet  deep  in  the 
Trlnchera  depot. 

Ranches  in  Frisco  Canyon  were  reported 
damaged  by  heav]  rainfall  and  overflowing 
creeks. 

Rainfall  at  Trinidad  totaled  1.42  Inches. 
The  recently  dedicated  Pinon  Canyon  Dam 
northwest  of  the  city  prevented  damage  to 
the  northwest  sections  by  controlling  run- 
off. The  Purgatolre  River,  which  runs 
through  Trinidad  flowed  within  2  feet  of 
the  top  of  its  channel  but  there  was  no 
damage  from  It. 

The  rains  broui;ht  small  landslides  onto 
the  million-dollar  highway — U.  S.  550 — be- 
tween Ouray  and  the  New  Mexico  border. 
closing  the  road  trlefly.  the  report  said.  It 
added  it  was  stUl  raining  Friday  in  the  area 
but  the  roa<l  was  reopened. 

U.  S.  160  between  Beshoar  Junction  and 
Kim,  Colo.,  has  up  to  1  foot  of  water  cover- 
ing the  road  in  several  sections,  the  depart- 
ment said,  although  the  road  is  still  open. 

Heavy  rains  wa«hed  out  shoulders  along 
State  61  north  of  Otis  and  State  51  north 
of  Wray.  with  traflic  moving  slowing  on  both 
roads. 

Mr.  MTT.TiTKTTi.  I  am  Informed  that 
on  past  occasions — and  during  this 
storm,  too — flood  damage  has  disrupted 
rail  transportation  when  a  rush  of  wa- 
ter has  inundated  or  washed  out  sections 
of  mainline  trfcks  belonging  to  the 
Colorado  &  Southern  Railway  and  the 
Santa  Pe.  These  important  western 
railroads  conne.:t  Denver.  Colo.,  and 
points  within  the  State  of  Texas.  I  need 
not  tell  Senators  what  such  a  condition 
would  mean  duilns  a  period  of  emer- 
gency. There  would  be  great  disruption 
and  delay  of  rail  movements  between  the 
South  and  the  Rocky  Mountain  area. 

Construction  of  this  project  would  re- 
sult in  benefits  to  the  area  through 
flood  control  and  would  make  available 
an  additional  supply  of  irrigation  water 
for  thousands  of  acres  within  the  project 
area.  The  need  for  Irrigation  water  Is 
keenly  felt  by  those  persons  residing  in 
areas  with  insuffcient  water.  Water  Is 
the  basic  need  of  the  agricultural  econ- 
omy of  the  area.  This  project,  when 
completed,  will  supply  the  needed  water, 
which  will  result  in  an  expanded  agri- 
cultural industridl  community.  I  em- 
phasize that  existing  storage  and  regula- 
tory facilities  on  the  Purgatoire  River 
are  inadequate  for  complete  regulation 
of  the  available  v.ater  supply  to  permit 
maximum  crop  utilization  within  the 
area. 

The  total  first  cost  of  the  project  Is 
estimated  to  be  $17  million,  with  $8,263,- 
000  of  this  amount  allocated  to  flood  con- 
trol, and  $8,732,000  allocated  to  irriga- 
tion. The  cost  ol  this  project  Is  small 
by  comparison  to  the  value  of  human  life 
and  property.  I  understand  that  each 
year  the  estimated  cost  of  damage  caused 
by  noods  in  this  an^a  Is  $226,700. 

Local  residents  cf  the  project  area  are 
interested  in  this  project.  They  want 
the  Trinidad  Reservoir.  They  will  re- 
pay to  the  Federal  Goverrmient  that  por- 
tion of  the  estimated  cost  which  is 
chargeable  to  irTi?ation.  Their  share 
will  be  $8,732,000  of  the  total  estimated 
first  cost  of  $17  million. 

I  ask  for  favorable  consideration  of 
this  project,  and  for  approval  of  this 
amendment. 


Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MTTJ.TKTNr.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BUSH.  My  recollection  on  this 
point  is  that  the  project  which  the  Sen- 
ator proposes  has  a  favorable  cost-to- 
benefit  ratio,  but  at  the  time  the  com- 
mittee acted  it  did  not  have  a  report 
from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  or  the 
Army  engineers.  For  that  reason  the 
committee  did  not  take  action  on  the 
project.  The  committee  thought  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  made  an  excel- 
lent argument  in  favor  of  the  project. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator  for  the  very  friendly 
consideration  which  was  given  the  proj- 
ect. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kansas? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  wish  to  ask  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Colorado  if  the 
Purgatoire  River  is  not  a  tributary  of 
the  Arkansas  River,  which  flows  through 
our  State? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  Purgatoire  River 
is  a  tributary  of  the  Arkansas  River, 
which  flows  through  our  two  States  and 
is  subject  to  a  compact  between  the 
States  of  Colorado  and  Kansas.  The 
compact  prohibits  any  violation  of  its 
terms,  and  its  terms  would  not  be  vio- 
lated by  the  proposed  action. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  srield.  I  should  like  to  assure 
him  that  we  do  not  oppose  the  project, 
but  I  wish  the  record  to  show  that  Kan- 
sas has  a  direct  interest  in  the  proposed 
project.  In  view  of  the  statement  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  that  the 
compact  between  the  States  of  Colorado 
and  Kansas  will  prevail,  and  that  we 
shall  be  given  consideration  in  connec- 
tion with  the  amoimt  of  water  to  be 
stoi'ed  in  the  reservoir,  I  shall  not  object. 
However,  I  think  the  Record  shoiild  show 
that  the  Governor  of  Kansas  was  asked 
for  his  views  on  the  project  by  the  Corps 
of  Army  engineers,  and  in  a  letter  to 
the  engineers  he  opposed  the  project. 
If  the  distinguished  Senator  will  permit 
me  to  do  so.  I  should  like  to  read  an  ex- 
cerpt from  the  Governor's  letter. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    Certainly. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  shall  read  only  the 
concluding  paragraph  of  the  letter  writ- 
ten by  Governor  Am  concerning  the 
Purgatoire  River  project. 

Even  the  most  conservative  estimate  in- 
dicates an  increased  depletion  of  Purgatolre 
River  water.  It  is  our  conclusion  that  the 
operation  of  this  project  would,  at  times, 
materially  deplete  the  water  supply  which 
would  otherwise  \x  available  to  Kansas  water 
users  through  the  John  Martin  Reservoir. 
Under  these  conditions,  the  State  of  Kansas 
at  this  time  is  opposed  to  the  project  as 
proposed. 

Mr.  MTTiT.TKTN.  Mr.  President,  I  be- 
lieve my  colleague  will  consent  to  the 
modification  of  the  amendment  so  as  to 
make  it  clear  that  the  project  will  not 
be  operated  In  any  way  which  would  in- 
terfere with  the  compact.  I  do  not  think 
such  an  amendment  is  necessary,  be- 
cause the  language  is  already  clear,  to 


the  effect  that  the  compact  must  be 
complied  with. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  am  pleased  to  «e< 
eept  the  statement  of  the  rii«rtjfiy»'''sh«Mi 
Senator  from  Colorado.  However,  the 
people  of  Kansas  might  feel  a  little  lesa 
uneasy  if  such  an  amendment  were 
added  to  the  bilL 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKTN.  Mr.  President.  I  send 
to  the  desk  a  modification  of  the  pend- 
ing amendment  and  ask  that  It  be  stated. 
I  offer  the  amendment  on  behalf  of  my- 
self and  my  colleague  as  a  modification 
of  the  pending  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  At  the  end  of  line 
7  of  the  original  amendment  it  is  pro- 
posed to  add  the  following: 

In  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  th« 
facilities  of  this  project  authorized  by  this 
act.  under  the  Jurisdiction  and  supervision 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  and  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior,  in  the  Purgatoire  River 
Basin,  such  ofllcers  are  directed  to  comply 
with  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Ar- 
kansas River  compact  (63  Stat.  145). 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  modify  his  amendment  ac- 
cordingly? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  do. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  amendment  is  modified  ac- 
cordingly. 

lAi.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield' 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  tell  us  whether  the  proposed 
reservoir  wovild  cover  up  any  places 
where  dinosaurs  once  walked?  If  that 
were  so.  of  course  we  should  not  approve 
the  project. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Unhappily  the  dino- 
saurs did  not  leave  any  of  their  bones 
aroimd  there. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Can  the  Senator  assure 
us  that  dinosaurs  did  not  walk  through 
that  part  of  his  State? 

Mr.  MTT.I.TKTN.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
evidence  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  U  the  Senator  states 
that  all  kinds  of  animal  life  wandered 
through  there  In  prehistoric  times,  he 
may  be  prejudicing  his  case. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  No  claim  Is  made 
that  any  dinosaurs  or  brontosaurs  or  any 
similar  animals  ever  wandered  through 
that  part  of  Colorado.  I  would  have  to 
look  up  the  facts  before  I  could  accu- 
rately answer  the  Senator's  question,  Ot^ 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  let  my  troubles 
rest  as  they  are. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.     Mr.  Presi- ' 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  Mn.T.TKTN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THTE.  I  have  some  telegrams  in 
my  hand,  and  I  wonder  whether  they 
refer  to  the  pending  amendment  or  to 
the  pending  legislative  proposal.  The 
first  telegram  reads: 

St.  Pattl,  Mihk.,  August  16.  1954. 
Senator  Edwaso  J.  Thtk, 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.T 

Minnesota  Conservation  Federation  tn^es 
blocking   of   move   to   add   uiqier   Colorado 
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•tanc*  ptoftuX  u  xidar  to  onmlbiM  flood- 
eontrol  bUL  Tbla  project  highly  oontrow- 
•Ukl  firotm  eoonomio  aad  natioaal  p«i1c  Inv*- 
Bt.    Heed*  flKtenalan  towuingi 

W*  urge  bokUng  It  for  next 

I  for  adequate  dlmniiwlon  on  Its  own 


Cluv  Saxbt, 
ExteuitM  Seeretarj/,  Minneaotm 
ContervoMon  Federation. 

Mr.  THTE.  Tbe  other  telegram  reads 
M  follows: 

av.  VtVL,  ICnm^  Augtut  18, 1954 
Senator  Bikwmd  J.  ^[^rs. 
Senate  OtUe  BuiUUng, 

Wmshingten.  D.  C: 
Am.  advlaed  tq>per  Gdorado  Btorage  proj- 
ect may  beoame  rider  to  onmitnu  flood-con- 
trol Mil.  Sincerely  hope  you  can  block  such 
move.  Veaturea  of  upper  Colorado  project 
too  contiofwretal  from  economic  standpoint 
alone  to  be  authorlBed  in  this  mannn'. 
Meeds  eztenalTe  hearings  and  modifications 
to  make  It  aound. 

Thouas  B*  EVAirs. 

Mr.  THYE.  Do  those  telegrams  refer 
to  ttie  question  before  the  Senate? 

Mr.  MFjUKIN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
the  tauter  not  to  have  those  telegrams 
plaoedintheRicoRD.  The  project  under 
consideration  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
Upper  Colorado  River.  The  telegrams 
refer  to  a  matter  on  the  oUier  side  of  the 
Continental  Divide,  and  to  an  entirely 
different  stream  system.  We  are  con- 
cerned with  the  Arkansas  River  Basin. 
The  two  stream  systems  are  divided  by 
the  Continental  Divide.  I  suggest  that 
the  Senator  not  put  those  telegrams  In 
the  Rbcosd.  because  they  would  reflect 
on  our  geographical  knowledge  of  the 
State  of  Colorado. 

Mr.  THTE.  We  In  Minnesota  are  not 
acquainted  with  all  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tains. In  order  that  the  Rbc<»d  may  be 
clear,  and  in  order  that  I  may  not  be 
derelict  in  my  responsibilities  and  duties. 
I  ask  whether  the  matters  referred  to  in 
the  telegrams  refer  to  the  project  In 
question.      

Mr.  MTTJiTKTN.  Not  in  the  slightest, 
remotest,  or  microscopic  degree. 

Mr.  THYE.  Then  the  question  has 
been  answered,  and  the  telegrams  have 
been  answered.  That  is  all  I  wanted  to 
know.  

Mr.  MTTiTiTKTN.  I  urge  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Minnesota  to  ask 
his  constituents  to  take  a  look  at  the 
geography  of  Colorado  and  to  spend  some 
part  of  the  summer  out  there,  where  they 
can  learn  about  this  river  system. 

Mr.  THTE.  I  would  not  encourage 
them  to  do  so.  If  they  are  to  spend  any 
time  away  from  home,  I  should  prefer  to 
have  them  spend  it  in  northern  Minne- 
sota.   

Mr.  MTTiTiTKTN.  I  do  not  blame  them 
for  that  at  all.   I  have  been  there  myself. 

Colorado  is  1  mile  nearer  to  heaven 
than  most  of  the  rest  of  the  country. 
Some  sinners— not  around  here,  of 
course— will  need  that  extra  mile. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  MHiLIKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THTE.  If  the  Senator  will  yield 
further,  I  am  happy  to  have  brought  up 
the  question,  because  my  question  was 
answered  properly.  On  the  other  hand. 
I  regret  having  brought  it  up.  because  It 
produced  a  Camber  of  commerce  speech 


by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado.   

Mr.  BOLLIKIN.  The  Senator  from 
Mlnnraota  ought  to  hear  a  real  chamber 
of  commerce  man  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.    Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 
Mr.  MTT.T.TTTrN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  distlnerulshed  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado if  there  is  anything  in  the  report  o& 
this  question?  Is  there  any  indicatioft 
as  to  how  much  water  would  be  diverted 
from  the  Arkansas  River  by  this  project? 
Is  it  any  considerable  amount? 

Mr.  MTT.T.TTCTW  I  believe  the  project 
can  be  operated  so  that  no  water  will  be 
diverted  from  the  Arkansas  River.  We 
have  changed  our  amendment  specifi- 
cally  

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  appreciate  that, 
but  I  was  wondering  if  there  was  any- 
thing in  the  report  with  reference  to  it 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKTN.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  yield  a  moment  or  two  to 
my  neighbor  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
ChavkzI. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  agree 
with  my  neighbor  from  the  State  of  Col- 
orado. I  think  the  project  which  lie  has 
in  mind  has  a  great  deal  of  merit. 

What  I  wish  to  emphasize  is  that 
many  people  do  not  know  the  history  of 
Colorado  and  New  Mexico.  Four  hun- 
dred years  ago.  in  the  home  State  of  ti)e 
Senator  from  Colorado,  around  Pueblo, 
there  was  a  laQd  grant  by  Philip  n  of 
Spain  involving  a  large  piece  of  real 
estate.         

Mr.  MTIJiTTrrN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  History  was  being 
made  there  many  years  ago.  It  is  not 
realized  that  in  Colorado.  New  Mexico, 
Nevada,  or  Arizona,  a  small  amount  of 
water  means  much  to  us.  In  the  East 
people  want  to  get  rid  of  water.  Out 
West  we  want  to  save  what  little  there  j£. 
Whether  the  water  be  in  Colorado  or 
anywhere  else  out  there,  I  think 
we  should  all  realize  that  it  is  the  life- 
blood  of  the  people  of  the  West. 

Mr.  MTTJiTKTN.  I  appreciate  the 
Senator's  contribution. 

Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  yieki 
at  this  time  to  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  Colorado. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
time  is  controlled  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Colorado  and  the  senior  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  MTTiT.TTrrN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  yieW 
some  time  to  the  senior  Senator  from 
Colorado? 

Mr.  BIARTIN.  Does  not  the  junior 
Senator  from  Colorado  have  time  re- 
maining? 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKTN.     I  have  no  time  left. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  yield  2  minutes  t» 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse). 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr,  President,  I  think 
it  would  be  a  great  mistake  to  adopt  this 
amendment  in  the  race  for  adjournment. 
The  problem  was  Ijef ore  the  Public  Works 
Committee  where  it  was  given  very  fair 
consideration,  and  the  proposal  was 
turned  down.  The  cost-to-benefit  ratio 
is  exceedingly  high.  The  project  has  not 
been  fully  cleared  by  all  the  departments 
involved. 


I  think  a  remarkably  fine  Job  has  been 
done  by  the  Public  Works  Committee  in 
bringing  the  bill  before  the  Senate.  I 
think  it  is  a  very  fair  bill,  and  I  think 
great  credit  is  due  the  Senator  Irom 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Martin],  the  Seqator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  BushI.  the  Sub- 
committee, and  the  full  committee,  upder 
their  respective  chairmanships.  I  think 
the  project  can  well  go  over  until  Jinu- 
ary,  when  the  Senators  from  Colorado 
and  other  interested  Senators  can  try  to 
convince  the  committee. 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  support  the  Pub- 
lic Works  Committee  and  not  approve 
this  amendment. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
3  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Holland). 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  t  op- 
pose this  project  with  great  regret.  My 
first  reason  for  opposing  it  is  this :  This 
is  a  substitute  project  for  one  which  was 
already  authorized,  which  had  a  large 
public  beneflt-to-cost  ratio  and  which 
would  have  cost  only  about  a  million 
dollars.  The  present  estimated  cost  is 
something  over  $2  million.  It  is  a  flood- 
control  project  channelized  through  the 
city  of  Trinidad.  Colo.  The  substitution 
of  the  $17  million  project  itself  offers  a 
serious  problem. 

The  second  reason  is  that  the  Com- 
mittee requested  the  opinion  of  the 
Budget  Bureau  and  was  unable  to  get  an 
approving  opinion.  One  of  the  reasons 
was  that  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  had 
not  received  an  answer  from  the  Gov- 
ernor of  Kansas  which  State  wa$  in- 
volved in  the  compact  with  Colorado. 

The  third  reason  is  that  when  the  Oov- 
ernor  of  Kansas  acted,  he  acted  unfavor- 
ably to  the  project. 

I  am  completely  willing  to  reconsider 
the  matter  on  later  hearings,  and  I  hope 
we  can  get  it  into  such  shape  that  we 
can  approve  it  at  a  later  date.  It  was 
with  regret  that  I  felt  I  could  not  ap- 
prove it  when  it  was  \3et0Te  our  com- 
mittee. 

It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  are  going 
to  proceed  in  an  orderly  fashion,  when 
the  committee  finds  itself  confronted 
with  almost  insuperable  ot>stacles.  as  it 
did,  and  turns  the  project  down  with 
great  regret  after  having  a  most  able 
exposition  of  the  situation  by  the  distin- 
guished Senators  from  Colorado,  the 
committee  should  stand  Its  ground,  be- 
cause otherwise  we  are  hkely  to  be  ac- 
cused of  having  passed  pork-barrel  leg- 
islation. 

I  hoiJe,  for  the  three  reasons  I  have 
indicated,  and  for  the  additional  rea- 
son that  the  l)enefit-to-cost  ratio  is  only 
1.07.  that  we  will  allow  this  matter  to 
be  further  studied  by  a  S3rmpathetic 
committee  which  hopes  it  can  act  favor- 
ably on  it  at  some  future  date. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  a  point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The 
junior  Senator  from  Colorado  offered 
two  amendments.  Does  he  not  have 
time  on  each  of  those  amendments? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  Is 
correct. 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  will  my  colleague  yield  me  5 
minutes?        

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  the  senior  Senator  from  Colonulo 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, the  project  which  we  have  pro- 
posed tonight  is  one  which  has  been 
studied  very  carefully  by  the  Army  Engi- 
neers and  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 
There  was  some  argument  about  improv- 
ing the  channel  of  the  river  through  the 
city  of  Trinidad.  That  would  have  cost 
less  money,  but.  Mr.  President,  as  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  IMr.  Chavsz] 
has  pointed  out,  water  is  very  precious  in 
that  arid  part  of  the  West  and  in  the 
area  about  which  we  are  speaking  to- 
night. We  cannot  afford  to  widen  the 
channel  and  let  that  water  go  on  down 
the  river.  We  want  to  conserve  it  to  the 
greatest  possible  extent. 

Half  of  this  project  Is  for  flood  control, 
and  half  of  it  is  for  reclamation.  Half  of 
the  cost  will  be  repaid  to  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States,  and  half  of  it,  of 
course,  is  dedicated  to  flood  control. 

The  Army  engineers  reported  the 
project  on  July  22.  and.  strangely 
enough,  a  flood  occurred  on  July  23.  the 
day  following  their  report  There  have 
been  many  floods  in  the  past;  in  fact, 
they  occur  possibly  two  or  three  times  a 
year,  and  some  of  those  floods  have  cost 
a  considerable  amount  of  money  because 
they  do  great  damage  to  the  city  of 
Trinidad. 

This  is  not  pork-barrel  legislation ;  it  is 
an  investment  In  America.  America  is 
worthy  of  that  kind  of  investment. 
America  is  what  she  is  today  because  of 
such  investments.  This  project  would  be 
an  investment  in  America.  Half  of  the 
investment  would  be  repaid  in  different 
ways  by  citizens  of  Colorado,  who  are 
subject  to  the  floods. 

The  question  was  asked  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kansas  [Mr.  SchokppxlI 
whether  any  water  would  be  diverted 
from  the  Arkansas  River  Basin  by  the 
project.  The  answer  is  that  not  one 
drop  would  be  diverted  from  the  Ar- 
kansas Basin.  The  rights  of  Kansas  are 
protected,  as  my  colleague  has  said,  by 
the  compact  which  has  been  entered 
into  between  Kansas  and  Colorado  and 
ratified  by  Congress.  Congress  has  no 
power  or  authority  to  pass  any  laws  to 
take,  use,  or  allocate  any  of  that  water 
which  are  not  in  accord  with  that  very 
sacred  treaty — which  is  what  it  is — be- 
tween the  States  of  Kansas  and  Colo- 
rado. That  matter  has  been  taken  care 
of  by  the  amendment  which  has  been 
proposed  and  which.  I  understand,  was 
accepted  as  a  perfecting  amendment  to 
the  original  amendment  which  was 
offered. 

I  sincerely  hope  the  very  able  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Mar- 
tin 1  will  find  it  possible  to  take  the  pro- 
posed amendment  to  conference,  be- 
cause this  proposal  is  one  of  very  great 
merit.  I  doubt  whether  there  are  any 
projects  in  the  whole  bill  which  equal 
this  project  so  far  as  merit  is  concerned. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Hol- 
land] said  that  to  adopt  this  amend- 
ment would  cause  the  Senate  to  be  ac- 


cused of  pork  barrel  legislation.  I  have 
glanced  through  the  bill  and  have  no- 
ticed that  37  States  of  the  Union  and 
2  Territories  are  receiving  projects 
and  benefits  in  the  bill.  That  is  not 
pork  barrel  legislation.  I  believe  that 
every  one  of  the  projects  in  the  37  States 
and  2  Territories  is  an  investment  in  the 
United  States  of  America.  They  are  all 
good  investments,  which  will  repay  to 
the  Treasury  many  times  their  cost. 

I  hope  the  Senators  in  charge  of  the 
bill  will  find  it  within  their  hearts  and 
consciences  to  take  the  amendment  to 
conference. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  yield  me  3 
minutes? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  There  is  no  one  to 
whom  I  am  more  devoted  or  whom  I 
admire  more  than  I  do  the  two  Senators 
from  Colorado.  Notwithstanding  his 
Republicanism.  I  still  have  the  greatest 
respect  for  the  distinguished  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  (Mr.  MillikikI.  I 
know  of  the  devotion  of  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Colorado  IMr.  John- 
son 1  to  the  people  of  his  State. 

If  there  is  one  particular  area  that  I 
know  about,  next  to  New  Mexico,  it  is 
the  area  around  Trinidad,  about  which 
the  Senators  from  Colorado  have  been 
spealdng.  But.  after  all,  we  owe  a  duty 
to  the  chairmen  of  our  committees.  I 
think  the  amendment  has  much  merit, 
but  it  should  not  be  included  in  this  bilL 
I  believe  it  should  be  discussed  further. 
The  committee  went  through  the  list  of 
pubUc  works,  in  order,  after  4  years,  to 
try  to  draft  a  good  bill.  It  is  true  that 
the  bill  contains  projects  for  37  States. 
Why  not?  Why  not  have  projects  in 
Massachusetts.  Oregon.  Colorado,  or  New 
Mexico?  But  I  think  we  are  duty  bound 
to  be  fair  with  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works,  who  worked 
hard  and  patiently  for  many  months  in 
order  to  report  a  good  bill,  and  we  should 
support  him. 

I  should  like  to  Join  with  my  two  col- 
leagues from  Colorado,  because  I  know 
the  river..  I  walked  that  river  probably 
before  they  were  even  in  Colorado.  The 
project  which  they  are  seeking  has  much 
merit,  but  it  does  not  belong  in  this  bill. 
I  want  to  help  them.  If  they  will  intro- 
duce a  bill  making  this  a  separate  proj- 
ect, and  hearings  are  held  on  it.  I  beUeve 
the  necessity  of  constructing  it  can  be 
proved  to  Congress.  But  in  this  par- 
ticular instance,  I  think  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works  should  be  sustained. 

Mr.  MILLJKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  1  minute  to  me? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  yield  1  minute  to  the 
Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  MILUKIN.  Perhaps  I  should 
have  said  more  about  the  conditions 
in  the  particular  area  of  the  project. 
Trinidad  once  was  a  great  coal-produc- 
ing region.  The  coal  business  has  dis- 
appeared there.  People  are  out  of  work. 
The  community  Is  in  a  poor  condition. 
Floods  recur  from  time  to  time,  and 
the  industry  is  unable  to  function.  The 
floods  are  tearing  up  the  town  and  tear- 
ing up  the  good  land  outside  of  the  town. 

There  is  not  time  to  make  a  long  study. 
This  Is  not  a  new  project.     Various 


phases  of  the  project  have  been  before 
Congress  for  a  long  time. 

The  people  in  that  region  are  being 
afSicted  with  floods.  The  basic  indus- 
try of  the  region  is  demoralized,  and  the 
land  is  being  washed  out  as  a  resiilt  of 
floods.  The  people  cannot  wait.  Let 
us  help  them  by  getting  the  project 
started  while  there  is  time  to  do  some 
good. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  2  minutes  to  me? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  yield  2  minutes  to 
the  Senator  from  Connecicut. 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  feel  very  unhappy  about 
this  situation,  because  the  two  highly 
distinguished  Senators  from  Colorado 
have  made  such  a  strong  appeal  for  the 
adoption  of  their  amendment.  I  have 
no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  they  speak 
with  the  greatest  sincerity  when  they 
say  that  the  improvement  is  needed  by 
the  people  in  that  region. 

But  I  am  bound  to  support  the  com- 
ments of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez]  and  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Hol- 
land].' I  am  the  one  who  i»t)po6ed  to 
the  committee  that  the  bill  should  in- 
clude projects  with  respect  to  which  the 
committee  did  not  have  favorable  re- 
ports from  the  Corps  of  Army  Engineers 
and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  We  do 
not  have  such  reports  yet  on  this  partic- 
ular project.  As  chairman  of  the  sub- 
c<Mninittee.  having  asked  the  committee 
to  adopt  such  a  policy,  I  flnd  myself  in 
a  most  unenviable  position — neverthe- 
less, one  in  which  I  must  recommend 
that  the  amendment  not  be  adopted. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mir. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUSH.    I  yleW. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Did  not 
an  Army  officer  attend  the  hearings  00, 
the  bill,  and  did  he  not  indicate  that  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  had  approved  the 
project?  As  I  recall,  an  Anny  engineer 
appeared  and  testified  with  respect  to 
the  bilL  He  testified  at  length  and  an- 
swered all  the  questions  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

I  am  certain  the  Army  engineov  have 
recommended  the  project.  The  Army 
sent  its  recommendations  to  the  com- 
mittee on  July  22.  Therefore.  I  am  cer- 
tain that,  at  long  last,  the  project  has 
been  recommended. 

Mr.  BUSH.  The  comment  of  the 
Senator  is  that  an  Army  engineer  told 
him  that  a  report  had  been  filed  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  We  do  not  have 
the  report.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  modified 
amendment  offered  by  the  Jimlor  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  [Mr.  Mtlltiow]  for 
himself  and  the  senior  Senator  trxxm 
Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson].  [Putting 
the  question.] 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  Pre^dent,  I  ask 
for  a  division. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment,  as  mod- 
ified, was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICKR  (Mr. 
HuMPHRirT  in  the  chair).  The  bill  Is 
open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  offer 
an  amendment,  which  I  ask  to  have  read. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment 
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Tbe  LMasLAtrnc  clkkk.  on  page  20, 
after  line  19,  It  \s  propoBed  to  Insert: 

Big  Sandy  RlTer  Kod  Tug  and  LbtIm  Forka 
In  KentXMky.  West  Virginia,  and  Virginia. 

Mr.  OOOFER.  ttx.  President.  I  ask 
unanlmoui  consult  to  have  printed  in  the 
R«x>u>  a  statement  which  I  have  pre- 
pared. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RscoKD,  as  follows: 

Bttanaan  bt  Snf  atob  Coopsb 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  which  I 
offer  for  myaelX  and  my  colleague.  Senator 
CUEMKNT8,  la  to  direct  the  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers to  make  an  examination  and  survey  of 
the  Big  Sandy  River  and  its  Tug  and  Levlsa 
Forks  in  Kentucky  and  West  Virginia  and 
Virginia,  and  to  review  its  latest  report  dated 
March  15,  1960,  with  a  view  to  revising  the 
estimated  costs  and  benefits  contained  In  the 
report,  to  reflect  inesent  conditions.  It  is 
our  desire  that  the  Ckvps  of  Eng^eos  will 
not  be  required  to  restrict  Itself  to  its  recom- 
mendation contained  in  this  latest  report  for 
the  development  of  these  rivers,  but  will  seek 
such  a  plan  of  development  as  wUl  be  apint>- 
prlate  for  navigation,  flood  control,  and 
power  development  as  will  meet  the  demands 
of  the  area  and  be  eeonomlcaUy  feasible. 

On  January  9.  1958.  I  introduced  for  my- 
self and  my  colleague,  Senator  Clbickmtb,  a 
bUl  (S.  vn)  to  authorise  the  construction 
of  public  works  for  navigation,  flood  control 
and  power  development  on  the  Big  Sandy 
and  its  tributaries.  It  would  have  effectively 
canalized  the  Big  Sandy  River. 

In  1953,  hearings  were  held  by  a  subeom- 
mlttee  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Public 
Works,  under  the  chairmanship  of  the  dls- 
tlngulshed  Senator  from  Connecticut.  Sen- 
ator Bush.  Many  people  representing  busi- 
ness, agriculture  and  labor  of  the  ^ea  testi- 
fied before  the  committee  in  favor  of  the 
approval  of  8.  379.  At  the  hearing  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Corps  of  Snglneers  testified 
that  their  last  report  dated  March  16,  1960. 
showed  that  the  Iseneftts  that  would  be  de- 
rived from  the  Improvements  on  the  Big 
Sandy  would  not  equal  the  costs  of  its  de- 
velopment and  that  under  their  policy  they 
recommended  against  the  constructlrai  of 
locks  and  dams  on  the  rivers. 

Later,  Senator  CLMMMMsm  and  I  appeared 
before  the  Senate  Committee  on  PubUc  Works 
and  asked  that  our  bill  be  approved  by  the 
committee  and  that  the  autborlaatlon  of  the 
new  locks  and  dams  on  the  Big  Sandy  and  Its 
f  orlcs  be  included  in  H.  R.  9859,  which  is  now 
before  us.  The  committee  g^ave  \u  a  very  full 
hearing,  but  stated  that  becaxise  of  the  un- 
favorable report  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
they  coiild  not  under  their  policy  Include  It 
in  the  pending  bilL  The  committee  sug- 
gested that  an  authorizatioii  should  be  ob- 
tained to  direct  the  Corps  of  Knglneers  to 
malu  a  new  examination  to  see  if  new  fac- 
tors and  conditions  had  changed  the  cost- 
benefit  ratio.  Tlxat  is  the  purpose  of  our 
amendment. 

Z  point  out  to  the  Senate  that  in  1948  the 
Cbriis  of  Engineers  reported  that  the  Iwneflts 
from  this  poroject  would  exceed  the  cost,  but 
lu  19S2  the  cost  of  the  project  had  increased 
from  aj^u-oximately  $85  million  to  over  $181 
million.  We  submit  that  this  Increase  In 
cost  arose  chiefiy  from  the  inflationary  price 
advances  caused  by  the  Korean  war. 

We  suggest  that  the  following  factors, 
among  others,  oioght  to  be  considered  now 
by  the  Corps  of  Engineers: 

1.  That  a  reduction  in  cost  of  materials 
and  other  factors  connected  with  construc- 
tion, has  occurred  since  the  close  of  the 
Korean  war. 

3.  There  may  be  a  reduction  of  cost  in  the 
project  due  to  the  approved  construction  of 
a  high-level  dam  on  the  Ohio  River  near 
Oreenup.  Ky.    The  Congress  has  Just  ap- 


propriated funds  to  begin  the  constructioa 
of  this  dam.  This  dam  will  back  water  up 
tlM  Big  Sandy  almost  to  the  second  lock  and 
dam  and  will  thus  begin  Its  canalization. 
TUls  should  reduce  the  total  cost  ol  the  Big 
Sandy  project. 

S.  Additional  benefits  have  occurred  since 
the  sulunission  of  the  last  report  to  the  Con« 
gresB.    Among  them  I  name  the  following : 

Several  steam  plants  are  now  In  construc- 
tion along  the  Ohio  River  to  supply  the 
atomic  energy  plants  at  Paducah.  Ky.,  and 
Piketon,  Ohio.  This  will  undoubtedly  pro* 
vide  a  larger  market  for  coal  from  the  Big 
Sandy  Valley. 

Also,  rail  freight  rates  have  Increased 
measurably  In  the  last  several  years  and  the 
cheaper  water  transportation  should  be  con* 
sidered  in  the  estimates  of  benefits. 

There  are  other  factors,  of  course,  to  b# 
considered,  but  I  name  these  as  examplea 
Previously,  at  my  request,  the  Corps  of  Engi» 
neers  has  been  directed  to  make  a  survey  of 
reservoir  sites  on  the  Big  Sandy  and  Its 
tributaries  for  the  purjKtse  of  selecting  a  site 
which  is  economically  feasible.  Authoriza- 
tions for  reservoirs  had  been  made  under  the 
act  of  1938  and  later,  but  had  been  found 
by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  to  have  an  un- 
favorable cost-benefit  ratio,  and  nothing  had 
been  done  to  survey  other  sites.  Now  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  has  been  directed  to  re- 
view, tot  the  purpose  of  determining  a  site 
which  will  be  Jvistlfled  under  the  cost-benefit 
ratio  rule,  so  that  we  may  go  ahead  with 
requests  for  appropriations  for  reservoirs. 

The  Big  Sandy  Valley  holds  a  store  of  great 
resources  in  coal,  timber,  gas  and  oil,  and 
other  products  unmatched  In  the  Nation. 
These  products  cannot  flow  to  the  market  aa 
they  should  without  cheaper  transportation. 
The  development  and  canalization  of  the 
Big  Sandy  Valley  will  provide  cheaper  navigar- 
tlon,  flood  control,  reservoirs,  and  volume  of 
water  in  the  river  for  industry  and  recreap- 
tion.  My  colleague.  Senator  Clements,  and 
Z  submit  this  amendment  so  that  the  Corps 
of  Engineers  will  immediately  make  this 
survey  in  order  that  my  colleague  and  I  may 
present  these  new  factors  which  I  have  men- 
tioned to  the  Senate  at  an  early  date,  so  that 
this  great  project  may  be  favorably  coo^ 
sidered  and  approved.  I  move  the  adoption 
of  our  tunendment. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  un- 
derstand the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
is  willing  to  accept  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr, 
Cooper]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
questl<»i  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the 
amendments  and  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  The 
Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  cleric  proceeded  to  call 
the  rolL 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  bOl  having  been  read  the  third 
time,  the  question  is.  Shall  it  pass?  On 
this  question  the  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call  the 
roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 


Mr.  SALTONSTAIJi.  I  announce 
that  the  senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
I  Mr.  Wiley]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr. 
C.\peh.\rt)  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
( Mr.  Welk£k]  are  absent  on  ofllcial  busi- 
ness. 

The  senior  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  Bridges),  the  Senator  ftom 
Vermont  (Mr.  Flanders),  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Indiana  IMr.  jKNNitl.the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  IMr. 
McCarthy),  and  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Upton  J  are 
necessarily  absent. 

If  present  and  voting,  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  Hamrtshire  IMr. 
Bridges),  the  senior  Senator  from  Indi- 
ana [Mr.  Capehart),  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders),  the  Jiaiior 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner).  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  IMr. 
McCarthy),  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Upton),  and  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  (Mr.  Welker]  would 
each  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BurkeI,  the 
Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Dahiil].  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  (Mr.  Douci,a8], 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  EUsr- 
LANB),  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  IMr. 
Gore),  and  the  Senator  from  Soutti 
Carolina  (Mr.  Maybank]  are  absent  on 
oflBcial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  IMr. 
Byrd)  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Sparkman]  are  necessarily  absent. 

I  announce  further  that  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  IMr. 
Burke),  the  Senator  from  Texas  IMr. 
Daniel),  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Eastland),  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  (Mr.  MaybankI.  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman]  would 
each  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  TT, 
nays  2,  as  follows: 

TEAS— 77 


Aiken 

Goldwater 

Martin 

Anderson 

Green 

McCarran 

Barrett 

Hendrlckson 

McClellan 

Beau 

Hennlngs 

MUUkln 

Bennett 

Hickenlooper 

Monronej 

Bowrtng 

Hill 

Morse 

Brlcker 

Holland 

Mundt 

Bush 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Butler 

Ives 

Neely 

Carlson 

Jackson 

Pastors 

Case 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Payne 

Chaves 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Potter 

Clements 

Johnston,  8.  C 

PurteU 

Cooper 

Kefauver 

Reynolds 

Cordon 

Kennedy 

Baltonstal 

Crlppa 

Kerr 

Schoeppel 

Dlrksen 

Kllgore 

Smathers 

Duff 

Knowland 

Rmlth,  Mai 

Ine 

Dworshalc 

Kuchel 

Smith,  N.  1. 
Stennls 

Ellender 

Langer 

Ervln 

Lehman 

SymlngtOI^ 

, 

Ptrguson 

Lennon 

Thye 

Presr 

Long 

Watklns 

Pulbrlght 

Magnuson 

WUliams 

George 

Malone 

Young 

OUlette 

Mansfield 
NAYS— 2 

Robertson 

Russell 

NOT  VOTINO— 17 

Bridges 

Eastland 

McCarthy 

Burke 

Flanders 

Sparkman 

Byrd 

Gore 

Upton 

Capehart 

Hayden 

Welker 

Daniel 
Douglas 

Jenner 
Maybank 

WUsy 

So  the  bill  (H.  R.  9859)  was  passed. 
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Mr  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
tliat  the  Senate  insist  upon  its  amend- 
ments, reque.st  a  conference  thereon  with 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  that 
the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  <Mr.  Humphrey  in  the 
chair »  appointed  Mr.  Martin.  Mr.  Case. 
Mr.  Bush.  Mr.  Chavez,  and  Mr.  Holland 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  Pre.sident.  I  ask 
unanimous  corusent  that  the  bill  be 
printed  with  the  Senate  amendments 
numbered.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  also 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  clerks 
be  authorized  to  make  any  technical  and 
t\T3otrraphical  corrections  which  may  be 
lound  npce.ssary  in  the  bill,  as  pas.».ed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


104.  110,  115.  116.  119.  122.  127.  128.  129, 
132,  134.  138.  147.  148.  151,  154.  155,  164, 

168.  and  187  to  the  bill,  and  concurred 
therein  severally  with  an  amendment,  in 
which  it  requested  the  conciurence  of 
the  Senate,  and  that  the  House  insisted 
on  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  60.  71,  and  130. 


MESSAGE  PROM   THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting  a 
nomination  was  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 


COMMITTEE   MEETING   DURING 
SENATE   SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Goldv^ater.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  Committee  on 
Frrciirn  Relations  was  authorized  to  meet 
durine  the  session  of  the  Senate  this 
evening. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
."=entalive.«:.  by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Hou.se  had 
unagreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Sen- 
ate* to  the  amendments  of  the  House  to 
the  bill  <S.  3706)  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party,  to  prohibit  members  of 
Communist  organizations  from  serving 
in  certain  representative  capacities,  and 
for  other  purpo.ses:  asked  a  conference 
with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Hou.ses  thereon,  and  that  Mr. 
Reed  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Graham.  Mr.  Hyde, 
Mr.  Celler.  and  Mr.  Walter  were  ap- 
IHjinted  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  at  the  conference. 

The  mes.sage  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
<H.  R.  9680'  to  provide  for  the  con- 
tinued price  support  for  agricultural 
products;  to  augment  the  marketing  and 
di.sposal  of  such  products;  to  provide 
for  greater  stability  in  agriculture;  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
<H.  R.  9936  >  making  supplemental  ap- 
propriations for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1955.  and  for  other  purposes; 
that  the  House  receded  from  its  dis- 
a<ireement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  numbered  5.  6.  9,  10.  11.  12.  13.  14. 
15,  21,  34,  54,  55.  59.  72.  73.  93.  103,  105. 
113.  114.  126.  152.  159.  and  169  to  the 
bill,  and  concurred  therein;  that  the 
House  receded  from  its  disagreement  to 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered 
27.  30.  31.  38.  39.  40.  46.  49,  52.  56.  61. 
62.  71 '2.  74.  79.  83,  86,  88.  89,  91.  99,  100, 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGE  REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  message  from  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  submitting 
the  nomination  of  Herbert  Hoover.  Jr.. 
of  CaUfornia.  to  be  Under  Secretary  of 
State,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations. 


FRINGE      EMPLOYMENT     BENEFITS 
FOR  FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES— CON- 
FERENCE REPORT 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Mr.  President,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Carlson!    has   ready   for   submission   a 
conference  report  which  I  understand 
has  been  agreed  to  by  all  the  conferees. 
The     distinguished     ranking     minority 
member  of  the  committee  is  present  at 
this  time.    The  presentation  of  this  mat- 
ter has  been  postponed  until  now,  in 
order  that  both  those  Senators  might  be 
present. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  I  sub- 
mit a  report  of  the  committee  of  con- 
ference on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  2263 1  to  au- 
thorize the  Postmaster  General  to  re- 
adjust the  compen.sation  of  holders  of 
contracts  for  the  performance  of  mail- 
messenger  service.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent   for   the   present  consideration 

of  the  report.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re- 
port will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 
The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 
<For  conference  report,  see  House  pro- 
ceedings of  August  18.  1954,  pp.  15029- 
15033.  Congressional  Record.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  this 
conference  report  is  on  what  is  known 
as  the  fringe  employment  benefits  bill. 
The  conference  report  is  a  unanimous 
repKjrt  on  tho  part  of  all  the  conferees, 
and  it  is  signed  by  all  the  conferees  for 
both  the  House  and  the  Senate. 

The  report  makes  only  a  few  changes. 
Generally  sp>eaking,  the  Senate  version  of 
the  bill  is  approved.  On  2  or  3  occasions 
the  Senate  voted  for  repeal  of  the  so- 
called  Whitten  rider.  The  conferees 
agreed  to  a  rewriting  of  the  Whitten 
rider.  It  was  rewritten  on  a  basis  that 
had  at  least  the  consent  and  approval  ol 


the  Civil  Service  Commission.  In  other 
words,  the  Commission  had  not  changed 
Its  view  that  it  wished  the  rider  repealed, 
but  said  it  could  Uve  under  the  provisions 
the  conferees  adopted. 

The  conference  report  makes  1  or  2 
changes  in  the  provisions  regarding  over- 
time pay.  It  provides  for  full  time  and 
one-half  through  the  minimiun  rate  for 
grade  9. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  say  by  way  of 
.summary  of  the  conference  report  that 
the  Senate  version  of  the  bill  provided 
for  full  time  and  one-half  overtime  pay 
up  through  the  maximum  rate  for  grade 
9.  The  conference  agreement  provides 
for  full  time  and  one -half  through  the 
minimum  rate  for  grade  9. 

The  Senate  version  provided  that  over- 
time pay  could  not  be  less  than  straight 
time.  The  conference  agreement  omits 
this  provision. 

The  Senate  version  excluded  fire  fight- 
ers from  the  category  of  employees  who 
may  be  paid  25 -percent  premium  com- 
r>ensation  in  lieu  of  overtime  pay  for 
irregular  overtime.  The  coriference 
agreement  eliminates  this  exclusion. 

The  Senate  version  contained  no  limit 
on  incentive  awards  payable  under  the 
bill.  The  conferees  added  a  $5,000  limit 
generally,  with  a  provision  under  which 
awards  up  to  $25,000  could  be  made  with 
the  approval  of  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission in  special  cases. 

The  Senate  version  provided  that  up 
to  SI 00  per  annum  could  be  paid  to  em- 
ployees required  to  wear  uniforms,  to 
assist  in  defraying  the  cost  of  acquisi- 
tion or  upkeep  of  their  uniforms.  The 
conference  agreement  eliminates  refer- 
ence to  upkeep;  and  also  provides  that 
the  head  of  the  department  may  furnish 
uniforms  in  heu  of  paying  the  uniform 
allowance. 

The  Senate  version  repealed  the  Whit- 
ten rider.  The  conference  agreement 
modifies,  but  does  not  reiieal,  this  pro- 
vision. Under  the  modification,  perma- 
nent appointments  could  be  made  up  to 
10  percent  alx)ve  the  total  number  of 
employees  employed  on  Septemt)er  1, 
1950.  In  addition,  it  authorizes  penna- 
nent  reinstatements  and  promotions. 

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER.     The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 
The  report  was  agreed  to. 


FAMILY  QUARTERS  FOR  PERSON- 
NEL OF  MILITARY  DEPART- 
MENTS—CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  CaseI 
is  prepared  to  submit  the  conference 
report  on  House  bill  9924,  relating  to 
military  family  housing. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  submit 
a  report  of  the  committee  of  confer- 
ence on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9924)  to  provide 
for  family  quarters  for  personnel  of  the 
military  departments  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  and  their  dependents,  and 
for  other  purposes.  I  ask  tmanimous 
consent  for  the  present  consideration  oi£ 
the  report. 


1 


M 


g--rf 


W^-' 

•^U: 


r: 


? 


i 


r,i 


•1  : 

■  -1  ■ 
I'  1 


'1 


14770 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  --  SENATE 


August  17 


■nie  FRESZDINa  OFFICEEL  The  re- 
port wiU  be  read  for  the  inf ormAtion  of 
the  Senate. 

■me  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 

(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro- 
ceedings of  August  18, 1954.) 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  CASE.    Bfr.  President 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  conference 
report  is  signed  by  all  the  conferees;  is 
it  not? 

Mr.  CASE.  Tes;  the  report  is  signed 
by  all  the  conferees  on  behalf  of  both 
the  Hoiise  and  the  Senate. 

There  was  only  one  principal  Item  of 
controyersy  or  discussion  in  the  confer- 
ence, and  it  related  to  the  amount  of  for- 
eign currencies  which  might  be  used  in 
the  acquisition  of  housing  overseas.  In 
the  conference  report,  the  amotmt  of 
foreign  currencies  which  may  be  used 
for  the  procurement  of  military  housing 
overseas  is  reduced  from  $75  million  to 
$25  million.  Some  of  the  conferees  felt 
that  since  this  was  an  experimental  pro- 
gram or  at  least  a  new  departure,  the 
smaller  amount  should  be  used  initially. 

Furthermore,  the  language  agreed  to 
by  the  conferees  authorizes  the  transfer 
of  unexpended  balances  of  appropria- 
tions for  quarters  allowances  to  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  in  an 
amount  equivalent  to  the  doUar  value 
of  foreign  currencies  used  in  any  fiscal 
year. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  a  statement  I  have  prepared 
on  the  conference  report  be  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  Rscoro. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statcmcmt  bt  Senatob  Cass 
r.  a.  9924  to  fkovidk  fob  familt  qxtastkks  ros 

MHJTAXT  FKBSOlfNEI.  AND  THKIB  DKFCMDKNT8 

Tbe  principal  Item  on  which  the  Houses 
disagreed  was  the  Senate  provision  author- 
izing the  Secretary  of  ^Defense  to  procure 
family  housing  In  foreign  countries  in  the 
amount  of  $75  million  by  \uing  foreign  cur- 
rencies acquired  through  tbe  sale  of  surplus 
agricultural  commodities  as  authorized  by 
tbe  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  As- 
sistance Act  of  1954  (PubUc  Law  480,  83d 
Cong). 

Paragraph  3  of  section  407  of  the  Senate 
bill  provided  that  appropriations  for  quar- 
ters allowances  for  personnel  occupying 
family  housing  procured  in  this  manner 
would  be  available  for  reimbursement  to  the 
Commodity  Credit  Ccnporation  in  an  amount 
equivalent  to  the  doUar  value  of  the  foreign 
currencies  used.  llils  provision  contem- 
plated an  annual  transfer  of  appropriations 
that  otherwise  would  be  available  for  the 
payment  of  quarters  allowances  to  personnel 
occupying  the  ho\uing  until  the  Conunodlty 
Credit  Corporation  had  received  full  relm- 
biirsement  for  the  currencies  that  had  been 
acquired  by  the  sale  of  surplus  agricultural 
conunodltles  from  the  stocks  of  the  Conx- 
modlty  Credit  Corporation. 

The  House  position  was  that  there  should 
be  authority  for  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration to  be  reimbursed  Within  the  pe- 


riod of  the  fiscal  y«ar  In  which  the  foreign 
cuxrenciea  wer«  used  for  the  procurement 
of  housing  In  an  anK>unt  equivalent  to  the 
total  doUar  value  of  the  ciorrencles  used. 

The  language  agreed  to  in  conference  au* 
thorlzes  the  transfer  of  unexpended  bal* 
ances  of  appropriations  for  quarters  allow* 
ances  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporatloa 
In  an  amount  equivalent  to  the  dollar  value 
of  foreign  c\irrencies  used  In  any  fiscal  year. 
The  extent  of  the  authority  for  the  procure- 
ment of  family  hoxising  in  foreign  countries 
through  the  use  of  funds  acquired  by  the 
sale  of  surplus  agricultural  conunodltles  was 
reduced  from  $75  million  to  $25  million. 

The  compromise  language  relative  to  the 
reimbursement  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  presupposes  the  existence  oif 
unexpended  balances  of  appropriations  for 
quarters  allowances.  Since  the  extent  of  the 
monetary  authorization  for  this  purpose  was 
reduced  to  $25  million,  the  conferees  have 
reason  to  believe  that  unexpended  balances 
In  this  amount  will  be  available  for  the  pur- 
pose of  reimbursement  in  full  to  tbe  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation. 

If  this  method  of  procuring  family  bousing 
in  foreign  countries  proves  feasible,  and  the 
Congress  in  future  years  should  decide  to 
expand  this  authority,  the  subject  of  ra- 
imbtu^ing  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion for  commodities  used  in  generating  for- 
eign currencies  can  be  reexamined  at  that 
time. 

I  should  like  to  say  that  the  Senate  con- 
ferees are  no  less  desirous  than  their  coun- 
terparts in  the  House  that  tbe  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  shall  not  be  unfairly 
charged  with  the  cost  of  military  housing. 
I  believe  that  the  language  agreed  to  by  tlie 
conferees  is  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the 
problem  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
reimbursement,  at  least  for  tbe  authority 
contained  in  this  act,  and  I  move  tbe  adop- 
tion of  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  move  the 
adoption  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conferenoe 
report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to.  i 


Mr,  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
concur  in  the  amendments  of  the  House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  that  the 
Senate  concur  in  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


INVESTIGATION    OP    CERTAIN    OF- 
FENSES BY  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 

-  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  <S. 
2308)  to  authorize  and  direct  the  investi- 
gation by  the  Attorney  General  of  cer- 
tain offenses,  and  for  other  purposes, 
which  were,  on  page  1,  line  9.  strike  out 
all  after  "Code",  over  through  "States)" 
in  line  1,  page  2.  and  on  page  2.  line  12, 
after  "complaint",  insert  "Provided. 
That,  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
not  limit,  in  any  way,  the  existing  au- 
thority of  the  miUtaTy  departments  to  in- 
vestigate persons  or  offenses  over  whidh 
the  Armed  Forces  have  jurisdiction  un- 
der the  Uniform  Code  of  Military  Justice : 
Provided  further.  That  the  provisions  of 
this  section  shall  not  Umit,  in  any  way, 
the  primary  authority  of  the  Postmaster 
General  to  investigate  postal  offenses." 
Mr.  WILlilAMS.  Mr.  President,  this 
bill  was  amended  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives in  order  to  take  care  of  a  quesr 
tlon  raised  by  the  Department  of  the 
Army  in  order  to  safeguard  its  right  to 
have  certain  investigations  made  in  the 
Defense  Department.  The  amendment 
has  lieen  cleared  with  the  Department 
of  Justice,  and  is  in  complete  agreement 
With  the  spirit  of  the  bill,  as  introduced. 


EXTENSION    AND    AMENDMENT    OP 
RENEGOTIATION  ACT  OF  1951 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  644, 
House  bill  6287.  to  extend  and  amend 
the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  read  by  title  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Lecislativi  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R 
6287)  to  extend  and  amend  the  Rene- 
gotiation Act  of  1951. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  was  aerecd  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6287)  to  extend  and  amend  the 
Renegotiation  Act  of  1951.  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance  with  amendments,  and  on  which 
additional  amendments  had  been  re- 
ported by  the  Finance  Committee  on 
May  18.  1954. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  submit  and  send  to  the  desk,  on 
behalf  of  the  majority  leader  and  my- 
self, a  proFHDsed  unanimous-consent 
agreement  regarding  the  time  available 
for  the  consideration  of  this  bill  and  the 
amendments  thereto. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
proposed  unanimous -consent  agreement 
will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ordered,  That  during  the  further  cansld- 
eration  of  Calendar  No.  644.  House  bill  KB?, 
an  act  to  extend  and  amend  the  Renefro- 
tiation  Act  of  1951.  debate  on  any  amend- 
meiit  or  motion  (Including  appeals)  shall 
be  limited  to  not  exceeding  one-half  hour, 
to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled,  raspec- 
tlvely,  by  tbe  mover  of  any  such  amendment 
or  motion  and  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  MiLLiKiN]  in  the  event  he  Is  opposed 
to  any  such  amendment  or  motion;  other- 
wise, by  the  mover  and  the  minority  loader: 
Provided.  That  no  amendment  that  is  not 
germane  to  the  subject  matter  of  the  said 
bill  shall  be  received:  And  provided  further. 
That  debate  ufxin  the  bill  itself  shall  be 
limited  to  not  exceeding  one  hour,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled,  respectively, 
by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  (Mr.  MtLLaxiNl 
and  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson], 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  is  there 
objection  to  the  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement?  Without  objection. 
It  is  agreed  to. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  Senator 
from  Colorado.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  state  how  much  time  he  desires 
to  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  shall  now  present 
my  opening  statement.  We  have  not 
reached  the  question  of  amendments. 
What  time  have  I? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There 
is  a  time  limit  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield  myself  10 
minutes  on  the  bilL 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  may  have  whatever  time  he 
wishes. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  On  May  19.  1954,  the 
Committee  on  Finance  reported  addi- 
tional amendments  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6287 )  to  extend  and  amend  the  Renego- 
tiation Act  of  191)1.  I  move  that  the  pre- 
vious committee  amendments  and  the 
additional  amendments  be  agreed  to  en 
bloc  and  made  a  part  of  the  bill,  as 
though  it  were  a  clean  copy,  and  that 
the  bill  then  be  subject  to  further 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  committee  amend- 
ments will  be  agreed  to  en  bloc. 

The  committee  amendments  agreed  to 
en  bloc  are  as  fallows: 

On  page  1.  after  line  5.  to  Insert- 
•Sec  2  (a)  Sec  ton  105  (f(  (1)  of  such  act 
is  amended  by  st.-iking  out  '•250.000"  wher- 
ever It  appears  therein  and  Inserting  In 
lieu  thereof  the  lollowing:  '$250,000.  In  the 
ca.se  of  a  fiscal  y  »ar  ending  before  June  30. 
1953.  or  t.'iOO.OOO  in  the  case  of  a  Oscal  year 
ending  on  or  after  June  30,  1953." 

"(b)  Section  105  (f)  (3)  of  such  act  Is 
amended  by  ins<'rtlng  in  the  second  sen- 
tence thereof,  alter  "the  1250.000  amount' 
the  following:   '.  tbe  tSOCOOO  amount."." 

On  page  2.  line  3.  to  change  tbe  section 
number  from  ■■2"  to  "3":  In  line  24,  to  change 
the  section  numter  from  "3"  to  '■4." 
On  pape  3.  after  line  14.  to  strike  out: 
"Sex:  4.  Sectim  106  (d(  of  such  act  Is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  period 
at  the  end  of  prra^raph  (5)  and  Inserting 
In  lieu  thereof  a  ;emlcolon.  and  by  ln.Terting 
after  paragraph  (5)  the  following  new  para- 
graph : 

•  (6)  any  contract  or  subcontract  for  the 
making  or  furnishini?  of  a  standard  commer- 
cial article,  if.  in  the  opinion  of  tbe  Board, 
comiietitlve  conditions  affecting  the  sale  of 
such  article  are  such  as  will  reas<mably  pro- 
tect the  Government  against  excessive 
prices.  ■  "■ 
And  insert 

"Sec  5  (ai  S«-ction  106  (a)  of  such  act 
Is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  period 
at  the  end  of  pariMpraph  (7i  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  a  s<micolon.  and  by  inserting 
after  paragraph  (7)  the  following  new  para- 
gr.Tph; 

'■  (81  any  contract  or  subcontract  for  the 
making  or  furnlibing  of  a  standard  com- 
mercial article,  unless  tbe  Board  makes  a 
specific  finding  that  competitive  conditions 
affecting  the  sale  of  such  article  are  such  as 
will  not  reasonably  protect  the  Government 
from  excessive  prices.  For  the  purpose  of 
this  paragraph — 

■■•(A»  The  term  "article"  Includes  any 
material,  part.  a«embly.  machinery,  equip- 
ment,  or  other  ]>ersonal   property,    and 

"(B)  The  teiin  "standard  commercial 
article"  means  an  article — 

"'(li  which  It-  substantially  identical  In 
every  material  respect  with  an  article  which 
was  manufactured  and  sold,  and  in  general 
civilian,  Industrliil,  or  commercial  use,  prior 
to  June  1.  1950.  cr 

■  "(2)  which  If  substantially  Identical  In 
every  material  respect  with  an  article  which 
Is  manufactured  and  sold,  as  a  competitive 
product,  by  more  than  one  manufacturer,  or 
which  is  an  article  of  the  same  kind  and 
having  tbe  same  use  or  uses  as  an  article 
manufactured  aad  sold,  as  a  competitive 
product,  by  more  than  one  manufacturer. 
or 

■"(3)  Which  1?  the  subject  of  any  prime 
contract  entered  Into  pursuant  to  competi- 
tive bidding. 

An  article  made  In  whole  or  In  part  of  sub- 
stitute materials  but  otherwise  Identical  in 
every  material  respect  with  the  article  with 
Which  it  is  compared  under  clatise   (1)   or 


(2)  shall  be  considered  as  Identical  In  every 
material  respect  with  such  article  with  which 
It  is  BO  compared.' 

"(b)  The  amendment ' made  by  this  sec- 
tion ahall  apply  only  with  respect  to  fiscal 
yean  (as  defined  In  section  103  (h)  of  the 
Renegotiation  Act  of  1951)  ending  on  or 
after  June  30,   1953." 

On  page  5.  line  13.  to  change  the  sec- 
tion   number   Irom   "5"   to   "6." 

The  additional  amendments  reported 
by  Mr.  Millikim,  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance  on  May  19.  1954,  and  agreed 
to  en  bloc,  are  as  follows: 

On  page  3.  after  line  2.  Insert  the  follow- 
ing: 

"(b)  Paragraph  (1)  of  section  106  (c)  of 
such  act  is  further  amended  by  inserting 
•(A)'  after  the  word  'except'  and  by  adding 
before  tbe  period  at  the  end  of  such  para- 
graph tbe  following:  'and  (Bi  to  receipts 
and  accrtwls  from  contracts  for  new  du- 
rable productive  equipment  In  cases  In  which 
tbe  Board  finds  that  the  new  durable  pro- 
ductive equipment  covered  by  such  contracts 
cannot  be  adapted,  converted,  or  retooled 
for  commercial  use'.'" 

On  page  3.  line  3,  strike  out  "(b) "  and  In- 
sert "(C)." 

On  page  3.  line  11.  strike  out  "(c)"  and 
insert  "(di  " 

On  page  3.  lines  11  and  12.  strike  out 
"subsections  (a)  and  (b)"  and  insert  "sub- 
sections (ai.  (bi.  and  (ci." 

Begtnnlnc;  on  page  3.  line  24.  strike  out 
all  through  line  12  on  page  5  and  insert  tbe 
following : 

"Sec.  5.  (a)  Section  106  (a)  of  such  act 
Is  hereby  amended — 

"(1)  by  striking  out.  In  paragraph  (7), 
•by  reason  of  this  subsection."  and  Inserting 
In  lieu  thereof  "by  reason  of  any  paragraph, 
other  than  paragraph  (8) .  of  this  subsection; 
or";  and 

"(21  by  adding  at  tbe  end  of  such  section 
the  following: 

"  "(8)   any  contract  or  subcontract  for  the 
making  or  furnishing  of  a  standard  commer- 
cial article,  unless  the  Board  makes  a  specific 
finding   that   competitive   conditions   affect- 
ing the  sale  of  such  article  are  such  as  will 
not    reasonably    prevent     excessive    profits. 
This  paragraph  shall  apply  to  any  such  con- 
tract or  subcontract  only  If  ( 1 )   the  contrac- 
tor or  subcontractor  files,  at  such  time  and 
In  such  form  and  detail  as  the  Board  shall 
by  regulations  prescribe,  such   Information 
and  data  as  may  be  required  by  tbe  Board 
under  its  regulations  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling   it   to   reach   a   decision   with   respect 
to   tbe   making  of   a   specific   finding   under 
this  paragraph,  and   (2)    within  a  period  of 
0  months   after   tbe  date   of   filing   of   such 
information    and    data,    tbe    Board    falls    to 
make  a  sijeclflc  finding  that  competitive  con- 
ditions affecting  tbe  sale  of  such  article  are 
such  as  will  not  reasonably   prevent  exces- 
alvc    profits,    or    (3)    within    such    6-month 
period,  the  Board  makes  a  specific  finding 
that    competitive    conditions    affecting    the 
sale  of  such  article  are  such  as  will  reason- 
ably   prevent    excessive    profits.     Any    con- 
tractor or  subcontractor  may  waive  the  ex- 
emption   provided    In    this    paragraph    with 
respect  to  receipts  or  sw^cruals  in  any  fiscal 
year  by  Including  a  statement  to  such  effect 
In  the  financial  statement  filed  by  such  con- 
tractor or  subcontractor  for  such  fiscal  year 
pursuant  to  aection  105  (e)    (1).     Any  spe- 
cific finding  of  the  Board  under  this  para- 
graph shall  not  be  reviewed  or  redetermined 
by  any  court  or  agency  other  than  by  the 
Tax  Court  of   tbe   United   States  In  a   pro- 
ceeding for  a  redetermination  of  the  amount 
of  excessive  profits  determined  by  an  order 
of    the    Board.     For    the    purpose    of    this 
paragraph — 

"  '(A)  the  term  "article""  includes  any  ma- 
terial. p>art.  component,  assembly,  machin- 
ery, equipment,  or  other  personal  property; 


*"(B)  the  term  "standard  commercial 
article"  means  an  article — 

"  '  ( 1 )  which.  In  the  normal  course  at  busi- 
ness. Is  customarily  manufacttired  for  stock, 
and  Is  customarily  maintained  in  stock  by 
the  manufacturer  or  any  dealer,  distributor, 
or  other  coounerclal  agency  for  the  market- 
ing of  such  article;  or 

"  '  ( 2 )  which  is  manufactured  and  sold  by 
more  than  two  persons  for  general  civilian 
industrial  or  commercial  vise,  or  which  is 
identical  in  every  material  respect  with  an 
article  so  manufactured  and  sold; 

"'(C)  the  term  "identical  In  every  ma- 
terial respect"  means  of  tbe  same  kind, 
manufactured  of  tbe  same  or  substitute  ma- 
terials, and  having  the  same  industrial  or 
commercial  use  or  uses,  without  necessarily 
being  of  Identical  specifications;   and 

"'(D)  the  term  "persons"  does  not  In- 
clude any  [>erson  under  control  of,  or  con- 
trolling, or  under  common  control  With  any 
other  person  considered  for  tbe  purposes  of 
subparagraph  (B)    (2)   of  this  paragraph.' 

"(b)  Tbe  amendments  nuide  by  subsec- 
tion (a)  shall  apply  to  contracts  with  the 
Departments  and  subcontracts  only  to  th« 
extent  of  the  amounts  received  or  accrued 
by  a  contractor  or  subcontractor  after  De- 
cember 31.  1953." 

On  page  5,  after  line  12,  Insert  the  following 
new  section: 

"Sec.  6.  (a)  Section  106  (a)  (4)  of  such 
act  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  ';  or* 
at  the  end  thereof  and  Inserting  the  follow- 
ing: 'and  to  such  furnishing  or  sale  in  any 
case  In  which  tbe  Board  finds  the  regulatory 
aspects  of  rates  for  such  furnishing  or  sale, 
or  tbe  type  and  nature  of  tbe  contract  for 
such  furnishing  or  sale,  are  such  as  to  indi- 
cate, in  tbe  opinion  of  the  Board,  that  exces- 
sive profits  are  improbable;  or.' 

"(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  shall  apply  only  with  respect  to  fiscal 
years  (as  defined  in  sec.  103  (h)  of  the 
Renegotiation  Act  of  1951 )  ending  on  or  after 
December  31,  1953."' 

On  page  5,  after  line  12,  Insert  the  following 
new  section: 

"Sec.  7.  (a)  Section  105  (d)  of  such  act 
is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  period 
at  the  end  of  the  last  sentence  thereof  and 
Inserting  tbe  fcllowing:  ',  and  shall  also 
have  the  power  to  set  aside  and  declare  ntill 
and  void  any  such  agreement  if,  upon  a 
request  made  to  tbe  Board  within  3  years 
from  the  date  of  such  agreement,  the  Board 
finds  as  a  fact  that  tbe  aggregate  of  the 
amounts  received  or  accrued  l>y  the  other 
party  to  such  agreement  during  the  fiscal 
year  covered  by  such  agreen^nt  was  not  more 
than  the  minimum  amounts  subject  to  rene- 
gotiation specified  In  section  105  (f )  for  such 
fiscal  year." 

"(b)  Tbe  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  shall  be  effective  as  If  it  were  a  part 
of  tbe  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951  on  the  date 
of  its  enactment." 

On  page  5,  strike  out  lines  13  through  15 
and  Insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  8.  Section  201  (h)  of  such  act  Is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  out  *a  years' 
and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  '4  years",  and 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
new  sentence:  'If  any  such  case  has  been 
dismissed  by  any  court  for  failure  to  sub- 
stitute for  the  War  Contracts  Price  Adjtist- 
ment  Board  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this 
sentence,  such  case  is  hereby  revived  and 
reinstated  In  such  court  as  if  it  had  not  been 
dismissed."  " 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bin 
as  now  amended  is  open  to  further 
amendment. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  This  bill  was  dis- 
cussed by  me  in  the  Senate  on  July  29, 
1C53,  but  was  withdrawn  pending  further 
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study  by  the  eommlttee.  Your  com- 
mittee, ulta  hearing  the  full  Renegotia- 
tion Board,  has  reported  certain  addi- 
tional amendments.  Becaiise  of  the 
lapse  of  time  since  the  matter  was  be- 
fore the  Senate,  my  discussion  is  in- 
tended to  cover  a  detailed  explanation  of 
the  bill  in  its  entirety. 

Section  1  of  the  bill  extends  the  re- 
negotiation authority  for  1  year,  to 
December  31,  1954.  Unless  the  Renego- 
tiation Act  is  extended,  amounts  received 
or  accrued  by  defense  contractors  and 
subcontractors  during  1954  will  not  be 
subject  to  renegotiation  and  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  be  adequately  protected 
against  pasrment  of  excessive  prices  in 
the  execution  of  the  national  defense 
program.  Under  the  bill  renegotiation 
will  not  be  applicable  to  receipts  or 
accruals  attributable  to  performance 
after  December  31,  1954. 

Section  2  of  the  bill  is  the  same  as 
that  contained  in  the  bill  reported  by 
our  committee  last  year.  This  section 
raises  the  minimum  amount  subject  to 
renegotiation  from  $250,000  to  $500,000 
with  respect  to  fiscal  years  ending  on 
and  after  June  30,  1953.  This  amend- 
ment has  the  approval  of  the  Board. 
Since  it  will  permit  the  Board  to  con- 
centrate on  the  larger  cases,  and  there- 
fore facilitate  administration  of  the  act. 
The  number  of  filings  has  been  about 
40.000  for  each  of  the  calendar  years 
1951  and  1952.  Filings  for  1953,  nor- 
mally due  on  April  1,  1954,  were  post- 
poned by  the  Board  due  to  pending  leg- 
islation. 

Section  3  of  the  bill  remains  un- 
changed. This  section  amends  section 
106  (a)  (6)  of  the  act,  relating  to  man- 
datory exemptions.  The  amendment 
makes  it  clear  that  there  should  be  ex- 
empt from  renegotiation  contracts  with 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corp)oration 
for  materials  and  services  to  be  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  sale  of  synthetic 
rubber  to  the  extent  that  such  materials 
or  services  are  required  for  the  manu- 
facture of  synthetic  rubber  for  sale 
thereof  to  a  private  person  or  private 
persons  for  nondefense  purposes.  The 
Board  concurs  in  the  desirability  of  this 
provision  and  has  already  caused  a  di- 
rective to  be  issued  to  that  effect. 

Section  4  of  the  bill  relates  to  the  relief 
provided  for  in  section  106  (c)  of  the  act 
for  durable  productive  equipment.  Un- 
der the  existing  law  certain  special  relief 
was  granted  for  new  durable  productive 
equipment  with  respect  to  subcontracts. 
The  House  bill  extends  this  relief  to  con- 
tracts direct  with  the  Government.  For 
example,  under  the  House  bill,  if  the 
Government  purchases  for  its  own  ac- 
count a  $100,000  machine  tool  having  an 
estimated  useful  life  of  20  years,  the  por- 
tion of  the  profits  subject  to  renegotia- 
tion will  be  the  proportion  which  5  years 
bears  to  the  estimated  life,  which  is  one- 
fourth.  The  committee  amendment  de- 
nies this  relief  in  the  case  of  contracts 
with  the  Government  in  cases  where  the 
Board  finds  that  the  new  durable  pro- 
ductive equipment  covered  by  such  con- 
tract cannot  be  adapted,  converted,  or 
retooled  for  commercial  use.  The  Board 
has  approved  of  this  amendment. 


Section  5  of  the  reported  bill  provided 
a  mandatory  exemption  for  standard 
commercial  articles  unless  the  Board 
made  a  specific  finding  that  competitive 
conditions  affecting  the  sale  of  such  arti- 
cle were  such  as  will  not  reasonably  pro- 
tect the  Government  from  excessive 
prices.  Your  committee  has  reconsid- 
ered this  amendment  particularly  be- 
cause it  was  felt  that  the  Board  did  not 
have  a  sufficient  investigative  staff  to 
make  such  a  determination  in  the  flrat 
instance.  Under  the  changed  versioa, 
which  the  Board  states  is  administra- 
tively fea.'?ible,  it  is  required,  first,  that 
the  specific  finding  be  made  as  to  ex- 
cessive profits"  instead  of  "excessive 
prices";  second,  that  the  contractor  or 
subcontractor  file  information  with  the 
Board  containing  suflBcient  data  to  en- 
able the  Board  to  make  such  a  finding; 
and  third,  that  if  within  6  months  after 
the  date  such  information  is  filed  the 
Board  does  not  make  a  specific  findins^ 
that  competitive  conditions  affecting  the 
sale  of  such  article  are  such  as  will  not 
reasonably  prevent  excessive  profits,  the 
exemption  will  apply.  Under  the  amend- 
ment the  Board  may  make  a  speciflo 
finding  without  waiting  for  the  expira- 
tion of  such  6  months'  period.  The 
amendment  applies  only  to  amounts  re- 
ceived or  accrued  by  a  contractor  or  sub- 
contractor after  December  31,  1953.  The 
definition  of  standard  commercial  arti- 
cles has  also  been  rewritten  to  make  It 
easier  for  the  Board  to  determine 
whether  an  article  should  be  classed  a^ 
a  standard  commercial  article. 

At  this  point  I  should  like  to  read  a 
letter  from  George  C.  McConnaughey. 
Chairman  of  the  Renegotiation  Board, 
addressed  to  me  as  chairman  of  the  Sen- 
ate Committee  on  Finance.  The  letter 
is  dated  Augtist  13,  1954,  and  reads  as 
follows : 

Mt  Deas  Mr.  Chaihman:  I  understand 
that  H.  R.  6287,  the  bill  to  extend  and  amend 
the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951,  together  with 
amendments  recommended  by  your  commit- 
tee, will  be  presented  to  the  Seiiate  in  the 
immediate  future. 

As  previously  Indicated  to  you  and  yoor 
committee,  the  Renegotiation  Board  hts 
been  consistently  In  favor  of  the  extension 
of  the  Renegotiation  Act  with  amendments. 

With  respect  to  the  proposed  amendmeat 
affecting  new  durable  productive  equipment, 
the  Renegotiation  Board  takes  no  position 
inasmuch  as  It  believes  the  matter  presents 
no  administrative  problems  and  is  purely  a 
subject  for  congressional  consideration  on 
the  question  of  the  extent  of  exemption 
which  the  peculiar  problems  of  that  indus- 
try require. 

The  Renegotiation  Board  has  been  pri- 
marily concerned  with  the  admlnlstratite 
problem  presented  by  the  proposed  amend- 
ment for  standard  commercial  articles.  The 
Renegotiation  Board  has  discussed  this  prob- 
lem thoroughly  with  the  staff  of  your  com- 
mittee and  has  coordinated  the  language 
which  your  committee  proposes  to  recom- 
mend as  a  substitute  for  tbe  standard  com- 
mercial article  exemption  passed  by  the 
Bouse  of  Representatives. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Renegotiation  Board, 
the  standard  commercial  article  exemption, 
aa  now  recommended  by  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee,  presents,  through  the  definitions 
therein  contained,  a  clearer  legislative  Intent 
than  that  passed  by  the  House.  Moreover, 
the   exemption   as   recommended    by    your 


committee  gives  greater  guidance  for  the  Im- 
plementation of  such  exemption  and  is  sus- 
ceptible of  fairer  and  more  equitable  admin- 
istration. 

Respectfully  yovirs. 

George   C.   McConnauchit,    I 

Chairmfin. 

Section  6  gives  the  Renegotiation 
Board  discretionary  authority  to  exempt 
from  renegotiation  contracts  for  space  or 
commodity  transportation  on  ships  if  the 
Board  finds  that  the  regulatory  aspects 
of  the  rates  charged  are  such  as  to  Indi- 
cate in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  that 
excessive  profits  are  improbable.  This 
amendment  applies  only  to  fiscal  years 
ending  on  or  after  December  31.  1953. 

Section  7  gives  the  Board  authority  to 
5et  aside  and  declare  null  and  void  any 
renegotiation  agreement  if,  upon  a  re- 
quest made  to  the  Board  within  3  years 
from  the  date  of  such  agreement,  the 
Board  finds  as  a  fact  thrit  the  aggregate 
of  the  amounts  received  or  accrued  by 
the  other  party  to  such  agreement  during 
the  fiscal  year  covered  by  such  agree- 
ment was  not  more  than  the  minimum 
amount  subject  to  renegotiation  for  such 
year.  Thus,  if  the  Board  had  renegoti- 
ated amounts  below  the  S250.000  mini- 
mum limit  now  in  the  law,,  such  renego- 
tiation could  be  set  a-ide. 

Section  8  extends  until  March  23,  1955, 
the  time  within  which  the  United  States 
can  be  substituted  for  the  World  War  II 
Contract  Price  Adjustment  Board  in 
suits  before  the  Tax  Court.  It  further 
provides  that  if  any  such  case  has  been 
dismi.^scd  by  any  court  for  failure  to  sub- 
stitute the  War  Contracts  Price  Adjust- 
ment Board  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
this  sentence,  such  case  is  hereby  re- 
vived and  reinstated  in  such  court  as  if  it 
had  not  been  dismissed. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will   the  Senator  yield   for  a  question? 

Mr.  MILUKIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  As  the  Senator 
knows,  in  1951,  when  the  1951  act  was 
being  debated,  the  late  Senator  Butler  of 
Nebraska  and  several  other  Senators 
offered  an  amendment  with  relation  to 
scoured  wool.  That  amendment  was 
taken  to  conference,  but  did  not  come  out 
of  conference,  and  was  not  included  as 
an  exemption  in  the  renegotiation  bill. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance  if  the  com- 
mittee, in  considering  these  amendments 
at  this  time,  considered  the  subject  of 
scoured  wool,  and  whether  it  should  not 
be  exempted  as  being,  like  other  agri- 
cultural products,  in  the  first  state, 
rather  than  in  a  processed  state. 

Mr.  MELLIKIN.  In  the  first  place,  I 
should  say  that  it  is  not  my  memory  that 
the  committee  specifically  considered 
that  question.  In  the  second  place,  I  be- 
lieve there  is  a  rather  wide  field  of  specu- 
lation over  the  proper  placing  of  scoured 
wool.  I  do  not  believe  we  would  be  war- 
ranted in  taking  an  amendment  to  con- 
ference for  decision  of  that  question. 

It  might  be"l>fetter  added  to  another 
bill.  There  will  be  one  or  two  bills,  I 
hope — of  course  I  cannot  guarantee  it — 
on  which  such  an  amendment  would  be 
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Mr.  SALTONSTALXi.  In  other  words, 
the  position  of  the  Senator  is  that  there 
will  be  another  bill  this  year? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  am  hoping  that 
there  will  be  another  bill  this  year. 
However,  all  I  i»n  do  is  take  what  I 
believe  are  the  signs  and  indications. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  In  other  words, 
what  the  Senator  from  Colorado  believes 
is  that  if  the  question  should  be  raised  by 
me — of  course  he  knows  there  are  many 
people  in  Massachusetts  interested  in 
wool  and  that  there  is  a  great  market 
there  for  wool — it  should  not  be  raised  in 
connection  with  this  bill,  but,  instead, 
another  bill,  either  this  year  or  next 
year?  

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  believe  it  should  be 
raised  this  year,  and  if  it  is  not  raised 
this  year.l  can  assure  the  Senator  it  will 
receive  the  careful  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee next  year. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. I  should  hke  to  ask  one  more  ques- 
tion. I  listened  to  the  Senator's  exposi- 
tion of  the  bill,  in  which  he  said  the  limit 
had  be<^n  raised  from  $250,000  to  $500.- 
000  Does  that  mean  that  any  contract 
under  $500,000  would  not  be  subject  to 
renegotiation  in  any  event? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     That  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr. 
HcncTHRrY  in  the  chair).  The  Senators 
time  has  expired. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield  myself  an  ad- 
ditional 5  minutes. 

After  June  30,  1953.  any  contract 
which  involved  less  than  $500,000  is  not 
renegotiable. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  A  wool  contract 
would  have  to  be  a  very  sutistantial  con- 
tract, as  I  understand,  to  \x  subject  to 
renegotiation,  in  any  event. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     It  would,  indeed. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator for  his  answers  to  my  questions,  be- 
cause, as  I  say,  this  is  a  matter  of  con- 
siderable importance  to  a  number  of  cit- 
izens in  Massachusetts.  I  shall  take  the 
Senator's  advice  and  not  press  my 
amendment  to  this  bill,  but  l>e  prepared 
to  offer  it  to  another  bill. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  appreciate  the  Sen- 
ator's attitude.  I  may  say,  as  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  I  am  well 
aware  of  the  extreme  importance  of  vari- 
ous aspects  of  the  wool  business  to  the 
citizens  of  Massachu.setts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  I  appreciate  the 
Senator's  statement. 

Mr.  8MATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  vield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  understood  exactly  what  the 
Benator  said  with  respect  to  June  30. 
1953.  Do  I  correctly  understand  that 
after  June  30,  1953,  any  contract  alwve 
$500,000  would  be  subject  to  renegotia- 
tion, or  did  he  say  below  $500,000? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  For  exemption,  it 
would  have  to  be  less  than  $500,000  after 
that  date. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Any  contract  made 
after  June  30,  1953,  for  less  than  $500,000 
would  he  exempt  from  action  by  the  Re- 
negotiation Board.  Is  that  correct? 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  SMATHERS.  As  I  understand, 
the  bill  contemplates  extending  the  Re- 


negotiation Board  and  its  actions  for  1 
additional  year. 

Mr.  MTT.I.TKTN.  To  the  end  of  the 
current  year. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  To  the  end  of  the 
current  year? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  one  more  question.  It  has 
to  do  with  section  6.  on  page  5,  of  the 
additional  amendments.  Is  section  6 
limited  to  contracted  space  for  the  trans- 
portation of  commodities?  In  other 
words,  is  it  limited  to  a  transportation 
matter? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  think  it  is  a  little 
bit  broader  than  what  the  Senator  has 
in  mind.   The  exact  language  reads : 

Sbc.  6.  (a)  Section  106  (a)  (4)  of  such  act 
is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  ";  or" 
at  the  end  thereof  and  inserting  the  follow- 
ing- "and  to  such  furnishing  or  sale  In  any 
case  In  which  the  Board  finds  that  the  regu- 
latory aspects  of  rates  for  such  furnl&hing  or 
•ale.  or  the  type  and  nature  of  the  contract 
for  such  furiitshing  or  sale,  are  such  as  to 
Indicate.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Beard,  that 
excessive  profits  are  improbable;  or." 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  WiU  the  Senator 
give  me  a  little  more  elucidation  on  that 
point? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  believe  the  Board 
would  have  the  discretionary  power  to 
determine  whether  that  is  true. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  If  it  appeared  to 
the  Board  that  a  contract  negotiated  be- 
tween the  Government  and  a  private 
contractor  would  lead  them  to  l)elieve 
that  excessive  profits  were  improbable, 
they  would  not,  obviously,  investigate  it. 

Mi.  MILLIKIN.  That  is  absolutely 
correct.  I  think  that  through  the  act 
runs  the  idea  that  if  some  regulatory 
power  had  as  a  part  of  its  normal  busi- 
ness the  determination  of  the  question 
whether  fair  rates  have  been  applied, 
the  Board  would  be  directed  to  take  the 
judgment  of  the  body  which  had  proper 
jurisdiction. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Is  it  the  Senator's 
feeling  that  we  should  continue  the  Re- 
negotiation Board  somewhat  indefinite- 
ly, as  we  do,  year  after  year,  when  we  find 
that  the  Korean  war  has  now  come  to 
an  end — and  I  hoise  that  we  do  not  get 
into  a  similar  small  war — and  is  it  not 
the  Senator's  feeling  that  we  should  fi- 
nally get  back  to  the  basis  of  competitive 
bidding,  with  people  who  enter  into  con- 
tracts through  competitive  business  hav- 
ing a  right  to  rely  on  contracts,  without 
having  hanging  over  their  heads  the  fear 
that  the  contracts  will  l)e  renegotiated? 

Mr.  MTT.I.TKTN  I  have  that  feeUng 
very  strongly. 

Mr.    CASE.     Mr 
Senator  srield? 

Mr.  MTT.I.TKTN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  Apropos  of  the  question 
which  has  been  asked  by  the  Senator 
from  Florida,  the  junior  Senator  from 
South  E>akota  observes  that  when  we 
first  established  renegotiation  as  a  means 
of  controlling  excessive  profits,  early  in 
World  War  n.  we  did  not  have  the  ex- 
cess-profits tax;  nor  did  we  have  the  de- 
velopment of  the  various  tax  methods 
of  reaching  war  profits. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  time  has  expired. 


President,    will    the 


Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  how 
much  time  have  I  remaining? 

The  PRESIDING  GFFlCBtL  The 
Senator  has  15  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  MTIJ.TKIN.  I  yield  myself  5  more 
minutes. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  of  course 
we  also  had  the  problem  of  facilities 
loaned  or  financed  by  the  Government, 
and  the  normal  percentage  of  tax.  a  tax 
based  upon  a  F>ercentage  of  volume  which 
did  not  reach  profits  made  possible  by 
facihdes  loaned  by  the  Government,  but 
I  share  in  the  opinion  expressed  by  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  that  we  should 
not  consider  the  renegotiation  proposed 
as  something  to  be  used  in  normal  times 
and  imder  normal  conditions. 

I  will  say  for  the  Record  that  when 
Maurice  Karker.  the  first  head  of  the 
Price  Adjustment  Board,  was  testifying 
before  the  House  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations for  the  War  Department,  he 
made  that  point  very  definitely.  I  think 
that  was  the  first  pronouncement  by  any 
head  of  the  Price  Adjustment  Board  that 
we  should  not  have  renegotiation  under 
normal  conditions.  But  I  note  that  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Finance  uses  the  follow- 
ing language  in  setting  forth  the  exemp- 
tion: 

Any  contract  or  subcontract  for  the  making 
or  furnishing  of  a  standard  commercial  arti- 
cle, unless  the  board  makes  a  speclflc  flAd- 
Inp  that  competitive  conditions  affecting  th« 
sale  of  such  article  are  such  as  wUl  not  rea- 
sonably protect  the  Government  from  ex- 
cessive prices. 

I  am  very  glad  that  language  has  been 
used. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  am  delighted  that 
the  Senator  is  pleased  with  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  think  it  means  that  the 
committee  Is  saying  that  when  we  are 
or>erating  under  competitive  conditions, 
we  do  not  need  renegotiation 

Mr.  MTT.I.TKTN.  The  article  Is  then 
exempt. 

Mr.  CASE.  And  we  do  not  need  the 
renegotiation  concept. 

I  applaud  the  committee's  discern- 
ment. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  wiH 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield  on  that 
point? 

Mr.  MTTJ.TKTN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thoroughly  agree 
with  what  the  able  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  has  said.  The  only  present  ob- 
jection I  have  relates  to  the  narrow 
definition  of  what  are  called  standard 
articles.  As  I  imderstand.  the  definition 
does  not  include  too  wide  a  range  of 
articles.  Today  many  small  companies 
have  entered  into  a  competitive  situa- 
tion and  have  finally  received  a  con- 
tract from  the  Government.  They  do 
not  have  much  money  or  much  by  way  of 
reserves.  Yet.  they  must  keep  all  the 
money  they  make  in  the  bank;  they  can- 
not use  it  for  fear  the  contract  may  be 
renegotiated  a  year  or  two  In  the  future, 
and  then  they  will  have  to  make  good  to 
the  Government. 

So  I  say  again  that  I  aivreciate  the 
able  chairman's  views  that  since  a  com- 
petitive  situation  now  exists  the  lav 
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should  come  to  an  end  as  quickly  as  it 
may  be  possible  to  bring  it  to  an  end. 

Mr.  MTT.T.TTrTTJ  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Florida. 

Mr.  President.  I  now  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  Is  it  in 
order  to  oiler  an  amendment  at  this 
time? 

The  PRESTDINa  OFFICER   (Mr.  Bah- 

wm  in  the  chair) ,  It  Is  in  order  to  offer 
an  amendment. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  offer  my  amendment 
designated  "8-13-54-A." 

The  PRESmiNa  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

The  Lecislativs  Clsrk.  On  page  3, 
line  14,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "Jime 
30.  19&3"  and  insert  "Jiine  30, 1052." 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  modify  my  amend- 
ment by  inserting  the  date  March  23. 
1951. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  a  right  to  modify  his  own 
amendment. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  desire  tO  modify  the 
amendment  to  read  "March  23.  1951." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There 
are  two  dates  in  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment. To  which  one  does  the  Senator 
refer? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  On  page  3.  line  14. 
strike  out  "Jime  30.  1953"  and  insert 
"March  23.  1951."  That  is  the  date  of 
the  enactment  of  the  law. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  as  modified. 

The  IjBgislativk  Clerk.  On  page  3, 
line  14,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "June 
30,  1953"  and  insert  "March  23.  1951." 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania, as  modified. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  amendment  "A."  which 
I  have  called  up.  would  make  section  4  of 
the  bill,  as  amended  by  the  additional 
committee  amendments,  retroactive  to 
March  23.  1951. 

As  the  committee  amendment  reads, 
section  4  would  apply  only  to  fiscal  years 
ending  on  or  after  Jvme  30.  1953. 

As  has  been  so  ably  presented  by  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee,  the  purpose  of  sec- 
tion 4  of  the  pending  bill,  is  to  eliminate 
the  discriminatory  and  unjust  provisions 
of  the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951. 

I  hope  that  with  equal  clarity  I  may 
be  able  to  point  out  why  it  is  desirable 
not  only  to  remove  the  discrimination 
for  fiscal  years  ending  on  or  after  Jime 
30,  1953,  but  to  make  section  4  applica- 
ble retroactively  to  March  23,  1951. 

The  tmfair  conditions  which  existed 
with  respect  to  1953,  and  which  will  ex- 
ist in  the  future,  are  even  more  true 
with  respect  to  the  years  1951  and  1952. 
In  actual  fact,  the  discrimination  was 
probably  more  intense  and  more  severe 
in  1951  and  1952  than  in  1953. 

This  'is  true  because  the  concentra- 
tion of  productive  equipment  procure- 
ment was  greater  in  1951  and  1952  than 
in  subsequent  years.  It  is  in  the  early 
part  of  an  emergency,  while  plants  are 


being  retooled  for  emergency  produc- 
tion, that  hea^  Oovernment  buying  of 
machine  tools  and  other  productive 
equipment  would  occur. 

So  far  as  I  know,  there  has  been  only 
one  objection  to  a  retroactive  amend- 
ment that  would  cover  the  entire  period 
of  renegotiation,  back  to  the  effective 
date  of  the  act.  January  1,  1951.  That 
objection  is  that  retroactivity  would 
place  undue  administrative  burdens 
upon  the  Renegotiation  Board.  By  ad- 
ministrative burdens  is  meant,  so  far  as 
I  can  determine,  that  the  Board  might 
be  required  to  go  back  and  refigure  on 
the  basis  of  the  new  section  4,  contracts 
which  have  already  been  determined. 

When  H.  R.  6287  was  being  considered 
last  year,  such  a  retroactive  provision 
would  not  have  imposed  much  of  a  bur- 
den, in  that  the  Renegotiation  Board  had 
at  that  time  acted  upon  only  a  few  cases. 
Now.  it  is  my  understanding,  the  Board 
has  progressed  considerably  with  cases 
filed  in  1951. 

I  venture  to  predict  that  if  section  4 
of  the  bill  is  made  retroactive  so  as  to 
apply  on  or  after  March  23,  1931,  the 
Board  will  actually  face  less,  rather  than 
more,  of  an  administrative  problem. 
This  is  true  because  some  of  the  most  dif- 
ficult cases  are  those  in  which  the  con- 
tractor knows  that  he  is  being  unfairly 
treated  under  the  discriminatory  fea- 
tiures  of  the  existing  law.  It  is  only  nat- 
ural that  he  should  resist  at  every  step, 
and  these  controversies  are  increasing. 
Unless  we  write  a  fair  law,  I  believe  they 
will  soon  clog  the  docket  of  the  tax  court. 
Mr.  President,  we  must  remember  that 
when  we  faced  the  recent  emergency  and 
looked  at  the  machine  tool  industry  to 
produce  the  necessary  tools  and  equip- 
ment, our  Government  went  to  the  best 
companies  in  the  business  to  get  the  job 
done.  Our  leading  machine  tool  manu- 
facturers became  the  prime  contrac- 
tors— and  in  most  cases  devoted  all  of 
their  production  to  Government  con- 
tracts. Why  should  they  not  be  given 
at  least  the  same  consideration  and 
treatment  as  those  companies  which  sup- 
plied tools  and  machines  as  subcontrac- 
tors. That  is  what  section  4  proposes  to 
correct — and  my  amendment  would  make 
that  correction  retroactive  to  years  on 
or  after  March  31,  1951. 

Mr.  MTTJ.TKIN.  I  may  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania that  the  Board  has  already  finished 
many  of  the  1951  and  1952  cases.  I  am 
afraid  the  Senator's  amendment  would 
open  up  the  whole  subject  and  cause 
endless  confusion  by  going  back  Into 
those  years. 

If  the  bill  be  studied,  I  think  it  wUl 
be  found  that  the  machine-tool  compa- 
nies have  been  pretty  well  treated.  I 
read  a  part  of  the  mechanism  for  han- 
dling machine  tools.  It  gives  a  good 
example  of  how  they  have  been  treated 
in  the  bill.  I  think  it  would  be  a  mis- 
take to  put  something  in  the  bill  whicih 
would  have  a  retroactive  effect  with 
respect  to  opening  up  1951  and  1932 
cases,  as  to  which  determination  already 
has  been  made. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
the  remainder  of  my  time  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Bush]. 


Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  the  ma- 
chine-tool industry  is  one  of  the  more 
important  employers  of  labor  in  my 
State.  It  is  a  very  important  part  of 
our  economy  and,  therefore,  is  some- 
thing in  which  we  are  very  much  in- 
terested. The  feast-or-famine  nature 
of  the  machine-tool  industry  has  been 
such  over  the  years  that.  I  believe,  it 
deserves  some  special  consideration,  such 
as  the  committee  of  which  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr. 
Martin]  is  chairman  Is  prepared  to  ac- 
cord it. 

I  speak  in  support  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. I  have  in  my  hand  the  commit- 
tee report.  On  page  3,  in  the  paragraph 
entitled  "Prime  Contracts  for  Machine 
Tools."  I  read  the  following: 

The  fact  that  many  Government  purcbases 
of  machine  tools  at  the  present  ar«  for 
BtockpiUng  purposes  makes  this  amendment 
essential.  By  making  sales  of  this  type  to 
the  Government,  the  Industry  Is.  In  affect. 
destroying  the  future  market  for  Its  pro<lucts 
because  the  eventual  release  of  the  Govern- 
ment stockpile  win  serve  to  satisfy  normal 
demand.  Thus,  the  amendment  merely  re- 
quires recognition  of  the  fact  that  defense 
use  can  be  expected  to  represent  only  a  p>or- 
tlon  of  the  useful  life  of  the  equipment 
sold  under  prime  contracts. 

One  of  my  constituents,  who  is  active 
In  this  industry  has  written  me  as  fol- 
lows. This  may  be  directly  in  point 
with  what  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Colorado  has  said: 

We  do  not  believe  that  there  can  b«  any 
objection  of  substance  to  the  full  retroactive 
application  of  the  reconunended  change  in 
partial  mandatory  exemption.  Any  objactlon 
based  upon  workload  or  administrative  diffi- 
culty should  yield  to  the  equity  and  jvatlce 
of  the  complete  application  of  the  priaclpl* 
Involved  in  such  change.  Contractors  who 
are  Involved.  If  they  see  fit.  should  have  an 
opportunity  to  assume  the  workload  Whlcb 
falls  primarily  on  them. 

The  question  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  is  this:  If  this  kind  of 
amendment,  this  kind  of  concession,  is 
good  for  1  year,  why  is  it  not  good  all  the 
way  back? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Every  problem  of  tax- 
ation involves  the  same  question.  As- 
suming we  are  progressive  with  our  tax 
laws,  a  taxpayer  can  easily  say,  'If  this 
is  right  now.  why  has  it  not  been  right 
during  the  past  20  years?"  Following 
that  theory,  one  would  never  reach  a 
point  of  repose  in  the  taxation  statutes. 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  certainly  agree  with  the 
Senator  that  speaking  particularly  in 
connection  with  matters  of  tax  law.  the 
tax  laws  change  from  time  to  time.  But 
we  say  that  it  was  right  in  1952.  and  on 
this  particular  point  it  was  right  in  1952. 
It  seems  to  me  they  are  exactly  the 
same.  I  do  not  see  why  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Colorado  will  not  take  this 
excellent  amendment  under  his  wing. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  reports  for  1953 
are  not  yet  available.  The  time  was  ex- 
tended until  September  1,  in  order  to  ac- 
commodate those  making  such  reports. 

Mr.  BUSH.  All  we  wanted  to  get  was 
special  treatment  for  the  machine  tool 
companies,  and  to  extend  the  time  back 
to  that  date. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  will  not  press  the 
amendment  at  this  time,  because  the 
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Committee  on  Finance  has  much  busi- 
ness yet  to  consider  with  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means.  Confer- 
ences are  being  held  now  on  other  bills, 
and  we  are  not  reaching  agreements 
very  fast.  We  shall  be  sending  many 
bills  to  conference,  and  they  will  cer- 
tainly be  killed  if  we  include  a  number 
of  amendments  such  as  this.  I  hope  the 
Senator  will  not  press  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President, 
would  the  Senator  from  Colorado  object 
to  an  amendment  on  page  4.  line  10.  to 
include  a  definition  of  "standard  com- 
mercial articles"?  The  amendment 
would  be.  after  the  semicolon,  to  insert 
"or"  and  between  lines  10  and  11  to  in- 
sert the  following: 

3.  Which  Is  the  subject  of  any  competitive 
bid  contract  designed  to  modernize,  repair, 
and  or  Increase  the  United  States  merchant 
marine  fleet. 

To  be  perfectly  frank  with  the  Sen- 
ator, there  are  in  Florida  a  number  of 
small  shipyards  which  have  entered  into 
competitive  bidding  for  contracts  with 
the  Government,  and  which  have  re- 
ceived contracts  after  competitive  bid- 
ding. From  the  contracts  in  each  in- 
stance they  have  realized  profits,  which 
have  not  been  large.  Nonetheless,  the 
contracts  are  subject  to  rcnegotiat  on, 
and  the  companies  do  not  know  what 
they  can  do  so  far  as  future  reinvestment 
is  concerned.  They  feel,  and  I  share 
their  feeling,  that  they  are  not  proper 
subjects  for  renegotiation  of  contracts, 
and  possibly  one  way  in  which  they  could 
be  helped  would  be  by  the  adoption  of 
such  an  amendment  as  I  have  suggested. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  It  has  be'^n  sug- 
gested that  contractors  such  as  the  Sen- 
ator has  in  mind  could  get  assistance 
under  the  discretionary  powers  of  the 
Board. 

The  Senator  is  a  t'istinguished  mem- 
ber of  the  Finance  Committee.  Let  him 
bring  such  a  situation  to  our  attention. 
I  do  not  believe  objection  will  be  made. 
I  should  dislike  very  much  to  include 
anything  in  the  bill  which  would  be 
likely  to  prevent  an  agreement  in  con- 
ference. I  am  afraid  that  by  agreeing 
to  this  amendment  we  would  have  an- 
other point  upon  which  we  could  not 
agree. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  appreciate  the  po- 
sition of  the  distinguished  Senator  as  to 
the  inadvi.sability  of  writing  a  technical 
bill  on  the  floor.  For  that  reason.  I  cer- 
tainly shall  not  press  the  amendment. 
However.  I  appreciate  the  distinguished 
Senator's  statement  that,  in  his  opinion, 
he  does  not  believe  the  Renegotiation 
Board  would  be  justified  in  renegotiating 
the  contract  of  a  small  contractor  which 
was  obtained  on  a  purely  competitive 
basis,  and  who  has  obviously  not  made 
an  excessive  profit.  Nevertheless,  he 
must  stand  in  readiness,  with  what  little 
profit  he  has.  in  the  event  the  Renego- 
tiation Board  micht  find  against  him  and 
take  a  part  of  his  profit  away  from  him. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  would  not  wish  to 
pass  judgment  on  a  case  as  to  which  I 
do  not  know  all  the  facts;  but.  as  I  have 
said,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Florida  is  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance:  and  if  the  Renegotiation 
Board  should  not  use  its  discretionary 


powers  with  wisdom.  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  let  us  know  about  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Maktin  1. 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 
Mr.  MARTIN.  In  connection  with 
section  5  of  the  bill.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Finance  a  question.  Before  doing 
so.  I  desire  to  ask  if  he  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  read  a  brief  excerpt  from  the 
committee  hearings  on  H.  R.  6287.  which 
I  placed  in  his  hands. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
be  completely  candid.  Probably  I  did. 
But  when  I  go  from  the  Chamber  to  my 
ofBce.  or  from  my  office  to  the  Chamber, 
it  almost  always  happens  that  someone 
pushes  papers  into  my  hand.  Usually  I 
read  them.  But  I  would  not  be  com- 
pleteLv  candid  if  I  were  to  say  with  cer- 
tainty that  1  had  read  what  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  handed  me. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Colorado  is  entirely  too 
young  a  man  to  forget  such  things. 
When  one  is  my  age,  it  is  a  little  dif- 
ferent. 

The  excerpt  is  taken  from  the  printed 
hearings,  pages  31  and  32,  and  is  a  col- 
loquy between  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee en  Finance  and  Frank  L.  Roberts, 
one  of  the  members  of  the  Renegotiation 
Board.  It  demonstrates  the  point  I  wish 
to  bring  out. 

My  question  concerns  whether  or  not 
excessive  profits  can  result  from  sales 
made  to  the  Government  when  those 
{■ales  are  made  under  published,  com- 
petitive prices.  I  believe  it  is  the  view 
of  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee,  and  it  is  my  view,  that  profits 
made  as  a  result  of  sales  to  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  excessive  when  they  are 
made  in  a  completely  competitive 
market. 

The  Renegotiation  Board  has  taken 
the  position  in  some  instances  that  ex- 
cessive profits  may  result  merely  from 
volume  of  business.  I  do  not  bebeve  that 
was  intended  by  the  Renegotiation  Act. 
I  concede  that  the  Renegotiation  Board 
has  a  right  to  review  the  sales  of  any 
company  in  order  to  establish  the  valid- 
ity of  the  competitive  conditions.  I 
deny  that  the  Board  may  find  profits  ex- 
cessive en  the  basis  of  volume  of  busi- 
ness, when  fully  competitive  prices 
prevail. 

Mr.  MILLIICIN.  In  most  cases  I  do 
not  see  how  the  Renegotiation  Board 
could  possibly  make  a  finding  of  exces- 
sive profits  where  complete,  full  compet- 
itive conditions  prevailed.  If  one  wants 
to  use  his  imagination,  he  can  say  that 
war  produces  a  necessity  for  buying  all 
sorts  of  materials  when  there  is  no  time 
to  figure  out  the  right  desigrvs.  no  ex- 
perience of  buying  that  tyF>e  of  article,  or 
the  volume  is  such  that  the  unit  cost 
shrinks  below  the  cost  which  was  pro- 
jected. Perhaps  something  could  be 
made  of  that  argument,  but  I  think  the 
Renegotiation  Board  should  go  very  slow 
with  that  kind  of  reasoning. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  appreciate  the  very 
fine  statement  of  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee. 


Mr.  President.  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Recokd 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks  an  excerpt 
from  the  hearings  on  H.  R.  6287,  held  on 
February  25.  1954,  as  found  oa  pages 
31  and  32. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcokd. 
as  follows: 

TTie  CHAiRJCAir.  L<et  us  assume  complete 
fairness  of  competition.  Let  us  assume  that 
there  is  comi>etltlon.  that  tliere  is  lively 
competition.  Is  It  your  contention  that  If 
what  you  consider  to  be  an  inordinate  profit 
develops  out  or  that  kind  of  a  field,  tliat  It  is 
subject    to  renegotiation? 

Mr.  Roberts.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like 
to  answer  that  by  saying  that  I  do  feel  that 
It  Is  subject  to  renegotiation,  but  that  does 
not  Imply  that  there  will  be  a  reduction  in 
the  price  through  a  refund  in  renegotiation. 
The  CHAisitAN.  What,  then,  does  that 
mean? 

Mr.  RoBEXTs.  It  means  that  the  Govern- 
ment has  a  right  to  review  or  renegotiate 
prcflts  from  the  Government  business  in  that 
instance. 

The  Chaikman.  Let  me  ask  you  this  again. 
Assuming  that  there  is  full  and  free  com- 
petition and  a  profit  is  made  which  you  con- 
sider to  be  a  comparatively  large  profit,  do 
you  consider  that  to  be  subject  to  renego- 
tiation? 

Mr.  Roberts.  Again,  I  say  It  is  subject  to 
renegotiation,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  imply  that 
under  those  conditions  the  Board  would  find 
that  it  had  to  make  finding  of  excessive 
profits. 

The  Chairman.  Then,  you  do  not  quarrel 
with  the  contention  that  if  the  article  is  in 
free  competition,  genuine  free  competition, 
that  It  should  be  renegotiated? 

Mr.  RoBE^iTs.  I  do  not.  not  since  I  under- 
stand you  to  mean  being  renegotiated,  mean 
to  have  a  refund  exacted. 

Tlie  Chairman.  I  am  assuming  that  out  of 
an  article  in  free  competition,  someone  makes 
a  large  profit.  Do  ycu  believe  that  that 
should  be  renegotiated? 

Mr.  R03ERTS.  No.  sir;  not  in  the  sense  that 
1  understand  you  to  mean  it. 

The  Chaikman.  Is  that  the  feeling  of  the 
Board? 

Mr.  Roberts.  I  believe  so.  sir. 
The  Chairman.  Then,  we  come  back  again 
to  the  proposition  that  what  you  are  really 
fussing  about  is  that  you  want  the  con- 
tractor to  submit  the  data  from  which  you 
can  take  a  look  at  the  picture  and  deter- 
mine whether  there  has  been  free  competi- 
tion and  other  factors  that  you  take  into 
consideration? 
Is  that  correct? 
Mr.  Roberts.  That  is  correct. 
Senator  Flanders.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  1 
pursue  this  Just  a  little  further?  It  seems 
to  me  this  raises  a  question  as  to  whether 
any  profit  under  free  competition,  if  it  hap- 
pened to  be  large,  is  inordinate.  That  is  a 
fundamental  question.  With  free  compe- 
tition and  a  large  profit,  is  that  profit  inor- 
dinate? Is  It  sociaUy  Inordinate  or  is  it 
Inordinate  from  the  Government's  stand- 
point? Certainly  It  is  there,  and  if  tbe 
Government  can  reach  Its  hand  into  it  and 
bring  some  of  It  back,  is  that  a  good  thing. 
when  private  purchasers  are  well  content  to 
pay  the  price  under  free  competition  wtaicii 
gives  the  so-caUed  Inordinate  profit? 

The  Chairman.  As  I  have  understood  the 
witness.  In  that  case,  asstimlng  tree  com- 
petition, they  would  not  be  interested  in 
renegotiating  profits.  That  would  be  as- 
suming free  competition.  Am  I  correct  ta 
that? 

Mr.  Roberts.  Tou  are,  air. 
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TbB  FRESIDINQ  OIVICER  If  there 
be  DO  further  amendments  to  be  pro- 
posed, the  qtMStton  ia  cm  the  ensross- 
ment  of  the  amendments  and  the  third 
reading  of  the  bilL 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bUl  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6287)  was  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 


IMPROVEBffENT  OF  UNEMPLOYMENT 
COMPENSATION  PROGRAM 

Mr.  MTTJiTKTN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9709. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bakuctt  in  the  chair).  Is  there  objec- 
tion to  the  unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object.  I  wonder  if 
there  has  been  an  agreement  to  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum.  There  was  no 
request  on  this  side. 

BCr.  MTTJiTKTN.  I  have  had  no  re- 
quest, but 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  Utie. 

The  Chsf  Clkrk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  9709) 
to  extend  and  improve  the  unemploy- 
ment compensation  program. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9709)  to  extend  and  improve  the 
imemployment  compensation  prc^rram. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  rolL 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  that  the  order  for  the 
quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  Mn.T.TKTN.  Mr.  President.  H.  R. 
9709  would  extend  the  unemployment 
insurance  forstem  to  4  million  additional 
workers.  The  bill  would  make  the  fol- 
lowing four  important  improvements  in 
the  system: 

First.  It  will  enable  some  1.3  million 
workers  throughout  the  country  to  gain 
the  right  to  unemployment  insurance 
benefits  from  which  they  are  now  ex- 
cluded, by  making  the  Federal  imem- 
ployment tax  applicable  to  firms  employ- 
ing 4  or  more  workers  in  each  of  20 
weeks.  Present  law  limits  the  incidence 
of  the  Federal  tax  to  employers  with  8 
or  more  workers  in  the  same  period. 

Second.  Some  2.5  million  Federal 
workers  who.  up  to  this  time,  have  never 
had  any  protection  against  layoff  or  Job 
suspension,  will  be  covered  by  the  bill. 
Thus,  for  the  first  time  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment would  provide  for  its  own  em- 
ployees, the  same  right  to  unemploy- 
ment benefits  which  it  now  requires  pri- 
vate employers  to  provide. 

Third.  A  revision  of  the  experience 
rating  factor  will  make  it  possible  for  the 
States  to  encourage  the  develoiHnent  of 
new  business  enterprises.  Such  new  en- 
terprises are  now  placed  at  a  competi- 
tive disadvantage  over  established  em- 


ployers in  the  amoimt  of  their  tax  be- 
cause present  law  sets  a  waiting  period 
of  3  years  before  permitting  new  busi- 
nesses the  "experience  rating"  tax  re- 
ductions. H.  R.  9709  would  permit 
States  to  lower  this  waiting  period  to  1 
year,  thus  helping  to  equalize  the  burden 
of  the  employer  tax.  | 

COVBUGX   or  I3KMS   EMPLOTIKG    FOm    OR   MORX 
INDIVIOUALS 

The  extension  of  coverage  of  the  sys- 
tem to  additional  workers  is  in  line  with 
the  recommendations  of  President  Eisen- 
hower. In  his  Economic  Report  of  Jan- 
uary 1954,  he  called  upon  the  Congress  to 
"amend  the  present  law  to  cover  em- 
ployees of  businesses  with  fewer  than  8 
employees,  on  the  ground  that  such 
workers  need  protection  no  less  than 
those  of  larger,  and  often  more  stable, 
enterprises" — Economic  Report  of  the 
President.  January  1954,  page  97. 

The  case  for  a  further  extension  of 
unemployment  insurance  to  uncovered 
groups  is  really  a  very  simple  one.  If 
unemployment  insurance  is  a  good  thing 
for  two-thirds  of  the  workers  in  this 
coimtry  who  now  are  covered,  certainly  it 
is  a  good  thing  for  as  many  more  workers 
as  can  be  covered  without  creating  ex- 
cessive administrative  problems.  It  has 
been  clear  for  some  time  that  it  would 
be  practical,  administratively,  to  broaden 
the  coverage  by  Federal  action  to  firms 
employing  four  or  more  individuals.  The 
majority  of  State  systems  have  already 
had  experience  with  coverage  of  smaD 
firms.  In  17  States,  employers  hiring 
1  or  more  workers  are  covered.  Two 
States  cover  firms  employing  3  or  more, 
8  States — New  York,  New  Jersey,  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  Louisiana.  Ken- 
tucky. New  Hampshire,  and  Oregon— 
now  have  coverage  of  firms  hiring  4  or 
more  employees,  as^provided  in  this  bill. 

Federal  responsibility  for  determining 
the  minimum  number  of  employees  per 
firm  subject  to  the  Federal-State  unem- 
ployment insurance  system  was  clearly 
established  at  the  time  of  enactment  of 
the  Social  Security  Act.  By  requiring 
coverage  of  firms  employing  4  or  more 
individuals  instead  of  8  or  more,  as  is 
provided  in  present  law,  the  Federai 
Government  would  be  continuing  to  ex- 
ercise the  role  assigned  to  it  when  the 
program  was  enacted  in  1935.  Now  that 
we  are  assured  that  the  States  have  the 
administrative  know-how  to  cover 
smaller  firms  we  can  proceed  to  give  un- 
emplosonent  insurance  protection  to 
workers  who  have  been  excluded  from 
the  system  because  of  administrative  dif- 
ficulties. 

The  tragedy  of  imemployment  is  no 
less  severe  for  a  man  or  woman  because 
he  or  she  happens  to  work  for  a  small 
firm  instead  of  a  large  firm  with  thou- 
sands of  workers.  This  is  the  vital 
human  consideration  which  calls  for 
prompt  enactment  of  H.  R.  9709. 

COVKBAGK  or  rEDKRAI.   ElfPLOTEES 

The  second  major  contribution  this  bill 
would  make  is  its  provision  for  the  cover- 
age of  2.5  million  Federal  workers  under 
the  unemplosrment  insurance  system. 
In  his  Economic  Report  for  1954,  the 
President  said: 

A  w6rker  laid  off  by  a  Government  agency 
gets  no  Insurance  benefits  despite  the  fact 


that  In  many  types  of  Federal  Jobs  he  Is  as 
vulnerable  to  layoff  or  dismissal  as  the  fac- 
tory worker.  It  Is  reconunended  that  Con- 
gress Include  In  the  Insurance  system  the  3.5 
million  Federal  civilian  employees  Under 
conditions  set  by  the  States  In  which  they 
last  worked,  and  that  it  provide  for  Federal 
reimbursement  to  the  State  of  the  amount 
of  the  cost,  estimated  to  be  about  $35  mil- 
lion for  the  fiscal  year  ending  in  1055. 

H.  R.  9709  would  put  this  recommen- 
dation into  effect.  It  provides  unem- 
ployment insurance  for  Federal  civilian 
workers  who  are  employed  in  the  United 
States,  including  Puerto  Rico  or  the  Vir- 
gin Islands,  and  elsewhere,  if  citfeens 
of  the  United  States.  Unemployment 
compensation  will  be  payable  to  such 
Federal  workers  who  are  unemployed 
after  December  31,  1954.  A  Federal 
worker's  right  to  benefit  is  to  be  de- 
termined under  the  unemployment-com- 
pensation law  of  the  State  to  which  his 
Federal  services  and  wages  are  assigned. 
Usually,  this  will  be  the  State  in  which 
the  worker  had  his  official  station  when 
he  became  unemployed,  or,  if  he  has 
been  in  Foreign  Service,  the  State  in 
which  he  resides  when  he  files  his  claim. 
Compensation  will  not  be  paid  for  the 
period  with  respect  to  which  accrued 
annual  leave  is  paid  upon  separation. 

The  Secretary  of  Labor  Is  authorized 
to  enter  into  agreements  with  each 
State,  under  which  the  State  unemploy- 
ment compensation  agency  will  make 
benefit  payments  as  agent  for  the  United 
States  and  will  be  reimbursed  by  the 
United  States  for  any  additional  costs  of 
such  payments.  If  a  State  does  not  have 
such  an  agreement,  the  Secretary  will 
make  the  unemployment-compensation 
payments  and  will  apply  the  benefit 
standards  and  other  provisions  of  the 
law  of  such  State.  Unemployed  workers 
filing  a  claim  in  Puerto  Rico  or  the  Vir- 
gin Islands  will  be  paid  according  xX) 
the  benefit  standards  and  other  provi- 
sions of  the  unemployment-compensa- 
tion law  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Now  let  us  look  at  some  of  the  spe- 
cial conditions  of  their  employment 
which  call  for  unemployment  insurance 
for  Federal  workers.  Federal  civilian 
employees  face  the  risk  of  unemploy- 
ment on  about  the  same  degree  m  do 
non-Government  workers  in  the  same 
kind  of  employment. 

In  this  connection,  it  Ls  important  to 
note  that  approximately  one-fourth  of 
all  Federal  employees  are  so-called 
wage-board,  or  blue-collar,  workers, 
such  as  mechanics,  helpers,  and  other 
such  employees  in  navy  vards.  arsenals, 
air  installations,  and  other  Government 
facilities.  Moreover,  the  separation  rate 
for  wage-board  employees  is  higher  than 
that  for  all  Federal  employees.  In  1953 
it  averaged  2.9  percent  per  month,  as 
compared  with  2.2  percent  for  all  Fed- 
eral employees.  Unless  we  act  promptly 
to  extend  coverage  to  Federal  employees, 
we  are  asking  these  blue-collar  workers 
performing  jobs  vital  to  national  defense 
to  surrender  their  right  to  unempaoy- 
ment  benefits  for  any  period  during 
which  they  work  for  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. This  is  not  wise,  it  is  not  fair,  and 
it  is  not  just.  H.  R.  9709  would  correct 
this  inequity. 

Because  there  has  been  no  experience 
with    an    unemployment-compensation 
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system  for  Federal  workers,  cost  esti- 
mates are  necessarily  rough.  Tentative 
estimates  of  the  Department  of  Labor 
put  the  annual  cost  at  $35  million. 

The  enactment  of  H.  R.  9709  would 
mark  a  major  step  forward  in  the  work- 
ins  conditioas  of  some  2.5  million  Gov- 
ernment workers.  May  I  remind  the 
Senate  that  the  bulk  of  this  protection 
would  not  be  limited  to  Wa.shington.  as 
only  about  10  percent  of  Federal  em- 
ployees live  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
metropolitan  area.  The  other  90  percent 
are  distributed  throughout  all  of  the 
States  in  the  Union. 

I  am  convinced  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment  should  provide  unemploympnt- 
in  urance  protection  for  its  employees 
vhirh  is  at  least  comparable  to  that 
nvailable  for  employees  in  private  indus- 
try. 

EXPEHtENCE    KATINO 

The  third  .section  of  the  bill  which 
r>akcs  a  long-needed  improvement  in 
t!ie  i:nemployment  insurance  .system  is 
tlic  cne  which  reduces  the  cost  of  the 
redoral  Unemployment  Tax  Act  for  new 
emnloyer.s  by  authorizing  the  States  to 
f.xicnd  experience-ratin?!  tax  reductions 
to  ne'.v  and  newly  covered  employers 
aft"r  they  have  had  at  lea5;t  1  year  of  ex- 
perience under  the  State  law,  instead  of 
ro'iuiring  them  to  wait  3  years  as  is  re- 
quired today.  This  section  of  the  bill 
would  carry  out  the  reccmmendation  of 
the  President  in  hi.s  Economic  Report  of 
January  28.  1954.  that  'Conprcss  allow 
the  .shorteninp.  from  3  years  to  1.  of  the 
period  required  to  qualify  for  a  rate  re- 
duction." In  simple  language,  tins 
amendment  will  permit  States  to  ba.<^e 
the  rate  for  an  employer  with  1  year's 
experience  on  that  single  year,  and  to 
base  the  rate  for  an  employer  with  2 
years  of  exp>erience  on  those  2  years. 

At  least  four  types  of  employers  may 
benefit  from  this  provision:  First,  em- 
ployers newly  covered  by  an  extension 
of  the  coverage  of  the  State  law  as  a 
re.sult  of  the  enactment  of  H.  R.  9709; 
.second,  employers  establishing  a  new 
business;  third.  out-of-State  employers 
establishing  nev.-  branches  in  a  State  and 
fourth,  veterans  who  are  reestablishing 
their  businesses  when  they  return  from 
military  services. 

ANNUAL    PAYMENT    OP    TAX 

Another  improvement  made  by  the  bill 
In  the  administration  of  the  program 
deserves  our  consideration.  This  is  the 
provi.«-ion  which  eliminates  the  right  to 
pay  the  Federal  unemployment  insur- 
ance tax  on  a  quarterly  basis.  The  elim- 
ination of  quarterly  pajrments  would  not 
alter  the  present  practice  for  most  tax- 
payers. Some  85  percent  of  total  taxes 
collected  under  the  Federal  law  are  now 
paid  annually,  rather  than  on  a  quar- 
terly basis.  Under  the  bill  the  practice 
which  is  followed  on  the  part  of  most 
taxpayers  would  be  made  uniform  and 
result  in  more  efficient  and  more  eco- 
nomical administration. 

Mr.  President.  I  urge  the  pas.'?ape  of 
H  R.  9709.  and  thus  we  would  implement 
the  recommendations  of  President  Eisen- 
hower to  which  I  have  referred  and 
which  are  contained  in  his  Economic 
Report  of  January  1954. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICE31.  The 
bill  is  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President.  I  offer 
a  series  of  amendments,  which  I  send  to 
the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will   state   the   amendments. 

Mr.  SMATHER3.  Mr.  President,  are 
these  the  technical  amendments? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  No.  This  amend- 
ment follows  a  suggestion  made  to  me, 
as  chairman  of  the  committee,  by 
Arthur  Larson,  Under  Secretary  of 
Labor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  desire  the  amendment  read? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  reading  of 
the  amendments  be  waived  and  that  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  be  asked  to  ex- 
plain them.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  amendments  will  be  print- 
ed in  the  Record  without  reading. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amend- 
ments offered  by  Mr.  Millikin  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

On  page  1.  In  lines  4  and  5.  strike  out 
"section  1607  (a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code"  Bnd  insert  the  foDowing:  •seclicn 
3306  (a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954." 

On  r^K*  ^-  1»  'i"*  S'  strike  out  "four" 
and  Insert  "4  " 

On  pacie  1.  Jn  lines  8  and  9.  strike  out 
"section  1602  <»)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code"  and  Insert  the  following:  "sec- 
tion 3303  la)  ol  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954  " 

On  page  2.  in  lines  3  and  4.  strike  out 
"three-year"  and   Insert   "S-year  " 

On  pai:e  2.  In  Unc  8.  strike  out  "one" 
and  Insert  "1." 

On  page  2.  strike  out  lines  10  through  19 
and  Insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  3.  Effective  with  respect  to  the  tax- 
able year  1955  and  succeeding  taxable  yeirs, 
section  6152  (a)  (3)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  Is  hereby  repealed." 

On  pa?e  3.  in  line  20,  after  "Code"  in- 
sert "of  1939. •• 

On  page  4.  in  line  19.  strike  out  "or." 

On  page  5,  in  line  2,  strike  out  "States." 
and  Insert  "States;  or." 

On  page  5.  after  line  2.  insert  the  fol- 
lowing: 

"(13)  by  an  oDcer  or  a  member  of  the 
crew  on  or  In  connection  with  an  American 
vessel  (A)  owned  by  or  bareboat  chartered 
to  the  United  States  and  (B)  whose  business 
is  conducted  by  a  general  agent  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Commerce,  if  conyibutions  on  ac- 
count of  such  service  are  required  to  be 
made  to  an  unemployment  fund  under  a 
State  unemplojTnent  compensation  law  pur- 
suant to  section  1606  (gi  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1939  or  section  3305  (g) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954." 

On  page  16,  in  line  18.  after  "Code",  insert 
"of  1939." 

On  page  16,  after  line  20.  Insert  the  fol- 
lowing : 

"(c)  Effective  with  respect  to  services  per- 
formed after  December  31.  1954.  section  3305 
(e)  and  section  3306  (1)  of  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  of  1954  are  hereby  repealed." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  amendments  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  will  be 
considered  en  bloc. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendments. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation? 


Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing to  make  an  explanation. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  amendments  will  ap- 
pear in  the  Record,  but  we  have  no  ex- 
planation. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Let  me  read  the  let- 
ter from  Under  Secretary  Larson.  It 
will  explain  the  amendments,  I  think. 
This  is  a  letter  dated  July  20,  1954,  ad- 
dressed to  me  by  Arthur  Larson,  Under 
Secretary  of  Labor: 

Dear  Senator  Millikin:  Upon  reexamin- 
ing the  provisions  of  House  bill  9709  relating 
to  unemployment  comp>ensation  for  Federal 
workers,  we  discovered  the  need  for  a  minor 
amendment  to  avoid  the  possibility  of  dupli- 
cation in  Federal  and  State  coverage  of  cer- 
tain seamen.  Last  year  Public  Law  196  was 
enacted  to  add  section  1606  (g)  to  the  Inter- 
nal Revenue  Code  to  permit  the  States  to 
cover  under  their  unemployment  insurance 
laws  services  performed  by  seamen  who  are 
employed  on  ships  operated  by  general  agents 
of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce.  The  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce  reimburses  the  general 
agents  for  their  contributions  paid  to  the 
States  on  behalf  of  these  workers.  All  of  the 
Slates  concerned  have  taken  action  to  cover 
these  seamen.  Since  these  seamen  are  Fed- 
eral employees.  It  is  necessary  to  amend  H.  R. 
9709  to  exclude  these  seamen  from  its  cover- 
age. Otherwise,  there  will  be  duplicate  cov- 
erage of  these  seamen.  Since  these  seamen 
constantly  transfer  between  Government 
and  private  ships,  it  would  seem  more  de- 
slrpbie  not  to  disturb  their  coverage  under 
State  law. 

I  would,  therefore,  appreciate  your  Intro- 
ducing the  attached  amendment  when  H.  R. 
9709  comes  up  for  consideration  by  the  Sen- 
ate. I  am  informed  that  Mr.  Rexd,  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
of  the  House,  will  accept  this  amendment 
without  requesting  a  conference  on  the  bllL 
Yours  very  truly. 

A«THtm  Laksok. 
Under  Secretary  of  Labor. 

The  amendments  would  also  conform 
to  the  provisions  of  the  bill  to  the  Inter- 
nal Revenue  Code  of  1954^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments en  bloc  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  Millikin]. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  bill  at  page  1.  Une  4,  to  strike  out 
"1954  '  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "1956." 

Mr.  President,  this  is  an  important 
amendment,  and  it  is  one  which  is  neces- 
sary. Unless  we  extend  the  time  some- 
what we  shall  catch  many  employers  off 
base,  without  knowledge  that  this  change 
has  been  made. 

Under  the  present  law  any  employer 
of  eight  or  more  people  must  report  his 
employment  and  must  pay  a  tax  on  his 
employment.  That  original  provision 
was  placed  in  the  law  by  the  States 
themselves. 

I  recall  when  the  State  of  Colorado 
voted  to  have  the  formula  fixed  at  8  or 
more  employees.  I  think  all  the  State 
adopted  that  formula  in  the  beginning. 

There  may  be  some  very  good  reason 
for  changing  it  to  4  or  more  employees 
instead  of  8  or  more.  However,  my  con- 
tention is  that  employers  have  not  had 
sufiBcient  notice  that  this  change  was  to 
be  made. 

I  talked  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  George]  today  about  this 
whole  subject,  and  he  told  me  he  was 
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rerj  maeii  opposed  to  suddenly  chang- 
ing the  formula  from  8  or  more  to  4  or 
more. 

The  effect  of  my  amendment  would  be 
to  postpone  the  effective  date  tcr  2  years. 
I  think  that  Is  reasonable;  I  think  it  is 
fair;  I  think  it  is  equitable;  and  I  think 
It  is  absolutely  necessary,  unless  we  ex- 
pect to  have  a  great  deal  of  disappoint- 
ment on  the  part  of  many  employers  who 
will  feel  aggrieved  that  they  have  had 
no  notice  of  this  very  important  change. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  May  I  ask  the  Sena- 
tor to  what  page  and  line  his  amendment 
applies? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Page  1. 
line  4,  strike  out  "1954"  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  "1956."  Such  an  amend- 
ment would  postpone  the  action  chang- 
ing the  formula  from  8  or  more  to  4  or 
more  for  2  years,  and  would  give  em- 
ployers an  opportunity  to  know  that  this 
change  is  contonplated  rather  than  slip- 
ping up  on  them  on  their  "blind  side." 

Furthermore,  the  legislatures  of  the 
various  States  would  be  given  an  oppoT' 
tiinlty  to  change  their  laws. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  3^eld? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am 
happy  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kan- 
sas. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Colorado  has  served  as 
governor  of  the  great  State  of  Colorado, 
and  I  held  a  similar  office  as  governor  of 
Kansas.  I  believe  his  amendment  may 
have  some  merit.  I  wonder  whether  2 
years  is  not  a  longer  period  than  is  nec- 
essary. I  should  like  to  have  the  act 
become  effective  as  soon  as  possible.  I 
know  that  various  States  must  act 
through  their  legislatiures  in  order  to 
have  the  act  go  into  operation  within 
their  States.  However,  I  think  2  years  is 
a  little  too  far  to  carry  it  forward. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Of 
course  the  legislatures  ought  to  have 
an  opportunity  to  act  on  the  question, 
and  they  ought  to  have  a  right  to  make 
the  determination.  I  invite  the  Sena- 
tor's attention  to  the  general  statement 
in  the  report  at  page  2: 

It  may  be  appropriate  that  unemployment 
protection    be    extended    Into    thSm    fringe 


That  refers  to  the  difference  between 
8  and  4 — 

but  your  committee  believes  tiiat  sucb  ex- 
tension ebould  be  left  to  State  determination 
in  the  light  of  local  variations  in  employ- 
ment patterns. 

That  is  what  I  am  contending.  That 
is  why  I  believe  the  States  ought  to  have 
an  oi^iwrtunity  to  act  on  the  proposed 
change. 

Of  cotu-se  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
may  have  been  mistaken,  but  he  said  to 
me  that  the  Senate  committee  has  not 
held  bearings  on  this  particular  point, 
and  It  would  be  a  grave  error  for  the 
Senate  to  change  that  particular  pro- 
vlsi(m  without  employers  throughout  the 
Nation  having  notice  of  it. 

Mr.  Mnj.TKTN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Soiator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 


Mr.  MTTJ.TKTN.  Does  not  the  Senator 
feel  that  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson!  .  to  provide 
a  1-year  postponement,  instead  of  a 
2-year  .postponement,  is  better?  The 
Federal  tax  would  not  become  due  until 
early  in  1956,  as  the  bill  now  stands. 
There  would  be  sufficient  time  for  em- 
ployers to  acquaint  themselves  with  the 
system. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  wish  to 
give  the  States  an  opportunity  not  only 
to  acquaint  themselves  with  the  system, 
but  to  determine  whether  the  system  is 
right  or  wrong.  Of  course,  the  bill 
would  have  to  go  to  conference.  Prob- 
ably the  first  thing  that  would  happen 
in  conference  would  be  the  suggestion 
that  the  period  be  changed  from  2  years 
to  1  year.  Probably  that  is  what  would 
come  out  of  conference.  If  we  go  into 
conference  with  provision  for  a  period  cf 
2  years,  perhaps  it  will  be  changed  to 
1  year  in  conference.  If  we  go  into  coa- 
ference  with  1  year,  perhaps  it  will  be 
said,  "What  difference  does  it  make. 
We  might  as  well  make  it  eflectivR  on 
December  31. 1954." 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  There  Is 
a  great  deal  of  merit  in  the  position 
taken  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Georeria  [Mr.  George  1.  He  is  not  able  to 
be  present  this  evening,  and  I  regret  thit 
he  is  not  here,  because  I  know  he  is  very 
much  concerned  with  this  proposed 
change  in  the  law.  He  has  spoken  to  me 
several  times  about  it. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  was  wondering 
whether  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Colorado  would  not  agree,  if  we  should 
accept  an  extension  until  the  year  1955. 
that  it  might  not  be  necessary  to  have  a 
conference.  In  other  words,  the  bUl 
might  go  back  to  the  House  and  the 
House  might  accept  the  1-year  exten- 
sion, whereas  a  2-year  extension  might 
require  a  conference. 

I  believe  1  year  \^ould  be  sufficient. 
Most  legislatures  meet  at  the  beginning 
of  1955.  It  seems  to  me  that  would  be 
sufficient  time  for  legislatures  to  make 
necessary  provisions  and  for  employers 
to  make  provision.  I  sincerely  hope  the 
Senator  will  agree  to  that  modification. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Of 
course,  1  year  would  be  of  great  help. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  lielieve  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  has  made  an  excellent  sugges- 
tion, because  if  we  should  provide  for  an 
extension  of  1  year  the  legislatures  which 
meet  in  1955  would  have  an  opportunitiy 
to  amend  their  laws  and  adjust  them- 
selves to  whatever  change  the  Federal 
law  may  require  of  them.  That  is  all 
that  should  be  necessary.  They  would 
be  alerted.  They  would  be  In  a  position 
to  take  care  of  themselves.  I  am  sure  1 
year  would  be  sufficient. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Of 
course,  I  should  be  glad  to  bow  to  the 
judgmentjof  my  colleagues.  They  think 
that  1  year  would  be  about  right. 


Mr.  XTTT-TTTTTTJ  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  believe  the  case 
that  has  been  made  for  a  1-year  exten- 
sion is  a  very  persuasive  one.  The  House 
might  accept  it.  I  feel  confident  that 
it  would  not  accept  an  extension  of  2 
years. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Very 
well.  I  shall  bcw  to  the  judgment  of 
my  colleague. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  modify  his 
amendment? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President.  I  modify  my  amendment  so 
as  to  make  it  read  "1955."  I  move  to 
strike  out  "1954"  and  insert  in  Ueu 
thereof  "1955." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  modifies  his  amendment  ac- 
cordingly. 

The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado I  Mr.  Johnson],  as  modified. 

The  amendment,  us  modified,  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the 
amendments  and  the  third  readmg  of 
the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
senUUves.  by  Mr.  Maurer.  its  reading 
clerk,  communicated  to  the  Senate  the 
hatelligence  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Paot. 
W.  Shafeh,  late  a  Representative  from 
the  State  of  Michigan,  and  transmitted 
the  resolutions  of  the  House  thereon. 

The  message  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed,  without  amendment, 
the  following  bills  of  the  Senate:     j 

S.  417.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon 
tlie  United  States  DUtrlct  Court  for  tbe 
District  of  New  Mexico,  to  hear,  detemilne. 
and  render  Judgment  upon  certain  (flaims 
arlBlng  as  a  result  of  the  construction  by  the 
United  States  of  Elephant  Butte  Dam  on  the 
Rio  Grande; 

S.  2083.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lawrence 
P.  Kramer; 

S.  2496.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harvey 
Schwartz; 

S.  2632.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Epea 
Transportation    Ctorp.; 

8.2801.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Graphic 
Arts  Corp.  of  Ohio; 

S.  3110.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  forts- 
mouth  Sand  &  Gravel  Co.: 

S.  3251.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance of  certain  mineral  rights  to  Mrs.  Pearl 
O.  Marr,  of  Crossroada,  N.  Mex.;  and 

S.  3562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  th«  Mc- 
Mahon  Co.,  Inc. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  tiad  severally  agreed  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  follow- 
ing bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  1461.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Keaneth 
McRlght; 

H.  R.  2781.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nidbolas 
Matook; 

H.R.  3014.  An  act  for  the  relief  (4  Dr. 
Alfred  L.  Smith; 
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H  R  S232.  An  act  U»  tlM  relief  ot  Dennia 
r  Guthrie: 

H.R  344e.  An  act  Hat  the  relief  ot  Mn. 
E.'nlly  Wllhelm: 

H.  R  S200.  An  act  to  discontinue  certain 
reports  now  reqtiired  t>y  law;  and 

H.  R.  6529.  An  act  fir  tlie  relief  of  Raleigh 
Hill. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  severally  agreed  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  fol- 
lowing bills  of  the  House: 

H  R  1980.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  construct  a  bridge  over  the  Potomac 
River  l.T  the  vicinity  o'  Jones  Point,  Va.,  and 
lor  other  purposes; 

H  R  3384.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  B. 
Da'iiel.  Inc  :  and 

H  R  78&3.  An  act  to  permit  retired  police- 
men, firemen,  and  teachers  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  to  walvf  all  or  part  of  their 
annuities,  relief,  or  rctrement  compensation. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  aq;reed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ini;  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S. 
2670)  to  provide  for  the  termination  of 
Federal  supervision  over  the  property  of 
certain  tribes,  bands,  and  colonies  of  In- 
dians in  the  State  cf  Utah  and  the  in- 
dividual members  thereof,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
tH.  R.  9757)  to  amend  the  Atomic  En- 
ergy Act  of  1946.  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  following  con- 
current resolutions  of  the  Senate: 

S.  Con.  Res.  106.  Concurrent  resolution  to 
correct  an  error  in  the  enrollment  of  H.  R. 
1975.  to  amend  section  2201  of  title  28.  United 
States  Code,  to  extend  the  Pederal  E>eclara- 
tory  Judgments  Act  to  the  Territory  of 
AMska:  and 

8  Con.  Res.  107.  Concurrent  resolution  to 
crrect  an  error  in  the  enroUment  of  H.  R. 
8020,  authorizing  the  transfer  of  certain 
property  of  the  United  States  Government 
(In  Klamath  County,  Oreg.)  to  the  State  of 
Oregon. 


PERMANENT  CARGO  PREFERENCE 
BELL— RELEASE  ISSUED  BY  COM- 
MITTEE OP  AMERICAN  STEAM- 
SHIP LINES 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  in 
the  body  of  the  Recoed  a  release  issued 
by  the  Committee  of  American  Steam- 
ship Lines  with  reference  to  the  passage 
by  the  Congress  of  the  permanent  cargo 
preference  bilL 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  RscoaD. 
as  follows: 

Passage  Thursday  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  permanent  50-^60  legislation  for 
American  shipping  will  have  a  healthy  effect 
on  employment  of  merchant  ships,  seafar- 
ing and  Bboreslde  labor,  and  major  ports  m 
the  country,  C.  C.  Mallory.  chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  American  Steamship  Unee, 
said  today  upon  receiving  word  of  the  House 
action. 

"This  Is  excellent  news  for  shipping,  but 
Rlso  for  all  United  States  Induatry.  depend- 
ing as  It  does  upon  American-flag  ships  for 
C 930 


apart  and  Import  trade."  be  declared.  **It 
la  a  major  development  in  augmenting  in- 
dividual steamship  lines'  efforts  to  insure 
lUfBdent  cargoea  and  expanded  world  trade 
In  the  months  ahead." 

He  paid  apectal  tribute  to  what  he  termed 
the  pubUc-interest  statesmanship  of  the 
Senate  Suboommittee  on  Water  Transporta- 
tion, chairmanned  by  Senator  JoRic  If.  But- 
Lzx,  Republican,  of  Maryland,  and  the  House 
Merchant  Marine  and  Pixberlea  Committee, 
headed  by  Congressman  Thoe  C.  Tolixtsom. 
Republican,  of  Washington,  for  passage  of 
the  legislation  through  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress during  tills  cession. 

Mr.  BUTLE31.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
eT>ecially  pleased  by  the  action  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  last  week  in 
passing  the  cargo  preference  bill,  S. 
3233,  which  I  introduced  some  time  ago. 
Having  as  its  purpose  the  mandatory  re- 
quirement that  at  least  50  percent  of  all 
United  States  Government  cargoes  be 
transported  In  American  vessels,  this  leg- 
islation crystallizes  a  long  standing  feel- 
ing of  growing  substance  and  momentum 
that  it  is  only  reasonable  for  us  to  allo- 
cate this  minimum  portion  of  our  cargoes 
to  our  privately  owned  vessels  and  that 
we  would  indeed  be  naive  in  not  adheiing 
to  such  a  policy. 

These  opinions  are  not  shared  by  many 
of  our  friends  abroad,  however,  and  as  a 
t3rpical  illustration.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
RxcoRD  at  this  point  an  editorial  entitled 
"The  Other  Butler."  which  appeared  in 
the  July  8.  1954.  edition  of  the  British 
publication  Shipbuilding  and  Shipping 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rccohd, 
as  follows: 

Trs  Othb  Bvtl^ 

On  each  aide  of  the  Atlantic  there  is  a 
Butler.  Here,  he  is  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer now  kindly  disposed  towards 
shipping — finding  in  it  some  useful  meta- 
phors for  bis  speeches,  and  helping  It  to  the 
limited  extent  he  deems  possible  in  present 
circumstances.  In  America  he  is  a  Senator, 
chairman  of  the  Senate  Water  Transporta- 
tion Subcommittee  and  a  "staunch  advocate 
of  a  strong  American  merdiant  noarlne." 
The  Senator  has  Just  got  through  the  Sen- 
ate a  biU  which,  if  enacted.  wUl  perpetuate 
the  50-50  rule  as  applied  to  American  Gov- 
ernment-aid cargoes.  Like  the  poor,  It  will 
always  be  with  us.  In  fact,  the  principle 
has  already  been  with  us  for  a  long  time. 
It  may  not  be  generally  appreciated  that  as 
far  back  as  1934  Congress  i>as8ed  a  resolu- 
Uon  (Public  Besolution  17)  that  all  ex- 
ports financed  through  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  should  be  carried  ex- 
clusively in  I7nlted  States  flagships  if  avail- 
able. The  principle  of  this  legislation  was 
given  a  certain  degree  of  legislative  force  by 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936,  which  de- 
creed that  "a  substantial  |x>rtlon  of  Amer- 
ican cargoes  should  be  carried  in  American 
bottoms." 

When  Marshall  aid  was  given  to  the  war- 
torn  countries  of  Europe,  the  cargoes  were 
sent  in  American  ships.    No  one  could  cavil 

at  that:  it  would  have  been  churlish  to  ob- 
ject to  tne  ■•postlree"  gift,  even  if,  privately, 
some  doubt*  were  entertained  as  to  Its  ef- 
fects. In  some  quarters  It  was  felt  that  the 
dollars  which  had  to  be  spent  ou  freights 
might  have  been  more  usefully  employed  in 
helping  the  countries  concerned  to  get  back 
on  their  feet.  Then  followed  the  succession 
of  Mutual  Security  Aid.  stockpiling  and  Gov- 
emment-flnanoed  cargoes,  and  the  applica- 
tion of  the  50-50  provision  in  every  case. 
The  necessary  authority  to  Insure  this  had 


to  be  written  Into  every  lue—ufB.  Senator 
BtTTLm's  bill  aeeka  to  make  this  proviidoa 
a  permanent  part  at  aU  American  leglala- 
tlon  which  has  to  do  with  Government- 
financed  cargoes.  It  la  known  that  tha 
United  States  administration  Is  opposed  to 
the  idea  and.  of  course.  It  does  not  follow 
that  every  bill  Introduced  Into  the  Ameri- 
can legislature  emerges  as  an  act. 

In  this  country  it  Is  not  always  easy  to 
know  wtUch  is  the  "offidal"  and  whieb  tba 
"business"  voice  of  America.  The  recom- 
mendatlons  of  the  maritime  subsidy  poUcy 
report  issued  by  the  Department  of  Ocxn- 
merce  includes  one  that  Oova-nment  efforta 
should  be  continued  to  mlnimliw  the  effect 
of  discriminatory  practices  of  foreign  na- 
tions against  United  States  flag  ahlpplng. 
That  Is  a  proposal  which  every  maritime  na- 
tion opposed  to  flag  dlacrlminatlon  oouUI 
heartily  support  as  applied  to  Itself,  as  well 
as  to  America.  But  then  we  have  Mr.  Jankss 
Stuart,  president  of  the  American  Tramp 
Shipowners'  Association,  saying  that  tha 
only  hope  for  the  survival  of  the  tramp  fleet 
is  to  have  certain  cargoes  restricted  to  Amer- 
ican-flag vessels  in  acoordance  with  the  terms 
of  the  Butler  legislation.  It  Is  dlActtlt  to 
see  what  makes  discrimination  improper 
when  directed  against  Am«lcan  ships,  and 
proper  when  it  Is  exercised  in  fsvor  of  them. 

Across  the  Atlantic  there  Is  a  readily  tin- 
derstood  desire  not  to  have  to  depend  on 
foreign  ships  if  another  war  should  unhap- 
pily break  out.  But  wben  that  Is  linked 
with  a  recommendation  that,  to  quote  the 
report  referred  to  above.  "aU  Government 
assistance  In  providing  cargo  and  protectlca 
against  unfair  foreign  oompetition  ahould 
be  provided"  for  the  United  States  merchant 
fleet,  all  kinds  of  questions  arise.  Who  Is  to 
define  "unfair  competition"?  What  Is  a 
"high-cost"  country?  (The  United  Kingdom. 
for  example,  Is  a  "low-cost"  country  vls-a-vla 
America,  but  a  "hl^-eost"  country  as  com- 
pared with  some  of  Its  foreign  competitors.) 
If  every  maritime  country  demanded,  anit 
obtained,  such  help  from  its  own  govern- 
ment as  this  Commerce  Department  report 
suggests,  chaos  would  result.  Government 
intervention  in  normal  commercial  opera- 
tions is  rarely  successful. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President.  whUe 
I  am  honored  to  be  compared  with  the 
distinguished  Chancellor  of  the  Excheq- 
uer of  the  United  Kingdom,  I  would  re- 
mind our  British  friends  that  recom- 
mendation No.  15,  contained  on  page  120 
of  the  Maritime  Subsidy  PoUcy  Report 
of  this  Government,  stipulated  that  "The 
cargo  preference  provision  of  existing 
law  should  be  continued  as  a  part  of  our 
national  maritime  poUcy." 

Also.  Under  Secretary  of  Commerce 
Robert  B.  Murray.  Jr.,  In  testifying  be- 
fore the  Senate  Water  Transportation 
Subcommittee  on  May  3.  1954  emphat- 
ically stated:  "Cargo  preference  legisla- 
tion has  been  of  substantial  assistance 
in  providing  a  firm  backlog  for  the 
United  States  overseas  fleet  This  type 
of  aid  should  be  continued  as  a  part  of 
our  national  shipping  policy." 

By  way  of  further  rebuttal,  I  would 
direct  the  attention  of  our  aUies  to 
another  editorial  published  by  the  Balti- 
more Sunday  American  on  August  8, 
1954.  entitled  "VTtiy  Not  All?"  which.  Mr. 
President.  I  ask  to  be  pi-inted  in  the 
Rkcosd  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 

was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcoks, 

as  follows: 

Wht  Not  AixT 
The  President  of  the  United  State*  has 
been  asked  by  the  heads  of  two  of  the  lead- 
ing maritime  organizations  of  the  cotutry. 
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the  Mnrebant  Marin*  Institute  of  New  York 
and  the  American  Steamship  Association,  to 
do  what  he  can  to  lireak  the  legislative  log 
jam  now  preventing  approval  of  a  bill  vitally 
important  to  the  American  merchant  ma- 
rine. 

The  bU],  unanimously  passed  by  the  United 
States  Senate  and  already  having  the  unani- 
mous approval  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Com-" 
mlttee  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  is 
now  unaccountably  being  held  up  by  the 
House  Rules  Committee. 

Its  purpose  Is  to  require  that  at  least  half 
of  the  cargoes  shipped  under  the  foreign-as- 
sistance program  paid  for  by  the  American 
Oovemment  be  carried  in  American  ships. 

It  is  urgent  that  tbis  be  done,  because  the 
foreign-assistance  cargoes  comprise  a  great 
part  of  the  total  maritime  traffic;  and  with 
foreign  ships  carrying  most  of  it  there  is 
nothing  left  for  American  shipping  lines  to 
do  but  lay  up  their  idle  vessels — which  is 
exactly  what  has  happened  to  171  s^ps  very 
recently. 

It  would  be  a  very  reasonable  requirement, 
and  certainly  a  sound  one,  that  American 
ships  should  get  at  least  half  of  the  xnarlT 
time  business  for  which  the  American  peo- 
ple put  up  the  money. 

In  fact.  It  would  be  an  entirely  proper  re- 
quirement that  all  such  cargoes  be  carried 
in  American  ships,  since  it  seems  rather 
silly  that  America  should  try  to  improve 
the  prosperity  ct  other  countries  and  de-  • 
Uberately  Impair  Its  own  prosperity  In  the 
process. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Long  did  the  British 
rule  the  seas  and  if  left  to  them  this 
domination  would  continue — at  our  ex- 
pense. The  announced  policy  of  cargo 
preference,  as  now  ratified  by  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States,  offers  a  rea- 
sonable and  essential  protection  for  the 
preservation  of  the  great  American  mer- 
chant marine. 


PROHiemON     AGAINST    PAYMENT 
OP     GOVERNMKNT     RETIREMENT 

BENEFITS  TO  PERSONS  CONVICT- 
ED OP  CERTAIN  OFFENSES 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  call  of  the  roll  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Without 
objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  have  been 
informed  by  the  majority  leader  that 
the  next  order  of  business  would  be  Cal- 
endar No.  2261,  Senate  bill  2631,  known 
as  the  Williams  bill.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
Senate  bill  2631. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (S. 
2831)  to  prohibit  the  payment  of  Gov- 
ernment retirement  benefits  to  persons 
convicted  of  certain  offenses. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Thye]  . 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S. 
2631)  to  prohibit  the  payment  of  Gov- 
ernment retirement  benefits  to  persons 
convicted  of  certain  offenses,  which  had 


been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  amendments, 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  the 
pending  business  is  now  Senate  bill  2631. 
However,  House  bill  9909  is  before  the 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee, 
which  bill  is  the  same  in  substance  as 
the  Senate  bill.  Therefore.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  be  dis- 
charged from  the  further  consideration 
of  House  bill  9909,  and  that  it  be  now 
considered  in  lieu  of  Senate  bill  2681. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  is 
the  House  bill  a  companion  bill  to  the 
Senate  bill? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  It  is.  The  House 
bill  was  introduced  by  Representative 
Cretella;  and  in  order  to  expedite  the 
legislation,  I  should  hke  to  have  the 
Senate  con^der  the  House  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  is  discharged  from  the 
further  consideration  of  House  bill  9909. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  House  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R. 
990P)  to  prohibit  payment  of  annuities 
to  officers  and  employees  of  the  United 
States  convicted  of  certain  offenses,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  bar.  after  its 
enactment,  the  payment  of  annuity  or 
retired  pay  based  on  service  performed 
by  any  individual  under  any  retirement 
system  applying  to  civilian  officers  and 
employees  of  any  branch  of  the  Federal 
or  District  of  Columbia  Governments, 
and  officers  or  enlisted  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States,  to 
any  person  who  prior  or  subsequent  to 
the  enactment  of  the  bill  was  or  is  con- 
victed of  any  criminal  offense. 

Under  the  existing  law,  there  is  no 
provision  which  will  prevent  employees 
of  the  Federal  Government  who  have 
been  convicted  of  crimes  involving  dis- 
loyalty to  the  United  States  or  corrup- 
tion and  dishonesty  in  the  execution  of 
their  authority  from  being  paid  fuE  re- 
tirement pensions  upon  reaching  the 
statutory  retirement  age. 

For  example,  one  former  State  De- 
partment employee  who  was  convicted  of 
perjury  for  deriying  that  he  had  given 
highly  classified  secrets  to  an  agent  of  a 
foreign  power,  will,  under  the  present 
law,  be  eligible  to  receive  regular  retire- 
ment benefits  upon  reaching  the  age 
of  62. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    I  yield.  j 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  presume  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  is  referring  to  Mr.  Alger 
Hiss,  who  is  at  present  incarcerated  in  a 
Federal  penitentiary. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  is  correct. 
The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  and  I 
have  had  bills  pending  for  several 
months  before  the  Senate  committee. 
As  he  knows,  in  a  discussion  of  the  sub- 
ject, we  agreed  to  accept  the  House  bill 
in  order  to  expedite  the  legislation. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  The  bills  introduced 
by  the  senior  Senator  from  Delaware  and 
the  senior  Senator  from  South  Dakota 


have  been  before  the  Senate  committee 
for  considerably  more  than  a  year. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  In  consultation  with 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Carlson),  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service, 
we  were  advised  that  a  similar  bill  was 
moving  through  the  House.  I  quite 
agree  with  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
that  the  best  approach  is  to  have  our 
bills  set  aside  and  to  pass  the  House 
bill,  which  incorporates  exactly  what  we 
desire  to  have  included  in  our  bills. 
This  makes  a  very  closely  drawn,  clear- 
cut  legal  instrument  for  depriving  Alger 
Hiss,  and  others  like  him,  from  receiv- 
ing their  pensions,  while  at  the  same 
time  recognizing  the  contractual  un- 
derstanding by  returning  to  them,  with 
interest,  whatever  money  they  have  in- 
vested in  the  pen.<;ion  fund. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  The  Senator  from 
South  I>akota  mentioned  that  some  of 
the  bills  had  been  before  the  Senate 
committee  for  a  considerable  length  of 
time. 

Senate  bill  2361.  which  was  reported, 
and  which  was  considered  as  we  opened 
the  discussion  of  this  subject  a  few  min- 
utes ago,  has  now  been  replaced  by  the 
Hou.se  bill,  which  has  been  before  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice for  only  2  or  3  weeks,  it  having  been 
previously  before  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  for  many  months. 

Mr.  WILUAMS.  That  is  true.  How- 
ever, as  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
has  r>ointed  out.  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  House  decided  first  to  hold  bearings, 
it  was  agreed  that  the  Senate  should  wait 
until  the  House  had  acted,  in  order  that 
there  might  not  be  overlapping  in  con- 
nection with  the  proposed  legislation. 

I  am  glad  that  action  is  now  being 
taken  before  this  Congress  adjourns. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  There  was  no  implied 
criticism  in  the  statement  which  I  made. 
I  merely  pointed  out  a  fact.  More  than 
a  year  ago  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
and  I  had  both  introduced  bills  on  this 
subject,  and  we  were  quite  insistent  that 
before  this  Coneress  adjourned  one  of 
those  bills  should  be  passed. 

It  is  entirely  proper  that  the  Hou.'^e 
bill,  which  was  passed  first,  should  have 
priority.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  waive 
consideration  of  our  bills  and  have  the 
Hou.se  bill  pa.ssed,  because  any  1  of  the 
3  bills  would  achieve  the  desired  re- 
sult, namely,  to  deny  to  Alger  Hiss,  who 
will  be  eligible  for  parole  sometime  in  the 
next  60  or  90  days,  the  opportunity  to  hve 
the  rest  of  his  life  on  the  taxpayers  of 
America,  as  a  result  of  having  been  pen- 
sioned before  he  committed  perjury  and 
before  his  espionage  activities  had  come 
to  public  attention. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  I  com- 
mend the  Senator  from  Delaware  and 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  lor  their 
interest  in  the  subject.  I  am  pleased 
that  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service  unanimously  reported  the 
bill.    The   committee   had   under   con- 
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sideration  both  the  House  bill  and  the 
Senate  bilL  I  think  the  proper  course 
has  been  followed  by  substituting  the 
House  bill  for  the  Senate  biU.  in  order 
that  there  may  be  prompt  action. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  there 
are  also  two  cases  in  which  former  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  have  been  convicted  by 
the  courts  of  corrupt  practices  while  in 
public  ofBce.  In  one  of  these  cases  the 
individual  is  now  receiving  a  pension 
from  the  United  States  Government. 
m  hile  the  other  individual  will  be  eligible 
for  his  jiension  upon  reaching  the  age  of 
62 

During  the  past  2  years  many  high 
pubhc  ofBcials.  a  large  percentage  of 
whom  were  employed  in  the  Treasury 
Department,  likewise  have  been  con- 
victed in  the  courts  of  such  crimes  as 
bribery,  embez^ement,  and  the  like.  In 
each  of  these  cases,  unless  the  retire- 
ment laws  are  amended,  the  convicted 
officials  will  upon  reacbing  the  statutory 
retirement  age  be  eligible  for  all  the  re- 
tirement benefits  which  are  now  extend- 
ed to  honest  public  officials.  That  is 
wrong.  No  public  official  who  has  been 
convicted  by  the  courts  of  having  un- 
lawfully used  his  position  to  enrich  his 
own  personal  fortune  or  who  willfully 
betrays  his  country  to  a  foreign  power 
should  be  pensioned  at  the  expense  of  the 
American  taxptayers. 

Our  retirement  laws  were  enacted  to 
provide  some  degree  of  security  for  faith- 
ful Government  employees  who,  after 
spending  many  years  in  Government 
service,  reach  the  age  of  retirement. 

The  bill  would  accomplish  the  follow- 
ing purposes: 

First.  It  would  prohibit  the  payment 
of  a  retirement  annuity  to  any  Member 
of  Congress,  public  official,  or  member 
of  the  armed  services  who  has  been  con- 
victed Of  accepting  bribes  or  other  of- 
fenses involving  the  improper  use  of  au- 
thority or  power  derived  from  his  office, 
or  to  persons  convicted  of  certain  crimes 
involving  disloyalty  to  the  United  Stales. 

Second.  It  would  provide  for  the  re- 
fund to  the  convicted  employees  of  their 
contributions  to  the  retirement  fund. 

The  refund  of  the  retirement  pay- 
ments in  cases  in  which  the  benefits  are 
rescinded  is  only  fair,  since  to  confiscate 
thoFe  funds  would,  in  effect,  be  a  fine 
in  addition  to  that  imposed  by  the  courts. 

The  bill  would  apply  to  all  Federal 
employees,  including  Members  of  Con- 
gress. 

Mr.  President,  for  myself  and  on  be- 
half of  the  Senator  from  Kansas  (Mr. 
ScHOEPPELl  and  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan [Mr.  Ferguson  1  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment which  I  ask  to  have  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legismttve  Clerk.  At  the  end 
of  the  bill  it  is  proposed  to  add  the  fol- 
lowing new  section: 

Sec  7.  (a)  Section  S282  of  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Ckxle  Is  amended  by  striking 
out  "three"  and  lzi«ertlng  In  Ueu  thereof 
"five." 

(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a»  shall  be  effective  with  respect  to  offenses 
( 1 )  committed  on  or  after  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  thU  act.  or  (2)  committed  prior 
to  such  date,  IX  on  such  date  prosecution 


tberef or  la  not  barrad  by  provtetona  of  law 
In  effect  prior  to  such  date. 

The  FRKUIDINO  OFFICEEL  Thit 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware (Mr.  WiLUAMsJ  for  himself  and  on 
behalf  of  the  Senator  from  Kaasas  [Mr. 
ScHOEPPEL  1  and  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan [Mr.  PEBGnsoM]. 

Mr.  WILUAMS.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  extend 
from  3  to  5  years  the  statute  of  limita- 
tions with  respect  to  a  certain  list  of 
crimes.  The  same  amendment  was  pre- 
viously agreed  to  by  the  Senate  and  at- 
tached to  the  Ux  bill.  H.  R.  8300.  How- 
ever, the  amendment  was  not  retained  in 
conference. 

The  amendment  Is  very  Important.  I 
think  it  is  appropriate  to  include  it  in 
this  bill  which  has  already  passed  the 
House.  By  so  doing  we  can  expedite  the 
consideration  of  both  legislative  ques- 
tions before  Cone:ress  adjourns.  There- 
fore, I  ask  that  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
amendment 

The  Department  of  Justice  has  urgent- 
ly requested  that  the  amendment  be  ac- 
cepted. In  recent  weeks  the  great  need 
of  tills  amendment  has  been  ptointed  out 
in  connection  aith  cases  involving  for- 
mer Govemmant  officials.  Cases  have 
been  referred  to  the  Department  only  to 
be  returned  with  the  notation  that  the 
statute  of  limitations  had  expired.  As 
a  result  certain  corrupt  public  officials 
will  go  unpunished. 

Congress  would  be  negligent  in  meet- 
ing its  responsibilities  if  It  did  not  make 
certain  that  both  these  measures  were 
enacted  t>efore  we  adjourn. 

In  discussing  the  need  of  extending 
the  statute  of  limitations  from  3  years 
to  5  years  it  must  be  remembered  that 
ofttimes  the  corrupt  act  of   the   public 

official  will  go  undetected  months  or  per- 
haps even  years.  Therefore  the  need  of 
a  greater  length  of  time  than  the  exist- 
ing 3-year  limit  is  apparent. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  comment  upon  the 
effect  of  the  bill  in  increasing  the  pen- 
alty imposed  upon  a  person  who  had 
been  convicted  at  a  prior  time?  Would 
not  the  penalty  be  Increased  because  of 
the  enactment  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  portion  of  the 
bill  to  which  the  Senator  is  directing  his 
remarks  provides  for  the  refund  to  the 
employee  of  all  his  contributions  to  the 
retirement  fund,  plus  accumulated  in- 
terest, in  exactly  the  same  manner  as  if 
the  person  had  voluntarily  withdrawn 
his  money. 

The  committee  decided.  In  reporting 
the  bill,  that  it  would  be  unfair  to  con- 
fiscate the  contributions  of  the  former 
employee,  because  to  do  so  would,  in  ef- 
fect, represent  a  fine  in  addition  to  that 
imposed  by  the  court.  The  bill  merely 
provides  that  if  a  person  is  convicted — 
and  he  must  have  been  convicted  of  a 
crime  which  is  among  those  specified  and 
which  relates  to  the  official  conduct  of 
his  office — such  individual  shall  have  no 
further  rights  under  the  retirement  sys- 
tem of  the  Government. 


Mr.  GILUTTB.  Would  not  the  ef- 
fect be  that  the  individual  vould  bav« 
no  choice  in  the  matter? 

Mr.  wnJJAMS.     That  is  carrecL 

Mr.  GnXXTTE.  The  amount  he  has 
paid,  with  the  acnmmlatinn  of  interest. 
will  be  refunded:  but,  in  effect,  a  person 
who  has  been  conricted  and  sentenced  at 
a  prior  time  wiU  now  have  an  additional 
penalty  imposed  upon  him  by  being  in- 
voluntarily placed  in  a  position  in  which 
he  will  be  deprived  of  vested  rights. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  is  correct. 
He  cannot  avoid  that :  altlwugh  in  cases 
in  which  an  individual  has  iu>t  been  on 
retirement  and  has  not  collected  the  full 
amount  of  retirement  contributions,  the 
individual  will  automatically  receive  an 
additional  check.  If  he  has  been  on 
retirement  and  has  collected  more,  the 
bill  would  not  provide  that  he  diould 
make  a  refund  but  that  payments  would 
automatically  stop  with  conviction. 

Mr.  ANTffiS^ON.  Mr.  President.  wlD 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Would  the  bill  In- 
volve  cases  other  than  the  so-called 
Hiss  case? 

Mr.  WILLIAlxB.  Yes.  the  bill  would 
involve  the  case  of  any  emplosrec  of  the 
Government  who  had  betrayed  his  trust 
or  used  his  position  to  enrich  his  own 
Ijersonal  fortune  by  accepting  bribes  or 
selling  his  influence  and  for  which  he 
had  been  convicted  in  the  courts. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  A  Member  of  the 
House  was  convicted  some  time  ago.  His 
crime  was  not  too  well  established:  but 
apparently  he  had  been  guilty  of  a  tech- 
nical violation  of  the  law.  He  is  now 
out  of  Congress.  Would  the  bill  include 
him.  as  well?  I  have  no  objection  to  in- 
cluding the  Hiss  case. 

There  are  several  people  that  I  can 
recall  who  have  got  into  difficulties. 
While  I  do  not  wish  to  go  back  and  retry 
their  cases,  I  thought  some  of  them  were 
pretty  decent  sort  of  public  servants.  I 
am  just  wondering  if  the  bill  includes 
them  all.  or  whether  it  hits  directly  at 
the  Hiss  case. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  bill  takes  in  aU 
Government  employees  who  are  con- 
victed by  the  courts  of  crimes  committed 
while  in  office.  It  does  not  attempt  to 
spell  out  or  pass  upon  the  merits  or  de- 
merits of  the  crime  but  recognizes  that 
crime  only  after  they  are  convicted  in  the 
courts  of  some  act  which  was  in  relation 
to  their  official  duties. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  should  Uke  to  add 
that  it  must  be  a  criminal  offense. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  was  thinking  of  a 
former  Representative  from  the  State  of 
Kentucky,  one  from  the  State  of  Ohio, 
and  one  from  the  State  of  New  Jersey. 
Those  three  cases  come  to  my  mind. 
Apparently  they  were  found  guilty. 
Personally  I  never  thought  they  were  too 
evil  characters.  I  wondered  what  the 
situation  would  be.  Would  they  all  be 
covered  by  the  bill?  I  think  there  is  a 
difference  between  a  man  who  makes  a 
mistake,  probably  a  sei^ous  mistake,  and 
a  man  who  has  beer*  charged  with  sell- 
ing his  country  down  the  river,  as  has 
been  charged  in  the  Hiss  case. 
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BCr.  WILLIAMS.  Unquestionably 
there  Is  a  difference  in  cases.  That  dif- 
ference would  be  taken  Into  considera- 
tion at  the  time  the  court  sentenced  the 
man.  We  cannot  pass  on  that  All  we 
are  passing  upon  is  the  right  of  a  Gov- 
ernment employee  who  has  misused  his 
office  or  who  has  betrayed  his  country 
to  be  carried  on  the  retirement  rolls. 
That  is  the  question  with  which  we  are 
confronted.  Personally,  as  one  Individ- 
ual, and  as  the  sponsor  of  proposed 
legislation,  it  was  and  is  my  contention 
that  such  persons  should  forfeit  their 
rights  to  retirement  benefits. 

The  bill  does  provide  for  the  complete 
refimd.  with  interest,  of  all  the  contribu- 
tions which  such  Individuals  might  have 
made  prior  to  the  time  of  their  convic- 
tion. 

This  Wll  would  also  cancel  the  retire- 
ment benefits  of  any  Government  em- 
ployee who  claims  the  fifth  amendment 
&3  the  basis  of  refusal  to  give  testimony 
regarding  the  official  conduct  of  his  Gov- 
ernment office. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  wnJ.TAMS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  Is 
it  not  true  that  a  Government  employee 
enters  into  a  contract  with  the  Govern- 
ment in  which  he  says,  "You  take  so 
much  out  of  my  pay  every  month,  and 
when  I  reach  a  certain  age  I  shall  receive 
a  certain  amoimt  of  annuity"?  Does  not 
a  Government  employee  enter  into  such 
a  contract? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  It  Is  true  in  one  sense 
of  the  word  that  he  enters  into  a  con- 
tract, but  it  is  also  true  that  he  must 
become  a  Government  employee  before 
he  is  entitled  to  retirement  benefits,  and 
when  he  becomes  a  Government  em- 
ployee he  signs  an  oath  that  he  will  dis- 
charge his  duties  in  a  lawful  maimer 
and  that  he  will  be  loyal  to  the  Uxiited 
States  Government.  It  is  only  after  he 
violates  his  oath  of  office,  or  his  contract, 
that  the  forfeit  goes  into  effect.  There- 
after all  contracts  with  the  Government 
are  void. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Is  this  not  a  proposal  to  put  an  additional 
penalty  on  a  man  which  was  not  con- 
templated at  the  time  he  entered  into  a 
contract  with  the  Government? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  No.  We  will  be  tak- 
ing from  him  only  a  privilege.  In  the 
one  Department  alone  to  which  reference 
has  been  made,  there  have  been  214  in- 
dictments in  the  last  18  months,  and 
there  have  been  over  100  convictions.  I 
do  not  think  the  American  people  will 
want  to  keep  on  the  permanent  retire- 
ment rolls  persons  who  have  forgotten 
that  they  accepted  a  public  office  and  a 
public  trust.  I  repeat  again,  the  terms 
of  the  bill  would  not  apply  in  the  cases 
where  men  are  merely  charged  or  in- 
dicted; they  would  apply  only  in  cases 
where  there  have  been  convictions  by 
the  courts  for  criminal  action. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico. 

Blr.  ANDERSON.  I  dlsUke  to  men- 
tion names  and  cases  and  drag  them 
into  the  debate,  but  I  see  no  other  way 


out.  There  was  a  Member  of  the  liouse 
of  Representatives  from  the  State  of 
Kentucky,  Representative  May,  who  was 
chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee when  I  was  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, We  all  thought  pretty 
highly  of  him.  We  thought  he  was  a 
patriotic,  energetic  person. 

There  was  no  question  of  loyalty  In- 
volved. He  became  mixed  up  in  some 
sort  of  controversy.  I  have  forgotten 
exactly  what  it  was  that  he  was  con- 
victed of.  Will  the  bill  change  the  terms 
Of  the  conviction?  I  am  also  thinking 
of  the  case  of  Representative  Parnell 
Thomas,  who  was  of  an  opposite  polit- 
ical faith  of  mine,  and  who  was  very 
active  in  the  Un-American  Activities 
Committee.  I  did  not  approve  of  what 
he  did.  I  did  not  like  the  way  he  ran 
the  committee.  However,  he  was  mighty 
nice  to  me  when  I  used  to  speak  to  him 
on  the  floor.  He  ran  afoul  of  the  law 
and  was  convicted.  Would  the  bill 
change  the  terms  of  that  conviction  and 
the  terms  of  the  contract  having  to  do 
with  his  pension?  I  am  only  asking 
that  question. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    First.  I  should,  like 
to  emphasize  that  the  bill  would  cover 
all   Government   employees   as   well   as 
the  two  individuals  mentioned,  but  since 
those  two  have  been  mentioned,  let  us 
deal  with  them.    In  both  of  those  in- 
stances, those  men  were  serving  in  the 
Congress  prior  to  the  time  that  any  re- 
tirement   system    was    established    for 
Members  of  Congress.    They  were  elect- 
ed to  serve,  and  they  served  their  terms 
of  office  not  expecting  any  retirement 
benefits.     After  they  left  Congress,  re- 
tirement benefits  were  provided.     In  the 
case  of  the  Representative  from  Ken- 
tucky, at  the  time  he  was  convicted  and 
sentenced  to  jail  no  retirement  benefits 
were  in  effect  as  far  as  Members  of  Con- 
gress were  concerned,  because  the  cqn- 
gressional  retirement  system  went  into 
effect  in    1946.    Congress   retroactively 
gave  Members  of  Congress  the  right  to 
make  back  payments  and  thereby  be- 
come ehgible.     As  far  as  the  Congress- 
man from  Kentucky  is  concerned,  when 
he  was  elected  to  Congress  and  when  he 
signed  his  oath  of  office,  he  did  not  know 
there  was  going  to  be  any  retirement 
benefits,  nor  were  there  any  deductions 
made  from  his  pay  for  such  retirement 
benefits. 

By  no  str^h  of  imagination  could  It 
be  said  we  are  taking  anything  from 
him. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  He  did  make  pay- 
ments and  entered  into  a  contract 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  Representative 
from  Kentucky,  or  any  other  Member  of 
Congress,  after  the  retirement  law  went 
into  effect,  could  qualify  under  the  law 
but  surely  that  law  was  never  Intended 
to  protect  crooks  or  in  Alger  Hiss'  case 
a  traitor. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  We  certainly  would  not 
be  taking  away  any  right.  They  have 
certain  privileges  as  Members  of  con- 
gress, if  they  desire  to  pay  in  a  part  of 
their  salaries  in  order  to  contribute  to 
the  retirement  fund.    That  law  was  en- 


acted comparatively  recently,  starting  In 
about  1948.  If  there  are  Members  of 
the  Senate  or  of  the  House  who  want  to 
insist  that  the  American  taxpayers 
should  be  taxed  to  pay  pensions  to 
chiselers  and  crooks,  we  ought  to  take  a 
yea  and  nay  vote  and  find  out  just  who 
want  to  tax  the  homefolks  so  the  Gov- 
ernment can  pay  pensions  to  Jailbirds. 
This  is  a  little  astonishing  to  me.  If 
that  is  going  to  be  done,  we  should  have 
a  yea  and  nay  vote.  In  my  opinion,  the 
bill  should  be  passed  unanimously.  The 
proposal  is  to  take  away  from  the  faith- 
less people  nothing  but  a  privilege,  and 
they  will  be  returned  every  dime  that 
they  contributed,  as  well  as  interest.  I 
do  not  think  we  should  ask  the  taxpayers 
to  contribute  to  pensions  to  faithless 
oflRceholders  or  chiselers. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  question  I  wish  to 
ask  is  that  before  such  persons  would  be 
deprived  of  the  rights  of  any  retirement 
funds  which  have  been  accumulated  to 
their  credit,  they  would  have  to  be  con- 
victed in  a  court.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  is  correct,  and 
then  they  will  get  all  their  contributions 
plus  interest  back.  Surely  thlit  is  as 
much  as  they  have  any  right  to  expect. 

Mr.  THYE.  Before  any  benefits  would 
be  taken  from  a  Federal  employee,  the 
courts  of  the  United  States  must  have 
found  him  guilty  of  a  violation,  and  then 
and  then  only  would  the  retirement  ben- 
efits be  taken  away  from  him.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  Is  right.  The 
bill  does  not  propose  to  stop  a  pension 
because  a  man  would  be  chargied  with 
something  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  or 
even  because  a  man  might  be  Indicted 
by  a  grand  jury.  He  must  be  convicted 
by  the  courts.  After  he  has  been  con- 
victed by  the  court,  the  provisions  of  the 
bill  would  go  into  effect. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  The  issue  is  very  clear. 
It  i.s  whether  Members  of  Congress  de- 
sire to  have  people  back  home  pay  taxes 
which  will  go  toward  the  payment  of 
pensions  to  jailbirds  or  not.  They  have 
to  be  a  jailbird  before  pensions  are 
stopped. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  l-^RGUSON.  I  was  a  sponsor,  I 
ijelieve,  of  the  original  Senate  bill  in  re- 
gard to  these  pensions.  When  I  intro- 
duced the  bill,  I  thought  Government 
officers  and  employees  convicted  of  such 
offenses  were  entitled  to  have  their  pay- 
ments returned,  with  interest.  I  always 
thought  that  was  a  fair  way  to  deal  with 
the  situation. 

The  House  has  pas.sed  House  bill  9909 
I  hope  the  Senate  will  pass  the  House 
bill,  as  a  proper  way  to  deal  with  Gov- 
ernment officers  and  employees  who  have 
been  unfaithful  to  the  trust  reposed  in 
them. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  certainly  agree- 
and  I  hope  the  Senate  will  also  adopt  the 
amendment  to  give  the  Department  of 
Justice  2  more  years  to  catch  these  in- 
dividuals. 


Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  should  like  to  join 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  in  sponsor- 
ing that  amendment,  if  he  is  agreeable 
to  having  me  do  so. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  am  glad  to  have 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  join  in  both 
proposals. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  feel  that  the  Stat- 
ute of  Limitations  should  be  extended 
for  that  purpose.  The  new  administra- 
tion has  taken  over,  and  is  investigat- 
ing these  cases.  It  would  be  sad  if,  while 
the  administration  Is  investigating  the 
cases,  the  Statute  of  Limitations  were 
to  expire  and  these  persons  were  per- 
mitted to  go  scot  free. 

As  to  those  with  respect  to  whom  the 
statute  of  Limitations  has  not  run  on 
the  day  we  pass  the  bill,  the  statute 
should  be  extended. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
if  the  Senator  from  Delaware  will  yield 
to  me,  I  was  about  to  request  that  this 
bill  be  temporarily  laid  aside,  so  that  the 
.'^enate  might  proceed  to  consider  the 
conference  report  on  the  farm  bill,  a 
privileged  matter. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  believe  the  Senate 
can  take  final  action  on  this  measure  in 
a  moment  or  two.  if  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  will  withhold  his  request. 
It  is  important  that  this  bill  be  passed 
tonight  in  order  that  the  House  can  act 
before  adjournment. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    Very  well. 

Mr.  COOPER,  Mr.  President,  there  Is 
no  question  about  the  power  of  Congress 
to  legislate  prospectively.  I  wish  to  ask 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Delaware 
whether  he  considered  the  question  of 
whether  Congress  can  legislate  so  as  to 
have  the  effect  of  abolishing  contracts 
which  have  been  entered  into  before  the 
c  nactment  of  this  bill.  I  am  not  trying 
to  argue  on  the  merits  of  the  bill  or 
whether  the  bill  should  be  passed  or 
••■hould  not  be  passed.  I  think  all  of  us 
afiree  that  no  one  who  is  a  traitor  to  his 
country  should  be  rewarded  by  his  coun- 
try. On  the  other  hand,  there  is  a  prob- 
lem which  cannot  be  answered  in  that 
way. 

Did  the  committee  consider  whether 
Congress  can  legislate  retrospectively  to 
dissolve  or  abrogate  a  contract? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  question  was 
considered  by  both  the  House  commit- 
tee and  the  Senate  committee.  I  know 
the  Senate  committee  was  imanimous  in 
Its  decision  in  regard  to  that  question, 
and  I  beUeve  that  the  House  committee 
was  likewise  vmanimous  in  holding  that 
Congress  had  a  right  to  repeal  these  re- 
tirement benefits  for  convicted  employees 
as  well  as  the  right  to  extend  the  sUtute 
of  limitations  from  3  to  6  years  in  order 
to  have  adequate  time  to  catch  corrupt 
officials.  The  Department  of  Justice 
has  been  pleading  for  this  authority. 

As  the  Seniitor  from  South  Dakota 
fMr.  MuwDTl  has  pointed  out.  we  do 
not  owe  these  persons  anything.  It  is  a 
privilege  to  come  under  the  Government 
retirement  system,  and  the  Government 
makes  contributions  to  that  system. 
This  bill  provides  that  all  the  money  such 
persons  have  contributed  to  the  retire- 


ment syston  shall  be  repaid  to  them, 
with  interest. 

The  Attorney  General,  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson],  who  is 
an  able  lawyer,  and  many  other  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  have  agreed  that 
the  Government  could  not  extend  the 
statute  of  limitations  retroactively.  This 
measure  appUes  only  to  cases  in  which 
the  statute  would  not  have  run  on  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  bill.  The 
amendment  does  not  apply  retroactively 
to  extend  the  2-year  statute  of  limita- 
tions in  regard  to  a  case  wliich  expired 
yesterday. 

The  Attorney  General  advised  that  to 
make  the  bill  retroactive  would  be  un- 
constitutional, and  that  was  the  decision 
of  the  members  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee as  well. 

Mr.  COOPER.  T  am  not  speaking  of 
the  amendment  relating  to  the  statute 
of  limitations.  My  question  relates  to 
the  contract. 

Mr.  MORSE.  But  let  me  point  out 
that  is  not  a  right. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  When  these  persons 
accepted  public  office,  they  signed  or 
took  an  oath  that  they  would  live  up 
to  the  laws  of  the  United  States  and 
would  be  loyal  to  our  country.  Once 
they  violate  that  oath  of  office,  the  Gov- 
ernment has  a  right  to  terminate  any 
contract  it  may  have  with  them. 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  Senator  from 
Delaware  stated.  I  beUeve,  that  the  At- 
torney General  rendered  an  opinion  re- 
lating to  the  statute  of  limitations. 
Does  the  committee  have  from  the  At- 
torney General  an  opinion  on  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  payments  could  be  cut 
off  in  connection  with  contract  arrange- 
ments entered  into  before  the  enactment 
of  the  biU? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  do  not  know 
whether  or  not  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  had  such  an  opinion  on  the 
retirement  question.  Congress  does  not 
usually  request  the  Attorney  General 
to  state  whether  Congress  can  raise  or 
lower  the  civil-service-retirement  bene- 
fits. The  Senator  from  Kentucky  knows 
that  on  many  occasions  Congress  has 
voted  to  increase  benefits  under  the  sys- 
tem. Congress  has  full  authority  in  that 
respect.  After  all.  Congress  enacted  the 
law  providing  such  benefits. 

In  tills  case  we  are  not  proposing  to 
affect  any  honest  employee  or  loyal  citi- 
zen. Surely  at  no  time  was  it  ever  in- 
tended that  we  should  protect  and  give 
financial  security  to  a  crook,  a  jailbird, 
or  a  traitor  to  his  country. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  am  not  discussing 
the  merits  of  the  situation;  I  am  discuss- 
ing the  right  of  Congress. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  a  vote  on  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware I  Mr.  Williams]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  on  the  engrossment  of 
the  amendment  and  the  third  reading 
of  the  bill. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bUl  was  read  the  third  time. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  having  been  read  the  ttiird  time, 
the  question  is.  Shall  it  pass? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  on  this 
question,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  re- 
quest the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
understand,  an  agreement  has  been 
reached  between  the  majority  leader  and 
the  minority  leader  that  there  will  be 
no  yea -and -nay  votes  at  this  time. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Then  we  should  re- 
spect the  agreement. 

Mr.     CLE3«:ents.     Mr.    President.    I 

Wish  to  ask  a  question  of  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Delaware.  In 
view  of  the  agreement  between  the  ma- 
jority leader  and  the  minority  leader, 
does  the  Senator  from  Delaware  wish  to 
request  a  yea-and-nay  vote  at  this  time? 
Instead,  why  not  defer  final  action  on 
the  bill  until  tomorrow? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
that  was  what  I  had  in  mind — ^namely, 
to  lay  aside  this  bill,  and  have  the  Sen- 
ate proceed  to  consider  the  conference 
report  on  the  farm  bill.  The  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken]  has  been 
waiting  all  afternoon  to  have  the  con- 
ference report  on  the  farm  bill  taken 
up. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Shall  the  bill  pass? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  on 
the  question  of  the  final  passage  of  House 
bill  9909,  I  request  a  division. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  for  a  division. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  why 
should  the  Senate  l>e  governed  by  what 
the  majority  leader  and  the  minority 
leader  say?  This  is  stiU  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  House 
bill  9909  having  been  read  the  third  time, 
the  question  is.  Shall  it  pass? 

The  yeas  and  nays  have  been  re- 
quested, but  there  was  not  a  sulBcient 
second. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  on 
this  question,  I  ask  for  a  division. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
join  m  the  request  for  a  division. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  On  this 
question  a  division  is  requested. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  sug- 
gest the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quonmi  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

House  bill  9909  having  been  read  the 
third  time,  the  question  is.  Shall  it  pajM7 

On  this  question  a  division  has  beea 
requested. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Yes.  Mr.  President: 
I  have  requested  a  division  on  this  ques- 
tion. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  A  divi- 
sion is  requested,  and  the  Senate  will 
proceed  to  divide. 
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On  a  division,  the  blU  (H.  R.  9909)  was 
passed.         

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection.  Senate  biU  2631  will  be 
indefinitely  postponed. 


ORDER  FOR  RECESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  recesses  tonight,  it  recess  until 
10  o'clock  tomorrow  morning. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 


INCREASE  IN  BORROWING  POWER 
OF  COMMODITY  CREDIT  COR- 
PORATION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  now  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  2499,  H.  R. 
9756.  a  bill  to  increase  the  borrowing 
power  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  (Mr. 
Rktwolds  In  the  Chair)  The  bill  will 
be  stated  by  title  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
9756)  to  increase  the  borrowing  power 
of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
there  is  a  privileged  matter  at  the  desk, 
namely,  the  conference  report  on  the 
farm  bill. 


AGRICULTURAL  ACT  OF  1954— 
CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  AIKEN.  ,  Mr.  President.  I  submit 
a  report  of  the  committee  of  conference 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R  9680)  to  provide  for 
the  continued  price  support  for  agri- 
cultural products,  to  augment  the 
marketing  and  disposal  of  such  products, 
to  provide  for  greater  stability  in  agri- 
culture; and  for  other  pxuposes.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re- 
port will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 
(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro- 
ceedings  of  Aug.   17,    1954.    pp.    14827- 

14834.  CONGRKSSIONAL  RECORD.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  at  this 
time  of  the  night  I  am  sure  the  Senate 
does  not  wish  to  have  me  review  the 
contents  of  the  entire  bill,  so  I  shall  state 
the  differences  between  the  Senate 
amendment  to  H.  R.  9680,  or  the  Senate 
version  of  the  bill,  and  the  bill  as  it  comes 
from  the  conference.  The  conference 
substitute  differs  from  the  Senate  amend- 


ment to  H.  R.  9680  in  the  followinf  re- 
spects: 

First  The  commodity  set-aside  Is  to 
be  made  "as  rapidly  as  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  shall  determine  to  be  prac- 
ticable." Transfer  of  set-aside  com- 
modities f (m:  foreign  aid  purposes  is  to  be 
restricted  to  disposition  for  disaster  or 
other  relief  purposes,  subject  to  the 
limitation  of  title  n  of  the  Agricultural 
Trade  Development  and  Assistance  Act 
of  1954.  The  method  provided  by  title  I 
of  the  Agricultural  Trade  Development 
and  Assistance  Act  of  1954  is  specified  as 
a  method  of  sale  or  barter  of  such  eom- 
modities.  Commodities  transferred  from 
the  set-aside  to  the  national  stockpile  es- 
tablished by  the  act  of  June  7.  1939,  are 
to  lie  included  in  the  computation  of  total 
supplies  for  allotment  and  quota  pur- 
poses. 

Second.  The  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration is  specifically  authorized  to  use 
any  method  determined  necessary  by  the 
Secretary  to  dispose  of  surplus  dairy 
products  and  to  expend  up  to  $50  million 
annually  between  September  1,  1954.  and 
June  30,  1956,  to  increase  the  consump- 
tion of  fluid  milk  by  children  in  non- 
profit schools  of  high  school  grade  and 
under. 

Third.  The  conference  substitute  con- 
tains a  statement  of  legislative  pclicy 
with  respect  to  dairy  products;  directs 
the  Secretary  to  utilize  existing  autherity 
for  dairy  products  disposal  programs; 
authorizes  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration to  make  dairy  products  avail- 
able to  the  Armed  Services  and  to  hos- 
pitals under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  or  the  Department 
of  Defense  in  excess  of  normal  require- 
ments; authorizes  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  to  transfer  up  to  $15  million 
annually  for  2  years  to  the  brucellosis 
eradication  program  (the  Commodity 
Corporation  to  be  reimbursed  through 
appropriation) ;  and  directs  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  to  make  a  study  of  the 
various  methods  of  production  control 
and  price  supports  for  dairy  products. 

Fourth.  The  conference  substitute 
leaves  the  Secretary  of  Agricultures  au- 
thority to  undertake  diverted  acreage 
programs  permissive,  rather  than  requir- 
ing him  to  undertake  such  programs; 
and  provides  that  in  a  disaster  area  un- 
der Public  Law  875,  81st  Congress,  such 
programs  shall  be  administered  in  auch 
manner  as  will  most  quickly  restore  the 
normal  pattern  of  its  agriculture. 

Fifth.  The  conference  substitute  re- 
quires the  Secretary  to  obtain  assurances, 
to  the  extent  practicable,  that  producers 
receive  the  maximum  benefits  from  any 
price  support  or  surplus  removal  opera- 
tion carried  out  through  purchases  from 
or  loans  or  payments  to  processors. 

Sixth.  The  conference  substitute  pro- 
vides for  proclaiming  the  wheat  acreage 
allotment  by  May  15,  rather  than  July 
15,  each  year  and  for  proclaiming  wheat 
marketing  quotas  by  May  15,  rather  than 
July  1,  each  year. 

Seventh.  In  lieu  of  the  commercial 
wheat  area  provision  of  the  Senate 
amendment,  which  would  have  excluded 
from  the  commercial  area  States  nor- 
mally planting  150,000  acres  or  less  to 
wheat,  the  conference  substitute  would 


exclude  States  receiving  an  allotment  of 
25,000  acres  or  less. 

Eighth.  The  conference  substitute  in- 
cludes a  provision  authorizing  county 
committees  which  elect  to  make  cotton 
farm  acreage  allotments  on  a  historic 
basis  (a)  to  make  adjustments  for  ab- 
normal conditions  affecting  planting; 
(b)  to  make  provision  for  small  farm 
allotments  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
section  344  (f)  (1)  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938;  and  (c)  to  limit 
farm  allotments  to  53  percent  of  the 
cropland. 

Ninth.  The  conference  substitute  in- 
cludes a  provision  making  permanent  the 
provisions  for  voluntary  surremder  of 
cotton  acreage  allotments  heretofore  ap- 
plicable only  to  1954  and  19£5  allotments. 

Tenth.  Under  the  conference  substi- 
tute the  provision  of  the  Senate  amend- 
ment rendering  violators  of  acreage  al- 
lotments on  basic  conunodities  ineligible 
for  soil  conservation  payments  would  be 
(a)  effective  beginning  with  the  1955 
crops,  and  ( b »  applicable  only  to  persons 
harvesting  a  basic  commodity  after  it 
had  been  determined  by  the  Secretary  to 
be  in  excess  of  his  allotment— rather 
than  to  all  persons  planting  in  excess 
of  their  allotments.  A  provision  now 
applicable  to  cotton  would  be  enlarged 
to  permit  the  producer  of  any  basic  ag- 
ricultural commodity  to  adjust  his  acre- 
age prior  to  harvesting  to  bring  it  within 
the  allotment. 

Eleventh.  The  provision  In  the  Senate 
amendment  giving  acreage  allotment 
relief  to  wheat  farms  in  the  summer  fal- 
low areas  would  not,  under  the  confer- 
ence substitute,  be  limited  to  farms 
planting  less  than  640  acres  to  the  1952 
and  1953  crops.  In  lieu  of  this  limita- 
tion, the  conference  substitute  provides 
that  the  relief  afforded  by  this  provision 
will  be  given  only  on  the  first  640  acres 
of  the  adjusted  base  acreage  for  the 
farm. 

Twelfth.  The  conference  substitute 
directs  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
make  a  study  of  various  two-price  sys- 
tems for  rice. 

Thirteenth.  The  provision  of  the  Sen- 
ate amendment  prohibiting  imports  of 
certain  commodities  which  do  not  com- 
ply as  to  grade,  size,  quality,  or  maturity 
with  marketing  orders  applicable  to  do- 
mestic production  would  be  extended  by 
the  conference  substitute  to  include 
green  peppers,  cucumbers,  and  egg- 
plants. Under  the  conference  substitute 
if  there  is  more  than  one  order  applica- 
ble to  domestic  production,  the  Imports 
would  be  required  to  comply  only  with 
the  order  applicable  in  the  production 
area  with  which  the  imported  commod- 
ity is  in  most  direct  competition. 

Fourteenth.  The  wool  price-support 
provi-sions  were  restricted  to  wool  mar- 
keted between  April  1,  1955.  and  March 
31.  1959.  The  maximum  price-support 
level  for  shorn  wool  was  fixed  at  110 
percent  of  parity,  and  the  support  level 
for  mohair  was  fixed  at  a  level  within 
15  percent  of  the  percentage  of  parity 
at  which  shorn  wool  is  supported. 
Amounts  necessary  to  reimburse  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  in  connection 
with  payments  are  appropriated  annu- 
ally by  the  conference  substitute  in  an 
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amount  not  exceeding  70  percent  of  the 
customs  receipts  on  wool  and  wool  prod- 
ucts. 

Fifteenth.  The  provision  of  the  Senato 
amendment  denying  acreage  allotments 
to  lands  leas<>d  from  the  United  States 
has  been  om:tted  from  the  conference 
substitute. 

Sixteenth.  The  provisions  of  the  Sen- 
ate amendment  relating  to  national 
forest  adminutration  have  been  omitted 
from  the  conJerence  substitute. 

Seventeenth .  The  title  would  be  amend- 
ed to  read  as  follows:  "An  act  to  pro- 
vide for  greater  flexibility  in  agricul- 
ture: to  augm<>nt  the  marketing  and  dis- 
po.sal  of  agricultural  products;  and  for 
other  purpose:?." 

Those  are  the  differences  between  the 
bill  as  it  left  the  Senate  and  the  bill 
arrived  at  in  conference,  which  I  am 
now  reporting. 

Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  conference  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  igreeing  to  the  conference 
re{X)rt. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  AIKEN     I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  What  became  of  the 
Senate  amendment  dealing  with  the 
election  of  county  committees? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  provision  remains 
in  the  bill. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  that  provision  in 
the  conference  report? 

Mr.  AIKEN.     It  is. 

Mr.  HOLLAl^D.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  have  not  mentioned 
the  provisions  which  were  in  the  bill  as 
it  left  the  Serate  and  which  remained 
as  they  were  in  the  Senate  version  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  expects  to 
vote  against  the  conference  repwrt.  He 
makes  that  announcement  because  of 
the  fact  that  it  is  expected  to  have  a 
voice  vote,  not  a  yea  and  nay  vote.  I 
am  against  the  bill,  and  I  desire  the 
Record  so  to  sliow. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  there  are 
many  provisiors  in  this  farm  price-sup- 
port legislation  which  are  very  desir- 
able and  will  be  helpful  to  farmers. 
They  are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  Na- 
tion as  a  whole.  However,  I  am  opposed 
to  so  many  provisions  contained  in  the 
bill  or  conference  report,  that  I  feel  I 
mu.st  vote  against  it. 

First.  It  sets  a  precedent  for  lower 
support  levels  at  a  time  when  farmers 
can  least  afford  to  take  them.  I  think 
lower  support  prices  are  not  in  the  best 
interest  of  either  the  farmers  or  the 
consumers. 

Second.  Thij  bill  provides  more  rigid 
controls  and  more  regimentation  than 
we  have  ever  )iad  before.  I  think  this 
is  entirely  uncalled  for,  particularly  at 
a  time  when  the  farmers  of  the  Nation 
have  complied  admirably  with  all  the 
requests  of  the  Government  for  rigid 
controls,  marketing  quotas,  and  every- 
thing else. 

Mr.  President,,  I  know  the  hour  is  late, 
but  I  had  prepared  some  remarks,  hop- 
ing that  the  conference  report  would 
come  before  the  Senate  earUer  in  the 
day.    These  remarks  require  only  about 


10  minutes,  and  I  hope  the  Senate  will 
bear  w<th  me  while  I  make  these  few 
comments. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  repeatedly 
pointed  out  to  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  that  the  Benson  farm  plan  of 
lowering  price  supports  to  farmers  would 
do  great  injury  to  the  farm  economy — 
without  reducing  prices  to  the  con- 
sumers. The  lowering  of  farm  commod- 
ity prices  for  many  months  now  has 
been  of  httle  or  no  benefit  to  the  con- 
sumers. 

When  the  major  bread  bakers  of  the 
United  States  were  assured  the  Benson 
plan  of  lower  price  supports  for  wheat 
would  go  mto  effect,  they  immediately 
announced — not  a  reduction  of  bread 
prices  to  consumers — but  an  increase. 
There  was  a  similar  increase  of  one  cent 
a  loaf  a  year  ago  when  wheat  prices 
dropised  to  the  lowest  level  for  the  year. 
This  was  just  before  the  farmers  voted 
on  wheat  quotas. 

The  average  price  received  by  farmers 
for  wheat  has  decreased  from  $2.81  a 
bushel  in  1948  to  the  present  average 
farm  price  of  $1.91  a  bushel.  During 
exactly  this  same  period  of  declining 
wheat  prices,  the  average  price  of  a  1- 
pound  loaf  of  bread  has  increased  from 
13.8  cents  to  18  cents  a  loaf.  Now  we 
may  add  a  cent  a  loaf  to  the  18  cents 
average  price  which  consumers  were 
paying  up  to  a  few  days  ago.  The  pres- 
ent farm  value  of  wheat  in  a  1 -pound 
loaf  of  bread  is  only  2V4  cents. 

Mr.  President,  the  New  York  Times 
of  Saturday,  August  14.  1954.  carried  a 
news  story  entitled  "Price  Rise  Likely  for 
White  Bread":  and  the  subhead  is:  "Ma- 
jor Brands  May  Follow  Dark  Loaves — 
Higher  Costs  Include  Durum  Wheat.** 
The  article  states  that  leading  brands 
of  white  bread  produced  by  the  coun- 
try's biggest  commercial  bakers  are  like- 
ly to  increase  in  price  following  a  trend 
already  set  by  two  concerns. 

The  breadmakers  are  increasing  the 
cost  of  bread  at  almost  precisely  the  same 
time  that  the  Benson  farm  plan,  lower- 
ing price  supports  for  wheat  producers 
next  year  by  approximately  18  cents  a 
bushel,  is  approved  by  Congress.  The 
Benson  plan  would  reduce  the  minimiun 
support  price  next  year  to  75  percent  of 
parity,  and.  following  that,  a  switch-over 
to  the  so-called  modernized  parity  form- 
ula. In  all,  this  would  mean  a  reduction 
in  wheat  support  prices  of  approximately 
70  cents  a  bushel. 

According  to  the  New  York  Times 
article,  the  bakers  cite  the  "drastic  in- 
crease in  the  cost  of  flour"  and  the  fact 
that  the  price  of  hard  wheat — the  kind 
used  for  bread — is  high  as  reasons  for 
raising  the  price  of  bread.  They  claim 
there  is  a  shortage  of  hard  wheat.  Actu- 
ally, there  is  no  shortage  of  good  hard 
wheat.  Most  of  the  better  grades  of 
hard  wheat — and  this  is  particularly  true 
with  respect  to  this  year's  spring  wheat 
crop — have  a  higher  protein  content 
than  last  year's  crop. 

Unfortunately,  more  than  half  of  the 
741,654,000  bushels  of  wheat  now  being 
held  by  the  CCC  is  either  feed  wheat  or 
wheat  of  a  very  poor  baking  quality.  It 
is  also  true  that  a  very  high  percentage 
of  the  wheat  now  being  produced  is  of 


very  poor  baking  qxiality.  and  practically 
its  only  use  is  for  feed  ptirpoaes.  Flex- 
ible price  supiwrts  will  not  remedy  this 
situation.  The  answer  Ues  in  providing 
a  lower  support  price  for  high  per  acre 
yielding  feed  wheat — and  a  higher  price 
support  for  the  lower  yielding  high  qual- 
ity baking  wheats. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks  a  table  prepared 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  indi- 
cating average  per  acre  yields  of  wheat 
in  a  few  of  the  principal  producing 
States. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Average  harvested  yield  per  acre  for  wheat, 
1949  through  1953 
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Mr.  YOUNG.  It  will  be  noted  that 
the  States  producing  the  high-protein 
hard  wheats — such  as  Kansas.  Minne- 
sota, and  North  Dakota — have  much 
lower  per  acre  yields  than  the  soft  wheat 
producing  States  of  Maryland.  lUinois. 
and  Michigan.  This  is  not  to  say  that 
the  producers  of  wheat  In  the  spring 
wheat  and  hard  winter  wheat  areas 
could  not  attain  high  per  acre  yields  if 
that  were  their  only  objective.  For  a 
long  period  of  years  the  farmers  of  this 
area  have  only  planted  wheats  of  very 
high  baking  quality.  Unfortunately,  the 
quality  types  of  wheat  are  invariably  less 
resistant  to  rust  and  other  diseases,  and 
are  much  poorer  yielders. 

If  the  Department  of  Agriculture  con- 
tinues to  make  available  higher  support 
prices  for  the  poorer  qualities  of  wheat, 
then  there  is  great  danger  that  the 
farmers  producing  the  high  quality 
wheats  will  turn  to  t3T>es  of  wheat  that 
will  yield  higher  but  will  have  poorer 
baking  quaUties.  The  Secretary  of  Ag- 
riculture has  wide  discretionary  au- 
thority to  provide  these  necessary  price 
differentials.  Actually,  Mr.  President, 
by  the  action  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture on  July  23,  1954,  the  support 
price  for  low  quality  wheat  used  mostly 
for  feed  purposes  was  increased,  and  the 
support  prices  for  the  good  baking  qual- 
ity wheats  were  reduced. 

The  excuse  for  such  unwise  action  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  was  indeed 
a  weak  one.  I  doubt  if  there  is  an  agri- 
culture authority  in  the  wnole  United 
States  who  would  support  this  unwise 
move.  This  action  by  the  Secretary  will 
tend  to  further  increase  the  production 
of  wheat  in  some  areas  of  the  United 
States  where  the  economy  undoubtedly 
would  be  better  suited  to  other  types  of 
agriculture. 

This  action  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture will  do  great  injury  to  the  wheat- 
producing  States  of  the  Midwest — those 
that  produce  the  high  quaUty  »>^^^"ig 
Wheat  such  as  North  Dakota.  Montana, 
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Sonth  Dakota.  Nebraska.  Kansas,  and 
manj  others.  Secretary  Benson  has 
claimed  on  many  occasions  that  the  pres- 
ent priceHBupport  program  for  wheat  has 
failed  because  the  cash  price  in  the  past 
year  has  ranged  ocHisiderably  below  sup- 
port levels.  This  contention  has  been 
echoed  by  many  of  his  flexible  price-sup- 
port fbUoweiB  in  and  out  of  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States. 

In  many  States  there  is  considerable 
spread  between  the  actual  cash  prices 
paid  in  the  marke^lace  for  feed  ^i^eat 
and  the  United  States  Oovemment  sup- 
port price.  This  disparity  will  be  in- 
creased further,  as  I  pointed  out,  by  Sec- 
retary Benson's  order  of  July  23.  In 
Maryland  the  support  price  is  $2.46  a 
bushel.  On  August  6, 1954,  the  cash  price 
bi  Baltimore,  as  determined  by  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture,  was  only  $1.99 
a  bushel.  This  Ls  the  market  where  most 
of  the  wheat  produced  in  Maryland  is 
marketed.  Tou  wUl  note  from  this  that 
the  cash  price  of  this  wheat,  used  mostly 
for  feed  purposes,  is  47  cents  a  bushel 
below  support  prices. 

We  find  a  Quite  similar  situation  in 
nUnois  where  the  support  price  is  $2.37 
a  bushel  and  the  cash  price  on  August  6 
was  only  $2.08%  per  bushel.  Again,  this 
dispari^  of  29  cents  a  bushel  between  the 
cash  price  and  support  price  is  due  al- 
most entirely  to  the  type  of  wheat  pro- 
duced in  that  area. 

The  cash  price  for  wheat  in  the  Min- 
neapolis market  for  the  past  2  years  or 
more  has  averaged  about  30  cents  a 
bushel  above  the  cash  prices  received  in 
the  Chicago  market.  As  of  August  6,  the 
cash  inlce  in  the  Minneapolis  market,  for 
ezan^le.  was  $2.41 1/^  as  compared  to  the 
Chicago  cash  price  on  that  day  of  $2.08% 
a  busheL 

The  cash  price  received  In  the  Kansas 
City  and  Minneapolis  areas  has  averaged 
much  closer  to  the  siipport  leveL  The 
Minneapolis  cash  price  for  several  years 
has  been  above  support  levels  for  wheat 
in  the  Minnesota.  North  Dakota,  Mon- 
tana, and  South  Dakota  areas,  irom. 
which  Minneapolis  derives  most  of  its 
wheat  shipments. 

May  I  emphasize  again  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  has  wide  discretion- 
ary authority  under  the  present  law  to 
provide  more  equitable  differential  prices 
between  the  producers  of  high  quall^ 
baking  wheat  and  the  producers  of  feed 
wheat.  The  wide  disparity  between  the 
cash  prices  received  liy  farmers  for  feed 
wheat  and  the  support  price  can  be 
Charged  almost  entirely  to  the  faUure  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  for  many 
years,  to  provide  the  necessary  equitable 
support  prices  for  quali^  wheat  pn)duc- 
tion. 

May  I  point  out  to  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  that  when  farmers  receive  wheat 
price-support  loans  they  have  10  cents  a 
bushel  advance  storage  costs  deducted 
from  that  loan  by  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation.  Other  costs  are  also  de- 
ducted from  the  price-support  loan  a 
farmer  receives.  Thus,  many  farmers 
elect  to  sell  their  grain  on  the  cash  mar- 
ket when  It  is  possible  to  secure  within 
12  or  15  cents  of  the  price  they  would 
receive  under  the  price-support  program. 

The  New  York  Times  story  quotes  the 
bakers  as  claiming  the  shortage  of  durxmi 


wheat  is  largely  responsible  for  the  in- 
creased cost  of  flour  and  resultant  price 
rises  for  bread.  This  is  a  bit  far  fetched. 
Durum  wheat  is  used  almost  exclusively 
as  an  ingredient  of  macaroni  products. 
More  than  90  percent  of  all  the  United 
States  supplies  of  dunmi  wheat  are  pro- 
duced in  North  Dakota.  The  shortage 
of  durum  wheat — and  there  is  one — is 
due  entirely  to  the  failure  of  our  great 
plant  breeders  to  develop  new  types  of 
durum  wheat  which  would  be  more  re- 
sistant to  the  new  devastating  strain  of 
rust  Icnown  as  15-B. 

We  have  been  far  too  niggardly  io  the 
past  in  providing  research  funds  to  help 
our  plant  breeders.  We  must  not  let  this 
happen  again.  As  a  result,  both  the 
producers  of  durum  wheat  and  the  mil- 
lions of  consimiers  of  m^acaroni  products 
are  now  not  only  paying  a  higher  price 
for  this  fine  food,  but  are  receiving  a 
poorer  quahty. 

For  the  past  year,  because  of  the  ex- 
treme shortage  of  durum  wheat,  the  pro- 
ducers of  macaroni  products  have  had  to 
substitute  a  very  high  percentage  of 
other  wheats,  mostly  of  the  high  protein 
hard  spring  wheat.  Quite  naturally,  this 
has  resulted  in  somewhat  poorer  quality 
macaroni  products. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  will  reverse  the  action  he 
took  on  July  23,  which,  in  effect,  in- 
creased the  support  level  for  wheats  used 
almost  exclusively  for  feed  purposes  and 
lowered  the  support  levels  for  the  high 
quality  bakihg  wheats. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
placed  in  the  Rxcord  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks the  article  referred  to  which  ap- 
peared in  the  New  York  Times  under 
date  of  August  14,  1954,  entitled  "Price 
Rise  Likely  for  White  Bread." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcord, 
as  follows:  i 

Peicx  Risx  Lixxlt  foe  WBm  Breao — l4Ajom 
Bkaitos  Mat  Follow  Dark  Loavxs — Hsbes 

Co«X8  iMCLTJinE  DUXTTM   WbEAT 

Leading  brands  of  white  bread.  pro<tuced 
by  the  country's  big  commercial  bakers,  are 
likely  to  Increase  in  price,  following  a  trend 
already  set  by  two  concerns. 

S.  B.  Tbomas.  Inc..  announced  yesterday 
that  It  bad  raised  the  wholesale  cost  of  its 
dark  bread  a  penny  a  loaf.  On  Monda|  the 
Ward  Baking  Co.  will  charge  an  additional 
cent  at  wholesale  for  Its  protein  loaf.  'These 
fnereases  probably  wlU  be  passed  on  to  con- 
sumers by  retaUers. 

George  L.  Morrison,  president  of  Oeaeral 
Baking  Co..  maker  of  Bond  bread,  said  re- 
cently that  "a  price  Increase  Is  the  only  logi- 
cal move  in  view  of  the  constant  cost  pres- 
sures from  diverse  factors." 

These  factors  Included  a  drastic  Inctease 
In  the  cost  of  flour  and  higher  prices  for 
shortening  and  for  labor.  Mr.  Morrison  did 
not  say  exactly  when  the  price  rise  would 
go  Into  effect. 

A  spokesman  for  the  Continental  Baking 
Co.,  producer  of  Wonder  bread,  would  not 
comment  on  the  possibUlty  of  a  price  In- 
crease here.  He  did  say,  however,  that  the 
company  had  recently  raised  its  bread  a 
cent  a  loaf  on  the  west  coast  and  in  Wiish- 
Ington,  D.  C. 

Bakers  note  that  though  there  Is  a  surplus 
of  soft  wheat,  the  price  of  hard  wheat— the 
kind  used  for  bread — Is  higher.  But  there 
is  no  shortage  of  hard  wheat.  The  Wteat 
Flour  Institute  of  Chicago,  representing  the 
Nation's  wheat  growers,  reported  yesterday 


that  the  hard  wheat  crops,  both  spring  and 
winter,  were  ample  to  meet  domestic  de- 
mands. 

The  troublemaker  is  durum  wheat,  an  espe- 
cially hard  variety  of  iiard  wheat  that  Is  the 
prlncli^al  ingredient  In  macaroni  products. 
For  the  last  two  years  disease  and  adverse 
weather  have  reduced  this  crop  and  this  year 
Federal  reports  indicate  that  supplies  will 
be  scarcer  than  ever. 

Macaroni  manufacturers,  many  of  whom 
formerly  used  only  durum  for  their  products 
now  must  turn  to  other  hard  wheats  entirely 
or  in  combination  with  whatever  durum  they 
can  get.  It  Is  the  demand  from  this  quarter 
that  has  increased  the  coet  of  the  hard 
wheats  that  bread  makers  must  use. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  YOUNG.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  congratulate  my  col- 
league from  North  E>akota  on  his  very 
adequate  and  helpful  discussion  of  the 
bill  as  it  comes  from  the  conference  com- 
mittee. I  shall  have  to  oppose  the  adop- 
tion of  the  conference  report,  because, 
while  it  has  some  very  fine  qualities — the 
wool  section  for  example — the  adoption 
of  the  program  carrj'ing  the  possible 
support  level  to  82 » 2  percent  is  a  hazard 
for  the  farmers  which  I  will  not  endorse 
or  underwrite. 

I  congratulate  my  colleague  for  the  Job 
he  did  in  the  conference.  I  talked  with 
him  several  times  during  the  course  of 
the  conference,  and  I  know  he  was  out- 
numbered, but  he  was  not  ouCmaneu- 
vered.  He  was  outvoted.  He  put  up  a 
strong  case.  He  represented  the  position 
of  a  majority  of  us  on  the  Senate  Agri- 
culture Committee  but  he  represented  the 
minority  point  of  view  of  the  Senate  as  a 
whole,  unfortunately. 

I  should  like  to  say  further  to  my  col- 
league from  North  Dakota  that,  like  him. 
I  have  some  doubts  about  the  hi^  hopes 
held  by  the  advocates  of  this  proposed 
legislation  when  they  say  it  is  a  step 
toward  greater  agricultural  prosperity. 
We  all  want  the  farmer  to  prosper  and 
succeed;  but  I  fear,  as  I  say,  that  the 
present  bill  will  not  lead  to  agricultural 
prosperity,  and  I  shall  vote  against  the 
conference  report  in  the  hope  that  if  we 
send  it  back  to  conference  they  can  im- 
prove it. 

After  voting  against  the  sliding  price 
support  amendment  last  week  substitut- 
ing 82 'iz  percent  to  90  percent  price  sup- 
ports for  our  committee  bill  to  oontinue 
straight  90  percent  supports.  I  then  voted 
for  the  Senate  version  of  the  farm  bill 
on  final  passage  since  to  have  defeated 
It  at  that  time  would  have  caused  us  to 
revert  to  the  Anderson  bill  of  1949  with 
its  drastic  version  of  flexible  price  sup- 
ports ranging  from  90  percent  all  the 
way  down  to  75  percent.  Howefver,  we 
now  face  quite  a  different  situation  on 
this  conference  report.  Instead  of  im- 
proving the  Senate  version  in  my  opinion 
the  conferees  have  weakened  it  and  by 
defeating  the  conference  report  at  this 
time  we  can  send  the  bill  back  to  confer- 
ence where  perhaps  dairy  supports  could 
be  raised  at  least  to  77^2  percent — per- 
haps to  the  House  version  of  80  percent — 
and  other  correctives  could  be  added. 

At  least  we  now  run  no  risk  of  getting 
the  75  percent  to  90  percent  sliding  sup- 
ports because  a  vote  against  this  confer- 
ence report  sends  the  whole  bill  back 
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to  conference— It  does  not  kill  the  legis- 
lation as  would  have  been  the  case  had 
the  Senate  version  of  the  bill  been  de- 
feated on  flnf.l  passage  by  our  votes  of 
last  week.  I  urge  that  the  conference 
report  be  defeated  and  that  the  farm  bill 
be  sent  back  to  conference  for  further 
revision  in  the  same  manner  that  the 
atomic  energy  bill  was  slowly  but  surely 
corrected  by  sending  it  back  to  confer- 
ence. A  vote  against  the  conference  re- 
port is  now  our  best  means  to  register 
a  protest  against  dropping  price  supports 
below  90  p>erc<>nt  and  our  best  hope  to 
force  the  conference  committee  to  bring 
back  a  better  bill  for  the  American 
farmer. 

Mr.  YOUNO.  I  thank  my  distin- 
guished friend  from  South  Dakota  for 
his  great  intei-est  in  agriculture.  Ever 
Since  I  have  t>een  associated  with  him 
as  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  has  always  been 
greatly  concerned  about  sigricultural 
problems  and  more  particularly  good 
fiirm  prices.  I  think  many  Members  of 
the  Senate  would  be  more  than  happy 
to  adopt  another  kind  of  plan  or  none 
at  all  if  we  believed  farmers  could  be 
pssured  of  fair  and  adequate  prices  for 
their  commodities. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Precisely.  1  think  we 
all  recognize  that  the  farm  problem  is 
nn  economic  problen*.  not  a  poUtical 
issue.  It  BO  hspper-,  that  the  producers 
of  the  kind  of  products  involved  hi  this 
bill  lacked  the  necessary  votes:  a  switch 
of  three  votes  would  have  given  us  vic- 
tory for  90  r«rcent  price  supports  in 
the  vote  last  week. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  I.  too, 
thank  the  Senator  frcmi  North  Dakota 
for  his  presentation.  I  hope  my  col- 
leacues  in  the  Senate  who  have  heard 
his  statement  will  take  the  opportunity 
to  read  and  reread  it  in  the  Record. 
He  has  set  forth  clearly  a  fact  which 
should  have  more  consideration  in  the 
United  States,  luunely,  that  wheat  serves 
dual  markets — the  market  for  human 
consumption  and  the  market  for  feed  for 
stock.  It  is  perfectly  logical  and  eco- 
nomically necessary  that  there  be  two 
prices  to  meet  the  two  needs.  In  the 
months  to  come.  I  hope  that  fact  will 
be  more  fully  understood  by  the  Ameri- 
can people,  because  I  beUeve  that  around 
it  we  can  build  a  sounder  economy  in  this 
particular  field  of  agriculture.  I  know 
that  the  committee  gave  careful  consid- 
eration to  that  fact.  I  am  sure  that 
many  Members  of  the  Senate  have  \m- 
derstood  fully  :for  the  first  time  that 
there  is  a  basic  division  in  the  use  of 
wheat  which,  better  understood,  will  re- 
sult in  a  sounder  approach  to  the  mar- 
keting of  wheat  and  will  In  the  end. 
bonefit  the  American  farmer  and  bene- 
fit the  American  taxpayer. 

I  intend  to  vote  for  the  conference  re- 
port. I  shall  vote  for  it  not  because  I 
am  wholly  satisfied  with  It.  for  I  am 
not,  but  because  only  in  that  way  can  we 
save  the  wool  industry  in  the  United 
States:  only  in  that  way  can  we  improve 
upon  the  law  which  will  take  effect  If 
we  do  not  have  the  provisions  which  are 


In  the  conference  report.  We  cannot 
hope  to  improve  upon  it  at  this  session; 
and.  as  between  the  two  alternatives,  in 
my  judgment,  the  best  thing  to  do  is  to 
adopt  the  report  which  Is  before  us. 

Mr.  YOUNO.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
thank  my  good  friend  frcwn  Oregon  for 
his  comments.  He  has  always  been  a 
good  friend  of  those  engaged  in  agricul- 
tural production.  We  certainly  cannot 
let  the  present  situation,  in  which  we 
actually  provide  a  higher  support  price 
for  feed  wheat  than  we  do  for  high  pro- 
tein wheat,  continue  much  longer. 

The  two-price  system  which  my 
friend  the  Senator  from  Oregon  strongly 
believes  in  would  be  one  method  of  cor- 
recting the  situation.  It  is  on3  way  in 
which  this  problem  of  giving  recognition 
to  quahty  wheat  production  could  be 
solved.  Somehow,  in  some  way,  it  will 
be  necessary  to  correct  the  present  situ- 
ation, or  have  the  whole  wheat  price 
support  program  greatly  in  danger  of 
collapsing. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  commend 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  for  his 
clear  and  understandable  statement  on 
the  agricultural  question.  As  he  has 
served  as  a  member  of  the  committee  of 
conference,  he  knew  very  well  what  he 
was  faced  with  and  the  concessions 
which  he  was  comF>elIed  to  make. 

It  was  most  disturbing  to  me  again  to 
receive  a  verification  of  fact  which  I  was 
endeavoring  to  have  cleared  up.  I 
thought  it  was  a  fact,  but  I  had  not  been 
able  to  obtain  the  figures  until  today.  I 
have  received  them  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agrlcxilture.  The  figures  show 
that  the  producer  is  receiving  only  42 
cents  of  the  consumer's  food  basket  dol- 
lar. That  figure  is  lower  than  any  which 
I  stated  on  the  floor  during  the  debate 
on  the  bilL  The  figures  which  I  have 
today  been  able  to  confirm  indicate  that 
the  producer  has  lost  13  cents  of  the 
consumer's  food  dollar  since  the  calen- 
dar year  1946.  Any  loss  which  the  pro- 
ducer has  suffered  has  not  been  a  gain 
to  the  constimer.  Let  us  bear  that  in 
mind.  If  ever  there  was  a  time  for  Con- 
gress to  settle  down  and  try  to  find  an 
answer  to  the  problem  which  faces  the 
American  farmer,  that  time  Is  now. 

I  returned  from  Minnesota  to  the 
Washington  Airport  at  6  o'clock  this 
morning.  While  I  was  in  Minnesota  I 
talked  with  a  number  of  producers,  re- 
liable, substantial  farmers  whom  I  have 
known  for  the  past  30  years.  They  told 
me  that  they  are  faced  with  selling  hens 
at  from  9  to  11  cents  a  pound,  and  that 
the  price  of  eggs  had  dropped  to  a  low  of 
20  cents  a  dozen.  The  dairy  prices  to 
the  farmer  have  gone  down  consistently 
during  this  calendar  year,  although  there 
are  rumors  to  the  effect  that  they  might 
go  up  somewhat  in  the  month  of  August. 

Despite  the  consistent  drop  In  the 
price  which  the  producer  receives,  every 
report  which  we  read  in  the  newspapers 
is  to  the  effect  that  the  price  of  milk 
to  the  consumer  will  be  increased.  These 
are  facts  which  cannot  in  any  sense  be 
debated  out  of  existence,  because  they 
are  economic  facts.  We  need  only  re- 
fer to  the  situation  in  the  country  to 
know  what  the  facts  are. 

Therefore,  as  I  examine  the  action 
of  the  committee  of  conference,  I  find 


some  accomplishments  which  are  com- 
mendable. I  note  that  the  conferees 
agreed  to  a  provision  in  the  House  bin 
relative  to  dairy  product  disposals.  In- 
cluding making  dairy  products  available 
for  the  school  lunch  program  and  to 
servicemen,  and  the  veterans'  hospitals. 
AH  this  is  commendable.  I  endeavored  to 
have  such  provisions  included  In  the  Sen- 
ate bill  during  the  debate  on  the  floor.  I 
am  glad  the  conferees  yielded  to  the 
House  on  this  item.  But  the  House  had 
to  yield  to  the  Senate  conferees  on  the 
question  of  the  80-percent  support  price 
for  dairy  products.  So  the  dairy  pro- 
ducer lost  the  5  percent  which  the  Hotise 
had  succeeded  in  giving  the  dairy  pro- 
ducer when  it  acted  on  the  farm  bill. 

As  I  have  examined  the  facts  as  I 
find  them  In  the  conference  report,  it 
disturbs  me  no  end  to  find  that  I  ar- 
rive at  a  conviction  with  which  1  can- 
not live,  or  at  least  I  cannot  live  with 
my  convictions.  If  I  vote  In  support  of 
the  conference  report.  If  there  be  a 
yea-and-nay  vote,  I  shall  vote  against 
the  report.  If  there  is  not  a  yea-and- 
nay  vote.  I  record  myself  as  being  op- 
posed to  the  conference  report. 

Between  now  and  the  convening  of  the 
84th  Congress  serious  thought  must  be 
given  to  what  kind  of  study  shall  be 
made  to  develop  a  farm  support  program 
and  a  farm  bill  which  wUl  restore  agri- 
culture to  a  basis  of  parity  with  the  other 
segments  of  the  Nation's  economy,  be- 
cause there  is  neither  Justice  nor  ex- 
planation for  the  high  degree  of  employ- 
ment in  industrial  prodiKJtlvity.  while 
agriculture  has  taken  a  decided  drop 
month  after  month. 

The  farmer  is  at  such  a  low  pohit  at 
present  that  he  is  compelled  to  inctu-  an 
increase  in  his  real  estate  mortgage  obli- 
gations, as  well  as  in  his  short  term  loans, 
which  have  doubled  in  only  a  few  jrears. 

I  wish  to  bring  my  thoughts  to  a  focal 
point.  If  any  of  us  can  consider  the 
statistical  fjicts  in  the  records  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculttu^  and  still  say 
that  the  farmer  is  doing  all  right,  he 
must  be  more  clear  in  his  thinking  than 
I  have  been  able  to  be  in  mine,  as  I 
have  examined  the  statistics  in  the  De- 
partment. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYE,    I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  I  agree  with  the 
opinion  of  the  distingiiished  Senator 
from  Minnesota  with  reference  to  the 
conference  report.  Does  not  the  Senator 
think  that  a  proposal  for  an  investiga- 
tion, such  as  was  made  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  On.- 
LETTE],  to  investigate  the  disparity  be- 
tween consumer  prices  and  the  drop  in 
prices  of  farm  products,  a  proposal  which 
was  rejected  some  time  ago,  would  be  a 
good  idea  for  the  Senate  to  take  up  as 
an  order  of  business  early  in  the  next 
Congress? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  endeavored  to  make 
clear  what  my  thinking  was  when  I  said 
that  Congress  needed  to  give  serious 
thought,  not  only  when  it  convenes  in 
January,  but  also  between  now  and  the 
beginning  of  the  next  Congress,  to  what 
shall  be  done  to  try  to  bring  agricultiu^ 
into  parity  with  other  segments  of  ovu- 
Nation's  economy.    I  care  not  what  type 
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<tf  study  is  made,  bat  some  plan  must 
be  Inltlatfd  whicli  would  restore  agri- 
culture to  faftlance.  Otherwise  the  Na- 
tion is  headed  for  a  recession.  There 
can  be  no  question  about  that,  because 
history  proves  it. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  As  I  remember,  the 
Senator  imm.  Minnesota  supported  the 
resolution  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Iowa,  which  provided  for  an  in- 
vestigation of  the  reason  why  farm  prices 
have  dropped,  while  the  prices  of  things 
which  the  farmer  buys  have  remained 
at  a  high  level  or  have  even  gone  higher 
and  higher.  Does  not  the  Senator  feel 
that  such  an  inquiry,  which  imfortu- 
nately  was  opposed  by  the  administra- 
tion, would  be  of  benefit  to  the  consumer 
and  to  farmer,  as  well? 

Mr.  THYE.  Several  approaches  must 
be  made  to  the  question,  if  the  farmer 
is  ever  to  be  brotight  back  on  the  road 
to  i>arity  in  the  Nation's  economy. 
-  Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  The  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee has  made  a  very  good  point,  with 
which  I  agree,  namely,  that  much  study 
and  analysis  must  be  made  of  the  price 
spread  between  the  consumer  and  the 
farmer. 

For  the  information  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee — and  I  have  just  con- 
firmed the  fact  with  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Aikxn],  chairman  of  the 
Conunlttee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry— the  staff  of  the  committee  has 
been  ordered,  during  the  recess,  to  make 
precisely  the  kind  of  study  and  investi- 
gation about  which  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  has  spoken,  by  calling  upon 
technicians  from  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  the  Library  of  Congress. 

There  is  already  under  way,  to  a  con- 
siderable degree,  a  pilot  study  of  a  dairy- 
products  plant  in  Wisconsin,  to  deter- 
mine why  the  producer  receives  too  little 
and  the  consumer  pays  so  much.  As 
that  study  Is  brought  to  a  conclusion, 
similar  studies  will  be  carried  into  other 
areas  of  farm  production. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  was  somewhat  encour- 
aged last  spring  when  the  chairman  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  stated  that  he  was  contin- 
uing in  the  emplosrment  of  the  Senate 
one  of  the  staff  members  who  had  done 
an  excellent  job  of  investigational  work 
on  the  importation  of  damaged  Cana- 
dian wheat,  of  which  some  had  gone 
into  milling  channels.  When  that  as- 
signment was  completed,  the  staff  mem- 
ber was  requested  to  do  investigational 
work,  as  I  understand,  in  the  field  of 
high  costs  and  the  price  spread  between 
what  the  producer  receives  and  what  the 
consimier  pays. 

That  study  has  been  in  progress  since 
some  time  last  spring.  I  have  not  seen 
any  fruit  harvested  from  that  particu- 
lar vine  or  tree.  For  that  reason  I  am 
wondering  whether  there  will  be  an  eco- 
nomic benefit  to  producers  by  reason  of 
a  further  committee  study  between  now 
and  the  next  session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 


Mr.  THYE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  First  I  wish  to  com- 
pliment the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
for  his  fine  analysis  and  appraisal  of 
the  conference  report.  I  agree  wit:»  the 
judgment  he  has  expressed  tonight  on 
the  conference  report  and  its  effect  on 
agriculture.  I  should  like  to  ask  my 
friend  the  Senator  from  Minnesota, 
when  he  suggests  that  a  study  be  made 
between  now  and  the  first  of  January,  if 
he  has  forgotten  that  the  bill  may  vvell 
be  considered  the  result  of  a  study  which 
has  been  in  progress  for  18  months 
within  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  did  not  have  in  mind 
that  a  committee  be  named.  I  more  or 
less  charged  myself  and  other  Senators 
who  are  here  assembled  with  the  re- 
sponsibility of  studying  this  question 
qmte  thoroughly  between  now  and  the 
convening  of  the  84th  Congress.  I  hope 
I  am  wrong,  but  I  am  fearful  that  unless 
in  some  manner  we  check  the  trend, 
great  harm  will  be  done.  If  one  gets 
away_from  the  metropolitan  centers^  rie 
can  see  the  losses  which  the  farmer  has 
suffered.  Those  who  live  in  metro- 
politan centers  merely  see  the  high 
prices  charged,  and  every  time  they 
make  a  complaint  about  the  high 
charges  they  are  informed  that  they  are 
caused  by  the  terrible  farm  support 
prices. 

It  is  natural  for  the  average  person 
to  believe  that,  because  in  the  last  4 
or  5  months  he  has  read  nothing  else 
in  the  newspapers,  listened  to  nothing 
else  over  the  radio,  and  learned  nothing 
else  by  other  means  of  communications. 
So  it  is  perfectly  natural  that  the  aver- 
age consumer  should  have  that  idea. 
When  the  housewife  complains  to  the 
cashier  in  the  store  about  the  high 
prices  of  groceries,  she  is  told  by  the 
clerk  what  causes  the  high  prices.  I  had 
such  an  experience  last  winter,  I  was  in 
a  store  with  my  wife,  and  we  mentioned 
to  the  clerk  that  the  prices  were  very 
high.  Without  blinking  an  eye,  that 
young  chap  said  that  the  terrible  farm 
support  program  had  brought  prices  to 
such  a  high  level.  I  asked  him  about 
potatoes.  He  told  me  all  about  the  sup- 
ports on  potatoes.  On  that  day  potatoes 
were  selling  at  5  cents  a  pound  in  the 
bin.  1  had  heard  producers  say  they 
could  not  get  a  dollar  a  hundred  pounds 
for  grade  1  potatoes. 

I  refer  to  my  experience  as  an  example 
of  the  widespread  misinformation  oon- 
ceming  what  the  producer  receives  and 
why  the  consumer  pays  such  high 
prices.  I  hope  each  one  us  will  appoint 
himself  a  committee  of  one  to  study  the 
question  of  what  should  be  recommend- 
ed when  Congress  reconvenes,  in  order 
that  we  may  get  down  to  bedrock  in  con- 
nection with  the  farm  economic  ques- 
tion, in  an  attempt  to  restore  agricul- 
ture to  a  position  in  which  it  can  enjoy 
some  of  the  fruits  of  the  present  pros- 
perous national  economy.  The  farmers 
are  not  enjoying  their  share  of  it. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Does  not  the  Sena- 
tor from  Minnesota  agree  that  the  farm 
bill  was  the  result  of  more  than  a  year's 
study  by  a  committee  or  commission 
which  worked  with  the  Department  of 
Agricultiu-e,  and  that  we  would  not  de- 


sire to  have  such  a  committee  or  com- 
mission look  after  the  future  of  the 
farmers? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  can  answer  that  ques- 
tion without  any  equivocation  whatso- 
ever. In  the  course  of  that  study  sup- 
port prices  on  dairy  products  have 
dropped  from  90  to  75  percent.  Prices 
of  eggs  to  the  producer  have  fallen  more 
than  25  percent.  The  prices  of  hens 
have  gone  to  such  a  low  that  those  in 
the  statistical  oflBces  are  in  a  quandary 
in  trying  to  ascertain  what  has  influ- 
enced the  poultry  and  egg  market.  The 
market  is  far  out  of  line  with  what  it 
should  be  when  the  increase  in  the  pro- 
duction of  poultry  and  eggs  is  conssidered. 

I  am  citing  facts  which  anyone  can 
gather  by  reading  the  statistical  records. 
I  am  not  referring  to  statistics  Which  I 
have  not  seen  in  the  records;  I  am  citing 
facts  from  statistical  reports.  As  a  re- 
sult of  studies  by  an  advisory  committee, 
we  find  that  supports  on  basic  commodi- 
ties have  dropped  to  82 '2  percent,  and 
have  dropped  to  75  percent  on  dairy 
products.  We  are.  .so  to  speak,  hanging 
on  to  the  eave  troughs  by  our  finger- 
nails. I  have  referred  to  inesc&peable 
facts.  I  cannot  return  to  my  constitu- 
ents and  say  that  I  voted  for  the  con- 
ference report  because  I  fully  supported 
it.  I  shall  be  able  to  say  only  that  I  am 
in  faVor  of  the  portion  of  the  bill  which 
relates  to  the  eradication  of  brucellosis 
in  dairy  cows,  because  that  will  take  a 
few  cows  out  of  the  milk  barns. 

I  shall  also  be  able  to  say  that  I  sup- 
ported expansion  of  the  school-lunch 
program,  and  that  I  supported  the  pro- 
posal that  boys  in  military  camps  be 
given  all  the  dairy  products  they  can 
consume.  I  shall  be  able  to  say  that  I 
am  more  or  les-s  in  support  of  the  provi- 
sion looking  toward  an  equitable  solution 
of  the  wheat  problem.  I  can  absolutely 
commend  the  conferees  on  all  those  as- 
pects of  the  bill. 

However,  when  we  consider  price  sup- 
ports for  ba.sic  commodities,  it  will  be 
seen  that  the  underpinnings  which  kept 
commodity  prices  up  have  been  whittled 
away  on  the  ground  that  the  huge  sur- 
pluses have  had  a  depressing  effect  on 
the  market.  When  support  prices  on 
commodities  were  reduced  to  82  >  2  per- 
cent, that  did  not  help  the  producer. 
It  merely  meant  that  supports  went  from 
90  percent  to  82 » 2  percent.  So  prices 
receded.  When  dairy  supports  were  re- 
duced from  90  to  75  percent,  that  did  not 
help  the  producer. 

I  may  be  able  to  say  that  we  were 
promi.sed  that  with  proper  administrative 
effort  there  is  a  hope  that  we  can  get  rid 
of  the  surpluses  and  get  back  to  a  normal 
place  in  the  market. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  The  items  which  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  has  selected 
from  the  conference  report  are  the  ones 
with  respect  to  which  I  should  like  to 
join  with  him.  That  is  about  the  extent 
of  the  approval  I  can  give  to  the  confer- 
ence report.  Therefore,  if  there  is  a 
yea-and-nay  vote.  I  shall  vote  against 
the  conference  report.    If  there  is  not  a 
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yea-and-nay  vote,  I  want  my  objection 
recorded. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  yield  the 
floor. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  expect  to  discuss  now  the  facts  which 
have  been  for  months  the  subject  matter 
of  this  long  and  difficult  debate.  I  merely 
wish  to  say  that  I  have  never  known  a 
subject  matter  with  respect  to  which  I 
have  seen  convictions  run  so  deep,  and 
in  connection  with  which  I  have  seen, 
nevertheless,  courtesy  and  kindness  dis- 
played to  such  a  great  extent  as  that 
which  has  prevailed  throughout  this 
debate. 

So  I  end  the  debate  with  the  utmost 
of  respect  and  devotion  for  every  mem- 
ber of  the  committee.  I  have  found 
them  fighting  for  the  rights  of  the 
farmers,  as  they  believed  they  could  best 
serve  those  rights;  and  I  have  the  utmost 
of  respect  for  each  and  all  of  them. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  two  Important 
points  which  I  wish  to  discuss  briefly  with 
respect  to  this  legislation.  First,  with 
reference  to  price  supports  on  basics; 
of  course  this  measure  in  no  way  affects 
the  permanent  90-percent  support  pro- 
pram  for  tobacco.  The  conference  re- 
port, as  applied  to  existing  law,  perma- 
nently provides,  after  1955.  for  price  sup- 
ports on  the  five  basic  agricultural  com- 
modities, other  than  tobacco,  at  from  75 
to  90  percent  of  parity.  The  82V^  to 
90  percent  of  parity  provided  In  the  leg- 
islation is  for  1955,  and  for  that  one  year 
only.  This  is  a  temporary  bridge  to  the 
permanent  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949,  the  Anderson  Act.  This 
measure  reflects  the  intention  of  Con- 
gress to  gradually  shift  from  high,  rigid 
supports  to  flexible  supports.  This  phi- 
losophy is  further  carried  out  by  retain- 
ing the  provision  for  modernized  pkarity 
to  go  into  effect  in  1956  on  the  basic  com- 
modities. As  the  Senate  knows,  the 
transition  to  the  new  parity  is  on  a 
gradual  basis  that  shifts  parity  for  com- 
modities on  the  basis  of  the  last  10 -year 
average  price  for  each  commodity,  rather 
than  to  continue  indefinitely  to  use  an 
unrealistic  parity  built  upon  price  levels 
in  the  years  from  1910  to  1914. 

Second,  with  reference  to  production 
controls.  This  legislation,  together  with 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938 
and  the  Agricultiiral  Acts  of  1948  and 
1949,  fully  expresses  the  intention  of 
Congress  to  control  production  as  a 
necessary  part  of  price  support. 

The  support  of  prices  above  what  buy- 
ers would  otherwise  pay  has  the  effect  of 
increasing  production,  which,  in  turn, 
has  the  effect  of  causing  supply  to  ex- 
ceed demand  and  thereby  forcing  the 
lowering  of  prices.  Accordingly,  in  order 
to  assist  in  supporting  prices  Congress 
has  established  the  pohcy  of  keeping 
supplies  in  line  with  demand,  not  only 
by  providing  for  lower  price  supports, 
when  surpluses  mount.  But  by  provid- 
ing authority  and  direction  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  to  control  produc- 
tion by  the  use  of  acreage  allotments  and 
marketing  quotas,  and  by  the  limitation 
of  the  use  of  diverted  acres.  Unfortu- 
nately, the  large  surpluses  carried  over 
from  past  programs  when  production 
was  not  properly  controlled  will  make  it 
necessary,  for  the  time  being,  to  continue 


controls  along  with  the  lower  level  of 
price  support. 

The  support  of  prices  is  the  part  of  the 
farm  program  that  many  farmers  view 
with  pleastu-e.  On  the  other  hand,  they 
frequently  look  upon  the  control  of  pro- 
duction as  the  disagreeable  part  of  the 
program.  Nevertheless,  most  of  the 
farmers  receiving  price  support  are  re- 
alistic and  they  know  that  it  is  impos- 
sible to  continue  to  support  prices  and 
not  at  the  same  time  effectively  control 
production.  It  is  generally  recognized 
by  farmers  that  It  is  unfair  to  that  large 
majority  of  agricultural  producers  who 
produce  nonsupported  crops  to  subject 
them  to  Government-subsidized  compe- 
tition by  the  unlimited  use  of  diverted 
acres. 

We  have  made  It  clear  that  we  fully 
expect  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
o[>erate  the  price-support  program  in  a 
manner  that  will  keep  suppUes  in  Une 
with  demand  and  that,  of  course,  in- 
cludes effective  control  of  production. 
The  Congress  fully  recognizes  that  rigid 
controls  are  the  inevitable  result  of  high, 
rigid  price  supports. 

This  legislation  provides,  among  other 
things,  that  beginning  with  1955.  any 
person  who  knowingly  harvests  any  basic 
agricultural  commodity  on  his  farm  in 
excess  of  the  farm  acreage  allotment 
shall  be  ineligible  for  agricultural  con- 
servation payments.  While  this  has  the 
effect  of  depriving  a  farmer  of  his  ACP 
pasrment  if  he  actually  harvests  more 
than  his  acreage  allotment,  neverthe- 
less, It  should  be  fully  understood  that, 
for  purposes  of  acreage  allotments,  mar- 
keting quotas,  and  diverted  acreage  reg- 
ulation, a  farm  is  out  of  compliance  if 
acreage  is  planted  thereon  in  excess  of 
the  quantity  specified.  It  was  our  inten- 
tion, as  stated  in  the  conference  report, 
that  a  farmer  should  not  be  penalized  by 
losing  his  ACP  payment  unless  he  know- 
ingly harvested  more  than  his  allotment. 
This  is  a  separate  matter,  entirely,  from 
his  ehgibility  for  price  supp>ort  and  Ls 
not  intended  to  lessen  in  any  way  the 
control  of  his  diverted  acreage. 

Mr.  President,  in  closing,  since  there 
is  in  the  conference  report  and  in  the 
bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate  a  paragraph 
which  provides  that  under  grapefruit 
marketing  contracts,  that  part  of  the 
fruit  which  goes  into  cans  may  be  in- 
cluded and  controlled  along  with  that 
which  is  marketed  in  fresh  fruit  chan- 
nels, provided  the  conditions  imposed 
by  the  law  are  met.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  included  at  this  point,  in 
the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks 
an  article  from  a  recent  issue  of  the 
Lakeland  Ledger,  of  Lakeland.  Fla., 
based  on  the  latest  United  States  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  statistics  show- 
ing the  returns  to  the  Florida  grapefruit 
grow^ers  from  their  crops  in  the  past  2 
years. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcoao. 
as  follows: 

Plokioa  QxhrmvTT  Gbowks's  Net  Avkbages 

•21  AN  Acu 

(By  Oeorge  Knight) 

The  average  Plorida  grapefruit  grower  who 
marketed  his  fruit  between  Octol>er  1,  1953. 
and  June  30,  1954,  netted  approximately  $21 
f>er  acre.    This  comparea  to  about  $97  he 


netted  during  the  1953-53  teason.  and  with 
•158  per  acre  the  average  orange  grower  mad* 
last  seaaon. 

The  $21  was  hia  net  before  he  deducted 
taxes  and  depreciation,  according  to  calctila- 
tlons  computed  by  the  Ledger  from  figures 
supplied  by  authoritative  industry  aoitfcea. 
No  citrus  agencies  hare  Issued  ofBclal  cost 
summaries  covering  grapefruit  grown  last 
season. 

This  means  that  the  Florida  grapefruit 
grower  netted  (before  taxes  and  deprecia- 
tion) about  0  cents  per  box  last  season  com- 
pared to  about  30  cents  for  the  1952-5S 
season. 

During  the  October-to-June  period,  ap- 
proximately 39,500.000  boxes  of  grapefruit 
were  utilized,  compared  to  31,340.000  boss* 
utilized  the  previous  season. 

In  spite  of  the  fact  that  more  grapefruit 
was  marketed,  it  is  estimated  that  the  total ' 
gross  on -tree  sales  value  of  PlorUla  grape- 
fruit for  that  period  the  past  season  was  only 
•  18.170.000,  compared  to  •24.703.000  the  pre- 
vious season. 

The  grapefruit  grower  grossed  4«  cents  a 
box  (on- tree)  for  all  methods  of  sale  during 
the  period  of  October  to  June.  However,  the 
grower  who  sold  most  of  his  fruit  fresh  did 
much  better  than  the  one  who  was  forced  to 
sell  most  of  his  fruit  to  the  cannery.  The 
46  cents  is  an  average  o(f  United  States  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  on-tree  prices.  The 
USDA  flgiires  revealed  that  a  simple  average 
of  fresh-fruit  prices  was  86  cents  on-tree  but 
the  grower  seUlng  to  the  cannery  groescd  only 
6  cents  per  box  on-tree  during  the  period. 

On-tree  averages  fc»-  the  1952-53  season 
were  76  cents  for  all  methods  of  sale;  •I. 08 
for  fruit  sold  fresh,  and  40  cents  for  grape- 
fruit sold  to  processing  plants. 

An  authoritative  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture  source  revealed  that  there 
were  about  112,000  acres  of  bearing  grape- 
fruit trees  in  the  State  last  season,  compared 
to  about  104.000  the  previous  season.  The 
cost  of  production  is  figured  to  be  about 
•140  per  acre,  or  about  the  same  as  for  the 
1952-53  season. 

This  shows  that  the  average  Florida  grape- 
fruit grower  grossed  only  •lei  per  acre 
(on-tree)  the  past  season,  compared  to  •SST 
for  the  1952-53  season.  And  be  netted  Sai 
per  acre  compared  to  887  the  previous 
season. 

Production  per  acre  for  October  to  June 
is  estimated  to  be  352  boxes  per  acre,  com- 
pared to  312  boxes  per  acre  the  previous 
season. 

The  figures  in  this  summary  are  intended 
to  be  only  statistical  averages,  and  certainly 
do  not  represent  the  case  of  every  Florida 
grapefniit  grower. 

Some  grapefr\ilt  growers — those  with  high- 
quality  seedless,  pinks  and  reds  which  sold 
readily  in  the  fresh  market,  made  substan- 
tial fHXtfits.  Other  growers,  with  a  predomi- 
nance of  seeded  grapefruit  which  moved  to 
the  cannery,  took  a  substantial  loss. 

Figures  for  19S2-A3  used  In  this  article 
were  taken  from  annual  summaries  of  the 
Florida  and  United  States  Departments  of 
Agriculture. 

Mr.  HOIl^AND.  Mr.  President,  I 
strongly  hope  that  the  conference  report 
may  be  approved. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President.  I  am  op- 
posed to  the  conference  report.  I  shall 
vote  against  it,  if  given  the  opportunity. 
If  not,  I  wish  the  RKcoao  to  show  not 
only  that  I  am  opposed  to  the  confer- 
ence report,  but  that  in  my  Judgment  it 
is  the  most  unfortunate  and  damaging 
piece  of  proposed  legislation  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  has  passed 
in  my  lifetime. 

In  a  recent  issue  of  the  Washington 
Sunday  Star,  I  saw  the  following  head- 
line :  "Eisenhower  Scores  Farm  Victory." 
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liCr.  President,  since  then  I  have  been 
thinking  a  great  deal  about  the  victor 
and  the  vanquished.  The  press  of  the 
country  for  the  past  several  days  has 
declared,  in  bold  headlines,  that  the 
present  national  Republican  administra- 
tion has  won  its  greatest  victory. 

Mr.  President,  who  is  the  vanquished? 
There  cannot  be  a  victor  without  there 
also  being  one  who  is  defeated.  It  may 
be  that  Eisenhower  does  not  know  who 
the  vanquished  are,  but  the  vanquished 
know. 

A  few  days  ago  I  saw  in  the  Washing- 
ton News  a  story  about  Mr.  Ezra  Taft 
Benson.  The  headline  read:  "Strong 
Man  in  the  Cabinet — Denounced  and 
Mocked,  Benson  Is  Now  a  Hero." 

Mr.  President,  what  made  him  a  hero? 
The  impoverishment  of  American  farm- 
ers? The  stripping  from  them  of  the 
limited  farm  program  they  had?  The 
weakening  of  the  economic  structure 
that  was  theirs,  and  upon  which  they 
were  dependent? 

I  read  from  the  article: 

They  mocked  him  and  called  him  stupid 
and  denounced  blm  as  the  worst  Agriculture 
Secretazy  of  history,  and  demanded  that 
President  Elsenhower  fire  him.  But  Ezra 
Taft  Benson  stood  his  ground.  Today  he 
has  emerged  as  hero  of  the  biggest  legisla- 
tive victory  the  Elsenhower  administration 
has  had. 

Mr.  President,  I  remember  a  story  of 
ancient  Pome,  when  the  Emperor  re- 
ceived word  from  one  of  his  generals 
that  he  had  won  a  great  victory,  but 
after  the  casualties  were  known,  the 
emperor  became  very  much  aware  that 
while  he  had  won  the  battle  it  had  prob- 
ably cost  him  the  war.  And  throughout 
the  days  ahead,  when  his  heart  was 
troubled  and  his  mind  was  ridden  with 
fear  he  was  heard  often  to  say  "Varus, 
Varus,  give  me  back  my  legions" — be- 
cause while  a  victory  had  been  won,  the 
legions  had  been  sacrificed,  and  the  em- 
peror knew  that  the  empire  had  been 
endangered. 

I  see  the  chairman  of  the  Agricultural 
Committee,  a  distinguished  Senator  and 
an  eflfectlve  leader,  in  this  victory.  If 
Eisenhower  is  the  general  and  if  Benson 
is  the  chief  of  staff,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Vermont  has  been  the  commander 
of  the  shock  troops,  and  they  have  been 
victorious.  They  have  ridden  rough- 
shod, Mr.  President,  over  millions  of 
American  farmers  who  tonight,  if  they 
were  aware  of  the  detail  of  history,  might 
be  thinlcing  of  what  was  in  the  minds  of 
the  gladiators  in  ancient  Rome  when 
forced  into  the  ar^na  whence  there  was 
no  escape  except  in  death,  who  looked 
upon  the  face  of  their  emperor  and  gave 
voice  to  the  sad  and  terrible  words, 
"Moriturl  te  salutant":  "We  who  are 
about  to  die  salute  you." 

I  hope  there  is  that  within  the  heart 
of  the  American  farmer  tonight,  Mr. 
President,  which  can  give  him  that  cour- 
age, because  the  millions  of  them  who 
are  the  victims  of  this  bill,  if  not  aware 
tonight,  will  be  aware  as  the  inexorable 
march  of  the  days  and  the  weeks  and 
the  months  ahead  disclose  the  tragedy  to 
them.  They  who  are  yet  alive  will  be 
saying,  "We  who  are  about  to  die  salute 
you." 


I  wish  to  read  to  the  Senate,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  testimony  of  one  of  the  casual- 
ties of  this  greatest  legislative  victory 
the  Eisenhower  administration  has  had. 

Mr.  President,  if  this  administration 
had  launched  its  mighty  power  against 
the  embedded  forces  of  wealth  and 
budged  them  from  their  position  for  the 
benefit  of  citizens,  it  would  be  entitled  to 
the  paeans  of  praise  and  tributes  for 
victory.  But  against  whom  did  the  ad- 
ministration launch  this  victorious  at- 
tack? Was  it  against  the  entrenched 
private  power  lobby  in  this  city?  No. 
sir.  They  are  more  powerful  tonight 
than  ever  in  the  history,  and  are  con- 
gratulating themselves,  Mr.  President, 
upon  the  amazing  successes  they  have 
achieved. 

I  remember  when  the  President  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  spoke  to 
the  National  Bankers'  Association  in  this 
city  and  told  them  of  the  fiscal  policies  of 
this  administratifin,  Mr.  Presideri.  and 
that  crowd  of  bankers  cheered  until  the 
rafters  rang.  When  the  good  President 
and  his  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  left 
there,  they  were  congratulating  each 
other  on  the  belief  that  they  had  the 
bankers  of  the  country  in  their  pockets. 
But.  Mr.  President,  the  bankers  were 
congratulating  themselves,  that  they  had 
the  President  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury 'in  their  pockets. 

No,  the  victory  was  not  against  the 
bankers,  Mr.  President,  the  victory  was 
against  that  group  who,  as  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Georgia  the  other 
day  advised  us,  are  at  the  bottom  of  the 
economic  totem  pole  in  this  country,  of 
whom  one-third  have  an  annual  income 
of  less  than  $1,000.  So,  in  this  instance, 
when  the  General  marched  his  forces 
and  when  Chief  of  Staff  Benson  gave  the 
orders  and  when  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont led  those  shock  troops,  they  oTer- 
whelmed  that  group  of  American  citi- 
zens. I  wish  to  read  the  plaintive  wail 
from  one  of  them,  which  I  hold  in  my 
hand: 

Chickasha,  Okla.,  August  13.  195:4. 
Hon.  Bob  Kerr,  1 

United  States  Senate.  ' 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Kerr:  As  the  wife  of  a  sttiill 
dairy  farmer  I  listen  with  Interest  personiilly 
every  morning  to  the  news  as  to  what  has 
been  done  about  the  farm  program  in  Wash- 
ington the  day  before. 

Mr.  President,  by  the  millions  small 
farm  families  across  the  Nation  had 
tuned  their  ears  to  Waohington.  They 
listened  to  the  radio.  They  read  the 
newspapers.  They  were  seeking,  long- 
ing, hoping  for  a  word  of  relief  and  a 
word  of  cheer. 

Mr.  Kerr  I  honestly  wonder  If  Mr.  Benson 
and  his  associates  can  really  understand 
the  condition  of  we  small  farmers  and  dairy- 
men. I  have  no  doubt  that  he  wants  to  do 
what  is  best  for  our  interest,  but  does  he 
understand?  , 

What  graciousness,  Mr.  President. 
"We  who  are  about  to  die  salute  you." 

Last  year  when  the  drought  came  we  were 
told  over  and  over,  cull  your  herds  and  feed 
for  better  production. 

Do  Senators  hear  those  words  ema- 
nating from  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
tiure? 


When  yo-i  are  drowning  you  will  try  any- 
thing. I  have  sales  and  purchase  slips  to 
show  that  we  did  Just  that.  We  culled  five 
head  of  dairy  cows  and  shipped  to  Oklahoma 
City  Stock  Yards.  We  had  given  $1,197  for 
them,  or  an  average  price  of  $239  per  head. 
We  received  a  check  from  the  Natlooal  Live- 
stock Commission  for  $330  16.  or  an  average 
price  of  $66  per  head.  Then  we  paid  the 
trucker  $10  for  hauling  them.  Mr.  Kerr  (ac- 
cording to  our  sales  slip).  Armour  &  Co. 
bought  the  cows.  In  less  than  1  month  from 
that  time,  according  to  reports  from  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture,  the  packers  were  to  be 
reimbursed  for  cattle  purchased.  I  ask  you. 
why  reimburse  them,  we  had  already  taken 
the  l(3ss,  not  the  packers.  Why  coiUdn't  we 
have  been  reimbursed  lor  our  loss»  In  ac- 
cordance with  our  ."^ales  slips  direct,  or  the 
packers  instructed  to  reimburse  the  farmers 
according  to  their  purchases  from  the 
farmer. 

Now  we  are  In  the  depth  of  another 
drought,  and  again  we  are  te^ld.  cull  for  bet- 
ter production.  Yesterday  we  took  one  cull 
dairy  cow  to  Oklahoma  City  Stock  Yards.  We 
had  given  $223  fur  this  935-pound  cow,  and, 
Mr.  Kerr,  w?  received  7  cents  per  pcund.  or 
$69  65.  Acain.  Armour  &  Co.  boueht  the  cow. 
We  have  got  to  cull  more  cows,  due  to  pas- 
ture and  feed,  and  Im  sure  you  knt^w  »e  are 
p<3!nf:  to  have  to  take  the  same  l.tnd  of  price, 
5  to  7  cents  per  pound,  as  that  is  the  class  all 
da^y  caitl?  are  placed  in.  Can  you  explain 
to  Mr.  Benson  that  we  small  dairymen  thr.t 
have  to  sacrifice  these  dairy  cattle  JUst  can't 
po  on  like  th).=  ;  that  we  ;u<t  have  tO  have  a 
better  program  cf  seme  kind. 

"We  who  are  about  to  die.  salute  you." 
What  el:.e  can  there  be  in  that  wail? 

We  are  lOslng  money  on  these  cattle,  de- 
pletinj?  our  herds.  When  this  draught  is 
over,  there  will  be  no  money,  no  cattle. 
Please  try  once  more  to  show  that  ruan  Just 
what  he's  doint;  to  wc  small  dairymen,  when 
h-?  lowers  the  pnnty  on  milk  until  We  can't 
ariord  to  prcxluce  milk,  and  have  to  sacri- 
fice our  dairy  c<jWs  at  5  cents  per  pound. 
We  come  up  wi'h  no  production,  no  price. 
no  feed,  no  money — then  where  to?  Does 
he  have  an  answer.' 

Yours  for  a  better  farm   program,  I  am. 

Then  she  gives  me  her  name  and  her 
address. 

Ah,  Mr.  President,  at  what  price  dees 
Ben.son  win  the  fzreatest  legislative  vic- 
tory of  this  admini-iration?  At  the 
price  of  human  suflferiUK  and  poverty. 
That  is  the  price.  I  say  to  the  Senate 
that  is  the  price  that  Americans  will 
have  to  pay  fur  this  farm  bill.  We  are 
making  them  pay  it.  we  who  were  sent 
here  to  repreccnt  the  people  and  to  help 
them  receive  equity  and  juj^tice  from 
their  Government,  the  greatest  Gov- 
ernment on  this  earth.  We  have 
stripped  hope  from  their  hearts  as  if 
it  were  something  vile,  something  to 
which  Americans  are  not  entitled.  We 
are  takin??  it  from  them  with  the  cold, 
ruthless  hand  of  law. 

Oh,  we  will  put  another  palm  leaf  on 
the  Croix  de  Guerre  for  the  Secretary 
of  Aariculture  and  for  the  chairman  of 
the  committee.  He  will  be  decorated 
for  bravery  in  action  for  leading  the 
shock  troops  which  marched  across  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  and  the 
economic  graves  of  millions  of  American 
farmers. 

I  say  it  is  a  tarnished  medal.  I  say 
it  is  not  a  reward  for  service  to  Amer- 
ican citizens.  It  is  recognition  for  what 
he  has  done  to  them.  Eisenhower 
scored  a  farm  victory,  Benson  is  a  hero. 
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and  millions  of  American  farm  families 
are  the  losers.  There  will  be  reverbera- 
tions echoing  across  the  length  and 
breadth  of  this  land. 

*We  who  are  about  to  die,  salute  you." 

They  who  live  will  right  this  wrong. 
They  who  live  will  send  representatives 
here  to  restore  justice  and  do  equity, 
and  make  sure  that  when  farm  legisla- 
tion is  passed  by  Congress  the  people 
will  score  a  victory,  not  someone  who 
knows  not  what  he  hsis  won. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  we  have  caught  ourselves 
in  another  tangle  here  this  evening, 

I  remember,  almost  2  years  ago,  at  the 
beginning  of  1953,  when  Benson  came 
before  the  committee,  the  first  question 
I  a':ked  him  was,  '"Are  you  in  favor  of 
a  .'Sliding  scale?" 

He  hedged,  and  he  said  that  he  would 
have  to  do  a  lot  of  studying  and  investi- 
gating. Senators  will  remember  that  he 
has  been  investigating  ever  since  1953. 

Let  us  not  blame  the  conferees  this 
time.  Let  us  not  blame  them  for  this 
b:ll.  Let  us  remember  that  this  bill  was 
Benson-drawn  in  the  House  and  Benson- 
drafted  through  the  Senate.  We  were 
boxed  in,  so  to  speak.  Therefore,  we 
are  in  an  awful  fix.  This  is  the  best 
that  could  be  brought  back  to  us  by  the 
conference  committee.  I  did  not  sign 
the  conference  report,  and  I  am  glad 
to  .say  that  the  junior  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  (Mr.  YottncI  refused  to  sign  it. 

One  of  the  main  reasons  for  my  refus- 
ing to  sign  the  conference  report  was 
not  because  of  the  disagreement  in  con- 
ference, but  because  I  am  not  in  favor 
of  flexible  price  supports.  I  believe  the 
purpose  of  price  supports  is  to  protect 
the  farmer  when  he  is  in  need.  Any 
Senator  who  travels  among  farmers 
knows  they  are  in  need.  I  remember 
when  I  was  a  small  boy.  Just  growing 
up,  I  was  told  that  the  farmer  is  the 
man  who  feeds  us  all.  and  that  is  a 
true  statement,  I  know,  Mr.  President, 
that  every  rece.-Bion  has  started  with  the 
farmer,  and  that  every  depression  has 
started  with  the  farmer. 

No  one  can  tell  me  that  the  farmer  Is 
not  in  a  depresf  ed  condition  today,  when 
everything  he  must  buy  is  still  priced 
hiah — it  has  not  come  down — and  the 
price  of  everything  the  farmer  sells  has 
gone  down. 

I  believe  we  should  protect  the  farmer. 
Oh.  yes,  we  have  been  caught  again.  I 
know  that.  I  know  that  a  great  many 
members  of  the  committee  knew  that  we 
would  be  caught  like  this. 

There  is  on  tlie  books  the  1949  act.  and 
v.e  were  told,  "If  you  do  not  pass  a  new 
bill,  you  will  get  the  1949  act."  Do  Sen- 
ators know  what  we  would  have  under 
the  1949  act?  The  support  program 
would  range  fram  75  percent  to  90  per- 
cent. That  is  what  we  were  faced  with 
all  the  way.  The  bUl  was  held  up  until 
the  very  end  ol  the  session,  so  we  could 
be  told.  "Take  it.  or  leave  it." 

I  am  one  who  feels  that  two  wrongs 
do  not  make  one  right.  The  act  of  1949 
is  wrong,  and  this  bill  is  wrong.  The 
only  way  I  car  tell  the  farmers  of  my 
State  and  the  farmers  of  the  Nation,  that 
I  am  against  it  is  by  refusing  to  sign  the 
conference  report  and  to  vote  against 
its  adoption. 

We  have  been  fenced  in,  that  is  true. 


This  bill  will  become  law.  and  if  the 
same  representatives  in  Congress  return 
next  year — I  do  not  believe  they  will — 
this  law  will  be  amended,  and  then  Mr. 
Benson  will  get  everything  he  wants. 
No;  he  did  not  get  this  year  all  he  wanted. 
Let  no  one  tell  me  that  he  got  every- 
thing he  wanted.  No  one  can  tell  me 
that  Benson  has  been  the  victor  all  the 
way.  He  wanted  75  percent  of  parity 
to  be  the  minimum.  He  got  82^2  per- 
cent. Do  not  let  him  fool  us  in  this  bill 
in  regard  to  the  setaside.  Next  year 
and  the  year  after,  the  farmer  will  be 
caught  again.  The  setaside  in  the  bill 
does  nothing  to  help  in  connection  with 
the  amount  of  the  acreage.  Under  this 
bill  the  acreage  will  be  cut.  and  also 
parities  will  be  cut  in  the  future. 

The  setaside  holds  up  the  parity  for  a 
short  while,  but  so  far  as  parities  and 
prices  are  concerned,  everyone  knows 
how  much  surplus  we  have  and  the  set- 
aside  in  this  bill  will  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration. This  bill  will  l)ecome  known 
in  the  future  as  the  Aiken-Hojie  bill. 
Thank  God  for  some  "hope."  We  have 
some  hope  in  the  future. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  We  have  a  great 
deal  of  "Aiken."  too. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Hope  is  being  held  out  for  the  future. 
I,  for  one,  hope  that  in  the  future  this 
measure  will  be  amended,  not  as  Mr. 
Benson  wants  it  amended,  but  as  it  ought 
to  be  amended  in  order  to  care  for  the 
farmers  of  the  Nation. 

The  farmers  will  feel  the  effects  of  this 
bill.  They  will  ache  from  this  bill,  and 
finally  they  will  suffer  from  the  bill,  be- 
cause parities  on  the  basic  commodities 
of  agriculture  cannot  be  lowered  with- 
out their  feeling  it. 

Tobacco  is  in  the  bill  for  the  next  2 
years,  it  is  said.  No.  tobacco  is  not  in 
this  bill  at  all.  Thank  God,  it  is  not  in 
this  bill.  Tobacco  has  been  supported 
at  90  percent  of  parity,  and  has  been 
under  strict  controls.  That  is  what  all 
the  farmers  of  the  Nation  want.  Give 
the  farmers  that,  and  the  surplus  will  be 
reduced,  but  the  surplus  cannot  be  re- 
duced by  setting  aside  and  then  trying% 
to  fool  the  farmers  in  regard  to  parity. 
I  cannot  support  this  kind  of  legislation. 
I  feel  that  the  farmers  of  the  Nation 
need  help  at  this  time  more  than  do 
any  other  class  of  people. 

We  have  the  wage-and-hour  law,  and 
I  am  glad  we  have  it,  but  it  involves 
comp>etition  with  farm  labor,  and  at  the 
same  time  it  does  not  protect  farm 
labor.    I  think  both  should  be  protected. 

Administration  supporters  will  hail 
Mr.  Benson  as  a  great  victor.  He  can 
have  such  praise  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. I  do  not  want  to  have  anything 
to  do  with  it.  I  feel  that  the  farmers 
of  the  Nation  will  be  displeased  with  this 
legislation,  and  that  it  will  cause  suffer- 
ing. For  that  reason  I  intend  to  vote 
against  the  conference  report  if  there  is 
to  be  a  yea-and-nay  vote.  If  not,  I  am 
telling  the  Nation  that  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina  does  not  ap- 
prove this  kind  of  legislation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bush  in  the  chair ) .  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  conference  repnart. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President.  I 
shall  not  detain  the  Senate  long.    I  wish 


to  record  my  opposition  to  the  con- 
ference report. 

When  the  bill  came  up  in  the  Senate, 
because  of  2  breakdowns  on  the  Eastern 
Airlines  plane  on  which  I  was  riding,  over 
which  I  had  no  control,  I  was  about  4 
hours  late  returning  to  Washington, 
which  prevented  my  voting  against  the 
sliding  scale  which  was  adopted.  Had  I 
been  present.  I  would  have  voted  for  90 
percent  of  parity  as  the  support  pro- 
gram. I  take  this  opportunity  to  explain 
my  position  in  that  connection. 

In  the  first  place.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
fearful  the  administration,  and  partic- 
ularly the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  is 
not  aware  of  what  is  going  on  in  the 
Nation  today.  There  is  considerable  un- 
employment, and  more  is  indicated.  The 
national  production  has  been  cut  twenty 
or  twenty-five  billion  dollars  in  the  face 
of  the  fact  that  the  population  is  increas- 
ing. 

Mr.  President,  the  distress  that  exists 
today  is  nothing  compared  with  what  it 
will  be  in  the  months  and  years  to  come. 
largely  because  of  lack  of  foresight  in 
dealing  with  the  farm  program. 

Farmers  today  undoubtedly  are  suf- 
fering greatly  as  a  result  of  reduced 
prices.  They  are  not  able  to  paint  their 
barns;  they  cannot  buy  the  tractors  and 
the  manufactured  products  which  they 
need.  There  is  resulting  unemployment 
in  factories.  Only  in  the  building  trades 
industry  is  employment  holding  up  in  the 
Nation  today. 

It  seems  to  me  that  Mr.  Benson  and 
the  administration  do  not  realize  the 
economic  facts  of  life.  While  we  pro- 
vide a  protective  tariff  for  certain  indus- 
tries in  our  Nation  today  which  are  en- 
titled to  some  protection  in  order  to  en- 
able them  to  compete  with  industries  in 
other  nations,  while  we  give  protection 
to  working  men  and  women,  with  floors 
under  wages  and  with  collective-bar- 
gaining agreements  which  are  sanc- 
tioned by  acts  of  the  Congress — while  we 
protect  these  two  segments  of  our  econ- 
omy, yet  we  virtually  throw  the  farmer 
to  the  four  winds.  That  is  what  is  being 
done  by  the  proposed  farm  legislation. 

The  farmers  of  America  constitute  the 
one  segment  of  our  population  wtiich  has 
been  suffering  from  reduced  income  in 
the  face  of  increasing  prices  for  that 
which  they  must  purchase. 

The  trend  or  cycle  which  h&s  been  in- 
augurated by  the  Benson  farm  policy 
and  which  will  increase  in  mtensity  as  a 
result  of  the  proposed  legislation  which 
is  now  before  the  Senate,  will  cause 
many  of  those  who  support  this  proposal 
to  rue  the  day  when  they  gave  the 
farmer  the  bad  deal  that  is  being  dealt  to 
him  tonight. 

After  all,  the  present  farm-support 
program  has  cost  us  comparatively  very 
little,  compared  with  what  we  have  put 
into  Indonesia  in  1  year,  which  now 
proves  to  have  been  of  little  avail.  On 
the  average  over  many,  many  years  the 
farm  program  has  not  cost  very  much. 

When  we  consider  the  cost  of  imem- 
ployment.  the  fact  that  we  must  ap- 
propriate larger  amounts  for  imemploy- 
ment  compensation  insurance,  that  busi- 
ness is  off  in  many  sections  of  the  Na- 
tion, that  we  are  not  moving  ahead,  and 
that  we  are  reducing  the  national  pro- 
duction, it  all  points  to  the  fact  that  the 
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program  of  cutting  down  the  income  of 
the  fanner  which  we  are  following  here 
tonisbt  Is  Ul-adTised. 

The  treatment  which  has  been  given 
the  American  farmer,  and  the  refusal 
of  the  admintirta-aticm  adequately  to  de- 
Ydop  the  natural  resources  of  the  Na- 
tion, are  largely  responsible  for  the  bad 
plight  in  which  we  are  in  today  and  the 
increasingly  worse  one  with  which  we 
shall  be  faced  in  the  days  to  come. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  not  only  in  the 
price-support  program  that  the  admin- 
istration  has  failed  to  meet  the  test  of  a 
sound  legislative  program  In  other  as- 
pects the  administration  is  doubling  or 
trebling  the  catastrophe  which  we  shall 
meet  In  the  days  to  come. 

The  administration  talks  about  farm 
surpluses.  Ctoe  way  to  dispose  of  farm 
surpluses  would  be  in  connection  with 
the  school-lunch  program,  for  which 
Congress  has  provided  in  the  bill  to  the 
extent  of  $50  milli(m.  I  am  sorry  that 
the  conferees  agreed  to  the  House  ver- 
sion and  would  not  leave  in  the  bill  the 
larger  sum  provided  by  the  Senate.  That 
would  have  been  most  helpfuL 

Next,  we  must  realize  that  if  there 
could  be  full  employment,  as  is  required 
by  the  act  of  1946.  and  people  would  have 
sufficient  income  with  which  to  buy  the 
food  they  need  to  eat.  there  would  not 
be  the  farm  siirpluses  which  exist  today. 
In  a  progressive  nation,  which  seeks  to 
have  forward-looking  programs  for  its 
people,  it  is  not  logical  to  reduce  the 
voliune  of  commodities  which  can  be  pro- 
duced on  our  farms.    If  we  had  followed 
the  full  employment  program,  as  set 
forth  in  the  bill  with  which  the  distin- 
giiished   Senator  from    Montana    [Mr. 
Mttrbat]  had  much  to  do.  and  which  I 
supported  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, there  would  not  be  farm  surpluses. 
Furthermore,  lack  of  fortitude  on  the 
part  of  administration  leaders  in  the 
Senate  aiKl  the  House  today  is  responsi- 
ble In  a  large  part  for  the  plight  facing 
the  American  farmers.   The  lack  of  cour- 
age evidenced  by  the  failure  to  proceed 
with  the  President's  program  in  connec- 
tion with  reciprocal  trade  agreements 
will  rise  to  plague  American  farmers  in 
the  years  to  come.    The  sad  fact  today 
is  that  one-third  of  the  people  of  the 
world  are  hungry.    In  many  nations  of 
the  world  our  food  products  could  be  a 
wonderful  instaaimentality  in  the  interest 
of   better   international   relations,    and 
perhaps  for  peace  in  the  world.    Many 
foreign  nations  produce  uranium,  rub- 
ber, manganese,  chrome,  and  other  prod- 
ucts which  we  need,  and  of  which  we  are 
In  short  supply.     Other  nations  of  the 
world  would  be  very  happy  to  have  our 
food  products  in  exchange  for  those  ma- 
terials. 

The  President  of  the  United  States 
recognized  that  a  real  extension  of  the 
reciprocal  trade  agreements  program 
was  not  only  a  necessary  step  in  the  in- 
terest of  better  foreign  relations,  but 
would  be  a  very  important  step  in  the 
Interest  of  our  own  domestic  economy. 
He  recommended  a  gradual  lowering  of 
tariffs  and  suggested  that  the  reciprocal 
trade  agreements  program  be  extended 
for  3  years.  This  would  have  given  the 
American  farmers,  particularly  the  cot- 


ton and  tobacco  farmers,  needed  relief 
to  a  large  degree. 

After  the  subject  had  been  investi- 
gated for  a  year  by  the  Randall  Com- 
mission, I  offered  an  amendment  last 
year  to  extend  the  reciprocal  trade 
agreements  program  for  3  years.  My 
amendment  was  rejected,  and  the  state- 
ment was  made  that  an  investigation 
would  be  made.  The  investigation  was 
made,  and  the  working  people,  manu- 
factiu-ers.  business,  industry,  and  agri- 
culture recommended  that,  in  the  in- 
terest of  our  domestic  economy  and  the 
farmers  of  America,  there  should  be  a 
gradual  lowering  of  tariflfs  and  a  real 
extension  of  the  reciprocal  trade  agree- 
ments program,  so  that  our  friends 
abroad  would  know  that  they  could  trade 
with  us  under  favorable  terms  for  years 
to  come.  But  the  administration  did 
not  furnish  leadership  in  Congress  so 
that  the  I*resident's  ou-n  recommenda- 
tions could  be  made  effective.  The 
President  let  the  farmers  of  America 
down  by  settling  for  only  a  1-year  ex- 
tension. 

My  distinguished  colleague,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gore  I ,  and 
other  Senators,  led  the  fight  for  the 
President's  reciprocal  trade  agreement 
program,  which  would  have  done  much 
to  alleviate  the  distress  from  the  sur- 
pluses which  are  bothering  us  today. 

On  a  long-range  basis,  the  farmers  of 
America  are  not  being  adequately  con- 
sidered. Even  where  trade  agreements 
have  been  entered  into,  we  find  Presiden- 
tial approval  of  the  raising  of  tariffs, 
as  in  the  case  of  Swiss  watches.  Un- 
doubtedly that  action  will  cut  off  a  great 
many  tobacco  and  cotton  sales  to  the 
Swiss  Republic.  Other  impediments  are 
being  placed  in  the  way  of  freer  wcrld 
trade,  which  would  enable  us  to  dispose 
of  our  agricultural  surpluses. 

I  was  very  much  interested  in  the 
remarks  of  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Thye]  in 
opposition  to  the  conference  report.  He 
said  he  could  not  face  the  farmers  of 
Minnesota  if  he  voted  to  let  them  down 
in  the  manner  they  would  be  let  down 
if  the  conference  report  were  agreed  to. 
I  can  understand  why  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  expresses  such  sentiments. 
Ph-st,  he  is  a  thoughtful  man,  who  un- 
derstands the  agricultural  program.  He 
knows  that  the  bill  before  the  Senate 
is  not  in  the  best  interests  of  the  farm- 
ers of  America. 

Perhaps  there  Is  another  reason  why 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  feels  some 
embarrassment  about  the  question.  As 
I  recall,  at  Kasson,  Minn.,  the  President 
of  the  United  States  told  the  American 
farmers  that  they  could  expect,  and  he 
would  pledge  them,  a  continuation  of 
the  90  percent  support  price  program, 
and  100  percent  in  the  market  place. 
This  bill  is  far  removed  from  the  pledge 
made  at  Kasson,  Minn.,  as  a  result  of 
which  many  of  the  farmers  of  America 
voted  for  the  administration,  without 
having  any  intimation  that  the  admin- 
istration intended  to  abandon  the  90  per- 
cent support  program  which  had  been 
promised  to  them  at  Kasson.  and  that 
it  was  planned  to  put  the  farmers  on  a 
program  of  sliding  scale  supports,  which 


means  lower  and  lower  prices  for  the 
products  which  the  farmer  sells. 

I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
that  not  only  are  the  fanners  of  Minne- 
sota bewildered  by  the  broken  promises 
of  the  administration,  but  farmers  all 
over  America  are  likewise  concerned.  I 
have  been  in  Tennessee  recently,  where 
I  talked  with  many  farmers,  who  said. 
"Were  we  not  promised  a  continuation  of 
the  90-percent  program?"  They  have 
read  the  Record  and  the  statement  of  the 
President.  Of  course,  they  were  prom- 
ised that  program.  The  thing  furthest 
from  their  minds  was  that  the  promise 
would  be  abandoned,  and  that  they 
would  be  given  a  sliding  scale,  which  has 
made  heroes  out  of  Mr.  Benson  and  other 
members  of  the  administration  tixlay. 

Finally.  I  have  heard  much  talk  about 
the  making  of  an  interim  investigation 
by  the  staff  of  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry  or  an  investigation 
by  the  Department  of  Agricultiu-e  as  to 
what  has  happened  to  our  economy, 
which  has  resulted  in  the  farmers  getting 
less  for  their  products  day  by  day,  while 
almost  everything  which  the  farmers  buy 
has  been  staying  at  100  percent  of  parity, 
or  even  going  a  little  higher.  Everyone 
recognizes  that  to  be  true. 

It  is  unquestioned  that  there  has  not 
been  any  substantial  lowering  of  the 
prices  which  the  consumers  pay.  Every- 
one bemoans  the  fact  that  that  condition 
exists. 

Many  Senators  on  the  other  side  of 
the  aisle  are  talking  about  having  an  in- 
vestigation made  by  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  or  some  other  committee. 
The  administration  was  offered  a  clear- 
cut  opportunity  to  give  the  American 
people  the  facts  in  this  connection  some 
time  ago.  when  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette),  togther 
with  more  than  28  other  sponsors  sub- 
mitted a  resolution  asking  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  special  committee  for 
the  purpo.se  of  investigating  the  ques- 
tion of  why  farm  prices  have  been 
going  down,  while  what  the  farmer  must 
buy  continues  to  rise  in  price,  and  while 
the  prices  which  the  consumer  must  pay 
for  his  products  remain  at  the  same  high 
level  or  have  decreased  only  a  very  little. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  is  present.    I 
know  his  resolution  was  vigorously  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration.    The  Senator's  res- 
olution provided  for  a  real  investigation 
by  a  committee  which  could  have  ob- 
tained the  facts  for  the  farmers  and  con- 
sumers of  America.    It  could  have  point- 
ed out  to  the  farmers  why  their  products 
were  selling  at  high  prices  to  the  con- 
sumers.   But  the  resolution  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa  was  never  given  favorable 
consideration,  even  though  almost  one- 
third  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  asked 
for  such  an  investigation.     So  I  do  not 
think  very  much  will  be  accomplished 
by  an  investigation  conducted  by  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture.     It  seems  to 
me    that   if    the    administration   really 
wanted  the  people  of  America  to  know 
why  it  is  the  consumer  is  being  squeezed 
why  the  farmer  has  to  continue  to  pay 
high  prices,  and  why  he  is  getting  low 
prices  for  his  products  in  the  meantime. 
It  would  have  got  behind  the  resolution 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Iowa 
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and    enabled    tlie    people    of   the   United  "nie    yea«    and    nay«    wer«    ordered.  Senator  from  liCchlgan  would  rote  "nay"  and 

States  to  have  this  Information.  Tbe    Vica    PaxsiDEirr.  The    question    Is    on  the  Senator  from  Indiana  would  TOte  ""ywa." 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion  I  wish  to  »greeing  to  the  conference  report.    The  yea«  The  Setuktor  from  Wisoonsin  [IXr.  Wn^] 

point  out  again,   as  has   been  so  well  *"**  "^  ***^  ***°  ordered,  and  the  Secre-  is  absent  on  official  biuineas. 

stated  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  ^r\^LSJlti've*  Jielk  ^^^^  tu.  ron  J^*.  S«n*tor  from  New  York  [Mr.  Dulle.1. 

^1  ^r.^^^JL^    I**,     Wm*„^    o«H    ♦>,.«   ^<o<^<^  ^"*  leglalatlve  clerk  called  the  roll.  who    is   absent   by   leave   of    tbe   Senate.   Is 

Oklahoma    (Mr.   Kerr]    and    the   distin-  Mr.    Iv«     (when    Mr.    Dulles-    name    was  paired    with    the    Senator    from    Mtnx!«>tl 

guished    SenaU)r    from    South    CaroUna  called).    The  junior  Senator  from  New  York  |Mr.  Thye].  who  is  abwnt  on  official  com- 

IMr.  JoHNSTOHl   that  the  history  of  all  |Mr.  Dulles)  has  a  pair  with  the  senior  Sen-  mlttee  business.    Their  pair  has  been  wevi- 

recessicns  or  depressions  has  been  pre-  ator  from  Minnesota   [Mr.  Thte).    if  the  ously  announced  by  the  aexxior  Senator  from 

ceded  by  drastic  drops  in  the  purchasing  Junior  Senator  from  New  York  were  present.  New  York  [Mr.  Ives). 

power  of  the  farmer.  ^*  would  vote  "nay."     If  the  senior  Senator  The    Senator    from    South     Dakota     flfr. 

There  is  not  any  reason  why  we  should  "^™  Minnesota  were  present,  he  would  vote  MundtJ    Is  absent  on  official  business  wltb 

have  a  depression  at  this  time,  but  if  the  '•^Sr'.'   McCxrtht     (when    his    name    was  {re"selSr%1;m loutL ^^u  ^^7^' 

farmer's  purchismg  power  is  going  to  called).    I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Sena-  -yea." 

be  cut  and  cut.  lis  W^ill  happen  as  a  result  tor  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Taft|.     if  he  were  pres-  The    Senator    from    Ohio    fMr.    Taftl    is 

of  the  bill  recommended  In  the  confer-  ent  and  voting,  he  would  vote  ■■nay."  and  If  necessarily    absent    fuid    his    pair    n^t    beea 

encc  repwrt.  then  I  am  afraid  that  there  I    ^e™    permitted    to    vote.    I    would    vote  previously  announced  by  the  Senator  from 

mav  be  a  repetition.    At  least  I  wish  to  *'y«*  "  Wisconsin   |Mr.  McCurnrr]. 

point  out  that  tliis  is  not  what  the  people  ??*  rollcall  was  concluded.             „,     ,   ,  The  Senator  from  IndUna   [Mr.  JcNim] 

of  America  were  promised.     They  were  .kJ^  Bi^.h?Ln?t'^r^LJ^'"°R"..rH  n  ^  "***''*  °°  °"*''*'  committee  business. 

promised    something    entirely    different.  .^  ,!Z-   Joh^^hI    and^TinatSr  from  ^t^^Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Cainl 

They  have  been  let  dow„.     The  agree-  TJ^^n^^'lLoll's^^'^  t^r^eUTS  r.rt^r  aS^'^/erin^Tn  ^S^STesi^' 

ments  made  wiih  the  people  have  been  on  ofBciai  business.                                               t^,  '    ,„.  _„.  „„„„„ ^      ou~n«»- 

abandoned.  The     Senator     from     New     Mexico     fMr.  .^  ^'J^t  '.as  announced-yea.  46.  nay. 

I  at  least  want  the  Record  to  show  that  Chavd).    the    Senator    from    Delaware    |Mr.          Yeas 46 •       Aiken       Anderson      Brewster 

many  of  us  on  this  side  of  the  aisle,  and  fif*«'-    ">•    ^J^"}^"^    I^"".  ^T^    Carolina  chapman.   Connally."  Cordon.  Do'nnell.  Dowi 

some  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  ?f"   ,J*V^*'*  •   the    Senator   from    Nevada  nev.    Dworahak.    Ecton.    Fulbrlght.   George. 

ai-vle.    realize    the    catastrophe    that    is  t^r  ^,"^J»,     th?"^n»t/r"fr!!^^    v."  O'-'^bam.  Ourney.  Hayden.  Hlckenlooper.  mU. 

about  to  be  visited  upon  the  American  iJJi.   i£^be1t8^h1  ^e^natoT  fmm  "°*^-  "°"*"''-  •^°^'^"  °'  Colorado.  John- 

farmer  by  the  legislation  proposed  In  the  SSLlnl.'^MJ^'s'p^TJ:'. , ."Jhe ^na^r  uZ  rnee7L\VS«f  I'-J^'lJS^^rM?' 

conference   report.  MlssUslppl    |Mr.  8t«.kis|.   and   the   Senator  ^n!^  '  ucMaho^^a^o^' !£u^i    icJ^T 

Mr.  FU13RIOHT.     Mr.  President from  Maryland   (Mr    Tydlngs,   are  absent  by  SS^O^^oro'-Jf honey  ^^'^S^C 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Sen-  »*^  of  the  Senate  on  official  bu.Mness.  Schdeppel.  Smith  of  Maine.  Thoma*  of  Utah! 

ntor  from  Arkansas.  ^^*  Senator  from  Louisiana  I  Mr.  Et-Lrw-  Watklns.  Wherry   Young 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Mr.  President,  will  ""LL*,^*  ^J'V^^  from  Rhode  island    | Mr.  Navs-7:     Baldwin.   Bridge..   Ivea.   Lodge. 

the  Senator  yie.d  so  that  I  may  have  a  SSf^^^!!"*   '*"*   ^'k^*^^    from    Oklahoma  saltonstall.  Tobey.  WUUamT^               ^' 

matter  printid  in  the  RccORb?  mmJSuXLs"*          '        °"         '        '°'^"  ^°*    voting^:      Brlcker.    BuUer.    Byrd. 

Mr.    FULBRIGHT.      I   yield    for    that  The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Onxrrr«l  la  v*^n     ^^^^^T' ^^"^^    Douglas,    DuUes. 

purpose.  absent  by  leave  Of  the  senate.                     '  S^"*rn,..S*^      '    tT'STJ*'     ^*°*»«f»- 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  ask  unanimous  The  Senator  from  Illinois   [Mr    Douci.as].  S^.    »?nt      !nnJ^*  j^^nc.^i*"^ «  "^^ 

Con.^ent  to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the    Senator    from    Ml«,lsslppl     (Mr.    E^sT-  fl^ver      McSll^an      M^thy      McSil^r 

the  Record  at  this  point  In  my  remarks  \^'*^^-    *»>•    ^t^^^^L""?"*    Minnesota     (Mr.  Magnuson.   Martin."  Maybank. "Mundt.  Mu^ 

the  vote  In  the  Senate  In  1949  relaUve  to  ^ZT''^^};    Vi7    f!''"^'^    Z'"'""  ^r^^^^S  ray.    Myers.    Reed.    Robert«)n.   Smith    of   N. 

flexible  price  supports.  JJ^   k^?™,    th?L"J^w7^^  ^[.""r'*  *'•  Sparkman.  Stennls.  Taft.  Taylor.  Thye. 

There  being  no  Objection,  the  vote  was  | llJ:  ^^.\L'/ ^a^  JrZ  ?ennsT  ^r^^^^^r.^""'"    ^^^    ''^'^^^^ 

ordered  to  be  pilnted  in  the  R.CORO.  as  J-a^Mr^  Myers, .  the  senator  from  Idaho  -3^,  ^  ^^  _  ^^,  was  agreed  to. 

jaist  Cong..   1st  sess.]  tucky    (Mr.   Withers]    are   absent   on   public  Analysis  of  vote 

VoT«  No.  23«  business.  Rfpub-  Demo- 

(CONCRISSTONAL  RECORD.  VOl.  95.  pt.  11.  p.  J, '"^T^^./iT^'V    ^^"w  ''    ^^T^   .  w^^  ^           . ...                                                 ^^^"^        *^«*' 

1500B)  voting,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico    |Mr.     Teas  (46) 19                2T 

'  Cha\-xz1.    the    Senator    from    Illinois     |Mr.      Nays  (7) 7                    o 

Bt^JEcr:   FARM  PiicR  stTPTorf    (H.  ■.  8345)  Doucuts | .  the  Senators  from  Mississippi  |Mr.      Not  voting  (43) 18                  85 

Synopsis:  Vote  on  motion  to  agree  to  the  Eastland  and  Mr.  Stiikkis],  the  Senator  from  Positions  of  Senators  not  vot- 

conference  report  on  the  Anderson  farm  bill.  Louisiana  |Mr.  EllrndkrI.  the  Senator  from  Ing: 

The  report  was  a  compromise  between  the  Rhode  Island  (Mr.  Green |.  the  Senator  from         Paired  "yea" .     «3                  ft 

hinh-support  8che<lule  of  the  House  bUl  and  Minnesota  [ Mr.  Humphrey ].  the  Senator  from         Paired  "nay" »3                  0 

the  sliding  scale  cf  supports  passed  by  the  Wyoming    I  Mr.    Hunt),    the    Senators    from  Not  paired,  position  "yea"..     »1               "19 

Senate.    It  embodlHl  the  principle  of  flexlbU-  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Johnson  and  Mr.  Mat-          Not  paired,  no  position *11                  '6 

Ity  as  a  long-range  peacetime  policy,  but  as-  bank|,    the    Senator    from    Tennessee     |Mr.                                                               

sured  high  prices  for  basic  commodities  dur-  KKrAtrvRR].    the    Senator    from    Washington                   Total    .     44                  &a 

Ing  a  4-year  transitory  period.    Note:  Those  I  Mr.  Macnuson),  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  '  Capehart,  McCarthy.  Thye. 

opposing  the  report  contended  that  It  would  I  Mr.  McCXellan],  the  Senator  from  Montana  « i>uUe8.  Perguaon.  Taft. 

mean    higher   prlc<-s   for   the   consumer   and  [Mr.  MuaaAT],  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  •  Mundt. 

hipher  governmental  costs  in  carrying  out  lU  (Mr.  Myers] .  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  <  Bricker   Butler  Cain   Flanders  Hendrlck- 

objectlves.  Sparkman ].    the    Senator    from    Idaho    [Mr,  son.   Jenner.   Martin.   Reed.   Smith    (N.   J) 

Action:  Agreed  to.  Taylor),  the  Senator   from   Oklahoma    |Mr.  Vandenberg.  Wiley. 

Excerpts  from  the  Congreaional  Record  ??°™i*''   *"?   the  Senator  from  Maryland  •Chavez.     Douglas.     Eastland,     Ellender. 

Mr    ANDERSON      Mr    President    on   behalf  ^   J.  "^dlngs]  would  vote  "yea."  Green,  Humphrey,  Hunt.  Johnston    (8.  C). 

r,fTv,-  a  \rT^r"     ^w.^        ^.•.     L-             ,  *^   Saltonstaix.   I  announce  that  the  Sen-  Kefauver     Maenuson     Mavbank     Mef'lellln 

?  .^^H^^. ""  ^'°"' °^^*^°'"''  |M'„Tho'"*«l  ator  from  Ohio    \Mr.  BaiCK«].    the   Senator  Mui^ar  Mve^     S^tanan     sSfnnU   ?lS^ 

\-,7^?^\t  """h^/k'T  r^/*  °,".?.°"'*  """  '^^"^  Nebraska  |Mr.  Butler],  thL  Senator  from  rSomls   louT)     T?SSi                             ^      ' 

Art  nf  iQ^T'"'' **" '^^i^"''^^' ^'*^"*'"*"*  Vermont   (Mr.  Flanders  ],   and   the  Senator  °^Ta    R-ei    Gmette^McCarran    Robert 

SSe^inH^V"  .*'"'"^*.^'  *'''*  '°'  """"J  P"'-  ''■°'"  New  Jersey  |Mr.  Smith]  are  absent  on  son    wftlhSs                      '  **''^'"'  ^**^- 

poses.  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  lu  official    business   with    leave    of   the    Senate.  witncrs. 

Tcnnt^rJl''^li'tlT\.y.    »   ♦           »    ,  "^^  Senator  from  New  Jersey   (Mr.  Hen-  Mr.    FULBRIGHT.     Mr.    President,    I 

agS  U  auihed^'e r^^V^        *               *^  bRicKsoN].    the    Senator    from    Kansas    (Mr.  shall    not    detain    the    Senate    long.     I 

The  v*c,  p^i^nE^T    Is  there  obiection  ^J'  t^**  ^^^  ^"''*°'"  ^""""^  Michigan  [Mr.  merely  wish  to  make  my  position  clear 

toTht  l^n.^Zr:!::^er.uonTx^Tl^:^.  ^"jJa'*"*"^'    •"*   '^""'^^   ""'  ^'^'^   °'   ^^*  ^or  the  RECORD,  because"^  rTnderstand. 

ence  report?  ^h^  Senator  from  Michigan    [Mr.  Ferctt-  «*  ^f^st.  there  is  some  doubt  as  to  wheth- 

There  being  no  cbjectlon,  the  Senate  pro-  son],   who   Is   absent   on   official   committee  ^^   there   may  be  a   record   vote  on   the 

cceded  to  consider  the  report.  business.    Is   paired   with    the   Senator    from  conference  report.     I  voted  against  the 

Mr  Ivis.    Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart),  who  Is  absent  on  principle  of  flexible  supports  during  the 

and  nays.  official  business.    If  present  and  voting,  the  consideration  of  the  bill  itself,  and  I  shall 
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Tote  against  the  aeceptanee  of  the  oon- 
ference  report. 

It  atema  to  me  extremely  mif ortonate 
that  at  this  particular  time  we  should 
pass  a  bill  which  threatens  the  future 
of  the  farmers,  as  I  believe  this  bill  does. 
In  my  own  State  we  are  suffering  from 
one  of  the  worst  droughts  in  our  history. 
This  is  really  the  fourth  year  of  a  severe 
drought. 

I  particularly  wish  to  commend  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from.  Okla- 
homa with  regard  to  this  conference  re- 
port and  I  associate  myself  with  his 
statement.  His  State  is  suffering  from 
a  very  similar  drought.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  reality  is  that  the  decrease  in 
prices  of  dairy  products  in  particular  is 
already  adding  to  the  misery  of  the  farm- 
ers in  my  State,  and  of  farmers  of  that 
entire  area  as  a  whole. 

I  also  should  lilce  to  associate  myself 
with  what  has  been  said  with  regard  to 
the  effect  of  the  increase  in  tariffs  at  the 
same  time  supports  on  agricultural  prod- 
ucts are  being  decreased. 

While  I  recognize  the  promise  that  was 
made  by  the  present  occupant  of  the 
White  House,  and  I  think  that  is  an  im- 
portant matter,  my  principal  criticism 
is  on  another  basis.  I  simply  think  it  is 
extremely  unwise  for  the  welfare,  not 
only  of  the  farmers,  but  of  the  people 
of  the  country  as  a  whole,  because  ttie 
bill  will  throw  our  economy  out  of  bal- 
ance. As  has  been  so  well  stated,  it 
win  put  the  farmer  at  a  disadvantage  in 
comparison  with  the  other  economic 
groups.  It  has  been  well  stated  that 
all  these  years  farmers  have  been  at 
the  lowest  econfunic  level  for  a  large 
segment  of  our  economy,  but  the  liill  will 
fiurther  increase  the  disparity  that  ex- 
ists between  the  farmers  and  the  vari- 
ous otiier  economic  groups  of  the  coun- 
try. That  is  all  I  feel  it  is  necessary  to 
say  at  this  moment. 

THKEAT  or  tNTASIOW  OF  rORM  OSA 

I  wish  to  make  a  brief  statement  about 
another  matter,  about  which  I  am  re- 
minded. I  think  it  is  appropriate  be- 
cause of  the  statement  made  about  the 
difference  between  the  promises  made  at 
the  last  election  with  regard  to  price 
supports  and  the  characterization  by  the 
President  of  another  matter  in  his 
speech  on  the  state  of  the  Union  on  Feb- 
ruary 2,  1953.  This  has  nothing  to  do, 
I  may  say,  with  the  conference  report, 
but  it  is  very  shc^  and  I  should  like  to 
read  it.  I  have  in  my  band  a  statement 
appearing  on  the  ticker  tape.  I  should 
like  to  read  the  few  paragraphs  it  con- 
tains. It  is  with  regard  to  the  Pres- 
ident's press  conference  today. 

Tlie  Presklent's  dlsetiBslon  of  the  war  dan- 
gen  Involving  Formcea  waa  tene  and  to  the 
point. 

He  was  asked  what  woald  happen  if  dil- 
sese  Communist  forces,  reported  massed  on 
tile  mainland  preparatory  to  an  attack  of  tlw 
national  stronghold,  suddenly  Invaded  For- 
mosa in  force. 

He  referred  hack  to  his  order  of  January 
IBSS.  instructing  the  Seventh  Fleet  to  con- 
tinue to  inotect  Formosa,  but  not  strangle 
the  movement  of  national  forces.  This  or- 
der, he  said,  waa  still  in  force. 

Then  to  the  particular  point  of  what  might 
happen  in  this  Far  EIBfitem  tension  area,  the 
I'resldent  said  any  invasion  of  Formosa 
would  have  to  nin  over  the  Seventh  Fleet. 


Asked  whether  he  was  prepared  to  use  any 
other  fcxrms  of  American  strength  to  combat 
a  Formosan  Invasion,  the  President  said  he 
had  not  had  a  military  discussion  on  this 
point. 

As  for  the  legislation  to  outlaw  the  Oom- 
miuilst  Party,  Mr.  Elsenhower  said  tilings 
were  happening  so  fast  that  many  people 
were  confxised.  He  declined  to  discuss  the 
action  in  the  Senate  which  this  afternoon 
approved  an  amendment  making  member- 
ship in  the  Communist  Party  a  crime^ 

The  point  I  particularly  wanted  to 
bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  was 
with  regard  to  Formosa  and  the  Presi- 
dent's order. 

In  conti-ast  to  that.  I  wish  to  read  two 
paragraphs  from  the  President's  sF>eech 
to  the  Congress  on  February  2,  1953, 
appearing  in  the  Congressional  Record, 
volume  99,  part  1,  page  749.  This  is  the 
President  speaking: 

In  June  1950,  foUowlng  the  aggressive 
attack  on  the  Republic  of  Korea,  the  UBlted 
States  Seventh  Fleet  was  Instructed  both  to 
prevent  attack  upon  Formosa  and  alao  to 
insure  that  Formosa  should  not  be  used  as 
a  base  of  operations  against  the  Chtaese 
Conununist  mainland. 

This  has  meant.  In  effect,  that  the  United 
States  Navy  was  required  to  serve  as  a 
defensive  arm  of  Communist  China.  Re- 
gardless of  the  situation  in  1950.  since  the 
date  of  that  order  the  Chinese  Communists 
have  invaded  Korea  to  attack  the  Usited 
Nations  forces  there.  They  have  consistently 
rejected  the  proposals  of  the  United  Nations 
command  for  an  armistice.  They  recently 
Joined  with  Soviet  Russia  in  rejecting  the 
armistice  proposal  sponsored  in  the  United 
Nations  by  the  Government  of  India.  This 
proposal  had  been  accepted  by  the  United 
States  and  53  other  rations. 

Consequently  there  is  no  longer  any  logic 
or  sense  in  a  condition  that  required  the 
United  States  Navy  to  assume  defensive 
responsibilities  on  behalf  of  the  Chinese 
Communistfi.     [Applause.]  1 

I  well  recall  the  speech,  and  the  great- 
est applause  in  the  whole  speech  wae  on 
the  very  statements  I  have  just  read,  as 
the  Record  shows. 

This  permitted  those  Communists,  with 
greater  Impunity,  to  kill  our  soldiers  and 
those  of  our  United  Nations  allies.  In  Korea. 

I  am,  therefore.  Issuing  Instructions  that 
the  Seventh  Fleet  no  longer  be  employed  to 
shield  Communist  China.     [Applause.] 

Applause  again  shown  in  the  Reoord. 

Permit  me  to  make  crystal  clear,  this  order 
implies  no  aggressive  Intent  on  our  part. 
But  we  certainly  have  no  obligation  to  pro- 
tect a  nation  fighting  us  in  Korea.  I  Ap- 
plause.) 

Mr.  President,  I  again  emphasize  that 
this  is  the  President  of  the  United  States 
spealcing: 

I  am.  therefore.  Issuing  instructions  that 
the  fleet  no  longer  be  employed  to  8|iield 
Communist  China.  | 

Today,  continuing  the  statement  that 
I  started  to  read  a  moment  ago,  this  is 
what  the  President  said: 

Mr.  Kl.senhower  told  his  news  conference 
In  unequivocal  terms  that  1950  orders  to  the 
fleet  to  protect  FcHroosa   are  still  In   force. 

There  Iiave  been  reports  of  a  tremendous 
military  buildup  by  Red  China  on  the 
mainland  area  c^poslte  the  Nationalist-held 
island  of  FcH-mosa.  There  have  been  ac- 
companying statements  by  top  Communist 
Chinese  leaders  about  conquering  Formosa. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  been  told  that 
Chiang  Kai-shek  has  600,000  troops  on 


Formosa;  and  there  the  Chinese  Com- 
munists are  building  up  a  force  of  100,000 
troops.  I  should  say  that  the  600,000 
could  hold  their  own  against  the  100,000. 
But  be  that  as  it  may,  I  read  further 
from  the  ticker  tape: 

The  President  was  asked  what  would  hap- 
pen if  the  Chinese  Reds  launched  an  attack 
In  force. 

He  recalled  that  orders  went  to  the  fleet 
In  early  1953  regarding  the  defense  of  For- 
mosa. He  said  these  orders  merely  reafflrmed 
the  fleet's  Instructions  in  effect  slitce  1950, 
when  the  Korean  war  began,  to  gtvu'd  Por- 
mosa  against  attack. 

Mr.  President,  contrast  that  with  what 
he  said  in  his  speech  to  the  Congress. 
I  read  further: 

Those  orders  are  still  In  force,  t^  Presi- 
dent said. 

Any  invasion  of  Formosa  would  have  to 
run  over  the  7th  Fleet,  he  added. 

And  so  on,  as  I  stated  a  moment  ago. 

Mr.  President,  as  a  junior  member  of 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  I  must 
say  that  such  doubletalk  completely  con- 
fuses me.  I  cannot  tell  what  the  Presi- 
dent really  meant. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
for  an  explanation. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  been  tryin? 
to  follow  a-s  clasely  as  possible  the  re- 
marks of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 
with  whom  I  serve  on  the  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee.  But  I  have  not  been 
quite  able  to  understand  his  point.  I 
see  nothing  inconsLstent  between  the 
Presidents  speech  before  the  joint  ses- 
sion of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  when 
he  said  that  the  United  States  fleet  would 
no  longer  be  used  to  prevent  tlae  Grov- 
ernment  of  the  Republic  of  China  from 
moving  against  the  Chinese  Communist 
mainland,  and  the  President's  statement 
at  this  time  that  the  policy  which 
the  Government  has  followed  since 
1950 — the  policy  of  not  permitting  the 
Chinese  Communists  to  move  against 
Formosa — will  be  continued.  In  other 
words,  he  is  continuing  half  of  the  policy, 
but  he  has  abandoned  the  other  half  of 
the  policy. 

So  I  do  not  quite  understand  the  point 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  is  making. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  shaU  refer  to  the 
speech  the  President  made  on  February 
2,  just  after  he  had  been  inaujurated. 
At  that  time  he  said — and  I  was  present, 
and  I  clearly  understood  the  intention, 
and  I  think  this  language  interprets  it 
quite  correctly: 

I  am  therefore  issuing  instructions  that 
the  7th  Fleet  no  longer  be  employed  to  siiield 
Communist  China. 


I, 


The  President  had  only  one  t>urpose 
in  mind,  and  that  was  to  leave  with  Con- 
gress and  with  the  entire  country  the 
impression  that  the  previous  adminis- 
tration— the  Democratic  administra- 
tion— had  been  using  our  7th  Fleet  only 
to  protect  the  Commimists  from  Chiang 
Kai-shek. 

The  Senator  from  California  Win  re- 
member that  the  common  expression  in 
the  Senate  and  in  the  country  at  that 
time  was  that  President  Eisenhower  had 
"unleashed  Chiang  Kai-shek."  so  that 
he  could  then  attack  the  Chinese  main- 
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land.  That  entire  speech  can  be  subject 
to  no  other  mterpretation. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  fur- 
ther to  me? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  think  the 
President  of  the  United  States  can  be 
held  responsible  for  what  newspaper 
headlines  may  be  or  for  how  his  speech 
may  be  interpretel.  However.  I  think  it 
was  very  clear  that  the  part  of  the  pwUcy 
which  was  to  prevent  the  Government  of 
the  Republic  of  (^hina  from  operating 
a^iainst  the  Communist  mainland  would 
no  longer  be  in  force,  but  that  the  part 
of  the  policy  of  the  previous  administra- 
tion which  recogrized  that  the  loss  of 
Formosa  would  be  a  strategic  loss  to  the 
Government  and  the  people  of  the 
United  States  and  to  the  rest  of  the  free 
world  would  continue  to  be  in  force. 
1  hat  is  a  perfectly  consistent  policy.  l>e- 
ciu.se  under  the  prior  administration 
the  Department  of  State  itself  made  clear 
in  a  written  document  that  the  most 
Mrategic  location  in  the  Far  Blast  was  the 
I.Uand  of  Formosa,  from  which  the  Jai>a- 
r.(.so  launclied  tlieir  attacks  against 
i>ouiheast  Asia  and  the  Philippines. 

Mr  FULBRIGHT.  I  think  it  is  quite 
clear  that  what  I  I'ead  was  not  a  head- 
line, but  was  the  language  of  the  speech 
the  President  himself  made  to  Congress. 

But  in  the  Pres. dent's  statement  to- 
day, as  I  have  read  the  statement  to  the 
Senate,  he  takes  an  entirely  different 
position  on  the  whole  matter. 

If  the  Senator  from  California  wishes 
to  ignore  the  cleir  implications  and 
clear  meaning  of  the  language  the  Presi- 
dent used  in  his  address  to  Congress  in 
February,  of  coune  the  Senator  from 
California  has  a  right  to  do  so.  But  I 
think  any  fair-m.nded  person  would 
say  that  the  President  has  completely 
reversed  his  position  In  regard  to  that 
fleet;  and  I  thinlc  that  indicates — it 
does  to  me,  at  least — that  in  the  field  of 
foreign  relations  ho  is  sta3ring  no  closer 
to  his  position  in  1953  than  he  is  in  his 
aRricultural  policy. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  jrleld  to  me? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.    I  yield. 

Mr  MORSE.  I  wish  to  say  re!T)ect- 
fully.  and,  I  hope,  as  a  fair-minded  per- 
son, that  I  thir^  th*  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia is  completely  correct  in  the  in- 
terpretation he  makes  of  the  President's 
state  of  the  Union  speech.  The  Presi- 
dent did  not  say,  either  by  specific  terms 
or.  In  my  judgment,  by  implication,  that 
we  were  going  to  give  up  American  in- 
terests in  Formosa. 

What  the  Presidont  did  say — and  I 
think  that  is  what  produced  the  applause 
on  that  occasion — was  that  no  longer 
would  we  prevent  the  Generalissimo 
from  invading  the  mainland  of  China. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  really  think  there  was  any 
reality  to  such  a  supposed  threat?  Does 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  think  Chiang 
Kai-shek  was  then  prepared  to  invade 
the  mainland  of  China,  or  that  he  is  now 
prepared  to  do  so? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Personally.  I  have 
never  thought  he  «as  capable  of  con- 
ducting much  of  a  raid  on  the  mainland 
of  China.  But  I  ani  not  sure  that  the 
C 931 


Presidmt,  when  he  made  his  state  of 
the  Union  speech,  was  fully  informed  as 
to  what  the  status  of  the  Generalissimo's 
troops  was. 

But  from  the  language  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  has  read.  I  do  not  think 
we  can  read  into  the  President's  lan- 
guage the  meaning  that  America  would 
give  up  her  interests  in  Formosa  if  the 
Chinese  Reds  should  invade  Formosa. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Of  course  he  did 
not  mean  that;  and  that  is  not  what  I 
said. 

His  main,  clear  purpose  was  to  leave 
the  impression  that  the  preceding  ad- 
ministration was  soft  toward  com- 
munism. That  was  the  purpose.  It 
had  nothing  to  do,  in  my  opinion,  with 
the  military  realities  of  the  situation. 

The  Senator  would  rwt  for  a  moment 
tell  the  Seruite  that  he  thinks  there  was 
the  slightest  danger  of  an  invasion  by 
Chiang  Kai-shek  of  the  mainland  of 
China  in  February  1953,  or  now.  or  at 
any  other  time  since  the  Chiang  Kai- 
shek  left  the  mainland  of  China.  That 
statement  was  clearly  for  a  political 
purpose. 

Mr.  MORSE.  No:  I  do  not  take  the 
position  of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
at  all.  Up  to  that  time.  I  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Armed  Services  Committee, 
and  there  appeared  before  us  in  the 
committee  military  offlcials  who  led  us 
to  believe  that  such  an  invasion  of  the 
mainland  might  take  place. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  But  such  state- 
ments cannot  be  relied  upon  to  any  par- 
ticular extent,  because  in  the  committee 
we  had  a  high  military  oCBcial  of  the  Gov- 
ernment— only  a  month  before  Dien  Bien 
Phu — assure  us  that  there  was  not  the 
slightest  thing  to  worry  about  in  connec- 
tion with  Indochina.  That  is  a  matter  of 
record.  Both  Admiral  Radford  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  assured  us  of  that. 

Of  course  it  is  extremely  difficult  for 
the  State  Etepartment  to  obtain  accurate 
information  from  the  Foreign  Service, 
because  the  Foreign  Service  has  been  so 
mistreated  by  the  Senate,  that  I  think  it 
is  very  difficult  for  the  State  Department 
to  get  accurate  information  frwn  the 
Foreign  Service  at  this  time;  and  I  at- 
tribute the  misleading  statements  made 
by  State  Department  offlcials  partly  to 
that,  at  least,  because  they  are  unable  to 
obtain  accurate  information  from  our 
offlcials  abroad. 

But  this  is  a  matter  of  record.  I  was 
present  at  the  meeting,  and  there  was 
great  enthusiasm.  It  was  not  enthusi- 
asm because  they  thought  that  at  last 
Formosa  would  l>e  safe  from  the  Com- 
munists, but  it  was  enthusiasm  at  the 
very  clever  dig  made  at  the  Democrats, 
on  the  theory  that  they  had  been  soft  to- 
ward communism,  and  that  we  had  sent 
the  Seventh  Fleet  there  for  no  purpose 
other  than  to  protect  Red  China  from  an 
invasion  by  Chiang  Kai-shek.  That  was 
the  clear  reason  for  it  and  the  meaning 
and  understanding  that  we  got  from  it 
when  the  President  made  that  statement. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Let  me  ask  the 
distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Arkansas  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  con- 
stantly, day  after  day  after  day  after 


day.  during  the  campaign,  through  Sep- 
tember. October,  and  early  November 
1952.  the  Nation  was  told  by  those  who 
were  speaking  for  the  Republican  Party 
that,  once  their  party  came  into  power. 
it  would  remove  the  7th  Fleet  from  pro- 
tecting the  flank  of  the  Communists  in 
that  sea.  and  that  all  the  campaign 
propaganda  was  directed  to  the  fact  that 
President  Truman  was  using  the  7th 
Fleet  as  an  instrumentality  to  protect 
the  flank  of  the  troops  of  Red  China. 

In  today's  announcement,  which  the 
distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Arkansas  has  read  to  the  Senate,  the 
President  tells  the  press  and  tlie  world 
that  he  was  reissuing — in  1953 — the 
orders  which  were  standing  since  1950. 

Those  were  the  orders  which  President 
Truman  gave  to  the  Seventh  Fleet,  and 
today  the  President  tells  us  that  he  re- 
issued in  1953  the  orders  putting  the 
Seventh  Fleet  where  it  was  stationed  by 
President  Truman  in  1950. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  That  is  exactly 
true.  The  Senator  from  California  says 
he  did  not  see  the  point.  The  ticker 
statement  says: 

He  recalled  that  orders  went  to  the  fleet  la 
early  1953  regarding  the  defense  of  Formosa. 
He  said  these  orders  merely  reaffirmed  thm 
fleet's  instructions  in  effect  since  1950.  when 
the  Korean  war  began,  to  guard  Formosa 
against  attack. 

That  is  what  the  ticker  tape  sajrs. 
which  is  a  very  different  thing  from  what 
the  President  said  to  the  Congress  in  Pei>- 
ruary  1953. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Mr.  President,  s 

parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  What  is  the  pend- 
ing question  before  the  Senate? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
pending  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
conference  report  on  the  farm  bill. 

Several  Senators.    Vote!  Vote!  Vot^I 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
make  a  brief  comment  on  the  foreign 
policy  observation  of  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas,  [Mr.  F^ulbricht]  because  I  do 
not  think  we  should  conclude  the  session 
tonight,  after  hearing  the  Senator's  in- 
terpretation of  the  President's  statement, 
without  at  least  someone  expressing  a 
different  point  of  view,  if  such  is  hia 
conviction. 

I  think  it  is  pretty  well  known  in  the 
Senate  that  I  have  many  differences  with 
the  President  on  both  foreign  and  do- 
mestic policy.  I  recall  very  well  the 
President's  state  of  the  Union  speech, 
and  I  think  the  language  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas  has  read  is  subject 
to  the  very  clear  interpretation  that  what 
the  President  said -in  the  state  of  the 
Union  speech  on  that  occasion  was  that 
no  longer  would  the  7th  Fleet  be  used 
to  prevent  an  invasion  of  the  mainland 
of  China  by  the  Generalissimo's  troops. 
I  think  that  is  all  he  said.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  a  single  word  in  the  statement 
the  President  msuie  in  his  state  of  the 
Union  message  which  would  justify  the 
inference  that  if  the  Red  Chinese  should 
mass  on  the  mainland  across  from  For- 
mosa and  seek  to  invade  Formosa  we 
would  not  do  anything  about  protecting 
American  interests  in  Formosa. 
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We  hftve  taken  the  positton  for  some 
yean.  Mr.  President,  that  as  a  matter  of 
Ameriean  foreign  policy  in  the  Pacific 
we  felt  Formosa  was  vital  to  American 
Interests  in  the  Pacific,  at  least  for  now. 

I  think  all  the  President  said  in  his 
state  of  the  Union  message  was  that  if 
the  generalissimo  wanted  to  carry  on 
war  with  the  Red  Chinese  on  the  main- 
land we  no  longer  were  going  to  do  what 
we  could,  by  using  the  Seventh  Fleet,  to 
prevent  that  conflict  from  taking  place 
in  that  part  of  Asia.  But  I  do  not  think 
the  President  engaged,  on  that  occasion, 
at  least,  in  any  doubletalk;  and  I  do  not 
think  that  there  was  any  implication 
that  we  would  let  the  Red  Chinese  pro- 
ceed to  t&ke  over  Formosa  if  they  could 
defeat  the  Nationalist  Chinese. 

We  learned  some  weeks  later  some- 
thing of  which  the  President  should  have 
notified  us  in  his  speech.  We  learned. 
as  a  result  of  a  press  release,  that  there 
was  a  definite  understanding  between 
this  administration  and  the  generalis- 
simo that  if  he  planned  an  invasion  of 
the  mainland  of  China,  there  would  be 
first  a  so-called  clearance  with  the  White 
Hoiiae. 

But  I  wish  to  say  with  respect  to  the 
President's  statement  today,  which  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  FulbrightI 
has  read  from  the  ticker,  that  when  the 
President  refers  to  the  policy  of  the 
United  States  in  Formosa  he  refers  to 
a  policy  that  was  in  existence  long  be- 
fore 1950.  Prior  to  1950  the  military 
witnesses  from  the  Pentagon  Building 
were  testifying  before  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee  that  we  had  no  inten- 
tion of  standing  by  and  letting  Red  China 
take  over  Formosa.  That  was  the  Amer- 
ican military  policy  prior  to  1950. 

There  is  going  to  come  a  time,  Mr. 
President,  after  there  is  some  chance  of 
peace  in  the  world,  when  I  think  the 
Formosa  issue  is  going  to  be  settled  in 
an  international  Judicial  tribunal,  and 
not  by  force  of  arms.  I  do  not  know  how 
many  years  away  that  is — maybe  50.  75, 
or  100  years.  In  that  judicial  tribunal 
the  determination  will  be  made  as  to 
who.  under  international  law,  has  the 
right  to  exercise  territorial  and  govern- 
mental Jiirlsdlction  over  Formosa. 

I  wish  to  say— and  I  say  it  with  the 
highest  of  respect  for  the  foreign  policy 
views  of  my  friend  from  Arkansas  tMr. 
PuLBRiGHT] — that  I  do  not  think  the 
President's  press  statement  on  this  mat- 
ter today  and  the  President's  state  of  the 
Union  message  in  1953  are  subject  to  the 
interpretations  which  the  Senator  has 
given  to  them  tonight. 

While  I  am  on  my  feet,  Mr.  President, 
I  wish  to  make  a  very  brief  statement 
with  respect  to  the  conference  report  on 
the  farm  bill.  I  am  opposed  to  the  con- 
ference report,  as  I  was  opposed  to  the 
farm  bill  when  it  was  before  the  Senate. 
I  am  opposed  to  it,  Mr.  President,  be- 
cause in  my  judgment  the  program  of 
flexible  supports  let  down  the  American 
farmer,  and  presents  the  danger  that  the 
American  farmer  will  be  taken  Into  a 
recession. 

I  think  the  so-called  subsidy  paid  by 
American  taxpayers  for  the  90  percent 
of  parity  prices  for  farmers  is  a  very 
cheap  premium  on  an  insurance  policy 
lor  prosperity  for  the  American  farmer. 


I  have  heard  no  successful  rebuttal  to 
the  statement  which  I  first  heard  from 
the  lips  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  HiLLl  early  this  year,  when  he 
presented  the  figures  on  the  cost  of  the 
parity  program  to  the  American  tax- 
payer. 

I  imderstand  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee [Mr.  Kefattver]  has  introduced 
into  the  Recobd  tonight  supporting  testi- 
mony bearing  out  the  cost  figures  first 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Hn-Ll. 

During  the  course  of  the  debate  on  the 
bill  itself,  I  believe  the  Senator  fi-om 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Thye]  presented  similar 
evidence  which  supports  the  figure  that 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  HIll] 
first  used  here  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate; 
namely,  that  the  total  cost  of  the  so- 
called  farm-subsidy  program  is  about  35 
cents  per  person  per  year. 

I  wish  to  say.  Mr.  President,  that  pay- 
ment is  a  cheap  premium  for  the  Ameri- 
can people  to  pay  for  farm  prosperity. 
As  was  brought  out  by  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  Hill]  and  the  t^enator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  KzrAtrvER)  and 
others  during  the  course  of  the  debate. 
It  does  not  even  equal.  Mr.  President,  the 
subsidies  which  are  given  to  magazine 
publishers  in  this  coimtry,  who  are  doing 
their  best  editorially  to  impose  upon  the 
American  farmer  this  fiexible  support 
program. 

I  shall  be  very  proud  tonight,  on  the 
basis  of  my  farm  record  here  in  the  Sen- 
ate, to  join  with  those  who  will  vote 
against  this  conference  report,  because 
when  we  do,  in  my  judgment,  we  are 
voting  for  the  interests  of  the  Amertean 
farmer. 

I  ask.  Mr.  President,  for  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  the  question  of  agreeing  to  the 
conference  report. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr,  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  withhold 
his  suggestion  for  a  very  brief  discus- 
sion? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  withhold  my  re- 
quest. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  there 
is  one  phase  of  this  bill  which  has  not 
been  given  very  much  attention  in  the 
debate.  I  should  like  to  have  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Aiken]. 

That  phase  is  the  question  of  diverted 
acres.  There  is  a  provision  in  the  fhial 
draft  of  the  bill  with  reference  to  di- 
verted acres  which  is  different  from  the 
provision  on  the  same  subject  when  the 
bill  passed  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  read  very 
briefly  what  the  report  says  about  the 
three  points  involved  with  reference  to 
diverted  acres. 

The  report  reads: 

Tbe  substitute — 

Meaning  the  bill  as  it  is  now  before 
us — 

has  mcKUfled  the  Senate  provision  substan- 
tially and  provides  (1)  that,  in  administer- 
ing any  programs  for  diverted  acres,  the  Sec- 
retary may  make  his  regulations  applicable 
on  an  appropriate  geographical  basis. 


The  question  I  wish  to  propound  to 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  is  this.  As 
I  understand,  the  program  can  be  ap- 
plied on  a  geographical  basis,  depend- 
ing on  conditions.  However,  i«  it  the 
idea  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont  that 
the  program  of  controlling  diverted  acres 
should  immediately  apply  to  all  the  di- 
verted acres,  or  should  it  be  put  into 
effect  gradually;  that  is,  a  reasonable 
percent  the  first  year,  and  perhaps  a 
greater  percent  the  next  year? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  It  is  perfectly  obvious 
that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  would 
have  to  apply  controls  to  the  diverted 
acres  geographically,  and  take  Into  con- 
sideration the  condition  of  the  areas. 
The  conference  report  contains  a  proviso 
that  it  shall  be  handled  in  such  a  way  in 
areas  where  there  has  been  a  disaster 
of  any  kind  so  as  to  restore  normal  prac- 
tices as  rapidly  as  possible. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  point  is  covered 
in  the  report.  That  is  the  point  with 
respect  to  semiarid  areas.  However,  will 
the  diverted-acreage  program  go  into 
effect  all  of  a  sudden  on  a  100-percent 
basis,  or  will  it  be  put  into  effect  grad- 
ually and  developed?  Farmers  are  not 
prepared  for  it.  It  is  something  that  has 
not  been  required  heretofore.  To  imme- 
diately force  this  program  with  respect 
to  all  diverted  acres  would  have  a  very 
severe  result. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  In  my  opinion,  we  would 
have  to  have  some  experience  before  we 
could  apply  it  on  a  general  scale.  That 
is  my  opinion.  There  may  be  those  who 
differ  with  me. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  has  In 
mind  that  for  the  first  year  a  relatively 
small  percent  would  be  apphed.  and  the 
next  year  perhaps  a  larger  percent,  and 
the  farmer  could  adjust  himself  to  the 
change? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  believe  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  can  safely  assume  it. 
This  year  there  has  been  no  control  at 
all  with  reference  to  the  acres  that  were 
supposed  to  have  been  diverted.  We  have 
an  increase  of  around  56  percent  in  the 
planting  of  barley,  and  I  believe  51  per- 
cent on  sorghum  and  other  crops.  I 
think  some  experience  will  be  helpful 
and  necessary  before  we  can  get  a  proper 
application  of  control.  The  Senator 
from  Mississippi  can  safely  assume  that 
it  will  be  handled  in  such  a  way  as  to 
bring  about  as  little  hardship  as  possible 
on  anyone. 

Mr.    STENNIS.    In    other    wards.    It 
would  be  a  program  of  moderation,  with 
time  to  prepare  from  year  to  year? 
Mr.  AIKEN.     That  is  my  opinion 
Mr.  STENNIS.    I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much.  1 

Mr.  THYE.    Mr.  President ' 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  understood  the  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi  had  the  floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Thf,  Senator  withheld 
his  request  for  a  quoriun.  It  is  all  right 
with  me,  but 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  did  not  know 
that  I  had  yielded  the  floor.  I  rose  to 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum.  I  have 
just  talked  with  the  acting  minority 
leader,  and  I  was  about  to  move  that  the 
Senate  stand  in  recess  until  10  o'clock 
tomorrow  morning. 
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Mr.  STENNIS.  I  will  take  only  1 
minute. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi.  

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  one 
question? 

Mr.  THYE.     All  I  v/anted  to  say 

Mr.  STENNIS.  May  I  ask  this  ques- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico?  I 
discussed  this  point  with  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  earlier  today,  and  I 
should  like  to  address  this  question  to 
him.  With  respect  to  the  program  on 
diverted  acres,  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
vhether  it  will  be  a  program  of  modera- 
tion in  the  beginning. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  would  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  that  the  only 
answer  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  can 
pivc  is  contained  in  tJie  proposed  legisla- 
tion itself.  In  developing  this  program 
tlie  Secretary  of  Agriculture  would  nat- 
urally make  it  as  moderate  as  he  could 
in  the  beginning.  If  there  was  not  a 
proper  response  on  the  part  of  farmers, 
he  would  naturally  have  to  tighten  up. 
Surely  in  the  l>eginnlni?  he  would  make 
it  a  moderate  program. 

Secondly,  I  think  h«?  would  have  to 
judge  a  little  by  what  was  going  to  be 
done  with  the  land.  If,  for  example,  the 
land  was  to  be  moved  from  cotton  into 
a  crop  that  was  Itself  In  a  very  critical 
condition,  he  would  ha\'e  to  be  stronger 
in  his  control  than  if  it  v/ere  being  moved 
into  a  crop  that  was  not  in  a  critical 
condition. 

Therefore,  I  believe  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  as  this  language  contem- 
plates, has  complete  authority  to  work 
out  a  program  which  I  ho{>e  will  t>e  a 
moderate  program,  and  that  is  what  is 
suggested  to  htm. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  therefore 
understands  that  it  will  be  a  program  of 
moderation  and  gradual  development. 
Is  that  right? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     Yes. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much.  I  would  be  glad  to  yield  now 
to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  l)e  in  order. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mirmesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  the  reason 
1  souRht  recognition  was  that  while  I  was 
acting  as  majority  leader  this  afternoon 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Lancer  I  asked  me  specifically  whether 
there  would  be  a  record  vote  this  evening. 
I  told  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  it 
was  my  information  that  there  would  not 
be  a  record  vote.  Therefore  the  Senator 
left  the  fioor.  If  we  were  to  have  a 
record  vote.  I  would  feel  that  I  had 
erred  greatly,  that  I  had  misinformed 
one  of  my  colleagues,  and  that  there 
would  have  l)cen  conunitted  an  error  that 
should  not  have  been  committed. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President.  I  thank 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  for 
yielding  to  me. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  before 
the  vote  on  this  conference  report  is 
taken,  I  want  the  Record  to  show  that  I 
regard  the  action  of  this  Republican 
Congress    with    respect    to    America's 


farmers  as  a  direct  and  complete  viola- 
tion of  the  pledge  made  to  the  American 
people  by  the  Republican  candidate  for 
the  Presidency  in  1952.  The  farm  peo- 
ple of  America,  the  merchants  and  busi- 
nessmen of  rural  America,  in  fact,  the 
big-business  men,  industrialists,  and  the 
workers  of  our  great  urban  centers  were 
led  to  believe  in  1952  that  the  Repub- 
hcan  Party  had  finally  and  belatedly  re- 
alized that  the  prosperity  of  every  seg- 
ment of  America's  economy  is  directly 
dependent  upon  the  continued  prosper- 
ity of  America's  farmers. 

The  action  taken  by  this  Republican 
Congress  with  respect  to  parity  prices 
makes  it  crystal  clear  that  in  an  obvious 
bid  for  votes  the  Republican  leaders 
were  willing  in  the  1952  campaign  to 
pretend  that  which  they  did  not  believe. 

I  refuse  to  vote  for  this  measure.  Mr. 
President.  I  refuse  to  vote  for  it  be- 
cause there  is  no  question  in  my  mind 
but  that  this  so-called  flexible  parity 
plan,  if  allowed  to  continue,  will  be  ruin- 
ous not  only  to  American  agricultui'e  but 
American  business  and  industry  as  well. 
The  ruin  of  America's  farm  family  life 
under  the  last  Republican  administra- 
tion in  the  1920's  heralded  the  collapse 
and  ruin  of  our  entire  economic  life  at 
the  close  of  that  decade.  This  confer- 
ence report  represents  the  first  step  to- 
ward a  repetition  of  that  desperate  eco- 
nomic experience.  However,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  must  say  that  while  this  action 
of  Congress  represents  a  devastating 
blow  to  the  immediate  welfare  of  our 
farm  families,  I  am  equally  convinced 
that  it  will  not  have  the  same  tragic  ef- 
fect on  our  entire  economy  as  did  the 
sell-out  of  the  farmers  in  the  1920's.  It 
will  not  have  that  effect.  Mr.  President, 
for  just  one  reason:  That  reason  is  that 
the  farmers,  the  workers,  and  the  busi- 
nessmen of  America  have  well  learned 
the  economic  facts  of  Ufe,  and  as  a  result 
of  this  defalcation  of  RepubUcan  prom- 
ises. I  am  convinced  that  they  will  go  to 
the  polls  this  Novemlier  to  return  the 
Democratic  Party  to  control  and  that  the 
Democratic  Party  early  in  1955  will  do 
what  the  Republican  Party  failed  to  do. 
We  will  restore  full  parity  prices.  We 
will  stop  this  onslaught  on  the  farm  fam- 
ilies of  America,  and  by  so  doing  we  will 
protect  and  reestablish  the  basic  condi- 
ti(ms  of  prosperity  throughout  the 
country. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  and  Mr.  RUSSELL 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  has  the  fioor. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  understand  how  this  floor  is  farmed 
out,  without  any  other  Senator  being 
recognized. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  tried  to  be  courteous  to  Senators 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  The  hour  is 
now  a  quarter  to  twelve.  Inasmuch  as 
there  had  been  indications  on  both  sides 
of  the  aisle  that  there  would  not  be  a 
yea-and-nay  vote  this  evening,  a  num- 
ber of  Senators  have  departed  for  their 
homes. 

I  feel  that  if  a  yea-and-nay  vote  were 
ordered — and  it  has  been  ordered — it 
would  be  my  responsibility  to  suggest  the 
absence  of  a  quonim  so  as  to  give  Sena- 


tors who  are  not  present,  who  have  gone 
home,  an  opportunity  to  return  to  the 
Senate.  I  think  it  is  not  unreasonable, 
under  those  circimistances,  for  the  ma- 
jority leader,  at  this  hour  of  the  night, 
to  suggest,  imder  all  the  circumstances, 
that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess  until  10 
o'clock  tomorrow. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  This  has  been  a  very 
remarkable  proceeding.  The  majority 
leader  has  kept  70  Senators  sitting  here 
since  about  8  o'clock,  ready  to  vote,  and 
then  it  is  revealed,  after  we  have  sat  here 
for  4  hours,  that  there  has  t>een  some 
agreement  that  we  shall  not  be  per- 
mitted to  have  a  vote  tonight.  I  have 
never  before  seen  anything  of  that 
nature. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  California 
yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, although  the  minority  leader  did 
not  ask  for  a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  this 
question,  he  asked  the  majority  leader  if 
he  planned  to  have  a  vote.  The  majority 
leader  did  not  give  me  his  assi^-ance  that 
there  would  be  a  yea-and-nay  vote. 
The  majority  leader  wanted  to  bring  Uie 
conference  report  up  tonight.  I  con- 
ferred with  interested  Senators  on  the 
minority  side,  and  after  conferring  with 
them  I  assured  the  majority  leader  that 
we  were  ready  to  proceed  with  the  con- 
ference report.  But  it  never  occurred  to 
me  that  we  would  have  to  consider  it 
until  a  quarter  of  12  and  then  go  home 
without  a  vote.  There  has  been  no  as- 
surance that  there  would  be  no  yea-and- 
nay  vote.  The  majority  leader  did  not 
give  me  any  such  assurance. 

Mr,  KNOWLAND.  Perhaps  the  ma- 
jority leader  is  mistaken.  This  is  the 
first  time,  I  think,  that  I  have  misunder- 
stood what  I  thought  was  the  under- 
standing across  the  aisle;  and  I  move 
that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess  until 
10  o'clock  tomorrow  morning. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KERR.  Was  there  not  an  under- 
standing that  when  the  Senate  had  com- 
pleted its  business  for  the  day  it  would 
stand  in  recess? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  a  further 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KERR.  Does  not  that  tmanimoua 
consent  agreement  have  some  signifi- 
cance with  reference  to  the  present  situ- 
ation? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wiU  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  that  that  is  the 
customary  agreement  that  is  entered 
into.  Sometimes  it  is  entered  into  In 
the  middle  of  debate  on  a  bill,  sometimes 
at  the  completion  of  the  debate,  and 
sometimes  after  a  day  of  discussion. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motion  to 
recess. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  state 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Does  the  Chair  rule 
that  a  Senator  has  no  right  to  request 
the  yeas  and  nays? 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Calif omla  has  moved  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess,  and  that  is  the 
question  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
requested  the  yeas  and  nays;  and  I  have 
that  right. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  has  not  questioned  the  Senator's 
right. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Chair  was  very 
slow  about  indicating  that  I  had  any 
rights  of  any  kind. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
to  take  a  recess  luitil  10  o'clock  tomor- 
row morning.  On  this  question  the 
yeas  and  nays  have  been  requested. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 
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Aiken 

Anderaon 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Bowrlng 

Bricker 

Busb 

Carlson 

Case 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Crlppa 

Duff 

Dwonhak 

Ellender 

Ervln 

Ferguson 

Prear 

Pul  bright 

Gillette 

Ooldwater 

Green 


Hayden 
Hendrlckson 
Hennlngs 
Hlckenlooper 
HUl 

Holland 
Humphrey 
Ives 
Jackson 
'"''    Johnson,  Cblo. 
Johnson.  Tex. 
Johnston,  8.  C. 
Kefauver 
Kennedy 
Kerr 

Kllgor*     . 
Knowland 
Kuchel 
Lennon 
Long 

Magnuson 
Malone 
Mansfield 
Martin 


McCarran 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

MUlikln 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastors 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Reynolds 

RuaseU 

BaltonstaU 

Schoeppel 

Smathers 

Smith,  Maine 

Stennls 

Symington 

Thye 

Williams 

Youny 


The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

(At  this  point,  on  the  request  of  Mr. 
Ferguson,  the  Presiding  Officer  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  on  the  death  of 
Representative  Paul  W.  Shafer.  of  Mich- 
igan, and  Mr.  Ferguson  submitted  a 
resolution,  the  proceedings  and  remarks 
incident  to  which  appear  at  the  end  of 
today's  Senate  proceedings.) 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  de- 
mand the  regular  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  California  renew  his  mo- 
tion to  recess? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered  on  the  motion  to  re- 
cess. The  Senator  from  California  can- 
not withdraw  his  motion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  GaUfomia  withheld  his 
motion  to  enable  the  Senator  from  Mich- 
igan to  make  a  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  yeas  and  nays 
had  been  ordered  on  the  motion  to  recess, 
and  the  Senator  from  California  had  no 
right  to  withdraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Michigan  was  speaking  to  a  resolution 


concerning  a  deceased  Member  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  did  not  object  to 
that.  But  I  observe  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken]  and  other  Senators 
seeking  recognition.  It  seems  to  me  that 
instead  of  my  being  out  of  order  on  this 
matter,  the  majority  leader  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson] 
might  be  seeking  a  little  undue  actvan- 
tage  from  the  parliamentary  situation 
due  to  the  death  of  a  very  great  Ameri- 
can. I  did  not  know  he  was  dead  until 
now.  I  deeply  regret  to  hear  of  his 
passing. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  yeas  and  nays 
were  ordered  on  the  motion  to  recess, 
were  they  not? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, a  request  to  withdraw  the  mo- 
tion to  recess  is  not  in  order  on  the  point 
of  order  made  by  the  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia  [Mr.  RUSSELLI. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Only  by 
unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  motion  can  be 
withdrawn  only  by  unanimous  conBent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  has  so  stated. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be 
permitted  to  withdraw  the  motion  to 
recess  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Resening 
the  right  to  object,  Mr.  President,  earlier 
in  the  evening  I  had  some  conferences 
with  the  majority  leader.  At  that  time. 
as  I  stated  to  the  Senate  a  moment  ago. 
I  asked  the  majority  leader  if  we  would 
have  a  record  vote,  as  we  have  had  on  a 
number  of  other  matters,  on  the  confer- 
ence report  on  the  farm  bill,  if  it  were 
taken  up.  He  said  he  would  not  ask  for 
a  record  vote.  I  said  I  would  not  ask 
for  a  record  vote. 

In  light  of  that  conversation — and 
that  is  the  way  I  remember  it — I  wish  to 
ask  the  majority  leader  this  question: 
Did  the  majority  leader  understand  me 
to  say  that  there  would  be  no  record  vote 
this  evening? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  did  not  under- 
stand the  minority  leader  or  his  repre- 
sentative to  guarantee  me  under  blood 
bond  that  a  sufficient  number  of  sena- 
tors would  not  raise  their  hands  to  de- 
mand a  record  vote,  but  there  was  what 
I  thought  was  a  general  understanding 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  that  there 
would  be  no  record  vote  this  evening. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Did  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  give  to  the  Senator 
from  California  any  assurance  that  there 
would  be  nff  record  vote,  other  than  his 
own  assurance  that  he  was  not  in  favor 
of  a  record  vote?  1 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No;  but  I  felt  Un- 
der all  the  circumstances  and  from  the 
conversations  that  went  on,  some  while 
the  Senator  was  here  and  some  while 
he  was  not,  that  there  would  not  be  a 
record  vote  this  evening.  I  am  not 
blaming  the  Senator,  because   he   was 
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not  even   present  when  this  "hassle** 
finally  developed. 

Under  the  circumstances,  as  majority 
leader  of  the  Senate,  with  the  under- 
standing which  at  least  I  had  in  good 
faith,  I  felt  that  I  was  perfectly  justi- 
fied in  moving  to  recess  the  Senate  until 
10  o'clock  tomorrow  morning,  because  a 
number  of  Senators  would  want  to  be 
recorded  if  there  were  going  to  be  a 
record  vote. 

If  the  leadership  of  the  Senate  is  to 
be  taken  away  under  those  circum- 
stances, of  course  the  votes  may  be  avail- 
able to  do  it,  but  I  felt  that  in  discharg- 
ing my  responsibility  under  what  I 
thought  was  an  understanding,  I  was 
amply  justified  in  taking  the  course  of 
action  I  did. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  last  thing  I  would  ever  want 
to  happen  would  be  for  the  majority 
leader  ever  to  feel  that  he  could  not 
depend  upon  everything  the  Senator 
from  Texa.s  .said  to  him.  The  majority 
leader  said  to  me  that  one  reason  he 
wanted  the  conference  report  to  come 
up  this  eveninp  was  in  order  that  Sena- 
tors such  as  the  Senator  from  Iowa  might 
have  an  opportunity  to  vote  on  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  spoke 
tc  me  earlier  in  the  day. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Some  Sen- 
ators expressed  to  me  the  desire  that 
there  not  be  a  record  vote,  and  I  assured* 
them  that  t*e  minority  leader  would 
not  ask  for  a  record  vote.  I  have  no 
control  over  what  10  Senators  may  do. 

The  acting  minority  leader  called  me 
in  my  office  on  the  telephone  while  I  was 
in  a  very  important  conference,  about 
which  the  Senator  from  California 
knows,  and  he  told  me  that  some  Sen- 
ators wanted  a  record  vote.  I  t»ld  him 
that  I  had  assured  the  majority  leader 
that,  so  far  as  I  was  concerned,  I  would 
not  ask  for  a  record  vote,  and  I  hoped 
he  would  attempt  to  prevail  oci  them 
not  to  have  a  record  vote.  But  once  a 
record  vote  is  ordered,  realizing  the  situ- 
ation of  the  Senator  from  Iowa  and  other 
Senators  as  related  to  me  by  the  majority 
leader,  I  know  of  no  reason  why  we 
should  keep  them  here  until  12  o'clock 
and  then  rece.ss  the  Senate,  only  to  have 
them  miss  the  vote  on  an  important  piece 
of  legislation. 

For  that  reason,  I  attempted  to  pre- 
vail upon  the  majority  leader 

Mr.  KI-JOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
distinguished  minority  leader  that  per- 
haps we  should  not  let  those  outside  the 
lodge  in  on  all  the  lodge  proceedings,  but 
when  I  had  that  understanding,  I  went 
among  the  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle  and  suggested  that  because  of  the 
understanding  I  had  entered  into,  I 
hoped  they  would  not  raise  their  hands, 
and,  so  far  as  I  know,  with  the  exception 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon I  Mr.  Morse  I ,  who  is  the  Independ- 
ent Party,  over  which  I  do  not  pretend 
to  exercise  even  a  minimum  influence. 
I  think  there  were  very  few  hands  raised 
over  on  this  side. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  wish  to 
say  to  the  majority  leader  that  I  was  op- 
erating somewhat  by  remote  control,  but 
I  said  to  the  acting  minority  leader  that 
I  hoped  he  would  go  among  Senators  on 
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I  yield.  The  .^en- 
ha.s  a  reservation. 
I    am    very    happy 


this  side  of  the  aisle  and  attempt  to  pre- 
vail on  them  not  to  ask  for  a  record  vote. 

Mr.  THYE.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Evidently 
we  did  not  have  any  more  influence  over 
some  of  the  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle  than  the  majority  leader  has  over 
the  Independent  Party,  and  we  are  con- 
fronted with  a  reality  instead  of  a 
theory.  We  have  a  larger  attendance  in 
the  Senate  now  than  I  have  seen  all 
evening.  I  do  not  know  if  there  are 
Members  who  are  not  present  who  were 
f-'ivcn  a.ssurance.  but  I  know  the  minor- 
ity leader  did  not  give  any  Member  as- 
.«urance  that  there  would  not  be  a  vole 
tcnifht.  becau.se  we  expected  a  vote. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
que.'-tion  is  on  the  unanimous-consent 
request  of  the  Senator  from  California 
I  Mr.  Knowland  1  to  withdraw  his  motion 
to  rpcc.s.s. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  re- 
.«erving  the  right  to  object.  I  am  very 
happy 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  vield'' 

Mr  KNOWLAND 
ator  from  Kentucky 

Mr  CLEMENTS. 
that  the  minority  leader  and  the  ma- 
jority leader  have  both  made  the  state- 
ments they  have  made  in  the  last  few- 
minutes,  because  I  think  it  ju-^tifies  the 
ob.'^ervation  which  was  made  in  the  col- 
loquy with  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
and  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  by 
my.self  earlier  m  the  evening  when  I 
.supge.sted  what  they  have  outlined  at 
this  time.  That  colloquy  brought  about 
a  voice  vote  on  a  bill  on  which  some 
Members  on  the  othor  side  had  desired 
to  h.nve  a  yea-and-nay  vote. 

I  wish  to  add  to  what  the  minority 
leader  said,  that  no  individual  Senator 
has  control  over  any  vote  but  his  own. 
Certainly  when  I  made  that  observa- 
tion. I  made  it  in  the  light  of  the  state- 
ments which  have  been  made  by  the 
minority  and  majority  leader,  and  I 
think  it  was  justified  at  that  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  California? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
in-:  the  right  to  object — although  cer- 
tainly I  .shall  not  object — I  simply  wi.'-h 
to  confirm  the  statement  made  by  my 
t  ood  friend,  the  acting  minority  lead- 
er, about  the  fact  that  around  9  o'clock 
this  evening,  in  connection  with  a  bill  on 
which  the  Senator  from  Delaware  I  Mr. 
Williams!  and  I  were  endeavoring  to 
obtain  a  yea-and-nay  vote — it  was  a  bill 
to  deny  the  payment  of  pensions  to  Al- 
.f;er  Hiss  and  other  unfaithful  former 
Government  employees — when  we  asked 
for  yeas  and  nays  there  was  a  gratifying 
display  of  hands  which  looked  like  a 
forest  on  the  great  South  Dakota  land- 
scape; but  in  the  middle  of  that  display 
of  hands,  the  acting  majority  leader 
rose  and  said,  "We  have  given  our  word 
that  there  will  be  no  yea-and-nay  votes, 
and  some  of  the  Members  have  left  with 
that  understanding." 

Being  persuaded  by  that,  I  withdraw 
my  request  for  a  yea-and-nay  vote  on 
the  question  of  the  passage  of  that  bill. 

I  mention  that  because  it  seems  to  me 
that  a  number  of  our  colleagues  left  the 


Chamber  with  those  words  ringing  In 
ears,  and  if  they  are  not  here  at  this 
time,  to  vote  on  the  question  of  adop- 
tion of  the  conference  report  on  the 
farm  bill,  certainly  there  are  a  great 
many  extenuating  circumstances,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  they  were  so  ad- 
vised at  that  time. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  fair  thing  to 
do.  insofar  as  the  Senators  now  absent 
are  concerned,  is.  consequently,  to  sup- 
port the  motion  of  the  majority  leader 
that  the  Sena*.'  take  a  recess  until  to- 
morrow, and  on  tomorrow  to  have  the 
Senate  vote  on  the  question  of  agreeing 
to  the  conference  report. 

Sj  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  am  here, 
and  can  vote  -xt  any  time.  But  after 
other  Senators  had  been  assured  there 
would  be  no  yea-and-nay  votes  this 
evening,  it  seems  to  me  it  would  be  verg- 
ing on  sharp  practice  if  suddenly  a  yea- 
and-nay  vote  were  tiiken  in  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  California  for  unanimous  consent 
to  withdraw  his  motion? 

Tlie  Chair  hears  none.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
conference  report. 

Mr.  CASE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
in.sert  in  the  Record  prior  to  the  vote  on 
the  conference  report,  a  statement  set- 
ting forth  the  reasons  vkhy  I  voted  for 
the  adoption  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFTTCER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Statiment  bt  Senator  Case 
With   the   consent   of    the   Senate.   I  state 
these  reasons  for  voting  for  adoption  of  the 
conference  report  on  the  farm  bill. 

1.  If  the  ccnference  report  Is  rejected  we 
are  likely  to  have  no  bill  since  the  House  of 
Representatives  has  already  voted  for  it  and 
many  of  its  Members  have  now  left  Washing- 
ton and  have  gone  home  or  abroad. 

2.  If  we  have  no  bill,  the  1949  act  comes 
Into  force  with  a  75  tc  90  percent  slidii.;; 
Fcale  instead  of  the  82 '^  to  90  percent  price 
support  provided  In  this  bill. 

3  If  we  have  no  new  law.  the  agriculture 
conservation  procram  expires  and  that  »250 
million  program  ends  on  the  last  day  of  th:s 
year.  1954.  This  means  the  end  of  soil-con- 
servation payments  which  has  done  so  much 
for  soil  and  water  conservation  In  South 
Dakota. 

4.  If  we  relect  this  bill  now.  we  lose  the 
set-aside  of  %2^ -^  billion  worth  of  farm  prod- 
ucts which  Is  necessary  to  avoid  further 
cruel  cuts  In  acreage  next  year.  This  cut 
in  acres  and  a  75-percent  price  support  could 
spell  complete  disaster  to  Incomes. 

5.  If  we  reject  this  bill  now  we  lose  Us 
authorization  for  use  of  $50  million  for  pur- 
chase of  milk  and  milk  products  for  the 
school-lunch  program.  This  will  further  in- 
jure milk  producers. 

6.  If  we  reject  this  bill  at  this  stage  of 
proceedings,  we  lose  the  program  it  provides 
for  the  wool  grower  and  that  domestic  In- 
dustry win  almost  disappear. 

7.  If  we  reject  this  bill  now.  we  reject  the 
give  and  take  of  the  legislative  process 
which  has  been  In  progress  for  many  months. 

This  bill  represents  the  best  upon  which 
agreement  could  be  had  by  a  majority  of 
the  Congress.  I  shall  not  vote  to  throw  It 
away  at  this  stage  of  the  proceedings  in  our 
democratic  processes. 


The     PRESIDING     OFFICER.       The 

question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

On  this  question  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call 
the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  rolL 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  aimoimce  that 
the  senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  IMr. 
Wiley]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr. 
CapehartI  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
(Mr.  WelkerI  are  absent  on  official 
business. 

The  senior  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  BRrocEsl.  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  (Mr.  Butler  1,  the  Senator 
from  Illinois-  IMr,  Dirksen].  the  Sena- 
tor from  Vermont  IMr.  PlajtdersI.  the 
junior  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Jkn- 
NERl.  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
(Mr.  Lancer  1.  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  IMr.  SitrrHl,  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  (Mr.  UptonI.  and 
the  Senator  from  Utah  IMr.  Watkins] 
are  necessarily  absent. 

On  this  vote,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Indiana  (Mr.  CapehartI  is  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  (Mr. 
MavbankI,  and  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont IMr.  PlakdersI  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  (Mr.  Sparkman]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Indiana  (Mr.  CapehartI  and  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr.  F*landers1 
would  each  vote  "yea."  and  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  IMr.  MaybankI  and 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  (Mr.  Spark- 
man  1  would  each  vote  "nay." 

If  present  and  voting,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire  IMr.  BridgbsI. 
the  Senator  from  Marj-land  [Mr.  But- 
ler 1,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  (Mr. 
DiRKSENl.  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  (Mr.  JennerI,  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  IMr.  Smith  1.  the  junior 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  (Mr.  Up- 
tonI. the  Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  Wat- 
kins  1,  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  IMr. 
Welker  1   would  each  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
th.e  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr.  BurkeI, 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  (Mr.  Cha- 
vez 1,  the  Senator  from  Texas  IMr. 
Daniel  1,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas  I.  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
IMr.  Eastl.and).  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  IMr.  George  1,  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  IMr.  GoreI.  the  Senator  from 
New  York  IMr.  Lehman),  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  IMr.  MaybankI, 
and  the  Senator  from  Virginia  IMr. 
Robertson  1  are  absent  on  official  busi- 
ne.ss. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  FMr. 
ByrdI  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
IMr.  Sparkman]  are  necessarily  absent. 

I  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  IMr.  Eastland!  is  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Daniel). 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  would  vote  "yea,"  and  the 
Senator  from  Texas  would  vote  "nay." 
I  announce  further  that  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  MaybankI  is 
paired  with  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
IMr.  CapehartI.  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  would 
vote  "nay,"  and  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana would  vote  "yea." 
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I  announce  also  that  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  BtuaauM}  is  paired  on 
this  vote  with  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [ICr.  njomwasl.  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  fitxn  Alabama  would 
vote  "nay,"  and  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont would  vote  "yea." 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DoDCSLAsl  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  BEALL.  Mr.  President,  how  am 
I  recorded? 

The  PRJESIDINa  OFFICER.  "ITie  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  Is  recorded  as  hav- 
ing voted  in  the  afOrmaUve. 

Mr.  CRIPPA.  Mr.  President,  how  am  I 
recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Sen- 
ator from  Wyoming  is  recorded  as  hav- 
ing voted  in  the  aflBrmative. 

Mr.  DUFF.  Mr.  President,  bow  am  I 
recorded?   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Pennsylvania  is  recorded  as 
having  voted  in  the  afOrmative. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President,  how  am  I 
recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Maine  is  recorded  as  having 
voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
how  am  I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Arizona  is  recorded  as  having 
voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  how  am 
I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dalcota  is  recorded  as 
having  voted  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  how  am 
I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  California  is  recorded  as  hav- 
ing voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  how 
am  I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  recorded  as 
having  voted  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  how  am  I 
recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  is  recorded  as  hav- 
ing voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  how 
am  I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Utah  is  recorded  as  having 
voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  PURTELL.  Mr.  President,  how 
am  I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Connecticut  is  recorded  as 
having  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President,  how  am 
I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Michigan  is  recorded  as 
having  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
how  am  I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  recorded  as 
having  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President, 
how  am  I  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Kansas  is  recorded  as  hav- 
ing voted  in  the  affirmative. 


Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  how 
am  I  recorded? 

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER,     The 
Senator  from  Wyoming  Is  recorded  as 
•  having  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President,  a  point 
(rf  order:  The  Senate  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  how  is  the 
Junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota  re- 
corded? 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  is  recorded 
as  having  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  SAIiTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
how  am  t  recorded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The 
clerk  will  recapitulate  the  vote. 

The  Chief  Clerk  recapitulated  the  vote. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not 
hear  my  name  called.  How  am  I  re- 
corded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  is  recorded  as 
having  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  thank  the  Chair  very 
much,  indeed. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquirj'. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  it  in  order,  before  the 
result  of  the  vote  is  announced,  for  a 
Member  to  state  his  reasons  for  voting 
as  he  does? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  advise  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  that  during  the  rollcall  proceed- 
ings, debate  is  not  in  order.  Therefore, 
the  answer  to  the  inquiry  of  the  Senator 
from  South  E>akota  is  "No." 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  is  a  unani- 
mous-consent request  in  order,  in  order 
to  ask  permission 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  ad\ise  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  that  during  the  rollcall 
proceedings,  business  cannot  be  trans- 
acted.   So  the  answer  is  "No." 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  is  a 
request  for  the  regular  order  in  order? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  Sena- 
tor may  request  the  regular  order. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  I  re- 
quest the  regular  orOer. 

Mr.  McCarthy.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
regular  order  requires  the  announce- 
ment of  the  result  of  the  vote,  and  the 
Chair  will  announce  the  result  of  the 
vote. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  be- 
fore the  Chair  announces  the  result  of 
the  vote 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  For 
what  purpose  does  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  rise? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Senate  is  not  in  ordei .  I  did  not 
hear  the  recapitulation  of  the  vote.  May 
I  ask  for  a  recapitulation  of  the  vote? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  may  make  his 
request  after  the  Chair  has  announced 
the  result  of  the  vote. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President.  I 
did  not  hear  how  I  was  recorded.  May 
I  have  that  stated? 

The^  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
regular  order  has  been  requested,  and 
the  Chair  will  announce  the  result  of 
the  vote. 


The  result  was  announced— yeas  44, 
nays  28,  as  follows: 

TEAS — 44 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

BowTlng 

Brlcker 

Bush 

Carlson 

Case 

Cordon 

Crippa 

Duff 

Dworshak 

Blender 


Clements 

Cooper 

Ervln 

Ful  bright 

Hennlngs 

HU: 

Humphrey 

Jaclcson 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 


Ferguson 

Frear 

GUlette 

Goldwater 

Green 

Hayden 

Hendrlckson 

Hlckenlooper 

Holla  nd 

Ives 

Kennedy 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Malone 

Martin 

NAYS— 28 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kerr 

Kllgore 

Lennoa 

Long 

Magnuf-on 

Mansflrld 

McCarthy 

McClellan 


McCarran 

MllUkln 

Neely 

Pastore 

Paytie 

Potter 

Purt«ll 

Reynolda 

Saltonitall 

Schc>eppel 

Bmathera 

Smith.  Main* 

Stennla 

WlliUuxui 


I 


MoAfoney 

Mofse 

Mutidt 

Murray 

Ruasell 

Symington 

Thye 

ToUng 


NOT  VOTINO— 24    ' 

Bridges  Douglas  Maybank 

Burke  Eastland  RoHertnon 

Butler  Flanders  Smith.  N.  J. 

Byrd  George  Sparkman 

Capehart  Gore  UpHon 

Chavez  Jenner  Watklns 

Daniel  Langer  Werner 

Dirksen  Lehman  ^'UM 

So  the  report  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  AIKEN.     Mr.  PresideoL  I  move* 
that  the  vote  whereby  the  ^ptference 
report   was   agreed   to  be   raAwsidered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  pfeeident.  I 
move  to  lay  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  California  to  lay 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
on  the  table. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  wish  to  violate  any  rules  of  the 
Senate.  I  am  about  to  move  to  recess; 
but  I  shall,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy  to 
both  sides  of  the  aisle,  be  glad  to  yield 
for  insertions  in  the  Record. 


SPECIAL  SUECOMMITTEE  ON  INVES- 
TIGATION OF  THE  COMMITTEE 
ON  GOVERNMENT  OPERATIONS — 
PERMISSION  TO  FILE  REPORT 
WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE 
SEl^ATE 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President.  I  rise 
to  propound  a  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Special  Subcommittee  on  Investiga- 
tions of  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations  be  authorized  to  file  a  report 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  during 
its  recess,  on  behalf  of  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations,  on  the  special 
Senate  investigation  on  charges  and 
countercharges  involving  Secretary  of 
the  Army  Robert  T.  Stevens,  John  G. 
Adams.  H.  Struve  Hensel,  Senator  Joe 
McCarthy.  Roy  M.  Cohn,  and  Francis 
P.  Carr.  with  the  approval,  by  letter  or 
otherwise,  of  a  majority  of  the  full  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations. 
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That  full  approval  has  been  secured, 
and  we  very  much  hoise  to  be  able  to  file 
the  report  before  the  Senate  recesses. 
However,  sometimes  Congress  has  the 
habit  of  recessing  somewhat  spontane- 
ously. In  order  to  fortify  the  privilege,  I 
ask  this  unanimous  consent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 


AMENDMENT  OF  TRADING  WITH 
THE  ENEMY  ACT— AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  KILGORE  submitted  amendments 
intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to  the  bill 
(S.  3423)  to  amend  th(;  Trading  With  the 
Enemy  Act.  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table  and  to  be  pr.nted. 


ADDITIONAL   EXECUTIVE    REPORTS 
OF  COMMITTEES 

As  in  executive  ses.'ion. 

The  following  additional  favorable  re- 
^  ports  of  nominations  *ere  submitted: 

By  Mr.  McCLELLAN,  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary: 

Jay  Neal.  of  Arkansas  to  be  United  States 
marshal  for  the  western  district  of  Arkansas, 
vice   Cooper   Hudspeth,   resigned: 

By  Mr.  LANGER,  froci  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

"'Uttlimef  JU  Brooks,  of  K(  ntucky,  to  be  United 
States  district  Judge  for  the  western  district 
at  Kentucky: 

Charles  J.  Vogel.  of  North  Dakota,  to  be 
United  States  circuit  Jjdge,  elRhih  circuit. 
vice  Walter  G.  Rlddick    decea.sed;   and 

William  C.  LlttlefieUl.  of  Georgia,  to  be 
United  Slates  marshall  tor  the  ntirthern  dis- 
trict   of    Georgia,    >lce    Joe   B.    Harrison,    re- 

tltJIilliK. 

By  Mr  SMITH  of  N?w  Jersey,  from  the 
Committee  on  Foreiirn  Relations: 

Herbert  Hoover.  Jr  .  of  California,  to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  State: 

Robert  McClintock,  ol  California,  a  Forels^n 
Scr\ice  officer  of  class  1.  to  be  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenl{X)tentlary  to  the 
Kingdom  of   Cambodia:    and 

Charles  W.  Yost,  of  New  York,  a  Foreign 
Service  oflBcer  of  cla.«:s  1,  to  be  Envoy  Extraor- 
dinary and  MUiister  Plenipotentiary  to  the 
Kingdom  of  Laos. 


It  has  been  my  good  fortune  to  have 
been  acquainted  with  him  for  quite  a 
number  of  years. 

I  first  became  acquainted  with  him 
when  he  was  elected  coimty  attorney  of 
Dakota  County.  Minn. 

I  admired  Harold  Stassen  as  county 
attorney  for  his  forthrightness  and  hon- 
esty in  that  public  office. 

He  was  three  times  elected  Governor 
of  Minnesota. 

His  record  as  governor  was  out- 
standing. 

The  reorganization  of  State  govern- 
ment under  his  leadership  has  proven 
administratively  sound  and  has  been 
highly  beneficial  to  the  State  of  Minne- 
sota. 

He  cleaned  up  the  graft,  mismanage- 
ment, and  misuse  of  public  trust  that  had 
existed  in  the  State  government  prior  to 
his  administration. 

In  all  of  the  administrative  functions 
in  the  pubhc  offices  that  Harold  Stassen 
held,  his  honesty,  frankness,  and  forth- 
rightne.ss  were  what  won  him  the  respect 
and  the  confidence,  not  only  of  his  asso- 
ciates but  of  the  public  whom  he  served. 

Harold  Stassen  has  the  courage  of  his 
convictions. 

Mr.  President.  I  want  to  commend  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Dirksen  1  for 
his  positive  statement  to  be  found  in  the 
Congressional  Record  on  page  14512, 
wherein  he  said:  "I  must  reaffirm  my 
statement  that  Governor  Stas.<ien  was  a 
forthright  and  a  complete  witne.ss. 

"I  would  do  him  a  disservice  if  I  said 
otherwi.se." 

Mr.  Pre.sident,  I  was  present  at  all  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee  hearings 
when  Mr.  Stassen  testified  on  the  ap- 
propriations for  Mutual  Security  and 
the  Foreign  Operations  Administration. 

Therefore.  I  want  to  take  this  oppor- 
tunity to  commend  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  I  Mr.  Dirksen  1.  for  having  made 
that  positive  statement. 

I.  Mr.  President,  have  every  confidence 
that  the  Director  oC.the  Foreign  Or>era- 
tions  Administration,  ^i^,  Stassen.  would 
give  nothing  but  a  factua>*nd  positive 
statement  on  any  question. 


MUTUAL  SECURITY  APPROPRI- 
ATIONS 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  on  Satur- 
day. August  14,  I  took  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate by  unanimous  consent  immediately 
following  the  roll  call  vote  on  Senator 
MAYB^NK's  amendment  to  the  mutual 
security  appropriations  bill,  H.  R.  10051. 

Having  read  the  Congressional  Record 
for  the  remainder  ol  that  day's  session. 
I  find  the  statement  by  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  McCarthy  1 
concerning  the  Director  of  the  Foreign 
Operations  Administration.  Mr.  Harold 
E.  Stassen. 

I  have  also  noted  the  reply  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Dirksen).  who 
was  acting  chairman  of  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  during  the  hearings  at 
which  Mr.  Stassen  testified. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  was  most 
emphatically  correct  in  his  statement  as 
I  have  read  it  in  the  Record  of  Saturday. 

Mr.  President,  Harold  Stassen  is  one 
of  the  eminent  citizt  ns  of  Minnesota. 


DEATH  OF  REPRESENTATIVE  PAUL 
W.  SHAPER,  OF  MICHIGAN 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
the  Chair  to  lay  l)efore  the  Senate  reso- 
lutions coming  over  from  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  resolutions  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  which  were 
read,  as  follows: 

In  the  House  of  REPRESENTATr\'ES,  U.  °  . 

i4wfiru.<:t   17.  1954. 

Resolved,  That  the  House  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Paul 
W.  Shafer.  a  Representative  from  the  State 
of  Michigan. 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  25  Members 
of  the  House  with  such  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate as  may  be  Joined  l>e  appointed  to  attend 
the  funeral. 

Resolv^ed.  That  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the 
House  be  authorized  and  directed  to  take 
such  steps  as  nray  be  necessary  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  these  resolutions  and 
that  the  necessary  expenses  In  connection 
therewith  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fvind 
Of  the  House. 


Resolved,  That  the  Clerk  communlcat« 
these  resdutloDs  to  the  Senate  and  transmit 
a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  tbe  deceased. 

Resolved,  That  as  a  fvirther  mark  of 
re6p>ect  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  my  colleague  [Mr.  Potter]  and 
myself,  I  send  to  the  desk  a  resolution. 
which  1  ask  to  have  read,  and  for  which 

I  ask  present  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
resolution  will  be  read. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  3161  was  read, 
considered  by  unanimous  consent,  and 
unanimously  agreed  to.  as  follows: 

Re.^olved,  That  the  Senate  has  beard  with 
profound  sorrow  the  announcement  of  the 
death  of  Hon.  PAtTL  W.  SHAm.  late  a  Repre- 
aentatlve  from  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Resolved.  That  a  committee  of  two  Sena- 
tors be  appointed  by  the  Presiding  Officer  to 
Join  the  committee  appointed  on  the  part 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  attend 
the  funeral  of  the  deceased  Representative. 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  fam- 
ily of  the  deceased. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  announces  that  pursuant  to  the 
second  resolving  clause  of  the  resolu- 
tion, the  Chair  appoints  the  two  Sen- 
ators from  Michigan  IMr.  Fkrgxtson 
and  Mr.  Potter]  as  the  committee  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate  to  attend  the 
funeral  for  the  late  Representative 
Shafer. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  as  a 
further  mark  of  respect  to  the  memory 
of  the  late  distinguished  Representative 
from  Michigan.  Paul  Shafer,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess  imtil 
10  o'clock  a.  m.  today. 

The  motion  was  unanimously  agreed 
to;  and  (at  12  o'clock  and  31  minutes 
a.  m..  August  18.  1954)  the  Senate  took 
a  recess,  the  recess  being,  under  the  order 
previously  entered,  until  10  o'clock  a.  m. 
the  same  day. 


NOMINATION 

Executive  nomination  received  by  the 
Senate  August  17  (legislative  day  of 
August  5),  1954: 

Department  of  Statk 
Herbert   Hoover,   Jr..   of   California,   to   be 
Under  Secretary  of  State. 


^mm 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Ti  ESD.w,  August  17, 1954 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  ofifered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  who  art  the  source  of  every 
good  and  perfect  gift,  we  thank  Thee  for 
this  noon  hour  when  we  are  again  privi- 
leged to  assemble  in  the  fellowship  of 
prayer. 

Inspire  our  bafQed  minds  and  burdened 
hearts  with  vision  and  valor,  and  may  we 
daily  go  forth  on  our  guest  of  the  true, 
the  beautiful,  and  the  good  as  cnisaders. 
courageovisly  following  the  Captain  of 
our  salvation. 

Help  us  to  look  upon  life  as  a  glorious 
enterprise  and  constrain  us  to  give  our- 
selves resolutely  to  the  arduous  task  oX: 
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building  the  Uiagdom  of  rigHteousness 
and  Justice,  of  love  and  good  wlU  among 
men  and  nations. 

Grant  that  in  oiir  plans  and  labors  we 
may  always  seek  the  guidance  of  Thy 
spirit,  for  we  are  so  frequently  in  doubt 
as  to  what  we  ought  to  do  and  how  to 
accomplish  that  which  is  needfuL 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  the-Chri^ 
Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Ast.  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed,  with  amendments 
in  which  the  conciurence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  fo^ 
lowing  titles: 

H.  R.  1461.  An  act  for  tbe  reUef  of  Ken- 
neth  McBlght; 

H.  B.  2781.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
&Iato<^ 

H.  R.  3014.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Al- 
fred L.  Smith; 

H.  R.  3232.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dennis 
P.  Guthrie; 

H.  R.  3384.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  B. 
Daniel,   Inc.; 

H.R.  3446.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Smlly  Wllhelm; 

H.  B.  6629.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Raleigh 
Hill; 

H.  R.  8498.  An  act  authorizing  construc- 
tion of  works  to  reestablish  for  the  Palo 
Verde  Irrigation  District.  California,  a  means 
of  diversion  of  its  irrigation  water  supply 
from  the  Colorado  River,  and  for  other  pur- 
poaes;   and 

H.  R.  9580.  An  act  to  revise  and  extend  the 
laws  relating  to  espionage  and  sabotage,  and 
for    other    purposes. 

The  message  also  annoimced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed  bills  and  a  concur- 
rent resolution  of  the  following  titles,  in 
which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested: 

S.  239.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Frank  Goto; 

.  S.  684.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Krnest  B. 
Sanders: 

S.  1042.  An  act  to  abolish  the  Commission 
for  the  Enlarging  of  the  Capitol  Grounds; 

S.  1342.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Irfan  Ka- 
war; 

S.  1343.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Harb; 

S.  1345.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees; 

S.  1504.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Rev.  Pang  Wha  II; 

S.  1892.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  HUdegarde 
Hiller: 

S.  2115.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gertraut 
HUdegarde  Marie  Hubinger  and  Franz  Hu- 
binger; 

S.  2203.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andraous 
Jad  Suldan  and  Leonora  Yenovklan; 

S.  2692.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hedwlg 
Marie  Zaunmuller; 

S.  2694.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francis 
Bertram  Brennan; 

S.  3108.  An  act  to  modify  the  act  of  Oc- 
tober 8.  1940  (54  Stat.  1020)  and  the  act  of 
July  24,  1947  (61  Stet.  418)  with  respect  to 
the  recoupment  of  certain  public  school 
construction  costs  in  Minnesota; 

S.  3238.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Johanna 
Schmid; 

S.  3362.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Oskar 
Aszmoneit;  and 


&  Con.  Bes.  106.  Concurrent  resolution  to 
correct  an  error  in  the  enrollment  oC  H.  R. 
1975. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the 
House  to  bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  fol- 
lowing titles: 

8.45.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mri.  Merle 
Cappeller  Weyel; 

S.  48.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  E.  S.  Berney; 

S.  555.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  W. 
Gallagher: 

S.  820.  An  art  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Carlos  M.  Cochran; 

8.1183.  An  acT,  for  the  relief  of  John  L. 
de  Montlgny; 

S.  1203.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  Col. 
RoUins  S.  Enunerich; 

S.  2070.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Givens  Christian; 

S.  2147.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Terreiice 
Waller; 

8.2156.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John 
Enepekides,  his  wife  Anna,  and  Ills  son 
George; 

8.  2266.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  P. 
Sylvester; 

8.  2553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joeeph  V. 
Crlml.  father  oi  the  minor  child.  Joseph 
CrimI; 

S.  2693.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
Lee  Williams:  and 

S.  3064.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Mary  Beaton  Deanlnger,  deceased. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9757)  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1S46,  as  amended. 
and  for  other  purpjoses." 


SIXTH  PAN-AMERICAN  HIGHWAY 
CONGRESS 

Mr.  McGregor.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Recoro. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McGregor.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a 
delegate  to  the  Sixth  Pan-American 
Highway  Congress  it  was  my  privilege 
to  meet  and  become  acquainted  with 
many  capable  and  highly  interesting 
people.  In  my  opinion  the  represent- 
ative of  each  and  every  government  was 
honest  and  outstanding  in  his  chosen 
field,  all  sincerely  endeavoring  to  ex- 
emplify friendliness  and  cooperation. 
Of  course  we  learned  to  know  some  more 
than  others.  One  of  these  was  Romulo 
O'Farrill,  Sr.,  of  Mexico,  whose  outstand- 
ing work  in  behalf  of  the  Pan-American 
Highway  deserves  special  recognition 
from  all  of  us. 

Romulo  O'Farrill.  Sr..  is  a  typical  Mex- 
ican businessman  of  the  new  era.  In  love 
with  his  country,  and  with  a  keen  busi- 
ness eye. 

Quiet,  unassuming,  he  does  not  make 
very  much  noise  when  all  goes  well,  but 
his  Irish  ancestry  shows  up  in  times  of 
trouble  or  when  launching  a  ne^»  idea. 
He  is  one  of  those  men  who  can  enjoy 
work  around  the  clock. 

O'Farrill  was  discovered  as  a  good  road 
Samaritan  by  the  International  Road 
Federation  and  was  later  elected  a»  pres- 
ident of  the  Mexican  Highway  Associa- 


tion. This  is  a  civic  organization  spon- 
sored by  Mexican  business  and  with  the 
blessings  of  the  Mexican  Government. 
In  5  years  it  has  created  many  State 
branches  and  has  organized  a  National 
Commission  for  Rural  Highways,  which 
is  building  rural  highways  at  the  rate  of 
more  than  1,000  miles  per  year.  The 
Mexican  Highway  Association  has  an 
A-1  standing  among  the  national  high- 
way associations  in  the  world. 

O'Farrill  brought  first  to  Caracas  for 
the  Sixth  Pan-American  Highway  Con- 
gress a  top  team  of  engineers  and  fellow 
businessmen  and  came  with  a  fine  report 
on  the  results  of  many  months  of  active 
pursuit  on  matters  related  to  the  high- 
way movement  in  this  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. In  his  customary  suave  and 
cheerful  manner  it  took  him  no  time  to 
con\ince  all  of  the  other  national  dele- 
gations that  it  was  high  time  to  stop 
academic  di.scu.ssions  in  these  congresses 
and  get  down  to  brass  tacks.  This  hit 
the  .spot  and  was  the  keynote  of  the  last 
highway  meeting  held  at  Caracas.  As  a 
re.sult  of  this,  Don  Romulo,  ae  everyone 
calls  him.  brought  home  to  his  native 
country,  Mexico,  the  chairmaneliip  of  the 
permanent  committee  of  the  Pan-Amer- 
ican Highway  Con.?re.ss  and  a  portfolio 
full  of  matters  to  be  attended  to.  Among 
these  are  the  conclusion  of  the  Pan- 
American  Highway  through  Central 
America;  new  formulas  for  financing 
highways  with  external  and  internal 
fund.s  in  each  country;  the  integration  of 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and  Caribbean  high- 
way-ferry circuit.";;  and  the  exploration 
of  the  junirles  at  Darien,  to  find  out  if 
this  last  tough  obstacle  can  be  overcome 
for  hichway  communication  between 
Central  and  South  America. 

O  Farrill  is  a  good  citizen  of  Mexico 
and  a  pan- American  at  heart:  therefore, 
a  good  friend  of  the  United  States.  His 
many  busincsse.s — manufacturing,  radio, 
newspapers,  real  estate,  and  financing — 
can  well  be  repre.sentative  of  the  Ameri- 
can way  of  doing  business,  or.  better  still, 
of  the  new  pan-American  way  of  doing 
things;  a  combination  of  the  aggressive- 
ness of  the  American  pioncea:  and  the 
good  manners  of  the  Latins. 

It  was  a  real  privilege  to  become  ac- 
quainted with  Romulo  O'Farrill  and  his 
colleagues. 


LOTUS       FLOWER       OFFERED       TO 
BRITISH  DELEGATION  IN  CHINA 
Mr  HALE.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  t^  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maine?  j 

There  was  no  objection.  ' 
Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  par- 
ticularly edified  to  read  in  yesterday 
mornings  paper  that  the  roots  of  the 
lotus  flower  were  eaten  by  British  labor 
delegates  at  a  lunch  given  by  Premier 
Chou  En-lai  the  day  previous.  I  hope 
that  the  lotus  flower  will  have  the  same 
effect  on  the  British  labor  delegation 
that  it  did  on  the  companions  of 
Odysseus  in  Homers  great  epic,  so  that 
they  will  be  .satisfied  to  remain  indefi- 
nitely in  Communi.st  China.  I  salute 
Clem  Att-lee  and  Ny  Bev-an. 
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POSTAL  TRANSPORTATION  SERVICE 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Ls  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker, 
during  the  past  3  weeks.  I  have  received 
many  ktters  and  telegrams  regarding 
the  proposed  curtailment  of  railway 
post  office  service  In  New  England. 
Knowing  how  vital  distribution  en  route 
is  to  efficient  postal  service.  I  am  greatly 
concerned  about  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment's plans  for  the  future  of  the  postal 
transportation  service. 

I  first  learned  of  the  proposed  cur- 
tailment on  July  16,  when  I  received  a 
telegram  from  the  National  Postal 
Tran.^port  A.ssociation.  advising  me  that 
the  Post  Office  Department  planned  to 
dra.stically  curtail  lailway  post  office 
service  in  New  England.  Upon  making 
Inquiry  at  the  Post  Office  Department. 
I  was  advLsed  by  Afsistant  Postma.ster 
General  John  C.  AlUn  that  the  general 
superintendent  at  Boston  had  been  di- 
rected to  make  a  survey  of  certain  lines 
in  his  division  that  provide  dual  service 
with  a  view  to  effecting  consohdations 
where  it  is  po.ssible  to  do  so  without  im- 
pairment of  the  postal  service.  Mem- 
bers of  Concress  wer?  advised  that  they 
would  be  notified  liefore  any  curtailment 
action  was  taken. 

I  was,  therefore,  shocked  to  receive 
information  from  the  National  Postal 
Tran.sport  Association  that  the  superin- 
tendent of  district  3,  postal  transporta- 
tion service,  issued  the  following  order 
on  August  3: 

Effective  Aueust  1,  1£M.  railway  post-office 
service  was  discontinued  on  Rockport  and 
Boston  trains  2501.  2510.  2525,  and  2536,  and 
superseded  by  closec -pouch  service.  All 
mnlls  formerly  dispatched  to  Rockp>ort  and 
B  >ston  RPO  trains  will  l>e  labeled  to  North 
Terminal,  PTS.  Boston. 

This  discontinuance  of  distribution  en 
route  on  the  four  railway  post-office 
trains  running  betv.een  Rockport  and 
Boston  will  result  in  mails  being  held 
back  and  accumulated  at  the  north  ter- 
minal with  con.<^eqi;ent  impairment  of 
service  for  postal  patrons  on  the  North 
Shore  and  Cape  Aim.  The  Common- 
wealth of  Massach  jsetts  has  invested 
large  sums  of  mone;/  cultivating  tourist 
trade  for  the  communities  along  the 
north  shore  of  Mi.':sachusetts.  It  is 
ironic  that  at  the  height  of  the  tourist 
season  all  railway  post-office  service  on 
the  Rockport  k  Boston  has  been  discon- 
tinued. Efficient  mail  service  is  essential 
to  any  growing  community  or  Industry, 
and  those  catering  to  the  tourist  trade 
on  the  north  shore  will  be  handicapped 
by  this  curtailment  of  distribution  en 
route.  This  false  economy  shows  a  dis- 
regard for  the  Commonwealth  of  Mas- 
sachusetts and  for  the  welfare  of  postal 
patrons  who  depend,  in  part,  for  their 
livelihood  upon  an  efficient  postal  serv- 
ice. 

It  has  also  been  brought  to  my  atten- 
tion that  the  Post  Office  Department 
plans  to  curtail  distribution  en  route  be- 
tween Bangor,  Maine,  and  Boston,  Mass.; 


Portland  and  Boston;  White  River  Jimc- 
tion,  Vermont,  and  Boston;  White  River 
Junction  and  Springfield.  Mass.;  Bos- 
ton and  Albany;  Boston  and  New  York; 
Boston  and  Springfield;  Springfield  and 
New  York:  Bridgeport  and  Waterbury, 
Conn.;  and  Boston  and  Hartford. 

Dsspite  the  assurances  of  the  Post 
Office  Department  that  there  would  be 
no  impairment  of  postal  service,  it  is 
inconceivable  to  me  that  curtailment  of 
distribution  en  route  on  all  the  railway 
post-office  trains  I  have  just  mentioned 
can  result  in  anything  but  drastic  im- 
pairment of  service  in  New  England. 

Not  only  will  postal  service  be  im- 
paired, but  as  a  result  of  loss  of  revenue, 
rail  service  will  be  affected.  Railroads 
in  New  England  have  recently  invested 
huge  sums  of  money  in  modern  railway 
post-office  equipment  which  can  be  used 
for  no  other  purp>ose  than  distribution 
en  route.  Through  the  withdrawal  of 
railway  postal  service,  it  is  inevitable 
that  railroads  consider  curtailing  some 
of  their  passenger  trains. 

What  the  people  of  New  England  de- 
sire is  a  stable  mail  service;  that  is.  re- 
ceiving their  mail  at  the  time  it  should 
be  delivered  according  to  post  office  mail 
routes.  They  do  not  care  whether  mail 
trucks  are  painted  red.  white,  and  blue  or 
olive  drab;  nor  are  they  jubilant  about 
snorkel  mail  boxes.  They  are  con- 
cerned, however,  about  letters  which  are 
PKJstmarked  8  p.  m..  July  30  in  Wash- 
ington and  are  not  received  in  Connecti- 
cut imtil  10:45  a.  m.  on  August  3. 
Window  dressing  and  the  businessman's 
approach  will  not  suffice;  what  the  peo- 
ple of  New  England  want  is  dependable 
mail  service. 

Distribution  en  route  by  highly  skilled 
distributors  in  moving  railway  post  office 
cars  is  the  most  expeditious  method  of 
moving  first-class  mail  and  newspapers. 
It  provides  swift,  stable,  dependable 
postal  service.  This  kind  of  service 
should  be  expanded  rather  than  cur- 
tailed. 

The  public  has  the  right,  and  Congress 
has  the  duty,  to  insist  that  an  efficient 
postal  service  be  maintained.  The  cur- 
tailment of  distribution  en  route 
throughout  New  England  will  result  in 
sporadic  postal  service  that  will  not  be 
tolerated  by  either  business  or  the  public. 


Two  practical  arguments  can  be  made 
asrainst  this  bilL  One.  that  it  is  dan- 
gerotis  to  suppress  any  poUtlcal  party, 
and  that  the  Communist  Party  should 
be  tolerated  as  a  concession  to  the  tra- 
ditional American  recognition  of  free- 
dom of  thought  and  expression.  It  seems 
clear  enough  that  the  Communist  Party 
gives  lipservice  to  freedom,  only  to  ex- 
ploit and  abuse  it.  It  seems  clear  enough 
that  the  Communist  Party  is  different 
not  only  in  degree,  but  in  its  essential 
qualities,  from  other  extreme  poUtical 
movements  which  either  exist  today  in 
America  or  have  existed  in  the  past. 

The  second  argument  against  the  bill 
is  that  which  has  been  made  by  the  Jus- 
tice Department  to  the  effect  that  this 
legislation  would  force  the  Communist 
Party  to  go  undergroimd.  It  seems  rea- 
sonable to  me  to  conclude  that  the  Com- 
munist Party  would  long  ago  have  gone 
underground  if  such  action  were  advan- 
tageous to  the  party.  If  this  law  forces 
the  party  to  adopt  that  course  of  action, 
it  will  have  the  effect  of  bringing  the 
party  to  take  an  action  which  it  has  not 
freely  taken  in  the  pa.st.  and  which,  I 
think  we  can  safely  assume  will  not  be 
advantageous  to  the  party. 


OUTLAWING    OF    COMMUNIST 
PARTY 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record.         ^ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  Speaker,  had  I 
been  present  yesterday  I  would  have 
voted  in  supp>ort  of  S.  3706. 

I  favor  the  passage  of  the  bill  out- 
lawing the  Communist  Party.  The  Com- 
munist Party  cannot  claim  the  protec- 
tion and  privileges  given  to  other  poUti- 
cal parties  because  of  its  international 
conspiratorial  character  and  because  of 
its  continued  and  determined  use  of  the 
methods  of  deception,  falsehood,  and 
subversion. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  FEIGHAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  10 
minutes  today,  following  the  legislative 
program  and  any  special  orders  hereto- 
fore entered. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  20  minutes  today,  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  10  minutes  today,  following 
any  special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  30  minutes  tomorrow,  following  the 
legislative  program  and  any  special  or- 
ders heretofore  entered. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION 
BILL,   1955 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  tiie  bill  (H.  R. 
9936)  making  supplemental  appropria- 
tions for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1955.  and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  statement 
of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  ask  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  if  the  hour  will 
be  equally  divided  between  that  side  and 
this  side? 

Mr.  TABER.    That  is  all  right. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

The  conference  report  and  statement 
are  as  follows: 

Conference  Report  (H.  Rett.  No.  26S3) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  B. 
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9936)  "making  supplemental  appropriations 
for  tbe  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1965,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  having  met.  after  fuU 
and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom- 
mend and  do  recommend  to  their  resiiective 
Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amend- 
ments numbered  23.  24,  41,  42,  44,  50,  58, 
107,  153.  158.  161.  163,  and  175. 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 1,  3.  4.  7,  8.  16,  17,  18,  19.  20.  22,  26,  28. 
29,  36,  37,  46,  47,  48.  53.  78,  80,  81,  87,  90,  92, 
97.  101.  102.  106.  109.  Ill,  112,  117.  118.  125. 
133.  136,  137,  140,  142,  143,  144.  145,  146,  149, 
150,  156,  170,  171,  172.  173.  174,  176,  177,  178. 
179,  180,  181.  182.  183.  and  184,  and  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  2:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  2,  and  agree  to 
tne  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment 
insert  "$15,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  25 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  25,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert:* 

"Senate  Office  Building:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  'Senate  Office  Building',  $4,100." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  32:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  32,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert  "$300,000";  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  33 :  Tliat  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  33,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert  "$450,000";  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  niimbered  35 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment; of  the  Senate  numbered  35,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment 
insert  "$430,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  43 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  43,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  ]<eu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert: 

"REIMBTntSEMENT  TO  DISTRICT  OF  COLTTMBIA 

"For  reimbursement  to  the  Highway  Fund, 
District  of  Columbia,  for  part  cost  of  con- 
struction of  highway-railroad  grade  separa- 
tion structure  in  the  District  of  Columbia  on 
New  York  Avenue  In  the  vicinity  of  South 
Dakota  Avenue  Northeast,  $290,000." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  51 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  51,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  In  said  amendment 
Insert  "$87,500";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  57 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  57,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment 
Insert  "$175,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  63 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  63,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  Insert: 


"Treaning  and  traineeships 
"For  training  and  traineeships.  $900,000, 
of  which  $500,000  shall  be  available  for  granta 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Vocational  Re- 
habilitation Act,  as  amended,  and  $400,000 
shall  be  for  carrying  out  the  training  func- 
tions provided  for  in  section  7  of  said  Act: 
Provided,  That  not  more  than  two  dollars  of 
the  funds  herein  appropriated,  granted  pur- 
suant to  section  4  of  said  Act,  shall  be  ex- 
pended for  each  dollar  that  such  grantee,  or 
the  State  and  the  grantee,  expends  for  the 
training  of  the  same  individuals." 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Amendment  numbered  64 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  64,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  b|  said 
amendment  insert:  ■ 

"Salaries  and  expenses  \ 

"For   an   additional   amount   for    'Salaries 
and  expenses',  $230,000." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Amendment  numbered  65 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senace  numbered  65.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert  "$21, 000 ,000";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  66:  That  the  Hou?e 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  66.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  bv  said  amend- 
ment Insert  "$6,500,000";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  67;  That  the  House 
recede  f rom  vits  dl3agreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  67,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  iiin  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert  "«6..:.00,000";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  68:  That  the  House 
recede  from  Its  dnagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  68.  and  ae;ree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert  "$4,000,000';  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  69:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  69.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert  "$4,000,000";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  70:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  70.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert  "$250,000";  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  75:  That  the  Hou=e 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of -the  Senate  numbered  75,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend- 
ment insert  "$75,0C'0";  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  77:  That  the  Hou.'=e 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  arttend- 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  77.  and  Be;ree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert: 

"Salaries  and  expenses.  Office  of  the 
Secretary 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Salaries 
and  expenses.  Office  of  the  Secretary',  $50,000, 
of  which  $35,000  shall  be  available  only  for 
administrative    and    operational    studies." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  78:  That  the 
House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  78.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
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follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
said  amendment  insert: 

"national  advisory  coumittez  on  education 

"For  expenses  necessary  for  the  National 
Advisory  Committee  on  Education,  as  au- 
thorized by  the  Act  of  July  26,  1964  (Public 
Law   532,  $25,000." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  sante. 

Amendment  numbered  82:  That  the  House 
recede  from  \\s  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  82.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  $s  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  In  said  amend- 
ment Insert  "*250,000";  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  83 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  83,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  In  said  amend- 
ment Insert  '(JSOS.OOO"  ;  and  the  Seaiate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  84:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  tbe  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  84,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows; 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment   insert: 

"SOIL    CONSERVATION    SERVICE 

"Watershed  protection 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  "Water- 
shed protection",  to  remain  available  until 
expended.  $1,750,000.  of  which  not  to  ex- 
ceed $40,000  shall  be  transferred  to  and 
made  a  part  of  the  appropriation  "Office  of 
the  Solicitor",  1955:  Provided.  That  funds 
appropriated  under  this  head  shall  be  avail- 
able for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  the 
Act  of  August  4.  1954  (Public  Law  566, 
ElKhly-lhird  Cont^ressi." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  94:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  di.=asreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  94.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  r<mendment.  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  In  said  amend- 
ment uisert  -ijoO.OuO  ;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  95:  That  the  House 
recede  fr  .m  its  di.sagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  95,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend- 
ment in.c,ert  "$400. 000' ';  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  .same. 

Amendment  numbered  96:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  96.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  saW  amend- 
ment insert  ••$7.120.000';  and  tUe  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  98:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  98.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  propo-sed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert  '•$3.500.o6o";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  108:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  108.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  propcjsed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert  '  $653,150";  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendm.ent  numbered  120:  That  the  House 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  tlie  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  120.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  tlie  sum  named  in  said  amendment 
insert  "$500,000",  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  121 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  121.  and  agree 
to  the  sr.me  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  Ueu  of  the  .^um  named  in  said  amendment 
insert  "$1,500,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  123 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagre<;ment  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  123,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  Ueu  of  the  sum  namiKl  in  said  amendment 
Insert  "tl. 000,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  124:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  nunbered  124,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  In  said  amend- 
ment Insert  '$400.000 ';  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  131 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  Its  dl8agre<'ment  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  131,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  anendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert  "$2,000,000";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbeied  138:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  dlfagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  138,  and 
agree  to  the  same  wli:i  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  aum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  "13.750,000";  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  sar.ae. 

Amendment  numbe-ed  139:  That  the 
Knu?e  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Striate  numbered  139, 
and  ai^ree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
a.s  follows'  In  lieu  of  '.he  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  in.seit  "$98,000,000";  and 
the  Senate  apree  to  the  same 

Amendment  numbered  141:  That  the 
House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  S«  nate  numbered  141. 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  :he  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  Insert  "$630,000,000";  and 
the  Senate  a(;ree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  157:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Si-nate  numbered  157, 
a!id  acree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  "$42,500";  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  160:  Tliat  the 
House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Sent  t«  numbered  160.  and 
a;rce  to  the  same  wit  Si  an  amendment,  as 
faHows  In  Ueu  of  the  ^um  propo.ved  by  said 
amendment  Insert  '■$U  0.000";  and  the  Sen- 
ate acree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbe-ed  162:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  162.  and 
Biiree  to  the  same  wlt:i  an  amendment,  as 
follows-  In  UetJ  of  the  ^um  proposed  by  said 
amendment  Insert  "$8.(00,000",  and  th^Sen- 
atp  arree  to  the  same. 

Amor.dment  numbered  165-  That  the 
House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Serf  te  ntimbered  165.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  «um  proposed  by  said 
amendment  Insert  "$10,025,000";  and  the 
Senate  af^ree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  166:  That  the 
H'^iu.'^e  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senpte  numbered  166.  and 
atrree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  "$12,000,000";  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  167:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Sent.te  numbered  167.  and 
asree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  Insert  "$26,000,000";  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  185:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  185, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows: 

Restore  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said 
amendment  amended  to  read  as  follows : 


"Sec.  1311.  (a)  After  the  date  of  enact- 
ment hereof  no  amount  shall  be  recorded 
as  an  obligation  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  unless  it  is  supported  by  docu- 
mentary evidence  of — 

"(1)  a  binding  agreement  in  writing  be- 
tween the  parties  thereto.  Including  govern- 
ment agencies,  in  a  manner  and  form  and 
for  a  purpose  authorized  by  law,  executed 
before  the  expiration  of  the  period  of  avail- 
ability for  obligation  of  the  appropriation 
or  fund  concerned  for  specific  goods  to  be 
delivered,  real  property  to  be  purchased  or 
leased,  or  work  or  services  to  be  performed; 
or 

"(2)  a  valid  loan  agreement,  showing 
the  amount  of  the  loan  to  be  made  and  the 
terms  of  repayment  thereof;  or 

"(3)  an  order  required  by  law  to  be  placed 
with  a  Government  agency;  or 

"(4)  an  order  Issued  pursuant  to  a  law 
authorizing  purchases  without  advertising 
when  necessitated  by  public  exigency  or  for 
perlihable  subsistence  supplies  or  within  spe- 
cific monetary  limitations;  or 

"(5)  a  grant  or  subsidy  payable  (1)  from 
appropriations  made  for  payment  of  or  con- 
tributions toward,  sums  required  to  be  paid 
in  specific  amounts  fixed  by  law  or  in  accord 
with  formulae  prescribed  by  law.  or  (li)  pur- 
suant to  agreement  authorized  by,  or  plans 
approved  In  accord  with  and  authorized  by, 
law;  or 

"(6)  a  liability  which  may  result  from 
pending  litigation  brought  under  authority 
of  law;   or 

"(7)  employment  or  services  of  persons  or 
expenses  of  travel  in  accord  with  law,  end 
services  performed   by  public   utilities:    or 

"(8)  any  other  legal  liability  of  the  United 
States  against  an  appropriation  or  fund 
legally  available  therclore. 

"(b)  Not  later  than  SeptembT  30  of  each 
year,  the  head  of  each  Federal  agency  shall 
report,  as  to  each  appropriation  or  fund 
under  the  control  of  such  agency,  the  amount 
thereof  remaining  obligated  but  unexpended 
and  the  amount  thereof  remaining  unobli- 
gated on  June  30  of  such  year  and  copies  of 
such  report  shall  be  forwarded  by  him  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Committees  on  Appropria- 
tions of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, to  the  Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget:  Proridrd.  That  such 
report  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1954.  shall  be  made  not  later  than  December 
31,  1954.  and  shall  Include  only  such  oblipa- 
tions  as  could  have  been  recorded  under  tiie 
provisions  of  stibsectlon  (a)   hereof. 

"(c)  Each  report  made  pursuant  to  sub- 
section (b)  fhall  be  supported  by  certifica- 
tions of  the  officials  designated  by  the  head 
of  the  agency,  and  such  certifications  shall 
be  supported  by  records  evidencing  the 
amounts  which  are  reported  therein  as  hav- 
ing heen  obligated.  Such  certifications  and 
records  shall  be  retained  in  the  agency  in 
such  form  as  to  facilitate  audit  and  recon- 
ciliation for  such  period  as  may  be  necessary 
for  such  purposes.  The  officials  designated 
by  the  head  of  the  agency  to  nake  certifica- 
tions may  not  redelegate  the  responsibility. 

"(d)  No  appropriation  or  fund  which  is 
limited  for  obligation  purposes  to  a  definite 
period  of  time  shall  be  available  for  expendi- 
ture after  the  expiration  of  such  period  ex- 
cept for  liquidation  of  amounts  obligated 
in  accord  with  subsection  (al  hereof:  but  no 
such  appropriation  or  fund  shall  remain 
available  for  expenditure  for  any  p>eriod  be- 
yond that  otherwise  authorized  by  law. 

"(e)  Any  statement  of  obligation  of  funds 
furnished  by  any  agency  of  the  Government 
to  the  Congress  or  any  committee  thereof 
shall  include  only  such  amounts  as  may  be 
valid  obligations  as  defined  In  subsection  (a) 
hereof." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  186;  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 


amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  186. 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  number  proposed 
by  said  amendment  Insert  "1312";  and  th« 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  In 
disagreement  amendments  numbered  6,  6, 
9,  10,  11,  12,  13.  14,  15,  21,  27.  30.  31,  84. 
38,  39,  40.  46,  49,  52.  54,  55,  56.  59,  60,  61,  82. 
71,  71 'i,  72,  73,  74.  79,  85,  86,  88,  89,  91,  93. 
99,  100,  103,  104,  105.  110,  113,  114.  115,  116. 
119,  122,  126,  127,  128,  129,  130.  132,^  134,  136, 
147,  148,  151,  152.  154.  155,  199,  164.  168.  109. 
and  187.  I 

John  Tabek, 

Clarence  Cannon, 
As  to  chapters  1,  2,  4,  11,  12,  and  13: 

R.  B.  Wigglesworth, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

J.  Vauchan  Gakt. 
As  to  chapter  3: 

CLIFT   CI.EVENCZX. 

Frank  r.  Bow. 
John  J.  Rooket, 
As  to  chapter  5: 

Hamer  H.  Budge, 

Ben  F.  Jensen, 

A.  M.  Fernandez, 
As  to  chapter  6: 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Oaklet  Hunter, 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 
As  to  chapter  7: 

Ben.P.  Jensen, 

Ivor  D.  Penton, 

W.  P.  Norrixj., 
As  to  chapter  8: 

John  Phillips. 

Charles  R.  Jonas, 
As  to  chapters  9  and  10:  __     . 

Glenn  R.  Davis, 

E.  A.  Cederberg. 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Styles  Bridges, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

Leverett  Saltonstaix  (except 
151), 

Clt  Cordon  (except 

as  to  amendment  No.  151). 

Carl  Hatden, 

Pat  McCarr.*n, 

Richard  B.  RrrsSELL, 
Majiagers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement 
The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bUl  (H.  R.  9936)  making  sup- 
plemental appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1955.  and  for  other  purposes, 
submit  the  following  statement  In  explana- 
tion of  the  efl'ect  of  the  action  agreed  upon 
and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  con- 
ference report  as  to  each  of  such  amend- 
ments, namely: 

chapter  I 
District  of  Cclumhia 

Amendment  No.  1 :  Inserts  chapter  heading. 

Amendment  No.  2:  Appropriates  $15,(X)0 
for  "Regulatory  agencies",  for  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
Business  Corporation  Act  (Public  Law  389, 
83d  Cong),  Instead  of  $30,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  3:  Appropriates  $13,967 
for  "Settlement  of  claims  and  suits"  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  4:  Appropriates  $15,132 
for  the  payment  of  judgments  as  projxjsed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  5:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  6:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

chaftix  n 

Legislative — Judiciary 
Amendments  Nos.  7  and  8:  Change  chap- 
ter number  and  insert  title. 
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Amen<lmentB  Nos.  &-15:  Reported  In  dis- 
agreement. 

Amendments  Nos.  16-20:  Authorize  funds 
for  Tarloiis  Items  inserted  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  21:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  22:  Eliminates  appropria- 
tions to  Implement  H.  R.  9413  for  "United 
States  Capitol  Police  Force",  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  23:  Eliminates  funds  and 
language  Inserted  by  the  Senate  for  salaries 
under  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol. 

Amendment  No.  24:  Eliminates  language 
Inserted  by  the  Senate  relative  to  super- 
vision of  the  "Legislative  Garage." 

Amendment  No.  25:  Api^opriates  $4,100 
for  operation  of  the  "Senate  Office  Building" 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  and  eliminates 
proviso  inserted  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  26:  Appropriates  $6,000,- 
000  for  "Construction  and  equipment  of  ad- 
ditional Senate  Office  Building"  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  27:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  28:  Authorizes  $18,500 
for  "Salaries  of  referees"  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

CHAPrEB  in 
Department  of  State 

Amendment  No.  29:  Changes  chapter 
number  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  30:  Repoi'sd  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  31 :  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Department  of  Justice 

Amendment  No.  32:  Appropriates  $300,000 
for  "Salaries  and  exp>enses.  general  legal  ac- 
tivities," Instead  of  $275,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $350,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  33:  Appropriates  $450,000 
for  "Salaries  and  expenses.  United  States 
attorneys  and  marshals,"  instead  of  $400,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Ho\ise  and  $525,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Department  of  Commerce 
Amendment  No.  34:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  35:  Appropriates  $430,000 
for  "Salaries  and  expenses.  Civil  Aeronautics 
Administration,"  instead  of  $860,000  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate.  The  additional  amount 
to  provide  the  aeronautical  services  by  the 
CAA  at  Cold  Bay,  Alaska,  and  Balboa,  Pan- 
ama Canal  Zone,  is  to  be  absorbed  from  the 
regular' annual  appropriation  for  "Salaries 
and  expenses"  without  affecting  In  any  way 
safety  in  aviation. 

Amendments  Nos.  36  and  37.  Appropriate 
$1,350,000  for  "Maintenance  and  operation, 
Washington  National  Airport."  as  proposed 


Reported  in  disagree- 
Reported  In  dlsagree- 
Reported  in  disagree- 


by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  38: 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  39: 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  40: 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  41:  Strikes  out  the  Sen- 
ate proposal  to  appropriate  $600,000  for 
"Salaries  and  expenses.  Business  and  Defense 
Services   Administration." 

Amendment  No.  42:  Appropriates  $4,750.- 
000  for  the  "Inter -American  Highway"  as 
proposed  by  the  House  Instead  of  $5  million 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  43:  Appropriates  $290,000 
for  reimbursement  to  the  highway  fund.  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  for  part  cost  of  construc- 
tion of  highway-railroad  grade  separation 
structure  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  44:  Strikes  out  the  Sen- 
ate proposal  to  appropriate  $175,000  for  "Sal- 
aries and  expenses.  Weather  Bxu-eau." 


I 


CRAPTXB  T9 

Treasury  Department 

Amendment  No,  45:  Changes  chapter 
number. 

Amendment  No.  46:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  47:  Appropriates  $7,750.- 
000  for  "Salaries  and  expenses.  Internal  Rev- 
enue Service."  as  proposed  by  the  Senate 
instead  of  $8,750,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

CHAPTER  V  1 

Department  of  Labor  ' 

Amendment  No.  48:  Changes  chapter 
number  as  proposed   by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  49:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  50:  Strikes  appropriation 
of  $100,000  for  "Salaries  and  expenses.  Bu- 
reau of  Veterans  Reemployment  Rights," 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  51:  Appropriates  an  ad- 
ditional amount  of  $87,500  for  "Salaries  and 
expenses.  Bureau  of  Employment  Security." 
instead  of  $145,000  as  proposed  by  tlje  Sen- 
ate. The  amount  agreed  upon  includes  $20.- 
000  for  additional  work  In  connection  with 
the  file-control  unit  for  the  program  of  un- 
emplo3mnent  compensation  for  veterans  and 
$25,000  for  work  aimed  at  minlmizUig  the 
incidence  of  fraudulent  and  improper  claims. 

Amendment  No.  52:  Reported  in  dieagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  53:  Appropriates  aa  addi- 
tional amount  of  $70,400,000  for  Unemploy- 
ment compensation  for  veterans"  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate  Instead  of  $88,400,000  $s  pro- 
posed by  the  House. 

Amendment  No:  54:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  55:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  56:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  57:  Appropriates  aa  addi- 
tional amount  of  $175,000  for  •S.Alartes  and 
expenses,  Mexican  farm  labor  program",  in- 
stead of  $350,000  as  proposed  by  the  fcenat?. 
The  amount  agreed  upon  Includes  the  full 
amount  of  $159,220  requested  for  the  activity 
"Supplying  foreign  labor  requirementB  '  and 
includes  no  funds  for  the  Washington  ofTl'-e. 

Amendment  No.  58:  Strikes  appropriation 
of  $110,000  for  "Salaries  and  expenses.  Bu- 
reau of  Labor  Statistics",  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Department  of  Health.   Education,   and 
Welfare 

Amendment  No.  59 :  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendments  Nos.  60  and  61 :  Reported  in 
disagree  nient. 

Amendment  No.  62:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  63:  Appropriates  $$00  000 
for  "Training  and  traineeships.  Office  of  Vo- 
cational Rehabilitation",  Instead  of  $1,631,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  64:  Appropriates  $J00.000 
for  "Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  Vt^ca- 
tional  Rehabilitation".  Instead  of  $100,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  and  strikes  special 
language  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendnients  Nos.  65.  66,  67,  68,  and  69: 
Appropriate  $21,000,000  for  "Grants  for  hos- 
pital construction.  Public  Health  Service '. 
instead  of  $15,700,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $35,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  and  establish  the  following  limita- 
tions: For  diagnostic  or  treatment  centers. 
$6,500,000  Instead  of  $5,225,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $10,000,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate;  for  hospitals  for  the  chrodically 
111  and  Impaired,  $6,500,000  instead  of  $5  225,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $1(1000.- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Ssnate;  for  rehabili- 
tation facilities,  $4,000,000  instead  of  $2,62.5- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $10,003,003 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  for  nursing 


homes.  $4,000,000  Instead  of  $3,625,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $5,000,000  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  70:  Appropriates  $250,000 
for  "Salaries  and  expenses,  hospital  construc- 
tion services",  Instead  of  $200,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $300,000  as  prop(»ed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  71.  71  >i,  72,  '73,  and  74: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  75:  Appropriates  an  ad- 
ditional amount  of  $75,000  for  "Salaries  and 
expenses,  Children's  Bureau.  Soctal  Security 
Administration",  Instead  of  $165,000  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  76:  Inserts  heading  as 
proposed    by   the   Senate. 

Amendment  No.  77:  Appropriates  an  ad- 
ditional amount  of  $50,000  for  "Sblarles  and 
expenses.  Office  of  the  Secretary"*,  of  which 
$:35.000  sh.Hll  be  available  only  for  adminis- 
trative and  operational  studies.  Instead  of 
$75,000  of  which  $52.(i00  was  to  have  been 
available  only  for  administrative  and  opera- 
tional studies,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  78:  Appropriates  $25,000 
for  the  "National  Advisory  Conftmlttee  on 
Education"  Instead  of  $100,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  and  deletes  Senatie  language 
relating  to  conduct  of  studies. 

Amendment  No.  79:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

CHAPTEI   VI 
Department    of   Agricultiire 

Amendments  Nos.  80  and  81:  Change 
ch.ipter  I'.umber  and  Insert  title. 

Amendment  No  82:  Appropriates  $250,000 
for  "Sal.iries  and  expenses.  Forest  Service", 
'or  nntlnnal  forest  protection  and  manage- 
I.  ent  instead  of  $375,000  sls  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Ainendment  No  83:  Appropriates  $505,000 
for  "Sal.iriPs  and  expenses.  Forest  Service", 
fur  forest  research  liistead  of  $515J0OO  as  pro- 
pcjspd  by  the  Senate.  In  view  of  the  action 
of  the  conferees,  the  tlO.OOO  provided  in  the 
regular  Department  of  Agriculture  Act  for 
195,5  .<=hr.u:d  be  ti-sed  for  this  purpose  rather 
than  for  the  special  study  authorized. 

Amendmrnt  No  84:  Appropriates  $1,750.- 
000  for  "Waters^ed  protection"  In.stead  of 
$2,425,000   as   pr.)pc.»ed    by   the  Senate. 

Arner.dmei.t  No.  8J:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No   86: 
ment. 

Amendment   No    87: 

Amendment  No.  68: 
ment. 

Amendment  No   80: 
ment. 

CHAPTER    VII 

Department  of  the  Interior 

Amendment  No.  90:  Changes  chapter  num- 
ber. 

Amendment  Ni  .  91:  "eported  la  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No  92:  Appropriates  $8  031.000 
for  "Construction,  Bureau  of  Indian  Aflairs", 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  <3.900.- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House.  Of  tte  amount 
agreed  upon  $3,000,000  is  to  provflde  finan- 
cial assistance  to  public-school  districts  for 
the  construction  and  equipment  of  public- 
school  facilities  for  Navajo  Indian  children. 
This  program  is  authorized  under  the  Navajo- 
Hopi  Rehabilitation  Act  (25  U.  S.  C.  631) 
Which  was  enacted  to  meet  a  special  situa- 
tion due  to  the  large  number  of  Navajo  chil- 
dren for  which  no  school  facilities  have  been 
provided  in  accordance  with  the  treaties 
made  with  these  tribes.  No  statutory  author- 
ity exists  for  this  type  of  program  for  Indians 
other  than  Navajo  and  Hopi  Tribes,  therefore 
no  precedent  is  established  by  this  action. 

Amendment  No.  93:  Reported  la  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  94:  Appropriates  $50,000 
for  'Relocation  of  the  Yankton  Sioux  Trll>e" 
Instead  of  $106,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 


Reported  in  dlsagree- 

In.serts  title. 
Reported  In  disagree- 

Reported  in  dlsagree- 
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Amendment  No.  95:  Appropriates  $400,000 
for  "General  investigations.  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation ",  instead  of  $5(0,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate.  • 

Amendments  Nos.  96  and  97:  Appropriate 
$7.120  000  for  "Construction  and  rehabilita- 
tion. Bureau  of  Reclamation".  Instead  of 
tl. 707. 000  as  proposed  ty  the  House  and  $8,- 
120.000  as  propoeed  by  the  Senate,  and  pro- 
vide that  of  this  amou  it  $2,3'20.OOO  shall  be 
derived  from  the  reclataation  fund.  Of  the 
amount  agreed  upon  »1. 000,000  Is  for  the 
Glendo  Unit. 

Amendment  No  98:  Iicreases  the  personal 
services  llmiUition  In  he  Interior  Depart- 
ment Appropriation  Aot.  1955.  under  the 
headinfi,  "Construction  and  rehabilitation. 
Bureau  of  Reclamation.'  by  W. 500.000  instead 
of  $2,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$4  840.968  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  99;  Reported  m  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No  100:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  101  Strikes  out  House 
language  appropriating  $47,000  for  "Admin- 
istration of  Territories"  as  proposed  by  he 
Senate. 

Amendment  No    102:  Inserts  heading. 

Amendment  No  103.  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  104:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No  105:  lieixjrtcd  In  dlsiigree- 
meiit. 

CHAPTFK   Vni 

Indrprnderx'.  Office* 

Amendment  No.  lOd:  Chaiiges  chapter 
number. 

Amendment  No.  107  Strikes  out  S-nate 
proix*al  to  appropriate  $125,000  for  'Cnm- 
mLsslon  on  Governmerral  Use  of  Interna- 
tional Telecommunications." 

Amendments  Nos.  108  iind  1C9:  Appropriate 
JCiS.lSO  lor  "Commission  on  Organization  of 
the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Government  ' 
instead  of  $497,835  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $753  150  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  and 
increase  the  limitation  on  the  amount  avail- 
able for  expenses  cf  travel  by  $137,700  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate  Instead  of  $62,700  as 
propo.«;ed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  110:  Reported  in  dlsaeree- 
ment. 

Amendments  Nos.  Ill  and  112:  Appropri- 
ate $2,970,600  for  "Additional  court  facil- 
ities" as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
?2  820. COO  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and 
strike  the  House  proviso  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  113: 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  114: 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  115: 
mer.t. 

Amendment  No.  116: 
ment. 

Amendments    Nos. 
headings. 

Amendment  No.  119:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No  120  Inserts  language  for 
"Reimbursement  to  Feder.Tl  Bureau  of  Inves- 
tigation "  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  and  ap- 
propriates $.':00,000  in.-Jtead  of  $560,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  121 :  Inserts  language  for 
"Reserve  of  planned  public  works  "  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate,  and  appropriates  f  1.500. - 
COO  instead  of  $5,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  122:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  123:  Inserts  language  for 
"Urban  planning  grants  "  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  and  appropriates  $1,000,000  instead 
of  $2,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 


Reported  In  disagree- 
Reported  in  dlsagree- 
Reported  in  dlsagree- 
Reported  In  dlsagree- 
117    and     118:     Insert 


Amendment  No,  124:  Inserts  language  for 
"Public  Housing  Administration.  Adminis- 
trative expenses"  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
and  appropriates  $400,000  instead  of  $800,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  125:  Inserts  heading. 

Amendment  No.  126:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  127:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  128:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  129:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  130:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  131:  Aporopri..tes  $2,000- 
000  for  'Na'ional  Science  Foundation,  Inter- 
national Geophysical  Year',  instead  of 
$1  SCO  000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$2  500.000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No  132:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

rH«prER  IX 

Military  constrvrt.on  —  Department  of 
Detente 

Amendment  No.  133:  Changes  chapter 
number 

Amendment  No  134:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  135:  Insert.*  ntimber  and 
date  of  public  law  as  proposed  by  the  Senate 
instead  of  number  of  bill  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No  136:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No  137:  In-erts  number  and 
date  of  public  law  as  proixised  by  the  Senate 
instead  of  number  of  bill  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  138:  M^^kes  $3,750,000 
available  for  ".Advance  planning.  Navy",  in- 
ster.d  of  $2,500,000  as  pronosed  by  the  House 
and  US  OOO.OOO  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No  139:  Appropriates  »98.- 
000.000  for  "Public  works.  Navy",  Instead  of 
$73,517,000  as  pro|X3sed  by  the  House  and 
$114,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  The 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  and  the 
Senate  are  In  agreement  that  the  public- 
works  program  for  the  Navy  shall  include 
those  projects  approved  by  the  Houfe  and 
the  following  projects  approved  by  the 
Senate: 

Naval  Shipyard,  Mare  Island. 
Calif  :  Acquisition  of  San  Fran- 
cisco &  Napa  Valley  RR $225.  000 

Naval    Shipyard,     San     Francisco, 

Calif  :   Pioefitters'  shop 1,000,000 

Recruit  depot,  Parris  Island,  S.  C: 

Classroom  buildings 288.000 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Md.: 
Gymnasium 4,  082.  000 

Naval  Air  Facility.  Cubl  Point. 
Philippine  Islands:  Ammuni- 
tion   storage ^ 848.000 

Naval       Air       Station,      -Iwakuul, 

Japan:    Ammunmon  storage 540.000 

The  managers  are  In  complete  agreement 
that  the  $4,082,000  allocated  for  the  Naval 
Academy  gymnasium  shall  be  for  the  com- 
plete facility  includinp:  collateral  equipment. 

Amendment  No.  140:  Inserts  number  and 
date  of  public  law  as  pioposed  by  the  Senate 
In'^tead  of  number  of  bill  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No,  141:  Appropriates  $530,- 
000,000  for  "Acquisition  and  construction  of 
real  property.  Department  of  the  Air  Force, " 
Instead  of  $484,080,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $796,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  and  the  Senate  are  in  agreement  that 
the  military-construction  program  for  the 
Air   Force   shall    Include   those   projects   ap- 


proved by  the  House  and  the  following  pro]« 

ects  approved  by  the  Senate: 

Kinross    Air    Force    Base,    Mich.. 

theater $74,000 

Dover  Air  Force  Base.  Del 3.337.000 

Dow  Air  Force  Base.  Maine 11,501.000 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Nev..  gym- 
nasium          180,000 

Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  T.  H..  re- 
construction, airmen's  dormi- 
tory    748.000 

Kefiavlk   Air  Base.  IceUnd 17,493.000 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base.  Miss..         105.000 

Amendment  No.  142:  Changes  section 
number. 

Amendment  No.  143:  Inserts  number  and 
date  of  public  law  as  proposed  by  the  Senate 
instead  of  number  of  bill  as  proposed  by 
the  House.  The  managers  on  the  part  of 
the  House  and  the  Senate  are  In  agreement 
that  the  military  construction  program  of 
the  Department  of  the  Army  shall  include 
those  projects  approved  by  the  House  and 
the  following  projects  approved  by  the 
Senate: 

White     Sands     Proving     Ground. 

N.   Mex.:    Gymnasium $369,000 

Sacramento   Signal    Depot.    Calif.: 

Post  exchange 95.000 

Fort  Belvoir,  Va.:  Addition  to  offi- 
cers' open  mess ^-       117,000 

Fort  Campbell.  Ky.:  Main  post  ex- 
change         541. 000 

Camp    Carson.    Colo.:    Main    post 

exchange 558,  000 

Ladd  Atr  Force  Base.  Alaska:  2  en- 
listed men's  barracks  with  mess 

(400   men) 1.200,000 

Amendments  Nos  144,  145.  and  146:  Change 

section  numbers. 

Amendment    No.    147:    Reported    in    dis-  . 

agreement. 

Amendment  No.  148:  Reported  in  dis- 
agreement. 

CHAPTER    X 

Department  of  the  Army — Rivers  and  harbors 
and  flood  control 

Amendment  No.  149:  Inserts  chapter 
heading. 

Amendment  No.  150:  Adds  appropriation 
title. 

Amendment  No.  151 :  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  152:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  153:  Strikes  out  Senate 
language  modifying  project  for  bank  protec- 
tion on  the  Missouri  River  from  Kenslers 
Bend,  Nebraska,  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  in- 
clude dredging  of  McCook  Lake. 

AmendmentNo.  154:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  155:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

CHAPTER    XI 

Emergency  programs  and  activities 

Amendment  No.  156:  Changes  chapter 
number. 

Amendment  No.  157:  Provides  not  to 
exceed  $42,500  for  representation  allowances 
for  "Government  In  occupied  areas"  Instead 
of  $35,000  as  proposed  by  the  Hotise  and 
$50,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  158:  Appropriates  $14,- 
000.000  for  "Government  in  occupied  areas" 
as  proposed  by  the  House  Instead  of  $14.- 
500.000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  159:  Reported  in  dis- 
agreement. 

Amendment  No.  160:  Provides  not  to  ex- 
ceed $150,000  for  expenses  of  a  confidential 
nature  for  "Refugee  relief"  Instead  of  $80.- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $174,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 

Amendment  No.  161 :  Provides  not  to  ex- 
ceed $600,000  for  capital  for  the  makint; 
of  luans  fur    "Refugee  relief  as  proposed  by 
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the  HouM  nutead  at  $1JKM.000  as  propoMd 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  162:  Appropriates  t8.« 
000.000  for  "Refugee  relief  Instead  of  tT,- 
000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $0,026,- 
000  as  proixiBed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  183:  Eliminates  language 
proposed  by  the  Senate  authorizing  appor- 
tionment of  entire  amount  for  use  during  the 
first  9  months  of  the  fiscal  yea/. 

Amendment  No.  194:  Reported  in  dis- 
agreement. 

Amendment  No.  165:  Appropriates  910,- 
035.000  for  "Operation,  Federal  Civil  Defense 
Administration",  instead  of  98,636,000  as  pro- 
posed by  the  House  and  $11,000,000  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate.  It  Is  understood  that 
from  available  funds  headquarters  may  be 
moved  from  Washington,  District  of  Colum- 
bia, to  Battle  Creek.  Michigan. 

Amendment  No.  166:  Appropriates  $13,- 
000.000  for  "Federal  contributions.  Federal 
Civil  Defense  Administration".  Instead  of 
$10,600,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$14,750,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  167:  Appropriates  $26,- 
000,000  for  "Emergency  supplies  and  equip- 
ment. Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration", 
Instead  of  $36,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Hoiue  and  $33,100,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  168:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  169 :  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

CSAPTEK    XH 

Claims  for  damages,  audited  claims,  and 
judgments 

Amendment  No.  170:  Changes  chapter 
number. 

Amendment  No.  171:  Inserts  Senate  docu- 
ment numbers  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  172:  Appropriates  $11,472,- 
303  for  "Claims  for  damages,  audited  claims, 
and  Judgments"  as  proposed  by  the  Senate 
Instead  of  $9,296,561  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

CRAPTEB   XiU 

General  provisions 

Amendment  No.  173:  Changes  chapter 
number. 

Amendment  No.  174:  Changes  section 
number. 

Amendment  No.  175:  Strikes  out  Senate 
language. 

Amendments  Nos.  176-184:  Change  sec- 
tion numbers. 

Amendment  No.  185:  Reinserts  with  minor 
changes  the  House  proposed  section  on  defi- 
nition and  reporting  of  obligations. 

Section  1311  (a)  (1)  precludes  the  record- 
ing of  an  obligation  unless  It  is  supported 
by  documentary  evidence  of  a  binding  agree- 
ment between  the  parties  as  specified  therein. 
It  is  not  necessary,  however,  that  this  bind- 
ing agreement  be  the  final  formal  contract 
on  any  specified  form.  The  primary  p\ir- 
pose  is  to  require  that  there  be  an  offer 
and  an  acceptance  Imposing  liability  on  both 
parties.  For  example,  an  authorized  order 
by  one  agency  on  another  agency  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, if  accepted  by  the  latter  and  meet- 
ing the  requirement  of  specificity,  etc.,  is 
sufficient.  Likewise,  a  letter  of  intent  ac- 
cepted by  a  contractor,  if  sufficiently  specific 
and  definitive  to  show  the  purposes  and  scope 
of  the  contract  finally  to  be  executed,  would 
constitute  the  binding  agreement  required. 

As  to  suljsectlon  (c)  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  committee  of  conference  that  the  officials 
designated  by  the  head  ot  agency  to  make 
certifications  of  obligations  shall  be  those 
officials  having  overall  responsibility  for  the 
recording  of  obligations  as  distinguished 
from  those  engaged  In  detailed  recording  op- 
erations and  In  no  event  should  the  desig- 
nation be  below  the  level  of  the  chief  ac- 
counting officer  of  a  major  bureau,  service,  or 
constituent  organizational  unit. 


Amendment  Mo.  186:  Changes  $ectlon 
niunlMT. 

Amendment  No.  187:  Rep<n-ted  in  di«agree- 
ment. .  i 

JOBH  Tabxb,  f 

Clabxmcx  Cannon, 
As  to  chapters  1.  2,  4,  11,  12,  and  13: 

R.  B.  WlOGLKSWORTH. 

H.  CAai.  Amdebsen, 

J.  Vaughan  Gaht, 
As  to  chapter  3: 

Clijt  Clxvenges, 

Frank  T.  Bow, 

John  J.  Roonet, 
As  to  chapter  5: 

Hamer  H.  Budge, 

Ben  F.  Jensen, 

A.  M.  Fernandez. 
As  to  chapter  6: 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Oaklet  Hunter. 

Jamie  L.  WHrrxEN, 
As  to  chapter  7: 

Ben  F.  Jensen, 

Ivor  D.  Penton, 

W.  P.  Nownn.r,, 
As  to  chapter  8: 

John  Phillips, 

Charles  R.  Jonas, 
As  to  chapters  9  and  10: 

Glzmn  R.  Davis, 

E.  A.  Ceoerberg, 

LoTTis  C.  Rabaut, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Haute. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  my- 
self 14  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  presenting  the 
conference  repKjrt  on  the  supplemental 
appropriation  bill.  We  have  been  in 
conference  for  about  4  or  5  days  and 
have  finally  reached  an  agreement.  The 
bill  as  it  passed  the  House  called  for 
$1,303,000,000  in  appropriations.  Az  it 
passed  the  Senate  it  called  for  $3,034,- 
000,000,  and  the  conference  report  which 
we  are  bringing  to  you  now  calls  for 
11,659,000,000.  an  increase  of  $353  mil- 
lion above  the  House  figure  and  a  de- 
crease of  $375  million  below  what  It  was 
when  it  passed  the  Senate.  That  is 
almost  an  even  split,  but  there  were  so 
many  items  involved  it  just  happened 
that  way.  There  will  be  approximately 
75  amendments  in  disagreement.  Some 
of  them  are  in  technical  disagreement 
because  the  range  of  the  conf  erenoe  was 
not  broad  enough  to  permit  us  to  agree 
to  anything  which  had  any  legislation 
involved  in  it. 

A  greet  many  of  these  amendments 
I  hope  we  will  be  able  to  consider  en  bloc 
and  get  rid  of  them  quickly.  The  others 
I  will  try  to  dispose  of  as  rapidly  as 
possible. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  note  an  appropriation 
of  $6  million  for  the  construction  of  an 
office  building.  I  take  it  that  is  simply 
the  foot  in  the  door.    Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  TABER.  As  I  understand  it,  that 
is  an  office  building  in  connection  with 
the  Baltimore  picture. 

Mr.  GROSS.  No.  I  call  attention  to 
amendment  No.  26  on  page  10. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  A  proposed  new  Sen- 
ate Office  Building. 

Mr.  TABER.  Oh.  that  is  the  Senate 
Office  Building.  That  was  placed  in  by 
the  Senate.  We  have  a  rule  and  a  prac- 
tice, and  have  had  for  many  years,  that 
the  other  body  puts  in  what  they  must 


have,  and  we  have  always  gone  along 
with  what  they  have  put  in  for  their  own 
peraonal  housekeeping. 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  is  the  estimated 
total  cost  of  the  structure  that  is  pro- 
posed to  be  built? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  would  not  be  able  to 
tell  the  gentleman,  but  I  imagine  it  will 
be  about  $22  or  $23  million. 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  gentleman  will 
agree  with  me  that  yesterday  the  House 
voted — I  did  not — to  raise  the  debt  limit 
by  $6  billion. 

Mr.  TABER.    I  think  they  did. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
the  procedure  usually  followed  is  to  per- 
mit the  other  body  to  direct  the  expendi- 
ture of  funds  for  their  own  housekeep- 
ing, and  that  if  they  want  this  new  build- 
ing, with  or  without  a  swimming  pool, 
it  is  entirely  within  their  discretion? 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correct.  That 
is  the  practice  that  has  always  been  fol- 
lowed. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Well,  if  the  gentleman 
will  yield,  of  course,  after  all.  we  do  vote 
in  the  House,  and  therefore  $hare  the 
responsibility  for  this  kind  of  spending. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correct.  After 
we  are  through  with  the  conference  re- 
port we  will  take  up  as  rapidly  as  possible 
the  amendments  that  have  been  brought 
back  in  disagreement. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Having  worked  with 
the  gentleman  a  great  many  years,  I  am 
wondering  if  I  might  intrude  upon  him 
to  this  extent:  Is  the  gentleman  person- 
ally quite  happy  with  this  bill  as  now 
pre.sented? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  have  never  yet  seen  an 
appropriation  bill  that  I  did  not  think 
was  too  big.  Maybe  that  is  a  peculiar 
disposition,  but  it  is  there. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  judge  from  the 
gentleman's  remarks  that  he  is  quite 
dissatisfied  with  this  pork-barrel  bill, 
because  literally  that  is  what  It  is. 

Mr.  TABER.  Well,  it  is  a  great  deal 
larger  than  I  wanted  to  see  presented, 
but  you  know  we  have  to  get  together 
on  a  bill  and  bring  it  back  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  or  we  would 
never  be  through. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GARY.  It  is  also  true  that  the 
chairman  of  this  committee  and  all 
members  of  the  committee  fought  very 
diligently  to  have  the  amounts  in  the 
bill  reduced,  and  we  got  just  about  the 
best  settlement  that  was  possible,  under 
the  circum.stanccs. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  think  we  did  Very  well, 
everything  considered. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  wUl  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Can  the  gentleman  tell 
us  what  happened  to  those  major  items 
in  controversy  in  the  House,  like  the  ap- 
propriation for  nursing  homes  and  other 
ho^^pital  construction  and  maritime  fa- 
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cilities?    We  have  to  know  that  before 
we  vote  on  the  conference  report  itself. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  have  those  figures. 
The  Item  for  the  Pood  and  Drug  Admin- 
istration was  accepted. 

The  item  for  payments  to  school  dis- 
tricts was  brought  back  in  disagreement: 
and  as  a  bill  providing  for  the  same  thing 
with  this  language  has  passed  both 
bodies,  a  motion  to  further  insist  upon 
the  amendment  will  be  made. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Speaking  of  the  funds 
for  the  impacted  school  districUs,  is  it  the 
intention  of  the  committee  to  move  to 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ments? 

Mr.  TABER.  It  is  the  intention  of  the 
committee  to  move  to  further  insist  upon 
the  disagreement  with  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  because  a  bill  providing  for 
the  .same  thing  this  amendment  provides 
for  has  passed  both  bodies. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  That  pa.ssed  the  House 
yesterday,  but  it  was  only  the  authoriza- 
tion. This  is  the  means  of  getting  the 
funds. 

Mr.  TABER.  No:  this  is  not  the 
means  of  getting  the  funds,  it  is  just  leg- 
islation. 

For  the  White  House  Conference  on 
Education  we  provided  $900,000. 

For  the  Office  of  Vocational  Rehabili- 
tation. $4  million  was  provided:  S  1.500. - 
000  under  section  2,  and  the  same 
amount  under  .section  3,  and  $1  million 
on  a  2-for-l  matching  basis. 

For  the  training  and  trainee.ships  we 
provided  $500,000  to  be  matched  and 
$400,000  of  direct  appropriations:  for 
salaries  and  expenses  we  provided  $200,- 
000  additional  for  this  setup. 

For  Rrant-s  to  hospital  construction  we 
provided  $21  million,  and  that  is  clearly 
way  beyond  what  can  properly,  effective, 
and  efficiently  be  obligated  during  the 
year. 

For  hospital  constriiction  services  we 
provided  $250,000.  We  brought  in  other 
items  in  that  particular  category. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  What  about  the  mari- 
time funds? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Perhaps  the  pcntle- 
wan  .should  point  out  that  the  bill  as  it 
comes  back  to  the  House  in  this  confer- 
ence report  contains  the  amount  of 
$82,600,000  for  maritime  activities,  ship 
eonstruction.  which  amendment  was  pre- 
viou.sly  adopted  here  on  the  floor  of  the 
House:  and  $22  million  voted  here  in  the 
House  in  connection  with  the  Federal- 
aid  airF>ort  program.  Federal  Airport 
Act.  It  might  also  be  pointed  out  that 
the  other  body  inserted  the  amount  of 
58.430.000  for  the  Bureau  of  the  Census, 
of  business,  manufactures,  and  mineral 
industries.  The  matter  of  these  census- 
es is  now  before  the  House  in  this  con- 
ference report  for  approval  in  that 
amount. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  So  the  gentleman  would 
say  that  the  will  of  the  House  has  been 
carried  out  to  attain  the  objectives  sub- 
stantially as  voted  on  these  separate 
items  when  the  bill  was  here. 


Mr.  ROONEY.  Insofar  as  the  Fed- 
eral-aid airport  program  is  concerned 
and  insofar  as  ship  construction,  mari- 
time activities,  is  concerned. 

Mr.  HAGEIN  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  would  like  to  comment  a  little 
on  amendment  No.  84.  I  understand  the 
House  conferees  have  agreed  to  $1,750,- 

000  for  the  watershed  protection  pro- 
gram which  means  the  protection  of 
our  soil,  the  saving  of  soil,  the  preven- 
tion of  floods  by  keeping  the  waters 
back  up  in  the  hinterland  or  the  upper 
streams  of  the  rivers  and  streams.  I 
hope  that  it  is  the  gentleman's  intention 
and  that  of  the  committee  to  agree  to 
that  amount  for  this  much-needed  pro- 
gram? 

Mr.  TABER.  There  will  be  a  motion 
made  to  recede  and  concur  with  an 
amendment  to  that  section. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  It  might  be  pointed 
out  to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  that  the  proposed  amend- 
ment with  regard  thereto  appears  at 
page  5  of  the  conference  report  on  this 
bill. 

Mr.   HAGEN.     Yes.  I  know. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Will  the  gentleman 
explain  what  was  done  with  reference 
to  this  celebration,  what  allowance  was 
made  for  that? 

Mr.  TABER.  There  was  $100,000  al- 
lowed for  that. 

Mr.  KEATING.  I  think  that  is  ex- 
tremely unfortunate. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  amendment,  as  I 
understand  it.  is  in  disagreement. 

Mr.  KEATING.  That  will  come  be- 
fore us  at  a  later  time? 

Mr.  TABER.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  am  inter- 
ested in  one  item.  There  was  in  the 
original  bill  or  in  testimony  before  the 
gentleman's  committee  a  reference  to 
bringing  certain  top  people  in  the  Wel- 
fare Department  to  Washington  for  the 
convenience  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  in  the  operation  of  the  social- 
security  law.     What  happened  to  that? 

1  noticed  that  they  have  to  come  here 
from  Baltimore  on  the  train,  and  I  refer 
to  these  top  people,  wasting  day  after 
day  after  day  in  hearings.  It  is  a  waste 
of  time  and  money.  If  they  were  lo- 
cated here  it  would  be  better. 

Mr.  TABER.  Well,  there  are  some  of 
these  people  who  will  be  brought  into 
Washington.  As  I  understand  it,  about 
400  have  been  or  are  being  brought  in, 
but  the  major  part  of  the  crew  is  ex- 
pected to  stay  in  Baltimore. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  That  is  true 
and  I  am  glad  to  knew  that  the  400  are 


to  be  brought  in  because  they  are  top 
level  people  and  they  have  to  run  back 
and  forth  to  carry  on  the  work. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
woman from  Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts. 
What  is  in  there  for  the  veterans  in  the 
way  of  appropriations? 

Mr.  TABER.  There  are  so  many  items 
involved  that  it  is  absolutely  impossible 
for  me  to  tell  without  looking  at  this. 
There  is  an  Item  for  $3  million  for  in- 
patient care. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
asked  about  appropriations  for  the  Vet- 
erans Administration. 

Mr.  TABER.  There  is  an  item  of  $3 
million  which  was  placed  in  the  House 
bill  and  which  was  not  amended  by  the 
Senate,  so  that  is  all  that  we  had  t)efore 
the  conferees. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon  1 
with  the  understanding  thai  he  may  yield 
time  as  he  wishes. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is  with 
a  distinct  sense  of  disappointment  that 
I  see   this  report  brought  to  the  floor. 

At  a  time  when  the  fiscal  condition  of 
the  country  is  in  the  worst  situation  In 
which  it  has  ever  been  in  the  fiscal  his- 
tory of  the  country;  at  a  time  when  we 
have  just  passed  a  resolution  raising  the 
statutory  ceiling  on  the  national  debt: 
at  a  time  when  we  are  in  the  red  and 
continuing  in  the  red,  with  no  prospect 
of  getting  out  of  the  red  either  this  year 
or  the  next  fiscal  year,  we  are  bringing 
to  the  House,  in  the  closing  days  of  the 
session,  one  of  the  biggest,  one  of  the 
juiciest  pork-barrel,  logrolling,  politically 
prompted,  election -conscious  bills  that 
has  ever  been  brought  to  this  floor. 

Oh,  we  took  great  credit  to  ourselves 
here  just  a  short  time  back  that  we  were 
concluding  the  fiscal  year  with  a  deficit 
of  a  mere  S3  billion.  It  was  touted  as 
a  great  achievement.  Of  course  we  had 
promised  to  balance  the  budget,  but 
since  we  had  not  balanced  it.  we  were 
taking  credit  to  ourselves  that  we  were 
getting  the  deficit  down  to  a  mere  baga- 
telle of  S3  billion.  It  is  true  we  had 
promised  to  balance  the  budget  and  stop 
deficit  spending,  but  what  was  a  mere 
$3  billion  between  friends. 

And  novTM-e  bring  in  a  bill  which,  with 
amendmerus  by  the  other  body  aggre- 
gated in  excess  of  $2  billion.  Even  with 
reductions  made  in  conference  the  bill 
still  approximates  in  round  figures 
$1,700,000,000.  And  the  deficit  ap- 
proaches $5  billion  instead  of  $3  billion. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  whole  theory  of  a 
deficiency  bill  is  bad.  It  means  either 
that  the  departments  have  not  stayed 
within  the  limits  established  for  them 
by  Congress,  or  that  the  committee 
and  the  Congress  have  erred  in  fixing 
the  limits.  Or  that  the  national  reve- 
nues are  dropping  unexpectedly.  Or 
that  other  unforeseen  conditions  have 
developed  which  indicate  a  confused  and 
unwholesome  legislative  or  executive 
administration  or  both. 

When  we  adopted  the  one-package 
bill  we   agreed   in  committee  that  we 
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would  dispense  with  supplemoital  and 
defldency  biUa  except  tbose  InTolflng 
matters  which  could  not  have  been  pre- 
viously brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
House.  And  the  departments  were  no- 
tified ^at  they  must  submit  one  budget 
and  when  approved  by  Congress  must 
live  within  it.  Deficit  and  supplemental 
appropriations  were  to  be  discouraged. 

Only  in  exceptional  instances  are  de- 
ficiency or  supplemental  appropriations 
warranted  or  justified.  And  few,  if  any, 
of  the  items  in  this  huge  bill  fall  within 
that  category. 

Why  is  this  huge,  nondescript,  catch- 
all, omnibus,  conglomeration  of  appro- 
priations— some  of  them  for  stupendous 
sums — thrown  helter-skelter  into  the 
laps  of  the  committee  and  the  Congress 
in  the  dying  days  of  the  session?  Why 
weren't  they  included  in  the  original 
budget?  Why  were  they  not  submitted  to 
the  House  and  Senate  committees  in 
time  for  both  Houses  to  hold  hearings 
and  make  the  routine  investigations  and 
have  time  and  opportunity  to  secure 
information  on  which  we  could  proceed 
with  some  assurance  in  taking  money 
out  of  a  National  Treasury,  in  the  bottom 
of  which  has  already  been  scraped  clean? 
Now.  the  most  reprehensible  items  in 
this  bill  as  it  came  from  the  other  body 
could  have  been  brought  in  here  at  the 
time  the  regular  budget  was  brought  be- 
fore us.  Why  were  they  not  brought  in 
with  the  regular  budget?  Well,  there 
were  two  possible  reasons. 

In  the  first  place,  it  affords  opportu- 
nity to  leave  the  impression  that  we  are 
making  a  great  record;  that  we  are  clos- 
ing the  fiscal  year  with  a  deficit  of  barely 
$3  billion,  when  the  intention  is,  as  ex- 
pressed in  the  amendments  coming  over 
from  the  other  body,  to  create  a  deficit 
of  approximately  $5  billion. 

In  the  second  place,  many  of  these 
items,  if  not  most  of  them,  are  for  proj- 
ects which  would  not  appear  to  advan- 
tage under  close  scrutiny.  It  is  not 
advisable  to  examine  them  too  closely  or 
too  carefully.  The  idea  is  to  bring  them 
in  here  in  the  last  week  of  the  Congress, 
when  everybody  is  impatient  to  get  away, 
when  there  is  no  time  to  make  an  ex-. 
haustive  investigation  or  to  hold  hearings 
or  to  examine  with  any  detail  into  their 
merits — and  especially  their  demerits. 
They  are  to  be  rushed  through  in  the 
twilight  hours  cf  the  session  when  every- 
body is  impatient  to  get  away. 

What  should  be  the  criteria  by  which 
we  judge  proposals  to  appropriate  money 
from  the  United  States  Treasury  ?  Some 
of  us  here  can  remember  when  the  pub- 
lic debt  was  small  and  United  States 
bonds  were  selling  at  par.  In  those 
halcyon  days  when  an  estimate  for  an 
appropriation  was  considered  by  the 
committee  on  appropriations,  the  one 
issue  was.  "Will  money  appropriated  for 
the  purpose  be  well  invested?"  And  if 
the  answer  was  in  the  aflOrmative,  we 
made  the  appropriation. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  time  has  long 
gone  by  when  we  can  make  appropria- 
tions under  any  such  carefree  formula. 
The  country  is  broke.  We  are  bankrupt. 
We  are  carrying  a  debt  so  stupendous  as 
to  stagger  the  finite  mind  of  man.  With 
chronic  deficit  spending — living  con- 
tinuously beyond  our  means — at  the  rate 


demanded  by  this  bill  we  are  heading 
rapidly  toward  a  day  when  the  national 
debt  must  either  be  repudiated  or  wiped 
out  by  an  inflation  which  will  leave  the 
Nation  destitute. 

Under  such  conditions  the  only  ques- 
ti(wi  which  can  be  entertained  by  the 
committee  in  passing  on  proposals  to 
spezid  public  money  is:  "Can  we  get  along 
without  it?"  If  the  answer  is  in  the  af- 
firmative, if  the  country  can  possibly  get 
along  without  the  expenditure,  then  we 
ought  to  refuse  to  make  the  appropria- 
tion. And  this  bill  is  loaded  with  ap- 
pi'opriations  of  that  ilk. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  endeavored  to 
eliminate,  or  at  least  reduce,  some  of  the 
worst  proposals  considered  in  the  com- 
mittee and  in  the  conference.  How  poor- 
ly we  have  succeeded  in  that  respect  is 
indicated  by  the  statement  of  the  chair- 
man, the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr. 
Taber]  in  his  opening  statement.  The 
bill  is  replete  with  appropriations  out  of 
line  and  out  of  Istep  with  assurances  we 
gave  the  country  2  years  ago. 

I  reserve  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  Z  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas). 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would 
like  to  commend  our  very  able  and  dis- 
tinguished chairman,  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber  1 .  on  the  very 
fine  and  effective  work  he  has  done  not 
only  on  this  particular  bill,  but  on  every 
appropriation  bill  that  has  been  before 
his  committee  this  year.  He  certainly  is 
a  great  chairman,  and  a  hard  worker. 
As  he  said  a  while  ago,  perhaps  no  ap- 
propriation bill  that  has  ever  pone 
through  this  Congress  has  exactly  suited 
him,  because  they  are  usually  too  large. 

In  this  particular  bill  the  other  body 
raised  the  House  $730  million  on  a  bill 
that  carried  when  it  left  the  House  $1.2 
billion. 

On  our  side  I  want  to  commend  our 
own  able  chairman — we  still  caB  him 
that — the  gentleman  from  Mis.souri  !Mr. 
Cannon].  .  He  certainly  has  worked  hard. 
He  knows  what  it  is  all  about.  When  he 
and  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
Taber]  get  together,  they  get  together 
and  iron  out  their  differences  in  a  most 
effective  manner. 

May  I  point  out  in  this  bill  here 
amendment  No.  130.  Why  the  other 
body  goes  out  of  its  way  to  put  item 
after  item  in  here  calling  for  useless  and 
unnecessary  expenditures  of  funds  is  be- 
yond me,  other  than  the  explanation  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  so  effectively 
gave  a  while  ago. 

Here  is  a  little  piece  of  land  over  in 
Virginia.  My  own  able  chairman,  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Phil- 
lips] turned  it  down.  They  a.sked  the 
Congress  to  appropriate  $120,000  for  a 
little  finger  of  land  in  the  State  of  Vir- 
ginia for  the  use  of  the  National  Capital 
Park  and  Planning  Commission.  It 
figures  out  at  $10  a  square  foot,  and 
there  is  no  Virginian  over  on  the  other 
side  who  would  pay  $10,000  or  $12,000  for 
that  piece  of  land.  It  is  terrible,  I  say 
to  my  colleagues.    It  is. 

My  chairman  was  called  back  to  the 
Senate  yesterday  against  his  own  vtishes 
after  this  item  had  been  left  out,  ard 
somehow  or  other  you  will  find  there  will 
be  a  motion  made  to  pay  $70,000.    This 


piece  of  land  had  a  mortgage  on  it  of 
$50,000  or  $60,000,  and  had  been  delin- 
quent in  principal  and  mterest  for  7 
long  years.  It  was  foreclosed  on  after 
Mr.  Phillips'  subcommittee  got  after 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
only  day  before  yesterday. 

I  want  to  commend  our  two  able  chair- 
men and  the  members  of  the  committee 
on  doing  a  fine  job.  but  whesn  amend- 
ment No.  130  comes  up.  just  disagree 
with  the  Senate  and  send  it  back  to 
them.  Are  you  going  to  give  this  gentle- 
man $120,000?  I  have  lots  of  people 
down  in  my  part  of  the  country  who 
would  settle  for  just  giving  them  $1,000 
apiece. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  PatmanI. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speatoer.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEGISLATIVE      WORK      FARMED      OUT     »0      P»IVAT« 
CROUPS 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  sup- 
plemental appropriations  bill  for  1955 
contained  a  total  of  $497,835  for  the 
Commission  on  Organization  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Branch  of  Govemmemt.  This 
sum  for  the  second  Hoover  Commission 
was  in  addition  to  $1,931,909  that  had 
been  previously  appropriated  making 
the  total  for  Mr.  Hoover's  second  Com- 
mission $2429.744.  The  amount  auth- 
orized by  the  Hou.se  was  $55,000  less  than 
the  Commi.>sion  had  requested.  The 
Hou.sc  .subcommittee  noted  in  reporting 
the  supplemental  appropriation  bill 
that— 

Thfre  has  fcc^n  npproprlated  fnf  the  pres- 
ent CommlR«i>>n  $2,429,744  The  flrst  H'xjver 
C.jminis.slon  wa.s  ah!e  to  complete  Its  work 
with  a  total  appropriation  of  $1.9(8,600,  and 
the  committee  Is  of  the  opinion  maximum 
results  can  be  obtained  by  this  Commi£- 
sion   within  the  amount  provided. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions saw  fit  to  restore  what  Che  House 
cut  and  to  add  $200,000  for  additional 
dutie.s  a.ssigned  to  the  Commi$.sion. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  aware  of  the  popu- 
larity of  the  Hoover  Commispion.  Every- 
body believes  in  economy.  I  note  that 
the  House  subcommittee  apparently  felt 
Mr.  Hoover  could  practice  a  little  econ- 
omy in  his  own  backyard.  It  pointed  out 
for  example  that  "economies  can  be  ac- 
complished and  efforts  made  to  coordi- 
nate the  studies  of  this  Commission  and 
other  agencies  and  committees  to  the 
extent  of  the  reduction  indicated." 

I  have  every  confidence  that  drawing 
upon  his  great  executive  and  eneineering 
talents  Mr.  Hoover  can  effectively  co- 
ordinate the  studies  of  his  Commission 
in  the  interests  of  eliminating  any  possi- 
ble duplication  or  wasteful  expenditures. 
I  believe  the  judgment  of  our  subcom- 
mittee should  be  sustained  by  the  mem- 
bers and  that  the  original  amount  auth- 
orized by  the  House  be  approved.  It  is 
the  birpe.st  lobby  in  the  country.  The 
Con'-ress  provides  the  money  to  pressure 
itself. 
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Beyond  that,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  and  I 
believe  this  is  something  that  all  Mem- 
bers will  be  Interested  in.  to  the  recent 
mushroom  growth  of  these  commissions, 
study  groups,  and  so-called  advisory 
bodies.  When  we  hear  so  much  talk 
about  economy,  I  should  think  we  would 
w  ant  to  scrutinize  every  penny  carefully 
before  we  approve  expenditure.  Does 
any  Member  of  this  body  know  what  we 
are  spending  on  these  newly  created  ad- 
juncts to  the  legislative  branch  of  the 
Government? 

NOT    ELECTED    BT    PEOPLE 

How  much  money  will  the  taxpayers 
ultimately  have  to  pay  to  inflate  the 
egos  of  self-proclaimed  experts  who  have 
either  been  unsuccessful  or  are  unwilling 
to  submit  to  the  scrutiny  of  their  fellow 
citizens  in  a  contest  for  public  ofBce. 
Some  have  been  turned  down  by  the  peo- 
ple who  are  now  occupying  prominent 
places  in  this  'new  legislative  look."  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  growth  of  these  fourth  arms 
of  government,  some  with  unprecedented 
broad  grants  of  power,  is  an  unconcealed 
reflection — yes;  an  unconcealed  reflec- 
tion on  and  lack  of  confidence  in  the 
ability  of  Memt)ers  of  this  body  to  carry 
out  the  duties  of  their  oflBce. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  The  gentleman  used 
the  word  "government"  in  his  last  sen- 
tence or  two.  Should  he  not  have  used 
the  word  "supergovemment"? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  That  word  very  well 
could  be  used. 

ovBX  BO  ST7CH  cmonps 

According  to  a  rough  tabulation  made, 
there  have  been  established  over  50  of 
these  adjuncts  of  Congress.  We  have 
study  groups  and  commissions  and  com- 
missions on  policy  and  administration. 
We  have  a  group  advising  the  depart- 
ments, independent  offices,  and  commis- 
sions. We  even  have  three  groups  advis- 
ing the  Congress  on  liow  to  run  itself. 
How  much  this  is  going  to  cost  the  tax- 
payers, apparently  no  one  knows  nor  do 
many  Members  seem  to  care  anything 
about  it. 

EETLECTTOM  ON  CONGRESS 

Mr.  Speaker,  more  Important  than  the 
cost  of  these  supralei;islative  bodies  is 
the  implication  that  we  cannot  legislate 
intelligently  nor  are  we  competent  to  re- 
view the  administration  of  the  programs 
we  have  authorized  and  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  laws  we  have  enacted.  Mr. 
Speaker,  let  us  take  a  look  at  some  of 
these  bodies  and  see  what  they  have  ac- 
complished. There  is  a  Committee  on 
Intragovernmental  R>3lations  that  has 
had  an  appropriation  of  $1  million. 

We  have  the  Randall  Commission. 
This  group  was  suppos^ad  to  come  up  with 
a  recommendation  on  our  foreign  eco- 
nomic policies.  It  did.  but  the  Congress 
has  not  looked  too  favorably  upon  them. 
This  group  spent  $300,000. 

AMIIIUI'ST 

We  also  have  a  study  group  preparing 
a  report  on  our  antitrust  laws.  The  co- 
chairman  of  this  group,  a  Mr.  Oppen- 
heim,  of  the  University  of  Michigan,  has 
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written  critically  of  our  antitrust  policy. 
He  has  no  doubt  observed  the  recent  re- 
newal of  the  great  merger  movement  In 
auto«,  chemicals,  textiles  and  nmiors  of 
mergers  in  steel.  Perhaps,  it  is  only 
accidental  that  this  acceleration  of  mer- 
gers, replacing  a  lot  of  little  firms  with 
a  few  big  ones,  to  stabilize  prices,  pro- 
duction and  profits  should  take  place 
after  the  creation  of  this  study  group 
which  is  to  recommend  changes  in  otir 
antitrust  laws. 

OLD    "HE"'    OF    THE    BUNCH 

The  Hoover  Commission,  of  course,  is 
the  great  granddaddy  of  them  all.  We 
are  now  in  the  second  Hoover  Commis- 
sion era.  This  body  has  created  a  vast 
array  of  task  forces  who  travel  around 
the  coimtry  at  public  expense,  holding 
public  hearings  and  having  the  power  of 
subpena.  and  are  boomed  by  the  scores 
of  little  Hoover  Commissions  wherever 
they  go.  These  task  forces  are  supp>osed 
to  represent  changes  in  the  executive 
branch  s  organization,  and  tell  us  what 
activities  the  Federal  Grovernment  should 
or  should  not  carry  on.  I  recognize, 
of  course,  it  would  be  silly  to  think  Mem- 
bers of  this  body  could  be  expected  to 
have  ideas  on  these  difficult  and  com- 
plex subjects.  Here,  for  the  last  several 
months,  very  little  committee  work  has 
Leen  done  by  many  Members  of  the 
House.  Yet  we  have  these  junkets  for 
the  Congress,  holding  hearings  and  do- 
ing the  studies  for  us. 

TTSE  MONET  FOB  BETTEB  PUSPOSE 

Mr.  Speaker,  on  a  number  of  occasions 
I  have  noted  how  handicapped  we  in- 
dividual Members  are  in  comparison  to 
the  facilities  that  are  at  the  disF>osal 
of  the  Members  of  the  other  body.  I 
again  want  to  suggest  that  the  money  we 
are  spending  for  these  advisory  bodies 
and  study  groups  might  be  better  spent 
in  providing  each  Member  with  an  aide 
trained  In  Government  administration 
and  in  economics. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  hope  the  gentleman 
will  not  end  his  excellent  discourse  on 
the  spending  of  money  on  questionable 
enterprises  without  mentioning  some  of 
the  trips  or  junkets  taken  to  foreign 
c->untries.  The  Interparliamentary 
Union  is  about  to  hold  a  meeting  in 
Vienna,  Austria.  Somewhere  along  the 
line  several  thousand  dollars  for  that 
junket  were  slipped  into  an  appropria- 
tion bill  and  the  stage  is  now  set  for  a 
number  of  Members  of  Congress  and 
their  wives  to  take  this  trip.  I  find  now 
they  are  going  to  hold  in  Vienna.  Aus- 
tria, come  a  couple  of  weeks,  a  "soiree 
de  gala."  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman 
could  include  some  comments  on  that. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  will  listen  with  in- 
terest to  the  gentleman  when  he  gets 
time  to  discuss  that,  but  I  do  not  have 
the  time  nor  the  information  to  discuss 
it  at  this  time.  If  the  gentleman  has 
the  information,  I  am  sure  he  will  have 
no  trouble  getting  the  time. 

It  does  look  ridiculous  to  me  for  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  be  here  qualified 
to  do  this  work,  and  would  do  a  much 
better  job  farming  it  out  to  others  whom 
the  people  have  not  chosen.   Many  Mem- 


bers have  special  qualifications  along 
these  lines.  We  have  these  groups  out 
makmg  these  studies  at  Government  ex- 
pense, with  the  power  of  subpena,  and 
with  the  power  of  preparing  their  own 
records,  Uke  they  want  to  prepare  those 
records,  to  submit  to  Congress,  and  then 
submit  them  to  Congress  for  their  guid- 
ance. I  think  all  these  Commissions, 
more  than  50  of  them,  should  absolutely 
be  stopi>ed,  and  all  of  this  work  done 
by  Members  of  Congress.  They  have 
been  elected  by  the  people.  They  are 
resr>onsible  to  the  people.  In  the  event 
they  do  not  perform  their  duties  prop- 
erly, they  could  even  be  Impeached. 
Furthermore,  they  could  be  defeated 
when  they  run  for  office.  Contrast  that 
situation  with  those  who  are  on  these 
task  forces,  who  are  going  all  over  the 
country  and  all  over  the  world,  at  pub- 
lic expense,  holding  hearings  in  the 
name  of  Congress,  with  the  power  to 
administer  oaths,  with  the  power  of  sub- 
pena, with  the  pwwer  to  bring  in  the 
testimony  they  want  brought  in,  and  to 
fix  the  record  like  they  want  it  fixed 
and  then  deliver  it  to  the  Congress.  I 
do  not  think  it  should  be  done  that  way. 
I  think  these  advisory  groups,  and  all 
of  these  helpful  group)s,  should  be  com- 
]X)sed  of  Members  of  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  That  can  be  insisted 
upon  because  the  Members  have  the  time 
to  do  it  If  they  are  provided  with  the  as- 
sistance these  groups  are  provided  with. 
I  know  there  are  many  bills  that  have 
passed  this  House  which  the  Members 
of  Congress  did  not  have  the  prop>er  fa- 
cilities to  acquaint  themselves  with  the 
language  in  the  bill.  For  instance,  take 
the  990-page  tax  bill.  How  many  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  knew  what  wa«  to  that 
bill?  Very  few,  if  any,  knew  everything 
that  was  in  it.  We  do  not  have  ttie 
assistants  to  properly  help  us  to  go  Into 
it.  In  the  other  body  they  do  have  ad- 
ministrative assistants  and  they  can  go 
into  those  things.  That  is  what  we 
should  do  here.  These  studies  should 
be  made  by  Members  of  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  DowDT]. 

Mr.  DOWDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
commend  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Cannon]  for  his  observations. 
Some  of  the  items  included  in  this  bill 
make  the  following  applicable: 

There  was  much  said  earlier  this  ses- 
sion to  the  effect  that  the  fiscal  condition 
of  this  Government  was  such  as  to  jus- 
tify considerable  tax  relief;  and  based 
upon  that  assurance.  Congress  passed  a 
tax -relief  bill. 

On  yesterday,  warning  came  from 
those  same  people,  including  the  es- 
teemed majority  leader,  that  the  fiscal 
condition  of  this  Government  is  such 
that  the  public  debt  limit  must  be  in- 
creased by  $6  billion. 

It  is  confusing,  and  too  serious,  to  be 
amusing.  By  a  coincidence  that  cer- 
tainly would  not  have  been  planned  by 
the  administration;  both  of  these  mat- 
ters are  news  articles  in  this  morning's 
paper,  as  each  was  acted  on  yesterday. 
Each  merited  the  front  page. 
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One  article  reveals  that  President 
Eisenhower  signed  the  tax  bill,  with  the 
statement  that  it  provides  tax  cuts  total- 
ing $7,400,000,000  Since  January  1  of  this 
year. 

The  other  article  tells  of  the  action  of 
the  House  in  clearing  and  sending  to  the 
President  the  bill  increasing  the  debt 
limit  by  $6  billion,  in  partial  compliance 
with  the  administration's  request  for 
borrowing  power  to  meet  its  obligations. 

My  question  is.  Does  this  add  Up  to  the 
fiscal  responsibility  we  have  so  often 
heard  mentioned  here  on  the  House 
floor? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  srield 
3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  Sheppard],  a  member  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will 
try  not  to  take  all  the  time,  but  as  I  un- 
derstand the  present  situation  from  a 
total  accimiulation  of  mathematics,  the 
bill.  H.  R.  9936,  when  it  passed  the  House, 
went  to  the  other  body  carrying  $1,703,- 
334,638,  or  approximately  that  amount. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  TABER.     It  is,  sir. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Then  there  was 
added  by  the  Senate  the  sum  of  $731,- 
179.061,  or  approximately  that  sum. 

Mr.  TABEIR.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  addition  of  the 
sum  referred  to.  $731  million,  would  make 
the  total  $2,034,513,699. 

That  figure  was  reduced  by  the  con- 
ferees' activities  by  $365,276,820.  Is  that 
about  right? 

Mr.  TABER.  That  Is  just  about  as 
near  as  it  could  be. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  wonder,  and  I  do 
not  want  to  Xte  unduly  facetious  at  all, 
because  I  want  to  compliment  the  House 
conferees  on  the  wonderful  job  they  have 
done  under  the  difficulties  that  con- 
fronted them ;  however.  I  am  wondering 
if  there  was  any  possibility  in  the  dis- 
cussions— if  they  were  not  off  the  record 
to  the  point  that  they  cannot  be  talked 
about— If  the  gentlemen  of  the  Senate 
are  going  to  effect  any  congressional  and 
judicial  pay  raise  bill?  Is  there  any  in- 
dication that  that  might  be  hidden  in 
the  $731  million  increase? 

Mr.  TABER.  There  has  been  no  dis- 
cussion of  pay  raises  except  for  a  few 
employees  of  the  Senate  and  they  were 
all  adjusted  by  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion so  that  there  was  no  need  for  us  to 
do  anything. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  frankly  under- 
stand, of  course,  that  the  Senate  has  the 
right,  and  invariably  applies  it.  to  take 
care  of  their  own  housekeeping  financial 
needs.  But  it  would  seem  to  me  that 
when  they  were  in  such  a  tremendous  in- 
creasing attitude  that  they  might  do  at 
least  something  for  Members  of  Con- 
gress—including themselves,  of  course; 
I  would  not  leave  them  out  of  any  such 
participation — but  as  the  gentleman  says 
there  is  nothing  in  the  bill  so  far  as  he 
knows  in  connection  with  that  possibility. 

Mr.  TABER.  Nothing  that  I  know  of 
In  those  figures. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man very  much  and  yield  back  the  bal- 
ance of  my  time. 


Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
previous  question  on  the  conference  re- 
port. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  first   amendment   in   disagreement. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  this 
point  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  con- 
sider en  bloc  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered  5,  6.  9.  10.  11.  12.  13,  14,  15, 
21,  34,  54,  55.  59,  72,  73.  93,  103,  105,  113, 
114.  126,  152,  159,  and  169. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  as  I  understand  it 
these  are  all  purely  technical  amend- 
ments which  under  the  rules  we  must 
bring  back  to  the  House.  There  are  none 
of  them  on  which  the  conferees  of  the 
two  Houses  failed  to  reach  an  agree- 
ment? 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correct.  A  preat 
many  of  them  are  minor,  like  changing 
section  numbers. 

Thc»  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York?  | 

There  was  no  objection.  ' 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

Senate  amendment  No.  5:  On  p»ge  2,  line 
23,  insert:  i 

"Audited  claims  I 
"For  an  additional  amount  for  the  p.-xy- 
ment  of  claims,  certified  to  be  due  by  the 
accounting  officers  of  the  Di.«!trict  cf  Colum- 
bia, under  appropriations  the  balances  of 
which  have  been  exhausted  or  credited  to 
the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia as  provided  by  law  (D.  C.  Cod«.  title  47. 
sec.  130a),  being  for  the  service  of  the  fiscal 
year  1952  and  prior  fiscal  years,  as  set  forth 
in  Senate  Document  No.  145  (83d  Cong  ). 
914,624,  together  with  such  further  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  to  pay  the  interest  on 
audited  claims  for  refunds  at  not  exceeding 
4  per  centum  per  annum  as  provided  by  law 
(act  of  July  10,  1952,  66  Stat.  546.  sec.  Hdl." 
Senate  amendment  No.  6:  Page  3,  line  11, 
Insert:  ■ 

"Division  of  expenxes  I 
"The  sums  appropriated  in  this  Act  for  the 
DCstrlct  of  Columbia  shall,  unless  otherwise 
specifically  provided  for,  be  paid  crut  of  the 
general  fund  of  .the  District  of  Columbia. 
as  defined  In  the  District  of  Columbia  Ap- 
propriation Acts  for  the  fiscal  years  in- 
volved." 

Senate  amendment  No.  9:  Page  t,  line  20, 
insert: 

"For  payment  to  the  estate  of  Hugh  But- 
ler, late  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Nebraska, 
$12,500." 

Senate  amendment  No.  10:  Page  8,  line  22, 
insert: 

"For  payment  to  Clyde  Roark  Hoey,  Jr., 
and  Charles  Aycock  Hoey.  sons,  atid  Isabel 
Hoey  Paul,  daughter  of  Clyde  R.  Hoey,  late  a 
Senator  from  the  State  of  North  Carolina. 
♦12,500." 

Senate  amendment  No.  11:  Page  3.  line  1. 
Insert: 

"For  payment  to  Emily  Nathelle  Hunt, 
widow  of  Lester  C.  Hunt,  late  a  Senator  from 
the  State  of  Wyoming,  $12,500." 

Senate  amendment  No.  12:  Page  4,  line  4, 
insert : 

"SAIARIES,     OFFICERS,     AND     EMPI.OYEE6,     OFFICE 
OF    THE    SECRETARY 

"Office  of  the  Secretary:  For  an  additional 
•mount  for  fiscal  year  1955,  f  11.725:   Pro- 


vided.  That  effective  August  1.  1954  the  basic 
annual  compensation  of  the  Hollowing  posi- 
tions shall  be:  Financial  clerk,  $7, 320  In  lieu 
Of  17,000;  printing  clerk  $5,400  in  lieu  of 
$6,160;  executive  clerk  $4,380  in  lieu  of 
$4,100;  assistant  to  the  majl^ity  and  as- 
sistant to  the  minority  at  $8.0<>0  each  In  lieu 
of  assi-stant   to  the  minority  at   $8,000." 

Senate  amendment  No.  13:  Page  4.  line  14, 
ln.se  rt : 

"OFFICE    OF   THK    SERGEANT    At    ARMS    AND 
DOORKEEPER 

"Office  of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  and  Door- 
keeper: For  an  additional  amount  for  fiscal 
year  1955,  $21,920;  Provided,  That  effective 
Auijust  1.  19.54.  tiie  basic  annual  compensa- 
tion of  the  follow  liiK  petitions  shall  be:  As- 
sistant, doorkeeper  $3,420  in  lieu  of  $3,040; 
messenger  at  card  door  $3,420  in  lieu  of 
$3 .040:  messenger  acting  as  assistant  door- 
keejMT  $2,760  and  two  messcni^•ers  acting  as 
assistant  doorkee^jcrs  at  $2,580  each  in  lieu 
of  three  mepseju-ers  acting  as  Assistant  door- 
keepers at  $2,580  each;  clerk,  press  gallery. 
$1,800:  chief  Janitor.  $3,540  In  lieu  of  $3,200; 
assistant  chief  janitor  $2,400  in  lieu  of 
$2.2J0;  foreman  of  duplicating  department 
$2,520  in  lieu  of  clerk  $2,280;  three  cabinet- 
nukers  at  $2,520  each  in  lieu  otf  two  cabinet- 
makers ai  $2,520  each  and  one  cabinetmaker 
at  $2.4G0:  file  clerk,  $1,980;  three  offset  press 
operators  at  $2,22:.'  each,  four  clerks  at  $2,160 
each  and  12  machine  operators  at  $1,740 
earh  In  lieu  of  5  clerks  at  $2.1$0  each  and  13 
machine  operators  at  $1,740  each;  2  mime- 
ograph of)erators  at  $1,800  each  and  29  la- 
borers at  $1,620  each  in  lieu  of  30  laborers  at 
$1,620  each;  repairman  $2,490;  chief  ma- 
chine operator.  $2,700  in  lieu  of  chief  ma- 
chine operator  at  $2,460;  assistant  superin- 
tendent, service  department.  $2  760  in  lieu 
of  assistant  superintendent,  service  depart- 
ment. $2,460;  foreman  of  warehouse,  service 
department,  $2,580  In  lieu  of  clerk  $2,580." 

Senate  amendment  No.  14:  Page  5,  line  18, 
Insert; 

"OFF1CE.S  OF  THE  SECRETARIES  FOR  THE  MAJORITY 
AND    THE    MINORITt 

"Offices  of  the  secretary  for  the  majority 
and  the  secretary  for  the  minority:  For  an 
additional  amount.  $1,405:  J^rovided.  That 
effective  August  1.  1954.  the  basic  annual 
compensation  of  the  clerk  to  the  secretary 
for  the  majority  and  the  clerk  to  the  secre- 
tary for  the  minority  shall  be  at  a  rate  to  be 
fixed  by  the  respective  secretaries,  but  not 
exceeding  $3,480  each." 

Senate  amendment  No.  15:  Page  8,  line  1, 
Insert: 

"OFFICES   OF  THE    MAJORrTT   AHD    MINOErTT 
WHIPS 

"For  two  clerical  assistants,  one  for  the 
majority  whip  and  one  for  the  minority 
whip,  at  $2,520  basic  each.  $9,140." 

Senate  amendment  No,  21;  Page  6,  line  19. 

Insert: 

"For  payment  to  Sarah  F.  Camp,  widow  of 
Albert  S.  Camp,  late  a  Representative  from 
the  State  of  Georgia.  $12,500," 

Senate  amendment  No.  34:  P$ge  13,  line  6, 

Insert: 

"bureau   of   THE   CEN$t7S 

"Censuses  of  business,  manufactures,  and 
m.ineral  industries 
"For  expenses  necessary  for  taking,  com- 
piling, and  publishing  the  censuses  of  busi- 
ness, manufactures,  and  mineral  Industries 
as  authorized  by  law.  Including  personal  serv- 
ices by  contract  or  otherwise  at  rates  to  be 
fixed  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  without 
regard  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended;  and  additional  compensation  of 
Federal  employees  temporarily  detailed  for 
field  work  under  this  appropriation:  $8,430,- 
000.  to  remain  available  until  December  31, 
1657." 
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Senate  amendment  No.  54:  Page  22.  line  1, 
Insert: 

•Unemployment   com  pen  »of  ion   for   Federal 
employees 

•  For  payments  to  unemployed  Federal  em- 
pU'yees.  either  directly  or  through  payments 
to  States,  as  authorized  by  title  XV  of  the 
^3ucull  Security  Act.  as  aniended,  $10  mlUlou. 
to  rrmain  available  until  expended." 

Senate  amendment  No.  55:  Page  22,  line  7, 
insert : 

•Unemployment    compensation    for    Federal 
employees,  next  succeeding  fiscal  yea' 

"Fur  making,  after  Ma^  31  of  the  current 
f.?cai  year,  payments  to  States,  as  authorized 
by  title  XV  of  the  Soci  il  Security  Act.  as 
amended,  such  amounts  as  may  be  required 
1  jr  payment  to  unemployed  Federal  em- 
pli  yees  for  the  first  quarter  of  the  next  suc- 
ceeding fiscal  year,  and  the  obligations  and 
(xpcnduures  thereunder  shall  be  charged  to 
the  appropriation  there:  or  for  that  fiscal 
jsar." 

Senate  amendment  No  59:  Page  23.  line 
11,  iii^crl: 

"FOOD    AND    DUVa    AD:*lNISTaATION 

"Salaries  and  expenses,  ccTtif.cation  arid 
inspection  sirmccs 

"Tl;e  paragraph  under  this  head  in  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
I.iie  Appropriation  Act,  1J55,  is  amended  to 
rtad  as  folio  *-s: 

•■  Salane.--  and  expenses,  certification  and 
Inspection  services:  For  expense*  necessary 
for  the  certification  or  inspection  of  certain 
jiroducts  in  accordance  with  sections  408, 
408,  504.  506,  507,  604.  7C2A,  and  706  of  the 
Federal  Fcx>d.  Drug,  anc  Cosmetic  Art.  as 
amended  (21  U  S.  C.  3iC.  348.  354.  3J6.  357. 
:264,  3T2a.  and  375).  the  aggregate  of  the  ad- 
\ance  deposits  during  the  current  fiscal  year 
to  cover  payments  of  fees  by  applicants 
lor  ccrtirichtion  or  inspection  of  such  prod- 
ucts, to  remain  available  until  exj>cndcd. 
The  total  amount  herein  appropriated  shall 
l>e  available  for  persona:  services;  purchase 
of  chemicals,  apparatus,  i  nd  scieitlfic  equip- 
ment; expenses  of  advisory  committees;  and 
the  refund  of  advance  deposits  for  which  no 
b  rMce  has  been  renderr<r." 

Senate  amendment  _  N<. .  72;  Page  27,  line 
2Z.  Insert: 

Advances   to  States,  ne::t  succeeding  fiscal 
year 

"For  making,  after  May  31  of  the  current 
fi  cal  year,  advances  to  States  under  section 
221  (ei  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended,  for  the  first  quarter  of  the  next 
surreed.ng  fl.=cal  year,  such  sums  as  may  be 
necessary  from  the  above  authorization  may 
he  expended  from  the  F'ederal  old-age  and 
survivors  Insurance  trust   fund." 

S?nate  amendment  No.  73:  Page  28.  line  5. 
iii'ert : 

"The  two  immediately  preceding  para- 
graphs under  the  head  Bureau  of  Old-Age 
and  Survivors  Insuranct'  In  this  act  shall 
be  effective  only  upon  « nactment  Into  law 
of  H  R.  9366  or  slmllai-  legislation  of  the 
t3cl  Congress." 

Senate  amendment  No  93:  Page  33.  strike 
nut  lines  4.  6,  and  6  and  insert  ":  Provided. 
That  $3  million  of  the  foregoing  amount 
shall  be  available  to  provide  financial  as- 
sistance to  public  school  districts  for  the 
construction  and  equ  pment  of  public 
school  facilities  for  Navaho  Indian  chil- 
dren from  reservation  areas  not  included  In 
such  districts:  and  $31. COO  shall  be  for  the 
payment  of  the  excess  value  of  land,  water 
rights,  and  Irrigation  slructurea  to  be  re- 
ceived by  the  Pyramid  Lake  Palute  Tribe  of 
Indians  of  the  Pyramid  Lake  Indian  Reser- 
vation in  exchange  for  tribal  lands  of  said 
tribe  located  in  the  State  of  Nevada:  Pro- 
vided, That  title  to  the  and  to  be  acquired 
for  said  tribe  deMxlbed  as  aoutheut  quarter 
of  section  22,  township  21  north,  range  24 
east,  Mount  Diablo  base  and  meridian,  con- 


taining 160  acres,  more  or  less,  and  structures 
BhaU  be  taken  In  the  name  of  the  United 
States  in  trust  for  said  tribe :  Provided  fur- 
ther. That  the  prohibition  against  the  use  of 
funds  appropriated  under  this  heading  in 
the  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act, 
1955,  for  the  acquisltlun  of  land  or  water 
rights  within  the  State  of  Nevada,  either 
Inside  or  outside  the  boundaries  of  existing 
reservations  shall  not  apply  to  this  trans- 
action: Provided  furthc'.  That  the  limltaticn 
under  this  heading  in  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment Appropriation  Act.  19£5.  on  the  amount 
available  for  personal  services  is  increased 
by  $1  million." 

Senate  amendment  No,  1C3:  Page  36.  line 
6.  Insert; 

"Sec  702.  Limitations  on  amounts  to  be 
expended  for  personal  services  under  appro- 
priations In  the  Interior  Department  Appro- 
priation Act.  1955  (Public  Law  465.  83d 
Cone  ).  shall  not  apply  to  lump-.=um  leave 
payments  pursuant  to  the  act  ol  December 
21.  1944  (5  U    S    C    eib-dl." 

Senate  amendment  No.  105:  Page  36.  line 
17.  insert: 

"Src,  704  Funds  pp;^rcpriated  under  the 
heading,  'Administration  of  Territories'  In 
the  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act, 
1935  (PuVjlic  Law  No.  465.  8Jd  Cong  )  shall 
be  a\a:lab;e  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Revised  Organic  Act  of  the  Virrin  Islands 
(Public  Law  No.  517.  83d  Cong  » ," 

Senate  amendment  No.  113:  Page  39,  line 
8,  Insert; 

"Plans  and  specifications,  lease-purchase 
coiitrcicts 

"The  unobligated  balances  of  the  ftinds 
made  available  by  section  1  (a)  of  the  Act  of 
June  14.  1946  (60  Stat.  257).  the  Second  Snp- 
p'.emental  Appropriu'ion  Act.  1950.  and  the 
General  Appropriation  Act.  1951,  for  the  ac- 
quisition of  sites  and  the  preparation  of 
drawlntis  and  specifications  for  Federal  public 
building  projects  outside  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, as  authorized  by  title  I  of  the  Act  of 
June  16.  1949  (63  Stat  176).  as  amended,  and 
by  the  Act  of  May  25,  1926  (41  Stat.  C30),  as 
amended,  shall  be  available  also  for  expenses 
of  preparation  of  dr?  wings  and  specifications. 
by  contract  or  otherwise,  and  administrative 
expenses,  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of 
the  Public  Buildings  Purchase  Contract  Act 
of  1954  (Public  Law  519,  83d  Cong.),  ap- 
proved July  22,  1954." 

Senate  amendment  No.  114:  Pa^e  43,  line 
1.  insert: 

"Hospital  facilities  in  the  District  of 
Columbia 

"The  appropriation  item  under  the  head- 
ing 'General  Services  Administration,  hos- 
pital facilities  In  the  District  of  Columbia' 
contained  In  the  act  approved  July  15, 
1952  (66  Stat.  637),  as  amended.  Is  hereby 
amended  by  inserting  alter  the  word  Asylum" 
at  the  end  of  the  first  proviso,  as  amended, 
and  before  the  colon,  the  phrase  'and  George- 
town University  Hospital'." 

Senate  amendment  No.  126:  Page  43.  line 
23,  insert: 

"Federal  National  Mortgage  Arscciatlon: 
The  limitation  on  the  amount  available  for 
administrative  expenses  under  this  head  In 
title  II  of  the  Independent  Offices  Appropria- 
tion Act,  1955  (Public  Law  428),  shall  be  ex- 
clusive of  expenses  (including  expenses  for 
fiscal  agency  services  performed  on  a  con- 
tract or  fee  basis)  in  connection  with  the 
Issuance  and  servicing  of  obligations  as  au- 
thorised by  title  II  of  the  Housing  Act  of 
1954." 

Senate  amendment  No.  152:  Page  55,  line 
23.  Insert: 

"Ptor  contribution  to  the  city  of  Muskogee, 
towarxl  the  construction  of  a  water  supply 
pipeline  from  the  existing  city  water  supply 
Intake  on  the  Grand  River  near  its  Junction 
with  the  Arkansas  River  to  Fort  Gibson  Dam, 
in  settlement  for  all  damages  to  the  water 
supply  of  the  city  of  Muskogee,  on  account 


of  the  coriFtructlon  and  operation  of  Port 
Oibson  Reservoir.  $200,000  out  of  funds  previ- 
ously appropriated." 

Senate  amendment  No.  159:  Page  60.  line 
15,  insert: 
"Emergency  fund  for  interrmtionAl  affairs 

"For  e;:penses  necessary  to  enable  tbe 
President  to  take  suoh  measures  as  lie  deems 
appropriate  to  meet  extraordinary  or  un- 
usual circumstances  arising  In  the  Interna- 
tional affairs  of  the  Government,  $5  million, 
to  remain  available  until  expended,  for  use 
In  the  President's  discretion  and  without  re- 
gard to  such  provisions  of  law  as  he  may 
specify:  P-ovidrd.  That  the  President  shaU 
transmit  to  the  Committees  on  Appropria- 
tions of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, not  less  often  than  quarterly. 
a  full  repcrt  of  expenditures  under  tbls 
appropriation," 

Senate  amendment  No.  169:  Page  67.  line 
21.  insert: 

"AUJLANDES    RAXULTOIf    BICENTEiririAX. 

COMMISSION 

"For  necessary  expenses  to  carry  out  th* 

pro\isions  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  No. 
140.  $10,000;  Prciidrd,  That  this  paragrapli 
shall  become  effective  only  upon  tlie  enact- 
ment of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  140  of  ih» 
83d  Congress." 

Mr  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Taber  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  numbered  5.  6.  9,  10.  11.  12.  13.  14. 
15.  21.  34.  54.  55.  59.  72.  73.  93.  103.  105f.  113. 
114.  126.  152,  159.  and  1G9.  and  concur  therein. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report 
tlie  first  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  27:  Page  10.  Una 
13,  insert: 

"stTREMK   COURT  OF   THX   UMlTED   STATES 

•"Automobile  for  the  Chief  Justice:  For  pur- 
chase, exchange,  lease,  driving,  naalntenanoe. 
and  operation  of  an  automobile  for  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court, 
$5,835." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Taeer  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  27.  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  in- 
sert: 

"supreme  COITIT   or  THE   UNITED   STATES 

"Automobile  for  the  Chief  Justice:  For 
purchase,  exchange,  lease,  driving,  mainte- 
nance, and  operation  of  an  automobile  for 
the  Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States, 
$5,835." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  i^  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  30:  Page  11.  line  11, 
Insert: 

"/nfcrnofional   educational   exchange 
activities 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  Tntama- 
national  Educational  Exchange  AcUvltles*. 
$900,000." 

Mr.  TAEER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen- 
ate amendment  with  an  amendment. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabes  moves  that  the  House  'recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  tbe  amendment  of 
tile  Senate  numbered  30,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment 
Insert : 

"International  educational  exchange 
activities 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Interna- 
tional Kducatlonal  Excbange  Activities', 
t300,000:  Provided,  That  not  less  than  91,674,- 
652  shall  be  used  for  Educational  Exchange 
Activities  related  to  the  'American  Repub- 
lics' from  the  total  available  to  this  appro- 
priation for  fiscal  year  1955." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  SPEAKER.   The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  31 :  Page  11,  line  19, 
Insert: 

"PATMENT    TO    FEDERAL    REFUBLIC    OF    GEBMANT 

"For  payment  to  the  Federal  Republic  of 
Germany  for  the  acquisition  or  construction 
of  an  Embassy  In  the  District  of  Columbia, 
$300,000:  Provided,  That  this  appropriation 
shall  be  eftectlve  only  upon  enactment  of 
legislation  set  forth  In  either  H.  R.  9988  or 
S.  1573,  83d  Congress." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen- 
ate amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabeb  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  31,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment 
Insert: 

"PATMENT    TO    FEDERAL    REPTTBLIC    OF    GERMANT 

"Fpr  payment  to  the  Federal  Republic  of 
Germany  for  the  acquisition  or  construction 
of  an  Embassy  In  the  District  of  Columbia, 
$300,000,  to  be  paid  out  of  any  funds  or  other 
property  or  Interest  vested  or  transferred  to 
the  Attorney  General  pursuant  to  or  with 
respect  to  the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act 
of  October  1917,  as  amended:  Provided,  That 
this  appropriation  shall  be  effective  only 
upon  enactment  of  legislation  set  forth  In 
either  H.  R.  9988  or  S.  1573.  83d  Congress." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York   [Mr.  Rooney]. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber], 
to  explain  the  last  amendment  since  it 
was  not  previously  before  the  House. 

Mr.  TABER.  This  was  an  amend- 
ment that  was  presented  to  the  Budget 
by  the  State  Department  calling  for 
$930,000.  It  was  in  the  Senate  bill,  and 
in  the  conference  we  agreed  that  there 
should  be  $300,000  of  new  money  and 
enough  out  of  the  previous  appropria- 
tion added  to  what  had  theretofore  been 
allocated  to  South  America  to  cover  the 
needs  of  persons  exchanged  between  the 
United  States  and  South  and  Central 
American  republics. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York, 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEABIEK.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows:    | 

Senate  amendment  No.  38:  Page  15,  line 
18,  Insert: 

"Construction.  Washington  National  Air- 
port: For  an  additional  amount  for  'Con- 
struction. Washington  National  Airport",  in- 
cluding additional  loading  gate  positions 
and  related  paving;  and  expansion  of  gaso- 
line and  baggage  facilities;  $635,000,  to  re- 
main  available  until   expended." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  aniendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Taber  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  38,  atd  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert : 

"Construction,  Washington  National  Air- 
port: For  an  additional  amount  for  'Cun- 
structlon,  Washington  National  Alrporf,  In- 
cluding additional  loading  gate  positions 
and  related  paving:  $310,000,  to  remain 
available    until    expended.  '  J 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:    | 

Senate  amendment  No.  39:  P;ige  16.  line 
13,  after  the  figure,  insert  "to  remain  avail- 
able until  expended:  Provided.  Tl;r,t  trans- 
fers may  be  made  to  the  appropriation  ffir 
the  current  fiscal  year  for  Salaries  and  ex- 
penses' for  administrative  e.\pens*s  (not  to 
exceed  $500,000)  and  for  reserve  fleet  ex- 
penses and  such  amounts  as  mny  bo  re- 
quired, and  any  such  transfers  shall  be  with- 
out regard  to  the  limitations  under  that 
appropriation  on  the  amounts  avuilatale  fo.- 
such  expenses."  j 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  T  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabes  moves  that  the  Hou.'^e  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  39,  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  in  lieu 
of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment 
insert  ".  to  remain  available  until  expend- 
ed: Provided,  That  transfers  may  be  made  to 
the  appropriation  for  the  current  fi-^cal  year 
for  'Salaries  and  expenses'  for  administrative 
expenses  (not  to  exceed  $400,000)  and  for  re- 
serve fleet  expenses  in  such  amounts  as  may 
be  required,  and  any  such  tran.sfers  shall  be 
without  regard  to  the  limitations  under  that 
appropriation  on  the  amounts  available  lor 
such   expenses:    Provided   further. - 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report 

the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  40:  Page  17,  line 
13.  Insert: 

"DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMEKC8 

"Maritime  activities 

"Repair  of  Reserve  Fleet  Vessels 

"(Liquidation  of  contract  authorteation) 

"For  the  payment  of  obligations  Incurred 
pursuant  to  authority  granted  under  the 
'Emergency  Ship  Repair  Act  of  1954. •  $18.- 
000,000,  to  remain  available  until  December 
31.  1956:  Provided,  That  advances  may  be 
made  from  this  appropriation  to  'Salaries 
and  expenses,  Maritime  Activities',  for  ad- 
ministrative expenses  (not  to  exceed  $500.- 
000).  and  for  reserve  fleet  expenses  (in  such 
amounta   as  may   be  required),   ^d   such 
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advances  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts 
otherwise  made  available  for  juch  expenses- 
Provided  further.  That  this  paragraph  shall 
be  effective  only  upon  enactment  into  law 
during   the   83d   Congress   of   S.   3546." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr,  Tabf.r  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disaKreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  40,  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment 
insert : 

'Repair  of  Reserve  Fleet  Vessels 
"(liquidation  of  contract  authorization) 
"For  the  nayment  of  obligations  Incurred 
pursuant  to  authority  granted  under  the 
EmrrKency  Ship  Repair  Act  of  1954  '  $12  - 
000  000  Provulrd.  That  advances  may  be 
made  from  tliis  appropriation  to  'Salaries 
and  expon.ses.  Maritime  Activities.'  for  ad- 
ministrative expenses  (not  to  exceed  $150.- 
000),  and  for  reserve  fleet  expenses  (in 
tuch  amounts  as  may  be  required  i.  and 
such  advances  shall  be  lu  addition  to 
amounts  oth?rw!.'=e  made  available  for  such 
e.'.pcuEes:  Pnvirled  further.  That  this  para- 
Kr.ph  shall  be  effective  onlv  upon  enact- 
ment Into  law  during  the  8Jd  Congress  of 
S    3346.'' 

The  motion  was  ac^reed  to. 

The  SPP:aKER.     The  Clerk  will  report 

th"  next  amendment  in  di-sagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  46:  Page  19.  line  3. 
insert: 

"bureau  or  ACCOUMTS        ' 
"Salaries  and  expennex,  division  of 
disbursement 
"For   an   additional    amount   for   'Salaries 
and  expen.'-cs.'  $500,000:  Prontied.  That  this 
paragraph  shall  be  effective  only  upon  enact- 
ment into  law  of  H    R   9366  or  similar  legis- 
lation  of   the   8.3d   Coiigrcss." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  Hou'^e  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr  Tabkr  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  46.  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert 
"$350,000." 
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The  motion  was  agreed 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  49:  Page  20  line 
17,  insert: 

"BUREAU   OF    LABOR   STANTARDS 

"Salaries  and  expenses 
"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Salaries 
and  expenses.'  $25,000;  and  the  amount  made 
available  under  this  head  in  the  IDepartment 
of  Labor  Appropriation  Act,  1955,  for  the 
work  of  the  President's  Committee  on  Na- 
tional Employ  the  Physically  Handicapped 
Week,  is  increased  from  $75,000  to  $100,000: 
Provided.  That  this  paragraph  shall  be  ef- 
fective only  upon  the  enactment  during  the 
83d  Congress  of  legislation  increasing  the 
authorization  for  appropriations  for  such 
purpose." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabeb  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  .he  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  4B»  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment 
Insert : 

"BTTREAn     or    LABOB     STANDABDS 

"Salaries  and  expenses 
"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Salaries 
and  expenses,"  $12,500;  and  the  amount  made 
available  under  this  head  In  the  Department 
of  Labor  Appropriation  Act,  1955,  for  the 
work  of  the  President's  Committee  on  Na- 
tional Employ  the  Physically  Handicapped 
Week,  is  increased  from  $75,000  to  $87,500." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Tlie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  52:  Page  21.  line 
15,  strike  out  "$4,600,000"  and  Insert  '  $30,- 
000.000." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  Uie 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabeh  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  52.  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  In- 
sert "$13,100,000,  of  which  $2,000,000  shall 
be  available  only  upon  enactment  into  law 
of  H    R.  9709,  83d  Congress." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Idaho? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think 
that  some  explanation  of  the  conference 
action  on  amendment  No.  52  concerning 
grants  to  States  for  unemployment  com- 
pensation and  employment  security  ad- 
ministration, should  be  made. 

The  Department  of  Labor  Appropria- 
tion Act.  1955.  contains  $216,400,000  of 
which  $200  million  was  based  on  the  as- 
sumption that  the  1955  workload  would 
be  the  same  as  1954.  The  remaining 
$16,400,000  was  appropriated  as  a  con- 
tingency fund  to  be  available  for  work- 
load increases,  above  the  1954  level, 
frhould  such  increases  occur. 

After  the  regular  bill  was  passed,  the 
Department  requested  an  additional  $43 
million  of  which  $4,600,000  was  for  the 
contingency  fund  and  the  remainder  was 
primarily  for  increased  workload  esti- 
mated on  the  baisis  of  experience  since 
the  regular  1955  budget  was  prepared. 
The  House  allowed  the  requested  increase 
in  the  contingency  fund  but  made  no 
change  in  the  base  appropriation  of  $200 
million  which,  as  I  stated  a  moment  ago, 
was  based  on  a  workload  equal  to  that 
experienced  in  fiscal  year  1954. 

After  the  House  acted  on  the  supple- 
mental appropriation  bill  for  1955,  the 
Department  sent  to  the  Senate  an  addi- 
tional request  for  supplemental  funds  in 
the  amount  of  $3,756,000  for  additional 
workloads,  not  included  in  the  calcula- 
tion of  previous  requests,  estimated  to 


result  from  the  establishment  of  a  pro- 
gram of  unemployment-compensation 
benefits  for  Federal  employees,  extension 
of  unemployment  insurance  coverage  to 
employers  of  four  or  more,  and  expan- 
sion of  the  vocational  rehabilitation  pro- 
gram. 

The  Senate  approved  the  increase  of 
$4,600,000  in  the  contingency  fund  and, 
in  addition,  provided  $25,400,000  for  the 
other  purposes  for  which  supplemental 
funds  were  requested. 

In  my  opinion  the  House  took  the  more 
practical  approach  to  this  matter  in  bas- 
ing the  appropriation  on  the  previous 
year's  workload  rather  than  attempting 
to  guess  at  what  will  develop  during  the 
next  year.  However,  due  to  the  neces- 
sity of  coming  to  some  agreement  on 
the  appropriation,  the  House  receded 
from  this  position  and  the  Senate  agreed 
to  a  somewhat  smaller  appropriation. 
The  result  of  this  compromise  is  that 
this  motion  will  have  the  effect  of  ap- 
propriating an  additional  amount  of  $13,- 
100,000  of  which  $4,600,000  will  be  for 
an  increase  in  the  contingency  fund; 
$2  million  will  be  for  activities  in  con- 
nection with  the  expansion  of  the  pro- 
gram under  the  legislation  resulting  from 
the  passage  of  H.  R.  9709;  and  $6,500,000 
will  be  for  the  greater  workload,  under 
the  regular  program  and  the  recently 
enacted  amendments  to  the  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Act,  estimated  by  the  D?- 
partment  in  connection  with  the  budget 
requests  for  supplemental  funds. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  56:  Page  22.  line 
16.  insert : 

"The  two  Immediately  preceding  para- 
graphs in  this  act  under  the  head  'Bureau 
of  Employment  Security'  shall  be  effective 
only  upon  enactment  into  law  of  H  R.  9709. 
83d  Congress,  except  that  $896,000  of  the 
appropriation  for  "Grants  to  States  for  Un- 
employment Compensation  and  Employ- 
ment Service  Administration'  shall  be  effec- 
tive only  upon  enactment  into  law  of  H.  R. 
9640  or  S.  2759,  83d  Congress." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabek  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  No.  66,  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  Insert : 

"The  two  immediately  preceding  para- 
graphs in  this  act  under  the  head  'Bureau 
of  Employment  Security'  shall  be  effective 
only  upon  enactment  Into  law  of  H.  R.  9709, 
83d  Congress." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  60:  Page  24.  line 
8,  Insert: 

"OmCE   or    EDTJCATION 

"Payments  to  school  districts 
"Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section 
3  (c)  (1)  of  Public  Law  874.  81st  Congress, 
as  amended,  the  amount  payable  to  a  local 
educational  agency  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1955.  with  respect  to  the  number 
of  children  determined  under  subsection  ( a ) 


or  (b)  of  section  3  thereof  shall  be  com- 
puted on  the  same  basis  as  was  tised  diiring 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1954,  under 
subsections  (a),  (b).  (c),  and  (d)  of  section 
3  of  said  law." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  insist  on  its  disagreement 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 60. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  61 :  Page  24,  line  18, 
insert : 

"White  House  Conference  on  Education 

"Salaries,  expenses,  and  grants:  For  carry- 
ing out  the  act  of  July  26.  1954  (Public  Law 
530 ) .  including  services  as  authorized  by  sec- 
tion 15  of  the  act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a).  $1,250,000.  of  which  $1  million  shall 
be  for  grants  to  the  States  In  accordance 
with  section  2  of  such  act:  Provided,  That 
a  Conference  Director  may  be  appointed 
by  the  Secretary  at  a  salary  of  $15,000  per 
annum." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  with  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabeb  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  61,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  ol 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  In- 
sert: 

"White  House  Conference  on  Education 
"Salaries.  exp>enses.  and  grants;  For  carry- 
ing out  the  act  of  July  26,  1954  (Public  Law 
530 ) .  Including  services  as  authorized  by  sec- 
tion 15  of  the  act  of  August  2.  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a).  $900,000,  of  which  $700,000  shall  be  for 
grants  to  the  States  in  accordance  with  sec- 
tion 2  of  such  act.  except  that  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Eklucation  may  establish  tbe 
amount  to  be  allotted  to  each  State  without 
regard  to  the  limitation  established  by  said 
section  2.  but  no  State  shall  receive  less  than 
$5,000:  Provided.  That  none  of  the  funds 
granted  to  any  State  may  be  used  to  com- 
pensate any  p>erson  for  their  ptersonal  serv- 
ices: Prortded  further,  That  a  Conference 
Director  may  be  appointed  by  the  Secretary 
at  a  salary  of  not  to  exceed  $12,500  per 
annum." 

The  motion  was  agrreed  to. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  62 :   Page  25,  line  3, 
Insert : 

"omCE    OF   VOCATIONAL   KEHABILrrATION 

"Grants  to  States  and  other  agencies 
"For  grants  to  States  and  other  agencies 
In  accordance  with  the  'Vocational  Rehabili- 
tation Act.  as  amended.  $6  million,  of  which 
$1,500,000  is  for  vocational  rehabilitation 
services  under  section  2  of  said  act;  $1,500.- 
000  is  for  extension  and  Improvement  proj- 
ects under  section  3  of  said  act;  and  $3  mU- 
lion  is  for  special  projects  under  section  4 
of  said  act:  Prortded,  That  the  amounts 
appropriated  for  the  Office  of  Vocational  Re- 
habilitation under  the  heads  'Payments  to 
States  in  the  Department  of  Health.  Educa- 
tion, and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act.  1955, 
Ehall  be  available,  without  regard  to  the  lim- 
itations set  forth  therein,  for  the  purposes 
of  section  2  of  the  Vocational  Rehabilita- 
tion Act.  as  amended:  Provided  further. 
That  the  paragraphs  under  the  head  'Office 
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ot  Vocational  Bebabllltatlon'  In  this  act  shall 
be  effective  only  upon  enactment  into  law 
of  H.  R.  9640  or  S.  2769.  83d  Cougreu." 

Mr.TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  moye  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen- 
ate amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

ICr.  Tabzb  moves  tliat  the  House  recede 
from  Its  dlBagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  62,  and  concur  therein 
With  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  in- 
sert: 

"omcs  or  vocationaz,  kzhabzlttation 
"Grants  to  States  and  other  agencies 
**Por  grants  to  States  and  other  agencies 
In  accordance  with  the  Vocational  Rehabili- 
tation Act.  as  amended,  $4  million,  of  which 
•1.600.000  is  for  vocational  rehabilitation 
services  vmder  section  2  of  said  act;  $1,500,000 
Is  for  extension  and  improvement  projects 
under  section  3  of  said  act;  and  $1  mUllon  is 
for  special  projects  under  section  4  of  said 
act:  ProcWed,  That  the  amounts  appropri- 
ated for  the  Office  of  Vocational  Rehabilita- 
tion under  the  head  Tajrments  to  States'  in 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1955,  shall  be 
avaUable.  without  regard  to  the  limitations 
set  forth  therein,  for  the  pvirposes  of  section 
2  of  the  Vocational  RehabUltatlon  Act.  as 
amended:  Provided  further.  That  not  more 
than  $2  of  the  funds  made  available  for  spe- 
cial projects  under  section  4  of  said  act  shall 
be  expended  for  any  project  for  each  $1  that 
the  grantee,  or  the  grantee  and  the  State, 
expends  for  the  same  purpose." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  wUl  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  71:  Page  27,  line 
11,  EtrilEe  out  all  of  lines  11,  12.  13,  14.  and 
15. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  insist  on  its  disagreement  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered 
71. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Jttdd  moves  that  the  House  recede  and 
concur  in  Senate  amendment  No.  71. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  JuDD]. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  item  was 
called  to  my  attention  by  Mr.  Victor 
Christgau  who  is  the  EWrector  of  the 
Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance  Bu- 
reau, and  who  for  years  was  in  charge 
of  the  corresponding  agency  in  our  State 
government  in  Minnesota. 

The  amendment  which  my  preferen- 
tial motion  would  strike  out,  was  put  in 
here  on  the  floor,  not  by  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations.  It  would  prevent 
moving  about  450  of  the  top  administra- 
tive personnel  of  OASI  back  to  Wash- 
ington from  Baltimore  where  the  Bureau 
was  transferred  in  1942.  The  main  argu- 
ment in  favor  of  the  amendment  was 
that  it  would  mean  a  reduction  of  the 
number  of  employees  in  Baltimore,  not 
that  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  bring  450 
of  the  top  staff  people  of  the  agency  to 
Washington. 

The  recent  passage  of  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  amendments  and  the  resulting 
extension  of  social-security  benefits  to 
many  more  millions  of  people  will  add 
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somewhere  between  550  and  8M  new  em- 
ployees who  will  be  in  Baltimore.  So  it 
will  not  hurt  Baltimore  to  allow  the  Sec- 
retary of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare to  organize  her  own  Department  so 
as  to  have  here  her  key  people,  who  do 
the  planning  and  the  top  staff  work  and 
the  direction  of  the  14,000  employees  in 
the  Bureau.  Only  4.500  are  in  Baltimore, 
whereas  9,000  are  in  offices  all  over  the 
,  United  States ;  3,000  in  512  district  offices, 
and  6,000  in  6  area  offices.  From  the 
standpoint  of  good  administration,  I 
think  anyone  will  recognize  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
ought  to  be  entitled  to  have  her  key  peo- 
ple here  in  Washington  where  she  can 
deal  with  them  directly,  immediately, 
and  conveniently.  It  will  act  injure 
Baltimore.  There  will  be  more  people 
in  Baltimore  than  at  present. 

It  seems  to  me  that  this  rider  put  in 
on  the  spur  of  the  moment  in  the  House 
and  struck  out  by  the  Senate  was  an  un- 
wise piece  of  legislation  on  an  appro- 
priation bill.  From  the  staodpoint  of 
efficiency  and,  in  the  long  run,  economy, 
it  is  obviously  advantageous  to  have  all 
the  top  people  who  operate  an  agency  of 
this  size,  the  largest  in  the  whaQe  Depart- 
ment of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
here  together  in  Washington  under  the 
Secretary's  immediate  direction  and  ob- 
servation. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  R001<rEY.  I  wonder  if  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  realizes  that  the  pur- 
pose of  the  rider  conceived  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Maryland  [Mr.  FriedelI  and 
passed  by  the  House  was  to  save  some  of 
the  taxpayers'  money,  and  that  it  was 
overwhelmingly  adopted  by  the  House 
at  the  time  this  bill  was  originally  con- 
sidered, after  an  intelligent  discussion 
with  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  JUDD.  It  was  a  very  brief  dis- 
cussion. I  have  a  copy  of  it  here.  It  is 
less  than  a  page  of  the  Conoressional 
Record. 

It  will  cofit,  it  was  estimated.  $130,000 
to  move  those  people  back  here.  They 
were  moved  to  Baltimore  in  1942  when 
there  was  a  great  shortage  of  office  space 
in  Washington.  That  was  the  only  rea- 
son. Now,  as  we  know,  there  has  been 
a  substantial  cutting  down  of  Federal 
personnel  in  Washington.  There  is  ade- 
quate housing  and  office  space  here. 
Other  departments  carry  out  reorgan- 
izations and  transfers  of  personnel  with 
opening  and  closing  of  district  or  area 
or  regional  offices  all  the  time.  Thou- 
sands of  employees  are  moved  here  and 
there  at  Government  expense.  On  what 
theory  and  for  what  reason  do  we  in  an 
appropriation  bill  forbid  this  Department 
to  carry  a  relatively  small  and  inexpen- 
sive transfer  that  is  considered  by  its 
head  to  be  essential  to  its  efficient  opera- 
tion? 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  |:entleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  I  concur  with  my 
colleague  from  Minnesota.  This  pro- 
posal that  was  made  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  and  ^'as  stricken  out  by  the  Sen- 


ate certainly  Is  not  In  the  Interest  of 
economy.  It  is  inconceivable  to  me  that 
we  should  pick  out  one  department  of 
the  Government  and  impose  this  regu- 
lation on  it.  I  support  the  gentleman's 
motion. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Idaho 

(Mr.  BXTDGEl. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
amendment  was  adopted  on  the  floor  of 
the  House  as  the  result  of  an  amendment 
offered  on  the  floor  by  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  I  Mr.  Fri»del1.  I  may 
say.  however,  speaking  as  one  member 
of  the  committee,  that  I  had  no  objection 
to  the  amendment. 

These  people  have  been  In  Baltimore 
for  almost  13  years.  When  all  the  people 
who  are  doing  the  work  of  paying  the 
claims  of  the  old-age  and  survivors'  fund 
are  doing  that  work  in  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, and  have  been  doing  it  there  for 
almost  13  years,  it  seems  to  me  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Appropriations  Committee 
that  the  supervi.sory  personnel  should  re- 
main where  they  have  been  for  the  last 
13  yeans,  namely,  in  Baltimore.  The 
proposal  of  the  Department  is  to  bring 
450  of  the  supervisory  people  down  here 
to  Wa.^hineton.  I  would  prefer,  and  I 
think  it  would  result  in  a  more  economic 
operation,  that  the  supervisory  people 
remain  in  Baltimore  where  the  super- 
visory work  is  actually  being  done  rather 
than  beini:  moved  here  to  Washington 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BUDGE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  As  I  understand, 
aside  from  bringing  those  people  down 
here  there  would  be  the  additional  cost 
of  moving  them  from  Baltimore  here.  In 
other  words,  the  Government  would  have 
to  defray  that  moving  expense. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  The  Department  even 
a.sked  that  the  Government  pay  a  per 
diem  of  $9  per  day  for  each  employee. 
plu-s  $6  per  day  for  each  dependent  of 
each  employee.  The  Appropriations 
Committee  deleted  that,  I  believe  wisely 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Aside  from  the  cost. 
you  have  the  housing  situation  which,  I 
assume,  is  already  acceptable,  having 
served  for  13  years  in  Baltimore.  I 
would  assume  that  has  adequately  been 
taken  care  of.  Now  they  come  here  and 
you  have  another  problem!  of  trying  to 
house  these  people,  aside  from  the  ex- 
pense of  moving  them  here;  is  that  not 
true? 

Mr.  BUDGE.  Yes;  and.  of  course,  we 
are  not  too  sure  where  they  are  to  be 
housed  from  a  working  standpoint  here 
in  Washington. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  BUDGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  am  advised  that  space  is 
available  in  Washington  and  has  already 
been  allocated  for  these  450  individuals 
who  are  to  be  moved  back.  The  decision 
was  made  by  the  Secretary  in  May  and 
most  of  the  affected  persons  in  Baltimore 
thinking,  of  course,  that  it  would  go 
through,  until  this  rider  was  put  in.  made 
arrangements  and  have  rented  houses 
and  some  have  bought  houses  here  in 
Washington  to  move  to.  I  think  I  ought 
also  to  say  that  they  are  not  so  much 


195^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


14817 


supervisory  personnel  as  they  are  admin- 
istrative personnel.  They  are  the  people 
who  plan  the  policies  and  direct  the 
operations  of  OASI.  It  is  for  that  rea- 
son that  the  Secretary  properly  feels  she 
ought  to  have  her  own  general  staff  right 
here  where  the  basic  decisions  for  this 
gigantic  operation  are  made. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  In  answer  to  that,  I 
v.ould  say  to  the  gentleman— the  top 
people  are  already  in  Washington.  The 
administrator  and  his  top  staff  are  al- 
ready here. 

Mr.  JUDD.     No. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  This  brings  an  addi- 
tional 450  people  from  Baltimore.  I  am 
also  advised  that  the  lease  on  space 
where  they  have  the  people  now  in  Balti- 
more has  another  year  to  run. 
Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gnntleman  yield? 

Mr.  BUDGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  would  It 
not  be  a  very  simple  matter  for  the  head 
of  the  department  who  is  expressing  such 
great  concern  for  this,  and  to  have  this 
as  a  unit,  to  travel  from  Washington  to 
Baltimore,  which  is  all  of  40  miles  away. 
and  carry  out  the  wishes  of  the  commit- 
tee? 

Mr.  BUDGE.  That  Is  actually  what 
Is  being  done  now.  Th<'  administrator  is 
here  in  Washington  and  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Health,  Educa.ion  and  Welfare 
downtown.  These  are  :\x\  additional  450 
people  who  are  not  the  top  administra- 
tive people. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  am  advised  that  much 
of  the  time  of  the  administrator  has  to 
be  spent  in  Baltimore  w  ith  his  staff  that 
ought  to  be  in  Washington  and  he  com- 
mutes back  and  forth.  That  is  the  basic 
reason  for  the  request  because  so  much 
time  and  inconvenience  are  required 
commuting  back  and  forth. 

Mr.  BUDGE.  The  or.ly  reason  to  com- 
mute then  would  be  to  confer.  The 
gentleman's  statement  then  would  be 
that  the  450  people  are  not  the  ones  who 
are  actually  doing  all  of  the  mechanical 
work  there,  and  I  would  think  it  would 
be  much  more  convergent  to  have  the 
administrator  here  in  V/ashington.  where 
he  now  is.  and  the  top  supervisory  people 
of  the  450  remain  in  Baltimore  where 
they  are  now.  and  wnere  the  work  is 
actually  being  done. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  gentlemt.n  from  Maryland 
I  Mr.  DevereuxI. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Is  it  not  true  that 
these  people  have  been  living  in  Balti- 
more for  many,  many  years?  They  also 
have  commitments  ovir  there,  as  far  as 
housing  and  that  sort  of  thing  is  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  JUDD.  That  is  true. 
Mr.  DEVEREUX.  You  say  there  Is 
rental  space  here  to  take  care  of  them 
in  Washington.  But  you  realize  that 
we  have  provided  for  a  big  building  In 
Baltimore,  and  it  happens  to  be  in  my 
district.  However,  we  know  that  there 
would  be  ample  space  o  take  care  of  the 
people  over  there.    Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  JUDD.  Yes.  It  is  not  a  question 
of  space.  The  quest.ion  is  efficiency 
and  economy  in  the  ojieration  of  one  of 
the  largest  departments  in  the  Govern- 
ment. There  is  plenty  ol  space  in  both 
cities. 


Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  T  yield  1 
minute  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  (Mr.  RoonbyI. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  It  must 
be  apparent  that  the  administrator  of 
this  agency  is  a  very  popular  gentleman 
from  the  State  of  Minnesota,  because  up 
to  now  there  have  been  but  three  sp>eak- 
ers  against  this  money-saving  Friedel 
amendment  heretofore  adopted  in  the 
House,  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 
Mr.  Judd;  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota, Mr.  Andersen;  and  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota,  Mr.  Marshall. 
But  I  am  going  to  follow  my  chairman, 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New 
York,  Mr.  Taber.  in  an  effort  to  save 
some  of  the  taxpayers'  money.  I  am 
not  interested  in  whether  it  is  Wash- 
ington or  Baltimore  or  Minnesota,  or 
what  have  you.  I  am  interested  in  sav- 
ing some  of  the  taxpayers'  money.  I 
am  going  to  vote  against  the  motion  to 
recede  and  concur,  and  I  shall  vote  for 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  to  insist  on  our  disagreement  with 
the  other  body. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
Mexico  fMr.  Fernandez!. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Mr.  Speaker,  my 
understanding  about  this  amendment  is 
that  it  does  not  prohibit  moving  these 
people  to  Washington.  It  merely  pro- 
hibits paying  the  expenses  of  their 
moving.  My  belief  is  they  will  be  moved 
in  any  event.  All  we  do.  if  we  keep  this 
House  rider  in  this  bill,  is  to  penalize 
the  men  who  are  going  to  move  to  Wash- 
ington. I  think  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Minnesota  IMr.  Judd] 
should  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  my- 
self 1  minute. 

The  thing  that  disturbs  me  about  this 
proposal  is  that  it  involves  something 
like  four  or  five  hundred  administrative 
personnel.  How  are  they  going  to  take 
four  or  five  hundred  administrative  per- 
sonnel out  of  Baltimore  and  have  any 
administrative  personnel  left  in  Balti- 
more on  the  social-security  job.  is  be- 
yond me.  If  they  were  going  to  move 
a  dozen  or  so  of  the  key  personnel  who 
have  to  do  with  the  overall  policy  of  the 
thing  down  here,  that  would  be  another 
story;  but  four  or  five  hundred  bothers 
me. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mar>'land? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want 
to  commend  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee.  Mr. 
T/iBER,  and  the  House  conferees,  for  in- 
sisting that  my  amendment  to  H.  R. 
9936  remain  in  the  bill  and  that  the 
House  not  concur  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment which  deleted  it. 

I  am  unalterably  opposed  to  the  Judd 
amendment.  I  am  opposed  to  it  for  two 
reasons : 

First.  Because  it  will  cost  the  taxpay- 
ers more  money,  about  one-half  mil- 
lion dollars  more — not  Just  $59,000 — as 
stated. 


Second.  It  would  affect  the  welfare 
and  morale  of  400  out  of  the  450  em- 
ployees to  be  transferred. 

The  great  majority  of  these  employees 
have  been  working  and  living  in  Balti- 
more for  the  past  12  or  13  years,  and  last 
August  11,  1953,  there  was  an  official  de- 
partmental memorandum  issued  inform- 
ing the  employees  that  there  would  be 
ample  space  for  all  employees  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insur- 
ance in  Baltimore,  this  space  to  be  pro- 
vided in  the  new  $25-million  Social  Se- 
curity Building  to  be  erected  near  Balti- 
more. 

On  the  basis  of  this  memorandum 
many  of  the  employees  bought  homes 
in  Baltimore  and  quite  a  few  have  large 
mortgages  outstanding.  While  it  is  true 
that  a  few  may  be  benefited  by  the  Judd 
amendment — most  of  the  400  families 
would  be  adversely  affected. 

Therefore,  I  urge  the  membership  to 
defeat  the  pending  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota    [Mr.  Judd]. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  preferential  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Judd]. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

The  SPEIAKER.  The  question  recurs 
on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Taber  1. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amenthnent  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  71  Vi:  Page  27,  line 
16.   insert: 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Salaries 
and  expenses.'  $6,000,000,  to  be  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  rur- 
vivors  Insurance  trust  fund,  of  which  not 
more  than  $59,300  may  be  transferred  to 
'Salaries  and  expenses,  offlces  of  field  serv- 
ices,' for  expenses  of  activities  relating  to 
the  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  pro- 
gram." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabek  moves  that  the  House  reoede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  ot 
the  Senate  numbered  71  >i,  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  matter  proposed  by  eald  amendment 
insert :  "For  an  additional  amount  for  'Sala- 
ries and  expenses,"  $5,000,000,  to  be  derived 
by  transfer  from  the  Federal  old-age  and 
survivors  Insurance  trust  fund." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  74:  Page  28,  line 
10,  insert: 

"Construction,  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and 

Survivors  Insurance 
"For  construction  of  an  office  building  and 
appurtenant  facilities  for  the  Bureau  of  Old- 
Age  and  Survivors  Insurance,  including 
equipment,  acquisition  of  land  (including 
donations  thereof ) ,  and  preparation  of  plans 
and  specifications,  $22,290,000,  to  be  derived 
from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  in- 
surance trust  fund  and  to  remain  available 
until  expended." 
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Ifr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

ICr.  Tabkb  moves  tbat  the  Hoiue  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  74,  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  Insert 
f30/)00,000." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  79:  Page  39,  line 
14,  Insert: 

"Civil  Defense  activities 
"For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  De- 
partment of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
to  carry  out  functions  delegated  to  It  pur- 
suant to  the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of 
1B50,  as  amended.  Including  expenses  of  at- 
tendance at  meetings  concerned  with  tbe 
pwpoees  of  this  appropriation,  $1,800,000." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:    ' 

Mr.  Tabzb  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  n\imbered  79,  and  concw  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows :  In  Ueu  of 
the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  Insert 
•1,000,000." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  85:  Page  30,  line 
34.  insert: 

"rORDGN  AGRICDLTUSAL  SZKVICX 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Foreign 
Agricultural  Service',  including  not  to  exceed 
$16,000  for  representation  allowances, 
$1,600,000.  of  which  $1,000,000  shall  be  de- 
rived from  such  appropriation  or  appropria- 
tions available  to  the  Department  of  State  as 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
may  determine:  Provided,  That  tranafers 
Shall  be  made  under  this  authorization  In 
lieu  of  any  similar  transfers  which  may  be 
authorized  under  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1954  (H.  R.  9680,  83d  Cong.) :  Provided  fur- 
ther. That  this  paragraph  shall  be  effective 
only  upon  the  enactment  into  law  of  H.  R. 
8680,  83d  Congress." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  am.endment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Taber.  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  85,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  in- 
sert: 

"FOREIGN    AGBICtrLTUBAL    SKRVICI 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Foreign 
Agricultural  Service',  including  not  to  exceed 
$15,000  for  representation  allowances, 
$1,400,000,  which  shall  be  derived  from  the 
'Salaries  and  Expenfes'  appropriation  avail- 
able to  the  Department  of  State:  Provided, 
That  transfers  shall  be  made  under  this  au- 
thorization in  lieu  of  any  similar  transfen 
which  xn&j  be  authorized  under  the  Agrl- 
cultiu-al  Act  of  1954  (H.  R.  9680,  83d  Cong.) : 
Provided  further.  That  this  paragraph  shall 
be  effective  only  upon  the  enactment  Into 
law  of  H.  R.  9680.  83d  Congress." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  extend  my  remarks  on  amend- 
ments Nos.  84  and  85. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  ohjection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  firom  Min- 
nesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  connection  with  the  amend- 
ment just  adopted,  I  wish  to  make  the 
record  clear  that  the  conferees  have 
agreed  that  services  from  counterpart 
funds  or  other  sources  heretolore  made 
available  to  this  service  while  under 
State  Department  supervision  shall  con- 
tinue to  be  available  to  this  service  on 
the  same  basis  as  heretofore. 

F^irthermore,  may  I  express  my  ap- 
preciation to  my  fellow  conferees  for 
agreeing  to  the  sum  of  $x, 750,000  for 
watershed  protection  in  the  prior 
amendment.  No.  84,  which  was  not  in 
disagreement.  This  is  further  evidence 
of  the  popularity  of  the  Andersen- 
Hope  watershed  protection  program, 
first  actually  implemented  by  funds  in 
my  subcommittee  on  appropriations  for 
agricultiire  for  fiscal  year  1954.  This 
additional  money  will  help  with  both 
planning  and  construction  and  is  very 
much  needed  in  a  very  worthwhile  pro- 
gram. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagre3ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  86:  Page  31.  line 
10,  insert: 

"COMMODITT    EXCHANGE    AUTHORITT 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Commodity 
Exchange  Authority,  $93,000:  Provided,  That 
$39,000  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  effec- 
tive only  upon  enactment  of  legislation  which 
would  add  'coffee'  under  the  definition  of 
the  word  'commodities'  as  defined  In  section 
3  (a)  of  the  Commodity  ExchaaEe  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  l-17a);  $34,000  shall  be 
effective  only  upon  enactment  into  law  of 
H.  R.  6435,  83d  Congress;  and  $30,000  shall 
be  effective  only  upon  enactment  Into  law  of 
S.  2313.  83d  Congress." 


Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker)  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Taber  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  86.  and  conflur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows :  "In  the  last 
line,  eliminate  the  reference  to  'S.  2313" 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  'Section  710  (a)  of 
H.  R.  9680'." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
an  inquiry? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota.  '  On  page 
30  of  H.  R.  9936,  Senate  amendment  No. 
84,  Soil  Conservation  Service,  watershed 
protection,  there  is  a  reference  to  H.  R. 
6788,  and  the  possibility  of  this  measure 

becoming  a  law.  Why  do  you  not  say 
that  the  bill  is  a  law?  It  is  new  Public 
Law  566,  approved  by  the  President  on 
Augiist  4.    Let  us  clarify  this. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABF:R.    I  yield. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  may  say 
to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 


HagenI  that  that  was  corrected  by  the 
amendment  previously  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  tMr.  Taber]. 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota.  In  other 
words,  in  the  conference  report  we 
acknowledge  the  fact  that  this  bill  has 
become  law. 

Mr.  TABER.     Yes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  88:  page  31,  line  21, 
Insert; 

"Loan  authorizations 

"For  loans  under  the  act  of  August  28. 
1937.  as  amended.  $5,000,000:  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  the  foregoing  amount  shall  be 
borrowed  from  the  Secretary  Of  the  Treasury 
in  the  manner  authorized  under  this  head 
In  the  Department  of  AgrlcuKure  and  Farm 
Credit  Administration  Appropriation  Act, 
1955:  Provided  further.  That  this  appropria- 
tion shall  be  effective  only  upon  enactment 
into  law  of  either  H.  R.  8386  or  S.  3137,  83d 
Congress." 

Mr.   TABER.    Mr.   Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 
■  The  Clerk  reud  as  follows: 

Mr  TAnER  moves  that  tha  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  88,  and  conctir  therein 
w^lth  an  amendment,  as  follows:  "In  the  sec- 
ond proviso  of  said  amendinent  strlKe  out 
the  word  'appropriation'  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  thr  word  "authorization'," 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  ne.xt  amendment  In  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  89:  Pajje  32,  line  5, 

insert : 

-Office  of  the  Soliaitor 
"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Offlee  of 
the  Solicitor',  »54,000:  Provided.  That  »40.000 
shall  be  effective  only  upon  enactment  into 
law  of  either  H.  R.  8386  or  S.  f}137.  83d  Con- 
gress." 


f 


Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr  Taber  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  89.  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follo<ws:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  in- 
sert: 

"Office  of  the  Solicitor 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Office  of 
the  Solicitor'.  $45,000:  Provided.  That  135.000 
shall  be  effective  only  upon  enactment  into 
law  of  either  H.  R.  8386  or  S.  8137,  83d  Con- 
gress." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  SPEAKER.     The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  91 :  Page  32.  line  21, 
insert  "Provided.  That  heraafter  hearing 
officers  appointed  for  Indian  probate  work 
need  not  be  appointed  pursuant  to  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  <60  Stat.  237), 
as  amended." 


eaker,  I 


Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  eoncur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabek  moves  thai  the  House  recede 
from  its  dlsagreenient  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  91.  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  (Aid  amendment  in- 
sert ":  Provided,  That  bearing  of&cers  ap- 
jKJinted  for  Indian  probate  work  need  not  be 
appointed  pursuant  to  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act   (60  Stat.  237) .  as  amended." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  gentlem  in  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Friedel). 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  M)'.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  remarks 
which  I  was  permitted  to  extend  a  while 
ago  may  be  inserted  immediately  preced- 
ing the  vote  on  the  so-c  ailed  Judd  motion 
to  recede  and  concur. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  ty  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

The  motion  was  agieed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagrreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  Nc.  99:  Page  35,  line  4, 
insert  ":  Provided  further.  That  $375,000  of 
the  unobligated  funds  heretofore  appro- 
priated for  the  Missouri  River  Basin  project 
sliali  be  available  for  additional  investi- 
gations on  the  Oarrisor.  diversion  unit,  in- 
cluding the  Sheyenne  I'arm  and  tbe  Oakee 
Development  tract  in  North  Dakota,  and  for 
the  White  River  and  for  emergency  rehabili- 
tation of  the  Willow  Creek  Dam  In  South 
Dakota." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  w  th  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabkx  moves  that  the  HouLse  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  93.  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendinent 
insert  ":  Provided  furtner.  That  $250,000  of 
the  unobligated  fundi  heretofore  appro- 
priated for  the  Missouri  River  Basin  project 
shall  be  available  for  additional  investiga- 
tions on  the  Garrison  diversion  unit,  the 
White  River,  and  for  emergency  rehabilita- 
tion of  the  Willow  Creek  Dam  in  South  Da- 
kota." 

The  motion  wsis  ain'eed  to. 
The  SPEAKER    The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  100:  Page  35.  line 
13.  strike  out  "$5.000.(X)0"  and  Insert  "$6,- 
000.000." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr  Speaker,  1  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  v/ith  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabes  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  tbe  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  lOO.  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  aa  follows:  "After 

the  comma  following  the  sum  named  in  said 
amendment  insert:  'of  which  not  more  than 
$175,000  shall  be  avalii>ble  for  personal  serv- 
ices'." 

The  motion  was  a?reed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment,  in  disagree- 
ment. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  104:  Page  36.  Una 
12,  Insert: 

"See.  703.  The  limitation  for  personal 
services  under  the  heading  'Construction, 
Bonneville  Power  Administration,'  contained 
in  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation 
Act.  1955  (Public  Law  465,  83d  Cong.),  is 
hereby  Increased  from  $6,250,000  to  $7,450,- 
000." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabes  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  104,  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  "Strike 
the  sum  which  precedes  the  period  in  said 
amendment  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof 
•$6.750.000'." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
F>ort  the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  110:  Page  38,  line 
9,  Insert: 
"roKEXCN  CLAncB  sTTTLKitTtrr  COMMISSION  or 

THE    UNITED    STATES 

"Administrattve  expenses  (Korean  claims) 
"For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  For- 
eign Claims  Settlement  Commission  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  amendments  of 
1954  to  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  as 
amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.  2004).  including 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  and 
expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  con- 
cerned with  the  purposes  of  this  appropria- 
tion. $i00.00'3:  Proiided,  That  this  para- 
graph shall  be  effective  only  upxjn  the  enact- 
ment into  law  of  H.  R.  9390.  83d  Congress." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen- 
ate amendnient  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabes  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numt>ered  110.  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu 
of  the  sum  named  In  said  amendment  insert : 
"the  Commission  is  authorized  to  use  not 
to  exceed  $100,000  of  funds  made  available 
for  administrative  exi>ense6  of  the  War 
Claims   Commission." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  115:  Page  40.  line 
22,  after  "proceeds",  strike  out  "shall  be 
covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous 
receipts"  and  Insert  "credited  to  the  fimd 
from  which  rental  payments  are  made." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Taber  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  115,  and  conciu'  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  inserted  by 
said  amendment  Insert  "credited  to  the  fund 
from  which  rental  payments  are  made  dur- 
ing fiscal  year  1955." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKIER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  116:  Page  41.  line 
1,  Insert: 

"Survey  of  Government  records,  records  man- 
agement, and  disposal  practices 

"For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to 
exceed  $25,000  for  administrative  expenses, 
in  connection  with  conducting  surveys  of 
Government  records,  and  records  creation. 
maintenance,  management  and  disposal 
practices  in  Federal  agencies,  pursuant  to 
sections  605  and  506  of  the  Federal  Prop- 
erty and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949. 
as  amended.  $500,000:  Provided.  That  not- 
withstanding any  other  provision  of  said  act. 
the  Administrator  shall  have  final  authority 
in  all  matters  involving  the  conduct  of 
surveys  and  the  implementation  of  recom- 
mendations based  on  such  surveys :  Provided 
further.  That  the  General  Services  Admin- 
istration is  authorized  to  procure  services 
iu  accordance  with  section  15  of  the  act  of 
August  2.  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) :  Provided 
further.  That  a  detailed  quarterly  report  on 
the  progress  of  each  survey  conducted  here- 
under shall  be  made'  to  the  Appropriations 
Conunittees   of   the   Congress." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabex  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  116.  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  line  9 
of  said  amendment,  in  Ueu  of  the  sum  . 
named  Insert  "$300,000." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  119:  Page  42,  Una 
3,  Insert: 

"Salaries  and  expenses 

"Tot  an  additional  amount  for  'Salaries 
and  expenses'.  $1,350,000;  and  the  limita- 
tion under  this  head  in  the  Independent 
Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1955,  on  the 
amount  available  for  expanses  of  travel.  Is 
increased  from  '$160,325'  to  '(260325':  Pro- 
vitied,  lliat  the  authority  contained  under 
this  head  in  the  Third  Supplemental  Ap- 
propriation Act.  1954  (Public  Law  357)  for 
transfer  of  funds  to  this  appropriation  is 
continued  through  December  31,  1954,  but 
additional  amounts  transferred  pursuant  to 
this  extension  shall  not  exceed  $250,000.  In- 
cluding not  to  exceed  $25,000  for  expenses 
of  travel." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabzx  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  119,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  line  3 
of  said  amendinent,  in  Ueu  of  the  sum 
named  insert  "$1. 100.000." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  In  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
Senate  amendment  No.  122:  Page  43.  line  1« 

insert : 

"Public   facility   loans 

"Public  facility  loans.  paymen*e--to  re- 
volving fund :  For  any  payment  m  the  re«- 
volving  fund  pursuant  to  sectlo^'108  of 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
Liquidation  Act  as  amended  (40  U.  8.  C. 
459)  $18,000,000:  Provided.  That  the  pro- 
visions of  the  first  proviso  under  the  head 


K 


•^■^ 


rs 


?;j 


h 


ym 


^.' 


la.'     1 


ll'l 

I- 


1HI 


if" 


pH 


lii 


lii 

:'  i 


fl 


P 


1  > 


t\ 


i!) 


il 


14820 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


'August  17 


of  'OfBce  of  tbe  Administrator,  Salaries  and 
expenses'  In  the  Independent  Offices  Appro- 
inrlatlon  Act,  1055  (Public  Law  428)  with  re- 
spect to  expenses  of  Inspections  and  of  pro- 
viding representatives  at  project  sites  shall 
apply  to  projects  or  facilities  financed  by 
loans  from  the  revolving  fund  hereby  estab- 
lished, and  the  limitation  on  such  nonad- 
mlnlstratlve  expenses  In  said  proviso  Is  In- 
creased from  '$500,000'  to  '$525,000.'" 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  t  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabek  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  122,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows :  In  line  5  of 
said  amendment.  In  lieu  of  the  sum  named 
insert  "$2,000,000." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  127:  Page  44.  line  7. 
insert : 

"Office  of  the  Administrator,  public  facility 
loans:  Not  to  exceed  $210,000  of  funds  In  the 
revolving  fund  established  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 108  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration Liquidation  Act,  as  amended  (40 
U.  S.  C.  459) .  shall  be  available  for  adminis- 
trative expenses,  but  this  amount  shall  be  ex- 
clusive of  payment  for  services  and  facilities 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  or  any  member 
thereof,  the  Federal  home-loan  banks,  and 
any  insured  bank  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  creating  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation  (Act  of  August  23,  1935,  as 
amended,  12  U.  S.  C.  264)  which  has  been 
designated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
as  a  depository  of  public  money  of  the  United 
States." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabeb  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  ^e  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  127,  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  line  2 
of  said  amendment,  in  Ueu  of  the  sum  named 
Insert  "$75,000." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  128:  Page  44  line 
20,  Insert: 

"Federal  Housing  Administration:  The 
amount  made  available  under  this  head  in 
title  n  of  the  Independent  Offices  Appropria- 
tion Act,  1956  (Public  Law  428) ,  for  adminis- 
trative expenses.  Is  Increased  from  '$5,150  - 
000-  to  '$6,500,000'  and  the  limitation  on  the 
amount  available  for  expenses  of  travel  is 
Increased  from  '$175,000'  to  '$355,000':  Pro- 
vided, That  the  limitation  under  said  head 
on  the  amount  available  for  certain  nonad- 
mlnlstratlve  expenses  of  said  Administration 
Is  increased  from  '$25,000,000'  to  '«28  - 
000,000,' " 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabes  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  128,  and  concur  therein 
With  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  of  "$6,500,000'  named  In  line  5  of 
eald  amendment,  insert  "$5,500,000";  and  In 
lieu  of  the  siun  of  "$355,000"  named  in  lines 


6  and  7  of  said  amendment.  Insert  "$250,000"; 
and  in  lieu  of  the  sum  of  "$28,000,000"  n$med 
In  line  10  of  said  amendment,  insert 
"$26.250,000." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  129:  Page  45.  line 
5,  Insert: 

"Public  Housing  Administration:  The 
amount  made  available  under  this  head  In 
title  II  of  the  Independent  Offices  Appropri- 
ation Act,  1955  (Public  Law  428) .  for  admin- 
istrative expenses  of  the  Public  Housing  Ad- 
ministration in  carrying  out  duties  imposed 
by  law,  is  increased  from  '$6,950,000'  tc  '$7,- 
750,000';  and  the  limitation  under  said  head 
on  the  amount  available  for  expenses  of 
travel  is  increased  from  '$500,000'  to  '$680  - 
000.'" 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen- 
ate amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Taber  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbe-ed  129,  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  sum  of  "$7,750,000"  named  in  line  6  of 
said  amendment,  insert  "$7,350,000 ';  aiKl  in 
lieu  of  the  svun  of  "$580,000  "  named  in  line 
8  of  said  amendment,  insert  "$540,000.'' 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  SPEAKER.    "The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  130:  Page  45,  line 
13,  Insert: 

"NATIONAL     CAPTTAL     PLANNING     COMMISSION 

"Land  acquisition.  National  Capital  park, 
parkway,  and  playground  system 
"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Land  ac- 
quisition. National  Capital  park,  parkway, 
and  playground  system,'  $60,000.  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  to  be  used  for 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  1  { a ) 
of  the  act  of  May  29,  1930  (46  Stat.  482),  as 
amended." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen- 
ate amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Taber  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  130,  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  sum  named  In  said  amendment  insert 
"$35,000."  T 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Thomas]. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  | 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  Iniist 
on  its  disagreement. 

The  SPEAKER  The  Chair  will  state 
that  that  motion  cannot  be  offered  until 
the  other  one  is  voted  down. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I 
inquire  of  our  distinguished  chairman 
what  was  the  amount  finally  inserted'' 
Thirty-five  thousand  dollars? 

Mr.  TABER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  That  means  that  the 
price  of  the  land  has  been  reduced  frcm 

$120,000  to  $70,000. 

Let  me  detain  the  House  briefly  lor 
2  or  3  minutes  and  give  you  the  history 


of  this  proposition.  It  was  submitted 
to  the  Subcommittee  on  Independent 
OflBces,  and  through  its  able  chairman, 
the  gentleman  from  Cahfornia.  and  the 
other  members,  this  item  was  left  out 
of  the  bill  entirely.  It  went  to  the  other 
body,  and  the  other  body  in.'^erted  a  Fed- 
eral contribution  of  $60,000,  which 
meant  that  the  purchase  price  of  the 
land,  which  is  a  htlle  finger  of  land  56 
feet  wide  by  about  225  or  30  or  40  feet 
lone,  was  put  back  in  the  bill.  'We  went 
to  conference.  It  was  aq:recd  to,  at  least 
so  I  thought,  that  the  Senate  would  re- 
cede from  its  position.  I  am  advised 
that  the  other  body  called  some  of  our 
conferees  tocether  rather  late  yesterday. 
I  was  notified,  but  unfortunately  I  was 
not  able  to  attend.  In  any  event,  now 
they  come  in  with  the  figure  of  the  Fed- 
eral contribution  of  $35,000.       T 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  land  is  not  worth 
$10,000.  It  has  had  an  RFC  loan  on  it 
for  years  and  years,  about  7  or  8  years, 
which  has  been  delinquent  in  principal 
and  interest.  I  think  the  RFC  loan  was 
for  perhaps  some  $40,000.  Thev  had  an 
oil-rectifying  plant  there  in  which  they 
used  to  take  old  motor  oil  and  treat  it, 
to  put  it  in  shape  for  reuse.  They  have 
had  a  couple  of  fires  there.  The  last 
time  the  plant  burned  almost  to  the 
ground.  I  am  further  advised  that  the 
junkmen  want  $15,000  or  $20,000  to 
clear  the  land. 

What  this  amounts  to  Is  abntincr  a 
nuisance.  I  imagine  all  of  us  have  nui- 
sances in  our  own  communitiee.  But 
why  should  the  Federal  Government  pay 
at  the  rate  of  $10  a  square  foot  for  land 
that  is  not  worth  S2  a  square  foot  to 
abate  a  local  nui.sance?  We  would  be 
setting  a  precedent  here,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  would  be  extre:ncly  bad. 

In  the  first  place.  I  do  not  understand 
why  the  RFC  permitted  the  loan  to  be- 
come delinquent  in  principal  and  inter- 
est for  7  years.  I  do  not  understand 
how  it  got  into  the  Senate  bill.  Some- 
body has  been  doing  some  rather  active 
footwork,  I  think.  It  would  be  a  safe, 
sound  thing  to  do  to  reject  this  amend- 
ment and  then  adopt  the  amendment 
which  will  be  offered  immediatelv  after 
which  insists  on  the  House  position, 
namely,  to  give  them  not  a  penny. 

We  do  not  need  thr  land.  'Why  should 
we  pay  this  money  for  it?  If  the  Na- 
tional Capital  Planning  Commission 
were  to  buy  every  little  finger  of  land 
that  it  wants,  there  is  not  enough  money 
in  the  Treasury  to  pay  for  it. 

I  hope  the  amendment  is  voted  down. 
It  would  be  good,  common  horsesense 
to  do  so. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  wiU 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Is  not  this  the  same 
property  where  thev  had  some  difficulty 
because  of  an  overflow  of  some  odl  onto 
the  lawn"  it  is  on  the  right  bank  as 
you  drive  out  on  the  highway.  It  was 
a  cracking-plant  operation. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  beli.^ve  the  fentle- 
man  is  right.  They  had  a  small  recti- 
fying plant  thore  where  they  tried  to 
repurify  some  used  lubricating  oil. 


19: 


j^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


14821 


Mr.  SHEPPARD.  A  recovery  plant,  I 
believe  It  is  called. 

Mr.  THOMAS.    That  i«  right. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman has  expired. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Si^eaker.  I  yield  6 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia  rMr.  PHILLIPS]. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  .Speaker,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]  ij  cor- 
rect, that  this  item  came  before  our  sub- 
committee. At  that  t-me  the  amount 
requested  was  $60,000  This  would  have 
made  a  total  possible  payment — not 
necessarily,  but  possibl*? — of  over  $100.- 
000.  We  did  not  feel  that  the  question 
was  properly  before  us  at  that  time  for 
the  reasons  which  the  gentleman  has 
stated:  that  the  RFC  had  a  loan  which 
was  past  due.  and  a  l)ank  in  Virginia 
had  a  loan  which  wa.s  past  due.  We 
felt  it  should  not  come  before  us  while 
those  matters  were  ur  decided.  So  we 
did  nothing.  We  did  nothing  In  favor 
and  nothing  against  it  We  did  not  act 
upon  It.  The  bill  went  over  to  the 
Senate  without  the  section  in  it  and  was 
returned  by  the  Senate  In  the  belief  that 
there  would  necessarily  have  to  be  money 
in  the  bill  even  If  the  I^ark  Commission 
were  to  start  condemnation  proceedings. 
So  I  make  one  very  sll;?ht  correction  to 
my  distinguished  friend's  statement,  in 
that  the  $35,000  is  no*,  necessarily  the 
price,  it  Is  the  maxiir.um  amount  the 
Federal  Government  will  pay.  to  be 
equalled  by  payments  from  Virginia  and 
Arlington.  I  think  my  point  is  a  very 
minor  point,  because  I  have  an  idea  that 
this  will  be  approximately  the  amount 
paid  if  we  get  the  property.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  total  debt  against  the  prop- 
erty Is  more  than  the  iunount  indicated 
here,  and  about  the  amount  of  the  total 
we  are  discussing. 

The  question  therefc«re  arises.  Should 
we  buy  the  property  cr  should  we  not, 
and  that  Is  a  matter  for  the  Park  Com- 
mission, with  the  approval  of  Congress. 
It  is  in  the  park  systeoL  It  is  an  eye- 
sore. It  is  presently  cracking  olL  The 
oil  flows  frequently  l:ito  the  Potomac 
River  and  pollutes  the-  river.  It  is  the 
belief,  shared  by  a  great  many  Members 
of  the  Congress,  that;  if  this  can  be 
obtained  by  the  Park  Commission  at  a 
reasonable  price  withc>ut  condemnation 
proceedings  the  Park  Commission  should 
take  advantage  of  it. 

We  could  not  go  to  condemnation  pro- 
ceedings without  money  being  written 
into  the  bill  for  that  puri>ose.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  while  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  had  a  loan 
plus  interest  against  the  property,  total- 
ing about  $45,000  as  of  the  moment,  at 
the  sale  the  other  day  $51,250  was  bid 
on  the  property,  aiKl  jhat  appraisals  of 
the  property  by  the  County  of  Arlington 
have  run  as  high  as  $80,000,  which  Is 
more  than  could  be  paid,  under  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 

As  to  the  land,  my  friend  from  Texas 
is  perfectly  right  That  land  alone  Is 
not  worth  that  sum,  but  the  land  alone 
plus  the  improvement's  on  it,  plus  the 
desirability  of  the  proi;>erty,  and  plus  the 
elimination  of  a  Uireat  to  pollution  of  the 
river,  makes  it  up. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  wUl  the 
gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
I  yield  to  the  gentle- 


Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Can  the  gentleman  tell 
us  who  owns  this  land? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  An  oil  company,  the 
Worthlngton  OH  Co.,  a  small  more  or 
less  a  one-person  company  which, 
through  the  war  years,  and  now,  is 
taking  old  oil.  cleaning  it.  and  reselling  it. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Does  not  the  State  of 
Virginia  have  the  authority  to  abate  the 
pollution  of  the  Potomac  River  which 
he  mentioned  a  few  minutes  ago? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  No.  I  am  glad  the 
gentleman  brought  that  up.  It  Is  one 
of  the  major  problems.  This  oil  com- 
pany was  here  before  the  zoning  law  was 
passed  which  would  have  permitted  the 
State  or  county  to  do  anything  about 
it.  It  could  never  again  happen,  but  it 
has  happened  now. 

Mr.  THOMAS, 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS, 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  In  order  that  the 
record  may  be  complete  here,  the  gentle- 
man will  recall,  and  I  am  sure  there  is 
no  disagreement,  that  on  the  tax  rolls 
In  Arlington  the  proi>erty  is  carried  In  Its 
entirety,  not  the  land  by  Itself  but  all  the 
Jimk  that  Is  on  It,  at  $19,000. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Twenty-one  thou- 
sand dollars.  Arlington  assesses  such 
property  at  about  a  quarter  of  Its  value. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  At  the  sale  there  was 
only  one  bidder,  and  that  was  the  owner, 
who  bid  $51,000.  Instead  of  putting  up 
the  $51,000  he  put  up  $7,000  or  $8,000 
cash,  and  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  gave  him  30  days  to  put  up 
the  other,  and  at  the  end  of  the  30  days 
he  had  a  reversal. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  He  put  up  $7,500.  and 
he  has  15  days  to  make  up  the  rest. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  As  far  as  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  is  con- 
cerned, it  has  not  got  its  money  out  of 
it.  and  I  venture  to  say  it  will  not. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  The  gentleman  Is 
correct,  that  the  RFC  does  not,  as  yet, 
have  the  $45,000. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  want  to  make  sure 
that  I  correctly  understand  the  situation 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  House 
conferees  and  the  Senate  conferees.  Is 
it  not  the  fact  that  the  House  conferees 
with  regard  to  chapter  Vm  of  this  bill 
and  the  Senate  conferees  reached  an 
agreement  to  delete  this  item  from  the 
bill,  and  that  that  agreement  was  upset 
along  about  8  o'clock  last  night  during 
the  sitting  of  the  conferees  on  the  mutual 
security  appropriation  bill? 

Mr.  PHnj.TPS.  No.  but  the  gentle- 
man Is  not  very  far  wrong.  He  does 
omit  an  Important  fact. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Will  the  gentleman 
tell  me  how  far  from  right  I  am? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  It  was  yesterday  aft- 
enKwn.  not  yesterday  evening.  The 
gentleman  also  omits  a  very  Important 
fact 

Mr.  ROONEY.  1  wiU  say  this  to  the 
gentleman.  I  was  not  over  in  ttie  other 
body  yesterday  afternoon,  but  I  was 
there  last  night  beginning  at  7:30  and  I 
did  not  get  my  information  from  a  birdie. 


Mr.  PHILLIPS.  I  was  called  over 
there  in  the  afternoon,  and  I  got  in 
touch  with  other  members  of  my  sub- 
committee and  went  over  and  discussed 
it.  This  Is  what  the  gentleman  omits 
or  overlooks :  Between  the  time  the  Sen- 
ate inserted  this,  and  yesterday,  a  sale 
had  been  held  by  the  RFC  and  a  com- 
pletely different  situation  developed. 
Our  committee  felt  that  the  RFC  would 
get  the  property  as  a  result  of  the  sale 
or  might  get  the  property,  and  it  was  not 
our  function  to  step  in  before  the  sale 
had  taken  place.  The  sale  took  place. 
The  RFC  did  not  get  the  property.  They 
got  a  bid  of  $51,250  with  a  downpay- 
mant  $7,500  and  the  Senate,  on  the  so- 
licitation of  the  Park  Service  and  people 
who  are  interested  in  the  property,  then 
raised  the  question  again  and  we  said 
if  we  were  to  go  into  it  at  all,  the  limit 
would  have  to  be  $35,000.  I  shall  vote 
for  the  amendment,  which  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Tabd]  has 
offered. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Why  does  this  have  to  be  taken  care 
of  now?  You  have  this  foreclosure  still 
standing  which  has  just  been  consum- 
mated. You  do  not  even  know  whether 
the  person  who  made  the  bid  is  actually 
going  to  come  through  with  the  money 
to  buy  it.  Should  not  the  matter  be  left 
over  until  at  least  next  year  to  see  what 
the  result  of  the  foreclosure  proceedings 
will  be? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  The  gentleman's 
point  would  be  well  taken  if  this  were 
actually  an  expenditure  of  money. 
This  is  an  appropriation  of  money  to  the 
Park  Commission  so  that  if  the  commis- 
sion has  an  opportunity  to  do  anything 
between  now  and  the  time  Congress 
again  convenes,  it  can  do  it.  Otherwise, 
the  Commission's  hands  will  be  tied  no 
matter  what  happens,  even  if  we  should 
have  an  excellent  opportunity  to  buy  it. 
We  are  not  bujrlng  the  property  in  this 
bill — we  are  merely  giving  $35,000  to  the 
Park  Service  as  a  maximum  with  which 
they  may  nesotiate. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Why 
would  it  not  be  better  to  see  what  hap- 
pens so  far  as  these  foreclosure  proceed- 
ings are  concerned?  It  might  be  that 
the  RFC  would  get  title  to  the  property 
and  then  they  could  Just  turn  it  over 
to  the  Planning  Board  and  we  would  not 
have  all  this  worry  at  this  time. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Then  the  RFC  would 
probably  want  us  to  pay  it  off  and  pay 
other  debts. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
TabkrI. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi- 
sion (demanded  by  Mr.  Roomer)  there 
were — ayes  41,  noes  71. 

So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

Mr.  THOldAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  of  Texas  moves  that  the  House 
Insist  on  its  disagreement  to  Senate  Amend- 
ment No.  130. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement 


U. 


i'^y 


if-f  ■  ] 


i^'.^ 


':  •■*.-: 


I 

ij 

!    t 
1    I 


1  : 

I  ■ 
t- 


I 


!• 


1 ' 
1i 


3  -1 


ii 


II 


14822 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


Aug^ist  17 


The  Clezic  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  182:  Page  47,  line  8, 
tnsert: 

"BiCAix  MonanBS  APicm  jiwmATioK 
"Soiariea  and  expenses 

*Tor  an  ad<Utlonal  amount  for  'Salaries 
and  ezpensea'.  $350,000." 

Mr.  TABKR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  ttiat 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen- 
ate amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows  : 

Mr.  TABsm  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  tbe  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  132,  and  concur  there- 
in with  on  amendment,  as  follows :  In  lieu  of 
the  Bimi  named  In  said  amendment  insert 
"t200.000:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $2,- 
600  of  the  funds  made  available  for  adminis- 
trative expenses  in  this  act  under  tbe  head 
'Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Cor- 
poration' may  be  used  for  emergencies  and 
extraordinary  expenses  to  be  expended  upon 
the  approval  or  authority  of  the  adminis- 
trator." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  134,  page  48.  line  14,  insert: 
"Family  housing 

"For  family  housing  authorized  by  the 
enactment  into  law  of  H.  R.  9924.  83d  Con- 
gress, not  to  exceed  $175  million  to  be  made 
available  to  the  respective  military  depart- 
ments in  such  amounts  as  may  be  determined 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  to  remain  avail- 
able until  expended:  Provided,  That  funds 
appropriated  under  this  heading  shall  not  be 
used  for  family  housing  unless  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  certifies  that  (1)  it  is  Imprac- 
ticable to  construct  family  hotBing  under 
the  provisions  of  title  Vin  of  the  National 
Housing  Act.  and  (2)  that  adequate  housing 
at  reasonable  rental  rates  Is  not  available  In 
the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  military  in- 
staUatlon.  and  (3)  it  is  impracticable  to  ac- 
quire suitable  housing  under  other  existing 
proviaons  of  law:  Provded  further,  That  the 
provisions  of  section  708  of  Public  Law  458, 
approved  June  30.  1964  (68  Stat.  350) .  shall 
not  apply  to  2S0  units  of  family  housing 
provided  for  by  this  act  but  the  individual 
cost  of  Buch  units  shall  in  no  event  exceed 
$20,000  per  imit." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recede  and  concur  with  an 
amendment,  which  I  send  to  the  desk 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabzk  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  134,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment 
insert  "$75,000,000";  and  before  the  period 
insert  " :  Provided  further,  That  the  construc- 
tion authorized  by  the  act  of  April  1,  1954 
(Public  Law  325,  83d  Cong.)  may  be  accom- 
plished prior  to  approval  of  title  to  under- 
lying land,  as  provided  by  section  355,  as 
amended,  of  the  Revised  Statutes." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  138.  page  49,  line  21,  in- 
sert: 

"Army  National  Guard 

"The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  transfer 
not  to  exceed  $3,000,000  to  the  appropriation 
•Army  National  Guard,  1955'  for  additional 
State  National  Guard  civilian  employees  from 


any  appropriation  available  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Army  when  such  transf en  are 
determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to 
be  in  the  national  interest." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment with  an  amendment,  which  I  send 
to  the  desk.  [ 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabes  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendmwit  of 
the  Senate  numbered  136,  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  Biun  namefl  in  said  amendmervt  in- 
sert "$1,5C0,000."    1 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  i£  on 
the  motion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  147,  on  page  53,  ll|ie  7, 
1  insert: 

"Sue.  906.  (a)  The  Department  of  Defense 
Is  authorized  to  acquire  by  purchase,  ©r  by 
lease  or  otherwise  for  a  period  not  to  exceed 
seven  years,  not  to  exceed  6  vessels  capable 
of  transporting,  loading,  and  unloading  rail- 
road rolling  stock,  on  rails  by  the  roll-on. 
roll -off  method,  as  well  as,  wheeled  and 
tracked  military  equipment  to  be  loaded  and 
discharged  under  their  own  power. 

"(b)  Any  appropriation  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  shall  be  available  for  the  purposes 
of  this  act." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recede  and  concur  with  an 
amendment,  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Taber  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendnent 
of  the  Senate  numbered  147,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  foUowi  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  as  paragraph 
(b)   of  said  amendment  insert: 

"(b)  Funds  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  this  seclion." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  148,  page  53,  line  16,  in- 
sert: 

"Sec.  907.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  Is 
authorized  to  convey,  subject  to  such  terms. 
conditions,  and  restrictions  as  are  required 
by  this  act  and  the  public  Inferest,  to  the 
Los  Angeles  City  High  School  District  of 
Los  Angeles  County.  Calif.,  all  right,  title 
and  interest  of  the  United  States  to  the  Bir- 
mingham General  Hospital  tract  (con.sigting 
of  117  32/100  acres  of  land,  more  or  less,  and 
all  improvements  thereon)  located  at  Van 
Nuys,  Calif.  In  addition  to  other  consid- 
eration required  by  this  section  for  the  con- 
veyance authorized  hereunder,  such  school 
district  shall  be  required  to  pay  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Army  the  sum  of  $500/300. 
Upon  receipt  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
such  sum  shall  be  credited  to  the  appro- 
priation 'Military  Construction,  Army',  and 
shall  be  available  for  (1)  the  construction 
and  other  costs  Involved  In  moving  to  a 
suitable  Government-owned  site  the  build- 
ings to  be  reconveyed  to  the  Secretary  under 
the  provisions  of  this  section,  and  (2)  the 
construction  of  additional  supporting  facil- 
ities at  such  site  as  may  be  required  for 
authorized  defense  construction. 

"In,  addition  to  other  terms,  conditions. 
and   restrictions     contained     in     the   deed 


whereby  the  Birmingham  General  Hospital 
is  conveyed  to  such  school  district,  the  school 
district  shall  agree,  as  a  part  of  the  consid- 
eration for  the  conveyance.  (1)  to  reconvey 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  immediately 
upon  acceptance  of  the  deed,  and  without 
consideration,  title  to  the  buildings  which 
are  located  at  the  Birmingham  General  Hos- 
pital and  which  are  occupied  by  troops  on 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act,  and  (2) 
to  permit  such  buildings  to  remain  In  place 
for  Qontlnued  occupancy  by  troops  until 
substitute  facilities  are  constructed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  and  such  buildings 
are   removed." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  J  offer  a 
motion  to  recede  and  concur  with  an 
amendment,  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Taber  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  148.  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  in  said  amend- 
ment insert: 

•Sec  907.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  au- 
thorized to  receive  the  sum  of  $900,000  in 
partial  consideration  for  the  conveyance  by 
the  Secretary  of  Health.  Education  and  Wel- 
fare for  educallon:il  purposes  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Property  and 
Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949  to  the 
Los  Angeles  City  High  School  District  of 
Los  Angeles  County,  Calif.,  of  all  right,  title, 
and  interest  of  the  United  States  to  that  por- 
tion of  the  Birmingha  n  General  Hospital 
tract  now  occupied  by  troops  (con$lstlng  of 
40  acres  of  land,  mon?  or  Ipfs.  and  Improve- 
ments thereon)  located  at  Van  Nuys,  Calif., 
provided  such  sum  is  received  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army  on  or  before  julf  1.  1956. 
Upon  receipt  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
such  sum  shall  be  credited  to  the  appro- 
priation. 'Military  Construction,  Army."  and 
shall  be  available  for  (1)  the  construction 
and  other  costs  Involved  In  moving  to  a  suit- 
able Government  owned  site  not  more  than 
eight  buildings  to  be  selected  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army  to  be  excluded  from  the 
conveyance  by  the  Se.-rctary  of  Health.  Edu- 
cation and  Welfare,  and  (2)  the  conitructlon 
of  additional  suppor.lng  facilities  at  such 
site  as  may  be  required  for  authorized  de- 
fense construction,  at  a  total  cost  of  not  to 
exceed    $500  000. 

"In  addition  to  other  terms,  coeiditlons. 
and  restrictions  contained  in  the  dead  where- 
by the  Birmingham  General  Hospital  is  con- 
veyed to  such  school  district,  the  schcKjl  dis- 
trict shall  agree,  as  a  part  of  the  considera- 
tion for  the  conveyance  to  permit  any  build- 
ings required  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
to  remain  In  place  for  continued  occupancy 
by  troops  for  a  peric  d  of  not  to  exceed  9 
months  after  the  date  of  convevance  of  said 
property    to   the   school    district." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  cn 
the  motion. 

The  motion  wa.s  agreed  to 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  151.  on  page  55,  line  6. 
Insert : 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Construc- 
tion, General',  $8,415  000  to  remain  avail- 
able until  expended,  of  which  tl.600,000 
shall  be  available  for  advanced  engineering 
and  design  by  the  Corps  of  Enginieers  for 
projects  which  have  been  authorized  for  de- 
velopment with  partlc.pation  'ly  staite,  local 
government  or  private  groups  and  for  au- 
thorized projects  which  are  under  consid- 
eration for  participation  by  such  agencies- 
Provided,  That  $140,000  of  this  appropria- 
tion shall  be  available  only  for  the  prosecu- 
tion  of  the  project  lor  beach  erosion  ccn- 
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trot  at  Hampton  Beach,  K.  H.,  as  authorised 
by  law:  Provided  furthe-.  That  not  to  ex- 
ceed $2, 000 .(XX)  of  unexpended  funds  appro- 
jiriated  for  the  current  or  any  previous  fiscal 
year  to  the  Department  of  the  Army  for 
'construction.  generaK  r  vers  and  harbors.' 
shall  be  available  until  expended  for  use  on 
such  authorized  river  and  harbor  projects 
as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
E>efense  to  be  essential  to  the  national  de- 
fense program." 

Mr.  HIESTAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
$1,200,000  for  debris  dams  in  this  bill 
.should  be  regarded  as  matching  funds 
.since  the  county  of  Ixis  Angeles  con- 
tributes very  largely  to  this  total.  This 
Item  is  urgent,  almost  t:aBically  so.  The 
amount  could  not  be  included  in  the 
oripinal  budget  for  this  purpose  beciuse 
the  di-sastrous  flre  on  the  south  side  of 
the  mountains  occurrec  in  December  and 
January  after  the  bud  let  had  been  ap- 
proved and  sent  to  the  Congress. 

This  fire  completely  denuding  the 
front  side  of  the  mountains  above  the 
towns  of  Monrovia,  Sierra  Madre.  and 
Arcadia  in  Los  Angele.s  National  Forest 
created  thus  from  Fed?ral  lands,  a  dis- 
astrous hazard.  We  must  realize  that 
when  a  wall  of  water  suddenly  rushes 
down  these  fire-denuded  canyons,  it  is 
not  only  a  wall  of  waer  but  a  wall  of 
rocks  and  boulders,  many  as  large  as 
automobiles.  When  fney  hit  a  town, 
they  take  houses,  buildings,  and  lives 
bffore  them.  This  is  suddenly  the  situ- 
ation these  towns  face  cue  to  this  terrible 
forest  flre. 

The  debris  dams  recommended  in  this 
bill  Bailey.  Auburn,  t.nd  Carter  Can- 
yons above  Sierra  M.idre  and  Sawpit 
Canyon  above  Morovir.  can  be  installed 
this  oummer  and  can  save  these  towns 
from  almost  certain  disaster.  Passage 
o!  this  amendment  is  highly  recom- 
mended. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recede  and  concur  with  an 
amendment,  which  I  P<»nd  to  the  desk. 

The  Cleric  read  as  follows: 

Mr  TABEt  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  151,  and  concur  there- 
in With  an  amendment,  a^  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  tald  amendment  In- 
sert : 

•For  an  additional  amount  for  'Construc- 
tion. General'.  $5,985,000  to  remain  available 
until  expended,  of  which  $600,000  shall  be 
available  for  advanced  engineering  and  de- 
.•^ign  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  for  projec'3 
which  have  been  authorl«d  for  developnient 
With  participation  by  J-tate.  local  govern- 
ment, or  private  groups  and  for  authorized 
projects  which  are  under  consideration  for 
participation  by  such  agencies." 

The  SPEIAKER.  Tlie  question  is  on 
the  motion. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  I 
should  make  a  statement  at  this  point. 

This  item  presently  included  the  Mark- 
ham  Perry  Reservoir,  Okla..  $100,000: 

Priest  Rapids  Reser/oir,  Wash.,  $350,- 
000: 

Cougar  Reservoir,  Oreg..  $150,000;  or 
a  total  of  $600,000  for  planning. 

It  also  includes  for  construction: 

Stockton  Harbor.  Calif..  $335,000: 

Greenup  lock  and  dam,  Kentucky  and 
Ohio,  $2  million; 

San  Diego  River  :md  Mission  Baj, 
Calif..  $750,000; 

Buffalo  Harbor.  N.  Y..  $1,100,000; 
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Los  Angeles  County  drainage  area, 
$1,200,000. 

The  other  items  which  the  Senate  in- 
cluded were  left  out.  some  of  them  be- 
cause there  was  no  authorization,  and 
others  because  it  was  not  deemed  that 
It  was  the  proper  time  or  the  proper  place 
to  proceed. 

I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Miller  1. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  permission  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks,  I  am  taking  the  liberty 
of  expressing  the  feelings  of  the  vast 
majority  of  people  of  the  city  of  Buffalo, 
N.  Y.,  and  the  Niagara  frontier  re  ,arding 
appropriations  for  Buffalo  Harbor,  river, 
and  ship  canal. 

We  were  all  very  grateful  to  President 
Eisenhower  when  he  and  his  administra- 
tion saw  nt  to  recommend  $1,100,000  for 
fiscal  1955  to  continue  the  deepening  of 
Buffalo  Harbor.  When  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  favorably  rec- 
ommended the  badly  needed  additional 
funds  and  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  approved  the  President's  and 
Senate  committee's  recommendations 
the  news  was  received  with  renewed 
enthusiasm  by  all  of  us.  It  was  indeed 
gratifying  to  learn  that  this  administra- 
tion and  the  upper  body  could  foresee 
that  it  would  be  false  economy  not  to 
continue  the  deepening  of  this  imp>ortant 
port. 

Mr.  Speaker,  for  the  benefit  of  my 
colleagues  who  are  not  familiar  with 
this  project  I  would  briefly  like  to  point 
out  that  it  is  not  a  new  one.  It  is  of 
vital  importance  to  the  defense  and  com- 
merce of  the  Niagara  frontier  and  the 

Congress  through  previous  authoriza- 
tions and  appropriations  has  given  due 
recognition  to  the  economic  importance 
of  this  major  harbor. 

It  is,  indeed,  a  sad  commentary  w^hen 
I  am  forced  to  point  out  that,  tonnage- 
wise,  the  j)ort  of  Buffalo  has  dropped 
from  second  to  sixth  port  in  the  Great 
Lakes  in  a  relatively  short  span  of  years. 
At  the  present  time  it  is  ranked  15th  in 
tonnage  in  the  entire  Nation,  and  the 
previous  year  it  was  ranked  12th.  yet  its 
waterborne  commerce  still  averages  in 
excess  of  20  million  tons  annually.  It  is 
the  biggest  inland  port  in  the  United 
States  in  dollar  value  of  commerce  han- 
dled. Our  waterborne  commerce  has 
made  Buffalo  the  largest  flour-milling 
and  feed-mixing  center  in  the  world,  the 
third  largest  steel  plant  in  the  United 
States  which  relies  upon  lake  transpor- 
tation for  most  of  its  raw  materials  is 
located  there.  Coal  goes  by  lake  and 
river  to  the  second  largest  steam  gener- 
ating electric  plant  in  the  United  States 
located  on  the  Niagara  River  in  the  port 
of  Buffalo.  The  contribution  to  the  na- 
tional economy  and  defense  of  these  and 
other  industries  at  this  [>ort  is  hard  to 
parallel  at  any  other  ix)rt. 

The  United  States  Army  Corps  of  En- 
gineers years  ago  recognized  the  neces- 


sity of  improving  this  port.,  Congress 
authorized  the  recommended  improve- 
ments in  1935  and  1945  but  has  since 
been  negligent  in  providing  the  neces- 
sary funds  to  do  this  work. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  further  like  to 
take  this  opportunity  to  express  the 
gratitude  of  the  people  I  represent  to  the 
President.  Senator  Irvinc  M.  Ives,  and 
the  entire  Senate  of  the  United  States 
for  endorsing  this  worthy  project  and 
hope  you  may  join  with  them  and  our 
colleagues  on  the  House  Committee  on 
Appropriations  in  support  of  the  con- 
tinued development  of  this  major  port. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  a:^ 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Rscoao. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  re- 
gret exceedingly  that  the  conference 
committee  did  not  agree  to  accept  the 
recommendations  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  for  funds  for  the  continua^on 
of  the  flood -control  project  at  Nortli 
Adams.  Mass.,  vhich  the  other  body  ap- 
proved. 

Testimony  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
last  year  included  the  following  by  Colo- 
nel Hiatt: 

It  will  provide  a  useful  unit  of  tbe  project 
extending  from  Marshall  Street  on  tbe  North 
Branch  and  Johnson  Dam  on  the  South 
Branch,  downstream  to  the  existing  dam  of 
the  North  Adams  Manufacturing  Co. 

He  also  said: 

We  feel  the  whole  project,  the  whole  unit, 
should  be  completed  and  carried  on. 

The  Corps  of  Engineers  also  testified 
before  the  committee  in  the  other  body 
this  year  that  it  had  recommended  the 
continuation  of  this  project. 

The    average    annual    benefits    are 

$829,000. 

The  cost-benefit  ratio  is  1.13. 

Upon  completion,  the  project  will  pro- 
tect 13  major  industries,  570  commercial 
establishments,  580  residences,  7  public 
buildings,  public  roads  and  bridges,  pub- 
lic utilities  and  services,  and  an  unknown 
number  of  human  l)eings,  whose  lives 
and  Uvelihoods  are  of  vital  importance 
to  this  community  of  21.567.  The  pro- 
tection would  extend  to  about  85  percent 
of  the  industrial  area  and  to  about  25 
percent  of  the  residential  area. 

In  North  Adams  there  are  33  industrial 
establishments,  employing  over  12,000 
people,  with  an  annual  payroll  of  $13,- 
244,000  and  manufacturing  products 
annually  valued  at  more  than  $61 
million. 

The  record  is  clear  that  the  commu- 
nity has  attempted  to  meet  its  full  re- 
sponsibility in  repairing  and  trying  to 
prevent  losses.  Local  expenditures  in 
connection  with  the  four  major  floods, 
exclusive  of  industry  and  private  ex- 
penditures, exceeded  $1,886,000. 

This  project  met  the  rigid  test  applied 
in  1950  under  Public  Law  759,  81st  Con- 
gress. I  would  like  to  quote  the  perti- 
nent sentence  from  General  Pike's  state- 
ment at  the  time  the  program  was  an- 
nounced : 

It  has  been  screened  to  Include  the  projecta 
which,  as  directed  by  the  Prealdent,  dlr«ctly 
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oontrltmte  to  national  defense  or  to  civilian 
xaqulmnents  essential  to  the  changed  Inter- 
national situation,  and  It  compiles  In  all 
aspects  with  the  criteria  directed  by  the 
Congress. 

Then  I  would  like  to  Include  a  copy  of 
a  letter  dated  October  12.  1950,  from 
Col.  W.  E.  Potter,  covering  this  de- 
termination: 

Dkpabticxnt  aw  trx  Asmt, 
OincB  or  THE  Chhep  or  Enginexbs, 

Waahington.  October  12.  1950. 
Hon.  John  W.  Hksxlton, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Washington.  ^.  C. 
Dbab  Um.  Hbblton:  Please  refer  to  your 
recent  letters  relative  to  the  local  flood  pro- 
tection projects  for  Adams  and  North  Adams, 
ICass. 

The  General  Appropriation  Act.  1951  (Pub- 
lic Law  768.  Blst  Cong.),  provides  for  a  re- 
duction of  over  $75  million  in  the  amount 
recommended  by  the  Senate  for  our  civil 
works  program.  It  also  calls  for  an  overall 
reduction  In  Oovemment  expenditures  for 
nondefense  purposes  of  $650  million,  a  por- 
tion of  which  has  been  applied  to  our  civil 
works  program. 

In  view  of  these  reductions  in  funds  and 
also  the  criteria  set  forth  In  the  conference 
report  on  the  1951  General  Appropriation 
Act  requiring  a  reexamination  of  the  civil 
works  program  with  a  view  to  conserving  re- 
sources of  men,  materials,  and  equipment, 
this  Office  has  reviewed  all  projects  which 
are  eligible  for  appropriation  under  PubUc 
Law  759;  and  we  have  given  careful  con- 
sideration to  all  data  furnished  in  support 
of  those  projects  in  the  development  of  our 
recommended  civil  works  program  for  the 
present  fiscal  year. 

I  am  pleased  to  say  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  Adams  and  North  Adams  projects 
meet  the  above  requirements  and  that  funds 
in  the  amoimts  of  $245,000  and  $350,000,  re- 
spectively, are  available  for  their  construc- 
tion from  our  appropriation  for  the  current 
fiscal  year.  You  may  be  assured  that  the 
work  will  proceed  as  expeditiously  as  prac- 
ticable. 

Sincerely  yours, 

W.  E.  PoTTia, 
Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers, 
Acting  Assistant  Chief  of  Engineers 
for  Civil  Works. 

The  Federal  Government  has  appro- 
priated $1,183,000  to  date  for  this  proj- 
ect and  the  fun  amount  has  been  obli- 
gated. I  am  sure  that  you  will  under- 
stand that  the  people  concerned  feel 
they  had  every  right  to  expect  that  their 
Federal  Government  was  undertaking 
what  it  had  determined  to  be  a  justtQable 
project  and  would  proceed  to  complete 
it  at  the  earliest  practical  date.  Fur- 
ther, I  am  certain  you  will  agree  that 
they  had  a  right  to  make  their  decisions 
and  plans  with  this  in  mind. 

They  do  not  ask  and  do  not  expect 
favored  treatment.  But  in  the  face  of 
all  the  undisputed  facts,  including  the 
initiation  of  the  project,  the  Federal  in- 
vestment to  date  and  the  favorable  rec- 
ommendations last  year  by  the  Bureau 
ot  the  Budget  under  both  the  Truman 
and  the  Eisenhower  administrations, 
they  consider  a  complete  cessation  of 
work  without  explanation  a  great  deal 
less  than  what  they  were  entitled  to  ex- 
pect. 

I  submit  that  there  is  full  and  com- 
plete justiflcaUon  for  finding  that  this 
project  is  a  sound  Federal  investment 
which  should  no  longer  be  deferred. 

I  liope  and  beUeve  that  the  Corps  of 
Engineers,  the  3ureau  of  the  Budget,  the 
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respective  committees  in  Congress  will 
approve  the  continuation  of  this  project 
during  the  next  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
reference  to  the  proposed  construction 
of  the  Greenup  Dam  as  set  out  in  title 
10  of  the  report  made  to  accompany 
H.  R.  9936, 1  am  glad  that  the  conference 
report  now  under  discussion  has  recom- 
mended the  construction  of  the  Greenup 
Dam  which  will  be  a  dam  across  the  Ohio 
River  just  below  the  city  of  Iron  ton, 
Ohio,  which  is  my  hometown. 

I  wish  to  thank  Mr.  John  Taber,  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  and  other 
members  of  the  committee,  who  favored 
the  construction  of  this  big  dam  that 
will  be  of  such  a  great  benefit  to  the 
shippers  on  the  mighty  Ohio  River  and 
to  the  cities  along  the  river  that  will 
benefit  in  many  ways  from  a  goodly  sup- 
ply of  water. 

^  Mr.  Speaker,  when  as  a  young  law- 
yer I  began  to  practice  law  in  Ironton. 
Ohio.  I  realized  that  the  most  important 
thing  in  the  Ohio  Valley  is  the  Ohio 
River.  Ever  since  that  time  I  have  taken 
advantage  of  every  opportunity  to  make 
the  Ohio  River  more  and  more  im- 
portant.    ~ 

Many  years  ago  Congress  passed  legis- 
lation that  provided  for  the  construc- 
tion of  52  small  dams  in  the  Ohio  in 
order  to  establish  a  9-foot  stage  from 
Pittsburgh  to  Cairo.    That  is  a  distance 
of  probably  600  miles.     It  took  several 
years  to  construct  this  large  number  of 
small  dams.     Some  of  them  began  to 
deteriorate  before  the  last  one  was  con- 
structed.    I  remember  that  when   the 
last  one  was  constructed  there  was  held 
a  dedicatory  celebration.     There  was  a 
sort  of  a  river  caravan  organized  and 
the  proper  authorities  induced  Mr.  Her- 
bert Hoover,  who  was  the  President  at 
that  time,  to  take  part  in  this  ceremony. 
I  went  on  this  trip  with  Mr.   Hoover 
and    others.      At    the    celebration    Mr. 
Hoover  made  a  speech.     That  waa  on 
October  18,  1929.     The  celebration  was 
held  under  the  auspices  of  the  Ohio  Val- 
ley  Improvement    Association.     I   was 
present  at  these  ceremonies  and  heard 
President  Hoover  speak. 

This  following  is  a  copy  of  one  para- 
graph of  his  speech: 

While  I  am  proud  to  be  the  President  who 
witnesses  the  apparent  completion  of  Its 
Improvement.  I  have  the  belief  that  some 
day  new  iiiventlons  and  new  pressure$  of 
population  will  require  Its  further  develop- 
ment. In  some  generation  to  come  they  will 
perhaps  look  back  at  our  triumph  In  build- 
ing a  channel  nine  feet  in  depth  in  the  same 
way  that  we  look  at  the  triumph  of  our 
forefathers  when;  having  cleared  the  saags 
and  bars,  they  announced  that  a  boat  draw- 
ing two  feet  of  water  could  pass  safely  from 
Pittsburgh  to  New  Orleans.  Yet,  for  their 
times  and  means  they.  too.  accomplished 
a  great  task.  It  is  the  river  that  is  perma- 
nent; it  is  one  of  Ood's  gifts  to  man,  and 
with  each  succeeding  generation  we  will  ad- 
vance in  our  appreciation  and  use  of  it. 
And  with  each  generation  It  will  grow  in 
the  history  and  tradition  of  oiu-  Nation. 


Mr.  Speaker,  about  15  years  ago  I 
arranged  to  hold  a  public  hearing  on 
the  proposal  to  construct  one  of  the  high 
modem  dams  at  the  pror>er  place  be- 
tween fronton,  Ohio  and  Portsmouth, 
Ohio.  Many  river  men  and  prominent 
shippers  on  the  Ohio  attended  that  meet- 
ing. The  meeting  was  attended  by  the 
United  States  Army  Engineers.  At  that 
meeting  arrangements  were  made  for 
the  holding  of  another  meeting  which 
was  held  in  due  course.  At  the  last 
meeting  the  Army  engineers  were  en- 
couraged to  make  a  report  and  recom- 
mendations to  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
and  other  Government  officials. 

This  report  by  the  district  engineers 
was  favorable.  But  about  that  time  the 
war  clouds  were  commencing  to  hover 
and  it  was  decided  that  we  should  not 
press  the  matter.  The  Second  World 
War  did  come  along  and  it  was  not  wise 
to  ask  the  Government  to  spend  this 
money  at  this  time. 

But  gradually  the  traffic  on  the  Ohio 
has  increased  until  now  the  Statistics 
show  that  the  trafEc  on  the  Ohio  River 
from  Parkcrsburg.  W.  Va..  to  Cin- 
cinnati is  the  heaviest  river  traffic  any- 
where in  the  United  States. 

Just  yesterday  I  saw  a  report  to  the 
eflect  that  the  traffic  emanating  from 
Uae  vicinity  of  Huntington.  W.  Va..  had 
for  the  past  few  weeks  been  the  greatest 
cf  any  trailic  in  any  river  in  our  great 
country. 

At  any  rate  the.<;e  facts  that  I  cite  will 
prove  that  the  $2  million  that  I  have 
asked  for  in  my  bill  will  be  justified.  We 
only  ask  for  this  amount  now  for  this 
will  be  enough  to  commence  the  work. 
It  will  as  I  understand  be  necessary  to 
appropriate  about  $60  milhon  altogether 
and  that  will  ccme  later. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  when  this  money 
shall  have  been  spent  the  country  will 
have  the  constant  use  of  a  great  dam 
for  a  hundred  years  to  come. 

I  am  proud  of  my  efTorLs  in  furthering 
this  great  project  to  a  successful  start, 
and  I  am  sure  that  future  generatioris 
will  rise  up  and  bless  us  all  who  have 
helped  in  advancing  this  great  project. 

Again,  Mr.  Speaker,  on  behalf  of  the 
people  living  in  southern  Ohio  and 
northern  Kentucky  and  northern  West 
Virginia  I  thank  every  one  who  helped 
us  toward  the  construction  of  tliis  great 
national  improvement. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Is  the  item  for  Buffalo 
Harbor  an  aftermath  of  the  St.  Law- 
rence Seaway? 

Mr.  TABER.  No.  It  had  to  come 
anyway. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Will  the  gentleman  in- 
form me  as  to  what  amount  is  provided 
for  the  commencement  of  construction 
of  the  Greenup  Dam  in  the  Ohio  River 
at  Greenup,  Kentucky? 

Mr.  TABER.  For  the  Greenup  Dam. 
$2  miUion.  and  it  is  to  begin  construction 
upon  the  dam.  That  was  the  budget 
estimate. 
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Mr.  SPENCE.  That  Is  provided  in  the 
amendment? 

Mr.  TABER.  Yes,  and  that  was  the 
amount  carried  in  the  Senate  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  154:  Page  56.  line 
13.  Insert: 

"Operation   and   maintenance,   general 
"For  an  additional  amount  for  "Operation 
and   maintenance,   general'.  $840,000,   to  re- 
main available  until  expended." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr  Taker  moves  that  the  House  recede 
fT  .m  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  154,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  fimendment.  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  In- 
sert: 

"Operation  and  maintenance,  general 

"Not  to  txceed  $630,000  of  funds  previously 
appropriated  und«r  this  head  shall  be  avail- 
able until  expended  for  repairs  to  the  north 
Jetty  at  Yaquina  Bay  Harbor,  Oreg." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port th?  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

S;nate  amendment  No.  155:  Page  56,  line 
17,  insert: 

"Flood  control.  Misaisxippi  River  and 
tributaries 

Tor  an  additional  amount  for  'Flood  con- 
trol. Mississippi  River  and  tributaries', 
»1.000.0CO  to  remain  available  until  ex- 
pended." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Cl^rk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Taber  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  155,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Before  the 
period  in  said  amendment  insert  •'.  to  be 
derived  by  transfer  from  'Operation  and 
maintenance,  general'." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr. 
Davis). 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  a.-^k  unanimous  consent  to  insert  at 
this  point  a  brief  explanatory  statement 
with  reference  to  this  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, this  amendment  allocates  $1  million 
for  flood  control,  Mississippi  River  and 
tributaries,  to  be  derived  by  transfer 
from  previously  appropriated  funds  for 
operation  and  maintenance,  general.  It 
is  the  desire  of  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  House  and  the  Senate  that  these 
funds  be  transferred  from  the  emergency 
fund  available  to  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
for  flood -control  works. 


Mr.  NICHOUSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  May  I  ask  the  gen- 
tleman exactly  what  this  amendment  is? 

Mr.  TABER.  This  is  the  appropria- 
tion of  $1  million  to  overcome  a  mistake 
which  the  engineers  made  in  plugging 
up  a  drainage  channel  down  in  Louisi- 
ana. Instead  of  having  it  come  directly 
out  of  the  Treasury  the  committee 
thought  it  was  better  that  it  come  out 
of  funds  that  had  previously  been  appro- 
priated. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Do  I  understand 
we  are  just  covering  up  some  million- 
dollar  appropriation  that  the  committee 
or  someone  in  Louisiana  had  made  a  mis- 
take on? 

Mr.  TABER.  No.  The  Army  engi- 
neers made  the  mistake. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment.    , 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  164:  Page  62.  line 
3,  insert: 

"Construction  of  tankers 

"For  construction  of  tankers  as  author- 
ized  by  the  act  of  1954.  Public   Law 

— .  »37.5C0.C0O  to  remain  available  until  ex- 
pended: Prortded.  That  this  appropriation 
may  be  transferred  to  such  appropriation 
as  the  President  may  designate." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabkr  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  164.  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  noatter  proposed  by  said  amendment 
Insert: 

"Construction  of  tankers 

"For  construction  of  tankers  as  authorized 
by  the  act  of  August  10.  1954.  Public  Law 
575.  $30,000,000  to  remain  available  untU 
expended:  Provided.  That  this  appropriation 
may  be  transferred  to  such  appropriation 
as  the  President  may  designate. ' 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  168:  Page  67.  line 
18.  Insert  "purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two 
passenger  motor  vehicles;  and  entertain- 
ment;   $170,000." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  w^ith  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  TABza  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  168,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  sum  nam-Kl  in  said  amendment 
Insert  "$100,000." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  Keating  1. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  not 
my  disposition  to  offer  a  motion  at  this 
point  because  I  realize  how  difficult  the 


task  of  the  conferees  has  been,  and  I 
commend  them  for  reducing  by  $70,000 
the  figure  as  it  originally  appeared  in 
the  Senate  bill.  But  I  do  feel  that  the 
attention  of  the  Congress  should  be 
called  to  the  danger  inherent  in  appro- 
priating too  large  sums  for  such  projects 
as  this. 

Tliis  is  an  important  historical  cele- 
bration. It  is  entirely  in  keeping  that  it 
should  be  held  and  perhaps  a  modest  ap- 
propriation would  be  in  order.  The 
membership  will  recall  that  when  the 
bill  was  before  us  our  distinguished  col- 
league from  Ohio  [Mr.  McCulloch]  of- 
fered an  amendment  to  reduce  the  figure 
of  $170,000  to  $25,000.  which  was  car- 
ried by  a  substantial  vote.  We  come 
back  here  now  with  the  figure  raised  to 
$100,000. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  Is 
confronted  every  year  with  .a  difficult 
task  when  these  various  bill*  for  cele- 
brations are  presented  to  it.  Many 
Members  introduce  such  bills  in  good 
faith  and  with  earnest  intent  and  com- 
mendable desire  to  serve  the  interests 
of  their  constituents.  It  will  miUtate 
against  the  favorable  consideration  of 
these  measures  unless  the  Congress  is 
very  conservative  in  the  amount  which 
it  appropriates  for  such  purposes.  It  is 
simply  not  responsible  for  us  to  vote 
large  sums  of  the  taxpayers'  funds  for 
such  celebrations,  significant  as  they 
may  be. 

I  feel  it  is  desirable  at  this  point  to 
make  that  a  matter  of  record.  I  know 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  and  the  House 
conferees  have  done  all  that  they  pos- 
sibly could  to  keep  these  amounts  downi' 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  187:  Page  81,  line 
8.  Insert: 

"Sec.  1312.  The  appropriations,  authoriza- 
tions, and  authority  with  respect  thereto  in 
this  act  shall  be  available  from  July  1,  1954. 
for  the  purposes  provided  in  such  apprc^rl- 
ations,  authorizations,  and  authority.  All 
obligations  Incurred  during  the  period  be- 
tween June  30.  1954.  and  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  act  In  anticipation  of  such  ap- 
propriations, authorizations,  and  authority 
are  hereby  ratified  and  confirmed  if  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  ternu  hereof  and  the 
terms  of  Public  Law  475,  83d  Congress." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amena- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Taber  moves  that  the  Bouse  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  187.  and  conctir 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  section  number  named  in  said 
amendment  Insert  "1313." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  votes  by 
which  action  was  taken  on  the  several 
motions  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
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who  have  spoken  may  have  permissioo, 
to  revise  and  extend  their  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


August  17 


FOREIGN  AID 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  conferees 
on  the  bill  H.  R.  10051,  the  foreign-aid 
bill,  may  have  until  midnight  tonight  to 
file  a  conference  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  that 
the  foreign-aid  appropriation  bill? 

Mr.  TABER.  That  Is  the  foreign-aid 
bill;  yes. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Does  the  gentleman 
expect  to  have  a  conference  this  after- 
noon? 

Mr.  TABER.     Yes. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  if  my  distin- 
tinguished  and  able  friend  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  would 
put  a  muzzle  on  a  certain  party,  we  might 
get  that  conference  report  filed  by  mid- 
night tonight. 

Mr.  TABER.    I  wish  we  could. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


LAWS     RELATINQ    TO     ESPIONAGE 
AND  SABOTAGE 

Mr.  GRAltAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  9580)  to 
revise  and  extend  the  laws  relating  to 
espionage  and  sabotage,  and  for  other 
purposes,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, and  agree  to  the  conference 
asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to 
the  request  of  the  genUeman  from 
Pennsylvania?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  appoints  the  following  conferees: 
Mr.  Graraic,  Miss  Thompson  of  Michi- 
gan. Mr.  Hyde.  Mr.  Ckllek,  and  Mr. 
Walter. 


REVISED  STATUTES  4426 
Mr.  ALLEN  of  California.    Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take 
from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8647)   to  amend  Revised  Statutes  4426. 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Line  8,  after  "the",  insert  "Inspection." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


RED  COLONIALISM  EXPOSED 

Mr.  PEIGHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks  and  include  an  address  I  deliv- 
ered in  Munich  on  July  3  of  this  year 

The  SPEAHER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PEIGHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  July 
3.  1954,  I  was  in  Munich,  Germany,  as 

a  member  of  the  Select  Committee  To 
Investigate  Communist  Aggression.  Our 
committee  had  just  completed  its  Munich 
hearings  and  was  preparing  to  leave  for 
Berlin  to  resume  hearings  when  I  was 
invited  to  make  a  statement  over  the 
Voice  of  America  to  the  millions  of  en- 
slaved people  behind  the  Iron  Curtain. 
Since  this  was  the  day  before  the  an- 
niversary of  our  Independence  Day,  I  felt 
it  would  be  appropriate  to  send  a  mes- 
sage to  people  behind  the  Iron  Curtdin 
which  would  be  truly  representative  of 
the  spirit  of  the  Founding  Fathers  of 
America.  I  felt  it  would  be  an  excellent 
occasion  for  me  to  tell  the  people  be*iind 
the  Iron  Curtain  that  we.  the  American 
people,  will  never  give  up  our  eternal 
flght  for  freedom,  and  that  we  shall  never 
desert  the  moral  and  political  principles 
enunciated  in  the  American  Declaration 
of  Independence  which  have,  for  over  150 
years,  stood  as  an  inspiration  to  all  man- 
kind. 

I  felt  this  would  be  a  most  fitting  op- 
portunity for  me  to  speak  to  the  people 
of  the  enslaved  non-Russian  nations  of 
the  U.  S.  S.  R.    The  American  Declara- 
tion of  Independence  established  the  po- 
ntical  doctrine  of  "separatism,"  that  is, 
not  only  the  right  but  the  duty  of  any 
people  who  are  subjected  to  tyranny,  to 
completely  break  all  the  bonds  that  have 
united  them  to  that  tyranny,    it  was  in 
this  spirit  that  I  prepared  my  remarks  to 
be  carried  over  the  Voice  of  America  as 
a  special  feature  program  on  our  na- 
tional Independence  Day,  July  4,  1954.    i 
would  like  to  congratulate  the  Voice  of 
America  for  the  effort  it  is  making  to 
bleak  through  the  Iron  Curtain  and  to 
bring  the  truth  to  the  millions  of  people 
who  are  ehjjlaved  by  Russian  commu- 
nism.   I  refer  to  those  members  of  the 
staff  of  the  Voice  of  America  in  Munich 
with  whom  I  had  the  pleasure  of  working 
and  who  are  dedicated  to  their  work,  and 
in  my  judgroent,  are  exemplary  Amer- 
icans.    Mr.  Robert  C.  Benedict,  acting 
director  of  the  Voice  of  America  activi- 
ties in  Munich,  is  doing  a  real  job  in 
his  all-out  effort  to  bring  the  truth  about 
America  to  tiie  people  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  address  I  delivered 
in  Munich  is  as  follows : 

Diirlng  the  time  I  have  been  In  Munich 
the  House  Committee  on  Communist  Aggres- 
sion has  devoted  8  days  to  taking  testimony 
on  Communist  aggression.  Although  l  Have 
made  a  study  of  communism,  its  methods 
tactics,  and  objectives,  some  of  the  evidence 
produced  during  these  hearings  was  startling 
in  that  It  unmasked  the  terrible  brutalities 
and  unbelievable  Inhumanities  committed  by 
the  leaders  and  followers  of  communtem. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  but  that  communism 
Is  an  international  conspiracy  which  we  must 
either  destroy  or  It  wUl  enguU  the  entire 
world. 


The  committee  heard  eyewltnesfes  to  the 
most  terrible  crimes  ever  commlttod  against 
mankind.  These  crimes  committed  by  the 
Russian  Communists  ranged  from  the  devil- 
ish torture  of  individuals  to  the  brutal  and 
heartless  mass  destruction  of  entire  nations 
of  people.  Other  witnesses  bore  testimony 
on  the  manner  in  which  the  Communists 
desecrate  and  destroy  all  those  things  that 
mankind  has  labored  and  died  for  up  through 
the  centuries.  In  particular,  we  heftrd  Rbout 
the  tactics  the  Communists  used  to  violate 
the  integrity  of  the  family  and  th«  sanctity 
Of  the  home,  to  destroy  all  the  temples  of 
God  regardless  of  the  particular  belief,  the 
destruction  of  all  laws  upon  which  the  order 
ofclviUzation  Is  based,  the  gross  jjerverslon 
of  historical  truths  and  facts  and  the  climate 
Of  fear  which  the  elite  leaders  of  the  con- 
spiracy provoke  in  order  to  control  tbe  people. 

All  of  these  crimes  when  put  together  pre- 
sent a  picture  which  is  the  blackest  ever 
known  to  mankind. 

I  was  particularly  Impressed  wltli  the  evi- 
dence presented  by  the  spokesmen  for  the 
enslaved  people  of  the  non-RussIao  nations 
of  the  U.  S.  8.  R.     This  testimony  was  sup- 
ported by  documents  and  hard  facts  and  eye- 
witness testimony  of  the  tactics  used  by  the 
Bolsheviks  during  the  period  of  1917  through 
1921   to  destroy   the  national  independence 
of  some  15  non-Russian  nations.     For  a  great 
many  years  Communist  propaganda  has  been 
seeking    to    becloud    the    issue    witb    respect 
to  the  national  aspirations  of  the  people  of 
these  non-Ru.ssian  nations.     The  testimony 
we  have  received  will  serve  as  a  daath  blow 
to  this  evil  propaganda  because  It  will  expose 
the  Soviet  Union  for  what  it  is — tbe  prison 
of  nations   and   the  ruthless  enslaver  of  all 
the  people  under  its  control.     It  is  my  fervent 
hope  that  from  the  testimony  taken  here  In 
Munich    and   elsewhere    It   will    be    possible 
for  the  United  Stales  to  develop  a  positive 
policy,  calling  for  the   liberation  of  all  the 
i-ations  and  people  enslaved  by  coramunlsm 
by  our  firm  advocacy  of  those  moral  iind  poli- 
tical   principles    upon   which   the  American 
way  of  life  is  based.     Those  moral  and  poli- 
tical principles  are  far  more  powerful  in  the 
cause   of   freedom   and  Justice   than   are   all 
the  armies  and  destructive  weapons  known 
to   mankind.     But   before   we  can   fully   use 
this  arsenal  for  true  peace  and  freedom  we 
must  totally  discard   the   morally  bankrupt 
policy  of  containment  and  all  lu  advocates. 
This    Is   the    task   that    lies    ahead    for   aU 
liberty    loving    people.     I    sincerely    believe 
that  the  testimony  our  committee  bas  been 
receiving  from  witnesses  who  know  best  what 
communism  means  and  what  must  be  done 
to  defeat  it.  will  make  our  historic  task    as 
Americans,  much  easier. 

The  basic  policy  of  the  United  States,  since 
the  days  of  its  Inception  has  been  ba#ed  upon 
the  political  belief  that  all  nations.  Iprge  and 
small,  have  not  only  the  right  but  also  the 
duty  to  separate  themselves  from  any  tyran- 
nical oppressor.  In  more  recent  years  we 
have  expressed  this  policy  by  our  unwavering 
support  of  the  principle  of  national  arl- 
determlnatlon. 

This  should  stand  as  a  beacon  of  hope  to 
all  the  enslaved  nations  of  the  Communist 
empire. 

I  refer  particularly  to  the  people  of  &tonla 
Latvia.  Llthu.nnla,  Poland.  East  Germany 
Czechia.  Slovakia.  Hungary,  Romania.  Bul- 
garia. Byelorussia,  Ukraine,  Georgia,  Armenia. 
Adzerbaidzahn,  Turkestan!.  Idel-UrM,  Cos- 
sackla,  North  Caucasia,  and  Russia. 


FURTHER  MESSAGE  PROM  THE 
SENATE 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate, 
by  Mr.  Ast.  one  of  its  clerks,  announced 
that    the    Senate   had   passed    vrithout 
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amendment  joint  resolution  of  the  House 
of  the  following  title: 

H  J.  Res.  585.  Joint  resolution  fixing  the 
time  of  a»embly  of  the  84th  Congress. 

The  message  sdso  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed  a  concurrent  resolu- 
tion of  the  following  title,  in  which  the 
concurrence  of  the  House  is  requested : 

S  Con.  Res.  107.  Concvurent  resolution  to 
correct  an  error  In  the  enrollment  of  H.  R. 
8020. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the 
House  with  amendments  to  a  bill  of  the 
Senate  of  the  following  title: 

S.  3706.  An  act  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party,  to  prohibit  members  of  Communist 
organizations  from  serving  In  certain  repre- 
sentative capacities,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  insists  upon  its  amendment  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9924)  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  family  quarters  for  personnel 
of  the  military  departments  of  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  and  their  depen- 
dents, and  for  other  purposes,"  disagreed 
to  by  the  House;  agrees  to  the  confer- 
ence asked  by  the  House  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and 
appoints  Mr.  Case,  Mr.  E>xtit,  and  Mr. 
Stehnis  to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  3482) 
entitled  "An  act  to  amend  the  District 
of  Columbia  Unemployment  Compensa- 
tion Act,  and  for  otiier  purposes." 


be  Inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  Insert 
the  followmg: 


AGRICULTURAL  ACT  OP  1954 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the 
conference  report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9680) 
to  provide  for  the  <x>ntinued  price  sup- 
port for  agricultural  products;  to  aug- 
ment the  marketing  and  disposal  of  such 
products;  to  provide  for  greater  stability 
in  agriculture;  and  for  other  purposes, 
and  ask  unanimoiis  consent  that  the 
statement  of  the  managers  on  the  part 
of  the  House  be  read  in  Ueu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  Uie  UUe  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  t;ie  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  tie  statement. 

The  conference  report  and  statement 
are  as  follows: 

CoKnniENC*  RiPOnT  (H.  Rut.  No.  2684) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9680 )  to  provide  for  1  be  continued  price  sup- 
port for  agrlcultura:  products;  to  augment 
the  marketing  and  disposal  of  such  products; 
to  provide  for  greater  stability  in  agriculture; 
and  for  other  purpos'M,  having  met.  after  full 
and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom- 
mend and  do  recommend  to  their  respective 
Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  n^cede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  matter  proposed  to 
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"TrrLt    I— 8R    ABIDX    OF    ACSICULTmUL    OOM- 
MODmZS 

"Smc.  101.  The  Commodity  Credit  Carpara.- 
tlon  shall,  as  rapidly  as  the  Secretary  of 
Agrlcultxire  shall  determine  to  be  practicable, 
set  aside  within  Its  inventories  not  more 
than  the  following  maximum  quantities  and 
not  less  than  the  following  minimum  quan- 
tities of  agricultural  commodities  or  prod- 
ucts thereof  heretofore  or  hereafter  acquired 
by  It  from  1954  and  prior  years'  crops  and 
production  In  connection  with  Its  price  sup- 
port operations: 


"Commodity 

Maximuni 

(juanmy 

Minimum 
qu;iniily 

Wh«if  (bushrLO 

I  planil  cotton  (bait's) 

('ott<>tlS<HHl    ml    (jKlUIl'l.'i) 

Butter  (pound.'V  .    . 
Nonfat     dry     milk     solids 
((lOUtKlM       

son.ono.nnn 

4.UIII.(ll>l 
.Vm,  ODD.  (IIWI 

aoti,  ono.  (Wii 
.Tun.ooo.nno 

15(1,  (Ml,  uou 

400.nnn.noo 

i,  UUU,  (AH) 
0 
0 

0 

Cboesc  ipuuud^K. 

0 

"Such  quantities  shall  be  known  as  the 
'commodity  set-aside*. 

"Sec.  102.  Quantities  of  commodities  shall 
not  be  mcluded  In  the  commodity  set-aside 
which  have  an  aggregate  value  In  excess  of 
•2.5(X).0(XI.(X>0.  The  value  of  the  commodi- 
ties placed  In  the  commodity  set-aside,  for 
the  purpose  of  this  section,  shall  be  the 
Corporation's  Investment  In  such  commodi- 
ties as  of  the  date  they  are  Included  In  the 
commodity  set-aside,  as  determined  by  the 
Secretary. 

"Sec.  103.  (a)  Such  commodity  set-aside 
shall  be  reduced  by  dIspKtsals  made  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  directions  of  the  Presi- 
dent as  follows: 

"(1)  Donation,  sale,  or  other  disposition 
for  disaster  or  other  relief  purposes  outside 
the  United  States  pursuant  to  and  subject 
to  the  limlUtlons  of  title  II  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Trade  Development  and  Assistance 
Act  of  1954: 

"(2)  Bale  or  barter  (including  barter  for 
strategic  materials)  to  develop  new  or  ex- 
panded markets  for  American  agricultural 
commodities.  Including  but  not  limited  to 
dlsF>osltlon  pursuant  to  and  subject  to  the 
limitations  of  title  I  of  the  Agricultural 
Trade  Development  and  Assistance  Act  of 
1954: 

"(3)    Donation  to  school-lunch  programs; 

•■(4)  Transfer  to  the  national  stockpile  es- 
tablished pursuant  to  the  Act  of  June  7, 
1939,  MS  amended  (50  U.  8.  C.  9a-98h).  with- 
out reimbursement  from  funds  appropriated 
for  the  purposes  of  that  Act; 

"(5)  Donation,  sale,  or  other  disposition 
for  research,  experimental,  or  educational 
purposes: 

"(6)  Donation,  sale,  or  other  disposition 
for  disaster  relief  purposes  In  the  United 
States  or  to  meet  any  national  emergency 
declared  by  the  President;  and 

"(7)  Sale  for  unrestricted  use  to  meet  a 
need  for  increased  supplies  at  not  less  than 
105  per  centum  of  the  parity  price  In  the 
case  of  agricultural  commodities  and  a  price 
reflecting  105  f)er  centum  of  the  parity  price 
of  the  agricultural  commodity  In  the  case 
of  products  of  agricultural  commodities. 

"Tht  President  shall  prescribe  such  terms 
and  conditions  for  the  dlspossd  of  coounod- 
Itles  In  the  commodity  set-aside  as  be  deter- 
mines wlU  provide  adequate  safeguards 
•gainst  mterference  with  normal  marketings 
of  the  suppUes  of  such  commodities  outside 
the  conunodlty  set-aside.  Strategic  mate- 
rials acquired  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration under  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsec- 
tion shaU  be  transferred  to  the  national 
stockpUe  established  pursuant  to  the  Act  of 
JuiM  7, 1B39,  as  amended,  and  the  Commod- 


ity Credit  Corporation  shaU  be  reimbursed 
for  the  value  of  the  oommcxlities  bartered  for 
Buch  strategic  materials  from  funds  appro- 
priated pursuant  to  section  8  of  such  Act  of 
Jiuie  7.  1939.  as  amended.  For  the  purpose 
of  such  reimbursement,  the  value  of  any 
commodity  so  bartered  shall  be  the  lower  of 
the  domestic  market  price  or  the  CommcxUty 
Credit  Corporation's  mvestment  therem  m 
of  the  date  of  such  barter,  as  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

"(b)  The  quantity  of  any  oommodity  In 
the  commcxUty  set-aside  shaU  be  reduced  to 
the  extent  th&t  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration inventory  of  such  commodity  is 
reduced,  by  natural  or  other  cause  beyond, 
the  control  of  the  Corporation,  below  the 
quantity  then  charged  to  the  camnKXlity 
set-aside. 

"Sec.  104.  (a)  The  Ck»7>oratlon  shall  have 
authority  to  sell,  without  regard  to  section. 
103  (a)  (7)  hereof,  any  comnxxiity  covered 
by  the  ccwnmodity  set-aside  for  the  purpose 
of  rotating  stocks  or  oonsoUdatmg  mven- 
torles,  any  such  sale  to  be  offset  by  pxirchaae 
of  the  same  commodity  in  a  substantially 
equivalent  quantity  or  of  a  substantially 
equivalent  value. 

"(b)  Dispositions  piirsuant  to  this  tiUe 
sliall  not  be  subject  to  the  pricing  limita- 
tions of  section  407  of  the  Agricultural  Act 
of  1949.  as  amended. 

"Sec.  105.  The  quantity  of  any  conunodity 
in  the  commodity  set-aside  or  transferred 
from  the  set-aside  to  the  national  stockpUe 
established  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  June  7. 
1939,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  98-98h)  shall 
be  excluded  from  the  computation  of  'carry- 
over' for  the  purp>ose  of  determining  the  price 
support  level  for  such  commodity  under  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  and 
related  legislation,  but  shall  be  mcluded  in 
the  computation  of  total  supplies  for  pur- 
poses of  acreage  allotments  and  marketing 
quotas  under  the  Agrlcultiutil  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938.  as  amended,  and  related  legfkla- 
tlon.  Until  such  time  as  tbe  commodity  set- 
aside  has  been  completed,  such  quantity  of 
the  commodity  as  the  Secretary  shaU  deter- 
mine between  the  maximum  and  minimum 
quantities  specified  In  section  101  of  this  Act 
shall  be  excluded  from  tbe  computations  of 
'carryover'  for  the  purpose  of  determming 
the  price  support  level,  but  shaU  be  included 
m  the  computation  of  total  supplies  for  pur- 
poses of  acreage  allotments  and  marketing 
quotas,  for  the  1955  crop  of  the  commodity, 
notwithstanding  that  the  quantity  so  ex- 
cluded may  not  have  been  acquired  by  the 
Corporation  and  mcluded  m  the  conunodity 
set-aside. 

"Sbc.  106.  The  Commodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration shall  keep  such  records  and  accounts 
as  may  be  necessary  to  show,  for  each  com- 
modity set-aside,  the  initial  and  current 
composition,  value  (m  accordance  with  sec- 
tion 102),  current  Investment,  quantity  dis- 
posed of.  method  of  disposition,  and  amounts 
received  on  disposition. 

"Sec.  107.  In  order  to  make  payment  to  the 
Conunodity  Credit  Corporation  for  any  com- 
modities transferred  to  the  national  stock- 
pile pursuant  to  section  103  (a)  (4)  of  this 
Act.  there  are  hereby  authorised  to  be  ap- 
propriated amounts  equal  to  the  value  of 
any  commodities  so  transferred.  Tbe  value 
of  any  commodity  so  transferred,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  this  section,  shall  be  the  lower  ot  thm 
domestic  market  price  or  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation's  Investment  therem  »M 
of  the  date  of  transfer  to  the  stockpUe,  as 
determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

"TTTLX   n AMENDICXNTS    TO    ACXICm.TUaAL    ACT 

or    1949,  AS  AKEKDED,  AMD  KKLATBD  LBGIBLA- 
TION 

••SEC.  201.  (a)  Section  101  (d)  (6)  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949  is  amended  to  read 
as  foUows: 

"'(6)  Except  as  provided  m  subsection 
(c)  and  section  402.  the  level  of  cupport  to 
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eoopenton  shall  be  not  moi«  than  00  per 
centum  and  not  leaa  than  83^  per  centiim 
of  the  parity  price  for  the  1956  crop  of  any 
basic  agrlculttiral  commodity  with  respect 
to  which  producers  have  not  disapproved 
marketing  quotas;  within  such  limits,  the 
minimum  level  of  supports  shall  be  fixed  as 
provided  in  suheections  (a)  and  (b)  of  this 
section.' 

"(b)  Section  101  (d)  of  the  Agrlcultxural 
Act  of  1»49  (7  U.  8.  C.  sec.  1441  (d) )  Is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  paragraph: 

'"(7)  Where  a  State  la  designated  under 
section  3SS  (e)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  as  outside  the 
oonunerclal  wheat-producing  area  for  any 
crop  of  wheat,  the  level  of  price  support  for 
wheat  to  cooperators  in  such  State  for  such 
crop  of  wheat  shall  be  75  per  centum  of  the 
level  of  price  support  to  cooperators  in  the 
commercial  wheat-producing  area.' 

"Sac.  202.  Section  101  (f)  of  the  Agrlcul- 
txiral  Act  of  1949.  as  amended,  is  amended  by 
deleting  In  the  first  sentence  thereof  every- 
thing following  the  word  'except'  and  Insert- 
ing In  lieu  thereof  the  following:  that,  not- 
withstanding any  of  the  foregoing  provisions 
of  section  101  of  tbia  Act.  the  level  of  sup- 
port to  cooperators  for  the  1956  and  each 
subeequent  crop  of  extra  long  staple  cotton. 
If  producers  have  not  disapproved  marketing 
quotas  therefor,  shall  be  the  minimum  level 
specified  In  section  101  (b)  of  this  Act  for 
the  supply  percentage- for  extra  long  staple 
cotton  as  of  the  beginning  of  the  marketing 
year  for  the  crop.' 

'•ate.  203.  (a)  Section  201  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1949  (7  U.  S.  C.  1446) ,  as  amend- 
ed, is  amended  (1)  by  deleting  'Irish  pota- 
toes,' from  the  first  sentence  thereof,  and  (2) 
by  deleting  from  subsection  (b)  thereof 
•txmg  nuts,  honey,  and  early,  intermediate 
and  late  Irish  potatoes'  and  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  tung  nuts  and  honey.' 

"(b)  Section  S  of  the  Act  of  March  31,  1950 
(7  D.  8.  C.  1460) ,  as  amended  by  section  5  (a) 
of  Public  Law  290.  Eighty-third  Congress,  is 
repealed. 

"Sec.  204.  (a)  The  production  and  use  of 
abundant  supplies  of  high  quality  milk  and 
dairy  products  are  essential  to  the  health  and 
general  welfare  of  the  Nation;  a  dependable 
domestic  source  of  supply  of  these  foods  in 
the  form  of  high  grade  dairy  herds  and 
nuxlem,  sanitary  dairy  equipment  is  im- 
portant to  the  national  defense;  and  an 
economically  sound  dairy  Industry  affects 
beneficially  the  economy  of  the  country  as  a 
whole.  It  is  the  policy  of  Congress  to  assure 
a  stabilized  annual  production  of  adequate 
supplies  of  milk  and  dairy  products;  to  pro- 
mote the  Increased  use  of  these  essential 
foods;  to  improve  the  domestic  source  of 
supply  of  milk  and  butterfat  by  encotiraging 
dairy  farmers  to  develop  efficient  production 
units  consisting  of  high-grade,  disease-free 
cattle  and  modem  sanitary  equipment;  and 
to  stabilize  the  economy  of  dairy  farmers  at 
a  level  which  will  provide  a  fair  return  for 
their  labor  and  Investment  when  compared 
with  the  cost  of  things  that  farmers  buy. 

"(b)  Section  201  (c)  of  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"•(c)  The  price  of  whole  milk,  butterfat. 
and  the  products  of  such  commodities,  re- 
spectively, shall  be  supported  at  such  level 
not  In  excess  of  90  per  centum  nor  less  than 
75  per  centum  of  the  parity  price  therefor 
as  the  Secretary  determines  necessary  in 
order  to  assxire  an  adequate  supply.  Such 
price  support  shall  be  provided  through 
loans  on,  or  purchases  of.  mUk  and  the  prod- 
ucts of  milk  and  batterfat,  and  for  the  period 
ending  March  31. 1956.  surplus  stocks  of  dairy 
products  owned  by  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  may  be  disposed  of  by  any 
methods  determined  necessary  by  the  Secre- 
tary. Beginning  September  1.  1954,  and  end- 
ing June  30.  1956,  not  to  exceed  »5O,00O.0CO 
annuaUy  of  funds  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
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Corporation  shall  be  used  to  Increaie  the 
consiimption  of  fluid  milk  by  chlldiien  in 
non-profit  schools  of  high  school  grade  and 
Tinder.' 

"(c)  In  order  to  prevent  the  accumi^latlon 
of  excessive  inventories  of  dairy  produots  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  undertake  do- 
mestic disposal  programs  under  authorities 
granted  In  the  Agricultural  Adjustmett  Act 
of  1938  and  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949.  as 
amended,  or  as  otherwise  authorized  by  law. 
"(d)  Title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"  'Sec.  202.  As  a  means  of  increasing:  the 
utilization  of  dairy  products,  (including  lor 
purposes  of  this  section,  milk)  upon  the  cer- 
tification by  the  Administrator  of  Veterans' 
Affairs  or  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  act- 
ing for  the  military  departments  under  the 
Department  of  E>efense's  Single  Service  Pur- 
chase Assignment  for  Subsistence,  or  their 
duly  authorized  representatives  that  the 
visual  quantities  of  dairy  products  have  been 
purchased  In  the  normal  channels  of  trade — 
"'(a)  The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
until  December  31.  1956,  shall  make  available 
to  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  at 
warehouses  where  dairy  products  are  stored, 
such  dairy  products  acquired  under  price- 
support  programs  as  the  Administrator  cer- 
tifies that  he  requires  in  order  to  provide 
butter  and  cheese  and  other  dairy  products 
as  a  part  of  the  ration  In  hospitals  under  his 
jurisdiction.  The  Administrator  shall  re- 
port monthly  to  the  Committees  on  Agri- 
culture of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Hepre- 
sentatives  and  the  Secretary  of  Agrlcwlture 
the  amount  of  dali-y  products  used  Under 
this  subsection. 

"'(b)  The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
untU  December  31,  1956.  shall  make  avail- 
able to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  at  ware- 
houses where  dairy  products  are  stored,  such 
dairy  products  acquired  under  price-support 
programs  ar.  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  cr  his 
duly  authorized  representative  certifies  can 
be  utilized  in  order  to  provide  additional 
butter  and  cheese  and  other  dairy  products 
as  a  part  of  the  ration  of  the  Army,  Kavy. 
or  Air  Force,  and  as  a  part  of  the  ration  in 
hospitals  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  De- 
partment of  Defense.  The  Secretary  of  the 
Army  shall  report  every  six  months  to  the 
Committees  on  Agriculture  of  the  Senate 
and  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  the  amount  of  dairy 
products  used  under  this  subsection. 

"'(c)  Dairy  products  made  available  un- 
der this  section  shall  be  made  available 
without  charge,  except  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  or  the  Administrator  of  Vet- 
erans' Affairs  shall,  pay  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  the  costs  of  packaging 
Incurred  in  making  such  products  so  avail- 
able, 

"'(d)  The  obligation  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  make  dairy  products 
available  pursuant  to  the  above  shall  be 
limited  to  dairy  products  acquired  by  the 
Ck)rporatlon  through  price-support  opera- 
tions and  not  disposed  of  under  provisions 
(1)  and  (2)  of  section  416  of  this  Act,  as 
amended.' 

"(e)  As  a  means  of  stabilizing  the  dairy 
industry  and  further  suppressing  and  eradi- 
cating brucellosis  In  cattle  the  Secretary  Is 
authorized  to  transfer  not  to  exceed  HS.- 
000,000  annually  for  a  period  of  two  years 
from  funds  available  to  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corix)ratlon  to  the  approprlgtion 
item  'Plant  and  Animal  Disease  and  Pest 
Control'  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
Appropriation  Act,  1955,  for  the  purpose  of 
accelerating  the  brucellosis  eradication  pro- 
gram, for  the  purpose  of  Increasing  to  not 
to  exceed  f50  per  head  of  cattle  the  amount 
of  the  indemnities  paid  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment for  cattle  destroyed  because  of 
brucellosis  in  connection  with  cooperative 
control  and  eradication  programs   for  such 


disease  In  cattle  entered  Into  by  the  Secre- 
tary under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of  May 
29,  1884,  as  amended,  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
creasing the  number  of  such  indemnities, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  any  addi- 
tional administrative  expenses  in  connec- 
tion therewith.  There  Is  hereby  liuthorized 
to  be  appropriated  annually  8uc)|  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  to  reimburse  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  for  expenditures 
pursuant  to  this  section. 

"(f)  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Is  di- 
rected to  mal:e  a  study  of  the  various 
methods  of  production  control  and  of  the 
various  methods  of  price  support  which 
could  be  made  applicable  to  milk  and  but- 
terfat and  their  products.  Including  pro- 
grams to  be  operated  and  financed  by  dairy- 
men; and  to  submit  to  Congress  on  or  be- 
fore the  3d  day  of  January  1955,  a  detailed 
report  thereof  showing  among  other  things 
the  probable  costs  and  effects  of  each  type 
of  operation  studied  and  the  legiflption.  if 
any.  needed  to  put  It  into  effect.  The  pur- 
pose of  the  study  and  report  Is  to  develop 
ba.sic  material  which  can  be  used  by  Con- 
gress in  formulating  an  Improved  agricul- 
tural program  for  milk  and  butterfat  and 
their  products.  Alternative  prograims  are  to 
be  submitted  fir  consideration  by  Congress 
and  for  possiblr  submission  to  a  referendum 
of  dairy  farmers.  The  Secretary  may  con- 
duct such  hearings  and  receive  such  state- 
ments and  briefs  m  connection  With  such 
study  as   he  deems  appropriate. 

"Sec.  206.  Section  401  (c)  of  th«  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  IS'49,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
1421),  Is  amended  by  adding,  at  the  end 
thereof,  the  following:  'In  administering  any 
program  for  diverted  acres  the  Secretary  may 
make  his  regulations  applicable  on  an  appro- 
priate geographical  basis.  Such  regulations 
Ehall  be  administered  (1)  In  semlarld  or 
other  are.is  where  go<Jd  husbandry  requires 
maintenance  of  a  prudent  feed  reserve  In 
such  manner  as  to  permit,  to  tbe  extent 
so  required  by  uood  husbandry,  the  produc- 
tion of  forajje  crops  lor  storage  aad  subse- 
quent use  either  on  the  farm  or  iti  feeding 
operations  of  the  farm  operator,  and  (2)  in 
areas  declared  to  be  disaster  arens  by  the 
President  under  Public  Law  875,  Eighty-first 
Conere-.s,  in  such  manner  as  will  most 
quickly  restore  the  normal  pattern  of  their 
agriculture.' 

"Sec.  207.  Section  401  of  the  Acrtlcultural 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  add- 
ing thereto  the  following  new  subsection: 
"  '(e)  Whene\er  any  price  support  or  sur- 
plus removal  operation  for  any  agricultural 
commodity  is  carried  out  through  purcha.^tes 
from  or  loans  nr  payments  to  proceesors,  the 
Secretary  shall,  to  the  extent  practicable. 
obtain  from  the  processors  such  assurances 
as  he  f'eems  adrquate  that  the  producers  of 
the  f'ljricultura:  commodity  Involved  have 
received  or  will  receive  maximum  benefits 
from  the  price  support  or  surplus  removal 
operation." 

"Sec.  208.  Notwithstanding  the  provlolons 
of  section  407  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  or  of  any  other  law,  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  Is  authorized 
until  March  1,  1955.  to  sell  at  the  point  of 
storpee  any  feed  grain  owned  by  the  Corpora- 
tion at  10  per  centum  above  the  current 
support  nrice  for  the  commodity. 

"Sec.  209.  Sec  ion  408  (b)  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1949  (7  U.  S.  C,  sec.  1*28  (b)) 
is  amended  by  inserting  'or  wheat'  after 
'corn',  and  by  inserting  'or  wheat-producing* 
after  'corn-producing', 

"TITLE  III— AMENDMENTS  TO  ACRICTrLTtJRAL  AD- 
JUSTMENT ACT  or  J  938,  AND  RELATSD  LEGIS- 
LATION 

"Sec.  301.  SecMon  301  (a)  (1)  (E)  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  as 
amended  (U.  S.  C.  1952  edition,  title  7.'sec. 
1301(a)    (1)    (El  ).  Is  amended  as  follows: 

"•Sec.  301  (a)  (D  (E).  Notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  3Ubp,.ragrf.ph  (A) ,  tihe  tran- 
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sltlonal  parity  price  f  or  any  agricultural  com- 
modity, computed  a-s  provided  in  this  sub- 
paragraph, shall  be  used  as  the  parity  price 
for  such  commodity  until  such  date  after 
January  1,  1950,  as  luch  transitional  parity 
price  may  be  lower  than  the  parity  price. 
computed  as  provided  In  subparagraph  (A), 
for  such  commodity.  The  transitional  parity 
price  for  any  agrlcu  tural  commodity  as  of 
any  date  shall  be — - 

"'(1)  Its  parity  price  determined  in  the 
manner  used  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
the  Agricultural  Act  of  1948.  less 

"  '(11)  5  per  centum  of  the  parity  price  so 
determined  multiplied  by  the  number  of  full 
calendar  years  which,  as  of  such  date,  have 
elapsed  after  January  1.  1949,  In  the  case  of 
nonbasic  agricultural  commodities,  and  after 
January  1,  1955,  In  the  case  of  the  basic 
apricultural  commodities.' 

"Sec.  302.  Section  :M)1  (b)  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Adjustment  Act  of  1938.  as  amended  (7 
U.  S   C    1301   (b)).  is  amended: 

"(a)  By  striking  oi:t  In  paragraph  10  (A) 
the  language  "10  per  centum  in  the  case  of 
corn'  and  '15  per  cntum  In  the  case  of 
wheat'  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  '15  per 
centum  In  the  case  of  corn'  and  '20  per 
centum  In  the  case  o!  wheat',  respectively; 

•■(b)  By  amending  paragraph  (13)  (A)  to 
read  as  follows: 

"■(A)  "Normal  ylc'.d"  for  any  county.  In 
the  ca.se  of  corn  or  wheat,  shall  be  the  average 
yield  per  acre  of  corn  it  wheat  for  the  county 
during  the  ten  calendar  years  In  the  case 
of  wheat,  or  the  flvf  calendar  years  In  the 
case  of  corn,  Immcdl:  tcly  preceding  the  year 
in  which  .such  normal  yield  Is  determined, 
adjus'ed  for  abnorn.al  weather  conditions 
and.  In  the  case  of  wheat,  for  trends  In 
yield.";.  Such  normal  yield  per  acre  for  any 
county  need  be  redetermined  only  when  the 
actual  average  yield  for  the  ten  calendar 
years  in  the  case  of  Vhcat,  or  the  five  calen- 
dar years  in  the  cafe  of  corn,  immediately 
preredlnc;  the  calenc  ar  year  in  which  such 
yle:d  is  being  reconfl.lercd  differs  by  at  least 
5  per  centum  from  the  actual  average  yield 
for  the  ten  ycirs  in  t.'^e  case  of  wheat,  or  the 
five  years  in  the  case  of  corn,  upon  which  the 
existing  normal  yield  per  acre  for  the  county 
w:\.s  based  ';  and 

"(c)  By  amcndlnp  the  first  sentence  of 
paragraph  (13)  (El  t"  read  as  follows:  '  "Nor- 
mal yield"  for  any  ferm.  In  the  case  of  corn, 
wheat,  cotton,  or  pes  nuts,  shall  be  the  aver- 
age yield  per  acre  nf  corn,  wheat,  cotton, 
cr  peanuts,  as  the  cate  may  be,  for  the  farm, 
adju.sted  for  abnomal  weather  conditions 
rind.  In  the  case  of  whc.it,  but  not  In  the 
case  of  corn,  cotton  or  peanuts,  for  trends 
In  yields,  during  the  ten  calendar  years  in 
the  case  of  wheat,  .ind  five  calendar  years 
in  the  case  of  corn,  cotton,  or  peanuts.  Im- 
n.Pdiately  preceding  the  year  in  which  such 
normal  yield   is  detrrmlned." 

Srr.  303.  Part  II  of  subtitle  B  of  title 
III  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
3938.  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C  ,  ch.  35,  subch. 
II.  subtitle  B.  pt.  n)  Is  amended  by  striking 
out  the  deslgnatioii  'makketinc  quotas — 
rcHN'  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  words 

'ArREACE    ALLOTMENTS — CORN.' 

•  SEC.  304.  Sections  322  to  325,  inclusive  (7 
V.  S.  C.  1322  to  13:5),  and  section  3'26  (7 
U.  S.  C.  1326).  Insof  ir  as  It  Is  applicable  to 
corn,  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended,  are  hereby  repealed,  and 
section  327  thereof  (7  U.  S.  C.  1327),  is 
hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"  'Proclamation  of  commercial 
corn-prcducing  area 

"  'Sec.  327.  Not  later  than  February  1  of 
each  calendar  year,  the  Secretary  shall  ascer- 
tain and  proclaim  the  commercial  corn-pro- 
ducing area.' 

"Sec.  305.  The  first  sentence  of  section  328 
of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1328),  is  amended 
by  striking  out  the  word  'ten'  and  Inserting 
In    lieu   thereof    'Qve',    by   striking   out    the 


language  'and  trends  in  yield',  and  by  strik- 
ing out  the  word  'or'  and  Inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  'and  corn'. 

"Sec.  306.  Section  329  (a)  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended 
(7  U.  8.  C.  1329) .  is  amended  by  striking  out 
the  word  'ten'  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
'five'. 

"Sec.  307.  Section  332  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  tead  as  follows: 

••  "Sec.  332.  Not  later  than  May  15  of  each 
calendar  year  the  Secretary  shall  ascertain 
and  proclaim  the  national  acreage  allotment 
for  the  crop  of  wheat  produced  in  the  next 
Buceedlng  calendar  yefer.' 

"Sec.  308.  Section  334  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new 
subsection  as  follows: 

"'(f)  Any  part  of  any  1955  farrh  wheat 
acreage  allotment  on  which  wheat  will  not 
be  planted  and  which  Is  voluntarily  surren- 
dered to  the  county  committee  shall  b*  de- 
ducted fron>  the  allotment  to  such  farm  and 
may  be  reapportioned  by  the  county  com- 
mittee to  other  farms  In  the  same  county  re- 
ceiving allotments  in  amounts  determined 
by  the  county  committee  to  be  fair  and  rea- 
sonable on  the  basis  of  past  acreage  of  wheat 
tillable  acres,  crop  rotation  practices,  type 
of  soil,  and  topography.  If  all  of  the  allotted 
acreage  voluntarily  surrendered  Is  not 
needed  In  the  county,  the  county  committee 
may  surrender  the  excess  acreage  to  the  State 
committee  to  be  used  for  the  same  purposes 
as  the  State  acreage  re.serve  under  subsec- 
tion (c)  of  this  section.  Any  allotment 
tran.sferred  under  this  provision  shall  be  re- 
garded for  the  purposes  of  subsection  (c)  of 
this  section  as  having  been  planted  on  the 
farm  from  which  transferred  rather  than  on 
the  farm  to  which  transferred,  except  that 
this  shall  not  operate  to  make  the  farm  from 
which  the  allotment  was  transferred  eligible 
for  an  allotment  as  having  wheat  planted 
thereon  during  the  three-year  base  period: 
Prorxded.  That  notwithstanding  any  other 
provisions  of  law,  any  part  of  any  1955  farm 
acreage  allotment  may  be  permanently  re- 
leased in  writing  to  the  county  committee  by 
the  owner  and  operator  of  the  farm,  and  re- 
apportioned as  provided  herein.  Acreage 
B\irrendered,  reapportioned  under  this  sub- 
section, and  planted  shall  be  credited  to  the 
State  and  county  In  determining  future  acre- 
age allotments.' 

"Sec  309.  Section  335  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended.  Is 
amended — 

"(a)  by  striking  out  of  subsection  (a) 
'July  1'  following  the  words  'not  later  than' 
and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  'May  15';  and 

"(b)  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing new  subsection: 

"  '(0)  If,  for  any  marketing  year,  the  acre- 
age allotment  for  wheat  for  any  State  is 
twenty-five  thousand  acres  or  less,  the  Sec- 
retary, in  order  to  promote  efficient  adminis- 
tration of  this  Act  and  the  Agricultural  Act 
of  1949.  may  designate  such  State  as  outside 
the  commercial  wheat-producing  area  lor 
such  marketing  year.  No  farm  marketing 
quota  or  acreage  allotment  with  respect  to 
wheat  under  this  title  shall  be  applicable  In 
such  marketing  year  to  any  farm  In  any 
State  so  designated;  and  no  acreage  allot- 
ment In  any  other  State  shall  be  Increased 
by  reason  of  such  designation.  Notice  of  any 
such  designation  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.' 

"Bbc.  310.  (a)  Section  344  (f)  (6)  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  changing  the  first 
sentence  to  read  as  follows: 

"  "(6)  Notwithstanding  tbe  foregoing  pro- 
visions of  this  subsection  except  paragraph 
(3),  if  the  county  committee  recommends 
such  action  and  the  Secretary  determines 
that  such  action  will  result  in  a  more  equita- 
ble distribution  of  the  county  allotment 
among  farms  in  tbe  county,  tbe  county  acre- 


age allotment,  less  tbe  acreage  reserved  under 
paragraph  (3)  of  this  subsection,  shall  be 
apportioned  to  farms  <m  which  cotton  haa 
been  planted  In  any  one  of  the  three  years 
Immediately  ptrecedlng  the  year  for  which 
such  allotment  is  determined,  on  the  basis 
of  the  acreage  planted  to  cotton  on  the  farm 
during  such  three-year  period,  adjusted  s« 
may  be  necessary  for  abnormal  conditions 
affecting  plantings  during  such  three-yeax 
period:  Provided,  That  the  county  commit- 
tee may  in  its  discretion  (A)  apportion  such 
county  allotment  by  first  establishing  mini- 
mum allotments  in  accordance  with  para- 
graph (1)  of  this  subsection  and  by  allot- 
Ing  the  remaining  acreage  to  farms  other 
than  those  receiving  an  allothient  under 
paragraph  (1)  (B)  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  provisions  of  this  paragraph  and 
(B)  limit  any  farm  acreage  allotment  estab- 
lished under  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph 
for  any  year  to  an  acreage  not  in  excess  of 
50  per  centum  of  the  cropland  on  the 
farm,  as  determined  pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  paragraph  (2)  of  this  sub- 
section: Proridcd  further.  That  any  part  of 
the  county  acreage  allotment  not  appor- 
tioned under  this  paragraph  by  reason  of  the 
initial  application  of  such  50  per  centvmi 
limitation  shall  be  added  to  the  county 
acreage  rpserve  under  paragraph  (3)  of  this 
subsectl'on  and  shall  be  available  for  the  pur- 
poses specified  therein. 

"(b)  Section  344  (m)  (2)  of  the  Asricul- 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended, 
is  amended  by  striking  out  '1954  or  1955' 
Wherever  they  appear  therein. 

"Sec.  311.  (a)  Section  348  of  the  A^l- 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amend- 
ed, is  amended  effective  with  the  1955  crops 
to  read  as  follows: 

"  "Sec.  348.  (a)  Any  person  who  know- 
ingly harvests  any  basic  agricultural  com- 
modity on  his  farm  which  has  been  deter- 
mined by  the  Secretary  to  be  in  excess  of 
the  farm  acreage  allotment  for  such  com- 
modity for  the  farm  for  such  year  under  this 
title  shall  not  be  eligible  for  any  payment 
lor  such  year  under  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act.  as  amended. 

"'(b)  Persons  applying  for  any  payment 
of  money  under  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  shall 
flic  with  the  application  a  statement  of  facts 
showing  eligibility  under  this  section." 

"(b)  Section  374  of  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  is  amend- 
ed by  striking  out  the  last  sentence  of  sub- 
seriion  (b)  thereof  and  adding  the  follow- 
ing new  subsection: 

"'(c)  If  the  acreage  determined  to  be 
planted  to  any  basic  agricultural  commodity 
on  the  farm  is  in  excess  of  the  farm  acreage 
allotment,  tbe  Secretary  shall  by  impropri- 
ate regulations  provide  for  a  reasonable  time 
prior  to  harvest  within  which  such  planted 
acreage  may  be  adjusted  to  the  farm  acre- 
age allotment.' 

"Sec.  312.  Section  371  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  1371),  is  hereby  amended: 

"(a)  By  amending  subsection  (b)  to  read 
as  follows: 

•■  '(b)  If  the  Secretary  has  reason  to  be- 
lieve that,  because  of  a  national  emergency 
or  because  of  a  material  increase  in  export 
demand,  any  national  acreage  allotment  for 
corn  or  any  national  marketing  quota  or 
acreage  allotment  for  wheat,  cotton,  rice, 
peanuts,  or  tobacco  should  be  increased  or 
terminated,  he  shall  cause  an  immediate  in- 
vestigation to  be  made  to  determine  whether 
the  Increase  or  termination  is  necessary  in 
order  to  effect  the  declared  policy  of  this  Act 
or  to  meet  such  emergency  or  Increase  in 
export  demand.  If,  on  the  basis  of  such 
Investigation,  the  Secretary  finds  that  such 
increase  or  termination  is  necessary,  he  shall 
immediately  proclaim  such  finding  (and  if 
he  finds  an  increase  is  necessary,  the  amount 
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of  tba  Inereaae  found  by  him  to  be  neces- 
sary) sad  thereupon  such  quota  or  allot- 
xnent  sball  be  Increased,  or  snail  terminate, 
as  tne  case  may  be.* 

**(b)  By  adding  In  subsection  (e)  after 
the  words  "marketing  quota',  wherever  they 
appear  therein,  the  wtK'ds  'or  acreage  allot- 
ment', and 

"(c)  By  deleting  subsection  (d)  there- 
from. 

"Sac.  318.  Public  Ijaw  74.  Seventy-seventh 
Congress  (7  U.  8.  C.  1330,  1340) .  as  amended, 
shall  not  be  applicable  to  com. 

"Sac.  814.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro- 
vision of  law.  In  areas  where  a  simuner  fallow 
crop  rotation  of  wheat  Is  a  common  practice 
the   1956  wheat  acreage  allotment   for   any 
farm  on  which  such  rotation  was  practiced 
with  respect  to  the  1952  and  1953  crops  of 
wheat  shall  not  be  le^  than  50  per  centimi 
of  (1)  the  average  acreage  planted  for  the 
production  of  wheat  for  the  calendar  years 
1952  and  1953  plus   (2)    the  average  of  the 
acreage  summer  fallowed  during  the  calendar 
year  1951  for  the  seeding  of  wheat  for  1952 
and  the  acreage  simuner  fallowed  during  the 
calendar    year   of    1952    for    the    seeding    of 
wheat  for  1953.  adjusted  in  the  same  ratio 
as  the  national  average  seedings  for  the  pro- 
duction of  wheat  during  the  calendar  years 
1952  and  1953  bears  to  the  national-  acreage 
allotment  for  wheat  for  the  1955  crop,  taking 
into  consideration  the  adjustments  made  for 
crop  rotation  practices  pursuant  to  the  regu- 
lations   pertaining    to    farm   acreage   allot- 
ments for  the  1955  crop  of  wheat  Issued  by 
the   Secretary:    Provided,   That,   except   for 
farms  on  which  at  least  90  per  centum  of  the 
acreage  seeded  for  the  production  of  wheat 
for  the  calendar  years   1952  and   1953  was 
seeded  on  land  which  was  summer  fallowed 
during  the  years  1951  and  1952,  respectively, 
and  for  which  a  definite  and  regular  alter- 
nate wheat  and  sununer  fallow  crop  rota- 
tion practice  has  been  determined  under  the 
aforesaid  regulations,  the  acreage  determined 
under  this  section  to  which  the  national  ad- 
Jxutment  factor  1b  applied  shall  not  exceed 
60  per  centiun  of  the  cropland  on  the  farm 
well   suited   for   the   production   of  wheat: 
Provided  further.  That  no  acreage  shall  be 
Included  under   (1)   or   (2)   which  the  Sec- 
retary, by  appropriate  regulations,  determines 
will  become  an  undue  erosion  hazard  under 
continued  farming:   Provided  further,  That 
the  acreage  determined  vmder  this  section 
to  which  the  national  adjustment  factor  is 
applied  shall  not  exceed  640  acres,  with  the 
acres  in  excess  of  640  acres.  If  any,  to  be 
adjusted  by  the  adjustment  factor  for  the 
^.coimty.     To  the  extent  that  the  allotment 
^-  to  any  coiuty  is  insufficient  to  provide  for 
such  minlmimi  farm  allotments,  the  Secre- 
tary shall  allot  such  county  such  additional 
acreage  (which  shall  be  In  addition  to  the 
county.  State,  and  National  acreage  allot- 
ments   otherwise    provided    for    under    the 
Agrlcultiu-al    Adjustment    Act    of    1938,    as 
amended)   as  may  be  necessary  in  order  to 
provide  for  such  minimum  farm  allotments. 
"Sjbc.  315.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is 
directed  to  make  a  study  of  the  various  two- 
price  systems  of  price  support  and  market- 
ing which  could  be  made  applicable  to  rice 
and  to  submit  to  Congress  on  or  before  March 
y  J.  1956.  a  detailed  report  thereon.    The  Sec- 
retary niay  conduct  such  hearings  and  re- 
ceive such  statements  and  briefs  in  connec- 
tion with  such  study  as  he  deems  appro- 
priate. 

"xrnJE  IV — AICXNDMXNTS  TO  AORICULTOHAI. 
MAKKKTIMO  AOaKXMENT  ACT  OF   1937 

"Sk;.  401.  The  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  (of  1933).  as  amended,  and  as  reenacted 
and  amended  by  the  Agricultiu-al  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937.  as  amended,  is  fur- 
ther amended  as  follows: 

"ta)  Section  2,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C, 
602),  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection: 

•"(4)  Through  the  exercise  of  the  powers 
conferred  upon  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 


under  this  title,  to  establish  and  maintain 
such  orderly  marketing  conditions  iqr  any 
agriculturtil  conunodity  enumerated  in  sec- 
tion 8c  (2)  as  will  provide,  In  the  Interests 
of  producers  and  consumers,  an  orderly  flow 
of  thr  supply  thereof  to  market  throughout 
Its  normal  marketing  season  to  avoid  un- 
reasonable fluctuations  in  supplies  and 
prices.' 

"(b)  Section  8c  (2).  as  amended  (7  TJ.  S.  C. 
608c  (2)),  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"'(2)  Orders  Issued  pursuant  to  this  sec- 
tion sball  be  applicable  only  to  the  following 
agricultural  commodities  and  the  products 
thereof  (e:tcept  canned  or  frozen  prapcfrult, 
the  products  of  naval  stores,  and  the  prod- 
ucts of  honeybees),  or  to  any  regional,  or 
market  clessiflcatlon  of  any  such  commodity 
or  produc';:  Milk,  fruits  (including  filberts, 
almonds,  pecans  and  walnuts  but  not  in- 
cluding apples,  other  than  apples  prcxluced 
in  the  States  of  Washington.  Oregoa.  and 
Idaho,  and  not  including  fruits,  other  than 
olives  and.  grapefruit,  for  canning  or  freez- 
ing) ,  tobacco,  vegetables  (not  including  vege- 
tables, other  than  asparagus,  for  canning  or 
freezing),  soybeans,  hops,  honeybees  and 
naval  stores  as  included  in  the  Naval  Stores 
Act  and  standards  established  thereunder 
(including  refined  or  partially  refined  oleo- 
resin):  Provided,  That  no  order  issued  pur- 
suant to  this  section  shall  be  effectivef  as  to 
any  grapefruit  for  canning  or  freezing  unless 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  determines,  in 
addition  to  other  findings  and  determina- 
tions required  by  this  Act,  that  the  issuance 
of  such  order  is  approved  or  favored  tty  the 
processors  who,  during  a  representative  pe- 
riod determined  by  the  Secretary,  hav«  been 
engaged  In  canning  or  freezing  such  com- 
modity for  market  and  have  canned  or  frozen 
for  market  more  than  50  per  centum  Of  the 
total  volurae  of  such  commodity  canned  or 
frozen  for  market  during  such  representative 
period.' 

"(c)  Section  8c  (6).  as  amended  (7  U.  S  C 
608c  (6)),  Is  amended: 

"(1)  By  deleting  the  provisions  Immedi- 
ately preceding  paragraph  (A)  thereof  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

"  '(6)  In  the  case  of  the  agricultural  com- 
modities and  the  products  thereof,  other 
than  milk  and  Its  products,  specified  in  sub- 
section (2)  orders  Issued  pursuant  to  this 
section  shall  contain  one  or  more  of  the  fol- 
lowing terms  and  conditions,  and  (except  as 
provided  In  subsection  (7) ),  no  others:" 

"(2)  By  adding  the  following  new  para- 
graphs at  the  end  thereof: 

"'(H)  providing  a  method  for  fixing  the 
size,  capacity,  weight,  dimensions,  or  pack 
of  the  container,  or  containers,  which  may  be 
used  in  the  packaging,  transportation,  sale, 
shipment,  or  handling  of  any  fresh  or  dried 
fruits,  vegetables,  or  tree  nuts:  Protided. 
however.  That  no  action  taken  hereunder 
shall  conflict  with  the  Standard  Containers 
Act  of  1916  (15  U.  S.  C.  251-256)  and  the 
Standard  Containers  Act  of  1928  (15  U  S  C 
257-2571);  .    '     ' 

"'(I)  establishing  or  providing  for  the 
establishment  of  marketing  research  and 
development  projects  designed  to  assist,  im- 
prove, or  promote  the  marketing,  distribu- 
tlon,  and  consimiptlon  of  any  such  conunod- 
ity or  product,  the  expense  of  such  projects  to 
be  paid  from  funds  collected  pursuant  to 
the  marketing  order.' 

"(d)  Section  8c  (7)  (C),  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof:  'There  shall  be 
included  in  the  membership  of  any  agency 
selected  to  administer  a  marketing  order 
applicable  to  grapefruit  for  canning  or  freez- 
ing one  or  more  representatives  of  proceesors 
of  the  commodity  specified  in  such  order." 

"(e)  Section  8  as  amended,  is  further 
amended  ^y  adding  a  new  section  8e  reading 
as  follows:  * 

"  '8e.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law,  whenever  a  marketing  order  issued  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 8c  of  this  Act  contains  any  terras  or 
conditions  regulating  the  grade,  size,  quality 


or  maturity  of  tomatoes,  avocados.  limes, 
grapefruit,  green  peppers,  Irish  potatoes,  cu- 
cumbers, or  eggplants  produced  in  the  United 
States  the  importation  Into  the  United 
States  of  any  such  commodity  during  the 
period  of  time  such  order  Is  In  effett  shall  be 
prohibited  unless  it  complies  with  the  grade, 
size,  quality,  and  maturity  provisions  of 
such  order  or  comparable  restrictions  pro- 
mulgated hereunder:  Provided,  That  this 
prohibition  shall  not  apply  to  such  com- 
modities when  shipped  Into  continental 
United  States  from  the  Commoniwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico  or  any  Territory  cr  possession  of 
the  United  States  where  this  Act  has  force 
and  effec* ;  Provided  further.  That  whenever 
two  or  more  such  marketing  orders  regulat- 
ing the  same  agricultural  commodity  pro- 
duced In  different  areas  of  the  Untted  States 
are  concurremly  in  effect,  the  importation 
into  the  United  States  of  any  auch  com- 
modity shall  be  prohibited  unless  it  complies 
with  the  grade,  size,  quality,  and  maturity 
provisions  of  tlie  order  which,  as  determined 
by  the  Secretaiy  of  Agriculture,  regulates 
the  commodity  produced  in  the  area  with 
which  the  imported  commodity  1$  in  most 
direct  competition.  Such  prohibDtlon  shall 
not  becrme  efiective  until  after  the  giving 
of  such  notice  as  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
determines  reasonable,  which  shall  not  be 
less  th.in  three  days.  In  detertrUning  the 
amount  of  notice  that  is  reasonable  In  the 
case  ol  :omators  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
shall  give  due  consideration  to  the  time  re- 
quired f  >r  thf'lr  transportation  and  entry 
into  the  United  States  after  plckinj.  When- 
ever the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  finds  that 
the  application  of  tlie  restrictions  under  a 
marketing  order  to  an  Imported  commodity 
is  not  practlcj;ble  because  of  variations  la 
characteristics  between  the  domestic  and  Im- 
ported commrxiity  he  shall  estaljU^h  with 
rc.-pect  to  the  imported  commodity  such 
grade,  slz?,  qua;ity.  and  maturity  restrictions 
by  varieties,  types,  or  other  classifications  as 
he  finds  will  be  equivalent  or  comparable  to 
those  imposed  upon  the  domestic  commodity 
under  such  cn'^r.  The  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture may  prr  mulc;ate  such  rules  and  regu- 
lations as  he  deems  necessary,  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  this  section.  A»y  person 
who  violates  any  provision  of  this  section 
or  of  any  rule,  regulation,  or  order  promul- 
gated hereunder  shall  be  subject  to  a  for- 
feiture In  the  nmount  prescribed  In  section 
8a  (5)  or.  upon  conviction,  a  penalty  In  the 
amjunt  prescribed  in  section  8c  (14)  of  the 
Act,  or  to  both  such  forfeiture  and  penalty.* 

"TITLE    V AMKNdMeVTS    TO   SOIL   CONSEBVATION 

AND  DOfciesTIC  ALLOTMENT  ACTT 

"Sec.  501.  Section  8  of  the  Soil  Con.serv<»- 
tlon  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act.  as  amended 
( 16  U.  S  C  590h ) .  is  amended : 

"(a)  By  striking  out  of  subsection  ^a) 
•January  1.  1955"  and  December  31.  1964'. 
wherever  they  appear  therein,  and  In-^-ertlng 
In  lieu  thereof  'January  1.  1957"  and  "De- 
cember 31,  1956"  respectively; 

"(b)  By  adding  at  the  end  of  subsection 
(a)    the  following: 

"  During  the  period  prior  to  January  1. 
1937.  the  Secretary  shall  carry  out  the  pur- 
poses specified  in  section  7(a)  thronzh  State 
action  as  rapidly  as  adequate  State  laws  are 
enacted  and  satisfactory  State  plans  are 
submitted.  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing 
provisions  of  this  section  and  section  7,  the 
provisions  of  this  section  with  respect  to 
the  State,  county,  and  local  committees  of 
farmers  .shall  continue  In  full  force  and  effect 
for  purposes  other  than  the  administration 
of  State  plans."; 

"(c)  By  striking  out  of  the  second  para- 
graph of  subsection  (b)  the  language  "at 
not  to  exceed  a  fair  price  fixed  In  accordance 
with  regulatloni5  to  be  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary"  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of 
such  paragraph  the  following  new  sentence: 
'The  price  at  which  purchase  orders  for  any 
conservation  materials  or  services  are  flUed 
may  be  limited  to  a  fair  price  fixed  in  accord- 
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ance  with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Sec- 
retary." 

'Sec.  602.  Section  15  of  the  Soil  Conserva- 
tion and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended 
(16  U.  S.  C.  590o),  Is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  provi- 
sions of  this  section  a  id  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 7(g).  programs  cf  soil  building  practices 
and  soil-  and  water-ct  nserving  practices  shall 
be  based  on  a  distribution  of  the  funds  avail- 
able for  payments  tnd  granU  among  the 
several  States  In  acct  rdance  with  their  con- 
servation needs,  as  di  termined  by  the  Secre- 
tary, except  that  the  proportion  allocated 
to  any  Slate  shall  not  be  reduced  by  more 
than  15  per  centum  Jrom  the  distribution  of 
such  funds  for  the  next  preceding  program 
year  In  carrying  out  such  programs,  the 
Secretary  shall  give  particular  consideration 
to  conservation  prob  ems  on  farm  lands  di- 
verted from  crops  u  ider  acreage  allotment 
proKrams.  and  to  the  maintenance  of  a  proper 
balance  between  6o;l  conserving  and  soil 
depleting  crops  on  tlie  farm." 

■  Sec  503.  Tothing  contained  In  section  8 
(bi  of  the  Soil  Comervatlon  and  Domestic 
AlU'tment  Act.  as  an  ended,  or  In  any  other 
provision  of  law.  shsll  be  construed  to  au- 
thorize the  Secrelarj  of  Agriculture  to  Im- 
po.se  any  limitations  upon  the  number  of 
terms  for  which  me  nbers  of  county  com- 
mittees esta.jlished  under  such  section  may 
be  reelected. 

"TrrLE  VI — AGEICtn-TtJIUL  ATTACHtS 

"Srr  601  For  the  ourpose  of  encouratrlng 
and  promoting  the  m  irketing  of  agricultural 
products  of  the  United  States  and  assisting 
American  farmers,  jrocessors.  distributors. 
.*nd  exporters  to  adjv  st  their  op>eratlor\s  and 
practices  to  meet  wo:ld  conditions,  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  shall  acquire  Informa- 
tion regarding  the  ccmpetltion  and  demand 
for  United  States  agricultural  products,  the 
marketing  and  distribution  of  .said  products 
in  foreign  countries  i.nd  sball  be  responsible 
for  the  lnterpretatlo:i  and  dissemination  of 
such  Information  in  the  United  States  and 
shall  make  Investigations  abroad  regarding 
the  factors  affecting  .ind  Influencing  the  ex- 
port of  United  States  agricultural  products, 
and  shall  conduct  abroad  any  other  activities 
including  the  demo  istration  of  standards 
of  quality  for  American  agricultural  prod- 
ucts for  which  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture now  has  or  in  the  future  may  have  such 
standards,  as  he  deems  necessary.  Nothing 
contained  herein  shall  be  construed  as  pro- 
hibiting the  Department  of  Agriculture  from 
conducting  abroad  f.ny  activity  for  which 
authority  now  exists. 

"Sec  602._(a)  To  effectuate  the  carrying 
out  of  the  purpoees  of  this  title,  the  Secre- 
t.iry  of  Agriculture  I*  authorized  to  appoint 
fcuch  personnel  as  he  determines  to  be  neces- 
sary and.  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  to  ast  ign  such  personnel  to 
service  abroad,  and  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture may  place  not  to  exceed  eight  positions 
In  grade  16  and  two  :n  grade  17  of  the  Gen- 
eral Schedule  of  th"  Classification  Act  of 
1949.  as  amended.  In  accordance  with  the 
standards  and  proce lures  of  that  Act  and 
such  positions  shall  be  in  addition  to  the 
number  auihorized  .n  section  505  of  that 
Act. 

"(b)  Officers  or  employees  assigned  or  ap- 
pointed to  a  post  abroad  pursuant  to  this 
title  shall  have  the  designation  of  Agricul- 
tural Attach^  or  other  titles  or  designations, 
which  shall  be  JointU  agreed  to  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

■■  ( c )  Upon  the  req  aest  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  the  Se.:retary  of  State  shall 
regularly  and  official  y  attach  the  officers  or 
employees  of  the  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture  to  thi-  diplomatic  mission  of 
the  United  States  ir.  the  country  In  which 
such  officers  or  employees  are  to  be  assigned 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  shall 
obtain  for  them  diplomatic  privileges  and 
Inununltles  equivalent  to  those  enjoyed  by 


Foreign  Service  personnel  of  comparable  rank 
and  salary. 

"(d)  The  President  shall  prescribe  regiila- 
tions  to  Insure  that  the  official  activities  of 
persons  assigned  abroad  under  this  title  are 
carried  on  ( 1 )  consonant  with  United  States 
foreign  policy  objectives  as  defined  by  the 
Secretary  of  State;  (2)  In  accordance  with  In- 
structions of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
with  respect  to  agricultural  matters;  and  (3) 
In  coordination  with  other  representatives  of 
the  United  States  Government  In  each  coun- 
try, under  the  leadership  of  the  Chief  of  the 
United  States  Diplomatic  Mission. 

•"Sec.  603.  The  Secretary  of  Agrlcultttre 
may.  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  President  or  his  desig- 
nee, provide  to  personnel  appointed  or  as- 
signed by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  under 
this  title  or  other  authority  allowances  and 
benefits  similar  to  those  provided  by  title  IX 
of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946.  Leaves 
of  absence  for  personnel  under  this  title 
shall  be  on  the  same  basis  as  Is  provided  for 
the  Foreign  Service  of  the  United  States  by 
the  Annual  and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951  (5) 
U.  S    C.  2061 ) . 

"Sec.  604.  (a)  The  reports  and  dispatches 
prepared  by  the  officers  appointed  or  assigned 
under  this  title  shall  be  made  available  to  the 
Department  of  State,  and  may  be  made  avail- 
able to  other  interested  agencies  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  the  agricultural  reports  and 
dispatches  and  related  Information  pro- 
duced by  officers  of  the  Foreign  Service  shall 
be  available  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

""(b)  The  Secretary  of  State  Is  authorized 
upon  request  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
to  provide  office  space,  equipment,  facilities, 
and  such  other  administrative  and  clerical 
services  as  may  be  required  for  the  personnel 
affected  by  this  title.  The  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture Is  authorized  to  reimburse  or  ad- 
vance funds  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
such  services. 

•"Sec.  605.  Provisions  In  annual  appropri- 
ation Acts  of  the  Department  of  State  facili- 
tating the  work  of  the  Foreign  Service  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  applicable  under  rules 
and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President 
or  his  designee  to  activities  pursuant  to  this 
title. 

"Sec.  606.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
may  make  rules  and  regulations  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  title  and 
may  cooperate  with  any  Department  or  agen- 
cy of  the  United  States  Government,  State, 
Territory,  or  possession  or  any  organization 
or  person.  In  any  foreign  country  where  cus- 
tom or  practice  requires  payment  in  advance 
for  rent  or  other  service,  such  payment  may 
be  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

"Sfc.  607.  (a)  For  the  fiscal  year  1955  so 
much  of  the  Department  of  State  and  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  unexpended  balances 
of  appropriations,  allocations,  and  other 
funds  employed,  held.  used,  available,  or  to 
be  made  available,  in  connection  with  the 
functions  covered  by  this  title  as  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  or  the  Congress 
by  appropriation  or  other  law  shall  determine 
shall  be  transferred  to  or  established  In  ac- 
counts under  the  control  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  and  there  are  hereby  author- 
ized to  be  established  such  additional  ac- 
counts as  may  be  necessary  for  this  purpose. 

'"(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  to  the  Dejmrtment  of  Agricul- 
ture such  amounts  as  may  be  necessary  for 
the  purpose  of  this  title. 

"(C)  l-or  the  fiscal  year  1955  funds  which 
become  available  for  the  purposes  of  this 
title  may  be  expended  under  the  provisions 
of  law.  including  current  appropriation  Acts, 
applicable  to  the  Department  of  State:  Pro- 
vided. That  the  provisions  of  section  571  (d) 
of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946.  as 
amended,  with  respect  to  the  source  of  pay- 
ment for  Foreign  Service  officers  and  em- 
ployees shall  not  apply  to  personnel  employed 
under  this  title.  Obligations  incurred  by  the 
Department  of  State  prior  to  September  1, 


1954,  with  respect  to  functions  affected  by 
thlB  Act.  shall  be  paid  from  appropriations 
available  to  the  Department  of  State. 

"Sec.  608.  Nothing  in  this  title  shall  be 
construed  to  affect  personnel  employed  by 
or  funds  available  to  the  Foreign  Operations 
Administration  or  programs  conducted  under 
Its  authorities. 

"Tm.E    Vn NATIONAL    WOOL    ACT    Of     1SS4 

"Sec.  701.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the 
'National  Wool  Act  of  1954.' 

•"Sec.  702.  It  is  hereby  recognized  that  wool 
Is  an  essential  and  strategic  commodity 
which  is  not  produced  in  quantities  and 
grades  In  the  United  States  to  meet  the 
domestic  needs  and  that  the  desired  domes- 
tic production  of  wool  is  Impaired  by  the 
depressing  effect'  of  wide  fluctuations  in  the 
price  of  wool  in  the  world  markets.  It  Is 
hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  Congress, 
as  a  measure  of  national  security  and  in  pro- 
motion of  the  general  economic  welfare,  to 
encourage  the  annual  domestic  production 
of  approximately  three  hundred  million 
pounds  of  shorn  wool,  grease  basis,  at  prices 
fair  to  both  producers  and  constimers  in  a 
manner  which  will  have  the  least  adverse 
effects  upon  foreign  trade. 

"EEC.  703.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall, 
through  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation, 
support  the  prices  of  wool  and  mohair,  re- 
spectively, to  the  producers  thereof  by  means 
of  loans,  purchases,  payments,  or  other  oper- 
ations. Such  price  support  shall  be  limited 
to  wool  and  mohair  marketed  during  the  pe- 
riod beginning  April  1,  1955,  and  ending 
March  31.  1959.  The  support  price  for  shorn 
wool  shall  be  at  such  incentive  level  as  the 
Secretary,  after  consultation  with  producer 
representatives,  and  after  tf^lng  Into  con- 
sideration prices  paid  and  other  cost  condi- 
tions affecting  sheep  production,  determines 
to  be  necessary  In  order  to  encourage  an  an- 
nual production  consistent  with  the  declared 
policy  of  this  title:  Proridcd,  That  the  sup- 
port price  for  shorn  wool  shall  not  exceed 
110  per  centum  of  the  parity  price  therefor. 
If  the  support  price  so  determined  does  not 
exceed  90  per  centum  of  the  parity  price  for 
shorn  wool,  the  support  price  for  shorn  wool 
shall  be  at  such  lev^l,  not  In  excess  of  90 
per  centum  nor  less  than  60  per  centum  of 
the  parity  price  therefor,  as  the  Secretary 
determines  necessary  in  order  to  encotirage 
an  annual  production  of  approximately  three 
hundred  and  sixty  million  pounds  of  shorn 
wool.  The  support  prices  for  pulled  wool  and 
for  mohair  shall  be  established  at  such  levels, 
in  relationship  to  the  support  price  for  shorn 
wool,  as  the  SecretarjK^ determines  will  main- 
tain normal  marketing  practices  for  pulled 
wool,  and  as  the  Secretary  shall  determine  is 
necessary  to  maintain  approximately  the 
same  percentage  of  parity  for  mohair  as  for 
shorn  wool.  The  deviation  of  mohair  support 
prices  shall  not  be  calculated  so  as  to  cause 
it  to  rise  or  fall  more  than  15  per  centum 
above  or  below  the  comparable  percentage 
of  parity  at  which  shorn  wool  Is  supported. 
Notwithstanding  the  foregoing,  no  price  sup- 
port shall  be  made  available,  other  than 
through  payments,  at  a  level  in  excess  of  90 
per  centum  of  the  parity  price  for  the  com- 
modity. The  Secretary  shall,  to  the  extent 
practicable,  announce  the  support  price  levels 
for  wool  and  mohair  sufficiently  In  advance 
of  each  marketing  year  as  will  permit  pro- 
ducers to  plan  their  production  for  such 
marketing  year. 

•"Sec.  704.  If  payments  are  utilized  as  a 
means  of  price  support,  the  payments  shall 
be  such  as  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  de- 
termines to  be  sufficient,  when  added  to  the 
national  average  price  received  by  producers, 
to  give  producers  a  national  average  return 
for  the  commodity  equal  to  the  support  price 
level  therefor:  Prorided,  That  the  total  of 
all  such  payments  made  under  this  Act  shall 
not  at  any  time  exceed  an  amount  equal  to 
70  per  centum  of  the  accumulated  totals,  as 
of  the  same  date,  of  the  gross  receipts  from 
specific  duties  (whether  or  not  sucli  specific 
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duties  are  parts  of  compound  rates)  col- 
lected on  and  after  January  1,  1953,  on  all 
articles  subject  to  duty  under  schedule  11  of 
the  Tulff  Act  of  1930.  as  amended.  The 
payments  shall  be  nuule  upon  wool  and  mo- 
hair marketed  by  the  producers  thereof,  but 
any  wool  or  mohair  produced  prior  to  Jan- 
uary 1,  1955,  shall  not  be  the  subject  of  pay- 
ments. The  payments  shall  be  at  such  rates 
for  the  marketing  year  or  periods  thereof  as 
the  Secretary  determines  will  give  producers 
the  support  price  level  as  herein  provided. 
Payments  to  any  producer  need  not  be  made 
If  the  Secretary  determines  that  the  amount 
of  the  payment  to  the  producer  or  all  pro- 
ducers Is  too  small  to  Justify  the  cost  of 
making  such  payments.  The  Secret&ry  may 
make  the  payment  to  producers  through  the 
marketing  agency  to  or  through  whom  the 
producer  marketed  his  wool  or  mohair:  Pto~ 
vided.  That  such  marketing  agency  agrees 
to  receive  and  promptly  distribute  the  pay- 
ments on  behalf  of  such^  producers.  In  case 
any  person  who  is  entitled  to  any  such  pay- 
ment dies,  beconies  incompetent,  or  disap- 
pears before  receiving  such  payment,  or  is 
succeeded  by  another  who  renders  or  com- 
pletes the  required  performance,  the  pay- 
ment shall,  without  regard  to  any  other 
provisions  of  law,  be  made  as  the  S3cretary 
may  determine  to  be  fair  and  reasonable  in 
all  the  circumstances  and  provided  by  regu- 
lation. 

"Sec.  706.  For  the  purpose  of  reimbursing 
^         the  Ckunmodity  Credit  Corporation  for  any 
expenditures  made  by  it  in  connection  with 
payments  to  producers  under  this  title,  there 
is  hereby  appropriated  for  each  fiscal  year 
beginning  with  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1956,  an  amount  equal  to  the  total  of 
expenditures  made  by  the  Corporation  dur- 
ing  the   preceding   fiscal   year   and   to   any 
amovmts  expended  in  prior  fiscal  years  not 
previously    reimb\u-sed:    Provided,    however. 
That   such    amounts    appropriated   for   any 
fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  70  per  centum  of 
the     gross     receipts     from     specific     duties 
(whether   or   not   such   specific    duties    are 
parts  of  compound  rates)    collected  during 
the  period  January  1  to  December  31,  both 
inclusive,  preceding  the  beginning  of  each 
such  fiscal  year  on  all  articles  subject   to 
duty  under  schedule  11  of  the  TarifT  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended.     For  the  purposes  of  the 
appraisal  vmder  the  Act  of  March  8.  1938. 
as  amended  (15  U.  S.  C.  713a-l).  the  Com- 
modity  Credit   Corporation   shall    establish 
on  its  books  an  account  receivable  in  an 
amount  equal  to  any  amoiint  expended  by 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  in  con- 
nection   with    payments    pursuant    to    this 
title  which  has  npt  been  reimbursed  from 
appropriations  made  hereunder. 

"Skc.  706.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  title,  the  amounts,  terms,  and  conditions 
of  the  price  support  operations  and  the  ex- 
tent to  which  such  operations  are  carried 
out  shall  be  determined  or  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  The  Secretary 
may,  in  determining  support  prices  and  rates 
of  payment,  make  adjustments  in  such  prices 
or  rates  for  differences  in  grade,  quality, 
type,  location,  and^  other  factors  to  the  ex- 
tent he  deems  practicable  and  desirable. 
Determinations  by  the  Secretary  under  this 
title  shall  be  final  and  conclusive.  The  facts 
constituting  the  basis  for  any  operation, 
payment,  or  amount  thereof  when  officially 
determined  in  conformity  with  applicable 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  shall 
be  final  and  conclusive  and  shall  not  be 
reviewable  by  any  other  officer  or  agency 
of  the  Oovernment. 

"Sec.  707.  The  term  'marketing  year"  as 
used  in  this  title  means  the  twelve-month 
period  beginning  April  1  of  each  calendar 
year  or.  for  either  wool  or  mohair,  such  other 
period,  or  periods  for  prescribed  areas,  as  the 
Secretary  may  determine  to  be  desirable  to 
effectuate  the  purpose  of  this  title. 

"Sec.  708.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is 
authorized  to  enter  Into  agreements  with. 


or  to  approve  agreements  entered  Into  be- 
tween, marketing  cooperatives,  trad*  asso- 
ciations, or  others  engaged  or  whose  mrmbers 
are  engaged  in  the  handling  of  wool.  »iohalr, 
sheep,  or  goats  or  the  products  thereof  for 
the  purpose  of  developing  and  conducting 
on  a  National.  State,  or  regional  basis  adver- 
tising and  sales  promotion  programs  for  wool, 
mohair,  sheep,  or  goats  or  the  products 
thereof,  provision  may  be  made  in  such 
agreement  to  obtain  the  funds  neceanary  to 
defray  the  expenses  incurred  theneunder 
through  pro  rata  deductions  from  the  pay- 
ments made  under  section  704  of  this  title 
to  producers  within  the  production  area  he 
determines  will  be  b?nefit(?d  by  the  agree- 
ment and  for  the  assignment  and  transfer 
of  the  amounts  so  deducted  to  the  person 
or  agency  designated  In  the  agreement  to 
receive  such  amounts  for  expendlMire  In 
accordance  with  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  agreement.  No  agreement  containing 
such  a  provision  for  defraj-lng  expenses 
through  deductions  shall  become  effective 
until  the  Secretary  determines  that  at  least 
two-thirds  of  the  producers  who.  during  a 
representaUve  period  determined  by  tbe  Sec- 
retary, have  been  engaged,  within  the  pro- 
duction area  he  determines  will  be  benefite'l 
by  the  agreement.  In  the  production  for  mar- 
ket of  the  commodity  specified  therein  ap- 
prove or  fiivor  such  agreement  or  that  pro- 
ducers who.  during  such  representative  pe- 
riod have  produced  at  least  two-thirds  of  the 
volume  of  such  commodity  produced  within 
the  area  which  will  be  benefited  by  such 
agreement,  approve  or  favor  such  agreement. 
Approval  or  disapproval  by  cooperative  asso- 
ciations shall  be  considered  as  approval  or 
disapproval  by  the  producers  who  are  mem- 
bers of.  stockholders  In.  or  under  contract 
with  such  cooperative  association  at  pro- 
ducers. Tlie  Secretary  may  conduct  a  refer- 
endimi  among  producers  to  ascertain  their 
approval  or  favor.  The  requirements  of  ap- 
proval or  favor  shall  be  held  to  be  compiled 
with  if  two-thirds  of  the  total  nunjber  of 
producers,  or  two-thirds  of  the  total  »olume 
of  production,  as  the  case  may  be,  repre- 
sented in  such  referendum,  indicate  their 
approval  or  favor. 

"Sec.  709.  Section  201  of  the  Aprlcvltural 
Act  of  1949  (7  U.  S.  C.  sec  1446)  Is  amended 
effective  April  1.  1955.  (1)  by  deletlnf  from 
the  first  sentence  thereof  the  phras«  'wool 
(including  mohair).'  and  (11)  by  deleting 
subsection  (a)  thereof  relating  to  the  sup- 
port of  wool  and  mohair. 

"Sec.  710.  (a)  The  third  sentence  of  gectlon 
a  (a)  of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act.  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  inserting  'wool.' 
after  the  comma  following  '  ( Irish  potatoes ) '. 

"(b)  The  amendment  made  by  this  sec- 
tion shall  become  effective  sixty  days  after 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  diSRgree- 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the 
title  of  the  bill,  and  agree  to  the  same  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  Amend  the  title 
so  as  to  read :  "An  Act  to  provide  for  greater 
stability  in  agriculture;  to  augment  th«  mar- 
keting and  disposal  of  agricultural  products; 
and  for  other  purposes". 

CLirroRD  R.  Hope, 
WnxiAM  S.  Hux, 
Harold  D.  Coolet, 

W.  B.  POACE. 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
George  D.  Aiken. 

B.  B.  HiCKENLOOPER, 

Andrew    F.    Schoeppel, 
AlXXN  J.  Ellender, 
Spessako  L.  Holland, 
Clinton  P.  Anderson. 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  I 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
Of  the  two  9ouses  on   the  amendment  of 


the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  96f0)  to  pro- 
vide for  the  continued  price  support  for 
agricultural  products;  to  augment  the  mar- 
keting and  disposal  of  such  prodvacts;  to  pro- 
vide for  greater  stability  In  agriculture;  and 
for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following 
statement  in  explanation  of  the  affect  of  the 
action  agreed  upon  and  rccommeaded  in  the 
accompanying  conference  report  as  to  the 
amendment: 

The  amendment  nf  the  Senate  struck  out 
all  after  the  onactiiig  clause  of  the  House 
bill  and  subFlltutcd  the  language  of  the 
Senate  bill.  S.  3052.  The  conferees  have 
agreed  to  the  Senate  amendmeot  with  an 
amendment  which  is  in  the  nftture  Of  a 
sub.stltute.  W.th  the  exception  of  minor  and 
clarifying  changes,  following  are  the  differ- 
ences between  the  conference  substitute  and 
the  bill  passed  by  the  House. 

Price  suppor-.s:  With  the  exception  of  milk 
and  wool,  no  change  is  made  in  the  price 
KUiport  provisions  of  the  House  bill  other 
thrtn  the  inclusion  of  a  section  relating  to 
extra  long  staple  cotton.  Price  mjpports  on 
the  basic  commcdities,  with  the  ckceptlon  of 
tobacco,  are  to  be  on  a  flexible  s«ale  with  a 
floor  c;f  82 '2  percent  for  the  1955  crop.  The 
support  level  for  tobacco  remains  at  90  per- 
cent of  parity.  Mandatory  prioe  supports 
are  continued  on  tung  nuts  and  honey  at 
from  60  to  90  percent  of  parity  and  Irish 
potatoes  are  m.nde  eligible  for  support  along 
with  all  other  nonmandatory  commodities 
at  zero  to  90  percent  of  parity.  The  Senate 
provi-sion  relating  to  extra  long  st»ple  cotton 
will  establish  price  support  for  1955  and 
subsequent  ye  irs  at  the  minimum  level  pro- 
vided by  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949.  The 
support  programs  for  milk  and  wool  are 
discu.ssed  separately  in  this  statement. 

Transitional  parity:  No  change  Is  made  »n 
the  transitional  parity  provision,  which  will 
begin  operation  on  January  1,  19W. 

Diverted  acres  The  House  bill  contained 
no  provision  relating  to  diverted  acres.  The 
Senate  amendment  contained  a  pi?ovlslon  re- 
quiring certain  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Secretary  of  Aericulture  whenever  he  deter- 
mined that  conditions  were  such  that  limita- 
tions on  the  u.se  of  diverted  acres  were  nec- 
essary. The  substitute  has  modified  the 
Senate  provision  substantially  amd  provides 
(1)  That  in  administering  any  programs  for 
diverted  acres,  the  Secretary  may  make  his 
regulations  applicable  on  an  appropriate  geo- 
graphical basis;  (2)  that  In  semlarld  or  other 
area.-,  where  good  husbandry  requires  mainte- 
nance of  a  prudent  feed  reserve,  regulations 
relating  to  diverted  acres  shall  b«  adminis- 
tered in  such  a  manner  as  to  permit  the 
production  of  forage  crops  for  storage  and 
subsequent  use  in  the  farm  feeding  opera- 
tions: (3)  that  in  areas  declared  to  be  dis- 
a.ster  areas  under  Public  Law  875,  Slst  Con- 
gres.<!.  the  regulations  Fhall  be  administered 
In  such  a  manner  as  will  most  quickly  re- 
store the  normal  pattern  of  the  agriculture 
of  such  areas. 

Support  through  processors:  The  substi- 
tute contains,  with  a  slight  modifl«atlon.  the 
provision  of  the  House  bill  that  whenever 
price  support  or  surplus  removal  operations 
are  caiTled  out  through  purchases  from, 
loans  to.  or  payments  to.  procefsora  the  Sec- 
retary shall  obtain  assurances  that  the  pro- 
ducers of  the  agricultural  commodities  In- 
volved will  receive  the  maximum  benefits 
from  the  price  support  or  surplus  removal 
operation. 

Sale  of  CCC  feed  grains:  The  Senate  In- 
eluded  in  Its  amendment  the  provision  of 
H.  J.  Res.  563.  approved  by  the  House,  pro- 
viding that  until  March  1.  1955,  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  may  sell  feed 
grains  owned  by  It  at  the  point  of  storage 
at  the  current  support  price  plua  10  percent. 
Set-aside  of  agricultural  commottltles:  The 
provisions  relating  to  the  set-asld«  are  sub- 
stantially those  of  the  House  bill,  with  the 
following   major   exceptions;    (l)    Corn   has 
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been  eliminated  from  the  list  of  conunoditles 
ijiciuded  In  the  tet-aslde.  The  Senate 
amendment  did  not  Include  corn  and  the 
nx-ent  crop  report  sh  iwing  a  substantial  de- 
creri.se  in  the  corn  crop  estimate  for  1954 
B'-^pe.'i's  to  afTect  substantially  the  need  for 
l:;cUiding  this  commodity  in  the  set-aside. 
(2i  The  House  language  was  adopted  for 
fUD5ections  103  lai  (1»  and  103  lai  (2i. 
(3  I  Tbe  House  lancu  «ce  was  adopted  m  sec- 
tion 105  With  the  ndcJition  of  lancuage  mak- 
ing it  clear  that  only  those  commodities  in 
the  national  <;:<->ckpil<'  which  are  transferred 
from  the  seT-asidc  are  to  be  included  in  cc^m- 
putation  of  total  su:>p'.ie»  for  purpopes  of 
.<4cre.'»ce  allotment  aid  marketing  qu-vtas 
(4.  In  section  107  the  conference  accepted 
the  Senate  provision  authcriirme  appmpria- 
ti  :.&  to  cover  transfe:-s  from  the  set -aside  to 
the  r.atici;.%l  stockpile,  instead  of  direct  can- 
ce;'.a:;on  of  m  tes  by  the  Treasury  Depart- 
nirr.T    «.«  provided  in  the  H -use  bill 

Wheat  "iwo-price  s-  item"  The  committee 
ff  c  inference  elimina  ed  f rim  the  substitute 
anip:=dment  the  priMMons  of  the  Hou.«e  bill 
authorizing  a  "two-piice  system"  for  wheat. 
ii::d  requiring  that  wheat  producers  be  given 
■.\v.  opportunity  to  v.  te  on  the  adoption  cf 
tuch  a  pracram  at  the  time  they  vtite  en 
ii  t.is  fi  r  the  1056  crop  Rejection  of  the 
H  ■U'ie  provision  by  t  le  conference  conimtt- 
tce  wa.*  not  primaril;  on  the  merits  of  the 
t»c  -price  plan  as  opposed  to  other  method* 
1  f  carryme  cut  a  w  ■i'»at  su'.->port  program, 
but  was  rather  b^cAU-e  the  tienate  cimlerees 
fell  tliat  the  Senate  had  not  had  an  ade- 
ijM'^te  (^pp>:.rtu:;lty  to  sttidy  the  p'.an. 

W;-..'.e  yielding  to  the  Senate  on  the  matter 
rf  including  this  leei'latUe  provision  In  the 
p'esen;  bill,  the  Hovue  conferees  le<k  upon 
the  two-price  system  ts  being  a  definite  im- 
}  r-  vement  over  any  ->ther  existing  method 
if  providing  price  sur>port5  for  wheat  pro- 
ducers. They  al&o  res.ird  the  two-pri'-e  6\s- 
tem  as  pr.  \idir.g  the  most  equitab;e  so'.u- 
t:  n  to  the  problems  of  many  small  wheat 
priid'ircrs  ai'.d  thf^ise  «  ho  pr  )d'jce  wheat  pri- 
TTfiroy  f'-r  use  a*  fee«l  on  their  own  farms. 
The  provisions  establishing  a  C"immercial 
and  noncommercial  %.he&t  area.  Vhich  are 
included  m  the  subst  tute  amendment,  will 
be  some  solution  to  the  problems  cf  the 
.'mall,  nonconirr.errial  wheat  producer  m  tbe 
h:ri-es  that  are  dec!a-ed  to  be  out  of  the 
commercial  are.i  but  will,  of  c -urse.  t)e  no 
hf-'p  to  those  in  the  commerc:«;  wheat  S'ates. 
The  c^-rnmittee  Intends  to  continue  the  study 
cf  the  pr'  blems  of  the  small  and  n'lncom- 
mercial  «heat  farmer  along  with  lis  con- 
iHiUed  study  of  the  two-pnce  plan, 

Ci'Dimercial  w heat-producirg  area:  Both 
the  H  u.«*  b:;;  and  the  Senate  amendment 
contnined  provisions  relating  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  commercial  wheat-producing 
area  The  prirc:ple  of  this  provisK  n  is  that 
producers  in  the  commercial  whe;  t  area 
would  be  subject  to  acreage  allotments  and 
marketing  quotas  when  required  by  law. 
while  producers  in  the  noncommercial  area 
would  n'  t  l>e  sutject  to  ihes*  limitations 
a:;d  would  receive  only  75  percent  of  the 
If^vel  cf  surprrt  accorded  producers  In  the 
c  mmercial  areas. 

The  Hotue  provision  eliminated  from  the 
c'immercial  wheat -produclne  area  States 
which  had  an  acreage  allotment  of  2.500 
acres  cr  less.  This  would  have  eliminated 
fr/'m  the  commercial  area,  on  the  basis  of 
1954  allotments,  the  States  cf  Conneciicit, 
F>">rida.  Louisiana.  Maine.  Massachusetts. 
New  Hampshire.  Rhode  Island,  and  Ver- 
mont. The  Senate  provision  would  have  es- 
tablished the  commercial  wheat  area  on  the 
basu  of  bcth  State  and  county  acreages  and 
would  have  eliminated  In  toto  all  States 
having  an  annual  average  of  less  than  150.000 
acres.  In  addition,  many  counties  In  other 
States  would  have  been  outside  the  cona- 
mercial  area.  This  provision  had  never  been 
proposed  in  the  House  and  the  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  House,  while  not  disagree- 
ing in  principle  with  the  objectives  ol  the 


Senate   provision,   felt   that   It   was    too   far 
reaching  to  be  adopted  without  careful  study. 

The  conferees  agreed,  therefore,  on  the 
basic  wording  of  the  House  provision  relat- 
ing to  the  commercial  wheat  area,  but  in- 
creased to  25  000  acres  tbe  dividing  point 
between  States  which  will  be  in  or  outside 
of  the  commercial  area.  According  to  best 
Information  available  to  the  ccmmittee.  this 
will  place  in  the  noncomnaercial  area  the 
eight  States  included  under  the  House  pro- 
vision and.  in  addition.  Alabama.  Mississippi. 
Arizona,  and  Nevada  TTiere  is  no  postpone- 
ment of  the  effective  date  of  this  prorisim 
and  the  committee  understands  that  the 
Department  of  Azricu::tire  will  probably  be 
able  to  put  it  into  effect  m  connection  with 
the    1955   crop.  ^ 

Date  cf  wheat-marketing  quota  and  aa4- 
Bge-allotmet.i  proclamation  The  House  r>iU 
h.id  changed  the  dite  tn  which  the  Secre- 
tary must  proclaim  wheat-marketir.g  quctis 
and  acreage  allotments  from  Ju:y  15  to  April 
15  The  Senate  bill  set  the  date  at  July  1. 
TTie  substitute  establishes  the  date  for  pro- 
claiming marketme  quotas  and  acreage  al- 
lotments on   wheat   at   May   15. 

Summer  fallow  acreage  adjustment*:  "The 
House  bill  contained  a  provisu  n  makir^g  &g- 
justments  in  the  1955  wheat-acreage  alk't- 
ment  for  farms  which  practice  summer  fal- 
low rotation  of  wheat  The  Senate  amend- 
nient  contained  a  similar  provision  but  with 
a  different  formula  for  making  the  sdiusi- 
ment.  The  substitute  ha?  foiicwed  the  for- 
mula of  the  Senate  amendmer.t  with  an 
amendment  which  makes  it  clear  that  the 
adjustment  Is  to  t)e  applied  to  not  more 
than  640  acres  cf  wheat  history  on  any  farm. 
Under  the  provision  as  agreed  to.  any  farm- 
er wiih  a  base  of  less  than  640  acres  cf  wheat 
for  purposes  of  the  adjustment  section  would 
receive  an  adjustment  on  his  fuil-base  acre- 
ape  A  farmer  with  a  t>a&e  larger  than  640 
acres  would  receive  a  summer  '.j.\U  w  adjtist- 
mer.t  for  only  640  acres  Thus,  if  a  farmer 
with  a  2.000-acre  farm  had  been  planting 
half  of  it  to  wheat  each  year,  he  would  re- 
ceive his  normal  allotment  on  the  l.COO- 
facre  base.  On  640  acres  of  his  base  he  would 
be  entitled  to  the  summer  fallow  adjtist- 
ment  in  1955  and  would  receive  the  addi- 
tional acres  resulting  from  that  adjustment 
in  addition  to  his  bate  allotment. 

"Normal  supply"  of  cctton:  The  substi- 
tute amendment  agreed  to  by  the  conferees 
makes  no  change  In  the  definition  of  normal 
supply  for  cctton.  The  House  bill  had  con- 
tained a  provision  changing  the  definition 
cf  normal  supply  from  130  percent  to  120 
perceiit  of  domestic  consumption  plus  ex- 
ports. Tbe  coiiference  accepted  a  House  pro- 
vision giving  county  committees  wider  dis- 
cretion In  allocating  cctton  acreage  on  a 
history  basl«. 

Peanuts:  The  House  bill  contained  sev- 
eral provisions  relating  to  marketing  quotas 
and  marketing  penalties  on  peanuu?.  These 
provisions  have  all  been  eliminated  from 
the  conferenc:e  sutaEtitute. 

Voluntary  surrender  of  cotton  and  wheat 
allotments:  The  substitute  amendment 
makes  permanent  the  provision  for  volun- 
tary surrender  by  a  farmer  of  his  cotton  al- 
lotment and  Includes  lor  1955  a  similar  pro- 
vision as  to  wheal. 

"Normal  stipplv"  of  corn  and  wheat :  The 
conference  agreed  to  a  Senate  provision  in- 
creasing the  allowance  for  carryover  from  10 
percent  of  domestic  consumption  plus  ex- 
ports In  the  case  of  corn  and  15  percent  in 
the  case  ol  wheat  to  15  and  20  percent  re- 
spectively. 

Normal  yield  for  corn :  The  conference 
agreed  to  Senate  provisions  which  will 
change  the  base  period  for  determining  nor- 
mal yield  for  corn  for  counties  and  for  farms 
from  10  years  to  5  years. 

Wool:  The  substitute  provisions  relating 
to  a  wool  price-support  program  are  similar 
to  the  House  language  with  the  following 
major  exceptions:   (1)   The  effective  date  of 


tbe  authorized  wool-stzppcvt  program  te  for 
the  4  years  starting  April  1,  19&S.  tntst»»^  d 
ior  2  years  starting  April  1.  1954:  <2t  the 
deviation  between  wool  and  mohair  support 
levels  is  placed  at  not  to  e»xcd  15  percent, 
instead  of  10  percent  as  in  the  Hcuae  blU; 
and  ( 3 )  price  support*  may  not  be  made 
available.  oUher  than  through  payments,  at 
a  level  in  excess  of  90  percent  of  parity. 

Wc»l  futures:  The  conference  accepted 
the  Senate  provision  making  trading  in  wool 
subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Authority. 

Dairy  price  suppcjns:  The  suhrtirute 
amendmer.t  has  eliminated:  tl>  The  provi- 
sion of  the  Hotise  bill  establishing  dairy 
supports  at  80  percent  of  parity  for  the 
period  September  1.  1954.  to  March  31.  1955: 
i2i  the  new  formula  for  computing  milk 
price-support  levels:  and  i3i  the  require- 
ment that  the  Secretary  continue  to  tise  the 
existing  formula  for  computing  the  parity 
equivajeni  for  inanuf  act  tiring  milk.  The 
substitute  amendment  retained  the  House 
provision  authorizing  the  use  of  net  to  ex- 
ceed 1-50.000  000  annually  of  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  f^tnds  for  the  next  2  years 
to  increase  the  consumption  of  fluid  milk  by 
school  children  and  the  inclusion  of  ~xnilk" 
along  with  "the  products  of  milk  and  butter- 
fat"  as  eligible  for  price  support  loans  or 
purchases.  The  amendment  makes  no  other 
change  m  the  method  of  price  supports  but 
provioes  that  until  March  31.  lS5e.  the  Sec- 
retary may  use  "any  naethod"  he  determines 
to  l>e  necessary  to  dispose  of  surplus  stocks 
of  dairy  products  owned  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

Other  dairy  previsions:  The  conference 
substitute  for  the  Senate  amendment  con- 
tains also  the  following  dairy  provisions  of 
the  House  bill:  (11  the  legislative  findings, 
the  direction  to  use  existing  law  to  dispose  of 
accumulated  dairy  surpluses,  and  tbe  direc-  . 
tion  to  the  Secretary  to  make  a  study  and 
report  to  Congress  on  various  dairy  support 
and  production  and  control  methods — all 
three  wuhotit  substantial  change;  (2t  the 
authority  for  use  of  surplus  dairy  products 
by  the  Armed  Services  and  in  Veterans  Hoe-  ' 
pitals.  with  the  inclusion  of  milli  for  pur- 
poses of  this  program  and  with  a  termina- 
tion date  of  December  31,  1956.  on  this  dis- 
posal authority:  and  (3»  authority  for  an 
accrelerated  brucellosis  program  dtiring  the 
next  2  years  with  the  addition  of  authority 
for  annual  appropriations  to  reimburse  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  funds  ex- 
pended in  the  program.  The  substitute 
eliminates  from  the  bill  tbe  House  provision 
authorizing  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
to  make  contracts  for  as  long  as  5  years  in 
order  to  encourage  establishment  in  foreign 
countries  of  recombining  plants  to  provide 
new   I  larkets   for   American  dairy   products. 

Rice:  The  substitute  amendment  contains 
the  House  provision  directing  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  to  make  a  study  and  report 
to  Congress  on  the  various  proposals  for  ap- 
plying a  two-price  supp>ort  program  to  rice. 

Eligibility  for  ACP  payments:  The  substi- 
tute amendment  contains  the  Senate  pro- 
vision making  compliance  with  acreage  al- 
lotments on  basic  crops  a  requirement  for 
eligibility  for  ACP  payments,  with  amend- 
ments making  tbe  following  changes  in  the 
Senate  language:  (1)  making  the  provision 
apply  only  to  farmers  who  "knowingly  har- 
vest '  crops  in  excess  of  their  allotment,  after 
a  determination  by  the  Secretary  that  the 
farmer's  plantings  are  In  excess  of  his  allot- 
ment: and.  (2)  requiring  that  the  Secretary 
give  farmers  a  reasonable  opportunity  to  get 
into  compliance  on  plantings  of  basic  crops 
after  they  are  found  to  be  In  excess  of  the 
allotment.  Although  the  application  of  this 
general  provision  to  the  ACP  program  will 
not  be  possible  In  the  current  year,  it  is  the 
Intention  of  the  Committee  that  the  provi- 
sion relating  to  permitting  farmers  an  op- 
portunity to  adjust  their  basic  crops  so  as 
to  comply  with  the  acreage  allotments  wUl 
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be  effectlTe  far  the  1964  crop  on  those  crops 
which  h*ve  not  yet  reached  the  harvest  staga. 
Production  on  land  leased  from  the  Gor- 
emment:  The  conference  committee  ellinlc 
nated  from  the  bill  the  Senate  provision  pro- 
hibiting allotment  of  any  acreage  for  pro- 
duction of  an  allotted  crop  on  land  leased 
from  the  Government.  While  agreeing  that 
this  is  probably  a  subject  on  which  some  ac- 
tion should  be  taken,  the  committee  felt  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  such  importance  to  the 
persons  involved  that  further  study  sbould 
be  made  of  it.  Chairmen  of  both  the  Boxise 
and  Senate  managers  stated  their  intention 
of  calling  upon  the  various  Departments  of 
Government  leasing  land  for  agricultural 
production  to  report  on  the  quantity  of  land 
Involved  and  the  nature  of  such  production. 
ACP  program:  The  substitute  amendment 
contains  a  Senate  provision  relating  to  the 
transfer  of  the  ACP  program  to  the  States 
upon  enactment  of  adequate  State  laws  and 
the  approval  of  satisfactory  State  plans  and 
providing  for  the  continuation  in  such  event 
of  State,  county,  and  local  farmer  commit- 
tees to  carry  on  other  functions.  It  also 
contains  a  Senate  provision  mniripg  per- 
missive,  rather  than  mandatory,  the  fixing 
of  a  fair  price  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
for  conservation  materials  and  services. 

Terms  of  county  committeemen:  The 
conferees  agreed  to  Include  a  Senate  provi- 
sion prohibiting  the  Secretary  of  Agrlciilture 
from  imposing  any  limitation  upon  the  num- 
ber of  terms  for  which  members  of  county 
commltteea  may  be  reelected. 

Agricultiiral  attaches:  The  substitute 
amendment  includes  numerous  relatively 
minor  changes  made  by  the  Senate  in  the 
Ho\i8e  language  of  the  provisions  relating  to 
agricultural  attaches.  These  do  not  affect 
the  piirposes  or  the  policies  of  the  provisions 
and  are  in  general  perfecting  language 
which  has  been  agreed  to  by  the  executive 
departments  concerned. 

Marketing  agreements  and  orders:  The 
substitute  amendment  contains  two  provi- 
sions relating  to  marketing  agreements  and 
orders  which  were  not  in  the  Hovise  bill: 
(1)  authorizing  marketing  orders  to  con- 
tinue In  operation  during  periods  when  the 
price  of  the  regulated  commodity  is  at  or 
above  parity;  and  (2)  including  grapefruit 
for  canning  or  freezing  in  those  commoditlea 
tar  which  marketing  orders  may  be  issued 
and  providing  special  qualifications  for  the 
issuance  and  operation  of  orders  applicable 
to  grapefruit  for  canning  and  freezing. 

Regulation  of  imported  fruits  and  vege- 
tables: This  section  follows  generally  the 
wording  of  the  House  bill  but  adds  the  pro- 
vision that  the  prohibition  shall  not  apply 
to  shipments  into  continental  United  States 
from  Puerto  Rico  or  any  Territory  or  pos- 
session where  tbe  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
has  force  and  effect  and  also  a  provision 
tbat  U  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  terms 
and  provisions  of  a  domestic  marketing 
agreement  or  order  are  not  applicable  to 
similar  Imported  fruits  or  vegetables,  he 
shall  establish  regulations  for  such  Imports 
which  are  comparable  or  equivalent  to  those 
imposed  on  the  domestic  commodity. 

Regulation  of  grazing  In  national  forests: 
The  substitute  amendment  agreed  to  by  the 
committee  of  the  conference  eliminates  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  relating  to  the 
regulation  of  grazing  on  the  national  for- 
ests. The  language  of  the  Senate  amend- 
ment on  this  subject  was  similar  to  the  biU. 
S.  2548,  which  has  passed  the  Senate  and 
been  referred  to  the  House  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  but  It  has  not  been  reported 
by  that  committee. 

Clutord  R.  Hope, 
William  S.  Hnx, 
Habolo  D.  Coolxt, 

W.    R.    POAGE. 

Kanagera  on  the  Part  o/  the  House. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall  take 
»  little  time  to  discuss  the  provisions  of 
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the  conference  report  and  shall  be  glad 
to  yield  for  such  questions  as  the  Mem- 
bers may  desire  to  ask. 

I  shall  first  go  through  the  report  in  a 
general  way  and  point  out  just  what  it 
contains.  Before  doing  that  let  me 
refer  to  two  matters  which  have  been 
eliminated.  There  was  one  provision  In 
the  Senate  bill  which  was  quite  contro- 
versial. I  know  a  great  many  Members 
received  telegrams  and  letters  on  it. 
That  was  so-called  grazing  bill  provision 
which  was  added  to  the  bill  on  the  floor 
of  the  other  body.    That  provision  is  out. 

There  was  a  provision  in  the  House 
bill  relating  to  a  two-price  system  for 
wheat.  That  provision  was  eliminated 
In  conference. 

The  provisions  with  respect  to  the  level 
of  price  supports  on  the  basic  commodi- 
ties for  the  year  1955  were  the  same  in 
both  bills.  Hence  those  provisions  were 
not  in  conference. 

The  wool  provisions,  which  were  In- 
cluded in  both  bills  but  with  some  dif- 
ference in  detail,  were  reconciled.  Under 
the  provisions  as  they  now  stand  in  the 
conference  report,  that  part  of  the  bill 
will  be  in  effect  from  April  1,  1955,  until 
March  31,  1959;  in  other  words,  for  4 
years. 

There  is  a  provision  which  says  that 
In  the  case  of  mohair,  the  price  sup- 
port as  far  as  percentage  is  concerned 
shall  not  vary  more  than  15  percent  from 
the  price  support  on  wool.  The  provi- 
sion which  put  a  ceiling  of  110  percent 
upon  the  support  price  of  wool  remains 
in  the  bilL 

With  respect  to  the  provisions  in  the 
two  bills  which  relate  to  agricultural  at- 
taches. I  shall  simply  say  that  the  pro- 
visions in  the  conference  report  are  iden- 
tical with  those  in  the  Senate  bill. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  srield? 

Mr.  HOPE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BAH^EY.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Kansas 
fMr.  Hope]  if  there  were  any  major 
changes  made  in  the  manner  of  selecting 
members  of  the  county  agricultural 
committees  in  the  ACP  and  the  PMA 
programs. 

Mr.  HOPE.  With  respect  to  that  mat- 
ter, the  conference  report  includes  the 
so-called  Humphrey  amendment  which 
was  placed  in  the  bill  in  the  Senate 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Would  the  gentleman 
please  explain  that  briefly? 

Mr.  HOPE.  The  Humphrey  amend- 
ment simply  provides  that  the  provisions 
of  law  which  relate  to  the  election  of 
county  ASC  committeemen  shall  not 
be  construed  to  give  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  power  to  limit  the  terms 
which  those  committeemen  may  serve. 
In  other  words,  there  is  no  limitation  on 
the  time  which  they  may  serve  as  mem- 
bers of  the  county  committee. 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  It  seems  to  me  the  con- 
ferees have  culminated  a  rather  historic 
move  in  this  bill.  We  are  making  a  new 
development  in  at  last  trying  some  flex- 
ible parity.  I  worked  for  it  because  I 
thought  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the 
consumer.    I  think  the  administration 


has  to  realize  It  has  to  use  Initiative  and 
Ingenuity  both  in  the  interest  of  the 
farmers  and  the  consumers  In  the  ad- 
ministration of  this  program.  It  can 
develop  this  one.  in  deaUng  with  the 
surplus,  as  to  which  the  commitee  has 
also  sponsored  a  wise  bill  which  can 
result  in  the  disposition  of  well  over  a 
billion  dollars  of  agricultural  surpluses 
for  foreign  currencies  and  aid  United 
States  trade  and  foreign  policy;  also  that 
considerable  attention  be  paid  by  the 
administration  to  efiBciency  on  the  farm 
and  the  utilization  of  farm  products  for 
commercial  and  other  new  uses,  with  the 
idea  that  out  of  initiative  and  dynamism 
may  be  attained  the  kind  of  stubllity  and 
flourishing  development  for  farmers 
which  we  all  want.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man for  this  time. 

Mr.  McGregor.  Mr  Speaker,  ^-ill 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio. 

Mr.  MCGREGOR.  I  simply  want  to 
thank  the  chairman  of  the  committee  in 
behalf  of  some  Members  I  contacted,  the 
gentlemen  from  Ohio,  Mr.  BETTs,'Mr. 
Bow,  Mr.  McCxJLLOCH,  and  myself,  rela- 
tive to  the  participation  of  the  noncom- 
mercial farmers.  I  note  from  the  repwrt 
on  page  20  that  the  committee  Intends 
to  continue  the  study  of  the  problems  of 
the  small  and  noncommercial  wheat 
farmer.  It  is  my  understanding  you  are 
going  to  continue  that  study  and  you 
recognize  that  is  a  real  problem  among 
the  agricultural  group. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Yes.  I  am  glad  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  brought  that  matter 
up.  I  know  his  great  interest  in  it  and 
the  interest  of  his  colleagues  from  Ohio 
in  it.  I  can  say  to  the  gentleman  the 
committee  is  going  to  continuee  its  study 
of  that  matter.  There  are  two  ap- 
proaches, I  think,  that  might  be  made  to 
the  situation  in  which  the  gentleman  is 
interested.  One  of  them  the  House  com- 
mittee made  this  year  in  its  provision 
setting  up  a  two-price  system.  That 
would  have  taken  care  of  the  situation 
the  gentleman  has  in  mind.  Another 
approach  is  a  noncommercial  wheat 
area,  which  I  believe  would  very  largely 
take  care  of  that  situation,  in  this  con- 
ference report  we  have  made  a  small  be- 
ginning in  the  way  of  a  noncommercial 
wheat  area.  However,  we  have  not  gone 
far  enough  to  include  a  State  like  Ohio. 
which  is  a  large  wheat  producer,  but 
which  has  many  counties  in  it  which  I 
think  could  quite  properly  be  put  in  a 
noncommercial  area.  The  committee 
will  give  further  consideration  to  that 

Mr.  McGregor.     I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman very  kindly. 

Mr.     KING     of     Pennsylvania.      Mr 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield' 

Mr.  HOPE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING  of  Pennsylvania.  May  I 
say  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
(Mr.  Javits]  that  I  a-rree  that  this  bill 
directs  us  away  from  the  continuation  of 
rigid  price  supports,  but  he  must  realize 
that  this  is  only  a  short  step  in  the  other 
direction;  therefore,  he  cannot  be  too 
serious  with  his  warning  that  the  ad- 
ministration must  make  it  work,  because 
actually  if  high  price  supports  do  not 
work  this  is  not  going  to  work  wonders, 
either;  82.5  to  90  is  just  simply  less  evU 
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than  straight  90.  This  will  not  very 
rapidly  return  agriculture  to  a  free-en- 
terprise economy. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  very  brief  observa- 
tion on  that? 

Mr.  HOPE.  Yes.  I  yield  for  a  brief  ob- 
servation. 

Mr.  JAVTTS.  My  thought  was  that 
this  was  a  beginning  in  the  right  direc- 
tion. We  want  to  encourage  further 
progress  along  that  line.  That  is  what 
I  was  urging  upon  the  administration  to 
have  very  much  in  mind. 

Mr.  BETTS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BETTS.  I  want  to  thank  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas,  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  for  assur- 
in.ii  us  that  there  will  be  some  consid- 
eration given  to  the  right  of  the  farmers 
to  vote  on  allotments  under  15  acres, 
which  matter  is  causing,  as  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  I  Mr.  McGregor  ]  noted, 
con."^iderable  concern  in  our  district.  1 
know  the  farmers  there  will  be  happy  to 
know  of  this  assurance  that  the  chair- 
man of  the  conmiittee  has  given  us. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  appreciate  the  state- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr. 
BettsI.  He  has  been  greatly  interested 
in  the  matter  and  partly  because  of  the 
interest  he  has  shown,  the  committee  is 
going  to  go  ahead  and  pursue  its  studies 
alcnp  that  line  in  trying  to  meet  the 
Situation  of  which  he  has  spoken. 

Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS.  Could  the  gen- 
tleman tell  us  if  there  is  anything  in  this 
bill  which  would  be  of  benefit  to  the 
poultry  farmers.  I  am  greatly  interested 
in  that  as  it  affects  our  poultry  farmers 
in  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  know  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  has  been  very  greatly 
lntere.sted  in  that  situation.  At  the 
present  time,  of  course,  poultry  produc- 
ers are  in  some  distress  due  to  the  low 
price  of  chickens  and  eggs.  There  is 
nothing  in  the  bill  which  directly  affects 
poultry.  I  will  say  to  my  distinguished 
friend  from  New  Jersey,  but  there  are 
provisions  in  the  bill  which  we  think 
will  bring  about  improved  marketing 
when  taken  in  connection  with  other 
le<;isIation.  Also,  under  the  provisions 
of  this  bill,  there  will  be  some  reduction 
in  the  price  of  feed  prain  owned  by  the 
CCC  and  that  will  be  a  direct  benefit,  of 
course,  to  poultry  producers. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE     I  yield. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDEF^EN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  my  opinion,  this  legislation 
can  only  result  In  the  further  decline  of 
agricultural  commodity  prices.  There 
are.  of  course,  some  good  provisions  in 
this  conference  report  but  I  could  never 
agree  that  it  is  wise  or  fair  to  push  the 
dairy  farmer's  price  level  down  to  75  per- 
cent of  parity  or  to  push  the  price  level  of 
the  basic  commodity  producers  of  this 
Kation  down  to  V2\^  percent  of  parity. 
I  want  to  make  it  crystal  clear  here 
today,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  will  not  place 
my  stamp  of  approval  on  the  sliding- 
scale  theory  any  more  than  I  would  apply 


such  a  theory  to  the  wages  oi  the  work- 
ing people  of  this  Nation.  I  cannot  yote 
for  this  conference  report.  I  have  never 
voted  for  flexible  price  supports  in  my 
16  years  in  Congress,  and  I  will  not  do 
so  today.  In  1948,  when  the  Hope- Aiken 
bill  conference  report  was  before  the 
House,  I  said: 

There  is  no  commitment  on  the  part  of 
this  Congress  now  t^.at  we  must  cxjntinue 
in  effect  jjast  next  year  these  two  titles  rm 
and  rv.  price-support  prorl«lons)  to  which 
we  have  reference.  Personally.  I  do  not 
care  to  agree  to  any  program  which  would 
guarantee  less  than  00  percent  of  parity 
on  our  basic  conuncxlities  ^Conckessiokai. 
Recoko,  vol.  94.  pi.  7.  p.  9344) . 

During  the  debate  on  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949.  to  which  this  program  will 
revert  unfortunately  if  this  conference 
report  is  not  agreed  to  now.  I  said : 

In  my  estimation  lt«  pro\-lslon  for  a  sliding 
scale  of  supports  on  farm  commodities  is  an 
invitation  to  an  agricultural  depreaslon. 
The  larmer  will  not  be  able  to  operate  on  75 
percent  ol  parity  in  1952  as  provided  In  this 
legislation  any  more  than  he  could  do  so 
today.  Congress  would  show  Just  as  much 
logic  if  It  passed  a  bill  calling  for  a  25  percent 
reduction,  over  a  3-year  period.  In  the  wages 
of  everyone  working  for  hire  In  the  Nation. 
(CoN-CREssxoNAL  RtcoaB,  vol.  95.  pt.  11.  p. 
15C63.» 

I  repeat.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  will  be  un- 
fortunate if  the  House  adopts  this  con- 
ference report  today.  This  legislation  is 
not  good  for  agriculture  or  any  other 
portion  of  our  economy. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr  Speaker,  I 
have  discussed  this  matter  with  some  of 
the  members  of  the  conference  commit- 
tee on  the  part  of  the  House.  I  appreci- 
ate the  fact  that  this  bill  is.  as  it  comes 
back  to  us  in  this  conference  report,  a 
compromise  measure  which  probably 
does  not  please  the  conferees  much  more 
than  it  pleases  some  of  the  rest  of  us.  I 
feel  Uke  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Andersem]  that  there  is  a  great  deal 
m  this  measure  which  could  be  criticized. 
I  rise,  particularly,  however,  to  ask  a 
question  about  acreage  allotments. 
There  was  seme  new  language  i^Titten  in, 
as  I  understand,  in  this  compromise 
measure  as  to  penalties  affecting  those 
who  violate  acreage  allotments  for  wheat 
and  other  grains.  What  can  the  gentle- 
man tell  us  about  that? 

Mr.  HOPE.  There  is  a  provision  in 
the  conference  report  which  is  a  very 
much  watered  down  and  modified  form 
of  a  provision,  which  is  contained  in  the 
Senate  bill  and  upon  which  the  Senate 
conferees  insisted.  As  originally  con- 
tained in  the  Senate  bill  that  provision 
was  that  anyone  who  exceeded  his  acre- 
age allotment  on  any  basic  commodity 
would  not  be  eligible  to  receive  agricul- 
tural conservation  pasonents.  As  finally 
agreed  upon  in  conference,  the  bill  now 
provides  that  any  person  who  knowingly 
harvests  any  basic  agricultural  commod- 
ity on  which  it  has  been  determined  by 
the  Secretary,  he  is  in  excess  of  his  farm 
acreage  allotment  will  not  be  eligible  for 
any  payments.  It  is  a  qtute  different 
provision  than  the  original  in  that  it 
gives  the  individual  an  opportunity  to  get 
into  compliance  if  he  has  unwittingly 


oren^anted  and  be  could  not  be  penal- 
ized until  after  the  Govemmait  has 
measured  his  land  and  advised  him  that 
he  has  overplanted. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Will  the  gen- 
tleman yield  further? 

Mr.  HOPE.    I  yield  to  the  goitleman. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  would  like 
to  point  out  that  the  fanners  of  Ohio 
who  participated  in  the  recent  wheat 
referendum  voted  2  to  1  against  acre- 
age allotments.  There  have  been  some 
rather  pecuhar  interpretations  of  the 
present  law  giving  power  to  the  £>epart- 
ment  of  Agricultiu-e  to  allot  acreage,  and 
some  of  the  acreage  allotments  which 
have  been  made  imder  that  power.  I 
predict  now  to  the  MemtKrs  of  this 
House  that  the  time  will  come  when  the 
Kou5e  of  Representatives  and  the  Con- 
gress will  find  that  the  farmers  of  Amer- 
ica are  very,  very  much  dissati^ed  with 
the  acreage-allotment  arrangement  and 
the  cost-compliance  arrangements,  the 
legal  authority  for  which  I  am  very  much 
in  doubt.  I  question  whether  the  De- 
partment has  any  legal  authority  to  in- 
voke cost-compliance  arrangements.  I 
predict  again  that  the  day  will  come 
when  we  will  have  to  do  something  about 
this  matter. 

I  congratulate  the  members  of  the  con- 
ference committee  for  the  fight  they 
have  made  for  a  sensible  farm  bill.  I 
am  sorry  they  did  not  have  their  way  in 
all  matters. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  the  statement  he  has  made. 

I  now  yield  to  the  genUeman  frcMn 
Mississippi  [Mr.  WHrrrENl. 

Mr.  WHTTTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
Uke  t-o  make  a  short  comment.  We  all 
know  the  fight  that  the  genUeman  from 
Kansas  (Mr.  Hope]  and  other  Members 
have  made,  in  which  I  took  some  part, 
in  trying  to  change  the  House  bilL 
There  were  many  things  in  the  Senate 
and  House  bills  which  did  not  meet  with 
the  approval  of  our  country.  However, 
the  conferees  were  limited  to  what  was 
in  the  two  bills  in  this  conference  report. 

The  thing  I  deeply  regret  goes  much 
further  than  the  82"^  percent  or  the  90 
I>ercent  support  level  for  basic  commod- 
ities. It  does  represent  a  failure  on  our 
part  to  convince  the  American  people 
that  the  cure  does  not  lie  in  our  present 

farm  problems  with  changed  percent- 
ages of  supports  on  basic  commodities. 
I  deplore  the  fact  that  the  majority  does 
not  see  that  the  cure  lies  with  moving 
American  farm  conunodities  into  world 
trade  at  competitive  prices.  This  con- 
ference report  is  based  on  the  belief  that 
we  can  cure  present  surpluses  by  reduc- 
ing the  support  level.  The  cause  and 
cure  for  that  lies  in  seeing  that  our  com- 
modities go  back  into  world  trade  on  a 
competitive  t>asi5,  as  they  are  now  ftu- 
thorized  to  do  by  law.  I  regret  that 
the  gentleman's  provision  on  wheat  was 
eliminated  from  this  report.  It  is  in 
Une  with  the  intent  of  the  present  law. 
It  is  in  line  with  any  cure  we  will  have 
in  the  future;  that  is,  the  support  of 
American  farm  commodities  for  the 
benefit  of  the  American  i>eople.  But  it 
was  never  intended  to  take  his  commod- 
ities out  of  world  trade. 

I  want  to  commend  the  gentleman  for 
his  fight  for  that  prmciple.    I  think  the 
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conferees  have  dcrne  Just  about  as  well 
as  they  coukL  But  we  had  no  oi^por- 
tunlty  to  rewrite  the  farm  program,  as 
the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hops}- 
would  have  written,  and  as  I  would  like 
to  have  seen  him  write  It. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  for  his  very  pertinent 
remarks.  I  would  like  to  call  to  his  at- 
tention something  that  I  am  sure  he 
ahready  knows,  and  that  Is  that  there 
is  one  title  in  this  bill  that  wUl  help 
with  the  expansion  of  our  export  mar- 
kets. That  is  the  provision  relating  to 
agricultural  attach^.  In  which  the  gen- 
tleman has  been  very  much  interested, 
and  a  subject  on  which  he  has  intro- 
duced legislation. 

B4r.  WHllTEN.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man for  his  reference  there. 

May  I  say  we  had  a  meeting  on  the 
supplemental  approprlatior.  bill  in  con- 
nection with  how  much  money  we  should 
provide  for  agriciiltural  attaches  in  re- 
gard to  promoting  foreign  markets.  My 
statement  then  was  and  my  statement 
now  is  that  I  am  for  giving  them  ade- 
quate funds  to  pay  our  salesmen  on  the 
road.  But  the  only  real  cure  is  to  give 
the  salesmen  something  to  sell,  and  un- 
til we  can  break  down  this  governmental 
policy  of  holding  our  commodities  off 
the  world  markets  on  a  competitive  ba- 
sis, put  the  salesmen  on  the  road  with 
the  price  not  right,  it  simply  will  not 
work.  That  is  one  of  the  difficult  situa- 
tions we  have  got  to  break  down,  other- 
wise we  cannot  solve  the  problem. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  am  sure  there  are  no 
differences  between  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  and  myself  on  that  point. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  parUamentary 
inquiry? 

Mr.  HOPE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  just  want  to  make 
inquiry  as  to  the  allocation  of  the  time 
and  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
if  he  contemplates  yielding  time  to  us  on 
this  side? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  certainly  do.  Mr. 
Speaker,  may  I  inquire  as  to  how  much 
time  has  been  consumed? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Kansas  has  consumed  20  minutes. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  will  conclude  in  just  a 
minute  and  then  I  will  yield  such  time 
as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  briefly  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hosvbn],  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee, 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  On  page  22  of  the  con- 
ference report  under  the  heading  "Dairy 
Price  Supports"  I  find  that  the  Secre- 
tary may  use  any  method-^with  em- 
phasis placed  on  the  words  "any 
method" — ^he  determines  to  be  necessary 
to  dispose  of  surplus  supplies  of  dairy 
products  owned  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

Will  the  chairman  or  the  conferees 
Interpret  the  words  "any  method"?  Does 
it  include  subsidy  payments  to  producers 
and  processors? 

Mr.  HOPE.  It  Is  a  broad  term  but  I 
do  not  believe  that  it  could  be  inter- 
preted to  mean  subsidy  payments  to 
producers.  However,  I  think  it  could 
be  interpreted  to  mean  subsidy  pay- 
ments to  processors  in  connection  with 
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the  disposition  of  stocks  that  ai«  al- 
ready in  their  hands,  something  along 
the  line  of  the  plant  payment  plan  that 
has  been  previously  discussed  and  with 
which  the  gentleman  is  familiar. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Then  it  might  apply  to 
the  plant  pasnnent  proposal. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Yes;  I  am  sure  it  would 
give  that  authority, 

Mr.  Speaker,  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant provisions  in  the  conference  report 
is  that  of  extending  the  agricultural  con- 
servation payment  program  for  2  years. 
I  shall  not  make  any  further  reference 
to  the  provisions  of  the  conferenoe  re- 
port dealing  with  dairy  products  because 
I  am  going  to  yield  some  time  to  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Arcusx 
H.  AndresenI,  chairman  of  the  Dairy 
Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture, to  discuss  that  matter.  1  will 
yield  to  him  a  little  later. 

I  shall  also  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  Hill],  a  little  later 
to  discuss  the  wool  provisions  or  any 
other  provisions  of  the  bill  he  may  desire 
to  discuss  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  this  time  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Cooley]. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  com- 
pliment and  commend  the  very  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Kansas,  the 
chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  and  my  friend  of  many 
years,  Clifford  Hope;  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  Atigust 
H.  AndresenI.  the  ranking  maiority 
member  of  that  committee,  and  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Colorado, 
our  friend.  Bill  Hill,  upon  the  splendid 
manner  in  which  they  have  championed 
the  cause  of  agriculture,  not  only  dur- 
ing the  current  session  of  Congress,  but 
in  many  former  sessions.  Thry  are  tried 
and  trusted  friends  of  agriculture  and  I 
am  proud  to  have  served  with  them  on 
the  conference  committee.  Another 
real  friend  of  agriculture.  Bob  Poaoe.  of 
Texas,  who  for  many  years  has  labored 
in  Congress  in  the  interest  of  the  welfare 
of  farmers,  also  served  with  us  in  the 
many  important  conferences  which  were 
concluded  only  yesterday. 

Another  Congress  will  convene  before 
another  crop  is  planted  and  when  that 
Congress  convenes  Cliff  Hope  will  be 
here;  August  Andresen  will  be  here :  Bill 
Hill  will  be  here  and  the  fight  for  the 
farmers  of  America  will  go  on.         j 

Some  people  refer  to  this  bill  as  the 
agricultural  bill  of  1954.  Actually,  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  the  antiagricultural  bCl  of 
all  times.  Administration  forces  have 
referred  to  it  as  a  great  and  sweeping 
victory.  Perhaps  it  is  some  sort  of  a 
victory.  I  believe  all  of  us  know  that 
it  is  a  hollow  and  only  a  temporary  vic- 
tory. With  the  coming  of  the  spring. 
farmers  will  regain  some  of  the  thlng.s 
that  are  being  taken  away  from  them 
here  today.  If  Mr.  Benson  is  the  victor, 
and  certainly  now  he  appears  tempo- 
rarily to  be  the  victor,  then  who  will 
be  the  victims?  Who  will  be  the  van- 
quished ?  What  enemy  has  been  routed  ? 
What  dragon  has  t>een  slain?  Adminis- 
tration forces  seem  to  regard  the  farmers 
of  America  as  some  sort  of  public  enemy 
and  they  seem  to  be  proud  of  the  fact 


that  they  have  defeated  the  farmers  and 
have  won  a  great  and  sweeping  victory 
in  the  vicious  and  unrelenting  campaign 
which  has  been  waged  against  those  who 
till  the  soil.  Divide  and  conquer  seems 
to  be  the  technique  which  has  success- 
fully been  employed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  and  his  associates.  He  has 
tried  diligently  to  turn  the  Consumer 
against  the  producer  and  he  has  not 
served  well  the  cause  of  agriculture. 

This  bill  adds  still  another  burden  to 
the  already  bending  backs  of  our  farm- 
ers, and  it  will  cost  them  huijdreds  of 
millions  of  dollars  and  might  Very  well 
bring  the  entire  Nation  to  great  grief 
and  sorrow.  Not  only  will  this  bill  cost 
the  farmers  of  America,  but  it  will  like- 
wise cost  the  taxpayers  of  the  Nation 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars.  This 
one  act.  which  is  being  forced  through 
this  Congress  by  desperate  pressure  and 
ingenious  and  insidious  propaganda,  will 
devalue  the  inventories  of  basic  agricul- 
tural commodities  now  owned  by  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  the 
extent  of  at  least  T'a  percent.  It  will 
devalue  every  bale  of  cotton  and  every 
bushel  of  wheat  and  every  bushel  of  corn 
and  every  ton  of  peanuts  now  held  in 
the  inventories  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation.  Yes.  this  bill  will  devalue 
the  crops  that  are  now  being  harvested 
by  the  farmers  of  the  Nation.  In  the 
springtime,  when  they  were  sowing  the 
seed  and  planting  the  crops,  they  were 
inspired  by  the  hope  that  those  now  in 
office  would  honor  and  execute  their 
solemn  campaign  pledges,  but  now  the 
farmers  of  the  Nation  must  harvest  in 
despair.  This  bill  not  only  devalues  the 
inventories  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  it  not  only  devalues  the 
crops  now  being  harvested,  but  it  also 
devalues  all  of  the  ba.sic  commodities 
now  in  Government  loans,  and  further 
than  that,  it  will  devalue  all  of  the  in- 
ventories of  the  processors  of  basic  agri- 
cultural commodities. 

This  will  subject  the  basic  commodities 
to  the  floor  of  the  sliding  scale  The 
los.-^es  which  will  be  sustained  by  the 
farmers  and  by  the  taxpayers  of  our 
country  for  the  1  good  year  of  our  Lord 
1954  will  amount  to  SI  517.894.880.  This 
is  the  great  and  sweeping  victory  won  by 
the  forces  of  the  administration  now  in 
office. 

I  seem   to  hear  soft,  sad  music — the 
kind  that  is  heard  at  high  mass  for  the 
departed— a  requiem— not  for  the  death 
of  mandatory  price  supports  on  basic 
commodities,  but  for  the  loss  of  another 
great  battle  which  will  be  fought  on  the 
hu.stings  in  the  nearing  month  of  No- 
vember.   The  issues  here  involved  wiU 
be  weighed  in  the  balance  and  the  people 
of  America  will  make  the  great  decision. 
This  one  bill  will  cost  the  Americari 
farmers  and  taxpayers  about  a  half  bil- 
lion dollars  more  than  all  the  total  losses 
sustained  through  22  long  years  on  all 
price-support   programs  of  every  kind 
and  description  which  have  been  under- 
taken by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration.    I  have  the  facts  and  figures 
When  the  full  force  of  the  impact  of  this 
measure  striki^at  the  heart  of  agricul- 
ture  and   devalues   the   commodities  I 
have     mentioned,     the     total     lass    will 
amount  to  more  than  1'^  billions  of  dol- 
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lars.  Only  slightly  more  than  $1  billion 
has  been  lost  on  all  the  price-support 
programs  carried  on  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  from  the  beginning 
to  the  end.  Including  all  commodities, 
basic  and  nonbasic,  perishable  and  non- 
perishable. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas. 

Mr.  POAGE.  And  that  Is  only  one- 
half  as  much  as  the  President  wanted 
us  to  devalue  them. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  is  right. 
He  calls  it  a  vict4)ry  when  you  know  it 
is  an  outrageous  compromi.se.  It  was 
offered  on  the  floor  by  our  distinguished 
majority  leader  when  he  came  to  the  well 
of  the  House  to  support  the  Harrison 
amendment  and  said  that  this  is  a  good 
compromise;  yet  the  White  House  says 
a  sweeping  and  great  victory.  The  Pres- 
ident only  got  onf!-half  of  what  he  said 
he  wanted.  If  it  is  a  victory,  surely  it 
is  only  a  partial  \1ctory. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  This  selling  the  farmer 
down  the  river  will  not  result  in  lower 
prices  to  the  consumers,  will  it? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Certainly  not.  There 
is  not  one  consumer  in  America  who  will 
feel  the  effect  of  ;-his  bill  on  his  grocery 
bill. 

Mr.  KING  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  KING  of  Pe  ansyl vania.  May  I  ask 
the  gentleman,  would  he  be  glad  to  see 
the  Government  get  rid  of  its  present 
surpluses?  , 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  wiU  answer  the  gen- 
tleman's questior.  I  do  not  want  this 
Government  to  s<ll  1  bale  of  cotton  and 
lo.se  $1  or  1  dime .  and  if  you  will  leave 
us  alone,  we  wil.  sell  at  a  profit.  We 
made  $268  millior.  on  the  cotton  program 
when  it  was  in  operation.  Now  you  com- 
plain because  we  have  an  abundance  of 
cotton.  The  Se;retary  of  Agriculture 
boKged  us  to  gron-  it,  and  now  the  gen- 
tleman says  it  it  a  great  curse  on  our 
economy. 

Mr.  KING  of  Pennsylvania.  You 
would  not  want  to  make  good  on  your 
wild   predictions. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Yes.  We  made  a  $268 
million  profit. 

Mr.  KING  of  Pennsylvania.  And  you 
tried  every  other  way  to  give  it  away. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  No,  sir.  I  am  not  in 
favor  of  giving  1  bale  of  this  cotton 
away. 

Mr  KING  of  Pennsylvania.  And  you 
paid  $1  million  for  storing  it. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Will  the  gentleman 
show  me  one  provision  in  this  bill  that 
even  contemplat(d  the  saving  of  one  dol- 
lar of  storage  costs?  The  administra- 
tion brings  out  all  these  fallacious  and 
foolish  arguments,  which  are  a  diabolic 
scheme  to  mislead  the  people  of  Amer- 
ica into  believing  that  we  do  not  own 
this  $2.5  billion  of  food  and  fiber  which 
is  so  essential  to  our  economy.  Do  you 
not  agree  that  this  is  a  fraud? 


Mr.  B3NG  qf  Pennsylvania.  At  82 '^2 
and  90  the  Government  will  keep  on 
piling  up  surpluses,  however. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Does  not  the  gentle- 
man realize  that  the  cotton  farmer  and 
the  wheat  farmer  this  year  are  doing  ex- 
actly what  your  Secretary  Benson  asked 
him  to  do?  You  embrace  him;  you  like 
him;  you  praise  him.  I  admire  the  man, 
but  I  do  not  praise  his  program.  I  be- 
lieve he  is  a  Christian  gentleman,  but  he 
is  far  more  pious  than  he  is  prudent. 
When  he  comes  to  the  question  of  agri- 
culture, Mr.  Benson  does  not  know  what 
it  is  all  about.  He  is  a  Boy  Scout  in  the 
field  of  agriculture.  He  does  not  under- 
stand the  philosophy  of  the  program  for 
cotton  or  wheat  or  other  basic  com- 
modities. 

Mr.  KING  of  Pennsylvania.  I  would 
hate  to  be  the  one  saying  that  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Well,  I  will  say  it  not 
only  to  you  but  to  him.  and  I  think  I 
can  prove  it.  I  can  take  the  record  of 
our  committee  hearings,  and  I  will  prove 
that  he  does  not  know  what  he  is  talk- 
ing about.  Yes,  this  is  a  great,  sweep- 
ing victory.  The  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania always  likes  to  count  costs.  I 
challenged  Mr.  Benson,  when  the  bill 
was  here  before,  to  point  out  one  inac- 
curacy in  the  figures  I  submitted. 

Mr.  KING  of  Pennsylvania.  Will  the 
gentleman  allow  me  to  point  out  the  in- 
accuracy? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  No,  because  I  know 
exactly  what  the  gentleman  is  going  to 
say;  he  is  going  to  be  inaccurate  in  point- 
ing out  my  inaccuracies. 

Mr.  KING  of  Pennsylvania.  Every  in- 
dividual in  this  Congress  knows  that 
every  time  the  CCC  loses  a  million  dol- 
lars that  it  is  reimbursed  for  it.  You 
want  to  argue  that  the  balance  sheet  of 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
represents  the  cost  of  this  program. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Ask  Mr.  Benson.  We 
asked  him  in  our  committee  room  to  give 
us  the  figures,  and  he  never  could  give 
the  correct  figure.  He  had  no  idea  what 
his  proposal  would  cost  the  farmers  and 
the  taxpayers  of  the  country. 

Mr.  KING  of  Pennsylvania.  $7.5  bil- 
lion, not  counting  1  cent  of  loss  on  the 
$7.5  billion  we  now  own. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  cannot  yield  further. 
The  total  loss  on  all  the  support  pro- 
grams is  $1,375,000,000,  and  if  you  relate 
that  to  the  accumulated  farm  income  of 
this  Nation,  for  the  same  period  you  re- 
late it  to  $294  billion,  and  if  you  further 
relate  it  to  the  overall  national  income, 
you  relate  it  to  $3,115,000,000,000.  That 
will  prove  how  inconsequential  losses 
have  been. 

Now,  let  us  be  fair  about  this  bill.  I 
have  done  the  best  I  could.  I  know  that 
Bill  Hill  and  August  Andresen  and 
Cliff  Hope  and  Bob  Poace  have  done  the 
best  they  could. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  point  of  order.  The  gentle- 
man is  transgressing  the  rules  of  the 
House  by  pointing  out  our  friends  over 
here  in  that  manner. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  will  refer  to  them  as 
my  distinguished  and  beloved  friends. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
proceed  in  order. 


Mr.  COOLEY.  I  will  refer  to  them  as 
the  great  statesmen  from  Kansas,  Min- 
nesota, Colorado,  and  Texas.  I  appre- 
ciate the  gentleman's  correcting  me. 
But  we  have  done  the  best  we  could,  and 
we  have  taken  a  licking;  there  Is  no 
doubt  about  that. 

Mr.  SHORT.  »fr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentlemen  jrield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Missouri. 

Mr  SHORT.  The  people  who  have 
taken  the  worst  Ucking  are  the  dairy 
farmers  of  this  country,  and  after  this 
House  voted  to  Increase  parity  from  75 
to  82 '2  percent,  now  you  are  going  to 
lower  it  back  to  75.  That  will  Uqui- 
date  many  of  the  big  herds  through- 
out this  country. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  would  like  to  say  to 
my  friend  that  when  our  committee  re- 
ported the  80  percent  support  for  dairy 
products  our  great  President  approved 
of  it.  and  he  said  that  the  way  to  ap- 
proach this  reduction  was  to  approach 
it  gradually.  If,  indeed,  the  President 
did  approve  80  percent,  why  should  he 
now  lower  the  boom  and  say  he  wants 
75  percent?  I  will  say  to  my  distin- 
guished friend  from  Michigan  (Mr. 
Hoffman]  that  the  President  wrote  a 
letter  to  the  conferees  and  said,  "Dear 
Cliff,"  "Dear  George,"  won't  you  please 
do  this — do  that?  And  don't  do  this  and 
don't  do  that. 

Maybe  that  is  not  an  invasion  of  the 
conference  room  by  the  Chief  Execu- 
tive, but  that  is  what  happened.  I  am 
frank  to  say  that  I  do  not  beUeve  it  in- 
fluenced anybody's  decision  in  a  single 
particular. 

We  brought  in  the  best  bill  that  we 
could.  It  is  true  that  it  provides  82.5 
percent  of  parity  on  the  basics  and  it  is 
true  that  it  provides  75-percent  supports 
for  dairy  products.  It  is  gomg  to  be  a 
very  bitter  pill  for  some  of  my  Repub- 
lican friends  to  have  to  swallow  the 
Brannan  plan,  but  we  have  wrapped  it 
up  in  a  sweet  package  and  made  it  as 
palatable  as  possible.  I  am  sure  you  will 
take  it  and  like  it,  because  Benson  wants 
you  to  have  it.  No  one  on  earth  knows 
what  it  will  cost,  but  Benson  wanted  to 
support  the  price  of  wool  without  limi- 
tation. Under  his  proposal  he  would  lift 
the  price  of  wool  to  100  percent  of  parity 
or  to  140  percent  of  parity,  or  to  any 
other  level  he  might  decide  to  fix.  E^^en 
under  this  proposal  wool  will  be  sup- 
ported at  110  percent  of  parity,  while 
dairy  products  are  supported  at  only  75 
percent  of  parity  and  basic  commodities 
at  only  82 '2  percent  of  parity.  I  repeat, 
wool  at  110  percent  and  cotton  at  82  V*^ 
pei-cent  of  parity.  Bi»t  this  is  what  Ben- 
son wants,  and  this  is  what  Benson  will 
have  imtil  Congress  convenes  next  year. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Does  the  gentleman  ac- 
cept the  theory  that  no  branch  of  sigri- 
culture  should  receive  preferential  treat- 
ment over  another  branch  of  agricul- 
ture? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  certainly  do.  I  have 
never  advocated  and  I  never  shall  advo- 
cate high  support  levels  on  perishable 
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commodities  unless  those  commodities 
will  lend  themselyes  to  production  con- 
trols. 

Mr.  SHORT.  And  is  it  not  obviously 
unfair  to  force  the  dairy  farmer  to  pay 
high  prices  for  his  grain  and  feed,  which 
are  supported  by  a  high  90-percent  fixed 
parity  price,  and  then  compel  him  to  sell 
his  dairy  products — ^milk,  butter,  and 
cheese — on  a  lower,  sliding  scale  of 
parity? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Certainly  the  produc- 
ers of  all  commodities  should  be  treated 
fairly  and  equitably,  but  unfortimately 
the  producers  of  certain  commodities 
cannot  possibly  control  production  so 
as  to  keep  production  in  line  with  rea- 
sonable consumer  demand.  Every  time 
W3  have  undertaken  to  support  at  high 
levels  perishable  commodities  we  have 
sustained  great  losses. 

The  Apostle  of  Freedom,  who  screamed 
about  controlling  and  regimentating  and 
goose-stepping    the    American    farmer 
now,  by  his  owa  edict  and  order,  has 
made  himself  the  great  Regimentator, 
the  Czar,  and  the  lord  of  all  he  surveys 
in  the  agricultural  areas  of  our  country.' 
The  production  of  all  basic  commodities 
he  now  has  under  his  control  and  yet 
he  is  not  satisfied.    He  has  taken  by  a 
distorted  interpretation  of  the  law  com- 
plete control  of  all  the  farms  of  Amer- 
ica.   He  speaks  of  diverted  acres  and 
yet  he  has  no  definition  for  the  words 
"diverted   acre."    What   is  a   diverted 
acre?    Do  you  know?    Ehd  you  or  I  have 
diverted  acres  in  cotton  and  wheat  and 
com  in  1952, 1953?   Do  we  have  diverted 
acres  in  1954?    Are  diverted  acres  to  be 
accumulated  over  one  or  more  years? 
Can  the  farmers  of  the  Nation  afTord  to 
permit  millions  upon  millions  of  acres 
to  remain  idle?    When  farmers  voted  in 
favor  of  acreage  allotments  and  market- 
ing quotas  and  indicated  their  willing- 
ness to  reduce  the  production  of  basic 
commodities,  were  they  told  then  or  did 
they  know,  or  did  they  have  any  way  of 
knowing  that  Blustering  Benson  would 
take  complete  charge  and  control  of  the 
acreage  retired  from  the  production  of 
the   basic   commodities?     This   Is   the 
heavy  cross  of  cross  compliance  and  this 
Is  really  the  big  double  cross.     Another 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  flirted  with  the 
idea  in  1949.    He  said  he  thought  he  had 
authority  to  put  the  multiple  compliance 
program  into  operation,   but   after  he 
conferred  with  members  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Agriculture  he  abandoned 
the  idea.   The  "Bold  Mr.  Benson"  is  more 
daring  and  audacious.     He  comes  out 
with  twitches,  hobbles,  yokes,  shackles 
and  all,  and  puts  the  American  farmer 
in  his  own  custom-made  straitjacket. 
He  will  tell  the  farmer  "This  is  a  di- 
verted acre,  sir.     if,  on  tills  acre  you 
plant  alfalfa  and  yoiu-  cows  perchance 
should  graze  upon  it,  and  if  perchance 
you  sell  a  quart  of  milk  taken  from  Old 
Bossy,  you  will  Jose  all  your  price-sup- 
port programs  and  you  cannot  put  any 
of  yoiu:  commodities  under  loan." 

If  a  farmer  should  plant  clover,  and 
if  on  that  farm  he  should  produce  honey 
and  the  busy  little  bees  go  there  to  for- 
age, the  price-support  program  would  be 
denied,  not  only  on  honey,  but  on  all  the 
other  commodities  produced  on  the  farm. 


Maybe  this  is  right,  but 'I  think  it  is 
ridiculous. 

Through  the  decades  our  agricultural 
leaders,  agricultural  colleges,  the  ejcten- 
sion  service,  the  experiment  stations 
and  all  of  our  research  laboratories  have 
been  trying  to  aid  our  farmers  and  to 
bring  about  a  well-rounded,  diversified 
farm  program  for  each  farmer ;  but  Mr. 
Benson  is  not  willing  for  the  farmers  of 
North  Carolina  to  have  an  opportunity 
to  use  the  diverted  acres  as  they  might 
be  advised  to  use  them  by  the  agricul- 
tural experts  and  leaders  of  my  State. 
Oh,  no.  they  must  do  just  what  Mr.  Ben- 
son wants  them  to  do — this  and  nothing 
more.  We  have  had  controls,  acreage 
allotments  and  marketing  quotas 
through  the  years  but  up  until  now 
farmers  have  been  permitted  to  run  the 
rest  of  their  farms  just  as  they  pleased 
to  nm  them.  Perhaps  all  of  this  ks  the 
big  change  we  have  heard  so  much 
about.  Perhaps  this  is  the  great,  dy- 
namic, forward-looking  program  we 
have  heard  so  much  about. 

I  realize,  of  course,  that  the  producers 
of  basic  commodities  will  drastically  re- 
duce their  acreage  this  year  and  will  no 
doubt  be  required  to  reduce  acreage  fur- 
ther next  year.  Why  are  these  pro- 
ducers willing  to  bear  the  burden  of  the 
law  and  the  programs  in  the  hope  that 
they  might  enjoy  some  of  the  blessings? 
They  certainly  should  not  be  denied  the 
right  to  use  diverted  acres  in  an  effort 
to  bring  about  a  diversified  program 
with  the  advice  of  the  agricultural  ex- 
perts and  in  their  own  communities. 

This  "set  aside"  is  nothing  but  a  de- 
vice and  a  delusion— a  fallacy  and  a 

fraud  which  has  been  deliberately  de- 
vised for  the  purpose  of  misleading  and 
deceiving  the  consumers  of  the  Nation. 
In  this  bill  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  has  completely  repudiated  Secre- 
tary Benson.  In  this  bill  we  will  invali- 
date, set  aside,  and  declare  to  be  null  and 
void  his  order  which  would  prevent  local 
committeemen  who  have  served  through 

the  years,  faithfully  and  well,  on  the  AAA 
committees,  the  PMA  committees,  and 
the  ASC  committees,  from  being  eligible 
for  reelection.  Benson  by  this  order 
sought  to  prevent  the  farmers  of  the 
country  from  electing  the  men  of  their 
choice  to  serve  on  these  important  com- 
mittees. He  has  advocated  more  farmer 
participation  and  more  democratic  proc- 
esses but  here  is  a  demonstration  of  his 
disbelief  in  the  fundamental  principles 
of  democracy.  So  it  takes  an  act  of  Con- 
gress to  force  Mr.  Benson  to  let  the  farm- 
ers make  their  own  choice  of  the  com- 
mitteemen at  the  local  level. 

The  Congress  will  by  this  bill  repudiate 
another  order  issued  by  the  great  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture,  who  sought  to  pre- 
vent com  farmers  from  bringing  their 
acreages  into  compliance.  If  a  farmer 
should  comply  with  all  the  rules  and 
regulations  and  all  the  acreage  allot- 
ments and  marketing  quotas,  but  should 
unintentionally  or  inadvertently  over- 
plant  his  com  acreage.  Mr.  Benson  would 
not  permit  him  to  chop  down  the  over- 
planted  portion,  to  adjust  his  acreage. 
and  to  bring  himself  into  compliance;  but 
wotild  force  him  to  lose  all  price  supports 
and  other  benefits  and  advantages.  By 
this  act  the  com  farmers  will  be  accorded 


the  same  privileges  which  have  hereto- 
fore been  accorded  to  cotton  farmers,  to 
tobacco  farmers,  to  peanut  farmers,  and 
to  the  other  producers  of  basic  Commod- 
ities. Why  would  Mr.  Benson  want  to 
do  this?  It  makes  no  difference  now 
why  he  wanted  to  do  it.  Prom  now  on 
he  just  will  not  be  able  to  do  it. 

I  repeat,  this  is  an  antiagrlcuUure  bill, 
but  we  must  make  the  most  of  it.  Ben- 
son has  advocated  more  righteous  things 
and  has  done  more  wrong  things  than 
any  Secretary  of  Agriculture  who  has 
ever  occupied  that  high  oflQce. 

Under  the  pressure  of  administration 
forces,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
House  of  Representatives  had  approved 
the  provisions  we  reported  which  would 
have  permitted  the  wheat  farmers  of  the 
Nation  to  decide  for  themselves,  in  a 
referendum  duly  conducted,  whether 
they  favored  a  two-price  system  for 
wheat,  we  were  forced  to  abandon  the 
project.  Administration  forces  were  not 
even  willing  to  permit  us  to  submit,  with- 
out strings  or  obligations,  the  simple 
question  to  wheat  farmers  of  America: 
"Do  you  or  do  you  not  favor  a  two-price 
system  wheat  program?"  This  adminis- 
tration apparently  just  does  not  want  to 
know  what  farmers  think  about  any- 
thing. Apparently  the  administration  is 
not  interested  in  the  farmers  or  in  the 
wishes  of  the  farmers.  So  hare  again 
free  expression  at  the  grasiroots  is 
denied. 

Oh.  yes.  Mr.  Benson  and  the  adminis- 
tration forces  wanted,  for  all  intents 
and  purposes,  to  give  away  the  grazing 
lands  in  the  National  Forests*— a  ridi- 
culous proposal.  Our  committee,  after 
extended  hearings,  refused  to  approve 
any  part  of  it ;  and  yet  the  powers  that 
be  insisted.  Fo»tunately,  we  forced  the 
advocates  to  surrender,  so  the  grazing 
lands  of  the  forests  have  been  protected, 
at  least  for  the  time  being.  The  details 
of  this  program  and  proposal  I  shall  not 
attempt  to  discuss  at  this  time.    Why 

should  this  administration  feel  so  obli- 
gated to  the  cattlemen  who  have  used 
and  who  have  abused  the  vast  grazing 
lands  and  mountain  meadows  in  our  Na- 
tional Parks,  which,  after  all,  belong  to 
all  the  people?  All  the  cons«rvation- 
ists,  wildlife  people,  and  sportsmen  of 
the  country  have  a  right  to  roam  and 
to  use  and  to  enjoy  these  great  and  valu- 
able areas  of  our  public  domain.  The 
administration  wanted  to  let  certain  in- 
dividuals have  the  exclusive  use  of  and 
to  allow  them  to  build  barbed-wire 
fences  around  the  thousands  of  acres  of 
our  National  Forests  and  to  permit  them 
to  enjoy  these  lands  and  to  abuse  them, 
for  a  nominal  fee  and  free  from  taxes. 

To  sum  it  up:  This  administration  is 
trying  to  give  away,  hide  away,  and  slide 
away  the  assets  and  properties  of  all  the 
people  of  our  country. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota (Mr.  August  H.  AndreskhI. 

Mr.  KRUEGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Dakota. 
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Mr.  KRUEGEK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  const-nt  to  extend  my  re- 
marks in  the  Record  following  the  re- 
marks of  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
I  Mr.  August  H.  AndresknI. 

The  SPEAKEll.  Without  objection. 
It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  was  a  membpr  of  tiie  confer- 
ence committee  who  found  himself  un- 
able to  sign  the  conference  report,  and 
therefore  I  feel  I  should  make  some  ex- 
planation of  the  position  I  took.  The 
chairman  has  as.signed  to  me  the  task  of 
discussing  the  dairy  provisions  of  the 
bill,  which  are  of  great  interest  to  all 
sections  of  the  country.  I  think  it  is 
one  of  the  most  important  parts  of  the 
bill  as  the  dairy  industry  is  one  of  our 
most  important  industries,  being  the 
largest  segment  in  American  agricul- 
ture. 

I  want  to  express  my  appreciation  and 
gratitude  to  my  conferees  from  the 
House  for  the  way  they  stood  together 
in  our  deliberations.  I  have  served 
on  a  good  many  conference  committees 
during  my  service  in  Congress,  but  I  have 
never  served  on  a  conference  committee 
which  has  functioned  such  as  this  con- 
ference has  undergone  during  its  seven 
sessions.  My  fellow  conferees  from  the 
House  will  understand  what  I  am  talk- 
ins  about.  It  V  as  not  an  easy  task  to 
secure  a  satisfactory  agreement  in  the 
conference,  but  the  House  conferees  did 
the  best  that  thry  could  considering  the 
Situation  which  confronted  them. 

After  seven  difficult  and  trying  ses- 
sions of  the  coFiference  committee,  the 
managers  on  thf  part  of  the  House  pre- 
sent the  report  before  you  today.  Al- 
though I  am  net  satisfied  with  the  re- 
port in  certain  respects,  it  is  better  in 
many  ways  than  the  act  of  1949  to  which 
we  would  rever",  in  the  event  that  an 
agreement  was  not  reached  by  the  con- 
ferees. The  act  of  1949  provides  for 
flexible  parity  support  prices  between 
75  percent  and  90  percent  of  parity. 
This  conference  rep>ort  definitely  estab- 
lishes a  floor  support  price  of  82.5  per- 
cent of  parity  for  all  basic  commoditiesv 
As  to  dairy  pro<lucts,  which  have  never 
been  under  rigid  supports,  the  support 
price  fixed  by  tlie  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture on  April  1  !it  75  percent  of  parity  is 
continued.  For  several  sessions  of  the 
conference  committee,  the  House  con- 
ferees unanimously  fought  for  a  mini- 
mum support  price  of  80  percent  which 
was  approved  in  the  House  bill  by  a 
vote  of  3  to  1.  This  effort  failed  due  to 
the  strong  oppdsition  of  the  other  con- 
ferees. I  woulc  like  to  give  you  a  little 
history  of  the  p .ice-support  program  for 
dairy  products. 

On  April  1.  1953,  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  fixed  a  support  price 
of  90  percent  of  parity  for  dairy  prod- 
ucts. This  support  figure  remained  in 
effect  until  Apiil  1.  1954.  In  March  of 
this  year  the  Secretary  announced  that 
he  would  drop  the  support  price  on  dairy 
products  by  15  ix)ints,  from  90  percent  to 
75  percent  of  parity.  That  is  what  I 
objected  to  ami  one  of  the  reasons  why 
I  have  not  sig  ned  the  conference  re- 
port. This  dnistic  cut  in  the  support 
price  of  dairy  products  meant  a  reduc- 


tion of  from  15  percent  to  20  percent  in 
the  income  of  around  4  milUon  dairy 
farmers  in  the  United  States.  I  felt 
then,  as  I  do  now.  that  such  a  large  re- 
duction in  the  purchasing  p>ower  of  dairy 
farmers  would  ultimately  have  its  effect 
up>on  the  entire  economy  of  our  country. 

I  would  not  have  objected  to  a  small 
reduction  in  the  support  price  should 
such  action  be  found  necessary  because 
of  the  large  surpluses  of  dairy  products 
in  the  hands  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation.  However.  I  took  the  same 
position  as  the  President  did  when  he 
said  that  any  adjustment  in  the  price- 
support  program  should  be  gradual.  I 
felt  that  the  President  took  the  correct 
position  and  I  k)elieve  that  I  am  sound 
in  my  conclusion  and  action  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
also  as  a  conferee  on  this  bill. 

When  the  fafm  bill  was  considered  by 
our  Committee  on  Agriculture  I  offered 
a  motion  to  make  th"  support  price  85 
percent  of  parity  for  dairy  products. 
This  motion  was  defeated  in  the  com- 
mittee; whereupon  I  offered  the  motion 
to  increase  the  support  price  beginning 
September  1  from  75  percent  to  80  per- 
cent of  parity.  This  motion  prevailed  by 
a  large  majority,  and  the  figure  of  80- 
I>ercent  support  for  dairy  products  was 
a  part  of  the  farm  bill  considered  by  the 
House.  It  was  approved  in  the  House 
by  a  vote  of  3  to  1.  All  of  the  House  con- 
ferees diu  their  utmost  to  have  this  fig- 
ure adopted  in  the  conference  commit- 
tee but  without  success. 

I  am  very  proud  of  my  fellow  conferees 
from  the  House  who  stood  with  the  dairy 

farmers  oi  this  country  and  by  my  posi- 
tion until  the  conference  broke  up  over 
this  issue  on  Saturday.  August  14.  The 
responsibility  for  continuing  the  support 
price  at  T5  percent  does  not  lie  upon  the 
shoulders  of  the  House  conferees.  I 
want  to  make  this  very  clear.  Our  very 
able  chairman,  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  (Mr.  Hope),  the  gentleman  from 

Colorado  I  Mr.  Hill),  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  CooleyI,  and 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  (Mr.  Poage) 
stood  with  me  and  the  dairy  farmers  of 
the  United  States  until  all  hope  was  lost 
to  maintain  the  position  of  the  House. 
I  am  proud  to  be  associated  with  them 
and  also  with  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  who  fought  with 
me  to  protect  the  integrity  of  American 
dairy  farmers. 

I  had  figured  that  if  we  could  have  a 
gradual  adjustment  in  our  economy  it 
would  not  have  done  a  great  deal  of 
harm.  t)ecause  a  slight  adjustment  of  5 
percent  one  way  or  the  other  would  not 
have  hurt  the  dairy  farmers  as  much  as 
the  drastic  15-percent  cut  that  went  into 
operation  on  April  1  and  which  is  con- 
tinued by  this  conference  report.  The 
proposal  which  I  made  of  a  5 -percent 
reduction  in  the  support  price  was  in  line 
with  what  many  of  us  thought  the  Presi- 
dent advocated  when  he  said  that  the  re- 
duction in  the  support  price  should  be 
gradual. 

Due  to  the  limitation  of  time,  I  want 
to  briefly  discuss  the  dairy  sections  of 
this  conference  report.  Most  of  these 
sections,  with  a  few  changes,  were  con- 
tained in  the  House  bill.    Each  section 


was  contested  in  the  conference  com- 
mittee. 

As  I  have  stated,  the  price  support  for 
dairy  products  was  left  at  75  percent  to 
90  percent  of  parity.  That  is  accordiner 
to  existing  law,  and  that  is  where  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  fixed  it  as  of 
April  1, 1954.  The  floor  support  for  dairy 
products  will  stay  at  75  percent  of  parity 
until  such  time  as  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture establishes  an  increased  figure. 
He  can  do  this  at  any  time,  but  the  law 
permits  him  to  wait  until  April  1,  1955, 
before  making  any  change  upward  of  the 
support  price.  He  cannot  go  below  75 
percent  of  parity  but  he  can  increase  the 
suppwrt  price  up  to  90  iiercent  of  parity. 

The  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  and  this 
conference  report  provide  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  shall  support  the 
price  of  milk,  butterfat.  and  the  prod- 
ucts of  milk  through  loans  on.  or  pur- 
chases of.  milk  and  the  products  of  milk 
and  butterfat.  and  for  the  period  ending 
March  31.  1956.  surplus  stocks  of  dairy 
products  owned  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  may  be  disp>osed  of 
by  any  methods  determined  necessary 
by  the  Secretary.  Also,  t)eginning  Sep- 
tember 1, 1954.  and  ending  June  30, 1956, 
not  to  exceed  $50  million  annually  of 
funds  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion shall  be  used  to  increase  the  con- 
sumption of  fluid  milk  by  children  in 
nonprofit  schools  of  high-school  grade 
and  under. 

You  will  note  that  the  Secretary  has 
been  given  blanket  authority  to  use  any 
method  devised  by  him  to  dispose  of  but- 
ter, cheese,  and  other  dairy  products 

owned  by  the  Conunodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration. 

The  reason  that  the  Secretary  was 
given  blanket  authority  to  dispose  of 
Government  stocks  of  dairy  products  was 
largely  due  to  the  failure  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  devise  or  put  into  op>eration 
any  program  whatsoever  to  dispose  of 

Government  stocks  under  authority  of 
existing  law.  Beginning  as  early  as  Feb- 
ruary of  this  year,  the  Secretary  an- 
nounced that  he  would  put  a  dynamic 
disposal  program  into  operation  and 
such  announcements  were  frequently 
made  until  in  May,  when  the  Secretary 
advised  the  committee  that  he  did  not 
have  any  program.  We  were  anxiously 
awaiting  his  plan  and  repeatedly  re- 
quested him  to  submit  his  disposal  plans 
to  the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
We  also  requested  him  to  submit  his 
recommendations  for  legislation  to 
handle  the  dairy  problem.  He  failed  to 
do  so.  I  want  the  Secretary  to  have  full 
latitude  in  devising  and  putting  into  exe- 
cution promptly  a  surplus  disposal  pro- 
gram for  dairy  products.  There  is  a  sec- 
tion in  the  conference  report  requiring 
him  to  undertake  such  a  program  under 
authority  provided  by  existing  law  and 
in  this  conference  report.  I  reconmiend 
all  provisions  of  the  dairy  section  of  this 
report  to  the  Secretary.  I  want  to  give 
him  a  chance;  I  want  to  give  him  au- 
thority for  the  next  18  months  to  dispose 
of  Government  stocks  of  butter,  cheese, 
and  milk  powder.  He  knows,  and  I  also 
believe,  that  if  Government  surplus  dairy 
products  are  disposed  of,  it  will  go  far 
in  solving  our  complicated  dairy  problem. 
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CHARA    of    Mlmtesota. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  sdeld? 

Mr.  ADOUST  H.  ANDRESES.    lyidd. 

Mr.  cyHARA  of  Mixmeaofca.  Would 
the  gentlonan  agree  the  result  of  75  per- 
cent kA  parity  to  the  dairy  fanner  ia 
going  to  guarantee  less  income  to  the 
dairy  farmer  and  it  is  not  going  to  mean 
eren  a  1  cent  reduction  in  price  to  the 
^nsumer,  and  it  is  not  going  to  dispose 
of  these  surpluses  that  we  hear  about  all 
the  time? 

Bfr.  AUOX7ST  H.  ANDRESEN.  There 
is  only  one  ezeepti<m  to  that,  and  that 
is  in  the  price  of  butter.  The  price  of 
butter  was  reduced  about  8  cmts  a 
pound  when  supports  were  lowered  from 
90  percent  to  75  percent.  But  on  the 
other  commodities,  and  on  all  of  the 
price  support  commodities,  the  price  to 
the  consumer  has  not  been  reduced  one 
iota  even  though  the  farmers  are  get- 
ting 15  percent  or  25  percent  less  for 
tbeir^mmodities.  In  the  case  of  milk. 
Ijb  the^-milk  marketing  areas,  the  price 
of  milk  Is  going  up  instead  of  down,  and 
the  farmers  are  receiving  less  than  they 
did  a  year  ago  for  their  milk.  Dairy 
farmers  living  outside  of  the  milk  sheds 
are  receiving  as  much  as  25  percent  un- 
der the  price  received  a  year  ago. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Just  how  is  the  sup- 
port price  between  70  percent  and  90 
percent  on  dairy  products  and  between 
82^  percent  and  90  percent  on  the  six 
basic  storable  products  going  to  be  de- 
termined? Is  there  any  yardstick  that 
the  Secretary  must  use  in  order  to  de- 
termine just  at  what  percent  of  parity  he 

Is  going  to  support  these  commodities? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Of 
course,  as  the  gentleman  knows,  that  is 
In  the  parity  formula  where  he  Is  re- 
quired to  take  all  factors  into  considera- 
tion in  determining  the  parity  price  and 
the  support  prices. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  further? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  If  the 
gentleman  will  permit  me  to  conclude 
my  statement,  I  do  not  have  much  time 
remaining. 

Mr.  RCX)SEVELT.  Bto.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  am 
sorry,  I  want  to  conclude  this  explana- 
tion, if  the  gentleman  will  permit  me. 

Here  is  one  good  thing  that  came  into 
the  bilL  It  has  been  complained  that 
the  farmers  are  producing  too  much 
milk.  I  will  not  go  into  the  reasons  why 
they  are  producing  too  much  milk  except 
to  state  that,  in  fact,  it  is  largely  on  ac- 
count of  butter  consumption.  People 
are  going  to  yellow-colored  oleomarga- 
rine. You  cannot  get  away  frwn  that. 
Yellow-colored  (deomargarine  has  taken 
over  about  one-half  of  the  butter  market 
in  the  country  so  we  have  a  surplus  of 
butter.  Here  we  are  producing  too  much 
milk.  We  have  provided  here  to  dispose 
of  surpluses.  U  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture administers  this  conference  re- 
port the  way  we  have  Intended,  he  is 
going  to  materially  aid  the  fanners  of 
the  country  and  dispose  of  surplus  farm 
commodities  in  dairy  products  which  we 
have. 


In  addition  to  using  $100  million  dur- 
hig  the  next  2  years  for  the  purchases 
of  milk  for  school  lunches,  we  have  also 
iwovlded  that  Commodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration shall  make  available  butter, 
cheese,  and  milk  powder  from  Govern- 
ment Stocks  of  dairy  products  for  use  by 
men  in  the  armed  services,  the  veter- 
ans, and  military  hospitals,  over  and 
above  the  amounts  that  are  purchased 
in  normal  channels  of  trade.  Under  this 
report,  the  Secretary  could  also  provide 
milk  for  these  American  citizens  as  well 
as  to  supply  them  with  adequate 
amounts  of  butter  and  cheese.  Most  of 
the  enlisted  men  in  the  Army  have  been 
fed  oleomargarine  instead  of  butter. 
These  commodities  are  to  be  provided 
without  cost,  excepting  the  cost  of  pack- 
aging and  transportation.  I  ask  you 
why  Government-owned  stocks  otf  dairy 
products,  paid  for  by  American  taxpay- 
ers, should  not  be  given  to  American 
citizens  in  our  armed  services  and 
woimded  veterans  in  hospitals? 

As  a  further  means  of  stabilizing  the 
dairy  industry  and  providing  consumers 
with  good  milk  from  disease-free  cows. 
the  conference  report  contains  a  section 
providing  for  the  acceleration  of  the 
brucellosis  eradication  of  reactor  cattle 
and  authorizes  the  use  of  $15  million 
annually  for  the  next  2  years  as  indemni- 
ties up  to  $50  per  head  when  reactors 
are  disposed  of.  Brucellosis  reactors  are 
mostly  milch  cows,  and  It  is  estimated 
that  there  are  more  than  1,500.$00  re- 
actors in  the  country  which  should  be 
disposed  of. 

It  is  estimated  that  If  the  brucellosis 
program  is  promptly  and  efficiently  ad- 
ministered between  800.000  and  JOO.OOO 
reactors  can  be  disposed  of  in  the  next 
2  years.  In  my  opinion,  effective  admin- 
istration of  this  section  will  reduce  milk 
production   by    approximately    3    billion 

pounds  annually  at  the  end  of  the  2 -year 
period.  I 

We  have  also  directed  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  and  his  staff  give 
careful  study  to  the  various  self-help 
and  other  programs  presented  to  him 
and  Congress  by  several  dairy-industry 
groups.  He  is  required  to  make  a  report 
to  Congress  by  January  3,  1955.  giving 
his  opinion  and  recommendations  for 
the  enactment  of  legislation.  The  Sec- 
retary is  also  directed  to  present  alter- 
nate proposals  for  the  consideration  of 
Congress  and  for  possible  submission  to 
a  referendum  vote  of  dairy  farmers. 

I  regret  tliat  time  will  not  permit  me 
to  go  into  details  on  the  various  pro- 
posals which  are  contained  in  the  con- 
ference report  or  to  further  discuss  the 
dairy  problem.  It  is  very  complicated 
and  we  need  the  best  experienced  minds 
In  the  country  to  solve  it.  Let  me  say 
in  conclusion  that  there  is  no  more  im- 
portant industry  in  this  country  than 
we  find  in  the  dairy  industry.  It  is  the 
largest  section  of  our  economy  and  the 
most  vital.  No  branch  of  our  economy 
contributes  more  to  the  general  welfare 
than  do  the  dairy  farmers.  Their  pur- 
chasing power  contributes  much  to  busi- 
ness, manufacturing,  and  labor,  and 
therefore,  I  again  strongly  urge  the  adop- 
tion of  a  policy  that  will  encourage 
abundant  production  of  milk  and  other 
dairy  products  to  be  sold  to  consumers  at 


re%sonable  prices  and  assure  a  fair  and 
adequate  return  to  producers. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempora  The  time 
of  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  has 

expired. 

HO    AID    TO    CONSTTMER    BT7T    ralTALTT    FOE 
PRODUCERS 

Mr.  KRUEGER.     Mr.  Si>eaker.  for  a 

long  time  there  was  a  pretty  stubborn 
bunch  of  legrislators  who  stuck  together 
when  farm  legislation  came  up.  They 
were  well  united,  but  judging  from  the 
vote  on  the  farm  bill,  they  have  been 
pretty  well  split  up.  They  wavered  in 
their  support  of  high-parity  legislation 
last  week  and  now  the  farmer's  economic 
situation  is  due  to  slip  still  further. 

It  seems  strange  that  while  all  other 
segments  of  our  population  lire  getting 
more  for  their  efforts,  for  their  products, 
the  farmer  is  being  pushed  still  further 
down  the  ladder.  He  is  caught  in  a  real 
squeeze. 

All  the  way  along  the  inoome  scale. 
workers  have  more  money,  better  pur- 
chasing power  than  they  did  In  1948. 
The  farmer  is  down  two  billions  in  net 
income  in  the  past  2  years  but  his  costs 
are  still  going  up. 

Much  has  been  made  of  the  terrific 
surpluses  that  have  been  piled  up  during 
recent  years  by  the  program  that  pro- 
vided high  loans  for  farm  products.  Sure 
the  granaries  are  full  and  terminals  are 
overflcwin£T.  There  are  millions  of 
pounds  of  food  stored  away  in  re- 
serve. That  s»ema  a  terrible  thing  to 
those  who  feel  that  we  must  either  have 
a  war  or  a  famine  to  keep  our  farm  econ- 
omy on  a  stable  basis.  The  oost.  some- 
thing like  $6  billion,  is  held  up  as  a  ter- 
rible waste  of  the  taxpayers'  money.  But 
the  same  fellows  who  cry  about  this  ex- 
penditure are  the  ones  who  would  like 
to  see  us  r)our  still  more  billiona  overseas 
in  these  foreign  aid  projects  that  have 
lost  us  allies  instead  of  bulldlr«  strength 
against  the  Communists. 

And  now  with  the  further  reduction 
in  farm  income  to  follow  the  adoption  of 
this  whittled-down  farm  bill,  the  farmer 
is  supposed  to  be  pleased  and  happy. 

The  consumer  will  gain  little  for  the 
farmer's  share  of  the  consumer  dollar 
is  mighty  small.  Too  many  profits  have 
to  be  taken  out  by  transportation,  by  la- 
bor, by  distributors,  by  taxes  before  the 
consumer  gets  his  share.  They  all  get 
more  and  the  farmer  gets  less.  Flexible 
price  supports  will  not  mean  anything 
to  the  householder  in  the  matter  of  feed- 
ing a  family,  but  they  are  going  to  mean 
a  major  upset  to  the  farmer  who  supplies 
that  food. 

In  January  1948  the  average  price  for 
wheat  was  $2.81  per  bushel.  Bread  was 
13.8  cents  for  a  pound  loaf.  Today  the 
average  market  price  of  wheat  is  $1.91. 
but  the  price  of  bread  has  increased  to 
17  cents  for  the  same  loaf.  Does  It  look 
as  though  a  lower  price  for  wheat  Is  go- 
ing to  help  the  consumer? 

Never  before  in  history  has  the  average 
hourly  wage  of  the  industrUl  worker 
bought  as  much  food  as  today.  In  1914, 
1  hour's  pay  would  buy  3.5  pounds  of 
bread.  0.9  of  a  pound  of  round  steak.  0  6 
of  a  pound  of  butter.  Today  an  hour's 
pay  will  buy  10.7  pounds  of  bread.  1.9 
pounds  of  round  steak,  and  2.2  pounds  of 
butter. 
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Everyone  eUe  is  doing  nicely  but  the 
farmer,  said  he  gets  it  in  the  neck  again. 

Just  recentjr  Congress  approved  a 
measure  that  )}ut  up  $45  million  to  help 
our  shipowners  put  modem  steamships 
into  operation.  This  handout  was  on  the 
theory  that  if  war  broke  out  we  would 
have  the  shipping  we  need.  But  food  has 
been  one  of  our  greatest  weapons,  and 
now  we  are  doing  our  l)est  to  cut  back  our 
j-upplies  becaiise  they  are  surplus  and 
co.<Ung  the  taxpayers  too  much  money. 

We  had  our  share  of  food  rationing 
during  the  wa  -.  Only  a  few  months  ago 
the  English  saw  the  end  of  rationing  in 
that  countr>'.  Here  some  of  our  leaders 
are  discouragi'd  and  depressed  because 
we  have  too  much.  We  want  to  keep  the 
country  strorg  to  maintain  our  re- 
sources, and  yet  Concress  has  to  further 
reduce  the  in<*ome  of  our  farmers  in  a 
hope  that  it  will  reduce  production. 

It  all  sort  of  sums  up  into  the  proposi- 
tion that  no  one  will  particularly  benefit. 
But  »e  have  those  who  are  determined  to 
f;et  back  on  tlie  track  that  a  scarc:ty  in 
food  IS  a  desirable  thing.  If  we  have  to 
pour  billions  overseas  to  keep  friends 
there,  if  we  h.»ve  to  subsidize  the  news- 
papers and  magazines,  the  shipowners, 
the  railroads,  and  the  airlines,  then  we 
should  not  be  niggardly  with  the  folks 
that  produce  cur  food,  and  we  should  be 
plad  that  they  can  produce  so  much. 
Thank  God  we  have  an  abundance  in- 
stead of  a  scarcity. 

Mr  HOPE  Mr  Speaker.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr. 
BvEVEsl    such   time  as  he  may   require. 

Mr.  B'i'RNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  rem.irks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

The  SPE.AKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  tie  gentlem^an  from 
Wiscon-sin? 

There  was  ro  objection. 

Mr  BYRNES  of  Wisron.sln.  Mr. 
Speaker,  anyone  who  is  concerned  over 
the  problems  facing  the  dairy  farmer 
cannot  help  but  be  extremely  disap- 
pointed in  this  conference  report.  The 
bill  as  it  passed  the  House  was  a  good 
bill.  Nobody  would  contend  that  the 
dairy  sections  of  that  bill  were  perfect 
or  that  they  provided  the  answers  to  all 
of  the  problems  facing  the  dairy  indus- 
try. On  t.he  other  hand,  they  did  pro- 
vide the  basic  and  needed  authority  for 
constructive  miction  to  assist  this  very 
sick  industry  and  to  put  our  dairy  pro- 
pram  on  a  sound  basii.  The  Secretary 
of  Agricultuii;  has  consistently  excused 
his  failure  tc  take  constructive  action 
to  alleviate  tl  e  dairy  problem  by  plead- 
inj;  lack  of  aathority.  He  has  tried  to 
put  the  blamt?  for  his  inaction  or  inap- 
propriate actlDh  on  the  law  and  on  Con- 
gress. When  it  became  clear  that  this 
was  Roins  to  ae  the  attitude  of  the  Sec- 
reur>-.  I  introduced  bill  H.  R.  8687.  The 
general  objec.ive  of  this  bill  was  to  give 
the  Secretarj  ample  authority  for  dis- 
posal of  thtr  large  Government-held 
dairy  stocks  presently  depressing  the 
market,  ample  authority  to  avoid  futiu-e 
accumulation  of  immanageable  stocks. 
and  ample  authority  to  provide  a  sound 
dairy  price -suppwrt  program.  The  House 
Agriculture  Committee  included  the 
major  provis;ons  of  this  bill  and  other 


advisable  dairy  sections  in  reporting  the 
bill  that  is  now  before  us  lo  the  House. 
The  House  passed  these  provisions  with- 
out change.  As  this  bill  comes  to  us 
from  conference,  most  of  these  impor- 
tant provisions  are  missing.  The  dairy 
sections  have  been  gutted.  Under  this 
bill  in  its  present  form  we  can  expect  the 
Secretar>-  to  contmue  to  blame  any  fail- 
ures in  the  support  program  upon  a  lack 
of  authority  in  the  law. 

It  is  true  the  bill  does  give  the  Secre- 
tary much  needed  disposal  authority,  but 
that  is  only  part  of  the  job  that  needs 
to  l>e  done.  By  eliminating  the  author- 
ity and  discretion  of  the  Secretarj-  to 
conduct  other  pnce-suppwrt  cf>erations 
in  addition  to  purchases,  the  conferees 
have  set  the  staee  for  continuing  accu- 
mulation of  surpluses.  By  eliminating 
the  revised  criteria  for  establi5hing  the 
support  level  for  dairy  products,  the 
biU  continues  U.e  present  unrealist;c 
formula. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  not  blaming  our 
conferees.  It  is  appreciated  that  they 
faced  an  unyicldinp  group  from  the  other 
body  who  have  been  encouraged  m  their 
position  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
I  want  to  stale  quite  frarJcly.  however, 
that  I  cannot  approve  of  tlie  provisions 
of  this  conference  report  as  they  relate 
to  the  dairy  program.  I  feel  most  sin- 
cerely that  as  the  bill  comes  to  us  from 
conference  it  is  woefully  inadequate  m 
providing  the  authority  needed  to  meet 
not  only  the  present  but  also  the  long- 
ranjre  needs  of  the  cair>-  farmers  and  the 
dairy  industry.  I  must  vote  against  this 
conference  report. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr  Speaker.  I  yield  such 
time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michipan  I  Mr.  Knox]. 

Mr.  KNOX.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous con.'^ent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KNOX.  Mr.  Speaker.  T  am  op- 
posed to  the  conference  committees  re- 
port on  the  farm  bill,  as  recommended 
by  the  conferees  for  the  approval  of  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

I  can  see  no  real  justification  for  pref- 
erential treatment  of  the  five  basic  com- 
modities over  the  dairy  industry. 

I  am  convinced  that  the  dairy  farmers 
of  the  Nation  would  be  willing  to  go 
along  on  the  proposal  of  75  percent  to 
90  percent  of  parity  if  the  other  five 
iMisic  commodities  were  on  the  same 
level. 

The  great  objection  is.  the  dairy 
farmer  must  pay  a  higher  parity  price 
for  the  dairy  rations  to  feed  their 
cattle,  and  then  find  themselves  selling 
dairy  products  at  a  much  lower  price 
range  than  those  who  produce  the  five 
basics,  some  of  which  are  used  as  a  base 
in  the  manufacture  of  dairy  rations. 

Piu-ther.  at  this  time.  I  am  unable  to 
determine  whether  there  will  be  a  roll 
call  on  the  conference  committee  re- 
port. If  there  is  no  roll  call  I  want  to 
be  recorded  as  objecting  to  the  con- 
ference committee  report. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such 
time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  IMr.  Laird]. 


Mr.  LAIRD,  lir.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Rbcokji. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  irish  to 
pay  my  respects  to  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  {Mr.  Auccsr  H.  AjraaxscNl. 
He  has  rendered  great  service  to  the 
dairy  industry  and  has  made  a  valiant 
fight  for  a  sound  dairy  section  m  this 
agricultural  legislation.  I  concur  with 
him  in  the  position  he  has  taken  aiKl 
cannot  accept  the  conference  report  on 
this  legislation  as  it  completely  rejects 
several  sound  and  needed  provisions 
which  the  House  approved  in  its  dairy 
section. 

The  elimination  of  the  permissive  di- 
rect payment  provision  to  plant  or  milk 
producers  is.  indeed,  a  real  blow  to  any 
effective  dairy  disposal  program.  The 
elimination  of  the  new  criteria,  which 
was  to  become  effective  April  1. 1955.  and 
woiUd  have  taken  into  consideration  feed 
prices  in  determining  the  parity  level  for 
dair>-  products,  is  even  a  greater  blow. 

The  dairy  section  of  the  new  agricul- 
tural bill  as  it  passed  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives was.  indeed,  a  real  improve- 
ment over  the  present  law  under  which 
we  have  operated  for  4  years.  This  new 
legislation  provided  that  on  September 
1.  1934.  to  April  1.  1955.  dairy  products 
would  be  supiwrted  from  a  minimtun  of 
80  percent  of  parity  to  a  maximuun  of 
90  Percent  of  parity.  Beginning  on  April 
1.  1955.  and  continuing  for  2  years,  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  would  establish 

the  dairy -support  level  not  in  excess  of 
90  percent  of  parity  nor  less  than  75 
percent  of  parity  after  talang  into  con- 
sideration: 

First.  The  estimated  supply  of  millc 
and  dairy  products  for  the  marketing 
year; 

Second.  The  estimated  d«nand  for 
milk  and  dairy  products  for  the  market- 
ing year; 

Third.  The  price  level  of  feed  crops 
wh;ch  affect  the  cost  of  milk  production; 

Fourth.  The  estimated  cost  of  pro- 
ducing, processing,  and  m.arketing  milk 
and  dairy  products: 

Fifth.  The  estimated  returns  to  farm- 
ers from  alternative  crops  and  commodi- 
ties: and 

Sixth.  Other  economic  conditions 
which  affect  the  market  supply  and  de- 
mand for  milk  and  dairy  products. 

The  importance  of  this  criteria  which 
was  written  into  the  legislation  as  it 
passed  the  House  of  Representatives  can- 
not be  overestimated.  Under  the  pres- 
ent law  the  only  criteria  which  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  can  use  in  an- 
nouncing the  supF>ort  level  for  dairy 
products  is  the  supply  of  milk  and  dairy 
products  which  are  necessary  for  the 
marketing  year.  Under  the  Senate  ver- 
sion of  this  bill,  and  the  conference  re- 
port we  are  now  acting  on.  this  same 
provision  of  the  present  law  is  reenacted. 

In  addition  to  this  new  criteria,  pro- 
visions were  made  in  the  bill  as  it  passed 
the  House  for: 

First.  Authority  for  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  use  the  widest  possible 
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authority  to  develop  domestic  and  for- 
eign dlspocal  programs  for  existing  and 
future  Government  stocks  of  dairy  prod- 
ucts. This  authority  included  direct 
payments  to  plants  or  milk  producers 
as  a  means  of  price  support  in  an  effcnrt 
to  move  dairy  products  into  consump- 
tion rather  than  Into  storage.  These 
pasrments  could  be  used  to  make  up  the 
difference  between  the  price  paid  in  the 
market  place  and  the  support  level. 

Second.  Authority  for  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  use  up  to  $50  mil- 
lion annually,  to  make  reimbursemoit 
payments  to  schools  for  a  2 -year  period 
80  that  they  may  serve  more  milk  to 
children  at  reduced  prices.  This  was 
in  addition  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Appropriations  Act  of  195S 
which  provides  for  the  use  of  section  32 
funds — ^tariff  receipts — for  butter  and 
Cheese  in  the  school-lunch  program. 

Third.  Provided  authority  for  toe  De- 
fense Etepartment  and  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration to  secure  from  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  surplus  stocks  of 
dairy  products  over  and  above  their  nor- 
mal purchases  through  the  usual  mar- 
ket channels.  My  amendment  provided 
that  these  executive  agencies  must  re- 
port monthly  to  the  Congress  the 
amotmts  of  milk,  cheese,  and  butter  that 
have  actually  been  used  under  thin  di- 
rective from  the  Congress. 

Fourth.  The  bill  provided  that  up  to 
$15  million  of  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration funds  may  be  used  annually 
for  a  2-year  period  for  an  augmented 
and  accelerated  brucellosis  campaign 
through  an  expanded  dairy-culling  pro- 
gram which  the  industry  is  expected  to 
piish  vigorously.  These  funds  would  be 
used  to  Increase  the  Federal  indemnity 
payments  from  $9  for  grades  and  $18 
for  purebreds  to  $25  and  $50  respec- 
tively in  addition  to  the  funds  which  are 
presently  being  paid  1b  Indemnity  pro- 
grams by  the  several  States. 

Fifth.  The  Secretary  ttf  Agriculture 
was  directed  to  study  the  suggested  self- 
help  dairy  plans  and  to  report  on  Jan- 
uary 3,  1955.  to  the  Congress  on  these 
proposals. 

The  Senate  eliminated  the  payment 
provisions  and  rejected  the  new  criteria. 
The  Senate  let  the  dairy  industry  down 
by  this  action. 

I  urge  the  membership  of  the  House 
to  recommit  this  bill  to  the  conference 
committee  with  instructions  to  the  con- 
ferees that  they  not  recede  from  the 
position  as  originally  expressed  by  the 
House.  I  cannot  vote  for  this  confer- 
ence report  unless  it  is  amended  to  in- 
clude the  House  provisions. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr  John- 
son]. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  committee  may  have  until  midnight 
tonight  to  file  R  conference  report  on  the 
bill  H.  R.  9924. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such 
time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  genUeman 
Irom  Wisconsin  [Mr.  DavisI. 


Mr.  DAVES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unantiwous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin?  j 

There  was  no  objection.  ' 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, this  conference  report  puts  those  of 
us  who  come  from  the  great  dairy  area  of 
the  Nation  in  a  most  difficult  position. 

On  the  one  hand,  we  have  aeen  the 
dairy  provisions  inserted  by  the  House 
when  this  measure  was  before  us,  very 
largely  eliminated  in  the  conference  with 
the  other  body.  This  in  no  way  detracts 
from  the  efforts  which  I  know  the  House 
conferees  made  to  retain  them.  This  is 
particularly  true  of  our  friend  from  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  August  H.  AndresInI  who 
labored  mightily  in  the  cause  of  the 
Nation's  dairymen. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  are  a  great 
many  favorable  provisions  in  tiiis  con- 
ference report  from  the  standpoint  of 
'  agriciilture  generally  and  the  interests 
Of  the  country  as  a  whole. 

If  the  parliamentary  situation  at  the 
time  wiU  permit.  I  hope  it  will  be  possible 
to  return  this  measiu-e  to  the  conference 
committee,  in  the  hop>e  that  our  con- 
ferees, backed  up  by  a  mandate  from  the 
House,  will  be  able  to  prevail  on  the 
Senate  conferees  to  restore  several  of  the 
key  dairy  provisions  of  the  House  bill. 
If  that  effort  fails,  then  I  shall  deem  it 
my  responsibility  to  vote  for  the  confer- 
ence report,  because  certainly  the  enact- 
ment of  this  measure,  as  it  now  stands, 
is  better  than  no  legislation  at  all  in 
this  important  field. 

I  am  not  happy  with  the  situation  as 
it  now  exists.  I  want  to  express  my  ap- 
preciation to  those  who  have  stood  on 
our  side  in  this  struggle  on  behalf  of 
Wisconsin's  dairymen.  I  regret  that  we 
have  been  so  outnumbered  for  the 
present. 

I  am  hopeful  that  In  the  next  session 
a  thorough  study  of  this  complex  prob- 
lem win  be  made. 

Dairymen  cannot  continue  as  de- 
pendents of  Federal  Government.  A 
workable  self-help  plan  must  be  devel- 
oped and  put  into  operation.  I  am  sat- 
isfied that  the  plan  submitted  by  my 
distinguished  constituent.  Bill  Knox, 
editor  of  Hoard's  Dairymen — inciden- 
tally. Bill  is  the  son  of  our  Mfchigan 
colleague,  Victoh  Knox— is  the  bffit  sug- 
gestion made  thus  far.  I  trust  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  and  the  Agricul- 
ture Committee  will  give  the  proposal 
careful,  thorough  study  as  a  prelude  to 
implementing  legislation  next  year 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  7 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  PoAGx]. 

Mr.  WIER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WIER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  to 
associate  myself  with  my  colleagues 
from  Minnesota  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  regarding  the  fate  of  the  rigid 
price  supports  for  the  dairy  farmers.  I 
am  keenly  disappointed  at  what  has 
happened.  I  know  it  will  have  a  disas- 
troia  effect  on  the  economy  of  the  State 
of  Minnesota.    I  still  hope  to  express  my 


position  of  being  for  the  90  percent  on 
all  dairy  products. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  believe 
the  exhibition  we  have  had  of  unanimity 
on  the  part  of  the  House  conferees  should 
be  an  inspiration  to  the  agricultural  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States.  These  con- 
ferees, regardless  of  political  afUiaticms 
have  done  their  best  for  agriculture.  I 
want  to  express  my  appreciation  of  the 
work  and  the  cooperation  of  everyone  of 
my  colleagues  on  the  conference  com- 
mittee. 

For  the  last  18  months  we  have  had  a 
tragic  exhibition  of  trying  to  divide  the 
people  of  the  United  States  into  seg- 
ments; of  trying  to  array  consumers 
against  producers.  This  effort  has,  un- 
fortunately, been  accompanied  by  con- 
siderable success.  The  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  has  met  with  wonderful 
success  in  leading  the  consumers  to  be- 
lieve that  the  people  who  feed  and  clothe 
them  are  their  mortal  enemies.  That  ii 
not  true,  but  the  Secretary  hae  convinced 
a  lot  of  people  that  it  is  a  fact.  He  has 
likewise  been  quite  successf\|l  in  array- 
ing the  various  segments  of  agriculture, 
one  against  the  other. 

I  can  recall  for  many  years  when  most 
of  us  in  this  body  believed,  as  I  believe 
today,  that  the  welfare  of  America,  that 
our  national  prosperity,  depends  upon 
maintaining  a  solvent  agriculture.  I  can 
recall  when  all  of  those  engaged  in  agri- 
culture recognized  the  tniism  of  the  fact 
that  each  segment  of  agriculture  Is  de- 
pendent upon  all  the  other  segments. 
Most  of  our  people  for  a  great  many 
years  recognized  that  you  could  not  be 
prosperous  in  the  growing  of  com  if  the 
people  who  were  feeding  that  com  to 
their  hogs  and  cattle  were  not  prosper- 
ous. Most  of  us  recognized  that  cotton 
farmers  could  not  long  remain  prosper- 
ous if  the  wheat  farmers  were  not  pros- 
perous. Most  of  us  recognized  that 
agriculture  was  an  integrated  undertak- 
ing in  which  everybody  in  America  was 
interested,  and  we  worked  in  that  way  to 
build  a  sound  and  solvent  America. 

For  nearly  20  years  we  have  had  the 
most  prosperous  agriculture  that  the 
world  has  ever  known.  I  want  to  re- 
peat that:  We  have  had  the  most  pros- 
perous agricultiire  not  only  that  Ameri- 
ca has  ever  known  but  the  most  pros- 
perous agriculture  that  any  nation  in 
the  history  of  the  world  has  ever  known. 
Oh.  yes,  way  back  there  in  the  days  of 
the  Pharaohs  the  man  who  produced 
the  food  and  the  fiber  for  the  people 
Uved  a  hard  Ufe,  and  so  it  had  been  in 
every  country  in  every  age.  It  was  not 
until  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  became 
President  of  the  United  States  that  the 
farmer  thought  he  had  a  right  to  share 
in  the  good  things  of  life.  It  was  only 
then  that  he  became  a  real  partner  in 
the  economic  life  of  America. 

Now  in  18  short  months  all  that  has 
vanished;  that  hard-won  approach  to 
parity  has  crumbled  under  the  hand  of 
a  Secretary  of  Agriculture  who  frankly 
advocates  lower  farm  prices — and  I  must 
reluctantly  say  that  in  this  he  has  been 
supported  by  the  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  who  has  apparently  changed 
ms  views  since  he  went  over  this  coun- 
try and  told  the  American  people  that 
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he  was  not  only  for  90  percent  of  parity 
but  for  full  parity,  with  a  guarantee  of 
90  percent  of  parity.  Remember  what 
he  said  at  Brookings.  8.  Dak?  Some- 
thing has  caused  the  President  to  change 
his  views  since  that  speech.  I  suppose 
it  has  been  the  persuasive  power  of  his 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  who.  so  far  as 
I  know,  has  always  advocated  low  sup- 
port prices.  Again,  the  Secretary  has 
been  quite  successful.  The  farm  in- 
come of  this  Nation  has  sunk.  sunk, 
ever  since  he  took  office;  it  has  steadily 
f:one  down  to  lower  levels,  down  on  the 
critical  level;  and  if  it  goes  much  farther, 
you  and  I  know  that  all  the  rest  of  the 
American  economy  is  going  with  it. 

So  now  we  are  faced  with  the  question : 
Are  you  going  to  make  any  effort  to  try 
to  rai.«;e  that  income  to  where  it  is  ade- 
quate?   Or  to  even  try  to  hold  it  where 

it  is? 

I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the 
fact  that  we  are  again  trying  to  effect  a 
holding  operation.  Back  in  1948  I  think 
It  was.  we  had  a  Republican  Congress. 
At  that  time  the  present  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  in  the  Senate 
occupied  his  present  position.  His 
philosophy  was  enacted  into  law.  and 
.since  he  had  a  firm  majority  his  bill 
provided  then  a  support  of  only  60  to 
90  percent.  We  were  only  able  to  delay 
the  eflective  date  of  the  ^ill.  The  next 
year  another  party  was  in  control  of  the 
destinies  of  the  Government,  but  un- 
fortunately by  that  time  we  had  a  dis- 
tinguished Democratic  member  of  an- 
other body  who  sul>scribed  to  at  least  a 
F>ortion  of  that  poisonous  "aching"  phi- 
losophy which  filled  that  bill  at  that  time. 
Thev  brought  out  a  new  bill  which  pro- 
vided 75  to  90  percent  of  parity.  Again 
we  postponed  the  effective  date.  From 
that  day  down  to  this  moment  we  have 
been  fighting  a  retreating  battle  trying 
to  postpone,  trying  to  put  off  the  effec- 
tive date  of  that  program.  One  year  we 
failed,  but  at  that  time  we  had  a  man 
who  was  Secretary  of  Agriculture  who 
wanted  to  help  the  farmers  and  who  did 
help  the  farmers,  and  who  kept  the  price 
of  the  basic  commodities  with  the  ex- 
ception of  peanuts  up  to  90  percent  of 
parity. 

Since  that  time  we  have  had  to  make 
the  fight  each  year  or  each  2  years.  We 
have  repeatedly  postjponed.  but  we  have 
never  been  able  to  repeal  this  "aching" 
bill.  Now  our  bones  are  aching ;  now  we 
are  trying  once  more  to  postpone  the  full 
eflect  of  that  attack  on  our  farm  income. 
In  voting  for  the  conference  report 
which  is  now  before  the  House  it  means 
that  we  are  still  Uying  to  hide  away  or 
forget  about  some  of  the  "aching"  provi- 
sions. This  conference  report  is  going 
to  give  us  90  percent  supFwrt  on  cotton, 
so  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  prom- 
ised us:  it  is  going  to  give  us  87  percent 
of  parity  on  peanuts.  It  is  not  going  to 
give  us  what  the  President  promised  at 
Brookings,  but  for  1  more  year,  at  least, 
it  is  going  to  give  us  something  better 
than  the  Aiken  philosophy. 

I  believe  in  talcing  all  the  support  I 
can  get  for  the  producers  of  basic  com- 
modities, who,  in  good  faith,  have  re- 
duced their  production;  and  this  is  our 
only  chance  to  get  anything  more  than 
82 'a  percent  of  parity.  This  bill  is  only 
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a  temporary  measure.  It  is  based  on  an 
utterly  unsound  and  absurd  idea  that  we 
can  assume  that  4  million  bales  of  cotton 
and  500  million  bushels  of  wheat  do  not 
exist — but  Secretary  Benson  has  serious- 
ly stated  to  our  committee  on  at  least 
2  occasions  that  if  we  will  let  him  play 
these  children's  games  he  will  support 
our  basic  crops  for  1  more  year.  The  only 
alternative  is  to  accept  the  75 -percent 
supports  of  the  Aiken  bill.  Much  as  I 
would  like  to  express  my  personal  con- 
tempt for  this  kind  of  sleight-of-hand 
dealing.  I  caiuiot  in  good  conscience 
deny  the  little  farmer  of  central  Texas 
the  money  which  may  pay  for  his  chil- 
dren's shoes  this  winter.  I  cannot  bur- 
den the  American  taxpayer  with  the 
losses  which  my  former  chairman,  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina,  described.  I  cannot  take  the 
chance  of  inviting  a  nationwide  depres- 
sion. 

Nor  would  I  suggest  that  we  should 
give  up  the  very  considerable  gains  for 
the  dairy  industry  which  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  has  described.  It  is  true 
that  I  voted,  as  did  a  majority  of  the 
Members  of  this  body,  for  substantially 
greater  supports  for  dairy  producers,  but 
again  this  bill  contains  some  very  help- 
ful provisions.  If  we  reject  them  as  in- 
adequate, and  I  think  they  are,  we  can 
get  nothing  in  their  stead.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  trade  something  for  nothing. 

The  bill  does  contain  a  very  effective 
provision  for  the  support  of  the  wool  in- 
dustry. True,  it  is  the  Brannan  plan, 
which  many  of  you  rejected  a  few  years 
ago,  but  it  will  undoubtedly  put  new  life 
in  a  very  sick  segment  of  agriculture. 
The  wool  section  of  the  report  also  makes 
Just  provision  for  similar  treatment  for 
mohair.  Although  the  President  sent  a 
personal  letter  to  the  conferees  asking 
that  the  support  of  mohair  be  eliminated, 
I  had  the  unwavering  support  of  our  con- 
ferees and  was  able  to  save  this  provi- 
sion with  only  a  minor  concession.  This 
will  mean  much  to  the  sheep  and  goat 
regions  of  southwest  Texas.  It  is  one 
more  reason  why  I  prefer  to  vote  for  this 
report  and  to  hope  with  Hope,  than  to 
vote  this  down  and  to  ache  with  Ahcen. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  ix)int  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
while,  of  course,  this  bill  as  represented 
by  the  conference  repwrt,  does  not  reflect 
my  thinking.  I  want  to  compliment  the 
members  of  the  conference  committee, 
particularly  those  representing  the 
House  on  the  fine  job  which  they  have 
done  in  compromising  the  differences 
between  the  two  bodies. 

Nothing  could  be  done  to  raise  the  level 
of  supports,  since  both  the  House — in 
spite  of  my  opposition — and  the  Senate 
agreed  to  a  slippery  sliding  scale  of  from 
82  Va  to  90  percent  of  parity. 

I  think  it  is  significant  that  the  con- 
ferees have  retained  an  amendment 
adopted  in  the  Senate  which  provides 
that— 

Nothing  •  •  •  shall  be  construed  to  au- 
thorise the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  im- 


poae  any  limltattons  upon  the  numbar  of 
terms  for  whicti  members  of  county  oosn- 
inlttees  •  •  •  may  be  reelected. 

On  thelmsis  of  the  9Aoip\Xaa  of  this 
amendment  by  the  Senate  and  the  likeli- 
hood that  the  House  would  conciur  in 
this  amendment  I  suggested  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  on  August  12  that 
he  would  be  justified  in  postponing  the 
coimty  elections  which  were  to  have  been 
held  in  Missouri  on  August  14.  When  I 
received  no  reply  to  that  telegram.  I 
wired  the  chairman  of  the  State  ABC 
Committee  in  Missouri  calling  his  atten- 
tion to  the  action  which  had  been  taken 
in  the  Senate  and  suggesting  that  this 
action  would  be  confirmed  by  the  House, 
requested  that  the  elections  in  Missouri 
be  p>ostponed.  I  understand  the  elec- 
tions have  been  postponed  and  I  sup- 
pose that  the  Secretary's  office  will  advise 
the  farmers  in  Missouri  that  the  limita- 
tions on  the  number  of  terms  which 
members  of  county  committees  can  serve, 
has  been  removed. 

The  telegram  sent  by  my  colleague  Mr. 
Cannon  and  myself  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  on  August  12,  and  the  tele- 
gram sent  by  myself  to  Mr.  Murray  Col- 
bert, chairman  of  the  State  ACS  com- 
mittee at  Columbia  on  August  13,  follow: 
The  Honorable  E&ou  Tatt  Beitbom, 
Secretary  oj  Agrictdture. 

Washington.  D.  C: 
Whereas  the  Senate  through  adoption  of 
amendment  has  voiced  Its  opposition  to  Um- 
tting  terms  of  members  of  county  ASC  com- 
mittees and  whereas  House  conferees  are 
likely  to  accept  this  amendment,  we  respect- 
fully suggest  Secretary  of  Agriculture  would 
be  acting  In  conformity  with  precedents  In 
postponing  county  elections  called  for  August 
14  untU  Secretary  regulations  coxild  be 
brought  into  conformity  with  congressional 
action.  Contemplated  action  of  yo\ir  Depart- 
ment In  withholding  filing  of  cults  based 
upon  action  of  House  Committee  of  Agricul- 
ture In  reporting  H.  R.  6878  which  everyone 
knows  will  not  be  acted  upon  at  this  session 
offers  comparable  precedent  in  rescinding 
regulations  restricting  terms  of  county  com- 
mittee members. 

Paul  C.  Jokes, 

Member  of  Congress. 
Clarencs    Cannon. 
Member  o/  Congress. 


Mr.  MintKAT  Colaext, 

Chairman,  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Committee, 
Columbia,  Mo.: 
Respectfully  suggest  that  In  view  of  Senate 
action  in  adopting  amendment  removing  lim- 
itation on  numl>er  of  terms  for  which  mem- 
bers of  county  committees  m.ay  be  reelected 
and  likelitiood  tbat  House  conferees  wlU  ac- 
cept this  amendment,  that  your  committee 
Is  Justified  in  postponing  all  county  elections 
scheduled  for  Augvist  14,  pending  final  de- 
cision of  Congress.  To  prevent  reelection  of 
some  of  most  competent  experienced  ofBciala 
of  your  organization  In  face  of  action  already 
taken  by  Congress  wUl  be  in  effect  Imposing 
a  dictatorship  on  the  farmers  of  Missouri. 
Other  States  where  elections  are  being  held 
at  later  date  will  not  be  hampered  by  arbi- 
trary regulation  promulgated  by  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  without  consultation  with 
either  congressional  or  farm  leaders.  Tou 
have  the  power  to  fix  dates  for  this  election 
and  also  have  power  to  change  dates  of  such 
election. 

Patti.  C.  Jones, 
Member  of  Congress, 

I  think  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
should  take  a  cue  from  this  action  of 
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Congress  In  stripping  him  of  the  arbi- 
trary authority  which  he  had  assumed. 
The  Secretary  should  not  need  to  be 
reminded  that  ours  is  a  government  of 
laws,  and  not  men.  In  promulgating  his 
orders  and  regulations  he  should  be 
guided  by  the  intent  of  Congress  in  pass- 
ing laws  affecting  agriculture  and 
farmers  of  America.  He  sho\il(l  not  have 
to  be  embarrassed  by  having,  his  hand 
called  when  he  tried  to  impose  on  the 
farmers  of  this  great  Nation  regulations 
which  remind  one  of  those  of  a  dictator. 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  should  not 
need  to  be  reminded  that  he.  too,  like 
Members  of  Congress,  is  a  servant  of  the 
people,  and  his  responsibility  is  the  ad- 
ministering of  laws  and  programs  en- 
acted by  Congress. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  feel  that  a  letter  which 
I  received  only  this  week  from  a  farmer 
living  in  the  Tenth  Congressional  Dis- 
trict of  Missouri  contains  some  very  fine 
advice  which  the  Secretary  shoxild  take 
to  heart.  Since  the  Secretary  does  not 
answer  letters  written  by  Members  of 
« Congress.  I  am  not  taking  the  time  to 
direct  this  to  his  attention  in  a  personal 
letter,  but  I  do  know  that  someone  in 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  will  call 
It  to  his  attention  and  in  all  probability 
It  will  appear  in  the  Daily  Cdngressional 
Digest  circulated  within  the  Department 
of  Agriculture. 

Here  is  the  letter  referred  to  above, 
from  Mr.  J.  I.  Burlison,  a  successful 
farmer  of  near  Wardell.  in  Pemiscot 
County,  Mo.: 

Wasoeix,  Mo.,  August  13,  1954. 
Congresstnan  Patti.  C.  Jones. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Deam  CoNcttEssMAN:  I  Will  Write  you  a  few 
lines  to  let  you  know  how  we  are  getting 
along   here   In   Pemiscot    Cgunty.      We    are 
needing  rain  very  badly.    The  farmers  In  this 
section  of  southeast  Missouri  are  dissatis- 
fied with  the  way  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment had  the  conunitte?  election  held  to 
elect  the  township  committeemen.    We  have 
been  told  In  the  past  that  this  was  a  farm 
program  administered  by  the  farmers.    This 
year  the  Agricultural  Department  brought 
the  farm  extension  agent,  the  soil-conserva- 
tion supervisor,  the  farm  home  administra- 
tor, and  the  president  of  the  Farm  Bureau 
to  make  up  a  county  election   board.     We 
farmers  do  not  believe  that  those  Govern- 
ment-paid officials  and  the  Farm  Bureau  has 
any  business  running  the  farmers'  election 
and  We  want  to  enter  a  protest. 
z  The  farmers  in  our  section  are  dissatisfied 
With  the  fiexible-price  support  program,  but 
we  feel  like  that  if  it  hadn't  been  for  the  help 
of  people  like  you  that  the  program  would 
have  been  a  lot  worse  than  It  Is.    We  appre- 
ciate the  effort  you  made  in  our  behalf. 
Yours  very  truly, 

J.  I.   BXTKLISON. 

Burlison  Farms. 

It  is  unfortunate,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
the  Committees  on  Agriculture  in  draft- 
ing legislation  dealing  with  the  agricul- 
tural program,  which  affects  the  lives 
of  millions  of  farm  families,  is  faced 
with  the  necessity  of  spelling  out  every 
little  detail  of  the  law  to  insure  that  it 
will  be  carried  out  as  Congress  intended. 

I  would  remind  other  Members  of 
Congress,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  within  the 
past  several  weeks,  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture has  announced  that  under  the 
existing  law  he  has  authority  to  re- 
strict the  use  of  diverted  acres  to  an 


extent  that  had  not  heretofore  been 
contemplated  by  any  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture. It  is  known  that  at  the  present 
time  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is 
working  on  new  regulations  governing 
the  use  of  these  diverted  acres.  If  the 
Secretary  should  by  any  stretch  of  the 
imagination  go  as  far  as  he  has  an- 
noimced  he  can  go,  and  should  he  at- 
tempt to  exercise  the  full  extent  of  the 
authority  which  he  contends  that  he 
has,  he  will  bring  not  only  unwarranted 
suffering  to  millions  of  farmers  in  Amer- 
ica but  will  throw  many  into  bank- 
ruptcy. 

With  other  Members  of  Congre'^s  I 
have  discussed  some  of  these  problems 
with  representatives  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  and  only  today,  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  was  at  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  with  the  gentlemen  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Written,  Mr.  Aber- 
NETHY,  and  Mr.  Smith],  and  the  gentle- 
man from  Arkansas  ( Mr.  Gathiwcs  I  con- 
ferring with  those  officials  who  have  been 
assigned  the  important  task  of  formulat- 
ing regulations  which  will  soften  the 
impact  of  the  Secretary's  originally  an- 
nounced intentions.  I  am  happy  to  re- 
port, Mr.  Speaker,  that  our  delegation 
received  a  courteous  reception  and  I  am 
inclined  to  believe  that  the  committee 
with  which  we  discussed  our  problem.s 
will  give  sympathetic  consideration 
thereto.  If,  however,  it  develops  that 
our  farmers  are  confronted  with  un- 
realistic or  unbearable  regulations  with 
■which  it  is  impossible  o  live.  Conpres.s 
will,  when  it  reconvenes  in  January,  have 
to  make  such  corrections  as  are  neces- 
sary. 

Particularly  would  I  impres.s  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  with  the  desir- 
abihty,  if  not  the  necessity  of  making 
.  any  changes  gradual  in  order  that  our 
farmers  can  make  a  smooth  transition 
into  the  new  changes. 

The  concern  of  the  farmers  of  south- 
east Missouri  is  reflected  in  the  following 
telegram  from  Mr.  George  U.  Shelby,  one 
of  my  farmer  friends  in  Mississippi 
County.  Mo.,  who  points  out  some  of  the 
hardships  facing  our  people  if  drastic 
regulations  are  put  into  effect.  While 
the  problems  will  not  be  the  same  in  each 
area,  I  think  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture must  be  realistic  enough  in  his  ap- 
proach to  recognize  the  problems  of  the 
different  areas,  and  to  permit  enough 
flexibiUty  in  the  administration  of  the 
regulations,  and  particularly  to  permit  a 
practical  administration  by  local  com- 
mittees who  are  familiar  with  local  prob- 
lems.   Mr.  Shelby's  telegram  follows: 

Charlestok,  Mo. 
Hon.  Paul  C.  Jones, 

House  Office  Building: 
Farmers  in  southeast  Missouri  caught  In 
acreage  allotment  squeeze   on   corn,  cotton, 
and  wheat. 

Though  actually  In  neither  belt  and  fur- 
ther menaced  by  successive  droughts  ask 
your  assistance  In  urging  Department  of 
Agriculture  establish  minimum  quota  of  25 
percent  of  cultivated  acres  on  each  of  these 
crops  on  farms  where  such  crops  are  nor- 
mally grown.  Oxir  hopes  for  future  lie  in 
ability  to  diversify  with  equitable  quotas  al- 
lowed on  principal  cash  crops  if  we  are  to 
survive.  The  26  percent  formula  wotild  cause 
negligible  cbange  in  crop  production  na- 
tionally.    Yovir  help  appreciated. 

George  U.  Sbelbt. 


Mr.  Speaker,  in  voting  to  approve  this 
conference  report.  I  am  expressing  my 
preference  for  the  lesser  of  2  evils,  and 
I  am  accepting  the  higher  level  of  2 
sliding-scale  formulas,  because  I  believe 
the  conferees  have  done  the  best  job  pos- 
sible with  the  material  they  had  to  work 
with,  and  nothing  would  be  accomplished 
either  by  rejecting  the  report  or  sending 
the  bill  back  to  conference. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  gentleman  from 
Montana  (Mr.  DEwart)  may  extend  his 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Colorado? 

There  was  no  objection,  j 
Mr.  DEWART.  Mr.  Spekker.  I  wish 
to  register  the  .strongest  po6.^ible  objec- 
tion to  the  treatment  that  has  been  ac- 
coi-ded  the  woolgrowcrs  of  the  United 
States  by  the  committee  of  conference 
on  the  agricultural  bill. 

The  postponement  of  the  effective  date 
of  thi.s  program  until  next  April  is  with- 
out ju.nification.  It  is  not  a  part  of  the 
legislation  pas.sed  by  either  House,  it  is 
entirely  new.  and  I  do  not  believe  it  could 
stand  up  against  a  point  of  order.  The 
po.s.sibility  that  further  conference  would 
defeat  thi.s  entire  legi.-^lation  restrains  the 
friends  of  the  wool  industry  from  making 
that  point  of  order. 

The  wool  program  is  good  legislation. 
It  is  ju.niiied  because  we  have  to  main- 
tain a  sound  and  prosperous  wool  indus- 
try in  thLs  country.  It  is  ju.sitified  now— 
not  a  year  from  now.  The  postponement 
of  the  effective  date  may  coat  woolgrow- 
ers  as  much  as  S25  million  on  this  year's 
crop.  10  to  12  cents  per  pound  at  the 
ranch,  and  that  may  well  bt  the  differ- 
ence between  survival  and  disaster  for 
thousands  of  .small  ranchers  who  have 
been  hanging  on  in  anticipation  of  the 
support  offered  in  the  Bensoti  wool  pro- 
gram. 

I  cannot  find  any  justification  for  the 
action  of  the  conferees.  The  limitation 
on  parity  and  the  4-year  limit  on  the 
program  are  also  entirely  unnecessary 
and  unduly  restrictive. 

Mr  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  the  privilege  of  extending 
their  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record 
on  the  subject  now  under  discussion 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  sup- 
porting this  farm  bill  because  it  marks  a 
turning  point.  I  hope,  in  the  philosophy 
and  practice  of  farm  legislation  that  has 
brought  American  agriculture  to  Its 
present  precarious  state.  We  have  been 
operating  too  long  on  the  basis  of  rigid 
agricultural  price  supports  so  high  that 
they  result  in  price  fixing  above  world 
market  prices  with  the  result  that  we 
must  have  acreage  controls,  and  must 
subsidize  our  exportable  surplus  or  let 
It  rot. 

The  claimed  costs  of  our  farm  pro- 
grams made  by  advocates  during  this 
debate  have  been  fantastically  low 
Here  are  the  costs  as  I  obtained  them 
from  the  hearings,  pages  41  to  44.  on  in- 
creasing the  borrowing  authority  of  the 
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Commoditgr     Credit     Corporation    last 
March. 

Here  is  the  heading  of  the  table: 
ltEALizB>  Cost  or  A<niKm.ruBAi.  aifs  KBJktwa 

PBOOBAMS,      ST      PUMCTIOir      AND      PUIPUCB. 

FiscAi.    YxABa    IBSa-SS 

For  activities  financed  from  appropriated 
funds  the  expenditures  leas  receipts  arlalng 
from  the  activities  so  financed — 

Note  that  the  cost  is  not  $1.3  billion 
but  $37,380,700,000.  Here  are  the  Items 
In  this  total: 

For    ttabUlzatlon    of    prices 

and   farm   Income $7,510,400,000 

Conservation    programs 4,  580, 100,000 

Credit  and  related  pro- 
grama 1,766.300.000 

Research  and  education 1.188,700.000 

School  lunches,  marketing 
servlcea,  etc 1,531,300,000 

Wartime    defense    and    spe- 

clAl —         »44,  200, 000 


Total  of  above  Items.   18.921,000.000 

Consumer    subsidies 4.246.000,000 

Agricultural  commodities 
for  forelfn-aid  pro- 
grams ._ 16, 214,  700. 000 


Grand    total 37,380,700,000 

Mr.  Speaker,  note  that  over  $16  billion 
have  gone  for  agricultural  commodities 
for  foreign-iiid  programs.  Postwar  for- 
eign aid  alone  accounted  for  $8,530,100,- 
000  of  this.  Now  this  foreign  aid  did  a 
great  deal  of  good  In  our  foreign  pohcy; 
but  it  was,  among  other  things,  a  bonan- 
za for  our  farmers,  an  effective  $16  bil- 
lion subsidy  to  our  agriculture,  getting 
rid  of  crop«  they  did  not  have  to  sell. 
The  big  cro{«  are  all  export  crops.  Wod 
and  sugar  are  special  problems  because 
they  are  net  import  crops.  There  may 
be  other  ciops  requiring  special  han- 
dling. But  about  40  million  acres  In  our 
country  raife  crops  for  export. 

We  are  cutting  down  on  foreign  aid. 
That  kind  of  indirect  subsidy  for  agri- 
culture is  winding  up.  We  have  Mem- 
bers who  aie  advocating  a  new  kind  of 
agricultural  export  subsidy,  by  a  two- 
price  system  for  farm  exports.  I  hope 
that  our  faim  experts  here  on  the  floor 
will  devote  their  efforts  to  programs  that 
will  not  always  involve  gigantic  Federal 
subsidies  and  Federal  controls  for  agri- 
culture. 

We  need  basic  protective  laws  for  la- 
bor, commerce.  Industry,  and  agricul- 
ture, and  I  will  support  such  laws,  but  I 
hope  we  will  get  around  to  agricultural 
programs  tliat  cost  the  taxpayer-con- 
sumer less,  and  that  give  the  farmer 
more  freedom  and  more  money. 

Mr.  METCALP.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish 
at  this  time  to  compliment  the  members 
of  the  conference  committee  who  deleted 
the  grazing  bill  rider  from  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1954. 

Legislation  affecting  the  public  inter- 
est in  the  administration  of  more  than 
200  million  acres  of  national  forest  and 
Bankhead-Jones  lands  is  far  too  impor- 
tant to  be  slipped  through  as  a  rider  on 
nongermant;  legislation. 

All  conce.ned  realize  that  such  legis- 
lation should  stand  on  its  merits,  if  such 
there  be,  and  should  be  considered  com- 
pletely in  both  Houses  of  Congrress. 

I  am  glad  that  members  of  the  confer- 
ence committee  in  their  wisdom  dropped 
this  section  from  the  farm  biU. 


Mrs.  PFOST.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  the 
people  of  Idaho  could  sit  In  the  House 
gallery  for  this  debate  on  tbe  new  farm 
bilL  Its  fun  Implications  should  be 
known  to  fanners,  businesamen,  and 
consumers  alike. 

What  I  have  to  say.  therefore.  Is  di- 
rected not  only  to  Members  of  the  House, 
but  to  the  people  I  represent  In  Congress 
as  well.  I  believe  these  people  are  en- 
tiUed  to  aU  of  the  facts— and  that  It  Is 
my  responsibility  to  get  the  facts  to 
them. 

COSTS  or  SLIDING  BCALK  WnX  BS  HTTGS 

The  Government  will  lose  many  times 
more  putting  farmers  on  75  percent  to 
90  percent  of  parity  sUding  scale  price 
supports  than  it  has  cost  to  support  the 
6  basic  crops  for  21  years. 

It  will  not  reduce  surpluses. 

It  will  not  aid  consumers. 

It  will  bankrupt  thousands  of  fanners 
and  deflate  our  whole  economy. 

Under  the  administration  farm  act; 
we  have  an  82^  percent  to  90  percent 
sliding  scale  on  1955  crops  and  75  percent 
to  90  percent  of  parity  sUding  scale 
thereafter. 

It  has  cost  the  Government  only  $53.1 
million  to  support  com,  wheat,  rice,  pea- 
nuts, cotton,  and  tobacco  over  the  last 
21  years. 

In  the  changeover  to  sliding  scale,  the 
Government  will  have  to  devalue  its 
stocks  on  hand  to  the  new  levels,  taking 
huge  losses. 

DAUT  PtODTTCTS 

Last  April  1  when  Secretary  Benson 
dropped  dairy  price  supports  from  90 
percent  to  75  percent  of  parity,  there 
was  364  million  ixmnds  of  butter.  483 
million  pounds  of  cheese,  and  598  mil- 
lion pounds  of  dried  milk  in  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  stocks.  This  was 
devalued  $67,700,000  by  the  Secretary's 
price  support  reduction.  Actually  Sec- 
retary Benson  subsequently  sold  nearly 
500  million  pounds  of  the  dried  milk  for 
feed  at  a  loss  of  an  additional  $40  mil- 
lion. 

WRKAT 

The  Government  has  878,620,000 
bushels  of  wheat  to  be  devalued.  The 
Federal  loss  will  be  $390,241,000  when 
the  full  slide  from  90-percent  to  75-per- 
cent parity  value  has  been  taken.  That 
does  not  include  $326,400,000  loss  to 
farmers  themselves. 

COUf 

The  Government  holds  803.617.000 
bushels  of  com.  It  would  lose  $232.- 
447,000  on  a  90  percent  to  75  percent  of 
parity  devaluation.  Farmers  stand  to 
lose  $794  million  on  a  year's  crop. 

COTTOH 

A  90  percent  to  75  percent  of  parity 
devaluation  of  cotton  would  amoimt  to 
$23.50  per  bale  or  $169,905,000  on  the 
Government's  holdings  of  7,230,000  bales. 
It  would  mean  a  $451,580,000  loss  to 
fanners  if  applied  to  the  current  cotton 
crop. 

PKAmm    AKD    BICI 

On  rioe  the  Government  would  lose 
$1,215,000.  and  on  peanuts  $3,517,000  de- 
valuing Its  holdings.  Fanners  would  lose 
$46,052,000  and  $44,837,000.  respecUvely, 

on  a  year's  crop. 


The  lofls  to  the  GoTemmeat  alone  <m 
thew  5  basics  oould  total  $793,S25.00t. 
or  nearly  16  times  our  21-year  losaes  In 
Bupporttng  the  price  of  the  basic  com- 
modities. 

■oaa  TSDS  COST 


There  has  been  so  much  distortion  of 
the  cost  of  price  supports  that  the  Re- 
publicans and  Democrats  In  the  House 
Agriculture  Committee  ordered  a  special 
study  of  the  actual  costs.  Here  Is  what 
the  gains  and  losses  on  the  6  basics  hare 
been  between  October  17,  1938.  ,and 
November  30,  1953 — 21  years: 

[In  milllonB  of  dollars]  - 

Oatna 

Cotton,  upland MS7.  § 

Tobacco 1.1 


Total  gains 


Looking  at  the  overall  cost  of  price 
supports  through  their  wiiole  history,  we 
find  that  nearly  90  percent  of  losses  have 
been  on  4  Items — dairy  products,  pota- 
toes, eggs,  and  wooL  Here  is  what  all 
price  supports  have  cost,  with  these  items 
taken  out: 
Orand  total  losses $1. 374. 835. 308 


liOBses  on: 

Potatoes . 

Dairy     products     ( butter, 

cheese,  and  milk) . 

Eggs 

Wool 


Total  of  4  Items. 


478.184.180 
903.  096,  lOT 

189,  eai.  aae 

Oa.  160.  681 
063.008,06ft 


411,817,140 
309.  000. 000 


Reduced  loss 

Less    profits    on    sugar    pro- 
gram  _-... .. — .„. 

Total  reduced  loss  on 
price-aupport  pro- 
grama,  basics  and 
nonbaaica 103,817,140 

BTTsnrzss  crb  siccn  suBsunm 

Much  bigger  subsidies  are  appropriated 
to  business  every  year  than  to  agricul" 
ture.  The  1955  budget  contains  $609 
milUon  for  business  and  only  $549  million 
for  all  agricultural  aids.  The  businesB 
subsidy  is  actually  bigger,  for  the  figure 
above  assumed  a  postal-rate  increase  not 
actually  made. 

Newspapers  and  magazines  get  a  sub- 
sidy, through  below-cost  postal  rates, 
amounting  to  more  than  $300  million  per 
year  or — six  times  more  in  a  single  year 
than  farm  price  supports  have  cost  in 
21  years. 

Life  magazine — a  single  publication — 
got  a  postal  subsidy  of  $2,150,000  in  the 
last  quarter  of  1952.  That  means  more 
than  $8  million  per  year,  compared  to  an 
average  annual  cost  of  $2Mt  million  for 
farm  price  supports  in  21  years.     Tlie 

one  magazine  gets  3  times  as  much  sub- 
sidy as  all  of  the  farmers  of  the  Nation. 

From  1949  through  1955.  appropriated 
subsidies  to  business  total  $5.8  billion. 

All  agricultural  aids  have  totaled  $2.1 
billion  less  in  this  period. 
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If  the  Government  lost  several  bU- 
BcuT  dollars  belping  fanners  adjust  from 
high  wartime  production  to  peacetime 
leyels.  It  would  still  be  comparatively 
tiny— but  as  we  all  know,  such  expendi- 
tures are  not  being  made. 

We  have  paid  out  for  business  recon- 
version from  war,  including  accelerated 
tax  amortization.  $48.787,864,000. 

VOOD  BTOCKFXLIS  AM*  SMAU. 

Food  helps  to  win  wars.  Our  stock- 
piles were  an  enormous  asset  in  World 
Warn. 

What  is  the  real  size  of  our  food  stocks 
now;  compared  to  other  defense  mate- 
rials? The  bipartisan  House  Agricul- 
ture Committee  supplies  us  with  these 
figures: 

Federal  Investment  In— 

MUltary    material 1129,000.000.000 

National     stockpile     of 

minerals,  etc 6.  700. 000.  000 

Food  and  fll>er  (CCC  in- 
ventory)           2.  687, 103. 365 

Despite  these  supplies,  a  drought  could 
wipe  out  our  food  surpluses  in  2  years. 
A  great  war  would  clean  out  surpluses 
even  faster. 

Neither  drought  nor  war  is  a  certainty, 
but  both  threaten  the  Nation  today. 

WHO  BBMBriTS  ntOM  THK  FASMEBS'  LOSSB9  AMD 
DISTRESS  r 

Consimiers  will  not  benefit  from  de- 
stro]ring  the  fanners'  firm  price  supports. 
Farm  prices  have  come  down  20  points 
since  their  peak  in  1951. 

Pood  prices  are  not  off  1  percent  from 
their  peak. 

The  bipartisan  House  Agriculture 
Committee  tells  us  in  its  study.  Farm 
Prices  and  the  Cost  of  Pood: 

Farm  prices  advanced  29  percent  between 
1946  and  their  peak  in  1951,  5  years  later. 
The  advance  in  food  prices  was  even  greater 
<46  percent)  between  1946  and  their  postwar 
peak  in  1963. 

Since  1961.  peak  prices  received  by  farmers 
have  fallen  20  points  or  almost  back  to  their 
1946  level.  In  contrast,  retail  food  prices 
now  hold  within  a  fraction  (of  1  percent)  of 
their  1962  peak. 

In  June  1964,  farm  prices  declined  4  per- 
cent; retail  food  prices  advanced  0.6  percent. 
Thus  far.  almost  none  of  the  lower  prices 
received  by  farmers  since  1951  has  been 
passed  on  to  consumers  in  the  form  of  lower 
retail  food  prices. 

Further  declines  In  farm  prices  are  ex- 
pected as  more  Uvestock  and  livestock 
products  come  to  market  and  price-support 
levels  are  lowered.  Consumers  can  expect 
little  benefit,  however,  from  these  lower  farm 
prices  unless  recent  tendencies  to  increase 
marketing  and  processing  charges  are  curbed. 

The  bipartisan  study  shows  distribu- 
tors have  gobbled  all  the  farmers  have 
lost.  Distributors  who  once  got  46  cents 
out  of  every  retail  food  dollar  now  take 
58  cents.  The  farmers'  share  has 
dropped  from  54  cents  in  1945  to  42  cents 
in  June  1954. 

There  is  only  2»4  cents'  worth  of 
wheat  in  a  17-cent  loaf  of  bread.  There 
is  only  30  cents'  worth  of  cotton  in  a 
$3.95  shirt.  If  these  tiny  items  are  re- 
duced 10  or  15  percent  by  lowering  price 
supports,  the  amount  per  shirt  or  loaf  of 
bread  will  be  so  small  the  processors  will 
again  swallow  it  up. 

Consumers  will  not  gain  a  penny  from 
the  farmers'  losses. 


what's  bsjumu  thx  DBnrE  to  sktlAtk  tkx 
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Farmers  will  be  hurt. 

Consumers  will  not  benefit.    . 

Only  the  processors  and  distributors 
stand  to  profit. 

And  it  is  an  interesting  fact  that  proc- 
essors and  distributors  have  placed  more 
people  in  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture under  Secretary  Benson  in  the  last 
2  years  than  in  all  the  Democratic  ad- 
ministrations preceding  him  for  20  years. 

Deflating  farmers  will  hurt  all  of  us 
except  the  administration's  favored  busi- 
ness friends — those  who  farm— the 
farmers. 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  as  it  has  been  said  here  today 
there  may  be  some  good  featurec  in  this 
farm  bill.  However,  the  funcjamental 
and  basic  features  are  bad  and  com- 
pletely wrong.  However,  it  will  be  ap- 
proved. So  there  is  a  big  job  ahead  of 
us  and  we  must  continue  our  efforts  to 
get  at  least  90  percent  of  parity  as  a 
bi*sic  program  for  our  main  farm  crops 
and  produce. 

This  measure  will  result  in  a  reduced 
general  level  of  farm  income.  Because 
of  this  basic  fact  and  truth,  as  time  will 
prove  me  to  be  right.  I  will  never  agree 
to  such  a  compromise  as  this.  This  bill 
means  that  the  dairy  industry  of  our 
country  will  get  75  percent  of  parity 
supports. 

The  bill  provides  for  basic  tupports 
of  82 '/2  percent  to  90  percent  of  parity 
on  basic  crops  next  year.  This  means,  of 
course,  that  these  crops  will  generally  be 
supported  at  lower  levels. 

In  my  opinion  anything  less  than  90- 
percent  parity  will  be  disastrous  to  the 
American  farmers  and  furthermore,  it 
will  be  detrimental  to  all  of  America.    A 
farm  income  based  on  less  than  90  per- 
cent of  parity  will  eventually,  if  not  in 
the  immediate  future,  bring  more  unem- 
ployment, more  people  on  relief,  more 
distress,  less  business  for  all  and  espe- 
cially poor  business  for  the  small -town 
merchants  of  our  country.     The  main 
sufferer  and  the  unhappy  victim  of  this 
di-astlc  new  program  will  be  the  farmer 
himself  and  the  members  of  his  family. 
With  time  so  limited,  accordinf;  to  the 
rviles,    to   discuss   this   important    farm 
bill,  I  can  only  ask   to  extend  my   re- 
marks, and  to  say  I  will  stand  up  and 
oppose  the  passage  of  this  so-called  farm 
bill. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  certainly  would  like  to  express 
my  appreciation  for  the  tremendous 
amount  of  work  which  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  has  done  on  this  very  com- 
plex and  very  difficult  problem  dealing 
with  farm  legislation. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  one  prob- 
lem of  the  many  problems  that  have 
faced  us  in  the  last  year  to  which  I  per- 
sonally have  given  more  thought  and 
consideration.  I  confess  at  this  hour  it 
is  still  a  very  difficult  problem. 

Last  fall  I  announced  to  peopJe  who 
asked  me.  privately  or  publicly,  that  I 
felt  that  this  was  a  time  when  we  should 
continue  our  present  farm  program  for 
at  least  1  year.  I  realize  there  are  those 
who  differ  in  that  view,  some  ol  them 
farmers  in  my  own  district,  but  1  think 


that  economically  the  farmer  has  been 
in  a  very,  very  difficult  squeeze. 

I  am  supporting  this  bill  and  the  great 
Committee  on  Agriculture  in  the  posi- 
tion they  have  taken.  I  think  to  do 
otherwise  would  not  be  right. 

It  is  unfortunate,  in  the  consideration 
of  this  bill,  that  over  the  pact  months  a 
concerted  drive  has  been  on  in  this  coun- 
try to  line  up  the  consumer  against  the 
farmer.  That  does  not  woilc  either  for 
the  welfare  of  our  country  or  our  econ- 
omy. 

Agriculture  is  the  Nation's  basic  In- 
dustry and  the  prosperity  of  the  entire 
country  depends  upon  the  prosperity  of 
the  farmer  and  the  daii-yman.  Some 
people  may  say  that  other  segments  of 
our  economy  are  just  as  important  as 
agriculture;  there  may  be  some  justi- 
fication for  their  position.  However. 
when  the  Lord  made  man  and  placed  him 
on  the  earth  He  provided  food  for  him. 
and  man  consumed  that  food  so  that  he 
could  work.  Whether  it  is  the  worker 
in  the  machine  shop  or  the  factory,  or 
the  miner  in  the  bowels  of  the  earth,  he 
could  not  survive  nor  perform  his  labors 
without  food. 

Whether  in  war  or  In  peace,  one  of 
the  first  important  considerations  which 
must  be  given  by  the  military  is  what 
food  do  we  have  for  our  troops,  and  it 
matters  not  that  our  Armed  Forces  are 
en  the  land,  in  the  air.  on  the  sea.  or  un- 
der the  sea.  Food  must  be  available  for 
them  in  order  that  they  may  survive  and 
accomplish  whatever  their  mission  may 
be.  That  is  why  agriculture  is  so  dif- 
ferent from  other  segments  of  our  econ- 
omy. 

FARM    IN'COUE 

The  net  farm  income  h&s  declined 
over  the  past  3  years.  It  iias  dechned 
some  13  percent  in  the  last  2  years  and 
some  25  percent  since  1947.  At  the 
same  time  other  .segmenLs  of  our  econ- 
omy have  reached  new  heights  as  far  as 
net  income  is  concerned.  In  other 
words,  the  farmer  has  been  confronted 
with  Retting  less  in  the  mtrket  place 
for  what  he  has  to  sell  and  has  been 
compelled  to  pay  more  and  more  for 
that  which  he  has  to  buy. 

Unfortunately,  many  people  fail  to 
under-stand  that  whenever  the  farmer's 
income  declines,  his  purchaeing  power 
declines,  and  it  is  felt  by  business  and 
industry  all  over  the  country— and 
almost  immediately.  It  must  not  be  for- 
gotten that  an  equitable  price  for  farm 
products  is  absolutely  essential  if  we  are 
to  generate  income  which  will  maintain 
employment  and  prosperity.  It  stands 
to  reason  that  when  the  farmer's  in- 
come diminishes  he  will  purchase  less 
consumer  goods.  In  fact,  he  is  hkely  to 
buy  only  those  things  which  he  actually 
needs  to  carry  on  his  farm  operations 
and  to  support  his  family. 

In  my  particular  section  of  the  coun- 
try, the  very  minute  farm  income  de- 
clines it  is  felt  in  every  store  on  Main 
Street.  It  is  felt  in  the  stockyards  in 
South  St.  Paul— the  second  largest 
stockyards  in  the  country,  and  it  is  re- 
flected in  other  markets  all  over  the 
country. 

A  little  over  a  year  ago  I  happened  to 
be    visiting    with    a    couple    of    banker 
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friends  in  my  district.  They  came  from 
different  parts  of  my  district  but  both 
were  from  excellent  farming  communi- 
ties with  heavy  dairy  production,  com- 
paring with  any  of  the  mixed  production 
that  we  have  in  southern  Mltuiesota. 
Without  mentioning  any  names  or  dis- 
closing any  confidences.  I  can  relate  this 
incident.  I  asked.  "What  would  you 
estimate  has  been  the  drop  in  deposits 
of  your  farm  depositors  for  the  last  2 
years?"  That  would  be  3  years  now 
altogether.  They  said  very  frankly, 
both  of  them,  that  they  felt  that  the 
deposits  of  their  farm  depositors  had 
dropped  at  least  25  percent. 

CC«T-PaiCX    SQUEXZC 

The  farmer  is  in  a  unique  position 
In  our  economy.  He  has  nothing  to  say 
about  the  coft  of  things  he  has  to  buy. 
Someone  else  always  sets  the  price  for 
his  tractor,  plow,  or  combine,  his  car 
and  his  wearing  apparel.  Oftentimes 
someone  else  fixes  the  wages  that  he  is 
required  to  pay  his  hired  help  because 
the  wages  of  his  hired  man  is  usually 
fixed  by  competition  of  high  wages  in 
the  city.  Someone  else  fixes  the  farmer's 
taxes,  determines  the  cost  of  his  insur- 
ance and  the  cost  of  his  transportation. 
Someone  else;  tells  him  what  he  has  to 
pay  for  his  cattle  and  other  livestock 
which  is  not,  raised  on  the  farm.  In 
short,  the  farmer  usually  pays  what 
the  seller  demands. 

On  the  other  side  of  the  picture,  the 
farmer  has  very  Uttle.  if  anything,  to 
say  about  the  price  of  the  things  he  has 
to  sell.  When  he  takes  his  cattle  to  the 
livestock  market  at  South  St.  Paul,  or  to 
some  other  market,  he  takes  what  the 
buyers  offer  him.  If  he  does  not  like  the 
price,  ills  alt);mative  is  to  take  his  cattle 
back  to  the  farm.  The  same  is  true  of 
his  milk  and  the  eggs  which  the  house- 
wife sells.  The  farmer  is  confronted 
with  the  fact  that  when  his  cattle  or 
hogs  are  ready  for  market  he  must  sell 
them.  The  same  Is  true  of  his  milk.  His 
milk  and  cream  must  be  sold  fresh.  In 
other  words,  the  farmer  must  sell  as  the 
products  of  the  farm  are  produced. 

When  the  farmer  hauls  his  grain  to 
the  covmtry  elevator  he  takes  what  the 
operator  of  that  elevator  offers  him.  If 
he  does  not  like  the  price,  he  has  the 
privilege  of  taking  the  grain  back  to  the 
farm.  Generally  speaking,  he  does  not 
have  the  opportunity  of  selecting  the 
best  time  nor  the  best  market  for  the 
things  he  has  to  selL 

THE    rARMKB    AKD    TKS   CONSUMOI 

Consumen;  of  the  country  have  the 
Impression  that  the  farmer  is  responsible 
for  the  high  cost  of  food  and  no  one  is 
doing  much  ^o  dispel  that  idea.  I  would 
like  to  point  out  that  food  is  the  biggest 
bargain  of  the  year  1954.  Fewer  hours 
of  work  buy  more  food  now,  and  better 
food,  than  ever  before.  The  world 
should  know  and  certainly  the  consumer 
should  be  advised,  that  out  of  each  dollar 
the  consumer  receives  as  his  income,  only 
26  cents  is  used  for  fqjiSd.  The  other  74 
cents  can  be  used  for  other  things.  Of 
the  $1  the  consumer  spends  for  food 
farmers  get  only  45  cents.  Thus,  less 
than  12  peixent  of  consumer  income 
reaches  the  farmer. 


If  farmers  gave  away  their  wheat  the 
price  of  bread  would  only  fall  less  than 
3  cents  a  loaf.  Not  only  do  consumers 
now  get  more  food  for  an  hour's  wage 
but  they  get  more  convenience,  wider  se- 
lections, and  better  quality.  The  con- 
sumer has  a  wide  selection  of  farm  prod- 
ucts. He  can  buy  breasts  of  chicken  or 
he  can  buy  only  chicken  legs  or  Uvers. 
He  can  select  his  vegetables  and  meats 
wrapped  in  individual  transparent  pack- 
ages. He  can  buy  his  milk  in  paper 
cartons  with  no  bottles  to  return.  Few 
farmers,  however,  get  any  of  the  money 
that  these  extra  services  cost. 

Only  a  part  of  the  food  sold  over  the 
grocery  counter  comes  from  supported 
farm  crops.  Much  publicity  is  given  to 
farm  subsidies.  Some  people  hke  to 
magnify  the  situation  and  take  great  de- 
light in  giving  misleading,  information 
to  the  country  about  the  cost  of  our  farm 
programs.  Farmers  are  by  no  means 
the  only  group  who  have  received  Fed- 
eral support  at  taxpayers'  expense.  Let 
us  not  forget  the  subsidies  to  business, 
the  railroads,  the  airlines,  the  shipping 
industry,  and  the  subsidy  granted  to 
labor  by  providing  a  minimum  wage. 

Consumers  can  depend  on  it  that  their 
Jobs  will  disappear  if  farm  returns  for 
foodstuffs  fall  to  nonprofit  levels.  Agri- 
culture's purchasing  power  creates  high 
employment  as  sure  as  general  prosperity 
helps  agricultural  sales. 

Farmers  today  produce  so  abundantly 
that  85  percent  of  our  population  can 
choose  other  kinds  of  jobs.  If  farmers 
were  not  so  efficient,  a  lot  more  people 
would  have  to  go  to  work  on  the  farm. 
This  Lb  an  efficiency  that  since  before 
the  war  has  increased  farm  output  by 
40  percent,  doing  the  job  with  17  per- 
cent less  labor.  There  should  be  a  bet- 
ter understanding  between  the  farmer 
and  consumer.  In  the  last  analysis  we 
are  all  farmers  because  we  are  all  so 
dependent  upon  the  fruits  of  the  soiL 
PBicx  suppoars 

If  it  had  not  been  for  price  supports, 
surplus  removal,  and  marketing  agree- 
ments, the  farmer's  net  income  last  year 
would  have  been  $3  billion  less  than  it 
is  now,  or  25  percent  less,  according  to 
some  of  our  most  eminent  economists. 
Had  it  not  been  for  price  supports  we 
might  well  today  have  a  general  eco- 
nomic recession. 

Our  present  program  of  price  supports, 
surplus  removal,  and  marketing  agree- 
ments covered  70  percent  of  the  value  of 
all  crops  produced,  livestock,  and  live- 
stock products  last  year.  About  90  to 
95  percent  of  our  farmers  producing 
crops  and  livestock  for  market  were  di- 
rectly or  indirectly  benefited  by  existing 
stablization  and  marketing  agreement 
programs,  thus  preventing  further  im- 
pairment of  agricultural  income. 

Farmers  have  already  voluntarily  lim- 
ited the  acreage  of  major  crops  in  order 
to  bring  production  into  balance  with 
consumption.  Under  cross-compliance 
provisions  of  basic  law  already  being  en- 
forced by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
for  wheat,  the  farmers  will  have  less 
acres  than  ever  before.  All  this  means 
less  income.  If  it  applies  to  wheat  it 
can  be  applied  to  corn  and  to  other  com- 
modities. 


In  substance,  therefore,  the  opponents 
of  the  continuation  of  the  90-percentr 
rigid  support  program  are  saying.  "Look, 
Mr.  Parmer,  even  though  farm  income  is 
going  down,  and  even  though  things 
you  have  to  buy  are  still  very  high.  azMl 
even  though  you  are  in  a  price  squeexe, 
and  even  though  you  have  taken  out 
of  production  voluntarily  a,iid  through 
cross-compliance  regulations  many  of 
your  tillable  acres,  and  even  though  all 
of  this  will  make  it  very  difficult  for  you 
to  maintain  your  normal  income,  still  we 
want  to  assure  you,  Mr.  Farmer,  in  spite 
of  all  these  handicaps  we  want  to  guar- 
anty you  less  income  than  you  had  be- 
fore." That  quoted  statement  simply 
does  not  make  common  sense  nor  fair 
dealing. 

FAXM  PaODUCTIOir 

The  farmer  is  being  called  upon  to  pro- 
vide the  food  and  fiber,  not  only  for  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  but  for  many 
other  areas  of  the  world.  The  American 
farmer  is  today  feeding  over  160  milUon 
people  in  the  United  States  alone,  and  by 
I960  it  is  estimated,  at  the  present  rate 
of  our  increase  in  population,  we  will 
have  175  million  people  in  the  United 
States. 

It  has  t>een  said  that  the  world's  popu- 
lation is  increasing  more  rapidly  than 
the  world  food  supply.  We  have,  there- 
fore, a  hungry  world  on  our  hands. 
These  facts  should  cause  us  to  stop,  look 
and  listen  when  we  discuss  the  problems 
of  farm  surpluses,  for  the  growth  of  our 
own  Nation  and  of  the  population  of  the 
world  means  that  if  people  are  to  be  fed 
the  farmers  must  produce  more  agricul- 
tural products,  rather  than  less,  in  the 
years  that  Ue  ahead. 

With  few  exceptions  we  have  already 
reached  the  saturation  point  as  far  as 
new  farmland  is  concerried.  so  if  we  are 
to  expand  production  to  meet  an  expand- 
ing population  we  will  have  to  increase 
the  productivity  of  the  land. 

Of  course,  no  matter  how  good  a  farm 
bill  we  may  write,  Congress  cannot  legis- 
late what  the  weather  will  be.  "Hiat  ist 
something  on  which  every  farmer  has 
to  gamble.  He  never  knows  whether  he 
will  be  facing  a  drought  or  flooded  acres; 
when  he  plants  his  crops  in  the  spring  he 
does  not  know  whether  he  will  have  a 
bountiful  crop,  a  medium  crop  or  prac- 
tically no  crop  at  all.  However.  I  think 
we  ought  to  get  down  on  our  knees  every 
night  and  thank  the  good  Lord  that  he 
has  been  so  good  to  us  for  the  production 
we  have  had. 

FASlf  sTnu>i.TTBas 

We  hear  much  these  days  about  farm 
surpluses.  Frankly  I  admit  they  are  an 
aggravating  problem  in  some  instances, 
but  by  and  large  I  would  rather  have  an 
economy  of  abtmdance  than  an  economy 
of  scarcity.  It  is  not  the  fault  of  the 
farmer  that  we  have  these  present  sur- 
pluses. During  the  war  he  was  asked  and 
implored  to  produce  and  produce  and 
produce  and  produce — and  he  did. 

Many  of  the  so-called  surplus  prob- 
lems have  been  over-emphasized  and 
over-magnified.  For  example,  take  the 
com  situation.  It  is  estimated  that  we 
will  have  on  October  1.  1954,  a  carry- 
over of  some  900  million  biishels,  which 
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only  constitutes  about  a  3  months'  sup- 
ply with  which  we  must  feed  the  entire 
livestock  population  of  this  country. 
Com  is  no  problem.  I  do  not  know  of  a 
single  informed  expert,  including  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  who  claims  that 
com  constituted  a  surplus  problem. 
Our  supply  of  com  has  already  proved 
a  blesdng  In  disguise  In  those  areas 
where  crops  have  been  blighted  by 
droughts. 

Com  has  been  the  foundation  of  our 
livestock  industry.  Approximately  80 
percent  of  the  com  produced  in  the 
United  States  is  fed  on  the  farm,  and 
cheap  com  inevitably  means  cheap  live- 
stock. The  higher  the  price  for  com  the 
higher  the  livestock  price. 

Although  corn  has  been  supported  at 
90  percent  of  parity  since  1944,  without 
any  controls  whatever,  except  acreage 
allotments,  there  has  never  been,  and 
does  not  exist  today,  a  burdensome  sur- 
plus of  this  commodity.  Not  only  has 
it  helped  the  feeder  by  providing  a  de- 
pendable supply,  but  it  has  served  the 
consumer  by  providing  a  better  and  more 
stable  supply  of  food  from  livestock 
sources.  By  stabilizing  the  price  of  com 
a  floor  has  been  placed  under  the  live- 
stock industry.  Further,  we  must  not 
forget  that  the  price-support  program 
for  com  has  served  to  place  a  floor  under 
competitive  crops  within  the  commercial 
com  areas. 

It  has  been  charged  that  the  present 
farm  program  has  encouraged  farmers  to 
produce  com  and  wheat  for  storage 
rather  than  for  meat,  eggs,  and  other 
livestock  products.  However,  the  1953 
spring  crop  in  the  South  Central  States 
was  32  percent  below  1952.  Hog  produc- 
tion has  gone  up,  not  down,  in  this  period 
when  so-called  high  price  supports  were 
in  effect.  Meat  production  in  1953  ex- 
ceeded that  of  any  peacetime  year.  Con- 
sumption of  red  meat  per  person,  at  154 
pounds,  was  the  highest  since  1908. 
What  I  want  to  emphasize  is  that  price 
supports  at  present  levels  have  not  made 
the  farmer  quit  raising  hogs,  and  hogs 
eat  com,  lots  of  it,  as  everyone  knows. 
Neither  have  price  supports  cut  national 
production  of  meat  and  livestock  prod- 
ucts. J 

THX  OAOIT  BrrUATlON 

In  1950  Minnesota  had  147  509  farms 
which  owned  cows.  As  of  January  1, 
1954,  there  were  1,542,000  milk  cows  on 
these  farms.  On  a  nationwide  basis, 
milk-cow  numbers  reached  25.6  million 
head  in  1944.  and  thereafter  declined  to 
a  low  of  21.6  million  head  in  1951  and 
1952.  Milk -cow  numbers  increased 
again,  however,  in  1953  to  22.3  million 
head,  and  current  reports  indicate  that 
they  are  slightly  higher  today  Uian  they 
were  a  year  ago. 

DAIBT  SUKFLUSX8 

As  With  farm  commodities,  one  of  the 
much-discussed  bugaboos  has  been  the 
surplus  of  dairy  products.  I  take  the 
position  that  if  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture will  move  the  supplies  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration into  the  hands  of  the  consuming 
public,  the  storage  charges  and  the  cost 
of  handling  these  commodities  will  be 
eliminated.    It  is  up  to  him. 


August  17 


I  do  not  wish  to  appear  critical  of  Mr. 
Benson,  but  I  do  say  that  during  the  past 
months  he  has  said  he  is  going  to  do 
something  and  that  he  has  a  program 
to  move  butter  out  Into  the  hands  of 
the  consumers  of  the  United  States.  Up 
to  the  present  time,  however,  I  do  not 
know  of  anything  he  has  done  to  dis- 
pose of  these  surpluses.  I  do  hope  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  will  work  out  a 
program  and  put  it  into  eflfect  during  the 
2-year  period  allowed  by  this  bill  so  that 
these  surpluses  may  be  disposed  of. 

I  do  believe  that  within  2  or  3  years 
we  will  have  the  surplus  dairy  problem 
licked.  It  is  estimated  that  in  igS4  there 
will  be  4  million  babies  born  in  this 
country  that  should  have  a  quart  of  milk 
each  day.  The  present  farm  bill  pro- 
vides that  we  are  going  to  furnith  addi- 
tional milk  for  school  lunches.  There 
are  23  million  children  in  the  United 
States  going  to  schools  that  do  not  have 
milk  or  do  not  have  the  schocl-lunch 
program.  We  have  provided  in  this  bill 
$50  million  a  year  for  the  next  2  years 
to  supplement  the  milk  program  from 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  funds. 
We  want  all  of  these  children  to  have  at 
least  a  pint  of  milk  a  day.  We  also  want 
the  men  in  the  armed  services  wlx)  are  on 
rations  to  have  at  least  a  pint  of  milk 
a  day.  In  fact,  we  would  not  have 
enough  cows  producing  enough  milk  in 
the  United  States  if  we  were  to  take 
care  of  the  boys  and  girls,  and  men  in 
the  armed  services,  and  in  veterans"  hos- 
pitals, to  say  nothing  of  the  other  people 
in  this  country  who  want  to  drink  milk. 

The  dairy  industry  can  do  a  great  deal 
on  its  own  accord  to  promote  the  in- 
creased consumption  of  daii-y  products. 
It  might  be  well  for  the  industry  to  take 
a  look  at  some  of  the  modern  TV  ad- 
vertising of  certain  beverages  and  to  use 
more  modern  radio  and  newspaper  ad- 
vertising. 

Mr.  Speaker,  during  my  entire  serv- 
ice in  Congress  I  have  spoken,  supported, 
and  voted  for  sound  farm  legislation. 
I  will  therefore  vote  for  a  continuation 
of  the  90-percent  price-support  program. 
I  will  also  vote  in  favor  of  a  sound  sup- 
port program  for  dairy  product*,  for  I 
fuel  that  we  must  give  to  the  farmer  and 
to  the  dairyman  of  our  country  a  sound 
farm  program.  To  do  otherwise  would 
render  an  injustice  not  only  to  the 
farmer  and  the  dairyman  but  would  re- 
sult in  the  serious  impairment  of  tlie 
economy  of  our  entire  Nation. 

The  farm  problem  is  a  tremendous 
challenge  to  all  of  us  who  are  close  to 
agriculture.  Sometimes  it  seems  as  if 
the  questions  presented  cannot  be  solved. 
However,  in  these  times  of  crises  ve  must 
work  together.  The  Congress  alone 
cannot  solve  the  problems  presented  to 
us.  Our  free-enterprise  system  is  still 
the  greatest  in  all  the  world.  I  have 
great  faith  in  our  system  and  am  con- 
vinced that  we  will,  in  time,  solve  the 
farm  problem  as  we  have  heretofore 
solved  economic  problems  which  some- 
times seemed  insurmountable,  but  which 
in  the  end  were  solved  through  persever- 
ance and  a  determination  to  came  up 
with  a  solution. 


Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the 
remainder  of  the  time  on  this  side  to  the 
gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Hnxl. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want 
to  commend  the  gentleman  and  his  col- 
leagues on  the  conference  cconmittee  for 
the  good  job  they  have  done.  It  has 
been  from  the  beginning  a  difficult  mat- 
ter. I  stated  a  long  time  ago  that  work- 
ing out  a  good  farm  program  would  be 
one  of  the  toughest  jobs  we  would  have 
to  do.  This  is  a  good  job.  I  have  had 
some  information  that  there  might  be 
an  effort  made  to  recommit  this  bill.  I 
think  it  should  be  pointed  out  that  if 
such  motion  to  recommit  should  carry, 
the  whole  matter  will  go  back  to  con- 
ference again.  There  have  been  certain 
suggestions  from  the  other  body  that  if 
that  should  happen  It  might  well  mean 
the  end  of  this  legislation,  gKxxl  legisla- 
tion which  certainly  should  be  enacted 
into  law.  The  alternative  is  to  have  no 
law  at  all.  I  ri.se  only  to  express  the  hope 
that  having  arrived  at  this  point  in  con- 
sidering this  vital  business  as  we  come 
to  the  end  of  the  session,  this  measure 
should  not  be  recommitted.  The  con- 
ference report  should  be  adopted  as  it 
has  been  presented  to  us  by  the  con- 
ferees. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  shall  go 
along  with  the  remarks  that  have  been 
made  concerning  the  Committee  on  Ag- 
riculture of  the  House.  I  not  only  refer 
to  the  committee  on  conference  but  to 
the  entire  committee.  I  am  very  frank 
to  confess  to  every  Member  of  the  House 
that  our  committee  could  not  have 
worked  any  harder,  neither  could  we 
have  prevailed  upon  the  other  body  to 
accept  any  other  type  of  bill. 

Had  we  tlie  power  we  probably  would 
have  changed  many  things  in  the  bill. 
However,  at  this  time  I  am  going  to 
change,  shall  I  say  the  musical  key. 
that  this  discussion  has  been  taking  this 
afternoon  and  will  mention  only  a  few 
of  the  high  points  so  far  a£  the  good 
parts  of  the  bill  are  concerned. 

The  first  thing  I  would  lilae  to  say  to 
the  ranking  minority  member  is  that  the 
product  of  his  State  has  received  the 
kindest  and  the  most  appreciative  con- 
sideration by  our  ccmmittee  of  any  com- 
modity. That  is  tobacco.  It  is  now  get- 
ting 90  percent  and  will  continue  to  re- 
ceive this  without  any  change.  We  are 
glad  to  see  that  because,  as  has  been 
stated  before,  we  want  all  types  and 
kinds  of  agriculture  to  be  prosperous. 
That  is  the  wish  and  the  desire  of  every 
Member  of  this  House  regardless  of  poli- 
tics. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  always  felt,  hoped, 
and  prayed  that  someday  we  would  be 
able  to  see  the  Members  of  this  House 
discuss  agriculture  when  absolutely  none 
of  us  would  mention  politics  or  partisan- 
ship. We  would  not  discuss  this  matter 
from  the  standpoint  of  politics.  Agricul- 
ture touches  the  life  of  every  one  of  us, 
from  the  cradle  to  the  grave.  Nothing  is 
more  important.  We  must  have  food 
and  fiber  and  in  abundance. 
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There  are  just  a  few  things  I  want  to 
mention  quickly,  and  I  shall  not  discuss 
them  at  length.  First  of  all,  let  me  reffcr 
to  wool.  I  do  not  like  the  way  we 
handled  the  wool  situation.  I  am  sur- 
prised it  has  not  been  referred  to  as  a 
purely  100  p<;rcent  Brannan  plan.  But 
that  is  not  fo,  although  the  wool  pro- 
gram might  resemble  in  certain  aspects 
the  Brannan  plan.  I  might  also  say  to 
my  good  friend  from  Pennsylvania  that 
It  does  not  resemble  the  sugar  pro- 
gram either.  This  bill  tries  to  protect 
wool  for  the  next  4  years.  I  was  in  the 
hopes  there  would  be  no  end  In  the  law 
.so  far  as  wool  is  concerned.  That  is  the 
change  we  made  which  I  did  not  ap- 
prove. Parity,  of  course,  will  Xm  from  90 
percent  to  110  percent. 

Another  thing  I  should  like  to  men- 
tion is  rice.  Now  this  suggestion  might 
accomplish  the  very  thing  that  will  help 
us  solve  our  agricultural  problem.  It 
says  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
shall  study  and  make  a  report  to  this 
Congress  of  the  effect  of  a  two-price  sys- 
tem on  rice.  That  was  in  our  bill  as  It 
al-o  referred  to  a  two-price  system  for 
wheat. 

Now.  another  thing  I  would  like  to 
mention  on  the  good  side,  the  plus  side. 
is  that  we  have  a  very  important  sec- 
tion in  this  bill.  And,  as  our  leader,  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana,  said  a  while 
ago.  let  us  not  jeopardize  this  bill  by 
supporting  a  motion  to  recommit.  We 
have  the  agricultural  attaches  of  State 
Department  attached  to  the  £)epartment 
of  Agriculture,  through  a  nice  program 
that  will  give  agriculture  an  opportuni- 
ty to  approve  these  attaches  when  they 
are  app>ointed  to  foreign  service.  Then 
It  seems  to  me  they  would  attend  to  the 
agricultural  business  of  the  United 
Stales.  This  is  one  *hing  in  this  bill 
every  Member  should  be  very  happy  to 
support.  Do  not  vote  against  this  bill  and 
.'^end  it  back  to  the  committee  and  take 
a  chance  of  losing  it.  It  will  be  worth 
all  the  effort  we  make,  in  voting  for  this 
conference  report,  just  to  have  the  agri- 
cultural attaches  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment placed  under  the  E>epartment  of 
Agriculture,  which  will  give  us  an  op- 
portunity to  get  proper  assistance  in  dis- 
posing of  surplus  agricultural  products 
in  foreign  markets.  Then  It  makes 
changes  in  the  marketing  agreement  or- 
ders which  ;\re  necessary.  .It  regulates 
the  importation  of  fruits  and  vegetables. 
And.  there  are  a  lot  of  other  good  things 
in  this  bill  that  should  deter  us  from 
sending  It  liack  to  conference.  I  feel 
sure  the  many  useful  and  necessary 
changes  that  are  made  in  present  agri- 
cultural legislation  and  new  legislation 
that  seems  necessary  makes  this  con- 
ference report  worthy  of  your  united 
support. 


CALi  OP  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chah-  will 
count.  [After  counting.]  Two  hundred 
and  four  Members  have  answered  to 
their  names  not  a  quorum. 


Mr.  HAIIjBCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  roU,  and  the  fol- 
lowing Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names: 


[RoU  No,  143] 

Adair 

nne 

Morrison 

AngeU 

Flno 

Nelson 

Ayres 

Plaber 

Norblad 

Raker 

Golden 

O'Brien ,  HI. 

Harden 

Gordon 

OBrlen,  Mich. 

Beamer 

Gubaer 

Camera 

Bentley 

Htaley 

Patten.  Ariz. 

Bentaen 

Hand 

Patteraon 

Blatnlk 

Hardy 

PeUy 

Boiling 

Harrlaon,  Wyo. 

Powell 

Bolton, 

Harvey 

Preston 

PranoeaP, 

H^ibert 

Rabaut 

Beach 

Heaa 

Radwan 

Bowler 

HUIelson 

Rains 

Buckley 

Hoffman,  ni. 

Regan 

Busbey 

HoltQeld 

RUey 

Canfield 

Holt 

Robaion,  Ky. 

Carrlgg 

Hosmer 

St.  George 

Chatham 

Howi'U 

Scott 

Clardy 

H rusk a 

Scrlvner 

Clevenger 

Kearney 

Sec rest 

Colmer 

Kelly.  N.  T. 

Shaler 

Condon 

Keogh 

Sheehan 

Cotton 

Keraten.  WJa. 

Shelley 

Coudert 

KUburn 

Slkea 

CurtU.  Uo. 

Klein 

Smith,  wis. 

Curtla.  Nebr. 

Kluczynskl 

Stringfellow 

DavU.  Ga. 

Land  rum 

Taylor 

Davis.  Tenn. 

Lantair 

Tuck 

Dawson,  Ul. 

Latham 

Van  Pelt 

Deane 

LeCompte 

Vinson 

Dempaey 

Lipeoomb 

Vursell 

D'Ewart 

Lucaa 

Welchel 

Dodd 

Lyle 

Wheeler 

DolUnger 

McCormack 

Wldnall 

Dol  liver 

McCuHoch 

Will  la 

Donovan 

McDonough 

WUaon,  Calif. 

Dorn,  B.C. 

Mack.  UI. 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Doyle 

Madden 

Yates 

Eljerhartrr 

Mason 

Yorty 

Ellsworth 

Miller,  Kans. 

Engle 

Morgan 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  roUcall  309 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum  is  present. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro- 
ceedings under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


COMMUNIST  CONTROL  ACT  OP  1954 

Mr,  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (S.  370#^to  out- 
law the  Communist  Party,  to  prohibit 
members  of  Communist  organizations 
from  serving  in  certain  representative 
capacities,  and  for  other  purposes,  with 
a  Senate  amendment  to  the  House 
amendment,  disagree  to  the  Senate 
amendment,  and  ask  for  a  conference. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? *i 

There  was  no  objection? 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
privileged  motion. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  DiKs  moves  that  the  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
bill  S.  3706  be  instructed  to  agree  to  the 
Senate  amendment  to  the  House  amendment. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imani- 
mous  consent  to  proceed  for  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Senate 
added  sections  3  and  4  of  my  bill  and 
the  bill  of  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Graham].  That 
bill  was  reported  f  StVorably  by  a  stjbcom- 
mittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. All  that  it  does  Is  to  say  that 
membership  In  the  Communist  Party^  is 
a  crime,  and  makes  it  pimishable  as 
such.  It  defines  membership  by  setting 
forth  15  different  factual  situations  that 
constitute  membership. 

The  issue  is  therefore  clearly  before 
this  House.  There  was  only  one  Mem- 
ber of  the  other  body  who  voted  against 
this  bill  on  final  passage.  The  bill  is  an 
effective  and  adequate  answer  to  the 
Communist  threat.  For  15  years  we 
have  been  trying  to  secure  legislation 
that  will  destroy  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy, once  and  for  all,  in  the  United 
States.  A  vast  majority  of  the  Ameri- 
can people  favor  this  legislation  as  it  Is 
now  before  the  House.  Why  should  it 
go  to  conference  when  it  has  already 
been  considered  by  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  when  it  has  already  been 
favorably  recommended  by  a  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary? The  time  has  come  for  action. 
Too  long  we  have  vacillated  on  the  ques- 
tion. Too  long  we  have  foiind  excuses 
for  effectual  and  adequate  action  against 
Communist  traitors. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  legis- 
lation to  completely  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party,  in  my  considered  judg- 
ment, will  become  a  document  next  in 
importance  only  to  the  Declaration  of 
Independence  and  the  E^mancipation 
Proclamation  because,  with  it,  we  an- 
nounce to  the  world  that  America,  the 
home  of  the  free,  will  no  longer  tolerate 
the  Communist  scourge  which  would 
destroy  country,  home,  and  all  that  we 
have  gained  throughout  the  glorious  his- 
tory of  our  coiintry. 

I  disagree  that  the  acceptance  of  the 
Senate  amendment  will  nullify  the  Smith  . 
Act  and  the  Internal  Security  Act  of 
1950.  The  Smith  Act  does  not  mention 
the  Communist  Party  at  all.  and  the 
Internal  Security  Act  of  1950  will  remain 
untouched. 

That  part  of  S.  3706  which  puts  an  end 
to  the  Communist  Party  in  America  is 
largely  the  language  of  Pennsylvania 
Supreme  Court  Justice  Michael  A.  Mus- 
manno.  who  assisted  in  the  writing  of 
the  Dies  bill.  H.  R.  8912.  from  which 
S.  3700  took  its  component  parts.  Yes- 
terday the  House  extracted  f  romthe  E»es 
bill  that  section  which  outlaws  the  Com- 
munist Party  and  today  the  Senate  in- 
serted that  i)art  which  defines  member- 
ship and  punishes  Communist  member- 
ship. Justice  Musmanno  appeared  be- 
fore our  committee  on  four  different 
occasions.  He  presented  several  briefs 
on  the  constitutionality  of  all  biUs  before 
us  on  the  subject  of  communism.  Our 
subcommittee  chairman,  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Graham],  was 
so  impressed  with  Justice  Musmanno's 
work  that  he  said: 

Justice  Musmanno  has  made  a  lifelong 
study  of  this  subject  and.  in  my  humble 
judgment,  he  is  probably  one  of  the  best  in- 
formed men  on  this  subject.  He  baa  de- 
voted his  whole  life  to  it.    No  man  comei 
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before  Us  better  qualified,  better  equipped 
than  be.  and  aa  a  ooDsequence  we  are  only 
too  glad  to  have  him  avallabte  and  we  do  ap- 
preciate the  work  be  has  done. 

Tbe  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.Dns], 
as  the  odidnal  chairman  of  the  House 
Un-American  Activities  Committee,  ex- 
posed the  Communist  Party  and  all  its 
malignant  planning.  Hsul  Congress 
listened  to  him  in  1941,  when  he  recom- 
mended the  outlawing  of  the  Communist 
Party,  I  believe  that  the  Communist 
world  would  not  have  reached  the  fright- 
ful proportions  of  today. 

Justice  Musmanno  is  entitled  to  the 
gratitude  of  the  whole  American  Nation 
for  his  untiring  efforts.  I  would  like  to 
repeat  what  I  said  when  he  testified  be- 
fore the  Judiciary  Committee: 

Tou  have  made  It  factually  clear  what  Is 
the  ultimate  goal  of  the  International  Com- 
mimlst  conspiracy  of  which  the  Communist 
Party  In  this  country  is  only  a  small  part. 
It  is  xmrelentlng  tai  Its  objective  which  la  the 
enslavement  of  all  mankind.  1  myself  feel 
that  you  deserve  the  undying  gratitude. 
not  only  at  the  people  of  this  country,  but  of 
aa  the  patqde  who  are  interested  tn  human 
freedom — of  liberty  throughout  the  world — 
for  the  time,  eifort.  and  sacrifice  you  have 
given  to  this  aU-engrosslng  problem,  and  I 
wish  to  congratulate  you. 

I  Will  vote  f  (h:  this  moti<m  and  urge 
every  Member  to  support  it. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIES.  I  Tield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  should  UlEe  to  point 
out  the  fact  that  in  the  bill  the  gentle- 
man is  now  discussing,  the  bill  intro- 
duced by  himself  and  the  distinguished 
gmtleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Graham],  the  yardsticks  are  the  causes 
and  grounds  for  deportation  of  aliens, 
every  one  of  which  has  been  passed 
upon  by  the  Court.  If  this  language  is 
adopted,  it  will  obviate  the  necessity  of 
long  court  tests  in  order  to  determine 
the  validity  of  the  language. 

Mr.  DIES.  And  let  me  say  this:  That 
in  the  House  bill  you  have  outlawed  the 
Communist  conspiracy.  You  have  out- 
lawed it  by  terminating  its  rights,  privi- 
leges, and  immunities,  but  when  the 
House  failed  to  include  in  the  bill  the 
enforconent  provision  that  is  In  my  bill, 
when  it  failed  to  make  it  operative,  you 
have  this  ridiculous  situation:  You  have 
the  C<mgres8  saying  on  the  one  hand 
that  the  Communist  Party  is  illegal,  but 
you  permit  people  to  belong  to  the  Com- 
munist Party. 

Now,  let  us  be  consistent  about  this. 
I  place  the  issue  squarely  before  the 
House,  before  Democrats  and  Republi- 
cans. This  is  a  nonpartisan  question ;  we 
have  so  treated  it.  You  have  had  exten- 
sive hearings  for  25  years,  you  have  in- 
vestigated every  phase  and  every  angle 
of  the  Communist  conspiracy. 

The  time  has  come  tu}w  to  act,  and  we 
can  act  by  adopting  the  motion  which  I 
now  present  to  the  House  and  end  this 
controversy  once  and  for  all  and  declare 
to  the  people  of  our  country  and  the 
world  that  we  in  America  believe  that 
communism  is  a  menace,  a  treasonable 
conspiracy,  and  we  will  not  permit  it  to 
enjoy  a  legal  status  in  the  United  States. 
Mr.  HAIXECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
for  recognition  on  the  motion. 


The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Indiana  is  recognized. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have 
had  but  a  very  brief  time  to  examine  the 
amendment  that  has  been  added  by  the 
other  body.  I  must  say  I  am  a  bit  sur- 
prised at  the  attitude  taken  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas.  He.  of  course,  has 
also  m^ed  language  that  would  make 
membership  in  the  Commimist  Party  per 
se  a  felony, 

I  have  as  quickly  as  I  could  and  as  well 
as  I  could  examined  the  language  of  this 
amendment.  As  I  read  it.  it  does  under- 
take to  make  membership  in  the  Com- 
munist Party  a  felony  per  se. 

When  we  had  the  matter  before  us  it 
was  urged,  and  I  think  urged  success- 
fully, that  if  such  language  were  in- 
cluded it  would  effectively  destroy  the 
Internal  Security  Act  of  1950  and  seri- 
ously interfere  with  the  operations  of  the 
Smith  Act. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 
Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DIES.  The  bill  as  passed  by  the 
other  body  specifically  provides  that  it 
shall  not  repeal  the  Smith  Act  or  the 
Internal  Security  Act  nor  affect  it  in  any 
respect. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  one  that  we 
passed  did  do  that,  but  it  did  not  contain 
language  making  membership  in  the 
Communist  Party  per  se  a  felony.  This 
language  does. 

Let  me  point  out  to  you  again  that  un- 
less you  want  to  destroy  the  Internal 
Security  Act  that  has  been  doing  a  mag- 
nificent job  of  bringing  the  Communist 
threat  in  this  country  under  control,  and 
unless  you  want  to  seriously  hamper  the 
enforcement  of  the  Smith  Act  which 
likewise  has  done  much  to  protect  us 
from  this  Communist  conspiracy,  then  I 
say.  vote  down  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.     I  yield. 
Mr.   WALTER.     I    would 
the  gentleman's   attention 
that   Senator   McCarran    himself 
ported  this  particular  language. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  I  am  not 
going  to  refer  to  the  Senator  over  there 
by  name,  because  we  have  a  rude  about 
that;  but  I  understand  that  he  opposed 
this  amendment.  Whether  or  not  that 
is  true  I  do  not  know. 

But  I  am  talking  to  you  on  my  respon- 
sibility. We  have  played  enough  politics 
with  this  already;  now,  let  us  get  down  to 
the  real  issue  that  is  involved. 

Again  may  I  point  out,  as  I  and  others 
pointed  out  yesterday,  that  if  ycu  make 
membership  in  the  Communist  Party  per 
se  a  felony,  then  to  require  them  to  reg- 
ister, which  is  the  requirement  of  the 
Internal  Security  Act,  would  require 
them  to  provide  evidence  incriminating 
themselves,  and  thus  necessarl^  would 
excuse  them  from  compliance  with  the 
act.  The  appeal  that  is  pending  now  in 
the  circuit  court  of  appeals  t©  deter- 
mine the  validity  of  the  Internal  Security 
Act  of  1950  would  be  immediately  written 
off.  They  will  be  in  there  with  a  petition 
to  remand  the  case  and  it  will  be  re- 
manded. Do  not  scoff  at  that.  That  is 
the  exact  fact.     That  is   the  position 


like  to  call 
to  the  fact 
sup- 


taken  by  the  Attorney  General,  by  the 
Director  of  the  FBI,  J.  Edgar  Hoover, 
and  by  the  lawyers  who  have  studied  the 
matter. 

May  I  say  again  that  if  you  want  leg- 
islation which  will  be  effective  then  we 
ought  to  send  this  measure  to  confer- 
ence. If  there  is  any  question  about 
the  language  or  if  there  is  any  part  of 
it  that  is  useful  it  may  be  adopted  by 
the  conferees.  But  to  undertake  at  this 
juncture  to  tell  the  conferees  to  take  lan- 
guage that  no  Plember  here  has  had  a 
chance  to  see,  I  say  is  bad  legislative 
practice  and  very  likely  will  result  in  the 
complete  termination  of  this  whole  effort. 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield  l9  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  The  gentleman  under- 
took to  express  the  view  of  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Attorney  General  the  other 
day.  What  does  the  gentleman  say 
about  their  view  upon  the  motion  iK)w 
before  us?  Can  the  gentleman  possibly 
imply  it  from  his  conversations  with 
the  executive  department? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course.  I  have  had 
only  a  few  minutes  to  examine  the  lan- 
guage, but  my  opinion  is  that  if  the 
Senate  amendment  were  to  pass  the  bill 
would  never  become  law. 

I  thought  all  of  us  were  convinced 
that  the  Internal  Security  Act  is  doing 
an  effective  job  and  that  the  Smith  Act 
is  doing  an  effective  job.  Indictments 
have  been  obtained,  convictions  have 
been  obtained,  and  Communist  conspir- 
ators have  been  put  in  jail.  Now.  then. 
if  you  want  to  destroy  those  acts  you 
take  the  responsibility,  I  am  not  going 
to  take  it. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  What  is  Wrong  with 
r^oinz  to  conference  in  the  usual  way? 
Do  we  not  trust  our  own  conferees?  If 
the  Senate  amendment,  which  none  of 
us  has  had  a  chance  even  to  read,  is 
all  right,  they  will  accept  it;  if  it  is  not 
all  right,  the  conferees  may  improve 
it  or  advise  us  to  reject  it  Or  return  in 
disagreement.  In  any  case,  we  will  have 
another  chance  to  vote  on  the  matter. 
Is  It  not  saner  and  sounder  to  go  to 
conference? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course.  It  Is.  This 
motion  is  in  order,  as  everyone  under- 
stands. I  do  not  think  it  Should  have 
been  made.  Certainly  when  this  matter 
goes  to  conference  if  there  is  any  lan- 
guage that  has  been  added  In  the  other 
body  that  would  help  in  what  we  are  try- 
ing to  do,  then  the  conferees  will  accept 
it  and  bring  the  conference  report  back 
here  to  be  acted  upon.  This  procedure 
would  not  be  binding  on  the  conferees, 
as  I  understand  the  parliamentary 
situation. 

So  I  ask  in  all  earnestness  that  the 
motion  be  voted  down  and  that  the 
measure  go  on  to  conference  to  be  dls- 
po.sed  of  in  the  regular  and  orderly  way. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
time  to  do  something  is  whan  you  have 
the  opportunity,  if  we  meajn  what  we 
say.  If  we  are  really  for  outlawing  the 
Communist  Party   and  making   people 
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fearful  of  belonging  to  it.  we  have  the 
opportunity  here  and  now  and  that  is 
to  vote  for  the  motion  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Dies]. 

I  have  been  informed  by  good  law- 
yers, men  who  have  followed  this  mat- 
ter closely,  that  there  is  not  one  thing 
in  this  bill  that  would  destroy  the  In- 
ternal 8e<:urity  Act  or  the  Smith  Act. 
It  is  specifically  said  in  the  Senate 
amendment  that  nothing  in  this  act 
shall  repeal  or  interfere  with  the  en- 
forcement of  those  acts. 

I  agree  that  politics  has  been  played 
enough  In  connection  with  this  issue 
by  many  politicians  in  the  United  States. 
Now  is  the  time  to  do  what  everybody 
.^-ays  they  want  to  do,  and  maybe  take 
it  out  of  politics. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  (Mr.  Diss]. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  1 
demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yetis  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  208,  nays  100,  not  voting  124, 
aa  follows: 

I         (RoU  No.  144] 
TEAS — 308 


Abbltt 

Abcmsthy 

Addonlzlo 

Alljert 

Alexander 

Anderson. 

H.  Carl 
Andreseti. 

August  H. 
Andrews 
A.vhmore 
A.splnaU 
AiirhlriclOM 
Ballpy 
Barrett 
Buttle 
Becker 
Belcher 
Bender 
Bennett,  Fla. 
Bennett,  lillch. 
Betta 
BL^hop 
BoRKs 
Boland 
Bonla 
Bonner 
Bow 
Boykln 
Bramblctt 
Bray 

Brooks.  La. 
Brooks.  Tex. 
Brown,  Oa. 
Brown.  Ohio 
Brownson 
BroyhlU 
Burhanan 
Budge 
Burleson 
Byrd 

Byrne.  Pa. 
Cunpbell 
C.Tnnon 
Carlyle 
r.irnatian 
Celler 
Chelf 

Chlperfield 
C  hudoff 
Cooley 
Cooper 
Coi  bett 
C'retella 
Crosser 
r-ninlnghara 
DoU'ney 
D:e8 
DiHRf  n 
Donohue 
Dorn.  N.  Y. 
Dowdy 


Durham 

Bdmondflon 

Elliott 

Evlna 

Fallon 

reljfhan 

Fen  ton 

Fernandei 

Fisher 

Fogarty 

Forand 

FV)rre«t«r 

Fountain 

Frazler 

Frledel 

Pulton 

Oarmats 

Gary 

Ga  thing! 

Gavin 

0«ntry 

Oeorg* 

Oranaban 

Grant 

Green 

Gregory 

Gross 

HsRen,  Calif. 

Hagen.  Minn. 

Harris 

Harrloon,  Va. 

Hart 

Hays.  Ark. 

Hays,  Ohio 

Herlong 

Hoeven 

Holtxman 

Ikard 

Jannea 

Jannan 

Johnson,  Wis. 

Jonas,  N.  C. 

Jones.  Ala. 

Jones,  Mo. 

Jones,  tf.  C. 

Karaten,  Mo. 

Kee 

Kelley.  Pa. 

Kersten,  Wla. 

Kllday 

King,  Calif. 

Klrwan 

Knox 

Krueger 

Lane 

L^nham 

Leslnskl 

Long 

McCarthy 

McMillan 

Machrowlcs 

Mack,  Wasb. 


MagnuAon 

Mahon 

Marshall 

Martin.  Iowa 

Matthewa 

Merrow 

Metcalf 

Miller.  Calif. 

MUler.  Nebr. 

Mills 

Mollohan 

Mobs 

Moulder 

Murray 

Natcher 

Norrell 

OBrlen.  N.  T, 

Q-Hara,  m. 

OKonslU 

ONelil 

Passman 

Patmaa 

Perktna 

Pfost 

Phil  bin 

Pllcher 

Pillion 

Poage 

Poff 

Polk 

Price 

Priest 

Ray 

Raybum 

Reama 

Reece.  Tenn.. 

Rees,  Kans. 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Richards 

Rivera 

Roberts 

Robeson,  Va. 

Rodlno 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Rogers.  Pla. 

Rogers.  Tex. 

Rooney 

RooRTvelt 

Sadlak 

Baylor 

Schenck 

Seel  y -Brown 

Selden 

Shuford 

Siemlnskl 

Smith.  Kans. 

Smith,  Miss. 

Smith.  Va. 

Bpence 

Springer 

Staggers 

Steed 


SuUlvan 
Suttoa 
Tall* 
Teagu* 
Tbomas 
ThotniMOO,  La. 
Thompson,  Tex. 
Thomberry 


Allen,  CalU. 

Allen,  ni. 

Arends 

Bates 

Berry 

Bolton, 

OIlTer  P. 
BunUck 
Bush 

Byrnes.  Wis. 
Cederberg 
Chenoweth 
Church 
Cole.  Mo. 
Cole.  N.  T. 
Coon 

Crum  packer 
Curtis,  Mass. 
Dague 
Davis.  Wis. 
Dawson,  Utah 
Derounlan 
Devereux 
Dondero 
Ford 

Frelinghuysen 
Gamble 
Goodwin 
Graham 
Hale 
Halleck 
Harden 

Harrlaon,  Nebr. 
Heseltoa 


Trlmbl* 

Tuck 

Van  ZhbM 

Walter 

Wampler 

Watte 

Whitten 

Wlckersbam 

NAYS — 100 

Hlestand 

Hill 

Hillings 

Hlnshaw 

Hoffman,  Mich. 

Holmes 

Hope 

Horan 

Hunter 

Hyde 

Jackson 

Javits 

Jenkins 

Jensen 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Jonas,  ni. 

Judd 

Kean 

Kearns 

Keating 

King.  Pa. 

Laird 

Lovre 

McConnell 

McGregor 

Mclntlre 

McVey 

Main  lard 

Meader 

Merrill 

Miller,  Md. 

MUler.  N.  Y. 

Morano 

Multer 


Wler 

WlUlams,  MlHL 
WlUlams,  N.  J. 
WUllams,  N.  T. 
Wlnst«a<l 
Wltbrow 
Wolverton 
Zablocki 


Mumma 

Neal 

Nicholson 

Oakman 

O'Hara.  Minn. 

Of-tertag 

Phillips 

Prouty 

Reed,  111. 

Reed,  NT. 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Rlehlman 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Scherer 

Scudder 

Short 

Simpson,  nL 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Small 

StauITer 

Taber 

Thompson, 

Mich. 
ToUefson 
Velde 
Vorya 

WarburtOQ 
Westland 
Wharton 
Wlgglesworth 
Wilson.  Ind. 
Wolcott 
Young 
Younger 
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Adatr 

Angeil 

Ayres 

Baker 

Barden 

Beamer 

Bentley 

Bentsen 

Blatnlk 

BollUig 

Bolton, 

Frances  P. 
Bosch 
Bowler 
Buckley 
Bus  bey 
Canfleld 
Carrlgg 
Chatham 
C'ardy 
Clevenger 
Colmer 
Condon 
Cotton 
Coudert 
Curtis.  Mo. 
Curtis.  Nebr. 
Davis,  Ga. 
Davis,  Tenn. 
Dawson,  Ul. 
Deane 
Dempsey 
D'Ewart 
E>odd 
DolUnger 
Dolllver 
Donovan 
Dom.  8.  C. 
Doyle 
Eberharter 
Ellsworth 
Engle 


Fine 

Flno 

Golden 

Gordon 

Gubser 

Gwlnn 

Haley 

Hand 

Hardy 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Harvey 

Hubert 

Hess 

HUlelson 

Hoffman,  HI, 

HoUfleld 

Holt 

Hosmer 

Howell 

Hruska 

Kearney 

Kelly.  N.  Y. 

Keogh 

KUbum 

Klein 

Kluczynskl 

lAndrum 

Lantair 

Latham 

LeCompte 

Lipscomb 

Lucas 

Lyle 

McCormack 

McCuUoch 

McDonough 

Mack.  m. 

Madden 

Mason 

MUler.  Kans. 

Morgan 

MorrLson 


Nelson 

Norblad 

O'Bnen,  m. 

O'Brien,  Mich. 

Osmers 

Patten 

Patterson 

Pelly 

PoweU 

Pr««ton 

Rabaut 

Radwan 

Rains 

Regan 

Riley 

Robsion,  Ky. 

St.  George 

Scott 

Scrlvner 

Becrest 

Shafer 

Sheehan 

SheUey 

Sheppard 

Bikes 

Smith,  WU. 

Stringfellow 

Taylor 

Utt 

Van  Pelt 

Vinson 

Vursell 

Walnwrlght 

Welchel 

Wheeler 

WldnaU 

Willis 

Wilson.  C.-\llf. 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Yates 

Yorty 


So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The   Clerk   aiuiounced    the   following 
pairs : 

Mr.  Canfleld  with  Mr.  McCormack. 

Mr.  Kearney  with  Mr.  Fine. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  with  Mr.  Colmer. 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  niinois  with  Mr.  Sikes. 

Mr.  Adair  with  Mr.  Gordon. 

Mr.  Beamer  with  Mr.  Engle.     ^ 

Mr.  Ellsworth  with  Mr.  Bentsen. 

Mr.  LeCompe  with  Mr.  Yorty. 

Mr.  Scott  with  Mr.  Barden. 

Mr.  Flno  with  Mr.  Lyle. 

Mr.  Norblad  with  Mr.  Buckley. 


lir.  Clardy  with  Mr.  KluczynskL 

Mr.  BtnngfeUow  with  Mr.  Bowler. 

Mr.  Bosch  with  Mr.  Lucas. 

Mr.  Curtis  of  Nebraska  with  Mr.  Vinson. 

Mr.  Mason  with  Mr.  LAndnun. 

Mr.  WldnaU  with  Mr.  Preston. 

Mrs.  Prances  P.  Bolton  with  Mr.  Wbeeler. 

Mr.  Holt  with  Mr.  Davis  of  Georgia. 

Mr.  Utt  with  Mr.  Hubert. 

Mr.  Wilson  of  Callfcn^ila  with  Mr.  Morrlaon. 

Mr.  D'Ewart  with  Mr.  BoUlng. 

Mr.  Hess  with  Mr.  Yates. 

Mr.  Taylor  with  Mr.  Blatnlk. 

Mr.  Busbey  with  Mr.  Mack  of  Illlnoia. 

Mr.  Nelson  with  Mr.  Chatham. 

Mr.  Ctirtls  of  Missouri  with  Mr.  Sbelley. 

Mr.  Welchel  with  Mr.  Haley. 

Mr.  Coudert  with  Mr.  Eberharter. 

Mr.  McDonough  with  Mr.  Hardy. 

Mr.  Carrigg  with  Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Shafer  with  Mr.  O'Brien  of  tihiw^it 

Mr.  Baker  with  Mr.  Deane. 

Mr.  Van  Pelt  with  Mr.  Morgan. 

Mr.  Bentley  with  Mr.  Howell: 

Mr.  Vursell  with  Mr.  Keogh.. 

Mr.  Hruaka  with  Mr.  RUey. 

Mr.  Ayres  with  Mrs.  Kelly  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Osmers  wlth.Mr.  Dom  of  South  C«ro> 
Una. 

Mr.  Gubser  with  Mr.  Wilson  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Patterson  with  Mr.  HoUfleld. 

Mr.  Hand  with  Mr.  DolUnger. 

Mrs.  St.  George  with  Mr.  WUlls. 

Mr.  Cotton  with  Mr.  Patten. 

Mr.  Walnwrlght  with  Mr.  Dempeey. 

Mr.  Sheehan  with  Mr.  MlUer  of  Kansas. 

Mr.  Gwlnn  with  Mr.  O'Brien  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Scrlvner  with  Mr.  Dawson  of  Illlnota. 

Mr.  DoUlver  with  Mr.  Condon. 

Mr.  Harvey  with  Mr.  Dodd. 

Mr.  Radwan  with  Mr.  Madden. 

Mr.  KUburn  with  Mr.  Donovan. 

Mr.  Harrison  of  Wyoming  with  IIT. 
Rabaut. 

Mr.  PeUy  with  Mr.  Sheppard. 

Mr.  McCuUoch  with  Mr.  Klein. 

Mr.  Robsion  of  Kentucky  with  Mr.  Doyle. 

Mr.  Latham  with  Mr.  Began. 

Mr.  HUlelson  with  Mr.  PowelL 

Mr.  Hosmer  with  Mr.  Rains. 

Mr.  Lipscomb  with  Mr.  Lantaff. 

Mr.  AngeU  with  Mr.  Secrest. 

Mr.  BISHOP  changed  his  vote  from 
"nay"  to  "yea." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  appoints 
the  following  conferees:  Mr.  Rebd  of  Il- 
linois, Mr.  Graham.  Mr.  Hyde,  Mr.  Cel- 
LEK,  and  Mr.  Waltek. 


AGRICULTURAL  ACT  OP  1954 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the 
previous  question  on  the  conference  re- 
port. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the   conference   report. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  op- 
posed to  the  bill? 

Mr.  SUTTON.     I  am,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  qual- 
ifies, and  the  Clerk  will  report  the  mo- 
tion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  SxTTTON  moves  to  recommit  the  con- 
ference report  on  the  bill  H.  R.  9680  to  the 
committee  of  conference. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
murks  at  this  point  in  the  Reqpiu). 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 
There  was  noobject'on. 
Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  op- 
pose 75  percent  parity  for  dairy  products 
for  the  following  reasons: 

First.  Since  April  1  when  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  reduced  dairy 
^  supports  to  75  percent  of  parity,  the 
dairy  farmer  has  received  a  constantly 
lower  price  for  his  milk  and  yet  the  con- 
sumer, exc^t  in  the  case  of  butter,  is 
paying  as  much,  if  not  more,  for  milk 
and  other  dairy  mroducts.  Lower  parity 
does  not  mean  lower  prices  to  the  con- 
siuner  but  it  does  mean  slow  bankruptcy 
to  the  dairy  farmer. 

Second.  The  grains  which  the  dairy 
farmer  must  buy  to  feed  his  cows  are 
supported  at  82  V^  percent  to  90  percent 
of  parity,  and  so  the  dairy  farmer  must 
buy  high  and  sell  low  under  this  Repub- 
lican farm  program. 

Third.  And  yet  in  this  same  bill  we 
find  that  Secretary  Benson,  the  Presi- 
dentt  and  the  Republican  leadership  have 
adopted  the  Brannan  plan  for  wool  and 
have  set  wool  parity  at  110  percent. 
While  I  believe  in  the  prosperity  of  tlje 
woolgrowers  of  America  as  I  do  in  the 
prosperity  of  all  farmers.  I  cannot  \xn~ 
derstand  why  the  Republican  Party  gives 
wool  110  percent  of  parity  and  lowers 
dairy  products  to  75  percent.  What  pos- 
sible reason  can  explain  this  35  percent 
difference?  I  agree  that  wool  is  impor- 
tant for  our  national  defense  but  I  in- 
sist that  milk  is  not  only  important  for 
our  national  defense  but  is  vital  to  the 
health  of  all  Americans. 

FtM:  these  reasons  I  Intended  to  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit  the  conference  bill 
to  the  House-Senate  conferees  with  in- 
structions to  the  House  Members  that 
they  insist  that  milk  supports  be  raised 
to   80   percent  of  parity   as   originally 
passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives. 
I  felt  t^at  the  dairy  farmers  of  America 
and  my  own  State  of  New  York  were  en- 
titled to  know  how  their  Representa- 
tives stood  on  their  economic  equality 
with  the  rest  of  American  agriculture. 
But  obviously  the  Republican  leadership 
did  not  want  this  difficult  issue  to  come  to 
a  rollcall  vote  and  so  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Stjtton]  as  a  member  of 
the  Agriculture  Committee,  was  recog- 
nized to  offer  a  simple  motion  to  recom- 
mit without  instructions  which  everyone 
knew  would  fail  of  support. 

Through  this  parliamentary  device  I 
was  deprived  of  the  right  to  have  the 
House  vote  on  equality  for  dairy  farm- 
ers. However,  I  will  continue  to  fight 
for  the  prosperity  of  American  agricul- 
ture, as  well  as  all  segments  of  the  Amer- 
ican economy. 

Mr.  HOPE.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
previous  question. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  quesUon  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  question  was  taken  and  the  mo- 
tion to  recommit  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on 
the  conference  report. 

Mr.  ALBERT.    Mr.  Speaker,  on  that 
I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 
The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 
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The  question  was  taken:  and  on  a  di- 
vision (demanded  by  Mr.  WninxK), 
there  were — ayes  208,  noes  47. 

So  the  conference  report  was  agreed 
to,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table.  ■ 

ATOMIC   ENERGY  ACT  OF   19$4 
Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Mr.  Speaker, 
I  call  up  the  conference  report  on  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9757)  to  amend  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purposes,  and  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  statement  of  the  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  be  read  in  lieu 
of  the  report. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York?  j 

There  was  no  objection.  ' 

The  conference  report  and  statement 
are  as  follows;  i 

Conference  Report  (H.  Rept  No  2666) 
The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (B.  R. 
9757)  to  amend  the  Atomic  Energy  Aot  of 
1946,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  confer«nce. 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recom- 
mend to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 
That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  S3nate  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
foUows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  Insert  the 
following:  "That  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1946,  as  amended.  Is  amended  to  reatf  as 
follows: 


"'atomic  energy  act  or   1954 
" 'Chapte-'  1.  Declaration,  Findings,  and 
Purpose 
"'Sec.   1.  Declaration. 
"  'Sec.   2.  Findings. 
"  'Sec.  3.  Purpose. 

•'  'Chapter    2.  Definitions 
"'Sec.  11.  Deflnitlons. 

"'Chapter  3.  Organization 

"  'Sec.  21.  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 
"  'Sec.  22.  Meml>er8. 
"  'Sec.  23.  Office. 
••  'Sec.    24.  General    Manager. 
"'Sec.  25.  Divisions  and  Offices. 
"'Sec.   26.  General   Advisory  Committee. 
"  'Sec.  27.  Military  Liaison  Committee. 
"  'Sec.  28.  Appointment  of  Army.  Navy,  or  Air 
Force  Officers. 

"  'Chapter  4.  Research 
"'Sec. 31.  Research  Assistance. 
"  'Sec.  32.  Research  by  the  Commission. 
"  'Sec.  33.  Research  for  Others. 

"  'Chapter  S.  Production   of  special   nuclear 
material 

"'Sec.  41.  Ownership  and  Operation  of  Pro- 
duction Facilities.  1 

"  'Sec.  42.  Irradiation  of  Materials.  I 

"  'Sec.  43.  Acquisition  of  Production  pa- 
cilltles. 

•*  'Sec.  44.  Disposition  of  Energy.  j 

"  'Chapter  6.  Special  nuclear  material 
"•Sec.  51.  Special  Nuclear  Material. 
"  'Sec.  52.  Government     Ownership     of     All 

Special  Nuclear  Material. 
"'Sec.  53.  Domestic  Distribution   of   Special 

Nuclear  Material. 
"  'Sec.  54.  Foreign    Distribution    of    Speoial 

Nuclear  Material. 
"  'Sec.  55.  Acquisition. 
••  'Sec.  56.  Pair  Price. 
"  .'Sec.  57.  Prohibition. 


""Chapter  7.  Source  material 
•"Sec.  61.  Source  Material. 
"  'Sec.  62.  License  for  Transfers  Required. 
•*  'Sec.  63.  Domestic    Distribution    ot    Source 

Material. 
"  'Sec.  64.  Foreign     DUtributlon    of    Source 

Material. 
"  'Sec.  65.  Reporting. 
"'  'Sec.  66.  Acquisition. 
"  'Sec.  67.  Operations  on  Lands  Belotiglng  tc 

the  United  States. 
"  'Sec.  68.  Public  Lands. 
"  'Sec.  69.  Prohibition. 

"  'Chapter  8.  Byproduct  material 
"'Sec.  81.   Domestic  Distribution. 
"  'Sec.  82.  Foreign  Distribution  of  Byproduct 
Mciterial. 

"  'Chapter  9.  Military  application  0/ 
atomic  energy 
"  "Sec.  91.  Authority. 
■•   Sec.  92.  Prohibition. 

"  'Chapter  10.  Atomic  energy  licenses 

"  'Sec.  101    License  Required. 

'•  Sec.  102.  Finding  of  Practical  Value. 

"  Sec.  103.  Commercial  Licenses. 

"  Sec.  104.  Medical    Therapy    and    Besearch 
and  Development.  | 

"  'Sec,  105.  Antitrust  Provisions.         1 

'•   Sec.  106.   Classes  of   Facilities. 

"  "Sec.  107.  Operators'  Licenses.  ' 

"  'Sec   1C8.  War  or  National  Ehnergenry. 

"  'Sec.  109.  Comixinent  Parts  of  Facilities. 

'"Sec.  110.  Exclusions. 

"  'Chapter    11.   International   activities 

"'Sec.  121.  Effect  of   International   Arrange- 
ments. 

"  'Sec.  122.  Policies    Contained     In    Interna- 
tional Arrangements.    • 

"  'Sec.  123.  Cooperation  With  Other  Nations. 

"  'Sec.  124.   International  Atomic  Pood. 

"  Chapter  12.  Control  of  information 
"  'Sec.  141.  Policy. 
" 'Sec.  142.   Cia6.<:ificatlon     and     Declassifica- 
tion of  Restricted  Data. 
" 'Sec.  143.  Department    of    Defense    Partict- 

pation. 
" 'Sec  144.  Interna'ional    Cooperation. 
"'Sec.  145.  Restrictions. 
"  Sec.  140.  General   Provisions. 

"Chapter  13.  Patents  and  inventions 
"  'Sec.  151.  Military  Utilization. 
"  'Sec.  152.  Inventions      Conceived      During 

Commission  Contracts. 
"'Sec   153.  Nonmllitary  Utilization. 
"'Sec.  154.   Injunctions. 
"  'Sec    155.   Prior   Art. 
'•  'Soc.  156.  Commission  Patent  Licenses. 
"  'Sec.  157.  CompensHlion,  Awards,  aad  Roy- 
alties. 
''  'Sec.  158.  Monopolistic  Use  of  Paterrts. 
"'Sec    159    Federallv   Financed    Research 
"■Sec.  160.   Saving   Clause.  T 

"  Chapter  14.  General  authority 
"'Sec.  161.  General    Provisions. 
"  'Sec.  162.   Contracts. 
"   Sec.  163.   AdvLsory  Committees.  ' 

"  'Sec.  164.   Electric    Utility    Contracts. 
■■  Sec.  165.  Contract    Practices. 
"  'Sec.  166.  Comptroller  General  Audit 
"  'Sec.  167.  Claim   Settlements. 
"  'Sec.  168.  Payments  in  Lieu  of  Taxes 
"  Sec.  169.  No  Subsidy. 

"'Chapter  15.  Compensation  for  private 

property  acquired 
''  'Sec.   171.  Just  Compensation. 
"  'Sec.   172.  Condemnation  of  Real  Property. 
"  -Sec.   173.  Patent  Application  Dlsclotures. 
'  "Sec.  174.  Attorney    General    Approval     of 

Title. 

"  'Chapter  16.  Judicial  review  and  adminis- 
trative procedure 
"  'Sec.  181.  General. 
"  'Sec.  182.  License  Applications. 
"  'Sec.  183.  Terms  of  Licenses. 
*  'Sec.  184.  Inalienability  of  Licenses. 
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•*  «ee.  16S.  OooctmeUoB  PennlU. 
"  "Sec.  186.  RTootloa. 

-  -Sec.  187.  ModlAemtkm  of  Ueena*. 

"  'See.  188.  OontlnuMl   Operation   of   Vkclll- 

tlm. 
"  'Sec.  188.  Hearings  and  Judicial  RaHsw. 
*  'Chajtter  17.  Joint  Committer  on  Atomie 

Knern 
*"Sec.  201.  Ifrmbershlp. 
"  'Sec.  203.  Authority  and  Duty. 
"  "Sec.  203.  Chairman. 
"  *Sec.  204.  Powers. 
"  'Sec.  309.  Staff  and  Asslatancc. 
"  'S?c.  306.  Claaslflcatlon  of  Information. 
"Sec.  207.  Records. 

*■  'Chapter  li.  Enforcement 

"  '8?c.  221.  General  Prorlslona. 
"  'Sec.  223.  Violation  of  Specific  Sectlona. 
"  -Sec.  233.  Violation   of  Sectlona  Generally. 
"  'Sec.  234.  Communication     of      Restricted 

Data. 
"  'Sec.  225.  Receipt  of  Restricted  Data. 
**  'Sec.  226.  Tampering  with  Restricted  Data. 
"  -Sec.  227.  Disclosure  of  Restricted  Data. 
"  -Sec.  228.  Statute  of  Limitations. 
"  8?c.  229.  Other  Laws. 
"  Sec.  230.  Injunction  Proceedlncs. 
"'Sec.  231.  Contempt  Proceedings. 

"  'Chapter  19.  Miscellaneons 

"  "Sec    241.  Trarufer  of  Property. 

••'Sec    251.  Report  to  Congress. 

"Sec.  261    Appropriations 

"  Sec    271.  Agency  Jurisdiction. 

"  Sec.  273.  Applicability  of  r^Mlcral  Power 
Act. 

"  'Sec.  273.  Licensing  of  Government  Agen- 
cies. 

"S^c    381    Separability. 

-  Sec.  291.  Short  TlUe. 

"'chapter    1.    DECL^LRATIOK.   riNSINOS,   AND 
rtTRPOSRB 

•"Section  1  DEci.Aa«TTON. — Atomic  energy 
is  capable  of  application  for  peaceful  as  well 
as  military  purposes.  It  is  therefore  de- 
clared to  be  the  policy  of  the  United  States 
that— 

"  'a.  the  development,  use.  and  control  of 
atomic  energy  shall  be  directed  so  as  to  make 
the  maximum  contribution  to  the  general 
Welfare,  subject  at  all  times  to  the  para- 
mount objective  of  making  the  maximum 
contribution  to  the  common  defense  and  se- 
curity; and 

"  'b  the  development,  use.  snd  control  of 
atomic  energy  shall  be  directed  so  as  to  pro- 
mote world  peace,  improve  the  general  wel- 
fare. Increase  the  standard  of  living,  snd 
sircnp-then  free  competition  in  private  en- 
terprise. 

"  'Sec  2.  riKoiNOs.— The  Congress  of  the 
United  States  hereby  makes  the  following 
findings  concerning  the  development,  use. 
and  control  of  atomic  energy: 

•"a  The  development,  utilization,  and 
control  of  atomic  energy  for  military  and  for 
all  other  purposes  are  vital  to  the  common 
defense  and  security. 

"  b.  In  permitting  the  property  of  the 
United  States  to  be  used  by  others,  such  use 
must  be  regulated  in  the  national  Interest 
Eiid  In  order  to  provide  for  the  common  de- 
fcn-ie  and  security  and  to  protect  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public. 

"  -c.  The  processing  and  utilization  of 
source,  byproduct,  and  special  nuclear  ma- 
terial affect  interstate  and  foreign  commerce 
and  must  be  regulated  in  the  national  in- 
terest. 

••  d  TTie  processing  snd  utilization  of 
source,  byproduct,  and  special  nuclear  ma- 
terial must  be  regulated  in  the  national  in- 
terest and  in  order  to  provide  for  the  com- 
mon defense  and  security  and  to  protect 
the  health  snd  safety  of  the  public. 

"  'e.  Source  and  special  nuclear  material, 
production  facilities,  and  utilization  facul- 
ties are  affected  with  the  public  Interest,  and 
regulation  by  the  United  State*  of  the  pro- 
duction and  uUllzaUon  of  atomic  energy  and 


Of  tha  f  MtUtlM  and  la  oonaaetiaii 
with  Is  naoaasary  In  tba  national  Intanat  to 
aaaurs  tlie  oommon  «Vrfenaa  and  security  and 
to  pcotaet  Vbm  healtli  and  safety  at  tba  pub- 
lic. 

'"^-  'I'lM  naee— ity  for  protection  against 
poaslble  Intarstate  damage  occurring  from 
tlie  c^Mratlon  ot  facilities  for  the  produc- 
tion or  utlllaation  of  source  or  special  nu- 
clear material  places  the  operation  of  tboae 
facilities  In  Interstate  conunerce  for  the 
purposes  ot  this  Act. 

"  g.  Funds  of  the  United  SUtes  may  be 
provided  for  the  development  and  use  of 
atomic  energy  under  conditions  which  will 
provide  for  the  common  defense  and  security 
and  promote  the  general  welfare. 

"  'h.  It  is  essential  to  the  conunon  defense 
and  security  that  UUe  to  all  special  nuclear 
material  be  in  the  United  States  while  such 
special  nuclear  material  is  within  the  United 
SUtea. 

"  "Sic.  S.  Prapoai.— It  U  the  purpcae  of  this 
Act  to  effectuate  the  policies  set  forth  above 
by  providing  for — 

"  'a.  a  program  of  conducting,  assisting, 
and  fostering  research  and  development  in 
order  to  encoiu-age  maximum  scientific  and 
industrial    progress; 

"  'b.  a  program  for  the  dissemination  of 
unclassified  scientific  and  tecluUcal  Informa- 
tion and  for  the  control,  disaemi nation,  and 
declassifies Uon  of  Restricted  Data,  subject 
to  appropriate  safeguards,  so  as  to  encourage 
scientific  and  industrial  progress: 

"  'c.  •  program  for  Government  control  ot 
the  possession,  use.  and  production  of  atomic 
energy  and  special  nuclear  material  so  di- 
rected as  to  make  the  maximum  contribution 
to  the  conunon  defense  and  security  and  the 
national  welfare; 

"  'd.  a  program  to  encourage  widespread 
participation  In  the  development  and  utiliza- 
tion of  atomic  energy  for  peaceful  ptirpooes 
to  the  maximum  extent  consistent  with  the 
common  defense  and  security  and  with  the 
health  and  safety  of  tlve  public; 

"  'e.  a  program  of  International  cooperation 
to  promote  the  common  defense  and  sectirlty 
and  to  make  available  to  cooperating  nations 
the  beneflu  of  peaceful  applications  of  atom- 
ic energy  as  widely  as  expanding  technology 
and  considerations  of  the  common  defense 
and  security  will  permit:  and 

"  "f.  a  program  of  administration  which  will 
be  consistent  with  the  foregoing  policies  and 
programs,  with  International  arrangements, 
and  with  agreements  for  cooperation,  which 
will  ensble  the  Congress  to  be  currently  in- 
formed ao  as  to  take  further  legislative  ac- 
tion as  may  be  appropriate. 

"  'CHAPTEl   a.    DSriNTnONS 

"'Sac.  11.  DEnmnoMs. — The  intent  of 
Congress  in  the  deflnitlons  as  given  In  this 
section  should  be  construed  from  the  words 
or  phrases  used  In  the  definitions.  As  used 
In  this  Act: 

"  's.  The  term  "agency  of  the  United 
States"  means  the  executive  branch  of  the 
United  States,  or  any  Government  agency, 
or  the  legislative  branch  of  the  United  States, 
or  any  agency,  committee,  commission,  office, 
or  other  establishment  In  the  legislative 
branch,  or  the  Judiclsl  branch  of  the  United 
States,  or  any  office,  agency,  committee,  com- 
mission, or  other  establishment  In  the  Judi- 
cial brai.ch. 

"  "b.  The  term  "agreement  for  cooperation" 
means  any  agreement  with  another  nation  or 
regional  defense  organization,  authorized  or 
permitted  by  sections  64.  57.  64,  82.  103,  104. 
or  144.  and  made  pursuant  to  section  123. 

**  'c.  The  term  "atomic  energy"  means  all 
forms  of  energy  released  in  the  course  of 
nuclear  fission  or  nuclear  transformation. 

**  'd.  The  term  "atomic  weapon"  means  any 
device  utilizing  atomic  energy,  exclusive  of 
the  means  for  transporting  or  propelling  the 
device  (where  such  means  is  a  separable  and 
divisible  part  of  the  device),  the  principal 


of  wUeh  la  for  «m  m.  or  far 

of.  aVMpOB. 
a  weapon  teat  devlee. 

"  ••.  Tlia  term  "byprodnei  1 

any  radioactive  material  (oeapt  ■p*^*^! 
clear  material)    ylaldad  in  or  mad 

active  by  exposare  to  tlM  radiation 

to  the  process  of  producing  or  utUlaing 
cial  nudear  »wt*r<a; 

"  t.  Tha   term   "OommlsslOQ** 
Atomic  Baergy  Oommiaston. 

"  'g.  The  term  "common  defense  and 
rlty"  means  the  "'mmon  dcf enae  »»m|  i 
of  the  United  Statea. 

"  'h.  The  term  "defeiMe  InfarmaUca** 
means  any  Infonnatlon  In  any  catenary  4»> 
termined  by  any  Government  agency  author- 
ized to  classify  Information,  as  being  infor- 
mation respecting,  relating  to.  or  affecting 
the  national  defense. 

"  '1.  The  term  "dealgn"  means  (I)  spedfl- 
cstlons.  plans,  drawings,  bluepoteta.  *ivt 
other  Items  of  like  nature;  (2)  the  informa- 
tion contained  therein;  or  (S)  the  reaeoKli 
and  development  data  pertinent  to  tbe  tn- 
fmmatlon  contained  tboeln. 

*'  'J.  Tbe  term  "Government  agency"  means 
any  executive  department,  eommlsaion.  in- 
dependent establUhment.  corporation.  wtkoUr 
or  partly  owned  by  the  United  States  of 
America  which  is  an  instrumentality  of  tlsa 
United  States,  or  any  board,  bureau,  dlvMon. 
service,  olBce,  officer,  authority,  administra- 
tion, or  otber  establishment  in  the  exacutlvw 
branch  of  tbe  Government. 

"  -k.  The  term  "into-national  -  artanfle- 
ment"  means  any  International  agreement 
hereafter  approved  by  the  Congrasa  or  any 
treaty  during  the  time  such  agreement  or 
treaty  Is  In  full  force  and  effect,  but  doea  not 
Include  any  agreement  for  cooperation.  « 

"  '1.  Tbe  term  "Joint  Committee"  means 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

"  'm.  The  term  "operator"  means  any  indi- 
vidual who  manipulates  the  controls  of  a 
utilization  or  production  facility. 

"  'n.  The  term  "person"  means  (1)  aoj 
individual,  corporation,  partnership,  firm. 
assoclaUon.  trust,  estate,  public  or  private 
institution,  group.  Government  agency  other 
than  the  Commission,  any  State  or  any  |K>tit- 
ical  subdivision  of.  or  any  political  entity 
within  a  State,  any  foreign  government  or 
nation  or  any  political  subdivision  of  any 
such  government  or  nation,  or  other  entity; 
and  (2)  any  legal  successor,  representatlv*. 
agent,  or  agency  of  the  foregoing. 

"  'o.  The  term  "produce",  when  used  in 
relaUon  to  special  nuclear  material,  meana 
( 1 )  to  manufacture,  make,  produce,  or  refine 
special  nuclear  material:  (2)  to  separate  spe- 
cial nuclear  material  from  other  substances 
In  which  such  material  may  be  contained:  or 
(3)  to  make  or  to  produce  new  special 
nuclear  material. 

•'  p.  The  term  "production  facility"  means 
( 1 )  any  equipment  or  device  determined  by 
rule  of  the  Commission  to  be  capable  of  thS 
production  of  special  nuclear  material  in 
such  quantity  as  to  be  of  significance  to  the 
common  defense  and  security,  or  In  such 
manner  as  to  affect  the  health  and  safety 
of  the  public:  or  (2)  any  Important  com- 
ponent part  especially  designed  for  such 
equipment  or  device  as  determined  by  ths 
Commission. 

"  'q.  The  term  "research  and  development* 
means  (1)  theoretical  analysis,  exploration, 
or  experimentation;  or  (2)  the  extension  of 
Investigative  findings  and  theories  of  a 
scientific  or  technical  nature  Into  practical 
application  for  experimental  and  demonstrm- 
tlon  purposes.  Including  the  experimmtal 
production  and  testing  of  models,  devices. 
equifHnent,  materials,  and  processes. 

"  'r.  The  term  "Restricted  Data"  means  all 
data  concerning  ( 1 )  design,  manufacture,  or 
utilization  of  atomic  weapons;  (2)  the  pro- 
duction of  special  nuclear  material:  or  (S) 
the  tise  of  special  ntidear  matertal  In  the 
production  of  energy,  but  shaU  not  ladv 
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data  dceiMBlfled  or  removed  from  the  Re- 
ite>e>ed  Date  eategory  purauant  to  aeetiasi 
143. 

**  %.  Hm  term  "aource  material"  means  (1) 
nraalnm,  tbortum.  or  any  other  materliU 
which  1*  determined  by  the  Commlaslon  ptir- 
•uant  to  the  prorlslona  of  section  61  to  he 
aource  material;  or  (2)  ores  containing  one 
or  more  of  the  foregoing  materials.  In  such 
eoncentratlon  as  the  Commlaslon  may  by 
regulation  determine  from  time  to  time. 

"  't.  The  term  "special  nuclear  material" 
maAns  (1)  plutonltun.  uranium  enriched  In 
the  Isotope  233  or  In  the  Isotope  235,  and  any 
other  material  which  the  Commission,  pur- 
suant to  the  provisions  of  section  51,  deter- 
mines to  be  special  nuclear  material,  but  does 
Include  source  material;  or  (2)  any  material 
artlflcaUy  enriched  by  any  of  the  foregoing, 
but  does  not  Include  source  material. 

"  "u.  The  term  "United  SUtes."  when  xised 
In  a  geographical  sense.  Includes  all  Terri- 
tories and  possessions  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  Canal  Zone. 

"  'v.  The  term  "utilization  facUlty"  means 
(1)  any  equipment  or  device,  except  an 
atomic  weapon,  determined  by  rule  of  the 
OommlBslon  to  be  capable  of  making  use  of 
special  nuclear  material  in  such  quantity  as 
to  be  of  significance  to  the  common  defense 
and  security,  or  in  such  manner  as  to  affect 
the  health  and  safety  of  the  public,  or 
peculiarly  adapted  for  making  use  of  atomic 
energy  in  such  quantity  as  to  be  of  signifi- 
cance to  the  common  defense  and  security, 
or  in  such  manner  as  to  affect  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  public;  or  (2)-  any  important 
component  part  especially  designed  for  such 
equipment  or  device  as  determined  by  the 
ConynlHslon. 

••  'chaftkk  3.  okqanization 

*"8ec.  21.  Atomic  Eneegt  Commission. — 
There  is  hereby  established  an  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  which  shall  be  composed  of  Cve 
members,  each  of  whom  shall  be  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States.    The  President  shall  des- 
ignate one  member  of  the  Commission  as 
Chairman  thereof  to  serve  as  such  d\iring  the 
pleasure   of  the  President.    The  Chairman 
may  from  time  to  time  designate  any  other 
member  of  the  Commission  as  Acting  Chair- 
man to  act  in  tire  place  and  stead  of  the 
Chairman  diiring  his  absence.     The  Chair- 
man (or  the  Acting  Chairman  in  the  absence 
of  the  Chairman)  shall  preside  at  all  meet- 
ings of  the  Commission  and  a  quorum  for 
the  transaction  of  business  shall  consist  of  at 
least  three  members  present.     Each  member 
of  the  Commission,  including  the  Chairman, 
shall  have  equal  responsibility  and  authority 
in  all  decisions  and  actions  of  the  Commis- 
sion and  shall  have  one  vote.     Action  of  the 
Commission  shall  be  determined  by  a  major- 
ity vote  of  the  members  present.     The  Chair- 
man (or  Acting  Chairman  in  the  absence  cf 
the  Chairman)  shall  be  the  official  spokes- 
man of  the  Conunlsslon  in  its  relations  with 
the  Congress,  Government  agencies,  persons, 
or  the  public,  and,  on  behalf  of  the  Commis- 
sion, shall  see  to  the  faithful  execution  of 
the  policies  and  decisions  of  the  Commission, 
and  shall  report  thereon  to  the  Commission 
from  time  to  time  or  as  the  Commission  may 
direct.    The  Commission  shall  have  an  offi- 
cial seal  whlcl^  shall  be  Judicially  noticed. 
"  'Sec.  22.  Uembers.— 
"  'a.  Members  of  the  Commission  shall  be 
appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.     In  sub- 
mitting any  nomination  to  the  Senate,  the 
President  shall  set  forth  the  experience  and 
qualifications  of  the  nominee.     The  term  of 
office  of  each  member   of  the   Commission 
taking  office  after  June,  30,  19C0,  shall  be  five 
years,  except  that  (1)  the  terms  of  office  of 
the  members  first  taking  office  after  June  30, 
1950,  ahaU  expire,  as  designated  by  the  Presi- 
dent at  the  time  of  the  appointment,  one  at 
the  end  of  one  year,  one  at  the  end  of  two 
years,  one  at  the  end  of  three  years,  one  at 


the  end  of  fotir  years,  and  one  at  the  end  of 
five  years,  after  Jxme  30,  1950;  and  (2)  any 
member  appointed  to  fill  a  vacancy  occurring 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  term  for  wftlch 
his  predecessor  was  appointed,  shall  be  ap- 
pointed for  the  remainder  of  such  term. 
Any  member  of  the  Commission  may  be  re- 
moved by  the  President  for  inefficiency,  neg- 
lect of  duty,  or  malfeasance  in  office.  Sach 
member,  except  the  Chairman,  shall  receive 
compensation  at  the  rate  of  $18,000  per 
annum;  and  the  member  designated  as  Chnlr- 
man  shall  receive  compensation  at  the  rute 
Of  $20,000  Ter  annum. 

"  'b.  No  member  of  the  Commission  shall 
engage  in  any  business,  vocation,  or  employ- 
ment other  than  that  of  serving  as  a  member 
of  the  ConMnlssion. 

"'Sec.  23.  OmcE.— The  principal  office  of 
the  Commission  shall  be  In  or  near  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  but  the  Commission  or  any 
duly  authorized  representative  may  exercise 
any  or  all  of  its  powers  in  any  place:  howBver, 
the  Commission  shall  maintain  an  cfflce  for 
the  service  of  process  and  papers  within  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

"  'Sec.  24.  General  Manager— There  is 
hereby  established  within  the  Commisiion 
a  General  Manager,  who  shall  discharge  such 
of  the  administrative  and  executive  fvinc 
tlons  of  the  Commission  as  the  Commisiion 
may  direct.  The  General  Manager  shall  ba 
appointed  by  the  Commission,  shall  serve  at 
the  pleasure  of  the  Commission,  shall  be  re- 
nravable  by  the  Commission,  and  shall  re- 
ceive compensation  at  a  rate  determined  by 
the  Commission,  but  not  in  excess  of  $20,00  J 
per  annum. 

"  'Sec.  25.  Divisions  and  OmcES — Thei<e  is 
hereby  established  within  the  CommlssloB. — 

"  'a.  a  Division  of  Military  Application  and 
such  other  program  divisions  (not  to  exaeea 
ten  in  number)  as  the  Commission  may  de- 
termine to  be  necessary  to  the  dl.schars;*  of 
its  responsibilities.  Including  a  division  cr 
divisions  the  primary  responslhlltties  of 
which  Include  the  development  and  appli- 
cation of  civilian  uses  of  atomic  energy. 
Each  such  division  shall  be  under  the  dlfx- 
tlon  of  a  Director  who  shall  be  appointed  by 
the  Commission  and  shall  receive  compensa- 
tion at  a  rate  determined  by  the  Co-ni*is- 
slon,  but  not  in  excess  of  $16,000  psr  a  nrm. 
The  Director  of  the  Division  of  Military  Ap- 
plication shall  be  an  active  member  of  the 
Armed  Forces.  The  Commis.'^ion  shall  re- 
qvilre  each  such  division  to  exercise  suclj  of 
the  Commission's  administrative  and  execu- 
tive powers  as  the  Commission  may  deDer- 
mlne; 

"'b.  an  Office  of  the  General  Counsel  «n- 
der  the  direction  of  the  General  Counsel 
who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Commi.'sslon 
and  shall  receive  compensation  at  a  rate  de- 
termined by  the  Commission,  but  not  in  ex- 
cess of  $16,000  per  annum;  and 

"'c.  an  Inspection  Division  under  the  di- 
rection of  a  Director  who  shall  be  appointed 
by  the  Commls'^ion  and  shall  receive  com- 
pensation at  a  rate  determined  bv  the  Com- 
mission, but  not  In  excess  of  $16  000  per 
annum.  The  Inspection  Division  shall  be 
responsible  for  gathering  Information  to  show 
whether  or  not  the  contractors,  licensees,  aaid 
officers  and  employees  of  the  Commission  are 
complying  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
(except  those  provisions  for  which  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  is  respon- 
sible) and  the  appropriate  rules  and  regula- 
tions of  the  Commission. 

"  'Sec.  26.  General  Advisory  CoMMrrTEE. — 
There  shall  be  a  General  Advisory  Commit- 
tee to  advise  the  Commission  on  sclenttflc 
and  technical  matters  relating  to  materials, 
production,  and  research  and  development. 
to  be  composed  of  nine  members,  who  shall 
be  appointed  from  civilian  life  by  the  Presi- 
dent. Each  member  shall  hold  office  for  a 
term  of  six  years,  except  that  (a)  any  mem- 
ber appointed  to  fill  a  vacancy  occurring 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  term  for  which 
his  predecessor  was  appointed,  shall  be  ap- 


pointed for  the  remainder  of  such  term; 
and  (b)  the  terms  of  office  of  the  members 
first  taking  office  after  August  1.  1946.  shall 
expire,  as  designated  by  the  President  at 
the  time  of  appointment,  three  at  the  end 
of  two  years,  three  at  the  end  of  four  years, 
and  three  at  the  end  of  six  years,  after 
August  1.  1946.  The  Committee  shall  desig- 
nate one  of  its  own  members  as  Chairman. 
The  Committee  shall  meet  at  least  four 
times  in  every  calendar  year.  The  members 
of  the  Committee  shall  receive  a  per  diem 
compensation  for  each  day  spent  in  meetings 
or  conferences,  and  all  members  shall  re- 
ceive their  necessary  traveling  or  other  ex- 
penses while  enga-ed  in  the  work  of  the 
Committee. 

■•  Sec  27.  Mn-rrART  Liaison  CoMMTrrEE. — 
There  is  hereby  established  a  Military  Liaison 
Committee   consisting    of — 

"  '(a)  a  Chairman,  who  shall  be  the  head 
thereof  and  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate,  who  shall  serve  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  President,  and  who  shall 
receive  compensation  at  the  rate  prC8crit>ed 
for  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defenso:  and 

"  b.  a  repreeentative  or  representatives 
from  each  of  the  Departments  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force,  in  equal  nunibers,  as 
determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  to 
be  assii^ned  from  each  Department  by  the 
Secretaiy  thereof,  and  who  will  serve  witli- 
out  additional  comj  eusation. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  may  detlg- 
nale  one  of  the  members  of  the  Committee 
as   Acting  Chairman    to  act   during  his  ab- 
fenrc.      The    Cornmi.ssion    shall    advise    and 
consult    with    the    Department    of    Defense. 
thrci.gh     the     Committee,     on     all  ,  atomic 
energy    matters    which    the    Department    of 
Defense  deems  to  relate  to  military  ippllca- 
tioiis   of   atomic   weapons   or   atomic   energy 
Including    the    development,    manufacture, 
use.  and  storage  of  atomic  weapons,  the  allo- 
cation of  special  nuclear  material  for  mili- 
tary research,  and   the  control   of  informa- 
tion relating  to  the  manufacture  or  Utiliza- 
tion of  atomic  weapons;  and  shall  keep  the 
Department  of  Defense,  through  the  Com- 
mittee, fully  and  currently   Informed  of  all 
such   matters   before   the  Commission.     The 
Department   of   Defense.    Uircugh   the  Ccm- 
mlttee.  shail  keep  the  Comnilssion  fully  and 
currently  informed  on  all  matters  wiUUn  the 
Dcpertment  of  Defense  which  the  Ccmmls- 
sion  deems  to  relate  to  the  development  or 
application  of  atomic  energy.     The  Depart- 
ment   of   Derense,   throuiih    the   Committee 
shall    have    the   authority    to   make   written 
recommendations   to   the   Commi?sion   from 
time  to  time  on  matters  relating  to  military 
applications  of  atomic  energy  as  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defen.se  m?.y  deem  appropriate      If 
the  Department  of  Defense  at  any  time  con- 
cludes that  any  request,  action,  propoeed  ac- 
tion,  or   failure   to   act   on    the   part   of    the 
Commission  is  adverse  to  ihe  responsibilities 
of  the  Department  of  Defense,  the  Secretary 
of    Defense    shall    refer    the    matter   to    the 
President  whose  decision  shall  be  final. 

"  "Sec.  28.  Appointment  or  Asmy.  Navy  on 
Air  Force  Officers.— Notwithstandlag  the 
provisions  of  any  other  law.  any  active  offlcr 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Air  Force  may  serve 
as  Director  of  the  Division  of  Military  Ap- 
plication without  prejudice  to  his  commis- 
sioned status  as  such  officer.  Any  such  offi- 
cer serving  as  Director  of  the  Division  of 
Military  Application  shall  receive  in  addi- 
tion to  his  pay  and  allowances,  Indludlni? 
special  and  incentive  pays,  an  amount 
equal  to  the  difference  between  suoh  pay 
and  allowances,  including  special  and  incen- 
tive pays,  and  the  compensation  prescribed 
In  section  25.  Notwithstanding  the  provi- 
sions of  any  other  law.  any  active  or  retired 
officer  of  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Air  Foroe  may 
serve  as  Chairman  of  the  Military  Ualson 
Committee  without  prejudice  to  his  active 
or  retired  status  as  such  officer.    An|  such 
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officer  serrlng  as  Chairman  ci  the  Military 
Liaison  C<Hninittae  shall  racalve,  in  addition 
to  his  pay  and  allowancaa,  including  ape- 
clal  and  incentive  pays,  or  in  addition  to  his 
retired  pay.  an  amount  equal  to  the  differ- 
ence between  such  pay  and  allowances,  in- 
cluding special  and  incentive  pays,  or  be- 
tween his  retired  pay.  and  the  compensation 
prescribed  for  the  Chairman  of  the  Military 
Liaison  Committee. 

*  'CBAPTBt  4.     aESKABCH 

"  'Sac.  31.  RasaARCH  Absutancx. — 

"  •».  The  Commission  is  directed  to  exer- 
cise its  powers  in  such  manner  as  to  in- 
sure the  continued  conduct  of  research  and 
development  activities  in  the  fields  specified 
below,  by  private  or  public  institutions  or 
persons,  and  to  assist  in  the  acquisition  of 
an  ever-expanding  fund  of  theoretical  and 
practical  knowledge  in  such  fields.  To  this 
end  the  Commission  Is  authorlaed  and  di- 
rected to  make  arrangements  (Including  con- 
tracts, agreements,  and  lo*ns)  for  tbe  con- 
duct Of  reaearch  and  development  actlvitlea 
relating  to — 

•"(1)   nuclear  procesaea; 

•• '  ( 2 )  1  he  theory  and  production  of 
atomic  energy.  Including  processes,  mate- 
rials, and  devices  related  to  such  production; 

"(3)  utilization  of  special  nuclear  ma- 
terial and  radioactive  material  for  medical, 
biological,  agricultural,  health,  or  military 
pur|>oses; 

"'(4)  utilization  of  apecUl  nuclear  ma- 
terial. at'>mlc  energy,  and  radioactive  ma- 
terial and  processes  entailed  in  the  utiliza- 
tion or  pioductlon  of  atomic  energy  or  such 
material  for  all  ether  purposes.  Including 
Industrial  uses,  the  generation  of  usable 
energy,  and  the  demonstration  of  the  prac- 
tical value  of  utilization  or  production  fa- 
cilities f(»r  industrial  or  commercial  pur- 
poses; and 

"'(5)  the  protection  of  health  and  the 
promotion  of  safety  during  research  and 
productloa  activities. 

"  b.  The  Commission  may  (l>  make  ar- 
rangements pursuant  to  this  section,  with- 
out regard  to  the  provisions  of  section  3709 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  upon 
certification  by  the  Commission  that  such 
action  Is  necessary  In  the  interest  of  the 
common  defense  and  security,  or  upon  a 
showing  by  the  Commlaslon  that  advertising 
Is  not  roaaonably  practicable:  (2)  make 
partial  at.d  advance  payments  under  such 
arrangemt-nU:  and  (3)  make  available  for 
use  In  connection  therewith  such  of  ita 
equipment  and  facllitiea  aa  It  may  deem  de- 
sirable. 

"  'c.  The  arrangementa  made  pursuant  to 
this  section  shall  conUln  such  provlsiona 
(1 )  to  pr(>tect  health.  (3)  to  minimise  dan- 
ger to  llf«  or  property,  and  (3)  to  require 
the  reponlng  and  to  permit  the  Inapectlon 
of  work  periormsd  thereunder,  as  the  Com- 
mission may  determine.  No  such  arrange- 
ment shail  contain  any  proviaiona  or  con- 
ditions which  prevent  the  dissemination  of 
scientific  or  technical  Information,  except 
to  the  e>.tent  such  diaaeminatlon  la  pro- 
hibited b)  law. 

'•  'Sec.  32.  RxssAacH  bt  the  Commisbiow. — 
The  Commlaslon  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  conduct,  ttirough  its  own  facilities,  ac- 
tivities and  studies  of  the  typea  apecified  in 
section  31. 

"  'SEC.  33.  Research  roa  Others. — Where 
the  Commission  finds  private  faculties  or 
laboratories  are  Inadequate  to  the  purpose, 
it  is  authorized  to  conduct  tar  other  persona, 
through  1-.^  own  facilities,  auch  of  those  ac- 
tivities acd  atudiea  of  the  typea  apecified  in 
section  31  as  It  deems  appropriate  to  the  de- 
velopment of  atomic  energy.  The  Commis- 
sion Is  authorized  to  determine  and  make 
such  charges  as  in  Its  discretion  may  be  de- 
sirable fcT  the  conduct  of  such  activities 
and  studies. 
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"Sac.  41.  Ownrutnr  aws  Oraunoir  or 

PaoDUcnoM  Faciutixs. — 

"  'a.  OwifxasHip  or  productiow  faciu- 
TOES. — The  Commission,  as  agent  of  and  on 
behalf  of  the  United  SUtes.  shall  be  the  ez- 
cluslTS  owner  of  all  production  facilities 
other  than  facilities  which  (1)  are  useful  in 
the  conduct  of  research  and  development 
activities  in  the  fieldb  specified  in  section  31. 
and  do  not.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
aion,  have  a  potential  production  rate  ade- 
quate to  enable  the  user  of  such  facilities  to 
produce  within  a  reasonable  period  of  time  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  special  nuclear  mate- 
rial to  produce  an  atomic  weapon;  or  (2) 
are  licensed  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
section  103  or  104. 

"  'b.  Opesatiom  or  the  Commission's  pio- 
DTTcnoM  rACiLrriEs. — The  Commission  Is  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  produce  or  to  pro- 
vide for  tbe  production  of  special  nuclear 
material  in  its  own  production  facilities. 
To  the  extent  deemed  necessary,  the  Com- 
misalon  ia  authorized  to  make,  or  to  con- 
tinue In  effect,  contracts  with  persons  obli- 
gating them  to  produce  special  nuclear  ma- 
terial In  facilities  owned  by  tbe  Commission. 
The  Commission  Is  also  authorized  to  enter 
Into  reaearch  and  development  contracts  au- 
thorizing the  contractor  to  produce  special 
nuclear  material  in  facilities  owned  by  the 
Commission  to  tbe  extent  that  the  produc- 
tion of  such  special  nuclear  material  may  be 
incident  to  the  conduct  of  research  and  de- 
velopment actlvitlea  under  such  contracts. 
Any  contract  entered  into  under  this  sec- 
tion shall  contain  provisions  ( 1 )  prohibiting 
the  contractor  from  subcontracting  any 
part  of  the  work  he  la  obligated  to  perform 
under  the  contract,  except  as  authorized  by 
the  Commlaslon :  and  (2)  obligating  the 
contractor  (A)  to  make  auch  reports  per- 
taining to  activities  under  the  contract  to 
the  Commission  as  the  Commission  may  re- 
quire, (B)  to  submit  to  inspection  by  em- 
ployees of  the  Commission  of  all  such  activ- 
ities, and  (C)  to  comply  with  all  safety  and 
security  regulations  which  may  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  Commission.  Any  contract 
made  under  the  provisions  of  this  para- 
graph may  be  made  without  regard  to  the 
provisions  of  section  3709  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  as  amended,  upon  certification  by 
the  Commission  that  such  action  is  neces- 
sary in  the  interest  of  the  common  defense 
and  secxirity.  or  upon  a  showing  by  the  Com- 
mission that  advertising  is  not  reasonably 
practicable.  Partial  and  advance  pajrments 
may  be  made  under  such  contracts.  The 
President  shall  determine  In  writing  at  least 
once  each  year  the  quantities  of  special  nu- 
clear material  to  tw  produced  under  this 
section  and  shall  specify  In  such  determina- 
tion the  quantities  of  special  nuclear  mate- 
rial to  be  available  for  distribution  by  ths 
Commission  piu^uant  to  section  53  or  54. 

"  'C.  OPEKATIOIf  OP  OTHER  PRODUCTION  PAClU- 

TTis. — Special  nuclear  material  may  be  pro- 
duced In  the  facilities  which  under  this 
section  are  not  required  to  be  owned  by  the 
Commission. 

"  'Sec.  42.  Ikradution  op  Materuls. — The 
Oommlaston  and  persons  lawfully  producing 
or  utilizing  special  nuclear  material  are  au- 
thorized to  expose  materials  of  any  kind  to 
the  radiation  incident  to  the  processes  of 
producing  or  utilizing  special  nuclear  ma- 
terial. 

"  'S»c.  43.  Acquisition  op  Production  Fa- 
cmms. — The  Commission  la  authorized  to 
purchase  any  interest  in  facllitiea  for  the 
production  of  apecial  nuclear  materlala,  or 
In  real  property  on  which  such  facilities 
are  located,  without  regard  to  the  provisions 
of  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  upon  certification  by  the  Commis- 
sion that  such  action  is  necessary  in  the 
interest  of  the  conunon  defense  and  security, 
or  upon  a  showing  by  the  Commission  that 


adTertlslng  Is  not  reasonably  prmeUeabi*. 
Partial  and  advance  payments  may  be  mad* 
under  contracts  for  aoch  piii  puasa.  Tb« 
Oommissi<»  Is  further  authorlasd  to  raqul' 
sition.  condemn,  or  otherwise  aoqulra  any 
interest  in  such  production  facUlttas.  or 
to  condemn  or  otherwise  acquire  such  twml 
property,  and  just  compensation  ahaU  ba 
made  therefor. 

"  'Sac.  44.  DuposmoH  or  BwooT. — If  en- 
ergy is  produced  at  production  fartUttaa 
of  the  Commission  or  Is  produced  in  ex- 
perimental utilization  fadltties  at  tbe  Oo^ 
mission,  such  energy  may  be  used  by  tbe 
Commission,  or  transferred  to  otber  Oow* 
emment  agencies,  or  sold  to  pubUdy,  oo« 
operatively,  or  privately  owned  uttlittos  or 
users  at  reasonable  and  nondiscrtnrtlnatory 
prices.  If  the  energy  ist>duoed  Is  tieetrte 
energy,  the  price  shall  be  subject  to  regu- 
lation by  the  api»-opriate  agency  having  Ju- 
risdiction. In  contractiz^  for  tbe  dlspoeel 
of  such  energy,  the  Commission  shall  gtre 
preference  and  priority  to  public  bodies  and 
cooperatives  or  to  privately  owned  utlUUes 
providing  electric  utility  services  to  higb  ' 
oast  areaa  not  being  served  by  public  bodies 
or  cooperatives.  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall 
be  construed  to  autbortae  the  Commtsston 
to  engage  in  the  sale  or  distribution  ot 
energy  for  commercial  use  except  such  en- 
ergy as  may  be  produced  by  the  Commleston 
Incident  to  the  operation  of  research  and 
development  facilities  of  the  Oommisslon.  or 
of  production  facilities  of  the  Commission. 

**  'CHAPTEE    S.    SPECIAL    MTTCLSAB    KATnlAI. 

*'Sec.  51.  Special  NudJCAB  MATEaiAL.— The 
Commission  may  determine  from  tlnte  to 
time  tliat  other  material  is  special  nuclear 
material  in  addition  to  that  spedfled  in  tb» 
definition  as  special  nuclear  material.  Before 
making  any  such  determination,  the  Ooin« 
mission  must  find  that  such  material  la  capa- 
ble of  releasing  substantial  qtiantltlea  <£ 
atomic  energy  and  must  find  that  the  deter- 
mination that  stich  material  is  special  nu- 
clear material  is  in  the  interest  of  the  com- 
mon defense  and  security,  and  the  President 
must  have  expressly  assented  in  writing  to 
the  determination.  Tbe  Commlsaion'k  de- 
termination, together  with  the  assent  of  tbe 
President,  shall  be  submitted  to  tbe  Joint 
Committee  and  a  period  of  thirty  days  sbali 
elapse  wtille  Congress  is  in  session  (in  oook- 
putlng  such  thirty  days,  there  shall  be  ex- 
cluded the  days  on  which  either  House  Is 
not  In  session  because  of  an  adjournment  foe 
more  than  three  days)  before  the  determlna- 
tlon  of  the  Commission  may  become  effect- 
ive :  Provided,  however.  That  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee, after  having  received  such  determi- 
nation, may  by  resolution  in  writing,  waive 
the  conditions  of  or  ail  or  any  portion  of  such 
thirty -day  period. 

"  'Sbc.  62.  GovxaNKorr  Owiobsrxp  or  Au> 
Special  Nuclear  Material. — All  rights,  title, 
and  Interest  in  or  to  any  special  nuclear  ma- 
terial within  or  under  the  JurlsdIctKHi  of  tbe 
United  States,  now  or  hereafter  produced. 
shall  be  the  property  of  the  United  Stataa  aaid 
shall  be  administered  and  controlled  by  tbe 
Commission  as  agent  ot  and  on  behalf  of  tbe 
United  States  by  rirtos  of  this  Act.  Anj 
person  owning  any  interest  tn  any  special 
nuclear  material  at  the  time  when  such  ma- 
terial is  hereafter  determined  to  be  a  speeftal 
nuclear  material  shall  be  paid  Just  oompen- 
satlon  therefor.  Any  person  who  lawfully 
produces  any  special  nuclear  material,  ex- 
cept pursuant  to  a  contract  with  the  Com- 
mission under  the  provisions  of  section  SI  or 
41.  shall  be  paid  a  fair  price,  determined  p«r- 
suant  to  section  6d.  for  producing  sueb  ma- 
terial. 

"  'Sac.  53.  Domestic  DtsTUBunoN  or  Ore- 

CIAL    NUCLEAE    MATERIAL. 

"'(a)  The  Commission  is  autborlaed  to 
issue  licenses  for  the  possession  of,  to  make 
available  for  the  period  of  the  license,  and  to 
distribute   special   nuclear   material  wltbin 
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th*  Ubftad  StstOT  to  quallfled  apidleanti  !•- 
quasttng  mch  material — 

"  *(1)  for  tiM  conduct  of  rtamrth  and  de- 
velopment actlTlttee  of  tbe  typee  apeclfled  tn, 
■ectlon  31; 

*"(a)  for  Tiae  In  tbe  eonduct  of  reaeareh 
and  d0Td<^pment  actlvltiM  or  In  medkal 
thenpjr  tinder  a  lloenee  lanied  pursuant  to 
ecctlon  104;  or 

*"(3)  for  uee  under  a  llceoae  lieued  pursu- 
ant to  section  108. 

"'b.  Tbe  Commission  shall  establish,  by 
mle,  minimum  criteria  for  the  Issuance  of 
speciflo  or  general  licenses  for  the  dlstribu- 
tlani  of  special  nueleAr  material  depending 
upon  tbe  degree  of  importanoe  to  the  com- 
mon defense  and  security  or  to  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public  of — 

*"(!)  the  physical  characteristics  of  the 
special  nudear  material  to  be  distributed: 

*"(2)  tbe  quantities  of  special  nuclear 
material  to  be  distributed;  and 

*"(3)  the  intended  use  of  the  special 
nuclear  material  to  be  distributed. 

"  'c.  The  Commission  may  make  a  reason- 
able charge,  determined  pursuant  to  this 
section,  for  the  use  of  special  nuclear  nui- 
terlal  licensed  and  distributed  under  subsec- 
tion 53  a.  (1)  or  subeection  63  a.  (3)  and 
■hall  make  a  reasonable  charge  determined 
pursuant  to  this  section  for  the  use  of  spe- 
cial nuclear  material  licensed  and  distrib- 
uted under  subeection  63  a.  (3).  The  Com- 
mission shall  establish  criteria  in  writing  for 
the  determination  of  whether  a  charge  will 
be  made  for  the  use  of  special  nuclear  mate, 
rial  licensed  and  distributed  under  subsec- 
tion 63  a.  (1)  or  sulMecUon  53  a.  (2).  con- 
sidering, among  other  things,  whether  the 
licensee  Is  a  nonprofit  or  eleemosynary  in- 
stitution and  the  purposes  for  which  the 
special  nuclear  material  will  be  used. 

"  'd.  In  determining  the  reasonable  charge 
to  be  made  by  tne  Commission  for  tbe  use 
of  special  nuclear  material  distributed  to 
licensees  of  utilization  or  production  facili- 
ties licensed  piuvuant  to  section  103  or  104, 
In  addition  to  consideration  of  the  cost 
thereof,  the  Commission  shall  take  into  con- 
sideration— 

*"(1)  the  use  to  be  made  of  the  special 
nuclear  material; 

••*(2)  the  extent  to  which  the  use  of  the 
■pecial  nuclear  material  will  advance  the 
development  of  the  peaceful  uses  of  atomic 

energy; 

**'(3)  the  energy  value  of  the  special  nu- 
clear material  in  the  particular  use  for  which 
the  license  is  Issued; 

"'(4)  whether  the  special  nuclear  material 
Is  to  be  iised  in  facilities  licensed  piirsuant 
to  section  103  or  104.  In  this  respect,  the 
Commission  shall.  Insofar  as  practicable, 
make  uniform,  nondiscriminatory  charges  for 
the  use  of  special  nuclear  material  distrib- 
uted to  facilities  licensed  pursuant  to  section 

103;  and 

**  '(5)  with  respect  to  special  nuclear  mate- 
rial consumed  in  a  facility  licensed  pursuant 
to  section  103,  the  Commission  shall  make  a 
further  charge  based  on  the  coet  to  the  Com- 
mission, as  estimated  by  the  Conunission,  or 
the  average  fair  price  paid  for  tbe  production 
of  sucb  special  nuclear  material  as  deter- 
mined by  section  66,  whichever  Is  lower. 

"  'e.  Sach  license  Issued  pursuant  to  this 
section  shall  ccmtain  and  be  subject  to  the 
following  conditions — 

*"(1)  title  to  all  special  nuclear  material 
shall  at  all  times  be  in  the  United  States; 

*"(2)  no  right  to  the  special  nuclear  mate- 
rial shall  be  conferred  by  the  license  except 
as  defined  by  the  license; 

"'(3)  ncdther  the  license  nor  any  right 
under  the  license  shall  be  assigned  or  other- 
wise transferred  in  violation  of  tbe  provisions 
of  this  Act: 

"  '(4>  all  qtedal  nuclear  material  shall  be 
subject  to  the  right  of  recapture  or  control 
reserved  by  section  108  and  to  all  other  pro- 
Tisions  of  this  Act; 


**'(S)  no  ^Mclal  nuclear  material  may  be 
used  in  any  utilization  or  production  facility 
except  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
this  Act; 

*"(6)  q>ecial  nuclear  material  shall  be 
distributed  only  on  terms,  as  may  be  estab- 
lished by  rule  of  the  Commission,  such  that 
no  user  will  be  permitted  to  construct  an 
atomic  weapon: 

•"(7)  special  nuclear  material  shall  be 
distributed  only  pursuant  to  such  safety 
standards  as  may  be  established  by  rule  of 
the  Commission  to  protect  health  and.  to 
minimize  danger  to  life  or  property;  anil 

'•'(8)  tbe  licensee  will  bold  the  United 
States  and  the  Commission  harmless  from 
any  damages  resulting  from  the  use  or 
possession  of  special  nuclear  material  by  the 
licensee. 

"  *f.  The  Commission  is  directed  to  dU- 
trlbute  within  the  United  States  sufficient 
special  nuclear  material  to  pernjlt  the  con- 
duct of  widespread  Independent  research 
and  development  activities  to  the  maxintum 
extent  practicable  and  within  the  limita- 
tions set  by  the  President  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 41.  In  tbe  event  that  applications  for 
special  nuclear  material  exceed  the  amount 
available  for  distribution,  preference  shall 
be  given  to  those  activities  which  are  most 
likely,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission,  to 
contribute  to  basic  research,  to  the  devetop- 
ment  of  peacetime  uses  of  atomic  energy,  or 
to  tbe  economic  and  military  strength  of 
the  Nation. 

"  'Sic.  64.  Poreigm  DisraiBtrnoN  of  Spe- 
cial NucLXAa  Matiirial. — The  Commission  Is 
authorized  to  cooperate  with  any  nation  by 
distributing  special  nuclear  material  and  to 
distribute  such  special  nuclear  material. 
pursuant  to  the  terms  of  an  agreement  for 
cooperation  to  which  such  nation  Is  a  party 
and  which  Is  made  In  accordance  with  sec- 
tion 123. 

"  'Sec.  56.  AcQxnsrnow. — The  CommlsaJon 
is  authorized  to  piu'chase  or  otherwise  ac- 
quire any  special  nuclear  material  or  any 
Interest  therein  outside  the  United  States 
without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  section 
3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended. 
upon  certification  by  the  Commission  that 
such  action  is  necessary  In  the  interest  of 
the  common  defense  and  security,  or  upon 
a  showing  by  the  Commission  that  advertis- 
ing Is  not  reasonably  practicable.  Partial 
and  advance  payments  may  be  made  under 
contracts  for  such  purposes. 

"  'Sw;.  56.  PAtt  Prici.— In  determining  the 
fair  price  to  be  paid  by  the  Commission  pur- 
suant to  section  52  for  the  production  of 
any  special  nuclear  material,  the  Commls.sion 
shall  take  into  consideration  the  value  of 
tbe  special  ituclear  material  for  its  intended 
use  by  the  United  States  and  may  give  such 
weight  to  the  actual  cost  of  producing  tliat 
material   as   the    Commission    finds    to    be 

equitable.  Tbe  fair  price,  as  may  be  deter- 
mined by  the  Commission,  shall  apply  to  all 
licensed  producers  of  the  same  matertel : 
Provided,  however.  That  the  Commission 
may  establish  guaranteed  fair  prices  for  all 
special  nuclear  material  delivered  to  the 
Conunission  for  such  period  of  time  as  It  may 
deem  necessary  but  not  to  exceed  seven 
years. 

"  'Sec.  57.  PROHramoN. — • 

*'a.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person 

"  '(1)  possessli  or  transfer  any  special  nu- 
clear material  which  Is  the  property  of  the 
United  States  except  as  authorized  by  the 
Commission  pursuant  to  subsection  53  a.; 

"'(2)  transfer  or  receive  any  special  nru- 
clear  material  In  Interstate  commerce  except 
as  authorized  by  the  Commission  pursuant 
to  subsection  53  a.,  or  export  from  or  tmp)Ort 
into  the  United  States  any  special  nuclear 
material;  and 

•"(3)  directly  or  Indirectly  *iBngage  in  the 
production  of  any  special  nuclear  material 
outside  of  tbe  United  States  except  (A)  im- 


der  an  agreement  for  cooperation  made  pur- 
suant to  section  123.  or  (B)  upon  author- 
ization by  the  Commission  after  a  determina- 
tion that  such  activity  will  not  be  l&imlcal 
to  tbe  interest  of  the  United  States. 

"  'b.  The  Commission  shall  not  diitrlbute 
any  special  nuclear  material — 

"  '  ( 1 )  to  any  person  for  a  use  wfhlch  is 
not  under  the  Jiirisdiction  of  tbe  United 
States  except  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  54;  or 

"'(2)  to  any  person  within  the  United 
States.  If  the  Commission  finds  that  the  dis- 
tribution of  such  special  nuclear  material 
to  such  person  would  be  inimical  to  tbe 
common  defense  and  security. 

"  'CHAPTER  7.    80T7KCE  MATEElAtJ 

"  'Sec.  61.  Source  Material. — The  Commis- 
sion may  determine  from  time  to  time  that 
other  material  is  source  material  In  addition 
to  those  specined  In  the  definition  of  source 
material.  Before  making  such  determina- 
tion, the  Commission  must  find  that  such 
material  Is  essential  to  the  production  of 
special  nuclear  material  and  must  find  that 
the  determination  that  such  material  is 
source  material  Is  in  the  interest  of  the  com- 
mon defense  and  security,  and  the  President 
must  have  expressly  assented  In  writing  to 
the  determination.  The  Commission's  de- 
termination, together  with  the  assent  of  the 
President,  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Joint 
Committee  and  a  p>erlod  of  thirty  days  shall 
elapse  while  Congress  Is  in  session  (m  com- 
puting such  thirty  days,  there  shall  be  ex- 
cluded the  days  on  which  either  House  Is  not 
In  session  because  of  an  adjournment  of  more 
than  three  days)  before  the  determinstlon  of 
the  Commission  may  become  effective:  Pro- 
vided,  however.  That  the  Joint  Committee, 
after  having  received  such  determination, 
may  by  resolution  in  writing  waive  the  con- 
ditions of  or  all  or  any  portion  of  such  thirty- 
day  j)erlod. 

"  "Sec  62.  License  fob  TRANsnts  Re- 
quired.— Unless  authorized  by  a  general  or 
specific  license  Issued  by  the  Commission, 
which  the  Commission  Is  hereby  authorized 
to  Issue,  no  person  may  transfer  or  receive  in 
Interstate  commerce,  transfer,  deliver,  re- 
ceive possession  of  or  title  to,  or  import  Into 
or  export  from  the  United  States  any  source 
material  after  removal  from  Its  place  of  de- 
posit in  nature,  except  that   licensee  shall 

not  be  required  for  quantities  of  source  ma- 
terial which.  In  the  opinion  of  tbe  Commis- 
sion,  are   unimportant. 

"  "Sec.  63.  Domestic  DiSTsraxmoN  o» 
Source  Material. — 

••  'a.  The  Commission  is  autborlC«d  to 
Issue  licenses  for  and  to  distribute  source 
material  within  the  United  States  to  quali- 
fied applicants  requesting  such  material — 

"  '(1)   for  the  conduct  of  research  and  de-  , 
velopment  activities  of  the  types  specified  In 
section  31; 

■■'(2)  for  use  in  the  conduct  of  research 
and  development  activities  or  in  medical 
therapy  under  a  license  issued  pursuant  to 
section  104; 

"'(3)  for  use  under  a  license  Issued  pur- 
suant to  section   103;   or 

"'(4)  for  any  other  use  approved  by  the 
Commission  as  an  aid  to  science  or  Industry. 

"  'b.  The  Commission  shall  establish,  by 
rule,  minimum  criteria  for  the  issuance  of 
specific  or  general  licenses  for  the  distribu- 
tion of  source  material  depending  upon  the 
degree  of  importance  to  the  common  defense 
and  security  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of 
the  public  of— 

"  (1 )  the  physical  characteristics  of  the 
source  material  to  be  distributed; 

"■'(2)  the  quantities  of  source  material 
to  be  distributed;   and 

"  '(3)  the  intended  use  of  the  source  ma- 
terial to  be  distributed. 

"  'c.  The  Commission  may  make  a  reason- 
able charge  determined  pursuant  to  sub- 
section  161   m.   for   the  source  material   U- 
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censed  and  distributed  under  stibMctlon 
63  s  (1).  tubeectton  OS  a.  (2),  or  subsec- 
tion 63  a.  (4).  and  shall  make  a  reasonable 
charge  detirrmlned  pursuant  to  subsection 
161  m.,  for  tbe  source  material  Ucenaed 
and  dlstrlbjted  under  subsection  83  a.  (3). 
The  Commission  shall  establish  criteria  In 
«Tltlng  for  the  determination  of  whether 
a  charge  w'.ll  be  made  for  tbe  source  nute- 
rtal  ]lcense<1  and  distributed  under  subaec- 
tion  63  a.  (1).  subeection  63  a.  (2).  or  sub- 
section 63  ;».  (4>.  considering,  among  other 
things,  whether  the  licensee  Is  a  nonprofit  or 
eIeemo«Tna.'y  Institution  and  the  purpoeee 
for  whlcb   tbe  source  material  will   be  used. 

"  Sec  64  PoacicN  Disnaatmoif  or  Souaca 
Material — The  Commission  is  suthortzed  to 
cooperate  with  any  nation  by  distributing 
source  mat<?rlal  and  to  distribute  source  ma- 
terial pursuant  to  the  terms  of  an  agree- 
ment for  ox>per«tlon  to  wblcb  such  nation 
Is  a  party  end  wblcb  Is  made  tn  acccrdanc* 
With  section  123.  The  Commission  Is  also 
authorised  to  distribute  source  material  out- 
ude  of  the  United  States  upon  a  determi- 
nation by  the  Commission  that  such  activity 
will  not  be  Inimical  to  the  Interests  of  tbe 
United    States. 

••  Ssc  65  Rsfuaiiwo  — The  Commission  is 
authorized  to  issue  such  rules,  regulstlons.  or 
orders  requiring  reports  of  ownership,  pos- 
session, extraction,  refining,  shipment,  or 
other  handUng  of  source  material  as  It  may 
deem  necessary,  except  tbst  such  reports 
si. all  not  be  required  wUh  respect  to  (s»  any 
scurce  matienal  prior  to  removal  from  Its 
f  lace  of  deposit  in  nature,  or  (b)  quantities 
of  s*>urce  material  whlcb  in  tbe  opinion  of 
t!ie  CommLiision  are  untniportant  or  tbe  re- 
pv^rtin^  o:  which  will  discourage  Independent 
pn  "^pectlng  for  new  deposits. 

•■  "Src  6C  Acoi'isrriuN  — The  Commission 
Is  nuthortz«<l  and  directed,  to  the  extent  It 
deems  neceissary  to  effectuate  tbe  provisions 
L.r  this  Act — 

•  a.  to  purchase,  take,  requisition,  con- 
demn, or  otherwise  acquire  supplies  of  source 
ir..itprial; 

■•  "b  to  purchase,  condemn,  or  otherw-i»« 
Rciuire  any  interest  In  real  property  contaln- 
ir.g  depositis  of  source  material:  and 

■*  "c.  to  rtirrhase.  condemn,  or  otherwise 
acquire  rights  to  enter  upon  any  real  prop- 
erty deemed  by  the  Commission  to  have  pos- 
sibilities or  containing  deposits  of  source 
n'.arerlal  In  order  to  conduct  pro.'p-^tlng  and 
firp'orat  iry  operations  for  such  depwslt*. 

.^ny  pi;rch:ii5e  made  under  this  section  may 
be  made  without  rerard  to  the  provisions  of 
sf'ct'.nn  37l')9  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
i mended,  upon  certification  by  the  Commls- 
.sion that  such  action  Is  necessary  in  the 
jn'erest  cf  the  common  defen.^e  and  security, 
or  upon  s  lihowlng  by  the  C">mmlssion  th.it 
fdvf.-tisini;    *s    not    reasonably    pmctlcable. 

Partial  and  advanced  payments  may  be  mpde 
under  contracts  for  ruch  purposes.  The 
CoinmLssion  may  eetabllsb  guaranteed  prices 
lur  all  source  material  delivered  to  It  within 
ti  Foecif^ed  time.  Just  compensation  shall  be 
m:ide  for  any  right,  property,  or  Interest  in 
property  taken,  requisitioned,  condemned,  or 
otherwise  acquired  under  tbls  section. 

'  Sec  67.  Opkrations  om  Lands  Bklomciko 
TO  THS  Unttrs  Statks. — The  Commission  is 
authorlTed.  to  the  extent  It  deems  necessary 
to  effectuate  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  to 
Issue  leasee  or  permits  for  prospect ing  for, 
exploration  for,  mining  of.  or  renaoval  of  de- 
posits of  source  material  In  lands  belonging 
to  the  United  States:  Prorufcd,  /loipcrer, 
Thst  notwithstanding  any  other  provisions 
of  law.  such  leases  or  permits  may  be  Issued 
fur  lands  administered  for  national  park, 
monument,  and  wildlife  purposes  only  when 
the  President  by  Executive  Order  declares 
that  the  requirements  of  the  common  de- 
fense and  security  make  such  action  neces- 
sary. 

"  'Ssc.  68.  Puaxjc  Ljiicos. — 

"  "a.  No  individual,  corporation,  partner- 
ship, or  a&sociatlon.  which  bad  any  part,  di- 


rectly or  tndlT«etIy,  In  tbe  derdopment  of 
the  atomic  energy  profram.  may  benefit  by 
any  locatloo.  entry,  or  settlement  upon  the 
pubUc  domain  made  after  such  Indlrldual. 
corporation,  partnership,  or  association  took 
part  in  such  project,  if  such  individual,  car- 
poratlon.  partnership,  or  aseociation.  by  rea- 
son of  having  had  such  part  In  the  develop- 
ment of  the  atomic  energy  program,  acquired 
confidential  cAclal  Information  as  to  tbe 
existence  of  deposits  of  such  tiranium, 
thorium,  or  other  materials  In  the  specific 
lands  upon  which  such  location,  entry,  or 
settlement  is  made,  and  subsequent  to  the 
date  of  tbe  enactment  of  this  Act  made 
such  location,  entry,  or  settlement  or  caused 
the  same  to  be  made  for  his.  or  Its.  or  their 
benefit. 

"  'b.  In  cases  where  any  pstent.  convey- 
ance, lease,  permit,  or  other  authorization 
has  been  issued,  whlcb  reserved  to  tbe  United 
States  source  materials  and  tbe  right  to 
enter  upon  the  Isnd  and  prospect  for.  mine. 
and  remove  the  same,  the  head  of  the  Gov- 
ernment agency  which  Issued  the  pstent, 
conveyance,  lease,  permit,  or  ether  authori- 
raticn  shall,  on  application  of  the  bolder 
thereof,  issue  s  new  or  tupplemental  patent, 
conveyance,  lease,  perm't.  or  other  authori- 
zation without  such  reservation.  If  sny 
rights  have  been  granted  by  the  United 
State*  pursuant  to  any  such  resenatlon  then 
such  patent  fhsll  be  made  sMb»ect  to  thoee 
rights,  but  the  patentee  shall  be  subrogated 
to  the  rights  of  the  United  States. 

"  "c  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  cf  1946.  as  amended,  and 
particularly  section  5  (bt  (7t  thereof,  or  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  Aucust  12.  1953  (67 
Stat  5391.  snd  particularly  fectlon  3  thereof. 
sny  mining  claim,  heretofore  l-ocated  under 
the  mining  Isws  cf  the  United  States,  for  or 
ba»ed  upon  a  di.«covery  of  a  mineral  deposit 
which  is  a  source  n-.aterial  and  which,  except 
for  tbe  possible  contrary  constrvictlon  of 
said  Atomic  Energy  Act.  wou!d  have  been 
locataole  under  such  mining  laws.  shall.  In- 
sofsr  as  adversely  affected  by  such  possible 
rontrarr  construction,  be  valid  and  elective, 
in  all  res-pects  to  the  same  extent  as  If  said 
mineral  deposit  were  a  loc.^table  mineral  de- 
F>oi«!t  other  than  a  source  material. 

••  "Sec  69  Prohtbiticn  — The  Commission 
shsll  not  license  any  person  to  tran.«fer  or 
deliver.  rr<?elve  po*i=essifn  of  or  title  to. 
or  Import  into  or  exprrt  from  ihe  United 
States  any  source  material  If.  In  the  opinion 
of  the  Commission,  the  issuance  of  a  liccrue 
to  such  person  for  such  purpose  would  be  In- 
imical to  the  common  defense  and  security  or 
tbe  health  and  safety  of  the  public. 

"  'CHAPTTR   S.    BTFSODtrCT  MATERIAI. 

"  'Sec  81  Domestic  DTrrp.irrTTo.N  —No  |>er- 
son   may   transfer   or   receive   in   Interstate 

commerce,  menufacture.  prodvice.  transfer, 
acquire,  o^m.  poysess.  impart,  or  export  any 
byproduct  material,  except  to  the  extent  au- 
thorized bv  this  section  or  by  section  82. 
The  Commission  is  authorized  to  Issue  gen- 
eral or  specific  licenses  to  applicants  seeking 
to  use  byproduct  material  for  research  or 
development  purposes,  for  medical  therapy. 
Industrial  uses,  serlcultural  uses,  or  such 
other  useful  sppUcations  as  may  be  de- 
veloped. The  Commission  may  distribute, 
sell.  loan,  or  lease  such  byproduct  material 
as  it  owns  to  licensees  vrith  or  without 
Charge:  Provided,  hoimer.  That,  for  byprod- 
uct material  to  be  distributed  by  the  Com- 
mission for  a  charge,  the  Commission  shall 
establish  prices  on  such  equitable  basis  as. 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission,  (a)  will 
provide  reasonable  compensation  to  the  Gov- 
ernment for  such  material,  (b)  will  not  dis- 
courage the  use  of  such  material  or  the 
development  of  sources  of  supply  of  such 
material  independent  of  the  Commission, 
and  (c)  will  encourage  research  and  de- 
velopment. In  distributing  such  material, 
tbe  ConamlSBlon  shall  give  preference  to 
applicants   proposing    to   use   such   material 


and 


either  tn  the  eondoet  of 
velopment  or  in  medteal  tberapy. 
of  the  CominlsBion  may  dis tribute  bypcod- 
Tict  material  only  to  applicants  tbercf  or 
are  Ucenaed  by  the  Ownmi— ion  to 
such  byprodtict  materlaL  Tbe 
shall  not  permit  the  dtotrlbutloa  of  any 
byprodtict  material  to  any  tteenaec,  and  shall 
recall  or  order  the  recall  of  any 
material  from  any  llcenaee.  wbo  la 
eqtilpped  to  obaenre  or  wbo  fails  to 
such  safety  standards  to  protect  health  as 
may  be  ertablisbed  by  the  OooimlMkm  or 
who  uses  such  mat,erial  in  Ttotatkm  of  law 
or  regulation  of  tbe  Commt— Ion  cw  in  a 
manner  other  than  as  dlscloaed  tn  the  appli- 
cation therefor  or  approved  by  the  Ooaa- 
mlKlon.  The  Commisston  is  auttiarlaBd  to 
esUb.lsh  classes  of  byprodtict  material  and 
to  exempt  certain  clasees  or  quantities  of 
material  or  kinds  of  iMes  or  users  froos  the 
requirements  for  a  Uoenae  set  forth  In  thla 
section  when  it  makes  a  finding  that  the 
exemption  of  such  classes  or  quantittaa  of 
such  material  or  such  kinds  of  naea  or  users 
will  ret  constitute  an  unreasonable  rtA  to 
tbe  common  defense  and  security  and  to  the 
health  and  safety  of  tbe  public 

**  'SBC.  82.  Forjogh  DoTaxatmoiv  or  Bt« 
paoorcT  MArxusL. — 

"  a  Tbe  Commission  is  authorleed  to  co- 
op>erate  with  any  nstlon  by  distributing  by- 
product material,  and  to  distribute  by- 
product material,  pursuant  to  the  terms  of 
an  screement  for  cooperation  to  which  such 
nation  is  party  and  which  is  made  in  ac- 
cordance with  section   123. 

"  'b.  Tbe  Commission  Is  also  authortred 
to  distribute  byproduct  material  to  any  per- 
ron outside  the  United  States  upon  applica- 
tion therefor  by  such  person  and  demand 
such  charge  for  such  material  as  would  be 

charged  for  tbe  material  If  It  were  dis- 
tributed within  tbe  United  States:  Prorfded. 
^ou-rtrr.  That  the  Commission  shall  not 
distribute  any  such  material  to  any  person 
under  this  section  if,  in  its  opinion,  stich 
distribution  a-ould  be  inimical  to  the  com- 
mon defense  and  security:  Atui  provided 
further.  That  tbe  Commission  may  require 
such  reports  regsrdlng  the  use  of  msterial 
distributed  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
this  section  as  It  deems  necessary. 

■'  'c  The  Commission  is  authorlaed  to  li- 
cence others  to  distribute  byproducts  ma- 
terial to  any  person  outside  tbe  United  States 
iTder  the  same  conditions,  except  as  to 
charges,  as  would  be  applicable  if  the  ma- 
terial were  distributed  by  the  Oommlssion. 

**  'CHAPTEa   •.     anuTART   afpucatzom  or 
AToacic   KMaacT 

"'Src.   91.  Attthorttt. — 

"  'a.  The  Commission  is  authorised  to— 

** '  ( 1 )  conduct  experiments  and  do  re- 
rearch  and  development  work  In  tbe  mili- 
tary application  of  atomic  energy;   and 

"'(2)  engage  in  tbe  production  of  atomic 
weapons,  or  atomic  weap>on  parts,  except  that 
such  activities  shall  be  carried  on  only  to 
the  extent  that  the  express  consent  and  di- 
rection of  tbe  President  of  tbe  United  States 
has  been  obtained,  wblcb  consent  and  di- 
rection shall  be  obtained  at  least  once  each 
year. 

*'  'b.  The  President  from  time  to  time  may 
direct  the  Commission  (1)  to  deliver  such 
quantities  of  special  nuclear  material  or 
atcmic  weapons  to  the  De]>artment  of  De- 
fense for  such  use  as  he  deems  necessary  in 
the  Interest  of  national  defense,  or  (2)  to 
authorize  the  Department  of  Defense  to  man- 
ufacture, produce,  or  acquire  any  atomic 
weapKDn  or  utilization  facility  for  military 
purposes:  Provided,  hotvefer,  Tbst  such  au- 
thorization shall  not  extend  to  the  produc- 
tion of  special  nuclear  material  other  than 
that  incldejijal  to  the  operation  of  such 
utUiaation  facilities. 

•'  'Sbc  92.  PaoHiamoM. — It  shall  be  un« 
lawful  for  any  person  to  transfer  or  receive 
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In  Intantato  oonuncrce,  manufacture,  pro- 
<tnoe.  ttmnafer.  acquire,  ponees.  Import,  or 
export  uas  atosnle  weapon,  except  ••  may  be 
autliarlaad  by  tbe  Oommlnlon  ptireuant  to 
the  proTleloiia  of  section  81.  Nothing  In 
thla  aectlon  shall  be  deemed  to  modUy  the 
proTlakma  of  tubiection  31  a.  or  section  101. 
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lO.    ATomc 

101.  IiicKNSB  RsQinmKD. — ^It  shall  be 

untewfiil,  except  as  inrovlded  in  section  »1. 
for  any  penon  within  the  United  States  to 
transfer  or  receive  in  interstate  commerce. 
manufacture,  jxxxluee.  transfer,  acquire,  pos- 
eees.  import,  or  export  any  utlltaatlon  or  pro- 
duction faculty  except  under  and  In  ae- 
eordanoe  with  a  license  issued  by  the  Com- 
mission pursuant  to  section  lOS  or  104. 

"  "Sbc.  103.  Pnrozifa  or  Psacticai.  Vai.t}v. — 
Whenever  the  Oonunlaelon  has  made  a  find- 
ing In  writing  that  any  type  of  utilization 
or  production  facility  has  been  sulBclently 
develi^ped  to  be  of  practical  Talue  for  indus- 
trial or  commercial  purposes,  the  commls- 
■lon  may  thereafter  issue  lleenae^  for  such 
type  at  facility  piirsuant  to  section  103. 

"  'Sac.    103.    COKMXBCIAL   LiCKlfSXS. — 

**  'a.  Subsequent  to  a  finding  by  the  Com- 
mission as  required  In  section  102.  the  Com- 
miSBlon  may  issue  licenses  to  transfer  or 
receive  In  Interstate  eommerce.  manufac- 
ture, produce,  transfer,  acquire,  possess,  un- 
port.  or  export  under  the  terms  of  an  agree- 
ment for  cooperation  arranged  pursuant  to 
section  123.  such  type  of  utilization  or  pro- 
duction facility.  Such  Ueenaes -ahall  be  is- 
sued in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
chapter  16  and  subject  to  such  conditions 
as  the  Commission  may  by  rule  (»  regula- 
tion establish  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and 
provisions  of  this  Act. 

**  "b.  The  Commission  shall  issue  such  li- 
censes on  a  nonexclusive  basis  to  persons 
applying  therefor  (1)  whose  proposed  ac- 
tivities will  serve  a  useful  purpose  propor- 
tionate to  the  quantities  of  special  nuclear 
material  or  source  material  to  be  utilized; 
(2)  who  are  equipped  to  observe  and  who 
agree  to  observe  such  safety  standards  to 
protect  health  and  to  mtnirni^!^  danger  to 
life  or  property  as  the  Commission  may  by 
rule  establish:  and  (3)  who  agree  to  make 
available  to  the  Commission  such  technical 
information  and  data  concerning  activities 
under  such  licenses  as  the  Conunlssion  may 
determine  necessary  to  i»'omote  the  common 
defense  and  security  and  to  protect  the 
health  and  safety  of  the  public.  All  such 
information  may  be  used  by  the  Commission 
only  for  the  purposes  of  the  common  defense 
and  security  and  to  protect  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  public. 

"  'c.  Each  such  license  shall  be  issued  for 
a  specitted  period,  as  determined  by  the  Com- 
mission, depending  on  the  type  of  activity  to 
be  licensed,  but  not  exceeding  forty  years, 
and  may  be  renewed  upon  the  expiration  of 
such  period. 

"  'd.  No  license  under  this  section  may  be 
given  to  any  person  for  activities  which  are 
not  under  or  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States,  except  for  the  export  of  pro- 
duction or  utlUzation  facilities  under  terms 
of  an  agreement  for  cooperation  arranged 
pursuant  to  section  123.  or  except  under  the 
provisions  of  section  109.  No  license  may 
be  issued  to  any  corporation  or  other  entity 
if  the  OommiEslon  knows  or  has  reason  to 
believe  It  is  owned,  controlled,  or  dominated 
by  an  alien,  a  foreign  corporation,  or  a  for- 
eign government.  In  any  event,  no  license 
may  be  issued  to  any  person  within  the 
United  States  if.  in  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mission, the  issuance  of  a  license  to  such 
person  would  be  Inimical  to  the  common  de- 
fense and  security  or  to  the  health  and  safety 
of  the  public. 

"  'tec.  104.  MkBICAL  Tresap^  akd  ReSeabch 

AMD  DCVSLOPKnilT. 

•*  'a.  The  Commission  is  authorized  to  issue 
licenses  to  persons  applying  therefor  for  uti- 
lisation facilities  for  use  In  medical  thorapy. 


In  issuing  such  licenses  the  ComnvUslcti  ia 
directed  to  permit  the  widest  amount  of  ef- 
fective medical  therapy  possible  with  the 
amount  of  Bi>eclal  ntidear  material  available 
for  such  purposes  and  to  Impose  the  min- 
imum amount  of  regulation  consistent  With 
its  obligations  under  this  Act  to  promote 
the  conunon  defense  and  security  and  to 
protect  the  health  and  safety  of  the  public. 
•*  'b.  The  Commission  is  authorized  to  Is- 
sue licenses  to  persons  applying  therefor  lor 
utilization  and  production  facilities  involved 
in  the  conduct  of  research  and  development 
activities  leading  to  the  demonstrattoa  of 
the  practical  value  of  such  facilities  for  In- 
dustrial or  commercial  purposes.  In  Issuing 
licenses  under  this  subsection,  the  Commis- 
sion shall  impose  the  minimum  amount  of 
such  regulations  and  terms  of  license  as  will 
permit  the  Commission  to  fuinil  its  obliga- 
tions under  this  Act  to  promote  the  comBion 
defence  and  security  and  to  protect  the 
health  and  safety  of  the  public  and  wiU  be 

compatible  with  the  regulations  and  terms 

of  license  which  would  apply  in   the  efent 
that  a  commercial  license  were  later  to  be 
Issued  pursioant  to  section  103  for  that  type 
of  facility.    In  ifsulng  such  licenses,  prioriiy 
Shall  be  given  to  those  activities  which  will. 
In  the  opinion  of  the  Commission,  lead   to 
major  advancas  In  the  application  of  atomic 
energy  for  industrial  or  commercial  purposes. 
"  'c.  The  Commission  Is  authorized  to  issue 
licenseii  to  persons  applying  therefor  for  util- 
ization   and   production   facilities    useful    in 
the  conduct  of  research   and   development 
activities  of  the  types  specified  in  sectloa  31 
and  which  are  not  facilities  of  the  type  speci- 
fied In  subsection  104  b.     The  Commission  Is 
directed     to     impose     only    such     minimum 
amount  of  regtilatlon  of  the  licensee  as  the 
Commission  finds  will  permit  the  Commis- 
sion to  fulflU  Its  obligations  under  this  Act 
to  promote  the  common  defense  and  security 
and  to  protect  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public  and  wUI  permit  the  conduct  of  wide- 
spread and  diverse  research  and  development. 
"  'd.  No  license  under  this  section  may  be 
given  to  any  person  for  activities  v.bich  are 
not  under  or  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States,  except  for  the  export  of  pro- 
duction or  utUlzatlon  facilities  under  terms 
of  an  agreement  for  cooperation    arrai^ed 
pursuant  to  section  123  or  except  under  the 
provisions  of  section  109.     No  llcen.se  may  be 
issued  to  any  corporation  or  other  entity  if 
the  Commission  knows  or  has  reason  to  be- 
lieve It  Is  owned,  controlled,  or  dominated 
by  an  alien,  a  foreign  corporation,  or  a  for- 
eign government.     In  any  event,  no  llcesnse 
may    be    issued    to    any    person    within    the 
United  States  If,  In  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mission, the   Issuance  of  a  license   to   such 
person  would   be   Inimical  to  the  comrton 
defense  and  security  or  to  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  public. 

"  'Sec.  105.  ANTrrsusT  Provisions. — - 
"  'a.  Nothing  contained  in  this  Act.  Includ- 
ing the  provislona  which  vest  title  to  all  spe- 
cial nuclear  material  in  the  United  States. 
shall  relieve  any  parson  from  the  operation 
of  the  foUowing  Acts,  as  amended.  "An  Act 
t©  protect  trade  and  conunerce  against  un- 
lawful restraints  and  monopolies,"  approved 
July  second,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety- 
sections  seventy-three  to  seventy-seven,  in- 
clusive, of  an  Act  enUtled  "An  Act  to  reduce 
taxation,  to  provide  revenue  for  the  Govern- 
ment, and  for  other  purposes"  approved  Au- 
gust  twenty-seven,   eighteen   hundred    and 
ninety-four;  "An  Act  to  supplement  existing 
laws  against  unlawful  restraints  and  monop- 
olies, and  for  other  purposes"  approved  Oc- 
tober fifteen,  nineteen  hundred  and  fourteen- 
and  "An  Act  to-freate  a  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission, to  define  its  powers  and  duties,  and 
for    other    purposes"    approved    September 
twenty-six.  nineteen  hundred  and  fotu-tesn. 
In  the  event  a  Ucensee  is  found  by  a  court  of 
competent  Jxirlsdlctlon.  either  in  an  original 
action  in  that  court  or  in  a  proceeding  to 


enforce  or  review  the  findings  or  orders  of 
any  Oovemment  agency  having  Jurisdiction 
under  the  laws  cited  above,  to  liave  violated 
any  of  iJie  provisions  of  such  laws  in  the  con- 
duct of  the  licensed  activity,  the  Commis- 
sion may  suspend,  revoke,  or  talce  such  other 
action  as  It  may  deem  necessary  with  respect 
to  any  license  issued  by  the  Commission 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 

"  'b.  The  Commission  shall  report 
promptly  to  the  Attorney  General  any  in- 
formation it  may  have  with  respect  to  any 
utilization  of  special  nuclear  material  or 
atomic  energy  which  appears  to  violate  or 
to  tend  toward  the  violation  of  any  of  the 
foregoing  Acts,  or  to  restrict  free  Competi- 
tion  in   private  enterprise. 

■■  'c.  Whenever  the  Commission  proposes 
to  issue  any  license  to  any  person  under  sec- 
tion 103,  it  shall  notify  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral of  the  proposed  license  and  the  pro- 
posed terms  and  conditiona  thereof,  except 
such  classes  or  types  of  licenses,  as  tbe  Com- 
mission, with  the  approval  of  the  Attorney 
General,  may  determine  would  not  signifi- 
cantly affect  the  licensee's  activities  under 
the  antitrust  laws  as  specified  In  subeecUoa 
105  a.  Within  a  reasonab:e  time,  in  no 
event  to  exceed  90  days  after  receiving  such 
notiflcation,  the  Attorney  General  shall  ad- 
vise the  Commission  whether,  insofar  as  he 
can  determine,  the  proposed  license  would 
tend  to  create  or  maintain  a  situation  In- 
consistent with  the  antltru.st  laws,  ard  such 
advice  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Upon  the  request  of  the  Attorney 
General,  the  CommlEsloii  shall  furnish  or 
cause  to  be  furnished  such  Information  as 
the  Attorney  General  determines  to  be  ap- 
propriate or  necessary  to  enable  him  to  give 
the  advice  called  for  by  thi.<(  section. 

"  'Sec.  IOC.  Classes  or  FACiLmss.— The 
Commission  may — 

•■  'a.  Kroup  the  facilities  licensed  either 
under  section  103  or  under  section  104  Into 
clasees  which  may  Include  either  production 
or  utilization  facilities  or  both,  upon  the 
basis  of  the  .similarity  of  operatin',,'  and  tech- 
nical   characieri.stlcs    of    the    facUitleB. 

"  'b.  define  the  various  activities  to  be 
earned  on  at  each  such  class  of  facility;  and 

"  'c.  dcsltrnate  the  amounts  of  special  nu- 
clear material  available  for  use  by  each  such 
faclUfy. 

••  -Sec.  107.  Opehators'  LictNsas.— The 
Commission  shall  — 

"  'a.  prc-^crlbe  unL'orm  conditions  for  li- 
censing individuals  as  operators  of  any  of 
the  various  classes  of  production  and  utUi- 
zation    facilities    licensed    in    this   Act; 

"  'b.  determine  Uie  qualifications  Of  such 
individuals; 

"  'c.  Issue  llcea-^es  to  such  Indivlctuals  »n 
such  form  as  the  Commission  may  pre- 
scribe; and 

"  'd.  suspend  such  licenses  for  violations 
of  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  any  rule  or 
regulation  Issued  thereunder  whenever  the 
Commission  deems  such  action  desirable. 

"  "Sec.  108.   War  ob  Natiokal  EMxactNCT 

Whenever  the  Congress  declares  that  a  state 
of  war  or  national  emergency  exlsits,  the 
commission  Is  authorized  to  suspead  any 
licenses  granted  under  this  Act  if  In  its 
Judgment  such  action  is  necessary  to  the 
common  defense  and  security.  Tha  Com- 
mission is  authorized  during  such  period 
if  the  Commission  finds  it  necessary  to  the 
common  defense  and  security,  to  order  the 
recapture  of  any  special  nuclear  material 
distributed  under  the  provisions  ojr  sub- 
section 63  a.,  or  to  order  the  operation  of 
any  facility  licensed  under  section  103  or 
104.  and  is  authorized  to  order  the  entry 
Into  any  plant  or  facility  In  order  to  re- 
capture such  material,  or  to  operate  such 
facility.  Just  compensation  shall  be  paid 
for  any  damages  caused  by  the  recapture  of 
any  special  nuclear  material  or  by  the  opera- 
tlon  of  any  such  facility. 
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100.  OoMfuwKirt  Pam  or  Paca.- 
nm  — With  respaet  to  those  ntlllaatlao  and 
production  n«cUltl«a  wlklcli  are  so  OiuxmrwalamA 
by  the  Cooainlaston  pursuant  to  inh— f tliwi 
11  p.  <2)  or  11  V.  (21  tba  Cnmmtilon  may 
(Si  Issue  geaeral  Ucsnaes  for  actlvlU«B  re- 
Qured  to  be  Ueensed  under  sectkxi  101.  if 
the  ConunLsiloii  detemrHnrs  ia  writing  that 
sucii  general  licensing  will  not  oonsUtutc  aa 
unreasonable  risk  to  the  ontngion  defenae 
and  security  and  (b|  Issoe  licenses  tor  the 
export  of  tiM-Ji  faculties,  if  tha  Commission 
determines  i:i  writing  that  each  export  will 
not  const!  tu;e  an  unreasonable  risk  to  the 
common  deft  nae  and  security. 

"  'Sk.  1 10.  ExcLoaioiis. — Nothing  in  this 
chapter  shall  be  deemed — 

-  a.  to  require  a  iicenie  for  (1)  the  proc- 
essing, fabricating,  or  . refining  of  special 
nuclear  Katrrial.  or  the  separaUon  of  special 
nuclear  material,  or  the  separation  of  special 
riuciear  xnaier  lai  from  other  suhstanoea. 
under  contritct  with  and  for  the  socount 
of  the  Comniisalon;  or  (2)  the  consiniction 

or  operation  jf  facilities  under  contract  with 
and  fur  the  lurcouat  of  the  Conunlssloo;  or 
"  b.  to  require  s  licet^ae  for  the  mannfac- 
ttire.  producuon.  or  acquisition  by  the  De- 
p-irtment  of  Defense  of  any  utilizaOon  facU- 
:-.y  authoriXKl  pursuant  to  aectlon  91.  or 
for  the  use  of  such  facility  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  or  a  contractor  thereof. 


**    CMAPTCB     1 1 .     tiVTXaJiSTXOHai.    SCIIVIIUUB 

"  Sbc  121  EffU-i  or  IWTxanATiorcAi.  Ab- 
ba rvcKMXim- Any  provision  of  this  Act  or 
any  activm  o'  the  Commission  to  the  extent 
and  during  Jbe  time  that  it  conflicts  with 
the  pruvteiors  of  any  tntemailcn&i  arrange- 
ment made  ;irter  tbe  date  of  enactment  of 
this  Act  thai  be  deemed  lo  be  of  no  force  or 
e.Tect. 

"  Sec.  132  Pocirna  Cowranfxs  iw  Iirrm- 
•HKTi/ankx.  AsBAMSKHKirrs. — In  the  perform- 
ance of  its  functions  under  this  Act.  the 
Ccmml»lon  shall  give  msximtim  effect  to 
the  policies  contained  in  any  international 
arrangement  made  after  Mut  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  Act. 

~  Ssc.  123  CoQpaaii-noK  Wmt  Omxa  Na- 
TT'  Ns  ^Xo  c:oj>€ration  with  any  nation  or 
regK>Bal  def'*nsr  organtzaUon  punuant  to 
sectit  ns  M.  >7,  M.  83.  1C2.  104.  or  144  shaU 
be  ui.dertak<  n  until — - 

**  'a.  the  Commission  or.  in  the  case  of 
those  sgreements  for  cooperation  arranged 
pursuant  to  subeection  144  b..  the  Depart- 
n.er.t  of  Defi'L.$c  has  submitted  to  the  Pres- 
ident the  prupoaed  agreement  for  coopera- 
tion, together  with  its  recommendation 
thereon.  wbi*b  proposed  agreement  stiall  in- 
clude ( 1 1  tite  terms,  conditions,  duration, 
nature,  and  scope  of  the  cooperation;  (2) 
a  g-uaranty  by  the  cooperating  party  that 
security  safe^mards  and  standartls  as  set  forth 
In  the  agre!tnent  for  coopcTstlon  wUl  Iw 
rr.amtalned:  i3i  a  guaranty  by  the  cooperat- 
ir.»:  party  t;iat  any  material  to  t>e  trans- 
ferred pursuant  to  such  agreement  will  not 
b?  tised  for  atomic  weapona  or  for  mearcb 
on  or  devel-^pment  of  atomic  weapons,  or 
for  any  othi-r  military  purpose:  and  (4»  a 
piianuity  by  the  cooperating  party  th&t  any 
material  or  any  Restricted  Data  to  be  trans- 
ferred ptffsiant  to  tbe  agreement  for  co- 
operatloa  will  not  be  transferred  to  unau- 
thortaed  periona  or  beyond  the  Jurisdiction 
of  the  coo|>erattng  party,  except  as  spedAed 
m  the  agree iTjent  for  cooperation; 

**  'b.  the  FYesidCBt  baa  approved  and  au- 
thorized the  execution  a<  tlw  proposed  agree- 
me:::  for  (xxiperatlon.  aiid  has  made  a 
determination  in  writing  that  the  perform- 
ance of  the  i>ropQsed  agrcemeiat  wiU  promote 
and  will  not  bonstKuta  an  unre— nnsbie  liak 
to  the  comnxm  defense  and  security,  and 

"  'c.  the  propoaed  agreemeat  for  coopera- 
tion, together  with  the  approval  and  the 
determinaUcn  of  the  President,  has  been 
submitted  t>  the  Joint  Committee  and  a 
period  of  thirty  days  has  elapsed  while  Ccn- 
gress  is  in  se^ssion  ^in  computing  such  thirty 
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<kyii  thara  shsU  be  cadwled  the  days  osi 
which  either  Boaae  U  bo*  in  ssastan  becaope 
of  aa  adJoaraMcnt  of  osoee  than  three  day*) . 
**  flT  134.  Iim^uiATioaisi.  hxomuc  Pooc — 
Tha  Praaident  Is  authorlaed  to  enter  into  an 
intemattonal  arrang coicitt  with  a  group  of 
natioas  providing  for  inccmaUonal  eooptta- 
tion  In  the  nonmilltary  appUcatlona  of 
■tomtr  energy  aiMl  be  may  thereafter  cooper- 
ate with  that  group  of  nations  fmrsuant  tA 
sections  M.  57.  04.  83.  103.  104.  or  144a.: 
PronAtd..  however.  That  the  cooperation  is 
undertaken  pursuant  to  an  agreement  for 
cooperation  entered  into  in  accordance  with 
•ectlon  12a. 

**  "cHAPns  i  a.  CQirraoL  or  ncroaMA'noir 
"•Set  141  Pourr  — It  shall  be  the  policy 
of  the  Commission  to  control  the  dissemina- 
tion and  declassification  of  Restricted  I>ata 
In  such  a  manner  as  to  assure  the  common 
defense  and  security.  Consistent  with  such 
jjolley.  the  Ccmmisiion  shaM  be  guided  by 
the  followln?  principles: 

-  'a  Until  effective  and  enforceable  Inter- 
national safegTiards  against  the  use  of  atom- 
ic energy  for  destructlre  purposes  have  been 
established  by  an  interr.atlonai  arrangemer.t. 
there  shall  be  no  eichanee  of  Restricted 
Data  with  other  nations  except  as  a-athcrtzed 
by  aectlon  144;  and 

-  -b.  The  dissenalsation  of  scientific  and 
technical  infarmation  relating  tc  atomic  en- 
ergy should  be  permitted  and  encouraged  so 
as  to  provide  that  free  Interchange  of  ideas 
and  critlci«Tn  which  is  essen'.ial  to  scientific 
and  industrial  progress  and  public  under- 
standing and  to  enlarge  the  fund  of  tech- 
nical Informatlcn. 

••  "Sac  142  CLAssinc*TioH  awo  DsctAssin- 
CA"ncH  or  RrsTuicTED  Data  — 

-  *a.  The  Commission  shall  from  time  to 
time  determine  the  data,  wtthm  the  defini- 
tion of  Restricted  Data,  which  can  t>e  pub- 
lished without  undue  risk  to  the  ccmmcn 
defense  and  security  and  shall  thereupon 
catiae  such  data  to  be  declassified  and  re- 
moved from  the  category  of  Restricted  Drta. 

**  -b.  Tbe  Commission  stiall  maintain  a 
continuous  rerlew  of  Restricted  Data  and  of 
sny  Clasalllcatlon  Guides  issued  for  the 
guidance  of  those  In  the  atomic  energy  pro- 
gram with  respect  to  the  areas  of  Restricted 
Data  which  have  been  declassified  in  order 
to  determine  which  information  may  be  de- 
claastfled  and  removed  frtjm  the  category  of 
Restricted  Data  without  undue  riak  to  the 
ooouBon  defense  and  sectirlty. 

-  "c.  In  the  case  of  Restricted  Data  which 
tbe  Ccn»mias*on  and  tile  Department  of  De- 
fense >3intly  ctetermlne  to  relate  prUnarlly  to 
the  military  utilization  of  atomic  weapons, 
the  determination  that  such  data  may  be 
pubUahed  without  constituting  an  unreason- 
able risk  to  the  common  defense  and  security 
BhaU  be  aaade  by  the  Commission  and  the 
Department  of  Defense  jointly,  and  if  the 
Conunlsatoa  and  the  Drpfutment  of  Defense 
do  not  agree,  tbe  determination  shall  be 
made  by  Ott  President. 

~  -d.  The  Commission  shall  remove  from 
the  Restricted  Data  category  such  data  as  the 
CcMnmisBton  and  the  Department  of  I>efenae 
jotntiy  determine  relatea  primarily  to  the 
military  utilization  of  atomic  weapons  and 
which  the  Commtssion  and  Department 
of  Defense  jointly  determine  can  be  ade- 
quately safeguarded  as  defense  information: 
Prorided,  fiowerer.  That  no  such  data  so  re- 
moved from  the  Restricted  Data  category 
shall  be  transmitted  or  otherwise  made  svall- 
able  to  any  nation  or  regional  defease  organi- 
wit*""_  while  such  data  rentalns  defenae  in- 
formation, except  pursuant  to  an  agreement 
for  cooperation  entered  mto  In  accordance 
With  subsection  144  b. 

"  >.  Tbe  Commission  shall  remove  from 
tise  Restricted  Data  category  such  informa- 
tion cooceming  the  atomic  energy  programs 
of  other  nations  as  the  Commission  and  tha 
Director  of  Central  Intelligence  jointly  deter- 
mine to  he  necessary  to  carry  out  tha  pro- 
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visions  of  sectloa  MS  (d) 
Sacorlty  Act  at  IMf .  m  ; 
ad*«|uately  am 
tkon. 

148. 

-Tha 
any  of  ita 

oontrac-tor.    prospectivw 
or  prospective  Uoenaee  of  the 
permit   any  employee  a< 
Departmemt  of  Defenae  or  otf  its 
or  any  aarsBber  et  the 
access  to   Bcatrictcd   Data 
perforxnazkce  of  hla  duties  and  ■ 
t>y   the   head  at   the  approfwiatc 
the  Department  ctf  Deft 
Proruied.  however.  That  the  head  of  tha 
propr-^te  agency  of  the  Department  of 
fenae  cr  his  designee  has  detai  uUned.  la  i 
cordance  with  the  esta Wished  peraoBncI 
cunty    piotcdures    and   ataadanlB   at   sa 
agency,  that  permitting  the  ■■emhcr  or  ■ 
pioyec    to    have    access    to   such    Bsatik. 
E)ata  win  not  endanger  the  mimnii  defc 

and  aecttrity :  AiLd  provided  fnrUier.  That ' 
Secretary  at  Defense  finds  that  the 
lis  bed  peraonnel  and  other  ■cenrity 
ccdurcs  and  standards  at  such  agency 
adequate  and  la  reaeonalaie  coBfonBity  to 
the  standards  estahUsfaed  by  the  Ccoimtsstea 
under  section  145. 

**  -Sec.   144.  larrsaicsTsoiCAL  Cocs  aaaqoas.— 
'  'a.  The    PresMtasit    may    aathorlss    tlie 
Commission  to  cooperate  with  ■"«**»*»•  na- 
tion and  to  ensnmanirate  to  that  natiosi 
strlcted  Data  on — 

"  *  1 1 )   refining.    poriAcatlan.    and 
quent  treatment  of  source  aaaterlal; 
"'tat    reactor  ctevetopnsent; 
*"  (3  J    prodtictlon  of  sperlal  nticlcar 
rial: 

"'(4     health  and  safety: 
*'|5>   induztrial  aad  other  appUcattoCM  of 
atomic  energy  for  peaceful  pwposes:  and 

"  '  ( 6'  research  and  development  relating 
to  th?  foregoing. 

Prondtfd.  however.  That  no  sodi  eoopeia- 
tlon  shall  Involve  the  eammtmicatioB  of  Re- 
stricted Data  relating  to  the  design  or  fabri- 
cation Df  atosnie  weapons:  And  prowided  fwr- 
f^rr.  That  the  cooperation  is  undertaJten 
pmrsuaot  to  an  aereement  for  cooperation 
entered  toto  in  acoordaoee  with  ssctlon  138. 
or  Is  undertaken  pursuant  to  an  agreemott 
csisUii^  on  tbe  effective  date  oi  this  Act. 
"  "b.  The  President  may  aothorize  tbe  De- 
partment of  Defense,  with  the  asslstaiioe  of 
the  Commlsston.  to  cooperate  with  another 
nation  or  with  a  regtonal  defenae  organiza- 
tion to  which  the  ITnited  States  is  a  party. 
and  to  communicate  to  that  nation  or  or- 
ganization such  Restricted  Data  as  is  neces- 
sary tc — 

"'(I)  the  development  of  defense  plans: 
*"(2)  the  training  of  personnel  in  the  em- 
ployment   of    and    rtrfrnsr    against    atomls 
weapons;  and 

"  '(3)  the  evaluation  of  the  capabaitias  of 
potential  enemies  In  the  employment  of 
atomic  weapons. 

while  such  other  nation 
participating  with  the  tTnited 
ant  to  au  iatematloBal  arrangement  tiy  suh- 
stantlal  and  material  eontrlbutlona  to  tSie 
mutual  defense  and  security:  Prowided^ 
however.  That  no  such  cooperatkm  shall  la-' 
volve  cogmnunlcaUan  of  Restricted  Data 
latlng  to  the  design  or  falnication  at  at 
weapons  except  with  regard  to  aUntd  char» 
acterlatics,  including  tiae.  weight,  aid  shape, 
yields  and  effects,  and  systsms  smpluyad  ia 
the  delivery  or  use  thereof  iHit  not  laelndinc 
any  data  in  these  categories  unless  in  ttes 
Joint  judgment  of  the  Commission  and  the 
Department  of  Defense  such  data  wHl  not 
reveal  important  Information  oonoemhic  tha 
design  or  fabrication  of  the  nudsar  eompo- 
nents  of  an  atomic  weapon:  Aikd  prosMsd 
further,  Tiiat  the  cooperation  is  aadertakan 
pursuant  to  an  agreement  entered  into  la 
acsordanee  wKh  section  m. 
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■■  "Brno.  146.  BaaimjiJHMfS.— 

** '%.  No  amuigenient  shall  be  made  mUtar 
•eetlon  81,  no  eo^trmet  shall  be  made  or  oon- 
tlnued  in  effect  iinder  section  41,  and  no 
license  shall  be  Issued  under  section  103  or 
104.  unless  the  person  with  whom  such  ar- 
rangement is  made,  the  contractor  or  proe- 
pectlve  contractor,  or  the  prospective  licensee 
agrees  in  writing  not  to  permit  any  individ- 
ual to  have  access  to  Restricted  Data  until 
the  ClTll  Service  Commission  shall  have  made 
an  investigation  and  report  to  the  Commis- 
sion on  the  character,  associations,  and  loy- 
alty of  such  individual,  and  the  Commission 
shall  have  determined  that  permitting  such 
person  to  have  access  to  Restricted  Data  will 
not  endanger  the  conmion  defense  and  se- 
curity. 

**  'b.  Kxcept  as  authorised  by  the  Com- 
mission or  the  General  Manager  upon  a  de- 
termination by  the  Commission  or  General 
Manager  that  such  action  is  clearly  consist- 
ent with  the  national  Interest,  no  individual 
shall  be  employed  by  the  Commission  nor 
shall  the  Commission  permit  any  individual 
to  have  access  to  Restricted  Data  until  the 
Civil  Service  Conmiission  shall  have  made  an 
investigation  and  report  to  the  Commission 
on  the  character,  associations,  and  loyalty  of 
such  individual,  and  the  Commission  snail 
have  determined  that  permitting  such  per- 
son to  have  access  to  Restricted  Data  will  not 
endnnger  the  conunon  defense  and  security. 

"  'c.  In  the  event  an  Investigation  made 
p\irsuant  to  subsections  a.  and  b.  of  this 
section  develops  any  data  reflecting  that  the 
individual  who  is  the  subject  of  the  investi- 
gation is. of  questionable  loyalty,  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  shall  refer  the  matter 
to  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  for 
the  conduct  of  a  full  field  Investigation,  the 
results  of  which  shall  be  furnished  to  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  for  its  information 
and  apint>priate  action. 

**  'd.  If  the  President  deems  it  to  be  in  the 
national  interest,  he  may  from  time  to  time 
cause  investigation!^  of  any  group  or  class 
which  are  required  by  subsections  a.  and 
b.  of  this  section  to  be  made  by  the  Federal 
Bweau  of  Investigation  Instead  of  by  the 
Civil  Service  Commission. 

"'e.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
subsections  a.  and  b.  of  this  section,  a  ma- 
jority of  the  members  of  the  Commission 
shall  certify  those  specific  positions  which 
are  of  a  high  degree  of  Importance  or  sen- 
sitivity and  upon  such  certification  the  in- 
vestigation and  reports  required  by  such  pro- 
visions shall  be  made  by  the  Federal  Btu-eau 
of  Investigation  instead  of  by  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Commission. 

"  f .  The  Commission  shall  establish 
standards  and  specifications  in  writing  as 
to  the  scope  and  extent  of  investigations  to 
be  made  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission 
pursuant  to  subsections  a.  and  b.  of  this  sec- 
tion. Such  standards  and  specifications  shall 
be  based  on  the  location  and  class  or  kind  of 
worlE  to  l>e  done,  and  shall,  among  other  con- 
siderations, taJce  into  account  the  degree  of 
Importance  to  the  common  defense  and  se- 
curity of  the  Restricted  Data  to  which  access 
will  be  permitted. 

"  'Sbc.  146.  GCNZRAL  Provisions.— 

•"a.  Sections  141  to  145,  Inclusive,  shall 
not  exclude  the  applicable  provisions  of 
any  other  laws,  except  that  no  Government 
agency  shall  take  any  action  under  such 
other  laws  inconsistent  with  the  provisions 
of  those  sections. 

*•  'b.  The  Commission  shall  have  no  power 
to  control  or  restrict  the  dissemination  of 
information  other  than  as  granted  by  this 
or  any  other  law. 

•*  'CBAPTEB    13.    PATZNTS    AND    tNVXNTIONS 

•••Sxc.  151.  MnJTAKT  Utilization. — 
"  'a.  No  patent  shall  hereafter  be  granted 
for  any  invention  or  discovery  which  is  use- 
ful solely  m  the  utilization  of  special  nuclear 
material  or  atomic  energy  in  an  atomic 
weapon.    Any  patent  granted  for  any  such 


Invention  or  discovery  is  hereby  revoked,  and 
Jiist  compensation  shall  be  made  theretor. 
*"b.  No  patent  hereafter  granted  thall 
confer  any  rights  with  respect  to  any  inven- 
tion or  discovery  to  the  extent  that  such 
Invention  or  discovery  is  used  in  the  utiliza- 
tion of  special  nuclear  material  or  atomic 
energy  In  atomic  weapons.  Any  rights  con- 
ferred by  any  patent  heretofore  granted  for 
any  invention  or  discovery  are  hereby  re- 
voked to  the  extent  that  such  Invention  or 
discovery  is  so  used,  and  Just  compensation 
shall  be  made  therefor. 

•"c.  Any  person  who  has  made  or  here- 
after makes  any  invention  or  discovery  use- 
ful (1)  in  the  production  or  utilization  of 
special  nuclear  material  or  atomic  energy; 
(2)  in  the  utilization  of  special  nuclear  ma- 
terial in  an  atomic  weapon;  or  (3)  In  the 
utilization  of  atomic  energy  in  an  atomic 
weapon,  shall  file  with  the  Commission  a 
report  containing  a  complete  description 
thereof  unless  such  Invention  or  discovery  is 
described  In  an  application  for  a  patent  filed 
with  the  Commissioner  of  Patents  by  $uch 
person  within  the  time  required  for  the  filing 
of  such  report.  The  report  covering  any  such 
invention  or  discovery  shall  be  filed  on  or 
before  whichever  of  the  following  is  the  later : 
either  the  ninetieth  day  after  completion  of 
such  invention  or  discovery;  or  the  ninetieth 
day  after  such  person  first  discovers  or  first 
has  reason  to  believe  that  such  Invention  or 
discovery  is  useful  in  such  production  or 
utilization. 

••  'd.  The  Commissioner  of  Patents  shall 
notify  the  Commission  of  all  applications  for 
patents  heretofore  or  hereafter  filed  which, 
in  his  opinion,  disclose  Inventions  or  dis- 
coveries required  to  be  reported  under  sub- 
section 151  c,  and  shall  provide  the  Com- 
mission access  to  all  such  applications. 

•*  'SW3.     152.    IlfVKNTIONS    CONCEIVED    DORINO 

Commission  Contbacts. — Any  inventloa  or 
discovery,  useful  In  the  production  or  utili- 
zation of  special  nuclear  material  or  atomic 
energy,  made  or  conceived  under  any  con- 
tract, subcontract,  arrangement,  or  other  re- 
lationship with  the  Commission,  regardless 
of  whether  the  contract  or  arrangement  in- 
volved the  expenditure  of  funds  by  the  Oom- 
misslon,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  made 
or  conceived  by  the  Commission,  except  that 
the.  Commission  may  waive  its  claim  to  any 
such  invention  or  discovery  If  made  or  con- 
ceived by  any  person  at  or  in  connection  with 
any  laboratory  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  as  provided  in  section  33.  or  un- 
der such  other  circumstances  as  the  Oum- 
mlsslon  may  deem  appropriate.  No  patent 
for  any  Invention  or  discovery  useful  In  the 
production  or  utilization  of  special  nuclear 
material  or  atomic  energy,  shall  be  Issued 
unless  the  applicant  files  with  the  applica- 
tion, or  within  30  days  after  request  therefor 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Patents,  a  stateraent 
under  oath  setting  forth  the  full  facts  sur- 
rounding the  making  or  conception  of  the 
invention  or  discovery  described  In  the  ap- 
plication and  whether  the  invention  or  dis- 
covery was  made  or  conceived  In  the  course 
of,  in  connection  with,  or  under  the  terms 
of  any  contract,  subcontract,  arrangement, 
or  other  relationship  with  the  Commis^on, 
regardless  of  whether  the  contract  or  arrange- 
ment involved  the  expenditure  of  funds  by 
the  Commission.  The  Commissioner  of  Pat- 
ents shall  forthwith  forward  copies  of  the 
application  and  the  statement  to  the  Com- 
mission. 

"  'The  Commissioner  of  Patents  may  pro- 
ceed with  the  application  and  Issue  the  pat- 
ent to  the  applicant  (If  the  Invention  or  dis- 
covery is  otherwise  patentable)  unless  the 
Commission,  within  90  days  after  receipt  of 
copies  of  the  application  and  statement,  di- 
rects the  Commissioner  of  Patents  to  iabue 
the  patent  to  the  Commission  (if  the  inven- 
tion or  discovery  is  otherwise  patentable)  to 
be  held  by  the  Commission  as  the  agent  of 
and  on  behalf  of  the  United  States. 


*  'If  the  Commission  files  such  a  direction 
with  the  Commissioner  of  Patents,  and  if  the 
applicant's  statement  claims,  and  the  appli- 
cant BtlU  believes,  that  the  Invention  or  dis- 
covery was  not  made  or  conceived  in  the 
course  of.  In  connection  with,  or  under  the 
terms  of  any  contract,  subcontract,  arrange- 
ment, or  other  relationship  with  the  Com- 
mission entitling  the  Commission  to  take 
title  to  the  application  or  the  patent,  the 
applicant  may,  within  30  days  after  notifica- 
tion of  the  filing  of  such  a  direction,  request 
a  hearing  before  a  Board  of  Patent  Interfer- 
ences. The  Board  shall  have  the  power  to 
hear  and  determine  whether  the  Commission 
was  entitled  to  the  direction  filed  with  the 
Commissioner  of  Patents.  The  Board  shall 
follow  the  rules  and  procedures  establlsbed 
for  interference  cases  and  an  appeal  may  be 
taken  by  either  the  applicant  or  the  Conunls- 
slon  from  the  final  order  of  the  Boafd  to  the 
Court  of  Customs  and  Patent  Apipeals  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  governing 
the  appeals  from  the  Board  of  Patent  Inter- 
ferences. 

"  'If  the  statement  filed  by  the  applicant 
should  thereafter  be  found  to  contain  false 
material  statements  any  notification  by  the 
Commission  that  It  has  no  objections  to  the 
Issuance  of  a  patent  to  the  applicant  shall 
not  be  deemed  In  any  respect  to  constitute 
a  waiver  of  the  provisions  of  this  section  or 
of  any  applicable  civil  or  criminal  statute, 
and  the  Commission  may  have  the  title  to 
the  patent  transferred  to  the  Commission  on 
the  records  of  the  Commissioner  of  Patents 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
section. 

"  'Sec.  153.  NoNMn.rr*BT  Uttlization  — 

*'  'a.  The  Commission  may.  after  giving 
the  patent  owner  an  opportunity  for  a  hear- 
ing, declare  any  patent  to  be  affected  with  the 
public  interest  If  ( 1 )  the  Invention  or  dU- 
covery  covered  by  the  patent  Is  of  primary 
Importance  In  the  production  or  utilization 
of  special  nuclear  material  or  atomic  energy; 
and  (2)  the  licensing  of  such  Invention  or 
discovery  under  this  section  Is  of  primary  Im- 
portance to  effectuate  the  policies  and  pur- 
poses of  this  Act. 

"  'b.  Whenever  any  patent  has  been  de> 
clared  affected  with  the  public  Interest,  pur- 
suant to  subsection  153  a. — 

"'(1)  the  Commission  Is  hereby  licensed 
to  use  the  Invention  or  discovery  covered  by 
such  patent  in  performing  any  of  Its  powers 
under  this  Act;  and 

"•(2)  any  person  may  apply  to  Lfco  Com- 
mission for  a  nonexclusive  patent  lk:ense  to 
use  the  Invention  or  discovery  covered  by 
such  patent,  and  the  Commission  shall  grant 
such  patent  license  to  the  extent  that  It  finds 
that  the  use  of  the  Invention  or  discovery 
Is  of  primary  importance  to  the  conduct  of  an 
activity  by  such  person  authorized  uoder  this 
Act. 

"  'c.  Any  person — 

"'(1)  who  has  made  application  to  the 
Commission  for  a  license  under  sections  53 
62.  63.  81.  103.  or  104,  or  a  permit  or  lease 
under  section  67; 

•"(2)  to  whom  such  license,  permit,  or 
lease  has  been  Issued  by  the  Commlsalon; 

"■(3)  who  is  authorized  to  conduct  such 
activities  as  such  applicant  Ls  conducting  or 
proposes  to  conduct  under  a  general  license 
issued  by  the  Commission  under  sections  62 
or  81;  or 

"'(4)  whose  activities  or  proposed  activ- 
ities are  authorized  under  section  31, 
may  at  any  time  make  application  to  the 
Commission  for  a  patent  license  for  the  use  of 
an  inventf%n  or  discovery  useful  In  the  pro- 
duction or  utilization  of  special  nuclear  ma- 
terial or  atomic  energy  covered  by  a  pat»nt. 
Each  such  application  shall  set  forth  the 
nature  and  purpose  of  the  use  which  the  ap- 
plicant intends  to  make  of  the  patent  license, 
the  steps  taken  by  the  applicant  to  obtain  a 
patent  license  from  the  owner  of  the  patent, 
and  a  statement  of  the  effects,  as  estimated 
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by  the  applicant,  on  the  authorised  active 
Ittes  which  will  result  from  failure  to  otxain 
such  patent  license  and  which  will  rcsiiit 
from  the  granung  of  such  patent  license. 

-  d.  Wiienerer  any  person  has  made  an 
application  to  the  Com  mission  for  a  patent 
license  pur«u«jat  to  subaection   153  c. — 

"■(1)  the  Commission,  within  30  days 
alter  the  filing  of  such  application,  shall 
make  available  to  the  owner  of  the  patent 
all  of  the  Infa-matlon  contained  In  such  ap- 
plication, and  shall  notify  the  owner  of  the 
patent  of  the  time  and  place  at  which  a 
bearing  will  be  held  by  the  Commission; 

"(21  the  C-immlsslon  shall  hold  a  hear- 
ing within  60  days  after  the  fiUn?  of  such 
application  at  a  time  and  place  designated 
by  the  Commission:   and 

■••(3)  in  thi*  event  an  applicant  applies 
for  two  or  mere  patent  licenses,  the  Ccm- 
rr.lssion  may.  i\  its  discretion,  order  the  con- 
s«i:datlon  of  nuch  appllcailorj.  and  If  the 
patents  are  om  ned  bv  more  than  one  owner, 
such  owners  may  be  made  parties  to  one 
hearing 

•  e.  If.  after  any  hearlne  conducted  pur- 
suant to  sujsi'ctlcn  153  d  .  the  Commission 
find  that— 

•  -(n  the  invention  or  discovery  covered 
bv  the  patent  Is  cf  primary  importance  In 
the  production  or  utlllrailon  of  epecial  nu- 
clear material  or  atomic  energy: 

••  "iSt  the  licensing  of  fuch  Invention  or 
discovery  Is  of  primary  Importance  to  the 
conduct  of  the  activities  of  the  applicant; 

•••(3(  the  a.~tlvitles  to  which  the  patent 
l.cense  are  pro:">osed  to  be  applied  by  such  ap- 
plicant are  ct  primary  Importance  to  the 
furtherance  of  policies  and  purposes  of  this 
Ac:,  and 

••■(4i  such  applicant  cannot  otherwise 
obtain  a  patent  license  from  the  owner  of 
the  patent  on  terms  which  the  Commission 
deems  to  be  reas-^nable  for  the  intended  use 
of  the  patent  'o  be  made  by  such  applicant. 

the  Commlsslcn  shall  license  the  applicant 
to  use  the  lnv<-ntlon  or  discovery  covered  by 
the  patent  lor  the  piirposes  staud  In  such 
application  on  terms  deemed  equitable  by 
the  Commission  and  generally  not  less  fair 
than  those  granted  by  the  patentee  or  bv  the 
Commission  Ut  similar  licensees  lor  com- 
parable use. 

••  f .  The  Corimlaslon  shall  not  grant  any 
patent  license  pursuant  to  suljsecUon  153  e. 
for  any  other  piirpose  than  that  stated  in 
the  application.  Nor  shall  the  Commission 
grant  any  patent  license  to  any  other  appli- 
cant for  a  patent  license  on  the  same  patent 
without  an  application  belnr  made  by  such 
applicant  pursuant  to  subsection  153  c.  and 
without  separate  notification  and  hearing 
as  provided  in  subsecUon  153  d..  and  without 
a  separate  finding  as  provided  in  subsection 
153  e. 

••  p  The  owner  of  the  patent  affected  by 
a  declaration  or  a  finding  made  by  the  Com- 
mission pursuant  to  sulwection  153  b.  or 
153  e  shall  be  entitled  to  a  reasonable  royal- 
ty fee  from  the  licensee  for  any  use  of  an 
invention  or  discovery  licensed  by  this  sec- 
tion. Such  royalty  fee  may  be  agreed  upon 
by  such  owner  and  the  patent  licensee,  or 
in  the  absence  of  such  agreement  shall  be 
determined  for  each  patent  license  by  the 
Commission    pursuant    to   subsection    157   c. 

**  'h.  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
apply  to  any  patent  the  application  for 
which  shall  have  been  filed  before  September 
1.  1959. 

■•  Sec.  154.  Injunctions — No  court  shall 
have  jurisdiction  of  power  to  stay,  restrain, 
or  otherwise  enjoin  the  tise  of  any  Invention 
or  discovery  by  a  patent  licensee,  to  the 
extent  that  such  use  is  licensed  by  sub- 
section 153  b.  or  153  e.  If,  In  any  action 
against  sucb  patent  Ucensee.  the  court  shall 
determine  that  the  defendant  Is  exercising 
such  license,  the  measure  of  damages  shall 
be  the  royalty  fee  determined  ptirsuant  to 
subsection  157  c.  together  with  such  costs, 


interest,  azkd  reasonable  attorney's  fees  as 
may  l>e  fixed  by  tlM  court.  11  no  royalty 
lee  has  been  detenniiicd.  the  court  shall 
stay  the  proceeding  until  the  royalty  fee 
la  determined  purstiant  to  subsection  157  c. 
If  any  such  patent  Ucensee  shall  fall  to 
pay  such  royalty  fee.  the  patentee  may 
bring  an  action  in  any  court  of  competent 
JurtadictlOD  for  such  royalty  fee.  together 
With  such   costs,   interest,  and   reasonable 

attorney's  fees  as  may  be  fixed  by  the  court. 
"  'Sbc.  155  Paioa  Aar — In  connection  with 
appUcmtiona  for  patents  covered  by  tliia 
Chapter,  the  fact  that  the  invention  or  dis- 
covery was  known  or  used  before  shall  be  a 
bar  to  the  patenting  of  such  mvenucn  or 
discovery  even  though  such  prior  knowledge 
or  uae  was  under  secrecy  within  the  atomic 
energy  prosrain  of  the  United  States. 

"  Smc.  156  Commission  Patxnt  Licinsts. — 
The  Commission  shall  establuh  standard 
spectflcatlons  upon  which  it  m&y  (rrant  a 
patent  license  to  use  any  patent  held  by  the 
Commtaaton  or  declared  to"  be  aJTected  with 
the  public  interest  pursuant  to  subsection 
1C3  a  Such  a  patent  license  shall  not  waive 
any  of  the  other  provisions  of  this  Act. 

~  "Sic  157.  Ccmpixsation.  Awaids,  and 
rotaltixs  — 

•■  "a.  Patent  Comfexsation  Boako  — The 
Commission  shall  designate  a  Patent  Com- 
pensation Board  to  consider  appUcations 
under  this  section.  The  members  of  the 
Board  shall  receive  a  per  diem  compensa- 
tion for  each  day  spent  In  meetings  or  con- 
ferences, and  all  members  shall  receive  their 
necessary  travellns  or  other  expenses  mhile 
eneaged  in  the  a-crk  of  the  Board.  The 
members  of  the  Board  may  serve  as  such 
without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  sections 
281.  283.  or  284  of  Title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code,  except  In  so  far  as  such  sec- 
tions may  prohibit  any  such  member  from 
receiving  compensation  in  respect  of  any 
particular  matter  which  directly  involves 
the  Commission  or  In  vihlch  the  Commission 
is  directly  Interested. 

"  'b   ELiciBrtrrT  — 

"  'd  )  Any  owner  of  s  patent  licensed  under 
section  158  or  subsections  153  b  or  153  e. 
or  any  patent  licensee  thereunder  may  make 
application  to  the  Commission  for  the  deter- 
mination of  a  reasonable  royalty  fee  In  ac- 
cordance with  such  procedures  as  the  Com- 
mission  by  regulation   may  establish. 

•■'(2)  Any  person  seeking  to  obtain  the 
Just  compensation  provided  in  section  151 
shall  make  application  therefor  to  the  Com- 
mission In  accordance  with  such  procedures 
as  the  Commission  may  by  regulation  estab- 
lish. 

"■<3>  Any  person  making  any  Invention 
or  discovery  useful  In  the  production  or 
utilization  of  special  nuclear  material  or 
atomic  energy,  who  Is  not  entitled  to  com- 
pensation or  a  royalty  therefor  under  this 
Act  and  who  has  compiled  with  the  provi- 
sions of  section  151  c.  hereof  may  make 
application  to  the  Commission  for.  and  the 
Commission  may  grant,  an  award.  The 
ComnUssion  may  also,  upon  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  General  Advisory  Com- 
mittee, and  with  the  approval  of  the  Presi- 
dent, grant  an  award  for  any  especially 
meritorious  contribution  to  the  develop- 
ment, use,  or  control  of  atomic  energy. 

"  'c.  Standaxds. — 

"'(1)  In  determining  a  rearonable  royalty 
fee  as  provided  for  In  subsections  153  b.  or 
153  e.,  the  Commission  shall  take  Into  con- 
sideration (A)  the  advice  of  the  Patent  Com- 
pensation Board;  (B»  any  defense,  general 
or  special,  that  might  be  pleaded  by  a  de- 
fendant in  an  action  for  Infringement;  (C) 
the  extent  to  which.  If  any,  such  patent  was 
developed  through  federally  financed  re- 
search: and  (D)  the  degree  of  utility, 
novelty,  and  importance  of  the  invention  or 
discovery,  and  may  consider  the  cost  to  the 
owner  of  the  patent  of  developing  such  in- 
vention or  discovery  or  acquiring  such 
patent. 


"'iS)  In  determining  wkat 
Just  compensation  as  proTtdact  tor 
tton  151.  or  in  determtxdnc  tike 
any  award  under  subseetkiD  157  bL  (3), 
Commusion  shall  take  into  aeoovnt  the  ' 
sMcratlons  set  forth  la  subsection  157  c  (1) 
and  tne  actual  use  of  such  luTeatian  or  (Us- 
oovery.  Such  comprnsattom  BSAy  be  pttkl  by 
the  Commiaskia  in  periodic  psLymenta  or  ia 
a  lump  nun. 

**  -Sac  158.  MoRorousnc  Use  or  Pj 
Whenever  the  owner  of  any  r»*»"t 
granted  for  any  invention  or  discovery  at  prt- 
mary  use  in  the  utlllsatlcn  or  productton  of 
special  nuclear  material  or  atomic  cocxfT 
Is  found  by  a  court  of  competent  JurtedlcCtoa 
to  have  mtentionaliy  uaed  such  patent  In  » 
mivnner  so  as  to  rlolate  any  at  tne  antltmat 
laws  specified  In  rubsectlon  105  a.,  tbere  ramf 
be  Included  in  the  Judgment  of  the  court. 
in  its  discretion  and  in  addition  to  any  dtbcr 
lawful  sanctions,  a  requirement  that  sDCh 
owner  license  such  patent  to  any  other  li- 
censee cf  the  Commission  who  demonstrates 
a  need  therefor.  Such  licensee  shall  pay  a 
reasonable  royalty  fee.  to  l>e  dctennined  In 
accrdance  with  section  157,  to  the  owner 
of  the  patent. 

"  Src  159  PEonLALLT  FtNANrco  RzsKAaca.— 
Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  affect  the  right 
of  the  Commission  to  require  that  patents 
granted  on  Inventions,  made  or  conceived 
during  the  course  of  federally  financed  re- 
search or  operations,  be  assigned  to  the 
United  States. 

"  'SBr  160  SAvrNc  Clattse. — Any  patent 
application  on  w^hlch  a  patent  was  denied 
by  the  United  States  Patent  OtQce  under 
sections  11  (a)  (li.  11  (al  {7\ .  or  11  (b)  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946.  and  which 
Is  n<it  prohibited  by  section  151  or  section 
155  of  this  Act  may  be  reinstated  upon  ap- 
plication to  the  Commissioner  of  Patents 
within  one  year  after  enactment  of  thia 
Act  and  shall  then  be  deemed  to  have  been 
continuously  pending  since  Its  original  filing 
date:  Proi-idcd.  hotrever.  That  no  patent  is- 
sued upon  any  patent  application  so  rein- 
stated shall  in  any  way  furnish  a  basis  of 
c!alm  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

•'  'CHAPrra  i4    central  AurHoarrr 

••  "Sec.  161.  General  Provtsions. — In  the 
performance  of  its  functions  the  Commission 
is  authorized  to — 

"  'a.  establish  advisory  boards  to  adrlae 
a-tth  and  make  recommendations  to  the  Com- 
mission on  legislation,  pwllcies.  administra- 
tion, research,  and  other  matters,  provided 
that  the  Commission  issues  regulations  set- 
ting forth  the  scope,  procedure,  and  limita- 
tions of  the  authority  of  each  such  board; 

"  "b.  establish  by  rule,  regulation,  or  order. 
such  standards  and  Instructions  to  govern 
the  possession  and  use  of  special  nuclear  ma- 
terial, source  material,  tmd  byproduct  mate- 
rial as  the  Coi.imlsslon  may  deem  necessary 
or  desirable  to  promote  the  common  defense 
and  security  or  to  protect  health  or  to  mini- 
mize daneer  to  life  or  property; 

"  'c.  make  such  studies  and  investigations, 
obtain  such  Information,  and  hold  such 
meetings  or  hearings  as  the  Commission  may 
deem  necee-ary  or  proper  to  assist  it  in  exer- 
cising any  authority  provided  In  this  Act,  or 
in  the  administration  or  enforcement  of  thia 
Act.  or  any  regulations  or  orders  issued  there- 
under. For  such  purposes  the  Commission 
Is  authorized  to  administer  oaths  and  afflr- 
matlons.  and  by  subpena  to  require  any  per- 
son to  appear  and  testify,  or  to  appear  and 
produce  documents,  or  both,  at  any  desig- 
nated place.  No  person  shall  be  exctised  from 
complying  with  any  requirements  under  this 
paragraph  because  of  his  privilege  against 
self-incrimination,  but  the  immunity  pro- 
visions of  the  Compulsory  Testimony  Act  of 
February  11,  1893.  shaU  apply  with  respect 
to  any  individual  who  spedflcsLlIy  claims  such 
privilege.  Witnesses  subpenaed  under  .tbls 
subsection  shall  be  paid  the  same  fees  and 
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mllMC*  M  are  peilu  witnesses  In  the  district 
courts  of  the  miltad  States; 

"  'd.  appoint  and  fix  tbe  eompensatlcm  of 
such  oflleers  and  employees  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  carry  out  tne  functions  of  tbe  Com- 
mission. Such  officers  and  employees  shall 
be  appointed  In  accordance  with  the  civil 
service  laws  and  their  compensation  fixed  In 
accordance  with  the  Classification  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  except  that,  to  the  extent 
the  CommlsBion  deems  such  action  neces- 
sary to  the  discharge  of  its  responsibilities, 
personnel  may  be  employed  and  their  com- 
pensation fixed  without  regard  to  such  laws: 
Provided,  however.  That  no  offlcer  or  em- 
ployee (except  such  officers  and  employees 
whose  compensation  is  fixed  by  law,  and 
BClentifle  and  technical  personnel)  whose  po- 
sition would  be  subject  to  the  Classification 
Act  of  1949.  as  amended,  if  such  Act  were 
applicable  to  such  position,  shall  be  paid  a 
salary  at  a  rate  In  excess  of  the  rate  payable 
under  such  Act  for  positions  of  equivalent 
difficulty  or  responsibility.  The  Commission 
shall  make  adeq\iate  provision  for  adminis- 
trative review  of  any  determination  to  dis- 
miss any  employee; 

"  'e.  acquire  such  material,  property, 
equipment,  and  facilities,  establish  or  con- 
struct such  buildings  and  .facilities,  and 
modify  such  bviildings  and  facilities  from 
time  to  time,  as  it  may  deem  necessary,  and 
construct,  acquire,  provide,  or  arrange  for 
such  facilities  and  services  (at  project  sites 
where  such  facilities  and  services  are  not 
available)  for  the  housing,  health,  safety, 
welfare,  and  recreation  of  personnel  employed 
by  the  Commission  as  it  may  deem  necessary, 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  174; 

"  'f .  with  the  consent  of  the  agency  con- 
cerned, utilise  or  employ  the  services  or  per- 
sonnel of  any  Government  agency  or  any 
State  or  local  governnxent,  or  voluntary  or 
uncompensated  personnel,  to  perform  such 
fiinctions  on  its  behalf  as  may  ap[>ear  de- 
sirable; 

"  'g.  acquire,  pxirchase.  lease,  and  hold  real 
and  personal  property.  Including  patents,  as 
agent  of  and  on  behalf  of  the  United  States, 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  174,  and 
to  sell,  lease,  grant,  and  dispose  of  such  real 
and  personal  property  as  provided  in  this 
Act; 

"  'h.  consider  in  a  single  application  one 
or  more  of  the  activities  for  which  a  license 
is  required  by  this  Act.  combine  in  a  single 
license  one  or  more  of  such  activities,  and 
permit  the  applicant  or  licensee  to  in- 
ccn-porate  by  reference  pertinent  -  informa- 
tion already  filed  with  the  Commlaslon; 

"  'i.  preacritM  such  regulations  or  orders 
as  It  may  deem  necessary  (1)  to  protect  Re- 
stricted Data  received  by  any  person  In 
connection  with  any  activity  authorized  pur- 
suant to  this  Act,  (2)  to  guard  against 
the  loss  or  diversion  of  any  special  nuclear 
material  acquired  by  any  i>erson  pursuant 
to  section  53  or  produced  by  any  person  in 
connection  with  any  activity  authorized  pur- 
suant to  this  Act,  and  to  prevent  any  use 
or  disposition  thereof  which  the  Commission 
may  cietermine  to  be  inimical  to  the  com- 
mon defense  and  security,  and  (3)  to  govern 
any  activity  authorized  pursuant  to  this  Act, 
including  standards  and  restrictions  govern- 
ing the  design,  location,  and  operation  of 
facilities  used  in  the  conduct  of  such  activi- 
ty, in  order  to  protect  health  and  to  mini- 
mize danger  to  life  or  property; 

*"J.  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  except  sec- 
tion 207  of  that  Act,  or  any  other  law,  make 
such  disposition  as  it  may  deem  desirable  of 
(1)  radioactive  materials,  and  (2)  any  other 
property,  the  special  disposition  of  which  is. 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission,  in  the 
Interest  of  the  national  security:  Provided 
however.  That  the  property  f\irnlshed  to 
licensees  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  subsection  181  m.  shaU  not  be  deemed 


to  be  iMt)perty  disposed  of  by  the  CommSaslon 
pursuant  to  this  subsection; 

"  'M.  authcNTlae  such  of  its  membera,  offi- 
cers, and  employees  as  It  deems  necessary 
in  the  Interest  of  the  conunon  defense  and 
security  to  carry  firearms  while  In  the  dis- 
charge of  their  official  duties.  The  Cotimls- 
slon  may  also  authorize  such  of  those  em- 
ployees of  Its  contractors  engaged  in  the  pro- 
tection of  property  owned  by  the  United 
States  and  located  at  facilities  owned  by  or 
contracted  to  the  United  States  as  it  fleems 
necessary  in  the  Interests  of  the  co«imon 
defense  and  Bccurlty  to  carry  firearms  while 
In  the  discharge  of  their  official  duties; 

"  '1.  seciu^  the  admittance  of  duty  into 
the  United  States  of  purchases  made  abroad 
of  source  materials.,  upon  certiflcatlon  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that  such  entry 
is  necessary  in  the  Interest  of  the  common  de- 
fense  and  security; 

"  'm.  enter  Into  agreements  with  persons 
licensed  imder  section  103  or  104  for  such 
periods  of  time  as  the  Commission  may  deem 
necessary  or  desirable  ( 1 )  to  provide  for  the 
processing,  fabricating,  separating,  or  refin- 
ing in  facilities  owned  by  the  Commission  of 
sotirce.  byproduct,  or  other  material  of  spe- 
cial nuclear  material  owned  by  or  made 
available  to  such  licensees  and  which  is 
utilized  or  produced  In  the  conduct  of  the 
licensed  activity,  and  (2)  to  sell,  lease,  or 
otherwise  make  available  to  such  licensees 
such  quantities  of  source  or  byproduct  ma- 
terial, and  other  material  not  defined  as 
special  nuclear  material  pursuant  to  this 
Act.  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  conduct  of 
the  licensed  activity:  Provided,  however, 
That  any  such  agreement  may  be  canceled 
by  the  licensee  at  any  time  upon  payment  of 
such  reasonable  cancellation  charges  at  may 
be  agreed  upon  by  the  licensee  and  the 
Commission:  And  provided  further.  That  the 
Commission  shaU  establish  prices  to  be  paid 
by  licensees  for  material  or  services  to  be 
furnished  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
this  subsection,  which  prices  shall  be  estab- 
lished on  sirch  a  nondiscriminatory  basis  as, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission,  will  pro- 
vide reasonable  com{>ensation  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  such  material  or  services  and  will 
not  discourage  the  development  of  sources 
of  supply  Independent  of  the  Commission; 

"  'n.  assign  scientific,  technical,  profes- 
sional, and  administrative  employees  for  in- 
struction, education,  or  training  by  public 
or  private  agencies,  institutions  of  learning, 
laboratories,  or  Industrial  or  commercial  or- 
ganizations and  to  pay  the  whole  or  any  part 
of  the  salaries  of  such  employees,  costs  of 
their  transportation  and  per  diem  In  lieu  of 
subsistence  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws  and  regulations,  and  training  cluirges 
Incident  to  their  assignments  (including  tui- 
tion and  other  related  fees)  :  Provided,  how- 
ever. That  ( 1 )  not  more  that  one  per  centum 
of  the  eligible  employees  shall  be  so  assigned 
during  any  fiscal  year,  and  ( 2 )  any  such  as- 
signment shall  be  approved  in  advance  by 
the  Commission  or  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  a  training  program  previously  approved 
by  the  Commission:  And  provided  further. 
That  appropriations  or  other  funds  avaUable 
to  the  Commission  for  salaries  or  expenses 
shall  be  available  for  the  purposes  of  this 
subsection: 

"  '0.  delegate  to  the  General  Manpger  or 
other  ofBcers  of  the  Commission  any  of  those 
functions  assigned  to  it  under  this  Act  ex- 
cept those  specified  in  sections  51.  5/  a.  (3), 
61,  102  (with  resiject  to  the  finding  of  prac- 
tical value),  108.  123,  145  b.  (with  respect 
to  the  determination  of  those  persons  to 
whom  the  Commission  may  reveal  Restricted 
Data  in  the  national  interest).  145  e  and 
161  a.; 

•  'p.  require  by  rule,  regulation,  or  c»der, 
such  reports,  and  the  Iceeping  of  such  records 
with  respect  to,  and  to  provide  for  such  in- 
spections of,  activities  and  studies  of  types 
specified  in  section  31  and  of  activities  under 


licensee  Issued  pursuant  to  sections  63.  63, 
81,  103,  and  104,  as  may  be  necessary  to 
effectuate  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  including 
section  105;  and 

"  'q.  make,  promulgate,  issue,  reaclnd,  and 
amend  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purpoees  of  this 
Act. 

"  "Sec.  162.  Contracts. — The  President  may. 
in  advance,  exempt  any  8i>eciflc  action  of 
the  Commission  in  a  particular  matter  from 
.the  provisions  of  law  relating  to  contracts 
whenever  he  determines  that  such  action  is 
essential  in  the  interest  of  the  common  de- 
fense and  security. 

'•  'Sec.  163.  Aovisobt  CoMxrTm. — The 
members  of  the  General  Advisory  Committee 
established  pursuant  to  section  26  and  the 
members  of  advisory  boards  established  pur- 
suant to  section  161  a.  may  serve  as  such 
without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  sections 
281.  283,  or  284  of  Title  18  of  the  United 
SUtes  Code,  except  insofar  as  such  sections 
may  prohibit  any  such  member  from  receiv- 
ing compensation  In  respect  of  any  particu- 
lar matter  which  directly  Involves  the  Com- 
mission or  in  which  the  Commission  is 
directly  interested. 

•'  'Sec.   164.  Elxcthic  Urn-rrT  CoKtxacts. — 
The  Commission  is  authorized  in  connection 
with    the   construction    or    op>eratlOn   of   the 
Oak  Ridge.  Paducah.  and  Portsmouth  instal- 
lations of  the  Commission,  without  regard 
to  section  3679  of  the   Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,    to    enter    into    new    contracts   or 
modify  or  confirm  existing  contracts  to  pro- 
vide  for  electric  utility  services  for   periods 
not    exceeding   twenty-five   years,   and    such 
contracts  shall  be  subject  to  termination  by 
the  Commission  upon  payment  of  cancella- 
tion costs  as  provided  in  such  contracta.  and 
any     appropriation    presently    or    hereafter 
made  available  to  the  Commissioa  shall  b« 
available  for  the  payment  of  such  cancella- 
tion costs.     Any  such  cancellation  payments 
shall  be  taken  into  consideration  in  determi- 
nation of  the  rate  to  be  charged  in  the  event 
the  Commission  or  any  other  agency  of  the 
Federal  Government  shall  purchase  electrlo 
utility  services   from   the   contracflor  subse- 
quent to  the  cancellation  and  durlag  the  life 
of  the  orl(,'ln-»l  contract.     The  authority  of 
the  Commission  under  this  section  to  enter 
into  new  contracts  or  modify  or  confirm  ex- 
isiinf;  contracts  to  provide  for  electric  utility 
services  includes,  in  case  such  electric  utility 
services    are    to    be    furntehed    to    the   Com- 
mlyslon  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority, 
authority  to  contract  with  any  person  to  fur- 
nish electric  utility  services  to  the  Tennessee 
Valley    Authority    in    replacement    thereof. 
Any  contract   hereafter  entered   into   by   the 
Commission  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  be 
submitted   to   the   Joint   Committee   and   a 
period  of  thirty  days  shall  elapse  while  Con- 
gress  is  in  session  i  In  computing  sUch  thirty 
days,   there  shall   be   excluded    the   days  on 
which  either  House  la  not  in  session,  because 
of  adjournment  for  more  than  three  days) 
before  the  contract  of  the  Commission  shall 
become   effective:    Provided,   hou-eiter.   That 
the  Joint  Committee,  after  having  received 
the  proposed  contract,  may  by  resolution  in 
writing,  waive  the  conditions  of  or  all  or  anv 
portion  of  such  thirty-day  period. 
"  "Sec.  165.  Contract  Practices.—. 
"  'a.  In  carrying  out  the  purposee  of  this 
Act  the  Commission  shall  not  use  the  coet- 

plus-percentage-of-cost  system  of  Contract- 
ing. 

•  'b.  No  contract  entered  Into  under  the 
authority  of  this  Act  shall  provide,  and  no 
contract  entered  Into  under  the  authority  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946.  as  amended. 
shall  be  modified  or  amended  after  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  Act  to  provide  for  di- 
rect payment  or  direct  reimbursemeat  by  the 
Commission  of  any  Federal  income  taxes  on 
behalf  of  any  contractor  performtoe  such 
contract  for  profit.  6         » 
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•'  'Sec.  166.  CoM^rsoixxs  Oenckal  Auwt. — 
No  moneys  appropriated  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Act  shall  be  available  for  payments 
under  any  contract  with  the  Commission, 
negotiated  without  advertising,  except  con- 
tracts with  any  foreign  government  or  any 
agency  thereof  and  contracts  with  foreign 
producers,  unless  such  contract  Includes  a 
clause  to  the  effect  that  the  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States  or  any  of  his 
duly  authorized  representatives  shall,  until 
the  expiration  of  three  years  after  final  pay- 
ment. ha\e  access  to  and  the  right  to  examine 
any  directly  pertliient  books,  documents, 
papers,  and  records  of  the  contractor  or  any 
of  his  subcontractors  engaged  in  the  per- 
formance of,  and  involving  transactions  re- 
liiied  to  such  contracts  or  subcontracts: 
Provided .  hoiccver.  That  no  moneys  so  ap- 
prDonated  shall  be  available  for  payment 
under  such  contract  which  includes  any 
provision  precluding  an  audit  by  the  Gen- 
eral Accounting  Office  of  any  transaction 
under  such  contract. 

•  Src.  167.  Claim  SsTTLrMrjirrs — The  Com- 
mission, acting  on  behalf  of  the  United 
.St.ites,  is  authorized  to  consider,  ascertain. 
BdjUFt.  determine,  settle,  and  pay.  any  claim 
fvir  money  damage  of  $5,000  or  less  against 
the  United  States  for  bodily  injury,  death, 
or  damage  to  or  loss  of  real  or  personal  prop- 
erty resulting  from  any  detonation,  ex- 
plosion, or  radiation  produced  in  the  con- 
duct of  the  Commission's  program  for  testing 
atomic  weapons,  where  such  claim  is  pre- 
fpnted  to  the  Commission  In  writing  within 
one  year  after  the  accident  or  incident  out 
of  which  the  claim  arises:  Provided,  hoic- 
eirr.  That  the  damage  to  or  loss  of  pro.oerty 
or  bfHlily  injury  or  death,  shall  not  have  been 
c.iused  In  whoJe  or  In  part  by  any  negligence 
<T  wrongful  act  on  the  part  of  the  claimant, 
his  agents,  or  employees.  Any  such  settle- 
ment under  the  authority  of  this  section 
FhPll  be  final  and  conclusive  for  all  pur- 
p<«=es.  notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law  to  the  contrary. 

"  "Sec  168.  PATMEjrrs  in  Lrxr  or  TAxr«;  — 
In  order  t*i  render  financial  a-sslstance  to 
those  Slates  and  localities  In  which  the  ac- 
tivities of  the  Commission  are  carried  on. 
and  In  which  the  Commission  has  acquired 
property  previously  subject  to  State  and  Ioc.tI 
tiXMtlun.  the  Commission  Is  authorized  to 
make  payments  to  State  and  local  govern- 
ments In  lieu  of  property  taxes.  Such  pay- 
nunts  may  be  In  the  amounts,  at  the  times, 
and  upon  the  terms  the  Commission  deems 
anproprlate.  but  the  Commission  shall  be 
pulfled  by  the  policy  of  not  making  pav- 
mrnts  In  excess  of  the  taxes  which  would 
lifive  been  payable  for  such  property  In  the 
condition  In  which  it  was  acquired,  except 
in  cases  where  special  burdei^s  have  been 
cast  uixin  the  State  or  local  government  by 
activities  of  the  Commission,  the  Manhattan 
Engineer  District  or  thetr  agents.  In  any 
fuch  case,  any  benefit  accruing  to  the  State 
or  local  government  by  reason  of  such  activi- 
ties shall  be  considered  In  determining  the 
amount  cf  the  payment. 

"  'Sec.  169.  No  Subsidy  — No  funds  of  the 
Commission  shall  be  employed  In  the  con- 
struction or  operation  of  facilities  licensed 
tinder  section  103  or  104  except  under  con- 
tract or  other  arrangement  entered  Into  pur- 
suant to  section  31. 

"CHAPTER    15.   COMPENSATION    POR   PRIVATX 
PROPERTT    ACQUIRED 

"'Sec.  171.  JosT  CoMPKNSATioir. — The 
United  States  shall  make  Just  compensation 
for  any  property  or  interests  therein  taken 
or  requisitioned  pursuant  to  sections  43,  52 
(With  respect  to  the  material  for  which  the 
United  States  is  required  to  pay  Jtist  com- 
pensation). 66.  and  108.  Bxcept  in  case  of 
real  property  or  any  Interest  therein,  the 
Commission  shall  determine  and  pay  such 
Just  compensation.  If  the  compensation  so 
determined  is  unsatisfactory  to  the  person 


entitled  thereto,  such  person  shall  be  paid 
76  per  centum  of  the  amount  so  determined, 
and  shall  be  entitled  to  sue  the  United  States 
in  the  Court  of  Claims  ot  in  any  district 
ootu^  of  the  United  States  for  the  district 
in  which  such  claimant  is  a  resident  In  the 
manner  provided  by  section  1346  of  Title  28 
of  the  United  States  Code  to  recover  such 
further  sum  as  added  to  said  75  per  centum 
will  constitute  Just  compensation. 

"  'Sec.  172.  (X)Ndemnation  of  Real  Prop- 
XRTT. — Proceedings  for  condemnation  shall 
be  Instituted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  approved  August  1.  1888.  as  amended, 
and  section  1403  of  Title  28  of  the  Unl'.ed 
States  Code.  The  Act  approved  February  26, 
1931.  as  amended,  shall  be  applicable  to  any 
such  proceedings. 

••  'Sxc.  173.  Patent  Application  Disclo- 
sures.— In  the  event  that  the  Commis.>;ion 
communicates  to  any  nation  any  Restricted 
Data  based  on  any  patent  application  not 
belonging  to  the  United  Etaies.  Just  com- 
pensation Bh.all  l>e  paid  by  the  United  States 
to  the  owner  of  the  patent  application.  The 
Comml««slon  shall  determine  such  compensa- 
tion. If  the  comp>ensatlon  so  determined  Is 
unsatisfactory  to  the  person  entitled  thereto, 
such  person  shall  be  paid  75  per  centum  of 
the  amount  so  determined,  and  shall  be  en- 
titled to  sue  the  United  States  In  the  Court 
of  Claims  or  in  any  district  court  of  tbe 
United  States  for  the  district  in  which  such 
claimant  Is  a  resident  in  a  manner  provided 
by  section  1346  cf  Title  28  of  the  United 
States  Code  to  recover  such  further  sura  as 
added  to  such  75  per  centum  will  constitute 
Just  compensation. 

*'  Sic  174.  Attobntt  General  Approval  of 
Title. — All  real  property  acquired  under  this 
Act  shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 355  of  the  Revlfed  Statutes,  as  amended: 
Prorided.  however .  That  real  property  ac- 
quired by  purchase  or  donation,  or  other 
means  of  transfer  may  also  be  occupied,  used, 
and  Improved  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act 
prior  to  approval  of  title  by  the  Attorney 
General  in  those  cases  where  the  President 
determines  that  such  action  is  required  in 
the  interest  of  the  common  defense  and 
security. 

"  'CHAPTER    IS.    JVDIOAI,    REVtirW    AND    ADMINIS- 
TRATIVE    PRCXTEDCRE 

'"Sec.  181.  General— Tlie  provisions  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (Pubhc 
Law  404,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  approved 
June  11.  1946)  shall  apply  to  all  agency  ac- 
tion taken  under  this  Act.  and  the  terms 
"agency  "  and  "agency  action"  shall  have  the 
meaning  specified  in  the  Administrative  Pro- 
cedure Act:  Proridrd.  houever.  That  In  the 
case  of  agency  proceedings  or  actions  which 
involve  Restricted  Data  or  defense  informa- 
tion, the  Commission  shall  provide  by  regu- 
lation for  sucli  parallel  procedures  as  will 
eJTectively  safeguard  and  prevent  disclosure 
of  Restricted  Data  or  defense  information  to 
unauthorized  persons  with  minimum  Im- 
pairment of  the  procedural  rights  which 
would  be  available  If  Restricted  Data  or  de- 
fense Information  were  not  involved. 
•*  "Sec.  182.  License  Applications. — 
"  "a.  EUich  application  for  a  license  here- 
under shall  be  In  writing  and  shall  specifi- 
cally state  such  Information  as  the  Commis- 
sion, by  rule  or  regulation,  may  determine  to 
be  necessary  to  decide  such  of  the  technical 
and  financial  qualifications  of  the  applicant, 
the  character  of  the  applicant,  the  citizen- 
ship of  the  applicant,  or  any  other  qualifica- 
tions of  the  applicant  as  the  Commission 
may  deem  appropriate  for  the  license.  In 
connection  with  applications  for  Ucenses  to 
operate  production  or  utilization  facilities, 
the  applicant  shall  state  such  technical  spec- 
ifications, including  Information  of  the 
amount,  kind,  and  source  of  special  nuclear 
material  required,  the  place  of  the  use,  the 
specific  characteristics  of  the  facility,  and 


such  other  information  as  the  Cocnmlasion 
may.  by  rule  or  registration,  deem  neceeiary 
in  order  to  enable  it  to  find  that  tbe  utlUaa> 
tlon  or  production  of  special  nuclear  mate- 
rial will  be  in  accord  with  the  common  de- 
fense and  security  and  will  provide  adequat* 
protection  to  the  health  and  safety  of  tbe 
public.  Such  technical  specifications  shall 
be  a  part  of  any  license  Issued.  Tbe  Com- 
misaion  may  at  any  time  after  the  filing  of 
the  original  application,  and  before  the  ex- 
piration of  the  license,  require  further  writ- 
ten statements  in  order  to  enable  the  Com- 
mission to  determine  whether  the  applica- 
tion should  be  granted  or  denied  or  whether 
a  license  should  be  modified  or  revoked. 
All  applications  and  stiitements  shall  ba 
signed  by  the  applicant  cm:  licensee  under- 
oath  or  affirmation. 

"  'b.  TTie  Commission  shall  not  issue  any 
license  for  a  utilization  or  production  facil- 
ity for  the  generation  of  commercial  power- 
under  section  103,  until  it  has  given  notice 
in  writing  to  such  regulatory  agency  as  may 
have  Jurisdiction  over  the  rates  and  servloea 
of  the  proposed  activity,  to  municipalltLes. 
private  utilities,  public  bodies,  and  cooper- 
atives within  transmission  distance  author- 
ized to  engage  in  the  distribution  of  electric 
energy  and  until  It  has  published  notice  of 
such  application  once  each  week  for  four 
consecutive  weeks  In  the  Federal  Register, 
and  until  four  weeks  after  the  last  notice. 
"  'c.  The  Commission,  in  issuing  any 
license  for  a  utilization  or  production  facil- 
ity for  the  generation  of  commercial  power 
under  section  103.  shall  give  preferred  con- 
sideration to  applications  for  such  facilities 
which  will  be  located  In  high  cost  power 
areas  In  the  United  States  if  there  are  con- 
fitctlng  applications  for  a  limited  opportu- 
nity for  such  license.  Where  such  oon- 
fiicting  applications  resulting  from  limited 
opportunity  for  such  license  Include  those 
submitted  by  public  or  cooperative  bodi^ 
such  applications  shall  be  given  preferred 
consideration. 

"  'Sec  183  Terms  op  Licenses. — Each  li- 
cense shall  be  in  such  form  and  contain  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  the  Commission 
may.  by  rule  or  regulation,  'prescribe  to  ef- 
fectuate the  provisions  of  this  Act.  mclud- 
Ing  the  following  provisions: 

"  "a.  Title  to  all  special  nuclear  material 
utilized  or  produced  by  facilities  pursuant  to 
the  license,  shall  at  all  times  be  in  the 
United  States.  ^ 

"  -b.  No  right  to  the  special  nuclear  ma- 
terial shall  be  conferred  by  the  license  ex- 
cept as  defined  by  the  license. 

"  'c.  Neither  the  license  nor  any  right  un- 
der the  license  shall  be  assigned  or  other- 
wise transferred  in  violation  of  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Act. 

"  'd.  Every  license  Issued  under  this  Act 
shall  be  subject  to  the  right  of  recapture 
or  control  reserved  by  section  108.  and  to  all 
of  the  other  provisions  of  this  Act.  now  or 
hereafter  In  effect  and  to  all  valid  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission. 

"  "Sec.  184.  iNALiiNABnJTT  or  Licenses. — 
No  license  granted  hereunder  and  no  right 
to  utilize  or  produce  special  nuclear  mate- 
rial granted  hereby  shall  be  transferred,  as- 
signed or  In  any  manner  disposed  of.  either 
voluntarily  or  Involuntarily,  directly  or  in- 
directly, through  transfer  of  control  of  any 
license  to  any  person,  unless  the  Commis- 
sion shall,  after  secm-ing  full  Information, 
find  that  the  transfer  Is  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  Act.  and  shall  give  its 
consent  in  writing.  The  Commission  may 
give  such  consent  to  the  creation  of  a  mort- 
gage, pledge,  or  other  lien  upon  any  facility 
owned  or  thereafter  acquired  by  a  licensee, 
or  upon  any  leasehold  or  other  interest  in 
such  property,  and  the  rights  of  the  creditors 
so  secured  may  thereafter  be  enforced  by 
any  court  subject  to  rules  and  regtilatlons 
established  by  the  Oommiasion  to  protect 
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fNdilte  bMdth  vdA  mMj  moA  promote  th* 

■ppUcMils  for  U0MMW  to  mmtiwet  or  modt- 
ly  proawetten  or  vtUlaatlcm  f aeUltlM  riball. 
If  ttw  atppUestkm  to  otiMrwto*  •oetpUVU  to 
tiM  Orrniintoriop.  lie  tnitlAlly  granted  a  eon- 
•tmetlon  permit.  The  eoaetruetkn  penult 
eban  state  the  eerlleet  and  teteet  detee 
for  the  eoa^ttotton  oi  ttie  oonstructton  or 
BBOdlfieatteB.  Unleae  the  conetructloa  or 
mortlfkieticfi  of  the  feelllty  le  completed 
hf  the  eompietloa  date,  the  conatmetkni 
permit  ehan  expire,  and  all  rights  there* 
uiMtar  be  forfeited,  nnlii  upon  good 
cauM  shown,  the  Commlaston  extends  the 
eomfrietlon  date.  Upon  the  oon4>letlon  of 
the  eonatnietlon  or  modification  of  the  fa« 
clllty,  upon  the  filing  of  any  additional  In- 
formation needed  to  tring  the  original  ap- 
pUoatkXB  vp  to  date,  and  upon  finding  that 
the  facility  authorlBed  has  been  constxucted 
and  win  operate  In  conformity  with  the  ap- 
plication as  amended  and  In  c<nif ormlty  with 
the  provisions  of  this  Act  and  of  the  nilee 
and  regulations  of  the  Commission,  and  in 
■Qm  abeenee  of  any  good  eauas  being  shown 
to  the  Ooounlsslon  why  the  granting  of  a 
license  wonld  not  be  in  accordance  with  the 
proTlskws  of  this  Act.  the  Oommieeton  shall 
thwenpon  Issue  a  license  to  the  applicant. 
Vto  all  other  purpoeee  of  this  Act.  a  con- 
struction permit  Is  deemed  to  be  a  "Ucense". 
"'Sac.  IM.  KiTOCATioir.— 
*"a.  Any  license  may  be  revoked  fbr  any 
material  falae  statement  .in  the  application 
or  any  statnnent  of  fact  required  under  sec- 
tion 183.  Or  because  of  conditions  revealed  by 
such  application  or  statement  of  fact  or  any 
report,  record,  or  Inspection,  or  other  means 
which  would  warrant  the  Commission  to  re- 
fuse to  grant  a  license  on  an  original  appli- 
catkm.  or  for  failure  to  construct  or  operate 
a  facUltj  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
the  construction  permit  or  Ucense  or  the 
tecbnlc*!  ipeclflcatioiu  in  tbe  appllcaUon, 
or  tor  violation  of.  or  failure  to  obeerve  any 
of  the  terms  and  provisions  of  this  Act  or 
of  any  regulation  of  the  Commission. 

""b.  The  Commission  shaU  follow  the 
provisions  of  section  9  (b)  of  the  Admlnls- 
tfatlve  Prooedure  Act  In  revoking  any  llcenM. 
"  'c.  Upon  revocation  of  the  license,  the 
CommlsBlon  may  immediately  retake  posses- 
sion of  aU  special  nuclear  material  held  by 
the  licensee.  In  caeca  found  by  the  Com- 
mission to  be  of  extreme  importance  to  the 
national  defense  and  security  or  to  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public,  the  Commiscion 
may  recaptxire  any  special  nuclear  material 
held  by  the  licensee  or  may  enter  upon  and 
operate  the  facility  prior  to  any  of  the  pro- 
cedures provided  under  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act.  Just  compensation  shall  be 
paid  for  the  use  of  ttie  facility. 

"  'Sac.  187.  MoDiFicATTON  or  Ucsnsx. — ^The 
terms  and  conditions  of  all  licenses  shall  be 
subject  to  amendment,  revision,  or  modi- 
fication, by  reason  of  amendments  of  this  Act 
or  by  reason  of  rules  and  regulations  Uaued 
in  acc<»dance  wltn  the  terms  of  thu  Act. 
"  'Sac.  188.  CoMTLwoiB)  OPBunoir  of  Pacix.- 
xnxs. — ^Whenever  the  Commission  finds  that 
the  public  convenience  and  neceeslty  or  the 
production  program  of  the  Commission  re- 
quires continued  operation  of  a  production 
facility  or  utilization  facility  the  license  tor 
which  has  been  revoked  pursuant  to  section 
186,  the  Commission  may,  after  consultation 
with  the  appropriate  regulatory  agency.  State 
or  Federal,  having  jurisdiction,  order  that 
possessicm  be  taken  of  and  such  facility  be 
operated  for  such  period  of  time  as  the  pub- 
lic convenience  and  necessity  or  the  produc- 
tion program  of  the  Commiasion  may,  in  the 
Judgment  of  the  Commission,  reqiiire.  or 
until  a  license  for  the  operation  of  the 
facility  shall  t>eoome  effective.  Just  com- 
pensation shaU  be  paid  for  the  use  of  the 
fadUty. 


**  'Bms.  IW.  HiA>»as  axb  Jxnnciu.  Itcvsw. — 
**  'a.  m  any  proceeding  under  this  act.  for 
fhe  granting,  soipending.  revoking,  or 
amending  of  any  llcoiae  or  constitictlon 
permit,  or  ai^licatloa  to  transfer  cimtrol. 
and  In  any  proeecKling  for  the  laraance  or 
modification  of  rules  and  regulations  deal- 
ing with  the  activities  of  licensees,  and  in 
any  proceeding  for  the  pajrment  of  coknpen- 
sation,  an  award  or  royalties  under  sections 
163.  157.  186  c,  or  188.  the  Commisalod  shall 
grant  a  hearing  upon  the  request  Of  any 
pmon  whose  interest  may  be  affected  by  the 
proceeding,  and  shall  admit  any  such  person 
as  a  party  to  such  proceeding. 

**  "b.  Any  finid  order  entered  in  any  pro- 
ceeding of  the  kind  specified  in  subseotlon  a. 
above  shall  be  subject  to  Judicial  review  In 
the  manner  prescribed  In  the  act  of  Deeember 
»,  1950.  as  amended  (oh.  1189.  64  Stat.  1129). 
and  to  the  provisions  of  section  10  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  as  ansended. 

**  'CBAFTXB     17.    JOINT    COSCICITTZX    OK    ATOMIC 
XNXBCT 

*"Sac.  201.  ICxiCBEBSHip.— There  Is  hereby 
etabllahed    a    Joint    Committee    on    Atomic 
Knergy  to  be  composed  of  nine  Members  of 
the  Senate  to  be  appointed  by  the  President 
Of  the  Senate,   and   nine  Members  of  the 
House  at  Representatives  to  be  appointed  by 
the  Speaker  of  the  Hoiise  of  Representatives. 
In  each  Instance  not  more  than  five  Members 
shall  be  members  of  the  same  political  party. 
"'Sic.    302.    AuTHoarrT    and    Dut-«.— The 
Joint    Committee    shall    make    conanuing 
studies  of  the  activities  of  the  Atomic  Knergy 
Cranmission  and  of  problems  relating  to  the 
development,   use.    and   control    of   atomic 
energy.    During  the  first  sixty  days  of  each 
session  of  the  Congress,  the  Joint  Conanlttee 
shall    conduct   hearings   in    either    open    or 
executive  session  for  the  purpose  of  receiving 
Information    concerning    the    development, 
growth,  and  state  of  the  atomic  eneqgy  in- 
dustry.   The    CommiMion    shall    keep    the 
Joint    Committee    fully    and    ciirrently    in- 
formed with  respect  to  all  of  the  Catnmis- 
slon's  activities.     The  Department  of  Oefense 
shall  keep  the  Jomt  Committee   fulty   and 
currently  Inlormed  with  respect  to  all  mat- 
ters within  the  Department  of  Defense  relat- 
ing to  the  development,  utilization,  or  appli- 
cation of  atomic  energy.     Any  Government 
agency    shall    furnish    any    information    re- 
quested by  the  Joint  Committee  with  pespect 
to  the  activities  or  responsibilities  of  that 
agency  in  the  field  of  atomic  energy.    All 
bills,  resolutions,  and  other  matters  In  the 
Senate  or  the  Hoiue  of  Representatives  relat- 
ing primarily  to  the  Commission  or  to  the 
development,  use,  or  control  of  atomic  energy 
shair  be  referred  to  the  Joint  Committee. 
The  members  of  the  Joint  Committee  who 
are  Members  of  the  Senate  shall  from  time 
to  time  report  to  the  Senate,  and  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Joint  Committee  who  are  Mem- 
bers of  the  Hotise  of  Representatives  shall 
from  time  to  time  report  to  the  House,  by 
bill  or  otherwise,  their  recommendations  with 
respect  to  matters  within  the  Jurisdiction  of 
their  respective  Hotises  which  are  referred  to 
the  Joint  Committee  or  otherwise  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Joint  Committee. 

"'Sbc.  203.  Chaikman. — Vacancies  to  the 
membership  of  the  Joint  Committee  shall 
not  affect  the  power  of  the  remaining  mem- 
bers to  execute  the  functions  of  the  Joint 
Committee,  and  shall  be  filled  In  the  same 
manner  as  in  the  case  of  the  original  selec- 
tion. The  Joint  Committee  shall  select  a 
Chairman  and  a  Vice  Chairman  from  among 
Its  members  at  the  beginning  of  each  Con- 
gress. The  Vice  Chairman  shall  act  in  the 
place  and  stead  of  the  Chairman  ia  the 
abeenee  of  the  Chairman.  The  Chairman- 
ship shall  alternate  between  the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives  with  each  Con- 
gress, and  the  Chairman  shall  be  selected  by 
the  Members  from  that  House  entiUed  to  the 


Chairmanship.  The  Vice  Chairman  shall  be 
chosen  from  the  House  other  than  that  oC 
the  Chairman  by  the  Members  from  that 
House. 

*"8tc.  304.  Powrxas. — ^In  carrytog  out  its 
duties  under  this  Act,  the  Joint  Committee, 
or  any  duly  authorized  suboommilttee  there- 
of. Is  authorized  to  hold  such  hearings  or 
mvestlgations,  to  sit  and  act  at  e\ich  places 
and  times,  to  require,  by  subpena  or  other- 
wise, the  attendance  of  such  wlttiessei  and 
the  production  of  such  books,  papers,  and 
documents,  to  administer  such  oaths,  to  take 
such  testimony,  to  procure  suc)i  printing 
and  binding,  and  to  make  such  expenditure* 
as  it  deems  advisable.  The  Joint  Committee 
may  make  such  rules  respecting  Its  organi- 
zation and  procedures  as  it  deems  necessary: 
Provided,  however.  That  no  meastire  or  rec- 
ommendation shall  be  reported  from  the 
Joint  Committee  xinless  a  majority  of  the 
committee  assent.  Subpenas  may  be  Issued 
over  the  signature  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Joint  Committee  or  by  any  member  desig- 
nated by  him  or  by  the  Joint  Committee, 
and  may  be  served  by  such  person  or  persons 
as  may  be  designated  by  such  Chairman  or 
member.  The  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee or  any  member  thereof  may  admin- 
ister oaths  to  witnesses.  The  Jblnt  Com- 
mittee may  use  a  committee  seal.  The  pro- 
visions of  sections  102  to  104,  Inclusive,  of 
the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  shall 
apply  in  case  of  any  failure  of  «ny  witness 
to  comply  with  a  subpena  or  to  testify  when 
summoned  under  authority  of  this  section. 
The  expenses  of  the  Joint  Committee  shall 
be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
Senate  from  funds  appropriated  for  the  Joint 
Committee  upon  vouchers  approted  by  the 
Chairman.  The  cost  of  stenographic  service 
to  report  public  hearings  shall  not  be  in 
excess  of  the  amounts  prescribed  by  law  for 
reporting  the  hearings  of  standli^  commit- 
tees of  the  Senate.  The  cost  of  stenographlo 
service  to  report  executive  hearings  shall  be 
fixed  at  an  equitable  rate  by  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee. Members  of  the  Joint  Committee, 
and  its  employees  and  consultant*,  while' 
traveling  on  ofllclal  business  for  the  Joint 
Committee,  may  receive  either  the  per  diem 
allowance  authorized  to  be  paid  to  Members 
of  Congress  or  Its  employees,  or  their  actual 
and  necessary  expenses  provided  an  Itemized 
statement  of  such  expenses  is  attached  to  the 
voucher. 

"  Sec.  205.  Staff  and  Assistancx.— The 
Joint  Committee  Is  empowered  to  appoint 
and  flx  the  compensation  of  audh  experts, 
consultants,  technicians,  and  staff  employees 
as  It  deems  necessary  and  advlstble.  The 
Joint  Committee  Is  authorized  to  Utilize  the 
services.  Information,  facilities,  and  person- 
nel of  the  departments  and  estaDllshments 
of  the  Government.  The  Joint  Committee 
ia  authorized  to  permit  such  of  Its  members. 
employees,  and  consultants  as  it  deems  neces- 
sary in  the  interest  of  common  defense  and 
security  to  carry  firearms  while  In  the  dis- 
charge of  their  official  duties  for  the  com- 
mittee. 

"  'Sec.  206.  Classittcation  of  Iitfokma- 
noN.— The  Joint  Committee  may  cjasslfy  In- 
formation originating  within  the  Committee 
in  accordance  with  standards  used  generally 
by  the  executive  branch  for  classifying  Re- 
stricted rtata  or  defense  information. 

"  'Sec.  207.  Records.— The  Joint  Commit- 
tee shall  keep  a  complete  record  of  all  com- 
mittee actions.  Including  a  record  of  the 
votes  on  any  question  on  which  a  record  vote 
is  demanded.  All  committee  records,  data. 
charts,  and  flies  shall  be  the  property  of  the 
Joint  Committee  and  shall  be  kept  in  the 
offices  of  the  Joint  Committee  or  other  place* 
as  the  Joint  Committee  may  direct  under 
such  security  safeguards  as  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee shall  determine  In  the  interest  of  tha 
common  defense  and  security. 
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"'CHAPTXa      S.   XWFOBCXMXMT 

"  •Stc.  221.  Oenxxal  PsoviaioNS. — 

"  'a.  To  protect  against  the  unlawful  dis- 
semination of  Restricted  Data  and  to  safe- 
guard facilities,  equipment,  materials,  and 
other  property  of  the  Commission,  the  Presi- 
dent ."hall  have  authority  to  utilize  the  serv- 
ices of  any  Governnrent  agency  to  the  extent 
he  may  deem  nece8«ary  or  desirable. 

"  b  The  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
of  the  Department  of  Jtistlce  shall  Investigate 
all  alleged  or  8uap<-cted  criminal  violations 

of  this  Act. 

••  c.  No  action  shsll  be  brought  against  any 
Individual  or  person  for  any  violation  un- 
der this  Act  unless  and  until  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  has  advised 
the  Commission  with  respect  to  such  action 
and  no  such  action  shall  be  commenced  ex- 
cept by  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States:  Proi-xded,  however.  That  no  action 
shall  be  brought  under  sections  222,  223,  2r4, 
225  or  226  except  ty  the  express  direction 
of  the  Attorney  General. 

"  Sec.  222.  Violation  of  Spxcific  Sxc- 
noNs  — Whoever  willfully  violates,  attempts 
to  violate,  or  conspires  to  violate,  any  pro- 
vU-sion  of  sections  57,  02.  or  101.  or  whoever 
unlawfully  Interferew.  attempu  to  Interfere, 
or  conspires  to  interfere  with  any  recapture 
or  entry  under  section  108.  ahall.  upon  con- 
viction thereof,  be  punished  by  a  fine  of 
not  more  than  tlO.OOO  or  by  Imprisonment 
for  not  more  than  five  years,  or  tx)th.  except 
that  whoever  commits  such  an  offense  with 
Intent  to  Injure  the  United  States  or  with 
intent  to  secure  an  Advantage  to  any  foreign 
nation  shall,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be 
punished  by  death  or  Imprisonment  for  life 
(but  the  penalty  of  death  or  Imprisonment 
for  life  may  be  imposed  only  upon  recom- 
mendation of  the  jL,ry).  or  by  a  fine  of  not 
more  than  $20,000  or  by  Imprisonment  for 
not   more   than   twenty   years,  or  both. 

"  Sec  223.  Violation  or  Sbctions  Genctal- 
LT  —Whoever  willfully  violates,  attempts  to 
violate,  or  conspires  to  violate,  any  provision 
of  this  Act  fur  which  no  penalty  la  specifical- 
ly provided  or  of  any  regulation  or  order 
prescrit>ed  or  issued  under  section  65  or  sub- 
sections 161  b.,  1..  or  p.  shall,  upon  conviction 

thereof,  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more 
than  $5,000  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  more 
than  two  years,  or  both,  except  that  whoever 
commits  such  an  offense  with  Intent  to  In- 
jure the  United  Stiites  or  with  Intent  to 
secure  an  advantage  to  any  foreign  nation. 
shall,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be  punished 
by  a  &ne  of  not  more  than  $20,000  or  by  Im- 
prisonment for  not  more  than  twenty  years, 
or  l)oth. 

"  'Sec  224.  CoMMirNiCATiON  of  RcsraicTED 
Data. — Whoever,  lawfully  or  unlawfully,  hav- 
ing possession  of.  access  to.  control  over,  or 
being  entrusted  with  any  document,  writing, 
sketch,  photograph,  plan,  model.  Instrument, 
appliance,  note,  or  information  Involving  or 
incorporating  Restricted  Data — 

"  'a.  communicatee,  transmits,  or  discloses 
the  same  to  any  Individual  or  person,  or  at- 
tempts or  conspires  to  do  any  of  the  f ore- 
poing,  with  Intent  to  injure  the  United  States 
or  with  Intent  to  secure  an  advantage  to  any 
foreign  nation,  upon  conviction  thereof, 
shall  l:>e  punished  by  death  or  Imprisonment 
fur  life  (but  the  penalty  of  death  or  im- 
prisonment for  life  may  be  Imposed  only 
upon  recommendation  of  the  Jury),  or  by  a 
fine  of  not  more  than  $20,000  or  imprison- 
ment for  not  more  than  twenty  years,  or 
both: 

"  'b.  communicate!,  transmits,  or  discloses 
the  same  to  any  Individual  or  person,  or 
attempts  or  conspires  to  do  any  of  the  fore- 
going, with  reason  to  believe  such  data  will 
be  utilized  to  Injure  the  United  States  or 
to  secure  an  advantage  to  any  foreign  na- 
tion, shall,  upon  conviction,  be  punished  by 
a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10, (XX)  or  Imprison- 
ment for  not  more  tlian  ten  years,  or  k>oth. 


"  'Sac.  aa6.  Rbcztpt  of  Rbst«ictcd  Data, — 
Whoever,  with  intent  to  injure  the  United 
States  or  with  intent  to  secure  an  advantage 
to  any  foreign  nation,  acquires,  or  attempts 
or  conspires  to  acquire  any  document,  writ- 
ing, sketch,  photograph,  plan,  model,  in- 
strument, appliance,  note,  or  information 
involving  or  incorporating  Restricted  Data 
shall,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be  punished 
by  death  or  imprisonment  for  life  (but  the 
penalty  of  death  or  imprisonment  for  life 
may  be  imposed  only  upon  recommendation 
of  the  Jury ) ,  or  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than 
$30,000  or  Imprisonment  for  not  more  tiian 
twenty  years,  or  both. 

"  •Sec.  226.  Tampehino  WrrH  Restxicted 
Data. — Whoever,  with  Intent  to  Injure  the 
United  SUtes  or  with  Intent  to  secure  an  ad- 
vantage to  any  foreign  nation,  removes,  con- 
ceals, tampers  with,  alters,  mutilates,  or 
destroys  any  document,  writing,  sketch,  pho- 
tograph, plan,  model.  Instrument,  appliance, 
or  note  Involving  or  Incorporating  Restricted 
Data  and  used  by  any  Individual  or  person 
in  connection  with  the  production  of  special 
nuclear  material,  or  research  or  development 
relating  to  atomic  energy,  conducted  by  the 
United  States,  or  financed  In  whole  or  In 
part  by  Federal  funds,  or  conducted  with  the 
aid  of  special  nuclear  material,  shall  be  pun- 
ished by  death  or  Imprisonment  for  life  ( but 
the  penalty  of  death  or  imprisonment  for  life 
may  be  Imposed  only  upon  recommendation 
of  the  Jtiry),  or  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than 
$20,000  or  imprisonment  for  not  more  than 
twenty  years,  or  both. 

"  'Sec.  227.  Disclosure  or  Restxicted 
Data. — Whoever.  t>elng  or  having  been  an 
employee  or  member  of  the  Commission,  a 
member  of  the  Armed  Forces,  nja  employee 
of  any  agency  of  the  United  States,  or  being 
or  having  t>een  a  contractor  of  the  Commis- 
sion or  of  an  agency  of  the  United  States. 
or  being  or  having  been  an  employee  of  a 
contractor  of  the  Commission  or  of  an  agency 
of  the  United  States,  or  being  or  having  been 
a  licensee  of  the  Commission,  or  being  or 
having  been  an  employee  of  a  licensee  of  the 
Commission,  know^ingly  communicates,  or 
whoever  conspires  to  communicate  or  to  re- 
ceive, any  Restricted  Data,  knowing  or  hav- 
ing reason  to  believe  that  such  data  is  Re- 
stricted Data,  to  any  person  not  authorized 
to  receive  Restricted  Data  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  this  Act  or  under  rule  or  regu- 
lation of  the  Commission  Issued  pursuant 
thereto,  knowing  or  having  reason  to  believe 
such  person  is  not  so  authorized  to  receive 
Restricted  Data  shall,  upon  conviction  there- 
of, be  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than 
$2,500. 

"  *Sxc.  228.  Statute  of  LmrrATioNS.— Ex- 
cept for  a  capital  offense,  no  individual  or 
person  ahall  be  prosecuted,  tried,  or  punished 
for  any  offense  prescribed  or  defined  In  sec- 
tions 224  to  226.  Inclusive,  of  this  Act  un- 
less the  indictment  is  found  or  the  informa- 
tion is  instituted  within  ten  years  next 
after  such  offense  shall  have  been  committed. 
■•  "Sec.  229.  Othex  Laws. — Sections  224  to 
228  Shall  not  exclude  the  applicable  provi- 
sions of  any  other  laws. 

"  'Sxc.  230.  Injunction  P«ocxxdincs. — 
Whenever  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Commis- 
sion any  person  has  engaged  or  is  about  to 
engage  in  any  acts  or  practices  which  con- 
stitute or  will  constitute  a  violation  of  any 
provision  of  this  Act,  or  any  regulation  or 
order  Issued  thereunder,  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral on  behalf  of  the  United  States  may  make 
application  to  the  appropriate  court  for  an 
order  enjoining  such  acts  or  practices,  or  for 
an  order  enforcing  compliance  with  such 
provision,  and  upon  a  showing  by  the  Com- 
mission that  such  person  has  engaged  or  is 
about  to  engage  In  any  such  acts  or  prac- 
tices, a  permanent  or  temporary  injunction, 
restraining  order,  or  other  order  may  be 
granted. 


■"Sac.  381.  Coermfrr  PaocKEDmas. — ^la 
case  of  failure  or  ref tiaal  to  obey  a  subpena 
served  upon  any  person  pursuant  to  subsec- 
tion 161  c.  the  district  court  for  any  dis- 
trict in  which  such  person  is  found  or  re- 
sides or  transact*  busineae,  upon  applica- 
tion by  the  Attorney  General  oa  behalf  at 
the  United  States,  shall  have  Jurisdiction  to 
issue  an  order  requiring  sucii  person  to  ap- 
pear and  give  testimony  or  to  appear  and 
produce  documents,  or  both,  in  accordanca 
with  the  subpena;  and  any  failure  to  obey 
such  order  of  the  court  may  be  punished  by 
such  court  as  a  contempt  thereof. 

'  'CHAPTZX  19.    aCISaELLAMXOUB 

"  'Sec.  241.  Tbansfkx  of  Pxopxxtt. — Noth- 
ing in  this  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  repeal, 
modify,  amend,  or  alter  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 9  (a)  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946, 
as  heretofore  amended. 

"  'Sac.  251.  Rxpokt  to  CoMcaxaa. — The 
Commission  shall  submit  to  the  Congress,  in 
January  and  July  of  each  jeaz,  a  report  con- 
cerning the  activities  of  the  Commission. 
The  Commission  shall  Include  in  such  re- 
port, and  shall  at  such  other  times  aa  it 
deems  desirable  submit  to  the  Congress,  such 
recommendations  for  additional  legislation 
as  the  Commission  deems  necessary  or  desir- 
able. 

"  "Sec.  261.  Appxopxiations. — ^There  are 
hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  and  appropriate 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  and  purposes  at 
this  Act  except  such  as  may  be  necessary  for 
acquisition  or  condemnation  of  any  real 
property  or  any  facility  or  for  plant  or  facility 
acquisition,  construction,  or  expansion.  The 
Acts  appropriating  such  sums  may  appropri- 
ate specified  portions  thereof  to  be  accounted 
for  upon  the  certification  of  the  Commission 
only.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  Commis- 
sion shall,  if  obligated  by  contract  dxirlng 
the  fiscal  year  for  which  appropriated,  re- 
main available  for  expenditure  for  four  years 
following  the  expiration  of  the  fiscal  year  for 
which  appropriated. 

"  •Sec.  271.  Agenct  JuaiSDicnoN. — Nothing 
in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  to  affect  the 
authority  or  regulations  of  any  Federal, 
State,  or  local  agency  with  respect  to  the 
generation,  sale,  or  transmission  of  electric 
power. 

••  •Sec.  272.  Applicabiutt  of  Twbe^kl  Powxa 
Act. — Every  licenuee  under  this  Act  who  holds 
a  license  from  the  Commission  for  a  utiUaa- 
tlon  or  production  facility  for  the  generation 
of  commercial  electric  energy  ^mder  section 
103  and  who  transmits  such  electric  energy 
in  Interstate  commerce  or  sells  It  at  whole- 
sale In  IntersUte  commerce  shall  be  subject 
to  the  regulatory  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act. 

■•  "Sec.  273.  Ucensino  of  OovxawicEirr 
Agencies.— Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  pre- 
clude any  Government  agency  now  or  here- 
after authorized  by  law  to  engage  in  the 
production,  marketing,  or  distribution  of 
electric  energy  from  obtaining  a  license  un- 
der section  103,  if  qualified  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  103,  for  the  construction 
and  operation  of  production  or  utilization 
facilities  for  the  primary  purpose  of  pro- 
ducing electric  energy  for  disposition  for 
ultimate  public  consumption. 

"  'Sec.  281.  Sepaxabiutt. — If  any  provi- 
sion of  this  Act  or  the  application  of  such 
provision  to  any  person  or  circumstancea.  Is 
held  invalid,  the  remainder  of  this  Act  or 
the  application  of  such  provision  to  persons 
or  circumstances  other  than  those  as  to 
which  it  Is  held  Invalid,  shall  not  be  affected 
thereby. 

"  'Sec.  291.  Short  Tttle,— This  Act  may  be 
cited  as  the  "Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1964"  *. 
"Sec.  2. — 

•"a.  Section  1  (d)  of  the  Act  of  December 
29,  1950  (64  Stat.  1129).  is  amended  by  in- 
serting t>ef  ore  the  period  at  the  end  tiiereof  a 
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"b.  SwtfaKi  S  of  tbe  Act  of 

1060  (M  atKt.  liaO) .  Is  anMDdad  bjr . 

tafoiv  Um  porlod  at  ttw  maA  at  tbe  flnt 
paxagrsikb  tberacC  »  «"««"**  and  tbe  f oUov- 
teg:  '•Dd  (d)  of  the  Atomic  Bnorgy  Coin- 
mi—ton  mad*  rarlewabto  by  aectlaa  180  c€ 
the  AtomlB  Sncrgy  Act  a€  19M.  a*  ammded.' 

"Sbb.  3.  TlMre  la  bovby  ivftrooaded  to  the 
Stat*  at  New  Meateo  the  eaKlualTe  Jorladlo- 
tlon  heretofare  acquired  from  the  State  of 
New  liexioo  by  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica over  the  following  land  of  the  United 
States  AtcMnle  Snergy  Oonunlssion  in  Bema- 
Ullo  Coonty  and  within  the  bonndariee  of 
the  Sandla  base,  Albuqxierqiie.  New  llezleo. 

*3eglnnlng  at  the  center  quarter  comer 
of  section  30.  township  10  north,  range  4 
east.  New  Mezioo  prine^wl  meridian,  Berna- 
lillo Oounty,  New  Uexieo,  thence  south  no 
degrees  twenty-three  minutes  thirty  seconds 
west  one  thousand  nine  hundred  forty-eeren 
and  twenty  one-hundredths  feet,  thence 
north  eighty-nine  degrees  thbty-slz  minutes 
forty-flve  seconds  east  two  thousand  sixty- 
eight  and  forty  one-himdredths  feet,  thence 
north  eighty-nine  degrees  three  minutes 
fifteen  seconds  east  five  hxindred  forty-slz 
feet,  thence  north  no  degrees  thirty-nine 
minutes  no  seconds  east  two  htmdred  thirty- 
two  and  seventy  cne-hundredths  feet,  thence 
north  eighty-nine  degrees  twenty-one  min- 
utes no  seconds  west  eight  hundred  fifty-two 
and  twenty  one-hundredths  feet,  thence 
north  no  degrees  thirty-nine  minutes  no 
seconds  east  five  hundred  and  sixty  one- 
hundredths  feet,  thence  along  the  back  of 
the  south  curb  of  West  Sandla  Drive,  San- 
dla Base,  BemallUo  County,  New  Mexico, 
eight  himdred  sixty-five  and  sixty  one-hu»- 
dredths  feet,  thence  north  no  degrees  thirty- 
nine  minutes  no  seconds  east  one  thousand 
three  hundred  thirty-five  and  three -tenths 
feet  to  a  point  south  elgbty-nine  degrees 
twenty-seven  minutes  forty-five  seconds  west 
a  distance  of  thirty  feet  from  the  quarter 
comer  common  to  sections  30  and  29.  town- 
ship 10  north,  range  4  east,  thence  south 
eighty-nine  degrees,  twenty-seven  minutes 
forty-five  seconds  west  two  thousand  six 
hundred  twenty-three  and  forty  one-hun- 
dredths feet  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

"This  retrocession  of  Jurisdiction  shall  take 
effect  upon  acceptance  by  the  State  of  New 
Mexico." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

W.  STXaLUfG  COLX, 

Carl  Hinsraw, 
jAina  B.  Van  Zawdt. 
Carx.  T.  Ddshaic, 
MKLvnf  Prick, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

BOURXZ  B.  HlCKEMlOOPXR. 

WnxiAM  p.  Kkowlakd, 

JOBK  W.  BrICKXR. 

Ed  C.  Johnson, 
Climton  p.  Andsrson, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Stateicxnt 

The  managers  on  tixe  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votee 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9757)  to  amend  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946.  as  amended,  and 
for  other  purposes,  submit  the  foUdwlng 
statement  In  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the 
action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and 
recommended  in  the  fu;companylng  confer- 
ence report: 

The  Senate  struck  out  all  of  the  House 
bill  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Inserted  a 
substitute  amendment.  The  committee  of 
conference  has  agreed  to  a  substitute  for 
Ixjth  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. Except  for  technical,  clarifying,  and 
conforming  changes,  the  following  state- 
ment explains  the  differences  between  the 


blU  and  the  substitute  agreed  to  In 
coofcvenos. 

BlTJBIUirB    aw   TRS    COIIMISSIOIY 

The  House  bill  continued  in  eff#ct  the 
provision  of  existing  law  which  est«bIiBhes 
within  the  Atomic  Energy  Commlaslon  a 
Division  of  AlUltary  Application  and  such 
other  prograoi  divisions,  not  excee<Vng  10. 
as  the  Commission  may  determine  (subsec. 
as  a.).  The  Senate  amendment  aclded  to 
the  House  bin  a  requirement  that  there  be 
within  the  Commission  "a  division  or  di- 
visions the  primary  responsibUitles  o|  which 
include  the  application  of  civilian  uses". 
The  conference  substitute  retains  the  sub- 
stance of  the  language  added  by  the  Senate 
amendment. 

mmromtno^  or  KNxaaT  frodtjcxd  at  ccmmis- 

SIOM  FACnjTIXS 

The  House  bill  provided  for  the  disposition 
of  energy  produced  In  the  production  of  spe- 
cial nuclear  material  at  production  or  ex- 
perimental utlllBation  facilities  owned  by  the 
United  States  (sec.  44).  it  also  provided  for 
a  preference  to  public  bodies  and  coopera- 
tives in  the  dlnposltlon  of  such  energy,  and 
prohibited  the  Commission  from  engaging  In 
the  sale  or  disposition  of  energy  far  com- 
mercial use  except  in  the  case  of  energy 
produced  Incidental  to  the  operation  of  re- 
search and  development  or  production  facili- 
ties of  the  Commission. 

The  Senate  amendment  retained  the  pro- 
visions relating  to  disposition  of  enerfy  pro- 
duced by  the  Commission,  but  added  a  pref- 
erence for  high -cost  power  areas  and  a  new 
section  45  which  would  authorize  th«  Com- 
mission to  engiige  in  the  production  of  elec- 
tric power  in  its  own  facilities.  It  also  would 
authorize  other  Federal  agencies  to  be  li- 
censees of  the  Commission. 

The  ccnxunlttee  of  conference  eliminated 
the  Senate  section  45  and  revised  section  44 
so  as  to  make  it  applicable  to  the  disposition 
of  energy  produced  at  facilities  of  the  Com- 
mission. It  retained  the  requirement  that 
the  Commission  give  preference  to  public 
bodies  and  cooperatives  and  to  utilities  in 
high-cost  areas.  It  also  retained  the  provi- 
sion prohibiting  the  Commission  from  en- 
gaging in  the  sale  of  energy  for  commercial 
use  except  in  the  case  of  energy  produced  by 
the  Commission  incident  to  the  operation  of 
research  and  development  facilities  of  the 
Commission  and  of  facilities  of  the  Ccxnmls- 
slon  for  the  production  of  special  nuclear 
material. 

The  committee  of  conference  amended  sec- 
tion 31  a.  (4)  so  as  to  clarify  the  authority 
of  the  Commission  to  build  or  contract  for 
the  building  of  large-scale  atomic  energy 
utilization  facilities  for  the  purpose  o|  dem- 
onstrating the  practical  value  of  such  facili- 
ties in  the  generaUon  of  electric  energy,  or 
for  other  industrial  or  commercial  purposes. 
The  construction  of  such  large-scale  demon- 
stration facilities  would  require  specific 
authorization  by  the  Congress  as  provided  in 
section  261. 

For  the  purpose  of  clarity,  sections  llO  and 
104  (which  relate  to  the  licensing  of  produc- 
tion and  utilization  facilities)  were  amended 
by  the  committee  of  conference  so  as  to 
include  the  authority  to  Issue  licenses  to 
"persons  applying  therefor"  Instead  of  to 
"applicants".  The  effect  of  this  amendment 
Is  to  make  it  clear  that  Government  agencies 
are  on  an  equal  footing  with  all  others 
before  the  Commission  with  respect  to  ob- 
taining licenses  from  the  Commission,  since 
the  definition  of  "persons"  (subsec.  11  n.) 
specifically  includes  Government  agencies 
(other  than  the  Commission).  In  order  to 
make  this  effect  even  more  specific,  s  new 
section  273  was  added  to  the  bill  to  Incor- 
porate the  substance  of  the  final  sentetce  of 
section  45  as  added  by  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. This  new  section  states  that  nothing 
in  the  act  shall  preclude  any  Governrr.f nt 
agency  authorized  by  law  to  engage  in  the 


production,  marketing,  or  dlstllbutlon  of 
electric  energy  from  obtaining  a  license 
under  section  103,  if  qualified  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  103,  for  the  construction 
and  operation  of  production  or  utilisation 
facilities  for  the  primary  purpose  of  pro- 
ducing electric  energy  for  distribution  for 
ultimate  public  consumption. 

Since  there  was  no  thought  that  the  Com- 
mission, in  carrying  out  lU  obligations  under 
this  act.  should  not  be  require«1  to  get  con- 
gressional approval  for  iU  operstlons,  the 
amendment  made  by  the  Senate  to  section 
261  which  exempted  the  Commlision  from 
the  necessity  of  obtaining  congrtasional  ap- 
proval for  certain  construction  abd  scqulsl- 
tlon  proJecU  was  deleted  by  the  conference 
substitute. 

NOnci    OF   LICKNSS9 

The  House  bill  contained  a  pKrvislon  re- 
quiring the  Commission  to  give  notice  of 
proposed  licenses  under  section  103  to  those 
within  transmission  distance  who  might  be 
engaged  in  the  distribution  of  electricity. 
The  Senate  amendment  required  that  notice 
be  given  to  private  utilities  as  well  as  to 
those  persons  Included  within  the  House  pro- 
vision. The  conference  substitute  retains 
the  Senate  language  with  a  minor  amend- 
ment. I 

IICTNSX    PRXTTRINCrS  I 

The  House  bill  contained  a  provision  re- 
quiring the  Commission  to  give  preferred 
consideration  in  Issuing  licenses  under  sec- 
tion 103  to  faciUties  which  will  be  located  In 
high  cost  power  areas  where  there  is  a  limited 
opportunity  for  such  licenses  (sec.  183  c). 
The  Senate  amendment  added  a  provision  re- 
quiring that  in  buch  situations  applications 
submitted  by  public  and  cooperative  bodies 
were  also  to  be  given  preferred  consideration. 
The  conference  substitute  follow*  the  Sen- 
ate amendment. 

APPLiCABiLrrr  or  rxDniAL  powtr  act 
The  Senate  amendment  added  to  the 
House  bill  a  requirement  that  lloensees  un- 
der section  103  transmitting  electric  energy 
In  Interstate  commerce  or  marketing  such 
energy  at  wholesale  in  Interstate  commerce 
are  to  be  subject  to  the  Federal  power  Act. 
The  conference  substitute  retains  the  sub- 
stance of  the  provision  added  by  the  8?nate 
amendment  and  makes  It  a  new  section  (see. 
272)  In  the  bill. 


SOURCI    MATERIALS 

In  connection  wjth  the  leasing  of  lands 
belonging  to  the  United  States  for  prospect- 
ing for  or  mining  of  deposits  of  iource  ma- 
terial, the  House  bill  provided  for  the  award 
of  leases  or  permits  on  a  competitive  bidding 
basU  after  notice  has  been  published  In  a 
newspaper  in  the  county  in  which  the  lands 
are  situated  (sec.  67).  The  Senate  amend- 
ment deleted  this  provision,  and  the  con- 
ference substitute  follows  tlw  Senate 
amendment. 

The  problems  Involved  In  Issuing  leases 
on  the  basis  of  competitive  bidding  require 
further  study.  It  was  decided  by  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  that  this  matter  should 
be  taken  up  In  the  next  session  of  Congress 
If  the  Commission  does  not  Itself  institute 
such  methods  of  procedure  aftar  holding 
hearings  speclflcally  on   the  point. 

ADVICE   OF   ATTORNrr    GENIRAL   ON   tICXNSES 

In  connection  with  the  issuance  of  licenses 
for  utilization  and  production  facilities,  the 
House  bill  provided  certain  requirements 
with  resiiect  to  the  antitrust  laws  (sec.  105), 
Among  these  was  the  requirement  that  the 
Commission  obtain  the  advice  of  the  At- 
torney General  before  Issuing  any  such  li- 
cense. The  Senate  amendment  required 
that  the  Commission  follow  the  advice  of 
the  Attorney  General  unless  the  President 
made  a  finding  that  the  Issuance  of  such  a 
license  wa.^  essential  to  the  common  defense 
and  sonirity  and  the  finding  was  published 
in    the   FcUcral   Register.     This   amendment 
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In  effect  made  the  advloa  of  the  Attorney 
General  a  decision  binding  upon  the  Com-> 
mission  and  the  applicant  without  hearing. 
The  conference  substitute  deletes  the  portion 
jif  the  provision  added  by  the  Senate  amend- 
ment which  required  that  the  advice  of  the 
Attorney  General  be  followed,  but  requires 
that  the  advice  of  the  Attorney  General  be 
published  in  the  Inderal  Register. 

ZNTRRNATIOMAL    ACTItlTlRa 

The  House  bill  provided  that  agreements 
for  cooperation  (sec.  123)  were  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  President  by  the  Commission 
or  the  Department  i>f  Defense,  whichever 
was  responsible  for  the  initiation  of  the 
agreement.  The  Senate  amendment  required 
in  addition  that  the  Commission  or  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  favorably  recommend 
the  agreement  for  coDperatJon.  The  corre- 
sponding  provision  In  the  conference  substi- 
tute requires  thst  tte  Commission  or  the 
E>epartment  of  Defense  submit  the  agree- 
ment for  cooperation  to  the  President  to- 
gether with  its  recommendation  concerning 
the  agreement. 

The  House  bill  provided  for  the  termina- 
tion of  agreements  f<jr  cooperation  by  the 
President  or  by  the  Congress  (sec.  123  (2)  and 
( 3 )  ) .  A  stmllsT  provLslon  in  section  54  of 
the  House  bill  provided  for  the  termination 
by  the  Congress  of  agreements  for  coopera- 
tion for  the  foreign  distribution  of  special 
nuclear  material.  The  Senate  amendment 
eliminated  these  provisions,  and  the  confer- 
ence substitute  follows  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. In  view  of  the  requirement  In  section 
123  that  each  proposed  agreement  shall  In- 
clude "the  terms,  conditions,  duration. 
•  •  •  of  the  cooperaton."  the  conunlttee  of 
conference  believed  that  the  agreements 
themselves  would  provide  for  termination 
conditions  which  would  be  most  suitable  un- 
der the  special  circumstances  in  each  case. 

XLxcTRic  xrm.m  contracts 
The  House  bill  contiiined  an  suthorixatlon 
for  the  Commission  to  enter  into  contracts 
for  electric  utility  serv  ces  in  connection  with 
the  construction  and  operation  of  facilities  at 
Oak  Ridge.  Paducah.  iind  Portsmouth.  The 
Senate  amendment  acthorlzed  the  Oommls- 
tion  to  enter  Into  contracts  to  provide  for  re- 
placement to  the  Teniiessce  Valley  Authority 
of  electric  utility  services  ftirnished  by  TVA 
to  the  Commission  tr.  accordance  with  the 
basic  authority,  and  fJso  required  any  con- 
tract hereafter  entere<l  into  to  be  submitted 
to  the  Joint  Coxnoalttee  for  a  period  of  SO  days 
before  becoming  effe<rtlve.  The  conference 
substitute  follows  the  Senate  amendment. 

CONTRACT    rRACnCTS 

The  Senate  amendment  added  to  the  House 
bill  a  provision  (sec.  170)  prohibiting  the 
Commission  from  entering  into  a  contract 
providing  for  the  direct  payment  by  the  Com- 
mission of  Federal  income  taxes  on  t>ehalf 
of  any  contractor  or  fcr  any  payment  to  such 
contractor  as  relmbun«ment  for  any  Federal 
Income  taxes  paid  by  such  contractor.  The 
conference  substitute  limited  the  prohibition 
to  the  direct  payment  or  direct  reimburse- 
ment by  the  Commission  of  any  Federal  in- 
come tax.  and  made  the  prohibition  as  so 
limited  s  part  of  section  165.  It  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  committee  of  conference  to 
prohibit  the  direct  payment  of  Federal  in- 
come taxes  to  contractors  of  the  Commission, 
but  It  was  not  the  Intention  of  the  conunlt- 
tee of  conference  to  bar  incliision  of  such 
taxes  in  the  computation  or  adjustment  of 
the  base  rate  or  cost  .structure  of  the  Oom- 
mlsslon  contract. 

PATiarrs 

The  Hotise  tUU  and  the  Senate  amendment 
both  provided,  as  docs  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1946.  as  amended,  that  there  ihall  be 
no  patents  issued  in  the  field  of  atomic 
weapons.  With  respect  to  other  areas  In  the 
atomic  energy  field  the  House  bill  permitted 
normal  patents.     However,  it  required  that 


Invantlooa  or  dlecorerlea  made  under  eontrmct 
or  other  arrangement  with  the  Onmmlssinn 
■hall  be  deemed  to  have  been  made  by  the 
Oommlssion  and  patents  therefor  shall  be  the 
piupeity  of  the  Government  unless  the  COm- 
m lesion  either  waives  its  claim  or  its  claim 
Is  not  held  valid  by  the  Board  of  Patent  In- 
terferences. The  House  bill  provided  a  pro- 
cedure for  testing  out  the  question  of  whether 
or  not  inventions  were  made  or  conceived  un- 
der contract  with  the  Commission,  using  the 
Board  of  Patent  Interferences  as  the  deciding 
tribunal.  Bach  applicant  for  a  patent  in  the 
atomic  energy  field  would  be  required  to  file 
with  the  application  for  such  patent  a  state- 
ment under  oath  setting  forth  the  facts  sur- 
rounding the  making  or  conceiving  of  the 
invention.  The  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
would  then  be  provided  an  opportunity  to  re- 
view the  statement,  and  If  It  believed  that 
the  Invention  was  made  under  a  contract 
or  other  arrangement  with  the  Commission, 
the  Commission  would  be  authorized  to  di- 
rect the  commissioner  of  Patents  to  Issue  the 
patent  to  the  Commission.  If  the  applicant 
should  not  concur,  he  would  be  given  an  op- 
portunity for  a  bearing  before  the  Board  of 
Patent  Interferences.  This  Board  would  then 
have  to  decide  when  the  Invention  was  made 
and  whether,  under  all  the  circumstances. 
the  Commission's  claim  was  valid.  The  res- 
olution of  any  question  of  when  an  invention 
is  made  or  conceived  is.  of  course,  a  normal 
function  of  the  Board  of  Patent  Interferences. 
The  Senate  amendment  did  not  have  this 
protective  device  to  insure  that  the  Com- 
mission would  receive  all  of  the  patents 
which  properly  belonged  to  it.  Instead  It 
authoriaed  the  Commission  to  require  com- 
pulsory cross-licensing  of  inventions  of  pri- 
mary Importance  In  the  field.  It  also  pro- 
vided for  the  use  by  others  of  patents  found 
by  the  Government  to  have  been  used  by 
their  owners  in  violation  of  the  antitrust 
laws. 

Tbe  conference  substitute  Incorporates  the 
provisions  of  both  the  House  bill  and  the 
Senate  amendment.  It  retains  the  House 
provision  relating  to  inventions  conceived 
during  Commission  contracts  and  It  also 
provides  for  the  compulsory  licensing  of 
patents  in  the  atomic  energy  field  If  appll- 
eationa  thereon  are  filed  within  the  next 
five   years. 

Furthermore,  the  committee  of  confer- 
ence accepted  the  Senate  amendment  which 
would  require  those  licenses  given  by  pat- 
ent owners  under  the  circumstances  above 
to  be  nonexclusive.  It  also  accepted  the 
Senate  amendment  that  the  royalty  deter- 
mined In  connection  with  such  licensing 
shall  not  be  less  favorable  than  rojmltles 
levied  by  the  owner  of  the  patent  or  by  the 
Commission  to  similar  licensees  for  compara- 
ble use. 

The  committee  of  conference  also  retained 
the  substance  of  the  Senate  amendment 
dealing  with  the  use  of  any  patents  in  the 
atomic  field  in  a  manner  so  as  to  violate 
the  antitrust  laws. 

The  nuuiagers  on  the  part  of  the  House  re- 
luctantly agreed  to  the  Inclusion  of  the  pro- 
visions relating  to  compulsory  licensing  in 
the  conference  substitute.  They  thought 
that  there  was  so  much  good  in  the  balance 
of  the  provisions  of  the  bill  that  the  dispute 
over  the  patent  provisions  should  not  fur- 
ther delay  passage  in  this  session.  The 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  agreed 
to  the  conference  substitute  only  because, 
as  a  condition  precedent  to  their  assent, 
they  were  assured  that  the  patent  problem 
would  be  fairly  and  fully  studied  at  the  next 
session  at  Congress.  All  of  the  members  of 
tbe  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy,  who 
were  consulted,  agreed  that  the  patent  prob- 
lem would  be  the  first  order  of  business  to 
be  taken  up  by  the  Joint  committee  in  the 
next  session  of  Congress.  With  the  Rssur- 
ance  that  this  passage  would  not  in  any  way 
foreclose  fvuther  Investigation  of  thx  patent 
features,  the  managers  on  the  part  of  tha 


felt  XbmX  tt  WM  OBly  proper  to 
tbalr  cppoalttoa  to  this  ona  faators  oC 
tHabUL 

W.  SnsLZiro  OOlb, 
Cari.  Huwksw, 

Caxi.  T.  "DawMJUa, 
MXLVIN   Przcb. 
Managers  on  th*  Part  of  tha  Bourn, 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Mr.  Speaker. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  tbe  read- 
ing of  the  statement  may  be  dlgtenaed 
with.  

The  SPEAKEEL  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  tbe  gentleman  froni  New 
York? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
it  seems  unnecessary  to  have  read  or  ex- 
plained the  statement  of  the  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  on  this  confer- 
ence report.  This  is  the  same  matter, 
substantially,  that  was  before  the  House 
on  Monday  of  last  week  when  the  pian- 
agers  reported  to  the  House  an  agree- 
ment of  the  conferences  in  respect  to  tbe 
bill  amending  the  atomic  energy  law. 

Mr.  Speaker,  you  will  recall  that  the 
House  on  that  occasion  adopted  the 
House  report.  Subsequently  the  report 
was  considered  in  the  other  body  and 
was  rejected.  Apparently  the  basis  for 
rejection  by  the  other  body  was  predi- 
cated on  two  principal  points:  One  was 
with  respect  to  the  so-called  preferential 
clause,  giving  preferential  rights  to  pub- 
lic bodies  and  cooperatives  in  the  distri- 
bution of  whatever  electric  energy  may 
be  produced  by  the  Commissicn.  Tbe 
other  point  of  dispute  was  with  respect 
to  how  patents  in  the  atomic  energy  field 
having  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
atomic  weapons  would  be  treated. 

You  will  recall  that  when  the  bill  was 
considered  by  the  House  an  amendment 
was  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama [Mr.  Jomsl  to  require  tbe  Com- 
mission at  all  times — and  I  emphasiae 
those  words  "at  all  times" — to  give  pref- 
erence to  public  bodies  and  cooperatives 
in  the  distribution  of  the  electric  energy. 
That  was  accepted  by  the  committee  and 
adopted  by  the  House.  A  similar 
amendment  was  adopted  by  the  Senate. 

The  House  conferees  accepted  the 
principle  of  preference,  because  we  rec- 
ognized that  that  is  Uie  established  pol- 
icy of  the  Government  with  respect  to 
electric  energy  generated  from  water- 
power,  and  could  see  no  reason  why  that 
same  principle  would  not  apply  to  elec- 
tric energy  generated  from  atomic  fission 
by  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 
However,  the  conferees  were  disturbed 
by  the  requirement  that  this  preference 
should  apply  "at  all  times,"  because  it 
was  conceivable  that  there  might  be  in- 
stances where  it  would  be  impractical  to 
grant  the  preference.  The  conferees 
therefore  wrote  in  the  expressioti  that 
the  preference  clause  should  amdy  "in- 
sofar as  practicable."  1 

When  the  conference  report  was  ooa> 
sidered  by  the  other  body  that  phrase 
"insofar  as  practicable"  was  considered 
by  some  Members  of  the  other  body  as 
being  some  sort  of  threat  to  the  ivin-' 
ciple  of  Federal  preference  to  co<H>era- 
tives.  They  envisioned  that  it  repre^ 
sented  a  hidden  ogre  that  was  somehow 
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goins  to  strangle  and  destroy  fbe  inefer- 
eniial  clause.  Of  oourae,  there  was 
notbing  to  that  fearful  fantasy;  It  was 
completely  Imaginary;  it  had  no  sub- 
stance to  It  at  all.  At  any  rate  the  Sen- 
ate rejected  that  phase  of  the  conf  ermoe 
report. 

The  conferees  have  held  a  further 
conference  and  have  agreed  to  the  elim- 
ination of  the  expression  "insofar  as 
practicable." 

I  think  it  should  be  understood  that 
in  the  elimination  of  those  "three  little 
words"  it  is  not  intended  by  any  stretch 
of  the  imagination  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  in  granting  prefer- 
ence to  a  Rural  Electrification  Adminis- 
tration cooperative  or  to  any  other  pub- 
lic body,  should  grant  that  preference 
even  though  it  is  impracticable  to  do  so. 
I  think  we^  recognize  that  our  govern- 
mental agencies  and  governmental  com- 
missions are  expected  to  do  the  practi- 
cal, efficient,  economic,  proper  thing; 
and  so  It  should  not  be  construed  or  con- 
sidered in  the  future  that  the  elimina- 
tion of  that  expression  authorizes  or  di- 
rects the  Conunission  to  do  the  impossi- 
ble, impracticable  thing  in  granting  a 
preference  to  public  bodies. 

The  other  point  in  dispute  was  of 
much  greater  substance  and  far  greater 
Importance.  That  has  to  do  with  the 
question  of  how  to  deal  with  patents  in 
this  new  field.  You  will  recall  that  as 
the  bill  was  reported  by  the  Joint  com- 
mittee to  the  House  It  contained  a  pro- 
vision requiring  the  compulsory  licens- 
ing of  patents  for  a  period  of  5  years. 
That  provided  in  substance  that  any 
person  who  may  devise  a  new  scheme 
or  a  new  method  of  applsring  atomic 
energy  in  its  many,  many  thousands  of 
opportunities,  the  owner  of  the  patent 
would  be  required  to  share  the  patent 
with  anybody  who  may  ask  for  it  upon 
a  royalty,  fixed,  not  by  the  owner  of  the 
patent,  but  by  the  Government. 

When  the  matter  was  considered  by 
the  House  an  amendment  was  offered 
and  adopted  by  the  House  eliminating 
the  provision  requiring  the  compulsory 
licensing  of  patents,  and  substituting  In- 
stead an  amendment  which  would  de- 
clare to  be  public  property  any  inven- 
tion in  this  field  conceived  during  the 
course  of  any  relationship  with  the  Gov- 
ernment, whether  it  be  as  a  direct  em- 
ployee of  the  Government,  as  an  em- 
ployee of  a  contractor  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  of  a  subcontractor.    That  was 
based  on  the  theory  that  a  principal 
acquires  the  benefits  of  his  agent's  ef- 
forts.    The  effect  of  that  amendment 
would  have  protected  the  public  interest 
in  all  phases  in  this  problem  of  prevent- 
ing undue  enrichment  of  those  concerns 
and   those  individuals  who  have   been 
operating  in  this  field  imder  Govern- 
ment sponsorship  for  the  past  10  years. 
In  all  other  respects  it  would  have  left 
the   patent  opportunities   in  this  field 
open  to  the   normal  processes   of   the 
patent  laws. 

It  is  inconceivable,  and  without  justi- 
fication, that  the  Government  should 
have  any  claim  whatever  on  the  dis- 
covery of  an  invention  made  by  an  in- 
dividual who  has  no  connection  with 
the  Government  whatsoever. 
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The  Senate  and  House  conferees  orig- 
inally accepted  the  elimination  of  the 
compulsory  feature  of  the  patent  system 
and  retained  the  sunendment  which  was 
adopted  by  the  House  by  a  very  substan- 
tial vote  of  203  to  159,  a  majority  of  44. 
When  it  was  reported  to  the  other  body 
the  conference  report  was  rejected  by  a 
very,  very  narrow  margin  and  they  in- 
sisted upon  the  Senate  amendment  prin- 
cipally with  respect  to  the  patent  fea- 
tiures. 

The  conferees  were  reappointed  by  the 
House  on  yesterday  and  we  met  with  the 
Senate  conferees  yesterday   afternoon. 
We  were  confronted  with  a  very  difllcult. 
unpleasant,  distasteful  situation.    It  caii 
be  reported  factually  that  a  majority  of 
the  conferees,  all  of  them  Republicans, 
representing  both  bodies  were  willing  to 
eliminate  the  provision  for  compulsory 
licensing;  however,  it  was  pointed  out 
that  there  was  in  the  other  body  a  group 
of  persistent  and  defiant  individuals  who 
threw  out  a  warning  that  if  the  com- 
pulsory licensing  feature  was   not  re- 
stored there  would  be  a  renewal  of  what 
has  been  politely  characterized  in  the 
other  body  as  a  "talkathon"  or  as  a  proc- 
ess    of      education.     Having      endured 
that  performance  in  connection  with  this 
bill  once,  and  now  anticipating  an  im- 
minent adjournment,  the  conferees  were 
faced  with  the  choice  of  two  alterna- 
tives, either  of  Insisting  on  the  principle 
which  the  majority  of  the  conferees  felt 
to  be   proper   and   thereby   postponing 
the  anticipated  adjournment  of  the  Con- 
gress, or  of  accepting  the  highly  distaste- 
ful principle  of  compulsory  licensing  and 
thereby  avoiding  a  threatened  filibuster. 
speeding  this  bill  to  early  enactment! 
and  hastening  the  date  of  adjournment! 
It  was  with  the  greatest  of  reluctance 
that  the  majority  of  the  House  managers 
consented  to  yield.    It  is  not  pleasant  to 
be  forced  to  recede  in  a  matter  of  prin- 
ciple because  of  expediency.    The  posi- 
tion of  the  House  was  yielded  by  your 
representatives  finally  only  upon  an  un- 
derstanding and  upon  the  express  condi- 
tion, clearly  accepted  and  understood  by 
all  of  the  conferees  at  that  meeting^nd 
all  10  of  the  conferees  were  there,  that 
at  the  very  earliest  opportunity  at  the 
next  session,  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy  would  give  full,  and  com- 
plete study  to  the  potent  problem.     On 
my  own  responsibility,  if  I  am  returned 
as  a  Member  of  this>  House,  the  very 
first  bill  that  I  shall  introduce  will  be 
one  to  repeal  what  is  now  sections  15.3 
and  154.  the  Senate  provisions  with  re- 
spect to  patents. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  just  want  to  make 
an  observation  and  ask  a  question  of  my 
distinguished  friend  from  New  York. 
We  have  been  hearing  and  talking  about 
profits  and  patents,  about  the  uses  of  fis- 
sionable material,  and  the  control  of  the 
atom.  Now,  of  late  I  have  been  reading 
about  the  problem  which,  if  true  and 
unsolved,  means  ansrthing  up  to  destruc- 
tion of  all  humanity.  In  the  control  and 
disposition  of  the  unspent  force  in  the 
tailings  of  fissionable  material  of  the 


atom  there  remains  a  deadly  danger. 
What  provisions  are  we  making  or  what 
are  we  going  to  do  about  the  Unal  dis- 
position of  the  unspent  force  of  this  fis- 
sionable material  which  remains?  They 
tell  me  that  the  residue  will  plague  us  for 
a  thousand  years.  It  will  pollute  our 
streams;  it  will  make  radio-active  food 
and  fish  and  the  animals  on  the  ranges. 
Unless  something  is  done,  this  matter 
concerning  us  now  is  the  greatest  menace 
that  has  ever  been  brought  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  people.  I  am  wondering  what 
this  great  committee  is  going  to  do  about 
that. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  The  gentle- 
man has  not  made  himself  completely 
clear  because  there  are  two  types  of  dele- 
terious tailings,  as  the  gentleman  calls 
them,  from  atomic  energy. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  am  not  an  expert. 
Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  When  un- 
controlled nuclear  reaction  sets  in.  it  de- 
velops deleterious  and  dangerous  par- 
ticles in  the  air,  and  it  was  that  conse- 
quence that  caused  the  episode  of  the 
unfortunate  damage  to  the  Japanese 
fishermen. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  am  not  talking 
about  the  Japanese  fishermen. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Then  there 
is  also  the  possible  danger  t«  public 
health  and  safety  in  the  refinement  of 
raw  uranium  into  plutonium  and  the 
process  of  nuclear  reaction.  fisBionable 
reaction— that  is,  the  controlled  reac- 
tion. In  addition,  there  are  the  radio- 
active wastes  which  are  the  unused  end 
products  of  the  controlled  reaction. 
Ample  provision  is  made  in  the  bill  for 
the  Commission  to  protect  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public.  This,  of  course, 
includes  adequate  treatment  of  and  con- 
trol of  these  wastes. 

The  only  thing  I  can  assure  the  gen- 
tleman is  that  to  date  there  have  been  no 
harmful  consequences  from  this  con- 
trolled reaction;  and  that  is  what  the 
peacetime  uses  of  atomic  energy  would 
involve.  There  have  been  no  harmful 
effects.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  health 
and  safety  record  of  the  great  atomic  en- 
ergy works  up  at  Hanford  far  exceed 
the  best  of  the  industrial  records  in  this 
country.  So  we  do  have  that  as  a  prob- 
lem. It  is  something  that  is  not  in  this 
bill  and  we  cannot  discuss  it  too  much 
Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  one  other  brief 
question? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  yield 
Mr.  DINGELL.  If  these  Uilings  are 
unspent  and  for  that  reason  dangerous 
is  there  not  some  means  or  method  that 
should  be  found  to  spend  them  com- 
pletely so  that  they  will  become  abso- 
lutely harmless? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  am  not  sure 
that  I  understand  what  the  gentleman 
has  in  mind  when  he  speaks  of  tailings 
that  are  not  completely  spent.  Material 
which  has  been  exposed  to  radiation  is 
not  altogether  consumed  in  that  process 
That  material,  that  waste  material,  is 
stored  underground  and  eventually  re- 
worked. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Yes.  but  that  is  the 
final  disposition  of  it,  is  it  not' 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  No;  that  Is 
only  temporary.  Eventually  it  is  re- 
worked. 
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Mr.  DINGELL.  I  think  the  American 
people  are  interested  In  that  phase  of  the 
question,  I  will  say  to  my  distinguished 
friend. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEATING.  I  should  like  to  say  to 
the  gentleman  that  it  Is  my  intention  to 
support  the  conference  report.  I  think 
the  committee  has  done  a  commendable 
job.  This  is  a  very  constructive  piece  of 
legislation,  one  of  the  most  constructive 
It  has  ever  been  my  privilege  to  vote  for. 

However,  I  am  greatly  disturbed,  as  I 
am  sure  the  gentlema.n  is,  too,  about  the 
constitutionality  of  BJiy  provisions  for 
compulsory  licensing.  But  there  is.  as  I 
understand  it.  In  this  bill  a  severability 
clause.  That  would  mean  that  if  the 
courts  should  hold  that  that  part  of  the 
bill  was  unconstitutional,  that  would  not 
interfere  at  all  with  the  other  parts  of  the 
bill  having  to  do  with  the  setting  up  of 
this  atomic  stockpile  and  all  of  the  other 
salutary  parts  o'  the  bill. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  The  gentle- 
man is  entirely  correct. 

Mr.  KEATING.  It  is  only  for  that 
reason  that  I  feel  I  an  support  the  bill 
because  I  have  such  a  strong  feeling 
about  the  unconstitutionality  of  provid- 
ing for  compulsory  licensing. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALTER.  I,  too.  am  concerned 
over  one  section  of  this  bill,  the  com- 
pulsory licensing  section,  and  1  am  won- 
dering whether  or  not  the  conferees  did 
not  have  in  mind  the  possibility  some- 
time in  the  near  futun-.  of  changing  that 
provision  so  that  the  objections,  the  sub- 
stantial objections  that  have  been  made 
by  so  many  people  would  be  met? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  That  is  ex- 
actly what  the  conferees  had  in  mind 
when  it  was  made  a  condition  of  the 
acceptance  of  this  compulsory  licensing 
that  at  the  very  earliest  opportunity 
next  year  the  committee  will  take  up 
this  question  of  compulsory  licensing. 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MEADER.  When  this  bill  was  be- 
fore the  House  for  consideration  I  sup- 
ported the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  I  Mr.  ColiI  to  the  patent 
section  and  expressed  my  views  to  the 
House.  I  was  pleased  when  the  con- 
ferees originally  accepted  the  provisions 
with  respect  to  patents  which  had  been 
adopted  in  the  House  by  a  substantial 
margin.  I  had  hope<i  that  the  House 
provisions  would  prevail  in  the  final 
legislation.  But  appai^ntly  Members  of 
the  other  body  who  have  the  opposite 
view  with  respect  to  patent  policy  would 
be  willing  to  block  the  passage  of  the  bill 
rather  than  to  yield  to  the  House  version 
of  the  patent  section. 

Under  these  circumstances,  although 
he  fought  valiantly  for  this  Important 
principle,  the  gentlemsm  from  New  York 
could  do  little  else  than  to  make  conces- 
sions to  Insure  the  pas.sage  of  the  legisla- 
tion. I  commend  him  and  his  colleagues 
on  the  conference  committee  for  the  hard 


work  and  effective  effort  they  have  put 
forth  in  writing  this  historic  statute. 

As  a  member  of  the  Judiciary  Oonunlt- 
tee  of  the  House,  I  have  been  somewhat 
disturbed  about  legislation  dealing  with 
patents  emanating  from  other  coaunit- 
tees.  Patent  lawyers  and  some  of  my 
colleagues  on  the  Judiciary  Conunlttee 
have  expressed  grave  doubts  over  the 
constitutionality  of  the  Senate  version  of 
the  patent  section.  They  have  likewise 
pointed  out  that  compulsory  licensing  is 
a  major  departure  from  our  longstand- 
ing patent  policy.  I  believe  It  is  in  the 
interest  of  orderly  processes  and  con- 
sistent legislation  to  have  proposed 
legislation  in  the  patent  field  referred  to 
the  Judiciary  Committee,  considered  by 
that  committee,  and  adopted  by  the 
parent  body  after  thorough  considera- 
tion of  our  national  interests  in  the 
patent  field. 

No  one  wants  to  write  unconstitutional 
legislation  and  no  one  should  want  to 
make  a  rash  change  in  a  feature  of  our 
system  of  goverrunent  which  Is  so  basic 
as  the  exclusive  right  of  inventors  to  the 
use  and  discovery  of  their  inventions 
contemplated  by  the  Constitution. 

Because  of  the  novelty  and  mystery 
surrounding  nuclear  fission,  insofar  as 
we  laymen  are  concerned,  there  is  a 
temptation  to  consider  this  field  as 
something  apart  from  other  fields  of 
legislation.  I  submit  that  this  attitude 
is  essentially  unsound  and  if  it  prevails 
over  a  long  period  of  time,  will  lead  us 
to  confusion  and  inconsistency. 

Even  if  compulsory  patent  licensing  is 
constitutional.  I  think  it  is  a  grave  mis- 
take as  a  matter  of  policy.  The  princi- 
ples of  private  ownership  and  individual 
freedom  are  closely  allied  to  the  principle 
that  the  imaginative  inventor  and  the 
ingenious  craftsman  may  derive  benefits 
from  the  products  of  their  discoveries. 
The  new  methods  which  have  led  to  the 
mass  production  system  in  America, 
which  is  the  foundation  of  our  abund- 
ance, stem  from  these  freedoms  and 
these  rights  in  individual  citizens. 

Now  we  are  on  the  threshold  of  a  new 
field  of  human  endeavor — the  develop- 
ment and  utilization  of  this  wonderful 
new  source  of  atomic  energy  for  com- 
mercial and  industrial  purposes  In  peace- 
time. If  we  are  to  match  the  perform- 
ance of  the  American  people  in  other 
fields  of  human  endeavor,  their  in- 
genmty.  their  inventiveness,  and  their 
enterprise  should  be  encouraged,  not 
stified. 

The  House  version  of  the  patent  sec- 
tion would  have  been  adequate  to  pre- 
vent windfalls  to  firms  who  have  enjoyed 
contracts  with  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission. I  am  opposed  to  such  wind- 
falls and  I  believe  all  of  my  colleagues 
are  of  like  mind.  But  compulsory  li- 
censing even  though  it  be  for  a  limited 
time,  applies  not  only  to  firms  and  in- 
dividuals who  have  heretofore  engaged 
In  the  atomic  energy  program  financed 
with  Federal  funds,  but  to  all  inventors 
In  the  atomic  energy  field. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  the  Congress  in 
its  next  session  will  reexamine  the  semi- 
socialistic  patent  section  of  this  legisla- 
tion and  work  out  a  method  for 
stimulating   and   encouraging   the   de- 


velopment of  atomic  energy  for 

time  processes  in  line  with  our  hlstorle 

patMit  policy. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  The  lentle- 
man  has  made  a  very  fine  statement.  I 
can  assure  him  and  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  had  we  not  faced  the  prospect  of 
imminent  adjournment  of  this  body  your 
House  conferees  would  have  stayed  In 
conference  until  the  regions  in  the  cen- 
ter of  the  earth  were  frozen.  But  thia, 
we  could  not  do. 

It  should  be  known  that  this  group 
of  persistent  persons  represents  a  i^il- 
losophy  of  government  which  is  quite 
foreign  to  our  normal  system  of  Gov- 
ernment. There  Lave  been  organisa- 
tions that  have  been  bitterly  opposed  to 
this  bill,  no  matter  how  It  might  hav« 
been  amended.  The  CIO  has  been  strong 
and  bitter  and  vitriolic  against  this  bilL 
Tlie  ADA  has  been  opposed  to  it.  The 
National  Rural  Electric  Cooperative  As- 
sociation, a  reputable  and  respected  or- 
ganization although  in  this  instance  mis- 
guided by  the  recommendations  of  its 
lobbyist,  has  been  bitterly  opposed  to  it. 
That  lobbyist  in  open  session  said  that 
this  bill  no  matter  how  it  might  be 
amended  would  not  be  acceptable  to  his 
organization.  The  American  PubUc 
Power  Association  has  been  opposed  to 
it.  Those  persons  who  entertain  the 
philosophy  of  public  ownership,  the  ulti- 
mate of  socialism,  by  advocating  the 
principle  of  compulsory  licensing  of 
patents,  are  insistent  upon  a  fatal  step 
in  the  direction  of  socialism. 

The  ironical  part  is  that  those  per- 
sons who  were  so  insistent  upon  the  adop- 
tion of  this  initial  step  of  compulsory 
licensing,  even  though  we  had  shielded  to 
them,  on  the  record  vote  last  evening 
over  in  the  other  body,  in  spite  of  the 
fact  that  they  had  evenrthing  they  had 
asked  for  and  demanded,  still  voted 
against  the  bilL  That  is  very,  very  re- 
vealing. 

My  apprehension,  my  criticism,  my  op- 
position to  compulsory  hcensing  is  not 
based  only  on  its  doubtful  legality.  I 
am  more  concerned  almut  its  conse- 
quences. Here  we  are  for  the  first  time 
making  available  this  new  energy  for 
the  good  of  mankind,  away  from  weap- 
ons, away  from  destruction,  away  from 
devastation,  opening  up  the  door  to  the 
opportunity  of  individuaos  and  groiqu* 
to  apply  their  thoughts  and  their  fi- 
nances and  their  resources  and  their 
energies  to  find  new  ways  of  putting 
this  to  work;  and  immediately  the  Ud  is 
put  upon  their  efforts.  What  induce- 
ment Is  there  for  people  to  find  new 
ways  if  the  Government  is  going  to  con- 
fiscate their  discoveries?  To  the  extent 
that  we  apply  the  principle  of  o(mi- 
pulsory  licensing  by  even  5  years  we  de- 
lay the  full  opportunity  of  exploiting 
this  new  energy.  Upon  the  shoulders  of 
those  persons  who  were  so  insistent  upon 
compulsory  Ucensing  must  rest  the  con- 
sequences of  the  delay  of  these  5  years 
in  the  full  exploitation  of  this  new  force 
for  nonmilitaiiT  purposes. 

It  is  my  fervent  hope  that  the  Con- 
gress next  year  will  be  persuaded  to  re- 
peal this  highly  distasteful,  highly  un- 
American  provision,  which  is  so  contrary 
to  our  tradition  and  which,  if  continued 
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In  practice,  will  eventually  spell  the  doom 
of  our  groit  Industrial  prosperity. 

BCr.  Speaker,  there  have  been  many 
factors  which  have  entered  Into  the 
decision  to  get  private  enterprise  Into 
the  atomic  energy  field.  This  country 
cannot  continue  to  pay  Uie  kind  of  sums 
it  has  paid  out  of  its  public  treasury 
for  the  development  of  atomic  weapons. 
This  i»  particularly  true  of  the  develop- 
ment of  faculties  which  are  not  pri- 
marily weapons.  Where  this  counter 
has  utilised  private  industry  in  the  de- 
v^opment  of  other  arms  such  as  in 
radar  and  In  the  airplane  many  ideas 
have  come  from  the  private  companies 
which  have  been  used  not  only  in  the 
weapons  field  but  have  been  of  great 
value  in  promoting  the  civilian  progress 
of  this  country.  Through  having  pri- 
vate industry  participate,  these  ideas 
have  been  developed  without  the  ex- 
penditure of  Federal  funds  to  the  extent 
which  would  otherwise  have  been  neces- 
sary. 

We  have  also  had  to  keep  ovur  eyes 
upon  the  developments  in  other  coun- 
tries. The  Russians  have  brought  in 
atomic  weapons  years  before  our  ex- 
perts thought  they  would  be  able  to. 
While  some  espionage  played  a  part 
in  this,  native  Russian  skill  was  of  great 
importance.  Will  the  Russians  be  able 
to  bring  in  peacetime  reactors  before  we 
can?  We  cannot  lose  this  race.  Under 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954  it  is 
hoped  that  we  will  not. 

While  the  Oovemment  and  the  Com- 
mission will  be  able  to  make  the  expen- 
ditures for  the  same  types  of  research 
and  development  that  they  have  in  the 
past,  it  is  hoped  that  industry  will  be- 
come established  and  will  make  the 
normal  contributions  to  private  industry 
imder  the  normal  incentives. 

Of  course  we  all  know  how  far  we 
are  ahead  of  other  countries  in  the  de- 
velopment of  many  technological  fields, 
radios,  telephones,  automobiles,  electri- 
trlcal  appliances  and  the  chemical  in- 
dustry, to  name  a  few.   These  and  many 
more  have  flourished  and  grown  great 
imder  the  normal  American   ways  of 
promoting  new  ideas.    The  thing  that  I 
want  to  emphasize  at  this  point  is  that 
in  order  to  win  the  race  for  world  peace, 
this  country  must  have  new  ideas  in 
the  field  of  atomic  energy.    It  must  have 
the  extremely  Important  ideas   which 
make  the  difference  between  economical 
and  uneconomical  atomic  energy — the 
new  ideas  which  make  the  difference 
between  the  ability  to  use  many  by- 
products in  many  new  ways  and  in- 
dustries and  in  many  new  medical  ways, 
and  in  having  no  progress  in  these  fields! 
It  Is  my  position  that  each  and  all  of 
these  new  ideas  should  be  guarded  and 
protected  so  that  each  may  develop  and 
flourish  to  the  extent  it  deserves.    This 
is  the  time  for  us  to  break  the  shackles 
on  this  new  industry  and  to  let  it  grow 
under  the  minimum  of  necessary  control. 
I  have  already  addressed  myself  to 
the  constitutional  problem  so  I  need  do 
no  more  than  to  refer  to  that.    Let  me 
then  go  on  to  discuss  what  a  patent  is. 

It  is  a  right  given  by  the  Constitution 

the  exclusive  right— given  for  a  limited 
time  for  an  invention  or  discovery.    It  is 
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a  right  granted  by  the  United  States  as 
a  reward  and  as  an  inducement  to  in- 
ventors. What  is  rewarded  is  not  some- 
thing which  is  common  or  ordinary  or 
easy  to  learn.  In  order  to  obtain  a 
patent  there  must  be  something  beyond 
ordinary  skill  to  produce  an  invention. 
In  the  194a's  the  Supreme  Court  had 
gone  to  the  extent  of  requiring  that  pat- 
ents be  given  only  for  "flashes  of  genius." 
Congress  revised  the  standard  of  inven- 
tions needed  for  a  patent  in  July  of  1952 
when  it  reestablished  the  standard  as 
being  for  those  ideas  which  were  above 
the  knowledge  of  the  persons  skilled  in 
the  art.  A  patent  then  is  issued  for  new 
ideas,  new  thoughts,  inventions  that  this 
country  has  not  had  before. 

A  patent  is  property  and  as  such  is 
treated  as  any  other  property,  taiKible 
or  intangible,  but  then  a  property  right 
In  any  other  item  is  the  right  which  is 
specified  in  the  Constitution  for  patents, 
namely  the  exclusive  right.  When  1  buy 
a  house  or  a  farm  I  buy  the  right  to  ex- 
clude others  from  that  house  or  farm. 
When  I  buy  a  car  I  buy  the  right  to  ex- 
clude others  from  that  car.  Under  the 
principles  of  compulsory  licensing  the 
Government  would  permit  anybody  else 
to  use  my  car,  my  house,  and  my  farm 
on  terms  which  would  be  prescribed  by 
the  Government.  If  I  explored  for  and 
found  an  oil  field,  the  principle  of  com- 
pulsory licensing  would  require  me  to 
permit  others  to  drill  in  that  oil  field 
and  extract  the  oil  from  it  on  terms  that 
would  be  set  by  the  Government.  When 
you  strip  away  the  coverings  of  compul- 
sory Ucensing  it  Is  socialism  in  its  barest 
form.  It  removes  the  very  protection 
which  Is  needed  in  the  start  of  the  period 
when  new  ideas  are  being  formed.  I 
would  like  to  quote  from  the  testimony 
of  Mr.  Frederick  P.  Fish  when  he  spoke 
in  1913  before  the  Oldfield  committee  in 
opposition  to  a  bill  for  compulsory 
Ucensing. 

He  said:  I 

The  whole  history  of  Industrial  develop- 
ment  shows  that  It  is  only  through  the 
prospect  of  special  gain  that  men  will  de- 
vote attention  to  Inventing  or  to  Inventions. 
Without  adequate  hope  of  unusual  returns 
neither  the  man  of  inventive  capacity  nor 
the  businessman  and  the  capitalist  can  be 
induced  to  take  the  chances  and  go  td  the 
great  trouble  and  expense  necessary  to  work 
out  Inventions  or  to  establish  new  Indus- 
tries or  reorganize  Industrial  methods  ao  as 
to  utilize  Inventions.  As  a  class,  they  are 
wise  enough  to  recognize  that  the  chances 
of  success  are  not  so  great  as  to  Justify 
the  rl£k.  ,     ' 

•  •  •  •  ») 

Inventors,  and  businessmen  who  develop 
inventions  and  Introduce  them  to  the  serv- 
ice of  man,  to  exactly  the  same  degree  and 
for  the  same  reasons  are  stimulated  by  the 
protection  afforded  by  a  patent,  to  efforts 
which  they  would  never  otherwise  make. 
Each  class  would  be  helpless  without  the 
other.  It  is  only  when  both  are  encouraged 
and  protected,  as  they  are  by  the  grant  of 
a  patent,  that  the  progress  of  the  useful  arts 
Is  promoted. 

•  •  •  •  • 
When  we  consider  the  chances  of  failure 

that  Inventors,  capitalists,  manufacturers, 
and  Investors  take  and  the  trouble,  expense, 
energy,  and  intelligence  required  to  brli^  a 
new  Idea  or  even  an  Improvement  Into  com- 
mercial use.  Involving  as  Is  the  case,  extensive 


experiments  before  and  after  the  Invention  Is 
made,  the  determination  of  the  «act  field 
for  the  Invention,  the  overthrowing  of  habits, 
the  education  of  the  consumer,  the  discovery 
of  bow  he  can  be  Induced  to  tal|e  up  the 
new  Invention,  and  ultimately.  In  many  In- 
stances, the  scrapping  of  machlner|r  and  the 
modification  of  manufacturing  methods.  It 
would  seem  that  the  least  encouragement 
adequate  to  keep  men  at  such  work  would  t)e 
an  absolutely  free  hand  for  a  short  term  of 
years,  such  as  Is  given  by  the  patettt  laws  of 
the  United  States. 

•  •  •  •  • 

The  encouragement  of  patent  protection 
does  not  alone  stimulate  the  Inventor  to  in- 
tellectual effort;  It  excites  to  strenuous  en- 
deavor a  long  line  of  Intermediaries,  capital- 
ists. Investors,  business  administrators,  li- 
censees, and  users  who  work  with  or  under 
the  patent  and  whose  cooperation  Is  vitally 
necessary  that  the  Invention  may  not  be  con- 
lined  to  a  paper  description,  but  may  actually 
be  used. 

Instead  of  leadins  to  harmful  monopo- 
lies, patents  in  themselves  form  the  basis 
for  real  competition  since  it  is  the  new 
and  difllcult  kind  of  competition  which 
requires  the  competitor  not  to  mimic 
what  has  already  been  done,  but  to  go 
out  and  find  new  things  to  sell,  new  ways 
of  doing  things. 

In  forcing  the  competitors  to  seek 
these  new  ideas  it  is  as  much  benefit  to 
the  science  and  the  u.seful  arts  as  it  is 
in  the  reward  of  royalties  from  the  right 
to  use  patented  inventions.  The  normal 
antitrust  safeguards  against  Unlawful 
u.se  of  patents  have  been  built  into  the 
bill  in  provi-sions  other  than  those  deal- 
ing with  compulsory  licenses.  These 
have  been  emphasized  and  strengthened 
so  that  there  will  be  little  chance  of  the 
vicious  type  of  monopoly  growing  in  this 
field. 

The  Senate  believes  that  compulsory 
licensing  is  needed  because  this,  of  all 
fields,   has   been  born   and   raised  with 
Federal    funds.      Mr.    Speaker,    I    don't 
think   that   this   is   a    proper   basis   for 
selecting  this  field.    If  you  single  out  this 
field  for  this  requirement,  then  why  have 
you  not  singled  out  the  electronics  fields' 
The     automotive     field— the     airplane 
field— or   the   chemical   fields?      All    of 
these  have  had  tremendous  sums  sbent 
on   them   by   the  Federal  Government. 
Yet  there  is  no  compulsory  liceosing  Iri 
those  fields.     If  there  were  compulsory 
licensing  in  those  fields,  then  why  would 
not  it  be  proper  for  other  fields  beyond 
them   where   the  Federal   expenditures 
shaded  off.    This  is  net  right.    While  It 
is  the  popular  opinion   that  this  field 
arose  solely  because  of  the  expenditure 
of  Federal  funds,  i  must  point  out  the 
fact  that  there  was  a  field  of  nuclear 
physics  long  before  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment ever  expended  a  cent  in  the  field 
Indeed,  one  of  the   basic  patents,   the 
Fermi    patent,    on    which    the   owners 
agreed  to  accept  a  Government  payment 
of  $300,000  last  fall,  was  conceived  in  the 
middle  1930s  and  patented  in  1940    This 
patent  is  basic  to  the  field  and  had  not 
a  single  cent  of  Federal  funds  put  into  it 
before  it  was  condemned  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  war  purposes. 

Of  course,  I  do  not  mean  to  minimize 
the  importance  of  the  expenditure  of 
Federal  funds,  but  there  were  many  seeds 
in  this  field  that  were  planted  long  before 
the  first  Federal  funds  were  ever  spent. 
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Now  the  Federal  funds  have  been  spent, 
I  would  like  to  progrea?  a  step  further 
and  point  out  to  you  that  of  the  $12 
billion  between  a  half  billion  and  one 
billion  is  the  amount  that  was  spent  for 
research  and  development.  Prom  this 
expenditure  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission is  at  this  very  moment,  according 
to  the  report  made  by  the  Research  and 
Development  Subcommittee  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy,  planning 
to  construct  under  contnict  five  different 
types  of  peacetime  reaclx)rs  in  order  to 
test  them — to  try  them  out.  All  of  the 
rights  to  those  reactors  now  belong  to 
the  United  States.  There  are  five  dif- 
ferent types,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  list  has 
been  read  here  before  and  I  need  not 
repeat  it.  What  the  tyf^es  are  does  not 
matter  as  much  as  the  fact  that  there  are 
five  different  types  already.  Those  with 
intimate  knowledge  in  the  field  who  ap- 
peared before  our  commit  tee  when  it  was 
gathering  information  lor  H.  R.  9757 
testified  that  in  the  present  art  there  is 
room  for  many  possible  types  of  reactors. 
This  is.  then,  not  like  the  start  of  any 
other  field.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  field 
in  which  there  is  already  a  broad  base — 
in  which  already  there  are  different 
kinds  of  facilities  that  can  be  built 
and  which  the  Government  is  proceeding 
to  build  as  fast  as  it  can.  How  can  any- 
body get  a  monopoly  in  this  field  with 
this  as  the  starting  point  and  with  Gov- 
errunent  funds  promised  for  continuing 
research? 

It  is  said  that  there  will  be  but  few 
opportunities.  Yet  if  that  Is  so.  why 
should  the  Federal  Government  force  its 
views  on  the  new  field.  It  will  combine 
the  techniques  of  generating  equipment 
manufacturers,  of  chemical  plants,  and 
of  public  utilities.  Why  should  all  be 
forced  into  the  same  economic  mold  when 
they  are  not  so  now?  Some  say  that 
cross-licensing  works  in  the  automotive 
field,  yet  that  is  not  yet  parallel  to  this 
field. 

It  has  been  said  that  there  are  but  a 
limited  number  of  big  companies.  This 
is  not  fully  accurate.  It  is  true  that 
there  are  a  limited  nimiber  of  big  com- 
panies which  have  operated  reactors,  but 
these  are  not  the  only  companies  with 
which  the  Commission  has  dealt.  It  has 
had  1,500  prime  contractors  and  50,000 
subcontractors  in  the  atomic  energy  field, 
drawing  virtually  on  every  industrial  or- 
ganization in  the  country.  E^ch  one  of 
these  organizations  has.  to  a  very  limited 
extent  and  under  Government  control, 
tried  to  apply  its  knowledge  and  infor- 
mation to  the  particular  problems  for 
which  it  was  brought  Into  the  program. 
The  program  will  flourish  much  better  if 
they  are  given  an  opportunity  to  tackle 
the  many  thousands  of  problems  which 
are  present  in  the  atomic  field  in  the 
normal  ways  in  which  problems  are  ordi- 
narily solved  in  our  modern  world.  It 
is  only  when  many  of  these  problems — 
each  one  small  in  itself — are  cumulative- 
ly solved  that  the  field  will  progress  rap- 
idly and  quickly. 

During  the  Senate  debates  on  this  bill, 
there  has  been  much  discussion  about 
conserving  our  national  resources,  and 
promoting  their  use  in  the  interest  of  all 
of  the  people.  I  believe  that  there  is 
only  one  natural  resource,  and  that  is 


the  brains  and  ingenuity  of  our  people. 
Without  them  we  would  not  be  turning 
falling  water  to  electricity  which  can  be 
transmitted  many  miles.  Without  the 
brains  and  ingenuity  of  our  people  we 
could  not  turn  coal  and  fossil  fuels  to 
energy  or  to  make  rare  chemicals  from 
them.  Since  It  is  the  brains  and  inge- 
nuity of  our  people  which  are  of  primary 
importance,  let  us  foster  them  as  na- 
tional resources,  and  encourage  all  new 
ideas  in  this  field  as  in  all  other  fields. 

Mr.  Speaker,  notwithstanding  my  ab- 
horrence of  the  compulsory  hcensing 
provisions  of  the  conference  report,  I 
shall  vote  for  its  acceptance  and  I  urge 
every  Member  of  the  House  to  do  like- 
wise. 

I  shall  vote  for  the  acceptance  of  the 
conference  repwrt  because  I  believe  the 
passage  of  this  bill  at  this  session  is 
ufgently  necessary  to  our  well-being  as 
a  Nation  both  in  our  domestic  affairs 
and  in  our  international  activities. 

As  I  have  said.  I  do  not  bke  the  patent 
provisions  of  the  conference  report.  I 
believe  p>articularly  sections  153  and  154. 
which  require  compulsory  licensing  of  all 
patents  of  primary  Importance  in  the 
atomic-energy  field  that  are  conceived 
in  the  next  5  years,  will  be  shown  to  be 
a  serious  deterrent  to  the  widespread  and 
vigorous  attack  on  the  problem  of  com- 
petitive atomic  power  by  private  indus- 
try— a  basic  objective  of  the  bill. 

Yet,  I  am  compelled  today  to  urge  my 
colleagues  to  support  this  conference  re- 
port. The  report  contains  vital  correc- 
tive measures  in  our  domestic -security 
programs.  I  can  assure  you  that  day  by 
day  the  need— the  urgent  need— for 
these  measures  becomes  more  apparent. 
The  bill  contains  legislative  mechanisms 
which  win  enable  us  to  deal  equitably  in 
the  peacetime  application  of  atomic 
energy  with  our  loyal  friends  overseas 
whose  efforts,  both  during  the  war  and 
afterwards,  in  the  supplying  of  uranium 
to  the  common  defense  of  the  free  world 
have  meant  the  difference  between  peace 
and  war.  The  bill  contains  provisions 
which  enable  us  to  tell  our  military 
allies  Information  on  the  effects  and 
utilization  of  atomic  weapons  so  that  we 
may.  in  our  common  effort,  reflect  pru- 
dent planning  against  an  aggressor  who 
may  utilize  such  weaiwns  In  an  attempt 
to  overrun  freedom's  borders  and  expand 
outward  the  sphere  of  influence  of 
atheistic  communism. 

The  bill  also  provides  the  President 
with  encouragement  and  legislative 
means  of  bringing  to  reality  his  plan  for 
the  international  pooling  of  atomic 
energy  for  peaceful  purposes — the  plan 
which  has  so  dramatically  captured  the 
minds  and  given  expression  to  the  hopes 
of  men  everywhere. 

These  objectives  of  the  bill  are,  to  me, 
of  such  transcendent  importance  as  to 
outweigh  my  dislike — both  on  constitu- 
tional grounds  and  on  the  principle  in- 
volved— of  the  compulsory  Ucensing  fea- 
tures in  the  patent  section. 

I  have  noted  that  wljen  H.  R.  9757  was 
considered  In  the  House  the  Members  by 
record  vote  of  203  to  159  clearly  stated 
their  rejection  of  the  principle  of  com- 
pulsory licensing.  If  it  were  pKWslble  to 
Isolate  this  problem  of  compuLsory  li- 
censing from  the  larger  issues  which  in- 


volve our  very  national  survival,  I  would 
urge  the  House  to  reject  any  compromise. 
But  this  is  not  possible.  Recognizing 
that,  your  managers  In  reluctantly  ac- 
cepting the  insistence  of  the  other  body 
that  compulsory  Ucensing  be  included, 
made  It  a  condition  of  their  acceptance 
that  the  problem  be  reexamined  at  the 
beginning  of  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress. 

In  good  conscience  I  sincerely  urge  my 
colleagues  to  support  overwhelmingly,  as 
a  token  of  our  recognition  of  these  large 
and  vital  issues,  the  acceptance  of  the 
conference  report. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Price). 

Mr.  PRICE.    Idr.  Speaker,  as  one  of 
the  House  conferees,  I  signed  this  report. 
V/e  went  into  conference  to  resolve  the 
differences  between  the  other  body  and 
the  House  ^and  In  the  second  conference. 
I  think,  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  and  the  managers  on  the  part  of 
the   Senate   satisfactorily  resolved   the 
issues  and  the  points  in  dispute  to  the 
point  where  we  have  an  opportunity  this 
afternoon  to  consider  a  better  bill  than 
the  one  which  went  into  conference.    I 
would  not  impugn  the  motive  of  any 
Member  of  either  body  for  whatever  po- 
sition they  took  on  this  biU,  whether  they 
opposed  it  or  favored  it.    I  think  it  is  a 
subject     which     requires     considerable 
thought  and  study.    Unfortunately,  few 
Members  of  either  body  had  the  personal 
opportunity  to  give  this  the  close  study 
and  thought  required  to  fully  understand 
its  many  provisions.    I  think  the  House 
should  know  that  by  accepting  the  posi- 
tion of  the  other  body  on  the  patent  pro- 
vision, we  are  merely  going  back  to  the 
original  patent  provision  which  was  in 
the  bill  which  came  to  the  floor  of  the 
House  for  our  consideration  just  a  little 
over  a  week  ago.    We  are  asked,  today, 
to  accept  almost  the  Identical  language 
which  came  to  the  House  from  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy.     True,  it 
was  amended  in  the  House  and  it  was 
amended   on   a  roUcall   vote,   but  this 
compulsory  Ucensing  provision  was  orig- 
inally approved  by  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Atomic  Energy,  by  almost  imanimous 
vote.    It  became  the  position  of  the  other 
body,  and  I  might  say,  it  is  also  the  posi- 
tion that  was  recommended  in  a  message 
to  the  Congress  from  the  President.    I 
think  anyone  can  support  the  i»osition 
of  the  conferees  in  fuU  justification.    I 
can  see  no  way  in  which  this  amendment 
could    hold    back    the    program.    The 
President,  himself,  foresaw  a  period  in 
which    the    participation    would    be   so 
limited  that  a  few  companies  might  be 
in  a  position  to  set  up  a  patent  monopoly. 
He  recommended  safeguards,  and  I,  per- 
sonally, have  the  feeling  that  the  con- 
ferees, in  this  Isist  action,  have  provided 
those   safeguards   which   the  President 
recommended.    It  is  for  that  reason  that 
I,  as  one  of  the  managers  on  the  part  of 
the  House,  signed  the  conference  report. 
Mr.  JAVrrs.    Mr.  Speaker.  wiU  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  PRICE.    I  yield. 
Mr.  JAVTTS.    I  heard,  with  great  in- 
terest, the  gentleman  from  New  York 
on  the  question  of  so-called  compulsory 
licensing.     But,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
courts,  themselves,  have,  when  they  saw 
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ft  monopolj.  enf arced  oommilflory  lloens- 
inff.  ftod  if  memory  serves  me.  that  Is 
true  In  the  field  of  radio  tubes.  There- 
fore, it  is  not  such  a  horrihie  proposition, 
but  it  is  used  wliere  they  run  Into  a  situ- 
ftUoQ  which  is  conducive  to  monopoly 
such  as  this  one. 

ICr.  PRICK  I  might  say  in  reply,  that 
the  Atomie  Energy  Act  on  the  books  to- 
day contains  a  compulsory  Ucensins  pro- 
vlidon.  and  certainly  the  constitution- 
ality Of  it  has  not  been  questioned*  at 
least  not  in  court 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  msrself  Just  a  nUnute. 

Of  course,  the  constitutionality  of  the 
provisions  of  the  McMahon  Act  lias  not 
been  in  Question  for  the  reason  that  that 
very  law  prohibits  anybody  from  getUng 
a  patent  and  nobody  has  been  in  a  posi- 
tion to  test  the  constitutionality  of  the 
law.  Aa  to  the  point  raised  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  Javrs]  ,  it  is 
true  that  the  courts  have  required  com- 
pulsory licensing,  but  only  after  it  has 
been  established  in  a  court  of  law  that 
the  patent  was  used  as  a  basis  of  a 
monopoly,  and  Uiat  provision  is  In  the 
bm  whi<di  was  presented  to  the  HoUse 
and  adopted  by  the  House. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina   [Mr. 

DmUBAKl. 

Mr.  DDRHAM.    Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is  late 
in  the  afternoon,  but  I  want  to  say  I 
think  the  chairman  has  given  a  very 
fine  and  explicit  review  of  what  the  con- 
ferees adopted.     Pers(»ally.  I  do  not 
agree  with  it  altogether,  but  I  do  urge 
this  body  this  afternoon  to  adopt  this 
report   I  want  personally  to  thank  this 
body  on  this  side  of  the  Capitol  for  the 
patience  and  the  kindness  they  have  ex- 
hibited toward  this  committee  who  are 
trying  to  rewrite  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
8o  that  private  enterprise  would  be  able 
to  enter  this  field  and  thus  do  what  we 
have  d(me  so  successfully  in  the  past  175 
years  in  this  country.    That  was  our 
main  effort    Unfortunately,  some  things 
crept  into  our  deliberations  which  in  my 
(^inicm  should  never  have  been  brought 
in.  because  of  the  importance  of  this 
measure,  because  of  the  necessity  for 
adopting  some  beginning,  at  least,  in  in- 
ternational cooperation;  also.  In  regard 
to  the  coperation  of  our  allies  from  a 
military  and  security  standpoint  In  their 
own  countries.    I  feel  we  have  brought  a 
measure    to    the    House    which    every 
Memtter  of  the  House  can  feel  confident 
that  at  least  we  have  made  a  beginning. 
If  this  committee  will  continue  to  do  as 
It  has  In  the  past — and  that  has  been 
the  intent  and  purpose  since  the  adop- 
tion of  the  first  act — that  the  atoms 
should  eventually  be  used  for  the  benefit 
of  humanity  and  not  to  destroy  the  whole 
world,  as  so  many  people  talk  and  write 
about  today,  then  great  progress  will  be 
made. 

Of  course  we  ate  apprised  of  the  in- 
herent dangers  involved  in  the  release  of 
this  energy.  If  and  when  trouble  begins. 
I  think  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  DiNGELL]  was  concerned  with  one 
of  the  problems  that  exists  today  in  the 
control  of  radioactive  material.  Not 
only  Is  the  committee  concerned  about 
how  we  are  going  to  control  It,  because 
it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  we  do 
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ctmtrol  it  because  if  and  when  it  Js  re< 
leased  it  is  more  dangerous  Uian  aitomio 
weapons. 

Spealdng  of  course  of  what  we  ordi- 
narily refer  to  as  "tailings"  in  the  opera- 
tion we  only  recover  a  very  small  per- 
centage of  the  energy  today  frc«i  the 
material  that  is  fissioned.  If  and  when 
the  time  comes,  and  I  believe  it  will 
come,  when  the  scientists  of  this  country 
will  recover  95  percent  of  the  energy  In- 
stead Of  4  or  5  percent,  then  the  world 
can  expect  benefits  to  come  to  humanity 
which  probably  never  have  been  heard 
of  or  dreamed  of  in  the  history  of  our 
country. 

Again  I  want  to  thank  this  body  for 
aUowlng  US  to  write  a  measure  that 
we  think  will  be  a  start  in  the  proper 
direction.  We  have  brought  to  you  a 
conference  report  wliich  will  carry  on 
and  further  develop  our  atomic  program, 
as  well  as  provide  weai>ons  for  the  secu- 
rity of  this  coimtry. 

Mr.  GROSSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  wfU  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSSER.  Has  the  committee 
given  any  consideration  to  the  subject 
of  controlling  the  natural  resources  to 
prevent  a  monopoly  at  the  source? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  can  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman— and  I  have  a  very  high  regard 
for  him — that  I  believe  that  under  pres- 
ent circumstances  when  the  Federal 
Government,  iinder  thiis  measure,  will 
control  every  ifraln  of  material  that  fis- 
sions, we  will  not  permit  any  individual 
imder  this  law  to  buy  1  ounce  of  ura- 
niiun.  that  there  is  no  fear.  Further 
to  allay  any  fears  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio,  we  own  and  control  completely 
730  basic  patents  which  are  the  funda- 
mental patents  of  the  whole  process.  I 
have  never  been  worried  much  about 
the  patent  provision  creating  a  monop- 
oly because  the  Government  owns  and 
will  continue  to  own  and  control  the 
basic  patents. 

Under  the  present  law  and  under  this 
act  the  Federal  Government  can  con- 
fiscate any  patent  by  any  individual 
which  has  anything  to  do  with  the  de- 
velopment of  weapons  under  this  pro- 
gram. 

In  my  opinion  it  is  still  a  Government- 
controlled  monopoly  completely. 

Mr.  GROSSER.  I  understand  from  the 
gentleman,  then,  that  the  country's  fis- 
sionable material  Itself  is  suflaciently  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Yes,  that  is  a  correct 
statement.  My  chief  objection  to  the 
bill  is  it  does  not  let  private  enterprise 
come  in  and  do  the  job  as  fully  and 
freely  as  I  would  like  it  to  be  done.  I 
am  just  as  much  concerned  as  anybody 
not  to  let  private  enterprise  or  any  one 
come  in  and  create  a  monopoly.  It  is 
necessary  to  put  private  enterprise  into 
this  program,  unless  we  want  to  let  the 
Government  continue  to  hold  a  monop- 
oly from  now  on.  since  we  must  control 
the  weapons  production  for  our  own  and 
our  allies  security.  Your  committee  will 
continue  to  study*Tis  we  have  since  1946 
the  advancement  of  this  program  in  all 
of  Its  phases,  that  we  may  continue  to 
lead  the  world  as  we  have  before. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  the  adopttion 
of  the  conference  report  with  confidence 


that  we  will  still  lead  and  sbare  with 
those  cA  our  allies  that  want  to  remain  a 
free  people. 

Mr.  GOKE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  HnisHAwl. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think 
it  is  quite  evident  that  the  conferees  on 
both  sides  of  the  table  faced  a  condition 
and  not  a  theory.  This  was  a  shotgun 
wedding.  There  was  section  152;  there 
was  the  Cole  amendment;  and  there  was 
section  153  which  was  the  original  bill. 
They  are  both  in  here,  and  if  tt*e  original 
section  as  it  was  presented  to  the  House 
is  declared  unconstitutional,  then  the 
Cole  amendment  remains  in  the  bill  as  a 
backstop. 

I  think  that  that  Is  all  that  need  be 
said  except  I  want  to  say  to  my  friend 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Javits]  that  if  he  will  read  section  158 
of  the  bill  he  will  find  that  the  matter 
he  referred  to  is  already  taken  care  of, 
and  it  is  already  taken  care  of  in  exist- 
ing law. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  we  ought  to  ap- 
prove the  amendment. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Vak  ZandtI. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a 
member  of  the  joint  committee.  I  have 
participated  in  the  many  days,  weeks, 
even  months  of  Intense  deliberation  on 
this  bill.  It  has  received  the  most  care- 
ful consideration.  In  fact  the  manner 
of  preparing  this  bill  and  woifking  out 
the  problems  it  involved  has  to  me  been 
almost  a  model  of  the  legislative  process. 
I  have  been  proud  to  be  a  member  of  the 
group  which  has  seen  this  through.  It 
was  for  this  reason  that  the  conference 
on  the  bill  yesterday  was  all  the  more 
painful  for  me,  as  I  know  it  was  for  my 
colleagues  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  who 
were  with  me. 

Seldom  has  any  piece  of  legislation 
come  before  the  Congress  which  touches 
upon  so  many  vital  issues  for  our  na- 
tional well-being.  We  have  had  no  Illu- 
sions that  the  product  of  our  labors 
would  prove  to  be  perfect,  but  It  was  our 
best  effort  and  a  good  one.  The  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  showed  their  true 
understanding  of  the  signiflcanoe  of  this 
bill  when  they  gave  such  careful  con- 
sideration to  the  arguments  presented 
here  so  ably  by  our  esteemed  chairman, 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
Cole  1 ,  concerning  patents.  Your  House 
managers  were  forced  to  compromise  on 
this  matter  despite  the  conviction  shown 
by  the  overwhelming  House  vote  to  re- 
ject compulsory  licensing.  That  com- 
promise was  made  only  after  having 
been  assured  that  the  entire  patent 
problem  will  be  the  first  order  of  busi- 
ness in  January  before  the  joint  com- 
mittee, j 

I  deeply  regret  that  we  were  unable 
to  convince  our  colleagues  in  the  other 
body  of  the  wisdom  and  necessity  of  the 
House  version  of  the  bill.  We  bring 
back  to  you  the  best  compromise  we 
have  been  able  to  obtain.  The  pace  of 
atomic  progress  will  not  permit  our  law 
to  go  unrevised.  I.  therefore,  recom- 
mend adoption  of  this  conference  re- 
port—and urge  the  House  to  havie  confi- 
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dence  that  future  amendments  on  this 
bill  can  undo  or  relieve  whatever  proves 
to  be  unsound. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks  and  that  other 
Members  who  have  spoken  on  the  con- 
ference report  may  revise  and  extend 
their  remarks^ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  am  much  pleased  that  the  conferees 
have  asreed  to  removing  the  words  "in- 
sofar as  practicable."  I  very  reluctantly 
voted  for  the  House  bill  upon  the  assur- 
ance that  public  and  cooperative  bodies 
uere  without  question  retaining  their 
preference  rights  to  public  power.  Our 
rural  electrification  associations  are  very 
much  interested  in  the  preference  clause 
as  has  been  law  for  many  years.  I  con- 
piatulate  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
I  Mr.  Cole  J  and  the  other  House  con- 
ferees in  accepting  the  Senate  provisions 
and  thereby  insuring  without  question 
the  prior  rights  of  public  bodies  and 
REAs  to  the  power  when  it  is  available. 

Mr  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, much  as  I  am  opposed  to  this  one 
phase  of  this  conference  report,  it  con- 
tains so  many  other  elements  of  a  highly 
desirable  nature  that  I  urge  the  adop- 
tion of  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 
question  on  the  conference  report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


ATOMIC   WEAPONS    REWARDS   ACT 
OF  1954 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  10203)  to 
provide  rewards  for  information  con- 
cerning the  illegal  introduction  into  the 
United  States,  or  the  illegal  manufac- 
ture or  acqusiticn  in  the  United  States, 
of  special  nuclear  material  and  atomic 
weapons. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  this  act  may  be 
cited  a«  the  "Atomic  Weapons  Rewards  Act 
Of  1B54.' 

8tc.  2.  Any  person  not  an  officer  or  an 
employee  of  the  United  States  (1)  who  fur- 
nishes original  Information  leading  to  the 
finding  or  other  acquisition  by  the  United 
States  of  r.ny  special  nuclear  material  or 
atomic  weapons  which  has  been  Introduced 
Into  the  United  States,  Its  Territories  or 
possessions,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or 
which  has  been  maniifactured  or  acquired 
therein,  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  or  (2)  who  furnishes  original  Infor- 
mation to  the  United  States  with  respect  to 
an  attempted  Introduction  into  the  United 
States,  Its  Territories,  or  possessions,  or  the 
District  of  Columbia,  or  an  attempted  manu- 
facture or  acquisition  therein,  of  any  spe- 
cial nuclear  material  or  atomic  weapon,  con- 
trary to  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  shall 
be  rewarded  by  the  payment  oX  an  amount 


not  to  exceed  (500,000.    If  such  information 

has  been  furnished  by  an  alien,  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  and  the  Commissioner  of  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization  may  determine  that 
the  entry  of  the  particular  alien  Into  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  is  In 
the  best  Interests  of  the  United  States  and 
that  such  alien  and  his  Immediate  family 
shall  be  permitted  to  enter  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  without  regard  to 
their  inadmisaibllity  under  any  other  laws 
and  regulations,  or  to  their  failure  to  comply 

with  such  laws  and  regulations  pertaining  to 
admissibility. 

Sec.  3.  A  Board  consisting  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  the 
Attorney  Oeneral,  and  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense shall  determine  the  amount  of  reward 
to  be  paid  In  each  case  pursuant  to  section  2 
of  this  act.  Any  such  rewards  shall  be  paid 
out  of  funds  appropriated  for  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946. 

Sec.  4.  Any  ofBc^r  or  employee  of  the  United 
States  who  directly  or  Indirectly  receives, 
accepts,  or  contracts  for  any  portion  of  the 
reward  money  which  may  accrue  to  any  per- 
son pursuant  to  this  act.  thall  he  guilty  of  a 
felony  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be 
punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $1,000 
or  by  Imprisonment  for  not  mere  than  5 
years,  or  both,  and  shall,  moreover,  be  there- 
after Ineligible  to  hold  any  office,  or  place  of 
honor,  profit,  or  trust  created  by  the  Consti- 
tution or  laws  of  the  United  States.  If  such 
officer  or  employee  has  received  any  portion 
of  money  paid  as  a  reward  he  shall,  in  addi- 
tion *o  the  foregoing,  be  fined  the  amount  of 
money  he  has  received. 

Sec.  S.  As  used  In  this  act.  the  term  "spe- 
cial nuclear  material"  means  plutonium. 
or  uranium  enriched  In  the  Isotope  233  or  In 
the  Isotope  235,  or  any  other  material  which 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  determines 
to  be  special  nuclear  material  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert: 

"That  this  act  may  be  cited  as  the  'Atomic 
Weapons  Rewards  Act  of  1954.' 

"Sec.  2.  Any  person  who  furnishes  original 
Information  to  the  United  States — 

"(a)  leading  to  the  finding  or  other  ac- 
quisition by  the  United  States  of  any  special 
nuclear  material  or  atomic  weapon  which 
has  been  Introduced  Into  the  United  States, 
or  which  hHs  been  manufactured  or  ac- 
quired therein  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  or 

"(b)  with  respect  to  an  attempted  Intro- 
duction Into  the  United  States  or  an  at- 
tennpted  manufacture  or  acqulstlon  therein 
of  any  special  nuclear  material  or  atomic 
weapon,  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the  United 
States, 

shall  be  rewarded  by  the  payment  of  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  S500.000. 

"Sec.  3.  An  Awards  Boards  consisting  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  (who  shall  be 
the  Chairman ) ,  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
the  Attorney  Oeneral,  the  Director  of  Cen- 
tral Intelligence,  and  of  one  member  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  designated  by 
that  Commission,  shaU  determine  whether 
any  person  furnishing  Information  to  the 
United  States  Is  entitled  to  any  award  and 
the  amount  thereof  to  be  paid  pursuant  to 
section  2.  In  determining  whether  any  per- 
son furnishing  Information  to  the  United 
States  is  entitled  to  an  award  and  the 
amount  of  such  award,  the  Board  shall  take 
Into  consideration — 

"(a)  whether  or  not  the  information  Is  of 
the  type  specified  in  section  2,  and 

"  ( b  >  whether  the  person  f  vimlshlng  the  in- 
formation was  an  officer  or  employee  of  the 
United  States  and.  If  so,  whether  the  furnish- 
ing of  such  Information  was  in  the  line  at 
duty  of  that  person. 


Any  reward  of  $60,000  or  more  shall  be  ap- 
proved by  the  President. 

"Szc.  4.  If  the  information  leading  to  an 
award  under  section  8  Is  furnished  by  an 
alien,  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  Attorney 
Oeneral,  and  the  Director  of  Central  Intelli- 
gence, acting  jointly,  may  determine  that 
the  entry  of  such  alien  into  the  United 
States  Is  In  the  public  Interest  and.  In  that 
event,  such  alien  and  the  members  of  his 
Immediate  family  may  receive  immigrant 
visas   and    may   t>e   admitted   to   the   United 

States  for  permanent  residence,  notwith- 
standing the  requirements  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act. 

"EEC.  5.  The  Board  established  under  sec- 
tion 3  is  authorized  to  hold  such  hearings 
and  make,  promulgate.  Issue,  rescind,  and 
amend  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  oe 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this 
act. 

"Sec.  6.  Any  words  granted  under  section 
3  of  this  act  shall  be  certified  by  the  awards 
board  and,  together  with  the  approval  of, 
the  President  in  those  cases  where  such 
approval  is  required,  transmitted  to  the  Di- 
rector of  Central  Intelligence  for  payment 
out  of  funds  appropriated  or  available  for 
the  admlnistrbtlon  of  the  National  Security 
Act  of   1947,  as  amended. 

"Sec.  7.  As  used  In  this  act — 

"(&)  The  term  'atomic  energy'  means  aU 
forms  of  energy  released  in  the  course  of 
nuclear  fission  or  nuclear  trtfnsformatlon. 

"(b)  The  term  'atomic  weapon'  means 
any  device  utilizing  atomic  energy,  exclu- 
sive of  the  means  for  transporting  or  pro- 
pelling the  device  (where  such  means  Is  • 
separable  and  divisible  part  of  the  device), 
the  principal  purpose  of  which  is  for  use 
as.  or  for  development  of,  a  weapon,  a  weap-' 
on  protoype,  or  a  weapon  test  device. 

"(c)  The  term  'special  nuclear  material* 
means  plutonium.  or  uranium  enriched  In 
the  lsoto]3e  233  or  in  the  Isotope  235,  or  any 
other  material  which  Is  found  to  be  special 
nuclear  material  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954. 

"(d)  The  term  'United  States',  when  used 
In  a  geographical  sense,  includes  all  Terri- 
tories and  possessions  of  the  United  States 
and  the  Canal  Zone:  except  that  in  section 
4.  the  term  'United  States'  when  so  used  shall 
have  the  meaning  given  to  It  In  the  Immi- 
gration  and   Nationality   Act." 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York  (interrupting 
the  reajimg) .  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  luian- 
imous  consent  to  dispense  with  the  read- 
ing of  the  committee  amendment,  but 
that  it  be  printed  in  the  Recohd. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, if  I  may  take  just  a  moment  so  that 
the  Members  may  have  some  idea  of 
what  this  is  about,  first,  let  me  assure 
you  that  it  does  not  constitute  an  au- 
thorization for  the  expenditure  of  money 
which  is  not  now  presently  authorized. 

It  does  not  constitute  a  grant  of  au- 
thority for  the  grant  of  an  award  that 
is  not  now  presently  authorized. 

In  substance  it  authorizes  a  reward  of 
up  to  $500,000  to  any  person  who  may 
provide  information  or  evidence  lead- 
ing to  the  detection  of  an  atomic  weap- 
on which  has  been  smuggled  into  this 
covmtry  or  illegally  manufactured  in  thia 
country. 

It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  call  to  the 
attention  of  the  Members  of  the  Houtie 
the  dire  consequences  of  a  weapon  sur- 
reptitiously brought  into  this  country. 
The  reward  of  $500,000  is  a  pittance  in 
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eompaiison  wifh  the  mhra  of  tlie  detec- 
tion of  tbe  existence  of  soidi  a  veapon. 

A  board  is  created  fay  this  tdll  to  pass 
upon  tbe  amount  oi  tbit  award  and  tbe 
entitlement  to  it  lliat  board  ]a  c(nn« 
poaed  of  the  Secretary  of  the  TYeasury, 
the  Director  of  central  Intelligence,  one 
member  of  the  Atomic  Ebergy  OrauniS'- 
sion  aiKl  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Mr.  PATBiAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  win  tbe 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COUS  of  New  York.  I  yield  to 
the  Rentleman  fr(»n  Texas. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  How  does  this  bill 
compare  to  the  present  Federal  reward 
law  that  was  enacted  about  20  years 
ago?  The  gentleman  will  recall  when 
we  had  public  enemies  in  this  country, 
the  names  of  whom,  of  course,  the  gen- 
tleman is  familiar  with,  there  was  a  Fed- 
eral rewai::d  act  passed  by  the  Congress, 
in  about  1934.  In  that  act  it  was  pro- 
vided that  a  reward  up  to  $50,000  could 
be  oJTered  for  the  apprehension  of  any 
person  who  had  been  designated  by  the 
Attorney  General  as  a  public  enemy.  I 
wonder  if  this  Mil  is  comparable  in  some 
respects  to  that  act? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  cannot  say 
how  comparable  it  is,  but,  certainly,  the 
objective  is  the  same.  It  is  to  offer  an 
inducement  to  people  to  furnish  evi- 
dence of  an  act  which  if  completed  would 
be  extronely  injurious  to  our  country. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Under  that  act  a  re- 
ward was  offered  for  the  apprehension 
of  these  public  enemies  and  they  were 
soon  apprehended.  No.  1  was  Dllllnger 
under  that  particular  act. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


August  17 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  remarks  re- 
lating to  H.  R.  9838.  outlawing  commu- 
nism, as  passed  by  the  House  yesterday. 
be  entered  in  Qie  Rxcoko. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 
There  was  no  objection. 


TERMINATION  OP  FEDERAL  SUPERS 

VISION  OVER  THE  PROPERTY  OF 

CERTAIN  TRIBES  OF  INDIANS  IN 

THE  STATE  OF  UTAH 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  call  up  the  conference  report  on  the  bill 
(S.  2670)  to  provide  for  the  termination 
of  Federal  supervision  over  the  property 
of  certain  tribes,  bands,  and  colonies  of 
Indians  in  the  State  of  Utah  and  the 
Individual  members  thereof,  and  for 
other  purposes,  and  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  statement  of  the  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  be  read  in  lieu 
of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  tiUe  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Utah? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 


Tlie  conference  report  and  statement 
are  as  follows: 

CoKFtMBKcm RBFoar  (H.  R«PT  No.  a^i) 
Tlie  oommlttee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  On  the 
amendments  oX  the  House  to  the  1>UI  (3. 
2670)  to  provide  for  the  termination  ©f  Fed- 
eral supervision  over  the  property  of  certain 
tribee.  bands,  and  colonies  of  Indians  in  tbe 
State  of  Utah  and  the  Individual  members 
thereof,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met. 
after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed 
to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their 
respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendments  of  the  House  and 
agree  to  the  same. 

Watnk    N.    AspinaUv 
Wn-iOAM  A.  Davison, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

AaTHTTE  V.  WATKINS. 
HnCKT    C.    DWORSHAK, 

Clinton  P.  Anderson. 
Managers  on  the  Part  o/  the  Senate. 

Statement  I  I 
The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendmenta  of  the 
House  to  the  bill  (S.  2670)  to  provide  for  the 
termination  of  Federal  supervision  oter  the 
property  of  certain  tribes,  bands,  and  colo- 
nies of  Indians  in  the  State  of  Utah  add  the 
Individual  members  thereof,  and  for  other 
purposes,  submit  the  foUovrtng  statement  In 
explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed 
upon  and  recommended  In  the  accompanying 
conference  report  as  to  such  amendments, 
namely : 

At  the  time  the  Hoxise  committee  consid- 
ered the  original  bill,  members  were  not  en- 
tirely satisfied  as  to  whether  the  Skull  Valley 
and  Washakie  Bands  fully  met  the  basic  crt- 
terla  consistently  applied  by  the  conanlttee 
In  Its  consideration  of  terminal  legltfatlon. 
The  House  therefore  deleted  reference  to 
these  two  groups  to  permit  a  full  reextmlna- 
tlon  of  the  record. 

Discussions  In  conference  resulted  In  agree- 
ment that  further  effort  should  be  made  to 
contact  members  of  these  two  bands  for  pur- 
poses of  additional  consultation  on  provisions 
tacorporated  in  the  final  version  of  the  legis- 
lation, meantime  postponing  terminal  cover- 
age of  the  two  groups. 

The  Indians  excepted  from  coverage  of 
the  bill  at  this  time  are  primarily  wage  earn- 
ers or  participants  in  non-reservation,  non- 
Federal  cooperative-farm  enterprises,  with 
the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  rendering  virtu- 
ally no  regular  service  to  them.  Sln«e  Bu- 
reau contact  is  thus  Intermittent,  the  record 
Indicates  that  consultation  with  the  widely 
scattered  families  has  been  difficult,  with 
only  limited  Interest  expressed  in  the  pro- 
gram of  the  Bureau. 

Opinions  with  respect  to  the  proposed  leg- 
islation expressed  by  some  members  at  each 
<tf  these  two  bands  for  the  record  strongly 
suggest  that  the  operation  and  scope  of  the 
proposed  legislation  are  not  fully  understood 
by  them.  Such  expressions  go  primarily  to 
effect  of  the  legislation  on  treaty  and  statu- 
tory obligations  of  the  United  States  to  the 
Indians  affected.  Concern  is  evidenced,  for 
example,  that  the  legislation  will  operate  in 
.  some  manner  to  affect  tribal  claims  presently 
pending  befcH-e  the  Indian  Claims  Conmla- 
slon,  despite  clear  and  unequivocal  lar^uage 
In  the  bill  saving  and  preserving  any  rights, 
privileges,  or  benefits  granted  by  the  fiidian 
Claims  Commission  Act  of  1946. 

It  is  not  anticipated  that  there  will  al- 
ways be  perfect  agreement  between  the  In- 
dians and  their  Government,  nor  is  It  antici- 
pated that  consent  of  all  concerned  to  all 
terms  of  proposed  Indian  legislation  cen  be 
had;  it  Is  believed  that  Congress  must  sBt:sfy 
Itself  that  every  effort  has  been  made  to  ap- 
prise affected  Indians  of   the  provisions   of 


such  legislation  in  Its  final  fom|  as  Is  pro- 
posed here,  in  order  to  have  th«  benefit  of 
Indian  opinion  together  with  ootislderatlon 
of  all  other  factors  involved. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing,  th#  conferees 
have  concluded  that  postponement  of  termi- 
nal coverage  of  these  two  bands  iH  this  time 
will  make  possible  renewed  effort  to  achieve 
greater  understanding  of  what  Is  proposed. 
Watnx  N.  AsPOiAix, 
WnxiAii  A.  DAwaoM. 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  wtis  laid  on 
the  table. 


REPORT  ON  COMMUNIST  AQORES- 
SION  BY  THE  SOVIET  UNION 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  Immediate 
consideration  of  House  Resolution  702, 
authorizing  the  printing  of  uddiUonal 
copies  of  the  rejjort  on  Communist  ag- 
gression by  the  Soviet  Union. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  there  be  printed  for  the  use 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  Communist 
Aggression  34.000  additional  copies  of  the 
report  on  Communist  aggression  by  tbe 
Soviet  Union,  made  by  the  said  committee 
under  the  authority  and  dlrectioa  of  House 
Resolution  346  and  House  Resolution  438. 
current  Congress. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  I 


AUTHORIZING  TRANSFER  OP  CER- 
TAIN PROPERTY  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES  GOVERNMENT  IN  KLAM- 
ATH COUNTY.  OREG.,  TO  THE 
STATE  OP  OREGON 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  Senate 
Concurrent  Resolution  107. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  concur- 
rent resolution,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of 
Representatives  concurring) ,  That  the  Clerk 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  In  the 
enrollment  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  8020)  entitled 
"An  act  authorizing  the  transfer  of  certain 
property  of  the  United  States  Government 
(in  Klamath  County,  Oreg.)  to  the  Stat« 
of  Oregon,"  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
make  the  following  correction:  In  the 
matter  added  by  the  Senate  amendment. 
strike  out  "section  203  (d)  (3)  (D)"  and 
Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "section  208  (k)  (2) 
(D)." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman 
explan  what  happened  there' 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  we  sent  a  bill  over  to  the  other 
body,  they  changed  it  with  reference 
to  a  subsection  number,  and  made  an 
error.     Now  we  are  trying  to  correct  it. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on 
the  Senate  concurrent  resolution. 
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The  Senate  concurrent  resolution  was 
agreed  to.  and  a  motioo  to  reconsider 

was  laid  on  the  table. 


DISCONTINUING  CERTAIN  REPORTS 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  ^leaker's  desk  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6290)  to  discontinue  certain  re- 
ports now  required  by  law.  with  Senate 
amendments  thereto,  and  oonctir  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  biU. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  1.  strike  out  lines  10.  11,  and  13. 

Page  2.  line  1,  strike  out  "2"  and  inkert  "1." 

Page  2.  line  6,  strike  out  "S"  and  insert  "2." 

Page  a.  line  13.  strike  out  ''4"  and  in- 
sert -a." 

Page  2.  line  17.  sUike  out  "5"  and  in- 
sert "4." 

Page  2.  line  23.  strULe  out  "6"  and  in- 
sert "5." 

Page  3.  line  3.  strike  out  "7"  and  insert  "S." 

Page  3.  line  6.  strDie  out  "8"  and  Insert  "7."' 

Page  3,  line  12,  strike  out  "9"  and  In- 
sert "8." 

Page  S.  line  24,  strike  out  "10"  and  in- 
sert "»." 

Page  4.  strike  out  lines  5  to  8.  inclusive. 

Page  4.  line  9.  strike  out  "12"  and  in- 
sert    10." 

Page  4,  Une  13.  strike  out  "13"  and  in- 
sert "11." 

Page  4.  line  18,  strike  out  "14"  and  in- 
sert "i2." 

Page  4,  line  22,  strike  out  "15"  and  in- 
sert "13." 

Page  5.  line  2,  strike  out  "18"  and  in- 
sert "14." 

PBc:e  5.  line  9,  strike  out  "17"  and  in- 
sert "15." 

Page  5.  line  21.  strike  out  "18"  and  In- 
sert    16." 

Page  8,  line  5.  strike  out  "IB"  and  in- 
sert "17." 

Page  8.  line  9,  strike  out  ••20"  and  In- 
sert "18." 

Page  8,  line  13.  strike  out  "21"  and  in- 
sert "19." 

Page  8.  line  17,  strike  out  "22"  and  in- 
sert "20." 

Page  8.  line  21,  strike  cut  "33"  and  In- 
sert "21." 

Page  7.  line  3.  strike  out  "24 '  and  In- 
sert "22." 

Page  7.  line  8,  strike  out  "26"  and  in- 
sert "23." 

Page  7.  line  11.  strike  out  "26"  and  in- 
sert "24." 

Page  7.  line  18.  strike  out  "27"  and  in- 
sert "25." 

Page  7.  line  33.  strike  out  "38"  and  in- 
sert "28." 

Page  8.  line  4.  strike  out  "29"  and  In- 
sert "27." 

Page  8.  line  9,  strike  out  "30"  and  In- 
sert "28." 

Page  8.  Une  12,  strike  out  "31"  and  In- 
sert "29." 

Page  8.  line  16.  strike  out  "32"  and  In- 
sert "30." 

Page  8.  Une  21,  strike  out  "33"  and  in- 
sert "31." 

Page  8,  line  23.  strike  out  all  after  "ap- 
propriation" over  to  and  Including  "Interest" 
in  line  4  on  page  9. 

Page  9,  line  5,  strike  out  "34"  and  In- 
sert "32." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred In.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 
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FEDERAL  PROPERTY  AND  ATOilNIS- 
TRATIVE  SERVICES  ACT  OF  1949 

Mr.  HCVPMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
SpeaJter,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill 
(H  R.  10187)  to  amend  the  Federal  Prop- 
erty and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  appraisers',  auctioneers',  and 
brokers'  fees  from  the  proceeds  of  dis- 
posal of  Oovemment  surplus  real  prop- 
erty, and  for  other  puiixjstfs. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  beliig  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  204  of  the 
^deral  Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  of  1949.  as  amended.  Is  amended  as  fol- 
lows: 

(a)  Subsections  (b),  (c).  (d),  (e),  and  (f) 
are  redesignated  as  subsections  (c),  (d).  (e). 
(f).  and  (g).  respectively. 

(b)  A  new  subsection  (b)  is  added,  read- 
ing as  follows: 

"(b)  All  the  proceeds  of  such  dispositions 
of  surplus  real  and  related  personal  property 
made  by  the  Administrator  of  General  Serv- 
ices shall  be  set  aside  In  a  separate  fund  in 
the  Treasury.  Not  more  than  an  amount  to 
be  determined  quarterly  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  may  be  obligated 
from  such  fund  by  the  Administrator  to 
pay  the  direct  expenses  Incurred  for  the  dis- 
positions of  Btn-plus  property  under  this  act 
for  fees  of  appraisers,  auctioneers,  and  realty 
brokers,  and  for  adrertising  and  surveying. 
Such  payments  from  this  fund  may  be  used 
either  to  pay  such  expenses  directly  or  to 
reimburse  the  fund  or  spproprlation  initially 
bearing  sucb  expenses.  Pees  paid  to  ap- 
praisers, auctioneers,  and  brokers  shall  be  In 
accordance  with  the  scale  of  fees  customarUy 
paid  for  such  services  in  similar  commercial 
transactions,  and  in  no  event  shsll  more  than 
12  percent  of  the  proceeds  of  all  dispositions 
within  each  fiscal  year  of  surplus  real  and 
related  personal  property  be  paid  out  of  such 
proceeds  under  this  authorization  to  meet 
direct  expenses  Incurred  in  connection  with 
such  dispositions.  PerlodlcaUy,  but  not  less 
often  than  once  each  year,  any  excess  funds 
beyond  current  operating  needs  shall  be 
transferred  from  the  fund  to  miscellaneous 
receipts:  Provided,  That  s  report  of  receipts, 
disbiursements.  and  transfers  to  miscel- 
laneous receipts  under  this  authorization 
shall  be  msde  annually  in  connection  with 
the  budget  estimates  to  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  to  the  Congress." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
In.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 

on  the  table. 


KENNETH  McRIGHT 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  1461) 
for  the  relief  of  Keni^th  McRight.  with 
a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  con- 
cur in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  S^iate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  12,  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


NICHOLAS  MATOOK 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  linanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  2781) 
for  the  reUef  of  Nicholas  Matook,  with 
a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  con- 
cur in  the  Senate  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  the  tiUe  of  the  bilL 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 


'in  excess  of  10 


Page  1,  Une  11,  strike  out 
percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


DR.  ALFRED  L.  SMITH 
Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  3014) 
for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Alfred  L.  Smith,  with 
a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  con- 
cur in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
mmt.  as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  4.  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  condnred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


DENNIS  P.  GUTHRIE 

Mr.  JONAS  of  nUnois.  Mr.  Spe^kex. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  <H.  R.  S2SS> 
for  the  relief  of  Dennis  F.  Guthrie,  with 
a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  con- 
cur in  the  Senate  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bUL 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  1.  strike  out  "In  escen  of  10 

percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


MRS.  EMILY  WTTiHKl.M 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R  3446) 
for  the  reUef  of  Mrs.  Emily  Wilhelm.  with 
a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  eon- 
cur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bllL 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  foUows: 

Page  1.  line  11.  strike  out  "in  excess  of  lO 

percent  thereof." 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  otajeetkm  to 
the  request  of   the   gentlonan  from 

minols? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


August  17 


RALEIGH  HILL 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  6529) 
for  the  reUef  of  Raleigh  Hill,  with  a  Sen- 
ate amendment  thereto,  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  4.  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


JOHN  B.  DANIEL 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  3384) 
for  the  relief  of  John  B,  Daniel,  with 
Senate  amendments  thereto,  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clo-k  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  4.  after  "Code",  Insert  "of 
1839." 

Page  2,  after  line  4,  Inaert : 

"Sec.  2.  No  part  of  any  drawback  tliat  may 
be  allowed  by  reason  of  the  enactment  of 
this  act  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  ob- 
taining such  drawback,  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


ELEPHANT  BUTTE  DAM 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  417) 
conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
New  Mexico,  to  hear,  determine,  and  ren- 
der Judgment  upon  certain  claims  aris- 
ing as  a  result  of  the  construction  by  the 
United  States  of  Elephant  Butte  Dam  on 
the  Rio  Grande. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  biH. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to 

the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
any  statute  of  limitations  or  lapse  of  time  or 
any  limitation  upon  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  district  courts  to  hear,  deter- 
mine, and  render  judgment  on  claims  against 
the  United  States,  Jurisdiction  is  hereby  con- 
ferred upon  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  District  of  New  Mexico,  to  hear,  de- 
termine, and  render  judgment  upOn  any 
claim  against  the  United  States  for  compen- 
sation for  the  taking  of  or  for  damage  to  real 
or  personal  property  as  a  result  of  tlie  con- 
struction by  the  United  States  of  Elephant 
Butte  Dam  on  the  Rio  Grande. 

Sic.  2.  Suit  upon  any  such  claim  may  be 
instituted  by  the  owner  of  the  property  with 
respect  to  which  the  claim  Is  made  or  by  his 
heirs  at  any  time  within  2  years  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  Proceedings 
for  the  determination  of  any  suclj  claim 
and  review  thereof  and  payment  of  any 
judgment  thereon  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  law  applicable  in  the 
case  of  the  taking  by  the  United  States  of 
private  property  for  public  use,  but  nothing 
contained  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  as 
an  Inference  of  liability  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  Government:  Providei,  That 
no  judgment  hereunder  shall  become  the  lia- 
bility of  or  chargeable  to  the  Elephant  Butte 
Irrigation  District  of  New  Mexico  or  the  El 
Paso  County  Water  Improvement  District 
No.  1  of  Texas. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a'  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

HARVEY  SCHWARTZ 
Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.      Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2496) 
for  the  relief  of  Harvey  Schwarta 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to 
the    request    of    the    gentleman    from 
Illinois? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Harvey  Schwartz. 
of  Denver.  Colo.,  an  employee  of  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration,  is  relieved  of  All  lia- 
bility to  refimd  to  the  United  States  the 
sum  of  $600.82,  representing  overpayments 
in  salary  received  by  him  during  the  period 
beginning  AprU  14,  1952,  the  date  he  was 
erroneously  appointed  to  a  position  In  grade 
GS-7,  and  ending  on  the  date  he  was  de- 
moted to  a  position  in  grade  GS-5  In  com- 
pliance with  the  provisions  of  section  1310 
of  the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1952. 

Sbc.  2.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  db-ected 
to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  said  Harvey 
Schwartz  the  sum  of  $250.  which  represents 
overpajrments  in  salary  received  by  him  dur- 
ing the  period  beginning  April  14,  1932,  the 
date  he  was  erroneously  appointed  to  a  posi- 
tion in  grade  GS-7,  and  ending  on  the  date 
he  was  demoted  to  a  position  In  grade  GS-5 
In  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
1310  of  the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act 
of  1952. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 

the  table.  i 
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Mr.  JONAS  of  niinois.     Mr.  Spefeker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  imme- 
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diate  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2801) 

for  the  relief  of  Graphic  Arts  Corpora- 
tion of  Ohio. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Graphic  Arts  Cor- 
poration of  Ohio,  Toledo,  Ohio,  the  sum  of 
984.359.19.  The  payment  of  such  sum  shall 
be  In  full  settlement  of  all  cfclms  of  the 
said  Graphic  Arts  Corporation  of  Ohio  against 
the  United  States:  ProiHded.  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  In  connectloh  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  per- 
son violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  ehall 
be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum 
not  exceeding  tl.OOO. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


PORTSMOUTH  SAND  L  GRAVEL  CO. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
a.sk  unanimous  consent  for  the  immedi- 
ate consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3110)  for 
the  relief  of  the  Portsmouth  Sand  li 
Gravel  Co. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the   bill 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows:  I 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Portsmou.h 
Sand  AGravel  Co.,  of  Portsmouth.  Ohio,  the 
sum  of  $75.0C0.  The  payment  of  such  sum 
shall  be  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  of 
the  said  Portsmouth  Sand  &  Gravel  Co. 
against  the  United  States  for  compensation 
for  any  and  all  damage  occasioned  by  the 
"location  of  the  Scioto  River  by  the  United 
States  Army  (Corps  of  Engineers)  tn  1940  and 
1941:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  tte  amount 
appropriated  In  this  act  shall  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  at- 
torney on  account  of  services  rendered  in 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provl.slons  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


McMAHON  CO.,  INC. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  bill  <S  3562) 
for  the  relief  of  the  McMahon  Co.  Inc 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 
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There  belnc  no  objection,  tbe  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  U  enact ea,  etc.,  TliKt  tbe  Secretary  of 
the  Treastiry  \m  authorised  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Ifclfahon  Co.. 
Inc .  of  Rapid  City.  S.  Dai.,  9518.44.  In  full 
satisfaction  of  tbe  company'!  claim  against 
the  Farmen  Rome  Adznlnl»tr«tton,  Depart- 
ment of  Agrlculttire,  for  llTeetock  feed  fur- 
nlsbed  farmen  during  the  emergency  of  the 
snow  blockade  created  by  the  bllzBards  in 
January  1MB:  Provided  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  shall  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  account  of  serricee  rendered 
in  connection  with  this  cliilm.  and  the  tame 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  cotitract  to  the  con- 
Uary  notwithstanding.  Ax.y  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shaU  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  uix>n  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  m  any  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding 11,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  io  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


EPES  TRANSPORTATION  CORP. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  bill  (S. 
2632)  for  the  relief  of  the  Epes  Trans- 
portation Corp. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  D- 
llnois? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  be,  and  be  is  hereby  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriate<l. 
to  the  Epes  Transportation  Corp.  of  Virginia, 
the  sum  ot  S«,&87.0S.  in  luU  satisfaction  at 
all  claims  of  such  corporation  against  the 
United  Statea,  such  sum  representing  taxes 
(with  interest  and  pensity)  paid  to  the 
United  States  by  such  oorporation  on  ac- 
count of  oertaln  dgarettea  and  tobaooo  prod- 
ucts which  were  withdn»wn  from  bonded 
warehouses  in  Winstoo-Salem.  M.  C.  by  such 
corporation  for  export  to  foreign  consignees, 
but  which  were  not  exporMd  due  to  the  fact 
that  such  cigarettes  and  tol>aooo  products 
were  stolen  from  the  trucks  of  such  corpora- 
tion en  route  to  the  intended  exportation 
point:  Prorided.  That  no  i>art  of  the  amotmt 
appropriated  in  this  act  shaU  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  bf  any  agent  or  at- 
torney on  account  of  serrices  rendered  In 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  tbe  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  and  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  rlolatlng 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  s\im  not 
exceeding  11,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


TO  CORRECT  AN  ERROR  IN  ENROLI^ 
MENT  OP  H.  R.   1975 

Mr,  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  Immedi- 
ate consideration  of  the  Senate  concur- 
rent resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  106)  to  cor- 
rect an  error  in  the  enrollment  of  H.  R. 

1975. 


Hk  SFSAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  re<nieBt  of  the  gentleman  from  n- 

HnoteT 

There  being  no  objection,  tbe  Clerk 
read  the  concu  rent  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Betolved  by  thm  Senate  (the  House  of 
JtepresentBtiec*  concurring)  That  the  action 
of  the  Hpeafcrr  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
Uves  In  Signing  tbe  enrolled  bill  (H.  a. 
1976)  to  amend  section  2301  of  Utle  28. 
United  States  Code,  to  extend  tbe  Federal 
Declaratory  Judgments  Act  to  the  Territory 
ot  Alaska,  be  raeclnded.  and  that  the  Cleric 
of  the  House  be,  and  he  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed.  In  tbe  reenroUment  of  the  bill, 
to  make  tbe  following  correction : 

On  page  1.  line  6  of  the  engrossed  House 
bUl,  strike  out  the  word  "section"  and  In 
lieu   thereof    Inaert   the   word   "sentence." 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  

PAIiO  VERDE  IRRIGATION  DISTRICT 

Mr.  MIIJJ5R  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  8498) 
authorizing  construction  of  works  to  re- 
establish for  the  Palo  Verde  Irrigation 
District,  California,  a  means  of  diversion 
of  its  irrigation  water  supply  from  the 
Colorado  River,  and  for  other  purposes, 
with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  dis- 
agree to  the  Senate  amendments,  and  re- 
quest a  conference  with  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ne- 
braska? [After  a  pause.]  The  Cliair 
hears  none  and  appoints  ibe  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Satlob,  Dawson  of 
Utah,  Em  CLx,  and  Astimall. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  ie«d  a  third 
tlfloe.   was  read   the   thlxd 

(lassedL,  and  a  motion  to 
laid  on  the  table. 


LAWRENCE  F.  KRAMER 

Mr.  REED  ot  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  caoBeai  for  the  immedi- 
ate consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2083)  for 
the  relief  of  Lawrence  F.  Kramer. 

The  Clerk  read  the  UUe  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  tbe  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Lawrence  F. 
Kramer,  of  354  Sast  42d  Street,  Paterson. 
V.  J.,  the  sum  of  •67.5(X)  In  fvdl  satisfaction 
Of  hU  claim  against  tbe  United  States  tor 
(1)  compensation  for  services  rendered  by 
him  during  tlM  period  from  19S5  to  1952  in 
assisting  and  enabling  the  United  States  to 
prosecute  successfully  criminal  proceedings 
against  certain  defendants  who  had  de- 
frauded the  OoTemment  In  connection  with 
fixing  prices  on  Works  Projects  Administra- 
tion projects  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  and 
(3)  for  reimbursement  for  expenses  incurred 
by  him  m  rendering  such  serrices:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in 
this  act  in  excees  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  couiection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
tbe  coutrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  tlie  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  gnUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
oonTlctloa  tbareof  ^lall  be  fined  in  any  sum 
Bot  eaoaetfing  •L.OOQ^ 


CONVEYANCE  OF  MINERAL  BIGHTS 
TO     MRS.     PEARL.    O.     ULABR,    OP 

CROSSROADS,  N. 


Mr.  MILIAR  oi  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  cooaeni  tor  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  bill  (S. 
3251)  to  provide  for  the  cfxiveyance  of 
certain  mineral  rights  to  Mrs.  I*earl  O. 
Marr,  of  Crossroads,  N.  Mex. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bfll. 

The  8PEAKE31.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ne- 
braska? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Cletic 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  tbe  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
convey  by  quitclaim  deed  and  wltbout  oom- 
pensation  to  Mrs.  Pearl  O.  ICair.  of  Cron- 
roads,  N.  Mex.,  all  oil,  gas,  or  other  mlnOTSl 
righU  which  are  held  by  the  United  States 
in  the  following-described  lands  situated  tn 
Lea  County,  N.  Mex.:  The  east  half  of  tba 
southeast  quarter  of  section  S3;  the  eootti 
half  of  the  south  half  of  section  34;  tha 
southwest  quarter  of  the  southwest  quarter 
of  section  36,  township  0.  range  37  east.  New 
Mexico  principal  meridian,  oontalalng  380 
acres,  more  or  leas. 

Sac.  2.  Mrs.  Pearl  O.  Marr  shaU  suooead  to 
the  poeltlon  of  the  United  States  as  leseor 
at  the  time  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
makes  conveyance  under  this  act.  Tba 
United  States  shaU  not  be  liable  for  any 
rents  or  royalties  accruing  before  the  data 
of  the  conveyance. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  » 
third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
laid  on  the  table. 


WAIVER  OP  ANNUITIES.  REUEF.  OR 
RETIREMENT  COMPENSATION  BT 
DISTRICT  OF  COI^TMBIA 
TIRED  POLICEMEN, 
AND    TEACHERS 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ad: 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  tlie 
Speaker's  table  the  bin  (H.  R.  7853)  to 
permit  retired  policemen,  firemen,  and 
teachers  of  the  District  of  Oolmnbia  to 
waive  all  or  part  of  their  annnitiaa,  re- 
lief, or  reUrement  compensation,  with 
Senate  amendments  thereto,  aod  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  tiUe  of  the  bllL 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Strllu  out  aU  after  the  enacting  elaosa 
and  Insert  "That  any  person  entitled  to  re- 
Uef or  retirement  compensation  punoantto 
the  proTisions  of  section  13  of  tbe  act  ap- 
proved September  1,  19ie  (39  Stat.  718).  aa 
amended  (Utle  4,  eh.  5.  D.  C.  Code,  IMl 
edition),  may  decline  to  accept  aU  or  any 
part  of  such  relief  or  retirement  compen- 
sation by  a  waiver  signed  and  fUad  wltli 
the  Oommlsstoners  of  the  Dtstrlct  ct  Oo- 
lumbia  or  their  designated  agent.  8acb 
wftiver  may  be  reroksd  in  writing  at  any 
time,  but  no  payment  at  the  nUat  or  ra- 
tlrement  compensation  waived  shall  be  maila 
covering  the  period  during  wlilcli  sncli 
waiver  was  in  effect." 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  rsad:  "An  act 
to  permit  retired  poUocmen  and  flremaa  oC 
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the  Dlirtrtet  of  OoltimbU  to  walTC  all  or  part 
of  thetar  Nilaf  or  retirement  ooo^teneetlon." 


August  17 
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Tbe  SPEAKER.  18  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

Then  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred In,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  talde. 


CONSTRUCTKW  OF  BRIDGES  OVER 
POTOMAC-BIVER 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  biU  (H.  R.  1980)  to 
authorize  and  direct  the  Commissioners 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  construct 
a  bridge  over  the  Potomac  River  in  the 
Vicinity  of  Jones  Point,  Va..  and  for  other 
purposes,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Hie  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
insert  : 

"»**  * — SMDCS  IW  VICIMITI   or  COWBTITUTIOW 

Avsirtrs 
"That  (a)  tbe  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Coltmibla  are  authorized  and  directed 
to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  low- 
level  bridge  oyer  the  Potomac  River,  from 
the  Ticthlty  of  Constitution  Avenue  In  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  the  Virginia  side  of 
the  Potomac  River,  such  bridge  to  be  con- 
structed north  of  the  Memorial  Bridge  and 
south  of  the  southern  portion  of  Theodore 
Roosevelt  bland  sometimes  referred  to  as 
"Small    Island",    together   with    bridge    ap- 
Itroachee  and  roads  connecting  such  bridge 
and  approaches  with  streets  and  park  roads 
In  the  District  of  Colimibia  and  with  streets 
and  park  toads  on  the  Virginia  side  of  the 
Potomac  River:  Provided.  That  in  planning 
such    bridge    approaches    and    connecting 
roads,  the  Commissioners  shaU  consxUt  with 
the  National  Capitol  Planning  Commission, 
"(b)  The  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  are  authorized  to  construct  and 
maintain  a  structure  to  provide  pedestrian 
access  from  the  low-level  bridge  referred  to 
in  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  to  the  afore- 
said "SmaU  Island":  Provided.  That  before 
entering  into  any  contract  for  such  structure 
providing  pedestrian  access  the  plans  there- 
for BhaU  be  approved  by  the  Theodore  Roose- 
velt Aaeociation. 

"(c)  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  U  here- 
by authoriaed  to  construct,  maintain,  and 
operate  a  structure  connecting  the  main 
body  of  Theodore  Roosevelt  Island  and  the 
aforesaid  portion  thereof  referred  to  as 
••SmaU  Island"  to  provide  pedestrian  access 
between  such  islands:  Provided.  That  the 
plans  for  such  structure  connecting  such 
Islands  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  Theodore  Roosevelt  Association. 

"(d)  The  plans  for  any  bridge  or  other 
structure  authorized  by  this  title  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Commission  of  Pine  Arts 
for  advice  with  respect  to  the  architectural 
features  of  any  such  bridge  or  structure,  and 
no  contract  for  the  construction  thereof  may 
be  entered  Into  until  this  subsection  shau 
have  been  oompUed  with:  Provided.  That 
upon  failure  of  the  Commission  of  Pine  Arts 
to  report  its  advloe  within  ninety  days  of 
sutanlsaion  of  plans  to  it.  the  requirements 
of  this  rabeection  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
been  met. 

"(e)  ^proprlations  for  construction  of 
the  bridge  and  other  structures  authorized 
by  this  tlUe.  payable  from  the  highway  fimd 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  amounts  not 
•weeding  »24,600.000  are  hereby  authorized. 


102.  The  Federal  agencies  having 
eontrol  and  Jurisdiction  over  the  lands  at 
and  adjacent  to  the  ends  of  the  bridge  shall 
transfer  to  the  Commissioners  of  the  X31s- 
trlct  of  Columbia,  upon  their  request,  the 
areas  to  be  occupied  by  said  bridge,  ap- 
proaches, and  connecting  roads,  all  as  slwwn 
more  particularly  on  plana  of  such  bridge, 
approaches,  and  connecting  roads,  to  be  pre- 
pared and  approved  by  the  Commlsslatiers 
of  the  District  of  Coliunbla  and  the  Bureau 
of  Public  Roads,  Department  of  Commerce. 
"Sac.  103.  The  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  are  authorized  to  enter 
into  an  agreement  or  agreements  with  the 
State  Highway  Commission  of  Virginia,  act- 
ing for  and  on  behalf  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Virginia,  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for 
cooperation  by  the  State  Highway  Comaiis- 
slon  of  Virginia,  to  such  extent  as  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall 
deem  necessary.  In  the  construction  of  (aid 
bridge,  approaches,  and  connecting  roads,  ac- 
quisition of  land  for  rights-of-way,  con- 
tributions toward  costs,  temporary  or  perma- 
nent closing  of  existing  roads,  and  any  other 
matters  relating  to  the  construction  of  said 
bridge  which  the  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  (>}lumbla  may  consider  appropriate. 
"S»c.  104.  The  Conamissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  are  authorized  to  make 
such  use  of  federally  owned  and  controaied 
lands  at  and  adjacent  to  the  bridge  as  tnay 
be  necessary  for  making  borings,  performing 
other  preliminary  work,  routing  and  rerout- 
ing tralBc.  constructing  said  bridge,  ap- 
proaches, and  connecting  roads,  and  storing 
of.  materials  incident  to  such  preliminary 
work  and  to  actual  construction. 

"Sbc.  105.  The  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  are  authorized  and  di- 
rected to  route  and  reroute  and  to  cause  the 
routing  and  rerouting  of  traffic  on,  and  to 
close  or  cause  to  be  closed,  park  roads, 
streets,  and  highways  under  the  JurisdictUon 
of  the  United  States,  and  to  negotiate  for 
the  closing  of  roads  by  agreement  with  Vir- 
ginia authorities,  where  necessary  in  con- 
nection with  the  preparation  of  plans  for. 
and  during  the  actual  construction  of,  aaid 
bridge,  approaches,  and  connecting  roads. 
The  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia are  further  authorized  to  prepare  plans 
for  such  changes  in  park  roads  as  they  deem 
necessary  to  provide  maximum  efflclency  in 
handling  traffic  to  and  from  said  bridge,  and 
when  such  plans  are  approved  by  the  Bureau 
of  Public  Roads,  to  construct  roads  In  cen- 
formlty  with  such  approved  plans. 

"Sec.  106.  (a)  The  National  Park  Service  Is 
authorized  and  directed  to  remove  or  traas- 
plant  to  other  locations  any  and  all  planting 
materials  within  the  area  to  be  used  for  the 
bridge,  approaches,  and  connecting  roads  or 
for  construction  piirposes,  when  requested  by 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. The  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Colxunbla  are  authorized  and  directed  to  re- 
grade  the  areas  involved  In  the  construction 
of  the  bridge,  approaches,  and  connecting 
roads  so  as  to  conform  with  the  plans  to  Idc 
approved  by  them  and  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads. 

"(b)  Upon  completion  of  said  bridge,  ap- 
proaches, and  connecting  roads  and  the  re- 
gradlng  of  the  areas,  or  prior  thereto,  when 
Authorized  by  the  Commissioners  of  tfte 
District  of  Columbia  and  when  such  opera- 
tion or  operations  will  not  interfere  with  tfce 
construction  of  said  bridge,  approaches,  and 
connecting  roads,  the  National  Park  Service 
is  directed  to  landscape  such  areas  In  accord- 
ance with  the  plans  of  the  National  Park 
Service  as  may  be  approved  by  the  Commli- 
sioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the 
Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  the  cost  of  said 
landscaping  to  be  paid  out  of  funds  made 
available  for  the  purposes  of  this  title. 

"Sec.  107.  The  cost  of  construction,  recon- 
struction, and  repair  of  all  roads  which  are 
Changed  or  made  necessary  as  an  incident 


to  the  construction  of  said  bridge,  ap. 
proaches,  and  connecting  roads,  when  ap- 
proved by  the  Commissioners  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads. 
shall  be  paid  out  of  funds  made  available  for 
construction  of  said  bridge,  approaches,  and 
connecting  roads. 

"Sec.    108.  The   right   to   alter,   amend,   or 
repeal  this  title  la  hereby  expressly  reserved. 


"TTTLE   n BRmCE   IN    VICINTTT   OF   JONCB    POINT 

"Sec.  201.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
(referred  to  hereinafter  as  the  "Secretary") 
is  authorized  and  directed  to  construct, 
maintain,  and  operate  a  six-lane  bridge  over 
the  Potomac  River,  from  a  point  at  or  near 
Jones  Point,  Va..  across  a  certain  portion  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  a  point  in  Mary- 
land, together  with  bridge  approaches  on 
property  owned  by  the  United  State*  In  the 
State  of  Virginia. 

"(b)  The  bridge  shall  be  of  dec»  girder 
structure  with  a  swing  span  having  a  150- 
foot  horizontal  clearance  on  each  side  of  the 
pivot  pier  and  a  70-foot  vertical  clearance 
above  mean  low  water,  and  shall  be  con- 
structed In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  subsection  (b)  r-f  section  502  of  tile  •Gen- 
eral Bridge  Act  of  1946.'  approved  August  2. 
1946  (60  Stat.  847),  as  amended,  and  subject 
to  the  conditions  and  limitations  in  this 
title. 

"(c)  The  Secretary  shall  request  recom- 
mendations and  suggestions  of  the  Matlonal 
Capital  Piannlng  Comml.ssion  relative  to  the 
de.'sien  of  nuch  bridge  and  approaches. 

"Sec  202.  (a)  Any  Federal  agency  and  the 
District  of  Columbia  having  control  and 
Jurisdl-:tion  over  any  land  at  or  near  the  site 
of  the  bridge  shall  transfer  to  the  S«cretary, 
upon  his  request,  any  such  lands  to  be  occu- 
pied by  the  bridge  or  approaches  thereto. 

"(b)  The  Secretary  may  acquire  by  pur- 
chase or  by  condemnation  any  land  in  the 
State  of  Maryland,  not  under  Federal  or 
District  Jurisdiction  or  control,  needed  for 
the  construction  of  such  bridge,  title  to  such 
land  to  be  taken  directly  to  and  in  the  name 
of  the  United  States.  In  case  a  price  satis- 
factory to  the  Secretary  cannot  he  agreed 
upon  for  the  purchase  of  such  land  or  In  case 
the  title  cannot  be  made  satisfactory  to  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States,  then 
the  latter  is  directed  to  procure  such  land  by 
condemnation,  and  the  expenses  of  procur- 
ing evidence  of  title,  or  condemnation,  or 
both,  shall  be  paid  from  funds  made  avail- 
able for  the  purposes  of  this  title. 

"Sbc.  203.  (a)  The  Secretary  may  make 
such  use  of  lands  owned  or  controlled  by  the 
United  States,  at  or  adjacent  to  the  site  of 
the  bridge,  as  may  b*  necessary  for  msklng 
borings,  performing  other  preliminary  work, 
routing  and  rerouting  traffic,  constructing 
such  bridge,  approaches,  and  connecting 
roads,  and  storing  materials  incident  to  such 
preliminary  work  and  to  actual  construction. 
"(b)  The  Secretary  may  route  and  reroute 
and  cause  the  routing  and  rerouting  of  traffic 
on.  and  close  or  cause  to  be  closed.  Streets. 
roads,  and  highways  under  the  Jurisdiction 
Of  the  United  States,  and  negotiate  for  the 
closing  of  streets,  roads,  and  highways  by 
contact  with  Virginia.  Maryland,  and  District 
authorities,  when  necessary  in  connection 
with  the  preparation  of  plans  for,  and  during 
the  actual  construction  of,  the  bridge. 

"Sec.  204.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro- 
Vision  of  this  title,  the  Secretary  shall  not 
begin  construction  of  the  bridge  above  re- 
ferred to  until  the  State  of  Virginia  and 
the  State  of  Maryland  have  taken  such  steps 
as  the  Secretary  deems  adequate  to  give 
assurances  that  there  will  be  constructed  and 
maintained,  by  and  In  such  States,  such 
approaches  to  such  bridge  as  will  be  reason- 
ably adequate  to  make  possible  the  full  and 
efficient  utilization  of  such  bridge. 

"Sec.  205.  The  sum  of  $14,925,000  Is  hereby 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  out  oT  any 
moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro- 
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priated,  to  carry  out  tbe  pcorialons  of  this 
title. 

"Sac.  306.  The  right  tc  alter,  amend,  or 
repeal  this  title  Is  hereby  expr«asly  rvacrred.'* 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  r«ad:  "An  act  to 
authorise  and  direct  tho  construction  of 
bridges  over  the  Potomac  River,  and  for  other 
purpKJses." 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  tbe  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  20  minutes  on  tomorrow,  fol- 
lowing any  special  orders  heretofore 
entered. 


OUR  CRY  AND  GOD'S  ANSWER 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  15  minutes  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks  and  Include  a  ser- 
mon. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kan5as? 

There  was  no  objectioii. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas  Mr.  Speaker, 
on  August  8  I  had  the  privilege  of  listen- 
ing to  a  sermon  delivered  by  Rev.  Louis 
Evans  at  the  National  Presbyterian 
Church  in  Washington.  Dr.  Evans  is 
one  of  the  Nation's  great  ministers.  He 
is  former  pastor  of  the  Hollywood 
<CaHf.)  Presbyterian  Church.  I  under- 
stand it  is  one  of  the  biggest  Presby- 
terian congregations  In  the  United 
States.  He  presently  represents  the 
Presbyterian  Church  on  a  nationwide 
basis.  The  title  of  his  sermon  Is  "Our 
Cry  and  God's  An.«;wer." 

I  am  sure  Members  of  Congress  and 
others  who  read  the  Ricord  will  be  in- 
terested in  reading  this  splendid  mes- 
sage: 

OtTR   Car    AND  OOD'S    ANBWn 

Our  subject  this  morning  is  Our  Cry  and 
Oods  Answer.  I  call  your  attention  to  the 
words  of  the  Apostle  Paul  In  Epheslans  the 
2d  chapter  and  the  16th  verse:  "Having 
abolished  In  HU  flesh  the  enmity  •  •  • 
for  to  make  In  himself  of  twain  one  new 
man,  thus  bringing  peace."  "Having  abol- 
ished the  enmity" — dear  God.  how  we  de- 
sire that.  We  are  tired  of  the  crushing  and 
mauling  of  war.  "Making  In  himself  of 
twain  one" — how  we  hunger  for  oneness  and 
l<-getherne8s :  one  world,  one  family,  one 
love.  "Thus  making  peace" — how  many  have 
fought  for  It.  how  many  have  died  for  It. 
and  how  many  today  are  courageously  Uv- 
Ing  for  It.  This  is  our  cry:  God  give  us 
peace.     But  I  am  not  sure  that  we  shall  be 

satisfied  with  the  mode  by  which  we  come 
upon  them,  l>ecause  they  rather  run  athwart 
of  the  human  pattern  of  our  thinking.  We 
can  only  find  and  conquer  these  things  as 
we  ourselves  have  been  conquered  by  Christ. 
Paul  was  a  man  of  conviction.  He  had 
become  the  convict  of  Jesus  Christ,  and 
was  powerless  save  to  follow  Him  in  any- 
thing, anywhere,  any  time,  and  any  place. 
Paul  said,  "I  am  'doulos.'  I  am  a  slave."  Tet 
no  man  has  preached  greater  freedom,  other 
than  the  Nazarene,  than  Paul — no  one  has 
given  us  greater  courage,  or  unity  than  he; 


but  Paul  came  upon  thii  unity  in  himielf; 
had  conquered  this  echizoptuenia  that  had 
warred  inside  him.  through  Jesiu  Christ. 
And  Paul  contends.  "If  I  can  acbleve  tbls 
unity,  then  you  can  have  it.  too,  individually 
and  coUectively." 

Now  let's  look  at  some  of  our  oollective 
and  personal  problems  today,  in  the  light 
of  this  possible  union. 

First  of  all,  Paul  came  upon  a  sense  of 
racial  oneness  or  brotherhood  in  Christ.  You 
see  Paul  was  both  a  Jew  and  a  gentile,  l>eing 
a  Roman  and  free  lx>m:  and  these  two  peo- 
ple were  ngbting  within  hU  soul.  In  the 
Old  Testament  the  Jew  had  conquered  the 
gentUe — that  spelled  chaos.  In  the  New  Tes- 
tament era  of  the  first  century,  the  gentile 
or  the  Roman  had  conquered  the  Jew  and 
tiiat  was  New-Testament  turmoil.  Now 
Christ  conquered  the  Jew  In  Paul.  Be  con- 
quered the  gentile  or  the  Roman  in  Paul. 
When  Be  bad  conquered  these.  Be  had  made 
of  Paul  one  new  man  out  of  these  two  races, 
and  that  was  peace.  Prom  that  moment  on. 
Paul  became  a  united  man  without  the 
prejudices  that  were  other  than  of  God.  He 
said.  "Now  I  know  that  In  Christ  there  U 
neither  Greek  nor  Jew,  barbarian.  Scythian, 
bond  nor  free.    We  are  one  in  Him." 

That's  our  problem  today — bringing  about 
this  brotherhood  of  man  in  Jesus  Christ. 
Now  I  think  America  is  doing  fairly  well  In 
making  progress  toward  brotherhood.  My 
mother  was  bom  in  Norway.  When  she  came 
over  to  America  as  a  girl  of  14.  she  fell 
in  love  with  this  country  and  never  again 
would  she  put  the  ocean  between  her  and 
her  adopted  land.  8be  forgot  how  to  sing 
Sooner  of  Norge  and  learned  the  Star-Span- 
gled  Banner.  My  father  came  over  from 
England  to  the  United  SUtes  at  19  years 
of  age  and  this  great  Nation  put  her  arms 
around  him.  I  never  could  mention  Amer- 
ica to  my  father  without  his  eyes  puddling 
up  with  tears.  He  forgot  how  to  sing  God 
Save  the  King  and  he  learned  how  to  sing 
My  Countiy  'Tls  of  Thee.  As  Stephen  Benet 
said: 

"They  tried  to  fit  you  with  an  English  song 
And  clipped  your  speech  into  the  English 
tale; 
But   even    from   the   first   the   words   were 
wrong 
And  the  catbird  pecked  away  the  night- 
ingale; 
And  homesick  men  begot  hlgh-cheek-l>oned 
things 
Whose  wit  whittled  a  different  sound; 
And  the  Thames  and  all  the  rivers  of  the 
king 
Ran     Into     the     Mississippi     and     were 
drowned." 

It's  wonderful  how  our  differences  can  i>e 
united  In  this  dear  flag.  But  we  have  some 
problems  ahead  of  us. 

WeTe  making  some  progress,  true,  through 
education  in  our  universities  and  colleges. 

A  Judge  some  time  ago  handed  me  an 
excerpt  from  his  college  bulletin — he  was  an 
alumnus  of  Harvard — and  It  read  like  this: 
"Harvard  Is  becoming  typically  American"  It 
said.  "Three  separate  Harvard  committees 
without  any  interlapplng  or  conferring  with 
each  other  did  three  things  this  year:  one 
conunlttee  elected  a  president  of  Harvard 
who  was  a  westerner  and  had  no  Browning 
connections;  the  second  committee  elected 
as  dean  of  the  faculty  of  arts  and  sciences  a 

man  who  graduated  from  Tale."    Imagine 

tiiat.  "And  the  third  committee  appointed 
as  president  of  the  board  of  overseers  a  man 
who  was  of  Jewish  blood.  Thus,"  he  said, 
"Harvard  showed  Its  utter  indifference  to  ir- 
reveiant  differences." 

Are  such  differences  Irrevelant  to  you  and 
to  me?  Or  do  they  count  so  much?  Of 
course,  the  university  has  its  problems,  but 
every  university  does.  Tou  remember  when 
those  pistol  shots  rang  out  in  congressional 
Hails  and  five  of  our  Congressmen  fell  to  the 
floor  wounded?    What  caused  tiiat?    Tliat 


wasnt  the  true  heart  of  Pnerto  Rieo;  It 

an    abortion.    But   where   was   this 

bom?  Let  one  of  our  veteran  missioiualas 
of  Puerto  Rico  explain:  Be  said  "Tta«  ISMlsr 
of  the  Puerto  Rican  terrarlata  was  a  ooUefa* 
educated  native  of  Puerto  Rico  wlio  attended 
Harvard  for  4  years.  His  dark  sUn  and  fca- 
ttu-es  caused  him  to  be  looked  down  upon  by 
his  fellow  students.  Hs  was  scorned  socially 
and  t>ecame  tremendously  embittered.  He 
decided  he  would  spend  his  whole  life  ""'Vinj 
Americans  realise  the  mequitiea  which  they 
had  forced  upon  him — be  has  devoted  bis  112e 
to  hatred." 

Would  you  think  for  a  single  moment  that 
Congress  could  be  so  disturbed  by  pistol 
shots  because  a  group  of  varsity  man  forgot 
something?  The  In-otherhood  of  man  and 
the  fatherhood  of  God — we're  aU  petsonaOy 
responsible  for  the  chaos  or  unity  of  **««t 
world. 

Now  thatii  our  task.  We  shall  only  rla* 
to  this  oneness  theologically,  by  realising 
that  when  one  man  comes  to  Ood  through 
Christ,  he  l>ecomes  a  son  of  God.  AnoUi«r 
man  does  the  same  thing.  These  two  men 
standing  close  to  Ood  nativaily  stand  close 
to  each  other.  Thus  the  fatherhood  of  Ood 
forces  \u  to  the  brotherhood  of  tnan 

I  was  safarlng  In  the  African  Jungles  2 
years  ago  with  my  two  sons.  We  were  ac- 
costed bT  some  Africans  who  said  this  (in 
meaning) :  "Unless  you  practice  the  brother- 
hood of  man  in  America,  dont  come  over 
here  teaching  us  the  fatherhood  of  God  In 
Africa" — and  they  had  us.  I  realised  then 
what  one  meant  who  said:  "No  one  ever 
played  great  harmony  on  a  piano  leaving  out 
the  black  keys."  We  can  never  have  harmony 
tliroughout  the  world  until  we  bring  in  the 
colored  keys  of  the  brotherhood  of  man.  But 
this  will  be  accomplished  in  the  htmian 
heart  in  the  "realm  of  the  unenforceable. ** 
Until  we  see  that  down  deep  is  the  obligation 
of  the  Fatherhood  of  God.  we  ahali  never 
practice  the  brotherhood  of  man.  On  the 
human  level  we  will  contend  that  "blood  Is 
thicker  than  water"  but  on  God's  redeemed 
level  we  will  cry  "But  love  Is  thicker  than 
blood. - 

The  same  thing  Is  true  in  our  homes. 
There  was  one  divorce  out  of  every  500  mar- 
riages In  our  early  colomal  days.  Now  there 
is  1  divorce  out  of  every  8  marriages  in  tlie 
United  States  of  America.  That  will  destroy 
a  nation.  It  goes  to  pieces  bit  by  bit  and 
unit  by  unit.  Can  God  help  us  here?  Can 
Christ  come  in  to  "make  of  twain  one  per- 
son"  In   marriage?     Yes. 

Now  there  are  ttu-ee  plans  by  which  our 
American  homes  are  run.  People  take  their 
choice. 

Plan  No.  1:  Tbe  huslwnd  conquers  the 
wife  or  the  wife  conquers  the  husband.  Now 
and  then  you  do  see  a  husband  conquering 
his  wife.  It  is  not  as  easy  to  do.  I  might  ssy, 
as  you  might  think  it  is.  If  he  succeeds  in 
doing  this,  he  l>ecomes  arrogant,  btunptlous. 
obnoxious.  The  wife  liecomes  timid,  mousey, 
and  shrlnldng  in  her  personaUty.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  a  wife  succeeds  In  conquering 
her  husliand,  then  she  beconaes  arrogant, 
hard  and  as  masculine  as  the  dear  Army 
sergeant.  The  hiuband  becomes  shrinking 
and  loses  all  his  social  dynamlca.  HustMuMl 
and  wife  were  not  made  to  conquer  each 
other.  God  must  conquer  the  husband;  God 
must  conquer  the  wife;  and  they  become 
one  in  His  will. 

Plan  No.  3:  The  very  opposite:  each  defy- 
ing the  other.  Now  the  thing  that  holds 
this  solar  universe  together  is  that  a  fixed 
sun  is  at  the  center.  Put  anything  leas  than 
that  there  and  the  solar  universe  flies  to 
pieces.  A  man  may  take  Ills  wife  and  put 
her  at  the  center  of  the  home  and  say.  "You 
are  my  sunshine,  my  only  sunshine."  and 
then  he  finds  out  that  she  Iuls  some  weak- 
nesses; What  t>ecomes  of  his  goddees?  Every- 
thing goes  to  pieces.  He  lias  built  the  home 
around  a  person.    Or  the  wife  deflas  bar 
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hmband,  and  puts  him  In  tb*  eeatcr;  her 
wtaote  bona  x«vo1tm  •roniul  him.  And  than 
ab*  rtlfioiwi  h«  has  teat  ot  day — w»  all 
hava.    13iaii  It  hamMoa: 


August  17 


m 


1 1  bdlpvad  God  brought  hhn  to  ma 
And  baeaoaa  Z  baUarad  blm  glftad  of  CSod 
vntb  booor.  tmtti.  and  lore  at  tbe  x^gtA 
Z  beliaved  In  Ood  and  I  iponblppad  GKxL 
But  irtMn  I  f  oand  ba  was  }uit  a  thief  of  lore. 
Whan  Z  found  ba  waa  full  ot  traaaon  and 

prvjndloca, 
AH  for  money  and  worldly  pride: 
^3ia  wrack  of  blm  was  tbe  wreck  of  Ood 
And  I  tainted  amid  tbe  niln  ot  plaater  and 

atldca 
And  Mt  In  the  stillness  that  followed 
Obe  broken  bust  of  God." 

Tbat  can  happen  when  we  worship  each 
other.  We  love  each  other,  but  we  worship 
only  Ood. 

That  leads  ma  to  domestic  plan  three: 
God  conquers  the  husband;  Ood  conquers 
the  wife.  Tbeae  two  unite  In  marriage,  not 
tar  each  other  but  to  serve  Ood,  wbo  stands 
head  and  shoulders  above  them  both.  They 
save  their  hc»ne  by  a  spiritual  design — The 
wm  of  God  for  both. 

When  the  husband  comes  close  to  Ood  In 
prayer,  the  wife  standB  doee  to  Ood  In 
prayer,  botb  being  close  to  Ood  are  close  to 
each  other.  Tou  can't  give  me  the  name 
and  address  of  a  single  couple  that  went  to 
a  divorce  court  who  prayed  together  on  their 
knees — ^I  said  together — a  week  before  they 
went,  can  you?  There  Is  a  tremendoiu  ad- 
healve  about  prayer.  When  they  both  bow 
their  knees  to  God,  they  are  likely  to  kneel 
more  closely  together,  for  generally  speak- 
ing, "the  family  that  prays  together  stays 
together."  Ood  has  conquered  both  and 
"out  of  twain  be  has  made  one."  That  la 
why  thore  Is  only  1  divorce  for  every  00 
chtirch  mairlages,  thoiigh  1  for  every  8 
secular  marriages. 

It  Is  true  in  capital  and  labor.  I  wonder 
what  would  happen  If  labor  took  Epheslans 
0  and  said.  "I  am  conquered  by  this  spiritual 
aim  In  which  Paul  said.  'And  ye  servants — 
or  employees — serve  your  employers  with 
godly  fear.'  not  fearing  they  may  biu^  you 
but  that  you  may  hurt  them  by  letting 
down  their  high  estimate  of  what  you  can 
do.  "Not  with  eye-aervlce  as  men-pleasers, 
but  •  •  •  doing  the  will  ot  Ood  from  the 
heart.'  Do  not  clench  that  nail,  do  not  mix 
that  cement,  do  not  do  that  paint  job  well 
Just  becaxise  a  foreman  Is  watching  you. 
Ood  is  watching  you.  You  are  a  servant  of 
Ood.  and  that  is  why  you  are  doing  your 
best  every  moment  of  the  working  day — not 
working  merely  for  wages  on  Friday  night, 
but  working  for  Ood  and  a  world  and  a 
Kingdom.  That  would  change  labor, 
wouldn't  It? 

And  suppose  capital  heard  these  words  of 
Paul:  "And  ye  masters — or  employers — do 
tbe  same  unto  .them,  forbearing  threaten- 
Ings;"  do  not  use  your  position  as  a  cudgel 
to  frighten  people.  Treat  them  as  you 
would  have  Ood  treat  you,  "for  your  Master 
Is  In  heaven."  That  would  mean  the  best 
possible  wages,  the  best  possible  hoxirs, 
working  under  the  safest  conditions.  If 
capital  would  stop  trying  to  conquer  labor 
and  labor  would  stop  trying  to  conquer 
capital,  then  they  would  both  bow  and  say 
•'Lord.  Thy  will  be  done."  Ood  would  make 
"one  new  man" — an  American  servant — out 
of  two  persons.  The  carpenter  and  the 
king;  the  laboring  man  and  the  teacher  and 
preacher  were  made  one  In  the  person  of 
Christ. 

Now  that  has  happened.  One  day  a  Itew 
England  employer  said.  "Well,  I  used  to  say. 
'Good  morning'  to  the  help,  no  sincerity  in 
it.  but  It  paid  good  dividends  and  was 
good  business.  My  brother  had  twice  the 
IQ  I  had.  but  I  paid  him  only  half  my  salary. 
^  ■**<!  'no  drinking  and  no  late  hours.'— 
that  was  for  the  employees,  but  not  f ot  the 


BMmagement.  I  put  on  the  pressura-Hmd 
our  factory  was  full  ot  luroblems."  "fhen." 
be  said,  "Ood  came  In.  I  got  a  new  sense 
of  partnership.  Now  the  pressure  is  of,  and 
the  problems  are  gone."  Certainly,  a 
labor-leader  In  Detroit  said,  "Sometime  ago 
Z  used  to  be  willing  to  start  a  revolution  m 
my  factory  to  get  what  I  wanted.  I  would 
have  skinned  my  employer  alive.  I  went 
there  every  morning  to  get  aU  I  could  and 
give  as  little  as  I  could.  And  then,  one  day, 
Christ  captured  me.  I  realize  now  that  the 
man  at  the  polished  desk  has  his  proHems. 
too.  I  no  longer  go  to  my  factory  merely 
for  what  I  can  get.  I  go  for  what  X  can 
give.  Now  I  know  that  capital  and  labor 
are  alternate  beats  of  the  same  great  heart." 
Do  you  see  what  happened?  Capital  was 
conquered  by  the  will  of  Christ.  Labor  was 
conquered  by  the  wiU  of  Christ.  Each  be- 
longed to  God;  BO  they  belonged  to  each 
other.    That  is  our  only  hope. 

It  is  true,  too.  in  the  church.  It  must  be 
I  suppose  when  the  World  Council  meets 
that  the  press  will  have  a  great  deal  to  say 
about  the  pugUlstlcs  of  ecclesiastics  and  the 
differences  of  the  denominations,  but  very 
little  to  say  about  that  deeper  sense  of  part- 
nership that  we  all  own.  Not  all  men  realize 
what  we  mean  by  unity.  By  unity  we  mean 
that  the  denominations,  like  different  fin- 
gers, aren't  all  grown  together  like  a  mitten 
I'm  not  sure  my  hand  would  do  better  work 
if  you  Joined  all  my  fingers  together,  and  I'm 
not  sure  the  chiu-ch  would  do  the  best  work 
If  all  its  denominations  were  grown  together 
trying  to  regiment  everyone  Into  one  way  and 
wie  technique.  Mr  hand  isn't  a  union;  it  is 
a  unity,  though,  when  all  these  fingers  work 
together  in  obedience  to  one  mind.  That  is 
the  church  of  Ood. 

Now.  of  coiirse,  we  ministers  have  our  sins 
Tou  have  discovered  that.  Everybody  has 
It  reminds  me  of  a  minister  who  cams  out 
and  found  his  car  outside  of  a  New  'York 
church  tagged  with  an  illegal  parking  ticket 
When  In  the  traffic  court  his  case  car«e  up 
and  his  name  was  called,  he  stood  before  the 
Judge,  and  the  Judge  said.  'Have  you  any- 
thing to  say,  sir?"  The  clergyman  said.  -Yes 
one  thing.  Your  Honor.  'Blefsed  are  the 
merciful,  for  they  shall  obtain  mercy."  •  And 
after  the  uproar  had  quieted  down  in  the 
court,  the  Judge  said  to  the  clergyman  "You 
know.  I've  waited  a  long  time  for  this  mo- 
ment, when  I  could  say  to  a  parson.  Go  thy 
way  and  sin  no  more.'  " 

I  suppose  one  of  our  sins  Is  that  of  de- 
nominational conceit.  It  is  hard  for  "Yale 
to  steal  Harvard's  yell."  But  we  are  making 
progress.  We  are  no  longer  calling  dowa  fire 
from  heaven,  like  John  did.  because  certain 
people  do  not  cast  out  devils  as  we  do  We 
realize  now,  as  Protestants,  that  there  are  a 
lot  Of  different  ways  of  casting  out  devils- 
The  Gongregatlonallsts  reason  them  out.  the 
Episcopalians  and  the  Catholics  chant  them 
out,  the  Pentecostals  shake  them  out  the 
Methodists  sing  them  out.  the  Baptists 
drown  them  out.  and  we  Presbyterians  fneez^ 
them  out.  Well,  Jtist  get  rid  of  them  We 
do  not  care  how  you  do  it.  While  we  might 
disagree  on  the  technique,  the  teleology  Is  to 
get  rid  of  the  devils.  That  is  our  common 
task. 

An  outstanding  clergyman  once  said,  '  The 
Idea  that  one  denomination  U  the  sole  chan- 
nel of  God's  grace  Is  as  dead  as  Queen  Anne. 
God  killed  it.  God  uses  persons  not  because 
of  where  they  are  denominationally  located 
but  because  of  the  depth  of  their  surrender 
to  Him  and  their  grasp  on  truth.  God  can 
work  through  the  denomination.  Sometimes 
He  works  in  spite  of  them.  But  never  ex- 
clusively in  any  one  of  them.  If  this  hurts 
cm-  denominational  pride,  it  may  help  our 
spiritual  humility."  We  have  come  to  the 
place  now  where  we  realize  that  whenavcr 
a  church  says  that  it  is  the  church.  It  ceases 
to  be  a  church  and  has  deteriorated  Into 
a  sect— too  proud  and  blind  to  sense  the 
onmess  we  have  In  Je«us  Christ. 


How  as  to  government.  Moffatt,  in  his 
translation,  makes  our  text  read  like  this: 
"Making  In  Himself  one  new  man  out  of  two 
parues."  Can  we  have  unity  of  government 
with  existing  parties?    CerUlnly. 

When  a  man  enters  politics  or  Statecraft, 
he  does  not  give  the  supreme  aim  of  every 
man's  higher  life;  he  does  not  cease  to  pray 
this  prayer,  "Thy  kingdom  come"  explained 
In  the  next  phrase,  "Thy  will  ba  done  on 
earth  as  It  Is  In  heaven."  In  the  Hall  of 
Congress  and  everywhere  this  can  ever  be 
supreme  to  him — the  win  of  Ood. 

Of  course  our  party  s^  aem  has  Its  hazards 
of  the  kingdom  of  God.  If  there  la  anything 
as  well  as  its  assets.  The  danger  ts  that  we 
may  put  Idolatry  of  party  above  the  ideals 
that  frightens  Mr.  and  Mrs.  John  Doe.  Mr. 
Average  American.  It  U  the  way  some  politi- 
cal leaders  can  "turn  the  binoculars  around." 
When  they  look  at  their  own  party's  virtues 
and  achievements,  these  look  large,  magni- 
fied and  close  up.  But  when  they  look  at  the 
opposition,  so-called,  they  turn  tbe  binoc- 
ulars around  and  all  their  virtue*  are  ac- 
complishments seem  insignificant  and  far 
away.  May  God  take  the  binoculars  from  our 
hands  and  make  us  act  and  see  as  brothers. 
We  Americans  are  pleasantly  shocker!  when 
one  leader  will  say  something  decent  and 
nice  and  Christian  about  s  man  of  the  other 
party.  What  has  gotten  hold  of  us?  Must 
we  slay  our  Nation  by  fratricidal  war?  We 
are  one  in  God.  That  does  not  mean  that 
we  cannot  have  two  parties.  They  may  exist 
as  two  hands  of  the  same  body  but  both 
working  for  the  same  aim— the  good  of  the 
whole  and  the  glory  of  Ood. 

There  have  been  times  In  American  his- 
tory    when    we    have    evidenced    this    higher 
unity.     Stephen  Douglas  was  once  Ab.'-aham 
Lincoln's  Democratic  opponent  for  the  Pres- 
idency.    But  when   the  threat  of  disunion 
struck   at   our  Republic  he  rushed  to  Lin- 
coln's side  In  hearty  support.    In  defense  of 
his   standing   by   Lincoln,   and    in   answer   to 
narrow    party    colleagues,    he    said.    "I    trust 
the   time   will   never  come  when   I  shall   not 
be  willing  to  make  any  needful  sacrifice  cf 
personal   feeling   and   party   policy   for   the 
honor   and    integrity   of   my   country.   •    •   • 
The  moment   an  enemy  arose  in   tbe  midst 
plotting  the  destruction  of  the  Government, 
the  voice  of  party  strife  was  hushed  in  pa- 
triotic silence."     There  is  a  time  when  the 
partisan  is  lost  in  the  patriot.     This  is  the 
higher  loyalty.     God  has  made  of  "twain"— 
two  partis.ins,  "one  new  man" — the  patriot. 
We  saw  it  asjaln  in   the  First  World  War! 
Por  years  an  Industrial  North  had  been  try- 
ing to  conquer   an   agricultural   South,  and 
vice   versa.     Slavery  seemed  only  a  side   is- 
sue,   if     you    searched     deeply     enough.     A 
threat  came  to  this  dear  flag  In  the  form  of 
Germany  going  wild;  then  it  happened.     We 
who   were    twain    were   made   suddetily   one 
The  man  from  the  North  marched  away  to 
Prance  singing: 

"Here's  to  the  blue  of  the  windswept  North 
When  we  meet  on  the  fields  of  France; 
May  the  spirit  of  Grant  be  with  us  sil 
As  the  sons  of  the  North  advance." 
The  southern  boys  sang:  I 

"Here's  to  the  gray  of  the  sun-klssefl  South 
When  we  meet  on  the  fields  of  France; 
May  the  spirit  of  Lee  t)e  with  us  all 

As  the  sons  of  the  South  advance). " 
Then  they  sang  together: 

"Here's  to  the  blue  and  the  gray  as  one 

When  we  meet  on  the  fields  of  France- 
May  the  sph-it  of  God  be  with  us  all 
As  the  sons  of  the  flag  advance." 

They  were  one  In  God.  "The  twain  were 
made  one  new  man."  That  would  do  it 
wouldn't  It?  Then  the  clergyman  could  also 
say  of  Government:  "The  Idea  that  one  polit- 
ical party  Is  the  exclusive  channel  of  God's 
grace  Is  as  dead  as  Queen  Anne.  God  killed 
It.     God    uses    politicians    not    becewse    of 
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where  they  are  politically  located,  but  be- 
cause of  tbe  depth  of  their  surrender  to 
God  and  to  the  truth.  That  may  be  hard  on 
our  p&rty  pride,  but  it  will  be  good  for  our 
patriotic  humility."  There  is  one  chance 
for  unity;  all  conquered  by  the  wlU  of  Ood. 

Of  course,  this  takes  the  surrender  of  the 
will  to  the  Kingdom  of  God. 

General  Jackson,  the  great  Confederate 
general,  sent  a  letter  home  to  his  pastor 
during  the  Civil  War.  The  parishioners 
gathered  on  the  church  steps  expecting  the 
missive  would  carry  some  word  of  Mission- 
ary Ridge  or  Lookout  Mountain;  but  there 
W.1S  not  a  mention  of  matters  military.  It 
read.  "Dear  Pastor:  I  remember  that  this  is 
Foreign  Missionary  Sunday.  Enclosed  find 
my  contribution  to  the  same.  May  this  war 
soon  be  over,  and  may  the  right  side  win, 
that  we  may  go  back  to  our  main  task  of 
savmg  men  and  the  Kingdom  of  God."  Not 
until  a  man  has  been  conquered  by  the 
supreme  aim  of  "The  Kingdom  of  Ood  and 
F.aving  men"  could  he  ever  subordinate  his 
military  and  personal  reputation  by  saying. 
"May  the  right  side  win." 

This  surrender  of  us  all  to  the  common 
aim  Is  our  sole  hope  of  true  unity.  Tlie  boy 
was  having  a  bad  time  putting  together  the 
j:gsaw  map  of  the  United  States,  being  ig- 
i.urant  of  Its  rivers,  capitals  and  States.  His 
father  kindly  advised:  "Thought  Id  tell 
you.  son.  that  on  the  t>ack  of  that  puzzle 
Is  the  face  of  George  Washington."  Now 
every  boy  knows  the  face  of  Washington 
and  putting  that  together  he  turned  the 
puzzle  over  and  America  was  together.  If 
somehow.  In  the  midst  of  our  ignorance  of 
national  atTalrs  and  problems,  we  could  all 
keep  our  eyes  upon  the  face  of  Christ  at>ove 
the  multicolored  faces  of  races;  If  husband 
and  wife  could  look  past  each  other  to  the 
greater  loyalty  and  love;  If  above  our  denom- 
inational spires  we  could  see  the  Father  of 
the  Church  Universal;  if  above  our  party 
nags  we  could  see  the  ensign  of  the  King- 
dom and  Its  pian;  we  should  be  on  our  jray 
to  national  unity. 

"E  plurlbtis  unum" — out  of  many  one — It 
Is  pwslble  only  when  we  turn  the  coin  over 
and  read  the  other  side.  "In  Ood  We  Trust." 
It  was  natural  to  add  to  our  pledge  of 
allegiance.  "One  nation,  under  Ood.  Indl- 
Msible"  for  only  as  a  nation  stands  under 
the  will  of  Gtid  Is  it  ever  Irtdlvislble. 

But  we  might  contend  that  those  who 
.•nrrcnder  to  the  will  of  Ood  sometimes  differ. 
This  is  true — but  not  as  true  as  we  pretend. 
There  is  something  cleansing  and  uniting 
about  prayer  and  It  will  bring  us  together 
on  the  teleology  and  aim  of  our  hearts  If 
not  on  the  technique  of  carrying  It  out.  If 
c>ur  minds  differed,  our  hearts  would  always 
be  (me. 

But  not  all  those  with  whom  we  work  in 
r.Tmtly.  In  city,  in  business,  in  Nation,  and 
In  the  world  surrender  to  or  are  conquered 
by  the  wlU  of  God.  What  then?  Then  see 
to  It  that  you  are.  One  man  and  Ood  have 
often  Ijeen  a  majority.  One  lion  can  lead 
a  thousand  sheep.  A  mother  has  changed 
the  spiritual  tone  of  a  whole  family;  one 
college  man  has  shaped  a  whole  fraternity: 
one  private  soldier  catching  up  a  flag  has 
stopped  an  ignominious  retreat;  Luther 
alone  saved  a  church;  the  courage  of  Dis- 
raeli's wife,  Ann,  helped  him  to  change  a 
parliament. 

You  cannot  do  everything  but  you  can  do 
something.  Surrender  to  the  will  of  God 
and  throw  your  weight,  large  or  small,  into 
the  scales  of  destiny.  The  rest  is  up  to  God. 
Our  President  has  lately  said.  "What  Is  our 
battle  against  Soviet  conununlsm  If  It  is  not 
a  flKht  between  anti-God  and  a  belief  in  the 
Almighty?"  But  rememt>er  that  your  "god" 
Is  whatever  or  whoever  comes  first  In  your 
consideration  and  affection.  Is  it  yourself, 
wealth,  health,  position,  popularity,  power, 
or  the  Father  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ?  A 
poll  says  that  96  percent  of  all  Americans 


"believe  In  Ood."  Do  that  percentage  put 
Him  "flrBt?" 

Believe  means  to  "be"— to  be:  In  "lleT'— 
In  life — what  we  say  we  believe.  But  as 
someone  has  said,  "some  who  believe  in  Ood. 
when  tbey  die,  will  leave  nothing  more  than 
a  t>ag  of  money,  an  asphalt  road,  and  a 
thousand  lost  golf  tMdls;"  sleeping  in  on 
Sunday  morning,  thus  contradicting  the 
primacy  of  God  in  their  lives. 

This  is  our  hope  for  unity.  Let  tis  cease 
trying  to  conquer  each  other.  Let  God  con- 
quer us  all.  making  of  us  "twain,  one."  Our 
security  lies  Id  our  surrender. 


HARD-MONEY.    HIGH-INTEREST 
POLICY  OP  1953 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
I  Mr.  Patmam]  is  recognized  for  30 
minutes. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to 
discuss  the  hard-money,  high-interest 
policy  of  1953. 

This  chart  was  prepared  by  the  Presi- 
dents  Council  of  Economic  Advisers.  It 
correctly  reflects  the  trend  of  interest 
rates  in  1953  and  1954.  It  will  be  noticed 
from  this  chart  that  United  States  Gov- 
ernment bonds  long-term,  corporate 
triple-A  bonds — Moody's — and  Treas- 
ury bills  go  right  along  together  with 
the  monetary  policy  of  the  United  States 
Government. 

The  Govenunent.  through  Its  agent  or 
servant,  the  Open  Market  Committee  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  System,  has  the 
power  to  make  money  easy  or  to  make 
money  hard,  to  make  interest  rates  low 
or  to  make  Interest  rates  high.  The 
Government  exercised  that  jaower  in  the 
early  part  of  1953.  and  by  reason  of  that, 
it  will  be  noticed  that  interest  rates  com- 
menced going  up  in  the  first  month  of 
1953.  and  they  went  up  until  about  the 
middle  of  May,  and  for  a  reason  now 
known  commenced  going  down  about 
May  11  and  have  been  going  down  ever 
since.     That  is  the  easy-money  policy. 

MONKT     MAMACaas    TOOK     AN    ABOtTT    FACK     MAT 
11,  1SS3 

What  I  want  to  discuss  with  you  is 
what  happened  on  May  11.  1953.  One 
week  before  May  11.  1953,  or  May  4.  no- 
tice was  given  that  on  the  next  Monday, 
May  11,  1953,  a  resolution  would  be  in- 
troduced by  Members  of  the  House  and 
Members  of  the  Senate  calling  on  the 
Federal  Reserve  Open  Market  Commit- 
tee to  support  Government  bonds  at  par. 
The  reason  Interest  rates  went  up  was 
because  there  was  no  support  under  Gov- 
ernment bonds.  That  support  had  been 
taken  out.  Therefore,  this  resolution 
was  prepared  and  was  introduced  by  me, 
but  for  the  Democratic  leaders  in  the 
House  of  Representatives.  Including  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Ratburn], 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [  Mr. 
McCoKMACK],  and  a  majority  of  the 
Democratic  members  of  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency.  In  the  Sen- 
ate, a  similar  resolution  was  introduced. 
So  on  that  day.  May  11,  1953,  the  Gov- 
ernment's money  masters  took  an  about 
laue  and  changed  their  policy  entirely 
and  commenced  going  the  other  way. 
This  has  been  admitted.  In  the  exten- 
sion of  my  remarks,  I  expect  to  show  that 
by  the  highest  authority  in  the  United 


States.  Mr.  Martin,  who  Is  Chairman  of 
the  Board  of  Govemors  of  the  FMeral 
Reserve  system,  these  bonds  were  al- 
lowed to  go  down. 

OPEir     BCABKKT     COaC>CITTZ>     «-*t  t  ti     UPOST     TO 

STTPToaT  covsKMKXirr  stuarriaa  at  pab 
I  am  inserting  herewith  a  copy  of  a 
statement  I  made  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
rescntaUves.  May  11.  1953;  also  a  copy  of 
a  resolution  that  was  Introduced  in  the 
House  and  Senate,  asking  the  Open 
Market  Committee  to  su^wrt  the  prices 
of  Government  securities  at  par,  and  a 
joint  statement  that  was  given  out  by 
the  sponsors  of  the  resolution  in  tbe 
House  and  Senate.  It  is  as  follows: 
Peoekal  Rescbvx  Callxd  Upok  to  BvrroKt 

GOVXKMkCKNT    BoifDS    AT    PaB 

Mr.  Patmait.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  Intro- 
ducing today  for  the  Joint  sponaors  a  reso- 
lution calling  on  the  Federal  Reserve  Board 
and  the  Open  Market  Committee  of  tba 
Federal  Reserve  Sjrstem  to  support  United 
States  Government  securities  at  par.  In  tbe 
resolution  the  phrase  "should  support."  and 
so  forth,  is  used;  the  reason  the  word  "di- 
rect" is  not  used  is  because  the  Federal  Re- 
serve System  is  an  agency  of  Congress,  and 
its  officials  will  certainly  carry  out  any  ex- 
pressed will  of  Congress. 

In  the  House,  although  a  bill  or  resolution 
can  only  bear  the  name  of  one  Member,  I 
have  Introduced  the  resolution,  but  the 
other  cosponaors  of  it  are  Representatives 
Ratbukn.  ICcCosMACic.  Spkmcx,  Mxrx.Ts», 
Rains.  Dkank,  O'Haba  of  nimoU.  AnooNuao, 
DiNCEIX.  BBERHARm,  BAOXr,  Paics.  PxaKINB, 

and  RocEss  of  Colorado. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  was  the  traditional  policy 
of  this  Government  through  the  Open 
Market  Committee  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Board  System  for  more  than  15  years  to  sup- 
port United  States  Government  securities  at 
par.  That  policy  commenced  prior  to  World 
War  II,  it  was  in  effect  all  during  World 
War  II.  and  it  was  not  until  March  1951 
that  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  refused 
through  the  Open  Market  Committee  to 
further  support  Government  securities.  As 
a  result  of  thst,  long-term  Government 
bonds  have  gone  down  to  97,  96,  95,  92.  and 
finally  to  SI. 

The  new  policy  is  breaking  faith  with  the 
people  of  this  country  who  have  a  reason 
to  believe  and  who  had  a  reason  to  rely  upon 
the  traditional  policy  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  in  the  support  of  those  bonds.  It 
has  broken  that  good  faith. 

til.  Speaker,  this  resolution  is  offered  for 
the  piirpose  of  restoring  that  traditional 
policy.  I  hope  that  there  wUl  be  an  early 
hearing  and  a  favorable  report  and  that  the 
resoluUon  will  be  adopted.  It  Is  not  In  the 
form  of  a  bill,  because  a  bill  Is  unnecessary. 
The  Federal  Reserve  System  Is  an  agency  of 
the  Congress.  Anything  that  the  Congress 
says  that  the  Federal  Reserve  System  should 
do,  that  System  must  do.  It  is  supposed 
to  represent  the  wUl  of  this  body  and  the 
Senate.  The  resolution  expresses  that  will 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  those  bonds  sup- 
ported again  as  they  were  traditionally  be- 
fore March  1951. 

In  the  Senate  the  resolution  is  ooapon- 
sored,  in  addition  to  Senator  Musbat.  by 
Senators  Long,  GaxxN.  Kjuacmx,  Machusom, 
Manstield,  and  Huuphkxt. 

The  text  of  the  resolution  is  as  follows: 

"Concurrent  resolution  to  provide  for  sup- 
port of  the  credit  of  the  United  Statea  of 
America  by  the  Federal  Reserve  System 
"Whereas  millions  of  loyal  and  patrtotle 
American  citizens  supp<urted  thetr  OoTcm- 
ment  during  World  War  n  by  buying  Oov- 
ernment  bonds  and  have  oontmoed  to  do  ao 
since  the  end  of  World  War  U; 


■-*j 


"M^ 


mi 


i4aa2 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


li' 


"Whuim  the  Fedcvml  Hewrw  Bystaaa  has 
been  puzsulng  a  policy  of  xefuslns  to  do  It* 
part  In  supporting  tbe  credit  of  tbe  United 
States  of  America  by  buying  its  proper  share 
of  Goyemment  bonds  and  other  Ooyemment 
securities; 

"Wbereas  the  credit  of  the  XT&lted  States 
<tf  America  has  been  impaired  thereby: 

"Whereas  as  a  eonaequenee.  Oovemment 
securities  have  fallen  below  par  and  the  cap- 
ital position  of  those  with  Investmenta  In 
prerlously  Issued  aoT«mment  securities  has 
been  seriously  Impaired; 

•nKTheraas  this  policy  of  the  Federal  Reserre 
System  has  made  it  easier  for  bonks.  Insur- 
ance comi)anles,  corporations,  and  priTate  In- 
yestors  to  obtain  higher  Interest  rates,  and 
thus  higher  profits,  on  money  loaned  to  the 
GoTemment; 

"Whereas  the  Increased  Interest  rates  on 
GoTemment  securities  wlU  result  in  vast  ad- 
ditional npendltures  by  the  Federal  Oovem- 
ment  and  a  substantial  and  Ainnecessary  in- 
crease In  the  national  debt; 

"Whereas  this  policy  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  has  Increased  Interest  rates  not  only 
on  funds  borrowed  by  the  Federal  Oovem- 
ment,  but  has  also  helped  to  bring  about  a 
dangerous  rise  in  Interest  rates  on  funds 
borrowed  by  (1)  farmers.  (2)  foreign  pur- 
ehasers  of  American  agricultural  products. 
(3)  home  builders.  (4)  veto-ans'  who  are 
buying  homes  and  all  other  home  buyers. 
(5)  businessmen  (particularly  small-busi- 
ness men) ,  and  (8)  local  governments  for  the 
construction  of  schools,  roads,  water  supply 
and  sewage  systems,  and  other  essential  pub- 
Uc  faculties; 

"Whereas  this  policy  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  may  tend,  in  combination  with  other 
factors,  to  bring  on  a  decline  in  btislneas  ac- 
tivity throughout  the  economy  and  to  ac- 
centuate the  deflationary  trend  In  American 
agriculture; 

"Whereas  this  poUcy  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  is  an  Ineffective  and  Inappropriate 
substitute  for  soundly  conceived  measm-es 
to  control  the  supply  and  use  of  credit  and 
to  maintain  the  value  of  the  American 
dollar; 

"Whereas  whatever  flexibility  is  needed  in 
the  prices  of  Government  bonds  shoiUd  take 
place  above  par  under  the, alternative  pol- 
icy of  Federal  Reserve  System  support  of 
Government  bonds  at  p<u-: 

"Whereas  this  policy  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  undermines  the  abUlty  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  meet  the  financial  prob- 
lems that  would  inevitably  result  from  a 
new  international  emergency: 

"Whereas  this  policy  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  violates  the  purposes  of  the  Congress 
in  the  creation  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System; 

"Whereas  this  policy  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  is  Inconsistent  with  the  maintenance 
of  mazlmiun  employment,  production,  and 
purchasing  power  as  called  for  in  the  Em- 
ployment Act  of  1948; 

"Whereas  a  policy  of  supporting  United 
States  Government  securities  at  par  will  not 
only  cost  the  taxpayers  nothing,  but  will 
also  result  in  a  saving  to  the  taxpayers  and 
a  profit   to   the  Treasury:    Now.  therefore, 

DC'    lb 

"Jtaolved  by  the  SeTiate  (the  House  of 
Repreaentativea  concurring).  That  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  Board  and  the  Open  Market 
Committee  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System 
should  support  the  price- of  United  States 
Government  securities  at  par.  but  not  ex- 
ceeding par.  as  was  done  before  the  so- 
called  Treasm7-Federal:  Reserve  accord 
which  was  announced  ICarch  4.  1951.** 

The  Joint  statement  that  was  prepared 
by  the  sponsacs  and  released  today  was  as 
follows: 

"A  group  of  Senators  and  Representatives 
announced  their  intention  to  introduce  in 
both  Houses  today  a  resolution  to  help  stop 
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tte  TfHa.  and  reckless  Interest  rate  Inct^wes 
resiUttog  from  the  policies  of  the  Federal 
Beeerve  System  and  the  lYeasury  De^art- 

"TiM  reaolutlon  would  require  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  System  to  support  United  States 
Government  securities  at  par.  thereby  ena- 
bling the  Government  to  borrow  at  lower 
Interest  rates.  This  in  txirn  would  p«-mlt 
low  rates  for  farmers,  businessmen,  borne 
buyers,  local  governments,  and  other  bor- 
rowers. 

"Speaking  on  behaU  of  the  group.  Repre- 
sentatives WsiOHT  Patican.  Democrat,  l^xas, 
and  Senator  Jamss  E.  Mttrray,  Democrat, 
Montana,  charged  that  in  the  brief  3-mcnth 
period  from  December  1952.  to  March  of  this 
year,  while  the  Government  had  to  borrow 
large  sums  of  money,  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  dumped  about  $900  million  worth 
of  Government  securities.  The  Federal  Re- 
serve System  also  refrained  from  buying  any 
new  Government  securities.  As  a  result,  the 
price  of  long-term  Government  bonds  has 
hit   a  new  historic  low. 

"  The  refusal  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Sys- 
tem to  support  the  credit  of  the  United 
States,'  stated  Representative  Patman  and 
Senator  Murbat.  'would  be  bad  enough  If  It 
resulted  only  In  additional  billions  of  dol- 
lars in  Oovemment  expenditures  and  the 
national  debt. 

"  «ut  It  has  also  led  to  a  dangerous  spiral 
Of  interest-rate  IncreaBes  for  private  bor- 
rowers. 

"  'First,  there  was  an  increase  In  the  In- 
terest on  support  loans  to  farmers  and  en 
Export-Import  Bank  loans  for  the  purchase 
abroad  of  American  cotton.  Then  came  an 
Increase  In  the  commercial-bank  rate  on 
prime-business  loans.  This  was  followed  by 
a  rise  in  rates  on  consumer-installment 
loans.  Over  the  last  weekend  the  Interest 
rate  on  VA-  and  FHA- Insured  home  mort- 
gages was  boosted.  All  of  this  Is  happening 
at  a  time  when  there  Is  a  serious  deailne 
In  agricultural  prices  and  a  growing  danger 
that  tbe  agrlcultiual  price  decline  may  spread 
to  the  rest  of  the  economy. 

"  'The  adoption  of  our  resolution  will  help 
protect  American  farmers,  veterans,  home 
buyers,  and  small-business  men  against  the 
harmful  effects  of  further  interest-rate 
boosts  and  of  undue  tightening  In  the  sup- 
ply of  credit.  The  adoption  of  our  resolu- 
tion will  also  provide  Invaluable  Insurance 
against  the  threat  of  future  dejiresslcns. 
foreclosures,  bankruptcies,  and  unemploy- 
ment.' ' 

"In  past  years  Representative  Patmai*  and 
Senator  Mttxrat  have  coauthor ed  many  Im- 
portant legislative  measures,  including  the 
Employment  Act  of  1946.  the  legUlatlon 
which  established  the  Smaller  War  Plants 
Corporation,  and  other  statutes  protecting 
American  small-business  enterprise." 

SXMOCBATS    FOaCZD    RXV^SAL    OF    HARO-MOKET 
\  POLICT 

President  Eisenhower  recently  claimed 
credit  for  the  fact  that  the  decline  in 
business  activity  had  leveled  off.  Apart 
from  the  fact  that  this  year's  recession 
need  not  have  happened  at  all.  if  the 
decline  has  not  been  too  large,  the  credit 
for  that  is  rightfully  ours  rather  tlian 
the  Republicans. 

Pew  would  dispute  that  the  adminis- 
tration's policy  of  hard  money  and  in- 
creased Interest  rates  choked  off  the 
boom  of  1953  and  brought  on  the  1054 
recession.  This  poUcy  took  the  form  of 
refusing  to  support  the  Government  bond 
market.  Issuing  new  bonds  at  higher  In- 
terest rates  and  thereby  depressing  the 
price  of  outstanding  Govemmsnt  secu- 
rities below  par.  This  poUcy  was  carried 
out  deq)ite  tbe  vigorous  protests  of  Dem- 


ocratic Members  of  Congress.  Under 
this  poUcy,  the  Federal  Reserve  sold 
Government  securities  instead  of  buying 
them  to  support  their  price.  Under  this 
policy,  as  the  President  acknowledged  in 
his  January  1954  Economic  Report,  lend- 
ers became  confuse9*"and  did  not  know 
what  to  expect.  Mortgage  money  to  fi- 
nance new  homes  virtually  disappeared 
from  view. 

The  hard-money  policy  was,  of  course, 
drastically  reversed.  The  ea4ing  of 
credit  sparked  home  building,  which  in 
turn  has  helped  to  keep  the  1954  business 
recession  in  check.  The  facts  about  the 
reversal  are  not  too  widely  known. 
Briefly,  the  reversal  actually  took  place 
some  time  before  the  effects  became  visi- 
ble. The  record  will  show  that  prior  to 
May  11,  1953.  the  date  of  the  resolution 
sponsored  by  Democratic  leaders  calling 
upon  the  Federal  Reserve  to  resume  pur- 
chases of  Government  securities  and 
support  the  price  of  Government  bonds 
at  par.  the  Federal  Reserve  had  been  re- 
ducing its  Government  holdings.  Imme- 
diately upon  the  introduction  of  the  reso- 
lution of  May  11.  1953.  the  Federal  Re- 
serve Open  Market  Committee  resumed 
open  market  purchases.  By  the  end  of 
May  1953,  Federal  Reserve  weekly  pur- 
chases exceeded  $100  million.  The  de- 
cline in  the  price  of  Government  securi- 
ties was  halted  in  early  June  195S.  As  a 
result  of  Democratic  pressure,  the  mar- 
ket price  of  the  Treasury  2  Vis  has  risen 
from  a  low  of  89  to  a  premium  over  par. 
These  bonds  were  selling  at  89 io  June 
1.  1953.  The  3»'4"s,  which  have  gone  to 
111  in  a  year,  provide  clear  evidence  that 
the  interest-rate  policy  pursued  In  early 
1953  was  much  too  high.  These  bonds 
were  seUing  for  98.20  June  1.  1963.  and 
110.8  on  June  1.  1954.  A  discreet  in- 
vestment by  one  who  could  read  the 
signs  could,  and  many  probably  did, 
make  15 '4  percent  in  1  year's  time  on  a 
riskless  investment  in  these  3  Vi -percent 
bonds. 

As  a  result  of  Democratic  opposition  to 
the  hard -money  policy  and  pressure  on 
the  Federal  Reserve  to  reverse  it<  policy 
of  abandoning  support  of  the  Govern- 
ment bond  market,  money  and  credit 
have  become  abundant  and  Interest 
rates  have  declined.  To  the  extent  that 
this  reversal  has  caused  the  economic 
decline  to  be  checked  and  made  the  out- 
look seem  promising  to  the  President, 
the  credit  for  tliis  quite  properly  belongs 
to  the  Democrats  who  opposed  tht  hard- 
money  policy  of  the  President  and  his 
administration  and  forced  Its  abundon- 
ment. 

Recovery  of  the  economy  after  ttie  ad- 
ministration reversed  its  hard-money 
high -interest  policy  has  been  greatly  re- 
tarded by  the  lack  of  assurance  from  the 
administration  that  this  ill-fated  policy 
will  not  be  repeated. 

May  26.  1954.  Mr.  William  McC.  Mar- 
tin. Jr..  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Gov- 
ernors of  the  Federal  Reserve  System 
testified  before  the  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency Committee  of  the  House  as  fol- 
lows: 

,.J^'  ^*^***'*  In  1952.  before  the  end  of 
the  year,  what  were  your  Inatructlona  to  the 
one  In  charge  of  open-market  operations  in 
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the  New  Tork  bankT  What  was  he  supposed 
to  do  during  the  month  of  December  1963? 

Mr.  Mabtim.  I  have  no  idea  offhand.  We 
have  a  meeting  oi  the  executive  committee 
every  2  weeks.  There  have  been  very  few 
exceptions  to  that,  and  we  change  our  in- 
structions every  a  weeks. 

Mr.  Patman.  You  change  your  Instructions 
every  2  weeks.  But  generally,  you  were  not 
buying  bonds  in  1953.  In  December,  were 
you?    Tou  were  not  buying  bondsT 

Mr.  Maxtim.  At  the  taU  end  of  1952? 

Mr.  Patman.  Tes.  sir. 

Mr.  Maktin.  I  dont  think  we  were. 

Mr.  Patman.  What  were  your  Instructions 
in  1953,  in  tbe  early  part  of  the  year?  Were 
your  Instructions  to  tighten  tip,  or  to  looaen 
up,  on  money? 

Mr.  Maxtin.  In  the  early  part  of  1953.  as 
you  well  know.  o\ir  policy  was  one  of  gen- 
eral restraint. 

It  wIU  be  noticed  that  Mr.  Martin  ad- 
vocates putting  on  the  brakes  and  pur- 
suing a  policy  of  general  restraint  in 
early  1953.  This  was  the  commence- 
ment of  tbe  hard  money.  high-Interest 
policy. 

Mr.  Patman.  Why  did  you  do  that?  Why 
were  you  putting  on  the  brakes  so? 

Mr.  Mabtin.  At  that  partictilar  time? 

Mr.  Patman.  Tes. 

Mr.  Maxttm.  Because  we  feared,  as  X  have 
testified  repeatedly,  a  bubble  on  top  of  a 
boom,  and  we  felt  that  the  money  supply 
should  be  permitted 

Mr.  Patman.  WeU,  in  December  1952.  you 
said  the  danger  of  inflation  was  over. 

Mr.  Maxtik.  Mr.  Patman.  you  are  not 
quoting  me  correctly. 

Mr.  Patman.  Well,  the  papers  misquoted 
you.  then. 

Mr.  M^jrmf.  WeU.  the  papers  frequently 
misquote  people.  Not  that  I  am  attacking 
tbe  papers,  but 

Mr.  Patman.  Well,  that  was  verified  by 
your  action  in  Pebmary  reducing  tbe  mar- 
gin requirement  on  stock-market  transac- 
tions. IT  that  Is  not  in  the  direction  of  fight- 
ing deflation.  I  would  like  to  know  wluit  it 
would  be. 

Mr.  MAxmf.  Tbe  speech  to  which  you  re- 
fer. Mr.  PsTMAJf,  in  1953,  was  an  address 
which  I  gave  to  the  Investment  Banksrs 
Assoclstlon. 

Mr.  Patman.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Mabtim.  Without  benefit  of  manu- 
script. 

Mr.  Patman.  Well.  I  am  Just  quoting  what 
the  papers  said,  and  I  haven't  seen  it  de- 
nied. 

Mr.  Maxtin.  Wen,  1  am  not  denying  all  of 
the  implications  of  this,  but  I  believe  that 
the  danger  of  drastic  inlLitlon  was  coming 
to  a  halt  at  the  end  of  1962.  but  it  would 
have  been — could  have  be<-n — a  very  serious 
matter  for  us  if  the  bubble  that  developed, 
the  resurgence  of  business  enthusiasm,  if  I 
msy  term  it  such,  following  President  Bsen- 
hower's  election,  in  1953,  bad  been  permit- 
ted to  r\m  itself  into  a  specrulative  fever,  and 
therefore,  we  permitted  interest  rates  to 
reflect  the  force  of  supply  and  demand. 

Mr.  Patman.  For  bow  locg  did  you  do  that, 
how  many  months? 

Mr  Makttn.  We  did  that  roughly  imtil  the 
early  part  of  May. 

Mr.  Patman.  May  11? 

Mr.  Maxtin.  WeU.  May  6  the  Open  Market 
Committee  had  Its  meeting  and  decided  that 
we  would  reverse  otf^lvus. 

The  about  face  on  the  hard -money 
policy  was  not  put  into  effect  xmtU  May 
11  when  the  Open  Market  Committee 
went  Into  the  market  and  bought  the 
first   Government  securities   they   had 


bought  In  months  in  order  to  start  on 
the  easy-money  policy. 

vsnaAMs  haxo  htt  bt  BicH-nn^uvr  mots 

I  am  inBertIng  herewith  most  of  an 

article  that  appeared  in  the  Washington 

Smiday  Star.  May  3.  1953: 

iNTKKxvr   Ratis   Raibzd   on   Untixd   Statbs 

HoMxs  Loans,  Ending  Long  DranrrB 

(By  Robert  J.  Lewis) 

The  Oovemment  yesterday  raised  interest 
rates  on  home  loans  in  another  move  in  its 
unmistakable  tighter-money  policy. 

The  administration  acted  to  raise  interest 
rates  on  Oovemment-aided  housing  by  from 
one-quarter  of  1  percent  to  one-half  of 
1  percent. 

Climaxing  a  series  of  Treasury -sponsored 
moves  supporting  higher  interest  rates,  the 
action  was  reported  to  have  been  decided  on 
by  the  White  House  itself  to  settle  a  long- 
drawn-out  controversy  over  whether  or  not 
home  loan  rates  should  be  raised. 

01   MOBTGACX   KATES 

Veterans'  Adzninistration  rates  on  GI 
mortgages  were  raised  one-half  of  1  per- 
cent across  the  board  to  bring  them  up  from 
4  percent  to  4V^  percent. 

Federal  Housing  Administration  rates  were 
raised  one-quarter  of  1  percent.  Since  FHA 
in  the  past  has  had  a  number  of  different 
rates,  the  one-quarter  of  1  percent  increase 
means  that  in  the  future  some  ^HA  loans 
will  be  at  a  rate  of  4>4  percent,  some  at  4^4 
percent,  and  others  wiU  remain  at  4  per- 
cent. 

In  general,  however,  both  FHA  and  GI 
rates  for  single-family  homes,  will  now  be 
equal  at  4Vi  percent.  Previously  on  such 
l<ians.  tbe  OI  rate  was  4  percent  and  tbe 
FHA  rate  was  4V^.  Rates  for  apartment  con- 
strucUon  in  the  future  wUl  be  4Vi  percent. 
Rates  for  military,  defense,  and  cooperative 
housing  wUl  remain  at  4  percent. 

The  increase  will  cost  a  veteran  borrow- 
ing 910,000  on  a  OI  mortgage  an  additional 
$840  over  a  25-3rear  loan  period.  The  loss 
would  be  greater  if  interest  on  this  amotmt 
were  to  be  figured  in. 

acnoM  IB  beluctant 

Two  leading  housing  ofllcials  said  the  In- 
creases were  authorized  reluctantly. 

Veterans'  Administrator  Carl  R.  Oray.  Jr.. 
said  the  action  was  taken  "only  as  a  last 
resort  and  after  extended  consultation  with 
ether  Oovemment  agencies  concerned  with 
hsualng  and  fiscal  policies." 

Several  questions  occur  to  me  in  read- 
ing this  article.  First,  why  was  the 
Treasury  pressuring  for  higher  mterest 
rates  on  housing  loans,  including  veter- 
ans' loans.  Just  a  week  before  the  Treas- 
ury evidently  knew  the  hard-money  pol- 
icy was  going  to  be  changed  completely? 
In  other  words,  within  1  week  from  that 
time,  the  monetary  policy  would  be  eased 
and  the  very  argument  that  was  used  to 
support  a  higher  interest  rate,  May  3, 
would  not  be  persuasive  at  all  after  the 
policy  was  changed.  Furthermore,  the 
Interest  rates  that  were  put  into  effect.  1 
week  before  the  hard -money  policy  was 
reversed  have  remained  in  effect,  which 
gives  a  windfall  to  those  receiving  the 
Increased  interest  rates.  The  rates 
that  were  annoimced  on  May  3,  1953, 
should  have  been  canceled  the  next  week 
when  the  monetary  policy  was  changed. 
These  rates  have  remained  in  effect  and 
have  not  been  reduced,  which  is  very 
unfair  to  veterans  and  others  who  are 
required  to  pay  these  rates,  which  were 
based  upon  the  continuance  of  the  hard- 


money  policy.  It  will  be  nottoed  thait 
the  article  states  that  tbe  IncreMK  will 
cost  each  veteran  borrowing  $10,000  00 
his  GI  mortgage  an  additional  $840  over 
a  25-year  loan  period. 

It  would  be  interesting  to  know  how 
many  veterans  the  past  year  have  been 
required  to  sign  up  to  pay  $840  addi- 
tions on  their  $10,000  mortgages  because 
of  the  unnecessay  increase  in  interest 
rates. 

Commencing  in  March  1951,  when  the 
Board  of  Governors  declared  their  in- 
dependence from  the  Executive  over  the 
objection  of  the  President  at  that  time. 
who  was  Mr.  Truman,  the  Board  defied 
Mr.  Truman.  They  went  ahead,  al- 
though they  had  promised  Mr.  Truman, 
as  President  of  the  United  States,  that 
they  would  continue  to  support  Govon- 
ment  bonds,  as  they  had  in  the  past,  and 
Government  bonds  had  not  up  until  that 
time  for  over  10  years  been  allowed  to  go 
below  par.  The  Board  in  conference 
with  the  President  promised  to  continue 
that  ix)licy.  but  after  they  got  out  of  the 
meeting  and  they  met  with  the  x«pre- 
sentatives  of  the  private  banks,  they  de- 
cided they  would  not  go  along  'with  the 
President  and  they  would  take  the  sup- 
port out  from  under  the  Government 
bonds.    That  was  March  4,  1951. 

democbatic  AOMnnsTBATioM  umheb  vtMsaan 
ran  MAN  opposed  CHANcnre  wobld  wab  n 
pattxbm  op  imtxbxst  batxs  oh  tbb  matiomal 


First.  Mr.  Eccles.  as  Chairman  of  the 
Board  of  Governors,  caused  the  first 
break  in  wartime  rates  in  July  1947.  by 
permitting  the  three-eighths  percent  re- 
turn on  Treastiry  bills  and  the  seven- 
eighths  percent  rate  on  certificates  to  be 
discontinued.  This  permitted  these 
rates  to  go  up  and  up,  agricultural 
prices  comm^icing  to  go  down  inune- 
diately. 

Second.  President  Truman  evidently 
did  not  like  this,  and  when  the  time 
came,  in  February  1948,  Blr.  Eccles  was 
not  reappointed  Chairman  of  the  Board, 
although  Mr.  Eocles  claimed  that  the  re- 
appointment had  been  promised  him  by 
President  Truman.  Mr.  Eccles  was  noti- 
fied 2  months  before  the  time  toe  the 
appointment  by  Dr.  Steelman  that  he 
would  not  be  reappointed.  Mr.  Eccles' 
friends  wanted  him  to  be  vice  chairman, 
but  President  Truman  refused  to  M>point 
a  vice  chairman.  Notwithstanding  tJiii^, 
he  remained  on  the  Board. 

Third.  President  Truman  had  the  en- 
tire Board  in  his  office.  January  30. 1951. 
and  received  a  promise  from  the  BQ«rd 
in  the  pubUc  interest  that  they  would 
contmue  to  support  long-term  Govern- 
ment bonds  at  par.  This,  the  Open 
Market  Committee,  which  has  on  it  five 
representatives  of  the  private  banks,  re- 
fused to  go  along  with  the  promise,  and 
permitted  bonds  to  go  down  below  par. 
President  Truman  tried  everjrthlng  with- 
in his  power  to  prevent  it  from  being 
done,  but  the  Board  went  back  on  him, 
defied  him,  and  did  it  anyway. 

From  that  time  on,  in  defiance  of  the 
President,  the  price  of  Government  bonds 
commenced  to  slip,  and  until  the  present 
administration  came  in.  they  had  gone 
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down  to  M.ao  i^xich.  M  bad  u  ft  was. 
was  not  deBtmctlTe.  But  then  tt>e 
presoit  administration  came  in  and  they 


kei>t  on  going  down,  and  they  went  down 
to  89.  I  am  referring  to  long-term  Qov- 
emment  bonds. 


Ooi 


I  am  Inserting  herewith  the  following 
tables  showing  the  prices  of  tbe  long- 
term  2V^'s  and  the  newly  issued  3^4*6: 


January „ ._.... 

Febraary 

March 

April 

May 

June 

July 

August. 

8eptemb(9' 

October 

NoTembcr 

December 


1M7 


Mean 


105.31 
106.00 
lO&OO 
105.13 
105.18 
105.15 
105. 2S 
106.19 
105.29 
105.09 
103.08 
101. 01 


Change 


-0.09 
+.01 
0 

-.19 
+.05 
-.03 
+.14 
+.22 
-.22 
-.20 
-2.01 
-2.07 


Treatury  bond  price  movement 

illi    PEBCENTS    ISSUED    OCT.    20,    1941 — 19«7-54 
[Price  decimals  are  32ds  of  $1]  j 


1918 


Mean 


101.01 
101. 10 
101. 14 
101.22 
102.30 
101.27 
101. 13 
101.07 
101.05 
101. 01 
101. 19 
101.30 


Change 


0 

+.09 
+.04 
+.08 
+1.08 
-1.03 
-.14 
-.06 
-.02 
-.04 
+.18 
+.11 


1949 


Mean 


102.18 
102.28 
103. 14 
103. 12 

103.  1 1 

104.  27 ii 
105.01 
105.31 

105.  21 
105.21 
Ift").  21 
106.00 


Change 


+0.20 
+.10 

+.18 

—  .(>2 

-.(II 

+1.  MM 

+."5j!) 

+..» 
-.10 

0 

0 
+.11 


1950 


lo.*;! 


Mean 


ICI.  04 
10.5.  0.1 

lo.-;.  02 

105.  0.5 
10.").  09 
104.26 
105.  Of. 
105.04 
104.  05 
103.  l.S 
103.  IK 
103.  18 


19.52 


19,13 


19.14 


Change    Mtan   ,rhan(tP    .Moan   ,Ch:»npe, 


Bid     .Char.pr, 


-0.28 
+  .01 
—  .(i;t 
+  .ii;j 

+  .(M 

-.  1,1 

+  .12 
-.02 

~.:n 

-.22 
+.03 


in.i.V)  I  +0  12 

UflM 
101.04 
10H'« 

991  12 

HH,  17 

VAZi 


991  17 
9Hi  12 
it7.  2.1 
lXj.31 


-.31 

-1  27 

-  2^ 

-  .Jh 

27 

+  1  tw 

+  2.1 

-.  in 

-  0.1 
-I    19 

-.26 


97  02 

+0. 03 

97  00 

-  (12 

97  2S 

+.  2S 

99   10 

+  1    14 

9X  2>i 

-.  1(> 

9^.  2(1 

-.06 

9x  07 

-    13  • 

97   10 

-.29 

i'.l,  27 

-1    11 

97  01 

+  1  (Ki 

9»'.  22 

-.  11    1 

95.20 

-i.irj  1 

9,1  17  I  -0  03 
94  IC  I  -1  (II 


92  <l| 
90.211 
92  12 
92.  IM 
92.  OH 
94  2>t 
9.1  12 
94.  ix 
Mi.  12 


—  1.0(1 
-I  12 
-1.  1(1 

+  1  ;» 

+.  (I»i 

-    10 

+  2.20 

+  .16 

-.2i; 

+  1.36 


'AsofAog.  1«,1MM. 


Bid     j 

98.nri 

99. 

14 

99. 

■.a 

l(«l. 

ii< 

99.  UB  1 

99 

2|l 

100 

ir. 

11 KJ. 

11 



-» - 

1 

Change 


+  1  20 
+  1.14 
+  17 
+  19 
-1.  16 
+  .27 
+    19 


I  _ 


05 


Prices  shown  ;irp  thi-  mean  of  rlosine  h'ul  anil  a«k  quofii'on*  iint:l  ."^jiril  19.M  Bc- 
pinnine  .Xpril  I9.i;(,  |>rif»>!i  ur."  closing  hid  (^uoUUoll^  m  tiic  ovtT-tUf-cwuntir  u;U'kct 
lor  the  last  day  of  the  moiilli. 


Z}i  PEfiCBNTS  DATED  If  AT  1,  1953 
(Price  decimals  are  32ds  of  SI] 


1953 

1954 

Bid 

Change 

Bid 

Change 

January 

106.16 
108.24 
109.03 
110.00 
108.24 
110.08 
111.16 
111.22 

+0.26 
+Z08 
+.11 
+.29 
-1.08 
+1.16 
+1.08 
«+.06 

February 

March 

AnrU_ 

iiiy.. 

June 

July. 

99.06 
99.22 
100.05 
100.12 
103.10 
103.30 
103.29 
109.22 

-0.23 
+.16 
+.15 
+.07 

+1.30 

+1.20 
-.01 

+1.25 

Antnist , 

September.. 

October 

November.. 

December... 

>  As  of  Aug.  16, 1964. 

NoT«.— Price  range  since  first  traded:  High  111.28  on 
Aug.  3, 1964;  low  98.20  on  June  1, 1953. 

Pri(«8  are  closing  bid  quotations  in  the  over-the-coun- 
ter marlcet  for  the  last  day  of  the  montli. 

Source:  Treasury  Bulletin. 

CBAP   GAJCB 

It  Will  be  observed  that  during  elec- 
tion years,  1948,  1950,  and  1952.  the 
market  was  more  stable  than  during  the 
off  years.  1947,  1949.  1951.  and  1953.  I 
repeat  my  charge  that  the  Government 
bond  nuurket  is  being  used  as  a  crap 
game.  Investors  who  can  read  the  signs 
,  or  should  happen  to  be  in  the  "know" 
can  clear  big  profits  quickly  through 
such  manipulations. 

Recently  the  rate  paid  by  the  banks — 
most  of  them  sold  to  New  York  City 
banks— for  United  States  bills  has  been 
Increasing  each  week.  Why  is  that, 
when  the  money  supply  is  so  plentiful? 
The  law  of  supply  and  demand  is  cer- 
tainly not  working.  I  hope  it  is  not  a 
f  orenmner  to  another  hard-money  high- 
interest  policy. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speaker 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  The  gentle- 
man will  recall  at  that  time  I  introduced 
a  resolution  providing  that  all  Govern- 
ment bonds  should  be  acceptable  at  par 
in  payment  of  income  taxes. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  a  fine 
thing.  They  should  be  acceptable  at  par 
and  accrued  interest.    That  is  a  good 


bill  and  I  hope  the  gentleman  pursuee  it. 
It  is  a  good  way  to  force  the  Open  Mar- 
ket Committee  to  support  the  market  and 
confine  all  the  crap-shooting  in  the  Gov- 
ernment bond  market  to  be  above  par. 

May  4.  1953,  I  made  the  following 
statement  on  high  interest:  | 

What  High  Intihest  Is  Doing  to  the  Pimple 

It  Is  causing  the  Federal  Governnicnt. 
States,  counties,  cities,  to  pay  more  interest 
for  increases  In  budgets  which  also  IncreHses 
taxes.  It  causes  all  public  utilities — including 
electricity,  gas,  water,  telephone,  transpor- 
tation— to  pay  more  interest,  which  causes 
an  Increase  of  rates.  In  the  end.  the  landlord 
baving  to  pay  all  these  increases,  must  have 
an  Increase  in  rente.  The  wage  earner  Is  put 
in  a  squeeze,  having  to  spend  so  much  of  his 
Income  for  rent  increases  caused  by  interest 
increases.  The  same  thing  applies  to  the 
farmer.  The  result  is  purchasing  power  of 
both  farmer  and  wage  earner  is  reduced, 
which  retards  the  economy  and  will  eventu- 
ally lead  to  a  depression.  The  result  of 
Interest  Increases  is  low  wages  and  lower 
farm  prices  which  aie  the  makings  of  a  teal 
depression. 

Rememoer  these  are  Government 
bonds  that  went  down.  Any  bank  can 
buy  these  bonds  and  if  they  want  to  bor- 
row money  on  them  they  get  100  cents 
on  the  dollar,  new  money,  on  these  89- 
cent  bonds.  They  are  worth  100  cents 
on  the  dollar.  Yet  the  Government 's 
money  masters — the  Open  Market  Com- 
mittee of  the  Federal  Reserve  System 

allowed  these  bonds  to  go  down  to  89 
cents  on  the  dollar.  But  when  they 
found  out  they  had  made  this  terrible 
mistake — we  Democrats  showed  it  in  this 
resolution  that  was  introduced — they 
took  an  about-face  and  bonds  began  to 
go  up.  As  the  price  of  bonds  goes  up  the 
interest  rates  go  down.  They  are  now 
over  100.  If  the  hard-money  policy  had 
continued,  we  would  have  been  in  a  seri- 
ous depression  in  a  short  time.  We  were 
in  a  recession  on  May  11, 1953. 

MUST  WATCH    GOVERNMENT   BONDS 

I  took  this  time  to  ask  the  Members 
to  keep  in  mind  the  fact  that  these  bonds 
must  at  all  times  remain  above  par.  We 
must  be  on  the  alert  to  do  what  is  nec- 
essary to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the 
authorities  the  fact  that  they  must  not 


permit  these  bonds  to  go  below  lOO  cents 
on  the  dollar  again.  It  is  a  terrible  thing. 
It  i:>  ruinous  to  the  country.  It  is  ruinous 
to  the  economy.  Ordinarily  it  would  not 
be  necessary  to  call  it  to  their  attention, 
because  we  have  seen  the  destruction  it 
would  cause.  But  we  are  told  that  this 
retreat — and  it  is  a  retreat — is  a  tempo- 
rary retreat,  and  they  are  going  back. 
I  am  Inserting  in  my  remarks  state- 
ments from  Secretary  Snyder  and  Chair- 
man Spence  of  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency  and  the  a$.sistant 
chairman  of  that  committee.  Mr.  Brown, 
about  why  Government  bonds  should  be 
supported  at  par. 

I  am  also  inserting  excerpts  from  the 
testimony  before  a  Senate  committee, 
when  Mr.  McCabe.  former  Chairman  of 
the  Board  of  Governors,  was  being  inter- 
rogated on  the  question  of  his  confirma- 
tion for  the  post,  in  which  he  said  that 
bonds  should  continue  to  be  supported 
at  par. 

I  am  going  to  insert  in  the  Record 
statements  from  other  people  like  Mar- 
riner  S.  Eccles.  who  was  Governor  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  Board  longer  than  any 
other  person,  living  or  dead.  He  said 
they  should  always  be  supported  at  par. 

In  addition  to  that.  I  am  Inserting  a 
statement  from  other  prominent  people, 
showing  the  importance  of  supporting 
these  bonds  at  par.  Notwithstanding 
this  overwhelming  testimony,  convinc- 
ing testimony  that  bonds  should  be  sup- 
ported at  par.  the  Board  of  Governors, 
through  the  Open  Market  Committee, 
permitted  them  to  go  below  par.  1  hope 
it  is  never  done  again. 

SUPPORT  GOVERNMENT  BOND  PRICES:  SECRETAXT 
SNYDER  AND  CONGRESSMEN  SPENCE  AND 
BROVl  N 

Inflation  control  hearing  before  the 
House  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency. Senate  Joint  Resolution  157,  July 
and  August  1948.  pa^e  252: 

Mr.  Spence.  Mr.  Snyder,  when  we  had  2'i- 
percent  bonds  the  debt  of  the  Nation  was  $21 
billion  to  $23  billion.  When  those  bonds 
went  to  80  percent,  where  do  you  think 
these  2'2-percent  bonds,  which  are  taxable 
as  acalnst  the  others  which  were  nontaxable. 
U    not    supported    by    the    Federal    Reserve, 
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Wbtt  thm 


«riM  to 


would  go  to 
$250  bmionf 

Seeracaiy  Bimo.  X  vould  b«  graatty 
cerned  m  to  what  would  bapptn  If  w*  Jual 
turned  kxM*  tlM  •upport  at  th«  boad  narlMt. 

Mr.  BrmMcm.  Dom  tb*  aapport  of  tb*  bond 
market  not  li«v«  a  pBTebologloal  eflaet  upoo 
th«  bc»ld«>«  at  thm  txHid  vary  stmnar  to  tta* 
effect  at  the  Fedfval  Deposit  Insuranoe  Oor- 
poratlon  on  dapostton  In  banksf  It  glTM 
tbem  a  oonfldenoe  whieb  nuUcea  tbem  retain 
their  bonds.  Ottaerwtoe  tbey  would  prol>- 
ably  put  Umbb  on  tlie  eaerfce^  and  nobody 
can  tell  bow  kier  tbey  would  go;  Is  tbat  not 
truef 

Secretary  SirrDsa.  I  think  that  Is  true; 
yes,  sir.  Tbere  would  be  eonetant  doubt  •■ 
to  Just  vbat  tbe  level  wovld  be. 

iCr.  SmrcB.  How  eeeentlal  la  it  to  nuOn- 
talning  tbe  credit  at  tbe  OoTeramentf 

Secretary  Barraaa.  Proai  my  point  oC  view 
It  Is  tbe  moat  BMentlel  thing  to  do  rl^t  now, 
to  maintain  oonfldenoe  Ixt  tbe  OoTeminent's 
monetary  operations. 

Mr.  SrcNcs.  If  tbat  confidence  were  de- 
stroyed tbe  Inflationary  conditions  would 
certainly  be  very  much  woree  and  one  can 
hardly  foreeee  what  would  happen.  I  tblnk 
that  IS  tbe  very  basis  of  tbe  wbole  tbing. 
Whether  tbe  support  of  tbe  bond  nutfkat  ia 
Inflationary  or  not.  It  must  be  «vM»tinued 

Mr.  Baoww.  I  think  by  lUl  means  we  should 
bold  tbeee  bonds  at  par.  Any  suggcetlon 
you  baTe  to  make  to  tbls  committee  In  order 
to  help  you  do  that  I  think  tbie  committee 
would  like  to  bave.  becaaae  Z  tbink  tbat  Is 
the  most  Important  tblnf.  We  sbotild  bold 
these  bonds  at  least  at  piir.  I  think  you  are 
doing  a  good  Job  on  this  Una. 

CRAiaacAW  M*caBs  fob  avwosiiwo 


Excerpts  from  oonflnnatton  of  Thomas 
B.  MoCabe  hearings  before  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Ci^urency.  United 
SUtea  Senate,  80th  Oongreas.  3d  session. 
March  8,  1M8— pages  156-157: 

lilr.  linCsaa  X  would  lice  to  say  tbat  X  am 
thoroughly  In  aooord  with  the  current  pro- 
gram of  tbe  FMsral  Basarre  In  supporting 
tbe  OoTcmmsnt  bond  program. 

The  CHAwmw  (Benatcc  Tbbsy).  I  taka  U 
tbat  events  Indicate  what  Is  in  my  own  mind: 
tbat  you  feel  tbe  bonds  stjould  be  »»«»tT»f  tr»^ 
at  par  for  an  indefinite  {lerlod. 

ICr.  MrCtwrn  Well,  tbe  iiupport  program,  as 
you  know,  foUowi  a  pattam  on  the  Oorem- 
ment  bonds,  and  my  own  feeling  is  tbat  tbat 
pattern,  certainly  as  far  as  X  can  asosrtala 
today.  Is  a  rlgbt  one. 

Tbe  CBAnucAM.  Tou  af^iroTe  of  tbe  proce- 
dure tbe  Federal  Reeerre  fallowed  In  Decem- 
ber, wban  It  dropped  the  price  down  to  make 
It  more  uniform? 

Mr.  MoCsM  I  tbougbt  tbat  was  a  very 
constructive  move. 

•  •  •  •  • 

The  CHAiaMAir.  Then  1*:  oomee  down  to  this 
question :  I  think  we  arc  In  accord  with  the 
theory  tbat  we  should  maintain  a  uniform 
pattern,  and  tbat  we  sbotild  "«*«"fT(tn  tbeee 
at  par  for  an  indefinite  period;  tbe  alterna- 
tive being,  If  we  reduotsd  tbe  price  of  tbe 
bonds,  tbe  evil  that  would  ensue  at  once  In 
tbe  ruining  of  so  many  of  our  savings  Instl- 
tuUons  that  are  loaded  to  the  muiale  with 
CKsvemment  bonds.  How  do  you  feel  abo\it 
tbat  situation? 


KTHICAL  DDTT  TO  BOMB 

Mr.  MoCabb.  Well.  In  tbe  general  support 
program,  I  feel  tbls:  Tliere  are  three  para- 
mount oonalderatlona. 

First,  tbere  is  tbe  refunding,  or  reflnaoo- 
Ing.  problem  of  tbe  Treasury. 

Tbe  aeoond  U  tbat  I  feel  we  have  an  etbleal 
responslt^Uty  to  tbe  p»3pU  who  have  pur- 
chased Oovemment  bonds.  Our  preeent  Fed- 
eral debt  Is  a  very  large  one.  In  fact.  It  la 
one  and  one-balf  times  aU  tbe  reet  at  tbe 
debt  of  the  United  States  put  together;  tlw 


total,  tbat  la.  of  private  and  corporate  debt 
of  aUktada. 

And  tlM  third  conaldsratlon.  I  think,  is 
that  It  la  Tsry  helpful  to  oommeroe  and  1b« 
dnstry  and  a^eulturs  to  know  tbat  there  Is 
I  range  la  Interest  rataa.  and  thay 
ibly  oount  oa  tbat  la  rsOnaBdng 
at  buBlnaeBsa.  business  entcrprlaes  generally. 

The  OHaiBMAM.  Tou  would  share  my  ap- 
prehanstan.  would  you.  to  be  perfectly  frank, 
aa  to  tbe  danger  of  price  decline  below  par. 
and  tba  eonaequent  effect  upon  savings  In- 
atltutlasis  la  tbe  oountryr 

Mr.  McCsbb.  WeU.  wben  yon  talk  about 
the  absolute  support  price,  I  think,  sir.  tbat 
that  has  to  be  renewed  from  time  to  time 
to  aeeartain  what  tbat  level  should  be. 

My  own  feeling  Is  tbat  I  am  in  tjill  support 
of  tbe  action  tbat  has  been  taken  to  date 
In  supporting  tbe  program. 

Tba  Chsibmsw.  And  as  you  look  ahead,  you 
have  nothing  in  the  back  of  your  mind  that 
would  lend  you  at  tills  time  to  a  mental 
ooounltakent.  cr  reeervatloa.  tbat  would  b^>- 
pen  In  tbe  future,  as  far  as  you  can  aee: 
tbat  redaction  below  par? 

Ifr.  MoCabb.  In  the  "foreseeable  future"— 
I  think  thoee  are  tbe  worda. 

Page  172: 

Senator  Fuibbigbt.  The  fact  Is  that  the 
naoeasity  for  supporting  Oovemment  bond 
prices,  which  everyone  seems  to  agree  on. 
baa  almoat  nullified  tbe  principal  owner  to 
control  credit. 

Mr.  McCabb.  It  has  been  a  very  strong 
factor. 

Senator  Fdlsbiobt.  Tbat  waa  the  main 
tool,  and  It  Is  praeUcaUy  nulllfled  by  these 
coodltlooa. 

Mr.  MoCabb.  To  my  mind  that  must  be 
done. 

msBAX.  BBBonrs  mass  pobuc  oomizncKirr  to 
surroBT  paicB  or  oovBtwMXMT  Boms 

HoCabe.  testifying  before  the  Banlring 
and  Currmcy  Committee  on  suKwrting 
Oovemment  bonds  at  par.  stated  on  Au- 
gust 2.  1948 — page  88.  hearings,  on  Sen- 
ate Joint  Re80luU(»  157: 

It  Is  my  view  that  the  System  Is  obligated 
to  maintain  a  market  for  OoTemment  se- 
curltlee  and  to  Insure  orderly  condltlona  in 
tbat  market  •  •  •  becauae  of  tba  wide- 
spread repercuaaions  tbat  would  Issue 
throughout  tbe  economy  If  the  vast  boldings 
of  the  public  debt  ware  felt  to  b*  of  unstabls 
value. 


In  crdsr  to  keep  the  prlcee  of  Oovemment 
securities  from  declining,  tbe  Mderal  Re- 
eerve  System  faaa  continued  to  carry  out  Its 
wartime  raspomlblllty  of  supporting  the 
market  by  buying  at  relatively  stable  prlcee 
securities  offered  for  sale  and  not  purchased 
by  others. 

Mr.  McCabe  testified  as  f(dlows — ^page 
95: 

As  you  know,  tbe  System  bas  nude  a  pub- 
lic conunltment  to  sunxxt  tbe  a  y^ -percent 
yield  level  on  long-term  Oovemment  bonds 
for  the  foreaeeable  future.  I  gave  my  rea- 
Bona  for  subscribing  to  tbat  conunltment 
whan  my  confirmation  waa  undef'  conakler- 
atlon  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency.  Ait.Krtiiy*.  tbat  commitment 
substantially  limits  oxir  freedom  of  acUon. 
I  beUeve  there  Is  a  better  way  to  operate 
against  credit  expansion  than  now  to  aban- 
don that  commitment. 

It  Will  be  noticed  that  Mr.  McCabe 
says  there  is  a  better  way  to  prevent  in- 
flation  than  to  abandon  sumwrt  of  Oov- 
emment bonds  at  par. 

Page  101.  McCabe  stated: 

X  have  a  very  strong  conviction  that  it  la 
vltaQy  naoeeeary  to  aumwrt  tbe  2%  percent 


TbiM  was  in  answer  t»  a 
Cbairman  Wouxyrr.  in  wltfeh  he 

Do  you  think  tliat  w»  have  to  offnttnm 
to  support  Oownment  bond  pcloes  at  parf 

Mr.  MeOabe  farther  stated— page  101: 

Tba  tblng  tbat  we  bava  to 
tba  rmlnaesl  magnitude  of  **»*t 
billion.    It  Is  1^  ttanes  aU  the  net  of  tlM 
debt  In  the  United  States  put  togsthar. 

Further— page  101 — he  aays: 
If  we  directly  stabUlae  a  porttoa  of  tUs  d«bt 
so  that  It  oanaot  be  mooetlasd.  that  Is  the 

answer. 

In  other  worda.  Mr.  McCabe  says  it  is 

not  necessary  to  take  the  peg  from  under 
the  suiHwrt  prices— that  a  portion  of 
the  debt  can  be  sterOlBd  and  that  wfll 
be  tbe  answer. 

mm  auipuai^  mrm.  cowMas  aaiB  tnm^t' 

Page  108  of  the  same  hearings,  the 
chairman  asked,  and  Mr.  MoCabe  an* 

swered  as  follows: 

Tbe  CwAiBWAiT.  Wen.  tbere  have  been  or* 
thodoz  ways  of  oootntfUng  It  heretofotiL 
Kver  since  1014  we  have  eontroOed  the 
volume  of  credit  by  the  aunllialatlon  cf  re- 
serve requirements  and  redlBCOunt  ratea.  Z 
do  not  know  why  we  have  to  sun>lement 
tboee  wltb  consumer  credit  controls  at  the 
preeent  time,  any  more  than  we  did  befora. 

Mr.  MOCABB.  I  say  to  you.  air.  If  It  la  tba 
wisdom  of  this  Congress  that  the  Fsdaral 
Reaerve  Board  should  not  suppott  tb»  Qofm 
emment  bond  market,  then  I  tblnk  Oon- 
sbould  eo  direct  the  Federal 


Page  135, 1  steted: 

Mr.  PATiCAir.  I  tboroughly  agree  with  yoo. 
miat  Is  tbe  reason  I  voted  against  tbe  tax- 
reduction  bill.  I  wanted  to  keep  that  money 
In  the  Treasury  sad  pay  It  on  tba  ^«»«'^»«-i 
debC 

Page  171,  Marrlner  S.  Eodes,aovenior 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  stated  oa 
August  3,  1948,  In  referring  tooths 
Board  of  Oovemors: 

Th»  cbalnnaa  Is  tba  llaisoa  and  of  nsees 
slty  the  admlnlatratloa  must  have  a  lialaan 
with  such  an  organ t—tlon  as  the  IMaral 
Beaerve  ^stem. 

Of  course,  the  President  appoints  aU 
the  members  of  the  Board,  and  he  desig- 
nates wlio  shall  be  Ciudiman  and  who 
shall  be  Vice  Chairman. 

Page  180.  Mr.  Bceles  admitted  that  the 
Federal  Reaerve  Banks  raised  ane  re- 
serve requirements  100  percent  in  1  year. 
The  raises  commenced  Just  before  tho 
payment  to  the  soldiers  on  June  15. 193S. 
It  was  the  first  time  in  20  years  reserrg 
requirements  had  been  raised. 

Mr.  Eccles  stated— page  182 — as  fol- 
lows: 


X  feel — and  I  know  the  Federal 
people  as  a  whole  feel — that  we  must,  so  far 
as  we  can  see  It  at  the  present  time,  and  Z 
can  give  you  reasons.  If  you  want  tbem.  con- 
tinue to  support  tbe  9%  percent  rate. 

Page  182: 

Mr.  Patmak.  The  only  reason  Is  that  ft 
would  break  every  bank  In  the  country  If 
tbe  bonds  went  much  below  par.  Is  It  nott 

Mr.  BocuB.  Well.  I  do  not  tblnk  It  would  do 
tbat. 

Mr.  Patwaw.  It  would  be  poeslble,  howevsrt 

Mr.  BocLBB.  If  they  had  to  eeU  the  boo^ 
while  they  were  down.  It  would  certainly 
tanpalr  some  of  tbem.    But  I  will  mentton 
It  In  Jxist  a  minute.  If  X  caa,  Mr.  Oongrnes 
man.  but  to  try  to  peg  the  short-term  rat% 
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tod  koU  that  Awn  balow  tb*  polat  at  wlUeh 
K  wouM  roraullsr  go  In  a  tne  market  In 
rtfattOBab^^  to  tha  aj^-peroent  rata  dow  not 
to  my  way  of  thlnMng  make  very  much  senaa 
la  ttM  preeent  eituatlon.  I  would  certainly 
feel  tbat  IX  Oongreae  shotild  give  to  tbe 
Board  tbe  authority  to  increase  the  reserve 
retiulronents,  ss  has  been  proposed  by  Chair- 
man MeOabe  whan  he  appeared  before  this 
commmae  yesterday,  that  they  would  also 
favor,  aa  the  FMeral  Reserve  does,  and  Z 
would  also  hope  that  the  Treasury  would 
Xavor.  permitting  the  adjustment  In  the 
short-term  rata  to  a  market  rate.  Then  we 
would  let  tbe  discount  rate  go  up. 

Now.  there  may  be  some  people  who  think 
that  that  would  create  such  uncertalPty  that 
that  will  tand  to  slow  up  borrowing.  I  do 
not  think  any  such  thing.  I  think  that  the 
raising  of  the 'short-term  rate  Is  minor  In- 
sofar as  Its  monetary  effect  Is  concerned,  but 
It  Is  an  Important  part  of  the  overaU  credit- 
control  mechanism,  and  I  feel  ^t  It  would 
not  be  logical  or  sensible  to  Increase  the 
reserve  requirements  of  all  banks  and  keep 
the  discount  rate  down  to  1%.  which  would 
have  to  he  done,  and  force  the  short-term 
rate  and  continue  to  hold  the  short-term 
rate  down  to  1^. 

Now.  aside  fromi  Its  monetary  and  credit 
effect,  there  is  a  svious  question  of  bank 
••rningr.  XspeclaUy  Is  that  true  of  the 
banks  In  the  central  Reserve  cities  and  In 
the  Reserve  cities.  I  do  not  say  that  that 
Is  major,  but  It  is  certainly  a  factor,  because 
all  of  the  commercial  paper  and  business 
rates  are  related  to  that  short-term  rate. 

Their  costs  have  gone  up,  Just  like  other 
costs,  due  to  the  Inflation,  very  rapidly,  and 
their  earnings  have  dropped  very,  very  fast 
during  the  past  year.    To  Increase  the  re- 
serve requirements  by   10  percent,   which 
would  force  them  to  dispose  of  10  percent 
of  their  earning  assets — ^thelr  bonds,  would 
affect  their  earnings  qiute  aeriously,  and  tbat 
really  Is  where  some  of  your  formidable  ob- 
jections to  this  bill  come  in.    I  feel  that  as  a 
part  of  this  control,  if  it  is  going  to  be  made 
effective,  the  short-term  rate  should  be  per- 
mitted to  rise.    Falling  to  permit  it  to  rise. 
and  increasing  the  reserve  requirements  and 
diminishing  their  reserve  assets  woiUd  put 
the  banks  under  pressure  to  go  out  and  seek 
loans  at  as  high  rates  as  they  were  able  to 
find,  maybe  longer-term  loans,  even  though 
It  did  Impair  some  of  their  liquidity.     We 
feel  that  If  you  shoxild  increase  this  reserve 
requirement,   take    away   from   them   that 
much   of   their   earning   assets,   that   that 
ahould  be  partly  overcome  by  permitting  the 
short-term  rate  to  rise.    We  would  not  force 
It  up.    It  wiU  automatically  rise.    It  cannot 
go  very  high  If  you  support  the  3 ^-percent 
rate,   it  is  not  going  to  create  very  much  un- 
c«-talnty,  so  long  as  you  hold  the  2%  -percent 
rate,  because  the  range  with  which  the  short- 
term  rate  can  rise  would  be  within  its  present 
1%   and  I  would  say  possibly  1>^   percent. 
That  in  Itself  Ib  not  a  very  great  rise. 

So  Z  do  not  agree  with  those  who  say  that 
Is  all  that  is  necessary,  because  It  creates  so 
much  uncertainty.  It  cannot  create  uncer- 
tainty so  long  as  you  hold  the  2^4 -percent 
rate.  But  If  that  rate  rises,  our  discount 
rate  rises,  in  the  trend  of  a  credit  tightening, 
and  that.  In  turn,  will  reflect  itself  on  all 
other  loans  and  Investments.  If  your  dollar 
Is  diminishing  in  price,  then,  certainly  the 
cost  of  Interest  should  go  up  some.  The 
owner  of  money,  the  savers,  the  insurance 
people,  and  the  Investors  generally  certainly 
should  not  be  the  only  ones  to  suffer  to  the 
extent  that  they  have  suffered,  by  holding 
down  the  interest  rate  beyond  what  seems 
to  be  necessary. 

Now.  getting  to  the  2^ -percent  rate,  peo- 
ple say.  "WeU.  why  do  you  not  let  the  2u,- 
percent  rate  go  up,  so  that  it  will  reflect  the 
demand  for  savings  and  for  Investment,  so 
that  more  people  wlU  save  and  not  spend 
BO  much?  If  you  let  the  rate  go  up.  It  would 
be  a  very  important  anti-inflationary  factor  " 
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Wen.  to  let  the  2% -percent  rate  go  up 
raises  some  very,  vefy  serious  problems,  and 
these  are  some  of  the  problems  thiMt  it 
raises: 

In  the  first  place,  It  would  unstabUize  the 
entire  Government  bond  market,  and  when 
the  pubUe  debt  represents  60  percent  of  the 
entire  debt,  you  are  not  playing  with  any 
small  and  minor  item.  You  are  playing  With 
$360  bilUoh  of  a  total  debt  structure  of 
aroimd  tlOO  bUllon.  That  is  not  the  tall 
of  the  dog.  That  is  the  dog.  If  you  are 
going  to  have  stabilization  in  the  Govern- 
ment market,  you  cannot  have  the  public  in 
a  position  of  complete  uncertainty  as  to  bow 
far  the  price  of  seciirlties — Government 
bonds,  and,  of  course  other  bonds  and  mort- 
gages— ^would  reflect  the  price — municipals? 
they  would  all  reflect  the  price  of  a  drop — 
the  uncertainty  as  to  what  the  market  value 
of  their  assets  as  well  as  what  the  cost  of 
interest  was  going  to  be.  That  Is  especially 
true  for  the  reason  that  the  Government  has 
falling  due  in  ^he  next  12  months  949  blBlon 
of  debt— a48  billion  in  12  months.  Another 
$4<J  billion  within  the  next  5  years.  There 
is  dose  to  a  hundred  bUllon  dollars  tn  5 
years,  with  $49  blUion  in  1  year. 

The  Job  of  refunding  that  much  debt  1$  no 
simple  and  easy  task  in  a  market  that  Is  un- 
supported and  unsecured  and  unstable. 
How  «}o  you  price  the  issues  each  week  and 
each  month  that  you  have  to  offer  to  the 
public?  Who  Is  going  to  buy  the  issues. 
and  at  what  price,  when  they  do  not  know 
what  the  price  may  be  after  they  have 
botight  them?  How  can  you  finance  long- 
tenn  or  short-term  municipals,  and  corpo- 
rate and  other  secimties  that  are  falling  due 
every  day  and  every  week,  and  when  new 
money  is  being  raised,  when  there  is  no  basis 
upon  which  to  price  them? 

AU,  FAVOB  HOLDING  LONG-TERM  RATK 

Mr.  Eccles  stated  further — page  185: 
Now,  it  is  true,  I  suppose,  that  legally  the 
Open  Market  Committee  could  say  to  the 
Treasury,  "You  must  price  your  securltiei  at 
such  and  such  a  price.  We  will  not  support 
the  market  at  the  prices  that  have  been  aut- 
standlng."  But,  as  I  brought  forth  before 
this  committee,  the  Open  Market  Committee 
and  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  are  In  favor 
with  the  Treasury— and  I  think  with  the 
great  majority  of  bankers  and  the  public 
generally— of  holding  the  long-term  rate. 

Page  196,  Mr.  Eccles  replied,  In  tn- 
swer  to  the  question  of  Mr.  Spewce 
"What  was  the  bonded  indebtedness  of 
the  United  States  at  the  time  the  bonds 
went  to  82?" 

Something  around  24  to  25  billion  dollars 
I  might  ask  this  question:  If  Government 
bonds,  totally  tax  exempt,  yielding  a  rate 
of  4»4  percent,  without  any  support  by  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  could  go  to  82  or 
83,  then  when  our  national  debt  was  $25 
billion  only,  the  query  Is,  where  would  a 
2«^  percent  fully  taxed  bond,  taxable  band 
go,  if  the  Federal  Reserve  withdrew  from 
its  support,  when  there  was  a  debt  of  ai50 
billion? 

In  a  colloquy  between  Mr.  Mitlter  and 
Mr,  Eccles,  the  following— pages  215- 
216: 

Mr.  Mttlter.  I  think  you  might  have  made 
some  comment  about  what  would  happen  to 
the  E,  F,  and  O  bonds  if  Government  sup- 
port of  the  bond  market  were  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BoCLES.  Well,  I  am  glad  you  mentioned 
that,  because  we  do  have  a  demand  liability 
In  the  form  of  E,  P,  and  G  bonds  of  some- 
think  like  $53  blUlon.  Certainly  any  sale 
of  E,  F,  and  O  bonds  would  stop  while  the 
long-term  interest  rate  was  unsettled  aad 
uncertain,  and  there  might  be  a  large  cash- 
ing in  of  those  secxu-ities.  because  if  the  in- 
terest rate  on  market  securities  should  go  iip 
Which  it  would  if  the  prices  go  down.  theTe 


would  be  no  reason  Why  holders  of  %  F.  and 
O  bonds  would  not  want  to  either  shift  to 
the  market  bonds — which,  of  course.  In  it- 
self, might  stabilize  the  price,  except  that 
the  Government  would  have  to  borroiw  money 
to  pay  off  the  E.  F.  and  O  bonds.  In  some 
form — but  the  headers  of  E.  F.  and  O  bonds 
might  very  well  cash  in  their  securities  and 
hold  Idle  cash  waiting  to  see  what  to  do  with 
that  money,  or  they  might  cash  in  the  bonds 
and  try  to  spend  the  money  for  an  auto- 
mobile or  for  stocks  or  any  number  otf  things. 
It  would  be  most  unfortunate  if  the  holders 
of  those  large  savings  bonds  should  start 
cashing  them  In  on  a  large  scale,  which 
could  very  well  eventuate  if  you  Withdrew 
support  from  the  long-term  market  bonds. 
I  am  glad  you  reminded  me  of  tOiat,  be- 
cause that  is  Just  another  argument  sup- 
porting the  arguments  that  I  have  already 
made  for  maintaining  the  present  rate  of  2% 
percent  on  long-term  Government  bonds. 

SBCRETART  SNTDIS  STTCCESTS  CONCazSS  SHOXTLO 
DIRECT  a-  SUPPORTS  ON  COVKSNMZMT  BONDS 
TO  BE   REMOVED 

On  page  233,  Secretary  Snyder  an- 
swered a  question,  ''If  it  is  neceasary  to 
support  the  long-term  rate,  we  have 
adopted  a  policy  of  that  sort,  yes."  Page 
248.  Secretary  Snyder  stated: 

If  the  Congress  wanu  to  direct  \m  to  re- 
move our  support  prices  from  the  bonds.  It 
Is  within  their  scope  to  do  it. 

On  page  249,  Secretary  Snyder  and  Mr 

Smith: 

Mr.  SMn-H  Mr.  Snyder,  the  question  was 
asked  you  of  Mr.  Monroney.  if  you  would  let 
bond  prices  drop,  whether  that  would  not  be 
inflationary.  You  answered  the  que»tlon  by 
saying  It  would  be  disastrous.  Would  you 
answer  the  question  directly,  whether  that 
would  be  Inflationary  or  deflationary} 

SecreUry  Sntdeh.  Well,  there  is  no  ques- 
tion but  what  It  could  be  inflationary. 
Mr.  Smfth.  Would  be  which? 
Secretary    Sntder.    The     immediate     step 
might    be    inflationary    but    the    end    result 
would  be  a  disastrous  deflation. 

Mr.  Smith.  Why  do  you  say  the  Immediate 
effect  would  be  Inflation? 

Secretary  Sntder.  It  would  build  up  prices 
in  other  fields.  *^  *^ 

Mr.  Smith.  Well,  explain  that. 
Secretary  Snyder.  Well,  the  people  would 
liberate  their  money  from  Government  bonds 
If  they  take  their  money  out  of  Government 
bonds  and  put  it  In  other  things,  they  would 
be  building  up  prices  of  other  things 

Mr.  SMn-H.  But  generally  there  would  be  a 
drop;  is  that  not  true? 

Secretary  Sntder.  Over  the  long  range 
there  would  be  a  disastrous  drop;  yes  sh- 
We  are  Just  as  Interested.  CongreasmaA.  in 
avoiding  a  disastrous  deflation  as  we  are  in 
not  creating  infiatlon.  We  have  the  double 
problem  always  before  us.  It  Is  not  a  clear- 
cut  problem.  Right  now  the  inflationary 
pressures  are  greater  so  we  are  hawing  to 
address  ourselves  to  that  angle.  At  the  Mme 
time  we  have  to  bear  In  mind  the  effect  that 
deflation  would  have,  or  what  deflation  could 
do  to  us. 

PROMISE  TO  PURCHASERS  OF  GOVERNMENT*  BONDS 

Page  258.  while  Secretary  Snyder  was  a 
witness,  I  stated: 

T^^J"^^-  ^  ^"^  '°"y-  ^  ''as  not  here. 
The  reason  I  am  asking  you  the  question  is 
that  I  know  there  Is  a  lot  of  sentiment  In  this 
Congress  to  do  away  with  support  prices  on 
Government  bonds  and  to  1«  them  se^k 
their  level.  I  think  it  would  be  one  of  the 
most  disastrous  things  which  could  possibly 
face  our  country-for  the  same  reas^that 
we  had  such  a  condition  after  the  other  war 
When  bonds  went  down  to  75  cents,  as  you 
well  recall.  '   ** 

This  t.me  It  was  contemplated  that  wa 
would  not  permit  bonds  to  go  down.    I  know 
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when  the  Ways  and  Means  Committae  was 
considering  war  flnancln^;.  before  the  war. 
I  appeared  before  the  committee  in  support 
of  a  program  that  would  prevent  that  very 
thing,  and  I  was  asstured  ))y  the  memt>ers  of 
the  committee  that  that  committee — the 
Ways  and  Means  Cominlttee^would  do 
everything  within  their  power  to  prevent 
that  disaster  occurring  agsln. 

It  was  going  to  be  the  poicy  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  always  to  keep  thos«!  bonds  above  par, 
and  to  assure  the  people  that  they  would  be 
above  par — and  so  far  they  bsve  done  that. 

Now.  if  we  go  back  on  tbiit — what  we  might 
call  an  Implied  promise  and  a  recognized 
promise  by  congressional  leaders  of  that 
time — after  people  bought  bonds  on  the 
strength  of  that  fact,  and  If  the  word  were 
to  get  out  that  support  prices  are  likely  to 
be  done  away  with,  I  do  not,  know  what  might 
happen  in  this  country,  because  the  people 
would  begin  to  run  to  the  banks,  run  to  the 
Treasury,  and  they  would  ))egln  to  cash  their 
bonds. 

I  can  see  in  that  one  of  the  most  disastrous 
things,  or  possibly  tbe  mott  disastrous  thing, 
that  is  proposed  in  this  whole  program. 

CRIMES    or    1930*8    TO    BE    PRXVEKTID 

Hearing  on  the  debt  limit  of  the  United 
states.  H.  R.  1470,  January  and  February 
1943.  commencing  at  patg:e  10.  I  stated  aa 
a  witness  before  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means: 

The  Chairman.  Suppose  the  Federal  Re- 
serve banks  balk? 

Mr.  Patman.  Tbey  can^  balk.  They  are 
an  agency  of  the  Congrev.  They  have  to 
do  what  Congress  says. 

The  CHAtRMAN.  These  lionds  cant  all  bs 
held  by  the  Federal  Reservt*  banks;  they  have 
to  be  scattered  throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  Patmam.  I  am  afraid  we  are  talkng 
Bbout  different  things.  I  am  afraid  you  are 
talkng  about  the  usual  iadustrial  or  com- 
mercial transaction,  and  I  am  talking  about 
the   Government   finances. 

The  Chairman.  I  beg  your  pardon.  I  am 
sorry:  I  ddnt  follow  you. 

Mr.  DisifST.  Aa  I  understand  it,  these 
banks  are  heavily  loaded  with  Government 
bonds,  so  heavily  loaded  that  a  sharp  de- 
crease in  the  value  of  Oovemment  bonds 
would  wipe  out  their  capital  stock. 

Mr.  Patmam.  Two  or  tliree  points  decrease 
would  wipe  out  their  capltiU  stock,  but  there 
is  no  danger  of  that. 

Mr.  DisNET.  Suppose  there  was  a  sharp  de- 
crease In  the  value  of  Oovemment  bonds, 
that  would  have  a  tendency  to  wipe  out  a 
part  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  banks,  or 
some  of  them,  and  if  any  iiizable  number  of 
them  should  get  in  that  position,  they  would 
be  liable  to  be  in  trouble  :&nd  go  broke  and 
take  the  rest  of  the  banks  with  them.  How 
could  we  prevent  that? 

Mr.  Patmak.  That  is  alntady  provided  for, 
Mr.  Disney.  The  open  n.arket  committee, 
which,  by  the  way,  has  lieen  moved  from 
Washington  to  New  York,  has  already  ar- 
ranged that  any  bank  in  dstress  can  get  a 
hundred  cents  on  the  dollar  on  its  bonds  any 
time.  There  is  where  the  Government's 
credit  comes  into  play  again.  They  Just  issue 
more  Federal  Reserve  notes  to  buy  those 
bonds,  and  they  are  not  going  to  let  the 
banks  suffer.  They  have  lilready  told  them 
they  will  not  let  them  suSer.  There  is  no 
danger  of  that  at  all. 

Mr.  DisNET.  No  danger  of  Oovemment 
bonds 

Mr.  Patman.  Declining;  absolutely  not.  It 
is.  in  effect,  guaranteed  by  the  United  States, 
and  there  is  no  danger  in  the  world.  In  fact, 
I  think  it  U  a  good  thing,  although  it  U  the 
Government's  ca^dit  being  used  again,  free. 
It  Is  perfectly  all  right. 

Mr.  Knutson.  Right  at  tliat  point,  why  did 
Government  bonds  drop  to  82.  along  In  the 
lall  of  1921? 


Mr.  Patmak.  Becaxiae  of  a  situation  you 
gentlemen  had  vision  enough  to  guard 
against  when  this  war  started.  In  1914. 
when  the  war  started  in  Europe,  and  In  1917, 
%hen  we  became  engaged  in  the  war.  we  did 
not  make  any  provision  to  protect  the  people 
who  bought  United  States  Oovemment 
bonds.  They  had  to  sell  them  in  the  open 
market.  Consequently,  when  the  war  was 
over,  and  everyone  wanted  to  sell  their 
bonds,  naturally  the  market  went  down  and 
down,  and  some  of  them  sold  as  low  as  75 
cents  on  the  dollar.  It  was  the  crime  of  the 
age  to  permit  that  to  be  done.  Men  in  the 
armed  services  bad  paid  for  their  bonds  a  few 
dollars  a  month  over  a  period  of  time.  And 
when  they  came  out  of  the  service  they  saw 
these  bond  manipulators  force  the  price 
down  to  75.  It  was  absolutely  a  crime.  But 
you  gentlemen  provided — and  if  you  will  re- 
member. I  sppeared  before  this  committee 
in  connection  with  that  and  Invited  your 
attention  to  it,  and  asked  you.  for  God's 
sake,  to  prevent  any  such  thing  happening  In 
the  future.  Not  necessarily  because  of  my 
testimony  did  you  do  It.  but  you  provided, 
anyway,  that  now  they  can  get  their  money 
100  cents  on  the  dollar,  and  the  people  of 
thU  Nation  should  appreciate  what  this  com- 
mittee did  to  Initiate  that  type  of  legisla- 
tlon  which  will  protect  them  against  that 
awful  crime  that  happened  after  the  other 
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Mr.  Patman.  Let  me  read  a  little  more  of 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Eccles.  in  answer  to 
questions  asked  him  by  Mr.  Dewey.  I  have 
had  an  awful  time  getting  these  things.  Mr. 
Chairman.  The  witnesses  have  shown  irri- 
tation, sometime*,  in  being  compelled  to  an- 
swer questions,  but  over  a  period  of  years  I 
have  gotten  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
Mr.  Morgenthau,  the  Under  Secretary.  Mr. 
Bell,  and  Mr.  Eccles  and  other  high  officials 
of  the  Government  to  prove  every  statement 
that  I  make  coneerning  this.  I  mean  not  my 
own  opmions  or  conclusions,  but  statements 
of  fact.  I  have  other  testimony  to  prove  It. 
Let  me  read  Mr.  Eccles'  testimony  when  he 
was  interrogated  by  Mr.  Dewey  on  June  17. 
1942    (reading]: 

"Mr.  KocLBS.  No;  the  Federal  Reserve  would 
buy  in  the  open  market.  If  the  Federal  Re- 
serve then  bought  a  billion  dollars  of  securi- 
ties in  the  open  market  that  would  be  new 
Treasury  issues.  The  banks  would  still  hold 
them,  and  the  Federal  Reserve  would  put 
Into  the  banks  another  bUlion  of  excess 
reserves.  If  they  used  that  billion  they  could 
buy  6  billion  more  of  Governments,  and  you 
could  keep  the  price  up.  For  every  billion 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  put  in  the  open 
market  operations,  the  private  banks  could 
buy  S  million. 

"Mr.  Dkwet.  That  comes  pretty  close  to 
some  other  ideas  I  have  heard. 

"Mr.  BcxxB.  I  mean  they  could  buy  10  bil- 
lion. I  mean  the  Federal  Reserve  when  it 
carries  out  an  open  market  operation,  that  is. 
If  it  purchases  Government  securities  in  the 
open  market.  It  puts  new  money  Into  the 
banlcs  which  creates  idle  deposits. 

"Mr.  Dkwst.  There  are  no  excess  reserves 
to  use  for  this  purpose. 

"Mr.  BccLBS.  Whenever  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  buys  Oovemment  securities  in  the 
open  market  or  buys  them  direct  from  the 
Treasury,  either  one,  that  is  what  it  does 

"Mr.  DrwET.  What  are  you  going  to  use  to 
buy  them  with? 

"Mr.  Sotxas.  What  is  who  going  to  use? 

"Mr.  Dkwet.  The  Federal  Reserve  to  make 
these  purchases? 

"Mr.  BocuB.  What  do  they  always  use? 

"Mr.  Dbwxt.  You  are  going  to  create 
credit? 

"Mr.  EocLBS.  That  is  all  we  have  ever  done. 
That  is  the  way  the  Federal  Reserve  System 
operates.  The  Federal  Reserve  System  cre- 
ates money.  It  is  a  bank  of  issue." 


banks  FBOtUJa  MOlfBT  VOB 
COMMIBCTSL   BAKKS 

Mr.  Eccles  testified  before  the  «*wv<»tg  and 
Currency  Committee  June  17,  1942.  on  a  bill 
to  amend  the  Federal  Reserve  Act.  His  tea- 
timony  which  appears  at  page  IS  of  the  hear- 
ings discloses  that  commercial  banks  can 
buy  all  the  bonds  they  desire  to  buy  and  if 
they  are  called  on  for  money  to  pay  their 
depositors  the  nearest  Federal  Reserve  bank 
can  always  furnish  them  the  money  they 
need.     His  testimony  is  as  follows: 

"Mr.  Patman.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  you  did 
send  out  letters  to  the  banks  which  made 
tbe  statement  that  the  Federal  open  marine 
committee  was  ready  to  buy  all  the  bonds  at  ^^ 

par? 

"Mr.  Eccles.  No.  sir;  not  buy,  but  we  adopt- 
ed a  policy,  each  bank  did.  that  would  loan 
par  on  them. 

"Mr.  Patman.  That  would  loan  par  on 
Oovemment   securities? 

"Mr.   Eocixs.  Ye«. 

"Mr.  Patman.  Do  you  charge  the  interest 
rate  that  is  effective  in  that  particular  Fed- 
eral Reserve  district? 

"Mr.  EccLss.  One  percent. 

"Mr.  Patman.  One  percent? 

"Mr.  KocLES.  Yes. 

"Mr.  Patman.  Have  you  ever  told  all  the 
banks  that  you  stand  ready  to  make  loans 
at  par  at  a  1-percent  interest  rate? 

"Mr.  Eccles.  Each  Federal  Reserve  bank 
has  done  that." 

Page  20 : 

FEDERAL  RESEBVE  USES  OOVEBNMKNT  OBLICATIOHa 
(CORBEMCT)  TO  BUT  OOVXaNMEMT  OBUOATIOWa 

iNTnasT  BXABUfc — xasp  aoNoa  and  oaaw 

THE  XNTEBB3T 

On  the  same  day  Mr.  Eodes  testified,  at 
pa^e  2S  of  tbe  bearings: 

"Mr.  Patman.  Mr.  Eccles,  the  day  befors 
yesterday,  I  had  gotten  down  to  the  point 
where,  if  we  needed  more  money,  one  way  to 
give  the  banks  extra  reserves  to  purchase 
Oovemment  bonds  would  be  for  the  Open 
Market  Committee  to  buy  Ooyemment  b^mls 
in  the  open  market,  and  I  suggested  if  you 
bought  for  the  Federal  Reserve  bank  one 
billion  dollars'  worth  of  bonds,  that  would 
automatically  create  a  billion  dollars  of  re- 
serves in  the  banks,  and,  after  the  reserfea 
had  been  reduced  to  SO  percent,  the  maxi- 
mum that  would  enable  the  banks  to  pur- 
chase $50,000,000,000  worth  of  bonds.  Now. 
let  us  assume  that  has  happened 

"Mr.  Eccles.  $10,000,000,000  worth  by  the 
purchase  of  a  billion  dollars'  worth  of  bonds 
in  the  market? 

"Mr.  Patman.  I  got  the  two  mixed  up. 
The  purchase  of  a  billion  dollars'  worth  of 
bonds  in  the  market,  after  the  excess  reserves 
had  been  reduced,  will  enable  the  banks  to 
buy  ten  billion? 

"Mr.  EccLBS.  That  is  right. 

"Mr.  Patman.  Where  the  fifty  billion  cams 
In  was  if  you  would  automatically  reduce  the 
reserves  now.  which  you  have  a  right  to  do. 
that  would  give  them  $6,000,000,000  of  nviifs 
reserves,  which  they  could  use  to  pxirchasa 
$50,000,000,000  worth  of  bonds.  V 

"Mr.  Eccles.  That  is  right.  <  5! 

"Mr.  Patman.  Now  let  tis  assume  that  ws 
not  Increase  the  reserves  in  the  banks,  and 
you  go  Into  the  mai^et  and  buy  a  billion 
dollars  worth  of  bonds;  you  buy  them  with 
Federal  Reserve  money,  do  you  not? 

"Mr.  Eccles.  Well,  we  buy  them  with  Fed« 
eral  Reserve  credit. 

"Mr.  Patman.  I  know;  but  suppose  tha 
banks  call  for  the  money,  you  issue  Federal 
Reserve  notes,  do  you  not? 

"Mr.  Eocues.  What  we  do,  if  wc  purehasa 
Government  securities  m  the  market,  is.  we 
credit  the  aocotint  of  the  bank  that  tuma 
them  in.  They  usually  come  through  tha 
banks. 

"Mr.  Patman.  That  is  right. 
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*lCr.  BcxutB.  Kven  thoxigh  tbey  may  be 
SxMtlvtitaals  wbo  are  ■elllzig  tlw  ■eenrtttw; 
maA  «•  tfriUt  tlitt  bond  purrtia—  aecoiint, 
•bowing  that  tb»  VMtana  namiu  baa  a  lla- 
MUfky  to  «ba  bute  to  the  estaat  c€  njOOO,- 
OOObOOC^  wblcto  rqvMente  thdr  reeerrea  on 
the  one  band,  and  tbst  tbey  own  91.000MO.- 
000  of  bondi  In  wbat  we  call  the  pwtZoUo,  on 
tbe  other  band. 

"Ifr.  FAncAW.  I  know  In  practSee  that  la 
•zacUy  the  way  It  ii  done.  Ifr.  Sedes.  but 
•uppoee  the  banka  want  the  hUlkm  doOan 
in  eumaiey,  yon  would  pay  it  In  Federal 
Reserve  n^ee.  would  you  nott 

"Ifr.  SDcua.  mat  la  right. 

"Mf.  Pmuw.  Thoae  Federal  Beeervc  notes, 
aa  w«  have  often  dlseuaaed,  are  obligations  of 
the  IThltBd  State*  Oovemment? 

"Mr.  BcxxBL  That  Is  right. 

"Mir.  Patkait.  Then  you  use  those  Oorem- 
ment  obligations  to  buy  Interest-bearing 
Govemment  obligations  and  you  place  them 
With  the  Federal  Resenre  banks— 12  of  them? 

"Mr.  EccLBB.  That  Is  right. 

"Mr.  PAncAir.  And  they  would  continue  to 
receive  tnt^est  on  thoee  Oovemment  obliga- 
tions as  long  as  they  were  outstanding? 

"Mr.  EccLsa.  That  la  right." 

Page  21 : 

On  June  17,  before  the  same  cemunlttee,  at 
page  21  of  the  hearings  on  the  bill  to  amend 
the  Federal  Reserve  Act.  Mr.  Beeice  testified : 

"Mr.  Bocusw  Ko:  the  Federal  Reserve  would 
buy  In  the  open  market.  If  the  Federal  Re- 
serve then  bought  a  bUllon  dollars  of  securi- 
ties In  the  open  market  that  would  be  new 
■XVeasury  Issues.  The  banks  woiild  stUl  hold 
th«n,  and  the  Federal  Reserve  wculd  put  Into 
the  banks  another  blDlon  of  excess  reserves. 
If  they  used  that  billion  they  could  buy  five 
bUUon  more  of  Oovemmcnts.  and  you  could 
"•^Pth*  Prtce  up.  For  every  billion  of  the 
Federal  Rea»ve  banks  pxrt  In  the  open  mar- 
ket operations,  the  private  banka  could  buy 
Eve  bllUon."  ' 
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COULD   ISBDS 

^Hmb  Dr.  M.  A.  Ckddenwelser,  Director  of 
Research   and   Stattetles   for   the  Board   of 

2^!I^rL?'  ***•  »Weral  Reserve  System, 
xestmea  octan  the  Banking  and  Currency 
Committee  of  the  House  on  October  1  on 
«»e  prfce-eontn^  bni.  the  following  ques- 
ttons  were  asked  and  the  foUowlng  answers 
given,  page  1838,  volume  2.  of  the  hearings. 
"T^  OoLOKMWxncB.  The  total  reserves  of 
tne  FMerM  Reserve  are  about  20%  billion, 
not  23  billion.  "*iu". 

"Mr.  PsncAK.  I  am  talking  about  the  total 
goldsupply  that  Is  either  owned  by  the 
TOlted  States  Government  or  claimed  by  the 
Federal  Reserve  baidcs  through  the 

"Mr.  OouiKNWxisn.  The  amount  of  the 
stabilization  fund  Is  not  avaUable  to  the 
Federal  Reserve. 

"Mi-.  Paimaw.  Ko;  but  I  am  presumtag 
ttat  It  will  be  available.  Ihat  will  be  23 
billions? 

"Dr.  OoujxirwxiBXB.  All  right. 

"Mr.  Patman.  That  leaves  16  bllUons  un- 
attached? 

"Dr.  OouiKNWxisxa.  Yes. 

"Mr.  Pakman.  How  much  bonds  eouid  the 
Federal  Reserve  Open  Market  Ccnnmittee 
buy  In  tha  United  States.  Government 
bonds,  based  upon  that? 

"Dr.  GounorwnsKa.  it  depends  on  how 
much  of  It  wlU  be  in  deposits  and  how  much 
In  ix>tes.  But.  roughly  speaking,  about 
three  to  three  and  a  half  times. 

"Mr.  PATKAir.  Three  and  a  half  times? 

"Dr.  GoumwBBB.  No:  not  three  and  a 
half  times.    From  two  and  a  half  to  three 


"Mr.  Paxmak.  That  would  be  about  MO 
billion? 

•jar.  GounrwBBB.  That  Is  right.      ! 

"Mr.  Paticak.  When  that  money  Is  paid 
out.  suppose  they  pay  it  to  the  commef  cial 
banks,  they  could  expand  about  five  to  seven 
times  to  one  on  that,  couldnt  they? 

"Dr.  OoLDxRWKisnL  If  they  paid  that 
much  assessment? 

"Mr.  Patman.  Yes;  they  Would  have  the 
power  to  under  the  existing  law?  i 

"Dr.  OohomirwwaaL.  That  is  right.        I 

"Mr.  Paticak.  That  means  that.  say.  an 
average  of  six  times — that  is  about  right 
now,  Isnt  It — about  six? 

"Dr.   GouxENwaum.  Approximately. 

"Mr.  Paticah.  That  means  that  they  coiild 
inflate  about  9240  biUion  more? 

"Dr.  G<«jiawwAiam.  That  Is  right." 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  Federal  Reserve 
banks  and  the  conunercial  banks  could  ex- 
pand their  deposits  sufficiently  to  purchase 
•340  binion  worth  of  Government  bonds 
at  the  time  Dr.  Goldenwelser  testified.  When 
the  reserves  are  reduced  to  the  limit  that 
they  can  be  reduced,  these  banks  may  pur- 
chase as  much  as  $480  billion  of  Govern- 
ment bonds  without  having  any  more  cap- 
ital stock  or  assets  than  they  now  have  ex- 
cept, of  course,  as  Mr.  Eccles  always  adds, 
that  they  will  have  the  Government  bonds. 

Page  3.  how  money  Is  created  by 
privately  owned  banking  system: 

Diirlng  the  first  week  In  December.  (Jov. 
Marrtner  S.  Kcdes.  Chairman  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Board.  sUted  in  a  letter  to  all 
banks: 

"Continuing  the  policy  which  was  an- 
nounced following  the  outbreak  of  war  In 
Europe,  Federal  Reserve  banks  stand  ready 
to  advance  funds  on  United  States  Gov«ti- 
ment  seciirlties  at  par  to  all  banks." 

Page  10-11:  | 

LION  HDronsoir's  ttstimont  on  no  DEtrs, 

NO  MONKT 

In  the  hearings  before  the  House  Bank- 
ing and  Currency  Committee  on  the  prkce- 
control  bUl,  the  following  questions  wtre 
aikcd  by  me  and  the  following  answers  giyen 
by  Mr.  Leon  Henderson  (pp.  981-983)  • 

"Mr.  Patman.  •  •  •  You  stated  yesterday 
that  everybody  should  take  advantage  of 
this  period  of  rising  prtces  to  pay  their  debts 
You  really  don't  believe  everybody  should 
pay  their  debts,  do  you?  If  you  mean  that. 
what  we  do  for  money,  since  our  money  Is 
based  on  debt? 

"Mr.  HZNOEMSON.  I  have  been  through 
that,  the  same  as  you  have,  and  I  don't  be- 
lieve oin-  economy  would  come  to  a  halt  If 
people  paid  their  debts. 

"Mr.  Patmak.  If  everybody  paid  their 
debts? 

"Mr.  HxNOEKsoN.  If  you  are  going  to  gay 
that  I  have  discounted  the  trade  acceptances 
which  the  Federal  Reserve  has  created  by  a 
couple  of  bookkeepers,  that  Is  not  the  con- 
notation debt  has  for  me. 

"Mr.  Patman.  You  had  In  mind  Individual 
debts,  personal  debts? 
"Mr.  HxNsxssoN.  Yes. 
"Mr.  Patman.  And  If  the  policy  Is  good 
for  Individuals,  why  Isn't  It  good  for  cor- 
porations? I 
"Mr.  HKNoxasoN.  I  think  It  is.                   | 
"Mr.  Patman.  AU  right.    If  everybody  paid 
their  debts,  where  would  you  get  money  to 
carry  on  buslnetv? 

"Mr.  Henderson.  You  would  get  Into  debt 
and  come  out  again.  I  assume  the  healthy 
process  of  credit  is  that  you  do  liquidate 
debt  as  you  do  the  trade  acceptances." 

Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  Henderson's  very  clever 
reply  was.  In  effect,  that  it  Is  all  right  to  pay 
the  debts,  but  you  should  get  right  baek 
into  debt  again  In  order  for  the  country  to 
have  this  circulating  medium. 


VO     nXBTB.     no     MONET      (ECCXES) — CBAnoCAN 

MAxaiNxa    a.    bcci.es'    testimont    on    mo 

BKBTS.  NO  MONET.  IN  HIS  TESTIMONT  ON  THE 

feicx-contkoi.   biu.  Bxroax   tbe  sankxno 

AND  CCTKXNCT  COMMTITEX 

Chairman  Eccles,  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Board,  testified  as  follows,  page  1336  of  tbe 
hearings.  September  SO,  1941: 

"Mr.  Patman.  •  •  •  You  made  the  state- 
ment that  people  should  get  out  of  debt 
Instead  of  spending  their  money.  You  recall 
that  statement,  I  presume? 

"Mr.  EccLxs.  That  was  in  connection  with 
Installment  credit. 

"Mr.  Patman.  Do  you  believe  that  peopl« 
should  pay  their  debte  generally  when  they 
can? 

"Mr.  Ecci-Es.  I  think  that  depends  a  good 
deal  upon  the  Individual;  but.  of  count,  u 
there  were  no  debt  In  our  money  vyitem 

"Mr.  Patman.  That  Is  the  point  I  wanted  to 
ask  jou  about. 

I'Mr.  Eccles.  There  wouldn't  be  any  money. 

"Mr.  Patman.  Suppose  everybody  paid  their 
debts,  would  we  have  any  money  to  do  busi- 
ness on? 

"Mr.  Eccles.  That  Is  correct. 

"Mr.  Patman.  In  other  words,  our  system  la 
based  entirely  on  debt." 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  can  be  no  dispute  about 
the  aUtement  that  our  system  U  based  en- 
tirely upon  debt,  snd  If  a  person  and  cor- 
poration paid  their  debts,  we  would  not  have 
sufficient  money  to  do  business  oa, 
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CREATE    MONET,    BtTT    BONDS,    AND    COLLECT 
INTEREST 

When  the  Honorable  Marrlner  8.  Eccles, 
Chairman  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  was 
before  the  Banking  and  Currency  Obmmlt- 
tee  of  the  House,  of  which  I  am  a  member, 
on  Tuesday.  September  30,  1941,  t  Inter- 
rogated him  about  how  he  obtained  for  the 
12  Federal  Reserve  banks  the  $2,000.000  000 
In  Government  bonds,  which  the  system  Is 
now  holding  and  charging  the  Government 
Interest  thereon.  The  questions  and  answers 
sppear  Jn  the  printed  testimony,  volume  2 
page  1342,  and  Is  as  follows: 

"Mr.  Patman.  •  •  •  How  did  you  get  the 
money  to  buy  those  $2,000,000,000  of  Oovem- 
ment securities? 

"Mr.  Eccles.   We  created  It. 

"Mr.  Patman.  Out  of  what? 

"Mr.  Eccles.  Out  of  the  right  to  Issue 
credit,  money. 

"Mr  Patman.  And  there  U  nothing  behind 
It.  Is  there,  except  the  Government's  credit? 

"Mr.  ECCLES.  We  have  the  Government 
bonds. 

"Mr.  Patman.  That's  right;  the  Oovem- 
menfs  credit." 

BANKXXS  SHOULD  NOT  BE  ON  BOAXD  OF 
COVESNORS 

The  truth  is  the  Board  of  Governors 
should   not   be   composed   of    bankers. 
There  is  a  difference  between  the  science 
of  money  and  the  use  of  money.    Bank- 
ers   use    money,    and    they    are    clever. 
They  are  professionals.     They  are  quali- 
fied to  use  it,  and  they  serve  a  very  useful 
and  constructive  purpose  in  our  country. 
We  could  not  get  along  without  the  com- 
mercial banking  system.     We  must  have 
it.     We    want    it    to    remain    privately 
owned;  we  v^-ant  it  to  make  a  profit  be- 
cause we  want   a   good  system.    If  It 
were  within  my  power,  I  would  encour- 
age every  person  who  has  enough  money 
to  check  on  to  have  an  account  in  a 
bank,  even  if  the  banks  had  to  be  helped 
with  public  funds  to  pay  the  cost  of  the 
^nks   carrying    unprofitable   accounts. 
It  would  be  in  the  public  interest.    It 
would  be  so  helpful  in  many  ways.    But 
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the  banking  system  as  such  Should  be 
separated  from  the  science  of  money  and 
the  use  of  money  aiMl  credit  to  matwt^^Ti 
an  expanding  economy  to  provide  ade- 
quate prodiKtion  and  maximum  onploy- 
ment.  As  it  Is  now,  the  Oovemment 
manufactures  money,  but  it  is  done 
through  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
created  through  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  The  Federal  Reserve  System 
will  take  a  million  dollars'  worth  of  new 
money  that  is  made  over  at  the  Bureau 
of  Engraving  and  Printing  and  trade  that 
million  dollars  in  the  open  market  for 
Government  bonds  of  a  similar  amount, 
that  are  drawing  interest.  Then  they 
keep  the  bonds,  they  use  this  Govern- 
ment obligation,  which  cost  them  noth- 
ing, because  they  are  a  Oovemment 
agency,  and  they  trade  that  new  money 
for  Government  bonds.  They  hold  the 
bonds  and  draw  the  interest. 
waktimb   arrsaBar   eate   pattebn   roa   lono- 

TEEM  covEENMEirr  aBCUEmss  aaoKEM  mat 

1.  isss 

The  Treasury  broke  the  pattern  for 
Interest  rates  on  our  World  War  n  war 
debt  on  May  1.  1953.  when  a  bond  issue 
was  sold  which  provided  a  3  *>« -percent 
interest  rate.  This  was  three-fourths  of 
a  percent  higher  than  any  other  mar- 
ketable long-term  Oovemment  bond 
that  has  been  issued  in  20  years. 

There  was  a  good  reason  for  fixing  the 
Interest  rates  on  Government  bonds  low. 
Most  of  the  money  that  was  used  for 
war  financing  was  not  genuine  money  in 
the  sense  that  actual  money  was  bor- 
rowed by  the  Oovemment  on  Oovem- 
ment bonds,  but  it  was  synthetic  money 
that  was  created  on  the  books  of  the 
commercial  banks  or  the  books  of  the  12 
Federal  Reserve  banks.  However,  the 
money  created  was  Just  as  good  as  the 
other  money.  In  fact,  it  all  comes  off 
the  same  printing  press  or  created  with 
the  same  ink  on  the  same  paper  and 
carries  the  same  United  States  Govern- 
ment guaranty. 

But  there  is  a  difference  In  the  money 
insofar  as  the  lender  is  concerned.  In 
on^  case,  the  lender  is  a  bona  flde  citizen 
who  has  actually  worked  and  earned  the 
money.  It  is  his  money,  and  if  he  parts 
with  it  by  letting  the  Government  use  it 
to  finance  the  war.  he  is  entitled  to  a  fair 
rate  of  interest  on  the  money. 

In  the  other  case,  where  the  money  Is 
created  by  the  banks,  and  that  is  where 
most  of  our  money  comes  from — created 
money — the  taxpayers  are  really  paying 
through  the  nose  in  having  to  pay  enor- 
mous annual  interest  charges  every  year 
for  this  synthetic  money.  The  real  bad 
thing  about  it  is  that  a  Oovemment  bond 
never  seems  to  be  paid  off.  It  is  always 
refunded.  So  as  bad  as  It  Is  for  a  tax- 
payer to  pay  interest  on  synthetic  money 
for  i  year,  the  bad  effect  is  mulUplied 
by  the  payment  each  year  for  25  years, 
50  years,  or  100  years.  This  type  money 
should  be  paid  as  quickly  as  possible  and 
the  interest  burden  removed. 

It  is  aU  right  to  pay  interest  on  all 
money  borrowed  by  the  Oovemment  re- 
gardless of  the  kind  of  money — real  or 
created — so  it  all  has  the  same  purchas- 
ing power  but  bank -purchased  bonds 
with  created  money  should  be  paid  off 
first. 


I  do  not  oppose  banks  creating  money 
under  our  fractional  reserve  system.  I 
am  only  opposed  to  the  abuse  of  the 
privilege.  I  oppose  banks  putting  them- 
selves into  a  position  of  security  with 
adequate  earnings  in  this  way  to  the  ex- 
tent that  they  will  fail  to  take  care  of 
local  needs. 


TBAOnrc  nUMTED 


MONCT  roa  covEaN 

BONDS 


When  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  ob- 
tain from  the  Bureau  of  EIngraving  and 
Printing  here  in  Washington  printed 
currency,  they  can  trade  this  money  for 
United  States  Oovemment  bonds,  which 
carry  an  interest  charge.  The  former  is 
currency  and  the  latter  is  a  Government 
bond.  They  both  represent  the  Govern- 
ment's credit.  They  are  really  one  and 
the  same  thing.  Behind  each  is  the  Gov- 
ernment's promise  to  pay. 

The  Federal  Reserve  t>ank5.  after  trad- 
ing non-interest-bearing  currency  for 
interest-bearing  securities,  retain  the 
interest-bearing  securities  and  collect  the 
interest  when  due  from  the  United 
Sutes  Treasury.  This  is  the  way  the 
banks  get  their  income.  After  their  ex- 
penses are  paid  and  10  percent  is  set 
aside  for  siu-plus  in  each  of  the  12  banks, 
the  remainder — 90  percent — goes  t>ack 
into  the  United  SUtes  Treasury. 

The  Federal  Reserve  banks  have  $25 
billion  of  these  bonds  today  acquired  in 
that  way.  and  they  are  collecting  five  or 
six  hundred  million  dollars  in  interest 
annually  from  the  taxpayers.  Normally, 
your  agent,  acting  for  you.  if  he  were 
negotiating  with  someone  that  you  owed 
a  promissory  note,  and  that  agent  gave  a 
check  'or  a  thousand  dollars  on  you  to 
pay  that  note,  you  would  expect  to  get 
that  note  back,  canceled.  Naturally  you 
would.  But  in  this  case,  contrary  to  that 
businesslike  way  and  supported  by  logic 
and  reasoning,  this  agency  of  our  Oov- 
emment takes  this  Oovemment  obliga- 
tion which  draws  no  interest.  Federal 
Reserve  notes,  which  you  use  as  currency 
every  day.  and  'hey  trade  that  currency 
for  interest-bearing  obligations  and  the 
interest-bearing  obligations  are  not  can- 
celed, although  it  is  a  Government  agen- 
cy using  it.  They  are  retained  in  their 
vaults  and  in  their  portfolios,  and  the 
Interest  is  collected,  which  is  comparable 
to  you  permitting  your  agent  to  keep 
that  $1,000  promissory  note  and  requir- 
ing you  to  pay  him  interest  every  year  as 
the  interest  is  due.  That  would  be  a  com- 
parable situation.  That  is  exactly  what 
is  going  on  today  through  the  Federal 
Reserve  System. 

The  banks  have  pcrmittri  themselves 
to  do  a  lot  of  things  that  normally  they 
would  not  do  if  they  had  any  opp>osltlon. 
but  they  have  not  had  any  opposition 
in  this  country  for  40  years  and  they 
have  been  allowed  to  do  anything  they 
wanted  to  do,  and  the  Board  of  Gover- 
nors has  been  composed  largely  of  bank- 
ers, people  who  naturally  have  the 
bankers'  viewpoint.  They  are  permit- 
ting the  banks  to  do  a  lot  of  things  that 
are  not  In  the  interest  of  the  banks  them- 
selves over  the  long  run  or  in  the  interest 
of  the  country.  So  I  think  the  Federal 
Reserve  Board  should  be  changed;  the 
bankers  should  be  taken  off  the  Board 


of  Oovemors  and  the  Open  M»rfcet  Com- 
mittee entirely,  divorced  wtMdly  froaa 
tbe  hanking  syston,  and  let  this  Boanl 
and  Committee  operate  in  the  interest 
of  the  people  and  in  tbe  interest  of  tbB 
Government.  It  is  Just  as  rkUeulcNB  as  it 
would  be  if  we  permitted  tbe  railroad 
owners  to  be  aKxiinted  on  tbe  IOC  to 
fix  freight  and  passenger  ratea. 

Since  tbe  Federal  Reserre  Boaid  was 
organised  we  have  in  this  country  wbat  is 
known  as  the  MaTimiim  Employment 
Act  of  1946  that  sets  up  a  duty  and  obli- 
gation of  the  Government  agencies  to 
I>erform  in  keeping  this  country  on  an 
even  keel,  to  keep  it  prosperous  and 
under  maximum  employment.  This 
Board  should  do  certain  thingiy  and  they 
should  look  at  it  frcxn  tbe  standpoint  (rf 
the  country  and  not  from  tbe  standpoint 
of  the  banks.  This  is  a  new  duty  the 
money  masters  have  that  they  did  not 
have  before  1946. 

I  am  inserting  in  connection  with  my 
remarks  statements  from  the  different 
Chairmen  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  System  and  of  tbe 
different  Secretaries  of  State  about  tbe 
Employment  Act  of  1946.  and  its  impor- 
tance. 

imKMTance    or    the    maximdm    KMrucrrmwmr 

ACT  or  !•«• 

Comments  on  the  applicability  of  tbe 
Employment  Act  of  1946  before  the  Sub- 
committee on  General  Credit  Control 
and  Debt  Management  1952,  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Economic  Report: 

Reply  by  John  W.  Snyder,  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  compendium,  page  2: 

The  Employment  Act  of  l»4e  now  •vpre- 
senta  the  bMlc  policy  dlrecUve  bearing  upon 
economic  obJecUves  for  the  Treasury,  aa  well 
as  for  other  Govenunent  departments  and 

agencies. 

Reply  by  William  McC.  Martin,  Chair- 
man of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  compendium, 
page  209: 

Employment  Act  of  194«:  Applicable  to 
the  Board  of  Governors  as  well  as  to  cttier 
Government  agencies  is  tbe  foUowing  decla- 
ration of  policy  contained  in  the  Employ- 
ment Act  of  1946. 

Reply  by  Chairman  Martin,  compen- 
dium, page  212: 

This  statement  of  purpose  in  layman's 
language  applies  to  the  credit  and  monetary 
sphere  the  principles  set  forth  In  the  con- 
gressional declaration  of  policy 'In  the  Em- 
ployment Act  of  194«. 

Joint  answer  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
banks,  compendium,  page  651: 

While  the  Employment  Act  of  1946  con- 
tains no  explicit  directive  to  the  Fedco'al 
Reserve  banks,  the  stated  objectives  of  that 
act  guide  the  consideration  of  Federal  Re- 
serve policy. 

Statement  of  Secretary  Snyder,  hear- 
ings, page  9: 

It  is  a  primary  goal  of  both  Treasury  and 
Federal  Reserve  policy,  and  an  important 
part  of  public  economic  policy  In  general, 
as  expressed  In  the  Employment  Act  at 
1946. 

Statement  of  Chairman  Martin,  hear- 
ings, page  78: 

The  Federal  Reserve  Board  is  subject  to 

the  Employment  Act  of  1946. 
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Stotemeat  of  Chairman  Uartin,  hear- 
iXigB,  page  81: 

And  I  am  Mc«i>ting  the  MmpHajmant  Act 
^of  1M0  am  nattonal  poUey  and  being  appU- 
eabla  to  tha  Federal  Basttrre  STstem. 

Teattaoair  of  W.  L.  HemlBgway.  Amer- 
ican Bankers  Associattons,  hearings, 
page  336: 

Sapresentatlve  PA-ncAif.  Of  conrae,  they 
would  always  nave  over  tlvem  tills  tlireat  that 
If  tbcre  iluTald  develop  a  poor  economic  slt- 
iiatlon  la  ofor  country  with  lots  of  tinem- 
ployed  and  lots  of  distress,  and  there  was 
need  to  do  something  to  bring  the  country 
back,  and  the  Employment  Act  of  1046  was 
not  carried  out  as  the  President  and  the 
Ccmgress  thought  It  should  be  carried  out.  in 
co(^>eratton  with  the  Federal  Reserve  Board, 
the  Ck>ngress  by  a  majority  vote  could  change 
that.  If  we  happened  to  have  an  obstinate, 
contrary  board,  that  Just  would  not  do  what 
was  necessary  to  help  the  country  come  back, 
why  then  something  could  be  done  about 
the  BcMurd^ 

Mr.  HnciMGWAT.  That  la  right. 

Testimony  of  Malcolm  Bryan,  presi- 
dent. Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta, 
hearings^  page  430: 

There  may  be  an  implication  of  built-in 
inflationary  Mas,  as  we  have  interpreted  the 
act  or  tended  to  Interpret  the  act  up  to  now. 
but  I  want  to  make  very  clear  that  I  approve 
of  it  as  a  statement  of  policy  of  our  Govern- 
ment of  all  branches. 

Testimony  of  Allan  Sproul.  president. 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York, 
hearings,  page  537: 

Mr.  Spaoxn..  In  the  answer  of  the  presidents 
of  the  P^deral  Reserve  banks,  I  think  we  ex- 
pressed that  opinion,  and  certainly  it  is  my 
opinion  that  principles  and  policies  set  forth 
In  the  Employment  Act  of  IMS  are  a  guide 
to  Tis  in  our  actions  with  respect  to  credit 
policy. 

Representative  Patmak.  And  you  recognize 
It  as  a  congressional  policy? 

Mr.  Sfboxti..  Yes. 

Representative  Patmaiv.  And  I  believe  you 
■tated  that  you  recognlae,  too,  that  the  Pfcd- 
eral  Reserve  System  is  an  agency  of  the 
Government? 

Mr.  SpaotTL.  Tes. 

Testimony  of  E.  A.  GoWenweiser, 
member.  Institute  for  Advanced  Study, 
Princeton,  University,  hearings,  page 
765: 

I  think  tibe  general  mandate  in  the  Em- 
pIo3rment  Act  and  In  phrases  in  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act.  together  with  the  pubUc  under- 
standing and  the  leglalaUve  and  congres- 
sional history  of  the  Federal  Reserve,  has  now 
made  its  mandate  reasonably  clear. 

Testimony  of  Jacob  Viner,  professor 
of  economics.  Princeton  University,  hear- 
ings, page  794: 

The  text  of  the  mandate  they  have  now 
has  Just  been  handed  to  me  [Employment 
Act  of  194SJ.  and  I  want  to  read  what  that 
mandate  la.  for  the  special  benefit  of  those 
who  think  that  the  Federal  Reserve  has  a 
sufficient  mandate  now. 

In  the  declaration  of  pohey  in  the  Em- 
ployment Act,  the  last  words  tu-e  "to  promote 
maximum  employment,  production,  and 
purchasing  power." 

Statement  of  the  United  States  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce,  hearings,  page  804 : 

>^8  an  instrumentality  of  Congress,  the 
Federal  Reserve  te  presumably  bound  by  this 
declaration  of  policy.  Moreovo-,  since  mone- 
tary policy  is  an  Important  means  of  achiev- 
tog  and  maintaining  a  maximum  level  of 
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business  activity  and  employment,  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  cannot  evade  or  Ignore  this  con- 
gressional declaration  of  policy. 

Statement  of  Murray  D.  Lincoln,  pres- 
ident. Farm  Bureau  Insurance  Oom- 
panies,  Columbus.  Ohio,  hearings,  page 
816: 

The  Federal  Reserve  System  is  one  ol  the 
principal  means  of  achieving  the  purposes 
of  the  Employment  Act;  in  fact.  It  would  be 
practicaUy  Impossible  to  attain  them  with- 
out extensive  use  of  monetary  policy. 

Statement  of  Donald  E^  Montgomery, 
director  of  Wsishington  office.  Interna- 
tional Union,  UAW-CIO.  hearings,  page 
819: 

The  only  policy  directive  cited  to  you  by 
the  Board  as  giving  It  responsibility  with 
respect  to  stabilizing  the  economy  la  the 
Employment  Act  of  1946.  But  that  act  con- 
templates no  Independent  action  by  any  part 
of  the  Government.  On  the  contrary,  It  calls 
for  coordination  of  all  the  relevant  powers 
of  Government  under  the  direction  and  re- 
sponsibility of  the  President.  How  can  the 
Federal  Reserve  Board  pretend  to  draw  au 
thorlty  from  that  act  while  proclaiming  lU 
Independence  of  the  Executive? 

NO  DEBTS.  NO  MONET 

A  lot  has  been  said  here  about  the 
pasonent  of  the  national  debt.  I  believe 
in  paying  debts,  and  I  believe  in  indi- 
viduals and  other  people  paying  their 
debts;  but  in  connection  with  our  na- 
tional debt,  the  Board  of  Governors  must 
keep  in  mind  under  the  Employment  Act 
of  1946  that  they  must  have  suflBcient 
money  and  credit  to  buy  the  goods  and 
services  that  are  available.  Keeping  that 
in  mind  there  miist  be  debts.  There  is 
one  thing  I  want  in  particular  to  invite 
your  attention  to.'  Do  not  be  afraid  any- 
body will  dispute  it,  they  will  not.  it 
cannot  be  disputed;  these  people  who 
talk  about  paying  the  national  debt  en- 
tirely and  other  debts  entirely,  pay  off 
all  debts,  do  not,  I  am  afraid,  take  every- 
thing into  consideration. 

Under  our  capitalistic  system  if  they 
have   thought   this   thing    through— we 
have  a  capitalistic  system;  that  is  the 
finest  and  best  system  in  the  world;  it 
is  the  private-enterprise  system.  I  would 
not  change  it  at  all,  I  would  not  change 
our  banking  system ;  I  would  leave  it  all 
just  like  It  is.    There  are  certain  changes 
I  would  make,  such  as  the  Board  of  Gov- 
ernors and  certain  changes  in  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  banks,  but  that  does  not 
go  to  the  changing  of  the  commercial 
banking  system.     I  would  leave  it  just 
as  it  is  imder  our  capitalistic  system.    If 
any  changes  should  seem  expedient  tbey 
should  be  made  gradually  and  in  a  help- 
ful way  without  endangering  our  pri- 
vately owned,  profitably  operated  com- 
mercial  banking  system  consisting   of 
about  15,000  establishments. 

Keep  this  in  mind  that  where  there 
are  no  debts  there  is  no  money.  You 
know  you  cannot  have  money  without 
debts.  If  it  were  possible  for  us  to  levy 
income  taxes  and  pay  off  our  national 
debt  in  10  years  or  20  years  it  would 
cause  the  most  devastating  and  destruc- 
tive panic  we  have  ever  had  on  earth- 
you  could  not  stand  it;  it  would  be  can- 
celing too  much  money. 

So  in  our  coxmtry  with  151  million 
people,  every  year  in  order  to  have  pros- 
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perlty  we  must  have  the  economy  going 
up  about  4  percent,  that  is  our  gross  na- 
tional product,  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
care  of  the  new  workers  that  come  in 
every  year,  and  to  take  care  of  those  who 
have  been  displaced  during  the  year  by 
labor-saving  devices  and  machinery. 
There  are  about  a  million  new  workers 
every  year.  There  are  almost  a  milUon 
people  who  are  replaced  by  new  labor- 
saving  machinery  every  year.  $o  there 
are  2  million  people  that  have  to  be 
taken  care  of  every  year  in  our  economy. 
If  we  keep  on  an  even  keel  that  is  not 
enough.  We  would  soon  have  a  backlog 
of  unemployment.  In  order  to  take  care 
of  these  new  workers  and  these  displaced 
workers,  we  must  have  our  economy  in- 
creasing at  the  rate  of  about  4  percent 
a  year.  That  means  in  our  gross  na- 
tional production.  In  order  for  the  gross 
national  production  to  increase  we  have 
to  increase  our  money  supply.  The  only 
way  we  can  increase  our  money  supply 
is  through  debts.  That  is  the  only  way 
in  the  world  in  our  present  capitalistic, 
private  enterprise  money  system.  Today 
we  have  debts,  public  and  private,  of 
about  $640  billion.  That  includes  our 
national  debt  of  $275  billion,  our  States, 
counties  and  cities,  installment  debts 
and  all  other  debts— about  $640  billion 
in  all. 

EEAsoN  roH  PHosPEarrr  I 
Of  course,  people  talk  about  having  to 
pay  these  debts  off.  If  you  paid  them  all 
off  you  would  not  have  any  money.  We 
would  be  reduced  to  barter.  Pot  a  time 
in  one  section  of  the  United  States  the 
people  were  absolutely  dependent  upon 
barter,  using  axe  handles,  hickory  nuts, 
ijkunk  hides,  and  things  like  that  for  legal 
tender.  The  reason  our  people  are  pros- 
perous is  because  we  have  money  and 
credit  available  to  purchase  the  goods 
and  services  that  are  available  for  sale. 
We  must  continue  to  have  it  available. 

OR.   BURGESS'   VIEWS 

I  am  going  to  insert  in  the  Record 
statements   from  people  who  will  cor- 
roborate, at  '.east  they  have  said  what  I 
am  saying  here,  and  I  refer  to  witness 
No.  1,  Dr.  Randolph  Burgess,  who  is  the 
architect  of  the  prese.it  administration's 
monetary  policy,  of  National  City  Bank 
fame,  one  of  the  greatest  experts  in  our 
country.     I  do  not  agree  with  him  all 
the  time,  but  I  recognize  him  as  a  great 
man  and  as  a  great  expert  in  his  line. 
He  appeared  before  our  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency  recently.     They 
talk  about  paying  off  the  natlonul  debt 
rapidly.     Naturally,   I  favor  paying  off 
the  national  debt  when  we  can  without 
disrupting  our  economy.     But  do  you  not 
agree  it  is  something  that  should  not  be 
done  quickly  and  suddenly  over  a  period 
of  10  or  20  years?     I  am  going  to  put  his 
testimony  in  the  Record.     At  that  time 
I  asked  him  a  question  along  this  Kne. 

Dr.  Burgess,  If  we  were  to  pay  all  of  our 
debts,  Is  It  not  a  fact  we  would  have  no 
money  to  do  business  with? 

He  finally  said  that  that  is  the  fact. 
He  hedged  on  it  at  first.  He  said-  "We 
would  find  a  way."  Then  he  had  to 
admit  that  it  would  be  a  different  way 
from  what  we  have  now.  Under  our 
capitalistic   system   as   it   exists   today 
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there  is  no  way  to  haw  adequate  mooey 
and  credit  without  debC  If  aU  debta 
were  paid  there  would  be  no  money. 

statement  of  W.  Randolph  Burgess. 
Deputy  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
before  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency of  the  House  of  Represent^tiTes. 
May  27.  19S4: 

Mr.      P«rMAit.  Alexander      BamDtOB      Is 

credited  with  saring  that  a  national  debt  is 
a  national  hi  east  ng.  and  Andrew  Jackson  Is 
credited  with  saying  that  a  national  debt  Is 
a  curae  to  the  Republic. 

Do  you  agree  with  either  one  of  tliose 
statements  and.  if  so.  which  oneT 

Mr.  BcaGsss.  Weil.  I  think  It  is  rather  aca- 
demic. We  will  have  a  national  debt  for  a 
long  time  to  come.  I  wouldn't  worry  about 
our  situation.  If  w«  didnt  have  any;  I  think 
we  would  get  along  pretty  weU. 

Mr.  Patmax.  Suf^xjae  we  were  to  issue  a 
capital  lery  and  pay  off  the  national  debt 
over  a  period  of  10  years.  What  would  be 
the  effect  on  our  economy? 

Mr  Brrscaas.  I  think  that  would  be  very 
destructive  of  people's  initiative  and  incen- 
tive, to  (eel  that  we  felt  It  was  right  to  take 
away  people's  capltaL  That  Is  going  pretty 
fa.-. 

Mr.  Patmam.  Of  course.  I  was  Just  using 
that — that  Is  a  rather  brutal  way  of  doing 
It — but  suppoee  w«  raised  income  taxes  and 
paid  it  off  over  a  period  of  10  years,  or  15 
years.  Don't  you  think  It  would  be  in  the 
direction  of  a  severe  deflation? 

Mr.  Buacxsa.  I  agree  with  you.  yes. 

Notice  what  Dr.  Bxuress  says  about 
paying  off  national  debt  too  rapidly. 

Mr.  Patmajt.  And  isn*t  it  a  fact.  Dr.  Bur- 
gess, that  our  capitalistic  system  being  as 
It  Is.  that  we  might  as  well  be  realistic  and 
recognise  that  without  debt  we  cannot  have 
prosperity? 

Mr.  BXTBBBS.  Wen.  X  wouldn't  make  as 
broad  a  statement  aa  that,  but  I  think  I 
would  say.  from  where  we  are  now.  we  can- 
not undertjtks  to  pay  off  this  debt  in  10 
years  or  any  such  period,  because  it  would 
be  too  much  of  a  shock. 

Mr.  Patman.  In  fact.  If  we  dJdnt  have 
debts  we  wouldn't  have  any  money. 

Mr.  BDmsBBS.  No,  I  wouldn\ — you  mean  if 
there  weren't  any  debts,  public  or  private? 

Mr   Patmam.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  DuMisaa.  WeU.  we  would  find  some 
other  way  to  do  It. 

Mr.  Patmam.  We  would  be  reduced  to  bar- 
ter? 

Mr.  BnacsaB.  I  think  we  could  stUl  have  a 
money   srstem. 

Mr  Patisajt.  We  would  have  to  change  our 
cystem.  What  I  am  talktog  about  is  our 
present  capitalistic  system,  which  we  are  aU 
in  favor  of — I  am  in  favor  of  it.  you  are  in 
favor  of  it — yet  under  that  system,  without 
debts,  we  could  not  expand  our  economy. 

Mr.  BTTWiasa.  WeU.  without  getting  into 
great  flights  of  imagination.  I  quite  agree, 
that  under  our  system  as  it  works  if  we 
are  going  to  have  progress  and  move  along, 
people  have  to  borrow  to  go  ahead  and  do 
things. 

Mr.  PATStAir.  And  then  If  the  peofde  dont 
borrow  m<mey,  and  the  banks  do  not  lend 
money,  and  the  local  Kovernments  do  not 
borrow  money,  it  might  be  that  ttw  Federal 
Government  would  have  to  have  deficit 
financing  for  the  purpose  of  creating  debts 
to  expand  our  economy;  is  that  right? 

Mr.  BTTMasB.  That  is  possible. 

Mr.  Patmam.  In  other  words,  somebody  has 
got  to  creau  debts,  either  public  or  private. 

Dr.  Burgess  knows  we  cannot  have 
suCBcient  money  and  credit  without  debt 
and  therefore  has  admitted  the  time 
might  come  when  the  Federal  Qovem- 
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it  may  be  compeflfd  to  create  debts 
In  order  to  prorkie  our  eeooomy  with 
money. 

In  addition  to  that  I  am  going  to  in- 
sert statesnenta  from  the  Chairman  of 
the  Board  of  GoTcmors  along  the  same 
line. 

Before  the  War>Hng  and  Currency 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
Uves.  May  26.  1954.  the  following  tesU- 
mony  was  recorded: 

Mr.  Patmam.  About  the  reaerres:  If  you 
reduce  the  reserve  requirements — tK*  banks 
have  no  excess  reserves  now — and  you  re- 
duce the  reeerre  reqolrements.  say.  one  point, 
how  much  excess  reset  ve  would  that  make 
availalde? 

Mr.  MAamr.  I  would  have  to  check  ana 
point.  I  would  say  it  is  about  7  or  8  hun- 
dred million  doUaxx.  Perhaps  about  a  bU- 
Ucn  doUars. 

Mr.  Patmam.  About  a  billion  dollars? 

Mr.  Maxtim.  Tee. 

Mr.  Patmam  What  Is  the  difference  in  you 
earing  that  all  the  banks  of  the  country, 
v-ithout  putting  up  an  extra  dime  of  capital, 
without  putting  up  anything  in  the  way  of 
security  st  aU.  you  can  Just  create  a  bU- 
lion  doUars  more  money,  and  on  that  you 
can  create  about  $S  bUUon— what  U  the  dif- 
ference between  that  and  printing  jxress 
money? 

Mr.  MaxTiM.  The  forces  of  the  market  are 
at  play. 

Mr.  Patmam.  I  know,  but  it  Is  the  creation 
of  money,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mabtim.  We  tiave  the  power  to  create 
money.  That  la  the  strength  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System. 

Mr.  Patmam.  Well,  the  private  banks  have 
It.  too.  dont  they? 

Mr.  Maxtim.  Kot  in  that  sense. 

Mr.  Paxmam.  On  their  reaerves  dont  they 
create  it  on  an  average  of  6  to  1  now? 

Mr.  MaaTiM.  If  they  lend  the  money,  or 
create  the  Itians  or  Invcstrxents.  they  can 
do  that. 

Mr.  Patmam.  That  Is  right.  But  under 
your  cspltallstic  system,  which  I  believe  in. 
and  which  we  all  believe  in.  we  think  It  Is 
the  flnast  and  best  syvtem  on  earth,  you  can- 
not do  business  in  this  country  unless  peo- 
ple go  into  debt,  can  you? 

Mr.  MAxrm.  I  think  it  is  posible  to  do 
btisiness  without  going  into  debt. 

Mr.  Patscam.  tTnder  our  system? 

Mr.  Maxtim.  Tes.  sir:  I  think  It  ts  possible. 

Mr.  Patmam.  How  wo\ild  you  do  it?  Sup- 
pose everybody  paid  their  debts,  what  would 
you  do  for  money? 

Mr.  MAsmf.  Well,  now  debt  is  an  Impor- 
tant part.  I  dont  want  to  debate  that.  Debt 
ts  an  important  part  of  our  business. 

Mr.  PaTmam.  Of  our  economy.  Could  we  do 
busineas  without  debt? 

Mr.  MaanM.  WeU.  theoretically.  I  think 
you  could.  You  would  have  to  change  the 
system. 

Mr.  Martin  thereby  admits  that  we 
eannot  have  stifBcient  money  under  our 
present  capitalistic  system  without  debts 
and  the  only  way  we  can  provide  our- 
selves with  money  without  debt  would 
be  by  changing  the  present  system. 

Mr.  Paxmam.  Well,  you  would  have  to  pay 
out  money  into  circulation.  iti«t»aH  of  ixv- 
rowing  It  into  drculatlon? 

Mr.  Msnnr.  Tou  would  hava  to  cliange 
your  system. 

Mr.  Patmam.  Tou  would  have  to  change 
from  your  capitalistic  system  entirely.  But 
under  a  system  as  we  have  now.  if  everybody 
paid  their  debts,  an  the  money  you  would 
have  left  would  be  the  $346  miUion  Lincoln 
greenba^s,  and  the  sUver  certificates,  and 
the  aUTsr.  and  the  copper  coins;  Is  that 
right? 
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Mr.  Patkaw.  Wen.  I  ai 
from  memory.  But  your 
better  than  mine. 

tb.  Mantnr.  Tou  woula  have  gold. 

Mr.  Patmam.  But  it  is  mot  la 

If  everybody  paid  tbdr  debts.  «c  would 
not  haw  iiMioey  to  do  boaliMaB  on.  ^lyi  w« 
would  be  iedw.eU  to  barter,  wouldn't  wef 

Mr.  Maxtzk.  WaU.  we  eoald  eartatnly  go 
back  to  the  stone  age  and  *"g»ait  in 


I  am  insertins  herewith  a  repori  of  tlie 
condition  of  a  tiank  in  a  western  State,  as 
erf  Jime  30.  1954.  The  statement  dis- 
closes loans  and  dtoeovnts  of  less  than 
tl5  million  and  holdings  of  United  Steles 
Qovemmoit  securities  of  Bkore  than  $St 
million. 

I  txve  the  banks  win  pursue  a  poUcy  of 
making  all  local  loans  possible  and  invest 
less  and  less  in  United  Stetes  Oovera- 
ment  securities.  I  am  apprdienstve  that 
if  the  trend  continues  as  is  indtcated  br 
many  bank  statements,  the  banks  will 
rely  more  and  more  upon  riddess  Qov- 
emment  securities  and  become  less  anx- 
ious to  take  the  time  and  trouble  of  deal- 
ing  with   applications  for  local  snudl 
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A  recent  stetemmt  of  the  condttlon  of 
all  the  banks  discloses  that  loans  and  dis- 
counts are  off  over  a  bUlion  doUars  the 
past  year,  but  the  investaient  in  United 
States  Government  sectirttles  is  up  con- 
siderably. After  all,  accommodations 
and  services  to  local  people  omne  first.  I 
am  sure  that  bankers  generally  recocnise 
this  as  bankers  are  among  our  finest  citl- 
sens  and  are  always  anxious  to  be  help- 
ful to  the  communities  and  cities  thegf 
serve. 

What  I  am  afraid  of  Is  that  our  gov- 
ernmental poUcies  are  T»Mtking  it  too 
attractive  for  banks  to  invest  in  risUess 
securities.  Bankers  are  expected  to  look 
at  the  situation  from  a  standpoint  (tf  the 
bank's  interest,  and  I  believe  it  is  possible 
under  present  circumstances  for  many 
banks  to  be  perstiaded  that  it  is  in  their 
interest  to  get  away  f  nun  local  loans  in 
order  to  enjoy  absolute  security  and 
reasonable  earnings  from  investments  in 
rlskless  securities. 

The  statonent  that  I  am  inserting  is 
not  typical  of  all  banks ;  I  think  it  is  an 
exceptional  case,  but  since  it  is  a  state- 
ment of  a  bank  that  is  principally  owned 
and  operated  by  a  former  President  of 
the  American  Bankers  Association,  I 
thought  it  would  be  of  interest  to  show 
the  trend  in  this  particular  bank.  It  ia 
as  follows: 
Bxfoxt   or   CoMsrriOM   or  — 

Bamx    of  WxsTiaN 

JtTMX  30.  1954 


—   Nauomaz, 
Statb    as   QV 


Cash  and  due  from  banks $28.  "714.  TaS.ST 

United     Statea     securities 

(par  value  or  less) 58.  738. 104.  M 

Municipal   obligations 6. 989. 486. 79 

Total  liquid  aaseta S3.  443.  SOO.  81 

Loans  and  discounts 14.  STS.  COS.  38 

Stocks 80.100.00 

Banking  house .  1.00 

Fumit\ire  and  fixturea_ .  1. 8S 

Other  assets IS.  412.  ST 

Total 108.408.1 
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JuxB  SO.  1054— Continued 


Natsomai, 

Stats   as   or 


Demand  depoaita •80.886.640.81 

Time  depoaita 7.242.608.76 

Total  deposits 104. 120. 249. 66 

Capital  stock,  common .  -     750,000.00 

BuPfrtus _.  1, 600. 000. 00 

Undivided  profits  and  re« 

aenres 2.029,749.38 

Tbtal  capital  Invest- 
ment   4.  279,  749,  88 

Total 108.408.998.94 

Suppose  all  banks  adopted  the  poUcy 
of  having  such  a  large  percentage  of 
their  Investments  in  Govamment  secu- 
rities and  such  a  small  percentage  in 
loans.  Who  would  create  the  debts 
necessary  to  sustain  an  expanding  econ- 
<»ny?  Would  the  banks  be  in  the  peti- 
tion where  they  would  not  only  object  to 
Oovemmmt  securities  being  paid  off  but 
also  in  the  position  of  demanding  that 
more  Government  securities  be  made 
available  for  them  to  purchase?  It  will 
not  be  long  until  the  trust  f  tmds  that 
support  the  different  old-age  and  re- 
tirement systems  will  probably  be  able 
to  buy  all  the  Government  securities 
available.  I  hope  the  banks  never  get 
into  the  position  where  it  is  In  their 
interest  to  c^nwse  the  continuance  and 
establishment  of  such  funds. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  I  want  to  be 
sure  that  I  understood  the  gentleman 
correctly,  and  I  think  I  did.  According 
to  the  gentleman's  theory.  If  we  are  to 
have  prosperity  we  should  go  further 
and  further  into  debt? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Yes.  You  have  got  to 
do  that.  There  is  no  way  el^  to  do  it 
under  our  capitalistic  system.  Does  the 
gentleman  know  of  any  other  way  to  do 
it?  I  do  not.  Dr.  Burgess  does  not 
Chairman  Martin,  of  the  Board  of  Gov- 
ernors. Federal  Reserve  System,  does  not 
Mr.  Ecdes  does  not.  I  asked  Leon  Hen- 
derson a  question  along  that  line  years 
ago.  Leon  Henderson  said  all  debts 
ought  to  be  paid.  I  asked  what  we  would 
do  for  money  then?  He  said  that  we 
would  have  to  go  right  back  into  debt 
again.  That  Is  the  fact.  With  no  debts 
we  have  no  money.  As  foolish  as  that 
sounds  right  off  it  is  the  truth  under  our 
capitalistic  system.  Certainly  we  should 
not  expect  any  debt  to  be  permanent  but 
the  aggregate  amount  of  debt  must  in- 
crease in  order  to  expand  our  economy 

Mr.  ROGERS  Of  Florida.  Mr.  Speaker 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  yield  to  the  genUe- 
man  from  Florida. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Did  the 
gentleman  oppose  increasing  the  limit  of 
our  national  debt? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  did.  A  year  ago  I 
voted  against  it  because  they  had  plenty 
of  money  in  the  banks  to  take  care  of  the 
Government's  needs  for  the  next  year 
They  had  $9  billion  in  the  banks  on  the 
day  I  spoke,  which  is  a  large  amount. 
Normally  they  have  from  four  to  six  bil- 
lion dollars  in  the  banks  all  the  time 


which  gives  opportunity  for  great  favor- 
itism, in  addition  to  destroying  the  use 
of  it  for  the  Government's  purposes. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  How  docs 
the  gentleman  explain  the  fact  that  it 
takes  debt  to  create  prosperity  although 
it  would  not  be  a  good  thing  to  increase 
the  national  debt? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Well,  I  want  the  pri- 
vate-enterprise system  to  work  by  local 
people  going  into  debt  through  the  local 
banks  and  other  financial  institutions. 
The  Gtovemment  should  stay  out  of  debt 
as  much  as  possible.  Like  local  and 
State  governments,  they  should  stay  out 
of  it,  and  only  to  be  used  at  a  time  of 
emergency.  But,  Dr.  Burgess  admitted, 
in  questioning  him,  that  the  time  oould 
come — and  I  am  putting  his  testimony 
in  the  Record — that  we  would  have  to 
increase  our  national  debt  in  order  to 
have  enough  money  and  credit  to  do 
business  on. 

Now,  if  it  got  to  that  point.  I  would 
Increase  it  just  for  that  purpose,  but  I 
am  not  going  to  increase  it  if  it  is  not 
needed  for  that  purpose.  I  would  rather 
use  this  idle  and  unused  money  in  the 
banks  that  the  Government  is  not  re- 
ceiving any  interest  on  at  all ;  nothing  • 
idle;  four  to  nve  billion  dollars.  It  is 
serving  no  useful  purpose  for  the  Gov- 
ernment. It  is  Just  helpful  to  the  banks. 
I  do  not  object  to  helping  the  banks,  but 
I  do  not  want  to  help  them  that  way. 
Why  should  the  Government  borrow 
money  and  pay  interest  when  it  has  bil- 
Uons  of  dollars  in  private  banks  idle  and 
unused?  The  banks  have  a  side  to  the 
question.  I  am  Impressed  with  the  argu- 
ments they  made.  I  want  them  treated 
right.  It  can  be  adjusted  and  the  banks 
treated  fairly  without  the  Government 
giving  up  the  use  of  these  deposits. 

INCaXASING    NATIONAL     DEBT 

The  only  reason  I  voted  against  in- 
creasing the  national  debt  a  year  ago 
was  because  they  had  $9  billion  idle  and 
unused  in  the  banks  which,  if  they  ueed, 
they  would  not  have  to  increase  the  debt 
limit.    And,  the  debt  limit  was  not  in- 
creased during    this  past   year   and   It 
did  not  exceed  the  limit  because  tihey 
had  to  dip  in  and  use  some  of  these  idle 
and  unused  funds.    On  yesterday  I  did 
not  vote  to  increase  it  because  they  ttUl 
have  between  four  and  one -half  to  five 
billion  dollars  in  the  banks,  and  I  want 
the  Government  to  use  that  idle  money 
before  we  increase  the  debt  limit.     But, 
Whenever  it  is  necessary  to  increase  It.  I 
am  for  increasing  it.    I  think  it  is  intel- 
lectually dishonest  for  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress to  vote  for  appropriations  which. 
when  paid,  will  exceed  the  debt  limit  and 
then  fail  to  vote  to  raise  the  debt  limit 
to  take  care  of  them.    I  think  it  is  just 
as  wrong  and  dishonest  as  a  Member  of 
Congress    voting    for    all    appropriation 
bills  and  against  all  tax  bills,    it  is  the 
same  thing.    So,  the  time  might  come 
in  this  country  when  we  will  have  to 
increase  the  national  debt  just  for  the 
purpose  of  creating  suflQcient  money  and 
credit.     I  hope  that  time  never  comes 
but  it  is  possible. 

So,  again,  in  conclusion,  I  invite  your 
attention  to  the  fact  that  we  should  all 
remain  on  the  alert,  to  persuade  the  au- 
thorities against  permitting  the  Govern- 
ment bonds  to  go  below  par.    It  should 


never  be  permitted  again.  If  such  a 
policy  is  started  again.  Congress  should 
do  something  about  it  without  delay. 

SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  vacate  the 
special  order  she  had  for  today  and  that 
it  be  set  for  tomorrow. 


CELLER  asks  DEPARTMENT  OP 
JUSTICE  TO  VETO  PROPOSED 
MERGER  OP  BETHLEHEM  STEEL 
CO.  AND  YOUNGSTOWN  SHEET  k 
TUBE 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Celler]  is  recognized  for 
15  minutes. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is 
the  hunting  season  for  big  mergers. 
The  catch  is  huge.  Each  day  records 
bigger  and  better  mergers.  First  it  was 
autos.  drugs,  chemicals,  machinery, 
hotels.     New  it  is  steel. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman   yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Why  are  they  permit- 
ted to  merge  as  they  have  beeo  in  the 
recent  past  in  view  of  the  act  of  Congress 
that  was  passed  preventing  mergers? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  played  a  rather  im- 
portant part  in  what  is  known  as  the 
Celler  Antimerger  Act. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  That  is  what  I  am 
speaking  of. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  think  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  may  have  been  a  little 
lax  in  failing  to  enforce  properly  that 
act.  That  is  what  I  am  addressing  my- 
self to. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  should  be  very  inter- 
ested in  what  the  gentleman  ha*  to  say 
because  I  know  he  has  given  great 
thought  and  study  to  that  subject.  I 
feel  it  very  important  and  timely. 

Mr.  CELLER.  The  Government  seems 
friendly.  It  offers  little  or  no  protest 
to  this  steady  growth  of  power  and  privi- 
lege. We  witne.ssed  Olin  Industries 
combine  with  Mathieson  Chemical  Corp. 
with  resultant  a.sset5  of  $584  million. 
W.  R.  Grace  k  Co.  united  with  Davidson 
Chemical  to  produce  a  combination  of 
$384  million.  Burhngton  Mills  unites 
with  Pacific  Mills  and  Goodall-Sanford 
to  yield  $428  million.  Packard  Motors 
combines  with  Studebaker  to  produce 
$258  million.  Hilton  Hotels  unite  with 
Stat'er  Hotels,  and  there  have  beet  many 
bank  mergers. 

The  biggest  merger  now  In  process  is 
Bethlehem  Steel  Corp.  and  Youngstown 
Sheet  Si  Tube  Co.  A  gargantuan  firm 
of  $2.3  billion  would  result,  with  plants 
spread  halfway  across  the  Nation,  plus 
some  west-coast  operations.  Bethlehem 
would  have  Youngstown's  advantageous 
position  in  the  Chicago  market  and 
Youngstown  would  have  Bethlehem's 
priority  position  in  the  East.  Youngs- 
town would  have  Bethlehem's  easy  ac- 
cess to  domestic  and  Canadian  ores. 

Climax  Molybdenum  Co.  may  be  in- 
cluded in  the  deal.  That  would  give  the 
merged  firms  the  greatest  and  most  lu- 
crative source  of  molybdenum,  used  in 
steel  alloys. 
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As  former  chahman  of  the  Antimo- 
nopoly  Subcommittee  of  the  House  Ju- 
diciary Committee,  whi<di  iMrobed  the 
iron  and  steel  indiistry,  and  as  author 
of  the  Celler  Antimerger  Act,  I  am 
gravely  concerned  about  this  new  merg- 
er. It  bodes  ill  to  the  steel  indnstry. 
It  would  be  against  the  national  in- 
terest. It  would  result  in  injurious  con- 
centration of  production  and  have  a 
deadly  affect  upon  competition  within 
the  steel  industry.  It  should  be  scotched 
by  the  Department  of  Justice  as  tending 
to  violate  the  antitrust  laws,  particularly 
the  Celler  Antimerger  Act. 

Presently  United  States  Steel  Corp. 
has  a  net-tonnage  capacity  of  38.715,000 
tons,  or  31.14  percent  of  the  entire  in- 
dustry. The  new  combination  would 
mean  a  capacity  of  24  minion  tons,  or 
19.3  ijercent  of  the  entire  industry. 
United  States  Steel  plus  the  merged 
Bethlehem  and  Youngstown.  would  rep- 
r->sent  a  total  of  82.715.000  tons,  or  50.44 
percent,  or  over  one-half  of  the  coim- 
tr>'s  steel-producing  capacity.  The  re- 
sult would  be  a  two-company  potential 
domination  in  the  Nation's  basic  in- 
dustry. 

There  is  conscious  parallelism  of  price. 
or  what  is  called  price  leadership,  in 
steel  today.  This  conclusion  was  devel- 
oped in  the  monopoly  hearings.  All 
companies,  small  and  large,  follow  the 
great  leader.  United  States  Steel,  as  to 
price. 

Referring  to  the  report  of  the  monop- 
oly subcommittee  I  draw  attention  to 
some  quotations  on  pages  64.  65.  and  66 
which  Indicate  this  price  leadership.  I 
read  from  page  64  of  that  report: 

Each  of  the  economLits  who  were  called 
upx-in  to  (tlve  Independent  testlnnony  maln- 
tntne-d  that  there  was  ii  Bubetantlal  <S«^ee 
of  price  leadership  wlUiln  the  steel  Indus- 
try. They  agreed  that  there  wu  no  slg- 
nlftcant  evidence  of  widespread  collusion  or 
explicit  agreement  on  pilce  anu3ng  the  large 
fteel  conipaoies.  However,  as  Arthur  Robert 
Bur:is.  of  Columbia  tjnl^  erslty  expressed  It — 

And  incidentally  Mr.  Bums  is  Chief 
of  the  Economic  Advisers  of  the  Presi- 
dent— 

"The  most  Important  single  question  affect- 
ing the  making  of  prlcei  in  the  steel  Indus- 
try Is  the  leadenhlp  o(  the  United  SUtea 
Sle€l  Corp." 

George  Stocking,  professor  of  eco- 
nomics at  Vanderbllt  University,  pre- 
sented the  general  set'ing  in  which  steel- 
price  operations  may  take  place: 

Moft  economists  recf'gnlze  that  where  a 
few  large  ■ellers  dominate  a  market  both 
logic  and  experience  may  teach  them  that 
price  competition  does  act  pay.  Price  lead- 
ers are  apt  to  appear  In  iiuch  industries.  The 
price  leader  U  generally  the  biggest  ftrm. 
lu  rivals,  frequently  without  an  overt  agree- 
ment, may  accept  Its  lead. 

With  U.  S.  Steel  and  the  new  combine 
in  positions  of  vantage,  prices  would  be- 
come more  rigid.  Prices  can  more 
easily  be  fixed  by  2  (companies  than  by 
many,  especially  if  tlKxe  2  constitute  a 
steel  oligopoly  with  more  than  50  per- 
cent of  the  country':;  output. 

Then  consider  the  resulting  inter- 
company imbalance.  U.  S.  Steel  has 
31.14  percent.  The  nuw  merger  of  Beth- 
lehem and  Youngstown  would  have  19.3 
percent.  The  next  largest  company.  Re- 
public, would  have  8.25  percent.     No 


other  company  below  ReptiWe  wooM 
have  more  than  5  percent.  Most  of  the 
companies  would  have  under  2  percent. 
These  two  top  companies  with  facili- 
ties spread  over  the  Nation,  together 
with  diversiflcation  of  products  and 
sales,  and  their  vast  resources  of  raw 
nuiterials,  would  inescapaUy  reduce 
competition  to  six:h  a  degree  as  to  build 
up  a  highly  dangerous  medium  for 
monopolistic  power. 

In  self-defense  the  other  smaller  com- 
panies would  be  compelled  to  merge  one 
with  the  other.  Some  companies  are 
already  seriously  discussing  possible 
mergers.  They  see  the  handwriting  on 
the  wall.  They  dare  not  wait.  The  end 
result  would  be  a  few  steel  giants.  The 
httle  fellow  would  be  grist  to  their  mill. 
More  and  more  fabricators  and  manu- 
facturers of  end  products  would  fold  up. 
They  would  be  compelled  to  buy  their 
raw  material  from  their  competitors — 
these  same  giants  who  are  gradually 
controlling  fabrication.  It  would  t)e: 
"  'Everyone  for  himself,'  said  the  ele- 
phant, as  he  danced  among  the 
chickens." 

The  proposed  merger  lias  already  pro- 
duced queer  stock  changes.  There  has 
been  widespread  speculation  in  the 
stocks  of  these  companies,  Bethlehem 
and  Youngstown.  Since  the  news  leaked 
Bethlehem  stock  has  risen  from  72  to 
81 S  and  Youngstown  47S  to  63^2. 

The  first  rumor  of  the  merger  was 
July  15  when  Bethlehem  was  72  and 
Youngstown  47^8-  On  July  29  when  Mr. 
Kugene  Grace,  chairman  of  the  board 
of  Bethlehem,  confirmed  the  proposed 
combine,  Youngstown  jumped  to  50^4- 
On  August  3.  Bethlehem  reached  81^8 
and  Youngstown  reached  63^.  Upon 
announcement  that  the  nmK)r  of  merger 
was  quite  uncertain  the  Bethlehem  stock 
declined  to  77*-2  and  Youngstown  went 
down  to  59^4.  where  they  are  today. 

It  would  be  interesting  to  follow  and 
check  on  these  stock  gyrations  and  dis- 
cover who  was  buying  and  who  was  sell- 
ing and  when  and  for  whom  and  who 
were  the  insiders  and  what  were  their 
advantages. 

No  comparable  increase  in  market  val- 
ue occurred  in  any  other  steel  stock  dur- 
ing the  same  period.  The  volume  turn- 
over of  Bethlehem  and  Youngstown 
stocks  during  the  time  in  question  has 
been  abnormally  high. 

If  the  merger  is  not  consummated 
many  innocent  purchasers  would  suffer 
serious  losses. 

I  think  the  SEC  might  well  sink  its 
teeth  into  this  manipulation  of  stock. 

The  Dei>artment  of  Justice  is  now  con- 
sidering this  merger.  It  should  veto  it 
out  of  hand.  It  violates  the  Celler  Anti- 
merger Act. 

The  Oovemment  has  been  encourag- 
ing the  existing  companies  to  expand 
their  productive  faciUties  to  meet  de- 
fense requirements  by  giving  them  ac- 
celerated amortization  of  new  facilities 
constructed  for  defense,  but  it  has  also 
encotiraged  the  creation  of  new  enter- 
prises to  enter  the  steel  industry  in  order 
to  promote  a  greater  decentralization  of 
production  and  in  plant  locations  for  de- 
fense diversiflcation  and  to  increase 
sources  of  supply.  Government  finan- 
cial aid  has  even  been  provided  therefor. 


Thlff  polky  was  dictated  by  Hie  de- 
mands of  nattnnal  defense  and  to  stimu- 
late a  vicoroos  and  viable  oompeOtian. 

Now  to  eneoorage  the  inifetatian  of  » 
aeries  of  mergers  betweeu  nrtstlnr  major 
companies  ooald  be  a  reversal  of  this 
policy,  defeat  tts  objectives,  and  be 
against  tbe  natinnal  interest. 

Furthennore.  tbere  is  no  «**t*wr«il  or 
economic  necessity  to  Jwttfy  a  cooecn- 
tration  in  a  few  hands.  Tbe  nr^ittng 
companies  in  the  industry  as  presently 
set  up  are  now  all  Onaacially  soond  and 
healthily  competitive  and  are  not  ooo- 
fronted  with  the  problems  of  the  auto- 
motive and  other  industries  where  na- 
mennis  mergers  were  made  necessary  to 
avert  bankruptcy. 

Finally  I  warn,  that  if  this  merger  is 
consummated,  and  if  control  of  the  Con- 
gress changes,  and  I  become  chairman 
of  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  once 
more.  I  shall  make  it  my  studied  purpose 
to  check  most  thoroughly  into  all  leases 
of  this  merger  and  report  to  Congress. 
I  anticipate  an  interesting  assignraent. 
However,  I  hope  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice will  deprive  me  of  that  fascinating 
job  and  say  to  Bethlehem  and  Youngs- 
town— "no  soap." 

I  am  addressing  the  House  under  this 
special  order  and  in  my  extension  of  re- 
marlcs  I  shall  explain  at  greater  length 
and  detail  my  opposition  to  this  meastire. 
I  shall  likewise  ask  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  to  investigate  this  v^xxgoistA 
combine. 

UNITED  STATES-BRITISH  UNITY  ON 
FORMERLY  SOVEREIGN  STATES 
NOW  IN  BONDAGE 

The  SPEIAKKH.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
(Mr.  FKicHAirj  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  woiild 
like  to  raise  a  question  which  is  creat- 
ing confusion  and  anxiety  in  the  minds 
of  our  best  friends,  and  which  through 
a  certain  precision  on  the  part  of  our 
administration  could  become  instead,  a 
source  of  encouragement  and  hope.  I 
am  referring  to  one  particular  passage  in 
the  ofBcial  communique,  issued  at  the 
end  of  the  conference  between  President 
Eisenhower  and  Britain's  Prime  Minis- 
ter Churchill  issued  June  29.  It  runs, 
as  follows: 

As  regards  formerly  sovereign  states  now 
in  bondage,  we  will  not  be  a  psrty  to  any 
arrangement  or  treaty  which  would  conflrm 
or  prolong  their  unwlUlng  subordination. 

Apparently  this  statement  should  not 
have  been  a  subject  of  controversy,  for 
Russian  communism  has  forcibly  occu- 
pied many  sovereign  nations  since  1939. 
and  this  is  known  to  every  schoolboy 
in  America.  I  refer  to  Poland,  Csecho- 
slovakia,  Rumania,  Hungary.  Bulgaria. 
Estonia,  Latvia.  Lithuania,  Albania  and 
Yugoslavia.  There  is  no  possibility  of 
controversy  with  regard  to  those  uni- 
versally known  facts.  The  only  question 
which  might  have  occurred  to  the  reader 
of  the  communique  was  whether  Eisen- 
hower and  Churchill  did  not  have  In 
their  minds  also  the  rights  of  the  once 
free  and  independent  non -Russian  na- 
tions of  the  U.  S.  8.  R.  I  have  in  Blind 
the   nations   of   Ukraine.  Ba^oru8siA» 


v|l 


•?1 


iiv 


t.gp 


iti, 


^4 


■P:  ■»- j 


148di 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


{   -: 


■l 


i 


!  1 


I  I ' : 


Armenia.  Georgia,  AxerbalJaB,  North 
CaucftBla.  Uel-Ural.  Coesaekla,  Turke- 
stan and  aeveral  others.  An  these  na- 
tirais  were  oislaved  by  Uxe  Russian  Em- 
pire and  they  declared  their  national 
independence  In  the  period  1917-18. 
Many  of  them  held  their  Independence 
untU  1921  or  1922  before  they  were  sub- 
yi  verted  and  overrun  by  the  Russian  Com- 

I?  munists.  However,  a  few  days  after  the 

communique  was  delivered,  the  British 
prime  minister  was  asked  In  the  House 
of  Commons  to  Identify  the  countries  to 
which  the  passage  in  the  communique 
was  Intended  to  refer.  The  answer  of 
Churchill  Instead  of  clarifying,  greatly 
confused  the  issue  and  has.  In  addition, 
sofne  disturbing  complications.  The  fol- 
lowing Is  an  excerpt  of  the  report  on  the 
iebate  of  July  7  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, published  by  the  New  York  Times, 
issue  of  July  8.  1954.  page  6.  under  the 
capUon  "United  States-British  Unity  on 
'Bondage'  8een-^churchill  Tells  Com- 
mons Plrm  Ties  Will  Prevent  a  Rift  Over 
l^islaved  Nations": 

Mwaberg  of  the  Laborite  opposition ,  many 
npresentativM  of  which  have  ▼Isltscl  the  So- 
viet aateUlte  aUtes  In  East  Burope,  wanted 
to  know  ezacUy  what  states  the  Prime  Min- 
ister and  the  President  had  In  mind. 

Sir  Winston  Joctilarly  told  W.  N.  Warbey,  a 
Laborite,  that  when  the  list  had  been  drawn 
up  he  and  President  Elsenhower  were  aware 
that  some  nations  would  be  offended  by  be- 
ing Included  in  the  list  and  some  by  belns 
excluded.  * 

In  a  similar  vein  he  added  that  when  he 
was  a  young  crfDcer  in  the  Army  he  had  been 
taught  the  maxim:  "No  names,  no  pack 
drill.-  (Pack  drUl  Is  a  form  of  field  punish- 
ment in  the  British  Army.)  The  reply  pro- 
duced laughter  but  not  quiet.  Mr.  Warbey 
returned  to  the  theme,  asking  If  the  decU- 
ratlon  meant,  f  «■  example,  that  Britain  could 
not  make  a  treaty  with  the  Soviet  Union  be- 
cause the  United  States  refused  to  recognize 
the  Incorporation  of  the  Baltic  States  Into 
the  Soviet  Union? 

The  Prime  Minister  replied  that  this  ques- 
tion illustrated  the  undeslrability  of  plckine 
and  choosing.  He  and  the  President  did  m 
more  than  "express  a  general  opinion,"  he 
added. 

Kenneth  Tounger,  another  Labw  member, 
then  asked  whether  this  "rather  vague 
phrase-  represented  a  real  agreement  be- 
tween the  two  nations  and  whether  it  would 
not  be  another  occasion  when,  through 
'using  some  loose  formtaa,"  the  United 
States  would  give  one  interpretation  and 
the  British  Oovemment  anotber. 

"I  do  not  think  so."  the  Prime  Minister  re- 
pUed.  "We  are  both  so  firmly  based  on  Iwf. 
damental  prlndples." 

Leaving  aside  the  Jocular  mood  of  the 
British  Prime  Minister  which  appears  so 
Incongruous  as  seen  against  the  tragic 
background  of  enslavement.  ChurchiU's 
reference  to  a  list  which  has  been  drawn 
up  at  the  White  House  conference  and 
which— as  the  Prime  Minister  points 
out^-excludes  certain  nations,  raises  a 
^ve  problem.  It  would  appear  from 
the  wording  of  Churchill's  answer  a 
choice  has  been  made  among  the  "for- 
merly sovereign  states  now  in  bondage  " 
with  regard  to  their  status  In  the  pres- 
ent Anglo-American  orbit  of  poUtlcal  in- 
terest This  would  appear  that  for  cer- 
tain unavowed  reasons  the  United  States 
and  Oreat  Britain  intend  to  convey  to 
the  Soviet  Union  their  willingness  to 
make  a  gain  out  of  the  enslavement  of 
nations  a  subject  for  bargalntog. 


First  of  all,  I  feel  Mr.  Churchill  should 
be  required  to  explain  just  what  he 
meant   when   he   stated   some    nations 
would  be  offended  if  their  names  ap- 
peared on  a  list  of  those  nations  which 
wanted  their  national  Independence  and 
he  and  Eisenhower  were  willing  to  sup- 
port in  that  noble  aspiration.    Is  he  sug- 
gesting that  any  of  the  nations  in  the 
Red  colonial  empire  do  not  want  their 
freedom  and  independence?    Is  he  sug- 
gesting that  he  and  Mr.  Eisenhower  have 
devised  some  new  formula  or  criteria  to 
determine  which  of  the  enslaved  nations 
are  to  be  allowed  to  fight  for  their  free- 
dom and  Independence  and  thus  remain 
allies  of  the  United  States?    Is  he  tell- 
ing us  that  another  power  decision  has 
been  taken  by  two  men  sitting  around  a 
conference    table— a    decision    bearing 
upon  the  life  or  death  or  a  nation,  with- 
out allowing  the  people  to  express  their 
will  on  such  a  vital  question?     Had  the 
European  statesmen  followed  the  prin- 
ciples laid  down  by  President  Woodrow 
Wilson,  particularly  that  relating  to  the 
right  of  nations  to  self-determination 
we  would  not  have  the  tremendous  power 
block  of  communism  which   confronts 
the  free  world  today,  and  in  all  proba- 
bility, we  would  have  escaped  the  horrors 
of  World  War  n.    I  cannot  believe  that 
President  Eisenhower  could  have  arrived 
at  any  agreements  with  Churchill  which 
failed  to  recognize  the  right  of  all  na- 
tions to  self-determination.    I  caenot 
drive  myself  to  believe  that  President 
Elsenhower  would  lend  our  great  Nation 
to  any  deal  in  which  one  nation  hopes 
to  protect  Itself  by  selling  out  the  free- 
dom and  independence  of  other  nations. 
This  Is  such  a  serious  matter  that  I 
believe  our  press  should  raise  these  ques- 
tions with  the  President  at  his  next  news 
conference.    This  would  allow  President 
Elsenhower  the  opportunity  to  tell  the 
American  people  and  the  world  the  truth 
about  the  decisions — made  at  their  con- 
ference— so  that  the  people  may  judge 
Whether  Churchill  was  speaking  only  for 
hunself   and   certainly   was   inaccurate 
When  he  stated  that  a  firm  agreement 
had  been  reached  on  this  matter,  which 
could  not  be  broken  because  "we  are  both 
so  firmly  based  on  fundamental  ptin- 
ciples."    I  do  not  know  what  Churchill 
meant  by  "fundamental  principles  •    i 
hope  he  was  not  referring  to  the  kind  of 
principles  which  permit  the  British  to 
seU  steel  and  steel  rolling  mills  to  the 
Russian  Communists,  as  announced  yes- 
terday, so  they  can  better  prepare  in 
their  announced  intenUon  to  destroy  the 
United  States. 
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UNITED  STATES  AIRPOWER 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
ttie^request    of    the    gentleman    from 

There  was  no  objection. 

J^y:J^^-  ^-  Speaker,  a  distln- 
giiished  spokesman  for  the  administra- 
tton  spoke  last  week  on  the  state  of  the 
Air  Force.  He  carefully  disavowed  part- 
teanship  as  something  untenable  in  a 
discussion  of  naUonal  defense.  There 
was  however  in  the  tone  of  his  remarks 
in  the  timing  of  their  delivery,  and  in 


the  very  title  he  gave  his  addre^  a  qual- 
ity that  must  seem  to  the  ^partial 
listener  bordering  on  partisanship.  The 
title  the  spokesman  used  was  "An  Ap- 
praisal of  the  Nation's  Alrpower  Pro- 
gram." but  there  Is  little  reason  at  this 
time  for  anyone  to  have  made  an  ap- 
praisal except  in  defense,  and  no  occa- 
sion for  a  defense  except  in  justification 
of  what  the  present  administration  has 
done  to  the  Air  Force. 

History  alone  will  make  the  Appraisal 
that  will  be  final.     History  alone  will  be 
able  to  say  whether  America's  alrpower 
in  1954  was  adequate.     What  thf  admin- 
istration spokesman  has  done  has  been 
merely  to  assert,  as  the  83d  Congress 
draws  to  a  close  and  the  present  admin- 
istration reaches  the  halfway  mark,  that 
all  is  well   in  national  defense.    This 
avowal  was  made  calmly,  with  a  but- 
tressing of  statistics,  with  a  minimum  of 
criticism  of  the  past  administration,  and 
with  an  air  of  conviction  that  Is  subtly 
persuasive.     But  the  remarks  were  based 
on  two  false  assumptions,  and  from  these 
false  assumptions  he  drew  a  major  false 
conclusion.     One  false  assumption  was 
that  there  is  no  real  disagreement  in 
this  country  as  to  our  airpower  objec- 
tives.   The    other    false    assumption   is 
that  because  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  has  stated  unequivocally 
that  our  national  airpower  is  superior 
to  that  of  any  other  nation,  it  must  be 
so.     I  do  not  agree.  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
either  assertion.     Nor  do  I  agree  with 
the  conclusion  that  because  of  actions 
taken  in  the  last  year,   the  successful 
accomplishment    of    the    137-wing    Air 
Force  goal  is  assured,  that  the  airpower 
we  now  have  is  adequate  for  national 
defense. 

This  is  not  the  place  to  engage  in  a 
discussion  of  tactical  versus  strategic 
airpower,  or  to  reopen  the  old  discussion 
of  land-based  versus  carrier-based  air- 
power.     There  Is.  however,  a  consider- 
able area  of  disagreement  as  to  Our  air- 
power objectives,  and  no  appraisal  of  our 
airpower  program  that  overlooks  it  can 
be  just  and  fair.      The  Army  i«  today 
creating  a  tactical  Air  Force,  the  Navy 
a  strategic  Air  Force.    When  the  spokes- 
man speaks  of  airpower  he  sometimes 
means  the  United  States  Air  Force  and 
sometimes  the  Air  Forces  of  the  several 
strvices.    but  he  never  speaks  for   the 
United  States  Air  Force  which  holds  by 
the  basic  doctrine  that  the  greatest  op- 
portunity for  decisive  action  is  in  deal- 
ing immediately  and  directly  with  the 
enemy's  war-making  capacity— both  in 
being  and  potential.     This  doctrine  re- 
quires the  neutralization  or  destruction 
Of  the  enemy's  industrial  capacity,  con- 
trol mechanisms,  and  forces  presenting 
unacceptable  threats  by  the  only  means 
we  presently  have  for  reaching  such  Ur- 
gets-Iong-range     strategic      bombing 
inere   is   no   disagreement   in   the  Air 
Force  on  that.     I  would  like  to  think 
there  IS  full  agreement  elsewhere  with 
that  doctrine. 

The  second  false  assumption  on  which 
the  spokesman  bases  his  appraisal  is  the 
assumption  that  because  the  Chairman 
of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  has  spoken 
his  words  are  not  to  be  questiioned.' 
There  are  many  well  Informed  students 
of  airpower  and  of  national  defense  who 
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do  question  the  infallibility  of  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  and 
there  Is  considerable  evidence  that  our 
national  airpower  Is  not  superior  to  that 
of  Soviet  Russia.  In  fact,  there  Is  no 
agreement  in  the  IDefense  Department 
that  our  airpower  is  superior  to  Russia's. 
Recently,  between  the  swimming  pool 
and  the  golf  course,  the  barl)ecues  and 
the  steaks  at  Quantico.  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  spoke  in  soothing  words  of  the 
superiority  of  our  technology,  but  he  was 
followed  by  his  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense  for  Research  and  Development 
who  spoke  of  the  diminishing  advantage 
we  hold  over  the  Soviets.  The  Scripps- 
Howard  Washington  Daily  News  assert- 
ed editorially  that  something  did  not  jell 
at  Quantico.  and  that  something  has  not 
jelled  in  Washington. 

Despite  his  disavowal  of  partisanship, 
the  theme  of  the  spokesman's  argument 
is  really  that  because  there  is  a  Republi- 
can administration  in  Washington  all  is 
well  with  national  defense,  and  well  with 
the  airpower  program.  He  asserted 
without  qualifying  his  remark  that  "The 
Air  Force  program,  by  the  end  of  1952. 
was  sadly  out  of  balance. "  It  requires 
no  reference  to  the  calendar  to  translate 
this  statement  as  meaning  in  his  mind 
that  the  Air  Force  program  was  out  of 
balance  under  the  Democrats,  or  to 
translate  the  following  sentence  to  mean 
that  "major  strides  have  been  made 
within  the  last  year" — by  the  Republi- 
cans— "to  bring  the  Air  Force  program 
back  into  balance."  I  regret  the  neces- 
sity of  bringing  personalities  into  my  re- 
marks, but  I  must  do  so  to  point  out  that 
the  program  that  was  out  of  balance 
throughout  the  Democratic  administra- 
tion and  is  in  balance  under  a  Republi- 
can administration  are  essentially  the 
same  program  administered  by  the  same 
Chief  of  Staff. 

The  Air  Force  has  never  retreated 
from  its  position  ttiat  Its  goal  of  155 
wings — supported  by  Flnletter  and  Van- 
denberg — was  a  realistic  one.  and  its  goal 
of  143  wings  by  1955  only  a  compromise 
goal,  accepted  as  the  absolute  minimum 
necessary  for  national  defense.  The 
137-wing  program  by  1957  does  not  re- 
state either  goal  or  the  compromise  goal, 
but  alters  the  schedule  for  achieving  the 
latter.  L.ast  year  we  heard  a  great  deal 
about  more  defense  for  less  money. 
This  year  we  are  being  exposed  to  the 
thesis  that  economical  defense  can  be 
achieved  more  effectively  by  a  deceler- 
ated program  aimed  toward  a  postponed 
date. 

The  Air  Force  goal.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  for 
adequate  airpower  when  it  is  needed — 
and  it  will  l>e  an  enemy,  bent  on  aggres- 
sion rather  than  anyone  in  the  United 
States  who  will  tell  us  when  it  is  needed. 
But  the  Chief  of  Staff  who  tells  us  today 
how  much  airpower  is  needed  and  how  it 
should  be  employed  to  preserve  peace  to- 
day and  to  win  war  if  it  comes  tomorrow. 
Is  the  Chief  of  Staff  who  was  for  3  years 
the  right-hand  man  of  Oen.  Hoyt  S. 
Vandenberg.  who  was  chosen  by  General 
Vandenberg  as  his  successor,  and  who 
was  acting  Chief  of  Staff  for  over  6 
months  while  General  Vandenberg  lay 
stricken  in  Walter  Reed  Hospital.  No 
man  in  this  House  has  greater  admira- 
tion ttian  I  for  Gen.  Nathan  F.  Twining. 


and  I  aoMrt  that  it  shows  scant  respect 
for  his  able  performance  of  his  arduous 
duties  to  infer,  as  has  been  Inferred,  that 
this  able,  conscientious,  devoted  general, 
of  unquestioned  and  unquestionable  in- 
tegrity, directed  an  out-of -balance  pro- 
gram throughout  1952.  but  hsis  directed 
a  balanced  program  since  January  1953. 
Just  t>ecause  in  January  1953  there  was 
a  change  of  administration. 

General  Twining  is  a  good  airman, 
which  Ls  in  this  air  age  the  same  as 
saying  that  he  is  a  good  soldier;  and 
General  Twining  has  gone  along  with 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  in  working  for  the  orderly 
attainment  of  the  compromise  137-wing 
Air  Force  program.  But  General  Twin- 
ing has  called  that  program  somewhat 
optimistic,  and  reminded  us  that  it  is 
based  on  the  hope  that  the  Reds  would 
not  continue  the  intensive  buildup  of 
their  air  atomic  threat  against  us.  "In 
the  event  they  do."  he  said,  "we  may  have 
to  revise  our  own  plans  for  airpower." 
General  Twining  has  accepted  the  137- 
wing  program,  as  General  Vandenberg 
accepted  the  143-wing  program,  as  a 
minimum  program.  And  lx)th  programs 
were  set  forth  before  the  full  testing  of 
the  American  H-bomb,  with  its  frightful 
revelation  of  the  possibilities  of  destruc- 
tion, had  been  followed  by  the  revelation 
that  the  Russians  also  have  an  H-bomb 
and  are  building  a  strategic  air  force 
that  can  deliver  it. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  deeply  regret  the  intro- 
duction of  anything  partisan  into  my 
own  remarks,  but  I  owe  it  to  General 
Twining  and  owe  it  to  the  memory  of  his 
great  predecessor.  General  Vandenberg. 
to  defend  them  and  the  Air  Force  of  their 
creation  from  the  false  accusation  that 
everything  was  wrong  before  January 
1953.  just  because  the  present  admin- 
istration has  done  many  tilings  dif- 
ferently since  that  time. 

The  administration  has  Indeed  done 
many  things  differently.  One  of  the 
first  things  it  did  was  to  place  arbitrary 
restrictions  on  the  program  of  base  con- 
struction and  on  the  personnel  strength 
of  the  Air  Force.  These  actions  so 
greatly  delayed  the  orderly  buildup  of 
the  Air  Force  program — 143  wings  or  137 
wings — that  the  early  date  set  for 
achievement  was  impossible  of  attain- 
ment. The  administration  has  juggled 
the  figures  of  procurement  until  it  is 
difficult  to  tell  whether  or  not  there  has 
been  change  In  the  rate  of  production. 
But  the  buildup  of  an  Air  Force  must  be 
orderly:  personnel,  bases,  and  aircraft 
goals  must  be  phased  together.  What 
this  administration  did  personnelwise 
was  alone  sufficient  to  throw  the  inte- 
grated program  off  schedule.  Ask  any 
of  the  thousands  of  men  who  were  arbi- 
trarily dropped  from  the  Air  Force  last 
year  in  a  furious  effort  to  reduce  the 
overall  personnel  strength;  ask  any  of 
the  thousands  of  college  Air  ROTC  grad- 
uates of  last  June  who  were  denied  the 
commissions  they  had  been  promised  and 
for  which  they  had  been  working  for  4 
years;  ask  any  of  the  men  who  are  get- 
ting out  of  the  Air  Force  today,  because 
they  have  lost  faith  in  the  authority 
that  sets  policies  and  executes  them. 

Indeed,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  there  is  truth 
in  ansrthing  the  administration  spokes- 
man said  in  his  appraisal  of  the  Nation's 


airpower  program,  it  is  in  his  admission 
that  the  Air  Force  faces  a  very  difBcult 
recruiting  iMt>blem,  in  building  its 
strength  back  up  to  the  970.000  men  it 
had  before  it  was  arMtrartly  required  to 
lose  20.000  mm  in  1053.  Today  the  Air 
FV>rce  has  a  total  of  about  950,000  offi- 
cers and  airmen,  but  it  must  find  many 
times  more  than  20,000  new  men  to  reach 
the  new  goal  a  year  from  now.  The 
spokesman  himself  has  stated  that — 

Because  of  the  very  high  number  of  sepa- 
rations expect  In  fiscal  year  1955,  this  net 
gain  of  20.000  cannot  be  assured  without  a 
major  recruiting  effort. 

The  Air  Force  estimates  that  200.000 
enlistments  or  reenlistments  are  needed 
to  achieve  a  net  gain  of  20.000.  That 
means.  Mr.  Speaker,  an  intensive  effort 
to  persuade  the  people  of  this  Nation 
that  all  Is  Indeed  right  with  our  Air 
Force,  and  that  an  adequate  Air  Force 
is  essential  to  this  Nation's  security. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  that  effort, 
which  must  be  made,  which  the  achieve- 
ment of  even  the  137-wing  program  re- 
quires, which  the  defense  of  this  Nation 
requires,  isn't  It  time  to  drop  recrimina- 
tions, to  forget  all  partisanship,  and  to 
go  earnestly,  seriously,  and  quickly  alx>ut 
the  task  of  giving  the  United  States  the 
airpower  It  so  greatly  requires.  Isnt 
it  time  to  stop  paying  Up  service  to  air- 
power, to  stop  talking  about  New  Looks 
and  new  emphasis,  and  to  get  about  the 
job  of  creating  national  strength  based, 
in  the  President's  own  words  on  the  cre- 
ation, maintenance,  and  full  exploitation 
of  modem  airpower. 

Because  the  full  potentialities  of  air- 
power weie  discovered  under  a  Demo- 
cratic administration,  because  the  155- 
wing  goal  was  advanced  by  the  Air  Force 
and  the  143-wing  compromise  accepted 
by  the  Air  Force  under  a  Democratic  ad- 
ministration, Ls  no  reason  to  condemn 
the  Air  Force  that  General  Arnold  con- 
ceived and  Generals  Spaatz  and  Vanden- 
berg brought  into  being.  But  because 
the  Air  Force  today  represents  the  care- 
ful planning,  the  wise  direction  and  con- 
scientious administration  of  countless 
loyal  and  devoted  officers  who  have 
worked  for  the  buildup  of  American  air- 
power and  for  the  fullest  employment 
of  airpower  In  achieving  national  se- 
curity, there  is  every  reason  to  support 
them  in  their  efforts  to  give  this  Na- 
tion the  airpower  it  requires.  The 
spokesman  says  *'The  people  of  this 
country  have  every  reason  to  feel  secure 
in  the  knowledge  that  our  Nation's  de- 
fense is  in  good  hands."  I  for  one  would 
be  happier  if  he  could  say,  and  if  we 
could  all  say,  that  we  have  every  reason 
to  feel  secure  In  the  knowledge  that  this 
Nation's  defense  is  based  cm  adequate 
airpower,  and  airpower  of  the  quality, 
the  quantity,  and  the  availability  de- 
manded by  those  leaders  in  whose  good 
hands  rests  the  responsibility  of  em- 
ploying American  airpower  whenever 
and  wherever  it  is  needed. 


?n^ 


*■  -'-'« 


% 


'^:Sa 


SUMMARY  OF  APPROPRIATION 
LAWS  OF  83D  CONGRESS.  1ST  SES- 
SION 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remai'ks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 
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TiMfiPBAKER.    b «bef« «hjMttan to 
the   raquMt  of   the   grmtinn 
XUinokt 

Then  was  no  objeetiop. 

lir.  O'HARA  of  nUnois.  Mr. 
Z  am  taUac  this  oppfntuaMir  of  maUnr 
availiUile  to  mj  eoUeaguee  a  mmmaxf  ct 
the  api>ropriatk>n  laws  of  the  tSd  Con- 
cress,  Ist  acsrion.  mrepared  tar  mj  cim- 
stttuento  in  tbe  Second  District  <a  Sll- 
nola.  The  figurea  have  bem  checked 
carefully  and  are  accurate. 

It  is  my  practice  to  report  to  the  men 
and  women  who  honored  me  to  rf^ction 
to  this  body  on  all  legislation  *w^<M?ted  by 
us.  So  far  my  reports,  mailed  to  all  re- 
questing than  and  reaching  approxi- 
mately  lOjOOO  constituents,  have  covered 
530  laws.  Necessarily  a  prodlkious 
amount  of  work  has  sone  into  the  prep- 
aration and  distribution  of  r^iwrts  ana- 
lyzing and  summarizing  laws  that  will 
total  before  we  adjourn,  between  600  and 
700.  Much  of  the  work  naturally  had  to 
be  done  at  night,  on  weekends,  and  on 
holidays,  because  of  the  pressure  of  my 
other  congressional  duties. 

I  am  happy  that  good  health  and 
fortune  enabled  me  meanwhile  to  main- 
tain a  perfect  attendance  record  in  both 

the  House  and  my  committee.  •Ri^nHTig 
and  Currency,  in  both  sessions  of  the 
83d  Congress  this  good  fortime  made  it 
possible  for  me  to  answer  all  rollcaUs, 
including  quorum  calls.  As  most  of  my 
constituents  have  to  respect  the  clock 
rtr  an  employer  I  thought  they  would 
wish  me,  who  represent  them  in  this 
body,  to  respect  the  same  rule.  I  re- 
gard ours  as  a  relationship  of  principal 
imd  agent.  My  constituents  are  the 
I«nc^.  I  the  agent,  and  as  .such  I  feel 
the  obligation  to  report  to  them,  that  is 
my  cmception  of  representative  govern- 
ment in  its  functioning 

T^t  my  colleagues,  if  they  desired 
might  have  for  reference  a  compendium 
of  our  legislation.  I.  from  time  to  time 
have  inserted  my  current  reports  in  the 
Rk»RJ».  The  following  table  gives  the 
dates  and  page  numbers  : 


August  17 


Federal  funds,  taicluding  their  own  tax 
payments.  My  report  on  the  16  appro- 
priation laws  of  the  first  session.  83d 
CSoogress,  now  completed,  follows: 

"■*•    XiAW    11 B.    a.    SOSS,    BBCOKD    eCTPPUC- 

MMMTAI,  APPBOPBIATION,    1BB3 

A.  Appropriates  |»4S.S96.738  to  supply  lup- 
ptementsl  appropriatloiu  for  the  flac«.l  year 
endins  Jun«  80.  1953.  ConUnues  antistrlke 
provlBlona. 

B.  Items: 

Ajtpropriatioru 

CHAPm   I.   LBOISLATIVX    BlAIfCH 
Senate: 

Payment  to  the  widow  of  late 
Senator  Brlen  McMahon  of 
the  State  of  Connecticut..  |i^  500 
Joint  Committee  on  Print- 
ing  

vice  President's  automobile- 
Inquiries  and  Investigation. 


Appropriation* — Continqed 
Bureau  of  Public  Roads: 

Federal-aid  highways ..Sl$5, 000. 000 

Access    roads    (act    of    Sept. 


7,    1950) 


..     tS.  000,  000 


Total,     Department     of 

Commerce 304.190. 000 


Total.  Senate. 


614,  036 


House  of  Representatlres : 
Beneficiaries      of      deceased 

Members   

Office  of  the  Clerk...  11"! I 
Contingent  expenses  of  the 
House: 
Pumltiu* 

Special  and  select  commit- 
tees   

stationery  (revolving 
fund) 


37, 

I. 


500 
835 


58,750 


500.000 


800 


of  Repre- 


Total.  House 

sentatlves 

.Capitol  Police:  Capitol  Police 
Board 

Education  of  Senate  and 
House  pages:  Education  of 
Senate,  House,  and  Supreme 
Court  pages f 

Architect      at      the      Capitol," 
Capitol      Buildings      and 
Groimds: 

Capitol   Bylldlngs 

Senate    restaurant 

Senate  Office  BuUding II 


600,  885 


a.  570 


800 

1.800 

54,000 


Total,  Architect  of  the 
Capitol _ 


56,400 


Total.  leglslaUve  branch.       1. 173. 880 


Public  Lawi 


CoBsresskiBsl 
SeoOTd 


1  to  M 

«Jto78 

77  to  100 J* 

101  to  124 

125toM»... 

170  to  201 

202  to  243 

243  to  288 r 

288  to  295 

2B6toaoo 

301  to  306 

S071O311 

S12  to  322. 

323  to  334 

335  to  340 

MlUiSa 

3£2to3» ■ 

3i9  to  3M 

365  to  373 

374  to  383... I 

384  to  388 _     

880  to  396 

387  to  403 

404  to  423 

424  to  488 " 

437  to  450 

451  to  480 

481  to  510 

611  to  530 


P»C» 


courts 


July  13,1953 
July  16,1953 
Jnly  30,1963 
Aug.  26,1953 
Aug.  28,1953 

do 

do 

Jan.  25,1954 
Feb.  16.1954 
Mar.    •,lftS4 

— do 

Apr.  14,1954 
May  6.1994 
May  10,1954 

do 

May  19,1954 
May  26, 1054 
June    3,1964 

do. 

June  7, 1954 
June  17.1954 

do 

do 

July   15,1954 

do 

July  23,1964 
July    28,1954 

do 

July  30,1964 


A4313 

A4417 
A4796 
A5220 
A5265 
A53gl 
A53S0 
760 
1871 
2960 
2960 
6190 
6182 
6322 
6325 
6881 
7195 
7654 
7856 
7800 
8491 
8492 
8488 
10682 
10606 
11776 
13484 
12486 
12880 


The    judiciary — Other 
and  services: 
Supreme  Court,  preparation 
of    rules    for    clvU    proce- 
dure  

Wees  of  commissioners I 

Pees  of  Jurors ~ 

Miscellaneous  salaries II 

Salaries  of  court  reporters.! 
Salaries  of  referees   (special 
account) 


11.500 

107,  000 

200,000 

20.  600 

15,700 

(134,000) 


Total,  the  judiciary 


354.  Boo 


Total,  chapter  I 1 


528.  690 


CHAPTm  n 
Department  of  State 

Salaries  and  expenses 

International  Boundary  and 
Water  Commission.  United 
SUtes  and  Mexico:  Con- 
struction    2 


500.  OOO 


In  the  case  of  appropriation  laws  I 
have  withheld  detaU  report  until  time 
would  permit  a  study  and  analysis  suf- 
ncient  to  give  to  my  constituents  a  com- 
plete picture  of  the  use  made  of  the 


Department  of  Commerce 
ClTll  Aeronautics  Admlnlstra- 
tratlon: 
Bstabllsliment    of    alr-navl- 

gstlon  facilities 2 

Wederal-ald  airport  program* 
Pederal  Airport  Act. 
Patent  Office:  Salaries  and  exi 
penses . 


r 


500,  000 

3,500,000 

130, ODO 


555 

980 

500,  000 


Total,    chapter    n aOS.  080.  OOO 

CHATTEI  m.  nZASUItT  DKPASTVXMT 

Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt 750, 000 

cHAFTra  TV.  oTPAMTttnn  or 
Bureau     of     Employment     Se- 
curity : 

Salaries  and  expenses 

Granu  to  States  for  unem- 
ployment compensation 
and  employment  service 
administration 

Unemplojrment  compensa- 
tion for  veterans 39,300,000 


L. 


ao.ooo 


750.000 


30.500.000 


Total.     Department     of 

Labor 8*.  030.  000 

Pederal  Security  Agency,  Office 
of  Education: 

Salaries  and  expenses 

Payments  to  school  districts 
Public   Health   Service:    Hospi- 
tals and  medical  care 

Social  Security  Administration- 
Salaries    and    expense*.    Bu- 
reau of  Old-Age  and  Sur- 
vivors     Insurance      (trust 

fund  limitation) (^  000,  000) 

Grants  to  States  for  public 

assUtanc-e 340,000,000 


Total,    Pederal    Security 

Agency 360^600.000 


Total,  chapter  rv 394,530.000 

CHAPTzm  VI.  DEPASTMxirr  OF  THx  iKrisioa 
Office    of    Secretary:    Research 
In    the   utilization   of   saline 
water 

Bureau  of  Land  Management' 
Management  of  lands  and  re- 
sources  

Bureau   of  Mines;    Health 
safety 


and 


50.000 


eo.  000 


366.000 


Total.  Department  of  the 

Interior 

Pederal  Coal  Mine  Safety  Board 
of  Review;   Salaries  and 
penses 

Total,  chapter  VI.. 


ex- 


878.  000 


30,000 


896.000 


CHAPTxa  vn.  EXEctrnvi  omcx  or  thx  rnxswart 

The  White  House  Office 

Emergency  fund  for  the  Prttil 
dent    (national  defense) 


60,000 


850,000 


Total.  Executive  Office  of 
the  President 


800,000 


Independent   offices.   Veterans' 
Administration: 
Administration,  medical,  hos- 
pital, and  domiciliary  serv- 
ices  

Compensation  and  pensions!  «,. 

Readjustment  benefits 75 

Servicemen's    IndemnltlesIII 
Veterans'  miscellaneous  ben- 
flts 

Grants    to   the   Republlcof 
the  Philippines 1 


10,  OCO,  000 

237. 173,  000 

900,000 

3.  DOO.  000 

1.361.000 

000.000 


Total.  Veterans'  Admin- 

**^™"°° 336.904,000 


Total,  chapter  Vn 337. 284. 


000 


195^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


14897 


Approprintions — Continued 


cHAPTxa  vui.  cmL  nTNcnoirs,  dkpactmxmt  ov 

THK  ABUT 

Panama  Canal  Company  (ad- 
ministrative expense  limita- 
tion)        (S255.a00) 

CHAPTEX  IX     DCPABTlCKirr  OT  DDTN8X 
Military  functions 

CHAPTXB  X.  JUDCMCNTB  AKD  AUTHOXIZXS  CIJUMS 

Judgments  and  authorized 
claims,  chapter  X 13.  230. 038 


Orand  total 943.  298.  728 

PUBUC      LAW      Se H.      B.      4684.     THIXD     BUWX-E- 

MEirTAL   AFPaOPaiATIONB,    1SS3 

A.  Appropriates  $5,441,875  to  supply  Bup- 
plemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1953.  Continues  antistrlke 
prnvi.slons. 

B.  Items: 

Appropriations 

CHAPTEX   I.     DISTEICT    OF   COLrMBIA 

(Out  of  revenues  of  the  District  of 
Columbia) 
Fiscal  service,  salaries  and  ex- 
pense*  ---         ($100,000) 

District         government         em- 
ployees' compensation  fund.  (41.500) 
Office  of  Administrator  of  Rent 

Control (17.000) 

Public     schools:      General     ad- 

mlnlftratlon.        supervision. 

and    instruction (60.000) 

Veterans'    services (4.500» 

Office  of   Civil   Defense (60.000) 

United   States  courts.    1951 (4.764) 

St     Elizabeths   Hospital (824.243) 

Claims  and   suits (45.014) 

Jiid-rmpnts 1 527) 

Audited      claims.       1950      and 

prior (175.600) 

Total,  chapter  I. (1  S33.148) 


CHAPTEX    n.     XJCdSLATn-X    BXANCM    AND   THX 


JLIJICIAXT 

Senate: 

MlFcellanemis    Items 

Pitftage    stamps 

Hou.se  of  Representatives: 
Beneficiary  of  deceased 
Member 

Architect  of  the  Capitol: 
Capitol  Building  and 

grounds 

Senate  Office  Building 

The  Judiciary;  Fees  of  Jurors.. 


65.000 
175 


13.500 


15,000 

9.200 

350.000 


Total,  chapter  II 441.875 

CHAPTEX    lU.    DEPABTMXWT    OF     HEALTH,     XDCCA- 
TION     AND     W«LFABX 

Office      of     Education:    Salaries 

and   expenses (32,000) 


CHAPTEX    rv.    DEPAKTMEWT    OF    ACXICULTTJXl 

Production  and  Marltetlng  Ad- 
ministration, agricultural  pro- 
duction   programs (3.  150.  (XX)) 

Forest  Service,  forest  roads  and 

trails 6,  000.  000 


Total,    chapter    IV 6.000.000 

CHAPTEX    V.    IJnjEPIKDXNT    OFFICES 

Economic  Stabilization  Agency: 
Salaries  and  expenses,  Office 
of    Rent    Stabilization (386.000) 

Veterans"  Administration:  Serv- 
icemen's   Indemnities (650.000) 


Grand  total. 


5.441.875 

AND 


PUBLIC     LAW      73 H.     K.      5174.     TKEASUXT 

POST   OFTICK    APPBOPalATIONS.    1954 

A.  Appropriates  $3,444,145,000  for  the 
Treasury  and  Post  Office  Departments  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1954.  Con- 
tinues antl-Btrilte  provisions. 


B.  Iteme: 

AppropriationM 

TTTLM    t.    TBXASintT    BCF 

Office  of   the   Secretary:   Sal 
anes  and  eipenses 


_         92.  400,  000 


Bureau  of  Accounts: 

Salaries    and    expenses 1,800.000 

Dlvisloa    of    Disbursement, 
salaries  and  expenses 11,000,000 

Total,    Bureau   of   Ac- 
counts   12.800,000 

Bureau   of    Public    Debt:    Ad- 
ministering the  pubUc  debt       tSO.  0(X).  000 

Office  of  the  Treasurer: 

Salaries    and   expenses 17,000,000 

Contingent  expenses,  public 

moneys 350.000 

Total.     Office     of     the 

Treasurer 17,350.000 

Bureau   of  Customs:    Salaries 

and    expenses 40.  500,  (X)0 

Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue: 

Salaries  and  expenses 366.000,030 

Bureau  of  Narcotics;   Salaries 

and  expenses 2.  790.  ODO 


2.  500.000 
530.000 
375.000 


3.  505.  003 

4.  700.  000 


U.  8   Secret  Service: 

Salaries  and  expenses 

Salaries        and        expanses. 

White  House  Police 

Salaries  and  expenses,  guard 

force  

Total.  U.  S.  Secret  Serv- 
ice  

Bureau  of  the  Mint:  Salaries 
and  expenses 

Coast  Guard: 

Operating  expenses 

Acquisition,      construction, 

and  improvements 

Retired   pay 

Reserve  training 

Total,  Coast  Guard 

Total  title  I.  Treasury 
Department,  regtilar 
annual  appropria- 
tions   


rm*  n.  post  oftice  dipaxtment 

General  administration 22.  000.  (X)0 

Postal     operations 2.229.450.000 

Transportation  of   malls 573.  620,  ODO 

Claims 7,  180.  000 


188.250.000 

2.  500.  OOO 

18.900.000 

2.  500.  OOJ 


211 

850. 

OOD 

611 

895 

000 

Total,  title  n.  Post  Office 

Department 2.  832.  250.  DOT 


Grand  total,  titles  I  and 
II.  Treasury  and  Post 
Office   Departments..  3,444.145.003 

PTTBLIC    LAW     91 

House  Joint  Resolution  287  makes  tem- 
porary appropriations  for  operation  of  Ped- 
eral Government  after  July  1,  1953: 

The  fiscal  year  1954  of  the  Pederal  Gov- 
ernment started  on  July  1,  1953,  with  the 
1954  appropriation  bills  (with  the  exception 
of  Treasury  and  Post  Office)  still  pending. 
To  keep  the  departments  and  agencies  of 
Government  In  operation  during  July  of 
1953  It  was  necessary  to  follow  the  usual 
practice  In  similar  situations  of  passing  a 
)olnt  resolution.  Unless  this  continuing 
resolution  had  been  passed  by  both  Houses 
by  midnight  of  June  30  the  wheels  of  Ped- 
eral Government  certainly  would  have  been 
clogged.  Public  Law  91  (the  continuing 
Joint  resolution  in  the  stereotype  form  al- 
wa3r8  used)  provides  for  the  month  of  July 
1953  appropriations  in  the  measure  of  (a)  the 
lower  amount  adopted  by  either  body  where 


there  Is  a  diserenee  and  both  Houeee  hav» 
pawed  the  bUl,  or  (b)  where  a  bill  ha«  paaed 
only  one  body  (or  neither)  the  lower  of  tbm 
amount  In  the  House  bill  or  that  in  Um 
budget  estimate.  PubUc  Law  91  further  pro- 
hibits the  various  departments  and  agencies 
from  embarking  on  new  projects  during 
July  unless  appropriations  for  such  are  in- 
cluded  In  t>oth  Senate   and  House  bills. 

The  delay  in  getting  the  1954  appropri- 
ations bills  acted  on  in  good  season  was  occa- 
sioned by  the  slowness  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  in  setting  up  the  required  estimates. 

this  stemming,  of  course,  from  the  change 
in  administration.  Tbe  Elsenhower  admin- 
istration naturally  would  want  to  make  Its 
own  budget  study. 

PUBLIC  LAW  149 — H.  1.  8690.  BBOOMO  XNOKPOrD- 
ENT    OFFICES    APPBOPBIATIOMS.     19S4 

A.  Authorlxes  $5,253,177,664  for  sundry 
independent  executive  bureaus,  boards,  oom- 
missions.  corporaUons,  agencies,  and  office* 
for  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1964.  Con- 
tinues antistrlke  provisions. 

B.  Items: 

Appropriations 

ATOMIC  KNEBCT  cosuoaaioir 

Operating    expenses $881,781,000 

Plant    equipment 106, 000, 000 


Total.     Atomic     Energy 
Commission 1,057,781.000 

SELECTTVX    SBIVICX    STSTKM 

Salaries   and   expenses 39.882.400 


TCNirZSSCX    VALIXr    AUTHOalTT 
Salaries,    expenses,    and   con- 

strucUon 188,371,000 

Resource    development 175.  OCO 


Total,    Tennessee 
ley    Authority 


Val- 


188.  546.  000 


VETniANS'    ADMnnSTXATIOIf 

Administration.  medical, 
hospital,  and  domiciliary 
services 

General  operating  expend 

Medical  administration  and 
miscellaneous  operating 
expenses 

Maintenance  and  operation 
of    hospitals 

Contract    hospitalization 

Maintenance  and  operation 
of     domiciliary     facilities.. 

Outpatient    care 

Maintenance  and  operation 
of  supply  depots 

Compensation   and   pensions. 

Readjustment    benefits 

Military  and  naval  insurance. 

Hospital  and  domiciliary 
facilities 

Hospital  and  domiciliary  fa- 
cilities (liquidation  of  con- 
tract   autnorlzatlon ) 

National  service  life  Insur- 
ance  

Servicemen's    indemnities 

Veterans'  miscellaneous 
benefits 

Grants  to  the  Republic  of  the 
Philippines 


193.&81.000 


14.  870.  400 

648,000,000 
20,  583,  100 

24,  348.  200 
82, 677,  900 

1,800,000 

3.346.291,000 

664,311,000 

1,  496,  000 

17,  500. 000 


21,  185.664 

75,  000,  000 
18.  000,  000 


35,  743,  000 
1,731,000 


Total.     Veterans'     Ad- 

minlstraUon 3.976.068.364 


Total.  Second  Inde- 
pendent Offices  Ap- 
propriation Act,  1954.  5, 253, 177, 064 

PTTBLIC    LAW    153 H.   B.    B376,   CIVIL   FUMCTIOirS 

APPBOPBIATIOMS  ACT,    1954 

A.  Appropriates  $440.09S.6(X)  for  civil  func- 
tions administered  by  the  Department  of  the 
Army  and  for  other  purposes  for  the  fiscal 
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y«tt  mnatog  Jvaam  30.  1964.  Allows  the  urn- 
pUxfwamxt  on  tlM  Canal  Zoa*  at  e«tatn  p«r- 
■ons  not  ettlaBDs  of  tlii  United  States;  pio* 
Tides  for  the  employinent  of  azpsrts  la  an 
amount  not  exceeding  (16A)0  or  $100  par 
diem  for  Individuals.  Contains  antl-«trlks 
proTlston. 
B.  ItflOM: 

AppnyprlaHons 

Cemetertal  expenses $5,107,000 

aivzaa  akd  waaBoss  and  tlood  cohtbos. 

General  InTSstlgatlons 2.887.600 

Construction,  general 278.670.000 

Operation     and     maintenance, 

general 79. 000. 000 

General  expenses 9,716.000 

Flood  control.  Mississippi  River 

and  trlbutfules 61, 433,  000 

Niagara  Power  Development 

BevolTlng  fund loo" 


August  17 


BtntBAtr  or  natacxjvrxjwa.  komomics 

Economic  Investigations 2,246.000 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates.      3, 168. 000 


Total.  Bureau  of  Agri- 
cultural Economics 


5,404,000 


AGBICln.TT7KAI.  KXSKASCB  ADmiflBTKATIOIV 

Ofllce  of  Administrator 341,677 


Offlce  of  E:xperlment  Stations: 

Payments  to  States,  etc 

Salaries  and  expenses 

Virgin    Islands    agrlcultwal 

program 

Besearch      on     agricultural 
problems  of  Alaska 


13, 453,  708 
380.000 

100,000 
270,000 


ApprtypriatUma — Continued 

Bureau  <rf  Dairy  Industry $1,660,500 

Bureau  of  AgrlciUtural  and  In- 
dustrial Chemistry 7, 7JJ5,  qoo 

Bureau  of  Plant  Industry.  Soils, 

and  Agricultural  Engineer-  ■ 

tog:  I 
Plant,  soli,  and  engineering 

research 12,074,000 

national  Arborettmi i74_  000 


Total,  Bureau  of  Plant 

Industry __     12,248.000 


Total,  rtvers  and  harb«s 

and  flood  control 421,  686. 600 

xj.  s.  soLDixaa'  boicx 
Maintenance      and      operation 

(trust  funds) (4,665.000) 

CAif  AX.  aoHK  oovBuncnrr 

Operating  expenses 13.300,000 

Panama  Canal  Company   (cor- 
porate fund  limitation) (3,684,000) 


Bureau    of    Entomology    and 

Plapt   Qxiarantlne: 

Insect   investigations 3,  982,  830 

Insect     and     plant     disease 

control... 5.417.000 

Plant  quarantines 2.  615,  ooo 

Emergency  outbreaks 600.000 


Total.    Bureau    of    En- 
tomology     _._     12.744,830 


Total,   Agricultural   Re- 
search Administration. 


77.017,215 


Total,  regular  appropria- 
tions. Department  of 
the  Army  civil  func- 
tions   440,  098.  600 

WtaJC  IXir  156 — H.  %.  6227,  DKPAITICXNT  OF 
AC>ICni,TDXX  APFHOPRIATIONS  ACT,  1954 
A.  Appropriates  $718,395,308  few  the  De- 
partment of  Agricxtiture  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  Jime  30,  1954.  AUows  the  employ- 
ment of  aliens,  otherwise  prohibited  by  law. 
under  certain  circumstances.  Prohibits  the 
use  of  apprc^w-iatlons  hereunder  In  the  pur- 
chase of  twine  manufactured  from  com- 
modities or  materials  produced  outside  the 
United  States  except  for  use  in  research  or 
experimental  work  where  domestic  twine  Is 
not  available.  Contains  antlstrlke  provi- 
sion. 

B.  Items: 

Appropriations 
Agricultural  Marketing  Act $6,600,000 


cONTaoi,  or  roKiar  pests 

Forest  Pest  Control  Act 2.  30O  000 

White  pine  blister  rust I      3]  ooo!  000 


Total,  control   of  forest 
pests 


5.  300,000 


rORXST  SERVTCX 

Salaries  and  expenses:  | 
National     forest     protection 

and  management 29  71$  700 

Fighting  forest  nres 6  00$  000 

Forest   research sl  35©!  ooo 


Total,   salaries   and   ex- 

penses 41.065.700 

Forest  roads  and  trails 14.  50$.  000 

Acquisition    of    lands    for    na- 
tional forests:   Weeks  Act... 
State  and  private  forestry  co- 
operation  

Cooperative     range      improve- 
ments (special  account) (531,000) 

Total,  Forest  Service 66.  433  408 

Flood  prevention 7.000.000 

Watershed  protection... _      5,000.000 


78.000 
10,  793,  708 


SOIL  coNsxavATioN  snrvics 

Salaries  and  expenses eo,  944,  014 

Water  conservation  and  utiliza- 
tion projects 


685,000 


Tbtal,  Soil  Conservation 
Service 

Agricultural  conservation  pro- 
gram  


61.  629,014 


211.982,000 


PBODTTCnON     Aim     MARKFriNO     ADMINISTRATION 

Agricultural    adjustment    pro- 


grams 


38, 500, 000 


Total.  Offlce  of  E^xperl- 

ment    Stations 14, 203,  708 

Bureau   of   Hiunan   Nutrition 
and  Home  Economics 1  404  500 


S^^,  f^--:^ 59,  64.5,  000 

^keting  services 11.496.000 

Repayment      to       Commodity 

Credit  Corporation 7g8  505 


Appropriation3 — Continued 
Rural    Electrtflcation    Admin- 
istration (administrative  ex- 
penses)  $7,775,000 

Farmers  Home  Administration 

(administrative  expenses) 27,600  000 

Farm     Credit     Administration 

(direct  appropriation) _  410.000 


XZTENSION    SXXVXCB 

Payments  to  States,  etc jv,  leg,  954 

Salaries  and  expenses 930'  000 


Total.  Extension  Service.     )8,  085.  956 


Offlce  of  the  Secretary 2.  188.  0(X) 

Office  of  the  Solicitor 2,  300  OCX) 

Foreign   Agriculture  Service...  673.000 

Offlce  of  Information 1,  160  000 

^'brary '  ^73;  ^^ 


Total,     title     I.     regular 

activities 717.955. 

—  I 


(Corporate    funds    limitations) 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  (17  lOO  000) 
Federal    Farm    Mortgage    Cot- 

poration ^75^  qqq. 

Federal      Intermediate      credit 

banks   (1.690.000) 

Production  credit  corporations.     (1,  465.  ooO) 


Total,  title  II.  corporate 
administrative  limita- 
tions   


„1. 


005.000) 


Research  on  strategic  and  crit- 
ical   materials 


439,500 


Total  appropriations.  De- 
partment of  Agricul- 
ture  _   71$.  395.398 

PUBLIC    LAW    170— H.    «.    2346,    DEPAaTMnn-S    0» 
LABOR.  AND  HEALTH.  EDUCATION.  AND  WKLPARX 

A.  Appropriates  •2.009.993  J61  for  the  De- 
partments of  Labor,  and  Health,  Education 
and  Welfare,  and  related  Independent  agen- 
cies for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30    1954. 
Continues  anti-strike  provisions     I 

B.  Items:  '    | 

Appropriations 

TrTLI    I.    DEPABTMENT   Or    LABOS 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  Sal- 
aries and  expenses |i,  350.  ooo 

Offlce  of  the  Solicitor:  Sal- 
aries and  expenses 

Bureau  of  Labor  Standards  J 
Salaries  and  expenses 

Bureau  of  Veterans"  Reem- 
ployment Rights:  Salaries 
and  expenses 

Bureau  of  Apprenticeship" 
Salaries  and  expenses 


1.  475.  000 
700,000 


300.000 
3,  230,  000 


Bureau  of  Employment  Se- 
curity: 

Salaries  and  expenses 5  bqo  OOO 

Grants  to  States igJ^S;  2S 

unemployment  compensa- 
tion for  veterans 

Mexican  farm-labor  pro- 
gram  


38.  COO.  OCO 
1 .  250.  000 


Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 

Animal  research _'_       4,049,500 

Animal  disease  control  and 

eradication o  4on  =«« 

Meat  inspection __"_    ij  J^J;  JJJ 


Total.  Production  and 
Marketing  Administra- 
tion  193,774.605 


Total,  Bureau  of  Animal 
Industry 26,  690,  000 


700,000 


Commodity  Exchange  Author- 
ity  

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Cor- 
poration (administrative  ex- 
penses) . ^^  35^^  ^ 


Total,  Bureau  of  Em- 
ployment Security 
Bureau  of  Employees'  Com- 
pensation :     Salaries     and 

expenses 

Bureau   of   Labor   Statistics- 
Salaries  and  expenses 
Women's    Bureau:     Salaries 

and  expenses 

Wage    and    Hour 'DivUiJn: 
Salaries  and  expenses 


237,  255,  000 


2.000,000 

5.  $45.  000 

J50.  000 

6.  350.  000 


Total,  title  I.  Depart- 
ment of  Labor 258.  355.  000 
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Appropria  '.iona — Continued 
TTTLE  n.  DCTArrMDrr  or  health,  education. 


$175,000 


Ain  WDJTi 

American  Printing  House  for 
the  Blind:  Education  of 
the  blind 

Columbia  InsUtutlDn  for  the 
Deaf: 

Salaries  and  expi-nses 

Construction  of  auUdlngs. 

Total,  Colunibla  Insti- 
tution for  the  Deaf. 
Pood  and  Drug  Atlmlnlstra- 
tlon:  Salaries  an<l  expenses 


410.000 
41.000 


451.000 


5.200.000 

Freedmen's    Hospival:    Sala- 

ries and  expeiisia 

3,104,000 

Howard  University: 

Salaries  and  expi-nses 

2.535.000 

Construction     01      build- 

ings  - 

20.000 

Total,    Howf.rd    Uni- 

versity  

2.555,000 

Offlce  of   Educatlor  : 

Promotion     and     further 

development     of     voca- 

tional education _ 

18,  673.  261 

Further     endowment     of 

colleges    of    agriculture 

and  mechanics  arts 

2.  501.  500 

Salaries   and   exj<nse8-.. 

2,  800.  000 

Payments  to  school  dls- 

trlcts    (maintenance 

and     operatior.s) 

66,500.000 

Total.  Offlce  of  Edu- 

cation  - 

90,474,761 

Offlce     of     Vocational     Re- 

habilitation: 

Payments  to  Sta.es 

23.000.000 

Salaries  and  expanses 

655.500 

Total,  Offlce  of  Voca- 

tional    RebabUlta- 

tlon 

23,  655.  500 

f       Public   Health   Service: 

Venereal  disease!! . 

5,000.000 

Tuberculosis  ..- 

6,000.000 

Assistance  to  Ststes.  gen- 

eral   

13.  250.  000 

Communicable   clseases.. 

6.000,000 

Engineering,      sanitation. 

and       industr.al       hy- 

giene   

3,162,500 

Disease     and     sinltaticn 

investlf^ations  and  con- 

trol.    Territory     of 

Alaska 

1.083.  000 

Hospital  construction: 

Grants  to  StatJs 

65,000,000 

Grants  to  States  (liqui- 

dation    of     contract 

authorization) 

19,  700.  000 

Salaries  and  e:;penses — 

875.000 

Hospitals     and     medical 

care 

33.  100.  000 

Foreign  quarantine  serv- 

ice  

2.900.000 

National      Instil  uta      of 

Health : 

Operating  expenses 

4.  675.  000 

National   Can<er   Insti- 

tute   

20.237.000 

Mental    health    activi- 

ties  

12.  095,  000 

National    Heart    Izxstl- 

tute 

15.168.000 

Dental     healta     activ- 

ities  

1,  740.  000 

Arthritis  and  metabolic 

disease   activlUes . 

7,000,000 

A  ppropriationa — Continued 
Public  Health  Service — Con. 
Natlc     1       InsUtutes      of 
Health — Continued 
Microbiology  activities.. 
Neurology  and  blindness 
acUvlties 


$5,  738.  000 


4.500,000 


Total,  National  Insti- 
tutes of  Health 


71.  153.000 


Construction  of  research 
faclUtles  (liquidation  of 
contract  authorization ) . 

Retired  pay  of  commis- 
sioned officers 

Salaries  and  expenses 

Total,    Public    Health 
Service 


2,500,000 

1.  197.000 
2.900.000 


232, BIS.  500 


St.    Elizat>eths   Hospital: 

Salaries    and   expenses 

Major  repairs  and  preser- 
vation of  buildings  and 
grounds 

Total,    St.    Elizabeths 
Hospital 


2.417,000 


399,500 


2.816.500 


Social   Security   Administra- 
tion: 
Bureau     of     Old-Age     and 
Survivors  Insurance: 
Salaries     and     exp>enses 
(trust     fund     limita- 
tion)            (62.750.000) 

Construction,  Bureau  of 
Old -Age  and  Survivors 
Insurance   (trust  fund 

limitation) (1,500.000) 

Bureau   of    Public   Assist- 
ance : 
Grants     to     States     for 

public  assistance 1,340.000.000 

Salaries  and  expenses 1,  550.  000 

Children's   Bureau: 

Salaries  and  expenses 1.  525.  000 

Grants  to  States  for  ma- 
ternal and  child  wel- 
fare  30.000,000 

Office      of      Commissioner, 
salaries  and  expenses: 

Appropriation 173,  (X)0 

Transfer      from      OASI 

fund (123,500) 

Bureau   of   Federal    Credit 
Unions :  Operating  fund.  250,  (X)0 


Total.   Social  Security 
Administration 1.373,498,000 


Offlce  of  the  Secretary: 

Salaries  and  expenses.  Of- 
fice of  the  Secretary: 

Appropriation  

Transfer  from  OASI 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Of- 
flce of  Field  Services: 

Appropriation    

Transfer  from  OASI 

Salaries  and  expenses.  Of- 
flce of  the  General 
Counsel: 

Appropriation    

Transfers      (OASI      and 

Food  and  Drug) 

Surplus  property  disf>osal_ 

Total,     Offlce     of     the 
Secretary 


1,150.000 
(171.000) 


1.835.000 
(375,000) 


350,000 

(387,  500) 
255.000 


3.  590.  000 


Total,  title  IT.  Depart- 
ment of  Health, 
Education,  and  Wel- 
fare     1,738,339.261 

TTTLX   m.    NATIOITAL   LABOS    aELATIONS   BOARD 

Salaries  and  expenses 9, 125,  000 


Appropriatiofu — Continued 
rn-Lx  IV.  ManoiTAZ.  khdutio*  bo&bs 

Salaries  and  expenses .  $439. 000 

Arbitration    and    emergency 

boards 138.000 

National  Railroad  Adjust- 
ment Board,  salaries  and 
expenses 497.000 


Total.  UUe  IV,  Na- 
tk7nal  MedUticm 
Board 1,064,000 

TTTLX    V.    RAU^OAD    XrmiZlCKNT    BOAXO 

Salaries  and  expenses  ( trans- 
fer from  rallroAd  retire- 
ment trust  fund) (6.207,000) 

^^^=^  II       ■ 

TITLE  n.  rEDCXAL  MEDIATION  AHD  COHClLIATIOlf 
SEXVICX 

Salaries  and  expenses 3. 200,  000 

Boards  of  inquiry 10.  000 


Total,  title  VT,  Fed- 
eral Mediation  and 
Conciliation  Service.  3, 210, 000 

Grand  total,  aU  tiUes.  2,  009. 903, 261 


rUBUC  LAW    172 H.  R.   4S28,   ZNTXaiOR  DKPART- 

MENT    APPBOPBIATIOIfS    ACT 

A.  Appropriates  $433,661,560  for  the  De- 
partment Of  the  Interior  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1954.  Continues  antlstrlke 
provisions. 

B.  Items: 

Appropriationa 

TTTLM  I.  DEPARTMENT  OF  THX  ZNTIIUOt 

Office  of  the  Secretary: 

Connally   Hot   Oil   Act,   en- 
forcement of $150,000 

Southeastern  Power  Admin- 
istration : 

Construction ;. 

Operation     and     mainte- 
nance  _       1,130,000 

Southwestern  Power  Admin- 
istration : 

Construction 

Operation     and     mainte- 
nance        1,600,000 

Continuing  fund  ( financed 

from  power  recelpta) (1,200,000) 

Research    in    utllizaticm    of 
saline   water 400,000 


Total.  Offlce  of  the  Sec- 
retary        3.280. 000 

Commission  of  Fine  Arts:  Sal- 
aries and  expenses SI.  300 

Bonneville  Power  Administra- 
tion: 

Construction 38, 666.  (XX) 

Operation  and  maintenance-      6, 004. 000 


Total.  Bonneville  Power 

AdministraUon 44. 870.  000 

Bureau  of  Land  Management: 
Management    of    lands    and 

resources 11,483,000 

Construction 2, 000,  0<X) 


Total,    Bureau    of   Land 

Management 13,  483.  OCO 


Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs: 

Health,  education,  and  wel- 
fare   services 52.<X)0.  000 

Resources  management 13,  2S8,  760 

Construction 15,  809,  (XX) 

General  administrative  ex- 
penses        8,000.000 

Revolving  funds  for  loans 


Total,  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs,  exclusive  of 
Uibal  funds 84. 122,  760 
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Tt&ml  fundi  (In  addittai  to 
fonda      otbanrla*      nuul* 

•mxiuu0) (o.  040. 000) 


Bureau  of  B«clamati(M&: 

Oenaral  investigations .      S.  000. 000 

Constnietkui  and  rehablllta- 

tum , ii«.aao.6ao 

Operatlpn  and  maintenance.  19. 600, 000 
Oenaral  administrative   ez- 

p«»see 4. 600, 000 

Imgrgeucy  fund 400, 000 


Ttotal,  Bureau  of  Beda- 

matlon- 143,600,000 

Geological  Survey:  Siu^eys,  In- 
vestigations, and  reeearch 27. 750. 000 


Bureau  cS.  lUnes: 
Conswvatlon    and    develop- 
ment ot  mineral  resources.     15. 928, 180 

Health  and  safety 6,060,000 

Ck>nstructlon 425. 000 

Genoal    administrative    ex- 
penses        1, 300. 000 


aV>tal.  Bureau  of  Mines..    22.  713. 180 


Matlonal  Park  Service: 

Management  and  protection.      8. 786, 650 

Maintenance  and  rehabilita- 
tion of  physical  facilities-.       8. 300. 000 

Construction . 13,916.300 

Ckinstructlon  (liquidation  of 
contract  authwlzatlon)  ..      1. 500, 000 

General  administrative  ex- 
penses        1.268,000 


Total,     national     Parlt 

Service 83,770,850 


rish  and  Wildlife  Service: 

Management  of  resources...  7, 000, 000 

Investigations  of  resources..  4. 460. 000 

Construction 435.  60C 

General    administrative   ex- 
penses   _ 775,000 


Total.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service 12,670.600 


TtaTl- 


3.  783. 300 


Ofllee  of  Territories: 
Administration      of 

torles ._! 

Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific 

M*nds_ 4,000,000 

Alaska  public  works 12.000,000 

Construction        of        roads. 

Alaska__ _ _     14,600.000 

Operatlcm  and  maintenance 

of  roads,  Alaska 3.000.000 

Construction,    Alaska    Rail- 

'      road 4.215.000 

Virgin  Islands  pubUc  works.       1. 100, 000 


Total.    Office    of    Terri- 
tories  42,697,300 

Administration.  Department  of 
the  Interior:  Salaries  and 
expenses 2,325,000 


Total,    title    I.    Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior..  431, 373, 550 
RTbs  n.  vncuf  eblands  oorposation 

Revolving  fund , i,  028, 000 

Grants 1.080.000 

Administrative  expenses   (cor- 
porate funds  llmltatloQ) (130. 000) 

Total,    title    n.    Virgin 

Islands   Corporation..      2. 108.  000 
nnjc  nz.  wwomua.  coal  minx  sAnrr  boaxo 
or  Bxvixw 
Salaries  and  expenses SO.doo 


Grand  total,  titles  I.  n. 

and  in 433.661.550 


TVWLta  XJCW  ITS ^B.  X.  S471.  DI8TBICT  0» 

COLUMBIA   APraOPXIATIONS    ACT 

A.  Amuroprlates  $147,740,093  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
Jvme  80.  1054.  Continues  antlstrlke  pro- 
visions and  provides  for  employnvent  of  ex- 
perts. Prohibits  the  \ue  of  funds  for  the 
Installation  of  meters  in  taxlcabs. 

B.  Items: 

CXNZKAI.  ADmNTSTHATION 

A  ppropria  tions 

Executive  Office ($418,161) 

Department  of  General  Ad- 
ministration        (2,775,000) 

Ceremony  expenses (10,000) 

Office  of  the  Corporation 
Cotmsel (360,000) 


Total,  general  adminls- 
■  tration 


(3,563,  161) 


COUPKMSATIOM  AND  XKnKEMENT  FUND 

EXPENSES  J 

Employee B'  compensation  | 

fund (223,  000) 

Workingmen's    compensation. 

administrative   expenses (175,(100) 

Retirement  and  relief  funds..  (8, 823,  ooo ) 


Total,    compensation  1 

and  retirement  fund  ( 

expenses (9,221,000) 

District  debt  service (500,000) 

Regulatory  agencies (1,230,000) 


PTTBUC  SCHOOLS 

Operating  expenses: 

General  administration,  su- 
pervision, and  instruc- 
tion      (19,730,000) 

Vocation  education,  George - 

Barden    program (268,400) 

Operation  and  maintenance 
of  buildings,  grounds, 
and    equipment (5,025.000) 


Total,     operating     ex- 
penses      (25,023,400) 


Capital  outlay: 

Construction,      sites,      and 

equipment (3,189,000) 

Permanent  improvement  of  * 

school   buildings (124,000) 

Total,  capital  outlay. _  (3,313,000) 

Total,   public   schools.  (28,  336,  4^) 


FTTBUC    LJBXABT 

Operating    expenses (1,535,0*0) 

Capital    outlay.- (43,0$0) 

Total.  Public  Library..  (1,578,000) 

XECREATION    DEPARTMENT 

Operating    expenses (1,589,  6»0) 

Capital    outlay (200,000) 


Total,    recreation     de- 
partment        (1,789. 

MXTXOPOUTAN    POLICE 

Salaries  and  expenses (10,  760,  0(J0) 


.650) 


rlBX    DXPAXncENT 

Salaries  and  expenses (5.  307.  841) 

Capital   outlay (240,000) 


Total.     Fire     Depart- 
ment        (5,547.841) 

VKTXRANS'  SEBVICES  I 

(90,  000) 


Veterans'  services . 


Appropriations — Continued  | 
omcx  or  civil  OErxMsx     ' 
Salaries  and  expenses ($90,  000) 


COUSTS 

District  Of  Columbia  courts.       (l.SlOO,  000) 
United  States  courts (1.180,000) 


(i.aoo. 


Total,  courts. 


(2,080,000) 
til     i  ■ 


HEALTH   OEPARTMXNT 

General  administration . 

Glenn  Dale  Tuberculosis 
Sanatorium : 

Operating    expenses 

Capital    outlay 

Oalllnger  Municipal  Hos- 
pital : 

Operating    expenses . 

Capital    outlay 

Medical    charities 

Freedmens    Hospital 


(2.  900.  000) 


(2,5(79.411) 
(;J0,  000) 


(5,  8G6.  OCO) 

(75,700) 

(770,000) 

(3D0.000) 


Total,   Health   Depart- 
ment  _     (ia,4B0. Ill) 


DEPARTMENT    OF    CORRECTIONS 

Operating    expenses (4,169.353) 

Capital    outlay (135,000) 


Total.     Department     of 

Corrections. (4,304,358) 

■: —  I  == 


PUBLIC    WELPARX 

General    administration (99,724) 

Agency    services (4,810.000) 

Protective    Institutions: 

Operating    expenses _.  (3,465.000) 

Capital  outlay (4,024,000) 

St.  Elizabeths  Hospital (9,480.000) 


Total,  public  welfare.-     (21.678,724) 


PUBLIC   WORKS 
Office     of     Municipal     Archi- 


tect 


Office    of    Superintendent    of 

District  Buildings 

Surveyor's  office 

Department  of  Inspections 

Electrical    Division : 

Operating    expenses 

Capital    outlay 

Central  garage 

Street  and  Bridge  Divisions: 

Operating    expenses 

Capital    outlay 

Department   of   Vehicles  and 
Traffic 

Trees  and  Parking  Division.. 

Motor          vehicle          parking 
agency 

Sanitation  Division: 

Operating  expenses 

Capital  outlay  (liquidation 
of  contract  authoriza- 
tion)  

Sewer  Division; 

Operating  expenses 

Capital  outlay ^.. _ 

Water  Division : 

Operating  expenses . 

Capital  outlay 


(112,769) 

(1.523.610) 
(149.6:4) 
(8$2,  900) 

(1,716.193) 
(220,000) 
(115,262) 

(2.  7t5,C00) 
(7,706,000) 

(1,248,213) 
(3$2, 575) 

(130,406) 

(4,574,933) 

(1,500.000) 

(1,6C5,  458) 
(5,  6t5,  000) 

(2.4$5,  000) 
(1,5$5.  000) 


Total,  public  works. 


(34,497.953) 


■WASHINGTON   AQtJEDUCT 

Operating  expenses (2.000,000) 

Capital  outlay.. (4,300.000) 


Total  Washington  Aque- 
duct   (6,300,000) 

National    Guard (ll5,  000) 

National  Capital  Parks _  (2,  078!  500) 


195^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


14901 


itppropriations— continued 
KAnoM AL  MxmoaiCAi.  pabk 


Operating  expenses. 
Capital  outlay 


Total,  National  Zoological 
Park- 


($626,000) 
(35,000) 


(600,000) 


Total.  District  (if  Colum- 
bia    (147.740,693) 

Amount   payable   from   U.   8. 

Treasury 12,000.000 

PUBLIC  LAW  17S — H.  ■.  4SS3,  nX0T  IWDXPXNDXJCT 
omCXS     APPROPRIATIONS     ACT 

A.  ApproprUtee  I447J84.499  for  the  Ex- 
ecutive Office  and  sundry  Independent  execu- 
tive bureaus,  boanls,  commissions,  corpo- 
rations, agencies,  and  offices,  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  3().  1954.  Continues  anti- 
strike  provisions. 

B.  Items: 

Apprypriatitma 

TITLE  I.    imJE PENDENT  AGENCIES 

Executive   Offices   ol    the  Presi- 
dent: 
Comi>ensatlon    of    the    Presi- 
dent  

The  White  House  Office 

Emergency  fund  for  the 
President  ( nat  lonal  de- 
fense)   

Executive       Mansion       and 

grounds 

Bureau  of  the  Budget /  8,412,000 


itpproprtettonj — Continued 
General  Services  Adm. — Con. 

Expenses,     general     supply 

fimd $13,924,600 

Operating  expenses.  National 
Archives  and  Records 
Service 6. 625. 000 

Administrative    operations..      4.200.000 

Refunds  under  Renegotia- 
tion  Act 9,000.000 


$150,000 
1,800,000 


300.000 
356,  184 


Total.  Executive  Office  of 

the   President 6.018.184 

INDEPENDENT  OPT  ICES 

American     Battle     Monuments 

Commission: 

Salaries  and  expenses 750.000 

Construction    of    memorials 

and  cemeteries 8,  600,  (XX) 


Total.  American  Battle 
I^onumenta  Commis- 
sion  


9,250.000 


Civil  Service  Commission: 

Salaries  and  expenses 17,  000,  000 

Annuities.       Panama       Canal 
construction         employees 
and     Lighthouse     Service 
widows 2.500,000 

Payment  to  civil-service  re- 
tirement and  disability 
fund  for  Increase  In  an- 
nuities      31,  397,000 

Total.  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission      50,807.000 

Federal  Communications  Com- 
mission :  Salaries  and  ex- 
penses  7,400.000 

Federal     Power     Commission : 

Salaries  and  expenses 4.  300,  (XX) 

Federal     Trade     Commission : 

Salaries   and  expenses 4,  053,  8(X) 

General  Accounting  Office :  Sal- 
aries and  expenses 31,031,000 


Total,    General    Services 

Administration 171.756.770 


Housing    and    Home    Pirance 
Agency : 
Office  of  the  Administrator: 

Salaries  and  expenses 3,  215,  550 

Capital  grants  for  slum 
clearance  and  urban  re- 
development      20.  000,  OCX) 


Public 


ex- 


General    Services    Administra- 
tion: 

Operating    expenses. 
Building    Service 

Emergency      operating 

penses 

Repair,  improvement,  and 
equipment  of  federally 
owned  buildings  outside 
the  District  of  Columbia — 

Buildings  management  fund- 

Remodellng  the  Congress 
Street  Post  Office,  Chicago. 
IH .-- _. 

Operating  expenses.  Federal 
Supply   Service 


98.  826.  070 
20.000.000 


14.000.000 
3,000,000 


676.  200 
2,  605,  000 


Total,  Office  of  the  Ad- 

nUnlstrator 23,215,550 


Public  Housing  Administra- 
tion: 
Administrative   expenses..       6.  950,  000 
Annual  contributions 32,  500,  OCO 


Total.     Public     Housing 

Administration 39,  450,  000 


Total,        Housing        and 
Home  Finance  Agency.     62,  665.  550 
Indian     Claims     Commission: 

Salaries  and  expenses 117,020 


Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion: 

General  expenses 9,600,000 

Railroad    safety 974.500 

Locomotive  Inspection 709,  500 


Total,    Interstate    Com- 
merce   Commission 11.284.000 

Interstate  Commission  on  the 
Potomac  River  Basin:  Contri- 
bution to  Interstate  Commis- 
sion on  the  Potomac  River 
Basin 5,000 


National  Advisory  Committee 
for  Aeronautics: 

Salaries  and  expenses 51,000.000 

Construction      and      equip- 
ment        7,239,000 

Construction  and  equipment 
( liquidation  of  contract 
authorization) 4.200.000 

Total,  National  Advisory 
Committee  for  Aero- 
nautics      62, 439, OCO 

National  Capital  Housing  Au- 
thority :  Maintenance  and 
operation  of  properties 43,000 


National       Capital       Planning 
Commission: 

Salaries  and  expenses 

Land  acquisition 


125,000 
100.000 


Appropriationt — Cbntinued 

Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board:  Salaries  and  ex- 
penses  - .        $300.  (X)0 

Tariff     Commission:      Salaries 

and  «q>enses .  1,201.375 

The  Tax  Court  of  the  United 
States:  Salaries  and  ex- 
penses   970.000 


Total,   National    Capital 
Planning  Commission.  225.  000 

National  Science  Foundation: 

Salaries  and  expenses 8.000.000 

Renegotiation  Board:    Salaries 

and  expenses... 5,192,800 

Securities  and  Exchange  Com- 
mission: Salaries  and  ex- 
penses        5.000.000 


8mlt*'t^r'ff"  Institution: 

Salaries  and  expenses S.OOO,  000 

national  Gallery  of  Art.  sal- 
aries and  expenses 1. 275. 000 


Total.    Smithsonian    In- 
stitution        4.275.000 


Total,  title  I.  Executive 
Office  of  the  President 
and  Independent  of- 
fices  447,364.499 


TITLE    n.    OOaPORAnONS 

(Corporate  ftmds  limitations) 
Housing    and    Home    Finance 
Agency: 

Federal    National    Mortgage  . 

Association  „_1 (3.250.000) 

Housing  loan  programs .         (525.625) 

Home  Loan  Bank  Board (775.  (XX)) 

Federal  Savings  and  Loan  In- 
surance Corporation (455.  (X)0) 

Federal  Housing  Administra- 
tion       (5, 322.  800) 

Public  Housing  Administra- 
tion  (10. 975. 000) 


Total (21,303.425) 


Total,  First  Independent 
Offices  Appropriations 
Act,    1954 - 447.364.469 

PUBLIC   LAW    178 H.   R.    580S,   LEGISLATIVX- 

JTTDICIAXT    APPBOraiATIONS    ACT 

A.  Appropriates  $96,187,351  for  the  legis- 
lative branch  and  Judiciary  branch  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1954.  Requires 
Capitol  Police  appointees  to  meet  standards 
prescribed  by  the  Capitol  Police  Board.  Con- 
tinues antlstrlke  provisions. 

B.  Items: 

Appropriationa 

TTTLE     I.    LEGISLATIVE     BXAMCH 

Senate: 

Salaries,      mileage      and      ex- 
penses  of   Senators   and 
Vice  President: 
Compensation  of  Senators.  $1,200,000 
Expense  allowance  of  Sen- 
ators  

Mileage     of     President     of 

Senate  and  Senators 

Ctomjiensatiou  of  the  Vice 

President 

Expense  allowance  of  Vice 
President 


240.000 
61.000 
SO.  000 


10.000 


Total,  salaries,  mileage, 
and  expenses  of  Sena- 
tors and  Vice  President.     1 .  SSI .  000 


Salaries,  officers  and  employ- 
ees: 

Office  of  the  Vice  President: 

Clerical  assistance 65,410 

Chaplain 2.946 

Office  of  the  Secretary 442,  655 

Conunlttee   employees 1,737,045 

Conference  committees: 

Majority,  clerical  salaries.  83, 310 

Minority,  (derlcal  salaries-  83,310 

Administrative  and  (derieal 

assUtants  to  Senators 6,207,625 

Office  of  Sergeant  at  Arms 

and  Doorkeeper,  salaries.     1, 250,  520 

Office  of  secretaries  for  the 
majority  and  minority, 
salaries «2. 165 


Total,      salaries, 
and  employees. 


officers 


Contingent   expenses   of   the 
Senate: 
Legislative    reorganization. 
Senate    policy    oommlttees- 


9. 824. 880 


100.000 
129.340 


t 


s 
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ApproprUMon$ — Conttxraad 
Senate— Conttnued 
Contlngmt    ezpeiia«    of    tta* 
Suiate— Oanttnued 
Joint    Ootnmlttae    on    flw 

Economte  Baport $198,375 

Joint  Committee  on  Atomlo 

188.  oeb 


Joint  Ciommlttee  on  Print- 
ing  « 

Vice    PresUlent's    automo- 
bile  

Automobile  for  the  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore 

Antomobllee    for    majority 
and  minority  leaders 

Bep(»:tlng  Senate  proceed- 
ings  _ 

Furniture: 
Fcae  services  In  cleaning, 

etc 

liCaterlals.    repairs,    etc 

Inquiries     and     Investiga- 
tions  r- 

Folding    documents 

Materials  for  folding 

Fuel,  etc 

Senate   Restaiirants 

Mot<»-  vehicles 

Miscellaneous   Items 

Packing  boxe^ 

Postage    stamps 

Airmail   and   special-deliv- 
ery stamps . 

Stationery i 

Communications 


47.585 

6.835 

6.835 

11.870 

135,785 


3. 

190 

19. 

000 

1.224 

120 

27. 

000 

1. 

500 

2. 

000 

65, 

000 

9. 

560 

869. 

537 

3. 

000 

825 

12, 

815 

126 

400 

-4 

560 

Total,      contingent      ex- 
penses      8. 135,  882 


Total.  Senate , 14, 4B1. 768 


House  of  Bepresentatlves: 
Salaries,     mileage     and     ex- 
penses of  Members: 
Compensation  of  Members. 
Delegates    and    Resident 

Commissioner 5,492,500 

Mileage  and  expense  allow- 
ance      1.273,500 


Total,  salaries,  mileage 
and  expenses  of  Mem- 
bers  6,766,000 


Salaries,     officers     and     em- 
ployees : 

Office  of  the  Speaker 

The  Speaker's  table . 

Office  of  the  Chaplain 

Committee    employees 

Office  of  the  Clerk 

Office   of   the  Sergeant  at 

at    Arms 

Office  of  the  Doorkeeper.. 
Special  and  minority  em- 
ployees (several  items). 

Office  of  the  Postmaster 

Official  Reporters  of  De- 
bates  

Official  reporters  of  copi- 

mlttees l 

Appropriations  Committee, 
studies  and  examina- 
tions   

Clerk  hire.  Members  and 
Delegates 


47.285 

43.885 

2,950 

1. 796.  720 

684,265 

384,  045 
652,  260 

191, 075 
177,  230 

124,  435 

125. 415 

'<50,  000 
9, 653.  565 


Total     salaries,     officers 
and  employees 14. 333, 130 


Contingent  expenses: 

Furniture 

Miscellaneous  items 

Reporting  hearings 

Special  and  select  commit- 
tees   

Joint  Committee  on  Inter- 
nal Revenue  Taxation.  _ 
Joint  Committee  on  Inuni- 
gration  and  Nationality 
Policy 


220.500 
745.000 
125.000 

1,  250.  000 
192.000 

20.000 


AugtLst  17 


AppropriaUoru — Continued 
House  of  Representatives — Con. 
Contingent  expenses — Con. 

Office  of  the  Coordinator  of 

Information $73,  "J50 

Telegraph  and  telephone  __  700,  000 

Stationery  (revolving 

fund). 350.400 

Attending  physicians'   of- 
fice  .._  8.985 

Postage  stamps 57,975 

Folding   documents 110.000 

Revision  of  laws 13.700 

Speaker's  automobile 11.000 

Automobile  for  the  major- 
ity leader 6.835 

Automobile  for  the  minor- 
ity leader 5.835 


Total,     contingent     ex- 
penses        3.889.980 


Total,  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives       24. 989,  110 


Capitol  Police: 
General  expenses 

Capitol  Police  Board,   addi- 
tional  protection 


17.  900 
19,  110 


Total.  Capitol  Police 37.010 

Office  of  the  Legislative  Coun- 
sel: Salaries  and  exi>enses 238,000 

Joint  Committee  on  Reduction  1 

of    Nonessential    Federal    Ex-  1 

penditures 20.  ()00 

Education  of  House  and  Senate 

pages 43.900 

Miscellaneous :      Statement     of 

appropriations  .' 6.  000 

—  -                          *        ^ 

Architect  of  the  Capitol: 
Office  of  the  Architect  of  the 

Capitol,  salaries 144.000 

Capitol  buildings         and 

grounds : 

Capitol    buUdlngs 745,  800 

Terraces  of  Capitol  Build- 
ing   837,000 

Capitol    Grounds 250.  000 

Legislative    garage 34,  JOO 

Subway    transportation 3.  900 

Senate  Office  Building 779.  800 

House  Office  Building 972.  QDO 

Capitol  Power  Plant 1.330.600 

Changes  and  improvements, 

power  plant 1.000.000 

Senate  restaurants 4,250 

Library         buUdlngs         and  <  1 

grounds :  f 
Structural    and   mechanical 

care 450.000. 

P*urnlture  and  furnishings.  60,000 


Total,    Architect    of    the 

Capitol 6,600,760 

Botanic    Garden:    Salaries    and 

expenses 221.000 

Library  of  Congress: 

Salaries  and  expenses 4,  810.  2*72 

Copyright  Office,  salaries  and 

expenses 1.  100,  OHO 

Legislative  Reference  Service, 
*      salaries  and  expenses 901.721 

Distribution  of  catalog  cards, 

salaries  and  expenses 1,264,800 

Increase  of  the  Library: 

General 270.000 

Law  Library 90.000 

Books  for  Supreme  Court. _  22.  5$0 

Books  for  the  blind,  salaries 
and  expenses ; 1.000.  0<K) 

Total,    Library    of    Con- 
gress  _ 9.  459.2$3 


Government  Printing  Office : 

Printing  and  binding 10.  loO.  000 

Revolving  fund 1,000,  0$0 


Appropriations — Continued 
Gov.  Printing  Office — Con. 

Office  of  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  salaries  and  ex- 
penses  $2.  $00,  000 

Total,  Government  Print- 
ing Office 13.  $00,000 

Total,   title  I,  Legislative 

Branch 70.  $07,  831 


TITLS    n.     THE    JUDICTAKT 

Supreme    Court   of   the   United 
States: 

Salaries 1.  $21,  800 

Printing     and     binding     Su- 
preme Court  records 91,200 

Miscellaneous  expenses 48.960 

Care     of     the     building     and 

grounds _.  174.100 


Total.  Supreme  Court 1.336,050 


Court  of  Customs  and  Patent 
Appeals:  Salaries  and  ex- 
penses  $04,600 

Customs  Court:  Salaries  and 
expenses 488.000 

—  I  = 

Court  of  Claims: 

Salaries    and    expense* fllS.  OCO 

Repairs    and    Improvements..  15.600 

Total,  Court   of  Claims..         633.600 

Courts  of  appeals,  district 
courts,  and  other  Judicial 
services. 

Salaries  of  Judges 

Salaries  of  supporting  per- 
sonnel  

Fees  of  Jurors  and  commis- 
sioners   

Travel  and  miscellaneous 
expenses 

Administrative  Office  of  the 
United  States  Courts 

Salaries  of  referees  (sp>eclal 
account)  

Expenses  of  referees  (special 
account)  

Total,    other    courts    and 
services 


5.240.000 

12.  369.  970 

3.875,000 

1.844.400 

S88,  000 

(1.068.750) 

(1.286.  i50) 


23.  517.  370 


Total,   title   n.   the   Judi- 
ciary     26.179.520 


Grand    total,   all    titles...   96.187.351 

PUBLIC     LAW     179 H      R.     S989,    DEPARTMENT    OF 

DEFENSE    APPROPRIATIONS    ACT 

A.  Appropriates  $34,371,541,000.  of  which 
$275,000  is  allocated  to  Independent  Agencies. 
$769,550,000  to  the  Department  of  Defense. 
$12,995,406,000  to  the  Department  of  the 
Army.  $9,438,310,000.  to  the  Department  of 
the  Navy,  and  $11,168,000,000  to  the  Depart. 
ment  of  the  Air  Force,  for  fiscal  1954.  Di- 
rects the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  give  small 
business  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
furnishing  of  commodities  and  services  fi- 
nanced with  funds  appropriated  hereunder. 
Prohibits,  with  certain  exceptions,  the  pur- 
chase of  nondomestlc  food,  clothing,  cotton, 
or  wool.  Contains  antistrlke  provisions, 
allows  the  employment  of  aliens,  and  pre- 
Ecribes  a  maximum  of  $50  a  day  for  p»yment 
to  certain  experts. 

B.  Items: 

Appropriations 

TITLE  I.  INDEPENDENT  AGENCIES 

National   Security  Council..  $$20,000 

National    Security    Training 

Commission 55.000 


Total,    title    I.     inde- 
pendent   agencies.. 


275. COO 
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A  ppropria  tion» — Continued 


TTTLX  n.    DEPAXTUKNT  OF 

Office  Of  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense: 

Salaries  and  expenses . 

Claims 

Retired  pay 

Contingencies . 

Emergency  fund 

Office  of  Public  Information. 

Court   of   Military   Appeals.. 

Reserve  tools  and  facilities — 


DXrCNSB 


$12,800,000 

6.000,000 

365.000,000 

75,000.000 

60.000.000 

450.000 

300.000 

250.  000.  000 


Total.  tUle  11.  Depart- 
ment of  Defense 


TTTLX   in.    DEPAITMENT   OF 

Military  personnel 

Maintenance  and  operations. 
Procurement     and      produc- 
tion  

Military  construction.  Army 
civilian   components 

Reserve  personnel  require- 
ments   

Army   National   Guard 

Research  and  development. _ 
National   Board   for   the  Pro- 
motion of  Rlfie  Practice.. 
Alaska    communication    sys- 
tem: Operation  and  main- 
tenance      

Civilian  relief  in  Korea 


769.  660.  000 

THE  AKMT 

4.708,859,000 
4,  343.  000.  000 

3.  224,  633.  000 

9.  094.  000 

85.  500.  COO 
210.035.000 
345,000.000 

100,000 


11,  185.000 
53.  000.  000 


Total,  title  III,  Depart- 
ment of  the  Army.. 


12.995.406.000 


TITLE    IV      DEPARTMENT    OF   THE    NAVT 

Military  personnel: 


Naval    Reserve ._ 

Navy  peiEonnel,  general  ex- 
penses  

Military  personnel.  Marine 
C<irp8 

M:litary     personnel.     Marine 

Corps   Reserve 

M.irine     Corps,     troops     and 

facilities. 

Mirine  Corps  prccurement .. 

Aircraft  and  facilities 

Aircraft  and  related  procure- 
ment   

Phips  and  laclUtles 

Construction  of  ships  (1948- 

51     prorrums  I 

Liquidation  of  contract  au- 

thoriziticin 

ShlpbutldlnK  and  conversion 

(1952   54  pruprams) 

Ordnance  and  facilities 

Ordnance  for  new  constru?- 
tion  (liquidit'on  of  con- 
tract   authorization) . 

Medical  care 

C.vU    enginecilng 

Military    construe tlnn.    Navy 

civilian   components 

Researc  h 

Servlcewlde  supply  and  fi- 
nance   

ServiLewlde  operations 

Naval   petroleum  reserves 

Total,  title  IV.  Depart- 
ment of  the  Navy 


2.541.000.  000 
63.300.000 

83.000.000 

738,000.000 

13,  800.  000 

195.000.  000 
151.  127.  (XK) 
943.000.000 

1.379.000.000 
896. 400,  000 

66,  700.  000 
70, 454. COO 

7?0.  000,  000 
8J4.000.OOJ 


10.  COO.  OM 

£3,  429.  t  03 

115.000.  OOJ 

30.  000.  OOO 
58.  600.  OOJ 

3C3. 500. 000 
104.  000,  COO 


9.  433.310,003 


TITLE  V     DrPARTMENT  OF  THE  AM  FORCE 

Aircraft  and  related  procure- 
ment       3,  495.000.  COO 

M;\ior      procurement      other 

than   aircraft 600,000.003 

Maintenance       and       opera- 
tions       3.  155.000.000 

Military     personnel     require- 
ments       3.  286,  000,  000 

Research  and  development..         440.000.000 

Reserve    personnel    require- 
ments   14,900,000 


Appropriation* — Continued 

Air  National  Guard $147, 100, 000 

Contingencies 31,000,000 


ToUl.  title  V.  Depart- 
ment of  tbe  Air 
Force 11,158,000,000 


ToUl.  all  titles,  regu- 
lar annual  appropri- 
ations  34.371.541.000 

PUBLIC   LAW    IBS. H.   R.    4S74.   DEPARTMENTS   OF 

STATE.     JT7STICE.     AND     COMMEKCE     APPIOPHIA- 
TIONS  ACr 

A.  Appropriates  $1,086,645,601  for  the  De- 
partments of  State.  Justice,  and  Commerce 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1954.  De- 
clares it  to  be  the  sense  of  Congress  that  the 
Communist  Chinese  government  should  not 
be  admitted  to  membership  In  the  United 
Nations  as  the  representative  of  China.  Pro- 
vides for  employment  of  experts.  Continues 
antlstrlke  provisions. 

B.  Items: 

Appropriations 

TITLE   I.   DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Salaries  and  expenses $50.  000.  (XK) 

Representation    allowances..  5(X).  000 

Foreign  Service  retirement 
and  disability  fund  (Inter- 
est)  

Emergencies  in  the  diplo- 
matic and  consular  service. 

Contrlbrtlons  to  Interna- 
tional   organizations 

Payment  to  the  Republic  of 
Panama 

Missions  to  International  or- 
ganizations  

International   contingencies. 

International  Boundary  and 
Water  Commlfsion.  Unit- 
ed States  and  M?xico: 

Salaries  and  expenses 

CXinstruction 

Operation      and      mainte- 
nance   

American  sections,  interna- 
tional  commifisions 


1.  000.  000 

29.614.787 

430,000 

1.  100.000 
1, OCO, COO 


500.000 
6,  600.  000 

900.000 


543.  8f.9 


Total,   title   I.   Depart- 
ment of  Slate 


92.  188.  676 


TITLE    n     DEPARTMENT    OF    JUSTICE 

Legal  activities  and  general 
administration : 

Genercl  administration, 
salaries  and  expenses 

General  legal  activities, 
ra'arles   and  expenses 

Antitrust  Division,  salaries 
and  expenses 

United  States  attorneys 
and  marbhals.  salaries 
and  ejpenses 

Fees  and  cxpen'-es  of  wit- 
nesses  

Claims  of  peiEcns  of  Japa- 
nese ancestry,  salaries 
and  expenses 


2.  495.  000 

10,  160.  000 

3.  500,  000 

14.000.000 
1.200.000 

225. COO 


Total,  legal  activities  and 
general  administra- 
tion     

Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion :  Salaries  and  ex- 
penses     

Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion Service:  Salaries  and 
expenses    

Federal   prison  system  :  ~ 

Bureau  of  Prisons,  salaries 

and  expenses 

Buildlnes  and  facilities 

Support   of   United   States 

prisoners 

Total.    Federal    prison 
system . 


31.580.000 


77.  000,  000 
42.  250.  000 


26.  386.  000 
190.000 

2. 475. 000 


28,  050.  000 


ilpproprtefton*— Continued 

Office  of  Alien  Property:  8al- 
arles  and  expenses  (trust 
funds) _ ($2,500,000) 


Total,  title  II,  Depart- 
ment of  Justice 


178,880,000 


TTTLX  m.    DKPASTMKirr  OF  COKMnCX 

Office  of  the  Secretary: 

Salaries  and  expenses 

Technical     and     scientific 
services 


1.  750,  000 


200.000 


Total.     Office 
Secretary.. 


of    the 


1,950.000 


Bureau  of  the  Census: 

Salaries  and  expenses .  6,  770,tX)0 

Census  of  business,  manu- 
factures and  agriculture.  1,  600,  000 
Census  of  business,  trans- 
portation, mantifacttu'es. 

and   mineral  industries. . 

Census  of  agriculture 


Total.   Bureau   of   the 
Census 


8.  270.  000 


Civil    Aeronautics    Adminis- 
tration : 

Salaries  and  expenses 

Air  navigation  facilities, 
establishment    of 

Technical  development 
and   evaluation 

Washington  National  Air- 
port: 
Maintenance  and  opera- 
tion   

Construction 

Federal -aid  airport  pro- 
gram (liquidation  of 
contract  authorization). 

A'aska  airports,  mainte- 
nance  and   operation... 

Air  navigation  develop- 
ment   

Total.    Civil    Aeronau- 
tics Administration. 
Civil      Aeronautics      Board: 
Salaries   and   exi>enses 

CcM&t  and  Geodetic  Survey: 

Salaries    and    expenses 

Construction  and  equip- 
ment of  geomagnetic 
station 

Total.  Coast  and  Geo- 
detic Survey 

Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Do- 
mestic Commerce: 
D?partmental  salaries  and 

expenses  

Field    office    service 


105,  000.  000 

7,000,000 

760,000 


1,350.000 
400,000 


22,  700,  000 

500.000 

1.085,000 

138,  786.  000 
3.750.000 

12.  000.  000 

750.000 

12.  760.  000 


2,  650.  000 
1.650,000 


Total.  Bureau  of  For- 
eign and  Domestic 
Commerce 


Maritime  activities: 

Ship  construction  (liqui- 
dation of  contract  au- 
thorization)   

Operating  differential  sub- 
sidies  

Salaries  and  expenses 

Maritime  training 

State   marine  schools 


4. 300.  000 


50.000.000 

20.000.000 

15, 600.  000 

3.  480,  000 

\«   890,000 


Total,  maritime  activi- 
ties          98,870,000 

Patent    Office:    Salaries   and 

expenses .  12,000,000 

Bureau  of  Public  Roads: 

Federal-aid  highways 475.  000.  000 

Forest    highways 16,000,000 

Inter- American    Highway.  1, 000,  000 


fi; 


M 

f,  6 
If 

Jr 
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^UTMUX   Of   Publle 

Oontlnuad 

AonMi  RMdi  (act  of  Sept. 

7,    IMO) 

Public  lands  blghwaya 
(ttquUtotloa  of  ecmtraot 
autbortaatton) 

IPlinliiw^tmi  of  srada 
croaslngB  (liquidation  of 
contact  authortaatlon) . 

Rama  Road,  mcaragxia... 


•5.600,000 

l.TSO.OOO 


2.aii.i 

1.000.000 


f  >i  ■ 


Total,  Bureau  of  Pub- 
Ue  Roada 601.  Ml.  025 


'■<t  , 


{• 


national  Bureau  of  Stand- 
ards: 

Operation  and  adminis- 
tration    1, 000, 000 

Reaaarcta  and  testing 3.000,000 

Radio     propagation     and 

standards 3, 000.  000 

Construction  at  labora- 
tories   440, 000 


Total,     National     Bu- 
reau of  Standards—  6, 440, 000 
Weather     Bureau :     Salaries : 

and   expenses 27, 000,  (MO 


J  ' 


Total  title  m.  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce. 


815,  678, 035 


'?a 


TTTLX  IV.  CORPCMUTIONS 

Federal     Prison     Indxistrles, 
Incorporated: 
Administrative      ezpensea 
(corporate  funds  limita- 
tion)  (377,000) 

Vocational      training      of 
prisoners         (corporate 

funds  IlmltaUon) (438.000) 

Inland  Waterways  Corpora- 
tion: Administrative  ex- 
penses (corixirate  funds 
limitation) ($480,000) 


:  -r 


Total,  title  IV,  cor- 
porate funds  limita- 
tions  


(1.285.000) 


i 


Orand  total  appro- 
priations, all  titles. 
Departments  of 
State.  Justice,  and 
Commerce 1,088.045,601 

PUBLIC  LAW  aOT — ^H.  B.   SJOO,  SUVrUOOXtTU, 
AmOPBUnOHS  act.  lBft4 

A.  Appropriates  $616,080,964  to  supply 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1954. 

B.  Items: 

AppropriatUmt 

CHAFTBB  X.  DISTRICT  OF  COLTTICBIA 

(Out  Of  revenues  of  the  District  of 
Coliunbla) 

Public  Welfare:  St.  Elizabeths 

Hospital.    1052 ($61,467) 

Settlement     of     claims     and 

suits,    1963 (34.234) 

Audited  claims.  1951  and  prior.  (56. 801 ) 


Total,  chapter  I.. 


(131,402) 


I 


CaAPTER  H.  T.anrSLATTVK  sbaitch 
Senate: 
Beneficiaries    of    deceased 

Senators 87.500 

Contingent  expenses  of  the 
Senate.    1063 60.000 


Total.   Senate.. 


,87.600 


Pi 


Houss      of      Representotlves: 

Beneficiary  of  deceased  Mon- 

bers _ 


25.000 


Appnpr1ation» — Ocmtlnued 
of  napresentatlves — Oon. 
OOntliigent  expenses  of  the 
House:  Stationery  (revolv- 
ing fund) , $800 


Total.  House  of  Repre- 

smtaUves 

Interparliamentary  Union   for 
1853 


Total,  chapter  n. 


26.800 
150,000 
266,300 


CHAFTXa  m.  OXPAXTMENT  Or  STATS 

International  information  and 

educational    activities 75,000,000 

Acquisition    and    construction 

of  radio  facilities 

International  Claims  Commis- 
sion   230.000 


Total.     Department     of 

^  State 75,  330,  000 


OKPABTIUEMT  0»  JTTSTICS 

Legal  activities  and  general  ad- 
ministration: Salaries  and 
expenses,  claims  of  persons 
of  Japanese  ancestry : 

1952 _ 

1953 

Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion   Serclce:    Salaries    and 

expenses.  1946  and  prior 

Federal  Prison  System:  Sup- 
port of  United  States  pris- 
oners. 1951 


4.  172.  696 
3,  900.  000 


14.  546 


11,000 


Total.      Department 
Justice 


of 


8,  098.  243 


DSPARTVKNT  OP  COMMERCX 

Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domes- 
tic Commerce:  Export  con- 
trol        4,  000,  OCO 

Maritime  Activities:  Operating 
differential   subsidies 35,000,000 


Total.     Department     of 

Commerce 39.  000.  COO 

■ -  a  ^ 

Total,  chapter  in 122.318,242 


CHAPTXI    IV.    TBXASXniT    DEPASTMKM'S 

Bureau    of    Internal    Revenue: 

Additional    income    tax    on 

railroads  in  Alaska,  1953 1,088 

U.    S.    Secret    Service:    White 

House    Police,    salaries    and 

expenses loo.  000 


Total,  Treasury  Depart- 
ment  . 

Ooremment  corporations: 
Export-Import       Bank       of 
Washington         (corporate 

funds  limitation) (1,116,000) 

Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration (ccK-poiate  funds 
limitation) (9, 


101.088 


I 


Total,  chapter  TV. 


500,000) 
101.088 


CHAPTXK  IV-A 

Department  of  Labor.  Bureau 
of  Employment  Security: 
Salaries  and  expenses,  Mexi- 
can farm  labor  program 

Department  of  Health,  Educa- 
tion, and  Welfare,  Office  of 
Blucatlon : 

Salaries  and  expenses 

Assistance    for    school    con- 
struction      70, 


100,000 
000,000 


Total.  Department  of 
Health.  Education, 
and   WMfare . 70. 100,  000 

Total,  chapter  rV-A 70,100,000 


Approjrriationa — Continued 

CHAPTXa    V.    DEPABTMXKT    OT    AOaiCULTUSa 

Production  and  Marketing  Ad- 
ministration :  Agricultural 
adjustment  programs $6,000,000 

;)       CRAPTTK  VI.      DEPAKTMZN'T  OV  ENTXKIOa 

National  Park  Service:  Man- 
agement and  protection .  83,  000 

Office  of  Territories: 

AdtnlnlstratiOD      of      Terri- 
tories   339, (X>0 

Trust    Territory   of    the    Pa- 
cific Islands 300,000 


Total,  chapter  VI. 


632,000 


CHAPTia   vn. 


ZXXC'UriVK    OPTICS    OF    THB 
PazSIOCNT 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 
President:  Expanses  of  man- 
agement  Improvement 

Council  of  Economic  Advisers. 

Committee  on  Retirement 
Policy  for  Federal  Personnel. 

Relief  and  rehabilitation  In 
Korea 

Emergency  migration 3.000.000 


600.000 
275.000 

225.000 


Total.    Executive    Office 
of    the    President 


4.000.000 


,200.000 

300.000 
600.000 

600.000 


Independent  oJIlcea: 

Civil     Service     Commission: 
Investigations    of     United 
States  citizens  for  employ- 
ment by  international  or- 
ganizations  

Commission  on  Foreign  Eco- 
nomic Policy,  salaries  and 
expenses 

Commission  on  intergovern- 
mental Relations,  salaries 
and  expenses 

Commission  on  Organization 
Of  the  Executive  Branch  of 
the  Government,  salaries 
and  expenses 

Small    Business    Administra- 
tion: 

Salaries   and   expenses 

Revolving   fund 

Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board :  Salaries  and  ex- 
j>enae3 

Total,  chapter  VII 


CHAPTER    Vin      MILrTART    CONSTXtlCTION 

Department  of  Defense: 

Department  of  the  Navy 

Department  of  the  Air  Force: 
Acquisition  and  construc- 
tion of  real  property 340l  776.  000 


a.  300 

000 

56, 000.  000 

150. 

Ci*^ 

63,  850. 

000 

Total,  chapter  VIIX 240,776.000 

CHAITXS    rx.    DEPARTMEirr    OF    DEpKNSS 

Department  of  the  Army,  civil 
functions:  Niagara  remedial 
works 1^  500.  000 


CHAPrra  X.  occuPATioif  paoox4MS 

Department  of  the  Army,  civil 
functions:  Government  and 
relief    In    occupied    areas 3|  100.  000 

Department  of  State:  Govern- 
ment in  occupied   areas 40,438.000 


Total,  chapter  X 43,538.000 


CHAPTa     XI.    KMEXCXNCT     AOENCIXS 

Executive  Office  of  the  Presi- 
dent: Office  of  Defense  Mo- 
bilization, salaries  and  ex- 
penses  3,750,000 


195^ 

A  pproprteftom»— Continued 

Independent  oOcee: 
Defense  transport  activities, 

salaries  and  expenses 

Economic  Stabilization  Agen- 
cy, salaries  and  expenses.. 

General  Services  Administra- 
tion: Emergency  operating 
ex()enses - 

Department  of  Commerce: 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  sal- 
aries and  expense* .  defense 
.priidurtlon    acllvU  es 

Department  of  the  interior: 
Office  of  the  S«<-r«t*ry.  sal- 
aries and  expense!!,  defense 
production    activities 
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$435,000 
1,200.000 

200,000 

4.300,000 

500.000 


Feileriil  Civil  Defense  Adminis- 
tration: 

Operations    8.  ?25.  000 

Federal     ctintrlbut  Inns 10.  500.  OCO 

E:nerirenr-v        supplies       and 

equipment 37.500.000 


Total,  Federal   Civil   De- 
fense Administration. 


46.  525.  000 


Total,  chapter  XI 55.800.000 

cnAPixa  111.    cLAiiis.  AUDrrm  ct.aims  and 

Jl'tCMINTS 

Claims    and    JudgmtnU 12.121.334 


Grand  total  . 


615.989.  964 


Jt^pntprimtiatu — Oonttnoed 


Special  eoonomic 

India  and  Pakistan .. 

Movement  of  migrants 

Multilateral  technical  coop- 
eration  

International  children's  vel- 
Xare  work 

Ocean  freight,  voluntary  re- 
lief  shipments 

Contributions  to  United  Na- 
tions Korean  Reconstruc- 
tion Agency 


Total, 
rity. 


Mutual    Secu- 


$7S.000.  000 
7.600.000 

9.500.000 

9.814.333 

1.580.  168 

50.  700.  000 
4.  531.507.000 


MILITARY    FAMILY    HOUSING 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California,  from  the 
comInitt^e  of  conference.  subinitt«l  a 
conference  report  on  the  bill  '  H.  R.  9924 ) 
to  provide  for  family  quarters  for  per- 
sonnel of  the  military  departments  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  and  their  de- 
pendents, and  for  other  purposes. 


PfBLIC  LAW  ai«  —  H     I     S3tl.   MtTt'AL  SECt'RrTT 
APPS0P1:lAT10N5  ACT 

A  Approprlfites  $4,531,507,000  for  mutual 
s*-curuy  for  the  fl8<  al  year  ending  June  30. 
1954  Requires  payments  to  any  1  engl- 
noerlns;  firm  on  any  1  project  In  excess  of 
f.\')000  be  reported  to  the  Committees  on 
Appropriations  at  least  twice  annually.  Pro- 
hibits the  use  of  fands  appropriated  here- 
ur.rter  for  payments  on  any  debt  of  any  for- 
ei>Tn  Riivernment  or  on  any  loan  made  to 
fuch  government  by  any  other  foreign  gov- 
ernment: prescribes  condition  of  payments 
to  European  Payments  Union  Directs  that 
at  least  50  percent  of  dcme«tlc  commodities 
pr<H'ured  hereunde"  be  transported  on  d<'>- 
mestic-flas  vessels  to  the  extent  such  vessels 
are  available  at  market  rates.  Continues 
antlj^trike  provlslors. 

B    Items: 

Apptopriations 

MtrrcAL  sxccarrT 
Mlitury  a8»l.«tance    Europe.   $1,860,000,000 
Military      assistance.      Near 
E.ist    and    Africa 

Militfiry  and  othtT  assist- 
ance. Asia  and  tfce  Pacific. 

Military  asslstanc*-.  Ameri- 
can Republics 

Mutual  defense  financing, 
Europe 

Mutual  defense  financing, 
Formosa   and   Indochlna.- 

Mutual  defense  financing, 
manufacturing  In  France. 

Mutual  defense  financlne, 
manufacturing  In  United 
Kingdom - 

Mutual  defense  financing, 
for  equipment.  «tc..  in  In- 
dochina   

Mutual  special  weapons 
planning 

Economic  and  technical  as- 
8i.<;tance,  Near  East  and 
Africa 

Economic  and  technical  as- 
sistance, defense  support, 
Asia  and  the  PaclQc 

Technical  assistance,  Amer- 
ican Republics 

Basic  materials  dt-velopment 

Special  economic  assistance. 

Near  East  and  Africa 147,000.000 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Record,  or  to  re- 
vise and  extend  remarks,  was  granted  to: 

Mr.  Hunter  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Berry  and  to  include  his  letter 
covering  the  new  tax  bill. 

Mr.  Oranaman. 

Mr.  Knox. 

Mr.  Hill  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in- 
clude a  report  on  how  the  drought  pro- 
pram  is  being  handled  by  the  Agriculture 
Department. 

Mr.  Porr. 

Mr.  WoLVERTON  in  two  instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 


270. 000.  coo 

1.035.  000.000 
15,000.000 

220.  000.  000 

84.  000.  000 

85.  000.  000 

85.000.  OOO 

400.000,000 
50.  000,  000 

S3,  792,  500 

51,278,001 

22.342.000 
19,000,000 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
sence was  granted  to  Mr.  Clardy  (at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Cede.iberg>.  for  Tuesday, 
August  17,  1954  and  Wednesday,  August 
18,  1954,  on  account  of  offlcial  business. 


&MB2.  An  act  for  tlss  nShtt  of 
ICarte  Zaanmollcr;  to  the  Onmmtttee  on 
Judldwy. 

S.  ae»4.  An  act  for  the  rcUef  of 
Bertram  Brennan:  to  tfae  Oaauntttec  on  %bm 
Judiciary. 

&  Sloe  An  act  to  modtty  the  act  of  Octo- 
ber 8.  1940  (54  Stat.  1030)  and  ttke  act  of 
July  24.  1»47  (61  Stat.  418).  vttb  raspact  to 
tbe  recoupment  of  certain  public  sdiool  con- 
struction costs  In  Minnesota:  to  the  OnmaalV- 
te«  on  Interior  and  Insxilar  Affairs. 

S  S238  An  act  for  tiie  relief  of  Johanna 
Scbmxi:  to  the  Committee  «i  the  Judiciary. 

S  SS62  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Oskar  Asa- 
monett:  to  tbe  Committee  on  U»e  Judiciary. 

S  3400  An  act  to  authorlae  the  Issuanos 
of  commemoratiTe  medals  to  certam  societies 
04  which  Benjamin  Franklin  was  a  member 
In  cbserrance  of  the  250tb  anniversary  of  his 
birth;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 


SENATE  BILLS  REFERRED 

Bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
titles  were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  ta- 
ble and.  under  the  rule,  referred  as  fol- 
lows : 

S.  239.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Prank  Goto;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe 
Judiciary. 

S.  884.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ernest  B. 
Sanders:  to  the  Committee  on  t>ie  Judiciary. 

S.  1042.  An  act  to  abolish  the  Ccmmisslon 
for  the  Enlarging  of  the  Capitol  Ground;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Worlts. 

S.  1342.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Irfan  Ka- 
war.  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  1343.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Barb;  to  the  (Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  1345.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  1504.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Rev.  Pang  Wha  11;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

S.  1892.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hildegarde 
Hiller;  to  the  CXjmmlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2115.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Oertraut 
HUdegarde  Marie  Hubinger  and  Franz  Hu- 
blnger;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2203.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andraous 
Jad  Suidan  and  Leonora  Yenovkian;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  fouxKl 
truly  enrolled  bills  of  the  House  of  the 
following  titles,  which  were  thereupoa 
signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H  R  8753  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949.  as  amended,  to  authorise  the  Admin- 
iFt rater  of  General  Services  to  establish  and 
cprrate  motor- vehicle  oools  and  systems 
and  to  provide  office  furniture  and  furnish- 
ings when  agencies  are  moved  to  new  loca- 
tions, to  direct  the  Administrator  to  report 
the  unauthorized  use  of  Government  motor 
vehicles,  and  to  authorise  tbe  United  States 
Civil  Service  Commission  to  regulate  opera- 
tors of  Government -owned  motor  vehicles, 
and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H  R  9982.  An  act  to  increase  by  S  percent 
the  rates  of  pension  payable  to  veterans  and 
their  dependents. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  sigma- 
ture  to  an  enrolled  bill  of  the  Senate  of 

the  following  title: 

S  3873  An  act  to  provide  survivor  bene- 
f.ts  for  widows  of  the  Chief  Justice  and  the 
Associate  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States. 


BILLS     AND     JOINT    RESOLUTIONS 
PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  this  day  present 
to  the  President,  for  his  approval,  bills 
and  joint  resolutions  of  the  House  of  the 
following  titles: 

H.  R.  669.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  D. 
Kymlnas: 

H.  R.  787.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  IsraH 
Ratsprecher  and  Maryse  Ratsprecher; 

H.  R.  803.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chrlst- 
akls  Modlnos; 

H.  804.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Enrtchetta 
F.  C.  Meda-Novara; 

H.  R.  818.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Un. 
Emma  Martha  Staack; 

H.  R.  868.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clrlaco 
Catlno; 

H.  R.  905.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frands- 
zek  Wolczek; 

H.  R.  950.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Panoola 
Panagopoulos: 

H.  R.  970.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Oeoc^ 
Economos; 

H.  R.  977.  An    act    for   the   relief   Oft 
Almee  Dutour  Rovzar; 

H.  R.  1171.  An   act  for  the  rcUsf  td. 
Wal-Jan  Low  Fong; 
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H.R.13M.  Aiiftetfor«wnltafdcaMV|lB» 
Cbtaui: 

H.  R.  1483.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jknm 
XUaiawth  Curler; 

H.  R.  1648.  An  act  f or  fbe  relief  of  Artlrar 
Neustedt  and  ICn.  Bmma  Neustadt; 

H.  R.  larr.  Ab  act  for  Um  relief  of  Un. 
Kathartna  Batke; 

H.  R  1843.  An  act  to  Inereaae  tiM  retired 
pay  of  certain  monbcri  of  the  former  Ught- 
hcnise  0*1  lice; 

H.  R.  1807.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Itts. 
Betty  B.  LeMay; 

H.  R.  1974.  An  aet  to  amend  the  third  par- 
agraph o^  aeetlOB  4.  chapter  1,  title  I,  of  the 
aet  entitled  "An  act  making  further  prorlsioo 
for  a  cItU  government  for  Alaeka.  and  for 
other  purpoeee."  approved  Jime  6,  1900  (31 
Stat.  823;  48  U.  S.  C.  eec.  101),  as  amended: 

H.  R.  1976.  An  act  to  amend  title  38,  United 
Statee  Code,  to  permit  the  registration  of 
Judgment!  in  or  from  the  District  Court  for 
the  Territory  of  /f'*Tlrr; 

H.  R.  3061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ito 
Ifarkulln; 

H.B.a324.  An  act  to  amend  the  Army- 
Navy  Medical  Serrloee  Corpe  Act  of  1947  (61 
Stat.  734).  a*  amended,  ao  as  to  authorise 
the  aiqimlntment  of  a  Chief  of  the  Medical 
Senrlec  Ccrpa  of  the  Navy,  and  for  othCT 


R.  R.  2368.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Vah- 
ram  Utuhofian: 

H.  R.  3*69.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Vetch,  also  known  as  Oulseppe  Veic; 

EL  R.  3636.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Olga' 
AUtU: 

H.  R.  9664.  An  aet  for  the  relief  of  Slsi^ers 
liinda  Salerno,  Lulglana  C.  Cairo.  AnUmietta 
Implerl,  Anna  Impieri.  Roelna  Scariato.  lo- 
landa  Oaglianone.  Maria  Aaeunta  Searamus- 
ao.  Itanoesehlna  Oauteroeei.  and  Tllomena 
Ijiplnaflfii; 

H.  R.  2798.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mlyqko 
Nagare; 

H.  R.  3848.  An  aet  to  anthorixe  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  inveetigate  and  re- 
port to  the  Congress  on  the  conservation,  ile- 
velopment.  and  utilization  of  the  irrigation 
and  raelanaatlon  resources  of  the  Waimanalo. 
Oahu;  Walmea,  laiand  of  Hftlmii.  and-Mblo- 
kal  projects.  Territory  of  Hawaii; 

H.R.2874.  An  act  to  confer  Jtirlsdlction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  deter- 
mine, and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim 
of  ICary  K.  Reynolds,  as  successor  In  Interest 
to  the  Colonial  Realty  Co.; 

H.  R.  3879.  An  aet  to  stay  deportation  pro- 
ceedings on  Juan  OnaUvia; 

H.  R.  2901.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tokuko 
Kotiayaahi.  and  her  minor  son; 

H.R.3116.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Diml- 
tra  Makhavitakl; 

H.  R.  3138.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alex- 
ander Hahn  and  Siizsmne  Hahn; 

H.  R.  8144.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ellas  T. 


H.  R.  3338.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Danlca 
Maria  Vavrova; 

H.  R.  3344.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carmen 
Salvador  and  her  daughter.  Ruby  Salvador: 

H.  R.3419.  An  act  to  authorl2se  a  $50  per 
capita  payment  to  members  of  the  Red  Lake 
band  of  Chippewa  Indians  from  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  timber  and  liunber  on  the  Red 
liSke  Reeervatlon; 

H.R.3444.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  TdM 
Taeko; 

H.R.  3616.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Klco- 
letta  Dl  Donato: 

H.R.3677.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Paollna  (Angela  Dl  Franco) ; 

H.  B.  3758,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Babette 
Mueller  Esposlto; 

H.  R.  3866.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Agrlpplna  (Agrlpplna  Palermo).  Sister  Bat- 
.  tlstlna  (Franceschlna  Serpa) .  Sister  Hnm^nft 
(Angela  lolanda  MorelU),  Sister  Francea- 
chlna  (Maria  Caruso),  and  Sister  Bruna 
(Oluseppina  De  Caro); 


H.  B.  4060.  An  Mt  for  the  reUtf  ot  Mlra 
Tftlllnl  Napoteona; 

H.RI.43XS.  An  aet  to  authorise  wofks  fbr 
devalopBaent  and  furnishing  of  wat^r  sup- 
plies for  waterfowl  management.  Centml  Val- 
ley project.  California,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.R.4S30.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Dr. 
Orlando  Artuso  and  family; 

H.R.4371.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  June 
Ann  Sakural; 

H.  R.  4630.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  l«atale 
Joseph  Jbhn  Rattl: 

H.  R.  4690:  An  act  to  provide  for  the  erec- 
tion of  appropriate  markms  in  niitional 
cemeteries  to  honor  the  memory  of  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces  missing  In  action; 

H.  R.  4721.  An  act  to  provide  that  ttoe  ex- 
cess-land provisions  of  the  Federal  reclama- 
tion laws  shall  not  apply  to  lands  in  the 
Owl  Creek  unit  of  the  Missouri  Basin  project; 

H.  R.  4740.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kaoru 
Toshioka: 

H.  R.  4881.  An  act  to  amend  the  Canal  Zone 
Code  in  reference  to  the  sm-vlval  of  things 
in  action: 

H.  R.  4059.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mtthlttln 
Etchuer: 

H.  B.  4998.  An  act  for  the  relief  c*  Paul 
Frkovlch; 

H.  R.  6072.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Oarmen 
DXHtavlo.  also  known  as  Cameron  DtJttavlo; 

H.  R.  5077.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sophia 
Maaaopouloe; 

H.  B.  5314.  An  act  to  extend  the  coverage 
of  the  Servicemen's  Indemnity  Act  to  mem- 
bers of  the  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps 
when  ordered  to  active  training  duty  for 
periods  In  excess  of  14  days: 

H.  R.  5340.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tiber. 
Ssuzsa  (Susanne).  and  Judith  Eauer; 

H.  R.  5364.  .An  act  for  the  relief  of  Llborlo 
Ouldo  Rutlllo; 

H.  R.  5443.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eva 
Lo  winger: 

H.  R.  5639.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edel- 
traud  Kamberg  Douglass; 

H.  R.  5816.  An  act  for  the  relief  at  Mrs. 
Carldad  Rosa  Avlla  Leyva  de  Ernest; 

H.  R.  5823.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Evan- 
thla  Demetrloe  Makrozonarl; 

H.  R.  5832.  An  act  to  authorize  the  com- 
missioner of  public  lands  of  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  to  sell  public  lands  to  certain  lessees, 
permittees,   and   others; 

H.  R.  6944.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alberto 
Ugo  Landry: 

H.  R.  5997.  Ah  act  to  enable  the  Legisla- 
ture Of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  autihorlze 
the  Issuance  of  general -obligation  bonds, 
the  proceeds  thereof  to  be  used  for  veterans' 
mortgagee: 

H.  R.  6026.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Ger- 
trude O.  Heinz; 

H.  H.  6113.  An  act  to  amend  title  18  of  tha 
United  States  Code,  so  as  to  Increase  the 
penalties  applicable  to  the  smugglttos  of 
goods  Into  the  United  States: 

H.  R.  6127.  An  act  to  amend  the  att  en- 
titled "An  act  to  create  a  Board  for  the 
Condemnation  of  Insanitary  Bulldlags  In 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  pur- 
pooes,"  approved  May  1,  1906,  as  amended, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  6223.  An  act  to  amend  section  87 
of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3, 
1916,  as  amended  (32  U.  S.  C.  47),  to  relieve 
the  States  from  accountability  and  pecuni- 
ary liability  for  property  lost,  damaged,  or 
destroyed  except  in  cases  where  It  shall 
appear  that  the  loss,  damage,  or  destrvctlon 
of  the  property  was  due  to  carelessness  or 
negligence  or  could  have  been  avoided  by 
the  exercise  of  reasonable  care; 

H.  R.  6358.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law 
410,  78th  Congress,  with  regard  to  compen- 
sation for  overtime,  Sunday,  and  holiday 
work  of  emi^oyees  of  the  United  States  Pub- 
lic Health  Service.  Foreign  Quarantine  Divi- 
sion; 


H.  R.  6380.  An  act  to  extend  temporarily 
the  rights  of  priority  of  nationals  of  Japan 
and  certain  nationals  of  GermaiSy  with  re- 
spect  to   application   for  patents; 

H.  R.  6367.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nobu 
Nogava  Nltta; 

H.  R.6393.  An  act  granting  %%•  consent 
and  approval  of  Congress  to  aa  Interstate 
forest  fire  protection  compact; 

H.  R.  6414.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Barbara 
Pator  Allen; 

H.  R.  e.ssa.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  B^terina 
Fella  Belluccl; 

H.  R.  6658.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  lands  by  tbe  United 
States  to  the  county  of  Cumberland,  State 
of    North    Carolina,    without    remuneration; 

H.  R.  6855.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Elisabeth  Metzlng  Rink; 

H.  R.  6885.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of 
Joint  Resolution  12  enacted  by  the  25th  Leg- 
islature of  the  Territory  of  Hawiall,  In  the 
regular  session  of  1949,  and  approved  by  the 
8l8t  Congress  of  the  United  Statee  of  Ameri- 
ca at  the  second  session  (Public  Law  746, 
ch.  833) ; 

H.  R.  6886.  An  act  to  ratify  and  confirm 
sections  5  and  6  of  Act  254  and  Act  280  of 
the  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii,  1963,  and  to  au- 
thorize the  Lssuance  of  certain  public  im- 
provement bonds  by  the  Territory  of  Hawaii; 

H  R.  6983.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Elizabeth  Sanchez  Y.  Moreno; 

H.  R.  6956.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margers 
NuUe-Slecenlcks; 

H.  R.  6987.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Gene 
C.  Szutu  and  Florence  C.  Szutu; 

H.  R.  7041.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wal- 
truade  Elsa  Solleder; 

H.  R.  7051.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary 
George  Solomon; 

H.  R.  7088.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Cazzato; 

H.  R.  7131.  An  act  to  repeal  a  limitation  on 
pay  of  certain  officers  of  the  Navy; 

H.  R.  7138.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rosa 
Marie  Adelheld  Herok: 

H.  R.  7140.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
A.  Duval; 

H.  R.  7145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anne- 
Uere  Ca tail  no; 

H  R.  7150  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thora 
June  Grumbles; 

H.  R.  7152.  An 
Van  den  broeck; 

H.  R  7221.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  A-ders 
Taranger; 

H.  R  7251  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  transfer  to  Vernon  F. 
Parry,  the  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  the 
United  States.  In  foreign  countrlest  In  and  to 
a  certain  Invention; 

H.  R.  7334.  An  act  to  authorUe  certain 
property  tranfactlons  in  Cocoll,  C.  Z..  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7398.  An  act  to  repeal  the  require- 
ment of  section  3921  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
that  postmasters  report  to  the  Postmaster 
General  failure  to  cancel  postage  ttamps; 

H  R.  7399  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
postage-due  stamps  for  philatelic  purposes; 

H.  R.  7411.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Esterlee  Hutzler  Weinhoeppel; 

H  R.  7451.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Erlka 
Jette  Lavery; 

H.  R.  7460.  An  act  to  pay  Warren  P.  Hoover 
for  services  rendered  the  Army  of  the  United 
States; 

H.  R.  7486.  An  act  to  amend  section  1071 
of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  relating  to 
the  concealing  of  persons  from  arrest,  so  as 
to  Increase  the  penalties  therein  provided ; 

H.  R.  7494.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eliza- 
beth Forster  Austin; 

H.  R.  7508.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James 
Dore,  Jr.; 

H.  R.  7517.  An  act  to  enable  the  Iieglslature 
of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  authorize  the 
city  and  county  of  Honolulu,  a  municipal 
TOrporatlon,  to  Issue  public  Improvement 
bonds; 


act  for  the  relief  of  Joaef 


195^. 


H.  R.7S18.  An  act  to 
of  the  Territory  of  BawaU  to 
city  and  county  of  Honolulu,  a  municipal 
corporation,   to   tmv»   pabOe   tanproTenant 

bonds: 

H.  R.  7S68.  An  act.  to  anthortne  and  direct 
the  Farm  Loan  Board  of  Hawaii  to  oonwy 
certain  land  and  tot  ratify  and  eunliim  cer- 
tain acts  of  said  Farm  Loem  Board: 

H  R-  7689.  An  ad  to  authorlm  the  remo>ral 
of  a  restrictive  or>vcnant  on  land  patent 
No.  9638.  tsBoed  t»  the  board  of  the  Ha- 
waiian Brangrilcal  Assoetatlon  on  Janxiary 
18.  1929.  and  corertiig  tats  5  and  6  of  Watmea 
town  Iota,  situated  ta  the  county  of  Kauai. 
T  H: 

H  R.  7SM.  An  art  for  the  relief  of  Angela 
Marie  Boyer  ( nee  Itenlaaeck ) : 

H  a.  7593.  An  acn  for  the  relief  of  TheresU 
Probst  Uhl: 

H  R  7606  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mlctiacl 
Henry  La  Fleur; 

H  R  7612.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Knrioo 
Ir.trarsla: 

H  R  7638  An  art  for  the  reUcf  of  Mrs. 
Adr:ana  M  T^uye^^i  Areta; 

H  R.  7639.  An  airt  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Ruth  Gruachka  Krug: 

H  R  7S35.  An  act  for  tbc  relief  of  MartU 
I'.n-.&rt  Tlmonen.  MaJ-Lla  Ttmonsn.  and  M&r)a 
Ttmonen: 

H  R  7761.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John 
Levru  Pvles.  Jr.: 

H  R.  7807.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Helna 
Gerhard  Rolappe: 

H.  R.  7924.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Oluseppt 
C>mentl: 

H  R  7935.  An  art  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Dina  MlanulU  (net  Krataer): 

H  R  7945    An   a<-t    for   the   relief   of   Bart 
Blaak    (formerly  Joluinnes  J.   M.  Gljsbenr. 
H  R  7967.  An  a>.>t  for  the  relief  of  Roger 
Feghall; 

H  R  8006.  An  act  to  autboriae  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  issue  patents  for  cer- 
tain lands  In  Wisconsin  bordering  upon  In- 
land lakes  or  rivers: 

H  R.  8034.  An  a<-t  for  the  IncorporaUon  of 
U.e  £^>ns  of  Union  Veterans  of  the  Civil  War; 
H  R  8036.  An  act  to  authorize  the  convey- 
ance to  the  Hot  Springs  School  District 
and  to  Garland  County.  Ark.,  for  school  and 
for  ether  public  purposes,  of  certain  land 
originally  donated  to  the  United  SUtes  and 
Fituaied  In  Hot  Springs  NaUonal  Park. 
Ark  .  and  for  other  purposes: 

H  R  8041.  An  aiTt  to  provide  benefits  under 
the  laws  administered  by  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
minUtratlon  baarid  upon  servioe  in  the 
Women's  Army  Auxiliary  Corps  under  oertain 
conditions: 

H  R  8066.  An  net  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Gertrud  Eckerl  Strickland; 

H  R  8115.  An  art  for  the  relief  of  Tannovis 
Eftephan; 

H  R  8146.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Palmlna 
SRiarrelll   (nee  Lcttanslo): 

H  R.  8155.  An  ikct  to  continue  untU  the 
close  of  June  30.  1955,  the  suspension  of 
duties  and  Import  taxes  on  metal  scrap,  and 
for  other  puropees: 

H  R.  8180.  An  tJet  to  increase  the  amount 
of  Federal  aid  to  State  or  Territorial  bOmes 
for  the  support  ct  disabled  soldiers,  sailors, 
end  airmen  of  ttM  United  Statee; 

H.  R.  8239.  An  act  for  the  reUet  of  Fang 
Ping  Wah  (also  known  as  Reginald  Ping  Wah 
Fung)  and  hU  wUe.  Ftmg  Wal-Tln  Li  (also 
known  as  Doria  Fung): 

H.  R.  8334.  An  set  for  the  relief  of  Helmut 
C^ermak  and  Has  a  Cermak; 

H.  R.  8365.  An  :tct  to  confirm  the  authority 
of  the  Secretary-  of  the  Interior  to  issue 
patents  In  fee  to  allotments  of  lands  of  the 
Mission  IndlaoM  in  tlM  State  of  Callfcmia 
prior  to  the  explratian  of  the  trust  period 
specified  in  the  act  of  January  12.  1891.  ■■ 
amended: 

H.  R.  8384.  An  act  to  authoriae  the  Secre- 
tary  of   the   Int«xiar  to  construct,  (^iterate. 
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H.  &  aSOL  Aa  art  to  prcnrtdc  for  the  oon- 
veyaaoe  of  oanaUtn  land  tn  Somter  County. 
OSk.  to  the  Amertcus  and  Sumtar  County 
Ctiamlwg  ot  Oommeroe: 

H  R-tsao.  An  act  to  provide  for  tlie  to- 
clUBlOB  of  the  Alnswonn.  Lavaca  Fteta. 
Mlrege  Plats  extension,  and  Oltelll  tmpa- 
tloB  daeatopmenta  In  the  Missouri  River 
Basta  project: 

H.  R.  aSlD.  Aa  art  to  anthortae  tn*  Secre- 
tary of  t&e  Nary  to  disfvise  of  certain  nn- 
oooopletad  naval  vesacls,  and  for  other  pur- 


H.  R.  8694.  An  art  to  amex^  section  SS 
of  the  Organic  Act  of  Ouam; 

H.  R.  8658.  An  act  to  amend  Utle  18. 
UnlWd  States  Code,  to  provide  for  tne  pun- 
tslunent  of  persons  wbo  Jump  ball; 

H.  &.  8736.  An  act  to  suthortae  the  Is- 
suance of  a  land  pstent  to  certain  public 
landa.  situate  In  the  county  of  Kauai.  T.  H, 
for  school  jHirposs  t; 

H.  B.  8821.  An  act  to  autboriae  the  ex- 
change of  lan<ls  acquired  by  the  United 
Suites  for  the  Catoctin  recrcauonai  demon- 
stratton  area.  Frederick  County.  Md..  for 
the  purpose  of  oonsol  ids  ting  Federal  hold- 
ings therein; 

H.  R.  8897.  An  act  to  atrtborlae  and  direct 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  transfer  40 
acres  of  land  in  the  Northern  Cheyenne 
Indian  ReecrvaUon.  Mont.,  to  Scbool  Distrtct 
No.  6.  Rosebud  County,  Moot.; 

H.  R.  8821.  An  act  to  sstabllsh  the  rate  of 
oompcnaation  for  tbe  po&ltlon  of  the  General 
Counsel  of  the  Department  of  Commerce: 

H.  R.  9000.  An  act  to  Integrate  the  Judge 
Advocate's  promotion  list  with  that  of  the 
Army  to  icstoie  lost  seniority  and  grade. 
and  (or  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9000.  An  act  to  provide  Increases 
In  the  monthly  ratea  of  compeasatton  ftay- 
able  to  certain  veterans  and  their  depend- 
ents; 

H.  R.  91?4.  An  act  to  prov'.de  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  owned  by  the  Fed- 
eral Ooremment  near  Vlcksburg.  Miss.,  to 
Vicksburg.  Miss.; 

H.  R.  8336.  An  act  to  antend  tbc  Federal 
Credit  Union  Act.  as  amended: 

H.  R.  9302.  An  act  to  permit  retired  mem- 
bers of  tiM  uniformed  eert-lces  to  revoke 
elections  made  under  the  Uniformed  Serv- 
ices Conttogency  Option  Act  of  1953  In 
certain  cases  where  the  elections  were  made 
because  of  nuithematlcal  errors  or  misin- 
formation; 

H.  R.  9336.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mari- 
anne Qeymeler; 

H.  R.  8390.  An  act  to  extend  certain  clvU- 
lan-intomee  and  prisoner-of-war  benefita 
under  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1918.  as  amend- 
ed, to  civilian  internees  and  American  pris- 
oners of  war  captured  and  held  during  the 
hoetUitles  in  Korea; 

H.  R.9406.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  real  property  to  the  town 
of  Beaufort.  N.  C: 

H.  R.  8583.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  diapo- 
altion  of  surplus  personal  property  to  the 
Territorial  government  of  Alaska: 

H.  R.9S84.  An  act  to  protect  the  rights  of 
Tnsarli  of  the  United  States  on  the  high  seas 
and  in  territorial  waters  of  foreign  countries: 
H.  R.  9630.  An  act  to  suthorlze  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Intorlor  to  execute  an  amenda- 
tory oontraet  with  the  Black  Canyon  Irriga- 
tion District,  Idaho,  and  for  other  purposes; 
H.B.96T1.  An  act  lor  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Uaag  Nun  Wang  and  his  wife  and  child, 
Fa-^ii  Ltng  Wang  and  Eileen  Wang. 

H.  R.  9678.  An  act  to  promote  the  security 
M»tf  foreign  policy  ot  the  United  States  by 
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H.R.9814.  Aa  aet  aa 

H  R  801    An  act  to 
88  ot  ttee  UBttad 
H.R.aaBL  Ani 

dataoD  of  the  r^&eni 

a.R.1 
ing  education  and  training 
tain   reixraas   to  fXt»Twl   the 
which  such  bcnefita  may 

H  R  SM8.  An  act  to 
tarr  of  the  Interior  to 
Tory  coctrart  witn  Amertoaa  Falls 
Dlstnrt  Mo  L  Rtabo.  and  fo 

H  J  Res  257.  Joint  reaotutton  suttMrtalng 
the  President  to  ixivite  the  Statee  or  tbe 
Union  and  forelKB  cocntilsa  to  partlctpato 
In  the  Ftrst  latematlaoal  Inatruiacnt  Ooa- 
gress  anl  Bcposttton  to  be  bcM  to_PtiQa8e|- 
phla.  Pa.,  froa  *anHsib>f  IS  to 
SV  1954: 

H  J  Res  356.  Joint 
the  erection  of  a  memorial  gift  from  ttie  pao- 
p>  cf  the  Netherlands; 

H  J  Bea.  580.  Joint  readuttaB  to  autltartte 
the  Oommiasioacn  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bis  to  pro(nul«:ate  special  re^itElations  for  tba 
period  of  tn«  American  Legion  MaUooal  Ooa- 
venUon  of  1954.  to  autiMirlae  tha  granting  of 
oertain  permits  to  the  Amcrtcsn  hi0(m  19M 
Convention  Corp.  on  the  oceaston  of  suck 
conrenilon  and  for  other  purposes: 

H  J  Res  S61.  Joint  lasolutlon  to  aatbortae 
tbc  quartering  la  public  taulldiavi  ta  tba 
Dtotrlct  oc  Columbia  of  troops  parttalpattac 
in  activities  retatad  to  tba  Amertoaa  I^iftoa 
Nstional  Conventtaa  or  I8S4:  and 

H  J  Res^  SS8.  Jotat  reaolutloa  deslgnattac 
the  period  rram  October  11  to  October  16.  In- 
clusive. 1954.  SS  NaUoaal  Nuns  Week. 
On  August  IT: 

H  R  9962.  An  act  to  lacraaae  by  S  pcreent 
the  rates  of  pension  payable  to  veterans  and 
their  dependenta:  and 

H.  R.  9996.  Aa  act  for  the  relief  of 
Kllaa  Batney. 


THE  LATE  HONORABLE  PAUL  W. 
SHAFER,  RiPRESENTATTVE  FROM 
THE  STATS  OF  ICCHTQAN 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognises 
the    gentleman    from    Michigan    llti. 

WOLCOTTl. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  ^jeaker,  it  comes 
my  sad  duty  to  announce  to  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  to  the  country  the 
passing  of  a  very  dear  friend  and  col- 
league. Hon.  Paul  W.  SHsm.  a  Member 
of  Congress  from  Michigan,  from  Battle 
Creek.  ^ 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  understand  a  great 
many  Members  will  want  to  speak  nn  the 
life  and  attainments  of  our  late  col- 
league, and  I  understand  tiiat  eulogies 
will  be  conducted  tomoirow. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  this  time  I  offer  a 
resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (H.  Res. 
708),  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  House  has  heard  witB 
profound  sorrow  of  the  death  of  Hon.  PauL 
W.  Shat^  a  Bepreeentatlve  from  the  Stato 
of  Michigan. 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  35  Membera 
of  the  House  with  such  Members  of  tha 
Senate  as  may  be  joined  he  appointed  to 
attend  the  funeral. 

Resolved,  That  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  tha 
House  be  authorised  and  directed  to  taka 
sucb  steps  as  may  bs  neceesary  for  cairytng 
out  the  provisions  of  these  resolutkms  aa« 
that  the  neceesary  expenses  in  oonneotloa 
therewith  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund 
of  the  House. 
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EetohMA,  That  tli«  Clerk  oommunleate 
tlicaa  rewdutions  to  Uie  Senate  and  transmit 
a  eop7  UMvectf  to  the  Xamily  oC  the  deoeaaed. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  an- 
nounce the  Member!  of  the  funeral  com- 
mittee tomorrow. 

The  Cleric  will  report  the  remainder 
of  the  resolution. 

The  Clark  read  as  follows: 

Xtetotved.  That  as  a  further  mark  of  re- 
spect, the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


ADJOURNICENT 

Accordingly  (at  6jD'clock  and  3  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until 
tomorrow,  Wednesday.  August  18,  1954r 
at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  execu- 
tive communications  were  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  fol- 
lows: 

1820.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  Foreign 
Operations  Administration,  transmitting  the 
10th  report  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  on  the  administration  of  the  Tugo- 
■lav  emergency  reUef  assistance  program, 
pursuant  to  section  e  of  Public  Law  897, 
8lBt  Congress  (the  Tugoslat  Kknergency  Re- 
lief Assistance  Act  of  1960)  (H.  Doc.  No. 
493);  to  thei  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1830.  A  tetter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  certi- 
fying that  an  adequate  soU  survey  and  land 
classification  has  been  made  of  the  lands  to 
be  served  by  the  Sden  project.  Wyoming, 
under  the  change  In  development  plan,  and 
that  the  lands  to  be  Irrigated  are  siuceptible 


to  the  production  of  agricultural  cfops  by 
means  of  irrigation,  pursuant  to  Public  Law 
173,  S3d  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

1881.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  S«cretary 
o«  the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  dratft  of  a 
proposed  biU  entitled  "A  bill  to  per»ilt  na- 
tional banks  to  make  20-year  reat-eatate 
loans  and  9-month  construction  lonois";  to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

1832.  A  letter  from  the  Commissioner,  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service.  De- 
partment of  Justice,  transmitting  copies  of 
orders  granting  the  applications  for  perma- 
nent residence  filed  by  the  subjects,  pursu- 
ant to  Bection  4  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act 
of  1948,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

1833.  A  letter  from  the  Commlssloaer.  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service,  De- 
partment of  Justice,  transmitting  copies  of 
orders  suspending  deportation  as  well  as 
a  list  of  the  persons  Involved,  pursuant  to 
Public  Law  863,  80th  Congress,  amending 
subsection  (c)  of  section  19  of  the  Immi- 
gration Act  of  February  5.  1917,  as  amended 
(8  U.  S.  C.  155  (c));  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

1834.  A  letter  from  the  Commlssloaer,  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service.  De- 
partment of  Justice,  transmitting  copies  of 
orders  suspending  deportation  as  wtll  as  a 
list  of^  the  persons  involved,  pursuant  to 
section  244  (a)  (1)  of  the  Immigration  and 
.Nationality  Act  of  1952  (8  U.  8.  c.  1254  (a) 
(1));    to  the   Committee   on   the   Judiciary. 

1836.  A  letter  from  the  Commissioner,  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Servlte,  De- 
partment of  Justice,  transmitting  copies  of 
orders  suspending  deportation  as  well  as  a 
list  of  the  persons  involved,  pursuant  to 
section  344  (a)  (5)  of  the  Immlgratton  and 
NationaUty  Act  of  1953  (8  U.  8.  C.  1$54  (a) 
(6) ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judltiary. 


Clerk  for  printing  and  referemce  to  the 
proper  calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  DONDERO:  Committee  on  Public 
Works.  8,  3744.  An  act  to  change  the  name 
of  Oavlns  Point  Reservoir  bach  of  Oavlns 
Point  Dam  to  Lewis  and  Clark  Lidce:  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2667).  {ief erred  to 
the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  8CHENCK:  Committee  on  House  Ad» 
ministration.  House  Resolution  702.  Reso- 
lution authorizing  the  printing  of  additional 
copies  of  the  report  on  Communist  aggres- 
sion by  the  Soviet  Union;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2668).  Ordtred  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California:  Committee 
of  conference.  H.  R.  9924.  A  blU  to  provide 
family  quarters  for  personnel  of  the  mili- 
tary departments  of  the  Department  of  De- 
fense and  their  dependents  an4  for  other 
purposes  (Rept.  No.  2869).  Ordered  to  be 
printed. 


ON 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  O^  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xin.  reports 
of   committees   were   delivered   to   the 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows:  | 

By  Mr.  BRAY: 
H  R.  10259.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Toung 
Bae  Kim  and  Susie  H.  Kim;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOLTZMAN  (by  request) : 
H.  R.  10260.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Andre 
Rlchardot;    to  the  Committee  oa   the  Judi- 
ciary. 

H  R.  10261.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Zsuzsanna  (Suzanne)  Szekely;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  10262.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ezra 
Chltayat;  his  wife,  Violet;  and  tbelr  daugh- 
ters. Georgette  and  Linda;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By   Mr.   RHODES  of   Arizona    (by   re- 
quest) : 
H.  R.  10263.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lee  P^y 
Pan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
By  Mr    WALTER: 
H.  R.  10264.  A   bill   for  the  relief  of  Paul 
Skuntz;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


EXTENSIONS    OF    REMARKS 


CoBfressBuui  Himter  Reports  on  Farm 
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OF 


HON.  OAKLEY  HUNTER 

OFCAUrOBIIU 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPREBENTATIVB8 

Tuesday ,  August  17, 1954 

Mr.  HUNTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  with  Jiie 
ending  of  the  second  and  last  session  of 
the  83d  Congress,  I  am  happy  for  this 
opporti«iity  to  present  to  the  Members 
^  of  the  House  and  the  people  of  my  dis- 
'  trict.  a  summary  of  the  accomplishments 
of  this  Congress  and  the  administration 
in  the  field  of  agriculture  and  related 
matters,  with  special  emphasis  on  such 
accomplishments  as  are  of  particiilar  In- 
terest to  the  State  of  California. 

Representing,  as  I  do,  one  of  the  most 
productive  and  diversified  agricultural 
areas  in  the  United  States.  I  am  vitally 
interested  In  the  welfare  of  American 
farm  families  and  in  our  Nation's  farm 
program.  It  is  fortunate,  indeed,  that 
having  such  an  interest.  I  have  had  the 


pleasure  and  honor  of  serving  as  chair- 
man of  the  California  Delegation  Agri- 
cultural Committee  and  serving  alao,  as  a 
member  of  the  House  Subcommittee  on 
Agricultural  Appropriations.  i 

APPaOFKIATIONS  f 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  appro- 
priations bill  for  the  fiscal  year  com- 
mencing July  1,  1954.  and  ending  June 
30,  1955,  includes  direct  annual  appro- 
priations for  regular  activities  of  $723  - 
683,150-45,287,752  more  than  last  year 
and  nearly  $25  million  more  than  re- 
quested by  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture. 

An  additional  $10  million  was  appro- 
priated for  agricultural  research  pro- 
grams and  State  experiment  stations. 
Funds  for  the  Agricultural  Extension 
Service  were  also  increased  by  more  than 
$8  million.  I  am  proud  to  have  spear- 
headed the  move  in  the  House  to  appro- 
priate more  adequate  funds  for  resiearch 
and  education. 

Congress  also  authorized  an  agricul- 
tural consefvation  program  at  a  lefvel  of 
$250  million  for  the  coming  yeal".  This 
is  $55  mllUon  more  than  the  preceding 
year.    The  additional  $55  million  is  to  be 


used  for  conservation  paymentjs  on  acre- 
age diverted  from  production  of  basic 
commodities  because  of  acreage  allot- 
ments. 

MOVXS  TO   HALT  PRICK  OMO^S 

When  the  83d  Congress  convened  in 
January  1953.  and  the  Eisenhower  ad- 
ministration took  ofBce,  farm  prices  had 
been  declining  for  2  years.  Prices  re- 
ceived by  farmers  had  dropped  15  per- 
cent between  February  1951,  and  Jan- 
uary 1953.  This  sharp  rate  of  decline 
has  been  stopped,  and  prices  have  leveled 
off  and  become  relatively  stable. 

Among  moves  to  protect  farmers'  in- 
comes were,  first,  the  elimination  of  price 
controls  imposed  by  the  previous  admin- 
istration, and.  second,  the  inauguration 
of  Federal  programs  to  help  farmers  hold 
their  products  off  the  market  while  prices 
recovered  from  temporary  slumps  be- 
cause of  oversupply.  Included  ia  this 
second  category  are  such  things  as 
drought  assistance,  farm  credit,  stor- 
age facilities,  disposal  abroad  of  accumu- 
lated surpluses,  price  supports,  and  other 
programs. 

On  January  23,  1953.  Just  3  days  after 
President  Eisenhower  took  th*  oath  as 
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President,  a  Houae  Agiieaitan 
mittee  began  an  iCTrttcatton  of  Uvestock 
problons.  The  subeoaamlttae  reported 
that  price  oontroit  on  beef  were  injuring 
farmers  by  interferlnc  with  the  ottlertj 
process  of  markelinc. 

Between  U>e  i.jne  price  controls  on 
cattle  were  Imposed  In  April  IMl.  until 
beef  prices  were  deoonftroUed  in  Febru- 
ary 19S3.  catUe  prices  had  dropped  from 
OO.ao  a  hundred  pounds  to  $19.70.  a  loas 
to  fanners  of  $10.50  a  huixlred  pouiids. 

Acting  on  the  sobcomniittee's  reoom- 
mendatioQ,  Preiklait  Bsenhowcr  tasued 
an  order  on  February  *.  19SS.  reoKyrinc 
price  controls  from  all  meat  products. 


The  new  wataabed.  aoU-  and  water- 
conservation  law  passed  by  the  83d  Con- 
gress established  a  permanent  long-tenn 
pro«rmm  to  protect  farmers'  investment 
in  land  and  to  prevent  future  priee  drops 
due  to  disorderly  marketing  pracUoes  in 
the  wake  of  drought  and  flood. 

But  let  me  get  back  to  the  eaaergeocy 
program  to  stabiiiae  prices.  As  part  of 
this  program.  Prt^sident  Eisenhower  or- 
dered military  procurement  of  beef  to  be 
stepped  up  until  it  reached  120  days'  sup- 
ply, the  maximum  allowed  by  law.  The 
military  buying  program  for  beef  began 
on  February  17.  1(^53.  Also,  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  initiated  a  program 
to  buy  250  millioD  pounds  of  beef  for 
the  school-lunch  program  and  for  for- 
eign aid. 

GSAni     STOaACB 

One  of  the  most  important  and  effec- 
tive steps  yet  taki'Ji  to  protect  farmers 
on  prices  is  the  grain -storage  program 
enacted  by  the  83ct  Congress. 

A  serious  shortage  of  grain-storage 
facilities  which  w;is  allowed  to  develop 
durmg  the  previous  administration  was 
threatening  the  a  hole  farm  price-sup- 
p>ort  program  when  the  Government 
changed  hands  in  January  1953.  Stor- 
age bins  with  a  ciipacity  of  250  million 
bushels  had  been  declared  surplus  and 
disposed  of  by  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  betwe-yn  July  1943  and  July 
1948.  Since  there  could  be  no  effective 
price-support  program  without  adequate 
storage  facilities.  Congress  and  the  new 
administration  moved  swiftly  to  put 
measures  into  eile<:t  to  secure  an  enor- 
mous expansion  of  ?rain  storage.  These 
moves  included: 

First.  A  program  announced  Jime  17. 
1953,  for  loans  on  wheat  stored  on  the 
P  round  in  states  where  regular  storage 
facilities  were  not  available  and  where 
it  was  feasible  to  store  wheat  on  the 
ground  or  in  temporary  structiu"es  dur- 
ing the  s'ommer  months. 

Second.  Purchase  of  grain-storage 
structures  with  a  total  capacity  of  196 
million  bushels  through  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corpora tiori. 

Third.  Putting  iJito  effect  on  April  24, 
1953.  a  reseal  piogram  under  which 
existing  CCC  loam;  on  com.  wheat,  and 
oats  stored  on  farms  would  be  extended 
for  another  year. 

Fourth.  Securini;  the  use  of  305  ship3 
of  the  reserve  fleet  as  emergency  stor- 
age space  for  surplus  grain.  Each  ship 
will  hold  225.000  bushels  of  wheat. 

nfth.  Granting  1-year  extension  of 
programs  providing  loans  to  farmers  for 


to 
to  meet  the  tew- 
range  needs  of  agriculture.    Tbu  pcxH 


First.  Federal  income-tax 
granted  bj  Congress  to  persons  who  erect 
gimin-atorase  facilities.  The  law  eoacied 
in  1B&3  permits  tax  deductions  based  on 
5-year  amortisation  of  oonstructioa 
costs. 

SeooDd.  Agreements  by  the  Commod- 
ity Credit  Corporation  guaranteeing  a 
minimum  space  rental  in  newly  qon- 
structed  storage  facilities. 

wmacm  wmancnam  warn  rtkMMaam 

I  think  we  all  agree  that  Peoeral  price 
supports,  important  as  they  are.  canml 
of  themadves  stabilise  farm  prices.  A 
well-thought-out  program  ooTering  the 
controlling  economic  factors  which  regu- 
late farm  prices  is  necessary.  Repub- 
licans in  Congress,  the  President.  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  Boison.  and  indeed 
most  Democratic  Congressaoaen  from 
farm  areas  agreed  on  the  major  points  of 
the  new  program.  For  ejcample.  rirtu- 
ally  all  Republicans  favored  the  surplus 
removal  program— one  of  the  major 
items  of  the  administration's  farm  pro- 
gram. 

The  constant  threat  that  surplus  stores 
of  farm  products  acquired  by  the  Gov- 
ernment would  be  thrown  on  the  open 
market  had  a  strongly  depressing  effect 
on  farm  prices.  Disposing  of  these  sur- 
plus stocks  was  an  important  part  of  the 
overall  farm  price  stabilization  program 
undertaken  by  ttie  Congress  and  the  new 
administration.  To  do  this,  a  new  and 
vigorous  drive  has  been  initiated  to  re- 
build export  markets  for  farm  products, 
and  Government-owned  stocks  have 
been  ordered  insulated  from  the  market 
by  a  so-called  commodity  set-aside. 
uwauusx  BAfoaiit  or  fakm  pboodcts 

The  serious  loss  of  foreign  markets  for 
American  farm  products  was  an  impor- 
tant factor  in  the  dangerous  farm  price 
slump  in  1951  and  1952.  It  is  plain  that 
if  we  are  to  have  good  prices  for  farm 
products  over  the  long  pull,  we  have  to 
recover  the  foreign  markets  that  were 
lost,  and  we  must  develop  new  ones.  One 
of  the  important  points  m  President 
Eisenhower's  recommendations  was  a 
vigorous  drive  to  rebuild  export  markets 
and  to  develop  new  ones.  This  part  of 
the  program  was  included  in  the  Agricul- 
tural Trade  Development  and  Assistance 
Act  of  1954. 

This  new  law  establishes  a  3 -year  pro- 
gram for  the  sale  and  exportation  of 
surplus  farm  commodities  in  such  a  way 
as  to  expand  market  demand  abroad  for 
United  States  farm  products  and  to  im- 
plement United  States  foreign  policy. 
The  Congress  authorized  the  President 
to  spend  $1,300,000,000  of  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  stocks  to  carry  out 
the  program. 

The  foreign  ciArencies  obtained 
through  sale  of  surplus  farm  products 
abroad  are  to  be  used  for :  First,  develop- 


friendly  nations;  fifth. 

teroaCioostl 
trade:  siztl 
obhcataoos 


of  XJaitai  BTatw 
ith. 


ing  intenoaCioDal  Mtucatioital  dBbUft 
activities. 


Our  prograBK  to  itlipnwf'  off 

and  to  rehoOd  export  mazketi  for  tank 
products  aim  tnchided: 

First.  Action  by  the  Fbreicn  Opar»- 
tions  Admintstrmtiop  In  Jtiposing  of 
surphn  farm  products  in  friendly  ter> 
eign  countries  under  Section  S80  of  tha 
Mutual  Security  Act  enacted  hy  ttie  tSd 
Congress. 

Second.  Three  special  trade  mfcgdnns 
(Mganised  by  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture and  suit  abroad  to  explore  possi- 
bilities of  expanding  United  States  agri- 
cultural trade. 

Third.  Creation  of  a  Foreign  Agri- 
cultural Service  in  the  Department  of 
Agricultxire  to  give  greater  emphasis  to 
foreign  market  deTek^imenL 

Fourth.  Negotiation  of  a  new  inter- 
national Wheat  Agreement  for  3  years 
with  an  average  Increase  of  25  cents  a 
bushel  In  minimum  price.  This  higher 
price  L<  important  to  American  farmers 
because  it  requires  wheat-iasporttng 
countries  to  buy  our  wheat  at  a  price 
ranging  up  to  50  cents  a  bushel  abova 
the  prevailing  world  price  in  June  IMC 

Fifth.  Expansion  of  a  program  to 
barter  United  States  farm  surpluses  for 
needed  raw  materials. 

Sixth.  Invitation  of  a  program  to  sell 
agricultural  surpluses  for  foreign  cur- 
rency and  use  proceeds  to  pay  United 
States  obligations  abroad. 

In  another  move  to  rebuild  exi>ort 
markets  for  our  farm  products,  the  83d 
Congress  gave  the  Secretary  of  Agrictil- 
ture  responsibility  for  agricultural  at- 
tach^ in  American  emt>assies  in  for- 
eign countries.  For  a  long  time,  there 
was  no  direct  contact  between  these 
attaches  and  the  Department  of  Agrl- 
cultiu^.  All  reports  on  foreign  develop- 
ments affecting  our  farmers  had  been 
made  to  the  State  Department.  I  am 
proud  to  have  been  a  coauthor  of  the 
legislation  transferring  the  agricultural 
attaches  from  the  State  Department  to 
the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

In  still  another  surpltis  removal  op- 
eration which  at  the  same  time  helped  a 
country  which  has  always  stood  beside 
the  United  SUtes  hi  United  Nations 
General  Assembly  debates,  the  Republi- 
can Congress  enacted  a  law  on  June  25. 
1953.  transferring  1  miUion  long  tons  o( 
Government-owned  wheat  to  Pakistan. 
In  a  second  law  enacted  August  1,  1953. 
Congress  authorized  the  CCC  to  make 
$100  milUon  worth  of  surplus  stocks  of 
farm  products  availaUe  to  the  President 
to  be  used  in  meeting  famine  or  other 
relief  requirements  of  peoples  friendly 
to  the  United  States. 
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Ad  taaportuit  part  of  the  new  Ad- 
aalalslr»tlon'ii  iirosram  of  price  protec- 
tion for  farmers  Is  tbe  eonunodlty  tet- 
aakle.  Tbit  huge  accumtUattons  of  Got- 
emment-owned  surplus  farm  inoduets 
bdd  in  storage  were  depressing  farm 
XnrieeB. 

One  of  the  Important  points  in  the 
farm  program  President  Elsenhower 
Bobmltted  to  Congress  was  a  proposal  to 
authortae  COC  to  set  aside  reserves  of 
suririus  commodities  to  a  value  up  to 
$2,500,000,000.  These  stocks  will  be  in- 
sulated from  the  commercial  supplies 
and  used  in  constructive  ways,  such  as 
In  school-lunch  programs,  disaster  relief, 
aid  to  people  of  ottier  countries,  and 
stockpiled  at  home  for  use  in  a  national 
emeifcency. 

The  RepuUlcan  83d  Congress  included 
this  proposal,  without  change,  in  the  law 
it  enacted. 


ZMi 


Bouownva  avtboutt 


In  order  to  permit  continuation  of 
price-support  operations  on  basic  com- 
modities at  90  percent  of  parity  through 
1954.  President  Elsenhower  asked  that 
the  borrowing  authority  of  the  CCC 
should  be  Increased  by  $1.750,000.000 — 
from  $6,750,000,000  to  $8,500,000,000. 
This  Important  part  of  the  program  to 
protect  farm  prices  was  enacted 
promptly  by  the  Republican  Congress. 

A  second  bill,  H.  R.  9756.  Increasing 
CCC  borrowing  authority  to  $10  billion 
was  passed  by  the  House  July  29,  1954. 

PBICB   aUPFOKlB 

The  President  also  recoramended  that 
Congress  continue,  without  important 
change,  the  price-support  program  on 
-sucSi  commodities  as  oats,  barley,  grain 
sorghums,  soybeans,  flax,  meats,  poultry 
and  eggs,  fresh  fruits  and  vegetables. 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  discre- 
tion to  support  prices  on  these  commodi- 
ties  up  to  90  percent  of  parity.  This 
recommendation  was  Included  in  the 
new  f  aim  bill  enacted  by  the  Republican 
Congress. 

PSICB   SUPPOBIS   VOB    WOOL 

President  Elsenhower  also  asked  Con- 
gress to  enact  a  completely  new  price- 
support  program  for  wool.  The  pro- 
gram which  had  been  in  effect  on  wool 
for  a  number  of  years  had  proved  Ineffec- 
tive because  foreign  coimtries  were  ship- 
ping wool  to  United  States  markets  at 
prices  Just  below  the  price-support  level 
Of  domestically  produced  wool. 

Imports  of  cheaper  foreign  wool  had 
caused  our  output  to  shrink  to  a  level 
where  this  coimtry  was  producing  only 
one-third  of  its  own  wool  requirements. 
This  level  is  dangerously  low  from  a 
national  defense  standpoint.  To  remedy 
this  situation.  Congress  enacted  a  new 
program  under  which  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  can  support  wool  prices 
through  loans,  purchases,  direct  pay- 
ments to  farmers,  and  other  operations. 

Direct  payments  to  wool  growers  are 
exf>ected  to  be  the  principal  method  used. 
This  part  of  President  Eisenhower's 
farm-price-protection  program  was  also 
included  in  the  law  enacted  by  the  83d 
Congress. 


VLKBBUi    VUSUS    FlUU    SUPPOCfS 

An  farm  leaders  sought  a  method  of 
protecting  farmers  on  the  price  0f  basic 
cmnmodltles — com.  cotton,  wheat,  pea- 
nuts, tobacco,  and  rice.  One  group 
thought  that  the  best  method  of  doing 
this  would  be  to  continue  mandatory 
price  support  at  90  percent  of  parity 
on  these  conunodities.  Another  group, 
equally  sincere  about  the  farmers'  wel- 
fare, believed  that  a  system  of  flexible 
price  supports  would  produce  a  better 
balance  between  supply  and  demand, 
thereby  Increasing  the  price  that  farm- 
ers could  secure  for  their  products  in  the 
market  place. 

The  83d  Congress  combined  the  better 
featm^s  of  both  of  these  suggestions  by 
providing  price  supports  on  the  basic 
conunodities,  ranging  from  82  Mz  percent 
to  90  percent  of  parity. 

If  this  Congress!  had  not  enacted  this 
new  law,  price  supports  on  the  basic  com- 
modities could  have  dropped  as  low  as 
75  percent  of  parity.  The  price-eupport 
law  finally  adopted  guarantees  farmers 
substantial  protection  on  prices.  At  the 
same  time,  it  gives  the  Secretary  of  Ag- 
riculture some  discretion  in  fixing  the 
level  of  price  supports  to  secure  adjust- 
ments in  production. 

Assimilng  normal  yields  and  legal  acre- 
ages, anticipated  exports  and  domestic 
consumption,  and  a  set-aside  of  4  million 
bales,  the  1955  support  price  for  cotton 
will  be  90  percent  of  parity. 

DROUGHT  PROGRAMS  I 

In  1953  a  drought  which  parched  grass- 
lands and  pasture  in  the  southwestern 
part  of  the  United  States  was  forcing 
owners  to  ship  hungry  livestock  to  an 
already  glutted  market.  The  Congress 
and  the  President  took  quick  action  to 
help  these  ranchers  and  stockmen  to 
keep  their  herds  intact.  On  June  30. 
1953,  $8  million  was  made  avallabile  from 
the  President's  emergency  relief  fund  to 
send  livestock  feed  rations  at  reduced 
prices  to  drought-stricken  areas. 

Other  emergency  drought  programs  In 
1953  and  1954  included:  First,  designa- 
tion of  approximately  800  counties  in  18 
states  and  Hawaii  as  disaster  areas 
where  farmers  could  participate  in 
emergency  feed  programs;  second,  sale 
of  2,117,500  tons  of  feed  at  below  market 
price  to  eligible  farmers;  third,  distribu- 
tion of  37,300  disaster  loans  totaling 
$53,398,000  to  farmers  in  areas  affected 
by  drought;  fourth,  furnishing  nearly  $40 
million  in  special  livestock  loans  to  farm- 
ers to  help  maintain  their  basic  herds; 
and  fifth,  initiation  of  a  $15  million 
wind  erosion  control  program  applicable 
In  Colorado,  Kansas.  Nebraska,  Texas, 
New  Mexico,  and  Oklahoma.         1 

WATER  CONSERVATIOK 

In  addition  to  these  emergency  drought 
relief  measures,  the  83d  Congress  passed 
two  new  permanent  programs  to  protect 
farmers  not  only  from  temporary  price 
slumps  resulting  from  disorderly  market- 
ing during  droughts  and  floods,  but  also 
to  guard  them  from  loss  of  their  capital 
investments  in  the  land  because  of  water 
scarcity,  erosion,  and  floods. 

Under  one  of  these  bills,  farmers  in 
all  States  can  obtain  direct  20-year  loans 
from  the  Government  to  build  and  main- 
tain water   facilities.     Formerly,   such 


loans  were  available  only  in  17  Western 
States.  These  loans  from  the  Farmers' 
Home  Administration  are  to  be  secured 
by  increased  production  resulting  from 
supplemental  irrigation  derived  from  the 
newly  constructed  facilities. 

In  addition  to  direct  loans,  the  new 
law  provides  for  Federal  insurance  on 
loans  through  private  credit  channels  to 
farmers  for  construction  and  mainte- 
nance of  water  storage  and  utilization 
facilities.  The  bill  authorizes  the  Farm- 
ers' Home  Administration  to  insure  loans 
to  individual  farmers  up  to  $25,000  and 
to  corporations  up  to  $250,000.  The  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  is  also  authorized 
to  make  direct  loans  and  to  insure  loans 
to  finance  improvements  of  farm  land 
by  soil  or  water  conservation  or  drain- 
age facilities,  improvement  of  soil  fer- 
tility, establishment  of  improvement  of 
permanent  pasture,  sustained-yield  af- 
forestation or  reforestation,  or  other  ero- 
sion preventatives  and  other  related  con- 
servation measures. 

WATISSHED    PROORAMl 

A  second  major  program  aimed  at  pro- 
tecting farmers  from  future  losses  such 
as  they  have  experienced  from  drought 
and  flood  in  the  past  4  years  was  estab- 
lished by  Public  Law  566  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress. This  legislation  provides  au- 
thority and  direction  for  cooperative 
Federal-local  action  In  attacking  the 
problems  of  upstream  soil  and  water  con- 
servation and  flood  prevention.  It  es- 
tablishes a  framework  of  policies  and 
standards  under  which  action  in  this 
field  can  be  taken  jointly  by  the  Federal 
Government,  states,  counties,  and  other 
local  government  entities,  soil  conserva- 
tion or  watershed  districts,  and  local  citi- 
zens' groups. 

Based  on  the  sound  principle  of  pay- 
ment for  value  received,  the  law  pro- 
vides that  the  cost  of  the  programs  and 
improvement  shall  be  shared  equitably 
between  the  participants  in  proportion 
to  the  benefit  which  each  will  receive. 

The  program  authorized  by  the  new 
law  will  supplement  existing  programs 
for  agricultural  soil  and  water  conserva- 
tion and  programs  for  development  and 
flood  protection  of  major  rifer  valleys. 
It  will  bridge  the  gap  that  existed  be- 
tween these  two  types  of  programs  and 
greatly  enhances  the  ultimate  benefits 
of  both.  It  al.so  provides  an  additional 
means  of  aiding  in  the  conservation  of 
scarce  water  supplies. 

Under  the  policies  established  by  this 
legislation,  plans  and  projects  will  not 
be  handed  down  from  the  top  as  part  of 
some  overall  development  plan._but  can 
be  initiated  only  by  the  people  of  the 
localities  most  Intimately  involved  and 
can  be  carried  into  operation  only  with 
the  fullest  cooperation  and  initiative  on 
the  part  of  local  groups  and  agencies. 

A  $5  million  appropriation  in  1953  and 
another  $5,500,000  appropriation  in  1954 
as  part  of  a  $28  million  program  to  con- 
struct 62  pilot  watershed  projects  were 
also  enacted  by  the  83d  Congress  as  part 
of  the  watershed  program  which  had 
been  characterized  by  the  New  York 
Times  as  one  which  will  "go  down  in 
history  as  one  of  the  lasting  and  mast 
beneficial  legislative  actions  of  the  past 
decade." 


19  5  U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


14911 


TAX  caaDXT  rom  coMOBVATioir 

The  1954  tax  revition  bill  gave  special 
benefits  to  farmers  who  make  invest- 
ments In  conservation.  Farmers  may 
now  deduct  each  year  from  Federal  in- 
come-tax money  spent  for  conservation 
up  to  25  percent  of  their  gross  income. 
Until  now,  this  expense  had  to  be  capi- 
talized and  tax  money  could  be  recovered 
by  the  farmer  only  by  depreciation  or 
selling  his  farm. 

TItMU   atXDTt 

In  addition  to  enacting  these  impor- 
tant new  laws  on  Federal  price  supports 
and  conservation,  the  83d  Congress  has 
also  passed  new  laws  and  has  Improved 
some  old  ones  to  help  farmers  in  other 
ways.  For  example,  new  laws  have  been 
enacted  improving  and  expanding  farm 
credit. 

In  order  to  help  farmers  who  face 
emergency  situations  arising  out  of  the 
drought,  this  Congress  enacted  a  new 
disaster  loan  law.  This  law  authorized 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture:  First,  to 
furnish  feed  for  livestock  and  seeds  for 
planting  to  farmers,  ranchers,  and  stock- 
men in  disaster  areas;  and  second,  to 
make  direct  loans  to  established  live- 
stockmen  who  have  a  good  record  of  op- 
erations but  who  are  temporarily  unable 
to  get  necessary  immediate  credit. 

The  new  administration  has  also  ful- 
filled its  campaign  pledge  to  decentral- 
ize administration  of  the  farm-credit 
system,  shifting  more  control  over 
credit  poUcies  away  from  Washington, 
where  control  had  become  concentrated, 
and  vesting  it  largely  In  farmers  them- 
selves. On  August  1,  1953,  Congress 
passed  a  bill  which — 

First.  Spells  out  the  details  of  greater 
farmer  ownership  and  control  of  credit 
agencies  and  lays  the  groundwork  for 
systematically  retiring  Government  cap- 
ital. 

Second.  Decentralizes  power  by  di- 
recting that  the  Farm  Credit  Adminis- 
tration delegate  to  various  Federal  land 
banks  and  other  district  credit  agencies 
more  duties  and  authority.  The  purpose 
is  to  move  more  authority  from  Wash- 
ington to  places  nearer  the  fanners. 

Third.  Establishes  a  13-member  Fed- 
eral Farm  Credit  Board  with  full  respon- 
sibility for  policies  of  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  also 
announced  new  procedures  to  enable  the 
Farmers' iHome  Administration  to  pro- 
vide farmers  quicker  loan  service  and  to 
save  taxpayers  an  estimated  $1,500,000 
annually  through  reduced  administra- 
tive costs.  About  70  forms,  reports,  flies, 
procedures,  and  work  routines  estab- 
lished under  the  Truman  administration 
are  being  eliminated  to  provide  quicker 
action  on  farmers'  loan  applications. 

KESEABCH    AKD    CDCCATION 

Research  and  education  are  basic 
functions  of  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture. They  are  indispensable  If  our 
farmers  are  to  Improve  their  produc- 
tivity and  enlarge  their  markets.  The 
additional  funds  appropriated  by  this 
Congress  will  make  possible  an  expanded 
and  improved  research  and  education 
program.  This  means,  among  other 
things,  28  new  farm  advisers  for  Cali- 
fornia. 


Research  enables  farmers  to  become 
more  efficient,  to  get  higher  yields  from 
an  acre  of  land,  and  more  meat  or  other 
livestock  products  from  an  animal  - 
breeding  unit,  and  do  It  with  less  labor. 
Research  makes  possible  Improved  trac- 
tors and  machines,  better  crop  varieties, 
improved  fertilizers  and  practices,  new 
ways  of  controlling  Insects  and  diseases, 
better  methods  of  feeding  Uvestock,  im- 
proved cultural  practices,  and  savings 
in  handling  and  transportation  of  foods. 
This  means  a  greater  net  income  to 
farmers  and  at  the  same  time  a  better 
life  for  all  of  us. 

mZAUUSmiQ  THK  DIPABTMXirT  or  AOftlCULTITKX 

In  another  move  to  give  farmers  bet- 
ter service  and  to  cut  dowi>  overhead 
so  that  a  greater  portion  of  Agriculture 
Department  appropriations  will  go  to 
direct  farm  benefits,  the  new  adminis- 
tration reorganized  the  Department  of 
Agriculture.  Congress  enacted  legisla- 
tion which  follows  recommendations  of 
the  Hoover  Commission  and  which  was 
endorsed  by  the  Grange,  the  Farm  Bu- 
reau, and  the  National  Council  of 
Farmer  Cooperatives.  It  created  2  more 
Assistant  Secretariats  for  the  Depart- 
ment and  gave  the  Secretary  authority 
to  reorganize  6  agencies  in  the  Depart- 
ment whteh  previously  had  certain  au- 
tonomous status  independent  of  the 
Secretary. 

Twenty-two  agencies  in  the  Depart- 
ment were  consolidated  Into  six  by  ear- 
lier action  of  Secretary  Benson  soon 
after  he  took  office. 

On  October  13.  1953.  Secretary  Benson 
aimounced  another  streamlining  opera- 
tion designed  to  provide  better  service  to 
farmers  through  placing  operations  on  a 
businesslike,  eflflcient.  and  decentralized 
basis.  The  reorganization  was  made  un- 
der authority  of  Reorganization  Plan  No. 
2.  enacted  In  the  first  session  of  the  83d 
Congress.  It  puts  all  service  agencies  of 
the  Department  under  four  main  groups : 
First.  Federal-State  relations;  second, 
marketing  and  foreign  agriculture ;  third, 
agricultural  stabilization;  and  fourth, 
agricultural  credit. 

BIPAKTtSAN  MATIOIf  AL  ADVISOBT  COMMISSIOK 

In  order  to  keep  p>olitics  from  interfer- 
ing with  the  administration  of  farm  pro- 
grams, as  has  happened  in  the  past,  the 
new  administration  created  a  bipartisan 
agricultural  commission  to  review  the 
policies  and  administration  of  farm  pro- 
grams. The  new  18-member  commis- 
sion, created  by  Executive  order  on  July 
20. 1953,  is  made  up  of  9  Republicans  and 
9  Democrats.  A  minimum  of  12  mem- 
bers must  be  farmers. 

COTTON  ACKKACE  ALLOnCEITTS 

A  very  large  part  of  my  time  this  year 
and  last  was  spent  hi  helping  to  bring 
about  a  change  in  the  law  with  regard  to 
cotton  marketing  quotas  and  acreage  al- 
lotments. 

Because  of  the  surplus  of  cotton,  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  as  required  by 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938. 
last  year  proclaimed  a  national  acreage 
allotment  for  1954.  Under  this  law,  the 
cotton  acreage  allotments  for  each  State 
are  based  on  plantings  in  that  State  dur- 
ing a  base  period.  During  tbe  base  pe- 
riod, however,  cotton  plantings  In  Cali- 
fornia were  considerably  less  than  they 


were  dining  the  3  most  recent  yean. 
1951-53.  The  law  was  discriminatoiT  In 
its  application  to  States  like  California 
and  Arizona,  where  cotton  has  l>een  on 
the  increase  in  recent  years.  It  favored 
the  South,  where  plantings  have  either 
remained  relatively  static  or  have  actu- 
ally declined.  For  example,  had  there 
been  no  change  made  in  the  law,  cotton 
acreage  in  California  would  have  been 
cut  back  51.5  percent  from  1.400.000  acres 
In  1952  and  1953  to  695.000  acres  In  1954. 
Southern  States  would  have  beax  cut 
considerably  less.  During  the  first  aea- 
slon  of  the  83d  Congress,  Senators  and 
Congressmen  representiiig  cotUm-i»t>- 
ducing  areas  in  the  West,  sought  to 
amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
so  as  to  alleviate  the  economic  distress 
and  discrimination  which  would  result 
from  the  imposition  of  acreage  allot- 
ments for  the  1954  cotton  crop  under  the 
law  as  it  then  existed.  As  chairman  of 
the  California  Congressional  Dele^tkm 
committee  on  agricultural  problems  and 
as  the  Representative  of  a  major  cotton- 
producing  district,  I  naturally  was  very 
active  In  the  move  to  change  this  law. 

At  long  last,  in  January  of  this  year 
a  bill  was  passed  amending  the  law  so 
as  to  provide  that  no  State  would  be  cut 
more  than  34  percent.  Under  this  new 
formula.  California  received  an  addi- 
tional 238,000  acres,  or  a  total  of  936,000. 
This  gave  California  cotton  farmers  at 
least  65  percent  of  their  average  plant- 
ings during  the  period  1951-53  or  40 
percent  of  the  highest  acreage  planted 
in  any  one  of  such  years. 

During  this  session  of  Congress,  I  have 
been  concerned  lest  provisions  harmful 
to  Western  cotton  growers  be  written 
into  the  omnibus  agricultural  biU. 
There  were  several  Southern-sponsored 
changes  which  could  have  had  adverse 
effects.  Three  such  changes  were  par- 
ticularly objectionable.    They  were: 

First.  Three-year  referendum  on  the 
question  of  marketing  quotas  and  acre- 
age allotments.    This  would  have  meant 
controls  could  be  voted  in  for  a  period 
of  3  years  rather  than  from  year  to  year 
as  provided  under  existing  law.    Cali- 
fornia having  an  expattding  cotton  econ- 
omy, controls  are  undesirable  except  for 
such  period  as  is  absolutely  necessary. 
Second.  National    reserve    for    small 
farms  made  up  of  a  percentage  of  each 
state's  allotment    This  reserve,  it  is  felt. 
would  be  used  in  a  number  of  wajrs  more 
beneficial  to  other  areas  with  the  result 
that  California  would  contribute  more 
to  the  reserve  than  would  be  returned. 
Third.  Reduction  of  the  carryover  al- 
lowance from  30  to  20  percent  in  deter- 
mining  the   normal   supply   of   cotton. 
This  would  increase  the  probability  of 
permanent  controls.    Furthermore,  on  a 
permanent  basis.  20  percent  Is  not  ade- 
quate to  take  care  of  our  foreign  and 
domestic  marketing  requirements. 

I  am  happy  to  report  that  the  Agri- 
cultural Act  of  1954,  as  finally  passed. 
does  not  contain  any  of  these  objection- 
able provisions. 

In  addition  to  the  changes  previously 
discussed,  there  were  two  other  changes 
made  in  the  law  this  year  which  I  am 
confident  will  be  of  benefit  to  California 
cottongrowers.  First,  coimty  commit- 
tees are  given  the  option  of  allotting 
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acreage  on  ^e  basis  of  the  old  eoonty 
factor  method  or  <«  the  basis  of  Indi- 
vidual farm  history.  Second,  the  50- 
percent  cropland  limitation  is  optional 
with  the  coimty  committees. 

WiXti  these  changes,  we  can  haye  a 
more  flexible  and  more  equitable  distri- 
bidtlon  of  the  county  allotment  to  the 
farm  than  we  have  had  previously. 

SPOT  COTTOH   XAUCXT 

The  Department  of  Agriculture's  an- 
nouncement this  summn"  that  the  Fresno 
cotton  exchange  has  been  added  to  the 
Ust  ai  designated  markets,  crowned  with 
success  the  efforts  of  over  2  years.  The 
Fresno  market  was  first  formed  in  May 
1951.  and  in  March  1952  it  was  recog- 
nised as  a  bona  fide  cotton  spot  market 
Under  that  designation,  however,  quota- 
tions on  the  Fresno  exchange  were  not 
iised  in  the  calculation  of  futures  con- 
tracts. Coupled  with  this  victory  for 
Western  cotton,  was  the  announcement 
by  Herman  S.  Kohlmeyer  of  the  New 
Orleans  cotton  exchange  that  penalties 
heretofore  applied  on  irrigated  cotton 
will  cease  to  exist  and  specifically  ttiat 
low  middlings  in  cotton  will  be  tender- 
able  in  the  New  Orleans  exchange.  This 
is  deserved  recognition  for  the  Far 
Western  grower  who  has  had  his  cotton 
discriminated  against  but  who  through 
sci«itiflc  development  and  better  seed 
has  now  been  able  to  produce  cotton 
equal  to  rain-grown  cotton.  There  are 
indications  that  the  New  York  exchange 
will  take  the  same  step  soon. 

DAIST   PBOOUCTS 

The  basic  problem  In  the  present  milk- 
siuplus  situation  is  overproduction  and/ 
or  underconsumption.  Nineteen  hundred 
and  fifty-four  will  be  the  biggest  year 
ever  in  milk  production.  Per  capita  con- 
sxunptlon.  on  the  other  hand,  has  fallen 
off.  If  the  American  people  were  drink- 
ijog  as  much  milk  per  capita  as  they  were 
only  a  few  years  ago.  there  would  be  no 
dairy  surpluses.  Surpluses,  of  course, 
depress  prices.  Dairy  industry  leaders 
agree  that  an  overall  promotion  program 
is  needed  to  step  up  the  consumption  of 
milk.  The  various  beverage  makers 
spend  millions  of  dollars  each  year  plug- 
ging their  products  through  every  adver- 
tising device  imaginable,  and  after  they 
have  created  a  demand  they  make  cer- 
tain that  the  product  is  where  and  when 
the  public  wants  it. 

While  waiting  for  an  overall  promotion 
program  to  step  up  consumption  of  milk, 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  has  been 
making  an  effort  to  meet  some  of  the  im- 
mediate problems  and  in  recent  weeks 
has:  First,  launched  a  nationwide  edu- 
cation campaign  to  promote  the  culling 
of  low-producing  cows  from  dairy  herds; 
second,  offered  to  sell  for  export  at  world 
prices  Government-owned  stocks  of  but- 
ter, cheese,  and  dried  milk;  third,  de- 
veloped a  special  program  to  facilitate 
the  use  of  butter  and  nonfat  dried  milk 
soUds  for  recombination  and  sale  as 
fluid  milk  in  friendly  countries;  fourth, 
sold  more  than  400  million  poimds  of 
dried  milk  at  greatly  reduced  prices  for 
use  in  mixed  animal  and  poultry  feeds; 
and  fifth,  sought  increased  consumption 
of  dairy  products  through  school-lunch 
programs,  donations  for  domestic  and 
foreign  relief  and  other  outlets. 


On  the  legislative  side  a  number  of 
changes  and  additions  to  the  laKr  were 
contained  in  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954, 
which  will  benefit  dairymen. 

The  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  required 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  support 
dairy  prices  at  between  75  and  90  percent 
of  parity  to  assure  an  adequate  supply  of 
milk  and  other  dairy  products.  Ehiring 
the  current  marketing  year,  the  Secre- 
tary, acting  in  accordance  with  the  law, 
reduced  the  support  price  to  75  percent 
of  piulty.  He  could  not  do  othetwise  in 
view  of  the  surplus  situation. 

The  House  this  year  approved  a  floor 
of  80  percent,  but  this  was  rejected  by  the 
Senate.  As  a  result,  the  law  remiiins  the 
same  as  it  has  since  1949. 

The  dairy  section  of  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1954,  is  indeed,  a  real  improve- 
ment over  the  present  law.  It  oontains 
the  following  provisions: 

First.  Authorizes  the  use  up  to  $50  mil- 
lion annually  of  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration funds  for  the  next  2  years  to 
increase  the  consumption  of  fluid  milk  by 
schoolchildren.  This  is  in  addition  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Appropria- 
tions Act  of  1955  which  provides  for  the 
use  of  Section  32  funds  for  butter  and 
cheese  in  the  school-lunch  program. 

Second.  Provides  that  until  March  31, 
1956,  the  Secretary  may  use  any  method 
he  determines  to  be  necessary  to  dispose 
of  surplus  stocks  of  dairy  products  owned 
by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

Third.  Authorizes  the  use  of  surplus 
dairy  products,  including  milk,  by  the 
armed  services  and  in  veterans'  hospitals. 

Fourth.  Authority  for  an  accelerated 
brucellosis  program  during  the  next  2 
years.  , 

rUXJITS  AND  VEGETABLES        I 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  now  to  call  atten- 
tion to  certain  selected  activities  relat- 
ing to  California  in  the  fruit  and  vege- 
table crops  during  the  past  fiscal  year. 

Raisins:  Section  32  export  payment 
programs  were  operated  for  both  the 
1952  and  1953  crops.  The  rates  of  ex- 
port payment  under  the  1952-53  pro- 
gram which  was  substantially  completed 
prior  to  the  beginning  of  the  1954  fiscal 
year  were  2.5  cents  per  pound  on  natural 
Thompson  seealess.  Sultanas.  Muscats — 
except  soda-dipped  or  Valencia  and 
layer  Muscats — and  Zante  currants,  and 
3  cents  per  pound  on  golden  bleached 
Thompson  seedless.  The  export  pay- 
ment program  for  the  1953  crop  was 
made  effective  on  September  1, 19$ 3.  with 
a  flat  export  payment  rate  of  2  cents 
per  pound.  During  the  fiscal  year  ex- 
port payments  were  made  on  nearly 
50,000  tons  at  an  estimated  expenditure 
of  approximately  $2  milhon. 

Amendments  are  being  considered  to 
the  marketing  agreement  and  order  to 
include  new  provisions  to  give  packers 
and  export3rs  greater  flexibility  in  ex- 
port markets.  Exports  of  free  tonnage 
raisins  for  the  season  through  June  30. 
1954.  were  61  percent  below  those  of  the 
preceding  season  to  the  same  date. 

Tree  fruits:  The  California  tree  fruit 
marketing  agreement  and  order  pro- 
grams cover  Bartlett  pears,  plums,  and 
Elberta  peaches.  The  agreement  and 
order  were  issued  in  May  1939  and  have 
operated  continuously  since  that  date 


although  regulatory  activities  were  sus- 
pended during  the  war  years. 

Activities  under  this  program  during 
the  current  year  included  the  appoint- 
ment of  members  of  the  control  commit- 
tee, consisting  of  13  growers  and  12 
handlers,  for  the  overall  local  adaiinis- 
tration  of  the  program,  and  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  three  commodity 
committees,  which  have  as  their  princi- 
pal function  the  recommendation,  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  of  regulations 
governing  the  interstate  shipment  of  the 
particular  fruit  for  which  the  committee 
is  concerned.  Each  of  the  commodity 
committees  recommended  regulations 
during  the  current  season.  Such  regu- 
lations were  issued  and  limited  inter- 
state shipments  to  the  grades  and  sizes 
specified  in  the  regulatory  order. 

Tiiis  marketing  agreement  program 
provides  that  a  referendum  shall  be  held 
biennially  during  the  months  of  Decem- 
ber or  January,  to  ascertain  whether 
growers  favor  the  termination  of  the 
program.  As  the  last  referendum  was 
held  in  January  1953.  growers  will  be 
given  an  opportunity  after  the  close  of 
the  current  marketing  season  to  vote  on 
whether  they  want  the  program  con- 
tinued. 

Almonds:  With  the  1953  crop  slightly 
above  average  and  a  heavy  carryover  for 
1952-crop  almonds  in  the  hands  of 
packers  and  shellers.  supplies  for  the 
1953-54  season  were  such  that  a  surplus 
of  15  percent  was  applied  to  the  1953 
production.  Such  surplus  was  disposed 
of  in  outlets  outside  of  domestic  com- 
mercial sale  as  almonds,  prtacipally  in 
export  with  a  les.ser  quantity  being  sold 
for  the  manufacture  of  almond  butter. 
On  September  29,  1953,  an  additional 
import  fee  of  5  cents  per  pound  on  the 
first  7  million  pounds  imjaorted  and  10 
cents  per  pound  thereafter,  was  invoked 
by  Presidential  proclamation  for  the  pe- 
riod October  1,  1953.  to  September  30. 
1954.  However,  imports  were  relatively 
heavy,  amounting  to  about  7  milUon 
pounds,  kernel  weight,  and  packers' 
carryout  at  the  end  of  the  195&-54  season 
will  be  substantial,  and  somewhat  more 
than  that  at  the  beginning  of  the  season. 
A  record  large  production  is  forecast  for 
the  1954  crop  and  the  industry  may  re- 
quest assistance  from  the  Department  in 
disposing  of  surplus  supplies. 

Walnuts:  On  the  basis  of  early  esti- 
mates of  the  1953  walnut  crop,  the  sur- 
plus percentage  under  the  marketing 
agreement  and  order  was  originally  set 
at  20  percent.  When  it  became  evident 
that  the  crop  was  shorter  than  previoiisly 
estimated,  the  surplus  was  reduced  to  15 
percent.  Under  the  agreement  order  as 
it  existed  prior  to  and  during  the  1953 
season,  the  surplus  percentage  appUed 
only  to  shipments  of  walnuts  for  in-shell 
sale.  In  recognition,  however,  of  the  in- 
creasing importance  of  the  sale  of  shelled 
walnuts  in  overall  grower  returns,  and 
of  the  continuing  upward  trand  in  pro- 
duction, the  agreement  and  order  was 
amended  in  July  1954.  As  now  effective, 
the  agreement  and  order  will  continue  to 
regulate  the  shipment  of  In-shell  walnuts 
as  heretofore  and,  in  addition,  provides 
for  regulation  of  the  shipment  of  shelled 
walnuts  in  years  when  the  total  produc- 
tion of  walnuts  exceeds  the  available  out- 
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lets — both  in-shell  and  shelled — at  rea- 
sonable prices.  In-shell  shipments  were 
below  average  during  the  1953  season 
due  to  an  apparent  shift  in  walnut  con- 
sumption to  the  shelled  product  and  the 
competitive  effect  of  in-shell  pecans. 

Figs:  Establishment  of  a  proposed 
Federal  marketing  agreement  and  order 
for  California  dried  figs  was  considered 
at  a  public  hearing  held  by  the  Depart- 
ment June  15-18.  1954,  at  Fresno,  Calif. 
The  hearing  was  held  at  the  request  of 
the  California  Fig  Institute  and  the 
Dried  Fig  Advisory  Board  of  the  CaU- 
fornia  marketing  order  for  dried  flgs. 

A  California  State  marketing  order 
on  dried  flgs  is  operated  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  CaUfornia  Marketing  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended.  The  proposed  Fed- 
eral program  would  authorize  both 
quality  and  volume  regulation  of  the 
handling  of  dried  flgs  and  if  put  into 
effect  the  Federal  and  State  regulation 
of  the  handling  of  dried  figs  would  be 

complementary. 

The  evidence  presented  at  the  hear- 
ing is  now  being  reviewed  by  the  Depart- 
ment and  it  is  expected  that  a  decision 
with  respect  to  the  industry's  proposal 
will  be  issued  within  a  relatively  short 
period  of  time. 

Apricots:  The  1953  California  apricot 
crop  proved  to  be  substantially  greater 
than  wEis  estimated  during  the  early 
months  of  the  season.  Also,  a  strike  of 
cannery  workers  occurred  during  the 
latter  stage  of  apricot  harvest,  tempo- 
rarily shutting  off  the  most  important 
utilization  outlet  for  the  crop.  As  a 
result,  the  dried  pack  greatly  increased: 
15.530  tons  as  compared  with  an  average 
of  9.975  tons  during  the  three  preceding 
seasons.  Shipments  from  packers  in- 
creased, but  not  enough  to  prevent  a  sub- 
stantial carryover  into  the  following 
marketing  season.  An  export  payment 
program  was  made  effective  on  April  28, 
1954,  to  encourage  additional  exporta- 
tion. Approximately  1.818  tons,  mostly 
of  medium  and  smaller  sizes,  were  ex- 
ported under  the  program.  The  pro- 
gram was  tenninated  on  June  11,  1954, 
when  It  became  apparent  that  the  1954 
crop  would  be  small  and  that  remaining 
1953  crop  dried  apricots  could  be  mar- 
keted without  program  assistance  during 
the  1954-55  season.  The  cost  of  the 
program  appn)ximated  $272,765. 

The  Department  purchased  4  million 
pounds  of  drie<l  apricots  for  distribution 
under  the  schx)l-lunch  program  at  an 
estimated  commodity  cost  of  $1,400,000. 

Canned  fruits  and  vegetables:  The  De- 
partment purchased  approximately  800.- 
000  cases  of  canned  (>eaches  from  the 
1953  crop  at  iin  estimated  commodity 
cost  of  $3,800,0(10.  These  canned  peaches 
were  purchased  for  distribution  under 
the  school-lunch  program.  On  July  22. 
1954,  the  Depai  tment  announced  that  it 
contemplated  purchase  of  canned 
peaches  of  the  1954  pack  for  the  national 
school  lunch  program. 

The  Kadota  Growers,  Inc.,  of  Merced, 
Calif.,  have  re<iuested  a  purchase  pro- 
gram on  canned  flgs.  Their  request  is 
based  primarily  on  the  fact  that  the 
Quartermaster  announced  recently  that 
they  do  not  plan  to  buy  any  canned  flgs 
this  year.  This  contrasts  to  require- 
ments of  77,000  cases  for  the  Armed 


Forces  announced  last  January.  Be- 
tween 1940  and  1953,  the  Quartermaster 
purchases  have  averaged  25  percent  of 
all  Kadota  flgs  canned  and  in  some  years 
have  been  as  high  as  38  percent  of  a 
pack.  This  request  is  now  under  con- 
sideration by  the  Department. 

A  total  of  451,000  cases  of  canned  to- 
matoes and  100.000  cases  of  canned  to- 
mato paste  at  a  commodity  cost  in  ex- 
cess of  $2  million  were  purchased  from 
the  1953  packs  of  these  products.  These 
supplies  were  distributed  through  the 
national  school  lunch  program. 

Citrus:  A  marketing  agreement  and 
order  program  was  made  effective  in 
September  1953  providing  for  the  regu- 
lation of  the  weekly  volume  of  shipments 
and  for  limitation  of  the  size  of  Navel 
oranges  shipped.  A  similar  order  cover- 
ing Valencia  oranges  grown  in  California 
and  Arizona  was  issued  in  March  1954. 
With  the  issuance  of  these  two  programs 
the  California-Arizona  orange  industry 
has  again  adopted  regulatory  programs 
similar  to  that  provided  in  Order  No. 
66  under  which  it  operated  for  about  10 
years.  Order  No.  66  was  terminated  in 
1952  after  a  referendum  in  which  only  a 
slight  majority  of  the  growers  indicated 
they  favored  continuance  of  the  pro- 
gram. The  marketing  agreement  and 
order  program  on  California-Arizona 
lemons  was  made  effective  in  April  1941 
and  has  operated  continuously  since  that 
time.  Regulation  limiting  the  volume  of 
lemon  shipments  was  made  effective  dur- 
ing each  week  of  the  1953-54  fiscal  year 
and  an  amendment  to  the  program  has 
been  proposed  by  the  four  major  lemon 
marketing  organizations  to  add  an  addi- 
tional member  on  the  Lemon  Adminis- 
trative Committee,  the  agenry  estab- 
lished for  the  local  administration  of  the 
program,  and  to  provide  handlers  addi- 
tional flexibility  of  operation  under  the 
weekly  allotments  issued  to  them. 

Regulations  covering  the  shipment  of 
California-Arizona  grapefruit  were  is- 
sued under  that  program  which  has  been 
in  effect  since  1941. 

During  the  fiscal  year  export  payment 
programs  were  in  effect  for  oranges  and 
grapefruit.  The  orange  export  subsidy 
program  which  was  effective  for  the 
1953-54  crop  was  the  sixth  consecutive 
one  that  was  operated.  Considerable 
progress  has  been  made  in  restoring 
orange  exports  to  the  pre-World  War  II 
level  and  exports  have  been  subsidized 
at  the  rates  which  have  been  progres- 
sively reduced.  The  continuation  of  the 
export  subsidy  program  for  oranges  not 
only  has  been  instrumental  in  restoring 
export  markets  but  has  also  resulted  in 
the  expenditure  of  much  smaller 
amounts  by  the  Department  than  would 
have  been  required  to  purchase  outright 
sufficient  quantities  to  reUeve  grower 
distress  in  the  absence  of  subsidy  pro- 
grams. The  estimated  expenditure  for 
this  program  totaled  more  than  $5,800.- 
000  covering  the  export  of  6,260,000  boxes 
fresh  equivalent  of  oranges  and  grape- 
fruit. 

A  total  of  500,C00  gallons  of  orange 
Juice  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $900,000 
were  purchased  with  Section  6  funds  for 
distribution  to  the  national  school  lunch 
program. 


Tokay  grapes:  Prior  to  the  1953  ship- 
ping season,  volione  regulations  under 
this  program  were  carried  out  through 
limiting  the  number  of  carloads  of  Tokay 
grapes  released  each  day  from  railroad 
concentration  points.  Increasing  move- 
ment by  trucks  had  lessened  the  effec- 
tiveness of  this  type  of  regulation. 
Hence,  the  industry  proposed  the  re- 
vision of  the  program  to  allocate  among 
the  handlers  the  quantity  of  Tokay 
grapes  which  may  be  shipped  during 
3 -day  regulation  periods.  The  public 
hearing  on  the  proposed  revisions  was 
held  in  April  1953,  and  the  amendments 
were  made  effective  the  following 
Augiist.  After  the  close  of  the  market- 
ing season,  a  referendum  was  conducted 
to  ascertain  whether  the  Tokay  grape 
growers  desired  the  program  continued. 
Of  the  growers  voting  in  the  referen- 
dum, 68  percent  favored  continuation  of 
the  program. 

Winter  pears:  The  operation  of  the 

winter  pear  marketing  agreement  and 
order  covering  the  States  of  California. 
Oregon,  and  Washington  was  continued 
during  the  fiscal  year.  In  view  of  the 
large  crop  of  winter  pears  an  export 
payment  program  WEis  made  effective. 
Estimated  expendittires  under  this  pro- 
gram were  nearly  $300,000  with  an  ex- 
port payment  rate  of  $1  per  boc  In  ad- 
dition. 126,000  boxes  of  fresh  pears  were 
purchased  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $424.- 
000.  These  purchases  were  distributed 
to  school  lunch,  welfare  agencies,  and 
eligible  institutions. 


Let's  Complete  Actimi  < 
Retirenent 


Railroaii 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  WILUAM  T.  GRANAHAN 

or  FiKwaiLVAiriA 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  BEPRBSENTATIVaB 

Tuesday.  August  17, 19S4 

Mr.  GRANAHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it 
has  been  noted  here  before  that  there 
seems  to  be  some  official  reluctance  about 
speeding  action  on  the  railroad  retire- 
ment bill  containing  higher  and  broader 
benefits  and  which  also  increases  the  top 
unemployment  comiiensation  benefits 
available  to  railroaders.  We  all  saw  how 
the  chairman  of  our  committee,  Mr. 
WoLVERTON.  of  Ncw  Jcrscy,  practically 
had  to  issue  an  ultimatiun  to  get  it  up  for 
House  action. 

This  bill  is  now  somewhat  stalled  over 
in  the  Senate  and  I  urge  that  the  ad- 
ministration get  behind  it  and  help  us 
get  it  through  Congress  before  adjourn- 
ment. 

As  I  said,  there  might  appear  to  be 
some  official  reluctance  about  speeding 
action  on  this  bill.  Perhaps  we  are 
wrong  in  believing  that.  We  now  have 
the  word  of  a  high-ranking  administra- 
tion official  that  the  bill  is,  in  fact,  an 
important  part  of  the  President's  pro- 
gram. 

We  were  not  so  sure  about  that  before 
today.  The  Budget  Bureau  report  to  the 
Committee  on  interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  when  we  were  considering  the 


■fc' 

■t'  - 

I 


f 


■  r 


■it'' 


;!  I 


I 


14914 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECXDRD  —  HOUSE 


August  17 


> , 


I,  to  aiQr  the 
i  and  foD  of  an  nrts  <if  worries 
ataot  how  Ife  iBii9it  aet  yreoede&ti  for 

tlw  ekdidtor  ctf  tbe 
in  B  mptoetSi  todar 
before  flie  Wlsemetn  State  Federation  ot 
Imbor  bBL  wliicb  he  extols  the  Elsenhower 
eonoem  for  the  worker,  definitely  lists 
'Inereased  benefits  under  tbe  railroad 
retli^eaient  and  railroad  unemptoyment 
eonoeaaatfcm  programs"  as  among  parts 
of  tbe  President's  program  which  the 
Labor  Department  Solicitor.  Stoart 
Rothmaa,  aays:  "have  been  enacted  into 
law  nr  soon  win  be.** 

It  Is  good  news  to  know  that  the  Presi- 
dent supports  this  hOL  Can  we  now 
count  cm  some  help  in  getting  it  through 
the  Senate  and  into  law? 


Tax  Retuiea  Law 


EZTEZiBION  OF  KE&IARKS 
or 

Hem .  ViaOR  A.  KNOX 

or  mcHSBAir 
m  TBS  BODEB  OF  REPRESENTAITVXB 

Tmesdttjf.  August  17, 1954 

Mr.  sa^OX.  Mr.  E^ieaker.  under  leave 
to  extend  my  remaita  I  wish  to  include 
some  of  the  highlights  of  the  new  tax 
law,  the  Ganges  in  general  which  are 
effectlTe  last  January  1. 

This  is  tbe  first  comprehensive  re- 
vision of  the  internal  revenue  laws  since 
before  the  turn  of  the  century  and  the 
enactment  of  the  inccnne  tax. 

Approximately  a  half  a  million  man- 
hours  of  work  have  gone  into  tills  gi- 
gantic aeUevcment 

Over  S.OOO  changes  in  the  revenue 
laws  are  contained  in  the  tax  revision 
measure.  In  geno^l.  the  parpose  of 
these  changes  Iws  been  to  remove  in- 
eqaltifls,  to  end  harassment  of  the  tax- 
payer, and  to  reduce  tax  barriers  to  fu- 
ture expansion  of  production  and  em- 
ployment. 

Tbe  new  law  eloaes  over  50  loopholes 
through  whieh  taxpayers  todsy  can 
avoid  paying  their  fair  rimre  of  taxea. 
Tbe  new  law  contiUTiii  $827  mnUon  re- 
lief for  tedlviduals  and  $536  mfiUam  re- 
lief for  buBineBB.  In  addition,  the  new 
law  win  extend  the  present  52  peroent 
etnporate  ineome  for  1  year  which 
means  an  additk»al  $1.3  billion  tax  cm 
business.  This  increased  tax  on  buslneas 
practically  pays  for  all  of  tbe  tax  relief 
granted  so  that  the  net  eost  to  the 
revenue  win  be  only  $163  miUlon. 

Without  attempttne:  to  give  a  tech- 
nical interpretation,  tbe  following  rep- 
resents some  of  the  highUgbts  of  the 
new  tax  law.  These  t^tanges  in  general 
are  effective  last  January  l  so  that  tbe 
taxpayers  wlU  receive  the  ben^t  from 
ttiem  this  year. 


First.  A  parent  can  claim  a  deduction 
of  $600  for  each  child  regardless  of  the 
child's  earnings  if  the  child  is  under  19 
and  tbe  parent  continues  to  furnish 
more  than  half  the  child's  support 

Second.  A  parent  can  also  claim  the 

•660  dependency  deduction  for  a  child 


over  18  regardless  of  the  child's  timings 
If  the  child  is  attending  school  or  «ol. 
lege,  m  receiving  on-the-farm  training, 
and  the  parent  continues  to  furnish 
more  than  half  the  child's  support 

Third.  An  aged  parent  or  other  de- 
pendent cared  for  by  several  members 
of  a  family  can  be  claimed  as  a  deduc- 
tion by  one  of  the  members  of  the 
family. 

Fourth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  a  foster  child. 

Fifth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  a  child  await- 
ing adoi>tion. 

Slxtli.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  any  other  per- 
son, regardless  of  relationship,  if  the 
taxpayer  supports  that  person  in  his 
home. 

Seventh.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  a  cousin  who 
is  institutionalized  because  of  physical 
or  mental  disability. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $85  million. 

CiULD-CJOa  KXFENSXS 

First  Single  working  parents,  such  as 
a  widow,  are  allowed  a  deduction  up  to 
$600  for  the  expense  of  child-care  for 
children  up  to  12  years  of  age. 

Second.  The  same  deduction  is  allowed 
for  a  married  woman  who  must  work 
because  her  husband  is  incapacitated. 

Third-  The  same  deduction  is  allowed 
with  respect  to  any  dependent  regard- 
less of  age,  who  is  mentally  or  physically 
incaoable  of  caring  for  himself. 

Fourth.  A  similar  deduction  is  allowed 
a  married  woman  if  tbe  combined  In- 
amie  of  her  husband  and  herself  does 
not  exceed  $5,100. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $130  million- 
naDZCAS  zxrxNsxs 

Wrst  Medical  expenses  can  be  de- 
ducted when  they  exceed  3  percent  of 
income,  instead  of  5  percent  as  under 
present  law. 

Secoajd.  Example:  A  family  with 
$3,000  gross  income  and  medical  ex- 
penses of  $150  will  be  able  to  deduct  $60. 
Tfce  same  famDy  can  deduct  nothing  to- 
day. 

Hiird.  The  bm  doubles  the  present 
maylmnm  limit  on  the  amount  that  can 
be  deducted. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $80  million. 

HXAO  or  VAIOLT 

First  A  Single  taxpayer  who  has  a 
dependent  son  or  daughter  will  be  en- 
titled during  the  first  3  years  after  the 
death  of  his  spouse  to  the  same  income- 
splltting  privilege  as  Is  accorded  mar- 
ried couples. 

Second.  A  single  individual  can  receive 
half  the  benefits  of  income  splitting  if 
he  has  a  dependent  parent  and  if  the 
taxpayer  maintains  a  household  for  the 
father  or  mother. 

Savings  to  ta:Q)ayers.  $11  million. 
iNcom  cBXDir 


First  All  retired -people  65  and  over 
including  schoolteachers,  firemen,  police- 
men, and  civil  servants,  will  in  effect  be 
exempt  on  all  retirement  income  up  to 
$1,200.  This  will  mean  a  tax  reduction 
for  these  retired  people  of  up  to  $240  a 

year. 

Second.  Example :  A  retired  single  in- 
dividual over  65  who  has  a  total  retire- 


ment income  of  $3,000  today  pays  about 
$300  in  inc(Mne  tax.  Under  the  bill,  his 
tax  is  reduced  to  $60 — a  saving  of  $240. 

Third.  The  same  exemption  wlU  ex- 
tend to  individuals  imder  65  if  they  re- 
ceive a  pension  from  a  public  retirement 
system,  such  as  do  teachers. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $141  mlHion. 

CSZDIT    PXTSCHASXS 

The  bill  allows  a  deduction  for  mter»t 

up  to  6  percent  on  installment  purchases. 

Total  saving  to  taxpayers,  $10  yiiiiipn. 

CHAUTABLX  COITTRIBTTTIOITS 

The  bill  increases  from  20  to  $0  per- 
cent the  allowable  deduction  for  chari- 
table contributions  to  churches,  hos- 
pitals, and  educational  institutions. 

Total  savings  to  taxpayers,  $25  million. 

AID  TO  rAJUCXSS 

y  First  Deductions  up  to  25  percent  of 
farm  income  are  allowed  for  soil  and 
water  conservation. 

Second.  The  bill  permits  more  rapid 
write-off  of  the  expense  of  farm  ma- 
chinery, equipment,  and  construction. 

Third-  Removes  tax  on  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  cattle  when  the  aale  is 
necessitated  by  disease. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $10  million. 

SICKNESS   AND   ACCIDXNT  PLANS 

First.  Premiums  paid  by  employers  to 
health  and  accident  plans  will  not  be 
taxable  to  their  employees. 

Second.  All  accident  and  health  bene- 
fits paid  as  reimbiirsement  for  actual 
medical  expenses  to  employees,  their 
wives,  or  children,  are  completely  ex- 
empted from  tax. 

Third.  Payments  to  employees  for  loss 
of  wages  due  to  injury  or  illness  are  ex- 
empted up  to  $100  a  week. 

Savings  to  taxpayers:  No  estimate 
possible. 

DKATH  BENKRTB 

The  bin  exempts  all  death  benefits  up 
to  $5,000  paid  by  an  employer  to  the 
widow  or  other  beneficiary  of  an  em- 
ployee. 

Savings  to  taxpayers:  No  estimate 
possible. 

PENSIONS  AND  ANNTJTTHS 

In  addition  to  the  $1,200  exemption 
extended  to  retirement  income,  the  bill 
also  provides  a  simpler  method  for  taxa- 
tion of  pensions  and  annuities,  ends  an- 
nual 3-percent  tax  paid  on  annuities 
and  provides  instead  a  method  of  com- 
puting tax  on  basis  of  cost  divided  by 
years  of  life  expectancy. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $10  million. 

BiyjnBfL  cnorr 

First  Excludes  first  $50  In  dividends 
from  taxation  and  provides  a  credit 
against  tax  equal  to  4  percent  of  the 
balance. 

Second.  Example:  An  individual  with 
$50  or  less  in  dividends  from  his  savings 
will  be  entirely  exempt  from  tax  on  that 
amount 

Third.  Example:  An  individual  with 
$250  in  dividends  from  his  savings  will 
exclude  the  first  $50  entirely,  and  then 
reduce  his  total  tax  by  $ft— 4  percent  of 
the  balance  of  $200. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $204  million. 

DEPSECIATION 

"The  bill  will  permit  the  more  liberal 
writeoff  of  the  cost  of  new  equipment. 
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For  example,  in  the  first  year  of  life  of 
new  equipment,  t^e  taxpayer  will  be  able 
to  write  off  twice  the  amount  now  al- 
lowed. 

Savings  to  ta>i?ayers,  $375  million,  of 
which  $75  millicn  represents  savings  to 
individuals  such  as  farmers,  shopkeep- 
ers, and  salesmen. 

DBCLAKATIONS    OP    XSTHCATED    TAX 

The  requlrem«;nts  are  eased  for  filing 
declarations  of  (Estimated  tax.  Upward 
of  a  million  taxi>ayers  will  be  relieved  of 
the  present  requirement  for  filing. 

pnjiffci  TAX  Bxirmra 
Tax  returns  wiD  be  due  April  15  In- 
stead of  March  15.  giving  taxpayers  1 
additional  month  In  which  to  prepare 
their  final  tax  returns  and  make  their 
final  tax  payments. 

KXSXABCH  AtrD  EXPEBIMEMTATIOIf 

The  bill  grants  taxpayers  an  option  to 
either  deduct  as  an  expense  or  to  amor- 
tize research  and  experimental  expend- 
itures. 

No  revenue  estimate  possible.  The 
provision  is  desit.^ned  to  encoxirage  busi- 
ness researeh  with  the  objective  of  cre- 
ating new  products,  new  processes,  and 
new  Jobs. 

•cKTHODn  or  AcootnrriNa 

The  bill  brlnrs  tax-accounting  rules 
into  harmony  with  business  accounting, 
thereby  eliminating  to  a  great  extent  the 
necessity  for  taxpayers  to  maintain  two 
sets  of  books.  In  provides  realistic  ocm- 
putation  of  net  income  for  tax  purposes 
in  conformity  with  sound  business  prac- 
tices. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $47  million. 
DKPLxnoir 

The  bill  Increases  the  rate  of  percent- 
age depletion  on  a  variety  of  critical  and 
strategic  minerals  in  order  to  encourage 
the  development  of  domestic  sources  of 
supply. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $34  million. 

PARTIfXaSHIPS 

First.  The  bill  adopts  comprehensive 
provisions  concerning  the  tax  treatment 
of  partners  and  partnerships  in  order  to 
remove  confusion  of  existing  law.  Prin- 
cipal objectives  (ire  simplicity,  flexibility, 
and  equity  betw<ien  partners. 

Second.  Certain  proprietorships  and 
partnerships  are  given  tbe  option  to  be 
taxed  as  corporations. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $20  million. 

XMVKNTIONS 

The  bill  extends  capital- gains  treat- 
ment to  proceeds  realized  by  an  inventor 
on  the  sale  or  exchange  of  a  patent. 

No  revenue  estimate  possible.  The 
new  provision  Ls  designed  to  encourage 
invention  and  thereby  promote  a  healthy 
economy  and  an  improving  standard  of 
living. 

NET   CIPXRATTNG   IXMS 

The  bill  extends  the  net  operating  loss 
carrybe.ck  to  2  vears  and  makes  certain 
other  adjustments. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $120  million. 

I 

LITE  nfSOXANCB 

The  bill  lesseiis  the  estate  tax  on  the 
proceeds  of  certain  life-insurance  poli- 
cies. 

Savings  to  individual  taxpayers,  $25 

million. 


The  MH  removes  the  2  peroent  penalty 
tax  with  respect  to  consolidated  returns 
filed  by  regulated  public  utilities. 

Savings  to  tajq>ayers,  $35  million. 

tMPBOP^  AOCmrCTLATICUrB 

The  bill  eases  the  penalty  t&x  on  cer- 
tain accumulated  earnings  in  order  that 
business,  esp>ecially  small  businesses,  may 
have  greater  freedom  in  retaining  their 
funds  for  legitimate  business  purposes. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $10  millioiL 

COSPOIATION  INCOICX  TAX 

The  bill  extends  for  1  year  the  present 
52  percent  corporation  income  tax. 
Total  increase  in  revenue,  $1.2  billion. 

REPUBLICAN   ACTION   POK  TAXPATXKS 

The  10  percent  reduction  in  Federal 
income  taxes  which  went  into  effect  last 
January  1  saves  mdivldual  taxpayers  a 
total  of  $3  bilUon  annually.  This  tax  cut 
would  not  have  been  possible  if  the  Con- 
gress and  the  administration  had  not  cut 
the  Trimian  budget  for  fiscal  1954  by  $12 
billion. 

Nor  would  the  $2  biUion  tax  savings  by 
elimination  of  the  excess-profits  tax  have 
been  possible  without  this  budget  cutting. 

The  Republican  excise-tax  reduction 
law  saves  taxpayers  an  additional  $1 
bUlion. 

The  tax  revision  act  will  save  taxpay- 
ers $1,400,000,000. 

A  total  of  $827  million  of  this  tax  sav- 
ing is  for  individuals.  The  remainder, 
$536  million,  is  tax  relief  for  business. 

The  overall  tax -cut  program  will  save 
$7,400,000,000.  Of  this  amount  indi- 
viduals receive  an  overall  total  tax  sav- 
ing of  $4,700,000,000.  The  tax  savings  so 
far  surpass  any  previous  total  in  the 
history  of  Congress. 


Interstate  and  Foreiga  G>Bunerce  Com- 
mittee Reports  «■  Brysea  Bill,  H.  R. 
1227 


EXTENSION  OF  REBiiARKS 

OF 

HON.  CHARLES  A.  WOLVERTON 

OF  NKW   JXXSKT 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday.  August  17, 1954 

Mr.  WOLVKRTON.  Mr.,  Speaker,  the 
Bryson  bill — H.  R.  1227 — was  the  sub- 
ject of  long  and  extended  hearings  by 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. Because  of  the  widespread 
interest  in  the  bill  I  am  herewith  in- 
cluding, as  part  of  my  remarks,  a  copy 
of  the  report  issued  by  the  committee  to- 
day, setting  forth  the  views  of  the  com- 
mittee with  reference  to  the  bill  at  this 
time. 

The  report  reads  as  follows: 

RxFOKT  ON  H.  R.  1227.  Brtson  Biu. 
The  Ootnmlttee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Ck>mmerce,  to  whom  was  referred  the  Bryson 
bUl  (H.  R.  1227)  to  prohibit  tbe  transpor- 
tation In  Interstate  conuneroe  of  advertise- 
ments Of  alcoholic  beverages  by  mail,  news- 
paper, periodical,  newsreel.  photographic 
film,  or  record  for  mechanical  reproduction. 
and  the  broadcasting  of  such  advertisements 


by  radio  and  telerlalon.  liaTlny  eonsldered 
same,  submits  the  following  report: 

KKtensive  hearing  were  held  on  the  liUI 
by  the  entire  oocninlttee  xm.  Mmlj  19.  ao,  31. 
and  34,  1954.  The  reootd  of  the  herlnge 
covers  almost  600  printed  pages.  Ow  60 
wltneaeee  appeared  In  person  and  were  beard. 
An  eren  greater  nxunber  submitted  state- 
ments for  the  record.  Included  among  the 
repreaentatlTes  were  Tarioua  dvle  and  re- 
ligious groups,  publishers,  representatlTea  aC 
labor  unions,  distillers,  trade  asaoetaUoiu^ 
the  press,  radio,  and  television  broadcastcn. 
and  Members  of  Congress.  In  additlosi. 
numerous  letters,  telegrams,  and  petitiooa 
were  received  from  aU  part*  of  the  United 
states. 

The  biU  before  the  committee  and  tlM 
hearings  held  thereon  raise  many  difBcult 
issues,  particularly  those  of  a  constitutional 
character  resulting  from  the  adoption  of  th« 
21st  amendment.  Ihese  issues  require  fur- 
ther consideration  and  more  detaUad  infor- 
mation. The  questions  In  the  main  are  as 
follows:  • 

1.  To  what  extent.  If  any,  from  a  consti- 
tutional standpoint  Is  the  3i8t  amendment 
applicable? 

(a)  Does  it  preclude  Congress  from  adopt- 
ing legislation  designed  either  to  prevent, 
regulate,  or  control  advertising  of  alcoholic 
beverages? 

(b)  Does  Congress  have  the  power  to  adopt 
legislation  that  would  apply  to  the  advertis- 
ing of  intoxicating  liquors  in  Statea.  Tsrrl- 
toties  or  possessions  where  the  delivery  or 
use  at  intoxicating  liquors  is  prohibited  by 
law? 

2.  Is  there  any  constitutional  prohibition 
against  such  proposed  legislation  because  of 
curtailments  of  free  speech — 

(a)  as  to  radio  and  tele^lstonT 

(b)  as  to  newspapers,  periodicals,  ete.t 

(c)  as  to  use  of  the  mails? 

8.  Does  the  second  section  of  the  31st 
amendment  give  a  State  the  right  to  pass 
legislation   on  this  subject  with  reference 


(a)  radio  and  teleyislon  operating  within 
the  State,  or,  broadcasts  from  stations  op- 
erating without  tbe  State? 

(b)  newspapers  and  periodicals  published 
and  circulated  within  the  State,  or,  circulated 
in  the  State  although  published  outside  of 
the  SUte? 

4.  If  the  second  section  of  the  aist  amend- 
ment gives  protective  rights  to  a  State,  how 
would  such  rights  be  made  effective  with 
respect  to  broadcasts  originating  in  another 
State? 

6.  Would  Congress  have  the  power  to  pro- 
hibit the  movement  in  interstate  commerce, 
by  mall  or  otherwise,  of  advertisements  of 
albobollc  beverages  that  originate  outside  the 
boundaries  of  the  United  States? 

6.  Does  the  Federal  Communications  Com- 
mission have  Jurisdiction  under  present  law 
that  would  enable  it  to  carry  out  provisions   • 
contained  in  the  proposed  legislation  without 
additional  congressional  action? 

7.  Does  existing  law  enable  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  to  proceed  against  ad- 
vertUements  of  alcoholic  beverages  when 
such  advertisements  are  deemed  misleading 
or  deceptive  with  respect  to  the  effect  of  , 
alcohoUc  beverages  on  health  and  morals? 

In  view  of  the  many  complaints  received 
by  this  committee  with  regard  to  improper 
or  excessive  advertising  of  soiqe  alcohoUe 
beverages  on  radio  and  television,  the  com- 
mittee is  seeking  information  from  the  Fed- 
eral Communications  Commission,  the  beer. 
wine,  and  broadcasting  indxistries  and  their 
respective  trade  associations  with  regard  to 
(a)  extent  of  this  advertising  in  dollar  vol- 
ume in  relation  to  other  advertising,  (b) 
the  number,  character,  and  length  of  pro- 
grams sponsored  by  wine  and  beer  manu- 
factiirers.  and  (c)  tbe  broadcast  time  con- 
sumed in  the  course  of  such  programs  and 
by  spot  announcements  of  beer  and  wina 
products. 
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Xn  this  oonneetion,  th«  o(»nmltt«e  takes 
cognlHince  of  tbs  fact  that  the  distilling 
Industry  has  adopted  a  policy  of  refraining 
from  advertlalng  Its  products  over  radio  and 
television.  This  fact  creates  the  thought 
that  consideration  could  profitably  be  given 
by  the  beer  and  wine  Industries  to  the  pos- 
sibility of  eliminating  or  c\irtalllng  their  ad- 
vertising over  radio  and   television. 

The  oonunlttee  furthermore  takes  cogni- 
sance of  the  fact  that  the  television  code 
specifically  prohibits  the  advertising  of  haird 
llquon  on  television  while  the  code  does 
permit  the  advertising  of  beer  and  wine  with- 
out any  restrictions.  The  committee,  there- 
fore, raises  the  question  whether  radio  and 
television  broadcasters  should  not  also  adopt 
speclflo  policies  with  regard  to  the  adver- 
tising of  beer  and  wine  products  with  a 
view  to  eliminating  or  curtailing  such  ad- 
vertising. The  advertising  of  alcoholic  bev- 
erages on  television  Is  not  In  good  taste  If 
such  advertisement  Includes  a  scene  of  a 
family  or  any  person  drinking,  serving,  or 
preparing  drinks,  or  contains  any  representa- 
tion prlmarUy  appealing  to  children. 

The  committee  feeU  that  the  efforts  of 
the  broadcasting  Industry  and  particularly 
the  television  Industry  at  self-regxilatlon  In 
this  highly  sensitive  field  of  advertising  and 
programing,  have  not  been  as  successful  as 
the  committee  might  Justifiably  have  ex- 
pected. The  committee  feels  tbat  It  is  in- 
cumbent upon  the  radio  and  television  in- 
dustries. In  their  own  enlightened  Interest, 
to  give  serious  consideration  to  the  wide- 
spread complaints  with  reference  to  the  ad- 
vertising of  alcoholic  beverages  over  their 
mediums  and  to  take  Immediate  steps  to 
meet  these  complaints. 

The  committee,  therefore,  feels  Justified 
In  requesting  that  the  radio  and  television 
Industries  submit  to  this  committee  by  Jan- 
uary 1.  1866,  a  report  as  to  the  steps  already 
taken,  and  proposed  to  be  taken,  to  cope 
with  this  problem.  We  expect  the  whole- 
hearted cooperation  of  all  concerned  In  ar- 
riving at  a  satisfactory  solution  to  these 
vital  Issues. 


Augicst  17 


The  Drooffkt  Profram— Ai  EzpluatiM 

of  th«  GoTcraaMnt's  Program,  in  Coop- 
cratioB  With  Ike  States  and  Indmdnal 
Finncn,  To  Combtt  the  Effecti  of 
Dnwfht 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  WILUAM  S.  HILL 

or  CObOKAOO 

IN  THR  HOUSB  OP  REPRBBENTATIVXS 

Tueiiay.  August  17, 1954 

Mr.  HTTiTi  Mr.  Speaker,  under  leave 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record,  I 
Include  the  following  explanation  of  the 
drought  program: 

BTATBICKNT  0»  ASSZSTAircK  AVAZLABLS  THSOUOH 
rta       D^ABTKXMT       0»       AoaiCTTLTUBK       IK 

DaoTTOHT  Dasiaif  ATiD  Askas 

In  addition  to  the  regular  services  avail- 
able to  farmers  and  ranchers  through  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  the  following 
special  programs  are  available  upon  a  proper 
showing  of  need:  (1)  bay  and  feed  grain 
program  In  areas  designated  under  Public 
Law  876.  and  (3)  emergency  loans  through 
the  Farmers'  Home  Administration. 

BAT    AMD    I^B>    CBAIK    PBOGBAM 

The  hay  and  feed  grain  programs  are  only 
avaUable  in  States  that  have  been  declared 
disaster  areas  by  the  President  of  the  United 
Btatea.    A  State  X7SDA  drought  commltteo 


is  established  in  each  State  where  drought 
conditions  appear  to  constitute  an  emerg- 
ency. The  USDA  drought  committee  is  com- 
posed of  the  chairman  of  the  State  agricul- 
tural stabilization  committee  as  its  chair- 
man, and  with  the  following  as  additional 
members:  State  director  of  the  Agriculture 
Extension  Service,  State  director  of  the 
Farmers'  Home  Administration,  State  direc- 
tor of  civil  defense,  a  prominent  rancher  Or 
farmer,  and  a  prominent  banker. 

The  State  USDA  drought  committee  is  r«- 
sponslble  for  obtaining  and  furnishing  in- 
formation to  the  Secretary  of  Agrlcultuiw 
with  respect  to  drought  conditions  in  tl>e 
State.  Where  the  severity  of  drought  condi- 
tions Justify  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  will 
use  the  information  submitted  by  the  State 
USDA  drought  committee,  together  with 
other  information  available  to  him.  as  a  basis 
for  recommendation  to  the  President  far 
designation  of  a  drought  disaster  area  under 
Public  Law  875.  In  addition  to  the  recoran 
mendatlons  from  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture provisions  of  Public  Law  875  require  tlie 
governor  of  the  State  to  make  a  formal  re- 
quest to  the  President  setting  forth  the  facts 
and  conditions  which  constitute  the  emer- 
gency and  how  the  State  government  Is  ren- 
dering assistance  to  meet  the  emergency.  The 
request  from  the  governor  of  the  State  and 
the  recommendations  from  the  Secretary  oJC 
Agriculture  constitute  the  basis  upon  which 
the  President  decides  whether  a  state  of 
emergency  exists  in  any  State  pursuant  to 
Public  Law  875. 

In  States  that  have  been  designated  by  the 
President  as  drought  disaster  areas  under 
Public  Law  875,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
is  authorized  to  designate  the  counties  with- 
in the  State  In  which  the  hay  and  feed  grain 
programs  will  operate.  The  information 
submitted  by  the  State  USDA  drought  com- 
mittee and  other  information  available  to 
the  Secretary  Is  used  as  a  basis  for  deter- 
mining the  counties  In  which  these  programs 
will  be  made  available. 

The  hay  program  in  these  designated 
drought  areas  is  conditioned  upon  the  gov- 
ernor of  the  State  signing  a  contract  with 
the  Department  of  Agriculttire  whereby  ths 
Department  makes  available  to  the  governor 
such  sum  or  sums  of  Federal  funds  as  may  be 
agreed  upon  in  the  contract  for  use  by  the 
governor  in  d-^fraylng  the  cost  of  the  trans- 
portation of  hay  but  not  to  exceed  one-half 
Of  the  actual  cost  of  the  transportatloa 
of  hay  or  $10  whichever  is  the  lesser. 
The  State  government  is  responsible  under 
the  contract  for  carrying  out  all  phases 
of  the  distribution  of  hay  to  farmers  and 
ranchers  imder  the  program  and  generally 
do  that  through  trade  channels.  The  re- 
Bponsibility  to  the  Federal  Government  under 
the  hay  program  is  to  make  available  the 
Federal  funds  as  outlined  above  to  assist  In 
defraying  the  cost  of  the  transportation  of 
hay  In  the  drought-stricken  areas  and  to 
determine  the  eligibility  of  farmers  and 
ranchers  for  such  assistance. 

The  Department's  feed  grain  program 
which  Involves  the  distribution  of  Commod- 
ity Credit  Corporation  surplus  grtUns  is  only 
available  in  disaster  areas  designated  under 
Public  Law  875.  Under  the  policies  that 
have  been  announced  by  the  Department, 
farmers  and  ranchers  who  are  In  need  of 
assistance  to  maintain  .  their  foundation 
herds  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  goats  may  obtain 
applications  for  these  surplus  feed  grains  at 
either  the  local  county  office  of  the  Farmers' 
Home  Administration  or  the  local  office  of 
the  Agricultural  Stabilization  Service.  The 
completed  applications  may  be  filed  at  either 
of  these  local  offices.  The  county  commit- 
tee of  the  Farmers'  Home  Administration 
has  been  designated  to  review  all  applica- 
tions for  hay  or  feed  grains  to  determine 
eligibility  therefor  under  these  programs. 
Farmers  who  receive  approved  applications 
for  siuplus  feed  grains  will  obtain  such 
grains  at  a  reduced  cost  of  60  cents  per  100 


pounds.  Farmers  or  ranchers  will  purchase 
the- grain  through  local  trade  channels.  The 
local  dealers  who  sell  the  grain  to  the  farm- 
ers or  ranchers  will  obtain  from  the  local 
commodity  credit  office  negotiable  certifi- 
cates for  the  60  cents  per  100  pounds  of  grain 
sold  to  eligible  farmers  and  ranchers.  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  will  pay  off  these 
certificates  with  grain  from  its  svirplits  in- 
ventories. 

XMEXGENCT   LOAN   PSOCRAU  ! 

The  Department  has  available  through 
the  Farmers'  Home  Administration  emer- 
gency loans  to  assist  farmers  and  ranchers 
In  drout  ^t  areas  who  are  unable  to  6btaln 
the  credit  they  need  from  local  private 
sources. 

Special  livestock  loans  are  available  to 
farmers  and  ranchers  who  need  credit  to 
continue  their  cattle,  sheep,  or  goat  opera- 
tions. These  loans  are  available  in  any 
State  without  regard  to  drought  disaster 
designations. 

Production  emergency  loans  under  Public 
Law  38  may  be  made  available  In  States  upon 
a  designation  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
The  designations  under  this  statute  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  are  separate  from 
the  designations  under  Public  Law  875. 
Where  drought  conditions  are  such  that  pri- 
vate lenders  are  unable  to  meet  the  credit 
needs  of  farmers  and  ranchers,  the  county 
supervisors  of  the  Farmers'  Home  Adminis- 
tration In  consultation  with  private  credit 
sources  or  other  agricultural  leaders  will  sub- 
mit rep5)rts  to  the  State  director  of  the  Farm- 
ers' Home  Administration  requesting  that  the 
area  be  designated  as  a  disaster  area  under 
Public  Law  38.  A  report  of  the  cotmtles 
affected  is  submitted  by  the  State  director  of 
the  Farmers'  Home  Administration  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Farmers  Home  Admin- 
istration in  Washington.  Where  the  facts 
Justify,  a  report  and  recommendation  Is  sub- 
mitted to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  the 
designation  of  certain  county  or  counties  In 
a  State  as  a  disaster  area  for  emergency  pro- 
duction loans  under  Public  Law  38.  Tl*e  ac- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  on  these 
recommendations  Is  final.  In  addition  to 
these  production  emergency  loans  as  de- 
scribed above,  the  Secretary  of  Agrlcxilture 
may  also  authorize  the  making  of  economic 
emergency  loans,  where  he  finds  there  is  a 
need  for  emergency  credit,  In  areas  that  have 
been  designated  as  disaster  areas  under  Pub- 
lic Law  875.  Information  concerning  the 
conditions  and  terms  of  these  emergency 
loans  from  the  Farmers'  Home  Administra- 
tion can  be  obtained  from  the  local  county 
office  of  the  agency  serving  the  area  In  which 
the  applicant  resides. 


SUMMASr 

1.  How  states  may  obtain  designations  under 
public  Law  875  for  hay  and  feed  grain 
programs 

Step  No.  1 :  The  governor  of  the  State  must 
request  the  President  to  declare  the  State 
as  a  disaster  area  under  Public  Law  875. 

Step  No.  2:  The  State  USDA  drought  com- 
mittee must  submit  a  report  to  the  Secretary 

of  Agriculture  showing  that  a  drought  condi- 
tion of  major  proportions  exists  in  the  State 
and  setting  forth  Information  of  the  condi- 
tions In  each  county  in  the  area  to  be  desig- 
nated. 

Step  No.  3:  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
will  submit  recommendations  to  the  Presi- 
dent concerning  the  designation  of  the  area 
requested  by  the  governor. 

Step  No.  4:  If  a  State  is  designated  as  a 
drought  disaster  area  by  the  President  in 
accordance  with  the  governor's  request,  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  Is  authorized  to  des- 
ignate the  counties  or  areas  within  the  State 
in  which  the  hay  and  feed  grain  program 
will  be  operated.  Counties  or  parts  of  coun- 
ties will  be  added  and  deleted  by  the  Secre- 
tary from  the  area  as  change  in  drought  Con- 
ditions warrant  such  action. 
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2.  How  doe*  m  fMrmrr  or  rancher  make  «ppU- 

cof  km  for  end  reteim  mssistanee  under  the 

hep  jtrogramT 

Step  No.  1:  In  cirought-deBignated  areas 
where  the  govemot  and  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  have  entered  Into  a  contract  for 
the  hay  program,  fiumers  and  ranchers  may 
obtain  application  forms  for  hay  at  red\iced 
transportation  costs  at  the  local  otBce  of  the 
Farmers'  Home  AdcUnlstratlon  or  the  county 
office  of  the  Agricultural  StabUlzation  Serv- 
ice. 

Step  No.  2:  All  applications  for  hay  at  re- 
duced transportation  costs  must  be  ap- 
proved by  the  ccunty  committee  of  the 
Farmers'  Home  Administration  for  the 
county  in  which  tlie  farmer  and  rancher  re- 
side. Completed  sppllcatlons  must  be  filed 
by  the  farmer  or  rancher  at  the  county  ofBce 
of  the  Farmers'  Home  Admin Istrmtion  or  at 
the  county  office  of  the  Agricultural  StabUl- 
zation  Service. 

Step  No.  3:  After  approval  by  the  county 
FHA  committee.  i.he  approved  application 
for  hay  may  be  pl:ked  up  by  the  farmer  or 
rancher  at  the  county  agricultural  stabiliza- 
tion office. 

Step  No.  4:  The  rarmer  or  rancher  who  has 
been  certified  for  assistance  under  the  hay 
program  will  deli^er  the  approved  applica- 
tion to  the  local  dealer  or  person  from  whom 
he  will  purchase  lisy.  Tt»e  approved  appli- 
cation will  permit  the  farmer  or  rancher 
to  purchase  the  liay  from  local  sources  at 
the  reduced  trantportatlon  costa. 

3.  Hate  do^s  a  far-ner  or  rancher  obtain  as- 
sistance under  the  Department'M  feed  grain 
program? 

Step  No.  1 :  In  areas  that  have  been  desig- 
nated as  drought-disaster  areas  under  Pub- 
lic Law  875.  farmers  or  ranchers  may  obtain 
application  forms  for  feed  grain  at  reduced 
costs  at  either  the  county  office  of  the  Farm- 
ers' Home  Administration  or  the  Agricultural 
Stabilization  Service. 

Step  No.  2:  Omnty  committees  of  the 
Farmers'  Home  Administration  are  respon- 
sible for  detennin.ng  eligibility  of  applicants 
for  feed  grain.  C^ompleted  applications  for 
feed  grain  must  b<  filed  at  either  the  county 
office  of  the  Fanners'  Home  Administration 
or  the  Agrlculturiil  Stabilization  Service. 

Step  No.  3:  Fio-tners  or  ranchers  whose 
applications  have  been  approved  will  ob- 
tain purchase  orders  from  the  county  office 
of  the  Agricultural  Stablllaatlon  Service. 
The  purchase  orders  will  be  used  by  farmer 
or  rancher  to  purchase  the  feed  grain 
through  local  trade  channels  at  a  reduced 
cost  of  60  cents  per  hundred  (wunds. 

Step  No.  4:  Th(  local  feed  dealers  will  ob- 
tain from  the  county  office  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Stabilization  Service  a  negotiable  cer- 
tificate in  exchange  for  the  purchase  orders 
obtained  from  faimers  or  ranchers  who  have 
purchased  grain  trom  them.  Tbe  negotiable 
certificates  will  be  used  by  the  local  dealers 
to  obtain  surplus  feed  grains  from  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation. 

4.  How  do  farmers  and  ranchers  obtain  emer- 
gency loans  through  tfce  Farmers  Home 
AdministrationT 

step  No.  1 :  Fa.**mers  and  ranchers  who  are 
k-oducers  and  feeders  of  cattle,  sheep,  and 
its  and  who  are  unable  to  obtain  credit 
3m  private  credit  sources  to  continue  their 
erations  may  spply  at  local  offices  of  the 
irmers  Home  Administration  for  special 
livestock  loans  is  all  States  without  regard 
t<^  any  drought  designations. 

Step  No.  2:  Where  other  types  of  emer- 
gency loans  throvgh  the  Farmers  Home  Ad- 
ministration are  needed  local  Interested  citi- 
zens should  request  the  county  supervisor  of 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration  to  re- 
quest the  desigi  ation  of  the  area  under 
Public  Law  38. 

Step  No.  3:  I'Tie  State  director  of  the 
Farmers  Home  Admlnistrstlon  will  submit 
a  report  to  the  Administrator  of  the  Farmers 


Home  Admlnlstomtkm  tn  Wadklngtoii.  D.  C 
supporting  the  need  for  emergency  credit  In 
the  county  or  counties  tn  the  8tate(s)  under 
his  JurlMUotlaa. 

Step  Mo.  4:  "ntm  Admlntatrator  of  the 
Flumars  Bome  Adminletratloii  wUl  make  ap- 
propriate rwontnmmdatkTns  in  justULable 
instances  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
requesting  designation  of  areas  for  emer- 
gency loans. 

Step  No.  5:  The  Secretary  ot  Agriculture 
makes  the  final  determination  for  designa- 
tions of  areas  for  emergency  loans. 

Step  No.  6 :  In  areas  that  have  been  desig- 
nated for  emergency  loans  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  farmers  and  ranchers  destrlng 
such  loans  msy  obtain  application  forms  and 
make  such  applications  at  the  local  county 
office  of  the  Farmers  Home  Administration 
■erring  the  area  in  which  the  fanner  or 
rancher  resides. 
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foster  efaOd  or  one  awmittBK  adoiitton.  A 
taxpayer  can  claim  $900  dednclkni  for 
any  person  supported  in  his  hamr  or  a 
relative  tnstituUonaliiBrd  because  at 
physical  or  mental  disability.  An  mgeA 
parent  or  otber  dependent  cared  for  hf 
several  members  of  tbe  family  can  be 
claimed  by  one  member  of  ttie  famfly. 
Saving  to  taxpayers:  $15  mfllinn. 
canA-caas  ^inJUiBS 

A  widow  or  a  single  working  parent 
is  allowed  a  deductioa  of  $600  for  ex- 
penses of  child  care  f  <nr  children  up  to 
12  jemn  of  age.  A  married  woman  ia 
allowed  the  same  deduction  if  her  hoa- 
band  is  incapacitated  <Mr  if  the  combined 
income  of  her  husband  and  hers^  does 
not  exceed  $5,100.  The  same  deductioa 
is  allowed  with  respect  to  any  depend- 
ent regardless  of  age  who  is  mentally 
or  physically  incapable  to  care  for  him- 
self.   Saving  to  taxpayers:  $130  million. 


or 

HON.  E.  Y.  BERRY 

or  soirrB  Dakota 

IN  THS  BOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATTVKS 

Tuesday,  August  17. 19S4 

Mr.  BERRT.  Mr.  Speaker,  pursuant 
to  permission  to  extend  my  remarks,  it  is 
a  pleasure  to  present  an  explanation  of 
H.  R.  8300,  now  the  tax  revision  law. 

The  new  tax  revision  bill,  which  Presi- 
dent EUsenhower  signed  into  a  law  today, 
is  the  most  monumental  legislative  un- 
dertaking in  the  history  of  the  Congress. 
It  is  the  first  comprehensive  revision  of 
the  Internal  revenue  laws  since  before 
the  turn  of  the  century  and  the  eixact- 
ment  of  the  Income  tax. 

Approximately  a  half  a  million  man- 
hours  of  work  have  gone  into  this  gigan- 
tic achievement.  Over  3.000  changes  in 
the  revenue  laws  are  contained  in  the 
revision  measure.  In  general,  the  pur- 
pose of  these  changes  has  been  to  remove 
inequities,  to  end  harassment  of  the  tax- 
payer, and  to  reduce  tax  oarriers  to  fu- 
ture expansion  of  production  and  em- 
ployment. 

The  new  law  closes  over  50  loopholes 
through  which  taxpayers  today  can 
avoid  paying  their  fair  share  of  taxes. 
It  contains  $827  million  relief  for  indi- 
viduals and  $536  million  relief  for  busi- 
ness. In  addition,  the  new  law  will  ex- 
tend the  present  52 -percent  corporate 
income  for  1  year  which  means  an  addi- 
tional $1.2  billion  tax  on  business.  This 
increased  tax  on  business  practically 
pays  for  all  the  tax  relief  granted  so 
that  the  net  cost  to  the  revenue  will  be 
only  $163  million. 

Without  attempting  to  give  a  technical 
interpretation,  the  following  represents 
some  of  the  highlights  of  the  new  tax 
law.  These  changes  in  general  are  effec- 
tive last  January  1  so  that  the  taxpayers 
will  receive  the  benefit  from  them  this 
year, 

DKPKNOENTS 

A  parent  can  claim  a  deduction  of  $600 
if  the  parent  furnishes  more  than  half  of 
the  child's  support,  if  he  is  under  19.  or  if 
over  19.  if  attending  school  or  college  or 
receiving  on-the-farm  training.  The 
same  deduction  can  be  claimed  for  a 


ifsiwr«i  asFUfa^ 

Medical  expenses  can  be  deducted 
when  they  exceed  3  percent  of  inoome 
instead  of  5  percent  as  under  present 
law.  For  instance,  a  family  iHth  $3,000 
gross  inoome  and  medical  expenses  of 
$150  will  be  able  to  deduct  $60.  They 
can  deduct  nothing  today.  The  biH  dou- 
bles the  present  maYimimi  limit  on  tha 
amount  that  can  be  deducted.  Saving 
to  taxpayers:  $80  million. 
RXAo  or  raiOLT 

A  single  taxpayer  who  has  a  depend- 
ent son  or  daughter  will  be  entitled  dur- 
ii»  the  first  2  years  after  the  death  of 
his  spouse  to  the  same  income-splitting 
privilege  as  is  accorded  marrieid  cou- 
ples. A  single  individual  can  receive 
half  the  benefits  of  income  sphtting  if 
he  has  a  dependent  peirent  and  if  the 
taxpayer  maintains  a  household  for  the 
father  or  mother.  Saving  to  taxpayers: 
$11  million. 

axnaxmirr-xxfcow  caaaar 

All  retired  people  65  and  over  includ- 
ing schoolteachers,  firemen,  poUoemen, 
and  civil  servants,  will  in  efle<£t  be  ex- 
empt on  all  retirement  incoi^e  up  to 
$1,200.  This  means  a  tax  reduction  up 
to  $240  per  year.  For  example,  a  retired 
single  individual  over  65  who  has  a  total 
retirement  income  of  $3,000  today  pays 
about  $300  in  income  tax.  Under  the 
new  law  his  tax  is  reduced  to  $60.  The 
same  exemption  will  extend  to  indi- 
viduals under  65  if  they  receive  a  pen- 
sion from  a  public  retirement  system, 
such  as  to  teachers.  Saving  to  taxpay- 
ers: $141  million. 

The  law  allows  a  deduction  for  in- 
terest up  to  6  percent  on  installment 
purchases.  Savings  to  taxpayers:  $10 
million. 

CBAarrABLZ  ooNraiBTrnoNS 

The  law  increases  from  20  to  30 
percent  the  allowable  deductions  to 
churches,  hospitals,  eind  educational  in- 
stitutions. Saving  to  taxpayers:  $25 
million. 

AD  TO  FAXMSaS 

Deductions  up  to  25  i>ercent  of  farm 
income  are  allowed  for  soil  and  watar 
conservation,  and  it  permits  mcnre  rapid 
write-off  of  the  expense  of  farm  ma- 
chinery, equipment,  and  construcUon. 
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It  removes  Ux  cm  proceed!  of  sale  of 
cattle  when  sale  is  necessitated  by  dis- 
ease.   Saying  to  ^xpayers:  $10  million. 

SICKMBM  AMD  AOCXOnfT  PLAKS 

Premiiuna  paid  by  employers  to  health 
and  accident  plans  wUl  not  be  taxable  to 
their  employees.  All  accident  and 
health  benefits  paid  as  reimbursement 
for  actual  medical  expenses  to  employees, 
their  wives  and  children,  are  completely 
exempt  from  tax.  Payments  to  em- 
ployees for  loss  of  wages  due  to  injury  or 
Illness  are  exempt  up  to  $100  a  week. 
Saving  to  taxpayers:  No  estimate  pos- 
sible. 

DEATH  amgrrra 

The  law  exempts  all  death  benefits  up 
to  $5,000  paid  by  an  employer  to  the 
Widow  or  other  beneficiary  of  an  em- 
ployee. Saving  to  taxpayers:  No  esti- 
mate possible. 

PENSIONS  AND  ANNTnTZXS 

In  addition  to  the  $1,200  exemption  ex- 
tended to  retirement  income,  the  law 
also  provides  a  simpler  method  for  taxa- 
tion of  pensions  and  annuities,  ends 
annual  3  percent  tax  paid  on  annuities 
and  provides  Instead  a  method  of  com- 
puting tax  on  basis  of  cost  divided  by 
years  of  life  expectancy.  Saving  to  tax- 
payers: $10  million. 

DIVIDKND  CSEDFT 

Excludes  first  $50  in  dividends  from 
taxation  and  provides  a  credit  against 
tax  equal  to  4  percent  of  the  balance. 
Por  Instance,  an  Individual  with  $250  In 
dividends  from  his  savings  will  exclude 
the  first  $50  entirely,  and  then  reduce 
his  total  tax  by  $8—4  percent  of  the 
balance  of  $200.  Saving  to  taxpayers: 
$204  million. 

nOVZCIATION 

The  law  permits  the  more  liberal  write- 
off of  the  cost  of  new  equipment.  Por 
example,  in  the  first  year  of  life  of  new 
equipment,  the  taxpayer  will  be  able  to 
write  off  twice  the  amount  now  allowed. 
Saving  to  taxpayers:  $375  million. 

OBCLASATXON  OF  KSTIMATED  TAX 

The  requirements  are  eased  for  filing 
declarations  of  estimated  tax.  Upward 
of  a  million  taxpayers  will  be  relieved  of 
the  present  requirement  for  filing.  Tax 
returns  will  be  due  April  15  instead  of 
March  15. 

MXTROD8  or  Accamrrata 
The  law  brings  tax-accounting  rules 
into  harmony  with  business  accounting, 
thereby  eliminating  to  a  great  extent 
the  necessity  for  taxpayers  to  maintain 
two  sets  of  books.  It  provides  realistic 
computation  of  net  income  for  tax  pur- 
poses in  conformity  with  soimd  business 
practices.  Saving  to  taxpayers:  $47  mil- 
lion. 

HIT  OPEXATINO   LOSS 

The  law  extends  the  net  operating  loss 
carryback  to  2  years  and  makes  certain 
other  adjustments.  Saving  to  taxpay- 
ers: $120  million. 

TtaruomL  accumttlations 
The  law  eases  the  penalty  tax  on  cer- 
tain accumulated  earnings  in  order  that 
business,  especially  small  businesses,  may 
have  greater  freedom  In  retaining  their 
fluids  for  legitimate  business  pmposes. 
Saving  to  taxpayers:  $10  million. 
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COBPOIATION  INCOMI  TAX 

The  law  extends  for  1  year  the  present 
52-percent  corporation  income  tax. 
Total  increase  in  revenue:  $1.2  billion. 

The  10-percent  reduction  in  Federal 
income  taxes  which  went  into  effect  laet 
January  1  saves  individual  taxpayers  a 
total  of  $3  billion  annually.  This  tax 
cut  would  not  have  been  possible  if  the 
Congress  and  the  administration  had 
not  cut  the  Truman  budget  for  fiscal 
1954  by  $12  billion.  Nor  would  the  $2 
billion  tax  saving  by  elimination  of  the 
excess-profits  tax  have  been  possible 
without  this  budget  cutting.  The  excise- 
tax  reduction  law  saves  taxpayers  an 
additional  $1  billion.  The  tax-revision 
act  will  save  taxpayers  $1,400,000,000. 

The  overall  tax -cut  program  will  save 
$7,400,000,000.  Of  this  amount,  indi- 
viduals receive  an  overall  total  tax  sav- 
ing of  $4,700,000,000.  The  tax  saving  to 
far  surpasses  any  previous  total  in  the 
history  of  Congress. 


Railroad  Retirement 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  RICHARD  H.  POFF 

or  VIBGINIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  August  17,  1954 
Mr.  POFF.     Mr.  Speaker,  on  July  30 

1954,  this  House  passed  the  bill  H.  R.' 
7840,  which  makes  some  few  meritorious 
changes  in  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act, 
but  which  at  the  same  time  increases  the 
monthly  tax  base,  at  the  expense  of  both 
the  employee  and  the  company,  from 
$300  to  $350.  By  reason  of  a  previous 
appointment  with  the  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Judiciary  Committee,  I  was  not 
on  the  fioor  when  this  vote  was  cast,  and 
I  was  very  much  surprised  to  learn  from 
the  Congressional  Record  the  next  day 
that  It  was  a  unanimous  vote  of  both 
Democrats  and  Republicans  of  360  to  0. 

I  have  Just  returned  from  a  brief  visit 
to  the  Sixth  District  of  Virginia,  which 
I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  and  while 
there  I  had  an  opportunity  to  talk  at 
some  length  with  several  of  my  good 
friends  among  the  railroad  workers. 
Mr.  Speaker.  I  can  personally  testify  that 
they  are  bitterly  disappointed  at  the 
action  of  Congress  in  sidetracking  H  R 
5269  for  H.  R.  7840.  The  chief  com- 
plaints are: 

First.  No  provision  wps  made  to  lower 
the  retirement  age  from  65  to  60  after 
30  years'  service  or  to  any  age  after 
35  years'  service. 

Second.  No  provision  was  made  to 
Install  the  "5  best  years"  rule. 

Third.  H.  R.  7840  provided  only  in- 
direct and  incidental  benefits— not  to 
the  worker  himself  but  principally  to  his 
survivors. 

Fourth.  H.  R.  7840  does  not  provide 
any  benefits  for  nearly  290,000  retired 
employees  or  260,000  other  beneficaries 
already  on  the  retirement  rolls. 

Fifth.     H.  R.  7840  does  not  increase 
the  benefits  of  the  36  to  40  percent  of 
railroad  workers  who  are  earning  lea 
than  $300  per  month. 


Sixth.  The  Increase  In  the  ttxable 
wage  will  cost  the  employee  who  earns 
as  much  as  $350  an  additional  $37.50  a 
year,  while  his  anuity  will  be  Increased 
by  only  69  cents  for  the  first  year's 
service. 

This  great  disappointment  and  dis- 
satisfaction of  the  individual  railroad 
workers  demonstrates  once  more  the 
validity  of  the  old  adage,  "Haste  makes 
waste."  A  review  of  the  legislative 
record  will  disclose  that  this  measure  was 
hurriedly  scheduled,  debated,  and  passed 
by  the  House  on  July  30.  It  was  referred 
to  the  Senate  Labor  Committee  oa  July 
31.  It  was  received  by  that  committee 
on  August  1.  Without  ever  having  been 
referred  for  consideration  to  the  Sub- 
committee on  Railroad  Retirement,  it 
was  preemptorily  and  without  deliberate 
debate  ordered  reported  in  the  closing 
minutes  of  the  executive  closed-door 
session  of  the  full  Senate  Labor  Commit- 
tee on  August  2. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  intend  to  Infer 
that  there  has  been  a  purposeful  at- 
tempt to  mislead  the  Congress  or  to 
stampede  It  into  faulty  legislation.  We 
are  In  the  closing  hours  of  a  lonj  and 
busy  session,  and  I  choose  to  think  that 
this  haste  has  been  the  product  of  ad- 
journment confusion.  But  whatever  the 
cause  of  the  haste,  I  am  persuaded  that 
given  more  time  for  careful  research  and 
analytical  debate.  Congress  could  have 
written  a  bill  which  would  have  been 
more  responsive  to  the  will  of  the  people 
who  own  the  fund  we  administer  as 
trustees. 


One  Nation — Under  God 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 


HON.  CHARLES  A.  WOLVERTON 

or   NEW   JERSEY 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATITES 

Tuesday.  August  17.  1954 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is 
always  thrilling  to  hear  the  pledge  of 
."Uegiance  recited  by  an  audience,  par- 
ticularly when  it  is  composed  of  young 
Americans.  The  sincerity  and  devotion 
that  is  depicted  upon  the  face  of  even 
the  youngest  is  inspiring.  And  now 
that  the  words  "under  God"  have  been 
made  a  part  of  the  oath  of  allegiance  to 
our  country  it  has  created  a  new  and  ad- 
ditional sacredness  that  makes  our 
pledge  more  meaningful  than  ever 
before. 

The  history  of  mankind  through  all 
the  ages  has  demonstrated  that  the  finest 
things  and  the  greatest  blessings  in  life 
come  "under  God."  This  is  particularly 
true  in  this  country  of  ours,  where  from 
the  earliest  beginnings  on  these  shores 
there  has  been  a  recognition  of  Ood. 
Thus  it  is  most  befitting  to  have  added 
these  significant  words  "under  God"  to 
our  oath  of  allegiance.  As  these  words 
are  repeated,  "one  Nation,  under  God, 
indivisible,  with  liberty  and  justice  for 
all,"  we  are  reminded  not  only  of  our 
dependence  upon  God  but  likewise  the 
assurance  of  security  that  can  be  ours 
through  reliance  upon  God. 
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These  words,  "under  God."  taken  in 
conjunction  with  the  words  "in  God  we 
trust,"  that  we  have  stamped  for  many 
years  upon  our  coins,  can  be  taken  as 
evidence  of  oxir  faith  in  that  divine 
source  of  strength  that  has  meant  and 
always  will  mean  so  much  to  us  as  a 
nation. 

The  full  significance  of  this  acknowl- 
edgment of  God,  and  what  it  means  to 
us  as  a  nation  was  well  and  appropri- 
ately expressed  by  President  Elisenliower 
after  he  had  signed  the  bill  which  Con- 
gress had  passed  adding  the  words  "un- 
der God"  to  our  oath  of  allegiance. 
Making  it  the  law  of  our  land,  he  said : 

Prom  tbts  day  forward  the  mUUona  of  our 
Bchoclchildren  will  dally  proclaim  In  every 
city  and  town,  every  village  and  rural  school- 
house  the  dedication  of  our  Nation  and  our 
people  to  the  Almighty. 

To  anyone  who  truly  lores  America  noth- 
ing could  be  more  inspiring  than  to  contem- 
plate this  rededlcation  of  our  youth  on  each 
school  morning  to  our  country's  true 
meaning. 

Especially  Is  this  meaningful  as  we  regard 
today's  world. 

Over  the  globe  mankind  has  been  cruelly 
torn  by  Tlolence  and  brutality  and,  by  the 
millions,  deadened  In  mind  and  soul  by  the 
prospect  of  an  atotnlc  war.  In  this  somber 
setting  this  law  and  its  effects  today  have 
profound  meaning. 

In  this  way  we  are  reafflrming  the  tran- 
scendence of  religious  faith  In  America's 
heritage  and  future. 

In  this  way  we  shall  constantly  strengthen 
t^408e  spiritual  weapons  which  forever  will 
be  our  country's  most  powerful  resource  In 
peace  or  in  war. 

These  words  of  President  Eisenhower 
might  well  be  the  answer  of  America  in 
these  tragic  days  to  communism  as  it 
reeks  to  destroy  all  freedom  loving. 
God-fearing  nations.  Let  us  never  for- 
get that  recognition  of  God  by  this  and 
the  other  nations  of  the  free  world  will 
mean  victory  and  security  against  the 
forces  of  evil  that  deny  God.  May  we, 
as  a  nation  under  God,  ever  recognize 
Him  as  the  source  of  our  refuge  and 
strength. 


CoBfressmaa  Haater  Reports  Accom- 
plishmeBtt  of  tke  People's  Coifrets, 
the  83d 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  OAKLEY  HUNTER 

or  cAUroKNiA 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESEJTTATI VES 

Tuesday,  August  17. 1954 

Mr.  HUNTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wel- 
come this  opportunity  to  submit  to  my 
colleagues  in  the  Congress  and  to  the 
people  of  my  district  a  summary  of  the 
major  accomplishments  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress in  the  first  2  years  of  the  new  ad- 
ministration. It  is  a  record  of  which  the 
American  people  can  well  be  proud,  for 
it  accomplished  more  for  the  average 
citizen  than  any  Congress  since  the  out- 
break of  hostilities  began  World  War  U. 
rtAC* 

As  the  fighting  ended  in  Korea  in  the 
first  year  of  the  new  administration  and 


an  exchange  of  prisoners  was  secured, 
the  Congress  faced  the  gigantic  task  of 
legislating  for  an  economy  changing 
from  a  period  of  active  hostihties  to  more 
peacetime  production  and  still  engaged 
in  a  worldwide  cold  war  to  contain  com- 
munissi.  We  succeeded  in  beginning 
peaceful  reconstruction  of  war-torn  Ko- 
rea and  supported  President  Eisenhower 
in  the  strengthening  of  Korean  troops 
so  that  several  American  divisions  of 
men  could  be  brought  home. 

TAXES  EOTTCXD 

T^x  reductions  totaling  $7.4  billion  an- 
nually have  gone  into  effect.  This  is  the 
biggest  tax  cut  in  history.  Not  only 
have  taxes  been  cut.  but  the  nation's 
tax  la^-s  have  been  given  their  first  ma.ior 
overhauling  since  1890.  Coimtless  in- 
equities, harassments.  duplications,  and 
loopholes  have  been  removed. 

Individual  income  tax  rates  were  cut 
10  percent.  Excise  taxes  were  slashed 
on  ladies'  handbags,  telephone  bills,  ath- 
letic equipment,  baby  oils,  cosmetics,  and 
numerous  other  items.  The  10  p>ercent 
tax  on  home  washing  machines  was 
eliminated  entirely. 

other  changes  include:  First,  bigger 
medical  deductions  for  8.5  million  peo- 
ple; second,  special  tax  relief  for  2.1 
million  working  mothers:  third,  tax  cuts 
on  retirement  income  for  1.8  million  old 
people:  fourth,  new  tax  saWngs  for  1.6 
million  installment  buyei-s;  fifth,  bigger 
soil-conservation  deductions  for  500.000 
farmers ;  sixth,  new  rules  on  dependents 
for  1.3  million  parents:  seventh,  easier 
depreciation  rules  for  10.2  million  tax- 
payers. 

BTTDCET  AKD  APPKOPRIATIONS 

Tax  savings  would  not  have  been  pos- 
sible if  Congress  and  the  administration 
had  not  cut  the  final  proposed  budget 
of  the  previous  administration  for  fiscal 
1954  by  more  than  $10  billion.  Also, 
under  the  directives  from  Congress,  the 
administration  actually  cut  fiscal  1954 
spending  by  more  than  $64  billion  un- 
der the  amount  spent  in  fiscal  1953. 
This  reduction  in  spending  resulted  from 
a  constant  effort  to  improve  the  man- 
agement of  Government  activities  and 
to  find  better  and  less  exp>ensive  ways 
of  doing  the  things  which  must  be  done 
by  the  Federal  Government.  For  ex- 
ample, a  quarter  of  a  million  unnecessary 
Federal  jobs  have  been  eliminated,  and 
there  are  7.055  fewer  Government  auto- 
mobiles in  service  today.  Since  January 
1953,  the  General  Services  Administra- 
tion, the  Government's  housekeeping 
and  supply  agency,  has  saved  $150  mil- 
lion.   Small  savings  bring  big  results. 

COST    or    LJTING    STABOJCZED 

The  value  of  the  dollar  has  varied  only 
one-half  cent  in  the  past  18  months. 
This  contrasts  with  the  6 -percent  annual 
increase  in  living  costs  under  the  previ- 
ous administration.  The  tragic  loss  of 
the  purchasing  power  of  the  dollar — 50 
percent  between  1939  and  1952 — has  been 
stayed.  This  stabilization  was  accom- 
plished while  ending  Government  con- 
trol on  wages,  prices,  and  rent. 


By  departmental  reorganization  bet- 
ter management  and  a  thorough  over- 
haul of  the  entire  national  defense  pro« 


gram,  the  administratkm  has  built  a 
highly  flexible  Army.  Navy,  and  Air 
Force  capable  of  handling  anything  short 
of  major  international  war  reqfmrinc  afl- 
out  mobilization.  Shouki  an  all-out  war 
occur,  this  program  can  be  readily  and 
rapidly  enlarged.  Compared  to  pievious 
years,  the  administratioD  has  achieved 
greater  actual  defense  power  at  lower 
cost  and  with  substantial  savings  to  tax- 
payers. 

comsuimji 

A  hard-hitting  attack  was  laundied 
on  domestic  Communists,  pinks,  and 
other  security  risks.  During  the  first 
year  of  the  administration  2.486  Govern- 
ment employees  were  separated  for  secu- 
rity reasons.  This  program  was  based 
on  the  principle  that  working  for  the 
Government  is  a  high  privilege — not  a 
right. 

Congress  has  tightened  and  strength- 
ened the  naticm's  antisubversive  laws. 
New  legislative  weapons  include:  First, 
S.  3076.  which  outlaws  the  Ccwnmunist 
Party:  second.  S:  16,  which  makes  pos- 
sible the  granting  of  immunity  to  wit- 
nesses testifying  before  Ccmgressional 
Committees — under  this  measure  sub- 
versives will  no  longer  find  an  easy  ref- 
uge in  the  Fifth  Amendment;  third, 
H.  R.  7486,  which  imposes  heavier  penal- 
ties for  concealing  persons  from  arrest; 
fourth.  H.  R.  8658,  which  imposes  heavier 
penalties  on  bail  jumpers;  fifth,  H.  R. 
9909,  known  as  the  Alger  Hiss  bill.  This 
measure  denies  a  Government  poision  or 
retirement  benefits  to  any  Oovemmoit 
employee  convicted  of  felony.  Another 
measure  requires  that  all  printing  presses 
owned  and  controlled  by  Communists 
must  be  registered  with  the  Attorney 
General. 

HOSPITALS   AND   HEALTH 

The  83d  Congress  has  taken  important 
and  vigorous  steps  to  promote  and  pro- 
tect the  nation's  health.  One  of  its  first 
acts  was  to  create  a  new  executive  De- 
partment of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare with  Cabinet  rank. 

Legislation  has  been  passed  to  pro- 
vide Federal  aid  in  the  construction  of 
public  and  nonprofit  hospitals,  diag- 
nostic and  treatment  centers,  rehabilita- 
tion facilities,  and  nursing  homes.  Re- 
search into  health  problems  was  encour- 
aged through  the  National  Heart  In- 
stitute and  the  National  Institute  of 
Dental  Research.  Additional  fimds  have 
l)een  appropriated  to  expand  the  State- 
Federal  vocational  rehabilitation  sys- 
tem, which  is  designed  to  help  disabled 
p>ersons  to  become  economically  inde- 
pendent. 

Congress  has  been  working  on  but  has 
not  yet  taken  final  action  on  legislation 
to  encourage  the  establishment  of  ex- 
pansion of  voluntary  private  health  in- 
surance plans — permitting  a  broadening 
of  their  coverage  in  some  cases,  with  in- 
creased protection,  or  lower  rates  in 
others.  Approximately  92  million  Amer- 
icans are  already  covered  by  private 
plans,  but  better  protection  is  needed. 
particularly  against  long-term  Illness. 

SCHOOLS  AND  DUCaTIOH 

Congress  heis  authorized  an  extension 
of  the  program  of  assistance  in  con- 
struction of  schools  in  crowded  <ielexkM 
centers   and   other   areas  which  hav% 
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abnorniaUy  becfttis^  of  Federal 
actiylties.  CongreM  has  also  granted 
•Imilar  assistance  for  scbool  ojpenAAxig 
expenses.  Legislation  has  been  enacted 
to  allow  gmtly  expanded  use  of  surplus 
foods  in  the  aebool-lunch  program. 
moaaaia 

The  Housing  Act  of  1954  will  raise 
housing  standards,  help  more  of  our  peo- 
ple to  acquire  homes,  assist  communi- 
ties in  getting  rid  of  Auxos  and  in  im- 
proving older  neighborhoods,  and 
Strengthen  our  mortgage  credit  system. 
In  the  future,  the  new  law  will  also  stim- 
ulate the  nation's  entire  economy,  par- 
ticularly the  construction  industry. 

The  new  act  makes  it  possible  to  buy 
both  new  and*  existing  homes  under 
FHA-insured  loans  with  lower  downpay- 
ments  and  more  time  to  pay. 

BICKWATS 

A  highway  bill  program  second  to 
none  in  history  was  adopted.  This 
sorely  needed  program  will  provide 
nearly  $2  billion  for  highway  construc- 
tion in  fiscal  jrears  1956-57.  It  will  allow 
about  $875  million  a  year  to  the  States— 
an  amount  approximating  the  money 
American  motorists  spend  each  year  in 
Federal  gasoline  taxes.  California  will 
get  a  big  share  of  these  funds,  so  that 
its  citizens  can  drive  their  cars  with 
greater  convenience  and  better  safety. 

VKTZBAK8 

The  Veterans'  Administration  has 
been  reorganized  along  functional  lines, 
giving  veterans  and  their  dependents 
faster,  better  service  at  less  overhead 
cost. 

Among  the  more  important  specific 
benefits  given  to  veterans  was  the  in- 
creased compensation  payments  to  those 
with  service-connected  disabilities  as 
well  as  an  increase  in  the  monthly  pay- 
ments to  widows  and  dependent  parents 
of  veterans.  Non  -  service  -  connected 
pensions  were  also  increased. 

The  Congress  increased  by  $100  mil- 
lion the  revolving  fund  to  finance  direct 
Veterans'  Administration  loans  to  war 
veterans  unable  to  finance  home  and 
farmhouse  loans  through  private  lend- 
ing sources. 

Korean  war  veterans  were  granted  the 
same  preferences  as  World  War  II  vet- 
erans in  war  housing,  in  civil-service  ap- 
pointment, and  in  free  postal  service. 
The  time  has  been  extended  for  Korean 
veterans  to  initiate  training  under  the 
GI  bill  of  rights. 

To  take  care  of  the  ever-increasing 
load  of  hospitalized  veterans  and  to  pro- 
vide them  with  adequate  facilities.  Con- 
gress this  year  appropriated  funds  to 
cover  117,700  operating  beds,  the  highest 
number  the  VA  feels  it  can  use  and  staff 
properly  and  a  greater  number  of  beds 
than  in  any  other  year. 

HAILHOAO  RmXZlCZNT 

New  legislation  enacted  by  the  House 
liberalized  the  provisions  of  the  railroad 
retirement  system  by  reducing  the  eligi- 
bility age  of  widows  from  65  to  60.  rais- 
ing maximum  earnings  from  $75  to  $100. 
increasing  maxlmtmi  creditable  compen- 
saUon  from  $300  to  $350,  and  in  many 
other  ways.  In  the  meantime,  the  un- 
employment Insurance  was  raised  from 
$7  to  $8.50  a  day. 


80CIAZ,  UCURITT 

During  the  se^on  Just  ended.  Con- 
gress passed  legislaUon  establishing  a 
record  expansion  of  social  security  cov- 
erage and  payments  adding  10  million 
persons  to  the  digibility  rolls  and  in- 
creasing monthly  benefits  for  600  mil- 
lion persons  already  receiving  paymentB. 

One  of  the  most  unfair  restrictions 
concerned  an  earning  limitation  on  re- 
tired persons  under  75  years  of  age. 
Many  lost  part  or  most  of  their  benefits 
because  they  sought  work  to  supplement 
their  retirement  pay.  Now  retired  work- 
ers can  earn  up  to  $1,200  a  year  without 
loss  of  benefits. 

The  new  act  also  Includes  the  disabil- 
ity freeze  provision  which  guarantees 
that  an  individual  who  has  no  earnings 
for  several  years  because  of  a  disability 
does  not  suffer  any  reduction  in  his  re- 
tirement pay  thereby.  i 

mreMPLOTMENT   COMPENSATION  ' 

Congress  strengthened  the  Federal- 
State  system  of  unemployment  compen- 
sation by  providing  a  $200  million  re- 
serve out  of  unemployment  tax  revenues 
and  earmarked  these  reserve  loans  to 
States.  In  the  past,  unemployment 
compensation  did  not  cover  firms  with 
less  than  eight  employees.  Under  legis- 
lation p{issed  this  year,  all  firms  em- 
ploying four  or  more  workers  will  be 
covered  by  the  jobless  benefit  system. 

TArr-HAKTLBT  ACT  CHANGES 

The  administration  proposed  and 
many  of  us  worked  for  more  than  a 
score  of  carefully  considered  changes 
and  improvements  in  the  Taft-Hartley 
Act.  The  legislative  action  on  this  was 
not  completed  primarily  due  to  action 
in  the  other  body  but  the  many  weeks 
of  work  were  not  wasted  as  it  will  be  one 
of  the  first  matters  before  the  84  th  Con- 
gress. 

KESOtntCES    DEVELOPMENT  I 

Congress  authorized  construction  of 
183  navigation,  flood-control,  and  beach- 
erosion  projects  throughout  the  nation. 
It  also  authorized  construction  of  many 
new  irrigation,  reclamation,  and  power 
projects. 

Approval  of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway 
project  settled  a  congressional  issue  of 
30  years'  standing.  It  set  up  a  method 
of  cooperation  with  Canada  and  opened 
the  midcontinent  of  the  United  States 
to  oceangoing  commerce  from  all  regions 
of  the  United  States  and  from  abroad. 
The  economic  advantage  is  to  the  nation 
as  a  whole. 

The  Atomic  Energy  Act  was  modern- 
ized and  brought  up  to  date  for  the  first 
time  since  its  original  enactment.  The 
legislation  is  designed  to  speed  up  the 
development  of  nuclear  energy  for  peace- 
time use  through  both  public  power  de- 
velopment which  was  given  preference 
in  the  bill  and  through  private  enter- 
prise development  by  establishing  avail- 
ability of  nuclear  energy.  - 

It  restored  the  tidelands  to  the  States, 
keeping  the  Continental  Shelf  for  the 
Federal  Government. 

In  my  own  district,  this  year  marked 
the  completion  at  long  last  of  Pine  Flat 
Dam  and  Reservoir,  which  will  provide 
flood  control  and  irrigation  benefits  to 
the  San  Joaquin  Valley  of  California  and 


also  make  possible  upstream  generation 
of  hydroelectric  power.  This  year  also 
saw  the  appropriation  of  suflQcient  funds 
to  complete  the  Merced  County  Stream 
Group  Project,  a  flood -prevention  project 
of  great  importance  to  Merced  County. 
Approximately  $22  million  has  been  ap- 
propriated for  the  Central  Valley  proj- 
ect, the  major  portion  of  which  will  be 
used  to  finance  irrigation  distribution 
systems  and  related  works. 

There  is  much  yet  to  be  done,  however. 
The  continued  growth  in  population,  in- 
dustry, and  agriculture  in  Merced  Coun- 
ty will  require  further  power  develop- 
ment, water  storage,  and  flood-control 
work  on  the  Merced  Rivt-.  Irrigation 
and  flood-control  benefits  can  be  gained 
from  building  dams  on  the  Chowchilla 
and  Fresno  Rivers  in  Madera  County. 

In  the  west  side  of  the  valley,  the  con- 
struction of  the  San  Luis  project  will 
bring  much-needed  water  to  that  area. 
The  future  prosperity  and  well-being  of 
the  people  of  my  district  are  dependent 
upon  successful  prosecution  of  these  and 
other  projects.  For  that  reason.  I  have 
given  them,  and  shall  continue  to  give 
them,  my  wholehearted  support.  The 
work  we  have  accomplished  in  the  83d 
Congress  on  these  matters  should  enable 
us  to  move  rapidly  on  them  when  Con- 
gress reconvenes  in  January. 


FOREIGN   AID 

Foreign  aid  has  been  continued,  but  at 
a  reduced  rate.  Many  changes  and 
improvements  have  been  made  in  han- 
dling the  foreign-aid  program.  Con- 
tinuing its  great  humanitarian  tradi- 
tion, the  United  States  sent  food  to  East 
Germany,  wheat  to  Pakistan,  and  en- 
tered upon  a  comprehensive  program  for 
distributing  farm  surplus  commodities 
for  famine  and  distress  relief. 


ACRICULTtTRE 

In  policy  and  action,  the  83d  Congress 
and  the  Eisenhower  Administration  fully 
recognized  the  importance  of  farmers 
and  farming  to  the  national  welfare. 
Month  after  month  of  hearings  and 
many  days  of  debate  hammered  out  an 
impressive  record  of  accomplishment 
for  the  benefit  of  agriculture.  This  sub- 
ject is  so  important  that  I  went  into  it 
at  great  length  in  my  remarks  appear- 
ing in  the  Congressional  Record  of  Au- 
gust 17.  1954.  which  I  have  advised  the 
people  of  my  district  are  available  upon 
request. 

Thus,  without  going  into  detail  at  this 
time,  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that  the  revi- 
sion of  the  agricultural  laws  of  the 
United  States  perform  a  distinct  service 
to  the  farmers,  the  consumers  and  the 
general  economy  by  bringing  more  into 
balance  the  agricultural  economy  with 
the  needs  of  today. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  summation  there  was 
no  segment  of  our  people  who  were  for- 
gotten by  the  83d  Congress.  The  bene- 
fits to  the  worker,  the  businessman,  and 
the  farmer  can  best  be  realized  in  the 
coming  months  and  years  ahead.  The 
tools  provided  by  this  Congress  will  en- 
able the  United  States  to  use  her  posi- 
tion of  world  leadership  to  forge  a 
strong  and  dynamic  world  peace  and  a 
prosperous  economy  for  her  citizens  here 
at  home.  Certainly,  this  has  been  a  peo- 
ple's Congress. 
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Wednesd.ay,  August  18, 1954 

{Legislative  day  of  Thursday,  August  5, 
1954) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Rev.  Warren  EL  Mace,  associate  rector. 
Church  of  the  Epiphany,  Washington, 
D.  C.  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God.  creator  of  the  imlverse. 
and  father  of  all  mankind,  we  render  to 
Thee  our  humble  praises  for  Thy  many 
blessings  to  us  as  a  nation  and  people. 
Esjaecially  in  times  of  concern,  help  us 
tc  realize  these  blessings.  We  would  ask 
Thy  guidance  and  direction  of  this  body 
of  goverrunent — leaders  of  the  people. 
Through  them  and  their  deliberations 
may  Thy  purposes  for  mankind  be  ad- 
vanced, and  may  we  as  a  nation  thus  be 
knit  together  In  a  closer  unity — a  unity 
which  enables  men  to  be  strong  and  at 
the  same  time  to  serve  their  fellows. 
This  our  prayer  we  offer  in  Thy  name 
and  presence.    Amen. 


DESIGNATION    OP   ACTING    PRESI- 
DENT PRO  TEMPORE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  following 
letter: 

United  States  Senate, 

Pkzsident  pko  txmpokk. 
Washington,   D.   C,   August    IS,   1954. 
To  the  Senate: 

Being  temporarily  absent  from  the  Senate, 
I  appoint  Hon.  Eva  BowaiNC,  a  Senator  from 
the  State  of  Nebraska,  to  perfonn  the  duties 
of  the  Chair  during  my  absence. 

Styles  Bkidces, 
President  pro  tempore. 

Mrs.  BOWRING  thereupon  took  the 
chair  as  Acting  President  pro  tempore. 


THE  JOURNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Knowland.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Tuesday, 
August  17,  1954,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGE    FROM    THE    PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  w^as  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer.  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9859)  authorizing  the 
construction,  repair,  and  preservation 
of  certain  public  works  on  rivers  and 
harbors  for  navigation,  flood  control, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  following  bills,  in 
which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate: 

H.  R.  10187.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Admlnlatratlve  Services  Act 
of  1949,  as  amended,  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  appraLjers'.  auctioneers',  and  brok- 


en' f0M  Crom  the  proceeds  of  diapoeal  of 
Government  stirplua  real  property,  and  for 
other  purpoeee;  and 

H.  R.  loaos.  An  act  to  provide  rewards  for 
Information  concerning  the  Ulegal  Intro- 
duction into  the  United  States,  or  the  illegal 
manufacture  or  acquisition  in  the  United 
States,  of  special  nuclear  material  and 
atomic  weapons. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESO- 
LUTION SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to 
the  following  enrolled  bills  and  joint 
resolution,  and  they  were  signed  by  the 
Vice  President: 

H.  R.  697.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Deme- 
trlos  Christos  Mataraggiotis.  and  Zol  De- 
metre  Mataraggiotls.  bis  wife,  and  Christos 
Mataraggiotis  and  Constantinos  Mataraggio- 
tls.  their   minor  sons; 

H.  R.  717.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henrlette 
Matter: 

H.  R.822.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Glusepplna  Olaccone; 

H.  R.  832.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kath- 
arine Balsamo: 

H  R.  834.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
J.  Boucher; 

H.  R.  839.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Mary  Gertrude  (Mary  Gertrude  Kelly); 

H.  R.  877.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nasser 
Esphahanlan; 

H.  R.  1632.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Agustln 
Mondreal; 

H.  R.  16*7.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Johann 
Orcben; 

H  R  1904.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Patri- 
cia A.  Pembroke; 

H.  R.  1975.  An  act  to  amend  section  2201 
of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  to  extend  the 
Federal  Declaratory  Judgments  Act  to  the 
Territory  of  Alatka; 

H.  R.  2061.  An  act  for  tte  relief  of  Reglne 
du  Planty; 

H.  R.  2154.  An  act  authorising  the  Issuance 
of  a  patent  in  fee  to  Leona  Hungry: 

H.  R.  2392.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Brother 
Eugene  Cumerlato; 

H  R  2480.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Char- 
lotte Margarita  Schmidt; 

H.  R.  2483.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Glacomo 
Bartolo  Vanadla; 

H.  R.  2500.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanls- 
law  Majzner   (alias  Stanley  Malsner); 

H.  R.  2794.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Claire  Oodreau  Etalgle: 

H.  R.  3024.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sergio 
Emeric; 

H.  R.  3388.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louie 
Ella  Attaway: 

H.  R.  3447.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Pacclone  Pica; 

H.  R.  3507.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maj. 
Ellas  M.  Tsougranls; 

H.  R.  3.'>20.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Erna  Roslta  Pont  (formerly  Erna  Rosita 
Michel); 

H.  R.  3566.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Plmen 
Maximovich   Sofronov; 

H.  R.  3665.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marko 
Rlblc; 

H.  R.  3750.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Inge 
Beckmann; 

H  R.  3869  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gilbert 
Elkanah  Richards.  Adelaide  Gertrude  Rich- 
ards, and  Anthony  Gilbert  Richards: 

H.  R.  3874.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roberto 
Johnson: 

H.  R.  4015.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Josef, 
Paula,  and  Kurt  Frledberg; 

H.  R.  4054.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jorge 
Sole  Massana  and  Montserrat  Thomasa- 
Sanchez  Massana; 

H.  R.  4426.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andrea 
Paulette  Quatrehomme  and  her  child; 

H.  R.  4427.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Helena  Plasecka; 


H.  R.  4437.  An  kct  f or  the  relief  of  LoulM 
Rank: 

H.  R.  4522.  An  act  for  the  rdlef  of  Petnis 
Van  Keer: 

H.  R.  4815.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alex- 
ander Petache; 

H.  R.  4908.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Pletro 
Petralia; 

H.  R.  4969.  An  act  for  the  relief  <rf  BasUioe 
Xarboulacos; 

H.  R.  5119.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Atagusta 
Oppacher  Blalek; 

H.  R.  5194.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Pauline 
Katzmann; 

H  R.  5319.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry 
(also  known  as  Heinrich)  Schor,  SaUy  (also 
known  as  Sail)  Schor,  and  Oita  (alao  known 
as  Oitta  Aviva)    Schor; 

H.R.  5344.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bob 
Kan  and  Fourere  Kan; 

H.  R.  5459.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Takdco 
I&hlki; 

H.  R.  5553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Lu 
Jen-lung; 

H.R.  5718.  An  acttg  limit  the  period  for 
collection  by  the  United  States  of  compensa- 
tion received  by  officers  and  employees  In 
violation  of  the  dual  compensation  laws; 

H.  R.  5749.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Teresa  Lubiato; 

H.  R.  6266.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Prank 
Robert  Gage; 

H  R.  6355.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elena 
Scarpjettr  Savelll; 

H.  R.  6442.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tamiko 
Pujlwara; 

H.  R.  6492.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rodolfo 
Navarro: 

H.  R.  6498.  An  act  for  «3e  reUef  of  Elfriede 
Llna  Avi  table,  nee  Roser. 

H.R.  6672.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  tempo- 
rary increase  in  the  public  debt  limit; 

H  R.  6752.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Mrs. 
Maria  Gluseppa  De  Lisa  Quagliano; 

H.  R.  6762.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Irmgard    (Chrapko)    Broughman; 

H  R.  6858.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Efthemla  Soteralls; 

H  R.  7031.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
George  A.  Meffan; 

H.  R.  7033.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Anna  J.  Welgle; 

H.  R.  7151.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mazal 
Kolman: 

H.  R.  7217.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Astor 
Vergata: 

H.  R.  7229.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance to  T.  M.  Pratt  and  Annlta  C.  Pratt 
of  certain  real  property  in  Stevens  County, 
Wash.: 

H.  R.  7581.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Oaetanb 
Contl;  ^ 

H.  R.  7734.  An  act  to  amend  section  47  of 
the  National  Defense  Act  concerning  the 
requirement  for  bond  covering  certain  prop- 
erty issued  by  the  United  States  for  use  by 
Reserve  Offlcers"  Training  Corps  units  main- 
tained at  educational  institutions: 

H.  R.  7762.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  M. 
Hess: 

H.  R.  7813.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  adjust  or  cancel  cer- 
tain charges  on  the  Milk  River  project; 

H.R.  7828.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mariana 
George  Lolzos  Kellis; 

H.  R.  7829.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Shima- 
sol  Mlchlko; 

H.  R.  7834.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Erlka 
Schneider  Buonasera; 

H.  R.  7885.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sohan 
Singh  Ral  and  Jogindar  Kaur  Rai; 

H.R.  7938.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Miss 
Martha  Heuschele; 

H.R.  7947.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs. 
Erlka  (Hohenleltner)  Stapleton; 

H.  R.  8065.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carlos 
Francisco,  Manriqueta  Mina,  and  Roberto 
Mina  Ver; 

H.  R.  8205.  An  act  to  authorize  the  con- 
veyance by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
Virginia  Electric  &  Power  Co.  of  a  perpetual 
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>t  fif  rl|fat-of-way  Iter  alactrle  trang. 
mlMkm  line  purpoMs  acron  lands  of  the 
»ii«wnnnd  Mtttlonal  BatUel&aUl  Park.  Va., 
raeb  easement  to  be  granted  In  ezcliange  for, 
and  tn  eonafcfSratlon  of.  tlie  oonveyanoe  for 
paik  jrarpoMs  of  approximately  6  acres  of 
tend  adjcdnlng  tlM  park; 

H.R.8244.  An  act  for  the  relief  <tf  ICra. 
DoroChy  tUn  Woolgar  Allen; 

H.  R.8876.  An  act  for  tlie  relief  of  Xlee 
Badlar  Bugbea; 

H.  R.  8424.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ua. 
Btoa  Jalmaon: 

H.  B.  8S64.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Maria  M. 

B.  R.W57.  An  act  for  the  relief  at  XeIo 
Bcrtonl; 

H.  R.  8628.  An  act  to  amend  the  TarUT  Act 
cf  1980  to  Insure  that  crude  silicon  carbide 
Imported  into  the  Dnlted  States  will  continue 
to  be  exempt  from  duty,  and  wlUi  respect  to 
the  duties  applicable  to  certain  prepared 
fish; 

H.R.  8859.  An  act  to  convey  the  rever- 
skmary  Interest  of  the  United  States  in  cer- 
tain lands  to  the  city  of  Pawnee.  Okla.; 

H.  B.  80Sa.  An  act  to  reclassify  dictophones 
in  the  Tarts  Act  of  1930; 

H.  B.  8836.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Dana 
Evanovlch; 

H.R.9029.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Paul 
James  Patrle; 

H.R.ea4a.  An  act  to  amend  section  308 
(5)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as  amended; 

H.R.9tt6.  Aa  act  for  the  relief  of  Elisa- 
beth Hoeft; 

H.R.e6ia.  An  act  f cff  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Franzlska  (Han)   Rlgau; 

H.R.07BO.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
June  SO,  1948,  so  as  to  extend  for  1  year  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
Issue  patents  for  certain  public  lands  in 
Monroe  County.  Mich.,  held  under  color  of 
title; 

H.  B.  9983.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr. 
Fa-Ho  Chan,  iflrs.  Fu-Hb  Chan,  and  their 
child.  Blehard  Chan;  and 

H.  J.  Bes.  686.  Joint  resolution  fixing  the 
time  of  aaeembly  of  the  84th  Congress. 


August  18 


ORDER  FOB  TRANSACTION  OP 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  Ba^OWIiAND.  Madam  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  inmiedi- 
ately  following  the  quorum  call  there 
may  be  the  customary  morning  hour  for 
the  transaction  of  routine  business,  un- 
dar  the  usual  2-minute  limitation  on 
speeches. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  Ba«OWLAND.  Madam  President, 
I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  ACTINa  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  ACTINa  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.  Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

Morning  business  is  in  order. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 

ETC. 
The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
letters,  which  were  referred  as  indicated : 
Rkpost  on  Ezfokt  Control 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on 
export  control,   dated   June   1,   1954    (with 


an  Bocompanylng  report) ;  to  the  Committee 
mi  Banking  and  Currency. 

FaoposxD  AwAXo  of  Conczssion  Cowtmct, 
BocKT  MomrrAnv  Nationai.  Pakk,  Cou^ 
A  letter  frcmi  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interl(»-,  trMismltting,  pursuant  to  Uw, 
a  proposed  award  of  a  concession  contract  to 
operate  a  lodge  and  provide  related  services 
in  Rocky  Mountain  National  Park,  Colo. 
(with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

DiSTBiBxmoM  or  Funds  of  Members  or  CaftK 
Nation  of  Indians 
A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  provide  for  the  distribution  of 
funds  belonging  to  the  members  of  the  Creek 
Nation  of  Indians,  and  for  other  purposes 
{with  an  accompanying  paper) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 
Bxp<»T    ON    Maintenancx    of    GOVirRNMENT- 
OWNTD  RUBBER-PRODTTCTNG  PACILrriES 

A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Rubber-Pro- 
ducing Facilities  Disposal  Commission,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  transmitting,  pvirsuant  to  law, 
a  report  on  the  maintenance  of  the  Govern - 
ment-ownctd  rubber-producing  facilities,  lor 
the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1954  (with  an 
accompanying  report) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

Audit  Report  on  Sbcali,  Dktense  Plants 

ADMDnsTRATION 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  an  audit 
report  on  the  Small  Defense  Plants  Admin- 
istration, for  the  period  from  July  31,  1951 
through  July  31,  1953  (with  an  accompany- 
ing report) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations, 

I 

REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES 
The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  MARTIN,  from  the  Committee  On 
Public   Works,   without   amendment: 

H.  R.  8661.  A  hill  Xo  provide  for  the  adjust- 
ment of  tolls  to  be  charged  by  the  Waylaad 
Special  Road  District  No.  1  of  Clark  County. 
Mo.,  In  the  maintenance  and  operation  of 
a  toU  bridge  across  the  Des  Moines  River  at 
or  near  St.  PranclsvlUe,  Mo.  (Rept.  No.  2492) . 

By  Mr.  BRICKER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Interstete  and  Foreign  Commerce,  with 
amendments : 

H.  R.  9434.  A   hill    to    amend    section    216 
(b)    of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act.   1936,  as 
amended,    to   provide   for   the    malntenanee 
of  the  Merchant  Marine  Academy  (Rept   No 
2493).  J   V      *'  ■ 

By  Mr.  CARLSON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  without  amend- 
ment: 

H.  R.  1553.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930.  ss 
amended,  to  provide  for  the  Inclusion  In 
the  computation  of  accredited  service  of  cer- 
tain periods  of  service  rendered  States  or 
instnunentalltles  of  States,  and  for  other 
piuposes  (Rept.  No.  2494);  and 

8.  Con.  Res.  105.  Concurrent  resolution  to 
express  the  sense  of  the  Congress  on  excus- 
ing Government  employees  from  work  on 
the  afternoon  of  August  31,  1954,  to  attend 
the  parade  of  the  American  Legion  in  the 
District  of  Columbia    (Rept.  No.   2495). 

By  Mr.  BUTLER,  from  the  Committee  oh 
the  Judiciary,  with  amendments : 

H.R.9728.  A  bill  to  revise,  codify,  and 
enact  Into  law,  title  21  of  the  United  States 
Code,  entitled  "Food,  Drugs,  and  Cosmetics" 
(Rept.  No.  2496) ; 

H.R.9729.  A  bill  to  revise,  codify,  and 
enact  into  law,  title  13  of  the  United  States 
Code,  entitled  "Census"  (Rept.  No.  2497)- 
and 

H.  R.  9730.  A  bill  to  amend  various  stat- 
utes and  certain  titles  of  the  United  States 


Code,  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  obsolete 
references,  and  for  other  purposes  (R«pt  No 
2498). 

By  Mr.  CARLSON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  with  amend- 
ments: 

H.  R.  569.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Postmas- 
ter General  to  Impound  mall  in  certain 
cases  (Rept.  No.  2499). 


BILL  INTRODUCED 

A  bill  was  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,   and,   by  unanimous  consent,   the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  McCLELLAN: 

S.  3884.  A  bill  fcM-  the  relief  of  Sing  Fong 
York;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judldiary. 


HOUSE  BILLS  PLACED  ON  CALENDAR 

The  following  bills  were  each  read 
twice  by  their  titles,  and  placed  on  the 
calendar: 

H.  R.  10187.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949.  as  amended,  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  appraisers',  auctioneers',  and  brok- 
ers' fees  from  the  proceeds  of  disposal  of 
Government  surplus  real  property,  and  for 
other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  10203.  An  act  to  provide  rewards  for 
Information  concerning  the  Illegal  Intro- 
duction into  the  United  States,  or  the  illegal 
manufacture  or  acquisition  In  the  United 
States,  of  special  nuclear  material  and 
atomic  weapons. 


SUMMARY  OP  ACnvmES  OF  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  BANKING  AND 
CURRENCY,  83D  CONGRESS,  2D 
SESSION 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Madam  President, 
since  the  senior  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Capehart]  became  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency,  he 
has  directed  the  professional  staff  of  the 
committee  to  prepare  a  summary  of  the 
activities  of  the  committee  during  each 
session  of  the  Congress. 

This  summary  is  in  the  nature  of  a 
report  to  the  Congress  and  to  the  people 
of  the  legislative  activities  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

For  the  1st  session  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress, the  document  ran  about  50  pages. 

The  report  for  the  second  session  is 
now  in  preparation.  It  will  be  compre- 
hensive, covering  all  activities  since  the 
beginning  of  the  2d  session  of  the 
83d  Congress.  It  will  run  possibly  80 
pages. 

Inasmuch  as  it  is  not  feasible  to  sub- 
mit the  report  prior  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  Congress,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent for  and  on  behalf  of  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  who  is  absent  from 
the  Senate  on  official  business,  to  submit 
such  report  entitled  "Summary  of  Activ- 
ities of  Senate  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency.  83d  Congress,  2d  Session." 
after  adjournment  of  the  Congress,  and 
to  have  it  printed  as  a  Senate  document 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection  to  the  re<|uest 
of  the  Senator  from  Ohio?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


MISS  IDA  KLAUS  ' 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    Madam  President,  the 
city  of  New  York  is,  at  the  present  time. 
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organizing  and  expanding  Its  labor  de- 
partment, a  development  of  which  I  very 
much  approve,  and  on  which  Mayor 
Robert  F.  Waemer  Is  to  be  hishly  com- 
mended. In  ttie  process  of  organizing 
and  expanding  this  department.  Miss 
Ida  Klaus,  who  for  the  past  17  years  has 
been  employed  by  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board — for  the  past  6  years  as 
solicitor — has  been  named  as  counsel  to 
the  New  York  City  Department  of  Labor. 
Miss  Klaus'  resignation  from  the  NLRB 
was  announced  on  August  13,  to  become 
effective  on  September  1.  I  was  pleased 
to  see  in  the  (vOngrkssional  Record  a 
tribute  to  Mi&s  Klaus  by  the  distin- 
guished junior  Senator  from  Oregon, 
[Mr.  Morse]  wno  Inserted  an  exchange 
of  correspondence  between  Miss  Klaus 
and  the  chairman  of  the  National  La- 
bor Relations  Koard.  Mr.  Quy  Parmer, 
and  also  a  fine  column  summarizing  Miss 
Klaus'  career  in  Goveniment,  written  by 
Mr.  John  Herlng.  This  colvunn  ap- 
peared in  the  ^'ashington  Daily  News  of 
August  10. 

I  am  glad  :hat  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  saw  fit  to  commend  Miss  Klaus, 
who  was  originally  a  New  Yorker  and 
now  returns  to  New  York  to  lend  her 
talents  to  the  department  of  labor  of  our 
great  metropolis,  to  assist  our  Mayor 
Wagner  in  givng  labor  relations  their 
due  recognition  in  our  city  government. 

Although  I  have  not  had  the  op- 
portunity to  know  Miss  Klaus  personally, 
I  have  known  of  her  work  for  many  years. 
She  has  attained  a  imique  status  for  her 
sex.  Her  legal  skill  has  been  widely  ac- 
claimed. Her  rxpertness  in  the  field  of 
labor  law  is  generally  recognized. 

I  am  sure  f.he  will  continue  to  do 
outstanding  work  in  the  labor  field  and 
that  she  will  add  luster  to  the  depart- 
ment of  labor  of  New  York  City. 


LEGISLATIVE     GAINS     FOR     SMALL 
BUSINESS 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  speak 
not  more  than  4  minutes  on  2  matters. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none.  The  Senator  from  Mass- 
achusetts may  proceed. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, there  arc  about  4,200,000  business 
establishments  in  the  United  States.  Of 
these.  96  iiero^nt  are  classed  as  small. 
New  England,  in  particular,  as  I  have 
frequently  had  occasion  to  say  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  is  a  region  which 
draws  greatly  for  its  strength  upon  the 
energy,  resourcefulness,  and  imagination 
of  its  small -business  firms. 

The  12  mon*»hs  just  ended  have  been 
notable  for  the  legislative  gains  to  small 
business  through  action  we  have  taken 
in  the  Senate.  I  should  like  to  take  this 
occasion  to  review  these  gains  briefly. 

It  W81S  just  over  a  year  ago  that  we 
passed  the  bill  which  created  the  Small 
Business  AdmJiistration.  I  was,  I  am 
glad  to  say.  a  cosponsor  of  that  bill  and 
testified  in  its  support  before  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
During  the  year  since  the  bill  was  en- 
acted. I  have  had  the  opportunity,  both 
as  chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Sub- 
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committee  which  reviews  ttie  Small  Busi- 
ness Administration's  budget  requests 
and  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Small  Business,  to  learn  something  about 
the  job  which  the  Small  Business  Ad- 
ministration has  been  doing.  That  has 
been  a  constantly  improving  job.  It  has 
been  done  more  economically  and  with 
ever-increasing  efficiency. 

Despite  the  enormous  number  of  busi- 
ness enterprises  which  it  serves,  the 
Small  Business  Administration  is  a  small 
agency  with  fewer  than  600  employees. 
Its  major  functions  fall  under  four  head- 
ings. The  first  of  these,  and  from  our 
pomt  of  view  in  Massachusetts  perhaps 
the  most  important,  is  to  render  assist- 
ance to  small  firms  in  getting  a  fair 
share  of  Goverrmfient  contracts,  both 
military  and  civil.  Experience  has 
shown  that  unless  special  procedures  are 
set  up.  designed  to  assure  greater  par- 
ticipation of  small  business  in  Goveini- 
ment  procuments,  the  long-run  tend- 
ency is  to  concentrate  the  Government 
business  more  and  more  in  large  firms. 
The  most  effective  means  thus  far 
worked  out  of  combating  this  tendency 
is  the  so-called  joint  determination. 
Under  this  procedure,  representatives  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration  meet 
with  purchasing  representatives  of  other 
Government  agencies  to  go  over  items 
to  be  procured  and  determine  what  types 
and  what  quantities  can  be  efficiently 
and  economically  furnished  by  small 
firms.  In  this  way,  certain  procure- 
ments and  portions  of  procurements  are 
selected  as  appropriate  for  small  busi- 
nesses. These  are  set  aside  exclusively 
for  bidding  by  them.  The  Government 
is  thus  assured  the  best  possible  prices 
and  small  business  is  assured  participa- 
tion in  Government  purchases. 

In  the  year  since  the  Small  Business 
Administration  has  been  administering 
set-asides  for  small  business,  Massachu- 
setts has  received  striking  benefits.  Our 
small  firms  hidding  on  set-£isides  have 
won  contracts  in  79  separate  cases,  with 
a  total  value  of  $4,185,563.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent,  Madam  President,  to  have 
inserted  at  this  point  in  my  remarks  a 
list  of  these  firms.  It  is,  I  think,  an  im- 
pressive list,  including,  as  it  does,  firms 
scattered  all  over  Massachusetts  in  every 
tjrpe  of  productive  enterprise. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Ttpe  or  PROctTREMENT,   Jakuart-Jtjnt    1954 

Angler  Sales  Corp.,  Framlngham,  Mass.. 
$80,726;  barrier,  wrapping,  greaseproof. 

Associated  Knglneers,  Inc.,  Springfield,  $27.- 
619;  preparation  of  standard  infip>ectlon  pro- 
cediUT,  SO  mm.  automatic  gun. 

Atk.lnB  it  Merrill,  Inc..  South  Sudbury.  $13,- 
085;  training  aids  and  drawings. 

Atwood  &  Morrill  Co.,  Salem,  $6,321;  hy- 
draulic globe  valves. 

Braeburn  Mfg.  Co.,  Lowell,  $41,781;  coats, 
fh^men. 

Balrd  &  McGulre,  Inc.,  Holbrook.  $3,694; 
Wood,  preserratlve. 

Charles  Belsky,  Holyoke.  $10,500;  cloths, 
wiping,  reclaimed,  all  cotton,  mixed  colors, 
washed  and  sterilized,  water  and  oU  ab- 
sorbent. 

Bomac  Laboratories,  Inc..  Beverly.  $35,700; 
tube-type  IB  37.  stock  No.  N  16-T-61227. 

Bomac  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Beverly.  $41,250; 
electron  tube-type  IB  27-TR-Tube  stock  No. 
N   16  T-61227. 


Bomac  Laboratories.  Inc.,  Beverly,  $140,- 
000;  tube,  hydrogen  thratron-type  &C  23. 

J.  O.  Bowden  &  Son,  Inc.,  Boston,  $0,1S0: 
webbing,  cotton  and  nylon,  natural  dyed  and 
finished. 

Wm.  D.  Bright  Industries,  Waltham,  $71.- 
816;  panel. 

Cargocaire  Engineering  Corp.,  Amesbury, 
$6,470;   floating  bridge  parts. 

Control  Elnglneerlng  Co.,  Norwood,  $28,283: 
amplifiers,  magnetic  for  position  Indicators, 
MK  8  and  MK  9. 

Dempsey  Industrial  Pumace  Co.,  Spring- 
field, $8,400;  furnace,  forge,  heating,  oU- 
fired. 

Charles  Dowd  Box  Co.,  Inc.,  Worcester,  $2,- 
157;   boxes,  corrugated. 

Doyle  Shoe  Co.,  Brockton,  $292,105;  shoes. 

Elnar  Products,  Inc.,  Lynn,  $266,600;  MK  8 
pallets. 

Kverlastik.  Inc.,  Chelsea,  $71,825;  webbing — 
nylon. 

Exclusive  Rug  Co.,  Inc.,  Chelsea,  $27,440; 
cloths,  wiping,  reclaimed,  all-cotton  fabrics, 
mixed  colors,  washed  and  sterilised,  water 
and  oU  absorbent. 

Tbe  Oranet  Corp..  Framlnghan>,  $1,557; 
gloves. 

Hoyt  Worthing  Tanning  Co.,  Haverhill, 
$15,324;  chamois,  sheepskin. 

International  Braid  Co.,  Inc..  Fall  River. 
$39,275:  webbing,  cotton  and  nylon,  natural, 
dyed  and  flnlsbed. 

International  Equipment  Co..  Boston.  $9.- 
814;  medical  supplies. 

J  &  J  Corrugated  Box  Corp.,  Fall  River, 
$1,290;  box.  corrugated,  flberboard. 

R.  H.  Long  Co..  Inc.,  Framlngbam,  $287.- 
332;   sboes. 

J.  R.  Lyman  Co.,  Springfield.  $15,219; 
cloths,  wiping,  reclaimed,  all-cotton  fabrics, 
mixed  colors,  washed  and  sterllliged,  water 
and  oU  absorbent. 

T.  Barry  Kingman,  Marine  Construction 
Ck>.,  Cataumet,  $66,000;  40-foot  personnel 
boat. 

Massachusetts  Electric  Construction  Co.. 
Boston,  $49,964;  installation  of  prime-heat 
treating  and  auxiliary  equipment  In  build- 
ing 39. 

Massachusetts  Waste  Supply  Co.,  Chelsea, 
$24,366;    cloth,  wiping,  cotton,  class  2. 

Middlesex  Paper  Tube  Co.,  Lowell.  $2,057; 
VC  1  tubes. 

Moore  A  Cram  Webbing  Co.,  West  Concord. 
$3,048;  webbing,  cotton  and  nylon,  natural 
dyed  and  finished. 

Needham  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  Need- 
ham,  $40,061;  pendant  chain,  Ixldle  chain, 
minesweeper  gear. 

Palmer.  Klectric  ft  Manufacturing  Co., 
Wakefield.  $31,891;  box.  electric  outlet. 

A.  Prltzker  A  Son,  Ihc,  Lawrence,  $91,586; 
jackets,  aviators,  leader. 

Rockland  Webbing  Co.,  Rockland,  $15,520; 
webbing,  cotton  and  nylon,  natiu^  dyed  and 
finlsbed. 

Stevens  Walden,  Inc.,  Worcester,  $19320; 
handle,  socket,  one-quarter  Inch  square 
drive.  21  inch  diameter,  close  quarter,  and 
handle,  socket,  wrench  driver  and  extension. 
one-quarter  inch  square  drive. 

Thos.  Taylor  &  Sons,  Hudson,  $37,019;  ocrd. 
elastic,  for  various  aircraft. 

Traymore  Manufacturing  Co.;  Boston,  $15.- 
520;  webbing,  cotton  and  nylon,  natural 
dyed  and  finished. 

Ultrasonic  Corp.,  Cambridge,  $60,794;  so- 
nar, testing  sets. 

Utility  Metal  Products  Co.,  Inc..  Beverly. 
$18,310:  locker,  clothes,  shipboard  type. 

Van  Brodie  Milling  Co.,  CUnton,  $204)00: 
kit.  fishing. 

Victory  Plastics  Co.,  Hudson.  $155,560:  M8 
Al,  scabbard,  bayonet,  knife. 

Waltham  Horologlcal  Corp.,  Lynn,  $51,870; 
connector,  pluj. 

Rofian  Co.,  Topsfield,  $80,892;  trailer,  flood- 
light, with  spare  parts. 

UtUlty  Metal  Products  Co..  Inc..  Beverly, 
$165341;  lockers,  clothes,  shipboard  type. 
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Bomao  LabonitoriM,  Xnc,  Btrwly,  $16,125: 
TR  tub*,  typ*  IB  68. 

John  Addlaon.  ICarUxvo.  $10M08;  staoca. 
•anrloe.  black,  high. 

Henaclicl  Corp..  Amesbury,  $23,608;  Hyncro. 
Blgnal  ampUltetB. 

Slg-Trans.  toe..  Amesbury.  $93,000;  ship 
control  and  steulng  control  conaolea  lor 

FT  64. 

Qulncy  Adams  Yacbt  Yard,  Inc.;  Qulney. 
$431,476:  aircran  rescxie  boats. 

Shield.  Inc..  Attleboro,  $11,747;  badges, 
clasp  and  button.  I^mI. 

John  Addison  Footwear  Co.,  Marlboro, 
$196,014;  boots,  service,  combat. 

B.  H.  Long  Ck>..  Inc..  Framlngham,  $120,005; 
shoe.  high,  leather,  black. 

AdeU  Corp.,  Orange,  $9,616;  reel  tot  16  mm. 
film. 

Marlboro  Wire  CSoods  Co..  Marlboro.  $33  . 
976:  8-783-100  splint,  wire,  ladder  8%  inch 
by  81  Inch. 

Market  Forge  Co.,  Everett,  $18,626;  truck, 
shelf,  hand.  4  shelves.  13  meat. 

Keith  &  Keith  &  McCain.  Inc.,  Rockland, 
$106,073;  radio  set  cover,  CW  330  O. 

Apoo  Moesberg  Co.,  Attleboro,  $9,405; 
wrench,  socket. 

Balrd  *  McQuire.  Inc.,  Holbrook,  $8,465; 
spray,  30-percent  DDT. 

Astra  Pharmaceutical  Products.  Inc., 
Worcester,  $103,756;  lidocaine  hydrochloride 
with  epinephrine  injection  cartridges. 

Potter  Press.  Waltham.  $10,651;  paper, 
recording  teletype. 

French  Mfg.  Co..  Worcester.  $18,086;  pon- 
cho, short. 

Berkshire  Plastics  Co.,  Inc..  East  Long- 
meadow,  $81,807;  wads,  pyrelin.  four  5-inch 
oblique  line.  54  axamunitlon. 

Slrsteak  Machinery,  Inc..  Concord.  $2,015; 
various  machine  works. 

Sparling  Bros.  Machine  Co..  New  Bedford. 
$333;  variovu  machine  works. 

Cummings  Machine  Works,  Boston,  $1,975; 
various  machine  works. 

Lombard  Governor  Corp.,  Ashland,  $11,647; 
various  machine  works. 

L.  F.  Fales  Machine  Co.,  Walpole,  $3,328; 
various  machine  works. 

Cooi>erative  Machine  Co.,  Jamaica  Plain. 
$852;  various  machine  works. 

Pneumatic  Drop  Hammer  Co.,  Braintree. 
$1,865;  various  machine  works. 

Eugene  Bnglnearlng  Co.,  Hyde  Park,  $10,- 
149;  various  machine  works. 

Boston  Paper  Board  Co.,  Boston.  $1,725- 
paper,  duplicating,  liquid  process. 

Oeerfleld  Olasslne  Co.,  Monroe  Bridge  $33  - 
160;  paper,  tracing,  overlay. 

A.  E.  Look,  Inc..  Boston.  $4,669;  suture,  var- 
ious sizes. 

McGregor  Instrument  Co.,  Needham,  $24.- 
381;  needles,  various  sizes. 

John  Addison  Footwear,  Inc.,  Marlboro. 
$41,440;  shoes,  leather. 

O.  G.  Kelley  A  Co.,  Dorchester.  $15,091; 
tanks  assembly,  photographic  mixing  and 
storing. 

Hoyt  &  Worthen  Training  Corp.,  Haverhill 
$38,462;  chamois,  sheepskin. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, the  second  major  fxinction  of  the 
Small  Business  Administration  is  ren- 
dering financial  assistance  to  small  con- 
cerns, but  never  in  competiUon  with  pri- 
vate lending  agencies.  It  has  approved 
several  loans  in  Massachusetts  to  deserv- 
ing small  concerns,  either  directly  or  in 
conjunction  with  banks.  Even  more 
important,  perhaps,  is  its  financial  coun- 
selling service  through  which  many 
owners  and  operators  of  small  concerns 
have  been  able  to  get  their  financial 
houses  in  order  without  recourse  to  loans. 

In  addition  to  making  business  loans 
the  Small  Business  Administration  has 
the  third  function  of  making  disaster 
loans   to  aid  in   the  rehabilitation  of 


homes  and  businesses  damaged  in  wind- 
storms, fires,  floods,  and  other  catasttfo- 
phies.  In  Massachusetts,  fishermen  je- 
ceived  such  loans  to  assist  them  In  »e- 
covering  from  the  devastating  storms 
which  swept  the  New  England  coast  last 
fall,  and  more  recently,  citizens  of  Paa- 
body.  Mass..  flooded  out  by  the  bursting 
of  a  dam.  received  similar  assistance. 

PoUrth  in  the  list  of  major  functiocs 
Is  the  rendering  of  managerial  and  tech- 
nical aid  to  managements  which  cannot 
afford  to  employ  high-priced  experts. 
Pamphlets  and  booklets  are  published, 
addressed  to  the  specific  problems  of 
small  business,  written  by  experts  in  their 
line,  and  supplying  the  latest  informa- 
tion on  administrative  and  technical 
processes.  More  than  a  million  of  those 
publications  have  been  distributed  on  a 
request  basis  and  through  reprints  by 
trade  associations. 

Madam  President,  in  addition  to  «- 
tablishing  the  Small  Business  Adminfe- 
tration.  the  83d  Congress  has  assisted 
small  business  by  eliminating  inequities 
in  our  tax  laws  which  stifled  its  growth 
and  expansion.  In  so  doing,  we  have 
strengthened  our  entire  economy  to  the 
benefit  not  only  of  those  who  manage 
and  work  in  small  business,  but  thoee 
who  consume  the  goods  and  services 
which  are  produced. 

Last  year  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Small  Business  conducted  extensive 
hearings  aimed  at  exposing  the  obstruc- 
tions and  handicaps  to  small  business 
which  had  crept  into  our  tax  laws  over 
the  years.  The  findings  of  our  commit- 
tee were  made  available  to  the  Treasury 
and  the  Joint  Committee  on  Internal 
Revenue  Taxation.  Provisions  designed 
to  eliminate  these  obstructions  and 
handicaps  were  accordingly  incorpo- 
rated in  the  monumental  tax  revision 
bill  submitted  by  the  administration  to 
Congress.  With  a  number  of  additional 
improvements  helpful  to  small  business, 
it  was  recently  passed  by  Congress. 

Here  are  some  of  the  ways  in  which 
the  new  law— the  first  comprehensive 
revision  of  our  tax  structure  in  75  years^ 
will  aid  small  concerns: 

Liberalized  depreciation:  This  per- 
mits faster  write-offs  for  depreciation  on 
new  property  acquired  in  1954  and  later 
years.  Its  effect  will  be  to  permit  tax- 
free  recovery  of  about  two-thirds  of  the 
cost  in  the  first  half  of  service  life.  thiB 
aiding  small  businesses  in  the  financing 
of  their  modernization  and  expansion. 

Treatment  of  surplus  accumulations- 
This  section  provides  that  the  burden  at 
proof  shall  be  on  the  Government  to 
show  that  earnings  accumulations  by 
firms  are  unreasonable.  It  also  exempts 
the  first  $60,000  of  earnings  accumula* 
tions  from  the  penalty  tax  and  takes 
only  the  accumulations  which  are  un- 
reasonable in  amount. 

Research  and  experimental  expendi- 
tures: For  the  first  time,  a  small  busi. 
ness.  lacking  a  regular  research  and  ex« 
perlmental  budget,  has  a  clear  right  to 
deduct  its  research  outlays  as  current 
expenses  or  to  amortize  them  over  a 
5-year  period. 

Loss  carryover:  The  new  law  increase! 
the  net  loss  carryback  provision  to  two 
years,  instead  of  one  year  previously  al- 
lowed.   This  helps  take  care  of  busi- 
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nesses  with  irregular  or  spotty  earnings, 
by  permitting  the  offset  of  losses  over  a 
longer  period.  Any  individual  who  sella 
his  business  or  business  assets  will  be 
permitted  to  use  his  loss  on  the  sale  as  a 
net  operating  loss  carryover. 

Relief  from  double  taxation  of  divi- 
dends: Double  taxation  of  corporate 
earnings  has  heretofore  reduced  the  in- 
centive to  invest,  particularly  In  small 
new  concerns,  and  has  restricted  the 
marketability  of  new  equity  shares. 
Under  the  new  law,  the  taxpayer  is  al- 
lowed a  credit  against  tax  of  4  percent  of 
dividends  from  domestic  corporations, 
plus  an  exclusion  of  the  first  $(0  re- 
ceived. This  should  stimulate  the  sup- 
ply of  equity  capital. 

Optional  tax  treatment  for  certain 
partnerships  and  corporations:  Under 
the  previous  system  there  might  be 
marked  differences  in  tax  liability  of  a 
business  depending  on  whether  it  oper- 
ated as  a  partnership  or  a  corporation. 
The  new  law  provides  clear,  fiexible.  and 
equitable  rules  for  handling  partner- 
ship transactions. 

Changes  in  capital  structure:  The 
new  law  permits  the  issuance  ol  pre- 
ferred stock  dividends  to  holders  of  com- 
mon stock,  without  subjecting  such  dis- 
tribution to  income  tax  at  the  time  of 
distribution.  This  is  calculated  to  re- 
move tax  barriers  to  needed  financial  re- 
arrangements, so  new  financing  may  be 
had  without  the  temptation  by  the  own- 
ers of  a  small  concern  to  sell  out  to  a 
large  concern. 

Redemption  of  stock  to  pay  estate 
taxes:  The  new  act  broadens  the  pres- 
ent provisions  which  permit  the  tat-free 
redemption  of  stock  in  a  corporation  to 
pay  estate  taxes.  Its  purpose  is  to  avoid 
the  forced  sale  or  liouidation  of  a  busi- 
ness in  order  to  pay  Federal  estate  taxes. 
These  tax  savings  for  the  individual 
restore  freedom  to  the  individual  to 
spend  more  of  his  own  money  as  he  sees 
fit,  and  increase  disposable  personal  in- 
come and  thus  purchasing  power.  For 
business,  the  savings  will  help  to  adhieve 
healthy  growth  and  thereby  strenjthen 
the  national  economy. 

Madam  President,  I  believe  that  the 
83d  Congress  can  properly  take  satisfac- 
tion in  these  achievements  on  behalf  of 
small  business.  Certainly  I  for  one  take 
pride  in  my  part  in  contributing  to  their 
fulfillment. 

Madam  President.  I  have  one  other 
brief  statement  which  I  should  like  to 
make  at  this  time. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
has  the  floor. 


ESTABLISHMENT  OF  A  NATIONAL 
COMMITTEE  FOR  AN  ADEQUATE 
OVERSEAS  UNITED  STATES  IN- 
FORMATIONAL PROGRAM 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Madam  P»-esl- 
dent.  a  group  of  prominent  citizens  all 
professionally  qualified  in  the  field  of 
communication  technique,  have  volun- 
tarily formed  a  Committee  for  an  Ade- 
quate Overseas  Information  Program 
The  committee  will  perform  an  impor- 
tant public  service  by  adequately  in- 
forming their  fellow  Americans  of  the 
true  nature  and  extent  of  the  vicious 
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campaign  being  currently  waged  by  the 
Soviet  against  this  coimtry  aimed  at  dis- 
crediting us  in  the  eyes  of  the  world. 

The  cold  war  has  reached  a  critical 
stage.  It  is  more  urgent  than  ever  that 
the  United  States  Ctovemment  should 
have  an  aggressive  and  positive  overseas 
information  program. 

In  this  battle  for  men's  minds,  the 
Communists  are  conducting  an  all-out 
local  assault  to  depict  the  United  States 
as  a  Nation  of  warmongers,  as  barbari- 
ans lacking  in  culture,  who  are  holding 
the  atomic  bomb  over  the  heads  of 
everyone  as  a  threat. 

We  know  this  is  imtrue.  We  must  let 
the  world  know  it.  And  to  do  this  effec- 
tively, it  is  imperative  that  our  over- 
seas information  program  should  be 
thoroughly  understood  by  all  Americans. 

The  membership  of  the  Committee  for 
an  Adequate  Overeas  Information  Pro- 
gram has  such  weight  that  I  am  sure  it 
will  be  most  helpful  in  giving  support 
to  the  task  of  the  United  States  infor- 
mation agencies  in  countering  the  lies 
of  the  enemy  and  in  establishing  the 
truth  about  the  policies  of  the  United 
States. 

I  wish  the  committee  success  in  its 
most  important  undertaking. 


STOCKPILING  OP  MANGANESE 

Mr.  GOLD^X'ATER.  Madam  Presi- 
dent. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I 
may  proceed  for  approximately  5  min- 
utes in  the  morning  hour. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona may  proc<;ed. 

Mr.  GOLDV/ATER.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, manganese  is  a  very  important 
metal  to  the  future  of  this  coimtry.  not 
only  to  its  domestic  needs,  but  to  its 
needs  in  time  of  war.  In  view  of  this, 
a  stockpile  wa>  established  at  Deming. 
N.  Mex..  becauf*  the  Government  owned 
stockpiling  property  and  there  was  a 
sampling  mill  there  during  the  war. 
Then  a  stockpile  was  established  at 
Butte,  Mont.,  because  the  Government 
was  part  owner  of  a  mill  there.  Then  a 
stockpile  was  established  in  my  State 
of  Arizona,  at  Wenden. 

The  ultimate  goal  of  this  stockpile  pro- 
gram for  1958  is  36  million  imits.  How- 
ever, it  does  not  appear  that  this  objec- 
tive will  be  met.  The  stockpile  in  Ari- 
zona has  apparently  done  the  best  of 
all.  The  buying  station  at  Butte  has 
not  done  too  well.  It  is  possible  that  the 
Wenden  portion  of  the  stockpile  program 
will  be  exhausted  about  December  of 
this  year. 

Because  we  could  see  that  coming,  and 
because  of  the  urgency  of  stockpiling 
manganese,  we  started,  in  January  of 
this  year,  attempting  to  get  some  an- 
swers from  the  ODM  The  purpose  of 
my  remarks  this  morning  is  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  difficulty 
the  State  of  Arizona  has  experienced  in 
getting  even  :3ensible,  reasonable  an- 
swers from  the  OflBce  of  Defense  Mobili- 
zation. 

In  January  of  this  year,  the  Wenden 
station  was  ju^t  finishing  its  first  year, 
and  it  expended  more  than  $2  million  for 
manganese  ores.  There  were  55  regular 
shippers  at  the  rate  of  about  3,000  tons 


a  week,  the  ore  averaging  about  19  per- 
cent and  bringing,  on  the  average,  about 
$25  a  ton. 

On  February  2  of  this  year,  a  letter 
went  to  Dr.  Flemming,  signed  by  the 
entire  Arizona  congressional  delegation, 
asking  that  the  Wenden  quota  be  raised 
by  6  million  long-ton  units  of  manga- 
nese, and  stating  that  otherwise  the  sta- 
tion would  have  to  close  by  April  1955. 

Madam  President,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  a  copy  of  that  letter  be  in- 
serted at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  ir  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Febsuakt  2.  1954. 
Mr.  ARTHra  S.  Plzmming, 

Director,  Office  of  Defense  Mohilxzation, 
Executive  Office  Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 
DzAK  Ms.  Pljmming:  A  survey  made  by  the 
Arizona   State   Deptirtment   of   Mineral   Re- 
sources  discloses  that   at   the   present   rate 
of  Intake  the  6  million  unit  quota  of  man- 
ganese allotted  to  be  purchased  at  the  depKDt 
at  Wenden.  Ariz.,  will  be  exhausted  by  April 
1955.    As  you  know,  under  the  Malone-Aspln- 
all  Act  the  program  does  not  expire  untU 
June  30.  1958. 

The  survey  further  shows  that  It  will  take 
an  allotment  of  a  further  6  million  units  of 
manganese  to  keep  the  depot  running  at  Its 
present  rate  to  June  30.  1958. 

Due  to  the  low  price  of  zinc  and  lead  and 
the  cons^uent  closing  of  Arizona  mines,  the 
manganese  Industry  In  Arizona  has  assumed 
Important  economic  proportions.  Further- 
more, we  believe  that  encouraging  a  domes- 
tic manganese  industry  is  of  great  Impor- 
tance to  the  country. 

We  ask  that  you  have  a  check  made  of  the 
conditions  cited  In  this  letter,  with  the  view 
of  authorizing  and  directing  the  General 
Services  Administration  to  allocate  an  ad- 
ditional 6  million  units  to  be  purchased  at 
the  Wenden  depot  under  regulations  not  less 
favorable  than  those  at  present  In  force. 
Slnc3rely, 

Babrt  Goldwater, 
United  States  Senator. 
Carl  Hatden, 
United  States  Senator. 
Harold  A.  Patten, 

Member  of  Congress. 
John  J.  Rhodes, 

Member  of  Congress. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Later.  Madam 
President,  the  estimate  of  April  1955  had 
to  be  moved  up  to  December  of  this  year. 

This  letter  also  pointed  out  that  man- 
ganese mines  would  take  up  some  of  the 
slack  in  the  mine  labor  situation  created 
by  the  lead-zinc  shutdown. 

Because  of  the  indecision  of  ODM.  and 
indecision  with  respect  to  the  entire 
stockpile  program,  there  is  not  a  lead 
and  zinc  m^ine  operating  in  the  State  of 
Arizona  today.  Yet  this  is  a  critical 
material. 

Then  on  February  19  I  wrote  a  long 
letter  to  Dr.  Flemming.  giving  more  rea- 
sons for  adding  to  the  Wenden  quota, 
and  asking  for  an  immediate  decision. 
Madam  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  that  letter  be  incorporated  at 
this  iKjlnt  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Febsuast  19,  1954. 
Dr.  Ahthttr  S.  Plemminc, 

Director,  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization, 
Executive    Office    Building,    Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Flemming  :  The  manganese  buy- 
ing station  at  Wenden,  Ariz.,  has  been  so  suc- 


cessful in  developing  a  manganese  Industry 
in  Arizona  that  its  life  has  been  shortened 
by  the  fact  that  deUveries  to  the  station  will 
catch  up  with  aUocations  long  before  tlie 
Government  manganese  buying  program  baa 
been  completed. 

One  only  has  to  study  the  figures  of  the 
three  manganese  depots,  each  of  which  was 
allotted  6  million  units,  to  ascertain  the  sit- 
uation in  which  the  program  now  stands. 
Up  to  December  31,  1953,  the  unit  tabulation 
stood  as  follows: 

Butte  and  Phllllpsburg.  Mont 428, 809 

Deming.  N.  Mex 789.  818 

Wenden,    Ariz _j.„  2,  089,  283 

In  addition  to  these  figures,  we  mtist  con- 
sider the  fact  that  the  nationwide  carlot 
program  was  allotted  19  million  units,  of 
which  only  557.252  units  were  deUvered  up 
to  December  31,  1953. 

Under  the  Malone-Aspinall  Act,  the  date 
on  which  this  depot  must  be  dosed,  unless 
Congress  takes  further  action,  wiU  be  June 
30,  1958.  It  Is  perfectly  obvious,  however, 
that  the  present  quota  of  6  million  units  for 
Wenden  will  be  exhausted  by  AprU  of  1955. 
I  feel  that  It  Is  urgently  important  that  an 
additional  authorization  of  6  mUlion  units 
be  made,  because  It  would  enable  this  depot 
to  remain  open  until  the  end  of  the  author- 
ized period.  This  Is  entirely  within  the 
province  of  your  ofBce  to  accomplish,  be- 
cause It  Is  obvlotis  that  two  of  the  stations 
win  have  difficulty  filling  their  aUotted  units. 
While  It  Is,  at  the  same  time,  obvious  that 
the  Wenden  depot  will  fulflU  its  aUotted 
units  long  before  the  expiration  date  of  the 
act.  The  transfer  of  moused  units  from 
other  stations  would  be  a  highly  desirable 
thing  to  accomplish  because  it .  would  en^ 
courage  further  production  of  manganese 
In  Arizona  and  would  so  establish  this  in- 
dustry that  It  would  not  require  a  Govern- 
ment buying  program  after  the  present  re- 
quirements have  been  met. 

The  men  who,  by  their  investments  and 
their  efforts,  have  accomplished  the  out- 
standing success  of  the  Wenden  depot  are 
entitled  to  know  Just  what  Is  facing  them. 
If  a  declson  Is  delayed  much  longer  on  the 
further  allocation  of  units  to  Wenden.  it  will 
seriously  affect  their  financing  and  the 
proper  planning  for  economic  and  profitable 
production  by  these  50-odd  producers. 

If  my  office  can  be  of  any  assistance  to 
yours  In  the  solution  of  this  problem  let  me 
know,  but  I  would  like  to  have  some  indica- 
tion from  you  as  soon  as  p>06slble  as  to  your 
Intentions  concerning  Wenden. 
Sincerely, 

Barrt  Goldwater. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, on  March  26  the  President  an- 
nounced his  new  mineral  \x>licy  to  aid 
domestic  producers,  and  mineral  pro- 
ducers all  over  the  West  took  heart  be- 
cause they  felt  that  finally  the  White 
House  was  cognizant  of  their  dire  situa- 
tion, and  that  something  would  be  done 
to  hurry  up  the  process  of  making  deci- 
sions. 

Madam  President,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  there  may  be  printed  in  the 
Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  my  let- 
ter addressed  to  Dr.  Flemming.  dated 
April  15,  1954,  and  his  reply  thereto, 
dated  AprU  20.  1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 

were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Recokd, 

as  follows: 

APan.  15,  1954. 

Mr.  Arthur  S.  Fixmiono, 

Director,  Office  of  Defense  MoblUzation, 
Executive  Office  Building, 

Washirigton,  D.  C. 
Dear  MR.  Flrmmhto:  On  the  19th  of  Feb- 
ruary of  this  year  I  wrote  to  you  concerning 
the  allocation  by  the  Government  of  an  addi- 
tional 6  million  units  to  the  manganese  depot 
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at  WmdHi.  Arta.  To  thla  hour  I  bav*  r«> 
e«lT«d  no  acknoniedgment  or  reply  to  tbat 
]«tt«r. 

MuOflj  apart  ftom  the  urgency  of  the  re- 
quest M  aet  forth  In  the  afcvementloned  let- 
ter, Z  think  that  I  am  at  least  entitled  to  the 
oourteey  of  a  response  thereto.  I  consider 
yoiir  negligence  In  this  regard  Inexciuable, 
and  I  shall  expect  an  Immediate  statement 
from  you.  not  only  in  answer  to  my  original 
cocnmunlcatlon  but  also  in  explanation  of 
your  tardiness  in  making  that  Information 
available  to  me. 
Sincerely. 

Babbt  Oolowatb. 

Sucunvi  OmcK  or  thx  PBxsnixMT, 
OmcB  or  Dbfcnsb  Mobilization. 
WaahingUm.  D.  d,  April  20,  1954. 
Bon.  Babbt  Oolswatkb. 
United  States  Senate. 

Waahington.  D.  C. 
Hata.  Sknatob  Ooldwatxb:  This  Is  in  reply 
to  your  letter  of  April  16,  1054.  In  which  you 
point  out  our  negligence  in  not  replying  to 
your  letter  of  February  10  recommending  the 
allocation  by  the  Oovemment  of  an  addi- 
tional 6  mUIlon  units  to  the  mRngftn^>fff. 
depot  at  Wenden.  Ariz. 

Tou  are  quite  right.  Such  delay  in  at  least 
an  acknowledgment  cannot  be  Justlfled,  and 
you  have  our  apologies.  In  fact,  I  am  using 
this  case  to  get  across  to  ODM  staff  that  such 
delays  will  not  be  tolerated  in  the  future. 

In  explanation,  but  not  as  an  excuse,  the 
proposal  made  by  your  letter  has  been  com- 
plicated by  a  number  of  varying  but  related 
proposals  for  manganese  depots  and  pro- 
grams. It  proved  dlfllcult  to  decide  one 
without  deciding  all. 

During  the  past  2  months  we  have  been 
examining  the  supply-requirements  situ- 
ation in  manganese,  which  has  changed  con- 
siderably since  ciurent  objectives  were  set. 
Interagency  advice  has  been  secured  on  some 
of  the  difficult  Issues  involved.  Finally,  we 
are  studying  the  Implications  for  manga- 
nese of  the  policies  recentiy  announced  by 
the  President  for  long-term  stockpile  objec- 
tives. 

You  may  be  sure  I  will  let  you  know  at  once 
when  a  decision  is  made.  In  the  meantime. 
I  am  going  to  ask  one  of  my  assistants  to 
contact  you  within  the  next  week  in  order 
to  go  over  the  entire  picture  with  you. 
Again,  my  sincere  regrets  at  our  delav  in 
acknowledgment. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Abthttb  S.  Fuocmino, 

Director. 


Madam  President,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  that  letter  be  made  a  por- 
tion of  my  remarks  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objecUon,  the  latter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Reodrd. 
as  follows: 

Mr.  Abtrttb  S.  FLncvnro, 

Director.  Office  of  Defense  Afobilization. 
Executive  Office  Building, 

Washington  25,  D.  C. 
DxAB  Mb.  Flemming:  In  our  conference 
with  Messrs.  Weaver  and  Curtis  on  April  23d 
we  were  Informed  that  the  stockpUe  Is  over- 
bought on  manganese  and  that  both  the 
short-  and  long-range  objectives  were  met 
prior  to  the  policy  statement  of  March  26, 
1954.  These  calculations  were  said  to  In- 
clude such  manganese  under  the  domestic 
37  million  long-ton  units  programs  as  It  Is 
expected  will  be  produced  by  the  expiration 
dates  of  those  programs. 

We  wish  to  call  to  your  attention  that  the 
Congress,  in  passing  the  Malone-Asplnall  bill 
extending  the  time  limits  on  the  dom«tlc 
prociurement  programs,  not  only  expected 
that  the  entire  amounts  would  be  purchased, 
but  provided  that  the  Government  should 
not  be  limited  in  further  extending  the  pro- 
grams, either  in  quantity  or  time.  There  Is 
no  implication  that  the  amounts  to  be  pro- 
ciu-ed  should  be  restricted  to  any  particular 
district  or  districts.-^  The  Idea  was  to  stimu- 
late domestic  manganese  production. 

Your  representatives  admitted  that,  as  the 
program  now  is  set  up.  it  will  not  be  com- 
pleted within  the  legal  period  as  was  con- 
templated by  the  Congress. 

We,  therefore,  renew  our  request  that  an 
additional  6  mUllon  units  be  allotted  to  Wen- 
den, for  the  reasons  already  advanced  In 
other  correspondence,  and  that  you  rely 
upon  the  fact  that  sufficient  earmarked  funds 
will  be  returned  at  the  expiration  of  the 
programs  to  more  than  cover  the  Wenden 
commitment.  This  plan  was  discussed  with 
Messrs.  Weaver  and  Ciirtls. 
Sincerely,    > 

Barrt  Goldwater, 
United  States  Senatoii 
Cari.  Hayden, 
United  States  Senator. 
Habold  a.  Patten, 

Member  of  Congress. 
John   J.    Rhodes, 
Member  of  Congress, 
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Rhodbs  in  which  you  refer  to  your  recent 
discussion  with  Messrs.  Weaver  and  Curtis 
about  the  metallxirglcal  manganese  ore  sit- 
uation and  in  which  you  again  urge  adoption 
of  your  February  2,  1954,  proposal  that  the 
quota  of  six  million  long  ton  units  of  man- 
ganese ore  allotted  to  the  Wenden,  Ariz,  low- 
grade  manganese  ore  purchase  depot  be 
doubled.  In  this  respect  you  speak  of  the 
intent  of  the  Malone-Asplnwall  bill  to  bring 
about  fulfillment  of  the  domestic  piu-chase 
depot  and  carload  lot  program  without 
reference  to  production  from  specific  districts 
and  you  suggest  that  financing  an  Ihcreased 
quota  for  Wenden  could  be  made  from  funds 
earmarked  for  other  purchases  under  the 
program  which  an  unlikely  to  be  made.  We 
shall,  of  course,  weigh  these  points  carefully 
In  the  course  of  determining  our  policy  re- 
garding the  further  acquisition  of  metallvj- 
glcal  manganese  ore. 

I    would,    however,    like    to    comment   on 
one  remark  In  your  letter.     It  cannot  be  said 
that  both  the  short-  and  long-range  stock- 
pile    objectives    have     been    met    »t    thla 
time.     The    present    or    "short    range"    in- 
ventory objective  will  probably  be  reached 
early      in       1935,      according      to      presently 
scheduled    shipments    under    existing    con- 
tracts.    The  "long  range"  objective,  however, 
has  not  yet  been  offlclally  established  and 
it    will    not    be    precisely   known    until    the 
current    Interagency    review    of    supply    and 
requirements    factors    is    completed,    a    task 
which    may   not   be   accomplished   until    the 
end  of  May  or  early  In  June.     In  saying  that 
the  long  term  objective  was  covered,  I  under- 
stand Mr.  Weaver  and  Mr.  Curtis  qualified 
their   statement   with   the   comment   It   was 
based  on   a  preliminary  estimate  of  the  ob- 
jective In  relation  to  present  Inventortles  and 
existing     contractual     commitments     under 
both  stockpile  and  expansion  progratn  con- 
tracts. 

As  Indicated  in   my  April  26.   1954  letter, 
I    hope    to    resolve    the    Issue    very    shortly. 
Meanwhile  I  am  appreciative  of  your  recom- 
mendations and  suggestions  in  thU  matter. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Akthuh  S.  Flemmino, 

Director. 


Mr.  OOLDWATER.    On  April  23. 19M, 
1  called  a  conference  in  my  ofBce    at 
which  the  senior  Senator  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  Haydeh]  was  in  attendance,  along 
with  other  Members  of  Congress.    It  was 
a  most  unsatisfactory  conference.   Mem- 
bers of  the  ODM  were  there,  and  they 
Informed  us  that  the  additional  man- 
ganese could  be  bought  in  the  open  mar- 
ket at  a  savings  of  from  $5  million  to  $6 
mUUon;  and.  also,  that  ODM  felt  it  might 
have  enough  manganese  for  both  the 
short-  and  the  long-term  programs,  but 
that  they  were  making  a  study  and  would 
let  us  know. 

They  apologized  for  not  answering  the 
various  letters,  for  indeed  we  have  had 
difficulty  getting  ODM  to  answer  our 
letters,  to  say  nothing  of  giving  us  some 
intelligent  replies  when  they  do  answer 
They  apologized  for  this,  and  the  March 
26  policy  was  discussed. 

On  May  1  of  this  year  the  congres- 
sional delegation  wrote  a  letter  to  Dr 
Flemmlng,  based  on  the  above-men- 
tioned meeting,  outlining  a  plan  whereby 
the  ODM  could  aUot  the  additional  units 
and  again  asking  that  It  be  done. 


Mr.  GOLDWATER.  On  April  28  of 
this  year  Representative  Patten,  of  Ari- 
zona, introduced  H.  R.  8919.  to  direct 
the  ODM  to  allot  6  million  units  to 
Wenden.  This  bill  was  not  reported  un- 
til August  9  of  this  year. 

On  May  20  Dr.  Plemming  wrote  a  long 
letter  to  me  In  answer  to  the  letter  of 
May  1,  the  omnibus  letter,  in  which  he 
said  practically  nothing  except  that  "As 
Indicated  in  my  April  26,  1954,  letter.  I 
hope  to  resolve  the  issue  very  shortly." 

My  senior  colleague  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Hayden]  also  received  a  copy  of  this 
letter. 

Madam  President  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  this  letter  may  be  printed 
in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks 
at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record 
as  follows: 

EXBCUnVE  OjTICE  or  the  PRESnjENT, 

OmcE  or  DzrxNSE  Mobh-ization, 
Washington,  D.  C,  May  20.  1954. 
Hon.  Baxkt  Ooldwater, 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
r>«B  SxNATOB  Golowateh:  I  have  your  May 
1.  1954  letter,  signed  Jointly  by  you.  Senator 
Hatden     and     Congressmen     Patten     and 


Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, not  getting  any  results  from  Dr. 
Plemming,  I  wrote  the  distinguished 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Small 
Business  [Mr.  ThyeJ  on  June  9.  1954, 
outlining  the  whole  Wenden  situation 
in  detail,  and  asking  for  investigation 
and  action.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  letter  may  be  inserted  in  the 
Recor„  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rjcord. 
as  follows; 

Hon.  Edward  J.  Thte, 

Chairman.  Select  Committee  on  Small 
Business.    United    States   Senate, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Thye:  Attached  hereto  are 
copies  of  letters  I  have  received  from  certain 
small  mine  operators  In  Arizona  and  Cali- 
fornia who  ship  manganese  ore  to  thf  GSA 
purchase  depot  at  Wenden,  Ariz.  Eighteen 
letters  are  attached,  but  some  of  them  are 
signed  by  several  operators.  More  are  arriv- 
ing In  the  mall  each  day.  I  also  enclose  a 
letter  from  the  Arizona  SUte  Department  of 
Mineral  Resources  and  a  tabulation  ©f  re- 
celpts  of  manganese  at  the  various  Oovern- 
ment  purchase  stations. 

Although  the  attachments  are  nearly  self- 
explanatory,  a  short  sketch  of  the  situation 
IfoJ^cM^'''^^'"-  V,  "^^  original  Government 
caTed  fr  P"""^^^*  P^ogra'H  for  manganese 
called  for  the  purchase  of  37  million  long- 
ton  units.  Eighteen  million  units  were  L 
^.If."'  v!f^'*  at  3  GSA  buying  stations,  each 
station   being  allotted  arbltrarUy   6  mlUlon 
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units  without  respect  to  the  potential  pro- 
duction of  the  areas.  The  remaining  IB 
million  units  comprise  the  so-caUed  nation- 
wide carlot  program  which  limits  shippen 
to  10,000  tons  of  eligible  material  each. 

F^>r  one  reason  or  another  the  domestlo 
programs  clearly  could  not  be  completed  in 
the  time  originally  set  by  the  GSA  directive, 
and  the  Asplnall  Act  was  passed  extending 
the  time  to  June  1968.  An  inspection  of 
niy  memorandum  of  May  5.  1954,  attached 
hereto,  shows  that  only  at  the  Wenden, 
Ariz.,  station  is  substantial  production  be- 
ing obtained.  The  overall  program  Is  less 
than  15  percent  complete.  Production  in 
the  Wenden  area  is  rapidly  expanding  and  it 
now  appears  that  the  6  million  long-ton 
unit  allotment  may  be  exhausted  by  the  end 
of  this  year. 

The  producers  In  the  Wenden  area  have 
made  substantial  Investments  and  the 
operations  have  absorbed  a  number  of  lead 
and  zinc  miners  who  have  been  thrown  out 
of  worK.  It  Is  essential  that  the  quota  at 
Wenden  be  raised  to  lengthen  the  life  of  the 
buying  station  there,  and,  as  one  can  see  by 
referring  to  my  memo  of  May  5,  the  overall 
program  Is  so  far  from  being  complete  that 
there  appears  to  be  no  reason  why  the 
Wenden  quota  should  not  be  Increased. 

I  have  not  been  able,  after  much  negotia- 
tion with  ODM,  to  obtain  a  satisfactory 
reply  to  my  request,  and  I  suggest  that  the 
Small  Business  Committee  look  into  the 
matter  In  detail.  At  the  same  time  the 
possibility  of  lifting  the  10,000  ton  limita- 
tion on  the  carlot  program  should  be 
considered. 

Satisfactory  explanations  of  the  delay  In 
the  stockpile  program  at  this  small  mine 
level  have  not  been  forthcoming  from  ODM. 
Attempts  to  get  satisfactory  explanations 
have  been  In  vain.  If  you  see  fit  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  Small  Business  Com- 
mittee to  this  disturbing  situation,  the  staff 
member  who  is  assigned  to  this  might  call 
Bill  Broadgate  at  Sterling  3-1100.  Mr.  Broad- 
gate  wlU  be  happy  to  go  over  all  the  back- 
ground and  details.  He  is  representing  the 
Arizona  mine  operators  in  this  matter  and 
has  been  working  with  me  on  the  case. 

I  feel  sure  this  is  a  worthwhile  project, 
as  It  bears  upon  the  general  problem  of  mak- 
ing us  sell-BufDclent  in  strategic  mineral 
production. 

Sincerely, 

Baut  Goldwatzk. 

Mr.  OOIX>WATER.  On  June  25  the 
Senate  Small  Business  Committee,  of 
which  I  have  the  honor  to  be  a  mem- 
ber, held  a  joint  meeting,  with  the 
various  members  of  the  delegation,  and 
also  representatives  from  ODM  and 
other  interested  agencies. 

The  ACnNQ  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  time  of  the  Senator  has  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  proceed  for  another 
4  minutes. 

The  ACTINQ  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona may  proceed. 

Mr.  GKDLDWATER.  There  was  no 
record  made,  but  notes  were  taken,  be- 
cause this  was  merely  a  friendly  get- 
together  meeting  to  find  what  answer 
Dr.  Flemming  might  be  able  to  give  to 
us.  Nearly  everyone  of  importance  in 
the  program  from  OSA  and  ODM,  from 
Dr.  Flemming  on  down,  was  there. 

This  conference  was  as  inconclusive 
as  the  one  of  April  23.  Dr.  Plemming 
stated  he  would  have  the  necessary 
stockpile  data  in  his  hands  early  in 
July,  and  be  able  to  make  a  decision 
about  August  1,  1954.    He  also  promised 


to  Investigate  expanding  Wenden  un- 
der the  same  authority  imder  which  it 
was  originally  set  up,  as  the  program 
had  nothing  directly  to  do  with  stock- 
piling. The  talk  of  stockpiling  seemed  to 
be  a  red  herring.  Nothing  whatever  has 
been  heard  of  this  promise,  either. 

Madam  President.  I  wrote  Dr.  Plem- 
ming in  July  calling  his  attention  to  the 
fact  that  he  had  promised  an  answer  on 
August  1.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
there  may  be  inserted  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  my  letter  to  Dr.  Flemming  of 
July  21,  1954.  and  the  answer  of  Dr. 
Flemming  dated  August  2,  1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

JULT  21,  1954. 
Dr.  AxTmTR  8.  Flemjcino, 

Director,  Office  of  Defense  Motfilization. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dk.  Fucmming:  You  will  recall  that 
In  our  recent  meeting  you  made  the  state- 
ment that  the  figures  on  which  you  would 
base  your  manganese  determination  would 
be  available  to  you  by  the  first  part  of  July. 
and  that  certainly  by  the  first  of  August 
some  pronouncement  would  be  coming  from 
your  office  concerning  the  future  of  manga- 
nese stockpiling. 

Can  I  continue  to  be  hopeful  that  this 
statement  will  be  made  within  the  very  near 
future? 

Sincerely, 

Baxxt  Goldwates. 

ExEcxrrivE  Office  of  i«e  Preshjekt, 
Office  of  Defense  Mobilization, 
Washington,  D.  C.  August  2,  1954. 
Hon.  Bakrt  Oolowatxb, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Goldwatex:  I  have  your 
letter  of  July  21,  1954.  in  which  you  inquire 
if  a  decision  with  regard  to  the  future  of 
manganese  stockpiling  can  be  expected  by 
the  first  of  August. 

I  win  be   getting  In  touch   with   you  re- 
garding this  matter  within  the  next  10  days. 
Sincerely  yours, 

AjrrauR  S.  Fleicminc, 
'  Director, 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, to  date  there  has  been  no  answer 
from  ODM  or  Dr.  Plemming  or  the  ad- 
ministration as  to  what  the  plans  are 
for  the  stockpiling  of  manganese,  either 
in  Arizona  or  in  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
try. It  is  most  difficult  for  a  Senator 
and  it  is  most  difficult  for  a  congres- 
sional delegation  to  attempt  to  work 
with  a  branch  of  Government  which 
either  has  no  power  to  make  decisions, 
no  heart  for  decisions,  or  no  desire  to 
come  to  any  conclusions. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  period  from 
last  January  to  the  present  day  afforded 
sufficient  time  to  enable  Dr.  Flemming 
of  ODM  to  reply  as  to  the  future  man- 
ganese stockpiling  program.  It  has  be- 
come a  large  industry  in  my  State. 
People  are  there  with  money  to  invest 
in  it.  People  are  there  who  want  to 
continue  in  the  stockpiling  program. 
But,  Madam  President,  we  can  well  un- 
derstand that  people  with  money  to  in- 
vest in  that  kind  of  a  project  are  not 
going  to  wait  aroimd  day  after  day 
while  some  bureaucrat  in  Washington 
dawdles  and  dawdles  and  wastes  his 
time.  We  either  have  a  stockpiling  pro- 
gram in  this  country  or  we  do  not  have 
a  stockpiling  program.    If  we  should  ask 


the  miner  in  Arizona,  he  would  say  wo 
do  not  have  a  stockpiling  program. 

We  in  Arizona  produce  strategic 
metals.  I  wished  to  call  this  situation  to 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  In  these 
closing  dasrs,  because  this  is  a  matter 
of  vast  importance  to  the  United  States. 
It  is  of  particular  importance  to  the 
Southwest  and  wes|em  part  of  Uie 
United  States,  where  the  mining  (itera- 
tions of  our  country  are  carried  on,  and 
it  is  important  to  the  future  safety  of 
the  Nation  to  have  adequate  stockpiling. 

I  do  not  believe  that  we  should  put 
American  miners  out  of  work  to  keep 
cheap  labor  at  work  in  other  countriea 
of  the  world.  There  is  not  a  mine 
operating  in  my  State  today  which  can 
produce  lead  and  zinc,  and  if  war  were 
to  come  tomorrow  it  would  take  months 
and  months  to  o[>en  those  mines.  While 
I  do  not  like  to  go  around  channels.  I 
hope  my  remarks  today  will  wake  up  the 
head  of  the  ODM,  so  that  he  will  either 
tell  us  there  will  be  no  future  program, 
or  will  say  "Gentlemen,  this  is  your 
program." 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business  for 
action  on  the  nominations  on  the 
calendar. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGE  REFERRED 
The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore laid  before  the  Senate  a  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
submitting  sundry  nominations,  which 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received. 
Bee  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF 
COMMITTEES 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  BRICKER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

James  P.  Randall,  for  permanent  appoint- 
ment as  ensign  in  the  Coast  and  Oeodetlo 
Svu-vey. 

By  Mr.  MILUKIN,  from  the  Oommltte* 
on  Finance: 

Russell  E.  Atkinson,  of  New  Jersey,  to  be 
comptroller  of  customs,  with  headquarters 
at  Pblladephla.  Pa. 

By  ISi.  LANGEH.  from  the  Committee  on 
the   Judiciary: 

Lewis  J.  Grout,  of  Kansas,  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Board  of  Parole;  and 

John  E.  Henry,  of  Montana,  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  of  Parole. 

By  Mr.  CARLSON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  ClvU  Service: 

Seventy-five  postmasters. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. If  there  be  no  further  reports  of 
committees  the  clerk  will  state  the  nom- 
inations on  the  executive  calendar. 


^% 
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DEPARTMENT  OP  STATE 
The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Herbert  Hoover,  Jr.,  to  be  Under 
Secretary  of  State. 
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BEPARTUKtlT  OF  THE  ABMY 

Tbfe  kgtdativ*  <dei^  remd  the  nomi- 
nation o(  duurlw  C.  Flnueane  to  be  Ae- 
iietant  Seeretary  of  the  Anny. 

The  ACTHNO  president  pro  tem- 
pore. Wlth<mt  ohJection.  the  ~^«»>f>- 
tlon  is  oonflnnecL 

Tbe  legisUtiye  clerk  read  the  nraai- 
nation  of  Frank  H.  Higgins  to  be  Assist- 
ant Secretaty  of -the  Army. 

The  ACrnNO  PREfflDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objectton,  tbe  nomina- 
tion is  oonflxmed. 


The  ACTENO  PRESIDENT  pro  tto- 
pore.  Without  objecticxi,  the  notnl- 
natton  Is  confirmed. 

The  regidatlTe  clerk  read  the  nomiha- 
tlon  ot  WlDiam  C.  Uttiefield  to  be  United 
Slates  marshal  for  the  northern  disttlct 
of  Georgia. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  nomina- 
tion is  confirmed. 


August  18 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
I  ask  that  the  President  be  Imm^ately 
notified  of  all  confirmations  of  tbday. 

The  ACTITNO  PRESIDENT  pno  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  tbe  PDesident 
will  be  notified  forthwith. 


IffiFARTMENT  OP  THE  AIR  FORCE 

The  leslslatfve  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  I^  8.  Oarlock  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

The  ACnNQ  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  tbe  nomina- 
tion la  confirmed. 


NOMINATION  PASSED  OVER 
The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  T^wvor  Gardner  to  be  Assistant 
Seeretary  of  tbe  Air  Force. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President. 
I  ask  that  this  nomination  be  passed 
over.       

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore, me  nomtnation  will  be  passed 
over. 


<»  THE  NAVY 
Hie  legislative  clerk  read  tbe  nomina- 
tion of  wnuam  Birrell  Ftanke  to  be 
Assistant  SMretary  of  the  Navy. 

TIM  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  nomina- 
tion is  confirmed. 


DIFIOMATIC  AND  FdtEIGN  SERVICE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion ofR^ert  MeCUntock  to  be  Ambas- 
sador Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary 
of  tbe  United  States  of  America  to  tbe 
Kingdom  of  Cambodia. 

The  ACTXMQ  PBESIDBNT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  nomina- 
tion Is  conflrmed. 

The  legislative  cleik  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Charles  W.  Yost  to  be  Envoy 
Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  the  XThlted  States  of  America  to 
the  Kingdom  of  Laos. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.  Without  objection,  the  nomination 
is  confirmed. 

,  -WOSHNATIONS  PASSED  OVER 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Madam  President. 
by  request  I  ask  that  the  nominations  for 

United  States  circuit  judge  and  United 
StatM  district  Judge  be  passed  over  for 
tne  time  being. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  ttie  nomina- 
tions wiU  be  passed  over.  ««"*™ 


IN  THE  ARMY 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  noini- 
nati<m  of  Lt.  Gen.  John  Ernest  Dahl- 
quist  to  be  Chief.  Army  Field  Fortes, 
with  the  rank  of  general,  and  as  general 
in  the  Army  of  the  United  States. 

The  ACnNQ  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  nomina- 
tion Is  conflrmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  Maj.  Gen.  Henry  Irving  Holies 
to  be  commanding  general,  VII  Con)s. 
with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  general  and 
as  Ueutenant  general  in  the  Army  of  the 
United  States. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  nomina- 
tion is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  Maj.  Gen.  John  Howell  Cbl- 
ller  to  be  commanding  general,  I  Corps, 
with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  generalT  and 
as  lieutenant  general  in  the  Army  of  the 
United  States. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  nomina- 
tion is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion ot  Maj.  Gen.  Charles  Edward  Hart 
to  be  commanding  general,  V  Corps, 
with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  general,  and 
as  lieutenant  general  In  the  Army  of  the 
United  States.  ^ 

The  ACTINQ  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objecUon.  the  nomina- 
tion is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sxmdry  other  nominations  in  the  Army 

Ui.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  other 
nominations  in  the  Army  be  confirmed 
en  bloc. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  other  nom- 
toations  in  the  Army  are  conflrmed  «n 
bloc 


LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Madam  President. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  return  to  tbe 

consideration  of  the  legislative  baslness. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to.  atid  the 

Senate    resumed    the    conslderatfon    of 

legislative  business. 


INCREASE  OP  BORROWING  PUWKK 
OP  COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPO- 
RATION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President. 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.   The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  What  is  tbe  un- 
finished business  before  the  Senate? 

The  ACTING  PRESIDE3NT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  further  morning  busi- 
ness? If  there  is  no  further  morning 
business,  the  Chair  lays  before  the  Sen- 
ate the  unfinished  business. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9756),  an  act  to 
Increase  the  borrowing  power  Of  tha 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 


PROGRAM  FOR  TODAY 


^TOTTED  STATES  MARSHALS 
The  legidative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
Sf"^  ?  ^^Z  ^**  to «» TDWted  States  mar- 
shal for  tbe  weitem  district  of  Arkansi. 


IN  THE  NAVY 
The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
simdry  nominations  for  temporary  pro- 
motions In  the  Navy. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President. 
I  ask  that  the  nominations  In  the  Navy 
be  conflrmed  en  bloc. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Without  objection,  the  nomina- 
tions are-confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  for  promotion  in  the 
Navy,  favorably  reported  on  August  11, 
1954,  but  not  printed  on  the  calendar 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  these 
nominations  be  conflrmed  en  bloc. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore.  Without  objection,  the  nomina* 
tions  are  conflrmed  en  bloc 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Madam  Pretldent, 
I  should  like  to  make  a  brief  annoimce- 
ment  to  the  Senate  as  to  the  program  for 
the  remainder  of  the  day.  There  Is  tha 
unfinished  business.  Calendar  No.  2409, 
H.  R.  9756,  an  act  to  increase  the  borrow- 
ing power  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration, to  be  handled  by  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry,  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Aiken], 

Following  that  will  be  the  supple- 
mental appropriation  bill  conference  re- 
port. The  senior  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan [Mr.  Fercitson],  the  ranking  Repub- 
lican on  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions, will  handle  that  matter  for  tha 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bmdces],  the  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee, who  is  temporarily  absent. 

We  will  follow  the  consideration  of 
that  bill  with  a  calendar  call  of  bills  to 
which  there  is  no  objection,  starting  at 
the  beginning  of  the  calendar  and  pro- 
ceeding to  the  point  where  the  last  calen- 
dar call  was  concluded;  that  is,  begin- 
ning with  Calendar  No.  19,  S.  242,  and 
ending  with  Calendar  No.  2519.  S.  3851; 
to  be  followed  by  the  consideration  of 
measures  which  were  placed  at  the  foot 
of  the  calendar  on  the  last  call.  A  list 
of  those  measures  is  at  the  desk,  for  the 
information  of  Senators. 

Immediately  after  we  have  concluded 
the  call  of  the  calendar,  there  wlU  be 
another  meeting  of  the  policy  committee, 
and  other  measures  will  be  recommended 
for  consideration  by  the  Senate,  and  for 
me  to  take  up  with  the  minority  leader. 
Several  other  bills,  which  we  have  already 
scheduled,  will  be  taken  up  between  the 
conclusion  of  the  call  of  the  calendar 
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and  the  meeting  of  tbe  policy  committee. 
Those  measures  are: 

Calendar  No.  2223.  H.  R.  7130,  the  im- 
migration and  nationality  bill. 

Calendar  No.  2054.  H.  R.  9987,  the 
merchant  marine  bill,  together  with  its 
companion  bill.  Calendar  No.  1817,  S. 
3219.  Because  of  the  time  element  in- 
volved, the  Senate  probably  will  take  up 
the  House  bill. 

Calendar  No.  2365,  S.  3067.  relating 
to  executive  agreements  being  made 
available  to  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  in  the  same  way  In  which  they  are 
now  being  made  available  to  the  United 
Nations. 

When  we  have  completed  considera- 
tion of  those  bills,  we  shall  have  another 
list  of  proposed  legislation,  depending  on 
what  has  been  disposed  of  on  the  call  of 
the  calendar. 


INCREASE  OP  BORROWING  POWER 
OP  COBOdODITY  CREDIT  CORPO- 
RATION 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9756)  to  Increase  the 
borrowing  power  of  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Madam  President,  It 
was  with  some  reluctance  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  re- 
ported the  bill  providing  for  an  increase 
in  the  borrowing  authority  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation.  When  the 
borrowing  authority  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  wsis  raised  to  $8V^ 
billion  early  last  spring,  we  hoped  that 
that  would  be  the  last  time  we  would 
have  to  increase  its  borrowing  authority, 
for  some  years,  at  least.  However,  con- 
ditions which  have  developed  pose  a 
question  as  to  whether  the  S8^^  billion 
In  borrowing  authority  will  be  adequate 
to  carry  the  agency  through  with  its 
commitments  for  the  1954  crop  year. 

The  latest  figures  I  have  are  as  of 
yesterday,  August  17,  1954.  I  do  not 
claim  that  they  are  acctutite  down  to 
the  last  dollar.  They  were  given  to  us 
by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
this  morning.  They  show  that  maxi- 
mum borrowing  authority  available  of 
the  $8,500,000,000  approximately  $6,793.- 
000,000  is  now  obUgated.  Last  year,  from 
August  to  January,  about  $2  Mi  billion  was 
obligated.  Therefore  it  is  perfectly  ob- 
vious that  if  the  Corporation  uses  close 
to  that  amount  this  year,  the  $8^^^  billion 
may  not  be  adequate.  The  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  does  not  beUeve  it  will 
u.e  all  of  the  $8''^  billion,  but  if  economic 
conditions  around  the  world  should  be 
such  that  commerce  and  trade  is 
lessened,  or  if  the  crops  of  this  country 
should  pick  up  from  the  present  antici- 
pated yield  level,  a  msucimum  of  $9,800.- 
000.000  may  be  required. 

We  do  not  fetl  safe,  therefore,  in  leav- 
ing the  maximum  borrowing  authority  at 
$8^2  billion,  as  it  is  now.  It  appears 
that  close  to  that  amount  will  be  used, 
and  it  is  possible  that  that  amount  may 
be  exceeded. 

I  might  point  out  that  the  new  agri- 
cultural bill  which  was  psissed  yesterday 
contains  an  authorization  for  the  use  of 
$50  million  a  year  for  the  purchase  of 


milk  tar  tbe  school-lunch  programs,  and 
also  an  authorization  for  the  use  of  $15 
mlUion  a  year  for  the  next  2  years  to  be 
used  in  the  brucellosis-eradication  pro- 
gram. This  $65  mlUion,  wlilch  can  be 
used  next  year,  was  not  taken  Into  con- 
sideration when  we  determined  how 
much  borrowing  authority  the  Commod- 
ity Credit  Coriwration  would  have  to 
have. 

Por  that  reason,  and  for  the  other  rea- 
sons I  have  given,  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  recommends 
this  increase  of  $1^2  billion  in  the  bor- 
rowing authority  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation.  This  amoimt  will 
bring  borrowing  authority  of  the  Cor- 
poration up  to  $10  biUion.  I  beheve 
that  will  probably  be  the  maximum 
amount  needed  for  some  years  to  come 
under  present  prospects.  We  are  hope- 
ful that  supplies  and  production  will 
come  in  line  with  demand  as  to  several 
commodities  in  which  we  have  a  great 
investment  at  the  present  time.  I  be- 
Ueve they  will.  I  beUeve  that  if  we  raise 
the  maximiim  borrowing  authority  to 
$10  bilUon  that  amount  will  be  adequate 
for  many  y^ars  to  come. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPELk  Is  it  not  true  that 
we  are  apiproaching  this  question  with  a 
margin  of  safety  in  mind? 

Mr.  AIKEN.    That  Is  entirely  correct. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Is  it  not  true  that 
there  is  a  feeling  on  the  part  of  many 
members  of  the  Conmuttee  on  Agricul- 
ture KoA  Forestry  that  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  may  not  be  required 
to  use  the  $10  billion,  but  we  wish  to  keep 
faith  with  the  American  farmers,  who 
raise  crops  under  the  various  programs, 
and  we  feel  we  must  have  that  margin 
of  safety?  Is  that  a  fair  statement  of 
the  situation? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Frankly,  I  do  not  believe 
all  of  the  $10  biUion  will  be  used.  How- 
ever, It  is  better  to  have  a  few  hundred 
miUion  dollars  more  than  is  required 
than  to  fall  short  by  two  or  three  him- 
dred  million  dollars,  and  have  to  deny 
loans  to  farmers  who  under  the  law  are 
entitled  to  such  loans. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  AIKEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Is  It  not  true  that 
we  have  noted  a  very  great  acceleration 
In  the  amount  which  the  Corporation 
was  required  to  lend,  and  it  is  because 
of  anticipation  that  we  may  have  to 
hedge  against  that  kind  of  recurrence 
that  we  ask  for  this  safety  factor  of  $10 
biUion? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  true.  I  beUeve 
that  conditions  wiU  become  better  in  this 
field,  although  we  have  no  way  of  guar- 
anteeing It.  Therefore,  we  must  make 
siu^  that  we  do  not  get  caught  without 
adequate  funds  to  carry  out  our  com- 
mitments, because  otherwise  we  certainly 
would  be  in  real  trouble. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Madam  President.  I 
think  that  nothing  better  exemidlfles 
the  fact  that  the  handling  of  the  vital 
agrlcultxii-al  question  In  the  committee 
is  wholly  bipartisan,  and.  likewise,  that 
there  is  no  difference  between  Senators 


who  favor  tbe  new  acricultoral  law, 
passed  iast  nigbt.  and  those  -^rbo  do  not 
favor  that  law.  than  the  fact  that  all 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry  favored  the  enactment 
of  the  pending  bill,  as  proposed.^and  left 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  ttie  distin- 
guished chairman  and  the  ranking  mi- 
nority member  of  the  committee,  to  be 
presented  and  passed  upon  after  the  new 
farm  biU  was  out  of  the  way. 

I  wish  the  Rcookd  to  show  that  all 
members  of  the  cc»nmlttee  favor  this  biU. 

Madam  President,  I  offer  the  amend- 
ment which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask 
to  have  stated. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  clerk  wiU  state  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida. 

The  LccisLATiVK  Cixuc  At  tbe  end  of 
t^e  biU  it  is  proposed  to  add  tbe  follow- 
ing new  section: 

Sbc.S.  (»)  Section  8e  of  tbe  AgrkmltUTAl 
Adjustment  Act  (of  1933),  as  amended,  and 
as  reenacted  and  amended  by  tlic  Agricul- 
tural Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  aa 
amended,  la  amended  by  inserting  after 
*'avcx;ada6"  a  comma  and  tbe  word  "man- 
goes." 

(b)  The  amendment  made  by  this  Mctioa 
shall  become  effective  upon  the  enactment 
of  this  act  or  upon  the  enactment  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1954,  wblchew  oocura 
later. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Madam  President,  to 
make  a  brief  explanation  of  my  amend- 
ment, the  Senate  wiU  recaU  that  in  the 
biU  passed  last  night  there  is  a  section 
relating  to  certain  smaU  crops  produced 
in  the  southern  part  of  the  United  States. 
principaUy  In  Florida,  which  meet  for- 
eign competition.  Those  crops  include 
tomatoes,  avocados,  and  other  products 
which  were  specified  in  tbe  biU  which 
was  passed  last  night. 

When  we  reached  the  conference  we 
found  that  one  of  the  smaU  fruits  which 
was  supix>sed  to  be  included  in  that  par- 
ticular measure  had  not  been  included 
in  either  the  House  version  or  the  Senate 
version.  Therefore,  It  could  not  be  in- 
cluded by  the  conference  committee 
without  risking  the  making  of  a  point 
of  order  against  the  entire  conference 
measure.  The  conferees  were  agreed 
that  mangoes  should  be  Included,  and 
It  was  agreed  that  the  proper  method 
to  be  foUowed  would  be  that  of  presoit- 
ing  an  amendment  at  this  particular 
time.  So,  Madam  President,  the  matter 
has  been  discussed  by  the  conferees  of 
the  House  and  the  Senate,  and  unani- 
mously agreed  to. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Holland]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tan- 
pore.  The  biU  is  open  to  further  amend- 
ment. If  there  be  no  further  amend- 
ment, the  question  is  on  the  engrossment 
of  the  amendment  and  the  third  reading 
of  the  bUl. 

TTie  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  biU  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  biU  was  read  the  third  time  and 
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Mr.  KNOWLAND.  lAidua  Pmklent. 
I  move  that  fbe  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  <>?««^ftT  Na  2223  (H. 
R.  7130)  to  "«— «fl  the  Immlgratloik  and 
Nattonallty  Act  to  provide  for  the  loss 
of  nationality  of  persons  convicted  of 
certain  crimes.  I  wish  to  have  It  made 
the  pending  business  before  the  Senate. 

The  ACIINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  elerk  vlU  state  the  bUl  by 
title. 

The  LMasLAXxvK  Cuuc  A  bill  (H.  R. 
7130)  to  amend  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act  to  provide  for  the  loss 
of  nattonallty  of  persons  convicted  of 
certain,  crimes. 

The  ACrZNO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Calif omia. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bin 
(H.  R.  7130)  to  amend  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act  to  provide  for  the 
loss  of  nattonallty  of  persons  convicted 
of  certain  crimes. 


li'^' 


DANGER    CX>NFRONTINO    OUR 
EOO!NOiac  SYSTEM 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, much  has  been  said  during  this  ses- 
sion of  the  Congress  about  the  give- 
away programs  of  the  Republican  ad- 
ministration. I  think  there  is  a  give- 
away program  in  progress  in  this  coun- 
try which  Is  of  far  greater  significance 
than  is  anything  that  has  thus  far  been 
attributed  to  the  Republican  adminis- 
tration. I  refer  to  the  attempt  to  give 
away  our  econc«nic  system. 

Repeated  remarks  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  indicate  that  this  infection  is 
penetrating  these  walls.  TTiere  ar^Jn- 
dications  that  certain  Senators  either 
desire  to  do  away  with  our  free-eafcer- 
prise  systsm  and  put  the  Government 
into  business,  or  that  they  do  not  quite 
understand  how  the  ssrstem  c^ierates. 
Because  of  that,  a  few  days  ago  I  made 
some  remarks  of  a  rather  academic  na- 
ture, trying  to  educate,  where  educatton 
was  needed,  and  trying  to  encourage, 
where  encouragement  was  needed. 

I  am  far  more  fearful  of  the  effect  of 
the  "giveaway"  of  our  free-enterprise 
system  than  I  am  of  any  indication  that 
this  administration  may  be  attempting 
to  give  anjrthing  away. 

There  has  been  sent  to  all  Senators 

I  have  received  two  copies — from  the 
Joint  Committee  on  the  Economic  Re- 
port a  booklet  entitled  "Toward  Pull  Em- 
ployment and  Pun  Production,"  which  is 
issued  by  the  Conference  on  Economic 
Progress.  A  group  of  very  distinguished 
Americans  have  lent  their  names  to  this 
effort,  and  I  should  like  particxilarly  to 
call  attention  to  one  Leon  H.  Keyserllng, 
former  Chairman  of  the  Economic  Ad- 
visory Committee  to  the  President.  As 
a  member  of  the  Joint  CcHumittee  cm  the 
Economic  Report  I  do  not  subscribe  to 
the  kind  of  thinking  set  forth  In  this 
publication,  and  I,  as  one  member  of  the 
committee,  should  like  to  invite  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that 
this  booldet  was  not  sent  out  with  the 
approval  of  the  full  committee.    If  it 


out  with  ansrthlng  In  mind,  X 
.  h<^pe  It  was  sent  out  merely  to 
let  ttie  members  of  the  committee  know 
what  la  going  on  in  the  minds  of  this 
group  calling  themselves  "The  Confer- 
ence on  Economic  Progress." 

Madam  President,  this  formula  puts 
the  cart  in  front  of  the  horse,  and  if  we 
•Aopt  such  a  formula,  from  henceforth 
the  cart  will  pull  the  horse. 

I  wish  to  read  a  few  short  statements 
from  this  booklet  to  illustrate  what  I 
mean.    In  the  first  place,  it  is  said : 

Goyemment  initiative  Is  essential. 

Madam  President,  what  is  wrong  with 
private  initiative  in  this  country?  Re- 
cently, the  tax  bill  was  criticized  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George]  ,  and 
that  criticism  shocked  me,  because  I 
have  long  had  implicit  faith  in  the  Sen- 
ator's adherence  to  the  concept  of  free 
enterprise.  We  should  put  initiative 
back  into  private  hands  and  take  it  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  Government.  That 
tax  bill  puts  money  where  money  is 
needed,  into  the  hands  of  Investors,  so 
they  can  buy  new  tools  and  erect  new 
buildings,  so  that  jobs  will  be  available 
In  2  or  3  years  frwn  now.  It  does  not 
put  the  cart  in  front  of  the  horse  ar, 
does  this  proposition. 
I  continue  to  read  from  this  booklet: 
As  Indicated  by  the  above  table,  the  annual 
rate  of  Federal  outlays  should  be  Increased 
by  about  $3  bUUon  above  the  rate  in  the 
flpst  quarter  of  this  year.  This  would  still 
be  about  $3%  biUlon  below  the  rate  in  the 
middle  of  1958.  If  Increases  of  this  size  in 
national  security  outlays  are  not  needed 
(though  they  may  well  be),  there  are  enor- 
mous backlogs  or  needs  at  home— for  roads 
schools,  hospitals,  and  many  other  public 
works. 

Madam  President,  that  Is  $3   billion 
more  in  deficits  which  this  organization 
suggests.    I  am  sorry  to  say  that  some 
of  our  brethren  in  the  Senate  agree  that 
we  should  go  into  deficit  spending     i 
admit  that  theie  are  jobs  that  need  to 
be  done,  schools  that  need  to  be  built 
roads    that    need    to    be    constructed 
bridges  that  need  to  be  provided.    I  sug- 
gest  that   if   the   Federal   Government 
would  get  out  of  private  business  and  get 
out  of  the  business  of  the  counties,  the 
cities,    and    the    States,    these    lower 
echelons    of    government    could     well 
finance  these  projects  themselves    and 
not  send  their  money  to  Washington   in 
which  case,  instead  of  getting  a  hundred 
cents  back,  they  get  back  only  50  cents 
or  less.    It  is  very  easy  to  talk  about  $3 
billion  when  we  do  not  have  to  find  the 
tree  on  wliich  that  money  grows. 

I  read  further  : 

If  the  increase  in  the  annual  rate  of  Fed- 
eral outlays  is  kept  within  the  general  mag- 
nitude set  forth  above,  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment should  also  reduce  personal  income 
taxes  by  about  M'/b  billion,  with  as  much  of 
the  reduction  as  feasible  as  far  down  in  the 
Income  structure  as  feasible  to  promote 
current  spending.^ 

Madam  President,  if  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment's fiscal  affairs  were  in  such 
shape  as  to  cut  $7V4  billion  off  income 
taxes.  I  would  say  we  should  do  so.  But 
we  cannot,  willy-nilly,  cut  $7'/2  billion 
That,  with  the  $3  billion  deficit  spend- 


ing suggested  in  the  booklet,  makes  it 
$10V4  billion.  What  they  are  trying  to 
get  at  is  that  we  should  adopt  this  ntwly 
developed  brainchild  of  one  of  these 
"eggheads."  which  is  the  first  indication 
that  the  cart  is  in  front  of  the  horse. 
Our  products  cannot  be  manufactured 
by  the  Government.  They  could  be 
manufactured,  perhaps,  for  a  few  years, 
and  then  inflation  would  be  with  us,  and 
we  would  not  have  any  national  produc- 
tion or  anything  but  economic  chaois  in 
this  country. 

The  tax  bill  has  been  criticized  for 
not  cutting  taxes  in  the  4ower  brackets. 
I  wish  it  had  been  possible  to  cut  all 
brackets  of  taxation,  for  certainly  that 
would  have  indicated  a  more  sensible, 
more  stable,  and  a  more  healthy  fiscal 
condition. 

But  I  ask  this  question:  If  the  exemp- 
tion had  been  raised  by  $100.  as  was 
suggested,  would  it  have  been  wise  tq  do 
so,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  would  have 
represented  less  than  the  national  in- ^ 
come  of  the  country  for  2  days?  E2ven 
if  we  had  taken  the  maximum,  it  would 
have  been  less  than  the  total  national 
income  of  the  country  for  1  week.  It 
would  have  been  merely  a  pin  prick  upon 
the  total  annual  economy  of  the  country. 
If  the  exemptions  had  been  raised  this 
year,  and  if  they  had  been  made  avail- 
able to  the  people  of  the  country,  with 
no  relief  to  the  corporations,  with  no 
relief  to  the  man  who  has  money  to 
invest  in  tools,  buildings,  and  jobs,  might 
not  the  jobs  have  been  vacant  in  a  year 
from  now  or  2  years  from  now,  since 
business  cannot  grow  without  the  invest- 
ment of  capital?  I  might  add.  rather 
facetiously,  also,  that  for  21  years  there 
was  an  opportunity  to  reduce  taxes,  but 
they  were  not  cut.  The  only  times  taxes 
were  cut  were  during  the  80th  Congress 
and  the  83d  Congress. 

I  think  the  Nation  Is  headed  in  the 
right  direction,  but  I  call  attention  to 
the  fact  t^at  the  soundest  point  in  the 
President's  tax  program  is  where  he  re- 
fers to  the  American  people  who  have 
money   to   invest.    Mind   you.   Madam 
President,  that  does  not  mean  only  the 
wealthy,  because  55  percent  of  the  stock- 
holders of  the  Nation  have  incomes  of 
less  than  $5,000.  so  all  of  America  is  In- 
terested in  our  economy.    It  is  not  mere- 
ly the  rich  man;  it  is  not  simply  {he 
white-collar  worker.     All  cf  America  is 
interested.     I  might  even  suggest  that 
the   union   member   today   is   the   new 
capitalist  of  America.    He  is  vitally  in- 
terested in  making  certain  that  factories 
are  built  and  jobs  maintained.    He  is 
interested  in  being  able  to  work  a  year,  2 
years,  or  3  years  from  now.    That  is  of 
more  importance  to  the  worker  than  a 
$40  or  a  $80  cut  in  taxes,  or,  I  might  evpn 
suggest,    a    reduction   of   $100   or    $2(0. 
The  American  worker  wants  security  iii 
his  job;  and  security  in  his  job  will  come 
from    an    accelerated    interest    in    the 
American    economy    from    the    private 
standpoint,  not  from  the  public  stand- 
point. 

I  continue  with  the  suggestions  to 
achieve  a  full  economy.  The  booklet 
suggests: 

Measures  to  stabilize  and  In  the  long  mn 
to  enlarge  farm  Income,  while  absorbing  sur- 
pluses should  be  undertaken. 
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That  is  magic  If  that  could  have  been 
done,  it  would  have  been  done.  I  wanted 
to  get  into  the  colloquy  last  night  to  ask 
Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle, 
who  were  talking  about  the  disaster 
which  was  befallli:g  the  farm  industry, 
what  their  slant  really  is.  Ninety  percent 
of  parity  is  not  wiirking.  It  never  has 
worked,  except  in  time  of  war.  I  do  not 
beheve  there  is  a  Klember  of  the  Senate 
or  a  person  in  the  country  who  would  ad- 
vocate that  the  Nation  go  to  war  to  prove 
that  90  percent  of  parity  works.  It  has 
not  worked. 

Instead  of  standing  on  the  floor  and 
saying  that  if  we  take  away  90  percent 
of  parity,  it  will  bankrupt  the  farmers  of 
the  Nation,  why  cannot  we  offer  a  pro- 
gram, if  that  is  the  trend,  which  will  say 
that  we  will  take  care  of  the  present 
economic  plight,  that  we  will  go  to  100 
percent  of  parity?  Oh.  yes;  it  would 
be  only  a  few  yeare  before  it  would  be 
necessary  to  go  to  105  percent  and  then 
to  110  percent,  because  there  is  no  magic 
solution  to  the  farm  problem  except  to 
get  the  farm  products  on  the  open  mar- 
ket, where  they  can  be  regulated  and 
controlled  by  the  l£.w  of  supply  and  de- 
mand. 

There  is  no  magic  way  to  get  rid  of  the 
surpluses,  unless,  f-Tst,  we  let  them  lie 
where  they  are;  or  second,  ship  them  to 
Europe  in  Ueu  of  money,  with  the  under- 
standing that  we  shall  continue  with  the 
program  simply  in  order  to  ship  the  sur- 
pluses away.     

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GOLDWATEli.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  In  the  discussion 
last  night  I  suggested  three  factors 
which  might  be  considered  in  connection 
with  eliminating  some  of  the  farm  sur- 
pluses and  preventing  the  accumulation 
of  such  large  surpluses  in  the  future. 

First,  I  suggested  that  if  there  could 
be  fuller  employmer.t,  so  that  our  people 
could  afford  a  bett^ir  and  a  fuller  diet, 
the  surpluses  would  disappear.  I  think 
the  facts  bear  out  the  theory  that  if  the 
American  people  a**  what  they  really 
need  to  eat.  with  respect  to  a  better 
caloric  diet,  there  would  not  be  sur- 
pluses of  farm  prod  jcts. 

Second,  more  shC'Uld  be  done  to  im- 
prove the  school-lurch  program.  Some- 
thing was  done  to  that  effect,  although 
in  a  small  way.  in  the  conference  re- 
port which  was  agreed  to  yesterday. 

Third,  if  we  wou'd  really  get  behind 
the  President's  prorram  for  a  lowering 
of  tariffs  and  a  revival  of  world  trade,  a 
great  many  of  oar  farm  products  could 
be  sold  and  dispoeec  of  abroad.  In  that 
connection,  it  might  be  well  to  point  out 
that,  as  the  Senator  from  Arizona  so 
well  knows,  from  one-third  to  one-half 
of  the  p)eople  of  the  world  are  hungry. 
They  live  in  countries  whose  products 
we  could  procure  in  return  for  the  food 
which  could  be  shipped  to  them.  That 
is  particularly  true  of  cotton,  in  which 
both  the  S^iator  from  Ariaona  and  I  are 
interested.  Exports  of  cotton  have 
dropped  at  least  50  percent.  There  are 
many  other  farm  products  which  could 
be  disposed  of  abroad,  if  the  United 
States  had  the  courage  really  to  put  into 
effect  a  gradual  lowering  of  tariffs  and 
an  extension  of  tlie  reciprocal  trade 


agreements  program,  which  was 
mended  by  the  President  and  by  tlie  Ran- 
dall Oommisison,  and  which  was  voted 
for  hy  most  of  the  Democrats  in  the 
Senate. 

I  wonder  If  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
does  not  believe  thai  such  piogmns 
might  do  some  good? 

Mr.  GOI13WATER.  I  intend  to  cover 
those  propositioos;  and  if  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  has  the  patience  to  wait, 
I  propose  to  go  into  them  more  fully. 
Merely  answering  "Yes"  or  "No"  would 
not  suffice,  because  I  have  some  definite 
suggestions;  and  the  suggestions  will 
come  out  of  the  httle  blue  book.  If  I  do 
not  answer  the  Senator's  questions  fully. 
I  shall  be  happy  to  do  so  when  I  have 
completed  my  s[>eech. 

I  think  the  EiserJiower  administration 
has  taken  a  very  courageous  and  long- 
needed  step  in  the  farm  program.  I 
think  the  farmers  as  a  whole,  instead  of 
resenting  it.  are  thankful  that  here  is  an 
administration  which  sees  the  answer. 
The  tmswer  has  not  been  completed  this 
year;  but  the  answer  is  now  in  the  cards. 
If  the  farmer  can  now  be  placed  in  the 
open  market  on  a  comp>etitive  basis, 
without  his  having  to  lean  on  a  Govern- 
ment crutch,  without  creating  surpluses, 
then  the  farmer  will  come  into  his  own. 
as  he  should,  under  the  free-enterprise 
system. 

It  was  suggested  that  the  unemploy- 
ment compensation  program  should  be 
expanded.  I  think  that  is  wise.  The 
President  has  approved  it.  It  is  a  part 
of  the  President's  program. 

Also,  it  has  been  suggested  that  a 
higher  minimum  wage  law  is  needed. 
In  that  instance,  the  issue  of  States' 
rights  becomes  involved.  Minimum 
wages  cannot  or  should  not  be  regu- 
lated from  Washington.  Working  con- 
ditions in  Tennessee  do  not  comiMire 
with  working  conditions  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  or  in  Arizona.  The  people 
of  the  respective  States  should  have  the 
right  to  set  their  own  minimum  wage. 
If  the  minimum  wage  is  too  low.  then 
the  States  have  the  machinery  by  which 
the  wages  can  be  raised. 

I  might  cite  an  example  in  my  own 
State  of  Arizona.  Arizona  has  a  law 
which  provides  that  20  persons  in  any 
industry  can  petition  the  Industrial 
Commission  for  a  hearing.  Only  last 
month  the  retail  trade  raised  the  mini- 
mum wage  by  some  $10  a  week,  through 
the  process  of  going  to  the  State  gov- 
ernment. 

The  Federal  Government  should  not 
encroach.  I  consider  the  suggestion  of 
the  Conference  on  Economic  Progress  to 
be  merely  another  step  into  the  already 
open  door  to  the  destruction  of  the  10th 
amendment  to  the  Constitution. 

It  is  suggested  that  a  comprehensive, 
long-range  housing  program  is  needed. 
A  housing  program  already  exists  in  this 
country.  It  is  one  of  the  great  accom- 
plishments of  the  past  adminLstration. 
and  it  is  one  of  the  great  programs  which 
the  present  administration  is  continu- 
ing. I  hope  that  future  administrations 
will  continue  in  this  field,  but  that  they 
will  keep  out  of  public  housing.  Let 
the  Government  provide  for  the  build- 
ing of  houses  in  the  lower  price  brackets, 
where  the  lower-income  families  can 


bay  them;  but  let  the  Govenunent 
out  of  the  dole  system  of  hoosinc.  wfaich 
the  Govenunent  unfortmiately  entered. 
We  now  have  a  good  housing  pmgraw, 
and  the  new  law  wtiich  has  been  adopted 
in  this  administratioii  is  a  good  ooe, 
which  will  do  mnch  to  stir  op  intnest 
in  the  housing  Odd. 

The  next  point  wiU  mnswer  one  of  the 
questions  about  which  the  Senator  troiD 
Tezmessee  asked.  This  organisation  rec- 
ommends that  a  liberalised  international 
trade  policy  should  be  put  into  effect, 
and  that  some  types  of  foreign  aid 
should  be  enlarged,  eispecially  in  under- 
devel<^>ed  areas. 

Madam  President,  some  day  we  diaU 
have  to  face  up  to  the  question  cl  whether 
or  not  free  trade  is  gmng  to  be  a  good 
thing  for  this  country.  The  Senator 
from  Tennessee  mentioned  oottoo.  Let 
us  not  fool  ourselves  about  cotton.  The 
foreign  cotton  market  is  gone,  and  we 
are  not  going  to  get  it  back  with  high 
subsidized  prices.  In  the  South,  home 
of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  it  costs 
35  cents  a  pound  to  raise  cotttm  in  some 
areas.  In  the  Far  West  we  can  raise  it 
for  18  Va  cents.  19  cents,  and  SO  cents  a 
pound,  but  the  price  Is  kept  high  because 
we  have  to  subsidize  one  part  of  the  cot- 
ton economy.  There  are  a  million  acres 
of  land  devoted  to  cotton  in  Chihuahua, 
Mexico,  which  cotton  has  taken  over  the 
market  of  France.  That  market  has 
been  taken  away  from  the  pipduoers  in 
this  country  and  they  have  lost  the  in- 
come they  used  to  obtain  from  that  coun- 
try I  do  not  stand  here  as  an  optimist 
and  say  we  are  going  to  recapture  the 
markets  of  the  world.  Every  time  one  of 
our  brilliant  scientists  in  General  Elec- 
tric. Westinghouse,  General  Motors,  or 
any  other  large  concern  makes  a  tech- 
nological advance,  that  advance  goes 
into  the  jungles  and  into  the  backward 
lands  of  the  world.  I  have  seen  peons 
make  shotgun  barrels  on  a  Wamer- 
Swayze  lathe.  All  they  have  to  do  la 
push  buttons.  We  invented  that  device. 
Now  it  is  used  in  Mexico.  Those  people 
are  making  gun  barrels  for  their  own  use, 
on  a  machine  invented  in  this  country. 
They  are  making  them,  not  for  export, 
but  for  their  own  use. 

Fifteen  or  twenty  years  ago  persons 
could  not  live  in  certain  parts  of  Mexico 
because  of  disease.  Parke-Davis  and  the 
other  great  companies  of  this>  country 
developed  medicines  which  made  it  pos- 
sible for  persons  to  live  in  certain  parts 
of  countries  which  were  not  theretofore 
habitable.  Our  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture has  develOF>ed  methods  of  fertili- 
zation whereby  the  people  of  the  world 
can  improve  their  productivity.  Every 
time  we  take  a  step  forward  in  this  coun- 
try we.  in  effect,  take  a  whole  step  back- 
ward in  our  future  standard  of  living, 
and  I  think  we  should  consider  that  fact 
Our  foreign  markets  in  many,  many  in- 
stances have  been  lost  to  us.  There  is  a 
great  question  in  my  mind  as  to  the  value 
of  an  open  market  system  in  this  coun- 
try. 

I  can  go  Into  my  State  and  find  3.000 
men  out  of  work  because  zinc  and  lead 
mines  are  dosed.  If  the  price  of  copper 
drops  another  2  cents,  thousands  of 
copper  miners  will  be  thrown  out  of 
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work.  An  we  have  to  do  Is  stop  stock- 
piling manganese,  on  the  theory  that  we 
can  bring  it  in  from  other  countries,  and 
thousands  of  workers  will  be  out  of  work 
In  this  country.  So  I  do  not  f oUow  the 
argument  that  it  is  going  to  help  us  if 
we  try  to  offset  the  imbalance  in  trade, 
when,  by  doing  so.  persons  in  a  great 
many  areas  of  this  country  will  be 
thrown  out  of  work. 

Ultimately,  as  we  grow  older,  and  as 
the  econ<Hny  of  the  world  becomes 
united,  not  in  our  own  lifetime,  but  in 
the  dim  future,  the  world  may  become 
a  great  market  place,  not  by  law  or  by 
edicts,  but  by  the  fact  that  people  will 
slowly  learn  to  live  together.  I  do  not 
think  the  suggestion  of  eliminating  trade 
barriers  at  the  present  time  would  result 
in  putting  more  people  to  work  in  this 
country.  I  do  not  think  that  would  be  a 
step  toward  fuller  employment,  but 
would  be  a  step  in  the  other  direction. 

I  hope  that  answers  the  question  of 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  though  I 
know  that  does  not  agree  with  his  phi- 
losophy^ 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  The  Senator  from 
Arizona  has  stated  his  viewpoint,  but  so 
far  as  that  being  a  statisfactory  an- 
swer is  concerned.  I  think  the  philoso- 
phy of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Arizona  is  not  in  keeping  with,  and  is  not 
going  to  lead  to.  the  iiltimate  result  he 
would  like  to  see,  which  is  an  increase  in 
world  trade.  I  think  the  Senator  should 
point  out  that  during  the  time  the  re- 
ciprocal trade  program  had  a  real  chance 
of  working,  it  operated  for  the  domestic 
benefit  of  the  United  States.  Also,  the 
Senator  does  not  seem  to  realize  that  if 
we  can  assist  in  building  up  the  standard 
of  living  in  other  nations,  while  they  may 
produce  more,  they  will  nevertheless 
purchase  more  articles  from  the  United 
States  as  they  Increase  their  purchas- 
ing power. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  should  like  to 
answer  the  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  Tenneessee  by  using  Mexico  as  an 
example,  because  I  am  more  familiar, 
with  Mexico  than  I  am  with  any  other 
foreign  country. 

Up  to  10  years  ago  Mexico  was  an  im- 
porting country.  Today,  although  it 
still  is.  it  has  made  great  advances  in 
production.  We  used  to  make  steel  rails 
and  other  equipment  for  Mexico.  To- 
day she  makes  her  own.  A  very  close 
friend  of  mine  is  president  of  the  Sears. 
Roebuck  Co.  in  Mexico.  When  he  took 
the  Job  7  years  ago,  93  percent  of  his 
merchandise  was  imported  from  the 
United  states.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
percentage  is  today,  but  last  year  85  per- 
cent of  his  merchandise  was  being  pur- 
chased in  Mexico,  and  comprised  arti- 
cles manufactured  in  that  covmtry. 

We  have  contributed  to  that  situation, 
and  I  am  very  proud  of  it.  We  are  con- 
tributing to  the  uplifting  of  the  standard 
of  living  of  the  world  by  our  techno- 
logical and  scientific  advancement. 

My  argument  is  that  every  time  the 
Government  hamstrings  private  enter- 
prise and  activities,  we  hurt  the  standard 
of  living  of  the  rest  of  the  world.  We 
do  not  help  it. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.    Madam  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  GOLDWATER.     I  yield. 


Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  have  not  seen  the 
figures,  but,  as  I  remember  them  the  last 
time  I  saw  them,  there  has  been  a  gen- 
eral increase  in  the  value  of  goods  we 
have  sold  to  Mexico.  If  that  be  true, 
would  that  fact  not  prove  the  philosophy 
I  have  been  trsrlng  to  discuss? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  That  is  the  old 
problem  of  volume. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Does  not  the  Sen- 
ator admit  that  there  has  been  a  general 
increase  in  oiur  sales  to  Mexico  during 
the  past  15  years? 

Blr.  GOLDWATER.  There  has  been  a 
general  increase  in  our  sales  to  all  coun- 
tries during  the  past  100  years,  as  well 
as  during  the  past  5  years,  but  that  fact 
does  not  answer  the  particular  question 
I  am  discussing.  As  we  develop  new 
items,  Mexico  and  the  other  countries 
of  the  world  want  them.  Germany  is 
also  selling  products  to  Mexico.  So  is 
the  rest  of  the  world.  It  is  only  natural 
that  we  would  be  selling  more  to  Mexico. 
I  think  Mexico  is  selling  more  to  us  than 
she  did  10  years  ago. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER  My  statement  was 
that  as  the  standard  of  living  in  other 
countries  is  lifted,  they  are  able  to  pro- 
duce more  goods,  their  purchasing  p)ower 
is  increased,  and  that  helps  our  domestic 
situation.  The  Senator  from  Arizona 
used  Mexico  as  an  example.  I  think  we 
might  well  use  Mexico  as  an  example. 
The  standard  of  living  in  that  country 
has  been  increased  by  virtue  of  techno- 
logical advances  we  have  made  and  by 
virtue  of  products  they  have  purchased 
from  us.  On  the  other  hand,  because  of 
that  increase  in  the  standard  of  living, 
Mexico  has  been  bussing  more  and  more 
products  from  the  United  States,  which 
fact  seems  to  repudiate  the  philosophy 
advanced  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
that  building  up  the  standard  of  living 
in  other  nations  does  not  help  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  The  Senator  from 
Tennessee  mlsinteri>reted  my  remarks  if 
he  interpreted  them  to  mean  that  in 
helping  those  countries  we  did  not  help 
ourselves.  Every  time  we  invent  a  new 
gimmick  or  gadget,  that  helps  us  as  well 
as  other  people.  Where  we  differ  is  in 
the  philosophy  that  we  should  drop 
all  trade  barriers  today  on  the  theory 
that  that  will  materially  increase  our 
employment.  I  doubt  that  it  will. 
There  has  been  nothing  to  indicate 
that  it  will.  We  have  gone  through 
a  period  of  two  wars  in  which  demand 
has  been  exceptionally  high.  In  my  own 
business  I  imported  alligator  shoes  from 
the  Argentine  so  th£.t  my  business  could 
survive  during  the  war.  War  makes  very 
Strange  bedfellows. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Of  course,  no  one  is 
advocating  that  we  drop  all  trade  bar- 
riers, but  almost  everybody  is  advocating 
that  there  be  a  gradual  working  out,  by 
negotiation,  of  trade  barriers  and  an  in- 
crease in  our  trade  with  other  nations.  I 
hope  the  Senator  is  in  agreement  with 
that  philosophy,  because  I  believe  busi- 
ness, labor,  and  professional  people,  and 
almos^  everybody  else  favors  that  phi- 
losophy, but  there  have  not  been  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  Senators  to  put  it  over. 
They  are  in  agreement  with  the  phi- 
losophy of  former  President  Roosevelt 
CordeU  Hull,  the  Randall  Commission! 


and  other  groups  and  persons  who  have 
given  the  matter  real  consideration.  I 
think  it  was  a  very  dark  day  in  legislative 
history  when  Congress  refused  to  go 
along  with  the  President's  own  program, 
even  though  the  administration  fought 
for  that  program. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  may  be  antici- 
pating the  Senator  from  Tennessee  a 
little,  but  I  might  say  that  earlier  in  my 
remarks  I  said  we  are  tending  toward 
free  trade  naturally.  The  time  is  going 
to  come  when  there  will  be  no  trade  bar- 
riers and  no  differences  between  the  peo- 
ple of  the  world,  but  that  is  not  going  to 
be  in  the  Senator's  lifetime  or  mine. 

I  have  about  concluded  referring  to  the 
little  booklet  which  has  been  sent  to  nil 
Senators;  but  I  should  like  to  read  one 
more  extract  from  it,  to  show  the  rather 
fallacious  thinking  of  this  little  group 
who  now  propose  to  the  Senate  and  to 
the  country  that  we  abandon  completely 
the  ideas  and  ideals  of  the  free  enteff- 
prise  system  and  "let  the  Government  do 
it."    I  read  now  from  page  28: 

Similarly,  a  full-employment  and  full-p«j- 
ductlon  economy  tends  to  promote  a  bal- 
anced Federal  budget,  except  under  condi- 
tions of  total  war  or  when  defense  outlays 
are  rising  rapidly  toward  abnormal  peaks  In 
a  period  of  mobilization  short  of  total  w»r. 

We  do  not  know  whether  that  is  true 
or  not.  All  we  know  is  that  through  a 
period  of  two  wars,  with  full  employ- 
ment and  full  production,  our  national 
debt  rose  to  the  highest  level  at  which 
it  has  ever  been  in  the  entire  history  of 
our  country.  We  know  that  today,  with 
very  high  employment  in  the  country, 
that  debt  continues  to  l)e  added  to;  and 
only  last  week  the  Congress  gave  the 
Government  authority  to  stretch  its  bor- 
rowing power  by  $6  billion. 

Madam  President,  I  have  been  dis- 
turbed by  the  tax  on  the  economy  of  the 
country.  I  am  very  fearful  that  it  Is 
the  overriding  issue  which  will  arise  in 
the  coming  campaign,  or  certainly  in 
1956— the  issue  of  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  the  dominant  force  in  the 
daily  business  lives  and  family  lives  of 
our  people,  or  whether  the  people  of  the 
United  States  will  continue  to  be  free 
in  their  enterprise  and  free  in  the  full 
sense  of  the  word,  as  our  freedom  has 
been  handed  down  to  us,  under  the  Coa- 
Btitution. 

We  hear  in  the  Senate  proposals  to 
put  the  cart  before  the  horse.  I  refer 
now  to  the  remarks  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Minnesota  (Mr.  Humphrey],  who, 
1  am  sorry  to  say,  is  not  on  the  floor 
at  this  time.  We  hear  from  him  sudi 
proposals  when  he  says: 

A  group  of  us  in  Congress  have  been  argu- 
ing for  the  past  year  and  a  half  for  stimu- 
lating: consumption  through  increased  pu» 
chasing  power. 


Madam  President,  how  are  we  goir^ 
to  increase  the  purchasing  power?  Let 
us  say  the  Government  can  do  it.  Yes. 
Madam  President,  the  Goverrmient  can 
do  it;  all  it  has  to  do  is  print  more  money 
and  bring  on  inflation. 

But  there  comes  an  end  to  that  day,  as 
occurred  in  Germany  when  a  housewife 
who  wished  to  buy  a  loaf  of  bread  had 
to  carry  a  bu.shel  basket  of  reichmarkjs 
to  the  market.    I  do  not  think  anyone 
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in  the  United  States  wishes  to  have  that 
happen  here.  Yet,  Madam  President,  as 
I  talk  to  people  on  this  subject.  I  am 
sorely  afraid  that  too  many  Americans 
resort  to  the  attitude,  "Oh.  It  cannot 
happen  in  my  lifetime.  Let  my  children 
worry  about  it." 

ynriftiTi  President,  where  wo\ild  we  be 
now  if  oiu:  forefathers  had  said.  "Let 
the  Government  print  more  money  and 
run  our  hves"?  If  that  had  happened, 
we  would  not  have  a  coimtry  today. 

I  wonder  how  free  our  economy  is  to- 
day. How  far  have  we  gone  down  the 
path  of  Socialist  thinking?  Have  we 
gone  so  far  that  the  average  American 
businessman  has  not  the  stomach  to  turn 
back?  Have  we  gone  so  fau-  that  the 
average  family  has  not  the  courage  to 
say,  "We  will  tighten  our  belts  and  we 
will  get  back  on  the  path  that  creates 
real  business  enterprise  in  this  country"? 
Madam  President,  much  has  been 
made  of  the  fact  that  oy  the  reduction 
of  excise  taxes  in  March,  we  now  have 
a  high  income.  But  if  we  examine  the 
condition  of  the  firms  whose  excise  taxes 
have  been  cut.  we  see  there  is  a  depres- 
sion in  their  field.  Tht^re  has  not  been 
a  boom  hi  the  sale  of  refrigerators  or  in 
the  sale  of  pots  and  pans.  l)ecause.  I 
imagine,  that  almost  every  housewife 
who  sits  in  the  gallery  today  has  all  the 
refrigerators  and  deep  freezes  she  needs. 
Until  there  is  a  demand  for  new  things, 
we  do  not  feel  that  surge. 

Where  can  that  demand  come  from  in 
the  free  enterprise  system?  It  cAn  come 
as  a  result  of  better  advertising  or  from 
creating  a  demand  for  such  things.  All 
of  us  can  remember  the  day  when  there 
was  one  radio  set  in  a  house.  Now  the 
average  house  has  three.  Everyone  can 
remember  the  day  when  there  was  one 
electric  motor  in  the  average  house, 
whereas  today  there  is  an  average  of 
22.  What  is  the  next  step?  It  is  to 
have  television  sets  in  different  rooms 
of  each  house.  We  laugh  today  at  such 
a  suggestion,  because  cf  the  high  price 
of  television  sets.  However.  I  remem- 
ber that  the  first  job  I  ever  had  was  to 
build  wireless  sets,  and  we  got  $300 
apiece  for  them.  Today,  one  can  buy  a 
much  better  set  for  $9.fi5.  That  is  what 
happens  tinder  the  free  enterprise  sys- 
tem. 

Because  of  the  freedom  that  has  been 
encouraged  under  the  Eisenhower  ad- 
ministration, we  see  some  concrete  evi- 
dences of  the  results:  and  I  point  this 
out  to  the  "egg-heads  '  of  the  various 
organizations  who  say  we  must  now 
change  the  horse  in  the  middle  of  a  very 
fine  stream— and.  I  suggest,  a  very  fine 
and  strong  horse.  New  construction  in 
this  country  is  at  an  all-time  high. 
What  does  that  mean-*  What  does  it 
do?  What  happens  when  General  Mo- 
tors or  Ford  Motors  puts  $1  billion  hito 
a  building  program?  That  means  Jobs 
for  the  people  who  Uve  in  Detroit.  Mich.; 
and  it  means  jobs  for  yezxs  to  come. 

Madam  President,  let  us  consider  an- 
other part  of  otir  econcmiy  about  which 
too  little  has  been  s&id.  During  the 
past  year  inventories  hare  been  ad- 
Justed.  In  the  past  year  they  have  come 
down  from  $80  biUion  to  approximately 
$79  biUion— a  drop  of  $1  biUion.    There 


is  $1  bflUon  that  is  available  for  pur- 
chases, and  is  now  being  used  by  the 
merchantB  to  make  purchases,  as  they 
ascertain  their  needs. 

Personal  income  in  this  country  in 
June  was  running  at  the  rate  of  $286,- 
400,000,000.  as  compared  with  $287,300.- 
000,000  a  year  ago  in  June;  but  when  we 
consider  the  deductions  made  by  taxes 
and  the  other  levies  on  the  income  of 
the  people,  we  find  they  still  are  left 
with  more  money  to  spend  at»this  time 
than  they  had  to  spend  a  year  ago.  In 
the  second  quarter  of  this  year,  per 
capita  disposable  personal  income  was 
nmning  at  the  rate  of  $252,900,000,000. 
whereas  a  year  ago  it  was  $250,400,- 
000,000. 

It  is  said  that  we  have  to  increase 
consumption.  Yes,  Madam  President, 
we  do.  We  have  to  do  it  throtigh  the 
free  enterprise  system. 

I  hear  Senators  speak  on  this  floor 
about  production  for  tise.  That  is  all 
oxir  economy  does;  it  produces  for  use. 
If  we  produced  only  for  the  fun  of  it. 
we  would  have  conditions  similar  to  one. 
in  particular,  which  we  observe  over  the 
Nation  today,  namely,  used -car  lots 
filled  with  new  automobiles,  because  the 
automobile  industry — unwisely.  I  feel — 
has  loaded  the  dealers  with  too  many 
automobiles,  more  than  the  people  wish 
to  buy. 

Madam  President,  in  concluding  my 
remarks  today,  I  wish  to  refer  very 
briefly  to  an  argument  I  used  earUer 
this  year,  but  which  I  fear  some  Mem- 
bers of  this  body  may  not  have  heard. 
It  has  to  do  with  what  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment can  do  in  the  event  of  a  de- 
pression, either  to  prevent  a  depression 
or  to  piill  us  out  of  one.  after  we  have 
gotten  into  it.  I  am  a  great  believer 
in  history.  I  think  what  has  gone  before 
can  well  tell  us  what  will  come  in  the 
future. 

In  the  period  from  1933  to  1939,  51 
I)ercent  of  the  Federal  budget  went  for 
props  and  crutches  for  the  economy. 
Fifty-one  percent  of  the  total  budget 
of  that  period  was  poured  into  the  econ- 
omy of  this  country,  in  an  effort  to  pull 
our  economy  out  of  the  depression  it  had 
entered  in  1929.  But,  Madam  President, 
that  did  not  pull  the  country  out  of  the 
depression.  We  never  got  out  of  the  de- 
pression of  1929  until  a  war  came  along. 
So,  Mftt^ft^TTi  President,  the  other  day  I 
was  very  much  amused  to  read  in  a 
Washington  newspaper  an  article  by  a 

very  prominent  coliunnist,  who  wrote 
about  "the  jubilant  days  in  the  1930's 
when  people  in  Washington  worked 
shoulder  to  shoulder,  under  President 
Roosevelt,  to  pull  us  out  of  the  depres- 
sion." 

A  war  pulled  us  out  of  the  depression. 
It  was  no  economic  magic  of  the  New 
Deal,  because  for  seven  long  years  that 
system  was  tried  and  not  one  single 
index  was  brought  up  to  the  1929  leveL 

Had  the  Government  stayed  out  of 
business  and  had  the  Government  en- 
tered only  Into  the  fields  where  it  right- 
ly should  enter,  the  economy,  being  free, 
would  have  lifted  this  country  out  of 
that  depression  long  before  we  went  to 
war.  I  do  not  suggest  war  was  employed 
to  end  the  depression,  but  the  depres- 
sion ended  with  a  war. 


The  Second  World  War  ended,  and  we 
immediately  started  going  down,  because 
the  Government  stayed  m  with  its  med- 
dling hands.  Along  came  Korea  and 
pulled  us  out  again.  8o  we  had  great 
prosperity- 
Then  along  came  the  ELsenbower  ad- 
ministration, which  said  what  nobody 
in  Government  had  said  for  20  years, 
"This  economy  had  gotten  great  because 
of  the  freedom  of  men  and  because  of  the 
freedom  of  markets.  The  Eisenhower 
administration,  the  Republican  admin- 
istration, is  going  to  get  Government  out 
of  the  fields  of  commerce." 

And  they  have  done  that  They  have 
not  gone  the  full  extent,  but  if  they  go 
the  full  extent  and  if  Government  and 
industry  and  Government  and  business 
can  become  close  partners  in  this  enter- 
prise, with  Government  working  to 
create  a  good  social  and  legal  climate 
in  which  industry  and  the  economy  can 
work,  then  this  country  will  continue 
to  enjoy  prosperity. 

But.  Madam  President.  I  am  not  one 
who  says  we  have  suddenly  discovered 
a  magic  formula  that  will  end  depres- 
sions, because  we  have  not.  We  would 
first  have  to  repeal  the  law  of  human 
nature  and  the  law  of  supply  and  de- 
mand. If  we  can  ever  do  that,  then  I 
think  we  can  sit  down  with  slide  rules 
and  barometers  and  a  wet  finger  and 
figure  out  a  way  to  level  off  this  econrany. 
But  until  we  have  those  two  essential 
things  changed,  the  law  of  htunan  nature 
and  the  law  of  supply  and  demand,  we 
are  not  going  to  be  able  to  stop  the  ups 
and  downs  in  the  economy.  Some  of 
them  are  going  to  be  big,  and  some  of 
them  are  going  to  be  small.  But  let  us 
remove  the  thought  from  the  minds  of 
the  American  people  that  the  Federal 
Government  can  stop  a  depression. 

If  such  a  program  took  51  percent  of 
a  rather  small  total  in  the  1930's.  and 
after  having  spent  that  we  experienced 
only  failure,  where  are  we  going  to  get 
the  money  today  to  spend  51  percent  of 
a  budget  which  is  now  up  close  to  $70 
billion?  Oh,  we  can  print  money;  we 
can  inflate,  but  I  do  not  think  we  want 
to  inflate. 

I  hope  I  have  not  burdened  the  Senate 
too  long  with  my  remarks.  This  matter 
has  been  on  my  heart  for  months  and 
months.  I  am  a  businessman.  I  have 
Uved  with  this  Intricate  system  of 
America  all  my  life.  I  have  seen  the 
ups  and  downs. 

I  have  great  faith  in  American  busi- 
ness people,  and  I  wotild  have  greater 
faith  in  them  if  they  would  show  a  Uttle 
courage  and  throw  the  Government  out 
of  business,  instead  of  asking  It  to  get 
farther  in.  I  admire  particularly  the 
cattle  people  of  my  State,  who  did  not 
ask  for  high  6upp>ort8  and  who  did  not 
insist  on  drought  relief,  but  who  held 
their  heads  high,  weathered  their 
troubles,  and  are  making  money  today 
because  of  the  free  enterprise  system. 

It  pains  me  to  hear  every  segment  of 
this  economy  come  running  to  Wash- 
ington to  say.  "I  am  in  bad  shape.  You 
have  to  appropriate  a  couple  of  mllUoa 
dollars  for  me." 

What  is  the  end  reeuU  of  thatf  It  to 
socialism. 
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I  nj,  Mftdam  President,  that  we  are 
farther  down  that  road  in  these  closing 
days  of  the  aeeslon  than  any  American 
knows.  And  when  I  can  see  material 
such  as  I  hare  exhibited  today  printed 
and  distiibuted  by  a  committee  func- 
tioning in  connection  with  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Joint  Economic  Report.  I 
think  I  have  a  right  to  be  afraid.  I  think 
the  American  businessman  has  a  right  to 
be  afraid,  when  Senators  stand  on  this 
floor  and  talk  about  full  employment  and 
talk  about  pushing  buttons  and  finding 
a  tree  with  money  on  it  to  obtain  full 
employment.  There  is  only  one  answer 
and  there  is  only  one  magic  formula  for 
the  American  free  enterprise  system,  and 
that  is  hard  work  with  lots  of  guts. 


SUFFUaiCENTAL       APPROPRIATION 
BILL.  195S— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  submit  a  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9936)  making  supplemental 
a]n>ropriation8  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30. 1855.  and  for  other  purposes. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  the  report. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
I .  .  pore.  The  report  will  be  read  for  the  in- 
formation of  the  Senate. 

(The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report.) 

(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro- 
ceedings of  August  17.  1954,  ]»>.  14803- 

14808.  CONOUSSIONAL  RXCORD.) 

The  ACTINQ  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Is  there  obJecUon  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

The  ACTINa  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
conference  report. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Madam  President, 
what  is  the  order  of  business? 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
conference  report. 

ISx.  KEPAUVER.  Madam  President. 
I  should  like  to  ask  a  question  or  two 
before  the  final  vote  is  taken. 

Mr.  FERQUSON.  May  we  proceed,  so 
that  we  can  take  up  the  amendments? 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
conference  report.    It  is  debatable. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  ask  that  the  mes- 
sage from  the  House  be  read. 

The  ACTENO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  Chair  advises  the  Senator 
that  first  the  Senate  should  agree  to  the 
conference  report.    Debate  is  in  order. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Madam  President. 
I  thought  the  first  order  would  be  the 
consideration  of  the  report. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. The  Senate  has  agreed  to  con- 
sider the  report. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Then,  Madam 
President,  will  the  Senator  permit  me  to 
ask  him  a  question? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     Certainly. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  It  is  my  under- 
Standing  that  some  language  was  put 
Into  the  conference  report  authorizing 
money  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  mov- 
ing the  Office  of  Civilian  Defense  from 


Washington  to  BatUe  Creek.  Mich.;  Is 
thac  correct?  . 

Mr.  PER0U60N.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Where  does  that 
language  appear  in  the  conference  re- 
port?   

Mr.  FE!ROUSON.  It  is  a  statement  by 
the  managers  on  tlie  part  of  the  House. 
It  is  on  page  17,  amendment  No.  165. 
It  appropriates  $10,025,000  for  "Opera- 
tion, Federal  Civil  Defense  Administra- 
tion," instead  of  $8,525,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $11  million  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate.  There  was  a  com- 
promise in  arriving  at  the  figure  of  $10,- 
025,000.  It  Is  understood  that  from 
available  funds  headquarters  may  be 

moved  from  Washington,  D.  C,  to  Bat- 
tle Creek,  Mich. 

Mr.   KEPAUVER.     May  I   inquire   of 

the  Senator  if  this  is  a  move  which  is  to 
be  made  at  an  early  date? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  It  is.  'They  have 
partly  moved  now.  The  move  was 
started  prior  to  the  time  this  matter 
came  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  I  wished  to  make  a 
short  statement  about  that  matter, 
either  by  way  of  a  question  or  on  my 
own  time. 

Mr.  FEEIGUSON.  Whichever  the  Sen- 
ator desires  to  do  will  be  all  right.  I 
shall  yield  so  that  he  may  make  the 
statement. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Madam  President, 
I  ask  that  the  Senator  yield  in  order 
that  I  may  make  a  statement  with  ref- 
erence to  this  matter. 

The  ACTINO  PRESIDENT  pro  tem- 
pore. Does  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Madam  President. 
I  shall  not  oppose  the  conference  report, 
but  I  wish  to  point  out  for  the  consid- 
eration of  the  Senate,  and  particularly 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  which 
had  Jurisdiction  oVer  the  civil-defense 
bill,  some  matters  in  connection  with 
this  proposal  which  I  think  should  be 
considered. 

When  the  civil-defense  bill  was  orig- 
inally before  the  Senate  I  had  the  privi- 
lege of  lieing  chairman  of  the  subcom- 
mittee which  held  the  hearings  on  the 
bill  and  directing  the  bill  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate. 

One  section  of  the  civil  defense  bill,  I 
think  it  is  section  409,  states  that  It  is 
contemplated  that  in  civil  defense,  exist- 
ing agencies  and  facilities  of  the  Govern- 
ment shall  be  used. 

Since  that  time.  Madam  President,  in 
my  opinion,  the  Civil  Defense  Adminis- 
tration has  been  sadly  neglected.  In 
view  of  the  necfessity  for  protecting  the 
country  against  any  possible  attack,  I 
think  we  have  not  done  our  duty  in 
providing  for  civil  defense.  I  believe 
civil  defense  has  not  been  given  the  con- 
sideration by  the  Congress  and  by  the 
executive  departments  to  which  it  is 
entitled. 

I  particularly  wish  to  point  out  the 
theory  of  the  provision  of  the  conference 
bill  with  reference  to  the  proposal  to 
move  civil  defense  headquarters  from 
the  Washington  area  to  Battle  Creek. 
I  wish  to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  I 
have  a  high  regard  for  the  people  of 


Michigan,  and  I  should  like  to  see  them 
have  any  governmental  agency  in  Michi- 
gan. It  makes  no  difference  to  me.  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  whether  it  is  in  Mary- 
land or  in  Michigan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  It  is  not  in  Mary- 
land now.  It  is  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, located  in  an  apartment  house  on 
Columbia  Road. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  That  is  correct. 
But  there  is  a  training  school  at  Olbey. 
Md. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  training  school 
Is  not  being  moved. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  My  understanding 
is  that  there  was  a  projwsal  to  move  the 
headquarters  of  the  Civil  Defense  Ad- 
ministration 25  or  30  miles  from  W»sh- 
ington,  and  perhaps  if  the  Qovernment 
had   purchased   the   training   school   as 

was  proposed  at  one  time,  the  entire 

civilian  defense  training  establishment 
could  be  located  at  Olney.  But  I  have 
no  preference  as  between  the  people  of 
Michigan  and  Maryland  or  Virginia,  and 
I  wish  to  make  that  clear  to  the  Senator. 

Madam  President,  I  believe  that  sec- 
tion 409  of  the  original  Civil  Defense  Act 
provides  that  the  Civil  Defense  Adminis- 
tration should  do  its  principal  work 
through  existing  agencies.  As  I  under- 
stand, that  is  the  main  thing  it  is  doing 
at  the  present  time. 

As  an  example,  the  Civil  Defense  Ad- 
ministration, I  suspect,  would  be  in  touch 
with  and  would  carry  on  negotiations 
with  the  Department  of  Agriculture  in 
order  to  make  food  available  in  areas 
to  which  people  might  be  moved  in  the 
event  of  catastrophe,  so  there  would  be 
an  ample  supply  of  food  in  those  areas. 

The  Civil  Defense  Administration 
would  also  negotiate  with  the  Public 
Health  Service,  with  Mrs.  Hobby's  de- 
partment, so  as  to  make  medical  supplies 
available  at  places  to  which  people  might 
be  evacuated. 

Likewise,  it  would  be  very  necessary 
to  work  out  arrangements  with  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission  in  re- 
gard to  truck  or  bus  transportation  in 
order  to  get  people  out  of  congested 
areas,  and  with  the  Defense  Transport 
Administration  with  reference  to  trains 
and  other  facilities  of  conveyance,  so 
they  could  be  moved  out  of  New  York  or 
Chicago  or  Washington. 

It  was  also  contemplated  in  this  lec- 
tion of  the  Civil  Defense  Act  that  the 
administrators  of  civil  defense  would 
work  in  close  cooperation  with  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce  and  with  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  with  reference 
to  moving  people  by  air  transportation. 

Practically  every  department  of  Oov- 
ernment  would  play  a  part  in  civil  de- 
fense activities  in  the  event  of  a  catas- 
trophe. 

In  order  to  make  plars  to  that  end. 
Madam  President,  it  seems  to  me  to  be 
highly  desirable  that  the  civil  defeaise 
administrators  should  be  able  to  work 
out  face  to  face,  in  personal  discussions 
with  these  administrators,  the  plans  for 
the  distribution  of  food,  the  distribution 
of  medicine,  the  transportation  facili- 
ties, radio  activities  with  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  and  other 
things  of  that  sort. 

I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  decentraliz- 
ing the  agencies  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
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ment.  I  think  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission is  making  a  good  move  in  de- 
ciding to  build  its  headquarters  25  or  30 
miles  out  from  Washington.  Other 
aeencies  might  very  well  be  placed  some- 
where el5e  away  from  Washington. 

Battle  Creek.  Mich.,  would  undoubted- 
ly be  a  good  location,  and  I  understand 
there  is  a  Government  facihty  there 
which  can  be  used. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  There  is  a  build- 
ins:  available  at  the  pres<nt  time. 

Mr  KEFAUVER  It  is  my  under- 
standing that  there  is  a  building  which 
is  suitable  for  that  purpof-e. 

Madam  President,  of  all  e.xecutive  de- 
partments or  agencies  in  the  Nations 
Capital  which  it  seems  tc  me  should  be 
located  in  the  vicinity  of  'Washington,  at 
least  somewhere  in  this  neighlx>rhood. 

I  Should  say  that  agency  is  the  DTil  De- 
fense Administration. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  IMr. 
S.U.TOKSTALL]  Will  recall  the  discussion 
in  the  Armed  Services  Committee  that 
the  main  job  of  civihan  defense  wovild 
be  to  work  in  consultation  with,  and  to 
have  representatives  sit  down  with  the 
heads  of.  various  other  Government  de- 
partments to  make  plans  for  evacuating 
people,  feeding  them,  treating  them,  and 
seeing  that  they  have  medical  facihties 
and  proper  transportation  That  can  be 
done  properly  only  on  the  basis  of  face- 
to-face  discussion. 

I  woiild  much  rather  see  some  other 
agency  move  out  to  Battle  Creek  than 
this  one  agency,  which  is  effective  only 
by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  :t  does  operate 
through  other  governmental  agencies. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  Civil  Defense 
Administration  has  already  t)een  treated 
very  badly  and  inadequately.  But  this 
move,  to  my  mind,  is  going  to  finish  the 
job  and  place  it  in  such  a  situation  that 
it  cannot  even  do  the  limited  work  which 
it  is  carrying  on  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  SAL.TONSTALL.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  I  am  happy  to  yield. 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  wish  to  make 
Just  one  statement,  since  the  Senator 
was  kind  enough  to  mention  my  name. 
As  I  understand,  the  top  administra- 
tive force  would  be  in  Washington;  but 
the  general  headqtiarters  would  move 
out  to  Battle  Creek.  Much  of  the  warn- 
ing system  of  the  country  is  in  the  cen- 
tral part  of  the  United  States,  and  from 
the  point  of  view  of  carrying  on  its  work 
in  conj  miction  with  the  National  Gov- 
ernment in  my  opinion  the  headquarters 
of  Civilian  Defense  they  would  be  just 
as  well  off  in  Battle  Creek  as  they  would 
be  here  in  Washington,  provided  the  top 
administrative  forces  remain  here  in 
Washington. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  should  be  very 
happy  if  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Massachusetts,  who  has  studied  this 
matter  so  much,  would  re>iew  again  the 
hearings  held  before  our  committee,  in 
which  it  was  set  forth  how  the  Civil  De- 
fense Administration  would  operate. 

It  was  stated  at  that  time  that  one  of 
the  principal  things  the  agency  would 
do  would  be  to  have  its  personal  repre- 
sentatives in  Washington  so  they  could 
be  in  constant  consultation  with  the  De- 
partment  of    Agriculture,    the   Federal 


OomimmteatkKkS  CaBimisssoQ.  tbe  De- 
partment of  Health,  aitd  other  a^ezacses 
throagh  which  it  coakl  operate.  It 
would  seem  to  me  to  be  making  matters 
doubly  vt>rsF  to  have  a  part  of  the  staff 
at  Battle  Creek  and  a  part  of  the  staff 
here. 

The  center  of  eotnmunicatiosjs  may  be 
at  Chicago  or  somewhere  in  the  MxkOe 
West,  but  certainly  the  agency  wfcsch 
directs  and  channels  wha:  win  be  done 
by  the  various  media  of  communica- 
tion— telephone,  teiecrapfc.  radio,  and 
television — emanates  from  Washington. 

I  should  think  that  m  the  even;  of  a 
catastrophe,  the  effort  to  coordinate 
what  some  pan  of  the  staff  may  be  doin? 

in  Battle  Creek  with  what  anosher  part 
of  the  staff  may  t>e  doing  in  ^'ashms:- 
ton.  would  lead  to  utter  confusion  and 

would  substantially  cnppie  the  handlinir 

of  the  civil-defense  activities  in  the 
event  of  an  emergency. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Madam  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEFhWER.  I  am  happy  to  jrieTd. 
Mr.  PAYNE.  The  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee is  aware,  is  he  not.  of  the  fact  that 
the  entire  success  in  the  application  of 
Civil-defense  activities  depends  upon 
channeling  responsibilitzes  and  duties  m 
the  several  organizations  in  the  4g  States 
of  the  Union.  That  is  where  the  respon- 
sibility actually  rests,  not  for  the  broad. 
overall  pohcy.  but  for  determinxnir  the 
strategy,  the  methods,  and  the  media  by 
which  the  actual  work  will  be  under- 
taken in  the  event  the  call  goes  out  for 
that  work  to  be  done. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  think  the  Senator 
is  partially  correct-  I  might  say  for  the 
information  of  the  Senator  that  our 
Armed  Services  Committee  held  very  ex- 
tensive hearings.  At  that  time  the  late 
Senator  McMahon  was  chairman  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Committee.  He  was 
very  much  interested  in  civil  defense, 
and  his  committee  also  held  hearings. 

The  division  of  authority  would  \x 
something  like  this:  General  directives 
and  suggestions  as  to  how  civil  defense 
would  t)e  operated  throughout  the  United 
States  wotild  be  promtilgated  from  the 
central  offce. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Of  the  Civil  Defense  Ad- 
ministration? 

Mr .  KEFAUVER.  Of  the  Civil  Defense 
AdministraUon.  Then  those  general  di- 
rections would  be  carried  out  in  the  vari- 
ous States,  as  the  Senator  has  suggested. 
But  a  very  important  part  of  the  whole 
program  would  depend  upon  the  activ- 
ities emanating  from  the  executive 
agencies  in  Washington,  and  that  would 
necessarily  be  true,  even  though  the  re- 
sponsibiUty  for  carrying  them  out  would 
rest  in  the  States. 

The  distingiiished  Senator  should  bear 
in  mind  that  one  cannot  tell  what  State 
might  be  the  victim  of  attack  or  where  it 
might  come.  So  it  seems  to  me  to  be 
necessary  that  there  be  the  closest  coop- 
eration with  the  central  nerve  center  of 
the  Federal  Government,  which  is  lo- 
cated in  the  agencies  in  Washington. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  If  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  will  further  yield,  I  am  sure  he 
is  f \illy  aware  of  the  fact  that  those  plans 
are  all  estobUshed.  The  nerve  centers 
will  be  retained  in  their  present  status. 


be:  tfee  esseEial  wtick  wiE  be 
p^isixd  as  a  mn^  d  thie  d^recfiaoBS  wtsacfii 
wiH  CO  oc:^  £:"J^  Warfias^^co  aad  wsA. 
errnrsally  ^^r^i  m  siae  ccszsers  jxi  ttse  re- 
spectiTT  Scares. 

Mr  KEFAUTER.  Le«  Bae  asaver  that 
ruitemerrc  Of  cocrse.  ptuts  taaT<e  tacea 
made.  azKi  si  tbe  eresis  of  an  attack  n 
wouki  fcr  seme  tzme  be  irry.  iry  ■»- 
pcrtant  to  have  th«  top  cfficsifcs  of  th« 
CrvJi&n  Defense  Admincstraocxi  xa. 
W.i.sh:nr^oa  who  ccoki  be  in  iBBBediate 
ccnsuhatsoQ  with  a^riraltxzre,  bealdi. 
radio,  televisioci.  axbd  wb«l  naC  to  take 
care  of  Hx  ccntinuais  esner^encacs  vtudi 
we  cannot  foresee  in  maktny  kxtg-rance 
plans. 

It  should  also  be  obserred  that  darinc 
a  tane  oi  disaster,  tiie  pow<T  of  the  Ofvil 
Defense    AdmuustraMH-    becocnes    very. 

very  sreai.  He  pracucaHy  has  a  ri^^l 
to  take  over  the  operation  of  a  certaiODi 
place.  So.  if  be  IS  to  hare  that  great 
power  and  is  to  be  called  upon  to  exer- 
cise It.  it  seems  to  me  it  is  very  impor- 
tant that  he  not  only  be  in  Washington, 
but  hare  his  main  staff  in  this  area 
where  they  could  operate  through  tbe 

other  aeencies. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  I  am  Dot  speaking  from 
a  theoretical  standpoint.  It  so  happens 
that  pnor  to  the  Korean  outbreak  I  bad 
the  privilege  of  serving  as  one  of  three 
State  governors  on  the  NatJonal  Ovtt 
Defense  Board. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Yes:  I  remember 
the  distinguisfaed  Senator  serred  on  that 
Board. 

Mr.  PAYNK     So  I  had  a  pretty  full 
opportunity,  up  to  the  time  I  became  a 
Member  of  this  body,  to  be  in  rather  in- 
timate touch  with  the  planning  of  the 
civil   defense  work.     I  can  assure  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  that  in  each 
State  which  has  undertaken  its  respon- 
situlities  there  is  a  complete  inventory 
of    U-ansportation    facihties,    available 
trucks,  all  methods  of  conveyance,  all 
hospitals,  all  stores  of  medical  supines, 
which  are  either  available  in  the  States 
or  at  central  locations.    They  are  Itnown 
and  the  files  are  kei>t  up  to  date.    The 
ability   to   transfer   fireflghting   equip- 
ment, communicatitons  equipment,  and 
all  activities  in  that  related  field  are  all 
definitely    pinpointed,    are   inventoried, 
and   are   contained    on   master   charts 
which   are  .available   at  headquarters. 
But  I  am  sUre  the  Senator  would  agree 
with  me  that  in  the  event  we  should 
confront  a  real  emergency  situation,  it 
would  not  be  advisable  to  have  all  those 
charts  and  all  that  information,  which 
has  to  l>e  handled  at  a  moment's  notice, 
here  in  what  might  i>e  one  of  the  first 
target  areas  the  enemy  might  try  to  hit 
Going  back  to  1950  and  1951.  during 
the  period  I  served  on  the  council,  we 
were  then  undertaking  a  survey  of  the 
country  in  order  to  determine  the  loca- 
tion which  might  t)e  chosen  to  which 
administrative  officers  could  be  moved, 
but  not  the  top  key  people  who  will  have 
to  maintain  liaison  between  the  Armed 
Forces  and  other  activities  in  Washing- 
ton and  those  who  will  have  to  lie  called 
into  action  to  relay  the  necessary  in- 
formation at  the  flick  of  a  finger  in  order 
to  see  that  the  machinery  is  put  into 
motion. 
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Lut  y«ar  we  made  a  very  definite  step 
f OTward  in  wpiKUiing  the  civil  defense 
Activities.  It  was  the  first  real,  honest 
aKwoach  we  made  to  giyinsr  the  Civil 
Defense  Administration  some  definite 
help  to  eoaUe  it  to  do  the  j<H>  necessary 
in  the  defense  of  the  civil  population  in 
the  event  of  an  emergency.  This  year 
we  have  done  a  little  bit  better  than 
that 

If  tlie  Senator  will  talk  with  those  who 
wef«  with  the  administration  back  in 
ItM.  1951,  and  1952,  whm  we  were 
struKsUnff,  flghUng.  working,  and  lo-ylng 
to  arouse  Just  a  lltUe  bit  Gl  interest  and 
to  obtain  a  little  bit  of  help  in  order  to 
be  able  to  carry  out  the  necessary  func- 
tions properly  to  bring  about  the  train- 
ing and  education  of  people  In  this  field. 
I  am  sure  the  Senator  would  be  very  dis- 
couraged, as  -was  the  former  Governor 
of  Florida,  ICr.  Caldwell,  who  served  as 
a  civil  dtf ense  administrator  at  that 
time,  because  no  one  would  give  him 
one  little  Ut  of  hxxjpt  or  encouragement. 
There  was  some  help  indicated  in  the 
Oonsreas,  bat  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
nowhere  else  was  there  a  bit  of  interest 
shown,  the  amount  of  f  iinds  given  was 
a  mere  pittance,  and  the  States  were  left 
on  their  own  to  carry  out  the  program 
practically  on  a  voluntary  basis. 

But  I  am  Ikappy  to  say  that  under 
this  administration  there  has  been  a  real 
recognition  of  the  great  value  of  civil 
defense  to  the  Nation,  not  in  time  of  war, 
bat  in  time  of  emergency,  %7here  civil 
defense  has  played  an  important  part 
In  matters  pertaining  to  floods,  fires,  and 
other  things  which  have  threatened 
bnmanUfe. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  step  being 
taken  Is  a  realistic  one.  It  is  one  de- 
fined after  a  great  deal  of  study  and 
consideration  being  given  to  the  ques- 
tion, and  I  firmly  believe  from  what  little 
I  know  of  the  situation  through  working 
with  it,  that  it  is  a  step  which  will  lead 
to  a  more  tf  ective,  better  coordinated, 
and  more  perfect  dvll-def ense  structure 
in  the  interest  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  KS'AITVER.  If  I  may  answer 
briefiy  the  Senator  from  Maine.  I  ap- 
preciate very  much  the  contribution  he 
has  made  to  the  discussion,  and  I  agree 
with  a  great  many  things  he  has  said. 

I  should  like  to  point  out,  in  the  first 
place,  that  Mr.  Caldwell,  for  whom  I 
have  a  very  high  respect  and  who  tried 
to  do  a  good  Job  as  Civil  Defense  Ad- 
ministrator, did  have  substantial  back- 
ing during  the  time  he  was  head  of  the 
Civil  Defense  Administration.  He  had 
substantial  backing  from  almost  every- 
one, but  he  did  not  receive  suflBcient 
funds  from  Congress  to  carry  out  his 
duties.  I  always  did  my  utmost  to  try 
to  enforce  the  effort  of  Governor  Cald- 
well. I  think  the  ClvU  Defense  Admin- 
istration was  granted  entirely  too  small 
an  amount  of  money  during  the  time 
Mr.  Caldwell  was  Administrator,  and  I 
think  the  present  administration  is  not 
giving  an  adequate  amount  to  civil 
defense. 

It  was  my  understanding  that  last  year 
approximately  $46  million  was  apprcv 
priated.  It  is  my  understanding  that 
this  year  the  appropriation  has  been  in- 
creased   to    $48,025,000.    This,    to    my 


mind,  is  Inadequate.  Civil  defense,  if  it 
is  important,  should  be  given  more  sub- 
stantial backing  than  that,  by  way  of 
appa^>prlatlons. 

Second.  I  understand  that  plans  have 
been  drafted  as  to  what  wiU  be  done  in 
the  various  States  and  cities  in  the  event 
of  an  attack.  But  I  am  certain  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Maine  will 
agree  with  me  that  no  amount  of  origi- 
nal planning,  or  whatever  may  have  been 
done  as  of  this  time,  even  though  there 
may  be  some  stockpiling  and  storing  of 
medical  supplies,  and  whatnot,  would  foe 
able  to  take  care  of  the  needs  of  the 
people  in  the  event  one  of  the  larger 
cities  suffered  a  real  attack.  What  has 
been  done  is  not  adequate.  So  in  the 
event  of  a  real  attack,  there  would  be  an 
absolute  necessity  for  immediate  con- 
sultation and  action  together  by  the  top 
officials  of  the  Civil  Defense  Administra- 
tion, the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  and  various  other  agencies  in 
Washington. 

Furthermore,  under  the  bill  it  is  envi- 
sioned that  in  such  an  emergency  the 
Civil  Defense  Administrator  will  have  the 
power,  almost,  of  martial  law  or  com- 
plete control  over  sections  which  may  be 
thus  afflicted.  So  it  seems  to  me  to  be 
clumsy  administration  to  have  a  part  of 
the  Civil  Defense  Administration  in  one 
place,  at  Battle  Creek,  and  some  of  its 
liaison  officers  in  Washington.  The  Civil 
Defense  Administration  needs  to  have 
more  than  liaison  officers  in  the  Wash- 
ington area.  It  needs  to  have  personnel 
who  can  be  in  constant  consultation  with 
the  heads  of  departments  which  are 
planning,  working,  and  acting  together 
in  the  event  an  emergency  should  come. 

I  appreciate  what  the  Senator  from 
Maine  has  said  to  the  effect  that  it  would 
be  undesirable  to  have  the  maps  and 
plans  concentrated  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington, where  they  might  be  destroyed. 
But  Battle  Creek,  too.  is  a  strategic 
center.  What  I  think  should  be  done 
is  to  have  the  plans  and  the  headquarters 
located  some  distance  from  Washington, 
but  close  enough  to  enable  personal  con- 
sultation between  the  officials  of  the  Civil 
Defense  Administration  and  the  officials 
in  Washington.  That  is  a  plan  on  which 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  is  work- 
ing. The  papers  of  the  Civil  Defense 
Administration  would  not  be  more  valu- 
able or  secret,  or  would  not  be  more 
destructive  of  the  Government  if  they 
should  be  destroyed,  than  would  the 
papers,  plans,  and  programs  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  if  they  were 
destroyed. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  has  asked  for 
$6,500,000  in  order  to  build  a  head- 
quarters some  25  or  30  miles  from  the 
city  of  Washington.  That  is  what  I 
think  should  be  done  with  the  Civil 
Defense  Administration. 

I  wish  to  make  it  very  clear  to  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  that  I  have  no 
objection  to  any  agency  being  located 
at  Battle  Creek,  but  I  think  some  other 
agencies  could  better  be  spared,  agencies 
which  operate  on  a  more  or  less  autono- 
mous basis,  than  to  spare  an  agency 
which  necessarily  must  cerate  through 


other  governmental  agencies  in  order  to 
be  effective. 

I  merely  desired  to  bring  up  the  matter 
for  consideration,  so  as  to  make  certain 
that  all  these  questions  have  been  eon- 
sidered  by  the  committee,  and  to  let  the 
public  know  at  least  another  side  of  the 
question,  so  that  there  can  be.  perttaps, 
further  consideration  or  discussion  of  the 
situation.  I  wanted  to  make  certain 
that  the  Senator  from  Michigan  and  the 
other  members  of  the  committee  had 
given  full  consideration  to  the  matter 
before  including  the  language  in  the 
conference  report. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Madam  President.  I 
happen  to  be  in  a  position  to  verify  what 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Maine 
[Mr.  Payne]  has  said  in  regard  to  the 
stepped-up  activities  of  the  Civil  Defense 
Administration  in  the  past  year  or  two. 

I  happen  to  be  the  Civil  Defense  Direc- 
tor in  Omaha  and  Douglas  County,  and 
I  have  been  for  about  4  years.  It  is  one 
of  those  no-pay  jobs,  and  Is  probably 
one  of  the  most  frustrating  jobs  I  have 
ever  tackled.  Probably  there  is  no  pro- 
gram of  such  national  Importance,  con- 
cerning which  there  is  so  much  apathy 
and  Indifference  on  the  part  of  the  peo- 
ple. But  that  is  quite  understandable. 
By  analogy.  I  might  point  out  that 
there  are  some  very  excellent  accident- 
prevention  programs  in  various  sections 
of  the  country.  Some  of  them  have  been 
very  successful.  But.  I  submit,  who 
would  be  Interested  in  an  accident-pre- 
vention program  If  no  one  had  ever  had 
an  automobile  accident?  Who  would  be 
Interested  in  donating  to  a  cancer-fund 
drive  if  no  one  had  ever  had  cancert 

No  one  in  this  country  has  ever  ex- 
perienced a  bombing  attack,  so  the 
apathy  and  indifference  on  the  part  of 
the  people  is  understandable. 

The  civil -defense  program  can  be  ac- 
complished only  on  the  local  level,  and 
on  a  voluntary  basis.  We  in  Omaha  have 
had  experience  with  such  a  program. 
The  Omaha  Civil  Defense  Agency  is  one 
of  the  few  in  the  country  which  has  had 
an  opportunity  to  be  put  to  work.  A 
flood  was  threatened  on  the  Missouri 
River  in  1952.  The  Omaha  civil-defense 
organization  is  given  credit  for  whipping 
the  flood.  Omaha  did  not  even  get  its 
feet  wet,  because  of  the  planning  and 
organization  of  the  Civil  Defense  Agency, 
which  afforded  3  or  4  days  of  needed 
time,  without  which  the  city  would  have 
been  flooded. 

I  mention  this  because  the  activity  on 
the  Federal  level  during  the  past  year  or 
two,  since  Governor  Peterson  has  been 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Director,  has  stim- 
ulated activities  throughout  the  country 
to  the  point  where  there  is  not  quite  so 
much  indifference  or  apathy.  Civil-de- 
fense programs  must  be  built  on  the  local 
level;  they  must  be  purely  on  a  volun- 
tary basis. 

We  in  Omaha  did  things  during  the 
flood  that  no  Federal  agency  could  have 
done.  It  would  have  been  impossible  for 
a  Federal  agency  to  have  come  into  the 
disaster  area  and  to  do  the  things  which 
needed  to  be  done  in  the  city  at  3,  4.  or  5 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  which  the  local 
citizens  did. 

Of  course,  it  is  necessary  to  have  Fed- 
eral   coordination.    Federal    rules,    and 
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Federal  aid.  But  the  increased  activity 
and  the  apparent  increased  interest  on 
the  part  of  the  Congress — and  that  in- 
terest is  still  not  what  it  should  be — has 
stimulated,  to  some  degree,  the  interest 
in  civil  defense  in  the  field.  If  civil  de- 
fense is  to  b?  perfected.  Congress  must 
show  more  interest  in  it.  But  I  wish  to 
bear  out  what  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Maine  has  said  in  regard  to  the  m- 
creased  activity. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  yield. 
Mr.  KEFAUVKR.  Would  not  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nebraska  a^ree  ailh  me.  how- 
ever, that  m  the  event  of  an  emergency, 
practically  all  the  agencies  cf  the  Fed- 
eral Government  would  have  to  come 
into  play  in  regard  to  transportation, 
food,  communications,  health,  and  many 
other  factors,  in  order  to  provide  very 
close  consultation  anaong  the  people  in 
the  distressed  area  and  the  agencies  of 
the  Government  in  Washington,  through 
the  Civil  Defense  Administration? 

Mr  REYNOLDS.  I  think  the  Senator 
is  correct.  I  attended  rather  recently  a 
civil  defense  conference  in  Washington. 
There  has  been  far  more  cooperation  on 
the  part  of  all  Govenmient  agencies 
within  the  past  6  months  than  there  ever 
had  been  before.  But  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  and  other  Government 
agencies  would  not  get  into  the  picture 
until  after  the  local  organization  was 
actually  on  the  battleline. 

Mr.  kEFAU\'ER.  At  any  rate,  there 
must  be  a  close  working  relationship  in 
order  to  make  the  program  effective. 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.  There  must  be. 
Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Dees  not  the  Sena- 
tor feel  that  the  necessity  for  close  and 
immediate  working  relationship  could 
better  be  handled  if  the  headquarters  of 
the  organization  were  not  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  but  were  located  somewhere 
in  the  vicinity.  25  or  30  miles  away?  In 
other  words,  it  would  lead  to  much  con- 
fusion if  the  authorities  in  Omaha  had 
to  communicate  with  Battle  Creek,  and 
Battle  Creek  m  turn  had  to  get  in  touch 
with  the  Civil  Defense  Administration 
in  Washington.  In  Omaha  it  would  not 
be  known  whether  to  call  Washington  or 
Battle  Creek.  One  confusion  would  lead 
to  another. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Yes.  We  would 
know  where  to  call.  Civil  Defense  works 
through  channels.  There  are  regional 
oflices.  We  would  call  Denver.  Denver 
would  call  Federal  headquarters,  where- 
ever  they  might  be. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  During  times  of 
emergency  many  calls  are  made.  If  one 
office  is  located  in  one  place  and  another 
office  in  Washington,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  efficiency  of  the  working  arrange- 
ments would  be  considerably  lessened. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Any  well-organized 
civil  defense  agency,  whether  local.  State, 
or  Federal,  has  to  be  organized  \n  depth. 
No  plan  can  be  effectual  unless  there  is  a 
second  plan  ready.  No  headquarters  is 
any  good  unless  there  is  another  head- 
quarters available.  So  no  definite  plan- 
ning can  be  made.  We  have  2  or  3  con- 
trol plans  in  Omaha.  I  think  the  Federal 
Government  has  to  operate  in  the  same 
way. 


Mr.  PATKE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  The  Senator  from 
Nebraska  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  jield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maine. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Is  it  not  true  that  in 
practically  all  the  cases  the  Senator 
knows  of,  the  various  States  have  en- 
tered into  coDiparts  with  one  another? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     TTiat  is  correct 

Mr.  PAYNE.  In  the  event  of  an  emer- 
gency in  one  particular  State,  the  gover- 
nor of  that  SiAte.  l>ecause  of  com^pacts 
made  with  surrounding  States,  would 
automatically  make  contact.  There  is 
coordination  with  the  Federal  authori- 
ties, but  the  mechanics  are  already  set 
up  and  ready  to  move  in  the  event  thai 
conditions  make  it  necessarr. 

Mr.  REYNOLI>S.  The  Senator  is  oor- 
recL 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Referring  to  the  flood 
which  occurred  in  Nebraska,  is  it  not 
true  that  the  State  authorities  deter- 
mined what  should  be  done  and  that  the 
State  groups  went  into  action  before  the 
Federal  agencies  moved  m? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  We  wexit  into  ac- 
tion, and  I  do  not  know  how  Wasliing- 
ton  found  out. 

Mr.  KEFAL'VER  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President,  a  jJiort  time  ago.  in  the 
colloquy  m  regard  to  civU  defense.  I  re- 
ferred to  a  section  of  tlie  original  civil 
defense  bill  and  the  report  from  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  which  I  had 
the  privilege  of  presenune  to  the  Senate. 

I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  sec- 
tion 405  of  the  Civil  Defense  Act.  togetli- 
er  with  three  sections  of  tlie  report  to 
which  I  have  referred,  be  printed  in  tlie 
Record  immediately  foUowir^g  the  col- 
loquy in  connection  with  the  civil  de- 
fense matters.  I  wish  to  have  this  in- 
sertion made  following  the  statement 
by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  I  Mr. 
Reynolds  1.  I  believe.  The  section  405. 
to  which  I  have  referred,  is  section  405 
of  Public  Law  920.  of  the  81st  Congress. 
2d  section:  and  the  three  paragraphs  of 
the  report  are  the  ones  I  have  marked  in 
Report  No.  2683  of  the  81st  Congress.  2d 
session,  dated  December  19.  1950.  They 
are  a  r>art  of  the  report  submitted  by  the 
Armed  Services  Committee:  and,  as  I 
have  said.  I  myself  made  the  report  on 
behalf  of  the  committee. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

(Prom  Public  Law  920.  81st  Cong..  2d  sess.— 
H.  R.  9798,  an  act  to  authorize  a  Federal 
civil  deXense  program,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses)    ^^ 

tmLIZATTON    or   EXISTING    FACILrTIES 

Sec.  405.  In  performing  his  duties,  the  Ad- 
ministrator shall  (1)  cooperate  with  the 
various  departments  and  agencies  of  the 
Government:  (2)  utilize  to  the  maximum 
extent  the  existing  facilities  and  resources 
of  the  Federal  Government,  and,  with  their 
consent,  the  faculties  and  resources  of  the 
States  and  local  political  subdivisions  there- 
of, and  of  other  organizations  and  agencies: 
and  (3)  refrain  from  engaging  in  any  form 
of  activity  which  would  duplicate  or  parallel 
activity  of  any  other  Federal  department  or 
agency  unless  the  Administrator,  with  the 
written  approval  of  the  President,  shall  de- 
termine that  such  duplication  is  necessary 
to  accomplish  the  purposes  of  this  act. 


ITTcm.  report  Ito.  a88S.  Slst  Ccmgnat,  Sd 

aeaKUm.,  am  tbe  ^Bderal  CtvU  Defenae  Act 

of  1950 — to  Mioasnpaiiy  S.  4368] 

T^ke  1»m  iscmtemplates  tbat  tlw  AOmtnte- 

trator   c&   ClvU   Defenae   will   titXUBe   %o  ttie 

fullest  poBEJlite  extent  coiiscing  goweririitfTital 

and  private  agencMft.     It  •pnwiam  that  be 

msT  delep&t»  oertaln  cS  bis  re^xmsiMUtiec  to 

ApproprtAXe    depsitaneste    *3iA    afrencias     at 

the  Pedera:  Government,  tnt  be  mxist  levigw 

and    coordlnjit*    tbem    ooe    wlxb    tbc   otiMr 

and  with  the  various  States. 

Tlte  biU  provides  tixat  tbe  Admtnlstmtar, 
through  exlsttn^  Gcverament  m/gextckeA.  at 
through  tbe  ctetAbllsbmeni  of  xneaziF  if  none 
exiFts  ■mriW  make  appropiriate  provision  To*- 
adequate  warning  communicition  infitallt- 
tions.  health  and  sanitation  meatrures.  to 
control  tbe  effects  oi  vanotis  typas  of  attack; 
develop  sbe^ter  designs,  material  and  e>qulp- 
me&t  for  uUlizatiori  1q  zxteetiog  tbe  require- 
ments of  tbe  problem;  train  key  State  per- 
sonnel to  superruie  these  activities  in  tbe 
various  States:  develop  and  disseminate 
educational  material  on  tbe  subject.;  enoour- 
a^  and  assist  tbe  States  to  n«gotiatc  cavU 
defense  compacts  among  tbezn8e.lves:  pro- 
cure such  materials.  e<qulpR)ent.  and  facili- 
ties for  civil  defense  as  may  be  neoesearp 
to  me<et  tbe  requirements  of  tbe  prograoo; 
sT<x'kp.}e  me<dic&l  supplies  and  equipment, 
food,  blood  plasma,  and  other  items  which 
are  neces.<yiry  to  meet  tbe  ne*<l»  of  civil 
defense,  and  through  s  carefully  controlled 
procram  of  financial  ccwtributions  to  assist 
the  States  in  the  procxirement  and  ooastnic- 
xion  of  the  necessarr  materials  and  faciltties 
to  meet  their  local  requirements.  Ttiis  A- 
nancmj;  program  will  cover  such  Items  as 
communal  shelters,  mobile  organieattonal 
equipment,  and  otber  supplies  wblcb  the 
Slates  and  communit4es  iKwrnelty  do  not 
require  in  meeting  their  governmental  re- 
spon.MbiUtles.  This  financing  proftram  wtU 
be  exi>lained  in  detail  later  In  tbe  report. 

While  the  bill,  as  introduced,  required  the 
Administrator  to  utilize  to  the  maximum 
extent  possible  existing  facilities  of  the  Gov- 
ernment and  private  organtratlons.  tbe  oom- 
mtttee  believed  that  this  should  be  made 
much  stricter.  Accordingly,  the  bill  now 
requires  the  Administrator  not  to  establtsh 
duplicate  Federal  activities  unless  the  Pr««l- 
dent  approves  sucb  duplication  in  writing. 
It  is  believed  that  the  many  excellent  organi- 
rations  around  tbe  country,  both  govern- 
mental and  private,  will  contribute  their 
share  and  the  Civil  Defense  Administration 
will  remain  a  relatively  small  Federal  agency. 
Tlie  committee  has  in  mind  such  private  or- 
ganizations as  the  American  Red  Cross,  pub- 
lic libraries,  and  so  forth. 

•  •  •  •  • 

The  commute*  deleted  from  the  bill  cer- 
tain protection  that  was  given  to  employees 
of  the  Federal  Government  in  the  event  of 
disabling  injury  or  death  while  performing 
civil  defense  functions.  This  is  not  to  be 
construed  as  an  Indication  that  the  com- 
mittee does  not  t>elleve  such  IndlTiduals 
should  not  be  covered.  Rather,  the  commit- 
tee is  of  the  opinion  that  through  some 
type  of  war  risk  insurance,  or  other  special 
compensation  plan,  all  individuals  engaged 
in  civil  defense  activities  should  be  uni- 
formly covered  and  that  employees  of  the 
Federal  Government  be  not  singled  out  for 
preferred  treatment.  The  committee  has  re- 
quested that  prompt  action  be  taken  to  sub- 
mit legislation  which  would  meet  tbe  re- 
quirements of  this  particular  need. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
glad  that  the  two  distinguished  Senators 
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have  discussed  the  <|ue8tion  of  dvll  de« 
f  ense.  became  there  is  nc^Mng  remain- 
lug  for  me  to  say  except  that  the  party 
respossfole,  the  administration,  has  de- 
cided upon  this  as  a  necessary  move  to 
carry  out  the  policy  not  to  erect  new 
bnlkilnga,  but  to  occupy  those  which  al- 
ready exist  and  to  move  certain  offlces 
to  strategic  areas. 

The  PREBIDINO  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  annoxmcing 
its  action  on  certain  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  House  bill  9936.  which  was 
read,  as  follows: 
In  THS  Hooas  or  Ripisbsntativcb,  U.  S.. 

AUffust  17,  1954. 

Resolved,  That  the  Hoiise  recede  from  Its 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Sen- 
ate nimib««d  5,  6,  9,  10,  11,  12,  13,  14.  15, 
21.  34.  64.  65.  69.  72.  73.  93,  108.  105,  113,  ll4, 
128,  152,  159.  and  109  to  the  blU  (H.  R.  9936) 
entitled  "An  act  making  supplemental  ap- 
proprlatlona  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
SO.  1966.  and  for  other  pvuposes,"  and  con- 
ciir  therein; 

Tliat  the  Hbose  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 27,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend- 
ment, as  foUows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  pro- 
posed by  said  amendment  insert: 

"KvraMMM  coawa  or  thx  mnrsD  states 

~  "Automobile  for  the  Chief  Justice:  For 
pundiase.  exchange,  lease,  driving,  main- 
tenance, and  operation  of  an  automobile 
for  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States. 
$6i835." 

That  the  HoQM  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 80.  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend- 
ment, as  foUoi**:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  pro- 
posed by  said  amendment  insert: 

"nrmNATIONAI.    xdxtcational    kxchangx 

ACriVlTlCS 

Tor  an  additional  amount  for  'Interna- 
tional Educational  Exchange  Activities', 
$300,000:  Provided.  That  not  less  than 
$1,674,052  shall  be  used  for  Educational  Ex- 
change Activities  related  to  the  'American 
Republics'  from  the  total  available  to  this 
appropriation  for  fiscal  year  1966.'* 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  n\unbered  31.  and 
concur  tho^n  with  an  amendment,  as  fol- 
lows: In  Ueu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert: 

"PATiaavT  TO  rxDnuL  bzpubuc  or  okxmant 
.  "For  payment  to  the  Federal  Republic  of 
Germany  for  the  acquisition  or  construction 
of  an  Embassy  in  the  District  of  Colimibla. 
$300,000,  to  be  paid  out  of  any  funds  or 
other  property  or  interest  vested  or  trans- 
ferred to  the  Attorney  General  pxirsuant  to 
or  with  respect  to  the  Trading  With  the 
Enemy  Act  of  October  6,  1917.  as  amended: 
Provided,  That  this  appropriation  shall  be 
effective  only  upon  enactment  at  legislation 
set  forth  in  either  H.  B.  9988  or  S.  1573. 
Eighty-third  Congress." 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  numbered  38,  and 
concxir  therein  with  an  amendment,  as  fol- 
lows: In  Ueu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert: 

"Construction,  Washington  National  Air- 
port: For  an  additional  amount  for  'Con- 
struction, Washington  National  Airport',  In- 
cluding additional  loading  gate  positions 
and  related  paving;  $340,000.  to  remain  avail- 
able until  expended." 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  39.  and  con- 
cur therein  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows: 
In  Ueu  of  the  matter  propocwd  by  said 
amendment  insert  ",  to  remain  available 


antn  expended:  Fropided,  That  tranafeta 
may  be  made  to  the  i4}proprlation  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  for  'Salaries  and  expenses' 
Xae  administrative  expenses  (not  to  exceed 
$400,000)  and  for  reserve  fleet  expenses  In 
such  amoimts  as  may  be  required,  and  any 
such  transfers  shall  be  without  regard  to 
the  limitations  tmder  that  appropriation  an 
the  amounts  available  tor  such  expenses: 
Provided  further.- 

That  the  Hb\ise  recede  from  Its  dlsagree- 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 40.  and  concur  therein  with  azi 
amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  mat- 
ter  proposed    by   said    amendment    Insert: 


UVAn  or  BXOBVX  tixbt  vpjsft.s   (LIQTTIDATIOH 
or    CONTKACr    AUTHORIZATION) 

"Yea  the  (Miyment  of  obligations  Incurred 
ptirsimnt  to  authority  granted  vmder  the 
'Emergency  Ship  Repair  Act  of  1954',  $12,- 
000,000:  Provided.  That  advances  may  bo 
made  from  this  appropriation  to  'Salaries 
and  expenses,  maritime  activities',  for  ad- 
ministrative expenses  (not  to  exceed  $150,- 
000).  and  for  reserve  fleet  exp>ense8  (in  tudb. 
amounts  as  may  be  required ) .  and  suab 
advances  shaU  be  In  addition  to  amounts 
otherwise  made  available  for  such  expenses: 
Provided  further.  That  this  paragraph  shall  ^ 
be  effective  only  upon  enactment  into  law 
during  the  83d  Congress  of  S.  3546." 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  46,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment 
insert  "$350.000." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  No.  49.  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  in 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amem 
ment  insert: 

"BURZATT  or  I.ABOa  8TAKDARDS 

"SaUtries  and  expenses 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Salaries 
and  expenses',  $12,500;  and  the  amount  m&die 
available  under  this  head  in  the  Department 
ot  Lab<»  ApproFM^atlon  Act,  1955,  for  tbe 
work  of  the  President's  Committee  on  Na- 
tional Employ  the  Physically  Handicapped 
Week.  Is  increased  from  $75,000  to  $87,500." 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagre»- 
ment  to  amendment  No.  52,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
Ueu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert:  "$13,100,000,  of  which  $2,000,000 
shaU  be  available  only  upon  enactment  into 
law  of  H.  R.  9709.  83d  Congress." 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  56,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
Ueu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendr 
ment  insert: 

"The  two  Immediately  preceding  para- 
graphs In  this  act  under  the  head  Bureau 
of  Employment  Security'  shall  be  effective 
only  upon  enactment  into  law  of  H.  R.  9709, 
83d  Congress." 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  61,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert: 

"WHTTI  HOX7SE  CONrn.ENCE  ON  EDUCATION 

"Salaries,  expenses,  and  grants:  For  carry- 
ing out  the  act  of  July  26,  1954  (Public  Law 
530) .  including  services  as  authorized  by  sec- 
tion 15  of  the  act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  O. 
66a) .  $900,000,  of  which  $700,000  shall  be  for 
grants  to  the  States  in  accordance  with  sec- 
tion 2  of  such  act.  except  that  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Education  may  establish  the 
amount  to  be  allotted  to  each  State  without 
regard  to  the  limitation  established  by  said 
section  2.  but  no  State  shall  receive  less  thaa 
$5,000:  Provided.  That  none  of  the  funds 
granted  to  any  State  may  be  Used  to  com- 
pensate any  person  for  their  personal  serv'. 


ices:  Provided  further.  That  a  Conference 
Director  may  be  appointed  by  the  Seovtary 
at   a   salary    of   not    to   exceed   $12,600   per 

annum." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  62,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert:  j^ 

"omCE   or   VOCATIONAL    XEHABIUrATlOir 

"Grants  to  States  and  other  agencies 
"For  grants  to  States  and  other  agencies 
In  accordance  with  the  Vocational  RehablU- 
tatlon  Act,  as  amended.  $4  million,  of  which 
$1,500,000  is  for  vocational  rehabiUtatlon 
services  under  section  2  of  said  act;  $1,500.- 
000  is  for  extension  and  Improvement  proj- 
ects under  section  3  of  said  act;  and  $1  mU- 
lion  is  for  special  jjrojects  under  sectloc  4  of 
said  act :  Provided.  That  the  amounts  appro- 
priated for  the  Office  of  Vocational  RehabUl- 
tation  under  the  head  'Payments  to  States'  in 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1955.  shall  be 
available,  without  regard  to  the  limitations 
set  forth  therein,  for  the  purposes  of  section 
2  of  the  Vocational  RehabUitatlon  Act,  as 
amended:  Provided  further.  That  not  more 
than  f2  of  the  funds  made  available  for  spe- 
cial projects  under  section  4  of  said  act  shall 
be  expended  for  any  project  for  each  ${  that 
the  grantee,  or  the  grantee  and  the  Btate, 
expends  for  the  same  purjxwe." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  71 V4,  and  concur- 
therein  with  an  ameudment,  as  foUows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert: 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Sularles 
and  expenses,'  $5  million,  to  be  derived  by 
transfer  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors Insurance  trust  fund." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  74,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  sum  named  In  said  amendment. 
Insert  "$20,000,000." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  79,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment. 
Insert  "a^OOCOOO." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree, 
ment  to  amendment  No.  85.  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert: 


"rORnCN  ACHICrrLTTTRAL  szsvics 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  'Foreign 
Agricultural  Service',  including  not  to  ex- 
ceed ai5.000  for  representation  allowances, 
ai. 400.000,  which  shall  be  derived  from  the 
'Salaries  and  expenses'  appropriation  arall- 
able  to  the  Department  of  State:  Protided. 
That  transfers  shall  be  made  iinder  this 
authorization  in  lieu  of  any  similar  trans- 
fers which  may  be  authorized  under  the  Agri- 
cultural Act  of  1954  (H.  R.  9880,  83d  Cong.) : 
Provided  further.  That  this  paragraph  shall 
be  effective  only  upon  the  enactment  into 
law  of  H.  R.  9680,  83d  Congress." 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  dlsa^ee- 
ment  to  amendment  No.  86  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
the  last  line,  eliminate  the  reference  to 
"S.  2313"  and  insert  In  lieu  thereof  "section 
710  (a)  of  H.  R.  9680." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  88,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
the  second  proviso  of  said  amendment  strike 
out  the  word  "appropriation"  and  Insert  la 
lieu  thereof  the  word  "authorization." 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  89,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  '  In 
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lieu  of  the  flaattcr 
ment  insert: 


by  aal4 


-Tar  an  additional  amount  for  ^OOkc  at 
the  SoUdtor'.  $4SjOOO:  Prorided.  Tbat  $35,000 
(hsil  be  effective  only  upon  moMeUamat  into 
law  of  either  H.  R.  SSSS  or  S.  S1S7.  83d  Con- 
gress." 

The  th«  Hoaae  recede  from  its  rtlsagr>  r 
ment  to  amendment  No.  91,  and  coorur 
itbereln  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  propoacd  by  said  amend- 
ment insert  **:  Provided,  That  bearing  of- 
ficers appointed  for  Indian  probate  work 
need  not  be  appointed  pmuant  to  the  Ad- 
ministrative Procedure  Act  (GO  Stat.  237). 
as  amended." 

ThKt  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  90.  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In 
lieu  ot  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert  " :  Prorided  further.  That  $250.- 
000  of  the  unobligated  funds  heretofore  ap- 
proprlsted  for  the  Mlsaoxul  River  Basin 
project  Shan  be  available  for  additional  In- 
vestigmtlons  on  the  Garrison  dlTerslon  unit. 
the  White  River,  and  for  emergency  rehabil- 
ItaUon  of  the  WUlow  Creek  Dam  in  South 
Dakota. - 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  100.  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows: 
After  the  comma  following  the  rum  named 
In  said  amendment  tns»rt,  "of  which  not 
more  than  $175,000  shaU  be  available  for 
personal  serrtoea.'* 

That  the  House  recede  from  i-a  disagree- 
ment to  amendnkent  No.  104.  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows: 
Strike  the  sum  which  precedes  the  period  in 
said  amendment  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
••a6.750.000.- 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  110.  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In 
lieu  of  the  sum  n*!*****  in  said  amendment 
insert  **the  Commission  Is  authorised  to  use 
not  to  exceed  aiOO.OOO  of  fxinds  made  avaU- 
able  for  administrative  expenses  of  the  War 
Claims  Commission.'* 

That  the  House  recede  from  Ita  disagree- 
ment to  aniendment  No.  115  and  concxir 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
Ueu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  inserted 
by  said  amendment  Insert:  "credited  to  the 
fund  from  vhlch  rental  payments  are  made 
during  fiscal  year  19&5.** 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  116  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment.  »i  foUows:  In 
line  9  of  said  amendment,  in  Ueu  of  the  sum 
named   Insert  "aaOO.OOO." 

That  the  House  recede  from  lU  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  119,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  line  3  of  said  amendment.  In  Ue«  of  the 
sum  named  Insert  "ai.lOO.OOO. ' 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  122.  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  ai  follows:  In 
line  5  of  said  amendment.  In  Ueu  of  the 
Bimi  named  Insert  "aa.OOO.OOO." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  IS"?,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  ss  foUows:  In 
line  2  of  said  amendment,  in  Ueu  of  the 
sum  named  Insert  "$75,000." 

Tliat  the  Hoiise  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  128  and  oonciu- 
thereln  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In 
Ueu  of  the  sum  of  ''a6.SOO,000"  named  in  line 
5  of  said  amendment  insert  "SJ' .500 .000"  and 
In  Ueu  of  the  sum  of  "$355,000"  named  In 
lines  6  and  7  of  said  amendment  insert 
"$250,000-  and  in  Ueu  at  the  sum  of  "$38,- 
000.000"  named  in  line  10  of  said  amend- 
ment insert  ••a26.250.000.'* 

That  the  House  recede  frjm  Its  disagree- 
ment  to   amendment  No.    129   and   conc\ir 
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That  the  Boose  recede  frccn  its 
It  to  aoaeBdment  No.  ISt  aad  cc 
thcretn  with  an  amendsMiiV  as  foQows:  In 
lieu  of  the  sam  nassed  ta  said  amcBdmcBt 
insert  -$100.000:  PTor«d«4.  That  not  to  ex- 
ceed $2300  at  tbe  fimds  macke  aTallatale  for 
adrntnlstratlve  eapensta  in  this  art  taader  tlie 
he«d  ^ .  Lawnsxe  Seaway  Development  Cor- 
poration' may  be  used  for  emcrgenciet  and 
extraordinary  expenses  to  be  expended  upon 
the  approval  or  authority  at  the  Admtnis- 
trator- 

That  the  Hooae  re^xde  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  134  and  concur 
therein  with  an  as:ecdment.  as  foUows:  In 
Ueu  of  the  sum  named  In  said  amendment 
Insert  "$75,000,000"  and  before  the  penod 
Insert  " :  Pronded  further.  That  the  oonstroc- 
tion  authorlaed  ta^  the  act  of  AprU  I.  1954 
(Public  Law  325.  8Sd  Coi>g )  may  be  ac- 
oompUshed  prior  to  approral  of  title  to  un- 
derlying land,  as  provided  by  aectlcn  355.  as 
amended,  of  the  Revised  Statutes." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  136  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In 
Ueu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment 
insert  tlJMOJOOOr 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  No.  147  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  as  paragraph  vb) 
of  said  amendment  insert: 

'(b)  Funds  are  hereby  suthcriaed  to  be 
appropriated  for  the  purpoae  of  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  this  section." 

That  tne  House  recede  from  Its  dliiagiee 
ment  to  the  amendment  No.  148  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:    In 
Ueu  of  the  matter  proposed  in  said  amend- 
ment insert: 

"Sac.  907.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  Is 
authorised  to  receive  the  sum  of  0500.000  In 
partial  consideration  for  the  conveyance  by 
the  Secretary  of  Health.  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare for  educational  purposes  pursuant  to  the 
provtsions  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Ad- 
mlnlstraUve  Sen  Ices  Act  of  1940  to  the  Lns 
Angeles  City  High  School  District  of  I<08 
Angeles  County.  CUlf ..  of  aU  right,  title,  and 
interest  of  the  United  States  to  that  portion 
of  the  Birmingham  General  Hospital  tract 
now  occupied  by  troops  (consisting  of  40JH 
acres  of  land,  more  or  less.  aiKl  Improvements 
thereon)  located  at  Van  Nuys.  Calif.,  provided 
such  sum  is  received  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  on  or  before  July  1.  1950.  Upon  re- 
ceipt by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  such  sum 
ShaU  be  credited  to  the  appropriation.  'lOU- 
tary  construction.  Army,'  and  shall  be  avmil- 
ai>le  for  ( 1 )  the  construction  and  other  costs 
Involved  in  moving  to  a  suitable  Oovenunent 
owned  site  not  more  tiian  eight  buUdlngs  to 
be  selected  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to 
be  excluded  from  the  conveyance  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare,  and 
42)  the  construction  of  additional  support- 
ing faculties  at  such  site  as  may  be  required 
for  authorised  defense  construction,  at  a  to- 
tal cost  of  not  to  exceed  a500.000. 

"In  Bddltion  to  other  terms,  conditions, 
and  restrictions  contained  in  the  deed 
whereby  the  Birmingham  General  Hospital 
Is  conveyed  to  such  school  district,  the  school 
district  shaU  agree,  as  a  part  of  the  con- 
sideration for  the  conveyance  to  permit  any 
buUdings  required  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  to  remain  in  place  for  continued  oc- 
cupancy by  troops  for  a  period  of  not  to 
exceed  9  months  after  the  date  (rf  convey- 
ance of  said  property  to  the  school  district." 
That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  151  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 


vejop^iect  wnh  panactpaxscn  by 


uon  far  psrUctpasaan  by 
That  the  Hr>ase  reoetk 


tiierein  with  an  anaesMtment.  ss  f< 
laeu  at  the  mancr  |soposnd  by 


"Not    to 
cms^T  apprc^vtated 
araiiahle  xmtil  rr^wnrted  fdr 
north  jetry  at  Taqidnn  Bsy 

That  the  Booae  recede  trass  tta 
BMCt   to   amendment   Mol   m 
therein  with  an  a  sw  iMliimit.  as  fi 
fore   tlie  period   in   said 
-,  to  be  dcit»ed  by 
and  matntcBsaec. 

That  the  House  recede  tram  Its 
■lent    to    amendment   Ifo.    IM 
therein    with    an    amcndowat.   as   tcOamm 
In    ilea    of    the    isattsr    isuyussd    toy 


"coxsTaocnoH  o^ 

-Par  construction  of  tankers  as  autbortssd 
by  the  act  of  August  10.  19&4.  PuhUc  Ia« 
575.  aso  mlUion  to  remain  availahls  ontH 
cxpendsd :  Prorided.  That  j^ia  approprtatloa 
may  be  transferred  to  such  apprc^prtatlOB  ■• 
the  President  may  designate" 

That  the  Iloms  recede  from  tta  disagree* 
ment  to  amendment  No.  168  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  foUowa:  La 
lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amwvtmeni 
Insert  "$100,000." 

That  the  House  recede  from  tts  disagree- 
ment to  amenrtmrnt  No.  187  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  foUowa:  In 
Ueu  of  the  section  number  named  In 
amendment  insert  "13  IS." 

That  the  House  insist  upon  tta 
ment  to  the  aa^ndmenta  of  the  Senate  nuia- 
bered  00.  71.  and  ISO. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  In  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  amend- 
moits  of  the  Senate  with  the  ezoeptioa 
of  amenclment  No.  ISl.  which  will  bo 
considered  sepantdy. 

The  PRESIDINO  OKPICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  amendments  of  the 
House  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate, 
with  the  exception  of  amendment  No. 
151.  are  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  explanation  of  the 
House  amendments  to  the  Senate 
amendments. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Recoro,  as  follows: 

No.  27.  Supreme  Court — auto  for  the  Chief 
Justice:  House  action  amends  Senate  provi- 
sion by  referring  to  Chief  Justice  of  the 
United  States  in  lieu  of  Chief  Justice  of  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court. 

No.  SO.  International  educational  exchaaga 
activities:  Appropriates  $300,000  in  lieu  at 
$900,000;  and  provides  that  not  leas  than 
$1,647,052  shall  be  used  for  educational  ex- 
change activities  related  to  the  "Americaa 
Republics"  from  the  amount  avaUable  for 
international  educatioiua  exchange  aottv- 
Itles. 
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TKo.  81.  Fkpnent  to  tbe  BepubUc  of  Oer- 
many:  Provides  tliat  the  $300,000  be  derived 
ttma  funds  of  tbe  Allen  Property  Custodian. 

No.  38.  Constnictlon,  Wwhlngton  National 
AlrpOTt:  Allom  $840,000  in  lieu  of  $636,000 
and  proTldea  that  funds  shall  be  used  for 
additional  loading  gate  podtlons  and  related 
paving.  No  funds  f 6r  gasoline  and  baggage 
faculties. 

No.  88.  Ship  oonstructlon:  Provides  $400,- 
000  for  administrative  expenses  In  lieu  of 
$600,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

No.  40.  Replalr  of  reserve  fleet  vessels: 
Allows  $ia  million  In  lieu  of  $18  million  pro- 
posed by  Senate. 

No.  43.  Burtau  of  Accounts,  Division  of 
Disbursements:  Proposed  $350,000  In  lieu  of 
$600,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

No.  49.  Bureau  of  Labor  Standards,  Presi- 
dent's Committee  on  National  Employ  tbe 
Handicapped  Week:  Proposes  $12,500  in  lieu 
of  $36,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

No.  53.  Grants  to  States  for  unemployment 
compensation:  Provides  $13,100,000  in  lieu 
of  $30  million  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and 
$4,600,000  as  originally  proposed  by  the 
House.  Also  reqiilres  $2  million  shall  be 
available  only  upon  the  enactment  of  H.  R. 
9700. 

No.  66.  ITnempIoyment  compensation  for 
Federal  employees:  Eliminates  the  language 
which  makes  $896,000  contingent  upon  en- 
actment of  H.  R.  9640  or  S.  2760,  since  S.  2759 
is  now  Public  Law  No.  665. 

No.  61.  White  Hoiue  Conference  on  Edu- 
cation: Xdakes  an  appropriation  of  $900,000 
In  lieu  of  $1,250,000  as  proposed  by  the  Sen- 
ate. Of  the  total  $700,000  shall  be  available 
for  grants  In  lieu  of  $1  million  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate.  Provides  that  none  of  the 
funds  shall  be  used  for  compyensatlon  for 
personal  servlcee.  and  limits  the  salary  of  the 
Conference  Director  to  $12,500.  in  lieu  of 
$16,000  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

No.  62.  Office  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation, 
grants  to  States  and  other  agencies :  Provides 
$4  mftUlon  In  lieu  of  $6  million  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  of  which  $l  million  is  for  special 
projects  In  lieu  of  $3  million  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate;  and  provides  that  the  $1  million 
shall  be  matched  on  a  basis  of  not  more 
than  $2  of  Federal  funds  shall  be  expended 
for*  each  dollar  that  the  grantee  or  grantee 
and  State  expend  for  the  same  purpose. 

No.  71.  Social  Security  Administration, 
Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance: 
House  insists  on  their  disagreement  to  the 
Senate  action  In  striking  the  language  which 
prohibits  the  use  of  available  fynds  to  pay 
any  costs  of  moving  any  group  of  employees 
from  Baltimore  to  Washington. 

No.  71>4.  Salaries  and  expenses:  Provides 
$5  million  in  lieu  of  $6  million  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate;  and  eliminates  the  authority 
to  transfer  $69,300  to  "Salaries  and  expenses. 
Office  of  Field  Services." 

No.  74.  Construction.  Bureau  of  Old-Age 
and  Survivors  Insurance:  Provides  $20  mil- 
lion in  lieu  of  $23,290,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

No.  79.  Civil  defense  activiUes  (HEW) : 
Provides  $1  million  in  lieu  of  $1,800,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

No.  86.  Foreign  Agricultural  Service:  Pro- 
vides $1,400,000  in  lieu  of  $1,600,000  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate  and  provides  that  the 
entire  amount  shall  be  derived  from  salaries 
and  expenses  available  to  Department  of 
State  in  lieu  of  $1  million  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

No.  86.  Commodity  Exchange  Authority: 
Changes  the  citation  for  wool  from  S.  2313 
to  the  appropriate  section  of  the  farm  bill, 
H.  R.  9680. 

No.  88.  Loan  authorization:  Perfecting 
amendment  changing  the  word  "appropria- 
tion" to  "authorization." 

No.  89.  Office  of  the  Solicitor:  Provides 
$46,000  in  lieu  of  $54,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  and  provides  that  $35,000  shall  bo 
available    only    upon    enactment    of    H.    R. 


8386  or  8.  3137  In  lieu  of  $40,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

No.  91.  Appointment  of  hearing  officers 
for  Indian  probate  work:  Eliminates  the 
word  "hereafter"  from  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. 

No.  99.  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  Missouri 
River  Basin:  Provides  that  $250,000  shall  be 
available  for  additional  investigations  on 
Garrison  Diversion  unit  and  White  River, 
and  for  emergency  rnhabilitation  of  Willow 
Creek  Dam  in  South  Dakota  in  lieu  of  $37$,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  strikes 
the  language  pertalt\ing  to  the  Sheyenne 
farm  and  the  Oakes  development  tract. 

No.  100.  Bureau  of  Mines:  Adds  a  provfeo 
"of  which  not  more  than  $175,000  shall  be 
available  for  personal  services." 

No.  104.  Limitation  on  personal  services, 
Bonneville  Power  Administration:  Increases 
the  limitation  from  $6,250,000  to  $6,750,000 
In  lieu  of  $7,450,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

No.  110.  Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Com- 
mission: Provides  that  the  Commission  is 
authorized  to  use  not  to  exceed  $100,000 
of  funds  made  avallohle  for  administrative 
expenses  of  the  War  Claims  Commission. 

No.  115.  General  Services  Administration . 
expenses,  general  supply  fund:  Limits  the 
authority  to  credit  the  fund  from  which 
rental  payments  are  made  to  tbe  fiscal  year 
1955. 

No.  116.  Survey  of  Government  recorik: 
Provides  $300,000  in  lieu  of  $500,000  as  pro- 
posed  by   the   Senate. 

No.  119.  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Agency,  salaries  and  expenses:  Provides  $1,- 
100,000  in  Ueu  of  $1,350,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

No.  122.  Public  facility  loans:  Provides  $2 
million  In  lieu  of  $18  million  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

No.  127.  Office  of  the  Administrator,  Pub- 
lic Facility  Loans:  Provides  $75,000  in  Ueu 
of  $210,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

No.  128.  Federal  Housing  Admlnlstrattoc : 
Increases  the  limitation  on  administrative 
expenses  from  $5,150,000  to  $5,500,000  In  lieu 
of  $6,500,000  as  propcised  by  the  Senate:  In- 
creases the  limitation  of  travel  from  $175,000 
to  $250,000  in  lieu  of  S355.000  as  proposed  l>y 
the  Senate;  Increases  the  limitation  on  non- 
administrative  expenses  from  $25  million  to 
$26,250,000  in  lieu  of  $28  milUon  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

No.  129.  Public  Housing  Admlnlstratloa : 
Increases  the  limitation  of  funds  available 
for  r.dministrative  expenses  to  $7,350,000  in 
lieu  of  the  Senate  increase  to  $7,750,000;  and 
Increases  the  limitation  on  travel  to  $540,000 
In  Ueu  of  the  Senate  Increase  to  $580,000. 

No.  130.  National  Capital  Planning  Com- 
mission, land  acquisition. 

No.  132.  Small  Business  Administration, 
salaries  and  expenses :  Allows  $200,000  In  lieu 
of  $350,000  proposed  by  the.  Senate.  Also 
Inserts  a  provision  authorizing  the  use  tf 
not  to  exceed  $2,500  of  the  funds  available 
to  the  St.  Lawrenc<!  Seaway  Development 
Corporation  for  administrative  expenses,  for 
emergencies  and  extiaordinary  expenses. 

No.  134.  Family  housing:  Allows  $75  mil- 
lion In  lieu  of  $175  million  proposed  by  the 
Senate.  Inserts  a  provision  to  authorise 
construction  of  the  Air  Force  Academy  prior 
to  the  approval  of  tha  title  to  the  land. 

No.  136.  Army  National  Guard :  Authorizes 
the  transfer  of  $1,600.00  in  lieu  of  the  Senate 
amount  of  $3  million  for  additional  State 
National   Guard   civilian   employees. 

No.  147.  Section  906,  roll-on  roll-off  ves- 
sels: Inserts  a  paragraph  authorizing  appro- 
priations in  lieu  of  the  Senate  paragraph  au- 
thorizing the  use  of  funds  available  to  the 
Department  of  Defense  for  the  purposes  au- 
thorized in  section  906. 

No.  148.  Section  907,  transfer  of  land  to 
the  Los  Angeles  County  High  School  District : 
Inserts  a  new  section  in  lieu  of  Senate  sec- 
tion 907  for  the  purpose  of  clarifying  the 
section. 
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No.  151.  Construction,  general:  Provides 
$5,985,000  in  lieu  of  $8,415,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 
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In  addition,  the  language  making  up  to 
$2  million  of  unexp)end«^d  funds  available 
for  projects  certified  as  essential  to  the 
national  defense  program  was  stricken  from 
the  bill. 

No.  154.  Operation  and  maintenance:  Pro- 
vides for  the  use  of  $600,000  of  available  funds 
for  Yaquina  Bay  in  lieu  of  an  appropriation 
of  $840,000  for  Yaquina  Bay,  Block  Island, 
and   Great  Salt  Pond. 

No.  155.  Mississippi  River  and  tributaries: 
Provides  for  a  transfer  of  $1  million  from 
operation  and  maintenance  In  lieu  of  an 
appropriation  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

No.  164.  Construction  of  tankers:  Allows 
$30  million  in  Ueu  of  $37,500,000  proposed 
by  the  Senate.  Completes  the  citation  to 
the   authorizing   legislation. 

No.     168.     Jamestown-Wllllamsburg-Tork- 

town  Celebration  CommlBslon:  Allows  $100.- 
000  In  lieu  of  $170,000  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
No.  187.  Section  1312,  ratification  saction: 
Corrects  section  numt>er. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  to  amendment  of  the 
Senate  No.  151. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  simply 
like  to  say  that  I  signed  the  conference 
report  with  the  exception  of  amend- 
ment No.  151.  That  involved  an  ex- 
penditure for  preventing  floods  in  North 
Adams,  Mass.  I  was  grievously  disap- 
pointed that  the  House  would  not  accept 
that  as  well  as  the  other  items  which 
were  contained  in  the  civil  functions  bill. 

In  order  not  to  take  the  time  of  the 
Senate,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  file 
a  brief  statement  at  this  point,  together 
with  a  table  showing  what  the  Senate 
has  done  in  the  last  5  years  on  such 
projects. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment and  table  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Once  again,  the  House  of  Representatives, 
in  spite  of  the  pleas  by  Congressman  Hesel- 
TON,  has  refused  to  agree  with  the  Senate  to 
allow  the  flood-control  project  at  North 
Adams  to  go  ahead.  They  have  once  again 
taken  lightly  the  safety  of  the  people  and 
the  industries  in  this  fine  city  in  Berkshire 
County.  I  know  the  fear  the  citizens  of 
North  Adams  have  of  a  flash  flood  pouring 
down  upon  them  from  the  steep  hills  above 
the  city. 

So  far  as  the  Senate  is  concerned,  I  am 
glad  to  say  that  in  1950.  at  my  urging,  they 
recognized    the    need    for    flood    control    at 
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North  Adams  and  voted  $S00,000  for  this 
project.  Every  single  year  since  1950,  tbe 
Senate  has  voted  money  for  this  project. 
Twice  they  have  voted  money  for  this  proj- 
ect. First,  after  the  House  refused  to  do  so. 
1640.000  was  passed  by  the  Seriate  In  the 
regular  biU  carrying  funds  for  fl<x>d  control. 
But  the  House  refused  to  concur.  At  my 
request,  and  that  of  Congressman  Hssklton, 
in  conjunction  with  requests  from  the  Army 
Engineers,  the  President,  in  a  supplemental 
budget,  requested  $940,000.  This  request 
came  to  the  Senate  and  the  Senate  promptly 
agreed  to  this  amount.  The  supplemental 
appropriation  bill  went  to  conference  be- 
tween the  Hovise  and  Senate.  Once  again 
the  House  disregards  the  safety  of  North 
Adams  and  has  just  voted  not  to  go  along 
with  the  Senate  on  this  anujimt  or  any 
amount.  As  a  member  of  that  conference. 
I  protested  vigorously  and  refused  to  recede 
on  the  amount  which  was  passed  by  the 
Senate. 

I  wish  to  thank  my  colleagues  In  the  Sen- 
ate for  supporting  me  as  to  the  need  for 
flood  control  In  North  Adams  In  every  single 
year  since  the  original  appropriation  in  1950 
and  twice  this  year.  I  want  my  friends  in 
North  Adams  to  recognize  that  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  have  their  welfare  at  heart 
and  I  shall  continue  to  strive  for  help  for 
them  in  continuing  this  worthy  project.  In 
the  words  of  the  senior  Senator  firom  Ari- 
zona— the  senior  Democrat  on  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  of  the  Senate — There  la  no 
more  worthy  project  in  the  United  States." 

So  that  the  record  can  spwak  for  itself,  I 
ask  to  have  printed  following  my  remarks, 
a  table  showing  appropriations  by  budget 
estimate.  House  action.  Senate  action,  and 
conference  action  in  each  of  the  last  6  years 

for  the  North  Adams  flood -control  project 
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■  I);s:»grft'.l  to  in  conference. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
agree  with  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts on  this  particular  item,  particu- 
larly in  relation  to  the  North  Adams 
project.  We  had  pictures  and  an  an- 
alysis of  that  project.  I  think  It  was 
a  worthy  project  which  should  have  been 
included  in  the  bill,  but,  after  all.  It  1$ 
necessary  at  times  to  make  compromises 
in  these  matters  in  order  that  a  Mil  nuty 
be  passed. 


There  are  other  items  on  which  Sen- 
ators may  want  to  speak.  The  Record 
should  be  made  clear  as  to  their  view- 
points. Certain  Senators  felt  they  were 
right  as  to  certain  items.  After  long 
arguments  and  a  thorough  examination 
of  each  item,  the  Senate  conferees  had 
to  recede  in  the  case  of  some  items,  and 
the  House  had  to  recede  in  the  case  of 
other  items.  In  my  opinion,  it  is  un- 
fortunate that  we  had  to  do  what  we  did 
on  amendment  No.  151. 

Mr.  CORDON.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  shall  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  because  he  has 
great  interest  in  one  of  these  items. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  the 
items  in  planning  and  construction  in- 
volved in  the  amendment  now  under 
consideration,  amendment  No.  151.  were 
items  for  advance  engineering  and  de- 
sign for  the  Sacramento  deep-water 
channel  in  California,  $150,000;  and  a 
series  of  multipurpose  projects  in  vari- 
ous parts  of  the  United  States,  where 
either  there  have  been  enacted  into  law 
provisions  for  partnership  participation 
or  with  reference  to  which  there  is  legis- 
lation pending  looking  toward  that  end. 

The  projects  which  were  included  by 
the  Senate  are  six:  The  Coosa  River 
project.  Alabama;  Canyon  River  Reser- 
voir. Tex.;  Markham  Ferry  Reservoir, 
Okla.:  John  Day  Reservoir,  in  Washing- 
ton and  Oresion,  on  the  Columbia  River; 
Priest  Rapids  Reservoir,  Wash.,  also  on 
the  Columbia  River;  Cougar  Rsservoir, 
Oreg.;  and  Green  Peter  Reservoir,  Oreg. 

Both  of  the  last  are  on  tributaries 
of  the  Willamette  River  In  that  State. 

The  amounts  as  passed  by  the  Senate 
were:  Coosa,  $100,000;  Canyon  Reser- 
voir. ^50,000:  Markham  Perry,  $100,000; 
John  Day  Reservoir.  $700,000;  Priest 
Rapids.  $350,000:  Cougar.  $150,000; 
Green  Peter.  $150,000. 

The  total  was  $1,750,000  for  the  group, 
including  the  Sacramento  Channel  work. 

Very  shortly  after  the  conference 
opened,  it  was  clear  that  the  House  had 
taken  a  very  definite,  firm,  and  fixed  po- 
sition with  respect  to  the  engineering 
funds  to  be  allowed  for  certain  of  the 
projects.  They  receded  and  agreed  with 
the  Senate  with  respect  to  the  Markham 
Ferry  Reservoir  in  Oklahoma  and  Priest 
Rapids  Reservoir  in  Washington,  these 
projects  having  been  authorized  for 
partnership  development  by  bills  passed 
at  this  session  of  Congress :  and  with  re- 
si)ect  to  Cougar  Reservoir  in  Oregon,  leg- 
islation for  which  has  passed  the  House 
and  is  now  pending  on  the  calendar  in 
the  Senate. 

The  House  refused  to  recede  with  re- 
spect to  Coosa  River;  with  respect  to 
Canyon  Reservoir;  with  respect  to  John 
Day  Reservoir,  and  with  respect  to 
Green  Peter  Reservoir. 

The  opposition  of  the  House  rested  on 
two  grounds.  One  was  with  respect  to 
certain  of  the  projects  because  of  lack 
of  authorization.  Two  of  these  projects 
are  included  in  the  omnibus  bill  which 
pnssed  jresterday.  but  which  we  hswi 
not  passed  at  the  time  of  the  conference. 
With  respect  to  others,  and  particu- 
larly with  respect  to  John  Day  Reser- 
voir, the  objection  rested  upon  the  fact 
that  the  item  had  been  included  in  the 


regular  civil  functions  appropriation  bill 
and  in  conference  the  House  had  refused 
to  recede.  It  should  be  pointed  out  that 
there  were  other  important  items  in  con- 
ference at  that  time.  From  the  stand- 
point of  the  Northwest,  the  items  of 
overriding  importance  involved  mainte- 
nance of  the  accelerated  schedule  of 
construction  on  our  great  multiple-pur- 
pose projects  which  are  now  under  ccm- 
struction.  The  House  conferees  agreed 
to  language  accomplishing  that  objec- 
tive. Perhaps  planning  money  for  John 
Day  could  have  been  obtained  if  the 
Senate  conferees  had  accepted  a  delay 
of  a  year  in  completion  of  the  Dalles 
Dam  and  Chief  Joseph  Dam.  It  was 
one  or  the  other  and  the  Senate  con- 
ferees agreed  to  the  compromise  which 
brought  the  greatest  benefit  to  the 
Northwest.  Therefore,  they  thought 
that  was  a  closed  tx>ok  at  this  session 
of  Congress. 

The  Senate  took  the  view  that  while 
that  principle  was  sound,  it  was  not  ap- 
plicable in  this  instance,  because  here 
the  request  was  for  advance  engineering 
funds  for  a  series  of  projects,  all  predi- 
cated upon  the  partnership  theory ;  all — 
if  the  iJtu-tnership  plan  can  be  worked 
out — to  be  constructed  only  partly  with 
Federal  money,  and  at  a  very  great  sav- 
ing in  Federal  investment. 

The  Senate  took  the  position  that  in 
view  of  the  attitude  of  this  administra- 
tion favoring  the  engineering  funds  for 
these  specific  projects  and  in  view  of  the 
position  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
to  the  same  point,  all  the  items  should  be 
allowed. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  my 
colleague  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Carlson  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  srield  to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  CORDON.    I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  it  not  true  that  Irre- 
spective of  whether  we  go  ahead  with 
the  partnership  principle  or  do  not  go 
ahead  with  the  jjartnership  principle  in 
the  case  of  these  particular  projects, 
these  funds  for  planning  would  be 
needed,  no  matter  who  built  the  proj- 
ects— whether  they  were  built  under  the 
combined  partnership  arrangement  or 
whether  they  were  built  by  the  Federal 
Government  alone? 

Mr.  CORDON.  My  colleague  is  un- 
questionably correct  in  making  that 
statement.  The  engineering  must  be 
done  at  some  time  or  other. 

However,  in  placing  the  items  in  this 
supplemental  appropriation  bill,  the  Sen- 
ate took  the  view  that  changed  condi- 
tions authorized  a  new  consideration. 
That  is  the  basis  on  which  I  submit  the 
matter  to  the  Senate. 

Although  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  Saltonstall]  and  I  approved 
the  conference  report,  we  excepted  from 
that  approval  of  this  particular  amend- 
ment; and  we  feel  that  some  statement 
on  it  should  properly  be  made  for  the 
Record. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say — because 
I  think  it  should  be  said  at  this  time — 
that  I  am  in  agreement  on  the  basic 
proposition  the  House  advanced ;  namely. 
that  once  projects  have  been  considered 
in  a  general  bill,  they  should  not  ttiere- 
after   come  up   for  consideration  in   a 
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tnpplemcDtal  bill.  However.  I  believe — 
Ml  I  Mvued  at  the  conference  meetings 
with  an  the  f  ocee  I  had— that  there  wUl 
always  be  ezeeptimis  to  that  basic  rule; 
that  there  are  eonditioiis  in  which  sub- 
sequent requests^  are  proper.  I  believe 
that  condition  existed  and  exists  with 
reject  to  these  projects. 

I  also  understand.  Mr.  President,  that 
legislation  is  compromise.  I  understand 
that  the  House  conferees  have  the  same 
rights  to  their  views  as  I  have  or  as  the 
other  Senate  conferees  have  to  their 
views.  I  understand  that  a  bill  of  the 
importance  of  this  one — amounting  to 
something  in  excess  of  $2  billion,  and 
containing  not  only  a  great  nimiber  of 
most  important  appropriation  items  in 
relation  to  civil  functions,  but  also  items 
for  the  District  of  Columbia;  the  legis- 
lative branch  and  the  Judiciary ;  the  De- 
partments of  State,  Justice,  and  Com- 
merce; the  Post  OflBce  Department;  the 
Treasury  Department;  the  Departments 
of  Labor  and  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare;  the  Department  of  Agriculture; 
the  Department  of  the  Interior;  items 
for  the  Independent  OflBces;  items  for 
military  construction;  items  for  emer- 
gency programs  and  activities;  items  re- 
lating to  claims  and  Judgments,  and  so 
on — ^must  pass;  and  I  understand  that 
there  comes  a  time  when  a  Member  must 
use  his  judgment  with  respect  to  whether 
argument  can  longer  be  effective. 

This  particular  conference  continued 
over  a  period  of  10  days.  At  its  con- 
clusion we  had  saved,  out  of  this  Ust. 
Markham  Ferry  Reservoir,  in  Olclahoma; 
Priest  Rapids  Dam,  in  Washington;  and 
Cougar  Reservoir,  in  Oregon.  We  lost 
the  Green  Peter  Reservoir,  in  Oregon; 
John  Day  Reservoir,  in  Washington  and 
Oregon;  Canyon  Reservoir,  in  Texas; 
and  the  Coosa  River  developments,  in 
Alabama. 

I  regret  that  we  were  unable  to  get  to- 
gether. I  have  no  criticism  of  those  on 
the  other  side  who  differed  with  me  and 
with  my  colleagues;  and  I  Join  with  my 
colleague,  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts, in  expressing  my  deep  appreciation 
of  the  loyal  support  which  was  given  to 
us  and  to  these  projects  by  every  one  of 
the  Senate  conferees. 

Mr.  President,  under  the  circum- 
stances, although  I  realize  that  I  might 
now  move  that  the  Senate  refuse  to 
accept  the  House  action  on  this  matter, 
yet  I  feel  that  should  not  be  done  under 
the  parliamentary  situation  in  which  we 
now  find  ourselves. 

So,  much  as  I  regret  to  do  it,  I  shall 
support  the  conference  report  and  the 
House  action,  in  order  that  we  may  get 
the  other  legislation  and  appropriations 
necessary  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  In 
the  case  of  amendment  No.  151.  the 
senior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Cordon]  has  very  ably  stated  the  case 
for  the  Senate  conferees.  All  of  us  did 
our  very  best  in  that  connection;  but 
Inasmuch  as  l^islation  is  the  art  of 
compromise,  the  time  came  when  we  had 
to  make  this  decision,  and  we  made  it. 

Therefore,  I  now  move  that  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  151. 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Michigan.  j 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  • 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  1 
now  move  that  the  Senate  recede  from 
its  amendment  No.  60.  I  shall  make  an 
explanation  in  that  connection. 

Amendment  No.  60  is  pure  legislation 
in  this  appropriation  biU.  After  we  had 
proposed  this  item,  the  Senate  and  the 
House  agreed  upon  such  legislation  in  a 
legislative  bill,  and  therefore  amend- 
ment No,  60  is  not  necessary. 

I  should  like  to  give  a  brief  explanation 
of  amendment  No.  71.  This  refers  to 
language  which  was  stricken  out  in  rela- 
tion to  the  moving  of  employees  from 
Baltimore.  Md.  to  Washington,  D.  C. 
When  that  amendment  was  taken  back 
in  disagreement,  the  Representative  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Jfdd]  moved  that  the 
House  recede  from  its  insistence  on  the 
amendment.  That  motion  was  defeated. 
Then  the  chairman  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations,  Mr.  Tabei. 
took  up  the  question  of  insisting  upon 
the  House  amendment.  That  motion 
was  carried  by  the  House.  So  today  we 
find  ourselves  in  a  position  where  we 
believe  it  is  well  to  recede.  Otherwise, 
we  would  have  to  take  this  amendment 
back  in  disagreement,  and  spend  more 
days  in  conference  on  this  question.  I 
am  convinced  that  the  House,  after  vot- 
ing, would  not  recede. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senate  recedes  on  this  particular  amend- 
ment, of  course  it  will  not  be  possible 
to  pay  compensation  to  the  employees 
who  have  already  moved  from  Balti- 
more to  Washington,  for  their  expenses 
Of  moving.   Is  that  not  right? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  So  far  as  this  legis- 
lation is  concerned,  that  is  true. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    I  am  glad  to  yield, 

Mr.  THYE.  When  Congress  recon- 
venes, in  the  next  Session,  the  question 
could  be  taken  up  at  the  time  of  con- 
sideration of  the  appropriation  bill,  ae 
we  study  it  in  1955? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  correct. 
,  Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to 
be  an  injustice,  when  an  executive  or  a 
department  orders  the  transfer  of  cer- 
tain employees  to  a  new  location,  for 
such  employee  to  be  denied  the  com- 
pensation which  applicable  laws  pro- 
vide for  such  employee  if  he  is  re- 
quested to  transfer  from  a  certain  lo- 
cation to  another.   Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  correct. 
But  the  law  is  also  clear  that  no  legis- 
lative act  is  binding  upon  the  next  legis- 
latiu-e.  A  bill  has  been  passed  authoriz- 
ing certain  acts,  but  if  this  Congress  does 
not  appropriate  the  money,  there  is  no 
way  to  compel  Congress  to  act. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield  further,  I  have  an- 
other question.  It  is  always  recognized 
that  a  Federal  employee  is  to  be  com- 
pensated if  a  bureau  or  agency  transfer* 
him  from  one  location  to  another. 


Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  understand  that 
is  the  rule. 

Mr.  THYE.     That  is  the  law. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     That  is  in  the  law. 

Mr,  THYE.    Yes;  that  Is  the  law. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  law  does  not 
apply  to  legislative  employees. 

Mr.  THYE.  It  does  not  apply  to  legis- 
lative employees,  but  the  matter  Tinder 
consideration  does  not  deal  with  a  legis- 
lative division. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     No. 

Mr.  THYE.  This  happens  to  relate  to 
the  Old  Age  and  Survivors  Insurance  Di- 
vision. It  refers  to  the  personnel  of  the 
headquarters  unit,  consisting  of  about 
450  employees. 

My  only  concern  Is  that  this  agency 
was  transferred  from  the  Washirigton, 
D.  C.  location  to  Baltimore  at  the  out- 
set of  World  War  II,  to  provide  addi- 
tional ofiBce  space  and  living  quarters 
for  the  employees  brought  to  the  District 
of  Columbia  under  the  war  emergency, 
with  the  speciflc  understanding  as  I  re- 
call, that  when  the  emergency  was  over 
the  headquarters  unit  would  be  moved 
back  to  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  the 
reason  that  they  are  in  constant  con- 
tact and  communication  with  the  De- 
partment of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare. It  is  an  inconvenient  and  ineffi- 
cient method  of  administration  if  one 
agency  is  located  in  Baltimore,  when  its 
services  are  constantly  In  demanid.  so 
far  as  the  Department  of  Health,  Edu- 
cation, and  Welfare  is  concerned,  in  con- 
nection with  records,  administrative 
policies,  and  other  transactions  which 
come  under  the  administrative  functions 
of  the  Old  Age  and  Survivors  Insurance 
Division. 

Therefore,  I  feel  that  Secretary  Hobby 
Is  justified  in  making  the  transfer  of 
this  Division  from  Baltimore  to  Wash- 
ington. If  we  deny  the  funds,  we  place 
that  agency  in  a  very  embarrassing  posi- 
tion, from  the  standpoint  of  the  em- 
ployees involved. 

My  question  is  this :  If  we  as  Members 
of  Congress  deny  by  specific  language 
in  appropriation  bills  the  right  of  the 
Secretary  to  compensate  those  em- 
ployees, we  are  in  a  sense  nullifying  a 
public  law  which  Is  on  the  statute  books 
relative  to  paying  compensation  of  em- 
ployees ordered  to  be  transferred  from 
one  location  to  another;  are  we  not? 

I  feel  very  strongly  that  we  are  not 
only  placing  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  Mrs.  Hobby,  in 
an  exceedingly  embarrassing  position, 
but  we  have  placed  the  employees  of  the 
Old-Age  and  Survivor's  Insurance  Bu- 
reau— the  headquarters  unit,  consisting 
of  some  450  employees — In  a  most  diflH- 
cult  financial  position,  because  they  are 
directed  to  transfer  from  Baltimore  to 
Washington,  and  are  compelled  to  suffer 
the  expense  of  transporting  their  house- 
hold goods  and  canceling  contracts  for 
living  quarters  and  disposing  of  their 
homes,  in  order  to  come  to  the  District, 
where  they  must  either  acquire  apart- 
ments or  rent  homes.  In  some  instances 
these  employees  have  purchased  homes 
in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

All  this  is  now  in  a  state  of  confusion, 
and  financial  hardship  is  being  worked 
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on  these  employees,  because  there  Is  lan- 
guage in  the  law  which  denies  the  Sec- 
retary of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare 
the  right  to  do  what  has  been  done  in 
previous  years,  to  compensate  the  em- 
ployees involved  for  the  expenses  in- 
curred. These  employees  were  paid 
when  they  were  ordered  transferred 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  to  Balti- 
more. Now,  when  they  are  supposed  to 
be  transferred  back,  the  law  we  are  ex- 
amining here,  in  the  form  of  this  con- 
ference rei?ort.  denies  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  the  right 
to  reimburse  these  employees,  as  pro- 
vided by  law,  for  transportation  and 
moving  expenses  incurred.  That  is  the 
objection  I  have  to  this  lamruage. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  will  say  for  the 
Record  that  this  money  would  be  taken 
out  of  the  trust  fund  of  this  organiza- 
tion. 

Mr.  THYE.  Most  certainly;  but  we 
have  forbidden  the  Secretary  to  use  the 
money  In  the  trust  fund  to  compensate 
these  employees  for  this  expense. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  what  our 
action  does. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  believe  it  Is  absolutely 
Indefensible,  from  the  standpoint  of 
Members  of  Congress.  However,  the 
House  has  absolutely  refused  to  allow 
this  payment,  by  a  vote  on  the  House 
floor.  If  we  were  to  reject  this  amend- 
ment and  send  it  back,  such  action 
would  only  involve  us  in  many  more 
hours,  and  ix>ssibly  days,  of  further  con- 
ference, with  the  end  result  the  same. 
Therefore,  I  can  only  hope  that  we  will 
give  this  question  very  careful  consid- 
eration, and  when  we  reconvene  in  the 
84th  Congress  I  hope  we  shall  make 
amends  for  the  errors  we  have  com- 
mitted in  this  particular  supplemental 
appropriation  bUl. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  noted  with  great 
disappointment  the  action  taken  with 
regard  to  amendment  No.  63.  The  bill 
now  appropriates  only  $900,000  for  the 
training  and  traineeship  program  of  the 
Office  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation,  in- 
.stead  of  the  $1,831,000  proposed  by  the 
Senate.  This  represents  a  cut  of  more 
than  one-half  in  the  original  appropri- 
ation. 

I  believe  every  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare, 
which  considered  this  bill,  felt,  as  I  did. 
that  the  question  of  training  and 
traineeship  was  one  of  the  most  impor- 
Unt  parts  of  the  bill,  if  not  the  most 
important  part — really  the  heart  of  the 
bill.  It  is  a  source  of  veiT  great  dis- 
appointment and  disturbance  to  me  to 
observe  that  that  highly  important  ap- 
propriation has  been  reduced  by  more 
than  50  percent,  leaving  only  $900,000. 
I  wonder  whether  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  could  present  an  explanation 
of  that  action. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  can  only  say  that 
this  subject  was  given  long  and  serious 
consideration. 

The  Senate  conferees  insisted  upon 
the  amount  of  $1,831,000.  However,  in 
order  to  have  this  item  remain  in  the 


bill  it  was  necessary  to  compromise. 
The  original  amount  was  put  in  the  bill 
in  the  Senate.  No  figure  was  provided 
in  the  House  bill.  Therefore,  in  con- 
ference, we  were  negotiating  from 
nothhig  to  $1,831,000. 

That  was  our  difficulty.  There  was 
nothing  in  the  House  bill.  Therefore 
we  finally  had  to  accept  the  $900,000. 

1  have  a  note  which  states  that  the 
$500,000  appropriation  was  made  on  a 
matching  basis  of  66 ^-percent  Federal 
to  33  Vs -percent  State,  and  that  the 
$400,000  was  for  transfer  to  the  Public 
Health  Service  for  the  training  of 
physicians,  which  would  be  provided  by 
Federal  funds. 

Therefore,  when  we  are  providing 
$500,000  on  a  66=^ -percent  basis,  the 
Federal  Government  will  be  putting  up 

2  dollars  for  every  dollar  of  State  funds. 
The   $400,000    is   for   starting    a    new 

program.  TTierefore,  it  was  felt  that 
$400,000  would  be  sufficient  with  which 
to  start  the  program. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  We  have  in  this  coun- 
try today  a  backlog  of  at  least 
2,000,000- 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Handicapped  people. 

Mr.  LEIHMAN.     Handicapped  people. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  correct.  I 
have  the  greatest  sympathy  with  the 
Senator's  stand  on  the  subject,  and  I 
share  his  views.  This  was  another  in- 
stance where  compromise  was  necessary. 
All  legislation,  of  course,  is  the  result  of 
compromise.  We  had  to  recede  on  this 
item,  as  we  had  to  recede  on  some 
other  items,  or  get  nothing.  The  House 
bill  contained  no  figure.  This  is  legisla- 
tion to  carry  out  a  new  program. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Of  course  I  realize  we 
can  either  accept  the  conference  rep>ort 
or  reject  it.  I  realize  that  is  our  only 
choice. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  correct.  At 
the  same  time  we  are  trying  to  make  a 
record  of  how  we  feel  about  it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  want  to  make  the 
record,  if  I  possibly  can,  by  protesting 
as  vehemently  and  as  vigorously  as  I 
can  against  this  reduction.  As  I  have 
said,  there  are  a  minimum  of  2  million 
handicapped  people  in  the  country  to- 
day. That  is  the  backlog  as  of  today. 
That  number  is  increasing  by  not  less 
than  250,000  a  year.  The  program  will 
make  a  very  small  dent  imder  any  cir- 
cumstances. I  am  sure  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
which  handled  the  bill  will  bear  me  out 
when  I  say  that  all  of  us  feel  that  the 
training  and  traineeship  program  is 
really  the  core  and  heart  of  the  whole 
program. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  Without  it  we  can 
accomplish  very  little. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  correct. 
However,  we  must  also  realize  that  the 
House  felt  we  were  starting  from 
scratch,  and  that  with  only  10  months 
remaining,  the  amount  appropriated 
would  be  sufficient.    There  Is  the  right. 


of  course,  to  come  back  for  a  deficiency 
appropriation  on  this  kind  of  program. 
beginning  on  the  1st  of  January  1955. 
It  was  felt  that  the  amount  would  be 
sufficient  for  the  present. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    I  am  glad  to  know 
that  the  Senator  from  Michigan  is  in 
sympathy  with  our  views. 
Mr.  FERGUSON,    Certainly. 
Mr.   PURTEIiL.    Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  PURTELL.  I  should  like  to  Join 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
York  in  indicating  what  the  effect  will 
be  on  the  training  and  traineeship  pro- 
gram with  respect  to  the  comprehensive 
vocational  rehabilitation  program  upon 
which  we  have  embarked.  It  is  not  an 
entirely  new  program.  I  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan;  it  is  a  new  phase 
of  an  old  program. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  TTiat  is  correct, 
Mr.  PURTEIJi.  As  the  Senator  from 
New  York  has  stated,  the  tooling-up  pe- 
riod is  an  essential  part  of  the  whole 
program.  I  understood  that  during  the 
tooling-up  period  there  would  be  money 
available  for  training  and  traineeships 
which  would  not  be  on  a  matching 
b£tsls 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  $400,000  is  not 
on  that  basis. 

Mr.  PURTELL.  But  the  $500,000  ia 
tied  up  on  a  matching  basis  of  2  to  1. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  correct 
Mr.  PURTELL.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  Record  show  that  I  certainly  hope 
next  year  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
will  join  the  Senator  from  New  York 
and  many  other  Senators  to  make  sure 
that  we  permit  the  tooling-up  period 
to  proceed  in  connection  with  this  very 
important  rehabilitation  program,  with- 
out its  being  tied  up  on  a  2-to-l  basis 
with  respect  to  the  $500,000  appropria- 
tion. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  We  will  certainly 
let  the  conferees  or  anyone  connected 
with  this  matter  know  our  feeling  and 
ask  them  to  bear  that  point  in  mind. 
We  did  so  this  time,  but  the  House  was 
insistent.  In  order  to  get  the  $900,000. 
we  had  to  put  the  $500,000  on  a  match- 
ing basis  of  2  to  1. 

Mr.  President,  the  next  item  is  amend- 
ment No.  130.  I  merely  wish  to  say  that 
that  was  a  question  of  appropriations  for 
the  puri)ose  of  buying  a  piece  of  land  on 
one  of  the  parkways  in  Virginia.  It  is 
an  eyesore,  because  there  is  an  oil  re- 
finery on  it  at  the  present  time,  and 
there  has  been  a  fire  on  it.  The  Senate 
provided  $60,000  as  the  Federal  share. 
The  State  of  Virginia  and  Arlington 
County  were  to  pay  a  certain  amount. 
When  the  bill  was  returned  to  the  House, 
the  House  insisted  that  it  would  not  pay 
any  amount.  Therefore,  it  was  essential 
to  strike  that  out. 

I  understand  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment has  foreclosed  a  mortgage  on 
the  property. 

Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
recede  from  its  amendments  Nos.  60,  71. 

and  130.  

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER.    The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Michigan. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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August  18 


KOCOnVE  SESSION 

KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  tbat  tbe  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  tbe 
Senate  m-oceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  ezecutire  business. 


DEPARIHENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 

Vi.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
after  consultation  with  tbe  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  nomination 
of  Trevor  Gardner  to  be  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  the  Air  Force,  be  recommitted 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

The  FRESIDINa  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


LEGISLATiyE  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWIiAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  leg- 
islative business. 

Mr.  KNOWLiAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
am  about  to  announce  to  the  Senate  that 
we  will  proceed  to  the  call  of  the  calen- 
dar for  the  consideration  of  bills  to 
which  there  is  no  objection.  First,  how- 
ever, I  shall  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

PERSONAL   STATEMENT   BY    SENA- 
TOR LANGER 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  last 
night  when  ttie  conference  report  on  the 
farm  bill  was  under  consideration.  I  an- 
noimced.  as  is  shown  at  page  14785  of 
theJlEcoBo: 

ICr.  Lamobs.  til.  President,  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  expects  to  vote  against 
the  conference  report.  He  makes  that  an- 
nouncement because  of  the  fact  that  it  la 
expected  to  have  a  voice  vote,  not  a  yea  and 
nay  vote.  I  am  against  the  bill,  and  I  desire 
the  Rbcoko  so  to  show. 

Some  time  later  that  evening  the  dis- 
tlngiiished  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Thye]  said: 

Mr.  T^TK.  Mr.  President,  the  reason  I 
sought  recognition  was  that  while  I  was  act- 
ing as  majority  leader  this  afternoon  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  (Mr.  Lancxh] 
asked  me  specifically  whether  there  would  be 
a  record  vote  this  evening.  I  told  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Dakota  it  was  my  informa- 
tion that  there  would  not  be  a  record  vote. 
Therefore  the  Senator  left  the  floor.  If  we 
were  to  have  a  record  vote,  I  would  feel  that 
I  had  erred  greatly,  that  I  had  misinformed 
one  of  my  colleagues,  and  that  there  would 
have  been  committed  an  error  that  shoiild 
not  have  been  committed. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  my  vote 
"nay"  should  appear  among  the  other 
"nay"  votes  in  the  Rxcoro. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
feel  in  this  situation  that  the  minority 
leader  should  be  present.  The  distin- 
guished Senator  from  North  Dakota  has 
correctly  outlined  the  situation.  The 
dlstingiilshed  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Thtx]  did  make  it  clear  that  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  had  spoken 
to  him. 


Both  the  rules  and  the  precedents  of 
the  Senate  are  against  changing  the  roll 
call  once  a  yea-and-nay  vote  has  been 
taken  and  announced.  If  the  Senatof 
has  had  the  opportunity  to  read  th« 
Recori),  I  think  he  will  see  that  the  ma- 
jority leader  was  trying  to  recess  the 
Senate  until  10  o'clock  this  morning, 
which  would  have  prevented  the  difiQculty 
which  the  Senator  has  had. 

It  seems  to  me,  xmder  the  circum- 
stances, that  the  Senator's  announce- 
ment as  to  his  position,  the  statement 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Thye],  and  the  colloquy  which  fol- 
lowed, prior  to  the  recess  last  night,  give 
ample  reasons  why  the  Senator  was  not 
present.  I  know  he  has  been  very  dil- 
igent in  discharging  his  heavy  respon- 
sibilities. 

I  should  like  very  much  to  be  able  to 
agree  offhand,  but  I  woufd  have  to  ex- 
plore both  the  precedents  and  the  rules, 
because  there  might  be  other  occasions. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator.  Ordinarily  I  remain 
in  the  Chamber  until  the  Senate  ad- 
journs or  recesses  no  matter  how  late 
the  hour,  but  as  the  Senator  knows, 
there  is  very  severe  illness  in  my 
family. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  know  that;  and  I 
know  that  no  one  having  a  knowledge 
of  the  facts  and  having  read  the  Record 
and  the  statement  of  the  Senator  has 
any  doubt  as  to  the  Senator's  very 
prompt  and  diligent  attendance  upon  the 
duties  of  the  Senate.  There  has  been 
very  serious  illness  in  his  family;  and 
any  Senator,  in  like  circumstances, 
would  have  felt  when  he  left  last  night 
that  there  would  not  be  a  yea-and-nay 
vote.  I  regret  very  much  that  the  Sen- 
ator missed  it.  but  I  am  sure  that  his 
position  in  opposition  which  he  has  so 
ably  announced  from  time  to  time, 
leaves  no  doubt  in  the  mind  of  anyone 
that,  had  he  been  present,  he  would  have 
voted  against  the  conference  report.  I 
tliink  the  Record  can  stand  on  that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  state  that  under  rule  XII  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  would  not  be 
permitted  to  vote,  even  by  unanimous 
consent,  once  the  vote  had  been  an- 
nounced. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  was  not  clear  on 
that  point.  Frankly,  I  wanted  a  little 
time  to  explore  the  situation. 


ORDER  FOR  CALL  OF  THE 
CALENDAR 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  immediately 
following  a  quorum  call  we  may  have 
a  calendar  call  for  unobjected-to  bills, 
beginning  with  No.  19  on  the  calendar, 
page  5,  and  running  through  to  where 
we  ended  last  time,  which  was  No.  2392. 
following  with  the  bills  which  were 
placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar,  which 
will  be  taken  up  seriatim. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  imanimous-consent  re- 
quest is  granted. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roU. 


The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Green 

McCarthy 

Anderson 

Hayden 

McClelian 

Barrett 

Hendrlckson 

Miuikln 

Beall 

Hennlngs 

Monroney 

Bennett 

Hlckenlooper 

Morse 

Bo  wring 

Hill 

Mundt 

Brlcker 

Holland 

Murray 

Bush 

Humphrey 

Neely 

Butler 

Ives 

Pastore 

Byrd 

Jaclcson 

Payne 

Carlson 

Johnson,  Cclo. 

Potter 

Case 

Johnson,  Tex. 

PurteU 

Chavez 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Reynolds 

Clements 

Kefauver 

Robertson, 

Cooper 

Kennedy 

Russell 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Saltonetall 

Crlppa 

KUgore 

8choeppel 

Dlrksen 

Knowland 

Smathers 

Duff 

Kuchel 

Smith.  Maine 

Dworf^hak 

Langer 

Smith,  N.^. 

Ellender 

Lehman 

Stennls 

Ervln 

Lennon 

Symington 

Ferguson 

Long 

Thye 

Prear 

Magnuson 

Watklns 

Fulbrlght 

Malone 

Williams 

George 

Mansfield 

Young 

Goldwater 

Martin 

Gore 

McCarran 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wil.ry] 
is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  I  Mr. 
Capehart]  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
(Mr.  Welker]  are  absent  on  ofllcial 
business. 

The  senior  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  Bridges],  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders],  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner],  and  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Upton]  are  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bttfke],  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel],  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas],  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Eastland]. 
and  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Maybank]  are  absent  on  offlcial 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Virgrinla  [Mr.  Btrd] 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sp.arkman]  are  nece.ssarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  (Mr.  Gillette] 
is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Payne  in  the  chair).  A  quorum  is 
present. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  now  proceed  with  the  call  of 
the  calendar,  in  accordance  with  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  first  bill  on 
the  calendar. 


BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS  PASSED 
OVER 

The  bill  (S.  242)  to  provide  for  the 
establishment  of  a  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration domiciliary  facility  at  Fort 
Logan,  Colo.,  was  announced  as  first  in 
order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  biU  (S.  59)  for  the  relief  of  Felix 
Kortschok  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  57)  to  amend 
rule  Xiii  of  the  standing  rules  relative 
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to  motions  to  reconsider  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  res- 
olution will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  1663)  to  increase  the  sal- 
aries of  Members  of  Congress,  judges  of 
the  United  States  courts,  and  United 
States  attorneys,  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  SMATHERS.  Over. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  20)  amending 
the  cloture  rule  with  resp)ect  to  the  num- 
ber required  for  adoption  of  a  cloture 
motion  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  biU 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  1857)  to  amend  certain 
statutes  providing  expeditious  judicial 
proceedings  for  the  condemnation  of 
lands  for  public  purposes  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  1396)  to  authorize  the 
adoption  of  certain  rules  with  respect  to 
the  broadcasting  or  telecasting  of  profes- 
sional baseball  exhibitions  in  interstate 
commerce,  and  for  other  purposes,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  SMATHERS.  Over. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bUl 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  1806)  to  amend  the  Navy 
ration  statute  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
serving  of  oleomargarine  or  margarine 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  848)  to  prescribe  policy 
and  procedure  in  connection  with  con- 
struction contracts  made  by  executive 
agencies  and  for  other  purpases,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  SMATHERS.  Over. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  281)  to  amend  section  1 
a7)  (a),  section  13  (3),  and  section  13 
(4)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  in 
order  to  extend  to  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  power  to  prescribe 
the  discontinuance  of  certain  railroad 
services  in  intrastate  commerce  when 
found  to  be  unreasonably  discriminatory 
against  or  to  constitute  an  undue  burden 
on  interstate  commerce  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  2413)  to  provide  an  elected 
mayor,  city  council,  school  board,  and 
nonvoting  Delegate  to  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, and  for  other  purposes,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  1243)  to  amend  the  War 
Contractors  Relief  Act  with  respect  to 
the  definition  of  a  request  for  relief,  to 
authorize  consideration  and  settlement 
of  certain  claims  of  subcontractors,  to 
provide  reasonable  compensation  for  the 


services  of  partners  and  proprietors,  and 
for  other  purposes,  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over.         

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6648)  to  amend  sec- 
tion 205  of  the  Small  Business  Act  of 
1953  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over.         

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  2404)  to  authorize  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  to  require  reason- 
able bonds  from  packers  was  annoimced 
as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  49)  to  enable  the  people  of 
Hawaii  to  form  a  constitution  and  State 
government  and  to  be  admitted  into  the 
Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  orig- 
inal States  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.   SMATHERS.     Over. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  50)  to  provide  for  the  ad- 
mission of  Alaska  into  the  Union  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 
Mr.   SMATHERS.     Over. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  2244)  to  provide  for  pro- 
motion by  merit  of  employees  in  the 
postal  services  and  to  estabUsh  uniform 
procedures  for  examination  and  ap- 
pointment of  candidates  for  promotion 
to  super\'isory  positions  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  SMATHERS.  Over. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  509)  to  confer  jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment 
upon  claims  of  customs  officers  and  em- 
ployees to  extra  compensation  for  Sun- 
day, holiday,  and  overtime  services  per- 
formed after  August  31,  1931,  and  not 
heretofore  paid  in  accordance  with  ex- 
isting law  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  resolution  (S.  207)  requiring  a 
yea  and  nay  vote  on  the  question  of  ad- 
vising and  consenting  to  the  ratification 
of  treaties  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over.         

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  res- 
olution will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  42)  to  provide  for  attor- 
neys' liens  in  proceedings  before  the 
courts  or  other  departments  and  agen- 
cies of  the  United  States  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
by  request,  I  asl:  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  692)  to  prohibit  discrim- 
ination in  employment  because  of  race, 
color,  religion,  national  origin,  or  ances- 
try was  announced  as  next  ih  order. 
Mr.  SMATHERS.  Over. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The  bill 
will  he  passed  over. 


The  biU  (S.  2910)  providing  for  the 
creation  of  certain  United  States  judge- 
ships, and  for  other  purposes,  was  an- 
noimced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
this  is  clearly  not  calendar  business.  For 
that  reason,  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  biU 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  44)  to  provide  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  deputy  United  States  mar- 
shals without  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
the  civil  service  laws  and  regulations  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  2373)  to  limit  hi  certeiB 
cases  the  power  of  a  single  justice  or 
judge  of  the  United  States  to  grant  a 
stay  of  execution  or  sentence  in  connec- 
tion with  a  habeas  corpus  proceeding  or 
other  proceeding  collaterally  attacking 
the  conviction  of  any  person  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     By  requ^t.  over. 

The  PRESEDINa  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  2020)  to  amend  section  433 
of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  relating 
to  exemptions  with  resE>ect  to  certain 
contracts  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


CONVEYANCE  OP  CERTAIN  LAND  IN 
ARKANSAS  —  BILL  PLACED  AT 
FOOT    OP   CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4017)  to  provide  for  the 
conveyance  of  certain  land  and  improve- 
ments to  the  England  Special  School  Dis- 
trict of  the  State  of  Arlcansas  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for 
an  explanation,  please^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  An  ex- 
planation has  been  requested. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  does  not 
seem  to  be  present  on  the  floor.  I  there- 
fore ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill 
go  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  go  to  the  foot  of 
the  calendar. 


BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS    PASSED 
OVER 

The  bill  (S.  23)  to  make  it  unlawful  for 
a  member  of  a  Communist  organization 
to  hold  an  office  or  employment  with  any 
labor  organization  and  to  permit  the  dis- 
charge by  emplojrers  of  persons  who  are 
members  of  organizations  designated  as 
subversive  by  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3915)  to  permit  the 
mining,  development,  and  utilization  of 
the  mineral  resources  of  all  pubUc  lands 
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withdrawn  or  reserved  for  power  devel- 
opsaeat  and  for  other  purposes  was  an- 
aounced  as  next  In  order. 
Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIQINa  OFPICEEl.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  144)  requiring 
a  yea  and  nay  vote  on  the  passage  of 
joint  resolutions  proposing  amendments 
to  the  Constitution  was  announced  as 

next  in  order. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Over. 

The  PRBSIDINO  OFFICER.  The  res- 
olution will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3199)  to  authorize  addi- 
tional use  of  Government  motor  vehicles 
at  isolated  Qovernment  installations, 
and  for  other  purposes  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


LEO  P.  PINDER 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2876)  for  the  relief  of  Leo  F. 
Finder,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  2.  line  7,  after  the 
word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4104)  for  the  relief  of 
Frank  St.  Charles  was  announced  as. 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bUl 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6033)  for  the  relief  of 
Albert  Vincent,  Sr.,  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5572)  for  the  reUef  of 
Lt.  Comdr.  Cook  Cleland  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr,  SMATHERS.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (8.  3158)  to  eliminate  cmnu- 
latlve  voting  of  shares  of  stock  in  the 
election  of  directors  of  national  bank- 
ing associates  was  annoimced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3190)  to  amend  section  3 
of  the  act  of  January  2,  1951,  prohibit- 
ing the  transportation  of  gambling  de- 
vices in  interstate  and  foreign  commerce 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over,  by  request 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3542)  to  prohibit  trans- 
mission of  certain  gambling  informa- 
tion in  interstate  and  foreign  com- 
merce by  commimications  facilities 
was  annoimcedas  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bin 
Will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3435)  to  amend  the  act 
relating  to  the  administration  of  the 
Washington  National  Airport  to  in- 
corporate the  Washington  National  Air- 
port Corp.,  and  for  other  purposes  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7395)  to  amend  the 
definition  of  "airman"  in  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Act  of  1938.  and  for  other 
purposes  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7815)  to  provide  for 
the  construction,  operation,  and  mainte- 
nance of  the  Cougar  Dam  and  Reservoir 
on  the  South  Pork  McKenzie  River, 
Oregon,  with  participation  for  power  by 
the  city  of  Eugene,  Oreg.,  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  biU  (S.  880)  to  amend  the  license 
law  of  the  District  of  Columbia  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  2601)  to  provide  for  Fed- 
eral financial  assistance  to  the  States 
and  Territories  in  the  construction  of 
public  elementary  and  secondary  school 
facilities  was  announced  as  next  in 
order.  i 

Mr.  RUSSELL.     Over.  ' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  COOPER  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Senate  return  to  Calendar  No.  1797, 
Senate  bill  2601.  If  consent  is  granted, 
it  is  my  purpose  to  request  unanimous 
consent  that  the  bill  be  placed  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar,  because  I  should 
like  to  speak  briefly  on  the  bill,  in  the 
hojje  that  the  Senators  who  have  ob- 
jected may  withdraw  their  objections. 

The  PRESIDING  OITICER.  The 
Chair  will  state  that  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  RussellI  entered  objec- 
tion to  the  bill.  The  Chair  does  not  see 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  on  the  floor 
at  this  time,  but  the  Chair  will  ask 
whether  there  is  objection  to  the  unani- 
mous-consent request  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President. 
Within  the  last  5  days,  this  is  about  the 
third  time  we  have  reached  this  bill  on 
the  calendar.  Most  Senators  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle  are  very  much  in  favor 
of  the  bill,  and  I  think  there  are  some  on 
the  other  side  of  the  aisle  who  are  very 
much  in  favor  of  it.  It  is  a  matter  of 
great  importance  to  the  school  people  ^11 
over  the  country.  j 

It  seems  to  me  that,  rather  than  ^- 
gravate  this  matter — and  I  say  this  in 
all  kindliness,  nonetheless — for  political 
purposes,  the  fact  is  that  the  bill  can  be 
scheduled  for  debate  and  passage  at  any 
time  that  the  majority  leader  decides  to 
have  that  done. 


So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  we  have  had 

this  bill  up  on  three  different  occasions. 
If  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  wishes  to 
submit  a  statement  for  the  Recgrd,  well 
and  good;  we  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Kentucky  has  asked  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  Senate  return  to 
Calendar  No.  1797.  Senate  bill  J601.  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell]  had  entered  objection. 

Mr.  COOPER.  My  purpose  is  simply 
to  request  unanimous  consent  that  the 
bill  be  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar, 
not  that  it  be  debated  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
no  objection  to  having  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  make  any  statement  he  may 
see  fit  to  make,  under  the  rules,  at  the 
present  time,  but  I  know  of  no  reason 
why  the  bill  should  again  go  to  the  foot 
of  the  calendar.  I  believe  it  has  already 
taken  that  course  on  at  least  two  other 
occasions,  and  p>erhaps  more. 

If  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  wishes 
to  make  a  further  statement  With  respect 
to  the  bill,  I  have  no  objection  to  return- 
ing to  the  bill  for  that  purpose;  but  I 
see  no  reason  why  the  bill  should  be 
placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-conaent  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  to  my  good  friend,  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia,  that  I  did  not 
wish  to  interrupt  the  call  of  the  calen- 
dar at  this  time  in  order  to  make  a  state- 
ment on  the  bill. 

However,  the  bill  is  important;  and  if  it 
can  be  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 
I  should  like  to  speak  at  that  time  to 
point  out  to  the  Senate  why  I  bslieve  the 
bill  is  important — and  with  the  hope 
that  the  objection  which  has  been  made 
will  be  withdrawn,  or  that  perhaps  the 
bill  will  be  placed  on  the  schedule  for 
passage  at  this  ses.sion. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  accordance 
with  the  very  fair  suggestion  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia — who,  as  I  under- 
stand, has  no  objection  to  returning  to 
the  bill  at  this  point,  so  that  under  the 
5-mihute  rule  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky can  make  whatever  explanation  of 
the  bill  he  wishes  to  make — then,  I  sup- 
pose, all  Senators  will  be  able  to  reserve 
judgment  as  to  what  statement  of  objec- 
tion or  what  other  statement  they  may 
care  to  make. 

So  I  think  we  shall  facilitate  the  han- 
dling of  the  matter  if  such  consent  is 
granted,  so  that  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky may  make  his  statement  now. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  1$  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky? 

Without  objection,  the  Senate  will  now 
return  to  Calendar  No.  1797,  Senate 
bill  2601. 

The  question  is.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 
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Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  as  we 
near  the  close  of  the  session,  and  inas- 
much as  I  feel  very  deeply  about  the  im- 
portance of  the  bill.  I  wish  to  explain 
at  this  time  the  purpose  of  the  biU. 
S.  2601.  entitled  the  "Emergency  Public 
School  Construction  Act  of  1954." 

Tlie  Senate  will  remember  that  4  years 
ago  the  Congress  directed  that  a  sur- 
vey be  made  of  school  facilities  in  the 
United  States,  and  particularly  of  the 
availability  of  classrooms  for  the  school- 
children of  the  country.  The  survey 
was  made,  and  the  results  of  the  survey 
should  address  themselves  to  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  Congress.  The  survey  shows 
that  in  the  United  States  there  is  a 
deflcit  of  classrooms  needed  to  properly 
house  at  least  IVz  million  children — a 
deficit  of  approximately  250,000  class- 
rooms. The  survey  further  shows  that 
the  total  cost  of  providing  the  needed 
classrooms  would  amount  to  approxi- 
mately $10  billion  or  $12  billion.  The 
survey  indicates  that  local  governments 
and  local  school  boards  are  able  to  pro- 
vide perhaps  $5  billion  or  (6  billion  of 
the  $10  billion  or  $12  billion  needed  to 
make  whole  the  deficit. 

President  Eisenhower,  in  his  message 
to  the  Congress  on  the  state  of  the 
Union  last  year,  stated  as  one  of  his 
recommendations  that  the  Congress 
should  take  account  of  this  need,  one 
which  relates  directly  to  the  educa- 
tion of  the  children  of  the  Nation,  and 
should  make  provision  for  assisting  in  the 
construction  of  school  facilities. 

As  a  result  of  the  President's  sugges- 
tion, several  bills  were  introduced  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  in  the 
Senate.  I  introduced  Senate  bill  2601. 
Hearings  were  held  by  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Education  and 
Public  Welfare;  and  after  comprehen- 
sive hearings  and  discussion  by  the  com- 
mittee. Senate  bill  2601  was  reported  to 
the  Senate  by  the  unanimous  vote  of  the 
members  of  the  committee.  I  reported 
the  bill,  and  there  are  joined  as  sponsors 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  our  com- 
mittee. Senator  Sioth  of  New  Jersey, 
and  Senators  Upton,  BowRnfC,  Moiiray, 
Hill,  Neelt,  Clements,  Douglas,  Kxh- 
KEDY,  and  McClellan.  S.  2601  is  an 
emergency  bill.  It  authorizes  for  each 
of  the  next  2  fiscal  years,  ending  July  1. 
1956,  an  appropriation  of  $250  million 
for  each  of  the  2  years.  The  bill  pro- 
vides that  the  money  shall  be  appor- 
tioned to  the  States  on  the  basis  of  a 
formula  which  is  well  known  to  the 
Senate:  it  is  the  Hill-Burton  formula, 
used  in  the  allocation  of  funds  for  hos- 
pital construction.  One-half  of  the  al- 
locations to  the  States  will  be  based  upon 
the  Hill -Burton  formula,  which  takes 
into  consideration  both  school  popula- 
tion, and  the  relative  per  capita  income 
of  the  States. 

In  order  to  be  fair  to  all  of  the  States, 
particularly  those  States  in  the  North 
who  believe  the  Hill -Burton  formula  too 
favorable  to  the  lower-income  States, 
one-half  of  the  allocation  takes  into  ac- 
count the  school  population  and  school 
age.  5  to  17  years  in  all  the  States.  Con- 
trol is  left  entirely  to  the  States.  The 
States  will  submit  to  the  Department  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  a  list  of 
schools  based  on  the  priority  of  need  for 


assistance — ^listing  the  school  districts  in 
greatest  need.  Then  if  the  programs 
are  approved — and  approval  ia  prac- 
tically mandatory — 40  percent  of  the 
cost  would  be  supplied  through  use  of 
Federal  funds  authorized  by  this  act.  and 
the  remaining  60  percent  would  be  paid 
by  the  local  agencies.  I  will  file  later  a 
complete  statement  showing  the  need 
for  school  rooms  and  the  help  that  my 
bill  would  give  to  each  State. 

I  believe  this  is  a  bill  of  importance. 
It  affects  all  the  school  children  in  the 
country.  It  would  help  a  deflcit  in  class- 
rooms and  school  facilities  which  has 
been  ascertained  by  virtue  of  the  repKirt 
greeted  by  the  Congress  itself.  I  have 
urged  again  and  again  that  this  bill  be 
brought  up  for  passage  before  the  Con- 
gress adjourns.  I  ask  that  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  be  given  a  chance  to  ex- 
press themselves  on  this  important  bill. 
It  is  a  bill  for  the  school  children,  for  the 
youth  of  the  Nation,  and  will  strengthen 
this  country. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Florida  for  yield- 
ing to  me  for  this  statement. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  agree  with  me  that  this  bill 
seeks  to  effectuate  and  implement  the 
great  educational  tenet  of  one  of  the 
country's  greatest  Democrats,  Thomas 
Jefferson,  who  said  that  the  strength  of 
a  democracy  can  be  no  greater  than  the 
enlightenment  of  its  i>eople? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  believe  so. 

I  might  say  also  that  a  Senator  who 
Just  recently  served  among  us  in  this 
chamber — one  considered  to  be  a  great 
American  conservative,  one  who  was  also 
one  of  the  great  American  liberals,  in  his 
concern  for  individual  freedom,  and  op- 
portunity— the  late  Senator  from  Ohio, 
Robert  A.  Taft,  again  and  again  spon- 
sored bills  such  as  this;  and  urged 
and  secured,  with  the  help  of  other  Sen- 
ators, their  passage  by  the  Senate.  I 
earnestly  urge  that  we  be  given  the 
chance  to  vote  on  this  bill  for  the  school 
children  of  America. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  5  minutes  have  expired. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare.  I  rise  to 
endorse  the  statement  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cooper]. 

The  Committee  on  Labor  and  PubUc 
Welfare  considered  a  number  of  bills  in 
this  field.  The  distinguished  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cooper]  was  chair- 
man of  a  very  able  subcommittee,  which 
examined  all  those  bills.  We  had  the 
advice  of  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

While  our  committee  is  making  an 
overall  survey  in  connection  with  an- 
other bill  with  regard  to  the  school  needs 
of  this  country,  we  felt  that  it  was  im- 
perative this  year  for  us  to  meet  the 
immediate  emergency  needs.  This  2- 
year  bill  was  therefore  first  refwrted 
from  the  subcommittee  to  our  full  com- 
mittee, and  then  considered  at  length 
by  the  full  committee.   The  formula  was 


worked  out.   and  we  unanimously  re- 
ported the  bin  to  the  caleiuiar. 

I  am  very  hopeful  that  the  desire  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  who  has 
been  doing  a  yeoman's  job  in  this  con- 
nection, can  be  achieved,  and  that  the 
bill  can  be  debated  and  passed  before 
Congress  adjoiirns.  It  is  a  very  Impor- 
tant bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
somewhat  familiar  with  the  history  of 
legislation  of  this  type.  I  have  consid- 
erable sympathy  with  the  objectives  of 
this  bm. 

Let  me  say  that  my  position  with  re- 
gard to  the  bill  is  not  an  indlvidxial  posi- 
tion. I  think  I  can  say  with  sincerity 
that  my  views  coincide  with  the  views 
of  several  Members  of  the  Senate,  when 
I  suggest  that  this  bill  should  not  be 
passed  on  the  call  of  the  calendar.  It 
involves  many  very  complex  questions. 
I  am  amazed  to  hear  that  the  bill  is 
brought  here  today  as  an  emergency 
bill,  which  we  should  do  something  about 
immediately. 

As  I  understand,  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  has  not  reported  any 
companion  bill.  We  all  know  well 
enough  that  even  if  the  authorization 
were  passed,  another  supplemental  ap- 
propriation bill  would  have  to  be  passed 
before  the  matter  could  be  dealt  with  as 
an  emergency.  If  there  is  any  inten- 
tion whatever  of  Congress  adjourning  at 
any  time  in  the  foreseeable  future,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  take  any  final 
action  at  this  session  of  Congress. 

We  might  go  out  and  campaign  by 
saying  that  we  voted  for  the  bill,  but  as 
a  practical  matter,  to  deal  with  this  as 
an  emergency,  we  would  have  to  wait 
until  we  had  received  an  estimate  from 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  anothfsr 
appropriation  bill  would  be  necessary 
before  we  could  benefit  one  single,  soli- 
tary school  district  in  the  United 
States. 

A  bill  of  ^is  imiwrtance.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, wouldi^as  I  understand,  require 
a  still  further  increase  in  the  public  debt 
of  around  a  half  billion  dollars,  because 
we  would  have  to  borrow  the  money  to 
do  this.  Even  if  we  kept  the  Congress 
here  for  several  weeks,  in  order  to  pass 
the  authorization  and  get  the  budget 
estimates  and  pass  the  appropriation 
bill,  this  is  too  serious  a  matter  to  be 
considered  in  this  way.  I  do  not  think 
the  bill  sho\ild  pass  on  the  call  of  the 
calendar.  Therefore,  not  only  for  my- 
self, but  for  other  Senators.  I  interpose 
an  objection  to  further  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2235)  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  construct  the 
Santa  Maria  project.  Southern  Pacific 
Basin,  Calif.,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Over.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


AUTHORIZATION       FOR       CERTAIN 
USES  OF  PUBLIC  LANDS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  620)  to  provide  authorization  for 
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certain  uses  of  public  lands,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  ajid  Insular  Affairs  with  amend- 
ments, on  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  word 
"authorized",  to  insert  "imder  such  rea- 
sonable terms  and  conditions  as  such- 
head  may  determine";  and  on  page  2, 
after  line  4.  to  insert: 

8sc.  a.  The  authority  conferred  by  this  act 
BiuiU  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in  derogation 
of,  any  authority  heretofore  conferred  upon 
the  head  of  any  department  or  agency  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to  grant 
permits,  leases,  easements,  or  rights-of-way. 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  head  of  any 
department  or  agency  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  having  Jurisdiction  over 
public  lands,  national  forests,  and  reserva- 
tions of  the  United  States  Is  hereby  author- 
ized, under  such  reasonable  terms  and  con- 
ditions as  such  head  may  determine,  to  grant 
permits,  leases,  or  easements  for  a  period 
not  to  exceed  60  years  from  the  date  of  any 
such  permit,  lease,  or  easement  to  States, 
counties,  cities,  towns,  townships,  munic- 
ipal corporations,  or  other  public  agencies 
for  the  purpose  of  constructing  and  main- 
taining on  such  lands  public  buildings  or 
other  public  works.  In  the  event  such  lands 
cease  to  be  used  for  the  pvirpose  for  which 
such  permit,  lease,  or  easement  was  granted, 
the  same  shall  thereupon  terminate. 

Sbc.  a.  The  authority  conferred  by  this 
act  shall  be  In  addition  to,  and  not  in  der- 
ogation of.  any  authority  heretofore  con- 
ferred upon  the  head  of  any  department  or 
agency  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  to  grant  permits,  leases,  easements, 
or  rights-of-way. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
two  proposed  amendments  to  Senate  bill 
620  to  offer  at  this  time.  The  first  one 
proposes,  on  the  first  page,  beginning 
with  line  5,  to  strike  out  all  through  the 
word  "easements"  in  line  8.  and  insert 
certain  language  in  lieu  thereof. 

I  call  particular  attention  to  the  fol- 
lowing language  In  my  amendment: 

to  be  fixed  by  such  head  of  such  department 
or  agency  through   appraisal. 

The  second  amendment  proposes  to 
strike  out  the  word  "fifty"  on  the  first 
page,  line  8.  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"thirty."  That  refers  to  the  number  of 
years  which  the  bill  presently  providing 
a  leasehold  may  extend.  In  lieu  of  50 
years  my  amendment  provides  a  maxi- 
mum of  30  years.  I  have  discussed  the 
bill  and  the  proposed  two  amendments 
with  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  I  have 
been  advised  there  is  no  objection  to 
them. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  advise  the  Senate  that  there 
is  a  companion  bill  to  the  pending  bill. 
Calendar  No.  2234.  House  bill  1254.  to 
provide  authorization  for  certain  uses 
of  public  lands.  It  differs  in  language 
from  the  Senate  bill. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  had  assiuned  that 
the  parliamentary  procedure  would  be 
that  if  the  two  amendments  which  I 
have  offered  to  the  Senate  bill  were 
agreed  to,  and  there  was  no  other  objec- 
tion to  the  bill.  I  would  move  to  substi- 
tute the  language  of  the  Senate  bill  for 
the  House  bill. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 


TTie  PRESIDING  OFFTCER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendments. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  ask  a  question,  but  not  on  the  com- 
mittee amendments. 
The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  first  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  California. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  the  first  page, 
beginning  with  line  5,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  all  through  "easements"  in  line 
8  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 
"lands  and  national  forests  except  na- 
tional parks  and  monuments  of  the 
United  States  is  hereby  authorized  to 
grant  permits,  leases,  or  easements,  in  re- 
turn for  the  payment  of  a  price  repre- 
senting the  fair  market  value  of  such 
permit,  lease,  or  easement,  to  be  fixed  by 
such  head  of  such  department  or  agency 
through  appraisal." 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  heart- 
ily support  the  amendment.  I  wish  to 
express  my  very  deep  appreciation  to  the 
Senator  from  California,  not  only  for  his 
extreme  fairness  in  regard  to  this  matter, 
but  for  the  fact  that  he  went  into  it  him- 
self and  conferred  with  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget:  He  did  not  raise  any  criticism 
about  the  action  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget.  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia that  I  am  glad  we  were  able  to  get 
together  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  compliment. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  believe  I  understand 
the  project  involved  as  well  as  any  other 
Senator,  but  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  California,  so  far  as  this  par- 
ticular project  is  concerned,  whether  the 
water  reserves  for  Pendleton  Field,  which 
belongs  to  the  Marine  Corps,  are  pro- 
tected. The  Santa  Maria  furnishes  the 
water  for  Pendleton  Field,  the  Marine 
Corps  field. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  I  can- 
not think  of  a  case  in  which  this  bill 
would  apply  to  the  Marine  Corps  reserva- 
tion. The  attorney  general  of  the  State 
of  California  has  rendered  an  opinion 
that  in  the  absence  of  a  valid  lease  flow- 
ing to  the  State  from  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, the  State  government  cannot 
make  any  expenditures  of  public  funds 
with  respect  to  any  area  in  which  it  and 
the  Federal  Government  are  parties. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  apolo- 
gize to  the  Senator  from  California;  I 
had  in  mind  the  Santa  Margarita,  in- 
stead of  the  Santa  Maria.  | 

Mr.  KUCHEL.     Yes.  ' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tbe 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  KucHELl,  on  page  1.  beginning  in 
line  5. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
next  amendment  submitted  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  California  will  be  stated. 

The  CinxF  Clerk.  On  page  1,  in  line  8. 
It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "fifty"  aad 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  "thirty." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  California  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KUCHEL  At  what  point  will  a 
motion  be  in  order  to  consider  the  com- 
panion House  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Such  a 
motion  is  in  order  at  this  time. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President.  1  now 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  2234,  House 
bill  1254. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
(H.  R.  1254)  to  provide  authorization  for 
certain  uses  of  public  lands. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  of  House  bill  1254 
be  stricken  out,  and  that  there  be  in- 
serted, in  lieu  thereof,  the  text  of  Senate 
bill  620,  as  amended. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  Without  objection,  the 
amendment    is   agreed    to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1254)  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection.  Senate  bill  620  is  indefinitely 
postponed. 

BILLS    PASSED    OVER 

The  bill  (S.  3114)  to  improve  the  public 
health  by  encouraging  more  extensive 
use  of  the  voluntary-prepayment  mpethod 
in  the  provision  of  personal-health  serv- 
ices  was   announced    as   next   in   order. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  biU 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  904)  to  standardize  rates 
on  household  goods  shipped  by  the 
United  States  Government  for  it*  em- 
ployees was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3219)  to  amend  certain 
provisions  of  title  XI  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act.  1936,  to  facilitate  private 
financing  of  new  ship  construction  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  <H.  R.  3300)  to  authorite  the 
State  of  Illinois  and  the  Sanitary  Dis- 
trict of  Chicago  under  the  direction  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  help  con- 
trol the  lake  level  of  Lake  Michigan  by 
diverting  water  from  Lake  Michigan  into 
the  Illinois  Waterway,  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  By  reqviest,  I 
ask  that  this  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  biU 
will  be  passed  over. 


BILL    INDEFINITELY    POSTPONED 

The   bill    (S.   2317)    authorizing   the 
modification  of  the  existing  project  for 
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navigation  on  the  Delaware  River,  Pa., 
N.  J.,  and  Del.,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
this  bill  shoiild  be  indefinitely  postpcmed. 
The  project  contemplated  was  taken 
care  of  in  the  public  works  bill  passed 
yesterday.  

The  PRESIDINO  OWICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  ask  that 
the  bill  be  Indefinitely  postponed? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  make  that 
request. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


RADU      PLORESCU      AND      NICOLE 
ELIZABETH  MICHEL  FLORESCU 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4813)  for  the  relief  of 
Radu  Florescu  and  Nicole  Elizabeth  Mi- 
chel F^orescu  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 


CLAIM  OF  THE  GEO.  D.  EMERY 
CO.— RESOLUTION  INDEFINITELY 
POSTPONED 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  285)  to  refer 
S.  3730,  a  private  bill  to  the  court  of 
claims  for  a  report,  was  annoimced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
this  matter  should  be  handled  by  means 
of  a  bill,  in  my  opinion,  instead  of  a 
resolution.  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
be  discharged  from  the  further  consid- 
eration of  Senate  bill  3730.  a  bill  for  the 
relief  of  the  Geo.  D.  Emeiy  Co. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  now  ask  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  Senate  bill  3730. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  (S.  3730)  for  the  relief  of  the  Geo. 
D.  Emery  Co.,  which  was  read,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  1b  authorized  loid  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Geo.  D.  Emery 
Co..  of  New  York,  N.  T.,  the  FUm  of  $250,000. 
The  payment  of  Buch  sum  .shall  be  in  full 
settlement  <^  all  claims  of  the  aald  Oeo.  D. 
Emery  Ck).  against  the  United  States  for  re- 
imbursement and  compenfiatlon  due  for 
services  performed  between  1950  and  1953.  In 
cooperation  with  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  and  other  Government  agencies 
in  connection  with  a  project  to  establish  for 
the  Government  an  8.000-acre  abaca  planta- 
tion in  Ecuador:  Provided.  That  no  part  of 
the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  ex- 
cess of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shaU  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  move  that  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
be  stricken  out  and  that  there  be  In- 
serted the  amendment  which  I  send  to 
the  desk. 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Th© 
clerk  will  itate  the  amendment. 

The  liEGisLAnvE  Cixrk.  It  is  proposed 
to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  to  insert  the  following : 

That  jurisdiction  Is  hereby  conferred  upoD 
the  Court  of  Claims,  notwithstanding  any 
statute  of  limitations  or  any  lapse  of  time, 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment 
upon  the  claim  of  the  George  D.  Emery  Co., 
of  New  York,  N.  Y..  for  expenses  It  has  In- 
curred and  for  services  It  has  performed  alleg- 
edly at  the  instance  at  and  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  In  connection  with  a  project  to 
establish  for  the  Government  an  8,000-acre 
abaca  plantation  in  Ecuador  between  Sep- 
tember 1950  and  February  1953:  Provided. 
That  suit  on  such  claim  shaU  be  brought 
within  6  months  from  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  that  Senate  Resolution  285  be  in- 
definitely postponed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  resolution  is  indefinitely  postponed. 


BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  biU  (S.  2559)  to  amend  title  17. 
United  States  Code,  entitled  "Copy- 
rights," was  amiounced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The  bin 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3557)  for  the  relief  of 
Capt.  Walter  C.  Wolf  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


DOROTHY  KILMER  NICKERSON 

The  biU  (H.  R.  3757)  for  the  reUef  of 
Dorothy  Kilmer  Nickerson  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


RESOLUTION  AND  BILI5  PASSED 
OVER 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  286)  referring 
S.  1613  for  the  reUef  of  Tom  Hellander 
Co.,  to  the  Court  of  Claims  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Over,  by  re- 
quest. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
resolution  will  be  psissed  over. 

The  bUl  (S.  1737)  for  the  reUef  of  cer- 
tain former  employees  of  the  Inland 
Waterways  Corp.  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Over,  by  re- 
quest. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3166)  for  the  reUef  of  the 
city  of  Sandpoint,  Idaho,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  IIORS&    Over. 


The  PRESIDINO  OVnCOi.  The  bOl 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3214)  for  th^  relief  of  Mrs. 
Marie  Monchen  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Over. 

The  PRESmiNa  OFFICER.  Tbe  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1370)  for  the  relief  of 
Guy  H.  Davant  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


CLARENCE  D.  NEWLAND 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2032)  for  the  relief  of  Clar- 
ence D.  Newland,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  an  amendment,  on  page  2, 
Une  16.  after  the  word  "act",  to  strika 
out  "in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  ^nd 
passed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3222)  for  the  relief  of 
Martin  Luther  Johnson  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESroiNG  OFWCER,  The  biU 
will  be  passed  over. 


DAVID  W.  WAUaACE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4638)  for  the  reUef  of 
David  W.  Wallace  was  announced  as 
next  tn  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFICER.  Is  ther© 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary^  with  an  amendment,  on 
page  I,  line  9?  after  the  word  "act",  to 
strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  percent  there- 
of." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
heard  the  bill  read,  did  I  correctly  under- 
stand that  attorneys'  fees  are  allowed? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFPICER.  As 
amended,  the  bill  provides  for  no  attor- 
neys' fees. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  thank  the  Presid- 
ing OflQcer. 

The     PRESIDINO     OFFICER.    The. 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

AMENDMENT  OP  UNITED  STATES 
CODE  RELATING  TO  PATENTINO 
OP  PLANTS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5420)  to  amend  section 
161,  tiUe  35,  United  States  Code,  relating 
to  the  patenting  of  plants  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 
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BEUi  PASSED  OVER 


The  taUl  (S.  3305)  to  authorize  pay- 
ment of  eertaln  war  claims  Including 
payment  cH  yeterans'  claims  arising  out 
of  the  sequestration  by  the  Imperial  Jap- 
anese Goyemment  of  credits  of  mem- 
bers of  the  military  and  naval  forces  of 
the  United  States  and  other  United 
States  nationals  in  the  Philippines  was 
annouced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  OORE.    Over.         

The  PREl^DINO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


TRAVEL  EXPENSES  OF  CIVILIAN 
EMPLOYEES  STATIONED  OVER- 
SEAS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  179)  to  amend  section 
7  of  the  Administrative  Expenses  Act  of 
1946.  as  amended,  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


Bnjj  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  3517)  to  amend  section 
144  of  tUJe  28  of  the  United  States  Code 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


PAYMENT  OF  TAXES  ON  REAL  PROP- 
ERTY thansferred  from  gov- 
ernment CORPORATIONS— BILL 
PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5605)  to  amend  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949,  to  provide  for  pay- 
ment of  taxes  or  payment  in  lieu  of 
taxes  with  respect  to  real  property 
transferred  from  Government  corpora- 
tions to  other  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Kir.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
broadly  speaking,  a  very  brief  explana- 
tion of  the  bill  is  that  when  a  plant  is 
located  in  a  city  and  is  operated  by  a  di- 
vision of  the  Department  of  Defense, 
such  as  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force, 
the  locality  loses  its  right  to  taxes. 
There  is  such  a  plant  in  Everett,  Mass., 
which  is  operated  by  the  General  Elec- 
trict  Co.  When,  it  was  operated  by  the 
RFC,  the  dty  of  Everett  collected  taxes 
on  it.  The  RFC  gave  up  the  plant,  it 
was  transferred  to  the  Department  of 
the  Air  Force,  and  it  is  now  being  op- 
erated by  the  General  Electric  Co.  under 
contract  with  the  Department  of  the 
Air  Force.  As  a  result  of  the  transfer, 
the  city  has  lost  the  right  to  tax  the 
plant. 

I  have  for  several  years  Joined  in  in- 
troducing bills  to  cover  such  situations. 
It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Defense 
Department,  the  Treasury  Department, 
and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  object  to 
bills  of  this  character.  I  am  informed 
that  there  are  93  similar  instances 
throughout  the  United  States. 

I  address  a  question  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Tennessee.  I  ask 
him  if  his  objection  is  based  on  the  fact 
that  the  Department  of  Defense  does  not 


Uke  this  type  of  bill  and  objects  to  the 
present  method  of  dealing  with  such 
situations,  whic^  is  a  hardship  on  lo- 
calities? 

Mr.  OORE.  In  reply  to  the  able  senior 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  I  advise 
him  that  I  believe  the  bill  has  a  great 
deal  of  merit.  I  am  not  in  sjnnpathy 
with  the  situation  which  it  seeks  to  re- 
Ueve.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  merits 
of  the  bill  as  such.  I  believe  I  would 
favor  the  passage  of  such  a  bill.  How- 
ever, as  the  able  Senator  has  stated, 
since  there  are  93  instances  parallel  to 
this  situation,  and  since  it  is  a  matter  of 
considerable  importance,  and  as  general 
legislation  which  is  objected  to  by  the 
Department  of  Defense,  I  have  serious 
reservations  as  to  the  advisability  of 
passing  such  a  far-reaching  and  impor- 
tant bill  on  the  call  of  the  calendar,  be- 
cause it  is  not  possible  to  have  adequate 
debate  and  consideration. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  concede  the 
force  of  the  distinguished  Senator's  ob- 
jection. My  only  observation  is  that  it 
Is  unfortunate  that  the  bill  should  come 
up  at  such  a  late  date  in  the  session. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  agree.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  is  likewise 
very  much  interested  in  the  bill.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  Join  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tors from  Massachusetts  in  a  request  to 
the  majority  leader  to  schedule  the  bill 
for  consideration. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  thank  the 
Senator.       ^ 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  am  happy  to 
yield,  if  I  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  bill 
deserves  considerable  discussion  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  We  cannot  possibly 
disciiss  the  policy  involved  in  this  bill 
and  all  the  implications  of  that  policy  In 
a  shoit  time  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
I  am  open-minded  about  it,  and  if  I  can 
be  convinced  that  this  is  a  sound  bill.  I 
shall  change  my  present  position. 

However,  what  we  would  be  doing 
would  be  to  open  the  whole  question  oi 
whether  to  give  communities  in  which 
the  Government  locates  defense  and  mil- 
itary installations  the  right  to  collect 
taxes  from  the  Defense  Department. 
That  is  what  it  amounts  to.  When  I 
think  of  all  the  interest  in  Congress  with 
resp>ect  to  getting  military  Installations 
located  in  various  localities  of  the  coun- 
try, I  believe  we  would  be  adopting  a  very 
unsound  public  policy  if  we  were  to  have 
the  Government  pay  taxes  for  the  priv- 
ilege of  locating  such  an  installation 
within  a  locality. 

I  am  sure  that  the  city  of  Everett, 
Mass.,  has  not  lost  so  much  as  one  cent 
by  the  location  of  this  installation  there. 
To  the  contrary,  I  believe  the  establish- 
ment has  poured  into  the  treasury  of  the 
city  of  Everett  great  sums  of  money 
which  never  would  have  gone  into  its 
treasury  if  the  plaiit  had  not  been  lo- 
cated there. 

Unless  we  could  have  a  thorough  dis- 
cussion of  the  policy,  which,  as  has  al- 
ready been  brought  out  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  is  opposed  by  the 
Biu-eau  of  the  Budget,  I  certainly  would 
not  agree  to  have  it  passed  on  the  call 
of  the  calendar;  nor  would  I,  under  ter- 


rific pressure  for  shortening  debate  In 
the  dying  days  of  the  session,  be  willing 
to  have  such  a  bill  considered  imder  any 
agreement  to  limit  debate. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  withhold  his  ob- 
jection for  a  moment? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  withhold  it. 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  wish  to  speak  strongly 
in  support  of  the  statement  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts  with  reference 
to  this  bill.  In  response  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  I  will 
say  that  in  one  town  in  my  State  cer- 
tain property  is  subject  to  taxation  which 
amounts  to  $68  million,  and  the  property 
exempt  from  taxation  because  it  belongs 
to  the  Government  amounts  to  more 
than  $80  million. 

As  I  recall,  this  bill  was  introduced  in 
the  early  part  of  1953.  I  do  not  know 
what  has  happened  to  it.  I  testified  on 
it  last  year  in  hearings  held  on  It.  I 
am  greatly  distressed  that  it  is  to  be  held 
up  and  not  passed  this  year.  It  involves 
a  very  important  matter,  and  It  has  been 
kicking  around  for  a  year  and  a  haif . 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  yield? 

Mr.  BUSH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  am  advised  that  the 
senior  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hen- 
NiNGsl  wishes  to  join  in  requesting  the 
majority  leader  to  schedule  the  bill  for 
consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
witiihold  my  objection  for  a  moment. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  I  happen  to 
live  in  one  of  the  States  which  has  a 
number  of  communities  affected  in  the 
same  way  as  the  communities  Which 
have  been  referred  to  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  and  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut.  I  should  like  very 
much  to  see  the  bill  pass.  I  only  hope 
we  can  have  an  opportunity  to  pass  it 
before  we  adjourn. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  omCER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  withhold  hi*  ob- 
jection in  order  that  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  may  make  a  statement? 

Mr.  MORSE.     Yes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  dur- 
ing the  time  I  have  been  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions it  has  been  my  privilege  to  partici- 
pate in  some  of  the  hearings  held  on  this 
measure.  Last  year  I  served  on  the  Pres- 
ident's Commission  on  Intergovern- 
mental Relations.  At  the  present  time 
the  Commission  on  Intergoveriuncntal 
Relations  is  giving  very  careful  study  to 
the  entire  subject  of  payments  in  lieu  of 
taxes  by  the  Federal  Government  to  lo- 
calities and  political  subdivisions  of 
States.  This  question  will  be  the  siibject 
of  discussion  the  coming  weekend  before 
that  Commission.  I  happen  to  be  in 
agreement  with  the  statement  of  the 
necessity  for  action  being  taken  with 
reference  to  this  subject.  There  are  lit- 
erally hundreds  of  communities  iu  the 
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United  States  which  today  are  seeing 
their  tax  base  eaten  away,  so  to  s[>eak. 
because  of  the  immunity  of  the  Federal 
Government  from  any  local  taxation  or 
revenue-raising  ordinances  of  States. 
While  I  realize  that  this  is  a  question 
which  requires  considerable  discussion. 
I  think  it  should  be  crystal  clear  that 
for  more  than  5  years  there  have  been 
bills  on  the  calendar  and  before  com- 
mittees to  approach  a  solution  of  this 
very  urgent  and  pressing  problem.  I  join 
with  Senators  who  think  the  bill  should 
be  brought  up  again  at  this  session,  be- 
cause we  should  take  some  action  on  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Jhair  understands  that  the  Senator 
f.om  Oregon  [Mr.  Morss]  renews  his 
objection. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  It  is  very  good 
policy,  in  the  closing  hours  of  the  ses- 
sion, to  take  the  stand  which  I  have  sug- 
gested. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.      I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  it  not  true  that  this  bill 
would  deal  only  with  a  si^gment  of  the 
problem,  namely,  properly  transferred 
from  Government  corporations,  and 
would  not  reach  the  whole  field  of  fed- 
erally owned  real  estate,  much  of  which 
is  acquired  by  purchase  or  condemna- 
tion? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  ansvi  er  is  that  I  do 
not  know.  That  is  one  of  the  reasons 
why  I  think  we  should  ha^e  a  debate  on 
the  bill  rather  than  try  ^x)  handle  the 
subject  on  a  calendar  call  within  5  min- 
utes. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  The  Senator 
from  Maine  advises  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  that  he  is  correct  in  his 
explanation  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Mr.  President,  I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


TRUST  ASSOCIATION  OF  H.  KEMP- 
NER— BILL  PLACED  AT  FOOT  OF 
CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  951)  for  the  relief  of 
the  trust  association  of  H.  Kempner  was 
announced  as  next  in  ord'^r. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  bill  be 
passed  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection  the  bill  will  be  placed  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar. 


BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bUl  (S.  3423)  to  amend  the  Trad- 
ing With  the  Enemy  Act  ^as  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.      Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  1555)  to  authorize  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  to  construct,  op- 
erate, and  maintain  the  Colorado  River 
storage  project  and  participating  proj- 
ects, and  for  other  purposes  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 


Mr.  HENDRICKSON.      Over,  by  re- 
quest. 

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER. 

bill  will  be  passed  over. 


The 


AVAILABILITY  OF  CERTAIN  FUNDS 
TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  GOVERN- 
MENT OPERATIONS— RESOLU- 
TION PASSED  OVER 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  288)  to  make 
certain  funds  available  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     Over. 

Mr.  CORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  witlihold  his  ob- 
jection for  a  moment? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     Yes. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  at  the  last 
call  of  the  calendar  I  registered  an  ob- 
jection to  this  resolution  by  request. 

Personally,  I  am  strongly  in  favor  of 
appropriating  sufficient  funds  for  the 
committee  to  make  its  investigation.  I 
want  the  Record  to  show  that  my  previ- 
ous objection  was  upon  request  and  in 
performance  of  my  duty  as  a  member 
of  the  calendar  committee,  and  was  not 
a  reflection  of  my  own  position  with 
respect  thereto. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
resolution  will  be  passed  over. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5407)  to  amend  sec. 
2879  (b)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Over. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  I  object. 
If  the  bill  is  to  be  considered.  I  have 
some  substantial  amendments  to  it 
which  I  should  like  to  discuss. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  "nie 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OP  GRANT- 
ING INCENTIVE  AWARDS— BILL 
PLACED  AT  FOOT  OF  CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7774)  to  establish  a 
imiform  system  for  the  granting  of  in- 
centive awards  to  officers  and  employees 
of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  K3«JOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  I  have  sent 
an  amendment  to  the  desk  with  refer- 
ence to  this  bill.  Frankly,  the  amend- 
ment is  rather  substantial,  and  I  think 
that  Members  of  the  Senate  who  are 
interested  in  the  proi>osed  legislation 
should  have  an  opix>rtunity  to  examine 
it.  Senators  know  that  House  bill  7774, 
the  Government  employees'  pay  raise 
bill,  was  passed  over  at  the  last  call  of 
the  calendar.  I  have  a  series  of  amend- 
ments which  I  have  submitted  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  OORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  K3JOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  have  been  requested  to 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum  before 


the  Senator  makes  any  statement  about 
his  amendments. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Then,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  request  that  the  bill  be  placed  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  be  placed  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 
A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Bartlett,  one  of  its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  follow- 
ing bills  and  joint  resolution  of  the  Sen- 
ate: 

S.  1042.  An  act  to  alx>lish  the  CommlsBlon 
for  the  Enlarging  of  the  Capitol  Grounds; 

S.  3017.  An  act  for  the  rcOlef  of  Thoxnaa 
Barron; 

S.  3304.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United 
States  to  consider  and  render  Judgment  on 
the  claim  of  the  Cuban -American  Sugar  Oo. 
against  the  United  States; 

S.  3494.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Cen- 
tral Railroad  Co.  of  New  Jersey; 

S.  3744.  An  act  to  change  the  name  of 
Gavins  Point  Reservoir  back  of  Gavins  Pomt 
Dam  to  Lewis  and  Clark  Lake;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  170.  Joint  resolution  to  approve 
the  conveyance  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority of  certain  public-use  terminal  prop- 
erties now  owned  by  the  United  States. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  each  of  the  following  bills 
of  the  House: 

H.  R.  8498.  An  act  authorizing  conatrue- 
tlon  of  works  to  reestablish  for  the  Palo  Verd« 
Irrigation  District,  California,  a  means  of  di- 
version of  Its  Irrigation  water  supply  from 
the  Colorado  River,  and  for  other  purpoaea; 
and 

H.  R.  9709.  An  act  to  extend  and  improve 
the  unemployment  compensation  program. 

The  message  further  annoimced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  to  each  of  the  following 
bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  9756.  An  act  to  Increase  the  borrow* 
Ing  power  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation; 
and 

H.  R.  9909.  An  act  to  prohibit  payment  of 
annuities  to  officers  and  employees  of  the 
United  States  convicted  of  certain  offenses. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  disagreed  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  1665)  for 
the  relief  of  Carl  Piowaty  and  W.  J. 
Piowaty;  asked  a  conference  with  the 
Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Johas 
of  Illinois,  Mr.  Burdick.  and  Mi.  For- 
rester were  appointed  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  House  at  the  conference. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2263)  to  authorize  the  Postmaster 
General  to  readjust  the  compensation  of 
holders  of  contracts  for  the  performance 
of  mail-messenger  service. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
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(H.  R«  M24)  to  provide  for  family  quar- 
ters for  perBonnel  of  the  military  d^;>art- 
ments  of  the  D^Mutment  of  Deitaase  and 
tbdr  dependeDts.  and  for  otber  purposes. 


REUEUVE  COMPONENTS  OF  THE 
ARMED  FORCES  OF  THE  UNTIED 
STATES 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6573)  to  provide  for 
the  promotion,  precedence,  constructive 
credit,  distribution,  retention,  and  elimi- 
nation of  oflBcers  of  the  R^rve  com- 
ponents of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  and  fov  other  piirpoees, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bUl? 

Mr.  KHiOORE.  Mr.  President,  does 
it  involve  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Maine  [Mrs.  Sutth]? 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.    Yes, 

The  ETIESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  with  amendments. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  first 
committee  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  committee 
was.  on  page  1.  line  5,  after  the  word  "of", 
to  strike  out  "1953"  and  insert  "1954". 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  committee 
was,  on  page  108,  line  8,  after  the  word 
"effective",  to  strike  out  "on  the  first  day 
of  January  or  the  first  day  of  July  next 
following  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act.  whichever  is  later",  and  insert  "May 
3,  1955".     

Mrs.  SMITH  of  liaine.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, to  this  committee  amendment,  I 
offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to 
the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The      PRESIDINO      OFFICER.     The 

Clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Maine  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment. 

The  Ubgislattvx  Cixrk.  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  on  page  108,  line  10. 
it  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  "May  3,  1955" 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "July  1.  1955." 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  ia  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mrs.  Smith]  to  the  committee 
amendmmt. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was 
agreed  to. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I 
may  have  printed  In  the  Record  a  state- 
ment with  regard  to  my  amendment. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RxcoKD,  as  follows: 

STATnsXMT  BT  SEMATOK  SlCITH   OF  MaHTB 

For  many,  many  years  I  have  been  fighting 
for  adequate  and  realistic  measures  lor  the 
Beservlsta  of  our  coimtry — for  Reserve  train  - 
^K  P*7.  for  Beserve  coverage  on  death  and 
diMbiUtj  wtille  training,  for  ReMrve  retire- 
ment benefits,  for  Reserve  recognition  for 
such  services  in  the  form  of  a  Reserve  Medal. 


I  Iiave  made  thla  fight — an  extremely  dls- 
comraglng  fight  during  which  time  I  have 
felt  alone  like  a  voice  in  the  wilderne8s->- 
beeause  I  have  sincerely  believed  that  the 
only  way  our  country  can  maintain  the 
necessary  defense  without  bankruptcy  Is 
through  the  largest  possible,  best  trained 
Reserve  backing  up  a  small  Regular  estat}- 
Ushment. 

I  have  found  that  I  had  to  nght  every 
inch  of  the  way  over  Pentagon  resistance. 
The  Pentagon  opposed  my  bill  for  Inactive 
training  pay — but  flnaJly  agreed  to  the  prin- 
ciple and  had  a  bill  ot  its  own  ultimately 
Introduced  and  passed.  The  Pentagon  op^ 
poeed  my  Reserve  death  and  disability  cov- 
erage bill  but  I  finally  got  It  passed  ov«r 
Pentagon  opposition  find  it  is  now  known 
aa  the  Smith  Act.  The  Pentagon  opposed 
my  bill  for  Reserve  retirement  but  Anally 
agreed  to  the  principle  and  had  a  bill  of  itB 
own  ultimately  introduced  and  passed.  The 
Pentagon  opposed  my  projxssal  that  Army 
Reservists  and  Air  Force  Reservists  be  given 
Reserve  medala  for  Rt^serve  service  just  m 
Naval  Reservists  are — but  finally  agreed  to 
the  principle  by  creatifig  an  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Medal. 

Over  5  years  ago  I  introduced  Senate  Reso- 
lutions 60  and  61  calling  for  Investigations 
by  Congress  of  the  Departments  of  the  Army 
and  Air  Force  on  their  failure  to  develop 
adequate  and  realistic  Reserve  programs  an4 
on  their  administration  of  the  Reserves. 
Studies  have  been  made  since  that  time  and 
considerable  progress  lias  been  achieved  on 
improving  the  Reserve  programs. 

Now  H.  R.  6573  is  my  latest  experience 
with  the  Pentagon  in  our  differences  oa 
getting  something  done  for  reservists. 

The  Congress  and  tho  leaders  of  the  execu- 
tive branch  of  our  GJovernment  have  at  long 
last  come  to  my  8-yeai-old  national  defense 
thesis  of  a  small  Regjlar  force  backed  by 
a  large,  well-trained  Reserve  and  are  agreed 
that  the  military  streagth  of  our  country 
lies  in  a  large  and  well-trained  Reserve  to 
support  a  relatively  small  but  highly  organ- 
ised Regular  Military  Establishment.  His. 
tory  records  that  we  have  won  all  the  wars  la 
which  we  have  been  engaged  and  that  they 
have  always  been  fought.  In  substantial  part. 
by  our  civilian  soldiers. 

There  have  been  many  efforts  over  the 
years  to  Improve  the  structure  of  our  Re- 
serve. A  most  significant  step  In  that  di- 
rection was  the  enactment  of  the  Reserve 
Act  of  1952  by  the  82d  Congress.  This  legis- 
lation established  the  base  for  the  Reserves 
Of  the  future  and  endeavored  to  solve  many 
of  the  dUBcult  problems  encountered  whea 
the  Reserves  were  mobilized  for  operation! 
In  Korea. 

Recent  newspaper  stories  indicate  that  the 
executive  branch  of  our  Government  is 
again  studying  the  problems  of  th^  Reservesi 
and  we  are  informed  ttiat  sometime  in  the 
next  session  of  Congress  appropriate  legis- 
lation will  be  recomemnded.  It  appears, 
however,  that  these  etudies  are  designed 
primarily  to  solve  the  problem  of  securing 
necessary  manpower  in  our  Reserve  struc- 
tiure  to  meet  our  military  requirements.    Wa 

have  struggled  with  this  problem  In  the  past 

under  such  titles  as  Universal  Military  Train- 
ing and  Selective  Service.  They  now  call  i% 
the  new  look  at  the  Reserves. 

The  legislation  which  we  are  discussing 
today  is  designed  not  to  alter  the  shape  of 
the  Reserve  but  to  solve  a  problem  with 
which  the  Congress  has  been  confronted  for 
several  years:  How  can  we  encourage  and. 
Improve  the  officer  structure  for  the  Reserve 
SO  that  the  leaders  of  our  civilian  soldiers 
will  remain  active  in  the  program  and  be 
so  screened  and  handled  as  to  give  us  a 
younger,  more  active,  and  more  efficient  offi- 
cer personnel?  One  Important  part  of  this 
solution  is,  for  the  first  time  in  the  Army 
and  the  Air  Force,  to  eliminate  some  of  the 


present  undesirable  practices  which  bring 
about  overage-ln-grade  officers,  officers  with 
low  morale,  and  officers  whose  interset  in 
our  Reserve  program  is  steadily  decreasing. 

Under  the  impetus  of  the  Reserve  Act  of 
1952,  and  by  specific  direction  of  the  ehalr- 
man  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  the  Dspart- 
ment  of  Defense  drafted  the  legislation 
which  we  are  considering  today.  The  Bouse 
Armed  Services  Committee  conducted  care- 
ful hearings  for  a  period  of  8  weeks,  (furlng 
which  the  services  helped  perfect  the  lan- 
guage which  is  now  before  you. 

In  broad  principle,  tliis  legislation  writes 
into  law  those  regulations  developed  as  a 
result  of  the  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  which 
directed  that  promotion  procedures  for  Re- 
serves should,  Insofar  as  Is  practicable,  paral- 
lel those  of  the  Regular  services.  The  serv- 
ices have  no  objection  to  this  part  cC  the 
legislation.  However.  thl3  bill  has  1  or 
2  controversial  p>olnts  which  would  not 
exist  but  for  the  fact  that  the  Army  and 
the  Air  Force  did  not  caj-ry  out  fully  the 
Intentions  of  the  1952  ad.  Under  present 
law  and  regulations.  Reserve  officers  ctf  the 
Army  and  the  Air  Force  earn  no  credit  for 
precedence  or  rank  except  while  serving  on 
active  duty.  The  net  result  is  that  matiy  of 
our  excellent  Reserve  officers  of  the  Army 
and  the  Air  Force  have  seen  themselves 
losing  ground  in  relation  to  Regularsi  and 

have  therefore  dropped  out  of  the  Reserve 
program.  The  morale  of  those  officers  who 
have  remained  has  been  adversely  affected  by 
this  system. 

This  bill  does  not  promote  anybodf.  It 
does,  however,  establish  a  system  whereby 
officers  will  be  given  credit  for  precedence 
and  rank  purp>06es  for  each  year  of  satis- 
factory service,  and  guarantees  that  pctiodl- 
cally  Reserve  officers  will  be  considered  for 
promotion.  If  quaUfied,  they  will  be  pro- 
moted. 

Another  point  that  the  Regular  Air  Pores 
alone  objects  to  Is  the  requirement  that  Re- 
serve officers  serving  on  active  duty  should 
serve  In  a  grade  no  lower  than  their  perma- 
nent Reserve  rank.  At  the  present  time 
Reserve  officers  are  serving  on  active  duty 
In  grades  lower  than  their  i>ernianent 
Reserve  ranks  in  both  the  Army  and  the 
Air  Force.  This  bill,  U  enacted,  will  l^ln 
to  solve  that  problem.  In  my  opinion,  it 
does  not  go  as  far  as  it  should,  but  it  is 
a  significant  step  In  the  proper  direction. 

Those  portions  of  the  bill  that  deal  with 
the  Navy,  the  Marine  Corps,  and  the  Coast 
Guard  will  merely  write  into  law  present 
regulations,  with  perhaps  one  or  two  nainor 
and  Insigniflcant  deviations.  These  services 
have  complied  fully  A^lth  the  Intent  of  the 
Reserve  Act  of  1952.  Significantly,  we  have 
had  few.  If  any,  complaints  from  Reserves  in 
these  services.  Unfortunately,  the  reverse  is 
true  In  the  Army  and  the  Air  Force. 

Notwithstanding  some  of  the  objections 
from  the  Regular  Establishment,  I  do  not 
believe,  Mr.  President,  that  anyone  can  argue 
validly  as  to  the  need  for  the  Immediate  en- 
actment of  general  personnel  legislation  of 
this  type  for  the  Reserves,  It  will,  of  course. 
apply  to  any  organizational  structure  that  la 

establlBhed  for  the  Reserve.  It  is  quite  cus- 
tomary for  Congress  to  enact  general  person- 
nel legislation  for  Federal  employees.  We 
certainly  do  not  hold  up  such  legislation  be- 
cause we  do  not  know  what  the  ultimate  or- 
ganization of  the  Federal  departments  will 
be.  Furthermore,  I  recall  quite  well  thst  In 
1947,  when  we  enacted  a  similar  persobnel 
bill  for  the  Regular  Establishment,  it  wss  at 
a  time  when  the  Unification  Act  was  being 
debated  in  the  Congress.  Nevertheless,  we 
went  right  ahead  and  enacted  the  Oftcer 
Personnel  Act  for  the  Regular  Establishment, 
even  though  we  knew  that  the  entire  form 
and  shape  of  the  military  structure  was  about 
to  be  changed. 
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Therefore,  to  me,  the  suggeetlon  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  that  this  bUl  be  de- 
layed has  no  substantive  basis.  They  have 
based  their  arguments  on  such  things  as  that 
the  bill  should  not  be  passed  until  the  New 

Look  at  the  Reserves  has  been  studied  by  the 
Congress.  By  Innuendo,  they  have  also  tried 
to  say  that  It  is  bad  legislation.  If  it  is  bad 
legislation,  Mr.  President,  then  why  did  the 
services  say  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
that  it  was  satisfactory  to  thtm?  Yet  all  the 
services  did  so  agree. 

If  It  Is  bad  legislation  vthy  should  the 
service  repiMefitatlvea  not  have  said  so  be- 
fore the  Senate*)^med  services  on  April  22, 
instead  of  arguing  tHM'^t- sh  ould  be  delayed 
pending  the  completidtr*4f  the  New  Look  at 
the  Reserves? 

In  fact,  Mr.  President,  why  was  even  that 
argument  used  by  Dr.  John  Hannah,  the  re- 
cently departed  Assistant  Sf-cretary  of  De- 
fense, who,  having  argued  strongly  that  the 
bill  should  be  delayed,  stated  In  response  to 
a  question  from  me  that  the  so-called  "New 
Look  at  the  Reserves"  had  nothing  to  do 
with  promotion  retiremen*.  or  pay?  I 
would  like  to  quote  from  the  report  of  the 
hearings  held  before  the  Senate  Armed 
Services  Committee  on  July  20.  Before  the 
hearings  were  recessed,  and  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Chair,  the  following  conversa- 
tion took  place,  and  I  quote: 

"Senator  SMrrn.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I 
ask  Dr.  Hannah  one  question'^ 

"Senator  Saltonbtall.     Yes. 

"Senator  SxrrH.  Dr.  Hannah,  do  I  under- 
stand that  the  so-called  New  Look  at  the 
Reserves  does  not  include  anjthing  as  to  re- 
tirement, pay,  and  promotion? 

"Dr.  Hannah.     That  is  correct." 

I  personally  believe  that  the  reason  why 
the  Regulars  are  fighting  thlf.  bill  so  hard  is 
regrettably  clear.  They  simply  do  not  want 
officers  with  rank  in  the  Reserves.  It  is  a 
threat  to  their  ability  to  accelerate  the  tem- 
porary promotion  of  Regular  cfficers  at  a  time 
of  full  mobilization. 

This  bill  has  powerful  support  by  compe- 
tent persons  within  the  Department  of  De- 
fense. The  Reserve  Forces  Policy  Board, 
which  is  a  statutory  board  consisting  of  the 
Assistant  Secretaries  from  the  varioiis  De- 
partments. Regular  military  personnel,  and 
representatives  from  the  Reserves,  considered 
the  bill  presently  before  you,  and  recom- 
mended its  adoption.  Various  policy  boards 
that  advise  the  Secretaries  of  the  several 
services  have  also  recommended  substan- 
tially what  is  in  this  bill. 

In  conclusion,  I  would  like  to  repeat  that 
we  are  merely  confirming  by  this  legislation, 
those  regulations  presently  existing  within 
the  services,  and  trying  to  establish  a 
method  where^y  qualified  Reserve  officers 
will  be  able  to  keep  pace  with  their  contem- 
poraries in  the  Regular  military  ESstabllsh- 
ment.  In  general,  it  writes  into  law  for  Re- 
serve officers  the  same  type  of  legislation 
given  Regular  officers  in  the  Ofllcer  Person- 
nel Act  of  1947. 

I  ana  sure  that  no  Member  of  this  body 
questions  the  absolute  dependence  on  and 
need  for  ovir  Reserve  structure,  or  the  need 
for  qualified  officers  within  that  structure. 

Without  this  bill,  we  will  continue  to  lose 
our  Reserve  officers  from  the  Army  and  the 
Air  Force  at  an  alarming  rate.  The  morale 
of  the  Army  and  the  Air  Force  Reserves  will 
continue  to  remain  low.  For  them  this  legis- 
lation is  vital.  The  other  services  will  merely 
continue  their  present  satisfactory  systems. 
On  balance,  there  can  be  no  other  decision 
by  this  body  than  to  enact  ln'x>  law  this  bill, 
which  is  opposed  by  only  a  few  within  the 
regular  establishment,  which  Is  supported  by 
our  civilian  components,  which  has  passed 
the  House  of  Representatives  unanimously 
over  a  year  ago,  and  which  h^is  been  unani- 
mously recommended  to  you  by  your  Senate 
Armed  Services  Committee. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next 
amendment  of  the  committee  will  be 
stated. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  committee 

was.  on  page  109.  line  11,  after  the  word 
"of",  to  strike  out  "ISSa"  and  insert 
-1954." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  committee 
was.  on  page  110.  line  2,  after  the  word 
"of",  to  strike  out  "1953"  and  insert 
"1954." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  committee 
was.  on  page  111.  line  2.  after  the  word 
"of",  to  strike  out  "1953"  and  insert 
"1954." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  further  amendments  to  be  pro- 
posed, the  question  is  on  the  engrossment 
of  the  amendments  and  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

Mr.  MORSE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  there  has  arrived  at  my  desk 
a  letter  which  was  sent  to  me  under  date 
of  Augtist  17,  1954.  I  understand  it 
reached  my  oCBce  a  few  minutes  ago,  and 
came  to  my  desk  after  the  bill  in  ques- 
tion had  been  disposed  of  on  the  calen- 
dar. The  letter  refers  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6573 ) ,  amending  the  Reserve  Oflacer 
Personnel  Act.  It  is  Calendar  No.  2030. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that,  without 
my  taking  the  time  to  read  it,  the  letter 
be  printed  In  the  Record  at  this  point, 
together  with  attachments  thereto. 

I  think  It  is  only  fair  to  say  to  the 
writer  of  the  letter,  who  is  Lawrence  L. 
Grourley,  legal  counsel  for  the  American 
Osteopathic  Association,  that  after  his 
letter  arrived  at  my  desk,  I  checked  and 
found  that  had  I  received  it  in  time,  and 
had  I  offered  the  amendment  he  pro- 
posed to  have  made  in  the  bill,  the  bill 
would  not  have  passed  on  this  call  of  the 
calendar. 

The  amendment  which  Mr.  Gourley 
proposes  to  have  made  is  on  page  11, 
after  line  21,  to  insert  the  following: 

<g)  effective  on  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  act,  section  201  of  the  Army-Navy-Pub- 
lic Health  Service  Medical  Officer  Procure- 
ment Act  of  1947  (61  Stat.  777),  is  amended 
by  inserting  immediately  after  the  word 
"medicine"  wherever  used  therein,  the  words 
"or  osteopathy." 

I  know  the  amendment  would  not  have 
passed  on  the  calendar  call  had  I  of- 
fered it,  because  I  have  been  so  advised 

in  discussions  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
But  come  January  I  shall  offer  it  as  a 
separate  bill  by  way  of  amendment  to 
the  law  which  was  enacted  today. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  attachments  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rkcord.  as  follows: 

Washinoton,  D.  C,  August  17,  1954. 
Hon.  Watni  Moksk, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington  25,  D.  C. 
DzAX    ScMAToa    Moasx:    Contrary    to   your 
and  our  opinion,  section  201  of  the  Army- 
Navy-Public  Health  Service  Medical  Officer 
Procurement  Act  of  1047.  for  which  you  were 


Senate  floor  manager,  did  vitiate  section  41 
of  the  act  of  Augtist  2,  1946,  which  author- 
ized appointment  of  osteopathic  graduates 
as  medical  officers  In  the  Navy.  See  en- 
closed excerpt  from  Senate  debate  on  July  28. 
1947,  and  conflicting  letter  from  Aaslstant 
Secretary  of  Defense,  Dr.  Frank  B.  Berry,  to 
Dr.  Kronisch. 

Osteopathic  physicians  are  now  being 
drafted  and  required  to  serve  as  privates,  be- 
cause of  the  emasculating  Bectlon  201.  aliove 
mentioned. 

Therefore  we  fervently  hope  you  wlU  In- 
sert the  following  amendment  in  the  pend- 
ing Reserve  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1954, 
H.  R.  6573,  to  wit: 

On  page  111.  after  line  21.  insM^  tta« 
following : 

"(g)  Effective  on  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  act,  section  201  of  the  Army-Navy-Pub- 
11c  Health  Service  Medical  Officer  Procure- 
ment Act  of  1947  (61  Stat.  777)  is  amended 
by  Inserting  Immediately  after  the  word 
'medicine*  wherever  used  therein,  the  words 
'or  osteopathy.'  " 

As  a  result  of  the  enclosed  testimony  on 
H.  R.  4495  of  the  8Sd  Congress,  the  enclosed 
bill,  H.  R.  5017.  which  contains  a  slmUar 
amendment,  was  Introduced  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  House  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee, but  has  received  no  action. 
Gratefully  yours, 

Lawhence  L.  Ootnii.rT, 
Legal  Counsel.  American  Osteopathie 
Association. 

Assistant  Sxckxtakt  or  Dzfenbk, 
Washington.  D.  C.  February  1,  19S4. 
Dr.  David  H.  Krokisch, 

Young  Men's  Christian  Association^ 
Des  Moines.  loxoa. 

Dear  Ma.  Ksonisch:  I  have  been  asked  to 
reply  to  your  letter  to  the  President  of  Janu- 
ary 18.  1954,  concerning  your  desire  to  be 
commissioned  as  a  medical  officer  In  the 
Navy. 

At  the  present  time  there  Is  no  legislative 
basis  for  the  commissioning  of  doctors  of 
osteopathy  in  the  Army,  Navy,  or  the  Air 
Force.  While  the  76th  Congreea  during  IMtt 
passed  legislation  authorizing  the  conimls- 
slonlng  of  doctors  of  osteopathy  in  the  Navy, 
legislation  was  passed  in  1947  wherein  It  wss 
specifically  stated  that  medical  officers  would 
be  doctors  of  medicine.  The  title  of  tb« 
legislation  enacted  in  1947  is  34  U.  8.  C.  21 
(C). 

The  matter  of  possible  utUlzatlon  of  doc- 
tors of  osteopathy  as  medical  officers  in  the 
Armed  Forces  has  been  a  subject  of  study  by 
my  office  and  the  Surgeons  General.  Be- 
cause of  the  necessity  for  nationwide  and 
worldwide  acceptability  of  medical  officers, 
changes  in  the  existing  policy  regarding 
eligibility  for  commissioning  of  medical  offi- 
cers has  not  been  considered  advisable  at 
this  time. 

Tour  concern  in  this  matter  is  appreciated. 
Sincerely  yours, 

FRAinc  B.  Bxaar. 

The  legislative  history  of  section  201  of 

the  Medical  Officer  Procurement  Act  of  1047 
shows  that  it  was  passed  under  a  misappre- 
hension that  It  would  not  vitiate  the  exist- 
ing legislation.  The  Senate  proceedings  of 
July  23,  1947,  includes  the  foUowlng: 

"Mr.  MtraxAT.  Does  the  Senator  recognise 
that  the  bill  in  its  present  form  would 
vitiate  the  act  of  Congress  that  was  passed 
last  year  (section  41  of  the  act  of  August  2, 
1946,  which  expressly  authorises  appoint- 
ment of  osteopathic  graduates  in  the  Navy 
Medical  Corps)? 

"Mr.  MoKsx.  No;  I  do  not  think  it  would 
vitiate  it  at  all  if  we  take  Into  account  the 
conditions.  After  all,  this  la  a  piece  of  emer- 
gency legislation  to  cover  a  particular  pro* 
curement  requirement." 
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H.  B.  S017 


A  bill  to  ameiui  the  Army-Navy-Publio 
HMlth  Service  Medical  Oflkcer  Prociire- 
meiit  Act  of  1947.  as  amended,  so  as  to 
provide  for  appointment  of  doctors  of 
osteopathy  in  the  Medical  Corps  of  the 
Army  and  Navy 

Be  U  enacted,  etc..  That  section  301  of  the 
Army-Navy-Public  Health  Service  Medical 
OOoer  Procurement  Act  of  1047  (61  Stat. 
777).  as  amended.  Is  further  amended  by 
Inaertlxiff  immediately  after  the  word  "medi- 
cine" wherever  uaed  therein,  the  words  "or 
otteopaXhj." 

Sec.  2.  Section  201  of  tlie  Army-Navy- 
Publle  HecUth  Service  Medical  Officer  Pro- 
curement Act  of  1947  (61  Stat.  777),  as 
amended.  Is  further  amended  by  adding  the 
Xollowlng  at  the  end  thereof: 

"A  doctor  of  osteopathy  to  be  eligible  for 
appointment  In  the  Medical  Corps  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  must  be  a  {graduate  of  a 
college  of  osteopathy  whose  graduates  are 
eligible  for  Ilcenstire  to  practice  medicine  or 
surgery  in  a  majority  of  the  States,  and  be 
licensed  to  practice  medicine,  surgery,  or 
osteopathy  in  one  of  the  States  or  Terri- 
tories of  the  United  States  or  In  the  District 
Of  Oolumbla." 

J30CT0BB  Dbatt  Act 
(Extract  from  Iiearings  before  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services.  House  of  Representa- 
tives. 83d  Cong..  1st  8688.,  on  H.  B.  4495, 
to  amend  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act,  as  amended,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide for  special  registration,  elassiflcatlon, 
and  Induction  of  certain  medical,  dental, 
and  allied  spieclallst  categories,  and  for 
other  purposes,  Saturday,  April  25,  1953) 

BTATElCKIfT  or  L.  L.  OOUMIMY,  WASHntGTOH,  D.  C, 
IJOAL  OOUK8BL,  TRB  AMKtJCAN  OeTSOPATHIC 

aaaociAxioK 

Mr.  OouwjBT.  My  name  is  L.  L.  Ooiirley.  of 
Washington.  D.  C.  I  am  legal  counsel  for 
the  Amoiean  Ostc<^>athlc  Association. 

Pwraonally  and  on  behalf  of  the  American 
Ostoepathle  Association  I  wish  to  express  our 
appreciation  for  the  opportunity  of  present- 
ing our  views  on  the  pending  bill.  H.  R.  4495. 
Althoi^^  I  am  listed  as  the  only  witness 
reiMreaenting  the  American  Osteopathic  As- 
sociation, X  am  accompanied  by  Dr.  Chester 
D.  Swt^M.  who  Is  the  chairman  of  the  Wasli- 
ington  oiBce  at  the  association,  and  Dr.  Ralph 
F.  Llndberg,  superintendent  of  the  Detroit 
Osteopathic  Hospital.  The  three  of  us  are 
available  tot  answering  any  questions  which 
may  occur  to  you. 

Ttiia  legislation  which  extends  the  Doctor 
Draft  Act  for  an  additional  2  years,  is  neces- 
sary in  order  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  armed 
■ervloes  acotxtllng  to  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

Oongress  has  naapted  two  special  expedi- 
ents to  meet  the  needs  of  the  Armed  Forces 
for  medical  officers.  The  Army-Navy-Publlc 
Health  Service  Medical  Officer  Procurement 
Act  of  1947  (61  Stat.  777)  offered  Incentive 
of  $100  per  month  additional  pay  (sec.  101; 
6-year  period  extended  to  JiUy  1.  1953,  by  66 
Stat.  166) ,  and  provided  for  original  commis- 
sion grades  commensxirate  with  training  and 
experience  (sec.  201;  permanent  provision). 
The  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act,  including  the  so-called  Doctor  Draft  Act 
of  September  9.  1950,  provides  for  a  draft 
liability  for  physicians  to  age  61. 

In  order  to  further  effect  the  common  pur- 
pose of  these  two  laws,  we  respectf\illy  pro- 
pose the  following  amendment  to  the  nend- 
lngblU.H.  R.4495: 

"Sxcnoif  .  (a)  Section  201  of  the  Army- 
Navy-Publlc  Health  Service  Medical  Officer 
Procurement  Act  of  1947  (61  SUt.  777)  is 
amended  by  inserting  Immediately  after  the 
word  'medicine'  wherever  used  therein,  the 
words  "or  osteopathy.' 

"(b)  Doctors  of  osteopathy  who  are  11- 
eensed  to  practice  medicine  or  surgery  in  one 


of  the  States  of  TerritcMrles  of  the  United 
States  ct  in  the  District  of  Gblumbia,  when 
selected  under  the  provisions  of  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amend- 
ed, in  lieu  of  induction  thereunder,  may 
apply  for  and  upon  qualification  shall  be 
eligible  to  receive  appointment  in  the  Reserve 
of  the  Army  and  Navy  as  medical  officers  and 
In  the  Reserve  of  the  Air  Force  for  designa- 
tion as  medical  officers,  and  upon  bu<^  ap- 
pointment shall  be  subject  to  call  for  active 
duty  in  like  manner  as  others  similarly 
situated. 

As  amended  by  paragraph  (a)  trf  the 
above  amendment,  section  201  of  the  act  of 
1947  would  provide  that  medical  appoint- 
ments shall  be  made  from  qualified  civilian 
doctors  of  medicine  or  osteopathy  who  are 
Citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  who  shall 
have  such  other  qualificatolns  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  may  prescribe  lor  their  respective  serv- 
cles.  Copy  of  the  section  showing  the  pro- 
posed amendments  In  italic  Is  inserted  at 
this  point,  to  wit: 

"Sec.  201.  Subfect  to  any  llmttatlcn  of 
the  commissioned  strength  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  prescribed  by  law.  the  President,  by 
.  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  is  hereby  authorized  to  make  origi- 
nal appointments  to  permanent  commis- 
sioned grades,  with  ranlc  not  above  that  of 
colonel  In  the  Medical  and  Dental  Corps  or 
the  Army,  and  not  above  that  of  captain  in 
the  Medical  and  Dental  Corps  of  the  Navy 
in  such  numbers  as  the  needs  of  the  services 
may  require.  Such  appointments  shall  be 
made  only  from  qualified  civilian  doctors  of 
medicine  or  osteopathy  and  dentists  who 
are  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  who 
shall  have  such  other  qualifications  ae  the 
Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  may  prescribe  for  their  respective 
services.  The  doctors  of  medicine  or  osteo- 
pathy and  dentists  so  appointed  in  the 
Navy  shall  be  carried  as  additional  numbers 
in  rank,  but  shall  not  increase  the  author- 
ized numbers  of  commissioned  officers  of  the 
Medical  and  Dental  Corps  of  the  Regular 
Navy.  The  doctors  of  medicine  or  Osteo- 
pathy and  dentists  so  appointed  in  the  Army 
shall  be  credited  few  purposes  of  pronaotlon 
with  the  minimum  nimiber  of  years  of  serv- 
ice now  or  hereafter  required  for  pronsatlon 
of  officers  of  the  Medical  and  Dental  Corps  to 
the  grade  In  which  appointed." 

That  ttie  enactment  of  paragraph  (a)  of 
the  proposed  amendments  is  imperative  if 
the  professional  services  of  osteopBthlc 
physicians  are  to  be  utilized  in  the  armed 
services  is  clearly  manifested  in  a  ruling 
by  the  Deputy  Department  Counselor  at  the 
Army  on  March   13,  1952,  that: 

"The  basic  statute  under  which  officers  of 
the  Army  Medical  Corps  are  commissioned  Is 
the  Army-Navy-Publlc  Health  Service  Medi- 
cal Officer  Procurement  Act  of  1947.  Section 
201  of  title  n  provides  that  "Such  appoint- 
ments shall  be  made  only  from  qualified 
doctors  of  medicine."  •  •  •  It  would  seem 
that  the  matter  of  commissioning  of  oeteo- 
paths  In  the  Armed  Forces  is  now  properly 
one  for  the  cognizance  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States." 

The  adoption  of  paragraph  (a)  would 
make  clear  the  congressional  intent  that 
qualified  doctors  of  osteopathy  shall  be  ap- 
pointed as  medical  officers  in  the  Medical 
Corps  of  the  armed  services,  and  incidentally 
eliminate  the  legal  Impediments  to  full  ex- 
ercise of  authority  previously  granted  by 
Congress  for  appointment  of  doctors  of 
osteopathy  as  commissioned  medical  officers 
in  the  Navy  (60  Stat.  858)  and  the  employ- 
ment of  Army  interns  (56  Stat.  314;  67  Btat 
18). 

Paragraph  (a)  was  passed  by  the  House 
during  the  82d  Congress  as  an  amendment 
to  8.  2562,  but  the  House  receded  from  the 
amendment  before  final  enactment. 

According  to  the  conference  report  (H. 
Rept.  2169),  House  recession  was  due  to  two 


principal  contentions  which  formed  the  basis 
for  opposition  by  the  Department  Of  Defense, 
namely:  (1)  That  there  cannot  be  two  stand- 
ards of  medical  service  in  the  Armed  Forces, 
and  (2)  that  doctors  of  osteopathy  are  not 
qualified  in  preventive  medicine,  neuro- 
psychiatry, the  treatment  and  management 
of  contagious  diseases,  the  prescription  and 
administration  of  therapeutic  drugs  and 
blologlcals.  operative  surgery,  and  public 
health  and  sanitation. 

Those  same  objections  were  advanced  by 
the  Navy  before  this  committee^  and  re- 
pudiated by  this  committee,  at  the  time  of 
enactment  of  osteopathic  eligibility  for  medi- 
cal-officer commissions  in  the  Nafy  In  1946 
(Public  Law  604.  79th  Cong.,  60  $tat.  868). 
It  may  be  of  Interest  to  the  conunlttee  that 
shortly  after  the  enactment  of  the  1946  act, 
the  then  Surgeon  General  of  the  Navy  in- 
stituted preparations  for  commissioning 
osteopathic  physicians  pursuant  to  the  act, 
but  the  project  died  aborning  upon  accession 
of  a  new  Surgeon  General. 

since  these  same  issues  have  been  raised 
before  this  committee  on  previous  occasions, 
it  is  not  my  purpose  to  belabor  the  commit- 
tee with  an  extensive  recitation  of  the  quali- 
fications of  osteopathic  graduates.  However, 
for  record  purposes  it  does  seem  appropriate 
to  deal  briefly  with  the  oppositions  assigned 
in  the  conference  report  and  to  which  I  have 
referred. 

Opposition  (1)  asserts  that  two  standards 
of  medical  service  would  result  from  appoint- 
ment of  osteopathic  graduates  in  the  Medical 
Corps.  A  similar  question  was  posed  in  con- 
nection with  appointments  in  the  Medical 
Service  of  the  Veterans'  Administration. 
Congress  had  passed  a  law  In  1946  providing 
that  any  person  to  be  eligible  for  appoint- 
ment In  the  Medical  Service  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Medicine  and  Surgery  of  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  must  "hold  the  degree 
of  doctor  of  medicine  or  of  doctor  of  oste- 
opathy from  a  college  or  university  approved 
by  the  Administrator,  have  completed  an  in- 
ternship satisfactory  to  the  Administrator, 
and  be  licensed  to  practice  medicine,  surgery, 
or  osteopathy  In  one  of  the  States  or  Terri- 
tories of  the  United  SUtes  or  in  the  District 
of  Columbia"  (59  Stat.  676). 

When  we  called  on  Dr.  Paul  R.  Hawley, 
then  Chief  Medical  Director  of  the  Veterans* 
Administration,  we  were  told  that  two 
standards  of  medical  service  in  the  Veterans* 
Administration  could  not  be  sanctioned,  and 
that  he  must  be  satisfied  that  the  training 
accorded  In  osteopathic  colleges  and  intem- 
tralnlng  hospitals  was  equivalent  to  that 
furnished  In  medical  colleges  and  hospitals. 
After  Independent  investigation  on  his  part 
Hnd  submission  of  supplementary  data  on 
oxir  part.  General  Hawley  was  satisfied  of  the 
necessary  equivalence  of  the  training  insti- 
tutions of  the  two  schools  of  practice.  He. 
thereupon,  recommended  for  approval  and 
the  Veterans'  Administrator  approved  the 
AOA  approved  schools  of  osteopathy  and 
AOA  approved  intern-training  hospitals,  and 
arranged  for  appointment  of  qualllled  osteo- 
pathic graduates  In  the  Medical  Service  of 
the  Department  of  Medicine  and  Surgery  of 
the  Veterans'  Administration,  and  they  were 
and  are  being  appointed  and  are  so  serving. 
In  doing  so.  General  Hawley  conscientiously 
carried  out  the  intent  of  Congress. 

It  cannot  be  successfully  contended  that 
the  Veterans'  Administration  is  legs  solicit- 
ous of  the  welfare  of  veterans  in  its  charge 
or  less  exacting  in  requirements  of  its 
medical  personnel  than  is  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  for  service  personnel,  and 
when  a  man  of  the  recognized  caliber  of 
General  Hawley  In  his  capacity  as  Chief 
Medical  Director  of  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration found  after  investigation  that 
the  training  furnished  In  medical  and 
osteopathic  institutions  Is  so  comparable 
that  two  standards  of  medical  service  would 
not  result  from  appointment  of  osteopathic 
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graduates  In  the  Veterans*  Administration  eontagknis   diseases.     ThB   Commission    on  Hourt 

Medical  Service,  this  objecUon  of  the  De-  Ucensure  for  the  District  of  Colximbla  would  Klrksvme    CoUc^    of    Osteopathy, 

partment    of    Defense   becomes    unrealistic  hardly  subscribe  to  that  allegation,  since  tor  pharmacology  and  materia  med- 

and  without  foundation.  more  than  20  years  Dr.  Chester  D.  Swope.  as  lea U6 

Two  standards  have  not  resulted  from  the  osteopathic  member  of  the  EMstrlct  of  Co-  Lcb  Angela  School  at  Osteopathy. 

appointment  of  allopaths   and   homeopaths  lumbla  Board  of  Kxaminers  in  Medicine  and  pharmacology   and  materia  med- 

In  the  Medical  Corps  of  the  service.     In  a  Osteopathy,    has    been    the    designated    ex-  lea 228 

number  of  the   States  osteopaths,   homeo-  aminer  In  the  subject  of  diagnosis  and  pre-  Ksnnwn  City  College  of  Osteopathy: 

paths,  and   allopaths  take  the   exact  same  ventlon   of   communicable    diseases    in   the  Pharmaco-dynamics '_         lao 

Btate  examination,  and  receive  the  same  or  case  of  doctors  of  medicine  and  doctors  of  Materia  medlca  and  r«escriptIon. 

equivalent   licenses   to  practice,   which  cer-  osteopathy  who  are  applicants  for  licensure  writing M 

tainly    demonstrates    the   comparability   of  In  the  District  of  Columbia.  Clinical  phairoacrtogyl.!"""!,          28 

their  professional  training.  It  Is  worthy  of  note  that  in  enacting  the  Applied  pharmacologyr"m"Z          M 

The  fact  Is  that  the  Army  Is  now  commls-  Healing  ArU  PracUoe  Act  for  the  District  of  Chicago  College  of  Osteopauiy.'phar- 

slonlng  medical  offlcers  from  among  doctors  Oolumbla  In  1929,  Congress  declared:                          macology '                      190 

of  medicine  whose  med^cal-coUege  training  "Th*  degrees  doctor  of  medicine  and  doctor  umversity     of    WlioMliC'maUrta 

would    disqualify    them    from    Ucensure    to  of   osteopathy   shaU    be   accorded   the   same  medlca- 

practice  medicine   In   most.   If   not   all,   the  rights    and    prlvUeijes    under    governmental  Ijecttire                                           _           64 

States,    whereas,   medlct.1    commissions   are  regulations'   (45  Stat.   1389).                                       j^^        "" 48_ii2 

now  being  denied  physicians  of  the  osteo-  Opposition  (2)  also  chaUenges  osteopathic  phUadelDhla"  cJueM"'^hii^^^i^^ 

pathic    school    of    medicine    whose    osteo-  qualifications  in  the  prescription  and  admin-  ^1^  ma^ria  rn^ca^^^^^         lao- 

pathic-college    training    is    acceptable    for  »»tration  of  therapeutic  drugs  and  biologl-  ^^'^  materia  meaica lao 

qualification  for  licensure  to  practice  medl-  **^'-  "^^  subject  Is  dealt  with  In  medical  The  editorial  also  asks:  "What  about  the 
cine  or  surgery  In  some  three-fourths  of  *°**  osteopathic  colleges  under  the  headings  other  subjects  studied?"  In  that  connection, 
the  States.  I  refer  to  the  couunlsslonlng  of  **'  pharmacology  and  materia  medlca.  In  jt  cites  the  comparable  grades  made  by  doc- 
doctors  of  medicine  who  are  graduates  of  '*^  connection,  a  question  raised  and  an-  tors  of  medicine  and  doctors  of  osteopathy 
AMA  unapproved  medical  colleges.  I  am  not  "wered  In  an  editorial  which  appeared  in  the  ^^  j^jy  1951  before  the  Wisconsin  State 
suggesung  that  the  doctors  so  appointed  are  '^^^""iSlil  ScSlu  W^klf  BuUe'tm  i"2  ^«^  °'  **«"«^  Kxaminers.  -me  «ibject  of  - 
professionally  unqualified,  but  merely  citing  <^>  ^^^^^^ol^T  ^""*'^  ^  ^^  that  examination  Included  all  the  subjects 
the  apparent  discrimination.  P"„^;  osteopaths  studying  the  right  sub-  enumerated  In  opposition  (2).    The  general 

Let  us  now  pass  to  opposlUon  (2) .  name-  ^^^  ^^  enough  hours  to  be  practicing  med-  »verages  of  the  M.  D.'s  and  the  D.  O.'s  defi- 

ly.  that  doctors  of  osteopathy  are  not  prof es-  ^clne  and  sxirgery  ( the  same  as  M.  D.'s )  which  nitely     Indicate    the    equivalence    of    their 

Bionally  qualified  In  various  subjecu,  the  they  are  doing  right  now?    To  answer  this  training  in  the  various  subjects.    I  ask  that 

sum  total  of  which  comprise  the  training  of  question  we  would  like  to  quote  the  Wis-  the  report  of  the  examination  as  excerpted 

a  physician.     Among  the  subjects  listed  Is  cousin  Medical  Journal  for  December  1951.  from  the  editorial  be  Inserted  at  this  point. 

Wisconsin  State  Board  of  Medical  Examiners'  report  of  examination  at  Milwaukee  in  July  1951 
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Ocneral  averages  for  the  5  ph^'sicians  were  recalculated  in  the  »ociety's  oflSoe  and  were  found  to  be  85,  83,  85.  84,  and  87,  respectively. 


Last  year  the  Office  of  the  Surgeon  Gen- 
eral of  the  Army  conducted  a  survey  of 
osteopathic  training  with  the  full  coopera- 
tion of  all  the  osteopathic  colleges,  intern 
training  hospitals,  and  the  American  Osteo- 
pathic Association.  In  assessing  the  caliber 
of  the  teaching  personnel  In  osteopathic 
colleges,  the  survey  sought  information  as 
to  any  contributions  made  by  faculty  mem- 
bers to  recognized  scientific  literature,  ex- 
clusive of  osteopathic  publications.  I  have 
here  a  return  made  by  the  Klrksvllle  College 
of  Osteopathy  and  Surgery  which  shows  that 
16  members  of  the  faculty  have  contributed 
to  nonosteopathlc  scientific  literature.  The 
scop>e  of  these  contributions,  I  believe, 
would  be  of  Interest  to  the  committee,  and 
I  ask  that  the  report  be  included  In  the 
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record  of  the  hearings  at  the  end  of  my 
testimony. 

The  survey  also  sought  Information  re- 
garding the  graduate  training  program  of 
osteopathic  physicians.  A  letter  was  ad- 
dressed to  each  of  the  teaching  hospitals  by 
Col.  James  Q.  SLmmons,  Medical  Corj>6.  Per- 
sonnel Division,  Office  of  the  Surgeon  Gen- 
eral, requesting  the  following  information: 

"Would  you  please  give  me  information  as 
to  the  size  of  your  hospital,  the  relative  size 
of  the  medical,  surgical,  and  obstetrical 
service,  the  average  number  of  beds  oc- 
cupied, and  the  annual  patient  load,  both 
inpatient  and  outpatient?  I  would  appre- 
ciate also  information  on  the  number  of 
necropsies  performed  annually.  Informa- 
tion as  to  the  amount  of  material  furnished 
to  Students  under  other  Items  mentioned  in 
the  catalog  will  be  appreciated." 


As  Illustrative  of  the  response  made  to 
that  inquiry,  I  wish  to  Insert  at  this  point 
the  report  submitted  by  Dr.  Llndberg  for  the 
Detroit  Osteopathic  HospltaL 

Statistics.  1951 
Total  bed  capacity: 

Adult  and  children 

Bassinets 


3ao 
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Adml5- 
Bioiu 

Patient 
days 

Avcram 

daily  eM»- 
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Adults        

6,006 
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4.  am 

3.755 

£2,277 
4,702 

I3,404 

14.375 

MS.  a 

Pediatrics 

Obstetrical 
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Total 

15,636 

84,756 
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5totl«t<c9,  i95i— Continued 

Total  deatlis .      355 

Total  neerop6iM .      143 

Autopay  percent 42.74 

Total  obstetrical  admlaslona 4,363 

Total  live  birtlu 3, 755 

Total  stlUblrtba 82 

STTBGBtT 

Total  minor  surgery 3,378 

Total  major  surgery 3,879 
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Total  surgery ^ 6,257 

Surgery  by  services: 

General  surgery 1.  e06 

Gynecology 1,  292 

Sections ^       104 

Proctology I"III      653 

Urology ___      693 

Orthopedics 430 

Eye,  ear.  noae,  tbroat,  and  tonsils l,  696 

Tnoraclc 83 


-     Total  6,257 

OtrrPATTKNT  SXRVICE 

"We  do  not  operate  an  outpatient  dispen- 
sary as  a  formal  service.  Service  to  outpa- 
tienU  is  given  by  the  X-ray  and  climcal 
laboratories.  Outpatients  are  also  cared  for 
by  the  orthopedic  department. 

"Total  outpatient  admissions  to  X-ray 
service  was  approximately  12,000  in  1951. 
This  figure  includes  both  diagnostic  and 
therapy  services. 

"Clinical  laboratory  gave  service  to  approx- 
imately 7,600  outpatients  In  1951. 

"Orthopedic    outpatient    admlssiona    was 

1,348  in  1951." 

Mr.  Cbairman,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
these  statistics  were  submitted  by  Dr.  Llnd- 
berg,  who  is  here  now,  and  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  they  show  the  number  of  admis- 
sions In  the  Detroit  Osteopathic  Hospital, 
and  show  the  surgery  services,  if  it  would 
please  the  committee  I  would  like  to  have 
Dr.  Llndberg  say  something  about  this  re- 
port specifically  as  to  what  is  Included  under 
surgery. 

Mr.  SBAna.  He  may  state  it  briefly.  Our 
time  Is  running  out  on  us  here.  We  must 
hear  several  more  witnesses  before  12  o'clock. 

STATUflHT   OF   SALPH   LINDBEHO.    D.    O. 

Dr.  LiNOBEHo.  The  total  admissions  for  the 
year  were  15,600,  and  they  were  reasonably 
divided    between    the    various    services    of 
adults,  pediatrics,  obstetrical,  and  newborn. 
I  think  it  is  important  to  realize  that  all 
these  patients  are  teaching  patients  for  In- 
terns and  residents  in  the  hospital.     The 
total   autopsy  percentage  Is  given   and   the 
total  number  of  major  and  minor  surgery 
The  surgery  by  service  Is  broken  down  into 
general  surgery,  surgery  of  the  gastrointesti- 
nal tract,  which  includes  the  gallbladder,  the 
thyroid,  and  so  forth;  gynecology,  which  is 
the  surgery  of  the  female  tract;  proctology 
which  is  the  surgery  of  the  lower  intestinal 
tract;  urology,  which  is  the  surgery  of  the 
kidney,  the  bladder,  and  the  prostate;  ortho- 
pedic, which  has  to  do  with  bone  surgery  and 
reconstruction  orthopedic;  ear,  nose,  throat 
and  tonsils,  and  thoracic  surgery,  which  \m 
the  lungs  and  the  heart. 

The  outpatient  service,  briefly.  Is  primarily 
X-rays  and  clinical  laboratory  study.  There 
Is  a  large  outpatient  study. 

M"-.  Shark.  You  do  not  have  any  special- 
ists in  osteopathy,  do  you? 

Dr.  LiNDBEBo.  We  have  specialists  in  all  pr 
almost  all  the  major  specialties.  They  are 
certified  by  their  respective  boards.  There 
are  specialists  in  eye.  ear,  nose,  and  throat 
and  plastic  surgery  and  thoracic  surgery 
There  are  specialists  in  gynecology,  anesthe- 
sia. X-ray,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  Rivtts.  There  are  specialists  in  the  list 
that  you  Jtist  referred  to? 


Dr.  LxNDBBQ.  The  list  that  I  referred  to 
waa  the  number  of  patients  in  thos«  cate- 
gories. 

Mr.  Rivms.  Do  you  have  specialists  ift  those 
categories? 

Mr.  Shates.  I  think  possibly  you  misun- 
derstood me.  What  I  wanted  to  determine 
was,  does  every  osteopath  have  to  know  all 
these  subjects  which  you  have  spoken  of 
here,  or  do  they  specialize  In  certain  sub- 
jects? 

Dr.  LiNOBERG.  Every  osteopathic  physician 
has  had  education,  training,  and  experience 
In  all  these  things.  '  In  our  hospital  service, 
the  work  in  the  various  specialty  fields  is 
done  directly  by  specialists;  men  confining 
their  work  to  that  special  field. 

Mr.  Rrvi»s.  Then  there  are  specialists  In 
those  Chosen  fields? 

Dr.  LiKDBKRG.  Yes. 

Mr.  Bknnztt.  What  Is  the  difference  be- 
tween  an  osteopath  and  a  medical  doctor? 

Dr.  Liin>BEBG.  I  think  that  I  can  answer 
that  very  briefly.  I  will  attempt  to.  The 
osteopathic  physicians  trained  today,  the 
ones  that  I  have  had  experience  with,  have 
training  in  the  broad  general  field  of  medi- 
cine; they  have  experience  and  skills  in  the 
broad  general  field  of  medicine,  and  in  addi- 
tion to  that  they  are  given  In  their  scholastic 
work,  and  It  is  amplified  in  the  graduate 
work,  the  particular  skill  of  manipulative 
therapy. 

Mr.  BENNirrr.  They  do  not  believe  that  you 
can  cure  contagious  diseases  by  a  manipula- 
tion of  the  spine,  do  they?  J 

Dr.  LiNDBERG.   No.  \ 

Mr.  DoTLK.  What  is  the  fact  with  reference 
to  whether  or  not  the  osteopaths  in  the  r 

practice,  before  they  can  begin  to  practice 
under  licenses  from  the  States,  must  take 
the  State  examination  In  order  to  get  their 
license  that  the  M.  D.'s  take? 

Dr.  LiNDBERG.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DoTLi.  They  do,  do  they  not? 

Dr.  LiNDBEBG.  In  most  States;  yes.     . 

Mr.  DoTLE.  In  my  State  of  California,  for 
Instance,  the  doctors  of  osteopathy  take  the 
same  examination  as  the  doctors  of  medicine 
take. 

Dr.  LiNDBERO.  Correct.  | 

Mr.  DoYu:.  I  wish  to  say  for  the  benefit  of 
the  chairman  who  asked  a  question  about 
specialists  that  I  know  for  a  fact  In  my  Stats 
of  California  some  of  the  outstanding  special- 
ists in  medicine  are  doctors  of  osteopathy. 

Mr.  Blandford.  May  I  ask  aquestlon?  Can 
an  osteopath  perform  all  types  of  medical 
services  comparable  to  those  performed  by 
a  physician  in  each  State  of  the  Union? 

Dr.  Liin>BERG.  By  law,  no,  sir.  There  are 
some  States  in  which  he  is  restricted.  Now, 
if  you  are  asking  as  far  as  ability  is  con- 
cerned  

Mr.  Blandforo.  I  am  asking  about  the  re- 
strictions first  of  all. 

Dr.  LiNDBEHG.  There  are  restrictions  in  some 
States. 

Mr.  BLANDroRD.  You  mention  in  the  state- 
ment that  there  are  some  doctors  of  medi- 
cine who  are  being  commissioned  in  the 
Army  who  would  not  pass  the  examinations 
for  license  in  mary  States.  Under  existing 
law,  can  a  doctor  of  medicine,  who  is  com- 
missioned in  the  Army,  practice  medicine  in 
any  State  in  the  Union  if  he  is  in  an  Army 
Installation? 

Dr.  LiKDBERG.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Blandfohd.  It  seems  to  me  the  problem 
which  has  been  with  us  for  a  long  time  al- 
ways goes  back  to  this:  Can  you  take  an 
osteopath,  even  though  he  Is  comparable  to  a 
physician,  and  assign  him  any  place  In  the 
world  and  expect  him  to  perform  on  a  patient 
exactly  the  same  type  of  medical  work  that  a 
physician  Is  qualified  to  perform?  is  that 
not  what  the  issue  bolls  down  to?  1 

Dr.  LiNDBERG.  Yes.  1 

Mr.  Blandford.  Yoiu-  contention  is  you  took 
any  osteopath  who  has  graduated  from  any 
osteopathic  college  In  the  United  States  and 


compare  him  to  any  physician  who  graduated 
from  any  medical  college  in  the  United 
States  you  could  not  tell  the  difference? 

Dr.  LiNDBERG.  On  the  same  comparative 
basis  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Blandford.  An  osteopath  c»n  perform 
exactly  the  same  type  of  medical  service  that 
a  physician  can  perform,  and  he  might  even 
go  one  step  further.  He  may  know  more 
about  the  manipulation  of  bones  than  a 
physician. 

Dr.  LiNDBERG.  That  Is  right. 

Mr.  Rivers.  With  these  exceptions  as  to 
specialties  which  you  related,  you  are  speak. 
ing  now  of  the  general  knowledge  of  medi- 
cine? 

Dr.  LiNDBERG.  That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  Rivers.  I  think  it  Is  pretty  Well  recog- 
nized. Doctor,  that  the  requiremonts  of  the 
modern  osteopath  are  very  high  throughout 
the  Nation.  I  think  It  is  well  recognized  that 
you  render  a  great  service. 

Dr.  LiNDBEHG.  Thank  you.  sir. 

Mr.  Shai-er.  I  might  recall  for  Mr.  Bland- 
ford s  benefit  that  we  had  In  the  service  of 
the  Government  the  Director  of  Medicine  of 
the  Department  of  Defense,  who  was  dis- 
qualified from  practicing  in  most  of  the 
States  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  Rivers.  His  practice  was  on  doctors  in- 
stead of  practicing  on  people. 

Mr.  SHAfEK.  Thank  heaven  we  got  rid  of 
him. 

You  may  proceed.  Mr.  Gourley.  j 

STATEMENT    OF    L.    L.    GOURLET CONnNTTED 

Mr.  GoTjRLET.  Sixty-nine  to  seventy  percent 
Of  the  matriculants  in  osteopathic  colleges 
have  baccalaureate  degrees,  and  93  to  94  per- 
cent  have  had  3  or  more  years  of  preprofes- 
slonal  college  training  before  admission  for 
professional  training  in  colleges  of  osteopa- 
thy and  surgery.  No  applicant  is  accepted 
with  less  than  2  years  of  preprofessional  col- 
lege training.  The  professional  coUege  train- 
ing covers  a  period  of  4  j-ears. 

PoUowlng  completion  of  the  4-year  profes- 
sional course,  the  osteopathic  graduate 
undertakes  1  or  more  years  internship. 
Seventy-six  hospitals  are  approved  for  intern 
training  by  the  American  Osteopathic  Asso- 
ciation. In  addition,  residencies  la  the  vari- 
ous Epecialtles  of  surgery,  obstetrics,  pedi- 
atrics, radiology,  neuropsychiatry,  and  so 
forth,  are  available  In  37  hospitals  approved 
for  resident  training  by  the  American  Osteo- 
pathic Association.  After  resident  training 
and  upon  further  qualification  and  exam- 
ination osteopathic  graduates  are  certified  by 
the  respective  American  osteopathic  specialty 
boards. 

Unlike  the  doctor  of  medicine  who  has 
spent  a  similar  time  of  7  to  10  years  or  more 
in  preparation  for  the  practice  of  his  profes- 
sion, the  opteopsithic  physician  is  denied  the 
privilege  of  contributing  his  professional 
services  In  the  Armed  Forces,  after  which  he 
could  enjoy  a  modicum  of  security  for  the 
civilian  practice  of  his  profession  without 
interruption— which  brings  us  to  considera- 
tion of  paragraph  (b)  of  our  proposed 
amendment. 

It  seems  patent  to  ob.cerve  that  assuming 
that  doctors  of  osteopathy  are  qualified  for 
service  in  the  Medical  Corps  as  we  have 
demonstrated,  then  they  should  haVe  an  «P9- 
portunity  to  obtain  medical  commissloM 
in  like  manner  as  doctors  of  medicine.  That 
is  the  purpose  of  paragraph  ( b) .  We  seek  no 
privileges  not  accorded  doctors  of  medicine. 

Under  paragraph  (b)  of  the  amendment,  if 
an  osteopathic  physician  is  selected  for  In- 
duction, he  would  have  the  privilege  of  appli- 
cation for,  and,  upon  qualiflcatloo.  recelot 
of  a  commission  for  service  In  the  Medical 
Corps.  In  addition  to  the  ordinary  mental, 
physical,  and  moral  qualifications,  he  would 
be  required  to  evidence  licensure  to  practice 
med  cine  or  surgery  in  one  of  the  Btates  or 
Territories  of  the  United  States  or  in  the 
District  of  Columbia. 
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In  view  of  the  fact  that  doctors  of  osteop- 
athy who  are  nonveterans  will  have  received 
occupational  deferment  during  their  profes- 
sional training,  they  are  liable  for  induction 
to  age  35  under  the  basic  law;  or  in  the  event 
of  registration  under  the  Doctor  Draft  Act 
their  liability  would  extend  to  age  51.  After 
the  long  and  intensive  training  necessary  to 
become  an  osteopathic  physician,  he  ought 
neither  to  be  required  to  have  his  profes- 
sional skill  rust  during  a  period  of  2  years' 
service  as  a  i>rlvate  when  he  Is  equipped  to 
render  professional  service  needed  by  the 
r  armed  services,  nor  required  to  ^mkctice  his 
profession  under  a  constant  tension  of  Im- 
pending induction  as  a  private  during  such 
a  long  span  of  years  when  he  la  attempting 

to  serve  the  civilian  health  in  his  occupation 
which  is  rated  critical  for  civilian  needs. 

We  believe  our  amendment  is  In  the  public 
interest,  and  we  earnestly  petition  this  com- 
mittee for  Its  enactment. 

Mr.  RrvEKs.  You  said  that  the  Navy  started 
on  a  program  of  utlltalng  the  skills  of  these 
osteopaths,  and  then  during  the  transition 
from  one  Surgeon  General  to  the  other,  the 
project  died  aborning. 

Mr.  GouRLET.  That  Is  right. 

Mr.  Rivias.  What  happened  during  that 
period  of  gestation? 

Mr.  GotntLET.  We  were  called  In  Just  after 
Congress  had  pmssed  the  bill  authorizing  ad- 
missions for  osteopathic  graduates  as  medical 
offlcers  In  the  Navy.  It  waa  because  of  that 
law  we  were  called  in,  and  we  had  a  confer- 
ence and  were  told  that  preparations  were 
being  made  and  recommendations  were  be- 
ing studied,  for  commissioning  doctors  of 

osteopathy  pursuant  to  the  law.  We  were 
told,  however,  that  we  would  probably  be 
commissioned  as  assistant  svugeons  rather 
than  acting  assistant  surgeons,  the  reason 
being  that  the  acting  assistant  surgeon, 
which  is  the  lowest  grade,  comes  in  as  an 
intern,  for  intern  training.  They  said  they 
should  not  be  taken  in  In  that  category  be- 
cause that  might  affect  the  standing  of  the 
training  hospitals  Involved. 

Mr.  Rivers.  To  make  a  long  story  short,  no 
osteopath  got  any  commission? 

Mr.  GouRLET.  That  is  what  happened. 

Mr.  Rivers.  In  either  branch  of  the  serv- 
ice? 

Mr.  GoTTRLET.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  RrvERS.  And  they  still  do  not  get  them? 

Mr.  GotTRLET.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Rivers.  Despite  the  fact  that  you  are 
licensed  to  practice  medicine  in  many  of  the 
States? 

Mr.  GouRLET.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Shafer.  Have  there  been  cases  where 
these  men  have  been  drafted  into  the  Army 
as  privates? 

Mr.  GoURLET.  Yes. 

Mr.  Shafer.  And  then  put  to  work  right  in 
the  hospitals,  and  so  fort':i? 

Mr.  GouRLET.  They  have  been  put  to  work 
In  places  other  than  hospitals  a£  privates. 

Mr.  Price.  I  wonder  If  they  could  give  us 
a  list  of  the  States  that  issue  licenses  for 
the  practice  of  osteopathy. 

Mr.  GouRLET.  Doctors  of  osteopathy  are 
licensed  In  all  States.  Paragraph  (b)  of  this 
amendment,  Mr.  Price,  says  that  they  must 
be  licensed  to  practice  medicine  or  surgery. 
There  are  about  nine  States  where  they  are 
licensed  to  practice  medicine  expressly. 
Then  there  are  a  number  of  States  where 
they  are  licensed  to  practice  osteopathy  or 
osteopathic  medicine  and  surgery. 

Mr.  Price.  I  wonder  if  you  could  give  us 
the  Identity  of  those  States. 

Mr.  Gourlet.  I  will  be  very  glad  to  put 
those  in  the  record.  There  are  37  States 
where  they  are  licensed  to  practice  surgery, 
whether  It  be  medicine  and  surgery  or  osteo- 
pathy and  surgery. 

Mr.  Shafer.  We  will  be  glad  to  have  that 
list  in  the  record. 


ICr.  BLAMsrow.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  to 
enlarge  upon  this  strnteoient  that  you  made: 

"The  fact  Is  that  the  Army  is  now  com- 
missioning medical  officers  from  among  doc- 
tors of  medicine  whose  n^edlcal  college  train- 
ing would  disqualify  them  from  licensure 
to  practice  medicine  in  most,  if  not  all,  the 
States,  whereas  medical  commlslsons  are 
being  denied  physicians  of  the  osteopathic 
school  of  niedlclne." 

Do  you  know  of  any  specific  cases  in  which 
doctors  have  been  commissioned  in  the  Army, 
the  Armed  Forces,  who  would  be  denied  the 
right  to  practice  medicine  in  the  vast  ma- 
jority of  the  States? 

Mr.  GouRLET.  Yes;  I  do.  Thev  are  gradu- 
ates from  unapproved  medical  schools,  and 
since  graduates  from  those  unapproved  med- 
ical schools  could  not  be  admitted  to  ex- 
amination in  the  various  States,  they  could 
not  be  licensed  in  those  States,  but  they 
are.  nevertheless,  commissioned  as  medical 
offloers  In  the  Army. 

Mr.  Blandford.  I  would  like  to  ark  General 
Armstrong  to  comment  on  that,  please. 

General  Armstrong.  We  require  a  license 
in  the  State.  It  may  not  mean  that  they 
have  a  license  in  many  States,  but  they  must 
have  a  license  to  practice  in  one  State.  In 
the  specific  reference  to  the  question  you 
pointed  to  Mr.  Gcurley.  we  have  from  time 
to  time  given  commissions  to  individuals 
who  are  graduates  originally  of  nonapproved 
schools  of  medicine,  but  who  had  sufficient 
graduate  training  approved  by  the  Ameri- 
can Medical  Association  that  they  became 
eligible  to  practice  in  a  State  and  obtained 
a  license  and  thereby  had  the  blessing  of 

the  American  Medical  Association  as  far  as 
commission  in  the  armed  services  is  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  Blandford.  In  other  words,  these  doc- 
tors must  meet  two  qualifications;  they  must 
not  only  be  able  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  State  in  which  they  obtain  the  license, 
but  then  when  they  apply  for  a  commission 
they  must  receive  the  blessing  of  the  Ameri- 
can Medical  Association? 

General  Armstrong.  That  is  right,  and 
each  case  is  studied  separately  and  we  give 
credit  to  evidence  they  submit  of  postgradu- 
ate training  in  approved  training  institu- 
tions. 

Mr.  DoTLE.  May  I  ask  this  question  of  the 
General:  Why,  if  a  college  was  not  worthy 
enough  to  be  approved,  or  have  the  blessing 
of  the  American  Medical  Association,  would 
the  American  Medical  Association  bless  a 
graduate  of  that  college? 

General  Armstrong.  You  are  dealing  now 
with  a  very  broad  problem,  Mr.  Doyle.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  at  the  moment  there  are  no 
unapproved  schools  of  medicine  In  the  coun- 
try. I  think  that  is  a  correct  statement. 
Therefore,  you  are  dealing  with  some  people 
who  are  practicing  medicine  In  this  country 
who  originally  graduated  from  schools  which 
are  no  longer  In  existence,  or  which  have  be- 
come approved  schools  of  medicine  In  the  In- 
terim. And,  as  a  general  policy,  the  Ameri- 
can Medical  Association,  dealing  with  Indi- 
vidual cases,  gives  these  people  who  gradu- 
ated from  the  school  at  the  time  when  it  was 
not  approved  a  certain  amount  of  credit  in 
individual  cases  if  they  received  graduate 
and  postgraduate  training  which  would  ap- 
pear to  make  them  more  or  less  equivalent  of 
a  graduate. 

Mr.  DoTLK.  I  remember  that  our  distin- 
guished chairman,  Mr.  Short,  of  Missouri, 
discussed  briefly  this  same  question  with  you 
the  other  day.  I  think  he  discussed  with  you 
the  question  of  commissioning  osteopaths 
when  you  were  a  witness  before  this  com- 
mittee. 

May  I  ack  you  this :  Why  Is  it  that  licensed 
osteopaths,  doctors  of  medicine  and  surgery, 
are  not  commissioned  by  the  Army?  You 
need  commissioned  men  in  that  field.  Why 
do  you  not  commission  more  of  them? 


General  ABMsntoMC.  l%e  Congressman  re- 
fers to  the  qusstkm  by  the  chalnnan,  and  Z 
should  like  to  answer  your  question  by  re- 
ferring to  the  same  statement  whldi  ChmXr- 
man  Short  brought  out  on  2  mvtooeaaXvm  days. 
He  coupled,  if  you  recall,  optometrists  and. 
osteopaths. 

Mr.  DoTLE.  That  Is  right. 

General  Armstsong.  We  have  the  author- 
ity today  to  commission  optometrists  in  tike 
Medical  Service  Corps,  and  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  we  have  commissioned  and  have  on  ac- 
tive duty  at  the  moment  some  T7  optome- 
trists. 

Mr.  DoTLS.  Do  you  not  have  authority  to 
commission    llcertsed   osteopaths? 

General  Aricstkong.   Not  at  this  time. 

Mr^  DoTLx.  Congress  has  not  given  70a 
that  authority? 

General  Armstrong.  That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  Blandford.  You  can  commission  an 
osteopath  In  the  Medical  Service  Corps;  can. 
you  not? 

General  Armstrong.  Yes;  that  is  true. 

Mr.  RivEEs.  II  he  brought  you  a  liceiue  to 
practice  in  one  of  the  respective  States  as  a 
doctor  of  medicine  and  did  not  have  ths 
blessing  of  the  American  Medical  AsaociaUon. 
could  you  under  this  law  give  him  a  coEn- 
mission? 

General  AtMsraoNG.  We  could. 

Mr.  DoTLE.  Would  you? 

General  Armstrong.  It  would  be  dependent 
entirely  upon  the  case.  We  go  over  very 
carefully  every  individual  case  and  if  we  feel 
the  basic  qualifications  are  not  met  we  hava 
the  authority  to  not  tender  that  Individual 
a  commission. 

Mr.  DoTLK.  What  authority  do  you  need 
from  Congress,  more  than  you  have,  to  com- 
mission a  licensed  doctor  of  osteopathy? 

Mr.  Rn-ERs.  Do  you  need  authority  or  a 
directive? 

General  Armstrong.  The  authority  could 
be  put  In  very  easily.  Mr.  Doyle. 

Mr.   KiLDAT.  I   would   like  to  get  straight- 
ened out  here.    You  are  asking  for  an  amend- 
ment to  include  osteopathy  after  the  word        :« 
"medicine"  wherever  it  appears  in  this  par- 
ticular section? 

Mr;  GouRLET.  Yes. 

Mr.  KiLDAT.  Then  I  take  it  that  you  recog- 
nize or  feel  at  the  present  time  doctors  of 
osteopathy  are  not  provided  the  same  oppor-        ^ 
tunity  for  commissions  as  doctors  of  medi- 
cine? 

Mr.  GouRLET.  That  Is  exactly  so.  sir.  As 
was  pointed  out  in  the  statement,  the  Deputy 
Counselor  of  the  Army  suggested  they  did 
not  have  the  authority  to  appoint  doctors  of 
osteopathy  unless  that  law  be  amended. 

Mr.  KiLDAT.  Then  there  is  no  issue  between 
you  and  General  Armstrong  as  to  his  author- 
ity? You  do  not  complain  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  existing  law  by  the  Surgeon 
General  of  the  service? 

Mr.  GoiTRLET.  We  are  asking  authority  for 
it  to  be  spelled  out.  We  do  not  quarrel  with 
him  as  to  his  authority.  That  is  why  w« 
are  asking  for  this  amendment. 

Mr.  KILDAT.  That  is  the  point.  Logically, 
that  would  be  necessarily  true. 

Mr.  GotTRLET.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  KiLDAT.  So  the  question  here  is  not  as 
to  the  administration  of  the  law  by  the  De- 
partment, but  is  a  matter  of  legislative  policy 
as  to  whether  we  should  supplement  existing 
law  by  the  addition  of  the  word,  "osteop- 
athy"? 

Mr.  GouRLXT.  "niat  is  exactly  so. 

Mr.  Rivers.  I  understood  the  counselor  to    ' 
say  there  was  law  existing  as  far  as  the  Navj 
Is  concerned  as  far  back  as  1947. 

Mr.  GoTTRLET.  August  1B46.  It  is  stUl  on 
the  statute  books,  but  the  authority  is  emas- 
culated by  this  1947  act  that  we  want  to 
amend.    We  want  to  straighten  it  out. 

Mr.  Bhaixr.  We  are  glad  that  you  taav* 
testlfled  for  the  osteopaths. 
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BBOoamss  osrcwaths  vob  iclitast 
coiuciaszoMS 
(Submitted  by  department  of  PennsylTUU* 
to  Committee  on  National  Seciirlty.  Na- 
tional and  Foreign  Affairs) 

Whereas  adeqiiate  proTlslon  for  national 
security  requires  the  fullest  possible  utlU- 
zatlon  of  the  Nation's  critical  manpower  re- 
sources; and 

Whereas  the  Department  of  Labor,  the  De- 
partment of  Defense,  and  the  Selective  Serv- 
ice System  list  osteopathy  as  a  critical  occu- 
pation; and 

Whereas  the  professional  skills  of  osteo- 
pathic physicians  are  either  wasted  by  failure 
to  use  them  as  military  officer  personnel,  or 
diluted  by  constant  tension  of  impending  in- 
duction for  service  in  nonprofessional  capac- 
ities; and 

Whereas  the  Legislature  of  Pennsylvania 
has  passed  laws  exacting  comparable  stand- 
ards and  grantin:;  comparable  privileges  in 
the  practice  of  the  healing  art,  including 
major  operative,  siu-gery  to  graduate  doctors 
of  medicine  and  graduate  doctors  of  osteop- 
athy, thxis  evidencing  a  similar  standard  of 
qualifications;  and 

Whereas  the  chairman  of  the  United  States 
House  of  Representatives  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.  Mr.  Shokt,  of  Missouri,  has 
introduced  a  bill,  H.  B.  5017,  which  has  for 
Its  sole  pmpose  the  necessary  authority  and 
power  for  commissioning  osteopathic  phyai- 
cians  as  medical  officers  in  the  armed  serv- 
ices: Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  SSth  National  Encamp- 
ment of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of 
the  United  States,  That  the  Armed  Services 
Committees  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  be 
respectfully  petitioned  to  speedily  effect  the 
enactment  of  H.  R.  5017. 

(Adopted  in  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  at  the  Au- 
gust 1-fl,  1954,  National  Encampment  of  the 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars.) 


BILLS  PASSED  OVER 
The  biU  (H.  R.  9987)  to  amend  cer- 
tain provisions  of  title  11  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act.  1936.  as  amended,  to  facili- 
tate private  financing  of  new  ship  con- 
struction, and  for  other  pmposes,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6440)  to  amend  section 
345  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1951- was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  BUSH.    Over. 

Mr.  McCARRAN  rose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  desire  recognition' 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Before  the  bill  was 
objected  to,  I  had  intended  to  offer  an 
amendment.  But  11  the  bill  is  objected 
to,  I  shall  not  offer  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  26)  to  amend  chapter  19 
title  5,  of  the  United  States  Code,  so  as 
to  prohibit  the  employment  by  any  per- 
son of  any  member,  official,  attorney,  or 
employee  of  a  Government  agency  ex- 
cept under  certain  conditions,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

v.«Tl!3„  !*^^^°^°    OFFICER.      The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  biU  (S.  521)  to  amend  title  18 
United  States  Code,  regarding  published 
articles  and  broadcasts  by  foreign 
agents,  was  announced  as  next  in  order 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  1708)  to  amend  section  11 
of  th&Administrative  Procedure  Act,  and 
for  other  purposes,  was  announced  as 
next  in  order.  i 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over.  I 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9804)  to  authorize  the 
the  appointment  in  a  civilian  position 
in  the  Department  of  Justice  of  Maj. 
Gen.  Prank  H.  Partridge,  United  States 
Army,  retired,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3040)  to  provide  financial 
assistance  to  the  Oakdale  and  South  San 
Joaquin  irrigation  districts.  California. 
in  the  construction  of  the  Tri-Dam  proj- 
ect, was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6616)  to  amend  title 
17.  United  States  Code,  entitled  •Copy- 
rights" was  annoimced  as  next  in  order 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  MORSE.    May  I  inquire  what  dis- 
position was  made  of  Calendar  No.  2234 
House  bill  1254? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  had  previously  been  passed.  It  was 
a  companion  bill  to  a  Senate  bill  on  the 
calendar. 

The  bill  (S.  3708)  to  authorire  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  sell  and  con- 
vey certain  Parker  Davis  transmission 
facilities  and  related  properties  In  the 
States  of  Arizona  and  California,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  announced  ac  next 
In  order.  , 

Mr.  MORSE.    Over.  | 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7840)  to  amend  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act.  th3  Railroad 
Retirement  Tax  Act,  and  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act.  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  ask  that  the  bill 
go  over,  because  it  is  not  calendar  busi- 
ness. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over.  i 

SALE  OF  CERTAIN  LANDS  IN  UTAH 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  3570)  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  lands  situated  in  Utah  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Aifairs  with 
amendments,  on  page  2,  line  4,  after  the 
word  "as",  to  strike  out  "Said  Indians 
shall  deem  satisfactory"  and  insert  "the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  approve '• 
In  line  13,  after  the  word  "Indian*  "  to 
insert  "by  majority  vote";  and  after  line 
14.  to  strike  out: 

Sec.  5  Any  action  taken  by  majority  vote 
of  the  adult  members  of  said  Indians,  wheth- 
fn  f.*S"  meeting  or  by  referendum,  but 
in  either  event,  alter  such  notice  as  may 
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be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior,  shall  be  binding  upon  faid  Indians 
for  all  purposes  of  this  act. 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Indian  Peak 
Palute  Indians  of  Utah  are  hereby  author- 
ized, subject  to  the  approval  of  tihe  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  to  sell  and  convey  to  any 
purchaser  deemed  satisfactory  to  them  any 
of  the  lands  of  said  Indians  situated  in  the 
State  of  Utah,  particularly  described  as 
follows:  Sections  13,  14.  15,  16,  21,  22  23 
24.  25,  26,  27,  28,  33,  34.  35,  and  $6,  townahlp 
29  south,  range  18  west.  Salt  Lake  meridian. 

Sec.  2.  Title  shall  be  conveyed  by  Issuance 
of  patent  In  fee  to  the  purchaser  or  pur- 
chasers reserving  to  said  Indians  the  gas.  oU, 
mineral,   and  all  other  subsurface   rights. 

Sec.  3.  All  such  sales  shall  be  made  upon 
such  terms  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
shall  approve,  except  as  herein  otherwise 
provided,  and  may  be  made  pursuant  to 
bids  or  at  private  sale. 

Sec.  4.  All  fund.s  derived  from  such  sales 
together  with  all  Income  from  said  lands 
accrued  before  sale  shall  be  deposited  In 
the  United  States  Treasury  to  the  credit  of 
the  Indian  Peak  Palute  Indians  pursuant 
to  the  act  of  May  17,  1926  (44  Stat.  560). 
and  may  be  expended  or  advanoed  for  such 
purposes.  Including  per  capita  payments 
as  may  be  designated  by  said  Indians  by  ma- 
jority vote  and  approved  by  the  Becretary  of 
the  Interior. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  May  we  have  an 
explanation  of  the  bilP 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  the 
bill  was  reported  unanimously  from  the 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee 
of  the  Senate,  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  sell  some  Indian  lands 
belonging  to  a  group  of  Indians  in  south- 
western Utah. 

The  land  is  not  used  by  the  Indians. 
They  have  been  leasing  it  for  quite  a 
while.  They  do  not  live  on  it.  It  has  not 
been  bringing  them  much  income,  and 
they  felt  they  would  be  much  better  off 
If  they  were  permitted  to  sell  this  par- 
ticular piece  of  land.  It  is  largely  at 
their  request  that  it  is  being  sold. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.   WATKINS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Is  the  land  all  in 
the  State  of  Utah? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  believe  it  is.  I  am 
not  sure  about  that,  but  I  think  all  the 
land  is  in  Utah.  The  Indians  all  Uve 
in  the  State  of  Utah,  and  I  am  now  ad- 
vised that  all  of  the  land  is  in  the  State 
of  Utah. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendments. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 


BILL  PLACED  AT  FOOT  OP 
CALENDAR 

The  bill  fH.  R.  3534)  to  authorize  the 
extension  of  patents  covering  inventions 
whose  practice  was  prevented  or  cur- 
tailed during  certain  emergency  periods 
by  service  of  the  patent  owner  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  by  production  controls 
was  announced  as  next  in  orddr 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 


19  5  U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14959 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON  subsequently 
said:  Mr.  President,  I  was  engaged  in 
conversation  at  the  desk  when  Calendar 
No.  2284,  H.  R.  3534,  was  called. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Tennessee  I  Mr.  GoreI 
asked  that  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Will  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  withdraw  his  ob- 
jection, so  that  I  may  ask  to  have  the 
bill  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar? 

Mr,  GORE.     I  gladly^do  so. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  bill  will  be  placed  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 


NATIONAL  SALVATION  ARMY  WEEK 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  173)  to 
authorize  the  President  to  proclaim  the 
week  of  November  28.  1954.  through  De- 
cember 4.  1954.  as  "National  Salvation 
Army  Week"  was  considered,  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Whereas  in  October  cf  1879  a  lone  woman 
Salvation  Army  officer,  Lt.  Blza  Shirley,  en- 
couraged the  formation  of  an  official  party, 
comprising  seven  women  officers  and  Com- 
missioner Oeorge  Scott  ilallton,  to  extend  the 
work  of  the  Salvation  Army  in  the  United 
States:  and 

Whereas  today  the  Salvation  Army  has 
grown  Into  a  huge  operation  with  Its  3.996 
officers  administering  6.400  centers  of  chari- 
table and  religious  work  assisted  by  34,687 
prominent  citizens  of  all  races  and  creeds 
who  have  formally  asMKlated  themselves  In 
the  close  relationship  of  lay  leadership;  and 

Whereas  the  Salvation  Army,  acting  under 
a  charter  issued  by  the  State  of  New  York 
In  1899.  Is  an  organization  designed  to  op>erate 
as  a  religious  and  charitable  organisation 
with  the  following  purposes:  The  spiritual, 
moral,  and  physical  reformation  of  all  who 
need  It;  the  reclamation  of  the  vicious,  crim- 
inal, dissolute,  and  degraded;  visitation 
among  the  poor  and  lonely  and  sick;  the 
preaching  of  the  Oospel  and  dissemination  of 
Christian  truth  by  means  of  open-air  and 
indoor  meetings:    Therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  President  of  the 
United  States  Is  requested  and  authorized  to 
officially  proclaim  the  week  beginning  No- 
vember 28,  1954,  through  December  4,  1954. 
as  "National  Salvation  Army  Week." 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8893)  to  amend  section 
401  (e)  (2)  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act, 
as  amended,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  HEa^IDRICKSON.  Over  by  re- 
quest. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


COL.  SAMUEL  J.  ADAMS,  AND 
OTHERS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6808)  for  the  relief  of 
Col.  Samuel  J.  Adams,  and  others,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  345'  for  the  relief  of 
Samuel  Chalut  was  announced  as  next 
in  order, 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER, 
will  be  passed  over. 


ThebiU 


GUBBINS   L   CO.— BILL  PLACED   AT 
FOOT  OF  CALENDAR 

The  bill  (S.  2564)  to  confer  jurisdic- 
tion upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear  the 
claims  of  Gubbins  &  Co.,  of  lima.  Peru, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  withhold  his  ob- 
jection for  a  moment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Florida  (Mr.  Smathers] 
asked  that  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  was  a  natural  mis- 
take on  my  part,  because  the  two  States 
claim  some  of  the  same  assets  of  cli- 
mate.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  President,  as  I  understand  the  bill. 
It  seeks  to  give  to  the  Court  of  Claims 
jurisdiction  to  try  issues  which  I  think 
it  is  in  a  much  better  position  to  try  than 
we  in  the  Senate  would  be,  provided  a 
private  claims  bill  should  come  before 
us.  The  proponents  of  the  bill  are  to  be 
commended  because  they  have  presented 
their  case,  not  by  way  of  a  private  claims 
bill,  but  by  way  of  a  bill  which  seeks  to 
transfer  to  the  Court  of  Claims  juris- 
diction to  try  their  case. 

I  do  not  see  how  there  could  be  any 
serious  objection  to  that  procedure.  I 
wonder  if  the  bill  may  go  to  the  foot  of 
the  calendar  in  order  that  I  may  confer 
with  the  Senator  from  Florida  in  the 
meantime  to  see  if  there  is  substantial 
objection  to  the  bill. 

Mr,  SMATHERS,  I  shall  be  happy  to 
follow  that  suggestion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  be  placed  at  the 
foot  of  the  calendar. 


BILLS  AND  RESOLUTION  PASSED 
OVER 

The  bill  (S.  3057)  for  the  relief  of  the 
Lacchi  Construction  Co.  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  biU 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3375)  for  the  reUef  of  the 
Elkay  Manufacturing  Co..  of  Chicago. 
111.,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3772)  to  amend  the  Fed- 
eral Property  and  Administrative  Serv- 
ices Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  to  provide 
for  the  payment  of  appraisers,  auc- 
tioneers, and  brokers  fees  from  the  pro- 
ceeds of  disposal  of  Government  surplus 
real  property,  and  for  other  purposes 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  310)  to  investi- 
gate the  marketing  of  new  cars  (auto 
bootlegging)  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Over,  by  re- 
quest.   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


CONSTRUCTION  AND  MAINTENANCB 
OF  MICHAUD  FTjATS  PROJECT. 
IDAHO 

The  bin  (H.  R.  5499)  to  provide  for  the 
construction,  maintenance,  and  opera- 
tion of  the  Michaud  Flats  project  for 
irrigation  in  the  State  of  Idaho  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bUl? 

Mr.  MORSE.  May  we  have  an  expla- 
nation of  the  bill? 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  The  Michaud 
Flats  project  is  located  in  Power  County. 
Idaho,  and  provides  for  the  development 
of  11,035  acres  of  irrigated  lands  on  the 
loess -covered  valley  and  benchlands  of 
the  Snake  River  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
American  Falls  Reservoir.  About  2,000 
acres  of  these  lands  have  been  irrigated 
although  water  supplies,  in  some  in- 
stances, have  been  inadequate.  The  re- 
maining area  would  be  developed  as 
new  irrigated  units  providing  for  the 
establishment  of  100  new  farms.  The 
Michaud  division  of  the  Foit  Hall  Indian 
project  provides  for  the  irrigation  of 
21,000  acres  within  the  Indian  reserva- 
tion along  the  southeastern  shore  of  the 
American  Falls  Reservoir  east  of  the 
Michaud  Flats  project. 

There  is  intense  local  interest  in  and 
support  for  the  Michaud  Flats  project 
and  the  Palls  Irrigation  District  was  or- 
ganized in  1949  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
tracting with  the  Government  for  con- 
struction of  the  irrigation  facilities. 
The  project  is  economically  Justified  in 
that  the  expected  benefits  exceed  esti- 
mated costs  in  the  ratio  of  2.83  to  1. 

It  is  estimated  that  the  water  users  on 
the  Michaud  Flats  project  can  be  ex- 
pected to  pay  a  total  of  $132,700  an- 
nually, or  an  average  of  slightly  over  $12  ' 
per  acre.  Of  this  total  $74,900  would  be 
required  for  operation,  maintenance, 
and  replacement  leaving  $57.80C  to 
apply  as  repayment  of  the  irrigation 
costs. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  ^e 
Record,  immediately  following  the  pas- 
sage of  House  bill  5499,  a  letter  which 
has  been  received  by  me. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricorb, 
as  follows: 

Washington,  D.  C,  August  11.  1954. 
Hon.  Henkt  C.  Dwokshak. 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Deak  Senatob  Dwokshak:  As  you  know, 
the  Indians  at  Fort  Hall  have  certain  rights 
in  the  Snake  River  and  Its  tributaries  which 
were  awarded  under  State  law  and  some 
Which  were  purchased  from  owners  of 
awarded  water  rlglits.  In  addition,  the  In- 
dians have  certain  claims  to  water  rights  In 
streams  adjoining  the  reserTation  under  the 
doctrine  of  the  case  of  Winters  v.  United 
States  (207  U.  S.  564  (1908))  which  la  that 
When  the  United  States  creates  an  Indian 
reservation  it  impliedly  reserves  all  water 
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that  mli^t  he 
Indiana. 

The  Indians  are  particularly  ^nTj^aig  that 
certain  water  rights  In  the  Blackfoot  River, 
a  tributary  at  the  Snake  Rtver.  trhleh  they 
own  but  are  not  entirely  using  at  the  preoent 
time  will  not  be  waived  or  lost  by  an  errone- 
ous Interpretation  of  the  language  of  the 
bill.  Also,  they  are  concerned  that  the  lan- 
guage of  the  bill  might  be  construed  to  con- 
stitute a  determination  of  whether  or  not^ 
they  are  entitled  to  pump  water  from  the 
Fort  Hall  bottoms  (adjacent  to  American 
Falls  Beservoir)  for  the  Irrigation  of  about 
2.000  acres  of  pastiu-eland  there. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  bill  would 
not  waive  any  rights  of  the  Indians  in  water 
but  without  going  Into  the  merits  of  certain 
conflicting  claims  to  water  or  constituting  a 
precedent  in  connection  with  those  claims 
would  require  the  Indians  to  make  available 
from  Palisades  and  American  Falls  Reservoirs 
131,600  acre-feet  of  storage  capacity  In  return 
for  the  right  to  pump  ground  water  from  the 
Fort  Hall  bottoms  in  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  22,400  acre-feet  and  an  amount  equal 
to  that  produced  by  the  exchange  of  131,600 
acre-feet.  X  believe  this  is  clearly  explained 
on  pages  3  and  4  at  Senate  Report  2321. 

This  bill  woiild  not  affect  the  rights  oT 
the  Indians  in  purchased  or  awarded  water 
rights  in  the  Snake  River  and  its  tributaries, 
including  but  not  being  limited  to  the  water 
purchased  from  the  Idaho  Canal  Oo.  by  the 
tTnited  States  for  the  Indians  in  1008,  the 
water  rights  of  the  Indians  in  Grays  Lake. 
the  water  rights  of  the  Indians  in  the  Black- 
foot  River  and  Reservoir,  and  water  rights 
•warded  the  Indians  iinder  State  law. 

ROBKBT    W.    Tt»»«^^ 


August  18 


from  Gov.  C.  Ehner  Anderson,  cf  the 
State  of  Minnesota.  The  Governor  sets 
forth  very  clearly  in  the  letter  the  rea- 
sons why  the  bill  should  be  considered 
at  this  session.  With  the  indulgetice  of 
the  Senate,  I  should  like  to  read  the  let- 
ter, which  is  not  a  lengthy  one : 

D«Aa  Senavoi:  At  a  recent  meeting  of  the 
Missouri  States  Committee  held  in  Tellow- 
stone  Park,  tlie  10  States  there  represented 
were  unanimous  in  their  support  of  the 
Butler  bUl  now  before  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  This  bill 
authorizes  the  States  in  the  Missouri  Basin 
to  work  with  a  Federal  representative  In 
drafting  a  compact  under  which  the  Mis- 
souri Basin  projects  can  be  administered  on 
a  cooperative  basis. 

It  was  agreed  that  such  legislation  Bhould 
be  enacted  during  the  present  session  in 
order  that  the  1955  State  legislatures  could 
move  In  autliorizlng  their  States  to  par- 
ticipate In  such  compact  formation.  It  was 
also  the  unanimous  agreement  of  the  group 
that  such  a  compact,  when  and  If  drawn  and 
agreed  upon  by  the  Federal  and  State  au- 
thorities, was  far  preferable  to  anything  in 
the  way  of  an  MVA  based  upon  the  TVA 
pattern. 

We  beUeve  that  the  position  taken  rep- 
resents your  own  point  of  view,  and  that 
you  can  and  wUl  lend  leadership  with  the 
other  Members  of  the  Minnesota  delegation 
■o  Inclined  to  urge  proper  action  during  the 
closing  weeks  of  the  1954  session  of  the  Con- 
gress. , 

Yours  very  truly.  \ 

C.  E^MEB  Ajtdersok, 

Governor. 


INTEEISTATE  COMPACT  FOR  ALLO- 
CATION OP  WATERS  OP  MISSOURI 
RIVER— -BILL  PASSEH?  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  2821)  granting  the  consent 
Of  Congress  to  the  States  of  Colorado, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota.  Missouri,  Mon- 
tana, Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  and  Wyoming,  to  enter  into  a 
compact  for  the  allocation  of  waters  of 
the  Missouri  River  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  withhold  his  objection? 

Mr.  GORE.    I  withhold  my  objection. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  do  not  know  the  basis 
for  the  Senator's  request  to  have  the  bill 
go  over,  but  I  point  out  that  the  bill  has 
been  requested  by  a  committee  of  gover- 
nors of  the  several  States  in  the  Missouri 
River  Basin.  The  bill  is  purely  permis- 
sive, granting  the  consent  of  Congress 
for  the  States  concerned  to  enter  into  the 
negotiation  of  a  compact.  The  compact 
would  have  to  be  submitted  to  Congress 
before  it  could  become  effective.  I  won- 
der if  the  Senator  who  asked  that  the 
bill  go  over  will  accept  this  explanation 
and  permit  the  biU  to  be  passed. 

Mr.  THYE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Does 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  further 
withhold  his  objection,  to  permit  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  to  be  recog- 
nized? 

Mr.  GORE.  I  withhold  my  objection, 
Mr.THYK  Mr.  President,  I  have  been 
concerned  about  the  bill  under  discus- 
sion for  several  calendar  sessions,  be- 
cause I  think  it  is  imperative  that  Con- 
gress act  on  the  biU.  not  only  for  the 
reasons  so  ably  stated  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota,  but  I  have  a  letter 


This  proposed  legislation  is  permissive. 
If  the  bill  were  passed  it  would  enable  the 
States,  when  their  respective  legislatures 
convened,  to  give  further  consideration 
to  the  matter.  Congress  would  have  to 
act  upon  anything  which  might  be  agreed 
upon  before  the  compact  could  take  ef- 
fect, insofar  as  it  relates  to  the  Missouri 
River.  I  hope  the  objection  to  the  bill 
will  be  withdrawn. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  withhold  his  ob- 
jection so  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
can  be  recoirnized? 
Mr.  GORE.  I  withhold  my  objection 
Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  the 
bill  not  only  has  the  support  of  the  Gov- 
ernors of  the  States  in  the  Missouri 
Basin,  but,  in  addition,  it  has  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
which  represents  the  executive  arm  of 
the  Government.  In  addition,  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
has  unanimously  approved  the  bill. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  jield  for  a  question  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  is 
familiar  with  the  fact,  but  this  is  one 
of  the  bills  which  I  called  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  policy  committee  at  the  last 
meeting.  J  stated  that,  so  far  as  the 
majority  leader  was  concerned,  if  the  bill 
did  not  pass  on  this  calendar  call^and 
I  was  hopeful  it  would  be  passed,  for 
the  reasons  given  by  the  various  Sena- 
tors who  explained  the  bill— it  was  a 
bill  that  I  would  strongly  recommend 
be  caned  upon  on  motion  so  it  would  be 
considered  at  this  session.  I  hope  it  will 
be  passed  on  a  call  of  the  calendar,  but. 
If  not,  it  will  be  called  up  on  motion. 


Mr.  BARRETTT.  I  thank  the  majority 
leader.  I  should  like  to  point  out  that 
the  bill  provides  that  there  shall  be  a 
Federal  representative  in  negotiations 
looking  toward  execution  of  a  compact 
between  the  States.  After  all,  if  a  com- 
pact is  agreed  upon,  it  will  still  have  to 
come  back  to  the  Congress  for  action. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  Is  the  point  I  rose 
to  mention.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  mentioned  it.  What  is  pro- 
posed by  the  bill  is  not  the  giving  up  of 
the  congressional  right  to  review  the 
matter.  Congress  simply  would  be  au- 
thorizing the  States  to  enter  into  a  com- 
pact. This  is  the  kind  of  partnership 
principle  I  highly  endorse.  U  seems  to 
me  we  ought  to  let  the  States  work  out 
their  water  differences,  just  as  they  have 
done  in  other  State  compacts.  Unless 
they  are  extremely  bad,  I  think  such 
compacts  should  be  approved.  At  least 
we  ought  to  encourage  the  Stutes  to  go 
ahead  and  negotiate  compacts,  as  long 
as  Congress  has  the  final  authority  to 
pass  judgment  on  them.  I  think  it 
would  be  greatly  discouraging  to  the 
States  if  Congress  did  not  give  to  them 
authorization  to  negotiate.  I  do  not 
know  how  we  are  going  to  be  able  to 
work  out  a  workable  partnership  between 
the  Federal  Government  and  the  States 
if  we  cannot  adopt  the  principles  of  the 
bill  under  discussion. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  The  Senator  is  entire- 
ly correct.  It  seems  to  me  that  all  those 
who  profess  to  believe  in  the  principle 
of  States'  rights  should  be  in  aocord  with 
the  proposed  legislation.  All  it  would 
do  is  give  the  States  an  opportunity  to 
protect  their  interests  in  their  own 
waters  and  agree  as  a  community  of 
States. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  should  like  to  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  that  we 
of  the  Midwest  and  the  West  have  had 
much  experience  in  working  out  com- 
pacts between  States.  They  have  been 
very  successful.  We  have  come  to  Con- 
gress and  received  approval.  I  hava 
helped  in  securing  approval  of  certain 
compacts.  I  helped  in  getting  approval 
of  a  compact  between  the  States  of  Colo- 
rado, Missouri,  and  Kansas,  and  one  be- 
tween Colorado  and  Kansas.  Such 
compacts  have  worked  out  very  well.  I 
hope  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  will 
not  feel  constrained  to  object. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  still  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  the  entrea- 
ties of  my  coUeagues  have  *)6en  quite 
persuasive.  In  fact,  if  I  had  a  personal 
objection  to  the  bill,  I  would  be  inclined 
to  be  overwhelmed  and  yield.  However 
since  I  am  not  in  a  posiUon  to  withdraw 
the  request.  I  shaU  have  to  ineist  that 
the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.     The  bill 
Will  be  passed  over. 


CONVEYANCE  OP  CERTAIN  PUBLIC 
LANDS  IN  UTAH 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6451)  to  provide  for 
the  conveyance  of  certain  public  lands 
in  Utah  to  the  occupants  of  the  land 
was  announced  as  next  in  order, 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there 

objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  the 
bill  was  introduced  in  the  House  by  my 
colleague.  Representative  Stringfellow. 
Many  years  ago  many  of  the  pioneers 
who  went  into  the  area  around  great 
Salt  Lake  settled  on  the  shores  of  the 
lake.  As  the  waters  were  taken  from 
the  streams  which  fed  the  lake,  the  lake 
receded  from  some  of  the  lands  adjacent 
to  the  lake  which  were  used  as  farms. 
A  number  of  years  ago  an  act  was  passed 
permitting  the  farmers  to  get  the  lands, 
which  are  known  as  accretion  or  relic- 
tion lands.  A  few  farmers  in  and 
around  Ogden,  at  the  great  Salt  Lake, 
failed  to  take  advantage  of  that  op- 
portunity. They  did  not  have  the 
money  available  to  pay  the  necessary 
fees  and  they  let  the  opportunity  pass 
by.  The  bill  would  provide  that  the 
farmers  could  obtain  the  land.  The 
total  value,  along  with  the  improvements 
the  farmers  put  on  the  land,  is  about 
$3, SCO.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  is 
grave  doubt  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment ever  had  title  lo  the  land,  because 
at  one  time  the  land  was  at  the  bottom 
of  Great  Salt  Lake,  which  is  not  navi- 
gable. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr  President,  I  think 
there  should  also  be  stressed  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Senator's  statement  that 
it  would  be  most  unfair  to  deny  to  this 
small  group  of  farmers  the  land  in  ques- 
tion, because  other  farmers  in  the  same 
area  were  in  a  betttr  financial  position 
to  act  when  the  Federal  Govenunent 
made  the  offer  some  time  ago,  and  they 
were  able  to  take  advantage  of  the  offer. 
These  particular  fa-mers  put  improve- 
ments on  the  land.  I  think  the  bill 
should  be  pas.>:ed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  piesent  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection.  Senate  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  6451) 
to  provide  for  the  cc'nveyance  of  certain 
public  lands  in  Utah  to  the  occupants 
of  the  land,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs  with  an  amendment,  on 
page  2.  line  16.  afti-r  the  word  "Utah", 
to  strike  out  "If  any  of  these  lands  are 
needed  by  the  United  States  for  the  said 
project,  the  Secretary  may  declare  the 
lands  forfeited  and  return  to  the  United 
States  upon  tender  Df  payment  for  such 
lands  of  the  amount  paid  by  the  occu- 
pant to  the  Unite<i  States  under  this 
act  plus  the  reasonable  value  of  the  im- 
provements in  place  at  the  time  the  land 
is  patented."  and  in  lieu  thereof  to  in- 
sert "Any  patent  issued  under  this  act 
shall  contain  a  reservation  granting  to 
the  United  States  the  right  to  repur- 
chase the  patented  land,  if  the  Secretary 
should  find  that  such  land  is  needed  by 
the  United  States  and  the  Wel>er  Basin 
project,  upon  tender  of  payment  for 
such  land  of  the  &.mount  paid  by  the 
patentee  to  the  Unii,ed  States  under  this 
act  plus  the  reasonable  value  of  the  im- 
provements thereon  in  place  at  the  time 
the  land  is  patented." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


CLAIMS    ARISING    FROM    ACTS    OP 
MILITARY  PERSONNEL 

The  bill  (S.  3844)  to  provide  for  a 
reciprocal  and  more  effective  remedy 
for  certain  claims  arising  out  of  the  acts 
of  military  personnel  and  to  authorize 
the  pro  rata  sharing  of  the  cost  of  such 
claims  with  foreign  nations,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  at 
this  time  the  question  is  whether  there 
is  objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill;  is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, in  the  absence  of  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley],  the 
chairman  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee, as  acting  chairman  I  wish  to 
make  a  brief  statement  with  regard  to 
this  bill;  and  then,  at  the  request  of 
some  of  my  colleagues,  I  shall  offer  very 
moderate  amendments  which  I  shall 
presently  si-nd  to  the  desK. 

Mr.  President,  this  bill  will  implement 
a  number  of  treaties  and  other  inter- 
national agreements  which  provide  a  re- 
ciprocal and  pro-rata  method  of  set- 
tling claims  arising  out  of  the  line-of- 
duty  acts  of  military  personnel  or  civil- 
ian employees  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  a 
foreign  country.  The  treaties  and 
agreements  in  question  provide  that 
these  claims  are  to  be  settled  by  the  host 
government  in  the  same  way  that  it  set- 
tles claims  arising  from  line-of-duty 
acts  of  its  own  military  personnel.  The 
goverrunent  of  the  state  sending  the 
forces  abroad  will  then  reimburse  the 
host  government  for  an  agreed  percent- 
age of  the  settlement.  In  most  cases,  the 
host  government  for  an  agreed  percent- 
the  cost;  and  the  sending  government. 
75  percent. 

For  example,  if  an  American  soldier 
driving  a  jeep,  and  while  on  duty  in 
France,  injures  a  Frenchman,  the  claim 
will  be  settled  by  the  French  Govern- 
ment sis  though  the  injury  had  been  in- 
flicted by  a  French  soldier.  The  United 
States  will  reimburse  the  French  Gov- 
errunent for  75  percent  of  the  settle- 
ment. 

Conversely,  if  a  French  soldier  driving 
a  jeep,  and  while  on  duty  in  the  United 
States,  injures  an  American,  the  claim 
will  be  settled  by  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment as  though  the  injury  had  been  in- 
flicted by  an  American  soldier.  France 
will  reimburse  the  United  States  for  75 
percent  of  the  settlement. 

This  bill  simply  authorizes  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  to  participate  in  tills 


method  of  settling  such  claims.  The 
bill  authorizes  the  Secretary  to  make 
payments  in  reimbursement  to  foreign 
governments,  and  to  settle  claims  aris- 
ing from  line-of-duty  acts  of  foreign 
military  personnel  in  the  United  States. 

The  bill  should  resuilt  in  substantial 
savings  to  the  United  States,  because 
previously  we  have  been  paying  the  fuU 
amount  of  this  type  of  foreign  claims, 
whereas  under  the  bill  we  shall  pay  only 
75  percent  to  85  percent.  The  bill  should 
also  provide  a  more  effective  remedy  for 
American  citizens  who  are  damaged  by 
line-of-duty  acts  of  foreign  military 
persormel  in  the  United  States. 

The  bill  has  the  approval  of  the  De- 
fense E>epartment  and  the  Foreign  R^a- 
tions  Committee,  and  I  urge  favorable 
action  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  the  bill  was  originally 
objected  to  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Brickes]  and  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Kan.sas  [Mr. 
ScHOEPPELl.  I  discussed  the  matter  with 
both  Senators,  and  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  was  entirely  satisfied  with  the  ex- 
planation of  the  bill,  but  suggested  that 
there  be  some  slight  amendments  by 
which,  instead  of  using  the  word  "settle," 
we  would  use  the  word  "adjudicate." 
He  did  not  want  to  have  it  impUed  that 
these  claims  would  be  settled  arbitrarily 
and  then  we  would  be  "stuck"  with  such 
an  amount.  So  he  made  the  suggestion 
that  we  insert  the  word  "adjudicated" 
at  certain  places  in  the  bill.  I  send  to 
the  desk  the  amendments,  and  ask  that 
they  be  read  by  the  clerk,  so  as  to  indi- 
cate where  those  slight  changes  will  be 
made  in  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendments  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  will  be  stated. 

The  Chtet  Clekk.  On  page  1.  in  line 
9,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "settled" 
and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "adjudi- 
cated"; and  in  the  same  line  to  strike 
out  "or  adjudicated." 

On  page  2.  in  line  22.  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "settled"  and  to  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "adjudicated." 

On  page  2,  in  line  23,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "or  adjudicated." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  amendments  submit- 
ted by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
will  be  considered  en  bloc. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
be  no  further  amendment  to  be  proposed, 
the  question  is  on  the  engrossment  and 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  (S.  3844)  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  piuvuant  to  the 
terms  of  those  international  agreements  to 
which  the  United  Sates  is  now  or  may  here- 
after be  a  party  which  provide  that  certain 
claims  against  the  United  States  arising  out 
of  acts  or  omissions  In  the  performance  of 
official  duty  In  a  foreign  country  of  dvUlan 
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oapioyeM  ot  th*  Armad  ForoM.  or  mlUUry 
paaaxmel.  of  ttw  United  E(UtM  nuiy  b*  ad- 
judicated by  luch  foreign  government  In 
acccrdanoe  wltb  the  lawi  and  regulattona  ef 
such  foreign  gOTemment,  the  Seeretarj  of 
Defense  Is  beieby  autborlBed — 

(a)  to  relmburae  sucb  foreign  goremment 
for  tb«  agreed  pro  rata  aliare  of  mcb  mms 
as  may  be  expended  by  such  foreign  gorem- 
ment  for  the  payment  of  such  claims;  or 

(b)  to  pay  to  such  foreign  government  an 
agreed  pro  rata  share  at  claims  arising  out  of 
damage  to  the  property  of  sucb  foreign 
government. 

Including  costs  of  settlement  or  arbitration: 
Prootded.  That  no  claim  arising  out  of  any 
action  by  an  enemy  of  tbe  United  States  or 
resulting  directly  or  indirectly  from  any  act 
by  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States, 
or  any  member  thereof,  engaged  in  combat 
ahall  be  considered  or  paid  imder  this  act. 

Sbc.  a.  Whenever  the  terms  of  an  inter- 
national agreement  to  whicb  tbe  United 
States  is  now  or  may  bereafter  be  a  party 
provide  that  cotaln  claims  against  a  foreign 
government  arising  out  of  acts  or  omlaelona 
In  tbe  performance  of  official  duty  within 
the  territory  of  the  United  States  of  civilian 
employees  of  the  Armed  Forces,  or  military 
peiaoDnel.  of  sucb  foreign  government,  be 
adjudicated  by  the  United  States  in  accord- 
ance wtth  the  laws  and  regulations  of  the 
Uhlted  BUtes  subject  to  an  agreed  pro  rata 
reimbursement,  such  claims  may  be  prose- 
cuted against  tbe  United  States  or  setUed  by 
the  United  States  under  then  existing  laws 
and  regulations  as  if  such  acts  or  omissions 
were  performed  by  civilian  employees  of  the 
Armed  Forces  or  military  jwrsonnel  of  the 
United  States  in  performance  of  olDclal  duty. 
Ssc.  S.  Whenever  a  dispute  artses  in  tbe 
eonslderatlon,  adjustment,  settlement,  com- 
promise, or  adjudication  of  a  claim  asserted 
under  section  a  of  this  act  as  to  whether  or 
not  an  act  cr  omission  ai  a  civilian  employee 
or  military  personnel  of  a  foreign  country 
was  In  tbe  performance  of  otOcUkl  duty,  or  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  use  ot  any  vehicle  of 
the  armed  fraces  of  such  party  was  author- 
ized, such  disputed  question  or  questions 
shall  be  decided  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  tbe  Intematicmal  agreement  wltb  such 
foreign  country,  and  such  decision  i«>»«ii  be 
final  and  conclusive.  Tbe  Secretary  of  De- 
fense is  authorlBed  to  pay  the  United  States 
portion  of  costs  arising  in  connection  with 
the  securing  of  such  a  decision  as  provided 
by  such  international  agreement. 

£toc.  4.  Any  pro  rata  reimbursement  or  pay- 
ment by  the  United  SUtes  with  respect  to  a 
settlement,  award,  or  compromise  truyyi  pur- 
suant to  this  act  shaU  be  made  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  out  of  i4>i»'opriatlons  for 
that  purpose,  which  appropriations  are  here- 
by authorized,  and  such  appropriations  may 
be  used  for  the  pxirchase  of  foreign  currencies 
necessary  for  any  such  reimbursement. 
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MEMBERSHIP  OF  UNITED  STATES 
IN  PAN  AMERICAN  INSTITUTE  OP 
GEOGRAPHY  AND  HISTORY 

The  Joint  resoluUon  (H.  J.  Res.  565) 
to  amend  the  Joint  resolution  provldii^ 
for  the  membership  of  the  United  States 
In  the  Pan  American  Institute  of  Geog- 
raphy and  History,  and  authori^ng  ap- 
propriations therefor,  was  considered 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


TRANSMITTAL  OP  INTERNATIONAL 
AGREEMENTS  TO  SENATE  WITHIN 
30  DAYS  AFTER  EXECXTHON— BILL 
PASSED  OVER 

The  bin  (S.  3067)  to  require  that  In- 
ternational    agreements     other     than 


treaties,  hereafter  entered  into  by  the 
United  States,  be  transmitted  to  the 
Senate  within  30  days  after  the  execution 
thereof,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 
The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  I»  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  Presideat.  this 
bill  is  all  light  as  far  as  it  goes,  but  it 
does  not  go  far  enough. 

The  way  to  deal  with  tWs  situation 
respecting  executive  agreements  is  along 
the  lines  proposed  jointly  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Brickes]  and 
the  senior  Senator  from  Nevada,  in  Sen- 
ate Joint  Resolution  2,  which  hafi  been 
pending  before  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  since  January  7  of  1953. 
After  the  Senator  from  Michigan  intro- 
duced S.  3067.  I  renewed  my  request, 
previously  made  on  a  number  of  occa- 
sions, for  consideration  of  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  2  by  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations.  I  do  not  know  what 
consideration  was  given  to  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  2.  It  is  my  intention,  how- 
ever, to  move  amendment  of  S.  3067, 
Calendar  No.  2365,  by  striking  out  all 
after  the  enacting  clause  and  substitut- 
ing the  text  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  2. 

Senate  Joint  ResoluUon  2,  the  text  of 
which  I  am  now  offering  as  an  amend- 
ment, is  based  on  the  proposition  that 
Congress  now  possesses  power  to  limit 
the  effectiveness  of  many  types  of  execu- 
tive agreements:  and  that  by  invoking 
established  principles  of  constitutional 
law.  Congress  can  regulate  their  use  by 
means  of  legislation. 

In  support  of  the  authority  of  Con- 
gress to  take  this  action,  I  ask  that  there 
may  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  a  short  memorandum  prepared  by 
Mr.  Alfred  J.  Schweppe.  of  Seattle,  one 
of  the  oustanding  constitutional  lawyers 
of  the  country.  - 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memo- 
randum was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Reohu).  as  follows: 

Eracunvs  AcazacKMTS  I 
It  is  believed  that  Congress  now  has  the 
power  to  regulate  executive  agreements, 
lluit  is  the  effect  of  the  Steel  Seizure  cases 
(343  U.  S.  579,  588,  588),  and  of  Ex  parte 
Quirin  (317  U.  S.  1.  25-27.  29).  (See  also 
1958  Senate  hearings  on  S.  J.  Res.  1,  Propoa- 
Ing  a  Constitutional  Amendment  Relative  to 
Treaties  and  Executive  Agreements  (pp  67 
1229-1230.  1244-1246).)  At  those  Senate' 
hearings  Chief  Judge  John  J.  Parker  of  the 
fourth  circuit  agreed  that  executive  agree- 
ments "are  subject  to  control  by  Congresa 
under  present  constitutional  provisions" 
(pp.  711-712).  Chief  Judge  Orle  L.  Phillips 
of  the  10th  circuit  is  of  the  same  view  foo 
995-996).  ^^^' 

The  rule  of  United  States  ▼.  Pink  (315  U.  8. 
203,  228)  (Justices  Jackson  and  Reed  not 
participating,  and  Chief  Justice  Stone  and 
Mr.  JvuXice  Roberts  dissenting)  Is  that  an 
executive  agreement  made  by  the  President 
alone,  without  the  approval  of  the  Senate,  Is. 
like  a  treaty,  the  supreme  law  of  the  land 
and  supersedes  the  fifth  amendment  as  well 
as  the  law  of  New  York.  This  highly  dan- 
gerous rale  of  the  effect  upon  the  laws  of 
the  country  of  agreements  lying  in  th«  flies 
of  the  White  House  or  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment can  only  be  overcome  by  constitutional 
provision  that  executive  agreements,  as  weU 
as  treaties,  shaU  have  no  effect  as  domestic 
law  within  the  United  States  imless  imple- 
mented by  act  of  Congress. 

In  the  Pink  case  the  majority  of  the  Court 
said.  "The  fifth  amendment  does  not  stand 


in  the  way  of  giving  f\UI  force  amd  effect  to 
the  Lit  vino  V  assignment." 

This  holding  was  criticized  by  Dr.  Philip 
Jessup  in  36  American  Jovu-nal  tf  American 
Law,  282  (1942)  In  the  foUowlng  language: 
"Frona  the  point  of  view  at  oUr  constitu- 
tional law,  the  decision  toaj  well  mark  one 
of  the  most  far-reaching  inroads  upon  the 
protection  which  it  was  suppoe#d  the  fifth 
amendment  accorded  to  private  property. 

Thus,  under  the  Pink  case,  President 
Pranklln  D.  Roosevelt,  by  his  letter  of  ac- 
ceptajice  of  tbe  Lltvlnov  assignment,  set 
aside  the  fifth  amendment,  as  well  as  the 
law  of  New  York. 

By  the  same  reasoning,  the  President  by 
executive  agreement  could  set  aalde  an  act 
of  Congress.  The  contrary  has  been  held  by 
the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  ft)urth 
Circuit  in  U.  S.  v.  Capps  (204  T.  (2d)  655 
( 1953 ) ) .  (Whether  this  view  will  ultimately 
prevail  is  of  course  not  known.) 

The  most  comforting  expreflsioxt  in  this  re- 
spect Is  Mr.  Justice  Jackson's  statement  in 
the  Sttel  Seizure  cases  (343  U.  B.  679.  936, 
footnote  2;  also  637,  656).  In  footnote  2 
Mr.  Justice  Jackson  said  "It  was  intimated 
that  the  President  might  act  in  external  af- 
fairs without  congressional  authority,  but 
not  that  he  might  act  contrary  to  an  act  of 
Congress."  The  logic  of  both  the  Qulrln 
case  and  the  Steel  Seizure  cases  support  Mr. 
Justice  Jackson's  statement. 

Congress  has,  in  fact,  often  exercised  the 
power  to  authorize  and  regulate  executive 
agreements.  See  reciprocal  tr»de  agree- 
ments whlchtrest  on  congressional  leslsla- 
tion.  ^  ^^ 

AlTUD  J.  SCHWBTB. 
Seattle,  Washikgton. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Prerfdent.  will 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield  for  a 
moment? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.      I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  believe  the  Sen- 
ator may  misunderstand  the  intent. 
The  Senator  from  California  was  one  of 
the  joint  authors  of  the  bill,  and,  as  the 
Senator  may  recall.  I  happen  to  be  one 
of  those  who  voted  for  Senate  Joint  Res- 
olution 2. 

It  seems  to  me  that  by  not  passing  this 
bill,  we  shall  be  foreclosing  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  from  having  infor- 
mation which  now  is  filed  with  the 
United  Nations.  All  this  bill  is  meant 
to  do  Is  to  give  to  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  the  information  relative  to 
the  executive  agreements  within  60  days 
of  time  when  the  executive  agreements 
are  entered  into,  rather  ttian  for  the 
Senate  perhaps  to  have  to  wait  a  full 
year,  until  the  agreements  are  published 
in  the  normal  process. 

At  the  present  time  they  are  filed  with 
the  United  Nations.  It  seems  to  me  to 
be  almost  absurd  that  the  law  should 
not  require  that  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  t>e  given  the  information  while  It 
is  still  current. 

This  bUl  is  not  intended  to  affect  ad-  • 
versely,  or  one  way  or  another,  the  so- 
called  Bricker  amendment  or  the  Mc- 
Carran  amendment  or  any  of  the  others. 
The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  merely  to  get 
the  facts  for  the  Senate.  It  seems  to  me 
every  Senator  should  at  least  want  to  get 
that  information. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  In 
order  to  save  time,  I  may  say  that  it  is 
the  opinion  of  the  calendar  committee 
on  this  side  that  this  measure  is  of  the 
type  of  legislation  which,  while  it  may 
be  good,  and  certainly  is  very  important, 
is  controversial  in  nature,  and  should  not 
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be  passed  during  tiie  call  of  the  Consent 
Calendar. 

A  moment  ago  I  talked  to  the  majority 
leader  about  this  measure,  and  he  ad- 
vised me  that  he  thought  he  would  try 
to  have  it  brought  up  as  the  order  of 
business  later  this  afternoon,  at  which 
time  the  amendment  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Ne\ada  would  then  be  in 
order,  and  the  whole  matter  could  be 
gone  into. 

Mr.  McCARRAlT.  Mr.  President.  If  I 
may  do  so,  by  unanimous  consent,  I 
should  like  to  be  permitted  to  complete 
by  statement;  it  will  take  me  perhaps  a 
minute  and  one-half  to  do  so. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  lequest  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada?  Without  objection,  the 
Senator  from  Ne^ada  may  proceed. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
shall  withhold  any  objection  until  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  completes  his  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
proposal  contalnt-d  in  my  amendment 
recognizes  the  sole  power  of  the  President 
to  negotiate,  and  it  leaves  personal  un- 
dertakings reached  as  an  executive  head 
of  the  Grovernmeiit  to  remain  the  per- 
sonal commitmen'a  of  the  incumt)ent. 

Adoption  of  this  amendment  would 
place  all  nations,  as  well  as  citizens  of 
the  United  States,  on  notice  not  only 
with  regard  to  congressional  attitude  and 
policy,  but  also  w.th  respect  to  congres- 
sional power  to  5et  aside  or  terminate 
the  treaties  and  executive  agreements 
other  than  in  a  ft  w  limited  areas. 

Let  me  make  it  dear  that  the  language 
which  I  proposed  would  accomplish  these 
things : 

First.  It  would  require  all  executive 
agreements  to  be  published  in  full  in  the 
Federal  Register,  in  order  to  l>e  effective 
either  as  laws  or  e.s  authorizations. 

Second.  It  would  reaffirm  the  power  of 
the  Congress,  in  the  exercise  of  its  con- 
stitutional powers,  to  supersede  an  ex- 
ecutive agreement  by  legislative  action. 

Third.  It  would  make  all  executive 
agreements  terminable  not  later  than  6 
months  after  the  end  of  the  term  of  the 
President  during  whose  term  they  were 
negotiated,  unless  extended  by  procla- 
mation of  the  succeeding  President.  The 
effect  of  this  would  be  to  force  all  long- 
term  agreements  intended  to  bind  this 
country  through  successive  presidential 
terms,  to  be  presented  to  the  Senate  as 
treaties. 

Fourth.  It  would  require  that  secret 
agreements  with  foreign  nations  be 
either  submitted  x)  the  Senate  as  treaties 
or  be  deemed  th<;  mere  personal  under- 
taking of  the  Chi(;f  Elxecutive  negotiating 
them. 

I  now  move.  Mr.  President,  that  the 
t^xt  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  2.  begin- 
ning with  line  3,  on  page  2,  and  continu- 
ing through  line  8,  on  page  3,  be  substi- 
tuted for  all  the  material  now  following 
the  enacting  clause  in  S.  3067. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  must  advise  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  that  amendments  are  not  in 
order  until  the  bill  is  imder  considera- 
tion. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 


liT.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
understood  that  the  Senator  from  Ror- 
Ida  [Mr.  SMATHERS]  made  objection. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  what  I  un- 
derstood. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion being  heard,  the  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 


BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  2975)  to  amend  title  28, 
United  States  Code,  relating  to  the  Cus- 
toms Court  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  1813)  to  amend  Utle  28, 
United  States  Code,  so  as  to  extend  the 
privilege  of  trial  by  jury  to  certain  cases 
arising  within  the  special  maritime  juris- 
diction of  the  United  States  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  biU 

will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3131)  to  amend  title  28, 
United  States  Code,  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Court  of  Customs  and 
Patent  Appeals  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Over. 

•nie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  biU 
will*  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  960>  to  amend  sections 
1505  and  3486  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code  relating  to  congressional  in- 
vestigations was  armcunced  as  next  in 
order.  

Mr.   SMATHERS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 


COMPENSATION  FOR  DAMAGES  SUS- 
TAINED IN  EXPLOSIONS  AT  TEXAS 
CITY,  TEX. 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  9785)  to  provide  a 
method  for  compensating  claims  for 
damages  sustained  as  the  result  of  the 
explosions  at  Texas  City,  Tex.,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
may  we  have  an  explanation  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  bill  go  to 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  go  to  the  foot  of 
the  calendar. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  will  withhold  his 
request? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  am  happy  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  McCARRAN,  I  may  not  be  able 
to  be  present  later,  and  I  should  like  to 
give  the  explanation  now. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
withdraw  my  request. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  explanation 
will  require  only  2  or  3  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  Calendar  No.  2390,  H.  R. 
9785.  is  one  of  the  largest  private  claims 
bills  ever  to  come  to  the  Senate.  The 
Judiciary  Committee  was  not  scared  off 
by  the  fact  that  a  great  deal  of  money 
is  involved.  I  hope  the  Senate  will  not 
be  scared  off,  either.    This  claim  involves 


the  question  of  doing  Justice  to  a  great 
many  private  Individuals  who  suffered 
serious  injuries  and  staggering  losses, 
and  many  whose  loved  ones  suffered 
death,  as  a  result  of  the  explosions  and 
fires  which  occurred  at  Texas  City,  Tex., 
on  AprU  16  and  17. 1947. 

The  evidence  seems  clear,  and  the 
Judiciary  Committee  found,  that  the 
basic  cause  of  this  disaster  w£is  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment. The  Government  was  respon- 
sible, through  its  agents,  for  placing  In 
commerce  an  inherently  dangerous  ar- 
ticle, without  any  marking  or  warning 
respecting  its  dangerous  attributes.  This 
was  a  powerful  explosive,  being  handled 
In  large  quantities,  which  by  Government 
order  was  packed  in  paper  bags  and 
marked  simply  as  fertilizer.  When  it 
was  loaded  in  the  hold  of  a  ship,  and 
packed  down  by  its  own  weight,  and 
confined  under  pressures,  the  result  was 
a  spontaneous  explosion  which  caused 
one  of  the  greatest  disasters  in  the  his- 
tory of  this  country. 

The  committee  has  amended  this  bill 
so  as  to  eliminate  all  provision  for  ixay- 
ment  of  the  subrogated  claims  of  insur- 
ance companies.  Perhaps  that  Is  not 
fair;  but  it  appeared  that  the  bill  could 
not  be  reported  out,  or  passed,  with  such 
provisions  included;  and  the  committee 
wanted  to  move  toward  granting  relief 
for  the  individuals  concerned.  The  bill 
has  also  been  amended  to  eliminate  aU 
provision  for  attorneys'  fees.  Perhaps 
that,  also,  is  unfair;  but  it  Is  in  line  with 
the  pK)sition  taken  by  the  committee  and 
by  the  Senate  in  recent  months. 

In  one  further  important  respect,  the 
bill  has  been  amended :  as  it  comes  from 
the  Senate  committee,  it  no  longer  au- 
thorizes the  payment  of  claims  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  but  instead 
merely  directs  the  Secretary  to  bring 
back  to  the  Congress  a  report  on  the 
amount  due  each  claimant.  It  would 
then  l>e  up  to  the  Congress  to  pass  on 
the  claims  in  the  final  analysis  and  enact 
such  legislation  as  it  might  see  fit  to  pay 
them.  This  is  in  line  with  the  way  the 
Congress  handled  the  claims  growing  out 
of  the  Port  Chicago  disaster. 

It  may  be,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
amount  eventually  involved  in  these 
claims  will  exceed  $50  million.  That  will 
be  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  de- 
termine, initially,  under  this  bill,  and  for 
the  Congress  to  determine,  finally.  How- 
ever, that  figiire  should  never  be  con- 
sidered standing  alone;  it  should  always 
be  considered  in  connection  with  2 
other  figures:  the  figure  570,  which  rep- 
resents the  approximate  number  of  per- 
sons who  were  killed  in  this  disaster;  and 
the  figvure  3,500,  which  represents  the 
approximate  number  of  those  who  were 
injured.  I  cannot  give  the  Senate  a 
fi.gure  on  the  amount  of  private  property 
damage;  but  under  this  bill,  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army  will  provide  that  figure 
also. 

Mr.  President,  this  bill  does  not  provide 
for  hasty  action;  it  does  provide  for 
getting  before  the  Congress,  as  speedily 
as  may  be,  the  precise  facts,  carefully 
evaluated,  with  respect  to  each  individual 
claim  which  is  involved  here.  I  thtnk 
the  Senate  can  do  no  less  than  approve 
this  bill. 
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The  PRESmma  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  comaideration 
of  the  bm? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  Presidmt, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.   I  yield. 

Mr.  HENPRICKSON.  Is  It  not  true 
that  these  claims  were  the  basis  for  a 
trial  in  the  district  court  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  MoCARRAN.  All  these  claims 
were  the  basis  for  a  trial  in  the  district 
court  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Is  it  not  true 
that  the  case  finally  went  to  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  MoCARRAN.  The  case  finally 
went  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  And  the  claims 
were  rejected? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  claims  were 
rejected,  but  the  reason  for  their  rejec- 
tion was  a  technicality. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Is  it  true  that 
the  bill  could,  if  enacted,  cost  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  consider- 
ably more  than  $50  million? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Yes,  and  it  might 
be  more,  if  we  took  into  consideration 
the  subrogation,  but  that  is  not  in  the 
bill  as  it  comes  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  preface  my 
next  question  by  saying  that  I  know  this 
bill  was  very  carefully  considered,  first 
by  the  Subcommittee  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  and  then  by  the  full 
committee.  There  are  great  equities 
involved  in  the  bill.  Th9se  equities 
were  recognized  by  the  subcommittee 
and  by  the  full  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

I  should  like  to  say  for  the  record 
that  when  the  bill  was  considered  by  the 
full  committee.  I  felt  constrained  to  vote 
against  the  bill  on  the  ground  that  I 
have  consistently  taken  the  position  that 
the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
must  find  another  way  to  handle 
private  claims  bills,  particularly  money 
biUs,  This  is  a  matter  of  principle  with 
me.  My  vote  was  not  directed  particu- 
larly at  the  issue  involved  in  this  bill, 
but  I  feel  that  we  must  find  some  other 
way  to  solve  these  questions  involving 
equities,  when  there  is  no  remedy  at 
law. 

I  ask  the  Senator  one  question :  Under 
all  the  circimMtances,  does  the  Senator 
feel  that  the  Senate  is  justified  today 
in  passing  the  bill  on  the  calendar  call? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
amount  involved  is  nothing  as  com- 
pared with  the  suffering  and  disaster 
which  befell  individuals  in  the  terrific 
explosion  which  took  place.  There  is 
no  question  in  the  mind  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  that  the  fault  lay  with 
the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
It  was  an  unfortunate  thing,  but  it  did 
occur.  Those  who  were  left  destitute 
by  reason  of  the  death  of  the  relatives 
providers,  or  heads  of  families,  and  those 
who  were  maimed  and  left  maimed  for 
life  deserve  reasonably  expeditious  con- 
sideration. The  bin  will  not  move  very 
rapidly  even  now.  The  Army  must  make 
the  appraisal  and  then  bring  it  in  to  the 
Congress  for  final  determination 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Mr.  President. 
I  understand  that  the  distinguished  ma- 
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Jority  leader  had  intended  to  call  this 
bill  up  for  consideration  in  any  event. 
In  the  light  of  the  equities  and  in  the 
light  of  the  statement  made  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  Nevada,  the  junior  Sonator 
from  New  Jersey,  acting  as  a  member  of 
the  Republican  calendar  committee, 
withholds  any  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment. 
to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause' 
and  insert: 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  shall  In- 
vestigate all  claims  against  the  United  Btatea 
ror  damages  for  property  loss,  death,  and 
personal  injuries  proximately  resulting  from 
the  disaster  at  Texas  City,  Tex.,  on  April  16 
and  17,  1947,  and  report  to  the  Congress 
recommended  awards  with  respect  thereto. 

Sec.  2.  Claimants  shall  not  be  requited  to 
submit  their  claims  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  but  the  Secretary  shall  consider  any 
such  claim  which  was  a  part  of  a  civil  ac- 
tion filed  against  the  United  States  in  a 
United  States  district  court  prior  to  April  25 
1950. 

Sec.  3.  (a)  It  is  the  Intention  of  the  Con- 
gress that  no  attorneys'  or  agents'  fees  shall 
be  allowed  or  paid  out  of  any  award  rec- 
ommended pursiiant  hereto  and  hereafter 
authorized. 

(b)  The  Secretary  shall  not  include  in  any 
recommended  award  any  amount  for  reim- 
bursement to  any  Insurance  company  or 
compensation  Insurance  fund  for  any  loss 
payment  made  by  such  company  or  fund. 

(c)  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  shall  limit 
himself  to  the  determination  and  rocom- 
mendatlon  of  (1)  the  amount  of  award  to 
be  paid,  and  (2)  the  persons  entit.ed  to  re- 
ceive the  same. 

(d)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  herein 
In   carrying  out  the  provisions  of   this  act' 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  shall  be  guided  by 
the  law  of  the  State  of  Texas. 

Sec.  4.  Awards  based  on  death  claims  shall 
be  recommended  to  be  made  only  to  persons 
or  their  legal  representatives  authorized  to 
sue  for  wrongful  death  under  the  revised 
statutes  of  the  State  of  Texas.  No  such 
award  under  this  section  shall  be  recom- 
mended by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  In  an 
amount  in  excess  of  $20,000. 

Sec.  5.  In  determining  the  amounts  of 
awards  to  be  recommended  for  property  loss 
death  claims,  or  personal  Injuries,  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Army  shall  reduce  any  euch 
amount  by  an  amount  equal  to  the  total 
of  Insurance  benefits  previously  paid  with 
respect  to  such  loss,  death  claim,  or  injuries 

Sec.  6.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  shall' 
within  3  years  after  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  act,  transmit  to  the  Congress  a  state- 
ment of  each  claim  considered  by  him  in  ac- 
cordance with  this  act  showing  succloctlv 
the  nature  of  such  claim,  tne  amount 
claimed,  and  the  amount  of  award  recom- 
mended, if  any. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.    I 
The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

Mr.  MORSE  subsequently  said:  Mr 
President.  I  wish  to  take  a  moment  to 
commend  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  HENDRICKSON]  for  the  attitude  he 
has  taken  with  respect  to  House  bill 
9785.  We  all  know  the  view  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey  with  respect  to  the 
desirability  of  having  the  Senate  find  a 


better  way  of  handling  the  so-called 
money-claim  bills.  He  could  have  ob- 
jected, in  keeping  with  his  long-estab- 
lished point  of  view  on  that  subject. 

What  we  have  seen  demonstrated  is 
something  highly  commendable.  He 
recognizes  that,  after  all,  the  bill  did  not 
call  for  any  grant  of  money  at  the  pres- 
ent time,  but  merely  for  an  opportunity 
for  the  Department  of  the  Army  to  make 
an  investigation  for  the  Congress,  so  that 
it  might  know  at  some  time  in  the  future 
how  much  money  is  owed,  if  we  are  to 
do  equity  to  the  very  unfortunate  people 
who  suffered,  as  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada I  Mr.  McCarran]  has  pointed  out, 
because  of  the  fault  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. 

This  display  of  statesmanship  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  is  deserving  of  com- 
mendation. In  my  judgment  tl*e  equities 
involved,  justice  to  these  people,  and  the 
humanitarian  principles  involved  cer- 
tainly justify  the  bill,  to  permit  the  Army 
to  prepare  for  us  an  accounting  as  to 
what  the  Federal  Government  owes,  if 
we  are  to  accept  the  obhgation  and  re- 
sponsibility which  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  IMr.  McCarranJ  has  pointed 
out. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  cannot  let  the  remarks  of  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Oregon  go  im- 
noticed.  I  feel  that  I  must  make  some 
comment.  I  deeply  appreciate  the  trib- 
ute paid  to  me  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon.  I  do  not  feel  that  I  de- 
serve any  tribute,  because  what  t  did  was 
a  clear  matter  of  duty. 

Mr.  LANGER  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President  I  also  wish  to  say  a  word  about 
the  bill  passed  a  few  moments  ago  by  the 
Senate.  It  is  probably  one  of  the  largest 
money  bills  the  Judiciary  Committee  has 
ever  considered.  I  commend  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Texas  IMr. 
Johnson  1 .  He  came  before  our  commit- 
tee and  withheld  nothing.  The  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCARRAN  I,  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Idaho  IMr.  Welker],  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
HENDRICKSON],  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  West  Virginia  IMr.  KilgoreI. 
and  the  rest  of  us  went  into  this  subject 
very  thoroughly,  with  the  greatest  of 
care.  We  spent  many  hours  in  the  con- 
sideration of  it.  Anyone  who  looks  into 
the  case  will  find  that  we  eliminated  the 
provision  with  respect  to  the  insurance 
companies  and  the  provision  for  attor- 
neys' fees.  I  think  it  is  one  of  the  finest 
acts  that  has  been  performed  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  particularly  appreciate  the  fact  that 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Texas 
I  Mr.  Johnson  I  at  that  time  was  in  the 
midst  of  a  campaign.  He  let  his  own 
personal  affairs  wait  during  his  appear- 
ance before  the  subcommittee.  We  went 
into  the  case  in  the  greatest  detail.  I 
think  we  ought  to  commend  him  for  tak- 
ing care  of  the  people  of  Texas  City  in 
connection  with  the  great  catastrophe 
that  overtook  them. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  anl  deeply 
touched  by  the  usual  generosity  of  my 
friend  from  North  Dakota.  I  am  en- 
titled to  very  little  credit,  if  any.  for  the 
work  that  was  done  on  the  bill  I 
merely  presented  the  case  as  I  saw  it 
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The  distinguished  Senator  from  North 
Dakota,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran  1.  and  my  be- 
loved colleague,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  DAmjELl  spent  many  days  on 
the  case.  If  the  bill  finally  comes  to  a 
good  end  and  the  suffering  people  of 
Texas  City  are  remunerated  for  the 
losses  they  sustained,  it  will  be  due 
largely  to  the  work  of  the  chairman,  the 
Senator  from  Nevada,  and  my  junior 
colleague,  who  did  so  much  work  on  the 
bill. 


BILL  PASSED    OVER 

The  bill  (S.  29)  to  provide  for  the 
payment  of  lump-siun  death  benefits  to 
the  supervisors  of  certain  employees  or 
contractors  with  the  United  States  dur- 
ing World  War  II,  was  annoimced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

That  concludes  the  call  of  the  calen- 
dar. The  Secretary  will  state  the  first 
bill  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 


J.    A.   VANCE  CO. 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  1107)  for  the  relief  of  J.  A. 
Vance  Co.  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  amendments,  on  page  1,  line  6, 
after  the  word  "of",  to  strike  out 
"$7,341.53"  and  insert  "$7,368.67";  and 
on  page  3.  line  4.  after  the  word  "act", 
to  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof". 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

MR.   AND  MRS.   THOMAS   V.   COMP- 
TON— BILL  PASSED   OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4281)  for  the  relief  of 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Thomas  V.  Compton  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  the 
other  day  I  filed  an  objection  to  this 
bill.  Thereafter  the  junior  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Robertson]  made  a 
veiy  eloquent  appeal  in  behalf  of  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Compton.  He  told  us  about 
the  equities  in  the  case.  I  must  say 
that  I  was  very  much  impressed  by  what 
he  said,  and  that  he  certainly  gener- 
ated in  me,  as  he  wished  to  do,  consid- 
erable sympathy  for  the  people  involved. 

However,  a  reading  of  the  report  on 
the  bill  makes  clear  that  if  we  permit 
this  bill  to  be  passed  it  will  set  a  prece- 
dent which  will  require,  whenever  the 
Federal  Government  sees  fit  to  build  a 
dam  or  to  erect  a  highway,  which,  in 
some  respects,  leaves  people  who  lived 
en  the  highway  out  of  the  line  of  traf- 
fic and  thereby  causes  them  to  suffer 
by  reason  of  not  having  the  business 
which  they  had  previously,  the  Federal 
Government  will  have  the  responsibility 
of  compensating  such  people  for  the  loss 
of  their  business,  even  though  the  build- 


ing of  the  dam  or  the  erection  of  the 
highway  may  be  in  the  general  public 
interest. 

I  filed  an  objection  previously,  and  I 
still  feel  this  is  bad  legislation,  and  that 
it  should  not  be  passed  In  this  way. 
However,  before  I  again  file  an  objection, 
I  should  like  to  hear  what  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  may  have  to  say. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  thank 
the  Senator.  In  the  West,  where  we 
build  a  great  many  reservoirs,  allowances 
are  usually  made  for  moving  railroads, 
telephone  lines,  and  other  utility  prop- 
erties from  land  that  is  covered  with 
water. 

In  this  particular  case  the  store  build- 
ing of  these  two  old  people,  about  whom 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  told  us  the 
other  day.  was  not  covered  by  water, 
but  was  surrounded  by  water. 

As  a  result,  it  was  impossible  for  these 
two  old  people  to  use  their  store  and 
their  property.  Six  thousand  dollars  was 
allowed  by  the  committee  as  against  a 
claim  for  $18,000.  to  enable  them  to 
move  out  of  the  area  inundated  by  the 
building  of  the  dam. 

I  do  not  think  a  new  principle  is  es- 
tablished, because  in  many  cases — and  I 
could  cite  a  great  many  cases  in  which 
reservoirs  have  been  built  under  similar 
conditions — the  Federal  Government  has 
taken  care  of  moving  railroads  and  other 
utilities  out  or  a  reservoir  area. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  The  report  on  this 
particular  case  states: 

The  highway  was  therefore  relocated  to 
avoid  the  water,  although  the  old  highway 
remained  usable  up  to  and  beyond  the 
Compton  property,  and  a  short  connecting 
road  was  built  to  the  new  highway  In  order 
to  provide  continued  access  to  the  Compton 
and  other  properties.  There  Is  no  Indication 
that  the  Compton  property  was  physically 
damaged  In  any  way  by  the  Government 
project.  Whatever  losses  were  suffered  by 
claimants  In  this  case  would  appear  to  have 
resulted  solely  from  the  relocation  of  High- 
way No.  15. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Of 
course.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  we 
can  not  compensate  people  for  the  mov- 
ing or  changing  of  a  highway.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  their  property  was 
damaged,  if  the  property  of  the  little 
business  which  these  old  people  had  was 
damage  by  the  reservoir,  not  by  the 
removal  of  the  highway,  that  involves 
another  point.  But  it  seems  to  me  that 
they  are  entitled  tp  some  compensation. 
The  Senator  will  recall  that  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  stated  that  these  are  the 
only  people  in  the  reservoir  area  who 
were  not  compensated  for  their  loss. 
The  proposed  compensation  has  been  re- 
duced from  $18,000  to  $6,000,  which 
would  be  sufiBcient  to  enable  them  to 
move  their  property  out  of  the  damaged 
area.  

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thank  the  able 
Senator  from  Colorado.  This  case  might 
well  involve  a  misunderstanding  of  fact. 
I  am  sure  the  Senator  would  agree  that 
if  the  damage  resulting  to  these  people 
occurs  only  because  of  the  relocation  of 
the  highway,  it  would  be  a  bad  precedent 
for  the  Government  to  compensate  them 
because  they  happen  not  to  be  located  on 
the  new  highway. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes; 
that  would  be  a  very  bad  precedent. 


Mr.  SMATHERS.  So  it  appears  that 
the  case  involves  a  question  of  fact,  as 
to  whether  the  property  Is  merely  sur- 
rounded by  water  or  whether  the  water 
has  covered  the  property. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  we  have 
had  a  long  discussion  of  the  bill 

Mr.  SMASHERS.  I  ask  that  it  go  to 
the  foot  of  the  calendar,  and  I  shail  be 
glad  to  discuss  it  fiu-ther. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  object 
to  placing  the  bill  at  the  foot  of  the 
calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  objects  to  the  re- 
quest that  the  bill  be  placed  at  the  foot 
of  the  calendar. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Army,  while  acknowledging 
that  the  claimants  have  been  damaged, 
takes  the  position  that  such  damages 
constitute  a  burden  which  must  be 
borne  by  the  property  owner  as  one  of 
the  risks  of  ownership,  and  that  such 
damages  are  in  the  same  category,  le- 
gally, as  damages  arising  as  the  result 
of  the  construction  of  many  types  of 
Government  projects  with  respect  to 
which  there  is  no  actual  physical  taking 
by  the  Government  of  the  property. 
That  is  fundamental  law,  Mr.  President. 
Such  damages  are  not  comp>ensable  by 
the  Government,  as  a  matter  of  law. 
The  Department  of  Justice  takes  exactly 
the  same  position.  It  is  difScult  for  me 
to  see  how  the  Senate  can  continually 
overrule  the  departments  when  they  are 
supported  by  law. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 


ALIEN  SHEEPHERDERS 

The  bill  (S.  3813)  for  the  relief  of  cer- 
tain alien  sheepherders  was  annoimced 
as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bUl? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
reserving  the  right  to  object — and  I  shall 
not  object — I  assiune  the  main  qualifica- 
tion of  a  sheepherder  is  that  he  shall 
not  desert  his  sheep  but  it  matters  not 
that  he  deserts  the  ship. 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
3813)  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
ttiird  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Dnmlgration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Santiago  Hormaechea,  Joee  Lecanda,  Rttflno 
Merino  JimeneE,  Panagiatls  Demltreos  Zeras, 
Fernando  Macuaga  Madarlaga,  Manuel  Lopem 
Trabazo,  Luis  Urlarte  Otaolea,  and  Antonio 
Trlgoyen  Arrachea  shall  be  held  and  consid- 
ered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
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United  StaiM  for  permanent  residence  a*  of 
tlM  date  or  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fees.  Upon  the 
b7<^tlng  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
aliens  as  provided  for  In  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  oflleer  to  deduct  the  required  nimi- 
bers  from  the  appropriate  quota  or  quotas  for 
the  first  year  that  such  qiiota  or  quotas  are 
available. 


AMENDMENT  OP  INTERNAL  REVE- 
NUE CODE  PERMimNO  ORAL 
PRESCRIPTIONS  FOR  CERTAIN 
DRUGS 

The  bill  (S.  3447)  to  amend  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  to  permit  the  flll- 
ingr  of  oral  prescriptions  for  certain 
drugs,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
Inquire  what  happened  to  Order  No. 
2481? 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  Is  proceedinK  with  the  call  of 
bills  which  went  to  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar at  the  last  calendar  call. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Will  Calendar  No.  2481 
be  called  in  due  course? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
bill  did  not  go  to  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar. It  was  objected  to,  and  was 
passed  over. 

Mr.  BUTLER.     On  this  very  call? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.     It  win 

not  be  called  on  this  call  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  BUTLER.    Was  that  at  the  last 

previous  call  or  on  this  calendar  call? 

The     PRESIDINO     OFFICER.       The 

present  call  started  with  Calendar  No. 

-  19,  on  the  first  page,  going  through  to 

Calendar  No.  2392.  on  page  16.    FVillow- 

Ing  the  regular  call  of  the  calendar  it 

was  the  order  to  proceed  to  the  call  of 

those  items  which  went  to  the  foot  of 

the  calendar  at  the  previous  calendar 

call,  and  we  are  now  proceeding  under 

that  order. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  consideration 
of  Calendar  No.  2500,  Senate  bill  3447? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3447) 
to  amend  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to 
permit  the  filling  of  oral  prescriptions 
for  certain  drugs,  and  for  other  pur- 
posse,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Finance,  with  amend- 
ments, on  page  1,  at  the  beginning  of 
line  4.  after  the  word  "Code",  to  insert 
"of  1939";  on  page  2,  line  11,  after  the 
word  "Code",  to  insert  "of  1939";  on 
page  4.  line  23.  after  the  word  "Code", 
to  insert  "of  1939":  on  page  5,  at  the 
beginning  of  line  14,  to  insert  "of  1939" ; 
In  line  19,  after  the  word  "Code"  to 
insert  "of  1939";  on  page  6.  after  line 
7,  to  insert: 

Bmk.  6.  Section  4705  (c)  (1)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"(1)  Use  of  drugs  In  professional  prac- 
tice: To  the  dispensing  or  distribution  of 
narcotic  drugs  to  a  patient  by  a  physician, 
dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  or  other  prac- 
titioner registered  under  section  4722,  in 
the  course  of  his  professional  practice  only: 
Provided,  That  such  physician,  dentist,  vet- 
erinary sxirgeon,  or  other  iH'actittoner  shaU 
keep  a  record  of  all  such  drugs  dispensed  or 


distributed,  showing  the  amount  dispensed 
or  distributed,  the  date,  and  the  name  and 
address  of  the  patient  to  whom  such  drugs 
are  dispensed  or  distributed,  except  such  as 
may  be  dispensed  or  distributed  to  a  patient 
upon  whom  such  physician,  dentist.  Veteri- 
nary surgeon,  or  other  practitioner  shall 
personally  attend;  and  such  record  shall  be 
kept  for  a  period  of  2  years  from  the  date  of 
dispensing  or  distributing  such  drugs,  sub- 
ject to  inspection,  as  provided  in  section 
4773."  i 

At  the  top  of  page  7  to  insert: 

SBC.  7.  Section  4705  (c)  (2)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  to  rtad  as 
follows : 

"(2)  Prescriptions:  (A)  To  the  sale,  dis- 
pensing, or  distribution  of  narcotic  drugs  by 
a  dealer  to  a  consumer  under  and  in  pur- 
suance of  a  written  prescription  Issued  by  a 
physician,  dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  or 
other  practitioner  registered  under  section 
4722:  Provided,  however.  That  (1)  sucb  pre- 
scription shall  be  dated  as  of  the  day  on 
which  signed  and  shall  be  signed  by  the 
physician,  dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  or 
other  practitioner  who  shall  have  Issued 
the  same;  (U)  that  such  dealer  shall  pre- 
serve such  prescription  for  a  period  of  2 
years  from  the  day  on  which  such  prescrip- 
tion is  filled  in  such  a  way  as  to  be  readily 
accessible  to  Inspection  by  the  officers,  agents, 
employees,  and  officials  mentioned  la  sec- 
tion 4773. 

"(B)   In  lieu  of  a  written  prescription  for 
such  narcotic  drugs  or  compounds  of  a  nar- 
cotic drug  which  the  Secretary  or  his  dele- 
gate, In  his  discretion  (after  considering  any 
views  expressed  on  the  subject  by  the  Sur- 
geon  General,  United   States   Public   Health 
Service;    the    Commissioner.    United    States 
Food  and  Drug  Administration;   the  respec- 
tive heads   of   State   narcotic   law   enforce- 
ment  agencies;    and   the   respective   $ecre- 
taries  of  national  associations  representing 
(i)  narcotic  drug  manufacturers,  (11)  physi- 
cians, and  (lU)   pharmaclst.3),  shall  find  and 
by  regulation  designate  to  possess  relatively 
little  or  no  addiction  liability,  the  sale,  dis- 
pensing, or  distribution  may  be  made  by  a 
dealer  to  a  consumer  upon  oral  prescription 
of  a  duly  registered  physician,  dentist,  vet- 
erinary surgeon,  or  other  practitioner,  which 
oral    prescription    Is    reduced    promptly    to 
writing,  and  the  writing  filed  and  preserved 
by  the  dealer  for  a  period  of  2  years  from  the 
date  on  which  such  prescription  is  filled  in 
such  a  way  as  to  be  readily  accessible  to  in- 
spection by  the  officers,  agents,  employees, 
and  officials  mentioned  in  section  4773.     in 
issuing  an  oral  prescription,   the  presorlber 
shall  furnish  the  dealer  with  the  same  infor- 
mation as  la  required  by  law  or  regulation 
In  case  of  a  written  prescription  for  narcotic 
drugs  or  compounds  of  a  narcotic  drug  except 
for  the  written  signature  of  the  prescriber 
and  the  dealer  who   fills  such   prescription 
shall  be  required  to  Inscribe  such  information 
on   the  written   record   of   the   prescription 
made,-  filed  and  preserved  by  him.  and  shall 
Inscribe  on  the  label  of  the  container  of  the 
narcotic   drug  or   compound   of   a   narcotic 
drug   the   same   information    as    Is   required 
In   filling   a   written    prescription.     An    oral 
prescription  shall  not  be  refilled. 

"(C)  If  the  Secretary  or  his  delegate  thall 
subsequently  determine  that  a  narcotic  drug 
or  a  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug,  to  which 
the  oral  prescription  procedure  described  in 
the  preceding  subparagraph  has  been  made 
applicable,  possesses  a  degree  of  drug  ad- 
diction liability  that,  In  his  opinion,  re- 
sults in  abusive  use  of  such  procedure,  he 
shall  by  regulation  publish  the  determina- 
tion in  the  Federal  Register.  The  determina- 
tion shall  be  final,  and  after  the  expiration 
of  a  period  of  6  months  from  the  date  of 
Its  publication,  the  oral  prescription  pro- 
cedure described  in  the  preceding  sub- 
paragraph shall  cease  to  apply  to  the  par- 
ticular narcotic  drug  or  to  the  particular 


compound  of  a  narcotic  drug  which  Is  the 
subject  of  the  determination." 

On  page  9,  after  line  12,  to  insert: 
Six:.  8.  Section  4704    (b)    (1)    elf  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  aaiended  to 

read  as  follows: 

"(1)  Prescriptions:  To  any  person  having 
In  his  or  her  possession  any  narcotic  drugs 
or  comfKJunds  of  narcotic  drug  which  have 
been  obtained  from  a  registered  dealer  In 
pursuance  of  a  written  or  oral  prescription 
referred  to  in  section  4705  (c)  (2),  Issued  for 
legitimate  medical  uses  by  a  pbysk:lan,  den- 
tist, .eterinary  surgeon,  or  other  practitioner 
registered  under  section  4722;  and  where  the 
bottle  or  other  container  In  which  such  nar- 
cotic drug  or  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug 
may  be  put  up  by  the  dealer  Upon  such 
prescription  bears  the  name  and  registry 
number  of  the  druggist,  and  nanw  and  ad- 
dress of  the  patient,  serial  number  of  pre- 
scription, and  name,  address,  and  registry 
number  of  the  person  issuing  said  prescrip- 
tion; or." 

On  page  10,  after  line  3,  to  insert-r 

Sec.  9.  Section  4773  of  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  of  1954  Is  amended  by  striking 
out  ••prescriptions  required"  and  Inaerting 
in  lieu  thereof  •prescriptions,  including  the 
written  record  of  oral  prescriptions,  re- 
quired." 

After  line  7,  to  insert: 

Sec.  10.  Section  4724  (b)  (5)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  1964  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"(5)  to  an>  person  carrying  any  narcotic 
drug  or  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug  which 
has  been  obtained  by  the  person  from  a 
registered  dealer  in  pvlsuance  of  a  written 
or  oral  prescription  referred  to  in  section 
4705  (c)  (2),  Issued  for  legitimate  medical 
uses  by  a  physician,  dentist,  veterinary  sur- 
geon, or  other  practitioner  registered  under 
section  4722.  If  the  bottle  or  other  con- 
tainer in  which  such  drug  or  compound  of 
a  narcotic  drug  is  carried  bears  the  name 
and  registry  number  of  the  druggist,  serial 
number  of  prescription,  name  and  address 
of  the  patient,  and  name,  address,  and  regis- 
try number  of  the  person  issuing  such  pre- 
scription." 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section'  2554  (c) 
(1)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1939  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(1)  Use  of  drugs  in  professional  prac- 
tice: To  the  dispensing  or  distribution  of 
narcotic  drugs  to  a  patient  by  a  physician, 
dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  or  other  prac- 
titioner, registered  under  section  3221.  in 
the  course  of  his  professional  practice  only: 
Provided.  That  such  physician,  dentist,  vet- 
erinary surgeon,  or  other  practlctloner,  shall 
keep  a  record  of  all  such  drugs  dispensed  or 
distributed,  showing  the  amount  dispensed 
or  distributed,  the  date,  and  the  name  and 
address  of  the  patient  to  whom  such  drugs 
are  dispensed  or  distributed,  except  such  as 
may  be  dispensed  or  distributed  to  a  patient 
upon  which  such  physician,  dentlcat,  veteri- 
nary surgeon,  or  other  practitioner,  shall  per- 
sonally attend;  and  such  record  shall  be  kept 
for  a  period  of  2  years  from  the  date  of  dis- 
pensing or  distributing  such  drugs,  subject 
to  inspection,  as  provided  in  section  2556." 

Sec.  2.  Section  2554  (c)  (2)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1939  Is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"(2)  Prescriptions:  To  the  sale,  dispensing, 
or  distribution  of  narcotic  drugs  by  a  dealer 
to  a  consumer  under  and  in  pursuance  of  a 
written  prescription  Issued  by  a  physician, 
dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  or  other  prac- 
titioner, registered  under  section  3321:  Pro- 
I'tded.  however.  That  (1)  such  preecrlption 
shall  be  dated  as  of  the  day  on  which  signed 
and  shall  be  signed  by  the  physician,  den- 
tist,   veterinary    surgeon,    or    other    pracU- 
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tloner,  who  shall  have  issued  the  same;  (2) 
that  such  dealer  shall  preserve  such  pre- 
scription for  a  period  of  2  years  from  the  day 
en  which  such  preecrlption  is  filled  in  such 
a  way  as  to  be  readily  accessible  to  inspec- 
tion by  the  officers,  agents,  employees,  and 
officials  mentioned  in  section  2556. 

"In  lieu  of  a  written  prescription  for  such 
narcotic  drugs  or  compounds  of  a  narcotic 
drug  which  the  Secretary,  in  his  discretion 
(after  considering  any  views  expressed  on 
the  subject  by  the  Burgeon  General,  United 
States  Public  Health  Service;  the  Commis- 
sioner, United  States  Food  and  Drug  Admin- 
istration, the  respective  heads  of  State  nar- 
cotic law-enforcement  agencies,  and  the  re- 
spective secretaries  of  national  associations 
representing  (a)  narcotic  drug  manufactur- 
ers, (b)  physicians,  and  (c)  pharmacists), 
shall  find  and  by  regulation  designate  to 
possess  relatively  little  or  no  addiction  lia- 
bility, the  sale,  dispensing,  or  distribution 
may  be  made  by  a  dealer  to  a  consumer  upon 
oral  prescription  of  a  duly  registered  physi- 
cian, dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  or  other 
practitioner,  which  oral  prescription  is  re- 
duced promptly  to  writing,  and  the  writing 
filed  and  preserved  by  the  dealer  for  a  period 
of  2  years  from  the  date  on  which  such 
prescription  la  filled  in  such  a  way  as  to  be 
readily  accessible  to  inspection  by  the  officers, 
agents,  employees  and  officials  mentioned  In 
section  2556.  In  Lwulng  an  oral  prescription, 
the  prescriber  shell  furnish  the  dealer  with 
the  same  Information  as  Is  required  by  law 
or  regulation  In  case  of  a  written  prescrip- 
tion for  narcotic  drugs  or  compounds  of  a 
narcotic  drug  except  for  the  written  signa- 
ture of  the  prescriber,  and  the  dealer  who 
fills  such  prescrli)tlon  shall  be  required  to 
Inscribe  such  Ini'ormatlon  on  the  written 
record  of  U^e  pnsscrlptlon  made,  filed  and 
preserved  lSy  him  and  shall  Inscribe  on  the 
label  of  the  container  of  the  narcotic  drug 
or  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug  the  same 
information  as  Is  i-equlred  In  filling  a  written 
prescription.  An  oral  prescription  shall  not 
be  refilled. 

"If  the  Secretary  shall  subsequently  de- 
termine that  a  narcotic  drug  or  a  compound 
of  a  narcotic  drug,  to  which  the  oral  pre- 
scription procedure  described  In  the  pre- 
ceding paragraph  has  been  made  applicable, 
possesses  a  degree  of  drug  addition  liability 
that.  In  his  opinion,  results  In  abusive  use 
of  such  procedure,  he  shall  by  regulation 
publish  the  dete-mlnation  In  the  Federal 
Register.  The  de-^rminatlon  shall  be  final, 
and  after  the  expiration  of  a  period  of  6 
months  from  the  ilate  of  its  publication,  the 
oral  prescription  i)rocedure  described  in  the 
preceding  paragraph  shall  cease  to  apply  to 
the  particular  narcotic  drug  or  to  the  par- 
ticular compound  of  a  narcotic  drug  which 
is  the  subject  of  the  determination." 

Sec  3.  Section  2553  (b)  ( 1 )  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1939  Is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"(1)  Prescrlptio IS :  To  any  person  having 
In  his  or  her  possession  any  narcotic  drugs 
or  compounds  of  narcotic  drug  which  have 
been  obtained  frcm  a  registered  dealer  In 
pursuance  of  a  w-ltten  or  oral  prescription 
referred  to  In  section  2554  (c)  (2),  Issued 
for  legitimate  me<llcal  uses  by  a  physician, 
dentist,  veterinary  stirgeon.  or  other  prac- 
titioner registered  under  section  3221;  and 
where  the  bottle  or  other  container  In  which 
such  narcotic  drvg  or  compound  of  a  nar- 
cotic drug  may  be  put  up  by  the  dealer  upon 
said  prescription  tears  the  name  and  registry 
number  of  the  druggist,  and  name  and  ad- 
dress of  the  patltnt,  serial  number  of  pre- 
scription, and  name,  address,  and  registry 
number  of  the  person  Issuing  said  prescrip- 
tion;  or." 

Sec  4.  Section  2556  (a)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1939  Is  amended  by  placing 
a  comma  after  the  word  "prescriptions"  in 
the  first  sentence  thereof  and  interpolating 
Immediately     foUdwlng     said     comma,     the 


phrase  "including  the  written  record  of  onA 
prescriptions." 

See.  6.  Section  3224  (b)  (5)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1939  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"(6)  to  any  person  carrying  any  narcotic 
drug  or  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug  which 
has  been  obtained  by  the  person  from  a 
registered  dealer  in  pursuance  of  a  written 
or  oral  prescription  referred  to  in  section 
2564  (c)  (2),  Issued  for  legitimate  medical 
uses  by  a  physician,  dentist,  veterinary  sur- 
geon, or  other  practitioner,  registered  under 
section  3221,  If  the  bottle  or  other  container 
in  which  such  drug  or  compound  of  a  nar- 
cotic drug  Is  carried  bears  the  name  and 
registry  number  of  the  druggist,  serial  num- 
ber of  prescription,  name  and  address  of  the 
patient,  and  name,  address,  and  registry 
number  of  the  person  issuing  such  prescrip- 
tion." 

Sec.  6.  Section  4705  (c)  (1)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  Is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"(1)  Use  of  drugs  In  professional  practice: 
To  the  dispensing  or  distribution  of  narcotic 
drugs  to  a  patient  by  a  physician,  dentist, 
veterinary  surgeon,  or  other  practitioner 
registered  under  section  4722.  In  the  course 
of  bis  professional  practice  only:  Provided, 
That  such  physician,  dentist,  veterinary  sur- 
geon, or  other  practitioner  shall  keep  a  record 
of  all  such  drugs  dispensed  or  distributed, 
showing  the  amount  dispensed  or  distributed, 
the  date,  and  the  name  and  address  of  the 
patient  to  whom  sucb  drugs  are  dispensed 
or  distributed,  except  such  as  may  be  dis- 
pensed or  distributed  to  a  patient  upon 
whom  such  physician,  dentist,  veterinary 
siu-geon,  or  other  practitioner  shall  per- 
sonally attend;  and  such  record  shall  be  kept 
for  a  period  of  2  years  from  the  date  of  dis- 
pensing or  distributing  sucb  drugs,  subject 
to  inspection,  as  provided  in  section  4773." 

Sbc.  7.  Section  4705  (c)  (2)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"(2)  Prescriptions:  (A)  To  the  sale,  dis- 
pensing, or  distribution  of  narcotic  drugs  by 
a  dealer  to  a  consumer  under  and  In  pur- 
suance of  a  written  prescription  Issued  by  a 
physician,  dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  en: 
other  practitioner  registered  under  section 
4722:  Provided,  however.  That  (I)  such  pre- 
scription shall  be  dated  as  of  the  day  on 
which  signed  and  shall  be  signed  by  the 
physician,  dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  or 
other  practitioner  who  shall  have  issued  the 
same;  (11)  that  such  dealer  shall  preserve 
such  prescription  for  a  period  of  2  years 
from  the  day  on  which  such  prescription  Is 
filled  in  such  a  way  as  to  be  readily  acces- 
sible to  inspection  by  the  officers,  agents, 
employees,  and  officials  mentioned  in  sec- 
tion 4773.      * 

"(B)  In  lieu  of  a  written  prescription  for 
such  narcotic  drugs  or  compounds  of  a 
narcotic  drug  which  the  Secretary  or  his 
delegate.  In  his  discretion  (after  consider- 
ing any  views  expressed  on  the  subject  by 
the  Surgeon  General.  United  States  Public 
Health  Service;  the  Commissioner.  United 
States  Food  and  Drug  Administration;  the 
respective  heads  of  State  narcotic  law  en- 
forcement agencies;  and  the  respective  sec- 
retaries of  national  associations  represent- 
ing (1)  narcotic  drug  manufacturers,  (il) 
physicians,  and  (111)  pharmacists),  shall  find 
and  by  regulation  designate  to  pKissess  rela- 
tively litle  or  no  addiction  liability,  the  sale, 
dispensing,  or  distribution  may  be  made  by  a 
dealer  to  a  consumer  upon  oral  prescription 
of  a  duly  registered  physician,  dentist,  vet- 
erinary surgeon,  or  other  practitioner,  which 
oral  prescription  Is  reduced  promptly  to 
writing,  and  the  writing  filed  and  preserved 
by  the  dealer  for  a  period  of  2  years  from 
the  date  on  which  such  prescription  Is  fiUeu 
In  such  a  way  as  to  be  readily  accessible  to 
Inspection  by  the  officers,  agents,  employees, 
and  officials  mentioned  In  section  4773.     In 


Issuing  an  oral  prescription,  the  prescrlbar 
shall  ftimish  the  dealer  with  the  same  in- 
formation as  Is  required  by  law  or  regula- 
tion In  case  of  a  written  prescription  for 
narcotic  drugs  «•  oompounds  of  a  narcotte 
drug  except  for  the  written  signature  ot  the 
prescriber.  and  the  dealer  who  fllla  such 
preecrlption  shall  be  required  to  Inscribe 
such  Infn-matlon  on  the  written  record  of 
the  prescription  made,  filed  and  preserved 
by  him.  and  shall  Inscribe  on  the  label  (tf 
the  container  of  the  narcotic  drug  or  com- 
pound of  a  narcotic  drug  the  same  Infcxma- 
tlon  as  is  required  in  filling  a  written  pre- 
scription. An  oral  prescription  shall  not  be 
refilled. 

"(C)  If  the  Secretary  or  his  delegate  shall 
subsequently  determine  that  a  narcotic  drug 
or  a  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug,  to  which 
the  oral  prescription  procediu-e  described  in 
the  preceding  subparagraph  has  been  made 
applicable,  possesses  a  degree  of  drug  ad- 
diction UabUity  that.  In  bis  opinion,  results 
In  abusive  uae  of  such  procedure,  he  shall  by 
regulation  publish  the  determination  In  the 
Federal  Register.  The  determination  shall 
be  final,  and  after  the  expiration  of  a  period 
of  6  months  from  the  date  of  its  publica- 
tion, the  oral  prescription  procedure  de- 
scribed in  the  preceding  subpara^aph  ahaU 
cease  to  apply  to  the  particular  narcotic  drug 
or  to  the  particular  compound  of  a  narcotic 
drug  which  Is  the  subject  of  the  detemilna- 
tlon." 

Sec.  8.  Section  4704  (b)  (1)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"(1)  Prescriptions:  To  any  person  having 
In  his  or  her  possesion  any  narcotic  drugs 
or  compounds  of  narcotic  drug  which  have 
been  obtained  from  a  registered  dealer  In 
pursuance  of  a  written  or  oral  prescription 
referred  to  in  section  4705  (c)  (2).  issued 
for  legitimate  medical  uses  by  a  physician, 
dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  or  other  practi- 
tioner registered  under  section  4722;  and 
where  the  bottle  or  other  container  In  which 
such  narcotic  drug  or  compound  of  a  nar- 
cotic drug  may  be  put  up  by  the  dealer  upon 
said  prescription  bears  the  name  and  regis- 
try number  of  the  druggist,  and  name  and 
address  of  the  patient,  serial  number  of  pre- 
scription, and  name,  address,  and  registry 
number  of  the  person  issuing  said  prescrip- 
tion; or." 

Sec  9.  Section  4773  of*  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  of  1954  Is  amended  by  striking  out 
"prescriptions  required"  and  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  "prescriptions.  Including  the  writ- 
ten record  of  oral   prescriptions,  required." 

Sec.  10.  Section  4724  (b)  (5)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"(5)  to  any  person  carrying  any  narcotic 
drug  or  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug  which' 
has  been  obtained  by  the  person  from  a  reg- 
istered dealer  In  pursuance  of  a  written  or 
oral  prescription  referred  to  In  section  4705 
(c)  (2),  Issued  for  legitimate  medical  uses 
by  a  physician,  dentist,  veterinary  surgeon, 
or  other  practitioner  registered  under  section 
4722,  if  the  bottle  or  other  container  In 
which  such  drug  or  compound  of  a  narcotic 
drug  Is  carried  bears  the  name  and  registry 
number  of  the  druggist,  serial  number  of 
prescription,  name  and  address  of  the  pa- 
tient, and  name,  address  and  registry  num- 
ber of  the  person  Issuing  such  prescription." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 
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CONVEYANCE  OF  LANDS  BY  SOUTH- 
ERN PACIFIC  RAILROAD  CO. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7881)  to  validate  a  con- 
veyance of  certain  lairds  by  Southern 
Pacific    Railroad    Co., .  and    its    lessee. 
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Soutbem  Psclfle  Co.,  to  Morsftn  BopUns, 
Inc..  was  announced  aa  norttn  order. 

The  FRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  -  Is  tbera 
objection  to  the  o(»isideration  of  the 
bUl? 

Mr.  ICORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  con- 
f  erred  with  my  colleague  who  had  charge 
of  this  bm  after  the  last  call  of  the  cal- 
endar and  after  it  was  agreed  that  it  go 
to  the  foot  of  the  calendar,  and  I  satis- 
fled  myself  that  the  Inquiiy  I  raised  in 
regard  to  the  title  to  the  land  involved  is 
met  by  the  committee  report,  and,  there- 
fore, I  have  no  objection  to  the  consid- 
eration of  the  bill.  

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
hill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7881)  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

AMENDMENT  OF  CIVIL  SERVICE 
RETIREMENT  ACT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7785)  to  amend  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29. 
1930,  to  make  permanent  the  increases 
in  regular  annuities  provided  by  the  act 
of  July  16,  1952,  and  to  extend  such  in- 
creases to  additional  annuities  pur- 
chased by  volimtary  contributions,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


TRANSFER  OF  PROPERTY  TO  STATE 
OF  MINNESOTA 

The  bill  (S.  2153)  to  authorize  the 
transfer  of  certain  property  to  the  State 
of  Minnesota  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  should  like  to  have 
an  explanation  of  the  biU. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
relates  to  the  Indian  school  and  hospital 
building,  buildings  located  near  Pipe- 
stone, Minn.  The  property  has  not  been 
used  during  the  past  year  for  the  care  of 
Indian  children.  The  State  of  Mizme- 
sota,  in  cooperation  with  the  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs,  has  developed  a  foster- 
home-placement  program,  furnishing 
foster-home  care  for  Indians  who  are 
orphans  or  whose  parents  are  separated. 
We  have  found  this  system  more  desira- 
ble. The  Indian  child  has  a  much  better 
opportunity  in  life. 

The  Pipestone  property  involved  is 
now  standing  idle.  I  have  seen  the 
property  a  number  of  times  in  recent 
years.  There  is  some  good  agricultural 
land  in  connection  with  it.  That  land 
Is  not  involved  in  this  bill.  The  land 
Will  go  to  the  General  Services  Admin- 
istration to  be  handled  under  the  Fed- 
eral Property  and  AdministraUve  Serv- 
ices Act. 

The  bill  relates  only  to  the  school  and 
hospital  buildings,  and  approximately 
60  acres  of  land.  If  the  school  were 
converted  to  State  use  for  mentally 
retarded  children,  the  60  acres  would  be 
ample  for  that  purpose. 
That  is  all  that  is  involved. 


Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.    I  yield.  1 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  This  Is  the  bill  to 
which  I  took  rather  strong  exception 
with  reference  to  its  original  language, 
is  it  not?  I 

Mr.  THYE.    Yes.  I 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  And  it  has  been  re- 
vised to  meet  all  objections  raised  in  the 
committee? 
Mr.  THYE.  The  Senator  Is  correct. 
Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  it  is  also 
true,  is  it  not,  that  what  is  proposed  is 
the  provision  of  facilities  which  were  in- 
tended for  Indian  use.  and  now  the  State 
will  be  furnishing  facilities.  serviceB.  and 
education  for  those  Indian  children 
which  otherwise  would  be  furnished  by 
the  Federal  Government? 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  the  Sena- 
tor is  correct.  The  studies  of  our  Pub- 
Uc  Welfare  Department,  the  State  ad- 
ministration, and  the  Indian  Bureau  de- 
veloped that  it  would  be  far  better  to 
put  the  Indian  orphans  in  private  homes 
under  the  foster  home  care  program  than 
to  segregate  them  in  this  Indian  school 
or  agency  until  they  reached  the  age 
when  they  would  be  old  enough  to  go 
back  to  the  Indian  reservations  or  to 
begin  their  adult  vocations. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  another  question? 
Mr.  THYE  I  yield. 
Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  also  true.  Is  it  not. 
that  because  of  the  small  number  of 
Indian  children  in  this  particular  region, 
it  is  not  economical  to  maintain  a  Fed- 
eral Indian  school  for  them,  so  the  chil- 
dren who  are  of  normal  mentality  go  to 
public  schools,  and  it  is  proposed  that 
this  particular  property,  which  was  orig- 
inally made  available  for  Indian  use  will 
now  be  used  by  the  State  which  will  pro- 
vide other  services  for  Indian  children^ 
as  the  Senator  pointed  out  in  this  in- 
stance, an  institution  for  children  who 
are  not  of  normal  mentality,  including 
Indian  children? 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Senator  Is  entirely 
correct,  Mr.  President.  I  think  far  bet- 
ter use  would  be  made  of  this  pr(^)erty 
as  a  State  Institution  under  the  program 
we  have  discussed,  which  includes  the 
foster-home  care  for  Indian  children, 
their  education  in  the  pubhc  schools. 
and  use  of  the  Pipestone  property  for  a 
State  institution  in  which  Indian  chil- 
dren requhlng  such  care,  as  well  as  white 
children,  would  be  admitted,  i  hope 
the  objections  may  be  withdrawn  and 
that  the  bill  may  pass. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
no  objection,  because  I  have  studied  the 
bill  with  sufBcient  care  to  satisfy  myself 
that  the  Federal  Government  is  receiv- 
ing adequate  consideration  for  this 
transfer  of  property  In  terms  of  the  serv- 
ice the  State  of  Minnesota  will  render  in 
connection  with  taking  care  of  what, 
after  all,  are  Federal  wards. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
Objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  .AfTairs,  with  an 


amendment,  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause,  and  insert: 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized 
and  directed  to  transfer  to  the  State  of  Min- 
nesota, to  be  used  for  school  or  «>ther  Insti- 
tutional piirposes  only,  the  rights  title,  and 
Interest  of  the  United  States  ta  not  more 
than  60  acres  of  the  Pipestone  School  Re- 
serve, together  with  all  the  improvements 
thereon,  and  the  buildings  Imown  and  desig- 
nated as  the  Pipestone  Indian  Scbool  and 
the  Pipestone  Indian  Hospital  located  near 
Pipestone,  Minn.  Upon  a  finding  by  the 
Secretary  that  property  so  transferred  haa 
ceased  to  be  used  for  the  purposes  specifled, 
title  to  such  lands,  together  with  all  im- 
provements thereon,  shall  revert  to  the 
United  States,  but  any  such  findings  shall 
be  subject  to  Judicial  review  by  any  court 
having  appropriate  Jurisdiction.  The  re- 
mainder of  the  Pipestone  School  Heaerve.  to- 
gether -"ith  all  Improvements  tbereon'  la 
the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  Administrator  of  General 
Services  for  disposal  as  surplus  property  un- 
der the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949  (40  U.  8.  C,  1953  ed., 
sec.  484). 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  letter  which 
I  addressed  to  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Watkins],  chairman  of  the  Sub- 
committee on  Indian  Affairs,  l>e  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Recobo  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

August  16.  1954. 
Hon.  Arthus  V.  Watkiws. 

Chairman,    Subcommittee    on    Indian 
Affairs.  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs.  United  States  Sen- 
atf.  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Watkins:  In  view  of  the 
many  complex  matters  which  have  been  con- 
sidered by  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  upon  receipt  of  delayed  de- 
partmental reports  on  various  pending  bills 
before  the  committee,  I  greatly  Appreciate 
the  consideration  given  to  S.  3153,  to  trans- 
fer the  buildings  of  the  Indian  school  and 
hospital  at  Pipestone  to  the  State  of  Minne- 
sota to  assist  the  State  in  meeting  its  institu- 
tional needs. 

The  school  and  hospital  property.  Includ- 
ing the  agricultural  land  In  the  633-acre 
school  reservation  at  Pipestone,  has  not  been 
In  use  during  the  present  fiscal  year,  in  line 
with  the  policy  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Af- 
fairs to  discontinue  the  school  as  no  longer 
needed  in  its  program.  An  agreement  has 
been  reached  between  the  Bureau  and  the 
Minnesota  Division  of  Social  Welfare  whereby 
the  Federal  and  State  govemmenljs  are  co- 
operating in  a  program  of  foster  home  care 
for  the  Indian  children  who  would  otherwise 
attend  the  school,  and  these  children  are  be- 
ing educated  In  the  public  schools.  This  la 
part  of  a  program  of  Integration  of  our  In- 
dian people  In  our  common  life,  and  I  am 
pleased  to  tell  you  that  we  have  had  marked 
success  in  Minnesota  In  this  progressive  de- 
velopment. 

Meanwhile,  the  State  has  great  need  for 
additional  State  Institutions.  The  legisla- 
ture in  1953,  as  stated  In  the  committee  re- 
port on  S.  2153.  adopted  enabling  legislation 
to  provide  for  use  of  the  Pipestone  school  and 
hospital  buildings  If  they  become  Available. 
The  legislature  meets  again  in  January  1955, 
and  If  necessary  funds  are  to  be  made  avail- 
able for  rehabilitation  of  the  propertjy  and  for 
its  activation  as  a  State  Institution.  It  woiild 
be  extremely  helpful  If  the  Intent  of  Con- 
gress could  be  made  known  at  this  time. 
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The  amount  of  land  that  eould  be  utilised 
In  connection  wltli  a  State  Institution  at 
Pipestone  has  been  a  question  considered  by 
the  committee.  I  vaa  Informed  by  the  Com- 
missioner of  Public  Welfare  in  Minnesota  that 
if  the  institution  Is  used  for  the  care  of  men- 
tally retarded  children.  00  acres  will  be  suffi- 
cient for  providing  s  campus  and  playground 
area.  This  is  the  .imount  of  land  provided 
In  the  bill  as  amended.  I  should  point  out. 
however,  that  if  tl.e  Institution  were  to  be 
used  for  rehabilitation  of  alcoholics,  the 
State  officials  believe  there  should  be  an  area 
of  250  acres  to  provide  a  suitable  work  pro- 
gram for  these  peo  Jle. 

There  Is  lmme<liately  adjacent  to  the 
school  property,  and  In  fact  part  of  the 
original  Indian  Recervatlon  of  1  square  mile, 
the  Pip>estone  National  Monument  of  ap- 
proximately 115  acres.  I  had  Included  a 
provision  in  S.  2151  as  originally  Introduced 
to  provide  for  tra:isfer  of  250  acres  to  the 
Pipestone  Natlona  Monument,  for  its  de- 
velopment and  pre  tcction,  as  this  Is  1  of  2 
historical  national  monuments  In  Minne- 
sota. The  committee  has  felt  that  it  would 
be  more  in  keepinj;  with  the  policy  of  Con- 
gress to  provide  for  transfer  of  all  the  land 
except  60  acres  no'v  In  the  school  reserve  to 
the  Administrator  of  General  Services  for 
disposal  of  surplus  property  under  the  Fed- 
eral Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  of  1949. 

The  amendmen's  now  proposed  by  the 
Conunittee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
to  S.  2153  are  acceptable  to  me  as  the  author 
of  the  bill.  I  be.leve  the  adoption  of  S. 
2153.  as  amended,  would  be  In  the  public 
Interest. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Edward  J.  Thtx. 
United  States  Senator. 


hospitalizat:on   and  care  op 
mentally  d^  op  alaska— bill 

PASSED  OVEPl 

The  bill  fH.  R.  8009  >  to  provide  for  the 
hospitalization  and  care  of  the  mentally 
ill  of  Alaska,  and  for  other  purposes  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

Mr.  KIUCHEL.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  withhold 
his  objection? 

Mr.  GORE.    I  do. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  appreciate  the  with- 
holding of  the  o  jjection  by  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee,  because  it  is  my  under- 
standing that  an  objection  may  be  inter- 
posed by  the  jun  or  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [Mr.  Ja<:icson1.  who  has  held 
hearings  on  the  bill.  The  Senator  is  not 
in  the  Chamber  at  this  moment. 

Will  the  Senator  indicate  whether  he  is 
objecting  on  behalf  of  my  friend  from 
Washington?  There  is  some  hop>e  that 
he  may  withdraw  his  objection. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  the  minor- 
ity calendar  corr  mittee  has  not  made  a 
practice  of  revealing  the  names  of  Sen- 
ators for  whom  they  enter  objections. 
I  am  glad  to  inform  the  Senator  from 
California,  however,  that  the  request  did 
not  come  from  the  junior  Senator  from 
Washington. 

The  PRESIDLNG  OFFICER.     Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 
Mr.  GORE.     I  object. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  Senate  will  now  proceed  to  the 
consideration  o:    the  bills  which  were 


placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar  oo  this 
calL 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Chair  be  kind  enotigh  to  state 
the  numbers  of  the  bills  so  we  may  have 
them  in  advance? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
first  is  Calendar  No.  1511.  House  bill  4017. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  Are  Calendar  Nos.  2520, 
2521.  and  2522  to  be  called? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
when  we  have  completed  the  call  of 
items  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar,  the  ma- 
jority leader  will  ask  for  an  order  cover- 
ing those   three  bills. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bills  which  went  to  the  foot  of  the  cal- 
endar are:  Calendar  No.  1511.  House  bill 
4017;  Calendar  No.  1986.  House  biU  951; 
Calendar  No.  2010.  House  bill  7774:  Cal- 
endar 2284.  House  bill  3534;  and  Calen- 
dar 2313,  Senate  bill  2564. 

The  clerk  will  sUte  the  first  bilL 


CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  LAND  IN 
ARKANS.\S 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4017  >  to  provide  for  the 
conveyance  of  certain  land  and  improve- 
ments to  the  England  Special  School 
District  of  the  State  of  Arkansas  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  asked 
that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the  calen- 
dar, so  that  I  could  study  it.  I  have 
studied  it,  and.  in  my  judgment,  the  bill 
in  no  way  violates  the  Morse  formula. 
This  is  a  case  in  which  property  was  con- 
veyed originally  for  school  purposes. 
There  has  been  a  consolidation  of  coun- 
try schools.  It  is  now  desired  to  make 
use  of  the  value  of  the  property  in  order 
to  buy  fixtures  for  the  new  consolidated 
school^  In  my  opinion,  this  is  com- 
pletely in  line  with  the  original  grant.  I 
have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


BILL  PLACED  AT  FOOT  OP 
CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  951  >  for  the  relief  of 
the  Trust  Association  of  H.  Kempner  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  imanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  At  the 
foot  of  the  present  calendar? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  At  the  foot  of 
the  new  calendar  to  be  called.  I  under- 
stand the  majority  leader  intends  to  call 
up  a  new  order  of  bills.  I  ask  that  this 
bill  go  to  the  foot  of  that  call. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


UNIFORIC  SYSTEM  OF  GRANTXNQ 
INCENTIVE  AWARDS 

The  bm  (H.  R.  7774>  to  estabUsfa  ft 
uniform  system  for  the  granting  of  in- 
centive awards  to  officers  and  employees 
of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  this 
is  the  postal-pay-increase  bill.  An 
amendment  which  I  have  had  prepared 
is  at  the  desk. 

I  understand  that  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  I  Mr.  Goke]  desires  to  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  GORE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
California  desire  to  complete  action  on 
the  other  bills? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  prefer  to 
have  this  bill  considered  now.  because  I 
must  attend  conferences  later. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Green 

licCarran 

Anderson 

Hayden 

McCarthy 

Barrett 

Hecdnckson 

McClelian 

Beall 

HenninfTS 

lifiUikln 

Bennett 

Hickenlocper 

Monnonej 

Bo  wring 

HiU 

Morse 

Bncker 

Holland 

Mundt 

Bu'h 

Humphrey 

Murrsj 

Butler 

Ives 

Neely 

Carlson 

Jackson 

Pastor* 

Case 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Payne 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Potter 

Clements 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

PxirteU 

Cooper 

Kefauver 

Reynolds 

Cordon 

Kennedy 

Robertson 

Crlppa 

Kerr 

Russell 

Dirksen 

Kilgore 

Saltonstan 

Duff 

Knowland 

ScJioeppel 

DworFhak 

Kuchel 

Smathers 

Ellender 

Laager 

Smith.  Main* 

Ervin 

Lehman 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Ferguson 

Lennon 

Stennls 

Frear 

Long 

Symington 

Fulbrlght 

Magnuson 

Thye 

Georpe 

Malone 

Watklna 

Goldwater 

Mansfield 

WUltama 

Gore 

Man4n 

Toung 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mis  IvM 
In  the  chair).    A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
there  has  been  placed  at  the  desk  a 
copy  of  the  amendments  which  I  have 
prepared  to  the  bill.  I  have  also  given 
a  copy  of  the  amendments  to  the  dis- 
tinguished chairman  of  the  committee, 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson  1. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  a  point  of 
order.    The  bill  has  not  been  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER'  The  bin 
was  stated  before  the  quortim  call. 

Mr.  GORE.     It  was? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Yes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes.  it  was  stated, 
and  I  was  reserving  the  right  to  object. 
The  Senate  knows  that  H.  R.  7774,  the 
Government  employees'  pay-raise  biU, 
was  passed  over  on  the  last  CEdl  of  the 
calendar.  I  have  a  series  of  amend- 
ments which  I  intend  to  submit  to  the 
bill  en  bloc,  but  before  I  do  so.  I  wish  to 
make  a  few  remarks  in  explanation  of 
the  administration's  poUcy  on  the  pay- 
raise  bill.  As  the  Senate  knows,  the 
House  of  Representatives 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  apologizes  for  interrupting  the 
Senator  from  California,  but  there  must 
be  order  in  the  Senate  Chamber.  The 
Chair  does  not  think  the  Senator  can  bo 
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heard.    Those  who  are  eonverslDg  wDl  marla  In  explanatimi  of  the  admlnistra-  "(2)  variations  in  rates  of  baaic  compen- 

kindly  ceaae  to  converse.  tion's  policy  on  the  pay-raise  bill  subject,  ■ation  paid  to  different  postmasnerB,  offlcers. 

The  Senator  from  California  wDl  re-  ,  i  ask  urumlmous  consent  to  have  the  ^"^  employee*  stiaii  be  in  proportion  to  sub- 
sume, series  of  amendments  nronosed  to  b©  "**^*^*i  differences  m  the  difficulty,  respon- 

Mr.KNOWLAND.     I  thank  the  Chair,  offered  by  TewStedllfttlTREao^  at  ftf^^ty-   »°i  q"»l^^«"on   requirements  of 

because  my  voice  Is  still  a  little  hoars^  w^^  me  printed  in  the  Rioord  at  the  work  performed  and  to  the  contribution. 

'T.-nnt  »  ,J^    T*  .««„  K-.  «»-,  #....14.  -    »-  ^^  iwiuu.  of  postmasters,  offlcers.  and  employees  to  effl- 

«  S- ^i  l«  JS!?^*]^^'*'^*"™'**'*'  "^^'^  ^^  °0  OjecUon.  the  amend-  cle^y    and    economy    in    the    jSTal^d 

Jn?®  of    ♦   w        ^^  «»»^  *w    «  ments  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  service. 

The  senate  knows  H.  R.  7774.  toe  C50V-  Rkobd.  as  follows:  Such  plan  shall  contain  compensation  sched- 

emment  employees'  pay-raise  bUl.  was  ^          ,  beginning  with  une  13  strike  "^««  '^^'^^  «*  '"^h  the  vkriou.  graSS  to 

passed  over  on  the  last  call  of  the  c^-  out  ovSr  tL^ugh  ^e  5  olpjge  S  and  ^t  ''^'^^  P°«'^'°-  '"  *»^«  ^^-^  •-id  «.rviS 

endar.     I  have  a  series  of  amendments  the  following:                         *-  &      •       «  "nwn.  ^^^  ^^  ^  allocated  and  provide  the  rates  of 

which  I  intend  to  submit  to  the  bill  en  "(b)    The  compensation  schedule  lor  the  ^^^'^  compensation,  and  the  ranges  of  such 

bloc,  and  then  I  wish  to  make  a  few  re-  General  schedule  shall  be  as  follows-  ''*^^^'   *"^1«=^    are    to    be   applicable   to  such 

grades.     Such  plan  also  shall  contain  provl- 

"Orade                                                                    Per  annum  rates  slons  which — 

9,f'\- <2.5<»  *2,580      $2,660      $2,740      $2,  S20      $2,900      $2,980  "(A)  grant  to  personnel  In  the  postal  field 

oi-3 - J  IS  l^        Hl^        i^        ^•"™        ^■"'^        3.230  service   the  right  to  obtain   appfoprlate  re- 

oy::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::  |^  l^     |if„     |«     Hf,     i-^     f*^  view  by  the  civn  service  co^Sies^on  of  a« 

OS-5 „     3,600  3.72.5        3,850        3.97.5        4  100        4  22.5        i'sto  Classifications  of  their  positions: 

Ssl? ■ 1'2S  M^        i-^        l--^^        *.-^       *^^''       *•'•"«  "'^'   prohibit  reducUons  In  the  rates  of 

0^::::::;::::::::::::::::::::::::::::;::::::  t^  S    tm    17^1    S     l-^    ^'^  basic  compensation  of  personnel  on  the  rou. 

03-9 5,300  i5.42S        5, .550        5.675        5  800        5  925        fi' aso  o"  the  date  such  plan  (or  any  p»rt  thereof) 

J4a  1?-- - - 6,800  6.925         6,050         6,175         6.  IJOO         ({425         ft  560  becomes    operative,   by   reason   of   the    instl- 

8g ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::-  «  »    l^    ^    U^    n^  tuuon  and  p^ration  of  such  pian  (or  any 

OS-J3 8,800  9.000         9,200         9.400         9.600         9!  soo  part  thereof), 

Of-JJ - ia200  10^400       10,600       10.800       ii.oix)^    11,200  "(C)  prohibit  reductions  In  rates  of  baslc 

Si:}^- - "'600  ll'MO       12,100       12,350       12,600  compensation   of   any   personnel,   by   reason 

CS-l7lIIIIIIIIIiriII"I"I"IIIIIIIII"IIIIIII    13;  800  •                   I  °^   *"^   classification   actions   taken   at   any 

OS-18 '...'...""'."    uisoo  f  time  under  authority  of  such  plan  with  re- 

„,.,,.__                        ^.           ^  ^   ,     .  ,.  spect  to  the  positions  occupied  by  such  ner- 

(c)    (1)   The  compensation  schedule  for  the  crafts,  protective,  and  custodial  sohedule  scthnel.  so  long  as  such  personnel  remain  In 

shall  be  as  follows:  j  the  same  positions  and  are  assigned  to  per- 

"  Grade  Per  annum  ratal  form  and  do  perform  work  of  the  same  level 

CPC-l $1,810  $1870       $1930       $1990       $2,050       J2  1 10       »  i-n  °^  '^'.'"^^I'y-  fe^Ponslblllty,  and  qualification 

CPC-2 ^'ttO  2:196      *xm        S        I™        2"o       ^^  requirements  as  the  work  Which  they  were 

CPC-3 2,552  2,632        2,712        2,792        2,872        2  9.52        3'aj2  PC'^orming  in  such  polstlons;   aod 

SpcI S  ?^        1-?^        2.W0        3.070        a,  1.50        aiiW  "(D)   preserve  for  personnel  in  the  postal 

C?84:::;;-;///;™^^^^^^^^^^                              IS  iS       Vm       IZ       ^5?:,       ^Z       -l-^i  aeld  service  on  the  roUs  on  the  date^uch 

CPC-7 8.600  3,700         3.800         3,900         4. UK)         4100         i  HM  P'*"  (or  any  part  thereof )  becomes  operative 

E^SlS f5S2  fi^f         *'^'^         *-^'^         <-'^*^'         *>''2^         <  "•'■'<)  t^he  Increases  In  rates  of  basic  cottipensatlon 

CpcIm""" "—      its  i^         1^        tl^?         IT         •'^•"^•^         •■*•'•""  provided  by  this  act. 

CfO-iO 4,800  i925          6,050         5,175          6,300          5,425         6, 550  e      v.      , 

.,,-,   _.                        .  .           _  i.1         ,-  „  ^  ^"*^"  P^^"  *'^°  '"^y  contain  such  provisions 

(2)  Charwomen  working  part  time  shall  On  page  12,  line  21.  strike  out  "$440  per  and  proposals  consistent  with  the  Durnoeea 

be  paid  at  the  rate  of  $2,700  per  annum,  and  anniun"  and  Insert  "$410  per  annum."  of   this   section   as    the   Postmaster   General 

head  charwomen  working  part  time  at  the  On  page  12.  strike  out  line  22.  deems   advisable   in    the   lt"ht   of   the   needs 

rate  of  92.840  per  annimi."  On  page  13.  Une  8,  strike  out  "S"  aad  In-  of  the  Poet  Office  Departm^ent    the   best  In- 

On  page  9.  lines  8  and  9,  strike  out  "as  sert  "3^^."  teres ts  of  personnel  In  the  postal  field  serv- 

provldM  in  this  section,  he  shall  continue  On  page  14,  line  2,  strike  out  "$14  240"  Ice.  and  the  public  interest 

to  receive  basic  compensation",  and  insert,  and  Insert  "$14,210."  "(b)   In  the  lleht  of  and  nursuant  to  th« 

"he  shall  receive  a  rate  of  basic  compensation  On   page    14,    line   8,    strike    out    S"   and  Investigation    and    study   made    mider    sub- 

**  t^«"."l™'«»  longevity  "te  ol  hi.  grade  Insert  "3%."  secilon^a,  and  In  accordance  wlS^ the  pur- 

as  provided  In  this  section,  or  his  existing  Cto  page  14.  lines  9  and  10,  strike  out  "$440  Poses    of    such    subsection     the    Postt  aster 

rate^  whichevCT  is  greater."  per  annum  or  less  than  $170  per  annum"  and  General  shall  transmit  to  'the  Congress    on 

On  page  9.  lines  20  and  21,  strike  out  "as  insert  "$410  per  annum."  or   before   March    15.    1955    a   clSS'tlon 

provided  In  this  section,  he  shall  continue  to  On  page  14,  line   13,  strike  out  "$13,240"  and    pay    plan    for    the    oostal    field   .^rvirB 

reclve  basic  compensation"  and  Insert,  "he  and  Insert  "$13,210."  Such  plan  shall  be  preparwl  with  due  regard 

shall  receive  a  rate  of  basic  compeMatlon  at  On  page   14,  line   16,  strike   out   "5"   and  for    the    legislative    forms    and    Drocedures 

the  maxtaium  scheduled  rate  of  hi.  grade  Insert  "SVi"  of  the  Congress  and  shall  be  acbomMnled 

as  provided  In  this  section,  or  his  existing  On  page  14.  line  17,  strike  out  "$440"  and  by   an   appropriate   written   explanation   of 

rate^  whichever  la  greater."  insert  "$410  per  annum."  the  provisions,  objects,  purposes   end  effect. 

on  page  10.  Itae  11.  strike  out  "5  percent"  On  page  14.  line  18.  strike  out  line  It.  thereof.     The  delivery  of  si^rpisn  and  ex- 

and  insert  "3\^  percent."  On  page  15.  strike  out  lines  10  to  a3,  In-  Planation    thereof    shall    be    made    to    both 

On  page   10.  lines   12  and   13.   strike   out  elusive.  Houses  on  the  same  day 

I^lt^^^^'-^H^Ji,^  °L,^f    "'*''    •".?    ^'  Renumber  sections  202  to  207,  Inclusive,  as  "'O   Except  as  may  be  otherwise  provided 

annum',  and  Imert  "$410  per  annum."  sections  201  to  206.  respectively.  pursuant  to  sul>sectlon    (e)    "fthL  section 

«.T"^-'      '             '  ^^'  °"'  ^    "**  '^'  "^^-  ^°''-  <*>   "^^  Postmaster  General  la  ^he  provisions  of  such  cli^iflcatlSf  and  pay* 

A.       ^'    ,*    w     .      .       _.     ^w  authorized  and  dh-ected  to  make  a  tha-'ou^h  P^^"  ^or  the  postal   field  service  shall   takii 

lln^^ol^;  ^T^l  SS„?^  fn"^*  !f  investigation  and  study  of  various  methods  ^^ect  upon  the  expiration  of  Ihe  l£t  US^ 

"STrlL^-  in  une  1^                ^  i°".  ""I   '=i^=*fl^«"°'^   °'   positions   and    the  °l   60  calendar   days   of   continuous   sSsl^ 

^n^^l   iSie  ?5  3^e  out  "S19  OM"  ..rt  determination  of  salaries  in  the  postal  field  ^^  ^^e  Congress,  following  the  date  on  which 

Inserf^iVn^"                                    '  service  and  all  matters  relating  thereto  (in-  «"ch  plan  is  transmitted   to  the  Congress; 

On  Daw  11  I'lne  20  strike  out  "$2  IBO"  *T,rt  V  ,  *^  Personnel  and  pay  benefits  and  ad-  ^ut  only  if,  between  the  date  of  transmittal 

ina^rt'^ff  ^m  "           •                        •  •     °    ^^'^  ministration),  In  order  to  provide  a  plan  (to  »"d  the  expiration   of  such  period  of  sixty 

On  paje  iVllne  22  strike  out  "»2  400"  .t,h  ^«h^*''^^**1,^^*^*  Postmaster  General  to.  fays  there  has  not  been  passed  b,  either  of 

In^rt'^imn'"                                    ••               **  and  to  be  subject  to  review  by,  the  Congress,  the    two    Houses,    by    affirmative    vote    of    a 

luaeri,    »i,o.«u.  jn   accordance   with   the    provisions   of   this  rnajority  a  quorum  belnj?  oresent    a  rfMolti- 

insert'^ff^"    *^*'"*^'°"*    •^•'^"'^*'  """°°  *"«*  "^"°°   10)    ^°^  th«   estS^lLh!  tlon  statlng\n  substan,^ ';h^^Vt  Ti^ 

On  «.li' Vo'u„-  «     ♦-.w        *  ...o  ,„«..  ™®"*  °'  *  uniform,  integrated,  and  equitable  ^°^^  "ot  favor  such  plan. 

Inse^^S  920  "           '               °'''  ^'^^    ""**  classification   and   pay  system   for  all   post!  "(d)    For  the  purposes  of  subsection   (c) 

tB^}^^-^-^--'-^^--^  tr^^^-^:p--lS^l-^^^^^  ''^-:^.,  .  _lon   sha.   be  Z 

^ -Siire  -.  -Ike  out  "$8,840"  and  S^nTe^SS-  s-h^re-fv^rd-  pe^^.  ^^'.:^^!?::^^    ^    -- 

^On  page  12.  une  20.  strike  out  ".and  in.  .  -, -.^-^rrsLaT^^  o/a^^  ^-J  ^  rthr3-dartn 
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"(e)  Any  provlsioa  of  the  plan  may.  un- 
der provisions  contained  In  the  pliui,  be  made 
operative  at  a  time  later  than  the  date  on 
v^hlch  the  plan  shall  otherwise  take  effect. 

"(f)  If  such  cIas.'>lflcatlon  and  pay  plan 
becomes  effective,  such  plan  shall  be  printed 
In  the  Statutes  at  Lirge  In  the  same  voIuum 
as  the  public  laws  and  shaU  be  printed  In 
the  Federal  Register. 

"(g)  Any  Increas*!  In  rate  of  basic  com- 
pensation by  reasor  of  the  Institution  and 
operation  of  such  cl;isslflcatlon  and  pay  plan 
fur  the  postal  field  f.ervlce  shall  not  be  con- 
sidered as  an  "equl^-alent  Increase*  in  com- 
pensation within  th  ?  meaning  of  section  701 
of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as  amended, 
in  the  case  of  postmasters,  offlcers.  and  em- 
ployees In  the  posta  field  service  who  trans- 
fer or  are  transfer -ed  to  positions  within 
the  purview  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1919, 
as  amended. 

■Sec.  208.  (a)  This  section  Is  enacted  by 
the  Congress: 

"(1)  As  an  exercise  of  the  rule-making 
power  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  ol  Repre- 
sentatives, respectively,  and  as  such  It  shall 
be  considered  as  p;irt  of  the  rules  of  each 
House,  respectively,  but  applicable  only  with 
re.'ipect  to  the  procedure  to  be  followed  In 
such  House  In  the  case  of  resolutions  (as 
defined  in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section): 
and  such  rules  shall  8up>ersede  other  rules 
only  to  the  extent  t;iat  they  are  inconsistent 
therewith;   and 

"(2)  With  full  recognition  of  the  consti- 
tutional right  of  either  House  to  change  such 
rv.les  (so  far  as  relating  to  the  procedure  In 
such  House)  at  any  time.  In  the  same  man- 
ner and  to  the  sane  extent  as  in  the  case 
of  any  other  rule  of  such  House, 

"(b)  As  used  In  this  section  and  section 
207,  the  terrr*  'resell. tlon"  means  only  a  reso- 
lution of  either  of  the  two  Houses  of  Con- 
gress, the  matter  a  ter  the  resolving  clause 

of  which  is  as  follo^'s:  "That  the 

does  not  favor  the  postal  field  service  classi- 
fication and  pay  p:an  transmitted  to  Con- 
pre."is  by  the  Postmester  General.',  the  blank 
space  therein  being  filled  with  the  name  of 
the  resolving  House. 

"(C)  All  resolutit  ns  with  respect  to  the 
poEHl  field  service  cl  isslficatlon  and  pay  plan 
shall  be  referred,  ty  the  President  of  the 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, only  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  of  the  Senate  or  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  as  the  case 
may  l>e. 

"(di  If  the  committee  to  which  has  been 
referred  a  resolution  with  respect  to  such 
postal  field  service  classification  and  pay 
plan  has  not  rcpor:ed  such  resolution  be- 
fore the  expiration  of  10  calendar  days  after 
its  introduction,  it  shall  then  (but  not  be- 
fore )  be  in  order  to  move  either  to  discharge 
the  committee  froi^  further  consideration 
of  such  resolution,  or  to  discharge  the  com- 
mittee from  further  consideration  of  any 
other  resolution  with  respect  to  such  postal 
field  service  classification  and  pay  plan  which 
has  been  referred  tt'  the  committee. 

"(e)  Such  motion  may  be  made  only  by  a 
person  favoring  the  resolution,  shall  be  high- 
ly privileged  (except  that  it  may  not  be  made 
after  the  committe*^  has  reported  a  reso- 
lution with  respect  to  the  plan),  and  de- 
bate thereon  shall  be  limited  to  not  to  ex- 
ceed 1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided  between 
those  favoring  and  tliose  opposing  the  reso- 
lution. No  amendm(  nt  to  such  motion  shall 
be  In  order,  and  It  shall  not  be  In  order  to 
move  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  such 
motion  is  agreed  or  disagreed  to. 

"(f)  If  the  motion  to  discharge  Is  agreed 
to  or  disagreed  to.  such  motion  may  not  be 
renewed,  nor  may  another  motion  to  dis- 
charge the  committee  be  made  with  respect 
to  any  other  resolution  with  respect  to  the 
plan. 
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"(g)  When  the  committee  has  reported. 
or  has  been  discharged  from  fmther  con- 
sideration of.  a  resolution  with  respect  to 
the  plan,  it  ahall  at  any  time  thereafter  be 
in  order  (even  though  a  previous  motion  to 
the  same  -effect  has  been  disagreed  to)  to 
move  to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  such 
resolution.  Such  motion  shall  be  highly 
privileged  and  shall  not  be  debatable.  No 
amendment  to  such  motion  shaU  be  in  or- 
der and  it  shall  not  be  in  order  to  move 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  such  motion 
is  agreed  to  or  disagreed  to. 

"(h)  Debate  on  the  resolution  shall  be 
limited  to  not  to  exceed  10  hours,  which 
shall  be  equally  divided  between  those  favor- 
ing and  those  opposing  the  resolution.  A 
motion  further  to  limit  debate  shall  not  be 
debatable.  No  amendment  to,  or  motion  to 
recommit,  the  resolution  shall  be  In  order, 
and  It  shall  not  be  in  order  to  move  to  re- 
consider the  vote  by  which  the  resolution 
Is  agreed  to  or  disagreed  to. 

"(1)  All  motions  to  postjKine.  made  with 
resjject  to  the  discharge  from  committee,  or 
the  consideration  of.  a  resolution  with  respect 
to  the  plan,  and  all  motions  to  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  other  business,  shall  be  de- 
cided without  debate. 

"(])  All  app>eals  from  the  decisions  of  the 
Chair  relating  to  the  application  of  the  rules 
of  the  Senate  or  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, as  the  case  may  be.  to  the  procedure 
relating  to  a  resolution  with  respect  to  the 
plan  shall  be  decided  without  debate. 

"Sec.  209.  In  the  exercise  of  the  authority 
granted  by  section  81  of  title  2  of  the  Canal 
Zone  Code,  as  amended,  the  Governor  of  the 
Canal  Zone  is  authorized  to  adopt  the  postal 
field  service  classification  and  pay  plan,  or 
any  part  thereof,  made  operative  pursuant 
to  sections  9  and  10  of  this  act,  as  of  the 
date  or  dates  such  plan,  or  any  part  thereof, 
becomes  operative,  for  postal  employees  of 
the  Canal  Zone  Government.  The  Post- 
master General  shall  make  available  to  the 
Governor  of  the  Canal  Zone  copies  of  such 
matter  relating  to  such  plan  as  may  be  nec- 
essary to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  sec- 
tion, Including  descriptions  of  positions  and 
rates  of  compensation  provided  for  therein." 

On  page  2£3.  beginning  with  line  7,  strike 
out  over  through  line  23  on  page  24.  and 
insert  the  following: 

On  page  24.  line  24.  strike  out  "Sac.  209" 
and  Insert  "Sec.  210." 

On  page  25,  line  3,  strike  out  "Sec.  210- 
and  Insert  "Sec.  211." 

On  page  25,  line  4,  strike  out  "Sections 
206  and  208"  and  Insert  "S?ctlon  205." 

On  page  25.  line  6.  strike  out  "202.  204. 
and  205"  and  Insert  "201,  203,  and  204." 

On  page  25.  line  9.  strike  out  "203  and 
209"  and  Insert  "202  and  210." 

On  page  25,  line  12,  strike  out  "207"  and 
Insert  "206." 

On  page  23,  after  line  15,  Insert  the  fol- 
lowing: 

"TnxE  m — Postal  Rates 
"first-class  mail 

"Sec.  301.  (a)  The  rates  of  postage  on  mall 
matter  of  the  first  class  (other  than  postal 
cards  and  private  mailing  or  post  cards) 
shall  be  as  follows : 

"(1)  4  cents  for  the  first  ounce  or  fraction 
thereof,  and  3  cents  for  each  additional 
ounce  or  fraction  thereof,  when  mailed  for 
delivery  at  any  destination  other  than  the 
office  of  mailing; 

"(2)  3  cents  for  each  ounce  or  fraction 
thereof,  when  mailed  for  local  delivery  at 
the  office  of  mailing,  except  as  prescribed  in 
paragraph  (3)   of  this  subsection;  and 

"<3)  2  cents  for  each  ounce  or  fraction 
thereof,  when  mailed  for  local  delivery  at 
post  offices  where  free  delivery  by  carrier  Is 
not  established  and  when  the  matter  is  not 
collected  or  delivered  by  rural  or  star  route 
carriers. 

"(b)  In  the  case  of  first-class  matter  mailed 
without  prepayment  of  any  postage  or  with- 


out prepayment  of  the  full  amount  of  post- 
age due.  the  Postmaster  General  1.  anthoriaed 
to  prescribe  by  regulation  the  conditions 
under  which  such  matter  ahaU  be  deUvered 
to  the  addressee  or  returned  to  the  sender. 
The  conditions  so  prescribed  sbiOl  be  stated 
in  such  manner  as  to  permit  deUvery  o*  roch 
mail  to  the  addressee  whenever  it  Is  prac- 
ticable to  do  so  consistent  with  the  collec- 
tion of  the  charges  prescribed  In  accordance 
with  subsection  (c)   of  this  section. 

"(c)  The  Postmaster  General  is  author- 
ized to  prescribe  by  regulation  from  time 
to  time  the  charges  to  be  collected  on  deUr- 
ery  in  the  case  of  any  matter  of  the  first 
class  mailed  without  prepayment  of  any 
postage  or  without  prepayment  of  the  fxUI 
amount  of  postage  due.  In  determining 
such  charges,  the  Postmaster  General  riiall 
take  into  consideration  the  postage  actually 
due,  and.  to  the  extent  practicable,  the  addi- 
tional exyjense  incurred  by  reason  of  the  fall- 
ing to  pay  the  applicable  postage  and  the 
desirability  of  minimizing  the  incidence  of 
such  mailings. 

"(d)  Regulations  Issued  by  the  Postmaster 
General  under  subsections  (b)  and  (c)  shall. 
to  the  extent  prescribed  therein,  supersede 
existing  laws,  regulations,  and  orders  gov- 
erning the  subject  matter  covered  thereby. 

"(e)  Section  12  (a)  of  the  act  of  October  30. 
1951  (39  U.  S.  C  sec.  246f  (a) ).  Is  amended 
by  inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end 
thereof  a  semicolon  and  the  following: 

"  '  ( 9 )  for  returning  imdeUverabie  letters 
and  parcels  of  the  first  class  from  the  dead- 
letter  office  to  the  senders.' 

"SKCOWn-CLASS    MAIL 

"Sbc.  302.  (a)  Section  2  (a)  of  the  Act  of 
October  30.  1951  (39  U.  S.  C.  sec.  289a).  is 
emended  by  striking  out  the  word  "and*  im- 
mediately following  'April  1,  1953'  and  by 
Inserting  before  the  colon  Immediately  fol- 
lowing 'April  1,  1954'  a  comma  and'  the  fol- 
lowing; "(4)  by  an  additional  10  per  centum, 
based  on  rates  now  in  force,  beginning  on 
April  1.  1955.  (5)  by  an  additional  10  per 
centum,  based  on  rates  now  in  force,  begin- 
ning on  April  1.  1956.  and  (6)  by  an  addi- 
tional 10  per  centum,  based  on  rates  now  In 
force,  beginning  on  April  1.  195T.  The 
term  'rates  now  in  force",  as  \ised  in  the 
amendments  made  by  this  subsection  to 
section  2  (a)  of  such  Act  of  October  30,  1951, 
means  the  rates  In  force  Immediately  prior 
to  April  1,  1952. 

"(b)  The  rates  increased  by  subsection  (a) 
of  this  section  shaU  be  subject  to  a  minimum 
charge  of  one-fourth  of  1  cent  computed  on 
each  individually  addressed  copy  or  packsfge 
of  unaddressed  copies. 

"(c)  The  rates  of  postage  oti  copies  of  pub- 
lications having  second-class  entry  mailed  by 
others  than  the  publishers  or  authorised 
news  agents,  sample  copies  maUed  by  the 
publishers  In  excess  of  the  10  per  centum 
allowance  entitled  to  be  sent  at  the  pound 
rates,  and  copies  mailed  by  the  publishers  to 
persons  who  may  not  be  included  in  the  re- 
quired legitimate  list  of  subscribers.,  shaU  be, 
in  the  case  of  publications  weighing  8  ounces 
or  less,  the  applicable  rates  now  or  hereafter 
prescribed  by  law  on  third-class  matter,  and. 
In  the  case  of  publications  weighing  in  ex- 
cess of  8  ounces,  the  applicable  rates  now  or 
hereafter  prescribed  or  authorized  by  law  on 
fourth-class  matter. 

"THIBD-CLASS    MAIL 

"Sec.  303.  (a)  The  rates  of  postage  on 
third-class  matter  shall  be  3  cents  for  the 
first  two  ounces  or  fraction  thereof,  and  1V4 
cents  for  each  additional  ounce  or  fraction 
thereof  up  to  and  Including  8  ounces  in 
weight,  except  that  on  matter  maUed  by 
religious,  educational,  scientific,  philan- 
thropic, agricultural,  labor,  veterans',  or  fra- 
ternal organizations  or  associations,  not  or- 
ganized for  profit  and  none  of  the  net  income 
Of  which  inures  to  the  benefit  of  any  private 
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■tockludder  or  Individual,  the  rates  shall  I3e 
aa  follows: 

"(1)  1^  cents  for  eacb  2  ounces  or  frac- 
tion thereof  on  books  and  catalogs  of  twenty- 
four  pages  or  more,  seeds,  cuttings,  bulbs, 
roots,  scions,  and  plants  not  exceeding  8 
ounces  in  weight;  and 

"(2)  2  cents  for  the  first  2  ounces  or  frac- 
tion thereof,  and  1  cent  for  each  additional 
ounce  or  fraction  thereof,  on  all  other  third- 
class  matter. 

"(b)  Upon  payment  of  a  fee  of  $50  for  each 
calendar  year  or  of  $15  for  each  quarter  of  a 
calendar  year  and  under  such  regulations  as 
the  Postmaster  General  may  prescribe  for  the 
collection  of  postage  and  for  facilitating  the 
handling  of  suchjnatter  in  the  malls,  sepa- 
rately addressed  identical  pieces  of  third- 
class  matter  in  quantities  of  not  less  than 
twenty  pounds,  or  of  not  less  than  two  hun- 
dred pieces,  may  be  mailed  at  pound  rates  of 
postage  applicable  to  the  entire  bulk  mailed 
at  one  time.  The  rate  of  postage  on  third- 
class  matter  mailed  in  bulk  under  this  sub- 
section shall  be  16  cents  for  each  pound  or 
fraction  thereof  with  a  minimum  charge  per 
piece  of  IVi  cents,  except  that  in  the  case  of 
books  and  catalogs  of  twenty-four  pages  or 
more,  seeds,  cuttings,  bulbs,  roots,  scions, 
and  plants  the  rate  shall  be  10  cents  for 
each  pound  or  fraction  thereof  with  a  mini- 
mum charge  per  piece  of  ly,  cents.  Tlie 
rate  of  postage  on  third-class  matter  mailed 
in  bulk  under  this  subsection  but  without 
Individual  addresses  for  delivery  under  regu- 
lations prescribed  by  the  Postmaster  General 
shall  be  subject  to  a  minimum  charge  per 
piece  of  2  cents.  The  rates  of  postage  pre- 
scribed by  this  subsection  shall  not  apply 
with  respect  to  matter  mailed  by  religious, 
educational,  scientific,  philanthropic,  agri- 
cultural, labor,  veterans',  or  fraternal  organ- 
izations or  associations,  not  organized  for 
profit  and  none  of  the  net  Income  of  whlcb 
Inures  to  the  benefit  of  any  private  stock- 
holder or  individual,  and  the  existing  rates 
of  postage  shall  continue  to  apply  with  re- 
spect to  such  matter. 

"(c)  Pieces  or  packages  of  third-class  mall 
of  such  size  or  form  as  to  prevent  ready  fac- 
ing and  tying  in  bundles  and  requiring  indi- 
vidual distributing  throughout  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  a  minimum  charge  of  5  cents  each. 

"CONTHOliKD  CacULATlON   PT7BLICAT10N8 

"Sec.  304.  The  rate  of  postage  on  the  pub- 
lications defined  In  section  203  of  the  act  of 
July  3.  1948  (39  U.  S.  C.  sec.  291b),  when 
mailed  by  the  publisher  and  regardless  of 
the  weight  of  Individual  copies,  shall  be  11 
cents  for  each  pound  or  fraction  thereof, 
computed  on  the  entire  bulk  mailed  at  one 
time,  but  not  less  than  IVi  cents  per  piece, 
which  rate  shall  remain  in  effect  until  other- 
wise provided  by  Congress:  Provided,  That 
the  rate  of  postage  on  copies  of  such  publi- 
cations when  mailed  by  other  than  the  pub- 
lishers, or  when  forwarded  to  the  addressee 
or  returned  to  the  sender,  shall  be  3  cents 
for  the  first  2  ounces  and  l'^  cents  for  each 
additional  ounce. 

"domestic  airmail 
"Sec.  305.  The  rate  of  postage  on  domestic 
airmail  as  defined  in  section  2  of  the  act  of 
August  14,  1946  (39  U.  S.  C.  sec.  462a). 
weighing  8  ounces  or  less  (except  postal 
cards  and  private  mailing  or  postcards)  shall 
be  7  cents  for  each  ounce  or  fraction  thereof. 

"DETEHMINATION  OF  CLASS  OF  POST  OFFICE  AND 
COMPENSATION  OF  POSTMASTER  AND  CERTAIN 
XMPLOTISES 

"Sec.  306.  (a)  On  and  after  January  1 
1955.  85  percent  of  the  gross  postal  receipts 
of  all  classes  of  post  offices  shall  be  counted 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  the  class  of 
the  post  office  or  the  compensation  or  allow- 
ances of  postmasters  or  other  employees 
wnose  compensation  or  allowances  are  based 
on  the  annual  receipts  of  such  offices. 
Nothing  contained  in  this  subsection  shall 
operate  to  decrease  the  compensation  or  al- 
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lowances  In  effect  on  the  effective  date  of  this 
subsection  for  postmasters  and  other  em- 
ployees in  the  postal  field  service  on  such 
date  whose  compensation  or  allowances  are 
i>ased,  upon  the  annual  receipts  of  such 
offices. 

"(b)  In  the  case  of  the  post  office  at  Wash- 
ington, Dittrlct  of  Columbia,  the  Postmaster 
General  may,  in  his  discretion,  add  to  the 
gross  receipts  of  such  office  counted  for  the 
pxirposes  ol'  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  not 
to  exceed  75  percent  of  such  gross  receipts. 

"(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law,  the  salaries  of  postmasters  at  fourth- 
class  post  offices,  as  fixed  by  law,  shall  be 
deemed  and  taken  to  be  full  compensation 
for  the  clerical  labor  in  the  Issuance  of 
money  orders  at  such  offices. 

"REPEAL   OF  EXISTING    PROVISIONS   OF  LAW 

"Sec.  307.  (a)  The  following  provlElons  of 
law  are  hereby  repealed: 

"(1)  Section  202  (a)  (4)  of  the  act  of  Feb- 
ruary 28.  1925,  as  amended  by  section  4  of 
the  act  of  May  29,  1928  (39  U.  S.  C,  sec.  283 ) ; 

"(2)  Section  204  of  the  act  of  February  28, 
1925  (39  U.  S.  C,  sec.  288) ; 

"(3)  Section  2  (d)  of  the  act  of  October 
30, 1951  (39  U.  S.  C, sec.  289a  (d ) ) . 

"(b)  All  laws  or  parts  of  laws  inconsistent 
with  this  act  are  hereby  repealed  or  modified 
to  the  extent  of  such  inconsistency. 

"application   to    GUAM 

"Sec.  308.  This  title  shall  have  tbe  same 
force  and  effect  within  Guam  as  within 
other  possesions  of  the  United  States. 

'  "EFFECTIVE    DATES 

"Sec.  309.  This  title  shall  take  effect  on 
January  1,  1955,  except  that  section  B02  (a) 
and  (b)  shall  take  effect  on  April  1.  1955.  • 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  as 
the  Senate  knows,  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, through  the  means  of  a  dis- 
charge petition,  sent  to  the  Senate  a 
pay-raise  bill  for  postal  employees  alone 
which  amounted  to  a  7-percent  increase 
for  those  employees.  This  action  was 
taken  despite  the  clear  indication  that 
the  President  would  not  sign  any  pay- 
raise  legislation  unless  legislation  was 
also  enacted  to  provide  for  the  increa.sed 
revenues  to  the  Government  to  pay  lor 
such  increases. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  has  reported  a  general 
pay-raise  bill  to  the  Senate.  H.  R.  7774. 
which  provides  for  a  5-percent  pay  in- 
crease for  all  classified  and  postal  work- 
ers as  well  as  for  legislative  and  judicial 
employees.  This  bill  while  in  line  with 
administration  policy  as  to  percentat^e 
of  pay  increase  for  postal  employees 
does  not  provide  for  any  Government 
revenues  and.  therefore,  does  not  meet 
with  the  specifications  that  would  assure 
the  President's  approval. 

Without  taking  the  time  of  the  Senate 
to  explain  all  of  the  amendments  lam 
submitting-to  H.  R.  7774.  I  want  to  say 
in  general  that  the  amendments  provide 
for  a  5  percent  average  increase  for 
postal  employees,  and  a  3 '2  percent  aver- 
age increase  for  classified,  legislative,  and 
judicial  employees.  In  addition,  the 
amendments  provide  for  a  job  reclassifi- 
cation for  postal  and  classified  employ- 
ees. The  amendments  also  provide  for 
postal  rate  increases  in  first-,  second-, 
and  third-class  mail. 

If  these  amendments  are  adopted  by 
the  Senate  I  intend  to  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  the  bill  reprinted  with 
the  amendments  attached  so  they  would 
be  available  for  study  tomorrow,     i 


I  wish  to  assure  the  Senate  that  if  the 
amendments  are  agreed  to  the  bill  will 
be  called  up  on  motion  sometime  either 
tonight  or  tomorrow.  For  the  bill  to 
become  law  amendments  are  needed 
which  would  provide  for  revenues  off- 
setting the  expenditures. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record,  data  pertaining 
to  postal  salaries  and  rates. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  data 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Postage  rate  on  letters  is  the  same  as  it 
was  In  1932 — 22  years  ago. 

In  the  meantime  there  have  l}een  five 
general  wage  increases  and  another  is  under 
con-sideration. 

All  postal  costs  have  gone  up  100  percent. 

If  the  letter  rate  was  fair  in  1932.  it  is 
obviously  too  low  now. 

Postal  cards  were  increased  from  1  cent 
to  2  cents  in  1952. 

In  1951  the  Sanate  (S.  1046)  approved  an 
increase  from  3  cents  to  4  cents  on  the  ist 
ounce  of  Ist-class  mail.  This  was  later 
amended  in  conference. 

First-class  mail  is  the  premium  postal 
service  and  because  of  its  preferential  treat- 
ment has  always  paid  more  than  its  out-of- 
pocket  cost.  ' 

In  1945  this  margin  of  revenue  was  over 
60  percent.  Now  its  down  to  less  than  10 
percent. 

There  is  an  actual  loss  in  the  handling  of 
the  first  ounce  of  non-local  first-class  mail. 
The  margin  of  revenue  Is  provided  by  local 
mail  and  e.xtra  postage  on  heavier  letters. 

An  increase  of  1  cent  on  first  ounce  only  of 
nonlocal  first-class  mall  will  produce  9159 
million  of  additional  revenue. 

AIR     MAIL 

Increase  from  6  cents  to  7  cents  an  ounce 
to  preserve  relationship  to  ordinary  letters. 

Increase  will  produce  »15.6  milBon  of  addi- 
tional revenue. 

SECOND-CLASS    MAH. 

Loses  $247  million  a  year. 
Pays  only  22  percent  of  its  cost, 
E>oes   not   pay    the   cost    of   transportation 
alone. 

Second-class  rates  are  only  aDout  3  per- 
cent higher  than  in  1932. 

Increases  since  1951  only  restored  de- 
creases made  in  1934. 

Proposed  Increa&e  will  produce  only  $13 
million  a  year. 

Tliis  will  recover  only  about  5  percent  of 
the  present  loss. 

After  this  increase  second-claas  mail  wUl 
still   be  losing  over  $233   million  a  year. 

THIRD-CLASS     MAIL 

This  Is  business  mall. 

ConsLsts  mostly  of  advertising  circulars 
and  small  merchandise. 

It  Is  losing  over  $162  million  a  year 

It  pays  only  58  percent  of  Its  cost. 

There  is  no  reason  whv  the  taxpayer  should 
pay  private  advertising  and  business  expense 

The  proposed  Increase  will  produce  $14 
million  additional  revenue. 

After  this  increase  third-class  maU  wUi 
BtiU  be  losing  $118  million. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yipld? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield 

Mr.  GORE.  Will  the  Senator  give  a 
further  explanation  of  his  phrase  "if  we 
may  have  amendments  in  the  bill"? 
Does  the  Senator  mean  that  the  com- 
mittee must  act  again'' 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No  I  recognize 
from  the  practical  point  of  view  that 
this  is  a  rather  complex  subject,  and 
there  may  be  Senators  who  are  on  per- 
fectly sound  ground  in  not  wanting  to 


19  5  U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14973 


adopt  under  the  unanimous-consent  pro- 
cedure, amendments  which  are  fairly 
complex. 

What  I  have  in  mind  Is  that  In  view 
of  the  fact  we  arc  getting  close  to  the 
end  of  the  session,  I  believe  there  is  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  and  of 
the  Congress  to  have  a  postal  pay  In- 
crease. I  am  sure  r.hat  the  administra- 
tion would  like  to  sec  a  postal  pay  in- 
crease provided  there  could  be  offsetting 
revenue  to  take  care  of  the  increased 
expense. 

There  was  some  objection,  as  I  under- 
stand— and  I  can  fully  understand  it — on 
the  part  of  some  of  the  postal  organiza- 
tions, to  the  original  plan  proposed  by 
the  Postmaster  General  for  a  classifica- 
tion arrangement  by  which  he  would 
have  the  final  and,  we  might  say,  the 
exclusive  authority. 

In  the  Rees  bill,  I  believe  It  was.  In 
the  House,  that  wa.'!  changed  and  it  was 
provided  that  such  classification  ar- 
rangement would  have  to  come  back  to 
the  two  Hoiises  of  Clongress.  and  one  or 
the  other  House  by  majority  vote  would 
have  to  approve  any  such  classification. 
So  the  Congress  would  be  given  control 
over  that  situation  in  case  they  felt  any 
inequity  was  being  done. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS  Is  section  207  of 
the  Senator's  amendment  what  is  com- 
monly known  as  the  Summerfield  re- 
classification? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No.  As  I  under- 
stand, that  is  the  original  reclassification 
plan  of  Mr.  Summerfield,  except  as 
changed  and  modified  by  the  House  com- 
mittee, I  believe  under  the  chairmanship 
of  Mr.  Rees  of  Kansas  and  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  felt  that  the  Con- 
gress itself  should  have  a  voice  in  the 
matter  and,  we  mipht  say.  almost  a  veto 
over  what  was  done. 

Mr.  SMATHERS  As  I  understand,  it 
is  the  same  proposal  as  originally  sub- 
mitted by  the  Postmaster  General,  with 
the  exception  that  there  are  two  clauses 
which  require  final  approval  by  the 
House  and  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  say  that 
is  correct,  but  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson  1.  and  I  am 
sure  the  distinguished  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service,  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  (Mr.  Johnston],  who 
have  lived  with  this  problem  for  many 
years,  would  be  able  to  throw  more  light 
on  the  subject  than  the  majority  leader. 

I  have  stated  the  general  objective  of 
the  amendments  wliich  I  have  offered. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
understand  the  situation  at  the  present 
time,  the  distinguisihed  majority  leader 
has  now  submitted  some  amendments,  to 
be  reprinted  as  a  part  of  the  original  bill 
which  our  committee  introduced,  provid- 
ing a  pay  increase  for  pwstal  and  clas- 
sified workers.  No  action  will  be  taken 
at  this  time,  but  the  majority  leader  has 
assured  us  he  plans  to  take  up  the  bill 
later  today  or  tomorrow.  Is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  correct,  the 
bill  when  it  comes  back  from  the  printer, 
so  every  Member  may  see  how  the  amend- 


ments fit  into  the  postal  pay  and  the 
classified  pay  bill  which  was  reported. 

Mr.  CARU50N.  Mr.  President,  under 
those  circumstances,  I  do  not  see  any  rea- 
son for  discussing  the  amendments  at 
this  time,  t>ecause  we  shall  take  them  up 
as  we  come  to  them  when  the  matter  is 
before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  yield  to 
me  for  a  question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MONRONEry.  If  I  correctly  un- 
derstood, as  I  attempted  to  follow  the 
distinguished  majority  leader,  if  the  pro- 
cedure which  he  is  now  advocating  is  per- 
mitted, the  bill  (H.  R.  7774)  will  not  come 
to  the  Senate  as  it  was  reported  unani- 
mously by  the  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice Committee;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  If  I  follow  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader,  we  shall  then 
be  asked  to  vote  not  on  the  bill  as  re- 
ported to  the  Senate,  but  on  a  bill  which 
has  been  modified  by  unanimous  consent 
on  the  consent  calendar,  to  incorporate 
the  so-called  Knowland  amendments, 
which  not  only  change  the  pay  scale  for 
some  nearly  2  million  civil  service  work- 
ers who  were  given  a  5  percent  increase 
in  the  bill  reported  by  the  Senate  com- 
mittee, but  which  give  the  $10,000  civil 
service  workers  an  8  percent  increase 
amounting  to  $800,  give  the  2  lowest 
grades,  which  are  most  in  need  of  this 
cost-of-living  increase,  absolutely  no  in- 
crease, and  give  grade  3  only  a  1.7  percent 
increase,  or  $50  a  year,  and  GS-4  an  in- 
crease of  only  3.2  percent.  But  the  8 
percent  goes  to  the  $10,000  workers  and 
gives  them  a  $800  increase  in  pay. 

Now  we  are  being  asked,  as  I  under- 
stand the  proposed  procedure,  to  com- 
pletely revise,  completely  reverse,  and 
completely  tear  up,  with  the  possible  ex- 
ception of  the  5  percent  given  to  the  600,- 
000  postal  workers,  the  5  percent  Increase 
the  Senate  has  voted.  As  I  understand, 
we  are  also  being  asked  to  accept  an 
amendment  which  violates  the  tradi- 
tional, historic,  and  emphatic  position  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service,  namely,  that  all  revenue-raising 
bills  must  originate  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, and,  in  the  case  of  revenue- 
raising  bills  which  relate  to  postal  rev- 
enues, in  the  House  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service.  That  is  because 
of  the  prerogative  of  the  House,  under 
the  Constitution,  to  originate  all  revenue- 
raising  legislation. 

During  the  years  in  which  I  was  privi- 
leged to  serve  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives and  on  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  the  House 
refused  even  to  sit  in  conference  with 
the  Senate  to  consider  any  postal-rate- 
increase  measures  which  had  not  origi- 
nated in  the  House  of  Representatives. 
That  objection  was  made  on  the  basis 
that  in  such  case  the  Senate  would  have 
presumed  to  arrogate  to  itself  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  House  to  originate  all 
revenue-raising  measures. 

Consequently,  the  proposed  amend- 
ment of  the  distinguished  majority 
leader,  no  matter  how  w^ell  intentioned 
it  may  be,  would  reverse,  in  my  opinion. 


the  time-honored  and  respected  preroga- 
tive of  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
Its  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

In  the  Senate  committee  we  took  testi- 
mony from  numerous  witnesses;  we  have 
had  the  bill  before  us  since  the  Ikst  of 
last  year.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  we 
recognized  we  had  no  Jurisdiction  over 
revenue-raising  provisIoDs  unless  thej 
originated  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, we  took  no  action  on  such  phases 
of  the  bill. 

After  the  hearings  we  reported  a  bill; 
and  that  bill,  with  the  exception  of  the 
provision  in  regard  to  the  600,000  postal 
workers,  is  as  different  as  day  is  from 
night  from  the 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  must  apologize  for  interrupting, 
but  the  Chair  must  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Senate  is  now  considering 
the  Consent  Calendar.  The  Chair  sug- 
gests that  if  this  colloquy  is  to  continue, 
unanimous  consent  be  obtained  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
do  not  wish  to  trespass  too  much  on 
the  Consent  Calendar.  However,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  20  minutes  be 
allowed  for  discussion  of  the  amend- 
ments. In  that  way.  I  think  we  can  at 
least  clear  up  some  of  the  points. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  let  me  say  that  the 
Consent  Calendar  procedure  is  a  very 
special  one.  I  also  recognize  that  the 
present  situation  is  not  only  a  very 
special  one.  but  an  extraordinary  one. 

I  shall  not  object;  but  it  would  appear 
to  be  the  more  orderly  procedure  if  th  j 
bill  were  to  be  called  up  in  the  regtilar 
way  and  the  amendments  were  then  t* 
be  offered.  At  that  time  eaich  Member 
of  the  Senate  who  addressed  the  Chair 
could  be  recognized,  whereas  under  the 
rule,  during  the  call  of  the  Consent  Cal- 
endar, each  Senator  is  entitled  to  only  5 
minutes  on  any  measure  on  the  calendar. 

However,  if  at  this  time  we  give  unan- 
imous consent  for  one  Senator  to  have 
20  minutes,  shall  we  grant  unanimous 
consent  for  another  Senator  to  have  20 
minutes,  and  then  for  another  Senator 
to  have  20  minutes,  and  perhaps  for  an- 
other Senator  to  have  1  hour ;  or  will  all 
other  Senators  be  limited  to  5  minutes? 

I  shall  not  object;  but 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
withdraw  my  request. 

The  PRESmiNa  OFFICER.  The  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  California  Is 
withdrawn. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  before  the 
request  is  withdrawn,  I  wish  to  say  that. 
while  we  are  faced  with  some  very  com- 
plex amendments,  we  should  dispose  of 
this  question  before  the  Senate  adjourns. 
I  think  the  majority  leader's  request  was 
an  intelligent  and  wise  one,  for  the  rea- 
son that  in  20  minutes  there  could  be 
placed  before  this  body  some  of  the 
fundamentals  in  connection  with  the  bill, 
and  thereafter,  during  the  remainder  of 
the  calendar,  we  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  study  them.  After  the  calendar 
call,  we  could  resume  consideration  of 
the  bill,  under  a  motion  to  take  it  up. 
In  that  way  I  believe  we  would  approach 
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the  bill  in  a  maimer  by  means  of  which 
we  would  tinderstand  what  we  were 
doing. 

I  did  not  understand  the  relief  amend- 
ments at  the  moment  they  were  ex- 
plained; I  did  not  even  understand  what 
we  were  faced  with. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  share  the  view  of  the  distingiiished 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gore]. 
When  we  are  on  the  Consent  Calendar, 
I  think  we  should  continue  with  it.  and 
hold  to  its  ground  rules. 

So  I  would  object  to  such  a  unanimous- 
consent  request,  during  the  call  of  the 
calendar.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard. 

Is  it  desired  to  have  the  bill  placed  at 
the  foot  of  the  calendar? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Yes,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent; I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
bill  be  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  Pmsmma  OEPICER.  is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  withhold  his 
request,  imtll  I  can  propound  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry? 

»Ir.  HENDRICKSON.  I  withhold  my 
request,  Mr.  President. 

The  I^lESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  lias  withheld 
his  request. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Then.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  propound  a  parliamentary  in- 
quiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  understand  that  the 
majority  leader  intends  to  bring  up  the 
bill  by  motion,  anyway,  and  that  he 
desires  to  have  the  amendments  sent  to 
the  desk  and  printed. 

Is  there  any  reason  why  the  majority 
leader  could  not,  while  the  bill  is  still 
on  the  unanimous-consent  calendar, 
send  the  amendments  to  the  desk  and 
request  that  they  be  printed,  so  that  they 
will  be  available  to  the  Senate  at  the 
time  when  the  Senator  from  California 
moves  to  have  the  Senate  consider  the 
bill? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  If 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  will  yield  to 
me  at  this  point,  let  me  say  that  the 
amendments  themselves  have  been 
printed.  They  are  Identined  by  the 
letter  "I,"  and  are  marked  "AmeiKi- 
ments  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr. 
Knowlakd  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7774) ."  So 
the  amendments  have  been  printed  and 
are  available  to  all  Senators. 

What  I  had  in  mind  is  not  an  unusual 
procediu-e  diu-ing  the  call  of  the  Consent 
Calendar.  It  is  done  in  regard  to  bills 
which  some  Senators  might  consider  to 
be  lesser  measures,  and  I  am  frank  to 
admit  that  perhaps  they  are  of  lesser 
importance. 

When  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon  endeavors  to  have  the  so-called 
Morse  formula  included  as  a  part  of  a 
bill,  that  is  the  procedure  which  cus- 
tomarily is  followed;  and  when  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCabranI  rises 
to  object  because  of  the  inclusion  in  cer- 
tain biUs  of  provisions  calling  for  the 
payment  of  attorneys'  fees,  and  states 
that  he  will  object  unless  that  provision 
is  stricken  from  the  bills,  unanimous 
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consent  Is  frequently  given  to  permit  an 
explanation  to  be  made  during  the  cal- 
endar call. 

From  a  practical  point  of  view,  al- 
though of  course  the  House  could  pass 
the  postal  pay  bill,  I  believe — and  I  say 
this  in  all  frankness — that  unless  reve- 
nues are  provided  for  in  that  connection, 
such  a  bill  would  not  be  signed  into 
law. 

I  have  been  endeavoring  to  ascertain — 
and  in  that  connection  I  have  con- 
sulted insofar  as  I  could — whether  a 
formula  could  be  devised,  so  that  at  this 
session  of  Congress  the  postal  pay  bill 
could  be  acted  upon  in  such  a  way  that 
pay  increases  would  be  provided,  but  at 
the  same  time  there  would  be  provision 
for  offsetting  revenues,  so  that  the  Presi- 
dent would  feel  justified  in  signing  the 
bill  into  law.  I  take  that  position,  even 
though  the  bill  may  not  provide  for  all 
the  postal  workers  or  employees  may 
wish  to  have  provided  for  thera. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
yielded  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  TTien  the 
question  is  whether  there  is  objection  to 
the  unanimous-consent  request  of  the 
Senator  from  California. 

The  Chair  understood  objection  to  be 
made  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 

[Mr.    HENDRICKSON  J. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  majority  leader  yield  to  me  for  a 
question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tlie  time 
of  the  majority  leader  has  expired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Then  I  wBl  yield 
for  a  question  in  the  time  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Rhode  Island,  if  that  is  per- 
missible. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  my 
point  is 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Sen- 
ators will  please  resume  their  seats  until 
the  Chair  can  ascertain  which  Senator 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  PASTORE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  is  recognized 

Mr.  PASTORE.  I  am  trying  to  de- 
termine whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
majority  leader  that  unless  the  Senate 
accepts  his  amendment  by  unanimous 
consent,  he  does  not  propose  to  have  the 
bill  considered  during  the  call  of  the 
Consent  Calendar.  Am  I  correct  as  to 
that? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No;  I  do  not  say 
that.  But  I  say  we  have  a  number  of 
bills,  many  of  them  of  substantial  im- 
portance, in  which  many  Senators  have 
expressed  an  interest.  How  many  of  the 
bills  can  be  scheduled  for  consideration 
by  the  Senate  after  we  have  concluded 
action  on  the  last  of  the  conference  re- 
ports, will  depend  to  some  extent  at  least 
on  the  amount  of  time  and  debate  which 
will  be  involved,  and  on  whether  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Senate  and  the  judg- 
ment of  the  policy  committee,  it  will  be 
possible  to  have  such  bills  enacted  into 
law,  instead  of  merely  being  passed  as 
more  or  less  an  empty  gesture. 

I  believed  that  if  we  could  amend  the 
bill,  so  that  sufficient  revenues  would 


be  provided,  so  as  to  assure  that  the 
postal  pay  bill  would  be  signed  into  law, 
then,  instead  of  merely  taking  up  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  time,  we  might  be 
able  to  pass  the  bHl  and  thus  provide  for 
a  postal-pay  increase. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Does  that  not  put 
us  in  such  a  position  that  unless  we  vote 
on  this  as  a  package  deal,  accepting  the 
amendments  of  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia to  the  bill  which  was  reported  by 
the  Senate  committee,  we  shall  either 
have  them  both  or  none  at  all? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  think  that 
would  be  the  situation  at  all.  I  have 
tried  to  be  helpful,  despite  the  fact  that 
I  know  my  efforts  could  be  misconstrued 
and  subjected  to  considerable  objection. 
I  am  willing  to  take  that  responsibility. 

The  Senator  knows,  in  the  first  place, 
that  on  the  call  of  the  calendar  any 
Senator  may  object  either  to  amend- 
ments being  adopted  or  to  the  bill  being 
taken  up.  That  is  the  customary  pro- 
cedure. 

The  Senator  also  knows  that  the  Sen- 
ate itself  has  control  over  its  own 
destiny.  Any  Senator  may  move  to 
take  up  any  particular  bill,  if  he  deter- 
mines so  to  do.  and  he  may  succeed  or 
may  not  succeed  in  having  that  done. 
Even  assuming  it  were  done,  and  the 
bill  were  passed  and  the  amendments 
were  not  adopted  in  the  normal  way  we 
adopt  them,  after  considerable  debate. 
there  is  merit  to  having  revenue,  in  the 
situation  which  now  confronts  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States.  I  am 
merely  saying  that  I  believe  that  under 
those  circumstances  if  a  bill  went  to  the 
President  without  providing  revenue, 
when  we  recently  made  a  temporary  in- 
crease in  the  national  debt  ceiling,  we 
would  not  have  a  postal  bill  enacted 
into  law. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  has  the 
floor. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Is  the  Senator  aware 
of  the  fact  that  we  have  had  no  hearings 
in  our  committee  on  the  postal  increase? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator 

Mr.  PASTORE.  We  have  had  hear- 
ings on  the  pay  increase. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  aware  of 
that  fact. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  We  had  an  under- 
Standing  that  we  would  not  deal  with 
this  question  until  we  had  extensive 
hearings;  and  we  have  not  had  them. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  aware  of 
that  fact;  and  I  am  also  aware  of  the 
fact  that  from  time  to  time  on  very 
important  pieces  of  legislation,  includ- 
ing tax  bills,  appropriation  bills,  and 
other  bills,  matters  of  considerable  im- 
portance are  presented  as  amendments 
by  Senators  on  the  fioor;  because,  in  the 
final  analysis,  while  we  give  and  should 
give  great  weight  to  the  judgment  of  our 
committees,  we  also  have  individual  re- 
sponsibility, as  96  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States.  So  the  pro- 
cedure in  that  regard  is  not  unusual. 
I  am  not  misleading  the  Senate.  I  am 
quite  aware  of  the  fact  that  so  far  as 
the  Senate  is  concerned,  we  have  not 
had  hearings  on  the  rate  increase. 
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Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PASTORE.  I  wish  to  say  only 
one  thing  in  conclusion  to  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader.  If  we  follow 
the  usual  order  it  strikes  me  it  would 
not  take  very  long  to  vote  on  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  distinguished  ma- 
jority leader.  If  that  amendment 
should  carry,  it  would  become  a  part  of 
the  bill  and  we  could  vote  on  the  bill  as 
amended.  If  it  should  not  carry,  we 
could  vote  on  H.  R.  7774  in  the  form 
in  which  it  was  reported  by  the  Senate 
committee.  That  strikes  me  as  being  a 
simple  procedure  which  would  not  take 
very  long,  e."=pecially  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  yesterday  we  passed  5  or  6  very 
important  bills  in  a  period  of  5  or  6 
hours. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PASTORE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  think  what  the  Senator 
from  Rhode  Island  has  stated  is  most 
sound,  and  he  approaches  this  problem 
in  a  manner  I  can  follow.  I  personally 
feel  that  the  postal  employees  and  the 
Federal  employees,  especially  those  in 
the  low-income  category  are  faced  with 
extreme  hardship.  A  salary  increase 
bill  must  be  and  should  be  passed  before 
Congress  adjourns.  If  the  bill  also  in- 
volves postal  rate  Increases,  that  is  a 
highly  controversial  question.  Hearings 
have  not  been  held. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
has  expired.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  desire  to  be  recognized?  He 
may  L«  recognized  on  his  own  time. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  be 
recognized  on  my  own  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Minnesota  is  recognized. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  we  should 
enact  legislation  which  would  increase 
the  salaries  of  postal  workers  and  other 
Federal  workers.  More  especially  anni  I 
concerned  about  workers  in  the  low-in- 
come brackets.  They  are  faced  with  a 
hardship.  Therefore,  I  am  anxious  that 
we  approve  this  salary  increase  bill. 

The  majority  leader  has  submitted 
amendments  to  H.  R.  7774.  We  can  take 
those  amendments  up  in  an  orderly  way, 
reject  them  or  accept,  them,  and  then 
proceed.  If  the  so-called  substitute  bill 
is  not  acceptable  to  us  as  a  body,  we  can 
make  our  wishes  known. 

I  have  as  much  responsibility  to  my 
constituents  to  act  upon  the  committee 
bill  before  us  as  anyone  in  this  legisla- 
tive body,  aside  from  the  committee 
members  and  the  chairman  of  the  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee,  who 
are  charged  with  that  responsibility. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent  

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  if  this  is 
to  be  charged  to  my  time,  I  shall  not 
yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  reminds  the  Senator  that  he  is 
really  speaking  on  the  time  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Jersey,  because  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Jersey  has  been  withhold- 
ing objections  to  further  consideration 


of  the  bill,  and  the  Chair  understands 
that  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  de- 
sires to  speak. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
It  is  quite  clear  from  all  this  discussion 
that  the  bill  is  not  a  subject  to  be  con- 
sidered on  the  calendar  call.  Therefore, 
I  ask  for  the  regular  order. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Will  the  Senator  withhold  his  request? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  shall  not.  I 
shall  attempt  to  have  the  calendar  call 
finished  this  afternoon,  and  then  we  can 
have  all  the  discussion  we  wish  as  to  this 
bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  object  to  further  considera- 
tion at  this  time? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    I  do. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina 
subsequently  said :  Speaking  with  respect 
to  the  amendment  which  has  been  of- 
fered. I  wish  to  call  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  how  far-reaching  it  is. 

First,  let  us  consider  the  GS-1  grade. 
The  salary  is  $2,500  now. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
yield  to  no  one. 

Those  employees  receive  no  increase. 

The  GS-2  grade  has  a  salary  of  $2,750, 
which  remains  $2,750.  They  are  given 
no  increase. 

The  GS-3  grade  has  a  salary  of  $2,950. 
That  is  raised  to  $3,000.  They  are  given 
a  $50  increase. 

The  GS-4  grade  has  a  salary  of  $3,175. 
They  are  raised  $75,  to  $3,250. 

Then  let  us  see  what  else  is  in  this  bill. 
When  we  get  to  the  higher  brackets, 
after  we  reach  the  GS-15  grade,  they  are 
all  raised  $800,  without  any  hearing  by 
the  committee. 

There  is  another  thing  in  this  bill  we 
are  going  to  find — we  have  a  rate  in- 
crease. I  should  like  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  we 
have  never  had  an  increase  to  my  knowl- 
edge— and  I  have  looked  up  the  record — 
in  postal  rates  passed  by  the  Senate, 
unless  we  had  as  much  as  30  days  held 
open  for  the  people  who  would  be  af- 
fected thereby  to  come  in.  Let  us  see 
what  we  are  doing  here.  We  would  in- 
crease the  rates  on  first-class  mail  from 
3  to  4  cents.  However,  certain  busi- 
nesses within  a  city  would  not  have  their 
rate  increased;  their  first-class  rate 
would  remain  3  cents. 

Then  we  come  to  second-class  mail, 
and  we  would  increase  that  rate.  That 
rate  affects  all  newspapers  and  maga- 
zines. Some  of  those  newspapers,  if  they 
were  thus  penalized,  would  be  put  out 
of  business.  The  third-class  rate  would 
be  increased,  too.  Third-class  mail  con- 
sists of  packages.  Those  rates  would  all 
be  increased  without  any  hearings  at  all. 

The  amendment  would  do  something 
else.  It  would  give  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral the  right  to  make  reclassification 
plans.  He  makes  his  plans,  and  he  says, 
"These  people  are  to  be  paid  this  much, 
and  those  people  are  to  be  paid  that 
much."  His  reclassification  plans  are 
then  sent  to  Congress.  His  plans  be- 
come law  unless  either  House  of  Con- 
gress rejects  his  plans.    We  have  re- 


jected some  plans  that  have  been  sent 
to  Congress.  There  are  also  some  other 
plans  in  the  reclassification  field. 

The  fioor  of  the  Senate  is  no  place 
to  pass  on  such  an  amendment.  I,  for 
one,  have  experienced  a  great  many 
headaches,  so  to  speak,  from  sitting  in 
hearings  day  in  and  day  out.  trying  to 
work  out  this  problem.  Yet  we  find  an 
amendment  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
which  would  make  all  these  changes 
without  the  amendment  first  being  con- 
sidered by  the  committee.  I  say  on  be- 
half of  the  chairman  of  this  committee 
that  it  is  not  right  to  proceed  in  this 
way  without  consulting  the  chairman  or 
the  other  members  of  the  committee, 
particularly  after  we  had  already  re- 
ported a  bill  which  we  thought  was  right 
and  just  under  the  circmnstances. 

If  we  proceed  in  this  manner  we  might 
as  well  do  away  with  our  committees. 
We  might  as  well  do  away  with  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 
if  we  legislate  in  this  manner.  I  for  one 
would  be  in  favor  of  doing  away  with 
that  committee  if  we  are  to  legislate  like 
this.  I  do  not  know  who  prepared  this 
amendment,  but  I  can  imagine  where  it 
came  from.  I  know  exactly  where  it 
came  from. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President,  with  reference  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  on  H.  R.  7774.  I  believe 
we  had  better  face  the  fact  that  Con- 
gress has  done  very  httle  for  Federal  em- 
ployees, with  the  exception  of  the  one 
bill  known  as  the  fringe-benefits  bllL 
We  must  be  aware  of  the  fact  that  the 
amendment  which  has  been  offered  by 
the  distinguished  majority  leader — and 
I  agree  with  him  that  such  an  amend- 
ment is  in  order  and  can  be  presented 
at  any  time— with  reference  to  first- 
class  mail  will  cost  the  American  people 
$150  million,  which  is  exactly  50  percent 
of  all  the  tax  savings  in  the  tax  bill  as 
they  apply  to  people  who  earn  $5,000  a 
year  or  less. 

The  total  amount  of  savings  to  all 
American  taxpayers,  exclusive  of  all  cor- 
Xx>rations  including  every  conceivable 
special  treatment  that  we  gave  in  the 
tax  bill  for  people  who  earn  $5,000  a 
year  or  less,  representing  80  percent  of 
the  taxpayers  of  this  Nation,  was  less 
than  $300  million. 

Now  it  is  proposed  In  1  amendment, 
by  1  rate  increase,  to  increase  the  cost — 
and  a  postage  stamp  represents  a  kind 
of  tax — by  $150  miUion. 

That  rate  increase  may  be  necessary. 
However,  I  think  the  facts  ought  to  be 
made  crystal  clear.  I  served  for  2  years 
on  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service,  I  served  on  that  committee 
with  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long]  and  other  Senators,  including  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely]. 
We  held  hearings  for  months  on  the  sub- 
ject of  rate  increases.  We  passed  a  rate 
increase  bill.  We  brought  one  to  the 
Senate.  The  only  part  of  the  Postal 
Service  that  makes  a  profit  aside  from 
special  services,  such  as  c.  o.  d.  and 
registered  mail,  is  the  first-class  mail 
service. 

I  think  the  facts  will  reveal  that  the 
Government  receives  something  like  $50 
million  a  year  net  profit  for  first-class 
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mall.  Yet,  there  is  a  pnqmeal  to  In- 
crease those  rates  by  33  V&  percent. 

When  we  come  to  the  mall  which  in- 
volves the  general  distribution  of  pam- 
phlets and  advertlsin«r  matter,  there  is 
very  UtUe  Incretuse.  When  we  come  to 
sec^ui-class  mail,  a  very  anall  increase 
Is  proposed.  Whatever  may  be  the  mer- 
its of  the  taicrease,  it  seems  to  me  it  is 
rather  technical;  it  involves  business 
costs,  and  very  careful  planning  with 
newspaper  publishers  and  magazine  pub- 
lishers; and  there  are  problems  of  sub- 
scription rates  as  related  to  postal 
Charges.  We  should  not  proceed  with- 
out having  an  opportunity  to  debate  the 
amendment. 

I  thought  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  was  eminently  correct  when  he 
said  we  should  proceed  by  way  of  ofitering 
such  amendments  as  are  necessary,  de- 
bate them,  and  vote  them  up  or  down. 
But  let  us  not  penalize  our  Federal  em- 
ployees on  the  basis  of  a  decision  which 
has  been  made  to  try  to  tie  to  a  Federal- 
employee  bin  a  rate-increase  bill.  It 
would  establish  a  most  unusual  prece- 
dent. Every  person  in  America  who  pays 
an  extra  postage  rate  will  say.  "We  have 
to  pay  this  rate  because  the  postal  em- 
ployees wanted  some  more  money",  when 
the  fact  is  that  they  are  entitled  to  an 
Increase.  The  civil  service  employees 
and  the  classified  employees,  are  entitled 
to  a  fair  and  reasonable  increase  in  sal- 
ary. The  Government  of  the  United 
States  is  a  very  difBciilt  disciplinarian 
when  it  comes  to  private  industry.  We 
require  private  industry  to  live  by  the 
Pair  Labor  Standards  Act,  pay  time  and 
a  half  for  overtime,  40  hours  a  week, 
double  time,  and  so  forth.  We  impose 
upon  private  industry  many  disciplinary 
actions  if  they  fall  to  meet  those  stand- 
ards; but  when  we  come  to  the  Govern- 
ment itself,  its  own  employees,  it  sets  a 
very  poor  example  of  fair  labor  stand- 
ards. 

We  have  done  a  great  deal  for  others. 
We  increased  depletion  allowances  for 
people  engaged  in  mining  and  in  the  oil 
business.  We  have  passed  a  tax  bill 
which  gives  corporations  what  we  call 
accelerated  depreciation  and  fast  write- 
offs. We  should  do  something  for  people 
who  are  appealing  to  the  Congress  for 
a  little  sample  of  equity. 

I  hope  we  shall  bring  the  bill  up  and 
pass  it.  I  am  unalterably  opposed  to 
trying  to  tie  a  rate  bill  to  a  salary  bill. 

EXTENSION  OF  CERTAIN  PATENTS 
The  bill  (H.  R  3534)  to  authorize  the 
extension  of  patents  covering  inventions 
whose  practice  was  prevented  or  cur- 
tailed during  certain  emergency  periods, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  GORE.     Over. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President 
will  the  Senator  withhold  the  objection' 
Mr.  GORK  I  withhold  the  objection 
Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  At  the  last  call 
of  the  calendar  I  raised  objection  to  this 
bill.  Since  that  time  I  have  had  an 
opportunity  to  contact  some  of  the  agen- 
cies. I  find,  for  example,  that  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce  has  removed  any 
objection  it  had  to  the  bill.  The  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  still  has  reservations,  but 
I  do  not  think  they  are  weU  taken;  nor 
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do  I  think  any  of  the  other  objections  are 
well  taken. 

I  wish  to  remove  from  the  Record,  at 
least,  my  objection  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  wlU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  GORE.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  this 
bill,  if  passed,  would  give  new  life  to 
certain  patent  rights  which,  under  the 
statute  of  limitations,  have  expired? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  That  iS  pos- 
sible. 

Mr.  GORE.  Does  not  the  able  Sena- 
tor construe  that  as  possibly  a  dangerous 
precedent? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  would  say 
that  it  would  not  be,  on  the  basis  of 
the  restrictions  contained  in  the  bill. 
That  is  only  the  opinion  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  withhold  his  objection? 

Mr.  GORE.    I  withhold  my  objection. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  have  had  a  great  deal 
of  interest  in  this  bjll,  because  It  was 
called  to  my  attention  earlier  in  the  ses- 
sion. We  are  doing  an  injustice  if  we 
do  not  give  consideration  to  this  proposal. 

On  page  2  of  the  report  there  appears 
an  explanation  of  why  it  is  urgent  that 
we  give  consideration  to  the  bill.  If  i 
may  have  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate 
for  a  moment,  I  should  like  to  read  from 
the  report: 

To  Justify  legislation  for  the  extension  of 
the  terms  of  patents  on  the  ground  that 
national  emergencies  such  as  World  War  II 
and  the  Korean  conflict  resulted  In  the  sub- 
stantial loss  of  opportunities  for  the  ex- 
ploitation of  such  patents,  the  fundamental 
distinction  must  be  recognized  between  the 
loss  of  such  opportunities  for  patent  exploi- 
tation and  the  numerous  kinds  of  other  eco- 
nomic losses  suffered  by  various  classes  of 
citizens  as  a  result  of  such  emergencies 
The  measures  taken  by  the  Government  In 
the  Interest  of  national  defense  nec«sarily 
caused  indirect  losses  of  varying  degrees  on 
numerous  groups  of  citizens,  creating  situa- 
tions for  which  there  can  be  no  compensa- 
tion or  other  remedy  provided  by  Federal 
legislation. 

That  is  why  I  hope  the  legislation  will 
be  given  fair  consideration  and  that  it 
will  be  enacted,  because  we  are  working 
a  hardship  on  certain  groups.  I  thank 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Dirkson] 
desired  to  be  heard  on  this  matter 
However,  he  is  unable  to  be  present  at 
this  time,  and  he  has  asked  that  a  state- 
ment prepared  by  him  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  tliis  point.  I  make  the  unani- 
mous-consent request. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Dirksen 
This  bill  provides  for  a  correction  of  re- 
ductions In  the  limited  17-year  terms  of  pat- 
ents heretofore  Issued  and  outstanding  which 
reductions  wej-e  caused  by  actions  of  Gov- 
ernment agencies  during  specific  periods  of 
national  emergencies  or  by  service  oC  the 
patent  owner  in  the  Armed  Forces. 


Fundamentally  the  enactment |  of  this  leg- 
islation affords  \ib  the  opportujilty  to  re- 
store to  the  Inventor  and  patent  holder  the 
rights  granted  to  him  under  our  laws  by 
Issuance  of  the  patent  in  the  original  In- 
stance. In  fact,  I  go  so  far  as  to  say  that 
it  Is  the  consensus  of  your  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  after  careful  deliberation,  that  the 
Government  Is  at  least  morally  bound  to 
grant  extensions  of  terms  of  patents  under 
the  conditions  specified  In  thla  bill. 

Essentially  the  right*  granted  to  an  In- 
ventor by  the  issuance  of  a  patent  under  our 
laws  are  analogous  to  those  whl<Jh  arise  out 
of  the  simple  contract  principle.  In  con- 
sideration for  public  disclosure  and  for  an 
agreement  of  dedication  of  his  invention  to 
the  public  welfare,  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  solemnly  undertakes  to  secure 
the  inventor  In  the  exclusive  rights  to  the 
use  and  exploitation  of  his  Invention  for  a 
full  period  of  17  years.  That  Is  the  Induce- 
ment which  has  been  held  out  to  inventors 
by  the  Government  under  the  law  and  upon 
which  Inventors  have  relied  and  which  has 
encouraged  our  creative  minds  to  produce 
and  dedicate  to  the  Nation  the  technological 
advancements  which  have  made  our  coun- 
try great. 

I  feel  sure  you  will  agree  that  the  Intent 
of  the  law  was  not  to  issue  grants  with  2  or 
3  or  even  4  years  taken  out.  It  was  a  grant 
for  a  full  net  17  years  and  If  the  Govern- 
ment deemed  It  necessary  during  periods  of 
public  emergencies  to  suspend  these  rights, 
we  in  equity  and  justice  have  th«  obligation 
to  restore  that  part  of  the  17-fear  period 
of  any  patent  where  Government  action  pre- 
vented or  substantially  curtailed  the  use  and 
development  of  the  patent  possibilities. 

Inherent  in  the  rlghte  to  the  exclusive  use 
of  a  patented  invention  for  the  full  period 
of  17  years  are  the  characteristics  ©f  the  right 
of  private  property.  When  the  Government 
expropriates  private  property  for  public  use 
it  is  required  by  the  Constitution  to  pay  Just 
compensation  therefor.  It  is  refreshing  to 
note  that  the  restitution  called  for  In  this 
bill  will  require  no  outlay  of  public  funds 
but  merely  repayment  In  kind— It  gives  back 
to  the  patent  holder  only  an  equal  number 
of  months  or  years  as  were  taken  out  of  the 
17  years  originally  promised  to  him. 

lender  the  provisions  of  this  bUl  three 
classes  of  applicants  are  covered: 

1.  Patent  holders  whose  patent  rights  were 
substantially  affected  by  reason  cf  honorable 
service  on  active  duty  In  the  Armed  Forces. 

2.  Patent  holders  whose  rights  were  sub- 
stantially affected  by  orders  of  Government 
agencies. 

3.  Patent  holders  who  granted  a  royalty 
free  or  a  nominal  royalty  license  to  the  Gov- 
ernment or  Its  assigns  in  the  Interests  of  na- 
tional defense. 

Each  applicant  for  extension  in  these 
classifications  must  prove  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Patent  Office  prevention  or  substan- 
tial curtailment  of  the  normal  use.  exploita- 
tion, promotion,  or  development  Of  his  pat- 
ent within  the  emergency  periods  set  forth. 

The  fee  provisions  were  carefully  designed 
to  preclude  any  requirement  for  additional 
funds  for  administrative  processing  by  the 
agency  and  full  provision  has  been  made  for 
the  protection  of  Intervening  rlghte. 

The  veteran  provisions  are  but  an  exten- 
sion of  Public  Law  598  for  the  purpose  of 
covering  the  Korean  emergency  period. 

The  Patent  OfUce.  which  undej  this  bUl 
has  responsibility  for  administration,  haa 
already  had  successful  experlenoe  in  ad- 
ministering such  extensions  Amder  Public 
Law  598. 

No  confusion  need  result  as  to  the  actual 
term  of  any  patent  granted  an  extension  for 
It  would  be  administratively  simple  to  stamp 
the  extension  termination  date  on  the  face 
of  the  patent  for  public  inspection. 

Patent  legislation  has  long  been  overdue 
In  this  country.    All  major  counta-les.  with 


the  exception  of  Russia,  have  passed  and 
now  have  In  force  similar  patent  laws. 

The  passage  of  this  bill  will  forestall  the 
Introduction  of  an  Increasing  number  of 
private  bills  to  take  care  of  individual  cases 
of  injury. 

The  need  for  a  patent  extension  law  of 

general  applicability  to  place  the  burden  of 
handling  such  ca^ea  where  it  properly  be- 
longs, in  the  Patent  Office,  Instead  of  in  the 
Conoress,  which  U  not  equipped  to  handle 
either  the  technical  details  or  the  workload 
of  these  applications,  haa  been  so  keenly 
recognized  that  several  bills  were  Introduced 
In  the  House  of  Representatives  and  bills  by 
the  late  Senator  Tobey,  Senator  Dirksen. 
Senator  Beall.  Senator  Cajsehart.  and  Sena- 
tor Dworshak  wer'j  Introduced  In  the  Senate 
this  session. 

H.  R.  3534  as  now  presented  encompasses 
the  best  features  of  all  these  bills  and  covers 
all  phases  of  the  subject  matter. 

This  bill  has  had  the  studied  considera- 
tion and  unanimous  approval  of  the  House 
Judiciary  Commr  tee.  the  Members  of  the 
House  of  Represe  itatlves.  and  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Juclclary. 

Full  and  adequate  hearings  were  held  by 
the  House  Conun;ttee  on  the  Judiciary  and 
to  this  your  conunlttee  has  given  careful 
consideration. 

In  behalf  of  mv  colleagues  who  have  in- 
troduced patent  ijxicnslon  bills  and  of  the 
committee.  I  ask  adoption  by  unanimous 
consent  of  H.  R.  3534. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  a  number 
of  Senators  have  s[>oken  to  me  about  the 
desirability  of  passing  H.  R.  3534,  Cal- 
endar No.  2284.  It  is  with  reluctance 
that  I  interpos<!  an  objection.  I  hold 
this  to  be  very  unsound  legislation.  A 
great  deal  has  l)een  said  regarding  the 
hardship  on  veUTans,  However,  an  ex- 
amination of  the  report  will  show  that 
patents  which  have  now  expired  or  which 
may  expire  in  the  future  would  be  ex- 
tended on  2  or  i>  other  grounds,  having 
no  relation  whatever  to  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States. 

I  do  not  wish  to  discuss  the  bill  at 
length  today.  But  I  raise  serious  objec- 
tion to  an  extension  of  patent  rights 
which  have  expired  under  law  or  which 
will  expire  in  tiie  future  under  law  for 
reasons  set  forth  in  the  bill.  If  the  bill 
should  be  scheduled  for  action,  I  shall 
at  that  time  discuss  it  at  some  length. 
For  the  time  being  I  must,  with  regret, 
object. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard.    Tae  bill  goes  over. 


GTJBBINS  &  CO.,  OP  LIMA.  PERU 

The  bill  (S.  2564)  to  confer  jurisdic- 
tion upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear 
the  claims  of  Gubbins  ii  Co..  of  Lima, 
Peru,  was  announced  bls  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDI^■G  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  am  the 
one  who  asked  that  the  bill  go  to  the 
foot  of  the  calendar.  I  wish.  now.  to 
make  a  very  brief  statement  with  ref- 
erence to  the  bill. 

It  is  a  bill  which  was  reported  to  the 
Senate  by  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and 
in  its  report  the  CcDmmittee  recommended 
that  the  claim  of  Gubbins  &  Co.,  go  to 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  judgment  thereon. 

I  wish  to  make  it  clear.  Mr.  President, 
that  it  is  true  that  the  Department  of 
Justice  has  recommended  against  the 


biU,  but  it  recommended  against  it  on 
very  broad  general  grounds,  to  wit,  that 
it  feels  that  if  it  has  to  give  considera- 
tion to  the  claim  of  this  particular  com- 
pany, there  may  be  other  companies  in 
a  like  situation  which  may  ask  for  simi- 
lar treatment. 

My  answer  to  that  is  the  answer  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  which  will  be 
found  on  page  2  of  the  report: 

While  It  is  true,  as  Is  stated  In  the  letter 
from  the  Department  of  Justice  dated  De- 
cember 9.  1953,  which  Is  set  forth  In  full 
below,  that  there  may  be  a  great  number 
of  persons  and  firms  who  are  In  a  similar 
situation,  the  committee  was  of  the  opinion 
that  Reynaldo  Gubbins  and  his  firm  should 
be  entitled  to  a  day  In  court,  both  for  the 
purpose  of  clearing  his  name  and  learning 
whether,  In  fact,  there  was  any  Justification 
for  the  action  of  the  Government,  which  was 
taken  almost  6  months  before  our  entry  into 
the  war, 

Mr.  President.  I  have  never  been  im- 
pressed by  the  argument  that  we  should 
not  do  justice  to  one  person  because  it 
might  involve  our  having  to  do  justice 
to  others.  If  an  injustice  is  done.  I  do 
not  care  how  many  are  involved.  I  think 
our  Government  should  be  big  enough  to 
see  to  it  that  justice  is  done. 

I  wish  to  point  out  that  if  we  give 
jurisdiction  to  the  Court  of  Claims,  if 
there  is  no  merit  to  the  case  the  court 
can  throw  it  out  on  the  pleadings.  But 
"I  am  not  in  position  to  pass  upon  the 
legal  requirements  and  the  legal  tech- 
nicalities. That  is  why  we  have  a  Court 
of  Claims.  It  would  seem  that  our  own 
Judiciary  Committee,  to  which  we  must 
look  for  guidance  and  advice  in  regard  to 
legal  matters,  feels  that  a  suflBciently 
good  case  was  made — I  assume,  a  prima 
facie  case  before  the  committee — to 
justify  its  recommendation.  I  under- 
stand this  bill  is  one  of  a  group  of  bills 
which  the  Judiciary  Committee  con- 
sidered en  bloc  upon  the  recommenda- 
tion of  a  subcommittee.  We  who  are 
working  on  committees  know  that 
usually  subcommittees  do  a  much  more 
thorough  bit  of  analysis  of  bills  within 
their  jurisdiction  than  do  full  commit- 
tees. But  be  that  as  it  may.  we  have  the 
report  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  based 
upon  an  analysis  by  the  subcommittee, 
which  simply  says.  "Let  us  let  the  Court 
of  Claims  take  a  look  at  the  situation." 

I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  case 
other  than  by  reading  the  report  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  but  I  am  in  favor 
of  supporting  the  Judiciary  Committee 
and  letting  the  Court  of  Claims  throw 
this  case  out  if  it  decides  it  has  no  merit. 
It  may  throw  it  out  at  the  very  begin- 
ning, after  it  has  passed  on  the  plead- 
ings. But  if.  in  fact,  Mr.  President,  this 
is  a  case  which  has  merit.  I  think  we  are 
doing  an  injustice  in  not  letting  the 
Court  of  Claims  pass  upon  it  simply  be- 
cause there  may  be  some  other  claim. 
If  they  are  of  like  merit,  they  should  be 
brought  in. 

This  is  a  case  which  involves  a  com- 
pany which  operated  in  Peru.  It  has 
been  represented  to  me  that  a  consider- 
able amount  of  ill  feeling  is  being 
aroused  over  this  case  in  Peru  because 
of  the  allegation  that  the  American 
Government  is  not  doing  justice  in  the 
premises. 


I  think  we  should  resolve  the  doubt  in 
a  situation  like  this,  Mr.  E^esldent,  by 
placing  the  case  on  the  docket  of  the 
Court  of  Claims,  which  exists  in  order 
to  handle  the  alleged  injustice  involved 
in  this  case,  as  well  as  others. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
I  should  like  to  say  that  the  calendar 
committee  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  has 
no  objection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
bill.  We  have  examined  it  very  care- 
fully.   

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
much  persuaded  by  the  very  fine  argu- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  The 
reason  why  the  bill  was  first  objected  to 
was  that  in  looking  at  the  record  it  was 
found  that  some  time  before  our  country 
got  into  the  war,  but  when  it  apF>eared 
that  war  was  imminent,  under  an  act 
which  was  passed  authorizing  the  Fed- 
eral Government  to  proscribe  certain 
people  from  doing  business  with  the 
United  States  and  to  seize  their  assets 
under  certain  conditions  a  conunlttee 
which  had  been  established  by  the  De- 
partment of  State,  the  Department  of 
Justice,  and  various  other  departments. 
put  this  company's  name  on  the  list  and 
said.  "We  believe  they  may  be  considered 
to  be  controlled  by  the  Nazis,  and  for 
that  reason  we  do  not  want  to  do  any 
more  business  with  them  at  this  time.** 

I  do  not  know  whether  that  was  right 
or  wrong;  but  in  1949,  the  name  wa» 
taken  off  the  list.  The  company  said, 
"You  have  improperly  injured  us.  We 
actually  were  not  controlled  by  the 
Nazis,  and  now  we  want  to  sue  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  for  dam- 
ages to  our  reputation  and  damages 
to  us." 

As  the  Department  of  Justice  points 
out.  if  we  authorize — and  p>erhaps  we 
should;  I  am  i>ersuaded  considerably  by 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse] — 
if  this  is  to  be  made  another  obviously 
economic  measure,  which  was  authorized 
by  our  Government  in  time  of  war, 
where  trade  was  stopped  between  a  for- 
eign company  and  a  company  within 
the  United  States,  and  if  we  authorize 
that  foreign  company  and  other  foreign 
companies  to  say,  "We  were  improperly 
injured  in  time  of  emergency;  therefore, 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  is 
subject  to  compensating  us,"  as  is 
pointed  out  in  the  report,  there  probably 
would  be  no  end  to  these  cases.  We  do 
not  even  comF>ensate  our  own  citizens 
when  they  are  stopped  from  doing  busi- 
ness in  time  of  war  with  nationals  in  a 
foreign  country.  If  we  are  to  give  relief 
to  someone  in  a  foreign  country,  then 
we  shall  have  to  give  the  people  at  home 
some  relief. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  two  very  brief 
comments  to  make  on  the  Senator's  ob- 
servation. First,  I  do  not  think  there  is 
a  danger  of  opening  the  floodgates.  Let 
us  assume  that  the  Court  of  Claims  finds 
this  case  is  without  merit,  as  indicated 
by  the  Senator  from  Florida.  That 
would  establish  a  precedent,  and  the 
other  cases  would  be  out  in  the  cold,  as 
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we  lawjors  say.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
the  Oourt  of  Claims  decides  there  Is  merit 
and  holds  that  a  wrong  has  been  com- 
mitted, then  the  Government  rights  the 
wrong,  no  matter  bow  many  other  cases 
are  Involved. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  This  Is  one  of  very 
few  times  that  I  have  been  persuaded  by 
a  speech  In  the  Senate,  but  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Oregon's  representations 
are  good.  For  that  reason.  I  withdraw 
my  objection. 

Mr.  MORSE.  For  that  compliment, 
let  me  say  that  it  would  be  a  delight  for 
me  to  have  the  Junior  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida as  my  guest  at  lunch. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  on 
page  1.  line  7.  after  the  word  "losses,"  to 
Insert  "allegedly,"  so  as  to  make  the  bill 
read: 

Be  ft  enacted,  etc..  That  JurlacUctlon  la 
hereby  conferred  uix>n  tbe  United  States 
Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  ren- 
der Judgment  upon  the  claims  of  (1)  Qub- 
blns  A  Co..  of  Lima,  Peru,  and  (2) 
Xteynaldo  Oubbins.  of  Lima,  Peru,  against 
tbe  United  States  for  losses  allegedly  in- 
curred by  them  as  a  result  of  action  taken 
by  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  Secretary  of 
tbe  Treasury,  the  Attorney  General,  the  Sec- 
retary of  Commerce,  tb-;  Board  of  Economic 
Warfare,  and  tbe  Cpordinator  of  Commercial 
and  Cultural  Relations  between  the  Amer- 
ican Republics,  on  July  17.  1941,  and  March 
37.  1M2,  in  placing  the  names  of  the  said 
Oubbins  &  Co.  and  the  said  Reynaldo  Oub- 
bins on  the  Proclaimed  List  of  Certain 
Blocked  Nationals  promulgated  imder  the 
provisions  at  section  6  (b)  cf  tbe  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act. 

Sac.  a.  Notwithstanding  any  statute  of 
limitations  or  lapse  of  time,  suit  upon  such 
claims  may  be  intstltuted  by  tbe  claimants 
at  any  time  within  1  year  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  Act.  Proceedings  for  the 
determination  of  such  claims  and  review 
thereof,  and  payment  of  any  Judgments 
thereon,  shall  be  had  as  in  the  case  of  claims 
over  which  such  court  bas  Jurisdiction  under 
section  1401  oC  title  38  of  tbe  United  States 
Code. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  That 
concludes  the  call  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  KNOWX'AND.  Mr.  President, 
what  Is  the  unfinished  business  of  the 
Senate? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  un- 
finished business  is  Calendar  No.  2223, 
H.  R.  7130,  to  amend  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act. 


Mr. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 
KNOWliAND.     Mr.  President,  I 


move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  i«reed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  first  nomination. 


UNITED  STATES  dRCUTT  JtFDGE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Charles  J.  Vogel,  of  North  Dakota,  to 
be  United  States  circuit  judgo  for  the 
eighth  circuit. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. 

■ I 

UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  JUDGE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Henry  L.  Brooks,  of  Kentucky,  to  be 
United  States  district  judge  for  the  west- 
em  district  of  Kentucky. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  ask  that  the 
President  be  immediately  notified  of  the 
confirmation  of  these  nominations. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  President  wiH  be  im- 
mediately notified  of  the  conilnnation 
of  the  nominations.  1 


Mr. 


LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 
KNOWLAND.    Mr.  President. 


move  that  the  Senate  return  to  the  con- 
sideration of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business. 


RESUMPTION  OF  CALL  OP  THE 
CALENDAR  | 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Calendar 
No.  2520.  H.  R.  2233;  Calendar  Ko.  2521, 
H.  R.  9115;  and  Calendar  No.  2522,  S. 
3840.  These  are  bills  which  have  been 
added  to  the  calendar  since  the  call  of 
August  16,  1954.  In  other  words,  they 
are  what  might  be  termed  as  the  "appen- 
dix" of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  withhold  his  request  for 
a  moment? 

Mr.   KNOWLAND.     I  will. 


August  18 

passed  over  a  second  time  and  placed 
on  the  foot  of  the  calendar.  It  may  be 
well  to  have  that  bill  taken  up  first. 
The  clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title. 

The  Chiif  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  951) 
for  the  reUef  of  the  Tnist  Association 
of  H.  Kempner. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  coneideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  the  distinguished  majority  leader  if 
it  i.s  expected  that  there  will  be  another 
call  of  the  calendar? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  doubt  whether 
there  will  be  another  call  of  the  calen- 
dar. That  will  somewhat  depend  on  how 
long  the  session  runs,  but  I  do  not  now 
contemplate  another  call  of  the  calen- 
dar of  bills  to  which  there  is  no  ob- 
jection. 

Mr.  COOPER.  This  bill  is  a  rather 
complex  bill.  After  I  have  discussed  the 
bill  with  the  calendar  committee  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle,  I  wonder  if  it  may 
be  possible,  by  agreement,  to  have  the 
bill  called  up  on  motion. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  a  pretty 
"iffy"  question.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
conditions  might  be  or  what  the  legis- 
lative problems  might  be.  or  whether  any 
suggestions  for  amendment  of  the  bill 
would  malce  it  a  more  controversial 
measure.  So  I  can  not  give  a  blanket 
answer  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Kentucky. 

If  it  were  possible  to  say  now  whether 
the  bill  could  be  worked  out  satisfac- 
torily, or  if  the  Senator  has  any  sugges- 
tion now.  I  should  like  to  know  about  it, 
because  I  doubt  very  much  there  will  be 
another  call  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  do  not  think  the  bill 
should  be  worlced  out  now.  I  think  if  I 
could  consult  with  the  members  of  the 
minority  calendar  committee,  it  might  be 
possible  to  do  so.  I  do  not  want  to  pre- 
vent the  passage  of  the  bill,  but  I  should 
like  to  see  if  the  bill  could  not  be  taken 
up. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  Senator 
feels  that  he  is  not  prepared  to  permit 
the  bill  to  pass  now  by  unanimous  con- 


Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     Mr.  President. 

Lf  .;ir?ir?f„..'°?^.'!f  AM*,  l?""    f^nt.  I  »hall  be  glad  to  discuss  the  ques- 

tion  with  liim,  with  the  minority  leader. 


when  there  is  another  call  of  the  calen 
dar.  Calendar  No.  2408,  H.  R.  3756.  be 
included  therein. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Cahfornia  please  restate 
his  list  of  bills  to  be  considered? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  They  are  the  biUs 
which  appear  at  the  end  of  today's 
printed  calendar.  They  are  the  ones 
which  appear  below  the  heading  "Cal- 
endar Called  August  16,  1954." 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
Would  the  Senator  from  California  per- 
mit me  to  make  an  insertion  in  the  Rec- 
ord as  a  part  of  the  business  of  the 
calendar? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Yes.  i 

TRUST  ASSOCIATION  0£P 
H,   KEMPNER 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  wishes  to  remind  the  Senate  that 
House  bill  951,  Calendar  No.  1986,  was 


with  the  minority  calendar  committee, 
and  others,  to  ascertain,  depending  upon 
the  legislative  schedule,  if  the  bill  can  be 
taken  up.  But  I  hope  the  Senator  will 
proceed  with  expedition  to  have  his  con- 
sultations, because  "time's  a-passin*." 


ALLEN  POPE,  HIS  HEIRS.  OR  PER- 
SONAL REPRESENTATIVES 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  suggests  that  lief  ore  proceeding  to 
the  consideration  of  the  last  three  bills 
on  the  calendar.  Calendar  No.  2408.  H.  R. 
3756.  be  considered.  The  bill  had  been 
temporarily  laid  aside. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  3756) 
for  the  relief  of  Allen  Pope,  his  heirs,  or 
personal  representatives. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  biU? 

Mr.  GORE.    Over. 


19  5  U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


14979 


The  PRESIDINO  OFTTCER.  Objec- 
tion is  raised,  and  the  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

The  clerk  will  call  the  first  of  the  last 
three  bills  on  the  calendar. 


THE 


ACQUISITION    OP    LAND    FOR 
OAHE  DAM,  S.  DAK. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2233)  to  provide  for  the 
acquisition  of  land  for  the  Oahe  Dam, 
S.  Dak.,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  thii  present  consideration  of 

the  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE  May  I  ask  some  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  if  I  am  correct  in 
my  understanding  that  this  is  simply  a 
typical  bill  for  the  piwchase  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  of  necessary  land  to 
proceed  with  tlae  construction  of  a  dam? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  is  not  a 
member  of  the  committee,  but  I  should 
like  to  say  that  this  bill  is  in  pursuance 
of  a  previous  act  of  C(Higress  whereby 
directions  wero  given  to  carry  out  such 
a  directive.  Tne  bill  has  been  passed  by 
the  House  and  should  be  approved  by 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  a  tjrpographical 
error  in  the  bill;  there  should  be  a  cor- 
rection in  the  total  figure  on  page  13  to 
conform  with  the  figures  shown  in  the 
report  on  page  2.  The  report  on  page  2 
gives  a  correction  of  the  figures.  The 
correct  figure  s  $10,644,014.  I  shall  offer 
the  amendment  at  the  proper  time. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  confirm  what  the  Senator  has 
said  about  the  bill  and  about  the  cor- 
rection. The  bill  had  the  unanimous 
support  of  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  ANDEllSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  X/i  ask  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  a  question.  The  bill  was 
not  reported  by  the  subcommittee  to  the 
full  committee.  Does  the  Senator  feel 
that  the  first  section,  which  allows  $5 
million,  is  justified  in  view  of  the  Army's 
report? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Army's  report  wtis 
made  some  yt^ars  ago.  I  should  again 
Uke  to  point  out  that  the  Army  has  made 
similar  reports  on  tracts  of  land  owned 
by  whites.  Litigation  concerning  such 
land  has  been  going  on  in  the  United 
States  district  courts,  with  increases  in 
the  allowancef.  made  by  the  courts  of 
from  20  to  80  percent  We  have  pro- 
vided about  a  40  percent  increase,  plus 
relocation  costs.  I  personally  own  a 
small  tract  of  ".and  located  on  the  same 
river,  about  100  miles  farther  upstream. 
It  is  identical  so  far  as  bottom  land  and 
grade  above  the  river  are  concerned.  I 
would  not  dispose  of  that  land  for  the 
figure  allowed  by  the  Army. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Will  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  explain  the  last  part 
of  the  bill?  I  iim  not  fully  sympathetic 
with  this  approach  toward  reliabilita- 
tion.  The  Senator  from  Arizona  and  I 
asked  for  rehabilitation  for  the  Navahos 
and  Hopis.  If  the  amount  merely  repre- 
sented damage  to  a  tribe  of  Indians.  I 
might  think  it  would  be  excessive,  but  of 
the  $6  million.  $5  million  is  for  reha- 
bilitation. That  amount  might  have 
been  carried  in  a  separate  rehabilitation 
bill  had  it  not  been  put  into  this  biU. 


Mr.  CASE.  It  could  have  been  put 
In  a  separate  rehabiUtation  Wl,  but  ac- 
tion was  forced  on  us  because  of  the  dis- 
location of  about  200  famines.  We  have 
to  face  the  fact  that  not  only  have  we 
taken  land  away  from  them,  but  they 
are  faced  with  a  readjustment  problem. 
When  they  are  moved  is  the  time  to  act, 
instead  of  waiting  until  they  are  scat- 
tered all  over  the  country. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  With  respect  to  the 
appraised  value  of  the  land  being  taken 
for  this  project.  I  am  advised  the  Army 
engineers"  report  did  not  take  into  con- 
sideration any  severance  damage.  There 
is  a  case  for  severance  damages  in  the 
project.  One  of  the  main  portions  of  the 
claim  is  based  on  ownership  of  land  on 
river  bottom  which  is  good  for  agricul- 
ture. It  can  be  irrigated  in  time.  It 
contains  much  timber.  In  addition,  the 
Indians  owned  lands  at  a  higher  eleva- 
tion. That  land  would  not  Ije  worth 
nearly  as  much  if  there  were  taken  away 
from  them  the  bottom  land  where  their 
livestock  could  be  wintered.  So  there 
should  be  taken  into  consideration  the 
severance  damage, 

I  have  had  some  experience  in  con- 
demnation suits  and  right-of-way  suits 
over  the  years,  where  lands  had  been 
used  together  as  are  these  two  types  of 
lands  used  by  the  Indians.  In  such  case 
severance  damage  Is  involved.  That 
severance  damage  had  not  been  taken 
into  consideration.  The  Army  engineers 
gave  the  lowest  appraisal.  The  Missouri 
River  Investigation  Board  had  the  next 
highest,  and  the  Indians  gave  the  high- 
est figures  on  the  direct  benefits.  In 
addition,  the  Indians  claimed  $6  million 
in  indirect  benefits.  I  felt  that  consti- 
tuted a  duplication  in  large  measure  of 
the  values  that  had  been  given  by  the 
Army  engineers.  For  that  reason  I  was 
not  willing  to  vote  for  a  bill  which  recog- 
nized those  indirect  benefits.  However, 
severance  damages  should  be  included 
with  direct  costs  and  damages.  I  in- 
cluded that  in  the  tribal  claim  for  the 
loss  Of  fruits,  timber,  and  so  forth,  in 
the  lower  lands.  Therefore,  I  felt  the 
amount  allowed  for  damage  could  be  jus- 
tified. The  amount  allowed  for  rehabili- 
tation is  largely  based  on  a  per  capita 
amount,  the  same  as  was  given  to  the 
Navahos  and  Hopis. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  does  not  like  to  interrupt  the 
Senator,  but  the  time  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  has  expired. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  de- 
sire to  speak  on  my  own  time.  I  merely 
wish  to  ix>int  out  that  the  allowance  for 
rehabilitation,  in  my  judgment,  could  be 
justified  even  if  the  Indians  were  not 
being  moved,  but  by  reason  of  the  fact 
that  they  were  required  to  give  up  their 
homes  and  move  elsewhere,  I  think  we 
would  be  justified  in  granting  that 
amount  for  rehabilitation. 

Personally,  I  do  not  like  this  method 
of  determining  damages,  but  the  oflQ- 
cials  came  to  an  impasse,  the  project 
must  go  on,  the  Indians  were  driven  out 
of  their  homes,  and  we  had  to  do  some- 
thing about  it.  That  is  one  reason  why 
I  am  willing  to  recommend  the  bilL 


Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President.  Z 
merely  point  out  that,  like  the  Senator 
from  Utah,  I  do  not  like  this  method  of 
computing  damages.  I  did  want  to  put 
into  the  Record  firmly  the  fact  that  part 
of  the  money  allowed  was  for  rehabillta* 
tion,  which  could  have  been  carried  In  a 
separate  bill,  and  probably  would  have 
been  if  it  had  been  done  earlier.  It  was 
not  done  in  that  manner.  Since  $5  mil- 
hon  is  for  rehabihtation.  which  would 
normally  he  carried  in  another  bill,  and 
has  been  combined  with  the  other 
amount,  I  do  not  intend  to  object 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  ther» 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  biU? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  2233) 
to  provide  for  the  acquisition  of  land  for 
the  Oahe  Dam.  S.  Dak.,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs  ^with  amend- 
ments, on  page  2,  line  16,  after  "Section 
n.".  to  strike  out:  "The  United  States 
agrees  to  pay  for  all  said  tribal,  allotted, 
assigned,  and  inherited  lands  or  interest 
in  land,  together  with  all  Improvements 
thereon  (except  the  Agency  Hospital); 
and  for  the  stumpage  value  of  standing 
timber  and  for  severance  damages  to  In- 
dividual owners  within  the  taking  area; 
and  for  the  bed  of  the  Missouri  River' 
so  far  as  it  is  the  eastern  boundary  of 
said  Cheyenne  River  Reservation,  the 
sum  of  $2,614,778.95.  And  the  United 
States  further  agree*  to  pay  for  overall 
tribal  severance  damages  outside  the 
taking  area  for  Oahe  Reservoir  and  for 
the  loss  of  the  annual  supply  of  timber 
and  for  the  loss  of  wild  life  and  wild 
fruits,  the  simi  of  $3,973,076,  in  all, 
$6,587,854.95,"  and  in  heu  thereof  to 
insert  "The  United  States  agrees  to  pay, 
out  of  funds  appropriated  for  construc- 
tion of  the  Oahe  project,  as  just  com- 
pensation for  all  lands  and  improve- 
ments and  interests  therein  (except  the 
agency  hospital)  conveyed  pursuant  to 
section  I  of  this  act;  and  for  the  bed  of 
the  Missouri  River  so  far  as  It  Is  the 
eastern  boundary  of  said  Cheyenne  River 
Reservation,  the  smn  of  $5,384,014;";  on 
page  3,  line  16,  after  the  word  "Council", 
to  strike  out  "shall  submit  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  for  his  approval  a 
copy  of  the  schedules  on  which  the  sum 
$2,614,778.95  is  based,  as  itemized  In  this 
section,  and  when  such  schedule  is  ap- 
proved by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
it  shall  be  the  final  schedule  on  which  the 
said  sum  shall  be  distributed  to  or 
credited  to  the  owners  of  said  lands"  and 
Insert  "with  the  approval  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  shall  distribute  the 
siun  of  $2,250,000  in  accordance  with  the 
revised  appraisal  of.  the  Missouri  River 
Basin  investigation  staff  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior.";  on  page  4,  Une  8, 
after  the  word  "this"  to  strike  out 
"agreement"  and  insert  "Act";  at  the 
beginning  of  line  18.  to  strike  out  "upon 
the  request  of  the  Tribal  Council  of  said 
Indian  Tribe  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  the  follow- 
ing purposes:";  at  the  beginning  of  Une 
21.  to  strike  out  "Relocation"  and  insert 
"For  the  relocation";  at  the  beginning 
of  line  23,  to  strike  out  "all";  in  the  same 
line,  after  the  word  "hospitals",  to  strike 
out  "all";  in  line  24,  after  the  word 
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•quarters",  to  strike  out  "all";  In  the 
same  line,  after  the  word  "and",  to  strike 
out  "all";  in  line  25,  after  the  word 
"therewith",  to  strike  out  the  comma 
and  "at  points  to  be  determined  by  the 
Tribal  Council  of  said  Tribe  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior: 
Provided,  That  all  the  said  reconstruc- 
tion shall  provide  all  said  facilities  of 
whatsoever  nature  in  quantity  and  qual- 
ity of  not  less  than  those  now  existing 
on  said  Cheyenne  River  Reservation. 
The  relocation  of  the  agency,  schools, 
hospitals,  and  the  replacement  and  con- 
struction of  roads  and  facilities  shall  be 
the  duty  and  the  obligation  of  the  United 
States  at  its  own  expense,  to  best  serve 
the  Indians  of  Cheyenne  River  Reser- 
vation and  the  requests  of  said  Tribal 
Council  in  respect  to  all  matters  set  out 
in  this  section  shall  be  complied  with 
except  when  compliance  is  impossible."; 
on  page  5.  line  16.  after  the  word  "of", 
to  strike  out  "$6,044,500"  and  insert 
"$5,160,000";  on  page  6,  line  8.  after  the 
word  "section"  to  insert  a  colon  and 
"Provided  further.  That  the  authoriza- 
tion contained  in  section  XVI  hereof 
shall  remain  available  for  a  period  not 
to  exceed  10  years  from  the  effective 
date  of  this  Act";  on  page  12,  at  the  be- 
ginning of  line  24,  to  strike  out  "$6,587,- 
854.95"  and  insert  "$5,384,014",  and  on 
page  13,  line  4,  after  the  word  "exceed", 
to  strike  out  "$12,732,354.95"  and  insert 
"$10,544,014." 
The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 


Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  referring  to 
my  previous  statement  as  to  there  being 
a  typographical  error  in  the  bill,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  flgvu-e  "$10,544,014"  and 
insert  "$10,644,014"  in  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  13,  line  4. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  ameiidment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
parsed.  , 

INVESTMENT  IN  GOVERNMENT 
OBLIGATIONS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9115)  to  provide  that 
contributions  received  for  construction 
of  a  merchant  marine  chapel  shall  be  in- 
vested in  Government  obligations  pend- 
ing their  use  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 


Ing,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
the  sum  of  $54,996.41  to  Klyce  Motors,  Inc.] 
of  Memphis,  Tenn.,  in  full  settlement  of  all 
claims  against  the  United  States  for  losses 
sustained  under  the  War  Assets  Adminis- 
tration sales  document  No.  262345  in  con- 
nection with  the  purchase  of  109  trucks, 
dated  May  25.  1946:  Provided,  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
a^ent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  *hall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  Qned  In  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 


The     PRESIDING     OFFICER. 
completes  the  call  of  the  calendar. 


That 


KLYCE  MOTORS.  INC. 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill    (S.    3840)    for   the   relief   of   Klyce 
Motors,  Inc.,  which  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 


DATA    ON    LEGISLATIVE    ACTIVITY 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks  data  on  legislative  activity  from 
the  start  of  the  session  through  July  31, 
and  comparisons  between  the  83d  Con- 
gress, l.st  and  2d  sessions,  the  82d  Con- 
gress, the  81st  Congress,  and  the  80th 
Con.^ress. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  data  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 


Data  on  legislative  activity  from  start  of  session  IhroVgh  July  31—Scnafe 


83d  Cong., 
2d  sess. 


Date  .session  began 

Days  in  session 

Time  in  session: 

Hours 

Minutes 

Concessional  Record: 

Pages  of  proceedings 

Appendix 

Public  hills  enacted  into  law 

Private  bills  enacted  into  law 

Bills  in  conference 

Bills  through  conference 

Measures  passed,  total 

Senate  bllte 

House  bills 

Senate  joint  resolut  Ions 

House  joint  resolutions 

Senate  concurrent  resolutions. 

Bouse  concurrent  resolutions. 

Simple  resolutions 

Measures  reported,  total 

Senate  bills 

House  bills ^ 

Senate  joint  resolutions 

House  joint  resolutions 

Senate  concurrent  resolutions. 

House  concurrent  resolutions.. 

Simple  resolutions 

Special  reports 

Conference  reports 

Reported  measures  not  acted  on.. 
Measures  introduced,  total 

Bills 

Joint  resolutions. 

Concurrent  resolutions 

Simple  resolutions 

Quorum  calls 

Yea-and-nay  votes 

Bills  vetoed 

Vetoes  overridden.. 


83d  Conp., 
1st  sess. 


82(1  ronc.,1 
2d  sess. 


82' I  Cone., 
Isl  se,--.s. 


M'^t  rnntr., 
2>\  sess. 


1st  sess. 


8(nh  ron(r.,» 
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Jan. 
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02 
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3 

11 

1,031 

440 
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20 
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27 

24 

92 

1,294 

570 
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20 

19 

23 

17 
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13 
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1,480 

1,226 

68 

40 
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Jan.    3, 10.1.3 
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03 

6,479 

72' 

48 
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70K 

304 
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21 

16 

22 

II 

100 

942 
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322 

29 

17 

22 

13 

13,5 

20 
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2.858 

2,  54.1 

108 

49 

156 

186. 

89" 
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Jan.    8,  19.'i2 
11,5 

6.- 1 

i;4 

5.  5/.K 

112 

251 


1.  093 

3f>4 

6f.5 

10 

27 

21 

1.1 

91 

1,172 

414 

573 

24 

•2H 

22 

l.S 

96 

28 


79 

1.3«16 

1,147 

58 

37 
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121 

129 
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Jan.    3,  Iii.ll 
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23 
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21.1 
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II 
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n; 

99 
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10 
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24 


Jan.     3.  H».l(i 
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K17 
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11 
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U 

77 
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11 
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IH 

14 

84 
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4.S 
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2.14 

IH 
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2x 
30 
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30 
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80fh  C()nc.,» 
1st  .se,ss. 


Jan.    3.  1947 
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744 

40 

^641 
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116 

no 

37 

1.04H 
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276 

.1.31 

365 

27 

44 

27 

30 
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12 

27 

le 
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407 
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378 
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60 

27 

n 
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27 
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64 
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76 
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>  Session  mded  July  7,  1952. 
'  Session  ended  June  19,  1948. 
*  Seosion  ended  July  27, 1947. 
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LOSS  OP  NATIONALITY  OP  PE21SONS 
CONVICTED  OP  CERTAIN  CRIMES 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  lays  bcjfore  the  Senate  the  un- 
finished business,  which  is  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7130)  to  amend  the  Immigration  and 
Nationahty  Act  to  provide  for  the  loss 
of  nationahty  of  persons  convicted  of 
certain  crimes. 

The  Senate;  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7130),  to  amend 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  to 
provide  for  the  loss  of  nationality  of  per- 
sons convicted  of  certain  crimes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  al)sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRKSIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legisla".ive  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  call  of  the  roll  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ku- 
CHKL  in  the  (hair).  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  WATIIINS.  Mr.  President,  the 
bill  under  consideration  was  suggested 
by  the  Presi'lent  of  the  United  States. 
It  will  be  reciilled  that  in  his  address  de- 
livered befon;  a  joint  session  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  House  of  Representatives 
relative  to  the  state  of  the  Union  on 
January  7,  1954,  President  Eisenhower 
stated : 

Tlie  subversive  character  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  in  the  United  States  has  been 
clearly  demonstrated  In  many  ways.  Includ- 
ing court  proceedings.  We  should  recog- 
nize by  law  3,  fact  that  la  plain  to  all 
thoughtful  cl.lzena — that  we  are  dealing 
here  with  ac  ions  akin  to  treason — that 
when  a  citizen  knowingly  participates  In  the 
O  mmunlst  conspiracy  he  no  longer  holda 
allegiance  to  tlie  United  States. 

I  recommenti  that  Congress  enact  legisla- 
tion to  provide  that  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  who  la  convicted  in  the  courts  of 
hereafter  consolrlng  to  advocate  the  over- 
throw of  this  Government  by  force  or  vio- 
lence be  treated  as  having,  by  such  act.  re- 
nounced hU  allegiance  to  the  United  States 
and  forfeited  his  United  States  citizenship. 

The  President's  recommendation 
evoked  a  sportaneous  burst  of  applause 
from  the  assembled  Senators  and  Repre- 
sentatives. The  bill  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate is  in  implementation  of  this  recom- 
mendation. 

As  you  knov.  the  doctrine  of  expatri- 
ation is  not  a  r.ew  one.  In  1868  the  Con- 
press  of  the  United  States  recognized 
the  inherent  right  of  expatriation  in 
the  act  entitled  "An  act  concerning  the 
rights  of  American  citizens  in  foreign 
states"  (15  Stat.  223).  The  initial 
clause  of  that  enactment  reads: 

Whereas  the  right  of  expatriation  Is  a 
natural  and  Inherent  right  of  all  people,  In- 
dlspenslble  to  the  enjoyment  of  the  rlghta 
of  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness; 

In  the  same  enactment  we  find  "That 
any  declaration,  instruction,  opinion,  or- 
der, or  decision  of  any  officers  of  this 
Government  which  denies,  restricts,  im- 
pairs, or  questions  the  right  of  expatri- 


ation, is  hereby  declared  inconsistent 
with  the  fundamental  principles  of  this 
Government." 

The  first  general  expatriation  statute 
was  enacted  in  1907  (34  Stat.  1228). 
That  act  imposed  expatriation  as  a  con- 
sequence of  naturalization  in  a  foreign 
coimtry.  taking  an  oath  of  allegiance  to 
a  foreign  state,  or  marriage  by  a  female 
citizen  to  a  foreign  national. 

Since  1907  the  United  States  has  not 
been  without  a  general  expatriation 
statute.  Currently,  section  349  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  (66 
Stat.  163,  267  and  268)  sets  forth  10 
types  of  activities  a  consequence  of 
which  is  loss  of  nationality  by  both  na- 
tive-bom and  naturalized  citizens. 
Some  of  the  acts  enumerated  are  carry- 
overs from  the  Nationahty  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended  (8  U.  S.  C.  1946  ed..  801) . 

Section  349  (a)  (9)  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act  now  provides  for  ex- 
patriation of  a  national  of  the  United 
States  for  "committing  any  act  of  trea- 
son against,  or  attempting  by  force  to 
overthrow,  or  bearing  arms  against,  the 
United  States,  if  and  when  he  is  con- 
victed tliereof  by  a  court-martial  or  by  a 
court  of  competent  jurisdiction." 

The  measure  now  before  the  Senate 
would  amend  section  349  ^a)  (9)  to  pro- 
vide for  the  loss  of  nationality  by  any 
citizen  convicted  of  violating,  or  of  con- 
spiring to  violate,  section  2383,  part  of 
section  2384,  or  section  2385  of  title  18. 
United  States  Code.  Section  2383  makes 
criminal  inciting,  setting  on  foot,  assist- 
ing, or  engaging  in  any  rebellion  or  in- 
surrection against  the  authority  of  the 
United  States  or  the  laws  thereof,  or  the 
giving  of  aid  or  comfort  thereto.  The 
portion  of  section  2384  under  which  con- 
viction would  result  in  loss  of  nationality 
provides  that  crim.inal  penalties  shall  be 
imposed  upon  persons  who  in  any  place 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  "conspire  to  overthrow,  put  down, 
or  to  destroy  by  force  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  or  to  levy  war 
against  them."  Section  2385,  the  Smith 
Act,  makes  it  a  felony  to  knowingly  or 
willfully  advocate,  abet,  advise,  or  teach 
the  duty,  necessity,  desirability,  or  pro- 
priety of  overthrowing  or  destroying  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  or  of 
any  State,  Territory.  District,  possession, 
or  political  subdivision  therein,  by  force 
or  violence.  The  section  also  makes 
felonious  certain  other  action  directed  to 
the  same  purposes. 

In  its  report  to  the  Senate  on  this  leg- 
islation, which  report  I  had  the  privilege 
of  submitting,  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  stated  its  position  in  these 
words : 

The  manifestation  by  a  national  of  the 
United  States  of  the  outright  severance  of 
his  allegiance  to  the  United  States  by  the 
commission  of  any  of  the  acts  defined  In  sec- 
tions 2383.  2384,  and  2385  of  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code  should  be  regarded  as  an 
overt  act  of  expatriation.  The  committee 
also  believes  that  the  advocating  of  the  over- 
throw, or  the  Joining  in  a  conspiracy  to 
overthrow,  the  Grovernment  of  the  United 
States  through  the  activities  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  and  its  membership  is  tantamount 
to  the  transfer  of  allegiance  to  the  foreign 


powo-  which  directs  such  actiTltifls  ot  Xh» 
Communist  Party.    , 

Personally,  I  feel  strongly  that  indi- 
viduals conyicted.  either  by  a  court-mar- 
tial or  by  a  civil  coiut  of  eompetenk 
jurisdiction,  of  any  of  the  offenses  whlclx 
this  legislation  would  make  expatalatinr. 
should  lose  the  rights  and  privileges  In- 
cident to  United  States  citizenship.  8u^ 
a  potential  loss  may  be  expected  to  deter 
some  i)ersons  from  committing  the  acts 
covered  even  if  the  criminal  penalties 
provided  for  in  title  18  of  the  United 
States  c:ode  did  not. 

We  know  that  many  of  the  conse- 
quences of  becoming  an  aUen  d^send 
upon  State  laws,  while  others  depend 
upon  Federal  law.  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  possibiUties  of  deportation,  the 
difficulties  which  may  be  anticipated  witti 
respect  to  the  obtaining  of  United  States 
passports  for  foreign  travel,  the  impact 
of  State  laws  pertaining  to  the  rights 
of  aUens  to  inherit  or  otherwise  acquire 
real  property,  the  restrictions  in  some 
States  limiting  the  practice  of  profes- 
sions and  the  following  of  certain  trades 
to  citizens,  the  limitation  of  public  em- 
ployment  on  the  Federal,  State,  and  local 
levels  to  United  States  citizens,  voting 
limitations,  and  other  potential  conse- 
quences of  loss  of  citizenship  could  well 
serve  as  deterrents  to  the  commissioa 
of  the  offenses  to  which  the  legislation 
is  directed.  If  they  did  not  serve  as 
such  deterrents,  they  would  at  least  serve 
as  worthy  concomitants  of  convictions 
for  such  offenses. 

Accordingly.  I  urge  the  Senate  to  act 
favorably  on  this  legislation. 

This  amendment  in  effect  extends  ex- 
patriation to  all  those  who  are  convicted 
of  offenses  under  the  Smith  Act; 

Mr.  President.  I  think  this  act  is 
worthy  of  adoption  by  the  Congress.  It 
has  already  passed  the  House,  and  the 
Senate  has  not  at  this  stage  made  any 
amendments  thereto. 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  ACT  OP  1938 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  yesterday 
I  submitted  an  amendment  to  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Act  of  1938.  Although  It 
will  not  be  ix>ssible  for  the  bill  to  pass 
in  this  session,  I  wish  to  bring  this  mat- 
ter to  the  attention  of  the  CAB  and  other 
interested  branches  of  our  Government, 
looking  to  action  early  next  year. 

My  proposal  would  have  the  effect  of 
requiring  our  airlines  to  carry  personal 
baggage,  not  exceeding  150  pounds,  at 
the  same  rate  which  would  be  paid  if 
this  baggage  were  sent  airfreight  be- 
tween the  same  two  points. 

This  additional  amount  of  personal 
baggage  would  be  in  addition  to  the  reg- 
ular allowance  for  personal  baggage  for 
which  there  is  no  charge.  It  would  also 
be  required  that  this  additional  150 
pounds  of  personal  baggage  be  carried 
on  the  same  aircraft  as  that  used  by  the 
passenger  unless  the  nimiber  of  other 
passengers  and  the  mail  requirements  of 
the  particular  aircraft  precluded  it. 

In  the  event  that  the  additional  per- 
sonal baggage  could  not  be  carried  on 
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the  same  aircraft  as  the  passenger,  my 
amendment  would  require  that  it  be  sent 
on  the  next  regular  flight  of  the  air  car- 
rier where  similar  circumstances  would 
not  prevent  it. 

Mr.  President,  this  matter  was  brought 
to  my  personal  attention  some  time  ago, 
and  it  represents  only  one  of  the  several 
instances  in  which  rates  of  our  airlines 
are  maneuvered  by  the  air  carriers  to 
their  own  benefit. 

As  an  illustration  of  the  diversity  in 
rates  for  similar  goods.  I  should  like  to 

Excess  baggage  and  air  freight  (personal 


A\Lgust  18 


ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be  in- 
serted in  the  Record  at  this  point,  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks,  a  brief  table  show- 
ing the  rates  for  excess  baggage,  air  ex- 
press, and  air  freight  on  12  different 
voyages,  two  of  them  on  international 
routes.  This  table  was  prepared  for  me 
by  our  excellent  Legislative  Reference 
Service.  i 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows :  1 

baggage)  comparison  of  airline  charges 


New  York  to  Miami 

New  York  to  New  Ork>ans... 

New  York  to  Los  Angela 

New  York  to  Chicago 

New  York  to  St.  Louis 

Chicago  to  Houston 

Seattle  to  Los  Angeles 

Atlanta  to  Los  Angeles 

Boston  to  Chicapo 

Philadelphia  to  San  Francisco 

New  York  to  London 

New  Orleans  to  Mexico  City  * 


Excess  baggage  (per  100  pounds) 


Air  exprfss 


Alr  frcieht 
(ixr  llHi 
p<>iin>lsi 

OlTSOIlul 


Rate' 


>  Quoted  on  a  per-pound  basis. 
'  No  express  service. 

•  Includes  3-pcrcent  tax.  , 

*  Via  Houston. 

Source:  Airlines  serving  the  above  points. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  it  will  be 
seen  from  this  table  that  the  charge  for 
additional  personal  baggage  at  the  ex- 
cess baggage  rate  is  in  most  instances 
more  than  three  times  the  rate  charged 
lor  airfreight.  The  air  express  rate, 
however,  which  the  air  carrier  appar- 
ently can  have  excellent  control  of,  is 
more  nearly  in  line  with  the  excess  bag- 
gage charges. 

Nevertheless,  Mr.  President,  there  is 
this  gross  discrimination.  One  hundred 
pounds  of  personal  baggage  carried  as 
airfreight  costs  one- third  of  the  price  if 
carried  as  excess  baggage  with  the  pas- 
senger. If  my  amendment  is  adopted 
the  passenger  will  be  benefited,  not  only 
by  the  saving  in  rates  but  also  because 
he  will  be  able  to  take  with  him  addi- 
tional things  for  his  personal  conven- 
ience. 

We  all  know  that  passengers  travel- 
ing by  bus  or  rail  are  permitted  far 
greater  free  baggage  allowances  than 
one  gets  in  air  travel.  My  amendment 
does  not  propose  that  the  airlines  be  re- 
quired to  carry  personal  baggage  free  to 
the  same  extent  as  rail  and  bus  lines 
carry  it.  However,  it  would  require  that 
this  sharp  discrimination  be  eliminated 
and  that  the  regular  air  carriers  be  will- 
ing to  give  priority  to  airfreight  which 
is  accompanying  or  immediately  follow- 
ing a  passenger. 

Mr.  President,  airlines  incur  additional 
exi)enses  in  the  handling  of  airfreight 
which  they  do  not  incur  for  excess  per- 
sonal baggage.  There  is  httle  docu- 
mentation necessary,  and  I  should  cer- 
tainly hope  that  my  proposal  would  not 
lead  to  additional  redtape.  Handling 
difficulties  are  also  at  a  minimum  where 


138 
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79 
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28 
34 
67 
63 
27 
77 

182 
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1.71 
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J.  89 
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the  passenger  delivers  the  excess  bag- 
gage to  the  designated  place  at  the  air- 
field and  picks  it  up  from  a  designated 
place  at  his  destination. 

Mr.  President,  for  manv  5'ears  the  air- 
lines were  operated  at  a  loss.  It  was 
necessary  for  the  Government  to  sub- 
sidize them  heavily  in  order  to  get 
them  out  of  the  red  and  into  the  black. 
Any  additional  income  from  freight  or 
baggage  tended  to  reduce  the  neces- 
sary amount  of  Government  subsidy. 

Today  that  situation  does  not  exist  in- 
sofar as  the  larger  airlines  are  con- 
cerned. For  the  most  part  they  are  op- 
erating on  a  so-called  nonsubsidized  rate 
for  mail  service.  Any  reduction  in  the 
cost  of  excess  baggage  to  the  puhaic  to- 
day would  not  require  an  increase  in 
Government  subsidy  as  far  as  the  large 
airlines  are  concerned.  It  would  be  a 
net  savings  to  the  traveling  public. 

When  the  airlines  decided  to  bid  for 
the  privilege  of  carrying  first-clasB  mail 
in  competition  with  the  Plying  Tiger 
Lines  some  time  ago,  they  bid  23  cents 
per  ton-mile  and  they  urged  strongly 
that  there  was  no  need  for  additional 
air  freight  service  beyond  that  offered 
by  the  scheduled  passenger  carriers.  It 
was  their  contention  that  they  had  ex- 
cessive freight  capacity  far  beyond  their 
requirements.  Assuming  that  the  air- 
lines correctly  represented  their  position, 
this  bill  should  cause  them  no  incon- 
venience. 

Some  time  ago  I  attempted  to  see  how 
readily  available  the  airfreight  service 
is  for  a  passenger  with  excess  baggage 
In  placing  my  family  aboard  an  airplane 
I  inquired  whether  it  would  be  poesible 
to  send  the  excess  baggage  as  air  freight. 


The  reply  was  that  this  could  be  done  but 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  carry  the 
excess  baggage  down  to  a  remote  hangar 
and  locate  an  employee  there  who  in  turn 
would  see  if  it  was  possible  to  place  the 
bag  upon  one  of  the  planes  leaving 
immediately. 

I  suppose  that  this  type  of  procedure 
is  customary  for  the  purpose  of  discour- 
aging passengers  from  taking  advantage 
of  the  large  saving  that  can  be  achieved 
by  sending  excess  baggage  as  air  freight. 

This  is  a  matter  which  the  CAB  could 
handle  on  behalf  of  the  public.  I  regret 
to  say  that  I  have  seen  very  little  indi- 
cation that  the  majority  of  the  members 
of  the  CAB  are  fully  aware  of  their  re- 
sponsibility to  the  public.  AU  too  often 
I  gain  the  impression  that  some  of  the 
members  of  that  Board  seem  to  view  their 
respon.sibility  more  in  the  light  of  an 
arbiter  between  the  contending  giants  of 
air  commerce  rather  than  a  guardian  of 
the  interests  of  the  traveling  public. 

Inasmuch  as  there  will  not  be  suffl- 
cient  time  for  the  Congress  to  act  on  this 
proposal  before  the  end  of  this  ses- i.,ii, 
I  expect  to  introduce  this  bill  again  early 
next  year  and  to  press  it  most  vigorously. 


LIMITATIONS  ON  MEMBERS  O? 
COMMUNIST  ORGANIZATIONS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
a.<=k  that  the  Presiding  Officer  lay  before 
the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
House  cf  Representatives  announcing 
Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  amendments  of  the 
House  on  the  bill  (S.  3706)  to  outlaw 
the  Communist  Party,  to  prohibit  mem- 
bers of  Communist  organizations  from 
serving  in  certain  representative  capaci- 
ties, and  for  other  purposes,  and  re- 
questing a  conference  with  the  Senate 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  mov«  that  the 
Senate    insist    upon    its    amendments 
agree  to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a 
conference,  and  that  the  Chajr  appoint 
the  conferee.s  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Lancer, 
Mr.  Watkins,  Mr.  Butler,  Mr.  Mc- 
Carran,  and  Mr.  Kilgore  conferees  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate. 


EXTENSION  OF  PROGRAM  AND 
ASSISTANCE  FOR  SCHOOL  CON- 
STRUCTION 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  Chair  lay  before  the  Senate  a 
message  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives relating  to  Senate  bill  3628. 

The  effect  of  the  bill  is  to  amend  Pub- 
lic Law  815.  title  III,  relating  to  fed- 
erally impacted  areas. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
3628)  to  amend  Public  Law  815  81st 
Congress,  in  order  to  extend  for  3  "addi- 
tional years  the  program  and  assistance 
for  school  construction  under  title  HI 
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of  that  act,  p/hich  were  to  strike  out  all 
after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That  the  la;5t  sentence  of  section  301  of 
the  act  of  8ei)teml)er  23.  1950  (Public  Law 
815,  81st  Cong  ),  as  amended,  Is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  "There  are  hereby  author- 
ized to  be  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  :iO,  1954,  and  for  the  3  suc- 
ceeding fiscal  7ears,  such  sums  as  the  Ck)n- 
gress  may  determine  to  be  necessary  for  such 
purpose." 

Sec.  2.  The  first  sentence  of  section  303 
of  such  act  is  amended  by  striking  out  "1954" 
and  Inserting   in  lieu  thereof  "1956." 

Sec.  3.  The  first  sentence  of  section  304 
of  such  act  Is  iimended  by  striking  out  "reg- 
ular school  yej.r  1953-1954"  and  Inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  "regular  school  year  1955-1956." 

Sec.  4.  Section  305  of  such  act  Is  amended 
(1)  by  striking  out  "regular  school  year 
1953-1954"  wh<!rever  appearing  In  such  sec- 
tion and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "regular 
school  year  19.55-1956";  and  (2)  by  striking 
but  "regular  school  year  1951-1952"  where- 
ever  appearing  in  such  section  and  Inserting 
In  lieu  thereof  "regular  school  year  1953- 
1954." 

SEC.  5.  Section  30S  (d)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  stiklng  out  "school  years  1951- 
1952  and  1953  1954"  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "schcx)!  yea-s  1953  1954  and  1955- 
1956  " 

Sec.  6.  The  first  sentence  of  section  310 
of  such  act  Is  amended  by  striking  out  "1954" 
and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "1956." 

Sec.  7.  Section  209  (e)  of  such  act  Is 
amended  by  striking  out  "1955"  and  Insert- 
ing In  lieu  thereof  "1957." 

Sec.  8.  The  amendments  made  by  this  act 
shall  not  apply  with  respect  to  any  applica- 
tion filed,  r  any  funds  appropriated,  before 
the  enactment  of  this  act. 

And  to  amend  the  title  so  as  to  read: 
"An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  815,  81st 
Congress,  in  order  to  extend  for  two 
additional  years  the  program  of  assist- 
ance for  school  construction  under  title 
III  of  that  act." 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  now  move  that  the 
Senate  concur  in  the  House  amend- 
ments. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


LOSS  OP  NATIONALITY  OF  PERSONS 
CONVICTED  OP  CERTAIN  CRIMES 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7130)  to  amend  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  to  pro- 
vide for  the  loss  of  nationality  of  per- 
sons convicted  of  certain  crimes. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
subject  matter  of  this  bill  is  substan- 
tiallly  covered  in  the  existing  law.  I 
believe  it  is  covered  there  about  as  fully 
as  it  can  be,  within  the  limits  of  con- 
stitutionality. I  will  agree  there  is  a 
certain  doubtful  area  within  which  the 
bill  might  have  some  effect,  while  stay- 
ing within  the  bounds  of  constitution- 
ality. But  I  do  not  favor  legislating  in 
such  doubtful  areas,  if  it  can  be  avoided. 

There  appears  to  be  Uttle  doubt  that 
It  is  constitutional  for  the  Congress  to 
enact  a  reasonable  statute  providing  that 
the  voluntary  performance  of  a  certain 
act  shall  be  deemed  an  act  of  expatria- 
tion. On  the  other  hand,  it  is  extremely 
doubtful  if  the  Congress  can  provide 
that  the  mere  maintenance  of  a  status 
shall  be  deemed  the  basis  for  expatria- 
tion. Also,  there  is  serious  doubt  about 
the  constitutional  right  of  the  Congress 
to  deprive  a  man  of  his  citizenship  as  a 


criminal  penalty.  Depriving  a  felon  of 
his  civil  rights  is,  of  course,  an  accepted 
thing;  but  depriving  a  felon  of  his  citi- 
zenship, which  means  his  basic  nation- 
ality, is  an  entirely  different  matter. 

I  think  it  would  be  a  grave  mistake  to 
amend  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act  in  such  a  way  as  to  render  it  subject 
to  a  court  decision  declaring  a  portion 
of  the  act  unconstitutional ;  and  I  think 
there  is  no  such  urgency  about  the  bill 
H.  R.  7130  as  to  justify  the  risk  in  this 
case. 

This  bill  would  make  it  a  basis  for 
expatriation  to  be  convicted  of  a  viola- 
tion of  section  2385  of  title  18,  United 
States  Code.  Under  this  section,  it  is 
a  crime  to  be  a  member  of  an  organiza- 
tion advocating  the  overthrow  by  force 
or  violence  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  or  of  any  State,  Territory, 
or  possession  thereof  or  any  political 
subdivision  thereunder.  In  the  case  of 
violations  of  this  provision,  any  expatri- 
ation which  might  result  under  this  bill 
would  be  clearly  an  additional  penalty 
upon  conviction  of  a  crime,  since  there 
would  be  no  affirmative  or  willful  act 
which  could  be  deemed  to  be  an  act  of 
expatriation.  The  crime  here  is  the 
mere  maintenance  of  a  status.  I  do  not 
wish  to  argue  here  and  now  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  the  mere  maintenance 
of  a  status  can  itself  be  made  a  crime. 
That  statute  is  on  the  books,  and  is  for 
the  courts  to  interpret.  What  I  am 
saying  is  that  there  is  grave  doubt,  at 
least,  whether  the  Congress  can  impose 
expatriation  as  the  penalty  for  a  crime 
which  consists  entirely  of  the  mere  main- 
tenance of  a  status. 

Because  I  do  not  believe  it  is  fighting 
communism  effectively  to  pass  legisla- 
tion which  is  clearly  unconstitutional  or 
which  is  a  mere  invitation  to  litigation, 
I  do  not  believe  the  bill  H.  R.  7130  should 
be  enacted  in  the  form  in  which  it  has 
been  reported  from  committee. 

I  send  to  the  desk  an  amendment 
which  would  cure  the  deficiency  in  this 
bill  which  worries  me,  by  limiting  the 
effect  of  the  bill,  with  respect  to  expatria- 
tion, to  those  violations  of  section  2385 
involving  the  performance  of  a  willful 
act.  I  ask  that  this  amendment  be  read 
by  the  clerk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  'The 
Secretary  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  2, 
line  2.  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
words  "of  section"  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  words  "of  title  18.  United 
States  Code,  or  willfully  performing  any 
act  in  violation  cf  section." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Nevada. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  which 
is  sought  to  be  amended  by  the  pending 
bill,  contains  a  separability  clause.  If 
any  part  of  the  act  is  determined  to  be 
unconstitutional,  the  remainder  of  the 
act  is  not  affected. 

However,  in  view  of  the  lateness  of  the 
session,  and  in  order  to  get  this  measure 
on  the  books,  because  it  will  cover  most 
of  the  violations  under  the  Smith  Act,  I 
do  not  oppose  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
I  Mr.  McCarkamI. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  oE)en  to  further  amendment. 

If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to 
be  proi}osed  the  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendment  and  the 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  wai  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


TERMINATION  OP  SUPERVISION 
OVER  CERTAIN  INDIANS  IN  THE 
STATE  OP  UTAH— CONFERENCE 
REPORT 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  submit  a  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill 
(S.  2670)  to  provide  for  the  termination 
of  Federal  supervision  over  the  property 
of  certain  tribes,  bands,  and  colonies  of 
Indians  in  the  State  of  Utah  and  the 
individual  members  thereof,  and  for 
other  purposes.  I  ask  unanimous  eon- 
sent  for  the  present  consideration  of  the 
report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re- 
port will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report, 
as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dlra- 
greelng  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bUl  (S.  3670) 
to  provide  for  the  termination  of  Federal 
supervision  over  the  property  of  certain 
tribes,  bands,  and  colonies  of  Indiana  In  the 
State  of  Utah  and  the  individual  members 
thereof,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met, 
after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed 
to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  tbeir 
respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendments  of  the  House  and 
agree  to  the  same. 

Arthur  V.  Watkins, 
Henry  C.  Dwokshak. 
Clinton  P.  Andexson, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
Wayne  N.  Aspinall, 
William  A.  Dawson, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  ttie  House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  the  bill 
as  it  was  passed  by  the  Senate  sought 
to  free  359  Indians  of  miscellaneous 
tribes  in  southwestern  Utah  and  give 
them  the  right  to  take  full  charge  of 
their  property  and  to  become  independ- 
ent and  free  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
Subsequent  to  the  passage  of  the  bill  in 
the  Senate,  two  Indian  bands  in  west- 
central  Utah  asked  to  be  removed  from 
the  provisions  of  the  bill.  There  are 
about  144  Indians  in  those  2  bands.  The 
House  adopted  an  amendment  removing 
the  two  bands  which  had  objected. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
conference  report. 
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Tlie    FRESn>lNO    OFFICER.       The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 

TQXMrt. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 


August  18 


EXTENSION  OP  DETKNTION  BENE- 
FITS TO  EIiIFLOYEES  OF  CON- 
TRACTORS WITH  THE  UNITED 
STATES 

The  FRBSIDINO  OFFICER. laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amfrndmentB  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
Ml)  to  extend  detention  benefits  under 
the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948  to  employees 
of  contractors  with  the  United  States, 
which  were,  to  strike  out  all  after  the  en- 
acting clause  and  insert: 

That  this  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "War 
,  Claims  Act  Amendments  of  1954." 
Tmx  I 

8ac.  101.  (a)  Clause  (2)  of  subsection  (sr) 
of  MCtlon  5  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948. 
as  amended  (60  i^p.  U.  8.  C,  sec.  2004),  Is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  out  "(A)  a  per- 
son within  the  purview  of  the  act  entitled 
*Aa  act  to  provide  compensation  for  em- 
ployee* of  the  United  States  suffering  In- 
juries while  In  the  performance  of  their 
diitles,  and  for  other  purposes,'  approved 
September  7.  1916,  as  amended,  and  as  ex- 
tended; or  (B)  a  person  within  the  purview 
of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide  benefits 
for  the  injury,  disability,  death,  or  enemy 
detention  of  employees  of  contractors  with 
the  United  States,  and  for  other  pxirposes.*- 
approved  December  2,  1942,  as  amended;  or 
(C)  a  person  within  the  piirvlew  of  the  Miss- 
ing Persons  Act  of  March  7,  1942  (56  Stat. 
143),  as  amended:  or  (D)." 

(b)  Paragraph  (3)  of  subsection  (f)  ^f 
such  section  Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"(3)  The  following  provisions  of  such  act 
Of  December  2.  1942,  as  amended,  shall  not 
apply  in  the  case  of  such  civilian  American 
citizens:  The  last  sentence  of  section  101 
(a),  section  101  (b),  section  101  (d),  sec- 
tion 104.  and  section  105." 

(c)  Such  subsection  (f)  is  hereby  further 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  paragraphs: 

"(10)  No  benefits  provided  by  this  sub- 
section tor  Injury,  disability,  or  deattt  snail 
accrue  to  ajaj  person  who,  without  regard  to 
this  subsection,  is  entitled  to  or  has  received 
benefits  for  the  same  injury,  disability,  or 
death  \mder  such  act  of  December  2.  1942,  as 
amended. 

"(11)    No  benefits  provided  by  this  sub- 
section shall  accrue  to  any  person  to  whom 
benefits  have  been  paid,  or  are  payable,  under 
the  Federal  Employees'  Compensation  Aot, 
or  any  extension  thereof,  by  reason  of  dis- 
ability or  death  of  an  employee  of  the  United 
States  suffered  after  capture,  detention,  or 
other  restraint  by  an  enemy  of  the  United 
States,    when   such   disability   or   death   is 
deemed.  In  the  administration  of  the  Federal 
Employees'  Compensation  Act,  to  have  re- 
sulted from  Injury  occurring  while  in  the 
performance  of  duty,  under  subsection   (b) 
of  section  6  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide 
compensation  for  employees  of  the  United 
States  siifferlng  Injuries  while  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  duties,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." as  amended.'  approved  July  28,  1945 
as  amended." 

(d)  The  second  proviso  of  subsection  (b) 
of  section  5  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide 
compensation  for  employees  of  the  United 
States  suffering  injuries  while  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  duties,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses,' as  amended,"  approved  July  28,  1945. 
la  hereby  amended  by  Inserting  immediately 


after  "gratuity  from  the  United  Statea"  the 
foUowlng:  "(other  than  detention  benefits 
under  section  6  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of 
1948." 

(e)  (1)  Individuals  entitled  to  btnefits 
under  subsections  (b),  (c),  or  (d)  at  sec- 
tion 5  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended,  solely  by  reason  of  the  amend- 
ments made  by  this  act,  must  file  claim 
therefor  within  1  year  after  the  date  of  en- 
actment of  this  act. 

(2)  The  time  limitations  applicable  to  the 
filing  of  claims  for  benefits  extended  and 
made  applicable  to  any  individual  by  sub- 
section (f )  of  such  section  5  shall  not  begin 
to  run  until  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act 
with  respect  to  any  individual  who  is  entitled 
to  such  benefits  solely  by  reason  off  the 
amendments  made  by  this  act.  This  para- 
graph shall  not  be  construed  to  affect  the 
right  of  any  individual  to  receive  such  bene- 
fits with  respect  to  any  period  prior  to  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

SBC.  102.  (a)  (1)  Subsection  (d)  ot  sec- 
tion 5  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended;  subsection  (c)  of  section  6  of 
such  act;  and  paragraph  (4)  of  subsection 
(d)  of  such  section  6,  are  each  hereby 
amended  by  striking  out  "dependent"  each 
time  It  occurs. 

(2)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  5  of  the  War 
Claims  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  is  amended 
by  striking  out  "and"  at  the  end  of  clause 
(2),  striking  out  the  period  at  the  end  of 
clause  (3)  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof;  •'; 
and",  and  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  clause: 

"(4)  Parents  (in  equal  shares)  If  there  Is 
no  husband,  or  child." 

(b)  The  amendments  made  by  this  sec- 
tion shall  not  apply  with  respect  to  beneflts 

■^ald  prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act. 

(c)  Individuals  entitled  to  benefits  tolely 
by  reason  of  the  amendments  made  by  this 
section  must  file  claim  therefor  within  1 
year  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act 

Sec.  103.  The  War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  as 
amended,  is  hereby  fiu-ther  amended  by  add- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"Sic.  15.  (a)  The  Commission  is  authorized 
to  receive  and  to  determine,  according  to  law 
the  amount  and  validity,  and  pre  '.de  for  the 
payment  of  any  claim  for  compensation  filed 
by  or  on  behalf  of  any  individual  who,  being 
then  an  American  citizen,  served  in  the  mili- 
tary or  naval  forces  of  any  government  allied 
with   the  United  States   during  World   War 
II  who  was  held  as  a  prisoner  of  war  for  any 
period  of  time  subsequent   to  December  7, 
1941,  by  any  government  of  any  nation  with 
Which  such  allied  government  has  been  at 
war  subsequent  to  such  date.    Compensation 
shall  be  payable  under  this  section  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  standards  established  by, 
and  at  the  rates  prescribed  in,  subsection  (b) 
of  section  6  of  this  act,  and  paragraphs  (2) 
and  (3)  of  subsection  (d)  of  such  section  6. 
"(b)   The  amount  payable  under  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  reduced   by  such   sum  as  the 
individual   entitled   to   compensation   under 
this  section  has  received  or  is  entitled  to  re- 
ceive from  any  government  by  reason  of  the 
same  detention. 

"(c)  In  the  event  of  death  of  the  individ- 
ual entitled  to  compensation  under  this  sec- 
tion, payment  may  be  made  to  the  persons 
specified  in  paragraph  (4)  of  subsection  (d) 
of  section  6  of  this  act. 

"(d)  Claims  for  benefits  under  this  section 
must  be  filed  within  1  year  after  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  section. 

"(e)  Any  claim  allowed  under  the  provl- 
alons  of  this  section  shall  be  certified  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment  out 
of  the  War  Claims  Fund  established  bv  sec- 
tion 13  of  this  act. 

"Sec.  16.  (a)  As  used  In  thU  section,  the 
term  'merchant  seaman'  means  any  Individ- 
ual who  was  employed  as  a  seaman  or  crew 
member  on  any  vessel  registered  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States,  or  under  the  laws 


of  any  government  friendly  to  the  United 
States  during  World  War  II,  and  Who  was  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States  on  and  after 
December  7.  1941.  to  the  date  of  his  death 
or  the  date  of  filing  claim  under  this  section; 
except  any  such  individual  who  Is  entitled 
to,  or  who  has  received,  benefits  under  section 
5  of  this  act  as  a  'civilian  American  citizen'. 

"(b)  The  Commission  is  authorized  to  re- 
ceive and  determine,  according  to  law,  the 
amount  and  validity,  and  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  any  claim  for  detention  benefits 
filed  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  merchant  seaman 
who,  being  then  a  merchant  seaman,  was 
captured  or  interned  or  held  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  German;-  or  the  Imperial  Japanese 
Government,  its  agents  or  Instrumentalities 
In  World  War  II  for  any  period  of  time  sub- 
sequent to  December  7.  1941,  during  which  h« 
was  held  by  either  such  government  as  a 
prisoner.  Internee,  hostage,  cw  in  any  other 
capacity.  Detention  benefits  shall  be  paid 
under  this  section  at  the  rates  prescribed 
and  in  the  manner  provided  in  subsections 
(c)  and  (d)  of  section  5  of  this  act. 

"(c)  Payment  of  any  claim  filed  imder 
this  section  shall  not  be  made  to  any  mer- 
chant seaman,  or  to  any  siorvlvor  or  surviv- 
ors thereof,  who,  voluntarily,  knowingly,  and 
without  duress,  gave  aid  to  or  collaborated 
with  or  in  any  manner  served  any  govern- 
ment hostile  to  the  United  States  during 
World  War  II. 

"(d)  Claims  for  benefits  under  this  section 
must  be  filed  within  1  year  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  section. 

"(e)  Any  claim  allowed  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  section  shall  be  certified  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment  out  of 
the  War  Claims  Fund  established  by  section 
13  of  this  act. 

"Sk;.  17.  (a)  (1)  The  Commission  Is  au- 
thorized to  receive  and  to  determine,  accord- 
ing to  law,  the  amount  and  validity,  and 
provide  for  the  payment  of  any  claim  filed 
by— 

"(A)   any  individual  who — 

"(i)  on  or  after  December  7,  1941,  was  a 
member  of  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States; 

"(11)  is  the  survivor  of  any  deceased  Indi- 
vidual described  in  subparagraph  (1); 

"(HI  I  was  a  national  of  the  United  States 
on  December  7,  1941,  and  is  a  national  of  the 
United  States  on  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  section:  or 

"(iv)  is  the  survivor  of  any  deceased  indi- 
vidual who  was  a  national  of  the  United 
States  on  December  7.  1941,  and  would  be 
a  national  of  the  United  States  on  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  section  if  llvlr^;   or 

"(B)  any  partnership,  firm,  corporation, 
or  other  legal  entity.  In  which  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  ownership  was  vested 
directly  or  indirectly,  both  on  December  7,' 
1941.  and  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
section,  in  Individuals  referred  to  In  sub- 
paragraph (A)  of  this  paragraph: 
for  losses  arising  as  a  result  of  the  seques- 
tration of  accounts,  deposits,  or  other  credits 
of  such  individual  or  legal  entity  In  the  Phil- 
ippines by  the  Imperial  Japanese  Govern- 
ment. 

"(2)  The  Commission  Is  authorized  to  re- 
ceive and  to  determine,  according  to  law, 
the  amount  and  validity,  and  provide  for  the 
payment  of  any  claim  filed  by  any  bank  or 
other  financial  Institution  doing  business 
In  the  Philippines  which  reestablished  se- 
questered accounts,  deposits,  or  other  credits 
of — 

"(A)  any  individual  referred  to  In  subpara- 
graph (A)  of  paragraph  (1)  of  this  sub- 
section: or 

"(B)  any  partnership,  firm,  corporation, 
or  other  legal  entity.  In  which  more  than 
50  percent  of  the  ownership  was  vested,  dl- 
"^V"  °''  ^'^'^"■ectly.  both  on  December  7, 
1941,  and  on  the  date  of  reestablishment  of 
such  sequestered  credits.  In  individuals  re- 
ferred to  In  such  subparagraph  (A)j     * 
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for  reimbursement  of  the  amounts  of  such 
sequestered   credits   paid   by  such  bank  or 

financial  institution. 

"(b)  Claims  must  be  filed  under  this  sec- 
tion within  1  year  after  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  section. 

"(c)  Where  any  individual  entitled  to  pay- 
ment under  this  section  Is  under  any  legal 
disability,  payment  may  be  made  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  subsection  (e) 
nf  section  5  of  this  act.  In  the  case  of  the 
death  of  any  individual  entitled  to  payment 
cf  any  claim  under  this  section,  payment 
of  such  claim  shall  be  made  to  the  individ- 
uals specified,  and  In  the  order  provided,  in 
subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  this  act:  except 
that  no  payment  shall  be  made  under  this 
section  to  any  Individual  who  voluntarily, 
knowingly,  and  without  duress,  gave  aid  to 
or  collaborated  with  or  In  any  manner  served 
any  government  hostile  to  the  United  States 
during  World  War  U. 

"(d(  Each  claim  allowed  under  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  certified  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  for  payment  out  of  the  war 
claims  fund  established  under  section  13 
of  this  act.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
shall  pay  such  claims  as  follows: 

"(1)  In  the  case  of  each  claim  allowed  in 
an  amount  equal  to  or  less  than  $500.  such 
claim  shall  be  paid  In  full;  and 

"(2)  In  the  case  of  each  claim  allowed 
In  an  amount  greater  than  »500,  such  claim 
Fhall  be  paid  in  two  Installmenu.  The  first 
installment  shall  be  paid  in  an  amount  equal 
to  $300  plus  66*3  percent  of  the  amount 
of  such  claim  allowed  in  excess  of  $500.  Tlie 
last  Installment  shall  be  computed  as  of  Sep- 
tember 1.  1956.  under  the  next  sentence  of 
this  paragraph,  and.  as  so  computed,  shall 
be  paid  from  the  sums  remaining  in  the 
war  claims  fund  on  that  date.  If  the  sums 
remaining  in  the  war  claims  fund  on  Sep- 
tember 1,  1956,  are  sufficient  to  satisfy  all 
claims  allowed  under  this  section  and  not 
paid  in  full,  the  unpaid  portion  of  each  such 
claim  shall  be  paid  in  full;  if  the  sums  re- 
maining in  the  war  claims  fund  on  Sep- 
tember 1,  1956,  are  not  sufficient  to  satisfy 
nil  claims  allowed  under  this  section  and  not 
paid  In  full,  the  last  Installment  payable 
on  each  such  claim  shall  be  reduced  ratably, 
and,  as  so  reduced,  shall  be  paid  from  the 
war  claims  fund." 

Sec.  104.  (a)  Section  13  of  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948.  as  amended  (50  App.  U.  S.  C, 
sec  2012).  Is  hereby  amended  bv  striking 
out  subsections  (b)  and  (c)  thereof,  and  by 
Inserting  Immediately  after  subsection  (a) 
thereof  the  following: 

"(b)  Before  August  1,  1956,  the  Secretary 
of  Labo"-  shall  estimate  and  report  to  the 
President  the  total  amount  which  will  be 
required  to  pay  all  benefits  payable  by  reason 
of  section  5  (f)  of  this  act.  If  the  President 
approves  the  amount  so  estimated  as  reason- 
ably accurate,  the  total  amount  so  estimated 
and  approved  shall  be  certified  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury;  11  the  President  does 
not  so  approve  he  shall  determine  such 
amount,  and  ths  amount  so  determined  shall 
be  certified  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Such  certification  shall  be  made  on  or  before 
September  1.  1956.  The  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  shall  then  transfer  from  the  war 
claims  fund  to  the  general  fund  of  the 
Treasury  a  sum  equal  to  the  total  amount 
certified  to  him  under  this  subsection. 

"(c)  Before  August  1.  1956.  the  Secretary 
of  Labor  shall  estimate  and  report  to  the 
President  the  total  amount  which  will  be 
required  to  pay  all  additional  benefits  pay- 
able as  a  result  of  the  enactment  of  section 
4  (c)  of  this  act.  If  the  President  approves 
the  amount  so  estimated  as  reasonably  ac- 
curate, the  total  amount  so  estimated  and 
approved  shall  be  certified  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury;  if  the  President  does  not  so 
approve,  he  shall  determine  such  amount, 
and  the  amount  so  determined  shall  be  cer- 
tified to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Such 
certification  shall  be  made  on  or  before  Sep- 


tember 1,  1956.  Hie  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury shall  then  transfer  from  the  war  claims 
fund  to  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury  a 
svim  equal  to  the  total  amount  certified  to 
him  under  this  subsection." 

(b)  Subsection  (d)  of  such  section  13  Is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  out  "The  Secre- 
tary of  State"  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof 
the  following:  "On  or  before  August  1,  1956. 
thv.  Secretary  of  State." 

Sec  105.  Within  2  years  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  act,  the  Foreign  Claims 
Settlement  Commission  of  the  United  States 
shall  wind  up  its  affairs  in  connection  with 
the  settlement  of  all  clLims  for  benefits  au- 
thorized by  the  amendments  made  by  this 
act. 

TrrLE  II 

Sec.  201.  As  useJ  in  this  title — 

(a)  The  term  "prisoner  of  war"  has  the 
meaning  assigned  to  it  by  section  6  of  the 
War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  as  amended;  and 

(b)  The  term  "civilian  American  citizen" 
has  the  meaning  assigned  to  It  by  subsection 
(a)  of  section  5  of  such  act. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  Health,  Educa- 
tion, and  Welfare,  in  cooperation  with,  and 
with  the  assistance  of.  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans'  Affairs,  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  and 
the  Secretary  o'  Defense,  shall  conduct  a 
study  of — 

( 1 )  the  mortality  rates  amono;  prisoners  of 
war  and  civilian  American  citizens,  with  a 
view  to  determining  "whether  their  abnor- 
mally high  mortality  rate  Is  directly  attribu- 
table to  the  malnutrition  and  other  hard- 
ships suffered  by  them  while  held  as  prisoners 
of  war.  hostages.  Internees,  or  In  any  other 
capacity: 

(2)  the  mental  and  physical  consequences 
of  the  malnutrition  and  other  hardships  suf- 
fered by  prisoners  of  war  and  civilian  Amer- 
ican citizens  while  so  held;  and 

(3)  the  procedures  and  standards  which 
should  be  applied  in  the  diagnosis  of  the 
mental  and  physical  condition  of  prisoners 
of  war  and  civilian  American  citizens. 

Sec.  203.  Not  later  than  1  year  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  title,  the  Secretary 
of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  shall  re- 
port the  results  of  such  study  to  the  Presi- 
dent for  transmittal  to  the  Congress. 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act 
to  extend  benefits  under  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948  to  certain  classes  of  persons, 
and  for  other  purposes." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
urge  the  Senate  to  accept  the  House 
amendments  to  S.  541.  If  my  colleagues 
will  bear  with  me,  I  shall  explain  briefly 
why  I  take  this  position. 

The  purpose  of  S.  541.  which  I  in- 
troduced and  which  passed  the  Senate 
on  July  18,  1953.  was  to  correct  an  in- 
equity which  exists  under  the  present 
provisions  of  the  V.'^ar  Claims  Act  of  1948. 
The  bill  authorizes  detention  benefits  to 
be  granted  to  certain  employees  of 
American  war  contractors  who  were  en- 
gaged in  the  construction  of  airfields, 
fortifications,  and  ship  facilities  in  the 
Pacific  Islands  prior  to  World  War  II  and 
who  were  interned  by  the  Japanese  in 
prisoner  of  war  camps.  Their  present 
exclusion  from  the  benefits  of  the  War 
Claims  Act  is  manifestly  unjust. 

The  amendments  to  S.  541.  proposed 
by  the  House  committee,  and  which  the 
House  adopted,  would  correct  certain 
other  equally  glaring  injustices  under  the 
present  coverage  of  the  War  Claims  Act. 

Detention  benefits  would  be  pranted  to 
a  few  other  small  groups  of  prisoners  of 
war  and  civilian  internees  who  are  as 
deserving  as  the  groups  already  covered 
by  the  act.  Also  American  nationals,  in- 
cluding survivors  of  Bataan  and  Cor- 


regidor,  whose  bank  accounts  and  other 
credits  were  confiscated  by  the  Japanese 
and  whose  claims  against  Japan  were 
waived  in  the  Japanese  Peace  Treaty 
would  be  compensated.  This  amend- 
ment accomplishes  exactly  the  same  pur- 
pose as  the  bill  S.  3305,  which  I  also  in- 
troduced, and  which  was  favorably  re- 
ported by  the  Judiciary  Committee  on 
July  19,  1954. 

The  enactment  of  S.  541,  with  the 
amendments  proposed  by  the  House,  will 
substantially  wind  up  the  war  claims 
program  instituted  through  the  War 
Claims  Act  of  1948. 

The  question  has  been  asked  whether 
there  is  enough  money  in  the  War  Claims 
Fund  to  take  care  of  the  provisions  of 
this  bill.  The  answer  to  that  question 
is  that  after  the  pajmient  of  all  claims 
presently  authorized  by  the  War  Claims 
Act,  including  the  revised  awards  in 
favor  of  religious  organizations,  the 
Budget  Bureau  has  stated  that  at  least 
$13  million  will  remain  in  the  War  Claims 
Fund.  This  amount  should  cover  all  or 
nearly  all  of  the  claims  authorized  by 
S.  541,  and  the  House  amendments 
thereto. 

Let  me  recapitulate,  Mr.  President, 
basically,  the  House  version  of  this  bill 
consists  of  two  bills  both  of  which  have 
been  reported  favorably  to  the  Senate 
from  the  Committee  on  the  JudiciaiT, 
and  one  of  which  has  passed  the  Senate. 
These  are,  first,  the  original  S.  541,  which 
has  already  passed  the  Senate,  and  which 
would  grant  detention  benefits  under  the 
War  Claims  Act  to  employees  of  Ameri- 
can war  contractors  who  were  captured 
and  interned  by  the  Japanese  in  prisoner 
of  war  camps ;  and  second,  the  bill  S.  3305, 
reported  favorably  by  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee on  July  19,  which  would  com- 
pensate American  nationals,  including 
survivors  of  Bataan  and  Corregidor. 
whose  bank  accounts  and  other  deposits 
in  the  Philippines  were  confiscated  by  the 
Japanese.  The  claims  of  these  people 
against  the  Japanese  Grovemment  were 
waived  by  Secretary  Dulles  in  the  Jap- 
enese  Peace  Treaty. 

The  House  amendments  correct  cer- 
tain other  injustices  under  the  present 
War  Claims  Act  by  extending  the  de- 
tention benefits  provided  by  the  act  t* 
a  few  small  groups  presently  excluded, 
such  as  about  1.250  Federal  employees  in 
the  same  situation  as  the  war  contrac- 
tors employees,  and  approximately  250 
merchant  seamen.  The  House  amend- 
ments also  provide  that  a  study  should 
be  made  of  the  effects  of  malnutrition 
and  other  hardships  suffered  by  prison- 
ers of  war  and  civilian  internees. 

With  respect  to  the  major  provision  of 
the  House  amendment,  compensating 
American  nationals  whose  bank  accounts 
and  other  deposits  in  the  Philippines 
were  confiscated  by  the  Japanese,  the 
equity  of  this  bill  for  compensation  is 
clearly  seen  when  it  is  realized  that  in 
the  Japanese  peace  treaty  the  United 
States  took  from  these  citizens  the  right 
to  claim  compensation  from  the  Japa- 
nese for  the  property  that  had  been 
taken  from  them.  This  legislation  as  it 
comes  from  the  House — and  in  that  re- 
spect, the  effect  is  the  same  as  in  the 
bill  S.  3305  reported  favorably  from  the 
Judiciary  Committee  and  now  on  the 
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Hie  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Question  ia  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 


EXTENSION  OF  DETENTION  BENE- 
FITS TO  EMH/DYEES  OF  CON- 
TRACTORS WITH  THE  UNITED 
STATES 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER. laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
541)  to  extend  detention  benefits  under 
the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948  to  employees 
of  contractors  with  the  United  States, 
which  were,  to  strike  out  all  after  the  en- 
acting clause  and  insert: 

That  this  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "War 
Claims  Act  Amendments  of  1954." 

Tnxi:  I 

Sk.  101.  (a)  Clause  (2)  of  subsection  (a) 
of  section  6  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1048, 
as  amended  (60  App.  U.  S.  C,  sec.  2Q04),  is 
hereby  amended  by  striUng  out  "(A)  a  per- 
son within  the  purview  of  the  act  entitled 
'An  act  to  provide  compensation  for  em- 
ployees of  the  United  States  suffering  in- 
juries while  In  the  performance  of  their 
duties,  and  for  other  purposes,'  approved 
September  7.  1816,  as  amended,  and  as  ex- 
tended; or  (B)  a  person  within  the  purview 
of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide  benefits 
for  the  Injury,  disability,  death,  or  enemy 
detention  of  employees  of  contractors  with 
the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes.' 
approved  December  2.  1942,  as  amended:  or 
(C)  a  person  within  the  purview  of  the  Miss- 
ing Persons  Act  of  March  7,  1942  (56  Stat. 
143),  as  amended;  or  (D)." 

(b)  Paragraph  (3)  of  subsection  (f)  of 
such  section  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
f oUows : 

"(3)  The  following  provisions  of  such  act 
of  December  2,  1042,  as  amended,  shall  not 
apply  In  the  case  of  such  civilian  American 
citizens:  The  last  sentence  of  section  101 
(a),  section  101  (b),  section  101  (d),  sec- 
tion 104.  and  section  105." 

(c)  Such  subsection  (f)  is  hereby  further 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
lollowing  new  paragraphs: 

"(10)  No  benefits  provided  by  this  sub- 
section for  injury,  disability,  or  death  shall 
accrue  to  an^  person  who.  without  regard  to 
this  subsection,  is  entitled  to  or  has  received 
benefits  for  the  same  injury,  disability,  or 
death  under  such  act  of  December  2,  1942,  as 
amended. 

"(11)  No  benefits  provided  by  this  sub- 
section shall  accrue  to  any  person  to  whom 
benefits  have  been  paid,  or  are  payable,  under 
the  Federal  Employees'  Compensation  Aot, 
or  any  extension  thereof,  by  reason  of  dls- 
abUlty  or  death  of  an  employee  of  the  United 
States  suffered  after  capture,  detention,  or 
other  restraint  by  an  enemy  of  the  United 
States,  when  such  disability  or  death  Is 
deemed.  In  the  administration  of  the  Federal 
Employees'  Comp>ensation  Act,  to  have  re- 
sulted from  Injury  occurring  while  in  the 
performance  of  duty,  under  subsection  (b) 
of  section  5  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide 
compensation  for  employees  of  the  United 
States  siifferlng  injuries  while  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  duties,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." as  amended,'  approved  July  28.  1945, 
as  amended." 

(d)  The  second  proviso  of  subsection  (b) 
of  section  5  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide 
compensation  for  employees  of  the  United 
States  suffering  Injuries  while  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  duties,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses,' as  amended."  approved  July  28.  1945, 
Is  hereby  amended  by  Inserting  immediately 


after  "gratuity  from  the  United  States"  the 
following:  "(other  than  detention  benefits 
imder'secUon  6  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of 
1948." 

(e)  (1)  Individuals  entitled  to  lienefits 
under  subsections  (b).  (c).  or  (d)  of  sec- 
tion 6  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948, -as 
amended,  solely  by  reason  of  the  amend- 
ments made  by  this  act,  must  file  claim 
therefor  within  1  year  after  the  date  of  en- 
actmedt  of  this  act. 

(2)  The  time  limitations  applicable  to  the 
filing  of  claims  for  benefits  extended  and 
made  applicable  to  any  individual  by  sub- 
section (f )  of  such  section  5  shall  not  begin 
to  run  until  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act 
with  respect  to  any  individual  who  is  entitled 
to  such  benefits  solely  by  reason  of  the 
amendments  made  by  this  act.  This  para- 
graph shall  not  be  construed  to  affect  the 
right  of  any  individual  to  receive  Such  bene- 
fits with  respect  to  any  period  prior  to  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

SBC.  102.  (a)  (1)  Subsection  (d)  of  sec- 
tion 5  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended;  subsection  (c)  of  section  6  of 
such  act;  and  paragraph  (4)  of  subsection 
(d)  of  such  section  6,  are  each  hereby 
amended  by  striking  out  "dependent"  each 
time  it  occurs. 

(2)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  5  of  the  War 
Claims  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  is  amended 
by  striking  out  "and"  at  the  end  of  clause 
(2),  striking  out  the  period  at  the  end  of 
clause  (3)  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof:  "; 
and",  and  by  adding  at  the  end  thereor  the 
following  new  clause: 

"(4)  Parents  (in  equal  shares)  if  there  Is 
no  husband,  or  child." 

(b)  The  amendments  made  by  this  sec- 
tion shall  not  apply  with  respect  to  beneflts 
paid  prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act. 

(c)  Individuals  entitled  to  beneflts  solely 
by  reason  of  the  amendments  made  by  this 
section  must  file  claim  therefor  within  1 
year  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act 

Sec.  103.  The  War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  as 
amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  by  add- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"Sec.  15.  (a)  The  Commission  Is  authorized 
to  receive  and  to  determine,  according  to  law. 
the  amount  and  validity,  and  provide  for  the 
payment  of  any  claim  for  compensation  filed 
by  or  on  behalf  of  any  Individual  who,  being 
then  an  American  citizen,  served  in  the  mili- 
tary or  naval  forces  of  any  government  allied 
with  the  United  States  during  World  War 
H  who  was  held  as  a  prisoner  of  war  for  any 
period  of  time  subsequent  to  December  7, 
1941,  by  any  government  of  any  nation  with 
which  such  allied  government  has  been  at 
war  subsequent  to  such  date.  Compensation 
shall  be  payable  under  this  section  tn  ac- 
cordance with  the  standards  established  by. 
and  at  the  rates  prescribed  In,  subsection  (bi 
of  section  6  of  this  act,  and  paragraphs  (2) 
and  (3)  of  subsection  (d)  of  such  section  t. 
"(b)  The  amount  payable  under  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  reduced  by  such  sum  as  tl»e 
Individual  entitled  to  compensation  under 
this  section  has  received  or  is  entitled  to  re- 
ceive from  any  government  by  reason  of  the 
same  detention. 

"(c)  In  the  event  of  death  of  the  Individ- 
ual entitled  to  compensation  under  tills  sec- 
tion, payment  may  be  made  to  the  persons 
specified  in  paragraph  (4)  of  subsection  (d) 
of  section  6  of  this  act. 

"(d)  Claims  for  benefits  under  this  sectloo 
must  be  filed  within  1  year  after  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  section. 

"(e)  Any  clalin  allowed  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  section  shall  be  certified  to  th* 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment  out 
of  the  War  Claims  Fund  established  by  sec- 
tion 13  of  this  act. 

"Sec.  16.  (a)  As  used  in  this  section,  the 
term  "merchant  seaman'  means  any  individ- 
ual who  was  employed  as  a  seaman  or  crew 
member  on  any  vessel  registered  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States,  or  under  the  laws 


of  any  government  friendly  to  the  United 
States  during  World  War  II,  and  who  was  » 
citizen  of  the  United  States  on  and  after 
December  7,  1941,  to  the  date  of  his  death 
or  the  date  of  filing  claim  under  this  section; 
except  any  such  individual  who  Is  entitled 
to,  or  who  has  received,  Ijeneflts  under  section 
5  of  this  act  as  a  'civilian  American  oitizen'. 
"(b)  The  Commission  Is  authorized  to  re- 
ceive and  determine,  according  to  law,  the 
amount  and  validity,  and  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  any  claim  for  detention  benefits 
filed  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  merchant  seaman 
who,  being  then  a  merchant  seaman,  was 
captiu-ed  or  interned  or  held  by  the  Qovern- 
ment  of  German;-  or  the  Imperial  Japanese 
Government,  its  agents  or  instrumentalities 
In  World  War  II  for  any  period  of  time  sub- 
sequent to  December  7.  1941,  during  which  he 
was  held  by  either  such  government  as  a 
prisoner,  Internee,  hostage,  or  in  any  other 
capacity.  Detention  beneflts  shall  be  paid 
under  this  section  at  the  rates  prescribed 
and  In  the  manner  provided  In  subsections 
(c)  and  (d)  of  section  5  of  this  act. 

"(c)  Payment  of  any  claim  flled  under 
this  section  shall  not  t>e  made  to  any  mer- 
chant seaman,  or  to  any  survivor  or  surviv- 
ors thereof,  who.  voluntarily,  Itnowlngly.  and 
without  duress,  gave  aid  to  or  collaborated 
with  or  in  any  manner  served  any  govern- 
ment hostile  to  the  United  States  during 
World  War  II. 

"(d)  Claims  for  beneflts  under  this  section 
must  be  flled  within  1  year  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  section. 

"(e)  Any  claim  allowed  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  section  shall  be  certified  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment  out  of 
the  War  Claims  Fund  established  by  section 
13  of  this  act. 

"Sec  17.  (a)  (1)  The  Commission  Is  au- 
thorized to  receive  and  to  determine,  accord- 
ing to  law,  the  amount  and  validity,  and 
provide  for  the  payment  of  any  claim  filed 
by- 

"(A)    any  Individual  who — 
"(1)   on  or  after  December  7,  1941.  was  a 
member  of  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States; 

"(11)  is  the  survivor  of  any  deceased  indi- 
vidual  described  in  subparagraph    (1); 

"(ill  I  was  a  national  of  the  United  States 
on  December  7,  1941,  and  Is  a  national  of  the 
United  States  on  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  section:   or 

"(iv)  is  the  survivor  of  any  deceased  indi- 
vidual who  was  a  national  of  the  United 
States  on  December  7.  1941.  and  would  be 
a  national  of  the  United  Slates  on  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  section   if  living;   or 

"(B)  any  partnership,  firm,  corporation, 
or  other  legal  entity,  in  which  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  ownership  was  vested, 
directly  or  Indirectly,  both  en  December  7.' 
1941,  and  on  the  date  of  en-ictment  of  this 
section,  in  individuals  referred  to  in  sub- 
paragraph (A)  of  this  paragraph; 
for  losses  arising  as  a  result  of  the  seques- 
tration of  accounts,  deposits,  or  other  credits 
of  such  individual  or  legal  entity  in  the  Phil- 
ippines by  the  Imperial  Japanese  Govern- 
ment. 

"(2)  The  Commis.slon  is  authorized  to  re- 
ceive and  to  determine,  according  to  law, 
the  amount  and  validity,  and  provide  for  the 
payment  of  any  claim  filed  by  any  bank  or 
other  financial  institution  doing  business 
in  the  Philippines  which  reestablished  se- 
questered accounts,  deposits,  or  other  credits 
of — 

"(A)  any  individual  referred  to  in  subpara- 
graph (A)  of  paragraph  (1)  of  this  sub- 
section; or 

"(B)  any  partnership,  firm,  corporation, 
or  other  legal  entity.  In  which  more  than 
50  percent  of  the  ownership  was  vested,  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  both  on  December  7, 
1941,  and  on  the  date  of  reestabllshmect  of 
such  sequestered  credits,  in  individual*  re- 
ferred to  in  such  subparagraph  (A);     ~ 


for  reimbursement  of  the  amounts  of  such 
sequestered  credits  paid  by  such  bank  or 
financial  institution. 

•■(b)  Claims  must  be  filed  under  this  sec- 
tion within  1  year  after  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  section. 

'•(c)  Where  any  individual  entitled  to  pay- 
ment under  this  section  is  under  any  legal 
disability,  payment  may  be  made  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  sutwection  (e) 
of  section  5  of  this  act.  In  the  case  of  the 
death  of  any  Individual  entitled  to  payment 
cf  any  claim  under  this  section,  payment 
of  such  claim  shall  be  made  to  the  individ- 
uals specified,  and  in  the  order  provided,  in 
FUbsectlon  (d)  of  section  6  of  this  act;  except 
that  no  oayment  shall  be  made  under  this 
section  to  any  Individual  who  voluntarily, 
knowingly,  and  without  duress,  gave  aid  to 
or  collaborated  with  or  in  any  manner  served 
any  government  hostile  to  the  United  States 
during  World  War  II. 

••(d»  Each  claim  allowed  under  tills  sec- 
tion shall  be  certified  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  for  payment  out  of  the  war 
claims  fund  established  under  section  13 
of  this  act.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
shall  pay  such  claims  as  follows: 

•■(1»  In  the  case  of  each  claim  allowed  in 
on  amount  equal  to  or  less  than  $500.  such 
claim  shall  t>e  paid  in  full;  and 

•■(2)  In  the  case  of  each  claim  allowed 
In  an  amou;it  greater  than  $500.  such  claim 
shall  be  paid  In  two  Installments.  The  first 
Installment  ihall  be  paid  in  an  amount  equ-jl 
to  9500  plus  66^j  percent  of  the  amount 
of  such  claln  allowed  in  excess  of  $500.  Tlie 
last  Installment  shall  be  computed  as  of  Sep- 
temt>er  1.  U56.  under  the  next  sentence  of 
this  paragraph,  and.  as  so  computed,  shall 
be  paid  from  the  sums  remaining  In  the 
war  claims  fund  on  that  date.  If  the  sums 
remaining  In  the  war  claims  fund  on  Sep- 
tember 1.  1!'5G,  are  sufficient  to  satisfy  all 
claims  allowed  under  this  section  and  not 
paid  In  full,  the  unpaid  portion  of  each  such 
claim  shall  je  paid  in  full;  If  the  sums  re- 
maining in  the  war  claims  fund  on  Sep- 
tcmljer  1,  1J56,  are  not  sufficient  to  satisfy 
all  claims  allowed  under  this  section  and  not 
paid  in  full,  the  last  installment  payable 
on  each  sucl  claim  shall  be  reduced  ratably, 
and.  as  so  r.'duced.  sliail  be  paid  from  tiie 
war  cla.ms  i  iiid." 

Sec  104.  (i)  Section  13  of  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (50  App.  U.  S.  C. 
sec.  2012).  is  hereby  amended  by  striking 
out  subsectlc  ns  (b)  and  (c)  thereof,  and  by 
msrrting  Imsiedlately  after  subsection  (a) 
thereof  the  lollowing; 

•■(bi  Before  Aueiust  1,  1956,  the  Secretary 
of  Labo'  shall  estimate  and  rejxirt  to  the 
President  the  total  amount  which  will  t)e 
required  to  pay  all  benefits  payable  by  reason 
of  section  5  if)  of  this  act.  If  the  President 
approves  the  amount  so  estimated  as  reason- 
ably accurate,  the  total  amount  so  estimated 
and  approved  shall  be  certified  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  rreasury:  11  the  President  does 
n(jt  so  app -ove  iie  shall  determine  such 
amount,  and  tlis  amount  so  determined  shall 
he  certified  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Such  certification  .shall  be  made  on  or  before 
September  : .  1956.  The  Secretary  of  tJie 
Treasury  sh  ill  then  transfer  from  the  war 
claims  func  to  the  general  fund  of  the 
Treasury  a  sum  equal  to  the  total  amount 
certified  to  nlm  under  this  subsection. 

■•(c)  Before  August  1,  1956,  the  Secretary 
of  Labor  shall  estimate  and  report  to  the 
President  the  total  amount  which  will  be 
required  to  pay  all  additional  benefits  pay- 
able as  a  result  of  the  enactment  of  section 
4  (c)  of  this  act.  If  the  President  approves 
the  amount  so  estimated  as  reasonably  ac- 
curate, the  total  amount  so  estimated  and 
approved  shall  be  certified  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury;  if  the  President  does  not  so 
approve,  he  shall  determine  such  amount, 
and  the  amount  so  determined  shall  be  cer- 
tified to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Such 
certificatioi-  shall  be  made  on  or  before  Sep- 


tember 1.  1956.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury shall  then  transfer  from  the  war  claims 
fund  to  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury  a 
sum  equal  to  the  total  amount  certified  to 
him  under  this  subsection." 

(b)  Subsection  (d)  of  such  section  13  is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  out  "The  Secre- 
tary of  State"  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following:  "On  or  before  August  1,  1956, 
th^  Secretary  of  State." 

Sec.  105.  Within  2  years  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  act.  the  Foreign  Claims 
Settlement  Commission  of  the  United  States 
shall  wind  up  its  affairs  In  connection  with 
the  settlement  of  all  cls-ims  for  benefits  au- 
thorized by  the  amendments  made  by  this 
act. 

Title  II 

Sec  201.  As  usea  in  this  title — 

(a)  The  term  "prisoner  of  war"  has  the 
meaning  assigned  to  It  by  section  6  of  tlie 
War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  as  amended;  and 

(bi  The  term  •civilian  American  citizen" 
has  the  meaning  assigned  to  it  by  subsection 
(a  I  of  section  5  of  such  act. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  Hea'.th.  Educa- 
tion, and  Welfare,  in  cooperation  with,  and 
with  the  assistance  of.  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans'  Affairs,  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  and 
the  Secretary  o'  Defense,  shall  conduct  a 
study  of — 

(1)  the  mortality  rates  amon^  prisoners  of 
war  and  civilian  American  citizens,  with  a 
view  to  determining  -whether  their  abnor- 
mally high  mortality  rate  is  directly  attribu- 
table to  the  malnutrition  and  other  hard- 
ships suffered  by  them  while  held  as  prisoners 
of  war.  hostages.  Internees,  or  in  any  other 
capacity; 

(2)  the  mental  and  physical  consequences 
of  tlie  malnutrition  and  other  hardships  suf- 
fered by  prisoners  of  war  and  civilian  Amer- 
ican citizens  while  so  held;  and 

(3)  the  procedures  and  standards  which 
should  be  applied  In  the  diagnosis  of  the 
mental  and  physical  condition  of  prisoners 
of   war   and   civilian   American  citizens. 

Sec.  203.  Not  later  than  1  year  alter  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  title,  the  Secretary 
of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  shall  re- 
port the  results  of  such  study  to  the  Presi- 
dent for  transmittal  to  the  Congress. 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act 
to  extend  benefits  under  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948  to  certain  classes  of  persons, 
and  for  other  purposes." 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
urge  the  Senate  to  accept  the  House 
amendments  to  S.  541.  If  my  colleagues 
will  bear  with  me.  I  shall  explain  briefly 
why  I  take  this  position. 

The  purpose  of  S.  541,  which  I  in- 
troduced and  which  passed  the  Senate 
on  July  18,  1953,  was  to  correct  an  in- 
equity which  exists  under  the  present 
provisions  of  the  V.^ar  Claims  Act  of  1948. 
The  bill  authorizes  detention  benefits  to 
be  Rranted  to  certain  employees  of 
American  war  contractors  who  were  en- 
gaged in  the  construction  of  airfields, 
fortifications,  and  ship  facilities  in  the 
Pacific  islands  prior  to  World  War  II  and 
who  were  interned  by  the  Japanese  in 
prisoner  of  war  camps.  Their  pre.sent 
exclusion  from  the  benefits  of  the  War 
Claims  Act  is  manifestly  unjust. 

The  amendments  to  S.  541,  proposed 
by  the  House  committee,  and  which  the 
House  adopted,  would  correct  certain 
other  equally  glaring  injustices  under  the 
present  coverage  of  the  War  Claims  Act. 

Detention  benefits  would  be  pranted  to 
a  few  other  small  groups  of  prisoners  of 
war  and  civilian  internees  who  are  as 
deserving  as  the  groups  already  covered 
by  the  act.  Also  American  nationals,  in- 
cluding survivors  of  Bataan  and  Cor- 


regidor,  whose  bank  accounts  and  other 
credits  were  confiscated  by  the  Japanese  - 
and  whose  claims  against  Japan  were 
waived  in  the  Japanese  Peace  Treaty 
would  be  compensated.  This  amend- 
ment accomplishes  exactly  the  same  pur- 
pose as  the  bill  S.  3305,  which  I  also  in- 
troduced, and  which  was  favorably  re- 
ported by  the  Judiciary  Committee  on 
July  19.  1954. 

The  enactment  of  S.  541.  with  the 
amendments  proposed  by  the  House,  will 
substantially  wind  up  the  war  claims 
program  instituted  through  the  War 
Claims  Act  of  1948. 

The  question  has  been  asked  whether 
there  is  enough  money  in  the  War  Claims 
Fund  to  take  care  of  the  provisions  of 
this  bill.  The  answer  to  that  question 
is  that  after  the  payment  of  all  claims 
presently  authorized  by  the  War  Claims 
Act,  including  the  revised  awards  in 
favor  of  religious  organizations,  the 
Budget  Bureau  has  stated  that  at  least 
$13  million  will  remain  in  the  War  Claims 
Fund.  This  amount  should  cover  all  or 
nearly  all  of  the  claims  authorized  by 
S.  541,  and  the  House  amendments 
thereto. 

Let  me  recapitulate.  Mr.  President, 
basically,  the  House  version  of  this  bill 
consists  of  two  bills  both  of  which  have 
been  reported  favorably  to  the  Senate 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
and  one  of  which  has  passed  the  Senate. 
These  are,  first,  the  original  S.  541,  which 
has  already  passed  the  Senate,  and  which 
would  grant  detention  benefits  imder  the 
War  Claims  Act  to  employees  of  Ameri- 
can war  contractors  who  were  captured 
and  interned  by  the  Japanese  in  prisoner 
of  war  camps ;  and  second,  the  bill  S.  3305, 
reported  favorably  by  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee on  July  19,  which  would  com- 
pensate American  nationals,  including 
survivors  of  Bataan  and  Corregidor. 
whose  bank  accounts  and  other  deposits 
in  the  Philippines  were  confiscated  by  the 
Japanese.  The  claims  of  these  people 
against  the  Japanese  Government  were 
waived  by  Secretary  Dulles  in  the  Jap- 
enese  Peace  Treaty. 

The  House  amendments  correct  cer- 
tain other  injustices  under  the  present 
War  Claims  Act  by  extending  the  de- 
tention benefits  provided  by  the  act  t» 
a  few  small  groups  presently  excluded, 
such  as  about  1,250  Federal  employees  in 
the  same  situation  as  the  war  contrac- 
tors employees,  and  approximately  250 
merchant  seamen.  The  House  amend- 
ments also  provide  that  a  study  should 
be  made  of  the  effects  of  malnutrition 
and  other  hardships  suffered  by  prison- 
ers of  war  and  civilian  internees. 

With  respect  to  the  major  provision  of 
the  House  amendment,  compensating 
American  nationals  whose  bank  accounts 
and  other  deposits  in  the  Philippines 
were  confiscated  by  the  Japanese,  the 
equity  of  this  bill  for  compensation  is 
clearly  seen  when  it  is  realized  that  in 
the  Japanese  peace  treaty  the  United 
States  took  from  these  citizens  the  right 
to  claim  compensation  from  the  Japa- 
nese for  the  property  that  had  been 
taken  from  them.  This  legislation  as  it 
comes  from  the  House — and  in  that  re- 
spect, the  effect  is  the  same  as  in  the 

bill  S.  3305  reported  favorably  from  the 

Judiciary   Committee   and  now   on  the 
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Senate  Calendar — ^would  merely  carry 
out  the  legal  obligation  of  the  United 
States  to  compensate  its  own  nationals 
for  the  rights  thus  taken  away  from 
them  by  treaty. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  indicated  that 
this  bill  as  it  comes  from  the  House  is 
in  line  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
President.  I  cannot  say  it  "follows"  the 
recommendations  of  the  President,  be- 
cause in  fact  the  bill  was  introduced 
more  than  a  year  before  the  President 
made  his  recommendations.  But  the 
bill  is  in  line  with  recommendations 
made  by  the  President;  and  in  order  to 
establish  that  fact.  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent that  there  may  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  the  report  trans- 
mitted with  the  letter  of  Jime  28,  1954, 
from  the  office  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  the  President  of  the 
Senate.  This  report  concerns  and  rec- 
ommends provisions  which  are  contained 
In  the  bill  S.  541,  as  it  passed  the  House. 
I  note  that  the  letter  to  which  I  refer, 
from  the  Budget  Bureau,  was  printed  in 
the  Record  a  few  days  ago. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Rkpokt  and  Recommzndations   Concerning 

THE     PKOPOSKD      AaaENDMXNT     TO     TUX     WAR 

Claims  Act  or  1948 

The  bill  herein  proposed  would  further 
amend  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  It  would 
extend  to  certain  United  States  nationals 
who.  during  World  War  II.  were  Interned  by 
the  enemy  or  were  captured  wliile  serving 
*  either  In  allied  military  forces  or  as  mer- 
chant seamen  aboard  United  States  vessels, 
or  vessels  of  friendly  governments,  benefits 
comparable  to  those  authorized  under  simi- 
lar circumstances  by  the  War  Claims  Act  of 
1948  as  presently  amended.  In  addition,  the 
bill  would  provide  for  restoration  In  part  of 
funds  that  were  on  deposit  with  Philippine 
financial  institutions  to  the  credit  of  Ameri- 
can nationals,  which  were  sequestered  by  the 
Japanese  Gtovernment. 

This  blU.  which  technically  drafted  to 
amend  the  existing  claims  act  referred  to 
above,  assumes  that  If  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  1  now  before  the  Congress  becomes  ef- 
_  fective  such  additional  claims  as  may  be 
authorized  from  those  recommended  herein 
will  be  assigned  to  the  new  Foreign  Claims 
Settlement  Commission  proposed  by  that 
plan.  The  assignment  of  such  additional 
claims  programs  to  the  new  Conmilsslon 
would  assure  that  payments  thereunder 
would   occur   at   tbe   earliest   possible   date.  ^ 

It  is  proposed  to  reconstitute  the  War 
Claims  Act  of  1948,  as  amended.  Into  titles 
I  and  U.  The  present  act  would  become 
title  I  and  the  bill  would  amend  the  title 
by  adding  sections  15.  16,  and  17. 

CI.AIMS  RECOMMENDED 

Briefly,  section  15  would  extend  the  pris- 
oner-of-war benefit  provisions  of  the  present 
act  to  American  citizens  who  served  with 
allied  military  forces  and  were  detained  as 
prisoners  of  war  during  World  War  II.  Sec- 
tion 16  would  extend  the  civilian  detention 
benefits  of  the  act  to  members  of  the  mer- 
chant marine  who  were  captured  and  de- 
tained during  World  War  n.  Section  17  pro- 
vides funds  for  the  payment  of  these  claims. 

Section  3  of  the  bill  (proposed  title  II) 
would  compensate  American  nationals  and 
others  whose  bank  accounts  in  the  Philip- 
pines were  sequestered  by  the  Imperial  Japa- 
nese Government  during  World  War  II. 

More  specifically,  new  section  15  would  ex- 
tend the  present  coverage  of  the  War  Claims 
Act  to  American  citizens  who  were  members 
of  the  armed  forces  of  a  government  allied 
with  the  United  States  dxulng  World  War  U 


and  who  during  that  period  were  captured 
and  detained  as  prisoners  of  war.  It  will  be 
recalled  that  prior  to  the  official  entry  of 
the  United  States  Into  World  War  II,  many 
American  youths  Joined  the  military  forces 
of  countries  which  subsequently  became 
allies  of  the  United  States.  The  records  dis- 
close that  some  of  these  youths  were  de- 
tained by  enemy  governments  as  prisoners 
of  war.  The  present  proposal  would  com- 
pensate these  citizens  at  the  same  rates  as 
members  of  United  State?  Armed  Forces  de- 
tained as  prisoners  of  war  who  were  previ- 
ously compensated  under  the  present  provi- 
sions of  section  6  of  the  act.  The  payments 
proposed  are  for  food  deprivation  and  in- 
humane treatment.  However,  if  these  citi- 
zens were  afforded  similar  compensation  by 
the  allied  governments  they  served,  such  per- 
sons would  be  compensated  under  this  pro- 
posal only  to  the  extent  necessary  to  equalize 
their  compensation  In  terms  of  the  American 
standard. 

It  Is  estimated  that  only  100  cflaims 
amounting  to  $100,000,  would  be  received  as 
a  result  of  this  proposed  amendment. 

New  section  16  provides  for  detention  ben- 
efits for  civilian  American  citizens  who  were 
merchant  seamen,  and  as  such,  were  cap- 
tured and  interned  or  held  by  the  govern- 
ments of  Germany  and  Japan  during  World 
War  n.  During  the  administration  of  sec- 
tion 5  (a)  through  (e)  of  the  act.  it  became 
evident  that  many  of  these  merchant  seamen 
were  captured  by  Japanese  forces  elsewhere 
than  the  specified  areas  set  out  In  section  5 
of  the  act.  In  most  Instances  they  were 
brought  to  and  detained  In  camps  at  «hlch 
other  civilian  American  citizens  were  in-' 
terned  who  have  been  compensated  for  the 
period  of  their  detention.  Almost  without 
exception,  the  vessels  on  which  these  seftmen 
served  were  under  the  direction  of  the  United 
States  Government,  which  at  the  time  con- 
trolled the  movement  of  American  sea  com- 
merce. They  were,  therefore,  promoting  the 
national  Interest  of  the  United  States.  In  a 
number  of  Instances  the  ships  on  which  they 
served  were  sunk  and  the  survivors  were 
picked  up  by  German  submarines  in  wnters 
far  removed  from  the  limited  areas  specified 
in  section  5  *of  the  act,  namely,  Midway, 
Guam,  Wake  Island,  the  Philippine  Islnnds, 
or  any  Territory  or  possession  of  the  United 
States  attacked  or  Invaded  by  Japan.  Some 
of  them  were  subsequently  turned  over  to 
the  Japanese  forces  for  internment. 

It  Is  estimated  that  approximatelv  150 
American  merchant  seamen  captvired  io  the 
Pacific  theater  would  be  eligible  for  these 
benefits,  and  It  Is  further  estimated  that 
these  benefits  would  approximate  $373,000. 
Moreover,  It  Is  estimated  that  between  50 
and  100  such  seamen  were  captured  and  de- 
tained In  other  than  the  Pacific  theater  by 
the  armed  forces  of  Germany  and  that  bene- 
fits for  this  latter  group  would  approximate 
$125,000. 

That  portion  of  the  bill  which  would  add 
title  II  to  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  as 
amended,  provides  for  compensating  Ameri- 
can nationals,  and  American  controlled  com- 
panies, who  suffered  loss  of  bank  deposits  and 
other  credits  In  the  Philippines  during  World 
War  n  by  virtue  of  orders  of  the  Imperial 
Japanese  Government  sequestering  «uch 
funds. 

Sequestration  of  the  bank  accounts  of 
United  States  military  personnel,  American 
civilian  citizens,  and  American-owned  cnm- 
panles  resulted  In  losses  estimated  at  $1,- 
750,000,  of  which  American  military  persor.nel 
losses  alone  are  estimated  at  $200,000.  Other 
credits  lost  by  American  nationals  are  esti- 
mated at  $750,000.  In  addition,  voluntary 
payments  or  reinstatements  before  the  Haw 
Pla  and  subsequent  decisions  by  the  Philip- 
pine Supreme  Court  approximate  $5  million. 
In  the  aggregate,  thes3  claims  may  total 
about  $7,500,000.  It  Is  estimated  that  actual 
payments   under   this  title   will   not   exceed 


♦5  million  since  payment  of  claims  in  full 
will  only  be  allowed  up  to  $500  with  the  excess 
over  $500  being  paid  at  52.5  percent  of  the 
allowed  claim.  This  payment  scale  was  es- 
tablished In  settling  claims  under  the 
Philippine  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1946,  and 
is  suggested  as  a  precedent  to  be  followed 
here. 

It  Is  to  be  noted  that  under  the  Philippine 
Rehabilitation  Act,  the  loss  of  accounts, 
money,  and  Intangibles,  was  not  eubject  to 
compensation.  In  the  debate  on  the  Japa- 
neese  treaty  the  attention  of  the  Congress 
was  drawn  to  this  problem  and  the  unchal- 
lenged view  expressed  at  the  heswlngs  was 
that  the  American  nationals  who  lost  prop- 
erty through  this  sequestration  were  entitled 
to  compensation. 

In  addition,  this  section  further  provides 
compen-sation  at  the  $500  plus  52.5  percent 
standard  for  those  banks  or  other  financial 
institutions  doing  business  in  the  Philippines 
which  reestablished  or  reimbursed  American 
nationals  for  their  losses  through  sequestra- 
tion. 

It  is  belic%'ed  those  who  paid  the  Americans 
have  a  Just  claim  for  compensation.  Had 
they  not  paid  the  American  citizens  and 
American  business  Institutions,  and  they 
were,  in  fact,  under  no  obligation  to  pay  the 
Americans  after  having  transferred  the  sums 
to  the  Bank  of  Taiwan,  the  Americans  would 
have  had  valid  war  claims  for  the  amount 
they  were  reimbursed  by  their  debtors. 

FUKDINC    OF    THESE    CLAIMS 

The  War  Claims  Act  of  1948.  as  amended. 
together  with  section  39  of  the  Tracing  With 
the  Enemy  Act  of  October  6.  1917  (especially 
section  39),  as  amended,  authorized  the  cre- 
ation of  a  "War  claims  fund'  and  the  use  of 
sums  deposited  in  It.  not  to  exceed  8225  mil- 
lion, "as  may  be  neces.sary  to  satisfy  unpaid 
awards  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  under 
the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948."  The  purpose 
for  which  the  war  claims  fund  wi»s  created 
was  to  compensate  American  nationals  for 
injuries  or  proi>erty  losses  sustained  during 
World  War  II.  The  amount  in  the  fund  was 
derived  from  assets  of  Germany  and  Japan 
blocked  or  seized  during  that  war. 

It  is  estimated  that  war  claims  currently 
being  settled  by  the  War  Claims  Commis- 
sion and  the  Department  of  Labor,  Bureau  of 
Employees'  Compensation,  will  require  ap- 
proximately S212  million  of  the  «225  mil- 
lion described  above,  leaving  a  balance  of 
about  $13  million.  The  war  claims  herein 
recommended,  which  correct  Inadvertencies 
and  inequities  of  the  present  War  Claims 
Act.  are  estimated  to  require,  If  authorized, 
about  $6  million  of  this  balance.  The  pro- 
posed bill  therefore  provides  for  use  of  such 
funds  from  this  source  as  may  be  necessary, 
not  to  exceed  the  $225  million  Currently 
authorized,  for  these  claims. 

There  are  several  bills  recently  Introduced 
Into  the  Congress,  e.  p.,  S.  3423  and  H.  R. 
9076,  which  propose  to  return  to  former 
German  and  Japanese  private  property  own- 
ers vested  property  seized  during  World  War 
II.  The  executive  branch  has  been  asked  for 
its  position  in  this  regard  and  expects  to 
submit  its  reply  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
action  recommended  on  the  funding  of  pro- 
posed claims  categories  does  not  prejudge 
the  executive  branch  position  on  these  bills, 
since  the  fund  authorization  here  requested 
is  within  the  level  contemplated  by  the  Con- 
gress under  existing  claims  laws  and  does  not 
involve  assets  which  may  be  available  for 
disposition  above  that  amount. 

ADDITIONAL    "WAR    CLAIMS"    CONSIJEREO 

It  seems  most  apt  at  this  point  to  state 
that  extensive  consideration  during  the  prep- 
aration of  this  bill  was  given  to  the  proposal 
to  make  provision  for  death  and  disability 
compensation  for  civilian  American  citizens 
who  sustained  Injury  as  a  direct  result  of 
hostilities  during  World  War  II,  over  and 
beyond   those  persons  who   have   previously 


been  compensated  by  the  United  States  or 
any  other  nitlon.  This  uncompensated  cat- 
egory of  ci'.lzena  and  nationals  who  were 
either  disabled  or  died  as  a  direct  result  of 
hostUlUes  \ii  estimated  at  1.000  and  If  com- 
pensation « ere  to  be  provided  about  $7,500,- 
000  would  be  required.  This  category  of 
claims  has  merit.  However,  despite  their 
appeal,  the-/  are  not  included  In  the  execu- 
tive branch  draft  bill.  Among  other  reasons 
for  omlttln?  them  Is  the  fact  that  these  In- 
dividuals were  warned  by  the  SUte  Depart- 
ment of  th."  impending  danger  and  asked  to 
leave.  We  are  concerned  about  setting  the 
precedent  cf  payments  for  death  or  disability 
under  thes<;  clrcumsUnces,  but  suggest  that 
the  Congress  will  also  wish  to  explore  care- 
fully this  claims  category. 

The  exe<utlve  branch  agencies  primarily 
concerned  carefully  reviewed  each  of  the 
recommemlaUons  conUlned  In  the  "Supple- 
mentary Report  of  the  War  Claims  Commis- 
sion with  respect  to  war  claims  arising 
out  of  World  War  II  (January  9,  1953)." 
Despite  tte  fact  that  these  agencies  were 
Impressed  with  the  harsh  treatment  ac- 
corded An.erlcans,  from  both  human  rights 
and  property  interest  standpoints,  no  cate- 
gories of  claims  other  than  those  recom- 
mended a'xjve  were  believed  to  be  of  a  type 
which  should  be  compensated  for  by  the 
Federal  Government.  Representatives  of 
the  executive  branch  are,  of  course,  avail- 
able to  d  scuss  the  types  of  considerations 
uix>n  whl  h  these  decisions  were  based. 

The  largest  of  the  claims  categories  for 
which  no  relief  Is  now  recommended  are  the 
property  :lalms.  Many  deserving  nationals 
of  the  United  States  sustained  great  losses 
as  a  result  of  destruction  or  damage  to  their 
property  from  which,  in  many  Instances. 
they  derl'Td  their  livelihood.  In  individual 
cases,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  hardship 
suffered  was  very  great.  The  executive 
branch,  however,  does  not  recommend  pay- 
ment of  these  claims  from  appropriated 
funds.  It  is  suggested  that  any  detailed 
conslderaMon  of  them  should  await  decision 
of  the  return  of  German  and  Japanese  as- 
sets quettlon  discussed  under  "funding" 
above. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  it 
will  be  noted  that  in  his  letter  to  the 
Vice  Preadent,  the  Director  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget  said: 

Because  of  hardships  suffered  by  many 
United  States  nationals  as  the  result  of  ac- 
tions of  certain  foreign  governments  for 
which  this  bill  would  afford  some  relief.  I 
would  strongly  urge  that  this  proposed  leg- 
islation be  acted  upon,  to  the  extent  pro- 
posed, be:  ore  the  close  of  the  present  ses- 
sion of  Congress. 

Mr.  Pr«?sident.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
concur  ir  the  House  amendments. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


In  21  of  the  25  Stotes  In  the  Plains, 
Southwest,  Com  Belt  and  the  South. 
And  this  follows  a  year  when  rain  was 
less  than  90  percent  of  normal  in  13 
of  these  States.  Rainfall  has  been  imder 
90  percent  of  normal  in  two  States — 
Texas  and  New  Mexico — for  4V'2  years, 
and  in  Arkansas,  Kansas,  Colorado,  and 
Wyoming  for  2 ',2  years. 

The  Washington  Farmletter  of  July 
31  reports,  and  I  quote: 

This  Is  one  of  the  most  extensive  droughts 
of  record — either  In  the  making  or  near  the 
breaking.  Most  extensive  previous  droughts 
for  the  area  from  the  Rockies  to  the  At- 
lantic as   a  whole  were  In   1894.   1910.  and 

1952. 

Drought  now  covers  virtually  all  of  30 
States — more  than  half  of  35  States.  The 
entire  area  from  the  Rockies  to  the  Atlantic 
Is  droughty  except  most  of  Maine  and  parts 
of  Connecticut.  Florida.  Iowa.  Illinois.  In- 
diana, Michigan,  and  the  Dakotas. 


INADEQUACY  OP  DROUGHT  RELIEF 
PROGRAMS 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President.  I 
am  deep.y  disturbed  by  the  inadequacy 
of  the  p;-esent  drought  relief  programs 
being  conducted  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  by  its  apparent  efforts  to 
economi;-e  at  the  expense  of  disaster 
victims,  iind  by  the  situation  we  are  leav- 
ing as  the  Congress  adjourns. 

I  am  especially  disturbed,  of  course, 
about  the  situation  in  my  own  State, 
but  I  am  advised  that  the  drought  situ- 
ation today  is  far  more  widespread  and 
severe  than  it  was  in  the  days  preceding 
the  disastrous  droughts  of  the  thirties. 

I   have   a   report   that  rainfall   since 
January   1  has  been  less  than  normal 
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In  its  summary  this  publication  points 
out  that  the  great  drought  of  1934  was 
preceded  by  subnormal  rainfall  in  the 
disaster  areas  in  1930.  1931.  and  1933— 
but  not  to  the  extent  nor  over  so  wide 
an  area  as  now. 

There  have  been  recent  scattered  rains 
in  some  of  the  droughty  area.  Further 
rains  might  break  the  disaster.  No  one 
can  predict  either  that  the  drought  dis- 
aster  will  deepen,   or   that   it   will   be 

broken. 

The  situation  that  concerns  and  alarms 
me  is  that  existing  drought  disaster  areas 
are  not  being  adequately  aided,  and  that 
we  are  about  to  adjourn  the  Congress 
in  the  face  of  a  potential  national 
drought  disaster  without  mandating  the 
administration  to  deal  with  it  adequately 
and  seeing  that  they  have  adequate  funds 
and  authorities. 

I  have  a  letter  from  a  respected  Arkan- 
sas citizen  who  describes  the  present 
"alleged  drought  relief  program"  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  as  a  "cruel 
hoax." 

These  are  strong  words,  but  in  my 
opinion  they  are  fully  justified. 

The  situation  in  Arkansas  is  already 
desperate.  Disaster  is  already  upon  us, 
and  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  using  such 
words  as  "desperate"  and  "disaster" 
lightly.  But  the  situation  is  really 
desperate,  and  the  farmers  truly  face 
disaster. 

We  have  suffered  grave  losses  to  all 
our  earlier  feed  crops.  There  is  a  tre- 
mendous feed  shortage.  For  a  time 
farmers  have  looked  ahead  in  the  hope 
of  a  fair  corn  crop  or  a  cotton  crop 
that  would  provide  money  for  feed  and 
necessities. 

But  now  we  have  passed  the  period 
when  rain  might  save  those  crops.  The 
corn  crop  is  now  already  seriously  dam- 
aged and  may  be  a  failure.  Much  is  be- 
ing cut  now  for  such  feed  as  can  be  sal- 
vaged. Our  cotton  crop  is  drying  out. 
Immature  bolls  are  already  opening  and 
the  prospect  of  a  fair  income  from  that 
commodity  is  melting  in  the  scorching 

sun. 

This  is  the  third  straight  year  of 
drought  in  Arkansas. 

I  have  the  July  water  resources  re- 
port of  the  United  States  Geological 
Survey.  It  shows  that  streamflows 
throughout   the   State   are    16   percent 


tmder  any  previously  recorded  July  flows 
in  history.  Ground  water — ^water  in 
wells — is  the  lowest  ever  recorded.  We 
are  litendly  dry  as  a  bone  as  a  result 
of  a  3-year  drying-out  process. 

Deficit  of  rainfall  since  January  1950 — 
over  2*A  years — varies  from  11  percent 
to  23  percent  in  the  State. 

Simultaneously  with  this  lack  of  rain- 
fall has  been  record-breaking  heat.  The 
Weather  Bureau  advises  me  that  tem- 
peratures at  Little  Rock  have  been  6* 
above  nonnal.  on  the  average,  through- 
out the  whole  month  of  July.  They  have 
run  far  above  average  in^most  of  the 
State.  It  has  been  the  hottest  July  in 
Weather  Bureau  records,  reaching  107' 
at  Little  Rock  and  111°  at  Fort  Smith. 
In  only  38  of  the  last  75  years  has  the 
temperature  at  Little  "Rock  reached  100 
degrees.  But  this  year,  the  temperature 
has  been  100  or  higher  on  33  days,  up  to 
August  15. 

Any  light  rains  which  may  fall  are 
evaporated  in  a  matter  of  hours.  Only 
repeated  heavy  rains  and  cool  weather 
will  restore  our  ground  moisture — and  it 
would  now  be  too  late  to  save  most  of  the 
crops.  In  Arkansas  the  disaster  is  al- 
ready a  reality. 

I  have  just  been  reading  the  latest 
weekly  crop  report  of  the  Weather  Bu- 
reau for  my  State  and  it  reports  unsea- 
sonably high  temperatures,  no  rain  of 
any  significance,  many  forest  fires,  heavy 
marketing  of  cattle,  little  or  no  pasture, 
increasingly  worse  feed  situation,  serious 
damage  to  com,  cotton,  and  vegetable 
crops,  including  strawberry  plantings. 
The  only  crop  that  is  coming  through  is 
rice,  which  is  irrigated,  and  there  has 
been  some  abandonment  of  this  crop. 

I  saw  a  picture  on  the  front  page  of 
the  Arkansas  Gazette  with  reference  to 
the  forest-fire  situation.  Dozens  of  acres 
are  burning,  without  any  possible  con- 
trol under  such  dry  conditions. 

In  the  face  of  this  desperate  situation, 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  has  in 
effect  in  Arkansas  a  feed  program  imder 
which  an  allowance  of  60  cents  per  hun- 
dredweight is  given  those  who  qualify  to 
buy  grain.  Correspondents  tell  me  that 
the  60  cents  will  not,  in  numerous  areas, 
pay  the  inflation  in  the  cost  of  grains 
resulting  from  the  feed  shortage. 

In  other  words,  even  with  the  60-cent 
allowance,  it  will  still  cost  as  much  as,  or 
more  than,  it  did  prior  to  the  drought. 

There  are  no  protein  feeds  being  made 
available. 

There  is  no  hay  program.     In  years 
past  the  Department  of  Agriculture  has 
used  its  nationwide  facilities  to  locate 
available   supplies   of   hay   and   get   it 
routed  into  feed  deficit  areas.    The  ini- 
tiation of  a  hay  program  is  now  left  up 
to  the  States.    The  Department  of  Agri- 
culture agrees  only  to  certify  applicants 
who  meet  its  requirements,  and  to  pay 
the  State  half  of  freight  charges,  up  to 
$10  per  ton,  on  emergency  hay— if  the 
State  or  regular  feed  dealers  can  locate 
any  hay  to  bring  into  the  State.    These 
people  have  neither  the  experience,  the 
facilities,  nor  the  broad  knowledge  of 
sources,  which  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture has  been  able  to  apply  to  the 
administration  of  emergency  hay  pro- 
grams in  the  past.    At  best,  they  can 
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only  stumble  along  without  adequate  na- 
tional connections  to  speedily  locate  sup- 
plies and  get  them  to  the  emergency 
areas. 

As  we  an  know,  the  committee  never 
assumed  the  programs  would  be  con- 
ducted on  a  permanent  basis.  No  organ- 
ization has  been  established  in  any  of 
the  States  I  know  of,  certainly  not  in 
'  my  State,  which  has  all  the  resources 
necessary  to  cope  with  the  problem. 
While  I  agree  that  the  States  should  play 
an  Important  part  in  the  program  at  the 
present,  at  least,  there  is  no  machinery 
in  existence  which  can  cope  with  a  crisis 
of  this  magnitude. 

I  am  advised  that  the  Department  has 
only  $15  million  available  nationally  to 
pay  its  share  of  hay  program  costs,  but 
that  in  the  face  of  the  widespread 
drought  situation,  the  Department  re- 
gards this  as  sufficient. 

In  a  letter  dated  July  20,  1954,  Mr. 
K.  L.  Scott,  Director  of  Agriculture 
Credit  Service,  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, has  written: 

The  Department  Is  not  requesting  addi- 
tional funds  or  authority,  since  we  feel  the 
present  laws  and  authorizations  are  adequate 
to  meet  Immediate  and  foreseeable  con- 
ditions. 

The  Department's  preoccupation  with 
economy  in  the  face  of  disaster,  the 
cruel  inadequacy  of  their  programs, 
alarms  me  both  In  regard  to  what  is 
happening  to  my  people  in  Arkansas,  and 
what  may  happen  In  the  Nation  after  we 
have  left  Washington. 

Only  28  of  the  75  Arkansas  counties 
have  even  been  certified  as  disaster  areas 
although  there  are  farmers  all  over  the 
State  in  the  most  desperate  circum- 
stances. Even  in  the  28  disaster 
counties,  we  have  only  a  60-cent  pro- 
gram. 

I  have  as  much  interest  in  CSovemment 
economy  as  anyone,  but  this  Is  no  time 
to  be  pinching  pennies  in  this  field. 
This  is  the  time  for  an  all-out  effort  to 
save  the  farmers  and  the  people  of 
Arkansas  and  similar  areas  from  a  major 
disaster,  a  disaster  which  has  arisen 
from  causes  far  beyond  their  own  con- 
trol. It  is  time  for  a  program  that  will 
prevent  liquidation  of  livestock  herds, 
and  liquidation  of  farm  families  them- 
selves. 

I  have  only  a  general  knowledge  of  the 
extent  of  present  disaster  conditions  in 
States  other  than  my  own. 

However.  I  have*heard  from  many  of 
my  colleagues  that  conditions  are  very 
serious  in  their  States. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  situation  in  Alabama 
Is  desperate,  just  as  is  the  situation  which 
the  Senator  is  describing  in  the  State 
of  Arkansas.  The  normal  annual  rain- 
fall in  Alabama  is  51.37  inches.  So  far 
this  year  there  has  been  rainfaU  of  only 
13.22  inches.  That  gives  some  idea  of 
how  parched  and  dry  and  burned  up  the 
fields  and  pastures  and  crops  are  in 
Alabama.  The  Birmingham  News  stated 
on  July  30,  as  follows: 

Alabama's  parched  croplands  continue  to 
suffer  severely.  The  State  la  now  rounding 
out  Its  seventh  month  of  insufficient  rain- 
fall.    And  what  are  normally  the   driest 


months  of  the  year  lie  ahead.  The  year 
may  bring  the  worst  drought  damage  oo  rec- 
ord In  the  State.  Already  the  loss  to  the 
State's  farmers  is  set  at  |100  million. 

I  wish  to  emphasize  that  one  reason 
given  by  the  administration  for  deny- 
ing drought  relief  to  our  Alabama  farm- 
ers was  that  the  administration  believed 
we  might  have  rain  in  the  future.  But, 
as  the  Senator  well  knows,  corn  which 
is  burned  up,  feed  grain  rhich  it  al- 
ready destroyed  by  drought,  cotton  which 
is  dried  up  and  its  bolls  prematurely 
opened  cannot  be  restored  or  brotught 
back  to  life,  even  if  there  should  be 
heavy  rain.  The  fact  is  that  we  are  now 
facing  the  normally  dry  season  of  the 
year.  I  am  certain  that  that  is  true  in 
the  State  of  Arkansas;  is  it  not? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  Senator  is 
quite  right.  Not  only  is  it  dry,  but  it  is 
hot.  The  combination  of  extremely  high 
temperatures  and  a  lack  of  rainfall  has 
burned  crops  and  vegetation  in  the  en- 
tire area, 

Mr.  HILL.  In  the  State  of  Alabama, 
this  is  the  fourth  year  in  succession  in 
which  we  have  had  prolonged  drought; 
so  the  situation  in  Alabama  today  is 
desperate.  I  cannot  understand  why  the 
administration  has  chosen  to  ignore  the 
facts.  Gov.  Gordon  Persons,  of  Ala- 
bama, has  presented  the  facts  to  the 
President  and  to  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture. They  have  been  properly  and 
adequately  presented.  They  are  irrefu- 
table. It  is  incredible  that  Alabama  has 
been  denied  drought  relief.  I  deeply 
resent  the  administration's  mistreatment 
of  our  Alabama  farmers. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  cannot  under- 
stand it,  considering  the  surpluses  of 
wheat  and  com  which  are  on  hand.  It 
would  seem  to  me  that  the  administra- 
tion should  welcome  an  opportunity  to 
make  good  use  of  the  surpluses  by  acting 
in  this  critical  situation.  I  cannot  un- 
derstand why  that  has  not  been  done. 
It  seems  unthinkable  that  the  adminis- 
tration would  not  take  action. 

The  Governor  of  Arkansas  has,  as  has 
the  Governor  of  Alabama,  been  making 
appeals  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
for  designation  of  these  areas  of  Arkan- 
sas as  drought  or  disaster  areas,  but  the 
Department  has  been  extremely  slow  in 
moving.  I  have  backed  up  every  such 
appeal  as  vigorously  as  I  know  how  by 
direct  appeals  to  the  administration,  but 
the  administration  has  moved  into  only 
a  few  counties,  much  less  than  half  of 
the  total  number  in  Arkansas  which  are 
affected.  In  my  opinion,  too.  the  county 
method  of  designation  is  ridiculous,  be- 
cause drought  does  not  pay  any  attention 
to  county  lines. 

Mr.  HILL.  Drought  knows  nothing 
about  county  lines. 

I  suppose  th&t  in  Arkansas  farmers 
may  have  been  eligible  for  emergency 
short-term  loans  under  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  That  is  right.  I 
Mr.  HILL,  But  those  are  only  shdrt- 
term  loans.  They  certainly  are  not  loans 
that  will  meet  the  existing  distressing 
situations  of  our  farmers.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  farmers  of  Alabama  have  been 
denied  the  benefits  of  the  Governmeats 
low-cost  hay  and  surplus  feed  grains 
program. 


Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  State  of  Ar- 
kansas does  not  have  machinery  ade- 
quate to  deal  with  the  surpluses  which 
may  be  made  available.  We  have  no 
department  of  agriculture  in  Arkansas 
which  is  accustomed  to  importing  hay 
from  the  West.  My  State,  and  I  am 
sure  many  other  States,  do  not  have  an 
agency  which  is  in  any  sense  comparable 
to  the  Federal  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture. The  program  worked  before,  when 
the  Federal  Government  was  adminis- 
tering it,  becau.se  with  an  organization 
they  could  ascertain  where  the  feed  was. 
buy  it,  and  ship  it  to  the  area  needing 
it.  It  is  not  likely  to  be  effective  now, 
I  am  told. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  may  say  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Arkansas  that  he 
is  more  fortunate  than  we  are  in  Ala- 
bama, because  our  Alabama  farmers 
hav3  been  denied  any  eligibility  or  any 
benefits  under  the  low-cost  hay  and  sur- 
plus feed  program. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Perhajjs  Alabama 
has  not  been  designated  as  a  disaster 
area. 

Mr.  HILL.  That  is  just  the  point  I 
am  emphasizing.  Not  only  has  Alabama 
not  been  designated  as  a  disaster  area. 
but  on  the  other  hand,  the  plea  and 
the  application, of  the  Governor  of  Ala- 
bama has  been. j^enied.  so  that  the  farm- 
ers of  Alabama  have  been  denied  bene- 
fits under  thclow-cost  hay  and  surplus 
feed  program- 
Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  am  amazed  at 
that. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas has  advised  me  that  he  is  amazed.  It 
IS  amazing  and  shocking  when  the  ter- 
rible .situation  in  Alabama  is  so  well 
known,  a  county  by  county  survey  had 
been  made  in  Alabama,  and  the  survey 
revealed  that  over  one-half  of  t^e  corn 
crop  is  burned  up  and  gone.        | 

The  pastures  are  almost  completely 
gone.  Practically  no  hay  has  been 
gathered.  Most  of  the  supply  of  feed 
that  has  been  stored  has  now  been  ex- 
hausted. Cattlemen,  dairymen,  truck 
farmers  and  cotton  farmers  are  In  great 
distress.  Our  farmers  are  being  forced 
to  sell  their  cattle  for  any  price  they  can 
get.  because  they  have  no  feed  or  hay 
with  which  to  feed  the  cattle.  It  is  a 
question  of  throwing  the  cattle  on  the 
market  and  getting  whatever  one  can 
or  permitting  one's  cattle  to  starve  to 
death. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  recently  Sjpoke  to 
a  person  who  lives  in  the  mountains  in 
my  State  and  has  a  spring  on  his  prop- 
erty. He  said  a  neighbor  of  hijs  came 
in  and  offered  to  give  him  four  milk 
cows  and  asked  him  to  accept  them  be- 
cause he  had  no  more  feed  or  water 
and  stated  that  at  least  the  cows  could 
be  given  water.  This  penson  said  he 
took  them  and  stated  that  if  the  cattle 
could  be  kept  alive,  he  would  give  them 
back  to  him.  The  person  who  originally 
owned  the  cattle  said  there  was  no  use 
trying  to  sell  them,  because  not  enough 
could  be  obtained  to  warrant  taking 
them  to  market. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  that  that  is  not  an  un- 
usual case.  In  Alabama  the  situation 
is  the  same. 
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Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.    I  yi^d. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of^Sbuth  CsoDlina. 
I  might  call  to  th&  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  the  fact  that  we 
have  a  Secretary  of  Agriculture  whose 
name  is  Benson,  and  he  makes  the  rules 
and  regulations  and  the  administrative 
policies  we  liave  to  go  by.  Has  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas  learned  what  has  to 
be  done  in  order  to  get  aid? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  have  in  my 
hand  a  pamphlet,  a  committee  print, 
which  gives  a  description  of  the  drought 
program,  which  was  issued  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  I  have  been  read- 
ing it.  I  believe  I  described  the  60  cents 
progrcm  before  the  Senator  came  in. 
The  60  cents  program  is  no  program  at 
all.  It  provides  only  a  60-cent  allow- 
ance for  a  hundred  pounds  of  feed,  and 
the  eligible  farmer  is  finding  that  this 
is  often  absorbed  by  an  inflated  feed 
price.  The  leed  is  in  the  hands  of  deal- 
ers ;  it  is  not  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment. There  is  nothing  to  prevent  the 
dealers  from  asking  any  price  they  de- 
sire.    The  hay  program  is  not  moving. 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  declar- 
ing a  certain  area  a  disaster  area,  I  be- 
lieve 28  counties  in  Arkansas  have  been 
designated  as  eligible  for  disaster  aid. 
The  Department  is  still  far  behind  in 
accepting  the  recommendations  of  the 
committee  in  the  State.  In  those  areas 
there  is  no  program  in  effect,  and,  of 
course,  that  is  perfectly  ridiculous,  be- 
cause a  drought  does  not  occur  in  ac- 
cordance with  county  lines.  I  am  now 
petting  letters  from  cotton  growers  in 
the  southwest  part  of  the  State.  The 
first  crops  to  be  destroyed  are  small 
grains.  Cotton  stands  drought  better 
than  other  crops,  but  even  cotton  is 
being  seriously  affected  now. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Is  it  not  true  that  people  in  the  drought 
areas  will  leave  those  areas  before  the 
Government  can  get  any  aid  to  them? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  They  are  having 
to  leave.  I  have  in  my  hand  a  letter 
from  a  person  in  north  Arkansas,  en- 
closing announcements  of  sales  by 
people  who  are  losing  their  farms  and 
Offering  to  sell  household  equipment, 
cattle,  what  Is  left  of  their  feed,  a  few 
bales  of  straw,  and  so  forth.  They  are 
selling  out.  The  letter  had  enclosed 
with  it  several  announcements  of  sales. 
The  writer  of  the  letter  described  what 
was  going  on  that  week  in  her  com- 
munity. Farmers  are  having  to  go  out 
of  business  and  leave  the  section. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield. 
Mr.  HILL.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  said 
what  he  did  about  cotton.  We  think  of 
and  speak  of  cotton  as  a  dry  weather 
crop. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  It  is. 
Mr.  HILL.  There  is  no  plant  which 
can  stand  the  lack  of  water  or  stand 
heat  better  than  cotton,  but  the  drought 
today  is  so  exceptionally  severe  that 
serious  troubles  and  losses  are  being  ex- 
perienced even  by  our  cotton  farmers. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  It  is  so  bad  in  one 
of  the  counties  in  Arkansas  which  is  a 


big  cotton  producing  county  that  the 
cotton  is  drying  up. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  have  a  telegram  signed 
by  W.  A.  Hales  and  J.  F.  McGee,  Jr.. 
president  and  secretary,  respectively,  of 
the  County  Farm  Bureau  of  Greene 
County.  Ala.  The  telegram  was  dated 
July  16.  That  means  the  telegram  was 
sent  a  month  ago.  Just  think  what  the 
situation  was  a  month  ago  and  today. 
We  all  know  that  conditions  have  gotten 
worse  day  by  day  and  every  hour  of  the 
day.    The  telegram  reads  as  follows: 

"Corn,  complete  loss.  Cotton,  at  least 
50  percent  off.  Hay,  80  to  90  percent 
off.  Pastures  burned  up.  We  need  feed 
immediately." 

We  have  petitioned  and  appUed  for 
and  urged  and  pleaded  with  the  admin- 
istration for  relief,  but  up  to  this  good 
day,  other  than  the  short  term  emer- 
gency loans  which  do  not  even  begin  to 
meet  the  disaster  in  Alabama  today,  we 
have  been  denied  any  relief  or  benefit 
for  our  farmers,  who  are  in  a  desperate 
situation. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  am  amazed  that 
Alabama  as  a  State  has  not  been  per- 
mitted to  share  in  the  program  at  all. 
because  it  certainly  ought  to. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  do  not  know  that  I  should 
use  the  term  "washed  out"  when  I  speak 
of  the  drought  situation,  but  unless  relief 
does  come,  and  unless  it  comes  immedi- 
ately. It  will  mean  that  many,  many  Ala- 
bama farmers  are  going  to  be  completely 
"washed  out."  Many  will  be  forced  to 
leave  their  land  and  their  homes.  They 
will  have  to  crowd  somewhere  into  a 
city  and  hope  to  get  a  job,  despite  the 
unemployment  that  exists  in  so  many 
places  today. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  that 
may  well  happ>en  under  the  ineffectual 
drought  relief  program  of  this  adminis- 
tration. But  we  certainly  should  do 
everything  possible  to  minimize  that 
movement  because  it  would  result  in  in- 
creasing the  problems  which  already 
exist  In  the  cities,  where  the  problems 
already  are  serious.  More  importantly, 
it  would  protect  the  equity  of  men  in 
their  land. 

I  do  know  that,  unless  there  are  early 
abundant  rains  in  a  vast  part  of  the  Na- 
tion, we  are  set  for  a  tremendous  drought 
disaster,  with  only  penny-ante  relief 
programs  which  will  prove  wholly  inade- 
quate to  save  tens  of  thousands  of  farm- 
ers from  ruin. 

I  regret  that  I  am  one  of  the  agricul- 
tural minority  in  this  Congress.  I  did 
not  vote  for  the  bill  that  is  so  widely 
hailed  as  an  administration  victory  over 
the  farmers.  If  I  were  one  of  the  ma- 
jority. I  would  certainly  oppose  the  ad- 
journment of  this  Congress  until  it  is 
made  absolutely  certain  that  abundant 
stand-by  authority  and  funds  are  avail- 
able to  meet  a  major  drought  disaster. 
and  that  the  aid  given  would  not  be  too 
little  and  too  late,  as  it  has  been  up  to 
this  moment  in  my  State  of  Arkansas. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  let  me  read 
excerpts  from  a  few  of  the  many  com- 
munications on  this  subject  which  I 
have  received  in  the  last  few  weeks: 

The  alleged  drought  reUef  program  an- 
nounced by  the  DA  Is  a  farce,  a  cruel  hoax. 
It  win  not  save  one  herd  In  this  country. 


The  cattle  we  raise  In  this  ootmtry  ars 
wcffth  from  30  percent  to  40. percent  of  their 
market  value  30  months  ago.  Many  cattle 
producers  have  been  holding  on  In  the  hope 
that  things  would  take  a  turn  for  the  better 
but  the  turn  has  been  the  other  way. 

Unless  the  Government  gives  some  sub- 
stantial relief  there  will  be  no  cattle  left  in 
northwest  Arkansas  next  spring. 

When  Its  own  citizens  are  going  broke 
through  no  fault  of  their  own  the  Oovem- 
ment  with  enough  feed  on  hand  to  save  the 
day  comes  up  with  an  asinine  program  that  Is 
cruel  because  It  promises  relief  but  actually 
gives  none. 

I  read  now  from  another  letter: 

Tou  know  that  I  do  not  subscribe  to  the 
theory  that  the  Government  should  set  up 
aid  for  any  segment  of  our  p>opulatlon  un- 
less they  are  confronted  with  a  major  dis- 
aster. 

The  small  farmers  su-e  In  worse  condition 
In  this  area  than  they  have  been  In  many 
years.  It  Is  Imperative  that  they  have  help 
If  they  are  to  survive  and  be  In  position  to 
even  start  a  crop  next  year. 

I  read  now  from  a  third  letter: 

I  know  that  you  hear  lots  of  distressing 
stories  In  Washington.  But  the  one  I  wisti 
to  relate  is  really  distressing.  The  farmers 
have  had  their  third  dry  year  and  third  crop 
failure  in  most  places  in  the  State.  This 
year  is  the  worst  in  this  area  yet,  and  at  this 
date  there  is  no  sign  of  rain.  Hay  is  gone. 
dairymen  are  feeding  hay  already,  hulls  go- 
ing up,  no  corn,  and  I  have  never  seen 
farmers  in  such  a  predicament  as  they  are  at 
this  time.  Even  the  cotton  farmer  is  hav- 
ing his  troubles,  where  he  had  no  water  to 
use  for  irrigation.  If  he  had  water  then 
he  is  better  off. 

I  read  now  from  a  foilrth  letter: 

Dear  Sni:  Wish  it  was  possible  for  me  to 
come  up  and  talk  the  drought  situation  over 
with  you  personally  but  since  that  Is  impos- 
sible. I  am  taking  this  opportunity  of  coming 
to  you  with  our  problems. 

1  am  going  to  admit  to  you  that  I  dont 
know  Just  what  the  solution  to  this  problem 
is  going  to  be.  but  I  do  know  that  If  some- 
thing is  not  worked  out  different  than  what 
they  now  have,  that  a  lot  of  our  people  are 
going  to  be  forced  to  abandon  their  homes 
and  seek  a  livelihood  elsewhere. 

Several  herds  in  the  county  have  already 
been  liquidated  and  last  week  all  the  local 
livestock  auction  companies  in  this  territory 
have  been  begging  the  people  not  to  bring 
their  stock  in  as  their  facilities  were  being 
overrun,  and  the  only  reason  a  lot  more  has 
not  been  moving  is  only  because  there  isn't 
enough  transportation  available.  I  was  talk- 
ing to  several  truckers  yesterday  and  they  all 
told  me  that  they  bad  turned  down  8  or  10 
loads  of  cattle  for  today. 

I  really  can't  tell  you  just  how  bad  the 
situation  Is  down  here  in  our  county,  you 
would  have  to  see  the  pastures  and  fields  in 
p>erson.  and  talk  to  some  of  the  people  to 
even  begin  to  get  a  true  picture  of  the  disas- 
trous situation  that  we  are  really  facing. 

I  read  now  from  a  fifth  letter: 

I  am  enclosing  handbills  for  loxu  separ- 
ate farm  sales,  to  show  what  is  taking  place 
right  here  in  northwest  Arkansas,  since  milk 
prices  have  been  lowered  to  where  people 
can't  go  on,  and  are  being  forced  to  leave 
their  farm  homes  to  seek  jobs  In  town  and 
elsewhere.  These  sales  have  been  going 
on  for  some  time  now,  and  if  It  keeps  up, 
milk  wUl  be  out  of  the  reach  of  poor  fami- 
lies,  or    none   for   anyone   in   a   short   time. 

If  people  choose  to  live  In  the  country, 
they  should  be  left  there.  The  only  time 
In  history  that  farmers  have  been  able  to 
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build  decent  homes  with  baths,  (that  farm- 
en  need  as  no  one  else  needs)  has  been  In 
the  last  5  to  8  or  10  years. 

I  read  now  from  a  sixth  letter: 
This  being  the  third  year  we  have  had 
a  drought  I  am  asking  for  your  help  to  the 
farmers.    I  am  In  a  position  to  know  that 
many  need  help  desperately. 

Moet  of  the  farmers  that  I  have  talked 
with  do  not  want  a  gift.  Just  an  opportun- 
ity to  meet  their  obligations.  I  know  of 
many  good  farmers,  honest,  hard  working 
men,  that  will  loee  everything  that  they 
possess  unless  aid  Is  offered  them.  Some  wUl 
be  able  to  hold  on  to  what  they  have  but 
will  not  be  able  to  farm  next  year.  A  very 
few  will  be  able  to  meet  their  obligations 
and  be  In  a  position  to  farm  In  1955.  Many 
Of  the  first  two  classes  are  ready  to  quit 
farming  and  leave  the  State  to  seek  em- 
ployment of  some  other  description.  Some 
few  have  already  done  this  very  thing. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  a 
series  of  telegrams  which  describe  the 
same  situation. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tele- 
grams were  ordei-ed  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcoro,  as  follows: 

situation  In  this  area  very  serious.  Con- 
tinue urging  approval  of  our  county  for 
drought  reUef  pn^ram. 

Drought  conditions  prevaU  throughout 
Pike  County.  This  drought  is  more  severe 
than  either  the  1962  or  1953  drought.  Peed 
crops  are  about  30  percent  of  normal.  Peed 
is  needed  now  as  20  percent  of  beef  growers 
are  feeding  now  and  80  percent  would  be 
If  they  had  feed.  Pastxorea  have  produced 
50  percent  of  our  feed  needs  since  July  i. 
Oiir  greatest  need  Is  protein  concentrate. 

The  situation  here  Is  desperate  and  far 
worse  than  prior  years  because  of  a  con- 
tinuous 3-year  drought.  Our  farmers  have 
no  pasture,  many  are  out  of  water,  none  of 
them  have  enough  feed  for  faU  and  winter. 

This  section  la  experiencing  its  worst 
drought  and  long-continued  heat  wave  In 
all  the  30-odd  years  that  I  have  lived  in 
Howard  County.  Pastures  parched,  truck 
and  fruit  crops  yields  far  under  normal  and 
row  crops  badly  damaged  by  heat  and 
drought.  But  little  rain  has  faUen  here 
since  In  May  and  a  heat  wave  of  60  days* 
duration. 

Copt  or  Telxokam  to  Sxcsktast  Benson 
The  drought  is  having  a  devastating  effect 
on  Arkansas  farmers.  In  many  Instances 
their  crops  are  burned  beyond  recovery. 
Losses  on  poultry  and  livestock  are  running 
into  millions.  Immediate  steps  must  be 
taken  to  save  our  farmers  from  bankruptcy. 
Other  droughts  In  recent  years  coupled  with 
the  shrinking  margin  between  selling  prices 
and  production  costs  have  depleted  the  re- 
serves which  some  of  o\ir  farmers  had  ac- 
cumiUated.  Others  have  been  operatlnR  on 
credit.  " 

No  doubt  you  already  know  that  we  are 
In  an  awful  drought  here  in  this  part  of 
the  country  after  last  year.  Peoi^e  are 
almost  giving  their  stock  away.  Practically 
no  market.  If  there  ever  was  a  time  that 
people— I  mean  the  stockman— needed  help 
with  cheap  feed  and  low  Interest  on  loans 
It  is  now.  If  something  Is  not  done  soon 
there  will  only  be  a  few  stockmen  left  in 
thu  part  of  the  country  so  I  am  asking  you 
to  do  what  you  can  to  see  that  this  kind 
of  a  program  can  be  put  Into  effect  soon. 
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The  continued  problem  of  extreme  hot  and 
dry  weather  has  completely  ruined  both  the 
pastures  and  crops.  Then  with  prices  of 
farm  commodities  what  they  are  we  feel  that 
the  farmers  are  In  need  of  assistance  again 
now. 

The  com  that  tassled  out  in  Jxily.  the 
hottest  month  on  record  for  this  period,  was 
burned  to  such  an  extent  that  there  was  not 
proper  poUenlzatlon  and  as  a  result,  little 
or  no  corn  matured  on  the  ears.  The  condi- 
tion of  the  dairy  farmers  in  the  Mldsouth 
area  is  critical,  and  drought  relief  Is  neces- 
sary If  many  of  the  producers  are  to  stay  in 
the  dairy  business. 

Mr.  PDLBRIGHT.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  comment  briefly  on  the  sugges- 
tion in  the  last  letter  I  read— namely, 
that  many  persons  are  ready  to  quit 
farming  and  leave  the  State,  to  seek 
employment  of  some  other  kind.  Al- 
though that  Is  one  way  to  solve  the  sur- 
plus of  agricultural  commodities  which 
has  plagued  the  country.  I  submit  that 
it  is  not  only  a  cruel  and  inhuman  way, 
but  that  the  problems  it  would  create. 
as  a  result  of  the  movement  of  tho.se 
people  into  urban  areas,  would  be  far 
more  serious  to  our  society  than  the  cost 
of  an  adequate  aid  program  for  these 
people.  They  wish  to  remain  on  the 
farms,  and  in  the  past  they  have  con- 
tributed much  to  the  economy  of  the 
Nation. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  to  me  at 
this  point?  i 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     I  yield.  I 

Mr.  HILL.  The  truth  is  that  to  grant 
the  relief  that  is  so  desperately  needed 
today,  and  for  which  there  is  such  great 
compulsion,  would  cost  practically  noth- 
ing; the  cost  would  be  virtually  nothing, 
in  comparison  with  the  overall  expendi- 
tures of  the  Governm.  at. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  That  is  tru«:  the 
cost  would  be  scarcely  anything,  because 
I  daresay  more  wheat  and  corn  will  spoil 
In  Government  storage  than  the  amount 
of  wheat  and  corn  which  would  be  re- 
quired for  the  relief  program.  All  we 
need  is  a  little  imagination  ana  a  little 
energy  on  the  part  of  responsible  author- 
ities, in  order  to  move  the  machinery 
which  already  is  in  existence,  and  in  or- 
der to  move  to  the  needy  farms  the  com- 
modities which  also  are  already  in  exist- 
ence. I  do  not  think  the  amount  of 
money  involved  would  be  signiflcant, 
compared  to  the  benefits  which  will  ac- 
crue. 

Mr.  HTLL.  In  other  words,  all  we  need 
to  do  is  to  make  use  of  what  we  already 
have. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  That  is  correct. 
All  we  need  is  someone  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  who  is  really  inter- 
ested in  doing  something  for  these  small 
farmers.  That  is  all  we  need,  because 
the  authority  and  the  appropriated  funds 
for  this  program  already  exist.  In  the 
past,  emergency  programs  have  woaked 
well.  Certainly  the  proposed  feed  pro- 
gram, especially  when  using  the  surplus 
feeds  which  are  in  storage,  could  be  effec- 
tive in  moving  the  necessary  animal  food 
into  this  area;  and  the  cost  would  be 
practically  nothing,  insofar  as  new  ap- 
propriations are  concerned. 

Of  course,  the  program  would  use  the 
commodities  now  In  storage  and  owned 


by  the  Government.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, the  cost  of  the  program 
would  be  only  an  academic  question,  or  a 
bookkeeping  question,  because  in  the 
final  analysis,  something  must  be  done 
with  the  stored  commodities  before  they 
spoil. 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion  let  me  say 
that  in  my  judgment  this  Congress  ought 
to  take  a  hand,  this  week,  to  put  an  end 
to  60-cent  economy  at  the  expense  of 
drought  victims.  If  necessary,  we  ought 
to  remain  here  for  whatever  time  it  takes 
to  mandate  the  E>epartment  of  Agricul- 
ture to  deal  adequately  with  the  drought 
crisis,  giving  the  Department  whatever 
authority  and  funds  might  prove  to  be 
neces.sary  if  this  major  disaster  con- 
tinues, worsens,  and  spreads. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  a  letter 
I  addressed  to  the  Honorable  Ezra  Taft 
Ben'^on.  on  August  17.  1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows:  I 

UvrrED  States  Sknatt, 

COMMITTLE  ON   FOREIGN    RELATIOWS, 

August  17.  1954. 
Hon.  Ezra  Tajt  Bensoh, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Secretasy  :   I  am  very  deeply  con- 
cerned about  the  Inadequacy  of  our  drought 
relief   program   to   handle   the   sort  of   major 
disaster  which  is  occurring  in  Arkansas. 

There  has  been  a  deficiency  of  rainfall  In 
Arkansa.s  for  3  years.  The  feed  situation  Is 
desperate.  Continued  drought  has  exhausted 
the  resources  of  thousands  of  farmers. 

The  current  drought  relief  program  may  be 
useful  to  areas  in  a  short  drought.  But  It  Is 
wholly  Inadequate  In  the  areas  where  farm- 
ers have  been  victims  of  drought  now  for  2, 
3,  and  even  more  years.  Declining  farm  In- 
come and  inadequate  credit  facilitleB  ag- 
gravate this  situation.  The  practlije  of  desig- 
nating drought  relief  areas  by  oountles  is 
completely  unrealistic.  Heat  and  drought  do 
not  confine  themselves  to  county  boundary 
lines. 

Additionally,  I  am  receiving  many  com- 
plaints that  the  costs  of  feeds  hare  gone  up 
so  that  the  60  cents  per  hundredweight 
allowance  for  Commodity  Credit  CJorporatlon 
supplies  does  not  offset  advances  In  feed 
prices.  In  my  opinion  It  Is  inadequate 
anyhow. 

Hay  is  desperately  needed  in  Arlsansas,  but 
is  not  being  made  available  under  the  pro- 
gram to  pay  half  of  freight,  up  to  $10  per  ton 
The  responsibility  for  running  such  a  pro- 
gram has  been  shifted  by  you  to  the  States. 
Location  of  surplus  hay  U  left  largely  to  pri- 
vate dealers.  I  am  advised  that  even  with- 
out the  program,  the  dealers  are  unable  to 
get  adequate  quantities  through  normal 
trade  channels.  Local  dealers  cannot  eco- 
nomically scour  the  country  for  available 
hay.  There  is  obviously  needed  tihe  aeslst- 
ance  of  the  Federal  farm  agencles^-^  In  the 
past  years— to  locate  and  arrange  for  deUv- 
erles  of  hay. 

I  am  advised  that  you  have  only  $15  mil- 
lion for  the  feed  program.  WltU  drought 
conditions  In  all  or  parts  of  30  States  It  Is 
Inconceivable  to  me  that  such  fun*  are  ade- 
quate  to  meet  the  needs  which  WiU  come 
with  the  sort  of  major  disaster  wHich  con- 
fronts us. 

I  am  aware  of  the  fact  that  your  Depart- 
ment has  previously  advised  that  no  addi- 
tional funds  or  authority  are  needed.  How- 
ever, if,  upon  reconsideration,  you  find  addi- 
tional funds  and  authority  are  needed  to 
meet  a  major  drought  disaster,  I  am  sure 
Congress  would  remain  In  session  to  meet 
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any  contingency  which  might  develop.  If  re- 
quested by  you  or  the  President. 

I  urge  you.  as  strongly  as  I  can.  Immedi- 
ately to  reconsider  and  revise  your  programs 
In  the  light  of  the  situation  which  now 
exists. 

Sincerely, 

J.  W.  FUI-BP.ICHT. 

Mr.  BUTLER  obtained  the  floor. 
Mr.   BRICKER.      Mr.   President,   will 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BUTLER.    I  yield. 


SUMMARY  OF  ACTTVITTES  OF  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  INTERSTATE  AND 
FOREIGN  COMMERCE  DURING 
THE  2D  SESSION  OF  THE  83D 
CONGRESS.  AND  PENDING  MAT- 
TERS 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
at  this  time  to  present  for  the  record  a 
brief  summary  of  the  activities  of  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreipn 
Commerce  for  the  second  session  of  the 
83d  Congress. 

Your  committee  had  referred  to  it  for 
consideration  a  total  of  101  pieces  of 
legislation,  including  70  Senate  bills  and 

19  House  bills,  exclusive  of  some  43 
amendments  thereto;  3  Senate  joint  res- 
olutions, an-i  E  simple  Senate  resolu- 
tions. 

A  total  of  41  bills  and  joint  resolutions 
and  5  simple  resolutions  were  reported 
favorably. 

Forty-five  measures  pa.<;sed  the  Senate 
and  28  passed  the  House.  To  date.  23 
mea.sures  have  been  signed  into  law  by 
the  President  and  several  others  are 
awaiting  his  signature. 

The  committee  this  year  held  95  ses- 
sions of  public  hearings  on  legislation, 

20  sessions  of  public  hearings  on  nomi- 
nations, and  4  sessions  of  public  hear- 
inps  on  miscellaneous  matters  other  than 
legislation  and  nominations.  In  all.  your 
committee  and  its  subcommittees  con- 
ducted 119  ses.'^ions  of  hearings  cover- 
ing  more  than  500  hours. 

Therj  were  referred  to  the  committee 
during  the  second  session.  649  so-called 
routine  nominations  in  the  Coast  Guard 
and  300  routine  nominations  in  the  Coast 
and  Geodetic  Survey.  In  addition,  the 
committee  disposed  of  23  major  nomina- 
tions. The  nomination  of  G.  Joseph 
Minetti  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Board  is  pending  before  the 
committee. 

There  were  93  ofiBcial  papers  referred 
to  committee. 

At  this  point,  Mr,  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  there  be  printed 
in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks 
a  listing  of  the  hearings  held  by  the  com- 
mittee and  its  subcommittees  and  the 
legislation  heretofore  referred  to,  cov- 
ing the  activities  of  the  committee  this 
session. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  listing 
of  hearings  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Following  is  a  list  of  the  number  of  hearing 
sessions  by  each  subcommittee  and  the  full 
committee:  Surface  transportation,  4  ses- 
sions of  open  hearings:  communications,  11 
sessions  of  opjen  hearings:  aviation.  1  session 
of  open  hearings  (20  sessions  of  hearings  were 
held  by  full  committee ) ;  water  transporta- 
tion, 25  sessions  of  open  bearings;   fisheries 


and  wildlife.  3  sessions  of  open  hearings; 
business  and  consumer  interests.  22  sessloiui 
of  open  hearings;  full  committee,  53  ses- 
sions of  op>en  hearings. 

A  list  of  the  bills  reported  to  the  Senate 
during  the  second  session  and  report  num- 
bers are  as  follows: 

S.  602.  to  provide  for  greater  safety  of  life 
and  property  at  sea  by  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  to  prescribe  rules  for  the 
loading,  stowage,  and  securing  of  grain  and 
other  similar  bulk  cargoes  (S.  Rept.  No.  1324  ) . 

S.  904.  to  standardize  rates  on  household 
goods  shipped  by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment for  its  employees  (S.  Rept.  No.  18C3). 

S.  906.  amending  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  to  establish  finality  of  contracts  between 
the  Government  and  common  carriers  (S. 
Rept.  No.   1655). 

S.  1763,  life  preservers  for  river  steamers 

(S.  Rept.  No.   1646)  . 

8.  1878.  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act 
(war-rlslc  insurance*    (S.  Rept.  No.  1212). 

S.  2370,  to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain  ves- 
sels to  Brazil  for  use  in  the  coastwise  trade 
of  Brazil  (S.  Rept.  No.  1276). 

S.  2371,  extension  of  emergency  foreign 
merchant  vessel  acquisition  and  operating 
authority  (S.  Rept.  No.  1087). 

S.  2389.  granting  commissioned  oflQcers  of 
Coast  and  Geodetic  Sarvey  ceruiin  military 
benefiU  and  rights  during  time  of  war  (S. 
Rept    No.  1752). 

S.  2407.  to  amend  the  Ship  Mortgage  Act, 
1920  (S.  Rept.  No.   1213). 

S.  2453.  to  amend  the  Communications  Act 
Of  1934,  as  amended,  with  respect  to  imple- 
menting the  International  Convention  for 
the  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea  relating  to  radio 
equipment  and  radio  operators  on  lx)ard  ship 
(S.  Rept.  No.  1583). 

S.  2713.  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce to  reconvey  certain  property  to  the  city 
of  Boulder.  Colo.  (S.  Rept.  No.^loaS). 

S.  2777.  to  provide  transportation  on  Cana- 
dian vessels  (S.  Rept.  No.  1089). 

S.  2802.  to  further  encourage  the  distribu- 
tion of  fishery  products   (S.  Rept.  No.  1210). 
S.  2814.  to  amend  section  4153  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes  (S.  Rept.  No.  1214). 

S.  2818.  biennial  inspection  of  hulls  and 
boilers  of  cargo  vessels  (S.  Rept.  No.  1272). 
S.  3185.  to  amend  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  with  respect  to  Instruments  evidencing 
the  mortgage,  lease,  conditional  sale,  or  bail- 
ment of  motor  vehicles  sold  to  or  owned  by 
certain  carriers  (S.  Rept.  No.  1461). 

S.  3190.  Etrengtiienlng  of  act  of  January 
2,  1951,  prohibiting  the  transportation  of 
gambling  devices  in  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  (S.  Rept.  No.  1651). 

S.  3219,  to  amend  certain  provisions  of  title 
XI  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  to 
facilitate  private  financing  of  new  ship  con- 
struction  (S.  Rept.  No.   18C4). 

S.  3233,  to  amend  the  Merchant  Mirine 
Act,  1936,  to  provide  permanent  legislation 
for  the  transportation  of  a  substantial  por- 
tion of  waterborne  cargoes  In  United  States- 
flag   vessels    (S.   Rept.    No.    1584). 

S.  3379.  exemption  of  certain  fabrics  and 
wearing  apparel  from  application  to  Flam- 
mable Fabrics  Act   (S.  Rept.  No.  1323). 

S.  3435.  creation  of  Washington  National 
Airport  Corporation   (S.  Rept.  No.  1653). 

S.  3464.  to  provide  for  the  carrying  out  of 
the  agreement  for  the  promotion  of  safety  on 
the  Great  Lakes  by  means  of  radio  (S.  Rept. 
No.   1747). 

S.  3542.  prohibition  of  transmission  of  cer- 
tain gambling  information  in  Interstate  and 
foreign  commerce  by  communication  facili- 
ties (S.  Rept.  No.  1652). 

S.  3546,  Emergency  Ship  Repair  Act  of 
1954   (S.  Rept.  No.   1647). 

S,  3630.  to  permit  the  city  of  Philadelphia 
to  further  develop  the  Hog  Island  tract  as 
an  air.  raU,  and  marine  terminal  (S.  Rept. 
No.    1805). 

S.  3713.  to  give  effect  to  the  International 
Convention  for  the  High  Seas  Fisheries  of 


the  North  PaclUc  Ocean,  signed  at  Tokyo, 
May  9.   1952    (8.   Rept.  No.   1806). 

Senate  Resolution  173,  to  Investigate  cer- 
tain problems  relating  to  Interstate  and 
foreign  commerce   (no  written  report). 

Senate  Resolution  272,  to  commend  States 
having  legislation  to  prevent  discarded  re- 
frigerating units  from  becoming  a  menace 
to  children  and  to  lirge  consideration  of 
similar  legislation  by  other  States  (no 
written    report). 

Senate  Resolution  276,  providing  fMidi- 
tional  funds  for  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  (no  written  report). 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  67.  to  repeal  cer- 
tain World  War  II  laws  relating  to  return  of 
fishing  vessels  (S.  Rept.  No.  1649). 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  161.  authorization 
for  sale  of  passenger-cargo  vessels   (S.  Rept. 

No.   1645). 

H.  R.  6436.  amending  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934  (S.  Rept.  No.  1090). 

H.  R.  6870.  to  approve  existing  railway  In- 
stallations and  authorize  further  tastalla- 
tlons  on  the  batture  In  front  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  hospital  property  In  New 
Orleans,  La.  (S.  Rept.  No.  1275). 

H.  R.  7395.  to  amend  the  definition  of  "air- 
man" in  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  (8.  Rept. 
No.  1751). 

H.R.7468.  amending  certain  provisions  of 
part  II  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to 
provide  for  the  regulation  for  purposes  of 
safety  and  protection  of  the  public,  of  cer- 
tain foreign  motor  carriers  operating  In  the 
United  States  (S.  Rept.  No.  1650). 

H.  R.  8357.  to  amend  the  Standard  Con- 
tainer Act  of  May  21.  1928  (45  Stat.  685:  15 
U.  S  C.  257-2571),  to  provide  for  a  a/g -bushel 
basket  lor  fruits  and  vegetables  (S.  Etept.  No. 
1585). 

H.  R.  8538.  revocation  or  denial  of  merchant 
marine  documents  to  persons  Involved  In  cer- 
tain narcotics  violations  (S.  Rept.  No.  1648). 

H  R.  8647.  regarding  provisions  to  register 
or  license  a  vessel  of  the  United  States  (8. 
Rept    No.   1748). 

H.  R.  1843.  to  increase  the  retired  pensions 
of  members  of  former  lighthouse  service  (S. 
Rept.  No.  2215). 

H.  R  98C8.  to  amend  the  Ship  Mortgage  Act 
to  provide  for  the  charter  of  a  passenger 
vessel  to  the  Hawaiian  Steamship  Co.  (S. 
Rept.  No.  2213). 

H.  R.  9584.  to  provide  for  the  protection  of 
fishermen  in  territorial  waters  (S.  Rept.  No. 
2214). 

H  R.  8898.  to  amend  section  401  (e)  (2) 
of  Civil  Aeronautics  Act.  as  amended  (perma- 
nent certificates  for  local  service  air  carriers) 
(S.  Rept.  No.  2267). 

Senate  Resolution  292,  expressing  the  sense 
of  the  Senate  for  the  development  of  private 
aviation. 

Senate  Resolution  310.  authorizing  the  In- 
vestigation of  marketing  of  new  cars  by  the 
Business  and  Consumer  Interests  Subcom- 
mittee (S.  Rept.  No.  2316) . 

H.  R.  9115,  to  provide  that  contributions 
received  under  Public  Law  485.  80th  Congress, 
for  the  construction  of  a  merchant  m«u-ine 
Chapel  shall  be  Invested  in  Government  ob- 
ligations pending  their  use  for  such  con- 
struction (S.  Rept.  No.  2490). 

H.  R.  9434.  to  amend  section  216  (b)  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended,  to 
provide  for  the  maintenance  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Academy. 

A  list  of  the  bills  which  passed  the  Senate 
Is    as    follows : 

S.  602,  to  provide  for  greater  safety  of  life 
and  property  at  sea. 

S.  906,  amending  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  to  establish  finality  of  contracts  between 
the  Government  and  common  carriers. 

S.  978.  to  amend  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  In  order  to  expedite  and  faclUtate  the 
termination  of  railroad  reorganization  pro- 
ceedings under  sec.  77  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Act. 

S.  1763.  life  preservers  for  river  steamers. 
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a.  XSTi.  to  ammwl  the  Ibreluuxt  Marine 
Act  (war-rlak  Insunuioe).     > 

8.  1918.  to  amend  section  0  of  tlie  Mer- 
chant Ship  Sales  Act  of  1M8. 

S.  ^2ST0,  to  autborlas  the  sale  of  certain 
jewels  to  Bnail  for  uae  In  the  coMtvlse 

trade  of  BrazlL 

S.  3871.  cactenslon  of  emergency  foreign 
merchant  ▼easel  acquisition  and  operating 
authority. 

S.  2389.  granting  commissioned  olBoers  ot 
Coast  and  GeodeUc  Survey  certain  military 
benefits  and  rights  during  time  of  War. 

S.  2407.  to  amend  the  Ship  Mortgage  Act. 
1990. 

S.  2483.  to  amend  the  Communications  Act 
of  1034.  relating  to  radio  equipment  and 
radio  operators  on  board  ship. 

8.  2777.  to  provide  transportation  on 
Canadian  vessels. 

S.  2802,  to  further  encourage  the  distribu- 
tion of  fishery  products. 

8.  2814.  to  amend  section  4153  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes. 

8.  2818.  biennial  Inspection  of  hulls  and 
boilers  of  cargo '  vessels. 

'S.  3185.  to  amend  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act  with  respect  to  Instruments  evi- 
dencing tlie  mortgage,  lease,  conditional  sale. 
pr  bailment  of  motor  vehicles  sold  to  or 
owned  by  certain  carriers. 

S.  3233.  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act.  1938,  to  provide  permanent  legislation 
for  the  transportation  of  a  substantial  por- 
tion of  waterborne  cargoes  In  United  States- 
fiag  vessels. 

S.  3379.  exemption  of  certain  fabrics  and 
wearing  ai^arel  from  application  to  Flam- 
mable Tabrles  Act. 

S.  3464,  to  provide  for  the  carrying  out  of 
the  agreement  for  the  promotion  of  safety 
on  the  Qreat  Xjakee  by  means  of  radio. 

S.  3546,  Emergency  Ship  Repair  Act  of 
1954. 

S.  3630.  to  permit  the  dtr  of  Philadelphia 
to  further  develop  the  Hog  Island  tract  as  an 
air,  rail,  and  marine  terminal. 

S.  3713.  to  give  effect  to  the  International 
Convention  for  the  High  Seas  Fisheries  of 
the  North  Pacific  Ocean,  signed  at  Tokyo. 
May  9.  1952. 

Senate  Resolution  173.  to  Investigate  cer- 
tain problems  relating  to  Interstate  and  for- 
eign commerce. 

Senate  Resolution  272,  to  commend  States 
having  legislation  to  prevent  discarded  re- 
frigerating units  from  becoming  a  menace  to 
children  and  to  virge  consideration  of  sim- 
ilar legislation  by  other  States. 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  67,  to  repeal  cer- 
tain World  War  n  laws  relating  to  retxirn 
of  ashing  vessels. 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  72,  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  to  sell  certain 
vessels  to  citizens  of  the  Republic  of  the 
Philippines;  to  provide  for  the  rehabilitation 
of  the  Interlaland  commerce  of  the  Philip- 
pines, and  for  other  purposes. 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  161  (H.  J.  Res. 
634) ,  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
to  sell  certain  war-built  passenger-cargo 
vessels,  and  for  other  pxirposes. 

H.  R.  1026,  providing  medical,  surgical,  and 
dental  treatment  and  hoepltallzation  for  cer- 
tain officers  and  employees  of  the  former 
Ughthouse  Service. 

H.  R.  4657,  to  amend  section  319  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934  with  respect  to 
permits  for  construction  of  radio  stations. 

H.  R.  4658,  to  amend  section  309  (c)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934.  with  respect 
to  the  time  within  which  the  Federal  Ck>m- 
munlcations  Commission  must  act  on  pro- 
tests filed  thereunder. 

H.  R.  4569,  to  amend  section  601  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  so  that  any 
offense  punishable  thereunder,  except  a  sec- 
ond or  subequent  offense,  shall  constitute  a 
misdemeanor  rather  than  a  felony. 

H.  R.  6436,  amending  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934. 


H.  R.  5976.  to  amend  section  1  of  the  Nat- 
ural das  Act. 

H.  R.  6870,  to  approve  existing  railway  In- 
stallations and  authorize  further  installa- 
tions on  the  batture  In  front  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Hospital  property  1a  New 
Orleans,  La. 

H.  R.  7380,  authorizing  the  Secretary  of 
Conunerce  to  reconvey  certain  property  to 
the  city  <rf  Boulder,  Colo. 

H.  R.  7468.  amending  certain  provisions  of 
part  n  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to 
provide  for  ttie  regulation  for  purposes  of 
safety  and  protection  ot  the  public,  cf  cer- 
tain foreign  motor  carriers  operating  in  the 
United  States. 

H.  R.  8357.  to  amend  the  Standard  Con- 
tainer Act  of  May  21,  1928.  to  provld*  for  a 
% -bushel  basket  for  fruits  and  vegetables. 

H.  R.  8538,  revocation  or  denial  of  mer- 
chant marine  documents  to  persons  involved 
In  certain  narcotics  violations. 

H.  R.  1843.  to  Increase  retired  pay  of  cer- 
tain members  of  the  former  Lighthouse 
Service. 

H.  R.  9584,  to  protect  rights  of  vessels  of 
United  States  on  the  high  seas  and  in  terri- 
torial waters  of  foreign  countries. 

H.  R.  8647,  to  amend  Revised  Statutes  4426 
(exemption  of  certain  small  vessels  from 
vessel  Inspection  laws). 

Senate  Resolution  292,  to  express  tht  sense 
of  the  Senate  for  development  of  private 
aviation. 

H.  R.  9868,  to  amend  the  Ship  Mortg^e  Act 
to  provide  for  the  charter  of  a  passenger  ves- 
sel to  the  Hawaiian  Steamship  Co. 

H.  R.  9115,  to  provide  that  contributions 
received  under  Public  Law  485.  80th  Con- 
gress, for  the  construction  of  a  merchant 
marine  chapel  shaJl  be  Invested  in  Govern- 
ment obligations  pending  their  use  for  such 
construction. 

H.  R.  9987  (S.  3219).  to  amend  certain  pro- 
visions of  title  XI  of  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936.  as  amended,  to  facilitate  private  financ- 
ing of  new  ship  construction,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

A  list  of  the  bills  and  resolutions  which 
were  signed  by  the  President  and  became 
public  laws  are  as  follows: 

8.3370,  to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain 
vessels  to  Brazil  for  use  in  the  coastwise 
trade  of  Brazil  (Public  Law  496) . 

S.  2777,  to  provide  transportation  on  Cana- 
dian vessels  (Public  Law  441) . 

S.  2802,  to  further  encourage  the  distribu- 
tion of  fishery  products  (Public  Law  466). 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  72.  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  to  sell  certain 
vessels  to  citizens  of  the  Republic  ot  the 
Philippines;  to  provide  for  the  rehabilitation 
of  the  Interlsland  commerce  of  the  Philip- 
pines, and  for  other  purposes  (Public  Law 
469). 

H.  R.  4557,  to  amend  section  319  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934  with  respect  to 
permits  for  construction  of  radio  stations 
(Public  Law  321). 

H.  R.  4558.  to  amend  section  309  (c)  cf  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934.  with  respect 
to  the  time  within  which  the  Federal  Com- 
munications Commission  must  act  on  pro- 
tests filed  thereunder  (Public  Law  320). 

H.  R.  4559.  to  amend  section  501  off  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  so  that  aay  of- 
fense punishable  thereunder,  except  a  second 
or  subsequent  offense,  shall  constitute  a  mis- 
demeanor rather  than  a  felony  (Public  Law 
314) . 

H.  R.  5976.  to  amend  section  1  of  the  Natu- 
ral Gas  Act  (Public  Law  323). 

H.  R.  6276,  to  amend  the  Ship  Mortgage 
Act.  1920  (Public  Law  447). 

H.  R.  6436,  amending  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934  (Public  Law  345). 

H.  R.  6870,  to  approve  existing  railway  In- 
stallations and  authorize  further  installa- 
tions on  the  batture  In  front  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  hospital  property  in  New 
Orleans.  La.  (Public  Law  376) . 


H.  R.  7380.  authorizing  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  to  reconvey  certain  property  to 
the  city  of  Boulder.  Colo.  (Public  Law  341). 

H.  R.  8357.  to  amend  the  Standard  Con- 
tainer Act  of  May  21,  1928,  to  provide  for  a 
three-eighths-bushel  basket  for  fruits  and 
vegetables  (Public  Law  434). 

H.  R.  8638.  revocation  or  denial  of  'mer- 
chant marine  documents  to  persons  involved 
In  certain  narcotics  violations  (public  Law 
500). 

H.  R.  7468.  to  amend  section  203  (a)  of  In- 
terstate Commerce  Act  authorizing  regula- 
tion of  motor-carrier  transportation  In  cer- 
tain Instances  (Public  Law  522). 

8.2371.  to  extend  emergency  foreign  mer- 
chant vessel  acquisition  and  operating  au- 
thority of  Public  Law  101  of  77t|i  Congress 
(Public  Law  569). 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  161  (H.  J.  Res. 
634).  to  authorize  Secretary  of  Cotnmerce  to 
sell  certain  war-built  passenger  cargo  vessels 
(Public  Law  553). 

S.  2389.  granting  commissioned  oflloerB  of 
Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  certain  military 
benefits  and  rights  during  time  of  war  (Pub- 
lic Law  593). 

S.  2408.  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1938.  to  provide  a  national  defense  re- 
serve of  tankers  and  to  promote  the  construc- 
tion of  new  tankers,  and  for  other  purnosea 
(Public  Law  574).  *^^ 

S.  3713.  to  give  effect  to  the  International 
Convention  for  the  High  Seas  Fisheries  of  the 
North  Pacific  Ocean,  signed  at  Tokyo  Mav  fi 
1952  (Public  Law  579).  ' 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  67.  to  repeal  cer- 
tain World  War  II  laws  relating  to  return 
of  fishing  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes 
(Public  Law  580).  f^-t^ses 

S.  2453,  to  amend  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934.  as  amended,  with  respect  to  imple- 
menting the  International  Convention  for 
the  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea  relating  to  radio 
equipment  and  radio  operators  on  board  shin 
(Public   Law   584).  *^ 

inf..  ^i'*^'*'  ^°  *"^«nd  Communications  Act  of 
1934  in  order  to  make  certain  pri^vislon  for 
the  carrying  out  of  the  Agreemett  for  the 
Promotion  of  Safety  on  the  Great  Lakes  by 
Means  of  Radio   (Public  Law  690). 

H.  R.  1026.  providing  medical,  surgical  and 
dental  treatment  and  hospitalization  fear'  cer- 
tain officers  and  employees  of  the  former 
Lighthouse  Service,  was  vetoed  by  the  Presi- 
dent   (H.  Doc.   No.  429). 


REPORT  ON  ACnvrriES  OP  WATER 

TRANSPORTATION     SUBCOMMIT- 
TEE 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
received  from  the  chairman  of  the  Sub- 
committee on  Water  Transportation  of 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce,  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Butler],  a  letter 
detaihng  the  work  of  his  subcommittee. 

I  wish  to  express  my  very  deep  ap- 
preciation for  the  Senator's  work  I 
know  I  express  the  appreciation  of  aU 
members  of  the  committee  for  the  diU- 
gent  work  the  subcommittee  has  con- 
ducted throughout  the  year,  and  the  ac- 
complishments of  the  subcommittee. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  is  about 
to  present  a  very  important  bill,  which 
was  reported  by  his  subcommittee,  and 
was  approved  unanimously  by  the  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce  Commit- 
tee. 

This  letter  from  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  details  the  work  of  that  sub- 
committee, which  is  one  of  the  very  im- 
portant subcommittees  of  the  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee.  I 
wish  to  commend  the  Senator  particu- 
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larly  on  the  bill  he  is  about  to  present 
to  the  Senate  today.  I  think  It  will  make 
effective  the  program  attempted  2  years 
ago  in  our  committee.  I  think  it  will 
bring  into  the  shipbuilding  industry 
much  private  money,  without  the  ex- 
penditure of  Government  and  taxpayers' 
money,  and  will  help  to  fill  a  great  need 
in  building  up  our  shipping  industry. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may 
place  in  the  Record  at  this  time  the  let- 
ter from  the  chairman  of  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Water  Transportation,  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  I  Mr.  Butler  1 . 
There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
••  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Vntttd  Statxs  Sen  ATI. 

COUHITTEX  ON  INTERSTATE 

AND  FOBXICN  COMMEKCZ, 

August  5.  1954. 
Hon.  John  W.  Bkicker. 

Chairman,  Committee  on 

Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 
United  States  Capitol. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
Deah  Senator  Brickes  ;   During  the  present 
session  ot  the  83d  Congress  it  was  my  privi- 
lege to  be  designated  by  you  as  head  of  the 
Water    Transportation    Subcommittee,    han- 
dling  legislation    pertaining    mainly    to    the 
American  merchant  marine.     I  think  it  only 
proper,  as  the  Congress  comes  to  a  close,  that 
I  summarize  for  you  what  our  subcommittee 
has  done  and  what  we  hope  to  do  in  the  near 
future. 

Let  me  atresa  at  the  outaet  our  good  for- 
tune in  serving  under  you  as  chairman  of 
the  Senate  Interstate  and  Poreign  Commerce 
Committee.  Without  your  continuing  sup- 
port and  wise  counsel  our  subcommittee 
efforts  could  not  possibly  have  been  so  fruit- 
ful. Likewise  I  would  like  to  take  this  oppor- 
tunity to  express  my  sincere  appreciation 
and  admiration  for  the  industry  and  abUity 
of  each  of  my  subcommittee  colleagues — 
Senators  Porrtm  and  Patne  on  the  majority 
side,  and  Senators  Macituson  and  Smathers 
on  the  other.  Leaders  in  the  shipping  and 
shipbuilding  industries  and  in  the  inter- 
ested Government  agencies,  as  well  as  offi- 
cials of  maritime  labor  have  generoxisly  as- 
serted that  our  subcommittee  has  accom- 
plished much  of  value  during  this  session.  If 
that  Is  BO.  and  I  believe  it  la.  it  was  made 
possible  only  by  the  unfailing  assistance  and 
cooperation  of  all  concerned. 

And  here  I  pause  to  observe  that  any  state- 
ment of  our  progress  would  be  Incomplete  if 
it  failed  to  emphasize  that  the  maritime  in- 
dustry haa  had  no  better  support  from  any 
Member  of  the  Senate  than  it  has  had  from 
the  distinguished  majority  leader.  Senator 
Knowland  and  from  the  very  able  chairman 
of  the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee. 
Senator  Bridges.  Senator  Knowi.and  almost 
uniformly  has  given  right  of  way  to  our  bills, 
more  than  two-thirds  of  which  were  ap- 
proved within  10  days  of  their  inclusion  in 
the  calendar.  Senator  BamcEs  was  most  con- 
siderate of  our  representations  as  to  Oovern- 
ments  obligations  to  American  shipping — 
and  receptive  to  our  pleas  for  funds  to  dis- 
charge those  obligations.  His  willingness  to 
accept  the  $18  mUlion  amendment  to  the 
supplemental  appropriation  bill  for  the 
emergency  ship-repair  program  was  but  the 
latest  Instance  of  his  courtesy  and  support 
in  this  respect. 

At  the  conclusion  of  this  letter  I  will  ap- 
pend a  list  of  the  maritime  bills  which  have 
been  approved  by  the  Water  Transportation 
Subcommittee  and  acted  upon  favorably  by 
the  Senate.  Any  account  of  legislation  for 
the  maritime  industry  must  necessarily  in- 
clude, however,  not  only  a  recital  of  what  haa 
been  achieved,  but.  perhaps  even  more  Ini- 
portant,  what  remaina  to  be  done.    Despite 


the  definite  gains  made  In  the  struggle  to 
keep  the  American  merchant  marine  alive 
and  adequate  to  the  requirements  of  peace 
or  war.  urgent  needs  remain  to  be  filled.  And 
the  preparatory  work  to  remedy  these  needs, 
or  much  of  them,  can  and  should  be  done  In 
the  months  that  will  Intervene  before  Con- 
gress again  convenes  in  January  next. 

Much  has  been  said,  necessarily,  during 
this  session  about  the  depressed  conditions 
in  the  shipbuilding  and  ship  repair  indus- 
try, and  the  lack  of  available  cargoes  which 
caused  the  lay-up  of  many  American  ships, 
especially  In  the  Uamp  trade.  However,  the 
matters  coming  before  the  subcommittee  did 
not  deal  solely  with  these  matters. 

One  of  the  primary  concerns  of  the  sub- 
committee has  been  the  advancement  of 
safety  of  life  and  property  at  sea.  In  this 
field  there  were  five  bills  considered  and 
passed,  all  of  which  will  result,  without 
question,  in  greater  safety  for  both  lives  and 
property.  One  of  the  most  persistent  causes 
of  catastrophies  on  the  high  seas  has  been 
the  improper  loading  of  certain  types  of  car- 
goes, such  as  bulk  grain,  wheat,  and  the  like, 
which  have  a  tendency  to  shift  unless  prop- 
erly contained  in  their  allotted  spaces.  One 
of  the  bills  passed.  S.  602.  is  addressed  to 
the  prevention  of  future  troubles  of  this 
nature. 

Improved  design  of  vessels  has  been  an- 
other necessary  consideration  and  our  bill. 
S.  2814.  as  passed,  would  help  matters  greatly 
In  this  respect.  Requirement  of  approved 
life  preservers  on  river  steamers  to  replace 
the  unsatisfactory  life  rafts  rwaw  in  use.  as 
provided  in  8-  1763,  is  of  great  Importance. 
Likewise,  provisions  to  authorize  denial  or 
revocation  of  seamen's  licenses  to  narcotic 
users  or  addicts  is  another  long  needed  step 
In  the  right  direction. 

Under  the  heading  of  national  and  public 
Interest  an  impressive  number  of  bills  were 
reported  and  passed.  One  of  them.  S.  2408. 
made  provision  for  adding  needed  strength 
to  the  strategic  reserve  tanker  fleet.  An- 
other. Initiated  entirely  by  our  subcommit- 
tee, and  cosponsored  by  many  able  Senators 
from  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  provides  for  an 
emergency  ship  repair  program,  to  keep  stra- 
tegic yards  In  operation,  as  well  as  to  put 
selected  vessels  In  the  reserve  fleet  in  ready 
condition,  for  Immediate  use  In  the  event 
of  an  emergency.  Other  bills  under  this 
heading  would  strengthen  diplomatic  and 
trade  relations  with  several  foreign  nations 
by  permitting  sale  or  charter  to  them  of 
ships  badly  needed  in  their  domestic  trades. 
And  on  the  Pacific,  there  was  made  possible 
the  sale  and  charter  of  additional  passenger 
vessels  which  will  greatly  advance  the  public 
convenience  in  those  areas,  while  adding 
vastly  to  the  defense  potential  In  available 
troop  transports. 

For  the  beneiit  of  the  shipping  Industry 
Itself,  which  has  been  so  hard  hit  by  low- 
coet.  foreign  competition,  measures  of  ut- 
most importance  have  been  passed  and  to  a 
large  point  developed  by  our  subcommittee. 
Two  especially  stand  out  In  this  regard — 
one.  the  cargo  preference,  or  60-50  bill,  to 
assure  to  the  United  States  flag  vessels,  on 
a  permanent  basis,  the  transportation  of 
at  least  60  percent  of  all  cargoes  for  the 
account  of  or  financed  by  this  Government. 
The  other.  S.  3219.  to  provide  for  private 
financing  of  ship  construction. 

Our  subcommittee's  hearings  on  the  Com- 
merce Departments  very  splendid  Maritime 
Subsidy  Policy  Report  focused  the  spotlight 
on  a  number  of  pressing  problems  which  will 
have  to  t)e  met  within  the  immediate  future. 
Of  pressing  importance  to  nuu-ltlme  labor, 
as  well  as  to  a  large  segment  of  American 
shipping  engaged  in  the  tramp  trades,  was 
the  Inquiry  conducted  by  our  subcommittee 
Into  the  administration  of  the  law  dealing 
with  the  transfer  of  United  States-flag  ves- 
sels to  foreign  registry.  The  Maritime  Ad- 
ministrator came  before  the  subcommittee 


at  an  open  bearing,  and  outlined  in  detail 
the  policies  governing  such  transfers,  fol- 
lowing which  those  who  opposed  or  ques- 
tioned the  transfer  policy  were  heard  at 
length.  The  subcommittee's  conclualon  waa 
that  the  law  was  not  being  Improperly  ad- 
ministered, but  we  urged  the  Maritime  Ad- 
ministrator to  exercise  caution  In  acting  on 
the  many  pending  requests  for  foreign 
transfer. 

It  seems  especially  appropriate  to  mentloa 
the  successful  effort*  made  by  our  subcom- 
mittee to  have  this  Government  meet  Its 
obligations  to  the  shipping  lines  with  regard 
to  payment  ot  operating  differential  subsi- 
dies, some  of  which  had  been  overdue  for 
years. 

The  fourth  and  final  phase  of  the  subcom- 
mittee's activities  was  centered  vpon  the 
shipyards  of  our  country  and  here.  I  am  sure, 
we  have  made  a  substantial  contribution  to 
the  future  security  of  the  Nation. 

Besides  initiating  the  ship  repair  program 
which,  as  passed  and  sent  to  the  President, 
will  undoubtedly  prevent  the  closing  of 
many  vital  yards  and  the  loss  of  thousands 
of  skilled  shipworkers,  our  subcommittee  has 
been  most  active,  and  successful.  In  Its  at- 
tempts to  Impress  up>on  Congress  and  the  ad- 
ministration the  urgency  of  approving  plans 
for  new  passenger  vessels  and  tankers  and 
for  various  other  forms  of  new  ship  con- 
struction. These  programs  are  of  the  ut- 
most Importance  to  the  Nation,  end  of  Im- 
mediate urgency  to  the  shipyards,  nearly  all 
of  which  are  facing  Imminent  closing. 

Convinced  that  depressed  conditions  in 
American  shipyards  merited  for  them  prefer- 
ential consideration  over  foreign  shipyards 
for  which  contracts  had  been  allotted  under 
the  Navy's  offshore  ship  procurement  pro- 
gram, I  felt  It  Incumbent  upon  me  as  chair- 
man to  urge  that  these  contracts  be  placed 
In  this  country.  As  a  result  I  was  advised 
by  Admiral  Leggett.  Chief  of  the  Navy's  Bu- 
reau of  Ships,  for  whom  I  have  the  highest 
regard,  that  contracts  totaling  $27,500,000 
for  minesweepers  for  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  countries  would  be  diverted  back 
from  European  shipyards  to  yards  In  thla 
country. 

During  this  session,  likewise.  In  connection 
with  our  efforts  on  behalf  of  shipping  and 
Bhipbullding.  we  have  developed  a  close 
working  partnership  vrlth  the  responsible 
Government  agencies.  That  relationship  haa 
been  most  effective  In  promoting  the  legis- 
lative and  allied  efforts  deemed  essential  for 
the  preservation  and  strengthening  of  these 
Important  segments  of  our  peacetime  and 
wartime  economy. 

Most  of  the  legislation  Immediately  aff^ect- 
Ing  the  shipping  and  shipbuilding  Ihdustles 
acted  upon  diu-lng  the  session  was  of  the 
emergency  type.  Ships  were  being  laid  up, 
shipyards  were  closing  or  facing  such  action. 
Action  had  to  be  of  such  a  nature  as  to  af- 
ford prompt  but,  I  fear.  In  some  instances, 
piecemeal  help,  to  keep  these  Important 
facilities  alive  until  more  permanent  meas- 
ures could  be  devised  and  enacted. 

The  more  Important  problems  to  be  faced 
on  a  long-range  basis  are  Interrelated,  neces- 
sarily. 

First,  the  private  shipyards  upon  which 
the  Department  of  Defense  Is  placing  heavy 
reliance  n>u6t  not  be  allowed  to  shut  down 
or  deteriorate  to  a  standby  status.  This 
would  be  a  catastrophe.  If  it  Is  allowed  to 
happen,  a  sudden  emergency  would  find  the 
Nation  unable  to  meet  the  vast  demands  for 
new  shipping  that  the  defense  authorities 
assert  will  be  required.  An  atom  war  will 
not  permit  months  or  even  years  to  organize 
our  shipyards,  as  was  the  case  in  World 
Wars  I  and  II. 

Second,  the  American  merchant  fleet  is 
aging  rapidly.  Almost  all  of  It  was  built 
diu-lng  the  war  years.  Before  10  years  have 
passed  this  vast  fleet  will  have  passed  Its 
useful  lifetime.     Beplacen^nt  o£  all  tbeee 
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▼esaels  when  that  happens,  wtthln  a  S-  or  8« 
year  period,  will  be  aiimoanteAj  Imppewlhie. 
Our  Bblpyarda  oouldnt  begin  to  handle  that 
many  omitracts — even  it  the  necceeary  fimde 
were  available,  a  truly  f  antastle  aappoalttoii. 
The  aenslble  approach  to  such  replace- 
ment, recommended  In  the  liiaritime  Ghibsldy 
Policy  Report  ot  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce, is  an  annual  construction  program  of 
60  ocean-going  ships  a  year.  This  Is  esti- 
mated to  cost  at  least  f400  million  annually. 
Where  the  money  to  finance  this  program 
would  oome  from  Is,  at  this  moment,  a  grave 
question. 

Under  title  V  ot  the  Merchant  Marine  Act 
o£  1980.  the  Government  is  authtx-ized  to 
finance,  and  In  some  instances  has  flnuiced. 
75  per^nt  of  the  owner's  cost  of  construc- 
tion, on  a  a(^year  basis,  with  Interest  on  the 
unpaid  balance  at  the  rate  of  3\^  percent 
per  annum.  There  have  been  no  losses  to 
the  Qovemment  imder  this  program.  But 
to  obtain  title  V  funds,  appropriations  must 
be  sought.  Accordin^y,  because  of  this 
lliudgetary  obstacle,  and  in  an  attempt  to 
encourage  private  financing  of  merchant  ves- 
sel ccmstructlon,  the  subcommittee  worked 
with  representatives  of  the  shipping  indus- 
try, the  lending  institutions,  and  the  Gov- 
ernment agencies  concerned  to  develop  a 
private  financing  bill.  S.  3210.  Admittedly, 
encouragement  of  private  financing  of  vessel 
construction  is  nothing  new,  witness  Pub- 
lls  Law  288,  passed  at  the  last  session  for 
the  same  purpose,  but  which  apparently  has 
not  done  the  Job.  Indeed,  title  XI  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act  is  designed  to  encour- 
age private  financing  and  has  been  on  the 
books  since  1938.  But  we  believe  S.  3219,  if 
enacted,  will  do  the  private  financing  Job 
in  large  part. 

The  1936  act.  likewise,  under  section  206. 
authorized  the  establishment  ot  a  revolving 
fund  for  the  financing  of  vessels  to  replace 
obsolete  units.  In  recent  years  operation 
of  this  fund  has  been  discontinued  tinder 
provlaoe  of  the  Commerce  appropriation  bills. 
However,  one  of  tne  recommendations  ad- 
vanced in  the  recently  published  Maritime 
Subsidy  Policy  Beport  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  is  that  this  revolving  fund  be  re- 
activated and  made  available  for  use  in 
connection  with  ship  construction.  Tbe  re- 
port suggested  that  there  be  authorized  for 
deposit  In  this  fund  appropriations  for  ship 
construction,  receipts  from  sale  of  ship  mort- 
gages. Interest  and  principal  payments  of 
ship  mortgages,  and  charter  receipts. 

The  report  goes  on  to  suggest  that  con- 
sideration be  given  to  limiting  the  use  of 
such  funds  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the 
Government's  share  of  ship  construction.  So 
great  will  be  the  need  during  the  next  10 
years  fcM:  funds  to  finance  replacement  of  tbe 
aging  merchant  fleet  that  it  will  require  ex- 
tenslwimrticlpatlon  from  both  Government 
and  jmiVate  soiuces. 

OjnT  subcommittee  proposes  to  go  thor- 
oughly Into  this  matter  over  the  coming 
months  with  the  responsible  Government 
departments  to  the  end  that  legislation  which 
will  reactivate  the  revolving  fimd  may  be 
developed  for  presentation  to  the  Congress 
early  to  the  next  session.  If  the  Nation 
is  to  have  a  privately  owned  merchant  ma- 
rine beyond  the  next  10  years,  a  merchant 
martoe  of  modern  design,  adequate  in  size 
to  meet  the  needs  of  our  economy  during 
peacetime,  let  alone  to  serve  as  the  fourth 
arm  of  defense  in  war  or  emergency,  we  must 
do  everjrthlng  possible  now  to  assure  that 
the  necessary  funds  will  be  available.  And, 
In  our  Judgment,  such  a  revolving  f\md  is 
absolutely  essential  If  this  problem  of  re- 
plactog  our  fieet.  rapidly  becoming  obso- 
lescent, is  to  be  met  on  anything  like  an 
adequate  basis. 

Closely  related  with  this  No.  1  problem 
of  merchant-vessel  replacement  is  the  basic 
American  shilling  policy  question  ot  sub- 
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sidles,  or  Government  participation,  as 
provided  under  the  Merchant  Maflne  Act 
of  1838.  Are  its  provisions  for  such  Gov- 
ernment aid  as  basically  sound  as  they  were 
In  1936.  when  the  act  was  passed? 

So  Important  is  It  that  conflicting  views 
on  this  matter  be  resolved,  that  I  Intend  to 
present  a  resolution  early  In  the  new  Con- 
gress which  would  authorize  the  setting  up 
of  a  joint  commission,  made  up  of  Mem- 
bers of  both  Houses  of  the  Congress,  as  well 
as  experts  from  budget,  the  General  Account- 
ing Office,  Commerce,  and  Treasury,  plus  rep- 
resentatives from  the  shipping  Industry  and 
maritime  labor.  The  objective  of  this  joint 
commission  will  be  to  perform  promptly  a 
thorough  review  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act 
of  1936.  and  to  bring  it  Into  line  with  the 
needs  not  only  of  the  present  day  but  of  this 
critical  10-year  period  ahead. 

The  results  of  such  a  study  as  I  shall  pro- 
pose could  help  materially  to  clear  the  at- 
mosphere with  respect  to  the  congressional 
as  well  as  the  public  attitude  toward  the 
merchant  marine.  The  accompUahments, 
and  the  problems,  of  the  merchant  marine 
have  never  been  adequately  presented  to 
the  Congress  or  to  the  public.  l  believe  the 
findings  and  recommendations  of  such  a 
Conunlsslon  as  I  have  in  mind,  would  be 
very  helpful  in  dispelling  some  current  mis- 
conceptions as  to  the  proper  place  of  the 
merchant  marine  in  the  national  economic 
and  security  picture.  Likewise,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  such  a  study  will  enable  us  to 
spend  the  taxpayers'  merchant  marine  dol- 
lars more  wisely  than  we  are  able  t©  do  to- 
day. 

A  further  aspect  of  the  maritime  situation 
that  deserves  the  attention  of  the  Cbngress, 
and  particularly  of  our  subcommittee,  is  the 
question  of  modernizing  cargo  handling,  to 
cut  costs,  and  thus  to  place  American 
shipping  in  a  better  competitive  position 
in  the  world  market.  It  must  be  admitted 
that  ship  design  and  shore  cargo-l*andMng 
faculties  have  undergone  little  change  In 
many  years.  Now,«in  recent  years,  new  ship 
design  and  new  mechanical  facilities  are 
being  developed.  They  may  point  the  way 
to  a  radical  advancement.  If  so,  American 
shipping  may  be  able  to  improve  its  com- 
petitive position — and  to  reduce  Its  need  for 
operating  subsidies. 

America  has  become  the  leading  world 
power  because  of  its  technical  Ingenuity. 
AppUed  to  shipping  problems  i  feel  confi- 
dent this  Ingenuity  can  do  much  to  over- 
come the  low-pay  advantages  of  foreign 
shipping,  to  a  point  where  American  ship- 
ping can  stand  more  and  more  on  Its  own 
feet,  and  be  less  and  less  dependent  upon 
Qovemment  aid  to  make  up  the  difference 
between  ship  construction  and  operation 
here  and  abroad. 
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Following  World  War  11.  the  President's 
Advisory  Committee  on  Shipping  found  that 
"ocean  shipping  has  lagged  in  the  applica- 
tion of  new  techniques  and  methods  of 
handling  materials  developed  during  the 
last  10  or  15  years.  The  great  percentage  of 
dry  cargo  Is  still  handled  in  and  out  of 
holds  of  vessels  with  cargo  booms  and 
winches,  in  a  method  which  has  experienced 
little  Improvement,  except  in  the  winches 
themselves.  In  the  last  100  yeai*."  A  study 
In  this  field  by  the  Graduate  School  of 
Business  Administration  of  Harvard  Uni- 
versity found  that  cargo-handUng  costs  in 
domestic  shipping  in  prewar  years  aver- 
aged 41  percent  of  the  cost  of  transporting 
cargo  by  water.  More  recent  estimates 
place  the  "turn  around"  costs  as  high  as 
65  percent.  Here  certainly  should  be  an  op- 
portunity for  our  shipping  to  lessen  the  cost 
difTercntial  now  existing  as  reg^ds  foreign 
shipping.  % 

Llkcwis^  as  shown  so  clearly  when  the 
great  port  of  Baltimore  was  called  upon  re- 
cently to  handle  a  huge  volume  of  traffic  di- 
verted from  other  ports  because  of  a  dock 
strike,  shoreside  facilities  for  the  speedy 
handling  of  ocean  freight  are  as  archaic  as 
the  loading  facilities  of  the  ships  them- 
selves. 

Here  Is  a  problem,  the  challenge  of  which 
must  be  met,  and  met  on  a  basis  where  all 
phases  of  the  operation  will  be  called  upon 
to  participate  in  the  extensive  moderniza- 
tion operations  that  undoubtedly  will  be 
required. 

We  can  lift  the  American  shipping  Indus- 
try from  the  doldrums  Into  which  it  has 
fallen,  If  we  can  alert  all  hands  to  the  oppor- 
tunities for  betterment  that  abound.  Here 
is  a  field  where  the  Federal  Government  can 
and  should  take  the  lead.  Our  Bubcommlt- 
tee  proposes  to  set  the  ball  a-rolling.  through 
hearings  In  which  all  Interested  parties  will 
be   Invited    and   urged    to   participate   freely. 

In  closing  let  me  say  that  one  truly  grati- 
Tying  aspect  of  the  session's  activities  was 
the  bipartisan  spirit  In  which  ttoe  subcom- 
mittee functioned.  In  no  single  instance 
was  there  evidenced  any  desire  on  either 
side  to  pursue  other  than  what  seemed  to 
be  the  wise  and  helpful  course.  No  chair- 
man  could  have  had  more  complete  support 
from  the  minority.  Senator  MAChfusoN's 
broad  experience  in  the  maritime  field,  and 
his  zeal  for  the  betterment  of  that  industry 
were  of  outstanding   value   to  our   program' 

Now  to  complete  the  record,  I  submit  for 
your  consideration  the  session  reeord  of  bills 
and  resolutions  handled  by  the  Senate  Water 
Transportation  Subcommittee. 
Sincerely, 

John  Marshau,  BtTTLm. 
Chairman,   Senate    Water    Trans- 
portation Subcommittee. 
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HXASntaS  HZLD,  no  aXFOKT  IBSUEU 

8.  3610,  to  establish  Merchant  Marine 
Academy  (approval  withheld  at  request  of 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  pending  Depart- 
ment's study  of  Academy's  operations) .  See 
CoNGazasioNAi.  Rzcoao,  July  23,  19M,  page 
11676. 

8.  3620.  transfer  of  certain  Coast  Guard 
property. 

OTBEX  HEARINGS  CONDtJCTTED  PTTHSUANT  TO  SEN- 
ATE    RESOHmON      173.     83D     CONGRESS 

Inquiry  into  administration  by  Maritime 
Administrator  of  the  law  dealing  with  trans- 
fers of  United  States-flag  vessels  to  foreign 
registry. 

Public  presentation,  by  Under  Secretary 
of  Commerce  for  Transportation,  Robert  B. 
Murray,  Jr.,  of  the  report  of  the  Department's 
study  on  maritime  subsidy  policy. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  thank  thfe;  Senator 
from  Ohio  for  his  very  generous  remarks. 
I  have  never  enjoyed  anything  so  much 
as  I  have  enjoyed  acting  as  chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Water  Transpor- 
tation under  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Ohio,  as  chairman  of  the  full  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  The  Senator  is  most 
gracious.  He  has  done  an  excellent  job 
which  more  than  Justifies  all  the  com- 
ments I  have  made. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  The  Senator  Is  very 
kind. 

ACnVI'llES  OF  THE  COMMITTEE  ON 
BANKING  AND  CURRENCY.  83D 
CONGRESS,  2D  SESSION 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  since 
the  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart]  became  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency,  he  has 
directed  the  professional  staff  of  the 
committee  to  prepare  a  summary  of  the 
activities  of  the  committee  dxnring  each 
session  of  the  Congress. 

This  summary  is  in  the  nature  of  a 
report  to  the  Congress  and  to  the  people 
of  the  legislative  activities  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

For  the  first  session  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress, the  document  ran  about  50  pages. 
The  report  for  the  second  session  is 
now  in  preparation.  It  will  be  compre- 
hensive, covering  all  activities  since  the 
beginning  of  the  second  session  of  the 
83d  Congress.  It  will  run  possibly  80 
pages. 

Inasmuch  as  It  is  not  feasible  to  file 
the  report  prior  to  the  adjournment  of 
the  Congress,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  and  on  behalf  of  the  chairman  of  the 
,  committee,  who  is  absent  from  the  Sen- 
ate on  official  business,  to  file  such  re- 
port, entitled  "Summary  of  Activities 
of  Senate  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency,  83d  Congress,  Second  Ses- 
sion," after  the  adjournment  of  the  Con- 
gress, and  to  have  it  printed  as  a  Senate 
docimient. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


SOME  IMPORTANT  ASPECTS  OF  THE 
TAX  REVISION  BILL 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  the 
Congress  recently  passed  and  the  Presi- 
dent has  signed  into  law  one  of  the  most 
Important  pieces  of  legislation  in  the 


history  of  this  Nation.  I  refer,  of  course, 
to  the  general  tax  revision  bill,  the  first 
undertaking  of  its  kind  In  three-quarters 
of  a  century. 

I  was  privileged  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  which,  under 
the  able  chairmanship  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Millikin], 
spent  more  than  10  weeks  studying  this 
bill.  Its  effects  upon  the  general  econ- 
omy and  welfare  have  been  noted  many 
times  and  by  many  highly  placed  per- 
sons. Any  bill.  Mr.  President,  which  can 
save  American  taxpayers  $1.4  billion,  of 
which  $827  million  will  directly  benefit 
individuals,  is  worthy  of  notice. 

Every  citizen  will  benefit  directly  or 
indirectly  from  this  revision  bill,  which 
has  produced  tax  savings  that  surpass 
any  previous  total  in  the  history  of  Con- 
gress. There  are  those,  of  course,  who 
for  partisan  and  personal  reasons  carp 
at  isolated  parts  of  the  bill,  but  I  am 
proud  and  happy  that  this  administra- 
tion has  thus  helped  fulfill  its  campaign 
pledge  to  "reduce  Government  spending 
and  thereby  permit  lower  taxation." 

Here  are  just  a  few  figures  that  should 
Interest  the  American  people.  These 
are  some  of  the  benefits  of  this  legisla- 
tion: 8.5  million  people  will  benefit  from 
medical  deductions;  7  million  will  be 
taxed  less  on  dividends;  2.1  million  peo- 
ple will  get  relief  from  "working  mother" 
provisions  of  the  bill:  from  tax  cuts  in 
retirement.  1.8  million;  1.6  million  citi- 
zens Will  gain  from  changes  on  install- 
ments; from  the  new  dependent  rule,  1.3 
million;  from  the  soil  conservation  rule, 
500.000  people;  from  easier  depreciation, 
9.6  million  plus  600,000  corporations. 

We  must  not  forget,  either,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  it  was  the  cuts  we  have  made 

in  Government  spending — particularly 
the  $12  billion  trimmed  from  the  Tru- 
man budget  for  fiscal  1954 — which  made 

a  10  percent  income  tax  cut  practicable. 
This  will  save  the  American  public  $3 
billion — and  a  lot  of  short  tempers. 

In  April  of  this  year.  Congress  also 
voted  a  billion-dollar  excise  tax  reduc- 
tion which  took  a  lot  of  necessities  off  the 
so-called  luxury  lists.  In  my  own  State 
of  Utah  the  fact  that  the  admission  tax 
to  rodeos  and  historical  pageants  was 
eliminated  means  the  difference  between 
profit  and  loss  to  many  cities  and  towns 
where  such  entertainment  is  an  impor- 
tant part  of  our  life. 

It  has  been  estimated  that  these  excise 
tax  cuts  alone  will  save  about  $20  per 
household  and  that  all  the  tax  cuts  made 
by  the  Eisenhower  administration— in 
just  2  short  years — will  put  an  additional 
$100  in  the  pocket  of  the  average  tax- 
payer. 

Mr.  President,  I  request  unanimous 
consent  to  have  a  digest  of  the  tax  revi- 
sion bill,  H.  R.  8300,  printed  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection  the  digest 
was  ordered  printed  as  follows: 

DEPENDENTS 

First.  A  parent  can  claim  a  deduction  of 
$600  for  each  child  regardless  of  the  cbUd's 
earnings  If  the  child  is  under  19  and  the 
parent  continues  to  furnish  more  than  half 
the  child's  support. 

Second.  A  parent  can  also  claim  the  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  a  child  over  18  re- 
gardless of  the  child's  earnings  If  the  chUd 


Is  attending  school  or  college,  or  receiving 
on-the-farm  training,  and  the  parent  coti- 
tlnues  to  furnish  more  than  half  the  child's 
support. 

Third.  An  aged  parent  or  other  dependent 
cared  for  by  several  members  of  a  family 
can  be  claimed  as  deduction  by  one  of  the 
members  of  the  family. 

Fourth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600  de- 
pendence deduction  for  a  foster  chUd. 

Fifth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600  depend- 
ency deduction  fcx'  a  chUd  awaiting  adoption. 

Sixth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600  depend- 
ency deduction  for  any  other  person,  regard- 
less of  relationship,  if  the  taxpayer  supports 
that  person  in  his  home. 

Seventh.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $800  de-  ^ 
pendency  deduction  for  a  coiisin  who  is  insti-  * 
tutlonallzed  because  of  physical  or  mental 
iUness. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $85  mlUlon. 

CHILD-CARE  EXPENSES 

First.  Single  worlLlng  parents,  such  as  a 
widow,  are  allowed  a  deduction  up  to  $600 
for  the  expense  of  child  care  for  children  up 
to  12  years  of  age. 

Second.  The  same  deduction  Is  allowed 
for  a  married  woman  who  mxist  work  because 
her  husband  is  incapacitated. 

Third.  The  same  deduction  Is  allowed  with 
respect  to  any  dependent,  regardless  of  age. 
who  is  mentally  or  physicaUy  Incapable  of 
caring  for  himself. 

Fo\u-th.  A  similar  deduction  Is  avowed  a 
married  woman  if  the  combined  Inoozne  of 
her  husband  and  herself  does  not  exceed 
$5,100. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $130  million. 

SCEDICAI.  EXPENSES 

First.  Medical  expenses  can  be  deducted 
When  they  exceed  3  percent  of  Income.  In- 
stead of  5  percent  as  under  present  law. 

Second.  Example:  a  famUy  with  $3,000 
gross  Income  and  medical  expenses  of  $160 
wiU  be  able  to  deduct  $60.  The  same  famUy 
can  deduct  nothing  today. 

Third.  The  bUl  doubles  the  present  maxi- 
mum limit  on  the  amount  that  can  be  de- 
ducted. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $80  million. 

HKAD  or  rAlCILT 

First.  A  single  taxpayer  who  has  a  de- 
pendent son  or  daughter  will  be  entitled  dur- 
ing the  first  a  years  after  the  death  of  his 
spouse  to  the  same  income -splitting  prlvilese 
as  is  accorded  married  couples. 

Second.  A  single  Individual  can  receive 
half  the  benefits  of  income  splitting  if  he  hea 
a  dependent  parent  and  if  the  taxpayer  main- 
tains a  household  for  the  father  or  mother. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $11  million. 

aETTRESCENT  INCOME  CREDIT 

First.  All  retired  people  65  and  over,  in- 
cluding schoolteachers,  firemen,  poUcemen, 
and  civil  servants.  wUl  in  effect  be  exempt 
on  all  retirement  income  up  to  $1,200.  This 
will  mean  a  tax  reduction  for  these  retired 
people  of  up  to  $240  a  year. 

Second.  Example:  A  retired  single  individ- 
ual over  65  who  has  a  total  retirement  Income 
of  $3,000  today  pays  about  $300  in  Income  tax. 

Under  the  bUl,  his  tax  is  reduced  to  $80, 
a  saving  of  $240. 

Third.  The  same  exemption  will  extend  to 
Individuals  under  65  if  they  receive  a  pension 
from  a  public  retirement  system,  such  as  do 
teachers. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $141  mUllon. 

caEorr  fttschases 

The  bill  allows  a  deduction  for  Interest  up 
to  6  percent  on  InstaUment  purchases. 
Total  saving  to  taxpayers.  $10  million. 

CHAKITABI.E  COMTaiBUTIOnB 

The  bUl  Increases  from  20  to  SO  percent  the 
allowable  deduction  for  charitable  contribu- 
tions to  churches,  hospitals,  and  educational 
Institutions. 

Total  saving  to  taxpayers,  $25  million. 
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AID  TO  r. 

First.  Deductions  up  to  36  percent  of  farza 
Income  are  allowed  for  soil  and  water  con- 
servation. 

Second.  Tbe  bill  permits  more  rapid  write- 
off of  the  expense  of  farm  machinery,  equip- 
ment and  construction. 

Third.  Removes  tax  on  the  proceeds  of  the 
sale  of  cattle  when  the  sale  Is  necessitated 
by  disease. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $10  million. 

BICKIVXSS  AMD  ACdDEMT  FLANS 

First.  Premiums  paid  by  employers  to 
health  and  accident  plans  will  not  be  taxable 
to  their  employees. 

Second.  AH  accident  and  health  benefits 
•-  paid  as  reimbursement  for  actual  medical 
expenses  to  employees,  their  wives,  or  chil- 
dren, are  completely  exempted  from  tax. 

Third.  Payments  to  employees  for  loss  of 
wages  due  to  Injury  or  illness  are  exempted  up 
to  $100  a  week. 

Savings  to  taxpayers :  No  estimate  possible. 

DXATH  BKNErrrs 

The  bill  exempts  all  death  benefits  up  to 
$5,000  paid  by  an  employer  to  the  widow  or 
other  beneficiary  of  an  employee. 

Savings  to  taxpayers :  No  estimate  possible. 

PENSIONS    AND    ANNUrnXS 

In  addition  to  the  $1,200  exemp,.lon  ex- 
tended to  retirement  income,  the  bill  also 
provides  a  simpler  method  for  taxation  of 
pensions  and  annuities,  ends  annual  3-per- 
cent tax  paid  on  annuities  and  provides  in- 
stead a  method  of  computing  tax  on  basis  of 
cost  divided  by  years  of  life  expectancy. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $10  million. 

DIVIDEND   CBEDIT 

First.  Excludes  first  $50  in  dividends  from 
taxation  and  provides  a  credit  against  tax 
equal  to  4  percent  of  the  balance. 

Second.  Example:  An  individual  with  $50 
or  less  in  dividends  from  his  ravings  will  be 
entirely  exempt  from  tax  on  that  amount. 

Third.  Example:  An  Individual  with  $250 
in  dividends  from  his  savings  will  exclude  the 
first  $50  entirely,  and  then  reduce  his  total 
tax  by  $8 — 4  percent  of  the  balance  of  $200. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $204  million. 

DEPRECIATION 

The  bill  will  permit  the  more  liberal  write- 
off of  the  cost  of  new  equipment.  For  ex- 
ample, In  the  first  year  of  life  of  new  equip- 
ment, the  taxpayer  will  be  able  to  write  off 
twice  the  amount  now  allowed. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $375  million,  of  which 
$75  million  represents  savings  to  Individuals 
such  as  farmers,  shopkeepers,  and  salesmen. 

DECLARATIONS  OP  ESTIMATED  TAX 

The  requirements  are  eased  for  filing  dec- 
larations of  estimated  tax.  Upward  of  a 
million  taxpayers  will  be  relieved  of  the 
present  requirement  for  filing. 

nUNO    TAX    HXTURNS 

Tax  returns  will  be  due  AprU  15  Instead  of 
March  15,  giving  taxpayers  1  additional 
month  in  which  to  prepare  their  final  tax 
returns  and  make  their  final  tax  payments. 

KXSEAKCH    AND    EXPERIMENTATION 

The  bill  grants  taxpayers  an  option  to 
either  deduct  as  an  expense  or  to  amortize 
research    and    experimental    expendltvires. 

No  revenue  estimate  possible.  The  pro- 
vision Is  designed  to  encourage  business  re- 
search with  the  objective  of  creating  new 
products,  new  processes,  and  new  Jobs. 

MXTRODS    OP    ACCOUNTINO 

The  bUl  brings  tax-accoiintlng  rules  Into 
harmony  with  business  accounting  thereby 
eliminating  to  a  great  extent  the  necessity 
for  taxpayers  to  maintain  two  sets  of  books. 
It  provides  realistic  computation  of  net  in- 
come for  tax  purposes  in  conformity  with 
sound   biisinesa    practices. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $47  million. 
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BSPLRTON 

The  bill  Increases  the  rate  of  percehtage 
depletion  on  a  variety  of  critical  and  stra- 
tegic minerals  in  order  to  encourage  tUe  de- 
velopment of  domestic  sources  of  supi^y. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $34  million. 

PARTNERSHIPS 

First.  The  bill  adopts  comprehensive  pro- 
visions concerning  the  tax  treatment  of  part- 
ners and  partnerships  in  order  to  remove 
confusion  of  existing  law.  Principal  objec- 
tives are  simplicity,  flexibility,  and  equity 
between  partners. 

Second.  Certain  proprietorships  and  part- 
nerships are  given  the  option  to  be  taxed 
as  corporations. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $20  million. 

INVENTIONS 

The  bin  extends  capital-gains  treatment 
to  proceeds  realized  by  an  Inventor  on  the 
sale  or  exchange  of  a  patent. 

No  revenue  estimate  possible.  The  new 
provision  is  designed  to  encourage  irven- 
tlon  and  thereby  promote  a  healthy  economy 
and  an  improving  standard  of  living. 

NET   OPERATING    LOSS  j 

The  bill  extends  the  net  operating  loss 
carryback  to  2  years  and  makes  certain  other 
adjustments. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $120  million. 

LIFE  INSURANCE 

The  bin  lessens  the  estate  tax  on  the'  pro. 
ceeds  of  certain  life-insurance  policies. 

Savings  to  individual  taxpayers,  $25  mil- 
lion. 

CONSOLIDATED     RETURNS  i 

The  bin  removes  the  2  percent  pehalty 
tax  with  respect  to  consolidated  returns  filed 
by  regulated  public  utilities. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $35  million 

IMPROPER  ACCUMULATIONS 

The  bill  eases  the  penalty  tax  on  certain 
accumulated  earnings  in  order  that  business, 
especially  small  businesses  may  have  greater 
freedom  in  retaining  their  funds  for  Kgiti- 
mate  business  purposes. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $10  million. 

CORPORATION  INCOME  TAX  | 

The  bin   extends   for   1    year   the   present 
52  percent  corporation  Income  tax. 
Total  increase  In  revenue,  $1.2  billion. 


AMENDMENT  OP  MERCHANT 
MARINE  ACT  OP  1936 

Mr,  BtJTLER.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  coa.sid- 
eration  of  Calendar  No.  2054.  House  bill 
9987.  to  amend  certain  provisions  of  title 
XI  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act.  1936. 
as  amended,  to  facilitate  private  finnnc- 
ing  of  new-ship  construction,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk,  a  bill  (H.  R.  9987) 
to  amend  certain  provisions  of  title  XI 
of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  to  facilitate  private  financing 
of  new-ship  construction,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas? 


Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  happy  to  yield, 
provided  I  do  not  lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Mary, 
land  would  agree  to  yield  for  the  purpose 
of  suggesting  the  absence  of  a  quorvun. 
with  the  understanding  that  the  Sena- 
tor will  not  lose  his  right  to  the  floor, 
and  with  the  further  understanding 
that  we  shall  attempt  to  rescind  the 
order  for  the  quorum  call. 

Mr.  BUTLER.     I  am  happy  to  do  so. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.     Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  supsest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The      PRESIDING      OFFICER.     The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
about  to  make  some  brief  remarks  in 
connection  with  the  bill,  H.  R.  9D87.  pro- 
viding for  private  financing  of  merchant 
ships. 

Before  doing  so,  however,  I  wish  to  say 
to  the  Senate  that  my  friend  and  col- 
league, the  .-^enior  Senatof  from  Massa- 
chu-^ctts  I  Mr.  Saltonst.all  I.  who  was  the 
ccsponsor  of  the  Senate  bill.  S.  8219.  the 
companion  bill  to  the  House  bill,  is  very 
much  interested  in  this  legislation,  but 
he  is  now  in  a  meeting  of  the  policy  com- 
mittee and  is  unable  to  be  present.  He 
asked  me  to  make  this  brief  statement 
evidencing  his  intere.'^t  in  the  bill. 

Also,  Mr.  President.  I  note  the  Senator 
from  Wa.shington  IMi.  MagnusonJ  is  not 
present.  I  wish  to  state  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Record  that  during  the  considera- 
tion of  this  bill  in  the  hearings,  the 
Senator  from  Washington  objected  to 
the  bill,  and  when  we  reported  it,  I 
think  he  voted  agai:ist  it.  He  did  so  not 
because  he  was  not  in  favor  of  the  bill 
or  the  objectives  of  the  bill,  but  because 
he  believed  that  the  Government  should 
make  all  ship-construction  funds  avail- 
able as  heretofore  under  title  V  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936.  The  com- 
mittee, with  the  exception  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Washington,  felt  that  the  fi- 
nancing of  ship  construction  was  a  job 
which  .should  be  undertaken  by  pri'ate 
enterprise.  We  felt  that,  unlesa  the  job 
was  undertaken  by  private  enterprise, 
we  would  be  continually,  as  we  have  been 
in  the  past,  encountering  difficulty  in 
obtaining  appropriations  sufficient  to 
keep  our  merchant  fleet  from  deteriorat- 
ing and  becoming  obsolescent. 

With  that  brief  statement,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  shall  proceed  to  discuss  the  bill. 
Mr.  PrcKident.  the  bill.  H.  R.  9987, 
would  further  amend  title  XI  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936  in  order  to 
facilitate  private  financing  of  new  ship 
construction  and  for  other  pi/rj>oses.  As 
Senators  probably  know,  there  presently 
are  2  statutory  means  by  which  owners 
of  American-flag  ve.ssels  mav  finance  75 
percent  of  the  owner's  cost  of  construc- 
tion in  American  yards.  Title  V  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936  provides 
for  such  financing  by  way  of  direct  Gov- 
ernment loans  at  3' 2  percent  interest  to 
be  paid  back  by  the  ship  owner  over  the 
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life  of  the  vessel.  This  method  calls  for 
appropriations;  and  due  to  budgetary 
practices  these  loans,  which  in  the  past 
have  proven  to  be  sound  investments,  are 
considered  as  expenditures. 

Since  1938  the  Merchant  Marine  Act 
has  provided,  through  title  XI,  for  Gov- 
ernment Insurance  of  loans  made  by 
private  lending  institutions  to  those  who 
desire  to  build  American-flag  ships  in 
American  yards.  There  has  been  very 
httle  private  financing  of  new  ship  con- 
struction under  title  XI  of  the  1936  act. 
as  amended.  The  reason  that  private 
lending  institutions  are  unwilling  to  lend 
money  for  such  a  purpose  is  that,  until 
last  year,  there  were  defects  in  title  XI 
which  could  cause  the  lending  Institu- 
tions trouble  in  the  event  of  default  by 
the  borrower. 

First,  dififlcult.  tedious,  expensive,  and 
long-drawn-out  foreclosure  proceedings. 
Second,  the  necessity  for  the  lending  in- 
stitution to  become  actively  engaged  In 
the  shipping  business  In  the  event  of 
default  by  the  borrower. 

Last  year  in  an  attempt  to  make  title 
XI  workable  as  an  effective  alternative 
to  title  V.  Congress  passed  PubUc  Law 
288.  Because  of  what  appears  to  be  an 
unworkable  interest-rate  provision  which 
we  wrote  into  that  law.  and  because  of 
the  requirement  that  in  the  event  of 
default  by  the  borrower  the  lending  insti- 
tutions surrender  all  collateral  obtained 
from  the  borrower,  even  though  a  maxi- 
mum of  90  percent  Insurance  of  the  loan 
was  permitted,  that  law  has  not  brought 
forth  any  private  financing  of  new  ship 
construction. 

Therefore,  early  this  session  S.  3219 
and  its  House  companion  bill,  H.  R.  9987 
were  Introduced.  As  our  report  on  S. 
3219  makes  clear,  these  bills,  as  Intro- 
duced, contained  certain  objectionable 
features.  Every  one  of  those  objection- 
able features  has  been  removed.  The 
bill  Is  now  unanimously  approved  by  all 
segments  of  the  shipping  and  shipbuild- 
ing Industries  and  maritime  labor.  In- 
deed, every  Government  agency  con- 
cerned has  carefully  examined  It  and 
urges  its  enactment.  The  letters  of  the 
General  Accounting  Office,  the  Treasury 
Department,  Department  of  Commerce 
and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  appear 
In  our  committee  report.  As  you  will 
note,  they  recommend  enactment  of  this 
bin.  The  technical  amendments  which 
they  have  projxjsed  are  now  embodied 
in  H.  R.  9987  which  we  here  have  under 
consideration. 

There  are  only  two  things  in  this  bill 
which  should  be  stressed.  First,  the  bill 
will  not  permit  any  windfall  profits  such 
as  we  have  all  been  concerned  with  of 
late  by  reason  of  certain  FHA  appraisal 
abuses.  In  a  great  majority  of  cases,  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  Is  expressly  for- 
bidden to  pay  as  insurance  any  amount 
in  excess  of  90  percent  of  75  percent  of 
the  amount  of  money  actually  paid  by 
the  mortgagor  or  borrower  for  the  con- 
struction, reconstruction  or  recondition- 
ing of  the  vessel  in  question. 

In  certain  instances,  for  special-pur- 
pose vessels  which  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense has  certified  are  essential  to  the 
national  defense,  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce may  pay  as  insurance  up  to  but 


not  exceed  87^  percent  of  the  amovmt 
paid  by  or  for  the  account  of  the  mort- 
gagor or  borrower.  Therefore.  In  all  cir- 
cumstances, the  borrower  out  of  his  own 
capital  must  have  invested  at  least  12*4 
percent  of  his  actual  cost  of  constinic- 
tlon;  and,  in  most  instances,  at  least  25 
percent  of  such  costs.  Accordingly.  I 
state  without  equivocation  that  having 
incorporated  into  this  bill  the  safeguards 
recommended  by  the  General  Account- 
ing Office  and  the  Treasury  Department, 
there  can  be  no  windfalls. 

Second,  I  wish  to  stress,  as  does  our 
report  on  S.  3219.  that  In  urging  enact- 
ment of  this  bill  we  are  merely  trying 
to  make  workable  for  the  first  time  the 
private  financing  provisions  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act.  We  tried  last 
year.  We  failed.  This  bill  should  do 
the  job.  But,  and  this  I  emphasize,  In 
urging  enactment  of  this  bill,  we  are  not 
suggesting  that  private  financing  should 
become  a  substitute  for  pubUc  financing 
under  title  V.  Title  XI  has  never  been 
more  than  an  alternative  for  title  V 
financing,  and  it  is  not  our  intention  to 
alter  that  situation  In  any  way  by  this 
bill.  In  appropriate  cases  it  Is  hoped  and 
expected  that  the  Administration  will 
employ  title  V  for  the  worthy  purposes 
for  which  It  was  originally  enacted. 

In  closing,  let  me  state  that  I  am  con- 
vinced that  this  bill,  the  enactment  of 
which  has  been  unanimously  urged  by 
Government  agencies,  shipping  and  ship- 
building industries  and  maritime  labor. 
will  bring  forth  a  substantial  amount  of 
private  financing  of  ship  construction. 
In  my  opinion,  it  is  essential  that  it  do 
so  because  various  other  important  mari- 
time bills  which  we  have  pa.ssed  this  year 
might  well  be  made  relatively  Ineffective 
if  this  bill  Is  not  passed.  I  have  refer- 
ence In  particular  to  the  tanker  long- 
term  charter  bill,  the  trade-in-and-bulld 
tanker  program  and  the  construction  of 
the  four  large  passenger  vessels  by  Grace 
and  Mormack. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  congratulate  the 
Senator  on  the  very  fine  work  which  he 
has  done  in  connection  with  this  piece 
of  proposed  legislation.  I  think  he  de- 
veloped well  before  the  full  committee 
that  under  existing  law,  even  though  it 
appeared  to  be  very  generous  insofar  as 
the  shipbuilders  are  concerned,  and  even 
though  one  could  properly  believe  they 
would  be  encouraged  to  build  new  ships, 
nonetheless,  no  ships  wjere  being  built. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  There  has  not  been  a 
single  application  under  Public  Law  2£8. 
Mr.  SMATHERS.  It  was  made  clear 
that  If  we  were  ever  to  get  any  ship  con- 
struction under  way,  It  would  require 
legislation  of  this  nature.  So,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  wish  personally  to  subscribe  to 
what  the  Senator  from  Maryland  has 
said,  and  to  associate  myself  with  him  In 
his  statement.  I  think  the  passage  of 
the  bill  will  result  in  an  improved  ship- 
building industry  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  say  to  my  dear  friend  from  Florida, 
who  is  always  very  constructive  In  his 
thought  and  in  his  actions  as  a  member 


of  the  committee,  that  I  hope  we  can 
now  under  this  bill  build  a  strong  and 
virile  American  merchant  marine. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  join  with  my  distinguished  col- 
league from  Florida  in  his  expression  of 
appreciation  of  the  work  of  the  Senator 
from  Maryland,  because  my  interest  and 
attention  have  been  enlisted  in  merchant 
marine  activities.  From  the  short  time 
I  have  had  an  opporttmity  to  serve  on 
the  committee,  it  is  my  belief  that,  under 
the  very  capable  and  able  leadership  of 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  BtTTLERl  and  because  of  the  great 
Interest  and  concern  he  and  all  the  mem- 
l>ers  of  the  committee  have  shown  in  the 
subject,  we  have  made  a  very  real  con- 
tribution to  the  future  of  the  merchant 
marine.  I  know  the  work  is  appreci- 
ated by  everyone  concerned  with  that  ac- 
tivity. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  thank  my  colleague 
from  Maine.  He  has  been  most  cooper- 
ative and  has  really  done  more  work  on 
this  bill  than  has  any  other  one  member 
of  the  subcommittee.  I  held  some  hear- 
ings on  the  question,  but  the  Senator 
from  Maine  began  In  the  early  stages  and 
did  a  great  deal  of  work  on  the  bill.  The 
people  of  the  country  should  give  him 
well-deserved  credit.  I  believe  the  bill 
win  go  a  long  way  toward  assuring  a 
strong  and  virile  merchant  marine, 
which  we  so  badly  need. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President,  I  appre- 
ciate the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
Maryland,  but  I  feel  that  the  distin- 
guished Senator  is  entirely  too  chari- 
table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Reynolds  In  the  chair) .  The  bill  is  open 
to  amendment.  If  there  be  no  amend- 
ment to  be  proposed,  the  question  is  on 
the  third  reading  and  passage  of  the  bill. 
The  bill  <H.  R.  9987)  was  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 

passed.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  companion  bill  Sen- 
ate bill  3219  is  indefinitely  postponed. 


THE    DROUGHT-RELIEF    PROGRAM 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President.  I  de- 
sire to  make  a  very  few  brief  observa- 
tions concerning  the  functioning  or  the 
lack  of  functioning  of  the  drought-relief 
program  which  is  supposed  to  be  in  ef- 
fect In  this  Nation  today. 

In  my  State,  as  in  other  agricultural 
areas  of  the  Nation,  there  have  been 
some  very  severe  conditions  due  to  pro- 
longed drought  and  the  terrific  heat 
which  has  all  but  destroyed  this  year's 
crops,  particularly  the  hay  crops  and  the 
feed  and  grain  crops.  There  are  coun- 
ties in  my  State  in  which  farmers  who 
own  a  few  head  of  cattle  have  been  com- 
pelled to  place  them  on  the  market  be- 
cause they  were  unable  to  feed  them. 
They  have  watched  them  lose  75  to  100 
pounds  of  beef  to  the  acre. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture,  after 
being  importuned  by  the  Governor  of 
the  State  of  Georgia  and  Members  of 
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the  congressional  delegation,  did  request 
that  a  survey  be  conducted  within  the 
State  of  Georgia  to  determine  as  to 
whether  any  of  the  aid  available  under 
existing  law  might  be  extended  to  the 
farmers  of  that  State. 

The  survey  was  conducted  by  Mr.  R.  L. 
Vansant,  State  director  of  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration  activities  in  my 
State,  a  committee  consisting  of  the  head 
of  the  Extension  Service,  the  Associate 
Director  of  the  Extension  Service,  the 
chairman  of  the  State  agricultural  stab- 
ilization committee,  who,  incidentally, 
received  his  appointment  in  this  admin- 
istration, and  by  the  agricultural  statis- 
tician In  charge  of  the  agricultural 
marketing  service,  and  by  representatives 
of  various  State  departments. 

Mr.  President,  the  recommendations 
which  grew  out  of  the  stu^ey  indicated 
that  108  counties  in  my  State  where 
farming  is  carried  on  extensively  should 
be  included  in  any  drought  disaster  re- 
lief program. 

The  survey  also  indicated  that  there 
were  32  agricultural  counties  of  my 
State  which  did  not  have  sufficient  hay 
to  last  for  30  days.  Out  of  the  entire 
State,  with  159  coimties,  only  14  coun- 
ties were  indicated  as  having  hay  for 
sale. 

Mr.  President,  this  report  is  dated  Au- 
gust 7.  It  so  happens  that  I  have  known 
Mr.  Vansant  for  more  than  40  years. 
We  graduated  in  the  class  of  1914  as 
classmates  at  the  Seventh  District  Agri- 
cultural and  Mechanical  School  at  Pow- 
der Springs,  Ga.  We  were  classmates  at 
the  University  of  Georgia.  There  is  no 
more  careful  or  painstaking  public  ser- 
vant in  the  employ  of  the  United  States 
Government  than  is  R.  L.  Vansant.  The 
members  of  the  committee  are  men  of 
good  character  and  thoroughly  familiar 
with  the  agricultural  situation  in  Geor- 
gia. Despite  the  fact  that  the  report 
was  forwarded  to  Washington  under  date 
of  August  7,  to  this  date  no  action  what- 
ever has  been  taken  to  extend  any  aid 
whatever  to  the  drought -stricken  areas 
of  my  State. 

I  have  always  tried  to  avoid  a  partisan 
approach  to  any  question,  or  to  impute 
partisanship  to  anyone  else,  but  I  can 
but  wonder,  when  I  observe  counties  in 
States  all  over  the  land  which  are  desig- 
nated as  drought  areas,  entitled  to  re- 
ceive at  least  some  measure  of  relief,  why 
there  has  been  such  an  unconscionable, 
unreasonable  delay  in  dealing  with  the 
very  severe  situation  in  my  own  State. 

At  this  very  hour  we  are  pushing  upon 
those  behind  the  ^ron  Curtain,  in  the 
Communist  satellite  states,  who  have 
suffered  from  flood  and  other  disasters, 
all  kinds  of  relief  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  who  have  been  stricken.  Yet, 
here  we  have  American  citizens  who  are 
unable  to  make  their  voices  heard  in 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  so  as  to 
be  placed  upon  the  list  of  those  who  are 
entitled  to  the  treatment  which  their 
fellow  citizens  in  other  areas  are  receiv- 
ing, and  who  have  suffered  no  worse  dis- 
aster than  that  which  has  befallen  agri- 
culture In  the  State  of  Georgia. 

The  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Delaware  [Mr.  Williams]  some  weeks 
ago  made  a  statement  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  as  to  the  very  large  measure  of 


aid  which  had  been  extended  to  one  of 
the  largest  farms  in  the  United  States, 
the  owners  of  the  King  Ranch  in  Texas. 
It  is  appalling  to  me  that  the  little  peo- 
ple of  the  country — and  most  of  them 
are  httle  people  and  small  farmers — 
cannot  make  their  voices  heard  and 
secure  any  recognition  whatever  even 
though  they  are  in  dire  distress. 

I  realize  that  this  late  in  the  session  it 
is  perhaps  impossible  to  secure  any 
legislative  drought  relief.  But  I  shall 
take  the  occasion,  in  the  days  to  come, 
if  I  am  spared  to  serve  in  the  Senate. 
to  express  my  deep  resentment  of  the 
very  cavalier  treatment  which  has  been 
given  to  the  farmers  of  Georgia  with 
respect  to  extending  to  them  the  same 
measure  of  relief  which  has  been  ex- 
tended to  farmers  similarly  situated  in 
a  number  of  other  States  of  the  Nation. 
Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 
Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  am  advised  that 
the  Department  has  only  $15  million 
available  for  its  share  of  the  aid  pro- 
gram. This  strikes  me  as  being  much 
too  small,  although  the  Department  has 
not  asked  for  any  money.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  think  that  $15 
million  is  an  adequate  amount? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  understand  that  in 
the  hay  program,  the  only  aid  which  the 
Department  extends  it  to  pay  half  the 
cost  of  the  freight  on  the  hay  to  the 
drought  areas.  Even  at  that.  I  should 
think  that  $15  million  would  be  far 
from  sufficient.  > 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Does  the  Senator 
think  that  that  is  adequate  participa- 
tion, considering  the  conditions  as  he 
understands  them  to  be? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No.  I  do  not;  but  the 
difficulty  in  my  State  is  that  there  is  no 
participation  of  any  nature  whatsoever. 
I  have  taken  occasion  to  look  into  some 
legislation  on  the  situation.  Public  Law 
480,  of  the  83d  Congress,  title  3,  extends 
about  as  sweeping  a  grant  of  power  as  it 
is  possible  to  extend  to  deal  with,  these 
matters.  Othei:  laws  also  are  available, 
and  are  now  being  applied  in  other 
areas  of  the  Nation.  In  my  own  State. 
I  know  of  my  own  knowledge  of  farmers 
whose  entire  crops  have  been  destroyed 
by  the  prolonged  drought  and  the  ex- 
treme heat,  who  have  been  unable  to  ob- 
tain any  relief  whatsoever. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at  the 
conclusion  of  my  remarks  the  text  of  a 
report  and  recommendations  made  by 
the  committee,  together  with  part  of  the 
attachment  thereto.  I  did  not  have  time 
to  have  all  of  the  attachments  typewrit- 
ten for  printing  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
(See  exhibit  A.) 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  one  other  question' 
Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 
Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Does  not  the  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  think  it  might  be  pos- 
sible for  the  administration  to  work  out  a 
way  to  make  available  some  of  the  sur- 
plus grains  for  feed  purposes  on  a  basis 
which  would  be  more  helpful  than  the 
so-called  60-cent  program?  Let  us  as- 
sume that  the  Senator  is  able  to  have  his 


area  certified.  The  difficulty  then  is 
that  after  certification,  the  aid  which  is 
provided  is  very  small  in  extent. 

While  in  my  State  11  counties  have 
been  certified  for  some  time,  the  amount 
of  assistance  is  so  small  and  so  inade- 
quate that  it  is  not  of  great  benefit.  Six- 
ty cents  on  100  pounds  of  feed,  the 
market  price  of  which  has  substantially 
advanced,  is  not  a  great  amount  of  aid. 

The  Senator  is  familiar  with  the  ex- 
tent of  surplus  grain  in  storage,  t)elong- 
ing  to  the  Government,  which,  as  he  has 
said,  is  being  offered  to  countries  like 
Hungary.  Is  there  any  reason  why  some 
way  could  not  be  worked  out  to  make  the 
grain  available  to  our  own  stricken 
farmers  on  a  basis  which  would  be  really 
helpful? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  have  said  that,  in  my 
opinion,  there  is  adequate  authority  un- 
der the  law,  if  there  were  only  a  will  to 
afTord  relief.  The  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas has  had  experience  with  the  program, 
because  some  of  the  counties  of  his  State 
have  been  able  to  receive  aid.  In  my 
State  we  have  had  no  experience  what- 
soever With  it,  and  that  is  the  chief  basis 
of  my  complaint.  The  benefits  of  the 
aid  program  have  not  been  applied  in 
Georgia. 

I  did  not  give  the  figures  a  few  mo- 
ments ago,  but  I  have  before  me  the 
Record  containing  the  statement  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  Delaware,  in  which 
he  stated  that  the  King  Ranch  has  re- 
ceived relief  in  the  amount  of  $32,585. 
That  is  one  farmer,  one  ranch,  in  the 
State  of  Texas.  We  have  been  unable 
to  have  even  one  county  in  Georgia  in- 
cluded in  the  program.  I  am  only  asking 
that  the  impoverished  and  drought- 
stricken  farmers  of  Georgia  receive  the 
same  treatment  as  the  millionaire 
ranch  owners  of  Texas  who  received 
relief  amounting  to  $32,000. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Perhaps  the  rehef 
afforded  the  King  Ranch  is  adequate. 
but  every  letter  I  have  received  indi- 
cates that  the  relief  is  not  adequate  for 
a  farmer  who  has  lost  all  his  feed  and 
hay,  to  afford  him  the  privilege  of  going 
to  a  dealer  and  being  allowed  a  60-cent 
certificate  on  a  bag  of  feed  which  cost 
$3.50.  That  is  very  slight  astistance  to 
the  farmers  in  northwest  Arkansas,  who 
are  trying  to  keep  their  dairy  herds  to- 
gether. So  even  if  farmers  in  the  Sen- 
ator's State  of  Georgia  are  able  to  get 
their  counties  certified.  I  will  guarantee 
that  that  will  not  be  of  much  help. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  asking  only  the 
same  measure  of  relief  under  the  pro- 
gram as  others  who  are  in  distress.  I  do 
not  say  I  would  be  satisfied  with  that 
relief,  but  certainly  I  would  be  satisfied 
with  no  less  than  the  treatment  accorded 
other  agricultural  counties  of  the  Nation. 

E.XHIBlt   A 

Recommendations  fob  the  Desbcnation  or 
Drouuht  Area  Emergency  Feed  Program 

Pursuant  to  your  directions  to  me  by  tele- 
phone on  July  28.  a  survey  of  the  drought 
conditions  in  Georgia  has  been  completed 
and  the  recommendations  of  the  temporary 
State  USDA  drought  committee  and  sup'- 
porting   data    are    transmitted    herewith. 

ITie  day  following  your  request,  I  met  with 
the  dean  of  the  College  of  Agriculture  and 
director,  extension  service.  Dr.  C.  C.  Mur- 
ray, Mr.  W.  A.  Sutton,  associate  director  of 
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extension  service;  Mr.  John  P.  Bradley, 
chairman.  State  agricultural  stabilisation 
committee;  Mr.  D.  L.  Floyd,  agricultural  sta- 
tis  ician  In  charge.  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Mr.  J.  C.  Holton,  representing  the 
Governor  of  Georgia  and  the  Georgia  com- 
missioner of  agriculture.  Also  present  were 
members  of  the  staffs  of  each  official  present. 
This  group  considered  the  request  for  a  sur- 
vey and  decided  upon  the  exact  Information 
to  obtain  and  the  means  of  doing  so. 

A  directive,  along  with  the  questionnaire, 
was  mailed  Immediately  to  all  county 
Farmers  Home  Administration  offices  in  the 
State,  with  the  request  that  the  reports  be 
mailed  to  me  not  later  than  August  4.  In 
most  locations  this  gave  only  3  days  In  which 
to  complete  the  survey  and  prepare  the  re- 
port. All  reports  were  received  by  August  6. 
On  the  afternoon  of  August  6  the  temporary 
State  USDA  drought  committee  met  and  con- 
sidered Individually  the  conditions  In  each 
county  In  the  State,  using  the  Information 
obtained  by  the  siu-vey.  information  made 
available  by  the  USDA  Agricultural  Market- 
ing Service,  personal  observations  of  those 
present  who.  as  a  group,  have  seen  condi- 
tions In  every  section  of  the  State  during 
the  past  few  weeks.  Present  at  this  meeting 
were  Mr.  Bradley.  Mr.  Floyd.  Mr.  Holton, 
Mr.  L.  I.  Skinner,  Assistant  Director  of  Ex- 
tension Service.  Mr.  Charles  O'Kelley.  Econo- 
mist. Ebctenslon  Service.  Mr.  Fleming  of  the 
State  ASC  office,  Mr.  Slappey  of  this  office 
and  me.  At  this  meeting  Mr.  Holton  repre- 
sented both  the  Governor's  office  and  the 
commissioner  of  agriculture. 

Attached  is  a  list  of  the  counties  which 
the  committee  recommends  for  Inclusion  In 
the  drought  disaster  area.  We  are  also  en- 
closing the  following  additional  Information: 
1.  A  copy  of  a  completed  questionnaire 
prepared  in  each  county  recommended  for 
designation.  Also  enclosed  Is  copy  of  the 
bulletin  directing  the  survey. 

2  Map  showing  In  red  the  counties  recom- 
mended for  designation. 

3  Pasture  conditions  as  of  August   1   for 

1952.  1953,  and  1954  by  crop  reporting  dis- 
tricts. 

4  Corn   conditions   as  of  August   1.   1952, 

1953.  and    1954.   by   crop   reporting   districts. 

5.  Totals  of  hay  and  grain  on  hand  and 
hay  and  grain  needed. 

6.  List  of  counties  with  hay  for  sale. 

7.  List  of  counties  without  sufficient  hay 
for  30  days. 

It  has   been   extremely  dry   with   rainfall 
substantially  t)elow  normal  during  a  consid- 
erable portion  of  this  entire  growing  season. 
Temp>eratures    have    also    been   higher   than 
usual    during    much    of    that    time.     These 
statements   are   general,   as   the   situation   Is 
somewhat    spotted    throughout    the    State. 
The  enclosed  map  Indicates  those  areas  of 
the  State  which  have  not  suffered  drought  or 
In   which   the  drought  has   been   mild.     An 
area  In  northwest  Georgia,  a  smaller  area  In 
northwest  Georgia,  an  area  In  west  Georgia, 
and   the  counties  bringing  the   Florida  line 
and  the  coast  generally  have  had  better  mois- 
ture   conditions.     There    are    a    few    other 
Isolated  spots  In  which  the  drought  has  not 
been  as  severe.    The  worst  conditions  In  gen- 
eral prevail  In  that  part  of  the  State  begin- 
ning  roughly   alor.g   the   northern    part   of 
Fulton  County  and  as  far  south  as  the  lower 
part  of  Tift  County  and  reaching  from  the 
South  Carolina  line  on  the  east  to  the  Ala- 
bama line  on  the  west,  with  the  exception 
of  the  southwest  part.     In  other  words,  the 
whole   central   area   of   the   State    has    been 
rather   severely   aflected.     There   have   been 
many  scattered  rains  which  have  helped  to 
a   limited   extent.     To   the   extent   that   this 
lack  of  general  rains  prevails,  the  condition 
in   Georgia   may  worsen   rapidly.     It  should 
be  borne  In  mind  that,  while  we  are  not  rec- 
ommending designation  of  about  one-third 
of   the   State,   there   are   Individual   farmers 
scattered  throughout  many  of  these  counties 


who  have  suffered  from  the  drought.  In 
trying  to  evaluate  the  reports  and  other  In- 
formation available  so  as  to  decide  whether 
such  conditions  actually  amount  to  dis- 
tressed conditions,  the  committee  took  the 
view  that  yields  and  crop  and  pastxire  con- 
ditions of  75  percent  of  normal  or  better 
could  not  be  considered  as  disastrous.  The 
committee  also  gave  due  consideration  to  the 
extent  to  which  livestock  farming  and  dairy- 
ing is  carried  on  in  each  county.  We  also 
considered  In  each  Instance  the  normal  Im- 
portation of  feedstuffs.  such  as  occurs  In  the 
counties  bordering  metropolitan  centers. 

You  will  observe  that  the  committee  ob- 
tained information  on  the  more  Important 
cash  crops  and  obtained  figures  on  the 
amount  of  corn  needed.  It  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  reported  need  for  corn 
is  based  heavily  on  the  need  for  hog  feed. 
The  committee  understands  of  course  that 
feed  for  hogs  Is  not  Included  In  the  emer- 
gency feed  program,  but  the  entire  crop  con- 
dition situation  was  obtained  In  order  that 
the  committee  could  consider  the  relation- 
ships that  exist.  For  example,  poor  cash 
crops  affect  the  farmers'  ability  to  purchase 
feeds.  Also,  In  considering  the  comparative 
pasture  conditions  for  the  3  years  shown, 
it  must  be  kept  In  mind  that  1952  was  a 
severe  drought  year  In  Georgia  and  that  the 
entire  State  was  designated  under  Public  Law 
875  and  Public  Law  38. 

Georgia  has  not  been  an  important  live- 
stock-producing State  but  a  few  years,  and 
the  livestock  Industry  Is  still  growing  In  the 
State.  As  a  result,  we  have  not  yet  devel- 
oped our  feed  programs  to  the  point  that  the 
State  can  withstand  severe  drought  condi- 
tions without  Involving  the  Importation  of 
feedstuffs.  All  agencies  are  working  toward 
feed  programs  that  provide  us  with  more 
reserve  and  more  ability  to  withstand  ad- 
verse conditions  In  the  future. 

If  the  drought  Is  broken  soon  by  general 
rains,  or  to  the  extent  that  good  rains  are 
received  locally,  the  condition  reflected  here 
may  be  alleviated  somewhat,  particularly 
with  respect  to  pastiu-es.  If  we  receive  rains 
it  is  not  expected  that  the  need  for  assist- 
ance under  this  program  will  reach  real  large 
proportions.  In  any  event,  however.  It  ap- 
pears to  the  committee  that  there  now  exists 
a  need  for  i.ld  In  widely  varying  degrees  In 
all  of  the  counties  recommended.  You  will 
appreciate  the  fact  that  the  committee  was 
forced  to  exclude  from  the  recommendations 
some  counties  which  the  Information  Indi- 
cated had  not  reached  the  critical  stage.  It 
may  be  that  additional  appeals  will  be  re- 
ceived from  some  of  these  counties  not  in- 
cluded In  the  recommendation.  It  is  believed 
likely  that  there  will  be  appeals  for  loan 
assistance  at  a  later  date.  It  would  be  much 
easier  to  make  a  reliable  survey  with  respect 
to  loan  needs  at  a  much  later  date,  after 
these  crops  have  been  harvested. 

The  committee  realizes  that  tne  Informa- 
tion upon  which  these  recommendations  are 
based  was  obtained  very  hurriedly  in  the  in- 
dividual counties,  and  the  consideration  of 
that  Information  by  the  committee  of  neces- 
sity had  to  be  done  hurriedly.  Therefore,  if 
there  Is  further  Information  you  would  like 
in  support  of  these  recommendations  or  con- 
cerning the  conditions  here,  please  let  us 
know. 

Copies  of  this  report  are  being  furnished  to 
the  Governor;  Mr.  R.  B.  McLeaish.  Adminis- 
trator, Farmers'  Home  Administration:  and 
to  the  heads  of  agencies  represented  on  the 
committee. 

R.  L.  Vansant. 

Counties  recommended  for  Inclusion  In  the 
drought  disaster  area  (108)  :  Cobb,  Clayton, 
Pulton,  Franklin.  Stephens,  Polk,  Haralson, 
Paulding.  Madison.  Banks,  Gwinnett.  For- 
syth, DeKalb,  Oglethorpe.  Barrow,  Wilkes, 
Elbert,  Lincoln,  Dawson,  Cherokee,  Pickens, 
Jackson,  Walker,  Dade,  Chattooga,  Floyd, 
Upson,  Monroe,  Lamar,  Carroll,  Bleckley,  Pu- 


laski, Newton,  Rockdale,  Taliaferro,  Greene. 
Hancock,  Jefferson,  Bibb,  Crawford.  Jones. 
Putnam,  Morgan,  Jasper,  (Raiding,  Pike, 
Henry,  Butts,  Fayette,  Talbot,  Taylor,  Heard. 
Troop,  Coweta,  Peach,  Houston,  Baldwin. 
Washington.  Warren,  Columbia,  Glascock. 
McDuffle,  Richmond,  Twiggs,  Bacon,  Appling. 
Jeff  Davis.  Latirens,  Wilkinson.  Dodge, 
Toombs,  Wheeler,  Telfair,  Jenkins,  Mont- 
gomery. Treutlen,  Bulloch,  Bryan,  Candler. 
Chatham,  Evans,  Emanuel.  Screven.  Effing- 
ham, Johnson,  Wayne,  Coffee.  Atkinson,  Tatt- 
nall. Burke.  Dougherty,  Baker,  Calhoun,  Lee, 
Irwin.  Brooks,  Wilcox,  Ben  Hill,  Turner. 
Worth,  Dooly,  Crisp,  Sumter.  Mitchell,  Clay, 
Randolph,  Tift.  Webster. 

Counties  without  sufficient  hay  for  30 
days  (32)  :  Clayton,  Cobb,  Cherokee,  Jackson. 
Oglethorpe,  Upson,  Newton,  Bibb,  Craw- 
ford. Morgan,  Jasper,  Putnam.  Houston. 
Peach,  Washington,  Baldwin,  Appling,  Coffee. 
Latu-ens,  Wilkinson,  Toombs,  Jenkins,  Treut- 
len. Bulloch,  Candler,  Chatham,  Evans, 
Wayne,  Sumter,  Mitchell,  Irwin,  Wilcox. 

Counties  with  hay  for  sale  (14):  Clarke. 
Lumpkin.  Rabun,  White.  Hart,  Catoosa. 
Douglas,  Marion,  Taylor,  Glascock,  Tattnall, 
Thomas,  Worth,  Lanier. 

SUPPLY  OF  HAT  AND  GRAIN  AND  AMOCITr  OT  HAT 
AND   CORN    NKE3>ED 

Hay    (tons),    135,860. 

Grain  (bushels),  7,918,720. 

Hay  needed  (tons) ,  30  days.  17,760;  60  days, 
32.150:  90  days.  69,095. 

Corn  needed  (bushels).  7.857,600  (in- 
cludes needs  lor  hogs). 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  con- 
cur in  the  statement  made  by.  my  col- 
league, the  distinguished  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Georgia.  I  especially  commend 
the  character  of  the  man  who  made  the 
survey  at  the  request  or  direction  of  the 
Etepartment  of  Agriculture.  Among 
those  who  were  brought  into  the  work  of 
making  the  survey  was  the  chairman 
of  the  State  agricultural  stabilization 
committee,  who  was  appointed  by  this 
administration.  He  was  selected  by  the 
commissioner  of  agriculture,  or  at  least 
he  must  have  had  the  approval  of  the 
commissioner  of  agriculture.  He  Joined 
in  the  recommendations  which  were 
made:  and.  as  has  been  pointed  out.  108 
counties  of  the  159  in  the  State  were 
recommended  to  be  included  in  the 
drought  disaster  area.  Thirty-two 
counties  were  found  by  the  same  com- 
mittee to  be  without  suflBcient  aid  for 
30  days.  A  very  few  counties  in  the 
State  have  some  surplus  hay,  and  some 
hay  might  be  made  available  to  the 
counties  in  this  area. 

But  the  information  has  come  to  tis 
that  the  Department  of  Agriculture  was 
disposed  to  make  no  recommendation 
for  the  declaration  of  any  drought  area 
in  the  State.  To  my  personal  knowl- 
edge, the  drought  condition  in  Georgia 
has  been  most  serious  in  1954.  It  has 
not  been  universally  so  in  all  parts  of 
the  State,  but  it  has  been  serious  in  the 
greater  number  of  agricultural  counties 
of  the  State.  Georgia  had  a  severe 
drought  in  the  late  summer  of  1952,  a 
condition  which  virtually  destroyed  pas- 
turage for  the  livestock  in  some  areas 
of  the  State.  The  State,  therefore,  en- 
tered the  year  1954  without  a  bountiful 
supply  of  feedstuffs. 

There  is  no  question  about  the  actual 
conditions  which  now  obtain  in  a  large 
area  of  the  State.  When  the  informa- 
tion first  reached  me  that  the  Secretary 
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of  Acrlculture  and  the  adinlnistrati<m 
were  not  willing  to  declare  any  part  at 
the  State  to  be  within  an  area  to  which 
limited  assistance,  as  has  been  referred 
to.  coold  be  extended,  I  did  not  accept 
It.  Yet  while  there  has  been  no  official 
statement  made,  so  far  as  I  know,  the 
Information  which  comes  directly  from 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  confirms 
the  earlier  report  that  no  part  of  Georgia 
would  be  Included  in  the  drought  area. 
I  live  in  the  southern  half  of  the 
State;  and  it  so  happens  that  in  my 
particular  home  coimt7  at  least  a  por- 
tion of  the  country  has  had  some  rain 
during  the  last  30  or  40  days;  but  be- 
ond  all  doubt,  two-thirds  of  my  home 
county  would  not  be  able  to  harvest 
more  than  one-fourth  of  a  normal  feed 
crop,  or  one-third  of  a  fair  feed  crop. 
The  pasturage  has  suffered  because  of 
the  dry  weather  and  the  intense  heat 
which  we  have  experienced,  and  which. 
for  that  matter,  has  been  experienced 
In  most  of  the  country  during  this  sum- 
mer. I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  why  the 
Secretary  of  Agriciilture  should  be  un- 
willing to  designate  as  disaster  areas  the 
particular  counties  in  Georgia  which 
are  described  and  covered  in  the  re- 
port of  Mr.  Vansant,  who  brought  to- 
gether a  committee  highly  representa- 
tive of  aU  the  agricultural  interests  in 
the  State,  with  the  State  department  of 
agriculture,  the  Secretary,  and  the  Gov- 
ernor himself,  or  his  representative,  par- 
ticipating in  the  survey. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  about  condi- 
tions in  the  State,  many  of  which  are 
Within  my  personal  knowledge.  As  ear- 
ly as  the  early  part  of  May  conditions 
were  developlxig  which  would,  beyond  all 
doubt,  justify  and  demand  that  high 
ranking  Federal  officials  in  the  adminis- 
tration designate  the  area  pointed  out 
in  the  survey  as  a  disaster  area  because 
of  drought  conditions. 

Those  conditions  still  prevail  In  near- 
ly all  the  counties  included  in  the  sur- 
vey. Although  the  survey  was  made  in 
early  August,  and  was  actually  trans- 
mitted to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  on 
the  7th  of  August,  those  conditions  still 
exist.  While  small  areas  within  or 
around  the  fringes  of  the  drought  area 
have  been  relieved  by  restricted  and  lo- 
cal rains,  the  greater  portion  of  the  area 
remains  without  any  assistance  or  recog- 
nition, and  without  the  benefit  of  what- 
ever slight  assistance  might  be  given. 

That  is  a  situation  which  ought  not 
to  have  occurred,  and  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  even  at  this  late  hour,  should 
recommend  to  the  Congress  the  adop- 
tion of  a  resolution  which  would  result 
in  making  available  additional  funds,  if 
the  President  is  now  short  of  funds,  or 
is  operating  with  very  limited  funds,  in 
order  that  some  relief  may  be  granted 
to  the  drought  areas.  The  conditions  in 
that  area,  as  well  as  those  in  the  South- 
east, have  been  very  serious.  There  is 
little  reason  for  keeping  a  law  on  the 
books  which  provides  for  relief  if  the 
Administrator  closes  his  eyes  to  facts 
that  exist,  as  has  been  done,  I  regret  very 
much  to  say,  by  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture in  this  instance. 

Mr.   RUSSELL.      Mr.   President,   will 
my  colleague  yield  to  me? 
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Mr.  GEORGE.  I. yield  to  n«r  col- 
league. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  point  out  that  even 
since  this  report  was  submitted  we  have 
had  the  hottest  weather  in  the  State  of 
Georgia  in  75  years,  according  to  the 
ofDcial  records.  f 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  true.  Last 
night  I  talked  with  persons  in  my  home 
in  Georgia.  I  was  informed  that  in  a 
small  area  small  amounts  of  rain  have 
fallen  within  the  past  30  days.  I  was 
advised  that  heat  conditions  there  have 
been  terrible.  Yesterday,  I  wa«  told, 
that  the  temperature  reached  103  in  the 
shade. 


COPYRIGHTS 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  2235. 
House  biU  6616.  the  copyright  bill,  which 
goes  along  with  the  convention  which 
the  Senate  formally  approved  several 
weelcs  ago. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title  for  the 
Information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
6616)  to  amend  title  17.  United  States 
Code,  entitled  "Copyrights." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Ssnator  from  California. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  preceded- to  consider  the  ball  (H. 
R.  6616)  to  amend  title  17.  United  States 
Code,  entitled  "Copyrights."  1 

AMENDMENT  OP  DISTRICT  OF  CO- 
LUMBIA POLICE   AND   FIREMEN'S 
SALARY  ACT  OP  1953 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
3329)  to  amend  the  EUstrict  of  Columbia 
Police    and    Firemen's    Salary    Act    of 
1953  to  correct  certain  inequities,  which 
was  to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting 
clause  and  insert: 

That  subsection  (d)  of  section  102  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  Police  and  Firemen's 
Salary  Act  of  1953,  approved  June  20.  1953 
(67  Stat.  77),  as  amended,  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows  : 

"(d)  The  minimum  basic  salaries  con- 
tained In  subsection  (a)  of  section  101  of 
this  act  in  the  grade  or  rank  of  Chief  of 
Police  shall  not  be  increased  by  mort  than 
four  longevity  increases,  nor  shall  the  mini- 
mum basic  salaries  of  grades  or  ranks  below 
that  of  Chief  of  Police  be  Increased  by  more 
than  five  longevity  Increases." 

Sec.  2.  Section  102  of  said  act  Is  amended 
by  adding  thereto  the  following  new  sub- 
section : 

"(f)  In  initially  adjusting  salaries  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
any  oflttcer  or  member  promoted  from  a  lower 
grade  to  a  higher  grade  prior  to  July  1,  1933 
shall  receive  credit  for  such  part  of  con- 
tinuous service  in  Ixjth  grades  for  longevity 
purposes  as  is  necessary  to  establish  his  basic 
salary,  including  longevity  pay.  at  least  equal 
to  the  basic  salary  he  would  have  received 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  in  the 
lower  grade  had  such  promotion  not  been 
made.  Service  for  future  longevity  increases 
of  any  officer  or  member  whose  salary  is 
adjusted  imder  authority  of  this  substctlon 
shall  begin  as  of  the  date  such  adjustment 
became  effective." 


SK.  3.  Subsection  (d)  of  section  203  ot 
said  act.  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read 

as  follows : 

"(d)  The  minimimi  basic  saOariea  con- 
tained in  subsection  (a)  of  section  201  of 
this  act  in  the  grade  or  rank  of  Fire  Chief 
shall  not  be  increased  by  more  than  four 
longevity  increases,  nor  shall  the  minlm\im 
basic  salaries  of  grades  or  ranks  below  that 
of  Fire  Chief  be  increased  by  more  th«w 
five  longevity  increases." 

Sec.  4.  Section  203  of  said  act  la  amended 
by  adding  thereto  the  following  new  sub- 
section: 

"(f)  In  Initially  adjusting  salaries  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  provisions  of  tihls  section. 
any  officer  or  member  promoted  from  a  lower 
grade  to  a  higher  grade  prior  to  July  1,  1953. 
shall  receive  credit  for  such  part  of  con- 
tinuous service  in  both  grades  for  longevity 
purposes  as  is  necessary  to  establish  his  basic 
salary,  including  longevity  pay,  at  least  equal 
to  the  basic  salary  he  would  have  received 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  in  the 
lower  grade  liad  such  promotion  not  been 
made.  Service  for  future  longevity  increasea 
of  any  officer  or  member  whose  salary  is  ad- 
Justed  under  authority  of  this  subsection 
shall  begin  as  of  the  date  such  adjustment 
l>ecame  effective." 

Sec.  5.  Section  201  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia Police  and  Firemen's  Salary  Act  of 
1953  is  amended  by  inserting  after  subsec- 
tion (a)  the  following  new  subsection: 

"(b)  The  annual  basic  salary  of  a  private 
of  any  class  of  the  Fire  Departrtent  of  the 
Dl.strict  of  Columbia  shall  be  Increased  by 

"(1)  $390.  while  he  is  assigned  to  duty  as 
an  aide  to  the  Fire  Chief  or  to  a  Deputy  or 
Battalion  Fire  Chief; 

"(2)  $208,  while  he  is  assigned  to  duty  as 
a  regular  first  driver-operator  of  a  fire  de- 
partment hose  wagon,  aerial  ladder  truck, 
rescue  squad,  or  fire  department  ambulance; 

'•i3i  $390.  while  he  Is  assigned  to  duty  aa 
a  chief  radio  technician;  and 

■•(4)  $208,  while  he  is  assigned  to  duty  aa 
a  chief  photographer." 

Sec  6.  Sections  i.  2.  8.  and  4  shall  take 
effect  a.s  of  July  1.  1953.  and  secUon  5  shall 
take  effect  on  the  first  day  of  the  first  pay 
period  of  the  Fire  Department  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  which  begins  after  the  date  of 
the  enactment  of  this  act. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  this  is  an 
amendment  by  the  House,  in  conformity 
with  the  recommendations  of  t»je  District 
Commissioners,  to  a  bill  which  had  pre- 
viously passed  the  Senate.  I  move  that 
the  Senate  concur  in  the  amendment  of 
the  House. 

The      PRESIDING      OFFICER.     The 

question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


CARL  AND  W.  J.  PIOWATY 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  announcing  its 
disasireement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  1665)  for  the 
relief  of  Carl  Piowaty  and  W.  J.  Piowaty. 
and  requesting  a  conference  with  the 
Senate  on  the  disacreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  in  this 
case  the  House  refused  to  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments.  I  have  checked 
and  I  find  that  by  receding  and  agreeing 
to  the  House  bill  as  originally  passed  we 
could  save  the  Government  about  $1,400. 
I  have  conferred  with  the  author  of  the 
bill,  the  sponsor  being  from  my  State. 
He  is  perfectly  willing  to  foDow  that 
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course,  rather  than  to  ask  for  a  confer- 
ence at  this  late  hour  in  the  session. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Sen- 
ate recede  from  its  amendments,  accept 
the  provisions  of  the  House  bill,  and 
complete  action  upon  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is 
so  ordered. 

THE  DROUGHT  SITUATION 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
very  much  interested  in  the  remarks  of 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  I  Mr. 
FuLBRiGHTl,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Georgia  I  Mr.  George  1.  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  I  Mr.  Russell  1,  and 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  I  Mr.  HillI. 
with  respect  to  the  drousht  situation 
which  is  developing  so  rapidly  in  our 
area.  I  do  not  think  the  people  of  Mis- 
sissippi are  any  quicker  than  others  to 
be  concerned  about  a  situation  of  this 
kind.  They  are  not  ones  to  come  run- 
ning quickly  for  relief  at  the  slightest 
suggestion  of  a  drought  or  any  other 
calamity  of  that  kind. 

The  Governor  of  Mississippi,  who  is  a 
very  experienced  and  very  fine  business- 
man, and  has  had  wide  experience,  tells 
me  that  he  has  never  seen  the  agricul- 
tural situation  deteriorate  as  rapidly  and 
as  completely  as  it  has  in  the  past  two 
weeks.  In  Mississippi  there  have  been 
sustained  temperatures,  day  after  day 
and  week  after  week,  of  102.  103.  104, 
and  105 — several  deprees  higher  than  is 
customary  there,  and  with  no  rain.  The 
Go'.ernor  tells  me  the  pastures  are  dry- 
ing up.  crops  are  wilting,  and  dairy  herds 
and  beef  cattle  are  rsipidly  becoming  de- 
pendent upon  sp)ecial  feed,  inasmuch  as 
the  pastures  cannot  carry  the  load.  Al- 
thouch  he  had  not  filed  an  application 
in  Washington  and  has  not  yet  assembled 
all  the  factual  maU-rial  regarding  the 
situation,  yet  as  he  studies  it  further,  he 
is  amazed  at  its  extent  and  the  rapidity 
of  the  development  of  the  decline. 

In  making  this  plea,  I  am  not  ask- 
ing for  relief  as  the  term  is  ordinarily 
understood. 

Last  year.  Missi.ss'ppi  turn-^d  back  ap- 
proximately $24,000— almost  all  the 
money  alloted  to  Mississippi,  although 
our  State  received  substantial  relief  in 
the  way  of  feed,  even  though  it  was 
greatly  delayed.  So  Mississippi  is  not 
simply  trying  to  obtain  a  gift.  Last  year 
there  was  great  delay  in  declaring  cer- 
tain counties  eligible  for  relief  although 
those  finally  approvt?d  were  the  same 
counties  as  originally  recommended  by 
the  Governor. 

Regardless  of  whatever  program  is  to 
be  carried  out,  I  wish  to  urge  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  to  be  alert  and 
to  be  prompt  in  taking  proper  action 
in  this  situation,  for  an  ounce  of  pre- 
vention at  the  right  place  and  right  time 
can  be  worth  so  much  more  than  a  pound 
of  cure  applied  later. 

I  am  not  particularly  alarmed,  but  I 
am  impressed  with  the  severity  and  the 
completeness  and  the  widespread  blanket 
application  of  the  situation  to  the  entire 
State  of  Mississippi,  although  the  north- 
.  ern  part  of  the  State  is  affected  more 
severely  than  is  the  southern  area. 


So  I  join  in  urging  that  this  subject 
be  given  prompt  and  adequate  attention 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  and 
be  promptly  attended  to.  and  that  the 
Department  now  send  its  men  to  the 
stricken  areas  and  have  them  obtain 
first-hand  reports  and  information,  and 
that  the  proper  action  be  taken 
promptly.  I  submit  that  matter  to  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  not  with  a 
plea  for  relief  merely  as  a  money  benefit, 
but  in  order  to  have  this  emergency  met 
and  to  avoid  a  calamity.  A  positive 
program  should  be  planned  that  will 
meet  the  realities  of  this  distress.  This 
should  include  feed  and  other  forms  of 
practical  assistance. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
been  greatly  interested  in  what  has  been 
said  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Arkansas  I  Mr.  Fulbright),  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Mississippi  IMr. 
StennisI,  the  distingui.«=hed  Senator 
from  Alabama  IMr.  HillI.  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Georgia 
[  Mr  George  1 ,  and  the  distinguished  jun- 
ior Senator  frcm  Georgia  IMr.  Russell]. 
The  situation  in  a  very  large  area  of  the 
country  is  serious;  it  is  critical,  and  is 
daily  worsening. 

Mr.  President,  the  saddest  thing  about 
the  entire  picture  is  the  utter  indifference 
with  which  the  Deparlment  of  Agricul- 
ture regards  it. 

I  wish  to  .ay  to  my  distingui-hed 
friends,  the  Senators  from  Georgia,  that 
in  this  situation  the  troubles  of  their 
State  would  not  be  over,  even  if  they 
could  have  prevailed  upon  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  to  declare  their 
State  a  part  of  the  disaster  area.  Some 
w  eeks  ago,  evidence  with  reference  to  the 
drought  situation  in  Oklahoma  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
Prior  to  that  time,  portions  of  Texas  and 
of  Colorado  and  of  Wyoming  had  been 
designated  as  disaster  areas,  and  avail- 
able for  assistance  under  the  prosram 
which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  was 
authorized  to  put  into  effect  for  such 
areas.  Information  was  given  to  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  with  reference 
to  Kansas,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  and  Okla- 
homa. The  Assistant  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture went  to  Missouri,  personally 
visited  a  very  large  part  of  the  State,  and 
recommended  assistance  for  70-odd 
counties,  which  were  designated  as  dis- 
aster areas. 

I  thought  it  was  quite  coincidental  or 
quite  significant  that  he  managed  to  get 
that  done  in  the  district  of  Representa- 
tive Dewey  Short,  just  a  day  or  two  be- 
fore Representative  Shorts  primary 
election,  in  which  he  was  in  a  very  hot 
contest.  But  regardless  of  how  it  hap- 
pened. Mr.  President.  I  thought  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Agriculture  was 
late,  not  early,  in  getting  it  done. 

At  the  same  time,  some  26  of  Okla- 
homa's 77  counties  were  so  designated — 
apparently  on  a  hit-and-miss  basis, 
either  in  complete  ignorance  of  the  fact 
or  in  total  disregard  of  the  fact  that 
most  of  the  other  counties  in  Oklahoma 
were  equally  distressed  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  drought  and  its  devastation 
and  destruction.  Since  that  time,  11 
other  counties  in  Oklahoma  have  been  so 
designated,  making,  as  of  now,  a  total  of 


37  counties  In  Oidahoma  to  be  so  desig- 
nated. 

But  the  farmers  in  those  37  counties 
are  scarcely  more  distressed  than  the 
farmers  in  counties  which  are  equally 
entitled  to  such  a  designation,  although 
It  has  not  been  made  as  to  them.  If 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  his  staff 
had  their  heads  buried  in  the  sand,  they 
could  not  be  in  a  worse  situation  of  com- 
plete indifference  and  disregard  of  the 
realities  of  the  present  situation,  than 
their  present  actions  indicate  them  to 
be. 

Mr.  President,  someone  should  put  a 
charge  of  dynamite  under  someone  In 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  in  order 
to  get  the  Department  to  visualize  and 
realize  the  situation  and  to  meet  its 
responsibilities  with  reference  to  it.  To- 
day, literally  thousands  of  farm  families 
in  the  drought-stricken  areas  of  the 
States  which  have  been  mentioned  and 
in  States  adjacent  thereto  or  nearby 
have  been — as  the  result  of  drought  and 
the  accompanying  disaster — reduced  to 
a  position  where  they  can  no  longer  stay 
on  and  maintain  and  operate  their  farms. 
Wells  which  have  not  gone  dry  in  a 
quarter  of  a  century,  are  going  dry  to- 
day. Thousands  of  farui  ponds,  which 
in  years  past  have  proven  adequate,  to- 
day are  dry.  Pastures  are  burned. 
Crops  have  been  burned.  Yet,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  Secretary  either  refuses  to  des- 
ignate these  areas  as  disaster  areas,  or, 
having  so  designated  them,  refuses  to  do 
anything  effective  to  benefit  the  people 
of  these  areas. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.    I  yield  to  my  colleague    < 
for  a  question. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  join  my  senior 
colleague  in  calling  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  disaster  which  faces  our 
farmers  and  the  need  for  urgent  and 
speedy  action  in  this  drought  disaster, 
particularly  in  counties  which  have  al- 
ready been  declared  to  be  critical  disaster 
areas. 

This  is  the  third  straight  year,  as  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa knows,  that  these  same  farmers, 
cattlemen,  and  people  on  small  farms 
have  had  to  suffer  from  unprecedented 
drought.  This  comes  on  the  heels  of 
two  preceding  droughts,  with  tempera- 
tures ranging  from  105  to  120.  which  are' 
devastating  to  feed  crops  and  all  forms 
of  crop  life  in  the  counties  which  have 
already  been  declared  to  be  disaster 
areas,  as  well  as  in  neighboring  coun- 
ties, which  have  not  yet  been  so  de- 
clared. 

We  find  it  difiQcult  to  make  people  un- 
derstand the  urgency  of  the  needs.  If  ■ 
help  is  not  extended  quickly,  we  shall 
see  liquidated  the  farms  of  the  finest 
farm  families  in  the  State  of  Okla- 
homa— because  of  delay.  This  program 
must  be  thrown  into  gear  fast. 

It  seems  to  m^  that  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  should  turn  this  program 
over  to  the  very  best  agricultural  lead- 
ers in  the  State  of  Oklahoma.  A  piece 
of  paper  declaring  an  Oklahoma  county 
a  disaster  area  or  a  critical  disaster  area 
is  very  poor  relief  for  the  himgry  live- 
stock and  for  the  devastation  we  find 
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we  should  treat  this  situation  as  w^ 
would  treat  a  flood  emergency  or  any 
other  emergency.  Time  Is  of  the  csaenoe 
in  meeting  the  needs. 

I  associate  msrself  with  the  remarks 
of  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
CMclahoma.  It  Is  time  for  scnaeone  to 
get  busy  and  coordinate  and  expedite 
this  program,  so  that  relief  for  our  peo- 
ple caxibe  forthcoming. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  thank, 
my  colleague  for  those  friendly  re- 
marks, which  are  so  pointed  and  ac- 
curate^ 

Mr.  PDLBRIOHT.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  further  ques- 
tion?     

Mr.  KERR.  I  srield  to  the  distin- 
gxiished  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  FUIiBRIOHT.  Does  it  not  seem 
almost  immoral  to  hear  that  this  coun- 
try is  facing  such  a  tremendous  stu-plus, 
about  which  we  have  been  talking — and 
we  are  struggling  to  find  a  way  to  do 
something  about  the  surpluses  which 
we  seek  to  prevent  in  the  future — and 
now  that  our  warehouses  are  bulging 
with  surplus  grains  of  nearly  all  kinds, 
grains  which  these  people  need  for  feed, 
still  the  Department  seems  to  be  unable 
to  find  a  way  to  make  those  grains  avail- 
able to  farmers  who  are  facing  complete 
disaster,  bankruptcy,  and  the  loss  of  their 
farms?  Surely  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture has  enough  imagination  and 
energy  to  do  something  about  this  situa- 
tion. I  cannot  imderstand  why  some 
plan  has  not  been  devised,  or  some  re- 
quest made  for  authority.  If  the  Depart- 
ment has  no  authority,  why  has  not  a 
request  been  made  of  the  Congress  for 
authority?  I  understand  the  Depart- 
ment has  the  authority. 

I  wonder  if  the  distinguished  Senator 
can  think  of  ansrthing  we  can  do  to  put 
dynamite  under  the  Department  and  to 
make  it  move? 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr,  President,  I  appre- 
ciate the  question  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Arkansas.  I  would  put 
the  dynamite  under  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  and  I  would  light  the  fuse, 
if  I  thought  it  would  get  him  off  that 
part  of  his  anatomy  which  he  is  wear- 
ing out  and  get  him  out  where  the  duty 
and  the  responsibility  exist  in  this  re- 
gard. 

We  cannot  find  1  farmer  in  500  who 
will  admit  or  is  capable  of  being  con- 
vinced that  he  has  a  Secretary  of  Agri- 
cultxire.  It  Is  a  tragedy  beyond  descrip- 
tion. Mr.  President. 

We  have  an  abundance  and  a  surplus 
of  grains,  and  the  Secretary  has  put  a 
grain  program  into  effect,  whereby  he 
directed  that  farmers  in  the  disaster 
area  be  permitted  to  bxiy  feed  made  from 
surplus  grain  at  a  price  of  6Q  cents  a 
hundred  pounds  under  the'  market 
value.  The  market  value  of  most  of 
those  grains  has  gone  up,  since  the  Sec- 
retary Issued  the  order,  a  greater 
amount  than  60  cents  a  hundred. 

The  Secretary  has  put  into  effect  a 
hay  program,  and  I  wish  to  tell  the  Sen- 
ate what  that  is.  If  the  State  makes 
a  certain  contract  to  supervise,  partici- 
pate, designate,  and  cooperate,  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  wiH  pay  half 
the  freight  on  hay  at  a  cost  not  to  ex- 


ceed $10  a  t(«.  I  ask  Senators  what 
benefit  that  is  to  a  farmer  who  cannot 
pay  for  the  hay,  let  alone  half  the 
freight?  It  Is  like  placing  a  sumptuous, 
idluring  feast  in  front  of  starving  men 
and  building  a  partition  of  bulletproof 
glass  between  them  and  the  food,  plac- 
ing men  with  shotguns  on  guard  to 
^oot  them  down  in  case  they  succeed 
In  breaking  through  the  glass.  That 
would  do  them  as  much  good  as  what 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  doing  un- 
der the  guise  of  putting  into  effect  a 
drought  disaster  relief  program  fon:  cer- 
tain designated  counties. 

The  Secretary  holds  out  the  promise, 
but  the  only  farmer  in  the  country  to- 
day who  is  more  disappointed,  more  dis- 
illusioned, and  angrier  than  those  who 
are  in  an  area  which  has  not  been  des- 
ignated a  disaster  area  is  the  farmer 
who  is  in  an  area  which  has  been  so 
designated,  and  who  finds  that  he  Is  get- 
ting nothing  by  reason  of  such  designa- 
tion. 

Certainly  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
has  the  authority  to  make  loans.  But 
the  Federal  Reserve  bank  would  loan 
money  on  less  collateral  and  at  a  lower 
rate  of  interest  than  would  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture.  He  is  not  loaning 
money;  he  is  hoarding  it.  Oh,  he  is 
making  a  record.  Farm  families  who 
are  entitled  to  relief,  and  who  without 
it  will  become  casualties,  are  being  de- 
nied the  opportunity  for  economic  sur- 
vival. We  have  been  giving  away  bil- 
lions of  dollars.  Mr.  President,  some- 
how, in  some  way,  justice  must  be  done. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
After  listening  to  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa, I  judge  that  his  people  in  Okla- 
homa feel  toward  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture much  the  same  as  the  people  of 
Wisconsin  feel  toward  the  Secretary. 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  came  up 
there  to  speak.  Did  the  Senator  read 
the  article  in  the  New  York  Times,  com- 
menting on  that  speech  of  the  Secretary? 

Mr.  KERR.    Yes;  I  did. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Did  the  Senator  read  that  a  snow  fence 
was  built  25  feet  out  from  the  platform 
to  keep  the  people  from  tearing  the  Sec- 
retary limb  from  limb?  They  were  not 
satisfied  with  that.  Did  the  Sesiator 
read  that  they  built  a  barbed-wire  en- 
tanglement a  little  closer,  about  10  feet 
out,  and  left  15  feet  between?  Even 
with  the  barbed-wire  entanglement  that 
arrangement  was  not  satisfattory. 
Guards  were  stationed  between  the  snow 
fence  and  the  barbed-wire  entanglement 
to  guard  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
Did  the  Senator  read  that  story? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  read  that  story,  Mr. 
President,  but  I  arrived  at  a  little  dif- 
ferent interpretation  of  the  story  from 
that  given  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

As  I  remember  the  story,  the  ?now 
fence  and  the  barbed-wire  entangle- 
ments were  placed  in  position  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Is  it  not  true  that  the  people  had  thieat- 


ened  to  tear  the  Secretary  Kmb  fnxn 
limb? 

Mr.  KERR.  The  Secretary's  con- 
science must  have  been  so  guilty  or  his 
realization  of  his  Inadequacy  bo  Intense 
that  he  promoted  the  building  of  that 
barricade  to  defend  him.  Then  he  asked 
for  an  escort  of  12  special  deputies  to 
protect  him. 

The  facts  show  that  within  2  weeks  of 
that  time  the  farmers  in  that  particular 
area  held  a  special  election  and  elected 
a  Democratic  Representative  for  the  first 
time,  as  I  understand,  in  many  years. 
If  the  President  ever  gets  around  to  giv- 
ing the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  his  just 
reward  and  just  due,  he  will  decorate 
him  for  his  efficiency  in  getting  that 
Democratic  Representative  elected. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I,  too.  read  the  article 
to  which  Senators  have  referred.  It  is 
amazing  how  many  different  interpreta- 
tions one  can  get  from  an  article.  I  un- 
acrstood  that  the  protective  devices,  such 
as  the  barbed  wire,  were  placed  in  posi- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the 
farmers  from  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  must  say  that  that  Is 
the  most  logical  interpretation  of  the 
situation  I  have  yet  heard.  It  may  be 
that  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  put  his  finger  on  the  cor- 
rect analysis  of  the  situation. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  au- 
thority to  make  loans.  He  has  au- 
thority to  provide  feed  for  the  cattle  in 
disaster  areas,  from  surplus  crops  at  any 
price  he  wishes  to  charge. 

What  he  has  done  is  to  fix  the  price 
at  a  level  which  makes  it  certain  that 
the  farmers  cannot  get  the  feed.  In 
th?  meantime,  devastation,  destruction, 
and  economic  bankruptcy  march  on, 
totally  disregarded  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  when,  by  the  exercise  of  the 
discretion  and  authority  given  him,  he 
could  alleviate  the  suffering  and  prevent 
much  of  the  destruction  which  is  tak- 
ing place. 

I  am  glad  that  Senators  have  today 
called  upon  him  for  action.  While  hope 
springs  eternal  in  the  humaji  breast, 
I  must  say  that  if  there  is  anything  to 
be  gained  from  experience  and  the 
knowledge  of  what  he  has  not  done,  it 
is  quite  likely  that  the  hope  that  he  will 
act  is  not  altogether  justified.  Never- 
theless. I  indulge  the  hope  that  he  will 
act  in  a  manner  which  will  meet  their 
requirements  and  the  responsibilities  of 
his  office. 


COPYRIGHTS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6616)  to  amend  title  17. 
United  States  Code,  entitled  '•Copy- 
rights." 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Reynolds  in  the  chair).  The  Senator 
will  .state  it. 

Mr.  PAYNE, 
business? 


What  is  the  unfinished 


195  Jf 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  un- 
finished business  Is  Calendar  No.  2235. 
House  bill  6616,  to  amend  the  copyright 

law. 

The  bfil  is  open  to  amendment.  If 
there  be  no  amendment  to  be  proposed. 
the  question  is  on  the  third  reading  of 

the  bill.  ^^,  ^ 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
having  been  read  the  third  time,  the 
question  Is.  Shall  It  pass? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  is  the 
question  on  the  passage  of  the  copyright 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum.  _^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for  the 

quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there 
objection?    The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 
The  question  is.  Shall  the  bill  pass? 
Mr.     HENDRICKSON.      Mr.     Presi- 
dent   ^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Docs 
the  Senator  wish  to  speak  on  the  bill? 
Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  do.  Indeed. 
I  sincerely  negret  that  I  must  be  a 
"pinch-hltter"  tonight,  but  the  members 
of  the  subcommittee  who  supported  this 
bill  are  all  absent. 

Mr.  President,  on  June  25  last,  the 
Senate  gave  its  advice  and  consent  to 
ratification  of  the  Universal  Copyright 
Convention  signed  at  Geneva  In  Septem- 
ber 1952.  This  chamber  manifested  its 
approval  of  that  treaty  by  the  over- 
whelming vote  of  65  to  3. 

In  order  to  give  effect  to  the  provisions 
of  the  treaty,  a  number  of  minor  changes 
are  required  In  our  domestic  copyright 
law.  The  present  bill,  S.  2559,  is  the  Im- 
plementing legislation  which  will  make 
the  necessary  changes. 

The  substance  of  the  bill  has.  In  fact, 
already  received  the  attention  of  this 
body,  because  when  we  took  up  the  Copy- 
right Convention  the  Senate  had  to  con- 
sider the  specific  changes  In  our  law 
which  would  have  to  be  made  under  the 
convention.  All  of  these  matters  were 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate, 
both  in  the  committee  report,  and  in 
debate  on  the  floor.  The  convention  It- 
self conUins  obligations  which  could  only 
be  performed  by  the  United  States  if  the 
changes  provided  for  in  this  bill  were 
made. 

Mr.  President,  seldom  has  any  legisla- 
tion been  introduced  on  the  floor  of  Con- 
gress which  has  had  such  widespread 
support  from  so  many  segments  of  the 
American  public  as  has  this  bill.     The 
volume  of  favorable  correspondence  re- 
ceived by  the  committee  from  authors, 
playwrights,  composers,  publishing  com- 
panies,   library    associations.    Catholic, 
Protestants,  and  Christian  Science  pub- 
hcation  societies,  music  companies,  pho- 
tographers associations,  radio,  and  tele- 
vision organizations,  and  motion  picture 
companies.  w8u>  overwhelming. 
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That  correspondence  is  an  Impressive 
measure  of  the  public  conviction  that 
this  legislation  is  necessary  and  desirable. 
Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  intro- 
duce hito  the  record  a  list  I  have  of  the 
groups  which  have  indicated  their  sup- 
port for  S.  2559. 

I  send  this  list  to  the  desk  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  be  inserted  in 
the  RccoRD  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  calls  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Senate  is  considering  the 
House  biU  Instead  of  the  Senate  bill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  am  referring 
to  the  Senate  bill,  but  I  understand  the 
House  bill  Is  the  bill  before  the  Senate. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Ust  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Groups  Stippoeting  the  Universal  Copteicht 

CotrVViTlON  AND  THE  RELATED  LEGISLATION 

American  Academy  of  Arts  and  Sciencea; 
American   Bar   Association;    American   Book 
Publlsbera  Council,  Inc.;  American  ClvU  Lib- 
erties Union;   American  CouncU  on  Educa- 
tion; American  CX)uncll  of  Learned  Societies; 
American  Library  Association;  American  So- 
ciety of  ComjKJSers,  Authors,  and  PubUsbers; 
Artists    Equity    Association;    Association    of 
American  University  Presses;  Authors  League 
of  America;  Book  Manufacturers'  Institute; 
Catholic   Library    Association;    Chicago    Bar 
Association:  Chicago  Patent  Law  Association; 
Christian   Science  Church:    Congress  of  In- 
dustrial Organizations;  Copyright  Committee 
of  the  Bar  Association  of  the  City  of  New 
York;   Curtis  Publications;   Federal  Bar  As- 
sociation; Hearst  Publications;  Inter-Ameri- 
can Bar  Association:  Los  Angeles  County  Bar 
Association;    McOraw-HlIl    Publishing    Co.; 
Motion  Picture  Association  of  America;  Music 
Publlshe™    Association:     Music    Publishers 
ProtectlTe  Association:   Mystery  Writers  As- 
sociation of  America;  National  Association  of 
Radio  and  Television  Broadcasters;  National 
Music     CouncU;     Patent     Bar     Association; 
Photographers'     Association      of      America; 
Protestant  Church-Owned  Publishers  Asso- 
ciation: Readers'  Digest;  Song  Writers  Pro- 
tective Association. 


Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  As  I  previously 
stated,  I  am  pinchhitting.  My  remarks 
were  prepared  to  be  directed  to  the  Sen- 
ate bill,  but  I  am  aware  of  the  fact  that 
the  House  bill  ts  pending. 

The  bill  has  the  endorsement  of  vir- 
tually the  entire  organized  copyright 
bar,  including  both  the  section  of  patent 
trade-mark  and  copyright  law,  and  the 
section  of  international  and  compara- 
tive law  of  the  American  Bar  Associa- 
tion. Upon  joint  motion  of  these  two 
sections,  the  house  of  delegates  of  the 
American  Bar  Association  on  March  8. 
1954,  adopted  a  resolution  endorsing 
the  provisions  of  the  bills  before  us. 

These  bills  would  make  the  following 
changes  in  our  copyright  law: 

Section  1  of  the  bill  amends  section  9 
of  title  17  of  the  United  States  Code,  by 
adding  a  new  subsection  (c) .    The  sub- 
section provides  that  whenever  the  uni- 
versal copyright  convention  shall  have 
come   into    force   between    the   United 
States  and  a  foreign  state  or  nation. 
copyright  protection  under  title  17  of 
the  Code  shall  extend  to  the  work  of  an 
author  or  copyright  proprietor  who  is  a 
ciUaen  or  subject  of  such  foreign  state 
or  nation  and  to  the  works  first  pub- 
hshed  therein.    A  number  of  formal  re- 
quirements are  then  listed  from  which 


such  protected  works  would  be  exempt. 
The  principal  exemptions  Involved  are 
these: 

First.  The  elimination  of  the  manu- 
facturing requirements  as  to  Englisli 
language  books  and  periodicals  origi- 
nating in  a  member  state; 

Second.  The  qualification  of  the  right 
of  the  Register  of  Copyrights,  seldom  if 
ever  exercised,  to  void  copyright  in  a 
foreign  work  for  failure  to  make  the 
required  depjoeit  sifter  demand; 

Third.  The  statutory  requirements  of 
copjrrlght  notice  are  relkxed; 

Fourth.  The  requirements  for  a  sepa- 
rate proclamation  under  section  1  (e)  is 
removed. 

Section  2  of  the  bill  modifies  section 
16  of  title  17  of  the  United  States  Code  so 
as  to  permit  an  American  author  who 
first  publishes  a  book  abroad  in  the  Eng- 
lish language  to  import  1,500  copies  of 
the  book.  This  privilege,  which  is  al- 
ready enjoyed  by  foreign  writers,  has  not 
until  now  been  available  to  American 
authors.  The  bill  would  remove  this  dis- 
crimination so  as  to  permit  Americans, 
as  well  as  foreigners,  to  test  the  market 
to  determine  the  desirability  of  printing 
a  run  in  the  United  States. 

Section  3  of  the  bill  nuxiifles  the  pro- 
visions with  respect  to  the  notice  required 
by  section  19  of  Utle  17  of  the  Code,  so 
that  an  American  author  or  publi.sher 
may  utilize  the  symbol  C  in  a  circle  ©  as 
an  alternative  statutory  copyright  notice 
in  a  book.  This  change  ts  desirable  to 
permit  a  single,  simple  notice  to  be  used 
by  domestic  publishers  for  all  books  mar- 
keted, whether  here  or  abroad. 

The  changes  under  sections  2  and  3  of 
the  bill,  while  not  required  to  implement 
the  convention,  are  regarded  as  n»rito- 
rlous  by  the  copyright  profession.  There 
has  been  no  objection  to  them  from  any 
source. 

It  remains  to  be  mentioned  that  the 
House  of  Representatives,  on  August  S 
last,  by  a  more  than  two-thirds  approval, 
passed  the  companion  bill,  H.  R.  6616, 
which  is  identical  with  S.  2559. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  my  firm  conviction 
that  the  proposed  legislation  is  sound  as 
a  matter  of  copyright  law  and  earnestly 
desired  by  the  professional  groups  in  the 
United  States  which  are  most  directly 
affected.  It  is.  moreover,  a  measure 
which  is  indispensable  if  we  are  to  give 
effect  to  the  convention  which  the  Sen- 
ate has  already  overwhelmingly  ap- 
proved. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record  a  statement 
in  further  explanation  of  the  copyright 

bill.  _^  ^ 

There  oeing  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RECORD,  as  follows: 

STATEMENT  BY  SKNATOE  PULBBIGHT  ON  S.  2569 

The  pending  bill,  as  has  been  observed 
previously,  would  effect  a  slight  change  to 
what  we  caU  the  manufact\ulng  clause.  I 
think  It  shovUd  be  pointed  out  that  thU 
clause  does  not  prohibit  imports  of  boote. 

What  It  does  Is  to  deny  the  precious  right 
of  copyright  protecUon  to  a  foreign  autbov 
writing  In  English,  unless  he  also  manufac- 
tures, printo,  and  binds  hU  book  here. 

This  may  come  as  a  surprise  to  some  of 
us    but  we  in  the  United  States  who  are 
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eoeustomed  to  TlewL->(r « unelves  m  rlgbt«ous 
In  so  many  things,  have  nev^r  been  solicit- 
ous about  protecting  the  tights  of  foreign 
authors.  In  fact,  for  the  greater  portion  of 
our  hlst<»7,  from  1790  to  1891,  It  wasn't  even 
possible  for  foreign  writers  to  secure  copy- 
right here.  This  period  was  our  age  of  lit- 
erary piracy.  There,  was  nothing  in  our 
law  to  prevent  thievery  of  the  great  works 
of  that  time.  Dickens,  Thackery,  Stevenson, 
and  others  were  freely  pirated,  until  public 
opinion  demanded  the  end  of  this  national 
sin. 

At  long  last,  in  1891,  a  revision  of  the  Copy- 
right Act  extended  protection  to  forelg^n 
writers  on  condition  that  they  comply  with 
all  our  formalities — Including  the  r^ulre- 
ment  that  their  works  be  manufacttired  In 
the  United  States.  The  manvifacturlng 
clause  extended  to  all  foreign  writers,  no 
matter  what  the  language  of  their  works. 
Final}  y  this  requirement  was  removed  with 
respect  to  foreigners  abroad  writing  In  a 
language  other  than  English.  Such  Is  its 
present  form. 

There  may  have  been  a  selfish  reason  early 
In  our  history  to  adopt  such  an  attitude. 
We  were  a  yoUng  Nation,  an  Importing  Na- 
tion, without  an  established  printing  in- 
dustry. It  might  have  made  some  sense 
to  say  "We  will  not  grant  copyright  to  foreign 
auth<n^  unless  they  manufactiire  here."  And 
so  we  were  free  to  pirate  such  works,  which 
we  did.  Dickens  and  the  others  saw  their 
works  sold  without  a  dime  in  revenue  com- 
ing back  to  them. 

But  today,  the  situation  Is  completely  dif- 
ferent. We  are  no  longer  an  Importing 
country  in  the  literary  and  artistic  field.  We 
are  an  exporting  country.  And  it's  no  small 
business.  Bock  exports  alone  account  for 
almost  $26  million  annually.  Receipts  from 
foreign  showings  of  motion  plct\ires  account 
for  another  $176  million.  It  is  now  Ameri- 
can authors,  American  music,  American  mo- 
tion pictures,  which  are  desired  overseas.  It 
ia  now  we  who  need  protection  against  piracy 
and  uncompensated  use. 

But  we  cannot  get  the  magnificent  kind  of 
protection  provided  for  under  the  Copy- 
right Convention  which  the  Senate  approved 
last  June,  unless  we  make  some  concessions. 
And  virtually  all  that  Is  asked  of  us  of  any 
significance  Is  the  slight  modification  of 
that  clause  on  our  statutes  which  requires  a 
foreign  subject,  residing  abroad,  who  writes 
In  the  English  language,  to  have  his  book 
printed  here  in  order  to  get  copyright  protec- 
tion. Everyone  else  who  writes  in  English 
must  manufacture  here — including  Ameri- 
cans and  resident  aliens. 

The  pending  bill  is  so  reasonable,  so  emi- 
nently fair,  that  It  is  a  small  price  Indeed  to 
pay  for  the  benefits  which  our  people  will 
enjoy  from  a  convention  which,  for  the  first 
time,  assures  them  of  adequate  and  sound 
protection  throughout  the  entire  worli. 

The    PRESIDING  ^OFFICER.    House 
bill  6616  having  been  read  the  third  time 
the  question  is,  Shall  it  pass? 

The  bill  was  passed. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  Senate  bill  2559  is  indefinitely 
postponed. 


ALLOCATION     OP 
THE      MISSOURI 


COMPACT  FOR 
WATERS  OF 
RTVER 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  2352,  Senate 
bill  2821,  the  interstate  compact  for  allo- 
cation of  waters  of  the  Missouri  River. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

The  CHi£r  Clerk,  a  bill  (S.  2821) 
granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 


States  of  Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas.  Minne- 
sota, Missouri,  Montana.  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming,  to 
enter  into  a  compact  for  the  allocation  of 
waters  of  the  Missouri  River. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out  all 
after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That  the  consent  of  Congress  Is  hereby 
given  to  the  States  of  Colorado.  Iowa,  Kan- 
sas. Minnesota,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming 
to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact  for  a 
basinwlde,  comprehensive  program  of  uni- 
fied planning  for  the  attainment  of  the  con- 
servation and  development  of  the  water  re- 
sources projects  of  the  Missouri  Basin,  and 
for  the  coordination  of  the  water  resources 
development  of  the  agencies  of  th*  States 
in  cooperation  with  the  agencies  of  the 
United  States:  Provided.  That  existing  com. 
pacts  between  the  States  and  decrees  of 
the  United  States  Supreme  Court  relating  to 
any  of  the  waters  of  the  Missouri  Rivier  or  its 
tributaries  shall  be  fully  recognized:  Pro- 
vided further.  That  any  compact  negotiated 
pursuant  to  this  act  shall  recognize  the  pro- 
visions of  existing  law  that  the  use  for  navi- 
gation of  waters  arising  in  States  lying  wholly 
or  partly  west  of  the  98th  meriaiaan,  shall 
be  only  such  use  as  does  not  conflict  with 
any  beneficial  use  of  such  waters  for  domes- 
tic, municipal,  stock  water,  irrigation,  min- 
ing, or  industrial  purposes:  And  provided 
further.  That  nothing  in  this  act  shall  apply 
to  any  area  of  the  National  Park  System 
established  as  of  the  date  of  this  act  or  any 
future  areas  added  by  acts  of  Congrtss. 

Sec.  2.  The  President  Is  authorized  to  ap- 
point a  commissioner  to  represent  the  United 
States  to  participate  in  such  negotiations, 
and  who  shall  make  report  to  the  President 
and  to  the  Congress  on  the  proceedings  and 
any  compact  entered  Into. 

Sec.  3.  Any  such  compact  shall  not  be 
binding  or  obligatory  upon  any  of  the  par- 
ties thereto  unless  and  until  the  same  shall 
have  been  ratified  by  the  legislatures  of  each 
of  the  signatory  States  and  consented  to  by 
the  Congress. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit- 
tee amendment. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  permit  the 
States  of  Colorado,  Wyoming,  Montana. 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  Iowa  and  Minnesota 
to  enter  into  a  compact  to  establish  a 
basin-wide  unified  plan  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  Missouri  River. 

The  bill  provides  that  there  shall  be 
no  conflict  with  or  modification  what- 
soever of  the  compacts  presently  exist- 
ing in  the  basin  among  the  States,  or 
any  part  of  them;  and  it  further  pro- 
vides that  the  agencies  of  the  States  and 
of  the  Federal  Government  shall  co- 
operate and  work  together  for  the  or- 
derly development  of  the  water  re- 
sources of  the  basin.  The  sole  purpose 
of  the  bill  is  to  authorize  the  States  to 
arrive  at  an  agreement  to  achieve  that 
objective. 

A  representative  of  the  United  States 
Government  will  sit  in  the  proceedings. 


ject  will  then  be  returned  to  Congress, 
and  it  will  be  for  Congress  to  determine 
whether  the  agreement  which  has  been 
proposed  and  entered  into  by  the  various 
States  shall  be  approved  by  Congress 
and  become  the  law  of  the  river. 

Compacts  of  this  nature  have  been 
entered  into  many  times.  All  precau- 
tions have  been  taken  to  insure  that 
none  of  the  rights  of  the  several  States 
will  be  violated. 

The  governors  of  all  10  States  of  the 
basin  have  appoved  the  bill.  The  com- 
mittee considered  the  bill,  which  was 
first  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  and  then  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  and  reported  it  unanimously. 
I  know  of  no  reason  why  the  bill  should 
not  be  passed,  because  I  have  heard  no 
objection  to  it  whatsoever. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  offer  an 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment which  I  ask  to  have  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  3,  line  2.  in 
the  committee  amendment,  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  after  the  word  "law",  a  comma 
and  the  word  "and." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
to  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  the  amend- 
ment to  the  committee  amendm<?nt  is 
to  correct  what  I  think  must  havf;  been 
an  error  in  copying,  t>ecause  the  comma 
and  the  word  "and"  appear  In  the  pro- 
viso as  the  bill  is  printed  in  the  report. 
The  purpose  of  my  amendment  is  to 
make  the  text  of  the  committee  amend- 
ment as  printed  in  the  bill  conform  with 
the  amendment  as  set  forth  in  the  re- 
port on  the  bill. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  is  entirely  correct,  and 
the  committee  accepts  the  Senator's 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  merely 
desire  to  repeat  what  I  said  during  the 
time  when  the  bill  was  under  discus- 
sion on  the  call  of  the  calendar.  The  bill 
represents  the  wishes  of  the 'governors 
of  the  several  States,  as  set  forth  in 
various  resolutions  which  have  been 
adopted  from  time  to  time,  particularly 
in  their  recent  meeting  at  Vellowstone 
Park.  «- 

The  Governor  of  South  Dakota.  Hon. 
Sigurd  Anderson,  has  been  claairman  of 
the  committee  of  governors  during  the 
past  year,  and  in  several  ways  and  on 
various  occasions  he  has  expressed  to  me 
his  deep  personal  conviction  that  the 
States  of  the  Missouri  River  Basin  should 
have  the  opportunity  to  negotiate  a 
compact  through  their  representatives, 
with  a  representative  of  the  Federal 
Government  t>eing  present,  and  then  to 
submit  the  compact  to  Congress  for 
ratification.  That  is  precisely  what  the 
bill  proposes  to  do. 
As  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 

Aftor  +»,«  Q*„*„„  V,  -^ —-^~.     Barrett]  has  so  correctly  stated,  the  bill 

^mLi^ I  ^^^  ^^""^  ^^l^^"^'  *^^  ^^^  conforms  with  the  custom  and  practice 
compact  has  been  approved  by  the  legis-  of  the  States  in  that  area  and  with  the 
latures  of  the  various  States,  the  sub-     proviso  contained  in  the  P^ood  ConS,! 


Act  of  1944.  with  respect  to  the  beneficial 
consumptive  use  of  waters  which  lie 
wholly  or  partly  west  of  the  98th 
meridian. 

In  all  respect*  the  bill  recognizes  the 
desires  and  aims  of  the  people  concerned, 
and  recognizes  the  authority  of  Con- 
gress over  subjects  relating  to  interstate 
commerce,  in  that  the  proposed  compact 
will  be  submitted  to  Congress  for  ratifi- 
cation. .,      „       ^ 

I.  therefore.  Join  with  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  and  other  Senators  in 
urging  the  enactment  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  join  with 
my  colleague  in  support  of  the  bill.  I 
read  into  the  Record  during  the  call  of 
the  calendar  this  afternoon  a  letter  from 
the  Governor  of  Minnesota.  I  know  that 
for  several  years  there  has  been  a  great 
deal  of  interest  in  the  bill  in  Minnesota. 
Minnesota  is  joining  with  the  other 
States  and  their  administrators  in  the 
study  of  the  compact.  Therefore,  I  urge 
that  favorable  consideration  be  given  to 
the  biU. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  join  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wyoming,  the  Senator  from 
South  IDakota,  and  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  in  giving  my  enthusiastic  sup- 
port to  the  bill.  It  seems  to  me  what  we 
need  to  keep  in  mind  is  that  the  bill  fits 
in  with  the  spirit  and  intent  of  the  com- 
pact section  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States.  When  the  Constitution 
was  adopted  it  was  intended  that  in  mat- 
ters of  interest  to  groups  of  States  they 
should  be  authorized  to  enter  into  com- 
pacts that  involved  a  consideration  of 
common  problems.  That  is  what  the  bill 
seeks  to  effectuate. 

Furthermore,  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  went  to  the  very  heart  of  the 
question  when  he  pointed  out  that  all 
Congress  would  be  doing  when  it  passed 
the  bill.  If  it  should  be  passed— and  I 
hope  it  will  be — would  be  to  authorize 
the  respective  States  to  negotiate  a  com- 
pact. The  passage  of  the  bill  would  not 
result  in  the  adoption  of  a  compact 
which  the  States  have  negotiated.  In  a 
sense,  it  is  an  authorization  bill.  It 
would  really  authorize  the  States,  under 
the  compact  section  of  the  Constitution, 
to  proceed  to  negotiate  a  compact. 

Surely,  no  Senator  would  wish  to  deny 
that  under  the  compact  section  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  the 
subject  matter  of  compacts  Is  one  which 
does  not  fall,  without  action  by  Congress, 
within  the  purview  and  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  States.  All  the  checks  the  con- 
stitutional fathers  intended  will  be 
available  to  us  after  the  passage  of  the 
bill,  as  has  been  pointed  out  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wyoming  and  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota.  The  compact  will 
then  come  back  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  for  ratification. 

I  cannot  imagine  any  sound  basis  for 
an  objection  to  the  bill  from  the  stand- 
point of  what  I  consider  to  be  procedural 
rights  of  the  States.  We  are  dealing  with 
pretty  precious  rights  of  the  States.  We 
are  dealing  with  a  recognition  on  the 
part  gl  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
of  wliiit  ought  to  be  considered  the  right 
of  States  to  negotiate  compacts  within 
the  subject  matter  and  the  spirit  and  in- 
tention of  the  compact  section  of  the 
Constitution.    I  think  there  la  such  an 


Intention.    I  think  we  can  take  judicial 
notice  of  It.    In  my  judgment,  no  one 

can  doubt  it.  j     ,.. 

My  last  argument  is,  and  I  made  it 
earlier  this  afternoon  when  the  bill  was 
before  the  Senate  on  a  call  of  the  Unani- 
mous Consent  Calendar,  that  this  is  the 
kind  of  Federal  Government-State  gov- 
ernment cooperation  we  ought  to  be  en- 
couraging.   This  is  carrying  out  the  kmd 
of  Federal-State  relationship  which  re- 
sults in  a  true  partnership  between  the 
States  and  the  Federal  Government.     I 
think   States   should   be   encouraged   to 
negotiate  compacts  within  the  subject 
matter  of  the  bill,  because  it  is  a  subject 
which  has  been  the  source  of  a  great  deal 
of  discussion  in  the  States  for  a  long  time 
in  the  past.     I  think  Senators  will  agree 
that  it  has  been  the  subject  of  consider- 
able disagreement  from  time  to  time  in 
the  States.   There  have  been  divisions  of 

opinion,  but  at  long  last 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  may  say  it  has 
been  the  subject  of  very  bitter  disagree- 
ment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Very  heated  as  well  as 
bitter  disagreement,  but.  at  long  last, 
on  the  anvil  of  compromise,  there  has 
been  a  hammering  out  of  what  loolcs 
like  an  equitable  and  fair  solution  of  this 
long-standing  disagreement. 

I  think  we  would  be  performing  a  dis- 
service if.  as  a  Congress,  we  stood  in  the 
way  of  enabling  these  States  to  reduce 
agreements  to  a  compact  and  then  to 
submit  the  compact  to  the  Congress  and 
ask  for  Its  approval. 

I  think  at  this  point  In  my  remarks 
there  ought  to  appear  in  the  Record  the 
section  of  the  Constitution  to  which  I 
have  referred,  which  Is  to  be  found  in 
section  10.  clause  3.  of  article  I  of  the 
Constitution,  and  reads  as  follows: 

No  SUte  shall,  without  the  consent  of 
Congress,  lay  any  duty  of  tonnage,  keep 
troops,  or  ships  of  war  In  time  of  peace, 
enter  Into  any  agreement  or  compact  with 
snother  SUte,  or  with  a  foreign  power,  or 
engage  In  war,  unlew  actually  Invaded,  or 
m  such  imminent  danger  as  wlU  not  admit 
of  delay. 


I  am  not  going  to  object  to  the  bin, 
and  I  did  not  object  when  the  late  Sen- 
ator Butler  came  to  me  and  said  they  had 
had  a  hearing  on  the  subject  matter  and 
they  had  agreed  to  it.  After  the  Gov- 
ernor of  my  State  had  also  agreed  to  it* 
I  did  not  raise  any  objection. 

However.  I  wish  to  make  it  plain  that 
as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  th© 
Judiciary  I  shall  object  in  the  future 
when  a  compact  comes  before  the  Senate 
unless  it  is  referred  to  the  Committee  oa 
the  Judiciary.  It  is  the  committee  which, 
under  the  La  Follette-Monroney  Act.  has 
jurisdiction  of  compacts  generally. 
However,  in  view  of  the  fact  ttiat  the 
Govenior  of  my  State  and  the  governors 
of  the  other  States  favor  it.  I  shall  not 
object.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
committee  amendment  is  open  to  further 
amendment. 

If  there  is  no  further  amendment  to 
be  offered,  the  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment  as  amended. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 


The  authorization  to  enter  into  com- 
pacts was  definitely  specified  in  the 
Constitution,  and  I  respectfully  submit 
that  the  proposed  compact  is  In  keeping 
with  that  section  of  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  LANGER.     Mr.  President,  I  was 
surprised  when  the  bill  was  reported  by 
the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Commit- 
tee,   because    under    the    La    Follette- 
Monroney  Act.  it  was  speciflcaUy  speci- 
fied that  compacts  generally  should  go 
to    the    Committee   on    the    Judiciary. 
This  matter  deals  with  navigation,  if 
one  reads  the  bill  carefuUy.    After  the 
Senator     from     North     Dakota      tMr. 
Young]  and  I  joined  in  a  bill,  in  which 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  also  Joined, 
we  were  surprised  to  learn  that  the  late 
Senator  Butler,  of  Nebraska,  introduced 
a  bill  authorizing  an  interstate  compact, 
which  he  apparently  thought  related 
to  the  apportionment  of  waters  for  Irri- 
gation and  reclamation  purposes,  In- 
cludins  easements  of  public  lands  for 
irrigation  purposes. 


WHAT  KIND  OF  REI.TEF  IS  THIS? — 
NEWS  ARTICLE 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Fallon  Standard,  of  Fallon.  Nev..  in  its 
issue  of  August  11. 1954,  carries  a  strlkinflr 
and  cogent  editorial  entitled  "What  Kind 
of  Relief  Is  This?"  The  editorial  con- 
cerns the  failure  of  certain  structures 
constructed  by  the  Bvureau  of  Reclama- 
tion in  the  Truckee- Carson  irrigation 
district.  I  ask  unanimous  consent.  Mr. 
President,  that  the  text  of  this  editorial 
may  be  printed  in  the  Rkcobo  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks.  

There  being  no  objection,  the  news 
article  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RxcosD,  as  follows: 

What  Kins  or  Rkukt  Is  TrxsT 
It  causes  one  to  wonder  what  kind  of  dis- 
aster reUef  has  been  given  the  Truckee-Car- 
Bon  irrigation  district  when  quake-damaged 
structures  caimot  be  replaced  of  materials 
as  good  as  they  were  before. 

For  instance^  the  concrete  Coleman  Dam 
cannot  be  rebuilt  with  concrete  because  Fed- 
eral regulations  say  that  concrete  U  perma- 
nent material. 

It  Is  ironic  that  If  a  structure  was  orlg" 
Inally  designed  and  built  by  the  Federal  Oov- 
ernment  that  would  not  stand  up  under  an 
earth  tremor.  It  must  be  replaced  with 
wood,  brush,  and  dirt,  or  flimsy  material  to 
merit  aid  imder  the  disaster  area  relief 
program. 

Cost  of  this  first  reclamation  projecttooe 
brought  into  being  by  the  Federal  Oovem- 
ment  has  been  charged  up  to  tha  aettlsn. 
Boon  the  blU  wlU  be  paid  in  full. 

Since  It  was  buUt  50  years  ago.  numerous 
instances  of  erroneous  estimating,  of  faulty 
design  and  F>oor  construction  have  shown  up. 
Those  early  engineers  hired  by  Uncle  Bam 
are  responsible  for  that— not  the  f arxners. 

It  would  seem  only  Just  that  these  irriga- 
tion works  should  be  rebuUt  to  perform  •• 
was  originally  Intencted.  and  that  without 
the  need  for  seeking  reUef  from  disaster 
funds. 

All  the  benefit  they  can  get  from  disaster 
relief  funds  is  to  use  them  for  fragile  dams. 
flumes,  and  takeouts,  and  then  arrange  for 
a  bond  issue  to  do  the  job  right,  as  it  sl^ould 
have  been  done  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion in  the  first  place. 

The  water  tisers  here  eventually  wm  D* 
confronted    with    the    excessive    burden   oC 
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fjfolldlng  structures  better  than  they  ivere 
at  the  outset. 

nther  that,  or  we  might  Join  Great  Britain. 
France  or  some  other  country  getting  billions 
In  relief  with  no  questions  asked  and  with 
no  intention  whatever  of  paying  anything 
hack — ^not  even  a  promise  of  playing  ball  in 
this  international  game  of  preventing  war. 

Somewhat  the  same  situation  is  seen  in  the 
Small  Business  Administration  program  of 
aiding  owners  of  buildings  that  have  been 
shattered  by  earthquakes. 

In  order  to  get  loans  at  almost  the  same 
Interest  rates  that  are  charged  by  regular 
loaning  agencies,  the  building  owner  must  be 
in  such  financial  straits  that  the  bank 
wouldn't  advance  the  cash.  Then  the  bor- 
rower must  be  listed  as  a  good  risk  before 
the  8BA  will  take  a  chance. 

After  being  disqualified  for  one  type  of 
loan,  then  qualified  as  a  questionable  risk 
for  a  Government  loan,  the  building  owner 
Is  up  against  another  proposition. 
'  His  structure  that  dldnt  stand  the  July 
tremors  here  cannot  be  rebuilt  with  anything 
better  to  survive  another  quake,,  if  it  should 
occur. 

It  would  be  the  same  rotten  brick,  the 
same  foundations  without  reenforoement, 
the  same  flimsy  building  as  before. 

The  only  relief  evident  in  this  Federal  SBA 
loan  is  a  slightly  lower  interest  rate  and  a 
longer  period  for  repayment. 

Were  the  owner  allowed  to  rebuild  more 
substantially  than  before,  even  to  enlarge 
if  desirable,  the  Government  would  have  a 
sounder  loan. 

But  soTind  business  policies  are  not  char- 
acteristic of  the  Federal  Government. 

It  Is  either  an  all-out  giveaway,  or  doling 
out  money  on  loans  of  questionable  security. 


LOCAL  SERVICE  AIRLINE  BILL 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
August  13  Issue  of  American  Aviation 
Daily  contains  a  short  article  entitled 
"Local  Service  Bill  Suffers  Setback; 
Chances  Slim."  The  article  then  goes 
on  to  say  that  the  bill,  H.  R.  8898,  now 
pending  on  the  Senate  Calendar  after 
being  reported  favorably,  with  amend- 
ments, from  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce,  is  going  to 
die  on  the  calendar  because  it  is  opposed 
by  officials  of  the  Commerce  Depart- 
ment. This  article  says  that  these  Com- 
merce Department  officials  "have  stepped 
up  their  campaign  to  kill  the  bill"  and 
Implies  that  they  have  enough  influence 
with  the  majority  policy  committee  to 
prevent  the  bill  from  coming  to  the  floor 
for  a  vote. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  full  text  of  this  article  may 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 

was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Local  Sntvics  Bnx  St^tebs  Sktback; 
Chakcxs  Sum 

Tbe  local  service  airline  bill,  H.  R.  8898. 
whlcb  was  passed  In  the  House  and  amended 
in  the  Senate  committee  to  Include  the  all- 
cargo  air  carriers,  suffered  a  major  setback 
In  the  Senate  when  objected  to  on  a  caU  of 
the  calendar. 

The  outlook  for  eventual  and  favorable  re- 
consideration of  the  measure,  whether  with 
or  without  the  all-cargo  amendment,  is  con- 
siderably dimmed  despite  the  fact  it  was  put 
at  the  top  of  the  list  for  the  next  caU  of  the 
calendar.  Senate  sources  are  uncertain  that 
there  will  be  another  calendar  call  in  the 
rush  for  a  quick  adjovirxunent  early  in  the 
week. 


The  only  alternative  facing  the  proj^nents 
of  local  service  legislation  for  permanent  cer- 
tification is  the  difficult  task  of  recedvlng  a 
favorable  ruling  from  the  Senate  Republican 
policy  committee  to  bring  up  H.  R.  8898  for 
Inmiediate  floor  action. 

Opposition  to  the  pending  legislation  in 
any  form  has  openly  come  from  the  admin- 
istration and  has  been  led  by  Commarce  De- 
partment officials.  Although  overridden  by 
conmaitte  action  in  reporting  the  legiBlatlon, 
the  opposition  forces  have  stepped  up  their 
campaign  to  kill  the  bill. 

The  all-out  effort  to  defeat  the  local  serv- 
ice bill  in  the  Senate,  rather  than  letting  It 
go  through  and  then  having  It  vetoed  at  the 
White  House,  was  launched  because  It  was 
not  believed  that  President  Elsenhower 
would  exercise  his  veto.  A  signing  of  the 
legislation  into  law  would  nullify,  possibly 
destroy  a  major  portion  of  the  Murray-ACC 
civil  air  policy  report. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  In 
my  opinion  this  bill,  H.  R.  8898.  will  be 
passed  by  an  overwhelming  majority  if 
it  is  permitted  to  be  brought  to  a  vote 
in  the  Senate.  I  want  to  ask  the  able 
majority  leader  whether  it  is  true  that 
the  opposition  of  Commerce  Department 
officials  is  going  to  be  permitted  to  pre- 
vent this  bill  from  coming  to  a  vote  in 
the  Senate,  or  whether  he  will  now  give 
us  assurance  that  he  will  permit  the  bill 
to  come  up  on  motion? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  to 
which  bill  is  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
referring? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     House  bill  $898. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  will  yield  to 
me,  all  I  can  say  is  that  the  bill  is  one 
of  a  great  many  bills  which  are  under 
consideration  by  the  policy  committee; 
and  its  consideration  will  depend  upon 
the  progress  we  are  able  to  make.  Let 
me  say,  in  my  capacity  as  an  individual 
Senator,  that,  I  happen  to  be  favorably 
inclined  toward  that  bill.  However,  it 
has  not  been  definitely  scheduled  for 
consideration.  ,  ^  ^..  1 

LABELING  OP  FOREIGN-PRODUCED 
TROUT 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
call  up  my  motion  for  reconsideration 
of  the  vote  by  which  the  Senate  con- 
curred in  the  amendments  of  the  House 
Of  Representatives  to  Senate  bill  2033. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  is 
that  the  trout  bill?  \ 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     Yes.  ' 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  sent  for 
the  Senator  from  Idaho,  who  is  not  in 
the  Chamber  at  the  moment. 

If  the  Senator  from  Nevada  does  not 
mind  waiting.  I  should  like  to  point  out 
that  we  are  about  to  dispose  of  the  bill 
relating  to  the  interstate  compact  relat- 
ing to  allocation  of  the  waters  of  the  Mis- 
souri River. 


COMPACT  FOR  ALLOCATION  OP 
WATERS  OP  THE  MISSOURI  RIVER 
The  Senate  resiuned  consideration  of 
the  bill  (S.  2821)  granting  the  consent  of 
Congress  to  the  States  of  Colorado,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Montana, 
Nebraska.  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
and  Wyoming,  to  enter  into  a  compact 
for  the  allocation  of  waters  of  the  Mis- 
souri River. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
GoLDWATER  in  the  chair).  If  there  be 
no  further  amendment  to  be  proposed, 
the  question  is  on  the  engrossment  and 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  and  was  read  the 
third  time.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
having  been  read  the  third  time,  the 
question  is,  Shall  it  pass? 

The  bill   (S.  2821)   was  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
"A  bill  granting  the  consent  of  Congress 
to  the  States  of  Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Minnesota.  Missouri,  Montana,  Ne- 
braska. North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wyoming  to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a 
compact  for  the  attainment  of  the  con- 
servation and  development  of  the  water 
resources  of  the  Missouri  Basin,  and  for 
other  purposes." 


ACCUSATION  OP  FAVORITISM 
AGAINST  THE  PRESIDENT  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  on 
August  16,  last,  a  spokesman  for  the 
Democratic  Party  in  a  public  address 
attempted  to  impugn  the  motives  and 
actions  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  by  inferring  some  sinister  action 
in  connection  with  a  contract  noted  in 
the  legislation  affecting  the  purchase  and 
distribution  of  electric  power. 

I  shall  not  indulge  in  any  discussion 
of  the  merits  of  that  legislation,  but 
shall  confine  my  remarks  to  one  thesis: 
namely,  the  Presidency  of  the  United 
States  of  America. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  Is 
the  leader  of  the  free  world.  His  office 
exemplifies  all  that  free  men  yearn  for— 
free  government  and  honest  govern- 
ment. The  man  who  holds  that  office,  be 
he  a  Republican  or  a  Democrat,  is  looked 
upon  by  free  men  the  world  over  as  the 
man  to  lead  a  darkened  and  disheartened 
world  to  light  and  freedom.  To  destroy 
the  integrity  of  that  high  office  is  to  de- 
stroy the  only  possible  leadiership  for 
free  men  in  the  world  today.  To  create 
the  impression  that  the  Chief  Executive 
of  this  Nation  would  stoop  to  sharp  prac- 
tices is  to  present  a  sorry  picture  of  the 
American  political  system  at  work. 

We  in  America  are  born  to  the  idea 
that  it  is  our  inalienable  right  to  criti- 
cize our  President.  Other  peoples 
throughout  the  world  have  been  taught 
for  centuries  that  the  head  of  State  can 
do  no  wrong,  that  criticism  of  the  sover- 
eign is  unthinkable.  They  find  it  hard 
enough  to  understand  our  custpmary  and 
every-day  criticism  of  our  President's 
acts  and  pronouncements;  but  when  that 
criticism  challenges  the  integrity  of  our 
President,  it  becomes  totally  nonunder- 
standable.  and  the  United  StaJtes,  its  in- 
stitutions and  our  boasted  free  Govern- 
ment lose  caste  in  the  eyes  of  the  world. 

This  Nation  lost  caste  enough  when — 
for  shame — we  demonstrated  to  the 
world  that  manhood  under  our  system 
could  breed  traitors  the  likes  of  Alger 
Hiss,  et  al. 

In  these  serious  days  of  unrest  and  in- 
decision on  the  part  of  millions  of  people 
around  the  world,  there  can  be  no  justi- 
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fication  for  a  purely  political  attack  upon 
the  integrity  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

At  a  time  when  the  slightest  deviation 
from  correct  American  thinking  could 
bring  a  terrible  holocaust  in  this  troubled 
world,  it  little  befits  any  American  or 
any  American  organization  to  degrade 
in  the  slightest  degree  the  office  of  the 
leader  of  the  Free  World,  the  President 
of  the  United  States. 

The  personal  integrity  of  the  present 
occupant  of  the  White  House  needs  no 
defense  from  me  or  from  anyone  else. 
The  integrity  of  the  office  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  StaUis,  however,  is  a 
precious  asset  of  all  free  people,  and 
should  be  jealously  guarded  at  all  times, 
more  especially  in  these  times,  by  all 
Americans,  of  whatever  political  faith. 

So  Mr.  President,  I,  for  one.  condemn 
this  attack  on  President  Eisenhower. 
While  the  attack  in  question  was  ob- 
viously intended  to  be  a  briUiant  politi- 
cal move  for  American  consumption,  in 
reality  it  is  a  thoughtless  and  un-Ameri- 
can blow  against  the  leader  of  the  Free 
World  and  all  that  the  Free  World 
stands  for— honest  free  government. 
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mltting  the  report.  Secretary  McKay 
said,  in  part: 

The  report  and  copies  of  all  the  comments 
•were  transmitted  to  the  President,  and  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advUed  that  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  the  submittal  of 
the  report  to  Congress.  A  copy  of  Assistent 
Budget  Director  Rowland  Hughes'  letter  of 
July  9.  1953  is  enclosed. 

I  recommend  that  the  project  be  author- 
ized. 


SANTA  MARIA  PROJECT, " 
CALIFORNIA 
Mr    KNOWLAND.      Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Calendar  1801.  House  bill 

2235  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  stated  by  tiUe.  for  the  infor- 
mation of  the  Senate. 

The  CHHEF  CLERK.  A  bill  (H.  R.  2235) 
to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  construct  the  Santa  Maria  proj- 
ect Southern  Pacific  Basin,  Calif. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motipn  of 
the  Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2235)  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs  with  amendments. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
happy  to  rise  to  speak  briefly  in  support 
of  the  pending  measure. 

House  bUl  2235  originated  in  the  House 

Of  Representatives,  and  authorises  a 
project  which  Is  referred  to  by  the  De- 
partment of  Interior.  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation, as  "Santa  Maria  project,  South 
Pacific  Basin."  .       ^  _,  , 

The  Santa  Maria  Valley  is  located  in 
the  northern  part  of  Santa  Barbara 
County,  Calif.  The  area  affected  by  the 
project  consists  of  approximately  40,000 
acres  of  land  under  irrigation  or  capa- 
ble of  being  placed  luider  irrigation.  I 
understand  that,  on  the  average,  three 
crops  are  grown  every  2  years. 

The  people  in  the  area  have  handled 
their  land  in  such  a  way  that  the  fer- 
tility of  the  sou  has  not  been  depleted. 
Panning  in  the  area  has  conformed  to 
good  conservation  practices. 

The  project  report  was  submitted  by 
letter  of  transmittal,  signed  by  Secre- 
tary McKay,  dated  July  20,  1953,  and 
was  contained  as  a  preface  to  the  report 
Which  is  referred  to  as  House  Document 
217, 83d  Congress.  1st  session.    In  trans- 


Very  complete  hearings  were  held  on 
the  project  by  the  House  Subcommittee 
on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation,  and  both 
the  House  subcommittee  and  the  House 
Interior  Committee  recommended  the 
project.  The  bill  was  then  passed  by 
the  House  and  was  referred  to  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. The  bill  was  recommended  by  the 
Senate  Subcommittee  on  Irrigation  and 
Reclamation,  on  July  9,  with  very  minor 
amendments,  and  was  recommended  by 
the  full  committee  on  July  8,  1954. 

The  principal  physical  features  of  the 
project  are  as  follows: 

The  project  is  designed  to  furnish  a 
supplemental  water  supply  for  the  irri- 
gated lands  of  the  Santa  Maria  Valley, 
to  which  I  have  referred.  The  project 
plan  provides  for  the  multiple-purpose 
Vaquero  Dam  which  will  be  an  earth- 
fill  dam  providing  a  reservoir  having  a 
capacity  of  214,000  acre-feet. 

The  project  is  unique,  in  that  no  sur- 
face water  will  be  furnished  to  the  irri- 
gated land.    Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  re- 
peat that  the  project  is  unique  in  that 
no  surface  water  will  be  furnished  to 
the   irrigated   land.     The   conservation 
capacity  of  the  reservoir  would  be  re- 
leased after  the  winter  storms  are  over, 
into  the  stream  bed  of  the  Sante  Maria 
River,  where  the  water  would  percolate 
underground   and   would   recharge   the 
underground  water  sands  and  gravels; 
and  the  water  would  then  be  pumped 
from  this  source  for  irrigation.    In  other 
words,    Mr.    President,    the    individual 
pumps  owned  by  those  who  are  tilUng 
the  soil  in  that  area  would  contmue  to 
be  used  as  they  are  used  today. 

As  is  usual  in  flood-control  projects, 
all  flood-control  water  wotdd  be  released 
to  the  ocean  as  soon  as  the  stream  bed 
could  carry  such  water  to  the  ocean  in 
safety. 

The  project  would  furnish  an  average 
of  18  500  acre-feet  of  additional  water 
for  irrigation.  It  is  anticipated  that 
this  additional  supplemental  water 
would  take  care  of  the  needs  of  this  area 
for  many  years  to  come. 

The  costs  of  the  project  have  been  es- 

Umated  as  of  October  1952  prices.  The 
total  estimated  cost  is  $16,982,000,  of 
which  $3,031,000  is  assigned  to  flood 
control  and  will  be  nonreimbursable, 
and  $13,969,000  is  assigned  to  water  con- 
servation and  would  be  repaid  by  the 
local  interests.  The  Bureau  of  Rec- 
lamation estimates  that  the  annual 
costs  of  maintenance  and  operation 
would  amount  to  $41,600. 

As  I  have  pointed  out,  the  project  was 
found  to  be  feasible,  and  was  approved 
by  the  former  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
under  the  prior  administration,  and  the 
present  Secretary  of  the  Interior  under 
the  present  administration.  The  proj- 
ect report  has  also  been  approved  by  the 


Corps  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army. 
the  United  States  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, the  State  of  California,  and 
other  interested  agencies. 

The  annual  equivalent  direct  benefits 
of  the  project  as  a  whole  are  estimated 
to  be  $1,911,000.  of  which  $600,000  la 
considered  to  result  from  flood  control 
and  $1,311,000  from  conservation  bene- 
fits. 

I  repeat,  Mr.  President,  that  $600,000 
is  estimated  by  the  agencies  involved  to 
be    the    annual   equivalent   of   benefits 
based  on  flood  control,  and  $1,311,000  is 
the  estimate  of  benefits  from  conserva- 
tion.   This  results  in  a  very  high  benefit 
cost  ratio  of  1.87  to  1.    The  inUngible 
indirect  benefits  are  estimated  to  equal 
an  additional  $1  miUion,  resulting  in  a 
total  overall  benefit  cost  ratio  of  3  to  1. 
Based  upon  the  estimates  as  of  Oc- 
tober, 1952,  the  local  interests  would  be 
obligated   to   pay   to   the   Government 
$350,000  per  year  over  a  40-year  period. 
The  Santa  Maria  Valley  Water  Con- 
servation District  was  organized  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  California  in 
1936  and  has  the  legal  authority  to  con- 
tract to  pay  back  to  the  Government 
these    capital    costs.      Santa    Barbara 
County  has  also  been  farsighted  in  pre- 
paring to  take  care  of  its  water  prob- 
lems, and  the  coimty  itself  organized  the 
Santa  Barbara  County  Water  Agency 
imder  State  law.  and  this  agency  will 
also  participate  in  the  repayment  con- 
tract. ^  _^„ 
TYt  United  States  Government  win 
be   thoroughly   protected   in   recouping 
the  construction  costs  allocated  to  rec- 
lamation.   The  estimates  of  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  show  that  the  repayment 
capacity  per  acre  of  land  in  the  Santa 
Maria  Valley  Is  $105  per  acre.    Class  1 
lands  have  a  repajnnent  ability  of  $42 
to  $163  per  acre,  with  a  weighted  average 
of  $115  per  acre,  and  class  2  lands  vauy 
from    $42    to    $105    per    acre,    with    a 
weighted  average  of  $65  per  acre.    This 
results  in  an  overall  weighted  average 
ability  to  pay  of  $105  per  acre. 

I  wish  to  reiterate  the  twX  that  all 
agencies  involved  have  approved  this 
compact:  the  Members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  from  California  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  have  approved  it;  and 
the  local  people  involved,  representing 
all  walks  of  hfe,  have  approved  it. 
Mr.  President,  I  come  from  a  State 

which  is  essentially  a  semiarid  State.  I 
come  from  a  State  which  ts  increasing  in 
population  at  the  rate  of  1,000  a  day.  I 
come  from  a  State  which  needs  to  con- 
serve and  put  to  beneficial  use  all  the 
water  it  can,  up  and  down  the  1,100  mile 
coastline  of  the  State. 

We  have  here  an  instance  in  which  two 
rivers  come  together  in  Santa  Barbara 
County,  which  I  may  descril)e  for  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  as  being  about  mid- 
way between  Los  Angeles  Coimty  and 
San  Francisco  County,  and  where  an- 
nually there  are  fiood  damages  and  wa- 
ter is  completely  wasted.     So  the  Gov- 
enunent,   through   its  agencies,   deter- 
mined that  the  way  to  cope  with  the 
problem,  the  way  to  prevent  flash  floods, 
and  the  way  to  impound  the  waters 
which  otherwise  would  waste  into  the 
sea  and  put  them  to  l)eneficial  use  was 
to  build  an  earth  reservoir;  not  providing 
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iat  mxrtMM  dlsferfbutloa  at  the  water,  but 
rather  alkmlng  the  water  lit  the  dry 
perkxto  durtag  the  year  to  go  out  from 
the  reservoir  and  pCTcolate  down 
thromSi  one  ot  the  two  river  beds.  To 
that  extent  the  water  would  replenish 
the  underKTOuDd  water  supply  which, 
over  the  years,  has  decreased. 

Sineelam  taSEing  about  an  area  which 
Is  adjacoit  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  ob- 
viouflly  such  a  locatttm  woidd  Increase 
the  possibility  of  salt-water  intrusion. 

When  the  bill  was  brought  up  on  the 
calendar  can  some  time  ago,  my  friend, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Mom]  raised  a  question.  I  should  like 
tonight  to  anticipate  the  Senator's  ques- 
tion and  mdeavor  to  clear  up  the  doubt 
he  has  had  in  his  mind,  while  at  the  same 
time  exiriabilng  to  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate what  is  involved. 

When  the  bill  came  to  the  floor  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives.  one  of  the 
Members  ot  the  House  from  California 
was  most  sealous  in  his  desire  to  have 
the  acreage  limitation  provisions  con- 
tinued In  the  reclamation  laws  of 
America.  So  he  went  into  the  subject 
carefully,  as  did  the  members  of  the 
committee  and  the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion. It  was  decided  unanimously  that 
when  water  percolates  into  the  ground 
from  the  alluvial  soil  of  a  rlverbank 
which  is  dry  many  months  in  the  year, 
we  have  a  situation  in  which  the  under- 
ground water  table  is  raised,  but  it  is 
Impossible  physically  and  legally  to  de- 
termine and  apply  any  acreage  limita- 
tion. Therefore,  an  amendment  was 
written  into  the  bill  very  specifically. 
Because  the  bill  is  very  short,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, I  wish  to  read  it  at  this  time: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc.,  Ttiat  the  Secretary  of 
Uie  Interior  Is  hereby  authorized  to  con- 
struct the  project  for  Irrigation  and  the  (»n- 
■ervatlon  of  water,  flood  control,  and  for 
other  purposes,  on  Santa  Maria  River.  Calif., 
pursxiant  to  the  laws  of  Camomla,  and. 
otherwise  substaatlally  in  acccrdance  with 
the  reeonunendatlons  at  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  dated  January  16.  1968,  en- 
titled "Santa  liaria  project.  Southern 
Pacific  Baaln.  CaUf.,"  in  relation  to  the 
Vaquero  Dam  and  Reserroir  and  any  other 
oonsenratlon  feature  of  the  project :  Provided, 
That  In  view  ai  the  special  clrcTunstanees  of 
the  Santa  Ifarla  project,  neither  the  pton- 
slons  ot  the  third  sentence  of  section  46  of 
the  act  of  May  25.  1926  (44  Stat.  636.  049) 
nor  any  other  similar  provision  of  the  Fed- 
eral reclamation  laws  shall  be  applicable 
thereto— 

And  underline  this  language,  Mr. 
Presidoit — 

so  long  as  the  water  utilized  on  project  lands 
Is  acquired  by  pumping  from  the  under- 
ground reservoir:  Provided  further.  That  a 
repayment  contract  not  exceeding  a  period 
of  50  3rear8  be  executed  prior  to  commence- 
ment of  construction  of  the  works  herein 
authorised. 

Sac.  2.  There  are  hereby  authortaed  to  be 
appropriated,  out  of  any  moneys  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such 
sums  as  may  be  reqiUred  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Act  not  to  exceed  $16,983,000. 

I  believe  I  have  presented  a  thumbnail 
Mkeich  of  a  unique  situation,  which  has 
resulted  in  the  unanimous  approval  by 
the  agencies  involved  of  the  bill  before 
us;  and  I  very  much  hope  that  my 
brethren  In  the  Senate  will  see  fit  to  pass 
thebOL 


Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  send  an  amendmetit  to 
the  desk.  I  am  not  asking  for  its  con- 
sideration at  this  time.  First  I  shall  sug- 
gest the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Will 
the  Senator  withhold  offering  his  amend- 
ment until  the  committee  amendipents 
have  been  disposed  of? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Certainly. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  state  the  first  comiaittee 
amendment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  stat«;  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Do  we  have  an  under- 
Standing  that  the  adoption  of  the  com- 
mittee amendments  will  have  the  effect 
of  leaving  the  bill  as  a  so-called  clean 
bill,  and  that  further  amendments  may 
be  offered  to  the  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  does  not  know  of  such  an  agree- 
ment. 

Blr.  MORSE.  I  am  asking  whether 
we  may  have  such  an  agreement.  I  am 
asking  that  the  committee  amendments 
may  be  agreed  to  en  bloc  with  the  under- 
standing that  agreeing  to  them  will  not 
subsequently  prevent  the  offering  of 
amendments  to  the  bill,  even  though  the 
language  of  such  an  amendment  may 
involve  language  in  a  committee  amend- 
ment. 

The  PRESEDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  have  to  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  ask  such  unanimous 
consent. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  now  offer  my  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  If  the  committee 
amendments  are  adopted,  will  it  be  in 
order  for  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina to  offer  his  amendment? 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  That 
Is  correct.  The  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina  is  out  of  order 
at  this  time.  It  will  not  be  in  order 
until  the  committee  amendments  have 
been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  asks  unanimous 
consent  that  the  committee  amend- 
ments be  agreed  to  en  bloc,  and  that 
ttie  bill  as  amended,  be  considered  as 
the  original  text  for  purpose  of  further 
amendment.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
unanimous-consent  request?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Tlie  committee  amendments,  agreed  to 
en  bloc,  are,  on  page  1,  line  6,  after  the 
name  "California",  to  Insert  "purawant 
to  the  laws  of  California,  and.  other- 
wise"; and  on  page  2,  line  7,  after  the 
word  "reservoir",  to  Insert  a  colon^  and 
"Provided  further.  That  a  repayment 
contract  not  exceeding  a  period  of  50 
3^ars  be  executed  prior  to  commence- 
ment of  construction  of  the  works  herein 
authorized." 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna,  I 
believe  my  amendment  is  at  the  desk.  I 
make  the  point  of  no  quorum  at  this 
time. 

The  PRESIDINO  OPFTCER.  The 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  suggests 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 


LABELING  OP  FOREIGN -PRODUCED 
TROUT 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  withhold  the  suggestion  of 
the  absence  of  a  quorum?  The  Senator 
from  Nevada  has  a  matter  he  wishes  to 
bring  up  at  this  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
withhold  it. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  un- 
finished business  be  temporarily  laid 
aside,  and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  my  motion  heretofore 
entered,  to  reconsider  the  action  of  the 
Senate  in  concurring  In  the  House 
amendments  to  S.  2033,  providing  for 
the  labeling  of  foreign-produced  trout. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  as 
acting  majority  leader,  I  consent  to  that 
course  being  followed,  because  I  believe 
the  question  should  be  considered  at  this 
time.' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I  call 
up  my  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by 
which  the  Senate  agreed,  with  amend- 
ments, to  the  amendments  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  the  bill  S.  2033, 
relating  to  the  labeling  of  packages  con- 
taining foreign-produced  trout  sold  in 
the  United  States,  and  requiring  certain 
information  to  appear  on  the  menus  of 
public  eating  places  serving  such  trout. 

I  have  in  mind  several  amendments 
which  I  want  the  Senate  to  consider;  but 
I  want  to  point  out  that  whether  or  not 
my  amendments  are  considered  or 
adopted,  it  is  necessary  that  this  bill  be 
called  back,  because  of  an  unfortunate 
parliamentary  situation  resulting  from 
the  action  of  the  Senate  on  Thursday. 

The  Senate  attempted,  on  Thursday, 
to  amend  one  of  the  House  amendments 
to  this  bill,  and  also  to  amend  certain 
language  in  the  Senate  text,  which  had 
not  been  amended  by  the  House. 

Of  course,  the  Senate  had  a  perfect 
right  to  amend  the  House  amendment; 
but  the  Senate  could  not  by  motion 
amend  the  language  of  the  bill  as  it  had 
previously  passed  the  Senate  and  as  it 
had  been  accepted  by  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. 

The  amendments  which  the  Senate 
sought  to  make  were  entirely  technical 
involving  only  the  change  of  a  section 
number  in  order  to  recognize  a  recently 
enacted  law  and  avoid  having  two  sec- 
tions in  the  code  numbered  the  same. 
But  even  though  this  is  only  a  purely 
technical  amendment,  it  must  be  accom- 
plished In  a  proper  parliamentary  man- 
ner. 

The  net  effect  of  what  the  Senate  did 
on  Thursday,  therefore,  was  to  amend 


the  language  of  the  House  amendment, 
but  not  to  make  a  similar  amendment  in 
the  Senate  language.  Since  the  language 
in  the  two  places  In  the  bill  interacts,  the 
result  is  confusion. 

It  is  necessary  to  reconsider  the  action 
the  Senate  attempted  to  take,  and  the 
action  the  Senate  did  tak«!.  on  Thursday, 
because  such  action,  being  only  partly 
effective,  is  worse  than  no  action  at  all. 
What  the  Senate  sought  tj  do.  on  Thurs- 
day, can  be  accomplished  by  concurrent 
resolution;  and  I  have  prepared  such  a 
concurrent  resolution,  and  will  offer  it 
as  soon  as  the  Senate  hiis  reconsidered 
its  action  of  Thursday,  which  can  be  done 

by  agreeing  to  my  motion  to  reconsider. 
Then,  after  this  technical  correction  has 
been  taken  care  of.  the  bill  will  still  re- 
main open  to  amendmenis  to  the  House 
amendments,  and  I  shall  then  offer  the 
amendments  which  I  have  in  mind. 

I  now  submit  the  concurrent  resolu- 
tion, which  is  designed 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the 
Senator  withhold  his  submission  of  the 
concurrent  resolution? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Very  well. 
The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  unani- 
mous-consent request  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  I  Mr. 
McCarram]  to  reconsider  the  Senate 
action  in  concurring  in  tlie  House  amend- 
ments to  Senate  bill  2033. 
Mr.   KNOWLAND.    Mr.   President,   a 

parliamentary  Inquiry.     

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  As  I  understand, 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  entered  notice 
that  at  a  later  date  he  would  move  to 
reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  Senate 
concurred  in  the  House  amendments  to 
S.  2033.    Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  is 
about  to  make  his  motion  to  reconsider 
the  action  of  the  Senate.  Is  that  cor- 
rect?   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  so  understands. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    The  motion  to  re- 
consider would  be  subject  to  a  motion 
to  lay  on  the  table,  would  It  not? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    That  is 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  a  motion  to  lay 
on  the  table  Is  made,  it  will  cut  off  de- 
bate.    Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     That  is 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  am  merely  mak- 
ing the  inquiry.    The  majority  leader  is 
not  contemplating  making  such  a  mo- 
tion.   As  I  said  to  tlie   Senator  from 
Nevada  earlier  today,  there  is  a  possibil- 
ity that  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
DwoRSHAKl  may  desire  to  move  to  lay 
on  the  table  the  motion  to  reconsider. 
As  a  matter  of  courtesy,  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  did  not  wish  to  make  that 
motion  without  giving  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  an  opportunity  to  present  his 
case,  so  to  speak,  in  explanation  of  his 
point  of  view  as  to  the  necessity  of  an 
amendment.     I  wish  to  be  certain  that 
the  Senator  from  Idaho,  if  he  desires  to 


make  such  a  motion,  will  not  be  fore- 
closed from  making  it.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  unani- 
mous-consent request  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  to  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  motion  to  reconsider  the 
Senate  action  in  concurring  to  the  House 
amendments  to  S.  2033. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  motion  will 
be  subject  to  debate  until  the  time  a 
motion  is  made  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 
Is  that  correct?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  unanimous-consent  request  to  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  (Mr. 
McCabranI  to  reconsider  the  action  of 
the  Senate  In  concurring  in  the  Hotise 
amendments  to  S.  2033.  Is  there  objec- 
tion? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  motion. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  now  submit  a  con- 
current resolution  which  Is  designed  to 
make  the  necessary  change  which  the 
Senate 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the 
Senator  withhold  submitting  the  con- 
current resolution?  The  question  now 
is  on  the  motion  to  reconsider  the  Senate 
action  in  concurring  in  the  House 
amendments  to  S.  2033. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  I 
Intend  to  make  a  motion  to  lay  that  mo- 
tion on  the  table.  I  have  withheld  it 
merely  to  extend  to  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  the  courtesy  of  an  opportunity 
to  make  his  statement. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  If  the  Senator 
wishes  to  have  an  Imperfect  bill  go  out 
of  the  Senate  again,  he  may  make  his 
motion,  and  the  bill  will  go  out  agam  in 
that  fashion.  I  have  been  trying  to  cor- 
rect a  mistake  that  has  been  made  on  the 
Senate  floor.  However,  If  the  Senator 
wishes  to  make  a  motion  to  table  my  mo- 
tion he  will  have  to  take  his  chances. 

Mr  DWORSHAK.  On  Friday  eve- 
ning, when  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
asked  unanimous  consent  to  have  the 
papers  returned  from  the  House,  so  that 
he  could  move  to  reconsider  the  vote,  the 
Senator  from  Idaho,  without  having  had 
any  advance  notice  of  the  proposed  ac- 
tion, extended  a  courtesy  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  by  not  objecting,  so  that  it 
might  be  possible  for  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  to  discuss  the  question. 

However,  the  Senator  from  Nevada  Is 
an   astute   parliamentarian,   and   I   am 
sure  he  knows,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  House  has  spent  parts  of  2  days  in 
debating  the  bill,  that  all  that  is  neces- 
sary is  for  the  Senate  to  take  this  action 
again    by    concurring    in    the    House 
amendments  and  returning  the  bill  to 
the  House  in  order  to  make  a  typo- 
graphical correction,   and   that  is   the 
only    procedure    which    confronts    us. 
other  than  perhaps  action  on  the  con- 
current resolution  to  which  the  Senator 
has  referred.     That,  of  course,  would 
block  action,   because  the   House   has 
served  notice  that  it  will  not  take  any  ac- 
tion on  it.  ...     «       * 

I  have  assurances  from  the  Senator 
from  Nevada   that,   realizing   the   im- 


IMrtance  of  the  Mil  which  passed  tbe 
Senate  14  months  ago,  he  has  no  deeirs 
whatever  to  kill  the  measure,  which  has 
the  overwhelming  support  of  various  or- 
ganizations throughout  the  country, 
such  as  the  Izaak  Walton  League,  the 
National  WUdUfe  Federation,  the  SporU 
Fishing  Institute,  Field  and  Stream 
magazine,  and  various  fish  and  game  or- 
ganizations in  38  States. 

I  point  out  to  the  Senator  that  he  is 
in  reahty  jeopardizing  the  status  of  this 
bill,  and  I  am  sure  he  does  not  have  that 
in  mind. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  un- 
derstand the  Senator  from  Idaho  is 
about  to  make  a  motion  to  lay  my  mo- 
tion on  the  table.  Therefore  I  ask  that 
the  concurrent  resolution  which  I  in- 
tended to  submit  be  Inserted  in  the  Rac- 
ORD  at  this  point,  so  that  those  who  run 
may  read  and  see  whether  I  am  trying 
to  impair  the  bill.  I  am  trying  to  im- 
prove the  bill  so  that  it  may  be  legisla- 
tively worthy  of  passage.  But  if  the 
Senator  wants  to  make  his  motion,  that 
is  his  right. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.     Mr.  President,  I 
appreciate  the  Senator's  friendly  spirit, 
and  I  am  sure  he  wishes  to  coopjerate; 
but,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  all  the  in- 
terested   organizations    and    the    flsh- 
hatchery  industry  of  this  coimtry  fa- 
vored the  enactment  of  the  bill  which 
passed   the  Senate   14  months  aigo,  it 
would  be  imwise  to  initiate  any  parlia- 
mentary action  which  would  probably 
foreclose  final  action  on  the  bill  during 
the  remaining  days  of  this  session.     I 
am  svu-e  the  Senator  is  cooperative.    I 
have  no  desire  to  prevent  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  from  presenting  his  views. 
He  has  done  so,  I  am  sure.    If  hs  desires 
to  continue.  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  him 
do  so.    If  he  wishes  to  submit  any  other 
proposals,  such  as  a  concurrent  resolu- 
tion, he  has  the  right  to  do  so.    But.  un- 
der the  circumstances,  in  view  of  the 
overwhelming  support  of  the  various  or- 
ganizations and  of  the  industry  directly 
concerned  with  this  legislation,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho,  as  the  author  of  the 
bill,  has  no  other  alternative  than  to 
move  that  the  motion  to  reconsider  be 
laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  has 
the  Senator  zQade  his  motion?  If  he 
has,  I  am  cut  off. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  have  been  with- 
holding it  in  order  to  permit  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  to  make  any  state- 
ment he  desires  to  make. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  proposed 
concurrent  resolution  be  now  inserted  In 
the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  proposed 
concurrent  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  {the  Hovse  of 
Representatives  concurnng).  That  In  the 
enrollment  of  the  blU  (S.  2033)  relating  to 
the  labeling  of  packages  containing  forelp- 
produced  trout  sold  In  the  United  States, 
and  requiring  certain  information  to  ap- 
pear in  public  eating  places  sernng  such 
trout,  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  Is  author- 
Izsed  and  directed  to  make  the  following  cor- 
rections  In   the   engrossed   bUl: 

On  the  first  page,  line  8.  strike  out  "408" 
and  insert  in  Ueu  thereof  '•4C9." 
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On  pi««  3.  Baa  B,  strlte  out  '^BV  and 
umra  tlMnaC '^•oa." 


Tlie  PREBIDING  OFFICER.  Has  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  made  his  motion  to 
toy  op^the  table? 

lir.  DWORSHAK  If  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  lias  completed  his  state- 
ment, I  so  move. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  iJtr.  President.  In 
▼lew  of  the  fact  that  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  moves  to  lay  on  the  table  my 
motion  to  reconsider.  I  shall  go  no  fur- 
ther. He  can  raaiie  his  motion  if  he  so 
desires,  but  he  is  finishing  the  trill  if  he 
makes  his  motion.  That  will  be  the  end 
Oflt. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  tiiat  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  to  reconsider  the  action  of 
the  Senate  in  concurring  in  the  House 
amendments  to  Senate  bill  2033  be  laid 
on  the  table.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
qoestifm  is  on  tLgreetog  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  to  lay  on  the 
table  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Nevadft. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  Preridoit,  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorunr 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 

Martin 

IfcCarran 

MoCIelUui 

MlUiUn 

Monroney 

Uone 

MuiUtt 

Murray 

Neely 

Putova 

Payne 

Potter 

Reynolds 

Robertson 

RusaeU 

BaltoDstan 

Schoeppel 

SmaftlierB 

South.  MiOne 

Smltb,  N.  J. 

Stennls 

Symington 

Thye 

Watklna 

WUllams 

Tonng 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
DwoRSHAK]  to  lay  on  the  table  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCariah]  that  the  vote  by  which  tiie 
Senate  concurred  in  the  House  amend- 
ments to  S^pate  bill  2033  be  reconsid- 
ered. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 


Aiken 

Oreen 

Anderaon 

Hayden 

Bcnett 

Hendrlckaon 

BeftU 

Bennett 

Hlckenlooper 

Bowrlng 

HUl 

Brlckw 

Holland 

BVKlX 

Humphrey 

Butler 

Zvea 

CarlaoQ 

JaeksoQ 

Cue 

Johnaon.  Colo. 

Ctuires 

Jotmaon.  Tbz. 

Clements 

Johnston,  S.  C 

Coopers 

KefauTer 

Oonlon 

Kennedy 

Crlppft 

KeiT 

Dlrksen 

Kllgore 

Dworehak 

Knowland 

Blender 

Kucbel 

mnrta 

Langnr 

Ferguson 

Lehman 

Frear 

Zjennon 

Pulbilght 

ZiOng 

George 

MagnuBon 

Ooldwater 

Malone 

Oore 

Mansfield 

SANTA  MARIA  PROJECT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2235)  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  construct 
the  Santa  Maria  project.  Southern  Pa- 
cific Basin.  Calif. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  Precident,  I  offer  the  amendment 
which  I  have  at  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 


Ing:  "Part  I";  on  page  2,  after  line  14, 
to  insert  the  following: 

Past  U 

TTTLZ    Z ^EMPLOTZXS    6KlfXSAI.I.T 

Sac.  101.  (a)  Section  603  (b)  and  aectlon 
603  (c)  of  the  Classlflcation  Act  of  1049,  as 
amended,  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(t>)  The  compensation  schedule  for  the 
General  Schedule  shall  be  as  follows: 


Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  read- 
ing of  the  amendment  be  dispensed  with. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered ;  an<t  with- 
out objection,  the  amendment  will  be 
printed  in  the  Rkcord  at  this  poiht. 

The  amendment  was.  on  page  1,  be- 
tween lines  2  and  3,  to  insert  the  follow - 

-Onde 

1— .    $2,670 

2 2.921) 

3 .      s.  120 

4 .       3,  34S 

» - — .       3.  5»0 

8 3.  9S5 

7 4,415 

8 4, 850 

9 5.  315 

10 5,  775 

11- — fi.235 

12- .  7.  390 

13 8,  THf) 

14- - - 10,040 

15 ,  11.240 

16- i  1Z440 

17. n.  44<i 

18 - »     14,800 

"(c)   (1)    The  compensation  schedule  for  the  Crafts.  Protective,  and  Custodial  Schedule 
shall  he  as  f  oUows : 

"Grade 

1 


$2,750 
3,000 
3.200 
a.  425 
3,706 
4.  110 
4,540 
4,975 
^44() 
5.900 

6,  4:^ 

7.  .-ia) 

R,  9W 
10,340 

ii.4y<) 

12,040 
13,640 


Per  annum  rates 

$Z  830  $Z  910  $2, 000 

3,(UiU  3.160  3.240 

3.  280  3.  SflT)  3.  440 

3.  505  3.  .1H5  a.  6fi5 

3,  H30  3.  e.S5  4,  OMO 

4,  2r?S  4,  3«0  4,  48.5 
4.«ft.5  4,790  4.915 

5,  100  5.  225  6.  3*) 

5,  5fk5  fi.  690  5.  K15 

6,  025  fi.  1 50  «.  275 

6.  fA5  6.  S35  7. 085 

7.  790  7.  flOO  8,  100 
9.  1?H0  9.  .TSO  9.  .WO 

10.  440  10,  640  10,  840 

11.740  11,990  12,240 

12.  R40  1.3, 040  13.  240 

13,  H40  14,  040  14,  340 


ROTO 
3,320 
3.  S20 
a,  745 
4.a05 
«,  610 
^.040 
ft,  475 
C040 
C,400 
9.2K 
8,390 
«.  7W) 

n,040 


$1,150 

3,400 

3,flno 

1,82S 

4,330 

4,735 
t,1AA 
5,000 
0,065 
0^526 


1.1 


3 

4 

* 3,  144 

0 

7 


"(2)  Charwomen  working  part  time  shall 
1^  paid  at  the  rate  of  $2,870  per  annum. 
and  head  charwomen  working  part  time  at 
the  rate  of  >3,010  per  annum." 

(b)  The  rates  of  basic  compensation  of 
officers  and  employees  to  whom  this  section 
applies  shall  be  initially  adjusted  as  follows : 

(1)  If  the  employee  Is  receiving  a  rate 
of  basic  compensation  immediately  prior  to 
the  effectlTe  date  of  this  section  at  one  of 
the  scheduled  or  longevity  rates  provided 
by  the  Classification  Act  of  1949.  as  amended, 
he  shall  receive  a  rate  of  basic  compensation 
at  the  corresponding  schedule  or  longevity 
rate  in  effect  on  and  after  such  date; 

<2)  If  the  employee  Is  receiving  a  rate 
of  basic  compensation  Inmiedlately  prior  to 
the  effective  date  of  this  section  a$  a  rate 
between  2  scheduled  or  2  longevity  rates, 
or  between  a  scheduled  rate  and  a  longevity 
rate,  provided  by  the  Classification  Act  of 
I949>,  as  amended,  he  shall  receive  a  rate 
of  basic  compensation  at  the  higher  of  the 
a  corresponding  rates  in  effect  on  add  after 
such  date; 

(3)  If  the  employee,  immediately  prior  to 
the  effective  date  of  this  section.  Is  in  a 
position  In  any  one  of  the  first  10  gradss  of 
the  General  Schedule  or  In  any  one  of  the 
grades  of  the  Crafts,  Protective,  and  Cus- 
todial Schedule,  and  is  receiving  a  rate  of 
basic  compensation  in  excess  of  th«  maxi- 
mum longevity  rate  of  his  grade  as  pro- 
Tided  In  this  section,  he  shall  continue  to 
receive  basic  oomp>ensation  without  change 
in  rate  untU  (A)  he  leaves  such  poeition, 
or  (B)  he  is  entitled  to  receive  basic  com- 
pensation at  a  higher  rate  by  reason  of  the 
operation  of  the  Claaslflcatlon  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended;  but  when  such  position  be- 
4x>mes  Tacant,  the  rate  of  basic  compensa- 
tion of  any  subsequent  appointee  shall  be 
fixed  in  accordance  with  such  act.  as 
amended; 

(4)  If  the  employee.  Immediately  prior  to 
the  effective  date  of  this  section,  to  In  a 
position  In  grade  11.  12,  13,  14,  or  15  of  the 
General  Schedtile,  and  la  receiving  a  rate 
of  basic  compensation  in  .excess  of  tho  maxi- 
mum scheduled  rate  of  his  grade  as  pro- 
vided in  this  secUon.  he  shall  continue  to 
receive  basic  compensation  without  change 
in  rate  untU    (A)    he  leaves  such  position. 


P.T 

annum  rates 

1.9«0 

$2.  040 

$2,100 

tzifio 

nrx) 

12.280 

$2,340 

iSttO 

Zfi«) 

2,730 

2.  MX) 

1870 

3,940 

S,010 

2.722 

2.  S02 

2.  SR2 

2,962 

3.042 

3,122 

3.202 

2.920 

3.  00f» 

3.  (WO 

a  IfiO 

3,240 

3.330 

3,400 

3.144 

3.224 

3.304 

3.:«4 

3,464 

J,  544 

a,  024 

3.370 

3.  4,V) 

X  .-ao 

3.  010 

3,  6W) 

3.770 

3,850 

3,605 

3,  705 

3,«05 

3.905 

4.005 

4,105 

4,a05 

3.92,5 

4. 0,'fl 

4.175 

4.300 

4, 42.5 

•4,5,50 

4.675 

4,360 

4.4H.5 

4.610 

4.735 

4.S60 

4,985 

6,110 

4.795 

4,92r) 

S.  045 

5,170 

5,295 

5,420 

5,545 

or  (B)  he  is  entitled  to  receive  basic  com- 
pensation at  a  higher  rate  by  reason  of  the 
operation  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949. 
as  amended;  but  when  such  position  be- 
comes vacant,  the  rate  of  basic  compensation 
of  any  subsequent  appointee  shall  be  fixed 
In  accordance  with  such  act,  as  amended. 

Sbc.  102.  (a)  The  rates  of  basic  compensa- 
tion of  officers  and  employees  In  or  under 
the  Judicial  branch  of  the  Government  whose 
rates  of  compensation  are  fixed  pursuant  to 
section  62  (2)  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  (11 
U.  S.  C.  102  (a)  (2)),  section  3656  of  title 
18  of  the  United  States  Code,  th«  second  and 
third  sentances  of  section  603,  section  604 
(5),  or  sections  672  to  675,  Inclusive,  of  title 
28  of  the  United  States  Code,  are  hereby  In- 
creased by  5  percent,  except  that  ho  such  rate 
shall  be  increased  by  more  than  $440  per 
annum  or  less  than  $170  per  annum. 

(b)  The  limitations  of  $10,560  and  $14,355 
with  respect  to  the  aggregate  salaries  paya- 
ble to  secretaries  and  law  clerkB  of  circuit 
and  district  Judgea,  conUlned  ih  the  para- 
graph under  the  heading  "Salaries  of  Sup- 
porting Perconnsl"  in  the  Judiciary  Appro- 
priation Act.  1955.  or  in  any  subsequent 
appropriation  act.  shall  bo  Increased  by  the 
amounts  necessary  to  pay  the  additional 
basic  compensation  provided  by  this  act. 

Sec.  103.  (a)  Each  officer  and  employee  in 
or  under  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment (other  than  an  employee  In  the 
office  of  a  Senator)  whose  rate  of  compen- 
sation is  increased  by  section  5  of  the  Fed- 
eral Employees  Pay  Act  of  1948  shall  be  paid 
additional  compensation  at  the  rate  of  6 
percent  of  the  aggregate  rate  of  his  rate  o* 
basic  compensation  and  the  rate  of  the  addi- 
tional compensation  received  by  him  uiuler 
sections  501  and  502  of  the  Federal  Employees 
Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended,  section  301  of 
the  Postal  Rate  Revision  and  Ptederal  Em- 
ployees Salary  Act  of  1948,  the  provisions 
under  the  headlnc  "Increased  Pay  for  Legis- 
lative employees"  in  the  Second  Supplemen- 
tal Appropriation  Act,  1950.  and  the  act  o( 
October  24.  1951  (Public  Law  201,  82d  Cong.). 
except  that  no  such  officer  or  employee  shAll 
be  paid  additional  compensatloa  at  a  rate 
less  than  $170  per  annum  or  In  exK^eas  of  H40 
per  annum. 


(b)  Section  2  (U)  of  the  act  of  October 
24  1961  (Public  Law  301.  SSd  Ooag.).  la 
amended  by  striking  out  "•ll.Wfl"  and  in- 
serting m  lieu  thereof  "$12,086." 

(c)  (1)  The  aggregate  amount  of  the  basic 
compensation  authorized  to  be  paid  for  ad- 
ministrative and  clerical  assUtance  and  mes- 
senger service  in  the  offlcea  of  Senators  la 

hereby  Increased  by — 

(A)  •3,160  In  the  case  of  Senators  from 
States  the  population  of  which  Is  leas  than 
3  million; 

(B)  $2,400  In  the  case  of  Senators  from 
States  the  population  of  which  Is  3  mlUlon 
or  more  but  less  than  6  million; 

(C)  $3,120  In  the  caee  of  Senators  from 
States  the  population  of  which  Is  5  million 
or  more  but  less  than  10  mUllon:  and 

(D)  13.180  In  the  case  of  Senators  from 
SUtes  the  population  of  which  Is  10  mUUon 

or  more. 

(2)  The  second  proviso  In  the  paragraph 
relating  to  the  authority  of  Senators  to  re- 
arrange the  basic  salaries  of  employees  In 
their  reapectlve  offices,  which  appears  in  the 
Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act.  1J>47. 
as  amended  (2  U.  8.  C.  60f).  Is  amended 
by  striking  out  "$6,880"  and  Inserting  In 
lieu  thereof  "•6.280':  by  striking  out 
"$7  320"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
"|7!620";  and  by  etrlklng  out  "»8,400"  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "#«.«40." 

<d)  The  rates  of  basic  compensation  of 
each  of  the  elected  officers  of  the  Senate 
and  the  House  of  Repreaentatlves  (not  In- 
cluding the  presiding  officers  ai  the  two 
Houses),  the  Parliamentarian  of  the  Senate. 
the  Parliamentarian  of  the  House  of  Repre-  • 
sentatlves.  the  legislative  counsel  <rf  the  ■ 
Senate,  the  legUlatlve  counsel  of  the  House 
Of  Representatives,  and  the  coordinator  of 
Information  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
are  hereby  increased  by  6  percent,  except 
that  no  such  rate  shall  be  increased  by  more 
than  $440  per  annum  or  less  than  $170  per 
annimi. 

(e)  (1)  The  provlslo;QS  of  subsection  (a) 
shall  not  apply  to  employees  whose  com- 
pensation is  paid  from  the  appropriation 
contained  in  the  paragraph  designated 
"Folding  documents"  under  the  heading 
"Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate"  In  the 
LegUlative  Branch  Appropriation  Act,  1966 
(Public  Law  470.  83d  Oong.). 

(2)  The  limitations  In  the  paragraph  des- 
ignated "Folding  documents"  under  the 
heading  "Contingent  Expenses  of  the  House" 
In  the  Legislative  Appropriation  Act,  1955 
(Public  Law  470.  83d  Cong.),  are  hereby  in- 
creased by  6  percent. 

(f )  The  Official  Reporters  of  the  proceed- 
ings and  debates  of  the  Senate  and  their 
employees  shaU  be  considered  to  be  officers 
or  employees  In  or  under  the  legUlatlve 
branch  of  the  Government  within  the  mean- 
ing of  subsection  (a)  and  the  provisions  of 
law  referred  to  In  such  subeection. 

(g)  The  additional  compensaUon  pro- 
vided by  subsection  (a)  and  the  provisions 
of  law  referred  to  in  such  subeection  shaU 
be  considered  a  part  of  basic  compensation 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Civil  Service  Retire- 
ment Act  of  May  29.  1930.  as  amended. 

Sbc.  104.  Section  66  of  the  Farm  Credit 
Act  of  1933  (48  SUt.  289)  is  hereby  amend- 
ed to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec  66.  No  director,  officer,  or  employee 
of  the  Central  Bank  for  Cooperatives,  or  of 
any  production  credit  corporaUon,  produc- 
tion credit  association,  or  bank  for  coopera- 
tives shall  be  paid  compensation  at  a  rate 
In  excess  of  $14,240  per  annum." 

Sxc.  105.  (a)  The  rates  of  basic  compensa- 
tion of  officers  and  employees  In  the  De- 
partment of  Medicine  and  Surgery  In  the 
Veterans'  AdmlnlsUatlon  whose  rates  of  basic 
compensation  are  provided  by  Public  Law 
293.  79th  Congress,  approved  January  3.  1946. 
as  amended,  are  hereby  Increased  by  5 
percent,  except  that  no  such  rate  shall  be 
Increased  by  more  than  $440  per  annum  or 
less  than  $170  per  anniim. 


(b)  Section  8  (d)  of  Public  Law  203,  TOth 
Congreaa,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  ctrik- 
ing  out  "$12300"  and  inserting  in  Ueu 
thereof  "•13.240.'' 

Sec.  100.  Hie  rates  of  basic  compensation 
provided  by  sections  412  and  415  of  the  For- 
eign Servloe  Act  of  1946.  as  amended,  are 
hereby  Increased  by  5  percent,  except  that 
no  such  rate  shall  be  increased  by  more  than 
$440  per  annum  or  less  than  $170  per  annimi. 

8»c.  107.  The  rate  of  basic  compensation 
of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  shall 
be  at  the  maximum  scheduled  rate  of  the 
highest  grade  established  by  the  Classifica- 
tion Act  at  1940.  as  amended. 

Sxc.  108.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro- 
visions of  this  act.  no  rate  of  compensation 
which  Is  $14,800  or  more  per  annum  shall  bo 
increased  by  this  act.  and  no  rate  of  com- 
pensation shall  be  Increased  by  this  act  to 
an  amount  In  excess  of  $14,800  per  annum. 

Sac.  109.  Section  8  of  the  Travel  Expense 
Act  of  1949  (63  Stat.  166.  as  amended;  6 
U.  S.  C.  836)  Is  amended  by  striking  out 
"$»"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "812." 

Sxc.  110.  This  title  shall  take  effect  on  the 
first  day  of  the  first  pay  period  which  b^lns 
after  the  date  of  Its  enactment. 


Tm*    H POSTAL    K1CPI<0' 

Sxc.  201.  It  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress 

that— 

( 1 )  It  is  both  necessary  and  desirable  that 
an  equitable  system  should  be  established 
for   the  classification   of   positions   and   the 


determination  of  salaries  of  postmaatera.  of- 
ficers, and  employees  In  the  field  aerrioe  of 
the  Post  Offloe  Department:  and 

(2)  such  classification  and  salary  syatem 
should  be  established  after  a  study  of  aU 
problems  relating  thereto  conducted  by  a 
commission  composed  of  representattree  of 
the  Congress,  the  Post  Office  Department, 
and  postal  employees,  and  through  the  en- 
actment  of  appropriate  legislation  pursuant 
to  reconunendatlons  submitted  to  the  Con- 
gress by  such  commission  following  the  com- 
pletion of  such  study, 

8mc.  202.  (a)  The  rates  of  basic  compensa- 
tion, other  than  rates  referred  to  In  aub- 
sectlon  (b)  of  this  section,  of  postmasters. 
officers,  and  employees  In  the  postal  fleUl 
service  whose  rates  of  compensation  are  pre- 
scribed by  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  re- 
classify the  salaries  of  poatmaaters.  offlcers. 
and  employees  of  the  Postal  Service;  to  ea- 
tabllsh  uniform  procedures  for  computinc 
compensation;  and  for  other  purposes",  ap- 
proved July  6,  1946  (Public  Law  134.  19X11 
Cong.),  as  amended,  are  hereby  increased 
by  5  percent  except  that  no  such  rate  shall 
be  Increased  by  more  than  $440  or  leaa  than 
$200  per  annum. 

(b)  (1)  That  part  of  the  compensation 
schedule  headed  "Grades  and  Salaries  of  Km- 
ployees  In  the  Automatic  Grades"  and  con- 
tained In  section  llA  of  such  act  of  July  6. 
1945  (PubUc  Law  134,  TOth  Oong.) ,  aa  amend- 
ed, which  provides  hourly  rates  of  compen- 
sation. Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 


"Hourly  rates 


'  Clerks  in  post  offiocB  of  the  3tl  class; 
carrlrrs  In  vfllajro  delivery  arrvioe. 

Chsrtnen  and  charwotnon . .   

Mail  handlers,  measenjiers,  watch- 
men; oporitors  of  the  pnouinatlc 
tube  servk*;  jrarattemen-drivers.., 

Spedal  delivery  mossengrre  in  post 
otTiocs  of  the  1st  class 

Ckrks;  carrlen  In  rily  dolivpry 
aervlor;  driver  mechanics;  gen- 
eral mechanics;  dispatchers  of 
the  pnoomatic  tiihe  srrvlcr 

Posts!  tr«n«portat*on  clerk* 

Special  mechanics 


1.495 


l.«45 
1.645 


1.995 

1.80 

2.02 


tl.  4S5 
1.55 


i.«e5 

1.605 


1.75 
1.855 


$1.54 


1.75 
1.75 


1.80 
1.005 


$1.50 


1.80 
1.B0 


1.855 
1.06 


$1,855 


1.005 
ZOl 


$1,005 


l.M 

2.065 


$1.M 


2.01 
Z115 


$2  065 


$2.11$ 


(2)  The  rates  of  basic  compensation  of 
postmasters  at  post  offices  of  the  fourth  class 
are  hereby  Increased  by  5  percent, 

(c)  This  section  shaU  not  apply  to  sklUed- 
trades  employees  of  the  mail-equipment 
shops.  Job  cleaners  In  first-  and  second-class 
post  offices,  and  employees  who  are  paid  on 
a  feee  or  contract  basis. 

(d)  The  Increases  In  rates  of  basic  com- 
pensation provided  by  this  section  shaU  not 
apply  to  longevity  salary  increases. 

Sbc.  203.  Section  16  (r)  of  such  act  of 
JxUy  6.  1046  (Public  Law  134,  TOth  Cong), 
as  amended,  which  relates  to  travel  allow- 
ances for  employees  in  the  Postal  Transpor- 
tation Service  who  are  assigned  to  road  duty, 
la  amended  by  striking  out  -$6  per  day"  and 
Inserting  In  Ueu  thereof  "$»  per  day." 

Sac.  204.  Any  Increase  In  rate  of  basic  com- 
pensation by  reason  of  the  enactment  of  this 
tlUe  shall  not  be  considered  as  an  "equiva- 
lent Increase"  In  compensation  within  the 
meaning  of  section  701  of  the  Classification 
Act  of  1040,  as  amended.  In  the  case  of  post- 
masters, officers,  and  employees  In  the  postal 
field  service  who  transfer  or  are  transferred 
to  positions  within  the  purview  of  the  CTassl- 
ficatlon  Act  of  1049,  as  amended. 

Sec  205.  In  the  exervlse  of  the  authority 
granted  by  section  81  of  title  2  of  the  Canal 
Zone  Code,  as  amended,  the  Governor  of 
the  Canal  Zone  Is  authorized  to  grant,  as  of 
the  effective  date  of  thU  section,  additional 
compensation  to  postal  employees  of  the 
Canal  Zone  Government,  based  on  the  ad- 
ditional compensation  granted  by  tills  act 
to  simUar  employees  in  the  field  service  of 
the  Post  Office  Department  erf  the  United 
States. 


Sec.  206.  This  act  shall  have  the  same  force 
and  effect  within  Guam  as  within  other  pos- 
sessions of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  807.  (a)  Section  7  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  reclassify  the  salaries  of  post- 
masters,  officers,  and  employees  of  the  Postal 
Service;  to  establish  uniform  procedures  for 
computing  compensation:  and  for  other  pur- 
poses", approved  July  6,  1045  (PubUc  I^w 
134,  70th  Cong.),  as  amended,  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

Method  of  payment 
"Sbc.  7.  (a)  The  compensation  of  post- 
masters anU  per  annum  rate  employees  shall 
be  paid  In  28  Installmento.  Each  such  in- 
stallment shall  be  the  compensaUon  for  a 
pay  period  of  2  weeks.  The  compensation  of 
hourly  rate  substitute  employees  and  other 
hourly  rate  employees  shall  be  computed  for 
each  pay  period  of  2  weeks  on  the  basis  of 
the  number  of  hours  of  work  p«lormed  bj 
such  employees  during  such  pay  period. 

"(b)  To  compute  an  hourly  rate  for  post- 
masters and  per  annum  rate  employeea,  tha 
per  annum  rate  shaU  be  divided  by  2080. 

"(c)  To  compute  a  daily  rate  for  poat- 
masters  and  per  annum  rate  employees,  tta* 
hourly  rate  shall  be  mtUttpUed  by  tha  num- 
ber of  daily  hours  of  service  required. 

"(d)  Subsections  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  aec- 
tlon shall  not  apply  to  carriers  In  tha  rural 
delivery  service.  Whenever,  for  pay  com- 
putation purposes.  It  is  necessary  to  convert 
the  basic  annual  rate  of  compensation  «C 
carriers  in  the  rtu^  delivery  servloe  to  • 
basic  dally  or  biweekly  rate,  the  foUo^ag 
rules  shall  govern: 

"(1)  An  annual  rate  shall  be  divided  by 
812  to  derive  a  daily  rate. 
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'(a)  A  dAUy  rate  ita*U  b«  multtplled  by  12 
to  derive  a  biweekly  rate. 

"(e)  All  rates  shall  be  computed  to  tbe 
nearest  cent,  counting  one-baU  cent  and 
over  aa  a  wbole  cent. 

"(f)  When  a  pay  period  for  any  postmaster 
or  employee  begins  in  one  HBcal  year  and 
ends  in  another  fiscal  year,  the  gross  amount 
of  the  earnings  of  such  postmaster  or  em- 
ployee for  such  pay  period  may  Ise  regarded 
as  a  charge  against  the  appropriation  or 
allotment  current  at  the  end  of  such  pay 
period." 

(b)  Section  8  of  such  act  of  July  6,  1945, 
as  amended.  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  a  new  subsection  (d)  to  read 
as  follows: 

"(d)  The  salaries  of  postmasters,  assistant 
postmasters,  and  supervisors  paid  under  the 
provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  readjusted 
at  the  beginning  of  tbe  first  complete  pay 
period  in  each  fiscal  year." 

(c)  Section  9  (b)  of  such  act  of  July  6. 
1945,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  a  new  sentence  to  read  as 
follows:  "The  salaries  of  superintendents  and 
assistant  superintendents  of  classified  sta- 
tions shall  be  readjusted  at  the  beginning  of 
the  first  complete  pay  period  in  each  fiscal 
year." 

(d)  Section  llA  of  such  act  of  July  6.  194S. 
as  amended.  Is  amended  by  strllclng  out  "and 
shall  be  promoted  successively  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  qiiju'ter  following  1  year's  satis- 
factory service  in  each  grade  to  the  next 
higher  grade  until  they  reach  the  top  auto- 
matic grade"  and  by  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
"and  shall  be  promoted  successively  at  tbe 
beginning  of  the  first  complete  pay  period 
following  52  weeks  of  satisfactory  service  in 
each  grade  to  the  next  higher  grade  until 
they  reach  the  top  automatic  grade." 

(e)  Section  13  of  such  act  of  July  6.  1945, 
as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  Immedi- 
ately after  subsection  (a)  thereof  a  new  sub- 
section (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

"(b)  The  salaries  of  employees  paid  under 
the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  read- 
Justed  at  the  beginning  of  the  first  complete 
pay  period  in  each  fiscal  year." 

(f )  Section  14  of  such  act  of  July  6,  1945. 
as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  immedi- 
ately after  subsection  (a)  thereof  a  new  sub- 
section (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

"(b)  The  salaries  of  employees  paid  under 
the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  read- 
Justed  at  the  beginning  of  the  first  complete 
pay  period  in  each  fiscal  year." 

(g)  That  part  of  subsection  (1)  of  section 
14  of  such  act  of  July  6.  1945.  as  amended, 
which  precedes  the  first  proviso  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

"(1)  Temporary  employees  In  the  custodial 
service  paid  on  an  annual  basis  shall  be  paid 
at  the  rates  of  pay  of  grade  1  of  the  position 
in  which  employed  and  shall,  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  first  complete  pay  period  follow- 
ing 52  weeks  of  satisfactory  service  in  each 
pay  status,  be  advanced  successively  to  the 
rates  of  pay  of  the  next  higher  grade  of  such 
position;  and  temporary  employees  in  the 
custodial  service  paid  on  an  hourly  basis  shall 
be  paid  at  the  rates  of  pay  of  grade  1  of  the 
position  in  which  employed  and  shall,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  first  complete  pay  period 
following  52  weeks  of  satisfactory  service  in 
each  pay  status,  be  advanced  successively  to 
the  rates  of  pay  of  the  next  higher  grade 
of  such  position." 

(h)  Section  15  (b)  of  such  act  of  July  6, 
1945,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  "and  shall  be  promoted  successively  at 
the  beginning  of  the  quarter  following  1 
year's  satisfactory  service  In  each  grade  until 
they  reach  grade  8",  and  by  Inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "and  shall  be  promoted  successively 
at  the  beginning  of  the  first  complete  pay  pe- 
riod following  52  weeks  of  satisfactory  serv- 
ice in  each  grade  until  they  reach  grade  8." 

(1)  That  part  of  section  18  (f)  of  such 
act  of  July  6,  1945,  as  amended,  which  pre- 


cedes the  first  proyiso  Is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"(f)  Each  temporary  employee  in  the 
mail-equipment  shops  paid  on  an  annual 
basis  shall  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  pay  of  the 
lowest  grade  provided  for  a  regular  employee 
In  the  same  type  of  position  in  whicli  such 
temporary  employee  is  employed,  and  shall, 
at  the  beginning  of  the  first  complete  pay 
Iierlod  following  52  weeka  of  Batlsfactory 
service  in  each  pay  status,  be  advanced  suc- 
cessively to  the  rates  of  pay  of  the  next  tigher 
grade  of  such  position." 

(J)  The  first  section  of  the  act  of  April 
15,  1947  (Public  Law  35.  80th  Cong),  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  "shall 
be  promoted  successively  at  the  beginning  of 
the  quarter  following  1  year's  satisfactory 
service  In  each  grade"  and  by  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  "shall  be  promoted  successively  at 
the  beginning  of  the  first  complete  pay  pe- 
riod following  52  weeks  of  satisfactory  serv- 
ice in  each  grade." 

(k)  All  laws  or  parts  of  laws  inconsistent 

with  the  amendments  made  by  this  aection 
are  hereby  repealed  or  modified  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  and 
conform  to  such  amendments. 

Sec.  208.  (a)  (1)  There  Is  hereby  estab- 
lished a  Commission  on  Postal  Field  Service 
Classification  (hereinafter  referred  to  sis  "the 
Commission")  to  be  composed  of  (A)  the 
chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice of  the  Senate.  (B)  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Comjnlttee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  (C)  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral, (D)  two  officers  or  employees  of  the 
Post  Office  Department  to  be  appointed  by 
the  President,  and  (E)  two  representatives 
of  postal  employee  organizations  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  President. 

(2)  The  Postmaster  General  shall  be  Chair- 
man of  the  Commission.  Vacancies  in  the 
membership  of  the  Commission  shall  not 
affect  the  power  of  the  remaining  members  to 
execute  the  functions  of  the  Commission. 
and  shall  ^.s  filled  In  the  same  manner  as 
the  original  selection.  Five  of  the  meanbers 
of  the  Commission  shall  constitute  a  quorum 
for  the  transaction  of  business.  The  Com- 
mission shall  fix  the  number  of  meanbers 
who  shall  constitute  a  quorum  for  each  sub- 
committee thereof. 

(b)  The  Commission,  acting  as  a  whole  or 
by  subcommittee,  shall  conduct  or  cause  to 
be  conducted  a  thorough  investigation  and 
study  for  the  purpose  of  developing  a  plan 
for  the  establishment  of  a  uniform,  inte- 
grated, and  equitable  classification  and  pay 
system  for  all  postmasters,  officers,  employees, 
and  positions  In  the  postal  field  service. 

(c)  The  Postmaster  General  Is  authorized 
to  make  available  to  the  Commlssioa  such 
personnel,  facilities,  and  services  at  the 
Post  Office  Department  as  may  be  necessary 
to  enable  It  to  perform  its  functions.  The 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  of  the  Senate  and  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Post 'Office 
and  Civil  Service  of  the  House  of  the  Rep- 
resentatives are  authorized  to  assign  from 
time  to  time  the  members  of  the  staffs  of 
their  respective  committees  to  duties  and 
responsibilities  In  connection  with  the  op- 
eration of  the  Commission. 

(d)  The  Commission  shall  report  to  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives, 
on  or  before  March  1,  1955.  the  results  of  its 
study  and  investigation,  together  with  such 
recommendations  (including  drafts  of  legis- 
lation to  carry  out  such  recommendations) 
as  It  deems  advisable. 

Sec.  209.  Section  1310  of  the  Supplemental 
Appropriation  Act.  1952  (Public  Law  253, 
82d  Cong.),  as^mended.  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  210.  This  title  shall  take  effsct  as 
follows: 

(1)  Sections  206  and  208  and  this  sactlon, 
shall  take  effect  on  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  act; 


(2)  Sections  202,  204,  and  205  shall  take 
effect  on  the  first  day  of  the  first  pay  period 
which  begins  after  the  date  of  enactment 

of  this  act: 

(3)  Sections  203  and  209  shall  take  effect 
on  the  first  day  of  the  first  calendar  month 
following  the  calendu  month  in  which  this 
act  is  enacted;   and 

(4)  Section  207  shall  take  effect  upon  such 
date,  not  later  than  90  days  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  act.  as  may  be  designated 
by  the  Postmaster  General. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
majority  leader  two  or  three  questions 
without  losing  my  right  to  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
have  sent  to  the  desk  an  amendment 
which  is  the  same  amendment  the  com- 
mittee reported  unanimously,  which  in 
general  would  increase  the  pay  5  percent. 

I  ask  the  majority  leader  if  he  intends 
to  schedule  my  bill  for  consideration. 
If  not,  I  shall  press  my  amendment. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  policy  com- 
mittee met  today,  and  listed  n  number 
of  bills.  I  have  advised  the  minority 
leader  that  the  amount  of  additional 
legislation  the  Senate  can  consider  will 
depend  upon  the  progress  we  can  make 
on  the  schedule  of  legislation  before  us 
at  this  time. 

As  I  understand  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment— and  he  can  correct  me  if  I  am 
mistaken — in  effect  it  attaches  the  postal 
pay  bill  to  the  pending  business  before 
the  Senate,  which  is  H.  R.  2235,  Calendar 
1801.  reported  by  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  KucHELl  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  deal- 
ing with  a  needed  dam  for  water  in  Santa 
Maria,  which  is  not  to  provide  power 
facilities  or  major  irrigation  facilities, 
but  merely  to  conserve  the  ground 
waters. 

Under  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  of 
course,  there  is  no  rule  of  garmaneness. 
An  amendment  might  be  offered  to  at- 
tach the  FEPC  bill,  the  poll-tax  bill,  or 
any  one  of  a  dozen  other  nongermane 
subjects  to  this  or  any  other  bill  before 
the  Senate.  Of  course,  almost  any  bill 
which  we  plan  to  take  up  could  be  killed 
if  such  a  nongermane  motion  should 
prevail. 

The  same  thing  might  be  done  to  the 
upper  Colorado  River  Basin  bill.  The 
same  type  of  nongermane  amendment 
might  be  offered  to  the  school-construc- 
tion bill.  We  expect  to  take  up  the  rail- 
road retirement  bill ;  and  the  same  type 
of  nongermane  amendment  might  be 
attached  to  that. 

I  would  not  recommend  it,  because  I 
think  it  would  jeopardize  all  of  those 
bills  if  that  were  done,  in  the  same  way 
that  I  would  resist  attaching  an  FEFC 
amendment  to  a  bill  which  did  not  relate 
to  that  subject  matter. 

I  do  not  wish  to  foreclose  the  Senator's 
opportunity  for  discussion.  I  desire  to 
extend  him  every  courtesy.  I  think  the 
proposed  legislative  procedure  is  wrong 
in  connection  with  the  proceedings  of 
the  Senate  during  consideration  of  our 
Legislative  Calendar,  and  after  the  Sen- 
ator has  made  his  remarks  I  Intend  to 
move  to  lay  the  amendment  on  the  table. 
Normally  I  v.ould  not  move  to  table  a 
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germane  amendment,  but  I  feel  amply 
justified  In  doing  so  at  the  proper  time 
in  the  case  of  a  nongermane  amendment. 
I  thought  in  fairness  to  the  Senator  I 
should  make  this  explanation. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  Senator  has  not  answered  the  ques- 
tion which  I  asked.  I  want  to  know  if 
my  bill  is  to  receive  consideration? 

Mr  KNOWLAND.  I  cannot  assure  the 
Senator  that  the  bills  which  we  have 
listed,  and  concerning  which  we  have 
advised  the  minority  leader,  are  to  be 
brought  up.  A  filibuster  may  develop  on 
a  bill  duriiig  the  course  of  an  evening. 
We  have  set  for  consideration  tonight 
about  6  bUls.  We  set  No.  2235.  on  copy- 
rights. That  bill  has  been  passed.  We 
set  No.  2352.  on  the  Missouri  Valley  Com- 
pact. That  has  been  passed.  We  have 
now  proceeded  to  the  third  bUl.  which  is 
No  1801  on  the  calendar,  the  Santa 
Maria  project.  It  looks  as  though  that 
bill  would  pass  without  too  much  discus- 
sion. .....    W   1 

After  that  we  have  No.  2344.  which  Is 
Senate  bill  3772.  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  Act.  which  the  Senator  from 
Maine    I  Mrs.   Skith]    is  handling. 

I  had  intended  to  move  to  consider  No. 
2000  on  the  calendar,  which  is  the  Colo- 
rado River  bill,  to  be  followed  by  th« 
railroad  reUrement  bUl. 

Even  with  this  limited  number  of  bills 
listed,  I  cannot  give  the  Senator  assur- 
ance that  even  the  next  one  on  the  cal- 
endar will  be  reached,  because  this 
amendment  of  the  Senator,  if  my  moUon 
to  lay  on  the  toble  does  not  prevail,  may 
keep  us  here  until  time  to  move  to  recess. 
All  I  can  say  to  the  Senator  is  that  we 
have  been  trying  to  present  an  orderly 
program  to  the  Senate,  and  I  shaU  con- 
Unue  to  do  so  imtil  the  leadership  of  the 
Senate  is  Uken  over  by  someone  else. 

I  beUeve  that  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment is  not  germane.    If  he  starts  this 
precedent,  it  may  rise  to  plague  him. 
because  someone  may  decide  that  an 
FEPC  amendment  or  some  other  land 
of     amendment    equally    nongermane. 
should  be  offered  to  every  other  bill  be- 
fore the  Senate.  ,^  k-  «# 
If  any  such  amendment  should  be  of- 
fered, I.  as  majority  leader,  under  the 
same  circumstances,  would  move  to  lay 
the  amendment  on  the  table.    I  must 
resist  this  effort  to  attach  the  postal  bill 
to  the  Santa  Maria  project  bill  as  an 
amendment. 

Mr    JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr    President.  I  regret  very  much  to 
bring  it  up  in  this  manner,  but  I  am  ask- 
ing at  this  time  that  my  amendment  be 
considered.    This  seems  to  be  the  only 
way  to  obtain  a  vote  on  the  pay  bill. 
This  pay  bill  does  not  Involve  as  large 
an  increase  as  does  the  bill  sent  over 
from  the  House  to  the  Senate.    The  bill 
which  the  House  passed  for  postal  work- 
ers provided  a  7-percent  Increase.    The 
one  before  us  provides  only  5  percent. 
A  summary  of  the  provisions  of  the 

reported  bill 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President.  ^wUl  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  quorum  caU  if  he  is 
offering  an  amendment? 

Mr  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  shall  request  a  quorum  call  a  Uttle  later. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senate  Poet  OfBce 
and  Civil  Service  Committee,  in  the  in- 


terest of  expediting  pay  legislation  for 
Federal  employees,  unanimously  voted 
to  strike  all  after  the  enacting  clause  of 
H    R.  7774  and  insert  an  amendment 
whicli  appears  in  italic  type  in  the  bill 
as  reported  and  provides  the  following: 
First.  A  permanent  5-percent  increase 
in  the  m«"<*""m   rate   of   each   grade, 
through   GS-17,   of   all   employees   paid 
under  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  with 
a  minimum  increase  to  each  employee  of 
$170  a  year  and  a  maximum  increase  of 
$440  a  year.     The  bill  also  provides  an 
increase  of  5  percent  with  a  niinimum  of 
$170  and  a  maximum  of  $440  per  annum 
for  legislative  employees,  certain  judicial 
officers  and  employees,  officers  and  em- 
ployees in  the  Department  of  Medicine 
and  Surgery  in  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration, and  employees  in  the  Foreign 
Service  of  the  State  Department.   In  ad- 
dition, the  biU  contains  a  provision  in- 
creasing   the    maximvim    compensation 
payable  to  ofBcers  and  employees  of  the 
Central  Bank  for  Cooperatives,  or  any 
production  credit  corporations,  produc- 
tion credit  associations,  or  bank  for  co- 
operatives, so  as  to  permit  the  grant- 
ing to  such  employees  of  increases  corre- 
sponding to  those  provided  other  em- 
ployees by  the  bill.    No  rate  of  basic 
compensation  which  is  $14,800  or  more 
per  ^nnnm  shall  be  increased. 

Second.  The  annual  salary  for  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States  is  In- 
creased from  OS-16  to  GS-18. 

Third.  An  mcrease  In  the  maximum 
allowable  per  diem  for  Federal  employees 
to  $12  per  day  from  the  present  rate  of 

$9  per  day. 

Fourth.  A  permanent  5-percent  m- 
crease  for  all  postmasters,  officers,  and 
employees  in  the  postal  field  service  with 
a  minimum  of  $200  and  a  maximum  of 
$440  except  in  the  case  of  fomi-h-class 
postmasters,  hourly  rate  employees, 
skilled-trades  employees  of  maU-equlp- 
ment  shops,  job  cleaners  in  first-  and 
second-class  post  offices,  and  employees 
paid  on  a  fee  or  contract  basis. 

Fifth.  An  increase  of  5  percent  (com- 
puted to  the  nearest  half  cent)  with  a 
minimum  of  $200  in  the  rate  of  basic 
compensation  of  each  employee  paid  on 
an  hourly  basis. 

Sixth.  An  increase  of  5  percent  in  each 
rate  of  basic  compensation  for  post- 
masters in  post  offices  of  the  fourth  class. 
Seventh.  An  increase  in  the  allowable 
per  diem  for  employees  in  the  transpor- 
tation service  to  $9  per  day  from  the 
present  rate  of  $6  per  day. 

Eighth.  A  repeal  of  present  law  which 
restricts  the  number  of  permanent  ap- 
pointments, promotions,  and  transfers 
in  the  Federal  service. 

Ninth.  A  biweekly  pay  period  for  per- 
sonnel of  the  postal  field  service. 

Tenth.  Establishes  a  Commission  on 
Postal  Field  Service  Classification  to  con- 
duct an  investigation  and  study  for  the 
pmposes  of  developing  a  plan  for  the 
establishment  of  a  uniform,  mtegrated, 
and  eqxfitable  classification  and  pay  sys- 
tem for  all  postmasters,   officers,   em- 
ployees, and  positions  in  the  postal  fl«dd 
Service    The  Commission  is  directed  to 
report  the  results  of  its  study  together 
with  recommendations  to  the  Senate 
and  the  House  of  Representatives  on 
or  before  March  1,  1955. 


Mr.  President,  the  committee  of  which 
the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson]  is  chairman,  re- 
ported the  bill  unanimously ;  all  members 
of  the  committee,  both  Democrats  and 
Republicans,  voted  to  report  the  bill,  af- 
ter the  committee  had  held  the  hearings. 
On  the  question  of  reporting  the  bin 
to  the  Senate,  there  was  not  a  dissenting 
vote  in  the  committee. 

So  at  this  time  I  bring  the  biU— now 
submitted  as  an  amendment— to  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate,  for  its  consldMa- 
tion. 

The  bill  does  not  contain  a  provision 
regarding  postal  rates,  for  we  did  not 
hold  any  hearings  on  that  subject  The 
committee  considered  that  phase  of  tha 
matter,  and  voted  unanimously  not  to 
take  up.  this  year,  a  rate  bill,  because  we 
had  not  had  any  hearings  on  that 
subject.  I  wish  to  call  that  point  to  tha 
attention  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  this  amendment  pro- 
vides for  what  In  my  opinion  is  approxl- 
mately  half  of  what  would  be  a  proper 
pay  increase  for  the  Federal  employees, 
both  the  postal  workers  and  all  other 
civil -service  workers.  In  this  measure, 
we  treat  all  of  them  alike. 

Someone  has  said,  "In  order  to  providfl 
these  workers  with  a  pay  increase  at  this 
time,  provision  must  be  made  for  raising 
additional  revenue." 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
Senate  that  even  if  the  Senate  were  to 
adopt  the  amendments  recommended  by 
the  majority  leader,  the  budget  of  the 
Post  Office  Department  would  not  be 
balanced:  In  fact,  it  would  not  even  be 
half  balanced.  The  budget  of  the 
Post  Office  Department  has  not  been  bal- 
anced for  many  years;  yet  in  that  period 
Congress  has  voted  several  times  to  in- 
crease the  pay  of  the  postal  workers. 

Furthermore,  I  desire  to  call  attention 
to  ttie  fact  that  the  other  civil  service' 
workers,  whose  departments  and  agen- 
cies also  receive  their  fimds  frwn  the 
pockets  of  the  American  taxpayers,  have 
received  pay  increases.  Yet  when  a  pay 
increase  is  proposed  for  the  postal  work- 
ers, there  always  seems  to  be  the  cry, 
"The  postal  budget  must  be  balanced 
first." 

Mr.  President.  It  Is  not  the  fault  of 
the  postal  workers  that  the  Post  OfBce 
Department's  budget  is  not  balanced. 
It  is  the  duty  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  balance  the  budget  of 
the  Post  Office  Department,  after  hold- 
ing adequate  hearings,  and  then  decid- 
ing which  postal  rates  should  be  in- 
creased 

It  may  be  said  that  the  rates  on  first- 
class  DMiU  should  be  increased.  How- 
ever, every  hearing  held  on  that  subject 
has  brought  out  the  fact  that  the  first- 
class  mail  is  already  paying  its  way. 

It  may  be  said  that  the  rates  on  sec- 
ond-class mail  should  be  increased,  in 
view  of  Che  fact  that  at  this  time  sec- 
ond-class mail  is  not  paying  its  way. 
If  that  proposal  is  made,  hearings  should 
be  held  to  determine  just  how  much  of  a 
rate  increase  should  be  made. 

These  matters  must  be  carefnUy 
studied,  because  they  are  extremely 
technical.  Any  member  who  has  served 
on  the  Senate  Ccanmittee  on  Post  Ofllce 
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and  C!t11  Serviee  realizes  the  technical- 
ities involved  in  increasing  the  postal 
rates. 

In  connection  with  this  measure,  Mr. 
PrcsBident,  the  question,  as  I  see  it,  is 
whether  the  Congress  is  going  to  pay  the 
Federal  woricers  what  they  should  be 
paid.  That  is  the  question  which  is  be- 
fore the  Congress  at  the  present  time. 
It  is  for  the  Senate  to  decide  the  posi- 
tion it  will  take  in  connection  with  that 
question.  Thereafter,  after  all  matters 
in  connection  with  the  situation  hav-e 
been  properly  considered  by  the  Con- 
gress, it  will  be  for  the  Congress  to  decide 
what  the  postal  rates  should  be. 

Mr.  President,  the  members  of  the 
committee  are  100  percent  in  support 
of  this  measure. 

At  this  stage  of  the  session,  when  we 
are  so  close  to  adjournment,  I  would  not 
ordinarily  bring  up  a  measure  of  this 
sort  or  attempt  to  have  it  adopted  as  an 
amendment  to  another  bill.  If  I  did  not 
think  that  was  the  only  means  by  which 
we  coul(^  do  justice  to  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment employees.  But  in  this  situ- 
ation, I  will  not  remain  silent  and  I  will 
not  fail  to  do  my  duty  as  a  Senator  to 
see  It  to  that  the  Federal  Government 
employees  are  paid  what  they  should  be 
paid. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  wonder  if  the 
Senator  is  familiar  with  the  news  from 
the  ticker,  which  quotes  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Fergttson],  the  dis-. 
tinguished  majority  policy  conunittee 
chairman,  as  follows: 

FiaGT780N  said  no  definite  plans  for  ad- 
journment had  been  discussed  at  the  hour- 
long  session  of  the  policy  committee.  At  one 
point  he  said  he  hoped  to  finish  by  tomorrow, 
then  lata-  he  said  he  hoped  adjournment 
will  come  Friday. 

My  question  is:  If  the  nearly  2  million 
Federal  workers,  who  have  been  waiting 
since  the  convening  of  the  83d  Congress 
in  January  of  1953,  are  not  granted  pay 
increases  by  the  United  States  Senate 
between  now  and  tomorrow,  if  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  is  quoted  correctly 
as  chairman  of  the  Republican  policy 
committee,  will  these  2  million  workers, 
who  have  been  waiting  for  consideration 
of  their  plea  for  a  cost-of-living  pay  in- 
crease by  the  United  States  Senate,  be 
given  proper  treatment? 

These  workers  are  organized,  of 
course.  They  have  strong  imions. 
They  have  as  representatives  able  men 
who  contact  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
and  Members  of  the  House.  But  these 
workers  are  denied  one  right  which  all 
other  labor  has,  and  are  justly  denied 
that  one  right,  because  they  work  for  the 
Government.  They  cannot  cause  and 
would  not  cause  a  work  stoppage,  to  call 
attention  to  their  plight  and  to  their  In- 
ability to  meet  the  cost  of  living,  because 
they  do  not  have  that  right,  and  should 
never  have  it.  So  they  have  no  other 
forum  except  this  body  and  the  body 
across  the  Capitol  before  which  to  lay 
their  case.  They  have  presented  that 
case  before  the  House  committee  and  be- 
fore the  Senate  committee,  and  both 


committees  have  overwhelmingly— I 
know  in  the  case  of  the  Senate  commit- 
tee unanimously — resolved  that  there 
should  be  a  5  percent  pay  increase. 

I  know  the  House  committee  has  re- 
ported a  bill  calling  for  a  5 -percent  pay 
increase.  I  believe  it  was  reported  nearly 
unanimously.  Not  only  that,  but  the 
House  has  passed,  by  an  overwhelming 
vote.  321  to  29.  I  believe,  a  pay  raise  of 
7  percent  for  the  postal  workers,  which 
was  approved  by  a  yea-and-nay  vote  in 
the  House. 

We  are  in  the  closing  hours  of  this 
session,  for  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  Republican  policy  committee  says 
that  we  will  adjourn  tomorrow,  or,  at  the 
latest,  by  Friday.  I  would  much  prefer 
to  have  this  bill  put  on  the  calendar  in 
the  regular  order,  rather  than  to  find  it 
necessary  to  give  the  Senate  a  chance  to 
act  on  the  matter  by  pursuing  the  course 
the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  is  now  proposing. 

We  have  considered  bills  relating  to 
flood  control  for  Santa  Barbara,  Calif. 
I  love  Santa  Barbara,  Calif.  It  is  a  won- 
derful place.  The  40,000  people  there, 
I  believe,  are  some  of  the  finest  people  in 
the  world,  but  they  have  done  without 
this  flood-control  project,  or  this  irriga- 
tion and  reclamation  project,  for  many 
years  of  their  history.  I  do  not  believe 
this  project  has  the  grave  urgency  pos- 
sessed by  the  matter  of  equity  for  the 
Federal  employees,  the  servants  of  the 
Government,  who  have  a  right  to  expect 
from  the  Senate  and  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  a  determination  of 
whether  their  case  is  a  good  one  or  not. 
I  think  the  Senate  should  be  willing  to 
stand  lip  and  be  counted  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  what  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  has  said  is  certainly  true.  If 
we  are  to  adjourn  tomorrow  or  Friday, 
if  we  pass  this  bill  everyone  knows  it 
must  go  to  conference,  which  would  take 
time.  After  the  conference  the  House 
conferees  will  have  to  report  the  bill  back 
to  the  House  and  the  Senate  conferees  to 
the  Senate— and  then  the  bill  will  have 
to  be  considered  again. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  felt  that  this  was  the  only  way  for  this 
bill  to  have  any  chance  whatsoever  of 
being  enacted  into  law. 

Mr.    PASTORE.     Mr.    President,    will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 
'  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.    I 
yield  for  a  question  with  the  understand- 
ing I  shall  not  lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Is  it  true  that  the 
Senator's  amendment  is  nothing  more 
than  the  measure  which  was  reported 
favorably  and  unanimously  by  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  is  exactly  true.  There  is  not  a  word 
in  the  amendment  which  is  different 
from  what  we  reported. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Is  this  pay  increase 
the  equivalent  of  5  percent,  as  was  rec- 
ommended by  the  President  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  It 
is. 


ISx.  PASTORE.  Is  it  true  that  In  both 
instances,  postal  employees  and  civil 
service  employees  the  ceiling  is  $440? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  ceiling  is  $440  for  both. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  And  in  the  case  of  the 
postal  employees  the  floor  is  $200? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
$200  is  the  floor  for  the  postal  employees. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  And  in  the  case  of  the 
civil-service  employees  the  floor  is  $170? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
That  is  true. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  that  I  shall  vote 
for  his  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna.  I 
desire  to  make  it  known  to  the  Senator 
from  California  that  I  am  in  favor  of  his 
bill,  and  I  believe  that  this  action  will 
even  help  the  passage  of  the  bill.  If  I 
am  any  judge  of  the  desires  of  the  Sen- 
ate, I  believe  that  a  majoritjy  of  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  would  like  to  pay 
the  Federal  workers  an  additional  5  per- 
cent. That  being  so,  I  offered  this  pro- 
vision to  this  bill.  The  purpose  was  not 
to  kill  this  bill,  but  to  assure  that  we 
would  have  this  bill,  and  in  addition,  that 
the  Federal  workers  would  receive  a 
5-percent  increase  in  their  pay. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Caxolina.  I 
yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  am  somewhat  dis- 
turbed by  what  the  distinguished  major- 
ity leader  said  about  the  irregularity  of 
adding  this  amendment  to  this  bill.  We 
admit  this  matter  is  not  germane  to  the 
bill  of  the  distinguished  junior  Senator 
from  California,  since  the  bill  deals  with 
a  reclamation  project  for  the  people  of 
Santa  Barbara.  I  do  not  like  this  proc- 
ess. As  I  said  before,  however,  I  do  not 
know  any  other  way  that  we  could  vote 
on  this  matter,  in  view  of  the  lateness  of 
the  session. 

I  wonder  if  the  distinguished  Junior 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  the  former 
chairman  of  the  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  Committee  during  the  past  ad- 
ministration, could  tell  me  if  this  pro- 
cedure which  we  seek  to  use,  in  an  ex- 
treme emergency,  in  order  to  give  jus- 
tice to  some  2  million  workers,  is  any 
more  unusual  than  the  procedure  which 
was  sought  to  be  used  by  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  on  the  calendar 
call  this  afternoon,  when  he  attempted 
to  short-circuit  completely  the  work  and 
the  hearings  and  the  unanimous  decision 
of  the  Senate  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice Committee  in  reporting  its  bill,  by 
substituting  for  that  bill  an  amendment 
prepared  by  himself  which  threw  into 
complete  reverse  the  action  and  the  re- 
port of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service? 

In  other  words.  I  can  see  no  more  dis- 
orderly process  in  the  procedure  which 
the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  is  using,  from  a  parUa- 
mentary  standpoint,  than  I  fee|  was  in- 
volved in  the  effort  made  this  afternoon 
by  the  distinguished  majority  leader  to 
throw  into  the  ash  can  the  year-long 
work  of  the  Committee  on  Past  Office 
and  Civil  Service,  in  reporting  a  bill  and 
getting  it  on  the  calendar. 
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Furthermore,  when  this  very  bill  the 
Senator  is  seeking  to  add  as  an  amend- 
ment was  unanimously  passed  by  the 
United  States  Senate  and  was  in  effect 
for  2  hours,  we  saw  the  unusual  proce- 
dure of  the  majority  leader  vacaUng 
the  action  on  the  Consent  Calendar  and 
objecting  to  ite  consideraUon  at  that 

So  if  there  is  some  lack  of  complete 
regularity  in  this  proc^eeding.  since  it  is 
a  rider  to  this  bUl,  let  me  say  that  we 
have  had  a  lot  of  irregular  parliamen- 
tary procedures  to  prevent  the  Senate 
from  expressing  its  wiU  on  this  5-percent 
pay  increase. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  the  S<;nator  from  Okla- 
homa is  entirely  correct.     When  the  ma- 
jority leader  this  afternoon  sent  to  the 
desk  an  amendment  ^vhich  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  had 
never  studied,  since  -Jie  committee  had 
never  looked  into  the  question  of  postal 
rates — he  did  withdiaw  it,  but  he  had 
it  on  the  desk;  so  at  that  time,  when 
he  was  doing  that.  w(!  certainly  were  be- 
ing afforded  an  exhibition  of  a  new  way 
of  legislating.     We  have  never  passed  a 
postal  rate  bill  in  the  Senate  without  30 
days  of  hearings.     But  we  have  done  a 
great  deal  of  leglsla-.ing  along  the  line 
of  what  I  am  trying  to  do  by  attaching 
as  an  amendment  to   the  pending   bill 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  a  measure 
which  has  been  considered  by  the  com- 
mittee.    We  had  hearings  in  the  com- 
mittee.     The  bill  ^as  brought  to  the 
floor  for  consideration.     So  this  is  noth- 
ing new  as  a  procedure  at  the  present 
time. 

We  believe  this  15  what  ought  to  be 
done.  I  have  a  little  feeling  that  tells 
me  there  are  certain  things  I  ought  to  do 
and  certain  things  I  ought  not  to  do. 
I  ought  not  to  be  iii  favor  of  having  a 
man  work  for  the  Government  for  a 
salary  lower  than  he  should  receive. 
That  is  why  I  bring  up  the  amendment. 
Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  JOHNSTON 
I  yield. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  _ 
understand  that  if  the  majority  leader 
intends  to  amend  the  amendment  al- 
ready proposed  and  lying  on  the  desk. 
which  amendment  he  proposed  this 
afternoon,  that  can  still  be  done? 

Mr    JOHNSTON   of   South  Carolma. 
He  has  a  perfect  ri?ht  to  send  up  such 
an  amendment,  and  we  can  vote  on  it. 
I  welcome  his  sending  it  up.    I  believe 
I  know  how  the  S«!nate  would  vote  on 
that  amendment.    I  beUeve  it  would  vote 
it   down.     I  should   like   to   obtain   a 
record  vote  on  it.     My  amendment  is 
nothing  new.  as  his^  amendment  is.    We 
reported  it  3  weeks  ago.    The  committee 
bill  has  been  on  ttie  desks  of  all  Sena- 
tors, with  the  report,  awaiting  action. 
I  am  trying  to  get  fi  little  action  tonight. 
Mr.  MONRONEY.    Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON   of  South  Carolina. 

I  yield. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  distlng\ilshed  Senator  a  ques- 
tion with  respect  to  his  amendment. 
If  a  motion  is  made  by  the  distinguished 
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majority  leader  to  table  the  amendment, 
we  shall  at  least  have  a  vote  to  show 
how  the  Members  of  the  United  States 
Senate  feel  In  relation  to  whether  a 
pay  bill  should  or  should  not  be  passed 
by  this  Congress. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  is  one  reason  why  I  have  my 
amendment  at  the  desk.  I  want  Sena- 
tors to  go  on  record  as  to  how  they  feel 
about  the  situation. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  As  I  understand 
the  situation,  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  in  his  col- 
loquy with  the  majority  leader,  offered 
to  w^ithhold  his  amendment,  pending 
any  assurance — of  course,  it  is  not  pos- 
sible to  give  an  ironclad  guarantee— 
which  might  come  from  the  distin- 
guished majority  leadership,  giving  us  a 
time  when  the  bill  would  be  placed  on 

the  list  of  must  legislation,  so  that  we 
could  take  it  up  as  a  matter  of  regular 
Senate  procedure  and  debate.  Did  not 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  ask 
the  majority  leader  whether  that  would 
be  the  situation,  before  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  offered  his  amendment? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Therefore,  a  mo- 
tion to  lay  on  the  table  would  be  a  mo- 
tion to  determine  whether  or  not  we  are 
in  favor  of  voting  a  5  percent  increase. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  is  true. 

Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence 

of  a  quorum.  

The      PRESIDING      OFFICER.     The 

Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roU.  and  the 

following   Senators   answered   to  their 

names : 


of  South  Carolina. 
Does    the    Senator 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Bo  wring 

Brie  Ice  r 

Bu'h 

Butler 

Carlson 

CtfB 

Chaves 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Crlpp* 

Dirksen 

Dwonbak 

Slender 

Ervln 

Ferguson 

Frear 

Fulbrlght 

Oeorge 

Ooldwater 

Gore 


Green 

Hayden 

Hendrickson 

Hcnnlnps 

Hlckenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 

Humplirey 

Ivea 

Jackson 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston.  8.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

KUgore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehman 

Lennon 

Long 

Magnuson 

Malone 

Mansfield 


Martin 

McCarran 

McClelian 

MnUkin 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastore 

Payne 

Potter 

Reynolds 

Robertson 

Russell 

Sa'-tonstall 

Schoeppel 

Smathers 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith.  N.J. 

Stennls 

Symington 

Thye 

Watklns 

Williams 

Young 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Carlson]  for  a  brief  statement,  with  the 
undersUndlng  that  I  shaU  not  lose  my 
rights  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Post  Of- 
fice and  Civil  Service  is  placed  in  a  most 
difficult  position  by  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  CaroUna  [Mr.  JohmstonI.  Our 
committee  has  reported  a  postal  pay- 
increase  bUl  which  also  includes  the 
Classified  workers  of  this  NaUon.    We 


did  this  after  holding  considerable  hew- 
ings.  We  heard  representatives  <rf  tbe 
Post  Office  Department,  the  Civil  Serrice 
Commission,  and  the  leaders  of  the  var- 
ious organizations  who  are  interested  In 
this  proposed  legislation.  After  execu- 
tive sessions  at  which  we  discussed 
thoroughly  the  merits  and  the  demerits 
of  pay  increases  at  this  time,  we  reported 
a  bill  which  provides  for  a  5  percent 
increase  for  both  the  postal  and  claaai- 
fied  workers,  with  a  minimum  and  a 
maximum. 

I  think  it  should  be  stated  for  the 
record  that  this  pay  bill  carries  approx- 
imately $338  million,  including  travel  at- 
lowances  for  both  postal  and  classified 
workers,  and  it  is  one  of  the  lowest-price 
pay  bills  that  Congress  has  conaidcred 
in  many  years.  Such  bills  normally  run 
into  figures  of  $600  million  or  $700  mil- 
lion. I  think  our  committee  is  entitled 
to  credit  for  reporting  to  the  Senate  a 
pay  bill  which  percentage  increase  has 
administration  approval  and  is  so  whole- 
heartedly supported  l^  the  .  employee 
groups. 

Our  committee  did  not  recommend 
pay  rates  as  high  as  was  suggested  by 
leaders  of  employee  groups.  We  did  not 
go  as  far  as  the  House  did,  which  has 
already  passed  a  7 -percent  bill. 

So  I  am  in  a  difficult  situation  because 
of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina.  I  sponsored 
the  bill  which  is  now  the  pending 
amendment,  and  I  favor  its  approval  on 

its  own  merits. 

I  wish  the  Record  to  show  that  I  favor 
a  postal -pay  increase  but  I  do  not  think 
a  postal-pay  increase  should  be  tied  to 
jx)stal  rates.  I  wish  to  state  very  defi- 
nitely that  I  favor  an  hicrease  in  postal 
rates  but  I  insist  increased  rates  should 
not  be  enacted  without  adequate  hear- 
ings. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  yield? 

Mr.  CARISON.    I  cannot  sdeld  at  this 
moment.     I    think    the   Record    should 
show  that  in   1951   our  committee,  of 
which  the  distlngtiished  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  was  chairman,  and  of 
which  I  was  a  member,  together  with  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota [Mr.  Langer].  who  was  the  ranking 
minority  member,  reported  a  posUl  rate 
bill  increasing  first-,  second-,  and  ttdrd- 
class  rates.    The  Senate  must  know  that 
the  only  place  we  are  going  to  get  sub- 
stantial money  from  postal  rates  is  in 
the  first  class.    We  will  get  about  $150 
milUon.    This  is  a  class  of  maU  that  al- 
ready is  paying  its  way. 

We  hear  much  discussion  about  in- 
creasing second-class  rates,  and  we  hear 
about  the  deficits  caused  by  carrying 
second-class  mall.    This  deficit,  we  are 
told    is  about  $250  miUion.    The  pro- 
posals for  a  second-class  rate  increase 
before  the  Senate  would  call  for  an  In- 
crease of  $13  miUion  in  second-class.    If 
we  were  to  adopt  the  amendment  which 
has  been  proposed,  we  would  approve 
these  rates  for  second-class  until  1967. 
The  Senate  should  not  take  that  action 
without  adequate  hearings  which  would 
permit  all  affected  parties  an  opportun- 
ity to  be  heard. 
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■nie  inereaae  In  the  third  class  is  esti- 
mated at  $40  millioxL  I  contend  that  we 
cannot  legislate  on  rates  without  hear- 
ings. Our  ecnunittee  has  not  held  any 
hearings  on  those  proposed  rates.  To 
place  a  burden  of  $200  million  on  the 
people  of  this  country,  without  hearings. 
Is  Mmettilng  which  I  as  chairman  cannot 
support. 

I  wish  t&inake  this  definite  statement 
to  the  Senate.  I  made  it  in  committee 
and  I  have  made  it  privately.  I  wan^^ 
to  make  it  a  matter  of  record  that  at 
the  beginning  of  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress, I  as  chairman  of  tlie  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  or. 
should  political  fortunes  change,  as 
ranking  minority  member,  one  of  the 
first  things  I  expect  to  try  to  get  done  is 
to  report  to  the  Senate  legislation  pro- 
viding for  rate  Increases. 

This  Senate  authorized  the  creation  of 
sm  advisory  committee  on  postal  mat- 
ters which  made  an  extended  and 
thorough  study  of  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment. 

These  hearings  and  recommendations 
were  printed  in  Senate  Report  No.  1086. 
83d  Congress.  2d  session.  It  is  one  of  the 
most  exhaustive  and  thorough  studies  of 
the  Department  since  its  establishment. 

Under  the  circumstances  I  urge  that 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  witlidraw  his  amendment.  It 
does  not  belong  on  this  bill.  I  think  it 
would  be  most  helpfiU  If  the  Senate  lead- 
ership would  give  serious  thought  to  fur- 
ther consideration  of  the  bill  on  its  own 
merits. 

Again  I  say  that  I  am  very  much  in 
favor  of  a  postal  pay  increase.  I  think 
both  the  postal  and  the  classified  work- 
ers have  demonstrated  by  their  testi- 
mony before  the  committee  that  they 
are  entitled  to  this  salary  increase — it 
should  not  and  cannot  be  dependent  on 
other  matters. 

So  I  urge,  as  before,  that  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  South  Carolina 
seriously  consider  withdrawing  his 
amendment.  Then  I  would  plead  and 
hope  that  we  might  have  an  opportunity 
to  give  a  subject  of  this  importance  the 
consideration  which  it  deserves.  Again 
I  urge  the  leadership  to  give  us  an  op- 
portunity to  act  directly  on  a  pay  in- 
crease. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  now 
that  additional  Senators  have  entered 
the  Chamber,  I  desire  to  state  that  this 
evening  we  started  with  a  program  which 
the  majority  leader  announced,  after 
consultation  with  the  policy  committee 
and  after  having  advised  the  minority 
leadership. 

The  program  started  with  Calendar 
No.  2235.  H.  R.  6616.  relating  to  copy- 
rights.  That  bill  was  passed. 

Next  the  Senate  considered  Calendar 
No.  2352.  S.  2821.  dealing  with  the  Mis- 
souri River  Compact.  That  bill  was 
passed  by  the  Senate. 

We  have  scheduled  next  Calendar  No. 
1801.  H.  R.  2235,  dealing  with  the  Santa 
Maria  water  and  water  storage  reservoirs. 

The  next  bill  scheduled  is  Calendar 
No.  2344.  Senate  bill  3772.  the  Federal 
Property  Act. 

It  is  then  pn^wsed  to  proceed  to  Calen- 
dar No.  2000.  Senate  bill  1555,  relating 
to  the  Colorado  River. 


That  bin  Is  to  be  followed  by  Calendar 
No.  2249,  H.  R.  7840,  relating  to  railroad 
retirement  legislation. 

That  is  a  pretty  full  program  for  the 
evening.  I  have  made  it  clear  that  addi- 
tional legislation  cannot  be  scheduled 
beyond  today  until  it  can  be  seen  what 
progress  can  be  made  with  the  program 
which  has  been  outlined. 

The  amendment  oflfered  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina  is  to  attach 
to  a  bill  relating  to  a  local  project  of 
great  need  in  the  Santa  Maria  area  of 
California  the  postal  pay  bill,  an  amend- 
ment which  obviously  is  not  germane. 
The  Senate  does  not  have  a  rule  of 
germaneness.  Similarly,  an  amendment 
could  be  offered  to  attach  the  FEPG  bill, 
the  poll  tax  bill,  or  any  other  bill  which 
is  not  germane  to  the  bill  under  con- 
sideration. That  practice  has  been 
avoided  for  the  most  part  at  this  session 
of  the  Senate. 

I  say  ..on  my  responsibility  as  majority 
leader,  that  if  there  were  offered  to  a 
bill  an  amendment  to  attach  the  PEPC 
measure  to  it,  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  killing  the  measure,  I,  on  my 
responsibility  as  majority  leader,  would 
move  to  table  it.  That  is  the  motion  I 
intend  to  make  in  this  case. 

Normally,  I  do  not  believe  in  making 
a  motion  to  table  when  an  amendment  is 
germane  to  the  subject  matter  of  the 
bill.  But  these  are  the  closing  days  of 
the  session.  The  exact  date  of  adjoiurn- 
ment  has  not  been  set,  because  it  may 
depend  upon  the  amount  of  progress 
which  can  be  made.  I  understand  that 
the  conference  report  on  the  foreign  aid 
bill  will  be  before  the  Senate  tomorrow. 
The  conferees  have  agreed.  The  House 
will  meet  tomonow. 

It  is  hoped  to  act  upon  a  number  of 
other  conference  reports  tomorrow.  It 
is  planned  to  call  them  up  whenever  they 
are  ready. 

I  believe  that  to  propose  an  amend- 
ment such  as  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  has  offered  in  this  instance  is 
not  orderly  legislative  procedure.  I  tJiink 
it  opens  up  a  highly  dangerous  precedent. 
both  for  this  and  future  sessions  of  the 
Senate. 

I  think  the  Senate  might  very  well  live 
to  regret  legislating  in  this  manner.  I 
appeal  to  Senators  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  to  sustain  the  leadership.  I  recog- 
nize that  the  United  States  Senate  has 
the  control  of  its  own  destinies.  At  any 
time  49  Senators — if  all  Senators  are 
present — desire  to  take  over  or  to  change 
the  program  which  the  leadership  has 
proposed,  they  can  do  so.  But  if  they 
intend  to  do  so,  they  should,  at  least,  do 
it  in  that  manner,  and  not  by  attaching 
a  nongermane  amendment  to  a  bill  of 
the  nature  of  the  Santa  Maria  bill. 

It  is  only  for  that  reason  that  I  feel  I 
would  be  justified  in  making  the  motion 
I  now  intend  to  make.  I  feel  that  any 
majority  leader,  whether  he  sat  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle  or  on  this  side  of 
the  aisle,  having  the  same  responsibility. 
would  act  in  the  same  manner. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield?  j 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  distin- 
guished majority  leader  is,  of  course, 
aware  of  the  substantial  amount  of  sen- 


timent for  the  consideration  at  this  ses- 
sion of  the  pending  amendment.  The 
normal  process  is  for  the  Senator's  policy 
committee  to  consider  proposed  legis- 
lation and  to  schedule  it.  Up  to  this 
time,  the  policy  committee  of  the  ma- 
jority has  not  seen  fit  to  schedule  the 
pay-increase  bill.  Is  the  Senator  from 
California  in  a  position  to  say  that  with- 
in another  day  or  two,  or  three  days,  if 
the  policy  committee  refuses  to  schedule 
the  bill 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No;  I  have  not 
said  that. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  would  not 
ask  the  Senator  from  California  when 
he  has  a  gun  at  his  head,  to  say  that  he 
intends  to  schedule  any  form  of  the 
pending  proposal,  but  I  ask  the  Senator 
if  it  is  not  possible  to  have  the  policy 
committee  give  further  consideration  to 
the  pending  proposal,  in  the  hope  that 
perhaps  Members  of  the  Senate  who  wish 
to  vote  on  the  question  may  do  $o  at  this 
session. 

I  realize  that  the  majority  leader 
made  an  earnest  effort  to  formulate  an 
amendment  which  he  hoped  would  be 
satisfactory.  When  it  was  presented 
this  afternoon  and  discussed  Within  a 
limited  time,  it  appeared  to  meet  con- 
siderable objection.  I  hope  the  major- 
ity leader  will  be  willing  to  indicate  to 
the  Senate  that  he  will  make  another 
attempt  to  have  either  the  Johnston 
amendment  or  a  similar  proposal  pre- 
sented to  the  policy  committee  while 
the  Senate  still  has  plenty  of  other  busi- 
ness to  keep  it  occupied.  Two  or  three 
conference  reports  have  reached  the 
Senate.  Perhaps  tomorrow  the  policy 
committee  can  determine  whether  it  will 
permit  a  proposal  incorporating  the 
Johnston  amendment  to  come  before  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  members  of 
the  policy  committee  and  the  majority 
leader  have  not  closed  their  minds  to 
any  argument,  any  proposed  alterna- 
tives, or  any  suggested  amendments 
which  might  develop  an  area  of  agree- 
ment. But  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Texas  knows  that  I  do  not  wish 
to  mislead  the  Senate.  The  bill  has  not 
been  scheduled.  I  think  I  have  stated 
the  reasons  why.  Many  bills  of  great 
interest,  locally,  nationally,  and  area- 
wide,  have  been  scheduled.  Senators 
who  are  interested  in  them  hope  they 
will  be  considered,  and  that  they  will 
not  be  foreclosed.  For  that  matter,  any 
bill  on  the  calendar  is  still  subject  to 
being  scheduled,  depending  upon  the 
amount  of  progress  which  can  be  made 
on  the  program  tonight,  and  the  amount 
of  progress  which  can  be  made  on  other 
proposed  legislation. 

I  do  not  wish  to  place  myself  in  the 
position  of  misleading  the  minority 
leader  or  the  Senate.  It  is  my  purpose 
to  try,  in  an  orderly  way,  to  make  as 
much  progress  as  possible. 

The  railroad  retirement  bill  has  much 
support.  I  believe  it  passed  the  House 
by  a  vote  of  365  to  0.  But  until  tonight 
it  had  not  been  possible  to  find  a  place 
to  schedule  it.  A  place  has  now  been 
foimd  for  its  consideration,  if  the  bills 
ahead  of  it  can  be  cleared.  If  we  are  not 
able  to  make  more  progress  than  we  are 
now  making,  it  will  not  be  possible  to 


195J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


15017 


consider  the  biU.  I  had  hoped  the 
Senate  would  not  have  to  continue  in 
session  beyond  10  o'clock  tonight,  after 
the  experience  of  last  night.  If  more 
progress  is  not  made,  i'-  will  not  be  pos- 
sible to  complete  com.lderation  of  the 
remainder  of  the  items  on  tonight's 
schedule,  much  less  adding  bills  which 
have  not  yet  been  schf.Kluled. 

The  policy  committee   and  the  ma- 
jority leader  are  wlUing  to  keep  open 
minds.   We  shall  be  glad  to  consider  any 
arguments  presented  to  us.    If  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  CaroUna  has  any  other 
approach  to  the  problem,  which  might 
meet  the  matter  of  postal  revenues  part 
way,  we  shall  be  glad  to  have  him  tell 
us,  even  though  he  is  a  member  of  the 
Democratic  Party.    If  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  (Mr.  Carlson]  has  any  ideas  on 
the  question,  we  should  like  to  have  him 
come  before  the  committee.     Perhaps 
there  is  some  area  of  agreement  which 
can  be  reached.    But  I  do  not  like  to  be 
placed  in  the  position  described  by  the 
Senator  from  Texas,  as  I  think  I  ex- 
pressed it  earlier,  with  a  gun  at  my  head 
in  the  form  of  an  amendment  which  is 
not  germane  to  the   pending  bill,  and 
which  I  think  Is  conducive  to  disorder 
in  the  legislative  procedure,  and  forced 
to  make  a  commitment  that  a  particu- 
lar bill  will  be  brought  up.    I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  do  that.    If  I  lose  In  this 
instance,  I  shall  have  to  lose,  but,  so 
far  as  I  can  help  it.  we  are  not  going  to 
legislate  in  that  manner. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  minor- 
ity leader  made  it  very  clear  that  he  was 
not  putting  a  gun  to  the  head  of  the 
majority  leader,  and  he  was  not  asking 
the  Senator  to  make  a  hard  and  fast 
commitment  that  the  proposal  contained 
in  the  Johnston  amendment  would  be 
reported  to  the  Policy  CMiunittee  at  10 
a.  m.  tomorrow. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  understand  that. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  But  the 
question  I  should  like  answered  is 
whether  the  majority  leader  and  the 
Policy  Committee  are  willing  to  give  con- 
sideration to  scheduling  this  proposal, 
and.  if  necessary,  have  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson]  and 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  I  Mr.  Johnston!  come  before 
the  committee  and  exchange  points  of 
view,  to  ascertain  whether  agreement 
can  be  reached  and  to  learn  whether  we 
can  vote  either  on  this  proposal  or 
another  one. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Any  Senator  who 
is  Interested  in  proposed  legislation  on 
the  calendar,  and  feels  that  there  are 
facts,  figures,  proposals,  alternatives,  or 
amendments  which  sliould  be  submitted, 
and  that  the  proposed  legislation  is  of 
sufficient  importance  that  he  wants  to 
bring  it  to  the  attention  of  the  Policy 
Committee,  can  do  so.     We  do  not  oper- 
ate with  closed  minds,  as  I  am  sure  the 
PoUcy  Committee  ori  the  other  side  of 
the  aisle  does  not.    We  shall  be  glad  to 
entertain   any  reasonable  proposals  or 
testimony  which  mi?ht  be  offered,  but 
whether  I  am  to  win  or  lose  on  the  vote. 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  to  the 


Senator  whether  any  such  proposed  leg- 
islation is  scheduled. 

Mr.  THYE.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  was  impressed  with  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Kansas, 
the  chairman  of  the  Conunittee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service.  The  Senator 
has  worked  hard  on  a  pay  increase  bill. 
The  House  passed  a  bill  which  provided 
for  a  greater  pay  increa.se  than  is  pro- 
vided in  the  Senate  bill.  The  House 
passed  a  bill  which  provided  for  7  per- 
cent increases,  with  a  minimum  increase 
of  $200.  The  House  passed  the  bill  by 
an  overwhelming  majority,  in  fact, 
almost  unanimously.  352  Representatives 
being  in  favor  and  29  opposed. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service,  after  lengthy  study 
and  consideration,  recommended  a  bill 
to  the  Senate.  The  bill  is  before  the 
Senate.  I  admit  it  does  not  provide  for 
postal  rate  increases.  I  personally  feel 
that  a  postal  rate  increase  is  overdue. 

I  served  on  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  for  3  years.  I 
have  a  slight  knowledge  of  the  responsi- 
bilities and  heavy  duties  which  devolve 
upon  It,  and  I  know  the  demands  that 
are  made  upon  that  committee,  partic- 
ularly If  postal  rate  increases  are  In- 
volved. However,  I  believe  the  Senate 
could  act  on  the  pay  Increase  bill.  Con- 
gress will  reconvene  in  about  5  months' 
time.  Congress  could  then  immediately 
take  up  the  question  of  the  postal  rate  in- 
crease. I  believe  the  committee  staff 
could  give  thought  and  study  to  the  In- 
formation already  contained  in  its  files. 
I  know  what  material  was  taken  into 
consideration  and  was  studied  regarding 
postal  rates  when  I  was  on  the  com- 
mittee. ^     ^ ,     , 

I  t)elieve  that  no  more  important  legis- 
lation lies  upon  the  desks  of  Senators 
than  the  proposed  pay  increase  for  Fed- 
eral workers.  The  younger  Federal  em- 
ployees of  the  Nation,  both  those  em- 
ployed in  the  postal  service  and  others, 
are  having  an  extremely  difficult  time 
trying  to  maintain  their  homes  on  the 
incomes  that  younger  persons  in  the  Fed- 
eral service  receive. 

By  passing  a  pay  increase  bill.  I  think 
we  would  be  doing  justice  and  equity  to 
Federal  employees,  who  can  neither 
strike  nor  make  demands,  but  only  ap- 
peal to  us  in  Congress  to  give  them  relief 
when  their  income  Is  Insufficient  to  meet 
the   overhead   expenses   of    their   daily 

Uves.  .        , 

I  wish  to  call  the  attention  not  only 
of  the  pohcy  committee,  but  of  the  very 
able  majority  leader,  to  the  fact  that  the 
Senator  from  Kansas,  the  chauman  of 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  has  laid  before  this  body  a  legis- 
lative measure  which  Is  sound  In  every 
conceivable  way. 

For  that  reason,  if  the  Senate  were  to 
lay  it  aside  and  take  up  a  substitute,  I 
think  It  would  err.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina  is  wrong  in 
offering  an  amendment,  which  is  not 
germane,  to  another  bill.  I  have  served 
with  the  Senator  from  South  CaroUna 
on  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service.    I  wish  he  would  withdraw  his 


amendment,  so  that  we  may  proceed  in 
an  orderly  manner,  and  then  the  Senate 
could  act  on  a  motion  tomorrow  to  take 
up  the  salary  increase  bill  and  act  on 
the  bin  on  Its  own  merits,  without  con- 
fusing the  situation  by  trying  to  add  » 
salary  increase  to  another  bill  which  is 
before  the  Senate  and  ready  for  passage. 
Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  for  a  question. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  California  realizes  that  some  of  us 
find  ourselves  ip  a  rather  embarrassing 
position.  Some  of  us  have  taken  the 
attitude  that  we  would  vote  for  a  pay 
raise  for  postal  employees,  ^d  have  more 
or  less  assured  our  constituents  that  we 
would  do  so.  If  this  is  the  only  chance 
we  shall  have  to  vote  on  a  pay  increase, 
and  if  we  cannot  have  assurance  that  we 
shall  have  an  opjwrtimity  to  vote  on  a 
pay  increase  bill  at  this  session,  those  of 
us  who  have  more  or  less  committed  our- 
selves that  we  would  vote  for  a  pay  in- 
crease find  ourselves  in  the  awkward 
position  that  we  would  be  doing  less  than 
keeping  our  word  if  we  did  not  vote  for 
the  proposal. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  tmderstand  the 
Senator's  problem,  and  I  wfiint  the  Sen- 
ator to  know  that  the  problem  I  have  is 
not  an  easy  one.  I  know  what  I  do  will 
be  misrepresented,  but  I  have  a  respon- 
sibility to  carry  out.  I  have  no  quarrel 
with  a  Senator  who  thinks  that  he  must 
vote  for  such  a  proposal.  However,  in 
the  orderly  procedure  of  the  Senate,  it 
seems  to  me  this  is  not  a  sound  way  to 
legislate.  It  seems  to  me  it  wovdd  open 
up  dangerous  precedents  which  might 
rise  to  plague  the  Democratic  Party,  if  it 
became  the  majority  party,  as  well  as  to 
plague  the  Repubhcan  Party,  which  now 
is  in  nominal  control. 

In  the  French  Chamber  of  E)eputies 
they  have  blocs  and  confusion,  and  they 
do  not  know  from  day  to  day  where  the 
responsibiUty  rests  or  who  the  govern- 
ment is.    I  think  we  want  to  avoid  such 
a  situation.   We  temporarily  are  charged 
with  setting  the  legislative  program.    It 
seems  to  me  that  responsibility  should 
not  be  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
majority  leader,  particularly  when  we 
have  a  schedule.    I  think  we  have  tried 
during  this  session  to  work  out  a  sched- 
ule, and  I  have  tried  to  give  equal  con- 
cern to  those  who  had  problems  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle  as  I  have  to  Sen- 
ators on  this  side  of  the  aisle.    Under 
those  circumstances,  and  considering  the 
delay  that  this  type  of  maneuver  would 
cause,  I  can  do  nothing  but  resist  with 
all  the  parliamentary  devices  I  have  open 

to  me.  ^     ..     ^  _jii 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    Mr.  President,  will 

the  Senator  yield?  ^  .    .^    « 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Coidd  not  the  as- 
surance be  given  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana— and  I  feel  as  he  does,  that 
I  should  like  to  have  a  chance  to  vote  on 
a  pay  increase— that,  in  the  orderly 
process,  tomorrow  we  would  have  a  per- 
fect right  to  make  a  rpotion  to  caU  up  the 

bill? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    The  Senate  rules 
so  provide.    The  wisdom  of  doing  so. 
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each  Senator  must  decide  for  himself. 
In  any  event,  the  rules  do  not  limit  the 
making  of  such  a  motion  to  the  majority 
leader.  The  normal  procedure  is  that 
«uch  motions  are  made  fc^  the  Senator 
who  occupies  the  majority  leader's  posi- 
tion, but  the  rules  do  not  so  limit  the 
making  of  such  a  motion. 

liir.  ANDERSON.  I  intend  to  vote,  as 
the  majority  leader  has  Indicated,  to 
taUe  the  proposal,  because  I  think  there 
will  be  a  chance  to  bring  up  the  proposal 
In  an  orderly  way.  As  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  has  done.  I  have  said  that  I 
intend  to  vote  for  a  pay  raise.  However, 
I  do  not  believe  this  is  the  orderly  way  to 
do  it.  

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  California  realizes  that  the  mem- 
bership has  to  JBit  and  wait  and  listen  to 
what  measures  are  to  be  voted  on  largely 
through  the  docisions  and  the  responsi- 
bilities of  the  majority  and  the  good  in- 
tentions of  the  majority.  However, 
this  may  be  ttie  only  opportunity  we 
will  have  to  vote  on  the  question.  I  do 
not  like  the  idea  of  setting  precedents  of 
this  kind.    I  did  not  enter  the  Chamber 

in  time  to  hear  all  the  Senator  from 
California  had  to  say.  As  I  understood, 
he  said  he  had  an  open  mind  and  had 
not  closed  the  door  to  the  policy  com- 
mittee's leaving  it  up  to  the  member- 
ahip  to  vote  on  the  question.    Is  that 

what  the  majority  leader  said? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes ;  in  referring  to 
the  unscheduled  measures  on  the  calen- 
dar, of  which  this  is  an  Important  one,  I 
said  that  all  of  them  are  open  to  consid- 
eration by  the  policy  committee.  Some- 
times amendments  which  develop  an  area 
of  agreement  are  suggested,  and  thus  the 
bill  can  be  supported,  whereas  otherwise 
It  could  not  be. 

Mr.  STENNia  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
cannot  speak  for  other  Members;  but  so 
far  as  he  knows,  will  other  Members  ap- 
proach this  question  with  the  same  open 
mind  with  which  the  majority  leader  has 
approached  it.  and  wiU  they  give  honest 
consideration  to  the  question  of  finding  a 
place  for  it  on  the  schedule?  I  seek 
information. 

Bir.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  sure  they  will. 
In  the  case  of  both  this  and  every  other 
piece  of  proposed  legislation  on  the  cal- 
endar. Of  course,  as  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  knows,  imder  our  parliamen- 
tary procedure  the  policy  committee  does 
not  schedule,  and  cannot  schedule,  meas- 
ures for  consideration  by  the  Senate  until 
they  have  been  reported  by  the  standing 
committees  of  the  Senate.  So  we  are 
limited  to  the  items  which  are  on  the 
printed  calendar. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
California  also  mentioned  the  possibility 
that  some  other  bill  could  be  displaced. 
No  Member  desires  to  try  to  displace  a 
pending  measure,  but  that  may  be  the 
only  remedy  left.  The  Senator  from 
Mississippi  might,  tomorrow,  support  a 
motion  to  displace  some  other  bill  be- 
cause, even  though  I  am  not  sponsoring 
this  bill.  I  think  it  should  be  voted  on 
because  It  Is  of  national  significance  and 
importance. 
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Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield  for  an  ob- 
servation? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  propose  to  dis- 
cuss the  merits  or  the  demerits  of  the 
parliamentary  tactic?  which  is  now  be- 
ing employed  in  the  Senate,  but  I  have 
heard  several  Members  speak  of  it  as 
though  it  were  an  Innovation.  This  is 
no  innovation  at  all,  Mr.  President. 
This  particular  parliamentary  tactic 
has  been  used  time  and  time  again  in 
my  9  years  in  the  Senate.  No  precedent 
is  being  established  here  tonight  as  far 
as  parliamentary  tactics  are  concerned 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  to  lay  on  the  table  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Johnston]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  on  this  question  I  a^k  for 
the  yeas  and  nays.  | 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  suggest  the  absence  of  a.  quorum 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 
Anderson 
Barrett 
Beau 

Bennett 

Bowrlng 

Brlcker 

Buch 

Butler 

Carlson 

Case 

Chavez 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Crlppa 

Dlrksen 

Dworshak 

EUender 

Ervin 

Ferguson 

r*ear 

Fulbrlght 

George 

Ooldwater 

Oore 


Green 

Hayden 

Hetidrlckson 

Heiinings 

Hlckenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 

Hiuiiphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

KUgore 

Knowland 

Kucbel 

Langer 

Lehman 

Lennon 

Long 

Magnvison 

Malone 

Mansfield 


Martin      .^ 

McCarran 

McCleliaa 

Mlllikln 

MonroneJ 

Morse        ! 

Mundt       I 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastore 

Payne 

Potter 

Reynolds 

Robertson 

Russell 

SaltonstaK 

Schoeppel 

Smathers 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith,  N.J. 

Stennls 

Thye 

Watklns 

Williams 

Young 


The  PRESroiNG  OFFICER.     A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

^  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr 
KNOWLAND]  to  lay  on  the  table  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Johnston]. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  on 
this  question  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 
The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President  do 
I  correctly  understand  that  the  question 
on  which  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been 
ordered  is  on  agreeing  to  my  motion  to 
lay  on  the  table  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  iMr 
Johnston]? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

On  this  question  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will 
call  the  roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roU 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.    I  announce  that 
toe  senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr 
Wiley]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate 


The  senior  Senator  from  Indi£uia  [Mr. 
Capehart]  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Welker]  are  absent  on  official  busi- 
ness. 

The  senior  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  Bridges],  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Uutf],  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders],  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  JennerI, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr! 
McCarthy],  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut [Mr.  Pttrtell],  and  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire  [Ml-.  Upton] 
are  necessarily  absent. 

On  this  vote,  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Duff]  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Eastland], 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan- 
ders] is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman]  ,  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker]  is  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  Illinois  ilSx. 
Douglas].  If  present  and  voting  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dttit], 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan- 
ders], and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Welker]  would  each  vote  "yea."  while 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land], the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman]  ,  and  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Douglas]  would  each  vote  "nay." 
Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  ButKE],  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel],  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas],  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Eastland], 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr! 
Maybank],  and  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Symington]  are  absent  on 
official  business. 

Tile  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd] 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gil- 
lette] is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 
I  announce  that  on  this  vote  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas]  is 
paired  with  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Welker].  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  would  vote  "nay." 
and  the  Senator  Irom  Idaho  would  vote 
"yea." 

I  announce  that  on  this  vote  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Eastland]  is 
paired  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vama  [Mr.  Duff].  If  present  and  vot- 
ing, the  Senator  from  Mississippi  would 
vote  "nay,"  and  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania would  vote  "yea." 

I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama [Mr.  Sparkman]  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders]. 
If  present  and  voting  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  would  vote  "nay,"  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  would  vote  "yea  " 

I  announce  further  that  if  present' and 
voting  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr 
Burke],  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr' 
Gillette],  the  Senator  from  South  Car- 
olina [Mr.  Maybank  1,  and  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  SymingtonJ  would 
each  vote  "nay." 

The  result  was  announced— yeas  47 
nays  30,  as  follows:  ^  «  ■«'. 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Beau 

Bennett 

Bowrlng 

Brlcker 


YEAS— 47 

Bush  Dlrksen 

Butler  Dworstiak 

Carlson  EUender 

Case  Ferguaon 

Cooper  prear 

Cordon  Oeorg« 

Crlppa  Goldwuter 
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Harden 

Uartln 

Bchoeppel    ' 

Hendrlckflon 

MUUkln 

Smith,  Matna 

Hlckenlooper 

Mxindt 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Holland 

Payne 

Stennls 

Johnaon,  Tex. 

Potter 

Thye 

Kennedy 

Reynolds 

Watklns 

Knowland 

Robertson 

WlUlams 

Kucbel 

RusseU 

Yoimg 

Malone 

Baltonirtan 
NATS— SC 

Cbave* 

jMkson 

element* 

Johnson.  C<do. 

Manstteld 

Ervln 

Johnston,  8.  C 

McCanmn 

Pulbrlght 

KefauTer 

McClellan 

Oore 

Kerr 

Monroney 

Green 

Kllgore 

MOTM 

Hennlnca 

Langer 

Murray 

Hill 

Lehman 

Neely 

Humphrey 

Xjennon 

Pastore 

Ivee 

Ix>ng 

Smathers 

NOT  VOTING- 

-19 

Bridges 

KasUand 

Sparkman 

Burke 

Flanders 

Symington 

Byrd 

OlUette 

Uirton 

Capehart 

Jenner 

Welker 

Daniel 

Uayhank 

WUey 

Douglaa 
Duff 

McCarthy 
PurteU 

So  Mr.  Knowland's  motion  to  lay  on 
the  table  the  amendment  of  Mr.  John- 
ston of  South  Carolina  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
bill  is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDINO  OPVICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSK.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  discuss  the  bill  briefly.  I  wish  to  pre- 
sent both  sides  of  this  issue. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  discuss  this 
bill  briefly  because  I  think  it  is  a  mistake 
in  the  closing  hours  of  this  session  of 
Congress  to  pass  a  bill  which  contains 
so  many  sweeping  implications  as  this 
bill  contains,  and  which  I  think  involves 
the  danger  of  establishing  the  precedent 
that  this  bill  is  Ukely  to  listablish  in  con- 
nection with  the  conservation  of  the 
United  SUtes. 

This  bill.  Mr.  President,  seeks  to  au- 
thorize the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
construct  a  dam  and  also  a  reservoir, 
and  the  bill  involves  a  substantial 
amount  of  money.  This  Is  not  a  particu- 
larly small  project.  Mr.  I»resident.  It  is 
a  very  large  project.  In  my  judgment, 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  policy  it  is 
going  to  determine.  It  :;s  an  irrigation 
project,  but  it  differs  from  the  usual  irri- 
gation project  where  water  is  conveyed  to 
lands  l^  pipes  or  dltehes. 

Here  the  landowners  get  the  water 
from  the  natural  ground -water  reservoir 
underlying  the  Santa  Maria  Valley  and 
draw  it  up  by  means  of  well  pumps.  The 
purpose  of  project  would  be  to  control 
the  amovmt  of  water  which  flows  into 
the  area  in  streams — ^holding  it  to  the 
amount  which  would  fill  but  not  over- 
flow the  imderground  natural  reservoir, 
so  as  to  save  water  which  now  goes  to  the 
sea  during  overflow  periods.  After  com- 
pletion of  the  project,  landowners  would 
still  be  pumping  their  water  from  the 
underground  storage  area. 

rAW  GovxamiTO  kxcxss  land 

SecUon  423  (e)  of  UUe  43,  United 
States  Code,  states  with  reference  to  ir- 
rigation contracts  entered  into  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  land- 
owners; 

Such  contract  •  •  •  shall  further  provide 
that  all  irrigable  land  held  in  private  own- 
ership In  excess  of  160  Irrigable  acres  shall 
be   appraised  •  •  •  and   the   price   thereat 

C B45 


fixed  *  •  •  on  the  basis  of  Its  actual  bona 
fide  value  At  the  date  of  appraisal  without 
reference  to  the  proposed  construction  of 
the  irrigation  works:  and  that  no  such  ex- 
cess lands  so  held  shaU  receive  water  from 
any  project  or  division  If  the  owners  thereof 
BhaU  refuse  to  execute  valid  recordable  con- 
tracts for  the  sale  of  such  lands  under  terms 
and  conditions  satisfactory  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  and  at  prices  not  to  ex- 
ceed those  fixed  by  the  Secretary. 

In  other  words,  a  land  owner  may  re- 
t Jive  water  from  a  Federal  reclamation 
project — and  this  is  one — for  only  160 
acres — or  320  acres  for  man  and  wife — 
and  if  his  holdings  are  in  excess  of  that 
amount  he  cannot  receive  water  unless 
he  agrees  to  sell  the  excess  land  at  price 
based  on  reasonable  value  of  land  prior 
to  construction  of  project. 

AC«EaC«     LOCTTATIOir     BENKnTS     TKWaVT-BOXD 
TAMMS 

The  "160-acre  limitation"  was  written 
Into  the  Reclamation  Act  of  1902  to  as- 
sure that  federally  financed  projects  for 
irrigation  would  benefit  the  holders  of 
"family  size"  farms,  and  to  prevent  fed- 
erally financed  water  projects  from  being 
the  means  of  enriching  owners  of  large 
tracts  of  land,  with  speculators  and  ab- 
sentee land  owners  often  holding  large 
acreages  of  arid  land. 

There  Is  no  question  about  the  fact 
that  Teddy  Roosevelt,  in  his  conservation 
policy,  sought  to  protect  the  family-size 
farm.  He  sought  to  provide  a  conserva- 
tion program  whereby  Federal  funds 
would  be  used  in  reclamation  projects 
for  the  benefit  of  American  farm  f ami- 
Ues.  not  for  the  benefit  of  large  corporate 
farms,  not  for  the  benefit  of  speculators 
and  absentee  landowners. 

SHOULD    NOT   MAKZ   KXCXPTION    TO   LAW 

I  believe  we  need  to  keep  that  in  mind, 
because  I  care  not  what  language  is  used 
in  the  debate  tonight  in  seeking  to  jus- 
tify this  proposal  as  an  exception  to  the 
160-acre  limitation.  The  fact  remains 
it  is  an  exception.  In  my  judgment, 
when  we  start  making  exceptions  to  this 
very  sound  conservation  poUcy,  we 
should  be  extremely  careful  to  determine 
where  the  exceptions  will  lead  us.  It 
does  not  take  very  many  exceptions  to 
destroy  a  rule.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say 
that  every  rule  has  its  exception.  But 
when  a  rule  becomes  honeycombed  with 
exceptions,  it  ceases  to  be  a  rule. 
ooirsavATioir  polbct  xmxnXMiMCD 


I  am  afraid — and  I  speak  out  of  deep 
conviction  on  this  subject,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent— that  we  are  on  our  way  tonight  to 
undermine  the  160-acre  limitation  con- 
servation policy  which  has  been  in  effect 
since  1902. 

In  my  judgment,  that  policy,  adopted 
hi  1902,  follows  the  idea  of  having  the 
Oovemment  do  for  the  people  what  they 
cannot  possibly  do  for  themselves.  Small 
farmers  could  not  themselves  build  dams 
and  projects.  Big  land  companies  could 
possibly  do  so.  Holders  of  large  tracts  of 
land  do  not  lose  anything  if  they  sell  off 
excess  land,  and  then  they  and  the  pur- 
chasers all  benefit  to  the  extent  of  get- 
ting irrigation  for  160  acres  each. 

rUBUC     POLICY    OONaatMKD 

When  I  deal  wltti  the  so-called  excess 
land  ownership  involved  in  this  case, 
from  the  standpoint  of  public  p(dicy  it 


would  be  much  to  be  preferred  that  tbft 
excess  land  be  sold  to  farm  famlUem. 
It  would  be  preferable  to  bring  some 
families  into  this  area,  to  use  the  water 
which  will  be  made  available  by  the  ex- 
penditure of  tax  dollars  paid  into  the 
United  States  Treasury  by  aU  the  peo- 
ple of  the  coimtry. 

The  Santa  Maria  project  area  is  about 
50,000  acres.  One-fourth  of  the  land  In 
the  area  is  held  by  "excess"  holders. 
Benefits  of  project  will  be  realized  imme- 
diately by  owners  in  so-called  upper  area 
in  wliich  there  are  11  excess  holders, 
and  eventually  in  lower  area  in  whicli 
there  are  2  excess  holders.  In  other 
words,  13  excess  holders,  among  them 
corporation  and  absentee  landlords,  own 
25  percent  of  land  in  area  to  be  bene- 
fited by  the  expenditure  of  this  large 
sum  of  money,  which  is  being  made 
available  for  this  project,  not  by  the  tax- 
payers of  California  alone,  but  by  the 
taxpayers  of  all  the  48  States. 

Mr.  President,  when  we  have  our  at- 
tention focused  on  a  project  in  our  own 
State,  it  is  easy,  somehow,  to  get  into  our 
heads  the  idea  that  that  project  is  dif- 
ferent from  a  similar  project  located  in 
another  State. 

BROUU)  PUT  ASZBB  SPBCTAX.  PLKAOXmi 

I  speak  most  respectfully,  because  I  am 
very  fond  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
California — in  fact.  I  can  say  that  both 
Senators  from  California  are  my  per- 
sonal friends — when  I  say  that  we  ought 
always  to  recognize  the  fact  when  we 
come  to  deal  with  ah  argument  of  Sena- 
tors from  a  given  State  in  which  a  proj- 
ect is  located,  we  ought  to  follow  the 
practice  that  good  lawyers  follow  In  the 
courtroom  when  they  have  witnesses  be- 
fore them  who  they  know  have  KpAflal 
pleading  interests. 

That  is  no  criticism.  The  Senators 
from  California  unquestionably  have  a 
special  interest  in  the  pending  bin.  and 
I  say  that  every  consideration  should  be 
given  to  their  argxnnents.  but  I  also  om- 
tend  their  argvunents  should  be  Judged 
In  the  light  of  the  fact  that  they  are  the 
Senators  fnxn  the  State  in  which  the 
project  Is  located. 

Therefore,  we  ought  to  take  a  good 
look  at  what  we  are  doing  to  a  conaenra- 
tion  policy  which  has  existed  In  tiiis 
country  since  1902. 

BILL  XXZXPTS  SAMTA  ICAIXA  PBOJXCT  TBOX 

anxAMATioir  law 

This  bill  excepts  the  Santa  Maria  proj- 
ect from  the  160-acre  limitation  by  this 
proviso.  It  Is  an  interesting  one,  and  I 
shall  offer  an  amendment  that  aofiks  to 
strike  it  out: 

Provided.  That  In  view  of  the  special  dr- 
cumstances  of  the  Santa  Maria  project, 
neither  the  provisions  of  the  third  aentenoa 
of  section  46  of  the  act  of  May  25.  1926  (44 
Stat.  636, 64B)  nor  any  other  »<it»»t  provlgloa 
of  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  shaU  he  tip- 
pUcable  thereto  so  long  as  the  water  utUlaed 
on  project  lands  is  acquired  by  pumptng  f  ran 
the  underground  reservoir. 

The  proponents  of  the  bin  daim  the 
160-acre  limitation  is  unworkable  in 
the  Santa  Maria  case.  They  argue  that 
with  the  usual  project,  water  can  be  re- 
fused to  those  who  do  not  execute  re- 
quired contracts  to  sell  excess  land,  but 
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here  there  would  be  no  mechanical  con- 
trol. 

They  argue  that  if  one  landowner  re- 
fused to  execute  a  contract  and  held  ex- 
cess lands,  and  the  project  were  built, 
he  could  draw  project  water  along  with 
natural  water  from  his  pumps,  and  that 
there  is  no  way  to  separate  the  inter- 
mingled waters.  Then  they  argue  that 
In  order  to  build  the  project,  every  land- 
owner in  the  area  which  would  be  bene- 
fited would  first  have  to  execute  a  con- 
tract. If  only  one  refused,  the  project 
could  not  be  built. 

ABCtnCSMTB  or  CAUrOSMIA   OPFONKXTTB   OF  BILL 

The  opponents  of  the  bill  say — and  I 
use  the  arguments  of  the  opponents  of 
the  bill  in  California,  because  this  bill 
does  not  come  to  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  with  any  unanimous  sup- 
port from  groups  in  California  who  are 
vitally  interested  in  reclamation  projects 
in  the  State  of  California — the  oppo- 
nents say  there  is  no  reamn  to  assume 
all  will  not  agree  to  execute  the  con- 
tracts. They  say,  further,  that  if  the 
people  in  the  area  want  the  project  for 
the  common  good,  it  should  be  up  to  the 
local  people  to  secure  agreement  on  the 
part  of  the  13  who  hold  25  percent  of  the 
land  in  the  area  as  excess  land.  It 
should  not  be  a  case  of  Congress  being 
blackjacked  into  making  an  exception, 
by  a  threat  on  the  part  of  one  or  a 
handful  of  persons  who  might  say  that 
they  will  not  agree,  unless  they  can  have 
an  exception  which  will  allow  them  to 
draw  water  out  of  the  project  financed 
by  Federal  dollars  to  be  used  on  land  far 
In  excess  of  the  160-acre  limitation. 

There  are  many  attacks  on  the  160- 
acre  limitation  now  being  made  by  those 
who  want  to  get  Federal  projects  for  the 
benefit  of  big  landowners,  particularly 
In  California,  where  the  fight  has  raged 
for  years  to  remove  the  limitation  in 
connection  with  the  Central  Valley  proj- 
ect. 

rSLXCEDKNT  WOm   IXCBPTIOir   XN   CKMTBAL   VALLKT 

There  are  those  in  California  who  fear 
that  if  we  start  this  exception  tonight  by 
passage  of  this  bill  there  will  be  more 
and  more  exceptions,  and  that  we  will 
strengthen  the  position  of  those  who 
want  the  whole  Central  California  Val- 
ley project  made  an  exception  to  the  160- 
acre  limitation. 

There  seems  to  be  a  case  for  the  two 
excess  holders  in  the  lower  area  where 
benefits  will  not  be  received  for  some 
time  in  the  future.  It  seems  to  me  this 
could  be  met  by  allowing  them  to  hold 
the  lands  which  are  In  excess  of  160 
acres  until  the  time  when  the  benefits 
may  reasonably  be  expected  to  occur. 
They  could  be  required  to  deposit  con- 
tracts with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
before  the  project  is  built,  and  contracts 
would  have  the  condition  precedent  that 
the  benefits  would  occur. 

It  is  argued  by  the  proponents  of  the 
bill  that  Representative  Jack  Shellet 
acreed  to  this  bill,  and  he  is  known  to  be 
one  of  the  outstanding  conservationists 
in  the  State  of  California  and  is  known 
to  be  one  of  the  most  ardent  supporters 
of  the  160-acre  limitation  policy,  but  in 
this  instance  he  went  along  with  the  ex- 
ception. 


f.i^ 


I  do  not  propose  to  speak  for  Mr. 
Shxllkt.  but  I  do  propose  to  speak  to  the 
record  in  respect  to  his  participation. 
There  is  no  doubt  about  the  fact,  Mr. 
President,  that  at  least  at  one  time  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  when  this 
issue  was  before  the  House,  he  went 
along  with  the  exception.  Before  I  con- 
clude I  shall  quote  from  an  insertion 
which  he  put  into  the  Congressional 
Record  subsequent  to  the  House  action 
on  this  bill,  including  an  insertion  con- 
taining material  from  the  Veterans  of 
Foreign  Wars  in  opposition  to  the  bill. 
But  I  shall  let  Mr.  Shelley's  statement 
speak  for  itself. 

If  Mr.  Shelley  is  still  for  this  excep- 
tion. I  think  he  is  making  a  mistake,  and 
a  great  many  of  his  friends  in  California 
likewise  think  he  is  making  a  mistake 
if  he  is  still  for  the  exception. 

I  wish  to  invite  attention  to  the  posi- 
tion taken  by  one  of  the  recognized  con- 
servation authorities  in  the  State  ol  Cali- 
fornia. Paul  S.  Taylor,  of  the  University 
of  California,  an  authority  in  thi«  field 
and  an  ardent  opponent  of  this  bill.  In 
a  letter  which  I  received  from  him  un- 
der date  of  August  16 — and  I  shall  not 
burden  the  Record  with  the  personal 
reference  he  makes  in  the  letter  con- 
cerning my  opposition  to  this  bill,  but  he 
wrote  to  thank  me  for  my  opposition  to 
the  bill — he  said: 

California  Is  now  tindertaking  to  get  itself 
organized  on  the  water  and  power  issue  and 
Is  holding  a  Statewide  meeting  sponsored 
by  the  State  Grange  on  August  28  in  Bacra- 
xnento. 

He  goes  on  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that 
he  believes  there  will  come  out  of  the 
movement  which  is  developing  in  Cali- 
fornia now  in  opposition  to  this  bill  a  pro- 
gram which  will  be  much  to  the  benefit 
of  the  development  of  reclamation  proj- 
ects In  the  State  of  California  and  which 
Will  serve  as  a  basis  for  a  greater  una- 
nimity of  opinion  on  a  program  in  Cali- 
fornia. He  tells  me  in  his  letter  to  me 
that  he  hopes  I  can  get  a  delay  in  the 
consideration  of  this  bill  until  the  next 
session,  because  he  thinks  that  If  the 
Senate  will  wait  for  the  reaction  in  Cali- 
fornia to  develop  between  now  and  the 
next  session  of  Congress  with  respect  to 
this  bill  and  certain  other  California 
bills  which  are  on  the  calendar  we  would 
not,  come  January,  pass  this  bill  at  all. 

Mr.  President,  on  February  4  ol  this 
year,  subsequent  to  House  action  on  this 
bill,  the  Congressional  Record  shows  the 
following  : 

Mf.  Shkllet.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  connection 
with  the  Hoiise  action  on  February  2  In 
passing  House  bill  2235,  authorizing  con- 
struction cf  the  Santa  Maria  project,  I  sub- 
mit for  Inclusion  in  the  Congrescional 
Recoro  a  statement  on  the  bill  prepared  by 
Ck>mdr.  Gordon  H.  Wlnton.  Jr..  Department 
of  California,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars. 
The  statement,  unfortunately,  was  received 
too  late  to  be  presented  to  the  House  prior 
to  or  diiring  the  course  of  debate  on  tl*e  bill. 

However.  In  view  of  the  strong  detetxr-e  of 
the  160-acre-limltatlon  provisions  of  recla- 
mation law  which  Commander  Wlntoo  pre- 
sents, I  feel  that  his  statement  can  he  read 
with  profit  by  all  concerned  with  the  prob- 
lem. The  Members  of  the  House  will  re- 
member that  before  passage  of  H.  R,  2235 
I  offered  an  amendment  to  the  bill  to  make 
It  completely  clear  that  we  were  in  no  way 


compromising  the  Congress*  traditional  po- 
sition in  opposition  to  attempts  to  eliminate 
the  160-acre  limitation  as  a  cortterstone  of 
national  reclamation  policy.  The  fact  that 
my  amendment  was  overwhehtilngly  ap- 
proved by  the  House  again  confirms  that 
position.  j 

The  statement  follows:  I 

•'Modern  veterans,  like  their  predecessors 
for  two  centuries,  have  a  strong  stake  In  the 
preservation  and  enforcement  of  the  Nation's 
land  and  water  policy.  Ever  since  colonial 
times  It  has  been  customary  for  this  country 
to  take  special  measures  to  help  veterans  ob- 
tain a  portion  of  the  soil  for  which  they 
tought,  to  make  a  home  upon  It,  and  a  liv- 
ing for  themselves  and  their  families. 

"Congress  has  written  that  policy  into  law 
time  after  time  by  granting  soldiers'  scrip 
good  for  homesteadlng  on  the  public  do- 
main, by  helping  veterans  to  buy  farms  on 
favorable  financial  terms,  by  giving  veterans 
preference  on  reclaimed  public  lands,  and 
by  striking  at  those  age-old  twin  enemies 
that  throttle  opportunity  for  veterans  or  any 
other  qualified  persons  seeking  to  obtain 
farm  homes ;  viz.  private  monopoly  and  spec<- 
ulation. 

"The  purpose  of  the  Preemption  Act  of 
1841  and  the  Homestead  Act  of  1862  was  to 
favor  the  actual  settler  on  the  land.  During 
the  debates  on  the  homestead  bill  that  Pres- 
ident Abraham  Lincoln  made  into  law  by  his 
signature,  a  Congressman  from  Indiana  ex- 
pressed the  spirit  that  animated  the  measure 
In  these  words:  'Instead  of  baronial  pos- 
sessions, let  us  facilitate  the  Increase  of  In- 
dependent homesteads.  Let  us  ke«p  the  plow 
in  the  hands  of  the  owner.  Every  new  home 
that  Is  established,  the  independent  posses- 
sor of  which  cultivates  his  own  freehold  is 
establlshlns  a  new  republic  within  the  old. 
and  adding  a  new  and  strong  pillar  to  the 
edifice  of  the  State.' 

"When  western  settlements  cfoesed  the 
100th  meridian,  water  became  of  equal  im- 
portance with  land.  MaJ.  Jottn  Wesley 
Powell,  a  wounded  veteran  of  the  Civil  War, 
foresaw  the  necessity  for  conserving  water. 
and  the  dangers  inherent  In  permitting  ita 
nionopollzatlon  by  the  few.  In  the  1870*8  be 
wrote  in  his  famous  Report  on  the  Lands  of 
the  Arid  Region  of  the  United  States:  The 
question  for  legislators  to  solve  is  to  de- 
vise some  practical  means  by  wblch  water 
rights  may  be  distributed  among  individual 
farmers    and    water    monopolies    prevented.' 

'By  1902  Congress  got  around  to  devising  • 
practical  method  of  helping  to  develop  wa- 
ters for  irrigation.  It  passed  the  national 
reclamation  law.  signed  by  President  Theo- 
dore Roosevelt,  giving  generous  aid  to  water 
development.  Including  aid  to  prt-vate  land- 
holders with  insufficient  water  aupplies  of 
their  own.  As  Justification  for  thl»  extension 
of  public  help  for  private  benefit,  lind  mind- 
ful of  the  warning  by  Major  Powell,  Congress 
wrote  the  famous  160-acre  provision  Into  the 
reclamation  law  as  assurance  that  large  land- 
owners could  never  monopolize  pvblicly  de- 
veloped waters  nor  speculate  in  the  huge  in- 
cremental values  they  would  create.  In  this 
way  the  purposes  of  the  Preemption  and 
Homestead  Acts  were  applied  also  to  western 
waters." 

Mr.  President,  I  digress  to  apply  this 
observation  or  policy  to  the  bill.  In 
this  instance,  25  percent  of  50,000  acres 
is  held  by  13  owners.  In  my  judgment, 
considering  that  physical-acreage  fact. 
the  bill  cannot  be  spoken  of  as  a  bill 
which  aids  homesteaders,  because  a  large 
percentage  of  the  acreage  is  not  owned 
by  homesteaders  having  the  so-called 
family-size  farms. 

I  resume  reading  from  the  statement 
by  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Ware: 

Families  seeking  homes  on  the  land  were 
to  find  opportunity  kept  open,  not  tortcloaetX. 
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Settlers  were  to  be  spared  the  burden  of 
excessive  debt  to  speculating  landowners 
astride  the  sources  of  water.  Sound,  bal- 
anced communities  were  to  be  created,  with 
opportunities  for  business  and  professional 
men  as  well  as  for  independent  farm  oper- 
ators and  above  all  for  the  building  of  homes. 

The  California  Depai^ment  of  the  Veterans 
of  Foreign  Wars  has  endorsed  these  pur- 
poses of  reclamation  law  repeatedly,  and  has 
been  engaged  actively  for  a  full  decade  in  de- 
fending acreage  limitation  against  one  at- 
tempt after  another,  some  frontal  and  some 
from  ftank  or  rear,  to  remove  or  to  weaken 
Its  enforcement.  We  have  fought  equally 
against  efforts  to  undermine  it  in  Congress, 
and  against  the  laxity  of  Indifferent,  har- 
assed, insensitive,  or  unsympathetic  admin- 
istrators. 

At  our  latest  encampment.  In  June  1953. 
the  California  Department,  VFW,  passed  the 
foll6wlng  resolution: 

"Whereas  when  waterpower  and  nattiral 
resources  are  developed  by  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  the  160-acre  limitation  of  the 
Reclamation  Act  of  1902  Is  in  full  force  and 
effect;  and 

"Whereas  when  such  power  and  resources 
are  developed  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers, 
United  States  Army,  such  acreage  Unxitation 
is  evaded;  and 

"Whereas  unless  the  160-acre  limitation 
provisions  of  the  Reclamation  Act  of  ld02 
is  strictly  enforced  there  will  be  no  land 
available  to  veterans:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  Department  of  Cali- 
fornia. Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the 
United  States,  in  encampment  assembled  at 
Oakland.  Calif.,  June  21  through  24,  1953, 
again  affirm  its  support  to  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  and  commend  those  oflkials  of 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  who  steadfastly  work  to 
carry  out  the  Intent  and  purposes  of  the 
law  in  the  face  of  powerful  pressure  upon 
them  to  do  otherwise:  and  be  it  further 

'Resolved.  That  the  work  of  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  is  expanded  so  as  to  make  more 
land  available  to  veterans,  and  that  we  op- 
pose any  attempts  to  nullify  or  evade  the  160- 
acre  limitation  provisions  of  the  Reclamation 
Act  of  1902." 

The  California  VFW  Is  fully  aware  of  the 
long-standing  necessity  for  vigilance  if  the 
reclamation  law  is  to  achieve  ita  purposes. 
The  chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  found  it  necessary  to  warn  In 
1871  of  loopholes  in  the  homestead  law  that 
permitted  speculators  to  foreclose  opportu- 
nity to  the  pioneers.  Land  Commissioner 
Sparks  complained  in  1885  that  "the  public 
domain  was  being  made  the  prey  of  unscru- 
pulous speculations  and  the  worst  forms  of 
land  monopoly  through  systematic  frauds 
carried  on  and  consummated  under  the  pub- 
lic-land laws."  Meanwhile,  In  oiu"  own  State, 
the  Visalia  Delta  was  giving  ominous  warning 
against  the  growing  aggregations  of  land- 
holdings  on  May  6,  18T7.  that  the  people 
"will  find  themselves  confronted  by  an  array 
of  force  and  talent  to  secure  to  capital  the 
ownership  of  the  water  as  well  as  the  land." 
In  1924  President  Calvin  Coolldge  trans- 
mitted the  famous  Fact-Flnding  Report  to 
Congress  as  basis  for  the  strengthening  of 
legislation. 

It  contained  this  trenchant  declaration 
under  the  title  "Homesteader  Versus  Specu- 
lator": "It  was  hoped  that  the  homesteader 
under  the  Federal  Irrigation  works  would 
settle  upon  the  land  with  a  strong  determi- 
nation to  subdue  the  sou.  to  build  a  home, 
and  to  add  another  rural  farmstead  to  the 
thousands  which  form  the  stable  foundation 
of  our  Republic."  The  man  who  had  senred 
as  secretary  of  the  Fact-Finders  Committee. 
Dr.  John  A.  Widtsoe.  distinguished  citizen 
of  Utah  and  noted  authority  on  irrigation, 
wrote:  "In  future  as  in  earlier  irrigation  en- 
terprises, large  holdings  will  give  most  vexa- 
Uon.  •  •  •  In  the  futtire  It  wlU  be  even 


more  necessary  to  insist  that  large  holdings 
shall  not  receive  water  from  Government 
BuppUes,  unless  divided  Into  farm  units  of 
proper  size,  and  offered  to  Intending  pur- 
chasers at  reasonable  terms.  Speculators 
must  be  rigidly  excluded  from  the  benefits 
that  flow  from  the  operation  of  the  Reclama- 
tion Act." 

No  group  of  citizens  has  been  more  aware 
of  these  i>erils  from  those  whose  interests 
lead  them  to  seek  to  break  down  the  excess- 
lands  provisions  of  reclamation  law  than  the 
VFW.  We  have  repeatedly  and  publicly  op- 
posed every  effort  to  obtain  exemptions  from 
public  control  of  monopoly  and  speculation. 
We  have  called  attention  also  to  the  efforts 
of  excess  landowners  to  thwart  enforcement 
of  the  law  and,  to  the  hazards  from  admin- 
istrators who  toy  with  the  idea  of  letting 
them  crawl  through  legal  loopholes  to  nullify 
the  law.  On  October  11.  1951,  for  example, 
the  Appendix  to  the  Congressional  Record 
carried  our  warning  of  these  dangers  on 
Kings  and  Kern  Rivers  in  California.  In 
Issuing  that  statement  we  took  our  position 
squarely  beside  the  Task  Force  Report  of 
the  Hoover  Commission,  and  invited  all 
friends  of  this  Nation's  land  and  water  policy 
to  Join  with  us  in  its  preservation  against  the 
pressure*  of  excess  landowners  seeking  nul- 
lification whether  legal  technicalities  or  sub- 
servient administration.  That  warning  and 
Invitation    to   resist    its    threat    still    stand. 

After  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars, 
California  chapter,  had  set  forth  this 
very  concise  and  accurate  synopsis  of  the 
historic  development  of  the  160-acre 
limitation  rule,  which  in  1902  received 
the  stamp  of  Teddy  Roosevelt,  one  of 
the  greatest  liberal  Republicans  who 
ever  lived,  and  one  of  the  most  noted 
conservationists  ever  to  have  been  a 
member  of  either  party,  the  Veterans  of 
Foreign  Wars  then  proceeded  in  a  short 
statement  to  discuss  the  bill  which  is 
now  before  the  Senate.  Listen  to  what 
they  said.  These  are  Calif  ornians  speak- 
ing, Mr.  President.     They  said: 

An  Immediate  danger  to  reclamation  law 
Is  H.  R.  2235,  that  has  tied  an  exemption, 
like  a  tin  can  to  a  dog's  tall,  to  the  authori- 
zation of  Santa  Maria  project  in  California. 
We  favor  reclamation  projects,  and  have  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  Santa  Maria  project 
Is  not  a  very  fine  weU-bred  "dog."  But  we 
Insist  that  Congress  cut  the  tin  can  from 
Ite  tail. 

The  report  of  the  House  committee  recom- 
mending exemption  alleges  that  special  cir- 
cumstances Justify  exemption.  Like  most 
similar  attempts  to  escap*  the  law,  this  claim 
Is  sptirlous,  as  a  careful  examination  of  the 
public  record  plainly  discloses.  There  are 
13  excess  landholders  on  the  project,  among 
them  corporations  and  absentees,  and  they 
own  about  one-fourth  of  aU  the  agricultviral 
land  in  the  project.  As  prospective  bene- 
ficiaries of  Federal  expenditures  estimated  to 
average  1700  or  more  per  acre,  for  irrigation 
and  flood  control,  the  landowners  of  Santa 
Maria  project  are  seeking  public  help  on 
terms  that  surely  are  generovis.  Should  13 
of  them.  In  addition  to  help  on  this  scale, 
be  excused  from  the  general  law  that  appUes 
to  all  cltlaens  In  similar  situations?  To 
exempt  them  means  less  opportunity  for  vet- 
erans and  other  qualified  citizens  who  are 
entitled  to  have  access  to  publicly  developed 
water. 

The  House  committee's  spurious  argument 
that  special  circumstances  arising  from  the 
underground  water  conditions  make  enforce- 
ment of  acreage  limitation  impossible  was 
xised  also  In  1944  and  1947  In  an  effort  to  per- 
suade people  that  acreage  limitation  was  un- 
enforceable In  Central  Valley.  It  is  non- 
sense, as  the  record  of  enforceable  contracts 
covering  aU  the  flrst-daas  waters  of  Frlant- 


Kem  Canal  abundantly  proves.  Oongreas 
need  only  include  In  H.  R.  2235  a  simple 
provision  that  no  Federal  funds  shaU  be  ex- 
pended for  construction  of  the  project  that 
is  being  requested  until  all  excess  landhoUl- 
ers  on  the  project  sign  recordable  contracts 
to  comply  with  the  acreage  limitation  law. 
This  procedure  has  ample  precedent  In  law 
and  in  administrative  practice.  No  busi- 
nessman In  his  sftises  would  think  of  doing 
otherwise. 

It  is  cxirloxis  that  whUe  the  House  com- 
mittee report  describes  the  Banta  Maria 
project  as  special,  the  opponents  oC  acrea^ 
limitation,  speaking  among  themselves,  do 
not  accept  this  view.  They  hall  the  com- 
mittee's reconunendation  for  exemption  as 
nothing  less  than  a  precedent  warranting 
general  defiance  of  the  law  by  ekcess  land- 
holders elsewhere.  On  November  12,  1963, 
a  California  State  senator  publicly  said  the 
Santa  Maria  committee  exemption  Is  being 
recommended  by  the  committee  "simply 
because  the  landowners  and  water  users 
flatly  refused  to  accept"  acreage  limitation. 
He  was  confident  that  Congress  wlU  bow 
to  the  excess  landholders,  adding:  "Is  the 
Santa  Maria  project  to  be  abandoned  be- 
cause of  this  situation?  Hardly.  Both  of 
these  two  Federal  agencies  (the  United 
States  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  and  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation)  plan  to  go  ahead 
without  delay  whenever  the  appropriations 
are  made  available.  Thus  falls  another  In- 
vulnerable shibboleth  of  straw  without  even 
a  gesture  of  hall  and  farewell.  Why  should 
we  be  afraid  of  aU  or  any  of  these  arbitrary 
and  unilateral  restrictions?" 

Of  course,  this  Is  simply  special  pleading; 
reclamation  law  is  neither  arbitrary  nor  iml- 
lateral.  It  Is  a  51 -year -old  statute  of  Con- 
gress, and  It  bestows  liberal  benefits,  even  oa 
the  holders  of  excess  lands. 

As  veterans,  we  see  no  reason  for  mating 
an  exception  for  excess  landholders  on  Santa 
Maria  project,  and  thereby  encouraging  ex- 
cess landholders  everywhere  else  to  defy  the 
law.  We  believe  Ihe  interests  of  veterans, 
as  of  the  Amerlcvpeople  generaUy,  are  not 
promoted  by  giving  public  special  encourage- 
ment to  private  Ian dhoi dings  of  1.000  or 
10,000,  or  20,000  Irrigated  acres,  each.  Equal- 
ity of  opporttinlty,  pcAltlcal  stability  and  the 
general  welfare  are  promoted  by  multiplica- 
tion of  homes  on  the  land.  Americans  have 
known  this  simple  truth  since  colonial  times. 
In  these  latter  days  let  us  not  turn  against 
the  wisdom  of  otir  forebears. 

ooacioDiTS  ON  vrw  STAnacxirr 

a 

Mr.  President,  that  \s  the  argument 
of  the  California  chAt'ter  of  the  Veterans 
'of  Foreign  Wars  agai^ist  the  bill.  I  say 
it  is  a  compelling  argument.  It  is  an 
argument  which  ought  to  cause  the  Sen- 
ate tonight  to  delay  action  on  the  bilL 
We  ought  to  wait  until  Jsinuary.  until 
after  the  kind  of  conference  to  which 
Mr.  Taylor,  of  the  University  of  Cali- 
fornia, refers  in  the  letter,  a  portlbn  of 
which  I  read  earlier  in  my  argument  to- 
night. We  ought  to  go  slow,  and  not, 
in  the  dying  hours  of  this  session  of  the 
Congress,  when  Senators  are  tired — and 
apparently  many  of  them  are  hungry, 
too.  judging  from  the  empty  seats — and 
when  every  Senator  knows  that  the  con- 
trolling question  in  his  mind  Is,  "When 
will  Congress  adjourn?" 

The  Senator  from  Or^on  knows  as 
well  as  anyone  else  that  making  an  argu- 
ment on  a  matter  so  serious  as  this,  at 
this  late  hour,  not  only  tonight,  but  In 
this  session,  is  arguing  against  terriflo 
odds.  Nevertheless.  I  still  have  not  given 
up  hope  in  miracles— even  legislative 
miracles.  Until  the  last  mcmient,  I  shall 
still  hope  that  a  majority  in  the  Senate 
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win  take  their  stand  with  the  Veterans 
of  !9breign  Wars  in  the  State  of  Cali- 
fomia,  heed  their  warning,  and  wait 
at  least  a  few  months  until  we  can  take  a 
calm  and  thorough  look  at  this  particu- 
lar project. 

OUMBUUBUinOM  BHUULO  BB  MCLATD 

I  think  my  suggestion  for  delay  has 
some  other  benefits.  It  may  awaken  not 
only  the  small  landowners  who  would 
benefit  from  the  project,  but  the  13  large 
landowners.  It  may  have  the  effect  of 
having  small  landowners  do  what  we  all 
know  can  be  done  in  our  local  communi- 
ties in  matters  of  great  concern  such  as 
this,  in  connection  with  a  project  which 
would  benefit  the  entire  commimlty. 
They  can  bring  to  bear  on  the  13  large 
landowners  what  we  call  the  pressure  of 
public  opinion.  I  do  not  know  of  a  more 
effective  policeman  than  that. 

FDBUC  ofhron  amovsso 

I  know  of  nothing  that  does  a  better 
policing  Job  In  the  body  politic  of  our 
Republic  than  an  aroused  local  public- 
opinion;  and  there  is  no  question  about 
the  fact  that  public  opinion  in  Califor- 
nia is  becoming  aroused  in  regard  to  this 
tlireat  to  the  160-acre  limitation;  it  is 
becoming  aroused  because  of  the  plea 
the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  in  Cali- 
fornia are  making  in  opposition  to  the 
Santa  Maria  bill.  It  is  becoming 
aroused  by  the  case  which  is  being  made 
against  the  bill  in  California  public  opin- 
ion by  such  leaders  and  authorities  as 
Mr.  Taylor. 

Consider,  for  example,  that  at  one 
point  in  the  memorandimi,  Mr.  Taylor 
says,  in  arguing  in  support  of  this  limi- 
tation: 

There  are  few  excess-Iand-holders  Involved 
in  this  case,  but  they  are  excess-land-holders 
with  very  substantial  holdings,  some  of  them 
corporations  In  absentia.  All  of  these  ez- 
cess-land-holdei^  will  gain  tremendoiu 
benefits  from  this  expenditure  of  Federal 
tax  dollars  on  this  project,  and  sooner  or 
later  they  will  reap  a  harvest  of 'profit. 

Mr.  President.  I  simply  cannot  square 
with  soimd  public  policy  the  appropria- 
tion from  the  Federal  Treasury,  of  the 
funds  which  will  be  called  for  by  the 
bill,  for  the  benefit  of  13  excess-land- 
holders in  that  area. 

owmns  sHotTU)  skix  bccebs  holoikos 

I  am  perfectly  willing  to  support  the 
bill  if  It  contains  a  requirement  that  the 
excess-land-holders  sell  their  holdings 
Within  the  ar^a  of  the  project. 

I  believe  I  have  at  least  made  a  record 
on  the  basis  at  the  major  thesis  of  the 
opponents  of  the  bill. 

I  would  that  we  could  obtain  an  agree- 
ment to  postpone  imtil  January  action 
on  the  bill,  but  I  have  little  hope  of  that. 
Therefore,  I  offer  the  following  amend- 
ment: On  page  2  of  the  bill,  strike  out 
all  of  line  1  and  all  of  the  following  lines 
through  the  word  "further",  in  line  7.' 

At  this  point  I  shall  read  the  portion 
of  the  bill  which  my  amendment  pro- 
poses to  strilce  out;  and  then  I  shall 
briefly  explain  the  effect  of  the  amend- 
ment, after  which  I  shall  yield  the  floor. 

I  propose  to  strike  from  the  bill  the 
following  language: 

That  In  view  of  the  special  circumstances 
of  the  SanU  MarU  project,  neither  the  pro- 


visions of  the  third  sentence  of  section  46 
of  the  act  of  May  25,  1926  (44  Stat.  636, 
049)  nor  any  other  similar  provlsioa  of  the 
Federal  reclamation  laws  shall  be  applicable 
thereto  so  long  as  the  water  utilized  on 
project  lands  is  acquired  by  pumping  from 
the  underground  reservoir:  Provided  further. 

In  other  words.  Mr.  President,  I  pro- 
pose to  strike  from  the  bill  the  provision 
which,  in  the  case  of  this  pre j  act,  seeks 
to  make  an  exception  to  the  160-acre 
limitation. 

My  amendment  will  leave  in  the  bill 
the  additional  proviso — 

That  a  repayment  contract  not  eiceeding 
a  period  of  50  years  be  executed  prior  to 
commencement  of  construction  of  the  works 
herein  authorized. 

Mr.  President,  one  concluding  word  on 
the  alleged  special  circumstances:  There 
really  are  no  special  circumBtances 
which  justify  making  an  exception  to  the 
160-acre  limitation;  but  the  special  cir- 
cumstances which  are  claimed  deal  with 
a  physical  fact,  namely,  that  the  project 
calls  for  the  building  of  a  dam  and  reser- 
voir to  store  water  which  will  percolate 
into  the  soil  and,  by  means  of  that 
process,  will  fill  an  underground  reser- 
voir, and  then  will  be  pumped  onto  the 
land,  from  the  underground  reservoir— 
which  really  will  be  built  with  Federal 
tax  dollars,  in  the  sense  that  the  project 
is  to  be  federally  financed  under  the  rec- 
lamation law. 

MO  NEXD  rOH  EXCimON  SHOWlT 

It  is  claimed  that  because  the  water 
which  will  percolate  as  a  result  of  the 
construction  of  the  project  will  inter- 
mingle with  water  which  would  percolate 
anyway,  even  if  the  project  were  not 
built — but  not  in  such  quantity  as  that 
which  the  dam  proposed  to  be  construct- 
ed will  cause  to  percolate — tlierafore  it 
is  necessary  to  make  an  exception  to  the 
160-acre  limitation  or  rule.  I  say  that 
simply  is  not  so. 

So  the  question  before  the  Senate  is  a 
very  simple  one.  We  simply  say  to  this 
area  of  California.  "Get  busy  with  local 
public  opinion,  which,  after  all,  is  your 
great  policeman  when  you  really  want  to 
bring  a  community  betterment;  and 
make  perfectly  clear  to  the  13  excess- 
land-holders  that  they  have  the  duty— 
and  a  patriotic  duty  it  is,  too — to  yield 
to  the  rule  that  what  promotes  the  wel- 
fare of  the  greatest  number  is  the  policy 
which  those  who  have  any  real  interest 
in  the  development  of  a  community 
should  follow." 

BHOTTLD    HEKD    WABNING    BT    VITERANS  "V 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  .-ay  tliat  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  should  not 
tonight  make  an  exception  simpdy  be- 
cause there  may  be  13  excess-land^hold- 
ers  who  may  be  so  selfish  that  they  do 
not  wish  to  yield  to  the  common  good  in 
this  particular  area.  But,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, time  works  wonders,  and  reflection 
works  wonders.  They  should  get  it 
through  their  heads  that  the  Senate  can- 
not he  steamrollered  into  passing  the  bill 
on  the  ground  of  an  argument  which. 
in  my  judgment,  the  Veterans  of  For- 
eign Wars  of  California  have  completely 
demolished  in  the  brief  which  Jack 
Shxlley  had  inserted  in  the  CoacREs- 
sioMAL  Record  after  the  bill  passfd  the 


House  of  Representatives.  I  say  that  in 
view  of  the  argument  set  forth  in  the 
brief  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars, 
the  Senate  should  not  be  hurried  into 
acting  on  the  bill  tonight. 
Mr.  President,  I  think  my  tmendment 

at  least  should  be  adopted.     If  it  is  not 
adopted,  I  shall  have  a  motion  to  make. 

But  I  hope  my  amendment  will  be 
adopted,  because  it  will  makf  it  possible 
for  the  bill  in  principle  to  be  passed; 
and  the  amendment  will  make  it  possible 
to  obtain  Senate  sanction,  and  thereby 
congressional  sanction,  of  the  objectives 
of  the  project;  but  the  amendment  will 
see  to  it  that  the  13  excess-land  holders 
will  not  be  allowed  in  the  name  of  special 
circumstances  to  undermine  a  very 
sound  water  policy  which  has  existed  in 
the  United  States  since  1902;  and  by 
adopting  the  amendment,  the  Senate 
will  be  stating  that  it  is  not  going  to 
surrender  or  be  blackjacked  into  yield- 
ing to  the  selfish  demands  of  these  13 
excess-land  holders. 

Mr.  President,  I  offer  my  amendment, 
and  send  it  to  the  desk  and  ask  that  it 
be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hen- 
DRicKsoN  in  the  chair).  The  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  will 
be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  2  it 
is  proposed  to  strike  out: 

That  In  view  of  the  special  circumstances 
Of  the  Santa  Maria  project,  neither  the  provl- 
Blona  of  the  third  sentence  of  section  46  of 
the  act  of  May  25.  1926  (44  Stat.  636.  649) 
nor  any  other  similar  provision  of  the  Fed- 
eral reclamation  laws  shall  b«  applicable 
thereto  so  long  as  the  water  utilised  on  proj- 
ect lands  is  acquired  by  pimiplng  from  the 
underground  reservoir:  Provided  further. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
listened  to  the  comments  which  have 
been  made  by  my  friend,  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon.  He  speaks  about  an 
aroused  populace  in  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia. He  suggests  that  he  nrgues  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  against  tremen- 
dous odds.  He  indicates  thut  the  bill 
which  now  is  before  us  for  what  I  hope 
will  be  final  passage,  constitutes  a  mur- 
derous assault  upon  a  policy  originally 
laid  down  by  Theodore  Roosevelt. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield  to  me  at 
this  point,  for  one  moment? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  did  not  use  the  lan- 
guage the  Senator  from  California  has 
just  used,  but  I  am  very  happy  to  adopt 
it. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  first  of 
all,  I  wish  to  say  that  the  recommenda- 
tions embodied  in  the  bill  are  not  new. 
Originally,  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior, under  the  Presidency  of  Mr.  Tru- 
man, not  of  Mr.  Eisenhower,  recom- 
mended it. 

From  the  very  beginning  it  was  indi- 
cated that  feasibility — economic  and 
otherwise — in  that  area  militated  against 
the  additional  expenditure  required  to 
put  in  surface  works  to  deliver  water. 

One  of  those  known  in  California  as 
an  ardent,  constant,  vigorous  supporter 
of  the  160-acre  limitation  is  a  gentle- 


man by  the  name  of  Mr.  Richard  Boke, 
who  used  to  be  connected  with  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior  in  California.  I 
have  before  me  the  1952  recommenda- 
tions of  Mr.  Boke.  I  have  also — and  I 
shall  not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to 
discuss  them,  Mr.  President — the  rec- 
ommendations of  the  head  of  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation,  under  Mr.  Oscar  Chap- 
man, in  support  of  this  bill. 

So  we  deal  here,  at  least  in  the  begin- 
ning, with  nothing  new.  We  deal  with 
a  recommendation  for  a  reservoir  which. 
in  round  numbers,  will  cost  $16  million, 
which  the  agencies  of  tlie  Federal  Gov- 
ernment together  find  is  includible,  so 
far  as  flood  control  is  ccmcemed.  to  the 
extent  of  $3  million,  and  the  balance  will 
be  paid  back  by  the  district. 

It  is  true.  Mr.  Presid«!nt,  that  of  the 
area  involved — roughly  40.000  acres — 
26  percent  is  owned  by  excess-land 
owners.  And  there  is  ro  question  that 
two  of  those  excess-land  owners  are  cor- 
porations. 

In  the  feasibility  deci.<:ions  of  the  En- 
gineers of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, I  think  I  can  say  that  the  identity 
of  those  who  own  property  there,  per- 
sonal or  corporate,  is  an  irrelevant  con- 
sideration. They  found  that  a  dam 
or  a  reservoir  which  would  percolate 
the  water  down  the  dry  stream  was  the 
way  the  underground  water  table  could 
be  raised  and  the  intrusion  of  sea  water 
avoided. 

But  the  facts  are.  Mr  President,  that 
the  excess-land  owners  are  located  in 
the  western  part  of  this  general  area  of 
40,000  acres,  more  or  le.'ss.  They  do  not 
have  the  continuing  and  mounting  haz- 
ard of  loss  of  water  whit  h  the  individual 
farmers  who  are  located  to  the  east  in 
that  district  have.  Thc-y  will  pay.  as  a 
part  of  the  local  special  assessment  dis- 
trict located  there,  in  prop>ortion  with 
their  holdings.  But  it  is  those  who  are 
located  in  the  other  end  of  the  whole 
Santa  Maria  area.  Mr.  President,  who 
are  faced  with  a  constant  hazard  of  loss 
of  water;  so  much  so  that  running  all 
through  the  hearings  of  1952  and  1953 
is  the  repeated  warning  that  thousands 
of  acres  there  will  have  i:o  go  back  to  dry 
farming  because  there  will  not  be  any 
water. 

I  am  not  going  to  read  into  the  Record 
all  the  information  I  liave.  I  have  a 
resolution  from  the  local  Federation  of 
Labor  in  Santa  Barbara,  in  favor  of  this 
bill. 

On  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives one  Represertatlve  after  an- 
other, each  of  whom  has  been  noted  for 
his  continuous  beUef  in  the  protection 
of  the  160-acre  limitation,  spoke  and 
voted  in  favor  of  this  bill. 

It  seems  to  me  that  my  friend,  the  able 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  is 
wrong  when  he  suggests  that  a  letter 
from  someone  connected  with  the  Uni- 
versity of  California  and  a  resolution 
adopted  at  a  convention  ought  to  \3e  used 
as  a  reason  not  to  pass  this  bill  tonight. 
I  suggest,  Mr.  President,  that  there  was 
not  one  individual  who  appeared  either 
in  the  House  committee  hearing  or  in 
the  Senate  committee  hearing  in  oppo- 
sition to  this  bill.  I  suggest  that  I,  in 
part,  represent  the  people  of  California 


In  the  Senate,  and  the  individual  from 
the  university  might  well  have  written 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  California, 
if  he  had  any  good  faith  objection  to 
this  legislation.  I  did  not  receive  any 
such  letter  of  objection. 

I  suggest.  Mr.  President,  that  this  bill 
happens  to  be  just  one  more  example  of 
a  carefully  considered  piece  of  proix>sed 
legislation  which  enjoys  today,  under 
President  Eisenhower,  and  which  en- 
joyed under  President  Truman,  the  com- 
plete approval  of  the  agencies.  It  is 
another  reclamation  project  as  to  which 
there  is  an  element  of  flood  control  and 
as  to  which  the  irrigation  costs  will  be 
reimbursed  entirely  by  the  district  which 
has  been  created  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  California. 

Mr.  8MATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  California  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  6MATHERS.  What  does  the 
Senator  from  California  think  about  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  object  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon, I  will  say  to  my  friend  from  Florida. 
for  the  simple  reason  that  there  is  no 
legal  or  engineering  or  other  opportu- 
nity to  measure  the  water  wlxich  perco- 
lates down  into  the  ground,  feeds  the 
underground  water  table,  and  then  by 
pumps  on  the  various  parcels  of  prop- 
erty in  this  area  is  brought  to  the  sur- 
face to  assist  the  farmers  of  the  particu- 
lar area.  There  is  no  way  to  do  that,  let 
me  say  to  the  Senator,  and  there  is  no  ' 
one  who  in  the  record  contradicts  the 
statement.  There  is  no  one  who  will 
say  that  there  is  a  valid  means  to  meas- 
ure underground  water  from  the  perco- 
lation which  has  taken  place  from  the 
surface  down. 

To  my  mind,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida,  the  record  being  what  it  is, 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  is  wrong  in 
Offering  his  amendment  to  this  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  I  Mr. 
Morse  1. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  my  reply 
will  be  very  brief.  First  let  us  consider 
the  landowners  in  the  so-called  western 
end  or  lower  end  of  this  project.  The 
fact  remains  they  still  do  not  have 
enough  water  for  their  land  at  the  pres- 
ent time  to  make  it  a  very  profitable  agri- 
cultural operation.  To  make  it  a  profit- 
able agricultural  operation,  they  need 
the  water  which  is  going  to  be  supplied 
by  the  expenditure  of  Federal  tax  dollars. 
This  is  a  Federal  project,  and,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, once  we  start  pouring  the  tax- 
payers' money  into  this  project,  then  I 
think  the  national  land  and  water  policy 
ought  to  apply. 

Second,  I  may  say,  Mr.  President,  it  is 
not  for  me  to  discuss  why  California 
groups  have  communicated  with  me  on 
this  matter  rather  than  with  s<xneone 
else.  All  that  I  am  interested  in  are  the 
merits  of  the  arguments  they  have  pre- 
sented. I  suggest,  Mr.  President,  they 
are  very  meritorious  arguments.    We  are 


dealing  here,  in  my  Judgment,  with  » 
Federal  reclamation  project  which  In- 
volves the  expenditure  of  Federal  tax 
dollars  for  the  purpose  of  supplying 
water  to  land,  and  the  160-acre  limita- 
tion, in  my  judgment,  should  be  applied 
to  that  project  as  well  as  to  aU  other  irri- 
gation projects. 

I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
absence  of  a  quorum  has  been  suggested. 
The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse  ] . 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
hamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Is  the  vote  now  on  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Oregon? 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFTTCER.  Tlie 
Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Presiding  Officer  have  the  clerk  read  the 
amendment  which  seeks  to  eliminate 
the  exception  to  the  160-acre  Umitatlon? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon [Mr.  Morse]  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2,  it  la 
proposed  to  strike  out  "That  in  view  of 
the  special  circumstances  of  the  Santa 
Maria  project,  neither  the  provisions  of 
the  third  sentence  of  section  46  of  the  act 
of  May  25.  1926  (44  Stat.  636.  649)  nor 
any  other  similar  provision  of  the  Fed- 
eral reclamation  laws  shall  be  applicable 
thereto  so  long  as  the  water  utilized  on 
project  lands  is  acquired  by  pumping 
from  the  underground  reservoir:  PrO' 
vided  further,"  . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  MorseI  .  The 
yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered,  and 
the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  Wn.Kv]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  ' 
Senate.  The  senior  Senator  from  Indi- 
ana [Mr.  Capehart]  and  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker]  are  absent  on 
official  business.  The  senior  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  BRmcasl,  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cooper], 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cobdom], 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Dtttt],  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders]  ,  the  junior  Senator  from  Indi- 
ana [Mr.  Jennxr].  the  senior  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  IangehI.  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
CarthtJ.  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  PuRTELL],  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Upton  1.  and  the 
junior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
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Yormol  are  neoesaarfly  afawnt  If  pres- 
ent and  Totlnff  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylTanla  Uir.  Dun]  would  Tote  "nay." 

Mr.  CfiBMKN'l'a.  I  annoimoe  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Amnt- 
soiv].  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
BnuoE],  the  Senator  from  '\nrginla  [Mr. 
Btrd],  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Dabul],  the  Senator  from  nilnoia  [Mr. 
Douglas]  ,  the  Senator  from  Mls^ssippi 
IMr.  Kastiahd].  I^e  Senators  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Ekyzn  and  Mr.  LenmohI, 
the  Senators  frmn  Georgia  [Mr.  QKMtGi 
and  Mr.  Russkll]  ,  the  Senator  f r(»n  Ala- 
bama [Mr.  HiLLl.  the  Senators  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Johhston  and  Mr. 
Matsamk],  the  Senator  from  IiCassa- 
chusetts  [Mr.  KsmtKOY],  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarram].  the  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  [Mr.  Robkrtson].  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  SparkmahI. 
the  Senator  from  Missoixrl  [Mr.  STicnfG- 
xoif  ]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillrtx] 
Is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  KxmnEDT]  and  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas]  would  each  vote 
"yea." 

I  annoimce  further  that  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Danikl]  would  vote  "nay." 

The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  17, 
nays  45,  as  follows: 
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TKAS— 17 

Chaw  Humphrey  Bfbnroney 

rn»*  Kefauver  Morse 

Pulbrlgfat  Kerr  Murray 

Oore  Kllcore  Meely 

Oreen  Lehman  Pastore 

Haanlxics  Magnuson 

MATS— 46 

Aiken  Perguaon 

Barrett  Ooktwater 

Beau  HendrlckKm 

Bennett  Hlckenlooper 

Bowrlnc  Holland 

Brtcker  ivaa 

Buah  Jackwn 

Butler  J<duieon,  Colo. 

Oartaon  Johnson.  Tex. 

Case  Knowland 

Clements  '  Kuchel 

cnppa  ung 

Dlrksen  Malone 

Dworshak  ManafleUI 

SUender  Martin 


McClellaa 

MlllUrln 

Mundt 

Payne 

Potter 

Beynoldf 

Saltonstall 

Sdioeppel 

ftnathen 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Stennls 
Thye 
Watldns 
veuilazna 


NOT  VOTZNO— 84 

FUuidera  McCarthy 

George  PurteU 

Qlllette  Robertson 

Raydea  Ruseeu 

HUl  Sparkman 

Jenner  Symington 
Johnston,  8. 0.  Ujitpn 

Kmnedy  Welter 

Lancer  Wiley 

X<annon  Touns 
Maybank 
McCarran 


Anderson 

Bridges 

Bxirke 

Byrd 

Capehatt 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Daniel 

Douglaa 

Duil 

Eastland 

Ervln 

So  Mr.  MoKSK's  amendment  was 
rejected. 

The  PRESn^ING  OFFICER  The  bin 
is  Often  to  further  amendment. 

If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to 
be  proposed,  the  Question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendments  and  the 
third  reading  of  the  bilL 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bffl  was  read  the  thhrd  time  and 
passed. 


OONSraUCTION,  OPERATION,  AND 
BfiAINTENANCE  OP  COLOltADO 
RIVER  STORAGE  PROJECT 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
am  about  ready  to  move  that  the  Senate 
recess;  but  first  I  desire  to  move  that 
the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  Calendar  2000,  Senate  bill  1556,  the 
upper  Colorado  River  project. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title. 

The  CHixr  Clerk.  A  bill  (S.  15$5)  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  construct,  operate,  and  maintain  the 
Colorado  River  storage  project  and  par- 
ticipating projects,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  tiie  bill 
(S.  1555)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  construct,  operate^  and 
maintain  the  Colorado  River  storage 
project  and  participating  projects^  and 
for  other  purposes,  which  had  bean  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Atfairs  with  an  amend- 
ment. 
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BOOKS  AND  ARTICLES  WRITTEN 
BY  MEMBERS  OF  THE  SENATE 
DURINa  THE  83D  CONGRESS 
Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
during  the  course  of  recent  studies,  It  be- 
came necessary  for  me  to  go  to  the 
Library  of  Congress  to  look  up  aource 
material  While  I  was  there,  I  became 
^ery  much  impressed  with  the  number 
of  times  I  saw  the  names  of  my  col- 
leagues on  reference  cards. 

Thinking  it  might  be  of  interest  to  the 
entire  Senate,  I  asked  Mr.  Norman  D. 
Burch.  of  the  History  and  General  Re- 
search Division,  to  prepare  for  me  a  list 
Of  books  and  articles  which  had  been 
written  by  Members  of  the  Senate  in  the 
83d  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  1  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  it  the 
RscoBs  the  list  to  which  I  have  referred. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcgbd,  as 
follows: 

AmCLIS   BT   THC   MkMBITRS   OT   THX   PhSSENT 
Bam ATK  (83d  Cong.) 
AiKKir.    OaoBGK    D.:     Big    Etebate:     Here's 

What    It    Bolls    Down    To.    Farm    Journal. 

volume  78;  pages  32-33.  March  1954. 
Andisson,  Clinton  P.:  Big  Debate:  Sere's 

What    It    Bolls    Down    To.    Farm    Journal. 

volume  78;  padres  32-33,  March  1954.  Best 
Advice  I  Kver  Had.  Reader's  Digest,  volume 
63,  pages  51-62,  July  1953. 

BucKBt,  John  W.:  Curtail  the  Treatymak- 
Ing  Power,  Pweign  Policy  BuUetln,  volume 
32;  page  6,  May  15,  1953.     Judicial  Legisla- 
tion:   A  Threat   to   Constitutional    Govern- 
ment,   Oklahoma    Bar    Association    Journal 
volume  21;    pages   639-«45.   April   29,   l95o' 
Making    Treaties    and    Other    International 
Agreements.       Annals     of     the     Ametlcan 
Academy    of    Ptrtltlcal    and    Social    Science. 
vohmie  289;  pages  134-144.  September  1953 
ShaU  the  United  Nations  Make  Our  Uiws? 
American  Mercury,  volume  77;  pages  39-45 
October  1963. 

BarDCTB,  Smja,  and  Stmington,  w^  S  • 
Waste  in  Aid;  Defenses  Weak;  Competitors 
Bubaldlsed;  escerpU  from  report  on  HUro- 


pean  trip;  U.  S.  News  &  Woffld  Report. 
volume  86.  pages  107-108.  Jun#  11,  1964. 
Korea:  A  Positive  Proposal,  American 
Mercury,  volume  75;  pages  11-19,  November 

1952.  Senator  Bridcis  on  the  Selmire  of  the 
steel  Mills,  American  Mercury,  volume  76; 
pages  81-84.  June  1952.  Wbera  Do  You 
Stand  on  the  Gravest  Question  of  Our  Time? 
Colliers,  volume  133;  pages  3&-39,  January 
8,  1954.  ' 

Bush.  Phescott  S.  :  Fair  Play  In  the  Senate; 
Code  of  Fair  Procedures.  Business  V^eek 
page  164.  June  6,  1954. 

Byrd,  Harrt  P.:  Size  and  Cost  at  Our  Oov- 
ernment.  Annals  of  the  American  Academy 
of  Political  and  Social  Science,  volume  292; 
pages  11-17,  March  1954. 

Capehart,  Homkk  E. :  Price  Control:  Proa- 
pect  and  Retrospect,  a  Symposium;  Current 
Developments  In  Price  Control  Legislation:  A 
Safe  Middle  Way.  by  H.  E.  Capeihart.  Iowa 
Law  Review,  volume  38,  pages  209-333.  win- 
ter 1953. 

Douglas,  Paul  H  :  Best  Advice  I  Ever  Had, 
Reader's  Digest,  volume  64.  pages  31-32.  June 
1954.  Antitrust  Policies  and  the  BTew  Attack 
on  the  Federal  Trade  Commission,  R.  A. 
Wallace  and  P.  H.  Douglas,  University  of 
Chicago  Law  Review,  volume  19.  pages  684- 
723.  summer  1952.  Colossus  on  the  Potomac, 
Harper,  volume  207,  pages  10-11,  Jl-27.  July 

1953.  ' 
DouciJia.  Paul  H.,  and  Boiling,  Richard: 

Action  To  Prevent  Depression.  Nei»  RepubUc. 
volume  130:  pages  9-13.  March  22.  1964. 

Douglas.  Paul  H.  :  Fight  Against  the  Fili- 
buster. New  RepubUc.  volume  128,  pages  6-8. 
January  12.  1953.  Four  Challenges  to  the 
Nation,  New  York  Times  magazine,  page  7, 
January  6,  1952.  Gap  Between  Cohgresa  and 
Main  Street,  New  York  Times  magazine,  page 
13.  September  16.  1951.  Oreatneas  Came 
Late,  Saturday  Review,  volume  3$,  page  24, 
Apri:  19.  1952.  Help  Wanted  In  Washington, 
American  magazine,  volume  152.  page  21, 
October  1951.  Hero  as  a  Politician,  New  Re- 
public, volume  129,  pages  16-17.  December  14, 

1953.  High  Cost  of  Elections,  New  RepubUc. 
volume  127.  pages  8-9.  December  23,  1952. 
Improvement  of  Ethical  Standards  in  the 
Federal  Government — Problems  and  Pro- 
posals. Annals  of  the  American  Aeademy  of 
Political  and  Social  Science,  volume  280, 
pages  149-157,  March  1952.  Let  the  People  In. 
New  Republic,  volume  126.  pages  14-15. 
March  31.  1952.  Opposition's  Job  a»  a  Demo- 
crat Sees  It.  New  York  Times  magaelne.  page 
11.  February  22.  1953.  Politics  and  Postmen. 
New  Republic,  volume  127,  page  a,  July  14, 
19&2.  Sliding  Toward  a  Depression,  New 
Republic,  volume  130.  page  14,  January  11. 

1954.  Thirty-eighth  Parallel.  Indefensible 
Line,  U.  S.  News  tt  World  Report,  vblume  31. 
pages  20-21.  July  20,  1951.  United  to  Enforce 
Peace,  Foreign  Affairs,  volume  30,  pages  1-18, 
October  1951.  Washington  Is  Not  the  United 
States.  New  York  Tlmw  magazine,  page  7.  No- 
vember 16,  1952.  Wo  Can  Cut  the  Budget. 
Coronet,  volume  30,  pages  41-43.  September 
1951.  We  Have  Means  To  Stop  a  Depression, 
Saturday  Evening  Post,  volume  228,  page  10 
March  13.  1954.  We  Need  a  New  Code  for 
Washington,  New  York  limes  magaclne.  page 
12,  AprU  1.  1951.  Same  abridged  With  title 
"We  Need  a  Code  of  Official  Conduot,"  Read- 
er's Digest,  volume  58,  pages  4-6,  JUne  1951. 
What  It  Costs  To  Run,  excerpt  from  Ethics  In 
Government,  Atlantic,  volume  190,  pages  43- 
46.  Augmt  1952.  Why  I'm  for  KzrA^vn.  Col- 
liers.  volume  130.  page  20.  July  19,  1958. 
Why  Not  Defend  Freedom  Everywhere  We 
Can?  Reader's  Digest,  volume  59,  pages  lO- 
15,  August  1951. 

Kllzndkr.  Allth  J.:  Big  Debat«:  Here's 
What  It  Bolls  Down  To.  Farm  Joutnal,  vol- 
ume 78.  pages  32-33.  March  1954. 

Plandeks.  Ralph  E.:  Future  of  the  Repub- 
lican Party.  Virginia  Quarterly  Review,  vol- 
ume 28,  No.  2,  pages  176-182.  AprU  1952. 
How  Are  Top  Executive  Decision*  Made? 
American  Economic  Review,  volume  *1.  pages 


93-97.  May  1951.  What  AlU  the  United 
States  Senate?  New  Yoik  Times  magaslne, 
page  13.  May  9,  1954. 

FuLBRicHT.  James  W.:  Congressional  In- 
vestigations, a  Symposium.  Slgniflcance  for 
Legislative  Process,  by  J.  W.  Fulbbicht.  Uni- 
versity of  Chicago  Law  Review,  volume  18. 
pages  421-661.  spring  1951.  How  To  Get 
Better  Men  Elected,  Ladles  Home  Journal, 
volume  68.  page  52.  November  1951.  Moral 
Standards  of  Governmental  Conduct,  New 
Republic,  volume  124,  piige  8.  April  9,  1951. 
Same  abridged  with  ti'le  "Something  To 
Paste  in  Your  Hat."  Life,  volume  30,  page  42, 
April  9.  1951.  Same  abridged  with  title 
"Moral  Threat  to  America."  Reader's  Digest, 
volume  58.  pages  1-4,  June  1951.  Open 
Doors.  Not  Iron  Curtains,  New  York  Times 
magazine,  page  18,  August  5.  1951. 

GiLLXTTE.  Gut  M.  :  Semite  In  Foreign  Rela- 
tions: Annals  of  the  An:erlcan  Academy  of 
Political  and  Social  Sc  ence,  volume  289, 
pages  49-57.  September  1953. 

Hu-L,  Lister:  Bonansa  for  Education, 
Harper,  volume  204,  pageii  28-31,  March  1952. 
Freedom  and  Responslb.llty  In  Publishing, 
Publishers'  Weekly,  volume  163.  pages  123- 
124.  January  10,  1953.  Oil  Rush  of  '53.  New 
Republic,  volume  28.  pa:i;es  13-13.  March  2. 
1953.  Where  Are  We  Democrats  Going? 
Reporter,  volume  9.  pages  12-15.  November 
24.  1953. 

HuMPHEET.  Hubert  H.  Ethical  Standards 
in  American  Legislative  C^hambers.  Annals  of 
the  American  Academy  ol  Political  and  Social 
Science,  volume  280,  pages  51-59,  March  1952. 
FEPC.  the  Challenge  for  the  Democrats,  New 
Republic,  volume  127.  piges  14-15,  July  21, 
1952.  Now  That  Were  Out.  New  Republic, 
volume    127.   pages  8-9.   November    17.   1952. 

Johnson.  Edwin  C:  Proposed  Senate  Ac- 
tion on  Airmail  Subsidies.  Journal  of  Air 
fcaw  and  Commerce,  volume  17.  pages  253- 
258.  summer  1950.  Universal  Military  Train- 
ing: Boobytrap.  Nation,  volume  174.  pages 
75-76.  January  26.  1952.  What  Worries  the 
West.  Look  magazine,  volume  18.  page  34, 
April  6.  1954. 

Jackson.  Hknrt  M.:  Congress  and  the 
Atom.  Annals  of  the  American  Academy  of 
Political  and  Social  Science,  volume  290, 
pages  76-81,  November  1953. 

KcPAcrvn,  Esns:  Can  Bipartisanship  Be 
Restored  In  Foreign  Policy?  Foreign  Policy 
Bulletin,  volume  33.  pa^ce  6.  June  15.  1954. 
Crime  In  the  United  States.  Saturday  Eve- 
ning Post,  volume  223.  pages  19-21.  April  7; 
pages  24-25.  April  14;  pages  26-27.  April  21; 
page  30.  April  28,  1951.  &ime  abridged.  Read- 
er's Digest,  volume  59.  pages  42-48.  July 
1951.  Crime  Is  International,  U.  N.  World, 
volume  6.  pages  17-20.  September  1951. 
Executive-Congressional  Liaison,  Annals  of 
the  American  Academy  of  Political  and  So- 
cial Science,  volume  289,  pages  108-113,  Sep- 
tember 1953.  Fair  Conduct  Code  for  Con- 
gress, New  Republic,  volume  128.  pages  14- 
15,  March  16.  1953.  Indictment  of  the  Po- 
litical Convention,  New  York  Times  maga- 
zine, page  9.  March  16.  1C52.  Man.  Not  Prin- 
ciples. New  Republic,  volume  127.  pages 
10-11.  November  17.  1962.  Message  to  the 
High -School  Students  of  America,  Scholastic, 
volume  68,  page  9.  AprU  11.  1951.  Need  for 
Boldness.  Nation,  volume  174.  page  557,  June 
7.  1952.  Past  and  Present  Standards  of  Pub- 
lie  Ethics  in  America:  Are  We  Improving? 
Annals  of  the  American  Academy  of  Political 
and  Social  Science,  vohime  280.  pages  1-8, 
March  1952.  Public  Defender:  Pro.  E.  Ke- 
eauver;  Con.  W.  S.  Stewart.  Virginia  Law 
Weekly  Dicta  Compilation,  volume  1.  pages 
64-72.  1949.  Senator  Keeauver  on  Social 
Progress  and  Foreign  Policy.  American  Mer- 
cury, volume  74,  pages  88-90.  April  1962. 
Senator  Kctauver  on  the  Democratic  Plat- 
form. American  Mercury,  volume  74,  pages 
87-88.  June  1952. 

Kennedt.  John  F.:  Floor  Beneath  Wages 
Is  Gone.  New  Republic,  volume  128.  pages 
14-15.  July  20.  1953.      New  England  and  the 


South,  Atlantic,  volume  193.  pages  32-36, 
January  1954.  What  should  United  States 
Do  In  Indochina?.  Foreign  Policy  Bulletin, 
volume  33.  page  4.  May  15.  1954.  What's 
the  Matter  With  New  England?.  New  York 
Times  Magazine,  page  12,  November  8.  1953. 
What's  Wrong  With  Social  Security?.  Ameri- 
can magazine,  volume  156.  page  19,  October 
1^53. 

Kn.GORE.  Harlet  M.:  Literacy  and  the  Na- 
tional Welfare,  School  Life,  volume  34,  pages 
90-91,  March  1952.  Effort  To  Intimidate  the 
Press,  American  Mercury,  volume  75.  page  7, 
November  1952. 

Knowland.  William  F.:  Instant  Retalia- 
tion Policy  Defended.  New  York  Times  Maga- 
zine, page  11.  March  21.  1954.  Our  Policy 
in  the  Far  East,  a  Debate.  New  York  Times 
magazine,  page  12.  May  16.  1954.  Senator 
on  Sing  Sheng.  Scholastic,  volume  60,  page  19, 
March  5,  1952.  What  Should  United  States 
Do  in  Indochina?,  Foreign  Policy  Bulletin, 
volume  33,  pages  5-6.  May  15.  1954. 

Lehman,  Herbert  H  :  Future:  Four  Views, 
New  York  Times  magazine,  part  2,  page  64. 
February  1.  1953.  National  Origin.  Fraud, 
and  Threat,  New  Republic,  volume  128,  pages 
8-9,  February  16,  1953. 

McCarran,  Patrick  A. :  Divorce  and  Domes- 
tic Relations — a  Compilation,  Full  Faith  by 
P.  McCarran,  Virginia  Law  Weekly  Dicta 
Compilation,  volxune  2.  pages  1-130,  1949-50. 
Internal  Security  Act  of  1950,  Columbia  Law 
Review,  volume  51.  pages  606-660.  May  1951. 
Internal  Sec\irity  Act  of  1950,  University  of 
Pittsburgh  Law  Review,  volume  12.  pages 
481-513.  summer  1951.  Supreme  Court  and 
the  Loyalty  Program:  The  Effect  of  Refugee 
Committee  v.  McGrath,  American  Bar  Asso- 
ciation Journal,  volume  37,  pages  434—437. 
476--477.  June  1951.  Three  Years  of  Federal 
Administrative  Procedure  Act.  a  Study  In 
Legislation.  Georgetown  Law  Journal,  vol- 
ume 38.  pages  574-589.  May  1950.  Value  of 
the  Ex-Communlst,  American  Mercury,  vol- 
ume 73,  pages  3-10,  November  1951.  Why 
Shouldn't  the  Spanish  Fight  for  Us?  Sat- 
urday Evening  Post,  voliime  223,  page  25, 
April  28.  1951. 

Malone.  George  W.:  Should  United  States 
Import  More?  Foreign  Policy  Bulletin,  vol- 
ume 33;  page  4.  March  15.  1954. 

Mansfield.  Michael  J.:  Meaning  of  the 
Term  "Advice  and  Consent."  Annals  of  the 
American  Academy  of  Political  and  Social 
Science,  volume  289:  pages  127-133.  Septem- 
ber 1953.  Our  Policy  in  the  Far  East,  a  De- 
bate, New  York  Times  magazine,  page  12. 
May  16,  1954. 

MoNRONET.  Almzr  S.  M.  :  Elect  Stevenson, 
Collier's,  volume  130.  page  21,  October  25, 
1952.  Fonmila  for  Clean  Government,  New 
York  Times  magazine,  page  16,  January  27. 
1952. 

MoBss,  Watni  L.:  GOP  Platform,  New  Re- 
public, volume   127,   pages   12-13,   August  4, 

1952.  My  Personal  E>eclaration  of  Indep>end- 
ence.  New  Republic,  volume  128,  pages  13-14. 
July  6.  1953.  Progress  of  the  Crusade.  New 
Republic,  volume  129,  pages  15-16.  Augxist  31, 

1953.  Reading  for  Republicans.  Nation,  vol- 
ume 175,  pages  13-14.  July  6.  1952.  Univer- 
sal Military  Training;  National  Need.  Nation, 
volume  174.  page  74.  January  26.  1952.  Walt 
Until  the  Voters  Find  Out.  New  Republic, 
volume  127.  pages  11-12.  November  17.  1952, 
Wanted  Fair  Procedures,  Bulletin  of  the 
Atomic  Scientists,  volume  9.  pages  211-214, 
July  1953.  Why  I  Opposed  Wilson.  New  Re- 
public, volume  128,  pages  7-9,  February  2, 
1953. 

Mundt,  Karl  E.:  How  Harry  Dexter  White 
Pulled  Wires  for  Russia.  U.  S.  News  &  World 
Report,  volume  35.  pages  82-86.  Decemt>er 
25.  1953.  I  Believe.  Country  Gentleman, 
volume  124.  page  12.  May  1954.  Oahe  Dfun; 
Unrecorded.  Unorthodox  History.  America, 
volume  89.  page  330.  June  27.  1953.  Political 
Economy.  New  Republic,  volume  128.  page  8, 
June  15.  1953.  Should  the  OOP  Merge  With 
the  Dlziecrats?  Collier's,  volume  128.  page 
20.  July  28,  1951. 


PuRTEix,  WnxjAM  A.:  I'm  a  Boaa,  and 
What's  Wrong  With  That?  Saturday  Eve- 
ning Post,  volume  224,  page  25,  AprU  5.  1952. 

Russell.  Richard  B.:  Fcv  the  Prisoners  Who 
Broke.  Kindness  or  Punishment?  U.  8.  News 
&  World  Report,  volume  35.  pages  51—53, 
October  16.  1953.  Senator  Russell  on  the 
Steel  Mills  Seizure  and  FEPC,  American 
Mercury,  volume  74,  pages  84-87,  June  1952. 

Saltonstall,  Levebett:  Dee  Should  Be 
Nominated.  Collier's,  volume  130.  page  23. 
July  5.  1952.  What  the  OOP  Must  Do  To 
Win.  American  magazine,  volume  152,  pages 
32-33.  October  1951. 

Smith,  Howard  Alexander:  Can  Blpartl* 
sanshlp  Be  Restored  In  Foreign  Policy?  For- 
eign Policy  Bulletin,  volume  33,  page  4,  June 
15,  1954.  Information  and  Intelligence  for 
Congress,  Annals  of  the  American  Academy 
of  Political  and  Social  Science,  volimie  289. 
pages  114-119.  September  1953.  Party  Quia 
on  Foreign  Policy,  Foreign  Policy  Bulletin, 
volume  32.  page  1.  October  15.  1952.  Sanc- 
tions Against  Pelplng.  Foreign  PoUcy  BuUe- 
tln, volume  30,  pages  1-2,  March  23,  1951. 

SMriH,  Margaret  Chase:  No  Place  for  a 
Woman?  Ladies  Home  Joiirnal,  volume  69. 
page  50.  February  1952.  Russia's  Rebirth, 
Collier's,   volume    128.   page   83.   October  27, 

1951.  We  Can  Forfeit  Freedom,  Nation,  vol- 
ume 173.  page  13.  July  7,  1951.  Why  Vote 
for  Elsenhower?  Woman's  Home  Companion. 
volume  79.  pages  38-39,  November  1952. 

Sparkman.  John  J.:  Administration  of  title 
II.  First  War  Powers  Act.  1941.  University 
of  Pittsburgh  Law  Review,  volume  14,  pages 
303-318.  spring  1953.  Big  Problem:  Saving 
Small  Business,  New  York  Times  magazine, 
page  14.  June  17,  1951.  China:  United 
States  Blockade  or  U.  N.  Embargo?  New  Re- 
public, volume  128.  pages  10-11,  February  23, 
1953.  Foreign  Policy  In  the  Presidential 
Campaign.  Foreign  Policy  BuUetln,  volume 
32.  page  5.  September  15.  1952.  Foxindatlons 
of  Current  American  Foreign  Policy.  Annals 
of  the  American  Academy  of  Political  and 
Social  Science,  volume  282.  pages  8-11,  July 

1952.  Legislative  History  and  tlie  Interpre- 
tation of  Laws.  Alabama  Law  Review,  volume 
2.  pages  189-206.  spring  1960.  Notes  on.  the 
Japanese  Peace  Treaty.  Journal  of  Publlo 
Law,   volume  I.  pages  109-116,  spring   1962. 

Watkins.  Asthus  v.:  What  Should  the 
New  Administration  Do  About  World  Tradet 
Foreign  Policy  BuUetln,  volume  32,  pages  5-6, 
February  15.  1953. 

WiLET.  Alexander:  Call  For  Action,  Bul- 
letin of  the  Atomic  Scientists,  volume  9,  page 
243.  September  1953.  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations.  Annals  of  the  American  Academy 
of  Political  and  Social  Science,  volume  280. 
pages  .58-65.  September  1963.  WUey  pro- 
poses 6-Polnt  Program  for  United  States 
Leadership.  Foreign  Policy  Bulletin,  volume 
30.  pages  3-4.  April  20.  1951. 

Young.  Milton  R. :  Big  Debate:  Here's 
What  it  Boils  Down  To.  Farm  Journal,  vol- 
ume 78.  pages  32-33.  March  1954. 

Books  bt  the  MEMBxaa  or  txb  Prkskmt 

Senate  (83d  Cong.) 

Dottglas,  Paul  H.  :  Economy  In  the  National 
Government,  Chicago.  University  of  Chicago 
Press.  1952.  277  pages.  Ethics  in  Govern- 
ment. Cambridge,  Harvard  University  Press. 
1952.  114  pages.  (Godkin  lectures  at  Har- 
vard. 1951.) 

Flandebs,  Ralph  E.:  The  American  City, 
Cambridge.  Harvard  University  Press,  1950, 
101  pages.  TtM  Function  of  Management 
In  American  Life,  lectures  deUvered  at  the 
Seventh  Annual  Stanford  Business  Confer- 
ence, July  19-23,  1948,  Stanford  Graduate 
School  of  Biisiness,  Stanford  University 
(1949),  52  pages. 

HuMPHKET,  Httbest  H.  :  The  Stranger  at 
Our  Gates:  America's  Immigration  Policy, 
New  York.  Public  Affairs  Committee,  1964. 
28  pages.  Tax  Loopholes.  Washington.  Pub- 
lic Affairs  Institute.  1962,  31  pagea. 
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Cmne  IhwtlgBtIng  OaaaamlttM  (Mmj  10. 
1960-May  1,  19S1).  Kdlted  and  with  an  tn. 
trodQcttan  by  BidiMy  Shalett.  (Irt  edlttoa.) 
Oanlcn  Otty.  N.  T..  Doublflday.  IMl. 

Mooabtbt,  JoavH  R.:  America^  Betreat 
From  Vletory.  the  Story  of  Oeorg*  c.  lite. 
■hall.  Mew  Tork.  Devln-Adalr.  1951, 197  pagee^ 
MeCarthytBn.  the  Fight  for  America;  docu- 
mented answers  to  queetlone  by  friend  and 
foe.  New  Toric,  Derln-Adalr.  1952,  101  page*. 
The  Story  of  General  Oewge  C.  M«r«>..^ii 
10S2,  187  pages. 

WitBT,  Auxambkb:  Laughing  With  dbn- 
gress.  New  Tork.  Crown  Publishers.  1947,  228 
IMges. 

Sources:  Beaderli  Guide  to  Periodical  Lit- 
erature. July  1954:  Reader's  Gviide  to  Peri- 
odical Uterature.  Aprtl  1963  to  February  1964. 

For  articles:  Reader's  Guide  to  Periodical 
Literature.  AprU  1951  to  March  196S;  Index 
to  Legal  Periodicals.  August  1949  to  July 
1062;  Index  to  Legal  Periodicals,  August  1052 
to  July  1968. 

For  books:  Library  of  Congress  main  cat- 
alog^ 

(BtoiAKATOBT  Non. — no  attempt  has  been 
made  to  include  statements  made  on  the 
Senate  floor  which  were  reprinted  in  full  or 
in  part  in  Tarious  pubUcations.  No  attempt 
>*—  been  made  to  include  addresses  which 
were  reprinted,  nor  to  Include  the  various 
U.  S.  Government  documents  which  came 
oat  under  the  name  of  a  particular  Member. 
TlM  rtfennces  Included  in  this  bibliography 
are  limited  to  thoae  written  by  the  Members 
while  serving  in  the  U.  S.  Senate.  One 
further  limitation  with  reference  to  the  arti- 
cles is  that  they  represent  only  the  above 
•ourcea  u  llited.) 


Augu9t  18 


COMPENSATION  FOR  CARRYINO 

MAIL  ON  WATER  ROUTES 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  the  bin  (S.  361) 
to  provide  for  the  renewal  of  and  adjust- 
ment of  compensation  under  contracts 
for  carrylag  mail  oa  water  routes,  which 
was,  in  line  4.  strike  out  all  after  "434) ." 
down  through  Une  7.  Inclusiye.  and  in- 
sert "are  araoided  by  striking  out  the 
words  "star-route  or  screen  v^iicle  serv- 
ice" wherever  they  appear  in  such  para- 
graphs and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
"star-route,  screen  vehicle  service,  or  in- 
land water-route"." 

Mr.CARIJSON.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
discussed  the  House  amendment  with 
the  minority  leader  and  with  the  rank- 
ing minority  m'imber  of  the  Conunlttee 
on  Post  Office  and  ClvU  Service.  They 
have  no  objection  to  the  consideration 
of  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  the 
House  limits  the  bill  strictly  to  Inland 
waterways.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
concur  In  th^  House  amendment. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
question  iA  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Kanisiftff 

The  motion  wua  agreed  to. 


have  given  notice  of  his  desire  to  come 
within  the  purview  of  this  act  pursuant 
to  the  last  paragraph  of  section  3  (a)  of 
this  act  i^all  be  deemed  for  the  purposes 
of  this  requirement  to  have  been  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  this  act  during  any 
period  of  service  or  part  thereof  ending 
not  later  than  September  30,  1954,  wlUi 
respect  to  which  there  shall  have  been 
deposited  the  amounts  specified  in  sec- 
tion 9." 

Mr.  CARI^ON.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
similarly  discussed  this  House  amend- 
ment with  the  minority  leader  and  the 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service, 
and  they  have  no  objection  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  amendment  of  the 
House. 

The  amendment  provides  for  a  clari- 
fication in  the  Legislative  Retirement  Act 
of  last  year.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
RxcoRo  a  statement  prepared  by  Joseph 
C.  Ellis,  financial  clerk  of  the  Senate. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcobs.  as  follows: 

AucTTST  14,  1954. 
8.  3627  as  passed  by  the  Senate  and  H.  R. 
9686,  as  passed  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, both  contain  a  requirement  of  1  year  of 
creditable  civilian  service  subject  to  the  Re- 
tirement Act  In  the  2-7ear  period  preceding 
separation  In  order  tbat  title  to  annuity 
rights  be  based  on  such  separation.  Tbe 
language  "subject  to  the  Retirement  Act- 
has  been  interpreted  to  mean  service  credit- 
able for  retirement  and  dtirlng  which  de- 
ductions were  withheld  from  the  salary  ©f 
the  employee. 

Public  Law  303,  83d  Congress,  approved, 
March  6,  1964,  provided  that  employees  of 
the  leglslaUve  branch  serving  on  the  date  of 
enactment.  March  6,  1954,  could  give  notlfe 
to  come  within  the  purview  of  the  Retire- 
ment Act  prior  to  September  7,  1954.  Due 
to  the  increased  benefits  provided  by  Public 
l«wS03  a  considerable  number  of  employees 
exercised  this  option,  many  of  them  making 
service  credit  deposits  to  cover  the  last  5 
years  of  service.  It  is  anticipated  that  some 
employees  will  exercise  this  option  before 
a^tember  7. 1964.  Should  any  of  these  em- 
ployees be  separated  in  January  as  a  result 
of  the  expiration  of  the  Member's  term  thwy 
would  not  be  eUglble  for  annuity  If  the  prd- 
poeed  legislation  is  enacted  as  Is.  sinoe 
they  could  not  possibly  have  had  deductlom 
withheld  from  their  salaries  for  the  required 
1  year.  The  attached  language  Is  suggested 
to  remedy  this  situation.  es     «-=« 


ator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  GkorgkI.  The 
treaties  will  not  be  called  up  tonight;  I 
merely  desired  to  have  the  Record  show 
that  before  final  adjournment  it  is  in- 
tended to  take  up  the  several  trea^es  on 
the  executive  calendar. 


T 


ADDmONAL  REPORT  OF  A 
COMMITTEE 

The  following  additional  report  of  a 
committee  was  submitted; 

By  Mr.  LANGER.  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  with  an  amendment: 

8.2230.  A  bill  for  the   relief  of  Louis  8. 
Thomas  and  D.   Grace  Thomas    (Rept.  No 
2500). 


ADDITIONAL  EXECUTIVE  REPORTS 
OP  A  COMMITTEE        . 
As  in  executive  session.  I 

The  following  additional  favorable  re- 
ports of  nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  LANGER,  from  the  Ck)mmlttee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

William  Z.  Fairbanks,  of  Hawaii,  to  be 
second  Judge  of  the  flrrt  circuit,  circuit 
courts.  Territory  of  Hawaii,  vice  Edward  A. 
Towse;  and 

Albert  M.  Felix,  of  Hawaii,  to  be  third 
Judge,  first  circuit,  circuit  courts.  Territory 
of  Hawaii.  ^  ' 


Mr.  President,  I  move 
concur  in  the  House 


Mr.  CARI^SON. 
that  the  Senate 
amendment 

The      PRESIDINa      OFFICER       The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  a 
the  Senator  from  Kansas. 
,  The  motion  was  agreed  to, 


AMENDMENT  OF  CIVIL  SERVICE 
RETIREMENT  ACT 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S 
3827)  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Re- 
tirement Act,  as  amended,  which  was, 
on  page  2.  Une  5.  after  "requirement." 
Insert  "Any  officer  or  employee  who  shall 


ANNOUNCEMENT    OP    CONSIDERA- 
TION OF  TREATIES 

Mr.KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  de- 
sire to  advise  the  acting  minority  leader 
that  I  have  had  a  request  from  the  acting 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  that  the  Senate  consider  to- 
inorro#.  or  on  Friday,  if  the  Senate  ia 
still  in  session,  the  treaties  on  the  execu- 
tive calendar.  I  understood  the  matter 
was  being  discussed  with  the  ranking 
Democratic  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  the  distinguished  Sen- 


INCREASE   OP  THE   DTJTY   ON 
WATCHES  J 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  J  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  RzcoRD  an  editorial,  which  I  send  to 
the  desk. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edito- 
rial was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

CoNsTTiuss  Hit  bt  Wsonh  Kxkd  of  Watc:h 

SUBSIDT 

President  Elsenhower  has  yielded  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  Tariff  Ckimmisslon  to 
raise  the  duty  on  Swiss  watch  movemehU  by 
about  50  percent. 

The  Tariff  Commission  urged  the  duty 
hike  more  for  defense  purposes  than  the 
benefit  of  the  four  domestic-Jeweled  watch- 
makers. It  said  the  watchmakers'  skills 
woiUd  be  needed  In  any  emergency,  and  that 
therefore  the  Industry,  with  Its  force  trf 
trained  workers,  should  be  better  protected 
against  Swiss  competition. 

Nevertheless,  we  believe  the  Oommlssion 
and  the  President  have  made  a  m  intake. 

Evidence  Is  divided  both  on  whether  the 
Jeweled-watch  Industry  could  survive  With- 
out the  extra  duty  protection  and  it«  im- 
portance to  defense.  But  that  Is  not  the 
main  point.  What  seems  clear  to  us  to  the 
fact  If  It  was  deemed  necessary  to  subsidize 
the  Indiistry  there  were  better  ways  of  dolns 
it  than  a  tariff  hike. 

The  course  taken  will,  by  raising  retaU 
prices,  result  in  socking  consumers  about 
Ave  times  as  much  as  the  subsidy  it  to  ex- 
pected to  provide  for  the  watchmakers.  It 
will  give  a  black  eye  to  this  country's  pro- 
fessions on  foreign-trade  promoUon,  add  by 
needlessly  taking  advantage  of  an  escape 
clause  in  the  trade  treaty  with  Switzerland 
it  will  put  a  bad  taste  In  the  mouth  of  a 
people  Who  buy  from  us  much  more  than 
they  sell  to  us. 

Consider  the  beating  the  conatuners  will 
take.  The  duty  raise  ranges  from  9  eenU 
to  »1.15  per  watch  movement,  with  the  aver- 
age on  popular  timepieces  estimated  at 
around  $1.  in  usual  trade  practices  that 
calls  for  an  extra  markup  of  60  cents  by  the 
importer,  making  the  total  $1.50.  ThJ  re- 
taUers  would  double  that,  making  the  aver- 
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age  Increase  in  the  price  to  consumers 
around  $3  (unless  the  trade  absorbs  some  of 
the  duty) .  On  10  mUUcn  Swiss  movements 
a  year  that  means  $30  million  to  be  charged 
up  to  the  consumers.  If  people  cut  the 
number  of  watches  they  buy.  It  wUl  mean 
pinching  what  they  consider  their  standard 
of  living,  and  of  course  It  would  hurt  both 
foreign  and  domestic  business. 

It  is  not  by  any  meana  certain  how  much 
good  the  duty  hike  will  do  the  domestic  in- 
dustry. Dealers  say  the  Swiss  movements 
have  been  underselling  the  domestic  by  50 
percent  and  with  the  ^arlfl  lift,  will  stUl 
undersell  them  by  more  than  30  percent. 

But  If  the  domestic  makers  get  all  the 
benefit  Intended  what  wlU  It  amount  to? 
The  Tariff  Commission  said  the  domestic  out- 
put should  be  kept  at  at  least  2  mUllon 
movenoents  yearly  In  order  to  have  a  good 
bfise  to  expand  on  In  case  of  a  defense  emer- 
gency. The  current  output  now  is  around 
1.7  million.  The  indicated  expansion  of 
800.000  movements  at  $15  (roughly  the  aver- 
age wholesale)  would  bring  them  $4JS  mil- 
lion. Meanwhile  the  consumer  would  be 
paying  some  $30  million  extra  by  reason  of 
the  duty  and  attendant  markups. 

The  Government  has  made  this  case  Into 
a  defense  matter.  In  this  situation  why  not 
provide  a  direct  defense  subsidy  through 
the  purchase,  say,  of  timing  devices  and  in- 
struments at  remunerative  prices.  Wouldn't 
that  be  preferable  to  hitting  consumerB  for 
$30  million  In  duties,  placing  a  burden  on 
trade  with  a  good  customer  like  Switzerland, 
and  raising  doubts  in  the  minds  of  a  lot  of 
other  customers  about  our  foreign  trade  de- 
velopment policies? 

Maybe  we,  as  a  people,  don't  like  to  be 
taxed  to  pay  direct  subsidies  to  manufac- 
turers (even  though  we  pay  them  to  others). 
But  neither  can  we  like  being  tagged  for  an 
Indirect  subsidy  five  times  as  much  as  the 
direct  subsidy  would  cocrt,  and  have  a  monkey 
wrench  thrown  Into  our  trade  relations  as 
well. 


RECESS  UNTIL  10  A.  M.  TOMORROW 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess 
imtil  10  o'clock  tomorrow  morning. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  10 
o'clock  and  55  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Thursday, 
August  19.  1954.  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  August  18  •legislative  day  of 
August  5).  1954: 

Diplomatic  Aito  Posdcn  Saavicx 

Thomas  J.  Maleady.  of  Massachusetts,  for 
promotion  from  Foreign  Service  officer  of 
class  2  to  class  1. 

Douglas  Henderson,  of  Massachusetts,  for 
promotion  from  Foreign  Service  ofDcer  of 
class  4  to  class  3. 

Hermann  F.  Kilts,  of  Pennsylvania,  for  pro- 
motion from  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  S 
to  class  4. 

Herbert  E.  Welner,  of  New  York,  for  pro- 
motion from  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class 

5  to  class  4  and  to  be  also  a  consul  of  the 
United  States  of  America. 

Charles  H.  Fletcher,  of  Minnesota,  for  pro- 
motion from  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class 

6  to  class  5. 

The  following-named  persons,  now  Foreign 
Service  officers  of  class  1  and  secretaries  In 
the  diplomatic  service,  to  be  also  consuls 
general  of  the  United  States  of  America: 

R.  Borden  Reams,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Arthiir  L.  Richards,  of  California. 

R.  Smith  Simpson,  of  Virginia,  now  a 
Foreign  Service  ofBcer  of  class  2  and  a  secre- 


tary in  the  diplomatic  service,  to  be  also  a 
consul  general  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica. 

The  following- named  persons,  now  Foreign 
Service  officers  of  class  3  and  secretaries  in 
the  diplomatic  service,  to  be  also  consuls 
general  of  the  United  States  of  America: 

Ernest  H.  Flsk,  of  Ohio. 

Elvln  Seibert.  of  New  York. 

Robert  B.  Dreessen,  of  Missouri,  now  a 
Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  5  and  a  secre- 
tary in  the  diplomatic  service,  to  be  also  a 
consul  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Joseph  B.  PhlUlps,  of  Virginia,  for  appoint- 
ment as  a  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  1, 
a  consul,  snd  a  secretary  in  the  diplomatic 
service  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  2, 
consuls,  and  secretaries  In  the  diplomatic 
service  of  the  United  States  of  America: 

Edmund  H.  Kellogg,  of  Virginia. 

WlUlam  R.  Tyler,  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  3, 
consuls,  and  secretaries  in  the  diplomatic 
service  of  the  United  States  of  America: 

Hubert  M.  Curry,  of  lUlnois. 

Roy  I.  Klmmel,  of  New  Mexico. 

James  H.  Lewis,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Edward  A.  Mag,  of  Connecticut. 

The  following -named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  Foreign  Service  crfScers  of  class  4, 
consuls,  and  secretaries  in  the  diplomatic 
service  of  the  United  States  of  America: 

James  N.  Cortada.  of  Florida. 

Theo  E.  Hall,  of  Kansas. 

Guy  O.  Ix>ng.  of  Pennsylvania. 

George  Moffltt,  Jr.,  of  Connecticut. 

Stephen  C.  Worster,  of  Maine. 

Miss  Anna  E.  Simmons,  of  Texas,  for  ap- 
pointment as  a  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class 
5.  a  vice  consul  of  career,  and  a  secretary  In 
the  diplomatic  service  of  the  United  States  of 
America. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  6, 
vice  consuls  of  career,  and  secretaries  In  the 
diplomatic  service  of  the  United  States  of 
America : 

Miss  Katherlne  S.  Chase,  of  Connecticut. 

William  A.  Hayne.  of  California. 

James  R.  Huntley,  of  Washington. 

Laurence  G.  Pickering,  of  Nebraska. 

The  foUowlng-named  Foreign  Service  staff 
otBcers  to  be  consuls  of  the  United  States  of 
America : 

Miss  Sofia  P.  Kearney,  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Puerto  Rico. 

Roland  W.  Kenney.  of  Connecticut. 

J.  H.  Cameron  Peake,  of  New  York. 

Robert  L.  Ware,  Jr.,  of  New  Jersey. 

The  following-named  Foreign  Service  re- 
serve officers  to  be  consuls  of  the  United 
States  of  America: 

Vincent  J.  Augllere.  of  Virginia. 

J.  Raymond  Ylitalo,  of  Minnesota. 

George  H.  Owen,  of  New  York,  a  Foreign 
Service  reserve  officer,  to  be  a  secretary  in  the 
diplomatic  service  of  the  United  States  of 
America. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  August  18  (legislative  day  of 
Augtist  5),  1954: 

Dkpaktment  or  State 
Herbert  Hoover,  Jr.,  of  California,   to  be 
Under  Secretary  of  State. 

Dkpaxtment  or  the  Armt 

ASSISTANT  SECairTAKIES  Or  THE  ARICT 

Charles  C.  Flnucane,  of  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington. 

Frank  9.  Higglns,  of  New  York. 


dCPAJtTKZlfT    or  THE    AlX    FOBCS 

A8SISTAMT  sBcaKTAaT  or  the  aib  roacs 
Lyle  S.  Oarlock,  of  Minnesota. 

DEPAKTMEltT    Or    THE    NaTT 

assistamt  sscarrAET  or  the  navt 
William  BirreU  Franke,  of  New  Yoz^ 

DlPC^MATIC  AND  FOREKM   SEBVICB 

Robert  McClintock.  of  Calllomia,  to  be 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  the  United  States  of  America  to  the 
Kingdom  of  Cambodia. 

Charles  W.  Yost,  of  New  York,  to  be  Envoy 
Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary 
of  the  United  States  of  America  to  the  King- 
dom of  Laos. 

UmTED  States  Cncnrr  Jxjogk 
Charles  J.  Vogel,  of  North  Dakota,  to  be 
United  States  circuit  Judge,  ei^th  circuit. 

UNrrED  States  Disnuor  Juags 

Henry  L.  Brooks,  of  Kentucky,  to  be 
United  States  district  Judge  for  the  western 
district  of  Kentucky. 

UKinto  Br»am  Mabsbals 
Jay  Neal,  at  Arl^tas,  to  be  United  Statea 
marshal  for  the  wiKem  district  of  Arkansas. 
WUUam   C.    Llttlefleld.   of   Georgia,   to   be 
United  States  nuuvhal  for  the  northern  dis- 
trict of  Georgia. 

In  the  AaMT 

CHIEr,     ARMT     nXLO     POBCES.     WITR     BAKK     Of 
CEMEaAI, 

Lt.  Gen.  John  Ernest  DcdUqulst,  O7120. 
Army  of  the  United  States,  to  be  chief.  Army 
Field  Forces,  with  the  rank  of  general  and 
as  general  in  the  Army  of  the  United  Statea, 
under  the  provisions  of  sections  504  and  61& 
of  the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1047. 


COMlCANDIIfC  CnrBBAI.,  TO  OOSPS 

Maj.  Gen.  Henry  Irving  Hodes,  OI2845,  to 
be  commanding  general,  vn  Oorps,  with  the 
rank  of  Ueutenant  general  and  as  Ueutenailt 
general  In  the  Army  of  the  United  Stetes. 

COMMANDINC    QEKBUO.,    I   COBPS 

MaJ.  Gen.  John  HoweU  Collier.  012S88,  to 
be  commanding  general.  I  Oorps,  with  the 
rank  of  lieutenant  general  and  as  Ueutenant 
general  in  the  Army  of  the  United  Statea. 

COMMAIfDINC    CEKEEAI,,    V   COBPS 

MaJ.  Gen.  Charles  Edward  Hart,  015788,  to 
be  commanding  general,  V  Corps,  with  the 
rank  of  lieutenant  general  and  as  lieutenant 
general  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States. 

VETEaiMAXT    CORPS 

Col.  Elmer  WUllam  Young.  016298.  Veteri- 
nary Corps,  United  States  Army,  to  be  brica- 
dler  general.  Veterinary  Coriis.  in  the  Begular 
Army  of  the  United  States. 

The  foUowlng-named  officers  for  temporary 
appointment  In  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  to  the  grades  indicated  under  the 
provisions  of  subsection  615  (c)  of  the  Offi- 
cer Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

To  he  major  general* 
Gen.  James  Holden  PhUlips,  01233I. 
Gen.  Mark  McClure,  014935. 
Gen.  Francis  Marlon  Day,  01S614. 
Gen.  Edward  Joseph  O'NeUI,  018962. 
Gen.     Arthur     Lawrence     Marshall. 

Gen.  Robert  Lee  How^,  Jr..  010055. 
Gen.  Aubrey  Strode  Newman,  010009. 
Gen.  Frank  Coffin  Holbrook,  016064. 
Gen.     John     Honeycutt     Hlnrichs. 

Gen.    Frank    Schafler    Season.    Jr„ 

To  he  hrigadier  generala 

Gerald  Edward  GaUoway,  010040. 
Edwin  Bascum  Keams,  Jr.,  010234. 
RusseU  Thomas  Finn,  0 16337. 
Donald  Dunford.  010207. 
Benjamin  Franklin  Modlsctt,  030536. 
Harry  Warren  Johnson,  016381. 


Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 
038593. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 
017174 

Brig. 
018662 

Col. 
Col. 
Col. 
Col. 

Col. 
Col. 
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Col.  WllUam  Jesse  Deyo.  Jr..  016440. 
Col.  John  lAwrence  Ryan.  Jr.,  0164S1. 
Col.  a«arge  Olaf  Ncmnan  Lodoen.  016680. 
Col.  UMon  Barley  Lucas,  0166SS. 
Col.  Albert  Gallatin  PtanUln.  Jr..  016643. 
Col.  FranclB  Antbony  Kreidel.  039553. 
Col.  Theodore  Addison  Weyher,  016738. 
Col.  Bertram  Arthur  Holtzworth.  O16804. 
Col.  Olaf  Helgesen  Kyster.  Jr..  016830. 
Col.  Blartin  Joseph  Morln,  016911. 
Col.  David  William  Traub.  017110. 
Col.  WUllam  Henry  Hennlg,  017122. 
Col.  Oarrlson  BarUey  Coverdale,  017148. 
Col.     WUllam     Mattingly     Breckinridee. 
017210. 

Col.  Thomas  Jahn  Sands.  017521. 
Col.  Ralph  Robert  Mace.  017578. 
Col.  James  Bernard  Quill,  0 17673. 
Col.  Fred  Winchester  Sladen,  Jr.,  017677. 
Col.  Charles  Oreene  Calloway,  017690. 
Col.  Herbert  John  Vander  Heide.  017754, 
Col.  Sidney  Clay  Wooten.  018126. 
Col.  Walter  Bernard  Yeager,  029464. 
Col.  Bdiller  Osborne  Perry.  018427. 
Col.  Louis  Victor  Hightower,  018502. 
Col.  James  Karrick  Woolnough,  018709. 
Col.  Floyd  Allan  Hansen,  018767. 

The  officers  named  herein  for  appointment 
as  Reserve  commissioned  officers  of  the  Army 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952  (Public  Law  476.  82d 
Cong.) : 

To  be  major  generals 

MaJ.  Gen.  PhUlp  Charles  Bettenburg, 
Ol  71936,  Minnesota  National  Guard. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Carl  Otha  DeBard.  0288794. 
Indiana  National  Guard. 

Ma  J.  Gen.  Heber  Leutner  Edwards, 
0172673,  North  Dakota  National  Guard. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Rhodolph  Leslie  Esmay,  Ol 65227. 
Wyoming  National  Guar:!. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Luis  Raul  Esteves.  0170507. 
Puerto  Rico  National  Guard. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Walter  Jones  Hanna,  0171549, 
Alabama  National  Guard. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Roy  Washington  Kenny. 
0176730,  Oklahoma  National  Guard. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Mark  Walter  Lance,  0243398. 
Florida  National  Guard. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Gordon  Alexander  MacDonald. 
0193923,  Michigan  National  Guard. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Joseph  Evelyn  Nelson,  0241830, 
Minnesota  National  Guard. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Frederick  Gates  Reincke, 
0322850,  Connecticut  National  Guard. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Charles  Gurdon  Sage.  0171863. 
New  Mexico  National  Guard. 

MaJ.  Gen.  John  Edward  Walsh.  0256069, 
Idaho  National  Guard. 

To  he  brigadier  generals 

Brig.  Gen.  Wayne  Carlos  Bailey,  0281317, 
California  National  Guard. 

Brig.  Gen.  Richard  Cook.  0107835,  Minne- 
sota National  Guard. 

Brig.  Gen.  Gerald  Edward  DuBols,  0340176, 
Iowa  National  Guard. 

Brig.  Gen.  Joseph  Clifford  Hodgln, 
0120835.  Illinois  National  Guard. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Francis  Homfeld,  0253221. 
Illinois  National  Guard. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Jacobson,  Jr..  0102326. 
New  Hampshire  National  Guard. 

Brig.  Gen.  CecU  Joseph  Kenney.  0243189. 
Michigan  National  Guard. 

Brig.  Gen.  Harry  Atkins  Markle.  Jr., 
0271409,  Pennsylvania  National  Guard. 

Brig.  Gen.  Loren  Gregory  Windom. 
0275591.  Ohio  National  Guard. 

In  thx  Navt 

tehposart  promotioks 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Staff 
Corps  of  the  Navy  for  temporary  promotion 
to  the  grade  of  rear  admiral,  subject  to  quali- 
fication therefor  as  provided  by  law: 

Bruce  E.  Bradley.  Medical  Corps. 

Irwin  L.  V.  Norman,  Mediqal  Corps. 

William  L.  Knickerbocker,  Supply  Corps 

Thomas  L.  Becknell,  Jr..  Supply  Corps. 

James  W.  Boundy,  Supply  Corps. 

William  Sihler.  CivU  Engineer  Corps. 
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Robert  H.  Meade.  ClvU  Engineer  Corps. 
Ralph  W.  Taylor.  Dental  Corps. 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  line  Of 
the  Navy  for  temporary  promotion  to  the 
grade  of  rear  admiral,  subject  to  quallQcs- 
tlon  therefor  as  provided  by  law; 
George  W.  Anderson,  Albert  G.  Mumma 

^^-  Joseph  N.  Murphy 

Harold  M.  Brlggs  Henry  S.  Persons 

Henry  H.  Caldwell         Paul  H.  Ramsey 
Robert   W.   Cavenagh  Robert  H.  Rice 
Clifford  S.  Cooper  Walter  F.  Rodee 

Lawrence  R.  Dasplt      William  K.  Romoser 
William  A.  Dolan,  Jr.    Harry  E.  Sears 
Robert  B.  Ellis  AUen  Snflth,  Jr.         v 

Prank  W.  Fenno,  Jr.    Philip  W.  Snyder       ^ 
William  E.  Ferrall         Frederick  C.   Stelter, 
Charles  D.  Griffln  Jr. 

Miles  H.  Hubbard  James  H.  Ward 

William  J.  Marshall      George  C.  Weaver 
Benjamin  E.  Moore 

PERMANENT    PROMOTIONS    IN    THE    NAVT 

The  nominations  of  George  M.  Chaffln  and 
8,403  other  officers  for  permanent  promo- 
tion in  the  Navy,  which  were  conflrmed  today. 
were  received  by  the  Senate  on  July  30,  1954. 
and  appear  in  full  in  the  Senate  proceedings 
of  the  Congressional  Record  of  that  dat«. 
under  the  caption  "Nominations."  beginning 
with  the  name  of  George  E.  Chaffln,  which 
appears  on  page  12742,. and  ending  with  the 
name  of  John  A.  Riccl,  which  is  shown  on 
page  12759. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  18,  VX)\ 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
Rt.    Rev.    A.    Cecil    Cooper,    Anglican 

bishop  of  Korea,  oflEered  the  following 
prayer: 

O  God.  the  creator  and  sustainer  of 
all  things  in  heaven  and  earth,  in  the 
knowledge  of.  and  in  obedience  to  whose 
will  alone  can  true  freedom  be  found, 
we  praise  and  thank  Thee  that  Thou 
hast  revealed  Thy  will  to  the  world  in 
Thy  son  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord,  and 
hast  called  our  Nation  to  witness  to  Thy 
truth. 

Grant  to  us,  we  pray  Thee,  the  guid- 
ance of  Thy  holy  spirit,  that  in  all  our 
deliberations  and  decisions  Thy  will  may 
be  done,  and  Thy  name  glorified  among 
men.  In  Thee  alone  can  mankind  find 
lasting  peace,  concord,  and  freedom. 
Look  down  in  mercy  on  the  millions  in 
bondage  under  totalitarian  oppression. 
deprived  of  all  freedom  of  action,  speech! 
and  thought.  Relieve  the  millions  who 
suffer,  especially  in  lands  devastated  by 
war,  , 

Grant  us  the  power  not  only  to  seek'^ 
to  relieve  their  bodily  sufferings  but  also 
to  witness  to,  and  forward  through 
truths  by  which  alone  mankind  can  ob- 
tain Thy  peace  and  the  spirit  of  broth- 
erhood. That  Thou  wilt  use  us  for  the 
working  out  of  Thy  eternal  purpose,  we 
ask  in  the  name  of  Jesus  Christ  our 
Lord,  who,  with  the  Father  and  holy 
spirit  liveth  and  reigneth,  God,  forever 
and  ever. 

A  Member  of  this  House  passed  to  rest 
yesterday,  so  we  stand  for  a  moment  in 
silence  and  pray  God  he  may  rest  in 
peace    and    comfort     for     his     family 
Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Ast,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  thtt  the 
Senate  had  adopted  the  following  reso- 
lution (S.  Res.  316)  : 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  haa  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  the  announcement  pf  the 
death  of  Hon.  Paul  W.  Shafik.  late  a  ftepre- 
sentative  from  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  two  Sena- 
tors be  appointed  by  the  Presiding  Oflteer  to 
Join  the  committee  appointed  on  the  part 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  attend 
the  funeral  of  the  deceased  Representative. 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the 
family  of  the  deceased. 

Resolved.  That  when  the  Senate  recesses  It 
be  as  a  further  marlc  of  respect  to  the  mem- 
ory of  the  deceased  Representative. 

The  mes.^age  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed,  with  amendments  in 
which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  fol- 
lowing titles: 

H  R.  6287.  An    act   to   extend    and   atnend 

the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951: 

H.  R.  9709.  An  act  to  extend  and  improve 
the   unemployment   compensation    projram; 

H.  R.  9756.  An  act  to  Increase  the  borrow- 
ing power  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation; 

H.  R.9859.  An  act  authorizing  the  con- 
etructlon,  repair,  and  preservation  of  cartaln 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navi- 
gation, fljod  control,  and  for  other  purposes; 
End 

H.  R.  9909.  An  act  to  prohibit  paymelit  of 
annuities  to  officers  and  employees  of  the 
United  States  convicted  of  certain  offenses, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  me.^sage  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed  bills  of  the  following 
titles,  in  which  the  concuiTence  of  the 
House  is  requested : 

S.  3248.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Federal 
Government  to  guard  strategic  defense  (acu- 
ities against  individuals  believed  to  be  dis- 
posed to  commit  acts  of  sabotage,  espionage. 
or  other  subversion:  and 

S.  3868.  An  act  authorizing  the  payment 
of  salary  to  any  'indlvidial  given  a  recess 
appointment  as  Comptroller  General  o(  the 
United  States  before  the  beginning  of  the 
84th  Congress. 

The  message  al<:o  announced  that- the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the 
House  to  a  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  fol- 
lowing title: 

S.  2308.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct  the 
investigation  by  the  Attorney  General  of  cer- 
tain offenses,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H,  R, 
9936  >  entitled  "An  act  making  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1955,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  Senate 
amendments  Nos.  27.  30.  31  38  39  40 
46.  49,  52.  56.  61,  62.  11^2.  74,  79.  85*,  86. 
88.  89.  91.  99  100.  104.  110,  115  116  119 
122,  127.  128,  129.  132.  134.  136  147  148* 
154.  155.  164.  168.  and  187  to  the  above- 
entitled  bill:  Be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  agrees  to 
the  amendment  of  the  House  to  Senate 
amendment  No.  151;  be  it  further 


/ 


/ 
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Resolved,  That  the  Senate  recedes 
from  its  amendments  Nos.  60,  71,  and 
130. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  reiwrts  of  the  com- 
mittees of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  bills  of  the 
House  of  the  following  titles : 

H.  R.  2263.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Poet- 
master  Oeneral  to  readjusi  the  comp>ensatlon 
of  holders  of  contracts  fcr  the  performance 
of   maU -messenger   service; 

H.  R.  9680.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
tinued price  support  for  agriculttu-al  prod- 
ucts; to  augment  the  marketing  and  disposal 
of  such  products;  to  prov.de  for  greater  sta- 
/  bUity  in  agriculture;  and  for  other  piu-poses; 
and 
/  H.  R.  9924.  An    act   to   provide    for    family 

quarters  for  personnel  of  the  military  depart- 
ments of  the  Department  of  Defense  and 
their  dependents,  and  fot  other  purposes. 


PALO  VERDE  IRRIGATION  DIS- 
TRICT. CALIFORNIA 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  vacate  the  pro- 
ceedings of  yesterday  whereby  the 
House  disagreed  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  iH.  R.  8498  >  au- 
thorizing construction  of  works  to  re- 
•V  establish  for  the  Palo  Verde  Irrigation 
District,  California,  a  means  of  diversion 
of  its  irrigation  water  supply  from  the 
Colorado  River,  and  for  other  purposes, 
and  asked  for  a  conference,  and  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Speaker  in  appointing  con- 
ferees, and  I  further  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  House  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  3,  line  1,  strike  out  "W75,0OO"  and 
Insert  "•1.175.000." 

Page  5.  line  21.  sUike  out  "The  return  of 
all"  and  Insert  "All." 

Page  5.  line  22.  after  "those".  Insert  "to  be." 

Page  5.  line  23.  strike  out  all  after  "Dis- 
trict." over  to  and  Including  "law"  In  line  2 
on  page  6  and  insert  "shall  be  nonreim- 
bursable." 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  Mr.  Speaker, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  is  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  personally 
interested  in  passing  this  bill? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Not  personally  my- 
self. This  is  a  matter  that  came  out  of 
our  committee,  and  I  am  delighted  to  see 
that  the  bill  has  been  acted  on.  It  grows 
out  of  the  claim  which  arose  from  the 
building  of  the  Hoover  Dam  and  Lake 
Mead.         

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  Is  the  gentle- 
man from  California  personally  inter- 
ested in  the  passage  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Yes.  This  is  in  my 
district.  It  is  the  oldest  water  right  on 
the  Colorado  River.  This  is  the  correc- 
tion of  a  situation  over  which  the  irri- 
gation district  had  no  control. 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
withdraw  my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


FRINGE      EMPLOYMENT     BENEFITS 
FOR  FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
call  up  the  conference  repwrt  on  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2263)  to  authorize  the  Postmaster 
General  to  readjust  the  compensation  of 
holders  of  contracts  for  the  performance 
of  mail-messenger  service,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  statement 
of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  may  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  suggest  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kansas  that  he  inform  the 
House  that  this  has  nothing  to  do  with 
pay.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  This  is  not  the 
pay  bill.  This  does  make  some  little  ad- 
justments, but  it  is  not  what  is  known 
as  the  pay  bill.  The  gentleman  may  be 
assured  that  the  pay  bill  has  nothing  to 
do  with  it. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Will  the  gentleman  ex- 
plain the  changes  made? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  At  the  first  op- 
portunity the  chairman  will  supply  a 
brief  on  it  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  this  has  to  do  with 
the  renegotiation  of  existing  contracts 
on  star  routes,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  It  extends  to 
mail  messengers  the  same  rate  that  is 
now  granted  to  those  who  have  star 
routj  contracts.  This  is  a  bill  that 
passed  the  House  by  unanimous  consent 
some  time  ago. 

Mr.  BAILEY-.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  with- 
draw my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

The  conference  report  and  statement 
are  as  follows: 

CONFniENCE  RiPORT  (H.  RiTT.  No.  2665) 
The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2263)  to  authorize  the  Postmaster  General 
to  readjust  the  compensation  of  holders  of 
contracts  for  the  performance  of  mail-mes- 
senger service,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the 
text  of  the  bill  and  agree  to  the  same  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  proposed  to  be  Inserted  by  the  Sen- 
ate amendment  Insert  the  following : 

"TTrL,X  I ^AMSIfDMKNTS   TO  CLASSIFICATION    ACT 

OF    194S 

"Number  of  positions  in  grades  16,  17,  and 
18  of  the  General  Schedule 

"Sec.  101.  (a)  Section  505  of  the  Classifi- 
cation Act  of  1949,  as  amended.  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"  'SBC.  505.  (a)  No  position  shall  be  placed 
in  grade  16  or  17  of  the  General  Schedule 
except  by  action  of,  or  after  prior  approval 
by.  the  Commission. 

"'(b)  No  position  shall  be  placed  in  or 
removed  from  grade  18  of  the  General  Sched- 
ule except  by  the  President  upon  recom- 
mendation of  the  Commission. 

"  '(c)  At  any  one  time  there  shall  not  be 
more  than  four  hundred  positions  in  grade 
16  of  the  General  Schedule,  not  more  than 
one  hundred  and  filteen  positions  in  grade 


17  of  the  General  Schedule,  and  not  more 
than  thlrty-flye  positions  In  grade  18  of  the 
C^eneral  Schedule. 

"'(d)  PoBitions  that  may  be  established 
under  the  proviso  of  section  303  (b)  (1)  of 
the  Act  of  August  2,  194d  (<M)  Stat.  8S6) .  may 
be  In  addltlcm  to  those  autborlBed  by  ttaa 
foregoing  provisions  of  this  section.' 

"(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  shall  not  affect  positions  allocated  to 
grades  16,  17,  and  18  of  the  General  Schedule 
of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  »s  amended. 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  law  (other  than 
the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as  amended) 
and  reorganization  plans  in  effect  prior  to 
the  effective  date  of  this  section. 

"Longevity  step-increases 

"Sec.  102.  (a)  (1)  Subsection  (a)  of  sec- 
tion 703  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  strildng  out  the 
words  'change  of  grade  or  rate  of  basic  com- 
pensation except  such  change  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  any  provision  of  law  of  gen- 
eral application'  and  inserting  In  lieu  there- 
of the  words  'increase  in  grade  or  rate  of 
basic  compensation  except  such  increase  as 
may  be  prescribed  by'  any  provision  of  law 
of  general  application.' 

"(2)  Subsection  (b)  (1)  of  section  703  of 
the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as  amended, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"'(b)  (1)  No  officer  or  employee  shaU  be 
entitled  to  a  longevity  step-increase  while 
holding  a  i>osition  in  any  grade  above  grade 
15  of  the  General  Schedule.' 

"(b)  The  amendments  made  by  subsec- 
tion (a)  shall  become  effective  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  first  pay  period  following  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  Act. 

'Sec.  103.  (a)  Section  704  of  the  Classifi- 
cation ^ct  of  1949,  as  amended,  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"  'Sec.  704.  In  the  case  of  officers  and  em- 
ployees In  grades  11  to  IS,  inclusive,  of  the 
General  Schedule  who  are  receiving  com- 
pensation at  or  above  the  maximum  sched- 
uled rates  for  their  resp>ectlve  grades  on  the 
date  Immediately  preceding  the  effective  date 
of  this  amendatory  section,  not  to  exceed 
three  years  of  service  performed  immediately 
preceding  such  effective  date  shall  be  cotmted 
toward  longevity  step-increases  \uider  sec- 
tion 703.  Notwithstanding  subsection  (b) 
(4)  of  section  703.  longevity  step-increases 
for  grade  15  of  the  General  Schedtile  shaU 
be  $200.' 

"(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  shall  become  effective  at  the  beginning 
of  the  first  pay  period  foUowlng  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  Act. 

'Recruitment  above  the  minimum,  rate  of  the 
class 

"Sec.  104.  Section  803  of  the  Classification 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"  "Sec.  803.  (a>  Whenever  the  Commission 
shall  find  (1)  that  a  sufficient  number  of 
qualified  ellglbles  for  positions  in  a  given 
class  cannot  be  secured  in  one  or  more  areas 
or  locations  at  the  existing  minimum  rate 
for  such  class,  and  (2)  that  there  is  a  poesl- 
bUity  that  a  sufficient  number  of  such  eU- 
glbles  can  be  sectired  by  increasing  the  mini- 
mum rate  for  such  class  in  such  areas  or 
locations  to  one  of  the  higher  rates  within 
the  grade  in  which  such  class  is  placed,  the 
Commission  may  establish  such  higher  rate 
as  the  minimum  rate  for  that  class  in  each 
area  or  location  concerned. 

"'(b)  Minimum  rates  established  under 
subsecUon  (a)  may  be  revised  from  time 
to  time  by  the  Commission.  Such  actions 
or  revisions  shall  have  the  force  and  effect 
of  law. 

"  '(c)  Any  increase  In  rate  of  basic  com- 
pensation resulting  from  the  establishment 
of  minimum  rates  under  this  section  shall 
not  be  regarded  as  an  "equivalent  Increase" 
in  compensation  within  the  meaning  of  sec- 
Uon  701  (a) .' 
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"Mxelvalon  from  elOMi/leatton  act  of  1949  of  tectlve,  and  Custodial  Schedule  at  a  tate  dlately  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  thla  title. 

craft*,  trades,  and  labor  position*  and  op-  between    two   scheduled    or    two    longevity  In  excess  of  the  appropriate  new  ratt  of  the 

pUoation  of  prevailing  wage  policy  to  such  rates,   or  between   a  scheduled   rate    an*    a  grade   as  determined  under  paragraphs   (1) 

positions  longeTlty  rate,  of  that  grade  In  the  General  to  (10).  Inclusive,  of  section  604  (b)  of  this 

"Bmc.   105.  (a)  Paragraph    (7)    of  sectlan  Schedxile  In  which  his  position   Is   plaeed.  Act,  as  in  effect  prior  to  the  date  of  enact- 

302  of  tlM  OlMSlficatlon  Act  of   1949,  m  ^*  shall  receive  a  rate  of  basic  compeosa-  ment  of  this  amended  section,  may  continue 

amended.  U  ammded  to  read  as  follows:  ^*^^  '^^  ^^  higher  of  sych  two  rates;  to  receive  such  rate  so  long  as  they  remain 

"'(7)   employees  In  recognized  trades   or  "(4)   If  the  employee  Is  receiving  a  rate  of  in  the  same  position  and  grade,   but  when 

crafts,  or  other  skilled  mechanical  crafts,  or  haslc   compensation    In    the    Crafts,   Protec-  any  such  position  becomes  vacant,  the  rate  of 

In  unakllled,  BemUkilled,  or  skilled  manual.  ^'*'  *°**   Custodial   Schedule   In   excess  of  basic  compensation  of  any  subsequent  ap- 

labor  occupations,  and  other  employees  In-  **»•  maximum  longevity  rate  of  that  gmde  pointee  shall  be  fixed  in  accordance  With  this 

eluding  foremen  and  supervisors  in  poeltlona  ^  ****  General  Schedule  In  which  his  po-  Act.' 

having  trade,  craft,  or  laboring  experience  aitlon   Is  placed,   he   shall   continue   to   re-  "Sec.  112.  Sections  703  (c)  and  801  (b)  of 

and  knowledge  as  the  paramount  require-  c*^'®  *>*«lc  compensation  without  change  in  the  Classification  Act  of  1949.  as  amended, 

ment    and  employees  In  the  Bureau  of  En-  ™<*   u^^"!    (A)    he   leaves  such   position,    or  are  amended  by  striking  out  'section  604  (b) 

graving  and  Printing  the  duties  of  whom  (^)  *»« ^  entitled  to  receive  basic  compen-  dD'  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  'section 

are    to    perfCHm    or    to    direct    manual    or  satlon   at   a   higher   rate   by   reason    of    the  604.' 

machine  operations  requiring  special  skill  operation  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1»49,  "Sec.  113.  The  Civil  Service  ComimlsBlon 
or  experience,  or  to  perform  or  direct  the  »»  amended:  but  when  such  position  be-  is  hereby  authorized  to  issue  such  regula- 
counting,  examining,  sorting,  or  other  vert-  «>™««  vacant  the  rate  of  basic  compensa-  t»ons  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  admlnlstra- 
flcatlon  of  the  product  of  manual  or  ma-  «on  of  any  subsequent  appointee  shall  be  **°"  °^  ^,'?V' \*^f^,  ^  ,  .  .  ,^,  ^.^, 
chine  operations:  Prorldcd.  That  the  com-  fl»«5d  In  accordance  with  such  act.  as  Sec  114  Nothing  contained  in  thU  title 
pensation  of  such  employees  shall  be  fixed  amended.  shall  be  construed  to  decrease  the  existing 
and  adjusted  from  time  to  time  as  neai-ly  "(c)  The  conversion  to  grades  of  the  Oan-  ra^e  of  basic  compensation  of  any  present 
as  is  consistent  with  the  public  interest  In  e^al  Schedule  of  positions  covered  by  this  employee,  but  when  his  position  becomes 
accordance  with  prevailing  rates:  Provid-  section,  and  the  Initial  adjustments  in  com-  vacant  any  Pubsequent  appointee  to  such 
ed  furtfier.  That  whenever  the  Civil  Service  pensation  as  prescribed  herein,  shall  not  be  position  shall  be  compensated  in  accord- 
Commission  concurs  In  the  opinion  of  the  construed  to  be  transfers  or  promotions  ''"^^  ^'^'*  ^he  scale  of  pay  applicable  to  such 
employing  agency  that  In  any  given  area  the  within  thejneanlng  of.section  802  (b)  of  the  position. 

niunber  of  such  employees  is  so  few  as  to  Classification  Act  of  1919,  as  amended,  and  "^^^-  ^^^-  "^^^     ^^"""^     'department    shall 

make    prevailing    rate    determinations    Im-  the    regulations    Issued    thereunder.  ^^^e  the  same  meaning  in  this  title  as  when 

practicable,    such    employee    or    employees  "Abolishment  of  crafts,  protective    and  aus-  "^^'^    !"   ^^*    Classification  Act   of    1949.   as 

shaU  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  tbls  Act  todtaZ  schedule                                .  <*   ^^  '^u:,  amended. 

which  are  appUcable  to  positions  of  eqtilva-  ..„               iD«ot««r,  «ni  ^r  ♦>,»  r.i„    .«     ».  "xrrLE  ii— amfndmi    ts  to  the  rTOESAi.  em- 

i»»T>t  riifii/>iii*'ir  rw  raannnaihiiitir  •  BBC.  107.  occtlon  601  of  the  Classification                                       , 

lent  auncuity  or  responsibiuty.  *#.*/-./  iqao  «.  ^,^^T,^^rt   «,.  o^     ^  ^  *          ^  ployees  pat  act  of  1945,  as  amckqjko 

"itt\  fl«otinn  vu  tf\  nf  ♦>!•  rna..ifl,.o+i,,«  ^^  ™  1949,  as  amended,  Is  amended  to  read 

.  *^    ',,«..«               ^   '                Classification  ^  follows-  "Sec  201    This  title  may  be  cited  as  the 

t^L  M  iHno^   amended.    Is    amended    to  ..  .g^    goj    ^here    Is    hereby    established  'Federal    Employees    Pay    Act    Amendments 

"T/l!   aliZi^  oAo   /           *                    ^    /.,v  ^°^  positions  to  which  this  Act  applies  a  basic  °^  ^^^*' 

4.^^111^^       «        15,»*^®?*  ,F*"F*P*\   ^^^  compensation  schedule,  to  be  known  as  the  '860.^02     fa)    Subsection     (a)     of    section 

liif^  *°^  ^    J"  2?f  f    I  fw*  l^P^^  ^  "General  Schedule",  the  symbol   lor  which  101    ^^f   the   Federal   Employees   Pay   Act   of 

the  Ofllce  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol.'  ghaii  be  "GS".'  1945,  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  strlKlng  out 

"Transfer    of    certain    positions    from    the  "Sac.   108.    (a)    Section  602  of  the  Claesl-  "titles  II  and  Iir  and  inserting  in  liew  there- 

Crafts.  Protective,  and  Custodial  Schedule  flcatlon  Act  of  1949.  as  amended,  is  amended  °^    titles  II.  III.  and  IV. 

to  the  General  Schedule  hy  striking  out  '(a)'  after  'Sec.  602.'.  "<b)    Subsection    (b)    of  such  section   101 

"Ssc.   106.    (a)    Not  earlier  than  the  first  "<^>    Subsection    (b)    of  such   section  602  ^  hereby  repealed. 

day  of  the  second  pay  period  which  begins  ^  J^^^^^l  repealed.  "Com-tenaation  for  overtime  work 

after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act.  and  ^^J   J°®-  /,^>    ?«*'l^.*^"°"    ^^^    °'   section  ..g^^.    203.  Section  201  of  the  Federal  Em- 

not  later  than  the  first  day  of  the  first  pay  f°:.  °i    ^^'f    Classification    Act    of    1949.    as  pioyees   Pay    Act    jt    1945.    as    amended.    U 

period  which  begins  more  than  six  months  *™''.^^?^'  if  amended  to  read  as  follows:  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act.  all  ^.J^^l^t .      m                  ?    compensation  ..  .gEc.  20I.  AH  hours  of  work  cfflcially  or- 

positions  in  the  Crafts.  Protective,  and  Cus-  I^^i". ""P^^^^h  '^?!'^^-  «™Pl°yees-  ^nd  posi-  ^^red  or  approved  In  excess  of  forty  hours  in 

todlal  Schedule  of  the  Classification  Act  of  "°^h?«<!I  !^V*k            ^^^  ^^^  ^^^^'  ^l  '"  any  administrative  workweek  performed  by 

1949.  as  amended,  not  excluded  from  such  ??!°'?*°^^ J"V^^*  '=°"",Pf^f^^^°"  schedule  officers   and    employees   to   whom   this   tltlJ 

Act  by  section  202  (7)   thereof,  as  amended  ~°f*f  ^,i°/"*«^"°"  <^'-    ,  applies  shall   be   considered   to   be  wertlme 

by  section  105  of  thl«  title,  shall  be  placed  <^i^t  ^    "?^  <*=>    °^  ^"'^^  «^«'°"  603  ^"Zn   and   compensation   for  such  overtime 

in    corresponding    grades    of    the    General  ^  ..^^f  g,  "P^ti^'  .,      .     „^        „       ,„,  work,  except  as  otherwise  provided  for  In  this 

Schedule  as  set  forth  below:                         .  aminS^to  ri«H  J^L?               ^^''^^°''  *°^  Act,  .hall  be  at  the  following  rates: 

"Grade  of  the  Crafts,     Corresponding  new  "  •••(c)   Whenever  ^avmeSt'ls  made  on  th^  ■"'  ^  *  ^""^  ^^^^  ""^^^  ^'^^  employee  whose 

Pro*ec«»«.andCiM.            grade  of  the  Gen-  basis   of   a   daflv     ho^frTv     li^tu      h,        v^  ^^""^^^     compensation     is     at     a     rate     which 

todlaZ  schedule                  eral  Schedule  J?^^,  °^^»  r?iS'such"rat'e  shlu  £  com^ut  d  ^^ b  ^  ''''^"'  ^'"  -inimum  scheduled  rate 

1 1  from  the  appropriate  annual   rate   sSed  rJ'^'''^    compen.=ation    provided    fof    grade 

I — — -       ]  m  subsection  (b)   by  the  method  prescribed  J".  ?k    Classification   Act   of    1949.   as 

3 1  in  3^^,i„„  go4  ^    '    Jj              ^   °^  Employees  ^'"^"^fd.  the  overtime  hourly  rate  of  com- 

4 2  p       Act  of  1945.  as  amended.'          '''^P'°^^^^  pensation  shall  be  an  amount  equal  to  one 

J - I  "Sec.  110.  (a)     Section    105    of    this    title  «"d  °^^-half  times  the  hourly  rate  of  basic 

6 4  ghall  take  effect  on  the  date  or  dates  spec  !  ^""^P/nsation  of  ^uch  officer  or  employee,  and 

7 -. 5  ^^  ^     t^g  j^g^  ^j       department    but  not  ""    °^  '"''^  ^'"°''"'  '^^"  ^  considered  pre- 

8 6  •nriipr  than  t>>o  fl,-=t  rtoJT    *  ♦^             ^  mlum  compensat  on. 

o                                                                ,7  earner  than  the  first  day  of  the  second  pay  ••  ',01   r^t  .»o^v,     «             ^           , 

9 7  period   which   begins  after   the  date   of  en-  ko  ,                      !l               """^  employee  whose 

"— - 8  actment  of  this  Act,  and  not  later  than  the  .^f  compensation  is  at  a  rate  which  exceeds 

"(b)   The  rates  of  basic  compensation  of  first  day  of  the  first  pay  period  which  begins  minimum  scheduled  rate  of  basic  com- 

oSlcers  and  employees  to  whom  this  section  more  than  twelve  months  after  the  date  of  P^^^atlon   provided    for   grade    GS-9    In    the 

applies   shaU    be   Initially    adjusted    as    fol-  enactment  of  this  Act,  with  respect  to  each  Clai=sificatlon   Act   of    1949,   as  amended,  the 

lows:  employee  and   position  In  such  department  °^'^""^^  hourly  rate  of  compensation  shall 

"(1)  If  the  employee  is  receiving  a  rate  within  the  purview  of  such  section  105  ,     ^^   amount  equal  to  one  and   one-half 

of  basic  compensation  In  the  Crafts,  Pro-  "(b)   Sections  107.  108,  and  109  of  this  title  *  ^^^    ^^^    ho  arly    rate    of    such    minimum 

tectlve.  and  Ctistodlal  Schedule  which  Is  less  shall  take  effect,  with  respect  to  employees  ^^"^^"'^"^   '"^^e  of  basic  compensation,  and 

than  the  minimum  scheduled  rate  of  that  and   positions    In    a    department     upon    the  °^  ^""^^  amount  shall  be  considered  pre- 

grade  In  the  General  Schedule  In  which  his  completion  of  the  actions  required   by  sec-  "^'""^  compensation.' 

position  la  placed,   his   compensation   shall  tlons  105  and  106  of  this  title  to  be  taken  ^  ^^    ^°*    Section  202   (a)    of  the  Federal 

be  Increased  to  such  minimum  rate;  with  respect  to  such  employees  and  positions  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945.  as  amended.  Is 

"(2)  If  the  employee  Is  receiving  a  rate  hut  in  no  event  later  than  the  first  day  of  the  ^'^^^^^'^  ^o  read  as  follows: 
of  basic  compensation  In  the  Crafts.  Pro-  *l"t  pay  period  which  begins  more  than  '^^  ^^^'  ***  "^^^  txe&d  of  any  dep>art- 
tectlve.  and  Custodial  SchediUe  which  Is  twelve  months  after  the  date  of  enactment  ^^^^-  '"dependent  establishment,  or  agency, 
equal  to  one  of  the  scheduled  or  longevity  <"  this  Act.  including  Government-owned  or  controlled 
rates  of  that  grade  in  the  General  Schedule  "Miscellaneous  vrovision*  corporations,  or  of  the  municipal  govern- 
in  which  his  position  is  placed,  he  shall  re-  "Sxc  111  SeSlon  fiM  ofT^rrr/«,fi..f  T^^i  °^  *^^  °^*'^^*  °^  Columbia,  or  the 
celve  a  rate  ofbasic  compensation  at  such  Art  ^lolo  f,  -ii^n  i  1  Classification  head  of  any  legislative  or  Judicial  aglency  to 
scheduled  or  long^fty  "t^^  f.  f oUows  '  *'"^"'^^^'  ^  ^^^^^^^^d  to  read  which  this  title  applies.  (1)  may,  aTthe  re- 
"(3)  If  the  employee  is  receiving  a  rate  "  'Sec  604  Emnlovees  recelvin..  haci^  ,^r^  "^^^"^  °'  ^""^  "P'^"  °''  ^"^P^^y^-  grant  such 
Of  basic  compensatlo^n  In  the  Crafts.  Pro-  peniJfonTt  a^^fe"/u^"o7S'd"b7r,1^re:  ^m^^J  s^heSd^  t^ ^oTryVueu  °J 
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payment  for  an  equal  amount  of  time  spent 
In  Irregular  or  occasional  overtime  work, 
and  (2)  may,  at  his  own  discretion,  provide 
that  any  officer  or  employee,  whose  rate  of 
basic  compensation  Is  In  excess  of  the  maxi- 
mum scheduled  rate  of  basic  compensation 
provided  for  grade  08~9  In  the  Classification 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  shall  be  compen- 
sated for  Irregular  or  occasional  overtime 
work  for  which  compensation  would  be  due 
under  this  Act  with  an  equal  amount  of 
compensatory  time  off  from  his  scheduled 
tour  of  duty  In  lieu  of  such  compensation.' 

"Sbc.  205.  (a)  Section  203  of  the  Federal 
Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended,  is 
redesignated  as  section  205.  and  wherever 
such  section  niunber  appears  In  such  Act  or 
In  any  other  provision  of  law  it  is  amended 
to  conform  to  the  redeslgnatlon  prescribed 
by  this  subsection. 

"(b)  The  Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of 
1945.  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  inserting 
after  section  202  thereof  the  following  new 
sections: 

*  'Call-back  oi>ertime 

"  'Sec  203.  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 
any  unscheduled  overtime  work  performed 
by  any  officer  or  employee  on  a  day  when  no 
work  was  scheduled  for  him.  or  for  which 
he  Is  required  to  return  to  his  place  of  em- 
ployment, shall  be  considered  to  be  at  least 
two  hours  In  duration. 

"  Time  in  travel  status 

"  "Sec.  204.  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act, 
time  spent  In  a  travel  status  away  from  the 
official-duty  station  of  any  officer  or  em-« 
ployee  shall  be  considered  as  hours  of  em- 
ployment only  when  (1)  within  the  days  and 
hours  of  such  officer's  or  employee's  regu- 
larly scheduled  administrative  workweek. 
Including  regularly  scheduled  overtime 
hours,  or  (2)  when  the  travel  Involves  the 
performance  of  work  while  traveling  or  Is 
carried  out  under  arduous  conditions.' 

"Compensation  for  night  and  holiday  work 

"Sec.  206.  Section  301  of  the  Federal  Em- 
ployees Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended.  Is 
amended  to  resu  as  follows: 

," 'Sec.  301.  (a)  Any  regularly  scheduled 
work  between  the  hours  of  six  o'clock  post- 
meridian and  six  o'clock  antemeridian  (in- 
cluding periods  of  absence  with  pay  during 
such  hours  due  to  holidays,  and  any  such 
hours  within  periods  of  leave  with  pay  If 
such  periods  total  less  than  eight  hours  dtir- 
Ing  any  pay  period)  shall  be  considered 
nightwork.  except  as  provided  In  subsection 
(b).  and  any  officer  or  employee  performing 
such  work  to  whom  this  title  applies  shall 
be  compensated  for  such  work  at  his  rate  of 
basic  compensation  plus  premium  compen- 
sation amounting  to  10  per  centum  of  such 
rate,  unless  otherwise  provided  In  title  IV  of 
this  Act.  This  section  shall  not  operate  to 
modify  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  July  1, 
1944  (Public  Law  Numbered  394.  Seventy- 
el(;hth  Congress),  or  any  other  law  author- 
izing additional  compensation  for  nightwork. 

•••(b)  The  head  of  any  department.  Inde- 
pendent establishment,  or  agency.  Including 
Government-owned  or  controlled  corpora- 
tions, may  designate  any  time  after  six 
o'clock  postmeridian  and  any  time  before  six 
o'clock  antemeridian  as  the  beginning  and 
end,  respectively,  01  nightwork  for  the  pur- 
pose of  subsection  (a)  at  any  post  outside 
the  several  States  and  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia where  customary  hours  of  business  ex- 
tend into  the  hours  of  nightwork  provided 
by  such  subsection.' 

"Sec.  207.  Section  302  of  the  Federal  Em- 
ployees Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  sunended.  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  'Sec.  302.  (a)  All  work  not  exceeding 
eight  hours,  which  Is  not  overtime  work  as 
defined  In  section  201  of  this  Act  and  which 
Is  performed  on  a  holiday  designated  by  Fed- 
eral statute  or  Executive  order,  shall  be  com- 
pensated at  the  rate  of  basic  compensation 
Of  the  officer  or  employee  performing  such 


work  on  a  holiday  plus  premium  compensa- 
tion at  a  rate  equal  to  the  rate  of  basic  com- 
pensation of  such  officer  or  employee. 

"'(b)  Any  officer  or  employee  who  Is  re- 
quired to  perform  any  work  on  such  a  holi- 
day shall  be  compensated  for  at  least  two 
hours  of  such  work,  and  any  such  premium 
compensation  due  under  the  provisions 
of  this  section  shall  be  in  addition  to  any 
premium  compensation  which  may  be  due 
for  the  same  work  under  the  provisions  of 
section  301  of  this  Act  providing  premium 
compensation  for  nightwork. 

"■(c)   Overtime  work,  as  defined  In  section 
201  of  this  Act,  on  Sundays  and  such  holi- 
days  shall   be    compensated    In    accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  such  section  201.' 
"Special  provisions  for  certain  types  of  work 

"Sec  208.  (a)  The  Federal  Employees  Pay 
Act  of  1945,  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  In- 
serting after  title  III  thereof  a  new  title  to 
read  as  follows: 

"  'TTTLE   rV SPECIAL   PROVISIONS   FOH   CERTAIN 

TYPES  OF  W08K 

"'Sec  401.  The  head  of  any  department. 
Independent  establishment,  or  agency,  in- 
cluding Government-owned  or  controlled 
corporations,  or  of  the  municipal  government 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  may.  with  the 
approval  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 
provide  that — 

"  '(1)  any  officer  or  employee  in  a  position 
requiring  him  regularly  to  remain  at.  or 
within  the  confines  of,  his  station  during 
longer  than  ordinary  periods  of  duty,  a  sub- 
stantial part  of  which  consists  of  remaining 
In  a  standby  status  rather  than  performing 
work,  shall  receive  premium  compensation 
for  such  duty  on  an  annual  basis  In  lieu  of 
premium  compensation  provided  by  any 
other  provisions  of  this  Act.  Premium  com- 
pensation under  this  paragraph  shall  be  de- 
termined as  an  appropriate  percentage  (not 
In  excess  of  25  per  centum)  of  such  part  of 
the  rate  of  basic  compensation  for  any  such 
position  as  does  not  exceed  the  minimum 
scheduled  rate  of  basic  compensation  pro- 
vided for  grade  GS-9  In  the  Classification 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  by  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  number  of  hours  of  actual 
work  required  In  such  position,  the  number 
of  hours  required  in  a  standby  status  at  or 
within  the  confines  of  the  station,  the  extent 
to  which  the  duties  of  such  position  are  made 
more  onerous  by  night  or  holiday  work,  or  by 
being  extended  over  periods  of  more  than 
forty  hours  a  week,  and  any  other  relative 
factors;  or 

"  '(2)  any  officer  or  employee  In  a  position 
In  which  the  hours  of  duty  cannot  be  con- 
trolled administratively,  and  which  requires 
substantial  amounts  of  irregular,  unsched- 
uled, overtime  duty  and  duty  at  night  and  on 
holidays  with  the  officer  or  employee  gen- 
erally being  responsible  for  recognizing, 
without  supervision,  circumstances  which  re- 
quire him  to  remain  on  duty,  shall  receive 
premium  compensation  for  such  duty  on  an 
annual  basis  in  lieu  of  premium  compensa- 
tion provided  by  any  other  provisions  of  this 
Act.  except  for  regularly  scheduled  overtime 
duty.  Premium  compensation  under  this 
paragraph  shall  be  determined  as  an  appro- 
priate percentage  (not  In  excess  of  15  per 
centum)  of  such  part  of  the  rate  of  basic 
compensation  for  any  such  position  as  does 
not  exceed  the  minimum  scheduled  rate  of 
basic  compensation  provided  for  grade  GS-9 
In  the  Classification  Act  of  1949.  as  amended, 
by  taking  Into  consideration  the  frequency 
and  duration  of  night,  holiday,  and  unsched- 
uled overtime  duty  required  in  such  posi- 
tions.' 

"(b)  Nothing  contained  In  this  section 
shall  be  construed  to  decrease  the  existing 
aggregate  rate  of  compensation  of  any  pres- 
ent employee,  but  when  the  position  of  such 
employee  becomes  vacant  any  subsequent 
appointee  thereto  shall  receive  premium 
compensation  provided  for  such  position  In 
accordance  with  this  section. 


"Limitation  on  premium  compensation 

"Sec  200.  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Em- 
ployees Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended,  and 
the  heading  Immediately  preceding  such  sec- 
tion are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

*  'Limitation  on  premium  compensation 

"  'Sec  603.  (a)  No  premium  compensation 
provided  by  this  Act  shall  be  paid  to  any 
officer  or  employee  whose  rate  of  basic  com- 
pensation equals  or  exceeds  the  maximum 
scheduled  rate  of  basic  compensation  pro- 
vided for  grade  GS-IS  In  the  Classification 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended. 

"'(b)  In  the  case  of  any  officer  or  em- 
ployee whose  rate  of  basic  compensation  la 
less  than  the  maximum  scheduled  rate  of 
basic  compensation  provided  for  grade  GS-lS 
In  the  Classification  Act  of  1949.  as  amended, 
such  premlu:.!  compensation  may  be  paid 
only  to  the  extent  that  such  pajrment  wouUl 
not  cause  his  aggregate  rate  of  compensa- 
tion to  exceed  such  maximum  scheduled 
rate  with  respect  to  any  pay  pertod.' 

"Work  schedules 

•■Sec  210.  (a)  The  heading  Immediately 
preceding  section  604  of  the  Federal  Employ- 
ees Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended.  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"  Establishment  of  basic  toorkweek;  work 
schedules;  pay  computation  methods' 

"(b)  Section  604  (a)  of  the  Federal  Em- 
ployees Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended,  la 
amended  by  Inserting  '(1)'  after  '(a)'  and 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  para- 
graph as  follows: 

"  '  ( 2 )  Except  where  the  head  of  each  such 
department,  establishment,  or  agency  and  of 
the  municipal  government  of  the  Dlstrtct  of 
Columbia  determines  that  his  oi^nlzatlon 
would  be  seriously  handlcapi>ed  In  carrying 
out  its  functions  or  that  costs  would  be  sub- 
stantially Increased,  he  shall  provide,  with 
respect  to  all  officers  and  employees  In  hta 
organization,  (A)  that  assignments  to  tours 
of  duty  shall  be  scheduled  In  advance  over 
periods  of  not  less  than  one  week,  (B)  that 
the  basic  forty-hour  workweek  shall  be 
scheduled  on  five  days,  which  shall  be  Mon- 
day through  Friday  wherever  possible,  and 
the  two  days  outside  the  basic  workweek 
shall  be  consecutive,  (C)  that  the  working 
hours  In  each  day  In  the  basic  workweek 
shall  be  the  same,  (D)  that  the  basic  non- 
overtime  workday  shall  not  exceed  eight 
hours,  (E)  that  the  occurrence  of  holidays 
shall  not  affect  the  designation  of  the  basle 
workweek,  and  (F)  that  breaks  In  working 
hours  of  more  than  one  hour  shall  not  be 
scheduled   In  any  basic  workday.' 

"Sec  211.  This  title  shall  become  effective 
at  the  beginning  of  the  first  pay  period  which 
begins  more  than  sixty  dajrs  after  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  Act. 

"TTTLE  ni — GOVERNMENT  EMFLOTXES'  tNOBNTTV* 
AWARDS 

"Sec  301.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the 
'Government  Employees'  Incentive  Awards 
Act". 

"Sec.  302.  The  departmental  awards  pro- 
gram set  forth  In  this  title  shall  be  carried 
out  under  such  regulations  and  Instructions 
as  may  be  Issued  by  the  United  States  Civil 
Service  Commission  which  shall  annually 
report  the  results  of  the  program,  with  re- 
lated recommendations,  to  the  President  for 
transmittal    to   the   Congress. 

"SBC.  303.  As  used  In  this  title,  the  term 
'department'  means  an  executive  depart- 
ment or  Independent  agency  In  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government,  Including  a  Gov- 
ernment-owned or  controlled  corporation 
(but  not  Including  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority) .  and  also  includes  (a)  the  Admin- 
istrative Office  of  the  United  States  Courts, 
(b)  the  Library  of  Congress,  (c)  the  Botanic 
Garden,  (d)  the  Government  Printing  Office. 
(e)  the  Office  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol, 
and  (f)  the  municipal  government  at  the 
District  of  Columbia. 
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804.  (a)  TlM  taaad  of  aacih  dspKrt- 
it  la  anttMrtaeit  to  p«y  cMfa  awanta  to, 
to  Ismir  neei— ly  *i|fpimtfn  tor  tlM 
haoonry  ncngnltlon  of,  dvUlan  oAoan  and 
•mployaM  at  tbe  OoTammamt  who  by  tbelr 
BUggMtlana.  inventloiiB.  cuperior  aocompllAh- 
menta,  or  other  i>enoiiid  efforts  contribute 
to  Um  effldeney,  economy,  or  otber  Improve- 
ment of  Oof  eminent  operations  or  itbo  per- 
form special  acts  or  servloes  In  the  puUte 
tnterest  In  conseetlon  with  or  related  to 
their  oflMal  employment. 

"(h)  In  Instances  determined  by  the  Presi- 
dent to  warrant  such  action,  he  Is  authorlaed 
to  pay  caiSi  awards  to,  and  to  Incur  neces- 
sary expenses  for  the  honorary  recognition  of. 
clTllian  oOoeni  and  employees  of  the  Gor- 
emment  who  by  their  suggestions,  Inven- 
ttons,  superior  aooompUahments.  or  other 
personal  efforts  contribute  to  the  efllcleney, 
economy,  or  other  intprorement  of  Oovem- 
ment  operations,  or  who  perf  onn  ^oeptlon- 
ally  meritorious  special  acts  or  services  in 
the  public  taterest  In  connection  with  or 
related  to  their  ofBdal  employment,  and  any 
such  Presidsntlal  awards  may  be  in  addition 
to  the  departmental  awards  authorized  In 
subsection  (a)  of  this  section. 

"(c)  Awards  under  this  section  may  be 
paid  notwithstanding  the  death  or  separa- 
tion from  the  service  of  the  officer  or  em- 
ployee concerned:  Providea,  That  the  sug- 
gestions, inventions,  superior  aocomplish- 
ments.  other  personal  efforts,  or  special  acts 
or  services  in  the  public  interest  forming  the 
basis  for  the  awards  are  made  <x  rendered 
while  the  officer  <x  employee  is  in  the  employ 
of  the  Oovemment. 

"(d)  A  cash  award  under  this  section  shall 
be  in  addition  to  the  regular  compensation 
ot  the  recipient  and  the  acceptance  ot  such 
cash  award  shall  constitute  an  agreement 
that  the  use  by  the  Oovemment  of  the 
United  States  or  the  mimlclpal  government 
of  the  District  of  Coltmibia  of  any  idea, 
method  or  device  for  which  the  award  is 
made  shall  not  form  the  basis  of  a  further 
claim  of  any  nature  upon  the  Oovemntent 
of  the  United  States  or  the  manldpal  gov- 
ernment of  the  District  of  Ckdumbia  by  the 
employee,  his  heirs,  or  assigns. 

"(e)  Awards  to  emjAoyeee  and  expenses  for 
the  honorary  recognition  of  employees  may 
be  paid  from  the  funds  or  appropriations 
availaUe  to  the  activity  primarily  benefiting 
or  may  be  paid  trom.  the  several  funds  or 
appropriations  of  the  various  activities  bene- 
fiting as  may  be  determined  by  the  President 
for  awards  under  subsection  (b)  of  this  sec- 
tion, and  by  thai  head  of  the  department  con- 
cerned for  awards  tinder  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section. 

"(f)  An  award  under  this  title  shall  be 
given  due  weight  in  qualifying  and  selecting 
employees  for  promotion. 

"(g)  A  monetary  award  granted  imder  this 
title  shall  not  exceed  $5,000.  except  that  an 
award  in  excess  of  such  amount  but  not  In 
excess  of  $25,000  may  be  granted,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Oommlsslon,  in  special  eases 
in  which  the  head  of  a  department  certifies 
to  the  Oommlsslon  that  the  suggestion,  in- 
vention, superior  accomplishment,  or  other 
meritorious  effort  for  which  such  award  is 
proposed  to  be  made  is  highly  exceptional 
and  unusually  outstanding. 

"Sac.  305.  The  following  laws  and  parts  of 
laws  are  hereby  repealed: 

"(a)    Sections  703,  1009.  and   1003  of  the 
Classification  Act  of  1M8    (68  Stat.  054:   6  ' 
U.  S.  C.  1132.  1163.  1153). 

"(b)  Section  14  of  the  Act  entitled  *An  Act 
to  authorise  certain  administrative  expmses 
in  the  Oovemment  service,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses', approved  August  3.  1946  (60  Stat.  800: 
SU.  S.  C.  116a). 

"(c)  IlM  Act  entitled  'An  Act  authorldng 
paymento  of  rewards  to  postal  emidoyees  for 
inventions'.  i4>proved  December  8.  1046  (60 
Stat.  501;  89  U.  8.  C.  818). 

"(d)  The  Act  entitled  'An  Act  auttiorialng 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  pay  a  oMh  award 


tar  suggections  submitted  by  employees  of 
certain  estabUshments  of  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment f<»  improvement  or  economy  in 
manufacturing  process' or  plant',  approved 
July  17,  lOia  (37  Stat.  103;  60  U.  S.  C.  58). 

"(e)  "nie  Act  entitled  'An  Act  to  provide 
equitable  compensation  for  useful  sugges- 
tions or  inventions  by  personnel  of  the  Oe- 
pffftment  of  the  Interior',  approved  June  26, 
1044  (68  Stat.  860;  5  U.  S.  C.  500) . 

"(f)  Subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of  section 
86  of  the  Act  entitled  'An  Act  to  enact  cer- 
tain provisions  new  included  In  the  Naval 
Appropriation  Act.  1046,  and  for  other  pnr- 
poees',  approved  August  2,  1946  (60  Stat. 
867;  5U.  S.  C.  416). 

"(g)  The  Joint  resolution  entitled  'Joint 
Resoluticm  to  provide  cash  awards  to  per- 
sonnel of  the  Maritime  Commission  and  the 
War  Shipping  Administration  for  useful  sug- 
gestions to  improve  administration  of  tlielr 
activities',  approved  March  13,  1944  (58  Stat. 
115;  46  U.  S.  C.  1111b). 

"(h)  All  other  laws  or  parts  of  laws  In- 
consistent with  this  Act  are  hereby  repealed 
to  the  extent  of  such  inconsistency. 

"Sbc.  306.  The  enactment  of  this  title  shall 
not  affect  the  right  of  any  employee  to  an 
award  granted  him  under  any  provision  of 
law  repealed  by  this  title. 

"Sic.  807.  This  title  shall  take  effect  on 
the  ninetieth  day  after  the  date  of  Its  enact- 
ment. 

"TTTLX   IV UNIPUSM    ALLOWANCES 

"Sec.  401.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the 
"Federal  Employees  Uniform  Allowance  Act". 

"Sbc.  402.  There  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  annually  to  each  agency  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  or  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  (Including  Govern- 
ment-owned corporations),  upon  a  showing 
of  the  necessity  or  desirability  thereof,  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $100  multiplied  by  the 
number  of  the  employees  of  such  agency  wtio 
are  required  by  regulation  existing  on  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  or  by  law  to 
wear  a  prescribed  uniform  In  the  perform- 
ance of  his  or  her  official  duties  and  who  are 
not  being  fiimished  with  such  uniform. 
The  head  of  any  agency  to  which  any  sxKh. 
appropriation  is  made  shall,  out  of  funds 
made  available  by  such  appropriation,  (l) 
f\iml8h  to  each  such  employee  such  uniform 
at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $100  per  annum,  or 
(3)  pay  to  each  such  employee  an  allowance 
for  defraying  the  expenses  of  acquisition  of 
such  uniform  at  such  times  and  in  such 
amounto,  not  to  exceed  $100  per  annum,  "as 
may  be  prescribed  in  accordance  with  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated  pursuant  to 
section  404.  Where  the  furnishing  of  a  ual- 
form  or  the  payment  of  a  uniform  allowance 
is  authorized  under  any  other  provision  of 
law  or  regulation  existing  on  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  Act.  the  head  of  the  agency 
may  in  his  discretion  continue  the  furnish- 
ing' of  such  xiniform  or  the  payment  of  siich 
allowance  \inder  such  law  or  regulation,  but 
whore  a  uniform  is  furnished  or  allowance 
paid  under  any  such  law  or  regulation  no 
uniform  shall  be  furnished  or  allowance  paid 
under  this  section. 

"Sac.  403.  Allowances  paid  under  this  title 
ahall  not  be  considered  as  pay,  salary,  or  com- 
pensation within  the  meaning  of  the  ClTU 
Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930.  as 
amended,  or  as  wages  within  the  meaning  of 
section  209  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  as 
amended,  or  chapters  21  and  24  of  the  Int«- 
nal  Revenue  Code  of  1954. 

"Sac.  404.  The  Director  of  ^he  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  is  autbiorized  and  directed  to 
promulgate  sixih  rules  and  regulations  as 
may  be  necessary  to  provide  for  the  uniform 
administration  of  this  title.  i 

"rrnjB  v — AJmruAi.  lcavx  I 

•Sac.  601.  Clause  (6)  of  section  2  of  the 
Act  of  August  8,  1960,  as  amended  by  section 
8  of  the  Act  of  July  3,  1958,  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  '(6)  payment  for  all  accu- 
xniilated  and  cunent  accrued  annual  <»  v« 


tlon  leave  equal  to  the  compensation  the 
decedent  would  have  received  had  he  re- 
mained In  the  service  until  the  expiration  of 
the  period  of  such  annual  or  vacation  leave; 
except  that  such  lump-sum  payment  shall 
not  include  compensation  for  any  period  of 
accumulated  leave  in  excess  of  thirty  days, 
plus  current  accrued  leave,  or  in  excess  of 
the  number  of  days  of  accumulated  leave  to 
which  he  is  entitled  on  the  date  of  separation 
(excluding  accumulated  leave  earned  in  the 
1954  leave  year  and  thereafter),  plus  Current 
accrued  leave,  whichever  is  the  greater.* 

"Sec.  502.  Section  6  of  the  Act  of  July  2, 
1953  (Public  Law  102,  Eghty-third  Con- 
gress), is  hereby  repealed. 

"Sec.  503.  Section  501  of  this  title  shall 
take  effect  as  of  September  1,  1953. 

"TITLE     VI — MISCELLANEOUS     FKOVISODNS 

"Sec.  601.  (a)  Section  2  (b)  of  the  Per- 
formance Rating  Act  of  1950  (5  U.  8.  C,  sec. 
2001)  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  period 
at  the  end  thereof  and  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  a  semicolon  and  the  following: 

"'(12)    The   Central  Intelligence  Agency.' 
"(b)   Section  9  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (50  U.  3.  C„ 
sec.  4031),  Is  hereby  repealed. 

"Six:.  602.  (a)  Subsection  (a)  of  lection 
1310  of  the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act. 
1952  (Public  Law  253,  Eighty-second  Con- 
gress), as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"'(a)  The  Civil  Service  Commission  and 
the  heads  of  the  executive  tfeparlznenta, 
agencies,  and  corporations  shall  make  fvill 
use  of  their  authority  to  require  that  initial 
appointments  to  positions  in  and  9utalde 
the  competitive  civil  service  shall  be  made 
on  other  than  a  permanent  basis  in  order 
to  prevent  increases  In  the  number  of  perma- 
nent personnel  of  the  Federal  Oovemment 
in  excess  of  10  per  centum  above  the  total 
number  of  permanent  employees  on  Septem- 
ber 1,  1950:  Provided,  That  any  position 
vacated  by  a  permanent  employee  called  to 
military  service  or  transferred  to  a  national 
defense  agency  shall  not  be  filled  except  on  a 
temporary  or  indefinite  basis.  All  appoint- 
ments, reinstatements,  transfers,  and  pro- 
motions to  positions  subject  to  the  Classi- 
fication Act  of  1949  shall  be  made  with  tha 
condition  and  notice  to  each  Individual  ap- 
pointed, reinstated,  transferred,  or  promoted 
that  the  classification  grade  of  the  position 
is  subject  to  post-&udlt  and  correction  hy  the 
appropriate  departmental  or  agency  person- 
nel ofBce  or  the  Civil  Service  Commission.' 

"(b)  Such  section  1310  is  further  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
new  subsection : 

"  '(e)  This  section  does  not  and  shall  not 
bo  construed  to  amend  or  modify  the  Vet- 
erans' Preference  Act  of  1944  (Public  Law 
359,  Seventy-eighth  Congress),  as  amended.' 
"Sec.  603.  The  Official  Reporters  of  the 
proceedings  and  debates  of  the  Senate  and 
their  employees  shall  be  considered  to  be 
officers  or  employees  In  or  under  the  legis- 
lative branch  of  the  Government  witl4n  the 
meaning  of  the  provisions  of  section  2  fa) 
of  the  Federal  Employees'  Group  Life  Insur- 
ance Act  of  1954. 

"Sac.  604.  An  Act  entitled  'An  A4t  aa- 
thorlzlng  the  employment  of  mall  mesaengeia 
In  the  postal  service',  approved  March  S 
1887  (39  U.  8.  C.  sec.  578),  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  foUowing 
new  paragraph: 

"  'The  Postmaster  General  may.  In  Us  dis- 
cretion and  under  such  regulations  as  he 
may  prescribe,  readjust  the  compensation 
of  the  holder  of  any  contract  for  the  per- 
formance of  mall-messenger  service  On  ac- 
count of  increased  or  decreased  costs  occa- 
sioned by  changed  conditions  which  could 
not  reasonably  have  been  anticipated  at  the 
time  such  contract  was  made.'  ••  t 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
That  the  Rouse  recede  from  Ita  dloagree- 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to 
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the  title  of  the  bill  and  agree  to  the  same 
with  an  amendment  as  follows:    In  lieu  of 
the  amended  title  proposed  by   the  Senate 
amendment,  amend  the  title  so  as  to  read: 
"An    Act    to    provide    certain    employment 
benefits  for  employees  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, and  for  other  purposes." 
Edwako  H.  Rezs, 
JOEL   T.   Bbothill, 
Tom  MuasAV. 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
FnANK  Carlson, 
James  H    Duff, 
Olin  D.  Johnston, 
Managers  on  t  le  Part  o]  the  Senate. 

Statement 
The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  2263)  to  authorize 
the  Postmaster  General  to  readjust  the  com- 
pensation of  holders  ol  contracts  for  the  per- 
formance of  mall-iressenger  eervice.  submit 
the  following  statement  In  explanation  of 
the  clfect  of  the  ac.lon  agreed  upon  by  the 
conferees  and  recommended  In  the  accom- 
pai.ying  conference  report: 

The  Senate  amendment  strikes  out  all  cf 
the  House  bill  after  ihe  enact. ng  clause.  The 
cmrnlttee  of  conference  recommends  that 
the  House  recede  f.-om  Its  disagreement  to 
the  amendment  of  tlie  Senate,  with  an 
amendment  which  is  a  substitute  for  both 
the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amendment, 
and  that  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  House  bill  related  only  to  the  granting 
of  authority  to  th«!  Postmaster  General  to 
readjust  the  compensation  of  the  holders 
of  mall  mesyenger  service  contracts  to  re- 
fiect  certain  changes  In  operating  costs.  The 
Lonale  amendmer.t  (wh'ch  docs  not  contain 
anv  such  provision  i  consists  of  six  titles,  as 
fliovs:  Title  I  (contalnlne  amendmenU  to 
the  Classification  Act  of  1949).  tU'e  II  (con- 
taining amendmerts  to  the  F'^deral  Em- 
pljyees  Pay  Act  of  19'!5l.  title  III  (providing 
f.jr  a  program  of  Incentive  awards  for  Gov- 
ernment employees),  title  IV  (providing  for 
uniform  allowances  for  Government  em- 
plovees),  title  V  (relating  to  annual  leave 
of  Government  emp'.oyees) ,  and  title  Vl  (con- 
taining certain  provisions  relating  to  mis- 
cellaneous subjects). 

The  following  sta'  *ment  dli«c\'sses  the  pro- 
visions of  the  conference  substitute  and 
not<»s  the  Blmllaritles  and  dlfTcrences  be- 
tween the  conference  eubstitute  and  the 
Senate  amendment  and  the  conference  sub- 
stitute and  related  provisions  of  8.  2C65  as 
rerorted  to  the  House  by  the  Committee  rn 
Post  omce  and  Civil  Service  of  the  House. 

TITLE    I AMENDMENTS    TO    Cl.ASFinCATlON     ACT 

or    1949.   AS   AMrNDFO 

Nurrxber  of  rositiom  in  grades  16.  17.  and  IS 
of  the  General  Schedule 

Section  101  of  tho  Senate  amendment  and 
?ection  1C3  of  S.  2665.  as  reported  to  the 
House,  relate  to  the  number  of  positions  au- 
thorized In  grades  16.  17.  and  18  of  the  Gen- 
eral Schedule  cf  the  Classification  Act  of 
1949. 

Subsection  (a)  of  section  101  of  the  S-n- 
ate  amendment  and  subsection  (a)  ol  sec- 
tion 1C3  of  S.  2665.  as  reported  to  the  House, 
amend  section  505  of  the  Classification  Act 
of  1949.  as  amendetl.  Such  section  505  now 
provides  that  at  any  one  time  there  shall 
not  be  more  than  300  positions  In  grade 
GS-16,  not  more  than  75  positions  In  grade 
G3-17.  and  not  more  than  25  positions  in 
■grade  GS-18.  making  a  total  of  400  positions 
in  these  so-called  super  grades.  Such  sec- 
tion 505.  as  amended  by  subsection  (a)  of 
section  101  of  the  Senate  amendment,  pro- 
vides that  at  any  one  time  there  shall  not 
be  more  than  400  positions  In  grade  16  of 
the  General  Schedule,  not  more  than  115 
positions  in  grade  17  of  the  General  Sched- 
ule, and  not  more  than  35  positions  In  grade 


18  of  the  General  Schedule,  making  a  total 
of  650  positions.  Such  section  506,  as 
amended  by  subsection  (a)  of  section  103  of 
S.  2665,  as  reported  to  the  House,  provides 
that  at  any  one  time  there  shall  not  be  more 
than  396  positions  In  grade  GS-16.  not  more 
than  123  positions  in  grade  GS-17.  and  not 
more  than  31  positions  In  grade  GS-18, 
making  a  total  of  550  positions.  The  con- 
ference substitute  contains  the  provisions 
of  the  Senate  amendment  with  respect  to 
the  number  of  positions  in  grades  16,  17, 
and  18  of  the  General  Schedule. 

Both  subsection  (a)  of  section  101  of  the 
Senate  amendment  and  subsection  (a)  of 
section  103  of  S.  2665.  as  reported  to  the 
House,  continue  the  provisions  of  section  505 
of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949  which  re- 
quire (1)  that  positions  may  be  placed  in 
grades  GS-16  and  GS-17  only  by  action  of, 
or  after  prior  approval  by.  the  Civil  Service 
Commission,  and  (2)  that  positions  may  be 
placed  In  or  removed  from  grade  CS-18  only 
by  the  President  upon  recommendation  of 
the  Civil  Service  Commission.  The  confer- 
ence substitute  also  continues  these  provi- 
sions. 

Such  section  505.  ps  amended  by  subsec- 
tion (a)  of  section  101  of  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, also  provides  that  positions  of  senior 
specialists  in  the  Legislative  Reference  Serv- 
ice of  the  Library  of  Congress  which  may 
be  established  under  section  203  (b)  (1)  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1948 
may  be  in  addition  to  those  authorized  by 
the  other  provisions  of  section  505.  No  such 
provision  Is  contained  in  S.  2665.  as  reported 
to  the  House.  The  conference  stibititute 
contains  this  provision  cf  tiie  Senate  amend- 
ment. 

Subsection  (b)  of  section  101  of  the  con- 
ference stibstltute  provides  that  the  amend- 
ment made  by  subsection  (a)  shall  not  affect 
positions  allocated  to  grades  16.  17.  and  18 
of  the  General  Schedule  of  the  Classification 
Act  of  1949.  as  amended,  pursuant  to  pro- 
visions of  law  (Other  than  such  Act)  and 
reorpanlzotlon  plans  in  effect  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  such  section  101.  The  Sen- 
ate amendment  and  S  2C65.  as  reported  to 
the  House,  contain  the  same  provision. 

Longevity  step-increases 
Et'bsect'on  (a)  (1)  of  section  102  of  the 
conference  Eubstitute  amends  subsection  (a) 
of  section  703  of  the  Classlficat'on  Act  of 
1949.  as  amended,  to  provide  that,  if  an  em- 
ployee who  has  earned  credit  toward  the  re- 
quired 3-year  longevity  period  at  the  maxi- 
mum rate  or  a  longevity  rate  of  his  grade 
is  transferred  to  the  maximum  rate  or  a 
longevity  rate  of  a  lower  grade,  the  credit 
earned  by  such  employee  in  the  higher  grade 
shall  apj  ly  toward  a  longevity  step-Increase 
in  the  lower  grade.  Under  such  subsection 
(a)  of  section  703  of  the  Classification  Act 
of  1919  as  now  in  effect,  an  employee  has  to 
begin  his  3-year  longevity  period  over  again 
when  he  Is  reduced  in  grade.  Subsection 
(a)  (1)  of  section  102  of  the  Senate  amend- 
ment contains  the  same  provision.  There  is 
no  comparable  provision  in  S.  2665,  as  re- 
ported to  the  House. 

Subsection  (a)  (2)  of  section  102  of  the 
conference  substitute  amends  su>?section  (b) 
(1)  of  section  703  of  the  Classification  Act 
of  1949.  as  amended,  to  provide  that  no 
cfllcer  or  employee  in  a  position  In  any  grade 
atx)ve  grade  15  of  the  General  Schedule  shall 
be  entitled  to  a  longevity  step-increase. 
Such  section  703  ( b )  ( 1 )  now  provides  that 
no  officer  or  employee  in  a  position  in  any 
grade  above  grade  10  of  the  General  Sched- 
ule shall  be  entitled  to  a  longevity  step- 
increase.  Both  subsection  (a)  (2)  of  sec- 
tion 102  of  the  Senate  amendment  and  sub- 
section (a)  of  section  104  of  S.  2665.  as  re- 
ported to  the  House,  contain  this  provision 
of  the  conference  substitute. 

Sutwectlon  (b)  of  section  102  of  the  con- 
ference substitute  provides  that  the  amend - 
mente  made   by   subsection    (a)    shall   take 


effect  at  the  beginning  of  the  first  pay  p«iod 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  conference 
substitute.  The  Senate  amendment  and  S. 
2685,  as  reported  to  the  Hotise,  contain  the 
same  effective  date  provisions. 

Subsection  (a)  of  section  103  of  the  con- 
ference substitute  amends  section  704  of  the 
Classification  Act  of  1949,  as  amended.  Such 
section  704,  as  so  amended,  provides  that,  in 
the  case  of  employees  in  grades  11  to  15. 
Inclusive,  of  the  General  Schedule,  not  to 
exceed  3  years  of  service  performed  Immedi- 
ately prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  amend- 
ment at  or  above  the  maximum  scheduled 
rates  for  their  respective  grades  shall  be 
counted  toward  longevity  step-increases. 
For  grade  GS-15.  which  has  within-grade 
compensation  steps  of  $250.  longevity  step- 
increases  are  limited  to  $200.  These  same 
provisions  are  also  contained  in  subsection 
(a)  of  section  103  of  the  Senate  amendment 
and  subsection  (a)  of  section  105  ol  S.  2665, 
as  reported  to  the  House. 

Subsection  (b>  of  section  103  of  the  con- 
ference substitute  provides  that  this  amend- 
ment shall  become  effective  at  the  beginning 
of  the  first  pay  period  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  conference  substitute.  The 
Senate  amendment  and  S.  2665,  as  reported 
to  the  House,  contain  the  same  effective  date 
provisions. 

Recruitment  above  the  minimum  rate  of  the 
class 
Section  104  of  the  conference  substitute 
amends  section  803  of  the  Classification  Act 
of  1949,  as  amended.  Such  section  803.  as 
so  amended,  relates  to  the  recruitment  of 
eir.p'.oyees  at  pay  rates  above  the  statutory 
minimum  rate  for  a  class  of  positions  when 
authorized,  under  certain  conditions,  by  the 
Civil  Service  Co  amission.  Under  section 
801  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  each 
original  appointment  to  any  position  under 
such  Act  must  be  at  the  minimum  per  an- 
num rate  of  th^  grade  In  which  such  position 
is  classified.  At  times  the  inflexibility  of 
this  provision  has  constituted  an  impediment 
to  the  recruitment  of  a  sufficient  number 
cf  qualified  eliglbles  to  fill  positions  in  a 
given  class  in  ce.tain  areas. 

Subsection  ( a )  of  section  803  of  the  Classl- 
Ccalion  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  by  section 
104  of  the  conference  substitute,  provides 
that  whenever  the  Civil  Service  Commission 
finds  with  respect  to  any  area  or  location  ( 1 ) 
that  a  sufficient  number  of  qualified  ellgibles 
for  positions  in  a  given  class  cannot  be 
secured  at  the  existing  minimum  rate  f<w 
such  class,  and  (2)  that  there  is  a  possibility 
of  securing  a  sufficient  number  of  such  ell- 
gibles by  increasing  the  minimum  rate  for 
such  class  of  positions  in  such  area  or  loca- 
tion, the  Commission  may  establish  one  of 
the  withln-grade  step  rates  above  the  statu- 
tory minimum  rate  of  the  appropriate  grade 
for  sxich  class  of  positions  as  the  minlmima 
or  entrance  rate  for  such  class  of  positions  In 
such   area  or  location. 

Subsection  (b)  of  section  803  of  the  Clas- 
sification Act  of  1949,  as  amended  by  sec- 
tion 104  of  the  conference  substitute,  au- 
thorizes the  Civil  Service  Commission  to  re- 
vise, from  time  to  time,  such  higher  mini- 
mum rates  as  it  may  establish  under  subsec- 
tion (a).  Subsection  (b)  also  provides  that 
such  rates  or  any  revisions  thereof  eeteb- 
llshed  under  section  803  shall  have  the  force 
and  effect  of  law. 

Subsection  (c)  of  the  amended  tectlon  803 
p-ovides  that  any  increase  in  rate  of  basic 
compensation  under  section  803  shall  not  be 
regarded  as  an  "equivalent  increase"  in  com- 
pensation within  the  meaning  of  section  701 
(a)  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949  (which 
relates  to  wlthln-grade  step-increases) . 

These  same  provisions  with  respect  to  re- 
cruitment above  the  minimum  rate  of  the 
class  are  also  contained  in  section  104  of  the 
Senate  amendment  and  section  106  of  S.  2665. 
as  reported  to  the  House. 
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Exehuion  fnm  CtetrtjIewHon  Act  of  2M9  of 
craftM,  trmdet,  omA  faAor  potiMoiu  tanA  mp* 
pUemUtm  of  prMwiHnfr  wofe  jtoUey  to  «iicfc 
pofitlom* 

Subsection  («)  of  aectton  106  of  tbe  oon' 
ferenoe  mbBtltute  Mnends  paragrapli  (7)  of 
wctton  202  of  the  Classlflcation  Act  of  1940. 
a-  amended.  Pangraph  (7) ,  as  so  amended. 
remo?es  fnnn  the  corerage  of  that  act  em- 
ployees In  recognised  trades  or  crafts,  or 
other  skilled  mechanical  crafts,  or  In  un- 
sldUed.  semlsUUed.  or  sklUed  manual-labor 
occupations,  the  duties  of  which  InvDlve  the 
maintenance  and  operation  of  public  build- 
ings and  associated  equipment  or  the  per- 
formance of  work  In  sclentlflc  or  engineering 
laboratories  as  assistants  to  scientists  or 
engineers,  and  other  employees  including 
foremeh  and  superrlaors  In  positions  having 
trade,  craft,  or  laboring  experience  and 
knowledge  as  the  paramount  requirement. 
Paragraph  (7) .  as  so  amended,  also  provides 
that  the  compensation  of  such  employees 
shall  be  fixed  and  adjusted  from  time  to  time 
as  nearly  as  Is  consistent  with  the  public 
Interest  In  accordance  with  prevailing  rates 
(as  Is  the  case  with  respect  to  other  em- 
ployees who  oome  within  the  purview  of  this 
paragraph) .  except  that  where.  In  the  opinion 
of  the  employing  agency  and  the  ClvU  Serv- 
ice Commission.  It  is  Impracticable  to  do  so 
because  of  tbe  small  numb^  of  these  em- 
ployees In  any  given  area,  the  rates  of  com- 
pensation for  such  employees  In  that  particu- 
lar area  shall  be  fixed  at  rates  of  compensa- 
tion prescribed  In  the  Classification  Act  of 
1949.  as  amended,  for  positions  of  equivalent 
difflctilty  or  responsibility.  The  eifectlve  date 
of  section  105  of  the  conference  substitute 
Is  provided  for  In  section  110  (a)  of  the 
conference  substitute,  which  provides  that 
section  105  shall  take  effect  on  the  date  or 
dates  specified  by  the  head  of  a  department, 
but  not  earlier  than  the  first  day  of  the 
second  pay  period  which  begins  after  the  date 
of  enactment  of  the  conference  substitute, 
and  not  later  than  the  first  day  of  the  first 
pay  period  which  begins  nusre  than  12 
months  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the 
conference  substitute,  with  respect  to  each 
emplojree  and  position  In  such  department 
within  the  purview  of  such  section  105. 

The  change  made  by  subsection  (a)  of  sec- 
tion 105  of  the  conference  substitute  will 
affect  about  89.000  crafts,  trades,  and  manual- 
labor  employees.  Of  this  nimiber.  approxi- 
mately 37.000  are  employed  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration  and  16.000  In  the  General 
Services  Administration,  with  others  spread 
throughout  a  nximber  of  agencies.  Some  of 
these  employees  will  receive  increased  pay 
when  they  are  moved  to  a  prevalllng-rate- 
pay  system.  As  provided  in  section  114'  of 
the  conference  substitute,  no  employee  will 
have  his  present  pay  reduced  as  a  result  of 
such  change. 

Both  subsection  (a)  of  section  105  <rf  the 
Senate  amendment  and  section  107  of  S. 
2665.  as  reported  to  the  House,  contain  the 
above  provisions. 

Subsection  (b)  of  section  105  of  the  con- 
ference substitute  amends  section  204  (c) 
of  the  Classification  Act  of  1940.  as  amended, 
to  permit  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  to 
compensate,  on  the  basis  of  prevailing  wage 
rates,  those  employees  in  crafts  and  labor 
occupations  now  compensated  under  the 
crafts,  protective,  and  ciistodlal  schedule  of 
the  ClassiflcaUon  Act  of  1949.  This  provi- 
sion is  also  contained  in  subsection  (b)  of 
section  105  of  the  Senate  amendntent  but  Is 
not  contained  in  s.  2865.  as  reported  to  the 
House. 

Transfer  of  certain  poHHon*  from  the  crafts. 

protective,  and  custodial  schedule  to  the 

general  schedule 

Subsection  (a)  of  section  106  of  the  con- 
ference substitute  directs  the  conversion 
from  the  crafts.  t>rotectlve,  and  custodial 
schedule  to  the  general  schedule  of  all  posl- 


ttau  wMcb  do  not  go  to  the  prevalllng-^Mags 
system  by  vlrtoe  of  the  amendment  made  by 
sectlaii  106  of  ttie  conference  substitute  to 
paragraph  (7)  of  section  202  of  the  Classifi- 
cation Act  of  1949.  Such  positions  whlcb  are 
in  grades  CPC-1,  2.  and  3  shall  be  placed  In 
grade  OS-l  and  such  positions  which  ar«  in 
grades  CPC-4,  6.  8.  7.  8,  9.  and  10  shall  be 
placed  in  grades  OS-2.  3.  4.  5.  6.  7.  and  8. 
respectively.  No  such  action  may  be  taken 
prior  to  the  first  day  of  the  second  pay 
pCTlod  beginning  after  the  date  of  enactnwnt 
of  the  conference  substitute  nor  later  than 
the  first  day  of  the  first  pay  period  beginning 
more  than  6  months  after  such  date  of  en- 
actment. 

Subsection  (b)  of  section  106  of  the  con- 
ference substitute  prescribes  the  following 
rules  by  which  the  existing  pay  rates  of  tm- 
ployees  under  the  crafts,  protective,  and  ous- 
todial  schedule  are  to  be  initially  adjusted 
to  the  rates  in  the  general  schedule: 

(1)  Each  employee  paid  at  a  rate  of  basic 
compensation  in  the  crafts,  protective,  and 
custodial  schedule  which  Is  less  than  the 
minimum  scheduled  rate  of  the  grade  In  the 
general  schedule  in  which  his  position  Is 
placed,  shall  have  his  compensation  In- 
creased to  such  minimum  rate; 

(2)  Each  employee  paid  at  a  rate  of  b«slc 
compensation  in  the  crafts,  protective,  and 
custodial  schedule  which  is  equal  to  one  of 
the  scheduled  or  longevity  rates  of  the  grade 
In  the  general  schedule  in  which  his  position 
is  placed,  shall  be  paid  at  such  scheduled  or 
longevity  rate; 

(3)  Each  employee  paid  at  a  rate  of  basic 
compensation  in  the  crafts,  protective,  and 
custodial  schedule  which  is  at  a  rate  between 
2  scheduled  or  2  longevity  rates,  or  be- 
tween a  scheduled  rate  and  a  longevity  rate. 
of  the  grade  in  the  general  schedule  In  which 
his  position  is  placed,  shall  be  paid  compen- 
sation at  the  higher  of  such  2  rates; 

(4)  Each  employee  paid  at  a  rate  of  basic 
compensation  in  the  crafts,  protective,  and 
custodial  schedule  which  is  in  excess  of  the 
maximum  longevity  rate  of  the  grade  In  the 
general  schedule  in  which  his  position  U 
placed,  shall  continue  to  be  paid  basic  com- 
pensation without  any  change  in  rate  until 
he  either  leaves  such  position  or  is  entitled 
to  receive  basic  compensation  at  a  higher  rate 
by  reason  of  the  operation  of  the  Classifica- 
tion Act  of  1949.  as  amended;  but  when  such 
position  becomes  vacant  the  rate  of  boElc 
compensation  of  any  subsequent  appointee 
shall  be  fixed  in  accordance  with  the  Clasl- 
flcatlon  Act  of  1949,  as  amended. 

Subsection  (c)  of  section  106  of  the  con- 
ference substitute  provides  that  the  con- 
version of  positions  to  grades  of  the  gen- 
eral schedule  under  such  section  106,  and 
the  initial  adjustments  in  compensation  pre- 
scribed in  such  section,  shall  not  be  con- 
strued to  be  transfers  or  promotions  within 
the  meaning  of  section  802  (b)  of  the  Clari- 
fication Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  and  regu- 
lations Issued  thereunder. 

The  conversion  prescribed  in  this  section 
of  the  conference  substitute  will  affect  about 
47.000  employees,  mostly  guards,  messen- 
gers, and  fire  fighters,  the  majority  of  which 
are  in  the  Department  of  Etefense  and  Gen- 
eral Services  Administration.  Most  of  these 
employees  would  receive  small  pay  increases 
by  conversion  of  their  positions  to  the  gen- 
eral schedule.  Like  the  CPC  workers  who 
are  moved  to  a  iwcvalllng-rate  system,  none 
would  have  his  present  pay  reduced. 

Both  section  106  of  the  Senate  amendment 
and  section  108  of  S.  2665,  as  reported  to  the 
Hoiwe.  contain  identical  provisions  with  re- 
spect to  the  transfer  to  the  General  Schedule 
of  the  above-mentioned  positions  in  the 
crafts,  protective,  and  custodial  schedule. 

Abolishment  of  crafts,  protectix>e  and 

custodial  schedule 
Sections  107,  108.  and  109  of  the  confer- 
ence substitute  abolish  the  crafts,  protecUfe. 


and  custodial  schedule  by  making  necessary 
revisions  in  the  language  of  the  Classifica- 
tion Act  of  1949  to  effect  that  action. 

Section  107  deletes  from  section  60(1  of  the 
Classification  Act  of  1949  reference  to  the 
crafts,  protective,  and  custodial  schedule. 

Section  108  deletes  from  section  600  of  the 
Classification  Act  of  1949  the  grade  level  defi- 
nitions of  the  crafts,  protective,  and  cus- 
todial schedule. 

Section  109  deletes  from  section  603  of 
the  Classification  Act  of  1949  the  entire 
crafts,  protective,  and  custodial  schedule,  in- 
cidental references  to  such  schedule,  and 
paragraph  (c)  (2)  of  such  section  relating 
to  the  rates  of  pay  of  charwomen  and  head 
charwomen. 

Section  110  of  the  conference  substitute 
relates  to  the  dates  on  which  sections  105, 

107.  108.  and  109  of  the  conference  sut>stitute 
shall  become  effective. 

Subsection  (a)  of  section  110  provides  that 
section  105  (relating  to  the  convension  of 
employees  and  positions  to  prevallieg-wage 
rate  basis)  shall  be  effective  on  the  date  or 
dates  specified  by  the  head  of  a  dep4rtment 
but  not  earlier  than  the  beginning  of  the 
second  pay  period  following  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  conference  substitute  nor 
later  than  the  first  day  of  the  first  pay  period 
beginning  more  than  12  months  after  such 
date  of  enactment. 

Subsection  fb)  of  section  110  provides  that, 
with  respect  fo  employees  and  ]x>sltian8  in  a 
given  department,  the  crafts,  protective,  and 
custodial  schedule  shall  be  abolished  effective 
upon  the  completion  of  the  convetaion  of 
employees  and  positions  to  prevailing-wage 
rate  basis  under  section  105  and  the  con- 
version of  the  remaining  employees  and  posi- 
tions to  the  general  schedule  under  section 
106.  but.  In  any  event,  not  later  than  the 
first  day  of  the  first  pay  period  beginning 
more  than  12  months  after  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  the  conference  substitute. 

These  above-discussed  provisions  of  the 
conference  substitute  relating  to  the  Qbolish- 
ment  of  the  crafts,  protective,  and  custodial 
sch3dule  are  also  contained  In  sectlins  107, 

108.  109,  and  110  of  the  Senate  amendment 
and  In  sections  109.  110.  Ill,  and  112  at 
S.  26C5,  as  reported  to   the  House. 


Miscellaneous   provisions 

Section  111  of  the  conference  subctltutc 
deletes  from  section  604  of  the  Classification 
Act  of  1949  certain  obsolete  rules  for  the  ad- 
justment of  basic  compensation  to  the 
original  pay  scales  of  the  Classlficatk&n  Act 
of  1949.  One  necessary  provision,  a  broad 
savings  clause.   Is  retained. 

Section  112  of  the  conference  substitute 
makes  certain  changes  in  references  to  sec- 
tion 604  of  the  Classification  Act  <»f  1949 
which  are  made  necessary  by  the  amend- 
ment to  such  section  made  by  section   111. 

Section  113  of  the  cor.ference  substitute 
authorizes  the  Civil  Service  Commission  to 
issue  regulations  for  the  administration  of 
title  I  of  the  conference  substitute. 

Section  114  of  the  conference  substitute 
is  a  general  overall  compensation  saving 
provision.  It  provides  that  nothing  In  title 
I  of  the  conference  substitute  shall  be  con- 
strued to  reduce  the  existing  rate  of  basic 
compensation  of  any  present  employee, 
when,  for  example,  he  is  changed  from  one 
schedule  to  another  or  from  a  scheduled 
rate  of  pay  to  a  prevailing-rate  basis,  or  by 
reason  of  any  other  provision  of  title  I. 
However,  when  he  vacates  his  posltldn,  the 
compensation  of  any  subsequent  appointee 
to  such  position  will  be  fixed  in  accordance 
with  the  regular  scale  of  pay  applicable  to 
such  position. 

Section  115  of  the  conference  substitute 
provides  that  the  term  "department*  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  in  title  I  of  the  con- 
ference substitute  as  when  used  la  the 
Classification  Act  of  1949.  as  amended 

These  above-discussed  miscellaneous  pro- 
^lons  of  title  I  of  the  conference  gubetl- 


i 


tute  are  ttie  sams  as  sections  111.  113,  US. 
and  114  of  the  Senate  amendment  and  sec- 
tions lis.  114.  115.  and  116  at  8. 
reported  to  ttie  Houae. 


TTTLM    n AStXKDMJLKlB    TO    TRS 

FliOTXaS  PAT   ACT   OT   IMS.    AS 

Title  n  Of  the  conference  substitute  con- 
tains amendments  to  the  Federal  Employees 
Pay  Act  of  1945.  as  amended.  Title  n  of  the 
conference  substitute,  except  sections  203 
and  208  (a)  thereof,  is  the  same  as  title  n 
of  the  Senate  amendment  and  title  n  of 
S.  2665.  as  reported  to  the  House. 

Section  201  of  the  conference  substitute 
provides  that  title  n  may  be  cited  as  the 
"Pederal  Employees  Pay  Act  Amendments  of 
1954". 

Coverage 

Section  902  of  tbe  conference  substitute 
makes  the  coverage  of  the  new  title  IV  added 
by  tbe  conference  substitute  to  the  Pederal 
Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended,  the 
same  as  the  coverage  of  other  overtime,  night, 
and  hoUdaj  -pay  provisions  of  that  act.  Sec- 
tion 202  also  repeals  an  obsolete  subsection 
(subsec.  (b)  of  sec.  101)  of  the  Pederal  &n- 
pioyees  Pay  Act  of  1945.  as  amended. 

Compensation  for  overtime  work 

The  present  provisions  of  section  201  of 
the  Pederal  Employeen  Pay  Act  of   1945.  as 
amended,     establish     a     time -and -one -half 
rate  of  overtime  pay  for  employees  whose 
basic  salaries  are  less  than  (2,960  per  annum 
and  a  diminishing  scale  of  overtime  pay  for 
employees    whose    basic    salaries    are    $2,980 
or  more  per  annum.     Both  section  208  of  the 
Senate    amendment    and    section    203    of    S. 
2665,  as  reported  to  the  House,  amend  sec- 
tion 301  of  the  Pederal  finployees  Pay  Act 
of  1945.  as  amended,  in  order  to  provide  over- 
time  pay   at   a   tlme-nnd-one-half   rate   for 
employees  whose  basic  salaries  do  not  exceed 
the  maximum  scheduled  rate  of  grade  08-9. 
For  employees  above  that  salary  level,  such 
sections  of  the  Senate  amendment  and  8. 
3665.  as  reported  to  the  House,  provide  over- 
time pay  at  a  rate  equivalent  to  tlme-and- 
one-half  at  such  maximiun  scheduled  rate  of 
grade  GS-9.  or  at  their  respective  rates  of 
basic    compensation,    whichever   is   greater. 
Section    303    of    the    conference   substitute 
changes    such     provisions    of    the     Senate 
amendment  and  S.  2665,  as  reported  to  the 
House,  by  providing  for  (1)  overtime  pay  at 
a    time- and -one-balf    rate    for    employees 
whose  basic  salaries  do  not  exceed  the  mln- 
Imiun  (Instead  of  maximum)  scheduled  rate 
of  grade  OS-9.  and   (3)    overtime  pay  at  a 
rate  equivalent  to  tin>e-and-one-half  at  such 
minimum  scheduled  rate  c«  grade  OS-*  for 
employees   whoee   basic   salaries  do   exceed 
such    T"'"i'T""'"    scheduled    rate    of    grade 
GS-9. 

Section  204  of  the  conference  substitute 
amends  section  202  (a)  of  the  Pederal  Em- 
ployees Pay  Act  of  1945.  as  amended,  in  order 
to  give  agency  heads  the  authority,  which 
they  do  not  now  have,  to  require  employees 
at  salaries  above  the  maximum  scheduled 
rate  of  grade  aS-9  to  take  compensatory 
time  off  instead  of  receiving  overtime  pay 
for  irregular  or  occasional  overtime  duties. 
The  amendment  made  by  section  904  also 
continues  existing  suthorlty  for  granting 
compensatory  time  off,  at  the  request  of  an 
employee,  in  place  of  pay  for  Irregular  or 
occasional  overtime  worlt.  In  both  In- 
stances, the  time  off  so  provided  will  com- 
pensate the  employee  for  an  equal  amount 
of  time  spent  by  him  in  irregular  or  occa- 
sional overtime  work. 

Call-back  overtime  and  time  in  travel  status 
Subsection  (a)  of  section  205  of  the  con- 
ference substitute  redesignates  section  203 
of  the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1946.  as 
amended,  as  section  205  of  that  act  and 
contains  language  which.  In  effect,  amends 
all  references  to  such  section  303  elsewhere 
In  existing  law  to  conform  with  such  re- 
deslgnatlon. 
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SubMcClon  (b)  of  eectkm  306  of  tbe  «ob- 
f  erenos  substitute  adds  xmw  sections  303  and 
204  to  the  Federal  Bnployees  Pay  Act  aC 
1945.  as  ameiMtod. 

The  new  section  206  provides  a  minimum 
of  2  hours  ol  pay  at  tbe  ovartlme  rate  for 
any  onployes  who  is  callsd  back  to  perform 
unscheduled  overtime  work  either  on  a  reg- 
ular workday  after  he  has  completed  his 
regiUar  schedule  of  work  and  left  his  place 
of  employment  or  on  one  of  the  days  when 
he  is  off  duty. 

Tl»e  new  section  204  places  on  a  statutory 
basis  those  principles  now  establiahed  by 
decisions  of  the  Comptroller  General  which 
relate  to  time  spent  in  a  travel  status  away 
from  the  oOcial  duty  station  of  an  officer  or 
employee.  Under  the  new  section  204  such 
time  is  treated  as  hours  of  employment  only 
when:  (1)  within  the  regularly  scheduled 
workweek.  Including  regularly  scheduled 
overtime,  of  the  officer  or  employee,  or  (2) 
the  travel  Involves  the  performance  of  work 
while  traveling  or  is  carried  out  under  ardu- 
ous conditions  which  have  the  effect  of 
making  such  travel  inseparable  from  work. 

Compensation  for  night  and  hoUda^f  work. 
Section  206  of  the  conference  substitute 
amends  the  night-differential-pay  provisions 
of  secti<»  901  of  the  Pederal  Employees  Pay 
Act  of  1945.  as  amended.     The  amendment 
made   by  section  206  does   not  ctiangc  the 
existing  10  percent  rate  of  night  differential 
for  regularly  scheduled  work  between  6  p.  m. 
and  6  a.  m.    At  present  employees  receive 
night    differential    only    for    hours    actually 
worked.     Mew  provisions  ccmtalned   in  the 
amendment  made  by  section  206  liberalise 
this    existing    requirement    that    hours    be 
actually   worked    by   allowing   an   employee 
whose  regular  tour  of  dirty  includes  night- 
work  to  be  paid  night  differenUal:    (1)    for 
his  regular  nlghtwork' hours  when  he  does 
not  work  because  of  a  holiday,  and  (2)   for 
periods  of  leave  with  pay  during  any  pay 
period  in  which  his  leave  toUls  leas  than 
8  hours.    The  amendment  made  by  section 
206  also  authorise*  agency  heads  to  change 
the  night-differential  period  at  overseas  posts 
to  the  extent  reqxilred  to  relieve  such  agen- 
cies of  the  necessity  for  paying  night  differ- 
ential   during    hours    that    are    customary 
hours  of  business  in  the  locality  oonoemed. 
Section  207  of  the  conference  substitute 
amends  the  holiday-pay  provisions  of  section 
302  of  the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945, 
as  amended.    The  amendment  made  by  sec- 
tion 207  continues  the  existing  provision  for 
extra  pay  at  the  straight -time  rate,  in  addi- 
tion to  pay  at  the  regular  rate,  for  work  on  a 
holiday  within  the  40-hour  basic  workweek 
of  an  employee,    llie  amendment  also  adds 
a  new  provision  guaranteeing  a  minimum  of 
2  hours  of  pay  at  the  holiday  rate  for  any 
employee  required  to  work  on  a  holiday.    The 
amendment  also  provides  that  any  extra  pay 
for  an  employee  at  the  holiday  rate  shall  be 
in  addition  to  the  differential  of  10  percent 
which  such  employee  is  entitled  to  receive  for 
a  regularly  scheduled  tour  of  duty  performed 
by  him  at  night  on  a  holiday,  each  such  rate 
of  premium  compensation  for  such  holiday 
or  night  work  being  computed  separately  on 
the  rate  of  basic  compensation  of  the  em- 
ployee concerned.     In  addition,  tbe  amend- 
ment  states  explicitly   the   policy   which   Is 
implicit  in  existing  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Employees    Pay    Act    of    1945,    as    amended, 
that  is,  that  overtime  work  on  Sundays  and 
holidays  is  to  be  compensated  at  the  same 
rates  as  overtime  work  on  other  days. 
Special  provisions  for  certain  types  of  work 
Subsection  (a)  of  section  208  of  the  con- 
ference substitute  adds  a  new  title  IV  to  the 
Federal    Employees    Pay    Act    of    1945,    as 
amended. 

Paragraph  (1)  of  section  401  (a)  of  the 
new  title  rv  authorizes  agency  heads  to 
allow  additional  annual  pay  at  rates  up  to 
25  percent  of  base-pay  rates,  in  lieu  of  all 
overtime,  night,  and  holiday  pay.  for  em- 


plofMi  who  an  racpilradL  bj  raaxm  at  thm 
duties  of  their  poeittons,  to  remain  at  or 
wUhln  tbe  oonlines  at  their  stetlons  dutnc 
lot^sr  than  ordinary  periods  at  duty  but 
who  spend  a  substantial  part  of  their  time 
on  duty  in  a  standby  status  rather  tliaa 
actually  performing  work. 

Additional  annual  pay  granted 
paragraph  (1)  will  be 
eooslderatton  of  the  foUowli«  tmeUxm:  <1) 
The  number  of  hours  o€  actual  wort  iw- 
quired  in  each  of  sudi  pneitlfrw.  (3) 
nxmatier  at  hours  required  In 
status  at  or  within  the  fionfines  at  tbe  sta- 
tion, (S)  the  extent  to  which  the  duties  at 
each  such  positloo  are  made  aaara  oustous 
by  night  or  holiday  work  or  by  being  ex- 
tended over  periods  of  more  than  40  lioun  a 
week,  and  (4)  any  other  facfon  relative  t» 
the  determination  at  midb.  ertdltlonal  enmwil 

Paragraph  (2)  of  section  401  (a)  oC  tkut 
new  title  rv  authorises  agency  heads  to  allow 
additional  annual  pay  at  rates  up  to  IS  per- 
cent of  baae-pay  rates,  in  lieu  at  otber  pay 
for  irregular  or  unscheduled  overttme  duty 
and  for  night  and  holiday  duty,  for  tbosa 
employees  whose  hours  of  duty  cannot  be 
controlled  administratively  and  who  are  re- 
quired to  perform  sulxtantlal  amounts  of 
Irregular,  unscheduled,  overtime  and  night 
and  holiday  duty,  each  Mnployee  generaOy 
being  responsible  for  recognising  (without 
supervision)  circumstances  which  require 
him  to  remain  on  duty.  Each  such  employ** 
will  receive  other  overtime  pay,  computed 
in  the  usual  manner,  for  regularly  scheduled 
overtime  work  which  Is  oOciaUy  ordered  or 
approved.  Paragraph  (2)  is  designed  specifi- 
cally to  permit  this  form  of  additional  oosn- 
pensation  for  those  investigators  of  criminal 
activities  whose  jxisltlons  meet  all  the  oob- 
ditlons  specified  In  such  paragn^di.  Para- 
graph (2)  also  will  permit  similar  paymanta 
to  employees  In  other  types  at  positions  with 
respect  to  which  all  theae  oondltlona  exlat 
in  like  degree. 

Additional  annual  pay  granted  under  su^ 
paragraph  ( 2 )  will  Ix  determined  after  con- 
sideration of  the  frequency  aiKl  duratton  at 
night,  holiday,  and  unscheduled  overtime 
duty  required  in  each  of  such  positions. 

Additional  aimual  pay  undw  the  new  title 
IV  is  subject  to  the  approval  at  the  ClvU 
Service   Commission. 

It  should  be  noted  that  under  the  Senat* 
amendment  and  S.  2665.  as  reported  to  the 
House,  such  additional  annual  pay  is  to  be 
computed  on  only  that  pcu^  of  the  base  jiaj 
of  an  employee  which  does  not  exceed  tha 
TwnTimiim  schediiled  rate  of  basic  compensa- 
Uon  provided  for  grade  OS-O  of  the  Classi- 
fication Act  of  1949,  as  amended.  Under  tha 
conference  substltiite  such  additional  annu- 
al pay  is  to  be  computed  on  only  that  part 
of  the  base  pay  of  an  employee  which  does 
not  exceed  the  minimum  (Instead  of  tha 
maximum)  scheduled  rate  of  such  grade 
GS^. 

Section  401  (b)  of  the  new  title  IV  as  con- 
tained  in   the   Senate   amendment   and   S. 
2665,    as    reported    to    the    House,    provided 
that  the  new  title  IV  shall  not  apply  to  nre- 
fighting  personnel.    The  Senate  amendment 
and  S.  2665,  as  reported  to  the  House,  thus 
excluded  firefighters  from  those  categories  at 
personnel  who  would  be  eligible  to  receive 
up  to  25  percent  addltionsd  annual  pay  In 
lieu    of    other   premium    compensation    for 
long  periods  of  standby  duty.    As  a  result. 
firefighters  would  have  continued  to  be  paid 
for  overtime,  night,  and  hoHday  duty  undtf 
provisions  (other  than  the  new  title  IV)   of 
the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945,  aa 
amended,  which  relate  to  such  duty.    This 
provision  was  Included  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment and  S.  2665,  as  reported  to  the  House. 
in  order  to  prevent  a  reduction  in  compensa- 
tion for  a  number  of  llreflghters  now  in  the 
service  who  are  receiving  more  than  35  per- 
cent additional  pay  by  virtue  at  ovartim*t 
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iM^Uday,  and  nl^t  tUfferential  now  suthor- 
laad. 

Tlie  eonfcrenoe  ratMtltate  elumgw  tbese 
prorlalona  of  the  Senate  mmendment  and  8. 
a«6S,  M  reported  to  the  Houm.  by  proTlding 
that  the  new  title  IV  ahall  apply  to  flre- 
l^ten.  Tor  the  future,  the  committee  of 
eonftfenoe  agreed  that  new  flrefightlng  em- 
ployees should  receive  up  to  25  percent  ad- 
ditional ^"""*'  compensation  in  lieu  of 
other  premium  oompenaatlon  for  their  long 
periods  of  sUmdby  duty,  in  order  to  avoid 
the  complexities  which  arise  In  attempting 
to  determine  premium  compensation  for 
night,  overtime,  and  holiday  work  caused  by 
Icng  periods  of  standby  duty  frequently  per- 
formed by  firefighting  personnel.  The  com- 
mittee of  conference  further  agreed,  how- 
ever, that  the  pay.  ctf  ttioee  firefighters  now 
In  the  service  who  receive  more  than  the  25 
percent  additional  pay  provided  by  the  con- 
ference substitute  should  not  be  reduced. 
This  is  accomplished  by  section  208  (b)  of 
the  conference  substitute  which  provides 
that  the  provisions  of  the  new  title  IV  added 
by  secticm  208  (a)  of  the  conference  sub- 
stitute to  the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of 
1945,  as  amended,  shall  not  be  construed  to 
decrease  the  existing  aggregate  rate  of  com- 
pensation of  any  present  employee.  If,  how- 
ever, the  position  of  such  present  employee 
should  become  vacant  in  the  f  utiire,  any  sub- 
sequent appointee  to  such  position  will  re- 
ceive premium  compensation  for  such  posi- 
tion in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
such  new  title  IV. 

Subsection  (b)  of  section  208  of  the  con- 
ference substitute  provides  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  new  title  IV  added  bj'  section 
208  (a)  to  the  Federal  Bnployees  Pay  Act 
of  1945.  as  amended,  shall  not  be  construed 
to  decrease  the  existing  aggregate  rate  of 
compensation  of  any  present  employee.  If. 
however,  the  position  of  such  present  em- 
ployee should  become  vacant  in  the  future, 
any  subsequent  appointee  to  such  position 
will  receive  premiimi  compensation  for  such 
position  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  such  new  title  IV. 

Limitation  on  premium  compensation 

Section  209  of  the  conference  substitute 
amends  section  603  of  the  Federal  Employees 
Pay  Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  to  provide  new 
hmltatlons  with  respect  to  receipt  of  pre- 
mium compensation  which  will  replace  the 
existing  limitations  contained  In  such  sec- 
tion 603. 

Subsection  (a)  of  such  section  603,  as  so 
amended,  provides  that  no  premium  com- 
pensation will  be  paid,  under  the  amend- 
ments made  by  title  n  of  the  conference  sub- 
stitute, for  overtime,  night,  or  holiday  work, 
to  any  officer  or  employee  whose  rate  of  basic 
compensation  equals  or  exceeds  the  maxi- 
mum scheduled  rate  of  basic  compensation 
provided  for  grade  0&-15  in  the  general 
schedule  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended. 

Subsection  (b)  of  such  section  603,  as 
so  amended,  provides  that,  in  the  case  of 
any  officer  or  employee  whose  rate  of  basic 
compensation  is  less  than  the  maximum 
scheduled  rate  of  basic  compensation  pro- 
vided for  grade  GS-15  in  the  Classification 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  such  premium  com- 
pensation may  be  paid  only  to  the  extent 
that  such  payment  would  not  cause  his  ag- 
gregate rate  of  compensation  to  exceed  such 
maxlmimi  scheduled  rate  with  respect  to  any 
pay  period. 

The  amendment  made  by  section  209  of 
the  conference  substitute  replaces  the  pres- 
ent celling  rate  of  •10.330  in  the  FMeral 
Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended— a 
former  maximum  scheduled  rate  of  the 
former  grade  CAF-IS. 

Work  acfiedules 
Section  210  of  the  conference  substitute 
adds  to  section  604  (a)  of  the  Federal  Em- 
ployees Pay  Act  of  1945.  as  amended,  new 


provisions  relating  to  the  scheduling  of  tours 
of  duty.  Except  where  an  agency  head  de- 
termines that  his  organization  wo\Jld  be 
seriously  handicapped  in  carrying  oUt  Its 
functions  or  that  costs  would  be  substan- 
tially increased,  the  new  provisions  Will  re- 
quire such  agency  head  to  provide  fC>r  the 
following  actions  and  policies  with  respect 
to  all  officers  and  employees  in  his  crganl- 
sation:  (1)  Assignments  to  tours  of  duty 
shall  be  scheduled  at  least  1  week  In  ad- 
vance, (2)  the  basic  workweek  of  40  hours 
shall  be  scheduled  on  5  days  (Monday 
through  Friday,  if  possible)  and  the  2  days 
outside  the  basic  workweek  shall  be  con- 
secutive, (3)  the  working  hours  on  each 
day  in  the  basic  workweek  shall  be  the  same, 
(4)  the  basic  nonovertlme  workday  shall 
not  exceed  8  hotirs,  (5)  the  basic  wotkweek 
shall  not  be  altered  because  of  the  occur- 
rence of  a  holiday,  and  (6)  dally  tqrurs  of 
duty  shall  not  be  split  by  ofCduty  periods 
of  more  than  1  hour. 

It  should  be  noted  that  existing  manda- 
tory scheduling  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended,  will 
continue  in  effect.  Such  provisions  wqulre 
agencies  to  establish  a  basic  workweek  of  40 
hours  and  require  that  the  hours  of  work 
In  such  workweek  be  performed  withlo  a  pe- 
riod of  not  more  than  6  of  any  7  consecutive 
days.  ■ 

Effective  date  I 

Section  211  of  the  conference  Bub$tltute 
provides  that  title  II  of  the  conference  sub- 
stitute shall  become  effective  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  first  pay  period  which  begins 
more  than  60  days  after  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  the  conference  substitute. 

ITTLK  m— GOVXBNMENT  EMPLOYEES'  INCENTIVE 
AWARDS 

Section  301  of  the  conference  substitute 
establishes  for  title  III  a  short  title,  the 
"Government  Employees'  Incentive  Awards 
Act." 

Section  302  of  the  conference  substitute 
states  that  the  awards  program  under  this 
title  shall  be  carried  out  under  regulations 
and  instructions  issued  by  the  United  States 
Civil  Service  Commission.  It  furtheir  pro- 
vides that  the  Commission  shall  report  the 
results  of  the  program  annually  to  the 
President  for  transmittal  to  the  Confess. 

Section  303  of  the  conference  substitute 
defines  the  term  "department."  This  iectlon 
will  place  all  Federal  departments  and 
agencies  except  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thOTlty  under  the  provisions  of  this  title. 

Section  304  (a)  of  the  conference  substi- 
tute authorizes  the  head  of  each  department 
to  pay  cash  awards  to  and  Incur  necessary 
expenses  for  the  honorary  recognition  of  ci- 
vilian officers  and  employees  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  following  circumstances: 

1.  Whenrsuch  officers  or  employees  have 
contributed  to  the  efflciency,  econoiby,  or 

other  Improvement  of  Government  opera- 
tions by  their  suggestions,  Inventions,  su- 
perlw  accomplishments  or  other  personal 
efforts;  or 

2.  When  they  have  performed  specUl  acts 
or  services  in  the  public  Interest  In  connec- 
tion with  or  related  to  their  official  employ- 
ment. 

Section  304  (b)  of  the  conference  substi- 
tute authorizes  the  President  to  pay  cash 
awards  to  and  incur  necessary  expenses  for 
the  honorary  recognition  of  civilian  officers 
and  employees  of  the  Government  in  addi- 
tion to  departmental  awards  authorised  In 
section  304  (a)  In  circumstances  where  such 
additional  awards  or  recognition  are  deter- 
mined by  the  President  to  be  warranted. 

Section  304  (c)  of.  the  conference  alibsti- 
tute  provides  that  awards  authorized  in  sec- 
tion 304  (a)  and  304  (b)  may  be  paid  even 
though  the  official  or  employee  has  died  or 
been  separated  from  the  service,  provided 
that  the  suggestion  or  other  contribution  on 


which  the  award  is  based  was  made  while  he 
was  In  the  Government's  employ. 

Section  304  (d)  of  the  conference  substi- 
tute provides  that  a  cash  award  Under  this 
section  shall  be  In  addition  to  regular  com- 
pensation of  the  officer  or  employee.  It  also 
is  designed  to  protect  the  United  States  from 
a  claim  of  any  kind  which  might  arise  from 
the  acceptance  of  a  cash  award  tty  any  em- 
ployee, former  employee,  or  his  heirs  or  as- 
signs. It  should  be  understood  that  the  In- 
clusion of  this  subsection  In  the  title  in  no 
way  implies  the  existence  of  a  claim  against 
the  United  States  in  any  case  In  which  the 
award  is  not  accepted  or  in  which  the  recipi- 
ent later  deems  it  insufficient.  This  carries 
forward  the  language  In  existing  law  to  be 
found  in  section  14  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  authorize  certain  administrative  ex- 
penses in  the  Government  servloe,  and  for 
other  purposes"  approved  August  2.  1946, 
which  section  is  repealed  In  section  306  here- 
inafter. 

Section  304  (e)  of  the  conferettce  substi- 
tute authorizes  departments  to  pay  cash 
awards  and  expenses  for  honorary  recogni- 
tion from  their  general  appropriations.  In 
addition,  it  will  permit  two  or  more  depart- 
ments which  have  benefited  from  a  single 
suggestion  or  other  contribution  to  share  In 
the  cost  of  the  award  granted  therefor.  The 
President  will  determine  the  proportionate 
amount  that  each  benefiting  department  will 
contribute  in  the  case  of  those  awards  he 
authorizes,  and  the  head  of  each  department 
will  determine  the  amount  of  the  awards  be 
authorizes. 

Section  304  (f)  of  the  conference  substi- 
tute states  that  due  weight  shall  be  given  to 
awards  made  under  this  title  In  oonsldering 
employees  for  promotion. 

Section  304  (g)  of  the  conference  substi- 
tute provides  that  no  cash  award  paid  under 
this  title  shall  exceed  $5,000.  except  that  In 
special  cases  awards  of  not  in  excess  of 
$25,000  may  be  granted,  with  approval  of  the 
Civil  Service  Commission,  upon  certification 
by  the  head  of  the  department  concerned. 

Section  305  of  the  conference  substitute 
repeals  all  existing  laws  governing  incentive- 
awards  programs.  Section  702  of  the  Classi- 
fication Act  of  1949.  which  authorises  wlthln- 
grade  salary  step  Increases  for  superior  ac- 
compl  shment,  is  among  the  laws  repealed  in 
this  sction. 

Section  306  of  the  conference  substitute 
provides  that  the  enactment  of  this  title 
shall  not  affect  the  right  of  any  employee 
to  an  award  granted  him  under  any  pro- 
vision of  law  repealed  by  this  title. 

Section  307  of  the  conference  substitute 
establishes  the  effective  date  of  tbla  title  as 
90  days  after  its  enactment.  This  will  give 
departments  time  to  revise  their  awards  pro- 
grams In  compliance  with  the  provisions  of 
this  title. 

The  conference  substitute  adopts  the  lan- 
guage of  title  III  of  the  Senate  amendment, 
except  for  the  addition  of  the  monetary 
limitations  in  section  304  (g)  and  the  saving 
clause  In  section  306  thereof  whioh  are  dis- 
cussed above.  S.  2665,  as  reported  to  the 
House,  contained  language  which  Is  similar 
in  effect  to  that  of  the  Senate  amendment, 
and  in  addition  thereto  contained  the  mone- 
tary limitations  and  the  saving  clause  which 
are  included  in  sections  304  (g)  and  306, 
respectively,  of  the  conference  substitute. 

TTTLE    IV tJNirOKM    ALLOWAWCES 

Section  401  of  the  conference  substitute 
establishes  a  short  title,  the  "Federal  Em- 
ployees   Uniform    Allowance    Act.- 

Section  402  of  the  conference  substitute 
authorizes  the  annual  appropriation  of  funds 
to  Government  agencies  in  amounts  up  to 
$100  multiplied  by  the  estimated  number 
of  agency  employees  (1)  who  are  required 
by  existing  regulation  or  by  law  to  wear  a 
prescribed  uniform  while  on  duty  and  (2) 
who  are  not  furnished  with  th$  required 
uniform.     Under  rules  Issued  by  tlie  Bureau 


of  the  Budget  the  agency  head  would  have 
to  furnish  such  unifc>rm,  or  pay  out  of  such 
appropriated  funds,  to  each  such  employee  to 
defray  the  expense  of  acquiring  such  uniform 
an  allowance  of  not  in  excess  of  $100  per 
year  as  prescribed  by  agency  regulations. 
Any  amounts  allowec  for  the  same  purpose 
under  other  law  or  ngulatlon  would  be  de- 
ducted from  any  allowance  paid  under  this 
title. 

Section  403  of  the  conference  substitute 
provides  that  allowances  paid  under  this 
title  shall  not  be  considered  as  pay  salary 
or  compensation  wltMn  the  meaning  of  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29.  1930. 
as  amended,  or  as  wattes  within  the  meaning 
of  section  209  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended,  or  chapterK  21  and  24  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  1954. 

Section  404  of  the  conference  substitute 
authorizes  and  directs  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  to  issue  necessary 
rules  and  regulations  for  the  administration 
of  this  title. 

The  conference  sutstitute  adopts  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Senate  amendment,  except  (1) 
for  deletion  of  a  provision  therein  for  use  of 
uniform  allowances  lor  upkeep  of  uniforms 
and  C2)  addition  of  language  giving  the 
agency  bead  dlscretlc  n  to  furnish  such  uni- 
forms out  of  funds  appropriated  therefor.  In 
lieu  of  a  cash  allovance  for  the  purpose. 
S.  2665,  as  reported  to  the  House,  provided 
a  comparable  uniform  allowance,  but  con- 
tained no  provision  which  would  make  the 
appropriation  of  funds  for  the  uniform  al- 
lowances dependent  upon  a  showing  of  the 
necesf^ty  or  desirability  thereof. 

rnXE    V AlfNUAL    LEAVX 

Section  501  of  th<»  conference  substitute 
amends  section  2  o.'  the  act  of  August  3. 
1950,  as  amended  by  section  5  of  the  act  of 
July  2,  1953.  which  provides.  In  part,  for  the 
lump-sum  payment  for  all  accumulated  an- 
nual leave  to-  survivors  of  deceased  officers 
and  employees  in  an  amount  equal  to  the 
compensation  that  the  decedent  would  have 
received  If  he  had  .-emalned  In  the  service 
until  the  explratlor  of  the  period  of  such 
annual  leave.  Payment  under  existing  law 
may  be  made  for  current  accrued  leave  only 
where  the  total  does  not  exceed  30  days. 
Section  501  so  amen  :1s  this  provision  to  per- 
mit current  accrued  annual  leave  to  be  added 
to  the  accumulated  leave  and  be  paid  In  a 
lump-sum  payment  even  though  the  total 
leave  equals  or  exceeds  the  30-day  maximum. 

Section  502  of  tte  conference  substitute 
repeals  section  6  of  the  act  of  July  2,  1953, 
Which  directed  depurtmental  heads  to  take 
action  for  the  reduction  of  accumulated  an- 
nual leave  credited  lo  officers  and  employees 
which  was  In  excess  of  amounts  allowable 
under  the  appUcab  e  provisions  of  section 
203  of  the  Annual  and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951, 
as  amended. 

Section  603  of  the  conference  substitute 
provides  that  title  V  shall  take  effect  as  of 
September  1,  1953. 

TrrLX     VI ICISCCLLANEOUS     PBOVXSIONS 

Section  601  (a)  of  the  conference  sub- 
stitute amends  section  2  (b)  of  the  Per- 
formance Rating  Act  of  1950  by  excluding 
the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  from  the  ap- 
plication of  such  act. 

Section  eoi  (b)  cf  the  conference  sub- 
stitute repeals  section  9  of  the  Central  In- 
telligence Agency  Act  of  1949,  as  amended, 
which  authorizes  the  Director  of  the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency  to  establish  not  more 
than  three  positions  in  the  professional  and 
scientific  field  In  such  Agency  with  com- 
pensation at  rates  (subject  to  Civil  Service 
Commission  approval)  of  not  less  than 
$13,100  nor  more  than  $15,000  per  anntmi. 
Such  section  9  Is  no  longer  needed  because 
of  subsequent  legislation. 

These  same  provisions  are  also  contained 
in  sia^sections  (a)  ai^d  (b)  of  section  601  of 


the  Senate  amendment  and  subsections  (a) 
and  (b)  of  section  602  of  S.  2666,  as  reported 
to  the  House. 

Section  602  of  the  Senate  amendment  re- 
peals section  1310  of  the  Supplemental  Ap- 
propriation Act,  1952  (Public  Law  253, 
Eighty-second  Congress),  as  amended. 
S.  2665,  as  reported  to  the  House,  contains 
no  comparable  provision.  The  conference 
substitute  modifies  such  section  1310,  in  lieu 
of  outright  re{>eal,  as  follows: 

(1)  The  limitation  In  such  section  1310 
on  the  maximum  allowable  number  of  per- 
manent personnel  In  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment (that  is,  the  total  number  of  perma- 
nent employees  on  September  1,  1950)  Is  In- 
creased by  10  percent: 

(2)  the  prohibition  in  such  section  1310 
against  permanent  reinstatements  and  per- 
manent promotions  Is  eliminated:   and 

(3)  a  new  subsection  (e)  Is  added  to  such 
section  1310.  providing  that  such  section  does 
not.  and  shall  not  be  construed  to.  amend  or 
modify  the  Veterans'  Preference  Act  of  1944, 
as  amended. 

According  to  information  received  from  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  the  first  two  num- 
bered modifications  of  such  section  1310  will 
permit  the  CommlEsion  to  place  in  effect 
Its  proposed  program  to  convert  present  in- 
definite employees  In  the  competitive  service 
to  a  permanent  status  and  to  provide  a  new 
system  of  appointments  for  the  future. 

The  conunlttee  of  conference  understands 
that  such  program  will  include  the  follow- 
ing principles: 

( 1 )  Establishment  cf  a  new  type  of  ap- 
pointment to  be  designated  "cs«-eer-condl- 
tlonal"; 

(2)  Automatic  conversion  of  each  present 
indefinite  appointment,  heretofore  made  In 
lieu  of  reinstatement,  to  a  permanent  ap- 
pointment after  a  total  of  3  years  of  serv- 
ice, or  to  a  career-conditional  appointment 
after  a  total  of  less  than  3  years  of  service; 

(3»  Automatic  conversion  of  each  present 
Indefinite  appointment  which  was  made 
after  open  competitive  civil  service  exami- 
nation to  a  f>ermanent  app>ointment  after  3 
years  of  continuous  service,  or  to  a  career 
conditional  appointment  after  less  than  3 
years  of  such  service: 

<4)  Career-conditional  appointments  to 
persons  employed  In  the  future  after  open 
competitive  civil  service  examinations,  the 
first  year  to  be  a  probationary  period,  such 
appointments  to  be  converted  automatically 
to  permanent  after  3  years; 

(5)  Immediate  automatic  conversion  to 
permanent  appointments  of  all  Indefinite 
appointments  received  by  permanent  em- 
ployees as  the  result  of  promotions:  and 

(6)  Continuance  as  Indefinite  appoint- 
ments of  present  Indefinite  appointments 
made  without  open  competitive  dvll  service 
examination. 

It  Is  understood,  also,  that  Executive  Order 
10180.  dated  November  13,  1950,  will  be 
rescinded  and  that  a  new  executive  order 
will  be  Issued  In  place  thereof  to  authorize 
the  ClvU  Service  Commission  to  place  Its 
career -conditional  program  In  operation. 
As  pointed  cut  above,  under  the  conference 
substitute  the  limitation  on  the  maximum 
allowable  number  of  permanent  Federal  per- 
sonnel applies  on  a  Government-wide  basis, 
rather  than  by  Individual  departments  and 
establishments.  In  accordance  with  this 
policy.  It  Is  contemplated  that  neither  per- 
manent appointments  nor  career-conditional 
appointments  will  be  allocated  by  the  Com- 
mission to  the  various  departments  and  es- 
tabllshmenU.  Thus,  both  the  overall  limi- 
tation on  permanent  appointments  provided 
by  section  1310  of  the  Supplemental  Appro- 
priation Act.  1952,  as  amended  by  the  con- 
ference substitute,  and  the  giving  of  career- 
conditional  and  permanent  appointments 
under  the  proposed  career-conditional  pro- 
gram of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  will 
be  applied  on  a  Government-wide  basis. 


The  third  numbered  modification  of  such 
section  1310  is  merely  a  restatement  of  exist- 
ing law  for  ptirposes  of  clarification  and 
emphasis. 

The  conference  substitute  continues  in 
force  provisions  of  such  section  1310  which 
were  designed  to  assure  that  the  bulge  in 
Federal  employment  during  the  present 
emergency  will  not  be  permanent,  and  which 
are  deemed  both  appropriate  and  desirable 
as  a  means  of  congressional  control  of  pay- 
rolls during  such  periods  of  emergency. 
Recognition  is  given  to  the  recommenda- 
tions in  the  report  accompanying  S.  2665. 
as  reported  to  the  House,  that  Executive 
Order  10180  should  be  replaced  by  a  new 
executive  order  which  is  in  harmony  with 
such  section  1310  and  which  provides  fen-  a 
Government-wide  celling  on  permanent  ap- 
pointments rather  than  a  celling  applied  by 
individual  departments  and  establishments 
as  Is  the  case  under  Executive  Order  10180. 
Recognition  also  Is  given  to  the  recommenda- 
tion in  such  report  that  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  make  a  beginning  on  adjtistment 
of  the  Federal  personnel  program  based  upon 
an  actual  proposed  plan  within  the  frame- 
work of  the  law. 

Section  603  of  the  conference  substitute 
provides  that  official  reporters  of  the  pro- 
ceedings and  debates  of  the  Senate  and  the 
employees  of  such  reporters  shall  be  con- 
sidered to  be  officers  or  employees  in  or 
under  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  purposes  of  the  Federal  Em- 
ployees' Group  Life  Insurance  Act  of  1954. 
This  same  provision  Is  contained  in  section 
603  of  the  Senate  amendment,  but  there  is 
no  comparable  provision  in  S.  2665,  as  re- 
ported to  the  House. 

Mail  messenger  service  contracts 

The  House  bill  amended  the  act  of  March 
3.  1887  (39  U.  S.  C,  sec.  578),  which  author- 
izes the  employment  of  mail  messengers  In 
the  postal   service,  in  order  to  pennlt  the 
Postmaster  General,  In  his  discretion  and 
under  regulations  prescribed  by  him.  to  re- 
adjust   the   compensation   of   the   holder  of 
any  mail-messenger  service  contract  on  ac- 
count Of  increased  or  decreased  costs  occa- 
sioned  by   changed   conditions  not  reason- 
ably foreseeable  at  the   time   the  contract 
was   entered    into.     Mall    messenger   service 
contracts  provide  for  transportation  of  mail 
between  post  offices  and  railroad  stations  or 
airports.     The  Motor  Vehicle  Ssrvlce  of  the 
Post  Office  Department  provides  such  trans- 
portation in  most  of  the  larger  cities.  wlUle 
the  mall-messenger  service  contract  Is  used 
In    smaller*  places.      Such    contracts,   which 
are  awarded  by  competitive  bidding,  con- 
tinue until  either  the  United  States  or  the 
contract    holder    gives    notice    to    withdraw 
and.  thereupon,  the  contract  is  readvertised 
for   bids.     In  some  cases  increased  costs  of 
operation  which  are  incurred  by  holders  of 
such    contracts    Justify    increases    in    their 
contract  compensation.    In  other  cases  re- 
duced costs  of  operation — generally  by  rea- 
son of  decreased  volume  of  mail — for  holders 
of  such  contracts  Justify  reductions  in  their 
contract  compensation.     Existing  law  does 
not  authoriae  readjustment  of  mail-messen- 
ger service  contract  compensation.    The  con- 
tract must  be  canceled  and  readvertised  for 
competitive  bids.     In  authorizing  the^  Post- 
master General  to  readjust  maU-meseenger 
service  contract  compensation  the  House  bill 
follows  the  policy  established  by  the  Act  of 
June  19.  1948  (Public  Law  669,  80th  Cong.), 
and  the   act  of  February   29,   1952    (PubUc 
Law   262.   82d   Cong.),  which  authorize  the 
Postmaster  General  to  make  such  readjust- 
ments in  the  compensation  of  holders  of  star 
route   contracts  and  screen  vehicle  service 
contracts.    The  Senate  amendment  does  not 
contain  any  provision  relating  to  mail-me»- 
senger    service    contracts.      Section    604   of 
title    VI   of    the    conference   substitute   re- 
tains the  above-discussed  provisions  of  the 
House  bllL 
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BnrABD  H. 
Job.  T. 
TbM  MmouT, 
Munagen  on  the  Part  of  the  Houae. 


ICr.  REBB  of  Kftiwas.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gentlonan  from 
Georgia  [lir.  Davis]. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  coof erence  report  provides  for  the 
enactment  into  law  of  certain  fringe 
benefits  for  postal  and  Federal  em- 
ployees. 

In  the  House  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  Committee  we  have  given  careful 
study  to  the  subject  matter  of  the  vari- 
ous items  in  this  conference  report. 

When  this  legislation  was  before  our 
committee.  I  offered  an  amendment 
which  provided  that  employees  above 
the  grade  of  OS-9  should  receive  over- 
time pay  at  a  rate  equivalent  to  time  and 
one-half  at  such  mftTimiim  scheduled 
rate  of  grade  GS-9.  or  at  their  respective 
rates  of  basic  compensation,  whichever 
is  greater.  This  amendment  woiild  serve 
to  prevent  employees  in  the  higher 
grades  being  forced  to  work  overtime  at 
a  rate  of  pay  less  than  their  regiilar  rate 
of  pay. 

Frankly,  I  fail  utterly  to  see  any  rea- 
son why  an  employee  who  works  over- 
time shoiild  be  denied  the  right  to  re- 
ceive at  least  his  regular  rate  of  pay  for 
such  overtime  work.  I  do  not  see  the 
Justice  at  all  of  requiring  an  employee 
to  do  overtime  work  at  a  lower  rate  of 
pay  than  he  receives  for  his  regular 
hours.  That  is  why  I  offered  the 
amendment  to  this  legislation.  This 
amendment  was  almost  imanimously 
adopted  in  the  committee,  and  was  in 
the  bill  when  the  bill  passed  the  House. 
I  regret  very  much  that  the  conferees 
have  seen  fit  to  strike  this  amendment 
from  the  bilL 

However.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  there 
are  other  meritorious  provisions  in  this 
conference  report,  and  in  further  view 
of  the  fact  that  this  is  the  last  opportu- 
nity we  will  have  to  pass  this  legislation 
during  the  present  session  of  Congress, 
I  am  going  to  vote  for  the  conference 
report,  and  hope  that  we  can  rectify  at 
the  next  session  of  Congress  what  I  con- 
sider to  be  an  injustice  and  an  error. 

I  think  the  incentive  awards  provisions 
are  good. 

I  introduced  this  year  a  fringe  bill 
which  carried  a  number  of  provisions 
not  included  in  this  conference  report. 
I  am  glad  Indeed  that  the  conference  re- 
port carries  a  $100  uniform  allowance. 
This  is  a  provision  included  in  the  fringe 
bill  I  introduced.  I  have  supported  this 
uniform  allowance  for  a  niunber  of  years 
and  am  glad  that  it  is  finally  being  en- 
jicted  into  law.  It  provides  that  Federal 
employees  who  are  required  to  wear  a 
prescribed  uniform  while  on  duty,  and 
who  are  not  furnished  with  this  uniform, 
shall  be  authorized  to  receive  a  uniform 
allowance  not  to  exceed  $100  per  year, 
under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may 
exist  governing  the  subject. 

Ihls  conference  report  also  provides 
that  such  uniform  allowance  shall  not 


be  ooDsIdered  as  pay.  salary,  or  compen- 
sation within  the  meaning  of  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  Act  or  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Social  Security  Act  or  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

The  bill  as  agreed  upon  by  the  con- 
ferees contains  other  meritorious  provi- 
sions, but  I  Will  not  take  the  time  of  the 
House  to  refer  to  them  now. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  a  member  of  the 
subcommittee  which  considered  and  re- 
ported out  House  bill  H.  R.  9909,  which 
is  a  bill  to  prohibit  the  payment  of  Fed- 
eral annuities  or  retirement  pay  to  per- 
sons who  commit  offenses  which  in  effect 
constitute  breaches  of  faith  in  matters 
involving  treason,  sabotage,  subversive 
activities,  perjury,  and  other  offenses  re- 
lated to  their  official  duties,  or  who  have 
been  guilty  of  improper  use  of  their  au- 
thority, power,  influence,  or  privileges  as 
o£9cers  or  employees  of  our  Government. 

This  legislation  is  Intended  to  prevent 
such  people  as  Alger  Hiss  from  drawing 
retirement  pay  by  reason  of  their  former 
employment  in  Government  positions. 

Those  of  us  who  perfected  this  bill  and 
voted  it  out  favorably  felt  that  there  is  no 
justification  whatever  for  permitting  a 
traitor  to  our  Government,  or  a  subver- 
sive or  one  who  has  engaged  in  sabotage 
to  be  permitted  the  benefit  of  drawing 
retirement  pay  or  annuities  from  our 
civil-service  retirement  fund.  We  felt 
also  that  this  privilege  should  be  denied 
to  former  Federal  employees  who  have 
committed  breaches  of  faith  in  matters 
involving  the  improper  use  of  their  au- 
thority, power,  or  influence  or  privileges 
as  officers  or  employees  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

This  legislation  will  have  a  great  in- 
fluence in  clearing  the  moral  climate  in 
which  the  business  of  the  United  States 
Government  is  transacted,  and  to  im- 
prove the  ethical  conduct  of  those  Indi- 
viduals both  in  and  outside  the  Govern- 
ment who  transact  such  business. 

I  think  this  legislation  is  long  overdue, 
and  I  am  glad  that  we  are  about  to  take 
the  final  step  in  enacting  it  into  law. 
It  is  my  understanding  that  the  confer- 
ence report  on  this  bUl,  H.  R.  9909.  will 
follow  immediately  after  the  conference 
report  now  vmder  consideration  has  been 
concluded. 

This  legislation  will  provide  that  any 
and  all  simis  paid  into  the  retirement 
fund  by  such  persons  as  Alger  Hiss  or  any 
others  coming  under  the  terms  of  this 
bill,  shall  be  refunded  to  them.  Thus, 
they  will  not  be  deprived  of  anything 
which  is  rightfully  theirs.  On  the  other 
hand,  they  will  be  denied,  and  rightfully 
so,  the  benefits  and  advantages  of  par- 
ticipating in  our  civil-service  retirement 
fund.  I  shall  support  both  these  con- 
ference reports,  and  feel  that  they  should 
be  adopted  wthout  any  controversy 

Mr.  GROSS.>^r.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  the  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  (Mr.  HagenI  may  extend 
his  remarks  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa' 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  feel  that  this  measure  is  highly 
desirable  and  in  many  respects  a  very 
good  measure.  However  it  has  omitted 
or  pared  down  a  number   of   Federal 


employees'  benefits  which,  in  my  judg- 
ment, certainly  should  have  been  in- 
cluded in  this  conference  report. 

I  am  particularly  disappointed  in  the 
following  omissions  or  weaknesses  in 
this  revised  legislation  which  is  H.  R. 
2263,  of  which  I  was  the  original  author. 

First  of  all,  I  strongly  favored  the 
overtime  pay  provisions  of  the  Senate 
version  of  this  bill  and  of  S.  2665,  as 
reported  to  the  House  by  our  committee 
providing,  first,  overtime  at  true  time 
and  a  half  for  all  employees  up  through 
the  top  step  of  grade  GS-9,  and  at  the 
same  rate  for  employees  in  higher 
grades;  and,  second,  the  option  of 
straight  time  for  overtime  by  employees 
in  the  higher  grades  where  such  straight 
time  would  be  greater  than  the  time  and 
a  half  pay  at  the  top  of  grade  QS-9.  In 
my  judgment,  this  works  a  major  injus- 
tice on  many  of  our  most  valuable,  loyal, 
and  hard-working  employees,  and  I  can 
find  no  justification  for  such  discrimi- 
nation. 

Secondly,  the  conference  substitute 
provision  establishing  a  25  percent  maxi- 
mum for  the  aggregate  premium  com- 
pensation of  employees  in  so-called 
standby  positions  is  very  unfair  to  the 
largest  group  of  employees  in  such  posi- 
tions, that  is.  our  13.000  or  more  fire- 
fighters. The  conference  substitute  will 
deprive  these  firefighters — except  the 
ones  presently  on  the  roll — of  as  much 
as  $360  per  annum  in  premium  com- 
pensation which  they  would  receive  im- 
der  present  provisions  for  overtime, 
night  differential,  and  holiday  pay. 

I  realize  the  desirability  of  a  system  of 
premium  compensation  which  is  £ls  uni- 
form as  possible,  but  such  a  system  cer- 
tainly should  not  be  impKised  at  the  ex- 
pense of  an  actual  out-of-pocket  loss 
to  future  employees  in  firefighting  posi- 
tions. As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  very  uni- 
formity which  allegedly  will  result  under 
the  conference  substitute  is  self-defeat- 
ing, because  it  will  automatically  create 
two  separate  and  distinct  groups  of  fire- 
fighting  employees,  both  doing  the  same 
work  and  subject  to  the  same  qualifica- 
tions and  requirements,  but  each  receiv- 
ing different  rates  of  pay  solely  because 
of  the  25  percent  overall  premium  com- 
pensation limitation  in  the  conference 
substitute. 

The  conference  substitute  would  be  a 
much  more  sound  piece  of  legislation 
had  it  retained  the  provisions  of  the  Sen- 
ate version  of  H.  R.  2263  and  S.  2665  as 
reported  to  the  House  by  the  House  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  deal- 
ing with  this  matter  of  premium  com- 
pensation of  firefighters. 

Thirdly,  while  I  supported  the  definite 
uniform  allowance  provisions  of  S.  2665, 
as  reported  to  the  House  by  our  commit- 
tee. I  feel  it  would  have  been  a  desirable 
feature  to  include  in  the  conference  sub- 
stitute the  language  of  the  Senate  bill 
which  would  have  permitted  use  of  the 
uniform  allowance  for  the  upkeep  of 
such  uniforms,  an  expense  borne  by  em- 
ployees required  to  wear  uniforms  which 
is  not  borne  by  other  Federal  employees. 
I  also  favor  the  House  approved  version, 
which  would  not  have  made  the  appro- 
priation of  funds  for  these  uniflorm  al- 
lowances dependent  upon  a  showing  of 
the  necessity  or  desirability  thereof  each 


year,  as  is  the  case  with  the  conference 
substitute. 

Fourth,  by  adopting  the  Senate  version 
on  annual  leave  rights  for  Federal  em- 
ployees, the  conference  substitute  did 
not  go  nearly  far  enough  toward  restor- 
ing annual-leave  privileges  which  were 
taken  away  from  Federal  employees  by 
Public  Law  102  of  this  Congress.  There 
is  ample  justification  for  restoration  of 
the  right  to  accumulate  up  to  60  days  of 
annual  leave,  as  would  have  been  pro- 
vided under  S.  2665  as  our  committee  re- 
ported that  bill  to  the  House.  The  accu- 
mulated annual  leave  is  a  cushion  which 
employees  have  against  separation  from 
their  jobs  and  consequent  loss  of  income. 
Moreover,  many  Federal  employees 
live  at  great  distances  and  simply  cannot 
take  any  real  vacation,  such  as  would  be 
required  to  travel  to  and  from  their  dis- 
tant homes  and  spend  any  time  there, 
unless  they  can  have  the  right  to  save 
their  leave  until  it  amounts  to  a  longer 
period  than  30  days. 

I  have  always  felt  that  the  1944  law  au- 
thorizing lump-sum  payments  for  accu- 
mulated annual  leave  when  employees 
are  separated  is  a  distinct  benefit  to  the 
Government,  from  the  standpoint  of 
sound  administration  and  management, 
as  well  as  to  the  employees  as  a  cushion 
against  loss  of  employment. 

In  spite  of  these  omissions  and  water- 
ing down  of  some  of  the  benefits,  this 
measure  should  be  approved. 

It  will  result  in  some  much -needed  and 
desirable  benefits  to  many  Federal  em- 
ployees. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  pleased  to  present  this  conference  re- 
port to  the  House  of  Representatives.  It 
contains  what  in  my  judgment  is  one  of 
the  most  forward-looking  pieces  of  em- 
ployee legislation  the  House  has  consid- 
ered for  many  years. 

This  bill  passed  the  House  on  Con- 
sent Calendar  as  legislation  to  permit 
the  extension  for  an  additional  period  of 
4  years  of  mail-messenger  contracts 
under  the  present  rules,  regulations,  and 
laws  governing  the  extension  of  star- 
route  contracts.  The  star-route  law  has 
been  in  existence  for  a  number  of  years 
and  has  worked  out  very  satisfactorily.  It 
provided  the  Department  with  a  means 
of  retaining  star  route  contractors  who 
have  given  satisfactory  performance.  It 
provides  for  a  better  continuity  in  the 
whole  star  route  operation.  The  legisla- 
tion as  passed  by  the  House  would  extend 
these  benefits  to  mail-messenger  con- 
tracts, which  provide  for  a  similar  service 
of  carrying  mail  between  post  offices  or 
from  railroad  stations  to  post  offices. 
Under  the  conference  agreement  this 
provision,  which  was  struck  out  in  the 
Senate,  was  restored  and  is  now  in  the 
conference  agreement. 


The  basic  change  in  this  legislation, 
however,  relates  to  Federal  employees. 
It  contains  what  are  termed  the  "fringe 
benefit"  proposals  of  the  administration. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  "fringe  benefits,"  in 
my  Judgment,  is  a  misnomer.  Actually, 
this  legislation  provides  some  very  sub- 
stantial benefits  for  Federal  employees — 
benefits  which  they  have  sought  for 
many  years. 

While  the  major  change  in  this  bill 
was  made  in  the  Senate,  this  entire  legis- 
lative matter  has  received  very  careful 
consideration  by  our  committee.  It  was 
the  subject  of  an  extended  hearing  by 
our  committee  and  recommendations 
made  in  legislation  under  a  Senate  num- 
ber. 2665.  This  legislation  was  reported 
favorably  and  contained,  in  addition  to 
the  fringe  benefits  in  this  bill,  provisions 
for  a  5  percent  salary  increase.  It  has 
not  been  called  up  for  consideration  by 
the  House. 

The  legislation  approved  by  the  Senate 
as  H.  R.  2263  contains  substantially  the 
same  language,  except  for  the  salary  pro- 
vision, as  the  legislation  approved  by  our 
committee.  Only  a  few  minor  changes 
were  made  in  the  conference  report  and 
I  am  pleased  now  to  present  to  you  a 
summary  of  the  contents  of  this  report 
as  it  relates  to  benefits  and  improved 
procedures  for  Federal  employees: 

This  legislation  will  increase  by  150 
the  number  of  so-called  supergrade  po- 
sitions— that  is.  the  positions  in  grades 
16, 17,  and  18 — which  are  authorized  un- 
der the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended.  Under  that  act  400  of  these 
higher  grade  jxjsitions  were  authorized; 
under  this  legislation  there  will  be  550, 
divided  as  follows :  Not  more  than  400  in 
grade  16;  not  more  than  115  in  grade  17, 
and  not  more  than  35  in  grade  18.  Ad- 
ditional positions  in  this  same  category 
which  are  authorized  by  other  legislation 
are  not  disturbed  by  this  bill. 

This  legrlslation  makes  important 
changes  made  in  the  longevity  provi- 
sions for  employees  paid  under  the 
Classification  Act.  One  of  the  beneficial 
proposals  is  that  an  employee  may  count 
toward  his  longevity  step  increases 
time  served  in  a  higher  grade.  Also,  this 
legislation  extends  the  principle  of  lon- 
gevity step  increases  to  employees  in 
grades  11  through  15.  Previously  lon- 
gevity step  increases  have  been  limited 
to  employees  in  grades  10  and  below. 
The  longevity  step  increases  will  be  in 
the  same  amount  as  the  within-grades 
step  rate  increases,  except  that  for  grade 
15,  which  has  step-grade  increases  of 
$250,  the  longevity  step  increase  will  be 
$200. 

This  legislation  permits  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  to  recruit  employees 
in  scarce  categories  above  the  minimum 
rate  of  the  clsiss  of  positions  to  be  filled 
by  such  employees.  This  will  be  of 
great  benefit  in  the  recruitment  of  em- 
ployees where  it  is  difficult  to  find  quali- 
fied eligibles  for  vacancies  in  engineer- 
ing, scientific,  and  other  positions  where 
there  is  a  scarcity  of  qualified  eligibles. 
One  of  the  major  changes  in  this  bill 
is  the  elimination  of  what  is  known  as 
the  CPC  schedule.  This  is  the  crafts, 
protective,  and  custodial  schedule.  Un- 
der this  proposal  over  a  period  of  a  year 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  will  trans- 


fer approximately  116,000  employees 
from  this  schedule  for  iiay  purposes. 
Approximately  65  percent  of  them  will 
be  paid  under  Wage  Board  procedures, 
and  the  remainder  will  go  to  the  Classi- 
fication Act  schedules.  Wage  Board 
procedures  provide  for  payment  of  em- 
ployees who  are  craftsmen,  mechanics. 
and  tradesmen  in  accordance  with  the 
prevailing  wages  for  similar  tjrpes  of 
work  in  the  area  where  they  are  em- 
ployed. Nearly  800,000  employees,  pri- 
marily located  in  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment, are  already  paid  under  such  pro- 
cedures. 

This  legislation  contains  a  complete 
revision  of  the  premium-pay  laws  gov- 
erning Federal  employees.  It  brings  it 
up  to  date  and  places  it  on  a  basis  that 
will  be  more  or  less  self-adjusting  in  the 
future.  One  of  the  major  changes  is 
raising  the  maximum  rate  of  base  pay 
which  an  employee  may  receive  and  still 
be  paid  full  time  and  a  half  for  over- 
time. At  the  present  time,  the  rate  is 
$2,980  per  annum.  Under  this  legisla- 
tion full  time  and  a  half  for  overtime 
will  be  paid  for  employees  who  receive 
the  minimum  rate  of  grade  9,  which  is 
$5,060  per  annum  at  the  present  time. 
This  will  then  become  the  maximum 
overtime  rate  for  all  employees  whether 
or  not  they  receive  a  higher  basic  rate 
than  the  minimum  of  grade  9.  Em- 
ployees below  the  minimum  of  grade 
9  have  an  alternative  of  being  paid 
time  and  a  half  for  all  overtime  or  re- 
ceiving compensatory  time.  For  em- 
ployees over  grade  9  compensatory  time 
or  overtime  pay  is  at  the  option  of  the 
agency  concerned.  Call-back  provisions 
are  revised  so  that  an  employee  called 
back  to  perform  unscheduled  overtime 
work  will  receive  a  minimum  of  2  hoiu-s' 
pay  at  the  overtime  rate. 

Under  this  conference  report  there  is  a 
special  provision  for  certain  unusual 
types  of  work,  This  section  208  provides 
additional  annual  pay  at  rates  of  up  to 
25  percent  of  base  pay  in  lieu  of  all  over- 
time, night  and  holiday  pay  for  employ- 
ees i>erforming  standby  duty  and  hav- 
ing long  been  in  ordinary  periods  of  duty. 
In  the  case  of  those  employees  who,  un- 
der present  laws  or  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral's decisions,  might  receive  a  more 
favorable  rate  than  the  25  percent  maxi- 
mum would  permit,  there  is  a  savings 
clause  which  assures  that  such  employees 
who  are  presently  on  the  rolls  will  not 
receive  a  reduction  in  salary. 

This  legislation  places  the  Federal 
Goveriunent  on  a  5-day,  40-hour  week 
rather  than  present  40-hour  administra- 
tive week.  There  is  a  provision,  however, 
that  where  an  agency  will  be  seriously 
handicapi)ed  in  carrying  out  its  func- 
tions or  where  costs  would  be  substan- 
tially increased  by  compliance  with  this 
section  the  agency  may  require  the  du- 
ties to  be  scheduled  on  days  other  than 
the  5  days. 

This  legislation  completely  revises  the 
Goverrunent's  incentive  awards  program. 
It  provides  for  a  coordinated  program 
directed  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 
Under  the  conference  report  department 
and  agency  heads  may  grant  incentive 
awards  or  cash  awards  for  amotmts  not 
exceeding  $5,000.  They  may  grant  such 
awards  with  the  approval  of  the  Civil 
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Service  Commission  for  amounts  not 
exceeding  $25,000.  Tliere  Is  also  a  provi- 
sion In  the  Un  for  a  Presidential  award 
In  addition  to  other  awards  which  may 
be  granted  under  the  bill. 

The  annual-leave  laws  governing  Fed- 
eral employees  are  amended  by  this 
conference  report  to  provide  that  an- 
nual leave  already  accumulated  and 
which  by  the  recent  amendment  to  the 
Leave  Act  would  have  to  be  liquidated 
down  to  30  days  may  be  retained.  Also 
there  is  a  provision  whereby  estates  of 
employees  who  die  in  service  may  be 
compensated  for  the  current  accrued 
annual  leave. 

Mr.  Speaker,  except  for  the  revisions 
of  the  classification  pay  schedules  rec- 
ommended by  the  Commission,  this  leg- 
islation, when  combined  with  the  group- 
insurance  plan  recently  approved  by  the 
Congress,  contains  virtually  all  of  the 
administration's  program  with  respect 
to  Federal  personnel  We  have  received 
a  proposal  which  will  be  given  study  from 
the  administration  relating  to  group, 
health,  and  hoi^italization  insurance. 
I  feel  that  the  House  will  approve  tt^i*^ 
conference  report.  I  certainly  hope  it 
will  and  when  it  has  been  signed  Into 
law,  I  believe  that  this  Congress  and 
the  administration  can  point  with  pride 
to  some  of  the  most  far-reaching  reforms 
in  the  Federal  personnel  program  that 
have  ever  been  brought  about  in  such 
a  brief  period  of  time. 

As  the  bill  passed  the  Senate,  it  pro- 
vided for  a  repeal  of  what  has  come  to 
be  popularly  known  as  the  Whitten 
amendment.  This  is  a  rider  to  an  ap- 
propriation act  which  in  1950  placed  the 
Ciovemment  employment  on  a  tempo- 
rary basis  until  such  time  as  the  Presi- 
dent should  rescind  the  emergency  order 
which  was  placed  into  effect  at  that 
time. 

The  conference  report  does  not  repeal 
the  Whitten  amendment,  but  does  con- 
tain a  modification  which  meets  several 
objections  that  have  developed  and  were 
pointed  out  in  testimony  before  our  com- 
mittee.   Primarily   what   oiur   proposed 
amendment  does  is  to  clearly  place  the 
•ceiling  on  permanent  appointmenta— 
the  number  in  effect  on  September  1, 
1950 — on  a  Government-wide  basis,  and 
to  permit  a  10-percent  increase  in  that 
ceiling.    It  also  permits  permanent  re- 
Instatonents    and    permanent   promo- 
tions.   It  retains  all  of  the  features  of 
the   Whitten   amendment   which    were 
written  for  the  protection  of  employees, 
sxich  as  the  provisions  for  preserving  po- 
sitions for  men  going  into  military  serv- 
ice and  for  reports  to  Congress  covering 
the  average  grade  and  salary  throughout 
the   various   Federal   agencies.    Testi- 
mony before  the  committee  indicated 
that  most   of   these  objectives   couW 
probably    be    accomplished    under    the 
present  Whitten  amendment.    However. 
In  order  to  make  sure  that  the  Congress 
was  not  prohibiting  specifically  these 
permanent  reinstatements  and  promo- 
tions, the  amendment  was  revised  to 
some  extent.    We  have  the  assurance  of 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  that  they 
can  place  into  effect  their  program  for  a 
-beginning   on   their   career-conditional 
type  of  appointment    This  will  estab- 
lish a  3-year  period  in  which  employees 


will  move  from  a  temporary  to  a  perma- 
nent status,  and  will  provide  consider- 
ably more  flexibility  in  Federal  employ- 
ment as  well  SLS  a  better  basis  for  assimi- 
lating reductions  if  they  are  necessary 
because  of  a  reduction  in  the  total  num- 
ber of  Federal  personnel 

We  also  have  the  assurance  of  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  that  they  will 
move  promptly  into  this  program.  It  is 
the  view  of  the  conferees  that  this  will 
continue  in  effect  the  benefits  of  the 
Whitten  amendment  with  respect  to  a 
brake  on  total  number  of  permanent 
employees  in  the  Federal  Government, 
yet  at  the  same  time  provide  the  basis 
for  the  Government  to  move  as  rapidly 
as  possible  into  a  more  stabilized  em- 
ployment and  to  a  much  more  favorable 
emplosnnent  situation  for  Federal  em- 
ployees who  have  been  added  to  the  rolls 
since  September  1950. 

Under  the  conference  agreement  a 
uniform  allowance  is  authorized  for 
those  Federal  employees  who  are  re- 
quired to  wear  them  In  carrying  out 
their  official  duties.  Under  the  terms  of 
this  imiform  allowance  section  admin- 
istrators must  first  determine  the  de- 
sirability of  providing  these  uniforms. 
then  request  the  necessary  appropria- 
tions, and  the  appropriations  then,  of 
course,  will  be  acted  upon  in  the  normal 
legislative  manner.  These  provisions 
will  include  all  Federal  employees,  in- 
cluding postal  employees.  The  only 
difference  between  this  section  and  that 
approved  by  the  Senate  Is  the  confer- 
ence report  strikes  out  the  provision  for 
upkeep  of  uniforms  contained  In  the 
Senate  passed  bill. 

In  my  judgment,  this  bill  which  Im- 
proves overtime  provisions,  establishes 
special  premimn  compensation,  provides 
longevity  step  increases  for  those  in 
grades  11  through  15.  authorizes  re- 
cruitment in  scarce  categories  above 
the  minimum  of  the  grade,  returns  the 
Government  to  a  basis  whereby  perma- 
nent appointments,  promotions  and  re- 
instatements will  be  made,  as  well  as 
provides  uniform  allowances,  represents 
one  of  the  landmark  pieces  of  legisla- 
tion to  be  enacted  into  law  in  modem 
times. 

I  trust  that  the  House  will  approve 
this  conference  report  which,  in  the 
areas  covered,  so  closely  approximates 
what  was  passed  by  the  Senate  and 
recommended  by  our  committee. 

Estimated  costs  of  U.  R.  2263    I 
Provlslona  of  bUl:  Annuai  costs 

Sec.  101,  supergrades $260.  000 

Sees.  102,  103,  longevity i,  5^5,  ooo 

Sees.      105.-     106,      107 — CPC 
schedule 36  513  qoo 

TlUe  n,  premium   pay 28,000,000 

Title  IV.  xulform  allowances 

(Senate  figure) 30.000,000 

Title   V.   annual   leave    (pay- 
ment to  dependents) 1,  s^o,  000 


Total 88, 198.  000 


PROHIBITION  OF  PAYMENT  OF  AN- 
NUITIES TO  CERTAIN  GOVlaiN- 
MENT  EMPLOYEES  T/ 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  9909)  to 
prohibit  payment  of  annuities  to  officers 


and  employees  of  the  United  States  con- 
victed of  certain  offenses,  and  for  other 
purposes,  with  a  Senate  amendment 
thereto,  and  concm:  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  ttie  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment, 
as  follows: 

Page  10.  after  line  5,  insert: 

"Sec.  10.  (a)  Section  3282  of  title  18  of 
the  United  States  Code  is  amended  by  strik- 
ing out  'three'  and  Inserting  in  Ueu  thereof 
•five'. 

"(b)  The  amendment  made  by-  subsection 
(a)  shall  be  effective  with  respect  to  offenses 
(1)  committed  on  or  after  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  act,  or  (2)  conunltted  prior  to 
such  date.  If  on  such  date  prosecution  there- 
for Is  not  barred  by  provisions  of  law  in  ef- 
fect prior  to  such  date." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  trom.  Kan- 
sas [Mr.  ReesJ? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  may  I  ask  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr,  Rxks]  if 
the  amendment  to  the  bill  as  passed  by 
the  House  affects  the  annuities  of  those 
persons  who  are  already  receiving  an- 
nuities or  does  it  affect  the  annuities  of 
those  which  have  been  granted  Presi- 
dential pardons? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  The  answer  to 
both  cfiiestions  is  categorically  no. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  ft-om  Kan- 
sas? I 

There  was  no  objection.         ' 

The  Senate  amendment  was  conciured 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


MILITARY  FAMILY  HOUSING 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  call  up  the  conference  report 
on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9924)  to  provide  for 
family  quarters  for  personnel  of  the  mil- 
itary departments  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  and  their  dependents,  and  for 
other  purposes,  and  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent ttiat  the  statement  of  the  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  be  read  in  Ueu 
of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  obJecUon  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  CaU- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

The  conference  report  and  Statement 
are  as  follows; 


i 


CoNTEMNci  Report  (H.  Rept.  Ho.  2649) 

The  committee  of  conference  oa  the  disa- 
greeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  B. 
9924)  to  provide  for  family  quarters  for 
personnel  of  the  military  departments  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  and  their  dependents, 
and  for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full 
and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom- 
mend and  do  recommend  to  their  respective 
Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  it«  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows : 

On  pages  16  and  17  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendment  strike  out  section  407  and  insert 
the  following: 

"Sbc.  407.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  au- 
thorized, subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Director  of   the  Bureau   of  the  Budget,   to 


construct,  or  acquire  by  leai*  or  otharwln, 
family  housing,  in  addition  to  family  hoviBliic 
otherwise  autboriaed  to  be  eonstruetad  or 
acquired  by  the  Department  of  Defena*  la 
foreign  countries,  to  th«  value  of  $25,000,000 
through  the  use  of  foreign  currenclea  ac- 
quired pursuant  to  tha  provlslona  of  tha 
Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  Assist- 
ance Act  of  1064  (Public  Law  480,  Eighty- 
third  Oongreas). 

"The  Department  ot  Defense  shall  reim- 
burse the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  in 
a  dollar  amount  equivalent  to  the  value  <a 
the  foreign  currenciea  used  during  any  fiscal 
year  piirauant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
this  section.  For  the  purjxwe  of  such  reim- 
bursement, the  Department  of  Defense  may 
utlllae  appropriations  otherwise  available 
for  the  payment  of  quarters  allowances  for 
military  personnel. 

"The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  furnish  to 
the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
Senate  and  the  Hoxiae  of  Representatives  a 
quarterly  report,  the  first  of  which  shall  be 
submitted  three  months  subaequent  to  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  Act,  setting  forth 
the  cost,  nxmiber,  and  location  of  housing 
units  constructed  or  acquired  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  this  section  dur- 
ing the  three-month  period  preceding  the 
date  of  such  report,  and  setting  forth  the 
cost,  ntmiber,  and  location  of  the  taoii«lng 
units  intended  to  be  constructed  or  acquired 
pursuant  to  such  authority  during  the  next 
succeeding  quarter." 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

I..xaoT  Johnson. 

PAXTL  CUNmNCHAlC. 

J.  P.  S.  DKVsazux. 

OVKBTOH  BaooKS. 

Okoboi:  p.  Mn.i.sa, 
M  inagert  on  the  Part  0/  the  House. 

rmAMCU  Cabs. 

JaS.    H.    DtTFT. 

John  C.  Oismmib. 
By  W.  H.  D. 
Managert  on  the  Part  0/  the  Senate. 
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The  managers  on  the  piul  of  the  House  at 
the  oonferen^  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bUl  (H.  R.  9924)  to  provide 
for  family  quarters  for  personnel  of  the  mil- 
itary departments  3f  the  Department  of  De- 
fense and  their  dependents,  and  for  other 
purposes,  submit  the  foUowing  statement  in 
explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed 
upon  by  the  conferees  and  reconunended  in 
the  accompanying  conference  report: 

On  July  29,  1954,  the  House  of  Representa- 
^tives  passed  H.  R.  9924.  which  was  a  bill  to 
provide  family  quarters  for  personnel  of  the 
military  departments  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  and  their  dependents.  On  August 
11.  1964,  the  Senate  considered  and  passed 
the  House  bm  in  amended  form  by  striking 
all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  inserting 
the  language  of  the  compcuilon  Senate  bUL 

WhUe  the  Senate  amended  the  Hotiae  bill 
In  numerous  minor  respects,  resvilting  in  a 
total  reduction  of  sonM  1.600  family  units 
and  a  reduction  In  the  total  authorization 
from  1216  million  to  $175  million.  It  was  tha 
considered  viewpoint  of  the  House  Conunit- 
tee  on  Armed  Services  that  the  overall  na- 
ture of  these  amendments  were  not  suffi- 
cient to  Justify  a  conference.  However,  the 
Senate  added  a  new  Section  407  to  the  bUl. 
the  purpose  of  which  was  to  permit  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  to  use  foreign  cur- 
rencies, on  a  reimbursable  basis,  which  were 
generated  in  foreign  friendly  nations 
through  the  sale  of  surplus  agricultural 
commodities  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration. Various  members  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  and  Members 
of  the  House  expressed  concern  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  language  contained  in 
Section  407  would  Jeopardize  the  credit  of 


the  Commodity  Oorporation,  It  being  felt 
that  senna  aaatirance  should  be  given  that 
agency  tliat  it  would  ba  reimbxirsed  in  full, 
and  without  undue  delay,  for  any  foreign 
currencies  which  it  might  moke  available  to 
the  Department  of  Defense  tat  the  construc- 
tion of  overseas  family  housing. 

The  Senate  amendment  would  have  au- 
thorised a  total  of  $75  million  tor  family 
housing  units  by  the  above-mentioned  pro- 
cediire.  It  was  the  view  of  the  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  that  such  construc- 
tion should  be  undertaken  on  a  more  modest 
basis,  while  the  plan  was  being  proved  on  its 
merits,  and  that  appropriate  assurances  be 
given  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  on 
the  question  of  adequate  and  prompt  reim- 
bursement. As  a  consequence,  the  Hoiise. 
having  disagreed  to  section  407,  receded  with 
the  amendment  set  forth  in  the  conference 
report,  to  which  amendment  the  Senate 
agreed. 

It  is  recognized  by  all  that  a  seriotis  hous- 
ing condition  confronts  military  personnel, 
both  at  home  and  abroad,  and  that  the  situ- 
ation abroad  is  particularly  bad.  It  is  also 
recognized  that  the  Government  has  on 
hand  large  surpluses  of  agricultural  com- 
modities which  may  be  sold  abroad  and 
thereby  generate  large  amounts  of  foreign 
currencies  to  be  expended  ton  certain  speci- 
fied purposes.  The  enactment  of  this  pro- 
vision will  authorize  the  Department  of  De- 
fense to  participate  in  the  use  of  the  cur- 
rencies generated  in  the  foreign  friendly 
countries  to  the  benefit  of  our  military  per- 
sonnel and  without  Impairment  to  the  Com- 
modlty  Credit  Corporation. 

LxsoT  Johnson, 

PaTTI.   CmcMINOHAlC, 

J.  P.  B.  DxvDXOX, 

OVXKTON  BaooKS, 

OsoBGS  p.  Ifn.i.ss. 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on 
the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


CHANGING  NAME  OF  GAVINS  POINT 
RESERVOIR  BACK  OP  GAVINS 
POINT  DAM  TO  LEWIS  AND  CLARK 
LAKE 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3744)  to 
change  the  name  of  Gavins  Point  Reser- 
voir back  of  Gavins  Point  Dam  to  Lewis 
and  Clark  Lake. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan  [Mr.  DONDERO}? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Gavins  Point 
Reservoir  back  of  Gavins  Point  EMun,  which 
is  located  on  the  Missouri  River  near  Tank- 
ton,  S.  Dak.,  shaU  hereafter  be  known  as 
liewls  and  Clark  Lake  and  any  law,  regula- 
tion, document,  or  record  of  the  United 
States  in  which  such  reservoir  is  designated 
or  referred  to  under  the  name  of  Gavins 
Point  Reservoir  shall  be  held  to  refer  to  such 
body  of  water  under  and  by  the  name  of 
Lewis  and  Clark  Lake. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


COMMISSION  FDR  THE  ENLARGINa 
OP  THE  CAPITOL  GROUNDS 
Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1042)  to 
abolish  the  Commission  for  the  Enlarg- 
ing of  the  Capitol  Grounds. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bflL 
The  SPEAEIER.    Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan [Mr.  DCITDERO]? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Commission 
for  the  Enlarging  of  the  Capitol  OKrands. 
created  by  the  act  of  AprU  11.  1928  (45  Stat. 
420 ) ,  having  f uUy  executed  all  the  duties 
imposed  upon  it  by  law.  accomplished  the 
purposes  for  which  U  was  created,  settled  all 
accounts,  and  subtratted  its  final  report  to 
Congress,  is  hereby  dissolved  and  tha  mem- 
bers of  such  Ooxnmlssion  discharged  from 
any  further  duties  in  connection  with  tha 
matters  heretofore  committed  by  law  to  suclx 
Commission. 

Ssc.  2.  Any  revocable  permits  now  in  ef- 
fect, heretofore  granted  by  the  Architect  of 
the  Capitol,  under  the  direction  of  tha 
Commission  for  the  Enlarging  of  the  Capitol 
Grounds,  to  owners  of  pr(^>erties  adjacent 
to  the  Ci^itol  Grounds,  for  construction. 
maintenance  and  use  of  walkwa]rs,  ap- 
proaches, or  driveways  in  the  Capitol 
Grounds,  providing  access  to  such  properties 
from  the  Capitol  Grounds,  subject  to  revoca- 
tion by  such  Commission  or  by  the  Architect 
of  the  Capitol,  shall  continue  in  effect,  sub- 
ject to  revocation  by  the  Architect  of  the 
Capitol  under  the  direction  and  WLpproYtX  of 
the  President  of  the  Senate  and  tha  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Repreaentativea.  The  Arch- 
itect of  the  Capitol,  with  the  approval  of  the 
President  of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  is  authoriBsd 
hereafter  to  grant  similar  revocable  permits 
to  the  owners  of  any  properties  adjacent  to 
the  Capites  Grounds  whenever  such  action  Is 
deemed  necessary  to  provide  proper  srcass 
to  such  properties  from  the  Capitol  Grounds; 
and  such  permits  shaU  be  In  the  form  at  aa 
agreement  saving  the  United  States  harmlaaa 
from  and  against  any  and  aU  claima  of  any 
nature  or  kind  that  may  arise  from  anything 
that  may  be  ooimected  with  or  grow  out  at 
such  permits,  and  rontjilnlng  such  other 
provisions  and  conditions  as  the  Axdiltect  at, 
the  Capitol  may  deem  necessary  or  proper. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  waa 
laid  on  the  table. 


CONVEYANCE  BY  THE  TENNE8SEB 
VALLEY  AUTHORITY  OP  CERTAIN 
PUBLIC-USE  TERMINAL  PROT- 
ERTIES  NOW  OWNED  BY  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimoxis  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 170  to  aiqprove  the  conveyance  by 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  of  cer- 
tain pubUc-use  terminal  properties  now 
owned  by  the  United  States. 

The  Clerk  read  the  UUe  of  the  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  (Ejection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  DoitoeroI  ? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Cleilc 
read  the  Senate  joint  resolution,  as 
follows : 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  Congress,  pursuant 
to  section  4  (k)  (b)  of  the  Tennessee  Val- 
ley Authority  Act  of  1933.  as  amended  (M 
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SUt.  B0»-«00:  16  V.  S.  C.  831e  (k)  (b)). 
hereby  approve*  the  oonveyanoe  of  tbe  Ten- 
neeaee  VaUtj  Autborlty  In  the  zutxne  of  the 
United  State*,  by  deed,  lease,  or  otberwlae. 
for  the  purpoaea  of  said  section  4  (k)  (b)  and 
on  the  baata  of  the  fair  sale  or  rental  value 
determined  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Author- 
ity, of  the  publlc-uae  terminal  properties  now 
owned  by  the  United  States  and  In  the  cus- 
tody of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  at 
KnozTlIle,  Chattanooga,  and  Harrlman, 
Tenn.,  and  Decatur  and  OunterrUle,  Ala. 

The  Senate  Joint  resolution  was  or- 
dered to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


PUBLIC  WORKS 


Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  toble  the  bill  (H.  R.  9859)  au- 
thorizing the  construction,  repair,  and 
preservation  of  certain  public  works  on 
rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood 
control,  and  for  other  purposes,  with 
Senate  amendments  thereto,  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  4.  after  line  9.  insert: 

"Delaware  River.  Pa..  N.  J.,  and  Del.:  In 
accordance  with  the  recommendBtlons  of 
the  Board  of  engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors 
In  House  Document  No.  358.  83d  Congress, 
at  an  estimated  cost  of  $91389.000." 

Page  6.  after  line  20,  Insert: 

•"Hie  existing  modified  project  for  Wil- 
mington Harbor.  N.  C.  auth(xlzed  by  tbe 
River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  May  17.  1950. 
In  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Docon^nt 
No.  87,  Slst  Congress.  Is  hereby  further  modi- 
fled  to  provide  tbat  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
shall  reimburse  local  Interests  tor  such  work 
aa  they  may  have  done  upon  widening  of  the 
transition  channel  at  the  lower  end  of  the 
anchorage  basin,  subsequent  to  May  17.  1960. 
Inaof ar  aa  the  same  shall  be  approved  by  the 
Cbief  of  Engineers  and  found  to  bave  been 
<lone  In  accordance  with  the  project  modifi- 
cation adopted  in  said  act,  provided  that 
such  payment  shall  not  exceed  the  siun  of 

•65.000." 

Page  e.  after  line  20.  insert: 

"Charleston  Harbor,  S.  C:  Senate  Docu- 
ment No.  136,  83d  Congress,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  1300,000." 

Page  7.  after  line  7.  Insert: 

"Carrabelle  Harbor,  Fla.:  House  Dociunent 
No.  461.  83d  Congress  (maintenance  of  exist- 
ing channel)." 

Page  7.  after  line  22,  insert: 

"Paseagoula  Harbor,  Miss.:  Modlflcation  of 
existing  project  In  accordance  with  plans  on 
file  in  tbe  office  of  tbe  Chief  of  Engineers, 
at  an  estimated  cost  of  $877,000." 

Page  8,  after  line  19,  Insert: 

"Port  Aransas-Corpiis  Chrlstl  Waterway. 
Tex. :  House  Document  No.  487,  83d  Congress, 
at  an  estimated  cost  of  $180,000." 

Page  9.  line  12,  after  "approved".  Insert 
**:  Provided,  That  such  authorization  shall 
include  the  acquisition  of  lands  necessary 
for  wildlife  purposes  as  outlined  in  said 
Senate  Document  No.  81." 

Page  10.  after  line  11,  Insert: 

"Saginaw  River.  Mich.:  In  accordance  with 
the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Ebigineers.  dated 
Jime  7,  1954,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  |4,- 
496300." 

Page  10.  after  line  13,  Insert: 

"Ashtabula  Harbor,  Ohio:  House  Docu- 
ment No.  486,  83d  Congress,  at  an  estimated 
ooet  of  $4,900,000." 


Tttgt  11.  after  line  24,  insert: 

"Richmond  Harbor,   Calif.:    House  Docu-v 
ment  No.  395,  83d  Congress,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $2,086,000."  J 

Page  12,  after  Une  5,  insert:  I 

"Tillamook  Bay  and  Bar,  Oreg.:  Senate 
Document  No.  128,  83d  Congress,  at  an  esti- 
mated cost  of  $1,500,000." 

Page  12,  lines  19  and  20,  strike  out  "Bouse 
Dociunent  No.  — ,  83d  Congress"  and  insert 
"In  accordance  with  the  report  of  the  Chief 
Of  Engineers,  dated  May  27,  1954." 

Page  13,  after  Una  11,  insert: 

"Tacoma  Harbor,  Wash.:  Modification  of 
existing  project  to  provide  for  30-root  dhan- 
nel  in  Port  Industrial  (Wapato)  Waterway, 
In  accordance  with  plans  on  file  in  the  office 
of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $634,200." 

Page  13,  after  line  20,  Insert: 

"Sitka  BUtrbor,  Alaska:  House  Docutnent 
No.  414,  83d  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost 
Of  $41,500." 

Page  13,  after  line  20,  Insert: 

"Dry  Pass,  Alaska:  House  Document  No. 
414,  83d  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$1,419,800." 

Page  13,  after  line  20,  Insert: 

"Neva  Strait,  Alaska:  House  Document  No. 
414,  83d  Congress,  at  an  estimated  coat  ol 
$224,400."  I 

Page  13,  after  line  20,  Insert:  I 

"Petersburg  Harbor,  Alaska :  In  accordance 
with  the  report  of  the  Chief  of   EtogiOeers, 

dated  April  8,  1954,  at  an  estimated  cOEt  of 
$40,000." 

Page  13,  after  line  20,  insert: 

"Pelican  Harbor,  Alaska:  In  accordance 
With  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 
dated  April  8.  1954,  at  an  estimated  coet  of 
$270,000." 

Page  13,  after  line  20,  Insert: 

"Ketchikan  Harbor.  Alaska:  In  accordance 
with  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers. 
dated  AprU  8.  1954,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$2,947,900."  1 

Page  13.  after  line  20.  Insert:  1 

"Rocky  Pass  in  Keku  Strait,  Alaska:  In 
accordance  with  the  report  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers,  dated  April  8.  1954,  at  an  esti- 
mated cost  of  $214,000."  J 

Page  13,  after  line  24.  Insert:  | 

"Ebdlak  Harbor,  Alaska:  House  Document 
No.  466,  83d  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost 
of  •1,685.000."  J 

Page  14,  after  line  3.  Insert:  | 

"NawUlwlU  and  Port  Allen  Harbors,  T.  H, : 
Rouse  Document  No.  453,  83d  Congreas,  at 
an  estimated  cost  of  $1,166,400." 

Page  15.  line  24,  strike  out  "$1,176,400" 
and  insert  "$1,180,400." 

Page  17,  strUte  out  lines  13  to  18,  inclusive, 
and  Insert: 

-Sic.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  An»y  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  pre- 
lln>lnary  examinations  and  surveys  to  be 
made  at  the  following-named  localities,  and 
subject  to  all  applicable  provisions  of  section 
110  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  195$: 

"Eastern  River,  at  and  In  the  vicinity  of 
Or  land,  Maine;  ■ 

"Southwest  Harbor.  Maine:  I 

"Vicinity  of  WeUs  Beach  and  Drakes  Island. 
Maine; 

"Channel  from  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  into 
Choctawatchee  Bay.  Fla.,  In  the  vicinity  of 
Point  Washington; 

"Lake  Tarpon  (formerly  Lake  Butler) ,  Fla.. 
to  determine  the  cause  of  salt  water  in- 
trusion and  corrective  measures  with  respect 
thereto;  and 

"Chlpola  River,  Fla.,  for  measures  to  main- 
tain satisfactory  water  levels  in  the  Dead 
Lakes; 

"Big  Sandy  River  and  Tug  and  I4vlsa 
Porks  in  Kentucky.  West  Virginia,  and  Vir- 
ginia." 

Page  18,  after  line  9,  insert: 

"Ssc.  105.  The  authorization  of  the  im- 
provement of  the  Intracoastal  Waterway 
Irom  the  Caloosahatchee  River  to  the  An- 


clote  River  (H.  Doc.  No.  371.  75th  Cong.) 
authorized  In  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of 
1945  and  modified  by  the  River  and  Harbor 
Act  of  1948  and  the  River  and  Harbor  Act 
of  1950  is  further  modified  so  as  to  authorize 
the  use  of  alternate  route  C-1  in  t|ke  Venice 
and  Lemon  Bay,  Fla.,  area,  as  designated  In 
plans  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 

"The  Chief  of  Engineers  is  directed  to  re- 
port to  the  Congress  prior  to  request  for 
appropriation  to  construct  this  part  of  the 
project  bis  recommendation  as  to  the  fair 
amount  of  local  contribution  In  the  light  of 
tbe  changed  condition.  Provisiotis  as  to 
local  contribution  based  on  these  recom- 
tnendations  shall  become  effective  When  ap- 
proved by  the  Public  Works  Committees  of 
the  Senate  and  the  House  ol  Representa- 
tives." 

Page  18,  after  line  9.  Insert: 

"Sec.  106.  That  the  requirement,  that  local 
interests  provide  the  ferries  and  bridges  re- 
quired for  land  traffic  across  the  lateral  and 
terminal  canals,  with  respect  to  the  river 
and  harbor  project  authorized  by  lihe  act  of 
August  30.  1935  (49  Stat.  1028),  on  the  Pearl 
River.  Miss.,  below  Jaclcson.  shall  hereafter 
be  ineffective:  Provided,  That  local  Interests 
furnish  assurances  satisfactory  to  t2ie  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army  that  they  will  hold  and 
save  the  United  States  free  from  any  claim 
for  damage  which  might  result  from  depri- 
vation of  access  to  the  area." 

Page  18,  line  10,  strike  out  "105"  and  Insert 
"107." 

Page  21,  after  line  18,  Insert: 

"The  plan  for  flood  protection  on  the  West 
Branch  of  the  Susquehanna  River.  Pa.,  and 
N.  Y..  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  In 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  In  his  report  dated 
June  25,  1954.  and  there  Is  hereby  authc«-ized 
to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of  $26  million 
for    partial    accomplishment    of    tbat    plan." 

Page  23,  line  7,  strike  out  "as  concurred  la 
by"  and  Insert  "and." 

Page  23.  line  8,  strike  out  "dated  April  8. 
1954"  and  insert  "in  House  Document  No. 
478.  83d  Congress."  j 

Page  24,  after  line  18.  Insert:        | 

"(e)  The  plan  for  flood  control  In  the  Reel- 
foot  Lake  area,  Tennessee   and  Kentucky, 

substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  bl« 
report  dated  June  17,  1954,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $748,100." 

Page  24.  after  line  18.  Insert: 

"Trinity  River  Basin.  Tex, 

"The  project  for  the  Navarro  Mills  Reser- 
voir on  Richland  Creek,  Tex.,  is  hereby  au- 
thorized substantially  in  accordance  with 
recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
in  his  report  dated  May  28.  1954,  at  an  esti- 
mated cost  of  $4,969,000." 

Page  25.  after  line  10.  Insert: 

"The  project  for  the  Belton  Reservoir,  Leon 
River.  Tex.,  authorized  by  the  Flood  Con- 
trol Act  of  1946.  is  hereby  modified  to  provide 
for  the  reservation,  without  reimbursement, 
of  12.000  acre-feet  of  conservation  storage 
to  be  used  as  a  permanent  source  of  water 
supply  for  Port  Hood  and  adjacent  mUltary 
Installations." 

Page  28,  line  9,  strike  out  "under  section 
2." 

Page  28,  after  line  23.  Insert: 
"Pecos  River  Basin 

"The  project  for  flood  protectiott  on  the 
Pecos  River.  Texas  and  New  Mexico,  Is  here- 
by authorized  substantially  In  aocordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Board  of 
Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbom.  dated 
March  26.  1954,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$9,540,000:  Provided,  That  no  appropriations 
shall  be  made  for  construction  of  Loe  Esteroa 
Reservoir  until  satisfactory  arrangements 
have  been  made  by  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
for  the  transfer  of  irrigation  storage  from 
the  Alamagordo  Reservoir." 
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Page  SO,  after  line  8.  Insert:  I 

"The  project  for  flood  protection  on  the 
Arkansas    River.   Conway    County    Drainage 
and  Levee  District  No.  1,  Arkansas,  is  hereby 
authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi- 
neers In  House  Document  No.  167,  S3d  Con- 
gress, at  an  estlm.-ited  cost  of  $230,600. 
Page  SO,  after  line  3,  insert: 
"The  project  for  flood  protection  on  the 
Arkansas   River,   Holla   Bend   Bottom,   Ark., 
is   hereby   authorized   substantially   In   ac- 
cordance with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  No. 
157.  82d  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$312,000." 
Page  30,  after  line  10,  insert: 
"The  project  for  flood  protection  on  Bear 
Creek  at  Hannibal,  Mo..  Is  hereby  author- 
ized   Bubstantlally    In    accordance    with    the 
recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
in  House  Docimient  No.  435,  83d  Congress, 
at  an  estimated  cost  of  $3326,000."         , 
Page  33,  after  line  9,  Insert:  ' 

"The   project  for  flood  protection   on  the 
Big    Sloux    River    and    tributaries    at    Sioux 
Falls,    S.    Dak.,    Is    hereby    authorized    sub- 
stantially  In   accordance   with   the   recom- 
mendations of  the  Board  of  Engineers  for 
Rivers  and  Harbors  In  its  report  dated  March 
15.  1954.  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $3,430,000." 
Page  33.  after  line  15.  insert: 
"The  general  comprehensive  plans  for  flood 
control  and  other  purposes  In  the  Mlsaourl 
River  Basin  set  forth  In  House  Document 
No.   475   and  Senate  Document   No.   191,   as 
revised    and    coordinated    by    Senate    Docu- 
ment   No.    247.    78th    Congress,    2d    session, 
approved   in   the  Flood  Control  Act  of  De- 
cember 22,  1944,  are  hereby  modified  to  In- 
clude the  payment  by  the  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers for  construction   or   provision   of   ade- 
quate water  supply  and  sewage  faclUtiea   In 
the  new  relocated  municipality  of  Pollock. 
8.  Dak.,  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $200,000, 
which  Is  to  compensate  for  the  acquisition 
of  and  to  replace  faculties  in  the  town  which 
are   located   within    areas   wblcb   have   been 
or    wUl    be    acquired    by    the    United    States 
because   of   the   construction   of   the   Oahe 
Dam  and  Reservoir  project  In  the  basin." 
Page  33.  after  line  21.  Insert: 
"The   project   for  flood  protection   on   the 
Lower  Heart  River  in   the  vicinity  of  Man- 
dan.  N.  Dak.,  authorized  by  the  Flood  Con- 
trol Act  of  1946,  and  modified  by  the  Flood 
Control  Act  of  1950.  is  further  modified  sub- 
stantially   In    accordance    with    the    recom- 
mendations   of    the    Chief    of    Engineers    In 
his  report  dated  July  27.   1954.  at  an  esti- 
mated cost  of  $1,727,000." 

Page  34,  lines  12  and  13,  strike  out  "House 
Document  No.  — ,  8Sd  Congress"  and  Insert 
"his  report  dated  June  23.  1954." 

Page  34,  lines  21  and  22,  strike  out  "House 
Document  No.  — .  83d  Congress"  and  insert 
"said  document." 
Page  35,  after  line  19,  Insert:  | 

"Santa  Maria  River  Basin 
"The  project  for  flood  protection  on  Santa 
Maria  River  and  tributaries,  California,  is 
hereby  authorized  substautiaUy  In  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  In  House  Document  No.  4C0,  83d 
Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $10,182.- 
000  for  levees  and  channel  Improvements 
to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  and  supervision  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers."  . 

Page  35.  after  line  19,  Insert:  r 

"San  Lorenzo  River  Basin 
"The  project  for  flood  protection  on  San 
Lorenzo  River,  Calif.,  Is  heFe|)y  authorized 
substantially  in  accordance  with  the  rec- 
ommendations of  tbe  Chief  of  Engineers  in 
House  Document  No.  447.  83d  Congress,  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  $2,665,000." 


Page  36.  after  Une  12.  Insert: 

"San  Loreneo  Creek  B*8ln 

"The  project  for  flood  protection  on  Ban 
Lorenzo  Creek.  Alameda  County.  Calif.,  is 
hereby  authorized  substantially  In  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  In  House  Document  No.  452, 
83d  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $3,790,- 
000." 

Page  36.  after  line  12,  insert: 

"Truckee  River  Basin 

•"The  project  for  flood  protection  on 
Truckee  River  and  tributaries,  California  and 
Nevada,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 
accordance  with  tbe  recommendations  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  his  report  dated 
April  15.  1954,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $791.- 
000:  Provided,  That  the  authorization  for 
improvement  for  flood  control  on  Truckee 
River.  California  and  Nevada,  contained 
herein  shall  not  become  effective  unless  and 
until  the  'Washoe  Reclamation  Project'  on 
the  Truckee  and  Carson  Rivers,  California 
and  Nevada,  shall  have  been  authorized 
pursuant  to  law." 

Page  37.  after  line  2.  insert: 

"The  project  for  flood  protection  on  Ama- 
zon Creek  at  Eugere  and  vicinity,  Oregon, 
authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1946, 
and  modified  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
1950,  Is  further  modified  substantlaUy  In 
accordance  with  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in 
Senate  Document  No.  131,  83d  Congress,  at 
an  estimated  coet  of  $893,600." 

Page  38.  line  8,  strike  out  "harbor"  and  In- 
sert  "stream." 

Page  38,  line  9,  strike  out  "title"  and  Insert 
"section." 

Page  38.  after  Une  12.  Insert: 

"Ash  and  Pine  Creeks,  Fairfield  and  vicin- 
ity, Connecticut." 

Page  38.  after  line  15.  insert: 

"Devils  River   and    tributaries,  Texas." 

Page  38.  after  line  15,  Insert: 

"Rlo  Hondo  and  tributaries,  New  Mexico." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 
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stamp  or  postmarking  die  beartng  the 
•Pray  for  peace'." 

SBC.  2.  The  second  proviso  In  tbe  first 
section  of  such  act  of  May  11.  1922,  Is  amend- 
ed by  striking  out  "nothing  in  this  act"  and 
Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "nothing  tn  this 
section." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 


POSTAL  CANCELING  STAMP 
FOR  PEACE" 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9120)  to  authorize  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral to  provide  for  the  use  in  first-  and 
second-class  post  offices  of  a  special  can- 
celing stamp  or  postmarking  die  bear- 
ing the  words  "Pray  for  peace." 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Kan- 
sas? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  2  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  Post- 
master General  to  grant  permission  to  use 
special  canceling  stamps  or  postmarking 
dies."  approved  May  11,  1922  (39  U.  S.  C,  sec. 
368),   is  amended   to   read    as  follows: 

"S»c.  2.  (a)  Any  permission  granted  by 
the  Postmaster  General  under  the  first  sec- 
tion of  this  act  shall  be  revocable  In  the 
event  the  Government  shall  find  It  expedient 
or  necessary  to  use  special  canceling  stamps 
or   postmarking   dies   for   Its  own   purposes. 

"(b)  The  Postmaster  General  is  authorized 
to  provide  for  the  use  In  each  first-  and  sec- 
ond-class post  ofllce,  of  a  special  canceling 


RELIEF  OF  CERTAIN  BASQUE 
SHEEPHERDERS 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2074)  for 
the  reUef  of  certain  Basque  sheep- 
herders. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bllL 
The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  ? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  would  the  gentleman 
explain  the  purpose  of  this  bill?  Did  I 
understand  the  gentleman  to  say  it  was 
for  the  relief  of  certain  sheepherders? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Tills  is  a  bill  intro- 
duced in  the  other  body  by  Senator 
Welkeb  and  refers  to  44  Basque  sheep- 
herders  who  are  now  in  tiiis  country. 
This  provides  a  temporary  suq;>eDsk>n. 
of  their  deportation.  They  are  helping 
certain  ranchers  through  this  season. 
Then  it  is  to  be  determined  whether  they 
are  to  be  allowed  to  remain  here  or  be 
deported. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  with- 
draw my  reservation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  objectr— and  I  shall  not  ob- 
ject— I  understand  that  this  bill  pro- 
vides that  there  shall  be  no  deportation 
order  against  certain  Basque  sheepherd- 
ers who  came  into  this  country  as  sea- 
men; am  I  correct  in  that  statement? 
Mr.  GRAHAM.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  CELLER.  Despite  the  fact  that 
they  came  in  as  seamen  and  remained 
here  beyond  their  legal  stay  and  there- 
fore became  deserting  seamen,  they  sub- 
sequently became  sheepherders,  and 
now  we  are  going  to  allow  them  to  re- 
main in  this  coimtry;  is  tliat  correct? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Because  there  Is 
need  for  their  services  and  they  are  here. 
Mr.  CELLER.  I  have  had  no  oppor- 
tunity to  investigate,  but  I  have  been 
told  that  there  is  a  dearth  of  sheep- 
herders in  western  grazing  lands,  and 
in  view  of  that  fact.  I  am  not  going  to 
object.  This  bill  is  different  from  the 
bill  that  originally  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary;  am  I  correct  in 
that? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  There  Is  a  committee 
amendment  that  will  l>e  offered. 

Mr.  CELLER.  But.  as  I  understand  It, 
originally  the  bill  provided  that  the  num- 
ber of  sheepherders  who  are  in  this 
country  and  whose  stay  Is  legalized  by 
this  bill  would  not  be — I  do  not  know- 
subtracted  from  the  Spanish  quota. 
Could  the  gentleman  enlighten  me  on 
that? 
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tix.  ORAHAM.  We  are  not  grantlnK 
these  men  citizenship. 

Mr.  CELUSR.  I  dJkl  not  say  anything 
about  clttwmahip.  I  said  that  we  would 
allow  them  to  remain  here,  but  would 
those  numbers  be  deducted  from  the 
Spanish  quota? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  If,  in  the  future,  we 
granted  permanent  residence,  those 
numbers  would  be  deducted.  But  this 
bm  does  not  grant  permanent  residence. 
It  has  only  to  do  with  a  stay  of  the  order 
of  deportation. 

Mr.  CELLER.  In  other  words,  this 
bill  does  not  grant  them  permanent  res- 
idence; is  that  correct? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  with- 
draw my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

Bto.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  I  trust  that  it  will 
be  possible  to  adjust  the  status  of  these 
people  permanently.  After  all,  they 
have  severed  all  of  their  ties  in  Spain 
and  have  established  themselves  here 
in  an  essential  industry,  engaged  in  a 
noncompetitive  occupation — the  herding 
of  sheep.  It  is  imderstood  that  the  em- 
ployment service  is  not  able  to  meet  the 
demands  for  skilled  sheepherders.  The 
retention  of  persons  having  special  skills 
contributing  thus  vitally  to  our  need  for 
accelerated  wool  production  is  certainly 
in  the  public  interest. 

I  am  presently  giving  serious  con- 
sideration to  the  possibility  of  a  need 
for  greater  flexibility  in  the  law  to  per- 
mit adjustment  of  status  in  worthy  cases 
without  resorting  to  private  legislation 
of  this  nature.  It  seems  to  me  that  in 
all  equity  and  justice  at  some  future 
date  these  people  should  be  permitted 
to  remain  in  the  United  States. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
Cristobal  Agulree-Estlvez,  Martin  Abaunza- 
Bllbao,  Antolin  Alvarez  Valladares,  Jose  An- 
tonio Alonao  Oolcoechea,  Felix  Arego-Arrlen, 
Telesforo  Arronte-Maza,  Oregorlo  Artardl 
Alberdl,  Jose  Luis  Barrenechea-Madarleta, 
£>amaso  Beascochea  Bxposlto,  Nlcaslo  Maria 
Berlstaln  Plquer,  Jose  Bldasola-Oavlca,  Pab- 
lo Echevarrla  Monasterio,  Donato  Ecoreca 
Yturbe,  Tgnaclo  Elguren  Oablola,  Evarlsto 
Fortuny-Alvarez,  Florenclo  Gartelz-Elguren, 
Jesus  Golcochea,  Manuel  Lopez  Gonzalez. 
Ignaclo  Maria  Gtorrlcho-Agulrre,  Vlctorlano 
Oueziiraga  Enzunsa,  Vlncente  Yblnnarrlaga- 
Lopategul,  Antonio  Iglesias-Fernandez,  Juan 
Isasl-Legarreta,  Jose  Iturrl  Guerequlz,  En- 
rique Iazg^llrre-Iturbe,  Lule  Maria  Izagulrre- 
Larranaga,  Jayo  Sablno-Ouisasola,  Santiago 
Juanche  Oroz,  Jesus  Leceaga-Inchaurrondo. 
Ignaclo  liecue-Larraurl,  Doroteo  Madarlaga 
Otegul,  Martin  Madarieta-Arregul,  Euseblo 
Mendlola  Ycaran,  Felix  Mirandona-Zabala. 
Savino  Navarro  Arrlaga,  Marcellno  C^mae- 
chea-Lamlqulz.  Genaro  Ortuando-Barrena, 
Juan  Prada  Ramos,  Marcellno  Urlarte-Cear- 
reta,  Francisco  Urlbe  Astelnza,  Pedro  Ur- 
ruchurtu  Umitla,  Felix  Urteaga  Berrlo,  Jose 
Antonio  Zabala  Asia  and  Tomas  Francisco 
Zuazua  Porturas  shall  be  held  and  consid- 
ered to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  resident  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  upon 


payment  of  the  required  visa  fees.  Upon 
the  granting  of  permanent  resident  to  such 
aliens  as  provided  for  In  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  the  required  wum- 
bers  from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first 
year  that  such  quota  Is  available.         . 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ments: 

On  page  1,  strike  out  all  of  line  3. 

On  page  1.  line  4,  strike  out  the  word  "act," 
and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  fdllowing: 

"That  the  Attorney  General  Is  authorized 
and  directed  to  discontinue  any  deportation 
proceedings  and  to  cancel  any  outstanding 
orders  and  warrants  of  deportation,  wartants 
of  arrests,  and  bonds  which  may  have  been 
issued  in  the  cases  of  the  following  aliens." 

On  page  2,  at  the  end  of  line  13,  insert  a 
"period." 

On  page  2,  strike  out  lines  14,  15,  16.  IV.  18. 
19,  20,  and  21,  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the 
following : 

"From  and  after  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  act,  these  aliens  shall  not  again  be  sub- 
ject to  deportation  by  reason  of  the  same 
facts  upon  which  such  deportation  pro«eed- 
Ings  were  commenced  or  any  such  warrants 
and  orders  have  Issued." 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


EteCORDING  OF  MESSAGES  OF 
GOOD  WILL  I     , 

Mr.  JONAS  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina?  , 

There  was  no  objection.  | 

Mr.  JONAS  of  North  Carolina.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  today  presenting  to  the 
Library  of  Congress,  for  permanent  safe 
keeping  and  future  reference,  this  Very 
interesting  record  which  I  hold  in  my 
hand. 

This  record  was  flown  around  the 
world  in  1938 — to  our  neighbors  in  the 
Americas,  to  the  islands  of  the  Pacific, 
and  to  the  remote  lands  of  Europe,  Asia, 
and  Africa.  Wherever  man's  wings 
would  carry  him,  this  message  of  greet- 
ing and  good  will  was  dispatched  with 
swiftness  and  safety,  the  dominant  char- 
acteristic of  our  airmail  service  which 
is  without  peer  in  all  the  world.  When 
it  was  returned  home  again  it  contained 
similar  messages  to  our  people  from  the 
representatives  of  many  countries  aroiund 
the  world. 

This  project  was  conceived  and  organ- 
ized by  Mr.  Charles  H.  Crutchfleld,  exec- 
utive vice  president  and  general  man- 
ager of  the  Jefferson  Standard  Broad- 
casting Co.,  operator  of  radio  station 
WBT  and  television  station  WBTV  in 
Charlotte,  N.  C. 

In  1938  Col.  Paul  Younts  was  post- 
master of  the  city  of  Charlotte,  N.  C.  He 
was  selected  by  Postmaster  General 
James  A.  Farley  as  executive  chairman 
of  the  national  committee  to  stage  an 
observance  of  National  Airmail  Week. 
In  setting  up  his  committees  to  handle 
this  celebration,  Colonel  Younts  named 


Mr.  Crutchfleld  as  his  national  radio 
chairman.  Mr.  Crutchfleld  conceived  the 
idea  of  flying  this  record  around  the 
world,  and  recording  on  it  the  messages 
of  good  will  to  which  I  have  heretofore 
referred,  and  with  the  aid  of  Capt.  Eddie 
Rickenbacker,  now  president  of  Eastern 
Air  Lines,  carried  it  through  to  a  success- 
ful conclusion. 

This  recording  contains  such  tangible 
expressions  of  good  will,  reflecting  the 
friendship  of  the  peoples  of  the  world  in 
a  common  bond  of  brotherhood,  that  I 
feel  it  should  be  preserved  for  posterity. 
The  recording  has  been  in  the  possession 
of  Mr.  Crutchfleld  since  1938  and  he  has 
turned  it  over  to  me  with  the  suggestion 
that  I  present  it,  on  behalf  of  the  Amer- 
ican people,  to  the  Library  of  Congress. 

The  recording  of  the  voices  of  the  men 
of  many  nations  and  races  from  the  far- 
flung  places  of  the  world,  all  speaking  in 
terms  of  friendship  and  cooperation, 
signifies  the  desire  of  men  to  hve  to- 
gether in  peace  and  harmony.  It  is  a 
symbol  of  friendship,  of  man's  indom- 
itable courage  in  his  conquest  of  the  air, 
and  of  faith  that  the  good  will  which  was 
recorded  on  this  record  16  years  ago  may 
bring  about  an  enduring  peace  in  our 
time. 


GEORGIA    IS    A    MAJOR    DISASTER 
AREA 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  dbjection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia?  . 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, the  Georgia  delegation  in  Congress, 
the  Governor  and  many  promir^ent  citi- 
zens are  doing  their  best  to  have  the 
State  of  Georgia  declared  a  major  dis- 
aster area.  Up  to  this  time  we  have  not 
been  able  to  succeed. 

In  more  than  100  counties  of  Georgia 
the  grain  crop  is  practically  destroyed. 
In  many  areas  they  will  make  leas  than  a 
bushel  of  corn  per  acre.  The  pastures 
are  ruined.  The  people  with  cattle  have 
no  feed  and  are  compelled  to  sell  the 
stock  at  disastrodsly  low  prices. 

Besides  the  great  loss  to  the  dairy 
farmers  and  cattle  growers,  cotton  and 
other  crops  are  a  total  loss  in  many 
areas,  and  in  many  other  sections  will 
run  from  50  to  100  percent  loss. 

In  one  of  the  cities  in  the  district 
which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  the 
water  supply  is  .so  low  that  the  city  offl- 
cials  are  seriously  considering  a  oomplete 
shutdown  of  water  service  during  certain 
hours  of  the  cay  as  a  necessary  conserva- 
tion measure. 

In  many  sections  of  the  State  this  is 
the  third  drought  year  which  has  ruined 
many  of  the  farmers.  If  the  farmers  in 
these  areas  are  unable  to  get  assistance 
they  will  be  forced  to  give  up  their  farms 
and  seek  employment  elsewhere. 

EX^idence  of  the  need  for  assistance  in 
my  State  was  furnished  by  a  recent  sur- 
vey made  by  Hon.  R.  L.  Vansant.  State 
director  of  the  Farmers'  Home  Adminis- 
tration. He  reported  that  at  least  110 
Georgia    counties    should    be    declared 


195  J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


15045 


1 


drought-disaster  areas  because  of  acute 
feed  shortages. 

A  blunt  refusal  to  give  aid.  in  view  of 
the  evidence  of  need,  is  not  enough  to 
satisfy  the  farmers  with  bumt-up  erops. 
hungry  cattle,  and  debts  which  they  can- 
not pay. 

If  Georgia  is  not  entitled  to  l>e  desig- 
nated as  a  major  disaster  area,  then  I 
am  sure  I  do  not  understand  what  the 
law  means.  We  cannot  understand  why 
some  of  the  States  have  been  declared 
disaster  areas,  and  yet  none  of  them  have 
suffered  the  loss  that  the  Georgia  farm- 
ers have  suffered.  All  we  want  is  justice 
and  equahty  with  other  States  and  com- 
munities, and  if  we  cannot  get  this,  why 
have  the  law? 


UNITED   STATES   ARMY  TRAININQ 
FOR  VOLUNTEERS 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
because  of  the  confidence  and  depend- 
ence that  many  of  us  place  in  the 
printed  word,  and  because  the  U.  S. 
News  L  World  Report  is  usually  so  ac- 
curate, I  would  like  to  call  attention  to 
a  statement  made  on  page  54  of  the 
August  20  issue  in  which  it  says : 

Army  training :  If  your  youngster  Is  de- 
bating whether  to  go  from  high  school  Into 
college  and  take  his  chances  there  with  the 
draft,  or  to  get  his  military  service  over 
with    first    by    volunteering,    note    this: 

The  Army  now  Is  offering  a  written  com- 
mitment that  a  boy  who  volunteers  will  get 
the  kind  of  Army  training  he  wants.  He 
can  take  an  aptitude  test  in  his  choaen 
field  before  he  enlists,  and.  If  he  paaaes.  get 
a  letter  of  acceptance.  It  wlU  teU  him  what 
Army  school  Is  holding  a  place  for  him  and 
when  to  enlist  to  get  his  basic  training 
over  with  In  time  to  attend. 

Specialist  Bchools :  The  Army  offers  school- 
ing in  some  8C)  specialties.  After  getting 
through  the  school  of  his  choice,  the  vol- 
unteer is  guaranteed  initial  Army  assign- 
ment In  his  specialty.  Thus,  if  he  wants 
to  become,  say,  a  physician  or  lawyer,  he  can 
get  training  as  a  medical  corpsman  or  In 
the  Judge  Advocate  General's  department. 
And,  when  his  sf-rvice  la  over,  he  can  use  his 
rights  under  the  OI  bUl  to  help  finance  his 
college  education. 

Note,  though,  be  serves  3  years  IX  he 
volunteers,  2  If  drafted. 

In  order  to  secure  a  confirmation  of 
the  above  statement  of  policy,  I  con- 
tacted the  OflB.ce  of  Army  Assignments 
in  the  Pentagon  and  there  learned  that 
the  above  statements  are  not  entirely 
accurate.  While  the  Army  is  natm-ally 
seeking  the  best  talent  and  if  the  military 
situation  F>ermits  an  attempt  is  made  to 
give  enlistees  an  opportunity  to  pursue 
courses  of  training  which  they  select, 
nevertheless  I  am  informed  by  this  same 
office,  the  Army  does  not  give  a  written 
commitment.  Likewise,  I  was  advised 
that  there  can  be  no  guaranty  of  an 
Initial  Army  assignment  in  a  man's 
specialty. 

I  feel  that  attention  should  be  directed 
not  only  to  the  editors  of  the  pubUcation 


in  which  the  above  statements  occurred 
but  that  the  attention  of  the  Army 
should  be  directed  to  the  dissemination 
of  any  information  which  Is  misleading 
in  character.  Members  of  Congress  are 
aware  of  the  fact  that  quite  frequently 
oiu-  attention  is  directed  to  alleged 
statements  made  by  recruiting  person- 
nel who  in  their  enthusiasm  to  obtain 
enlistments  sometimes  make  statements 
which  are  used  as  the  basis  for  obliga- 
tions which  the  Army  cannot  fulfill. 

In  order  that  enlistees  may  be  relieved 
of  disappointment  and  Members  of  Con- 
gress spared  the  inconvenience  and  em- 
barrassment that  accompanies  our  ef- 
forts to  correct  such  misunderstandings, 
I  feel  that  every  effort  should  be  made 
to  police  the  dissemination  and  circula- 
tion of  inaccurate  statements  involving 
recruiting  pohcies  of  the  Armed 
Services. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.    I  jrield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Does 
that  article  reflect  in  any  way  on  the 
Armed  Services? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  I  do  not 
think  it  reflects  on  it.  I  think  it  states 
an  inacciu-acy. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Have 
you  called  the  attention  of  the  News  to 
it? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.    No,  I  have 

not. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  won- 
dered if  you  intended  to. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.    I  will,  sir. 


THE  LATE  HONORABLE  CHARLES 
WARREN 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  yesterday  there  passed  away 
the  Honorable  Charles  Warren.  He  was 
86  years  old  and  was  a  noted  constitu- 
tional lawyer  and  author  as  well  as  a 
very  distinguished  citizen  and  native  of 
Massachusetts.  He  was  a  great  credit  to 
his  alma  mater — Harvard  College,  where 
he  won  his  Phi  Beta  Kappa  key.  He 
resided  for  many  years  in  Washington. 
He  was  known  and  respected  for  his  very 
fine  work  as  Assistant  Attorney  General 
under  President  Wilson.  While  in  that 
oflBce.  he  drafted  the  Espionage  Act  and 
organized  the  Bureau  of  Investigation 
which  later  became  the  FBI.  He  was 
known  for  his  brilliant  mind  and  his 
eager  and  intelligent  interest  in  every- 
thing that  went  on  in  the  world.  He 
was  very  loyal  to  the  Democratic  Party. 
He  lived  it  and  he  breathed  it  and  he 
thoroughly  believed  in  it. 

Charles  Warren's  life  most  surely  rep- 
resents what  has  been  called  the  "three- 
fold function  of  a  lawyer" — adviser,  rep- 
resentative, and  advocate.  The  tradi- 
tions and  common  precepts  of  his  pro- 
fession were  held  on  a  high  plain.  He 
foimd  his  highest  honor  in  a  deserved 
reputation.    He  was  known  for  his  fidel- 


ity to  private  trust  and  to  public  duty. 
He  was  truly  a  patriotic  and  scholarly 
citizen  of  the  United  States. 

My  husband  and  I  were  warm  frioidi 
of  Charles  Warren  and  his  lovely,  gra- 
cious, and  devoted  wife.  I  will  miss  him 
more  than  I  can  say.  His  native  com- 
monwealth of  NTassachusetts,  the  United 
States  Capital  and  the  country  have  suf- 
fered a  great  loss.  My  deepest  sympa- 
thy goes  to  his  beloved  wife  and  fandly. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Bdichigan  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  tomorrow  for  30  minutes,  follow- 
ing the  legislative  business  of  ^e  day 
and  any  special  orders  heretofore  en- 
tered. 


TO  INCREASE  BORROWING  POWER 
OF  THE  COMMODITY  CREDIT 
CORPORATION 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  9756)  to 
increase  the  borrowing  power  of  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation,  with  a  Sen- 
ate amendment,  and  concur  in  the  Sen- 
ate amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows:  f 

After  line  9.  Insert: 

"Sec.  3.  (a)  Section  8e  of  the  Agrtcxil- 
tural  Adjustment  Act  (of  1933).  as  amended, 
and  as  reenacted  and  aooended  by  the  Agri- 
cultiiral  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1B37, 
as  amended,  is  amended  by  inserting  after 
'avocados'  a  conuna  and  the  word -'mangoes.' 

"(b)  The  amendment  made  by  this  aeo- 
tion  shall  become  effective  upon  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act  or  upon  the  enactment  of 
the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954,  whichever  oc- 
curs later." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


THE    LATE    HONORABLE    PAUL    W.  . 
SHAFER 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Michigan  (Mr.  WolcottI  is  recognlEed. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  yes- 
terday it  was  my  sad  duty  to  inform  the 
House  and  the  Nation  of  the  passing  of 
our  beloved  and  esteemed  colleague. 
PAm.  W.  Shafeb,  of  Michigan. 

At  this  point,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  sisk 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  place  in 
the  Record  as  part  of  my  remarks  a 
biography  of  Congressman  Shafek. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  wsis  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  Con- 
gressman Paul  W.  Shafke,  61,  Republi- 
can, of  Michigan,  died  at  Walter  Reed 
Army  Hospital  at  3:50  Tuesday  after- 
noon. Congressman  Shafes  had  entered 
the  hospital  on  August  5  and  had  imder- 
gone  surgery  last  Friday,  for  a  chronic 
liver  condition. 

Announcement  of  Mr.  Shatek's  death 
was  made  by  his  office. 
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Pwt  W.  Sbavb,  RepreseotetiTe  In 
Ccaunm  tnm  the  Tliircl  liiebigan  Dis- 
trict since  1837,  was  bom  in  EUchart.  ixxL, 
Aptn  n.  MM,  the  son  of  John  IfcCleUan 
and  Sarah  C.  CWemts)  Shafer. 

Hie  parents  mored  to  Three  RlTers. 
IfiehM  whm  he  was  a  child,  and  he  was 
educated  in  the  lluree  Rivers  publie 
shools.      Lata:  he  was  a  student  at 


Jienooii 
^Perris 


UMtttttte,  Big  Raiilds,  Mich.,  and 
studied  law  by  eorreqxmdenee  with  the 
Blackstone  Institute,  of  Chicago. 

Mr.  SKAFBt  was  a  member  of  the  Indi- 
ana State  militia  in  1916-17.  He  served 
on  the  MfJrtcan  border  but  was  rejected 
lor  militarjr  service  during  the  First 
World  Wax  due  to  a  physical  disability. 

For  many,  years  Congreasman  Shark 
was  a  newspi4)erman,  working  as  a  re- 
porter in  Elkhart,  Ind.,  and  with  the 
Grand  Rapids  (Mich.)  Herald,  at  the 
time  the  late  Senator  Arthur  H.  Van- 
denberg  was  editor.  Later  he  was  city 
editor  of  the  BatUe  Creek  (Mich.)  Moon- 
Journal  until  his  election  in  1929  as 
municipal  Justice  of  the  dty  of  Battle 
Creek.  He  was  reelected  for  a  second 
4-year  term  and  served  until  his  ^ec- 
tiaa  to  Congress  in  1936. 

Mr.  Shatkb  defeated  incimibent  Con- 
gressman Vemer  W.  Main  for  the  Repub- 
lican nomination  in  1936.  and  in  Novem- 
ber of  that  year  was  1  of  only  3  new 
Republican  Members  in  the  United  States 
elected  to  Congress.  He  was  reelected 
for  eight  consecutive  terms,  and  on  Au- 
giist  3  of  this  year  was  renominated 
without  opposition  as  the  Republican 
candidate  for  reelection 

Aftor  MU-ly  service  on  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  Post  OtOce  Committees  of 
the  House,  Mr.  Shark  became  a  member 
of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  con- 
tinuing as  a  member  of  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee  at  the  time  the  Mili- 
tary and  Navy  Affairs  Committees  were 
combined.  He  was  fourth-ranking  Re- 
publican member  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  at  the  time  of  his  death,  and 
was  chairman  of  No.  1  subcommittee. 

Congressman  Shark  was  author  of 
the  synthetic-rubber  legislation  which 
continued  Oovemment  development  and 
operation  of  the  synthetic-rubber  indus- 
try foUowing  World  War  H.  Last  year 
he  was  author  of  the  sjnitheUc-rubber- 
dlsposal  legislation,  and  led  the  success- 
ful fight  for  its  enactment  by  Congress. 
Under  this  act  private  industry  is  bid- 
ding competitively  for  acquisition  of  the 
iynthetic-nibber  facilities,  final  disposal 
subject  to  subsequent  approval  by  the 
Congress.  In  May  of  last  year,  Mr. 
Shafsb,  who  was  recognized  as  the  lead- 
ing congressional  authority  on  the  syn- 
thetic-mbber  industry,  was  the  congres- 
sional adviser  on  the  United  States  dele- 
gation to  the  10th  International  Rubber 
Study  Chrtmp  Conference  in  Copenhagen, 
Dezmaark. 

As  a  member  of  the  House  Armed 

Services  Committee.  Mr.  Shark  was  a 
leader  in  the  successfvd  fight  against 
enactment  of  universal  military  training, 
subject  of  bitter  controversy  in  Congress 
on  at  least  three  occasions  during  Presi- 
dent Truman's  administration. 

Mr.  Shapr  was  the  first  Member  of 
Congress  to  publicly  advocate  with- 
drawal   of    diplomatic    recognition    of 


Russia,  and  in  a  statement  released  omly 
last  Friday  he  warmly  endorsed  the  re- 
cent testimony  of  Oen.  Mark  Clark  Urg- 
ing ttlls  step.  Mr.  Shark  was  also  the 
fhst  Member  of  Congress  to  -  publicly 
warn  of  the  threat  to  peace  posed  by 
a  divided  Korea — a  warning  given  in  an 
address  in  Congress  March  4.  1947.  He 
was  a  personal  friend  of  President  Syng- 
man  Rhee  and  in  1952  was  named  an 
honorary  citisen  of  Korea. 

During  the  Republican  80th  Congitess. 
Mr.  Shafkr  was  author  of  the  Industrial 
Reserve  Act,  preserving  Government 
ownership  of  vital  defense  plants  and 
machine  tools  and  preventing  sale  of 
92,000  pieces  of  machine  tools  to  Soviet 
Russia. 

During  the  past  year,  Mr.  Shafer  had 
devoted  a  great  deal  of  effort  to  secur- 
ing military  or  other  governmental  utili- 
zation of  the  deactivated  Percy  Jones 
Army  Hospital  property  in  Battle  Oeek. 
As  a  result  of  his  efforts  this  property 
was  selected  as  the  new  headquarters  of 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration, 
which  is  transferring  from  Washington, 
D.  C.  to  Battle  Creek,  September  1. 

Mr.  Shater  was  married  October  31, 
1917.  to  Miss  Ila  P.  Mack,  of  Detroit. 
Mrs.  Shafer  died  July  5  of  this  year  in 
Battie  C*eek.  The  Shafers  had  no  chil- 
dren. 

Mr.  Shafer  is  survived  by  two  sisters, 
Mrs.  H.  Earl  (Isabel)  Kanaga,  of  Battle 
Creek,  and  Mrs.  Prank  (Florence)  King, 
of  Three  Rivers,  Mich.;  and  his  mother- 
in-law,  Mrs.  Nora  Mack,  who  had  made 
her  home  with  the  Shafers. 

Mr.  Shafer  was  a  Republican.  He  was 
an  honorary  member  of  the  Veterans 
of  Foreign  Wars,  of  P.  b  A.  M.— 32d  de- 
gree— and  a  past  potentate  of  Saladin 
Temple.  A.  A.  N.  O.  M.  S.  He  was  a 
member  of  Battle  Creek  Elks  Lodge 
No.  32  and  of  the  Lions  International, 
and  in  1932-33  was  district  governor  of 
Michigan  Lions.    He  was  a  Presbyterian. 

Mr.  Shafer  was  a  resident  of  Battle 
Creek  during  his  service  in  Congress  ex- 
cept for  a  2-year  period  from  1946  to 
1948  when  he  resided  in  Bronson,  Mich., 
and  owned  and  published  the  Bronson 
Journal,  a  weekly  newspaper. 

Mr.  Speaker,  during  the  nine  terms 
that  Paxjl  Shafer  served  here  he  en- 
deared himself  to  all  of  us  who  knew 
him.  He  was  one  of  the  most  friendly. 
forthright,  honest-minded  and  intel- 
lectual men  who  has  ever  sat  in  this 
Congress.  I  have  known  Paul  so  well 
and  so  intimately  throughout  the  years 
that  words  seem  rather  inadequate  to 
characterize  his  life  and  his  attainments. 

Mr,  Speaker,  I  know  that  the  House 
and  the  Nation  will  recognize  the  great 
loss  we  have  suffered  in  the  passing  of 
Paul  Shater.  There  is  an  example  to 
be  gained  from  his  life.  In  the  inner- 
most reaches  of  our  consciences  and 
our  hearts,  I  think  everyone  in  his  own 

way  Is  cognizant  of  those  lessons  and 
wants  to  emulate  the  friendliness,  love- 
liness, and  greatness  of  this  great  Ameri- 
can. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  now  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  ArendsI 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  with  the 
passing  of  Paul  Sharr  I  have  lost  one  of 
my  best  friends.    I  do  not  know  how  to 


express  what  is  in  my  heart  The  loss  is 
beyond  words. 

Paul's  record  of  18  years'  setvice  in 
the  House  speaks  for  itself.  It  is  a  rec- 
ord written  for  aU  time.  It  bespealcs  his 
ability  as  a  legislator,  and  I  know  no 
Member  who  worked  more  diligenUy  and 
more  tirelessly  in  the  interest  of  ttie  peo- 
ple he  represented. 

Paul  served  many  years  with  me  on 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services.  As 
every  member  of  our  committee  will  so 
willingly  testify,  he  made  a  distinct  con- 
tribution to  the  work  of  that  grent  com- 
mittee, and  he  certainly  will  be  sorely 
missed. 

I  do  not  believe  I  ever  knew  a  man 
who  was  so  completely  unselfish  as  Paul 
Shafer.  He  was  always  thinking  of 
what  he  might  do  to  help  someone.  His 
philosophy  of  life  is  well  expressed  in 
these  words: 

If  any  little  word  of  mine 

May  make  a  life  the  brighter; 
If  any  little  song  of  mine 

May  make  a  heart  the  lighter; 
God  help  me  speak  the  little  woril 

And  take  my  bit  of  singing 
And  drop  It  in  some  lonely  vale 

And  set   the   echoes  ringing. 
If  any  little  love  of  mine 

May  make  a  life  the  sweeter; 
If  any  little  care  of  mine 

May  make  a  friend's  the  fleeter; 
If  any  lift  of  mine  may  eaaa 

The  burden  of  another; 
God  give  me  love  and  care  and  strength 

To  help  my  toiling  brother. 

That  was  the  way  Paul  Shafer  felt  and 
it  was  the  way  Paul  Shafer  lived,  I,  to- 
gether with  his  many  other  colleagues 
and  friends  in  the  House,  will  sorely  miss 
Paul  Shafer.  We  extend  to  his  relatives 
and  friends  our  most  sincere  and  heart- 
felt sympathy  in  this  time  of  grief. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  I  Mr. 
Halleck  I . 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  join 
with  my  colleagues  in  an  expression  of 
deep  personal  sorrow  at  the  passing  of 
a  dear  friend,  Paul  Shafer. 

Although  we  have  known  him  here 
in  the  Congress  as  a  loyal  son  of  Michi- 
gan who  represented  his  people  of  the 
Third  Congressional  District  there  with 
high  distinction,  Paul  Shafer  was  a 
Hoosier  by  birth,  having  been  born,  in 
fact,  in  the  Third  Congressional  District 
of  Indiana.  j 

His  decision  to  leave  my  State  was  in- 
deed Indiana's  loss  and  Michigan's  gain. 
Certainly,  I  would  have  been  proud  to 
have  worked  with  him  here  as  a  fellow 

member  of  our  fine  Hoosier  delegaitlon. 

Paul  came  to  the  Congress  shortly  aft- 
er I  did,  and  I  shall  remember  him  al- 
ways as  one  of  my  earlier  friends  in  this 
Chamber. 

We  were  here  together  through  those 
years  when  our  side  of  this  historic  aisle 
was  represented  by  a  comparative  hand- 
ful. 

It  has  been  said  that  we  are  a  part  of 
all  that  we  have  met. 

I  think  that  applies  largely  to  the  good 

we  see  in  others,  and  having  known  Paul 
Shafer  throiigh  the  years  of  his  career 
in  the  Congress,  it  is  my  conviction  that. 
not  only  myself  but  the  many  others 
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here  who  knew  liim.  are  better  men  for 
the  experience. 

Paul  fought  for  his  beliefs. 

He  was  a  rugged,  stalwart  champion 
of  the  principles  for  wlilch  he  stood  as 
a  Member  of  the  Congress. 

That  the  people  of  Michigan  who  sent 
him  down  here  respected  his  integrity 
and  approved  of  his  judgment  is  re- 
flected in  their  continued  support  of  his 
work,  year  after  year. 

It  was  my  pleasure  to  learn,  first  hand. 
of  the  esteem  and  affection  in  which  he 
was  held  by  the  people  of  his  district. 

On  several  occasions  I  had  the  happy 
privilege  of  appearing,  at  his  Invitation, 
in  the  district  Paul  represented. 

The  many  demonstrations  of  admira- 
tion and  confidence  expressed  on  Paul 
Shaker's  behalf  at  such  times  by  his 
friends  and  neighbors  of  Michigan  must 
have  been  a  source  of  tremendous  grati- 
flcation  to  him. 

Certainly  they  were  rich  reward  for 
the  many  years  he  devoted  to  public 
service. 

I  knew  Paxil  Shafer  as  a  generous  and 
kind -hearted  man  here  in  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

But  I  came  to  appreciate  the  full  ex- 
tent of  his  warm  humanity  during  my 
occasional  visits  to  his  home  and  his 
district  in  Michigan. 

No  one  could  have  been  a  more  con- 
siderate host.  The  hospitality  he  ex- 
tended left  nothing  to  be  desired  in  the 
realm  of  convenience  and  comfort. 

Paul  Shafer  has  made  his  mark  in 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

As  majority  leader.  I  can  testify  to  his 
overall  contributions  to  the  sum  total  of 
our  program,  bat  others  can  better  set 
out  the  details  of  his  labors. 

I  want  to  offer  my  tribute  to  Paul 
Shafer  primarily,  however,  as  a  man 
who  walked  amc>ng  us  as  flesh  and  blood ; 
who  worked  with  us;  who  concerned 
himself  with  the  problems  we  faced;  who 
enjoyed  life  with  us. 

Paul  Shafer  was  a  great  person. 

Mr.  WOLCOIT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  IMr.  Ray- 
burn  ] . 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Wampler).  The  gentleman  from  Texas 
is  recognized. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
served  with  a  great  many  men  and 
women  dvu'ing  my  time  in  this  body,  and 
I  have  taken  the  measure  of  most  of 
them.  I  consider  Paul  SHAfER  one  of 
the  best  friends  I  had  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  I  know  that  he  con- 
sidered me  his  friend.     He  was  always 

kind  and  fine  to  me  and  to  everybody 
else.  He  had  a  mixture  in  his  makeup 
that  attracted  good  people  to  him  be- 
cause he  himself  was  good  people. 

In  his  passing  I  express  my  deep  regret 
and  trust  that  during  the  remainder  of 
my  life  many  Paul  Shafers  will  come 
my  way. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  distinguished  Speaker  of  the 
House,  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  Martin]. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  words  cannot  adequately  ex- 
press the  depth  of  my  sorrow  when  a  slip 
of  paper  was  handed  to  me  at  the  rostixun 


yestreday  afternoon,  which  gave  notice 
of  the  death  of  Paul  Shafer. 

To  me  he  was  a  true  and  trusted  friend 
of  many  years.  His  steady,  stalwart 
support  was  a  great  encouragement 
through  many  hard  and  difficult  years. 

Trained  in  the  law,  soldier,  publisher, 
and  businessman,  he  was  well  equipped 
for  the  congressional  service  to  which  he 
dedicated  his  Ufe. 

As  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  he  contributed  ma- 
terially to  the  work  of  building  up  the 
miUtary  defense  of  the  coimtry.  He  will 
be  long  remembered  as  the  author  of  the 
legislation  which  permitted  the  country 
to  be  freed  of  dependence  upon  foreign 
sources  for  a  vital  rubber  supply.  The 
legislation  he  sponsored  permitted  the 
building  up  of  the  rubber  plants  of  the 
United  States. 

He  was  a  sturdy  opponent  of  conunu- 
nism  and  he  aggressively  battled  its  in- 
filtration into  American  life. 

Paul  Shafer,  it  can  be  truthfully  said, 
was  a  great  patriot,  a  sterUng  American, 
and  the  country  is  richer  for  his  life. 

Those  of  us  who  knew  the  generous 

soul  of  Pattl  Shafer,  his  desire  at  all 

times  to  extend  a  helping  hand  to  his 

legion  of  friends,  are  saddened  at  his 

'untimely  death. 

To  his  family  we  all  extend  our  deepest 
sympathy  in  this  hour  of  bereavement. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  this 
time  I  should  like  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  remains  of  our  beloved 
colleague,  Paul  Shafer,  will  be  at  Gaw- 
ler's  Funeral  Home  from  12  noon  until 
9  p.  m.  today.  Gawlers  Funeral  Home 
is  located  just  west  of  the  White  House 
on  Peruisylvania  Avenue.  Funeral  serv- 
ices will  take  place  at  2  p.  m.  on  Friday 
in  the  First  Congregational  Church  at 
Battle  Creek,  Mich. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  now  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Oklahoma  IMr.  WickershamI. 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I, 
too,  should  like  to  pay  tribute  to  Paul 
Shafer.  Less  than  2  weeks  ago  I  had 
the  privilege  of  going  with  Paul  Shafer 
and  Mendel  Rivers  to  Paul's  home  in 
Battle  Creek,  Mich.  Paul  asked  that 
Mendel  and  I  go  with  him.  We  went  up 
there  on  a  mission  in  the  interest  of  the 
people  of  the  country  and  particularly 
in  the  interest  of  the  people  of  Michigan, 
in  order  to  see  that  the  Air  Force  did 
not  put  a  base  in  the  Traverse  City  area 
which  might  affect  the  National  Music 
School  which  has  done  such  a  wonderful 
job. 

We  made  our  report.  I  believe  the  re- 
port indicated  that  all  three  of  us  felt 
the  school  should  not  be  disturbed  and 
that  the  Air  Force  should  look  at  one 
of  three  other  locations.  We  worked 
pretty  hard,  and  did  a  good  job  inspect- 
ing the  proposed  sights,  but  we  took  a 
little  time  off.  Paul  secured  some  fish- 
ing tackle  and  bait  and  told  us  to  go 
and  catch  a  few  fish. 

Paul  Shafer  was  one  of  the  most 
charitable  men  I  have  ever  known.  He 
was  well  Uked  by  all  and  as  a  member 
of  the  House  Armed  Services  Commit- 
tee I  am  going  to  miss  him  greatly. 

He  was  a  most  capable,  efHcient.  cour- 
teous, cooperative,  loyal  American. 


Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  IMr. 
Brooks]  . 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  was  greatly  shocked  yester- 
day afternoon  when  I  received  the  newa 
of  the  death  of  our  beloved  friend  and 
colleague,  Paul  Shafkr.  It  was  18  years 
ago  when  I  came  to  the  House  of  Repre> 
sentatives  at  which  time  I  joined  my 
friend  and  colleague.  Paul  Shatii.  At 
that  time  we  both  became  members  at 
the  House  Military  Affairs  Committee 
which  was  later  merged  into  the  House 
Committee  on  the  Armed  Services. 

During  all  this  period  of  time  it  has 
been  my  privilege  to  serve  with  Paul  on 
that  great  committee.  Oiir  coUea«ue 
was  never  one  to  treasure  petty  thoughts. 
He  was  always  broad  gaged,  patriotic. 
forthright,  honest  and  constructive  in 
his  attitude. 

I  noticed  the  approach  he  took  to  all 
legislation  that  came  before  the  com- 
mittee. I  always  felt  that  his  interest 
was  that  of  the  United  States  as  he 
approached  the  consideration  of  legisla- 
tion which  would  make  our  country 
safe  and  keep  it  independent  of  foreign 
influences. 

Congressman  Shafer  gave  imstint- 
ingly  of  his  time  and  of  his  energies  to 
the  cause  of  national  defense.  He 
fought  with  great,  zeal  and  enthusiasm 
for  those  measures  which  would  make 
our  land  safe  from  Communist  aggres- 
sion and  would  give  us  the  power  to  pre- 
serve our  institutions  and  protect  our 
homes.  He  helped  nurture  the  program 
to  produce  synthetic  rubber  when  sjm- 
thetic  rubber  was  used  by  this  country  to 
win  World  War  IL  As  this  industry  grew 
into  full  bloom  the  time  came  when  it 
was  found  advisable  to  return  it  to  pri- 
vate enterprise.  As  chairman  of  a  %ai- 
thetic  Rubber  Subcommittee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  Paul  plunged 
into  a  program  of  writing  measures 
which  would  place  this  industry  back  in 
private  ownership  and  yet  srield  to  the 
United  States  the  full  value  of  the 
plants  which  had  been  built  and  owned 
by  our  Government.  Tbe  legislation, 
although  difScult  in  preparation,  passed 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  be- 
came the  law  of  the  land. 

Naturally,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was  deeply 
shocked,  grieved  and  distressed  when  I 
received  the  news  of  his  passing  yester- 
day. He  was  a  most  affable  genUeman, 
an  able  Congressman  and  a  truly  great 
American. 

I  take  this  opportunity  to  extend  my 
very  heartfelt  sympathy  to  members  of 
his  family  in  this  dark,  sad  hour  of  their 
bereavement. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
O'Hara]. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  sure  that  there  was  none 
of  my  colleagues  who  was  more  shocked 
than  I  when  I  learned  late  yesterday 
afternoon  of  the  death  of  our  good 
friend.  Paul  Shafer.  In  the  years  which 
I  have  had  the  privilege  of  serving  in 
this  body  I  know  of  no  Member  of  Con- 
gress who  more  deeply  loved  his  country 
than  did  Paul  Shater.  To  me  he  was 
a  great  American  patriot.    He  was  ona 
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irbo  loathed  hsniMeiisy  and  sham.    He 

was  Intelleetual^  benesfc.-  candid  and  of 
strong  ccmylctions — but  tolerant  of  the 
tlews  of  Ids  f dlow  men.  He  was  one  of 
the  moot  Undly  and  one  of  the  most 
frtendly  people;  one  who  loved  his 
friends. 

Ciertainly  Paul  was  one  whose  door 
was  idways  open  to  anyone  who  had  a 
problem.  His  time  was  always  at  the 
disposal  of  his  colleagues  and  their 
problems.  Somehow  I  feel  that  Paul 
must  have  felt,  after  the  death  of  his 
wife  such  a  short  time  ago,  that  perhaps 
there  was  not  too  much  left.  I  sensed 
after  the  funeral  of  his  lieloved  wife  that 
Paul's  health  had  failed  materially. 
Certainly  so  long  as  I  shall  live  I  shall 
remember  him  for  his  deep  sense  of  re- 
sponsiMlity  to  his  country,  for  his  deep 
devotion  to  his  friends,  for  being  the 
kind  of  an  American  whom  I  admired 
and  respected.  His  memory  I  shall 
treasure  so  long  as  I  may  live. 

Blr.  WOLCXyiT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
{Mr.  Qavih]. 

Mr.  OAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  was  with 
deep  sorrow  that  I  heard  of  the  passing 
of  our  very  good  friend  and  colleague. 
Paxil  W.  Shater. 

The  State  of  Michigan  has  lost  one 
of  Its  outstanding  citizens  and  the  Con- 
,  gress  of  Uie  United  States  has  lost  a  con- 
oclentioos  and  able  legislator. 

Paul  Shatbi  was  a  man  who  loved  his 
country  and  his  native  State,  and  served 
them  wen.  He  was  devoted  to  the  inter- 
est of  the  people  he  represented,  and  he 
was  sincerely  and  profoundly  patriotic — 
a  great  American. 

He  was  greatly  admired  by  all  who 
knew  him.  and  he  had  a  host  of  friends; 
always  glad  to  see  one  and  considerate  of 
everybody.  The  kind  of  man  who  added 
much  to  our  daily  lives  by  his  kind  words 
and  deeds. 

His  work  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  on  the  Armed  Service  Commit- 
tee, was  most  useful  and  constructive, 
and  his  ability  and  resoiircefulness  were 
greatly  respected. 

In  a  life  such  as  his.  perhaps  the4ixing 
most  to  be  admired  was  the  fact  that  he 
was  a  devoted,  patriotic  American  who 
contributed  greatly  to  the  building  of  his 
district.  State,  and  Nation, 

He  had  a  deep  faith  in  the  principles 
of  liberty  and  free  government.  His  one 
ambition  was  to  preserve  the  principles 
and  ideals  of  our  great  Nation  and  to 
hand  on  to  the  generations  of  t<Mnorrow 
a  greater  America  than  was  handed  to 
him. 

So  today  we  mourn  his  loss.  He  will 
be  greatly  missed,  and  it  is  with  a  feel- 
ing of  deep  sadness  that  we  record  his 
passing. 

Mr.  WOIXJOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  DutRAX]. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  re- 
garded Pattl  Shafer  as  one  of  my  very 
good  friends.  Paul  and  I  have  been  as- 
sociated very  closely  for  the  past  16  years 
as  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee. I  was  first  chairman  of  the 
Stockpiling  Subcommittee  for  several 
years,  and  Paul  was  ranking  Republican 
member.  Then  he  was  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  in  the  80th  Congress  and 


again  I  was  minority  member.    Then 

again  I  took  over  as  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  until  1952,  and  Paul  atgain 
was  given  the  chairmanship  of  this  sub- 
emnmittee,  which,  as  we  all  know,  has 
built  up  a  tremendous  stockpile  in  case 
of  an  emergency  in  this  country.  Paul's 
work  on  that  has  been  outstanding. 

In  the  80th  Congress,  he  handled  the 
rubber  bill  which  was  before  that  com- 
mittee for  consideration.  We  worked  it 
out  in  the  subcommittee  and  very  few 
changes  were  made  when  it  was  sent  to 
the  President.  His  work  on  that,  If  on 
that  only,  will  stand  out  in  his  services 
here,  and  I  know  of  no  man  who  has 
rendered  a  finer  service  to  his  country 
during  the  emergency. 

There  is  a  substance  to  the  faith  that 
individuals  prosper  and  grow  strong 
when  that  which  is  done  by  them  con- 
tributes to  the  happiness  and  well-being 
of  others.  I  have  never  in  my  life  ex- 
perienced an  example  that  more  ejcem- 
pllfles  these  words  than  Paul  Shafer. 
He  believed  wholly  in  men  and  women 
who  live  in  fine  faith. 

He  was  one  of  the  finest  hosts  I  have 
ever  known.  I  have  often  attended  the 
functions  where  he  gave  so  wholeheart- 
edly of  his  time  and  substance  that  we 
individual  Members  might  enjoy  our- 
selves. 

In  the  16  years  I  have  lived  with  Paul, 
he  never  at  any  time  in  that  whole  ex- 
perience did  anything  in  a  selfish  way. 
He  always  felt  that  he  had  to  give  and 
take.  He  showed  that  he  felt  that  way 
and  he  Uved  and  proved  it  on  our  great 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  where  at 
times  one  necessarily  had  to  give  and 
take. 

I  will  miss  Paul.  He  and  I  walked 
just  a  few  days  ago  across  to  the  House 
and  sat  down  together.  Having  had  an 
experience  similar  to  what  he  recently 
underwent,  I  knew  and  felt  what  he  was 
going  through,  and  with  what  kind  words 
I  could  say,  I  endeavored  to  give  him 
what  consolation  I  could. 

I  will  miss  him. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  I  Mr.  Cun- 

mNGHAMl. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
the  fall  and  winter  of  1915-16  I  was  an 
embryo  lawyer  in  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
PAin.  Shafer  at  the  same  time  was  a  cub 
reporter  for  the  Grand  Rapids  Herald. 
We  met  quite  frequently  in  and  around 
the  courthouse  and  became  quite  close 
friends.  We  had  several  things  in 
common.  He  was  worrying  about  where 
he  would  get  the  money  to  pay  the  rent 
and  buy  the  next  meal.  I  can  assure  you 
I  was  more  worried  than  he  was  as  to 
how  I  would  get  money  for  rent  and 
meals. 

World  War  I  caused  the  parting  of  our 
ways,  and  I  never  saw  him  again  nor 
heard  from  him  imtil  we  met  on  the 
floor  of  this  House.  Of  course  we  recog- 
nized each  other  and  renewed  acquaint- 
ances and  talked  frequMitly  of  old  tijnes. 

Last  fall  as  a  member  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services  I  had  the  privilege 
of  going  with  him  to  California.  It  was 
our  duty  to  determine  which  of  several 
Army  camps  to  close.  We  spent  a  night 
and  a  day  at  Fort  Ord,  and  while  there 
a  private  soldier  drove  us  around  the 


camp.  He  was  not  from  Michigan.  Path- 
Shater's  state.  I  know  Paul  never  saw 
him  before  and  never  expected  to  see 
him  again.  We  learned  during  a  trip 
about  the  camp  that  this  boy  was  greatly 
worried.  His  wife  was  In  the  hospital 
for  an  oc>eration  and  he  did  not  know 
how  he  wa^  going  to  pay  all  his  debts. 
When  we  left,  Paul  Shafer  gave  him  $50. 
He  turned  to  me  and  said,  "Don't  you 
dare  tell  anyone  I  did  it."  I  did  not,  but 
I  think  death  has  unsealed  my  lips.  I 
wonder  how  often  Paul  ShafSr  in  his 
lifetime  did  things  like  that.  I  know 
there  must  have  been  many  times.  I 
know  when  he  did  it  there  at  Port  Ord 
in  California  it  was  only  one  of  many 
times  that  he  did  the  same  thing.  I 
could  go  on  and  talk  about  his  patriotism 
and  his  Americanism  and  his  kindness — 
you  all  know  that.  We  have  lost  a  great 
man  in  Paul  Shafer.  My  heart  and 
sympathy  goes  out  to  his  friends  and  his 
family. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Price]. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was 
shocked  to  learn  late  yesterday  after- 
noon of  the  death  of  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Michigan,  my  very  clo*-.- 
and  personal  friend,  the  Honorable  Paul 
W.  Shafer. 

I  became  acquainted  with  PAUt  Shafer 
before  I  was  elected  as  a  Member  of  this 
House.  When  I  came  to  Congress  in 
1945.  I  was  assigned  to  the  Military  Af- 
fairs Committee,  and  on  that  committee 
I  came  in  close  contact  with  him.  Sub- 
sequently I  served  with  him  on  the 
House  Armed  Services  Committee. 

There  has  been  a  mutual  bond  of 
friendship  between  us.  We  served  on 
many  committee  assignments  together, 
and  I  had  the  good  fortune  of  working 
closely  with  him  on  many  important 
matters.  He  was  an  able  and  distin- 
guished Member  of  this  Hoose.  His 
services  were  outstanding  for  the  people 
of  his  district. 

Perhaps  the  outstanding  work  Mr. 
Shafer  performed  was  during  his  chair- 
manship of  the  special  committee  estab- 
lished by  the  House  Armed  Services 
Committee  to  study  the  synthetic  rubber 
problem.  He  became  an  expert  in  this 
field.  He  worked  many  long  hours  in 
accumulating  a  vast  amount  of  knowl- 
edge on  this  subject,  which  he  made 
available  to  the  committee  and  to  the 
Congress.  ; 

Paul  Shafer  was  a  newspaperman  by 
profession.  He  owned  and  edited  the 
Bronson  Journal.  He  had  long  years  of 
experience  in  this  field. 

Paul  Shafer  will  be  missed  by  his 
many  close  friends  and  his  associates 
here  in  Congress.  His  passing  Is  a  dis- 
tinct loss  to  the  people  of  Michigan's 
Third  District,  whom  he  served  so  well 
for  18  years.  I  have  lost  a  personal 
friend  in  addition  to  a  colleagua 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Rivers! . 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  of  course, 
we  are  all  of  us  Inadequate  on  an  occa- 
sion of  this  character  when  the  passing 
of  a  man  of  the  stature  and  magnitude 
of  Paul  Shafer  leaves  a  void  in  this  Con- 
gress, which  it  has  and  will  leave.    As 
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the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  has  said. 

Just  very  recently  Paul  and  I  and  the 
gentlemen  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Wick- 
ERSHAMl   went  to  Michigan  to  investi- 
gate sites  for  an  airbase.    On  that  trip- 
Paul  was  taken  sick.     Despite  his  in- 
capacity, he  went  forward  and  did  his 
work.    On  the  day  after  we  arrived  here. 
PAm,  Shafeh  completed  the  report  and 
each  of  us  signed  it  and  he  finished  his 
work.     The  very  next  day,  our  chair- 
man. Dewey  Short,  was  returning  from 
his  victorious  campaign  and  we  sched- 
uled a  meeting  for  him  at  the  airport. 
Paul  was  so  ill  that  he  could  not  go. 
At  our  suggestion,  he  went  to  the  hos- 
pital.    I  knew  yesterday  morning  that 
he  was  not  expected  to  survive.     And, 
of  course,  the  news  came  to  me,  as  to  you 
who  did  know  it.  not  as  a  surprise.     I 
have  taken  many  trips  with  Paul  Shafer. 
I  recall  one  vividly  which  we  took  to 
Europe.    On  that  occasion.  I  saw  some 
of  the  things  which  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio   [Mr.  Cunningham  1  has  told  you 
about  the  character  of  the  man.    He  was 
9  great  patriot,  and  he  died  in  the  service 
of  his  country.    Despite  his  incapacities 
and  despite  the  constant  sapping  of  his 
strength,  which  happens  to  each  of  you, 
and  to  me.  because  of  the  relentless  duty 
of  public  service  that  brings  its  toll  to 
each  of  us,  Paul  Shafer  was  not  an  ex- 
ception.   The  loss  of  his  wife,  his  con- 
stant companion,  likewise  brought  Its 
toll  to  that  great  man.    Paul  Shafer  will 
be  missed.     He  served  his  country.     He 
never  thought  of  himself.    He  did  not 
realize — 

But  such  a  tide  as  moving  seems  asleep, 

Too  full  for  Bound  and  foam. 
When  that  which  drew  from  out  the  bound- 
less deep  I 

Turns  again  home.  ' 

That  time  has  come  for  Paul  Shafer. 
His  place  will  not  l>e  filled  in  the  coming 
weeks  and  in  the  coming  years. 

We  have  lost  a  great  American.  Our 
committee  will  miss  him.  His  family 
will  miss  him.  His  State  will  miss  him 
and  the  world  will  know  that  he  lived 
and  the  world  will  miss  him. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 

COLEl. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York,  Mr.  Speaker, 
to  my  mind,  compensation  for  service  in 
this  body  stems  principally  from  two 
sources:  One,  the  opportunity  that  is 
given  to  each  of  us  to  render  service  to 
the  people  of  the  districts  which  we  rep- 
resent, and  in  our  own  individual  way  to 
give  the  best  of  our  judgment,  our  time, 
and  our  talents  to  that  public  service. 
The  personal  satisfaction  which  we  gain 
from  a  service  well  done  provides  us  an 
incalculable  measure  of  compensation. 

The  other  source  of  compensation, 
which  is  of  equal,  if  not  greater  value,  is 
the  opportunity  of  serving  in  this  body 
with  men  and  women  of  great  character 
and  integrity.  Paul  Shafer  was  one  of 
such  persons.  Having  worked  with  him 
for  nearly  10  years  on  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  I  came  to  recognize  his  char- 
acter, his  genial  personality,  superior 
ability  and  talents.  Although  I  was 
deeply  shocked  to  learn  of  his  sudden 
death  on  yesterday  afternoon,  although 
I  mourn  his  passing  and  extend  my  deep 


and  sincere  sympathy  to  his  relatives.  I 
confess  that  I  am  happy  to  have  known 
Paul  Shafer  and  to  have  had  an  oppor- 
txmity  of  working  with  him  in  this  body. 
I  feel  that  my  own  service,  my  own  per- 
sonality, as  I  am  sure  each  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  feels,  has  been  greatly 
enriched,  greatly  improved  and  benefited 
from  having  worked  with  Paul  Shafer, 
having  been  exposed  to  his  lovable  and 
capable  character.  In  that  enrichment 
each  of  us  can  pass  along  in  our  future 
service  a  part  of  Paul  Shafer  himself. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Johnson 1 . 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  all  of  my  congressional  Ufe  I 
have  been  close  to  Paul  Shafer.  When 
I  came  here  in  1943  I  became  a  member 
of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  bf 
which  he  was  a  member.  Then  after 
unification  came  and  we  had  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  I  got  to  know  him 
intimately.  At  the  time  of  his  death 
he  was  my  seatmate  on  that  committee. 

Paul  Shafer  was  a  man  who  had  had 
a  great  deal  of  experience.  He  was  ex- 
perienced in  various  human  activities, 
all  of  which  furnished  a  good  background 
to  make  a  great  legislator.  I  think  his 
personality  is  impressed  upon  the  legis- 
lation Involving  the  problem  of  rubber 
more  than  that  of  any  other  single  in- 
dividual in  the  entire  Congress. 

You  never  get  to  know  a  man,  in  my 
opinion,  unless  you  sit  next  to  him  or 
take  a  trip  with  him.  I  have  been  on 
several  trips  with  Paul  Shafer.  One 
time  we  went  on  an  extended  trip  to 
study  the  military  hospital  situation. 
We  went  to  Battle  Creek,  Mich.,  and  then 
on  out  to  the  Pacific  coast.  He  was  a 
wonderful  man  to  travel  with,  a  great 
companion. 

I  think  there  is  one  thing  that  illus- 
trates how  he  was  liked  by  people.  Per- 
haps every  Member  of  Congress  has  at- 
tended one  of  his  annual  parties.  I  only 
learned  several  years  ago  that  the  annual 
party  he  had  8uid  to  which  he  invited 
almost  all  the  Members  of  Congress  and 
many  other  notable  people  was  really  a 
party  that  his  friends  in  Battle  Creek 
asked  him  to  give  so  that  they  could  come 
down  here  and  with  him  meet  the  many 
friends  he  had  in  Congress. 

I  really  was  not  surprised  when  I  heard 
about  his  death.  As  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Rivers]  mentioned, 
it  was  the  plan  of  Mr.  Shafer  to  have  a 
few  of  us  from  his  committee  meet  our 
chairman,  Dewey  Short,  when  he  re- 
turned several  weeks  ago  from  a  primary 
campaign  out  in  Missouri.  We  were  to 
meet  in  Mr.  Shafer's  ofiBce,  which  we  did. 
At  that  time  he  looked  like  he  was  feel- 
ing very  badly.  Mr.  Blandford,  one  of 
our  counsel,  and  myself  practically  or- 
dered him  not  to  go  down  to  the  airport 
but  to  go  to  his  apartment  and  lie  down. 
In  fact,  Mr.  Blandford  took  him  up  there 
and  really  got  him  to  go  to  bed  and  rest. 
It  impressed  me  that  after  his  wife 
died  he  was  a  different  individual.   That 

event  impressed  itself  on  his  phsrsique  in 

some  way  so  that  he  became  a  sick  man. 

He  had  told  me  about  his  wife's  illness. 

and  the  fact  that  a  so-called  incurable 

disease  in  her  case  had  been  cured.    He 

was  very  happy  over  this.    We  met  al- 


most daily  in  our  committee  room,  and 
lie  would  tell  me  how  well  his  wife  was 
•nd  how  happy  it  made  him.  When  tlie 
opposite  proved  to  be  the  truth  I  think  it 
broke  the  man's  heart. 

As  everyone  here  has  said,  he  was  a 
rugged,  sturdy  individualist:  he  was  not 
afraid  to  express  his  views  or  to  go  alone 
if  he  had  to  in  order  to  impress  them  oa 
the  legislation  that  was  before  us. 

Naturally,  we  all  mourn  the  passing 
of  a  man  and  a  friend  of  that  kind.  I 
extend  to  his  loved  ones  and  his  friends 
my  sincerest  sympathy. 

The  Congress  can  ill  afford  to  lose  such 
a  competent  legislator.  Uke  many  of  my 
other  colleagues,  he  worked  too  hard, 
and  that  may  have  paved  the  way  for  his 
final  breakdown.  I  am  proud  to  have 
known  and  worked  with  a  man  like  PAin. 
Shafer.  He  has  set  a  standard  that  we 
can  follow  with  pride  and  profit  to  our- 
ficlvcs 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Brown]. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  sure  every  Member  of  this  House  has 
felt  a  great  sense  of  loss  in  the  passing 
of  our  colleague,  Paul  Shafek.  l>ecause  to 
know  Paul  Shafer  was  to  love  him.  He 
hEui  about  him  a  friendliness  and  a  hu- 
man touch  that  made  all  of  his  col- 
leagues his  i>ersonal  friends,  and  he  ex- 
tended to  each  of  us  that  warm  personal 
friendship  that  so  personified  him. 

Paul  Shafer  and  I  served  together  in 
this  House  for  16  years.  We  were  often 
mistaken  for  each  other.  Jxist  yester- 
day, a  few  hours  before  he  passed  on, 
a  policeman  here  at  the  Capitol  spoke  to 
me,  and  said  "Good  morning.  Congress- 
man Shafer."  Being  mistaken  for  ea<^ 
other  at  times  created  many  humorous 
situations  that  Paul  and  I  enjoyed  very 
much. 

Paul  Bhafer  loved  life,  and  he  loved 
the  men  about  him.  He  had  a  sense  of 
humor  few  men  have,  and  it  was  a  Joy 
and  a  pleasure  alwasrs  to  be  in  his  com- 
pany. 

We  shall  all  miss  him,  his  humor,  and 
his  words  of  friendship  in  the  days 
ahead.  But  Paul  Shafer  had  another 
side. 

He  was  a  man  of  great  courage  and  of 
great  abiUty.  He  performed  exception- 
ally important  services  for  this  coimtry. 
We  were  proud  to  follow  his  leadership 
in  a  number  of  serious  matters  which 
came  before  this  House.  I  want  especi- 
ally to  refer  to  the  great  work  he  did  for 
the  Oovemment  of  the  United  States 
and  for  the  American  people  in  connec- 
tion with  the  rubber  problem  which  was 
a  real  national  problem,  as  you  know, 
a  few  short  years  ago. 

As  evidence  of  how  his  leadership  was 
recognized,  not  only  in  the  Halls  of  Con- 
gress, but  throughout  the  entire  ctnm- 
•  try  and  in  the  industry,  I  would  Itt*  very 
mtich  to  read  in  conclusion  a.  telegram 
which  Jtist  reached  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  a  few  moments  ago: 

New  ToRit.  N.  T..  A-wguA  1%,  1954. 
Hon.  Joseph  MAxmr. 

Speaker  of  ttie  House. 

United  States  Capitol. 
DBAS  Ma.  Sfkaka:   In  the  death  of  Vbm 
Honorable  Paoi,  W.  Shatb  tlie  MaUon  waA 
the  House  suffered  the  loss  of  a  most  able 
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and  recpectcd  legislator.  The  entire  rubber 
manufacturing  Indtutry  B&area  tbls  loas  In 
a  very  great  degree.  C!ongreannan  SBAm's 
energeUe  and  imaglnatlv  leadership  tn 
seeking  a  solution  to  the  Nation's  dlAcult 
rubber  problems  over  the  past  decade  has 
earned  him  tbe  complete  respect  and  ad- 
miration of  all  concerned  In  tbe  production, 
processing,  and  use  of  this  strategic  raw  ma- 
terial. This  indiistry  stands  especially  in 
hla  deM  for  the  tireless  personal  drive  which 
he  put  behind  the  Rubber  Act.  which  laears 
bis  name,  and  tbe  Syntbetlc  Rubber  Paclll- 
tles  Disposal  Act.  wnicn  stands  as  a  bi- 
partisan legislative  memorial  to  his  deep- 
rooted  belief  in  the  American  system  of  pri- 
vate initiative. 

A.  Ih  VII.E8, 

Preaident,  The  JIubber  Manufactur- 
era  Asaociation,  Inc. 

May  I  say  to  Mr.  VUes,  to  aU  the  rub- 
ber industry,  and  to  all  the  American 
people,  that  we  who  served  with  Paul 
Sbafsr  recognized  his  ability  and  his 
greatness  and  the  contributions  which 
he  made  to  our  national  wealth. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Ebbbbabter]. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr,  Speaker,  the 
many  comments  that  have  been  made 
this  morning  with  reference  to  qur  de- 
parted colleague,  Mr.  Shafer.  demon- 
strate in  true  measure  the  sterling  char- 
acter of  our  late  friend.  The  sincerity 
and  emotion  with  which  these  eulogies 
have  been  expressed  cannot  help  but  im- 
press everyone  with  the  fine  ability,  the 
exceptional  character  and  the  great 
qualities  of  Path.  Shater. 

I  deem  it  one  of  the  great  advantages 
of  my  membership  in  the  House  to  have 
counted  Paul  Shater  as  one  of  my  per- 
sonal friends.  I  remember  him  well  on 
aH  occasions  I  was  with  him  as  being  a 
man  who  undoubtedly  possessed  great 
ability,  a  keen  sense  of  distinction  be- 
tween what  was  morally  right  and  mor- 
ally wrong,  a  deep  knowledge  of  fimda- 
mental  facts  of  hfe,  and  a  willingness  to 
energetically  tackle  any  problem  with 
which  he  was  faced.  His  genial  person- 
ality, his  ever-ready  smile,  his  great  abil- 
ity for  anecdotes  and  the  telling  of  hu- 
morous stories  will  long  be  remembered. 
I  know  the  Congress  is  better  for  having 
had  Paul  Shafer  as  a  Member,  our  coun- 
try is  better  because  of  his  life,  his  dis- 
trict is  a  better  one  because  of  his  im- 
selflsh  service  to  it:  and  all  of  us  mourn 
his  passing,  very,  very  much. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
HomcAN]. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  this  is  the  sixth  time  since  it 
became  my  privilege  to  come  here  in  1935 
that  Michigan  has  lost  a  Member  of  the 
House. 

Preceding  the  passing  of  our  colleague, 
Mr,  Shafer,  there  was  Henry  Kimball,  of 
Kalamazoo,  a  fine  public  servant  whom 
some  of  you  may  remember.  Then  there 
was  Mr.  Main,  who  came  from  the  Third 
District  directly  pro^eding  Mr.  Shafer. 
In  fact  Mr.  Main  later  lost  out  in  the  pri- 
mary to  Mr.  Shafer.  Then  there  was  our 
distinguished  colleague  from  Grand 
Rapids,  Mr.  Mapes.  for  many  years  as- 
sistant party  leader  under  Mr.  Snell  and 
beloved  by  every  Member  of  the  House, 
who  was  succeeded  by  Mr.  Jonkman, 


a  most  respected  and  able  representative 
of  the  district  now  being  so  well 
reiH'esented  by  the  capable,  hard  work- 
ing Mr.  Ford.  Some  day  he  should  repre- 
sent the  State  in  the  Senate  if  he  so 
desires.  Then  there  was  our  very  dear 
colleagije  who  served  so  long  and  so  well, 
Roy  Woodruff.  Just  before  that  we  lost 
Fred  Bradley  from  the  northern  part  of 
the  lower  peninsula.  He  had  a  wide 
working  practical  and  technical  knowl- 
edge of  shipping.  Our  colleague.  Mr. 
Kifox.  came  here  from  that  district  after 
Charles  Potter  went  to  the  Senate. 

It  has  been  an  honor  as  well  as  in- 
structive to  have  had  the  opportunity  of 
serving  with  these  able  patriotic  men 
from  Michigan.  At  one  time  and  until 
death  took  its'  toll  Michigan  held  fiw  of 
the  19  chairmanships  of  the  House. 
AH  of  that  brings  to  my  mind  again 
the  fact  that  while  we  try  to  serve  and  do 
serve,  we  are  only  here  for  a  very,  very 
short  time.  It  is  fortunate,  indeed,  that 
the  resources  of  the  country  are  such 
that  there  is  always  someone  cominf  on 
who  can  carry  on.  That  fact  gives  a  goal 
to  Strive  for,  an  opportunity  to  set  a 
Standard  of  service. 

It  Is  doubtful  if  either  in  our  social  or 
recreational  activities  the  desires  of  our 
colleague  and  my  own  ever  ran  parallel. 
We  had  little  in  common  in  those  fields 
except  that  we  both  loved  to  fiiih.  But 
in  our  political  views  and  convictions  we 
ware  very  close  together.  In  some  ways 
we  were  very  close.  When  Paul  came 
here  and  our  wives  were  home  for  a  few 
weeks.  Paul  and  I  went  shopping  and 
bought  the  furniture  for  both  our  apart- 
ments; and  we  made  it  stick.  So  far  as 
I  know  Mrs.  Shafer  still  had  that  furni- 
ture in  the  apartment  here  when  she 
passed  on  less  than  40  days  ago.  That 
was  a  loss,  in  my  opinion,  which  had  a 
great  deal  to  do  with  Pauls  passing,  be 
cause  he  was  certainly  discouraged  and 
brokenhearted  over  it.  He  not  only  lost 
his  "better  half"— he  lost  two-thirdj  of 
his  existence. 

We  moved  into  adjoining  apartments. 
Permit  me  to  show  you  how  conscien- 
tious he  was.  When  he  first  came  here, 
some  of  you  will  recall  that  the  Town- 
send  issue  was  up.  We  lived  in  adjoining 
apartments  on  Pennsylvania  Avenue. 
Mrs.  Hoffman  and  1  went  across  the  hall 
one  evening  and  went  into  the  apart- 
ment occupied  by  the  Shafers.  There 
sat  Paul.  He  was  a  big  man,  as  you  will 
recall:  big  in  many  ways,  in  all  ways 
that  I  know,  he  was  big.  In  understand- 
ing, in  kindliness,  in  generosity,  he  was 
big.  There  that  evening  he  sat  with  his 
shirt  off,  his  chest,  his  back  all  broken 
out  in  red  blotohes.  Mrs.  HoCfman  said 
"For  heaven's  sake,  Paul,  what  is  the 
matter  with  you?"  Well,  he  was  in 
trouble.  He  was  in  what  to  him  at  the 
time  was  deep  trouble.  His  wife  spoke 
up  and  said,  "Well.  Paul  is  worrying  over 
the  Townsend  plan." 

I  believe  it  is  the  hives  that  you  get 
when  you  have  a  nervous  disorder.  PbuI 
was  worried  to  the  point  where  he  was 
sick.  He  was  sick  in  body— in  mind. 
He  was  new  to  the  game.  He  was  de- 
termined to  do  the  right  thing.  He  just 
did  not  know  what  to  do.  He  did  not 
want  to  make  a  wrong  decision,    if  we 


all  would  on  all  occasions  strive  as  did 
Paul  to  reach  a  correct  conclusion  we 
would  have  better  legislation. 

We  were  so  close  together  that  some- 
times when  l-.'ul  came  on  the  floor  of 
the  House  after  -ny  name  had  been  call- 
ed on  the  roll,  h'.  would  say  to  n|e,  "How 
did  you  vote?  I  would  say,  *'I  voted 
aye."  He  would  say,  "Yes;  you  did." 
And  then  he  would  proceed  to  vote  "No." 
He  knew  deep  down  in  his  heart  that 
that  had  been  my  vote,  because  our  con- 
victions were  much  the  same.  He  knew, 
as  he  told  me,  that  I  was  trying  to  kid 
him.  We  thought  alike  in  many,  many 
ways;  practically  in  all  ways  in  legisla- 
tive matters.  I  could  have  left  my 
proxy  with  him,  if  that  were  possible, 
and  he  could  have  left  his  with  me  and 

there  would  have  been  little  if  any  fault 
found  when  the  votes  were  casU 

Some  thought  that  he  was  slow  to 
make  up  his  mind,  to  come  to  a  conclu- 
sion. He  was  at  times.  And  why?  Be- 
cause, before  he  made  a  decision,  he 
wanted  to  have  the  facts.  He  was  de- 
termined to  get  them.  Then  he  wanted 
time  to  think  over  the  situation.  To 
weigh  what  might  be  the  result.  But 
once  made  up.  his  mind  was  not  very 
easily  changed.  He  adhered  to  his  con- 
victions— there  was  no  faltering  for  the 
sake  of  political  expediency. 

Yes,  the  State  has  lost  an  able,  con- 
scientious and  faithful  public  servant. 
We  have  lost  a  good  friend. 

That  he  may  have  known  the  end 
might  soon  come — because  his  greatest. 
strength  and  encouragement  had  been 
lost  when  his  wife  passed  on — ju$t  a  few 
days  before  he  went  to  Walter  Reed  he 
wrote  his  will,  called  from  my  office 
two  of  the  secretaries  who  came  with 
me  from  Michigan  20  years  a«o  and 
whom  he  knew,  liked,  and  respected. 
Miss  Beyer  and  Mrs.  Zue,  and  honored 
them  by  asking  them  to  serve  as  wit- 
nesses. 

May  he  rest  in  peace,  secure  and  happy 
again  in  the  companion.ship  of  the  wife 
who  was  his  anchor,  his  compass,  his 
ever  source  of  encouragement,  his 
refuge  when  in  doubt. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr, 
Fisher]. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  join  in 
mourning  the  pa.ssing  of  a  great  Ameri- 
can. Paul  Shafer.  I.  too,  like  others, 
have  known  him  well  for  a  goo4  many 
years.  I  served  with  him  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armec'  Services. 

I  served  under  his  ^hairmanahip  on 
the  Surplus  Rubber  Disposal  Committee. 
I  saw  him  tested  on  many  oocasions 
when  questions  of  public  Interest  were 
involved,  and  I  always  saw  him  equal  to 
the  occasion,  thinking  first  of  the  wel- 
fare of  the  country,  of  the  public  good. 
I  saw  him  on  many  occasions  always 
fighting  for  the  principle  of  free  enter- 
prise and  private  enterprise  system,  as 
opposed  to  unnecessary  public  owner- 
ship. 

He  was  a  truly  great  man,  one  of  the 
great  men  I  have  known  since  I  have 
served  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 
I  can  well  understand,  and  I  join  in  the 
tributes  that  have  been  paid  to  him  with 
respect  to  his  character,  to  his  interest 
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in  the  simple  affairs  of  individuals,  to 
his  kindly,  imderstanding  attitude  about 
everything  that  came  along,  as  far  as 
the  other  man  was  concerned.  He  was  a 
truly  great  man.  I  know  the  whole  Na- 
tion is  Just  a  little  bit  colder  because  his 
heart  has  grown  cold  in  death.  I  know 
that  the  world  is  Just  a  little  bit  darker 
because  his  light  has  gone  out. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mrs.  Rogers]. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  was  deeply  shocked  late  yes- 
terday to  hear  of  the  passing  of  Pattl 
Shater.  He  has  not  died.  His  spirit 
has  not  died.  It  will  live  on.  A  person 
like  Paul  BHArai  does  not  die  when  his 
body  goes.    We  know  that  his  spirit  lives 

on.  The  coui-age  of  the  man.  the  ability 
of  the  man.  will  never  be  forgotten. 

I  remember  about  2  weeks  ago  I  was 
Sitting  on  a  bench  in  the  lobby  with  him, 
and  he  was  describing  his  sorrow  over 
his  wife's  ilhiess  and  her  passing.  He 
spoke  of  the  great  sufferings  she  had. 
Yesterday  It  came  to  me  that  he  must 
himself  often  have  been  hi  pain  and 
sufTered  greatly  during  the  past  month 
and  probably  the  past  year,  yet  he  never 
complained. 

While  we  were  sitting  there  he  spoke 
of  two  Army  men  who  had  not  been 
given  what  he  felt  was  a  square  deal. 
He  said.  "Next  year  we  will  see  that  jus- 
tice is  done  to  them." 

Then  I  asked  to  make  a  statement  at 
a  subcommittee  hearing  he  was  holding 
a  very  short  time  ago.  He  was  busy 
and  probably  harassed,  but  he  arranged 
for  that  statement  to  go  into  the  Record. 
I  always  was  impressed  with  the  great 
courage  of  the  man,  his  doing  what  he 
thought  was  right.  He  was  a  rugged 
Individualist.  His  yea  was  yea  and 
his  nay  wa.s  nay.  If  he  felt  a  thing 
was  right  he  fought  for  it  no  matter 
Who  wanted  it  or  did  not  want  it,  whether 
it  was  the  President  of  the  United  States 
or  other  Members  of  Congress.  The 
thing  that  he  thought  was  right  he 
fought  for.  and  I  believe  he  died  for, 
because  he  was  a  tremendous  worker. 

It  is  hard  to  think  of  the  House  with- 
out PAm.  Shkfer,  without  his  humor  and 
his  kindliness,  and  his  cheering  up  of 
the  Members.  When  the  going  was  hard, 
and  in  Congress  often  the  going  is  hard 
and  you  do  not  get  what  you  want, 
he  was  equiil  to  any  occasion.  I  know 
of  his  intense  interest  in  the  national 
defense  and  in  our  national  and  inter- 
national affairs.  He  had  very  strong 
convictions  about  how  national  and  in- 
ternational affairs  should  be  carried  on, 
atxjut  how  to  go  about  defeating  the 
things  that  should  be  defeated  and  sup- 
porting the  measures  that  should  be 
voted  for.  Coupled  with  his  deep  con- 
victions wa.s  his  untiring  effort  to  build 
a  strong  national  defense.  To  accom- 
plish this  he  traveled  thousands  and 
thousands  of  miles  in  many  countries 
of  the  world. 

He  was  an  outstanding  Member  of  the 
great  and  strong  Michigan  delegation. 
My  sjmipathy  goes  out  to  all  members 
of  his  family  and  friends  and  to  all  of 
his  collearaes.  We  shall  never  forget 
him. 
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Mr.  WOIiCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
MiLLIB]. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  knew  Paul  Shater.  It  was 
my  privilege  to  serve  with  him  on  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  and  a 
more  humane,  more  lovable  man  I  do 
not  think  has  ever  sat  in  this  House. 
Above  and  beyond  that,  he  was  a  great 
legislator.  He  knew  the  problems  of  the 
Armed  Services  and  took  an  intense  in- 
terest in  the  welfare  and  the  defense  of 
this  country.  I,  tor  one.  have  suffered  a 
great  ];>ersonal  loss  by  his  passing,  but 
the  personal  loss  that  all  of  us  who  knew 
him  and  loved  him  for  the  man  that  he 
was  have  suffered  does  not  compare  with 
the  loss  that  the  country  suffers  through 
his  absence  on  a  committee  charged 
with  the  defense  and  preservation  of 
America. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  LMr. 
Jensen ] . 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  join 
with  my  colleagues  in  all  the  wonderful 
tributes  that  have  just  been  paid  to  our 
departed  colleague,  Paul  Shater.  I  came 
to  the  Congress  at  the  same  time  Paul 
SiHATER  did.  16  years  ago.  We  became 
great  friends.  Paul  Shater  was  an  easy 
man  to  understand.  He  had  no  hard 
crust  which  covered  up  the  real  Paul 
Shater.  He  said  what  he  thought,  and 
he  meant  what  he  said.  He  was  a  seri- 
ous mjm  when  seriousness  was  in  order. 
Then,  at  other  times,  he  was  jovial  and 
humorous.  I  have  laughed  many  times 
at  his  pranks  as  have  other  Members 
of  the  Congress.  Paul  liked  people.  It 
was  his  nature  to  enjoy  good  comrade- 
ship. Paul  had  the  courage  of  his  con- 
victions. We  have  seen  Paul  Shafer 
stand  in  the  well  of  this  House  on  many 
occasions  and  say  some  things  which  at 
the  time  did  not  sound  popular,  but  that 
mattered  not  to  Paul  Shaitr  because  he 
always  said  what  was  in  his  heart  and  in 
that  great  mind  of  his. 

The  district  which  he  had  the  honor 
to  represent  has  lost  a  great  Representa- 
tive. The  Nation  has  lost  an  able,  patri- 
otic public  servant,  and  I  have  lost  a 
friend.  We  shall  all  miss  him.  My 
heart  goes  out  to  his  relatives. 
"Ooodby.  Paul;  Ciod  rest  your  soul." 
Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Maine  [Mr.  Mc- 
IntireI. 

Mr.  McINTIRE.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  has 
been  said  that  there  are  times  when 
words  are  utterly  inadequate  In  ex- 
pressing those  sentiments  deeply  felt. 
And  this  time — when  we  hear  of  the 
passing  of  our  colleague  and  good  friend 
Paul  Shater — is  one  such  an  occasion. 
I  came  to  know  Paul  Shater  on  Jan- 
uary 8,  1952,  the  day  I  was  sworn  in  as 
a  Member  of  this  body  to  fill  the  vacancy 
created  by  the  death  of  the  Honorable 
Prank  Fellows.  Prank  Pellows  was  be- 
loved by  a  multitude  of  those  here  pres- 
ent, being  especially  beloved  by  our  now 
deceased  colleague.  And  the  afterglow 
of  that  superb  association  established  a 
quick  bond  of  friendship  between  Paul 
Shater  and  me.  My  regret  is  that  only 
too  brief  was  that  period  of  time  in  which 


I  w{is  privileged  with  his  true  friendship 
and  sound  counsel. 

Paul  SHAm  was  a  blend  of  many  flna 
qualities,  but  there  can  exist  no  acctzrate 
definition  of  the  man  tcft  he  was  greater 
than  the  sum  of  all  his  parts.  He  con- 
tributed much  to  his  coUeagues  and  to 
the  legislative  endeavors  In  this  Cham- 
ber, and  because  his  presence  meant  so 
very  much,  his  absence  will  be  all  the 
more  deeply  felt. 

To  his  family  I  extend  my  deep  sym- 
pathy in  their  great  loss.  To  them — as 
to  all  of  us — ^the  memory  of  all  the  fine 
things  that  Paul  Shater  was  will  alwasra 
be  a  cherished  one. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yidd 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
ROONTY]. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was 
deeply  shocked  last  night  when  I  learned 
of  the  passing  of  our  colleague,  Paxji. 
Shater. 

I  came  to  know  Paul  Shafer  quite  in- 
timately 10  years  ago,  when  I  had  the 
pleasure  of  serving  with  him  on  the 
House  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
As  many  of  those  present  may  recall,  17 
members  of  that  committee  visited  the 
western  and  the  Italian  fronts  on  a  6 
weeks'  arduous  inspection  tour  of  our 
Armed  Forces  on  those  fronts.  Circum- 
stances threw  together  the  distinguished 
gentleman  fron  Tennessee,  Mr.  Curr 
Davis,  Paul  Shater.  and  me.  Our  im- 
mediate warm  friendship  has  continued 
ever  since.  Over  the  years,  I  had  many, 
many  pleasant  hours  with  Paul  Shatki. 
Within  the  recent  few  weeks  Paul  was 
much  interested  in  the  matter  of  the 
transfer  of  dvil  defense  headquarters 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  and  Olney. 
Md.,  to  Battle  Creek.  Mich.  I  promised 
Paul  that  I  would  go  along  with  him  on 
this,  and  our  last  conversation  was  had 
Just  before  he  went  out  to  Walter  Reed 
Hospital,  downstairs  in  the  House  res- 
taurant. 

How  h-onic  it  is  that  on  yesterday,  the 
supplementel  appropriation  bill  con- 
ference report  was  adopted  here  in  the 
House,  and  by  its  terms  Paul's  wishes 
with  regard  to  this  item  were  carried  out. 
Within  a  few  hours  thereafter,  Paul  was 
no  longer  with  us. 

Paul  Shater  was  a  great  and  distin- 
guished num.  He  was  a  man  with  a  keen 
sense  of  humor.  He  was  kindly.  He 
was  also  highly  intelligent  and  the  type 
of  gentleman  whom  no  one  could  put 
anything  over  oix.  He  knew  life  and  he 
knew  people.  I  think  he  had  as  many, 
if  not  more,  friends  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  in  this  House  of  Representatives 
than  any  other  Member,  at  least  in  my 
time. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  conclusion  may  I  sin- 
cerely say  that  this  Nation  has  lost  an 
able  legislator  and  a  fine  American.  Tbe 
State  of  Michigan  and  the  people  of  the 
congressional  district  represented  by 
Paul  Shater  have  lost  their  very  capable 
Representative  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. I  have  lost  a  true  and 
kindly  friend.  Paul  has  joined  his  wife 
in  God's  loving  care,  but  he  will  continue 
to  live  in  the  hearts  of  his  host  of  friends. 
Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  PhilbinI. 
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Mr.FHIIfilN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  shock- 
ing news  of  the  untimely  paning  of  our 
dear  friend  and  colleague.  Congressman 
Paux.  W.  Shafo,  of  Ml<;higan.  has  cast  a 
shadow  of  deep  grief  upon  this  body.  It 
was  only  a  few  days  ««o  that  he  was  here 
with  us — friendly  and  cheerful,  as  was 
his  way.  beaming  cordiality,  humor  and 
goodwill  everywhere  In  our  midst. 

And  now  almost  as  swiftly  as  a  summer 
breeze  he  has  gone  to  "that  land  from 
whose  bourn  no  traveler  ever  returns." 

He  had  graced  and  honored  this  dis- 
tinguished House  for  18  years  past.  Of 
great  ability  and  indomitable  purpose, 
he  labored  faithfully  and  devotedly  for 
the  great  causes  in  which  he  believed. 
He  was  a  great  American,  a  far-sighted 
statesman  keenly  aware  of  the  needs  of 
our  common  country,  and  vitally  con- 
cerned with  protecting  its  precious  insti- 
tutions. He  was  a  man  of  conviction 
and  courage,  who  stood  steadfastly  by 
his  principles.  Keen  of  intellect,  stal- 
wart in  his  patriotism,  Inflexible  in  the 
fiber  of  his  Americanism,  dedicated  to 
his  public  duties.  Patjl  Shafkh  made  a 
deep  impress  upon  the  people  of  his  dis- 
trict. State  and  Nation,  and  compelled 
the  respect,  esteem  and  admiration  of  all 
who  knew  him. 

It  was  my  great  privilege  to  serve  with 
Pattl  Shatzk  originally  on  the  House 
Military  AfFairs  Committee,  and  subse- 
quently on  the  House  Armed  Services 
Committee,  and  I  came  to  have  highest 
regard  for  his  qualities  as  an  able,  faith- 
ful public  Si  rvant.  as  a  noble,  hiunan  be- 
ing, and  as  a  man  of  strong  character, 
inspired  loyalties  and  warm  friendships. 

Paui.  Shatek  made  many  contributions 
while  he  was  in  Congress,  not  only  to  the 
national  defense,  the  prosperity  of  oinr 
national  economy  but  to  the  well-being 
of  the  Nation  as  a  whole  which  accord 
him  high  rank  among  our  colleagues  and 
compatriots  of  this  troubled  era.  They 
are  too  niamerous  to  recite  here,  but  it  is 
well  to  note  the  range,  character  and 
effectiveness  of  this  good  man's  devoted 
service. 

His  accomplishments  and  achieve- 
ments are  many  and  varied  and  reflect 
the  highest  standards  of  statesmanship. 
But  over  and  above  all  these,  over  and 
above  his  legislative  labors  and  his  dili- 
gent committee  work,  his  constant  con- 
cern for  his  constituents,  and  his  mili- 
tant application  to  the  great  cause  of 
national  defense — great  as  all  these  were, 
and  they  will  be  appropriately  recorded 
by  time — Paul  Shafer  greatly  distin- 
guished himself  here  by  the  quality  and 
the  warmth  of  his  friendships.  He  was 
approachable,  gracious,  considerate  of 
everyone.  He  was  eager  to  help  when- 
ever he  could.  He  had  a  superb  sense 
of  humor  and  an  artistry  for  "spinning 
the  yam"  that  made  him  beloved  in  the 
House.  Above  all  was  his  inflexible  loy- 
alty to  his  friends— a  loyalty  that  sprung 
from  a  generous,  noble  heart  and  that 
never  wavered  whether  in  calm  or 
storm — steadfast  and  true  to  the  end. 

Paitl  BHAm  brought  good  nature, 
good  humor,  geniality  and  the  spirit  of 
friendliness  wherever  he  moved.  He 
loved  life  and  he  loved  to  live  and  serve 
and  that  is  why  his  early  departure  from 
his  friends  must  have  been  bitter  indeed. 
But  he  also  loved  to  help  and  to  encour- 


age. He  loved  his  fellow  man  and  his 
friends  and  he  enjoyed  the  close  friend- 
ship of  a  great  many  members  of  this 
House,  who  were  profoundly  attached  to 
him  because  of  his  winning  personality, 
gracious  manner  and  sterling  personal 
quaUties. 

His  family,  the  Congress,  his  district 
and  the  Nation  have  sustained  a  truly 
Irreparable  loss  in  the  early  passing  of 
this  beloved  figure  and  able,  devoted 
statesman.  To  his  bereaved  family  and 
friends.  I  extend  my  most  heartfelt  sym- 
pathy and  I  join  them  in  mourning  one 
so  fundamentally  good,  so  wholeheart- 
edly just,  so  resolutely  devoted  to  his 
family,  his  friends  and  his  country. 

There  is  a  special  sorrow  of  great  poig- 
nancy in  Paul's  sorrowful  passing  for  our 
very  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  and  dear 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Missouri, 
Congressman  Dewey  Short,  because  be- 
tween these  two  men  there  existed  for 
years  a  close,  unbreakable  bond  of 
friendship  that  was  known  to  and  ad- 
mired by  every  person  in  this  House. 
These  two  great  colleagues  of  ours 
worked  together  for  great  national  ob- 
jectives. They  were  inseparable  com- 
panions. Damon  and  Pythias  could 
never  possibly  excel  them  in  the  depth 
and  fervor  of  their  friendship  for  one 
another.  This  close  bond,  in  existence 
for  many  years,  is  thus  broken  so  far  as 
this  earthly  sphere  is  concerned. 

Paul  Shafer  has  gone  to  his  efernal 
reward  of  peace  and  happiness  with  his 
Maker.  Dewey  Short  remains  to  serve 
our  country  with  ability,  courage  and 
brilliance,  I  hope  and  pray,  for  many 
years  to  come.  To  him,  as  well  as  to  the 
bereaved  family  I  extend  my  most  sin- 
cere and  heartfelt  sympathy,  because  he 
has  lost  one  of  Gtod's  most  precious  gifts, 
one  of  man's  most  cherished  posses- 
sions— a  true  and  dear  friend.  This 
House  has  lost  a  great  leader,  the  Nation 
a  peerless  statesman.  Many  of  us  have 
lost  a  dear  and  valued  friend.  I  deeply 
lament  his  passing. 

May  his  immortal  soul  rest  in  peace. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  :»Ir.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  7rom  Michigan  I  Mr. 
Dokdero]  . 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  some- 
one has  aptly  said  that  friends  are  those 
who  know  all  about  you  and  love  you  still. 
Having  served  here  in  this  room  with 
Paul  Shates  for  18  years  I  think  I  am 
one  of  the  many  Members  of  the  House 
who  can  say:  I  know  all  about  him  and 
loved  him  still. 

I  loved  him  for  the  man  that  he  was, 
an  able  legislator,  a  great  citizen  of  our 
State,  and  a  great  servant  of  the  Nation. 

If  I  were  to  be  asked  what  his  two  out- 
standing characteristics  were  I  think  I 
would  have  to  say  they  were  his  generous 
Impulses,  and  the  friendship  that  he  held 
for  those  with  whom  he  served  and  those 
that  he  knew.  He  was  the  type  of  man 
who  would  pluck  a  thistle  and  plant  a 
fiower  wherever  he  thought  a  flower 
would  grow. 

I  say  he  was  a  man  of  generous  im- 
pulses, and  like  many  of  you,  I  was  the 
recipient  of  many  acts  of  kindness  and 
generosity  on  his  part  through  the  years. 
I  came  to  know  him  well.  We  had  much 
to  do  in  common  here  in  this  body. 


He  was  a  man  who  never  failed  to 
serve  the  people  he  represented  here  with 
diligence  and  zeal,  and  in  this  session  of 
the  Congress  he  came  to  me  witih  friends 
from  Battle  Creek,  Mich.,  because  there 
were  some  public  projects  there  to  urge. 
He  pressed  the  cause  of  his  people  and 
urged  that  which  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment might  do  to  benefit  them. 

I  say  that  he  served  his  people  with 
zeal  and  with  diligence.  He  w>s  a  con- 
scientious man  and  I  think  what  pleased 
him  most  was  the  doing  of  a  kindly  turn 
or  a  generous  act  for  some  one  of  us 
here  on  this  floor. 

We  are  going  to  miss  him.  He  leaves 
a  lonely  place  here  in  this  Chamber.  The 
people  of  his  district  will  have  to  search 
a  long  time  before  they  can  find  a  man 
who  can  fill  his  place  with  the  same  de- 
gree of  ability  and  conscientiousness 
Paul  Shafer  gave  to  his  district,  to  his 
State,  and  to  his  Nation.  We  dhall  miss 
him.  He  was  a  great  and  distinguished 
American. 

I  extend  my  sincere  sinnpathy  to  his 
family  and  to  his  friends  in  this  the 
hour  of  their  loss. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  jrield 
to  the  gentlewoman  from  Michigan 
[Miss  Thompson]. 

Miss  THOMPSON  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  was  greatly  grieved  to  hear  of 
the  passing  of  Paul  Shafer  yesterday. 
He  was  a  great  man  and  a  fine  Congress- 
man. 

I  shall  always  remember  when  I  came 
to  this  Congress  in  1951.  I  did  not  know 
a  single  soul.  I  walked  into  the  House 
dining  room  the  first  morning  for  break- 
fast and  there  was  Paul  Shafe)  to  greet 
me.  to  welcome  me,  and  to  take  me  to 
breakfast.  He  has  always  been  my 
friend  and  I  have  always  felt  that  I 
could  go  to  him  no  matter  what  the 
problem  might  be  from  that  time  on. 

His  good  wife  passed  away  oh  the  5th 
day  of  July.  On  the  5th  day  of  August 
I  spoke  to  him  out  in  the  Speaker's  lobby. 
He  told  me  then  he  was  going  to  the 
hospital  and  added.  "I  wont  be  here 
long,  Ruth." 

I  think  he  had  a  premonition. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  (Mr. 
Ford]. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  In  the  pass- 
ing of  our  colleague,  Paul  Shafer,  his 
congressional  district,  the  State  of  Mich- 
igan and  the  Nation  have  lost  a  great 
public  servant.  His  long  and  illustrious 
career  in  this  body  will  leave  an  indeUble 
mark  for  those  who  follow  to  seek  to 
surpass.  I  doubt  If  anyone  who  follows 
him  will  serve  as  long  or  as  well.  Cer- 
tainly, his  successors  will  be  challenged 
by  Paul's  fine  record. 

Many  of  those  who  have  spoken  on 
this  sad  occasion  today  have  recalled  in- 
cidents in  our  joint  service  in  this  body 
of  the  many  fine  things  that  Paul  Shafer 
did  for  all  of  us.  In  January  of  1949, 
the  first  day  I  officially  walked  into  this 
chamber,  the  first  person  I  met  was  Paul 
Shafer  and  for  the  next  hour  he  made 
it  his  business  to  introduce  me  to  many 
of  his  countless  friends  that  he  had 
among  the  membership  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.  I  was  ama^d  and 
dumfounded  at  the  number  of  friends 
he  had,  the  nne  feeling  that  everybody 
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had  for  Paul  Shafer.  I  have  never  for- 
gotten and  win  always  cherish  the  time 
that  Paul  took  on  that  day  to  acquaint 
me  with  my  colleagues  and  his  friends. 

Much  has  been  said  about  Paul's 
superb  record.  I  doubt  if  we  can  add 
much  to  that  at  this  point.  His  record 
speaks  for  itself  and  always  will. 

In  closing  let  me  reemphasize  and  re- 
iterate that  our  beloved  colleague  was  a 
real  friend,  a  true  patriot  and  an  out- 
standing Member  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  IMr. 
CederbergI. 

Mr.  CEDERBERG.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is 
with  deep  sorrow  that  I  heard  of  the 
death  of  Paul  Shafer. 

I  have  always  considered  Paul  a  very 
personal  friend,  and  his  sudden  i>assing 
has  come  as  a  real  shock  to  me,  as  it  has 
to  all  Memb«;rs  of  the  Michigan  delega- 
tion and  the  entire  Congress. 

Paul  served  his  district  and  the  entire 
Nation  efficiently  and  wisely  and  his 
keen  judgment  and  pleasing  personality 
will  certainly  be  missed  in  the  Halls  of 
the  Congresf.. 

I  have  mfiny  times  discussed  varioxis 
matters  with  him  and  I  have  always 
found  him  to  be  most  considerate, 
friendly,  and  fair.  His  opinions  I  valued 
highly. 

The  passing  of  his  dear  wife  a  few 
weeks  ago  liad  a  very  telling  effect  on 
Paul,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  has- 
tened his  own  death. 

Throughout  his  entire  life  he  has  ded- 
icated himself  to  serving  his  community, 
his  State  and  the  Nation.  Through  his 
untiring  efforts  I  believe  it  can  be  truly 
said  by  all  who  have  been  in  contact 
with  him  that  their  lives  have  been  en- 
riched by  his  personaUty  and  ideals. 
Certainly  it  is  true  that  it  has  been  a 
better  world  for  Paul  having  been  with 
us  and  his  memories  will  be  cherished 
by  us  through  the  coming  years,  for  he 
was  indeed  a  true  American  patriot. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  LBfr. 
Meader  ] . 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is  hard 
to  believe  that  the  friendly  smile  and  the 
ready  wit  of  Paul  Shafer  will  not  be 
with  us  any  more. 

I  feel  particularly  sad  about  Paul 
Shafer's  passing  because,  in  many  ways, 
he  was  closer  to  me  than  was  any  other 
Member  of  this  body.  We  served  ad- 
joining coniressional  districts ;  but  more 
than  that,  my  father,  as  a  Methodist 
minister  in  the  State  of  Michigan, 
preached  in  many  of  the  communities 
in  Paul  Seafer's  congressional  district, 
and  was  very  well  acquainted  with  him. 
I  shared  the  experience  of  the  gentle- 
man who  pieceded  me,  Mr.  Ford,  of  being 
a  beneficiary  of  the  friendliness  and  help- 
fulness of  Paul  Shafer  upon  my  arrival 
as  a  Membtjr  of  this  body  and  my  intro- 
duction through  him  to  his  many  friends 
in  the  House. 

I  recall  esiseclally  how  Paul  was  In- 
striunental  in  my  making  my  maiden 
speech  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  I  had 
discussed  with  him  one  aspect  of  the  re- 
negotiation bill  which  was  up  early  in 

the  82d  Congress  and  urged  him  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  that  bill.  Be- 
fore I  kneAv  it.  he  had  written  out  the 


amendment,  sent  It  to  the  Clerk's  desk  in 
my  name,  and  I  was  on  my  feet  making 
the  speech,  wholly  unexpectedly. 

We  are  going  to  miss  Paul  Shafer.  I 
regard  it  as  a  great  privilege  to  have 
served  with  him  as  one  of  his  colleagues 
from  the  State  of  Michigan. 

(By  unanimous  consent  (at  the  request 
of  Mr.  WoLCOTT).  Mr.  EInox  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record  ) . 

Mr.  KNOX.  Mr.  Speaker,  while  all  of 
us  here  knew  that  Paul  Shafer  had  been 
ill  for  some  time,  news  of  his  death  came 
as  a  distinct  shock. 

In  his  passing  the  Nation  has  lost  a 
valuable  Representative  in  the  United 
States  Congress.  The  State  of  Michigan 
has  lost  one  of  its  hard-working,  faithful, 
and  devoted  public  servants. 

I  knew  Paul  for  a  number  of  years 
before  coming  to  Congress,  and  always 
found  him  ready  to  be  of  any  help  when 
called  UFKjn.  He  was  absolutely  sincere 
and  frank  at  all  times.  Just  last  week  I 
called  Paul,  asking  him  to  meet  with 
some  of  my  constituents.  It  was  then 
that  he  told  me  he  was  going  to  the  hos- 
pital for  a  few  days.  When  later  I 
checked  with  his  office  to  inquire  how  he 
was.  I  was  told  he  was  still  in  the  hos- 
pital and  he  just  wanted  a  complete  rest. 
Paul  is  now  having  eternal  rest,  and 
may  he  be  at  p>eace. 

(By  unanimous  consent  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  WoLCOTT) ,  Mr.  Bentley  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  BENTLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  hke  all 
of  my  colleagues  here  in  the  House,  I  was 
inexpressibly  shocked  and  saddened  to 
learn  late  yesterday  of  the  tragic  death 
of  our  beloved  Paul  Shafer.  I  cannot 
remember  when  any  recent  event  has 
moved  me  as  much. 

Although  I  did  not  have  the  pleasure 
of  Paul's  friendship  as  long  as  older 
Members  of  the  House,  I  have  cherished 
that  friendship  ever  since  coming  to 
Congress  at  the  beginning  of  last  year. 
Paul  always  acted  the  part  of  a  genial 
friend  to  us  freshmen,  particularly  to 
those  from  his  own  State  of  Michigan. 
He  was  never  too  busy  to  discuss  our 
problems  with  us  and  to  give  us  the  bene- 
flt  of  his  years  of  experience  here  in  the 
House. 

Not  only  the  people  of  Michigan  but 
the  entire  country  will  miss  Paxil  Shafer. 
He  was  an  invaluable  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  where  he 
continually  fought  for  the  principles  of 
economy  in  our  Defense  Establishment 
while  at  the  same  time  insisting  upon 
Armed  Forces  that  would  be  adequate 
for  the  defense  of  this  country.  He  was 
also  a  fearless  and  determined  fighter 
against  communism,  both  here  and 
abroad,  and  had  done  considerable  re- 
search into  the  problems  of  domestic 
subversion,  much  of  the  results  of  which 
have  already  been  made  known.  His 
passing  is  a  very  real  loss  to  the  Congress 
and  to  our  Federal  Government. 

I  recall  when  I  was  lying  wounded  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  last  March  1  see- 
ing Paul  bending  over  me,  his  kindly  face 
grave  and  concernecL  I  remember  his 
teUing  me  later  when  I  had  recovered 
and  returned  to  Congress  that  he  never 
thought  he  would  see  me  alive  again. 


How  little  did  I  dream  when  I  last  saw 
him  a  few  brief  days  ago  that  our  roles 
would  be  reversed  and  that  I  was  looking 
upon  him  for  the  last  time. 

When  his  dear  wife  died  a  few  weeks 
ago  all  of  us  consoled  with  Paul  In  his 
grief.  The  devotion  of  this  couple  had 
been  close  and  lasting  throughout  the 
years.  I  can  well  imagine  that  Paul  did 
not  care  to  survive  her  for  long. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  extend  my  heartfelt 
condolences  not  only  to  the  people  of 
Michigan's  Third  Congressional  District 
for  the  very  real  loss  which  they  have 
suffered  but  to  all  the  people  of  my  State 
for  the  loss  of  a  valued  and  true  pubUc 
servant  who  will  be  difficult,  if  not  Im- 
possible, to  replace.  To  his  friends  and 
relatives  my  sympathy  also  goes.  Paul 
Shafer  was  a  real  asset  to  his  community, 
his  State,  and  his  country.  It  is  a  great 
and  sorrowful  event  which  has  taken  him 
from  our  midst. 

<By  unanimous  consent  (at  the  request 
of  Mr.  WoLcoTT) ,  Mr.  Oakman  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  OAKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a 
freshman  Member  of  the  83d  Congress, 
it  is  with  deep  regret  and  profotmd  sor- 
row that  I  learned  of  the  death  of  my 
colleague,  Paul  Shafer. 

Though  our  acquaintance  has  not  been 
a  long  one,  we  became  very  close  friends. 
Paul's  assistance  to  me  as  a  freshman 
Congressman  was  of  inestimable  value 
and  help.  He  was  never  too  busy  to  dis- 
cuss any  of  my  problems  and  gave  im- 
stintingly  of  the  benefit  of  his  experience 
over  the  years  as  Michigan's  Third  Con- 
gressional Ehstrict  Representative.  He 
always  spoke  with  human  understand- 
ing, courage,  and  great  hope.  I  will  miss 
his  wise  counsel.  His  friendship  was  a 
great  asset  and  a  great  attribute.  He 
will  be  an  inspiration  to  me  always.  The 
United  States  Congress  will  miss  Pavl 
Shafer  as  I  feel  the  people  he  represented 
will  do  likewise.  I  am  deeply  grieved  at 
the  loss  of  this  splendid  friend. 

Mr.  DAGUE.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are 
again  called  upon  to  mark  the  untimely 
passing  of  one  of  our  Members  and  as 
we  mourn  the  loss  of  Path.  Shafer  we 
know  that  we  shall  not  soon  find  some- 
one who  will  bring  to  this  House  the 
legislative  abiUty  leavened  with  the 
sauce  of  infectious  humor  which  he  pos- 
sessed. Our  late  colleague  had  the 
happy  faculty  of  injecting  the  necessary 
levity  into  some  of  our  more  serious  de- 
hberations  and  in  so  doing  emphasized 
the  fact  that  many  of  the  things  we 
were  told  were  world -shaking  were  not, 
in  fact,  too  serious.  On  the  other  hand. 
Path.  Shafer  had  a  clear-cut  xmderstand- 
ing  of  most  of  our  gravest  problems  and 
he  remained  to  the  last  a  fearless  cham- 
pion of  the  conservative  traditions  upon 
which  this  Republic  was  founded. 

Those  of  us  who  cherished  his  friend- 
ship were  distressed  by  the  loss  of  his 
helpmate  and  despite  his  outward  dis- 
play of  his  usual  cheerfulness  we  could 
detect  that  her  going  away  had  left  him 
bereft  of  his  greatest  comfort  and  con- 
solation, which  xinquestionably  contrib- 
uted to  his  death.  Paul,  being  such  a 
cheerful  soul  would  not  want  his  friends 
to  remain  depressed  and  we  should  be 
comforted  by  the  assurance — that  when 
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he  dflptftod  to  join  his  belofed  wife  on 
the  other  share  he  left  us  with  %  vriet' 
1MB  hecltece  ot  i»eetous  memories. 

ICr.  KEARNB.  Mr.  Bpfaker,  I  am 
deeidy  grieved  fthoat  the  passing  of  my 
dear  friend  and  etdleague.  Paiti.  SKAnat. 
and  I  hionbly  submit  my  remarks  per- 
taining to  that  great  statesman. 

He  snved  so  long  and  so  well  that  his 
deeds  as  a  Congressman,  not  only  tar 
his  great  congressional  district  but  for 
the  entire  United  SUtes,  wiU  live  for- 
ever. 

My  personal  loss  is  shared  by  my  col- 
leagues, his  constituents,  and  the  entire 
Nation. 

Mr.  WIOGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  deeply  regret  the  passing  of  our  dis- 
tinguished colleague,  Paxti.  SHAra.  of 
Michigan. 

Editor,  publisher,  municipal  Justice, 
with  service  on  the  Mexican  border,  a 
Member  of  this  House  for  18  years,  he 
served  his  district  and  the  Nation  with 
ability  and  fidelity  and  made  a  great 
contribution  to  the  work  of  the  Congress 
as  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee. 

He  was  a  true  friend  and  will  be 
greatly  missed  by  all  those  who  served 
with  tilm  on  both  sides  of  the  aisles. 

I  Join  in  heartfelt  sympathy  to  the 
members  of  his  family  &nd  to  all  those 
close  to  him. 

Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS.  Ur.  Speaker.  It 
is  always  awesome  to  stand  in  the  pres- 
ence of  death  and  it  is  particularly  true 
when  death  visits  one  who  was  so  well 
beloved  and  respected  as  Paul  Shatkr. 
While  perhaps  I  could  not  be  counted  as 
one  of  his  closest  friends,  I  was  one  of 
many  who  enjoyed  his  friendship  and 
appreciated  his  great  souL  Paul  Shates 
loved  people  and  he  liked  to  talk  with 
them  and  was  ready  to  discuss  anything 
that  interested  them.  He  had  a  rare 
sense  of  himior  which  he  constantly 
exercised,  and  on  more  than  one  oc- 
casion I  know  that  he  lightened  the 
hearts  of  those  who  were  heavy  laden. 
He  honored  his  country  by  his  never 
failing  sense  of  duty  and  his  intense 
patriotism.  He  cozmnanded  the  respect 
of  any  who  entered  into  debate  with 
him  and  he  left  no  scars  as  a  result  <rf 
the  heat  of  argument.  He  had  his  share 
of  sorrow  in  life  and  I  believe  suffered 
in  various  ways  more  than  many  of  us 
knew.  This  indicated  grandeur  of  spirit 
and  a  matchless  courage  which  will  ever 
be  an  inspiration  to  his  friends. 

Mr.  OROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  dif- 
ficult to  believe  that  our  colleague,  the 
Honorable  Path.  Shaker,  is  gone  from 
among  us. 

He  was  an  able  Member  of  Congress; 
a  man  of  strong  and  outspoken  convic- 
tion, yet  with  an  extraordinary  capacity 
for  the  makhig  and  holding  of  friends. 

Paul  Srater  was  a  true  American,  ded- 
icated to  the  preservation  of  this  sover- 
eign Republic,  and  to  that  end  he  stead- 
fastly contended  against  wasting  his 
country's  substance  through  the  spend- 
ing of  billions  of  dollars  each  year  upon 
uncertain  foreign  governments.  On  this 
and  other  Issues  will  his  loss  be  felt  by 
the  entire  country. 

It  is  further  difficult  to  understand 
why  the  last  weelcs  of  this  friendly,  gen- 


erous man's  life  should  have  been  lUled 
with  sorrow  in  the  death  of  his  betoved 
wife  and  then  his  own  suffering. 

With  other  Members  of  Congress,  I 
win  miss  the  friendly  presence  of  Paul 
Skafkk  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  FEIQHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  un- 
timely passing  of  our  dear  colleague. 
Paul  Skars,  has  brought  to  me  and  I 
am  sure  to  everyone  who  had  the  pDrivi- 
lege  of  knowing  him,  a  feeling  of  sadness 
and  deep  regret.  like  many  of  my  col- 
leagues, I  considered  Paul  one  of  my 
wannest  and  stanchest  friends.  Paul 
was  indeed  a  rare  personality.  His  first 
thought  was  what  he  could  do  to  be 
helpful  to  his  friends.  Paul  was  imbued 
with  a  spirit  of  fervent  love  of  God  and 
country.  He  stood  for  lofty  principles 
and  fought  for  the  principles  in  wlhich 
he  believed.  He  never  wavered  in  his 
beUefs  and  in  his  fight  for  the  things 
that  he  thought  were  for  the  best  inter- 
ests of  his  coimtry. 

Our  distinguished  colleague  did  not 
live  his  whole  life  in  serious  mood.  He 
had  a  light-heartedness  and  keen  sense 
of  humor  which  enabled  him  to  emanate 
cheer  and  impart  encouragement  which 
made  it  a  delight  to  be  with  him  when 
he  had  cast  aside  the  serious  aspects  of 
problems  with  which  he  struggled. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  with  deep  emotion  that  I 
express  my  sorrow  over  the  sudden  pass- 
ing of  my  good  friend,  Paul  Shafer.  He 
was  a  good  friend  to  all  of  his  colleagues. 
We  will  all  miss  him  in  the  Halls  of 
Congress,  but  the  memory  of  him  will 
always  be  treasured  by  me. 

The  death  of  Paul  Shafer  is  a  distinct 
loss  to  the  people  of  his  congressional 
district,  the  State  of  Michigan,  and  to 
the  country.  He  will  be  remembered  as 
a  true  American,  a  statesman,  and  one 
who  has  served  his  country  faithfully 
and  well. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  Nation  has  lost  a  great 
man  and  a  good  man  in  the  death  of 
our  colleague,  Paul  Shafer. 

Paul  was  somewhat  of  ^  veteran  when 
I  first  came  to  Congress  in  1943.  He  was 
kind  enough  to  take  me  under  his  wing 
and  give  me  the  type  of  fatherly  advice 
that  every  new  Member  of  Congress  so 
badly  needs.  Our  close  friendship  and 
my  great  respect  for  Paul  continued  un- 
til the  time  of  his  death.  To  those  who 
did  not  know  him  well,  he  might  at  times 
have  appeared  to  be  gruff  and  bluat  in 
his  manner  of  expression.  But  under 
this  stern  exterior,  there  was  a  heart  of 
gold  together  with  kindness,  patience, 
and  understanding  seldom  found  in  any 
man. 

It  would  be  an  imderstatement  to  say 
that  Paul  had  the  courage  of  his  con- 
victions. He  was  honest  and  forthright 
on  all  occasions,  and  he  put  above  every- 
thing else  what  he  believed  to  be  in  the 
best  interests  of  his  country.  He  was 
for  America  first  in  a  very  real  and 
practical  sense,  and  those  who  disagreed 
with  him  always  respected  the  sound - 
nesa  and  sincereness  of  his  views. 
Those  of  us  who  are  privileged  to  have 
his  personal  friendship  and  confidence 
will  miss  him  very  much.     To  his  family 


and  friends  in  Michigan  I  wish  to  ex- 
press my  deepest  sympathy. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Flortda.  Mr. 
Speaker,  our  departed  colleague  Paul 
Shafer,  was  certainly  an  able  statesman 
and  a  tireless  worker  for  his  distxict. 
State  and  Nation.  I  knew  all  this  when 
I  had  been  in  Congress  but  a  very  short 
time.  What  is  more  in  my  mind  at  this 
moment  is  that  he  was  a  man  Who  grew 
upon  acquaintance,  and  Impffoved  in 
one's  estimation  the  more  one  knew  him, 
It  was  my  privilege  to  serve  on  the  com- 
mittee on  which  he  presided.  I  always 
found  him  to  be  fair  with  everyone,  hap- 
py and  generous  in  his  treatmemt  of  all 
about  him.  My  life  is  richer  because  of 
my  friendship  with  him.  Shortly  after 
his  beloved  wife's  recent  death  he  indi- 
cated to  me  that  he  felt  that  he  would 
soon  join  her.  He  did  not  say  this  in  a 
morbid  way  or  even  in  a  sad  way.  I  be- 
lieve that  he  is  now  happily  with  her  in 
heaven.  He  has  earned  in  the  hereafter 
many  good  things  from  his  good  works 
here  on  earth.  j 

IN  mcmokiam:  Roir.  pattl  w.  bHattm 

Mr.  VELDE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was 
shocked  and  grieved  at  the  announce- 
ment yesterday  that  my  good  friend  Paul 
Shafer  had  passed  away. 

I  have  been  close  to  Paul  ever  since 
I  came  to  Congress  in  1949  and  he  has 
been  a  faithful  and  consistent  statesman 
and  has  given  sound  advice  to  me  on  the 
many  problems  that  arise  in  a  Member's 
first  term. 

Paul  Shafer  as  I  know  him  was  a 
fighter  for  the  right  as  he  saw  right.  His 
consistent  voting  record  against  socialism 
and  communism  and  all  foreign  ideolo- 
gies makes  him  an  outstanding  legislator 
of  all  times. 

We  will  miss  him  in  the  Halls  of  Con- 
grer>s  and  on  Capitol  Hill. 

I  wish  to  extend  my  heartfelt  sym- 
pathy to  his  family  and  friends  from  his 
congressional  district  in  Michigan. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Speaker. 
our  good  friend  and  colleague.  Paul 
Shafer.  has  answered  the  final  rollcalL 
His  passing  is  a  personal  loss  to  me.  I 
sat  next  to  him  in  the  Conunittee  on 
Military  Affairs  during  my  first  8  years 
in  Congress,  and  throughout  my  entire 
service  I  enjoyed  his  friendship  and  was 
proud  to  work  with  him. 

Paul  served  his  district  in  Congress 
for  nearly  18  years  and  he  left  a  record 
for  faithful,  conscientious  work  and  for 
accomplishment.  His  character  and 
reputation  in  his  home  community,  in 
his  State,  and  throughout  the  Nation 
are  of  the  highest.  While  we  mourn 
his  passing  with  deepest  regret  that  his 
good  work  here  has  ended,  we  are  all 
happy  to  know  that  the  influence  of  his 
good  work  will  carry  on.  He  was  a  great 
patriot,  a  grand  fellow,  and  a  real  friend. 


GENERAL  LEAVE  TO 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  5  legislative  days  in  which  to 
extend  their  remarks  on  the  life  and 
attainments  of  Paul  Shafer. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 
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APPOINTMENT  OP  FUNERAL 

COMMITTEE  i ' " 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  appoints 
as  members  of  the  committee  to  attend 
the  funeral  of  the  late  honorable  Paul 
W.  SHArn  Jhe  following  Members  on  the 
part  of  the  House:  Mr.  Wolcott,  Mr. 
DiNCELL,  Mr.  Dondero,  Mr.  HomcAir  of 
Michigan.  Mr.  OHsmf  of  Michigan,  Mr. 
Benhett  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Rabaxtt,  Mr. 
Ford,  Mr.  Lesinski,  Mr.  Machrowicz, 
Mr.  Measef  ,  Miss  Thompson  of  Michigan, 
Mr.  Bentliy,  Mr.  Ceserberg.  Mr.  Clardt. 
Mr.  Knox,  Mr.  Oakman.  Mr.  Short,  Mr. 
Arends,  Mr.  Kilday,  Mr.  Cunningham. 
Mr.  0'Har\  of  Minnesota,  Mr.  Rtvers. 
Mr.  FiSHEi;,  Mr.  Gavin. 


COMMITIEE  ON  WAYS  AND  MEANS 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means  may  have  until  mid- 
night tonight  to  file  a  conference  report 
on  the  social-security  bill. 

The  SPiAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Il- 
linois? 

There  wis  no  objection. 


THE   LATE   HONORABLE   RAYMOND 
H.  BURKE 

Mr.  8CHENCK  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous;  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 

There  w:is  no  objection 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is 
my  sad  du'.y  to  announce  the  death  of  a 
very  good  friend,  and  also  a  former 
Member  of  this  House,  the  Honorable 
Raymond  H.  Burke,  of  Hamilton,  Ohio. 
Mr.  Burke  represented  the  Third  District 
of  Ohio  in  the  80th  Congress,  which 
district  I  now  have  the  honor  to  repre- 
sent. He  was  born  in  Nicholsvllle.  Ohio, 
November  4,  1881.  and  passed  away  this 
morning  a :  Mercy  Hospital  in  Hamilton, 
Ohio,  after  a  brief  illness. 

After  graduation,  and  he  graduated 
with  honors  from  Chicago  University, 
he  served  lor  8  years  as  the  director  of 
music  at  Miami  University  in  Oxford, 
Ohio.  Later  he  returned  to  Miami  Uni- 
versity and  taught  business  administra- 
tion. He  was  a  highly  respected  busi- 
nessman and  civic  leader  of  Hamilton, 
his  city,  and  served  as  its  first  mayor  un- 
der the  charter  form  of  government, 
having  served  in  that  position  some  12 
years. 

Mr.  Buike  also  served  with  great 
honor  and  distinction  for  two  terms  in 
the  Ohio  State  Senate,  where  he  was  a 
member  of  many  important  committees, 
one  of  whic  h  was  the  committee  on  agri- 
culture. At  that  time  he  became  so 
deeply  interested  in  matters  of  conser- 
vation that  when  he  came  to  Congress 
in  the  80th  Congress  he  sought  and  was 
appointed  rx)  membership  on  the  impor- 
tant Committee  on  Merchant  Marine 
and  Fisheries,  where  he  headed  a  sub- 
committee on  the  conservation  of  wild- 
life. 


Mr.  Burke  served  for  25  years  as  a 
member  of  the  board  of  directors  of  the 
Hamilton  YMCA.  He  was  a  past  presi- 
dent Of  the  Rotary  Club,  and  a  member 
of  the  Presbyterian  Church,  and  was  ex- 
tremely highly  respected  and  thought  of 
by  all  of  his  friends  in  that  city. 

He  is  survived  by  his  wife  Daisy,  a  son, 
Robert,  and  two  grandchildren. 

Mr.  Burke  will  long  be  remembered  by 
Members  of  this  House  who  were  here 
in  the  80th  Congress  and  by  his  other 
friends  as  being  a  man  of  very  sincere 
graciousness.  a  man  with  a  very  deep, 
abiding  feeling  of  service,  and  all  In  all 
a  great  American.  He  was  zealously  de- 
voted to  his  congressional  duties  and 
seldom  missed  a  rollcall  vote.  He  was 
also  a  man  of  many  talents  and  put  all 
of  his  ability  to  good  use  in  the  interest 
and  service  to  all  people  and  public  en- 
terprises. He  gave  unstintingly  of  his 
time  and  energy  for  the  public  good.  He 
was  an  understanding  and  able  legisla- 
tor. Our  former  colleague  was  also  a 
gentleman  of  culture  and  got  great  pleas- 
ure and  satisfaction  out  of  his  music. 
He  directed  the  choir  in  his  home  church 
for  more  than  40  years.  Through  all 
his  various  services  as  a  teacher,  busi- 
nessman, civic  leader,  public  services  as 
mayor,  State  senator,  and  Member  of 
Congress  he  worked  with  quiet  courage, 
steadfastness,  sincerity,  loyalty,  and 
courtesy.  He  was  patient  and  kindly 
and  always  strove  to  bring  out  the  best 
in  those  with  whom  he  worked.  He  will 
be  missed  deeply  by  his  family,  to  whom 
I  extend  my  deepest  sympatl:^.  I  know 
that  you,  too,  join  in  extending  the  sym- 
pathy of  the  United  States  Congress  to 
his  family. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  (Mr.  Brown]. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  sure  that  all  of  us  who  served  with 
Rajmiond  Burke  in  the  Congress  were 
saddened  by  the  word  of  his  passing. 

It  was  my  pleasure  and  my  distinct 
privilege  to  know  Raymond  Burke  very 
well  for  a  great  many  years.  His  home 
was  only  a  few  miles  from  my  home. 
Raymond  Burke  was  a  Christian  gen- 
tleman, a  man  who  felt  deeply  his  re- 
sponsibility to  his  community,  to  his 
State,  and  to  his  Nation,  as  well  as  to 
his  fellow  man.  He  was  a  kindly  gen- 
tleman, a  man  of  firm  religious  beUef  and 
conviction,  a  man  who  always  extended 
a  helping  hand  to  those  about  him.  He 
was  a  leader  in  our  educational  and  civic 
affairs  in  Ohio,  as  well  as  a  Representa- 
tive in  the  Congress  during  the  80th 
session. 

I  am  sure  I  speak  In  behalf  of  every 
Member  of  the  Ohio  delegation  in  ex- 
tending to  his  family  oxir  sincere  sjrm- 
pathy  and  expressing  to  them  the  hope 
that  divine  providence  will  sustain  them 
in  their  great  bereavement.  He  has  left 
to  his  family  the  priceless  heritage  of  a 
good  name,  and  to  many  of  us  who  were 
his  friends  many  precious  memories. 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Jen- 
kins]. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
join  with  the  others  of  my  colleagues  in 
giving  my  testimony  with  reference  to 
my  deceased  friend  and  former  colleague 


Hon.  Raymond  H.  Burke.  I  was  here 
when  he  came  and  I  was  glad  of  the 
chance  to  help  him  some  because  he  waa 
a  very  ready  student.  He  was  a  well- 
educated  man.  He  was  a  man  of  fine 
parts  and  demonstrated  that  when  he 
was  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  He  was 
capable  mentally,  intellectually,  and  in 
every  way.  He  showed  great  promise. 
I  think  if  he  had  continued  his  service 
in  Congress  he  would  have  been  a  very 
distinguished  Member.  Of  course.  I  de- 
plore the  fact  that  he  has  left  us.  and 
I  want  to  extend  to  his  family  my  most 
sincere  sympathy  at  this  time,  and  to 
assure  them  that  they  have  every  reason 
to  be  proud  of  the  character  and  accom- 
plishments of  our  dlstingiiished  col- 
league.    

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  extend  their  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 


CARL  PIOWATY  AND  W.  J.  PIOWATT 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  table  H.  R.  1665  for  the 
relief  of  Carl  Piowaty  and  W.  J.  Plowaty, 
with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  dis- 
agree to  the  Senate  amendments  and  ask 
for  a  conference. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Jonas  of  Illinois, 
BuRDiCK,  and  Forrester. 


CUBAN-AB4ERICAN  SUGAR  CO. 

Mr  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3304) 
conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  the 
Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to 
consider  and  render  judgment  on  the 
claim  of  the  Cuban -American  Sugar 
Co.  against  the  United  States. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  Jonas]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Coxirt  of  Claims 
of  the  United  States  be,  and  hereby  U,  given 
jurisdiction  to  hear,  determine,  and  render 
Judgment  on  the  claim  of  the  Cuban-Ameri- 
can Sugar  Co.  against  the  United  States 
for  a  refund  of  taxes  erroneously  and  Ulegallj 
assessed  and  collected  as  excess-profit  taxes 
for  the  period  from  January  1,  1917,  to  Sep- 
tember 30,  1917.  That,  for  the  purpose  of 
arrlTlng  at  the  correct  determination  of  th« 
tax  for  this  period,  the  Court  of  ClalnUf Is  to 
apply  the  method  of  computation  under  aec- 
tions  201  and  303  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1917, 
based  upon  the  Invested  capital  of  the  cor- 
poration amoimtlng  to  $39,848,630.85,  whlcb 
was  the  Invested  capital  of  the  Cuban- 
American    Sugar    Co.    according    to    the 

decisions  of  the  Board  ot  Tax  Appeals,  all 
dated  December  16,  1932.  which  decisions 
were  based  upon  the  stipulation  entered  Into 
between  the  Cuban-American  Sugar  Co. 
and  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Reve- 
nue, whereby  It  was  agreed  that  the  siun  of 
$30,848,530.86  was  the  Invested  capital  of  tha 
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Cuten-AaMclcui  BufMr  Go.  for  the  «•!• 
cndmr  year  1917. 

8bc.  3.  In  the  prowwwTlngi  tvon  micai  cSatlau 
bef on  tlM  Oourt  of  Claims  tlM  TTnttMI  Ststw 
•haU  not  aTaU  ItaeU  of  tlM  def  «nM  tbat  tbe 
Oeneral  OoonM  for  tbe  Burasa  of  Inlcnial 
Bavanu*  aetad  wtthont  lagal  auUuvttf  In 
«r««fci«y  Bueik  at^iulatlon  oC  —ttlainwnt. 

Sac.  8.  Suit  iQKm  raeh  dalm.  may  be  Inatt- 
tutod  a*  any  time  wltUn  6  mfwitlw  after  tba 
date  of  enactment  oC  thia  act,  notwltbstand- 
ing  the  lapse  oi  time.  laches,  the  form  or  any 
content  or  the  time  of  filing  of  dalma  for  the 
refond  and  alleged  amendmenta  tbereto. 
iMretofore  filed  or  any  statute  of  llinltatl<ms. 
Proceeding!  tot  tbe  determlnatkm  of  such 
claim  and  appeals  from  tbe  payment  of  any 
judgment  thereon  shall  be  In  the  same  man- 
ner as  In  tbe  case  of  claims  over  wblcb  snob 
court  bas  Jurisdiction  under  section  1340  of 
title  28,  ITnlted  States  Code,  as  amended: 
Provided,  however,  Tbat  nothing  contained 
in  this  act  Shall  be  construed  as  an  Inference 
of  liabUlty  on  the  part  of  the  United  Stotes 
Government. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY  C^ 
NEW  JERSEY 

liCr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  I^;>eaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3494) 
for  the  relief  of  the  Central  Railroad 
Company  of  New  Jersey. 

The  Clerk  read  the  UUe  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bUl.  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  Tbat  the  Secretary  of 
tbe  Treasory  la  autbortaed  and, directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  tbe  Central  Rail- 
road Company  of  New  Jersey  tbe  sum  of 
$63,060.38,  representing  tbe  amount  of  dam- 
ages found  by  tbe  United  States  Court  of 
dalms  (Congressional  Mo.  17863,  decided 
JiUy  13,  1B63,  In  response  to  S.Kes.  317,  81st 
Oong.)  to  have  resiilted  from  accidents  in 
which  trains  of  the  Central  Bailroad  Com- 
pany of  New  Jersey  were  Involved  at  a  cross- 
ing volxmtarlly  establlsbed  for  tbe  conven- 
ience of  tbe  Oovemment.  wblcb  accidents 
were  caused  in  part  by  the  negligence  of  the 
Government:  Provided,  Tbat  no  part  of  tbe 
amount  appropriated  in  tbia  act  In  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  «•  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection 
wltb  tbis  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  un- 
lawful, any  contract  to  tbe  contrary  notwitta- 
stanrtlng.  Any  person  violating  tbe  provi- 
sions of  this  act  sball  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000.  <— ^.*«» 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


THOMAS  BARRON 
Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  c<msent  for  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  bill   (S. 
3017)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Barron! 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


The  deik  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  U  enmeUA.  etc..  That  the  Becretaty  at 
tbe  Tteaanry  Is  aattaorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  at  any  money  in  tbe  Treasury  not 
otherwise  i^^jropriated,  to  Thomas  Barron. 
of  Xaet  Greenwich.  R.  I.,  the  sum  of  $1,000. 
such  sum  being  tbe  amount  determined 
by  tbe  Ulilted  States  Oourt  of  Claims,  acting 
pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  216.  82d  Con- 
gress, to  be  equitably  due  to  tbe  said 
Thomas  Barron.  Hie  payment  ca  such  sum 
shall  be  In  full  satisfaction  of  his  elaim 
against  tbe  United  States  for  compensa- 
tion for  typewriter  parts,  tools,  and  equip- 
ment wblcb  were  destroyed  by  fire  at  tbe 
naval  air  station,  Quonset  Point,  R.  L,  on 
October  15, 1948.  when  the  said  Thomas  Bar- 
ron was  engaged  In  contract  work  for  the 
United  States  Navy:  Provided.  That  no  part 
of  tbe  amount  appropriated  in  tbls  act  in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
dellv«red  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  wltb  this  claim,  and  the  same 
sball  be  unlawfia,  any  contract  to  tbe  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing tbe  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  sball  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
«cceedlng  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a 
third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT 
Ur.  DODD.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point. 

TTie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objeotion 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut?  1 

There  was  no  objection.  ' 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Speaker,  yesterday. 
August  17,  because  of  a  speaking  en- 
gagement at  the  American  Bar  Associa- 
tion meeting  in  Chicago,  I  was  not  pres- 
ent to  vote  on  rollcall  No.  144. 

Had  I  been  present,  I  would  have 
voted  for  the  motion  offered  by  the  gen- 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Dies]  to  put 
teeth  into  legislation  outlawing  the  Com- 
munist Party. 

I, am  not  able  to  understand  the  op- 
position to  the  proposal.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  we  are  nullifying  the  Internal 
Security  Act  or  the  Smith  Act  by  this 
action. 


THE  WORLD  SERIES 

Mr.  DORN  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DORN  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
since  the  session  is  drawing  to  a  ck>se, 
I  wish  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Members  of  the  House,  particularly  my 
colleagues  from  New  York  City  and  Wis- 
consin, that  it  is  important  to  contact 
the  management  of  the  Brooklyn  base- 
baU  team,  if  they  want  World  Series 
tickets.  The  Dodgers  may  be  a  few 
games  from  the  lead  at  the  moment,  but 
the  fighting  spirit  of  Brooklyn  is  part 
of  the  team  and  will  inevitably  lead  to 
the  Brooklyn  Dodgers'  victory  this  <all 

Mr.EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DORN  of  New  York,    I  yield 


Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Z  notfced  by 
newspaper  reports  that  the  Pittsburgh 
Pirates,  who  happen  to  be  in  last  place 
In  the  National  League,  took  it  upon 
themselves  to  put  a  little  scumbling 
block  in  the  way  of  Brooklsm's  winning 
streak  by  defeating  them  last  evening. 

Mr.  DORN  of  New  York.  It  Is  good 
to  see  that  the  Pirates  can  win  once  in 
awhile,  though  I  would  ratlier  they 
won  when  playing  another  team. 

Mr.  O'KONSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DORN  of  New  York.    I  yield. 

Mr.  Q'KGNSKL  I  think  the  genUe- 
man  has  committed  a  terrible  error,  be- 
cause the  World  Series  is  going  to  be 
played  at  the  Milwaukee  County  Sta- 
dium. I  extend  an  invitation  to  aU 
Members  of  the  House  to  be  there  when 
the  first  game  is  played.  If  you  have 
any  difficulty  in  getting  tickelts.  con- 
tact me.  because  the  World  Series  games 
will  be  played  in  Milwaukee  County  Sta- 
dium and  not  in  Brooklyn. 

Mr.  DORN  of  New  York,  The  gentle- 
man from  Wisconsin  made  the  same 
error  last  year  and  invited  Members  of 
the  House  to  Milwaukee  at  that  time. 
He  is  as  wrong  now  as  he  wm  then, 

Mr.  O^KONSKL  But  that  was  at  a 
time  when  we  had  this  6  weoks'  beer 
strike  in  Milwaukee  and  they  had  to  im- 
port a  lot  of  cheap  substitutes  from  other 
cities. 

Mr.  MORANO.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DORN  of  New  York.    I  yield, 

Mr.  MORANO.  I  think  you  are  both 
wrong.  The  New  York  Giants  will  win 
the  pennant. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  has  expired. 


MORE    WORLD    TRADE— PROPOSAL 

FOR    REALISTIC    AND    INCENTIVE 

READJUSTMENT  ASSISTANCE 

The       SPEIAKER.     Under       previous 

order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 

Pennsylvania      [Mr.     EsniHARTni]      is 

recognized  for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
wish  to  make  some  remarks  on  H.  R. 
9703,  a  bill  that  I  have  introduced  and 
which  is  a  companion  bill  to  H.  R.  9652. 
introduced  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Wh-liams].  This  bill  is  de- 
signed to  provide  assistance  t»  com- 
munities, business  enterprises  and  Indi- 
viduals in  order  to  facilitate  adjust- 
ments made  necessary  by  the  trade 
policy  of  the  United  States.  It  is  my 
view  that  these  bills  would  cotistltute 
a  new  departure  in  our  foreign-trade 
legislation  that  is  vitally  needed.  They 
have  been  prepared  with  great  care  and 
only  after  considerable  study.  These 
bills  have  drawn  on,  among  other 
sources,  two  sets  of  proposals  that  were 
submitted  to  the  Randall  Commission, 
The  Committee  for  a  National  Trade 
Policy,  Inc..  a  committee  of  American 
businessmen  actively  supporting  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower's  foreign-trade  pro- 
gram, in  its  recommendations  to  the 

Randall  Commission  proposed  that 

Assistance  should  be  provided  to  enter- 
prises, communities,  and  employees  affected 
by  reductions  in  import  restrlctlorw  where 
It  Is  needed  to  help  them  adjust  to  disloca- 
tions.    Such  assiijtance  shoxild  be  provided 


so  f ar  ss  posiible  tbrougb  or  m  cooperation 
wltb  local  and  State  agencies. 

Mr.  David  J.  McDonald,  of  the  CIO. 
Who  was  a  member  of  the  Randall  Com- 
mission, submitted  to  the  Commission  a 
statement  on  adjustment  in  case  of  In- 
jxiry  caused  by  increased  imports  which 
Is  Included  hi  the  majority  report  of  the 
Randall  Commission  to  the  President 
and  the  Concress. 

This  bill  r»?presents  a  sufUciently  new 
approach  to  the  subject  that  I  feel  very 
strongly  that  the  proposals  contained 
In  It  deservf  the  careful  study  of  the 
Congress  an<i  of  interested  individuals 
and  groups  throughout  the  United 
States.  It  ii  with  this  purpose  in  mind 
that  this  bill  was  introduced  In  this  ses- 
sion of  Congress;  a  smaller  bill  was  in- 
troduced by  Senator  Kxnwedy.  of  Massa- 
chusetts, for  the  attention  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate.  It  is  expected  that 
these  bills  will  be  reintroduced  in  the 
next  Congress.  They  will  then  incor- 
porate those  changes  which  have  been 
suggested  by  people  who  have  had  an 
opportunity  to  study  the  bills  and  which 
the  sponsors  feel  merit  inclusion.  It  is 
hoped  that  this  bill  will  receive  full 
hearings  by  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

The  principle  which  underlies  H.  R. 
9703  is  a  very  simple,  yet  profoundly  im- 
portant, one.    The  maintenance  of  our 
international  trade  at  high  and  increas- 
ing levels  is  essential  to  the  continuing 
prosperity  of  the  United  States  and  to 
the  economic  health  and  poUtical  soli- 
darity of  the  free  world.    Growing  in- 
ternational trade  will  bring  many  bene- 
fits: a  reduction  in  the  dependence  of 
our  aUies  on  our  aid,  an  acceleration  of 
the  march  to  currency  convertibility  that 
will  itself  yield  dividends  in  increased 
economic  efficiency  in  Euroi)e  and  else- 
where, and  an  Increased  capacity  on  the 
part  of  Western  Europe  and  Japan  to 
resist  the  trade  blandishments  of  the  So- 
viet bloc.    These  are  all  necessary  and 
desirable  objectives.    But  I  want  to  draw 
attention  to  one  aspect  of  the  gains 
from   international  trade  that  we  too 
often  lose  sight  of.     That  Is.  that  the 
very  essence  of  trade  is  to  increase  eco- 
nomic efBclency  and  national  produc- 
tivity by  specializing  in  the  production 
of  those  goods  which  one  country  can 
produce    most   efficiently    and    trading 
these  goods  off  against  the  goods  that 
other  countries  can  produce  most  pro- 
ductively.    One  need  only  look  at  the 
record  of  the  last  20  years  to  see  what 
economic  gains  the  United  States  and 
the   rest   of   the   world   have   enjoyed 
through  the  expansion  of  international 
trade. 

A  second  principle,  which  follows  from 
the  first,  is  that  the  economic  advan- 
tages that  flow  from  increased  trade 
far  exceed  the  disadvantages  that  may 
result  from  the  displacement  of  domestic 
production  as  a  result  of  Import  compe- 
tition. This  comes  down  to  saying  that 
if  we  do  not  artificially  restrict  trade, 
the  advantages  we  could  enjoy  In  in- 
creased production  and  employment  are 
much  greater  than  any  possible  disad- 
vantages that  may  result  from  the  dislo- 
cation of  domestic  production  as  a  result 
of  increased  imports.    Moreover,  were 


we  to  reduce  the  barriers  to  expanding 
trade,  the  gains  that  would  result  would 
be  more  than  ample  to  help  adjust  to 
Whatever  losses  may  result  and  still  leave 
a  handsome  margin  of  net  gain.  The 
savings  in  Government  expenditure  and 
the  increased  revenues  resulting  from 
the  favorable  effects  of  higher  levels  of 
United  States  trade  would,  in  all  prob- 
ability, by  themselves  be  adequate  to 
finance  the  adjustment  of  those  hurt  by 
the  Increased  imports. 

If  our  national  interest,  to  say  noth- 
ing of  all  logic,  points  to  the  need  for 
expanding  international  trade,  why  then 
is  there  as  much  resistance  as  there  is 
to  a  liberalized  foreign-trade  policy? 
The  answer  Is  clear :  Although  the  critics 
of  a  liberal-trade  pohcy  exaggerate  the 
case  excessively,  certain  domestic  eco- 
nomic dislocations  may  result  from  in- 
creased Imports.  There  is  today  no  ma- 
chinery which  can  be  used  to  facilitate 
and  accelerate  the  adjustment  of  those 
few  that  are  adversely  affected  so  that 
the  many  can  enjoy  the  advantages  of 
a  more  liberal  trade  policy.  H.  R.  9703 
is  designed  to  fill  this  most  important 
gap  in  our  foreign-trade  legislation.  It 
offers  a  program  that  is  temporary  in 
character  and  limited  in  cost  and  that, 
therefore,  should  commend  itself  to 
everyone. 

This  is  essentially  a  conservative  and 
modest  proposal.  The  cost  of  operating 
the  program  embodied  in  H.  R.  9703  will 
be  small.  The  reason  for  this  is  that 
the  number  of  employees  likely  to  be  ad- 
versely affected  by  Increased  imports  as 
a  result  of  tariff  reduction  is  itself  small. 
There  has  been  much  ill-informed  talk 
on  that  subject  and  considerable  exag- 
geration of  the  figures.  When  I  read 
the  prophets  of  doom  on  this  subject  I 
am  reminded  of  a  remark  made  by  G.  K. 
Chesterton  to  the  effect  that — 

Statistics  are  to  the  propagandist  what  a 
lamppost  la  to  a  drunk:  more  for  support 
than  for  Uluminatlon. 

A  look  at  the  facts  can  be  illuminating. 

The  staff  of  the  Randall  Commission 
prepared  an  analysis   of  the  effect  of 
foreign  trade  on  emplojnnent  that  ap- 
peared in  the  stall  papers  published  by 
the  Commission.     The  staff  found  from 
data  submitted  by  the  Departments  of 
Treasury,  Agriculture,   Commerce,   and 
Labor  that  the  number  of  people  who 
earn  their  living  through  the  produc- 
tion of  goods  for  export  was.  in  1952. 
Just  over  3  million  and  that  the  num- 
ber of  jobs  dependent  on  the  transporta- 
tion, distribution,  and  first  processing  of 
Imports  equaled  1,250.000.  so  that  the 
total  number  of  jobs  dependent  on  for- 
eign trade  was  over  AV*  million,  or  7 
percent  of  total  employment  in  that  year. 
In  contrast  to  this  figure,  it  was  found 
that  the  number  of  workers  producing 
goods  equivalent  to  the  increase — in  im- 
ports— which  would  take  place  in  the 
events  of  a  temporary  suspension  of — 
all — tariffs  would  lie  between  a  minimum 
of  96,240  and  a  maximum  of  202,650.  or 
between  one -tenth  of  1  percent  and  one- 
third  of  1  percent  of  total  employment 
in  that  year.     There  are  over  20  Jobs 
that  are  dependent  on  foreign  trade  for 
every    1    that    depends    on    protection 
against  imports,  even  if  you  take  the 


nn^yimiim  figure  of  202.000  as  the  oum- 
ber  of  jobs  depoident  on  Import  protec- 
tion. 

But  even  this  figure  overstates  the 
Question  of  how  many  jobs  are  dependent 
on  protection  against  Imports.  In  an 
italicized  passage  of  the  Randall  Ctnn- 
mission  staff  papers  it  is  pointed  out  that 
these  estimates  "take  no  account  of 
probabl^e  increase  in  United  States  con- 
sumption after  tariff  suspension,  of  new 
developmants  in  United  States  products 
or  production  techniques,  or  of  tbe  ca- 
pacity of  companies  to  shift  to  other  lines 
of  production.  They  also  take  no  ac- 
count of  the  rise  in  employment  which 
would  be  required  in  handling  increased 
exports  which  would  result  from  larger 
imports." 

Moreover,  and  this  is  impOTtant.  these 
calculations  refer  to  a  complete  removal 
of  tariffs.  The  Randall  Commission's 
and  President  Eisenhower's  original  tar- 
iff program  called  for  not  a  100-percent 
reduction  all  at  once  but  for  a  15-percent 
reduction  to  be  carried  out  over  a  period 
of  3  years.  By  simple  arithmetic  one 
can  see  that  the  wftTimiim  number  of 
jobs  adversely  affected  by  this  modest 
program  would  be  no  more  than  30;000, 
or  10,000  a  year  for  3  years. 

On  the  ImusLs  of  this  expert  evidence, 
developed  through  the  combined  re- 
sources of  severskl  agencies  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, the  conclusion  is  clear  that  the 
problem  of  dislocation  of  production  and 
employment  as  a  result  of  lower  tariffs 
is  quantitatively  not  very  great. 

Not  only  would  the  special  a.s«lstance 
to  faciUtate  adjustment  provided  for  in 
this  bill  be  cheap,  but  it  would  be  of  short 
duration.  We  have  a  dynamic  and  vital 
economy  here  in  the  United  States,  The 
American  economy  successfully  meets 
every  year  a  much  larger  problem  that 
is  involved  in  adjustment  to  increased 
imports.  Because  we  have  a  dynamic 
and  competitive  economy,  it  is  constantly 
adjusting  to  all  kinds  of  changes: 
Changes  m  consumer  tastes,  changes  in 
the  location  of  population,  the  develop- 
ment of  new  technologies  and  materials, 
and  so  on.  Every  year  our  production 
must  expand  enough  to  provide  employ- 
ment for  the  equivalent  of  about  2  mil- 
Uon  workers.  The  maximum  number  of 
increased  wozkers  that  would  have  to  be 
taken  care  of  if  the  President's  original 
trade  program  were  put  into  effect  would 
add  less  than  1  percent  to  that  figure. 

I  do  not  seek  to  minimize  the  impor- 
tance to  ipdividual  workers,  plants,  or 
communities  of  the  loss  of  a  Job,  a  mar- 
ket, or  a  pasrroU.    What  I  want  to  do  is 
to  put  the  problem  into  its  proper  per- 
spective.   Seen  in  this  perspective,  it  is 
clear  that  the  task  of  aiding  and  facili- 
tating adjustment  to  increased  impMls 
is  by  no  means  a  costly  or  difficult  task. 
Mr.  Speaker,  tariffs  are  a  concealed 
subsidy  that  cost  the  American  coosumar 
and  the  American  exporter  dearly,  to  say 
nothing  of  what  the  cost  is  in  terms  of. 
the  unity  and  strength  of  the  free  world. 
H.  R.  9703  seeks  to  eliminate  these  hid- 
den and  incalculable  costs  and  to  sub- 
stitute for  them  a  modest,  direct,  and 
visible  program  which  will  srield  good 
dividends  to  every  citizen  of  the  United 
States. 
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cuaeama  of  conbcajdated  de- 

naiSB    IfKDICAIi    TEST    DEPOT. 
ALAMEDA.   CALIF. 

The  SPEAKER.  Uxuler  previous  OTder 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Call- 
fomia  [Mr.  Mnxn]  Is  recognized  for  20 
minutes. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  was  surprised  and  shocked  the 
other  day  when  I  received  news  release 
No.  744-54  from  the  Office  of  Public  In- 
formation, Department  of  Defense,  an- 
nouncing the  closing  of  the  Consolidated 
Defense  Medical  Test  Depot  at  Alameda. 
Calif.  This  is  one  of  the  finest  exam- 
ples of  imlflcation  in  the  Defense  De- 
partment. It  was  not  something  the 
Defense  Department  initiated  on  its  own. 
It  was  brought  about  by  the  insistence 
that  such  test  be  made,  by  the  then  Com- 
mittee on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive 
Departments,  now  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations,  as  the  result  of 
a  series  of  studies  made  by  one  of  its 
subcommittees  imder  the  chairmanship 
of  otu:  colleague,  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bonner].  A  re- 
port was  made  to  this  House,  No.  2330, 
82d  Congress,  2d  session,  in  which  the 
work  done  at  tliis  depot  was  outlined  and 
thoroughly  discussed.  It  has  subse- 
quently been  studied  by  the  present 
Committee  on  Government  Operations, 
the  Riehlman  subcommittee,  I  believe, 
and  they,  too.  have  found  it  an  efficient 
operation.  Through  this  depot  all  of  the 
medical  supplies  used  in  Korea  passed. 
It  Is  a  combined  operation  of  the  Army, 
the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force.  It  avoids 
duplication  that  exists  on  the  east  coast, 
because  all  of  the  Western  United  States. 
the  Pacific  Basin,  and  Alaska  are  served 
from  this  one  medical  supply  center. 
Now  they  are  going  to  close  it.  They  say 
that  economies  will  be  effected  In  closing 
it.  But  If  the  findings  of  the  commit- 
tees of  this  House  are  correct,  no  econo- 
mies will  be  effected,  but  you  will  go  back 
to  the  same  old  system  of  duplication 
that  exists  In  many  parts  of  the  Defense 
~  Department. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  I  am 
happy  to  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am 
very  disappointed  on  listening  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  Congressman  from  Cali- 
fornia WtT.  Miller]. 

On  April  28.  1954,  I  had  a  discussion 

with  Congressman  Ford,  of  Michigan 

see  the  Record,  pages  5670-5671 — con- 
cerning the  Alameda  medical  supply  test. 
The  genUeman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Ford]  assured  me  that  the  Surgeon  Gen- 
eral of  the  Army  had  advised  the  Appro- 
priations Subcommittee  that  the  Ala- 
meda meclical  supply  test,  whereby  one 
service  stored  and  issued  medical  supplies 
for  all  services,  had  been  highly  success- 
fuL  The  gentleman  from  Michigan 
I  Mr.  PoRDl  advised  me  that  a  plan  was 
imder  way  to  consolidate  medical  sup- 
ply systems  across  the  board,  and  I 
told  him.  and  I  quote: 

Tou  wiu  save  mUUons  of  dollars  If  that  Is 
a  fact. 

But  it  was  not  a  fact 


In  spite  of  the  assurances  of  members 
of  the  Appropriations  Subcommittee  I 
had  grave  doubts  concerning  the  con- 
solidation of  the  medical  supply  systems 
of  the  three  military  services.  My  res- 
ervations were  based  upon  several  years 
of  intensive  study  by  the  so-called  Bon- 
ner subcommittee.  Accordingly,  I  asked 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  a 
few  minutes,  and  on  May  18  of  this  year 
I  did  so.  These  remarks  may  be  found 
at  page  6774  of  the  Congressional  rec- 
ord. I  told  of  the  development  of  the 
Alameda  test  and  the  years  of  Intensive 
investigation  and  work  of  the  old  tx- 
penditures  Committee  to  get  such  a  test 
under  way.  I  told  of  the  roadblocks  and 
the  stalling  and  devious  methods  used 
by  the  Department  of  the  Navy  to  pre- 
vent such  a  test  in  the  first  place,  to 
make  it  as  ineffective  as  possible  in  the 
second,  and  third,  to  kill  it,  if  possible, 
in  the  long  run.  I  told  that  despite  the 
opposition  of  the  Navy,  the  Army  and 
Air  Force  had  entered  enthusiastically 
into  the  test  and  that  it  had  proven  to 
be  a  great  success.  I  mentioned  that  our 
subcommittee  had  made  a  special  trip 
to  Alameda  in  August  1952  and  held 
hearings  there  on  the  results  of  the  6- 
months  test.  We  found  it  to  be  highly 
successful  and  issued  a  report  on  the  re- 
sults. 

In  concluding  my  remarks  on  May  18, 
I  mentioned  that  the  proof  of  sincerity 
of  the  armed  services,  in  particular,  the 
Navy,  is  whether  or  not  they  would  give 
apphcation  of  the  Alameda  medical 
supply  test  to  the  other  medical  sup- 
ply depots  in  the  United  States.  Despite 
the  assurances  of  the  members  of  the 
Appropriatitons  Subcommittee  and  de- 
spite the  National  Security  Act  and  the 
O'Mahoney  Act  calling  for  integration 
of  common  supply  systems,  I  knew  that 
the  Navy  was  exerting  every  influence 
to  kill  this  operation,  which  is  the  first 
real  step  toward  integration  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  supplies.  I  dare  not  use  the 
word  unification  though  the  Bible  tells 

us  that  a  "house  divided  cannot  stand" 
and  our  forefathers  stressed  over  and 
over  that  "united  we  stand  and  divided 

we  fall." 

I  am  very  unhappy  to  hear  the  re- 
marks of  the  gentleman  from  California 
and  can  only  say  that  if  the  Navy  is 
permitted  to  disrupt  this  operation. 
prevent  its  application  across  the  board! 
that  the  American  taxpayers  will  lose 
miUions  of  dollars  and  the  way  will  be 
blocked  for  the  unlflcation  of  supply  in 
much  larger  and  important  areas. 

But  above  all.  I  am  deeply  disturbed 
that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
has  but  little  Influence  on  the  Navy 
bureaucracy. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  In  the  armed 
services  of  the  United  States  the  finest 
men  that  America  can  produce.  They 
are  conscientious,  they  are  sincere  and 
their  desire  is  to  bring  to  this  country 
and  offer  to  this  country  the  greatest  and 
strongest  military  force  on  the  face  of 
the  earth.  Yet  if  any  Member  of  this 
House  will  take  the  time  to  visit  the 
miUtary  establishments  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  48  States  and 
then  go  around  the  world  and  see  the 
establishments  we  have  in  every  nation 


on  the  face  of  the  earth  practically,  he 
will  see  more  waste,  he  will  see  more 
duplication,  he  will  see  more  utmeces- 
sary  expenditure  of  effort  than  ,in  any 
other  field  this  Government  operates  in. 

Yes.  we  are  a  great  Government;  we 
have  great  recuperative  iwwers.  We 
have  the  p>ower  to  come  back.  We  have 
the  power  to  do  almost  everything.  But 
I  will  say  to  this  House  that  unless  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  and  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  do  some- 
thing to  stop  the  unnecessary  expendi- 
ture of  money,  money  that  is  absolutely 
wasted,  lost.  I  do  not  see  how  the  tax- 
payers of  America  can  go  on  supplying 
a  sufficient  amount  to  take  care  of  us. 
Nor  do  I  see  how  we  can  obtain  the  ma- 
terials necessary  to  support  such  wanton 
wastefulness.  Future  generations  will 
be  left  without  the  means  of  defense. 

I  had  hoped  that  the  work  begun  by  the 
so-called  Bonner  committee  would  be 
continued  in  this  Congress.  That  com- 
mittee was  succeeded  by  a  committee 
headed  by  one  of  the  finest  gentlemen  of 
this  House.  But  for  some  unknown  rea- 
son it  seems  that  thumbs  have  been  put 
down.  The  foundation  that  was  laid 
could  have  been  carried  on  and  greater 
results  could  have  been  accomplished, 
more  than  were  brought  to  pass.  It  was 
shown  conclusively  that  it  would  be  a 
money  saver.  I  am  referring  to  the 
Alameda  medical  supply  test. 

I  congratulate  the  gentleman  on 
bringing  this  matter  to  the  attention  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  want  to  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  contribution  today.  He  has,  as 
usual,  been  most  constructive  and  ob- 
jective in  what  he  had  to  say. 

Mr.  IKARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Ikard] 
a  member  of  the  Riehlman  subcommittee 
of  the  Committee  on  Governmental  Op- 
erations, a  member  of  the  committee 
presently  studying  this  problem. 

Mr.  IKARD.  Like  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bonner]  and  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Miller], 
I  am  greatly  disturbed  to  hear  of  this 
plan  to  abandon  the  Alameda  project. 
It  is  one  that  the  subcommittee  oft  Mili- 
tary Operations  has  looked  at.  The  im- 
pression I  got,  as  a  member  of  that  sub- 
committee, was  that  this  study  or  project 
at  Alameda  is  one  that  should  certainly 
be  given  a  fair  chance  and  one  that 
should  spread  completely  through  the 
medical  services  of  the  armed  services. 

It  is  one  that  has  proven  itself  to  be  a 
step  forward  in  efficiency  and  economy. 
I  think  it  should  be  pointed  out  here  that 
it  is  not  a  system  or  a  means  or  a  method 
hastily  conceived  and  put  into  effect. 
with  little  or  no  study.  It  was  decided 
upon  after  long  and  exhaustive  and  com- 
plete and  very  fine  studies  made  by  the 
Bonner  committee  and  by  various 
branches  of  the  Executive  Department 
of  the  Government. 

To  say  the  least,  whether  one  agrees 
with  it  or  not.  I  think  we  can  say  with- 
out any  real  fear  of  successful  contra- 
diction, that  this  program  has  been  and 
is  being  sabotaged.    Whether  one  agrees 


with  it  or  not,  In  view  of  the  time  and 
the  effort  and  the  money  expended,  we 
should  continue  it  until  such  time  as  we 
have  had  an  opportunity  really  to  evalu- 
ate it.  regardless  of  anything  that  might 
be  said  about  any  economies  that  might 
be  had  by  now  abandoning  it.  Such 
statements  do  not  take  into  considera- 
tion the  time  and  effort  and  money  that 
have  been  put  into  it.  It  would  be  a 
real  extravagance  to  abandon  now  this 
very  fine  project. 

I  want  to  compliment  the  gentleman 
from  California  I  Mr.  Miller]  for  calling 
it  to  the  attention  of  the  House.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  very  much. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  North  CaroUna. 

Mr.  BONNER.  I  am  shocked  and 
surprised  that  the  present  administra- 
tion, which  has  talked  so  much  about 
economy  and  saving  money  and  doing 
the  proper  things,  should  jsermit  the 
discontinuance  of  these  tests,  that  have 
been  absolutely  proved  to  be  successful, 
because  all  the  medical  supplies  in  the. 
Korean  war  were  dispersed  through 
this  depot.  The  committee  heard  testi- 
mony from  those  who  had  handled  the 
suppUes  that  not  a  complaint  was  ever 
made.  It  cost  a  lot  of  money  to  set  up 
these  tests.  If  this  closure  takes  place, 
that  is  just  simply  money  down  a  rat 
hole.  This  is  one  of  the  examples  of 
what  can  be  done  to  save,  and  if  this  is 
carried  out  it  is  one  of  the  examples  of 
what  can  be  done  to  waste.  I  compli- 
ment the  gentleman  on  bringing  this  to 
the  attention  of  the  Hoxise.  I  hope 
something  will  come  of  this  effort. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  This  was 
a  test  to  establish  a  formula  by  which 
other  suppUes.  blankets.  t>edding.  cer- 
tain types  of  clothing,  common  to  all  of 
the  armed  services  could  be  handled  on 
a  unified  basis  to  save  money  for  the 
country. 

Today  I  have  introduced  a  Joint  reso- 
lution asking  that  the  Congress  express 
Itself  through  action  in  preventing  the 
closing  of  this  depot  until  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Reorganization  of  the 
Executive  Departments  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  a  chance  to  complete  its  in- 
vestigation and  pass  on  this  matter. 

One  of  the  things  that  brought  about 
the  so-called  Alameda  Medical  Supply 
Test,  and  that  is  what  it  was  known  as. 
was  the  pressure  that  was  brought  on 
the  Defense  Department  by  the  first 
Conmiittee  on  the  Reorganization  of  the 
Executive  Branch  of  the  Government, 
the  so-called  Hoover  Commission.  I 
know  because  I  have  talked  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  [Mr.  Brown  1,  one  of 
the  members  of  the  Hoover  Commission, 
today,  and  he  tells  me  that  they  are  in- 
vestigating this  very  matter  and  are 
concerned  with  it. 

Mr.  IKARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  IKARD.  The  abandonment  of 
the  Alameda  project  is  in  effect  a  re- 
treat from  any  idea  of  real  unification 
in  the  supply  system,  and  it  is  an 
abandonment  of  the  idea  that  has  been 
advanced   by   the   Hoover  Commission 


and  by  the  Bonner  Committee  and  by 
the  other  groups  that  have  studied  it  and 
have  recommended  the  economy  and  the 
efficiencies  that  might  come  through  the 
consolidation  of  procurement  and  sup- 
ply of  these  items  and  the  others  the 
gentleman  mentioned.  The  important 
thing  is  that  the  abandonment  of  this 
project  also  is  a  signal  to  the  effect  that 
they  are  not  even  going  to  give  it  a 
fair  trial  and  see  whether  or  not  it  will 
woric. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  I  think 
what  the  gentleman  has  just  said  is 
something  we  can  all  weight  very  care- 
fully, because  if  this  successful  test  is 
abandoned  it  is  the  beginning  of  the 
end  of  unification  in  the  supply  and 
distribution  functions  of  the  Armed 
Forces. 

Common  sense  tells  us  that  if  we  want 
to  save  money,  to  cut  costs  of  operations 
of  the  armed  services,  we  must  have 
unification  in  the  areas  of  supply, 
logistics,  and  the  related  support  pro- 
grams of  the  Army.  Navy  and  Air 
Forces. 

Why  abandon  a  test  that  is  appar- 
ently proving  highly  satisfactory? 

Surely  the  appropriations  committee 
of  the  House  should  be  informed  of  any 
such  plan  yet  it  is  evident  they  have 
been  kept  in  the  dark. 

I  hope  the  Secretary  of  Defense  re- 
examines the  proposed  order  closing 
the  Alameda  Medical  Supply  Depot. 


GEN.  B.  W.  (PAT)  KEARNEY 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]  is  recog- 
nized for  10  minutes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Sijeaker,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Members  of  Congress  to  a  signal 
honor  paid  to  the  ranking  member  of  our 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs,  Gen. 
B.  W.  (Pat)  Kearney,  by  the  National 
Kncampment  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars. 

At  last  year's   encampment,   held   In 

Milwaukee,  Wis.,  it  was  voted  to  present 
a  citation  to  General  Kearney  in  recog- 
nition of  his  outstanding  service  as  a 
member  of  our  committee.  Following  is 
the  wording  of  the  citation: 

The  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United 
States  presents  this  Certificate  of  Apprecia- 
tion to  the  Honorable  Beenard  W.  (Pat) 
Keabnkt.  Member,  House  of  Representatives, 
State  of  New  York,  In  recognition  of  the 
many  outstanding  services  he  has  rendered 
war  veterans  as  a  member  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans  Affairs  and  chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Hospitals.  In  witness 
thereof  we  have  hereunto  set  our  hands  and 
the  official  seal  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars  of  the  United  States.  Approved  by  the 
54th  National  Encampment,  VFW,  in  MU- 
waukee.  Wis..  1953. 

General  Kearney,  who  is  a  past  na- 
tional commander  of  the  VFW.  has  al- 
ways been  vitally  interested  in  veterans' 
problems.  Besides  being  the  ranking 
RepubUcan  member  of  our  committee,  he 
is  the  chairman  of  the  important  Sub- 
committee on  Hospitals,  which  considers 
all  legislation  pertaining  to  the  many 
hospital  and  domiciliary  facilities  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration. 


Personally,  I  am  delighted  at  this  rec- 
ognition of  his  fine  committee  work.  He 
deserves  every  bit  of  praise  that  can  be 
given  him.  Not  only  hospital  matters, 
but  in  every  piece  of  legislation  he  haa 
been  a  tower  of  strength  on  the  commit- 
tee. He  is  an  extremely  able  chairman, 
with  a  very  great  knowledge  of  veterans' 
affairs.  He  served  on  the  committee  for 
a  great  many  years.  He  is  one  of  the 
few  remaining  members  with  long  service 
on  that  committee.  Any  honors  that 
come  to  him,  I  smi  sure  the  entire  com- 
mittee rejoices  in. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Z 
yield. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  I  join  the  gentlewoman 
from  Mtissachusetts.  the  chairman  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs  in 
paying  tribute  to  Pat  Kkarkxy.  It  has 
been  my  privilege  to  serve  as  a  member 
of  the  Subcommittee  on  Hospitals  with 
him.  I  know  of  no  other  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  or  any  Mem- 
ber of  any  legislative  body  in  the  United 
States  who  is  more  devoted  to  the  vet- 
erans, and  no  one  is  more  worthy  of  the 
honor  given  to  him  than  Pat  Kearney. 

Mrs.  R<X3ERS  of  Massachusetts.  The 
gentleman  himself  is  a  very  able  fighter 
for  the  veterans  and  a  wonderful  mem- 
ber of  the  Subcommittee  on  Hospitals, 
and  he  Icnows  also  the  very  fine  work  that 
the  gentleman  from  New  York.  General 
Kearney,  has  done  on  the  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities.  I  wish  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  could  give 
General  Kearney  a  citation  because  he 
certainly  deserves  it. 


FOR  FARMERS  AND  CONSUMERS — 
THE  BIG  BUILDUP  AND  THE  BIO 
LETDOWN 

The    SPEAKER    pro    tempore    <Mr. 
Nicholson).     Under  previous  order  of      , 
the  Hotise.  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Polk]  is  recognized  for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  POLiK.     Mr.  Speaker,  on  July  23, 

1954,  the  House  Committee  on  Agrlcul- 
txire  released  a  report  on  farm  prices  and 

the  cost  of  food. 

It  was  found  that  farm  prices  ad- 
vanced 29  percent  between  1946  and  their 
peak  in  1951.  5  years  later.  The  advance  ' 
in  retail  food  prices  was  even  greater— 
45  percent — between  1946  and  their  post- 
war peak  in  1952.  Since  1951  prices  re- 
ceived by  farmers  have  fallen  20  points 
or  almost  back  to  theh:  1946  level.  In 
contrast,  retail  food  prices  now  hold 
within  a  fraction  of  their  1952  peak.  In 
June  1954  farm  prices  declined  4  per- 
cent; retail  food  prices  advanced  0.5  per- 
cent. 

Thus  far,  almost  none  of  the  lower 
prices  received  by  farmers  have  been 
passed  on  to  consumers  In  the  form  of 
lower  retail  food  prices. 

Statistics  compiled  by  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  show  that  the  re- 
tail price  of  cereals  and  bakery  products 
have  not  followed  the  farm  prices  of 
wheat  or  com  or  oats.  For  example,  dur- 
ing the  past  6  years  the  price  of  wheat 
has  declined  32  percent  while  the  price  of 
bread  has  increased  23  percent.  Pres- 
ently the  farm  value  of  the  wheat  in  a 
1-pound  loaf  of  bread  is  2.7  cents. 
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In  the  last  half  of  1947  the  farm  value 
of  the  com  In  a  12-ounce  package  of 
com  flakee  was  4.5  cents  and  the  average 
retail  inioe  was  16  cents.  In  the  first 
3  months  of  1954  the  farm  value  of  the 
com  in  a  12-ounce  package  of  com  flakes 
had  droiqped  to  3  cents,  while  the  average 
retail  price  of  the  com  flakes  had  jumped 
to  22  cents. 

Similarly,  in  the  last  half  of  1947  the 
farm  value  of  the  oats  in  a  20-ounce 
package  of  rolled  oats  was  6  cents  and 
the  average  retail  price  was  15  cents. 
Today  the  farm  value  of  the  oats  in  the 
package  has  dropped  to  5  cents,  i>ut  the 
average  retail  price  has  jumped  to  18.5 
cents. 

The  farm  price  of  milk  and  the  retail 
price  of  dairy  products  follow  about  the 
same  pattern.  Since  1952  the  faim  price 
of  milk  has  dropped  20  points  while  re- 
tail prices  dropped  only  9  points.  Al- 
thoiigh  milk  used  for  manufacturing 
purposes  and  butterf  at  prices  were  sup- 
ported at  90  percent  of  parity  in  1953. 
the  farm  price  of  these  products  aver- 
aged 10  percent  lower  than  a  year  eariier 
while  retail  prices  were  down  only  1.7 
percent. 

Farm  prices  for  milk  and  butterf  at  in 
June  1954  were  10  percent  below  their 
1947-49  average  while  retail  prices  of 
dairy  products  were  3  percent  higher 
than  in  the  earlier  period. 

In  the  first  3  months  of  1951  the  re- 
tall  price  of  American  processed  cheese 
averaged  58  cents  a  pound.  The  farm 
value  of  the  milk  in  a  pound  of  cheese 
averaged  35  cents.  In  the  first  3  months 
of  1954  the  average  retail  price  of  Amer- 
ican processed  cheese  had  Increased  to 
59  cents  a  pound  while  the  farm  value 
of  the  milk  had  dropped  to  29  cents. 

Farmers  who  supply  milk  for  the  Chi- 
cago market  received  8  cents  a  quart  and 
farmers  who  supply  milk  for  the  New 
York  City  market  received  12  cents  a 
quart  in  June  1954  for  the  milk  for 
fluid  use  which  cost  city  housewives  25 
cents  a  quart  deUvered  to  their  doors. 

Prom  information  I  receive  from  dairy 
farmers  in  southern  Ohio  I  know  they 
are  receiving  6  cents  or  less  per  quart  for 
milk  on  the  farm. 

Out  of  each  dollar  spent  by  the  Ameri- 
can housewife  for  domestically  produced 
food,  56  cents  now  goes  for  processing, 
marketing,  and  transportation  charges. 
The  farmer  receives  44  cents.  Of  this 
44  cents  approximately  30  cents  goes  to 
purchase  tractors,  trucks,  plows,  gaso- 
line, fertilizer,  and  other  supplies  re- 
quired by  modem  farming. 

Thus,  the  farmer  and  his  family  have 
about  14  cents  out  of  each  consumer 
dollar  spent  for  domestically  produced 
food  for  their  work  and  their  investment. 
The  above  statements  are  quoted  from 
a  report  issued  by  the  House  Committee 
on  AgricvUture  entitled  "Farm  Prices  and 
the  Cost  of  Food."  This  report  is  a  re- 
view of  the  extent  to  which  recent  farm 
price  declines  have  and  have  not  been 
passed  on  to  urban  consumers. 

Consumers  and  producers  alike,  can- 
not understand  why  food  prices  have  not 
declined  during  the  past  year.  Con- 
sumers, as  well  as  farmers,  know  that 
farm  prices  of  agricultural  products  have 
generally  declined  substantially  during 
the  past  18  months.    Why  has  this  farm 


price  drop  noc  been  passed  on  to  the 
ultimate  consumer?  Can  it  be  that  the 
difference  has  been  absocbed  by  manu- 
facturers, processors,  packers,  and  dis- 
tributors of  agricultural  commoditleB? 

I  beUeve  we  may  assume  this  is  what 
has  actually  happened. 

In  order  to  compare  the  prices  received 
today  by  farmers;  that  is,  the  average 
prices  received  by  farmers  as  a  percent- 
age of  the  effective  parity  price  as  re- 
I>orted  by  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural 
Economics  USDA — as  compared  with 
prices  received  a  year  ago — I  find  that 
as  of  July  15,  1954,  farmers  received  for 
butterfat  in  cream  76  percent  of  parity 
as  compared  with  94  percent  a  year  ago; 
for  whole  milk  at  wholesale,  84  percent 
of  parity  as  compared  with  94  percent  a 
year  ago;  for  beef  cattle  75  percent  of 
parity  as  compared  with  81  percent  a 
year  ago;  for  beef  calves,  69  percent  of 
parity  as  compared  with  72  percent  a 
year  ago;  for  eggs,  75  percent  of  parity 
as  compared  with  102  percent  a  year  ago ; 
for  chickens.  75  percent  of  parity  as  com- 
pared with  86  percent  a  year  ago;  for 
turkeys,  76  percent  of  parity  as  com- 
pared with  85  percent  a  year  ago;  for 
hogs,  103  percent  of  parity  as  comctcired 
with  117  percent  a  year  ago;  for  wheat, 
80  percent  of  parity  as  compared  with 
77  percent  a  year  ago;  for  corn,  82  per- 
cent of  parity  as  compared  with  83  per- 
cent a  year  ago;  for  oats,  77  percent  of 
parity  as  compared  with  80  percent  a 
year  ago;  for  barley,  74  percent  of  parity 
as  compared  with  85  percent  a  year  ago. 
In  spite  of  this  drastic  reduction  in 
farm  prices  during  the  past  year  the  cost 
prices  of  many  commodities  farmers 
must  buy  have  either  increased  or  re- 
mained stationary.  Consequently,  the 
farm  business  continues  in  a  price 
squeeze  between  lower  prices  and  higher 
costs. 

In  view  of  this  bad  situation  it  Is  dif- 
ficult for  farmers  to  understand  why 
their  Secretary  of  Agriculture  should 
make  the  statement,  as  reported  by  the 
United  Press  on  March  10,  1954,  "that 
the  Nation  can  remain  prosperous  with 
the  farmer  receiving  a  gradually  declin- 
ing percentage  of  the  national  income." 
It  is  also  difficult  for  farmers  to  un- 
derstand why  there  has  been  such  a 
great  change  in  the  agricultural  policy 
of  the  present  administration  since  Sep- 
tember and  October  of  1952  and  the  pres- 
ent time.  During  September  and  Octo- 
ber of  1952  General  Eisenhower  led  the 
farmers  and  the  country  to  believe  that 
if  elected  he  would  pledge  his  support  in 
helping  farmers  to  receive  full  lOO  per- 
cent of  parity*  for  their  products,  with 
the  guaranty  in  the  price  supports  of  90 
percent  of  parity. 

His  statements  were  so  clear  and 
strong  on  this  issue  that  leading  Mid- 
western newspapers,  after  his  speech 
made  at  the  National  Plowing  Contest 
at  Kasson,  Minn.,  the  first  week  in  Sep- 
tember of  1952,  carried  front  page  head- 
lines in  big  t3T)e  showing  that  General 
Eisenhower  favored  100  percent  of  pari- 
ty. The  Indianapolis  News  of  Septem- 
ber 6, 1952,  carried  this  front  page  head- 
line: "Ike  Favors  More  Farm  Props  and 
100  Percent  Parity." 

The  Milwaukee  Journal  of  September 
6, 1952,  carried  this  headline;  "Ike  Prom- 


ises To  Work  for  100  Percent  Farm  Par- 
ity." The  Telegraph-Herald,  Dubuque, 
Iowa,  on  September  7,  1952,  carried  this 
headline:  "Ike's  Goal  100  Perce(nt  Farm 
Parity."  At  least  a  dozen  other  Mid- 
western newspai>ers  carried  similar 
headlines  after  General  Eisenhower's 
Kasson,  Minn.,  speech. 

What  has  caused  the  very  obvious 
change  in  the  administration's  attitude 
toward  agricultural  price  suppco'ts?  At 
Kasson,  Minn.,  and  at  BrookingSy  S.  Dak., 
President  Eisenhower  led  the  pubUc  to 
believe  he  strongly  favored  90  or  even 
100  percent  of  parity  for  farm  products. 
At  Brookings.  S.  Dak.,  on  October  4, 
General  Eisenhower  fully  confirmed  the 
assumption  gained  from  his  reference  to 
100  percent  of  parity  at  Kasson,  Minn., 
in  September.  At  Broolcings  on  October 
4  he  said : 

Quite  naturally,  In  a  great  regloa  such  as 
this  there  is  more  of  a  special  interest  In  ag- 
riculture than  there  la  in  some  of  our  other 
economic  forms  of  life.  I  have  In  a  number 
of  texts  during  this  campaign  tried  to  out- 
line the  specific  position  of  the  Rtpubllcan 
Party  and  my  own  personal  convictions  about 
agriculture.  At  Kasson  in  Minnesota  some 
weeks  back,  later  in  Omaha,  and  la  a  num- 
ber of  so-called  back-platform  speeches  I 
have  tried  to  make  my  position  dear.  The 
Republican  Party  la  pledged  to  the  sustsTln- 
ing  bf  the  90  percent  parity  prlco  support 
and  it  Is  pledged  even  more  thaq  that  to 
helping  the  farmer  obtain  his  full  parity. 
100  percent  parity,  with  the  guaranty  In  the 
price  supports  of  90. 

Wide  publicity  was  given  to  this  state- 
ment through  the  newspapers  and  over 
the  radio.  At  least  15  midwestem 
metropolitan  newspapers  headlined  it  on 
their  front  pages.  As  a  result  of  this 
strong  endorsement  of  farm  prJce  sup- 
ports at  90  percent  of  parity  farmers 
generally  supported  and  voted  for  Gen- 
eral Eisenhower  in  1952. 

However,  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
Ezra  Benson  a  few  days  after  his  ap- 
pointment as  Secretary  of  Agticulture 
and  several  weeks  before  he  actually 
took  office,  issued  statements  to  the 
newspapers  which  indicated  he  did  not 
favor  the  price  support  agricultural  pro- 
grams of  the  Democratic  administration 
and  advocated  permitting  farm  prices 
to  drop  to  whatever  level  farm  coonmodi- 
ties  would  bring  in  the  market  place. 
Immediately  cattle  prices  began  to  drop, 
also  the  prices  of  other  agricultural  com- 
modities soon  began  to  drift  low«r. 

Statement  after  statement  came  from 
the  publicity  staff  of  the  new  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  all  tending  to  indicate 
that  farm  prices  were  too  high.  This 
series  of  statements,  all  released  to  the 
metropolitan  newspapers,  seemed  to  be 
written  for  the  purpose  of  prejudicing 
and  inflaming  city  consumers  Of  farm 
products  against  farmers  and  against 
those  Members  of  Congress  who  were 
fighting  to  protect  the  interest  of 
farmers. 

It  was  an  unusual  situation  to  have 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  taie  one 
man  in  America  who  should  be  fight- 
ing for  farmers,  to  be  apparently  in 
the  position  of  telling  the  American 
housewife  that  the  reason  she  had  to  pay 
so  much  for  her  groceries  was  because 
farmers'  prices  were  too  high. 


Why  did  the  administration  change  its 
position  on  the  farm  price  support  ques- 
tion betweer.  the  time  of  General  Eisen- 
hower's Kas;wn.  Minn.,  speech  made  the 
first  week  in  September  1952.  and  his 
Brookings.  S.  Dak.,  speech  on  October  4, 
1952.  where  he  reiterated  "The  Repub- 
lican Party  is  pledged  to  the  sustaining 
of  the  90-percent  parity  price  support 
and  it  is  pledged  even  more  than  that 
to  helping  the  farmer  obtain  his  full 
parity,  100-percent  parity,  with  the  guar- 
anty in  the  price  support  of  90"? 

Secretary  Benson  apparently  forgot 
alxjut  this  piomise  when  he  ordered  this 
spring,  that  Ijeginning  April  1. 1954,  price 
supports  on  dairy  products  be  reduced 
to  75  percent  of  parity. 

It  appears  reasonable  to  assume  that 
one  of  the  reasons  for  the  change  in  f>o1- 
icy  of  the  administration  on  the  farm 
price-supfKirt  issue  refiects  the  thinking 
of  the  so-ctilled  Agricultural  Advisory 
Committees  appointed  by  the  new  ad- 
ministration 

One  of  the  first  acts  of  the  new  ad- 
ministration of  Mr.  Benson,  as  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture,  was  the  appoint- 
ment of  50  agricultural  advisory  com- 
mittees. It  was  publicized  through  the 
newspapers  that  these  agricultural  ad- 
visory committees,  whose  function  it  is 
to  review  national  agricultural  policies 
and  the  administration  of  farm  pro- 
grams and  to  make  recommendations 
to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  the 
betterment  of  such  policies  and  pro- 
grams, were  to  bring  a  New  Look  to  the 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

It  is  appropriate  to  take  a  good  look 
at  the  nam<s  and  business  connections 
of  some  of  the  individuals  who  make 
up  these  all  important  agricultural  ad- 
visory committees  under  the  present  ad- 
ministration. 

Of  the  5(1  committees  appointed  by 
the  present  administration.  28  were  es- 
tablished pursuant  to  title  III  of  the 
Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946. 
This  law  sp<?cifled  that  each  committee 
shall  consist  of  11  memtjers.  6  of  whom 
shall  be  representative  of  producers  or 
their  orgarizations— Public  Law  733. 
79th  Congrejs.  approved  August  14,  1946. 
The  complete  list  of  the  50  Agricul- 
tural Adviso-y  Committees  are  on  pages 
1488  to  15C4  inclusive  of  the  Senate 
hearings  before  the  subcommittee  on 
Appropriations  on  H.  R.  8779  making 
appropriations  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

The  dairy  business  is  a  very  important 
part  of  the  agricultural  economy  of  the 
sixth  district  of  Ohio,  so  I  was  particu- 
larly interes  :,ed  to  know  the  composition 
of  the  Dairy  Advisory  Committee,  which 
appears  on  page  1497  of  the  Senate  hear- 
ings. This  committee  was  appointed 
under  the  Eesearch  and  Marketing  Act 
of  1946  and  is  as  follows : 

Amie  Agnew,  105  East  Madison  Av- 
enue, Milton  Junction,  Wis. 

L.  F.  Friend.  Prairie  Farm  Creameries, 
43  East  Ohio  Street,  Chicago  11,  111. 

Dr.  E.  W.  Gaumnitz.  executive  secre- 
tary. National  Cheese  Institute.  Inc..  110 
North  Franilin  Street.  Chicago  6,  111. 

Ken  E.  Geyer.  general  manager,  Con- 
necticut Milk  Producers  Association.  990 
Wethersfleld  Avenue,  Hartford  6,  Comi. 


P.  L.  Haymes,  United  Milk  Products 
Co.,  2000  West  14th  Street,  Cleveland 
13,  Ohio. 

D.  K.  Howe,  president,  Fairmont  Foods 
Co.,  Omaha  8,  Nebr. 

Dr.  J.  C.  Knott,  director.  Institute  of 
Agricultural  Sciences.  State  College  of 
Washington.  Pullman,  Wash. 

Clarence  B.  Palmer,  Palmer  Farms, 
Ethlyn.  Mo. 

Dr.  T.  G.  Stitts.  H.  P.  Hood  &  Sons. 
Inc.,  500  Rutherford  Avenue,  Boston  29, 
Mass. 

Eugene  L.  Turner.  Post  Office  Box 
1161.  Annlston.  Ala. 

Russell  Waltz,  president.  Consolidated 
Dairy  Products  Co.,  635  Elliott  Avenue, 
West  Seattle  99.  Wash. 

The  Dairy  Advisory  Committee  of  11 
members — listed  above — counsels  and 
advises  the  USDA  on  questions  relating 
to  dairy  farmers.  It  is  their  function  to 
review  national  agricultural  policies  for 
dairy  farmers,  to  review  the  administra- 
tion of  farm  programs  for  dairy  farmers 
and  to  make  recommendations  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  the  better- 
ment of  such  programs. 

Farmers  well  know  that  Prairie  Farm 
Creameries,  of  Chicago;  the  National 
Cheese  Institute,  Inc.,  of  Chicago;  the 
United  Milk  Products  Co.,  of  Cleveland, 
Ohio;  Fairmont  Foods  Co.,  of  Omaha, 
Nebr.;  H.  P.  Hood  &  Sons.  Inc..  of  Boston, 
Mass.;  and  the  Consolidated  Dairy  Prod- 
ucts Co.,  of  Seattle,  Wash.,  all  members 
of  the  above  Dairy  Advisory  Committee 
and  all  engaged  in  the  business  of  buy- 
ing milk,  are  not  too  much  concerned 
about  farmers  receiving  a  just  and  equit- 
able price  for  milk  on  the  farm. 
Furthermore,  it  Is  very  obvious  to  dairy 
farmers  that  these  companies,  whose 
representatives  and  employees  hold 
membership  on  the  USDA  Dairy  Ad- 
visory Committee,  will  be  able  to  return 
to  their  stockholders  greater  profits  If 
they  can  buy  the  farmers  milk  at  a  low 

price. 

Dairy  farmers  are  troubled  and  deeply 
concerned  about  the  policy  of  the  present 
administration  In  looking  to  so  many 
buyers  of  milk  for  counsel  and  advice  on 
the  Department  of  Agriculture's  dairy 
program. 

I  am  also  deeply  concerned  about  what 
is  happening  to  our  Ohio  wheat,  corn, 
tobacco  and  livestock  farmers,  all  of 
whom  are  suffering  from  lower  prices 
and  many  of  whom  are  faced  with  un- 
reasonable and  unworkable  acreage  al- 
lotments on  wheat,  corn  and  tobacco,  so 
I  decided  to  take  a  look  at  the  business 
connections  of  the  names  listed  on  the 
other  Agricultural  Advisory  Committees. 

I  found  that  the  Wheat  Advisory 
Committee  to  advise  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  on  matters  relating  to  the 
wheat  Industry  is  headed  by  H.  E.  San- 
ford,  Continental  Grain  Co.;  followed 
by  the  names  of  William  F.  Brooks.  Na- 
tional Grain  Trade  Council;  Frank  A. 
Theis.  Simonds-Shields-Theis  Grain  Co.; 
and  James  H.  Dean.  Farmers  Coopera- 
tive Commission  Co. 

The  Corn  Advisory  Committee  of  8 
members  has  4  Industry  representa- 
tives—William T.  Brady.  Corn  Products 
Refining  Co.;  Fred  Maywald.  Farmers 
Grain    Dealers    Association;     Sylvester 


Meyers.  Chicago  Board  of  Trade;  and 
Robert  C.  Woodworth,  Cargill,  Inc. 

The  Tobacco  Advisory  Committee  of 
11  members  includes  the  names  of  Rob- 
ert C.  Austin,  vice  president,  the  Austin 
Co..  Inc..  Greeneville,  Tenn. ;  P.  R. 
Darkis.  Liggett  &  Myers  Tobacco  Co., 
Durham.  N.  C;  WilUam  S.  Fuller,  presi- 
dent. Griffin-Fuller  Tobacco  Co.,  East 
Windsor  Hill,  Conn.;  Charles  E.  Gage, 
American  Tobacco  Co. ;  Charles  H.  Horn, 
vice  president,  Federal  Cigar  Co.,  Red 
Lion.  Pa.  Here  again  we  find  that  5 
members  of  an  11 -man  committee  are 
industry  representatives  while  a  sixth 
member,  F.  S.  Chance,  is  from  the  Uni- 
versity of  Tennessee. 

The  Livestock  Advisory  Committee 
consists  of : 

Charles  Bauer,  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Retail  Meat  and  Pood  Dealers, 
Inc.,  4371  West  Eighth  Street,  Cincinnati 
5,  Ohio. 

Prank  S.  Boice.  Empire  Ranch,  Sonoi- 
ta.  Ariz. 

G.  E.  Chambers,  president.  Valley 
Packing  Co.,  Salem,  Oreg. 

Harry  B.  Coffee,  president.  Union 
Stock  Yards  Co.  of  Omaha,  Omaha  7, 
Nebr. 

Joe  B.  Finley,  Callaghan  Ranch.  Enci- 
nal.  Tex. 
Eugene  P.  Forrestel,  Akron,  N.  Y. 
Wesley  Hardenbergh,  president,  Amer- 
ican Meat  Institute,  59  East  Van  Buren 
Street.  Chicago,  111. 

Dr.  George  H.  Hart,  College  of  Agricul- 
ture, University  of  California,  Davis, 
Calif. 

J.  E.  Wells,  Jr.,  executive  vice  presi- 
dent, Farmers  Union  Livestock  Associa- 
tion. South  St.  Paul.  Minn. 

P.  E.  Williams.  Crescent  Valley  Ranch, 
Box  126.  Davenport.  Fla. 
G.  N.  Winder.  Craig,  Colo. 
Here  again  a  majority  of  6  of  the  11- 
man  committee  appear  to  represent  in- 
dustry. 

The  Fertilizer  Industry  Advisory  Com- 
mittee of  29  has  on  it  the  names  of  25 
men  representing  the  fertilizer  Industry 
and  only  4  names  representing  farmers. 
The  Feed  and  Forage  Advisory  Com- 
mittee of  11  members  established  under 
the  Research  and  Marketing  AcW  has 
only  2  names  of  farmers.  Seven  of  the 
other  9  names  represent  industry.  Two 
members  are  from  colleges  of  agricul- 
ture.   The  list  is  as  follows: 

Dr.  H.  R.  Albrecht,  Pennsylvania  State 
College.  State  College,  Pa. 

H.  M.  Blackhurst,  Utah  Poultr;-  & 
Farmers  Cooperative,  Salt  Lake  -City, 
Utah. 

L.  E.  Bopst.  Association  of  American 
Feed  Control  Officials,  College  Park,  Md. 
Elwood  L.  Chase.  Cooperative  G.  L.  P. 
Exchange,  Inc.,  Buffalo,  N.  Y. 

E.  G.  Cherbonnier.  3615  OUve  Street. 
St.  Louis.  Mo. 

Robert  G.  Jeffrey,  Childress-Jeffrey, 
Wagoner,  Okla. 

Fred  J.  Ludwig,  Farmers  Trading  Co., 
Laurens.  Iowa. 

W.  Hugh  McGee.  Starr,  S.  C. 
Harold  L.  Peet.  Pike.  N.  Y. 
Dr.  Paul  H.  PhilUps,  University  of  Wis- 
consin, Madison,  Wis. 

R.  C.  Woodworth.  vice  president.  Car- 
gill,  Inc«  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
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Tbe  Grain  Adviamr  Committee  0(m- 
8l5t8  of  11  members  and  from  the  names 
ftnd  addresses  of  the  membns  of  this 
committee  it  appears  that  8  members 
represent  organisations  interested  in  the 
buying  and  selling  of  grain,  while  only 
3  membov  are  primarily  farmers.  The 
list  follows: 

Herbert  W.  Clutter.  Holcomb.  Kans. 

Henry  C.  Oox.  vice  president.  Com 
Products  Refining  Co.,  Argo,  m. 

Gordon  Day,  Onida.  S.  Dak. 

Lewis  O.  Graeves.  president,  Charles 
Schneider  BaMng  Co..  Washington.  D.  C. 

M.  D.  Guild,  Indiana  Grain  Coopera- 
tive, 505  Farm  Bureau  Building,  Indian- 
apolis. Ind. 

Roy  F.  Hendri<±son.  National  Federa- 
tion of  Grain  Cooperatives,  723  Kass 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  Edgar  Leafdale.  116  Fraser  Drive, 
East,  Mesa,  Ariz. 

Ralph  B.  McEwen.  Athena.  Greg. 

Dcm  A.  Stevens,  vice  presidmt.  Gen- 
eral Mills.  Inc.,  400  Second  Avenue  South. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

Frank  A.  Theis,  president,  Simonds- 
Shiels-Theis  Grain  Co..  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

John  B.  Wilson.  Jr.,  875  West  Wooster 
Street.  Bowling  Green.  Ohio. 

Time  will  not  permit  me  to  name  all 
of  the  numerous  Industry  members  of 
the  other  agricultural  advisory  cmnmit- 
tees,  but  the  American  Meat  Institute, 
an  organisation  of  packers  has  repre^ 
sentatives  on  three  advisory  committees. 
Cargill.  Inc.,  on  two  committees.  General 
Mills,  Inc.,  H.  P.  Hood  &  Sons  of  Boston, 
Mass.,  with  representatives  on  three  com- 
mittees. Foods.'  Inc.  New  York  City; 
Safeway  Stores,  Inc.;  Fairmont  Foods 
Co.,  Omaha,  NelH:.;  Armour  &  Co.,  Chi- 
cago, and  the  Amorican  Bankers  Asso- 
ciation on  two  committees.  The  Pru- 
dential Insurance  Co.  of  America;  the 
Equitable  Life  Assurance  Society;  the 
Bank  of  America;  the  Metropolitan  Life 
Insurance  Co.;  the  Chicago  Board  of 
Trade;  Rath  Packing  Co.;  SeatUe  Pack- 
ing Co.;  Heinz's  Riverside  Abattoir.  Inc.; 
Ixmg  &  Hansen  Commission  Co.;  Funk 
Bros.  Seed  Co.;  Continental  Grain  Co.; 
American  Stockyard  Association;  Na- 
tional Livestock  Exchange;  Exporter's 
&  Trader's  Compressing  and  Warehous- 
ing Co.;  California  Cotton  Oil  Corp.; 
Pen  Fruit  Co..  Inc.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.; 
General  Foods  Corp.;  Quick  Frozen 
Foods.  Inc.;  American  Cotton  Manufac- 
turers Institute;  Stop  and  Shop,  Inc., 
Boston,  Mass.;  General  Mills.  Inc.;  Der- 
by Foods,  Inc..  Chicago,  HI.;  to  name 
only  a  few  of  the  many  industries  repre- 
sented on  the  various  agricultural  ad- 
visory committees. 

To  a  farmer  like  me  this  reads  like  the 
Who's  Who  in  American  agricultural, 
manufactxu-ing,  processing,  packing,  and 
financing.  These  are  representatives  of 
the  industries  that  for  generations  have 
endeavored  to  buy  the  farmers'  prod- 
ucts at  the  lowest  possible  price  in  order 
to  guarantee  to  themselves  the  greatest 
margins  of  profit.  The  cheaper  they  can 
buy  from  the  farmers  the  products  of 
his  farm,  that  he  must  sell,  the  easier 
it  is  for  these  manufacturers,  processors, 
packers,  and  distributors  to  return 
profits  to  their  stockholders. 

Under  the  present  administration  of 
the  United  States  Department  of  Agri- 


culture, representatives  oi  these  and 
many  other  business  interests  are  now 
serving  on  the  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture's  .  Agricultural  Advisory 
Committees  whose  function  it  is  to  re- 
Tiew  national  agricultural  policies  and 
the  administration  of  farm  programs 
and  make  recommendations  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  for  the  betterment 
of  national  agricultural  policies  and  the 
administration  of  farm  programs. 

With  such  a  setup  of  advisory  com- 
mittees in  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, is  it  any  wonder  that  Secretary 
Benson  has  repudiated  President  Elsen- 
hower's promise  "to  help  the  farmer  ob- 
tain his  full  parity,  100  percent  parity, 
with  the  guaranty  in  the  price  supports 
of  90." 

Is  it  any  wonder  that  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  has  carried  on,  through  the 
press  and  radio  and  on  television  and  by 
public  addresses  throughout  the  Nation, 
his  campaign  for  75  percent  of  parity 
for  farm  products? 

As  I  mentioned  at  the  outset,  studies 
made  by  the  bl-rartisan  House  com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  show  that  Con- 
sumers have  not  benefited  by  the  severe 
drop  in  farm  prices.  On  the  other  hand, 
in  many  instances  as  farm  prices  have 
dropped,  the  price  the  American  house- 
wife has  had  to  pay  has  increased.  Who 
has  profited  most  by  this  increase  be- 
tween cost  and  selling  prices  of  ftinn 
commodities?  To  me  the  answer  is  crys- 
tal clear.  It  is  the  manufacturers,  proc- 
essors, packers,  and  distributors  of  farm 
commodities.  These  are  the  perBons 
who  benefit  most  from  low  farm  prices 
and  they  are  now  the  principal  advisers 
who  review  national  agricultural  poli- 
cies and  the  administration  of  farm  pro- 
grams and  make  recommendations  to 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  the  bet- 
terment of  such  p>ollcies  and  programs. 

I  fear  they  are  the  persons  who  bave 
forced  Secretary  Benson  to  repudiate 
President  Eisenhower's  promise  at 
Brookings.  S.  Dak.,  on  October  4.  1952. 
that— 

The  Republican  Party  Is  pledged  to  the 
sustaining  of  the  90-percent  parity  price  sup- 
port and  it  Is  pledged  even  more  than  that 
to  helping  the  farmer  obtain  his  full  parity. 
100  parity,  with  the  guaranty  in  the  price 
supports  of  90.  ( General  Elsenhower.  Becwk- 
Ings.  S.  Dak.,  October  4,  1952.)  j 

I  am  not  opposed  to  the  policy  of  nam- 
ing advisory  committees  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture.  They  are  a  good 
thing  and  could  be  very  helpful.  Why 
not  place  more  bona  fide  farmers  on 
those  committees?  Why  not  place  re- 
sponsible leaders  of  all  farm  organiza- 
tions on  key  agricultural  committees? 

The  master  of  the  National  Grange. 
Mr.  Herschel  D.  Newsom.  and  the  presi- 
dent of  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Fed- 
eration. Mr.  Allen  B.  Kline,  are  listed  as 
members  of  the  International  Wheat 
Agreement  Advisory  Committee  and  of 
the  Advisory  Committee  on  Foreign  Ag- 
ricultural Trade  and  Technical  Assist- 
ance. 

Mr.  James  G.  Patten,  president  of  the 
National  Farmers  Union,  is  not  a  mem- 
ber of  any  1  of  the  50  agricultural  ad- 
visory committees  appointed  to  advise 
Secretary  Benson. 


The  National  Farmers  Union  is  1  of 
the  3  largest  farm  organizations  in 
America.  For  many  years  the  national 
Farmers  Union  has  been  fighting  to  pro- 
tect and  defend  the  best  interests  of  the 
small  family-size  farmers.  The  Kational 
Farmers  Union  has  large  and  influential 
membership  in  most  Midwestern  States. 
In  spite  of  this  the  present  administra- 
tion evidently  does  not  recognice  them 
as  of  sufficient  imiwrtance  to  agrictd- 
ture  to  warrant  the  appointment  of  their 
president,  Mr.  James  O.  Patton  to  a  sin- 
gle 1  of  the  50  agricultural  advisory  com- 
mittees. 

This  seemed  to  me  to  be  a  glaring  over- 
sight and  hard  to  believe,  so  I  telephoned 
the  oflBce  of  Mr.  Patton  to  verify  the  sit- 
uation. I  was  advised  by  one  of  his 
assistants.  Mr.  John  Baker,  that  my  as- 
sumption that  Mr.  Patton.  president  of 
the  National  Farmers  Union,  has  not 
been  asked  to  serve  on  any  agricultural 
advisory  committee,  is  correct. 

I  was  further  advised  by  Mr.  Baker 
that  no  resF>onsible  representative  of  the 
National  Farmers  Union  is  serving  on 
any  of  the  agricultural  advisory  com- 
mittees. 

In  view  of  this  situation.  I  cannot  help 
asking  this  question.  Are  Armour  ft  Co.; 
the  Safeway  Stores,  Inc.;  the  Bank  of 
America;  the  American  Meat  Institute;  ^ 
the  Association  of  American  Railroads; 
the  First  National  Bank  of  Boston;  the 
National  Grain  Trade  Council;  the  Ter- 
minal Elevator  Grain  Merchants  Asso- 
ciation, or  the  Chicago  Board  of  Trade — 
all  listed  on  one  or  more  advisory  com- 
mittees— better  able  to  advise  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  on  farm  pro- 
grams and  policies  than  the  president  of 
the  National  Farmers  Union,  a  bona  fide 
farmers  organization  whose  membership 
is  comp>osed  wholly  of  farmers  and  their 
families?  I  believe  the  answer  is  obvious 
and  clear  to  anyone  who  knows  the  farm- 
ing business. 

"Elect  a  Republican  Congress  to  sup- 
port President  Eisenhower  and  his  bold, 
dynamic  New  Look  program."  is  a  slogan 
we  are  hearing  much  these  days.  To 
farmers,  the  bold,  dynamic  New  Look 
program — of  the  present  administration 
as  it  relates  to  agricultxure.  must  natu- 
rally raise  some  searching  and  disturbing 
questions  in  the  minds  of  farmers.  The 
program  outlined  by  General  Eisenhower 
at  Kasson,  Minn.,  and  Brookings.  S.  Dak., 
in  1952  sounded  mighty  good  to  farmers. 
One  hundred  percent  of  parity  has  been 
the  objective  for  which  farmers  have 
striven  and  worked  and  planned  and 
hoped  for,  for  many,  many  years.  Real- 
izing the  impossibility  of  attaining  full 
100  percent  of  parity,  farmers  generally 
have  accepted  90  percent  of  parity  as  a 
reasonable  compromise  for  price  sup- 
ports on  the  so-called  basic  farm  com- 
modities. They  thought  the  new  admin- 
istration meant  what  it  said  When  its 
standard  bearer  and  leader  said: 

The  Republican  Party  Is  pledged  to  the 
sustaining  of  the  BO  percent  parity  price  sup- 
port and  it  is  pledged  even  more  than  that 
to  helping  the  farmer  obtain  his  fiill  parity. 
100  percent  parity,  with  the  guaranty  In 
the  price  supports  of  90. 

Secretary  of  Agriculture  Benson's 
nationwide  campaign  for  75  percent  of 
parity  naturally  causes  farmers  to  ques- 
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tlon  what  the  future  holds  for  them 
under  his  leadership.  They  are  dis- 
turbed and  troubled  concerning  what 
may  happen  to  them  should  the  new 
Congress  be  completely  under  the  domi- 
nation and  control  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  and  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government.  They  have  learned 
through  the  press  and  over  the  radio 
that  from  4  to  7  or  8  millions  of  dollars 
will  be  spent  to  elect  a  Republican  Con- 
gress this  fall  and  they  are  fearful  of 
what  may  happen  to  them  should  this 
campaign  succeed. 

Farmers  know  well  the  implications 
of  the  old  adage,  "That  he  who  pays  the 
fiddler  also  calLs  the  tune."  Farmers 
know  that  business  interests  who  con- 
tribute lavishly  to  political  campaigns,  do 
so  only  because  they  think  that  by  so 
doing  they  may  get  their  money  back, 
with  interest,  through  the  actions  of 
those  whom  they  support  for  public 
office. 

The  Saturday  Evening  Post  of  May  22. 
1954 — page  32 — headlined  an  article 
"The  Winner  Takes  Congress"  which 
stated: 

The  Republicans  have  a  S3 .800,000  war 
chest  to  start  with,  will  probably  spend  twice 
that   much   by   November. 

Farmers  are  fearful  that  these  huge 
campaign  funds  now  being  spent  for 
newspaper  advertising  and  radio  and 
television  time  m£iy  be  recouped  through 

lower  farm  prices  to  farmers  and  higher 
profits  for  manufacturers,  processors, 
packers,  distributors,  and  the  other  vari- 
ous and  sundry  middlemen  with  whose 
manipulations  they  have  long  had  to 
contend. 

Farmers  know  that  low  farm  prices 
do  not  necessarily  mean  low  food  prices 
for  consumers.  They  know  that  after 
Secretary  Benson  reduced  dairy  farm 
price  supports  to  75  percent  of  parity  last 
April  1  there  was  no  appreciable  drop 
in  the  price  of  milk  or  other  dairy  prod- 
ucts to  consumers. 

Farmers  know  that  when  cattle  prices 
dropped  to  a  ruinously  low  level  for  cat- 
tle feeders  some  months  ago  there  was  no 
substantial  drop  in  the  price  of  steak  and 
most  other  beef  products. 

They  also  know  lower  wheat  prices 
have  not  resulted  in  lower  bread  prices 
or  lower  prices  for  cereal  products  made 
from  wheat. 

Farmers  know  that  the  lower  farm 
prices  have  only  resulted  in  a  greater 
spread  between  producer  and  ultimate 
consumer  with  rfsulting  larger  profits 
for  the  benefit  of  the  middlemen. 

Heretofore,  farmers  have  had  great 
faith  and  an  abiding  confidence  in  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture 
as  their  champion  and  defender  and  as 
the  responsible  arm  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment charged  with  the  duty  of  pro- 
tecting and  furthering  their  interests. 
Now.  they  are  confused,  disheartened, 
and  dismayed  to  find  that  their  interests 
are  apparently  being  submerged  under 
a  campaign  for  lower  farm  prices  and 
more  rigid  and  far-reaching  Govern- 
ment controls  over  their  farming  busi- 
ness. 


They  remember  that  at  Omaha,  Nebr, 
on  September  18,  1952.  General  Eisen- 
hower said: 

The  ReptibUcan  Party  wm  provide  farmers 
with  economic  protection  without  putting 
them  in  Fedtt-al  chains. 

But  farmers  know  also,  that  while  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  Benson  says  that  he 
longs  to  free  farmers  from  Federal  reg- 
imentation, "he  is  quietly  readying  new 
and  tougher  restraints  for  much  of  Uie 
nwal  populace."  as  was  reported  in  the 
Wall  Street  Journal  of  April  8.  1954. 

Can  it  be  that  these  new  and  tougher 
restraints  that  were  reported  by  the  Wall 
Street  Journal  last  April  are  the  result 
of  the  recommendations  and  advice  Sec- 
retary Benson  has  received  from  the  ad- 
visory committees  the  Republican  ad- 
ministration as  apiMinted  to  review  na- 
tional agriciiltural  policies  and  make 
recommendations  concerning  the  admin- 
istration of  farm  programs? 

Farmers  and  all  others  who  are  con- 
cerned with  a  strong  and  prosperous 
farm  economy  must  watch  closely  this 
question  of  national  agricultural  poli- 
cies. Is  the  farm  program  to  continue  to 
be  operated  for  and  by  farmers  for  the 
best  interest  of  farmers  and  with  sympa- 
thetic understanding  and  cooperation  by 
the  United  States  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, or  is  it  to  be  dominated  and  con- 
trolled by  those  mterests  which  reap  the 
greatest  profits  when  farm  prices  are 
lowest? 

Farmers  are  of  necessity  practical  and 
thrifty  mdividuaLs.  Farmers  know  the 
value  of  money  for  they  have  to  work  so 
hard  to  make  a  dollar.  They  are  skepti- 
cal of  the  vast  sums  of  money  being 
spent  by  the  Republican  Party  to  influ- 
ence the  election  this  year.  They  are 
curious  concerning  the  source  of  this 
money  and  the  motives  back  of  it. 

Farmers  know  that  newspaper  adver- 
tising, and  radio  advertising,  and  tele- 
vision broadcasts  cost  big  money,  and 
they  know  that  somebody  is  paying  the 
bill.  Naturally  they  are  questioning  as 
to  who  is  furnishing  this  money  and 
why  and  what  is  back  of  all  the  propa- 
ganda being  published  and  broadcasted. 

May  I  conclude  by  suggesting  15  good 
reasons  why  farmers,  this  fall,  will  stop, 
look,  and  listen,  and  why  they  will  be 
very  cautious  when  asked  to  vote  for 
RepubUcan  candidates  for  Congress?  It 
is  reasonable  to  believe  that  when  elec- 
tion day  rolls  around  farmers  will  not 
forget  that  the  Democratic  Party,  found- 
ed by  Thomas  Jefferson,  a  Virginia 
farmer,  is  still  the  last  best  hope,  the 
truest  friend,  and  the  strongest  advo- 
cate of  a  prosperous  agriculture  in  the 
United  States. 

The  15  reasons  I  wish  to  suggest  as 
the  basis  for  farmer  support  and  votes 
for  Democratic  pohcies  and  perform- 
ance are: 

First.  Farmers  will  remember  that  It 
w^as  the  Democratic  Party  that  came  to 
their  rescue  during  the  agricultural  de- 
pression of  the  early  thirties. 

Second.  Farmers  will  remember  that 
the  Democratic  Party  sponsored  and  en- 
acted into  law  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act  of  1933. 

Third.  Farmers  win  remember  it  was 
the  Democratic  Party  that  sponsored  and 


enacted    the    legislation    guaranteeing 
their  bank  deposits. 

Fourth.  Fumers  will  remonber  that 
the  Democratic  Party  brou^t  them 
farm  electricity  by  establishing  the  Ru- 
ral Electrification  Administration. 

Fifth.  Farmers  will  remember  that  the 
Democratic  Party  created  and  sponsored 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and 
its  program  of  commodity  loans  for 
farmers; 

Sixth.  Farmers  will  remember  it  was 
the  Democratic  Party  that  put  in  opera- 
tion the  farmers'  price-support  pro- 
gram; 

Seventh.  Farmers  will  remember  the 
Democratic  Party  established  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service;  and 

Eighth.  The  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation ; 

Ninth.  The  agricultiu-al  conservation 
program ; 

Tenth.  The  Bankhead-Jones  Farm 
Tenant  Act  of  October  1937 — ^now  knowa 
as  the  Farmers'  Home  Administration; 

Eleventh.  The  Emergency  Farm  Mort- 
gage Act  of  1933; 

Twelfth.  The  Farm  Credit  Act  of 
1933: 

Thirteenth.  The  Federal  Farm  Mort- 
gage Corporation  Act  of  1984; 

Fourteenth.  The  Farm  Credit  Acts  of 
1935  and  1937;  and 

Fifteenth.  The  Rural  Telephone  Act  of 
1949. 

Furthermore,  farmers  will  remember, 
that  in  all  the  history  of  the  United 
states,  no  other  political  party  has  spon- 
sored and  enacted  so  much  beneficial  and 
imiwrtant  agriciiltural  legislation  as  was 
passed  by  the  Democratic  administra- 
tions of  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  and  Harry 
S.  Truman. 

Farmers  wiU  not  forget  aU  this  wiaea 
they  cast  their  votes  next  November. 

Mr.  POLK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks  and  include  additional  matter. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 


UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION 
PROGRAM 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  I^>eaker. 
I  move  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  desk 
the  bUl  (H.  R.  9709)  to  extend  and  im- 
prove the  unemployment  compmsation 
program,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  UUe  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  4.  strike  out  "1954"  and  insert 
"1955." 

Page  1.  llQes  4  and  5,  strike  out  "section 
1607  (a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code"  and 
Insert  "section  3306  (a)  of  tbe  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954." 

Page  1,  Une  6.  strike  out  "four"  and  insert 
"4." 

Page  1,  lines  8  and  9,  strike  out  "section* 
1602  (a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code"  and 
insert  "section  3303  (a)  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code  of  1954.** 

Page  2,  lines  3  and  4.  strike  out  "three- 
year"  and  Insert  "3-year." 

Page  2,  line  8.  strike  out  "one"  and  insert 


^    ! 


«i 
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Ptgc  a,  strike  out  Unas  10  to  19,  Inclusive, 
and  Insert: 

"fitec.  8.  Bffectlve  wltn  respect  to  tbe  tax- 
able year  1B55  and  succeeding  taxable  years, 
section  6163  (a)  (3)  of  tbe  Internal  Revenue 
CXxie  of  1954  1b  hereby  repealed." 

Page  8.  line  20.  after  "Ciode"  Insert  "of 
1939." 

Page  4.  line  19.  strike  out  "or." 

Page  S.  line  2,  strike  out  "States."  and  In- 
sert "States;  or 

"'(18)  by  an  offlcer  or  a  member  of  the 
crew  on  or  In  connection  with  an  American 
vessel  (A)  owned  by  or  bareboat  cbartered 
to  the  United  States  and  (B)  whose  business 
Is  conducted  by  a  general  agent  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  Coaaaact,  If  contributions  on  ac- 
count Of  such  service  are  required  to  be 
made  to  an  unemployment  fund  \inder  a 
State  unemployment  compensation  law  pur- 
suant to  section  1006  (g)  of  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  of  1989  at  section  3305  (g)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954'." 

Page  16.  line  18.  after  "Code"  Insert  "of 
1939." 

Page  16,  after  line  20,  Insert: 

"(c)  Effective  with  respect  to  services  per- 
formed after  December  31,  1954,  section  3305 
(e)  and  section  3306  (1)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  are  hereby  repealed." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, reserving  the  right  to  object — and  I 
shall  not  object — do  I  understand  that 
this  postpones  the  action  we  took  on  un- 
employment compensation? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    One  year. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Is  there 
any  particular  reason  why  it  should  be 
postponed? 

lix.  REED  of  New  York.  The  em- 
ployers have  to  have  an  opportunity  to 
adjust. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Will  it  be 
necessary  for  the  respective  legislatures 
to  amend  their  State  laws? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Some  of  them 
will  have  to  do  that. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  In  the  Record,  or  to 
revise  and  extend  remarks,  was  granted 
to: 

Mr.  McGregor  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Betts)  . 

Mr.  BsAMEK  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Bray)  . 

Mr.  Long. 

Mr.  Lane  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude additional  matter. 

Mr.  Hagen  of  California  in  three  in- 
stances and  to  include  additional  matter. 

Mr.  Philbin  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  additional  matter. 

Mr.  O'Hara  of  Illinois  in  14  instances 
and  to  include  related  matter. 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  and  to 
include  a  citation  presented  to  General 
Kkarnkt,  ranking  Republican  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs. 

Mr.  WoLVEHTON  and  to  include  extra- 
neous matter. 


Mr.  Hill  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Arends)  in  two  instances  and  to  include 
additional  matter. 

B£r.  Whttteh  and  to  extend  hit  re- 
mttrks  in  connection  with  the  farm  bill. 

Mr.  BuROiCK  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Polk  in  two  instances  and  to  in- 
clude additional  matter. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE        ' 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Speaker.  1  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Ke.\rney1  to  be  ex- 
cused for  the  balance  of  the  session,  on 
account  of  illness. 

•nie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Nicholson).  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  .gentleman  from  North 
Dakota?        \ 

There  was  no  objection. 


SENATE  BILL  REFERRED 

A  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
title  was  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table 
and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as  follows : 

S.  3428.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Federal 
Government  to  guard  strategic  defense  Ta- 
cllitles  against  Individuals  believed  to  be 
disposed  to  *  commit  acts  of  sabotage. 
espionage,  or  other  subversion;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  A  JOINT 
RESOLUTION  SIGNED 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  bills  and  a  joint  resohition 
of  the  House  of  the  following  titles,  which 
were  thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  697.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Deme- 
trlos  Christos  Mataraggiotis.  and  Zoi  Deme- 
tre  Mataraggiotis.  bis  wife,  and  Clirlstoe 
Mataraggiotis  and  Constantinos  Matarag- 
giotis, their  minor  sons; 

H.  R.  717.  An  act  lor  the  relief  of  Hen- 
rlette  Matter: 

H.  R.  822.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Olusepplna  Giaccone; 

H.  R.  832.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katharine 
Balsamo; 

H.  R.  834.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
J.  Boucher; 

H.  R.  839.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Mary  Gertrude  (Mary  Gertrude  Kelly); 

H.  R.  877.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nasser 
Esphahanian; 

H.  R.  1622.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Agustln 
Mondreal; 

H.  R.  1627.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Johann 
Groben; 

H.  R.  1904.  An  act'  for  the  relief  of  Patricia 
A.  Pembroke; 

H.  R.  1975.  An  act  to  amend  section  2201 
Of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  to  eoctend 
the  Federal  Declaratory  Judgments  Act  to 
the  Territory  of  Alaska; 

H.  R.  2061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Segine 
du  Planty; 

H.  R.  2154.  An  act  authorizing  the  issuance 
of  a  patent  in  fee  to  Leona  Hungry; 

H.  R.  2393.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Brother 
Eugene  Cumerlato; 

H.  R.  2480.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Char- 
lotte Mau-garlta  Schmidt; 

H.  R.  2483.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Olaco- 
mo  Bartolo  Vanadia; 

H.  R.  25dO.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Btan- 
Islaw  Majzner  (aUas  Stanley  Malsner); 

H.  R.  2794.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs 
Claire  Oodreau  Dalgle; 

H.  R.  3024.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sergio 
Emerlc; 


H.  R.  3388.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louie 
Ella  Attaway; 

H.  R.  3447.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Paccione  Pica; 

H.  R.  3507.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  MaJ. 
Ellas  M.  Tsougranls; 

H.  R.  3520.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Erna  Rosita  Pont  (formerly  Erna  Rosita 
Michel); 

H.  R.  3566.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Plmen 
Maximovich  Sofronov; 

H.  R.  3665.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marko 
Rlblc; 

H.  R.  3750.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Inge 
Beckmann; 

H.  R.  3869.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gilbert 
Elkanah  Richards,  Adelaide  Gertrude  Rich- 
ards, and  Anthony  Gilbert  Richards; 

H.  R.  3874.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roberto 
Johnson; 

■H.  R.  4015.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Josef, 
Paula,  and  Kurt  Prledberg; 

H.  R.  4054.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jorge 
Sole  Massana  and  Montserrat  Thomasa- 
Sanchez  Massana; 

H.  R.  4426.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andrea 
Paulette  Quarehomme  and  her  child; 

H  R.  4427.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Helena  Plasecka; 

H.  R.  4437.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louise 
Rank; 

H.  R.  4522.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Petrua 
Van  Keer; 

H.  R.  4815.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alex- 
ander Petsche; 

H.  R  4908.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pletro 
Petralia; 

H.  R.  4969  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Baslllos 
Xarhoulacos; 

H.  r.  5119.  An  act  for  the  relief  «f  Augusta 
Oppacher  Bialek; 

H.  R.  5194.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pauline 
Katzmann; 

H.  R.  5319.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry 
(also  known  as  Heinrich)  Schor.  $ally  (also 
known  a.s  Sail )  Schor.  and  Gita  (also  known 
as  Gitta  Aviva)  Schor: 

H  R.  5344.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bob  Kan 
and  Fourere  Kan; 

H.  R.  5459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Takeko 
Ishiki: 

H.  R  5553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Lu 
Jen-lung; 

H.  R.  5718.  An  act  to  limit  the  period 
for  collection  by  the  United  States  of  com- 
pensation received  by  officers  and  employees 
in  violation  of  the  dual  compensation  laws; 

H.  R.  5749.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Teresa  Lubiato: 

H.  R  6266.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Prank 
Robert  Gage; 

H.  R.  6355.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  E3ena 
Scarpettl  Savelli; 

H.  R.  6442.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tamlko 
Fuilwara; 

H.  R.  6492. 
Navarro; 

H.  R.  6498.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elfriede 
Lina  Avitable.  nee  Roser; 

H  R  6672.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  tem- 
porary increase  in  the  public  debt  Umlt; 

H  R  6752  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Maria  Gluseppa  De  Lisa  Quagllano; 

H  R  6762.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Irmgard  (Chrapko)  Broughman; 

H.  R.  6858.  An  act  lor  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Efthemla  Soteralls; 

H.  R.  7031.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
George  A.  Meffan; 

H.  R.  7033.   An    act 
Anna  J.  Welgle; 

H.  R.  7151.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mazal 

Kolman; 

H.  R. 7217 
Vergata; 

H.  R  7229.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance to  T.  M.  Pratt  and  Annita  C.  Pratt  of 
certain  real  property  In  Steven*  County, 
Wash.; 

H  R.  7581.  An  act  for  the  relief  o(f  Gaetano 
Conti; 


An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rodolfo 


for   the   relietf   of   Mrs, 


An  act  for  the  relief  of  Astor 
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H.  R.  7734.  An  act  to  amend  wctlon  47  of 
the  National  Defense  Act  conoemlng  the  re- 
quirement for  bond  covering  certain  property 
issued  by  the  United  States  for  use  by  Re- 
serve Officers'  Training  Corps  units  main- 
tained at  educatlor.al  Instttutlons; 

H.  R.  7763.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  M. 
Hess: 

H.  R.  7813.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interlot  to  adjust  or  cancel  cer- 
tain chau-ges  on  the  Milk  River  project; 

H.  R.  7828.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mariana 
George  Lolzos  KelUs; 

H.  R.  7829.  An  act,  for  the  relief  of  Shlma- 
sol  Mlchlko; 

H.  R.  7834.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Erlka 
Schneider  Buonasei-a; 

H.  R.  788S.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Soban 
Singh  Ral  and  Jogindar  Kaur  Ral; 

H.  R.  7938.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Miss 
Martha  Heuschele; 

H.  R.  7947.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Erlka  (Hohenleltner)  Stapleton; 

H  R.  8065.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carlos 
Francisco.  Manrlqv  eta  Mlna,  and  Roberto 
Mlna  Ver: 

H.  R.  8205.  An  act  to  authorise  the  convey- 
ance by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  Vir- 
ginia Electric  k,  Power  Co.  of  a  perpetual 
easement  of  right-of-way  for  electric  trans- 
mission line  purposes  across  lands  of  tbe 
Richmond  National  Battlefield  Park,  Va. 
such  easement  to  be  granted  In  exchange  for. 
and  in  consideration  of.  the  conveyance  for 
{MTk  purposes  of  spproxUnately  6  acres  of 
land  adjoining  the  park; 

H.  R.  8244.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Dorothy  Nell  Wool^ar  Allen; 

H.R.  8375.  An   act   for   the   relief   of 
Radler  Hughes; 

H.  R.  8424.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Mrs. 
Else  Johnson: 

H.  R.  8554.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
M.  Khoe; 

H.  R.  8557.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Ezlo 
Bsrtonl; 

H.  R.  8859.  An  act  to  convey  the  rever- 
sionary Interest  of  the  United  States  In  cer- 
tain lands  to  the  dty  of  Pawnee.  Okla.; 

H.  R.  8628.  An  act  to  amend  tb^  Tariff  Act 
of  1930  to  Instu-e  that  crude  slUcOn  carbide 
Imported  Into  the  United  States  wUl  con- 
tinue to  be  exempt  from  duty,  and  with  re- 
spect to  the  duties  applicable  to  certain 
prepared  fish; 

H.  R.  8932.  An  act  to  reclassify  dictaphones 
In  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930; 

H  R.  8936.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dana 
Evanovtch; 

H  R.  9029.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Paul 
James  Pa  trie; 

H.  R.  9248.  An  act  to  amend  section  308  (6) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as  amended: 

H.  R.  9496.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Blsa- 
beth  Hoeft; 

H.R.  9512.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Pranzlska   (Han)    Rl(Tau; 

H.  R.  9790.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
June  30.  1948.  so  as  to  extend  for  1  year  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
Issue  patents  for  certain  public  lands  In 
Monroe  County,  Mich.,  held  under  color  of 
title; 


nse 


H.  R.  90SS.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mr. 
Fu-Ho  Chan.  Mrs.  Pu-Ho  Cban.  and  tbelr 
child,  Richard  Chan;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  58&.  Joint  resolution  fixing  the 
time  of  assembly  of  the  84th  Congress. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  according- 
ly (at  2  o'clock  and  27  minutes  p.  m.) 
the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow. 
Thursday.  August  19.  1954.  at  12  o'clock 

noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1838.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Rubber 
Producing  Facilities  I>lsposal  Commission, 
transmitting  a  report  prepared  by  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation,  the  operating 
agency,  with  respect  to  its  expenditures  for 
repairs,  replacements,  additions,  improve- 
ments, or  maintenance  of  the  Government- 
owned  rubber-producing  facilities  for  the  fis- 
cal year  ending  June  30,  1954,  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Rubber  Producing  Facu- 
lties Disposal  Act  of  1953  (67  Stat.  408);  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

1837.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting  the  27tb  quarterly  re- 
port, pursuant  to  the  Export  Control  Act  of 
1949;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency. 

1838.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a 
report  on  the  audit  of  the  Small  Defense 
Plants  Admln',6tration  for  the  period  from 
July  31,  1951,  through  July  31, 1953.  pursuant 
to  provisions  of  the  Budget  and  Accounting 
Act,  1921  (31  U.  8.  C.  53),  and  the  Account- 
ing and  Auditing  Act  of  1950  ("^1  U.  S.  C. 
67);  to  tbe  Committee  on  Government  Op- 
erations. 

1839.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a 
proposed  bin  entitled  "A  blU  to  provide  for 
tbe  distribution  of  funds  belonging  to  tbe 
members  of  the  Creek  NatTon  of  Indians, 
and  for  other  purposes":  to  the  Conunlttee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

1840.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  proposed 
award  of  a  concession  contract  to  Edgar  M. 
and  Dorothy  H.  Stopher.  doing  business  as 
Sprague'i  Lodge,  which  will,  when  executed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  by  the  regional 
director,  region  2.  National  Park  Service, 
authorize  them  to  oi>erate  a  lodge  and  pro- 
vide related  services  In  Rocky  Mountain  Na- 
tional Park,  Colo.,  for  a  period  of  5  years 
from  January  1,  1954,  pursuant  to  the  act  of 
July  31.  1953  (67  Stat.  271):  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

1841.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  for  Air.  transmitting  a  report 


of  claims  paid  from  July  1.  1053.  to  June  SO. 
1054.  Inclusive,  pursufoit  to  eectloci  1  (e)  at 
Public  Law  439,  sad  Congraas;  to  the  Cocn- 

mlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 


REPORTS      OP      COMMITTEES      ON 
PUBLIC  Bn.Tfi  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  <^use  2  of  rule  XTTT,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Cleric 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  WOLVERTON:  Committee  on  Inter-* 
state  and  Foreign  Commerce.  Report  on  ad- 
vertising alcoholic  beverages  ptuvnant  to 
House  Resolution  127,  83d  Congress;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2670).  Referred  to 
the  Conunlttee  of  tbe  Whole  House  on  tbm 
State  of  the  Union. 


PUBLIC    BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  4  of  rule  xxii,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  O'KONSKI: 
H.  R  10265.  A  blU  to  provide  assistance  In 
acquiring  specially  adapted  housing  tat  blind 
veterans  who  have  disabUitles  of  such  a 
nature  that  they  require  specially  adaftad 
housing:  to  the  C<Mnmlttee  on  Veteraaa' 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  WOLCOTT: 
H.  R.  10266.  A  bill  to  permit  nattonal  banka 
to   make   20-year  real-estate   loans  and  0« 
month  construction  loans:  to  the  Commltte* 
on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  GROSS: 
H.  J.  Res.  586.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  <rf  th« 
United  States,  relating  to  the  legal  effect  of 
certain  treaties  and  other  International 
agreements:  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MTTJiKR  of  California: 
H.  J.  Res.  587.  Joint  resolution  to  prorlde 
economy   and  efficiency  In  Federal  medical 
supply  management:   to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Government  Operations. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan: 
H.  Res.  709.  Resolution  auth(»ijAng  tha 
chairman  at  tbe  Conunlttee  on  Government 
Operations  to  appoint  a  special  subcommit- 
tee thereof,  durmg  the  recess  or  adjournment 
of  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  California: 
H.  R.  10267.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Anlci.  Jr.;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  WOLCOTT: 
H.  R.  10268.     A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ray- 
mond George  Hamway;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


EXTENSIONS    OF    REMARKS 


The  Farm  Bill  Approved 


EXTENSION  OF  RESiiARKS 

OF 

HON.  USHER  L.  BURDICK 

or  NOKI'H  DAKOTA 

IN  THE  HOUSK  OF  REPRBSDfTATIVES 

WednesdAV.  August  18.  1954 

Mr.  BURDICK.    Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill 
with  82,5  percent  to  90  percent  of  parity 


for  wheat,  com,  peanuts,  cotton,  rice,  to- 
bacco, and  75  percent  of  parity  for  the 
dairsmoan.  came  out  of  conference  on  the 
17th.  and  the  Senate  conferees  could  not 
be  moved  on  the  question  of  dairy  prod- 
ucts. The  wheat  men.  the  cotton  men 
and  all  other  groups  put  up  a  fight  for 
the  dairy  interests,  but  Senator  Aiken 
and  Eisenhower  were  too  much  to  con- 
tend with.  In  the  House  two  Members 
from  Minnesota,  the  Honorable  Aucttst 
H.  Andreskn,  the  Honorable  H.  Carl  Am- 


DERSEir,  and  the  Honorable  Hakols 
CooLET.  from  North  Carolina,  the  Hon- 
orable Jamie  L.  Whittew.  from  Missis- 
sippi, and,  in  fact,  the  entire  Agriculture 
Committee  of  the  House,  did  great  serv- 
ice in  the  interest  of  keeping  buying 
power  in  the  Farm  Belt,  as  a  guaranty 
against  another  disastrous  depression. 
They  were,  however,  unable  to  turn  the 
tide  against  the  well-organized  Benson 
Senate 
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Wben  the  matter  came  to  the  House 
for  approral,  here  is  tbe  spot  tbe  Man- 
ben  from  ttie  Vaim  Belfc  were  in.  and 
that  included  mjaelf.  My  disposition 
was  to  vote  against  this  cmiference  re- 
port,  because  I  realized  that  the  dairy 
interests  of  tbe  country  would  suffer  a 
severe  blow.  (Meo  butter  has  taken  its 
toll;  now  added  to  that  is  a  25-percent 
handicap  compared  to  parity,  and  the 
ineritable  result  wiU  be  that  many  dairy- 
men will  go  out  of  busineas. 

The  reason  why  I  did  not  vote  against 
the  conference  report  was  that  the 
House  conferees  had  made  a  gallant 
fight  but  lost.  The  great  mistake  was 
made  In  1949,  when  as  a  compromise 
the  Aiken  slidlng-scale  provision  was 
incorporated  in  the  bill  at  that  time.  I 
called  attrition  to  the  danger  of  this 
provision.  In  the  bill,  therefore,  at  that 
time  were  the  seeds  of  the  present  defeat 
If  no  bin  had  been  passed  at  this  session, 
then  the  Ailcen  sliding  scale— 75  percent 
to  90  percent  of  parity — ^would  auto- 
matically go  into  effect.  The  "chicken 
feed"  stateanen,  headed  by  Senator 
AiKnr,  had  gottoi  the  ear  of  the  Presi- 
dent, and  regardless  of  his  pledge  in  the 
campaign  to  retain  90  percent  of  parity 
he  lined  up  with  the  ctiicken  feed  states- 
men. 

Rather  than  dump  all  supports  on  a 
75  percent  to  90  percent  of  parity.  I 
thought  it  better  to  take  what  we  could 
get  in  lieu  of  taking  something  worse. 
In  order  to  save  the  embarrassment  of 
Members  to  vote  on  a  rollcall  vote,  no 
rollcall  was  had.  so  when  these  Members 
go  home  no  <mt  wiH  know  how  they 
TOted.  But  I  am  willing  to  go  on  record 
on  every  vote  I  cast,  and  if  there  had 
been  a  rollcall.  I  would  .have  voted' to 
take  the  only  biD  we  could  get 

The  Wn  with  the  82  ^-percent  parity, 
which  Benson  will  no  doubt  set  in  mo- 
tion as  soon  as  this  biD  is  signed,  will  not 
immediately  put  farmers  out  of  busi- 
ness, because  they  are  on  that  level  now 
but  eventually  no  business  can  stand  up 
long  with  a  17)^-percent  dlscotmt  below 
parity. 

The  acreage  cut  which  Benson  has 
made  will  put  many  small  farms  out  of 
business.  No  change  was  made  in  this 
authority  given  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, and  I  personally  know  of  many 
small  farms  whose  owners  cannot  make 
a  living  for  their  families  on  such  a  slash 
in  acreage.  As  I  see  it,  therefore,  the 
Farm  Belt  is  in  a  precarious  situation 
today. 


Onr  SouII  Basaess  Admiiiistration  Is  As- 
sisiiaf  Ow  Natioaal  Ecoaomy  To  Grow 
StroBf  cr  aad  To  Stabilize  Onr  Home- 
OwMd-aad-Operated  Basiaess  Firms 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  WILUAM  S.  HILL 

or  coLoaAoo 
W  THB  HOUSE  OF  RKPREBENTATTVBS 

Wednesday.  August  18. 1954 
1ST.  HILL.    Mr.  Speaker,  as  chairman 
or  the  Select  Committee  on  Small  Busi- 


ness. I  would  like  to  take  this  oossion 
to  nunmarise  some  of  the  more  impor- 
tant activities  of  the  committee  in  aid- 
ing small  tnisiness.  the  economic  back- 
bone of  the  Nation. 

As  you  know,  our  committee  was  es- 
tablished to  investigate  the  problems  of 
small  business  to  determine  whetlier  the 
potentialities  of  small  business  are  being 
adequately  developed,  or  whether  any 
factors  are  hindering  its  development, 
and  also  whether  Government  agencies 
are  adequately  and  equitably  serving  the 
needs  of  small  business. 

One  of  the  most  important  and  bene- 
ficial investigations  we  conducted  during 
the  83rd  Congre^  was  on  Federal  taxa- 
tion. Realizing  that  taxes  were  proving 
a  heavy  burden  for  small-business  men 
we  made  specific  recommendations  for 
tax  relief,  many  of  which  have  now  been 
effected,  either  by  legislation  or  by  per- 
mitting tax  laws  to  expire. 

Our  committee  recommended  that  the 
automatic  decrease  in  income  tax  on 
January  1.  1954.  be  permitted  to  go  into 
effect.  We  also  recommended  that  the 
excess-profits  tax  be  permitted  to  expire. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  proud  that  the  83d 
Congress  permitted  the  expiration  of 
the  excess-profits  tax  and  the  reduction 
in  personal  income  tax.  These  reduc- 
tions tiave  been  of  great  benefit  to  many 
hard-pressed  bminessmen.  and  they 
were  possible  only  because  of  the  econo- 
mies and  careful  spending  of  the  Eisen- 
hower administration. 

Our  committee  made  other  tax  rec- 
ommendations with  an  eye  toward  giving 
tax  relief  and  providing  encouragement 
and  incentives  for  small-business  men. 
Some  of  these  recommendations,  now  in 
large  part  enacted  into  law  in  the  tax 
revision  act  of  1954,  are: 

First.  Increased  depreciation  through 
the  declining  balance  method. 

Second.  Relief  for  small  corporations 
from  the  plan  to  make  tax  payments 
current. 

Third.  Option  for  deductions  of  re- 
search and  development  expenditures. 

Fourth.  Relief  from  surplus  accumu- 
lations now  considered  under  section  102 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

Fifth.  Additional  year  added  to  carry 
back  provisions  considered  in  computing 
net  operating  loss  deductions. 

Sixth.  Relief,  through  exemptions  and 
partial  credits,  from  double  taxation  of 
dividends. 

Many  people  In  the  mining  areas  of  my 
State  of  Colorado  and  of  the  West  in 
general  have  felt  the  disruptive,  depress- 
ing effect  of  lead  and  zinc  dumping  in 
this  country  by  foreign  countries.  As 
a  result  of  this  dumping  which  in  laige 
part  took  the  domestic  market  away  from 
domestic  producers,  our  committee  held 
hearings  in  four  western  cities  to  study 
the  problem. 

Industry  members  testified  before  the 
committee  that  foreign  lead  and  sine 
can  be  produced  more  cheaply  than  do- 
mestic metal  and,  as  a  result,  marketed 
m  this  country  at  a  price  which  would 
be  unprofitable  and  uneconomic  for  the 
domestic  industry.  They  also  testified 
that  higher  average  grade  ore,  lower 
labor  costs  and  devaluation  of  foreign 
currencies    have    all    acted    to   permit 
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profitable  exports  to  the  United  States 
even  when  market  prices  were  low. 

The  lead  and  zinc  industry  in  thi.* 
country  has  unquestionably  been  hurt  by 
these  practices,  but  I  am  happy  to  say 
today  that  the  OfBce  of  Defense  Mobili- 
zation, due  at  least  in  part  to  our  efforts 
and  investigations,  is  now  buying  only 
domestic  lead  and  zinc  for  the  strategic 
stockpile. 

Another  activity  of  the  Committee  on 
Small  Business  is  a  continuing  Investi- 
gation of  Government  competition  with 
private  business.  One  of  the  most  alarm- 
ing trends  in  government  over  the  past 
20  years  has  been  the  steady  encroach- 
ment of  Government  commercial  and  in- 
dustrial activities  in  fields  which  prop- 
erly belong  to  private  industry. 

For  instance,  the  Armed  Forces  now 
have  28  scrap  metal  baling  facilities,  5 
coffee-roasting  plants,  2  paint  factories, 
5  motion-picture  studios,  74  bakeries! 
and  97  laundries.  That  is  only  a  partial 
list,  but  the  point  is  that  anall« business 
men  could  perform  those  activities  prob- 
ably with  better  service  and  in  most  cases 
at  a  lower  cost.  Private  businessmen 
pay  taxes  while  Government  industries 
do  not. 

The  Eisenhower  administration  Is  try- 
ing to  reverse  this  trend,  and  is  trjrlng 
to  take  the  Government  out  of  as  many 
business  activities  as  possible  whenever 
they  are  in  competition  with  private, 
taxpaying  industries.  This  is  a  policy 
in  which  our  committee  is  happy  to  par- 
ticipate. 

I  would  like  to  discuss  a  piece  of  legis- 
lation the  Select  Committee  on  Small 
Business  initiated. 

One  of  the  more  important  pieces  of 
legislation  enacted  during  the  83d  Con- 
gress was  the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953. 
This  law  created  the  Small  Business  Ad- 
ministration whose  purpose  it  is  to  give 
small  business  a  permanent  and  inde- 
pendent voice  in  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. 

The  new  agency,  as  conceived  by  the 
Congress,  not  only  assumed  the  function 
of  the  Small  Defense  Plants  Administra- 
tion and  the  loan  functions  of  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation,  as  they 
pertain  to  small  business,  but  broadened 
the  scope  of  Government  assistance  to 
smaU  business.  The  agency  is  now  con- 
cerned with  all  members  of  the  small 
business  community  instead  of  imposing 
the  limitation  on  those  involved  in  de- 
fense production. 

The  SBA  received  its  legislative  begin- 
ning on  March  18.  1953  when  I  intro- 
duced a  bill  to  establish  the  agency  and 
''preserve  small  business  institutions  and 
free    competitive    enterprise." 

SBA  offers  three  major  types  of  as- 
sistance to  small  firms.  The  first  and 
probably  the  most  important  is  in  mak- 
ing business  loans  to  any  small  business 
that  meets  certain  basic  credit  require- 
ments. The  agency  is  primarily  inter- 
ested in  making  loans  where  credit  would 
not  otherwise  be  available  to  a  deserving 
business  man. 

Secondly.  SBA  offers  assistance  to 
small  businesses  in  procuring  Govern- 
ment contracts.  It  carries  on  a  program 
of  joint  determination  with  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  to  earmark  procure- 
ments, where  possible,  for  exclusive  per- 
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formance  by  small  business.  This  pro- 
gram has  been  of  tangible  assistance  to 
hundreds  of  small  firms. 

The  third  SBA  function,  management 
and  technical  assistance,  is  being  put 
into  effect  by  setting  up  extension  courses 
on  such  subjects  as  analyzing  current 
sales  and  distribution,  cost  estimating, 
production  problems,  and  effective  man- 
agerial organizations. 

I  would  like  to  deal  briefly  with  a  state- 
ment made  by  Edward  F.  Howrey,  chair- 
man of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
before  the  Select  Committee  on  Small 
Business.  July  14.  1954. 

Mr.  Howrey  stated  that  "small  business 
has  an  essential,  economic,  and  human 
role  In  American  life.  All  inequitable 
handicaps  should  be  eliminated  so  that 
small  firms  may  grow  in  a  healthy  way 
and  compete  more  effectively  with  their 
bigger  competitors." 

Mr.  Howrey  has  established  a  Small 
Business  Division  in  the  FTC  in  recog- 
nition of  the  important  role  of  small 
business  in  this  economy.  Small-busi- 
ness men  may  go  to  this  division  for  ad- 
vice and  Information  regarding  legal 
matters  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission. 

Mr.  Howrey  assured  the  committee 
that  "while  the  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion supervises  the  competitive  practices 
of  both  small  and  big  business,  we  are 
fully  aware  of  our  duty  to  make  a  spe- 
cial effort  to  protect  small  business  from 
predatory  practices." 


AppropriatioB  Acts  of  the  83d  CoBfrest, 
2d  SessioB— Part  I 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  BARRAH  OUARA 

or  ILLINOIS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday.  August  18.  1954 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
by  unanimous  consent  I  am  extending 
my  remarks  to  include  Part  I  of  the  re- 
port prepared  for  my  constituents  on  the 
Appropriation  Acts  of  the  83d  Congress. 
2d  session.  The  purpose  is  to  give  to 
the  men  and  women  of  the  United  States 
whom  we  represent  an  exact  accounting 
of  the  disposal  we  in  the  Congress  make 
of  the  money  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States,  a  large  part  of  which 
comes  from  their  pockets  in  the  payment 
of  Federal  taxes.  The  first  of  these  re- 
ports, which  in  their  entirety  will  cover 
all  of  the  appropriations  of  this  session 
of  the  83d  Congress,  follows: 

PUBLIC    LAW    304 H.    K.    7996.    SECOI<n>    SITPPLK- 

MEMTAL  APPEOPBUTIONS  ACT 

A.  Appropriates  $27,517,616  to  supply  sup- 
plemental appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1054.  Continues  antlstrike 
provisions. 

B.  Items: 

Appropriations 

LSCISLAnVX  BBANCB 

Senate:    Inquiries   and   In- 
vestigations   $600,000 


Total,  eh.  I. 


-«48 


600,000 


Appropriations — Continued 

TmSASURT  DKPAITMENT 

Bureau  of  Accounts:   Sala- 
ries and  expenses,  division 


of  disbursement. 
Ckjast   Guard:    Acquisition, 
construction,     and     Im- 
provements  


Total,  ch.  n. 


$4.  800.  000 


(8. 120,  500) 


4.  800.  000 


DEPARTMENT   Or   LABOK 

Bureau  of  Employment  Se- 
curity: Unemployment 
compensation    for    veter- 


ans. 


Total.  Department  of 
Labor 


$15,000,000 


15,000.000 


NATIONAL    MEDIATIOK    BOABD 

Arbitration  and  emergency 


boards. 


$125,000 


Total.  National  Medi- 
ation Board 

Total,  ch.  Ill 


125,000 


15, 125,000 


EXECUTIVE   OrriCE  or  the  FRESIDErrT 

President's  Advisory  Com- 
mittee on  Government 
Organization $60,000 

INDEPENDENT  OmCES 

Commission  on  Organiza- 
tion of  the  Executive 
Branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment-  $1,431,909 


Total,  chapter  IV__. 

CLAIMS.   ArDITED  CLAIMS. 

Claims  and  judgments 


1,491.909 


AND  JUDGMENTS 

$5.  500,  707 


Grand  total. 


27,  517,616 


PUBUC  LAW  374 — H.  I.  7893.  TETASTTRT  DEPABT- 
MENT  AND  POST  OmCE  APPROPKIATIONS  ACT 

A.  Appropriates  $3,332,732,700  for  the 
Treasury  and  Post  Office  Departments,  Ex- 
port-Import Bank  of  Washington,  and  Re- 
construction Finance  Corporation  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1955.  Continues 
antl-strllce  provisions. 

B.  Item: 

A  ppropria  t  ions 

TTTLE  I.  TREASUHT   DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary :  Sal- 
aries and  expenses $2,  600,  000 


Bureau  of  Accounts: 

Salaries  and  expenses . 

Division      of      disburse- 
ments  . 


2.  548,  700 
14,  500,  000 


Total,  Bureau  of  Ac- 
counts  


17,  048,  700 


Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt.. 


44. 997.  300 


Office  of  the  Treasurer: 

Salaries  and  expenses . 

contingent  expenses,  pub- 
lic moneys - 


15,  499,  000 


Total.    Office   of   the 

Treasurer 15,499,000 

Bureau  of  Customs:  Salaries 

and  expenses 39,996, 

Internal  Revenue  Service 265.  912, 

Bureau  of  Narcotics:    Sal- 
aries and  expenses 2.  770,  000 


300 
000 


Appropriations— Continued 

TrTLX  I.  TSEASX7IT  DCPABTIBNT — COntiUUCd 

United  states  Secret  Serv- 
ice: 

Salaries  and  expenses ....  $3.  438,  000 

White  House  Police .  712,000 

Guard  Force 268,000 


Total.    U.    S.    Secret 

Service s,  418.  000 


Bureau  of  the  Mint__ 


4.  450.  000 


Coast  Guard: 

Operating  expenses 

Acquisition,  construction. 

and    Imfirovements 

Retired  pay 

Reserve   training 


155,  889.  300 

3.000.000 

19.  775,  000 

2,500,000 


Total,  Coast  Ouard__         181,  164. 300 


Total,  title  I.  Treas- 
ury Department.  _. 


677.  855.  600 


TITLE  n.    POST  OmcZ  DEPAKnCKNT 

Administration $19,  491^  joq 

Operations 1.899.776.000 

Transportation _.  702. 219. 000 

Finance 8.501,000 

Faculties 124.  8»0.  000 


Total 


2.  754.  877,  100 


Grand  total,  titles  I 

and  n 3.332.732.700 


ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES   Of  COVXXKMENT 
CORPORATIONS 

(Limit  on  amount  of  corporate  funds  to  b« 

expended) 
Export-Impwrt       Banlc       of 

Washington $1,070,000 

Reconstruction        Finance 

Corporation 3,500,000 


Total. 


4.  570.  000 


AppropriatioB  Acts  of  the  83d  Confress, 
2d  Session— Part  II 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 


or 

HON.  BARRATT  O'HARA 

or  ILLINOIS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATTVEB 

Wednesday,  August  18. 1954 
Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
by  unanimous  consent,  I  am  extending 
my  remarks  to  Include  my  second  report 
to  my  constituents  on  the  appropria- 
tions of  the  83d  Congress,  2d  session,  as 
follows : 

PUBLIC  LAW  471 — H.  S.  8067,  DEPAKT1CKNT8  OF 
STATE,  JUSTICE,  AND  COMMERCE,  AND  THX 
UNITED  STATES  INrORMATTON  AGXNCT  AP- 
PBOPRIATIONS  ACT 

A.  Appropriates  $1,201,710,500  for  the  De- 
partments of  State.  Justice,  and  Commerce. ' 
and  the  United  States  Information  Agency 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1955. 
Prohibits  the  use  of  funds  for  the  promotion 
of  the  principle  of  world  government  or 
one-world  citizenship.  Declares  it  the  sense 
of  the  Congress  that  the  Communist  Chinese 
Government  should  not  be  admitted  to 
memberstilp  in  the  United  Nations  as  the 
representative  of  Cliina.  Continues  antl- 
strike  provisions. 
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Trruc  X. 


AppropriatiouM 

mPABTICDiT  or  STATB 


Salaries  and  ezpenseB . 

Repreaentatlon  aUowanoee- 

Aequlaltlon     of     tauUdlngs 

abroad . 

Xmergendes  In  the  Dlplo- 
xnatlo       and       Consular 

Service 

Contributions      to      Inter- 
national organizations  — 
Missions    to    International 

argaolsatlons 

International       e  o  n  1 1  n  - 

gencles 

International  Boundary  and 

Water     Conunlsslon, 

United      States      and 

Mexico: 

Salaries  and  expenses — .» 

Construction 

Operation    and    mainte- 
nance   - 

Rio    Grande    emergency 

flood  protection 

American    sections.    Inter- 
national commissions 

International  Fisheries 

Commissions 

International      educational 

exchange  activities 

International  Claims  Com- 
mission  L 

Total.  Department  of 
State , 


•62. 500. 000 
475.000 

3.600.000 


1.000.000 


28. 250. 000 


l.OSO.OOO 


1.000.000 


450.000 
300.000 

1. 000, 000 


245,000 


310,000 


14.  700.  000 


130,000 


113,910,000 


TITLX   n.   DEPARTMZNT   OF   STATE 

Legal  activities  and  gen- 
eral administration: 

General  admlnlstratlQn, 
salaries  and  expenses $2,472,500 

General    legal    activities. 

salaries  and  expenses 9, 450,  000 

Antitrust  Division,  sal- 
aries and  expenses 3>  100, 000 

United  States  attorneys 
and  marshals,  salaries 
and  expenses 14,  500,  000 

Fees  and  expenses  of 
witnesses 1, 000. 000 

Claims  of  persons  of 
Japanese  ancestry,  sal- 
aries and  expenses 200,  000 

Total,  legal  activities 
and  general  admin- 
istration   30,  722.  500 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investi- 
gation: Salaries  and  ex- 
penses   78,282,000 

Immigration  and  Natural- 
ization Service:  Salaries 
and  expenses 39,000,000 

Federal  Prison  System: 

Bureau  of  Prisons,  sal- 
aries and  expenses — _  26,385,000 

Building  and  facilities 

Support  of  United  States 

prisoners 2,  475,  000 


Total,  Federal  Prison 

System 28, 860,  000 

Office    of    Allen    Property: 
Salaries  and  exjMnses (3, 000, 000) 

Total.  Department  of 

Justice .         176,  864.  000 


Total.    Office    of    the 

Secretary 

Census  Btireau : 

Salaries  and  expenses 

Census  of  business  and 
manufactures  and  agri- 

turc 

Special  surveys  of  manu- 
factures and  other  busi- 
nesses   

Sample  census  of  agri- 
culture   

Pull    census    of    agrlcul- 


Bureau    of    Foreign    Com- 
merce : 

Salaries  and  expenses 

Export   control 


Total,  Bureau  of  For- 
eign   Commerce 

Office  of  Business  Eco- 
nomics: Salaries  and  ex- 
penses  


Bureau  of  Foreign  and  do- 
mestic Commerce: 

Departmental  salaries 
and  expenses 

Field  office  service 


Total,  Bureau  of  For- 
eign and  Domestic 
Commerce 


92, 050,  000 


Appropriationa — Continued 

nZ.   DKPABTlCXirT    or    OOMMZRCa 

Office  of  the  Secretary: 

Salaries  and  expenses — . 

Technical  and  scientific 
services 

Salaries  and  expenses,  de- 
fense production  activ- 
ities  


I 


2.  050,  000 
6.  200.  000 


ture 

16. 

000.  GOO 

Total,  Census  Bureau. 

22. 

200.  000 

Civil  Aeronautics  Adminis- 

1 

tration  : 

Salaries  and  expenses 

97, 

650,  000 

Air    navigation    facilities, 

establishment   of 

5, 

000,  000 

Technical       development 

and  evaluation 

700,000 

Washington  National  Air- 

1 

port: 

Maintenance    and    op- 

eration   

Construction 

Federal-aid    airport    pro- 

Pederal-ald    airport    pro- 

...L 

gram     (liquidation     of 

contract  authorization )    _ 

Alaska    airports,    mainte- 

nance  and   operation. _ 

600.  000 

Air    navigation    develop- 

ment  

1 

050.000 

Total,  Civil  Aeronau- 

1 

tics        Administra- 

tion  

105 

250,  OOO 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

Salaries  and  expenses 

3 

777,000 

Payments  to  air  carriers.  _ 

40 

000. OOO 

Total,  Civil  Aeronau- 

tics Board  _ 

43 

777,000 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey : 

Salaries  and   expenses 10,  200,  000 

Construction  of  geomag- 
netic station ■ 

Total,  Coast  and  Geo- 
detic S\irvey 10.  200,  000 

Business  and  Defense  Serv- 
ices Administration:  Sal- 
aries and  expenses 6,320,000 


2.  000.  000 
3. 600,000 


6, 100,  000 

I 

900,000 


A  ppropriationa — Continued 
rmjE  m.  depaktmemt  or  ooMMmcx-— con. 
Maritime  activities: 
Operatlng-dilTerentlal 

subsidies $65,000,000 

Salaries  and  expenses 13.  5O0,  000 

Maritime  training 2,200,000 

State  marine  schools 6B0.  000 


Total,    maritime 
tlvities  


ac- 


Patent  Office: 
expenses 


Salaries  and 


Bureau  of  Public  Roads: 

Federal-aid  highway 

F\3rest  highways 

Inter-American  Highway. 
Access  roads  (act  of  Sept. 

7.  1950) 

Public  lands  highways 
(liquidation  of  contract 

authorization ) 

Elimination  of  grade 
crossings  (liquidation 
of  contract  authoriza- 
tion)   

Rama  Road,  Nicaragua 

Total.  Bureau  of  Pub- 
lic Reads  


81.360.000 


11.500.000 


500.  000.  000 

15.000.000 

1,000,000 


000,  ( 


1.900.000 


617.000.000 


National  Bureau  of  Stand- 
ards: 

Operation  and  adminis- 
tration   

Research  and   testing 

Radio  propagation  and 
standards 

Construction  of  labora- 
tories   

Construction  of  labora- 
tories (liquidation  of 
contract  authoriza- 
tion)  

Total.    National    Bu- 
reau of  Standards. 
Weather     Bureau;     Salaries 
and  expenses 


1.000,000 
3.  150.000 

2.100,000 


115.000 


6.165.000 
24.750.000 


Total.  Department  of 
Commerce 


829. 922.  000 


TPTLE  rv.    UNrTED  STATES  INTORMATION  ACENCT 

U.   S.   Information   Agency: 

Salaries   and   expenses $73,914,000 


Grand  total  appro- 
priations, titles  I, 
11.  III.  and  IV.  De- 
partments of  State. 
Justice,  and  Com- 
merce and  U.  S. In- 
formation   Agency. 


1,201.710.500 


Appropriation  Acts  of  the  S3C  Coiifret$, 
2d  Session— Part  III 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OP 

HON.  BARRATT  O'HARA 

or  nj^iNois  I 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday.  August  18,  19S4 

Mr.  G'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
by  unanimous  consent,  I  am  extending 
my  remarks  to  include  a  continuance  of 
my  report  to  my  constituents  in  the  Sec- 
ond District  of  Illinois  on  the  appropria- 
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tion  laws  of  the  2d  session  of  tne  83d 
Congress,  as  follows: 

PUBLIC   LAW   453 — H.    B.    83S7,   CIVn.   FTTNCTIONS 
APPSOPaiATION    ACT 

A.  Appropriates  $57,071,300  for  civil  func- 
tions administered  by  the  Department  of  tbe 
Army  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1955.  Continues  antistrike  provisions  and 
provides  for  the  employment  of  experts  at 
not  to  exceed  $15,000  per  year,  tbe  rates 
for  individuals  not  to  exceed  $100  per  diem. 
Prohibits  the  use  of  funds  after  September 
1.  1954.  for  the  maintenance  and  operation 
of  hospitals  In  the  Canal  Zone. 

B.  Items: 

Appropriations 

QDARTZKMASTXR     CORPS 

Cemeterlal   expenses $5,489,200 

CORPS   OP   ENGINEEXS 

General    Investigation $2.  907.  500 

Construction 300.  367.  600 

Operation  and  mainte- 
nance   76.110,000 

General  expenses 9.544.000 

Mississippi        River        aid 

tributaries 45.  450.000 

Niagara   remedial    work 2.000.000 

Plant    account ._ 

Total.  Corpw  of  Engi- 
neers   436.379.100 

U.  S.  Soldiers"  Hone: 
Maintenance  and  opera- 
lion (5. 134.  000) 

THE    PANAMA    CANAL 

Canal    Zone   Government—         $13,788,000 
Capital    outlay 1.415.000 

ToUl.  Panama  Caral.  15.203.000 

Total,  re^lar  annual 

appropriations,    De-  | 

partment      of       the 

Army      civil      fuac- 

tions 457.071.300 


Pt'BLIC     LAW     357  —  H.    «.     M481.    THIRD    SUPPLE- 
MENTAL   APPROPtlATION     ACT 

A.  Appropriates  $505,2:8,741  to  supply  sup- 
plemental appropriationf  for  &scal  year  end- 
ing June  30.  1954.  Continues  antlstrlfce  pro- 
visions. 

B.  Item: 

Appropriations  , 

DISTRICT     OP     COLUMBIA  ' 

Compensation    and    retire- 
ment fund  expenses:  Dis- 
trict   government    retire- 
ment and  relief  funds .__  $120,000 
Public   schools: 

General      administration.  i 

supervision,      and       n- 

structlon 1.537.500 

Vocational         education, 
George-Harden         p-o- 

gram 24.000 

Metropolitan     Police:     sal- 
aries and  expenses ..  1.800.  OCX) 

Fire    Department:     salaries 

and  expenses 700,000 

Courts:       United      StateK 

courts -  37,536 

Public  welfare: 

Agency    services . 

National  Capital  parks  ..  69,  000 

Pay  increases,  wage-scile 

employees 1.200.000 

Settlement  of  claims  and 

suits 29.625 

Judgments. 222,218 

Audited  claims.. _  333.370 

Total,  chapter  I (6.073.249) 


Appropriations — Continued 

IJEaiSLATTVE   BSANCa 

Senate:  Beneficiaries  of  de- 
ceased Senators _  $12,500 

Salaries,  otOcers  and  em- 
ployees :  Office  of  Sergeant 
at  Arms  and  Doorkeeper. 

Contingent  expenses :  Motor 
vehicles . . 

House  of  Representatives: 
Salaries,  officers  and  em- 
ployees: Office  of  tbe 
Doorkeeper 13,615 

Contingent    expenses    of 
the  House: 
Stationery       (revolving 

fund) 3.200 

Folding  documents 15.000 

Capitol  Police:  Capital  Po- 
lice   Board 2.855 

Education    of    House     and 

Senate  pages:  Expenses..                      2,785 
Government     Printing     Of- 
fice: Working  capital  and 
congressional         printing 
and  binding 


Total.       legislative 
branch 


49. 955 


JUDICIARY    BRANCH 

Courts   Of    appeals,    district 
courts,  and  other  judi- 
cial services: 
Fees  Of  Jurors  and  com- 
missioners  

$115 

36 

(7. 
(71. 

000 

Travel     and     miscellane- 
ous expenses 

Salaries  of  referees 

Expenses  of  referees 

000 

000) 

600) 

Total.             Judiciary 
Branch 

151, 

000 

Total,  chapter  n 

200 

955 

DEPARTMENT  OP  STATE 

Salaries  and  expenses .. 

International       contingen- 
cies  

DEPARTMENT    OP    JUSTICE 

Legal    activities    and    gen- 
eral administration: 
Salaries      and      expenses.  , 

claims    of     persons    of 

Japanese  ancestry $1,560,000 

General    provision 


Total.  Department  of 

Justice 1.560.000 


Appropriations — Continued 

nXASUKT   DKPABTMKNT 

Bureau  of  Narcotics:  Sal- 
aries and  expenses .  $67,  500 

Internal    Revenue    Service: 

Salaries   and  expenses 3,  600. 000 

U.  S.  Secret  Service:  Sal- 
aries and  expenses 


Total,  ch.  IV. 


3.667,500 


DEPARTMENT   OP    LABOB 

Bureau  of  Employment  Se- 
curity: 

Grants  to  States  for  un- 
employment compen- 
sation and  employ- 
ment service  adminis- 
tration           $12,  100. 000 

Unemployment  compen- 
sation for  veterans 24,400,000 


Total,  Department  of 
Ij&bOT 


36, 500,  000 


DEPARTMENT    OP    HEALTH,    XSUCATION.    ANO 
WELPA&S 

Office  Of  Education: 

Payments  to  school  dis- 
tricts   $5,850,000 

Assistance       for       school 

construction 65,  000,  000 

Social     Security     Adminis- 
tration : 

Salaries  and  expenses, 
old-age  and  survivors 
insurance 

Grants  to  States  for  pub- 
lic assistance 


Total.  Department  of 
Health.  Education, 
and    Welfare 

Total,  ch.  V 


(996,000) 
68.  000.  000 

118.850.000 
155, 350,  000 


DEPARTMENT    OP   AGRICULTUKE 

Agricultural      Conservation 

Program $15,000,000 

Disaster      loan      revolving 

fund „ 

Forest      Service :      Fighting 

forest  fires 4.500,000 

Commodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration :  Administrative 
expenses (3,000,000) 

Independent    offices :    Farm 

Credit  Administration (120,000) 


Total,  chapter  VI. 


19.500,000 


DEPARTMENT    OP    THE    INTERIOR 

DEPARTMENT    OF    COMMERCE  ,^„             .,    ^^       „             ^                „ 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  Op- 
Office     of     the     Secretary:  eration  and  maintenance. 
Aviation  war  risk  insur-  Southeastern   Power   Ad- 
ance  revolving  fund ministration $138,000 

Civil    Aeronautics    Admin-  Qgg^g   ^^   Territories:    Con- 

istration:    Land    acqulsl-  structlon,     Alaska     Rall- 

tlon,      additional     Wash-  road 4.594,000 

Ington    Airport $34,541  '. '. 

Maritime    activities:    Ojjer-  Total,  chapter  vn 4,732,000 

ating-dlfferentlal      subsl-  ■ 

dies 29.500.000  executive  ofpice  op  the  FUMsioEin 

Bureau    of    Public    Roads:  Funds   appropriated   to  the 

Federal-aid    highways...           55.000.000  President  Refugee  BeUef.               $350,000 


Total.  Department  of  

I,     '          *^                                     _.    C-.    ^..  INDEPENDENT  OPIICEB 

Commerce 84,534.541 

—  Federal  Power  Commission: 

Salaries  and  expenses ($25,  (XM) 

ADVisoRT  coMMTTTEE  ON  WEATHEE  CONTROL  Houslng  and  Home  Finance 

Salaries  and  expenses Agency: 

•  Public  Housing  Admlnis- 

TOtal,  ch.  in $86,094,541  tration:     Annual    con- 

■  trlbutlons 10,800,000 
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AppropHatUma — Continued 
nnsFBiBBrr  awncwa — continued 

OiUE   Court   of   tbe  ITnlted 

States $36,000 

Veterans'  Administration: 
Compensation  and  pen- 
sions         215, 600. 000 

Servicemen's       Indemni- 
ties   7. 000. 000 


H.  R.  8583,  Independent  Offices  Appropria- 
tion Act — Continued 

IHDKFKNDXMT  omcxs— eontinoed 

Appropriation 

American  Battle  Monuments  Commis- 
sion: 

Salaries  and  expenses $775,000 

Constmction  of  memorials  and  ceme- 
teries  ---  3,5«0.000 


Total,  chapter  vrH—        233. 075. 000 


D^ASTlCBfT  or  THS  ABlfT 

Rivers     and     harbors     and 

flood  control: 

Construction,    general $800,000 

United  States  section.  St. 

Lawrence    River    Joint 

Board  of  Engineers 245,000 


Total.  chi4>ter  JX. 


1. 045. 000 


SKPAmfxm  or  DXTENSX  ' 

Office   of   the   Secretary   of 
Defense: 

Claims ($2,  500. 000) 

Retired  pay (12.000.000) 

Department   of    the   Navy: 
Audited  claims (25. 895. 59) 


Total,  chapter  X *  (14. 525. 895. 59) 


JUDGMSNTS  AND  XTNAUTHonZED  CLAIMS 

gments   and  unauthor- 

ed  claims -  $1. 553, 745 

Grand  total 505.218.741 


Appropriation  Acts  of  the  83d  G>iifresS) 
Second  Session — Part  IV 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  BARRATT  OUARA 

or  nxiNois 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  18, 1954 

Mr.  OUARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
by  unanimous  consent.  I  am  extending 
my  remarks  to  continue  my  report  to  my 
constituents  on  the  appropriation  acts 
of  .^e  83d  Congress,  2d  session,  as 
follows: 

Public  Law  428 

H.  R.  8583,  Independent  Offices  Appropriation 
Act 

A.  Appropriates  $5,651,770,063  for  the  Executive  Office 
and  sundry  independent  executive  bureaus,  boards, 
commissions,  corporations,  af^encies,  and  offices  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1955.  Continues  antistrike 
prov  iaions  and  veterans  reemployment  rights^ 

B.  Item. 

xxscuTrvK  omcx  or  tbz  raxaiDBNT 

Appropriation 


Compensation  of  the  President 

The  White  Home  Office _ 

£xe<rutiTe  Mansion  and  Qrounds .. 

Buri;au  ofttae  Budget 

Council  of  Economic  Advisers . 

National  Security  Council 

Office  of  Defense  Mobflisaticm 

Enxiiieney  fund  for  the  President  (na- 
tional defense) -.- - 

Expenses  of  management  improrement — 

Total,    Executive    Office    of    tbe 
Pneident 

rNDsrENUKNT  omcis 

Advisory  Committee  on  Weather  Con- 
trol, salaries  and  expenses^^ 


B.  R.  8583,  Independent  Offices  Appropria* 
txon  Act — Continued 

WDiniTOENT  okhcis— oontinued 

Ap^opriation 
National     Capital     Housing     Authority, 

main  tenanco  and  ofxrat  ion  of  proport  it-s.  1 43, 000 

National  Capital  Planning  Commission: 

Salaries  and  eipens»'S —  143,000 

Land  acquiiitiun „ 645,000 


Total.  American    Battle    Monu- 
ments Commission .. .. 


4. 275, 000 

1 


Atomic  Enerfry  Commission: 

Operating  expenses 1,008,«#2,  3<« 

Fumt  and  equipment 110,  S|2, 4()0 

Total,  Atomic  Encrjry  Commission.  1. 209.  H44,  Tin) 


Civn  Service  Commission: 

Salaries  and  expense? -        15,  57 ."i,  GOO 

Investigations  of  United  State?  citizens 
for  employment  by  international 
organizations. 4|I0,  OCX) 

Annuities,  Panama  Canal  construc- 
tion employees  ami  Lighthous*'  Serv- 
ice widows. 2,3f>4,n(30 

Payment  to  civil  service  retirrnnont 
and  disability  fund  for  increases  in 
annuities.. 29,  <ie3,  nno 

Total,  Civil  Service  CommLssion.       M.'X>1J**) 

Federal     Communications     Commission, 

salaries  and  expenses 6,5*i.400 

Federal  Pow^er  Commission,  salnries  and 

expenses 4,  IfA  i^Wl 

Federal  Trade  Commission,  salaries  and 

expenses 4,(W.'.,n(X) 

General  Accounting  Office,  salaries  and 

expenses 31. 9H1.  fi'io 

General  Services  Administration; 

Operating  expenses,  Public  Buildings 

Service..... 95.9r,o.ono 

Emergency  operating  expenses 15,  (M7,  IXX) 

Impair,  improvement,  and  e<iuipment 

of  federallv-owned  buildings  ou.side 

the  District  of  Columbia. 12.(J0O,C»O0 

Operating  expenses.   Federal  Supply 

Service 2.  ano.  fKio 

Expenses,  general  supply  fund 12,  Otj<;.  mjo 

Operating  expenses.  National  Archives 

and  Records  Service 5.0<¥i.(i(iO 

Administrative  operations 3,  7sy.  .''■00 

Hospital  facilities  in  the  DLstrict  of 

Columbia   (liciuUlation   of  contract 

authorization) 4,5fio.i»>n 

Buildings  management  fund JUi,  WJU 

Kemodeling  the  Congress  Street  Post 

Office,  Chicago,  lU 


Total,  General  Services  Adminis- 
tration  


l.';2.»f..1,  300 


Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency: 
Office  of  the  Admliitstrator: 

Salaries  and  exp'cnses^ 2,  tOS,  .'lOO 

Capital  grants  for  slum  clearance 
and  urban  re<ievelopment 39.  •co.  rnio 


Total,  Office  of  the  Adminis- 
trator  - 

Public  Housing  Administration: 

Administrative  expenses 

Annual  contributions 


41,fi<W,  .illO 


fi;!.!).''*!.  mill 


Total,  Public  Housing  Admin- 
istration  


"o.iKTO.  riiio 


Total,  Housing  and  Home  Fi- 
nance Agency -      112.;f»,500 


$150,000 

1,895,000 

366,200 

3,382,500 

285,000 

215,000 

3,161,000 

150,000 
300,000 


8,904,700 


$12a000 


Total,  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission  


Interstate  Commission  on  the  Potomac 
River  Basin,  contribution  to  the  Inter- 
state Commission  on  che  Potomac  Kiver 
Basin 


Total,    National    Advisory    Com- 
mittee Ibf  Aeronautics 


Total,    National    Capital    Planning 
Commission... - 


«88,000 


=      National  Science  Foundation,  salaries  and 

exi)enses ^ -- - 

Renegotiation     Board,    salaries    and    ex- 


pense; 


12,250,000 
4,500,000 
4, 7S0, 0(10 


Sonintiis  iiiid  Kichanpe  Commission,  sal- 
aries mid  cxihiis.s  .   

S<'le<tivc  Scrviw  System,  salaries  and  ex- 
jx'nses... 29,003.0».3 

Small  Busines.':  .Administration: 

.<;il;irlrs  ^nil  t'\l><'n^>s 

Revolving  fund,   .<inall    Hu.^iness  Ad- 


Indian  Claims  Commission,  salaries  and 

expenses H".  ooo 

Interstate  Commerce  Conunission: 

Salaries  and  expenses -. -. 

General  expenses U.fdfi,  ono 

Defense  transport  activities -  170,  (XX) 

Ralh-oad  safety... .- C74,.'iOO 

Locomotive  inspection 709,  ."jOO 


ii,P7n.ooo 


.\nflo 


National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aero- 
nantics: 

Salaries  and  expensi'S 61,000,000 

Construction  and  equipment 4,620,0(K) 


55,(B20,000 


uui)isir.ition. 


2, 025, 000 
25,000.000 


Total,  Small  Business  Administra- 
tion  

Smithsonian  Institution- 
Salaries  ami  c'XiK-nse* 

National  (iallrry  ol  Art,  salaries  and 
eil>i'li.-<es  — 

Total,  Smithsonian  Inst  it  ut  Ion...  _ 

Subversive  Activities  Board,  salaries  and 

Kipeii.ses - 

Tanll  C'uininis.--i(<ii,  salaries  and  expeiisi-s. 

Tennessee  Valley  .\ulh<irity: 

Salaries,  ciiit'n'-«'S.  ami  construction.. 
Iies<jurce  dcs I'll ■[iiiiciit ..- 


27.025,000 


3,000,000 
1,300.000 


4,300.01W 


170.000 
1,327,0(« 


120,000,000 


TuUl,  Tennessee  VaUey  Authority.      130,000,OijO 


The  Tax  Court  of  the  United  States,  sal- 
aries and  exiieiises 


1,000,000 


Veterans'  Administrntlon- 

("leneril  ojierating  exi)en;«es   167,672,300 

Medicfil   inliiiini.slraUuii   and    tuLscel- 

laiie<jas  (4)eratmg  exiienxiS -  14,  ^.M.  nnO 

IniKitient  care    590,  992,  .M «) 

fiilt patient  (-.ire .  82,  134,  UUO 

Maintenance  and  oi>eration  uf  supply 

(leiH.I.; 1,654.000 

foniiveli'-atiiiti    ui'l  [lensions ;^  435.  (MKI.  (1(10 

Kea.ljiistiiient  t.eneftts 3^7.  OIKJ.OOO 

M  ililary  aii'l  naval  insurance 4.9:<2,0(K) 

Hu-pilal  ati'l 'lomiciliarj  facilities 47.  (XX).  («I0 

National  service  life  ui'^ii ranee 3<l.  57(1. 'XX) 

Servicenicii's  imieinnities  .._._ 30,  OUO,  tXX) 

Cirants  to  the  KeiJiitilic  of  the  Philip- 
pines    1,5<>4,0I» 

Major  alterations,  iinprovemenLs  and 

repairs   ^_    _       ,. .. .  3,480,000 

Veterans'  mi^celliuieous  Ijenefl ts 


Total,  Veterans'  Administration....  ^796.652,800 


Total,  title  I,  Executive  (Office  of  the 
1're.sideiil  and  indei>eiiiifcnt  olTices.  4  651,  770,003 


Appropriation  Acts  of  the  83d 
2d  Session— Part  V 


t 


onfresi, 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  BARRATT  O'HARA 

OF  ILLINOIS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  18.  1954 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  am  extending  my  remarks  in  con- 
tinuance of  my  report  on  the  appro- 
priation acts  of  the  2d  session  oi  the  83d 
Congress,  as  follows: 

PUBLIC  LAW  43T 

H.  R.  8779,  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
Farm  Credit  Appropriation  Act 

A.  Appropriates  $723,683,150  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Juite  30,  1955. 
Continues  lintistrike  provisions. 
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H.  R.  8779.  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
Farm  Credit  Appropriation  Act — Con, 

B.  Item: 
Agricultural  Revarch  Serrice:  ^ ,w>,.T>riWi«i 

Salaries  and  expenaes;  Apprtpnalxm 

Research.    $35,353,000 

Plant  and  animal  disease  and  pest 

control — 17,689,57* 

Meat  inspection 14,325.000 


Total,  salarie*  and  expenses 67,  367,  .'i7» 

Payments  to  Ptatea,  etc   ..   18,453,70B 

Poot  and  mouth  and  other  oontMious 

dLsea.«s.- 2.134,000 

Research 1,  WO,  000 


ToUl,ArrlCT3Uural  Research  Service.    88,721,287 


Exteruiion  Service: 

I'ayraents  to  States,  etc 38, 67.";,  000 

Federal  Extension  Service 3,W>7,  .100 


Total    Extension  .Service   43,.%42,  .^00 

Farmer  Cooprmtlve  Service 408,(xx) 


Forest  Service: 

Salart4<s  and  expen.vs: 

.National  forest  protect !•  Hi  and  man- 
agement.   30,490,200 

Fighting  forest  flrw 6,000.000 

Control  of  forest  pesU 4,«3T.."i(M 

Forest  rwearch 6,538,500 


Total,  salaries  and  expenses 47,966,  20n 

Forest  roads  and  traiU._ 16,000,000 

Acquisition  of  land:  ,„  .^^ 

Weeks  Act 12^.«» 

Rpeiialacts..   (lO.OfO) 

Ptate  and  private  forestry  cooperation 10,6Kl.tv«0 

Cooperative  range  improTements (400. (X)0) 

Total,  Forest  Service 74,774,890 


goD  Conoervafton  Service: 

Conservation  opemtlors 69.085,671 

Watershed  protection 5,500,000 

Flood  prevention.  7.482.000 

Water    conservation     and    utllixatlon 

projects - - -  480.000 


ToUl,  SoU  Conservation  Service 72, 547. 671 


Atrlcultural  Marketing  Servioe: 

Marketing  Research  and  S-tvIct;  ' 

Marketing   reaear<^    and    aicricnl- 

tural  estimates 10,215,000 

Marketing  services 11,575,500 


Total,  marketing  n-search   and 

service -           -  21.790,,'SOO 

Payments  to  Sutc5.  etc                    900.000 

Repayment     to    Commo<llty     Credit 

(Wporatlon 441,655 

Pchoollunch 83,236.197 


Total.  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv- 
Ice.l...  10^368,352 


Agricaltural  conservation  program 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service 

Commodity  Exchange  Authority 


191,700,000 
965.000 
673,000 


Commodity  Stabilization  Servioe: 

Agricultural  adjustment  programs 41,250,000 

Sugar  Act 58,600,000 


TotM,     Commodity     Btabiliiatioo 

Servioe 

Federal  Crop  Insurance,  salaries  and  ex- 


(tenses. 


Rural  Electrification  Adminittration,  sal- 
aries and  exiwnses 

Farmers'  Home  Administration,  salaries 
and  expenses 

Office  of  Solicitor 

Office  of  Secretary. 

Office  of  Iniormatioa - 

Library 


100,850,000 

6,000,000 

7, 285, 000 

22,500.000 

2,030.000 

2,080,000 

1,196.000 

659,950 


Total,  title  I  regular  activities 723,351,650 

Title  111,  siJCcial  acUvities 331,500 


H.  M. 


Appro- 


8873,  Department  of  Defense 
priation  Act — Continued 

Ing  of  dependents  of  such  personnel.  Directs  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  to  assist  American  small  business  to 
liartlcipate  equitably  In  the  furnishing  of  commodities 
and  services  financed  with  funds  appropriated  here- 
under. Continues  antistrike  provisions.  Requires  the 
use  of  domestic  food,  ciothing,  cotton  or  wool,  if  possible, 
when  needed, 

B.  Item: 

TrrLI   I— NATIONAL   BECXTRrTT    TEAIKtNO  COMlilSSION- 

AppropriatUm 
Saluries  and  expenses t5o,  000 


TfTLi  n— omri  or  thi  skcbitirt  or  ottt.'s^t. 


Salaries  and  expense!" .     

Office  of  Public  Information. 


Total,  title  II— Office  of  Secretary 
of  Defense 


»12,  2,W.  000 
500.000 


12,  7.'iO.  000 


TTTLl   m— INTKR.XKRV1CE   ACTIVITIBS 


Claim* 

Construction  of  ships,  MSTS 

Contingencies 

Emergency  fund 

Retired  pay  

Court  of  Military  Appexiis 


Total 
ties. 


title  III— Interservioe  activi- 


$7.  (VW,  000 
60. 00(1. 000 
40.  (KW.  000 
25.  (XX).  000 
404,500.000 
320,000 


£27.500,000 


TfTLl  IT— OEPARTMKI  Or  THI  ARMT 

Military  personnel $4,150,479,000 

Maintenance  and  operstions 2,  795,  722,  986 

Military    owjstruction.    Army    Reserve 

Forces IS.OOaooo 

Reserve  personnel  requirements 90. 0(X1. 0(X) 

Army  National  Ouard 218.  .S30,  0(X) 

Research  and  development 345,000,000 

National  Board  for   Promotion  of  Rifle 

Practice,  Army 100,000 

Alaska  Communication   System:  Oper- 
ation and  maintemmoe 4,235,000 


Total,  title  IV— Department  of  tbe 
Army _ 7,  «19. 066, 986 


TITLE  T— DBPARTMINT  OT  THI  NAVT 

Military  perwnnel.  Navy $i  417, 000, 000 

Military  personnel.  Naval  Reserve 78. 100,  000 

Navy  personnel,  general  expenses 75, 030,  000 

Mflitary  personnel.  Marine  Corps 612,180,600 

Military   personnel.   Marine   Corps   Re- 
serve         - - 16.7rO.000 

Marine  Corps  liroope  and  facUities 167. 9»4. 500 

Marine  Corps  procurement ..  129,974,  (KK) 

Alrcraftand  facilities 7W,8»5,500 

Aircraft  and  rebted  procurement 1,973,568,000 

Ships  and  facUities 818,681,000 

Construction  of  ships  (1948-51  programs) .  67, 600, 000 
Shipbuilding    and    conversion    (195^55 

programs) - 1,042,400,000 

Ordnance  and  facilities 457,436,000 

Ordnance  for  new  construction  Qiquida- 

tion  of  contract  authorization) 34.000,000 

Medical  care 63.600,000 

CIvU  engineering 104,294,000 

Military    construction.    Naval    Reserve 

Fortm - 15,000,000 

Research  and  development 419,874,900 

Servicewide  supply  and  finance 340. 300,000 

Servlcewlde  operations 104,670,000 

Naval     petroleum     reserves     (transfer 

authorltyin  1954) 3,575,000 


Total,  title  V— Department  of  tbe 
Navy 9,  n2, 823, 500 


Total  appropriations 723,683, 150 


FVBI'IC  LAW  458 

H.  R.  8873,  Department  of  Defense  Appro- 
priation Act 

A.  Appropriates  $28,800,125,486  for  military  functions 
administered  by  the  Department  of  Defense  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  19(5.  Llmita  cost  vf  family 
quarters  for  mUltary  personne.  and  provides  for  scbool- 


TITL«   VI— DEPARTMKJ«T  Of  THE   AIE  tOSCB 

Afrcraft  and  related  procurement $2,760,000,000 

Major  procurement  other  than  aircraft. .  674, 364. 000 

Reaeareh  and  development..- 418, 070, 000 

Maintenance  and  operations 3,502,792,000 

MUltary  personnel 3,366,704,000 

Reserve  persormel 28,000,000 

Air  National  Guard 16O.0Oa0OO 

Contingencies 28,00a000 


Total,  title  VI— Department  of  tbe 
Air  Foroe 10, 927. 93a  000 


Total  appropriations,  titles  I,  n, 
111,  IV,  V,  VI 28,800. 125, 486 


Appropriatioa  Acts  vi  Ae  S3d  Coagrets, 
2d  Session— Part  VI 


EXTENSION  OF  REMAREB 
or 

HON.  BARRATT  OUARA 

or  iLUQrois 
IM  THE  HOUSE  OF  RZPRESENTATTVSS 

Wednesday,  August  IB,  1954 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  ,Mr.  I^>eak- 
er,  by  unanimous  consent.  I  am  extend- 
ing my  remarks  to  include  my  report 
on  Public  Laws  465  and  469,  as  follows: 

PTTBLIC  LAW  4«B 

H.  R.  8680:   Interior  Department 
appropriations  law 

A.  Appropriates  $40S,936.149for  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 19i&  Contin- 
ues antistrike  provisions. 

B.  Item: 

TITLE  I— DEPASTlfENT  OF  THE  IKTERIOB 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  Apprcpriation 

Connally  Hot  OU  Act,  enforeeoHnt  of. .  $14%  000 
Operation    and   maintenanoe.    South- 
eastern Power  Admoiistration 1,298,000 

Southwestam   Power  Administratioa: 

Operation  and  maintenanoe 1,785,000 

Research  In  utilization  of  saline  water..  400, 000 

Oil  and  Gas  Diviston.. - 250,000 

Emergency  flood  and  storm  repairs 100, 000 


Total.  Office  of  the  Secretary 

Commission  of  Fine  Arte 


„      3,883.000 

2i.aoo 


Bonneville  Power  Administration: 

(?onstru ?tion 24,314.000 

Operation  and  maintenanoe »      6,200,000 


Total,   Bonneville  Power  Adminis- 
tration  30,514.000 


Bureau  of  Land  Management: 

Management  of  lands  and  reaouroes...    11,913,000 
Construction 2,500,000 


Total,  Bureau  of  Land  Management.    14, 413,000 


Bureau  of  Indian  Affairsr 

Health,  education,  and  welfare  services.  SB,  647, 215 

Resources  management.. 12,881,345 

Construction 7, 673, 000 

General  administrative  expenses X  7S0, 000 


Total,  Bureau  of  Indian  AfTairs,  ex- 
clusive of  tribal  funds 

TritMl  funds  (not  included  in  totals  of 
this  tabiUation) 


82,  SSI,  400 
3,000,000 


Burran  of  Reclamation: 

Generai  investigations. 3,350,000 

Construction  and  rehabUltation 136,637,000 

Operation  and  maintenance 21,500.000 

General  administrative  expenses 4,000,000 

Emergency  fond... ^ 300,000 


Tota'.,  Bureau  of  Reclamation 155,687,000 

Geological    Survey:    Surveys,    investiff- 
tions,  and  research 38^735^000 


Bureau  of  Mines: 

Conservation  and  development  of  min- 
eral resources - 13,500,000 

Health  and  safety 6,000.000 

General  administrative  expenses 1,000,000 


Total,  Bureau  of  Mines. 


19,500,000 


National  Park  Service: 

Management  and  protectloB 9,098,300 

Maintenanoe    and     rebabiUtatioa    of 

physical  facUities 8,435,000 

ConstructlMi 8,056,090 

General  administrative  expenaes 1, 084, 000 


Total,  National  Park  Servioe 36,663,480 


Fish  and  WUdlife  Servioe: 

Management  of  resources.. ..„. .  0, 301, 000 

Investlgatloas  of  resooroes 4,127,000 

Constructioii - 300,000 

General  administrative  expenaeB 735,000 

Administration  of  PribUof  Islands 07650,000) 

Total,  Fish  and  WUdlife  Servioe 11, 453, 000 


i) 


I 


[I 


I: 
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H.  R.  9680:  Interior  Department  appropria-     my  report  to  my  constituents  on  Public     B.  S.  9203:  Legislative-Judiciary  Appfopria- 


turns  law — Continued 

TITLK  I— DBPABTM KMT  OF  TH«  IMTIHIOB— OOn. 

Office  Of  Territories:  ■^PET'K?*^ 

Adminfatratkm  of Territoriea |3,«0,000 

Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands..     6, 800, 000 

Alaska  public  works - ••**'255 

Construction  of  roads,  Alaska —      8,000,000 

ODenttton  and  mslntenanee  of  roads, 

Alaska - 3,(500,000 

Construction,  Alaska  R.  R 2,900,000 

Virgin  Islands  public  works... 


Total,  Ofnce  of  Territories... 32,300,000 

Admintstretkn,  Department  of  the  In-  „    „^ 

terior:  aalaries  and  expenses —      2,330,000 


Total,  Department  Of  the  Interior — 405.351.149 

TTTLB  n — VIKQIN  ISLANDS  COKPOKATIOM 

Revolving  fund r—-*- i----z:sr 

Grants *^P'^. 

AdministratlTe  expoises (130,000> 

Total,  Virgin  Islands  Corporatkm ...        610, 000 

TITLK  in—rBDmRAL  COAI,  MINK  SAFITY  BOARD  OF  RKVIBW 

Balaries  and  expoues— •75, 000 

■ 

Grand  total,  titles  I,  n,  HI 405,936, 14i» 

PUBUC   UiW   469 

H.  B.  9517:  District  of  Columbia 
AppropriatiOTis  Act 

A.  Appropriates  $160,928,099  for  the  frovemment  of  the 
District  of  Colombia  and  other  activities  chargeable  in 
whole  or  in  part  afialjist  the  revenues  of  said  District  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1966.  Sets  the  Federal 
contribution  at  |21,800,000.  Continues  antlstrlke  provi- 
sions. 

B.  Item: 

OFXBATIMa  xxrxNsxs 

Appropriation 

Executive  Office $307,565 

Department  of  General  Administration —  2, 945, 522 

Office  of  Corporation  Counsel 428,585 

Compensatkm  and  retirement  fund  ex- 
pend.   10,207,000 

Regulatory  agHicles 918,204 

Department  of  Occupations  and  Profes- 
sions.   264.000 

Public  schools 27, 626, 570 

Public  Library 1,611,000 

Recreation  Department 1,641,000 

Metropolitan  Police 12,757,520 

Metropolitan  Police  (municipal  services, 

L^ion  convention) 80,000 

Fire  Deijartment -  6,266,641 

Veterans'  Service  Center -  93,000 

Office  of  Civil  Defense 150,000 

Courts 3,163,410 

Department  of  Public  Health 22,636,000 

Department  of  Corrections 4,374,674 

Department  of  Buildings  and  Grounds...  1, 675. 642 

Department  of  Public  Welfare. 8,885,061 

Office  of  Surveyor 149.200 

Department  of  Licenses  and  Inspecticms..  1, 878, 000 

Department  of  High  ways 5,768,600 

Department  of  Vehicles  and  Traffic 1, 238, 365 

Department  of  Sanitary  Engineering 9, 732.  740 

Washington  aqueduct. 2,127,000 

National  Guard. -  114,800 

National  Capital  Parks 2,344,000 

National  Zoological  Park -  645,000 

Judgments  and  claims 


Total,  operating  expenses 129. 529, 099 

CAPITAI.  OUTLAY 

DLstrlct  debt  service $250,000 

Public  building  oonstmction. 15, 712, 000 

M  iKcelbmeous  cnpital  outlay 966,000 

Department  of  Highways -  11,810,000 

Deportment  of  Sanitary  Engineering 7,491,000 

Liquidation  of  con  tract  authorization.  270, 000 

Washmgton  aqueduct 3,900,000 


Law  470,  as  follows: 

Public  Law  470 

H.  R.  9203:  Legislative-Judiciary 
Appropriation  Act 

A.  Appropriates  $9e.l97,4!>4  for  the  T^eplslatlve  atid 
Judiciary  Branches  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  $0, 
1955.    Continues  antlstrlke  provisions. 

B.  Item:  I 

TITli  I  — LBGIS].ATIVK  BRANCH  ] 

Senater 

Senators:  Approprtatinn 

Compensation  of  Seriainr?! $1,  2(»0.(4<» 

Expense  allowance  c f  .Senators 240,  (1C<J 

Mileage   of   the    President   of   the 

Senate  and  of  Sen;i.tors.  61,  (KK) 

Compensation    of    the    Vice    Presi- 
dent  ---- 3O,O0<) 

Expense    allowance    of    the    Vice 
President in.otMi^ 

Total,  Senators l,.vtl,()(Hi 


ApproprutioB  Acts  of  the  83d  Congress, 
2d  Sessioii— Part  VII 


Total,  capital  outlay 40,399.000 

Grand  total (168,928,099) 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OP 

HON.  BARRATT  OIURA 

or  ILLINOIS 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  18,  1954 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  lUinois.    Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  extending  my  remarks  to  include 


Salaries  of  officers  and  pirploycos: 

Office  of  the  Vice  P  csidmt fi-i.  43(1 

Chaplain 2.  **'i 

Officecf  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate. .       44i,  ito 

Committee  employee's 1.TH7,  iMo 

Conference  commiticcii: 

Majority,  drricil  salaries -  3.1.  3in 

Minority,  clericn!  sil;irifs 33.  310 

Administrative  ami   clerical  assi.^t- 

ants  to  Senators R,  207,  tL'.') 

Office  of  the  t?ergeant  at  Arms  ami 

Doorkeeper 1,  27i'i.  8.') 

Office  of  secretaries  (or  the  majority 
and  minority,  sala.rie# ''-■  l'''> 

Total,    salaries   of   ofl'icers   anil 
employees 9.  S»»2.  tofi 


Contingent  expenses: 

Legislative  reorganisation 

Fei  ate  policy  committees 

Joint  Committee  oii  the  Economic 

Report 

Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

Joint  Committee  on  Printing 

Vioe  President's  automobile 

Automobile   for   thi;    President    itd 

temjwre 

Automobiles     for      majority      and 

minority  leaders 

Reporting  Senate  proeeeilings 

Furniture .- 

Do 

Inquiries  and  investigations 

Folding  documents.. 

Materials  for  (oldin? 

Fuel,  etc - - 

Senate  restaurants 

Motor  vehicles 

Miscellaneous  item.s 

Packing  boies 

Postage  stamps 

Airmail  and  special  delivery  stamps. 

Btat  ionery 

Communications 

Total  contingent  expenses... 

Total,  Senate 


100.  (Km 

H'J,  340 

120,771 

IW.IfiO 

47.  »h.'i 

6,»J5 

.'..  Uir, 

1 1 . f 70 

U'.'.  TH.i 

:i.  1"<) 

l■.^^!(l 

i,2i;i,iji 

27, Um 

i.f.ii<t 

2.(KK1 

5.-.()(«) 

y,  f.Mi 

J<M.fiH7 

3,(«K) 

^2.5 

iy,40tl 

121.,  400 

H.l'-AI 

H.  2.')1,M7 
14,  tifi.'i.'Za 


Hoi»e  of  Representatives: 
Members  and  Delegate  s: 

Salaries ; f:i92..V)C, 

Mileage  and  exi)en-es 1,  27:5, .'''»«» 

Total,  Member»iind  Delegates...    ti,  7Wi,«KK) 


Salaries,  officers  and  employees: 

Speaker's  office 

OflTice  of  the  Parliamentarian . 

Office  of  the  C  haplain  _ 

Clerk's  office. 


47.2H5 

4:<,  v..') 

4,2IK) 

Committee  employees 1,K2o.(Kki 

Sergeant  at  Arms  office ,is4,i'4.i 

Doorkeeper's  office t),'J7, 915 

Special    and     minority    employees 

(several  items).. 101.4N.') 

Postmaster's  office lKy,,sN) 

Official  reporters 124,4  {5 

Committee  reporters i;«,S55 

Studies  and   investipations.   Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations _  4.V>,n00 


Total,   salaries,   officers  and   em- 
ployees..   4,  7H4,  51.") 

Members'  clerk  hire 11,  ,'yK),o<x) 

Contingent  expenses: 

Furniture 7 220;  ,=<10 

Miscellaneous  iten.s -  K'.»<,  w«l 

Rejwrting  hearingy 12,),iXKp 

Special  and  select  committees 1,2M),  (kkj 

Joint  Committee  m  Internal  Kev 

enue  Taxation ...  '2in\m) 

Joint   Committee  on    Iraniigmtioii 

and  Nationality  Policy :;i),u«)0 


tion  Act — Continued 

TITLE   I — LEGISLATIVE   BRANCH — continued 

House  of  Representatives— Continued 

Contingent  expense's— Con.  ApprtpnalicH 

Coordinator  o(  Information,  salaries 

and  exixTiseS $73.  7. V) 

Teleirraph  aiitl  tilijihotie WKi.  ixm 

StjitioiiiTV  ircvolN  int' fund  1 52.',  tH«l 

Attending  physician's  ollice s. ','vi 

Postaife  stamps -  W.d.'i*! 

Folding  doruineiits 12.'..  IKK) 

Re\  islon  of  l:iW< 13.700 

SiH-,iker's  automoliili'.. . 7. 2<«) 

Majorily  Ic-.i/lcr'-- :iM»'iniol'ile .S.  M.") 

Mlliorit)   leailiT't.  aLiluiIlntille 6.  W.'! 


Total,  contiiiu'iiit  f\in'ns«-s.. 


.     4,874.2.^1 
ToUil,  Iluiise- of  lieprisentativcs..  27.424.770 


Capitol  Pnliee- 

( leniT'i!  •■x[)<"ns.>>:. 

Additional  prolicticm. 


17.900 
22,  S^,") 


Tot.il.  Capitol  Police 4<i,  245 

Lepislutni-  ("ouiisi  I: 

.•^al-.irii-.-^  .inili\[Hnsrs 119,000 

Joint  ("onii'iit'T  on  HcMiKtion  of  N'on- 

e.tsi'iitial  F.-d.Til  Kxi«n.|iturrs 2n,ni« 

Kx;«'n.-J's.  lnliTir;irli;inirrilar'.  Cnioii 

F,<iU(-iliori  of  IIoo.-^'  and  Seriate  pages    Kx- 

peii.Nis 47,  2H0 

Mi.seillaneoii'!- 

I'eli.Uly  iH.ill  met-!   l,ir,0,  700 

Slatcii).  Ill  o.  appropriations  fi.WHl 


i'ota  ,  mise-ellaiieous 1,1' 


7(H) 


Architert  of  the  Capitol: 

,^,il.iries . 

C.ipitol  iMiilding*...    

ItfoiiivtniciK 1  C.vpitoi  terraW'S 

Capitol  (iroiind« 

l^-yisi.ltlVr  L'ir:it'r 

Sutiw.iy  tr;iiiS|«prta''on.. 

Scnatf  Ofl'icc  l!uildi:ig 

Hou-u>  Oll'i-.    lliiiM;ni.'<      

Capilnl  I'uwir  rl.iiii  o.|«raiinn> 


i>.  n«K) 


342.  .'<'0 

34. -.IK) 

.i.  .'i(>0 

TVWi,  4<»o 

9K4.  '.IH) 

1, '237.  U<KJ 


Capitol    I'owir   i'l.inl.  cliani.'es  nod  im- 
provinii'iil-^ 1.  .K^,  0(H) 

Library  hulldllu'^  ,iiid  KroiiiKK 

StnictnrU  and  niicthinical  care 4<KI.0O0 

iuriiitLiri-  and  furiustiunis .'mi.imhi 


Tot.il,  Architi-ot  nfth.   Capitol. 
Botanic  (lardin.  Salaries  and  e.viKnses... 


«,  ll\'«o»l 
223.  IIH) 


Library  of  Concre'^-- 

.-aiarn"- mi.l  1  \|»'nte« j 1.717  r^'* 

C'opyrit'tit  (illKf,  ■4;d;vrics  ami  ext)«'n-->s  1,  ItKI.  0(X) 
Leiri^laliM'    Ki-ference    S«t\icv,    sjilaries 

and  .-xiK'n^.-^ t.7.1.0t>0 

Cat.ilou  card*,  di-trdnition  of i.33'2.mK) 

IlKTca^e  of  the  l.ihrarv; 

(MTKTll 2»'-<\000 

Law  library Wl.  IHKJ 

It(>ok<  f(jr  .-^upmiie  Court 2.1.  (HH) 

Book.-;  for  the  blind I.fKKi.oiH) 


Tot.il,  Library  of  Congress. 


...  1  ayi,  fi36 


Governmrnt  Print ine  nfTier: 

I'niitini.'  and  bmdim;  for  Congres.<< p,  500,  OOO 

Hc\  nl\  inir  fund  , 

Sui«rimtiidi'ni  of  Doeuments,  siilaries 
and  eX[>tn.>«'S ?.  SW,  000 

,   *  — 

'iotal,  flovernmi'nt  I'rinting  Office  .  11,32.1.000 
Oraml  total,  title  I   711,69.1.754 


TITLE  II— J'  Piri^RT   nRAVCH 

Supreme  Court  of  the  I'nited  ?tates; 

Salaries  ...    .       #,010,000 

J'rintiiie  ami   binding   Supreme   Court 

reiMirts 91,200 

I'ri'paralion    of    Rules    for    Civil    Pro- 

(rdure.        4,300 

NI  i^eeilatieous  I'VjKTises 52,  ti.ifl 

Care  of  the  buildmn  and  grounds 33>>,  300 


Total,  Supreme  Court 1,502,4,10 

Court    01    Custom-;    and    I'atent    ApjK'als: 

Salarie.-i  and  expenses      .                       210.  1(>0 

Customs  Court;  Salaries  and  exiH;iises. 49.1.6:10 


Court  of  Claims: 

Salaries  and  expenses 

Repairs  and  iiniirovenients 


Total,  Court  of  Claims. 


61  s.  000 
».000 

(\2i'>.  (HK) 


195  J^ 
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H.  R.  9203:  Legislative-JuAieiary  Appropria- 
tion Act — Continued 

BTLX  n— iCMOABT  ■mAlIGM— COntUHMd 

Approtnttiam 
Courts  of  Appeato,  diitriet  eourti  ud  oitacr 
judicial  services: 

Salaries  of  judgeB 16,472,600 

Salaries  of  supporting  per9onr,el 12,860,000 

Fees  of  ]urore  and  oommiosiofiers 3,W0,(XI0 

Travel  and  miscellaneous  expMises 1,800,000 

Administrative  Office,  aaUrius  and  ez- 

peuMC ..........        596,000 

Referees,  special  acootmt: 

Salaries     0,083.700) 

Expenses (1.  443.  550) 

Total,  other  courts  and  services...  24. 667,  500 
ToUl,  title  n,  the  Judlctory 27.  S0«,  740 


H.  R.  9447:  DepaHment  of  Labor  and  Health, 
KducatUm,  and  Welfare  Appropriation 
Act — Continued 

nru  n — WAnTuvHT  or  health,  xdpcation,  and 
WBLTAUt— oootinuad 

Howard  Unlveralty:  Appnpritiion 

teUries  and  expenses $2,7»,000 

Construction  of  butldlnja 4,808,000 

Liquidation  of  contract  authority L  160. 000 


Grand  toUl,  all  titles W,  IV,  494 


AppropriatioB  Acts  of  the  83d  Comgrt**, 
2d  Session— Part  VIII 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  BARRATT  OUARA 

or  nxiNOis 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  18,  1954 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
my  report  on  Public  Law  472  to  my  con- 
stituents in  the  Second  District  of  Illi- 
nois follows: 

PUBUC  law  473 

H.  R  9447:  Department  of  Labor  and  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  Appropriation  Act 

A.  Appropriates  $1,195,198,281  for  the  DepartmenU  of 
Labor,  and  IfejJth.  Fducation,  and  Welfare,  and  related 
in'lependent  agencies  (or  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1066.    Continues  antistrike  provisioas. 

B.  Item: 

Tm*  T— DKTASniKNT  OF  LABOS 

Office  (rf  the  Secretary:  Salaries  and  ex-  Appr^primtioa 
penses $1,327,000 

Omoe  of  the  Solicitor:  Salaries  and  ex- 
penses   1,460,000 

Bureau  of  Labor  Standards:  Saliiries  and 
expenses. 7E,  5(X) 

Bureau     of     Veterans'     Reem[loyroent 
RlKhts:  Salaries  and  expenses 300,000 

Bureau  of  Apprenticeship:  Salaries  and 
exjienses 8,100.000 


Bureau  of  Employment  Security:       "> 

Salaries  and  expenses .~..  4,705,000 

Orants  to  SUtes 216^400,000 

Unemployment     compensauoa     for 

veterans 65,n00,000 

Mexican  farm  labor  program —  1.581.000 


Total,    Bureea    of    Employment 

Security 278,286,000 

Bureau    of    Employees'    Compensation: 

Salaries  and  expenses.. 2,030.000 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics:  Salaries  and 

expenses 6,350.000 

Women's  Bureau:  Salaries  and  c  xpensos.  348, 000 

Wage  and  Hour  DlvtskHi:  Bakiriei  and 
eipenset 6,118,800 


B.  R.  9447:  Department  of  Laibor  antf  Health, 
Education,     and     Welfara    Appropriation 

Act — Continued 

rrru  n— Dxrutnixm  of  hkalth,   XDucATioir,   Am 
wzLFAB  K— (»ntiniMd 

Office  of  the  SeCTetery— Oentinoed  Apprtprktiem 

Surplus  property  disposal tM0,600 


Total,  Howard  University 

Offioe  of  Education: 

Promotion  and  further  development 
of  vocational  education 

Further  endowment  of  coUeKee  of 
of  agriculture  and  the  mechanic 
arts 

Salaries  and  etpens**? 

Payments  to  school  dWrlcts. 

Aasistaooe  (or  school  ouustructiou 


Total  title  I,  Department  of  Labor.      208,030,000 

TtTLK    II— DBPAKTMENT    OF    IT«.a.TH,    KDUCATION.    AND 
WVLFARK 


American  Prlntlni;  House  lor  tlie  Blind: 
Education  of  the  blmd 

Columbia  Institution  for  the  D<»f: 

Salaries  and  expenses 

ConstructiOQ  of  bulkUncB ~. 


»a05,000 


4iaooo 

260,000 


Total,  C3ohmibia  Instltn^OD  for  the 

Deaf «8;000 

Food  and  Drug  Administration: 

Salaries  and  expenses  (genenil) I^lOOkCXM) 

Salaries    and  expense*   (oerttfleatiaa 

and  Inspection  lervloea) _^»«^ 

Freedroen's  Hospital:  Salaries  and  ex-  

■■..».■■—■..■■■■■■■■■*■■■■■■■  ■■         ^  ^"^^  w^ 


8,678,000 


23,673,261 


2.801,,'iOO 

2,900,000 

55,000,000 

70.000,000 


Totel,  Office  of  Education 154,074,  761 


Office  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation: 

Payments  to  States 

Salaries  and  expenses 


23,000,000 
635,000 


Total,  Offioe  of  Vocational  RehabQ- 
Itatiun 

PubUc  Health  Pervioe: 

Assistance  to  States,  general 

Venereal  diseases . 

Tuberculosis 

Communicable  diseases 

Engineering,  sanitation,  and  indus- 
trial hygiene 

Disease  and  sain  i  tat  ion  investigations 
and  control.  Territory  of  Alaska... 

Orants  (or  hoeiutal  construction 

Salaries  and  eipensea,  hospital  ooo- 
struction  services 

Hospitals  and  medical  care . 

Foreign  quarantine  sarvtoe 

Kattonal  Institutes  of  Health: 

Operating  expenses 

National  Cancer  Institute 

Mental  health  activities 

National  Heart  Institute... 

Dental  health  activities 

Arthritis  and  metatmlic  disease 

activities 

Microbiology  actlvlUes 

Neurology  and  bUndness  activi- 
ties  


23.  (as,  000 


13.000,000 
3,000,000 
6.000.000 
4.300.000 

3,565,000 

1.125,000 
75, 000, 000 

850,000 

33.000,000 

2.900.000 


4, 675, 000 
21.737,000 
14.147,500 
16,668,000 

1,900,000 

8.270.000 
6,180,000 

7,600,500 


Subtotal,  National  Institutes  of 

HeAlth. 81,268,000 

Oorgas  Memorial  Lahoratory 131,000 

Retired  pay  of  commissioned  officers.  1,141,000 

Salaries  and  expenses 2,780,000 

Total,  Public  Health  SerTioe 228, 060, 000 


St.  Elinbeths  Hospital: 

Salaries  and  exiienaes 2,445,000 

Ma)or  repairs  and   presenratkm  of 

buildings  and  grounds 700,000 

Construction,     maximum     security 

builitng 110.000 


ToUl,  St.  EUcabeths  Hospital 


3,264.000 


Social  Seenrlty  Administration: 

Sateries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Old* 

Age  and  Survivors  Insurance (64,400,000) 

Construction,    Bureau    of    Old-Age 

and  Survivors  Insurance . 

Orants  to  States  for  public  assistanoe.  1, 200, 000, 000 
Salaries   and    expensea,    Bureau   of 

PubUc  Assistanoe L*87,500 

Pa'*r*if    and    expenses,    Children's 

Bureau 1,825,000 

Orants  to  States  for  maternal  and 

chUd  welfare 30,000,000 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Of&oe  of  the 

Commissioner: 


Appropriation, 
sfer  fn 


Transfer  from  0A8I 

Operating  fund,  Bureau  of  Federal 
Credit  Unioii 


173,000 
(123,600) 


Total,  Social  Security  Admlnistra- 
Uon 1,233,185,500 


Offioe  of  the  Secretary: 

Balaries  and  expenses,  Offioe  of  tba 
Secretary: 

Appropriation .. 

Transfer  from  OA8I 

Balaries  and  expensea,  Offloe  of  Field 
Services: 

Appropriation _— 

Transfer  from  OASI. 

Balaries  and  expenses,  Offioe  of  ttw 
Qtaeral  (Counsel: 

AppropriaUoo 

Transfer  from  OASI 

Transfer  bum  "Salarin  and  ex< 
pensM.  oertlflcatkm  and  la- 
spection  aerTlo68"__ ~. 


a,  662, 500 


Total,  Offioe  of  the  Secretary 

Total    title    II,    Department    of 
Health,  Educatton,  and  Wel&re.  1,66^413,781 

TITLI  in— KA'nONAL  LAVOS  KKLATIOMB  FOASD 

Salaries  and  expenses $8, 400, 000 


TTTLl  rV— MATIONAI.  MKDUTION  BOABO 

Salaries  and  expenses $42JSi,S0D 

Arbitration  and  emergency  boards 300^  000 

National    Railroad    Adjustment   Board, 

salaries  and  expenses 4115,000 


Total,  National  MedfatioD  Board..         1, 220^  500 

TTTLK  T— RAILKOAD  KXTIKXMXirT  BOAXO 

Salaries  and  expenses  (trust  fond  limita- 
tion)        06,108,0001) 

Tm.X  TI— rZDKRAL  HKDIATIOIf  AMD  (X>NCIIJATIOir 
8KXVKS 

Salaries  and  expenses $3^  12i  000 

Boards  of  inquiry 10, 000 


l,lUfiOO 
(171,000) 


1,800,000 
(350,000) 


SSO.OOO 
(365,000) 


(22,800) 


Total,  Federal  Mediation  and  Con- 
ciliation Service 


1,134,000 


Grand  total,  ail  titles  of  bill 1.  IM^  IH^l 


AniropriatioB  Acts  of  die  83d  Cougn$9f 
2d  SeMioB— Part  IX 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  BARRATT  OUARA 

or  iLLZHoia 
IN  THE  HOX7SS  OF  BKPBESENTAITVXS 

Wednesday.  August  18, 1954 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
by  unanimous  (consent,  I  am  extending 
my  remarks  to  include  my  report  on 
Public  Law  663  to  my  constituents,  M 
follows: 

PuBUC  Law  663 
B.  R.  9936.  Supplemental  appropriation  law 

A.  Appropriates  $1,650,101,929  to  supply  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  flseal  year  eaaing  June  M^  106fw 
Continues  antistrike  provisions. 

B.  Item: 

CHAPTIB  I— DISTXICT  OF  COI.17IIBU« 
OPEXATDfO  KXPKKSU 

^pprtpriuHitt 

Regulatory  agencies _  ($15,( 

Settlement  of  claims  and  suits 

Judgments _.  (16, 13 

Audited  claims 

Division  of  expenses ._ 


Total,  chapter  I..-. 


(S8.T2J) 


CHAim  D— LBGBLAim  BIAMCH 

Senate: 

Beneficiaries  of  deceased  Senators.—.  -937, 800 

Offloe  of  the  Secretary _  11,7X8 

Offioe  of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 21,939 

Offices  of  the  secretaries  of  the  ma- 
jority and  the  minority 1,1U 

Offices  of  the  maiority  and  the  mi- 
nority whips _  ^149 

Contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate: 

Legislative  reorganization .  98, 000 

Reporting  Senate  prooeedlncs. ..  4, 000 

Inquiries  and  in  vestig»tiooa .  90,000 

Miscellaneous  items. 46,000 

House  of  Representatives:  Beneficiaries  of 

deceased  Members .  K,(XO 

Capitol  Police  force: 

Salaries,  Capitol  Police  force  (flseal 

year  1068) 

Qener&l  expenses,  Cm>itol  PoUoe  fBroa 
(flseal  Tear  1955) 


m 
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m.  B.  9939.  Supplemental  appropriaUon  law—     U.  R.  9936.  Supplemental  appropriation  lato^     H.  R.  9936,  Supplemental  appropriation  law— 
Continued  "     "        *  '  r!r>ntiTiii«. 

CBAFTBB  IX — LBQIILATITB  BKAHCH— COIltlnned 


Continued 

CHAPTSB  T — DKPABTMKNT  Or  LABOB- 


continue 


Architect  of  tbe  Capitol: 

Bofte  Offloe  BMg 

Additional  Senate  Offlee  Bldg... 


Appropriation 
$4,100 

e,(no,ooo 


Totil,  leflalatlTe  brandi — 


The  Judiciary:  _ 

Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States— 

aatomobne  for  the  Chief  Justice. .. 

Courtfi  of  appeals,  district  courts,  and 

oth«- judicial  services: 

Fees  of  jurors  and  canuniasiancn 

(fl«»l  year  1W4) - 

Salaries  of  referees  (fiscal  year 
1066) 

Total,  Judiciary  brandi..... 

Total,  chapter  II..^..«.~.. 


0,244, 706 

^835 

230,000 
(18,!!00) 
226,836 
6,470,630 


CRArm  m—vmrixrutm  o»  stati 

A  cquisition  of  bafldiniEs  abroad 

International  Educational  Exchange  Ac- 
tivities  


Total.  Department  of  State _ 

Department  of  Justice:  ' 

Legal  itctivities  and  general  adminis- 
tration: 
Sabiries   and   expmses,    general 

lefial  activities 

Salaries  and   expenses.    United 

Statec  attorneys  and  marshals. 

Immisration  and  Naturalization  Service: 

Salaries  and  exfwnses 

Federal  Prison  System:  Salaries  and  ex- 
penses, Bureau  of  Priscms 

Total,  Department  of  Justice 

Department  of  Commerce: 

Bureau  of  tbe  Census:  Census  of  busi- 
ness,  manufactures,   and   mineral 

industries . 

Civil  Aeronautics  Administration: 

Sateries  and  expenses. 

Federal-aid  airport  program,  Fed- 


•500,000 
300,000 
800.000 


800,000 
4«),000 

3,000,000 
750,000 

4,500.000 


8,430,000 

430,000 

22,000.000 
60, 449 
Maintenance   and'  operation, 

Washington  National  Airport.         1,350,000 
Cwistruction,    Washington   Na- 

ticmal  Airport - 340,000 

Land     acquisition,     additional, 

Washini?toa  Airport 16,297 

Marftime  activities: 

Ship  construction 82,600,000 

Ship  mortgaite  foreclosure  or  for- 
feiture contingencies 2,.'50O.O0O 

Repair  of  reserve  fleet  vessels —       12, 000, 000 
Business  and  Defense  Services  Ad- 
mlnistratfon:  Salaries   and   expen- 
ses  — - 

Bureau  of  Public  Roads: 

Inter- American  Hifrhway 4,750,000 

Reimbursement  to  the  District  of 

Columbia 290,000 

Weather  Bureau.._ — - 


eral  Airport  Act- 
Clalms,  Federal  Airport  Act. 


Total,  Department  of  Commerce..      134. 775. 746 


Total,  chapter  III -      140, 076, 746 

CHAPTEB  IV— TKBASUBT  DBFABTVINT 


Bnreau  of  Accounts:  Salaries  and  expen- 
ses. Division  of  Disbursement... 

btemal   Revenue  Service:  Salaries  and 

expenses ~ 

U.  8.  Secret  Service: 

Salaries  and  ei|)enses 

Salaries  and  expenses,  White  House 

Police - 

Bureau  of  the  Mint . 

Coast  Guard: 

Acquisition,    construction,    and    im- 
provements  

Retired  pay . 


Total,  chapter  IV. 


i-ureau  of  Employment  Security— Con.  Appropnatiati 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Mexican  farm 

labor  program... $175,  nCO 


Continued 

CHAPTEB  VIII — INDEPENDENT  OFFICES — Continued 

Appropriation 

»2,  too.  000 


Total,  Department  of  Labor 


93,  775,  oeo 


Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare: 
Office  of  Education:    White  House 

Conference  on  Education 900,001) 

OSBce  of  Vocational  Rehaliilitation: 
Grants  to  States  and  other  agen- 
cies   4.000,0(1) 

Training  and  traineeship 90(),(XM) 

Salaries  and  expenses 200,  UOU 

Public  Health  Service: 

Grants  for  hospital  ccnstructir.n  .         21,  000, 000 
Survevsand  planning  for  hospital 

construction.... 2,000,000 

Salaries  and  expensi-s,  hospital 

construction  servio- 250,000 

Social  Peciirity  Administi-ation: 

Salaries  and  expenses.  Bureau  of 
Old- Ape  and  Survivors  Insur- 
ance (trust  fund) (5,  000, 000) 

Construction.  Bureau  of  Old-Ape 
and  Survivors  Insutunce  (trust 

fund) (20,000,000) 

Salaries  and  expenses.  Children's 

Bureau 75,00O 

Office  of  the  Secretary: 

Salaries  and  exiienses 60, 0#0 

National  Advisory  Cc'mmittee  on 

Education 2r.,(iOO 

Civil  Defense  Activities. l.()»Ki.i«<) 


National  Science  Foundation:  Interna- 
tional Geophysical  Year 

Small  Business  Administration:  Salaries 
and  expenses 100,000 

Veterans'  Administration   Ini)atient  care.  3,000,000 

War  Claims  Commission:  Administra- 
tive exi)enses  (trust  fund) (400,000) 


$360,000 

7,750,000 

(229,000) 

(62,000) 
1,500 


4,000,000 
(80,000) 

12, 101,  500 


CHAPTBK  T— DEPARTMENT  O?  LABOB 

Bureau  of  Labor  Standards:  Salaries  and 

expenses... $12,500 

Bureau  of  Employment  Security: 

Salaries  and  expenses... 87,500 

Grants  to  States  for  unemployment 
compensation     and     employment 

s<Tvicc  administration 13,100,000 

Unemployment     compensation     for 

veterans 70,400,000 

Unemployment     compensation     for 
Federal  employees ...^         10^  000, 000 


Total,  chapter  VIII. 


Wf>,  097.  7.V) 
I  — 


CHAPTER  IT— MILITARY  CONSTRVCTIOM 

Department  of  Defense: 

Interservue  activities,  access  roads...      $11,  FOO.  000 

Fiwiiily  liim.-iiiK        75,(100.000 

DeiKirtmrnt  of  the  Army:  Alu.ska 
Ciimmunications  Svstcm,  construc- 
tion      -.  603.000 

Dcpiirtmi'iit   of   the   Navy:    Public 

Works,  N;ivy  98,000,000 

Dei>:irtiiitrit  iif  ttir  Air  Korf«'  Acfjiii- 
situiri  and  lunstrucliun  of  real 
proiKTly B.'JO.  000,  nOO 

Tot.il,  chapter  IX hl7,W)3,0<»0 


aiAPTER  I— PErvRTMEVT  OfTHE  ARMT— 
CIVIL    II  SCTKlNS 


Rivers  nnii  TI:irh>ors  :ind   Klood  Control: 
Const  ruction,  grncral 

Total,  chapter  X 


$5,  <».■<,  000 


Total,  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare 


30, 400.  («0 


aiAITKR  XI— EMFRr.FNTY  PROORAMS  AN» 

ACTlVlTIKs 


Total,  chapter  V 124,  its,  (lOo 


CHAPTER   VI— DEPARTMENT   OF  AORICVLirRE 

Forest  Service:  | 
National  forest  protection  and  man- 
agement   $2.10,  nro 

Forest  research .Mi.i.  (Kxi 

Forest  roads  and  trails f,,H*)MH) 

Soil    Conservation    Service:    Watershed 

protection., 1,750,OIX) 

Commodity  Exchange  Authority;  Com- 
modity exchange  authority. 93,000 

Farmers   Home    Administration:    Loan 

authorisation {h,m\,<f*)) 

Office  of  the  Solicitor 4.^(Xm) 

9.  143,  (UK) 


Total,  chapter  VI. 


Depart incnt   of  State:    Oovernment   in 

mruinffl  areiis. 

I'unils  ijppriipnaied  to  thr  I'residi-nt: 
Enirrt'ciuy  Kami   (or    liittniational 

AtTairx 

Ciiiistriictiiin  of  tankers 

Uffunrc  ri'liff .  . 

Depart  mint    of   t  tie    Army,   Civil    Kunc- 
tioiis:  (iijvcriiiiiciit  and  relief  m  owii- 

pieil  ari-is 

Ft<li-r;il  CimI  T>(fciis<'  Adniini.strat ion: 

<)(>erai  ions.  

Ff'liT.il  coiitntiiitiiiiis.       . .  .  _ 

KiniT'.'iiK  y  --iippias  and  equipment. 
Indi'pe.'ulem  Olliri-- 

Ja'iii'siown-\\illiamsbiirc-Yorl':town 

Ccli'hral  ion  Coiruinssiiin 

Akx;uiiter      Ilanulton      UavJUeniiial 
Commission 


$15,000,000 


5. 000.  000 

30,  (XMI.  (MN) 

8„000,000 


3,100,000 

m,  02";.  non 
l'2,(*l(l,(»IO 
26,U0U,0UU 


CHAPTEB  Vn— DEPARTMENT  OF   THE   INTERIOE 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs: 

Health,  education,  and  welfare  serv- 
ices  , -- $1,  iso.onn 

Resources  management... KM).  iJki 

Construction 6,y;4l,(Jou 

Relocations  of  the   Yankton   Sioux 

Tribe .W.OOO 

Bureau  of  Reclamation: 

General  investigations .  400.000 

Construction  and  rehabilitation .  7. 1'iti,  Wki 

Bureau  of  Mines:  Construction  .. fi.OOd.Oiio 

National  Park  Service:  Construction 6,  Stiii,  lui 

Office  of  Territories:  Administration  of 
Territories ....... 


100,000 

10.000 

Total,  chapter  XI \iM,Z>^\WO 

— I  ^' 

CHAPTER  xn 
Claims,  audito<l  clalm.s,  and  jutlgments..      $11,472,  202 
Total,  chapter  XII 


11,472,302 

Tot.il,  all  chapters l,t»«,  lOl.WU 


Appropriation  Acts  of  the  83d  CoUfptttf 
2d  Session — Part  X 


Total,  chapter  VII. 


27,  34.'i.  ini 


CHAPTEB  vm— INDEPENDENT  OFriCES  1 

Commission  on  Interftovemmental  Re- 
lations: Salaries  and  ex[)cnses-  $414,000 

Commission  on  Organization  of  the  Exec- 
utive Branch  of  the  Government: 
S^aries  and  expenses  653,150 

Federal  Power  Commission:  Salaries  and 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  BARRATT  O'HARA 

OF  ILLINOIS  I 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVBS 

Wednesday,  August  18,  1954 

_     _  Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Speaker, 

expenses^?.-." .'".,7."  -T.— .". this  Concludes  my  report  to  my  constit- 
uents in  the  Second  District  of  Illinois  on 
the  Appropriation  Acts  of  the  83<i  Con- 
gress, 2d  session,  supplementing  pre- 
vious reports  covering  all  the  appropria- 
tion acts  of  the  first  session.  I  have 
thought  they  would  wish  to  know,  and 
in  reasonable  detail,  just  what  we  in  the 
83d  Congress  had  done  with  their  money 
and  their  credit. 

The  final  public  law,  which  follows.  Is 
not  numbered  for  the  reason  that  at  this 


General  Services  Administration: 

Additional  court  facilities.. 

Federal    Supply    Service:  Operating 

expenses 

Recor is  survey - 

StratcRic  and  critical  materials 

BouKing  and  Home  Finance  Agency: 
Office  of  the  Administrator: 

Salaries  and  expenses 

Heimbursement  to   Federal  Bu- 
reau of  Investigaticn 

Public  facility  loans.. 

Reserve  of  planned  public  works. 

Urban  planning  grants 

Public  Housing  Administration:  Ad- 
ministrative expenses.. 


2, 070, 600 

fiO.fiOO 

3(K).("m 

380,  WW,  1)00 


1,100,000 

800,000 
2,000.000 
1,500,000 
1,000,000 

400,000 
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writing  it  had 
President: 


not  been  signed  by  Ui« 


Public  Law 

a.  R.  10051:  Mutual  Security  Appropriation 
Act 

A.  Appropriates $2.7S1,499.R16  f >r  Mutual  Security  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  ISM.  Re<iuire>s  the  re- 
iiorting  to  the  Tommittee  on  Appropriations  of  the  pay- 
iiiB  of  en!!ineerinK  fees  and  services  to  any  individual 
rneineerind  firm  on  any  1  proj»»it  in  excess  of  $25,000 
Prohibits  the  use  of  funds  for  th-  payment  of  debts  of 
foreitrn  countries,  and  prescribes  conditions  of  payments 
to  the  EuroiH-an  Payments  Inicn.  Directs  the  trans- 
jKjrtation  of  at  least  50  i>ercent  cf  the  irross  tonnape  of 
rommcHlities  procured  hen'under  and  transiKwV'd  on 
ocean  vessels  be  transported  on  I'l  ited  .■states  fliif!  ves,«els. 
Ke(iuires  procurement  of  <lomesti '  eriuipnirnt  and  niatt>- 
rials  except  under  certain  specified  conditions.  Con- 
tinues ontistrike  jiro visions. 

B.  Itoui: 

MIUTABT  ASSISr  ANCK 

ApproprinHon 

Heneral  military  assistance $1,0«2.  TOO.'XK) 

Infm-itmrture     100,000,000 

l)ivcU)|iiiient  of  weaiKins  of  a<lv  inccde- 

sien     (mutual 

ninp). 

Total,  military  assistance 1. 192.700.0<X) 


TMRETT  rOlirES  St  PPORT 

Poiitheast  Asia  and  Western  Vac  flc 

rrfxliiclion  for  forces  supjiort  (iiianufac- 

lurmc  111  l'nlte<l  Kingdom)... 

Common-use  items - 


$700,000,000 
.s.";,  mo,  nnn 

HI,  000,100 


Totiil,  direct  forces  support 79.'i, OOP,  OOP 


PEressE  sfFPORT  furrrAi  PErENSE  nsANCiNQ) 
Eiiroi>o   (excluding   Oreece  and   Turk</ 

for  1»*.VS'       .    .    

SjM-cial  assistance  in  joint  control  areas  in 

Kuroi>e. -  - 

Near   East.   Africa  and   i^outh  Asia  (In- 

diidiiiK  (ire«-ce  an<l  Turkey  foi  lUSS). 

Far  Kiisf  aiKl  Pacific   .. . 

Kon-an  proeram  (relief  and  rehabilitation 

In  Korea' .    

lnit«'<l  Nations  Korean  Reconstruction 

Ageno' 


145.000,000 

25,000,000 

73,  «*).  000 
MI,lKI^,  lUS 

205,  000, 000 

3,000,000 


historic  session  of  the  greatest  parlia- 
ment on  earth,  I  believe  it  is  not  only  fit- 
ting and  proper,  but  indeed  it  is  manda- 
tory, that  at  least  one  Member  of  this 
House  rise  up  and  speak  out  to  put  cer- 
tain matters  that  are  of  vital  importance 
to  our  national  welfare — indeed,  matters 
which  may  determine  our  national  sur- 
vival or  national  destruction — in  proper 
focus. 

At  the  beginning  of  this  session  of 
Congress,  and  indeed  throughout  most 
of  the  long  months  of  its  sitting,  we  have 
been  greatly  concerned  with  the  affairs 
of  Europe,  of  Asia,  and  of  Africa.  Now 
I  do  not  minimize  the  importance  of 
those  areas,  nor  do  I  overlook  the  fact 
that  the  people  who  inhabit  those  vast 
areas  are  members  of  the  human  family, 
and   that   all   members   of   the   human 

s,*c.ai  ^^''J-'  =*J'|^- \ family  are  mutually  responsible  for  the 

welfare   of   one   another   over   the   long 
range.    But,  Mr.  Speaker,  of  immediate 
concern  is  the  welfare  and  safety  of  our 
own  country — indeed,  our  most  immedi- 
ate problem  is  that  of  national  survival. 
When  this  session  began,  we  had  high 
hopes  that  we  had  achieved  world  safety 
through  alliances  with  our  traditional 
friends,  England  and  Prance,  and  to  that 
end  we  had  over  the  past  few  years  spilled 
out  in  abundance  our  wealth  and  our 
technical  knowledge,  naively  believing 
that  our  dollars  and  our  technology  could 
purchase  or  retain  their  friendship.    Mr. 
Speaker,  we  have  had  a  sad  awakening. 
The  once  great  Empire  of  France  has 
ended  in  defeat  and  confusion  abroad; 
and,  at  home,  the  people  of  France, 
whom  we  have  always  held  in  such  high 
esteem,  are  in  such  a  state  of  confusion 
that  they  are  unable  to  even  maintain 
a  stable  government.    With  the  surren- 
der in  Indochina,  our  pivot  of  defense  on 
our  eastern  frontier  has  collapsed;  and 
with  it  all  of  our  hopes  of  gain  from  the 
billions  which  American  taxpayers  have 
poured  into  France  since  1946  in  an  at- 
tempt to  bolster  our  faltering  friends  of 
that  once  great  nation.    Only  our  late 
enemy,  the  Bonn  goverrmient  of  West- 
ern CJermany,  deters  our  mortal  enemy. 
Communist  Russia,  from  moving  into 
and  making  of  Paris  only  a  satellite  cap- 
ital of  an  atheistic  empire. 

Our  other  and  even  more  traditional 
friend,  the  government  of  Her  Britannic 
Majesty  has  fared  but  little  better  and, 
despite  the  financial  aid  which  we  have 
given  to  that  once  great  empire,  offers  us 
now  no  aid  and  comfort  in  assurance  of 
our  own  safety.  Not  only  is  her  Com- 
monwealth of  India,  with  its  vast  hordes 
of  people  and  vast  riches  as  well  ex- 
tending aid  and  comfort  to  our  enemy, 
but  as  I  speak  these  words,  the  leader  of 
Her  Majesty's  loyal  opposition,  and  long- 
time first  Minister,  Mr.  Clement  Attlee, 
Is,  together  with  his  closest  advisers, 
making  a  quasi-official  tour  of  those 
bleak  lands  inhibited  by  the  poor  slaves 
who  are  doomed  to  dwell  behind  that 
forbidding  frontier  which  Britain's  great 
but  now  aging  first  Minister  himself 
designated  as  the  Iron  Curtain. 

In  Korea,  Mr.  Speaker,  our  great  Na- 
tion suffered  its  first  defeat  on  the  field 
Of  battle  in  all  its  long  history.  Let  us 
face  that  fact,  Mr.  Speaker.    It  is  now 


Total,  defense  support ... 431,  OHH,  195 

DtVELOrHENI     ASSISTANCE      fsrrnAL     KEr.iONAL     ECO- 
NOMIC assista:»cb) 

Near  East  and  Africa $11.1,000.000 

S)nth  Asia  (India). -         60,500,000 

India  and  I'aki.slan „  ,v,A  ArWi 

American  Republics - - »,  mw,  <wj 

Total,  development  assistance 184,  500. 000 

TKCHMCAt.  COOPEHAnON 

Oeneral  authoriialion $10^000,000 

United  Nations  exfMinded  program  of 
technical  assistance  (multilateral  tech- 
nical coojierationt ,?«',' nnn 

Organization  of  .^.merican  States 1.  500,000 

Total,  technical  cooperation Hfl.  <57. 621 


OTHER  FROG  RAMS 

Interjrovpmmental  Committee  frr  F.uro- 
l>eaii  Mip-;»lion  I  movement  of  mpniiiLs). 

United  .Nations  Childr«'n's  Fund  (inter- 
national children's  welfare  worl;) 

North  Atlantic  Tr«>aty  Organirat.on 

<)«>an  freight  charpes 

Control  Act  en)enses .... ... 

AdminLstrative  expenses  (other  than 
defense) --- 


$10, 000. 000 

U  500, 000 
1,  IfiU.OOO 
4.400,000 
1,175,000 

31500,000 


Total,  other  prop^ms - 61,744,000 

Total,  Mutual  Security 2, 78X,  49B,  816 


Foreicii  Policy 
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Mr,  LONG.    Mr.  Speaker,  before  the 
curtain  falls  upon  this  significant  and 


a  part  of  history.  In  losing  on  tlxe  field 
of  battle,  we  lost  face  throughout  tbe 
Far  East,  and  hence  we  contributed  to 
the  surrender  of  Indochina,  and  the 
Japanese  Empire,  so  firm  in  its  friend- 
ship for  us  in  its  time  of  defeat.  Is  now 
looking  more  and  more  toward  its  neigh- 
bor and  our  enemy.  Communist  China. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  must  face  scmie 
unpleasant  facts.  We  have  demon- 
strated that  we  are  capable  of  being  the 
world's  mightiest  warriors ;  we  have  dem- 
onstrated in  Japan  and  Germany  that 
we  can  be  magnanimous  in  victory;  and 
we  have  demonstrated  in  Yalta,  in  Pots- 
dam, in  Berlin,  in  Geneva,  and  in  Ca- 
racas that  we  can  be  and  usually  are 
naive  fools  at  the  conference  table. 

And  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  let  me  return 
again  to  the  main  theme  of  this  address: 
That  our  national  survival  demands  that 
we  cease  our  global  fencing  with  wind- 
mills and  take  measures  that  will  insure 
our  own  safety,  and  give  credit  where 
credit  is  due.  This  year  of  1954  will  go 
down  in  history  as  the  year  in  which 
American  foreign  policy  met  disaster  in 
all  of  those  places  where  it  should  have 
been  successful,  and  in  which  it  made  a 
beginning  of  success  in  the  place  where 
it  was  to  have  been  least  expected. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  my  own  State  of  Loui- 
siana is  located  the  great  city  of  New 
Orleans,  which  is  the  second  port  of  our 
Nation.     When  this  session  began,  there 
was  an  atheistic  Communist  goveininent 
in  existence  that  was  no  more  than  an 
hour  away  from  New  Orleans  by  modem 
jet  fighter  plane.    That  evil  Communist 
government   was   firmly   in   control   of 
the  territory  and  people  of  our  friend 
and  neighbor  in  oxu*  own  hemisphere, 
the    Republic    of    Guatemala.     Those 
functionaries      of      our      Government 
charged  with  the  conduct  of  our  foreign 
relations  should  be  held  to  stem  account 
for  permitting  a  condition  to  come  about 
whereby  our  friends  and  neighbors  in 
Guatemala  could  be  seduced  by  our  en- 
emy; and  it  is  a  sad  commentary  on  all 
of  us  that  we  failed  for  so  long  to  recog- 
nize the   obvious  fact  that,   while   we 
planned  furiously  to  stop  godless  com- 
munism   from   spreading   in   southeast 
Asia,  7,000  miles  from  our  shores,  we 
did  nothing  to  aid  our  friends  in  Latin 
America  to  prevent  its  tentacles  from 
closing  down  upon  a  sovereign  American 
Republic,  from  which  a  hydrogen  bomb 
could  have  been  delivered  within  an  hour 
to  cast  destruction  upon  our  own  land. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  this  momentous 
session  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  draws  to  a  close,  we  may  all  thank 
God  and  the  patriotic  people  of  the  Re- 
public of  Guatemala  and  a  few  citizens 
of  our  own  country  for  bringing  to  an 
end  the  direct  threat  to  our  survival  that 
has  ever  faced  our  American  homeland. 
This  handful  of  patriotic  men  and  wom- 
en,  against   the   greatest   of   odds,   and 
with  little  assurance  from  our  own  Gov- 
ernment, have  brought  to  an  end  in 
ignominious  defeat  the  first  attempt  of 
atheistic  communism  to  establish  itseU 
officially  in  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Obviously,  it  would  be  Impossible  to 
name  individually  each  person  who  had 
a  part  in  destroying  the  Communist 
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goremment  In  our  own  baclcyard  while 
we  spent  our  time  and  our  money  in  a 
futile  attempt  to  stem  the  tide  of  com- 
munism 7,000  miles  from  our  own  shores. 
We  know,  of  course,  such  names  as  Col. 
Castilla  Armas,  now  the  head  of  the 
ruUng  Junta  in  Guatemala,  and  of  CoL 
Elfego  Monzon.  who  is  also  a  member 
of  the  Junta,  and  is  the  man  who  con- 
trols the  professional  military  forces  of 
that  nation.    We  also  know  about  the 
efforts  of  OUT  own  Ambassador,  John  A. 
Peurlf oy,  who  gave  his  assistance  in  the 
ultimate  showdown,  when  the  Commu- 
nist   government    was    actually    over- 
thrown.  However,  we  do  not  know  about 
such  patriotic  Guatemalans  as  Col.  Ro- 
berto   Barrios    Pefia — ^Pain-ya — former 
Chief  of  Stall  of  the  Guatemalan  Army 
and  former  superintendent  of  its  mili- 
tary academy,  who  has  spent  a  f ortime 
and  more  than  5  years  in  exile  from  his 
native  land  fighting,  sometimes  forlornly 
and  alone,  to  prevent  the  engulfing  of 
his  native  land  by  atheistic  communism. 
Now  I  mention  Col.  Barrios  Pena— 
Pain-ya — because  we  in  Louisiana  have 
been  honored  to  act  as  host  to  him  dur- 
ing much  of  his  period  of  exile,  and  he 
is  a  man  of  such  background,  vision 
and  patriotism  as  to  be  an  asset  to  all  up- 
on whom  he  bestows  his  talents  and  un- 
derstanding.   He  it  was  who  became  the 
first  Spcmish  American  anti-Communist; 
he  it  was  who  became  the  first  prominent 
Latin  American  to  become  an  exile  and 
be  deprived  of  his  property  and  his  in- 
come because  he  would  not  compromise 
with  his  principles.    And  during  all  of 
that  exile,  this  great  man  has  loved  his 
country  with  a  deep  and  abiding  love, 
and  while  giving  to  us  the  benefit  of  his 
knowledge  as  a  student,  as  a  military 
man  and  a  statesman,   he  has  never 
sought  power  for  himself,  and  he  has 
never  failed  to  point  out  to  us  that  otur 
survival  depends  upon  the  strong  friend- 
ship of  the  nations  of  this  hemisphere, 
banded  together  in  a  concordant  of  mu- 
tual friendship  and  respect.    We  want 
no  satellites  in  the  Western  Hemisphere; 
no  nation  should  be  subservient  to  any 
other  nation.    Of  more  importance,  we 
should  stop  depending  upon  talk  alone 
to  sustain  our  vaunted  "good  neighbor" 
policy  in  Latin  America.    Again  let  us 
face  the  facts:  While  we  have  insisted 
that  we  are  the  good  neighbor  of  the 
nations  to  the  south  of  us,  we  have  spent 
many  times  as  much  upon  Germany  and 
Japan,  our  enemies  in  the  great  war  that 
ended  in  1946.  than  we  have  upon  those 
friendly  nations  of  our  own  hemisphere 
whom  we  delight  to  call  our  good  neigh- 
bors. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  much  to  learn 
from  the  experience  in  our  neighboring 
Republic  of  Guatemala  about  the  evil 
design  smd  careful  intrigue  of  our  enemy. 
The  overthrow  of  the  Communist  gov- 
ernment in  that  Republic  was  brought 
about  by  the  people  themselves,  with 
only  the  aid  of  a  few  patriots  in  our  own 
country;  and  yet  it  was  mauie  to  appear 
to  the  world  that  we  had  intervened  in 
the  affairs  of  Guatemala.  Soviet  Russia, 
great  world  power  and  force  for  evil 
which  she  is.  made  no  attempt  whatever 


to  maintain  her  first  American  satellite 
in  power.  Those  of  us  who  understand 
the  nature  of  Communist  intrigue  and 
conspiracy  knew  full  well  there  was  some 
reason  for  the  failure  of  Russia  to  sup- 
port her  satellite  government  in  Guate- 
mala, and  the  reason  was  very  soon  made 
apparent.  Not  unexpectedly,  the  ex- 
planation was  given  by  Mr.  Clement 
Attlee  on  the  floor  of  the  British  Com- 
mons, when  in  a  debate  with  Her  Majes- 
ty's First  Minister  about  Indochina,  he 
justified  the  intervention  of  Communist 
China  in  Indochina  by  comparing  it  with 
the  intervention  of  the  United  States  in 
the  Republic  of  Guatemala.  And  so,  by 
a  clever  maneuver,  we  stand  accused  be- 
fore a  hostile  world,  always  too  ready 
to  believe  the  worst  of  us,  of  being  our- 
selves an  aggressor  nation. 

Finally.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  people  of  the 
United  States  are  getting  a  little  weary 
of  supporting  unwilling  allies  who  be- 
come faltering  friends  in  the  face  of  dan- 
ger. One-worldism,  the  brotherhood  of 
man,  the  United  Nations,  all  are  com- 
fortable dreams,  dreams  that  we  hope 
may  in  time  become  reality,  but  the 
reality  of  the  moment  is  that  we  stand 
before  the  world  in  mortal  peril,  and  our 
only  source  of  strength  is  the  firm  and 
willing  friendship  of  the  nations  of  this 
hemisphere.  We  vary  from  our  neigh- 
bors to  the  south  in  language  and  In 
customs,  but  we  conform  with  them  tn 
more  ways  than  we  vary.  We  spring 
from  a  common  heritage  as  colonies  of 
European  nations,  and  we  share  the 
same  sweetness  of  liberty  gained  by  the 
valor  of  our  arms  and  the  courage  of  our 
people.  We  have  a  common  ancestry  of 
aggressive  and  daring  Europeans  who 
dared  to  leave  the  comfort  and  safety  of 
known  surroundings  to  plunge  across  the 
dark  Atlantic  and  into  the  unknown  jun- 
gles of  the  New  World  to  search  for  lib- 
erty, freedom,  and  riches. 

Why  then  should  we  give  of  our  sus- 
tenance to  those  unwilling  and  tired  old 
civilizations  of  Europe  that  our  valorous 
ancestors  quit  so  many  years  ago?  Why 
should  we  fear  the  worst  that  the  Old 
World  may  threaten?  We  of  the  Ameri- 
cas are  giants  of  strength,  sharing  a  com- 
mon heritage,  devoted  to  our  God  and 
oiu"  respective  nations,  desiring  to  live 
only  in  peace  with  the  Nations  of  other 
hemispheres  but  ready  to  defend  our  lib- 
erties if  need  be,  convinced  beyond  any 
doubt  that  the  outcome  can  never  be 
other  than  in  our  favor  in  any  contest 
of  might  between  the  tired  old  nations 
that  lie  behind  the  Iron  Curtain,  whose 
people  hve  in  slavery  and  degradation, 
while  we  of  the  Americas  are  joined  for- 
ever in  a  pact  of  mutual  respect  and  ded- 
ication to  God  and  our  individual  free- 
dom, not  as 'master  and  servant,  not  as 
planet  and  satellites,  but  as  sovereign 
equals  determined  to  maintain  our  com- 
mon heritage. 

One  last  word.  Mr.  Speaker,  before  we 
ring  down  the  curtain  on  this  memorable 
Congress.  Our  people  too  often  fear 
an  economic  depression,  and  some  timid 
economists  among  us  say  that  we  have 
never  really  gotten  out  of  the  great  de- 
pression of  the  1930's,  but  that  we  have 


received  respite  only  by  resuson  of  our 
numerous  wars.  What  men  of  little 
vision.  Depression  is  the  result  of  the 
false  philosophies  and  economies  of  the 
tired  and  outworn  governments  of  the 
Old  World.  We  of  the  Americas  have 
been  blessed  beyond  all  measure  by  di- 
vine providence. 

South  of  us  there  is  untold  natural 
wealth  awaiting  the  miner,  the  pros- 
pector, and  the  forester.  Southward  also 
are  180  million  people,  aU  potential  cus- 
tomers for  highways,  mills,  factories. 
railroads,  airlines,  automobiles,  tele- 
visions, air  conditioners,  all  of  the  vast 
wealth  which  we  of  the  United  States 
have  so  well  been  able  to  produce  and 
make  available  to  the  man  in  every  walk 
of  life.  Depression.  Ridiculous.  We 
face,  together  with  our  independent 
friends  to  the  south  of  us,  as  well  as  our 
English-speaking  friends  above  our 
northern  border,  unlimited  prosperity 
for  the  next  500  years,  bringing  the 
highest  standard  of  living  on  earth  to 
all  the  peoples  of  America. 

Let  us.  then.  Mr.  Speaker,  say  goodby 
forever  to  faintness  of  heart  and  those 
of  little  faith.  Let  us  concentrate  our 
efforts,  our  riches,  and  our  cooperation 
among  those  friends  who  understand  us 
and  appreciate  us,  because  we  are  all 
Americans.  If  we  will  concentrate  our 
efforts  for  a  decade  on  those  friendly 
nations  of  our  own  hemisphere,  we  may 
forget  aggression  from  without.  The 
only  aggression  we  need  fear  is  the 
knocking  at  our  gates  of  those  less  for- 
tunate peoples  of  the  Old  World,  seeking 
our  permission  to  peacefully  and  as 
friends,  join  the  peoples  of  the  Americas 
in  the  enjoyment  of  liberty  and  the  free 
worship  of  God  in  the  highest  and  most 
satisfying  society  that  man  has  ever  de- 
vised. Let  us  never  lose  sight  of  the 
sacrifices  made  by  Christ,  our  Saviour, 
and  remember  that  we,  as  mortals,  can 
do  little;  but  through  His  guidance,  all 
things  are  possible. 


Accomplishments  of  the  83d  Coiigrets 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  JOHN  V.  BEAMER 
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Mr.  BEAMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  accom- 
plishments of  the  83d  Congress  are  so  nu- 
merous that  only  a  bare  outline  can  be 
given.  Previously,  certain  important 
measures  and  events  have  been  outhned, 
and  others  can  be  given  on  future  oc- 
casions. However,  I  would  like  to  set 
forth  some  of  the  highlights: 

Fighting  in  Korea  stopped  and  no 
American  lives  are  being  lost. 

More  defense  with  less  money.  De- 
fense structure  has  been  strengthened 
and  cost  of  its  maintenance  has  been  cut 
by  billions  of  dollars. 

Firm,  consistent  foreign  policy,  based 
on  principle  of  collective  security,  leads 
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toward  a  just  and  lasting  peace.    No  ap- 
peasement with  communism. 

Rigid  economy  and  elimination  of 
waste  in  Federal  Government  has  cut 
billions  of  dollars  from  Government 
spending.  More  than  213,000  Federal 
employees  have  been  eliminated. 

Greatest  tax  reduction  in  history. 
Savings  of  $7.4  billion  to  individuals  and 
business,  with  the  lion's  share  going  to 
the  people  themselves. 

Inflation  halted  and  sound  fiscal  pol- 
icy inaugurated. 

Controls  are  gone  in  industry. 
Social-security  system  has  been  broad- 
ened and  benefits  increased,  and  entire 
system  is  being  placed  on  a  more  nearly 
sound  actuarial  basis. 

Health  and  education  programs  for 
encouragement  and  assistance  to  the 
States  have  been  provided. 

Judicial  system  relieved  with  the  ad- 
dition of  23  new  judgeships— 2  in  Indi- 
ana. 

Hoover  Commission  Government  re- 
organization plans — 14  of  these — were 
pas.sed.  These  will  result  in  efficiency 
and  economy  and  savings  of  billions  of 
dollars  to  the  taxpayers  In  the  years 
ahead. 

Housing  Act  also  takes  Federal  Gov- 
ernment out  of  competition  with  home 
builders,  will  save  further  waste,  pro- 
vides for  35,000  units  for  1954  and.  for 
the  first  time.  Is  slum  clearance. 

Farm  program  is  being  met  in  an  hon- 
est realistic  manner  to  insure  agricul- 
ture fair  treatment  in  future  as  well  as 
at  present  time.  Immediate  needs  were 
met  in  cases  of  drought  and  surpluses. 
St.  Lawrence  beaway,  stripped  of  frills, 
was  made  possible  by  United  States  par- 
ticipation. 

Socialism  being  stopped.  Submerged 
lands  returned  to  States  in  traditional 
and  constitutional  boundaries;  Federal 
barge  lines  sold ;  synthetic-rubber  plants 
authorized  for  resale;  power  projects 
now  being  made  available  to  private  as 
well  as  to  public  Interests;  Atomic 
Energy  Act  amended  for  development 
of  peacetime  applications  by  private  in- 
dividuals or  corporations;  highway  con- 
struction totaling  $3.5  billion  authorized 
for  a  2-year  program  which  places  more 
authority  in  the  hands  of  the  States. 

New  moral  climate  with  almost  no 
public  scandals  and  a  return  to  recog- 
nition of  a  faith  in  God  as  exemphfled 
by  President  Eisenhower  and  many 
others  in  high  position. 


The  Present  Situation  of  Agricnlturc  and 
a  Brief  Report  on  the  Agricultoral  Act 
of  1954 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

or  I 

HON.  WILUAM  S.  HILL 

or  COL.ORADO 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATTVBS 

Wednesday,  August  18,  1954 
Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  like 
to  discuss  with  this  House  the  present 


situation  of  agriculture  and  give  a  brief 
report  on  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954. 

Mr.  Speaker,  It  has  been  said  that 
American  agriculture  has  reached  the 
end  of  an  era.  Farm  legislation  during 
World  War  II.  the  ix)stwar  period  and 
the  Korean  war  has  consisted  of  high 
production  goals,  90  percent  of  parity 
on  the  basics  and  price  supports  stimu- 
lating high  production  of  many  other 
farm  commodities. 

The  heavy  surpluses  now  in  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  have  accumu- 
lated in  the  past  couple  of  years  as  an 
aftermath  of  the  wartime  era.  The  fail- 
ure of  the  previous  administration  to 
invoke  necessary  controls  to  keep  pro- 
duction in  line  in  1952.  and  the  rather 
quick  shift  from  a  wartime  to  a  peace- 
time economy  following  the  Korean  ar- 
mistice contributed  to  the  accumulation 
of  surpluses  in  the  CCC. 

Your  Committee  on  Agriculture,  a 
committee  on  which  I  have  been  proud 
to  serve  for  the  past  12  years,  realized 
early  in  the  83d  Congress  that  great 
changes  were  taking  place  in  the  farm 
segment  of  our  economy.  Our  commit- 
tee decided  to  go  to  the  grassroots  to 
sound  out  fanners'  thinking  on  these 
changes.  Hearings  were  held  by  the 
committee  in  numerous  farm  communi- 
ties, large  and  small,  from  Maine  to  Cal- 
ifornia, and  anyone  who  wished  to  testi- 
fy could  tell  the  committee  what  t3T>e  or 
kind  of  legislation  they  wanted  for  a 
long-range  farm  program.  This  was  ex- 
cellent testimony,  given  by  the  farmer 
or  his  wife,  and  our  committee  benefited 
greatly  from  it. 

One  misconception  which  should  be 
dismissed  when  discussing  farm  legisla- 
tion is  that  price-support  programs  are 
the  direct  and  only  cause  for  high  food 
prices.  This  is  not  the  case,  and  the 
fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  farmer 
gets  surprisingly  little  of  the  consumer's 
food  dollar. 

Let  me  give  you  the  facts  on  the  farm- 
ers' share  of  the  consumers'  dollar  on 
one  commodity:  Wheat.  Following  the 
removal  of  price  controls  in  the  fall  of 
1945.  prices  received  by  farmers  for 
wheat  moved  upward  to  a  peak  in  1947. 
Retail  prices  of  cereals  and  bakery  prod- 
ucts increased  even  more  rapioly  between 
1946  and  1948. 

Farm  prices  for  wheat  declined  sharply 
as  a  result  of  good  harvests  and  a  drop 
in  exports  in  1948  and  1949  and  then  re- 
covered somewhat  in  1951  and  1952,  as  a 
result  of  increased  demand  associated 
with  the  Korean  war.  Since  1952  the 
farm  price  of  wheat  has  dropped  10  per- 
cent and  would  have  dropped  further  ex- 
cept for  existing  price  supports. 

In  contrast  to  the  ups  and  downs  of 
the  farm  price  of  wheat,  the  retail  price 
of  cereals  and  bakery  products  has 
moved  only  in  one  direction  since  World 
War  n— up. 

Out  of  each  dollar  spent  by  the  Ameri- 
can housewife  for  domestically  produced 
food.  56  cents  now  goes  for  processing, 
marketing,  and  transportation  charges. 
The  farmer  receives  only  44  cents. 

We  should  never  forget  how  closely 
tied  up  the  welfare  of  our  agriculture  is 
with  the  entire  economy.   The  crops  the 


farmers  grow  not  only  go  on  to  the  din- 
ner table  and  into  making  clothing,  but 
they  also  have  found  countless  industrial 
uses.  For  instance,  com  is  used  for  the 
production  of  starch  and  starch  deriva- 
tives, the  production  of  alcohols — ethyl 
and  butyl — and  the  production  of  or- 
ganic acids.  Significant  economies  and 
improvements  in  industrial  methods 
have  been  realized  because  of  the  proper 
exploitation  of  agricultural  residues,  such 
as  corncobs,  rice  hulls,  shells  of  nuts  and 
fruit  pits. 

And,  we  should  not  forget  the  effect 
the  farmer's  income  has  on  the  economy. 
Farmers  received  approximately  $10.3 
billion  in  marketing  income  during  the 
first  5-months  of  1954.  This  money  goes 
back  into  the  mainstream  of  the  Ameri- 
can economy  through  the  farmers'  pur- 
chase of  goods  and  services.  So  we  can 
see  that  farmers  are  not  only  one  of  the 
most  important  producing  groups  in  the 
country,  but  one  of  the  most  important 
groups  of  consumers  as  well. 

It  is  not  difficult  to  see  what  happens 
percentagewise  to  our  economy  when  you 
curtail  the  purchasing  power  of  20  mil- 
lion people.  It  becomes  clearer  as  to  how 
much  the  prosperity  of  this  country  de- 
pends on  the  farmer  when  you  realize 
that  nearly  every  American  city  of  10,000 
or  less  depends  largely  upon  agriculture 
as  the  basis  of  its  economic  life. 

In  the  past  50  years  the  emphasis  in 
agricultural  research  and  experimental 
work  has  been  on  development  of  letter 
seeds,  improved  farming  operations,  and 
all  that  goes  to  increase  output  of  farm 
commodities.  The  result  has  been  a  40- 
percent  increase  in  farm  production. 


MARKETING  SESEAKCH    ITOST   BE  EMFHASIZZD 

Now  it  is  time  to  begin  another  phase 
of  agricultural  research,  namely,  the 
marketing  of  farmers'  produce  and  con- 
trolling the  amount  the  farmer  gets  from 
the  consumer's  dollar. 

Mr.  ^>eaker,  the  83d  Congress  has 
been  a  productive  Congress  by  way  of 
introducing  and  developing,  and  passing 
farm  legislation  of  outstanding  and  far- 
reaching  effect  on  futiu-e  farm  programs 
of  the  United  States. 

A  brief  discussion  and  analysis  of  sev- 
eral of  the  significant  agriculture  bills 
passed  by  this  Congress  will  indicate  the 
creditable  record  of  this  Congress  in  l)Oth 
temporary  and  long-term  farm  legisla- 
tion. 

DSOUCHT-KnjEF  BILL 

One  piece  of  legislation  to  help  farm- 
ers on  a  temporary  basis,  and  we  all  hope 
for  the  immediate  future  only,  was  a 
bill  I  had  the  privilege  of  tntroducin? 
to  provide  Federal  assistance  to  fanners 
hard  hit  by  drought.  In  July  of  1953, 
as  chairman  of  the  Livestock  Subcom- 
mittee which  investigated  drought  con- 
ditions in  the  western  areas,  I  got  a 
vivid  picture  of  what  impossible  condi- 
tions farmers  were  facing.  Most  of  the 
fields  were  as  bare  as  if  it  were  mid- 
winter. And  today  this  drought  condi- 
tion has  spread  to  most  sections  of  the 
Midwest. 

The  measure  which  I  introduced  pro- 
vides payments  of  up  to  $1  per  acre  for 
farmers  who  carry  out  emergency  wind 
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erosion  measures  under  the  1954  agricul- 
tural-conservation program.  This  act 
has  helped  and,  I  hope,  continues  to 
help  fanners  preserve  their  topsoil  in  the 
face  of  discouraging  wind  and  drought 
conditions  which  have  plagued  so  many 
sections.    

•UEPLTTS  DXSPOSAIi  VXLlt 

Anothw  measure  passed  by  this  Con- 
gress and  of  great  importance  for  the 
immediate  future  is  one  to  dispose  of 
surplus  farm  commodities,  a  measure 
which  I  also  had  the  honor  of  intro- 
ducing. 

This  bill  permits  the  sale  of  $700  mil- 
lion worth  of  surplus  commodities  held 
by  the  CCC.  It  also  authorizes  the 
granting  of  commodities  to  needy  peo- 
ple at  home  and  abroad,  and  to  publicly 
owned  hospitals  and  other  institutions 
In  this  country.  This  act  will  result  in 
farm  surpluses  being  an  asset  to  the 
country,  both  financially  and  in  terms  of 
good  win. 

arcnmvxs  to  wool  fbooucxbs 

One  measure  which  western  Members 
of  congress  were  happy  to  see  passed 
during  this  session  of  Congress  is  the 
wool-suppoort  program.  Wool  has  long 
been  a  declining  industry  in  this  coun- 
try. Tode^  it  is  one  of  only  two  major 
agricultural  commodities  that  is  pro- 
duced in  deficit  supply  in  the  United 
States.  The  major  reason  for  the  decline 
in  production  has  been  the  low-tariff 
protection  given  to  wool,  and  the  con- 
sequent dumping  of  foreign  wool  on  the 
American  market. 

The  measure  which  this  Congress 
passed  authorises  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture to  support  wool  at  90  percent  of 
parity  or  above  in  order  to  encourage 
an  annual  production  of  300  million 
roundsofrtiom  wool  per  year.  The  Sec- 
retary can  use  several  methods  to  sup- 
port the  price  of  wool,  including  loans 
and  direct  production  payments.  It  is 
not  expected  that  the  total  of  300  milUon 
pounds  will  be  reached  soon,  as  only  227 
million  pounds  were  produced  last  year. 

WATSISHXD-mVELOPlCXNT  PBOOKAM 

I  have  discussed  several  important 
short-term  acts  passed  by  this  Congress 
which  will  be  valuable  to  American 
farmers  during  the  immediate  future. 
Now.  I  want  to  talk  about  some  of  the 
measures  which  are  for  the  long  haul, 
or  the  long-range  agricultural  program. 

One  very  valualile  measure  for  long- 
term  planning  is  the  Watershed  and  Con- 
servation Act. 

The  purpose  of  this  act  is  to  provide 
the  legislative  authority  and  direction 
for  cooperative  Federal-local  action  in 
attacking  the  problems  of  upstream  soil 
and  water  conservation  and  flood  pre- 
vention. The  bill  provides  the  policies, 
the  framework,  and  the  standards  imder 
which  action  can  be  taken  jointly  by  the 
Federal  Government,  states,  counties, 
soil  conservation  or  watershed  districts, 
or  local  citizens'  groups. 

Based  on  the  sound  principle  of  pay- 
ment for  value  received,  this  act  pro- 
vides that  the  cost  of  programs  and  im- 
provements shall  be  shared  e<iuitably  be- 
tween the  participants  according  to  the 
benefit  received. 


One  of  the  best  features  of  this  act, 
Mr.  Speaker,  is  that  the  plans  and  pro- 
grams for  conservation  and  watershed 
work  will  not  be  handed  down  from  the 
top,  but  can  be  developed  and  initiated 
at  the  local  level.  In  other  words,  the 
people  who  see  firsthand  the  need  for 
such  work  will  be  the  responsible  initia- 
tors of  watershed  conservation  programs. 

The  average  net  worth  increased  from 
$4,474  to  $8,349.  This  progress  was 
made  during  the  average  4.1  years  they 
operated  with  Fanners  Home  Adminis- 
tration credit. 

Loans  totaling  $35,606,600  were  ad- 
vanced from  appropriated  funds  to  help 
small  farmers  buy,  enlarge,  or  improrve 
their  farms  and  farm  buildings  during 
the  year.  Another  $9,530,800  in  real- 
estate  credit  was  advanced  for  similar 
purposes  by  private  lenders  and  insured 
through  the  insured-mortgage  program. 

Farm-water  facilities  and  irrigation 
system  loans,  limited  untO  the  end  of 
the  1954  fiscal  year  to  the  17  Western 
States  but  soon  to  be  available  through- 
out the  country,  totaled  $6,500,000.  In 
the  future,  this  program  will  include 
loans  for  both  water  and  conservation 
purposes. 

The  $93,460,700  advanced  to  meet 
emergency  needs  and  to  permit  farmers 
to  continue  normal  operations  included 
$35,165,000  in  special  livestock  loans,  a 
program  that  was  established  in  July 
1953. 

Despite  the  materially  increased  lend- 
ing operations,  the  Farmers  Home  Ad- 
ministration cut  its  annual  administra- 
tive costs  by  about  $4  million.  Combin- 
ing 4  area-finance  offices  and  the  na- 
tional finance  division  into  1  national 
finance  ofBce  located  In  St.  Louis  ac- 
counted for  a  large  part  of  the  savine^s. 
Reorganization  of  the  National  and 
States  oflBces  also  contributed,  as  did 
other  streamlining  activities  including 
elimination  of  duplicate  forms  and  files. 
Administration  of  the  agency's  program 
Is  being  placed  closer  to  the  farmers  by 
giving  county  supervisors  the  power  of 
final  approval  on  a  larger  number  of 
loans. 

AGHICULTTTKAL  ACT  OT  1954 

In  closing  I  should  like  to  make  a  few 
remarks  concerning  this  act.  There  are 
various  amendments  and  new  sections,  as 
well  as  directives  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  in  this  legislation. 

Surplus  agricultural  commodities  will 
be  planned  "in  a  commodity  set-aside": 
wheat,  cotton,  cottonseed  oil,  butter, 
nonfat  dry  milk  solids,  and  cheese. 

Dairy  products  are  supported  at  75  to 
90  perwnt  of  parity  and  additional  au- 
thority given  to  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture to  dispose  of  dairy  surpluses. 

Commercial  com  and  wheat  areas  are 
adjusted. 

Agricultiiral  attaches  of  the  State  De- 
partment are  placed  directly  under  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

In  administering  programs  of  diverted 
acres,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may 
make  his  reg^llations  applicable  on  an 
appropriate  geographical  basis;  semiarid 
areas  where  good  husbandry  requires 
maintenance  of  a  prudent  feed  reserve, 


regulations  relating  to  diverted  acres 
shall  be  administered  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  permit  the  production  of  forage 
crops  for  storage  and  feeding  operations; 
disaster  areas  are  to  be  administeared  so 
as  to  restore  the  normal  pattern  of  agri- 
culture as  quickly  as  possible. 

Price  supF>orts  on  the  basic  commodi- 
ties, with  the  exception  of  tobacco,  are 
to  be  on  a  flexible  scale  with  a  floor  of 
82  Vz  percent  for  the  1955  crop.  The 
support  level  for  tobacco  remains  at  90 
percent  of  parity.  Mandatory  price  sup- 
p>orts  are  continued  on  tung  nuts  and 
honey  at  from  60  to  90  percent  of  parity 
and  Irish  potatoes  are  made  eligible  for 
support  along  with  all  other  nonmanda- 
tory  commodities  at  zero  to  90  percent 
of  parity. 

Many  Congressmen  expressed  concern 
regarding  some  of  the  regulations  and 
some  of  the  entire  sections  of  this  act. 
However,  the  Congress  will  be  in  session 
again  in  less  than  5  months  and  if 
amendments  are  necessary  they  can  be 
considered  and  changed  early  in  1955. 


My  Report  to  the  People:  The  Work  of 
the  1954  Session  of  the  83d  Confres* 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  HARUN  HAGEN 

or  CALIFOHNIA 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTA'tlVKS 

Wednesday.  August  IS.  1954 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  California.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  wish  to  continue  my  report  to  the 
people  of  my  district  with  respect  to 
legislation. 

HOOSINO 

The  principal  housing  program  of  the 
Federal  Government,  with  the  addition 
of  the  GI  loan  program,  has  been  the  in- 
surance by  the  FHA  of  mortgages  to  en- 
courage lending  at  reasonable  interest 
rates.  This  program  is  continued  as 
follows: 

(a)  Repairs:  FHA  will  continue  to  in- 
sure 90  percent,  with  a  maximum  Gov- 
ernment insurance  amovmt  of  $2,500.  of 
the  cost  of  repairs  on  single-family  dwell- 
ings with  a  repayment  period  of  8  years 
and  32  days.  With  respect  to  multi- 
family  dwellings  these  restrictions  are 
$10,000  and  7  years  and  32  days. 

(b)  Home  purchases:  On  1-  and  2- 
family  dwellings  FHA  will  insure  95  per- 
cent of  the  first  $9,000  of  value  and  75 
percent  of  amount  over  that  with  a  max- 
imum commitment  of  $20,000  of  insur- 
ance. The  maximum  for  a  3*family 
dwelling  is  $27,500  and  for  a  4»family 
dwelling  $35,000.  The  payout  period 
can  be  as  long  as  30  years  or  the  antici- 
pated life  of  the  property,  whichever  is 
lesser.  These  rules  apply  to  both  old 
and  new  dwellings  with  a  new  permis- 
sible interest  rate  of  6  percent.  The  in- 
creased insurance  will  result  in  lower 
down  payments. 

(c)  Special  provision  is  also  made  for 
low-cost  housing  in  rural  and  suburban 
areas  which  do  not  qualify  under  ordi- 
nary FHA  standards  of  location  erf  prop- 
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erty.  A  farm  home  can  qualify  here  If  it 
will  be  adjacent  to  a  highway  and  situ- 
ate on  at  least  5  acres.  The  maximum 
of -FHA  mortgage  insurance  is  $6,650  to 
an  owner-occupant-mortgagor. 

(d)  Provision  is  made  for  insuring  re- 
pairs which  substantially  protect  or  im- 
prove the  basic  livability  or  utility  of 
property  already  under  PHA  mortgage. 
Increments  to  the  PHA  mortgage  obli- 
gation for  this  purpose  can  bring  the 
total  obligation  in  excess  of  the  original 
FHA  commitment  if  used  for  buUdlng 
additional  enclosed  space.  A  GI  owning 
a  home  can  now  use  his  full  $7,500  guar- 
anty entitlement  for  this  purpose, 

TXTXk&MS 

The  Veterans*  Affairs  Committee  of 
which  I  am  a  member  reported  the  fol- 
lowing legislation  which  was  approved 
by  both  Houses: 

(a)  Added  1  year  to  the  present  2-year 
period  during  which  Korean  war  veter- 
ans can  exercise  their  option  to  take 
Government-sponsored  college  or  other 
training.  The  same  legislation  clothed 
the  VA  Administrator  to  extend  the  time 
of  initiation  and  completion  of  rehabili- 
tation training  of  World  War  II  and 
more  recent  veterans  who  were  pre- 
vented from  such  training  by  their  dis- 
abUlty,  a  prior  inability  to  establish  the 
service  connection  of  their  disability,  or 
a  discharge  which  has  been  corrected  to 
an  honorable  discharge. 

(b)  Very  often  private  capital  will  not 
finance  GI  housing  outside  of  metropoli- 
tan areas.  To  meet  this  problem  a  pro- 
gram of  direct  Government  loans  to  GI's 
was  instituted.  This  program  was  con- 
tinued for  1  year  and  the  appropriation 
therefore  increased  to  $150  million. 

(c)  Briefly  there  are  two  categories 
of   persons   receiving    veterans'    money 
payments.    Veterans  with  a  service-con- 
nected disabiUty,  their  widows  and  sur- 
viving children  and  sur\iving  dependent 
parents.    Veterans    with    a    completely 
disabling  non-service-connected  disabil- 
ity which  rendered  them  unemployable 
and  their  surviving  widows  and  children. 
The   latter   groups   must   meet   certain 
pauperlike  income  and  property  restric- 
tion.  The  Congress  passed  a  bill  increas- 
ing   service-connected    disablUty    pay- 
ments by  5  percent,  increasing  a  child- 
less widow's  allowance  by  $12  and  a  sur- 
viving parent's  allowance  by  $15  In  the 
case  of  a  sole  parent  and  $10  in  the  case 
of  2  surviving  parents.     A  subsequent 
bill  Increased  benefits  to   non-service- 
connected  pensions  and  their  surviving 
eligibles  by  5  percent. 

(d)  Appropriations  for  veterans'  hos,- 
pitals  were  inadequate  becaiise  of  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Administrator  and  the  Appro- 
priation Committees. 

■OCIAL  SSCT7SITT 

The  social-security  system  was  liberal- 
ized as  follows: 

(a)  Coverage  was  extended  to  self- 
employed  farmers,  architects,  engineers, 
funeral  directors.  pubUc  accountants, 
domestic,  and  casual  workers  receiving 
as  much  as  $50  from  a  single  employer 
in  a  calendar  quarter,  and  farm  workers 
on  the  same  basis  except  the  monetary 
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amount  is  $100,  fishing  industry  employ- 
ees; on  a  majority  vote  basis  employees 
under  State  and  local  government  retire- 
ment systons;  ministers  and  members 
of  religious  orders  can  be  included  on  a 
voluntary  basis. 

(b)  Earning  limitations :  No  limit  now 
for  persons  72  and  older.  Persons  xmder 
such  age  can  earn  $1,200  without  losing 
benefits. 

(c )  Amount  of  benefits  depends  on  the 
average  monthly  wage.  In  making  this 
computation  under  the  new  law  5  years 
of  low  or  nonexistent  earnings  can  be 
excluded.  The  limit  of  annual  earnings 
which  appUes  in  such  computation  is 
increased  from  $3,600  to  $4,200. 

(d)  Greater  payments  are  permitted. 
For  those  presently  on  the  rolls  they  may 
range  from  $30  to  $98.50— for  those 
quaUfying  hereafter  $30  to  $108.50.  The 
percentage  of  average  monthly  wage  in 
calculating  benefit  payments  is  in- 
creased. Survivors  benefits  are  Increased 
and  the  widow,  widowed  mother,  or  par- 
ents of  a  person  who  died  after  1939  and 
prior  to  September  1,  1950,  are  made 
eligible  even  if  the  decedent  had  only  6 
quarters  of  coverage. 


BtTBOir  mx 

A  number  of  my  people  expressed  sup- 
port of  the  Bryson  bill  which  would  es- 
tablish regulation  of  the  methods  of 
Uquor  advertising  on  radio  and  TV. 
Neither  the  House  nor  Senate  commit- 
tees approved  such  legislaticm.  but  the 
House  committee  advi]Bed  the  ixidustry 
of  its  cqpcem  with  this  problem  by  re- 
questing a  report  from  the  industries 
concerned  as  to  past  efforts  and  future 
intentions  for  self-policing  of  disap- 
proved practices. 

ICT  VOTOfO  KBCOBO 

One  of  the  tests  of  diligence  of  service 
is  active  participation  in  the  affairs  of 
the  House.  One  of  the  evidences  of  such 
participation  is  the  record  of  voting  and 
being  present.  During  the  1954  session 
of  Congress  there  were  148  recorded  roll- 
calls.  Of  these  76  were  votes  on  issues 
and  72  were  mere  quorum  calls.  I  failed 
to  vote  on  an  issue  only  once  and  missed 
only  three  quorum  calls  and  had  no  ab- 
sences from  my  committee  meetings. 


xnrEMPLOTicurr  nrsxriANCs 

Coverage  of  the  act  was  extended  and 
other  minor  changes  were  made. 

(a)  On  the  basis  of  service  performed 
after  December  31,  1955,  Federal  em- 
ployees will  be  covered  with  the  Grovern- 
ment  making  the  employer  contribution 
on  the  basis  of  relmbiirsement  to  the 
States  of  claims  paid.  The  amount  and 
duration  of  benefits  will  be  governed  by 
the  law  of  the  State  where  the  employee 
last  worked. 

(b)  otherwise  eligible  employers  who 
employ  at  least  4  employees  in  each  of 
20  weeks  will  be  subject  to  the  act.  This 
will  not  affect  California  which  already 
qualifies  an  employer  with  a  lesser  num- 
ber of  employees.  Although  farmers  and 
some  farm  workers  were  Included  under 
the  social -security  coverage  attempts  to 
include  farm  workers  under  unemploy- 
ment insurance  coverage  were  rejected. 

(c)  Employers  with  a  good  employ- 
ment history  can  now  qualify  for  reduc- 
tion of  payment  after  1  year  rather  than 
the  present  3  years.  This  is  of  benefit 
to  new  employers. 

ANTIST7BVKSSIVX   JJXaVSUiTlOlt 

Both  Houses  passed  a  bill  which  would 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party.  The  effect 
of  this  provision  is  uncertain,  inasmuch 
as  party  membership  is  not  made  a  crime, 
but  apparently  it  will  destroy  the  vis- 
ible party  apparatus  such  as  its  offices, 
its  publications,  its  candidates  on  the 
ballot.  The  same  bill  provided  that 
Communist  infiltrated  unions  would  be 
denied  the  protection  of  the  labor  re- 
lations law. 

BAIUtOAD  mXTXKEmNT 

The  Railroad  Retirement  Act  was  lib- 
eralized in  a  great  many  particulars. 
The  age  of  eligibility  for  widow  and  de- 
pendent parents  for  survivors  annuities 
was  reduced  to  age  60.  The  maximum 
daily  benefit  rate  under  the  Railroad 
Unemplojrment  Insurance  Act  was  in- 
creased from  $7.50  to  $8.50. 


The  ACP  Is  Being  Strangled  to  Death  bf 
Departmental  Red  Tape 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  JAMES  G.  POLK 

or  OHIO 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  HKPRKSKNTATTVES 

Wednesday.  August  18, 1SS4 

Mr.  POLK.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  one  of 
America's  7  miUion  farmers  and  as  a 
Representative  of  thousands  of  other 
farmers  in  the  Sixth  District  of  Ohio,  I 
am  becoming  increasingly  concerned 
about  the  policies  and  programs  of  the 
present  administration  relating  to  the 
agricultural  conservation  program,  cmn- 
monly  known  as  ACP. 

Through  the  ACP  the  Federal  Oovem- 
ment  shares  with  the  farmers  the  cost 
of  soil  and  water  conserving  practices 
deemed  essential  to  the  welfare  of  the 
Nation.  The  cost  sharing  is  provided 
for  conservation  in  addition  to  that 
Which  fanners  may  be  expected  to  carry 
out  with  their  own  resources.     ' 

It  is  a  well  established  fact  that  we 
In  the  United  States  are  wasting  our  top- 
soil  many  times  faster  thsui  India  or 
China  ever  did.  Millions  of  acre-feet 
of  good  topsoil  are  washed  away  each 
year.  Every  muddy  stream,  creek,  and 
river  is  constantly  carrying  this  topsoil 
away  and  depositing  it  to  the  oceans. 

Furthermore,  most  if  not  all  of  the 
chemicals  necessary  for  plant  growtli 
are  being  rapidly  depleted  from  many  of 
our  soils  by  intensive  farming  practices, 
by  soil  leaching,  by  soil  erosion  and  by 
a  lack  of  grass  cover  for  the  soil. 

In  the  lifetime  of  those  in  this  gen- 
eration we  have  seen  the  number  61  acres 
of  good  soU  drop  from  over  3%  acres 
per  person  in  the  United  States  to  just 
a  httle  more  than  2  acres  per  person. 
It  is  relatively  easy  to  preserve  the  top- 
soil  but  it  takes  a  long  time  and  is  an 
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expensive  job  to  build  land  back  Into 
productive  capacity  after  the  topsoll 
has  been  allowed  to  erode  away,  or  after 
Its  plant  food  has  been  lost. 

Our  Nattcm's  leading  soil  scientists 
from  the  48  State  agricultural  colleges 
tell  us  we  have  only  made  a  small  start 
in  preserving  and  protecting  our  soils. 
The  figures  of  these  soil  specialists  indi- 
cate that  to  Just  hold  our  own  in  pre- 
serving and  protecting  our  soil  it  would 
be  necessary  to  spend  over  ^1,556,000.000 
per  year  for  this  purpose. 

Realizing  the  Importance  and  urgency 
Of  the  soil-conservation  problem  and 
particularly  with  reference  to  the  difiB- 
culties  surrounding  this  problem  on  the 

small  family-size  farm,  the  Congress,  a 
few  years  ago.  provided  by  legislation 
for  the  agricultural  conservation  pro- 
gram or  ACP.  The  initial  legislation 
authorized  an  annual  appropriation  not 
to  exceed  $500  nmiion  f  or  this  purpose. 
The  f  uU  amount  was  never  appropriated 
but  for  a  few  years  appropriations  rang- 
ing from  $250  million  to  $300  mlllloQ 
were  made  for  this  purpose. 

Last  year  the  new  administration  de- 
cided to  curtail  the  ACP  program  and 
asked  Congress  to  appropriate  only  $140 
million  for  the  ACP.  The  House  and 
Senate  disregarded  this  administration 
request  and  appropriated  $195  million  or 
$55  minion  more  than  asked  for  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agricvilture.  Again  this 
year  a  budget  request  for  only  $140  mil- 
lion was  submitted  to  Congress  for  ACP 
and  again  the  Hovise  and  Senate  raised 
the  total  amount  to  $195  million  and 
stipulated  that  $55  million  of  this  be  used 
for  soil  conservation  practices  on  di- 
verted acres. 

As  originally  planned  the  agricultiu-al 
conservation  program  was  largely 
planned  and  operated  by  farmers  as  a 
part  of  the  work  of  the  farmers  elected 
to  serve  on  what  was  then  known  as  the 
PMA  committees.  Local  PMA  commit- 
teemen, well  informed  concerning  soil 
conservation  problems  in  their  respective 
communities,  made  specific  recommen- 
dations to  the  State  PMA  conmiittee  who 
in  turn  submitted  the  State  plans  and 
recommendations  to  the  USDA  in  Wash- 
ington for  final  approval.  Generally, 
the  PMA  farmer  committee  recommen- 
dations were  approved  and  were  incor- 
porated in  the  ACP  Handbook,  the  of- 
ficial published  list  of  approved  soil  con- 
servation practices  and  the  regulations 
to  be  followed  by  farmers  in  order  to 
participate  in  the  program. 

Under  this  former  system  of  procedure 
the  ACP  funds  were  used  for  the  soil 
building  and  soil  conservation  prac- 
tices which  farmers  themselves  consid- 
ered best  for  their  local  communities. 

Now,  I  find  the  procedure  is  that  the 
rules  and  regulations  and  the  approved 
practices  for  the  agricultural  conserva- 
tion program  are  largely  formulated  here 
in  Washington  by  officials  of  the  USDA. 

Furthermore,  I  find  that  the  rules,  reg- 
ulations, and  approved  ACP  practices  are 
so  complicated  and  so  arbitrary,  in  many 
instances,  that  farmers  either  cannot  or 
will  not  comply  with  them  for  the  small 
benefits  they  receive. 


Secretary  of  Agriculture  Benson  has 
set  up  administrative  procedures  which 
are  the  most  complex  since  the  conser- 
vation program  was  started  in  1936  and 
I  believe  this  is  the  principal  reason  so 
many  farmers  are  not  participating  In 
the  program.  For  example,  last  year 
over  $30  million  was  turned  back  to  the 
Treasiiry  because  farmers  could  not  get 
around  the  redtape  and  complete  their 
conservation  practices. 

In  1952,  the  last  year  for  which  com- 
plete figures  are  available.  2.285,000 
farmers  participated  in  the  agricultural 
conservation  program  by  sharing  with 
their  Government  the  cost  of  carrying 
out  sound   conservation   practices.   To 

date  less  than  one-third  of  that  number 
have  signified  their  intention  of  partici- 
pating in  1954.    The  use  of  agricultural 

limestone  which  was  over  27  million  tons 
in  1952,  to  date  this  year  has  been  less 
than  an  annual  rate  of  15  million  tons. 
The  use  of  superphosphate  has  dropped 
from  84,000  tons  to  25,000  tons  under 
this  program.  In  1952,  36«.706  acres  of 
cover  crops  were  grown  under  the  agri- 
cultural conservation  program.  This  im- 
portant practice  has  been  eliminated  in 
1954.  I  could  go  on  with  practice  after 
practice  which,  since  the  agricultural 
conservation  program  was  started  in 
1936,  have  been  greatly  expanded  on  the 
Nation's  farms.  Now  they  are  being 
greatly  reduced. 

It  is  not  the  tons  of  lime,  superphos- 
phate, and  potash  or  the  acres  of  cover 
crops  which  are  in  themselves  impor- 
tant. It  is  the  thousands  of  acres  of 
clover  and  alfalfa  that  is  growing,  in- 
stead of  ordinary  grass,  heavily  fertil- 
ized with  calcium  from  the  lime,  potash, 
superphosphate,  and  so  forth,  which 
makes  for  better  animals  and  vegetables 
and  ultimately  healthier  people,  that  is 

really  important.    The  acres  of  clover 

and  other  legumes  went  from  43,538.000 
in  1935,  prior  to  our  national  agricul- 
tural conservation  program,  to  50,848,- 
000  in  1944  the  highest  in  our  history, 
but  dropped  to  48,386,000  in  1953.  Clover 
production  is  estimated  to  be  slightly 
higher  in  1954.  Under  the  1954  agricul- 
tural conservation  program  we  are  not 
going  ahead,  but  we  are  losing  a  great 
deal  of  the  gain  we  have  made. 

The  problem  poses  some  particular 
questions.  Why  did  this  administration 
ask  for  lower  appropriations  for  ACP? 
Is  it  solely  for  the  purpose  of  endeavor- 
ing to  make  a  showing  of  economy? 

Naturally  we  are  all  interested  in 
economy  and  efficiency  in  Government. 
but  this  certainly  is  the  highest  form 
of  false  economy.  To  do  anything  to 
stifle  the  efiforts  and  the  interest  of  farm- 
ers in  soil  conservation  would  seem  to 
me  to  be  a  very  unsound  public  policy. 

Why  was  the  former  policy  of  pennit- 
ing  farmers,  through  their  elected  com- 
mitteemen, to  formulate  and  carry  out 
the  ACP  practices  and  procedures  they 
thought  were  best  suited  to  their  needs, 
changed  to  a  policy  of  sending  out  from 
Washington  complex  and  impractical 
rules  and  regulations  with  which  farm- 
ers, must  comply  to  the  letter  in  order 
to  receive  ACP  fmids? 


Is  it  because  the  administration  «ants 
to  kill  the  program? 

It  is  my  belief  that  unless  fanners 
and  farm  organizations  and  all  other 
persons  concerned  with  the  problem  of 
soil  conservation  wake  up  and  start  to 
fight  for  the  continuance  of  the  ACP, 
it  is  doomed. 

The  program  will  be  abandoned  not 
t>ecause  Congress  is  opp>osed  to  it^  but 
because  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is 
opposed  to  its  continuance.  It  Is  my 
opinion  that  the  ACP  is  being  quietly 
and  deliberately  strangled  to  death  by 
departmental  redtape. 

This  to  me  is  an  intolerable  situation 
and  one  that  should  be  called  to  pubhc 
attention.  I  shall  have  more  to  say  about 
it  in  the  future. 


Friendship    Between    Nations    Promotes 
Understanding   of    Mutual    Benefit   as 

Expressed  by  Hon.  Antonio  J.  Senna- 
dez,  of  Mexico 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  CHARLES  A.  WOLVERTON 

or  NEW  JKtLSZT 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  18.  1954 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  Mr.  Speaker,  In 
this  day  of  uncertaint\  in  world  affairs 
the   need   for   real   friends   is   apparent. 

The  free  nations  of  the  world  are  oontin- 
ually  seeking  ways  and  means  to  main- 
tain the  principles  of  democracy. 
America  has  spent  billions  of  dollars 
around  the  world,  particularly  in  Burope. 
to   strengthen    democratic    nations.     As 

time  moves  on  it  becomes  appareot  that 
money  alone  cannot  buy  time  and  lasting 
friendship.s. 

It  is  in  this  connection  that  I  Wish  to 
bring  to  the  attention  of  our  people  the 
words  spoken  by  a  great  Mexican.  Hon. 
Antonio  J.  Bermudez.  Today  he  is  the 
director  general  of  Petroleos  Mexlcanos. 
At  the  time  he  spoke  the  words  to  which 
I  refer  he  was  the  mayor  of  Juarea.  Mex- 
ico. The  occasion  was  the  10th  annual 
conference  of  mayors  of  the  United 
States,  in  1942.  held  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington. D.  C.  The  Honorable  P.  H.  La- 
Guardia.  mayor  of  New  York  City,  was 
president  of  the  United  States  Confer- 
ence of/Mayors  at  the  time  and  the  pre- 
siding ofiBcer  at  the  convention.  The  list 
of  speakers  at  the  conference  included 
many  outstanding  officials  of  our  na-' 
tional  government  and  representatives 
from  other  governments  outside  of  the 
United  States. 

Among  those  attending  the  conference 
from  countries  other  than  the  United 
States  was  the  Honorable  Antonio  J.  Ber- 
mudez, mayor  of  Juarez,  Mexico,  ap- 
pointed by  President  Avila  Camacho  of 
Mexico  to  participate  in  the  conference 
as  the  representative  of  mayors  off  Mex- 
ican cities. 

In  addressing  the  convention,  Senor 
Bermudez  expressed  thoughts  that  might 
well  be  the  present  day-to-day,  year-to- 
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year  policy  as  well  as  In  1942  when  ut- 
tered, not  only  between  his  native  land. 
Mexico,  and  the  United  States,  but  also 
as  the  basic  policy  of  all  nations  in  thehr 
relationships  with  one  another.  To 
kmow  Senor  Bermudez  is  to  recognize  the 
spirit  of  sincerity  that  dominates  his 
every  act  and  thought.  The  words  he 
speaks  and  the  acts  he  performs  always 
come  from  the  heart  and  the  result  of 
deep  conviction.  The  thoughts  he  ex- 
pressed in  the  address  to  which  I  have 
referred  take  on  additional  significance 
when  It  is  realized  that  he  was  appointed 
as  the  representative  of  mayors  of  Mexi- 
can cities  by  Avila  Camacho.  President  at 
that  time,  of  Mexico.  President  Cama- 
cho was  then  and  always  has  been  a 
true  friend  of  the  United  States.  Thus, 
the  words  of  friendship  expressed  by 
Senor  Bermuder  may  l>e  considered  as 
also  expressing  the  views  of  President 
Camacho. 

I  cannot  emphiisize  too  strongly  the 
mutual  advantages  to  be  gained  not  only 
by  Mexico  and  the  United  SUtes  by  an 
adherence  to  the  principles  of  friend- 
ship as  outlined  in  the  address,  but  also 
as  between  all  the  friends  of  democracy 
on  this  American  continent  and  through- 
out the  world.  The  ideas  expressed  by 
Senor  Bermudez  should  be  accepted  as 
a  pattern  to  be  followed  at  all  times, 
in  times  of  peace  as  well  as  in  times  of 
war.  After  all  the  sacrifices  and  suffer- 
ing incident  to  war  a  structure  of  better 
understanding  and  a  friendlier  life  both 
continental  and  worldwide  could  and 
should  be  built  up)on  a  foundation  of 
friendship. 

What  finer  or  more  Idealistic  state- 
ment of  the  objectives  of  true  friendship 
could  be  expressed  than  in  the  words  of 
this  distinguished  Mexican,  when  he 
said.  "We  believe  that  everything  that  is 

good,  everything  that  Is  right,  should  be 
accomplished  in  the  name  of  friendship." 
And.  what  greater  assurance  of  true 
friendship  between  the  two  great  Repub- 
lics of  Mexico  and  the  United  States 
could  have  been  stated,  or.  with  greater 
sincerity,  than  when  he  said  in  his  mem- 
orable address: 

We  feel  that  the  future  of  the  United 
States  la  the  future  of  Mexico,  and  the  des- 
tiny of  the  United  States  Is  the  destiny  of 
Mexico,  that  the  friends  of  the  United  SUtes 
are  the  friends  of  Mexico,  and  the  enemlea 
of  thU  United  States  are  the  enemies  of 
Mexico. 

I  conclude  my  remarks  by  including 
the  entire  address  of  Senator  Bermudez. 
Brief  though  it  is  in  words,  yet  strong 
and  appealing,  as  it  makes  friendship 
between  nations  the  real  basis  for  pro- 
moting and  strengthening  a  better  un- 
derstanding among  nations.  The  ad- 
dress reads  as  follows:  | 

AOOaEBS    BT    TUX    HONOEABI-E    AlTPOmO   J.    BOt- 
1CT7DEZ,  MaTOB   or  JXIABKE.  MkXICO 

I  never  make  speeches  In  my  own  land,  and 
I  know  very  well  that  I  cannot  make  a  speech 
in  a  foreign  language,  *ut  I  am  delighted  to 
attend  and  say  a  few  words. 

On  l>ehalf  of  our  country,  my  colleaguea 
from  Mexico  and  I  wish  to  say  that  we  are 
gratefully  honored  In  attending  this  eon- 
ference  of  Canadian  and  United  SUtes  may- 


ors. We  know  that  this  conference  wiU  be 
fruitful  and  successful. 

I  bring  you  greetings  from  His  Excellency, 
Avila  Camacho,  the  President  of  our  coun- 
try, and  from  all  the  mayors  of  Mexico,  and 
as  Mayor  LaOuardla  said.  "We  are  all  In  the 
same  boat."  We  do  not  come  here  only  and 
merely  as  mayors.  We  come  as  allies  In  the 
same  worthy  cause.  We  come  here  as  good 
neighbors,  and  we  come  here  as  good  friends. 

We  Mexican  people  are  strong  belleTers  In 
friendship.  We  believe  that  friendship  Is  a 
beautiful  word,  with  a  beautiful,  far-reach- 
ing meaning.  We  believe  that  everything 
that  Is  good,  everything  that  Is  right,  should 
be  accomplished  In  the  name  of  friendship. 
Reciprocal  acts  of  friendship  are  mutually 
beneficial  and  very  necessary  at  this  hour, 
and  because  we  feel  that  way.  I  will  say  that 
the  good-neighbor  policy  of  the  United  States 

has  been  and  continues  to  be  the  perfect 
masterpiece  of  International  friendship. 

We  know  that  there  will  be  some  very 
valuable  knowledge  derived  from  this  con- 
ference, that  there  will  be  some  very  enlight- 
ening discussions,  and  my  colleagues  and  Z 
will  listen  very  attentively  and  try  to  ac- 
quire some  of  that  knowledge  to  take  bade 
home  with  us,  In  order  that  when  we  go  back 
to  our  country  we  may  be  better  able  to  serve 
our  conununlty.  better  able  to  serve  the 
world,  and  above  all  things,  better  able  to 
cooperate  with  you.  We  want  to  render  you 
our  fullest  unlimited  cooperation.  Mexico 
wants  to  fulfill  and  to  execute  her  duties 
loyally  and  faithfully.  It  Is  only  logical  and 
natural  we  feel  that  way  because  at  this 
hour,  at  this  moment,  we  feel  that  the  future 
of  the  United  States  Is  the  future  of  Mex- 
ico, that  the  destiny  of  the  United  States  Is 
the  destiny  of  Mexico,  that  the  friends  of 
the  United  States  are  the  friends  of  Mexico, 
and  the  enemies  of  the  United  States  are 
the  enemies  of  Mexico. 


Self-Iacriininatioii  and  Fifth  Amendment 
Abuse 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  PHIUP  J.  PHILBIN 

or  ItASSACHtTSETTS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  18,  1954 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  under 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  in  the  Record,  I  include 
therein  a  most  thoughtful  and  ably 
written  editorial  from  a  recent  edition  of 
the  distinguished  Boston  Herald  and  the 
distinguished  Worcester  Telegram.  t>oth 
prominent,  outstanding,  Massachusetts 
newspapers,  entitled  "Self-incrimina- 
tion" and  "Fifth  Amendment  Abuse." 

As  the  Members  of  this  House  will  ob- 
serve, these  editorials  very  ably  deal  with 
some  of  the  problems  posed  by  recent 
legislative  efforts  to  change  the  law  re- 
lating to  witnesses  and  their  testimony 
before  congressional  committees. 

As  I  have  previously  observed  on  the 
floor,  these  are  vital  questions  which  go 
to  the  very  root  of  our  constitutional 
system.  Will  we  continue  to  have  a 
Government  under  our  great  Constitu- 
tion scrupulously  following  the  rule  of 
law  which  by  that  immortal  document 
protects  the  rights  of  individuals,  or  will 
we  move  in  the  direction  of  elimlnatins 


the  basic  eonstftntlonal  safeguards  and 
protections  which  this  Nation  has  his- 
torically obsenred  since  Its  inception  and 
adopt  the  totalitarian  pattern  of  8up> 
pressing  these  rights? 

Personally,  I  do  not  believe  that,  cx-_ 
cept  in  rare  instances  when  martial  law  \ 
may  be  temporarily  justified,  whether 
it  be  in  war,  disaster,  catastrophy  or  In 
the  struggle  against  communisn  and 
subversion,  the  Congress  would  ever  be 
justified  in  abating  these  great  constitu- 
tional principles  which  have  served  us 
so  well  and  which  have  so  materially 
help>ed  to  bring  greatness,  strength,  and 
glory  to  this  Government. 

There  will  be  abuses  of  every  law. 
There  will  be  abuses  of  the  constitutional 
protections.  There  will  be  certain  shady, 
criminal,  unscrupulotis,  and  subversive 
individuals  who  may  profit  by  these 
abuses.    No  doubt  some  of  the  abuses 

referred  to  could  be  eliminated  by  more 
intelligent  appUcation  of  the  Constitu- 
tion and  existing  laws  by  administrative 
officials  and  congressional  Committees. 
But  essentially  the  abuses  permitted  by 
constitutional  safeguards  would  l>e  in 
my  opinion  mild  and  negligible  indeed  as 
compared  to  those  that  would  develop 
out  of  the  scrapping  of  the  Constitution 
and  the  nullification  of  our  time-honored 
constitutional  provisions  contained  in 
the  body  of  that  document  and  the  Bill 
of  Rights  which  guarantee  the  very 
fundamental  rights  of  Americans  and  all 
those  Uving  under  the  American  flag. 

If  to  some  extent  these  provisions  are 
a  refuge  for  the  guilty  and  the  sub- 
versive, how  much  less  desirable  it  would 
be  to  have  a  legal  situation  wherein  the 
guilty  and  innocent  alike,  either  through 
well-meaning  error,  or  the  caprice  and 
whim  of  officialdom,  are  stripped  of  all 
their  defenses  against  oppression  and 
tyranny,  subjected  to  the  terrors  of 
ruthless  inquisition  and  finally  con- 
demned to  punishment  against  every 
sacred  and  ancient  principle  of  Anglo- 
Saxon  law  solely  as  the  result  of  their 
own  admissions  and  statements  wnmg 
out  by  coercion  and  compulsion  under 
the  color  of  law. 

Such  procedtires  are  not  only  con- 
trary to  every  basic  principle  of  Amer- 
ican constitutional  law,  but  they  are  also 
inimical  to  the  spirit  and  traditions  of 
this  great  Government.  It  is  unthink- 
able that  this  Nation  should  be  forced  to 
abandon  its  tested  and  invaluable  con- 
stitutional principles  in  order  to  check 
the  activities  of  Communists  and  sub- 
versives. And  of  course  it  is  constitu- 
tionally indefensible  as  well  and  unnec- 
essary to  set  up  one  rule  of  law  for  sub- 
versives and  another  for  all  others. 

No  one  has  been  more  articulate  than 
I  have  been  since  my  membership  In 
Congress  in  pointing  out  the  great  perfl 
to  American  liberty  that  is  presented  by 
the  existence  and  increasing  activities 
of  the  world  Communist  conspirfiujy.  - 1 
have  beUeved  and  hold  sternly  to  the 
view  that  we  cannot  move  too  speedily 
or  too  vigorously  to  uproot  this  great 
evil  which  is  threatenhig  free  institu- 
tions. But  we  must  take  this  action  in 
the  Amertcan  way.  not  in  the  totalitarian 
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way.  We  must  take  it  with  full  respect 
for  and  adherence  to  our  sacred  Con- 
stitution, our  laws  and  our  traditional 
principles,  or  we  will  be  playing  into  the 
hands  of  the  Communists  by  using  the 
very  methods  and  tactics  which  we  con- 
demn in  thetr  tyrannical  systems. 

The  techniques  proposed  by  the  so- 
caUed  anti-immunity  bill  are  fantastic 
and  confused  beyond  measiire.  They 
baffle  imderstandins.  Their  only  possi- 
ble effect  would  be  to  intermingle  and 
mix  lei^lative,  executive,  and  judicial 
powers  into  a  bewildering  pattern  serving 
only  to  thwart  and  befuddle  real  law  en- 
forcement and  what  is  worse  cancel  out 
certain  individual  constitutional  rights. 

If  there  is  one  thing  absolutely  essen- 
tial for  us  to  do  as  Americans  in  the  great 
crisis  confronting  us,  it  is  to  stick  te- 
naciously to  the  great  principles  and 
trutlis  of  our  immortal  and  unequaled 
Constitution.  It  provides  proper,  law- 
ful ways  and  means  to  effect  those 
changes  which  modem  progress  may  dic- 
tate. It  affords  ample  powers  of  law 
enforcement  consistent  with  basic  legal 
principles  of  morality  and  justice.  But 
to  tamper  and  traffic  with  its  most  ^Mired 
provisions  is  boimd  to  work  great 
damage  and  injury  to  the  moral  in- 
tegrity and  spiritual  validity  of  Ameri- 
can institutions. 

The  editorials  follow: 

(From  the  Boston  Herald  of  August  7,  1954] 
Sklf-Ikckuonation 

The  Immunity  bUl  which  the  House  of 
Representatives  has  just  approved  by  the 
huge  margin  of  293  to  65  goes  very  far  to 
satisfy  the  requirements  of  due  process.  It 
Is  so  cautiously  written.  In  fact,  that  the  law- 
makers may  have  trouble  reconciling  It  with 
the  tougher  Senate  version  In  the  few  days 
that  remain  to  this  session. 

But  many  honorable  people  will  continue 
to  question  Its  propriety. 

The  Immunity  bills  are.  of  course,  all 
aimed  at  getting  around  the  self-incrimina- 
tion clause  of  the  fifth  amendment.  Re- 
cently many  witnesses  before  congressional 
committees  (and  to  a  lesser  extent  grand 
juries)  have  abiised  the  constitutional  priv- 
ilege in  order  to  escape  testifying  on  matters 
of  genuine  public  concern.  And  both  Con- 
gress and  the  administration  have  moved 
determinedly  to  close  the  loophole. 

The  remedy  advanced  has  been  to  grant  the 
witness  immunity  from  prosecution  in  con- 
nection with  anything  he  may  say,  so  that 
he  will  cease  to  be,  in  the  constitutional 
language,  a  witness  "against  himself."  The 
consensus  of  legal  authority  has  been  that, 
where  the  Immunity  grant  Is  as  broad  as 
the  guarantee,  the  witness  may  be  com- 
pelled to  talk  under  penalty  of  contempt. 

Making  the  immunity  complete  is  not  as 
easy  as  It  se«tais.  There  is  a  question,  for 
example,  whether  the  Federal  Government 
can  grant  Inunxmity  from  prosecution  in  a 
State  court.  There  is  also  a  question  how 
far  Immunity  goes  in  cutting  off  a  chain 
of  evidence  which  may  lead  to  a  related 
crime.  Probably  these  technicalities  can  be 
worked  out.    But  questions  will  still  remain. 

Is  the  fifth-amendment  protection,  as 
It  has  developed.  In  fact  applicable  only  to 
cases  whjch  might  lead  to  criminal  prosecu- 
tion? ^  not  a  Ck>mmunist  or  former  Com- 
munist, still  being  made  a  witness  "against 
himself"  In  a  very  real  sense.  If  he  publicly 
confesses  his  crime  even  with  immiinity 
from  prosecution?    The  ordeU  of  the  bear- 


ing, public  opprobrium,  possible  loss  of 
employment,  are  all  punishments,  whether 
legaUy  recognlKed  or  not. 

And  Dean  Orlswold  has  reminded  us  of 
anottier  question,  raised  by  Justice  Stephen 
Field  a  half  c^r.tury  ago.  "The  essential  and 
Inherent  cruelt),"  the  judge  said,  "of  com- 
pelling  a  man  to  expose  his  own  guilt  is  ob- 
vious to  everyone  and  needs  no  illustration." 
The  cruelty,  he  implied,  was  in  the  self-ex- 
posure, not  the  punishment  that  followed. 

But,  it  may  be  u;ked,  why  worry  about  be- 
ing cruel  to  Communists?  Are  they  not  the 
crueleet  of  all?  And  do  they  not  richly  de- 
serve exposure?  Obviously  we  owe  nothing 
to  them.  And  obviously  we  have  an  obliga- 
tion, not  merely  a  right,  to  expose  them 
wherever  we  can. 

That  is  all  true.  But  we  must  move 
slowly  in  remaking  the  Bill  ol  Rights  for  our 
own  sake,  not  for  the  Reds.  It  Is  our  form 
of  Government  which  is  at  stake.  Justice 
Holmes  once  said:  "We  have  to  choose,  and 
for  my  part  I  think  It  a  less  evil  that  some 
criminals  should  escape  than  that  the  Gov- 
ernment should  play  an  Ignoble  part." 

It  may  be  possible  to  write  an  Immunity 
bill  which  serves  the  good  purposes  sought 
by  the  Government  without  in  any  way  tak- 
ing away  from  the  dignity  and  integrity  of 
our  constitutional  processes.  But  we  must 
be  siure  before  we  act. 

We  shovild  remember  that  compulsory  con- 
fession of  crime  is  one  of  the  features  of  the 
Soviet  system  which  Westerners  have  always 
found  most  "ignoble"  in  the  very  sense 
Justice  Holmes  meant.  , 

[From    the   Worcester   Telegram    of    August 
10.    1954] 

Fifth  Aicindment  Abusk         | 

The  troubled  jjostwar  years,  filled  "with 
the  growing  menace  of  Communist  intrigue 
and  subversion,  have  seen  the  rise  of  a  vex- 
ing constitutional  and  legal  problem  in  this 
country.  It  concerns  the  use  of  the  Fifth 
Amendment  by  persons  anxious  to  avoid  tes- 
timony before  courts,  grand  Juries  and  con- 
gressional investigating  committees. 

Before  1946,  this  practice  was  not  in  the 
public  eye.  But,  in  the  past  four  or  five 
years,  the  American  public  has  stared  in 
amazement  at  the  parade  of  witnesses  re- 
fusing to  answer  questions  regarding  their 
associates,  their  business  practices,  and  even 
their  loyalty  to  this  country,  on  the  ground 
that  they  might  be  incriminated  if  they  did. 

This  poses  a  very  serious  problem.  The 
processes  of  law,  justice  and  Government 
have  been  hampered.  Vital  Information  has 
obviously  been  withheld.  Yet,  neither  the 
courts  nor  Congress  has  had  any  recourse  to 
the  witness  who  simply  refuses  to  answer 
questions,  taking  the  fifth  amendment  as 
his  shield.  In  1950,  for  instance  Congress 
cited  63  persons  for  contempt,  in  an  effort 
to  establish  some  penalty  precedents.  But 
only  two  of  the  83  were  convicted. 

The  House  and  Senate  have  now  plissed 
separate,  but  similar  bills  aimed  at  correct- 
ing the  situation.  These  bills,  if  they  be- 
come law,  will  compel  defiant  witnesses  to 
testify  in  cases  involving  national  security. 
If  the  witness  invokes  the  fifth  amendment, 
he  will  be  granted  inununity  from  prosecu- 
tion in  any  court  for  what  he  divulges.  If 
he  persists  in  his  refusal  to  talk,  he  will  be 
Inunedlately  cited  for  contempt  of  court  or 
Congress.  The  difference  between  the  House 
and  Senate  bills  lies  in  the  final  authoriza- 
tion for  the  Inununity  grant.  The  House 
bUl  givesi  this  power  to  Federal  district  eourt 
judges.  The  Senate  bill  would  give  th«  im- 
munity grant  to  the  Attorney  General,  but 
with  the  proviso  that  his  opposition  could 
b«  overridden  by  Congress. 


One  need  not  be  a  Communist,  nor  a 
friend  of  the  fifth  amendment  pleaders,  to 
have  some  doobts  about  these  bflls.  For 
they  are  an  attempt  to  change  th«  Consti- 
tution by  the  passing  of  a  law,  which  can- 
not be  done.  In  justice,  it  must  ^  recog- 
nized that  the  Fifth  Amendment  has  been 
badly  perverted  by  many  of  the  shabby 
characters  who  have  utilized  it  during  the 
past  few  years.  Instead  of  a  pro*^«ction  for 
the  Innocent,  It  has  become  largely  a  refuge 
for  the  guilty.  But  it  was  written  with  the 
Innocent  in  mind  and  the  Innocetit  stand 
to  suffer  if  it  is  weakened  or  bypa«ed. 

The  granting  of  immunity  may  seem  a 
way  out  of  the  dilemma.  Actually,  it  may 
raise  up  thornier  problems  than  It  solves. 
For  to  grant  a  criminal  immunity  in  all 
courts  for  testimony  he  gives,  may  be  to 
award  him  a  new  protection  for  his  crimes. 
If  brought  to  book  later,  he  might  be  able 
to  argue  successfully  that  his  indictment 
was  the  indirect  result  of  his  immune  testi- 
mony. Court  procedure  could  thus  be 
enormously  complicated.  Criminals  and 
subversives  might  actually  scheme  to  testify 
under  immunity  so  as  to  provide  themselves 
with  future  legal  weapons.  On  the  other 
hand,  unscrupulous  law-enforcement  ofQ- 
cials  might  be  able  to  take  unwarranted  ad- 
vantage of  a  witness'  confessions,  even 
though  his  testimony  was  immune.  Once 
a  man  is  known  to  be  guilty,  it  is  relatively 
easy  to  find  other  leads  to  his  guilt. 

It  may  be,  of  course,  that  these  objec- 
tions can  be  taken  care  of.  We  do  Hot  know. 
The  subject  has  enormous  ramifications. 
But  It  is  clear  that  In  our  efforts  to  get  at 
the  malefactors  among  us,  we  must  not  un- 
duly weaken  our  constitutional  bitfwarks. 


Veterans'  Legislation  in  tbc  83d  Congrets 

EXTEn^SION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  HARUN  HAGEN 

or  CALIFORNIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  18.  1964 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  now  that  the  83d  Congress  is 
drawing  to  a  close,  I  believe  that  it  would 
be  of  interest  to  the  Member$  of  the 
House  to  know  of  the  action  taken  by 
this  Congress  on  veterans'  legislation. 
The  Veterans'  AfTairs  Committee  has 
been  very  active  during  the  88d  Con- 
gress. There  have  been  a  total  of  401 
bills  and  resolutions  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee and  the  committee  has  held  hear- 
ings resulting  in  the  printing  of  over 
5,000  pages  of  testimony.  Twenty-four 
bills  reported  by  the  committee  have  be- 
come public  law.  Many  of  these  bills 
are  most  important  to  the  veterans  of 
the  Nation  and  their  families. 

We  have  just  passed  and  sent  to  the 
White  House  a  bill  which  will  extend  the 
enrollment  period  for  Korean  veterans 
for  a  period  of  1  year.  Under  the  pres- 
ent law,  a  Korean  veteran  has  2  years 
after  the  date  of  his  discharge  in  which 
to  enroll  in  education  or  training.  This 
period  has  been  extended  to  3  years. 
This  action  was  very  necessary  in  my 
opinion,  since  many  of  the  first  group  of 
about  1  million  veterans  who  were  dis- 
charged before  Public  Law  550,  82d  Con- 
gress,  became  law  were  reacliing  the 
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end  of  their  period  of  entitlement  on 
August  20,  1954.  This  date  is  just  short 
of  the  fall  enrollment  period  and,  as  a 
practical  matter,  served  to  deny  a  great 
many  veterans  of  the  education  and 
training  which  they  badly  needed.  The 
bill  which  we  have  passed  gives  1  addi- 
tional year  to  all  Korean  veterans,  or 
allows  a  total  period  of  3  years  after 
the  date  of  discharge  during  which  a 
Korean  veteran  may  enroll  in  education 
or  training. 

In  this  same  bill  we  corrected  a  serious 
inequity  which  was  working  a  hardship 
on  some  of  our  disabled  veterans.    A  dis- 
abled veteran  is  entitled  to  rehabilitation 
training  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  him  in 
overcoming   his  service-connected  dis- 
ability.   The  program  for  World  War  II 
veterans   ends  on   July   25,   1956.      We 
found  that  there  are  many  veterans  who 
are  not  able  to  take  full  advantage  of 
the  rehabilitation  program  as  a  result  of 
the  cut-off  date.     There  are  some  vet- 
erans who  have  been  continuously  hos- 
pitalized since  World  War  II  who  have 
been  prevented  from  entering  rehabili- 
tation training  and  who  are  just  now 
being  released  from  the  hospital.    These 
veterans  do  not  have  sufficient  time  re- 
maining to  complete  a  rehabilitation  ob- 
jective.   We  also  found  the  same  prob- 
lem occurs  in  the  case  of  veterans  who 
have  only   recently   been  successful   in 
establishing  service  connection  for  their 
disability.    By  establishing  service  con- 
nection they  become  eliiUble  for  rehabil- 
itation training  only  to  find  that  suffi- 
cient time  does  not  remain  to  accomplish 
their  objective.    There  is  also  a  small 
group   of    veterans   who    have   service - 
connected  disabilities  but  who  had  re- 
ceived  an   unsatisfactoi-y   type   of   dis- 
charge and  were  not  eligible  for  rehabil- 
itation training.    Some  of  these  individ- 
uals have  been  successful  in  obtaining  a 
correction  of  their  discharge  by  the  Dis- 
charge Review  Board  and  as  a  result 
have  just  become  eligible  for  the  reha- 
bilitation   training    which    they    need. 
This  group  will  also  be  given  additional 
time    to    complete    their   rehabilitation 
objective. 

Congress  has  passed  and  sent  to  the 
White  House  a  bill  which  will  extend  for 
1  year  and  expand  the  veterans'  direct 
loan  program.    In  view  of  the  fact  that 
private  lenders  are   not   interested   in 
loaning  money  in  certain  areas  of  the 
country,  particularly  in  small  towns  and 
rural  areas,  it  has  been  necessary  to  pro- 
vide a  source  of  loan  capital  to  veterans 
living  in  those  areas.    f\)r  the  past  few 
years  $100  million  a  year  has  been  made 
available  for  this  purpose.    This  amount 
has    proved    inadequate;    therefore    we 
have  increased  the  amount  to  $150  mil- 
lion a  year  for  the  coming  year.    I  cer- 
tainly hope  that  this  increased  amount 
serves  to  equalize  the  opportunity  to  ob- 
tain a  home  loan  between  rural  veterans 
and  veterans  residing  In  the  city.    In  my 
own    district    In    California    there    are 
many  areas  where  private  capital  is  not 
available.    I  certainly  hope  that  the  In- 
crease In  direct  loan  funds  will  serve  to 
expand  the  opportunity  for  veterans  in 

C 949 


our  rural  areas  and  small  towns  to  obtain 
a  loan. 

After  a  great  deal  of  controversy,  we 
have  passed  an  increase  in  veterans'  com- 
pensation and  pensions.  The  Veterans' 
Affairs  Committee  recommended  a  10- 
percent  compensation  Increase;  however, 
the  administration  refused  to  sigree  to 
this  amount  of  increase  and  offered  a  5- 
percent  compromise.  I  suppose  half  a 
loaf  is  better  than  none,  but  in  my  opin- 
ion the  10-percent  Increase  voted  by  the 
committee  was  justified  and  needed. 
Under  the  5-percent  legislation  enacted 
by  the  Congress,  veterans  drawing  dis- 
ability compensation  will  receive  a  flat 
5-percent  increase.  For  instance,  a  vet- 
eran With  a  10-percent  disability  now 
receives  $15.75.  This  will  be  raised  to 
$17.  A  veteran  with  a  50-percent  dis- 
ability receives  $86.25.  which  will  be 
raised  to  $91.  A  veteran  with  100  per- 
cent disability  now  receives  $172.50. 
This  amount  will  be  increased  to  $181. 
The  rate  of  compensation  for  widows 
without  children  was  Increased  from  $75 
to  $87  per  month  and  dependent  parents 
of  servicemen  who  lost  their  lives  from 
a  service-connected  cause  Is  Increased 
from  $60  to  $75.  Where  there  are  two 
parents  living,  each  parent's  allowance 
was  Increased  from  $35  to  $40  a  month. .. 

On  veterans  and  their  dependents  re- 
ceiving pensions,  a  5-percent  increase 
was  granted.     At  the  present  time,  there 
are  about  475,000  veterans  of  World  War 
I,  World  War  n,  and  Korea  who  have 
been  found  to  be  100  percent  disabled 
from  a  non-service-connected  cause  and 
unemployable.    These  veterans  are  also 
earning  less  than  $1,400  If  single  and 
$2,700  if  they  have  dependents.    This 
class   of   veterans   now    receives    $63    a 
month.    Under  the  5 -percent  Increase 
passed  by  the  Congress,  the  amount  will 
be  $66.15.     A  widow  with  no  cliildren 
whose  veteran  husband  has  died  from  a 
non-service-connected  disability  now  re- 
ceives $48  a  month.    This  amount  has 
been  increased  to  $50.    This  widow  must 
meet  an  income  limitation  of  $1,400  a 
year  if  she  has  no  dependents  or  $2,700. 
a  year  if  she  has  dependents.    She  also 
receives  an  additional  allowance  for  chil- 
dren.   The  5-percent  increase  affects  all 
veterans  and  dependents  of  the  Spanish- 
American  War,  Civil  War.  the  Indian 
Wars,  and  the  War  with  Mexico.    About 
2.300.000  veterans  and  their  dependents 
win  benefit  from  the  compensation  in- 
crease and  about  975.000  veterans  and 
their  dependents  will  benefit  from  the 
pension  increase. 

I  have  considered  the  veterans'  med- 
ical and  hospital  program  one  of  the 
most  important  parts  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration  program.  The  Veterans' 
Administration  hospitalizes  about  100,- 
000  patients  every  day.  It  Is  most  im- 
portant that  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion receive  adequate  fimds  to  provide 
first-class  medical  care  for  veterans. 
The  Veterans'  Affairs  Committee  does 
not  appropriate  funds  for  the  operation 
of  the  medical  and  hospital  program; 
however.  It  has  been  necessary  for  our 
committee  to  take  an  Interest  in  this 
question  in  order  that  adequate  funds 


could  be  made  available.  An  attempt 
was  made  In  the  first  session  to  limit  the 
basis  of  admission  to  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration hospitals  for  non-senrice-con- 
nected  cases. 

Fortunately,  through  a  coordinated  ef- 
fort of  the  Veterans'  Affairs  Committee, 
the  restrictive  rider  was  stricken  from 
the  appropriation  bill.  One  of  the  great- 
est problems  confronting  the  medical  and 
hospital  program  is  care  for  the  mentally 
disabled.  We  have  about  15.000  to  20.000 
veterans  with  non-service-connected 
mental  disabilities  on  the  waiting  list  at 
all  times.  It  usually  takes  from  6  to  9 
months  to  get  one  of  these  veterans  in 
the  hospital.  I  sincerely  hopie  that  we 
can  find  a  solution  to  this  serious  prob- 
lem in  the  coming  years. 

Some  of  the  legislation  reported  by 
the  Veterans'  Affairs  Commlltee  during 
this  session  effects  relatively  small  num- 
bers of  veterans  and  their  dependents. 
These  laws  are,  nevertheless,  important 
and  needed,  since  they  serve  to  correct 
inequities  which  have  developed.  For 
instance,  we  have  secured  enactment  of 
a  law  which  will  extend  insurance  cov- 
erage under  the  Servicemen's  Indemnity 
Act  to  members  of  the  Reserve  Officers 
Training  Corps  when  they  are  on  active 
duty  for  periods  of  14  days  or  more.  We 
have  had  some  ROTC  students  killed 
during  summer  training,  yet  these  stu- 
dents had  no  insurance  coverage. 

We  have  passed  a  bill  which  provides 
for  automatic  renewal  of  5-year  level 
premium  term  policies  of  United  States 
Government  life  insurance.  This  bill 
will  serve  to  prevent  the  unfortunate 
lapse  of  Insurance  wiiich  has  occurred 
in  so  many  cases.  We  also  passed  a  law 
which  establishes  a  3-year  presumptive 
period  for  all  tyi>es  of  tuberculosis  and 
another  piece  of  legislation  reported  by 
the  committee  and  signed  into  law  places 
the  Korean  veteran  on  a  par  with  World 
War  I  and  World  War  n  veterans  by 
granting  them  benefits  for  disability  pur- 
poses if  injury  is  incurred  en  route  to 
final  acceptance  or  induction  for  mili- 
tary service.  It  was  necessary  for  us  to 
secure  favorable  action  on  a  bill  au- 
thorizing outpatient  dental  care  to  Span- 
ish-American War  veterans  and  veterans 
taking  training  under  Public  Law  16. 
This  action  was  necessary  because  of  a 
rider  placed  on  appropriations  biUs  and 
demonstrates  the  inefficiency  of  at- 
tempting to  legislate  by  appropriation. 

The  Veterans'  Administration  admin- 
isters over  300  laws.  It  operates  five  ma- 
jor programs:  the  medical  and  hospital 
program ;  the  compensation  and  pension 
program;  education  and  training;  loan 
guaranty;  and  insurance.  Most  of  the 
20  million  veterans  of  our  country  par- 
ticipate In  one  or  more  of  these  programs. 
It  is  necessary  that  the  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs Committee  give  constant  attention 
to  assure  successful  operation  of  the '300 
laws  which  govern  veterans'  benefits.  I 
believe  that  we  have  been  successful  this 
session  In  removing  some  inequities 
which  required  correction  and  we  have 
also  been  successful  in  expanding  vet- 
erans' benefits  in  certain  areas  where 
expansion  was  needed. 
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PdUfe  Uwt  548  te  SSt,  bdnifm 

EZTEaVBION  CV  REMARKS 

HON.  RARRAH  O^RA 


IN  THE  BOUSS  OP  BXPBESKNTATiyXS 

Wedtiesday,  Auaust  18, 19S4 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  niiaoUi.  Mr.  Speaker, 
by  tmanimoua  consent,  I  am  extending 
my  ronarks  to  include  my  report  to  my 
conatituentB  on  Public  Laws  548  to  559, 
Inclusive,  as  foUows: 

rUBLIC  XJiW   S48 

H.  R.  8571.  Construction  of  naval  Teasels: 
Tills  autbortes  the  ctmstructlon  of  S  mine 
warfare  veasels  and  8  partrol  Teesels  (to  add 
to  our  present  antisubmarine  force)  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  $115  million.  The  entire 
planned  naval  construction  program  for  1955 
will  provide  SO  new  ships  and  17  conversions 
of  existing  ships,  also  many  new  service  and 
small  landing  crafts. 

rOBUC  I.AW  B4t 
H.  R.  6735,  Navy  and  Marine  officers:  Un- 
der Public  Law  649  the  Navy  and  liarlne 
Corps  may  give  regular  commissions — ^up  to 
navy  lieutenant,  marine  captain — to  reserve 
and  temporary  oflloers  who  qiiallfy.  During 
1956  a  total  of  700  oOeers  wlU  be  Integrated 
into  the  regular  service. 

ruBLXc  LAW  ssa 

8.  3561.  Neighbors  tat  hospitalized  vet. 
erans:  In  1962  the  Veterans  Administration 
opened  a  646-bed  hospital,  largely  for  neuro- 
psychlatrlc  patients,  at  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 
Public  Law  650  conveys  to  Utah  36  acres  of 
land  in  the  bospital  reservation  as  site  for 
a  armories,  a  drill  hall,  a  warehouse  and  a 
garage.  VA  Interposed  no  objection  and  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  gave  tlie  measure  the 
green  ll^bt. 

This  act  passed  the  House  in  the  rush  late 
in  July,  2  days  lat»  the  Senate,  and  was 
given  scant  attention.  Fcrtimately.  It  does 
provide  that  If  the  administrator  of  the  VA 
hospital  nnds  that  the  armories,  drill  hall 
warehouse,  and  garage  Interfere  with  the 
treatment  oC  the  hoepltal  patients  the  deal 
is  off.  I  do  not  believe  In  talcing  chances 
with  our  hospltallaed  veterans;  think  this  to 
a  matter  for  Investigation  and  poaslble  ae- 
tl<m  by  our  veteran  organisations. 

FDBUO  LAW  ISl 

H.  R.  8026,  property  in  Irrigation  districts: 
This  Is  merely  a  clarification  of  the  authority 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  transfer 
title  to  movable  property  to  Irrigation  dls- 
trlcts  when  they  take  over  operation. 

ruBuc  LAW  ssa 

H.  R.  130,  Navaho  Indiana:  Uranium  and 
oil  leases  have  brought  sudden  riches — sev- 
eral millions — to  the  Indians  of  the  Navaho 
Reservation  in  New  Mexico.  Public  Law  662 
gives  them  the  right  to  prosecute  their  claim 
against  the  Government  for  the  retiim  of  a 
helium  lease  which  on  expiration  the  Con- 
tinental Oil  Co.  surrendered  to  the  Oovera- 
ment — ^the  trustee — Instead  of  to  the  tribe. 

FTTBUC  LAW   SS3 

H.  J.  Res.  534.  sale  of  Pacific  liners:  Amer- 
ican President  Unes.  which  lost  17  vessels 
in  World  War  n.  since  then  has  been  using 
in  Its  passenger  service  In  the  Pacific  the 
President  CUvekmd  and  the  President  WH- 
son  under  a  charter  arrkngement  with  tlie 
United  States. 

Public  Law  668  authorlaes  the  outright 
sale  of  the  a  veesels  to  the  steamship  com- 
pany for  88,500.000;  this  Is  81.100.000  more 
than  the  figure  for  which  the  liaritlme  Cota- 


missiiML  had  proposed  to  make  the  sale  and 
thus  is  a  vindication  of  the  position  of  tbe 
Honorable  Raymond  S.  McKeough  In  bat- 
tling singlehanded  the  other  members  of  ttbe 
then  Maritiine  Commission.  Lindsay  C.  War- 
ren, f<»iner  Comptroller  General,  in  severely 
criticising  the  majority  members  of  tihe 
Maritime  Conunlaslon  In  promoting  a  sale 
at  $1,100,000  less  than  the  amount  finally 
decided  upon,  said: with  the  out- 
standing exception  of  Mr.  Raymond  Mc- 
Keough, who  not  only  voted  against  the  sub- 
sidy but  continued  thereafter  to  voice  bis 
vigorous  dissent." 

We  in  the  second  district  may  take  an 
exceptional  pride  in  this  since  Mr.  McKeough 
tat  4  terms  (1935-43)  brUllantly  represented 
iis.in  the  Cctngress.  , 

PUBLIC     LAW     554  ' 

8.  1281,  conunonsense  and  corn:  Cotn- 
modlty  Credit  Corporation  owns  agricultural 
products  in  very  small  lots  in  storage  all  over 
the  country.  Public  Law  554  permits  It  to 
rotate  and  consolidate  its  stocks  to  prevent 
their  Epoillng.  Here  Is  how  the  new  law 
will  work:  CCC  sells  100  bushels  of  locally 
stored  corn  at  the  going  price  in  a  commu- 
nity where  there  Is  a  demand,  replaces  with 
100  bxishela  purchased  in  another  commu- 
nity where  the  market  is  stagnant.  Another 
example :  CCC  has  5,000  pounds  of  cheese  in 
storage  at  one  point,  100  pounds  at  another; 
It  may  consolidate  its  holdings  by  selling  the 
isolated  100  pounds,  buying  a  100-pound 
replacement  at  the  point  of  the  larger 
storage.  1 

FUBLXC     LAW     SSS  f 

B.  2380,  mineral  leases:  Here  is  an  illtis- 
tratlon  of  how  legislation  affecting  the  hand- 
ings of  the  American  p>eople  in  the  vast 
public  lands  domain  of  the  country  was 
enacted  by  the  83d  Congress. 

Public  Law  655  liberalizes  the  Mineral 
Leasing  Act  of  1900  (a)  by  increasing  the 
acreage  holdings  of  any  one  person  from 
15,300  to  46,000  acres  in  any  one  State,  lOO.- 
0(X>  acres  In  Alaska,  (b)  by  Increasing  the 
maximum  area  held  under  option  from  180,- 
000  to  200,000  acres  in  any  one  State,  and 
(c)  by  extending  option  terms  from  2  to  3 
years.  Over  300  million  acres  of  public  land 
in  the  West  are  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  law.  The  possible  wealth  in  oil  and 
minerals  is  beybnd  Imagination.  Big  oper- 
ators want  the  green  light  to  move  in. 

Now  note  please  the  manner  in  which  a 
law  of  such  tremendous  importance  to  the 
American  people  was  put  on  the  statute 
books. 

(1)  It  was  brought  to  the  floor  of  the 
Bduae,  on  July  21,  1954,  in  the  period  off  a 
frenzied  drive  for  adjournment. 

(2)  It  was  brought  up  under  suspension 
of  the  rules  limiting  debate  to  40  minutes 
and  closing  the  door  to  amendments. 

(3)  The  14-page  report  of  the  committee 
consisted  largely  of  letters  from  the  Otlce 
of  the  Secretary  of  Interior,  no  reference  to 
the  subject  that  in  the  Senate  occasioned  the 
question,  "Did  the  committee  consider  the 
possibility  that  this  might  result  in  a  con- 
centration of  bil  leases  in  the  hands  of  a 
few  big  concerns  and  in  the  hands  of  2  or^ 
3  Individuals?"  and  to  which  the  brushoff 
answer  was:     "It  was  considered." 

(4)  lliere  was  no  record  roUcall,  the 
measure  being  passed  by  voice. 

Main  argument  for  the  enactment  was  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior's  statement  strtss- 
Ing  the  Importance  of  minerals  to  the  Na- 
tion's economy  and  of  encouraging  the  dis- 
covery of  new  sources.  Costs  of  prospecting 
now  are  higher,  diggings  are  deeper,  ne<}es- 
aary  to  raise  more  risk  capital. 

The  reasons  may  be  valid.  They  sound 
plausible  enough.  But  I  thotight  you  would 
not  wish  ms  to  take  a  chance  with  your  vote 


and  the  wealth  under  your  public  land. 
voted   "No." 

PXTBUC  LAW  SSS 

S.  3630,  Hog  Island,  Philadelphia:  fn  1930 
the  United  States  sold  to  Philadelphia  the 
tract  known  as  Hog  Island  at  a  fixed  price  of 
S3  million.  Philadelphia  made  a  doWnpay. 
ment  of  $450,000,  for  10  years  made  Annvial 
ground  rent  payments  of  $76,500,  then  an- 
nual payments  of  $153,000.  Public  Law  556 
releases  the  city  of  further  obligation,  con- 
ditioned on  the  land  being  used  as  an  air, 
rail  and  marine  terminal  for  the  encourage- 
ment of  Interstate  commerce. 

PUBLIC  LAW  587 

S.  2766,  registering  printing  pressfs:  Re- 
quires registration  of  printing  presses  used 
to  produce  communistic  literature,    i 

PtTRLIC  LAW  SSS  ' 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  9fl.  international 
communications:  Establishes  a  commission 
on  International  telecommunications  to  rec- 
ommend to  84th  Congress  measures  for  effec- 
tive use  of  telecommunications  in  advancing 
understanding  among  the  free  nationa. 

PUBLIC  LAW  589 

8.  252,  Jury  trial  in  tax  cases:  Income-tax 
payers  suing  the  Government  for  return  at 
taxes  erroneously  or  Illegally  assessed  are 
granted  the  right  to  a  trial  by  Jury. 


Our  Defeat  in  Indockma 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKB 

HON.  THOBflAS  J.  LANE 

or  MASSACHUSXTTS  I 

IN  THS  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTA'nvn 

Wednesday,  August  18.  19S4 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  leave 
to  extend  my  remarks,  I  wish  to  Include 
the  following  statement  I  have  furnished 
Mr.  W.  G.  Gavin,  managing  editor,  the 
Boston  Traveler,  in  response  to  his  poll 
for  an  opinion  from  the  Massachusetts 
congressional  delegation  on  the  truce 
in  Indochina: 

OUS   D^'XAT  IN   IirOOCHIIf  A      | 

The  fighting  has  stopped  in  Indochina. 

The  truce  is  supposed  to  be  a  gain  of  soma 
kind. 

A  similar  truce  In  Korea  solved  notbing  for 
our  Bide.  It  helped  the  Chinese  Beds  by 
giving  them  the  oppmrtunlty  to  shift  their 
aggression,   this   time   to  Indochina. 

That  Is  the  northern  half  of  that  country 
for  the  moment. 

Part  and  parcel  of  thpt  familiar  pattern, 
"conquest  on  the  installment  plan." 

First,  the  Reds  "sic"  one  of  their  sateUltes 
onto  a  chunk  of  the  free  world. 

Then,  when  we  get  scared  and  start  mak- 
ing threats  that  even  confuse  ourselves,  the 
Reda  step  forward  with  the  olive  branch 
marked  "peace  by  appeasement." 

We  fall  for  It,  thinking  that  the  word 
"peace"  means  actual  peace. 

Everyone  is  happy  that  the  fighting  has 
stopped,  but  few  In  the  Western  World  seem 
to  realize  that  every  time  the  fighting  stops 
we  have  retreated  a  few  more  steps.  If  this 
should  become  a  habit,  we  shall  eventually 
wind  up  with  our  backs  to  the  wall. 

Unless  we  regain  the  Initiative  In  the  cold 
war. 

I  can  never  understand  why  we  must  wait 
for  the  Communists  to  make  the  flrtt  move 
and  then  try  to  counter  it  with  half  measures. 

What  the  Reds  have  gained  by  military 
force  against  Allied  weakness  and  indecision 
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in  northern  Indochina  will  be  followed  by 
successful  infiltration  and  subversion  of 
southern  Indochina,  unless  we  come  up  with 
a  better  plan  ahead  of  their  schedule. 

A  solid  defense  alliance  for  southeast  Asia 
Is  Imperative. 

Diplomatic,  military,  and  economic  experts 
must  work  hand  in  hand  to  discourage  fur- 
ther Communist   aggression   in   this  area. 

But  the  supreme  test  of  leadership  will 
hinge  on  our  ability  to  win  the  allegiance 
of  the  oppressed  millions  who,  hating  the 
European  Imperialism  that  they  are  pushing 
out  of  Asia,  are  beng  seduced  by  the  siren 
call  of  Communist  Imperialism  whose  ruth- 
less tyranny  they  fall  to  understand. 

Surely  the  United  States,  born  of  a  revolu- 
tion and  dedicated  to  equality  of  opportunity 
for  all  men.  is  best  fitted  to  create  a  dynamic 
policy  under  dynamic  leadership  to  help 
these  submerged  millions  and  to  win  their 
genuine  friendship  lor  mutual  progress  in 
a  world  at  peace. 

We  in  the  United  States  are  Impatiently 
waiting  for  such  policies  and  such  leadership 
to  develop. 

In  the  meantime  the  Communists  are  out- 
witting us. 

The  truce  in  Indochina  will  be  but  another 
station  stop  on  the  road  to  disaster  until  we 
pioneer  a  better  way  that  the  world  will  be 
happy  to  follow. 

We  are  still  waiting  for  constructive  initia- 
tive from  the  White  House. 


How  We  HaTC  Oetlawed  Commiuiism 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  USHER  L  BURDICK 

or  NOSTH  DAKOTA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  18.  1954 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  was  ever 
Irrational  and  bewildered,  it  was  over 
this  bill.  The  present  laws  we  have  en- 
forced under  the  direction  of  the  At- 
torney General  and  supported  by  J.  Ed- 
gar Hoover  are  making  prompt  headway 
against  weeding  Communists  out  of  the 
direction  of  this  Government,  and  in 
prosecutions  of  overt  acts  of  com- 
munism. The  long  list  of  convictions  is 
an  evidence  of  the  success  we  are  hav- 
ing. This  Congress  at  this  session  gave 
the  Attorney  General  additional  powers 
&s  requested. 

In  this  state  of  affairs,  along  comes  a 
Senator,  and  not  only  supports  the  But- 
ler anti-Communist  bill  Init  amends  it 
to  make  communism,  per  se,  unlawful. 
It  was  a  sudden  move  and  caught  the 
Senate  napping.    It  passed  the  amend- 
ment 85  to  0.    The  bill  then  came  to  the 
House,    and    the    House    made    enough 
amendments    as    were    thought    would 
avoid    repealing    all    the    machinery 
Hoover  and  Brownell  had  been  using  in 
prosecution      of      Communists.        The 
amendments  were  not  accepted  by  the 
Senate,  and  here  again  the  Senator  pro- 
posed another  amendment,  which  made 
it  a  felony  for  any  person  to  think  as  a 
Communist,  and  left  in  the  bill  provi- 
sions which  evidently  will  rei>eal  all  tools 
we  have  to  prosecute  overt  acts  of  com- 
munism.   The  House  leaders  then  asked 


that  we  vote  down  the  Senate  amend- 
ment and  hold  a  conference. 

But  that  was  not  to  be.  A  Member 
from  Texas  moved  that  the  conferees  be 
instructed  to  approve  the  Senate  amend- 
ment outlawing  the  thinking  of  commu- 
nism and  there  the  matter  rests.  The 
conferees  are  not  bound  to  follow  this 
instruction. 

Anyone  who  thinks  this  Is  not  a  poli- 
tical move  certainly  ought  to  be  ex- 
amined by  the  most  available  sanity 
board.  This  whole  fuss  was  stirred  up  by 
the  master-minded  Democrats. 

If  the  bill  is  passed  as  it  came  from 
the  Senate,  making  it  a  felony  to  think 
communism  and,  at  the  same  time,  de- 
stroy the  machinery  to  handle  Commu- 
nists, the  President  will  undoubtedly 
veto  the  bill  and  that  will  end  it.  But 
the  proponents  have  gained  what  they 
were  after,  to  get  out  on  the  stump  and 
say.  "We  killed  communism  dead  as  a 
doornail,"  but  the  Republicans  came  to 
the  rescue  of  the  Communists.  That 
may  elect  a  few  Democrat  Senators  to 
another  term  in  the  Senate,  but  it  will 
be  a  costly  price  the  people  of  the  United 
States  will  pay. 

The  Democrats  were  sailing  along  with 
much  promise  of  success  before  this  move 
was  made,  but  when  the  people  see 
through  this  camouflaged  move  to  ac- 
tually protect  Communists,  the  Demo- 
cratic rise  in  temperature  will  undoubt- 
edly lower  a  few  degrees. 

If  the  President  does  not  veto  this 
bill,  then  all  the  machinery  we  have 
built  to  cope  with  communism  in  the 
United  States  will  go  down,  and  the  Com- 
munists will  have  clear  sailing  again. 
Anyone  knows,  even  an  abnormal  mind, 
that  it  is  clearly  unconstitutional  to  pre- 
vent a  man  from  thinking  anything  he 
wants  to  think.  The  proponents  know 
this  as  well  as  anyone,  but  they  are  con- 
fident that  no  one  will  detect  what  they 
are  trying  to  do.  I  have  not  always  sup- 
ported the  administration,  as  is  well 
known,  but  on  this  sugar-coated  and  un- 
constitutional amendment,  I  will  sup- 
port the  administration  and  be  proud 
to  do  it. 


Al  will  be  remembered  for  his  sincere 
efforts  and  endeavors  to  represent  the 
people  of  his  district,  and  he  rose  to  the 
chairmanship  of  the  important  Commit- 
tee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

I  am  sure  that  I  am  Joined  with  his 
many  colleagues  in  wishing  him  every 
joy  and  success  in  his  retirement.  Be 
has  been  a  faithful  servant. 


Hon.  Alvin  F.  Weichel 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 


OF 


HON.  J.  HARRY  McGREGOR 

or  OHIO 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  18,  1954 

Mr.  McGregor.  Mr.  Speaker,  un- 
der leave  to  extend  my  remarks,  I  want 
to  pay  my  respects  to  my  colleague  from 
Ohio,  the  Honorable  Alvin  F.  Weichel, 
who  is  now  retiring  from  public  service. 

Al,  as  he  is  affectionately  known  to  all 
of  us,  has  served  the  public  for  many 
years,  having  served  as  a  prosecuting  at- 
torney from  his  county,  as  well  as  having 
served  on  the  bar  committee  of  the  State, 
and  has  served  in  this  legislative  body 
since  1942. 


Culture  and  Greek  Freedoi 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  PHILIP  J.  PHILBIN 

or  BCASSACBTTSZTTS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  18.  1954 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  greats 
Greek  thinkers  throughout  the  centuries 
have  given  a  philosophy  to  the  world 
which  is  one  of  the  very  basic  foimda- 
tions  of  modern  civilization  as  well  as  a 
noteworthy  source  of  free  government. 
Plato,  Aristotle.  Epictetus.  and  many 
other  great  Greek  thinkers  nourished 
and  developed  democratic  ideals,  high 
ethical  concepts  and  the  culture  of  free- 
dom. Greek  philosophy  is  concerned 
with  personal  values  and  flatly  rejects 
materialistic  concepts  of  life. 

Among  the  greatest  orators  in  his- 
tory were  the  Greeks.  The  Philippics  of 
Demosthenes  rank  among  the  great  ora- 
tions of  history. 

The  inspiring  family  life  of  the  Greeks 
has  enabled  them  throughout  history  to 
retain  strong  racial  solidarity.  Their 
zeal  to  sacrifice  for  their  nation,  loyalty 
to  spiritual  values,  love  of  religion  and 
l)elief  in  God  which  they  have  practiced 
for  centuries,  typify  a  truly  great  people. 
The  Greeks  have  felt,  as  civilized  Ameri- 
cans have  felt  throughout  history,  that 
worthwhile  human  progress  and  belief 
in  God  Almighty  are  inseparable.  The 
doctrine  that  without  faith  in  the 
Divine  Master  no  nation  can  long  sur- 
vive is  a  basic  feature  of  Greek  civiliza- 
tion— a  doctrine  which  must  be  recog- 
nized more  fully  by  all  peoples,  if  com- 
munism is  to  be  successfully  fought. 

The  achievements  of  Pericles,  the 
leader  of  the  Golden  Age,  are  indelibly 
inscribed  upon  world  history.  There  are 
few  r>eriods  in  all  time  where  the  fine 
arts,  cultural  life,  and  individual  devel- 
opment in  political  and  artistic  values 
flowered  in  such  a  favorable  climate  as 
under  his  regime.  Pericles  and  his  con- 
temporaries have  long  since  gone,  but 
the  ideals  they  stood  for,  and  the  lessons 
they  taught,  the  culture  and  civilizing  in- 
fluences they  nurtured,  will  remain  for- 
ever as  an  inspiration  for  mankind. 

The  famed  Acropolis  is  a  great  monu- 
ment which  symbolizes  a  culture  that 
has  profoundly  influenced  human  beings 
throughout  the  ages.  It  was  the  place 
of  refuge  and  the  inspirational  center  of 
glorious  olden  Greece.  It  was  the  place 
where  Christianity  took  new  and  vigor- 
ous root.  It  still  inspires  the  Greek  peo- 
ple and  the  free  world. 
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Aphrodite,  the  goddess  of  beauty,  typi- 
fies the  msgnifioent  art  of  the  Oreeks, 
not  only  beauty  In  the  physical  sense,  but 
beauty  of  &e  soul,  of  ideals,  of  thought 
and  culture. 

Prophecy  in  the  world  did  not  die  with 
the  Delphic  oracle  because  the  heroio 
fight  of  present-day  Greece  against  com- 
munism which  has  electrilted  and  in- 
spired the  world  is  a  prophecy  that  in  the 
future  all  democratic-minded  peoples 
will  militantly  defend  and  preserve  in- 
stituticms  of  democracy  and  Jtutice. 

Sculptors,  artists,  writers,  musicians, 
the  drama,  the  stage,  the  harp  and  lyre 
sounded  in  the  past  a  song  of  hope, 
strength,  and  courage  which  imited  the 
Greeks  of  ancient  time.  And  now  they 
sound  again  to  defy  the  enemies  of  free- 
dom and  to  rally  true  loyers  of  liberty 
to  do  battle  against  its  enemies. 

The  logic,  the  rhetoric,  the  aesthetics 
of  Aristotle  are  as  realistic  and  vital  to- 
day as  when  first  written.  The  ideals 
of  Plato  still  beckon  those  pledged  to 
scholarship  and  freedom  of  thought. 
If  you  should  subtract  Greek  culture 
from  civilization,  there  would  be  no  civi- 
lisation as  we  know  it  today  because  it 
is  a  primary  cornerstone  of  our  modem 
political,  social,  and  ethical  life. 

It  is  pertinent  to  note  that  the  Greeks 
of  old  were  not  materialists.  They  were 
profoundly  spiritual  in  their  approach. 
They  did  not  embrace  mechanistic  phi- 
losophies. They  were  idealists.  For  that 
rroson  despite  tbelr  many  contributions 
to  the  material  world,  their  greatest  tri- 
umphs will  be  found,  not  in  the  world 
of  matter,  but  in  tiie  world  of  thought 
and  the  world  of  the  spirit. 

Realisbig  ttiese  things,  it  la  easy  to 
understand  why,  with  unquenchable 
purpose,  the  modem  Greeks,  against 
powerful  revolutionary  subversion,  have 
gallantly  protected  their  free  way  of  life. 
And  we  of  America,  greatest  free  na- 
tion in  history,  may  well  be  proud  that 
our  culture  is  enriched,  enobled.  and 
perfected  by  the  presence  and  loyalty  of 
80  many  devoted,  industrious,  insi^red 
American  citizens  of  Greek  heritage. 


Poblic  Laws  5(iO  to  581,  Inclnsire 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  BARRATT  OUARA 

or  ZLLXNOIS 

nf  THK  HOUSE  OP  RXPBESENTATTVES 

Wednesday,  August  IS.  1954 

Mr.  CHARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
by  unanimous  consent.  I  am  extending 
my  remarks  to  continue  with  the  report 
of  the  new  laws  of  the  83d  congress  that 
I  began  making  to  my  consitutents  on 
our  convening  in  1953  and  have  con- 
tinued to  this  time: 

FIJBUC  law   560 

H.  R.  7839.  Housing  Act  of  1954:  Pear  of 
a  developing  recession  was  a  strong  force 
In  the  drafting  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1954. 
It  admittedly  is  a  pump-prlnUng  measure. 
Intended    to    keep    construction    booming. 


BeprMmtatlve  of  the  Ufa  Insxirance  com- 
panlee,  who  have  a  real  estate  investment 
running  Into  the  billions,  under  question- 
ing by  me  at  the  pubUc  hearings  of  our 
eommlttee,  frankly  admitted  that  he  was 
fearful  of  the  ultimate  effect  on  real  estate. 
Trouble  la  there  is  no  provision  for  new 
housing  within  the  financial  reach  of  most 
people,  certainly  not  when  and  If  deflation 
lowers  wages  and  ability  to  meet  mortgage 
commitments. 

For  your  ready  reading  here  is  a  simpliiled 
analy^  of  the  act. 

Title  I.  Federal  Housing  Administration: 
Title  I  of  the  National  Housing  Act  autbor- 
Izes  nSA  Insurance  of  home  repair  or  Im- 
provement loans  up  to  $2,500.  Formerly  the 
FHA  Insured  90  percent  of  a  lender's  title  I 
portfolio  which  In  effect  meant  100  percent 
Insurance  against  losses.  Now  FHA  will 
Insure  90  percent  of  each  Individual  loan. 
It  Is  felt  that  this  will  mak$  the  lenders  more 
conservative  In  extending  credit  for  home 
repairs. 

Title  I  was  orlglnadly  enacted  in  1934  as 
an  antldepreaslon  measure  and  Ck^ngress  has 
never  seen  fit  to  make  it  permanent  legis- 
lation. The  interest  rate  on  these  loans  is 
in  reality  over  9  percent;  pretty  steep,  I 
would  say,  considering  they  are  virtually 
rlskless. 

Title  n  provides  for  FHA  mortgage  in- 
surance on  1-  to  4-family  dwellings.  Under 
public  Ijaw  560,  on  both  new  and  existing  1- 
and  2-famlly  houses,  the  maximum  mort- 
gage limit  Is  i^lsed  from  $16,000  to  $20,000. 
Downpayments  are  reduced.  The  loan  to 
value  ratio  is  set  at  95  percent  of  the  first 
$9,000  plus  75  percent  of  the  excess  above 
$9,000.  The  President  is  given  authority  to 
raise  the  $9,000  figure  to  $10,000.  Mortgage 
maturity  limits  are  set  at  30  years  but  can- 
not exceed  three-fourths  of  the  remaining 
useful  life  of  the  property. 

Liberalization  of  PHA  terms  in  the  long 
run  could  prove  unwise  as  It  will  accelerate 
FHA's  tendency  to  provide  more  and  more 
housing  for  the  upper  middle  Income  group 
and  less  for  the  lower  middle  and  lower  In- 
come groups.  We  iDay  eventually  find  our- 
eelves  In  a  situation  similar  to  that  of  the 
late  19a0'8  when  there  was  a  shortage  of 
good  housing  for  the  mass  of  people  but  on 
the  other  hand,  the  building  Industry  had 
overbuUt  for  the  higher  Income  groups.  Seal 
reason  for  liberalization  was  fear  of  a  re- 
cession, need  for  pump  priming  is  that  in 
the  Immediate  future  it  will,  of  course,  act 
as  a  very  effective  pump-priming  device. 

Builders  warranty:  In  the  future  buyers 
of  VA  or  FHA  1  and  2  family  houses  will  re- 
ceive a  so-called  warranty  from  the  bullflers 
that  the  house  has  been  built  in  substantial 
conformity  with  the  plans  and  specifica- 
tions. This  is  a  provision  for  which  I  with 
others  on  the  House  Banking  and  Currency 
Ck>nunlttee  had  long  fought.  Recent  hous- 
ing scandals  finally  brought  home  the  argu- 
ments we  had  been  shouting  into  deafened 
ears. 

Title  n:  The  present  wholly  Government- 
owned  secondary  mortgage  market,  the  Fed- 
eral National  Mortgage  Association,  is  to  be 
abolished.  In  its  p^ace  there  is  establl^ed 
a  new  FNMA..lts  stock  to  be  Initially  sub- 
scribed by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Its  remaining  equity  capital  will  be  obtained 
in  the  foUowlng  manner:  When  a  leader 
aeUs  mortgages  to  PNMA  he  wUl  be  required 
to  purchase  its  stock  equal  to  3  percent  of 
the  value  of  the  m(H*tgages  sold.  FUMA 
win  also  get  funds  by  selling  its  obligations 
both  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and 
to  the  Investing  public.  Eventually  the 
stock  and  obligations  held  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasiu7  are  to  be  retired  and  the 
lenders  will  then  own  PNMA. 

In  r^ard  to  the  3-percent  fee  it  seems 
plain  that  the  lenders  will  pass  this  oa  to 


the  builder  who  in  turn  will  add  it  to  the 
price  of  his  hovise,  thua  the  home  buyer  la 
paying  for  the  lender's  stock  in  PNMA. 
This  corporation  which  will  be  buUt  On  Gov- 
ernment credit  and  home  buyers'  money 
will  be  ultimately  owned  by  lendess.  The 
lenders  thus  will  control  the  very  organiza- 
tion which  was  created  to  Insure  $n  ade- 
quate supply  of  mortgage  monery.  The 
obligations  which  this  new  FNMA  sells  to 
the  investing  public  will  be  exempt  from  the 
public  debt  limitation  as  they  are  not  re- 
garded as  Government  bonds. 

Title  ni,  slum  clearance  and  urban  re- 
newal :  This  title  amends  title  I  of  the  Hous- 
ing Act  of  1949  which  authorizes  k>$ns  and 
grants  by  the  Federal  Government  to  local 
communities  for  slum  clearance  an4  iirban 
redevelopment.  The  chief  amendment  would 
require  that  in  the  future  before  a  com- 
munity can  qualify  for  a  Federal  loan  or 
subsidy  for  slum  clearance.  It  must  have 
an  approved  overall  plan  for  the  prevention 
of  slums  and  urban  blight. 

Title  IV,  low-rent  public  housing:  The 
Housing  Act  of  1949  authorized  the  construc- 
tion of  810,000  units  of  low-rent  public  hoxis- 
ing.  Not  quite  200,000  of  these  are  con- 
structed or  being  constructed  at  the  present 
time.  President  Elsenhower  In  his  ho\islng 
message  to  the  Congress  recommended  that 
the  Congress  authorize  the  starting  of  140.- 
000  of  the  remaining  600.000  units  at  the  rate 
of  35.000  unlU  per  year.  As  it  passed  the 
House  the  housing  bill  contained  no  author- 
ization for  public  hoiulng.  In  the  Senate 
an  amendment  was  added  to  the  bill  to  carry 
out  the  President's  program.  In  conference 
It  was  agreed  that  contracts  for  35,000  ad- 
ditional units  might  be  algned  prior  to  June 
30,  1955,  With  the  proviso,  however,  tliat  only 
communities  which  had  slum  clearance  or 

urban  renewal  projects  under  title  I  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949  could  qualify. 

It  Is  important  to  understand  this  section 
clearly.  It  does  not  merely  provide  that  to 
get  come  public  housing  a  community  must 
tear  down  some  slums.  It  is  quite  apeclfic. 
It  Is  necessary  for  the  community  to  have 
a  slum  clearance  or  urban  renewal  project 
under  title  I  of  the  Housing  Act  Of  1949. 
About  215  communities  in  the  United  States 
have  taken  the  first  step  in  the  establishment 
of  such  a  project  but  only  about  60  of  thoae 
have  reached  what  is  termed  the  "final  loan 
and  grant  contract  stage."  The  lav  la  not 
clear  as  to  where  or  when  in  the  slud  clear- 
ance process  a  community  may  tak0  action 
to  get  public-housing  units. 

It  is  possible  the  35,000  units  will  never  be 
built.  Several  of  the  approximately  60  com- 
munities which  qualify  either  have  all  the 
public  housing  they  desire  or  their  urban 
redevelopment  projects  are  commercial  or 
industrial  in  nature.  About  10,000  Units  at 
the  most  are  likely  to  be  built. 

Title  V.  amendments  to  the  Hottte  Loan 
Bank  Board  Act:  These  amendmsnts  are 
essentially  administrative  and  technical  in 
nature. 

Title  VI,  voluntary  home  mortgage  credit 
program:  This  program  provides  that  the 
Government  and  private  lenders  wUl  coop- 
erate in  an  organized  manner  in  facilitating 
the  flow  of  private  mortgage  funds  td  remote 
areas  and  small  communities.  No  one  ex- 
pects this  to  work.  If  private  lenders  could 
supply  a  secondary  mortgage  market,  there 
would  have  been  no  necessity  for  WMA  In 
the  first  place. 

Title  VII,  urban  planning  and  reaerve  of 
public  works:  This  authorizes  loans  and 
grants  to  local  communities  for  the  planning 
of  public  works.  It  does  not  go  far  enough. 
For  one  thing,  no  reference  Is  made  to  plan- 
ning for  an  atomic  attack. 
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PCBUC  LAW    S«l 


8  2381,  oil  and  gas  leases:  This  Is  similar 
to  the  amendment  to  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1930  previously  discussed  except  that 
Public  Law  561  relates  to  oil  and  gas  leasee. 
It  Increases  the  amount  of  public  land  any 
one  person  or  corix>ratloD  may  hold  tmder 
oil  and  gas  lease  from  15,360  to  46.080  acres. 
100,000  acres  In  Alaska.  The  public  domain 
contributes  about  5  percent  of  the  total  pro- 
duction of  crude  petroleunx  In  the  United 
States. 

rUBLIC   LAW    562 

S.  3466,  more  Assistant  Secretaries:  Pub- 
lic Law  562  doubles  the  number  of  Assistant 
Secretaries  of  Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force. 
There  were  2  each,  now  there  will  be  4.  This 
follows  the  pattern  set  In  the  honeymooning 
days  of  1953,  when  anotlier  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  State  was  authorized  as  a  gracious 
gesture  to  the  new  admlr.lstratlon.  I  voted 
against  that  proposal  because  I  thought  a 
Congress  pledged  to  economy  should  start 
practicing  economy.  It  all  ended  up  with 
the  83d  Congress  setting  an  all-time  high  In 
the  creation  of  new  high -salaried  Assistant 
Secretaries.  The  pity  is  that  with  each  new 
Assistant  Secretary  the  taxpayers  are  bur- 
dened not  only  with  his  keep  but  also  with 
that  of  his  secreUrles.  sUmographers,  clerks, 
messengers,  and  what  have  you. 

FT7BLIC    LAW    SSS 

8.  3518.  District  of  Columbia:  Merely  re- 
lates to  fees  and  personnel  In  the  ofllce  of 
the  Recorder  of  Deeds  In  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

I>T7BI.IC   LAW    564 

H.  R.  7128,  District  of  Columbia:  Routine 
District  of  Columbia  legislation  regarding 
qualification  of  jiersonnel  In  Assessor's  ofllce. 

PUBLIC  LAW  565 
B.  2759,  vocational  rehabilitation  of  the 
disabled:  There  is  a  backlog  of  2  million 
disabled  persons  in  the  United  States  who 
could  be  rehabilitated.  Add  to  that  250,000 
new  cases  a  year.  Under  the  Vocational  Re- 
h&blUtatlon  Act  of  1920.  when  the  program 
started,  some  60,000  disabled  persons  an- 
nually are  rehabilitated  for  self-sustaining 
employment.  Public  Law  565  contemplates 
a  progressive  expansion  of  the  program  for 
the  next  5  years.  As  Senator  Paul  Douglas 
pointed  out.  the  act  falU  far  short  of  dealing 
adequately  with  the  massive  human  and 
economic  problems  of  the  physically  handi- 
capped. It  wUl  increase  in  1955  only  by 
10.000  the  number  of  persons  accorded  re- 
babllltatlon  opportunity,  leaving  180,000  to 
mdd  to  the  2  mllUon  left  In  the  cold. 

PUBLIC   LAW    866 

H.  R.  6788,  soil  conservation  and  water- 
abed  programs :  In  40  yetirs  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  spent  $3  billion  on  flood -control 
projects,  and  still  the  floods  persist.  Public 
Law  566  tries  a  new  approach  by  (a)  uniting 
the  agricultural  soU  and  water  conservation 
program  with  the  programs  for  development 
and  flood  protection  of  major  river  valleys, 
and  (b)  establishing  stasidards  for  Joint  par- 
ticipation by  the  Federal  Government  and 
local  governments  and  groups  with  proper 
sharing  of  the  costs  In  proportion  to  benefits 
received. 

PUBLIC  LAW   SST 

H.  R.  5173,  unemployment  Insurance:  10 
per  cent  of  the  Federal  unemployment  tax  Is 
reserved  to  cover  the  cost  of  administration. 
But  the  cost  of  administration  has  been  run- 
ning some  $60  million  a  year  vmder  the  In- 
take and  this  has  been  going  Into  the  gen- 
eral fund  of  the  Untted  States  to  pay  other 
bills.  Public  Law  567  provides  that  (1) 
what  is  left  over  hereafter  will  go  to  establish 
a  $200  million  reserve  available  for  advances 
to  the  various  States  in  times  of  need,  and 
(2)  remainder  will  be  allocaUd  to  the  trust 
accounts  of  the  States. 


PUBLIC  LAW  56* 

H.  R.  303,  hospitals  for  Indians:  This  Is 
part  of  the  program  to  get  away  from  prac- 
tices setting  Indians  apart  from  other  citi- 
zens. It  terminates  the  authority  for  Indian 
hospitals  under  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
puts  conservation  of  Indian  health  In  the 
hands  of  the  Surgeon  General  of  the  Public 
Health  Service. 

PUBLIC  LAW   569 

S.  2371,  angary:  Angary  Is  a  right  In  Inter- 
national law  of  war  under  which  ships  of  a 
neutral  nation  are  taken  over  by  the  coun- 
try where  berthed.  LouU  XTV  of  France 
went  for  It  in  a  big  way,  taking  over  not  only 
the  ships  but  also  the  crews.  Under  an  act 
of  1941  the  United  States  combined  the  right 
of  angary  with  the  right  of  the  state  In 
emergency  to  seize  foreign  property  and  to 
make  therefor  proper  compensation.  Under 
that  law  of  1941  we  acquired  by  requisition 
103  foreign -flag  vessels  and  by  purchase  and 
charter  42  others  to  help  fight  World  War  II. 
Public  Law  569  makes  the  act  of  1941  per- 
manent. 

PUBLIC    LAW     570 

S.  3589.  Export-Import  Bank:  Export-Im- 
port Bank,  established  In  1934,  makes  loans 
on  good  banking  security  In  friendly  foreign 
countries.  It  plays  a  vlUl  part  In  our  effort 
to  broaden  the  market  for  our  own  prod- 
ucts by  building  up  the  economies  of  back- 
ward areas.  PubUc  Law  670  increases  its 
lending  authority  from  $4>i  billion  to  $5 
billion  and  vests  full  responsibUity  In  con- 
duct of  the  bank  in  a  board  of  directors, 
consisting  of  the  bank's  president  ($17,500 
salary)  and  vice  president  ($16,000  salary) 
and  3  others  ($15,000  salary),  to  be  appoint- 
ed by  the  President. 

PUBUC  LAW  571 
H.  R.  6080,  District  of  Columbia:  Author- 
izes $475,000  appropriation  for  grade  separa- 
Uon  to  integrate  traffic  from  Washington- 
Baltimore  Parkway  with  other  highways  in 
the  District. 

PTTBLIC    LAW    673 

S.  1244,  postal  service;  Permits  the  Post- 
master General  to  renew  star-route  or  screen 
vehicle  service  contracts  after  6  months'  sat. 
Isfactory  service  rather  than  1  year.  Rea- 
son: Many  widows  of  deceased  subcon- 
tractOHB  carry  on  the  business;  new  law  gives 
them  same  protection  husband  would  have 

enjoyed. 

PUBLIC  LAW   671 

S.  2864,  Haystack  Reservoir:  North  Unit 
Irrigation  District  In  Oregon  serves  water 
users  In  an  irrigated  area  of  60,000  acres. 
Public  Law  573  authorizes  the  construction 
of  Haystack  Reservoir  as  part  of  the  project. 

PUBLIC  LAW  574 

S.  2408,  tankers;  Provides  for  the  sale  of 
obsolete  tankers. 

PUBLIC  LAW  575 

S.  3458,  tankers:  Navy  Is  giving  priority 
to  speeding  up  tanker  construction.  In  1945 
over  50  percent  of  world-wide  tanker  tonnage 
was  American,  now  only  25  percent.  Public 
Law  575  authorizes  20  new  tankers  on  a  time- 
charter basis.  They  must  be  built  within 
2  years  and  In  American  shipyards. 

PUBLIC  LAW  576 

S.  3683,  District  Of  Columbia:  There  are 
12  credit  unions  In  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. PubUc  Law  576  turns  their  supervision 
over  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Fed- 
eral Credit  Unions,  reUeving  the  Comptroller 
of  the  currency  of  the  responsibility. 

PUBLIC   LAW    577 

S.3S46.  Becurltles  Exchange  Act:  Experi- 
ence has  shown  up  defects  In  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  and  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
Of  1934.    Public  Law  577  Is  expected  to  rem- 


edy them.  The  purpose  of  the  basic  set  Is 
ruU  disclosure  and  protection  oi  the  invest- 
ing public. 

PUBLIC  LAW    STS 

8.3609,  water*  of  the  Sabine  Riv«r:  This 
grants  consent  of  Congress  to  the  compact 
between  Texas  and  Louisiana  relating  to  the 
waters  of  the  Sabine  River.  Congressniian 
BaooKS  of  Louisiana,  and  Congressman 
Bbooks  of  Texas,  were  the  sponsors  of  the 
act:  case  of  the  brooks  taking  care  at  ths 
river. 

PUBLIC  LAW  ST* 

S.  3713,  Pacific  fisheries:  United  States, 
Canada,  and  Japan  are  mutually  Interested 
in  the  preservation  of  the  fisheries  of  the 
North  Pacific  Ocean.  PubUc  Law  679  adopts 
the  recommendations  of  the  fisheries  con- 
vention of  those  nations.  It  Introduces  the 
new  principle  of  abstention  Into  Interna- 
tional conservation  practice.  Example:  Ja- 
pan will  not  fish  for  salmon  off  North  Amer- 
ica. Canada  to  keep  out  of  certain  places  in 
the  Bering  Sea. 

PUBLIC  LAW  S80 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  67,  fishing  vessels: 
Repeals  a  wartime  law  relating  to  the  return 
of  fishing  vessels. 

PUBLIC  LAW  SSl 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  149.  John  MarshaTl 
Bicentennial  Month:  September  24,  1955 
marks  the  200th  birth  anniversary  of  John 
Marshall,  who  was  appointed  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  in  1801.  Public 
Law  581  designates  September  of  1956  «• 
John  lyf^'^T'"  Bicentennial  Month  and 
creates  a  commission  to  arrange  a  proper  ob- 
servance of  the  occasion. 


Federal  Employee  LegbUtiim 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  HARLAN  HAGEN 

or  CALIFOaKIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTAllvES 

Wednesday.  August  18.  1954 
Mr.  HAQEN  of  California.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, in  my  district  I  have  two  of  the  out- 
standing military  research  installations 
in  the  United  States,  to  wit,  the  Ed- 
wards Air  Force  Base  and  the  naval 
ordnance  testing  station.  The  splendid 
military  and  civilian  personnel  of  these 
two  stations  have  already  made  great 
contributions  to  our  security  and  win 
continue  to  do  so.  In  their  interest  and 
to  them  I  would  make  herewith  a  brief 
report  of  the  acts  and  failures  of  Con- 
gress and  the  Executive  with  respect  to 
Federal  employee  legislation. 

Although  the  President  vetoed  the  bill 
to  give  a  5  percent  pay  raise  and  a  num- 
ber of  other  benefits  to  Federal  em- 
ployees, there  are  some  other  improve- 
ments in  the  Federal-employee  program 
approved  by  both  the  Congress  and  the 
President.  Regarding  the  pay  question. 
most  of  the  leading  members  of  the 
House  Post  Office  and  CjvU  Service  Com- 
mittee have  agreed  to  reintroduce  the 
Federal  pay  bill  and  push  it  through 
Congress  early  enough  to  override  a 
Presidential  veto.  Other  Federal  em- 
ployee developments  were: 

The  restriction  on    accumidation    of 
annual  leave  was  removed.    Previously 


15088 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


August  18 


t 


i '  i 


•X 


I 

i  — 


ic 


% 


an  employee  waa  required,  by  a  future 
date,  to  use  up  all  accumulated  leave 
over  30  days.  With  removal  of  the  te- 
strlction  an  employee  can  now  either 
take  the  earned  leave  or.  upon  separation 
from  the  Government,  receive  pay  for 
the  leave  which  has  not  been  taken.  . 

Federal  employees  were  brought  imder 
the  unemployment  insurance  program. 
The  amount  of  each  employee's  jobless 
pay  will  be  determined  by  the  amount 
paid  for  imemployment  benefits  in  the 
State  where  the  employee  works.  The 
amount  due  the  Federal  employee  will 
be  paid  through  the  State  system  to  the 
employee  by  the  Federal  Government 
but  the  Government  will  not  be  taxed 
to  build  up  a  reserve  to  pay  benefits  to 
its  separated  employees. 

The  so-called  Whitten  rider  putting 
a  ceiling  on  the  nimiber  of  permanent 
jobs  was  revised.  Now  there  is  a  Oov- 
ernmentwide  ceiling  on  the  number  of 
permanent  jobs,  permitting  permanent 
appointments  to  10  percent  more  Gov- 
ernment jobs  than  were  filled  in  Sep- 
tember 1950.  This  is  regarded  as  a  con- 
gressional directive  to  the  executive  de- 
partment to  begin  making  permanent 
appointments  and  will  provide  an  esti- 
mated 700,000  permanent  Government 
jobs. 

Time  and  one-half  for  overtime  work 
wsis  approved  for  additional  Govern- 
ment employees  in  the  upper  middle  pay 
grades.  Under  previous  regulations 
many  of  these  employees  actually  were 
paid  less  than  straight  time  for  over- 
time work. 

Longevity  payments  were  granted  to 
most  top-grade  employees. 

All  Government  employees  were  pro- 
vided coverage  under  a  group  life-in- 
surance program  which  sets  up  inexpen- 
sive term  insurance  with  the  Govern- 
ment paying  a  share  of  the  premivun. 

A  uniform  allowance  up  to  $100  a  year 
was  granted  to  general  schedule  em- 
ployees required  to  wear  uniforms. 

Federal  workers  in  crafts,  protective, 
and  custodial  jobs  were  put  imder  a  re- 
gional wage  board  system  so  that  their 
wages  will  be  pegged  at  a  level  com- 
parable to  the  prevailing  wage  rates  in 
the  area  of  emplosmaent. 

The  temporary  retirement  annuity  in- 
creases approved  by  Congress  in  1951 
were  made  permanent,  and  the  fii^t 
$12,000  of  civil -service  annuities  were 
exempted  from  income  taxes. 

Possibly  of  equal  importance  to  the 
positive  action  taken  by  Congress  on 
Federal  employee  legislation  was  the 
blocking  of  proposed  legislation  which 
could  have  damaged  the  Federal  civil- 
service  system. 

This  included  proposals  for  removal 
of  deputy  marshals  from  civil  service, 
repeal  of  overtime  pay  for  customs  and 
immigration  employees,  and  granting 
authority  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
to  dismiss  employees  regardless  of  civil- 
service  laws  and  regulations.  These,  and 
a  number  of  other  damaging  proposals, 
were  defeated. 


Cypnu  It  Eatided  To  Exercise  the 
of  Self-Determination 


Ridit 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  BARRATT  OUARA 

OF  ILLINOIS 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTAT1VE3 

Wednesday.  August  18.  1954 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
In  a  few  days,  when  we  are  concluding 
our  deliberations  here  and  returning  to 
meet  our  constituents  in  our  respective 
districts,  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
United  Nations  will  be  starting  on  the 
important  work  of  its  agenda.  The  peti- 
tion for  the  extension  of  the  right  of  self- 
determination  to  the  people  of  the  Medi- 
terranean island  of  Cyprus  will  come  be- 
fore the  General  Assembly.  It  is  vitnl- 
ly  important  to  our  position  in  world 
esteem  that  the  full  force  and  influence 
of  the  United  States  should  be  thrown 
in  support  of  this  petition. 

As  indexing  the  tremendous  interest 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and 
the  profound  sympathy  they  feel  with 
the  islanders  of  Cyprus  in  their  yearning 
to  return  to  the  motherhood  of  33  cen- 
turies, is  the  monster  mass  meeting 
scheduled  for  Orchestra  Hall  in  the  city 
of  Chicago.  Similar  gatherings  are  being 
held  in  other  cities  throughout  the 
United  States.  John  L.  Manta,  out- 
standing civic  leader  in  Chicago  and  a 
distinguished  con.stituent  of  mine,  is 
chairman  of  the  Justice  for  Cyprus  Com- 
mittee that  has  arranged  the  great  mass 
meeting  yi  Chicago's  Orchestra  Hall. 
Other  members  of  the  committee  are: 
Dr.  Basil  J.  Photos,  first  vice  chairman; 
John  Manos,  second  vice  chairman; 
Peter  Shepis,  treasurer;  Costas  Proussis, 
Secretary;  James  Gregory,  Van  A.  No- 
mikos,  James  Glyman,  Paul  Demos, 
Peter  Gianakos,  William  Belroy,  A.  A. 
Pantelis,  George  Bourlos.  Apostolos 
Flambouras,  Prof.  Philip  Constantinides, 
Dr.  Nicholas  T.  Drake,  Dr.  E.  Despotes. 
Dr.  S.  Soter,  Takis  Christopoulos,  Dem. 
Athanasopoulos,  Mark  Mamalakis,  Ar- 
thur H.  Peponis.  Themis  Anagnost. 
Theodore  Constant,  George  Askounis, 
Prof.  Kostis  Argos.,  D.  Michalaros,  An- 
drew Fasseas,  George  Porikos,  George 
Kolettis,  Helen  Tangalakis,  Helen  Sani- 
chas,  Adeline  Jay  Geo-Karis,  Kay  Prous- 
sis,  James  Michael  Mezilson,  Andrew 
Teacherson,  Paul  Javaras,  Demetrios 
Papageorge,  Peter  Mantzoros,  and 
George  Smainis.  j 

CYPRUS  IS  CREEK  ' 

Over  80  percent  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Cyprus  are  Greek.  For  close  to  a  cen- 
tury they  have  sought  by  petition,  plebi- 
scites and  manifestos,  to  affect  reuruon 
with  the  fatherland.  Five  years  ago  they 
voted  in  the  last  plebiscite  96  percent  of 
the  entire  Greek  adult  population  of 
Cyprus  for  vmion  with  Greece. 

What  answer  to  their  prayers  can  be 
made  except  that  to  them  as  to  all  the 
other  peoples  of  the  world  shall  be  given 


the  right  of  self-determination?  Not  to 
do  so  would  be  to  make  a  hollow  mockery 
of  the  words  with  which  we  define  for 
the  free  world  the  goals  of  freedom  to 
meet  the  aspirations  of  peoples  every- 
where. 

Why  should  Cyprus  in  the  hands  of 
Great  Britain  be  denied  the  right  of  self- 
determination  in  any  less  degree  than 
that  enjoyed  by  the  islands  of  the  Philip- 
pines when  the  fate  of  those  islands  was 
in  our  hands?  We  gave  to  the  Phihp- 
pine  Islands  everything  that  we  could  to 
help  them  as  one  brother  helps  another, 
and  we  climaxed  it  by  keeping  to  the 
letter  our  promise  of  full  sovereignty  as 
a  free  and  independent  nation. 

Should  Great  Britain  do  less?  Can  I 
as  a  veteran  of  the  Spanish-American 
War,  which  placed  in  cur  lap  the  destiny 
of  the  Philippines,  and  as  a  Member  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  withhold  the  raising  of  my 
voice  to  demand  that  as  we  gave  self- 
determination  to  the  peoples  Of  the 
islands  of  the  Philippines,  so  shall  Great 
Britain  do  with  the  peoples  of  Cyprus? 

GOES    B.VCK    33    CENTUtlES 

It  has  been  over  33  centuries  since  the 
Greeks  from  Arcadia  settled  in  Cyprus. 
That  is  a  long,  long  time.  It  besan  14 
centuries  before,  from  a  cradle  in  Bethle- 
hem came  the  Light  of  the  World.  All 
during  these  centuries  the  blood  of  the 
Greek  has  coursed  in  the  veins  of  the 
men,  the  women,  and  the  children  of 
Cyprus.  Great  world -shaping  events 
have  changed  the  couise  of  history,  em- 
pires have  risen  and  have  fallen.  Cyprus 
through  it  all  has  remained  a  tend  of 
Greek  blood,  of  Greek  sentiment,  and  of 
Greek  culture. 

Greece,  the  birthplace  of  democracy,  is 
today  as  always  a  buU  ark  of  democracy. 
Of  the  very  essence  of  democracy  is 
the  right  of  self-determination.  It  is 
for  the  retrenchment  of  that  right 
to  be  enjoyed  by  all  peoples  everywhere 
that  the  United  States  is  throwing  the 
full  force  of  her  tremendous  manpower 
and  wealth  into  the  fight  of  the  free 
world  for  a  better  world  than  any  we 
have  known.  It  has  not  been  an  easy 
fisht.  and  before  the  end  is  reached  there 
will  be  many  other  severe  demands  for 
sacrifice,  for  courage,  and  for  faith. 

It  is  not  an  easy  fight  because  there  are 
so  many  inequities,  now  deeply  rooted  in 
their  practice,  that  have  to  be  eradicated 
until  from  the  old  world  of  imperialism, 
of  colonialism,  and  of  small  nations 
existing  only  at  the  pleasure  of  strong 
nations,  we  have  built  the  new  world  of 
our  dreams,  and  I  might  say  of  the 
dreams  of  the  philosophers  ahd  the 
statesmen  of  the  ancient  Greece  whose 
descendants  in  Cyprus  now  are  knocking 
at  the  door  of  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  United  Nations. 

I  have  mentioned  the  Philippine 
Islands.  There  were  those  in  the  United 
States  who  strongly  advocated  the  re- 
tention of  those  islands  as  a  possession 
of  the  United  States.  Had  that  been 
done,  and  we  had  broken  our  pledge  to 
the  islanders,  there  is  no  place  in  all 
the  world  where  our  voice  in  tl>e  court 
of    public    opinion    would    have    been 
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listened  to  with  respect.  But  when  we 
voluntarily  gave  to  the  Lslanders  the  full 
sovereignty  which  they  desired,  we 
proved  to  the  world  that  the  peoples  and 
the  Government  of  the  United  States 
practiced  what  they  preached. 

BTTTPID    TO    BK    SrCTBBORIf 

Great  Britain  was  tOlied  with  the 
United  States  in  World  War  I  and  in 
World  War  H.  In  the  present  interna- 
tional crisis  these  two  great  nations  are 
still  standing  together,  firmly  bound  for 
mutual  assistance  and  defense.  There 
should  be  no  lessening  of  the  bonds  that 
unite.  Great  Britain  also  has  been 
united  by  close  ties  of  friendship  with 
Greece.  There  should  be  no  lessening  of 
the  ties  that  bind  Great  Britain  and 
Greece. 

It  is  unthinkable  that  Great  Britain 
In  this  critical  point  in  history  would 
risk  the  lessening  of  these  bonds  by  a 
stubbornness  the  like  of  which  under 
similar  unjustified  circiunstances  there 
have  been  few.  if  any.  incidents  in  all 
recorded  history. 

Cyprus  Is  of  no  material  value  to  Great 
Britain.  Her  only  valid  reason  for  wish- 
ing to  continue  her  political  domination 
is  for  the  maintaining  of  military  bases. 
Greece  as  a  friend  and  ally  is  willing 
that  Great  Britain  should  continue  to 
maintain  in  Cyprvis  the  mihtary  bases 
necessary  to  her  protection.  That  is  the 
arrangement  we  have  with  the  Republic 
of  the  Phihppines.  If  the  arrangement 
is  satisfactory  to  us.  can  Great  Britain 
exF>ect  us  to  interpret  her  attitude  in  a 
similar  situation  as  anything  less  than 
sheer  and  stupid  stubborness? 

GLADSTONE  FAVOEED  UKIOH 

In  1897—57  years  ago — the  great  Glad- 
stone told  his  countrymen  that  the  popu- 
lation of  the  Hellenic  island  of  Cyprus 
should  be  organically  united  with  their 
brethren  of  Greece. 

In  1907,  Winston  Churchill  spoke  of 
the  aspiration  of  the  people  of  Cyprus 
for  union  with  their  motherland  £us  an 
ideal  earnestly,  devoutly,  and  fervently 
to  l>e  cherished. 

To  be  stubborn  for  a  day  can  be  annoy- 
ing. To  be  stubborn  for  a  year  can  be 
provocative.  To  be  stut)born  for  a  half 
a  century  and  more  Is  going  away  out- 
side the  limitation  of  tolerance  and  pa- 
tience.   

BRITAIN    SHOXTLD    R>COK 

I  hope  and  pray  that  the  statesman- 
ship of  Great  Britain  will  free  itself  of 
this  deep-rooted  stubbornness.  I  hope 
and  pray  that  graciovisly  the  Govern- 
ment of  Great  Britain  will  recede  from 
its  position  and  join  the  rest  of  the  free 
world  in  ushering  in  the  new  day  of  the 
return  of  Cyprus  to  the  Hellenic  fold. 

If  that  gracious  course  Great  Britain 
declines,  preferring  to  be  stubborn  rather 
than  wise  and  cooperative,  then  there  is 
but  one  course  to  be  pursued  by  the  Gen- 
eral Assembly  of  the  United  Nations. 

Cyprus  belongs  where  her  people  wish 
her  to  be.  again  after  centuries  of  sepa- 
ration back  in  the  Hellenic  fold. 


Tkc  CoMmuist  Omtnl  Act  of  lfS4 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARES 

OF 

HON.  THOBHAS  J.  LANE 

or  MASSACHUSBllS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  Auffust  18.  19S4 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  leave 
to  extend  ^ty;  remarks,  I  wish  to  include 
my  statement  favoring  S.  3706,  the 
Communist  Control  Act  of  1954 : 

Communist  Party  Kicked  Oirr  or  the  Unith) 
States 

The  Communist  Party  In  the  United 
States — directed  from  Moscow,  and  dedi- 
cated to  the  proposition  that  freedom  must 
be  murdered — has  been  banished  from  our 
shores. 

Stripped  of  those  rights  that  It  would  use 
to  weaken,  betray,  and  destroy  us. 

It  has  tried  to  use  freedom  as  an  Instru- 
ment for  confusing,  dividing,  and  paralyzing 
freemen  and  their  free  institutions. 

It  has  appUed  Itself  to  turning  man 
against  himself. 

In  an  age  where  material  progress  and  Its 
resulting  problems  has  placed  a  great  strain 
upon  our  mental  and  spiritual  ability  to 
cope  with  the  challenge — frustration  has 
resulted  in  the  neurosis  of  communism. 

Suspicious,  vencmous.  and  fanatical. 

Cunning  In  the  use  of  enduring  values, 
cloaking  itself  in  respectability,  emphasizing 
the  letter  of  the  law  while  cynically  reject- 
ing its  spirit — all  for  the  purpose  of  destroy- 
ing our  security  and  plunging  us  Into 
slavery. 

It  took  us  a  long  time  to  wake  up  to  this 
Insidious  danger. 

When  Communist  Russia  was  first  recog- 
nized by  our  Government  it  solemnly 
pledged  never  to  Interfere  In  our  Internal 
affairs. 

That  promise  was  belnp  abused  at  the 
very  moment  it  was  given. 

Now  we  know  that  there  can  never  be 
coexistence  with  such  a  stealthy  and  merci- 
less foe. 

Pledges,  treaties,  trade,  or  any  means  by 
which  nations  try  to  get  along  with  one  an- 
other mean  nothing  to  the  Communists. 
They  are  only  beguiling  interludes  to  fool 
and  soften  their  intended  victims.  Just  one 
more  technique  in  their  campaign  of  wag- 
ing total   war   against   humanity. 

You  and  I  have  t)een  puzzled  and  wor- 
ried by  the  evidence  that  some  Americans, 
who  have  enjoyed  every  opportunity  and 
advantage  that  this  Nation  offers  have  de- 
fected to  the  enemy. 

However  few  they  may  be  it  Is  a  symptom 
of  the  covert  activities  of  the  Communist 
Party  in  the  United  States. 

The  fact  that  the  Communists  are  able 
to  brainwash  the  weak  and  the  gullible,  may 
not  seem  to  be  a  matter  of  great  concern 
to  the  overwhelming  majority  of  l03ral  Ameri- 
cans. But  when  these  few  are  able  to  get 
Into  sensitive  positions  within  Govern- 
ment, and  elsewhere,  then  our  security  as  a 
nation  is  endangered. 
Of  late,  they  have  become  more  brazen. 
The  way  they  have  flouted  the  fifth  amend- 
ment to  the  Oonstitution,  using  it  not  for 
Its  original  purpose  of  protecting  the  Inno- 
cent, but  In  order  to  make  a  mockery  of  the 
law  itself,  BO  that  they  may  continue  In  their 
subversion  prompts  us  to  take  effective 
action. 

The  laws  of  this  Nation  were  never  meant 
to  protect  tboae  who  »eek  to  destroy  our 
Government. 


OammtmlBU  have  been  able  to  eazry  on  In 
tbetr  oonaplracy  because  of  loopholes  In  Um 
laws. 

An  entirely  new  situation  ooofronts  us. 
whereby  they  take  advantage  of  lapses  in  our 
security. 

To  correct  this  situation  we  have  voted  to 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party,  irtilcb  Is  the 
agent  of  s  foreign  power. 

Henceforward,  membership  In  It  diall  ba 
regarded  as  evidence  of  conspiracy  against 
the  representative  form  of  Government  es- 
tablished and  malntalnwd  by  the  American 
people. 

The  line  is  clearly  drawn. 

The  Communist  Party,  advocate  of  treason. 
Is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  enemy  within 
our  gates. 

It  must  be  hunted  down  and  extennl- 
nated. 


The  AdmuustratMMi's  Farm  Rill 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  JAMIE  L.  WHITTEN 

OF  MISSISSIPPI 

m  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  18,  1954 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
farm  bill  of  this  administration  is  now 
recorded  history.  It  is  being  hailed  by 
Secretary  Benson  and  the  administra- 
tion as  a  great  start  toward  improving 
conditions  and  relieving  present  prob- 
lems in  agriculture. 

As  you  know.  I  serve  on  the  committee 
which  reviews  the  actual  operati<ms  of 
the  whole  Department  of  Agriculture, 
including  price  supports,  CCC  opera- 
tions, and  the  rest;  I  have  spent  months 
doing  that  work  each  year  now  for  about 
10  years,  during  4  of  which  I  served  as 
chairman.  Certainly  I  have  had  an  op- 
portunity, which  comes  to  few,  to  know 
the  real  workings  of  the  various  farm 
programs.  Based  on  that  experience, 
I  am  sure  the  Secretary  and  the  admin- 
istration are  clearly  wrong.  The  bill 
which  has  been  passed  is  not  a  farm  bill, 
it  is  a  middleman's  bill.  It  merely  adds 
to  the  middleman's  profits  when  the 
spread  between  what  the  farmer  gets 
and  the  consumer  pays  has  already  in- 
creased 85  percent  since  1945. 

In  this  Nation  of  ours,  where  wages 
are  protected  by  minimum  wage  laws 
and  the  bargaining  power  of  labor 
unions,  where  industry  is  protected  by 
tariffs,  in  tliis  great  coimtry  of  ours 
where  only  during  the  past  20  years  agri- 
culture has — for  the  first  time  in  our 
history — received  some  equality  in  law 
and  in  our  economy,  this  Republican  bin 
is  a  step  backward;  and  I  would  like  to 
point  out  why. 

THS  snUATIOK 

First,  we  do  have  on  hand  huge  quan- 
tities of  farm  commodities  in  which  the 
Government  has  a  large  Investment. 
Those  commodities  are  on  hand  largely 
because  our  Government  requested  the 
farmers  to  expand  their  production.  For 
the  period  1942  to  1952,  at  the  request 
of  the  Government,  farmers  increased 
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their  production  tremendously,  but  with- 
out any  agreement  by  the  Government 
to  buy  the  output  of  their  farms — though 
we  did  contract  to  buy  the  extra  output 
we  demanded  of  the  factories,  which 
paid  cash  to  their  labor.  During  that 
same  period,  as  a  part  of  our  foreign-aid 
program,  our  Government  held  Ameri- 
can farm  commodities  off  world  markets 
at  tnily  competitive  prices.  That  policy 
is  still  In  existence  today  and  those  are 
the  two  major  reasons  why  we  have 
these  surplus  farm  commodities  on  hand 
now. 

aXFOBLICAIf  CLAIMS 

This  new  farm  bill  is  hailed  by  the  ad- 
ministration as  a  great  farm  bill.  It  is 
represented  to  the  country  that  to  change 
the  support  level  on  basic  commodities 
from  90  to  82  Vi  percent  will  work  won- 
ders toward  reducing  our  surpluses, 
which  are  surplus  only  to  our  domestic 
needs.  Further,  it  is  represented  such 
change  will  reduce  the  cost  of  living  to 
the  consumers. 

Actually,  because  of  the  set-aside  pro- 
visions of  this  bill,  for  1  year  the  support 
level  on  basic  commodities,  like  cotton, 
will  come  close  to  90  percent.  Mr.  Ben- 
son, "however,  says  this  is  only  a  start. 
He  will  be  back  next  year  for  another 
"  7  V^ -percent  reduction,  which  he  tried  to 
get  this  year.  What  has  really  happened 
is  that  there  has  been  a  big  buildup  of 
public  sentiment  against  any  farm  pro- 
gram. The  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
unwittingly  perhaps,  has  misled  the 
American  people. 

Let  us  check  the  record.  On  all  the 
basic  commodities  on  which  they  have 
changed  the  compulsory  support  level, 
we  have  lost  only  $21  million  over  a 
period  of  21  years  under  firm  price  sup- 
ports. What  this  bill  does,  Mr.  Speaker. 
Is  put  the  six  basic  commodities — on 
which  we  have  lost  only  $21  million  in  21 
years — under  the  flexible  provisions  along 
with  other  commodities  which  have  al- 
ready been  under  it.  and  on  which,  in 
the  same  21 -year  period,  we  have  lost 
$1,450,000,000. 

TRADX  POLICT 

There  are  some  good  featiires  of  this 
bill,  such  as  placing  agricultural  attaches 
in  foreign  countries  under  the  Agricul- 
ture Department.  This  is  something  I 
have  advocated  repeatedly  at  every  op- 
portunity for  a  number  of  years.  This 
means  that  for  the  first  time  our  sales- 
men of  agricultural  commodities  report 
to  and  take  orders  from  the  Department 
they  are  supposed  to  represent,  instead  of 
the  State  Department. 

But  the  bill  falls  far  short  of  what  we 
need  because  we  follow  the  sales  policy 
announced  by  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, and  I  quote: 

These  commodities  are  offered  at  prevaU- 
Ing  world  market  prices  In  the  following 
manner:  Corn  Is  offered  at  the  world  market 
price  on  date  of  sale  at  point  of  delivery. 
Wheat  iB  c^ered  on  the  basis  of  the  domestic 
price  at  the  tlm«  of  sale  less  an  export  allow- 
ance annoiinoed  daUy.  equal  to  the  differ- 
ence between  the  world  price  and  the  domes- 
tic price.  Oils  and  peanuts  are  offered  on  a 
bid  basis  and  bids  are  accepted  if  the  price 
Is  not  below  the  world  price.  (P.  49.  pt.  I, 
Agricultural  Appropriation  Hearings.) 


Surely  they  must  know  CCC  stocks 
must  move  in  world  trade  channels  at 
competitive  prices  in  order  for  any  farm 
program  to  work.  It  is  tragic  to  make 
our  farmers  cut  back  their  production 
and  absorb  this  buildup  of  commodities 
which  Government  policy  on  sales  re- 
quires, particularly  since  the  Govern- 
ment asked^  for  the  expanded  production 
and  now  does  not  place  the  surplus  on 
the  counters  of  world  trade  on  a  com- 
petitive basis. 

Until  we  can  break  down  this  foreign 
trade  policy,  or  rather  lack  of  a  trade 
policy,  we  will  have  lots  of  salesmen  on 
the  road  with  little  to  sell  because  our 
prices  are  not  competitive  even  though 
the  law  authorizes  sale  in  world  trade 
at  truly  competitive  prices.  , 

rr  IS  MO  FABMERS'  BILL  | 

This  great  Benson  farm  bill  is  not  a 
farm  bill;  it  is  a  middleman's  bill.  It 
simply  lowers  the  bidding  price  to  the 
farmer,  without  any  requirement  that 
such  amount  be  reflected  in  the  retail 
price  of  the  finished  product.  Instead 
of  the  farmer  getting  a  higher  support 
"level  at  his  time  of  need,  he  gets  a  low 
one.  Instead  of  getting  a  low  support 
level  when  he  needs  less  help,  he  gets  a 
higher  support.  In  other  words,  if  the 
Government  feels  that  the  consumer 
groups  need  more  of  a  given  commodity 
the  Government  will  raise  the  support 
level  to  get  the  farmer  to  produce.  But, 
if  supplies  are  plentiful  and  the  farmers 
have  surpluses  and  need  help,  then  the 
support  level  is  reduced.  That  is  cer- 
tainly not  for  the  benefit  of  the  farmer. 
It  is  admitted  by  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture that  the  cost  of  what  the  farmer 
buys  has  gone  up  fully  12  percent  in  the 
last  few  yetfrs;  but  the  price  received  for 
his  production  has  gone  down  13  percent 
in  the  last  2  years. 

MODERN  PARITT 

What  do  they  do  under  this  bill  to 
meet  that  problem?  They  change  the 
parity  formula  and  the  farmer  is  placed 
under  modem  parity.  That  sounds 
nice,  but  it  really  means  that  the  farm- 
er's support  level  is  based  on  the  average 
prices  he  has  received  for  his  commodi- 
ties for  the  last  10  years;  and  it  ignores 
completely  his  rising  costs.  Where  the 
old  parity,  which  Mr.  Benson  has  gotten 
rid  of  because  it  is  old,  provides  a  sup- 
port level  tied  to  the  cost  the  farmer 
pays,  this  change  to  modern  parity  will 
help  make  the  farmer's  plight  more 
serious.  1 

DAIET    StTPPORTS  ' 

In  this  bill  we  find  that  the  support 
level  on  dairy  products  is  reduced  from 
the  House  bill  level  of  80  percent  of 
parity  to  75  percent  of  parity.  I  ani  one 
of  those  who  realize  that  we  cannot  have 
high  level  supports  on  commodities  with- 
out some  control  of  the  quantity  sup- 
ported. However,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  sit- 
uation becomes  different  when  the  dairy 
farmers  were  urged  to  increase  their  pro- 
duction by  the  Government;  and  their 
production  was  held  off  world  markets  at 
truly  competitive  prices.  As  long  as  that 
governmental  policy  exists,  whatever  the 


justification  may  be,  we  have  an  obliga- 
tion to  protect  the  producer. 

OTHER    BUSINESS AORlCtTLTUtt 

I  have  before  me  a  copy  of  the  E^ansas 
City  Star  of  August  12.  1954.  in  wliich 
great  headlines  proclaim  "United  States 
Economy  to  a  Peak — Overall  Conditions 
Since  Republicans  Took  Over  Are  Better 
Than  During  Any  Previous  Period,  Presi- 
dent Declares  in  Midyear  Report." 

The  next  article  in  the  same  paper  car- 
ries the  headline  "Farm  Incomes  Dip — 
Only  44  Cents  of  Each  Consumer  Dollar 
Reaches  Producer.  New  Figures  Reveal — 
As  Marketing  Costs  Soar — While  Farm- 
ers  Share  Falls  to  Postwar  Low.  Food 
Buyers  Get  Little  Break — Decline  Dur- 
ing April-June  Period  to  Men  of  the 
Land  Is  3  Percent." 

It  is  under  these  conditions  that  we 
find  this  farm  bill  passed.  For  the  first 
time  in  20  years  we  are  basing  our  sup- 
port of  farm  commodities  on  what  the 
Government  wants  the  farmer  to  do  and 
not  on  his  needs,  on  the  prices  the  farmer 
has  been  getting  without  any  relatioh  to 
the  cost  he  pays. 

CONSUMERS   won't  BIJIEnT 

There  will  be  no  real  benefit  to  the  con- 
sumer. The  amount  the  farmer  receives 
from  the  wheat  that  goes  into  a  loaf  of 
bread  has  dropped  from  2.9  cents  to  2.5 
cents;  but  the  retail  price  of  the  loaf  of 
bread  increased  from  12  cents  to  18.5 
cents  in  the  same  period. 

There  is  about  31  cents  worth  Of  cotton 
in  a  $3.75  shirt.  If  the  farmer  contrib- 
uted the  cotton  there  would  be  no  reduc- 
tion in  the  retail  price  of  such  shirt,  as 
long  as  the  consumer  would  pay  the 
$3.75,  and  so  it  goes. 

BAD  EFFECT  IS  SEEN MORSE,  BSKSOM 

Farm  prices  received  have  dropped  13 
percent  in  the  last  2  years.  There  have 
been  11  freight  rate  increases  since 
World  War  II.  The  farmer's  costs  have 
gone  up.  Farm  purchasing  power  will 
probably  be  at  the  lowest  level  next  year 
since  the  depression  years  of  the  1930's. 
Farm  machinery  people  will  know  it. 
Appliance  firms,  automobile  dealers,  and 
all  the  rest  will  know  it. 

Let  me  quote  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  Mr.  True  D.  Morse,  who  said 
the  stringent  farm  controls  Will  mean 
less  profits  for  the  farmers  and  will  slow 
down  the  whole  economy: 

There  will  be  less  for  labor  to  do— less  crop 
work,  harvesting,  processing,  transportation, 
storage  and  sales.  To  the  extent  that  farm 
production  Is  cut  back  and  restricted,  it 
tends  to  weaken  corLsumer  demand  and 
national  prosperity  on  which  farm  markets 
depend. 

Secretary  Ben.son  says  he  "does  not  be- 
lieve it  will  start  a  farm  led  and  farm  fed 
depression."  I  hope  he  is  right.  I  can 
only  point  out  that  every  depression  we 
have  had  was  led  off  by  a  break  in  farm 
income. 

DEPARTMENTS   ARGUMENT 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  many  things 
that  the  farmer  should  recognize.  All 
the  arguments  I  have  heard  Secretary 
Benson  and  Under  Secretary  Morse 
make  for  flexible  price  support*  were  in 
reality  arguments  against  any  mice  sup- 
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ports.  The  general  tenor  of  Mr.  Ben- 
son's testimony  before  our  committee 
has  been  that  a  little  hardship  visited 
on  the  farmers  might  be  good  for  all  of 
us.  I  do  not  believe  that  theory,  but 
apparently  we  are  to  find  out  about  it. 
The  Secretary  says  we  should  have  a 
prosperous  United  States  notwithstand- 
ing the  decline  in  farm  Income.  A  check 
of  the  records  of  the  economy  of  this 
Nation  throughout  its  history  will  dis- 
close that  over  any  5  year  p>eriod  the  na- 
tional income  has  averaged  about  seven 
times  the  farm  income.  While  it  is  true 
that  other  segments  of  our  economy  are 
enjoying  prosperity  while  farm  prices 
are  going  down,  just  observe  the  next 
4  years  and  you  will  see  that  unless  we 
can  change  this  farm  bill  the  drop  in 
farm  prices  will  pull  the  other  down  with 
it.  Our  history  clearly  proves  that  fact. 
The  similarity  between  today  and  the 
late  1920*s  is  alarming. 


i 


time  we  will  have  further  destruction  of 
our  fertile  soil,  40  percent  of  which  has 
already  been  depleted.  We  will  have  a 
return  to  the  time  when  farmers  did  not 
live  like  other  people  because  their  in- 
come did  not  make  it  possible. 

A    VICTOR    BUT    MANT    LOSERS 

The  Nation's  newspapers,  in  large 
headlines,  have  hailed  the  new  farm  bill 
with  its  flexible  supports  as  being  a  great 
victory  for  the  President  and  Mr.  Ben- 
son. The  President  says  it  is  a  start  in 
the  right  direction.  Perhaps  it  is  a  vic- 
tory for  them,  for  they  had  their  way. 
However,  for  every  winner,  there  is  a 
loser;  and  the  loser  here  is  the  Ameri- 
can farmer.  He  alone  is  to  get  less.  He 
alone  is  separated  from  consideration  of 
his  cost  of  production.  He  alone  is  sup- 
posed to  do  better  with  less.  May  I  add 
that  while  he  is  the  immediate  loser,  the 
people  of  the  whole  Nation  will  be  losers 
in  the  long  run. 


WHAT  IS  THE  PURPOSE? 


Let's  Keep  the  Record  Straifht-— A  Report 
to  the  People  of  the  Sixth  District 


Mr.  Speaker,  the  tragedy  of  this  bill 
is  that  the  American  people  have  been 
led  to  believe  that  a  change  in  the  sup- 
port level  for  basic  commodities  will  cor- 
rect much.  They  have  been  led  to  be- 
lieve that  present  conditions  require 
the  so-called  diverted  acreage  program, 
whereby  the  farmer  will  have  the  Gov- 
ernment make  his  price  support  contin- 
gent on  his  farm  being  planted  almost 
acre  by  acre  in  line  with  departmental 
demand.  In  effect,  it  is  a  drive  to  limit 
our  farmers  almost  entirely  to  the  do- 
mestic market. 

There  are  many  who  believe,  in  view 
of  the  Department's  obvious  opposition 
to  any  farm  price-support  program,  that 
this  control  of  diverted  acreage  is  just 
a  means  of  making  the  program  so  un- 
popular with  farmers  as  to  get  rid  of 
price  supports  entirely.  Certainly  it 
will  make  it  hard  on  the  farmer. 

REAL   CAUSE    OF    OUR    PROBLEM 

Actually  the  administration  misses  the 
boat.     Our  problems  come  not  because 
we   support   the   price   received   by   our 
farmer  for  domestic  commodities,  which 
i.s  done  in  an  effort  to  give  him  somewhat 
equal  purchasing  power  and  equal  treat- 
ment.    They    come    because    our    farm 
commodities  have  not  been  and  are  not 
now  offered  on  world  markets  at  com- 
petitive prices.     It  is  as  simple  as  that. 
According  to  the  Department's  own  testi- 
mony we  have  been  only  a  residual  sup- 
plier.   Those  commodities  which  we  have 
offered  have  been  offered  at  prevailing 
world  prices,  and  if  our  competitors  re- 
duce their  prices  they  have  gotten  the 
business.     Then   if   their   supplies   were 
insufficient  to  meet  world  demand  they 
have  come  to  us  to  take  up  the  slack. 
That  is  where  the  cure  must  come,  in  a 
change  of  national  policy  so  that  Com- 
modity   Credit    Corporation    stocks   will 
be  made  available  to  the  world  on  a  com- 
petitive price  basis. 

Such  action  is  authorized  by  law  now, 
but  it  is  not  being  used.  Such  action  is 
contemplated  by  all  the  legislation  we 
have.  Until  the  administration  realizes 
that  fact,  the  farmers  are  in  for  a  tough 
time.    With  the  farmer  in  for  a  tough 


Hon.  Cemard  W.  (Pal)  Kearney, 
of  New  York 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 


or 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  EDITH  NOURSE  ROGERS 

OF  MASSACHUSETTS 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REJ'RESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  18.  1954 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachu.setts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Members  of  Congress  to  a  signal 
honor  paid  to  the  ranking  member  of 
our  Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs,  Gen. 
B.  W.  (Pat>  Kearney,  by  the  National 
Encampment  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars  held  recently  in  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

At  last  year's  encampment,  held  in 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  it  was  voted  to  present 
a  citation  to  General  Kearney  in  recog- 
nition of  his  outstanding  service  as  a 
member  of  our  committee.  Following  is 
the  wording  of  the  citation; 

The  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United 
States  presents  this  certificate  of  apprecia- 
tion to  the  Honorable  Bernard  W.  (Pat) 
Kearney.  Member.  House  of  Representatives, 
State  of  New  York,  in  recognition  of  the 
many  outstanding  services  he  has  rendered 
war  veterans  as  a  member  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Veterans'  Affairs  and  chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Hospitals.  In  witness 
thereof  we  have  hereunto  set  our  hands  and 
the  official  seal  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars  of  the  United  States.  Approved  by 
the  54th  National  Encampment,  VFW.  in 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  1953. 

General  Kearney,  who  is  a  past  na- 
tional commander  of  the  VFW.  has  al- 
ways been  vitally  interested  in  veterans' 
problems.  Besides  being  the  ranking 
Republican  member  of  our  committee,  he 
is  the  chairman  of  the  important  Sub- 
committee on  Hospitals,  which  considers 
all  legislation  pertaining  to  the  many 
hospital  and  domiciliary  facilities  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration. 

Personally,  I  am  delighted  at  this 
recognition  of  his  fine  committee  work. 
He  deserves  every  bit  of  praise  that  can 
be  given  him. 


HON.  JAMES  G.  POLK 

or  OHIO  i 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVJBB 
Friday.  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  POLK.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  heat 
of  political  campaigns  false  statements 
are  sometimes  made;  either  through  ig- 
norance of  the  facts  or  with  a  premedi- 
tated intent  to  mislead  the  public.  Some- 
times statements  involving  half-truths 
or  statements  which  Involve  issues  or 
questions  which  taken  out  of  context  may 
make  it  appear  to  those  who  do  not  have 
all  the  facts  that  a  person's  attitude  or 
stand  on  some  particular  question  or  is- 
sue was  quite  different  from  that  per- 
son's true  attitude  or  stand  on  the  par- 
ticular question  or  issue  involved. 

Also,  by  making  false  statements  con- 
cerning a  person's  stand  on  a  particular 
issue,  there  may  be  implanted  in  the 
mind  of  the  reader  or  listener  the  Idea 
that  the  person  about  whom  the  first 
false  statement  was  made  holds  certain 
views  on  some  subsidiary  or  collateral 
issue  or  subject.  For  example,  a  speaker 
by  stating  that  a  person  is  opposed  to 
loyalty  oaths  for  Federal  employees  may 
convey  the  idea  that  the  person  about 
whom  this  statement  was  made  is  also 
sympathetic  to  communism,  because  the 
two  ideas,  lack  of  loyalty  and  commu- 
nism, are  usually  closely  associated  in 
the  public  mind. 

I  mention  this  because  of  a  speech 
made  before  the  Fayette  County  Young 
Republican  Club  on  February  4,  1954.  by 
Mr.  Kline  Roberts,  of  Columbus,  Ohio,  as 
reported  in  the  Washington  Courthouse 
Record  Herald  of  February  5,  1954.  page 
10.  Mr.  Roberts  is  majority  floor  leader 
of  the  Ohio  House  of  Representatives  in 
Columbus.  I  do  not  recall  ever  having 
met  Mr.  Roberts  and  from  his  speech  I 
assume  he  knows  little  or  nothing  about 
my  record  in  Congress  and  I  assume 
further  that  someone  advised  him  what 
to  say  about  my  voting  record. 

Mr.  Roberts  holds  a  responsible  posi- 
tion in  the  Ohio  General  Assembly.  He 
Is  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  Republican 
Party  in  Ohio,  and  is,  no  doubt,  an  honest 
and  an  honorable  man.  However,  on 
this  occasion,  his  statements  concerning 
my  voting  record  in  Congress,  as  reported 
in  the  press,  do  not  conform  to  the  rec- 
ord. His  statements  raise  some  interest- 
ing questions.  Who  advised  Mr.  Roberts 
concerning  his  speech  on  this  occasion? 
Was  it  someone  with  a  selfish  interest 
in  endeavoring  to  discredit  my  service  to 
the  people  of  the  Sixth  District?  Was  it 
someone  who  would  benefit  from  the 
spreading  of  false  insinuations  and  in- 
nuendoes about  me  personally? 

As  reported  in  the  Record  Herald,  Mr. 
Roberts  is  quoted  as  saying : 

Polk  was  one  of  the  two  people  In  tbm 
whole  Congress  voting  ag&lnst  defense  appro- 
priations; was  opposed  to  barring  salary  of 
public  employees  wbo  refuse  to  sign  loyalty 
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oatbi;  bad  oppoMd  •  watriMrf  eommitlM 
to  check  ezpendtturas  of  appropctothWM;  lud 
voted  «fynit  iMrtdewt  W)mm\yitmwtt  Oaw" 
enunient  reorgantwitlon  plan;  and  In  a  great 
majority  of  oaeee  lie  liad  oppoaed  Bepubllcan. 
f  aTored  MOi  in  OoogiraM. 

Four  of  the  above  statements  are  abso- 
lutely false.  Tbe  fifth.  "Had  voted 
against  President  Etooihower's  reorgan- 
ization idan,"  is  one-tenth  otxrect.  The 
Prudent  submitted  10  reorganization 
plans  to  Congress  for  approval.  I  voted 
against  1  of  ttie  10  reorganization  plans. 
I  voted  against  the  President's  Reorgani- 
zation Plan  No.  6  for  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment, rollcall  vote  No.  69.  June  27.  1953. 
I  supported  all  of  the  nine  other  reor- 
ganization plans  submitted  by  the  Presi- 
dent to  Congress.  Mr.  Kline  Roberts  in 
his  speech  at  the  American  Legion  hall 
in  Washington  Courthouse  neglected  to 
tell  his  audioice  the  whole  story.  He  so 
worded  his  statement  as  to  make  it  ap- 
pear that  I  have  opposed  all  the  Presi- 
dent's efforts  to  reorganize  the  Govern- 
ment departments,  while  in  fact  I  only 
opposed  1  out  of  10  reorganization  plans 
the  President  asked  Congress  to  approve. 

The  statement  that  "Polx  in  a  great 
majority  of  cases  has  opposed  Republi- 
can-fayored  bills  in  Congress"  is  false. 
The  words  used — "in  a  great  majority  of 
eases  has  opposed" — vindicate  to  the  cas- 
ual listener  or  the  casual  reader  that 
Polk  is  opposed  to  almost  all  of  the  Pres- 
ident's program.  This  is  not  true,  and 
fortunately  there  is  a  Rkcoro  to  prove 
how  I  have  voted. 

The  Congressional  Quarterly  News 
Features,  of  Washington,  D.  C,  a  reputa- 
ble and  unbiased  reporter  of  congres- 
sional votes,  in  their  May  28  issue,  vol- 
ume Xn.  No.  22.  page  665.  published  a 
table  entitled  "Support  for  Eisenhower." 
On  this  table  are  registered  five  signifi- 
cant items: 

First.  Number  of  times  Representa- 
tive voted  pro-Eisenhower  on  the  11 
House  roUeaUs  through  May  18  which 
tested  support  for  the  President's  pro- 
gram and  leadership.  Polk  is  credited 
with  6  votes  out  of  11  as  pro-Eisenhower. 

Second.  Active  support:  Percentage  of 
11  Eisenhower  issue  roUcalls  on  which 
Representative  voted  pro-Eisenhower. 
PoLK  is  credited  with  55  percent  of  ac- 
tive support  pro-Elsenhower. 

Third.  Active-support  percentage  for 
all  of  1953:  Polk  is  credited  with  50 
percent  active  support  for  Eisenhower  in 
1953. 

Fourth.  Number  of  times  Representa- 
tive voted  anti-Eisenhower  on  the  It 
Elsenhower  issue  rollcalls  of  1954:  Polk 
is  credited  with  4  anti-Eisenhower  votes. 

Fifth.  Active  opposition:  Percentage 
of  the  11  Eisenhower  rollcalls  on  which 
Representative  voted  anti-Eisenhower. 
Polk  is  credited  with  36  percent  of  his 
votes  being  in  opposition  to  Eisenhower. 

The  above  is  from  the  report  published 
by  Congressional  Quarterly  News  Fea- 
tures entitled  "Elsenhower  Support — 
GOP  Backing  Higher  but  Democrats 
Often  Provide  Margin  of  Victory."  May 
28.  1954. 

As  your  Representative  to  Congress,  I 
have  suiHwrted  the  Republican  admin- 
istration when  I  Uionght  it  was  right 
and  I  have  not  hesitated  to  oppose  those 


meamires  I  consider  to  be  bad  legislation 
for  the  Sixth  District. 

It  is  my  firm  conviction  that  a  Rep- 
resentative should  represent,  so  far  as 
possible,  the  views  of  his  constituents. 
With  that  view  always  in  mind  I  have 
circulated  questionnaires  throughout  the 
Sixth  District  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
samplings  of  public  opinion  on  various 
questions  and  issues.  The  answers  my 
constituents  have  given  to  these  ques- 
tionnaires have  been  very  helpful  to  me, 
and  I  am  deeply  grateful  to  those  who 
have  taken  the  time  to  give  me  their 
counsel  and  advice. 

May  I  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  my 
conception  of  my  responsibility  as  Rep- 
resentative is  that  I  should  endeavor  to 
represent  the  iieople  of  the  Sixth  Dis- 
trict. To  do  otherwise  would  be  in  viola- 
tion of  one  of  the  cardinal  principles  of 
representative  government  as  laid  down 
by  the  Founding  Fathers,  the  authors 
of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
I  do  not  consider  it  my  responsibility 
to  represent  either  the  President  or  the 
Republican  or  Democratic  Parties,  but 
all  the  people  of  the  Sixth  District. 

The  statement  "Polk  was  1  of  2  peo- 
ple in  the  whole  Congress  voting  against 
defense  appropriations"  is  utterly  false. 
The  last  defense  appropriation  bill  I 
opposed  was  on  February  23, 1939,  under 
the  Roosevelt  administration,  when  I  was 
1  of  the  205  Memljers  who  voted  against 
an  appropriation  to  fortify  the  island  of 
Guam.  Later  events  proved  that  my 
vote  on  that  question  was  probably 
wrong,  and  I  have  since  then  supported 
and  voted  for  larger  defense  appropria- 
tions instead  of  smaller  defense  appro- 
priations. For  example,  on  July  22, 1953, 
I  was  1  of  the  161  Members  who  voited 
for  sufficient  appropriations  to  provide 
for  143  air  wings  for  national  defense. 
We  were  defeated  in  this  effort  but  later 
the  administration  revised  its  policy  on 
the  Air  Force  and  asked  for  more  money, 
which  was  granted  by  Congress,  thus 
proving  that  those  of  us  who  were  ad- 
vocating a  stronger  Air  Force  were  cor- 
rect -in  our  original  stand  on  this  ques- 
tion. 

Likewise,  the  statement  that  I  "was 
opposed  to  barring  salary  of  public  em- 
ployees who  refuse  to  sign  loyalty  oath" 
Is  completely  false.  For  many  years, 
every  appropriation  bill  providing  for 
Federal  salaries  has  contained  the  fol- 
lowing provision: 

No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  In 
this  act  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or 
wages  of  any  person  who  advocates,  or  is  a 
member  of  an  organization  that  advocates, 
the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  by  force  or  violence. 

Of  course,  anyone  voting  against  a 
single  one  of  the  many  appropriation 
bills  passed  in  recent  years  can  be 
charged  falsely  for  voting  against  the 
bill  because  of  the  loyalty  oath. 

I  am  well  aware  that  Mr.  Kline  Rob- 
erts' false  statement  on  this  issue  con- 
tains the  insinuation  that  I  am  in  some 
way  ssrmpathetic  with  conununism.  To 
anyone  who  really  knows  me  and  knows 
my  views  and  my  voting  record  during 
nearly  16  years'  service  in  Congress,  such 
an  insinuation  is  so  ridiculous  as  to  be 
imbelievable.  but  in  the  new  parts  of  the 


Sixth  District,  In  Fayette.  Pickaway,  and 
Ross  Counties,  such  a  statement  might 
well  raise  a  question  concerning  my  fit- 
ness to  hold  a  public  office. 

To  those  who  are  not  familiar  with  my 
views  on  the  subject  of  communiam  and 
on  all  phases  of  disloyalty  to  our  great 
country,  may  I  say  ttiat  on  the  subject 
of  communism  I  fully  concur  in  ttx  reso- 
lution adopted  by  the  54th  National  E:n- 
campment  of  the  VFW  at  Milwaukee  in 
1953,  which  recommends  "outlawing  the 
Communist  Party  in  the  United  States 
and  to  make  it  a  felony  to  belong  to  the 
Communist  Party,  or  any  other  group  by 
any  other  name,  which  engages  In  sub- 
versive activities  with  the  intent  to  over- 
throw the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  and  the  American  Republic." 

The  following  record  votes  during  the 
83d  Congress  show  my  official  actions  on 
this  issue: 

First.  On  August  17,  1954,  on  rollcall 
vote  No.  144.  I  was  one  of  the  208  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Representative  who 
voted  for  the  Dies  motion  to  completely 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party.  This  was 
an  amendment  to  the  Communist  control 
bill,  S.  3706.  This  motion  carried  by  a 
vote  of  208  yeas  to  100  nays. 

The  administration  opposed  this 
amendment  and  consequently  it  was  re- 
written by  the  committee  of  conference 
between  the  House  and  Senate  to  con- 
form to  administration  recommenda- 
tions. 

Second.  On  August  19, 1954,  on  rollcall 
vote  No.  147,  I  voted  for  the  conference 
committee  version  of  the  bill  S.  3708 
which  was  approved  by  the  House. 

Third.  On  August  16,  1954,  on  rollcall 
vote  No.  142, 1  voted  for  the  Communist 
Control  Act  as  originally  submitted  to  the 
House  for  consideration.  This  bill  did 
not  actually  outlaw  the  Communist  Party 
and  did  not  go  as  far  as  I  would  go  in 
providing  protection  against  Commu- 
nist activity. 

Fourth.  On  July  23,  1954.  on  rollcall 
vote  No.  113.  I  voted  for  contempt  cita- 
tions against  various  individuals  as  re- 
quested by  the  House  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities Committee. 

Fifth.  On  February  24,  1954,  on  roll- 
call vote  No.  17,  I  voted  for  an  appro- 
priation of  $275,000  for  the  House  Un- 
American  Activities  Committee. 

Sixth.  On  July  21.  1953,  on  rollcall 
vote  No.  95,  I  voted  yea  on  the  proposi- 
tion that  Communist  China  should  not 
be  admitted  to  the  United  Nations. 

I  mention  these  six  record  votes 
during  the  83d  Congress,  in  support  of 
important  propositions  relating  to  com- 
munism and  its  eradication  and  control, 
because  I  realize  that  many  of  my  con- 
stituents do  not  have  an  opportunity 
to  read  the  Congressional  Record  and 
consequently  may  not  be  informed  con- 
cerning my  stand  on  this  issue. 

May  I  suggest  to  Mr.  Roberts  and  to 
all  others  who  may  make  accusations 
without  foundation,  the  reading  of  some 
remarks  on  this  subject  by  Abraham 
Lincoln.  i 

Lincoln  said:  I 

I  believe  It  Is  an  established  ry^Tim  in 
morals  that  he  who  makes  an  assertion 
without  knowing  whether  It  Is  true  or  false. 


Is  guilty  of  falsehood,  and  the  accidental 
truth  of  the  assertion  does  not  Justify  or 
excuse  him.  This  maxim  ought  to  be  par- 
ticularly held  In  view  when  we  contemplate 
an  attack  upon  the  reputation  of  our  neigh- 
bors. (Letter  to  Illinois  Gazette,  August 
1846.) 

Persisting  In  a  charge  which  one  does  not 
know  to  be  true  Is  simple  malicious  slander. 
(Cooper  Institute.  New  York,  1860.) 

A  man  cannot  prove  the  negative,  but  he 
has  a  right  to  claim  that  when  one  makes 
an  affirmative  charge  he  must  offer  some 
proof  to  show  the  truth  of  what  he  says. 
(Ottawa,  in.,   1858.) 

It  used  to  be  a  lashlon  amongst  men  that 
when  a  charge  was  made,  some  sort  of  proof 
was  brought  forward  to  establish  It,  and  If 
no  proof  was  found  to  exist,  the  charge  was 
dropped  (Joncsboro,  111.,  September  15, 
1858  )  I 


Public  Laws  531  to  S47,  Inclasive 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF  1 

HON.  BARRATT  O'HARA 

or  ILLINOIS 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  18,  1954 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
by  unanimous  consent  I  am  extending 
my  remarks  to  include  my  reports  on 
Public  Laws  531  to  547,  inclusive,  to  my 
constituents  in  the  Second  District  of 
Illinois,  as  follows: 

PUBLIC    LAW    S31  I 

H.  R.  9040,  cooperative  research  in  education 
Public  Law  531  Is  a  new  approach  In  the 
field  of  educatk  nal  research.  It  authorizes 
contracts  and  Jointly  financed  cooperative 
arrangements  with  universities,  colleges,  and 
State  educational  agencies  for  the  conduct  of 
research,  surveys,  and  demonstrations.  Here- 
tofore the  work  has  been  confined  to  the 
office  of  the  Commission  on  Education  In 
Wa.shlngton.  By  distributing  It  among  local 
schools  and  agencies  throughout  the  Nation, 
a  wider  range  of  experience  will  be  tapped. 
Moreover,  much  more  can  be  accomplished 
and  at  less  expense  to  Federal  taxpayers  since 
part  of  the  money  will  come  from  local 
sources. 

ETventually  will  come  from  the  research 
and  surveys  recommendations  covering 
every  phase  ot  school  construction  and  ad- 
ministration. These  will  be  made  available 
as  optional  help-aids  (take  or  leave)  to  any- 
one desiring  them.  Conceivably  they  can  be 
of  great  value  to  local  school  boards  and 
others  in  formulating  programs  adapted  to 
their  own   respective  problems. 

The  House  passed  the  measure  by  a  roll- 
call vote  of  296  to  55.  I  was  happy  to  cast 
your  vote  on  the  affirmative  side.  Not  so, 
however.  In  the  ca.se  of  Public  Law  532.  which 
vas  brought  up  seemingly  as  a  companion 
bill  to  Public  Law  531  ni  the  apparent  hope 
that  deceptive  doubling-up  would  catch  the 
champions  of  popular  education  oflguard 
and  asleep.  , 

PUBLIC  LAW  53  2 

H.  R.  7434,  National  Advisory  Committee  on 
Education 

This  bad  law  (sought  to  be  covered  up 
by  the  good  law  preceding)  opens  the  door 
for  another  attack  on  popular  education  In 
its  present  cultural  fimctlonlng  similar  to 
that  In  the  early  thirties  when  In  the  name 
of  economy  a  determined  drive  was  made 
to  reduce  the  curriculum  in  the  public 
schools  to  little   more   than   the  three  R's. 


I  have  Tlvld  recollections  of  those  days,  and 
the  happy  opportunity  my  nightly  radio 
broadcasting  over  WCFL  gave  me  to  partici- 
pate In  a  historic  and  successful  battle  to 
save  our  scboolB. 

Public  Law  532  creates  a  National  Ad- 
visory Committee  on  Education  to  Initiate 
and  conduct  studies  of  problems  of  national 
concern  In  the  field  of  education  and  to 
blueprint  for  Congress  Its  legislative  pro- 
gram In  the  educational  field.  A  pretty  big 
order.  I  would  think,  and  one  that  would 
require  the  best  efforts  of  the  outstanding 
educators  of  the  Nation. 

I  think  you  will  be  shocked,  as  I  was,  when 
the  measure  came  up  In  the  House,  to  learn 
that  Public  Law  532.  presumably  for  the 
advancement  of  education,  actually  bans 
from  control  of  the  committee  the  men  and 
women  of  greatest  knowledge,  experience, 
and  devoted  Interest  In  the  field  of  educa- 
tion. Originally  the  measure  completely 
disqualified  educators  from  committee  mem- 
bership. Later  the  ban  was  mildly  sugar- 
coated  to  concede  them  the  possibility  of 
a  minority  representation  by  specifying  that 
a  majority  of  the  committee  should  not  be 
professional  educators.  It  did  not  make  it 
mandatory  to  Include  a  single  educator,  but 
strictly  forbid  the  educators.  If  any,  exer- 
cising majority  control. 

The  Intent  Is  as  crystal  clear  as  the  ring- 
ing of  a  bell.  With  school  population  in- 
creasing and  costs  mounting,  this  marks  the 
beginning  of  another  drive  for  educational 
curtailment.  It  is  on  the  same  pattern  as 
recent  attacks  upon  our  colleges,  univer- 
sities, and  educational  foundations. 

I  regard  Public  Law  532  as  one  of  the  most 
potentially  evil  enactments  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress. It  passed  the  House  179  to  157.  a 
narrow  majority  of  22,  possible  only  because 
of  the  S9  absentees.     I  voted  "No." 

Fortunately,  the  day  was  saved  In  part 
by  stripping  the  measure  of  authorization 
of  Immediate  funds.  Hence  until  another 
Congress  provides  the  money  the  National 
Advisory  Committee  on  Education  will  exist 
only  on  paper.  If  the  friends  of  our  schools 
had  been  less  alert  the  sneak  attack  on 
popular  education  might  have  resulted  in  a 
greater  degree  of  immediate  peril. 

PUBLIC  LAW  533 

H.  R.  7466,  Pine  River  Irrigation  District, 
Colorado 
Just  another%eclamation  project  that  did 
not  pay  out  according  to  the  calculatiins. 
Public  Law  533  gives  the  district  until  1994 
to  pay  back  in  easy  Installments  Uncle 
Sam's  $3,300,000  Investment. 

PUBLIC   LAW    534 

H.  R.  9242.  Military  and  Naval  construction 

autliorization 

Construction  of  public  works,  housing  and 
facilities  for  the  Army,  Navy.  Air  Forces  and 
Alaskan  Communication  System  totalling 
»837,369.600  are  authorized  by  Public  Law 
534.  It  takes  29  printed  pages  to  list  all  the 
projects  In  continental  United  States  and 
overseas.  This  will  give  you  an  Idea  of 
overseas  authorizations.  Five  and  five- 
tenths  million  dollars  for  fp.mily  housing 
and  other  facilities  at  Keflavik,  Iceland: 
S8  million  for  housing  and  medical  and 
other  facilities  at  Okinawa;  $13  million  for 
Guam. 

The  act  limits  expenditure  for  permanent 
barracks  within  continental  United  States 
to  a  unit  cost  of  »1.700  per  man.  $5,000  a 
man  for  bachelor  officers  quarters. 

PUBLIC  LAW  535 
S.  2S83,  indemnities  for  suHne 
In  1952  vesicular  exanthema,  a  contagious 
disease,  threatened  swine  In  Oregon  and 
Other  States.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
declared  an  emergency  In  August  of  that  year 
and  Federal  funds  were  made  available  to 


cooperate  with  various  States  In  Indexnoify* 
Ing  owners  for  swine  destroyed  to  prevent 
spread  of  the  plague.  Public  Law  535  pro- 
vides for  the  payment  of  indemnities  for 
swine  destroyed  in  July  1952,  prior  to  the 
declaring  of  the  emergency.  The  sunount 
involved  is  about  $3,300. 

PUBUC    LAW    638 
S.  2786,  fire  protection  compact 

About  21  percent  of  the  standing  timber  In 
the  United  States  Is  In  10  Southeastern 
States,  which  produce  half  the  Nation's  pulp- 
wood,  a  third  of  Its  timber.  Recent  severe 
drought  has  Intensified  the  forest-fire  hazard 
beyond  the  protective  capacity  of  the  States 
acting  individually.  Public  Law  536  gives  the 
necessary  congressional  consent  to  a  compact 
entered  Into  by  the  10  States  to  pool  re- 
sources In  preventing  and  fighting  the  fire 
destruction  of  our  timber.  * 

PUBLIC   LAW    537 

S.  3197.  donations  to  defense  effort 

During  World  War  II.  American  citizens. 
motivated  by  a  patriotic  desire  to  contribute 
more  than  their  required  share,  made  volun- 
tary gifts  to  the  Government  totaling  more 
than  $7  million.  Such  gifts  to  the  extent  at 
$365,000  continued  to  come  In  during  1953. 
Public  Law  537  authorizes  the  acceptance  of 
conditional  as  well  as  unconditional  gifts. 
Conditional  gifts  are  those  earmarked  for 
6p>ecific  purposes,  as  recreation,  medical  sup- 
plies, etc. 

PUBLIC  LAW  538 

H.  R    1067,  Tax  Court  of  the  United  State$ 

This  authorizes  the  Supreme  Coiut  of  the 
I7nited  States  to  prescribe  uniform  rxiles  of 
practice  and  procedure  (In  the  11  courts  ot 
appeals)  for  review  of  decisions  of  the 
United   Stales   Tax   Court. 

PUBLIC    LAW    539 

H.  R.  2846,  Hawaii 
To  aid  Hawaii  to  complete  pier  2  In  Hono- 
lulu   Harbor   Public  Law   639   gives  back   to 
the  Territory  3  acres  of  land  for  which  the 
Federal  Government  has  no  need. 

PUBLIC   LAW    640 

H.  R.  4854,  Irrigation 

Public  Law  540  alms  at  the  reclamation 
(largely  for  fruit  growing)  of  some  6,000 
acres  of  arid  land  In  a  mountainous  region 
along  the  Columbia  and  Okanagan  Rivers  in 
the  central  part  of  the  State  of  Washington. 
It  Is  expected  that  the  Irrigation  of  this  land 
will  make  it  possible  for  the  fruit  growers 
and  other  farmers  benefited  to  pay  back 
within  50  years  $2.5  million  of  the  estimated 
$4.5  million  cost.  The  $2  million  balance  of 
the  Federal  Government's  Investment  would 
come  from  water  power  revenues.  That  is 
on  the  general  pattern  of  Irrigation  projects. 
Uncle  Sam  eventually  to  get  back  his  money, 
part  from  the  sale  of  water  power,  part  from 
agricultural  profits  made  possible  by  the 
conversion  of  arid  waste  Into  cultivable 
acres. 

What  Public  Law  540  does  Is  to  authorize 
the  construction  of  the  Foster  Creek  divi- 
sion as  part  of  the  Chief  Joseph  Dam  proj- 
ect, which  if  and  when  carried  to  completion 
will  entail  a  total  expenditure  of  at  least 
$35  million  with  expected  reimbursement  of 
$20  million  from  sale  of  water  power,  $15 
million  from  land  owners, 

PUBLIC   LAW    541 

H.  R.  4928;  Uncle  Sam  helps,  out  a  city 
Fifty  years  ago  the  United  States  brought 
48  acres  of  farmland  In  New  Jersey  and  set 
up  a  quarantine  station.  Now  it  Is  the  center 
of  Clifton,  a  thriving  city  of  75,000  which 
has  come  with  the  passing  of  a  half  century. 
Mushrooming  Clifton  Is  territorially  con- 
gested, needs  a  site  for  outgrown  muni- 
cipal buildings.     The  only  available  site  Is 
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14  or  Uncle  8*m1  acres  wbleh  are  presently 
used  M  burial  ground  for  tiead  animals  from 
tbe  quarantine  station.  Public  Law  641*  re- 
flects the  proper  cooperative  q>lrit  of  Fed- 
eral OoTemment  in  relation  with  municipal 
government  by  authcaiglng  the  sale  of  the 
14  acres  to  Clifton  for  a  new  city  halL  Then 
Uncle  Sam  can  buy  an  incinerator  for  the 
disposal  of  his  dead  animals. 

FDBLXC  LAW  643 
H.  B.  6882,  Vermefo  reclamation  project 

Because  of  a  debt  owing  to  the  liquidating 
RFC  in  connecting  with  the  Vermejo  recla- 
mation i»x>Jeet  in  Mew  Mexico.  PubUc  Law 
642  iHttTldes  a  financing  and  repayment  plan 
to  enable  the  proposed  conservancy  district 
to  work  things  out  on  a  time-payment  basis. 

rCBUC  LAW   543 

H.  R.  8549,  Breaks  Interstate  Park 
In  1953  Congress  gave  consent  to  Ken- 
tucky and  Virginia  to  enter  into  a  compact 
for  a  bi-State  park  on  a  fork  of  the  Big 
Sandy  RIvm'.  PtibUc  Law  643  approves  the 
compact  which  the  two  States  since  have 
ratified.  This  is  in  an  area  of  great  scenic 
beauty.  Virginia  has  appropriated  $60,000 
and  Kentucky  $35,000  tat  the  start  of  de- 
velopment.  Autoists  may  wish  to  Jot  it  down. 

P0BLZC  LAW   544 

B.  B.  7864,  Columbia  Biver  Basin 
The  Priest  Rapids  Dam  and  Reservoirs  was 
approved  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1960 
as  a  tmlt  in  the  comprehensive  plan  for  flood 
control  and  water  power  in  the  Columbia 
River  Basin.  Bstimated  cost:  $364  million. 
Despite  the  n4>ldly  expanding  demand  for 
hydroelectric  power  in  the  area,  the  Fedoral 


Government  has  not  gone  ahead  wltii  the 
project.  Local  Interests  desiring  to  take  over. 
Public  Law  644  gives  the  necessary  authoriza- 
tion to  PubUc  DtUlty  E)lstrlct  No.  2,  Grant 
County,  Wash,  (a  nonprofit  public  body  un- 
der State  law),  to  enable  it  to  get  a  license 
from  the  Federal  Power  Commission. 

Similar  arrangement  has  been  made  In 
othCT  areas  where  local  interests  have  wished 
to  hasten  developments  on  the  Federal  pro- 
gram for  which  appropriations  were  lag- 
ging. It  amounts  to  local  governments  re- 
lieving the  United  States  from  the  responsi- 
bility of  financing.  That  I  think  Is  sound. 
Nevertheless;  each  proposal  of  this  nature 
should  challenge  careful  study  to  make  cer- 
tain that  (1)  the  Federal  interest  in  rela- 
tion to  the  flood-control  program  In  its  en- 
tirety iB  completely  protected,  and  (2)  the 
public  Is  assured  fair  and  nondlscrlmiaatory 
rates  with  first  call  in  the  purchase  of  power 
and  energy  going  to  public  bodies  and  co- 
operatives. 

PUBLIC  LAW  545  | 

S.  2367.  contract  research 
This  is  an  amendment  to  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Act  permitting  the  Department  of 
Agrlcultvire  to  carry  on  all  its  research  proj- 
ects by  contracts  with  public  and  private 
research  organizations  and  Individuals. 
Heretofore  only  research  in  the  marketing 
field  could  be  let  out  by  contract.  The  rest 
had  to  be  done  by  the  Department  personnel. 
You  will  find  Interest  in  the  fact  that  well 
over  $1  million  a  year  In  market  research 
contracts  have  been  let.  Secretary  Benson 
told  the  Congress  the  contract  plan  was  more 


efficient   and   economical   than   leaving   the 
work  to  the  Department's  researchers. 

PUBLIC   LAW    946 

H.  R.  8983,  historical  site  in  Oklahoma 
Oklahoma  plans  to  restore  and  preserve  as 
a  historical  museum  the  old  Indian  agency 
building  (of  Territorial  days)  at  Muskogee. 
Public  Law  546  conveys  the  property,  includ- 
ing parking  space  for  touring  autoists  and 
others.  This  being  in  Oklahoma,  the  Con- 
gress, of  course,  was  alert  In  seeing  that  oil 
and  mineral  rights  were  reserved. 

Public  Law  546  Indexes,  as  have  others 
covered  In  these  reports,  the  definite  trend 
throughout  the  country  in  the  restoration 
and  preservation  of  historic  places.  Here,  I 
think,  is  the  true  reflection  of  the  love  of 
and  loyalty  to  country  that  have  been  in- 
stilled in  Americans  by  the  teachings  in  our 
schools  and  colleges. 

PUBLIC    LAW    547 

H.  R.  5731.  dam  at  San  Diego,  Calif. 

During  World  War  II  the  United  States 
acquired  135,000  acres  of  land  In  San  Diego 
County,  Calif.,  now  occupied  by  the  United 
States  naval  hospital,  the  naval  ammuni- 
tion Depot  and  Camp  Joseph  H.  Pendleton, 
a  major  Marine  Corps  training  center.  In- 
cluded is  21  acres,  through  which  runs  the 
last  stretch  of  the  Santa  Margarita  River 
before  reaching  the  Pacific  Ocean. 

Public  Law  547  authorizes  the  construc- 
tion of  the  De  Lux  Dam  (cost:  $22 j6  milUon) 
in  that  area  to  serve  the  Joint  purposes  of 
Navy  and  the  water  users  In  the  Fallbrook 
Public  Utility  District.  The  district  wlU  have 
56  years  in  which  to  pay  lu  $7  million  con- 
tribution. 
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SENATE 

Tin  RSDAY,  AiGL ST  10, 10r)4 

(Legislative  day  of  Thursday.  August  5, 
1954) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m., 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Rev.  Russell  Cartwright  Stroup,  D.  D., 
minister,  Georgetown  Presbyterian 
Church.  Washington,  D.  C,  offered  the 
following  prayer: 

Our  Father,  we  thank  Thee  that  we  are 
free  men  in  a  free  land.  Grant,  we 
beseech  Thee,  that  this  noble  body,  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  may  ever  be 
the  guardian  of  that  liberty  which  is  our 
most  precious  heritage. 

May  every  action  done  this  day  be 
truly  deliberative,  unhurried,  and  un- 
hampered by  tension  or  fear. 

May  they  with  all  of  us  be  controlled 
by  the  deep  conviction  that  while  free- 
dom is  a  hard  way  and  a  dangerous  way, 
it  is  the  only  way  which  leads  to  the 
fulfillment  of  the  vision  of  those  who  by 
Thy  guidance  established  this  Nation 
and  bequeathed  to  us.  their  children,  the 
inahenable  rights  which  we  enjoy.  In 
mercy  hear  our  prayer  and  bles^  our 
land,  we  humbly  pray.     Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Knowland,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Wednes- 
day, August  18,  1954,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT— 
APPROVAL  OF  BILLS  AND  JOINT 
RESOLUTIONS 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President 
of  the  United  Stat«%  were  communicated 
to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his 
secretaries,  and  he  announced  that  the 
President  had  approved  and  signed  the 
following  acts  and  joint  resolutions: 

On  August  13.  1954: 
S  G5.   An  act  for  tiie  relief  of  Joseph  Flury 
Pa;iy; 

S  120  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Geraflmos 
Gir<nnatos; 

S  233.  An  act  for  -.he  relief  of  Jeno  Caeplo; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Inger  Lars- 


S  354. 
son: 

S  384 
Webster; 

S  447. 
Tounias 
ball  I : 

S  C70    An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Doyle 
Moclalr: 

S  771.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anni  Wc'-f 
and  her  minor  son; 

C 950 


An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert  H. 

An    act    for    the    relief    of    Vaslllkl 
(nee    VasUlkl    Georglon    Karoum- 


S.  810.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jan  E. 
Tomczycki; 

S.  914.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mark  Vainer; 

S.  946.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mona  Lltbet 
Kofoed  Nlcolalsen.  Lelf  Martin  Borglum  Nlco- 
lalsen.  and  Ian  Alan  Kofoed  NlcolaUen; 

8. 974.  An  act  lor  the  relief  of  certain 
Chinese  children; 

S.  992.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Aposlolos 
Savvas  Vassllladls; 

S.  1158.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stayka  Pet- 
rovlch    (SUJka  Petrovlc); 

8.  1165.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Paul  E 
Rocke; 

S.  1212.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alice  Ma- 
saryk; 

S.  1216  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Karl  L  von 
Schlleder; 

8.1321.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mlchajlo 
Dzteczko; 

S.  1520.  An  act  for  the  relief  or  Andre 
Styka; 

S.  1600.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther 
Saporta; 

S.  1609.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Robert 
L^e  Slaughter,  nee  Ell*a  Ortiz  Orat; 

8  1615.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  Col. 
George  F  Price; 

S  1634.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alton 
Bramer; 

S.  1702.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Emilia 
Pa van; 

8  1757.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clair  P. 
Bowman; 

8.  1798.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charlet  • 
Peroulas; 

S.  1858  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sl8t«?r  An- 
tonella  Marie  Gutterres  (Thereza  Murla  Gut- 
terres) ; 

S  1883.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Takeo 
Takano; 

8  1889.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margot 
Goldschmldt; 

8  1902.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Theresa 
Elizabeth  Leventer; 

S.  1925.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lt  Cfjl. 
Carl  E.  Welchner.  United  States  Air  Force; 

8.  1940.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mlchela 
Auruccl; 

S  20C7  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anthony 
Benito  Estella,  Katlvldad  Estella.  Ant^^jnlo 
Juan  Estella,  and  Virginia  Aracell  EstelU; 

S  2027.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  innue  quitclaim  deed«  to  the 
8tate»  for  certain  land.'.; 

S  2176.  An    act    for    the    relief    of    Maly   j 
Braunatein  and  Aurella  Rappaport; 

8.  2304  An  act  to  provide  that  United 
States  commlasloners  who  are  required  to 
devote  full  time  to  the  duties  of  the  nfflce 
may  be  allowed  their  necessary  oQce  ex- 
penses; 

S  2210  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
f Franz »  Homolka.  Olga  Homolka  (n*^  Man- 
d?l).  Adolf  Homolka.  Helga  Maria  Homolka. 
and  Frieda  Homolka; 

S  2214.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Prter  Jame^ 
Copsea.  Beatrice  Copses.  Victoria  Copses,  and 
James  Peter  Copses; 

8  2222.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Luda  Me- 
zligoglou; 

S  2240.  An  act  fcr  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Carl 
D?bratz; 

S  2157.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lulgl  G:e- 

chineUi; 


8  2295.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Irma  Muel- 
ler Koehler  Cobban; 

S.  2411.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ruth 
Berndt;  JT 

8  2448.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frantlaek 
Vyborny; 

S,  2463.  An  act  to  amend  the  Communica- 
tions Act  of  1934.  aa  amended,  with  reapect 
to  Implementing  the  Internntlonal  Conven- 
tion for  the  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea  relating  to 
radio  equipment  and  radio  operators  on  board 
ship; 

b.  2469  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francisco 
Vnpqupz-Dopazo    (Frank    Varquee) ; 

s  2493.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ingeborg 
Bogner  Johnson; 

H  2504  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ellsa  Al- 
bertlna  Clocclo  Rlgazz.l  or  ElUa  Cloccto; 

8  2512.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jennnett* 
Kalker   and    Abraham   Benjamin   Kalker; 

8  2542.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  OMcerlo  M. 
Ebuna; 

S  2007,  An  net  for  the  relief  of  Fauatln* 
Achaval  Aldecoa  and  his  wife.  Carmen 
Achaval    (nee  Cortabltarte) ; 

8  2C35.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nadeem 
Tannous  and  Mrs.  Jamlle  Tannous; 

S  2745.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  termlna* 
tlon  of  Federal  RupervlMlnn  over  the  prop- 
erty of  the  Klamath  Tribe  of  Indians  lo- 
cated In  the  State  of  Oregon'  and  the  Indi- 
vidual members  thereof,  and  for  other  pur- 
po.'es;  « 

8  274«  An  act  to  provide  for  the  termlnil- 
tlon  of  Federal  eupervlslon  over  the  property 
of  certain  tribes  and  bands  of  Indians  located 
In  wejrtern  Oregon  and  the  Individual  m«nn- 
bers    thfreof.    and    for    other    purp^ises; 

a  2823  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  H. 
Hedmark.  Jr  ; 

H  3f>C2  An  art  for  the  rellrf  of  the  Ameri- 
can Surety  Co.  of  New  York,  and  cerUtn 
other  Burcvy  companies; 

8  312C  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Waltrsut 
ClaF!j>»en; 

8  3306  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kang  Chat 
Won; 

8  3.344  An  net  to  amend  the  mineral  leas- 
ing laws  and  the  mining  laws  Uj  provide  for 
multiple  mineral  development  of  the  sanM 
tracts  of  the  public  lands,  and  for  other  puf 
pfjses; 

S  3433  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andre)* 
Gluslc; 

S  3*64  An  act  U)  amend  the  O-mimur.'ca- 
tlons  Act  of  1934  In  order  Uj  make  certain 
provision  tnr  the  carrying  rrut  rjf  the  agree- 
ment for  the  Promotion  ot  Safety  on  tb« 
Great  Lakes  by  Means  of  HadUi; 

S  3514  /.n  act  trtr  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Ovetd* 
Mohrke  and  her  Msn,  Gerard  Mohrke; 

8  3697  An.  act  to  amend  the  act  of  April 
6.  1937.  as  amended,  to  Include  cooperation 
with  the  Governments  of  Canada  or  Msrxlco 
or  local  Canadian  or  Mexican  auth/>ntles  for 
the  cfjntrrA  of  Incipient  f/r  emenjency  out- 
breaks <jt  Insect  pests  or  plant  diseases;     ; 

fi  J  Res  67.  Joint  resolutl/m  to  repeal 
c<-r.ain  World  War  II  laws  relating  to  return 
of  nshJng  vessels,  ana  for  otioer  purposes; 
and  N 

S  J  Res   MS    J^y'.r.i  resolution  designs tia^g* 
the     month     of    Septetnher     I^j    sis    JcMm 
Manhali   BScenter^clai  Mnctii..  xxai  sraasiaig 
a    cc?r.mts»>ja    to   saptr^-ax   *ajd  dSrccs  taia 
(ii»is-r3jjc*  ci  iXidi.  mcr'.'s. 

UOSS 
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On  August  16,  1954: 

S.  63.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Lewis  Roland 
Bdwards; 

8.481.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Joeepb  Dl 
Pasquale: 

8. 997.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Cbuan  Hua 
Lowe  and  hlB  wife; 

8. 1434,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  B. 
Baker  and  Don  P.  Fankbauser; 

8. 1585.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Traffic  Act,  1925.  as  amended: 

8.  2135.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fernando 
A.  Rubio,  Jr.;  • 

8.2387.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Scheer,  Magda  Scheer,  Marie  Scheer,  Thomas 
8cheer,  and  Judith  Scheer; 

8.  2340.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alphonsus 
Devlin; 

8. 2389.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  De- 
cember 3,  1942; 

S.  2455.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  S. 
Eugene  Lamb; 

8. 2594.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Paolino 
Berchielli.  his  wife,  Leda,  and  daughter. 
Alba;  and 

a.  3506.  An  act  to  repeal  the  act  approved 

September  25,  1914,  and  to  amend  the  act 

approved   June    12,   1934,   both   relating   to 

alley  dwellings  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

On  August  17,  1954: 

S.  3137.  An  act  to  make  the  provisions  of 
the  act  of  August  28,  1937,  relating  to  the 
conservation  of  water  resoxirces  in  the  arid 
and  semlarid  areas  of  the  United  States,  ap- 
plicable to  the  entire  United  States,  and  to 
Increase .  and  revise  the  limitation  on  aid 
available  under  the  provisions  of  the  said 
act,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

8.  3681.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Commission  to  make  available  group  life 
Insurance  for  civilian  officers  and  employees 
In  the  Federal  service,  and  for  other  pvir- 
poses. 

On  August  18,  1954: 

8. 231.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Otmar 
8prah: 

8. 1795.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred  and 
Bernlce  Ehlers; 

8.  2363.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Mien 
Fa  Tchou  and  his  wife,  Li  Hoel  Ming  Tchou; 

S.  2610.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Paul 
Lewerenz  and  Margareta  Ehrhard  Lewerenz; 
and 

8.  3798.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Azlzollah 
Azordegan. 

MESSAGE   PROM   THE    HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  o'  Repre- 
sentatives by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed  the  bill  (S.  2074)  for  the  relief 
of  certain  Basque  sheepherders,  with 
amendments,  in  which  it  requested  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  a  bill  (H.  R.  9120)  to 
authorize  the  Postmaster  General  to  pro- 
vide for  the  use  in  first-  and  second-class 
post  offices  of  a  special  canceling  stamp, 
or  postmarking  die,  bearing  the  words 
"Pray  for  peace,"  in  which  it  requested 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 


ENROLLED  BHXS  AND  A  JOINT 
RESOLUTION  SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to 
the  following  enrolled  bills  and  a  joint 
resolution,  and  they  were  signed  by  the 
Vice  President: 

S.  45.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Merle 
Cappeller  Weyel; 

S.  46.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  E.  S.  Berney; 

S.  417.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  New  Mexico,  to  hear,  determine. 


and  render  Judgment  upon  certain  claims 
arising  as  a  result  of  the  construction  by 
the  United  States  of  Elephant  Butte  Dam  on 
the  Rio  Grande; 

S.  555.  An  uct  for  the  relief  of  Charles  W. 
Gallagher; 

8.  599.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cpl.  Robert 
D.  McMillan; 

S.  820.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Carlos  M.  Cochran; 

S.  1183.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  L. 
de  Montlgny; 

S.  1203.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  Col. 
Rollins  S.  Emmerich; 

S.  2070.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  e»tate 
of  Givens  Christian; 

S.  2083.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  LawTcnce 
F.  Kramer; 

S.  2147.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Terrence 
Waller; 

S.  3156.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Ene- 
pekides,  his  wife,  and  his  son,  George; 

S.  2259.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rev. 
Charles  V.  Rossini; 

S.  2266.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  F. 
Sylvester; 

S.  2308.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Investigfition  by  the  Attorney  Geoeral 
of  certain  offenses,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  2496.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harvey 
Schwartz; 

S.  2553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  V. 
Criml,  father  of  the  minor  child,  Joeeph 
Crimi; 

S.  2632.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Epes 
Transportation   Corp.; 

S.  2693.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
Lee  WllllamE; 

S.  2801.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Graphic 
Arts  Corp.,  of  Ohio; 

S.  2980.  An  act  conferring  jurlEdlctlon  up- 
on the  United  States  District  Court  for  tlie 
Southern  District  of  New  York  to  hear,  de- 
termine, and  render  Judgment  upon  a  ciaim 
of  the  Bunker  Hill  Development  Corp  : 

S.  3064.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Mary  Beaton  Dennlnger,  deceased; 

S.  3110.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  PCrls- 
mouth  Sand  &  Gravel  Co.; 

S.  3187.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Uolted 
States  of  America  to  quitclaim  all  its  right. 
title,  and  Interest  In  and  to  certain  Hinds 
in  Arizona,  except  for  mineral  Interests 
therein,  and  for  other  purposes: 

S.  3189.  An  act  providing  for  the  convey- 
ance by  the  United  States  to  the  Monterey 
County  Flood  Control  and  Water  Conserva- 
tion District.  Monterey  County.  Calif.,  of 
certain  lands  in  Camp  Roberts  Military  Res- 
ervation, Calif.,  for  use  as  a  dam  and  res- 
ervoir site  and  for  other  purposes: 

S.  3245.  An  act  to  provide  emergency 
credit; 

S.  3251.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance of  certain  mineral  rights  to  Mrs.  Pearl 
O.  Marr.  of  Crossroads.  N.  Mex.: 

S.  3482.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Unemployment  Compensation  Act. 
and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Mc- 
Mahon  Co.,  Inc.; 

S.  3595.  An  act  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  convey  certain  property  located 
in  El  Paso,  Tex.,  and  described  as  part  of 
Fort  Bliss,  to  the  State  of  Texas; 

S.  3629.  An  act  to  postpone  the  eflective 
date  of  the  3  percent  "absorption"  require- 
ments in  Public  Law  874,  Blst  Congress,  for 
1  year; 

S.  3712.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Com- 
mander, Air  University,  to  confer  appropriate 
degrees  upon  persons  who  meet  all  require- 
ments for  those  degrees  in  the  Resident 
College  of  the  United  States  Air  Force  In- 
stitute of  Technology; 

S.  3750.  An  act  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  or  hla  designee  to  convey  cer- 
tain property  located  in  proximity  to  San 
Antonio,  Bexar  County,  Tex.,  to  the  State 
of  Texas; 

S.  3822.  An  act  to  authorize  the  convey- 
ance to  the  State  of  Texas  of  approximately 


9  acres  of  land  In  Houston,  Tex.,  ta  be  used 
for  National  Guard  purposes; 

H.  R.  270.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  control 
and  extinguishment  of  outcrop  and  under- 
ground fires  in  coal  formations,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  1514.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clint 
Lewis; 

H.  R.  1797.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  to  the  State  of  Okla- 
homa for  the  use  and  benefit  of  tht  E^astern 
Oklahoma  Agricultural  and  Mechanical  Col- 
lege at  Wilburton,  Okla.,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  1912.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hayik 
(Jirair)  Vartlyan.  Annemarie  Vartlyan,  and 
Susanlg  Armenuhi  Vartiyan; 

H.  R.  20C9.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Ninilahik  Hos- 
pital Association,  of  Ninilchik,  Alnska,  for 
the  use  as  a  hospital  site  and  related  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.2010  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in,  Alaska  to  the  Alas-ka  Evan- 
gelization Society,  of  Levelock.  Alaska,  for 
missionary  purposes: 

H  R  2012.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  public  lands  in  Alaska  to  the  Alaska 
Council  of  Boy  Scouts  of  America  far  a  camp 
site  and  other  public   purposes; 

H  R.  2014.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale 
of  certain  public  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Com- 
munity CUib  of  Chugiak.  Alaska; 

H  R  2015  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  Lloyd  H.  Turner, 
of  Wards  Cove.  Alaska; 

H  R.  2024.  An  act  lor  the  relief  of  Frank 
L.  Peyton: 

H  R.2615.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Julio 
Mercado  Toledo: 

H  R.  261.5.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Donald 
James    D.nrmody; 

H  R  2791.  An  act  for  the  relief  Of  Esther 
E.  Ellicntt; 

IT  R  2ai5.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Floyd 
C.   Barber: 

H  R  28fll  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Rosaline  Spagnola; 

H  R.  30C8.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther 
Smith: 

H  R.3216.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  E.  C 
Mill.<;: 

H.  R  3217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Florence  D.   Grimshaw; 

H.  R  3273.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edgar 
A.  BcUeau.  Sr.; 

H.  R.351G.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna 
K.    McQuilkin; 

H  R  3522  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
S.  Rosichan; 

H  R  3732.  An  act  for  the  relief  o!  Cather- 
ine (Cathrina)    D.  Pilgard; 

H.  R  3854.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  public  lajid  in  Alaska  to  the  Turna- 
galn  Arm  Community  Club  of  Anchorage, 
Alaska: 

H  R  3951.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
G.  Koch; 

H.  R.  4118.  An  act  to  authorize  the  prepa- 
ration of  rolls  of  persons  of  Indian  blood 
whose  ancestors  were  members  of  certain 
tribes  or  bands  in  the  State  of  Oregon,  and 
to  provide  for  per  capita  distribl.  ,ion  of 
func!s  arising  from  certain  Judgments  In 
favor  of  such  tribes  or  bands; 

H.  R  4175.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
R    Logan: 

H.  R.  4329.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hunt- 
Int^ton.  McLaren  &  Co.: 

H.  R  4474.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred- 
erick Joseph  Buttaccio  and  others; 

H.  R.  4531.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lyman 
Chalkley; 

H.  R.  4580.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Florida  State  Hospital; 

H.  R.  .5028.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Petra 
Ruiz  Martinez  and  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Marcelo 
Maysonet  Mirell; 

H.  R  5086.  An  act  for  the  relief  otf  George 
Eldred    Morgan; 

H  R  5092.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rot>ert 
Leon  Rohr; 
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H.  R.  5093.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
survivors  of  Melvin  Sdward  Williams; 

H.R.  5460.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chancy 
C.  Newsom  and  the  legal  guardian  of  Susan 
M.  Newsom.  a  minor; 

H.R.  5461.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  on 
the  claim  of  Wah  Chang  Corp.  against  the 
United  States: 

H  R.  5489.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rocco 
Forgione; 

H.  R.  5986.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
E.  Wahlberg; 

H.  R.  6332.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James 
Philip  Coyle; 

H.  R.  6455.  An  act  to  create  a  National 
Monument  Commission,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.R.  6562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Capt. 
C    R.  MacLean; 

H  R.  6566.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Daniel 
D    Poland: 

H.  R.  6814.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  acquisi- 
tion of  non-Federal  land  within  the  exist- 
ing boundaries  of  any  national  park,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H  R.  6959.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Baptist  Mid- 
Missions,  an  Ohio  nonprofit  corporation,  for 
use  as  a  church  sltt; 

H.  R.  7045.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Mar- 
clano  Kutlerrez.  Dr.  Amparo  O.  Joaquin 
Gutierrez,  and  their  children,  Rosenda,  Re- 
becca, and  Raymundo,  and  Mrs.  Briglda  de 
Gutierrez: 

H.  R.  7290.  An  act  to  authorize  an  appro- 
priation for  the  construction  of  certain  pub- 
lic-school facilities  on  the  Klamath  Indian 
Reservation  at  Chlloquln.  Oreg.; 

H  R  7413.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
J.  Davis: 

H  R  7835.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  3.  Sgt. 
Frank  C.  Maxwell; 

H  R.  8020.  An  act  authorizing  the  trans- 
fer of  certain  property  of  the  United  States 
Government  (in  Klamath  County,  Oreg.)  to 
the  State  of  Oregon; 

H  R.  8027.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
March  6.  1952  (66  Stat.  16).  to  extend  the 
time  during  which  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior may  enter  into  amendatory  repay- 
ment contracts  under  the  Federal  reclama- 
tion laws,  and  for  c-ther  purposes; 

H  R  8128.  An   act   to   amend  section    1089 
of  the  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia relating  to  attachment  proceedings: 
H  R.  8183.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  EUrlede 
Ida  Geissler; 

H  R  8193.  An  act  to  amend  the  Refugee 
Relief  Act  of  1953; 

H  R  8252.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  city 
of  Fort  Smith.  Ark 

H.  R  8753.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949.  as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Adminis- 
trator of  General  Services  to  establish  and 
operate  motor  vehicle  pools  and  systems  and 
to  provide  office  furniture  and  furnishings 
when  agencies  are  moved  to  new  locations, 
to  direct  the  Administrator  to  report  the 
unauthorized  use  of  Government  motor 
vehicles,  and  to  authorize  the  United  States 
Civil  Service  Commission  to  regulate  oper- 
ators of  Government-owned  motor  vehlcle»t 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8915.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  consolidate  the  police 
court  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the 
municipal  court  of  the  District  of  Coltmfibia, 
to  be  known  as  'the  municipal  court  for  the 
District  of  Columk'la'.  to  create  the  munic- 
ipal court  of  appeals  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes"; 

H.  R.  9357.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S.  H. 
Prather.  Mrs.  Florence  Prather  Penman,  S.  H. 
Prather.  Jr.; 

H.  R.  9797.  An  act  to  amend  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purposes: 

H.  R.  9868.  An  act  to  amend  the  Merchant 
Ship  Sales  Act  of  1948  to  provide  for  the 


charter  of  passenger  shlpt  In  the  domestic 
trade; 

H.R.  9910.  An  act  to  amend  section  418 
(b)  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946;  and 

8.  J.  Res.  147.  Joint  resolution  to  establish 
the  Woodrow  Wilson  Centennial  Celebration 
Commission,  and  for  other  purposes. 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTION  OP 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  immediately 
following  the  quorum  call  there  may  be 
the  customary  morning  hour  for  the 
transaction  of  routine  business,  under 
the  usual  2-minute  limitation  on 
speeches. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


Frear 

Long 

George 

Magnuson 

Gore 

Man<  field 

Green 

Mnrtln 

Hayden 

Milllkin 

Hendrickson 

Mundt 

Holland 

Pastore 

Jackson 

Saltonstall 

Johnson.  Tex.  Smith.  Maine 

Johnson.  Colo.  Smith.  N.  J. 

Johnston,  S.  C.  Stenuis 

Knowland  Thye 

Kuchel  Young 
Lehman 
L.ennon 


CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Pre.sident.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 

Aiken 

Barrett 

Bennett 

Bowrlng 

Bridges 

Butler 

Carlson 

Case 

Clements 

Cooi)er 

Cordon 

Crippa 

Dlrksen 

Duir 

Ferguson 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
IMr.  Wiley]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  IMr. 
CAPEH^RT]  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
IMr.  Welker]  are  absent  on  ofQcial  busi- 
ness. -^ 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
PlandersI.  the  junior  Senator  Irom  In- 
diana IMr.  jENNERl,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  IMr.  McCarthy],  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  IMr.  Ptjr- 
TELL],  and  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  IMr.  Upton]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd] 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkmam)  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel], 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  IMr.  Douglas], 
and  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland]  are  absent  on  ofiBcial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  (Mr.  Gil- 
lette] is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A 
quorum  is  not  present. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  be  di- 
rected to  request  the  attendance  of  ab- 
sent Senators. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Sergeant  at  Arms  will  execute  the  order 
of  the  Senate. 

After  a  little  delay,  Mr.  Anderson,  Mr. 
Bkall.  Mr.  Bricker,  Mr.  Burks,  Mr. 
Bush,  Mr.  Chavez,  Mr.  Dworshak.  Mr. 
Ellender,  Mr.  Fulbright.  Mr.  Gold- 
water,  Mr.  Hennings,  Mr.  Hickenlooper, 


Mr.  Hn-L.  Mr.  HuifPHRBT.  Mr.  Ives,  Mr. 
Ketauver,  Mr.  Kennedy,  Mr.  Kers,  Mr. 
KiLGORB,  Mr.  Langer,  Mr.  Malonb,  Mr. 
Maybank.  Mr.  McCarran.  Mr.  McClkl- 
LAN,  Mr.  Monronet,  Mr.  Morse,  Mr.  Mur- 
ray, Mr.  Neely,  Mr.  Payne,  Mr.  Potter, 
Mr.  Reynolds,  Mr.  Robertson,  l>£r.  Rus- 
sell, Mr.  Schoeppel.  Mr.  Smathers,  Mr. 
Symington,  and  Mr.  Watkins  entered 
the  Chamber  and  answered  to  their 
names. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A 
quorum  is  present. 

Routine  business  is  now  in  order. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  following  letters, 
which  were  referred  as  indic^d: 

Report  op  MAarmcE  ADicimsraATnHr 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce. 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a  report  of 
the  Maritime  Administration  of  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce,  on  the  activities 
and  transactions  of  that  administration 
under  the  Merchant  Ship  Sales  Act  of  1946, 
for  the  period  April  1.  1954.  through  June 
30,  1954  (with  an  accompanying  report); 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

Report  on  jClaims  PAm  on  Accottnt  «r 
Correction  or  Mujiabt  Records  or  Coast 
Guard  Personnel 

A  letter  from  the  acting  secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting,  pxirsuant  to  law,  a 
report  on  claims  paid  during  the  6 
montlis'  period  ended  June  30,  1954,  on  ac- 
count of  the  correction  of  mUitary  records 
of  Coast  Guard  personnel  (with  an  accom- 
panying report);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Son.  Survet  and  Classhtcation  or  Lands 
BENiTrrED  BT  Crescent  Lake  Dam  Project, 
Oregon 

A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  certification  that  an  adequate  soU  svirvey 
and  land  classification  has  been  made  of 
the  lands  to  be  served  by  the  Crescent  Lake 
Dam  project,  Oregon  (with  an  accompany- 
ing paper  | ;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

Recently  Isstted  Pitblications  or  Fbderax, 
Power  Commission 
A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal 
Power  Commission,  transnUtting.  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate,  copies  of  that 
Commission's  recently  issued  publications 
entitled  "Tjrpical  Residential  Electric  Bills. 
1954."  "Hydroelectric  Power  Resources  of  the 
United  States,  Developed  and  Undeveloped. 
1953."  and  "Estimated  Future  Power  Re- 
quirements of  the  United  States  by  Regions. 
1953-1975"  (with  accompanying  documents): 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Fcu-eign 
Commerce. 

AtTorr      Report      on       OoMicoorrr       CRiDrr 
Corporation 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law.  an  audit  report  on  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation,  for  the  fiscal 
year  ended  June  30.  1953  (with  an  accom- 
panying report);  to  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES 
The  following  reports  of  committees 

were  submitted: 
By  Mr.  LANGER,  from  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary,  with  amendments: 

H.R.  8606.  A  bill  tor  the  relief  of  Nell  C. 

Hemmer    and   Mildred   Hemmer    (Rept.   No. 

2503). 
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By  Mr.  LAMOEB,  firom  the  Oommlttoe  mi 
fhe  JudlcUry,  wltbout  amendment: 

H.J.Be8.118.  Joint  resolution  to  desig- 
nate the  ist  day  cf  Uij  1956  as  Loyalty  Day 
(Bept.  No.  3608). 


CONSTRUCTION  OP  CERTAIN 
WORKS  OP  IMPROVEIifENT  IN  NI- 
AGARA RIVER  FOR  POWER  AND 
OTHER  FDRPOSES-^lEE»ORT  OP  A 
COMBOTTEE 

Mr.  MARTIN,  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Caaunittee  on  Public  Works,  I  re- 
port favorably,  with  amendments,  the 
bill  (S.  2599)  to  authorize  the  construc- 
tion of  certain  works  of  improvement  in 
the  Niagara  River  for  power  and  other 
purposes,  and  I  submit  a  report  (No. 
2501)  thereon. 

1 4loubt  that  there  will  be  time  for  ade- 
quate consideration  of  this  measiure  dur- 
ing the  remaining  days  of  tiiis  session, 
but  it  is  my  belief  that  it  should  be  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate  and  the  reports 
made  available,  so  that  they  can  be 
studied  by  Members  of  the  Senate  prior 
to  the  convening  of  the  next  Congress. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
views  of  the  minority  and  additional  and 
supplementary  views  be  printed  as  a  part 
of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Crippa  in  the  chair) .  The  report  will  be 
received,  and  the  bill  will  be  placed  on 
the  calendar;  and,  without  objection,  the 
report  will  be  printed  as  requested  by  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 


BlliS  INTRODUCED 

BiUs  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 
8.3886.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Margarita 
Oy  Wan  Chan;    to  the   Committee  on   the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN: 

8.3886.  A  blU  for  the  relief  of  Dimitrios 
Stavros  Kapsalls;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BRICEER  (by  request)  : 

8. 3887.  A  bill  to  permit  national  banks  to 
make  20-year  real-estate  loans  and  9-month 
construction  loans;  and 

S.  3888.  A  bill  to  amend  section  5240  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  relating  to  the 
examination  of  national  banks;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  HOLLAND: 
8.  3889.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marion  G. 
Denton:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  MAONUSCW: 

8.3890.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  CHarkston 
School  District  No.  250,  Clarkston,  Wash.;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HILL: 

8. 3891.  A  bill  to  provide  for  Federal  co- 
operation in  non-Federal  water  facility  proj- 
ects, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Agriciilture  and  Forestry. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Hnx  when  be  in- 
troduced the  above  bill,  which  appear  under 
a  sepa^te  heading.) 


FEDERAL  COOPERATION  IN  NON- 
FEDERAL WATER  FACnJTY  PROJ- 
ECTS 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  I  introduce 
for  appropriate  reference  a  bill  to  pro- 


vide for  Federal  cooperation  in  non-Ped- 
eral  water  facility  projects,  and  for  other 
inirposes.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
a  statement  by  me  relating  to  the  bCl  be 
printed  in  the  Rkcord. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be -received  and  appropriately  re- 
ferred; and,  without  objection,  the  state- 
ment will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  3891)  to  provide  for  Fed- 
eral cooperation  in  non-Federal  water 
facility  projects,  and  for  other  purposes. 
Introduced  by  Mr.  Hill,  was  received. 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Hill 
is  as  follows:  J 

Statement  bt  Senator  Hill 
I  introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  provide  for  Federal  coop>eratlon  In  the  pro- 
vislon  of  non-Federal  water  facilities.  The 
bill  is  identical  to  a  measure  introduced  in 
the  House  today  by  my  colleague.  Representa- 
tive Robert  E.  Jones,  of  Alabama. 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  meet  the  seri- 
ous problem  of  recurring  droughts  by  encour- 
aging local  and  State  development  of  water 
use  and  control  projects  and  aiding  In  such 
development. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  at  this  point  a  Joint  statement 
which  Representative  Jones  and  I  have  pre- 
pared explaining  the  bill  and  the  urgent  need 
therefor. 

JOINT  STATEMENT  BT  SENATOR  LISTER  HILL 
AND  REPRESENTATIVE  ROBERT  E.  JONtS,  OF 
ALABAMA 

^>The  expression,  "Water,  water  everywhere 
^ut  not  a  drop  to  drink,"  is  equally  appUcal  le 
to  dry,  thirsty  soil  as  it  is  to  men. 

Much  has  been  done  at  the  Federal  Itvel  to 
conserve  water  and  put  it  to  valuable  use 
throughout  the  country,  yet  serious  problems 
Still  exist.  The  frightening  headlinee.  ap- 
pearing all  too  frequently  In  the  press,  re- 
mind us  daily  that  drought  problems  as  well 
as  flood  problems  will  only  be  remedied  on  a 
satisfactory  scale  when  local  citizens  and 
organizations  are  able  to  participate  as  active 
partners  with  the  Government  in  providing 
the  facilities  required. 

We  have  exerted  great  effort  in  the  edu- 
cation of  otir  farmers  in  the  field  of  soil 
conservation;  but  soil -conservation  practices 
do  not  furnish  the  answer  when  the  failure 
to  obtain  sufficient  water  for  the  proper 
growth  of  crops  has  created  an  acute  prob- 
lem. The  farmers  are  unable  to  wait  years 
before  the  Government  will  be  able  to  pro- 
vide the  numerous  irrigation  projects  neces- 
sary to  assure  annual  crops  without  lear  of 
drought. 

In  an  effort  to  stimulate  the  construction 
of  Irrigation  projects  promptly,  at  the  local 
level,  we  have  Introduced  a  bill  to  provide 
for  Federal  cooperation  in  non -Federal  water 
facility  projects. 

Our  objective  in  Introducing  this  legisla- 
tion is  to  encourage  local  and  State  develop- 
ment of  water  use  and  control  projects  for 
the  avoidance  of  the  disastrous  effects  of 
drought,  by  having  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture participate  with  them  In  the  develop- 
ment of  such  projects. 

The  Secretary  will  be  authorized  to  partici- 
pate with  municipalities,  cooperative  Organi- 
zations, conservation  districts,  irrigatien  dis- 
tricts, water  users'  associations,  or  any  other 
public  body  which  is  organized  under  State 
law  and  is  qualified  to  enter  into  contracts 
with  the  United  States,  in  providing  the  con- 
struction of  projects  for  irrigation. 

The  organization  desiring  Federal  partlcl- 
.patlon  in  such  a  project  shall  submit  the 
proposals  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and 


lie  will  pass  upon  the  engineering  plans  and 
speciflcatlons  prior  to  making  a  commitment 
to  advance  Federal  funds  to  the  organization 
for  the  project.  The  Secretary  may  provide 
such  engineering  plans  and  speciflcatlons  or 
advance  funds  for  such  purpose. 

If  the  Secretary  determines  that  the  proj- 
ect is  Juotifled  and  economically  sound  he 
may  approve  the  plans  and  speciflcatlons.  He 
is  also  authorized  to  make  loans  to  the  or- 
ganization to  provide  for  construction  of  the 
proposed  projects.  The  loans  must  be  repaid 
within  a  period  of  40  years,  plus  a  develop- 
ment p>erlod  of  not  more  than  10  years,  after 
completion  of  the  project. 

The  organization  shall  operate  tnd  main- 
tain the  project  and  title  to  the  project  con- 
structed shall  at  all  times  remain  in  the  con- 
tracting organization. 

If  the  project  when  constructed  provides 
benefits  which  under  current  law  are  con- 
sidered nonreimbursable,  for  example,  navi- 
gation or  flood-control  benefits,  then  the 
Secretary  is  authorized  to  make  payment  to 
the  organization  from  Federal  funds,  of 
amounts  equal  to  the  approved  allocation  of 
such  benefits,  under  conditions  set  forth  In 
the  bill. 

Through  this  legislation  it  Is  our  earnest 
desire  to  obtain  drought  relief  for  States 
and  areas  outside  of  the  17  Western  States 
which  now  have  reclamation  projects  con- 
structed by  the  Federal  Government.  We 
believe  that  Irrigation  projects  will  develop 
rapidly  at  the  local  and  State  l9\'el  If  the 
Federal  participation  is  forthcoming  as  pro- 
vided for  in  this  bill.  i 

The  serious  drought  conditions  prevailing 
in  many  sections  of  the  country  today  make 
it  imperative  that  we  think  In  serious 
terms  of  providlr^  long-range  means  of 
preventing  in  the  future  the  devastating 
effects  of  drought.  We  must  provide  the 
means  of  preventing  the  severe  economic 
hard.nhlp  being  suffered  year  after  year  by 
millions  of  our  farm  people.  We  must  con- 
sider the  disastrous  effects  of  loss  of  farm 
Income  upon  our  whole  national  economy. 

The  southeastern  area  of  the  United 
States,  Including  Alabama,  has  more  bounti- 
ful rainfall  than  any  other  section  of  the 
country.  Yet  In  recent  years,  and  again 
this  year,  we  have  had  some  of  the  niost 
prolonged  droughts  in  our  history. 

The  normal  annual  rainfall  in  Alabama  is 
51.37  Inches.  So  far  this  year,  there  has 
been  rainfall  of  only  13.22  Inches.  This 
gives  some  Idea  of  how  parched  and  dry 
and  burned  up  the  fields  and  pastures  and 
crops  are  in  Alabama. 

A  county-by-county  survey  la  Alabama 
revealed  that  over  one-half  of  the  corn  crop 
Is  burned  up  and  gone.  The  pastures  are 
almost  completely  burned  out.  Practically 
no  hay  has  been  gathered.  Most  of  the 
supply  of  feed  that  has  been  stored  has  now 
been  exhausted.  Cattlemen,  dairymen, 
truck  farmers,  and  cotton  farmers  are  In 
great  distress.  Our  farmers  are  being  forced 
to  sell  their  cattle  and  hogs  for  any  price 
they  can  get,  because  they  have  no  feed  or 
hay  with  which  to  feed  them.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion of  throwing  the  cattle  and  hogs  on  the 
market  and  getting  whatever  one  can  or 
permitting  one's  cattle  and  hoge  to  starve 
to  death. 

To  wait  for  a  drought-ridden  State  to  be 
declared  a  disaster  area  before  It  is  granted 
Federal  assistance  is  too  late.  The  construc- 
tive approach  to  the  problem  of  drought  Is 
to  create  the  means  of  Irrigation  projects  as 
provided  for  In  this  bill. 

We  are  introducing  the  bill  at  this  time 
that  it  may  be  thoroughly  considered  and 
studied  by  appropriate  agencies  at  all  levels 
of  Government,  and  by  Interested  organlza-' 
tlons  and  persons  during  the  recess  of  Con- 
gress in  the  hope  that  Congress  will  act 
promptly  when  it  reconvenes,  to  pass  the 
bill  before  another  crop  is  plantecL 
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AUTHORIZATION  FOR  SELECT  COM- 
MITTEE ON  SMALL  BUSINESS  TO 
SUBMIT  A  REPORT  DXIRINQ  RE- 
CESS 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  T  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  Select  Committee 
on  Small  Business  be  permitted  to  submit 
a  committee  report  with  the  Senate 

during  the  recess  period. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 


HOUSE  BILL  REFERRED 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9120)  to  authorize  the 
Postmaster  General  to  provide  for  the 
use  in  first-  and  second-class  post  offices 
of  a  special  canceling  stamp  or  post- 
marking die  bearing  the  words  "Pray 
for  peace,"  which  was  read  twice  by  its 
title  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 


EXECUTIVE    MESSAGES   REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  messages  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see 
the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.)         , 


EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF 

COMMITTEES  i 

As  In  executive  session. 
The  following  favorable  executive  re- 
ports were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey,  from  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations: 

Executive  J.  83d  Congress,  2d  session,  a 
convention  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Federal  Republic  of  Ger- 
many for  the  avoidance  of  double  taxation 
with  respect  to  taxes  on  income;  without 
reservation  (Ex   Rept.  No.  8). 

By  Mr.  LANGER,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

Martin  Donald  Van  Oosterhout,  of  Iowa,  to 
be  United  States  circuit  JiKlge,  eighth  cir- 
cuit, vice  Seth  Thomas,  retired. 

By  Mr.  CARLSON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service: 

Twelve  postmasters. 

By  Mr.  KNOWLAND,  from  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations: 

Thomas  J.  Maleady,  of  Maasachusetts,  and 
sundry  other  persons,  for  appointment  and 
promotion  in  the  Foreign  Service. 


Whereas  under  Federal  study  and  coopera- 
tion over  the  past  20  years  the  greater  part 
of  the  present  approximately  4.5  million  kilo- 
watte  developed — alxjut  11  percent  of  the 
region's  potential — has  been  developed  In  a 
maruier  that  has  brought  the  benefits  of  low- 
cost  power  to  both  public  and  private  dis- 
tribution agencies  as  well  as  to  the  business 
and  household  consumer;  and 

Whereas  the  present  administration  has 

declared  that  this  rate  of  development  in 
a  rapidly  growing  region,  and  the  Federal 
Government's  responsibility  therefor,  must 
be  reduced  for  economy  reasons  under  a 
partnership  plan  whereby  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment and  private  utilities,  and  or  State 
or  municipal  groups  will  Jointly  develop  fu- 
ture projects  with  the  Federal  Government 
continuing  to  build  the  dams  and  the  pri- 
vate utilities.  Install  the  generators,  sell  the 
power  developed,  and  reap  the  harvest  there- 
from while  the  Federal  Government  will  pay 
the  costs  of  nonreimbursable  features  such 
as  Irrigation,  flood  control,  navigation,  and 
other  public  benefits,  while  denied  the  reve- 
nue from  power  sales:   and 

Whereas  State  or  municipal  groups  will  be 
minority  stockholders  in  any  private,  State, 
and  or  municipal  tleup;  and 

Whereas  the  recently  resigned  Adminis- 
trator of  the  Bonneville  Power  Administra- 
tion emphasized  last  December  In  his  final 
report  that  "the  level  of  capital  Investment 
In  Columbia  River  development  Is  far  too  low 
at  the  present  to  permit  an  adequate  stimu- 
lation of  private  industrial  enterprise"  and 
also  declared  that  "Careful  analysis  of  the 
region's  needs  for  the  next  20  years  shows 
nearly  G'-j  million  kilowatts  of  new  genera- 
tion must  be  provided  in  the  Columbia  Basin 
during  the  next  two  decades  if  the  full 
economic  potential  of  the  region  is  to  be 
assured";    Therefore   be   it 

Resolved,  That  this  convention  restate  its 
position  for  full  comprehensive  development 
of  the  Columbia  River  Basin  and  declare 
that  the  only  sound  program  of  river  de- 
velopment Is  one  in  which  either  the  Federal 
Government  or  a  corporation  set  up  by  the 
Federal  Government  bulldc  all  the  dams 
which  Involve  Investment  and  expenditure 
of  Federal  funds,  operates  them,  builds  the 
transmission  grid,  and  sells  the  power  every- 
where at  the  lowest  wholesale  rates  posslble;- 
and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Oregon  State  Federa- 
tion of  Labor  is  opposed  to  any  fonn  of  part- 
nership plans  Involving  expenditure  of  Fed- 
eral funds. 


PARTNERSHIP  PLANS— RESOLUTION 

OP  OREGON  STATE  FEDERATION 

OP  LABOR 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a 
copy  of  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Ore- 
gon State  Federation  of  Labor  on  June 
21,  1954,  with  regard  to  partnership 
plans. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

REsoLtmoN  11 — Resoltttiok  Opposing 
Paktnekship  Plans 

Whereas  the  greatest  economic  asset  of  the 
Pacific  Northwest  is  its  hydroelectric  poten- 
tial; and 


UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION 
PAYMENTS— RESOLUTION  OF  EX- 
ECUTIVE BOARD  OP  OREGON 
STATE  INDUSTRIAL  COUNCIL.  CIO 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  RrcoRD  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
executive  board  of  the  Oregon  State  In- 
dustrial Union  Council,  CIO,  in  support 
of  the  action  by  Congress  on  the  so- 
called  Porand -Douglas  bill,  which  was 
passed  on  Jime  30,  1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 
Resolution  Adoptid  bt  the  Exelutivc  Boaed 

or     THE     0«EGON     STATE     iNDtrsTRIAL     UNION 

CotJNciL,   CIO.  n*  STn»PORT  or  Action  bt 

CONGKESS     ON     THE     FOKAND-DOUGLAS     BILL, 

H.  R.  9430  AND  S.  3553 

Whereas  present  unemployment-compen- 
sation payments  to  Insured  unemployed 
wage  and  salary  earners  are  woefully  inade- 
quate as  to  weekly  amount  and  number  of 
weeks  duration;  and 

Whereas  suljstantlal  and  prolonged  unem- 
ployment in  the  State  of  Oregon  and  in  Port- 


land and  Tidnlty  and  Inadequate  unemploy- 
ment-comiTensatloa  payments  have  caused 
increases  in  expendltxu-es-for  relief  purposes, 
with  resulting  increased  drain  upon  revenues 
depleted  by  slackening  business  activity  and 
Income  in  the  community:   and 

Whereas  the  amounts  of  unemployment 
payments  are  far  below  the  average  of  SO 
percent  and  the  maximum  of  66^  percent 
recommended  to  the  States  last  February  by 

President  Eisenhower,  Secretary  of  Labor 
Mitchell,  the  Federal  Advisory  CouncU  on 
Employment  Security,  and  the  National  Con- 
ference on  Labor  Legislation;  and 

Whereas  President  Elsenhower,  Secretary 
of  Labor  Mitchell,  and  others  recommended 
that  the  States  extend  the  duration  of  pay- 
ments to  26  weeks,  but  long-term  unemploy- 
ment has  resulted  In  600,000  insured  workers 
exhausting  their  rights  to  payments  before 
being  reemployed  and  such  exhatistions  con- 
tinue at  the  rate  of  40,000  a  week,  making 
plain  the  need  for  an  extension  to  39  weeks, 
as  proposed  in  H.  R.  9430  and  S.  3553,  intro- 
duced by  Representative  Forand,  Senator 
Douglas.  85  other  Representatives,  and  11 
other  Senators:   and 

Whereas  these  companion  bills,  if  enacted 
by  Congress  before  adjournment,  would  im- 
plement President  Elsenhower's  recommen- 
dations as  to  amounts  of  unemployment- 
compensation  payments  and  would  extend  - 
the  duration  beyond  his  recommended  21 
weeks,  to  39  weeks,  and,  at  presently  antici- 
pated continuing  unemployment,  would  gft 
approximately  92  billion  a  year  of  additional 
purchasing  power  into  the  iiands  of  Insured 
unemployed  workers  and  their  families  for 
Instant  high-velocity  spending  and  distribu- 
tion throughout  our  entire  economy;  and 

WhereEis  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee has  recently  completed  hearings  on 
proposed  anaendments  to  the  Federal  unem- 
ployment compensation  law  and  has  recon>- 
mended  a  bill  to  the  House  for  passflige  be- 
fore adjournment:  and 

Whereas  President  Eisenhower,  at  his  June 
16  press  conference,  stated  that  he  has  no  in- 
tention of  urging  governors  to  call  special 
sessions  of  their  legislatures  to  Implement 
his  own  recommendations,  now  more  than  4 
montlis  old;  and 

Whereas  this  puts  upon  the  Congress  the 
last  hope  and  full  resix>nslbllity  for  action 
to  carry  out  this  vital  part  of  President 
Elsenhower's  legislative  program  in  any  way 
that  wlU  mean  anything  to  the  unemployed, 
to  oxir  economy,  and  to  the  budgets  of  our 
States,  cities,  and  other  political  subdivi- 
sions: Now,  tiierefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  executive  board  of  the 
Oregon  States  Council,  CIO,  meeting  on  this 
30th  day  of  June  1954.  urgently  requesU 
our  Representatives  and  Senators  to  use  their 
Influence  and  good  offices  to  persuade  the 
House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  to  adopt  and 
recommend  the  provisions  of  H.  R.  9430  and 
S.  3553  BO  that  action  in  both  Houses  may 
be  completed  before  the  present  Congress 
adjourns;  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  we  urge  President  Eisen- 
hower at  this  session  to  make  congressional 
action  to  Implement  his  unemployment-com- 
pensation recommendations  a  must  item  In 
his  Immediate  legislative  program;  and  be 
It  further 

Resolved,  That  if  either  committee  falls 
or  refuses  to  report  out  favorably  the  pro- 
visions of  H.  R.  9430  and  B.  3553,  our  Repre- 
sentatives and  Senators  support  appropriate 
action  such  as  discharge  petitions  or  the  ad- 
dition of  the  provisions  as  a  rider  to  other 
legislation;   and  be  It  finally 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  reeolutlon  be 
sent  to  our  Representatives,  Senators,  th« 
President  of  the  United  States,  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  and  the  Vice  President  as  the 
Presiding  Officer  of  the  Senate,  with  the  re- 
quest that  it  be  treated  as  a  petition  under 
the  Constitution  and,  as  such,  printed  In  the 
Congressional  Recobd. 
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imofOGHT  coNnmoNs  intse 

SOOTHWEEPT 
Ifr.  JOHNSON  Of  T«xas.    Ifr.  Presi- 
dent. I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  an  ext^vmely  serioiis  situation 
in  the  great  Southwest. 

In  my  own  State  of  Texas,  and  in  our 
neighbcninff  States,  the  specter  of 
drought  is  stattlng  the  land.  Once 
again,  inrecious  tGpsoil  Is  being  lost,  while 
cattle  wander  aimlessly  in  the  fields,  bel- 
lowing with  unslaked  thirst. 

It  is  difficult  here  in  the  East  to  grasp 
the  full  extent  at  the  tragedy  that 
drought  brings  to  our  land.  Here  water 
is  taken  fOT  granted,  and  what  is  called 
drought  means  that  people  must  cut 
down  on  the  water  they  use  to  wash  their 
automobiles  or  to  cover  their  lawns.  In 
the  Southwest  drought  is  a  question  of 
life  and  death.  Drought  means  land 
that  is  as  barren  of  vegetation  as  a  tile 
floor;  starved  and  thirsty  cattle,  eco- 
]K»nlc  ruin  and  misery  lor  the  people 
who  live  from  the  soil  land. 

The  Government  has  reinstituted  a 
drought-relief  program  for  some  of  the 
stricken  counties  in  the  great  Southwest. 
Every  bit.  of  course,  helps — ^helps  not 
only  the  people  in  the  drought  areas  but 
helps  the  whole  Nation  by  maintaining 
the  productivity  of  the  soil. 

But  at  times  it  is  impossible  to  avoid 
the  feeling  that  the  present  drought- 
relief  program  is  very  much  like  giving  a 
man  4  shots  of  penicillin  when  he  needs 
5.  It  is  also  impossible  to  avoid  the  feel- 
ing that  those  in  charge  of  the  program 
are  more  concerned  with  saving  money 
than  they  are  with  saving  people. 

The  drought-relief  program  that  was 
Instituted  last  year  was  grossly  inade- 
quate. It  left  in  its  wake  bewildered 
people  who  felt  they  had  been  the  re- 
cipients of  grudging  charity. 

The  program  was  started  with  a  re- 
quirement that  those  who  received 
drought  aid  should  take  the  equivalent 
of  a  pauper's  oath.  The  protests  of  an 
angry  people  led  to  the  elimination  of 
this  requirement.  But  conditions  which 
were  both  humiliating  ahd  unnecessary 
were  retained. 

Right  now  I  have  on  my  desk  letters 
of  protest  from  small  ranchers  who  have 
been  denied  drought  relief  because  they 
have  taken  part-time  jobs  in  nearby 
towns.  The  fact  Hiat  they  took  those 
part-time  jobs  in  order  to  get  some  in- 
come to  save  their  ranches  does  not 
weigh  in  the  balance. 

I  have  on  my  desk  letters  from  many 
drought  counties  charging  that  the  price 
of  hay  has  gone  up  since  the  drought- 
relief  program  was  inaugurated.  I  have 
asked  the  Secretary  of  Agricultiire  to  in- 
vestigate these  complaints. 

I  have  on  my  desk  letters  from  ranch- 
ers who  believe  they  can  get  through 

somehow  if  they  can  only  find  some 
means  of  refinancing  credit.  But  this 
refinancing  is  not  available. 

Undeiiying  the  whole  situation,  how- 
ever, are  the  stringent  eligiUli^  require- 
ments which  withhold  aid  from  many 
who  need  it,  and  need  it  badly.  Some- 
times it  seems  as  though  liie  only  way  a 
farmer  or  a  rancher  can  get  drought  aid 


Is  by  proving  that  he  can  get  through 
without  It. 

I  have  had  discussions  over  the  tele- 
phone with  our  very  able  Texas  secre- 
tary of  agriculture,  John  C.  White.  He 
tells  me  that  if  the  eligibility  reqiaire- 
mmts  are  not  put  on  a  realistic  basts  the 
program  will  be  worse  than  useless. 

It  will  be  the  worst  kind  of  waste — the 
kind  in  which  money  is  spent  without 
achieving  an  objective. 

This  is  not  just  a  problem  for  Texas 
and  the  great  Southwest.  This  is  a  prob- 
lem of  great  importance  to  our  entire 
Nation. 

The  Southwest  cannot  be  maintained 
-  as  a  great  producing  center  unless  we  act 
before  it  is  too  late.  We  can  wait  and 
possibly  save  a  little  money,  but  we  will 
lose  an  irreplaceable  treasure — the  soil 
upon  which  all  life  depends  and  the  peo- 
ple who  know  how  to  work  and  manage 
that  soil. 

Mr.  MORSE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  I  wish  to  associate  myself 
with  the  remarks  which  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  made  on  drought  condi- 
tions, not  only  in  his  State,  but  in  the 
entire  Southwest.  I  do  not  know  why 
it  is  that  I  should  be  receiving  the  vol- 
ume of  mail  nov/  coming  to  me,  not  only 
from  Texas,  but  from  other  stricken 
areas,  with  regard  to  that  problem. 
Much  of  that  mail  is  in  the  form  ol  sug- 
gestions and  requests  that  the  matter  \>e 
dramatized  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
with  about  a  15-hour  speech.  I  do  not 
propose  to  make  a  15-hour  speech.  I 
am  sure  Congress  knows  the  situation, 
and  the  administration  ought  to  know 
the  situation. 

It  is  true  that  the  price  of  hay  appar- 
ently is  being  pushed  up  in  those  areas 
by  people  who  are  willing  to  profiteer  on 
the  sulfering  of  the  stockmen  and  small 
farmers. 

It  is  true  that  the  administration  is 
dragging  its  heels  with  regard  to  afford- 
ing immediate  relief  to  those  people. 
They  complain  that  every  technicality 
is  being  used  against  them. 

When  we  think  of  the  hundreds  of  mil- 
lions of  dollars  we  are  giving  away  to 
imfortunate  people  everywhere  in  the 
world,  we  ought  to  remember  that  char- 
ity begins  at  home.  Those  people  are 
not  asking  for  charity;  they  are  asking 
for  a  chance  to  get  started  again. 

I  happen  to  be  one  who  believes  that 
hay  ought  to  be  shipped  into  drought 
areas  practically  for  nothing.  I  think 
the  price  the  Government  has  put  on  the 
hay,  and  the  price  the  farmers  will  have 
to  pay  for  it,  when  they  do  not  have  a 
single  blade  of  it  to  feed  to  their  cattle,  is 
outrageous.  The  hay  ought  to  be  pro- 
vided practically  for  nothing,  and  the 
grain  too,  in  order  to  get  these  drought- 
stricken  farmers  over  the  crisis  which 
now  confronts  them. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.     Mr.  Pres- 
ident, will  the  Senator  yield?  i 
Mr.  MORSEL     I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  appreciate 
very  mudi  the  Senator's  interest  in  the 
problem.  I  can  understand  why  the 
people  of  Texas  and  of  the  entire  Nation 
are  writing  to  the  Senator.  It  is  because 
the  Senator  has  demonstrated  time  and 


time  again  his  interest  in  the  farmers 

and  working  people  of  this  country.  Our 
farmers  and  our  ranchmen,  particularly 
our  small  ones,  will  not  be  able  to  sur- 
vive unless  they  can  get  the  benefit  of  a 
program  of  assistance.  While  the  peo- 
ple of  Texas  do  not  always  agree  with  all 
the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon, nevertheless  they  welcome  his 
forthright  position  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  MORSE.    I   appreciate   the   re- 
marks of  the  Senator. 


FLEXIBLE  PRICE  SUPPORTS 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  an  article  ap- 
pearing in  the  Wall  Street  Journal  of 
this  morning.  It  is  entitled  'Flexibles' 
Effects — Lower  Price  Props  Reduce 
Dairy  Output,  Spur  Consumption  Sooner 
Than  Expected." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

F^ExiBLEs'  Effects — Lower  Phice  Props 
Reduce  Dairy  Output,  Spur  Coksumption 
Sooner  Than  Expected 

(By  Lester  Tanzer) 

Washington. — The  Nation's  dairy  farmers 
may  not  know  It  yet,  but  with  the  help  of 
city  housewives  they're  supplying  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  Ezra  Taft  Benson  with  evi- 
dence that  flexible  price  supports  do  actually 
work. 

The  dairymen  are  doing  this  by  slowing 
production  of  milk,  butter,  and  ctoeese  since 
Mr.  Benson  slashed  price  props  from  90  per- 
cent of  parity  to  75  percent  on  April  1. 
What's  more,  the  dairy  processors  are  selling 
less  to  Uncle  Sam.  And  housewives  are  doing 
their  bit  by  buying  more  butter  »nd  chei-se 
now  that  prices  are  lower  at  the  corner  gro- 
cery store. 

Whether  this  will  prove  to  b«  the  case 
with  the  "basic"  crops  won't  be  known  for 
some  time.  Mr.  Benson  has  Juat  won  his 
congressional  fight  to  toes  out  fixed  90-per- 
cent supports  for  corn,  cotton,  Yheat.  rice 
and  peanuts,  starting  next  year.  However, 
supports  wont  "flex"  downward  very  far, 
due  to  safeguards  Congress  ordered  to  cush- 
ion farmers  against  sharp  drops. 

Advocates  of  continued  rigid  high  price 
supports  argued  throughout  the  legislative 
fight  that  flexible  props  would  force  farmers, 
faced  with  lower  prices,  to  grow  more  of  the 
same  goods  to  maintain  their  income.  Be- 
hind the  flexible  theory,  in  contrast.  Is  the 
belief  that  rigid  high  props.  In  effect  on" 
"basics"  since  early  World  War  II.  encourage 
farmers  to  overproduce,  since  they  have  the 
Federal  Government  aa  a  steaKly  buyer. 
whereas  flexibles  discourage  pro<luctlon  of 
excess  commodities. 

But  however  It  goes  with  the  "basics,"  the 
behavior  of  dairymen  since  April  1,  tends  to 
confirm  the  flexible  theory  and  belle  the 
rigid  high  support  theory.  Authority  for 
flexible  supports  for  milk  product*  has  been 
on  the  statute  books  since  1949.  But  prices 
were  pegged  at  90  percent  of  parity  right  up 
to  last  April. 


BETORS    AND    AFTER 

Before  April  1,  milk  production  was  run- 
ning 5  percent  ahead  of  last  year.  Since  then, 
the  excess  over  1953  output  has  been  shrink- 
ing. Production  last  month  was  Just  slightly 
above  that  for  the  same  month  last  year. 

Even  more  strUdng  are  the  figures  for  but- 
ter and  cheese — which,  along  with  dried 
inUk,  are  the  goods  that  actually  wind  up  in 
Government  hands.    In  April  and  May,  right 
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after  supports  were  sliced,  production  of  the 
two  major  processed  dairy  products  vmx- 
pa.:>sed  the  same  months  of  1953  by  5  percent. 
But  In  June,  butter  output  outran  last  year's 
by  only  2  p>ercent,  and  cheese  production  was 
a  mere  1  percent  ahead  of  1953.  Then.  In 
July,  the  tide  turned.  Preliminary  figures 
bhow  7  percent  less  butter  was  churned  last 
mouth  than  the  same  month  a  year  ago; 
cheese  production  was  down  1  percent. 

Figures  on  total  milk  consumption  wont 
be  out  for  some  time.  But  Judging  by  whafs 
happening  to  butter,  more  milk  and  milk 
products  are  flndlng  their  way  Into  the  home 
and  less  Into  Government  storage. 

Tlie  cut  In  price  supports  of  about  9 
cents  a  pound  for  butter  was  passed  on  to 
consumers.  And  housewives  responded  ac- 
cordingly. During  April.  May,  and  June,  but- 
ter eating  in  homes  climbed  5  percent  over 
a  comparable  period  before  prices  were  cut. 
Exact  cheese  comparisons  aren't  available, 
but  Agriculture  Department  marketing  spe- 
cialists figure  the  price  cuts  on  this  dairy 
item  have  also  boosted  consumption. 

The  production  slowdown  and  the  rise  In 
consumption  has  shown  up  in  Uncle  Bams 
dairy-buying  activity.  The  rise  In  Govern- 
ment holdings  still  goes  on.  but  at  a  far 
slower  rate  than  last  year.  From  April  to 
July,  the  Department  bought  13  percent  less 
butter  and  39  percent  less  cheese  than  It  did 
during  the  same  span  in  1953;  In  July  alone 
reductions  In  purchases  were  respectively 
30  percent  and  48  percent. 

A  SLOWER  RESPONSE 

Statistics  for  dried  milk  are  sketchier.  The 
figures  at  hand  show  this  dairy  powder  was 
slower  to  respond  to  support  slashes  than 
butter  and  cheese,  but  Is  nonetheless  follow- 
ing the  path  set  by  them.  Dried  milk  pur- 
chases by  the  Government  In  July  were  a 
shade  lower  than  last  year,  the  first  monthly 
reduction  since  April. 

Some  of  Mr.  Benson's  aids  are  frankly 
surprised  at  this  turn  of  events.  To  be  sure, 
they  were  convinced  the  lowered  price  props 
would  bring  dairy  output  and  consumption 
Into  line.  But  they  thought  it  would  take  a 
few  years  for  that  to  happen,  since  adjust- 
ments in  dairying,  a  "biological  enterprise." 
can't  be  made  overnight.  For  that  reason, 
they  don't  overlook  the  chance  that  statis- 
tics may  still  turn  against  them  In  the  com- 
ing months. 

But  Mr.  Benson  ai>d  bis  assistants  are 
sure  that  In  the  long  run  reduced  price  props 
will  halt  the  accumulation  of  dairy  surpluses 
at  the  taxpayers'  expense  and  that  the  same 
will  be  true  of  other  farm  commodities 
when  the  flexible  principle  has  had  enough 
time  to  operate. 

Of  course,  under  the  flexible  system  the 
supports  can  go  up  as  well  as  down;  they 
can  be  raised  to  stimulate  production,  as  in 
World  War  II.  But  barring  unforeseen  emer- 
gencies and  with  supplies  of  most  farm  crops 
in  abundance,  the  trend  wUl  be  gradually 
downward  for  some  time. 

The  Federal  farm  ofllclals  are  equally  con- 
vinced that  In  the  long  run  this  wlU  help 
rather  than  hurt  the  farmers.  The  Agricul- 
ture Secretary  Is  not  out  to  force  prices 
down  merely  for  the  sake  of  lower  prices, 
as  some  of  his  embittered  opponents  claim. 
Lower  tabs,  he  reasons,  niean  Increased  de- 
mand which.  In  turn,  will  steady  prices. 
Moreover,  as  he's  often  noted,  farm  prices 
don't  depend  on  price  supports  alone,  but 
on  general  business  conditions.  . 

FEWER  CONTROLS 

As  flexibles  slow  the  tide  of  farm  stir- 
pluses,  Mr.  Benson  flgures.  they  will  also 
speed  the  day  when  Government  controls  on 
what  farmers  can  do  with  their  land  can  be 
relaxed.  So  the  farmer,  he  thinks,  will  be 
spurred  Into  doing  a  better  job  of  running  his 
farm  and  depending  less  on  Uncle  Sam. 


It**  too  early  to  draw  hard  and  fast  con- 
clusions about  how  all  this  will  work  in  prac- 
tice. But  the  evidence  coming  Into  Mr. 
Benson  suggests  that,  for  dairy  products  at 
least,  flexibles  are  working  just  the  way  the 
flexible  theorists  say  they  should. 


CXJNSTRUCnON.  OPERATION.  AND 
MAINTENANCE  OP  COLORADO 
RIVER  STORAGE  PROJECT 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  has 
the  morning  business  been  completed? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
further  morning-hour  business?  If  not, 
the  morning  business  is  concluded,  and 
the  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  un- 
finished business,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  tS.  1555)  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  construct,  operate,  and  maintain  the 
Colorado  River  storage  project  and  par- 
ticipating projects,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

EXTENSION  OF  LAWS  RELATING  TO 
ESPIONAGE  AND  SABOTAGE 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  announcing  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9580)  to  re- 
vise and  extend  the  laws  relating  to 
espionage  and  sabotage,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  requesting  a  conference 
with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  insist  upon  its  amendments, 
agree  to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a 
conference,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint 
the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  OflBcer  appointed  Mr.  Lancer, 
Mr.  DiRKSEN,  and  Mr.  McCARRfM  con- 
ferees on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


The  PRESIDING  OPPICEai.  The  ab- 
sence of  a  quonmi  has  been  suggested. 
The  Secretary  will  call  the  rolL 

The  Chief  Cleric  called  the  roll,  ftnd 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


AMENDMENT  OP  SUBVERSIVE  AC- 
TIVmES  CONTROL  ACT  OF  1950— 
CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  sub- 
mit a  repwrt  of  the  committee  of  con- 
ference on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  amendments  of  the  House 
to  the  bill  (S.  3706)  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party,  to  prohibit  members  of 
Communist  organizations  from  serving 
in  certain  representative  capacities,  and 
for  other  purposes.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  happy  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  wonder  if 
it  would  not  please  the  Senator  if  I  sug- 
gested the  absence  of  a  quorum.  There 
are  a  goodly  number  of  Senators  present, 
but  in  order  to  insure  that  all  Senators 
are  notified  that  this  imp>ortant  confer- 
ence report  is  being  presented,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield  for  that  purpose,  with 
the  understanding  that  he  will  not  lose 
the  floor,  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the 
absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  happy  to  yield  for 
such  purpose. 


Aiken 

Green 
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Anderson 

Hay-den 

McC&rran 

Barrett 
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McClellan 

Beall 

Hennlngs 
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Knowland 
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Smith.  Maine 

Duff 

Langer 

Stennis 

Dworshak 

Lehman 

Symington 

Ervm 
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Thye 

Ferg\ison 

Long 
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r  -ar 

Biiagnu-son 

Williams 

George 

Malone 

Yo\mg 

Coldwater 

Mansfield 

Gore 

Martin 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

The  conference  report  submitted  by 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  will  be  read 
for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  repjprt, 
as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  3706') .  en- 
titled "An  act  to  outlaw  the  Ck}nunxmlst 
Party,  to  prohibit  members  of  Communist 
organizations  from  serving  in  certain  rep- 
resentative capacities,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," having  met,  after  full  and  free  con- 
ference, have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  aa 
follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  Senate  amendments  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  the  following  amendnxents: 
On  page  2,  in  section  4,  strike  out  the  fol- 
lowing: "upon  conviction,  be  punished  as 
provided  by  section  15  of  the  Subversive  Ac- 
tivities Control  Act  of  1960  (50  U.  S.  C. 
794) .";  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  follow- 
ing: "be  subject  to  all  the  provisions  and 
penalties  of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of 
1950,  as  amended,  as  a  member  of  a  'Com- 
munist-action* organization." 

On  page  3.  in  line  3  of  Section  5.' after 
the  corruna,  following  the  word  "act"  and  be- 
fore the  word  "the",  insert  the  following:  "or 
knowledge  of  the  purpose  or  objective  of  such 
party  or  organization.". 

That  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

WnjLiAM  Lancer, 

Arthur  V.  Watkins, 

John  Marshau.  Butler, 

Pat  McCarran, 

Harlet  M.  Kilgore, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

LoTTis  E.  Graham, 

Emanttzl  Cei.lfr, 

Dewitt  S.  Htde, 

Chauncet  W.  Reed, 

F&ancxs  E.  Walter, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  conference  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
gratified  to  announce  to  the  Senate  that 
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the  conferees  appointed  have  arrived  at 
a  unanimous  decision  on  the  conference 
report  Although  the  conference  report 
spe^UES  for  itself,  it  provides  for  two 
changes  in  the  bill  as  it  finally  passed 
the  Senate,  to  which  I  feel  I  should 

In  the  first  place,  the  bill  as  it  passed 
the  Senate  provided  as  follows: 

Whoever  knowingly  and  willfully  becomes 
or  remains  a  member  of  (1)  the  Communist 
Party,  or  (2)  any  other  organization  having 
for  one  of  Its  purposes  or  objectives  the 
establishment,  control,  conduct,  seizure,  or 
overthrow  of  the  Gtovernment  of  the  United 
States,  or  the  government  of  any  State  or 
political  subdivision  thereof,  by  the  use  of 
force  or  violence,  with  knowledge  of  the  pur- 
pose or  objective  of  such  organization  shall, 
upon  conviction,  be  punished  as  provided  by 
section  15  of  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Act  of  1950. 

The  conferees  recommend  that  the 
provisions  of  this  section  be  changed  so 
as  to  subject  the  member  of  such  organ- 
ization to  all  the  provisions  and  penal- 
ties of  the  Internal  Security  Act  pertain- 
ing to  a  member  of  a  Conununist-action 
organization. 

Unlike  the  provisions  of  this  section 
as  approved  by  the  Senate,  the  confer- 
ence provisions  of  section  4  will  not 
render  ineffective  any  portion  of  the 
Internal  Security  Act,  but  rather  will 
reinforce  that  act. 

The  new  language  which  the  conferees 
have  added  makes  it  clear  that  section 
4  of  the  bill  is  expository  and  in  imple- 
mentation of  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Act.  and  is  not  in  any  way  in 
derogation  of  that  act. 

The  reference  to  "provisions  and  pen- 
alties" of  the  "Subversive  Activities  Con- 
trol Act"  can  only  mean  to  refer  to  all 
the  provisions  of  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Act  construed  together,  and 
in  accordance  with  their  obvious  intent 
of  and  in  pari  materia  with  the  new 
statute. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, may  we  have  order?  I  am  anxious 
to  hear  the  Senator  from  Maryland, 
but  I  am  unable  to  hear  him  because 
of  the  noise  In  the  Chamber. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  order.  The  Senator 
from  Maryland' may  proceed. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  repeat:  The  confer- 
ence report  supplements.  Implements, 
and  strengthens  the  Internal  Security 
Act  of  1950.  It  does  not  destroy  or  cur- 
tail it  or  hamper  its  effective  admin- 
istration and  enforcement  In  accord- 
ance with  Its  terms. 

The  second  change  which  was  agreed 
upon  by  the  conferees  was  to  clarify  the 
language  of  certain  criteria  to  be  con- 
sidered In  determining  knowledge  of  the 
purpose  or  objective  of  an  organization, 
membership  in  which  would  subject  a 
person  to  certain  provisions  and  pen- 
alties of  the  Internal  Security  Act. 

Mr.  President,  I  most  earnestly  move 
the  adoptlpn  of  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  As  the  Senator  well 
knows.  I  am  not  an  attorney,  and  I  am 
not  able  to  follow  the  niceties  of  the 
language  of  the  report,  but  it  seems  to 


me  that  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
was  saying  that  this  would  guarantee 
that  the  language  of  other  acts  which 
have  already  been  passed  will  be  sus- 
tained, will  not  be  interfered  with,  and 
that  at  the  same  time  the  objective  which 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hum- 
phrey] had,  and  in  which  I  joined,  would 
be  fully  met,  so  far  as  legal  phraseology 
and  meaning  are  concerned. 

Mr.  BUTLER.     That  is  perfectly  true. 
Mr.  ANDERSON.     This,  then,  is  a  bet- 
ter bin,  because  it  is  one  which  is  in  con- 
sonance  with   other   legislative    enact- 
ments.   Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER.     Yes;  I  believe  it  is. 
Mr.  KEFAUVER.     Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  | 

Mr.  BUTLER.     I  yield.  ^ 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  do  not  have  a  copy 
of  the  conference  report  before  me.  I 
do  not  know  whether  copies  have  been 
printed  or  are  available. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  shall  send  one  to  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  As  the  Senator 
knows,  I  took  a  most  unpopular  position 
in  voting  against  the  passage  of  the 
House  bill  as  amended  by  the  Senate. 
I  did  so  because  of  very  honest  and  deep 
convictions  that  the  bill  as  passed  by 
the  Senate,  with  the  Senate  amendment, 
would  confuse  the  operation  of  the  Smith 
Act,  which  I  supported  and  voted  for  as 
a  House  Member  and  under  which  the 
top  leaders  of  the  Communist  Party  were 
convicted;  that  it  would  nullify  the  reg- 
istration provision  of  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act ;  and  that  we  would  be  getting 
into  a  field  of  legislation  proscribing  a 
person's  feelings,  beliefs,  and  opinions. 
whether  or  not  he  had  done  anything  to 
carry  them  out. 

In  the  conference  report,  how  is  that 
problem  dealt  with?  Will  a  young  man 
in  college,  who  might  have  some  politi- 
cal beliefs  as  a  philosophical  matter,  but 
who  does  nothing  about  them  except 
perhaps  talk  with  some  of  his  room- 
mates, be  subject  to  conviction  or  prose- 
cution? 

Under  the  Senate  bill,  I  felt  that  we 
would  be  abandoning  sound  ideas  of 
freedom  of  speech,  freedom  of  thought, 
and  freedom  of  the  press,  which  we  have 
cherished  in  this  Nation  for  so  long,  and 
would  be  following,  because  of  a  wave  of 
hysteria,  a  procedure  to  prosecute,  to 
outlaw,  and  to  punish  persons  for  their 
opinions  and  beliefs,  whether  they  had 
done  anything  to  carry  them  out  or  not. 
Mr.  BUTLER.  I  can  assure  the  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee  that  such  is  not  the 
case.  Some  act  on  the  part  of  such  a 
person  would  have  to  be  proved. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  In  fairness,  will  the 
Senator  fi^om  Maryland  say  that  the  con- 
ference report,  then,  substantially  nulli- 
fies the  philosophy  of  the  Humphrey 
amendment,  which  was  adopted  by  the 
Senate  a  few  days  ago? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  do  not  consider  that 
it  nullifies  it,  but  I  think  it  brings  it  into 
consonance  with  existing  law,  which  is 
something  that  is  good  for  the  country 
and  should  be  done. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Is  mere  philosoph- 
ical membership  in  an  organization 
made  a  crime  under  the  bill?  Does  that 
remain  a  crime? 


Mr.  BUTLER.  No;  It  does  not.  I 
think  there  has  to  be  something  more 
than  that. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.    Is  membership  In 
the  Communist  Party  a  crime  under  the 
terms  of  the  conference  report? 
Mr.  BUTLER.     No;  it  is  not. 
Mr.  KEFAUVER.     Was  not  member- 
ship in  the  Communist  Party  a  crime 
under  the  Humphrey  amendment? 
.    Mr.    BUTLER.     Whether    or    not    it 
could  have  been  so  construed,  I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  That  is  what  I  had 
understood  from  the  arguments  made. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  The  contention  was 
made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  it 
could  have  been  so  construed.  That  is 
why  the  bill  went  to  conference,  in  order 
to  reconcile  disagreement  among  men  of 
good  will,  so  that  when  we  finished  with 
the  conference  report  we  would  have 
done  what  was  in  the  best  interests  of 
this  great  country  of  ours.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  question  here  involved 
of  who  was  right  or  who  was  wrong.  I 
think  we  have  done  what  is  right.  The 
conference  report  carries  out  the  inten- 
tions and  wishes  of  Senators  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  who  worked  on  the  bill. 
Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  read  in  the  news- 
papers that  after  the  vote  was  taken  on 
the  bill,  in  a  colloquy  with  the  minority 
leader,  the  Senator  from  Maryland  was 
quoted  as  having  said  that  the  Hum- 
phrey amendment  completely  emascu- 
lated and  killed  the  bill. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  may  say  that  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  is  but  one  Mem- 
ber of  this  body.  What  the  Senator  has 
referred  to  may  have  been  my  individual 
opinion  at  the  time  in  the  heat  of  debate. 
I  could  have  been  wrong.  I  have  been 
wrong  in  the  past,  and  I  guess  I  shall 
be  wrong  again,  but  I  can  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  that  I  have 
never  seen  such  a  degree  of  cooperation 
in  bringing  about  a  result  that  Is  funda- 
mentally good,  right,  and  sound  for  the 
United  States  of  America  as  was  evi- 
denced in  this  case. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Please  understand 
that  I  am  not  questioning  the  motives 
of  the  Senator  from  Maryland.  The 
Senator  from  Maryland  and  I  engaged 
in  a  colloquy  the  other  day  which  I 
thought  was  useful  for  the  Record  as 
an  explanation  and  an  airing  of  possible 
problems  that  are  bound  to  arise  in  con- 
nection with  this  legislation. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  that  I  enjoyed  the 
colloquy  very  much.  I  think  it  was 
constructive. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  stated  during  the 
colloquy,  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
will  recall,  that  I  thought  the  five 
amendments  which  he  proposed  im- 
proved the  bill,  and  that  I  expected,  with 
those  amendments  included,  to  vote  for 
the  House  bill;  but  that  I  did  not  want  to 
participate  or  support  the  nullifying 
and  striking  down  everything  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  and  the  Federal  Bu- 
reau of  Investigation  had  built  up  over 
a  period  of  4  Vg  years.  I  was  very  fearful 
that  in  a  contest  of  trying  to  i^ow  who 
could  claim  to  be  supporters  of  the 
strongest  attack  against  the  Communist 
Party  for  political  purposes,  or  whatever 
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other  purposes  there  might  be,  we  might 
be  doing  something  that  was  funda- 
mentally violative  of  American  rights 
under  the  Bill  of  Rights  and  the  Con- 
stitution. That  is  a  point  I  wish  to 
make  clear. 

The  question  I  desired  to  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Marylanfl  is  this:  Regardless 
of  what  ethers  may  have  thought,  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  Humphrey  amendment 
the  other  day  emasculated  or  killed  the 
bill.  Does  the  Senator  now  believe  that 
what  is  written  into  the  conference  re- 
port makes  the  bUl  worthwhile  and 
acceptable? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  most  certainly  do. 
Let  me  saj'  to  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see that  if  a  person  is  a  member  of  the 
Communist  Party,  or  becomes  a  member 
of  the  Communist  Party,  he  shall  then, 
under  the  amendment,  be  deemed  to  be 
a  member  of  a  Communist- action  organ- 
ization, w-thin  the  purview  of  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act  of  1950,  and  as  such 
he  shall  bi?  subject  to  the  following  sec- 
tions— wh.ch  I  shall  read,  if  the  Senator 
desires  mt  to  do  so.  Otherwise,  I  shall 
have  them  printed  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Let  us  take  a  hypo- 
thetical case.  Suppose  a  student  is  in  a 
university  or  other  school.  As  we  know, 
many  young  people  adopt  various  and 
sundry  political  beliefs  for  perhaps  a 
year  or  sc.  and  then  perhaps  they  get 
straightened  out.  However,  suppose  a 
young  person  in  a  school,  while  he  is 
studying,  has  some  political  beliefs 
which  might  approach  what  is  known  as 
communism,  and  he  tells  a  friend  of  his 
at>out  them.  Then  suppose  there  is  a 
falling  out  in  the  friendship,  and  the 
person  to  whom  he  told  his  beliefs  wants 
to  have  his  former  friend  prosecuted. 
That  is  the  sort  of  thing  I  feel  might  lead 
to  the  highest  witch  hunt  we  have  ever 
had  m  this  country.  It  is  that  kind  of 
thing  that  would  stifle  expression  of 
opinion,  enforce  conformity  of  think- 
ing, and  fill  concentration  cam(>s,  and 
we  should  be  careful  al)out  this. 

Mr.  BUlToER.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  that  mere  member- 
ship in  th(  Communist  Party  will  not  be 
a  crime.  A  person  must  knowingly  and 
willingly  be  a  member  of  the  Communist 
Party.  He  has  got  to  know  what  it  is 
and  join  it  willingly.  When  he  does 
that,  he  becomes  a  member,  within  the 
meaning  and  intent  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act  of  1950,  of  a  Communist- 
action  or;anization.  When  he  takes 
that  step  he  l)ecomes  subject  to  the  sanc- 
tions of  the  Internal  Security  Act.  which 
I  shall  place  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  read  them  into  the  Record? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Yes.  The  provisions 
are: 

(1)  In  staking,  accepting  or  holding  any 
nonelective  office  or  employment  under  the 
United  States,  to  conceal  or  fall  to  disclose 
the  fact  th.it  he  is  a  member  of  such  organi- 
zation, or 

(2)  To  fcold  any  nonelective  ofBce  of  em- 
ployment under  the  United  States,  or 

(3)  In  sacking,  accepting  or  holding  em- 
ployment in  any  defense  facility,  to  conceal 
or  faU  to  disclose  the  fact  that  he  is  a  mem- 
ber of  such  organization,  or 

(4)  To  ■engage  in  any  employment  in  a 
defense  facility,  or 


(S)  Knowingly  to  obtain  or  receive,  or  at- 
tempt to  obtain  or  receive  directly  or  indi- 
rectly from  any  officer  or  employee  of  the 
United  States  or  of  any  department  or  a^ncy 
thereof  or  of  any  corporation,  the  stock  cd 
which  is  held  In  whole  or  in  part  by  the 
United  States  or  any  department  or  agency 
thereof,  any  clafislfled  Information. 

The  members  of  a  Communlst-actlon  or- 
ganization must  also,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, register  with  the  Attorney  General 
as  a  member  of  such  organization. 

The  penalties  contained  in  the  Internal 
Security  Act  for  violation  of  any  of  the  fore- 
going Include  both  fines  and  penitentiary 
sentences,  the  severity  of  which  vary  with 
the  seriousness  of  the  offense. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  May  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator if  that  language  means  that  any 
person  who  knowingly  or  willfully  be- 
comes a  member  of  the  Communist  Party 
becomes  guilty  of  a  crime? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  have  just  told  the 
Senator  that  such  is  not  the  case. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  am  referring  to 
section  4  on  page  2. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Let  me  read  section 
4  as  amended  by  the  conferees: 

Sec.  4.  Whoever  knowingly  and  willfully 
becumes  or  remains  a  member  of  ( 1 )  the 
Communist  Party,  or  (2)  any  other  organ- 
ization having  for  one  of  its  purposes  or 
objectives  the  establishment,  control,  con- 
duct, seizure,  or  overthrow  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  or  the  govern- 
ment of  any  State  or  political  subdivision 
thereof,  by  the  use  of  force  or  violence,  with 
knowledge  of  the  purpose  or  objective  of 
such  organization  sball  be  subject  to  all  uf 
the  provisions  and  penalties  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  a  "Communist-action"  organization. 

I  have  just  read  the  penalties  he  would 
suffer. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  In  other  words.  It 
is  the  position  of  the  Senator  from 
Maryland — and  I  think  this  is  very  im- 
portant— that  anyone  who  now  becomes 
a  member  of  the  Communist  Party  is  not 
subject  to  being  tried  in  the  courts  for 
the  beUefs  he  may  hold,  but  he  is  subject 
to  the  registration  provisions,  and  what 
not,  of  the  Internal  Security  Act.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Is  he  not  already 
subject  to  the  registration  provisions  of 
the  Internal  Security  Act? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  He  is  not,  if  the  organ- 
ization itself  registers. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  thought  section 
8  of  the  Internal  Security  Act  provides 
for  individual  registration  by  members. 
Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  That  is  only  after  the 
organization  has  been  declared  to  be  a 
Communist-action  organization  v/ithin 
the  meaning  of  the  Internal  Security 
Act.        

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  The  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Board,  under  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act.  has  already  declared 
the  Communist  Party  to  be  an  interna- 
tional conspiracy  and  to  come  within  the 
provisions  of  the  act.     Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  That  case  is  now  pend- 
ing in  the  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Assuming  that  the 
Board's  decision  is  sustained — and  I 
think  it  will  be— the  Communist  Party 
has  already  been  declared  to  come  with- 


in the  terms  of  section  7  of  the  act.    Is 
not  that  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  please  repeat  his  question? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Yes.  Assuniing 
that  the  court  of  appeals  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  sustains  the  ruling  of  the 
Board  that  the  Cocnmimist  Party  is  an 
international  conspiracy  which  comes 
within  the  meaning  of  section  7  of  the 
Internal  Security  Act.  then  automatically 
the  members  of  the  party  would  have  to 
register  under  section  8;  would  they  not? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  If  the  organization  has 
to  register  and  if  the  organization  fails 
to  file  the  list  of  its  membership,  then 
the  members  must  register  individually. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Then  the  effect  of 
the  conference  bill  would  be  that,  if  an 
organization  were  found  to  be  a  Commu- 
nist organization,  its  members  would  not 
be  guilty  of  a  crime,  but  they  would  au- 
tomatically have  to  register,  under  the 
Internal  Security  Act.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  They  would  be  subject 
to  the  penalties  I  read  Into  the  Rxcobo  a 
moment  ago. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Then,  the  Senator 
irom  Maryland  thinks,  does  he,  that  they 
would  have  to  register  under  section  8  of 
the  Internal  Security  Act? 

Mr.  BUTLER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  know  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  is  opposed  to  any  action 
which  would  interfere  with  freedom  of 
expression.  I  know  he  values  the  pro- 
tection of  freedom  of  expression  and 
freedom  of  thought,  and  that  he  would 
not  want  people  to  be  rounded  up  mere- 
ly because  they  did  not  conform  to  our 
way  of  thinking.  Does  he  think  the  con- 
ference report  is  certain  not  to  lead  to 
such  a  development? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  certainly  csm  give 
that  assurance.  The  theory  of  all  this 
legislation  does  not  relate  to  one's  think- 
ing.   It  relates  to'one's  actions. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Then  where  would 
the  issue  of  whether  one  has  made  him- 
self subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act  be  determined? 
Would  it  be  determined  in  a  court  or  ad- 
ministratively? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  In  the  first  instance  it 
would  be  determined  by  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Board,  but  with  full 
right  of  appeal  to  the  courts  if  the  per- 
son involved  felt  aggrieved  because  of  the 
determination  made  by  the  Board. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Section  5,  on  page  3, 
provides: 

In  determining  membership  or  partldpa- 
tion  in  the  Communist  Party  or  any  other 
organization  defined  in  this  act,  the  Jury, 
under  instructions  from  the  court,  shall  con- 
sider evidence,  if  presented,  as  to  whether 
the  accused  person — - 

And  SO  forth.  Are  the  courts  going 
to  determine  whether  a  person  shall  be 
required  to  register  under  the  Internal 
Security  Act? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  After  this  act  becomes 
effective,  if  the  organization  of  which 
such  a  person  is  a  member  fails  to  reg- 
Lster  within  6  months,  then  that  person 
will  have  to  register.  It  will  be  sin  of- 
fense if  he  then  falls  to  register. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Where  is  the  pro- 
vision about  6  months?  Is  that  In  the 
Internal  Security  Act?  j " 


If 


15104 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


August  19 


1 


Mr.  BUTLER.  Yes,  it  is;  it  is  section 
5  of  the  act. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Then  the  matter  oi 
what  the  justiciable  issue  in  court  will 

Mr.  BUTLER.  The  section  of  the  law 
to  which  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  Is 
referring  is,  I  beUeve.  the  section  which 
applies  after  it  is  determined  that  the 
person  is  a  member  of  such  an  organi- 
zation, and  that  he  has  failed  to  register, 
or  that  he  has  violated  some  other  pro- 
vision of  the  law,  such  as  section  5.  Then 
the  Jury  will  determine  these  various 

criteria.  ,    ^^   ^    ,  ^ 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  But  that  is  not 
what  section  5  says.    It  says: 

In  determining  membership  or  participa- 
tion In  the  Communist  Party  or  any  other 
organization  defined  in  this  act,  the  J\iry. 
under  Instructions  from  the  covirt.  shaU  con- 
sider evidence — 

And  so  forth.  I  wish  to  know  what 
will  be  tried.  How  will  the  indictment 
be  written,  and  what  will  be  the  verdict? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  If  a  person  violates, 
let  us  say,  section  5  of  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act— for  instance,  suppose  he 
seeks  employment  in  a  defense  plant, 
and  does  not  disclose  the  fact  that  he  is 
a  member  of  a  Communist-action  organ- 
ization—then he  will  be  subject  to  trial 
under  section  5  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Let  me  go  over  that 
again:  If  a  person  were  seeking  employ- 
ment in  a  defence  plant,  and  if  he  had 
not  complied  with  section  5  of  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act— is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Yes;  it  is  expressly 
stated  in  section  5  of  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act  of  1950  that  such  a  person 
must  disclose  his  membership  in  a  Com- 
munist-action organization  at  the  time 

when  he  applies  for  such  a  position.  If 
he  does  not  do  so,  he  can  be  tried  under 
section  5  of  the  amendment;  and  the 
court  would  apply  the  criteria  therein 

referred  to. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Then,  assuming  he 
Is  tried,  how  does  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  envision  the  trial 
would  occur? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  think  it  would  be  an 
ordinary  jury  trial,  like  any  other  jury 
trial  in  a  criminal  proceeding. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.    Would  there  be  an 

indictment? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  assume  there  would 
have  to  be  an  indictment  before  there 
could  be  a  criminal  trial  in  a  court. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  With  what  crime 
would  the  person  be  charged? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  He  would  be  charged 
with  violation  of  section  5  (a)  of  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act  of  1950. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Then  he  would  be 
tried,  not  under  the  measure  before  us, 
but  under  the  Internal  Security  Act.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  The  purpose  of  this 
amendment  is  to  integrate  this  act  into 
the  Internal  Security  Act  and  to  make 
all  of  it  a  workable  whole. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Perhaps  that  is  not 
the  illustration  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  about. 

Suppose  a  young  man  named  John 
Smith,  21  years  of  age,  and  in  college, 
decides  he  is  a  Communist,  and  suppose 
he  says  he  is  a  Communist,  and  suppose 
he  even  joins  the  Communist  Party. 


Mr.  BUTLER.  Knowfaigly  and  Will- 
fully? 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Well,  he  merely 
knew  he  joined  the  Communist  Party. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  But  is  it  assumed  that 
be  did  so  knowingly  and  willfully? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.     Knowingly,  let  us 

say. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  If  his  action  was 
knowing  and  willful  action,  he  immedi- 
ately would  come  within  the  toils  of  the 
law,  because  that  is  what  the  act  is  aimed 
at. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.    Then  how  would  he 

be  tried? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  If,  in  addition  to  that, 
he  committed  any  of  the  acts  prohibited 
by  section  5  (a)  of  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Act,  he  would  come  under  section 
5  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  I  cannot  find  where 
his  guilt  or  innocence  is  tied  up  with  sec- 
tion 5  <a)  of  the  Internal  Security  Act. 
Is  that  by  general  language? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  It  is  an  amendment  to 
the  Internal  Security  Act.  and  is  part 
and  parcel  of  it. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.    As  I  read  the  lan- 


guage  

Mr.  BUTLER.     Will  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  state  from  what  he  is  reading? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  am  reading  from 
page  2  of  the  new  language,  section  4. 

Mr.  BUTLER.     Yes. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  If  he  knowincrly 
and  willfully  becomes  a  member  of  the 
Communist  Party,  he  "shall  become  sub- 
ject to  all  of  the  provisions  and  penal- 
ties." But  I  do  not  read  that  to  mean 
that  it  is  a  violation  of  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act  which  makes  him  subject.  Is 
it  being  a  member  of  the  Communist 
Party  that  makes  him  subject? 

Mr.  BUTLER.    No;  the  Senator  from 

Tennessee  must  take  this  thing  in  stages: 
He  shall  become  subject  to  all   the   pro- 
visions— 

There  are  many  provisions.  He  must 
register.  If  he  does  not  register,  he  can 
be  tried  for  violating  the  provisions  of 
the  Internal  Security  Act.     It  is  hard  to 

segregate  them,  but  all  of  them  are  a 
part  of  the  Internal  Security  Act. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Let  me  ask  a  plain, 
direct  question.  1 

Mr.  BUTLER.    Yes.  ' 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Suppose  John 
Smith,  a  student  at  a  certain  university, 
joins  the  Communist  Party  and  does 
nothing  else.  John  Smith  does  not  ad- 
vocate communism,  or  get  out  and  make 
any  speeches.  He  does  not  do  anything 
which  would  put  him  in  violation  of  the 
Smith  Act,  under  which  some  other  act 
on  his  part  is  necessary.  Could  John 
Smith  be  indicted  and  tried  under  this 
bill? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  do  not  think  he  could. 
I  think  the  only  thing  a  man  in  that  po- 
sition would  have  to  do  would  be  to  reg- 
ister. If  he  does  not  register,  he  comes 
within  the  provisions  of  the  act,  and  he 
would  be  subject  to  prosecution. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  think  the  lan- 
guage is  quite  confusing.  I  have  not  had 
a  chance  to  study  it,  as  has  the  Senator 
from  Maryland. 

I  believe  the  legislative  intent  as  in- 
dicated by  this  debate  is  going  to  be  im- 
portant for  future  interpretation.    Is  it 


the  legislative  intent  now  that  this  young 
boy  in  college,  who  merely  joins  the 
Communist  Party  and  does  nothing  else, 
who  does  not  put  himself  in  violation  of 
the  Smith  Act,  for  the  act  of  joining 
the  Communist  Party,  and  that  alone, 
can  he  be  indicted  and  tried  under  the 
provisions  of  this  conference  bill,  if  en- 
acted? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  If  the  organization  of 
which  he  is  a  member,  the  Communist 
Party  of  the  United  States,  is  found  by 
the  courts  to  be  a  Communist-action 
organization,  then  that  organiaation  of 
which  he  is  a  member  would  have  to 
register,  and  his  name  would  have  to 
be  on  the  roster  of  members  of  that 
organization.  If  the  organization  did 
not  register,  then  he  would  have  to  reg- 
ister, and  he  would  have  to  do  nothing 
else.  He  would  merely  come  out  in  the 
open  and  say,  "Yes.  I  am  a  Communist, 
and  I  regi.ster  as  a  Communist." 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  am  not  talking 
about  the  obligation  which  is  upon  him 
to  rcRister. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  There  is  no  other  ob- 
lif-'alion.  so  long  as  he  does  not  teach  or 
advocate  communism. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  am  referring  only 
to  this  youn-i:  man  in  college  who  decides 
he  wants  to  join  the  Commurrist  Party 
and  does  nothing  else  as  a  member  of  the 
party. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  believe  I  have  an- 
swered the  Senator's  question. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  For  that  and  that 
alone  can  he  be  indicted  and  tried  in 
the  courts? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  have  tried  to  tell  the 
Senator  the  only  thing  he  has  to  do.  if 

his  or.'ianization  does  not  repisitcr 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  If  he  fails  to  regis- 
ter? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Then  he  is  subject  to 
the  law. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Then  he  could  be 
indicted  and  tried  for  failure  to  register. 
Mr.  BUTLER.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Could  he  be  in- 
dicted and  tried  merely  because  he  had 
decided  he  wanted  to  think  like  a  Com- 
munist? 

Mr.  BUTLER.     He  could  not. 
Mr.    KEFAUVER.     That    is    perfectly 
clear  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 
Mr.  BUTLER.    That  is  perfectly  clear. 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  happy  to  yield 
to  my  distinguished  friend  from  Min- 
nesota. 

Mr.  HLT^IPHREY.  I  believe  I  can  be 
of  .some  assi-stance  to  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee    (Mr.   KefauverI. 

First  of  all,  let  me  say  that  those  who 
were  members  of  the  conference  com- 
mittee knew  that  they  mu.st  at  least 
take  into  consideration  the  views  of  the 
attorneys  of  our  Government,  who  have 
some  responsibility,  and  in  fact  the  re- 
sponsibility, for  the  prosecution  of  sub- 
versive activities. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  That  is  true 
Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  think  it  is  fair 
to  say,  and  it  should  be  said,  that  the 
changes  which  were  made  in  the  con- 
ference report  were  made  because  we  did 
not  want  in  any  way  to  jeopaa-dize  pro- 
ceedings now  under  way  to  fulfill  the  re- 
quirements of  the  internal-security  law. 
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Mr.  BUTLER,  I  wholeheartedly  at- 
test to  that. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY,  Let  me  say.  as  one 
who  wants  to  cooperate  with  his  Grov- 
ernment.  and  at  the  same  time  strike  a 
blow  against  those  who  would  subvert  the 
Government,  that  I  felt  a  responsibility, 
as  one  of  those  who  had  participated 
in  formulating  this  proposed  legislation, 
to  give  the  utmost  cooperation  to  the  De- 
partment of  Justice. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  believe  the  Senator 
has. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  If  I  have  a  choice 
between  giving  cooperation  to  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  and  legislating  re- 
gardless of  their  will  or  views  or  of  their 
sincere  observations,  then  my  choice 
must  be  to  recognize  the  superior  knowl- 
edge and  the  responsibiUties  of  the  De- 
partment of   Justice. 

Mr.  BUTIiER.  I  think  the  Senator 
has  been  very  amenable  to  the  wishes 
of   the  Depfirtment  of  Justice. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  feel  an  obligation 
as  a  citizen  and  as  a  Senator. 

Now.  there  are  two  facets  to  this 
bill.  I  beheve  I  can  help  my  friend 
from  Tennessee  I  Mr.  KefauverJ  in  this 
matter.  There  are  two  basic  laws  on 
the  statute  lx)oks  regarding  those  or- 
ganizations and  individuals  who  would 
overthrow  the  Government  by  force  or 
violence,  or  would  be  guilty  of  aiding  a 
conspiracy  which  has  for  its  purpose  the 
overthrow  of  the  Government  by  sub- 
version, force,  and  violence.  Those  two 
ba<:ic  laws  are  the  Smith  Act  and  the 
Internal  Security  Act  of  1950.  We  also 
have  laws  pertaining  to  espionage,  trea- 
son, et  cetera. 

The  two  basic  laws,  under  which  the 
court  cases  have  arisen,  under  which  ar- 
rests and  prosecutions  of  Communists 
have  taken  place,  and  under  which  ar- 
rests and  prosecutions  of  Fascists  have 
taken  place,  are  the  Smith  Act  and  the 
Internal  Security  Act. 

The  bill  before  the  Senate  applies  to 
both  of  those  laws.  In  section  2  there  is 
a  declaration  of  finding  : 

The  Congresa  hereby  declares  that  the 
Communist  Party  or  any  other  organization 
that  has  as  Its  purpose  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  loroe 
and  violence  Is  a  conspiracy. 

Period.  That  is  not  stated  In  the 
Smith  Act.  Under  the  Smith  Act  it  is 
necessai-y  to  prove  conspiracy  in  the 
court.  That  is  the  first  stage  of  the 
prosecution. 

This  bill,  if  it  is  passed  and  made  pub- 
lic law,  states  conclusively  that  such  an 
organization  is  a  conspiracy,  thereby  ex- 
pediting prosecution  in  the  courts  of 
those  who  would  destroy  this  Govern- 
ment.   That  is  the  first  thing. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  There  is  no  doubt 
about  that. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Second,  insofar  as 
membership  is  concerned,  there  would 
be  a  twofold  effect  as  a  result  of  this  bill 
becoming  public  law.  First  of  all.  there 
would  be  an  effect  with  relation  to  the 
internal  security  law  of  1950.  That  is 
what  is  referred  to  in  section  4.  The 
main  reason  for  the  language  in  section 
4 — and  I  wish  to  be  candid  with  my  col- 
leagues— is  that  we  do  not  wish  to  jeop- 
ardize the  prosecution  of  cases  wluch 
are  already  under  way. 


Mr.  BUTLER.  I  knew  the  Senator 
was  solicitous  about  that 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Maryland  knows  if  we  do  not  put  that 
language  into  the  bill  the  Justice  De- 
partment possibly  might  find  the  whole 
underpinning  of  their  case  against  the 
Communist-action  organizations  has 
been  removed. 

Mr.  BUTLER.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  would  be  no 
party  to  that  action. 

Mr.  BUTLER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  much  more 
Interested  in  the  prosecution  of  those 
guilty  of  these  nefarious  crimes  than  I 
am  in  having  in  the  bill  every  word  I 
proposed  to  add  to  it.  I  have  said  that 
before,  and  I  will  say  it  again. 

Second,  if  a  man  is  a  member  of  an 
organization  which  is  a  conspiracy,  and 
if  he  knowingly  and  willfully  is  a  mem- 
ber, with  knowledge  of  the  purposes  of 
said  organization,  he  can  t)e  prosecuted 
under  the  terms  of  the  Smith  Act. 

Mr.  BUTLER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  This  bill  does 
Strengthen  the  Smith  Act.  This  bill  does 
not  injure  the  Internal  Security  Act; 
this  bill  does  strengthen  the  Internal 
Security  Act.  And  this  bill  does  outlaw 
the  Communist  Party.  This  bill  does 
take  away  the  privileges  and  immuni- 
ties of  the  Communist  Party.  And  this 
bill  also  states  quite  clearly  that  the 
court,  in  considering  evidence  as  to 
membership  and  as  to  the  knowledge 
and  purpose  of  the  organization  of  the 
Communist  Party,  shall  take  into  con- 
sideration the  14  points  which  are  men- 
tioned. 

Maybe  we  did  not  strike  as  strong  a 
blow  as  Hubert  HtrMPRHEY  would  have 
liked  to  strike  in  the  bill,  but  we  have 

not  injured  the  laws  which  are  now  on 
the  books.  We  have  strengthened  the 
laws  which  are  now  on  the  books. 

We  have  been  able  to  sustain  every 
provision  of  the  Internal  Security  Act. 
witliout  in  any  way  modifying  it ;  and 
we  have  strengthened  the  Smith  Act. 
I  can  say  here  now,  in  the  confines  of 
this  Chamber,  for  the  Record,  that  I 
have  been  informed  that  by  the  passage 
of  this  bill  we  will  expedite  the  prose- 
cution of  cases  which  are  now  p>ending. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  doubt  atx)ut  that. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  And  we  will  expe- 
dite action  under  the  Internal  Security 
Act. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  doubt  about  that.  The  work  we 
have  done  here  will  supplement,  imple- 
ment, and  strengthen  the  whole  body 
of  law  directed  at  the  Communist  con- 
spirarcy  in  America. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  And  that  Is  all  I 
want  to  see  done,  and  that  is  all 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  wants  to 
see  done.  Nothing  has  disturbed  me 
more  than  the  fact  that  this  discussion 
has  been  interpreted  time  after  time  as 
an  argument  between  this  side  of  the 
aisle  and  the  other  side  of  the  aisle.  Let 
it  be  quite  clear  that  85  Members  of 
the  Senate  showed  their  true  colors 
and  showed  their  determination  to 
strengthen  the  antisubversive  laws  of 
the  United  States,  and  demonstrated 
Clearly  for  161  million  people  that  the 


Communist  Party  is  to  be  regarded  as  a 
conspiracy,  a  conspiratorial  force  which 
is  im worthy  of  the  name  "party."  an 
organization  dedicated  to  the  destruc- 
tion of  this  country.  •* 

I  think  we  have  made  amazing  prog-    ^ 
ress.    What  is  more,  though  I  have  not 
been  in  close  consultation  with  all  of 
the  conferees,  as  I  imderstuid.  the  re- 
port is  unanimous. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  It  is  a  unamimous  re- 
r)ort. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  And  I  understand 
it  is  unanimous  on  the  part  of  the  House 
conferees,  who  were  instructed. 

Mr.  BUTLER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  shaU  bow  to  the 
wishes  of  the  conferees.  If  what  we  have 
done  does  not  work — although  I  hope  it 
will — I  give  my  pledge,  if  the  good  people 
of  Minnesota  are  willing,  that  I  shall  be 
back  here,  and  if  there  is  any  weakness 
found  in  the  law.  I  shall  do  everything 
within  my  power  to  strengthen  it  at  the 
next  session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  will  pledge  likewise 
to  work  with  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  yield  to  me 
so  that  I  may  ask  a  question  of  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  BUTLER.    I  yield  for  that  pur-     • 
pose.  •  . 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  The  crucial  point 
in  my  mind  about  this  conference  repwrt. 
as  it  was  in  connection  with  the  bill,  is 
whether  a  person's  belief,  in  and  of  it- 
self, without  performing  any  act,  is  suffi- 
cient to  bring  him  into  court  and  to  have 
him  indicted  and  tried  merely  for  some- 
thing he  has  in  his  mind. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    The  bill  Is  clear,  ^ 
as  is  the  Smith  Act,  that  a  person  must 

knowingly  and  willfully  become  and  re- 
n3.ain  a  member  and  have  knowledge  of 
the  purposes  of  the  organization.  The 
purpo.ses  are  outlined  in  the  declaration 
of  findings. 

I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Teimessee — 
and  I  hope  everyone  will  clearly  under- 
stand me — that  if  anyone  in  this  country 
today  becomes  a  member  of  the  Com- 
munist Party,  he  t>ecomes  one  know- 
ingly and  willfully  and  mtentionally.  and 
no  one  is  pulUng  any  wool  over  anyone's 
eyes.  He  does  not  have  to  become  a 
member  of  the  Communist  Party  to  ex- 
press unorthodox  ideas.  Let  him  be- 
come a  member  of  any  number  of  other 
parties  or  of  the  Republican  Party  or 
the  Democratic  Party,  if  he  wants  to  ex- 
press unorthodox  ideas. 

Let  us  not  kid  ourselves.  I  have  lis- 
tened to  people  who  have  said.  "Oh.  all 
these  poor  souls  became  members  o(  the 
Commimist  Party  because  they  waiit  to 
be  diflerent." 

Let  them  join  the  party  of  Mars  or  the 
party  of  Jupiter,  if  they  want  .to  be 
different.  If  they  become  a  member  of 
the  Communist  Party,  they  obviously 
become  a  member  of  a  conspiracy.  We 
are  no  longer  talking  about  the  Commu- 
nist Party  that  deluded  and  fooled  us 
back  in  the  1930's  and  1940's.  We  are 
talking  about  the  Communist  Party 
whose  purposes  are  clearly  stated  not 
only  by  words,  but  by  deeds  and  actions 
and  subversion  and  force  and  violeiMM 
and  oestruction. 
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This  Senator  wants  It  to  be  quite  clear 
that  he  believes  when  a  person  Joins  the 
Communlat  Party  he  bectMnes  a  mem- 
ber, ao  far  as  I  am  concenied— and  of 
course  I  am  not  the  court,  and  the  court 
must  make  the  decision-^)!  that  party 
willfully,  knowingly,  and  intentionally. 
If  he  is  a  big  enough  dope  to  join  that 
'party,,  and  if  he  is  willing  to  sell  out  his 
country  to  Join  it — ^becaxise  that  is  what 
he  is  doing — then  he  ought  to  be  prose- 
cuted. 

I  will  be. after  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice to  prosecute  them  vmder  the  terms 
of  the  Smith  Act.  I  will  be  after  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  see  to  it  that 
they  are  prosecuted  under  the  applicable 
requirements  of  the  Internal  Security 
Act.  The  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board  has  branded  the  Communist  Party 
as  a  Communist-action  group,  and  it 
will  take  the  party  to  court.  The  Com- 
munist Party  is  testing  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
court  will  rule,  but  if  the  coxirt  rules 
that  the  Internal  Security  Act  does  not 
apply,  we  will  then  have  the  Smith  Act 
under  which  to  prosecute  them,  and  we 
can  then  prosecute  them  also  under  this 
act.  We  have  closed  all  of  the  doors. 
These  rats  will  not  get  out  of  the  trap. 
We  have  really  caught  them  in  the  bear- 
trap  with  the  right  kind  of  bear  bait. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  srleld  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  I  yield  the 
floor. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  should  like  to  say 
a  few  words  about  the  conference  report 
and  about  my  general  attitude  toward 
the  legislation  we  are  acting  on  today. 

It  was  not  very  pleasant  to  be  the  only 
Member  of  the  Senate  who  voted  against 
the  Hovise  bill  with  the  Senate  amend- 
ments when  it  was  passed^  on  the  day 
before  yesterday.  However,  I  had  a  very 
deep  conviction,  as  I  have  today,  about 
tills  subject.  I  feel  that  history  and  time 
wiU  vindicate  the  position  I  have  taken. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  what  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  says  about  this  confer- 
ence report  is  true,  the  position  I  have 
taken  has  already  been  vindicated,  and  I 
hope  my  opposition  and  statement  may 
have  had  something  to  do  with  eliminat- 
ing a  provision  which  I  felt  would  violate 
the  Bill  of  Rights  and  which  would  em- 
bark us  on  a  witch  hunt,  the  results  of 
which  no  one  could  determine,  and  which 
would  jeopardize  substantially  every- 
thing the  Departoient  of  Justice  has  done 
in  the  past  5  years  in  trying  to  deal  wii,h 
the  Communist  problem. 

In  this  matter.  I  think  we  are  giving 
a  clear  and  Impressive  picture  of  how 
legislation  should  not  be  written.  There 
have  been  no  hearings  on  this  bill.  The 
opinion  of  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Director  of 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  the 
organization  which  has  the  responsibility 
of  ferreting  out  Communists,  was  not 
sought  or  received.  We  did  not  seek  the 
advice  of  Herbert  Brownell,  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States,  whose 
responsibility  it  is  to  prosecute  those 
cited  under  the  Smith  Act.  the  Internal 
Security  Act.  or  this  act.  instead,  we 
wrote  this  legislation  here  on  the  floor, 
y  amidst  confusion  and  political  overtones, 
without  seeking  anyone's  advice  as  to 


how  it  would  affect  the  counterespionage 
system  worked  out  by  the  FBI  through 
the  years,  or  how  it  would  affect  prosecu- 
tions now  under  way.  or  how  it  would 
mesh  in  with  existing  law,  or  what  vio- 
lence it  might  do  to  the  traditional  con- 
cepts on  which  this  Nation  was  founded. 
We  still  have  not  sought  Mr.  Hoover's 
advice,  and  I  would  think  that  he  would 
be  almost  on  the  point  of  resignation, 
faced  as  he  is  with  the  heavy  responBi- 
bility  of  the  internal  security  of  this 
Nation,  and  told  to  work  with  laws  con- 
cerning which  he  was  not  even  shown 
the  courtesy  of  consultation. 

I  was  not  present  when  the  matter 
first  came  up  in  the  Senate,  when  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  offered  his  first 
amendment.  I  was  in  Tennessee,  and  I 
did  not  return  to  the  Senate  until  the 
following  day.  If  I  had  been  here,  I 
would  have  voted  against  the  bill  that 
night,  and  I  would  have  made  some 
remarks  explaining  my  position,  because, 
substantially,  the  bill  which  was  passed 
that  night  was  the  same  one  that  came 
before  us  Tuesday,  namely,  the  House 
bill  with  the  amendments  of  the  Senate. 

As  I  imderstand  the  conference  report, 
it  eliminates  the  provision  that  a  person 
is  in  violation  of  the  law  and  can  be 
prosecuted  merely  because  of  a  belief  he 
may  have.  I  must  confess  that  there  is 
considerable  confusion  in  the  language 
of  the  bill,  and  the  bill  must  be  read  in 
connection  with  the  Internal  Security 
Act  and  the  Smith  Act  to  ascertain  just 
what  it  does  mean.  However,  if  that 
provision  is  eliminated,  then  that  sub- 
stantially removes  the  effect  of  the 
amendment  which  was  adopted  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  on  the  day  before 
yesterday,  namely,  the  so-called  Hum- 
phrey amendment,  to  which  I  particu- 
larly objected.  If  that  be  true,  then  I 
beUeve  the  conference  report  is  a  great 
improvement  over  the  bill  which  was 
passed  the  other  day.  On  the  basis  that 
it  is  a  better  piece  of  legislation  and  an 
improvement,  and  on  the  basis  that  it 
does  substantially  take  away  the  provi- 
sion of  the  Humphrey  amendment,  I 
shall  vote  for  the  conference  report.  I 
have  now  been  assured  that  this  will  not 
adversely  affect  prosecutions  under  the 
Smith  Act  or  emasculate  the  Internal 
Security  Act,  so  my  principal  objections 
have  been  met. 

In  the  early  days  of  this  Republic, 
Thomas  Jefferson,  in  his  inaugural  ad- 
dress of  1801,  made  a  statement  which  I 
think  should  be  considered  today.  At 
that  time,  it  will  be  remembered,  ours 
was  a  young  and  weak  republic.  At  that 
time,  many  persons  were  still  loyal  to 
Britain.  The  Government  had  just  been 
formed,  and  the  scars  of  the  conflict  be- 
tween the  people  who  were  loyal  to  the 
British  and  those  who  were  loyal  to  the 
revolution  were  still  deep.  Thomas  Jef- 
ferson demanded  that  the  law  should 
protect  even  those  who  thought  there 
should  be  no  Union,  and  even  the  Tories 
who  had  just  fought  fellow  countrymen 
on  American  soil.    Jefferson  said : 

If  there  be  any  among  us  who  would  with 
to  dissolve  this  Union  or  to  change  Its  re- 
publican form,  let  them  stand  undisturbed 
as  monuments  of  the  safety  with  which  error 
of  opinion  may  be  tolerated  when  reason  is 
left  free  to  combat  It. 


That  has  been  the  fundamental  philos- 
ophy which  we  have  zealously  guarded 
and  followed  all  through  the  years  The 
soundness  of  Jefferson's  theory  Is  re- 
peatedly proven  at  the  ballot  boxes  of  the 
Nation. 

During  the  history  of  our  Nation,  there 
have  been  occasions  when  prosecutions 
have  been  had  of  groups  who  held  cer- 
tain political  beliefs,  or  when  there  has 
been  a  great  deal  of  opposition  to  them. 
There  has  been  opposition  to  the  Ku 
Klux  Klan,  there  has  been  opposition  to 
various  other  organizations,  but  always, 
when  people  with  those  beliefs  were 
brought  out  into  the  open  and  made  to 
compare  what  they  were  thinking  about 
with  our  freedom  and  democracy  and 
right  of  self-government  under  the 
Constitution,  their  effectiveness  has  al- 
ways been  killed,  because  they  could  not 
compete  with  what  we  stand  for  and 
believe  in  under  our  American  democ- 
racy. 

There  have  been  times  when  there 
were  demands  to  outlaw  or  to  prosecute 
persons  because  of  their  religious  be- 
liefs. That  has  happened  quite  fre- 
quently in  the  history  of  our  Nation. 
Yet,  Mr.  President,  we  know  that  to  have 
yielded  to  such  demands  would  have  been 
very,  very  unv;ise,  because  if  certain 
Protestants  were  prosecuted  because  of 
being  members  of  a  Protestant  church.  It 
would  be  the  Catholics  who  would  be  the 
prosecuted  tomorrow,  and  then  the  Jews, 
and  our  democracy  as  we  know  it  would 
be  destroyed. 

Before  World  War  II  there  was  a 
Bundist  movement  in  this  Nation.  Those 
who  were  saboteurs  were  rounded  up  by 
the  Department  of  Justice,  put  out  of 
circulation,  and  the  country  was  pro- 
tected. After  Pearl  Harbor  those  per- 
sons who  were  not  saboteurs  but  who 
still  might  have  some  Nazi  or  Bundist 
ideas  were  exposed  to  the  spotlight  of 
public  opinion,  and  their  effectiveness 
was  destroyed.  They  did  not.  at  least,  do 
the  Nation  any  substantial  harm. 

That,  it  seems  to  me,  is  in  the  true 
American  tradition.  I  think  it  would 
have  been  very  unfortunate  if,  in  the 
wave  of  hysteria  at  the  time  we  were 
about  to  engage  in  conflict  with  Ger- 
many, a  law  had  been  passed  to  prose- 
cute, and  put  into  jail  anyone  who  might 
have  had  Bundist  beliefs  or  ideas,  or  who 
might  have  expressed  himself  in  some 
such  way.  That  would  have  violated  the 
long  tradition  of  this  Nation,  because  no 
person  has  ever  yet  been  made  an  outlaw 
in  this  country  for  his  political  beliefs. 

Mr.  President,  I  must  say  that  I  have 
many  misgivings  regarding  the  language 
of  the  conference  report,  and  as  to 
whether  we  are  doing  something  which 
violates  the  sound  philosophy  which  has 
been  given  us  by  Thomas  Jefferson  and 
by  all  our  great  leaders  with  reference 
to  the  right  of  dissent,  the  right  to  have 
differences  of  opinion,  the  right  to  have 
any  belief  which  anyone  wishes  to  have. 
I  hope  we  are  not  bringing  about  such 
a  situation  that  people  may  be  indicted 
and  prosecuted  for  the  beUefs  which 
they  may  hold. 

Mr.  President,  that,  in  my  opinion, 
would  be  the  result  of  the  bill  which 
was  passed  late  one  night  recently. 
That,  in  my  opinion,  would  have  been 
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the  result  of  the  Senate  amendment 
which  was  added  to  the  House  amend- 
ments to  the  bill  on  Tuesday.  I  could 
not  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  President,  In  my  own  conscience 
I  could  not  support  a  measure  which 
would  have  such  a  result,  even  though 
I  must  say  that  my  position  has  brought 
me  a  great  deal  of  opposition  in  my  own 
State.  It  has  not  been  very  pleasant  to 
stand  out  like  a  sore  thumb,  so  to  speak, 
but  I  have  held  that  conviction  very, 
very  deeply.  I  am  just  as  much  opposed 
to  the  Communist  conspiracy  or  to  com- 
munism as  is  anyone  else.  I  abhor  what 
the  Communists  stand  for  and  what  they 
want  to  do.  The  question  in  my  mind 
is  as  to  the  best  way  of  dealing  with 
the  problem  and  trying  to  deal  with  it 
most  effectively.  We  do  not  have  to  ab- 
dicate the  Constitution  to  catch  a  few 
Communists.  To  do  so  would  please  the 
Communist  greatly.  We  would  be  play- 
ing right  into  their  hands.  I  think  we 
must  consider  the  long  history  of  free- 
dom in  this  Nation.  We  must  consider 
the  philosophy  under  which  we  have  al- 
ways operated.  We  cannot  destroy  ideas 
merely  by  passing  laws.  I  think  it  is 
always  true  that  if  we  try  to  outlaw  an 
idea,  if  we  try  to  outlaw  the  way  in  which 
a  man  thinks,  we  are  going  to  make  a 
martyr  of  him,  and  it  will  result  in  many, 
many  vocal  people  coming  to  his  defense! 
This  would  create  real  disunity  in  the 
Nation.  Communism  thrives  upon  dis- 
unity and  I  want  to  make  sure  that  we 
do  not  here  give  approval  to  a  measure 
which  will,  in  the  name  of  fighting  the 
Communists,  actually  help  them. 

If  this  bill  can  be  interpreted  as  out- 
lawing the  way  someone  may  think,  then 
someone  may  say,  "I  have  heard  this 
man  say  he  is  a  Communist."  If  It  is 
going  to  result  in  pitting  neighbor 
against  neighbor,  then.  Instead  of  hurt- 
ing the  Communists,  Instead  of  taking 
action  against  the  influence  of  commu- 
nism In  this  Nation,  we  shall  make 
martyrs  of  many  people  and  bring  to 
their  defense  many  thousands  of  persons 
who  do  not  like  the  idea  of  trying  to 
legislate  with  reference  to  what  a  person 
may  think. 

I  am  sorry  to  take  up  so  much  time 
of  the  Senate,  and  I  had  not  Intended 
to,  but  I  think  this  is  of  great  impor- 
tance. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  has  been  very  much  im- 
pressed by  the  speech  of  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  Senator  re- 
member that  approximately  a  year  and 
a  half  ago  I  read  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  a  letter  in  which  the  late  Senator 
Taft  was  accused  of  being  a  Communist? 
It  was  written  by  someone  in  Minne- 
apolis. Minn.,  who  was  opposed  to  the 

Taft-Ellender-Wagner      slum-clearance 
bill. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  I  remember  that 
very  well. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  yield  further? 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hen- 
DRiCKSON  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennesse  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  Senator  re- 
member that  a  Senator  on  this  floor 
charged  all  the  members  of  the  Farmers 
Union— 37,000  of  them— with  being 
Communists? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER  Yes;  I  remember 
that  distinctly. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  Senator's  opinion  as  to  how  this  con- 
ference bill  is  going  to  affect  situations 
such  as  that. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  would  say  to  the 
Senator  that  I  am  very  much  worried 
about  it.  The  Senator  from  Maryland 
tMr.  Butler]  assures  me  that  persons 
are  not  going  to  be  subject  to  prosecu- 
tion, under  this  bill,  for  their  beliefs.  I 
am  not  certain  about  it.  It  may  be  that 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  is  incorrect. 
The  bill  was  written  without  any  hear- 
ings, without  even  giving  Mr.  J.  Edgar 
Hoover  an  opportunity  to  testify  with 
reference  to  it.  We  know  the  original 
bill  is  contrary  to  everything  Mr.  Hoover 
has  ever  written  or  said  about  dealing 
with  Communists.  Yet.  he  was  not  con- 
sulted. It  not  only  applies  to  the  Com- 
munist Party,  but.  if  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  will  look  at  section  4.  he 
will  see  the  words  "Whoever  knowingly 
and  willfully  becomes  and  remains  a 
member  of  the  Communist  Party  or" — 
if  that  were  "and"  it  would  be  different — 
"or  any  other  organization  having  for 
one  of  its  purposes  or  objectives  the  es- 
tablishment, control,  conduct,  seizure, 
or  overthrow  of  the  Government." 

I  think  it  might  very  well  be  inter- 
preted to  mean  that  if  the  Department  of 
Justice  wished  to  prosecute  the  Farmer- 
Labor  Party,  the  Republican  Party,  the 
Democratic  Party,  or  the  Farmers'  Union 
it  could  do  so  under  this  language.  The 
language  reads : 

Any  other  organization  having  as  one  of  its 
purposes  or  objectives  the  establishment, 
control 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Read  on. 
Mr.  KEFAUVER.    Continuing— 

control,  conduct,  seizure,  or  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    By 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.    Continuing— 

or  the  government  of  any  State  or  political 
BUlxllvlslon  thereof,  by  the  use  of  force  or 
violence,  with  knowledge  of  the  purpose  or 
objective  of  such  organization — 

Shall  be  subject  to  all  of  its  provisions. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Senator 
really  believe  that  the  Farmers'  Union  or 
some  other  group  such  as  has  been  men- 
tioned wishes  to  overthrow  the  Govern- 
ment by  force  or  violence,  or  even  wishes 
to  overthrow  the  Government?  Does  the 
Senator  believe  he  is  doing  a  disservice 
to  such  an  organization  when  be  ignores 
the  controlling  words,  "by  force  or  vio- 
lence"? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Perhaps  that  is 
correct,  but  what  is  meant  by  "violence"? 
Is  it  loud  shouting?  Suppose  I  should 
give  the  majority  leader  a  big  push.  Is 
that  violence? 


Mr.  LAiraER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.     I  srield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Under  this  conference 
report  could  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States  arbitrarily  say,  with- 
out a  hearing,  that  they  were  such  an 
organization? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  The  Attorney  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States  could  say  that 
some  organization — it  would  not  have  to 
be  the  Communist  Party,  it  could  be  the 
Farmers'  Union — was  trying  to  get  con- 
trol of  the  Government,  and  that  it  was 
doing  so  by  the  use  of  force  or  violence. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  We  had  the  spectacle 
a  short  time  ago  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States  saying  before 
the  American  Bar  Association  that  the 
Lawyers'  Guild  was  a  Communist  or- 
ganization and  a  front  for  the  Commu- 
nist Party;  and  he  made  that  statement 
without  having  held  a  hearing.  As  the 
Senator  knows,  the  Court  of  Appeals 
said  by  a  2  to  1  decision  that  he  could 
not  do  it.  I  am  interested  in  whether/ 
or  not.  under  this  bill,  that  could  be 
done. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Huscphret]  is  correct, 
that  under  section  4  of  this  bill  if  the 
Farmers'  Union  were  trying  to  get  con- 
trol of  the  Government  and  if  it  did 
something  by  force  or  violence — it  does 
not  say  force  "and"  violence;  it  says 
force  "or"  violence — it  could  be  prose- 
cuted. I  do  not  know  what  "violence" 
means.  I  do  not  know  what  "force" 
means.  The  Senator  is  correct;  those 
words  are  there,  but  I  believe  the  point 
the  Senator  has  in  mind  is  that  the  ap- 
plication of  this  provision  is  not  limited 
to  the  Communist  Party.  It  may  apply 
to  the  Republican  Party,  the  Democratic 
Party,  or  the  Farm  Labor  Party.  I  as- 
sume the  Senator  from  Minnesota  would 
agree  that  this  provision  is  not  limited 
to  the  Communist  Party. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Of  course  not.  It 
Is  not  limited  to  the  Communist  Party, 
because  the  Communist  Party  may  dis- 
solve itself  as  the  Communist  Party  and 
call  itself  the  Knights  of  Daffodils,  or 
something  like  that.  But  if  it  is  an  or- 
ganization which  has  as  its  purpose  the 
overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  by  force  or  violence — I 
do  not  think  any  Senator  in  this  body 
is  unaware  of  what  "force"  or  "violence" 
means — then  indeed  it  Is  not  worthy  of 
the  protection  of  what  is  called  the 
peaceful  order  of  the  law.  However,  it 
must  at  all  times  be  brought  to  court. 

I  think  we  ought  not  to  forget  that 
we  are  not  organizing  vigilantes.  We 
are  saying  that  if  one  knowingly  and 
willfully  becomes  a  member  or  remains 
a  member  of  an  organization  which  has 
as  one  of  its  punx)ses  the  overthrow  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
force  or  violence,  and  with  knowledge 
of  such  purpose,  he  comes  under  the 
proscription  of  the  penalties  and  pro- 
visions of  the  Internal  Security  Act. 

There  is  not  only  the  protection  of 
the  Internal  Security  Act  in  terms  of  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Board,  but 
there  is  the  protection  of  due  process  of 
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law.  The  Oovermnent  must  be  able  to 
prove  that  the  act  was  done  knowingly 
and  willfully,  with  knowledge  of  the  pur- 
poses of  the  conspiracy  which  seeks  to 
overthrow  the  Oovemment. 

How  much  more  protection  does  one 
want  to  give?  Legislation  against  Ideas 
is  not  what  is  proposed.  It  Is  legisla- 
tion against  conspiracy.  I  wish  to  make 
the  record  crjrstal  clear  in  this  area.  I 
will  take  a  back  seat  to  no  one  in  my 
regard  for  the  rights  of  Jews.  Catholics. 
Protestants,  and  civil  liberty  groups. 
Who  would  destroy  those  people?  Who 
organized  the  anti-Semitic  campaign  in 
Europe?  The  Soviet  Union.  Who  Is 
destroying  churches?  The  Commiuiist 
Party.  Who  would  destroy  every  civil 
liberties  group  in  America?  The  Com- 
munist Party. 

We  have  a  right  to  protect  ourselves 
from  these  people,  not  as  vigilantes,  but 
through  the  due  process  of  law.  That 
is  what  we  are  endeavoring  to  do. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  I  am  happy  to  hear 
the  Senator  state  that  under  this  confer- 
ence report  no  one  could  be  pvmlshed 
because  of  his  ideas. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  I  think  the  state- 
ment of  the  Senator  in  that  respect  is  of 
importance. 

Mr.  President,  \t  seems  to  me  we  have 
In  this  conference  bill  a  great  improve- 
ment over  the  previous  bill,  but  I  believe 
this  is  the  culmination  of  a  very  imfor- 
tunate  situation  which  has  developed  in 
our  country.  Certain  persons  in  the  ad- 
ministration or  in  the  Republican  Party 
have  brought  this  on  themselves  by  mak- 
ing a  blanket  accusation  against  many 
Democrats  that  they  are  in  fact  Com- 
munists  

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Cenator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  yield  to  the 
Cenator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  do  not  wish  to  in- 
terrupt the  flow  of  the  Senator's  thought, 
but  knowing  that  he  is  a  logical  man, 
I  ask  him.  even  if  all  that  be  true,  what 
In  the  world  has  that  to  do  with  whether 
or  not  this  is  a  good  bill? 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  I  shall  try  to  show 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  what  it  has 
to  do  with  it,  if  he  will  follow  me.  In 
referring  to  a  general  attempt  to  con- 
demn the  Democrats  as  Communists  or 
to  associate  Democrats  with  Commu- 
nists, I  certainly  was  not  referring  to 
any  substantial  number  of  members  of 
the  majority  party,  and  I  certainly  was 
not  referring  to  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky for  whom  I  have  the  very  highest 
respect. 

I  think  such  charges  as  "20  years  of 
treason"  and  efforts  to  try  to  associate 
a  former  President  of  the  United  States 
with  coddling  Communists  and  being  the 
bosom  companion  of  a  number  of  Com- 
munists have  had  a  very  bad  influence 
upon  our  respectable  2-party  system. 

It  is  in  the  Interest  of  each  of  our  po- 
litical parties  to  try  to  respect  each  other 
so  that  the  American  people  will  have 
respect  for  both  of  our  political  parties. 
The  best  way  to  operate  a  democracy  is 
with  two  vigorous  national  political  par- 
ties. 


I  think  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  has  erred  In  a  great  many 
respects  in  joining  in  charges  against 
President  Truman  and  against  Demo- 
crats. I  have  differed  frequently  with 
Mr.  Truman  but  America  is  done  a  dis- 
service when  one  tries  to  tear  down  the 
honor  of  the  ofiQce  of  the  Presidency.  I 
think  it  is  very  unfortunate  that  in  many 
political  campaigns  certain  leaders  of  the 
majority  party  have  not  based  their  case 
on  the  domestic  or  foreign  policy  issues 
before  the  American  people,  but  have 
simply  called  names  and  labeled  people 
Communists  or  coddlers  of  Communists. 

Mr.  President,  the  situation  has  be- 
come so  bad — I  hope  this  may  be  the 
breaking  point — that  frequently  when 
one  disagrees  with  someone  about  any- 
thing there  is  very  little  argument  abcut 
the  merits.  In  a  blanket  fashion,  and 
summarily,  the  person  with  whom  one 
disagrees  is  condemned  as  a  Communist, 
a  leftist,  a  red,  or  somethins  of  that 
sort. 

About  6  weeks  ago,  a  subcommittee, 
of  which  the  distinguished  Presiding 
OflBcer  [Mr.  HendricksonI  was  chair- 
man, went  to  New  York  in  connection 
with  its  study  of  problems  of  juvenile 
delinquency.  We  had  before  us  the  pub- 
lisher of  one  of  the  horror  crime  books 
which  everyone  says  do  young  people  a 
lot  of  harm,  portraying  violent  death 
and  disrespect  for  policemen.  We  were 
interested  to  learn  that  about  30  million 
copies  of  that  type  of  book  are  pub- 
lished and  distributed  to  our  young 
people  every  month. 

The  editor  of  the  worst  group  of  such 
books  has  a  method  of  defending  him- 
self. He  ran  a  cartoon,  drawn  in  comic- 
book fashion,  on  the  first  page  of  one  of 
his  comic  books,  saying  that  anyone  who 
opposed  crime  or  horror  comic  books 
was  following  the  Communist  line  or 
was  playing  into  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
munists. 

That  is  the  condition  which  has  grovv-n 
up  in  this  Nation,  Mr.  President,  and  I 
think  the  political  charges  which  have 
been  hurled  from  time  to  time  by  a  few 
people  in  the  majority  party  at  Demo- 
crats here  and  there,  without  regard  to 
whether  there  is  any  factual  basis  for 
them,  are  substantially  responsible  for 
some  of  the  hysteria  and  a  good  deal  of 
the  difflculty  we  have  in  the  Nation  to- 
day. So  that  there  was  certainly  justi- 
fication, from  an  emotional  viewpoint, 
for  trying  to  put  the  shoe  on  the  other 
foot,  and  trying  to  show  by  the  bill  that 
was  prepared  and  brought  to  the  Senate, 
that  certain  Democrats  were  much  more 
eager  to  take  the  biggest  and  most 
drastic  step  possible  against  the  Com- 
munists, without  regard  to  what  Mr.  J. 
Edgar  Hoover,  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice, and  the  President  thought  about  it, 
than  were  the  members  of  the  Republi- 
can Party.  That  is  the  position  we  are 
in  today. 

The  Democratic  Party,  although  it  has 
reason  to  be  Irked  and  grieved  by  the 
communism  charge  hurled  against  it 
cannot  afford  to  be  a  party  to  unsound 
legislation  in  effort  to  retaliate.  Our 
Democratic  Party  Is  the  traditional  de- 
fender of  civil  liberties — we  have  fought 
efforts  to  deprive  men  of  freedom  of 
thought,  reUgion,  and  speech.     It  will 


destroy  our  party  to  abandon  this  con- 
cept no  matter  how  aggravating  the  sit- 
uation may  be.  A  grievous  wrong  in- 
flicted upon  us  by  the  Republicans  does 
not  justify  our  inflicting  an  even 
greater  wrong  upon  the  protections 
given  our  F>eople  by  the  Bill  of  Rights. 
The  voters  will  eventually  see  through 
the  flimsy  charges  but  they  will  never 
forgive  us  if  we  do  violence  to  basic 
rights  of  freedom. 

We  have  been  fortunate,  it  seems  to 
me,  in  having  had,  as  the  head  of  the 
United  States  internal  security  depart- 
ment, over  a  period  of  many  many  years, 
Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover.  I  think  that  if  Mr. 
Hoover  is  not  competent  to  fill  that  posi- 
tion, if  we  cannot  rely  upon  him  and 
give  great  weight  to  his  views,  we  ought 
to  get  another  director  of  the  FBI  and 
fire  Mr.  Hoover.  I  am  not  willing  to 
have  that  done,  and  I  believe  that  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  feels  that  Mr. 
Hoover,  in  chasing  down  Communists, 
in  knowing  how  to  deal  with  them,  in 
protecting  this  Nation  from  subversives 
of  all  sorts,  knows  what  he  is  doing.  He 
is  more  competent  to  do  the  job  than 
any  of  us. 

So  there  was  no  consultation  with  Mr. 
Hoover  regarding  the  provisions  of  the 
proposal  which  was  before  the  Senate 
at  midnight  the  other  night.  There  was 
httle  consideration  given  to  the  plans 
and  the  program  which  Mr.  Hoover  has  , 
worked  out  over  a  period  of  many,  many 
years.  Mr.  Hoover  was  not  con.sulted 
regarding  the  provisions  of  the  bill  which 
came  before  the  Senate  day  before  yes- 
terday. I  talked  at  great  length  with  a 
top  official  in  the  Department  of  Justice. 
I  cannot  give  his  name,  because  it  was  a 
personal  conversation,  but  I  know,  after 
talking  with  him,  that  the  Department 
of  Justice,  and  I  am  sure  it  reflects  the 
views  of  Mr.  Hoover,  felt  that  the  bill 
which  I  voted  against  the  other  day 
would  destroy  the  internal  security  pro- 
visions of  the  act,  and  undo  everything 
which  had  been  done  over  a  period  of 
4 '2  years.  It  was  felt  that  the  bill  was 
a  wrong  approach  to  the  problem,  would 
muddy  the  waters,  and  perhaps  would 
result  in  a  failure  to  secure  final  con- 
victions against  persons  who  were  tried 
and  convicted  in  the  lower  courts  under 
the  Smith  Act.  The  high  official  was 
very  much  concerned  about  it,  and 
thought  that  it  was  not  the  way  to  deal 
with  the  problem.  I  have  talked  In  days 
past  with  Mr.  Hoover.  Today  I  talked 
at  length  with  a  top  official  of  the  FBI. 
I  know  they  are  unalterably  opposed  to 
the  bill  we  passed  on  Tuesday.  This 
official  complimented  me  on  my  vote 
against  it. 

From  the  point  of  view  of  how  best  to 
deal  with  the  problem,  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  executive  department  and 
that  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion in  particular,  I  think  the  bill  we 
passed  the  other  day  was  certainly  a  very 
wrong  approach. 

I  should  now  like  to  discuss  the  con- 
ference report  in  connection  with  the 
Smith  Act  and  the  Internal  Security  Act. 
As  was  explained  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Nevada,  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Maryland,  as  well  as  other 
Senators,  and  by  representatives  of  the 
Department  of.  Justice,  it  was  fe  t  that 
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the  original  bill  If  passed  would  grant 
Immunity  to  those  who  might  be  called 
upon  to  register  as  individuals  under  the 
Internal  Security  Act,  section  7.  It  was 
stated  that  such  individuals  could  refuse 
to  register,  and  probably  could  get  by 
with  the  refusal,  under  the  protection  of 
the  fifth  amendment,  and  that  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  would  be  deprived 
of  the  benefit  of  information  regarding 
such  individuals  which  otherwise  would 
be  available  to  the  Department  if  they 
registered,  such  as  where  they  received 
their  money,  their  publication,  their  ac- 
tivities, and  the  other  information  re- 
quired under  the  registration  require- 
ments. Such  Individuals  have  already 
said  they  would  not  register.  So  that  all 
the  effort  which  has  been  made  by  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  over  the 
past  4'/2  years  to  learn  the  methods  of 
the  Communists  would  go  out  the  win- 
dow and  be  lost. 

I  have  talked  very  recently  with  a  top 
official  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investi- 
gation, and  he  informed  me  that  the 
registration  provision  would  be  one  of 
the  most  effective  methods  for  ferreting 
out  the  Communists  in  this  Nation.  He 
felt  that  such  a  provision  would  avoid 
the  charge  that  a  person  was  guilty  of 
a  crime  per  se  for  what  he  thought. 
This  official  told  me  that  punishment  for 
political  beliefs  would  make  martyrs  of 
many  Communists,  persons  who  might 
otherwise  register  as  members  of  the 
Communist  Party.  He  felt  that  certain 
elements  in  this  country  might  go  to 
the  defense  of  such  persons  and  thus 
give  conmiunism  some  respectability. 
The  Communist  Party  has  already  an- 
nounced that  it  is  not  going  to  register 
and  that  its  members  are  not  goiiig  to 
register.  By  refusing  to  do  so  they  will 
outlaw  themselves.  They  can  then  be 
prosecuted,  not  for  what  they  think,  but 
for  failure  to  register.  World  pubUc 
opinion  will  l>e  on  our  side  if  we  handle 
this  problem  as  Mr.  Hoover  suggests. 
We  will  lose  it  by  prosecution  for  po- 
litical beliefs  per  se. 

The  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
feels  that  failing  to  register  would  be  a 
great  psychological  blow  against  what 
the  Communists  stand  for,  and  that 
prosecuting  such  persons  for  a  violation 
of  the  registration  provisions  could  not 
be  alleged  as  prosecuting  persons  just 
because  of  certain  views  which  they 
might  hold,  but  that  it  would  merely  l>e 
a  prosecution  of  persons  for  their  re- 
fusal to  admit  that  they  have  those 
views. 

Certainly,  from  the  viewpoint  of  deal- 
ing with  such  persons,  we  would  still 
be  protecting  our  basic  freedoms  under 
the  Bill  of  Rights.  The  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation  has  already  informed 
us  that  by  far  the  most  effective  method 
of  deaUng  with  the  Communists  is  the 
method  which  has  l)een  worked  out. 
That  has  been  the  view  of  President 
Eisenhower,  and  it  Is  also  the  view  of 
the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States. 

I  have  in  my  hand  two  recent  speeches 
of  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States.  One  was  delivered  on  April  9. 
1954.  in  one  of  his  reports  to  the  Nation, 
in  which  Mr.  Brownell  discussed  how  the 


registration  provisions  would  work,  and 
why  It  was  not  desired  that  Communists 
be  driven  underground.  On  page  2  of 
the  speech  it  is  pointed  out  that  many, 
many  FBI  agents  themselves  have  gotten 
into  Communist  cells  in  order  that  they 
might  obtain  information. 

Under  the  original  bill,  which  made 
membership  In  the  Communist  Party  a 
crime  per  se,  I  did  not  see  any  exception 
made  for  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion agents  who  might  themselves  join 
the  party  in  the  course  of  their  work. 
I  suppose  some  method  could  be  found 
so  that  such  persons  would  not  be  sub- 
ject to  prosecution,  but  I  did  not  find  any 
provision  to  that  effect. 

The  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
and  the  top  Department  of  Justice  offi- 
cials feel  that  there  certainly  should  be 
some  oppKartunity  left  for  repentance  by 
young  persons  who  might  make  mistakes 
and  join  the  Communist  Party.  Certain 
young  persons  in  school  are  likely  to 
take  any  kind  of  wild  action.  Any  law 
which  would  make  them  criminals  for 
the  rest  of  their  lives  would  not  be  in 
keeping  with  our  system.  Such  a  bill 
would  prevent  them  from  repenting  of 
their  actions.  It  would  not  be  possible 
to  have  any  more  Budeiizes  or  other 
persons  who  might  later  see  the  light  of 
day,  admit  that  they  had  made  a  mis- 
take, and  decide  to  be  good  citizens. 
They  would  be  outlawed,  and  branded 
and  marked  as  criminals  for  the  rest  of 
their  lives.  I  do  not  think  we  want  that 
kind  of  thing  to  happen. 

Frankly,  I  think  the  section  as  now 
written  is  just  about  a  restatement  of 
the  Smith  Act.  although  it  will  not  be 
quite  as  useful  to  the  Department  of 
Justice  as  is  the  Smith  Act.  which  I 
supported  and  for  which  I  voted.  A  good 
many  convictions  have  already  been  ob- 
tained under  the  Smith  Act. 

In  New  York,  13  have  been  convicted, 
and  their  cases  are  pending  on  appeal; 
in  Honolulu,  7;  in  Seattle,  5;  in  Los 
Angeles.  14;  in  Detroit.  6;  in  Philadel- 
phia, 9;  in  Pittsburgh.  5;  in  St.  Louis,  5. 
All  those  convictions  are  on  appeal.  The 
Department  of  Justice  feels  that  the  en- 
actment of  the  bill  that  was  before  us 
the  other  day  might  have  enabled  those 
persons  to  win  their  cases  In  the  appelate 
courts.  One  reason  why  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  feels  those  persons  might 
thus  have  been  able  to  win  their  cases, 
on  appeal,  is  that  under  the  Smith  Act 
they  have  been  found  guilty  of  being 
members  of  the  Communist  Party,  and 
of  having  entered  into  a  conspiracy  or 
of  having  done  some  other  illegal  act 
and  have  been  convicted.  The  theory  is 
that  under  this  bill,  as  it  was  before  to- 
day, if  something  could  not  exist  legally, 
then  the  attorneys  undoubtedly  would 
argue  to  the  Supreme  Court.  "These  per- 
sons cannot  be  convicted  of  doing  some- 
thing that  does  not  legally  exist,"  and 
therefore  they  might  win  their  appeals. 

There  are  other  reasons  why  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  felt  that  the  bill 
which  was  before  us  the  day  before  yes- 
terday might  adversely  affect  the  Smith 
Act. 

In  New  York,  there  are  11  who  have 
been  convicted  under  the  Smith  Act,  and 
are  now  in  Jail.    In  Baltimore  there  are 


6.  There  are  upwards  of  100  function- 
aries of  the  Communist  Party  who  are 
involved  in  Smith  Act  convictions  or 
appeals.  Some  of  the  names  are  Eliza- 
beth Plynn,  Pettis  Perry,  Steve  Nelson. 
William  Schneiderman,  Jon  Hall,  Art 
Bary,  and  many,  many  others. 

Under  the  Internal  Security  Act,  the 
Board  has  found  that  the  Cconmunist 
P>arty  Is  an  International  conspiracy 
dedicated  to  the  overthrow  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  and  that 
is  now  on  appeal.  The  case  was  argued 
in  April  before  the  United  States  Court 
of  Appeals.  The  decision  is  now  being 
awaited.  The  Department  of  Justice 
feels  that  the  Government  will  win  Its 
case.  Although  I  have  not  gone  into 
the  matter,  I  can  see  no  substantial  legal 
reason  why  the  Government  should  not 
win  it,  and  the  Communist  Party  will 
then  have  to  register  and  submit  a  list 
of  its  membership  for  registration.  In- 
dividual members  will  be  required  to 
register. 

The  Board  has  before  it  the  cases  of 
14  Communist-front  organizations.  In- 
cluding the  Labor  Youth  League,  the 
Jefferson  School  of  Social  Science,  the 
Veterans  of  the  Abraham  Lincoln  Bri- 
gade, and  the  National  Council  of  Amer- 
ican-Soviet Friendship.  Cases  against 
eight  other  Communist-front  organiza- 
tions are  pending. 

Of  course,  the  members  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  will  be  required  to  regis- 
ter as  soon  as  the  case  now  before  the 
court  of  appeals  has  been  sustained  by 
the  Supreme  Court. 

The  passage  of  the  bill  which  was  be- 
fore us  Tuesday  would  have  allowed 
those  persons  claim  immtmity  when  they 
were  called  upon  to  register  under  sec- 
tion 8  of  the  Internal  Security  Act.  So 
the  registration  provision  and  all  the 
plans  made  in  connection  with  it  would 
have  been  nullified.  I  am  afraid  that 
the  cases  which  now  are  pending  against 
the  Communist  Party,  and  are  in  the 
court  of  appeals,  and  the  actions  now 
pending  against  the  Communist-front 
organizations  might  have  t>een  termi- 
nated if  that  measure  had  been  passed. 

The  conference  report,  as  it  Is  now 
before  us,  declares  that  the  Communist 
Party  is  an  international  conspiracy  ded- 
icated to  the  overthrow  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Umted  States  by  force  or 
violence.  In  view  of  the  decisions  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  the  holdings  of  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Board,  and 
other  evidence  which  is  well  known  to 
the  American  people,  both  by  judicial 
review  and  by  things  we  know  of  our 
own  knowledge,  we  are  justified  in  tak- 
ing that  step  and  in  declaring  as  a  mat- 
ter of  legislative  record  that  the  Com- 
munist Party  is  such  a  conspiracy.  I 
think  that  action  should  be  taken  very 
thoughtfully  and  carefully,  because  cer- 
tainly we  do  not  wish  to  get  in  the  habit 
of  outlawing  an  organization  or  declar- 
ing it  to  be  a  conspiracy  against  the 
United  States,  just  because  we  do  not 
happen  to  like  the  organization. 

But  in  view  of  all  the  decisions  and 
everything  else  that  has  occurred,  I 
think  we  are  justified  in  taking  that  ac- 
tion; and  that,  I  take  It,  is  now  the 
largest  thing  the  measure  before  us  doea. 
Even  under  this  conference  report  the 
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organization  can  still  exist  even  though 
its  rights  may  be  taken  away. 

To  sections  2  and  3  of  the  House  bill 
was  added  section  4.  which  was  said  by 
its  sponsors  to  make  a  person  guilty  of 
a  crime,  regardless  of  whether  he  had 
committeed  an  act  or  had  done  any- 
thing else,  but  merely  if  he  were  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Communist  Party. 

I  voted  against  that  provision  because 
I  do  not  wish  to  take  action  which  will 
completely  nullify  everything  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  and  the  FBI  have 
done  in  the  last  4V^  years.  I  do  not 
wish  to  destroy  the  Smith  Act,  and  thus 
let  those  who  now  have  been  convicted, 
and  whose  convictions  are  on  appeal, 
or  those  who  are  now  under  indictment 
under  the  Smith  Act.  get  off  free.  That 
is  what  ttiat  provision  might  have  done. 
Certainly  it  would  have  destroyed  the 
Internal  Security  Act  and  would  have 
upset  everything  Mr.  Hoover  has  been 
doing,  without  even  asking  him  whether 
it  was  a  good  thing  to  do.  and  without 
knowing  who  was  opposed  to  it.  If  we 
have  confidence  in  Mr.  Hoover,  we  should 
stand  by  him.  and  should  not  take  action 
contrary  to  the  whole  system  he  has  rec- 
ommended. So  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  have  that  confidence. 

But  the  present  conference  report,  ac- 
cording to  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Btttxer]  and  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  Humphrey ].  eliminates  or 
modifies  that  provision,  so  that  it  would 
not  grant  a  member  of  the  Communist 
Party  immunity  from  registration,  and 
would  not  allow  prosecutions  just  for 
what  some  person  might  think  in  his  own 
mind.  So  I  think  the  conference  report 
is  a  great  improvement,  and  substan- 
tially takes  us  back  to  the  House  bill, 
which  I  was  for,  and  to  which  I  regret 
the  Senate  amendment  was  added. 

So,  Mr.  President,  on  the  basis  that 
the  conference  report  is  better,  and  that 
one  section  of  it  might  do  some  good, 
in  being  a  declaration  that  the  Conunu- 
nist  Party  is  an  international  conspiracy, 
I  expect  to  vote  for  the  report. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  two  editorials  in  connection  with 
this  measure.  One  of  them  is  from  the 
Newark  Star -Ledger  of  yesterday  and 
the  other  is  an  editorial  appearing  in 
the  Washington  Post  and  Times  Herald 
and  the  New  York  Times,  Herald  Trib- 
une. Chicago  Daily  News,  and  Wall 
Street  Journal  of  this  morning.  All  edi- 
torials substantially  set  forth  the  view- 
point I  have  expressed  on  this  matter. 
Also  I  ask  permission  to  have  printed 
excerpts  from  two  speeches  of  Attorney 
Genial  Brownell. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edito- 
rials were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

[Prom  the  Newark  Star  Ledger] 
Stizx  a  HAKMrxTL  Gesture 

The  Hoiise  of  Representatives  has  passed 
a  so-called  antl-Communlst  blU  that,  un- 
like the  Senate  biU,  avoids  labeling  mere 
membership  in  the  Communist  Party  a 
crime.  The  House  bill  outlaws  the  activities 
of  the  party,  but  not  mere  membership. 

WhUe  this  biU  is  less  flamboyant  than  the 
Senate  bill.  It  Is  nonetheless  a  harmful  and 
showy  gestxu-e.  We  can  see  no  gain  to  na- 
tional security  arising,  tea  instance,  out  of 


banning  the  C(Hnmunlst  Party  from  appear- 
ing on  the  election  ballot.  It  is  far  hotter 
to  encourage  those  who  harbor  CommunlEt 
views  to  express  them  in  a  legitimate  way 
than  to  drive  such  expression  underground 
and  make  a  mystery  out  of  the  extent  of 
Communist  political  strength. 

The  Members  of  Congress  who  are  eager 
to  deal  a  telling  blow  against  commualsm 
would  do  far  better  to  avoid  sv.ch  empty  and 
harmful  gestures  as  those  under  considera- 
tion and,  instead,  to  support  concrete  meas- 
ures, such  as  legalizing  of  wiretap  evidence 
In  prosecution  of  Communists  for  espionage. 

Ironically,  the  wiretap  bill,  requested  by 
the  Department  of  Justice,  Is  being  stalled. 
Yet  there  is  eagerness  on  the  part  of  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  to  demonstrate  their  anti- 
Communist  feelings  for  the  record  by  vonlng 
for  a  sweeping,  spectacular  but  senseless 
outlawing  measure. 

HtSTTERIA  ox  THE  HiLL  | 

Congress  has  lost  all  sense  of  restraint  In 
dealing  with  the  volatile  Communist  isfue. 
In  the  wave  of  hysteria  that  swept  over 
Capitol  HUl  on  Tuesday,  both  Houses  aban- 
doned any  attempt  to  work  out  sensible 
control  measures  and  voted  the  proposals 
which  seemed  to  reflect  the  greatest  degree 
of  hatred  and  contempt  for  communism. 
So  far  as  this  sentiment  Is  concerned,  it  is 
almost  unanimously  shared  by  the  American 
pe(^le.  But  hatred  of  communism  was  not, 
and  is  not,  the  issue  before  Congress.  Rath- 
er, It  is  a  question  of  how  the  Communist 
conspiracy  can  best  be  dealt  with  in  keeping 
with  our  principles  of  freedom  and  Justice. 

In  passing  Its  first  bill  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party  last  week  the  Senate  seemed 
to  have  some  qualms  about  penalizing  mere 
membership  in  that  agency  of  Moscow.  It 
made  Its  stern  criminal  penalties  applicable 
only  to  party  members  who  could  be  con- 
victed also  of  committing  some  act  to  carry 
into  effect  the  purposes  of  the  party.  This 
was  an  obvious  effort  to  avoid  punishment 
of  individuals  for  mere  beliefs.  It  provided, 
however,  only  a  vague  test  of  guilt  that  n'.et 
understandable  protests  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice. 

In  its  second  version  of  the  bill,  therefore. 
the  Senate  ripped  out  that  clumsy  safeguard 
and  wrote  In  Its  place  an  outright  condemna- 
tion not  only  of  Communist  Party  members 
but  also  of  fellow  travelers  who  can  be  shown 
to  have  aided  the  Communist  Party.  It  Is 
deeply  ironical  that  In  this  sweeping  gesture 
Senator  Humphrey  and  other  liberals  em- 
braced the  proposal  of  Representative  Martin 
Dies,  former  head  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Un-American  Activities.  Under  this 
liberal-reactionary  formula,  courts  and  Juries 
are  instructed  to  take  Into  consideratioh.  In 
determining  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  per- 
sons accused  of  being  Communists,  whetlier 
they  have  contributed  money  to  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  carried  out  any  of  its  plans,  pub- 
lished anything  in  behalf  of  Its  alms,  con- 
ferred with  any  Communist  in  behalf  of  its 
plans,  or  in  any  way  participated  in  its  alms 
or  activities.  Such  a  law  might  be  used  to 
herd  into  prison  thousands  of  persons  who 
have  never  been  Communists  and  who  bave 
no  basic  sympathy  with  the  Communist 
conspiracy. 

In  many  respects  there  is  poetic  Justice 
in  this  Democratic  drive  to  outdo  McCAgTHT 
in  toughness  toward  communism.  For  Bev- 
eral  years  the  Republican  Party  has  been 
shrieking  about  Communists  in  Government 
and  soft  policies  toward  Moscow.  Now  the 
tables  are  turned.  The  Democrats  in  Con- 
gress are  apparently  determined  to  go  the 
last  mile  in  voting  anti-Communist  regard- 
less of  how  unconstitutional  or  unreasonable 
their  scheme  may  be.  Republican  goading 
has  pushed  them  to  that  extreme,  and  be- 
cause of  their  own  past  demagogy  in  this 
sphere  Republican  legislators  now  hav«  no 


solid  ground  on  which  they  can  (tand  in 
resisting  a  similar  wave  of  demagogy  from 
the  opposition. 

Somewhere  In  the  process,  howeiver.  the 
national  Interest  In  maintaining  h,  sound 
policy  of  Internal  security  must  bresik  up  thla 
emotional  and  political  stampede.  Appar- 
ently it  is  too  late  for  the  House  to  Insist  on 
its  original  bill,  as  the  conferees  have  been 
instructed  to  accept  the  principle  of  the 
Senate  bill.  In  the  circumstances,  the  best 
course  may  be  to  let  the  measure  die  in 
conference.  However,  if  it  comes  out  In  the 
form  given  it  by  the  Senate,  the  President 
would  have  ample  reason  to  pockeC  veto  It. 

As  the  bill  would  wreck  the  present  laws 
for  keeping  subversives  under  control,  it 
might  work  to  the  substantial  advantage  of 
the  Communists.  And  It  would  be  a  blot  up- 
on American  traditions  that  would  hurt  the 
cause  of  freedom  far  beyond  our  own  bor- 
ders. The  leaders  who  take  responsibility 
for  stopping  this  whirlwind  of  hysteria  will, 
in  our  opinion,  earn  the  applause  of  his- 
tory and  the  thanks  of  all  who  wish  to  main- 
tain a  reasonable  balance  between  freedom 
and  security. 

The    Anti-Communist    BiLt 
[From  the  New  York  Timesj 

Amidst  all  the  confusion  among  House. 
Senate,  administration  and  public  over  the 
anti-Communist  bill  that  has  been  Whlpsaw- 
ing  back  and  forth  the  last  few  days,  two 
facts  are  outstandingly  clear.  On«  Is  that 
Congress  has  been  giving  Just  about  the 
moet  vivid  exhibition  of  how  not  to  legislate 
that  it  has  presented  in  years;  and  the  other 
Is  that  the  forces  of  demagogy  on  both  sides 
of  the  aisle — and  In  the  most  unexpected 
quarters — have  risen  with  frightening  Epeed 
and  strength  to  overwhelm  the  Judgment  and 
courage  that  the  American  people  ha.'e  a 
right  to  expect  from  their  legislators. 

That  communism  Is  a  subversive  doctrine 
and  that  the  Communist  Party  Is  an  organ- 
Ism  dominated  and  directed  by  a  foreign 
power  Is  one  matter  on  which  virtually  ail 
Americans  are  in  agreement.  That  we  must 
protect  ourselves  against  any  danger  of  sub- 
version from  communism  goes  without  say- 
ing. That  we  have  already  taken  Important, 
effective  steps  to  do  Just  that  is  a  matter  of 
history.  That  the  pending  legislation 
threatens  to  wreck  the  control  me^ures  al- 
ready well  under  way.  that  it  may  drive  the 
Communist  Party  further  underground,  and 
that  it  probably  does  violence  to  the  Con- 
stitution and  the  civil  liberties  of  all  Amer- 
icans—these are  points  that  the  majority  of 
our  legislators  of  both  parties  seem  to  have 
forgotten  In  the  desire  to  score  a  political 
point  in  an  election  year. 

The  legislation  as  it  passed  the  Senate  and 
was  accepted  in  principle  by  the  House  has 
been  written  largely  on  the  floor.  Politics 
has  been  the  dominant  motif,  for  the  Demo- 
crate  have  been  so  cowed  by  Republican 
attacks  on  their  loyalty  that  they  now  think 
It  necessary  to  prove,  even  if  by  similar  dema- 
gogic means,  that  they  are  Just  as  anti- 
Communist  as  the  Republicans.  The  admin- 
istration, some  of  whose  important  members 
and  advisers  have  engaged  in  thes«  attacks 
on  the  Democrats,  is  now  in  the  poeitlon  of 
struggling  to  forestall  antl-Communlst  legis- 
lation that  could  deeply  Injure  the  cause  of 
genuine  antlcommunism.  Everyone  Is  In  a 
state  of  confusion.  This  Is  a  sorry  »pectacle 
for  our  great  and  powerful  democracy  to 
present  to  a  watching  world. 

[From    the    New    York    Herald    Tribune    of 
August  19,  19541 
Politics  Unlimited 
If  the  Senate  and  the  House  had  gone  col- 
lectively mad  In  these  last  days  of  the  session 
they   could    hardly   have   acted    more   wildly 
than  they  have  In  regard  to  the  Communist 
issue.     Here   was  a  business   in   wlilch   the 
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Gorernmeiit  la  already  deeply  engaged. 
Complex  l<!glslatlon  has  been  paaaed  by  pre- 
vious Confesses  and  after  long  testa  sus- 
tained by  t.he  courts.  Changes  In  the  way  of 
dealing  with  domestic  Conununista  should 
certainly  have  been  subject  to  the  most  care- 
ful deliberation;  the  advice  of  thoae  directly 
concerned  with  the  problem — the  Chief  Kx- 
ecutlve,  ttte  Attorney  General,  the  head  of 
the  FBI — should  have  been  thoroughly 
weighed. 

Yet  this  week  the  Senate  and  the  House 
passed  legislation  which  would  nullify  exist- 
ing programs  for  dealing  with  communism. 
They  took  this  course  In  direct  opposition  to 
President  lasenhower,  Mr.  Brownell.  and  Mr. 

Hoover.  And  they  did  it  all  in  a  fit  of  ab- 
sence of  mind — or,  more  accurately,  in  a  fit 
of  extreme  and  irresponsible  politics. 

It  appeai-8  to  have  been  cunning  partisan- 
ship whlcli  Induced  Senator  Hubert  Hum- 
PHKiY.  Deriocrat.  of  Minnesota,  to  offer  the 
original  amendment  outlawing  the  Commu- 
nist Party.  It  appears  to  have  been  election 
fever  whlcli  Induced  the  Senate  to  go  along. 
The  House  proceeded  to  offer  a  way  out,  with 
a  sensible  compromise  which  would  leave 
the  basic  anti-Communist  laws  intact.  But 
on  Tuesday  reason  fled  from  both  Chambers, 
and  the  Republican  party  leaders  are  now 
left  with  the  wcll-nlgh  Impossible  task  of 
making  modifications  In  conference  which 
Win  somehow  please  everyone. 

As  passed  by  the  Senate,  the  antl-Commu- 
nlst measure  Is  confused  and  extreme.  Did 
the  Democrats  plan  to  force  the  President 
into  a  dilemma  where  he  must  either  accept 
a  law  impoeslble  to  administer  or  else  Impose 
a  veto  which  could  be  used  against  him  In 
an  election  year?  Was  this  their  plan?  If 
so,  they  mv.st  be  accused  of  playing  politics 
with  basic  issues  and  of  making  a  mockery 
out  of  the  SDlemn  and  implacable  business  of 
malntalnlni;  safeguards  against  Cooununlst 
infiltration. 

Fortunately  It  can  be  recorded  that  when 
the  chips  were  down  the  Republicans  In  the 
Senate  voted  overwhelmingly  to  support  the 
President's  position  and  that  In  the  House 
they  took  t  ne  same  course.  98  to  56.  These 
majorities  tre  Impressive.  It  Is  a  pity  they 
were  not  enough  to  make  good  sense  prevail. 

(From  the  Wall  Street  Journal  of  August  19, 
1954) 

FOLmCAL   SKUU>X7GGEXT 

There  waj;  before  the  Senate  a  bill  which 
would  have  denied  bargaining  rights  to  labor 
unions  where  It  could  be  shown  that  the 
union   was    Communist   dominated. 

During  the  Sencte  consideration  there  was 
proposed  an  amendment  which  would  outlaw 
the  Communist  Party  and  which  would  make 
membership  In  the  Communist  Party  a  pun- 
ishable offense.  Tha:  amendment  was 
adopted  unsnlmously. 

The  bin  then  went  back  to  the  House  of 
Representatives  which  had  already  passed 
that  part  af  ectlng  labor  unions.  There  the 
Senate  amendments  outlawing  the  party 
were  toned  down,  the  practical  effect  of  the 
changes  being  that  the  party  would  have  no 
legal  standing  as  a  party  but  membership 
would  not  be  punishable. 

Then  the  bill  returned  to  the  Senate  and 
t-  e  Senate  voted  41  to  39  to  add  to  the  blU 
an  outlaw  jirovlslon  which  went  even  fur- 
ther than  tae  original  one  that  the  Senate 
passed.  In  short  order  the  House  voted  208 
to  100  to  agree  with  the  Senate. 

Now  let  us  see  how  all  of  this  came  about. 

The  outlawing  amendment  was  sponsored 
by  Democra-^s  who  are  of  the  so-called  liberal 
wing.  None  of  the  sponsors  have  been 
noted  as  among  those  who  have  taken  the 
lead  In  alerting  the  country  to  the  dangers 
of  Communist  infiltration;  rather  they  have 
been  among  those  ready  to  shout  "red-baiter" 
and  "witch-hunt."  Also  these  liberals  are 
counted  as  among  legislators  most  friendly 
to  labor  unioas. 


Then  the  question  arises  why  they  sought 
to  attach  to  an  anti-Cooimunist  blU  pro- 
vlalona  which  went  beyond  the  wishes  of 
tiMse  who  first  proposed  the  legislation. 

Thers  Is  no  pretense  as  to  their  purpose. 
They  sought  to  embarrass  the  proponents 
at  the  bill.  Specifically  the  liberals  have 
resented — also  they  have  feared — the  Repub- 
lican charges  that  In  the  past  they  had  been 
■oft  toward  Conununlsts.  So  they  moved  to 
put  the  Republicans  in  a  hole;  to  force  them 
either  to  go  all  out  In  their  opposition  to 
oommunlsnr  or  to  still  their  accusations 
toward  the  liberals. 

There  Is  no  claim  In  any  Washington  dis- 
patch that  we  have  read  that  this  Is  a  bona 

fide  effort  to  deal  with  Communist  inflltra- 
tion.  Is  is  solely  an  effort  to  put  a  political 
opponent  in  a  hole. 

One  circumstance  alone  shows  the  lack  of 
sincerity.  The  last  set  of  amendments 
which  the  Senate  adopted  and  which  were 
sponsored  by  the  "liberals"  were  borrowed 
from  a  proposal  first  drawn  up  by  Repre- 
sentative Maktin  Diks,  of  Texas.  Mr.  Dies 
was  at  one  time  chairman  of  the  House  Un- 
American  Activities  Committee  and  as  such 
a  diligent  nemesis  of  the  Communists.  For 
this  work  Mr.  Dies  was  denounced  loudly 
and  often,  and  among  his  severe  critics  were 
some  of  the  very  liberals  who  now  adopt  his 
proposals. 

Opponents  of  a  bill  which  cannot  be  de- 
feated outright  sometimes  try  to  load  the 
bill  with  amendments  which  will  make  it 
impractical,  unenforceable,  probably  uncon- 
stitutional or  even  ridiculous.  This  Is  a 
parliamentary  device  as  old  as  parliaments 
which  have  always  had  their  share  of  men 
whose  scruples  were  secondary  to  their  ptir- 
poses. 

How  baldly  this  stratagem  was  used  in  the 
Senate  Communist  bill  is  shown  by  some  of 
its  provisions. 

One  of  these  provisions  is  that  It  would 
be  evidence  of  cooperation  with  the  Com- 
munist groups  If  any  person  has  indicated 
a  willingness  to  carry  out  alms  and  pur- 
poses of  the  party.  For  all  we  know  the 
Communist  Party  may  be  against  Juvenile 
delinquency.     So  is  this  newspaper. 

That  is  a  fair  sample  of  the  sweeping 
and  vague  provisions  of  this  Senate  bill. 

We  are  not  here  considering  the  question 
of  whether  or  not  there  ought  to  be  legisla- 
tion outlawing  the  Communist  Party. 
Some  people  who  have  studied  the  subject 
sincerely  believe  that  such  a  step  should  be 
taken. 

But  we  do  say  that  If  such  a  course  Is  to 
be  foUowed.  then  It  ought  to  be  followed 
after  all  steps  are  carefuly  considered.  It 
certainly  ought  not  to  be  adopted  In  a 
hurry.  And  it  certainly  ought  not  to  be 
adopted  as  a  byproduct  of  a  piece  of  politi- 
cal skulduggery. 

We  think  President  Eisenhower  has  no 
choice  except  to  veto  a  bill  with  such  a 
legislative  history. 

(Prom    the   Chicago   Dally   News   of   August 
16.  1954] 

SENATE   Vote   Hasty,   Unneeded — Panic   Re- 
vealed BT  Bill  To  OtrrLAw  Communism 

The  rivalry  of  Senators  to  outdo  each  other 
in  antl-Communlst  legislation  has  produced 
a  hastily  written  bill  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party.  It  passed  the  Senate  by 
85  votes  to  none  after  one  single  day's  con- 
sideration. 

Surely  an  act  that  comes  so  close  to  the 
bills  of  attainder  forbidden  by  the  Con- 
stitution ought  to  have  received  more 
thoughtful  consideration  than  this  one. 

It  is  a  radical  departure  for  Congress  to 
proscribe  the  guilty,  whether  individuals  or 
an  organization,  by  name.  Criminal  law 
traditionally  defines  a  crime  and  leaves  to 
Judicial  process  the  identification  of  those 
who  fit  the  definition. 


The  dlfferenoe  may  appear  slight  In  this 
instance,  but  It  represents  an  extremely 
dangerous  tendency.  It  Is  only  one  step 
removed  from  the  kind  of  law  that  would 
say:  "Be  it  enacted  that  Jt^in  Doe  of  such 
and  such  an  address  be  Imprlaotied  for  Ufe 
because  he  la  a  bad  man." 

The  bill  was  offered  as  a  substitute  fcr  « 
Republican-sponsored  bill  that  would  havs 
permitted  the  Attorney  General  to  declar* 
Communist-dominated  unions  to  be  sub- 
versive, and  to  deny  them  all  bargaining 
rights.     Finally  the  two  were  combined. 

It  was  Introduced  from  the  floor  by  Sen- 
ator HiTMPEaET  of  Minnesota,  with  the 
sponsorship  of  other  leading  liberal  Demo- 
crats, including  our  own  Paul  Douglas.  It 
was  adopted  without  referral  to  any  com- 
mittee, after  several  improvised  amendments 
were  voted  on  the  floor. 

HcMPHRET's  maneuver  was  calculated  as 
a  demonstration  that  Democratic  liberals 
hate  Communists  as  m6ch  as  the  Republi- 
cans, and  possibly  more. 

J.  Edgar  Hoover,  the  FBI  chief,  has  always 
opposed  legislation  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party;  so,  up  to  now,  have  Attorney  Gen- 
eral Brownell  and  President  Eisenhower. 
With  Congress  under  inessure  for  qxilck  ad- 
journment, they  may  succeed  in  sidetrack- 
ing It  In  the  House. 

Congress  has  reached  such  a  state  of  de- 
moralization that  it  seems  unable  to  give 
rational  consideration  to  any  measure 
labeled  anti-Communist  if  it  reaches  the 
floor. 

This  Congress  has  already,  for  Instance, 
produced  a  statute  requiring  the  registration 
of  Communist  printing  and  reproducing  ma- 
chinery— a  part -way  throwback  to  concepts 
of  press  licensing  obsolete  in  the  English- 
speaking  world  for  centuries. 

It  Is  dUBcult  to  see  what  the  proponents 
expected  the  Humphrey  bill  to  do,  legiti- 
mately, that  cannot  be  done  already  under 
the  Smith  Act.  Under  this,  more  than  100 
Communists  have  already  been  convicted  for 
allegedly  advocating  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  by  violence.  The  Government 
started  prosecuting  leaders,  but  lately  it  has 
been  prosecuting  lesser  figures. 

Judicial  review  of  these  convictions  may 
reveal  some  instances  where  the  "teaching 
and  advocating"  was  a  far-fetched  Inference 
from  a  man's  recommendation  of  books  ex- 
pressing the  opinion  that  a  violent  class- 
confllct  is  a  historic  inevitability. 

The  Humphrey  bill  does  not  quite  make 
membership  In  the  Communist  Party  a  crime 
by  Itself.  It  requires  some  show  of  bad  pur- 
pose. Its  penalties  (Imprisonment  up  to  5 
years  and  fines  up  to  910,000)  apply  to  "who- 
ever knowingly,  willfully,  and  intentionally 
becomes  or  remains  a  member  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  or  any  other  organization  hav- 
ing for  one  of  Its  purposes  or  objectives  the 
establishment,  conduct,  control,  seiztire,  or 
overthrow  of  the  United  States,  or  the  gov- 
ernment of  any  State  or  subdivision  thereof, 
by  the  use  of  force  or  violence,  with  knowl- 
edge of  the  purpKise  or  objective  of  such  or- 
ganization." 

An  amendment  by  Senator  Coopes  added 
this  phrase :  "and  commits  any  act  designed 
to  carry  into  effect  the  purposes  of  such 
Communist  Party  or  organization." 

To  require  proof  of  an  overt  act  was  de- 
plored by  some  advocates  of  the  bill.  The 
Smith  Act.  forbidding  the  advocacy  of  vio- 
lent revolution,  does  not  require  proof  of  any 
violent  act  or  actual  preparation  for  one.  It 
is  by  no  means  dear  how.  in  practice.  Senator 
Coom's  amendment  would  restrict  the  ap- 
plication of  the  bill  if  it  became  law. 

Would  it  mean  that  the  party  member 
would  have  to  commit  some  jdolence  to  suf- 
fer its  penalties?  Or  would  mj  act,  such  as 
soliciting  a  new  membership  or  attending  a 
meeting,  be  considered  as  furthering  the 
party's  purposes?  No  one  can  anUdpaM 
what  the  courts  would  decide. 
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The  Introduction  of  Senator  Hxtuphvct's 
bni  Is  not  the  first  time  that  the  Democratic 
liberals  have  sponsored  more  repression  than 
the  "reactionaries"  on  the  other  side  had 
preTlously  sought. 

Democrata  like  dodolas  fought  the  hill  re« 
quiring  the  registration  of  Communtst-front 
organizations  and  their  members  under  the 
McCarran  Antlsubverslve  Act.  But  In  the 
wlndup,  they  tacked  on  a  provision  to  create 
concentration  camps  where  the  Government 
might  lock  up  everybody  suspected  of  com- 
munism U  we  appear  to  be  In  danger  of  war 
with  a  Ck>mmunlst  nation. 

Senator  htticphbxt'b  supporters  made  It 
plain  last  week  that  their  purpose  In  back- 
ing this  bin  was  to  refute  the  charge  that 
their  party  had  coddled  treason  during  Its 
20  years  of  power. 

We  have  reached  a  sorry  state  of  demor- 
alization in  Washington  indeed  if  no  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  dares  examine  such  a  sub- 
ject as  this  with  a  due  regard  for  its  effect 
as  precedent  on  the  liberties  of  all  kinds 
of  non-Communist  Americans  for  genera- 
tions to  come. 

Liberalism,  in  its  noble  and  historic  sense, 
did  not  have  one  spokesman  in  the  Senate 
last  week.  The  self-styled  Democratic  lib- 
erals could  think  of  no  answer  to  their  de- 
tractors except  to  outdo  them  in  the  spon- 
sorship of  repression. 

Statzmknt  bt  Hon.  Herbert  Browneix,  Jr., 
Attornet  Okmeral  of  the  UNrTED  States, 
Prepared  for  Testimont  Before  a  Sub- 
committee OF  the  Judiciary  Committee, 
HOUSE  OF  Representatives,  Monday,  April, 
12,  1954 

Most  of  the  pending  proposals  to  make 
Communist  Party  membership  Illegal  per  se 
provide  a  conclusive  legislative  finding  that 
the  Communist  Party  in  the  United  States 
Is  dedicated  to  the  overthrow  of  the  Gov- 
ernment by  force  and  violence.  Unlike  the 
Smith  Act  (18  U.  S.  C.  2385)  and  the  Internal 
Security  Act  (50  U.  S.  C,  supp.  V.  sec.  781). 
which  require  the  court  to  determine  on 
the  evidence  the  nature  of  the  party  and 
the  legality  of  its  activities,  these  measures 
seek  to  foreclose  court  review  of  that  fact. 

It  Is  true  that  a  legislative  finding  In  this 
regard  la  entitled  to  great  weight.  Com- 
municationa  Assn.  v.  Douds  (339  U.  8.  382, 
387-389).  The  Supreme  Court  has  consist- 
ently recognized  the  Illegal  objectives  of  the 
party.  {Dennis  v.  United  States  (341  U.  S. 
494,  498):  Hariaiades  y.  Shaughnessy  (342 
U.  S.  580.  690);  Carlson  v.  Landon  (342  U.  S. 
624,  636).)  Since  the  executive,  legislative, 
and  Judicial  branches  of  the  Oovernment 
have  all  recognized  the  special  character  of 
the  Communist  Party,  it  is  unlikely  that 
any  court  would  hold  that  such  a  finding 
was  arbitrary,  capricious,  and  so  discrim- 
inatory as  to  be  lacking  In  due  process  of 
law.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Court  might 
well  hold  that  the  legislative  finding  must 
be  open  to  court  review,  for  nonreviewable 
fact  finding  by  legislative  fiat  may  not  afford 
due  process  of  law.  Under  these  circum- 
stances. It  is  not  clear  that  the  legislative 
finding  would  add  anything  of  material  Im- 
portance. 

More  serious,  however,  is  the  provision 
common  to  most  of  these  bills — that  a  per- 
son l2  guilty  of  a  crime  if  he  knowingly  be- 
comes or  remains  a  member  of  the  Conunu- 
nist  Party  or  of  any  organization  having 
similar  purposes.  In  effect,  this  means  that 
membership  in  the  Communist  Party  per  se 
!q  a  violation  of  the  sj;atute  even  without 
any  showing  of  personal  knowledge  of  its 
alms  or  purposes.  There  are  doubts  as  to 
the  constitutionality  of  such  a  provision  in 
the  light  of  the  recent  Supreme  Court  deci- 
sion in  Wieman.  et  al.  v.  Updegraff.  et  al. 
(344  U.  S.  183).  That  decision  struck  down 
the  Oklahoma  loyalty  oath  on  the  ground 
that  "indiscriminate  classification  of  inno- 
cent with  knowing  activity  must  fall  as  an 
assertion  of  arbitrary  power";  and  in  Dennis 


V.  United  States,  supra,  the  Court  held  that 
an  unlawful  Intent  to  overthrow  the  Gov- 
ernment by  force  and  violence  was  an  essen- 
tial ingredient  of  proof  of  violation  of  the 
Smith  Act,  despite  the  absence  of  express 
language  to  that  effect. 

Finally,  it  would  undoubtedly  be  argued 
that  the  rights  protected  by  the  first  amend- 
ment would  be  affected  by  such  a  law,  giv- 
ing the  courts  additional  cause  to  scrutinize 
most  closely  the  constitutionality  of  such  a 
law. 

The  sum  of  the  constitutional  doubts  la 
to  such  proposals  suggests  at  least  that  sev- 
eral years  might  be  required  before  final 
ruling  could  be  anticipated.  During  the  In- 
tervening period,  the  uncertain  status  of 
the  legislation  would  in  itself  Impede  and 
disrupt  the  orderly  operation  of  the  present 
program.  Moreover,  as  already  noted,  the 
probability  that  the  element  of  personal 
knowledge  would  have  to  be  shown  would 
mean  that  after  this  period  of  Inevitable 
delay  we  might  well  then  have  nothing  more 
than  we  now  have  in  the  Smith  Act. 

The  usefulness  of  any  new  leglslaticn  must 
also  be  measured  against  the  practical  prob- 
lem of  proof  of  party  membership.  It  has 
generally  been  assumed  that  by  malting  party 
membership  per  se  a  crime  a  large  number 
of  Communists  would  automatically  be  con- 
victed and  in  short  order.  This  Is  a  false 
impression. 

It  is  estimated  that  the  Communist  Party 
In  the  United  States  now  has  about  26,000 
active  members.  To  undertake  to  prove  the 
membership  of  each  of  these  Individuals 
would  be  a  tremendous  task.  Party  mena- 
bers  no  longer  carry  cards  or  other  Iden- 
tifying documents.  Thus,  proof  of  party 
membership  in  many  cases  might  well  be 
established  only  through  the  oral  testimony 
of  confidential  informants — people  whose 
value  for  such  purposes  would  be  thereafter 
completely  destroyed — and,  In  the  absence 
of  documentary  proof  or  of  available  Infrrm- 
antfi,  party  membership  would  be  provable 
principally  by  circumstantial  evldenoe  of 
party  line  activity  and  association.  This  Is, 
of  course,  in  part,  the  same  evidence  Which 
Is  now  used  in  prosecutions  under  the  Sfnlth 
Act.  In  most  Instances  a  statute  to  ftiake 
membership  itself  a  crime  would  not  mate- 
rially alter  the  problems  of  the  prosecution 
of  Communists. 

Moreover,  to  the  extent  that  enactment 
of  such  a  bill  would  force  the  Communist 
movement  underground,  cause  it  to  clote  Its 
headquarters,  terminate  Its  publications.  It 
would  at  the  same  time  and  to  the  same 
extent  increase  the  already  difficult  investi- 
gatory Job  of  the  FBI.  1 

A  Report  to  the  Nation  by  Hon.  Herbert 
Browneu.,  Jr.,  Attorney  GE^fERAL  of  the 
UNrrED  States,  on  the  Fight  Against 
Communism,  Washington,  D.  C,  Fbidav, 
April  9,  1954 

If  this  law  Is  upheld  by  the  courts,  the 
Communist  Party  and  its  front  organizations 
will  soon  liave  to  make  public  the  source  of 
all  their  finances  and  account  lor  all  their 
expenditures. 

The  Communist  Party  will  have  to  list  all 
Its  members  and  such  members  will  be  pro- 
hibited from  working  in  any  defense  facility. 
They  will  not  be. permitted  to  obtain  or  use 
passports.  A  member  of  any  front  organiza- 
tion will  have  to  reveal  his  membership  if  he 
attempts  to  seek  or  hold  employment  by  the 
United  States  or  in  any  defense  facility. 
These  Communist  organizations  will  have  to 
label  all  publications  ana  announce  sponsor- 
Ship  of  any  radio  or  television  program. 

Thus  you  can  see  how  the  Communist 
Party  and  the  front  organizations  wUl  be 
crippled  If  they  comply  with  the  law. 

The  Communist  Party  has  announced  that 
If  the  law  ia  upheld  it  will  not  register  and 
Individual  Communists  will  not  register.  If 
the  Communist  Party  and  the  organizations 


they  control  carry  out  their  threat  and  will- 
fully disobey  the  law,  the  Communist  Party 
and  its  individual  members  will  themselves, 
for  all  practical  purposes,  by  their  own  acts 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  as 
a  member  of  the  managers  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate.  I  think  the  conferees  have 
done  a  good  job  with  this  bill.  In  this 
respect,  Mr  President,  I  wish  to  pay  a 
compliment  in  my  remarks  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  [Mr.  HtiaiPHREYl, 
in  that  he  has  cooperated  with  those  of 
us  who  differed  with  his  viewpoint  in 
bringing  the  bill  in  line  with  what  we 
thought  it  should  be,  so  that  there  would 
be  no  abrogation  or  setting  aside  of  the 
Internal  Security  Act  as  it  has  been 
operating. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  has  co- 
operated with  us  and  has  joined  with 
us.  and  is  today  on  the  floor  defending 
this  report. 

Tlie  House  conferees  were  instructed 
to  accept  the  Senate  amendment,  and 
they  did  accept  the  Senate  amendment, 
but  with  modifications  which  improve 
the  provision. 

The  bill  which  comes  to  us  from  con- 
ference is  a  bill  which  vill  be  effective, 
which  can  be  administered,  which  will 
not  help  the  Communists  in  any  way, 
but  which  will  strike  the  Communist 
conspiracy  hard  blows  at  several  points. 

As  I  pointed  out  to  my  colleagues,  the 
so-called  "second  amendment"  adopted 
by  the  Senate  might  have  been  con- 
strued so  as  to  negative  the  registration 
provisions  of  section  8  of  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act.  The  bill  as  it 
comes  from  the  conference  committee 
will  have  no  such  effect.  My  concern  as 
to  the  Internal  Security  Act,  as  I  ex- 
pressed it  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  was 
warranted;  but  now  this  bill  cannot  be 
said  to  be  in  conflict  with  the  existing 
provisions  of  the  Internal  Security  Act 
in  any  respect.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
express  language  of  section  4  of  the  bill 
makes  it  clear  that  these  provisions  are 
subject  to  and  in  implementation  of  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Act.  which 
is  title  I  of  the  Internal  Security  Act. 

The  new  language  which  comes  to  us 
from  the  conference  committee  can  only 
be  construed  as  referring  to  all  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Subversive  Activities  Con- 
trol Act,  taken  together  and  construed 
together;  and.  therefore,  It  would  be 
absurd  to  attempt  to  contend  that  this 
language  invalidates  or  negatives  or 
renders  ineffective  or  inoperative  any  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Act. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  proud  of  my  part 
in  drafting  the  language  of  this  bill  as  it 
stands  now  before  the  Senate.  I  am 
proud  to  have  been  a  member  of  the 
task  force  of  the  Internal  Secuiity  Sub- 
committee which  brought  in  the  bill 
S.  3706  as  it  was  originally  reported.  I 
am  proud  to  have  suggested,  in  a  speech 
on  this  floor,  the  amendments  which  the 
Senate  adopted  to  the  original  House 
version  of  this  bill.  I  am  proud  also  to 
have  been  one  of  the  conferees  who  have 
brought  back  to  the  Senate  language 
which  protects  the  Internal  Security  Act 
now  on  the  statute  books.  The  confer- 
ence bill  carries  no  threat  to  the  integrity 
and  the  enforcement  of  the  Subversive 
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Activities  Control  Act,  but  Is  completely 
in  harmony  with  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Act. 

With  respect  to  the  provisions  of  this 
bill  which  deal  with  Communist-infil- 
trated organizations,  I  wish  to  say  that 
I  believe  these  provisions  will  not  harm 
labor  or  labor  unions  but  will,  on  the 
contrary,  help  non-Communist  unions 
to  resist  Communist  infiltration,  and 
help  those  unions  which  have  been  in- 
filtrated by  the  Communists  to  purge 
themselves,  and  eliminate  the  infiltra- 
tors, and  resume  their  proper  places  as 
representatives  of  labor  uninfluenced  by 
the  world  Communist  conspiracy.  If  I 
thought  this  bill  would  hurt  labor  in 
the  long  run,  or  that  this  bill  was  any 
harder  on  labor  than  the  national  se- 
curity requires,  I  would  not  vote  for  it. 
As  a  member  of  the  Nevada  State  Legis- 
lature, 50  years  ago,  I  assisted  in  the 
writing  of  the  first  8-hour -day  law  ever 
enacted  in  this  country,  and  I  have  been 
devoted  to  the  cause  of  labor  and  to 
solving  the  problems  of  labor  and  to 
helping  improve  the  conditions  of  labor 
and  to  advancing  the  welfare  of  the 
working  men  and  women  of  this  Nation 
during  all  of  the  50  years  since  that  time. 
This  bill,  which  I  hope  soon  will  become 
law,  will  help  labor  and  the  cause  of 
labor,  just  as  it  will  help  preserve  the 
internal  security  of  this  Nation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  am  ver.-  much  aware  of  the  fine 
work  the  Senator  from  Nevada  has  done 
in  the  field  of  attempting  to  expose  the 
Communist  conspiracy  in  this  country. 
I  was  one  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
who,  on  September  12,  1950.  voted  for 
the  Internal  Security  Act.  I  believe  the 
vote  on  the  passage  of  that  bill  in  the 
Senate  was  70  to  7.  When  I  cast  my  vote 
the  other  day.  I  did  not  believe  it  was 
the  purpose  or  objective  of  the  bill  the 
Senate  passed  to  destroy  the  Internal 
Security  Act.  though  I  know  there  were 
those  who  had  doubts  about  that  bill 
and  its  interpretation. 

I  do  not  believe  there  Is  any  question 
now.  as  a  result  of  the  very  fine  work 
the  conference  committee  has  done  as  to 
the  effect  of  this  proposed  legislation  on 
the  Internal  Security  Act.  I  l)elieve  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Minnesota 
I  Mr.  Humphrey]  has  done  an  excellent 
job.  I  know  that  he.  along  with  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  I  Mr.  BuTLtRl, 
who  presented  the  conference  rep>ort.  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  (Mr.  Lan- 
cer I,  the  Senator  from  Nevada  IMr. 
McCarran  1,  and  other  members  of  the 
conference  committee,  want  to  be  sure 
that  there  is  nothing  in  this  bill  which 
will  weaken  the  Smiith  Act  or  weaken 
the  Internal  Security  Act. 

I  believe  the  statement  made  by  the 
author  of  the  original  bill,  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  (Mr.  BtrrLERl  was  that 
he  felt  that  if  we  should  proceed  to  adopt 
the  conference  report  and  it  should  be- 
come a  law.  in  effect  such  action  would 
implement  and  supplement  both  the 
Smith  Act  and  the  Internal  Security 
Act,  and  give  strength  and  vitality  to 
them.  Is  that  the  view  of  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Nevada? 


Mr.  McCARRAN,  That  Is  my  view  at 
the  present  time.  I  shall  be  happy  to 
have  that  result  brought  about. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, Without  regard  to  party  lines  and 
without  regard  to  the  aisle  which  sepa- 
rates us,  I  wish  to  say  to  all  Senators 
who  participated  in  the  conference — the 
very  able  Senator  from  Minnesota  (Mr. 
Humphrey]  ;  my  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  (Mr.  Butler]  ;  and  other 
Senators — that  I  think  the  Senate  and 
the  country  owe  all  of  these  Senators  a 
debt  of  gratitude. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Piesident.  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wish  to  join  in 
the  statement  made  by  the  minority 
leader  and  pay  my  tribute  and  express 
my  compliments  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Maryland  (Mr.  Butler). 
who  presented  the  conference  report; 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCar- 
ran 1,  who  has  worked  in  this  field  for 
such  a  long  time;  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  (Mr.  Lancer],  who  is  one 
of  the  conferees;  the  Senator  from  Utah 
( Mr.  V/ATKTNs  1 ;  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  (Mr.  Kilgore];  and  the  House 
conferees  who  have  concurred  in  this 
conference  report. 

I  also  wish  to  pay  my  respects  to  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  (Mr.  Hum- 
phrey), who  offered  an  amendment;  and 
to  the  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Daniel], 
who  also  offered  an  amendment  during 
the  discussion. 

I  believe  the  legislative  record  Is  very 
clear  as  to  the  intent  of  all  the  authors 
of  the  bill,  as  it  was  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  as  well  as 
with  regard  to  the  several  amendments 
that  were  presented.  I  believe  every 
Senator  stated  quite  plainly,  and  with- 
out any  reservations,  that  no  amend- 
ment was  designed  to  undermine  or  ad- 
versely affect  either  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act  or  the  Smith  Act. 

Without  regard  to  partisanship,  Sena- 
tors on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  realizing 
that  our  country  faces  a  common  danger, 
have  cooperated  as  Americans,  rather 
tlian  as  partisans.  I  think  the  Senate, 
the  Congress,  and  the  country  owe  them 
all  a  debt  of  appreciation.  I  do  not  want 
this  moment  to  pass  without  saying  so 
as  the  majority  leader  of  the  Senate. 
I  hope  the  conference  report  will  re- 
ceive overwhelming  approval  by  the 
Senate  and  subsequently  by  the  House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  confer- 
ence report. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  request  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada 
yield  for  a  few  questions? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  ask  these  questions 
of  him.  lt>ecause  I  know  he  Is  chiefly  re- 
sr>onsible  for  the  preparation  of  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act. 

During  the  debate  I  have  tried  several 
times  to  point  out  as  best  I  could  my 
views  on  the  effect  of  this  proposed  leg- 
islation. I  must  say,  from  my  study  of 
the  conference  report — and  I  think  it 
preferable  to  the  bill  the  Senate  passed — 


that  the  amendment  which  wu  first 
presented  by  the  Senator  fromflOnne- 
sota  [Mr.  Humphrey],  has  now  been 
changed  by  the  conference  report. 

The  effective  section  of  the  Humphrey 
amendment,  as  now  modified  by  the  con- 
ference repMjrt,  has  become  a  section  of 
the  Internal  Security  Act  and  its  provi- 
sions are  similar  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Internal  Security  Act.  That  is  what  I 
want  to  bring  out  by  my  questions  ad- 
dressed to  the  distinguished  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada,  Senator  McCarran. 

First,  is  it  not  correct  that  the  Inter- 
nal Security  Act  does  not  naipe  the 
Communist  Party  as  such,  but  that  Com- 
munist-front and  Communist-action 
organizations  carrying  out  Communist 
methods  are  required,  under  proper 
procedures,  to  register  their  members? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  COOPER.  If  the  Communist- 
front  or  Communist-action  organization 
refuses  to  comply  with  the  provision, 
the  individual  members  of  the  organi- 
zation may  be  required  to  register.  After 
registration,  if  the  individual  members 
are  registered  as  members  of  the  organi- 
zation, either  by  the  Communist  front  or 
action  organization  to  which  they  be- 
long, or  by  themselves,  then  pi'ohibitions 
attach  against  their  holding  certain 
offices  or  positions  or  defense  employ- 
ment.    Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senator  is  stat- 
ing the  situation  correctly. 

Mr.  COOPER.  If  ofBcers  of  the  or- 
ganizations or  individuals  fail  to  register, 
as  provided  by  the  act,  or  if  they  will- 
fully make  false  statements  in  register- 
ing, they  can  be  tried  criminally  and 
fined  or  imprisoned,  if  guilty. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Is  it  not  correct  that 
the  only  substantial  difference  between 
the  Internal  Security  Act  and  the  section 
of  the  conference  report  which  we  are 
considering  is  that,  whereas  it  is  neces- 
sary for  a  demand  to  be  made  on  the 
Communist-front  organization  to  regis- 
ter its  members  and  its  failure  to  do  so 
before  an  individual  member  can  be  re- 
quired to  register,  under  the  Internal 
Security  Act  an  individual  member  could 
be  directed  to  register  immediately  under 
this  conference  report? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senator  is 
stating  the  situation  correctly. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Is  it  not  correct  also 
to  state  that  in  the  case  of  United  States 
versus  Blau,  involving  a  woman  who 
refused  to  answer  questions  concerning 
her  Communist  afiBliation,  which  case 
was  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court,  the 
Supreme  Court  stated  that  because  the 
Smith  Act  fixes  a  penalty  for  conspir- 
ing or  taking  action  to  overthrow  the 
Government,  she  could  not  t>e  required 
to  testify  with  respect  to  her  Communist 
afiBliation? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  She  had  Invoked 
the  fifth  amendment. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Under  the  fifth 
amendment,  she  could  not  be  required 
to  testify. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Is  it  not  an  issue  un- 
der the  Internal  Security  Act,  and  will 
it  not  be  an  issue  under  the  conference 
report  provision,  whether  an  individual 
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member  could  be  required  to  register. 
If  he  should  InTOke  the  fifth  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  McCABRAN.  That  question  win 
have  to  be  decided  by  the  court. 

Mr.  COtyPYSL  I  have  made  these 
points  to  show  that  in  my  opinion — and 
I  am  only  stating  my  personal  view — 
nothing  has  been  added  to  the  Internal 
Security  Act  by  the  so-called  Humphrey 
amendment,  as  it  is  now  before  us  in 
the  conference  report,  except  that  it  de- 
clares in  terms  the  Communist  organiza- 
tion to  be  a  conspiracy. 

Mr.  MoCARRAN.  The  Senator  may 
be  correct,  but  what  I  want  to  impress 
upon  him.  in  keeping  with  the  Senator's 
question,  is  that  what  was  in  the  minds 
of  some  of  us  when  the  Humphrey 
amendment  was  adopted  was  the  danger 
that  it  might  be  applied  to  the  Internal 
Security  Act,  and  perhaps  set  aside  or 
repeal  that  act. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Any  danger  which  the 
Humphrey  amendment  might  have 
posed  to  effective  enforcement  of  the  In- 
ternal Seciuity  Act  has  now  been  re- 
moved by  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  my  judg- 
ment. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  heard  it  stated  in 
the  debate  on  the  regular  passage  of 
the  bill  that  the  Internal  Security.  Act 
was  not  effective  because  no  one  had  yet 
been  required  by  the  courts  to  register. 
It  is  a  fact,  is  it  not,  that  the  preliminary 
action  has  been  taken  and  that  an  order 
has  been  made  to  direct  the  Communist 
Party  to  register  its  members,  and  that 
that  question  is  now  before  the  court? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Step  by  step  the 
law  has  been  put  into  effect.  Step  by 
step  it  lias  been  tested  in  the  coiirts. 
Step  by  step  it  has  been  sustained,  and 
will  be  sustained. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  am  siire  the  Senator 
believes  as  I  that  many  of  the  argu- 
ments and  statements  that  have  been 
made  about  this  bill  have  very  little  to 
do  with  the  actual  significance  of  the 
various  amendments  that  have  been  pre- 
sented. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     That  is  very  true. 

Mr.  COOPER.  That  is  particularly 
true  with  respect  to  what  has  been  said 
about  the  amendment  outlawing  the 
Communist  Party.  I  should  like  to  ad- 
dress myself  to  the  question  which  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Tennessee 
tMr.  Kefauver]  raised  when  he  inquired 
whether  the  provision  in  the  conference 
report  requiring  members  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  to  register  involved  a  con- 
stitutional question  and  Imposes  on  In- 
dividuals a  penalty  for  their  beliefs. 
First,  let  me  say  this  is  not  the  first 
anti-Communist  legislation  raising  this 
question;  because,  as  I  read  the  statute, 
the  Internal  Security  Act  imposes  prac- 
tically the  same  provisions,  and  some 
time  ago.  when  it  passed  the  Internal 
Seciu^ty  Act,  Congress  had  to  consider 
the  same  question,  as  to  whether  the  re- 
quirement to  register  was  an  invasion  of 
belief  or  of  free  speech.  There  is  no  dif- 
ference between  the  provisions  of  the 
conference  report  and  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act  in  that  regard. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.      The  Internal  Se- 
curity Act,  to  use  a  common  expression. 


would  be  reenacted  by  the  law  proposed 
in  the  conference  reix)rt. 

Mr.  COOPER  The  individual  mem- 
ber, technically,  is  not  penalized  under 
the  conference  report  because  he  is  a 
member  of  the  Commimlst  Party;  he  is 
penalized  for  failure  to  register. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  correct; 
imder  the  Internal  Security  Act. 

Mr.  COOPER  Is  it  not  much  like  the 
situation  under  the  Taft-Hartley  Act 
which  requires  oflBcers  of  a  union  to  state 
they  are  not  Communists?  An  individual 
is  not  prosecuted  under  the  Taft-Hart- 
ley Act  because  he  is  a  Communist,  but 
because  he  has  falsely  signed  an  affida- 
vit required  by  the  Taft-Hartley  Act. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  should  like  to  ad- 
dress another  point  to  my  distinguished 
friend.  It  is  the  chief  point  I  have  tried 
to  make  throughout  the  debate.  I  be- 
lieve it  has  been  overlooked.  Although 
it  is  academic  now,  I  think  it  ought  to 
be  remembered,  in  connection  with  this 
debate — and  this  important  question 
that  the  original  amendment  proposed 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota— carried  the  threat  that  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Tennessee  has 
recognized — that  an  individual  might  be 
pimished  for  what  he  said  or  what  he 
believed. 

The  Smith  Act  and  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Act  go  along  with  our  traditional 
theory  of  due  process.  They  provide 
that  in  addition  to  wrongful  purpose 
there  must  be  some  course  of  action. 
They  have  not  been  used  to  punish  an 
individual  for  what  he  believes ;  not  what 
an  individual  thinks;  not  what  an  indi- 
vidual holds  philosophically;  not  what 
an  individual  states,  unless  his  statement 
runs  contrary  to  the  limitations  against 
other  people  or  society.  In  their  concept, 
in  addition  to  membership,  there  must 
be  some  overt  act.  I  say  "overt"  advis- 
edly, and  in  its  technical  term,  because 
it  might  be  an  act  of  commission;  it 
might  be  aiding  and  abetting  an  act;  it 
might  be  conspiring  to  act.  The.se  acts 
envision  a  course  of  action  on  the  part 
of  an  individual  to  carry  into  effect  a 
belief.  This  has  been  the  traditional 
concept  in  our  law  and  in  our  corrstitu- 
tional  and  governmental  theory. 

When  the  so-called  anti -Communist 
amendment  was  offered  it  proposed 
something  new.  I  realize  that  the  Smith 
Act  has  a  similar  provision.  The  Smith 
Act  includes  membership  in  the  Commu- 
nist Party  undertaken  knowingly,  as  an 
offense,  but  it  has  not,  to  my  information. 
been  used  as  a  basis  of  prosecution  to 
this  time. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  The  Smith  Act  does 
not  mention  the  Communist  Party, 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  modify  my  statement 
to  that  extent. 

The  amendment  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hum- 
phrey] and  his  cosponsors  was  a  new 
proposal  in  our  system.  It  proposed,  flat- 
ly, that  membership  in  a  Communist 
organization,  without  overt  acts,  without 
aiding  or  abetting,  an  act  or  conspiracy, 


shall  be  proscribed,  and  that  a  person 
may  be  penalized  upon  those  grounds. 

On  the  day  when  the  amendment  was 
first  considered.  I  raised  that  question 
on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate.  I  submitted 
an  amendment  which  required  the  com- 
'mission  of  an  act  and  which  placed  the 
bill  in  harmony  with  court  decisions  and 
the  traditional  concept  of  our  Constitu- 
tion. I  thought  there  was  no  question 
about  it.  The  act,  as  amended,  became 
another  version  of  the  Smith  Act  or  of 
the  Internal  Security  Act.  At  least,  Con- 
gress was  saying,  after  the  amendment, 
that  mere  belief,  without  action,  consti- 
tuted a  crime. 

When  the  bill  came  back  from  con- 
ference, Mr.  President  that  amendment 
had  been  stricken  in  conference,  and 
there  had  been  added  a  long  list,  or  cri- 
teria, on  which  a  court  could  determine 
that  an  individual  had  participated  or 
acted  in  the  conspiracy.  The  Senator 
from  Minnesota  said  it  was  his  intention 
that  they  should  be  construed  as  partici- 
pation in  the  conspiracy,  which  implies 
action. 

Upon  reflection.  I  think  that  was  in- 
correct, at  least  with  respect  to  one  Item 
which  was  simply  membership.  I  think 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee on  the  strictest  grounds  was  cor- 
rect the  other  day.  He  alone  saw  the 
possibilities  of  that  provision. 

As  of  this  day,  the  report  which  we 
have  before  us  does  not  make  member- 
ship, belief,  subject  to  a  penalty.  It  is 
a  procedure  requiring  registration,  of  in- 
dividual members  of  the  Communist 
Party  which  is  also  required  under  the 
Internal  Security  Act.  if  the  organiza- 
tion refuses  to  register  its  members. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  fur- 
ther? 1 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield.  I 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor for  saying  he  thought  there  might  be 
some  merit  in  the  position  which  I  took. 
I  did  not  like  to  take  the  position  which 
I  took,  but  I  thought  I  should  do  so. 

Mr.  COOPER.  When  the  bill  was 
passed  the  first  time  in  the  Senate,  my 
amendment,  which  was  accepted,  re- 
moved all  possibility  of  doubt;  there  was 
no  question  about  it.  When  the  bill  re- 
turned from  the  House,  where  the  section 
had  been  stricken,  and  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  offered  it  as  an  amendment. 
I  voted  against  it,  but  it  was  voted  in 
the  bill.  I  point  out  that  the  danger 
which  was  implicit  in  that  amendment 
is  not  present  in  the  conference  report. 
That  fact  should  be  recognized  in  con- 
nection with  this  bill,  but  for  what  it  may 
mean  for  the  future. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  in  my 
opinion  the  greatest  blow  that  has  been 
struck  against  the  Communist  conspir- 
acy in  our  time  was  struck  last  Thurs- 
day, a  week  ago  today,  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  by  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey  1.  Last 
Thursday  the  Senate,  under  the  leader- 
ship of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  by 
a  vote  of  85  to  0,  served  notice  on  the 
Communist  segment  of  the  world  that  we 
tend  to  ferret  out  and  eradicate  the  Com- 
munist conspiracy  in  America.  We  can 
all  take  notice  that  the  conspiracy  exists. 
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The  Senator  from  Mirmesota  recognized 
that  if  we  are  to  eradicate  a  conspiracy 
we  must  proceed  against  the  conspir- 
ators. I  said  at  that  time,  I  have  said 
several  times  since,  and  I  repeat  today, 
that  the  problem  of  eradicating  the 
Communist  conspiracy  in  America  is  a 
problem  of  facing  up  to  the  fact  that 
we  must  make  It  a  criminal  offense  for 
an  individual  to  be  a  Communist  con- 
spirator. 

I  care  not  how  much  window-dressing 
language  is  used  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate; I  care  not  how  we  phrase  the  duck- 
ing and  weaving:  the  fact  remains  that 
we  have  a  watered-down  version  of  the 
Humphrey  amendment  in  the  confer- 
ence report.  That  may  be  necessary.  I 
am  perfectly  aware  that  if  we  are  to  have 
a  majority  vote  of  the  Senate,  we  must  do 
some  compromising,  legislatively  speak- 
ing. But  for  purposes  of  exaggeration — 
and  not  too  much  exaggeration — in  order 
to  emphasize  my  point,  let  me  state  what 
I  think  has  been  done  by  the  conference 
report.  We  seek  to  provide  that  Com- 
munists shall  register.  Then  we  seek 
.socially  to  ostracize  them;  then  econom- 
ically to  starve  them,  but  we  do  not  face 
up  to  bringing  them  into  a  Federal  court 
on  the  basis  of  criminal  charges  in  the 
first  instance.  We  are  rvuining  out  on 
it.  Mr.  President. 

What  is  our  rationalization  and  alibi? 
We  propose  to  funnel  them  through  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Board, 
which  is  an  administrative  law  pro- 
cedure. It  is  like  driving  a  very  large 
herd  of  cattle  against  time  to  a  certain 
destination.  They  are  herded  through 
a  one-cow  chute,  instead  of  being  kept 
on  the  highway.  The  result  is  that  the 
herd  does  not  get  to  the  railroad  in  time 
to  meet  the  train  to  take  them  to  market. 

The  place  to  bring  the  conspirators  in 
the  first  instance  is  to  a  Federal  district 
court,  not  before  the  Subversive  Activi- 
ties Control  Board.  How  in  the  world 
can  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board,  from  the  standpoint  of  the  time 
element  alone,  come  to  grips  with  the 
problem  of  handling  the  individual  con- 
spirator? 

Read  the  Internal  Security  Act.  What 
the  Senate  needs  to  do  is  to  sit  down 
and  read  the  law  we  have  been  praising 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  this  morning, 
a  law  to  which.  In  my  judgment,  we  have 
been  attributing  a  jurisdiction,  puipose, 
and  function  never  intended  when  the 
act  was  passed.  I  happen  to  be  one  of 
those  who  voted  for  it.  I  happen  to  be 
one  who  spoke  for  the  bill  when  it  was 
before  the  Senate.  I  know  what  its  pur- 
pose was.  Its  purpose  never  was  to  deal 
with  the  individual  conspirator  on  the 
basis  of  a  Federal  crime.  The  purpose 
of  the  Internal  Security  Act — and  I  do 
not  see  how  it  can  be  denied — was  pri- 
marily to  deal  with  Communists,  the 
Communist  front,  and  Communist  or- 
ganizations In  the  United  States.  That 
is  what  we  voted  for. 

To  be  sure,  because  of  the  obvious  fact 
that  these  organizations  are  comprised 
of  individuals,  the  internal  security  law 
finally  gets  down  to  a  possible  action 
against  individuals.  But  It  is  like  a  weak 
slap  on  the  wrist.  The  strength  of  the 
Internal  Security  Act  lies  in  its  provi- 


sions against  subversive  action.  The 
Humphrey  amendment  proposed  to  rec- 
ognize that  the  act  of  conspiring  is  a 
Federal  crime.  We  shall  not  be  able  to 
handle  the  Communist  problem  in  the 
United  States  until  we  face  that  fact. 

Several  Senators  have  already  asked 
me,  "Are  you  going  to  vote  for  the  con- 
ference report"?  Yes.  I  shall  vote  for 
it,  because  obviously  it  is  the  best  bill 
that  can  be  obtained  in  the  dying  hours 
of  this  session  of  Congress.  But  it  some- 
what reminds  me  of  the  old  saying :  "Now 
you  see  it;  now  you  don't."  Now  we 
see  a  procedure  which  will  handle  Com- 
munists under  the  conference  report; 
now  we  do  not. 

When  I  think  of  the  legislative  record 
that  has  been  made  on  the  conference 
report  today,  I  am  glad  I  am  not  a  mem- 
ber of  a  court  which  will  have  to  deter- 
mine what  was  the  legislative  intent  of 
the  bill,  because  almost  every  p>ossible 
conflicting  point  of  view  which  human 
minds  can  imagine  or  concoct  has  been 
stated  for  the  Record  this  morning. 

I  repeat,  we  should  proceed  to  make 
the  conspiracy  Itself  and  the  joining  of 
the  conspiracy  criminal  offenses ;  and  we 
should  give  jurisdiction  to  the  Federal 
courts,  following  action  by  United  States 
attorneys  from  coast  to  coast,  and  from 
north  to  south,  to  bring  these  p>ersons 
before  the  courts,  to  be  tried  before  juries 
of  their  peers.  For  doing  what?  For 
conspiring  to  destroy  the  American  Gov- 
ernment. 

I  have  been  interested  In,  and  also 
amused  at,  some  of  the  legal  jargon 
which  I  have  heard  uttered  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  today  on  the  concept  of 
the  Communist  Party. 

These  questions  have  been  asked: 

Are  we  going  to  make  it  a  crime  for 
a  person  to  think? 

Shall  we  make  it  a  crime  for  a  person 
to  belong  to  a  political  party,  if  we  do 
not  like  that  party?  Might  this  not  be 
the  fate  of  the  Republican  Party  or  the 
Democratic  Party  at  some  time  in  the 
future?  Parenthetically,  I  might  add 
that  those  who  make  the  argument  over- 
look the  Independent  Party. 

These  argiunents  are  sophomoric  non- 
sense. The  Communist  Party  is  not  a 
political  party.  As  a  lawyer,  I  will  take' 
my  chances  with  the  United  States  Su- 
preme Court  on  the  contention  that  the 
court  would  never  declare  the  Commu- 
nist Party  to  be  a  political  party  under 
the  Humphrey  amendment.  All  one  has 
to  do  is  to  show  the  facts  as  to  what  the 
conspiracy  is.  I  think  I  can  hear  the 
court  say,  "It  does  not  make  any  dif- 
ference what  label  the  conspirators  pin 
on  their  conspiracy.  We  will  pierce  the 
label  and  look  at  the  nature  of  the  acts 
which  create  the  conspiracy." 

What  is  one  of  those  acts?  The  join- 
ing of  the  party  by  the  individual.  Yet 
we  have  just  finished  Ustening  to  a  Sen- 
ator engage  in  such  legalistic  poppy- 
cock as  to  try  to  tell  us  that  no  court 
would  find  membership  an  act;  and 
therefore  he  felt  there  should  be  an 
amendment  specifically  referring  to  an 
act.  I  went  along  with  the  amendment, 
but  only  as  a  clarification  of  intent.  The 
amendment  was  not  needed  at  all  under 
the  Humphrey  proposal,  because  when 


one  becomes  a  conspirator,  he  Joins  a 
conspiracy;  and  when  he  joins  a  con- 
spiracy, he  does  not  act  in  a  vacuum. 

Imagine  Holmes,  Brandeis,  Cardozo, 
or  Stone,  to  say  nothing  of  the  great 
justices  presently  on  the  court,  who  have 
handed  down  decision  after  decision  in 
the  defense  of  civil  liberty,  taktag  the 
position  which  was  implied  A  some 
speeches  made  in  the  Senate  today, 
namely,  thai,  if  we  seek  to  make  the 
act  of  conspiring  or  the  act  of  joining 
a  conspiracy  a  crime,  we  shall  be  inter- 
fering in  some  way  with  freedom  of 
thought,  freedom  of  speech,  freedom  of 
opinion,  and  the  other  inalienable  free- 
doms which  make  us  free  men  and 
women. 

Read  the  decisions  of  Cardozo,  Holmes, 
Brandeis,  and  the  other  great  judicial 
protectors  of  human  freedom  under  our 
constitutional  system  of  Government.  _ 
What  do  they  tell  us  in  those  decisions? 
They  tell  us  that  freedom  is  a  relative 
right,  not  an  absolute  right;  that  liber- 
ty is  a  relative  right,  not  an  absolute 
right. 

To  be  free,  to  have  liberty,  does  not 
mean  that  one  can  do  anything  he  wishes 
to  do,  irrespective  of  the  freedom,  liberty, 
and  rights  of  others.  This  is  elementary 
in  constitutional  law.  It  is  taught  in 
every  law  school  in  America.  Any  fresh- 
man student  who  handed  in  a  final  ex- 
amination paper,  after  studying  those 
great  decisions,  and  who  sought  to  lay 
down  as  the  law  a  contention  that  to 
join  a  conspiracy  is  not  an  act  which 
may  be  subject  to  legal  consequences, 
would  be  flunked  in  that  course,  as 
he  ought  to  be. 

Last  Thursday  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota and  those  who  cosponsored  the 
amendment — and  I  was  one  of  them — 
recognized  that  we  ought  to  stop  weav- 
ing and  ducking  on  the  Communist  issue 
so  far  as  legislation  is  concerned;  that 
we  ought  to  stop  playing  ducks  and 
drakes  with  this  issue;  that  we  ought  to 
face  up  to  the  fact  that  the  peril  con- 
fronting us  is  that  we  have  in  our  midst 
some  dangerous  iJeople  who  are  con- 
spir£.tors  and  who  have  joined  in  a  con- 
spiracy, and  that  we  propose  to  make 
joining  in  a  conspiracy  to  destroy  our 
form  of  Government  a  Federal  criminal 
offense. 

We  are  told  that  by  doing  so  we  shall 
interfere  with  freedom  of  thought  in 
America.  It  is  not  a  question  of  what  a 
man  thinks,  Mr.  President.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion of  implementing  his  thoughts.  If  a 
man  thinks  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment ought  to  be  destroyed  by  the  tac- 
tics of  the  Communists,  that  it  ought  to 
be  overthrown  by  force,  and  he  executes 
that  thought  by  joining  a  conspiracy  to 
accomplish  that  purpose,  that  is  the  time 
to  get  him.  When  we  know  there  is  a 
Murder,  Inc..  we  do  not  have  to  wait  for 
the  members  to  commit  a  murder. 

I  asked  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  the 
other  day  whether  we  could  make  il- 
legal a  conspiracy  to  commit  murder. 
Of  course  we  could.  That  was  not  de- 
nied. I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  why 
there  is  such  reluctance  to  face  up  to  the 
real  Communist  threat,  which  is  the  in- 
dividual conspirator. 
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We  have  heard  some  other  interesting 
Jargon  in  this  debate.  We  have  heard 
that  the  Humphrey  amendment  crim- 
inalizes thought,  whereas  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
was  to  criminalize  the  act.  We  have  also 
heard  that  the  Humphrey  amendment  in 
its  original  form  would  in  effect  repeal 
the  Internal  Security  Act.  but  we  never 
received  any  proof,  because  no  proof  can 
be  presented. 

I  again  assert  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate that  there  was  nothing  in  the  Hmn- 
phrey  amendment  which  would  have 
prevented  the  Subversive  Activities  Con- 
trol Board  from  continuing  under  the 
law  the  prosecutions  it  had  in  mind.  I 
am  glad  to  see  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Maine  [Mrs.  Smith]  arrive  on 
the  floor.  I  have  paid  my  commenda- 
tions and  compliment  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota,  and  he  is  clearly  en- 
titled to  them.  I  also  wish  to  say  that 
the  forerunner  of  the  Humphrey  amend- 
ment last  Thursday — and  I  have  the 
right  to  speak  of  this  because,  as  I  say, 
I  was  one  of  the  cosponsors — was  the  bill 
which  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs. 
Smtth]  introduced  a  long  time  ago.  to 
face  up  to  the  same  point  I  am  now  mak- 
ing in  this  speech.  The  Senator  from 
Maine  was  the  first  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  recognize  that  we  must  come  to 
grips  with  the  individual  conspirator  by 
outlawing  the  Communist  conspiracy, 
the  Communist  Party. 

That  is  what  we  should  have  done. 
Her  bill,  with  whatever  amendments  any 
Member  desired  to  propose  which  would 
not  destroy  the  objectives  of  the  bill,  if 
any  amendments  were  needed,  should 
have  been  considered  by  the  Congress, 
almost  the  day  after  Eisenhower's  in- 
auguration, or  certainly  the  day  after 
the  Senator  from  Maine  introduced  it; 
and  it  was  iiitroduced  at  about  that  time. 
We  have  not  done  that. 

I  wish  to  mention  some  other  interest- 
ing facets  to  the  action  which  has  been 
taken  in  the  Senate  before  I  discuss 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  effect  of  some 
of  the  amendments  which  are  included 
in  the  conference  rep>ort.  One  must 
have  a  sense  of  humor  to  consider  some 
of  these  facets. 

There  are  those  In  the  Senate  who, 
from  the  very  beginning  of  the  Commu- 
nist threat,  have  fought  communism,  but 
who,  nevertheless,  have  been  subject  to 
unfair  criticism  and,  in  some  instances, 
to  inexcusable  smears  by  members  of  the 
Republican  Party.  For  a  long  time  many 
of  the  spokesmen  of  thd  Republican 
Party  have  sought  to  falsify  to  the 
American  people  by  saying  that  if  one 
is  a  liberal,  it  means  he  is  soft  on  com- 
munism. We  have  become  a  Uttle  weary 
of  that  charge.  After  all,  the  liberals 
have  not  needed  to  yield  to  any  con- 
servative in  the  Senate  or  within  the 
Republican  Party  in  the  opposition  we 
have  manifested  against  the  Communist 
conspiracy. 

Last  Thursday  the  Republicans  were 
surprised  and  shocked  because  they  dis- 
covered that  what  was  up  to  that  time 
obviously  to  be  one  of  the  smear  tactics 
of  the  oncoming  campaign  had  fallen 
flat  on  its  face  on  the  floor  of  the  United 
States  Senate.  After  Thursday  they 
could  not  very  well  argue  that  the  lib- 


erals were  soft  on  communism  when  the 
Humphrey  amendment  went  to  the  heart 
of  the  Communist  issue. 

Take  a  look  at  the  Congressional 
Record  and  see  the  parliamentary  tactics 
that  were  used  before  we  got  the  8$  to  0 
vote,  in  the  hope  that  we  might  never 
have  to  reach  a  yea  and  nay  vote  on  the 
clear  issue  of  making  it  a  criminal 
offense  to  be  a  Communist  conspirator. 
When  those  parliamentary  tactics  did 
not  succeed  and  we  came  to  grips  with 
the  vote,  it  was  unanimous,  as  it  should 
have  been.  But  that  did  not  stop  the 
drive  to  water  down  the  Humphrey 
amendment.  Let  the  Record  speak  for 
itself  as  to  all  the  parliamentary  tactics 
which  were  used  to  water  it  down. 

There  has  been  much  good-natured 
joshing  in  the  cloakrooms  about  it,  and 
I  have  taken  my  share  of  the  kidding, 
btii  there  is  not  a  person  who  has  talked 
to  me  about  it  who  has  not  admitted 
that  he  knows  of  my  record  of  all-out 
opposition  to  the  Communist  conspiracy 
ever  since  communism  became  a  tiireat 
to  the  welfare  of  America. 

We  shall  have  a  very  interesting  cam- 
paign this  fall,  let  me  assure  my  col- 
leagues, any  time  the  Republican  smear 
artists  wish  to  raise  the  Communist  issue. 
The  record  is  perfectly  clear  as  to  who 
is  responsible  for  the  fact  that  the 
Humphrey  amendment  is  not  going  on 
the  statute  books  as  it  passed  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States.  The  responsibility 
cannot  be  placed  upon  the  House  of 
Representatives,  because  the  House  by  a 
2-to-l  vote  made  perfectly  clear  that  it 
favored  having  its  conferees  accept  the 
Senate  amendments,  including  the 
Humphrey  amendment.  So  the  respon- 
sibility comes  right  back  to  this  august 
body. 

Now  we  have  the  conference  report.  It 
is  some  improvement  over  the  version  of 
the  bill  which  existed  prior  to  the  begin- 
ning of  the  dispute  in  the  Senate.  In 
my  judgment,  the  conference  repcrt  is 
not  good  enough.  However,  in  view  of 
the  parliamentary  situation,  we  must  be 
satisfied  with  moving  forward  at  least  a 
little  distance. 

But.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  here 
and  now  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate^and 
I  direct  my  remarks  to  the  attention  of 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mrs.  Smith]— that  if.  come  Jan- 
uary, she  should  decide — and  I  should 
like  to  follow  her  leadership,  because  I 
think  she  is  entitled  to  be  placed  in  the 
position  of  leadership — that  the  provi- 
sions of  her  bill  which  are  not  presently 
covered  by  the  conference  report  should 
be  enacted  into  law.  she  can  put  me 
down  as  a  cosponsor  of  her  bill;  and  I 
think  she  will  find  that  that  bespeaks 
the  point  of  view  of  many  Senators  and 
of  a  great  many  outside  the  Senate. 

There  is  not  one  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate, including  my  good  friend,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauver]. 
who  will  fight  harder  than  I  will  to  pro- 
tect freedom  of  speech,  freedom  of 
thought,  and  the  other  basic  freedoms 
in  the  United  States.  But  I  do  not  pro- 
pose that  conspirators  who  are  dedi- 
cated to  destroying  those  freedoms  and 
to  joining  in  a  conspiracy  for  that  pur- 
pose, shall  be  allowed  to  hide  behind  a 
label  of  "Party,"  which  is  a  misnomer. 


I  do  not  propose  to  let  them  call  the 
conspiracy  a  political  party — the  Com- 
munist Party — and  use  that  label  to 
protect  themselves,  in  the  name  of  free- 
dom of  thought  and  freedom  of  speech, 
against  criminal  prosecution  for  being 
conspirators. 

I  repeat  that  I  am  perfectly  satisfied 
that  the  law  will  be  found  completely  on 
my  side  of  that  issue.  Free  men  and 
women  organized  into  a  constitutional 
system  of  government  guaranteeing  free- 
dom of  speech  and  freedom  of  thought, 
have  the  right  to  protect  themselves  from 
conspiracies  which  seek  to  destroy  that 
government:  and  the  joining  of  the  con- 
spiracy is  the  only  act  that  needs  to  be 
proved.  The  mens  rea  can  thus  be 
shown,  in  order  to  impose  the  criminal 
responsibility  and  the  obligations;  and 
we  did  it  in  the  Humphrey  amendment. 

To  make  perfectly  clear  that  we  were 
not  penalizing  a  thought  but^  instead, 
were  penalizing  an  act,  we  accepted,  for 
clarification  purposes,  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Coop- 
er] ;  but  it  was  not  needed  at  all,  except 
for  the  purpose  of  clarification.  What 
constitutes  the  offense  is  the  act  of  con- 
spiring. 

We  now  come  to  the  controlling  and 
determinative  language  of  the  Hum- 
phrey amendment  which  protects  the 
individual  in  respect  to  all  the  rights  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauver] 
thinks  were  infringed,  or  might  have 
been  infringed,  under  the  Humphrey 
amendment;  but  I  am  inclined  to  be- 
lieve he  overlooked  this  language: 

Whoever  knowingly  and  willfully — 

That  is  the  mens  rea  language.  We 
could  have  said:  "Whoever  knowingly, 
intentionally,  and  willfully."  which  is 
language  to  be  found  in  criminal  stat- 
utes; but  we  do  not  need  to  say  "inten- 
tionally" if  we  say  'willfully."  for  the 
cases  are  legion  that  hold  that  "will- 
fully" covers  "intentionally." 

Those  few  little  words.  Mr.  President, 
show  very  clearly  that  we  are  not  mak- 
ing this  a  malum  prohibitum  crime,  but, 
instead,  are  making  it  a  malum  per  se 
crime,  requiring  a  mens  rea.  requiring 
a  criminal  act.  and  therefore  requiring 
proof  of  the  act.  What  is  the  act?  It 
is  conspiring,  the  joining  in  the  con- 
spiracy. In  a  conspiracy  case,  we  do  not 
have  to  wait  for  the  objectives  of  the 
conspiracy  to  be  carried  out.  when  we 
have  the  definitive  terms  of  this  pro- 
posed criminal  statute,  as  it  came  to  us 
ir.  the  form  of  the  Humphrey  amend- 
ment. 

Now  let  us  look  at  the  rest  of  the  lan- 
guage : 

Whoever  knowingly  and  willfully  becomes 
or  remains  a  member  of  (1)  the  CJommuniat 
Party,  or  (2)  any  other  organization  having 
for  one  of  Its  purposes  or  obJectUes  the  es- 
tablishment, control,  conduct,  seizure,  or 
overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  or  the  government  of  any  State  or 
political  subdivision  thereof,  by  the  use  of 
force  or  violence,  with  knowledge  of  the 
purpose  or  objective  of  such  an  organiza- 
tion. 

Let  me  say  most  respectfully  what  I 
think  the  President  of  the  United  States 
could  have  done  very  wisely  last  Thurs- 
day, after  the  action  of  the  Senate  by 
a  vote  of  85  to  0.    I  would  he  had  done 


so.  I  would  he  had  been  advised  so  to 
do.  because  I  do  not  think  we  have  any 
right  to  expect  him.  every  time  the  Sen- 
ate does  something  of  such  significant 
importance,  to  have  knowledge  of  it ;  but 
his  advisers  should  keep  him  informed 
of  what  is  done  in  the  Senate.  The 
Senate  action  was  such  a  tremendous 
psychological  blow  against  communism 
in  the  world — such  a  hard  blow  against 
the  Communist  threat,  that  I  would  my 
President  had  said  on  that  occasion.  In 
a  public  statement,  that  he  commended 
the  Senate  for  its  unity  of  action  against 
the  Communist  conspiracy  in  the  United 
States.  I  would  that  he  had  then  said 
that  he  hoped  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives would  accept  the  Senate  version, 
and  that  if  the  bill  were  passed,  he  would 
sign  it — that  he  wanted  to  assure  the 
American  people  that  after  signing  it, 
he  would  issue  instructions  to  his  At- 
torney CJeneral  to  proceed  with  a  vig- 
orous pn^secution  program  against  thes° 
conspirators  in  the  United  States.  But 
the  President  did  not  do  it.  In  some 
way,  somehow,  someone  convinced  the 
administration  forces  in  the  Senate  that 
we  should  water  down  the  Humphrey 
amendment. 

What  have  we  now?  We  will  not  pass 
today,  when  we  adopt  this  conference 
report,  a  criminal  law  which  empowers 
United  States  district  attorneys  across 
the  land  to  bring  Communist  conspira- 
tors in  Uieir  districts  before  the  grand 
jury,  and.  if  the  grand  jury  thinks  prob- 
able cause  exists,  or  a  prima  facie  case 
exists  against  those  conspirators,  to  in- 
dict them  and  bring  them  before  a  Fed- 
eral judge  and  Federal  jury  for  trial. 

We  have  provided  an  interesting  pro- 
cedure, under  which  we  must  funnel  the 
whole  op>eration  through  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Board,  which  was  pri- 
marily designed  to  handle  the  problem 
of  Communist-front  organizations  and 
not  individual  Communists. 

We  say.  in  effect,  in  the  conference 
report  that  in  addition  to  the  organiza- 
tions, individual  Communists  now  must 
register.  Mr.  Brownell  and  J.  Edgar 
Hoover  talk  about  driving  the  Commu- 
nist Party  underground.  What  would 
drive  it  underground  more  effectively 
than  this  provision?  What  makes  any- 
one think  for  a  moment  that  enacting 
the  registration  feature  of  the  proposed 
law  will  cause  the  Communists  to  come 
to  the  surface  and  say,  "Mr.  Hoover.  Mr. 
Brownell.  put  me  down.  Put  me  down. 
Here  is  my  name,  my  address,  and  my 
history." 

What  nonsense.  We  shall  have  to  dig 
them  out  of  holes  that  are  deeper;  that 
is  all. 

Mr.  HL-MPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  There  is  one  point 
which  I  think  should  not  be  overlooked. 
Let  me  say,  first,  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  been  most  l^ind.  The  Sen- 
ator has  also,  I  think,  exploded  some  of 
the  poUtical  mythology  which  relates  to 
the  right;  of  free  speech  and  freedom  to 
assemble  which  have  been  discussed  here. 
rights  which  some  say  would  be  injured 
by  the  conference  report. 


The  first  words  of  section  3  as  adopted 
are  very  mteresting. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  have 
before  him  the  bin  or  the  amendment? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.    I  have  the  bilL 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  only  the  amend- 
ment. 

Bir.  HUMPHREY.    It  reads: 

The  Congress  hereby  finds  and  declares 
that  the  Communist  Party  of  the  United 
States,  although  purportedly  a  political 
party,  is  in  fact  an  instrumentaUty  of  a 
conspiracy  to  overthrow  the  Government  of 
the  United  States. 

Then  the  bill  goes  on  to  mention  the 
Communist  Party,  or  any  other  organi- 
zation which  may  take  any  other  name 
but  which  still  has  the  same  purpose  as 
the  Communist  Party. 

Mr.  MORSE.  May  I  interrupt  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     Yes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  permit  the 
Senator  to  examine  me  at  any  length  he 
desires,  but  let  me  ask  a  question  at  this 
point.  Does  the  Senator  think  that 
language  would  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party?  , 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes.  But  let  me 
say  to  the  Senator  that  if  he  will  read 
the  Smith  Act  he  will  note  therein  that 
the  Communist  Party  is  never  men- 
tioned. 

Mr.  MORSE.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  will 
also  note  that  acts  are  described  which 
are  a  part  cf  a  conspiracy.  Once  the 
conspiracy  is  established,  if  these  acts 
are  committed  by  any  individual,  and 
it  is  proved  that  the  individual  com- 
mitted them,  he  has  become  a  part  of 
a  conspiracy  and  would  be  subject  to  a 
penalty.  The  penalties  in  the  Smith 
Act  are  the  same  as  those  in  the  Internal 
Security  Act  in  terms  of  fine  and  im- 
prisonment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  But  not  the  same  as  the 
penalties  under  the  Humphrey  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  No.  If  we  make  a 
declaration  and  finding  of  a  conspiracy 
on  the  part  of  the  Communist  Party,  or 
whatever  other  name  that  organization 
may  take  unto  itself,  we  have  immedi- 
ately assisted  in  the  prosecution  of  indi- 
vidual n\embers.  because  one  of  the 
problems  in  court  under  the  Smith  Act 
has  been  to  first  prove  the  conspirax:^'. 
We  propose  here  to  make  a  declaration 
and  finding  of  a  conspiracy,  and  to 
identify  it  with  the  Commtmist  Party  or 
any  other  organization  which  has  as  its 
objective  the  overthrow  by  force  and 
violence  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States. 

Therefore.  It  Is  the  view  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  that,  despite  what  the 
conference  committee  did  to  section  4. 
actually  we  can  proceed  forthwith  under 
the  terms  of  section  2  and  imder  the 
Smith  Act  to  prosecute  individual  mem- 
bers who  knowingly  and  willfully,  with 
knowledge  of  the  purpose  of  the  organ- 
ization, are  a  part  of  this  conspiracy. 

I  do  not  believe  that  even  the  mem- 
bers of  the  conference  committee  feel 
that  the  language  pertaining  to  the 
Communist-action  group  of  the  internal 
sectu-ity  law  is  the  only  controhng  lan- 


guage in  this  bllL     I  kXK>w  thatlat&guase 
weakens  what  we  are  attempting  to  do. 

I  have  sent  few  a  copy  of  the  Smith 
Act,  and  I  have  consulted  with  legal 
oounseL 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  declara- 
tion of  conspiracy  makes  it  possible  for 
the  £>epartment  of  Justice  to  move 
against  membership.  Once  we  are  able 
to  establish  membership  knowingly  and 
willfully,  with  knowledge  of  the  purposes, 
we  can  proceed  with  action  to  impose 
criminal  penalties. 

I  desire  to  write  the  legislative  history 
of  this  act  accordingly.  The  Senator 
has  been  most  generous  in  yielding  to  me, 
but  on  my  own  time  I  shall  point  out  that 
one  of  the  real  problems  in  case  after 
case  has  been  first  to  develop  all  the 
facts  showing  the  conspiratorial  nature 
of  the  organization,  and  then  to  identify 
the  conspiratorial  nature  of  the  organ- 
ization with  the  individual  member. 

In  the  conference  report,  despite  Its 
watering  down  in  section  4 — which  I 
regret — we  have  given  the  Department 
of  Justice,  if  it  will  use  it.  rather  than 
confine  itself  to  the  Internal  Security 
Act,  a  "go-ahead"  sign  for  prosecution 
on  the  basis  of  individual  membership. 
I  invite  the  Senator's  attention  to  that. 

I  hope  when  I  try  to  develop  this  sub- 
ject in  further  detail  the  Senator  will 
be  present  in  the  Chamber,  because  I  re- 
spect his  legal  knowledge  and  his  under- 
standing of  this  subject. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  very  glad  to  have 
tho.se  observations  of  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota.  I  think  they  have  strength- 
ened the  legislative  history  of  the  bill. 

However,  frankness  compels  me  to  say 
that  this  procedure  is  subject  to  several 
disadvantages. 

First,  let  me  say  as  a  lawyer  that  I 
think  there  is  merit  in  the  observation 
of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  in  that 
I  think  a  court  could  find  that  the  indi- 
rect approach  which  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  has  outlined  could  be  fol- 
lowed by  the  law-enforcement  officers, 
although  it  is  not  crystal  clear.  But 
there  is  a  Umitation.  When  dealing 
with  criminal  offenses,  the  courts  like 
to  follow  the  doctrine  that  the  direct 
approach  should  be  used,  because  in  the 
interpretation  of  a  criminal  statute  any 
ambiguity  Should  be  resolved  in  favor  of 
the  accused.  That  is  as  It  should  be. 
That  is  sound  doctrine. 

If  the  procedural  steps  which  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  has  outlined 
can  be  followed  under  this  language, 
those  steps  nevertheless  suffer  the  dis- 
advantage of  being  a  rather  Indirect  ap- 
proach to  the  objective  which  the  Sena- 
tor directly  set  forth  in  his  amendment, 
which  no  longer  is  In  the  conference 
report. 

Ttie  next  limitation  I  wish  to  state 
with  regard  to  the  comments  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  is  this:  Unfortu- 
nately the  Senator  from  Minnesota  was 
not  one  of  the  conferees,  and  those  who 
were  conferees  do  not  seem  in  the  debate 
today  to  be  as  siu-e  of  their  approach  as 
is  the  Senator  from  Minnesota.  When 
the  court  comes  to  look  at  this  legisla- 
tive record  It  will  be  much  nmre  Im- 
pelled by  the  statements  of  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  IMr.  Bunxa]  and  Vb» 
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Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarrahI. 
who  were  conferees,  than  by  the  state- 
ments of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
and  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  because 
we  were  not  conferees.  The  court  will 
be  much  more  inclined  to  find  legislative 
intent  from  what  the  conferees  say  the 
conference  intended  at  the  time  it  adopt- 
ed the  language. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
must  agree  with  me  that  the  debate  to- 
day has  "muddied  the  waters"  in  regard 
to  legislative  intent,  and  gives  rise  to  the 
possibility  of  a  final  interpretation  that 
it  was  not  the  intent  to  make  the  indi- 
vidual liable,  except  after  action  by  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Board. 
That  is  the  next  point  I  wish  to  stress. 

I  do  not  understand  how  we  can  listen 
to  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Btjt- 
LXR]  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCarran]  and  reach  any  other  conclu- 
sion than  that  what  they  are  really  say- 
ing is  that  the  bill  is  but  a  supplement 
to  the  Internal  Security  Act,  which  was 
passed  in  1950.  I  believe  I  quote  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  correctly — certainly 
I  paraphrase  him  correctly,  if  I  do  not 
quote  him  exactly — when,  in  answer  to 
a  question,  he  said  he  believed  that  the 
bill  we  are  considering  today  is  a  re- 
enactment  of  the  Internal  Security  Act 
of  1950,  at  least  in  respect  to  all  the 
relevant  provisions  which  pertain  to  that 
act. 

If  that  be  so,  that  was  not  our  objective 
last  Thxu-sday.  We  were  not  seeking  to 
reenact  the  Internal  Security  Act.  We 
were  seeking  to  enact  a  companion  law. 
We  were  seeking  to  enact  a  law  which 
would  outlaw  the  individual  who  con- 
spired to  overthrow  this  Government. 

Now  what  have  we?  We  have,  in  a 
new  section  4,  language  which  provides 
that  a  ];>erson  shall  be  "subject  to  all 
the  provisions  and  penalties  of  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act  of  1950,  as  amended, 
as  a  member  of  a  Communist-action 
organization." 

Out  the  window  go  the  stiff  penalties 
of  the  Humphrey  amendment  of  last 
Thursday,  approved  by  a  vote  of  85  to  0. 
What  is  wrong  with  those  penalties? 
Why  the  timid  approach  to  this  danger- 
ous threat  to  America?  I  ask  Senators 
to  name  one  crime  that  is  more  serious. 
Even  murder  is  not  so  serious. 

By  way  of  slight  exaggeration,  to 
emphasize  a  iMint.  let  me  say  that  par- 
ticipating in  a  Communist  conspiracy  is 
a  more  vicious  crime  than  murder,  in 
the  sense — and  only  in  the  sense,  of 
course — that  by  and  large*  murder,  even 
premeditated  murder,  is  singular. 

Every  criminologist  will  agree  that  it 
is  impossible  to  separate  even  premedita- 
tion from  emotional  disturbance.  We 
talk  about  "murder  in  cold  blood." 
There  never  was  such  a  murder.  Every 
criminologist  will  agree.  It  is  merely  a 
phrase  we  use  to  describe  one  of  the  dif- 
ferences between  murder  in  the  first  de- 
gree and  manslaughter.  However,  there 
is  no  such  thing  as  cold-blooded  murder. 

Murders  are  always  warm  blooded,  in 
the  sense  that  when  we  are  dealing  with 
a  murderer — and  I  do  not  care  what  kind 
of  a  case  is  cited — we  are  dealing  with  a 
person  who  is  emotionally  aroused  and 
emotionally  disturbed.  If  he  were  not, 
he  could  not  commit  that  act  against 


God.  because  that  is  what  murder  is;  it 
is  a  crime  against  the  Almighty. 

However,  the  conspirator,  who  seeks 
to  overthrow  this  Government  and  bring 
an  end  to  the  free  way  of  life  in  America, 
outclasses  murder  in  criminal  vlcious- 
ness.  because  he  threatens  the  lives  of 
all  of  us.  He  would  engage  in  mass 
murder.  He  has  fallen  victim  to  the 
Marxist  direct-action  theory.  He  is  per- 
fectly willing  to  destroy  our  free  institu- 
tions, and  destroy  every  free  man  and 
woman  along  with  those  institutions,  as 
he  topples  our  system  of  government. 

What  will  be  done  under  this  bill?  We 
impose  on  a  person,  after  a  long  proce- 
dure of  legal  folderol,  the  penalties  of 
the  Smith  Act.  If  what  we  are  trying  to 
do  is  put  him  out  of  circulation,  if  what 
we  are  trying  to  do  is  impose  penalties 
to  protect  our  citizens,  the  Smith  Act  is 
not  the  answer. 

Let  us  look  at  the  penalties,  as  the 
Senator  from  Maryand  [Mr.  Butler] 
read  them.  He  said  that  we  would  im- 
pose these  penalties.  I  should  like  to 
have  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  at  this  point,  because  I  wish 
to  be  exceedingly  fair  to  all  concerned, 
and  I  wish  to  be  completely  accurate. 
It  is  my  understanding  that  under  sec- 
tion 4  a  person  shall  be  subject,  as  a 
member  of  a  Communist-action  organi- 
zation, to  all  the  provisions  and  penalties 
of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended. 

When  we  seek  to  determine  the  liabil- 
ity under  that  language,  we  must  deter- 
mine, if  I  understood  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  correctly — and  I  do  not  have 
the  entire  law  before  me — whether  any 
one  or  more  of  the  following  facts  exist: 

1.  In  seeking,  accepting,  or  holding  any 
nonelectlve  ofiSce  or  employment  under  the 
United  States,  to  conceal  or  fall  to  dUclose 
the  fact  that  he  Is  a  member  of  such  organi- 
zation, r 

If  it  is  found  that  he  is  a  member,  he 
cannot  hold  such  an  office.  That  ic  the 
penalty. 

2.  To  hold  any  nonelectlve  office  or  employ- 
raent  under  the  United  States,  or 

3.  In  seeking,  or  accepting,  or  holding  em- 
ployment In  any  defense  facility,  to  comceal 
or  fail  to  disclose  the  fact  that  he  Is  a  mem- 
ber of  such  organization,  or 

4.  To  engage  In  any  employment  in  a  de- 
fense facility,  or 

5.  Knowingly  to  obtain  or  receive,  or  at- 
tempt to  obtain  or  receive  directly  or  indi- 
rectly from  any  officer  or  employee  of  the 
United  States  or  of  any  department  or  agency 
thereof  or  of  any  corporation,  the  stock  of 
which  is  held  in  whole  or  In  part  by  the 
United  States  or  any  department  or  agency 
thereof,  any  classified  Information. 

The  members  of  a  Communist-action 
organization  must  also,  under  cei-tain 
circumstances,  register  with  the  Attor- 
ney General  as  a  member  of  such  organ- 
ization. 

The  penalties  contained  in  the  In- 
ternal Security  Act  for  violation  of  any 
of  the  foregoing  include  both  fines  and 

penitentiary  sentences,  the  severity  of 
which  varies  with  the  seriousness  of  the 
offense. 
However,  the  severity  of  such  penalties 
-  falls  far  short  of  the  severity  of  the  pen- 
alties which  were  included  in  the 
Humphrey  amendment. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  i 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  beUeve  the  Sen- 
ator will  find — I  looked  it  up  this  morn- 
ing— that  the  penalties  include  5  years 
imprisonment  and  a  $10,000  fine. 

Mr.  MORSE.     For  what  act? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  For  any  of  the  acts 
relating  to  a  Communist-action  group  or 
membership.  One  of  the  attorneys  on 
the  staff  of  the  minority  leader  tells  me 
that  that  is  the  penalty. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  have  a  Ust  of  the  penal- 
ties? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  shaU  be  glad  to 
get  one  for  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  believe  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  will  find  they  are  the 
same  penalties. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  when  we  come  to 
study 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
hand  the  Senator  from  Oregon  t  copy  of 
the  Internal  Security  Act,  containing  the 
penalties. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  President,  here  are  the  penalties: 

Sec.  15.  (a)  If  there  Is  In  effect  with  respect 
to  any  organization  or  individual  a  final  order 
of  the  Board  requiring  registration  under 
section  7  or  section  8  of  this  title — 

(1)  such  organization  shall,  upon  convic- 
tion of  failure  to  register,  to  file  any  registra- 
tion statement  or  annual  report,  or  to  keep 
records  as  required  by  section  7,  be  punished 
for  each  such  offense  by  a  fine  of  not  more 
than  eiO.OOO. 

This  is  a  money  penalty  only. 

(2)  each  Individual  having  a  dtity  under 
subsection  (ii)  of  section  7  to  register  or  to 
file  any  ree;l.stration  statement  or  annual  re- 
{jort  on  behalf  of  such  organization,  and 
each  individual  having  a  duty  to  register  un- 
der section  8.  shall,  upon  conviction  of  fail- 
ure to  so  register  or  to  file  any  such  registra- 
tion statement  or  annual  report,  be  pun- 
ished for  each  Fuch  offense  by  a  fline  of  not 
more  than  $10,000.  or  imprisonmeot  for  not 
more  than  5  years,  or  by  both  sucb  fine  and 
imprisonment. 

That  is  a  stiff  penalty,  Mr.  President. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  subsection,  each 
day  of  failure  to  register,  whether  on  the 
part  of  the  organization  or  any  individual, 
shall  constitute  a  separate  offense. 

(b)  Any  individual  who,  in  a  registration 
.statement  or  annual  report  filed  lander  sec- 
tion 7  or  .section  8.  willfully  makes  any  false 
statement  or  willfully  omlta  to  state  any  fact 
which  is  required  to  be  stated,  or  which  is 
necessary  to  make  the  statement^  made  or 
information  given  not  misleading,  »hall  upon 
conviction  thereof  be  punished  for  each  such 
offense  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  §10.000.  or 
by  Imprisonment  for  not  more  than  5  years, 
or  by  both  such  fine  and  Imprisonment.  For 
the  purposes  of  this  subsection — 

(1)  each  false  statement  willfully  made. 
and  each  willful  omission  to  stat*  any  fact 
which  is  required  to  be  stated,  or  which  is 
necessary  to  make  the  statement!  made  or 
information  given  not  misleading,  shall  con- 
stitute a  separate  offense;  and 

(2)  each  listing  of  the  name  or  address  of 
any  one  Individual  shall  be  deem«d  to  be  a 
separate  statement. 

(c)  Any  organization  which  violates  any 
provision  of  section  10  of  this  title  ^all.  upon 
conviction  thereof,  be  punished  for  each 
such  violation  by  a  fine  of  not  more  tbaa 
$10,000. 

A  money  penalty. 
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Any  lnd.Tldual  who  ylolates  any  proTlsloai 
of  section  5,  6,  or  10  of  this  title  shall,  upon 
conviction  tnere<^,  be  punished  for  eadx 
such  violation  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than 
•10,000  or  by  Imprisonment  for  not  more 
than  5  years,  or  by  both  such  fine  and  impris- 
onment. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  question 
about  the  fact  that  under  the  act,  when 
the  offense  is  considered  to  be  of  a  more 
serious  nature,  the  penalty  includes  both 
-fine  and  imprisonment.  But.  what  we 
sought  to  do  in  the  Humphrey  amend- 
ment waf  to  make  conspiring  a  crime, 
and  there  is  no  doubt  that  we  imposed 
an  exceedingly  stiff  penalty.  Until  we 
do  that  we  shall  not  be  very  successful 
in  stamping  out  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy in  this  country,  and  we  are  cer- 
tainly not  going  to  do  it  as  effectively  as 
we  could  if  we  did  not  have  to  funnel  the 
cases  through  the  Subversive  Activities 
Control  Board.  What  we  need,  what  the 
Humphrey  amendment  gave  us,  and 
what  eventually  we  must  come  to,  is  a 
criminal  .statute.  I  shall  vote  for  the 
conference  report,  but  eventually  we 
shall  have  to  come  to  a  criminal  statute 
which  gives  jurisdiction  to  the  United 
States  diftrict  attorneys  in  every  dis- 
trict in  Uie  country  to  bring  the  con- 
spirators in  under  indictment  and  put 
them  on  trial  before  a  Federal  district 
court  and  a  Federal  jury.  We  should  not 
have  to  go  through  what  I  have  referred 
to  in  this  speech  as  the  long,  tedious, 
and  delayed  action  of  funneling  them 
through  Uie  Subversive  Control  Board. 

I  close  by  again  making  the  assertion 
I  made  earlier,  that  the  bill  as  it  was 
before  us  last  Thursday  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  did  not  take  away  from  the 
Subversive  Activities  Control  Board  its 
jurisdiction  to  handle  the  subjects  en- 
trusted to  it  under  the  act  of  1950,  for 
which  I  voted  and  against  which  some 
who  have  protested  so  much  about  its 
being  a  serious  infringement  upon  per- 
sonal liberty  in  this  country  voted  in 
1950. 

I  have  made  these  criticisms  because 
a  record  needed  to  be  made,  in  my  judg- 
ment, in  b>ehalf  of  those  of  us  who  are 
very  much  disappointed  in  this  watered- 
down  version.  Nevertheless,  in  all  fair- 
ness, I  commend  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  Humphrey],  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Kennedy], 
and  other  Senators  who  joined  Isist 
Thursday  in  trying  to  put  into  legisla- 
tive implementation  form  the  very  sort 
of  proposal  which  the  Senator  from 
Maine  I  Mrs.  Smith]  made  long,  long  ago 
in  the  Senate.  What  we  accomplished 
last  Thursday,  in  my  judgment,  was  a 
long  overdue  recognition  of  her  earlier 
recognition  of  the  importance  of  placing 
on  the  statute  books  a  criminal  statute 
Which  would  hold  the  individual  con- 
spirator criminally  liable  for  entering 
into  a  conspiracy. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  wish  to 
express  the  appreciation  of  Senators  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle  not  only  for  the 
work  which  the  gentle  lady  from  Maine 
has  contributed  in  this  whole  undertak- 
ing, but  also  for  the  very  fine  work 


which  one  of  the  most  able  aixl  dis- 
tinguished lawyers  in  this  body,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr, 
MoRSs]  has  contributed.  He  has  been 
nonpartisan,  extremely  cooperative,  and 
has  given  helpful  suggestions  not  only 
to  the  senior  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
JoHNSOHl,  but  to  other  Senators.  One 
thing  we  have  learned  about  the  inde- 
pendent party  is  that  it  has  one  of  the 
best  lawyers  in  the  country. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texeis  is  very  kind.  I  prob- 
ably should  not  say  it  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  but  his  comments,  nevertheless, 
elicit  it.  I  have  no  illusions  as  to  my 
contributions.  The  sad  thing  is  that 
most  of  them  must  be  negative,  from  my 
standpoint.  The  sad  thing  is  that  most 
of  them  must  be  of  the  watchdog 
variety.  Ihe  sad  thing  is  that  the  situa- 
tion in  the  Senate  is  such  that  liberal 
Members  are  not  in  a  voting  position  to 
put  forward  what  we  believe  to  be  the 
best,  most  af&rmative,  and  constructive 
proposals  for  legislation.  I  know  of  no 
better  example  than  the  one  which  is 
now  before  the  Senate.  If  we  had  the 
necessary  voting  strength,  we  would  not 
be  passing  the  bill  we  are  p>assing  today. 
We  would  have  the  voting  strength  to 
pass  a  bill  which  would  come  to  grips 
directly,  as  I  think  we  ought  to  come 
to  grips  directly,  with  individual  con- 
spirators along  the  lines  of  the  legisla- 
tive objective  of  the  bill  introduced  by 
the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs.  SMrni]. 
But  this  is  not  the  time  or  the  place  for 
me  to  discuss  what  is  needed  from  the 
standpoint  of  strengthening  the  posi- 
tion of  reformers  in  American  politics. 
I  know  what  the  Senator  from  Texas 
has  in  mind,  and  I  appreciate  the  com- 
pliment, but  I  am  objective  enough,  also, 
to  know  that  is  not  deserved,  because 
my  contributions  have  been  of  a  minor 
or  negative  nature,  and  only  to  that  ex- 
tent are  they  important  for  the  record. 
I  hoi>e  what  I  have  said  today  may  be 
of  some  help  when  we  come  to  enact 
such  a  bill  as  that  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. It  is  for  that  reason  only  that 
I  have  made  my  speech. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
yield  further? 

Mr.  MORSE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  not 
unaware  of  the  hours  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  spent  in  laboring  with 
and  counseling  those  who  prepared  the 
amendment.  The  Senator  speaks  of 
having  occupied  a  negative  position.  I 
am  frequently  in  disagreement  with 
the  Senator  from  Oregon,  but  we  sat  on 
a  committee  together  for  almost  5  years 
and  filed  46  reports  which  resulted  in 
legislation  saving  millions  of  dollars. 
The  action  represented  Republicans. 
Democrats,  Conservatives,  Progressives, 
northerners,  easterners,  and  southern- 
ers. 

In  each  of  46  specific  instances  the  re- 
port was  unanimous.  No  one  acted  with 
more  sincerity  or  contributed  more  to 
the  formulation  of  the  reijorts,  the  rec- 
ommendations, and  the  conclusions 
reached  than  did  the  distinguished  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Oregon,  the  leader  of 
the  Independent  Party.  I  do  not  think 
that  is  a  negative  record. 


Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Texas.  I  hope  some  of  my  ctm- 
stituents  will  read  his  tribute,  because 
some  of  them  would  like  to  have  the 
people  of  Oregon  believe  that  my  rcte 
as  representative  of  the  Independent 
Party  does  not  accomplish  anything, 
either  affirmative  or  negative. 

In  closing,  and  in  all  fairness  to  the 
Senator  from  Mlimesota,  I  wish  to  make 
this  statement,  because  I  know,  as  he 
knows,  how  easily  tiiose  who  wish  to 
misinform,  to  misrepresent,  and  to  de- 
stroy can,  undoubtedly  wfll,  and  prob- 
ably already  have,  in  the  releases  which 
have  gone  forth,  given  a  false  impression 
as  to  the  position  tn  which  the  Jtmior 
Senator  from  Minnesota  finds  himself  at 
this  moment. 

I  wish  to  say  for  the  Record — and  this 
statement  is  due  the  Senator  from  lilln- 
nesota — that  he  came  to  me  in  the  cloak- 
room to  my  right.  We  sat  down  on  the 
davenport,  and  he  said,  "Wathk,  take  a 
look  at  this  and  tell  me  what  you  think 
of  it." 

I  read  the  revised  language  of  sec- 
tion 4. 

I  said,  "Hubert,  I  think  It  is  a  pretty 
far  cry  from  what  85  Senators  voted  for 
last  "niursday."  ? 

We  had  a  Uttle  discussion.  I  betray 
no  confidence.  I  shall  not  say  anything 
which  would  betray  any  confidence,  be- 
cause we  talked  very  frankly  about  what 
was  going  on  and  what  the  position  of 
some  of  our  colleagues  was.  We  spoke 
of  some  of  the  realities  of  the  political 
situation  in  the  Senate,  when  it  comes 
to  counting  noses  within  a  conference. 
We  came  to  the  conclusion  that  this  was 
the  best  we  could  get. 

I  said  "Hubert,  are  you  completely 
satisfied  that  this  is  the  best  that  can 
be  done?" 

He  said.  "I  am." 

I  said.  "I  think  it  Is  a  step  forward. 
It  is  not  the  big-league  step  forward 
which  we  took  last  Thursday,  but  It  is 
progress;  and  if  it  is  the  best  we  can 
get.  I  shall  vote  for  it  when  it  comes 
to  the  floor  of  the  Senate." 

I  did  not  have  to  tell  him  this,  because 
everyone  in  the  Senate  knows  it  anyway, 
but  I  reserved  my  right  to  express  my 
individual  views  regarding  the  report, 
and  I  have  done  so  today.  I  have  done 
so  with  a  kindly  heart.  I  have  done  so 
with  deep  appreciation  and  with  a  sin- 
cere compliment  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  Minnesota  for  the  leadership  he 
has  given  to  the  Senate  on  the  Commu- 
nist Issue  in  the  closing  days  of  the 
session. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President. 
I  wish  to  thank  the  distinguished  minor- 
ity leader,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson],  for  his  very  kind  words  re- 
garding me. 

I  also  wish  to  express  my  appreciation 
to  the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  MoRsz],  one  of  the  great 
lawyers  of  considerable  note  in  the  coun- 
try, for  his  general  references  to  my  bill 
to  outlaw  the  Commtmist  conspiracy, 
and  the  credit  which  he  has  given  me. 
I  am  pleased  that  the  need  for  sucti 
legislation  has  been  recognized.  I  shall 
keep  my  eyes  on  the  subject  and  shall 
consult  the  junior  Senator  from  Orecon 
early  next  year. 
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I  share  his  reaction  to  the  interesting 
spectacle  of  hearing  Members  talk  so 
loudly  one  day.  and  then,  when  the  chips 
were  down  on  Tuesday,  voting  so  meekly 
and  subtly  the  other  way.  exactly  the 
opposite  of  the  loud  talk. 

I  shall  vote  today  for  the  conference 
report,  reluctantly  and  with  disappoint- 
ment, but  only  because  it  is  better  than 
no  bill  at  all. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  be- 
fore the  Senate  votes.  I  wish  to  make  a 
brief  statement  for  the  Record. 

One  week  ago  today  I  introduced  an 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute 
to  illegalize  the  Communist  Partjf  and  to 
provide  punishment  for  individual  mem- 
bers of  the  Communist  Party. 

The  basis  of  my  amendment  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  substitute  to  S.  3706  was  my 
conviction,  as  set  forth  in  the  "findings 
of  fact."  that  the  Communist  Party,  al- 
though piuT)ortedly  a  political  party,  is 
in  fact  an  instrumentality  of  a  conspir- 
acy to  overthrow  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  The  Senate  adopted  my 
proposal.  That  proposal  In  amended 
form  is  now  before  us  today  as  the  over- 
whelming expression  of  both  the  Senate 
and  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  report  of  the  committee  of  confer- 
ence, which  is  now  before  the  Senate,  in- 
cludes a  perfecting  amendment  to  the 
version  finally  adopted  by  the  Senate  on 
August  17.  That  amendment  in  no  way 
alters  my  original  purposes  or  objectives. 
It  is  now  clear  to  the  American  people 
and  to  the  world  that  our  proposal  is  a 
■serious  blow  to  the  Communist  Party  in 
the  United  States.  The  bill  we  are  about 
to  enact  declares  the  Communist  Party, 
to  be  illegal  and  a  conspiracy  designed 
to  destroy  free  government. 
>  I  am  informed  by  attorneys  and  Gov- 
ernment officials  that  this  provision  will 
be  of  clear  assistance  to  the  Department 
of  Justice  in  bringing  its  prosecutions 
under  the  Internal  Security  Act,  and 
that  it  will  strengthen  our  Government's 
hand  In  connection  with  the  prosecution 
Of  individual  members  of  the  Communist 
Party  under  the  Smith  Act. 

I  want  the  record  to  be  perfectly  clear 
that  this  is  upon  the  advice  of  repre- 
sentatives of  the  agencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment which  are  deeply  involved  in  the 
matter  of  prosecution  of  subversion  and 
subversive  activities. 

I  am  pleased  to  have  a  part  in 
strengthening  our  Government's  laws 
against  Communist  subversion.  I  wel- 
come the  indications  that  the  bill  as  it 
is  now  written  may  be  signed  by  the 
President,  and  not  vetoed  by  him.  I  be- 
lieve the  bill  is  a  definite  step  forward  in 
law  enforcement  in  the  protection  of  our 
democracy. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  wish  to  congratu- 
late the  sponsor  of  the  original  legisla- 
tion, the  senior  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Butler],  and  especially  to  compli- 
ment the  junior  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey]  for  the  fine  contribu- 
tion which  he  has  made  toward  the 
proper  outlawing  of  the  Communist 
Party  in  the  United  States. 

It  has  been  said  on  the  floor  and  has 
been  stated  in  the  press  that  the  bill 


would  weaken  the  existing  statutes  with 
reference  to  our  law-enforcement  agen- 
cies dealing  with  the  Communist  Party. 
There  has  been  no  evidence  presented  on 
the  floor  or  in  the  press  to  substantiate 
that  view.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  from  all 
the  information  I  have  been  ab&e  to 
gather,  the  bill  will  strengthen  both  the 
Internal  Security  Act  and  the  Smith  Act. 
Instead  of  nibbling  at  the  Communist 
Party,  instead  of  making  flank  attacks 
on  the  Communist  Party,  the  bill  makes 
a  frontal  attack  on  the  party,  in  the  place 
where  it  should  be  made. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Minnesota  is 
deserving  of  the  plaudits  of  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  who  supported  the  amend- 
ment when  it  was  originally  offered  by 
him  and  when  it  was  made  a  part  of  the 
bill  which  was  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland.  The  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota is  entitled  also  to  the  plaudits  of 
the  people  of  the  Nation  who  are  Inter- 
ested in  placing  the  Communist  Party 
and  its  members  in  their  proper  places. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
express  my  gratitude  to  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Kentucky.  I  did  not 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  his  tes- 
timonials, because  I  am  not  worthy  of 
them;  neither  do  a  seek  them.  I  desired 
only  to  make  a  brief  comment  as  to  how 
I  interpreted  the  bill.  Nevertheless.  I 
wish  to  thank  my  distinguished  and 
wonderful  friend,  the  minority  whip. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  1 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.     I  yield.  1 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Clements)  has  largely 
expressed  my  own  views  and  feelings 
with  reference  to  the  very  fine  contribu- 
tion which  has  been  made  by  the  rather 
unusual  combination  proposal  drafted 
by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  I  Mr. 
Butler ]  with  his  fine  legal  mind,  assisted 
by  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Dawiel), 
in  conjunction  with  the  real  contribu- 
tion in  the  form  of  the  amendment  in 
the  nature  of  a  substitute,  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  Hum- 
phrey] which  was  adopted  by  the  Senate. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey],  and  the  senior  Senator 
from  Maine  [Mrs.  Smith]  are  deserving 
of  commendation  for  the  excellent  work 
they  have  done  on  this  very  knotty  prob- 
lem of  pioneering  legislation  to  meet  con- 
ditions and  realities  which  are  today  so 
different  from  what  they  were  a  few 
years  ago.  I  commend  them  and  also 
express  my  appreciation  and  indebted- 
ness to  them  and  to  others  who  contrib- 
uted their  efforts  toward  bringing  a  sat- 
isfactory bill  to  the  floor.  I  think  they 
have  made  a  real  contribution  toward  a 
sound,  workable,  and  worthwhile  law. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi.  Any  words  of 
praise  coming  from  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  or  from  any  other  Member 
of  the  Senate  are.  indeed,  gems  and  will 
be  precious  recollections. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  should  like  to  asso- 
ciate myself  with  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi in  congratulating  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota,  not  only  for  offering 


the  amendment  last  Thursday,  but  for 
his  willingness  to  work  with  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  and  other  Senators  In 
attempting  to  reach  an  effective  solu- 
tion. What  has  been  done  is  a  service 
to  the  country,  and  I  think  the  country 
owes  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wish  to  thank  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  for  his  kind 
remarks.  He  was  a  pioneer  in  this  work, 
along  with  the  Senator  from  Maine  I  Mrs. 
Smith],  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Mansfield],  and  other  Senators.  I  am 
very  happy  to  have  been  a  cosponsor  of 
such  a  mea.sure. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President. 
I  wish  to  associate  myself  with  Senators 
who  have  commended  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  and  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota for  the  wonderful  work  they  have 
done. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  thank  the  Senator  from  Maine. 
First  I  wish  to  say  that  I  am  very  cog- 
nizant of  the  notice  given  by  the  House 
to  this  measure.  It  may  very  well  be 
that  at  least  in  the  opinion  of  some 
persons  the  bill  may  represent  an  in- 
fringement of  civil  liberties.  However, 
I  think  it  should  be  made  crystal  clear 
that  there  are  Members  of  this  body  who 
have  been  champions  of  civil  liberties  for 
many  years  and  for  decades.  There  are 
those  who  have  made  it  their  lifers  work 
to  be  champions  of  civil  liberties.  Yet, 
those  same  Members  have  seen  fit,  be- 
cause of  their  convictions,  knowledge, 
and  experience,  to  join  in  the  cospon- 
sorship  of  the  measure  now  before  the 
Senate,  which  is  a  strong  measure  to 
curb  Communist  power  and  subversion. 

I  concur  completely  in  the  splendid 
and  able  argument  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse).  There  is  no 
doubt  in  my  mind  that  what  the  Con- 
gress is  doing  is  a  constitutional  exercise 
of  its  powers  to  protect  the  people  and 
the  institutions  of  America  from  the  in- 
vidious conspiracy  that  is  the  Commu- 
nist Party.  What  is  proposed  is  not  a 
thought-control  statute.  It  is  not  in- 
tended to  be,  and  it  is  not,  by  purpose, 
design,  or  effect.  It  is  a  positive  decla- 
ration that  certain  knowledgeable  acts 
by  individuals  will  be  criminal  under 
American  laws. 

The  bill,  as  perfected  by  the  amend- 
ments of  the  conferees,  accomplishes  a 
number  of  things  which  have  never  be- 
fore been  done  in  the  field  of  internal 
security.  Not  only  are  we  making  sure 
that  there  is  no  impairment  to  the  use- 
fulness of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of 
1950,  but  we  are  strengthening  that 
statute,  and  it  has  been  strengthened  by 
applying  the  Communist-action  sections 
of  the  statute  to  membership  in  the 
Communist  Party. 

Moreover,  by  acting  directly,  and  for 
the  first  time  making  an  overt  declara- 
tion—and I  repeat,  for  the  first  time 
making  an  overt  declaration— in  the 
Congress  that  the  Communist  Party  or 
any  other  organization  of  a  similar  na- 
ture is  a  conspiracy  to  overthrow  our 
Government  by  force  and  violence,  we 
are  materially  facilitating  prosecutions 
under  the  Smith  Act  against  members  of 
the  Communist  Party. 

In  my  judgment,  hereafter,  when  pros- 
ecutors go  into  court  with  indictments 
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under  the  Smith  Act,  the  existence  of 
this  legislation  on  our  statute  books  will 
enable  the  penalties  of  the  Smith  Act  to 
be  imposed  upon  members  of  the  Com- 
muni.st  Party  with  a  minimum  of  delay 
and  a  minimum  of  effort. 

The  bill  l)efore  the  Senate  today  out- 
laws the  Communist  Party.  It  imposes 
severe  penalties  as  well  as  restrictions 
upon  members  of  that  party.  I  believe 
it  will  cripple  tlie  power  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  to  endanger  our  freedoms, 
our  Institutions,  and  the  bright  future 
of  thir,  great  land. 

We  are  striking  a  great  blow  today 
for  freedom,  and  for  a  termination  of 
the  incessant  persecutions  of  persons 
who  are  not  members  of  the  Communist 
Party.  By  our  action  today  in  honestly 
declaring  communism  to  be  not  a  po- 
litical party  but  an  evil  conspiracy,  we 
are  promoting  a  healthier  climate  for  the 
fiee  expression  of  honest  convictions  and 
beliefs.  By  enacting  legislation  that  will 
facilitate  our  law-enforcement  officers  in 
removing  the  Communist  menace  from 
our  scene,  ue  are  hastening  the  day 
when  hysteria  can  end  and  an  atmos- 
p!  er*?  of  true  and  valuable  tolerance  may 
again  prevail. 

I  urge  all  of  my  colleagues  to  support 
the  conference  report.  I  shall  do  so  my- 
self in  the  firm  conviction  that  we  have 
at  least  made  some  progress,  and  that 
with  one  stroke  we  shall  be  promoting 
true  freedoms  and  helping  to  eliminate 
the  most  evil  conspiracy  known  in  our 
times. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  had 
Intended  to  speak  on  the  bill  and  con- 
ference report,  but  various  Senators,  in- 
cluding the  Senator  from  Oregon  I  Mr. 
Morse  I.  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
(Mr.  Kefauver).  and  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  (Mr.  Cooper),  have  already 
di.scussed  many  of  the  things  I  wanted 
to  say.  I  shall  therefore  not  take  up 
the  time  of  the  Senate  to  cover  the  same 
ground. 

I  do  wish  to  repeat  a  couple  of  points 
that  loom  large  in  my  mind.  The  bill 
now  before  the  Senate  seeks  to  meet 
the  criminal  Communist  conspiracy.  I 
am  not  confident  that  it  will  accomplish 
anything.  At  best  it  will  mark  a  very 
small  gam.  I  hope  that  in  the  next  Con- 
cress  we  may  be  able  to  make  the  law 
more  meaningful  and  at  the  same  time 
remove  provisions  which  I  consider  to 
be  dangerous.  It  is  most  unfortunate 
that  this  bill  and  other  so-called  anti- 
subversive  bills  were  passed  with  inade- 
quate study  and  consideration.  I  believe 
that  in  our  haste  to  adjourn  we  have 
sacrificed  orderly  procedure.  I  wish  to 
emphasize  that  I  believe  there  are  pro- 
visions in  the  bill  that  are  bad  and 
greatly  require  further  careful  consid- 
eration and.  I  hope,  amendment. 

I  shall  vote  for  the  conference  report 
in  spite  of  my  misgivings,  but  I  do  so 
with  considerable  reluctance.  I  believe 
the  bill  is  very  far  from  reaching  the 
heart  of  the  problem  before  us.  and  con- 
tains serious  implications  and  dangers 
that  must  receive  very  careful  considera- 
tion and  study  by  Congress.  I  hope  we 
will  act  wi-^ely  at  the  next  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  as-eeing  to  the  confer- 


ence report.  The  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call  the 
roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  My  reason  for  not 
voting  when  my  name  was  called  was 
that  on  many  important  questions  I  have 
had  a  live  pair  with  the  senior  Senator 
from  Indiana  I  Mr.  Capehart  ) .  who  is  not 
present.  However.  I  understand  that  if 
present  and  voting  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana would  have  voted  "yea."  I  am. 
therefore,  at  liberty  to  vote;  and  I  vote 
"yea." 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley)  and  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey I  Mr.  Smith]  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart)  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
I  Mr.  Welker  J  are  absent  on  official  busi- 
ness. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders),  the  junior  Senator  from  In- 
diana I  Mr.  Jexner),  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  McCarthy),  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  ( Mr.  Pur- 
tell],  and  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  I  Mr.  Upton  J  are  necessarily 
absent. 

If  present  and  voting,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  I  Mr.  Capehart],  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  I  Mr.  FlanlersI, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr. 
JennerI.  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin (Mr.  McCarthy),  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Purtell).  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  IMr.  Smith], 
the  junior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Upton),  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
IMr.  Welker  1.  and  the  Senior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  IMr.  Wiley!  would  each 
vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  IMr.  Byrd], 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Ful- 
bright).  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Sparkman  1   are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Daniel], 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  I  Mr.  Ellen- 
der),  the  Senator  from  Illinois  IMr. 
Douglas],  and  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi IMr.  Eastland]  are  absent  on  ofiQ- 
cial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  I  Mr.  Gillette] 
is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr. 
D.^niel),  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DouGLAsl.  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
IMr.  Eastland),  the  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana [  Mr.  Ellender  ) .  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  llAr.  Fulbright],  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette),  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman] 
would  each  vote  'yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  79, 
nays  0,  as  follows: 

YEAS — 79 


Johnston.  S. 

C.  Martin 

Robertson 

Kefauver 

Maybank 

Russell 

Kennedy 

McCarran 

Saltonstall 

Kerr 

McClellan 

Schoeppel 

Kilgore 

Milllkln 

Smathers 

Knowland 

Monroney 

Smith.  Maine 

Kuchel 

Morse 

StennlB 

Langer 

Mundt 

9>-mlngton 

Lehman 

Murray 

Thve 

Lennon 

Neely 

Watkins 

Long 

Past  ore 

waiiamB 

Magnuson 

Payne 

Young 

Malone 

Potter 

MamCeld 

Reynolds 

NOT  VOTING- 

-17 

Byrd 

Flanders 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Cap>ehart 

Fulbright 

Sparkman 

Daniel 

Gillette 

Upton 

Douglas 

Jenner 

Welker 

Eastland 

McCarthy 

WUey 

Ellender 

Purtell 

So  the  report  was  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  <H.  R.  6287)  to  extend  and 
amend  the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  10051)  making  appropriations 
for  Mutual  Security  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1955,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; that  the  House  receded  from  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  numbered  23  to  the  bill,  and  con- 
curred therein,  and  that  the  House  re- 
ceded from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  1, 
2,  3.  9.  12.  22.  25.  26.  31.  32.  and  33,  to 
the  bill,  and  concurred  therein  severally 
with  an  amendment,  in  which  it  re- 
quested the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 
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AMENDMENT  TO  CERTAIN  CODIFI- 
CATION STATUTES 

i 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  there 
are  on  the  calendar  three  bills  involving 
amendments  to  various  codification  stat- 
utes, namely: 

H.  R.  9728.  to  revise,  codify,  and  enact 
into  law  title  21  of  the  United  States 
Code,  entitled  "food,  drugs,  and  cos- 
metics"; H.  R.  9729,  to  revise,  codify, 
and  enact  into  law  title  13  of  the  United 
States  Code,  entitled  ■Census";  and  H.  R. 
9730,  to  amend  various  statutes  and  cv 
tain  titles  of  the  United  States  Code, 
for  the  purpose  of  correcting  obsolete 
references,  and  for  other  purposes. 

As  the  titles  indicate,  these  bills  have 
to  do,  respectively,  with  the  codifying  of 
title  21,  title  13.  and  correcting  certain 
obsolete  references  and  making  certain 
other  technical  amendments  to  various 
previous  codification  statutes. 

Under  title  1,  chapter  3  of  the  United 
States  Code,  the  work  of  codification  and 
editions  of  the  code  are  the  responsibility 
of  the  House  Judiciary  Committee,  and 
it  is  understood  that  the  codifications  of 
title  21  and  title  13  have  been  actively 
under  consideration  for  a  number  of 
years,  having  late  in  the  session  been 
finally  completed.  The  correction  bhl  is, 
a  yearly  bill  which  comes  from  the  same 
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committee  for  corrections  in  the  exist- 
ing codes  as  obsolete  references  appear. 

These  bills  have  been  pending  on  the 
agenda  in  the  Senate  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee for  several  weeks  and  were  not  im- 
mediately acted  upon  becatise  of  a  study 
made  of  them  by  the  able  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Bftr.  McCarran]  who  wished  to 
be  sure  that  the  codtQcation  statute 
might  not  be  construed  to  make  certain 
changes  in  existing  substantive  law 
which,  of  course,  is  not  the  purpose  of 
codification.  After  this  examination, 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  was  satisfied 
with  the  legislation,  subject  to  certain 
amendments.  These  amendments  have 
been  made.  In  addition  thereto,  cer- 
tain amendments  have  become  necessary 
by  the  lapse  of  time,  and  I  refer  par- 
ticularly to  the  signing  of  Public  Law  518 
relating  to  pesticide  chemicals,  which 
properly  belong  in  th6  codification  of 
title  21.  This  amendment  was  made 
and,  as  a  result  thereof,  numerous 
technical  amendments  in  matters  of 
form  had  to  be  made  in  order  to  place 
it  in  its  proper  category. 

The  amendments  proposed  to  these 
bills  have  been  examined  and  are  agree- 
able, and  I  am  informed  by  representa- 
tives of  the  other  body  that  if  the  bills 
are  passed  by  the  Senate  with  these 
amendments,  that  body  will  concur 
promptly  in  the  Senate  amendments.  In 
other  words,  there  is  no  controversy  at 
all  over  these  amendments. 

Under  the  circumstances,  Mr,  Presi- 
dent, and  in  view  of  the  great  amount  of 
work  which  goes  into  one  of  these  codi- 
fication statutes,  it  is  understandable 
that  the  House  of  Representatives  is 
anxious  that  these  bills  should  not  die 

here  at  the  end  of  the  session. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  further  material 
in  explanation  of  these  bills.  Unless 
some  Senator  would  like  to  have  me  read 
this  material.  I  ask  unanimoiis  consent 
that  the  remainder  of  my  remarks  may 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

I  want  to  explain  the  amendments,  so  that 
my  colleagues  will  understand  what  Is  pro- 
posed. 

In  the  case  of  the  bill  H.  R.  9728,  which  Is 
the  codification  of  title  21,  relating  to  foods, 
drugs,  and  cosmetics,  there  are  substantially 
seven  amendments. 

The  first  of  these  amendments  would 
change  clause  (1)  of  subsection  (d)  of  sec- 
tion 41  to  read  "intended  to  be  rubbed, 
poured,  sprinkled,  or  sprayed  on,  or  other- 
wise applied  to  or  introduced  Into  the  human 
body  for  cleansing,  beautifying,  promoting 
attractiveness,  or  altering  the  appearance, 
and."  This  amendment  simply  restores  the 
categorical  words  found  In  the  present  stat- 
ute. 

The  second  amendment  proposed  to  this 
bin  Is  to  amend  section  53  (J)  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: "If  It  purports  to  be  or  is  represented 
for  special  dietary  uses,  unless  Its  label  bears 
such  information  concerning  Its  vitamin, 
mineral,  and  other  dietary  properties  as  the 
Secretary  determines  to  be  and  by  regula- 
tions prescribes  as  necessary  In  order  fully 
to  Inform  pxirchasers  as  to  Its  value  for  such 
uses." 

This  amendment  restores  the  requirement 
that  the  Secretary  must  make  a  determina- 
tion before  issuing  regulations  prescribing 
labeling  changes,  and  thus  avoids  the  possi- 


bUlty  that  the  new  language  might  be  con- 
strued to  exempt  the  Secretary  froin  the 
necessity  for  holding  a  hearing  on  the  ques- 
tion before  issuing  the  new  regulatlo&s. 

The  third  amendment  -to  this  bill  is  to 
add  at  the  end  of  subparagraph  (6)  al  sub- 
section (f)  of  section  131  a  new  sentence, 
as  follows:  "Nothing  In  this  section  stiall  be 
deemed  to  waive  or  deny  any  right  otherwise 
accorded  by  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act,  and  such  act  shall  continue  to  apply  to 
all  activities  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin- 
istration." This  amendment  is  intended  to 
make  it  clear  that  reenactment  of  the  pro- 
cedural provisions  In  this  section  does  not 
constitute  repeal  or  waiver  of  the  Admin- 
istrative Procedure  Act  or  rights  accorded 
thereunder. 

The  next  amendment  Is,  In  subsection  (a) 
of  section  134,  to  strike  out  the  word  "may". 
Immediately  preceding  the  figure  (1),  and 
insert  In  lieu  of  such  word  the  words  "are 
authorized."  The  purpose  of  this  amend- 
ment Is  to  comport  the  language  of  this  sec- 
tion to  the  provision  in  subsection  IH  (f), 
establishing  a  penalty  for  refusal  to  permit 
entry  or  insp>ectlon  "as  authorized"  by  sec- 
tion 134;  also,  to  restore  the  phrase  "as  au- 
thorized" which  appears  in  the  slmillir  sec- 
tion of  the  present  law,  and  which  has  been 
judicially  interpreted. 

The  next  amendment  Is,  in  subsection  (a) 
of  section  153,  to  strike  out  "paragraphs  (5), 
(6).  (8),  (9),  and  (10)  '  and  insert  In  lieu 
thereof  "paragraphs  (e),  (f),  (h),  (I),  and 
(J)."  This  substitution  of  letters  for  num- 
bers in  designating  the  particular  paragraphs 
is  necessary  in  order  to  correct  an  obvious 
clerical  error.  Section  153  of  the  bUl  now 
refers  to  subparagraphs  which  do  not  exist, 
since  section  151  contains  lettered  subpara- 
graphs rather  than  numbered  subparagraphs. 

The  sixth  amendment  to  this  bllL  is.  In 
subparagraph  (2)  of  subsection  (c)  of  Section 
154,  to  change  the  comma  after  th»  word 
"health"  to  a  period  and  strike  out  the  rest 
of  the  subparagraph.    The  purpose  of  this 

amendment  is  to  make  clear  that  the  Secre- 
tary Is  not  authorized  to  act  without  a  hear- 
ing except  in  the  case  of  articles  which  are 
dangerous  to  health.  If  there  is  no  danger 
to  health,  due  process  should  require  that 
there  be  a  hearing  so  as  to  avoid  arbitrary 
action  by  the  Secretary. 

The  final  amendment  to  this  bill  Is  recently 
enacted  Puollc  Law  518  which  was  signed 
by  the  President  on  July  22.  1954.  Tbls  law 
relates  to  pesticide  chemicals  and  since  it  is 
an  amendment  to  the  Food  and  Drug  Act  it 
must  of  necessity  be  Included  In  this  revision 
in  order  that  the  present  bill  will  reflect  all 
of  the  pertinent  laws  on  the  subject. 

With  the  exception  of  certain  clerical 
amendments  such  as  the  renumbering  of 
sections  engendered  by  the  insertion  of  Pub- 
lic Law  518  Into  the  present  bill,  those  are 
all  the  amendments  wliich  are  proposed  to 
be  offered  to  H.  R.  9728. 

In  the  case  of  the  bill.  H.  R.  9729.  there 
are  three  amendments.  In  section  18 1,  the 
proposal  is  to  amend  the  material  within  tlie 
parentheses  so  as  to  read  "(exclualve  of 
means  of  transportation  for  which  statistics 
are  required  by  law  to  be  filled  with,  and 
are  complied  and  published  by,  a  designated 
regulatory  body)".  The  purpose  of  this 
amendment  Is  to  make  clear  the  .ntent  of 
the  Congress  that  the  exception  is  applicable 
only  where  statistics  are,  under  existiog  law, 
regularly  compiled  and  published.  In  .such 
cases,  this  exception  would  make  it  unneces- 
sary for  the  Census  Bureau  to  compile  and 
publish  the  same  statistics  already  being 
compiled  and  published  by  some  other 
agency  under  existing  law. 

The  second  amendment  is  to  include  In 
section  8  of  the  bill  a  provision  relating  to 
furnishing  transcripts  of  tables  and  other 
records  which  was  inadvertently  omitted 
When  the  bill  was  drafted. 


The  third  amendment  Is  to  section  214  of 
the  bill  and  corrects  two  typographical  errora 
In  that  section. 

These  are  the  only  changes  to  be  offered 
to  H.  R.  9729. 

There  are  three  amendments  to  H.  B.  9730, 
which  are  in  the  form  of  provisions  to  b« 
stricken  from  the  bill  because  of  errors  which 
were  made  and  because  of  the  signing  by  the 
President  of  the  tax  revision  bill  which  ren- 
ders certain  provisions  of  the  Instant  bill 
obsolete. 

As  I  stated  earlier,  with  the  amendments 
which  I  have  discussed,  I  believe  these  three 
codification  bills  are  acceptable  %o  everyone 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  and  will  be  accept- 
able as  well  to  the  body  at  the  other  end 
of  the  Capitol. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  intend  to  move  that 
these  bilLs  be  brought  up  in  order  and 
be  Kiven  immediate  consideration. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  what 
does  the  Senator  desire  to  have  done 
with  these  bills? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  should  like  to  have 
them  considered  immediately  if  the 
Senator  does  not  object. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    I  do  object. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  think  we  can  pass 
them  in  2  minutes. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  How  long  would  It 
take? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  do  not  think  it  would 
require  more  than  2  minutes, 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  as 
I  understand,  this  subject  has  been  dis- 
cussed with  the  minority  members  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  and  also 
with  the  minority  leader. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  That  is  true.  This  in- 
volves merely  carrying  out  chapter  3, 
title  I  of  the  United  States  Code,  which 
places  this  responsibility  on  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Judiciary  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.  Nevertheless,  to  make 
this  work  effective,  the  Senate  must 
concur. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  As  I  understand, 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Mary- 
land has  a  high  priority  engagement 
this  afternoon  at  4  o'clock? 

Mr.  BUTLER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  And  the  Senator 
desires  to  dispose  of  these  bills  now. 
May  we  proceed  to  consider  them  with 
the  understanding  that  if  there  is  much 
discussion  the  bills  may  be  laid  aside? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUTLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  am  quite  sure  there 
will  not  be  any  discussion.  Everyone  is 
agreed  on  this  matter,  and  it  should  not 
require  more  than  a  minute  to  pass  the 
bilLs. 

I  may  .^ay  that  thousands  of  dollars 
have  been  spent  in  prepaiing  tliis 
material. 

Mr.  BUTLER.     Ye.s. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  unfinished  business  be 
temporarily  laid  aside  and  that  the  Sen- 
ate proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
these  bills. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
ob'octinn? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  I  ob- 
ject unless  we  can  reach  an  agreement 
as  to  how  much  time  will  be  required 

Mr.  BUTLER.  If  there  is  any  con- 
trovcr.sy  at  all  I  think  the  bills  should  be 
laid  aside.    However,  I  would  tot  like  to 


waste  the  vast  amount  of  money  which 
has  gone  into  this  work. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Will  it  require  more 
than  over  5  minutes? 

Mr.  BUTLER.     I  think  not. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?    The  Chair  hears  none. 


REVISION     OF    TITLE     21     OF    THE 
UNITED  STATES  CODE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  <H.  R.  9728)  to  revise,  codify,  and 
enact  into  law.  title  21  of  the  United 
States  Code  entitled  "Pood.  Drugs,  and 
Cosmetics,"  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  on  page  90,  after 
the  table. 

(For  Senate  engrossed  amendment, 
see  pp.  15245-15268  of  House  proceed- 
ings for  today.) 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  thiid 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


REVISION     OF     TITLE     13     OF     THE 
UNITED  STATES  CODE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  <  H.  R.  9729  i  to  revise,  codify,  and  en- 
act into  law  title  13  of  the  United  States 
Code  entitled  "Census."  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  with  amendments,  on  page  3, 
subchapter  1.  '•General  Provision.':."  sec- 
tion 8,  to  strike  out  paragraphs  ia>,  (b), 
(c).  and  (d»,  as  follows: 

(a)  The  Secretary  may.  at  his  discretion, 
upon  the  written  request  of  the  governor  of 
any  Stale  or  Territory  or  of  a  court  of  record, 
furnish  such  governor  or  covirt  of  record 
With  certified  copies  of  so  much  of  the  pop- 
ulation, agriculture,  and  housing  schedules 
prepared  under  the  authority  of  subchapter 
II  of  Chapter  5  of  tliis  title  as  may  be  re- 
quested, up)on  the  payment  of  the  actual  or 
estimated  cost  of  searching  the  records  and 
•I  for  certification. 

(b)  The  Secretary  may  furnish  to  indi- 
viduals such  data  from  the  population  and 
housing  schedules  as  may  be  desired  for  gen- 
ea:c'plcal  or  other  proper  purposes,  upon 
payment  of  the  actual  cost  of  searching  the 
records  and  $1  for  supplying  a  certificate. 

(c)  In  no  case  shall  information  furnished 
under  the  authority  of  this  section  be  used 
to  the  detriment  of  the  persons  to  whom 
such  information  relates. 

(d)  All  moneys  received  by  the  Department 
of  Commerce  or  any  bureau  or  agency  there- 
of in  payment  for  the  work  covered  by  this 
section  shall  be  deposited  to  the  credit  of  an 
appropriation   for  collecting   statistics. 

And  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing : 

(a)  The  Secretary  may.  upon  a  written  re- 
quest, and  In  his  discretion,  furnish  to  Gov- 
ernors of  States  and  Territories,  courts  of 
record,  and  individuals,  data  for  genealogical 
and  other  proper  purposes,  from  the  popula- 
tion, agriculture,  and  housing  schedules  pre- 
pared under  the  authority  of  subchapter 
II  of  chapter  5.  upon  the  payment  of  the 
actual,  or  estimated  cost  of  searching  the 
records  and  91  for  supplying  a  certificate. 

(b)  The  Secretary  may  furnish  transcripts 
or  copies  of  tables  and  other  census  records 
and  make  special  statistical  compilations 
and  surveys  for  State  or  local  officials,  pri- 


vate concerns,  or  Individuals  upon  the  pay- 
ment of  the  actual,  or  estimated  cost  of  such 
work. 

(c)  In  no  case  shall  Information  furnished 
under  the  authority  of  this  section  be  used 
to  the  detriment  of  the  persons  to  whom 
such  Information  relates. 

(d)  All  moneys  received  by  the  Department 
of  Commerce  or  any  bureau  or  agency  there- 
of in  payment  for  furnishing  transcripts  of 
census  records  or  making  special  statistical 
compilations  and  surveys  shall  be  deposited 
to  the  credit  of  an  appropriation  for  collect- 
ing statistics. 

On  page  11,  in  subchapter  1,  "Manu- 
facturers, Mineral  Industries,  and  Other 
Businesses,"  section  131,  after  the  words 
"to  be  filed  with",  it  is  proposed  to  in- 
sert "and  are  compiled  and  published 
by." 

On  page  15,  subchapter  1,  "Officers  and 
Employees,"  section  214,  after  the  words 
"under  the  provisions  of",  it  is  proposed 
to  strike  out  "his"  and  insert  "this"; 
and  after  "$1,000  or",  to  strike  out  "im- 
prisonment '  and  insert  "imprisoned." 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  amend- 
ments be  considered  en  bloc. 

The  PREtTDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
ob.lection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the   question    is    on    agreeing    to    the 

amendments  en  bloc. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to  en 
blcc. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrcssed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  'H.  R.  9729  >  was  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 


AMENDMENT   OF   CERTAIN   TITIES 

OP  THE  UNITED  STATES  CODS 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  <H.  R.  97301  to  amend  various  stat- 
utes and  certain  titles  of  the  United 
States  Code  for  the  purpose  of  correct- 
ing obsolete  references,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 
amendments,  on  page  8,  at  the  begin- 
ning of  line  21,  to  strike  out  "1947"  and 
insert  "1927";  in  the  same  line,  after  the 
numerals  "348 ',  to  sti-ike  out  "Sec.  3 
(a)";  on  page  17,  after  line  5,  to  strike 
out: 

Sec.  17  Subsection  (d)  of  section  211  of 
the  act  of  June  27,  1952  (ch.  477,  title  11, 
chapter  2.  66  Stat.  181.  182;  8  U.  8.  C,  sec. 
1181  (d)  I  is  amended  by  striking  out  "clause 
(2)  or  (3)  of  subsection  (a)"  in  the  two 
places  where  such  reference  appears  in  such 
subsection,  and  in  lieu  thereof  insertinu; 
"clause  (2)  or  (4)  of  subsection  ( a  i  ".  so 
that  such  subsection  will  read  as  follows: 

"(d)  No  quota  immigrant  within  clause 
(2)  or  (4)  of  subsection  (a)  shall  be  ad- 
niitted  under  subsection  (c)  If  the  entire 
number  of  immigrant  visas  which  may  be 
Issued  to  quota  immigrants  under  the  same 
quota  for  the  fiscal  year,  or  the  next  fiscal 
year,  has  already  been  issued.  If  such  entire 
number  of  immigrant  visas  has  not  been  is- 
sued, the  Secretary  of  State,  upon  notifica- 
tion by  the  Attorney  General  of  the  admis- 
sion under  subsection  (c)  of  a  quota  Immi- 
grant within  clause  (2)  or  (4)  of  subsection 
(a),  shall  reduce  by  one  the  number  of  im- 
migrant visas  which  may  be  Issued  to  quota 
immigrants  under  the  same  quota  during 
the  fiscal  year  in  which  such  immigrant  is 
admitted,  or.  If  the  entire  number  of  Imml- 


grant  visas  which  may  be  issued  to  quota 
Immigrants  under  the  same  quota  for  the 
fiscal  year  hsis  been  issued,  then  dvulug  the 
next  following  fiscal  year." 

On  page  18,  line  4.  to  change  the  sec- 
tion number  from  "18"  to  "17";  on  page 
19,  line  10,  to  change  the  section  number 
from  "19"  to  "18";  on  page  20,  line  20.  to 
change  the  section  number  from  "20"  to 
"19";  on  page  22,  line  22,  to  change  the 
section  number  from  "21"  to  "20";  on 
page  23,  line  14,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "22"  to  "21";  on  page  24, 
line  1.  to  change  the  section  number  from 
"23"  to  "22";  in  line  20,  to  change  the 
section  number  from  "24"  to  "23";  on 
page  25.  line  15,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "25"  to  "24";  on  page  26, 
line  15,  to  change  the  section  number 
from  "26"  to  "25";  on  page  27,  line  12. 
to  change  the  section  number  from  "27" 
to  "26";  on  page  29,  line  18,  to  change  the 
section  number  from  "28"  to  "27";  on 
page  31.  line  4,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "29"  to  "28";  in  line  21  to 
change  the  section  number  from  "30"  to 
"29";  on  page  32,  line  11,  to  change  the 
section  number  from  "31"  to  "30";  ori 
page  33,  line  19.  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "32"  to  "31";  on  page  34. 
line  18,  to  change  the  section  number 
from  "33"  to  "32";  on  page  35,  line  15,  to 
change  the  section  number  from  "34"  to 
"33  ■;  on  page  36.  hne  23,  to  change  the 
section   number  from   "35"  to  "34";   on 

page  38,  line  16.  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "36"  to  "35";  in  line  23.  to 
change  the  section  number  from  "37"  to 
"36";  on  page  39,  line  11,  to  change  the 
section  number  from  "38"  to  "37";  after 
line  22,  to  strike  out: 

Sec.  39.  The  cross  reference  eet  out  as  sec- 
tion 3633  (b)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Ck>de 
(53  Stat  ,  pt.  1.  p.  441;  26  U.  S.  C.  sec.  3633 
(b)  )  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  refer- 
ence "3799 ',  appearing  therein,  and  in  lieu 
thereof  inserting  "3800",  so  that  such  cross 
reference,  exclusive  of  the  catchline  thereof, 
will  read  as  follows: 

"For  authority  of  district  courts  to  Issue 
orders,  processes,  and  Judgments  for  enforce- 
ment of  internal  revenue  laws,  see  section 
3800." 

On  page  40.  line  6.  to  change  the  sec- 
tion number  from  "40"  to  "38";  in  Une 
13,  to  change  the  section  number  from 
"41"  to  "39";  on  page  42,  line  11,  to 
change  the  section  number  from  "42"  to 
"40";  in  line  15,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "43"  to  "41";  on  page  43. 
line  14,  after  the  word  "Each"  to' strike 
out  "commission"  and  insert  "commis- 
sioner"; in  hne  25,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "44"  to  "42"';  on  page  44, 
line  4,  to  change  the  section  number 
from  "45"  to  "43";  in  line  13.  to  change 
the  section  number  from  "46"  to  "44"; 
on  page  46,  line  21,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "47"  to  "45";  on  page*'48, 
line  8,  to  change  the  section  number  from 
"48"  to  "46";  in  line  15,  to  change  the 
section  number  from  "49"  to  "47";  on 
page  49,  line  7,  to  change  the  section 
.  number  from  "50  '  to  "48";  on  page  50. 
line  13,  to  change  the  section  number 
from  "51"  to  "49";  on  page  51.  line  16.  to 
change  the  section  number  from  "52"  to 
"50";  on  page  54,  line  3,  to  change  the 
section  number  from  "53"  to  "51":  on 
page  56.  line  14,  to  change  the  section 
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number  from  "54"  to  "52'*;  on  page  55 
line  11,  after  the  word  "be",  to  insert 
"the";  on  page  58.  Une  14.  to  change  the 
section  number  from  "56"  to  "54";  on 
page  59.  line  1,  to  change  the  section 
number  from  "57"  to  "55";  on  page  61, 
line  3.  to  change  the  section  number 
from  "68-  to  "56";  in  line  13.  to  change 
the  section  nimiber  from  "59"  to  "57";  on 
page  62.  after  line  2,  to  strike  out:  ' 

S»c.  80.  Section  2517  of  title  28.  United 
States  Code,  is  amended  by  (l)  striking  out 
the  subsection  designation  "(a)"  where  It 
appears  in  subsection  (a),  and  (2)  by  strik- 
ing all  of  subsection  (b).  so  that  the  section 
will  read  as  follows: 

"Every  final  Judgment  rendered  by  the 
Court  of  Claims  against  the  United  States 
shall  be  paid  out  of  any  general  appropria- 
tion therefor,  on  presentation  to  the  General 
Accounting  Office  of  a  certification  of  the 
Judgment  by  the  clerk  and  chief  judge  of  the 
court." 

In  line  13,  to  change  the  section  num- 
ber from  "61"  to  "58".  and  in  line  20 
to  change  the  section  number  from  "62" 
to  "59." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
ti6ie. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  un- 
der the  conference  report  title  HI,  pro- 
viding for  the  registration,  of  persons 
trained  in  espionage  and  sabotage,  would 
be  stricken  out.  The  same  provision  is 
in  the  present  law,  the  Internal  Security 
Act  of  1950.  The  provision  was  put  In 
House  bill  9580,  and  when  the  House  of 
Representatives  passed  the  bill  they  pro- 
vided that  certain  people  would  be 
exempted,  diplomatic  representatives,  or 
those  connected  directly  with  Govern- 
ment. The  Senate  would  not  agree  to 
that  provision,  so  in  the  conference  the 
whole  provision  was  stricken. 

It  was  the  intention  that  we  should 
consider  this  matter  in  a  separate  bill. 
so  that  the  new  division  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  would  have  charge  of  it 
I  believe  that  we  should  accept  the  con- 
ference report,  because  it  dees  not  do 
violence  to  the  present  law 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Wil- 
liams in  the  chair) .     The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 
The  report  was  agreed  to. 


August  19 


REVISION  OP  LAWS  RELATING  TO 
ESPIONAGE  AND  SABOTAGE- 
CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota [Mr.  Lancer],  I  submit  a  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9580)  to  revise  and  extend  the 
laws  relating  to  espionage  and  sabotage 
and  for  other  purposes.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  for  the  present  considera- 
tion of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
report  will  be  read  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report,  as 
follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dls- 
ageing   votes   of   the   two   Houses   on   the 

J^^li  ^^^^  *''**  *''**"^'»  *^e  laws  relating 
to  wpionage  and  sabotage,  and  for  other  pur- 
poeea.  having  met.  after  full  and  free  co^er- 
ence.  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
1^^*°    ^  *^*^  respective  Houses  as  fol- 

m^t*L*^K  ^°'^  "*'****'  '™'"  "«  diaagree- 
^  *ot^e  amendment  of  the  Sen^and 
agre«  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same.     . 
William  Lanckr. 
KvERXTT    M.    DnuESKir 
-      Pat  McCar«4n. 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
Louis  E.  Graham. 
Ruth  Thompson. 
DeWitt  s.  Hyde. 
Emanxtel  Cellkh. 
P^Ncis  E.  Walter. 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


RELIEF  OF  CERTAIN  BASQUE 

SHEEPHERDER3 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Semite  the  amendments  of  the  Hou'^e 
of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S    2074) 
for  the  relief  of  certain  BasQue  sheep- 
herders,  which  were,  on  pase  1.  lines  3 
and  4,  strike  out  "That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  " 
and  insert  "That  the  Attorney  General  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  discontinue 
any  deportation  proceedings  and  to  can- 
cel any  outstanding  orders  and  warrants 
of  deportation,  warrants  of  arrests,  and 
bonds  which  may  have  been  issued  in  the 
cases  of  the  following  aliens'-  on  pa-^e  2 
at  the  end  of  line  13.  insert  a  'poriod"' 
and  on  page  2.  strike  out  lines  14  through 
21  inclusive,  and  insert  "From  and  after 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  these 
aliens  shall  not  again  be  subject  to  de- 
portation by  reason  of  the  same  facts 
upon  which  such  deportation  proceedings 
were  commenced  or  any  such  warrants 
and  orders  have  issued  " 

Mr  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President  I 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  House 
amendments  to  S.  2074.  "^u^e 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there 

S^on?  ^  "^^  ^'^°t  coSeration  o! 
the  conference  report? 


CONSTRUCTION,    OPERATION     AND 
MAINTENANCE      OP      COLORADO 
RIVER    STORAGE   PROJECT 
■nie  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1555)  to  authorize  the  Sec^ 
retary  of  the  Interior  to  construct  oper- 
ate, and  maintain  the  Colorado  River 
storage  project  and  participating  proj- 
ects, and  for  other  purposes 

rn^,^?/"  ^^^  ^^^"  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af 
fairs  with  an  amendment,  to  sTrike  out 
all  after  the, enacting  clause  andlnsert 
That,  in  order  to  Initiate  ttie  comprehen- 
sive development  of  the  water  resources  of 
^LT%^'''''^''°  ^'^"  Ba.in.  fhe  Con- 
fmw  Jl  .^*  ^''^'■*''^*  °^  't«  constitutional 
TO  regulate  commerce  among  the  States  and 


with    the    Indian    tribes,   and    to   make    all 
needful    rules    and    regulations    respecting 
property  belonging  to  the  United  States,  and 
for  the  purposes,  among  others,  for  regulat- 
ing the  flow  of  the  Colorado  River,  storing 
water  for  beneficial  consumptive  use,  making 
It  possible  for  the  States  of  the  upper  Basin 
to   utUize.   consistently   with   the   provisions 
of  the  Colorado  River  compact,   the  appor- 
tionments made  to  and  among  them  in  the 
Colorado  R.ver  compact  and  the  upper  Colo- 
rado River  Basin  compact,  respectively   pro- 
viding for  the  reclamation  of  arid  and  semi- 
arid  land,  for  the  control  of  floods  and  for 
the    improvement    of    navigation,    and    the 
generation  of  hydroelectric  power,  as  an  In- 
cident of  the  foregoing  purposes,  hereby  au- 
thorizes the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  (1)   to 
construct,  operate,  and  maintain  the  follow- 
ing Initial  units  of  the  Colorado  River  stor- 
age project,  consisting  of  dams,  reservoirs 
p<jwerp'ants.  transmission  facilities  and  ap- 
purtenant   works:     Cross    Mountain,    Cure- 
cantl.  Echo  Park.  Flaming  Gorge.  Glen  Can- 
yon, and  Navaho:   Provided,  That  the  Cure- 
canti  Dam  shall  be  constructed  to  a  height 
which   will    Impound    not    less    than   940  000 
acre-feet  of  water  or  will  create  a  reservoir 
or  such  ereatcr  capacity  a.s  can  be  obtained 
by    a    high    waterllne    IcK-.ued    at    7.520    feet 
anove  mean  sea  level  and  that  construction 
thereof   shall    not   be   undertaken    unUl    the 
Secretary  h.is.  on  tiie  basis  of  further  ei^Kl- 
ncc.mg    and    economic    investigations     re- 
examined the  economic  Justification  of  such 
unit  and.  accompanied  by  appropriate  docu- 

^.Zlf'T   '"   '''I  ^"'■'"   °^   *  supplemental 
report,    has    certified    to    the    Congress   and 

Zu^l  7'^^'''  '^^^'  *"  ^^  Judgment,  the 
«nH  ?o  ^  ^"""^  ""'"  '""  *='"'^d  i^  costs: 
and  (2)  to  construct,  operatic,  and  maintain 
the  following  additional  reclamation  proj- 
ects <  including  power-generating  and  traj- 
mssion  facilities  related  thereto),  herein- 
after referred  to  as  participating  prolects- 
central  Utah  (initial  ph.asef:  EmerrCoun: 
ty.  F,a  .  Goo.seberry.  Hammond.  La  Barce 
l.yman.  Paonla  (including  the  Minnesota 
unit,  a  dam  and  reservoir  an  Muddy  Creek 
i'itl  %^°»r'  "^  confluence  with  the  North 
Fork  of  the  Gunnison  River,  and  other  nec- 
essary works).  Pine  River  Extension.  Seed- 
skadee.  sut.  ?mlth   Fork,  San  Juan-C^ama. 

fhT.     t'^'"'""''''''  Th«*t  "^)   construction  of 

the  participating  projects  set   forth   in  this 

Clause    ,2,    shall    not    be   undertaken    untU 

usf?o",      '^  ^''  reexamined   the  economic 

Dan  led  H  "'  "'^"'^  P^°J^°*  ^"'l'  accom- 
panied by  appropriate  documentation  In 
the  form  of  a  supplemental  report,  has  cer- 

m  in  hu  ?T'''-  ^^^°'^^»^  "^^  ^^'^''''lenV 
that,  in  his  Judgment,  the  benefits  of  mirh 
project  win  exceed  its  costs,  and  thlt  "he 
fourth  ,n  ^^^'"^""^bility  reiuirementi  set 
forth  in  section  4  of  this  act  can  be  met 
The  Secretarys  supplement-^!  report  for  each 

tMn.  P',"^^"^'  '^'^"  '"'^'"^«-  ^mong  other 
tnings.  (1)  a  reappraisal  of  the  prospective 
direct    agricultural    benefits    of    the    ?^ole^t 

^th\h/^''%^"'^^y  ^"*  consun^n 
with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture:  (11)  a  re- 
eva  uation  of  the  nondirect  benefit  of  the 
cod  nf  ,^"^.<^^''  allocation,  of  the  tota! 
nrow.  ^°"=^^^'ction  of  each  participating 
project    or    separable    feature,    thereof,    ex! 

t ion  ^If'tL^'^P^"'^^'""^^  authorized  by  sec- 
tion 7  of  this  act.  to  power,  irrigation    mu- 
mcipal  water  supply,  flood  ccaitrol  or  nTvt 
gallon,    or    any    other    purpoee    autho?lz«l 
under  reclamation  law.     Sec?ljn  1(c)  of  IS 
Flood   Control   Act   of   1944  shall    excent  a! 
hereinafter    provided    for    the    San    ?ua" 
Chama   and   the   Navajo   participaUng   pro^I 
ects.  not  be  applicable  to  such  suppremenU 
reports;   and.  ,b,   that  no  appropSi^n  for 
or    construction    of    the    San    Juan-ChamI 
project  or  the  Navaho  participating  pro1"f 

r  no  ts'tn'"'"'   '■'   "^=""   ""*«   cSrdCted 
reports   thereon   shall   have   been   submitted 

to  the  affected  States,  including  (but  w  th- 

out  limiting  the  generality  of  the  foregoing) 
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the  5tat«  of  Texms.  pxzrsuant  to  the  act  of 
Ekecemtter  21.  1944.  and  aaid  prx>)eru  stuOl 
hare  tx«n  approved  and  auttiartaBd  by  Uic 
Coai:?«s«;  Prxurtded  fmrtkrr.  That  with  rei- 
er«nce  to  the  San  Juan-Chaa^  projecu  it 
shall  be  Umitevl  to  a  am^e  c? -stream  dam 
ar.d  rwerrolr  on  a  tributary  of  the  Chama 
Rarer  to  be  used  srtely  for  the  coctro!  and 
regulation  of  water  Imported  from  the  Saa 
Juan  River,  that  d3  povcr  faculties  shall 
t>e  established.  instiiUcd.  or  operated  akMic 
the  diTerslon  or  on  the  reserToir  or  dam. 
and  siich  dam  and  res«-roir  &hall  at  aU 
ti^nes  t>e  operated  by  the  Bureau  of  Becla- 
niati..-;a  of  the  Department  cf  the  Interior 
in  strict  compliance  with  the  Rio  Grande 
c<.')mpact  as  administered  by  the  Rto  Grande 
Compact  Commiastoii. 

Sec  2.  In  order  tc  achiere  such  compre- 
hen&ive  development  as  will  assure  the  con- 
sumptive use  in  the  States  of  the  upper  Col- 
orado River  Ba&in  of  waters  of  the  Colorado 
River  system  the  use  of  which  1&  app>ortloned 
to  the  upper  Colcraio  River  Basin  by  the 
Colorado  River  compact  and  to  each  State 
thereof  by  the  upper  Cclcrado  River  Ba&ln 
compact,  it  is  the  intent  of  the  Congress  in 
the  future  to  autborlce  the  construction, 
operation,  and  maintenance  of  further  units 
cf  the  Colorado  River  storage  project,  cf  ad- 
ditional phases  of  pkarticipating  projects  au- 
thorized in  this  act.  and  of  new  participating 
projects  as  addltlonaJ  Information  becomes 
availsble  and  additional  needs  are  indicated. 
It  Ls  hereby  declarec  to  be  the  purpose  of 
the  Congress  to  autborlae  as  participating 
projecu  only  projec'.s  (including  uniti^  or 
phases  thereof*  — 

( 1 )  for  the  use.  in  one  or  more  of  the 
States  designated  In  irtlcle  III  of  the  upper 
Colorado  River  Basin  compact,  of  waters  of 
the  upper  Colorado  River  rystem  the  con- 
sumptive use  of  which  is  apportioned  to 
those  States  by  that  :irtlcle:  and 

(2)  for  which  pert.nent  data  rufBcient  to 
determine  their  probable  engineering  and 
economic  justification  and  feasibility  shall 
be  available.  It  is  likewise  declared  to  be 
the  policy  of  the  Cor.gress  that  the  costs  of 
any  participating  prefect  authorized  in  the 
future  shall  be  amortized  from  Its  own  reve- 
nues to  the  fullest  extent  consistent  with  the 
provisions  of  this  act  and  Federal  reclama- 
tion law. 

Sec.  3.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  act.  in  constructing,  operating,  and 
maintaining  the  units  of  the  Colorado  River 
storage  project  and  the  participating  proj- 
ects listed  in  section  1  of  this  act.  the  Secre- 
tary shall  be  governed  by  the  Federal  recla- 
mation laws  (act  of  June  17.  1902.  32  Stat. 
338.  and  acts  amendatory  thereof  or  supple- 
mentary thereto):  Provided.  That  (a)  irri- 
gation repayment  contracts  shall  be  entered 
into  which,  except  as  otherwise  provided  for 
the  Paonla  and  Eden  projects,  provide  for 
repayment  of  the  obl.gatlon  assumed  there- 
under with  respect  t  d  any  project  contract 
unit  over  a  period  of  not  more  than  50  years 
exclusive  of  any  development  period  author- 
ized by  law:  (b)  prior  to  construction  of  Irri- 
gation distribution  facilities,  repayment  con- 
tracts shall  be  made  with  an  "organization" 
as  defined  in  paragraph  2  (g)  of  the  Recla- 
mation Project  Act  cf  1939  (53  Stat.  1187) 
which  has  the  capacity  to  levy  assessments 
upon  all  taxable  real  property  located  within 
Its  boundaries  to  assist  in  making  repay- 
ments, except  where  a  substantial  propor- 
tion of  the  lands  to  be  served  are  owned  by 
the  United  States:  (c)  contracts  relating  to 
municipal  water  supply  may  X>t  made  with- 
out regard  to  the  limitations  of  the  last  sen- 
tence of  section  9  (c)  of  the  Reclamation 
Project  Act  of  1939  and  (d),  as  to  Indian 
lands  within,  under  or  served  by  any  par- 
ticipating project,  payment  of  construction 
costs  within  the  capability  of  the  land  to 
repay  shall  be  subject  to  the  act  of  July  1. 
1932  (47  Stat.  564).  All  unlU  and  partici- 
pating projects  shall  be  subject  to  the  appor- 
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Of  tbe  use  of  water  between  the 
\::pper  arkd  iower  bastas  of  the  C>o>;v«do 
River  aad  amoag  the  States  of  the  upper 
bttxtn  fixed  tn  the  CotonMlo  Rim  ccvnpart 
and  the  upper  Colorado  River  Basin  cvm- 
pacl.  resperureiy.  and  tc  the  terms  of  the 
treaty  wnh  the  Cnltcd  MeiLican  States 
(Treaty  Series  »4>. 

Sbc-  4  fs<  There  Is  hereby  authorised  a 
separate  T\2S<S  in  the  Treastiry  cf  the  United 
States  to  be  known  as  the  upper  Colorado 
River  Bas.m  fund  >  hereinaTtes-  referred  to  as 
the  liastn  fund',  which  shall  remain  avail- 
able until  expended,  as  hereafter  prv>- 
vided.  for  carrying  out  provisions  ci  this  act 
ether  than  s*c::,->n  7 

tbt  .Kll  appr\-pria::or.s  msde  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  the  prxsnsicns  of  this 
act.  other  than  section  7.  shall  be  credited 
to  the  tkasin  fund  as  advances  from  the 
general  fund  of  the  TVeasunr 

to  All  revenues  collected  in  connection 
with  the  operation  of  the  Colorado  River 
storage  project  and  p>articipating  prv-'jects 
shall  be  credited  to  '.he  Bo.sin  Fund,  and  shall 
be  available,  without  further  appropriation, 
for  (1>  defraying  the  costs  of  operation, 
maintenance,  and  replacements  of.  and  emer- 
gency expenditures  for.  all  facilities  of  the 
Colorado  River  storage  project  and  partici- 
pating projects,  within  such  separate  llml- 
tauons  as  may  be  included  m  annual  appro- 
priation acts.  (2)  payment  as  required  by 
subsection  id)  of  this  section.  tSi  payment 
of  the  reimbursable  construction  costs  of 
the  Paonla  project  which  are  beyond  the 
ability  of  the  water  users  to  repay  within  the 
period  prescribed  in  the  act  of  June  25.  1947 
(81  Stat.  161).  said  payment  to  be  made 
within  50  years  after  completion  of  that 
portion  of  the  project  which  has  not  been 
constructed  as  of  the  date  of  this  act.  and 
(4)  payment  In  connection  with  the  irriga- 
tion features  of  the  Eden  pro.'ect  as  speci- 
fied in  the  act  of  June  28.  1949  (63  Stat  277  >  : 
Proruled.  That  revenues  credited  to  the  Basin 
Fund  shall  not  t>e  available  for  appropria- 
tion  for  construction  of  the  units  and  par- 
ticipating projects  authorized  by  or  pursu- 
ant to  this  act 

(d)  Revenues  in  the  Basin  Fund  in  excess 
of  operating  needs  shall  be  paid  annually  to 
the  general  fund  of  the  Treamiry  to  return — 

(II  the  costs  of  each  unit.  p&rticl(iatlng 
project,  or  any  separable  feature  thereof 
which  are  allocated  to  poa'er  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 5  of  this  act.  «-tthln  a  period  not  exceed- 
ing 50  years  from  the  date  of  completion  of 
such  unit,  participating  project,  or  se(>arable 
feature  thereof; 

(2>  the  costs  of  each  unit,  part'cipatlng 
project,  or  any  separable  feature  thereof 
which  are  allocated  to  municipal  water  sup- 
ply pursuant  to  section  5  of  this  act,  within 
a  period  not  exceeding  50  years  from  the  date 
of  completion  of  such  unit,  participating 
project,  or  separable  feature  thereof; 

(3)  interest  on  the  unamortized  balance 
of  the  investment  ( including  interest  during 
construction)  In  the  power  and  municipal 
water  supply  features  of  each  unit,  partici- 
pating project,  or  any  sep.irable  feattire 
thereof,  at  a  rate  determined  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  as  provided  in  subsec- 
tion (e),  and  interest  due  shall  be  a  first 
charge:  and 

(4)  the  costs  of  each  unit,  participating 
project,  or  any  separable  feature  thereof 
which  are  allocated  to  irrigation  pursuant 
to  section  6  of  this  act  within  a  period  not 
exceeding  50  years,  in  addition  to  any  devel- 
cpment  period  authorized  by  law,  from  the 
date  ol  completion  of  such  unit,  participat- 
ing project,  or  separable  feature  thereof,  or, 
in  the  cases  of  the  Paonla  project  and  of 
Indian  lands,  within  a  period  consistent  with 
other  provisions  of  law  applicable  thereto. 

(c)  The  Interest  rate  applicable  to  each 
unit  of  the  storage  project  and  each  partici- 
pating project  shall  be  determined  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  of  the  time  the 


first  atfrrnxkce  is  ^»de  fcr  tnitiatlnK 
tMn  or  said  txnit  or  project.  Such  lnte«wM 
rate  shall  be  detcnatned  by  caicutaitUMt  tiM 
aver*^  yteld  to  maturtty  on  the  basts  oC 
dally  ckwinf  market  btd  quctatioiu  durtnf 
the  morth  of  June  next  fwecedini;  the  flaral 
year  m  which  said  advance  ts  made,  oo  all 
Interest -beartiur  marketable  pubUc-debt  ot»- 
lifrations  ctf  the  United  States  having  a  a*- 
tunty  date  ctf  15  or  more  years  frtim  tbe  first 
day  of  sajd  month,  and  by  adjtistlni:  such 
arera^  annual  ytejd  to  the  nearest  oae- 
ei^tth  o.f  1  percent, 

\T\  Business-type  budgets  shall  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Congress  annual! v  for  all  op- 
erations financed  by  the  Basin  Fund. 

Sic  5,  Upon  cc«n^etion  of  each  unit, 
pan icipa ting  project  or  separable  feature 
thereof  the  Secretary  shall  alkx>ate  the  total 
costs  lexcJudli^g  any  expenditures  author- 
ind  by  section  7  of  this  act  I  of  cotuttructlng 
said  unit,  project  or  feature  to  power.  Irri- 
gation, municipal  water  supF>ly.  flvV«d  con- 
trvM.  navigation,  or  any  other  purpow 
authitrUeed  under  reclaauitian  law.  Alktca- 
uons  of  construction,  operation,  and  main- 
tenance cosu  to  authonapd  nonTelmbiuns- 
able  purposes  shal  be  nonreturnabie  under 
the  provisions  of  this  act.  On  January  1 
of  each  year  the  Secretary  shall  report  to 
the  Cot;giess  for  the  previous  fiscal  year. 
t>eglnning  with  the  fiscal  year  1955.  \ipon 
the  status  of  the  revenues  from  and  the 
c«.«t  of  constructing,  operating,  and  main- 
taining the  Colorado  River  storage  project 
and  the  participating  projecu.  The  Secre- 
tary's repkort  shall  be  prepared  to  reflect  ac- 
curately the  Federal  investment  allocated  at 
that  time  to  ^powef .  to  Irrl^tion.  and  to 
other  purposes,  the  f\rogrc&s  of  return  and 
repayment  thereon,  and  the  estimated  rate 
of  progress,  year  by  year.  In  accomplishing 
full  repayment. 

S»c.  6.  The  hydroelectric  powerplanta 
authorised  by  this  act  to  be  constructed, 
operated,  and  maintained  by  the  Secretary 
.^all  be  operated  in  conjunction  with  otAsr 
Federal  power  plants,  present  and  potential. 
so  as  to  produce  the  greatest  pracUcabto 
amount  of  power  and  energy  that  can  b* 
sold  at  firm  power  and  enengy  rates,  but  no 
exercise  of  tlie  authority  hereby  granted 
shall  affect  or  interfere  with  U»e  operation 
of  any  provision  of  Uie  Colorado  River  Com- 
pact, the  Upper  Colorado  River  Basin  Com- 
pact, or  tlie  Boulder  Canyon  Project  Act, 

Sr.c.  7  In  connection  with  the  develop- 
ment of  the  Colorado  River  storage  project 
and  of  the  participating  projects,  the  Secre- 
tary is  authorised  and  directed  to  Inveatl- 
gate.  plan,  construct,  operate,  and  maintain 
(1)  public  recreational  facilities  on  lands 
withdrawn  or  acquired  for  the  development 
of  said  project  or  of  said  partlclpaUng 
projects,  to  conserve  the  scenery,  the  natu- 
ral, historic,  and  archeolc^ic  objects,  and 
the  wildlife  on  said  lands,  and  to  provide 
for  public  uae  and  enjoyment  of  the  same 
and  of  the  water  areas  created  by  thea* 
projects  by  such  means  as  are  consistent 
with  the  primary  purposes  of  said  projects: 
and  (2)  facilities  to  mitigate  losses  of  and 
improve  conditions  for  Uie  propagation  of 
fish  and  wildlife.  The  Secretary  Is  author- 
Ized  to  acquire  lands  and  to  withdraw  pub- 
lic lands  from  entry  or  other  diapKwitlon 
under  the  public  land  laws  necessary  for  the 
construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of 
the  faciUtes  herein  provided,  and  to  dispose 
of  them  to  Federal.  State,  and  local  gov- 
ernmental agencies  by  lease,  transfer,  ex- 
change, or  conveyance  upon  such  terms  and 
conditions  as  will  best  promote  their  de- 
velopment and  operation  in  the  public  In- 
terest. All  costs  Incurred  pursuant  to  this 
section  shall  be  nonreimbursable  and  non- 
returnable. 

Sbc.  8.  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall 
be  construed  to  alter,  amend,  repeal,  con- 
strue, Interpret,  modify,  or  be  in  oonlUct 
with  any  provision  of  the  Boulder  Canyoa 
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Project  Ac*  (46  Stat.  1067) .  the  Boulder  Can- 
yon Project  Adjustment  Act  (54  Stat.  774), 
the  Colorado  River  compact,  the  upper  Colo- 
rado River  Basin  compact,  the  Rio  Grande 
compact  of  1938,  or  the  treaty  with  the 
United  Mexican  States  (treaty  series  994). 

Sbc.  9.  Expenditures  for  the  Cross  Moun- 
tain, Flaming  Oorge,  Olen  Canyon,  Navajo 
and  Bcho  Park  initial  units  of  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project  may  be  made  without 
regard  to  the  soil  survey  and  land  classifi- 
cation requirements  of  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment Appropriation  Act.  1954. 

See.  10.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  such  sums  as  may  be  required 
to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

Sbc.  11.  The  appropriate  agencies  of  thf; 
United  States  are  authorized  to  convey  to 
the  city  and  county  of  Denver,  Colo.,  for 
use  as  a  part  of  its  municipally  owned  water 
system,  such  interests  in  lands  and  water 
rights  used  or  acquired  by  the  United  States 
solely  for  the  generation  of  power  and  other 
property  of  the  United  States  as  shall  be  re- 
quired in  connection  with  the  development 
or  use  of  its  Blue  River  project,  upon  pay- 
ment by  Denver  for  any  such  interest  of 
the  value  thereof  at  the  time  of  its  acquisi- 
tion by  Denver,  and  provided  that  any  such 
transfer  shall  be  so  limited  as  not  to  preclude 
the  Tise  of  the  property  other  than  water 
rights  for  the  necessary  functions  of  the 
United  States  Government. 

Sec.  12.  In  the  operation  and  maintenance 
of  all  facilities,  authorised  by  Federal  law 
and  under  the  jurisdiction  and  supervision 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  In  the  basin 
of  the  Colorado  River,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  is  directed  to  comply  with  the  ap- 
plicable provisions  of  th  Colorado  River 
compact,  the  Boulder  Canyon  Project  Act, 
the  Boulder  Canyon  Project  Adjustment  Act, 
and  the  treaty  with  the  United  Mexican 
States,  in  the  storage  and  release  of  water 
from  reservoirs  in  the  Colorado  River  Basin. 
In  the  event  of  the  failure  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  so  comply,  any  State  of 
the  Colorado  River  Basin  may  maintain  an 
action  In  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion, and  consent  is  given  to  the  joinder  of 
the  United  States  as  a  party  In  such  suit  or 
suits.  No  right  to  impound  or  use  water 
for  the  generation  of  power  or  energy,  cre- 
ated or  established  by  the  building,  opera- 
tion, or  use  of  any  of  the  powerplants  au- 
thorized by  this  act,  shall  be  deemecl  to  have 
priority  over  or  otherwise  opertite  to  pre- 
clude or  Impair  any  use,  regardless  of  the 
date  of  origin  of  such  use,  of  the  waters  of 
the  Colorado  River  and  Its  tributaries  for 
domestic  or  agricultural  purposes  within  any 
of  the  States  of  the  upper  Colorado  River 
Basin. 

Sec.  13.  As  used  In  this  act — 

The  terms  "Colorado  River  Basin",  "Colo- 
rado River  compact".  "Colorado  River  sys- 
tem", "Lee  Perry",  "States  of  the  upper  di- 
vision", "upper  basin",  and  "domestic  use" 

shall  have  the  meaning  ascribed  to  thent  in 
article  n  of  the  upper  Colorado  River  Basin 
compact; 

The  term  "States  of  the  upper  Colorado 
Rtver  Basin"  shall  mean  the  States  of  Ari- 
zona, Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wy- 
oming; 

The  term  "upper  Colorado  River  Basin" 
shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  the  term 
"upper  basin"; 

The  term  "upper  Colorado  River  Basin 
compact"  shall  mean  that  certain  compact 
executed  on  October  11,  1948,  by  commis- 
sioners representing  the  States  of  Arizona, 
Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wyoming, 
and  consented  to  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  of  America  by  act  of  April  6, 
1949  (63  Stat.  31); 

The  term  "Rio  Grande  compact"  shall 
mean  that  certain  con>pact  executed  on 
March  18,  1938,  by  commissioners  represent- 
ing the  States  of  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  and 
Texas  and  consented  to  by  the  Congress  of 


the  United  States  of  America  by  act  of  May 
31,  1939  (53.Stat.  785);  and 

The  term  "treaty  with  the  United  Mexican 
States"  shall  mean  that  certain  treaty  be- 
tween the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
United  Mexican  States  signed  at  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  February  3.  1944,  relating  to  the 
Utilization  of  the  waters  of  the  Colorado 
River  and  other  rivers,  as  amended  and  sup- 
plemented by  the  protocol  dated  November 
14,  1944,  and  the  understandings  recited  in 
the  Senate  resolution  of  April  18.  1945.  ad- 
vising and  consenting  to  ratification  thereof. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit- 
tee amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  the 
recent  Governors'  Conference  at  Lake 
George,  N.  Y.,  emphasizes  the  im- 
portance which  is  attached  to  good 
working  relationships  among  the  Btates 
and  to  the  close  cooperation  that  is  re- 
quired between  them  and  the  Federal 
Government  in  those  fields  of  activity  in 
which  they  have  a  common  interest.  I 
may  add  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  has  frequently  expressed  amilar 
sentiments. 

The  Federal  Government  and  the 
Colorado  River  Basin  State.';  of  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  New  Mexico.  Ne- 
vada, Utah,  and  Wyoming  have  common 
interests  in  the  Colorado  River  and  its 
tributaries.  Their  common  interests 
arise  from  the  fact  that  the  natural 
basin  of  the  Colorado  River  is.  In  the 
main,  an  arid  country  and  that  many 
areas  surrounding  this  natural  basin 
are  arid  and  semlarid.  The  waters  of 
the  Colorado  River  and  its  tributaries 
are,  therefore,  essential  to  each  of  tho.se 
States.  Each  desires  to  put  them  to  use, 
to  the  fullest  practicable  extent,  for  do- 
mestic, agricultural,  and  industrial  pur- 
poses. The  interests  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment arise  through  the  duty  to  pro- 
tect its  Indian  wards,  as  well  as  under 
the  commerce  and  general  welfare 
clauses  of  the  Constitution. 

California  and  Nevada  came  forward 
some  years  ago  with  a  plan,  worked  out 
by  the  Interior  Department  for  a  proj- 
ect known  as  the  Boulder  Canyon  proj- 
ect, consisting  of  a  dam  and  incidental 
works  adequate  to  create  a  storage  reser- 
voir with  a  capacity  of  not  less  than  20 
million  acre-feet,  together  with  a  canal 
and  other  works  designed  to  provide  de- 
pendable water  supplies  for  the  Imperial 
and  Coachella  Valleys  and  for  other 
areas  in  California. 

The  other  States  in  the  Colorado  River 
Basin  were  fearful  that  authorization 
and  construction  of  the  Boulder  Can- 
yon project  would  lead  to  growing  uses 
in  California  of  waters  of  the  Colorado 
River  system  to  such  an  extent  that  they 
themselves  would  be  forever  barred  from 
making  uses  which,  they  believed,  they 
might  well  desire  to  make  in  the  long- 
range  future.  Growing  uses  by  Cali- 
fornia would  achieve  priority  under  the 
Western  doctrine  of  appropi-iation, 
Whereby  those  who  first  put  to  i^e  the 
waters  of  a  stream  acquire  a  first  and 
prior  right  to  the  use  of  such  waters  as 
against  subsequent  appropriators. 

A  way  was  sought  whereby  construc- 
tion of  the  Boulder  Canyon  project 
might  proceed,  while,  at  the  same  time, 
there  would  be  avoided  the  natural  con- 


sequences which  the  other  States  feared 
might  follow  from  such  authorization 
and  construction.  That  way  was  found. 
It  consisted  in  the  Colorado  River  Com- 
pact of  1922.  The  Colorado  River  Com- 
pact of  1922  divided  the  seven  Colorado 
River  Basin  States  into  two  groups,  and 
it  made  an  equitable  apportionment  to 
each  such  group  of  the  use  of  waters  of 
the  Colorado  River  system.  These  two 
groups  are  known,  respectively,  as  the 
upper  and  lower  ba.sins.  The  consump- 
tive use  apportioned  to  the  upper  basin 
States,  as  a  group,  is  not  susceptible  of 
being  lost  to  them  by  prior  appropria- 
tions downstream.  In  effect,  the  Colo- 
rado River  Compact  of  1922  suspended 
the  doctrine  of  priority  of  appropria- 
tions as  to  that  share  of  the  waters  of 
the  Colorado  River  system  that  was  ap- 
portioned to  the  upper  basin  States  of 
Arizona,  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Utah, 
and  Wyoming. 

S.  1555.  in  the  introduction  of  which 
I  was  joined  by  my  distinguished  col- 
league from  Colorado  and  by  my  dis- 
tinguished colleagues  from  Arizona,  New 
Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wj'oming,  exempli- 
fies good  relationships  among  States  and 
between  them  and  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. Here  is  a  case  where  five  great 
Western  States,  working  closely  together 
and  with  the  Federal  Government,  have 
evolved  a  plan  for  the  development  of 
water  resources— lor  sharing  the  bene- 
fits of  a  stream  system.  The  works 
would  be  constructed  by  the  Federal 
Government — the  people  directly  bene- 
fited would  pay  for  them.  The  expendi- 
tures for  power  and  municipal  water 
supplies  would  be  returned  with  interest, 
including  intere.st  during  construction. 

As  amended  by  the  Subcommittee  on 
Irrigation  and  Reclamation  and  approv- 
ed by  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs.  S.  155^  would  authorize 
the  construction  of  six  holdover  stor- 
age reseivoii-s.  These  reservoirs  will 
make  pos.sible  releases  of  water  to  the 
lower  Colorado  River  Basin  so  that  up- 
stream uses  of  water  can  be  made  during 
periods  of  low  flows,  while  the  upp>er 
basin  State.s,  at  the  same  time,  fulfill 
their  compact  commitments  to  the  lower 
basin.  As  waters  are  released  from  such 
storage,  they  will  make  hydroelectric 
power,  the  need  for  which  is  becoming 
more  and  more  marked  throughout  the 
seven  Colorado  River  Basin  States. 

Tlie  function  of  these  storage  units  is 

of  vital  importance  to  all  seven  of  the 
Colorado  River  Basin  States  aaid  of  par- 
ticular importance  to  the  upper  basin 
States.  From  the  functional  point  of 
view,  they  are  of  equal  significance  to 
each  of  the  upper  basin  States  of  Ari- 
zona, Colorado.  New  Mexico.  Utah,  and 
Wyoming,  because,  without  them,  in  the 
lierht  of  historical  flows  of  the  Colorado 
River,  those  States  cannot  hope  eventu- 
ally to  make  the  uses  of  water  that  are 
apportioned  to  them  as  a  group  by  the 
Colorado  River  compact  of  1922  and 
among  them  by  the  upper  Colorado  River 
Basin  Compact.  They  are  of  equal  sig- 
nificance to  each  of  the  upper  division 
States  of  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Utah, 
and  Wyoming,  bexause  the  revenues 
from  the  power  they  produce  will  help 
to  pay  the  costs  of  irrigation  works  that 
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can   be   undertaken   in   each   of   those 

States. 

In  approximately  50  years  from  the 
date  of  their  construction,  these  storage 
units  will  have  returned  their  total  cost 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States.  In 
addition  to  that,  they  will  have  returned 
2^2  [>ercent  interest  per  annum  on  that 
part  of  their  costs  that  is  allocated  to 
power,  together  with  interest  during 
construction. 

One  of  these  holdover  storage  units 
is  located  in  the  Dinosaur  National 
Monument.  The  Senate  has  received 
much  information  on  this  during  the  last 
several  montlis.  SufBce  it  to  say,  that 
when  the  Dinosaur  National  Monument 
was  enlarged  to  take  in  this  Echo  Park 
area,  the  people  of  the  States  of  Colora- 
do and  Utah,  living  in  the  vicinity,  were 
assured  that  such  enlargement  would 
not  prohibit  use  of  the  area  for  water 
storage  purposes.  Good  faith  requires 
us  not  to  bar  the  u.se  of  the  area  for 
those  purposes,  unless  an  alternative, 
equally  good  in  all  respects,  can  be 
found. 

Every  effort  has  b<»en  made  to  find 
an  equally  good  reservoir  site  outside 
the  monument.  None  has  been  found. 
None  can  be  found  which  combines  all 
of  the  attributes  of  Echo  Park.  Echo 
Park  Dam  can  be  authorized  without,  in 
any  sense,  setting  a  precedent  that  might 
endanger  other  national  monuments  or 
national  parks.  The  reason  is  that  the 
circumstances  surrounding  the  enlarge- 
ment of  the  Dinosaur  National  Monu- 
ment are  unique.  They  do  not  exist  in 
connection  with  any  other  national  park 
or  monument  area. 

The  question  whether  the  Echo  Park 
Dam  should  be  authorized  has  become, 
in  large  part,  a  matter  of  emotion  rather 
than  reason.  The  testimony  before  our 
committee  on  this  subject  largely  reflects 
what  I  have  just  said.  The  experts  testi- 
fied with  clarity  and  precision  as  to  the 
reasons  why  no  equivalent  for  Echo  Park 
can  be  found.  Others  testified  that  they 
were  opposed  to  Echo  Park,  not  so  much 
because  of  their  love  for  the  Dinosaur 
National  Monument — many  of  them  had 
never  been  there — but  because  of  their 
love  of  nature  and  their  desire  to  pre- 
serve it  for  posterity.  I  am  sure  many 
of  my  colleagues  in  the  Senate  have  re- 
ceived letters  by  the  score  from  these 
pood  people.  Many  of  those  letters  are 
obviously  written  by  persons  who  have 
been  asked  to  write,  who  have  been  glad 
to  do  so  but  who  have  no  real  knowledge 
or  sympathetic  understanding  of  the 
needs  of  our  arid  country  for  economical 
storage  sites.  If  reason  rules,  Echo  Park 
Will  be  authorized. 

S.  1555,  as  amended  in  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation 
and  approved  by  the  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs,  authorized  a 
number  of  participating  irrigation  proj- 
ects. They  are  called  participating 
projects,  because  they  will  participate, 
through  financial  assistance  m  the  pay- 
ing of  irrigation  costs,  in  the  power  rev- 
enues derived  mainly  from  hydropower- 
plants  of  the  holdover  storage  reser- 
voirs. If  we  add  all  of  the  acreage  in 
these  participating  projects  that  will  re- 
ceive water  for  irrigation  we  get  a  total 
of  only  754.000  acres.    It  becomes  ap- 


parent immediately  that  there  can  be 
no  real  relation  between  the  millions  of 
acre-feet  of  holdover  storage,  proposed 

in  S.  1555.  and  the  comparatively  small 
extent  of  irrigation  that  will  be  provided 
through  these  participating  projects. 
The  point  is  thai  the  irrigation  projects 
that  will  bj  authorized  by  S.  1555.  as 
amended,  constitute  only  a  beginning. 
The  storage  provided,  however,  must  be 
related  to  ultimate  development  in  the 
upper  baisin  States.  It  is  not  proper, 
therefore,  at  this  early  stage,  to  take  the 
total  of  the  irrigation  allocation,  which 
includes  a  part  of  the  costs  of  the  hold- 
over storage  reservoirs  as  weU  as  the 
direct  irrigation  costs  of  the  participat- 
ing projects,  and  to  distribute  that  sum 
among  the  few  acres  contained  in  the 
participating  projects  that  would  be  au- 
thorized by  S.  1555.  as  amended.  This 
would  disregard  additional  acreage  which 
will  substantially  lower  the  cost  of  devel- 
opment per  acre. 

Even  though  the  few  participating 
projects  contained  inS.  1555.  as  amended, 
constitute  only  a  beginning  on  irrigation 
development  in  the  upper  basin,  the  bill 
contains  a  number  of  safeguards  that 
are  designed  to  prevent  initiation  of  con- 
struction of  works  that  require  further 
economic  analysis.  Notwithstanding  the 
many  years  of  investigation  that  have 
preceded  this  biU.  our  committee  con- 
cluded that  it  would  follow,  in  the  main, 
the  recommendations  made  by  the  pres- 
ent administration  in  connection  with 
such  safeguards.  Thus,  under  the  terms 
of  the  bill,  as  amended,  construction  of 
participating  projects  may  not  be  initi- 
ated until  there  has  been  a  recvaluation 
of  the  relation  of  their  anticipated  bene- 
fits to  their  estimated  costs  and  con- 
sultation thereon  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture. 

Furthermore,  these  participating  proj- 
ects could  not  be  started  prior  to  the  com- 
pletion of  soil  surveys  and  land  classi- 
fications in  accordance  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  Interior  Department  Appro- 
priation Act  of  1954.  No  participating 
project  can  be  commenced  until  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  Is  satisfied  that 
its  costs  will  be  paid  out  in  50  years. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield  at  that 
IX)int? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  inform  the 

Senate  as  to  the  necessity  for  the  project, 
even  if  we  do  not  appropriate  any  money 
to  carry  it  forward.  I  think  the  his- 
torical background  of  the  upper  basin 
States,  Utah,  Colorado.  Wyoming,  and 
New  Mexico,  and  their  rights  to  the 
water,  formed  part  of  the  scheme  of 
things  in  the  original  Boulder  Dam  bill. 
Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  All  we  are  trying  to  do 
by  this  particular  bill  is  to  protect  the 
waters  which  nature  gave  us. 

Mr.  MTTIiIKTN.  Roughly  speaking,  the 
States  which  the  Senator  has  mentioned 
originate  the  water  of  the  stream. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct.  As  far 
back  as  1928,  as  the  Senator  from  Utah 
and  the  Senator  from  Colorado  know. 
we  tried  to  help  the  lower  basin  States. 


Mr.  MniiTTrrN.  That  Is  correct;  and 
we  did. 

Mr.   CHAVEZ,    Eventually,  through 

agreement  and  through  conunonsense 
understanding,  it  was  said  that  Colorado 
was  entitled  to  do  so  much,  Wyoming  so 
much,  Utah  so  much,  and  New  Mexico  so 
much.  The  purpose  of  the  proposed  leg- 
islation is  only  that  eventually  we  may 
be  protecting  those  rigbts. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  Seiiator  has 
stated  the  situation  exactly.  In  1922 
we  recognized  that  the  upper  basin 
States  and  the  lower  basin  States  had 
rights  to  the  use  of  that  water.  We  de- 
fined them  in  the  compact.  We  In  the 
upper  basin  then  decided  among  our- 
selves how  much  water  each  of  the  States 
would  l>e  entitled  to  under  the  upper 
basin  compact,  which  was  brought  to 
the  Congress  and  approved. 

Shortly  after  I  first  became  a  Member 
of  the  Senate  I  had  the  floor  manage- 
ment of  a  bill  involving  the  allocation  to 
Mexico  of  a  certain  amount  of  the  water 
of  the  river,  and  at  that  time  it  was  thor- 
oughly understood,  and  expressed  at 
length  in  the  Senate,  that  to  keep  that 
obligation,  and  in  order  to  keep  the  obli- 
gations on  the  whole  stream  system,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  build  the  type  of 
reservoirs  and  projects  of  which  I  have 
been  si^eaking.  So  we  are  not  bringing 
something  before  the  Senate  which  is 
new  and  novel. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  If  the 
Senator  will  indulge  me  for  a  moment, 
I  should  like  to  say  that  at  Santa  Fe. 
N.  Mex.,  Secretary  of  Commerce  Hoover 
held  the  first  meeting  with  reference  to 
the  division  of  the  water  of  the  upper 
basin  States  and  also  for  the  protection 
of  the  lower  basin  States.  We  kept 
faith  with  the  lower  basin  States. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  But  we  insist,  imder 
the  same  agreement,  that  after  all.  the 
people  of  Colorado  are  entitled  to  a  lit- 
tle water.  As  the  Senator  knows,  in 
Utah,  New  Mexico.  Colorado,  and  Wyom- 
ing water  is  the  very  essence  of  life. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  So  there  is  no  particu- 
lar reason  why  there  should  be  any  ob- 
jection to  this  particular  bill,  unless  it 
be  a  selfish  objection.  It  is  true  that 
New  Mexico.  Wyoming.  Colorado,  and 
Utah  furnish  water  not  only  to  Mexico, 
but  to  the  State  of  California. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  All  we  are  asking  for 
is  our  share  of  it.     Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  is  correct. 
The  whole  United  States,  including  the 
States  of  the  upper  Colorado,  contributed 
in  taxes  to  build  Boulder  Dam. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MTIJ.IKIN.  Similarly,  they  have 
contributed  to  the  building  of  Davis  Dam 
and  Parker  Dam.  In  other  words,  a 
great  part  of  the  remainder  of  the  lower 
basin  has  already  been  developed.  I  re- 
fer to  California.  It  is  an  accomplished 
fact.  Yet  there  is  not  one  substantial 
project  above  Lee  Ferry  in  the  upper 
basin. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  Is  correct.  I 
have  been  a  Member  of  the  Senate  for 
many  years.  I  was  a  Member  when 
Senator  Plttman  was  chairman  of  the 
committee  concerned.    I  recall  that  tha 
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original  basin — Colorado.  Wyoming, 
New  Mexico,  and  Utah — had  nothing. 
We  did  not  even  have  the  receipts  from 
the  power  generated  at  Boulder  Dam. 
We  could  not  use  one  penny. 

On  one  occasion  Senator  Pittman.  un- 
der an  amendment  which  I  submitted, 
approved  the  first  $500,000  a  year  for  us, 
in  order  to  ascertain  what  Colorado, 
Utah.  Wyoming,  and  New  Mexico  could 
get  from  it. 

We  have  certainly  been  fair  to  the 
lower  basin  States.  At  one  time.  I  may 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat- 
kins]  and  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  Mn^UKiN]  of  the  power  generated 
at  Boulder  Dam,  Arizona  was  getting  17 
percent  and  Nevada  was  getting  17  per- 
cent, but  we  were  paying  the  debt  at  the 
end  of  40  years.  After  all,  this  is  a  mat- 
ter of  "live  and  let  live"  in  that  region. 

Mr.  MTT.TTTCTN.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  is  entirely  cjorrect.  I 
thank  him  for  his  very  valuable  con- 
tribution. 

Participating  projects  cannot  be  start- 
ed prior  to  the  completion  of  soil  con- 
servation and  land  qualifications,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  requirements  of  the 
Interior  Appropriation  Act  of  1954.  No 
participating  project  can  be  commenced 
until  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  sat- 
isfied that  Its  cost  will  be  paid  in  50 
years. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MUxLIKIN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  WATKINS.  I  wish  to  return  to 
the  question  which  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  was  discussing  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Mexico,  and  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  from 'Colorado 
to  certain  facts  that  have  been  developed 
from  the  record.  \ 

I  note  that  in  the  lower  basin,  the  Fed- 
eral Government  has  spent  $404,227,225 
in  the  development  of  reclamation  proj- 
ects. That  money  was  spent  largely  at 
a  time  when  the  dollar  had  double  the 
purchasing  power  it  now  has.  In  order 
to  bring  the  costs  up  to  date,  the  amount 
spent  would  approach  at  least  $800  mil- 
lion. That  is  the  amount  which  has 
been  spent  by  the  Federal  Government 
upon  reclamation  in  the  lower  basin. 

In  the  upper  basin,  in  the  same  period 
of  time,  or  since  the  reclamation  pro- 
gram went  into  effect,  the  total  amount 
spent  to  date  has  been  $26,758,082. 
Those  costs,  in  part,  were  incurred  dur- 
ing the  time  when  money  was  devalued 
to  about  50  cents  on  the  dollar.  This  In- 
dicates clearly  what  has  happened. 

Mr.  MTliI.IKIN.  I  am  very  grateful 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah  for  those  fig- 
ures. It  is  perfectly  apparent  that  the 
upper  basin  States  and  the  entire  United 
States  have  spent  huge  siuns  of  money 
for  the  development  of  the  lower  basin ; 
but,  roughly  speaking,  not  1  cent  has 
been  spent  upon  all  the  States  in  the 
upper  basin,  which  originates  the  water 
which  flows  to  the  lower  basin. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Is  it  not  true  that  at 
the  time  the  1922  compact  was  entered 
into,  it  was  the  understanding  that  un- 
der the  reclamation  program  the  \ipper 
basin  States  as  well  as  the  lower  basin 
States  would  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
develop? 


Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  think  that  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  It  was  not  until  Sena- 
tor Pittman,  of  Nevada,  agreed  tk)  an 
amendment  that  we  might  have  even 
a  single  penny,  that  a  study  was  begun 
to  determine  whether  the  project  was 
feasible. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  result  is  that  it 
is  necessary  to  go  before  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  at  every  session  of 
Congress  in  order  to  obtain  money  to 
make  the  investigations  which  are  nec- 
essary to  protect  our  water  rights  in  the 
West. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
only  means  left  for  the  development  of 
the  upper  Colorado,  under  the  compact 
of  1922,  is  by  a  program  similar  to  or 
the  same  as  the  one  outlined  in  the  bill? 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
other  way  in  which  it  can  be  done.  If 
it  is  not  done,  the  water  rights  and  the 
benefits  from  water  in  the  upper  basin 
will  be  destroyed. 

I  am  not  making  an  upper-basin- 
lower-basin  fight.  I  am  emphasizing. 
as  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  empha.siz- 
ing,  and  as  the  Senator  from  New  Mexi- 
co has  emphasized,  that  the  needs  of 
the  lower  basin  States  have  already  been 
taken  care  of.  They  have  reservoirs. 
Now  we  are  asking  for  our  own  reser- 
voirs. We  are  asking  for  them  after  25 
years  of  effort  on  the  part  of  various 
States,  to  ascertain  what  could  be  done 
for  the  upper  basin  States. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  not  this  proj- 
ect come  fully  within  the  reclamation 
program,  and  will  it  not  be  in  accord- 
ance with  the  practice  followed  In  the 
construction  of  such  projects,  namely, 
that  the  costs  will  all  have  to  be  paid 
back,  including  interest,  except  for  the 
portion  allocated  to  irrigation? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  bill  follows  the 
reclamation  law.  The  provisions  which 
are  different  tighten  the  reclamation  law 
against  us. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Also,  it  is  in  con- 
trast with  a  number  of  projects  which 
have  been  approved  and  authorired  in 
the  last  7  or  8  years,  in  that  the  costs 
are  required  to  be  repaid  within  50 
years. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  bill  contains  a 
50-year  provision. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  It  contains  a  50-year 
provision  plus  a  10-year  development 
period. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  is  entirely  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  i 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  In  simple  language, 
all  the  bill  provides  for  is,  first,  protec- 
tion of  ti">e  basic  rights  of  the  upper- 
basin  States;  but  eventually  the  expense 
must  be  met,  and  that  expense  will  be 
paid  by  the  upper-basin  States.  Is  not 
that  correct? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Exactly.  The  bill 
has  unusual  provisions  for  assuring  the 
repayment  of  the  costs. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  happen  to  know  New 
Mexico.    I  know  the  waters  involved  in 


this  bill,  so  far  as  New  Mexioo  is  con- 
cerned, strangely  enough,  more  water 
crosses  the  Arizona-New  Mexico  border 
in  the  San  Juan  River  than  comes  down 
the  Rio  Grande.  It  is  our  water.  All  we 
insist  is  that  we  be  allowed  to  use  that 
particular  water. 

I  might  possibly  say  to  my  friends,  the 
Senators  from  Arizona  and  the  Senators 
from  California.  "All  right.  You  use  it. 
But  eventually,  when  it  gets  to  Boulder, 
on  its  way  to  Old  Mexico,  the  water  which 
belongs  to  Wyoming  and  Colorado,  once 
it  crosses  the  Arizona,  Wyoming,  and 
Colorado  lines,  is  gone." 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.    GOLDWATER.    Mr.    President, 

will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.      GOLDWATER.    The      Senator 

from  Colorado  remarked  that  the  lower 

basin  had  all  the  projects.     I  agree  with 

him.     That  is  true.     But  California  has 

all  the  water. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Yes.  It  has  all  the 
projects,  too. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield':' 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  am  sure  all  of  us  en- 
joy the  jocular  rcmark.s  upon  which  our 
friend,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Arizona,  irrelevantly  commented  a  mo- 
ment ago.  I  am  listening  to  the  argu- 
ment beinp  made  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Colorado.  I  know  he  will 
listen  to  the  poor  comments  which  I  shall 
endeavor  to  make  later. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  look  forward  to  the 
Senator's  comments. 

Wo  hear  charges  that  various  projects 
of  this  nature,  here  and  elsewhere,  are 
wasteful. 

The  bill  contains  provisions  especially 
de.'-ipned  to  .safeguard  against  waste  or 
failure  to  meet  repayment  obligations. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President  will 
the  Senator  yield^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Payne  in  the  chair  >.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  ANDERSON.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  and  his  col- 
leagues on  that  subcommittee.,  as  well  as 
the  members  of  the  full  committee,  made 
sure  that  all  the  money  will  be  deposited 
in  the  Treasury  and  carefully  used,  so 
that  there  will  be  no  question  that  the 
money  will  be  applied  as  the  bill  re- 
quires? The  expenditure  is  not  going  to 
be  u.sed  as  in  cases  where  power  rev- 
enues are  used  loosely  by  individuals  out 
in  the  field,  but  all  of  the  money  is  going 
to  be  used  to  retire  the  obligation  which 
the  Federal  Government  is  now  incur- 
ring.   Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  correct.  He 
knows  what  past  custom  in  these  matters 
has  been.  Tlie  bill  contains  what  I  think 
are  airtight  provisions  to  see  that  the 
Federal  Government  gets  its  money 
back  and  that  the  interest  goes  where 
it  should  go. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  wish  to  commend 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  for  insisting 
that  such  provisions  be  written  into  the 
bill.  We  all  have  recognized  that  such 
provisions  are  essential,  because  some- 


times there  has  been  liberality  in  the  way 
funds  have  been  applied.  This  time  the 
Senator  from  Colorado,  '■.he  Senator  from 
Utah,  and  other  members  of  the  com- 
mittee, in  an  attempt  to  preserve  tl>€ 
integrity  of  the  project,  have  made  sure 
that  the  money  for  the  project  will  be 
used  for  the  purposes  for  which  It  will 
be  obtained.  I  am  glad  such  stringent 
requirements  have  been  written  into  the 
bill. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  appreciate  the  per- 
sonal compliments  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Mexico.  The  bill  was 
evolved  by  the  committe  which  works  on 
similar  projects  all  the  time,  and  in- 
cludes the  membership  of  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  Mexico,  who 
is  an  active,  very  i>erceptive,  and  exi>erl- 
enced  member  of  the  committee.  We 
knew  that  if  a  loose  bill  were  brought  to 
the  Senate  our  chances  of  getting  the 
bill  pa.ssed  would  be  seri<)usly  diminished. 
So  every  Senator  on  the  subcommittee, 
and  on  the  full  committee,  dedicated 
himself  in  drafting  a  bill  which  would 
cause  no  one  to  gag  or  vomit  when  trying 
to  support  it. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  Piesident,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  What  I  should  like  to 
have  the  Senator  from  Colorado  empha- 
size to  the  Senate  is  the  necessity  for 
projects  of  this  type  for  the  very  exist- 
ence of  American  people   in   the  West. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do 
SO. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  After  all.  we  have  so 
little  water  that  we  canr.ot  afford  to  lose 
a  gallon  of  it. 

Mr.  MILLJKTN.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  There  are  many  Sen- 
ators who  would  like  to  pet  rid  of  water 
in  their  States.  We  would  like  to  pro- 
tect what  little  water  there  is  in  our 
States. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Over  most  of  the 
country,  at  least  in  that  part  of  the 
country  east  of  the  Missi.ssippi.  and  in  a 
great  part  of  the  country  west  of  the 
MLssissippi,  one  of  the  problems  is  to 
get  rid  of  water;  our  pioblem  is  to  get 
water. 

I  confess  that  I  never  go  down  and 
look  at  the  Potomac,  that  grand  stream, 
without  having  a  feeling  of  envy.  I  say 
to  myself.  'Oh,  if  we  only  had  that 
stream  in  Colorado.  New  Mexico.  Ari- 
zona, or  in  some  of  the  other  western 
States." 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  On  one  occasion  I  went 
to  Florida  with  the  late  Senator  Fletcher, 
and  we  traveled  down  the  St.  Johns 
River,  on  which  he  had  a  particular 
pet  project  involving  a  canal.  I  said 
to  him.  "If  you  would  jus':  give  us  a  tenth 
of  the  St.  Johns  River  back  in  New  Mex- 
ico, we  would  be  grateful." 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  This  is  off  the  point, 
but  if  we  could  take  a  river  like  the 
Potomac  and  use  and  ruuse  the  water. 
it  would  make  a  paradise  out  of  the 
West. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  have  heard  it  said 
that  we  attempt  to  do  too  much  in  the 


bill,  and  that  we  are  attempting  to 
authorize  too  many  units  of  a  project. 
Will  the  Senator  explain  why  the  project 
was  worked  out  in  that  way,  and  why 
it  has  to  include  the  large  dams  and  the 
participating  projects,  rather  than  em- 
brace piecemeal  projects,  as  legislation 
has  come  to  us  in  the  past? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Since  the  Hoover 
Dam  was  constructed,  and  even  before, 
the  States  involved  in  water  questions, 
as  far  as  I  know,  all  of  the  western 
arid  States,  have  had  water  boards 
created  with  the  intention  of  protecting 
the  water  interests  of  the  people  in  those 
States.  Those  States  have  been  studying 
projects,  studying  water  availability,  and 
figuring  out  what  could  be  done  with 
it.  What  we  are  asking  the  Senate  to 
authorize  are  not  new-grown  ideas  that 
were  invented  in  somebody's  head  over- 
night. 

SDme  of  these  projects  have  been  con- 
sidered 20.  25.  and  more  years.  The 
States  which  are  involved,  working  co- 
operatively, have  gotten  together  and 
again  and  again  have  considered  these 
matters,  conducted  surveys,  drillings. 
water  studies,  and  have  concluded  that 
all  the  projects  named  in  the  bill  should 
be  operated  together,  because  if  oper- 
ated together  these  and  others  that  may 
come  into  service  will  make  for  efficient 
distribution  of  the  waters  of  the  Colorado 
River. 

Mr.  WATKINS  Is  it  not  true  that  ;f 
we  had  taken  one  project  at  a  time,  and 
proposed  them  to  the  Senate  in  that 
manner,  we  would  not  have  presented  a 
very  comprehen'iive  or  efficient  plan? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  projects  had  to 
be  worked  out  in  cooperation  in  order 
that  there  might  be  laid  before  the  Con- 
gress a  full  and  complete  program  which 
might  take  25  or  30  years  to  complete. 
Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  In  my  judgment. 
and  I  am  making  a  rough  guess — one 
guess  is  as  good  as  another— It  will  take 
25  years  for  the  main  features  of  the 
bill  to  be  finished,  but  in  drafting  the 
bill  we  were  conscious  of  the  fact  that 
whenever  areas  can  show  the  feasibility 
for  projects  in  the  overall  plan,  we  shall 
come  to  Congress  and  ask  Congress  that 
they  come  under  it.  However,  we  shall 
not  ask  for  projects  that  are  not  feasible. 
All  of  the.se  projects  have  been  repeatedly 
studied,  not  only  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, but  by  the  States. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  large  dams  have  to  be  integrated  so 
that  the  maximum  amount  of  firm  power 
can  be  produced  and  the  best  job  can 
be  done  in  regulating  the  river  and  sav- 
ing water  when  the  water  comes  down 
during  floods?  Is  it  not  true  that  it  has 
taken  25  years  to  work  out  a  plan  under 
which  it  will  be  possible  to  supply  water 
for  that  large  area,  the  lower  basin  as 
well  as  the  upper  basin? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  May  I  inquire  of  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  if  it  is  not  a  fact 
that  a  compact  was  originally  entered 
into  32  years  ago,  and  the  upper  basin 


States  concluded  their  compact  6  years 
ago,  and  it  is  high  time  that  the  upper 
basin  States  got  some  action  on  the  de- 
velopment of  their  resources? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     It  is. 

Mr.  BARRETT.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  should  like  to  em- 
phasize, before  I  proceed  with  my  text, 
a  point  which  was  developed  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat- 
kins!  .  The  bill  complies  with  the  rec- 
lamation law.  which  has  existed  since 
1902.  We  tighten  the  provisions  of  the 
bill  to  assure  that  there  will  be  proper 
repayment  of  the  money. 

One  of  the  unique  aspects  of  the  bill 
is  its  financial  provisions,  as  I  have 
stated.  The  total  reimbursable  costs  of 
the  hold-over  storage  reservoirs  will  be 
returned  within  50  years  from  their  com- 
pletion. That  is  the  way  the  plan  is 
laid  out. 

I  do  not  mind  saying  that  personally 
I  wish  more  time  were  provided  for  in 
the  bill,  but  we  have  provided  for  50 
years,  and  we  have  made  plans  for  re- 
payment accordingly.  That,  in  turn, 
gives  satisfaction  to  persons  who  are  not 
familiar  with  that  part  of  the  country 
and  do  not  understand  the  life  of  such 
projects.  Some  persons  say,  "You  should 
have  all  the  money  repaid  in  50  years." 
After  all,  Mr.  President,  the  Grand 
Coulee  project  has  been  in  existence  for 
20  or  25  years.  Would  anyone  say  that 
half  its  usefulness  is  gone?  We  have 
had  the  Hoover  Dam  for  approximately 
25  years  or  so,  and  on  the  Tennessee 
River  there  are  works  which  have  been 
in  existence  about  the  same  length  of 
time.  It  would  be  the  height  of  fool- 
ishness for  one  to  say  that  half  the  life 
of  those  works  is  gone.  They  will  have 
useful  existence  for  several  times  the 
length  of  50  years. 

So  in  this  case  we  are  assuming  a  bur- 
den which  I  believe  is  greater  than  neces- 
sary; but  we  wish  to  assume  it  in  order 
to  satisfy  those  who  say  that  50  years 
is  enough.  So  if  there  is  error,  we  have 
erred  on  the  side  of  caution  and  pru- 
dence. 

Costs  of  participating  projects  are  re- 
turnable within  50  years  from  the  date 
of  their  completion;  and  this  includes 
both  those  costs  that  are  returnable  by 
the  water  users  as  well  as  the  costs  re- 
turnable from  power  revenues. 

The  bill  is  so  drawn  as  to  require  the 
separate  treatment  of  interest  returned 
on  the  power  and  municipal  water  sup- 
ply investments,  and  to  assure  that  such 
interest  revenues  will  not  be  credited  as 
payments  on  account  of  principal. 

These  financial  provisions,  which  were 
recommended  to  us  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  and  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, are  somewhat  more  strict  than 
the  requirements  of  existing  reclamation 
law;  I  have  already  said  that,  but  I  re- 
peat it.  They  were  deliberately  so  de- 
signed in  the  light  of  the  existing  budg- 
etary situation,  and  also  in  order  to  gain 
favor,  we  hope,  with  those  who  believe  it 
would  be  well  to  guard  against  sloppy 
fiscal  procedure. 

In  effect,  these  provisions  of  S.  1555, 
as  amended,  constitute  a  financial  ar- 
rangement between  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment and  the  five  upper  basin  States  for 
return  of  all  costs  of  the  project  except 
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those  eosts  that  are  directly  related  to 
national  benefits.  I  shall  mention  them 
shortly.  Only  3  percent  of  the  total  cost 
of  the  project  is  nonreimbursable. 

Under  the  very  strict  provisions  of 
S.  1555.  as  I  have  already  pointed  out. 
the  interest  returned  on  power  and  mu- 
nicipal water  supply  cannot  be  credited 
as  iiayment  on  account  of  principal. 
Under  S.  1555.  the  rate  of  interest  is  de- 
termined by  following  detailed  and  spe- 
cific provisions  for  computing  the  aver- 
age rate  prevailing  for  long-term  Treas- 
ury obligations,  at  the  time  the  invest- 
ment is  made. 

So  it  is  grossly  unfair  to  call  this  any 
sort  of  a  giveaway  program.  The  Fed- 
eral Government  is  lending  its  credit  to 
a  group  of  States,  not  one  of  which  is 
big  enough  to  do  by  itself  the  things 
which  have  to  be  done  in  order  to  safe- 
guard our  water  rights.^ 

We  are  asking  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  give  us  the  benefit  of  its  credit 
and  we.  in  turn,  are  pledging  repayment 
in  very  effective  ways.  For  example,  as 
provided  in  the  bill,  in  the  case  of  irriga- 
tion we  are  pledging  ourselves  to  set  up 
water  districts.  In  the  West,  those  dis- 
tricts have  the  power  to  tax;  and  in  the 
bill  it  is  provided  that  they  shall  tax  and 
shall  contribute  to  the  irrigation  costs. 

The  rate  of  interest  is  to  be  determined 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  formula  provided  in 
the  bill.  S.  1555,  as  we  have  amended 
it,  provides  for  50-year  repayment  con- 
tracts, in  which  the  irrigation  water 
users  are  to  repay  their  share  of  the 
costs.  They  may,  of  course,  where  that 
is  justified,  have  such  development  pe- 
riod, not  exceeding  10  years,  as  particular 
circiunstances  may  warrant. 

One  of  the  outstanding  provisions  of 
S.  1555,  as  amended,  is  the  requirement 
that,  in  every  case  where  such  a  course 
is  practicable,  the  organization  enter- 
ing into  the  repajonent  contract — to  re- 
pay to  the  United  States  the  irrigation 
costs  of  participating  projects— shall  be 
of  the  conservancy  district  type.  This  is 
an  exceedingly  wise  provision. 

We  are  thoroughly  familiar  with  that 
procedure  in  the  West.  To  say  that  our 
farmers  will  take  upon  themselves  an  ex- 
orbitant debt  is  to  indicate  that  the  one 
who  makes  such  a  statement  simply  does 
not  know  our  farmers.  Every  dollar  of 
the  obligation  will  be  studied  in  meetings 
held  by  the  farmers.  They  have  to  go 
to  the  polls  to  vote  these  things;  and 
before  they  put  any  tax  upon  themselves, 
they  will  be  sure  they  are  getting  their 
money's  worth,  and  then  some. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  srield  to  me? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  have  heard  it  said 
that  in  connection  with  the  project,  the 
power  dams  will  be  subsidizing  the  irri- 
gation and  other  consumptive  water 
users.  Is  it  not  true  that  in  the  upper 
basin  States,  the  iieople  who  are  pro- 
posing this  project,  and  those  who  have 
testified  regarding  it.  have  received  as- 
surance from  the  power  users  there  and 
from  the  representatives  of  the  various 
groups  that  use  power  that  they  will  take 
all  the  power  and  will  pay  for  it  at  a 
rate  which  will  permit  this  program  to 
work  out  as  planned? 


Mr.  MHUKIN.  Yes.  In  the  Rec- 
ord— I  am  quite  sure  it  is  in  the  Record — 
there  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Power 
Commission,  stating  that  during  the 
next  20  years,  which  will  be  the  period  of 
construction,  there  will  be  use  for  all  the 
power  which  can  be  generated.  Besides, 
we  have  had  testimony  from  representa- 
tives of  power  companies  that  they  will 
be  glad  to  enter  into  contracts  to  use 
the  power ^ 

Mr.  WATKINS.  It  would  not  be  cor- 
rect to  say  that  the  people  of  the  North- 
west or  of  other  States  who  will  be  pur- 
chasing the  power  will  be  required  to 
subsidize  the  water  users,  would  it? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  To  say  that  would  be 
to  state  an  error. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  is  to  say.  they 
will  take  any  of  the  power  that  we  do 
not  need. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  -^es— if  any  of  the 
power  is  not  needed  in  the  upper  basin — 
although  it  looks  as  if  it  will  be  needed 
there,  it  will  be  sold  elsewhere. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  In  fact,  we  feel  sure 
we  shall  be  able  to  use  all  of  it,  and  shall 
not  need  to  dispose  of  any  of  it.  Is  it 
not  true  that  those  who  use  the  water 
for  irrigation  and  other  purposes  in  the 
upper  basin  States  are  the  same  as  the 
ones  who  will  be  using  the  power  to  a 
very  large  extent? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    That  is  entirely  true. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  And  there  wiU  not 
be  anyone  on  the  outside  who  is  not 
related  in  any  way  to  the  constructive 
use  of  the  water  in  this  area,  who  will  be 
purchasing  the  power  and.  through  that 
means,  subsidizing  the  water  users,  will 
there?  ^ 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
exploitation  of  power  that  is  contem- 
plated outside  of  the  area  of  the  Colo- 
rado River. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  wish  to  make  it 
clear  that  although  power  probably  will 
be  sold  to  the  lower  basin  States,  and  it 
will  be  a  valuable  contribution  to  them 
and  to  their  economy,  at  the  same  time 
it  is  not  necessary  to  have  that  done  in 
order  to  assure  the  sale  oi  all  the  power 
that  will  be  developed,  because  all  of  it 
can  be  absorbed  in  the  upper  basin  States 
as  fast  as  it  is  produced,  and  the  pros- 
pective users  in  the  upper  basin  States 
have  offered  to  buy  the  power. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  think  that  is  en- 
tirely correct. 

When  I  referred  to  the  States  in  the 
upper  Colorado  River  system,  perhaps  I 
cut  that  too  close.  I  think  the  power 
development  in  at  least  one  of  our  proj- 
ects will  be  of  very  important  benefit  to 
a  State  partially  in  the  Colorado  River 
system  and  partially  outside  of  it.  I  re- 
fer to  California. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.   I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Does  not  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  recall  that  when  the 
Hoover  Dam  was  built,  all  the  States  in 
the  upper  basin  were  given  a  chance  to 
acquire  some  of  the  power  obtained  from 
the  dam?  My  State  of  New  Mexico  was 
given  its  chance.  New  Mexico  was  not 
able  to  build  a  transmission  line  and  was 
not  able  to  take  the  power  allotted  to  it, 
but  the  portion  of  the  power  represent- 
ing the  water  flowing  from  New  Mexico 


into  the  Hoover  Dam  was  made  available 
to  New  Mexico.  We  could  not  use  it.  and 
that  power  has  since  been  used  for  the 
development  of  Los  Angeles  into  a  great 
city.  However,  that  power  was  made 
available  to  New  Mexico,  was  it  not? 
Will  not  a  similar  situation  prevail  in 
tills  c&sc? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Yes.  I  think  it 
would  be  imbecillic  to  assume  that  the 
power  would  not  be  sold.  It  will  be  sold; 
and  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  pwint  at 
all  in  saying  that  it  will  not  be  sold. 

As  I  recall — and  my  memory  corre- 
sponds in  general  with  that  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  Mexico — 
there  was  wide  bidding  for  the  supply 
of  power  from  the  Hoover  Dam. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  do  not  believe  the 
Sena  tor  s  State  of  Colorado  took  any  of 
it.  The  State  of  New  Mexico  did  not 
take  any  of  it.  It  was  only  in  recent 
years  that  the  possibility  of  developing 
certain  areas  in  Arizona  from  it  came 
up.  Most  of  it  went  to  California.  The 
rest  flowed  through  Parker  Dam  and 
Davis  I>am.  rnd  to  Phoenix.  It  has  been 
wonderful  for  them:  and  those  of  us  who 
helped  make  that  development  possible 
are  just  as  proud  of  it  as  they  are. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  that  while  we  talk  -of  building 
dams  and  reservoirs  and  discuss  the  fi- 
nancial problems  concerned  with  doing 
so,  I  should  like  to  emphasize  one  thing 
which  appeals  to  me  very  much  with  re- 
gard to  this  project.  We  have  had  two 
world  wars,  each  one  at  a  hea»'y  cost  of 
life  and  each  one  at  a  very  heavy  cost 
of  money.  We  cannot  wipe  out  the  rav- 
ages of  war  in  a  material  way  with  fancy 
financial  jueuling.  acts  of  Congress,  and 
statements  of  good  intent.  There  is  only 
one  way  to  repair  our  position,  and  that 
is  with  production. 

We  are  consecrating  and  dedicating 
this  project  to  the  development  of  the 
economic  strength  of  the  replons  af- 
fected. There  is  only  one  way  to  re- 
cover from  the  material  loss  of  war,  and 
that  is  with  production.  There  must  be 
economic  soundness  at  the  base  of  what 
we  are  doing.  In  that  manner  we  shall 
develop  money  to  pay  taxes  and  restore 
so  far  as  it  can  be  restored,  the  waste  of 
war. 

The  deficit  we  now  have,  which  con- 
cerns us  so  much,  is  not  all  loss,  of  course, 
but  much  of  it  represents  waste.  Much 
has  been  wasted  in  the  process  of  war. 
To  restore  our  strength  we  must  restore 
the  equivalent  of  our  loss.  We  can  do 
that  only  by  increasing  our  production, 
by  increa.sing  the  economic  health  of 
those  parts  of  the  country  which  can 
use  projects  of  this  kind,  where  they  will 
be  used  for  economic  strengthening  of 
the   region   and    of   the   United   States. 

Those  of  us  who  are  familiar  with  the 
West  know  what  a  beet  sugar  factory 
will  do  for  its  economy.  Irrigated  lands 
supply  the  beets.  We  know  what  hap- 
pens in  the  development  of  the  town, 
the  additional  amount  of  money  which 
flows  in,  that  did  not  flow  in  before,  and 
the  taxes  which  come  to  local  govern- 
ment and  to  the  United  States. 

Thus,  in  the  long  run,  by  the  develop- 
ment of  our  resources  as  here  suggested 
we  will  help  restore  the  material  ravages 
of  war.    We  are  here  presented  with  an 


opportunity  to  perform  one  part  of  that 
function.        

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
great  twin  needs  of  that  undeveloped  em- 
pire are  water  and  power,  and  that  this 
project  will  develop  both  at  the  same 
time  as  they  are  required  for  the  develop- 
ment of  our  great  resources  of  uranium, 
oil,  coal,  and  other  strategic  metals? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  is  entirely  cor- 
rect.   

Mr.  BENNETT.  If  the  Senator  will 
yield  for  an  observation,  we  in  that  part 
of  the  West  have  had  to  export  some  of 
our  people  because  we  cannot  supply 
them  with  the  opportunity  to  earn  a 
living. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  Senator  from 
Utah,  with  5  children,  has  exported  3 
of  them.  This  is  a  very  i-eal  thing  in  the 
life  and  understanding  of  the  Senator 
from  Utah. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  We  do  not  propose  to 
f-it  there  with  folded  hands.  We  propose 
to  operate  a  dynamic  economy  to  provide 
places  where  our  children  may  make  a 
living,  establish  homes,  and  rear  families. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILUKIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  In  connection  with 
the  benefits  received  and  what  alfof  this 
is  doing  for  the  economy.  I  invite  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senator  to  some  facts,  with 
respect  to  the  reclamation  program. 

Seven  million  acres  of  land  have  been 
brought  into  cultivation  under  the  rec- 
lamation program  to  date  with  125.000 
family-sized  farms,  producing  $9  billion 
worth  of  crops;  $510  million  of  first  cost 
has  already  been  returned  to  the  Treas- 
ury. That  is  how  much  the  program  has 
paid  back  to  the  Treasury  already.  The 
cumulative  tax  returns  to  the  Federal 
Treasury  are  S3.1  billion,  which  is  a  very 
significant  figure. 

The  cost  of  reclamation  to  date  is 
SI. 9  billion;  $510  million  has  been  paid 
back,  and  the  cost  of  reclamation  is  being 
paid  in  accordance  with  the  amortiza- 
tion contracts. 

It  seems  to  me  that  those  figures 
should  be  very  revealing  as  to  what  the 
reclamation  program  has  done,  particu- 
larly when  we  contrast  that  with  the 
flood  control  and  rivers  and  harbors 
program,  which  does  not  return  directly 
from  the  beneficiaries,  except  through 
taxes,  any  of  the  principal  cost,  or  any 
interest. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  may  be  somewfiat 
at  variance  with  some  of  my  colleagues, 
but.  with  a  return  or  with  no  return, 
I  favor  the  rivers  and  harbors  and  flood- 
control  projects,  because  I  think  they, 
too,  will  help  to  develop  great  com- 
munities. 

We  talk  about  the  cost  of  these  proj- 
ects. In  the  end  these  projects  will  re- 
pay more  than  their  cost. 

There  are  towns  in  Colorado  which 
would  not  be  there  were  it  not  for  such 
projects.  Without  such  a  program  we 
would  not  have  the  capital  they  produce, 
the  revenues  they  produce,  and  the  taxes 
they  produce  not  only  for  Colorado  but 


for  Washington.  The  benefits  are 
multiplied  far  beyond  the  costs. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  should  like  to  join 
the  Senator  in  the  statement  he  has 
made.  The  Senator,  and.  I  believe,  aU 
the  Representatives  from  States  which 
would  be  benefited  by  this  project  have 
supported  flood-control  projects  and 
rivers  and  harbors  bills  ever  since  they 
first  came  to  Congress,  as  did  the  Repre- 
sentatives preceding  them.  All  of  us 
have  voted  for  appropriations  for  the 
Tennessee  Valley,  and  for  reclamation 
projects  all  over  the  West,  for  all  the  17 
Western  States. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  is  correct.  I 
think  there  are  some  morals  that  could 
be  pointed  out,  that  need  not  be  elab- 
orated upon  at  length. 

I  was  glad  to  vote  for  the  bill  we  passed 
the  other  day.  which  appropriated  $75 
million  for  the  benefit-,  of  1  city  in 
the  United  States.  It  will  grow  into 
$300  million  before  we  are  through.  We 
passed  that  bill  very  quickly. 

Senators  who  come  from  the  Western 
States  voted  for  that  bill.  I  have  been 
wondering  whether  there  will  be  some 
realization  by  those  who  benefit  from 
that  project  of  the  support  they  have 
been  given.  I  hope  there  will  be  a  broad- 
ening of  horizons  in  their  minds,  which 
will  cause  them  to  say,  'Perhaps  we  had 
better  be  thinking  about  other  parts  of 
the  United  States,  which  also  need  the 
same  kind  of  help." 

That  is  especially  true  when  we  are 
told.  "Lend  us  the  money.  Put  the  Fed- 
eral credit  behind  this  project  and  we 
will  pay  the  money  back." 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  hesitate  to  enter 
this  discussion,  because  the  able  Senator 
has  said  this  is  a  matter  which  concerns 
4  or  5  States  which  are  desperately  in 
need  of  such  assistance.  However,  since 
this  cost  is  to  be  paid  from  the  tax  reve- 
nues of  the  entire  country.  I  should  like 
to  ask  2  or  3  questions. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     Certainly. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  How  much  does  the 
Senator  think  this  project  will  cost  the 
countiT  when  it  is  finally  developed? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  do  not  think  it  will 
cost  anything,  except  for  the  3  percent 
to  which  I  referred  a  while  ago,  which  is 
a  cost  to  be  Iwrne  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. There  will  be  no  ultimate  cost 
to  the  Federal  Government,  except  for 
the  interest-free  item,  which  has  been 
the  law  of  the  land  since  the  beginning 
of  reclamation. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  To  consider  only  one 
of  the  projects,  let  me  ask  the  Senator 
if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  with  regard  to  the 
Navaho  project  the  amount  charged  to 
irrigation  is  approximately  $165  million, 
which  is  really  almost  the  total  amount 
the  project  will  cost?  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  under  this  bill  the  repayments  on 
this  project  from  power  revenues  will 
be  postponed  until  the  completion  of 
the  power  project,  which  will  require 
some  44  years? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Under  the  law  the 
irrigation  part  of  the  cost  does  not  pay 
interest. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.    That  is  true. 


Mr.  MTTT.IKIN.  That  is  not  a  provi- 
sion of  this  bill.  That  has  been  long- 
standing law  as  a  part  of  pubhc  poUcy. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  But  there  has  not 
been  a  long-standing  law  that  the  re- 
payment of  a  part  of  the  cost  should  be 
postponed  44  years. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  We  are  not  postpon- 
ing the  payment  44  years. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Does  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  not  propose  to  postpone  re- 
payment on  a  large  share  of  the  irriga- 
tion facilities  until  the  power  costs  have 
been  paid  for? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  would  say  in  most 
cases  the  power  cost  will  be  an  important 
element  in  repaying  the  whole  project. 
However,  the  proceeds  from  the  irriga- 
tion projects,  as  they  come  in.  go  into 
the  fund  to  which  I  have  referred,  which 
is  used  for  maintenance,  operation,  and 
so  forth. 

.  Mr.  KENNEDY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
in  the  case  of  the  irrigation  project  at 
Navaho.  no  repayment  from  power  reve- 
nues will  be  paid  for  44  years? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
payment  of  the  principal  will  be  post- 
poned that  long.  The  principal  will  be 
payable  as  proceeds  are  made  available 
with  which  to  repay  it. 

r.Ir.  KENNEDY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  proceeds  will  not  be  made  available 
until  the  payment  for  the  cost  of  the 
two  major  dams  has  been  completed? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  would  not  say  that. 
Let  us  say  that  we  build  an  irrigation 
project.  From  the  moment  the  project 
commences  operations  it  produces 
revenue,  which  in  turn  is  put  into  the 
fund,  and  one  of  the  items  of  charge 
against  the  fund  is  the  restoration  of  the 
cost.  The  power  revenues  are  also  put 
into  the  fund. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  In  the  case  of  the 
Navaho  project — and  I  merely  picked 
that  at  random — can  the  Senator  tell 
me  how  that  money  will  be  repaid? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  take  a  moment  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
Senator? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Let  me  answer  the 
Senator's  question  first.  Then  we  will 
ask  him  a  question.  The  Senator  asks 
how  that  will  be  repaid. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.     Yes. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  It  will  be  repaid  by 
an  acre  charge  or  a  water  charge  against 
the  farmer  who  irrigates  his  land.  That 
will  be  a  matter  which  will  be  settled 
by  agreement  with  the  United  States 
Government  and  the  appropriate  water 
district  of  the  State.  It  will  also  be  re- 
paid by  taxation  procedures,  which  are 
well  known  in  the  Western  States,  where- 
by the  water  district  assumes  an  obli- 
gation to  repay,  and  taxes  to  the  extent 
that  it  is  necessary  to  do  so. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  In  the  House  hear- 
ings. Mr.  Larson  testified  that  irrigated 
land  uses  would  amount  to  only  about 
12.8  percent.  Therefore,  the  people  who 
will  use  the  land  will  pay  only  a  frac- 
tion of  the  cost.  Therefore  the  great 
percentage  of  the  cost,  perhaps  even  as 
high  as  eight-tenths  of  the  cost,  will  be 
paid  from  revenues  received  from  power 
projects.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  power 
project  will  not  be  in  a  position  to  pay 
off  the  irrigation  costs  for  a  number  of 
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years?  During  that  period  the  United 
States  Government  will  carry  It  and  pay 
interest  on  the  full  amount,  interest 
which  will  never  be  repaid.     Is  that 

correct? 

Will  the  Senator  from  Colorado  tell 
me  where  the  revenue  will  come  from 
on  the  Navaho  project? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  As  I  said  before,  it 
will  come  from  the  revenue  which  the 
farmer  will  pay  for  the  use  of  the  water — 
If  necessary  from  district  taxes. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  But  that  is  only  a 
small  percentage.  It  is  not  more  than 
12  percent.  Where  will  the  remaining  88 

percoit  come  from? 

Mr.  MTT.T.TTCTTJ.  I  mentioned  several 
other  soiirces.  In  50  years,  as  we  provide 
in  all  cases,  the  project  will  pay  itself 
out.  We  are  not  counting  interest,  be- 
cause it  is  the  public  policy  not  to  charge 
interest. 

Mr.  B2ENNEDY.  The  people  who  use 
the  land  will  pay  an  average  of  12.8 
percent  of  the  cost.  Therefore,  the  87.2 
percent  will  be  paid  for  out  of  power 
revenues.  Those  funds  will  not  become 
available  for  irrigation  repajonents  for 
44  years,  as  I  understand  it.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  cannot  follow  the 
Senator  in  his  statement  about  44 
years. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Is  not  a  formula 
similar  to  the  Collbran  formula  used, 
which  provides  for  a  period  of  years 
during  which  no  repayments  are  made 
on  those  irrigation  costs  allocable  to 
power?  * 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  CoUbran  for- 
mula is  an  exceptional  case,  and  we  are 
not  trying  to  bring  the  Collbran  formula 
into  this  big  project. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Does  not  that  for- 
mula provide  that  for  a  period  of  time 
no  such  repayments  will  be  made? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Under  the  Collbran 
formula?  Is  the  Senator  referring  to 
the  Collbran  formula  now? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Yes.  That  is  used 
in  all  these  projects,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  We  are  using  the 
formula  which  aims  to  pay  back  every 
penny  in  50  years. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Under  the  Collbran 
formula? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Under  the  bill.  We 
take  pains  to  provide  that  the  project 
will  pay  itself  out  in  50  years  time.  The 
irrigation  district,  in  addition,  has  the 
power  under  the  law  to  impose,  by  way 
of  taxes,  the  amount  of  money  which  is 
necessary  to  meet  its  obligations  imder 
the  law. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Let  us  take  the 
Navaho  project.  The  people  who  use  the 
land  will  pay  back  only  a  percentage  of 
the  cost.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    WeU 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Where  will  the  re- 
maining money  come  from? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  Senator  Is  now 
talking  about  the  Navaho  project,  a -col- 
lecting reservoir? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Yes.  That  will  be 
paid  back  by  power  revenues? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    Yes. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  When  will  that  be 
paid  out?  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  under 
the  Collbran  formula  a  period  of  time 


will  go  by  during  which  no  payments 
will  be  made? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  power  revenues 
will  go  into  the  fund  I  referred  to.  We 
wHl  not  wait  for  50  years  before  paying 
it  back. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  In  the  case  cd  irri- 
gated land 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  What  is  the  Senator 
talking  about  now? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.    Irrigated  land. 

Mr.  MTTiT.TKIN.  We  are  now  talking 
about  irrigated  land? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Yes;  becau.se  we  are 
using  revenues  from  power  projects  to 
pay  off  the  cost  of  the  irrigation.  That 
is  why  the  two  are  interrelated. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  shall  have  to  say  it 
again.  It  is  not  a  difficult  subject,  al- 
though I  may  have  difficulty  in  express- 
ing myself.  Essentially  it  is  a  simple 
subject.  If  there  are  160  acres  of  land 
in  a  participating  area,  when  water  is 
put  on  that  land,  it  is  necessary  to  pay 
for  the  water.  An  annual  charge  is 
made  for  the  water.  That  money  goes 
into  the  fund  I  have  been  describing. 
If  what  is  paid  for  water  is  not  sufficient, 
the  district,  by  agreement  with  the 
United  States,  will  use  its  taxing  power 
to  make  sure  that  money  comes  into 
that  fund. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  In  the  House  hear- 
ings Mr.  Larson  was  asked  this  ques- 
tion by  Representative  Engle: 

Mr.  Engle.  Percentagewise  what  dOes  that 
represent.  Percentagewise  what  are  the 
irrigators  discharging  of  the  capital  invest- 
ment? 

Mr.  Larson.  It  varies  from  11.9  percent 
up  to  41.7  percent  on  those  12  projects. 

He  was  asked  what  the  average  was. 
Mr.  Larson  replied: 

12.8  percent.  But  that  does  not  Include, 
for  Instance,  In  central  Utah  the  power  reve- 
nues within  that  project. 

What  I  am  trying  to  find  out  is 
whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  remain- 
ing capital  investment  will  be  made  up 
from  power  revenues. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Power  revenues  are 
dedicated  to  the  purposes  of  the  whole 
project,  and  we  aim  to  make  the  irrigat- 
ing districts  responsible  for  everything 
that  can  feasibly  be  attributed  to  them. 
The  revenues  primarily  come  from  the 
sources  I  mentioned.  If  there  should  be 
a  deficit,  it  is  made  good  by  power.  We 
are  not  following  the  Collbran  formula 
as  our  formula  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  There  is  some  concern 
expressed  by  many  people  who  are  criti- 
cal of  this  project.  They  say,  "You  are 
going  to  make  the  power  users  help  the 
irrigators."  Tlie  fact  is  that  the  water 
users  are  not  only  farmers,  but  city 
people  and  industries,  and  everycme  who 
actually  uses  water  for  consumptive  pur- 
poses. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  have  no  objection 
to  making  water  users  pay  for  it. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  They  pay  the  power 
costs.  It  may  be  called  a  subsidy,  but 
they  are  the  same  people,  and  it  is  no 
one  on  the  outside.  It  might  be  as  easy 
to  render  them  one  bill  for  the  cost  of  the 
project,  and  not  specify  whether  It  is  for 
water  or  power.  It  is  the  same  thing. 
It  is  different  from  the  Collbran  plan. 


Let  me  also  call  the  Senator's  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that,  according  to  the 
hearings  and  according  to  the  engineers 
and  the  economists  who  have  studied  the 
project,  if  all  the  revenues  from  power 
were  allocated  to  power,  the  project 
would  pay  out  in  44  years,  but  the  pro- 
gram is  not  that  way  now.  Part  of  the 
power  revenue  will  be  used  to  repay 
the  irrigation  costs  as  they  go  along,  so 
it  will  take  50  years  to  pay  out  the  power. 
If  all  of  the  revenues  from  power  were 
diverted  to  power,  it  would  pay  out  in 
44  years.  We  get  a  much  quicker  re- 
turn on  that  non- interest-bearing  allot- 
ment. 

Keep  in  mind  constantly  that  the  same 
people  who  are  buying  the  power  are 
buying  the  water.  The  farmers  are  great 
power  users.  They  have  all  kinds  of 
equipment  and  appliances  on  their 
farms.  They  buy  immense  amounts  of 
power — much  more  than  the  ordinary 
city  dweller.  No  power  user  is  subsi- 
dizing strangers.  The  Irrigators,  the 
landowners,  and  all  of  them,  are  in  to- 
gether on  this.  It  is  a  great  cooper- 
ative movement. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  I  have  no  objection 
to  the  formula  by  which  the  users  of 
the  power  contribute  toward  the  de- 
velopment of  the  whole  basin  area.  I 
was  merely  attemptins  to  ascertain  how 
much  subsidy  the  Federal  Qovernment 
would  have  to  pay  becau.se  of  this  rather 
extended  period  before  full  repayment 
on  the  irrigation  projects  begins  which 
are.  as  the  Senator  knows,  interest-free 
to  the  projects,  .such  interest  being  paid 
by  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  should  say  there  is 
not  one  single  dollar  of  sub."jidy  in  this 
project.  The  benefits  received  by  the 
United  States  Crovernment  from  these 
projects  in  the  way  of  taxe."i  will  more 
than  take  care  of  any  interest-free 
money  or  the  interest  which  might  be 
accumulated. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Tax  revenues  will  be 
increased  because  the  projects  increase 
the  general  economic  well-being  of  the 
area. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Yes;  and  income 
taxes  to  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  KENNEDY .  Including  th.  saving 
to  the  Federal  Government  by  reason  of 
the  increased  economic  activity  in  the 
area  is  a  new  way  of  figuring  the  cost  of 
these  projects.  What  I  should  like  to 
ascertain  is  how  much  the  project  alone 
will  cost  the  Federal  Government  amor- 
tized over  a  period  of  years.  I  would 
rather  know  what  that  cost  will  be  than 
whether  it  is  eventually  going  to  balance 
out  because  the  area  will  be  more  pros- 
perous. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  One  phase  of  it 
should  be  understood.  That  part  of  the 
cost  of  the  Navaho  project  allocated  to 
irrigation  of  Indian  lands  will  not  be  paid 
until  the  Indians  dispose  of  the  lands. 
So  long  as  the  lands  are  kept  in  Indian 
ownership,  it  will  never  be  paid.  That 
will  be  one  contribution  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, the  taxpayer,  will  have  to  make 
to  the  Indians.  That  is  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  whole  Navaho  project. 
That  is  under  the  Levitt  Act,  to  which  I 
referred. 
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Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ,  Reference  has  been 
made  to  the  cost  of  these  projects.  When 
an  irrigation  project  is  developed  in  Colo- 
rado, Wycwning,  New  Mexico,  or  any- 
where and  thereby  200,000  acres  of  land 
are  placed  in  cultivation,  and  butter, 
cream,  milk,  and  other  foods  are  pro- 
duced, does  not  the  Federal  Government 
receive  an  income  tax? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  payment  of  in- 
come taxes  from  income  in  irrigated 
areas  of  the  arid  States  is  a  very  impor- 
tant sum.  Mr.  President,  if  there  were 
removed  from  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  the  tax  money  which  comes  from 
the  Senator's  State  and  my  State  because 
we  have  developed  areas  of  arable  land 
there,  instead  of  deserts,  the  Federal 
Government  would  receive  only  a  fraction 
of  what  it  is  receiving  now. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Last  night  we  passed 
the  flood  control  bill.  Two  hundred  ten 
thousand  acres  of  land  on  the  Rio  Grande 
will  support  50,000  cows.  If  we  produce 
50,000  dairy  cattle,  we  produce  that  much 
wealth.     Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  In  the  form  of  milk, 
cheese,  cream. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     And  emplosTnent. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  How  else  are  we  to  pro- 
duce wealth?  If  we  do  not  produce 
wealth,  how  are  we  going  to  feed  Europe? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  do  not  know.  I  can 
only  repeat  the  theme  I  touched  on 
earlier :  The  only  way  we  can  restore  the 
ravages  of  war  in  this  country  is  not 
through  talk,  not  through  passing  bills, 
not  through  fiscal  management — It  is  by 
getting  people  to  work  in  productive  en- 
terprise. 

Mr.  President,  some  reference  has  been 
made  to  flood  control  projects  which  do 
not  reimburse  directly.  For  example,  in 
the  city  of  Los  Angeles  there  are  projects 
to  prevent  floods.  If  floods  can  be  pre- 
vented in  the  city  of  Los  Angeles,  there 
will  be  such  enhancement  of  the  tax  rolls, 
such  enhancement  of  people's  ability  to 
make  a  hving  and  to  pay  taxes,  that  in 
the  end  the  projects  will  not  cost  the 
Federal  Government  anything. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President.  I  respect 
and  love  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 
Pour  years  ago  more  than  a  billion 
dollars  of  destruction  was  wrought  by 
floods  in  Kansas,  and  not  one  penny  of 
taxes  was  paid  on  that  billion  dollar  loss. 
Two  years  later  3  million  acres  of  the 
best  producing  land  on  the  Missouri 
River  were  inundated,  and  not  one  penny 
of  taxes  was  paid  to  Uncle  Sam. 

Realizing  that  we  have  some  responsi- 
bility, should  we  not  try  to  take  care  of 
that  kind  of  situation? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Congress  is  the  only  agency  I  know  of 
which  can  take  care  of  items  of  the  kind 
the  Senator  mentions.  The  individual 
States  of  the  West  have  not  the  financial 
ability  to  do  the  job.  So  far  as  recla- 
mation is  concerned,  they  are  askmg  that 
the  Federal  Government  put  its  credit 
behind  those  States  ar.d  the  people  who 
live  in  those  States,  a  enhance  to  pay  the 
bill  which  is  involved  in  these  projects. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  All  the  Government 
does  is  advance  the  money,  but  eventu- 


ally the  money  will  be  repaid  to  Uncle 
Sam.    Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Yes,  of  course  it  is 
true. 

Mr,  CHAVEZ.  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment is  big,  and  we  hope  we  can  trust 
the  Federal  Government.  All  we  ask  for 
is  a  little  project  in  Utah  or  Colorado 
or  New  Mexico  or  Nebraska,  or  elsewhere. 
Eventually  we  will  pay  back  that  money. 
Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  pointed  to  the 
conservancy  districts  with  which  we  are 
so  familiar  in  the  West.  Those  con- 
servancy districts  normally  include  with- 
in their  territorial  limits  not  only  the 
agricultural  area  receiving  the  irrigation 
water  supply  but  also  the  contiguous  ur- 
ban areas.  Conservancy  districts  have 
the  power  to  levy  ad  valorem  taxes  and 
they  do  so.  Thus,  the  burden  of  re- 
payment is  spread,  as  it  should  be.  among 
the  local  indirect  beneficiaries  of  the 
project  as  well  as  among  the  direct  bene- 
ficiaries, that  is  to  say,  the  irrigation 
farmers  themselves. 

Since  the  participating  projects  au- 
thorized by  S,  1555,  as  amended,  consti- 
tute a  beginning  only  on  the  irrigation 
development  that  must  eventually  take 
place  in  the  upper  Colorado  River  Basin, 
the  bill  lays  down  policies  designed  to 
encourage  continued  investigations,  the 
production  of  additional  reports  and  the 
consequent  authorization  of  new  partici- 
pating projects  from  time  to  time,  but 
only  when  they  have  been  declared  to  be 
feasible,  only  when  they  can  come  here 
to  the  Congress  and  get  authorization  for 
them. 

Our  committee  had  before  it  the  ques- 
tion whether  pending  litigation,  t>etween 
Arizona  and  California,  which  raises  a 
number  of  questions  of  interpretation  of 
compacts,  treaties,  and  laws  affecting  the 
Colorado  River,  is  of  such  a  character  as 
to  require  delay  in  the  authorization  of 
the  Colorado  River  storage  project. 

We  concluded  that  it  is  not  of  such  a 
character  and  that  the  authorization  of 
these  works  shpuld  not  be  delayed.  How- 
ever, we  have  afforded  the  fullest  meas- 
ure of  protection  to  the  lower  basin 
States  by  providing  barriers  against  the 
operation  of  any  of  such  works  in  a  man- 
ner contrary  to  the  applicable  compacts, 
treaties,  and  laws.  We  have  accom- 
plished this  in  two  principal  ways.  First. 
by  specific  direction  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  shall  operate  such  works 
in  accordance  with  such  compacts, 
treaties,  and  laws;  and,  second,  by  waiver 
of  the  United  States'  immunity  from  suit, 
so  that  any  State,  which  considers  that 
such  works  are  being  or  may  be  operated 
in  a  manner  contrary  to  such  compacts, 
treaties,  and  laws,  may  have  redress  in 
the  Supreme  Court  without  delay.  I  re- 
gret that  the  Colorado  River  Basin  States 
seem  to  have  placed  so  much  emphasis, 
in  recent  years,  on  the  issues  that  divide 
them.  It  is  the  things  that  unite  them 
that  ought  to  be  emphasized.  These 
seven  States  are  the  legatees  of  an  im- 
portant stream  system.  They  ought  to 
work  more  closely  together,  as  friends 
and  neighbors,  to  preserve  that  estate; 
to  improve  it;  and  to  share  its  benefits. 

It  is  not  unreasonable  to  suggest  that 
the  upper  Colorado  River  Basin  States 


have  been  waiting  for  more  than  a  quar- 
ter of  a  century  for  the  works  that  will 
be  authorized  if  S.  1555  becomes  law. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MTTJiTKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  In  that  quarter  of  a 
centiuT,  the  purchasing  power  of  the 
dollar  has  been  cut  in  half,  has  it  not? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  If  the  upper  basin 
States  had  had  the  good  forttine  to  have 
begim  this  project  at  the  time  the  big 
dams  were  begun  in  the  lower  basin 
States,  the  amount  which  it  would  have 
been  necessary  to  borrow  from  and 
eventually  to  repay  to  the  Federal 
Treasury  would  have  been  approximately 
half  the  present  estimate. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  Is  true.  The 
Investigations,  furnishing  the  solid  foun- 
dation of  knowledge  upon  which  these 
States,  working  with  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, have  been  able  to  build  a  plan 
on  which  we  are  now  asked  to  act,  have 
proceeded  for  more  than  25  years. 

I  wish  to  emphasize  that.  This  is  not 
a  plan  which  popped  into  the  head  of 
someone  sitting  m  an  ofl&ce  in  Wash- 
ington. This  plan  has  been  an  evolu- 
tion; the  evolutionary  work  of  the  au- 
thorities who  know  the  water  problem 
in  those  States.  They  have  to  know  the 
water  problem,  because  the  citizens  in 
that  region  must  handle  their  water 
problem  intelligently;  otherwise  they  will 
not  be  able  to  hve.  As  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez]  said,  water  is 
necessary  to  our  life. 

These  plans  have  developed  for  a 
quarter  of  a  century  and  are  now  pro- 
posed by  our  water  boards,  our  water 
engineers,  and  our  water  lawyers  in  all 
the  Western  States.  The  plans  have 
finally  jelled,  and  are  now  in  the  bill. 

The  investigations  have  been  carried 
out  by  experts  in  the  field.  I  have  heard 
suggestions  that  outside  engineers  should 
be  called  in  to  study  the  problem.  Each 
of  these  arid  and  semiarid  States  has  its 
own  engineers.  The  engineers  have 
worked  with  the  problem;  therefore,  they 
know  something  about  it.  The  United 
States  Bureau  of  Reclamation  has  de- 
signed the  largest  dams  in  the  country.. 
The  engineers  of  the  Bureau  designed 
and  built  Grand  Coulee,  Hoover,  and 
Shasta  Dams. 

Is  there  any  assembly  of  engineers, 
and  I  treat  them  with  all  respect  and 
concede  that  they  are  fully  competent 
persons,  outside  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
and  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  who  have 
had  even  a  fraction  of  the  exp>erience 
which  the  engineers  of  the  Federal  Grov- 
ernment  have  had  in  designing  and 
building  dams. 

Frankly,  I  am  a  little  disturbed  by  in- 
timations that  if  we  are  to  have  good 
engineers,  we  must  go  outside  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States.  I  say  that 
is  not  correct. 

The  Government  of  the  United  States 
is  not  the  kind  of  government  which  is 
Incapable  of  doing  a  job  when  it  has 
one  to  do.  Why  call  in  outsiders  when 
the  Government  has  agencies  which  have 
been  established  for  the  express  purpose 
of  doing  this  work  when  it  has  engi- 
neers who  have  made  reputations  which 
indicate  that  they  know  how  to  do  it? 
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Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  MHUKIN.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  THYE.  I  am  happy  to  hear  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado  say 
emphaticaUy  that  the  United  States 
Government  has  engineers  who  are  com- 
petent to  do  the  work.  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  any  other  nation  in  the  world 
in  which  engineers  will  be  found  who  are 
as  well  qualified  in  reclamation  construc- 
tion and  engineering,  and  in  the  build- 
ing of  large  dams,  as  are  the  engineers 
In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  That  has  been 
proved.  All  that  is  necessary  is  to  look 
at  the  dams  which  have  been  built  and 
to  consider  how  they  have  been  operated. 
The  engineers  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment were  the  ones  who  built  Grand 
Coulee.  Hoover,  and  Shasta  Dams.  I 
could  name  a  long  list  of  such  projects. 

Mr.  THYE.  It  was  engineers  from  the 
United  States  who  gave  advice  and  tech- 
nical assistance  to  those  who  were  en- 
deavoring to  develop  large  hydroelectric 
dams  and  impovmding  reservoirs  all  over 
the  world. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Many  foreign  coun- 
tries are  yearning  for  engineers  who 
have  an  understanding  of  water  prob- 
lems equal  to  that  of  United  States  ex- 
perts, including  those  within  the  Fed- 
eral Government;  and  they  are  coming 
here  and  seeking  their  advice. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  concur  in  the  last  re- 
mark made  by  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MIULilKIN.  An  important  prin- 
ciple is  involved.  We  hear  it  said  by 
groups  of  outsiders,  who  are  not  charged, 
as  Congress  is  charged,  with  a  certain 
responsibility,  and  who  do  not  have  to 
face  their  constituents,  that  "We  will 
not  do  anything  until  we  hear  from  an 
outside  group.  Our  Government  agen- 
cies are  not  capable  of  doing  the  work." 
If  we  should  accept  that  viewpoint, 
we  would  simply  be  admitting  that  we 
are  not  capable  of  carrying  out  our 
duties.  We  are  capable  of  doing  this 
work,  because  it  has  been  proved  in  these 
particular  fields.  No  one  can  success- 
fully challenge  the  fact  that  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  of  the  Army  and  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  have  an  aggregation  of 
public  works  talent  that  is  competent 
to  construct  projects  of  this  kind,  i 
cannot  stress  too  vehemently  that  it  is 
a  very  odd  suggestion  which  has  been 
made  that  the  Government  should  abdi- 
cate its  responsibility  and  seek  outside 
assistance;  that  it  should  set  aside  and 
stultify  men  who  have  served  the  Gov- 
ernment faithfully  and  have  proved,  not 
by  words,  but  by  works,  that  they  can 
do  the  job. 

All  pKjssible  reservoir  sites  have  been 
looked  into.  Dam  sites  have  been 
drilled.  So  it  is  known  what  conditions 
the  builders  will  encounter.  This  work 
has  been  done  by  engineers  employed 
by  the  United  States  Government.  Irri- 
gation needs  have  been  examined.  Do- 
mestic water  needs  for  the  long  pull 
have  been  computed.  Power  markets 
have  been  thoroughly  surveyed.  The 
result  of  these  investigations  is  a  plan, 
a  part  of  which  would  be  authorized  by 
S.  1555. 


The  total  cost  of  the  project,  assuming 
the  construction  of  everything  which  is 
authorized,  will  be  $1,165,671,800. 

Is  that  a  large  sum  of  money?  Yes, 
It  is.  But  we  are  not  unaccustomed  to 
expenditures  of  similar  sums ;  not  at  all. 
I  am  not  saying  that  the  authorizations 
which  have  been  made  in  other  fields, 
and  with  respect  to  which  expenditures 
have  been  made,  have  not  been  war- 
ranted. I  say  that  most  of  them  have 
been  warranted.  The  construction  of 
this  project  will  be  spread  over  20  Or  25 
years.  When  that  sum  is  divided  over 
that  period  among  the  States  involved 
in  the  construction  of  the  project,  it  will 
amount  to  an  appropriation  of  an  aver- 
age of  $12  million  a  year  for  each  of 
the  States. 

The  project  will  benefit  all  the  States 
of  the  Colorado  River  Basin,  a  river  sys- 
tem which  has  not  had  the  attention  of 
Congress,  except  in  part. 

There  has  been  development  of  the 
Columbia,  the  Missouri,  the  MissisBippi. 
and  the  Tennessee.  Now.  I  respectfully 
suggest,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  have 
waited  so  long,  with  plans  ready,  that 
we  should  have  development  of  the  Col- 
orado River,  one  of  the  greatest  streams 
in  the  country. 

I  wish  those  of  my  colleagues  who 
have  not  done  so  would  view  some  of  the 
irrigated  regions  and  areas  of  Colorado, 
New  Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wyomine:.  There 
they  will  find  farm  after  farm  where  once 
the  desert  reigned.  There  they  will  find 
homes  where  once  there  was  no  shelter. 
We  shall  be  creating  places  where  men 
and  women  will  live  to  rear  their  chil- 
dren. We  shall  be  creating  communities. 
We  shall  be  creating  a  fine,  decent  way 
of  life. 

With  our  own  eyes  we  have  seen  simi- 
lar projects  in  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
try. Large  areas  have  been  develoc>ed 
by  irrigation  and  are  being  helped  by 
fiood-control  projects.  We  have  seen 
with  our  own  eyes  the  con.structive  good 
which  has  been  accomplished. 

The  cost  of  this  project  is  not  exces- 
sive. Particularly  is  this  true  when  we 
realize  that  most  of  the  cost  will  be  paid 
back — much  of  it  with  interest — and  that 
after  such  repayment  has  been  accom- 
plished, the  taxpayers  will  realize  an  in- 
come up  to  $20  million  per  year  for 
many,  many  years  to  come  from  the 
power  revenues  alone. 

Let  us  proceed  with  this  project,  which 
is  one  of  the  last  remaining  jobs  so  far 
as  the  big  river  systems  are  concerned: 
let  us  authorize  it  and  get  the  work  done 
so  that  that  part  of  this  great  country  of 
ours  can  have  a  new  and  better  face.  It 
will  be  a  better  face,  because  there  will 
be  an  opportunity  for  people  to  make  a 
living  and  build  homes  there.  That  is 
the  kind  of  scenery  I  am  interested  in. 
I  am  not  interested  in  canyons  that  take 
as  much  trouble  to  get  into  as  to  organ- 
ize an  expedition  to  the  North  Pole.  I 
would  much  rather  see  communities  of 
happy  people  who  are  making  a  living 
and  earning  money  from  the  products  of 
the  soil.  If  one  desires  to  admire  scen- 
ery, there  is  not  a  State  that  does  not 
prefsent  him  opportunities.  I  am  very 
much  interested  in  seeing  that  the  people 


of  my  State,  and  I  am  sure  Bentitors 
from  other  States  feel  the  same,  get 
meat  and  vegetables,  rather  than  have 
to  make  soup  out  of  old  mastodon  bones, 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  suspend  for  the 
time  being. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  as 
one  of  the  members  of  the  committee,  I 
should  like  to  pay  tribute  to  the  able, 
wise,  and  prudent  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  for  his  compliment, 
and  I  wish  to  say  that  he  has  been  a  very 
able  and  conscientious  member  of  the 
committee. 


SENATOR    HENDRICKSON,    OF    NEW 
JERSEY 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President. 
I  intend  to  make  a  brief  speech  about 
one  of  our  colleagues,  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  !  Mr.  Hendrickson), 
and,  desiring  as  many  Senators  as  pos- 
sible to  be  present.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 

roll. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  president. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr. 
Reynolds  in  the  chair).  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  It  is  with  con- 
siderable feeling  that  I  rise  to  express 
.some  personal  opinions  which  I  feel  are 
shared  by  several  other  Members  of  this 
body,  about  a  man  with  whom  we  have 
Served,  but  who  is  leaving  us  at  the  end 
of  this  Congress — Senator  Robert  C. 
Hendrickson — 'Bob"  to  us. 

I  have  observed  this  man  in  action  in 
committee,  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate, 
in  Republican  caucuses,  and  among  his 
fellow  Senators  in  the  daily  life  of  the 
Senate.  I  have  served  with  him  on  the 
Armed  Services  Committee.  I  have 
served  with  him  on  the  Ammunition 
Shortage  Investigating  Subcommittee  of 
that  committee.  I  have  served  with  him 
on  the  Senate  Republican  Policy  Com- 
mittee. I  have  served  with  him  on  the 
District  of  Columbia  Committee.  I  have 
served  with  him  on  the  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration Committee. 

Yes,  I  have  served — and  suffered — 
with  him  on  the  Privileges  and  Elections 
Subcommittee  of  the  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration Committee. 

He  has  brought  great  credit  to  himself 
and  his  beloved  New  Jersey  by  his  work 
on  the  Judiciary  Committee,  the  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee,  as 
chaii-man  of  the  Juvenile  Delinquency 
Subcommittee,  and  on  the  Small  Busi- 
ness Committee.  I  think  we  all  know 
.•something  about  his  service  on  these 
committees,  and  on  the  Commission  on 
Intergovernmental  Relations. 

Perhaps  most  of  us  know  more  about 
the  personal  sacrifice  he  has  made  all 
during  his  6  years  in  the  Senate  as  a 
member  of  the  Republican  Calendar 
Committee — a  thankless  job,  but  prob- 
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ably  the  hardest  and  greatest  time- 
demanding  committee  job  imaginable. 

Before  he  came  to  the  Senate,  he  had 
built  up  an  admirable  record  of  accom- 
plishments in  service  to  his  country — • 
both  in  peace  and  in  war.  He  was  presi- 
dent of  the  New  Jersey  Senate  in  1939, 
and  served  as  Acting  Governor.  He  was 
an  original  member  of  the  New  Jersey 
Constitutional  Revision  Commission 
which  adopted  a  new  constitution. 

He  is  a  veteran  of  both  World  Wars — 
an  enlisted  man  in  the  first  war ;  an  oflB- 
cer  in  the  second  war.  He  served  in  five 
campaigns  in  France  in  the  first  war, 
and  he  had  service  in  north  Africa,  Italy, 
and  Austria  in  the  se<;ond  war.  He  was 
chief  legal  ofiQcer  in  Rome,  and  was 
among  the  first  American  troops  to  enter 
Rome,  for  its  liberation,  in  the  second 
war. 

He  is  a  man  devoted  to  his  family — a 
family  of  5  married  children.  4  daughters 
and  1  son,  and  11  grandchildren.  A 
major  portion  of  his  greatness  comes 
from  his  beloved  wife,  Olga. 

I  think  I  know  this  man — Bob  Hin- 
DRicKsoN — as  well  as  most  Members  of 
the  Senate  do.  if  not  better.  It  will  be 
difficult  for  his  successor,  whoever  he 
may  be.  to  fill  his  shoes  or  to  wear  his 
mantle. 

He  is  a  man  dedicated  to  fairness — so 
dedicated  to  fairness  that  I  think  per- 
haps he  is  more  temperamentally  suited 
for  the  judiciary.  He  would  be  an  ideal 
Federal  judge. 

He  is  a  man  motivated  only  by  the 
highest  principles.  I  know  because  I 
saw  him  behind  the  closed  doors  of  bitter 
and  clashing  committee  meetings,  where 
individual  actions  in  private  sometimes 
are  at  variance  with  public  actions, 
where  principles  are  sometimes  aban- 
doned to  crass  selfishness.  Bob  Hen- 
drickson has  not  so  varied  for  personal 
convenience.  He  is  the  same  Bob 
Hendrickson  at  closed  committee  meet- 
ings as  the  Bob  Hendrickson  in  public. 

There  are  many  things  about  the  com- 
mittee work  of  Bob  Hendrickson  that  I 
admire.  I  admire  the  way  he  has  fought 
for  reservists,  in  the  RepubUcan  policy 
committee  and  on  tlie  Armed  Services 
Committee.  I  admire  the  way  he  fought 
in  the  Judiciary  Committee  for  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower,  to  obtain  legislation 
the  President  wanted.  I  admire  the  way 
he  stood  up  for  Goverrunent  workers,  in 
the  Civil  Service  Committee.  I  admire 
the  way  in  the  Rules  Committee  he  stood 
for  the  adoption  by  the  Senate  of  rules 
of  fair  play  in  the  traditional  American 
way  of  justice. 

I  suffered  with  him  on  that  thankless 
subcommittee,  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections.  With  him,  I 
was  called  a  puny  politician  and  was  ac- 
cused of  stealing  thousands  of  dollars 
from  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers  be- 
cause of  the  subcommittee  work  we  and 
other  members  had  been  assigned  to  do. 
I  think  the  Senate  thunderously  an- 
swered and  repudiated  those  phony  and 
malicious  accusations,  when  It  voted 
unanimously,  60  to  nothing,  its  faith  in 
the  integrity  and  honesty  of  that  sub- 
committee and  its  members. 

To  me,  one  of  the  blackest  marks  in 
the  history  of  the  Senate  was  written 


when  Bob  HnrDucxsoN  was  accused  of 
having  neither  guts  nor  brains,  for  car- 
rying out  his  duty  as  he  conceived  it. 
I  think  that  accusation  must  have  left 
a  bitter  taste  in  the  mouth  of  each  of  us, 
including  that  of  the  accuser  himself, 
when  he  viewed  his  accusation  in  retro- 
spect. Surely  it  was  something  to  make 
all  of  us  a  Uttle  ashamed. 

In  these  last  days  of  the  service  of 
Bob  Hekdrickson  in  the  Senate,  I  wish 
to  do  my  part  in  erasing  some  of  that 
despicable  black  mark,  by  proclaiming 
my  full  faith  in  the  integrity,  intelli- 
gence,   and    moral    courage    of    Bob 

HZNDRICKSOir. 

Who  of  us  has  more  "brains  and  guts" 
than  Bob  Hendrickson?  Who  of  us 
would  even  claim  that  we  have  more 
brains  and  guts  than  Bob  Hendrickson? 
Who  would  say  that  Bob  Hendrickson 
has  no  brains,  after  his  brilliant  record 
in  the  New  Jersey  State  Senate,  after 
the  part  he  played  in  the  drafting  and 
adoption  of  the  new  constitution  of  New 
Jersey,  after  his  service  as  Acting  Gov- 
ernor of  New  Jersey,  after  his  service  in 
the  Umted  States  Senate,  and  on  the 
many  committees  I  have  mentioned? 

Who  would  say  that  Bob  Hendrickson 
has  no  guts,  when  he  served  in  both 
World  Wars,  when  he  served  as  an  en- 
listed man  in  five  campaigns  in  Prance 
in  World  War  I.  when  he  served  as  an 
officer  in  north  Africa.  Italy,  and  Aus- 
tria in  World  War  II,  when  he  was  among 
the  first  troops  to  enter  Rome,  for  its 
liberation? 

Who  of  us  has  a  better  record  of  guts 
in  defending  and  fighting  for  our  coun- 
try?   Whoof  us  has  a  better  war  r?cord? 

No;  it  is  quite  clear  that  Bob  Hen- 
drickson has  an  abundance  of  brains 
and  guts.  I,  for  one  in  the  Senate,  do 
not  intend  to  permit  the  dastardly  accu- 
sation made  against  him  to  go  unan- 
swered before  he  leaves  the  Senate. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  not  only 
because  I  regard  myself  as  a  close  friend 
of  Bob  Hendrickson.  whom  I  love  dearly, 
but  also  because  I  come  from  a  neighbor- 
ing State,  probably  as  neighboring  as 
any  State  New  Jersey  has,  I  wish  to  join 
in  the  perfect  tribute,  so  beautifully  ex- 
pressed by  the  distinguished  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Maine  [Mrs.  Smith]. 

I  have  come  to  know  Bob,  since  he  has 
been  in  the  Senate,  as  I  have  had  the 
privilege  of  knowing  few  others  of  my 
colleagues  here.  I  have  learned  to  value 
him  for  what  I  believe  to  be  his  true 
worth. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Maine  has 
well  described  Bob  Hendrickson's  high 
character.  I  shall  not  repeat  what  she 
has  said;  but  I  do  wish  to  say  that  all 
the  senior  Senator  from  Maine  has  said 
is  true;  in  fact,  she  could  have  gone  even 
further. 

It  is  rather  hard  to  speak  at  a  time 
like  this,  when  a  close  friend  is  leaving 
our  midst.  He  is  going  to  be  missed 
grievously  by  all  of  us,  especially  by  those 
of  us  who  have  been  here  dtu-ing  the  full 
period  of  his  service.  In  his  leaving,  the 
loss  to  the  Senate  will  be  tremendous. 
He  has  been  diligent;  he  has  been  faith- 
ful; and,  above  all,  he  has  shown  great 
ability  in  all  he  has  undertaken. 


In  losmg  you.  Bob,  the  Senate  is  lodns 
a  Member  who  cannot  be  replaced  and 
will  not  be  replaced. 

But,  more  than  that,  the  United  States 
Is  losing  a  public  servant,  in  the  capacity 
in  which  Bob  Hendrickson  has  been 
serving,  such  as  we  in  this  coimtry  can 
ill  afford  to  lose ;  and  in  the  covmtry's  loss. 
the  State  of  New  Jersey  is  losing,  above 
aU. 

You  have  served  with  great  distinction 
here.  Bob.  Furthermore,  you  have  been 
a  distinct  credit  to  the  great  State  of 
New  Jersey.  I  only  hope  that  the  people 
of  New  Jersey  realize  their  loss,  as  we 
realize  ours. 

In  the  years  ahead,  I  know  that  Bob 
Hendrickson.  being  the  type  of  person  he 
is,  will  always  be  finding  something  to 
do  in  the  service  of  his  State  or  his  coim- 
try.  I  know  he  will  be  successful  in 
whatever  he  undertakes. 

But,  Bob,  as  you  go  forth  from  this 
place,  please  know  that  I,  for  one — and 
I  know  I  express  the  feeling  of  all  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate — ^want  you  to  take 
with  you  not  only  our  best  wishes  for 
health  and  happiness,  but  our  best  wishes 
for  your  future  success— even  greater 
than  the  success  you  have  had  thus  far — 
through  many,  many  years  to  come. 
May  God  bless  you  and  your  dear  wife 
and  family. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  join  with  other  Members  who 
have  spoken  so  eloquently  m  tribute  to 
the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrickson]. 

Bob  Hendrickson  came  to  the  Senate 
at  the  same  time  I  entered  this  dis- 
tinguished branch  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  It  has  been  my  good  for- 
tune to  serve  with  Bob  on  various  com- 
mittee assignments.  In  connection  with 
some  of  those  assignments,  heretofore 
referred  to,  it  has  fallen  to  my  lot  to 
serve,  in  a  much  lesser  capacity,  with 
Bob  Hendrickson. 

Bob  knows,  as  I  say  these  words,  that 
it  was  with  deep  regret  I  heard  he  had 
decided  not  to  try  to  come  back  to  the 
Senate. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  care  not 
who  might  think  I  am  transgressing  some 
bounds  of  propriety  when  I  say  that  I  re- 
gret that  he  is  not  coming  back  to  the 
Senate,  because  as  I  have  served  with 
him  I  have  noted  something  that  is 
pretty  valuable  in  this  assembly  and  in 
life,  namely,  character,  integrity,  and 
industry. 

Never  did  Bob  Hendrickson  shirk  a 
responsibility.  There  have  been  count- 
less hours  he  has  spent  in 'service,  some- 
times under  conditions  that  have  not 
been  too  pleasant.  I  adniire  him  as  a 
man.  I  have  admired  his  approach  to 
the  many  problems  as  he  saw  them  and 
as  he  faced  them. 

I  merely  wish  to  say  that  I  deeply 
regret,  as  I  know  many  more  in  the  Sen- 
ate regret,  that  he  will  not  be  back  serv- 
ing his  State  and  his  Nation  in  this 
body. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  had  the  great  privilege  and  honor  of 
serving  with  Bob  Hendrickson  on  the 
Senate  Armed  Service  Committee.  I 
have  always  been  Impressed  with  his 
ability,  and  the  character  he  has  shown 
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In  his  approach  to  the  problems  which 
came  before  the  committee. 

I  listened  with  Interest  to  what  the 
great  senior  Senator  from  Maine  said; 
and  I  am  sure  that  the  battle  courage 
she  emphasized  he  displayed  Is  also 
exemplified  in  the  fine  sons  in  their  Serv- 
ice Uniforms,  whom  I  have  had  the  honor 
of  meeting. 

In  the  time  I  have  been  a  Member  of 
the  Senate  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  I  have 
never  heard  anyone  criticize  Bob  Hen- 
DRicxsoN.  I  regret  very  much  that  he 
will  not  be  with  us  next  year;  and  on  be- 
half, I  am  sure,  of  many  of  my  Demo- 
cratic colleagues  as  well  as  myself,  I  wish 
him  and  his  very  gracious  lady  all  luck 
and  happiness  in  their  future  life. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  if  I  covUd 
think  of  the  proper  words  to  use  I  would 
probably  feel  called  upon  to  make  a  little 
speech  at  this  time,  but  not  being  able 
to  call  up  those  words  at  this  time  and 
put  them  in  the  proper  order,  I  merely 
wish  to  say  that  in  my  opinion  Bob  Hen- 
DRicKsoN  is  one  of  the  finest  and  most 
conscientious  men  who  ever  sat  in  the 
United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
would  not  \vant  this  moment  to  pass 
without  paying  my  tribute  to  Bob  Hen- 
DRicKsoN  for  the  outstanding  service  he 
has  rendered  in  the  Senate.  I  perhaps 
have  had  as  good  an  opportunity  as  any 
other  Member  of  this  body  to  observe 
his  conscientious  service,  for  I  have  not 
only  served  with  him  on  the  policy  com- 
mittee, but  I  know  of  the  long  hours  of 
effort  he  has  put  forth  as  a  member 
of  the  calendar  committee.  We  have 
worked  together  on  many  other  prob- 
lems coming   before   the  Senate. 

I  feel  that  the  Senate  and  the  Nation 
lost  an  outstanding  legislator  when  he 
determined  not  to  seek  reelection  to  the 
Senate.  He  is  the  type  of  representa- 
tive of  whom  any  State  could  be  justly 
proud. 

I  know  that  Bob  Hendrickson,  though 
he  may  be  retiring  from  these  Halls,  will 
have  many  years  of  useful  service  to 
his  country.  I  know  that  what  he  has 
done  will  reflect  credit  upon  the  State  of 
New  Jersey,  and  that  his  family  and  his 
friends  can  be  proud  of  the  outstanding 
record  he  has  made. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President,  when 
I  came  to  the  floor  a  few  moments  ago, 
I  did  not  realize  that  we  were  to  take 
some  time  this  afternoon,  in  these  clos- 
ing hours  of  the  session,  to  pay  tribute 
to  our  distinguished  and  beloved  friend, 
the  junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
fMr.  HentricksonJ.  There  is  very  little 
that  could  be  said  that  would  not  be 
anticlimatic,  following  the  eloquent  and 
sincere  tribute  from  the  great  senior  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Maine  [Mrs. 
Smith],  but  I  would  feel  I  had  left  some- 
thing undone,  and  had  been  remiss,  were 
I  not  to  rise  here  this  afternoon  to  say 
just  a  few  words,  which  of  course  can 
add  nothing  to  the  stature  of  our  friend, 
but  which  I  know  I  can  say  because  of 
my  observation  and  experience  in  the 
relationship  which  I  have  had  for  4  years 
with  Bob  Hendrickson,  of  New  Jersey. 

We  have  been  neighbors,  in  the  first 
place.  Our  ofiBces  adjoin  in  the  Senate 
Office  Building.  He  has  been  a  good 
neighbor.    He  is  always  ready  to  *help, 
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ready  to  volunteer  his  services  and  those 
of  his  ofiBce  staff  to  any  other  Senator 
who  may  require  help  in  an  emergency 
or  in  unusual  circumstances. 

We  have  served  on  the  Privileges  and 
Elections  Subcommittee  together.  That 
is  the  subcommittee  which  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Maine  suggested 
is  in  some  respects  an  unhappy  com- 
mittee. No  Senator  has  ever  applied  for 
membership  on  that  subcommittee,  and 
I  daresay  no  Senator  ever  will. 

We  survived  somehow  ^the  Maryland 
investigation.  We  went  through  the  in- 
vestigations under  the  Benton  and  Mc- 
Carthy resolutions.'  We  went  through 
the  investigation  of  the  campaign  in 
Ohio  and  a  good  many  other  campaigns 
about  which  investigations  were  con- 
ducted by  that  subcommittee  as  the 
creature  of  the  Senate,  endeavoring  to 
do  the  bidding  of  the  Senate,  and  dis- 
charging and  fulfilling  our  solemn  re- 
sponsibility and  obligation. 

Bob  Hendrickson,  during  the  late  ex- 
istence of  that  committee,  when  it  fell 
my  lot  to  be  chairman  of  it.  stood  shoul- 
der to  shoulder  with  those  of  us  who 
spent  what  might  have  been  their  vaca- 
tion period — certainly  it  was  during  the 
recess  of  the  Senate — in  the  late  months 
of  1952.  trying  to  prepare  a  report.  The 
committee  was  graced  by  the  presence 
of  the  distinguished  and  able  Senator 
from  Maine  [Mrs.  Smith  I.  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Oklahoma  I  Mr. 
Monroney],  at  one  time  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Arizona  I  Mr. 
Hayden],  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette!  ,  and  other  Senators. 
We  were  faced  with  many  problems,  but 
never  on  any  occasion,  Mr.  President, 
did  I  notice,  nor  did  anybody  else  ob- 
serve, or  even  suggest,  that  there  was 
any  tincture  of  partisanship,  that  there 
was  any  meanness,  or  anything  small  or 
petty,  in  the  manner  in  which  Bob  Hen- 
drickson considered  the  vexing  and  try- 
ing problems  which  came  before  this  sub- 
committee, which  has  as  its  function  sit- 
ting in  judgment  on  other  Member.s  of 
the  Senate,  and  looking  into  election  con- 
tests and  related  matters.  That  com- 
mittee functioned  at  all  times  during  the 
period  of  Senator  Hendrickson's  mem- 
bership upon  it  as  a  bipartisan,  or  a  non- 
partisan subcommittee,  if  you  please,  Mr. 
President,  and  without  members  such  as 
Bob  Hendrickson  and  the  Senator  from 
Maine  that  would  have  been  impossible. 
We  could  not  have  performed  our  assign- 
ments or  completed  our  ta.«k  otherwise. 

It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  remind 
Bob  Hendrickson's  friends  and  col- 
leagues that  he  is  a  patriot.  He  does 
not  make  any  flag-waving  speeches  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve I  have  ever  heard  him  make  one 
in  which  he  adverted  to  his  own  record 
as  a  soldier  in  his  country's  wars,  during 
World  War  I  and  World  War  II,  in  which 
he  served  In  the  field  and  in  combat 
abroad.  I  have  never  heard  Bob  Hen- 
drickson mention  anything  he  did  in  his 
military  service.  I  heard  those  things 
from  others.  He  is  a  man  of  highest 
courage,  a  man  of  transcendent  idealism. 
and,  what  is  perhaps  more  important. 
a  devoted  husband,  a  good  father,  a  real 
friend,  a  man  of  probity,  a  man  of  in- 


tellect, and  a  man  of  unimpeachable  in- 
tegrity and  character. 

To  suggest  that  Bob  Hendrickson  fears 
anything  except  doing  wrong  would  do 
violence  to  the  facts  and  be  contrary  to 
what  all  of  us  know  and  what  I  am  sure 
the  people  of  the  great  State  of  New 
Jersey  well  know. 

He  is  a  lawyer  of  outstanding  ability. 
He  is  diligent.  He  is  industrious.  As 
the  distinguished  Senator  fronn  Ver- 
mont [  Mr.  Aiken  1  has  suggested,  I  know 
of  no  man  who  has  ever  served  in  this 
body  who  has  rendered  to  a  greater  de- 
gree than  has  Bob  Hendrickson  consci- 
entious, dedicated,  and  devoted  service 
to  his  State  and  to  his  country. 

The  words  I  am  saying  today  come 
from  my  heart.  I  know  that  in  what- 
ever career  Bob  Hendrickson  may  find 
himself,  whether  it  be  the  law  or  the 
judiciary,  or  whatever  other  pocsition  of 
responsibility  and  importance  he  may 
occupy,  he  is  on  the  threshold,  find  only 
on  the  threshold,  of  a  great  career  of 
further  public  service  to  his  State  and 
to  his  country. 

I  should  like  to  say  a  word.  too.  about 
the  gracious  and  charming  lady,  Mrs, 
Hendrickson,  who  has  contributed  so 
greatly  to  the  work  Bob  Hendrickson 
has  done  in  his  6  years  of  service  in  the 
Senate.  I  have  seen  Mrs.  Hendrickson 
work  in  his  office  day  and  night.  I  have 
seen  her  time  and  again  help  her  great 
Senator  to  fulfill  his  duties  in  a  manner 
to  earn  the  high  and  fine  re^^pect  in  which 
he  has  been  held  during  his  6  years  of 
service  in  the  Senate. 

Words  are  inadequate  at  a  time  like 
this,  and  I  know  that  speaking  as  an- 
other member  of  the  minority,  follow- 
ing my  esteemed  colleague  and  following 
the  esteemed  Senators  from  New  York 
and  Vermont,  in  the.se  few  words  I  can 
only  in  a  small  measure  begin  to  express 
the  sense  of  loss  that  we  feel  in  being 
deprived  of  the  constant  association  and 
services  and  high  inspiration  of  Senator 
Robert  C.  Hendrickson,  of  the  State  of 
New  Jersey. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  had  the 
privilege  of  sitting  beside  Bob  Hendrick- 
son on  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices. The  distineuishcd  Senator  from 
Maine  1  Mrs.  Smith  1 ,  who  happily  led  off 
this  very  much  deserved  tribute  to  Sen- 
ator Hendrickson.  has  sat  on  the  side 
nearest  the  chairman,  and  I  have  sat  on 
the  other  side  of  him  in  that  committee. 
I  know  I  cannot  add  anything  to  what 
has  ah-eady  been  said  about  Bob  Hen- 
drickson. However.  I  do  want  to  say 
that  one  cannot  sit  by  a  man  in  the 
many  se.ssions  a  committee  holds,  con- 
sidering the  various  questions  that  come 
before  a  committee,  without  mukinfj  up 
ones  mind  as  to  the  integrity,  patri- 
otism, and  selflessness  of  that  person. 

Bob  Hendrickson  brought  to  the  com- 
mittee not  merely  his  knowledge  of  mili- 
tary affairs,  gained  by  his  own  experi- 
ence, but  he  brought  with  it  a  dedication 
to  the  public  good.  That  has  given  him 
but  one  standard  by  which  to  judge 
every  measure  that  came  before  the  com- 
mittee, and  that  was  the  standard  of 
whether  it  was  good  for  the  United 
States.  He  did  not  a.sk  whether  it  was 
good  for  the  State  of  New  Jersey  or  for 
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himself:  He  asked  whether  It  was  good 
for  the  United  States.  That  is  the  kind 
of  service  he  rendered.  He  rendered 
that  service  based  on  his  training  and 
knowledge,  and  experience,  and  his  fine 
mind. 

All  Members  of  the  Senate  are  in- 
debted to  him  for  his  service  as  chairman 
of  the  unoflBcial  committee  of  objectors 
on  calendar  day.  I  have  never  yet  on 
the  floor,  during  the  consideratoin  of 
any  of  the  many  hund:-eds  of  bills  he  has 
reviewed  for  the  Senate,  heard  his  in- 
tegrity or  his  fairness  questioned. 

There  is  another  place  where  we  have 
had  an  opportunity  to  observe  him.  For 
a  few  years  he  served  on  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia.  It  was  not 
my  privilege  to  serve  with  him  on  that 
committee,  but  when  he  was  designated 
by  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to 
conduct  an  inquiry  into  juvenile  delin- 
quency in  this  country,  he  got  in  touch 
with  me  and  said  that  one  of  the  places 
he  would  like  to  hold  a  hearing  was  in 
the  city  of  Washington.  We  collabo- 
rated with  him,  to  an  extent,  through  the 
facilities  of  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  in  connection  with  his 
inquiry  in  the  National  Capital. 

By  reason  of  that  experience,  too.  I 
wish  to  express  special  appreciation  for 
his  concern  in  the  young  people  of 
America.  By  the  amount  of  time  he 
took  in  that  inquiry,  by  the  faithful  way 
in  which  he  pursued  the  various  leads 
that  came  to  the  committee,  and  by  the 
energy  and  the  application  he  gave  to 
that  task,  he  demonstrated  his  real  de- 
votion to  the  youth  ol  America.  There 
is  no  way  in  which  a  person  can  better 
express  his  real  sense  of  patriotism  and 
his  real  love  of  country  than  through  his 
concern  over  the  future  citizens  of  our 
country.  Senator  Hendrickson  has 
shown  that  to  a  great  degree. 

True,  as  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  HenningsI  has  stated,  he  is  just 
embarking  on  his  career.  Although  he 
leaves  us  in  the  Senate  for  the  time  be- 
ing perhaps.  I  am  sur-?  there  awaits  him 
a  notable  career  in  the  future  service  of 
his  country.  I  shall  be  one  of  those  who 
will  stand  on  the  sidelines  cheering  him 
on. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President,  as  one 
who  has  been  privileged  to  know  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  Jersey  for 
an  all  too  short  period  of  time,  so  far  as 
it  is  possible  for  one  man  to  love  another 
in  the  true  sense  of  the  word.  I  honestly 
feel  that  way  about  Bob  Hendrickson. 
For  that  reason.  I  also  wish  to  join  my 
distinguished  senior  colleague  In  the 
wonderful  and  very  fitting  tribute  she 
has  paid  to  Bob  Hendrickson,  and  to  add 
that  it  is  futile  for  me  even  to  endeavor 
to  put  into  words  anything  that  would 

more  adequately  or  more  fittingly  ex- 
press the  feeling  I  have  for  our  colleague. 
The  only  thing  I  car.  say  is  that  my  life 
has  been,  and  I  sha'l  always  consider 
that  It  shall  be.  much  richer  because  of 
the  great  privilege  and  the  great  oppor- 
tunity I  have  had  to  be  associated  with 
Bob  Hendrickson  during  this  brief  period 
of  time.  He  is  a  greai  man.  and  a  great 
American.  He  has  baen  a  great  honor 
to  his  country  and  tc  the  State  he  has 
served  so  ably  and  well. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  PieSVdent,  yesterday 
afternoon,  during  the  call  of  the  calen- 
dar, I  had  the  pleasure  of  paying  my 
high  respects  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey,  Bob  Hendrickson,  for  a  demon- 
stration of  impartiality  and  statesman- 
ship which  he  exhibited  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  during  the  call  of  the  calen- 
dar. I  would  add  today,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  this  matter  has  been  raised  by 
the  very  fine  tribute  paid  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  by  the  Senator  from 
Maine  (Mrs.  Smith  1  and  by  other  Sen- 
ators, that  I  feel  very  pood  about  the 
tribute,  not  only  from  Bob  Hendrick- 
son's standpoint,  but  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States- 

I  say  that,  Mr.  President,  because  I 
think  they  are  long  overdue  as  an  en- 
deavor to  right  a  wrong,  because  Bob 
Hendrickson  was  one  of  those  who.  in 
my  judgment,  was  unconscionably,  un- 
justly, and  very  wrongfully  accused  and 
attacked  by  another  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate some  time  ago.  That  attack  so  of- 
fended my  sense  of  propriety  that  I  made 
it  one  of  the  counts  in  a  bill  of  particu- 
lars which  I  filed  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate not  very  long  aao.  I  shall  say  no 
more  about  it  at  this  time,  because  I 
hope  I  am  a  good  enough  lawyer  to  know 
that  only  the  reference  I  have  made  is 
proper  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  sub- 
ject matter  is  before  another  tribunal  for 
consideration.  But  I  did  want  to  make 
the  point  that  I  think  the  remarks  made 
in  the  Senate  this  afternoon  paying  very 
deserved  tributes  to  Bob  Hendrickson 
not  only  measure  up  to  what  is  due  him. 
but  I  think  the  Senate  is  also  doing  jus- 
tice to  itself.  I  feel  the  same  way  about 
each  and  every  one  of  the  other  Sen- 
ators involved  in  the  attack. 

I  close  by  saying  that,  although  Bob 
Hendrickson  and  I  have  had  our  dif- 
ferences on  issues,  we  have  at  all  times 
maintained  a  very  fine  professional  re- 
lationship, as  lawyers  should,  and  we 
have  also  maintained  a  very  fine  friendly 
relationship.  I  express  my  appreciation 
to  him  in  these  remarks  for  the  gracious- 
ness  he  has  extended  to  my  family  in  the 
social  contacts  which  we  have  had.  He 
has  become  a  very  great  favorite  in  the 
sorority  in  which  I  live,  as  I  refer  to  my 
family. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  con- 
sider it  a  very  great  privilege  to  associate 
myself  with  the  very  fine  tributes  which 
have  been  paid  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
by  my  colleagues  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey. 

I  have  had  very  great  pleasure  in  work- 
ing with  him.  Throughout  the  5  years 
I  have  been  a  Member  of  the  Senate  I 
have  been  deeply  impressed  with  the  fact 
that  this  man  is  a  conscientious,  indus- 
trious, wise,  and  courageous  Senator. 
To  those  great  qualities  should  be  added 
others  which  I  think  are  even  more  rare- 
ly found  in  men — kindliness,  sincerity, 
and  complete  fairness.  Throughout  the 
6  years  during  which  he  has  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  body  he  has  gained  the  re- 
spect, the  admii'ation,  and  the  very  deep 
affection  of  those  of  us  who  have  had  the 
privilege  of  serving  with  him. 

I  am  very  sorry  indeed  to  see  him  leave 
the  Senate.  I  do  not  know  what  lies 
ahead  of  him,  but  I  am  very  confident 
that  he  will  always  be  deeply  interested 


in  and  will  associate  himself  closely  with 
activities  which  are  in  the  public  inter- 
est and  for  the  public  benefit. 

In  whatever  he  may  undertake  I  wish 
the  Senator  the  greatest  happiness  and 
success  for  himself,  Mrs.  Hendrickson, 
and  his  family. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  it  was  with 
much  regret  that  I  learned  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  planned  to  retire  at 
the  end  of  this  session.  I  had  the  honor 
of  coming  to  the  Senate  at  the  same 
time  he  did.  I  had  the  pleasure  of  serv- 
ing on  committees  with  him.  We  know 
that  Robert  Hendrickson  has  been  one 
of  the  most  faithful  attendants  upon  the 
sessions  of  the  Senate.  -When  a  speech 
is  deUvered  late  in  the  afternoon  usually 
not  many  Senators  are  present,  but  he 
is  likely  to  be  one 'of  the  Senators 
present.  He  is  one  of  the  best  listeners 
as  well  as  one  of  the  best  speakers. 

We  know  him  also  as  a  fairminded 
man.  In  some  of  the  debates  occasion- 
ally some  of  us  have  had  the  feeling  that 
there  were  not  many  open  minds,  but  we 
always  felt  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  was  one  who  could  be  per- 
suaded if  we  were  right,  and  if  he  was 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  debate  I  al- 
ways felt  that  possibly  I  was  wrong.  On 
the  other  hand.  I  have  felt  that  if  I  was 
right  I  probably  could  persuade  him. 

Mr.  President,  when  I  learaed  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  proposed  to  re- 
tire at  the  conclusion  of  this  session.  I 
went  to  him  and  told  him  I  wished  he 
would  reconsider  his  decision,  because  I 
believed  his  retirement  from  the  Senate 
would  be  a  great  loss  to  the  Nation.  I 
told  him  that  in  confidence  at  the  time, 
and  I  am  pleased  to  say  it  today  publicly, 
because  I  feel  that  the  Nation  is  much 
better  because  we  have  had  men  of  the 
caliber  of  Robert  Hendrickson  in  the 
Senate. 

Many  times  the  Senate  has  been 
gripped  by  a  fiaming  partisan  spirit.  On 
some  occasions  every  Democrat  voted  on 
one  side,  and  every  Republican  on  the" 
other  side.  It  always  seemed  to  me  that 
the  Nation  was  in  great  peril  when  that 
type  of  vote  occurred.  It  always  seemed 
to  me  that  for  the  greater  safety  and 
preservation  of  the  Nation  there  should 
be  a  few  Senators  on  each  side  of  the 
aisle  who  would  break  the  continuity  if 
they  felt  their  side  might  be  wrong  on  a 
particular  issue.  The  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  has  often  given  the  other  side  the 
benefit  of  the  doubt  in  his  leaning  to- 
ward justice.  He  has  been  admired  by 
many  of  us  for  such  traits  of  character. 
I  am  sure,  as  my  colleagues  are  sure, 
that  this  is  not  the  end  of  the  service  of 
Robert  Hendrickson  to  this  Nation.  We 
all  wish  him  Godspeed. 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  I  realize 
that  in  the  closing  hours  of  this  session 
of  the  Congress  we  are  all  worn,  tired, 
weary,  and  ready  to  depart,  but  I  know 
of  nothing  that  could  be  more  important 
for  a  few  minutes  this  afternoon  than  to 
pay  tribute  to  one  of  our  colleagues  who 
is  so  highly  respected  by  all  the  other 
Members  of  this  body.  I  came  to  the 
Senate  at  the  same  time  as  did  the  junior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr,  Hen- 
drickson], and  I  am  happy  that  I  be- 
came acquainted  with  him  at  an  early 
date. 
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He  has  been  loyal  to  his  party,  but  good 
Oovemment  has  been  uppennost  in  his 
mind  at  all  times.  His  loyalty  to  party 
in  those  instances  always  took  second 
place. 

To  him,  whatever  his  future  may  be, 
and  to  his  charming  and  lovely  wife,  Mrs. 
Frear  and  I  wish  with  deep  sincerity 
great  success  for  him  in  whatever  his  en- 
deavors may  be.  I  know  such  success  is 
richly  deserved,  and  will  be  followed  with 
interest  by  all  the  Members  of  this 
body. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  others 
Who  have  been  here  longer  than  I,  and 
who  have  known  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey,  Senator  Hen- 
DRicKsoN.  for  a  longer  time,  have  spoken 
feelingly  of  his  service  to  the  Senate  and 
to  the  coimtry.  I  assume  to  speak  be- 
cause of  the  fine  association  I  have  had 
with  him  during  the  past  2  years.  I  have 
served  with  him  on  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  and  his  work  on  that  com- 
mittee was  distinguished  and  animated 
by  the  deepest  patriotism  and  concern 
for  the  security  of  the  country.  But  I 
should  like  to  speak  briefly  of  an  asoO- 
ciation  and  service  which  I  have  had 
with  him  on  a  committee  which  is  not 
one  of  the  standing  committees  of  the 
Senate.  It  is  a  party  committee,  the 
calendar  committee.  It  is  a  committee 
which  is  pedestrian  in  character,  which 
does  routine  work — whose  work,  while 
Interesting  is  not  alwiays  known.  But 
it  is  a  necessary  committee.  Each  of 
the  calendar  committees,  1  for  the  ma- 
jority, and  1  for  the  minority,  has  the 
important  task  of  reviewing  and  scanning 
every  bill  which  comes  up  on  the  cal- 
endar ;  for  technical  defects,  for  any  sub- 
stantive defects  which  should  be  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  committee  which 
reported  it.  or  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  itself.  It  must  also  represent  the 
members  of  their  party  in  presenting 
their  objections  of  Members  of  the 
Senate. 

In  this  tedious  work  of  scanning  hun-' 
dreds  of  bills,  I  learned  a  great  deal 
about  the  character  and  the  ability  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey. He  entered  upon  the  work  of  the 
committee  as  if  it  were  the. most  impor- 
tant committee  of  the  Senate.  He 
studied  the  bills  as  if  they  were  his  bills, 
as  if  all  of  them  were  of  the  greatest 
importance  to  the  Nation — and  many  of 
them  were.  In  his  work  he  was  metic- 
ulous and  careful,  as  he  has  shown  him- 
self to  be  in  all  his  work  in  the  Senate. 

The  characteristic  which  I  saw  in  him 
particularly  in  this  work  was  his  abso- 
lute fairness.  Whether  it  was  a  bill  of 
a  member  of  his  party,  the  RepubUcan 
Party,  or  the  bill  of  a  member  of  the 
minority  party,  he  treated  all  alike.  If  it 
was  defective,  he  said  so.  If  it  was  a  bill 
which  had  no  defects,  he  did  not  advance 
it  because  it  happened  to  be  the  bill  of  a 
friend  or  a  member  of  the  majority.  He 
was  absolutely  fair  and  impartial,  and  no 
political  bias  was  ever  attached  to  his 
work  on  that  committee.  As  I  have  said, 
it  was  a  routine  type  of  work,  yet  one 
learns  something  about  a  man's  char- 
acter as  he  works  on  the  tedious,  the  un- 
dramatic  but  necessary  tasks  of  life.  I 
saw  his  great  sense  of  hvunor,  his  sense  of 


himior  concerning  himself  which  at 
times  we  lose.  I  saw  daily  his  great  in- 
tegrity, his  character,  his  intense  devo- 
tion to  his"  coimtry,  and  his  great 
patriotism. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  has  had 
a  distinguished  career  as  a  lawyer  and  as 
a  pubhc  servant  in  New  Jersey.  His  has 
been  a  distinguished  career  in  the  Sen- 
ate. He  responded  to  the  call  of  his 
country  in  wartime  and  served  overseas 
in  the  armed  service  of  his  country. 

I  join  with  other  Senators  who  have 
expressed  the  belief  that  he  will  enter 
even  greater  service  to  his  country.  It 
has  been  an  inspiring  personal  experi- 
ence for  me  to  have  had  the  opportunity 
to  know  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Jersey. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  it  has 
not  been  my  privilege  to  have  served  on 
a  committee  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate with  the  distinguished  junior  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey.  My  association 
with  him  has  been  on  the  floor  of.  the 
Senate,  in  the  cloakrooms.  In  the  dining 
rooms  and  other  Halls  of  this  great  body 
and.  of  course,  in  the  fellowship  we  have 
enjoyed  with  the  Senator  and  Mrs. 
Hendrickson  in  the  social  life  of  the 
Capital. 

I  was  disappointed  to  learn  that  he 
would  not  be  with  us  at  the  next  session 
of  Congress.  It  is  a  loss  to  the  State 
of  New  Jersey  and  a  great  loss  to  the 
Nation.  He  is  a  great,  patriotic  citizen 
who  has  rendered  distinguished  .service 
to  his  country  while  serving  in  this  body. 

One  is  naturally  attracted  to  certain 
individuals  by  their  wholesomeness.  I 
think  that  can  be  truly  said  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey.  He  is  always  a 
gentleman,  always  courteous,  always 
kind.  In  my  associations  with  him 
which,  as  I  have  stated,  were  not  on  a 
committee  but  on- the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate, on  many  occasions  I  have  gone  to 
him  with  problems  which  affected  bills 
on  the  calendar  from  my  committee,  and 
personal  bills.  I  know  how  annoying  it 
must  have  been  to  him  at  times  for  indi- 
vidual Senators,  including  myself,  to 
have  come  to  him  with  our  problems,  but 
never  at  any  time  did  he  fail  to  be  cour- 
teous and  considerate  of  those  of  us  who 
were  bothering  him  by  calling  upon  him 
for  a  service  which  was  outside  and  be- 
yond the  ordinary  call  of  duty. 

It  has  been  a  privilege  to  have  been 
associated  with  and  to  have  served  with 
the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey,  and  I  wish  for  him  and  Mrs. 
Hendrickson  the  best  of  everything. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  give  brief  expression  to  my 
own  feeling  of  high  respect  and  deep 
affection  for  Senator  Hendrickson.  with 
whom  it  has  been  both  a  pleasure  and 
an  honor  to  serve  in  the  United  States 
Senate. 

Coming  here  after  active  and  highly 
patriotic  service  in  two  world  wars,  after 
service  to  his  State  both  as  a  legislator 
and  in  high  executive  position  in  State 
government,  he  brought  a  rich  and  ma- 
ture experience  in  the  processes  of  dem- 
ocratic government  which  has  made  him 
a  highly  valuable  Member  of  the  United 
States  Senate  and  a  public  servant  who 
will  be  greatly  missed. 


I  wish  him  to  know  that  we  shall  miss 
him,  not  only  for  his  able,  impartial  and 
always  kindly,  sympathetic  approach  to 
all  problems — and  he  has  shown  all  those 
qualities  in  the  handling  of  the  Consent 
Calendar  and  many  other  matters  which 
he  has  had  before  him  both  in  com- 
mittee and  on  the  floor — but  we  shall 
also  miss  him  very  greatly  from  the  per- 
sonal point  of  view.  I  shall  miss  his 
alert  manner  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle,  his  friendly  approach  to  all  ques- 
tions, his  resonant  voice  and  his  kindly 
brown  eyes,  his  sympathetic  intervention 
in  matters  in  which  his  peculiar  infor- 
mation has  been  brought  to  bear  to  aid 
in  the  fair  solution  of  problems  which 
come  before  us.  We  shall  miss  him  very 
greatly  indeed. 

We  shall  also  mi.ss  Mrs.  Hendrickson, 
and  I  am  sure  Mrs.  Holland  would  want 
me  to  add  for  her  the  word  that  we  shall 
both  think  of  them  frequently,  miss  them 
badly,  and  wi.sh  them  God.speed. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  take  a  moment  or  two  to  e.Kprcss  to 
the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  and  to  my  colleagues  on  the 
floor,  as  I  have  already  expres.sed  to  him 
privately,  my  high  regard  and  deep  af- 
fection for  him. 

V7hen  he  came  to  the  Senate  6  years 
ago  I  was  Jerving  in  the  House.  A  first 
cousin  of  mine  who  wa.s  a  con.'itituent  of 
his  in  his  home  community  told  me  how 
much  he  thought  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey;  how  he  had  known 
him  for  many  years  and  had  come  to  re- 
gard him  so  iiighly  and  to  have  such  high 
esteem  for  him  that  he  wanted  me  to 
look  him  up  and  to  be  sure  to  become 
well  acquainted  with  him.  An  old  friend 
of  mine  from  Wyoming,  Maj.  Ewing 
Kerr,  served  with  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  ovcr.«;eas  durint^  the  last 
war,  and  he.  too.  paid  such  high  compli- 
ments to  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  that  I  knew  that  here  was  a  man 
to  whom  a  fellow  could  tie. 

1  had  occa.sion  to  vi.'-it  in  hi?  home  com- 
munity in  New  Jersey  a  couple  of  times, 
and  learned  from  many  people  there 
how  highly  they  thought  of  the  Senator 
and  hi.s  very  good  wife. 

Many  time.s  my  wife  has  said  privately 
that  she  was  extremely  .sorry  that  the 
Hendricksons  were  leaving  Washington; 
and  I  wi.'^h  to  join  my  colleagues  in 
wishing  God.speed  to  the  great  Senator 
from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  join  with  my  colleague  in  saying 
a  word  by  way  of  a  testimonial  to  our 
good  friend  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey.  I  find  it  rather  difficult 
to  be  too  formal  on  this  occasion.  I  have 
known  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  since  my  first  day  in  the  United 
States  Senate.  We  always  refer  to  him 
as  Bob  Hendrickson,  which  is  a  way  of 
expressing  one's  sense  of  affection  and 
friendship  for  a  very  wonderful  gentle- 
man. 

I  recall  very  vividly  a  trip  I  was  privi- 
leged to  take  with  this  fine  man  and 
able  Senator.  I  believe  it  was  in  the 
year  1951,  when,  by  appointment  of  the 
Vice  President,  Bob  Hendrickson  and  I. 
along  with  other  Members  of  the  Senate, 
were  privileged  to  represent  ovu:  Govern- 


ment at  Strasbourg,  Prance.  It  was  on 
that  trip  that  we  journeyed  into  Ger- 
many, and  later  into  Austria.  I  wish 
all  our  colleagues  could  have  witnessed 
the  great  affection,  esteem,  and  respect 
that  many  peop'e  in  Austria  had  for 
the  junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

It  may  well  be  asked  at  this  time  why 
the  good  people  of  the  country  of  Aus- 
tria should  be  interested  in,  or  be  con- 
cerned about,  or  show  affection  for  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey.  That 
an-swer  can  be  readily  given.  During 
the  war  years,  and  in  the  days  imme- 
diately following  our  victory.  Senator 
Hendrickson,  who  was  at  that  time  in 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States, 
ierved  in  a  very  important  capacity  in 
Austria.  He  rendered  such  fine  service 
there  in  behalf  of  his  own  country,  and 
in  behalf  of  the  ijeople  of  Austria,  that 
they  fell  in  love  with  him  and  had  the 
greatest  esteem  and  respect  for  him. 
Everywhere  I  went  every  person  with 
whom  I  talked  about  him,  both  in  gov- 
ernment and  out  of  government,  ex- 
pressed the  higliest  regard  for  Bob  Hen- 
drickson. 

It  has  been  my  pleasure  to  serve  with 
this  fine  and  able  Senator  on  commit- 
tees of  the  Senate.  He  has  been  a  faith- 
ful pubhc  sei-vant  through  all  his  years 
of  public  service.  He  has  been  an  ex- 
tremely conscientious  and  able  Member 
of  this  body.  Above  all,  he  is  a  good 
man.  He  is  a  man  of  conviction  and  a 
man  of  great  qualities. 

It  has  been  a  joy  for  both  Mrs. 
Humphrey  and  myself  to  know  Bob 
Hendrickson  and  his  very  fine  and 
charming  wife  and  their  family.  They 
have  added  to  the  glory  of  this  country, 
and  they  have  also  made  a  great  con- 
tribution to  the  happiness  of  all  of  us. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
join  with  my  colleagues  who  have  ex- 
pressed their  regret  at  the  forthcoming 
departure  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey.  While  it  has  not  been  my 
privilege  to  know  him  for  as  great  a 
length  of  time  as  have  Senators  who 
s  have  previously  spoken,  nevertheless  in 
the  short  time  it  has  been  my  privilege 
to  know  him  I  have  found  him  to  be,  as 
others  have  found  him  to  be,  a  man  of 
outstanding  and  exceptional  abihty  and 
integrity,  as  well  as  a  man  of  great 
courage. 

It  has  been  the  privilege  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Tennessee  IMr.  GoreI  and 
myself  to  serve  in  a  unique  capacity  with 
him.  in  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Tennessee  and  I  have  been  in  charge  of 
the  calendar  for  the  Democrats,  while 
the  junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  and 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  IMr. 
Cooper]  have  served  in  the  same  capac- 
ity on  the  majority  side.  We  have  had  to 
handle  innumerable  so-called  smaller 
bills  and  bills  of  minor  importance.  I 
have  seen  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
sit  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  day  after 
day,  during  a  call  of  the  calendar,  and 
give  his  attention  and  his  energy  to  so- 
called  minor  bills  just  as  assiduously  as 
he  did  to  the  larger  bills  and  more  im- 
portant pieces  of  proposed  legislation. 
Even  when  a  Senator  on  his  side  of  the 
aisle  wanted  a  particular  bill  passed, 
when    the    junior    Senator    from    New 


Jersey  thought  it  was  not  good  legisla- 
tion and  was  not  in  the  best  interests 
of  the  country,  he  had  the  courage  to 
stand  up  and  tell  not  only  his  friends — 
which  always  hurts — but  to  tell  the 
Senate  why  he  thought  such  legislation 
would  not  be  good  for  the  country. 

My  wife  and  I  have  enjoyed  our  brief 
association  with  him  and  his  lovely  wife. 
We  shall  regret  their  departure,  as  will 
other  Senators.  We  know  his  departure 
will  be  a  loss  to  the  State  of  New  Jersey, 
as  well  as  to  the  entire  Nation.  We  wish 
him  Godspeed  and  success  in  his  new 
endeavor. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  rise 
at  this  time  to  express  a  word  of  regret 
that  Senator  Hendrickson  is  leaving  the 
Senate.  I  urged  him  not  to  do  so.  He 
knows  of  my  friendship  for  him,  and  of 
my  desire  that  he  continue  in  the  service 
of  the  Senate.  He  is  an  unusual  Member 
of  this  body.  He  is  one  of  the  very  few 
to  quit  voluntarily,  and  we  regret  it  very 
much,  indeed. 

I  knew  of  Senator  Hendrickson  long 
before  he  came  to  this  body.  I  knew  of 
the  fine  work  he  did  in  his  home  State. 
He  worked  for  the  cause  of  local  govern- 
ment generally.  Since  coming  here  I 
have  formed  a  fast  friendship  for  him. 
That  friendship  has  been  very  intimate 
so  far  as  both  of  our  wives  are  concerned. 
He  is  a  man  who  is  wise,  experienced, 
courageous,  and  patriotically  determined 
to  do  the  very  best  he  can  for  his  coun- 
try's interests. 

Wherever  he  may  go  and  wherever  he 
may  serve,  I  know  these  same  fine  quali- 
ties will  follow  him.  I  only  wish  to  ex- 
press the  hope  at  this  time  that  we  shall 
see  him  often  about  the  Senate,  knowing 
that  personally  our  friendship  will  con- 
tinue throughout  the  years,  and  that 
wherever  he  may  be  and  wherever  he 
may  serve,  he  and  his  family  will  have  a 
long  and  happy  experience. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  I 
cannot  allow  this  occasion  to  pass  with- 
out paying  a  tribute  to  the  service  of  our 
distinguished  colleague.  Senator  Hen- 
ERicKSo.v.  It  so  happens  that  during  the 
time  we  have  been  in  the  Senate,  having 
come  to  the  Senate  at  the  same  time,  I 
have  had  the  pleasure  of  serving  on  both 
the  Judiciary  and  the  Armed  Services 
Committees  with  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor. I  have  grown  to  like  him,  to  admire 
him,  and  to  feel  that  he  is  one  of  the 
truly  useful  and  great  men  in  public  serv- 
ice today. 

He  is  always  courteous,  he  has  a  ju- 
dicial temperament;  and  he  has  the 
courage  of  his  convictions.  In  matters 
of  small  detail  which  many  other  persons 
would  quickly  pass  over,  it  has  been 
amazing  to  me  to  learn,  in  the  commit- 
tees on  which  we  served  together,  that 
Senator  Hendrickson  has  dug  in  and 
learned  the  minute  facts  about  the  leg- 
islation being  considered. 

I  have  also  had  the  pleasure  of  serving 
with  him  as  a  member  of  the  special  sub- 
committee to  investigate  problems  of 
juvenile  delinquency,  and  I  think  history 
will  record  that  Senator  Hendrickson 
has  rendered  a  great  public  service  in 
making  known  to  the  people  the  impor- 
tance of  this  problem,  and  of  taking  ef- 
fective steps,  wherever  possible,  to  do 
something  about  it. 


We  shall  miss  Senator  Hendricksok. 
I  wish  him  and  his  family  the  very  best 
in  whatever  endeavor  they  may  be  en- 
gaged. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  yield  to  my  col- 
league. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  wish  to  associate  myself 
fully  with  the  remarks  of  my  distin- 
guished colleague,  and  also  with  the  re- 
marks of  the  distinguished  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  [Mr.  Sjcathbrs],  who 
included  me  in  his  remarks.  I  should 
like  to  add  that,  along  with  Bob  Hen- 
drickson, there  came  to.  and  there  has 
been  present,  in  the  Capital,  as  a  part  of 
our  official  life,  a  very  lovely  lady,  whose 
presence  we  shall  miss.  I  see  her  now 
in  the  galleries,  and  we  might  well  in- 
clude her  fully  in  every  kind  remark  that 
has  been  made. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  agree  that  we  might  be 
able  to  get  along  a  little  better,  at  least, 
if  Senator  Hendrickson  is  not  to  be  here. 
if  he  would  just  leave  in  Washmgton  his 
lovely  wife?     (Laughter.] 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  associate  myself  with  the  sentiments 
expressed  this  afternoon  about  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey.  I  feel  great 
regret  at  the  prospective  departure  of 
Senator  Hendrickson.  He  has  treated 
all  of  us  who  are  new  to  the  Senate  with 
the  greatest  of  kindness  and  cordiality, 
and  we  certainly  shall  miss  him  very 
much. 

Mr.  STENNTS.  Mr.  President,  it  was 
sad  news  to  those  of  us  who  serve  on  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  when  we 
learned  Bob  Hendrickson  would  not  re- 
turn after  the  close  of  this  session.  I  do 
not  think  any  Member  has  come  to  the 
Senate  with  finer  purposes  or  has  left 
with  a  better  record  than  has  the  dis- 
tinguished junior  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sye.  His  is  a  constructive  and  forward- 
looking  record  of  statesmanship,  accord- 
ing to  my  book. 

I  appreciate  very  much  the  contribu- 
tion he  has  made  in  the  course  of  his 
service  here.  For  2  years  he  has  served 
on  the  Armed  Services  Committee.  Im- 
mediately after  his  assignment  to  that 
committee,  he  was  of  great  service.  His 
suggestions  were  good  and  sound,  and 
were  based  upon  fine  legal  knowledge,  as 
well  as  distinguished  military  service. 
In   that   way.   he   doubly   served   us. 

I  have  never  seen  the  sUghtest  indica- 
tion that  anything  he  has  done  or  said 
while  serving  on  the  committee  has  been 
tainted  in  the  least  with  sectionalism, 
factionalism,  or  party  considerations  in 
even  the  slightest  degree.  He  Is,  first 
of  all.  an  American. 

I  salute  him  for  his  fine  record,  and  I 
join  with  the  other  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate in  hoping  and  believing  that  the  fu- 
ture holds  for  him  many  of  the  worth- 
while satisfactions  of  life,  because  both 
he  and  Mrs.  Hendrickson  have  earned 
them. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  join  my  colleagues  in  expressing  our 
great  regret  that  Senator  Hendrickson 
is  leaving  this  body.  I  have  had  the 
great  privilege  of  knowing  Bob  Hen- 
drickson and  his  fine  wife  for  many 
years.    Mrs.  Hendrickson's  brother  was 
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an  oflBcer  in  my  regiment,  and  he  fell 
facing  the  front.  That  made  for  a  close 
association  between  our  families,  which 
I  know  will  continue  in  the  future. 

Bob  Hendricksoiv  and  his  good  wife 
have  made  a  great  contribution  to  this 
body.  Bob  Hxndrickson  has  been  a 
great  patriot  and  a  fine  soldier;  he  is  a 
statesman  of  true  character.  The 
United  States  will  sustain  a  great  loss 
at  his  leaving  the  Senate. 

My  prayer  Is  that  he  and  Mrs. 
Hendrickson  will  have  health  and  hap- 
piness. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
as  I  have  listened  to  these  tributes,  I 
have  tried  to  marshal  or  conjure  up  ap- 
propriate words  to  express  my  inner- 
most feelings. 

A  moment  ago  I  leaned  over  to  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Maine 

[Mrs.  Smith],  and  said  to  her,  "What 
does  one  do  in  such  a  situation'" 

She  wrote  me  this  message:  "I  should 
say  it  is  better  to  be  alive  when  it  is  said, 
so  that  you  can  fully  enjoy  these  evi- 
dences of  deep  and  lasting  friendship." 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  repeat  her  words 
of  wisdom. 

Mr.  President,  I  rise  today  with  deep 
and  mixed  emotions.  On  the  one  hand, 
thare  comes  to  me  a  great  sense  of  sat- 
isfaction because  it  is  evident  that  I 
have  many  friends  in  this  great  body. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  is  a  note  of 
sadness — that  of  officially  departing 
from  these  friends. 

Mr.  President,  I  must  confess  that  as 
I  listened  to  the  eloquent,  glowing,  but  no 
less  sincere  remarks  of  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs.  Smith], 
I  had  to  look  around  the  Chamber  just 
a  little  to  see  where  Bob  Hendrickson 
might  be,  because  I  did  not  recognize 
that  I  was  worthy  of  such  a  tribute. 

I  shall  alwr.ys  remember  with  a  great 
deal  of  Joy  and  pleasure  my  associations 
with  my  colleagues  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States.  Even  the  harsher  mo- 
ments— which  all  of  us  have  to  confront 
in  the  service  of  our  country — I  shall 
remember  with  a  sense  of  satisfaction 
and  happiness. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  leave  this  dis- 
tinguished body  at  the  end  of  this  ses- 
sion and  at  the  end  of  my  term — let  me 
say  I  am  not  going  to  leave  yet — a  much 
better  citizen  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  and  thus  a  much  better  Ameri- 
can, than  I  was  when  I  first  came  to  the 
Senate  as  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey.  I  have  brushed  shoulders  with 
great  men  and  great  ladies  on  the  floor 
of  the  United  States  Senate  during  the 
past  6  years.  One  cannot  brush  shoul- 
ders with  such  fine,  patriotic  colleagues 
without  taking  away  with  him  some  of 
the  fine  qualities  of  those  with  whom  he 
has  had  such  inspiring  and  such  happy 
associations. 

Mrs.  Hendrickson  has  enjoyed  our 
service  here.  too.  She  has  enjoyed  the 
friendship  and  companionship  of  the 
lovely  ladies  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  Sometimes  I  wonder  what  any 
of  us  would  do  without  those  ladies.  I 
certainly  know  that  the  quality  of  my 
service  has  been  better  because  of  the 
great  contributions   Mrs.   Hendrickson 
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has  made.  Thus,  I  know  that  my  col- 
leagues, likewise,  have  rendered  greater 
end  more  distinguished  service  because 
of  the  love,  affection,  and  loyalty  of  the 
great  ladies  who  regulate  their  home- 
life — the  ladies  who  have  guided  them 
through  both  the  happy  moments  and 
the  moments  of  unhappiness  and  dis- 
couragement, when  at  times  they  were  at 
their  lowest  ebb. 

Mr.  President,  the  tributes  which  have 
come  to  me  today  I  shall  always  cherish, 
even  though  I  must  publicly  confess  that 
I  cannot  believe  that  I  have  duly  earned 
them  all.  I  do  not  question  the  sin- 
cerity of  any  of  them,  of  course. 

I  can  promise  my  colleagues  that  be- 
cause of  these  tributes  and  because  of 
my  firm  belief  in  the  colleagues  who 
have  expressed  them,  that  as  I  go  forth 
from  performing  this  great  responsi- 
bility to  my  Government,  those  tributes 
will  go  with  me  in  my  memory:  and 
whatever  I  may  do  "from  here  on  in," 
to  the  end  of  my  days,  they  will  cause 
me  to  contribute  a  great  deal  better 
quality  of  service  than  I  could  ever  have 
contributed,  had  I  not  heard  these 
words  of  praise  today. 

Mr.  President,  I  cannot  say  that  I 
leave  with  sadness,  because  I  am  not 
leaving  my  colleagues  of  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States;  I  am  only  severing 
my  offlcial  relations.  My  colleagues 
will  see  me  again  and  again,  I  hope, 
through  the  years,  sitting  on  the 
benches  in  the  rear  of  this  Chamber. 
Indeed,  for  thfe  last  week  or  two  I  have 
been  practicing  a  little;  and  I  find  that 
those  benches  are  very  comfortable. 
[Laughter.] 

So,  Mr.  President,  as  I  say  "thank 
you"  to  all  my  colleagues  who  have  ex- 
pressed themselves  here  today,  as  well 
as  to  those  who,  I  know,  would  have 
done  so,  had  it  not  been  for  the  fact 
that  we  are  in  the  closing  hours  of  an 
important  session,  I  speak  from  the  bot- 
tom of  a  full  and  grateful  heart. 

I  wish  to  assure  all  my  colleagues,  as 
I  have  said  before,  that  I  am  a  much 
better  person  for  having  had  this 
glorious  association.  I  pray  that  I  shall 
always  be  worthy  of  these  tributes. 


MRS.    CECIL   NORTON   BR OY— CON- 
FERENCE   REPORT 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  sub- 
mit a  report  of  the  committee  of  con- 
ference on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7886)  for  the 
relief  of  Mrs.  Cecil  Norton  Broy.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re- 
port will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report, 
as  follows : 

The  committee  of  conference  on  tne  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H  R 
7886)  for  the  rehef  of  Mrs.  Cecil  Norton  Broy^ 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conf«rence, 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recom- 
mend to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amend- 
ment numbered  1. 


That  the  House  recede  from  Us  disagree- 
ment   to    the    amendments    of    the    Senate 
numbered  2  and  3;  and  agreed  to  the  same. 
William    LaNgeb, 
Pat  McCarran, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  th,e  Senate. 

E.  L.  FORRE.STETI, 

Edgar  A.  Jow as, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 
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MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer.  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
concurred  in  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ate numbered  1,  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  2235) 
to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  construct  the  Santa  Maria  project. 
Southern  Pacific  Basin,  C»lif.,  with 
an  amendment,  in  which  it  requested  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate,  and  that  the 
House  had  concurred  in  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  2  to  the  bill. 

The  message  al.^o  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  a  concurrent  reso- 
lution (H.  Con.  Res.  271)  authorizing 
the  Clerk  to  make  corrections  In  the  en- 
rollment of  H.  R.  10051.  the  mutual  se- 
curity appropriation  bill.  1955,  in  which 
it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT   . 

RESOLUTION  SIGNED 

The  me-ssase  further  announced  that 
the  Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to 
the  following  enrolled  bills  and  joint 
resolution,  and  they  were  signed  by  the 
Vice  President: 

S.  361.  An  act  to  provide  for  renewal  of 
and  adjustment  of  compensation  under  con- 
tracts for  carrying  mail  on  water  routes; 

S.  541.  An  act  to  extend  benefits  under  the 
War  Claims  Act  of  1948  to  certain  classes  cf 
persons,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  1042.  An  act  to  abolish  the 'oommlsslon 
for   the   Enlarging  of  the  Capitol  Grounds; 

S.  2670.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  ter- 
mination of  Federal  supervision  over  the 
property  of  certain  tribes,  bands,  and  col- 
onies of  Indians  In  the  State  of  Utah  and 
the  individual  members  thereof,  and  for 
other    purposes; 

S.  3017.  An  act  for  the  relief  ©f  Thomas 
Barron: 

S.  3304.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United 
States  to  consider  and  render  Judgment  on 
the  claim  of  the  Cuban-American  Sugar  Co. 
against  the  United  States; 

S  3329.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Police  and  Firemen's  Salary  Act  of 
1953,  to  correct  certain  inequities; 

S.  3494.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Cen- 
tral Flailroad  Co.  of  New  Jersey; 

S.  3627.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act.  as  amended; 

S.3628.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  815, 
81st  Congress,  In  order  to  extend  for  2  addi- 
tional years  the  program  of  asplBtance  for 
school  construction  under  title  01  of  that 
act; 


S.  3744.  An  act  to  change  the  name  of 
Gavins  Point  Reservoir  back  of  Gavins  Point 
Dam  to  Lewis  and  Clark  Lake;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  170.  Joint  resolution  to  approve 
the  conveyance  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority of  certain  public-use  terminal  prop- 
erties now  owned  by  the  United  States. 


COMMISSION  ON  AREIA  PROBLEMS 
OP  GREATER  WASHINGTON  MEH-- 
ROPOLTTAN  AREA— CONFERENCE 
REPORT  (H.  REPT.  NO.  2584) 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
there  is  a  conference  report  at  the  desk, 
which  is  a  privileged  matter.  It  has  been 
cleared  with  the  minority  as  well  as  the 
majority.  The  Senator  from  Kansas 
(Mr.  ScHOEPPELl  will  present  it. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL  I  submit  a  report 
of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2236)  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Commission  on  Area  Problems  of  the 
Greater  Washington  Metropolitan  Area. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re- 
port will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 

<For  conference  report,  see  pp.  15506— 
15513  of  the  House  proceedings  for  July 
30.  1954.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  in 
the  joint  conference  between  the  House 
and  Senate  on  H.  R.  2236.  the  House 
receded  from  its  disagreement  with  the 
Senate  amendment,  title  I,  which  pro- 
vides for  the  establishment  of  the  Wash- 
ington Metropolitan  Area  Transit  Com- 
mission, and  agreed  to  accept  the  Senate 
amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  amendment  which  was  agreed 
upon  between  the  House  and  Senate  con- 
ferees changes  the  Senate  amendment 
by  deleting  the  State  of  Virginia,  and 
spells  out  in  statutory  language  the  pro- 
visions of  the  original  Senate  amend- 
ment contained  in  title  I  of  H.  R.  2236. 
which  were  incorporated  therein  by 
reference. 

As  finally  agreed  upon  by  the  Senate 
and  House  conferees,  H.  R.  2236  would 
establish  a  metropolitan  area  transit 
commission  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia and  the  counties  of  Prince  Georges 
and  Montgomery  in  the  State  of  Mary- 
land. It  would  also  establish  a  commis- 
sion under  title  II.  known  as  the  Com- 
mission on  Area  Problems  of  the  Greater 
Washington  Metropolitan  Area.  The 
study  commission  has  1  year  to  complete 
its  study  after  implementation. 

I  move  the  adoption  of  the  conference 
report.  I  understand  that  certain  Sena- 
tors desire  to  speak  with  reference  to  it 
and  with  reference  to  title  I. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President,  I  can  as- 
sure the  Senate  it  is  with  great  reluct- 
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ance  that  I  must  rise  at  this  time  to 
speak  in  opposition  to  the  conference 
report  on  H.  R.  2236. 

The  bill  provides  for  a  study  of  the 
transportation  problems  in  the  metro- 
politan Washington  area  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other  hand  it  proposes 
to  establish  a  regulatory  commission  to 
be  of  benefit  to  the  metropolitan  Wash- 
ington area. 

In  effect,  the  bill  originally  introduced 
in  this  body  by  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson] 
was  designed  to  do  exactly  that.  It  was 
designed  to  meet  the  problems  of  the 
entire  metropolitan  area. 

But  the  effectiveness  has  been  stripped 
from  this  measure  as  a  result  of  the  ac- 
tion taken  in  connection  with  this  con- 
ference report,  whereby  the  entire  area 
of  the  counties  of  Virginia  which  lie  con- 
'tiguous  to  the  District  of  Columbia  is 
eliminated  from  consideration,  meaning 
in  effect  a  complete  changing  of  the  pro- 
posal made  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Colorado,  which  would  have  made 
possible  a  solution  of  the  problem — 
which  will  undoubtedly  come  to  pass  at 
some  time  in  the  future,  by  establishing 
a  real  regulatory  body,  affecting  all  the 

people  of  the  metropolitan  Washington 
area. 

I  shall  not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate 
and  of  my  colleagues  to  go  into  the  his- 
tory of  this  measure,  and  to  disclose  the 
many  ramifications  of  the  problem  and 
the  many  shifts  and  shufflings  which 
have  occurred  since  early  last  year,  when 
this  subject  was  under  consideration. 
However,  I  wish  to  say  that  the  particu- 
lar provision  of  which  I  am  speaking, 
title  I  of  the  conference  report,  was 
never  the  subject  of  hearing  in  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  in  the 
final  days  of  the  conference  it  was 
stripped  of  the  provisions  which  would 
include  the  area  of  the  counties  in  Vir- 
ginia. 

Mr.  President,  although  I  strongly 
favor  the  principle  of  a  Washington 
metropolitan  area  regulatory  transit 
commission,  I  think  that  at  the  present 
moment,  with  the  progress  which  is  be- 
ing made  by  the  present  Public  UtiUties 
Commission  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
in  solving  a  most  essential  problem  con- 
fronting the  great  multitude  of  the  peo- 
ple who  must  depend  upon  transit  serv- 
ices in  the  District  area,  perhaps  it 
might  be  as  well  to  move  a  little  more 
slowly  on  this  problem  to  see  what 
results  can  be  accomplished,  in  view  of 
the  fine  work  which  the  Commissioners 
are  at  present  undertaking. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  in- 
serted in  the  Record  at  this  point  a 
memorandum  of  understanding  between 
the  Capital  Transit  Co.  and  the  PubUc 
Utilities  Commission  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  embracing  in  practically 
every  instance  recommendations  made 
by  a  committee  on  which  I  had  the  privi- 
lege of  serving,  whose  members  included 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Morse]  and  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Beall]. 
That  committee  considered  the  entire 
transit  problem  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  memo- 
randum of  understanding  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Recotd,  as  follows: 
Memorandum    or    Unsesstaivdimc    Bkiwejw 
Capttai,  TRANsrr  Co.  and  thk  Public  Utili- 
ties   Commission    or    the    District    of 

COLUMBU 

After  several  meetings  between  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  and 
officials  of  the  Capital  Transit  Co.,  the  fol- 
lowing imderstandlngs  were  arrived  at: 

1.  The  first  2  quarterly  dividends  for  the 
year  1954.  at  the  rate  of  40  cents  per  share. 
will  be  released.  For  the  balance  of  the 
year  1954,  management  will  recommend  to 
the  board  of  directors  that  dividends  be 
declared  at  the  rate  of  not  more  than  20 
cents  per  share  per  quarter.  It  Ukewise  will 
recommend  that  the  first  dividend  in  1955 
l>e  not  more  than  30  cents  per  share.  The 
Commission  takes  no  position  as  to  the 
availability  of  cash  for  these  dividends. 

2.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  PubUo 
UtiUties  Commission  has  claimed  that  its 
investlgaUon  under  Order  No.  4060  has  dis- 
closed an  accrued  deficiency  In  the  com- 
pany's depreciation  reserve  of  $2,400,000.  as 
computed  on  a  straight-line  basis,  the  com- 
pany, at  the  annual  meeting  of  stockholders 
in  April,  1955.  will  submit  to  the  stockhold- 
ers and  support  an  amendment  to  its  charter 
to  change  the  book  value  of  Its  stock.  If  the 
management's  recommendation  is  followed 
and  the  change  in  the  book  value  of  tht 
stock  is  voted  so  as  to  create  a  capital  sur- 
plus of  e2.400.0O0.  this  amount  will  be  trans- 
ferred from  capital  surplus  to  the  deprecia- 
tion account,  thereby  wiping  out  the  claimed 
deficiency  mentioned  above. 

The  company  will  be  permitted  to  use  its 
earned  surplus,  to  the  extent  that  it  be- 
comes necessary,  to  pay  the  dividends  men- 
tioned In  paragraph  1.  The  Commission,  in 
accordance  with  Its  statutory  duties,  will 
continuously  consider  the  source  and  avail- 
ability of  cash  for  the  payment  of  future 
dividends  in  the  light  of  conditions  then 
obtaining. 

3.  If  the  change  In  the  book  value  of  the 
capital  stock  Is  approved  and  the  transfer 
from  capital  surplus  to  the  depreciation  ac- 
count is  made  this  will  remove  the  question 
of  the  Commission  placing  any  restriction 
on  the  earned  surplus  as  related  to  any  com- 
puted deficiency  In  the  company's  deprecia- 
tion reserve  resulting  from  straight-line  de- 
preciation studies. 

4.  The  present  suit  pending  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Columbia.  Civil  Action  837-54,  will  be  dis- 
missed upon  form  to  be  agreed  upon.  The 
dismissal  of  this  suit  will  relieve  the  Com- 
mission from  any  obligation  to  complete  its 
investigation  within  any  specified  time  or  to 
report  to  the  court.  The  Commission  will 
retain  Jurisdiction  over  the  Investigation 
under  order  No.  4060.  However.  If  the  book 
value  of  the  stock  Is  changed  and  the 
transfer  to  the  depreciation  account  Is  made 
as  outlined  above  then  the  investigation 
under  order  No.  4060  wlU  be  dismissed  with- 
out prejudice. 

5.  The  company  will  not  file  any  applica- 
tion for  a  rate  Increase  prior  to  January  1955. 

6.  The  company  wUl  cooperate  with  the 
District  Commissioners  In  establishing  fringe 
parking  on  a  3  months'  trial  basis. 

7.  The  company  will  employ  an  independ- 
ent engineering  firm  to  determine  the  advisa- 
bility of  conversion  of  streetcars  to  bxises  on 
the  various  lines  and  the  engineering  firm 
will  report  its  findings  to  both  the  Commis- 
sion and  the  company.  The  cecommenda- 
tlons  made  by  the  engineering  firm  wlU  be 
submitted  to  the  board  of  dlrector^for  ap. 
proprlate   action. 

8.  The  company,  and  the  CommlaBtoo. 
Jointly  will  forthwith  undertake  a  stvKty.  In 
Which  the  union  wUl  be  Invited  to  p»ntctp»t» 
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to  determine  the  advlsablllty  of  employing 
Negro  streetcar  and  bus  operators,  and  U 
such  employment  Is  determined  to  be  feas- 
ible, the  company  will  cooperate  in  an  action 
program  with  the  union,  the  Commission, 
and  the  President's  Committee  on  Contracts. 

9.  The  company  and  the  Commission  will 
undertake  a  study  of  the  present  tax  obli- 
gations of  the  company  with  a  view  of  pre- 
senting to  the  Board  of  Commissioners  Justi- 
fication for  such  tax  relief  as  may  be  in- 
dicated. 

10.  There  will  be  changes  in  the  board  of 
directors  to  include  additional  local  citizens 
as  well  as  the  changes  in  the  financial  and 
management  policies  of  the  company.  The 
company  recognizes  its  responsibility  under 
its  charter  to  provide  reasonable  and  ade- 
quate service  for  the  public. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  I  also  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks  an  editorial  from 
the  Washington  Evening  Star  of  Mon- 
day, August  2,  1954,  entitled  "Unwise 
Transit  Reform":  and  a  copy  of  a  letter 
received  from  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  Washington  Urban  League,  having 
to  do  with  the  proposed  legislation  now 
under  discussion. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
and  letter  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

[Prom    the    Washington    Evening    Star    of 
August  2,    1954] 

Unwise  TRANsrr  Retorm 

The  truncated  regional  transit  control 
commission  which  would  be  created  under 
the  conference-approved  omnibus  transit  bill 
is  a  poor  substitute  for  the  metropolitan 
area  regulatory  agency  long  favored  by  civic 
groups.  The  Star  was  an  early  advocate  of 
an  areawide  approach  to  solution  of  inter- 
jurisdictional transportation  problems.  But 
the  revised  Johnson  bill  as  it  emerged  from 
conference  does  not  provide  an  areawide  ap- 
proach to  these  protlems.  It  would  estab- 
lish a  lopsided  commission  with  powers  so 
restricted  as  to  complicate  the  existing  com- 
plicated setup,  rather  than  improve  it. 

The  bill  originally  called  for  a  Presidential 
commission  with  regulatory  authority  over 
all  transit  lines  operating  within  the  metro- 
politan area  of  Washington — specifically 
those  within  the  District  and  those  crossing 
the  city's  boundaries  to  serve  Maryland  and 
Virginia  suburbs.  The  Star  still  believes 
that  some  such  public  utilities  agency  will 
have  to  be  set  up  eventually  in  this  growing 
area,  after  an  adequate  study  has  been  made 
of  the  regional  needs  and  dlfflcultles.  The 
Broyhill  bill,  now  lumped  with  the  Johnson 
bill,  calls  for  such  a  study  by  an  interjuris- 
dictional commission. 

But  when  Virginia  authorities  registered 
objections  to  the  regional  control  measure 
it  was  decided  to  exclude  that  State  from  th3 
legislation.  So  the  bill  approved  by  the  con- 
ferees is  not  a  metropolitan  area  transit 
measure  at  all.  It  is  a  District-Maryland  bill 
exclusively.  It  would  transfer  to  a  new  three- 
man  Commission  all  the  powers  now  exer- 
cised by  the  District  PubUc  Utilities  Com- 
mission over  public  transportation  and  all 
the  powers  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission with  respect  to  regional  transporta- 
tion— excepting  those  relating  to  Virginia 
buses.  Thus,  the  new  agency  would  regulate 
buses  and  streetcars  serving  the  city  proper 
and  the  Maryland  suburbs,  the  ICC  would 
continue  to  regulate  Washington-Virginia 
buslines,  and  the  Maryland  and  Virginia 
State  commissions  would  control  Intrastate 
transportation.  How  would  such  a  strange 
division  of  powers  among  Federal,  regional, 
and  State  authorities  clear  up  the  conflict 
and  confusion  now  existing? 

Congress  will  matce  a  bad  mistake  if  it 
finally     approves     the     partial-control     bill 
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agreed  to  by  the  conferees.  This  bill  never 
should  have  been  consolidated  with  the  sen- 
sible Broyhill  bill,  calling  for  a  careful  study 
of  area  transit  problems  with  a  view  to  pos- 
sible creation  of  a  regional  authority  or  other 
agency.  If  Congress  Insists  on  sending  the 
unwise  package  to  the  White  House,  Presi- 
dent EHsenhower  would  be  Justified  in  send- 
ing it  right  back  with  his  veto.  It  would  be 
better  to  have  no  transit  reform  than  the 
type  of  reform  wrapped  up  in  this  package. 


Washington,  D.  C,  August  9.  1954. 
Hon.  Frederick  G.  Payne,  1 

United  States  Senate.  ! 

Senate  Office  Building. 

Wasfiington.  D  C. 
Dear  Senator  Payne:  Your  vigorous  oppo- 
sition to  the  proposed   area  Transit  Control 
Commission  Is  well  taken. 

Nothing  could  lend  more  confusion  to  an 
already  confused  situation  than  the  creation 
of  an  area  transit  authority  to  include  Mary- 
land and  the  District  of  Columbia,  but  ex- 
cluding Virginia.  After  your  recent  excel- 
lent study  of  local  transit  conditions,  It  Is 
needless  to  attempt  to  point  out  to  you  the 
complete  futility  of  this  proposed  plan. 

Furthermore,  any  attempt  to  remove  local 
mass  transportation  from  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  Public  Utilities 
Commission  should  be  roundly  defeated. 
The  present  Commission  is  performing  an 
excellent  Job  under  difflcult  circumstances 
and  has  gained  the  respect  and  support  of 
the  overwhelming  majority  of  local  citizens. 
I  trust  that  you  will  have  the  support  of  a 
sufflcient  number  of  your  colleagues  to  defeat 
this  utterly  unrealistic  piece  of  proposed  leg- 
islation. 

Very  sincerely  yours. 

Victor  R.  Daiy, 
Member,  Board  of  Directors,  Wash- 
ington Urban  League. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President,  'without 
going  into  any  further  details,  1  move 
at  this  time  to  recommit  the  conference 
report  with  instructions  to  eliminate  sec- 
tion I  pertaining  to  the  establishment  of 
the  Washington  Metropolitan  Area 
Transit  Regulatory  Commission;  and  I 
hope  my  motion  will  prevail. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Maine  to  recommit  the 
conference  report  with  instructions. 

Mr.  MORSE.     Mr.   Prcsid'>nt-^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  associate  myself  with  the  position 
taken  by  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Payne],  who  was  the  very  able  chair- 
man of  a  subcommittee  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  District  of  Columbia,  which 
conducted  extensive  hearings  into  the 
transit  problem,  not  only  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  but  also  with  relation  to 
the  transit  problems  of  the  metropoli- 
tan area,  which  include  the  problems  of 
Maryland  and  Virginia.  J 

Mr.  President.  I  think  this  is  i  good 
example  of  how  frequently  in  the  Senate 
the  right  hand  does  not  know  what  the 
left  hand  is  doing. 

I  speak  most  respectfully  of  the  work 
of  another  committee,  but  I  believe  that 
the  committee  which  reported  this  bill 
could  not  possibly  have  given  very  much 
consideration  to  the  record  of  the  hear- 
ings conducted  by  the  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mr.  Payne  1.  i  think  this  pro- 
posed action  would  be  a  tremendous 
waste  of  money,  and  a  waste  of  time.    I 


think  it  would  be  another  example  of 
duplication. 

I  believe  we  ought  to  follow  the  rec- 
ommendations made  by  the  subcommit- 
tee of  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  through  it  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia  itself. 
I  think  the  Senator  from  Maine  is  cor- 
rect; we  ought  to  allow  sohie  time  to 
elapse  so  that  the  District  Commis- 
sioners may  proceed  with  the  very  fine 
program  which  they  have  underway.  I 
am  fully  aware  of  the  fact  that  we  are  a 
long  way  from  a  satisfactory  solution  to 
the  transit  problems  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  area.  I  do  not  believe  we  need 
to  add  this  additional  commission  to 
those  already  at  work,  unless  it  is 
thouRht  that  it  would  make  some  very 
small  contribution  to  solving  the  unem- 
ployment problem  which  has  developed 
under  the  Eisenhower  administration. 
It  may  be  felt  that  a  few  people  would  be 
put  to  work  by  the  adoption  of  this 
leport. 

Mr.  BEALL,  Mr.  President,  I  am  very 
frank  to  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Maine  and  the  Senator  from  Oregon  that 
it  would  be  better  if  the  three  interested 
parties,  namely,  Virginia.  Maoiand.  and 
the  District  of  Columbia  were  included. 
It  so  happens  that  we  cannot  have  them. 
However,  it  is  necessary  to  make  a  start. 
If  we  do  make  it.  I  hope  Virginia  will 
come  in  eventually,  and  I  fee!  confident 
that  it  will.  However,  the  need  is  more 
urgent  to  take  care  of  the  District  of 
Columbia-Maryland  mass  public  trans- 
portation. 

The  buslines  which  serve  Virginia  are 
primarily  Virginia  buslines.  They  stop 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  only  for  the 
purpose  of  discharging  or  picking  up 
Virginia  passengers,  and  the  Virginia 
suburbanite.s  are  more  adequately  .served. 

The  buslines  which  serve  Maryland, 
on  the  other  hand,  are  primarily  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  buslines.  Maryland 
has  practically  no  bus  service  except  that 
which  is  an  extension  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  busline';. 

Hence  the  problem  is  more  of  a  joint 
one  so  far  as  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  Maryland  are  concerned.  More- 
over, if  the  joint  control  provided  in  the 
bill  proves  successful,  as  I  am  sure  it  will, 
it  will  be  a  great  inducement  for  Vir- 
ginia to  participate  at  a  later  date. 

The  Maryland  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion, in  a  rate  case  decided  on  October 
2.  1952,  said: 

If  there  is  not  to  be  a  continued  whittling 
away  of  the  Maryland  service  and,  perhaps, 
even  hitrher  fares  than  those  belns;  presently 
authorized,  some  means  of  considering  the 
property  and  affairs  of  the  Capital  Transit 
Co.  as  a  whole,  and  not  on  the  segregated 
basis  presently  being  used,  must  be  effected. 

Even  though  the  present  Public  Util- 
ity Commission  personnel  are  doing  a 
good  job.  we  cannot  rely  on  men  alone. 
We  must  give  the  people  of  this  area  a 
good  foundation  of  law  upon  which  their 
transportation  will  be  regulated. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BEALL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
sure  my  distinguished  colleague,  who 
served  so  ably  and  well  in  studying  the 
problems  with  reference  to  the  transit 


situation  In  the  District  of  Columbia, 
will  agree  that  an  organic  act  is  involved. 
It  is  an  organic  act  which  would  estab- 
lish a  regulatory  commission  completely 
different  from  the  concept  of  the  present 
public  utihty  law  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, and  include  not  only  motor- 
truck transportation,  but  taxicabs  and 
other  means  of  conveyance.  I  am  sure 
my  colleague  knows  that  no  hearings 
were  held  in  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives in  connection  i^ith  the  particular 
feature  of  the  conference  report  which 
was  substituted  for  tlie  bill  which  was 
introduced  early  last  jear  by  the  distin- 
gui.'-hed  Senator  from  Colorado  (Mr, 
Johnson!. 

No  hearings  were  held,  as  my  colleague 
will  agree. 

Mr.  BEALL.  I  shall  answer  that  ques- 
tion by  asking  a  question  of  the  Senator 
f:om  Maine.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  Vir- 
Kinia  carmot,  under  its  constitution,  join 
in  a  commission  of  tiiis  kind,  whereas 
Maiyland  and  the  Dis.rict  of  Columbia 
can?  Is  it  not  a  fact  also  that  Maryland 
has  no  buslines  running  into  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  ard  the  people  of 
Maryland  who  come  into  the  District 
mu^t  necessarily  use  District  of  Colum- 
bia lines,  namely,  tho:;e  of  the  Capital 
Tran.Mt  Co.? 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Under  the  constitution 
of  the  State  of  Virginia,  as  I  understand, 
a  period  of  approximately  5  years  is  re- 
quired to  perfect  a  compact  or  an  ar- 
rantiement  whereby  it  can  join  with 
ether  areas  in  attempting  to  solve  this 
problem. 

I  hope  mv  colleague  will  understand 
that  my  objection  is  not  based  upon  the 
merits  of  the  eventual  result  that  will 
come  from  the  establishment  of  such  a 
regulatory  body.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
sound  busine.ss  for  Congre.ss.  in  develop- 
ing; an  organic  act  to  control  the  opera- 
tions of  utilities,  to  put  into  effect  by  a 
conference  report  a  measure  on  which 
no  hearings  have  been  held  from  the 
date  It  was  introduced  in  Congress  to 
the  present  time.  It  is  for  that  reason 
that  title  I  should  be  stricken.  Accord- 
ini:ly,  I  made  my  moiion  to  recommit 
tlie  conference  report. 

Mr.  BEALL.  Mr.  President,  if  we  do 
not  make  a  start  and  have  an  arrange- 
ment which  Virginia  can  join.  Virginia 
will  not  join  with  us.  It  requires  5  years 
for  Virginia  to  join  such  a  compact.  If 
we  do  not  act  in  this  way  the  Legislature 
of  Virginia  may  not  want  to  go  ahead, 
unless  such  a  commiss.on  is  established 
ahead  of  time.  Why  can  we  not  or- 
f;anize  it  now  with  ony  Maryland  and 
the  District  participating? 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  approve  the 
conference  report. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  noted  what  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Maine,  and  the  distin- 
puished  Senator  from  Maryland,  have 
had  to  say  atwut  the  conference  report. 
Of  course,  it  is  a  question  which  affects 
the  metropoUtan  area  of  our  NaUonal 
Capital.  Apparently  it  was  desired  to 
approach  the  problem  in  this  way.  The 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado, 
the  distinguished  Semitor  from  Mary- 
land, and  I,  met  with  the  House  con- 
ferees. We  discussed  the  very  many 
angles  at  great  length.    We  understand 
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and  fully  appreciate  that  the  plan  Is  not 
perfect.  As  has  been  so  ably  said  by 
the  Senator  from  Maryland,  in  the 
judgment  of  those  who  were  in  the  con- 
ference, we  must  make  a  start. 

The  situation  with  reference  to  the 
Commonwealth  of  Virginia  was  brought 
to  our  attention.  It  is  the  hope  and 
expectation  of  those  who  sat  in  the  con- 
ference and  who  have  brought  the 
conference  report  to  the  Senate  today 
that  eventually,  without  too  much  delay, 
the  State  of  Virginia  will  see  the  desir- 
ability and  wisdom  of  joining.  This  is 
the  very  best  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate  could  do.  We  do  not  con- 
tend that  it  is  perfect. 

I  appreciate  the  position  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Maine  (Mr. 
Payne  1  with  regard  to  his  committee 
service,  but  I  feel  it  would  be  a  step  for- 
ward to  take  the  initial  step.  I  hope  the 
motion  which  he  has  made  will  not  pre- 
vail, and  that  the  Senate  will  accept  the 
conference  report. 


SENATORIAL   VERBOSITY 

Mr.  NEELY.     Mr.  President  and  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate, 
"I  long  have  thoupht. 
My  youthful  friends, 
A  something  to  have  sent  you. 
Though  It  should  serve  no  other  end 
Than  Just  a  kind  memento; 
But  how  the  subject  theme  may  gang. 
Let  time  and  chance  determine; 
Perhaps,  It  may  turn  out  a  sang. 
Perhaps,  turn  out  a  sermon." 

My  text  is  "The  Scourge  of  Senatorial 
Verbosity."  which— 

Is  a  monster  of  so  frightful  mien. 
As  to  be  hated  needs  but  to  be  seen; 
Yet.  seen  too  oft.   familiar  with  her  face. 
We  first  endure,  then  pity,  then  embrace. 

Except  10  windbags,  who  will  not  be 
identified,  the  hatred  of  this  intolerable 
scourge  is  unanimous,  unlimited  and 
unending.  Unfortunately,  the  excepted 
10  continue  to  embrace  this  insatiate, 
hated  creature  every  day  and  all  day 
long. 

It  is  my  hope  that  all  Senators  present 
will  voluntarily  lend  me  their  undivided 
attention  without  the  necessity  of  my 
resorting  to  an  expedient  once  success- 
fully used  by  the  great  Methodist  min- 
ister. John  Wesley.  In  the  midst  of  a 
sermon  he  noticed  that  two  male  mem- 
bers of  his  congregation  not  far  from  the 
pulpit  were  sound  asleep.  Whereupon 
he  cried.  "Fire!  Fire!"  The  rudely 
awakened  sleepers  in  confusion  said. 
"Where  is  the  fire  burning  ?"■  Wesley 
retorted.  "In  Hell,  where  all  sinners  w^l' 
go  who  sleep  while  I  am  preaching  to 
save  their  immortal  souls."  Of  course. 
Senators  will  not  go  to  the  burning  lake 
of  fire  and  brimstone  for  failing  to  listen 
to  my  speech.  (Laughter.]  But  they 
might  thereby  condone  the  crime  of 
picking  Uncle  Sams  pockets  for  money 
with  which  to  comr>erisate  windbags  for 
talking  reticent  Senators  to  death. 
ILa  lighter.] 

Mr.  President,  the  Constitution  for- 
bids the  infliction  of  cruel  and  unusual 
puniohment  such  as  the  honorable  artif- 
icers of  verbosity  have  from  time  imme- 
morial administered  to  the  reticent, 
working  Members  and  attaches  of  the 
Senate.    Verbosity  is  the  cause  of  our 


being  here  tonight.  Three  days  ago  It 
detained  us  here  from  10  o'clock  in  the 
morning  imtil  10:30  that  night.  Two 
days  ago  it  detained  us  here  from  10 
o'clock  in  the  morning  until  31  minutes 
after  midnight.  Yesterday  It  kept  us 
here  from  10  o'clock  in  the  morning  un- 
til half  past  10  last  night.  Recently  mer- 
ciless and  devastating  verbosity  kept  the 
Senate  in  continuotu  session  for  almost 
80  hours  subject  to  a  single  technical  in- 
termission of  20  minutes  to  satisfy  a  par-  ~ 
liamentary  requirement.  On  every  one  of 
these  long,  weary  nights — 

Methought    I   heard   a  voice  cry,   "Sleep  no 

more! 
Macbeth  does  murder  sleep!"  the  Innocent 

sleep. 
Sleep  that  knits  up  the  raveU'd  sleeve  of  care. 
The  death  of  each  day's  life,  sore  labor's  bath. 
Balm  of  hurt  minds,  great  nature's  second 

course. 
Chief  nourlsher  in  life's  feast. 

If  the  punishment  for  murdering  sleep 
were  similar  to  the  punishment  for  mur- 
dering human  beings,  a  number  of  able- 
bodied,  energetic,  tireless  verbosity  mon- 
gers, who  shall  be  nameless  forevermore 
would  be  well  on  their  way  to  the  peni- 
tentiary, the  gallows,  or  the  electric 
chair.  Unfortunately  these  everlasting 
babblers  have  never  had  time  to  read 
Pope's  lines: 

Words  are  like  leaves,  and  where 

They  most  abound 
Much  fruit  of  sense  beneath  is 

Rarely  found. 

They  have  never  had  time  to  heed  the 
scriptural  warnings: 

A  foo"s  voice  is  known  by  multitude  of 
words. 

Even  a  fool  when  he  holds  his  peace  Is 
counted  wise. 

A  fools  mouth  is  his  destruction.  ■ 

Three  Senators,  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  (Mr.  Knowland],  the 
distinguished  minority  leader  [Mr. 
Johnson  of  Texas],  and  the  distin- 
guished leader  of  the  Independent  Party. 
I  Mr.  Morse],  who  are  charged  with  the 
duty  of  speaking  not  only  for  them- 
selves but  also  for  their  respective  po- 
litical parties,  are  entirely  guiltless  of 
any  abuse  of  their  unlimited  privilege  of 
free  speech.  But.  Mr.  President,  there 
are  other  Members  of  this  body  who. 
with  their  endless  vain  repetitions  such 
as  the  heathens  use.  daily  make  scores 
of  Senators  again  and  again  cry  out  with 
the  apostle  Paul,  "O,  death,  where  is  thy 
sting?    O,  grave,  where  is  thy  victory?" 

There  are  4  Members  of  this  body — 
•^  on  either  side  of  the  aisle — the 
printing  of  whose  oratory,  verbosity,  and 
insertions  in  the  Record  during  the  pres- 
ent session  of  the  Congress  has  cost  the 
taxpayers  more  than  $25,000.  These 
honorable  and  beloved  relatives  of 'John 
Bunyan's  character.  Talkative,  who  lived 
in  Prating  Row,  are  and  will  continue 
to  be  as  completely  unidentified  as  the 
one-eyed  colored  man  in  the  poker  game 
who  had  won  more  than  his  share. 
"Bill"  Jackson,  one  of  the  losers,  said: 

I  think  It  Is  a  shame. 
But  there's  cheating  in  this  game. 
And  while   I   may  not  name   the  guy. 
If  I  catch  him  cheating  again 
I'm  going  to  take  my  fist  and  close  bis  other 
eye. 

[Laughter.] 
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Ten  Members  of  this  body  have,  with 
their  verbosity,  filled  more  pages  of 
this  monumental  mass  of  Congressional 
RxcoROs  that  are  on  the  desk  behind  me 
than  have  been  consumed  by  the  re- 
maining  86  silent  Senators  like  me. 
[Laughter.] 

We  of  the  long-suffering,  patient  ma< 
Jority  have  at  last  dietermlned  to  wage 
war  and.  If  necessary,  a  war  of  extermi- 
nation in  behalf  of  the  adjournment  of 
this  session  of  the  Congress  before  we 
shall  have  been  talked  to  death  by  the 
windbags  who  have  driven  us  to  despera- 
tion.   [Laughter.] 

By  way  of  justification  of  what  has 
Just  been  said,  attention  is  invited  to 
the  following  comparisons:  The  Holy 
Bible  in  my  hand  is  the  King  James  ver- 
sloa  It  contains  1,149  pages  and  weighs 
2  poim^  10  ounces.  The  Congressional 
Records  for  this  session  of  the  Congress 
weigh  more  than  20  times  as  much  as  tliis 
Holy  Book. 

The  Bible  contains,  among  many  other 
things,  the  story  of  the  creation  of  the 
whole  vast  universe,  including  every- 
thing, from  the  tiniest  grain  of  sand  to 
the  most  stupendous  star.  It  also  con- 
tains the  Ten  Commandments  and  the 
Sermon  on  the  Mount,  which  together 
constitute  the  only  complete,  perfect, 
and  imperishable  law  ever  written  for 
the  goverxunent  of  mankind.  This  re- 
vered book  is  the  repository  of  the  sub- 
lime Psalms  of  David,  the  priceless  prov- 
erbs of  Solomon,, Isaiah's  wild  seraphic 
fire,  the  glad  tidings  of  the  resurrection 
of  the  dead,  and  the  blessings  of  life  ever- 
lasting, in  paradise,  where  happiness 
never  ends,  friends  never  part,  and  loved 
ones  never  die.  All  these  holy  things 
and  too  many  more  to  mention  are  fully 
described  in  the  1,149  pages  of  the  Bible. 
But  congressional  speeches  and  observa- 
tions made  during  the  present  session  of 
the  Congress  fill  21,484  pages  of  the  Rec- 
ord— more  than  18  times  the  number  of 
pages  the  Bible  contains. 

The  all-wise  Creator,  with  only  773.692 
words,  in  the  Bible,  tells  the  people  of 
all  time  and  place  all  that  it  is  necessary 
for  them  to  know  in  order  to  achieve 
unfailing  prosperity,  peace,  and  happi- 
ness on  this  narrow  bank  and  shoal  of 
time  and  unending  bliss  in  eternity's 
fair  and  happy  land. 

The  expression  of  congressional  ac- 
tivity, irrelevancy,  loquacity,  and  ver- 
bosity during  this  session  of  the  Con- 
gress has  required  the  astronomical  total 
of  31,946.708  words. 

The  printing  cost  of  yesterday's  Record 
was  $15,725.  The  day  before  it  was 
$18,870.    For  August  16  it  was  $19,975. 

The  total  cost  of  printing  the  Record 
for  this  session  of  the  Congress  to  date 
is  $1,826,140.  Approximately  seven- 
elevenths  of  this  cost  was  for  senatorial 
talk  and  senatorial  insertions  in  the 
Record.  Is  any  Senator  proud  of  this 
reprehensible,  expensive  achievement? 
Is  it  any  wonder  that  the  people  daily 
ask  the  question,  "How  screwy  can  the 
Senate  be?" 

Mr.  President,  I  plead  for  the  imme- 
diate termination  of  the  willful  waste  of 
the  taxpayers'  money  for  thousands  of 
utterly  useless  pages  of  the  Congres- 
sional Record. 


Let  me  entreat  all  the  Members  who 
are  aflQlcted  with  the  agonizing  mouth 
disease  to  hear  and  heed  the  words  of  an 
old  song  which  my  beloved  mottier,  who 
is  now  walking  the  streets  of  paradise 
that  are  paved  with  stars,  taught  me 
when  I  was  a  child.    It  is  as  follows: 

Goodby,  my  desir  boy.  may   you  evermore 

be. 
A  source  of  great  pleasure  to  your  father 

and  me. 
Beware    of    each    sin    that    would    lead    you 

astray; 
Don't  talk  when  you've  nothing  to  say. 
Don't  talk,  doa't  talk. 
You  surely  will. find  It  don't  pay. 
Don't  talk,  don't  talk,  don't  talk,, 
When  you've  nothing  to  say. 
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Mr.  President,  if  the  Members  of  this 
body  will  talk  only  when  they  have 
something  to  say,  the  Senate  will  ad- 
journ sine  die  before  this  time  tomorrow 
night.  And  what  a.  priceless  blessing 
that  would  be  to  the  American  people. 

Let  me  urge  those  who.  during  the  pres- 
ent session,  have  most  extravagantly 
wasted  senatorial  time  and  the  taxpay- 
ers' money  by  persistently  talking  when 
the  Senate  should  have  been  working,  to 
go  to  Potomiac's  banks  and  weep  their 
penitential  tears  into  the  channel  till  its 
lowest  stream  do  kiss  the  most  exalted 
shore  of  all.  And  let  these  proprietors 
of  prattle,  after  having  thus  purged 
themselves  of  their  vocal  transgressions 
and  verbal  sins,  return  here  next  Janu- 
ary and  diligently  help  to  write  upon  the 
future's  snow-white  pages  laws  so  out- 
standing and  beneficent  that  they  will 
shame  the  past,  glorify  the  present,  and 
richly  bless  mankind  till  the  angel  of 
the  Apocalypse,  with  one  foot  on  land 
and  one  on  sea,  shall  proclaim  that  time 
shall  be  no  more. 

It  is  recommended  that  in  prepara- 
tion for  this  noble  service,  loquacious 
Senators  commit  to  memory  Mr.  Justice 
Story's  "Advice  to  a  Young  Lawyer." 
which  is  as  follows: 

Whene'er  you  speak,  remember  every  cause, 
Stands    not    on    eloquence,    but    stands    on 

laws — 
Pregnant  In  matter.  In  expression  brief. 
Let  every  sentence  stand  in  bold  relief; 
On  trifling  points,  nor  time  nor  talont  waste, 
A  sad  offense  to  learning  and  to  taste; 
Loose  declamation  may  deceive  the  crowd, 
And   seem   more   striking    as    it   grows   more 

loud. 
But  sober  sense  rejects  it  with  disdain. 
As  naught  but  empty  noise  and  weak  as  vain. 
The    froth    pf    words,    the    schoolboys    vain 

parade 

Of  books  and  cases  all  his  stock  In  trade 

The  pert  conceits,  the   cunning   tricks  and 

play 
Of  low  attorneys,  strong  in  long  array. 
The  unseemly   Jest,  the   petulant   reply" 
That  chatters  on,  and  cares  not  why, 
Studiously  avoid — unworthy  theme*  to  scan. 
They  sink  the  sp>eaker  and  disgrace  the  man; 
Like  the  false  lights  by  flying  shadows  cast". 
Scarce  seen  when  present,  and  forgot  when 

past. 
Begin  with  dignity,  expound  with  grace 
Each  ground  of  reasoning  in  Its  time  and 

place. 
Let  order  reign  throughout,  each  topic  touch. 
Nor  urge  Its  power  too  little  or  too  much' 
Give  each  strong  thought  Its  most  attractive 

view. 
In  diction  clear,  and  yet  severely  true. 
And  as  the  arguments  In  splendor  grow. 
Let  each  reflect  on  all  below. 


When  to  the  close  arrived  make  no  delays 
By  petty  flourishes,  or  verbal  plays. 
But  sum  the  whole  In  one  deep  solemn  strain, 
Like  a  strong  current  sweeping  to  the  main. 

If  talking  Senators  will  follow  Justice 
Story's  advice,  they  will  be  able  to  render 
greater  service  in  the  future  in  helping 
to  establish  peace  and  preserve  the  lib- 
erty of  the  world  than  they  have  ever 
rendered  before,  and  the  recollection  of 
their  accomplishments  subsequent  to 
their  reformation  will  be — 
The  rainbow  to  their  storms  of  life 
The  evening  beam  that  smiles  the  clouds 

away, 
And  tints  tomorrow  with  prophetic  ray. 
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COMMISSION  ON  AREA  PROB- 
LEMS OP  GREATER  WASHING- 
TON METROPOLITAN  AREA— CON- 
FERENCE REPORT  I 

The  Senate  resumed  the  Consideration 
of  the  report  of  the  committjee  of  confer- 
ence on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  iH.  R.  2236)  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Commission  on  Area  Problems 
of  the  Greater  Washington  Metropoh- 
tan  Area. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Maine  (Mr.  Payne  1 
to  recommit  the  conference  report  with 
instructions. 

The  motion  to  recommit  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  confer- 
ence report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CASE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President.  I  desire  to  file  a  motion  to 
reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  con- 
ference report  on  the  area  transit  bill 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion  to 
reconsider. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquii-y. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  it  necessary  that  the 
motion  be  put  at  this  time?  I  wi.shed 
to  reserve  the  right  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  confer  with  the  Senator  from 
Maine:  I  did  not  intend  to  press  for 
immediate  action  on  the  motion  to  re- 
consider. What  I  had  in  mind  was  an 
opportunity  to  hold  such  a  conference 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
shall  withhold  the  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table  the  motion  to  recommit  if  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  will  withhold 
his  motion  to  reconsider. 

I  think  Congress  will  not  adjourn  im- 
mediately. I  have  no  objection  to  hav- 
ing the  matter  temporarily  held  in  abey- 
ance. But  as  we  move  along,  if  numer- 
ous motions  for  reconsideration  are 
made,  I  feel  we  shall  never  get  through 
our  schedule  of  business. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  it  is  my 
feeling  that  the  vote  came  without  too 
many  Senators  being  aware  of  the  sub- 
ject matter  under  consideration  at  the 
time,  inasmuch  as  the  vote  on  the  con- 
ference report  came  very  quickly  after 
the  speech  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from    West    Virginia     [Mr.    NeelyJ. 


\ 


Therefore,  I  feel  we  should  have  an  op- 
portunity to  canva.ss  the  situation  a 
little,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  lose  the  right 
to  move  to  reconsider. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  merely  enters  the  motion 
at  this  time.  I  think  he  will  thus  preserve 
his  parliamentary  ri^ihts  in  the  matt'er. 
and  the  motion  could  be  taken  up  at  a 
later  time. 

Mr.  CASE.     That  is  all  I  sought  to  do 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  had  understood 
that  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
intended  to  have  the  motion  considered 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  CASE.  No;  I  merely  wished  to 
enter  the  motion,  so  that  my  rights  would 
be  preserved. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion, so  long  as  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  intends  to  call  up  the  motion  at 
a  reasonably  early  time. 

Mr.  CASE.  Certainly;  and  I  shall  be 
sure  to  confer  with  the  Senator  from 
California. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  motion 
will  be  entered  and  will  be  placed  on  the 
calendar. 

Mr.  CASE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President.  I  ask  una:iimous  consent  to 
withdraw  the  motion  I  entered  to  recon- 
Mder  tlie  vote  by  wh:ch  the  conference 
report  on  the  area  tra  isit  bill  was  agreed 
to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDIZNT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  motion  is  withdrawn. 
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AMENDMENT  OF  RAILROAD  RE- 
TIREMENT ACT.  RAILROAD  RE- 
TIREMENT TAX  ACT.  AND  RAIL- 
ROAD UNEMPLOYMENT  INSUR- 
ANCE  ACT 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
a'-k  unanimous  con<=ent  that  the  unfin- 
i.^hed  business  be  temporarily  laid  aside, 
and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  2249 
House  bill  7840.  relating  to  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  and  companion  meas- 
ures. 

Tlie  \TCE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  stated  by  title,  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  <H.  R.  7840) 
to  amend  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act, 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Tax  Act,  and 
the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance 
Act. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
frcm  California? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  iH.  R. 
7840  >,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare. 

The  VICE  PRESID:2NT.  The  bill  is 
open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  the  bill 
w^hich  I  pre.'^ent,  H.  R.  7840,  amends  the 
Railroad  Retirement  .\ct,  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Tax  Ac.  and  the  Railroad 
unemployment  Insurance  Act.  compris- 
uiR  the  railroad  retirement  system. 

I  desire  to  point  out  that  the  bill  would 
aflect  two  funds,  namely,  the  railroad 
retirement  fund  and  the  railroad  un- 
employment insurance  fund.  Both  of 
these  funds  are  adrrinistered  by  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Board,  composed  of 


3  members.  1  representing  the  pubhc  1 
representing  the  raihoad  employees,  and 
1  representing  railroad  management. 
All  three  of  the  members  are  appointed 
by  the  President. 

In  some  instances,  the  bill  would  in- 
crease retirement  annuities  and  benefits 
to  their  survivors.  In  other  instances 
the  bill  would  increase  the  unemploy- 
ment and  sickness  insurance  benefits  of 
these  acts. 

By  way  of  background,  let  me  point  out 
that  there  are  approximately  1,300.000 
railroad  employees  in  our  ^reat  railroad 
systems.  Approximately  290.000  former 
retired  employees  are  on  the  railroad  re- 
tirement rolls.  Those  who  enjoy  sur- 
vivor benefits  from  these  funds  number 
approximately  260.000.  The  railroad  re- 
tirement fund  presently  amounts  to  ap- 
proximately $3,290,000,000.  The  rail- 
road unemployment  insurance  fund 
presently  amounts  to  approximately 
$627  million. 

The  bill  now  before  us  was  passed  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  by  a  vote 
of  360  to  0.  A  companion  bill  was  intro- 
duced in  the  Senate  by  the  chairman  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare,  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  IMr.  Smith]. 
Hearings  were  held  and  the  bill  was  re- 
ported to  the  Senate  by  me.  after  the 
committee  had  voted  11  to  1  to  have  the 
bill  reported. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  intend  to  ex- 
plain in  great  detail  the  proposed 
changes,  but  it  is  my  duty  to  inform 
the  Senate  about  the  changes  proposed 
in  the  bill. 

I  wish  to  say  that  I  am  discussing 
this  bill  today  because  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee,  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith  I, 
is  not  present  and  because  the  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee,  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Arizona  (Mr.  Goldwater] 
has  filed  a  minority  report. 

I  address  my  remarks,  first,  to  the 
amendments  relating  to  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act.  and  which  aflect  the 
railroad  retirement  fund.  Tlie  amend- 
ment I  shall  first  discuss  would  change 
the  age  at  which  a  widow,  dependent 
widower,  or  dependent  parent  can  be- 
come eligible  for  a  survivor's  annuity 
from  65  years,  as  at  pre.sent.  to  60. 

The  second  change  relates  to  the  sur- 
vivor's benefits,  which  a  widowed  mother 
and  her  children  would  receive  as  a 
result  of  the  payments  made  by  the  hus- 
band, a  railroad  worker.  Under  the 
present  law  a  surviving  child  receives 
benefits,  until  the  child  reaches  the  age 
of  18  years.  The  mother  also  receives 
certain  benefits,  on  account  of  the  child, 
even  though  she  may  not  yet  have 
reached  that  aqe  when  she  is  eligible  in 
her  own  right  for  a  survivor's  annuity. 

The  amendment  would  provide  that  if 
a  child  is  permanently  and  totally  dis- 
abled, when  it  reaches  the  age  of  18 
years,  the  child  can  continue  to  receive 
its  survivor's  benefits  as  long  as  the  con- 
dition of  disability  continues.  At  the 
same  time  and  for  the  same  length  of 
time,  the  child's  mother  would  continue 
to  receive  the  benefit  she  receives  be- 
cause the  child  is  physically  disabled. 

Another  amendment  proposed  is  that 
a  widow  who  has  been  a  railroad  em- 


ployee and  has  made  her  payments  into 
the  retirement  fund  may  receive  her 
benefit  retirement  and  also  a  survivor's 
annuity  if  her  husband  was  an  eligible 
railway  worker.  Heretofore,  if  her  hus- 
band had  been  a  railroad  employee,  and 
he  died,  she  could  not  receive  both  pay- 
ments. This  amendment  would  permit 
her  to  receive  both  payments,  upon  the 
theory  that  both  she  and  her  husband 
had  paid  their  taxes  into  the  railroad- 
retirement  fund,  and  that  she  is  entitled 
to  receive  the  benefits  for  which  they 
paid. 

I  failed  to  say  at  the  beginning  of  my 
remarks  that  the  railroad-retirement 
fund  is  sustained  at  present  by  a  tax  of 
6  '4  percent  upon  the  earnings  of  railroad 
employees,  to  a  maximum  base  of  $300 
a  month.  In  addition,  the  railroad  com- 
panies must  pay  an  equal  amount  into  ' 
the  railroad-retirement  fund.  They 
must  pay  a  sum  equal  to  6>4  percent  of 
the  amount  of  earnings  upon  which  the 
railroad  employees  are  required  to  pay. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Is  this  fund  on  an  actu- 
arially sound  basis? 

Mr.  COOPER.  That  is  a  very  compH- 
cated  subject,  and  one  which  I  am  not 
prepared  to  discuss  in  detail. 

Let  me  say  to  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator that  at  the  beginning  of  my  re- 
marks I  said  there  was  presently  a  total 
sum  of  $3.2  billion  in  the  railroad-retire- 
ment fund.    There  are  liabilities  against 
it.  in  the  amount  of  about  $7.5  million 
because    there    are    paid-up    employees 
who  have  not  received  their  annuities 
This  total  Uabihty  is  not  due.    It  means 
that  there  are  employees  who  have  paid 
their  taxes,  are  not  presently  eligible  to 
receive    retirement,     but    nevertheless 
there  is  a  contractual  obligation  to  make 
these  payments  at  the  time  they  become 
eligible.    This  obligation  would  amount 
to  about  $7.5  million  if  it  were  necessary  ' 
to  pay  it  at  this  time. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  in  deter- 
mining whether  this  fund  is  actuarially 
sound,  its  solvency  is  determined  by  a 
formula  which  takes  into  account  a  term 
of  years  and  the  amount  of  money  which 
would  in  experience  be  paid  out  to  the 
beneficiaries  over  that  term  of  years 
At  present,  under  the  formula  which  is 
used,  which  is  called  a  level  base— tak- 
ing into  consideration  the  amount  of 
paj-ments  that  would  be  made  over  a 
period  of  years— a  tax  rate  upon  the 
compensation  base  of  13.56  percent 
would  ideally  be  required  rather  than 
the  12.5  percent  presently  paid  into  the 
fund  if  the  fund  is  to  be  brought  actu- 
arially in  balance. 

As  it  is  my  recollection  that  one  of  the 
witnesses  who  came  from  the  staff  of  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Board  said  there 
could  never  be  an  exact  balance.  Today 
there  is  no  insolvency  of  the  fund.  It 
is  solvent,  with  a  $3.2  bilhon  balance, 
with  payments  regularly  coming  in. 
Technically,  at  present,  there  would  be 
required  a  tax  of  13.56  percent  rather 
than  the  12.5  percent  now  levied  to 
bring  the  fund  ideally  in  actuarial  bal- 
ance, but  there  is  no  question  about  its 
solvency. 
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Mr.  BUSH.  Bir.  President,  will  the 
Beiuitor  yield  for  one  more  question? 

Mr.  CXX>PER.    I  yield 

Mr.  BUSH.  Has  this  act.  so  far.  coet 
the  taxpayers  of  the  United  States  any 
money? 

Mr.  COOPER.  No  tax  is  levied  upon 
the  taxpayers  of  the  United  States  to 
sustain  the  retirement  fund;  no  contri- 
bution is  made  from  appropriations  to 
this  retirement  fund. 

Mr.  BUSH.    There  is  no  contribution? 

Mr.  COOPER.  No.  The  entire  re- 
tirement fund  is  made  up,  as  I  have  said, 
of  the  6  Vi- percent  tax  levied  upon  a 
level  of  earnings  of  the  employees,  and 
a  similar  amount  which  is  contributed 
by  the  railroads. 

The  railroad  unemployment  insurance 
fund  is  furnished  entirely  by  the  rail- 
roads. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  As  I  understand, 
all  the  Government  does  is  just  admin- 
ister the  fund. 

Mr.  COOPER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  The  contributions, 
as  the  Senator  said,  are  made  to  the 
fund  by  the  employees  and  the  em- 
ployer. 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. There  is  no  payment,  no  tax,  and 
no  appropriation  provided  by  the  tax- 
payers of  the  United  States,  other  than 
the  railway  workers  themselves. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Does  the  Senator 
know  of  any  opposition  to  this  particular 
bill?  If  so,  from  whom  is  there  oppo- 
sition? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Yes.  In  the  hearings, 
representatives  of  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  appeared  and  very 
vigorously  opposed  the  enactment  of  the 
bill.  

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Does  the  Senator 
recall  the  basis  for  the  opposition? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Their  opposition  was 
directed  toward  several  features  of  the 
bill. 

Some  of  their  objections  were  directed 
against  provisions  already  in  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Act  which  they  think 
are  Inequitable.  They  did  not  want  to 
see  those  features  continued. 

A  second  objection  was  based  upon 
the  proposition  that  a  relatively  small 
benefit  would  accrue  to  many  of  the 
railroad  employees,  the  workers  them- 
selves. 

A  third  objection  was  that  the  full  cost 
of  the  increased  payments  for  unem- 
ployment and  sickness  would  have  to  be 
borne  by  the  railroads,  and  that  the  in- 
.  creased  payment  was  out  of  line  with 
the  payment  of  other  systems.  Another 
point  made  was  that  under  the  law,  since 
they  must  pay  into  the  railroad  retire- 
ment fund  an  amount  equal  to  the 
amount  which  the  employees  pay — and 
they  must  pay  into  the  railroad  unem- 
ployment insurance  fund  the  total 
amount  necessary  to  meet  demands — 
they  stated  their  belief  that  it  would 
place  too  heavy  a  burden  upon  them  at 
the  present  time.  It  was  said  that  many 
railroads  had  been  operating  at  a  loss, 
that  this  bill,  in  increasing  their  pay- 
ments, would  increase  the  deficit,  and 
result  in  the  burden  being  passed  on  to 


the  people  of  the  United  States  in  the 
form  of  increased  freight  rates.  There 
were  other  and  more  detailed  objections, 
but  I  have  tried  to  give  the  Senator  as 
honestly  and  accurately  as  I  can  the 
general  objections,  without  going  into 
great  detail.  It  will  result  in  a  larger 
burden  upon  the  railroads. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. I  wonder  whether  it  was  the  com- 
mittee's conclusion  that  those  objections 
were  not  well  founded  or  that  the  dire 
results  predicted  would  not  be  realized. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  can  answer  that 
"question  only  by  saying  that  the  com- 
mittee voted  by  11  to  1  to  report  the  bill 
to  the  Senate.  I  cannot  inquire  into  the 
mind  of  any  member  of  the  committee. 
Hearings  were  held  in  the  subcommittee. 
The  subcommittee  never  reported  the  bill 
to  the  full  committee.  The  bill  came 
before  the  full  committee  on  motion,  and 
a  vote  was  taken  to  report  it  to  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  When  the  Senator 
says  the  bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate, 
he  means  it  was  reported  favorably? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Yes.  Reported  favor- 
ably to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  I 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
while  the  proposed  change  would  entail 
some  increased  expenditures,  the  change 
in  the  base  would  bring  in  as  contribu- 
tions to  the  retirement  fund,  from  the 
workers  and  from  the  railroads,  an 
amount  at  least  equal  to,  and  possibly 
slightly  more  than,  the  increased  ex- 
penditures? 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  Senator  from  New 
York  is  correct.  When  I  have  finished 
noting  the  chief  amendments  that  are 
proposed.  I  shall  devote  some  time  to  an 
explanation  of  the  financial  implications 
of  the  biU. 

Another  am3ndment  relates  to  those 
who  have  retired  and  who  are  receiving 
annuities.  Under  the  present  law,  a  dis- 
abled annuitant  who  earns  as  much  as 
$75  in  employment  in  each  of  any  6 
calendar  months  is  deemed  able  to  be 
employable  at  the  end  of  the  6  months 
period.  The  amendment  would  elimi- 
nate this  provision  and  would  provide  in- 
stead, for  nonpayment  of  the  annuity  to 
the  disabled  annuitant  with  respect  to 
any  months  in  which  he  receives  more 
than  $100  a  month  from  employment. 
It  is  less  harsh  than  the  present  rule,  and 
fairer.  From  the  financial  side,  it  was 
stated  that  this  change  would  result  in 
a  saving  of  about  $1.5  million  to  the 
fund. 

There  are  several  other  amendments 
which  we  can  discuss,  but  I  have  pointed 
out  the  principal  amendments,  with  the 
exception  of  one.  Under  the  present  law. 
the  maximiun  compensation  that  is  tax- 
able and  creditable  for  both  railroad  re- 
tirement and  unemployment  insurance 
purposes  is  $300  a  month. 

The  bill  increases  this  maximum  to 
$350,  both  for  tax  purposes  and  for  credit 
benefits.  Individuals  with  an  average 
monthly  compensation  in  excess  of  $1.00 
will  obtain  higher  benefits  than  are  ob- 
tainable under  present  law.    For  exam- 


ple, a  person  with  30  years  of  service  and 
an  average  monthly  compensation  of 
$350  would  obtain  an  increase  In  his 
monthly  annuity  of  $20.70  over  the  max- 
imum amount  that  is  payable  under 
present  law. 

Survivor  benefits  would  also  be  in- 
creased in  those  cases  in  which  the  de- 
ceased employee  had  an  average  monthly 
compensation  in  excess  of  $300. 

I  do  not  desire  to  go  into  great  detail, 
particularly  after  listening  to  the  speech 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  I  Mr.  NeelyI.  What  I  have  said 
points  out  the  fact  that  the  bill  would 
impose  the  tax  upon  an  additional  $50 
monthly  wage  of  a  worker  who  made  as 
much  as  S350  a  month.  It  would  give  to 
the  person  who  made  in  excess  of  $300 
a  month  some  increase  in  benefit.  I  wish 
to  be  frank  about  it.  because  I  know  the 
argument  will  be  made  that  the  benefits 
to  retired  railroad  workers  will  go  only 
to  those  who  make  over  $300  a  month, 
because  the  additional  tax  will  affect 
only  them.  It  will  affect  only  the  addi- 
tional $50,  which  raises  the  level  from 
$300  to  $350  a  month.  It  is  in  line  with 
the  social  security  change,  raising  the 
taxable  base  from  $3,600  to  $4,200. 

I  believe  I  am  correct  in  saying  that 
the  number  of  workers  who  would  be 
benefited  by  the  increased  monthly  pay- 
ment, small  though  it  may  be.  is  about 
60  percent  of  tho.'^e  who  are  employed. 
About  40  percent,  who  make  less  than 
$3,600  a  year,  would  receive  no  additional 
benefits. 

The  maximum  sum  of  $20.70  to  which 
I  have  referred  would  be  paid  only  to 
those  who  have  actually  worked  for  30 
years  and  who  have  paid  the  tax.  The 
increased  payment  to  others  Would  be 
reduced  in  proportion  to  the  number  of 
years  they  had  worked,  and  would  go 
down  to  a  rather  small  sum.  In  the  case 
of  a  worker  who  had  worked,  for  exam- 
ple, only  5  years,  his  monthly  annuity 
would  be  increased  by  only  $3.45  a 
month. 

The  critici.^m  has  been  made  that  a 
great  many  of  these  men  will  pay  in  each 
year  much  more  than  they  will  take  out. 
For  example,  one  who  has  been  in  the 
railroad  service  for  28  or  29  years,  with 
only  1  or  2  years  left  to  work,  would  be 
required  to  pay  the  additional  rate  en 
$600  a  year,  amounting  to  a  considerable 
sum.  and  their  annuity  would  be  in- 
creased by  only  70  or  80  cents  a  month. 

The  point  is,  however,  that  the  older 
railroad  workers  are  willing  to  make 
these  payments  in  order  to  help  provide 
for  the  younper  men  coming  on.  Their 
increased  payments  al^o  provide  addi- 
tional fund':  for  their  widows,  by  reduc- 
ing the  age  of  eligibility  from  65  to  60 
years.  They  are  willing  to  make  this 
payment  to  make  more  favorable  pro- 
vision for  their  widows  and  their  children 
who  are  survivors.  They  are  to  be  con- 
gratulated for  this  attitude. 

I  turn,  now,  to  the  amendment  to  the 
Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act. 
At  precent  it  is  required  that  a  railroad 
worker  must  earn  a  minimum  of  $300  a 
month  to  be  eligible  for  unemployment 
or  .sickness  benefits.  Unemployment  and 
sickness  benefits  can  be  paid  for  a  period 
of  26  weeks. 


This  bill  would  change  the  minimum 
and  require  that  a  worker  must  earn  $400 
a  month  before  he  can  be  eligible  for 
unemployment  or  sickness  benefits.  The 
bill  provides,  also,  that  in  any  event,  the 
worker  who  becomes  unemployed  or  be- 
comes sick  cannot  take  out  of  the  fund 
for  sick  benefits  or  unemployment  bene- 
fits more  than  he  or  she  has  earned  in 
the  base  year. 

A  third  change  in  the  Railroad  Unem- 
ployment Insurance  Act  would  add  an 
additional  50  cents  to  ihe  daily  benefit 
rate.  The  maximum  which  could  be 
drawn  under  this  amendment  would  be 
$8  50  a  day.  It  is  also  provided  that  in 
every  instance  an  unemployed  worker  or 
one  who  has  become  ill  and  draws  sick- 
ness benefits  must  receive  at  least  50 
percent  of  his  daily  wage  in  the  preceding 
year. 

The  benefit  year  runs  from  July  1  un- 
til the  following  June  30.  The  ba.se  pe- 
riod upon  which  determinations  are 
made  is  the  calendar  year  prior  to  the 
beginning  of  the  benefit  year.  For  ex- 
ample, we  are  now  in  thi>  benefit  year  be- 
ginning July  1.  1954,  ami  ending  June  30. 
1955.  The  base  year  for  this  benefit  year 
would  be  the  calendar  j'ear  1953. 

One  feature  of  the  prevision  which  was 
objected  to  was  that  the  daily  benefit  rate 
would  be  determined  by  the  last  wage 
earned  in  the  base  year.  I  believe  the 
present  act  provides  fnat  it  should  be 
the  average  wage  earned  in  the  base  year. 
I  may  not  be  correct  in  that  statement, 
but  it  was  argued  that  because  the  bill 
would  change  it  to  the  last  daily  wage,  it 
might  be  unfair.  I  think  the  answer  to 
that  is  that  if  the  employee  was  em- 
ployed at  a  certain  pay  scale  at  the  time 
he  became  sick  or  unemployed,  it  could 
be  reasonably  anticipated  that  his  em- 
ployment would  be  continued  at  that  last 
rate  during  the  time  he  was  sick  or  un- 
employed. 

The  matter  of  supplying  the  unem- 
ployment insurance  funds  is  a  fairly 
techmcal  procedure.  The  balance  in  the 
account  as  of  March  1954.  was  approxi- 
mately $627  million.  It  is  required  by 
the  act  that  the  employer  pay  into  the 
fund  a  certain  percentage  of  all  sums 
paid  by  him  to  railroad  workers,  based 
upon  the  balance  in  the  fund  at  the  close 
of  business  on  September  30  of  any  year. 
For  example,  if  the  balance  in  the  fund 
is  $450  million  or  more,  the  rate  is  one- 
half  of  1  percent:  if  the  balance  is  $400 
million  to  $450  million,  the  rate  is  1  per- 
cent; if  the  balance  is  $350  million  to 
$400  milhon  the  rate  is  1'2  percent:  if 
the  balance  is  C300  million  to  $350  mil- 
lion, the  rate  is  2  percent:  if  the  balance 
is  $250  million  to  $300  million  the  rate  is 
2'^  percent:  if  the  balance  is  less  than 
$250  million,  the  rate  is  3  percent.  That 
is  based  upon  the  rate  of  $300  maximum 
amount  to  each  employee. 

This  bill  would  require  that  the  em- 
ployer pay  on  a  base  of  $350  a  month  for 
each  employee,  which  would,  of  course. 
rai.se  the  total  contribution  of  the  em- 
ploying railroad.  I  wish  to  point  this 
out  because  I  think  it  is  fair  to  make  that 
statement. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  insert  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
the  language  in  the  report  concerning 


Tlie  rate  with  re- 
spect to  ccm- 
pensation  paid 
during  the  next 
succeeding  cal- 
endar year  sliall 
be: 


the  schedule  of  contribution  rates  to  the 
fund  as  provided  by  law.  There  being 
no  objection,  the  language  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

TTie  schedule  of  contribution  rates  pro- 
vided for  in  section  8  of  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Act.  a£  amended  on  June  23.  1948, 
Is  as  follows: 

If  the  balance  to  the 
credi:  of  the  rail- 
road unemploy- 
ment insurance  ac- 
count as  of  the 
close  of  business 
on  Sept.  30  of  any 
year,  as  determined 
by    the    Board.    Is: 

$450,000,000  or  more 'j  percent. 

1400,000.000    or    more    but    less.l  percent. 

than  $450,000,000. 
$350,000.0f>0    or    more    but    less.  1 ';j  percent. 

than  $400,000,030. 
1360.000.000    or    more    but    less-2  percent. 

than  $350,000,000. 
$250,000,000    or    mure    but    less-2'2  percent. 

than  $300,000,000. 
Less    than   $250.000.000 3  percent. 

Since  the  balance  to  the  credit  of  the 
unemployment  insurance  account  has  been 
In  excess  of  $450  million  from  the  time  this 
amendment  becanne  effective  on  January  1, 
1948.  the  rate  of  contribution  has  been  one- 
half  of  1  percent  since  that  time.  The  bal- 
ance In  the  account  as  of  March  1954  was 
approximately  $627  million. 

In  accordance  with  the  amendments  pro- 
jjosed  to  be  made  in  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Act  and  the  Railroad  Retirement  Tax  Act 
with  respect  to  delegates  attending  a  natioiial 
or  international  convention  of  a  railway  labor 
organization,  the  reported  bill  likewise  ex- 
empts from  the  provisions  of  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act  such  deleeates 
if  they  have  not  previously  rendered  service 
to  an  employer  as  defined  in  tliat  act. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Is  it  net  a  fact  that 
when  the  Unemployment  Insurance  Act 
was  passed  it  was  contemplated  that  the 
railroads  would  pay  into  the  fund  3 
percent  of  the  wages  of  the  workers? 
Of  course,  the  bill  provided,  as  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Kentucky  has 
pointed  out.  a  slidin.c  scale,  depending 
upon  the  amount  of  money  in  the  in- 
surance account  at  the  close  of  business 
on  September  30  of  any  year.  It  was 
contemplated— and  I  am  quite  sure  it 
was  the  fact — that  the  contributions  of 
the  railroad  companies  were  at  the  rate 
of  3  percent  a  year.  Today,  as  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  has  pointed  out,  the 
railroads  do  not  pay,  and  for  many  years 
past  have  not  paid.  3  percent:  they  have 
not  paid  2'2  or  2  percent  or  1  percent; 
they  have  paid  only  one-half  of  1  per- 
cent— certainly  a  vei-y  moderate  pay- 
ment. 

Is  it  not  also  a  fact,  as  is  pointed  out 
in  the  report,  that  during  the  5-year 
period  from  July  1.  1948,  to  June  30.  1953, 
the  total  contributions  made  by  the  car- 
riers amounted  to  less  than  the  amount 
paid  in  a  single  fiscal  year  during  the 
period  July  1.  1947.  to  June  30,  1948? 
So  we  are  certainly  not  asking  the  car- 
riers to  pay  any  unusual  amount. 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  York  has  stated  the 
facts  as  set  out  in  the  report  of  the 
Senate  committee.    During  the  5-year 


period  July  1.  1948,  to  June  30.  1953.  the 
total  contributions  made  by  the  carriers 
amounted  to  $91,425,823.  or  only  63  per- 
cent of  the  contributions  made  for  the 
fiscal  year  July  1.  1947.  to  June  30.  1948. 
I  shall  discuss  briefly  the  cost  of  the 
bill.  The  amendment  reducing  the  age 
of  eligibility  of  widows,  parents,  and  de- 
pendent widowers  from  65  to  60  would 
require  additional  payments  from  the 
fund  amounting  to  $23.5  million.  Pay- 
ments to  retired  workers  in  the  form  of 
increased  annuities  would  amount  to  $31 
million. 

other  incidental  payments,  including 
benefits  to  widowed  mothers  and  disabled 
children,  arising  from  the  continuance 
of  payments  to  mothers  of  children  who 
are  disabled  at  the  age  of  18,  would 
amount  to  $750,000.  Other  charges  are 
estimated  at  S80.000.  The  total  amount 
of  additional  charges  against  the  fund 
is  estimated  to  be  $53,800,000. 

To  offset  those  charges,  the  following 
credits  would  become  available  to  the 
fund,  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill: 
The  increase  in  the  taxable  base  from 
$300  to  S350  a  month — without  increas-  ^ 
ing  the  tax  rate — would  bring  into  the  ' 
fund  from  the  workers  $28  million.  By 
reason  of  the  fact  that  the  railroads  must 
contribute  a  similar  amount,  a  total  of 
S56  million  would  thereby  be  added  to 
the  fund. 

There  is  also  estimated  a  saving  of  $1.- 
500.000  because  of  a  change  in  the  pro- 
vision relating  to  the  loss  of  pajTnents  if 
retired  workers  are  employed.  That  is 
under  the  disability  work  clause. 

According  to  the  estimates,  the  ap- 
proximate cost  of  the  bill  would  thus  be 
$53,800,000.  The  approximate  increase 
in  income  would  be  $56  million  Rough- 
ly, there  would  accrue  to  the  fund  about 
$1.5  to  $2  million  more  than  would  be 
lost  to  the  fund  annually.  I  have  point- 
ed out  that  $28  million  of  that  amount 
would  be  furnished  by  the  railroads. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 
Mr.  BUSH.    On  page  6  of  the  report 
the  following  statement  appears: 

TTiis  bill  Is  opposed  by  pension  groups 
and  by  the  Association  of  American  BaU- 
roads. 

Will  the  Senator  tell  us  briefly  what 
pension  groups  oppose  the  bill,  and  why 
they  oppose  it? 

Mr.  COOPER.  To  be  frank  with  the 
distinguished  Senator — and  I  do  not  wish 
to  misinform  him 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  do  not  wish  to  press  the 
Senator  for  a  reply  if  he  is  not  prepared 
to  answer. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Although  I  was  on  the 
committee.  I  was  not  present  at  the 
time  when  Mr.  Thomas  Stack,  president 
of  the  National  Railroad  Pension  Forum. 
Inc..  testified.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  he  and  his  organization  represent 
employees  who  have  retired  from  the 
railroad,  they  are  not  now  required  to 
pay  any  contributions  into  the  fund. 
They  are  receiving  benefits,  and  imder 
the  terms  of  the  bill,  would  receive  no 
additional  benefits.  At  the  proper  time. 
I  hope  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee,  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
IMr.  GOLDWATER],  who  IS  famiUdT  with 
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their  claims,  I  beUeve.  will  be  able  to 
answer  the  question  asked  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  BUSH.  The  term  "pension 
groups"  is  a  very  broad  term.  I  won- 
dered whether  it  had  to  do  with  pension 
funds  in  other  industries.  As  I  un4er- 
stand,  it  has  nothing  whatever  t6  do 
with  pension  funds  in  other  industiies, 
but  refers  only  to  pension  groups  in  the 
railroad  organizations. 

Mr.  COOPER.  That  is  correct.  It 
did  not  refer  to  other  pension  groups. 
Many  railroad  groups  support  the  bill. 
I  shall  not  read  the  list  of  them,  but 
beginning  on  page  5  of  the  report  is  a 
statement  as  follows: 

This  bill  is  supported  by  the  standard 
railway  labor  unions,  including  the  4  train 
and  engine  service  brotherhoods,  and  19 
organizations  affiliated  with  the  RaUway 
Labor  Executive  Association. 

The  four  train  and  engine  services  brother- 
hoods are  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engi- 
neers, Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Firemen 
and  Enginemen,  Order  of  Railway  Conduc- 
tors, and  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Trainmen. 

There  follows  a  list  of  organizations 
afiUiated  with  the  Railway  Labor  Execu- 
tives Association.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  the  list  of  such  organlza- 
tioua  printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

The  organizations  affiliated  with  the  Rail- 
way Labor  Executives'  Association  are: 
Switchmen's  Union  of  North  America;  the 
Order  of  Railroad  Telegraphers:  American 
Train  Dispatchers  Aseociation;  Railway  Em- 
ployees' Department,  A.  P.  of  L.;  Interna- 
tional Brotherhood  of  Boilermakers,  Iron 
Ship  Builders,  Blacksmiths,  Forgers,  and 
Helpers:  Brotherhood  of  Railway  Carmen  of 
America:  Sheet  Metal  Workers  International 
Association;  International  Brotherhood  of 
Electrical  Workers;  International  Brother- 
hood of  Firemen  and  Oilers;  Brotherhood  of 
Railway  and  Steamship  Clerks.  Freight 
Handlers,  Express,  and  Station  Employees; 
Brotherhood  of  Maintenance  of  Way  Em- 
ployees; Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Signalmen 
of  America;  National  Organization  of  Mas- 
ters, Mates  and  Pilots  of  America;  National 
Marine  Engineers'  Beneficial  Association; 
International  Longshoremen's  Association; 
Hotel  and  Restaurant  Employees'  and  Bar- 
tenders International  Union;  Railroad  Yard- 
masters  of  America;  and  Brotherhood  of 
Sleeping  Car  Porters. 

I  do  not  say  that  the  fact  these  organ- 
izations favor  the  bill  is  binding  on  the 
Senate,  but  as  they  pay  the  tax.  their 
views  deserve  consideration.  « 

Mr.  COOPER.    The  report  continues: 
This  bill  Is  opposed  by  pension  groups  and 
by  the  Association  of  American  Railroads. 

At  the  proper  time  I  hope  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Arizona,  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee,  will  be  able  to  pro- 
vide the  Senator  from  Connecticut  with 
more  information  about  the  position  of 
the  pension  groups. 

I  come  now  to  the  cost  to  the  fund  for 
unemployment  benefits.  It  is  estimated 
that  the  increase  in  benefits  for  unem- 
ployment and  sickness  would  cost  about 
$25    million    anually.    The     railroads 


would  pay  the  additional  sum  into  the 
fimd.  They  would  be  required  to  pay, 
on  a  percentage  basis,  upon  the  addi- 
tional $50  of  those  who  earned  up  to  $350 
a  month. 

I  said  at  the  beginning  that  the  bill 
also  would  amend  the  Railroad  Retire- 
ment Tax  Act.  The  present  tax  act  per- 
mits the  imposition  of  the  GU  percent 
which  the  railroad  employees  must  pay 
upon  a  maximum  of  $300  a  month. 
Likewise,  it  obligates  the  raihoads  to  pay 
into  the  railroad  unemployment  insur- 
ance fund  only  to  a  maximum  of  $300  a 
month. 

The  bill  would  change  those  provisions 
and  require  payment  by  railroad  em- 
ployees on  the  basis  of  a  maximum  of 
$350  a  month,  and  would  require  pay- 
ment by  the  railroads  into  the  railroad 
employment  insurance  fund  upon  an 
additional  $50  for  railroad  workers  who 
make  up  to  $350  a  month.  This  change 
would  take  effect  as  of  July  1,  1954. 

The  criticism  has  been  raised  that  the 
revision  of  the  internal  revenue  law. 
which  was  recently  passed  by  Congress 
and  is  now  the  law,  contains  a  provision 
that  payments  shall  still  be  made  upon 
the  basis  of  $300  a  month.  There  seems 
to  be  a  contradiction  between  this  bill 
and  the  Internal  Revenue  Act.  The 
argument  has  been  made  that  the  bill 
should  be  amended  to  correct  that  con- 
tradiction. I  do  not  think  it  is  neces- 
sary. The  bill  will  take  care  of  the  situ- 
ation until  January  1,  1955.  When  that 
time  arrives  the  proper  technical  amend- 
ment can  be  made. 

I  shall  not  speak  any  longer  on  the 
bill.  I  felt  that  I  should  make  a  state- 
ment as  to  its  principal  provisions,  and 
at  least  to  outline  the  chief  facts  con- 
nected with  its  financial  implications. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  tables  to  illustrate  the  effect  of 
the  bill,  and  a  longer  statement  which  I 
had  prepared. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricord, 
as  follows:  1 

The  bill  H.  R.  7840,  which  Is  now  under 
consideration,  is  an  important  piece  of  legis- 
lation. Its  companion  bill  S.  2930  was  Intro- 
duced by  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey, the  Honorable  H.  Alexander  Smith,  the 
chairman  of  the  Senate  CommUtee  on  La- 
bor and  Public  Welfare,  for  himself  and 
others.  The  bill  Is  supported  by  all  of  the 
standard  railway  labor  unions,  by  the  pub- 
lic member  and  the  labor  member  of  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Board.  Hearings  were 
held  on  this  bill  by  the  appropriate  com- 
mittees of  both  Houses  of  Congress,  and 
after  It  was  reported  favorably  by  the  House 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce, the  House  of  Representative*  ap- 
proved It  unanimously;  the  vote  was  360  to 
0.  This  bUl  has  since  been  reported  favor- 
ably to  us  by  our  own  Senate  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  by  a  vote  of 
11  to  1. 

A  few  months  ago  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  reported  favor- 
ably on  a  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Act  so  as  to  eliminate  certain  In- 
equities. We  passed  that  bill  last  June  and 
It  is  now  Public  Law  398.  83d  Congress.    We 


knew  then  that  there  were  other  inequities 
to  be  eliminated  from  the  railroad  retire- 
ment system.  Individual  members  of  the 
Senate  and  the  chiefs  of  the  standard  rail- 
way labor  unions  have  been  flooded  with  re- 
quests from  railroad  workers  all  over  the 
country  proposing  various  improvements  in 
the  railroad  retirement  system.  Some  asked 
increases  in  annuities  for  the  retired  men. 
others  for  disabled  employees,  far  spouses, 
for  widows,  parents,  or  children.  Still  others 
have  requested  liberalization  of  the  eligibil- 
ity conditions  for  the  various  types  of  an- 
nuities payable  under  the  Railroad  Retire- 
ment Act,  and  some  have  pointed  to  the 
inadequacy  of  the  dally  benefits  for  unem- 
ployment and  sickness. 

H.  R.  7840  now  before  the  Senate  makes 
the  following  changes  In  the  basic  rallrjad 
retirement  statute: 

1.  The  age  of  eligibility  for  widows,  wi- 
dowers, and  dependent  parents  Is  reduced 
from  65  to  60  years  of  age.  One  of  the  great- 
est needs  of  all  is  relief  for  unemployed 
widows  of  railroad  men  who  have  reached  a 
twilight  zone  in  which  they  are  too  old  to 
work  and  too  young  to  draw  a  pension.  This 
bill  meets  that  need  and  the  proponents 
consider  it  a  vastly  Important  change  spe- 
cifically designed  to  help  widows  Of  railroad 
personnel. 

2.  Under  the  present  law.  a  widowed  mother 
and  her  child  cease  getting  survivor's  bene- 
fits when  the  child  reaches  age  18  even 
though  the  child  may  be  completely  dis- 
abled for  any  employment.  The  bill  pro- . 
vides  that  if  the  child  is  permanently  and 
totally  disabled,  the  survivor's  benefits  to  the 
widowed  mother  and  child  will  continue 
beyond  age  18. 

3.  Under  the  present  law.  a  widow  who  has 
had  railroad  employment  and  Is  aligible  for 
a  retirement  annuity  In  her  own  right  and 
who  would  also  be  eligible  for  ft  survivor 
annuity  by  reason  of  her  husband's  employ- 
ment has  the  latter  offset  against  the  former 
and  cannot  receive  both.  Tlie  bill  provides 
for  both  to  be  paid. 

4.  Under  the  present  law,  the  maximum 
compensation  that  is  taxable  and  creditable 
for  both  railroad  retirement  and  unemploy- 
ment insurance  purposes  is  |i300  per  month. 
The  bill  Increases  this  maximum  to  $350  both 
for  tax  purposes  and  for  credit  toward  bene- 
fits. Individuals  with  an  average  monthly 
compensation  in  excess  of  $300  would  ob- 
tain higher  benefits  than  are  obtainable  un- 
der present  law.  A  person  with  30  years 
of  service  and  an  average  monthiy  com- 
pensation of  $350  would  obtain  an  Increase 
in  his  monthly  annuity  of  $20.70  over  the 
maximum  amount  that  Is  payable  under 
present  law.  Survivor  benefits  Would  also 
be  increased  in  those  cases  where  the  de- 
ceased employee  has  had  an  average  monthly 
compensation  in  excess  of  $300. 

5.  Under  the  present  law,  compensation 
earned  after  retirement  age  is  used  in  com- 
puting the  annuity  even  though  lower  earn- 
ings in  later  years  operate  to  reduce  the 
annuity.  The  bill  provides  for  disregard- 
ing such  compensation  (though  crediting  the 
service)  if  using  such  compensation  would 
reduce  tlie  annuity. 

6.  Under  the  present  law.  a  disability  an- 
nuitant who  earns  more  than  $75  In  each  of 
6  consecutive  months  is  deemed  no  longer 
disabled  at  the  end  of  the  6-month  period. 
The  bill  eliminates  this  test  and  provides 
Instead  for  the  nonpayment  of  the  annuity 
to  a  disability  anuitant  with  respect  to  any 
month  in  which  he  is  paid  more  than  $100  In 
earnings  from  employment  or  self-employ- 
ment. This  will  remove  hardships  on  the 
one  hand,  and  eliminate  abuses  on  the  other. 


7.  Under  the  present  law,  the  service  of 
delegates  to  national  or  international  con- 
ventions of  railway  labor  organizations  la 
covered  employment  under  the  act.  These 
conventions  frequently  include  delegates 
from  units  outside  the  railroad  industry  or 
outside  the  country  who  have  no  other  cov- 
ered employment.  The  accumulation  of 
these  trifling  credits  is  of  little  if  any  value, 
particularly  when  compared  with  the  nui- 
sance of  recording  them  and  collecting  the 
taxes  on  them.  The  bill  excludes  such  serv- 
ice from  coverage  where  the  individual  has 
no  other  previous  covered  employment. 

8.  The  bill  would  strike  out  the  present 
requirement  that  the  child  of  a  deceased 
employee  under  18  and  over  16  must  attend 
school  regularly  if  feasible  in  order  to  be 
eligible  for  a  survivor's  benefit.  This  provi- 
sion was  placed  in  the  law  originally  because 
a  similar  provision  was  contained  In  the 
Social  Security  Act.  This  provision  has  long 
since  been  stricken  from  the  Social  Security 
Act  and  It  should  be  removed  from  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Act. 

9.  The  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance 
Act  is  amended  so  as  to  provide  that  a  great 
majority  of  the  beneficiaries  may  receive  at 
least  one-half  of  their  regular  earnings  lor  a 
period  of  26  weeks.  This  is  consistent  with 
the  President's  recommendations  regarding 
Increases  in  the  benefit  base  of  the  Federal 
«ocial-security  system.  The  changes  contem- 
plated In  H  R.  7840  were  in  fact  adopted 
following  Issuance  of  the  President's  eco- 
nomic report,  and  the  propnanents  intended 
to  adopt  the  suggestions  of  the  President. 
In  order  to  eliminate  a  serious  problem  of 
administration,  the  original  provision  pro- 
viding for  benefits  based  on  the  rate  of  pay 
on  the  last  day  worked  has  been  changed 
by  the  committee  to  provide  benefits  based 
on  the  last  day  worked  in  the  base  year.  In 
addition.  In  order  to  meet  the  objections  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  in  the  problem  of 
weighted  equities  in  favor  of  transient  em- 
ployees in  the  Industry,  the  qualifying  an- 
nual earnings  was  increased  from  $300  to  $400 
a  year.  In  addition,  in  response  to  sugges- 
tions made  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  a 
guaranty  has  been  Inserted  in  the  bill  which 
provides  that  under  no  circumstances  shall 
a  beneficiary  receive  benefits  totaling  more 
than  the  amount  of  actual  wages  earned  in 
the  base  year. 

10.  Provision  Is  made  to  permit  the  waiving 
of  such  portion  of  his  railroad  retirement 
annuity  as  an  annuitant  may  desire  in  order 
that  this  annuity  not  Interfere  with  the 
annuitant's  ability  to  qualify  for  a  veteran's 
pension. 

It  Is  not  possible,  of  course,  to  amend  the 
railroad  retirement  system  so  as  to  adopt  all 
proposals  made.  We  know  that  the  system 
originated  with  the  standard  railway  labor 
unions  who  are  conservative  in  all  matters 
concerning  the  financial  soundness  of  the 
system.  It  is  a  matter  of  record  that  tiie 
railroad  retirement  system  came  into  being 
because  the  old  railroad  private  pension  sys- 
tems were  Inadequate  to  meet  the  needs  of 
retired  railroad  workers  and  their  families. 
In  this  instance,  these  standard  railway  labor 
unions  have  found  that  some  improvements 
could  be  made  in  the  railroad  retirement 
system  without  adding  to  its  financial  bur- 
den. I  wish  to  emphasize  that  this  bill 
represents  the  view  cf  the  four  operating 
unions  as  well  as  the  19  nonoperatlng  un- 
ions, comprising  a  membership  substantially 
100  percent  of  all  ra  Iroad  workers  in  the 
country.  As  railroad  men  they  know  the 
plight  of  a  railroad  man's  widow.  Normally 
a  woman  is  In  her  thirties  when  she  gives 
birth  to  her  youngest  child  so  that  by  the 
time  that  child  Is  13,  the  woman,  if  she 
should  become  a  widow  then,  is  in  her  fifties. 
The  loss  of  the  breadwinner  at  that  time  is 
a  catastrophe;    yet,  under   the   law  now  in 


effect,  such  a  woman  could  not  be  paid  a 
widow's  insurance  benefit  before  she  at- 
tains the  age  of  65.  The  committee  has 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  this  inequity 
ought  to  be  eliminated  by  reducing  the 
widow's  eligibility  age  but  finances  prevented 
them  from  reducing  the  age  to  lower  than 
60.  The  bill  therefore  proposes  to  pay  a 
widow's  insurance  annuity  beginning  at  age 
60.  Another  liberalization  relates  to  a 
child's  annuity  after  age  18.  The  bill  would 
not  change  this  provision  except  with  respect 
to  a  :hUd  that  is  totally  and  permanently 
disabled.  In  such  case  the  annuity  would 
be  paid  after  age  18  under  the  same  condi- 
tions as  It  would  have  been  paid  before 
that  age. 

For  all  annuities,  the  bill  would  provide  a 
higher  average  monthly  base  by  changing 
the  creditable  monthly  earnlnes  from  $300  to 
$350  a  month.  In  addition,  the  bill  would 
permit  a  widow  to  receive  her  survivor  an- 
nuity without  reduction  by  the  amount  of 
her  own  railroad  retirement  annuity:  would 
credit  compensation  earned  after  age  65  In 
the  computation  of  annuities  only  if  such 
credit  would  op>erate  to  Increase  the  amount 
of  the  annuity,  would  simplify  the  condi- 
tions for  the  receipt  of  a  disability  annuity 
for  months  during  which  the  Individual  was 
able  to  work,  and  would  make  several  other 
amendments  of  relatively  minor  importance. 

To  meet  the  cost  of  the  liberalizations  of 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  the  bill  would 
amend  the  Railroad  Retirement  Tax  Act  so 
as  to  increase  the  taxable  base  from  $300  to 
$350  a  month  The  report  of  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Board  on  the  bill  shows  that  this 
Increase  in  the  taxable  base  would  add  $56 
million  a  year  to  the  railroad-retirement 
system.  This  same  report  shows  also  that 
the  cost  of  the  higher  benefits  resulting  from 
the  crediting  of  $350  instead  of  $300  a  month 
for  retirement  and  survivor  benefits  would 
be  $31  million  a  year,  leaving  a  balance  of 
some  $25  million  a  year  to  cover  the  cost  for 
reducing  the  eligibility  age  for  widows  with- 
out minor  children  from  65  to  60.  and  the 
remaining  amendments,  the  cost  of  which 
Is  estimated  at  about  $23  million  a  year. 
Thus  the  $56  million  additional  revenue 
would  more  than  pay  for  all  the  liberaliza- 
tions provided  In  the  bill  for  the  Railroad 
Retirement   Act. 

The  argument  that  the  benefits  under  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act  are  already  higher 
than  under  the  Social  Security  Act  shows 
no  more  than  that  some  benefits  are  higher 
than  others.  Although  the  Congress  is  now 
in  the  process  of  Increasing  retirement  bene- 
fits under  the  Social  Security  Act.  it  recog- 
nizes the  inadequacy  of  the  total  monthly 
benefit  by  increasing  the  amount  which  the 
retired  worker  can  earn  to  supplement  his 
monthly  benefits.  Tliis  amount  which  orig- 
inally was  $15  a  month,  was  increased  to 
$25.  to  $50,  to  $75.  and  now  it  is  proposed 
to  Increase  the  amount  to  $1,200  a  year.  In 
any  event,  the  congressional  policy  has  al- 
ways been  to  consider  the  proposals  to  im- 
prove the  railroad-retirement  system  on  their 
own  merits  without  regard  to  Inadequate 
benefits  elsewhere,  as  long  as  the  finances 
In  this  system  permit  improvement.  That 
this  Is  so  under  this  bill  has  already  been 
well  established.  It  Is  certain,  in  any  event, 
that  the  liberalizations  proposed  In  the  bill 
for  the  railroad-retirement  system  would  not 
adversely  affect  the  financial  soundness  of 
the  system. 

The  argument  that  the  railroad -retirement 
account  has  now  a  deficit  of  about  1  percent 
of  payroll  does  not  alter  the  fact  that  the 
enactment  of  this  bill  would  not  Increase 
that  deficit.  In  other  words,  the  deficit 
would  be  about  1  percent  of  payroll  whether 
or  not  we  enact  this  bill.  It  has  been  tes- 
tified in  the  past  that  in  a  system  such  as 


the  railroad -retirement  system,  when  the 
cost  of  the  benefits  and  the  Income  from 
taxes  differ  1  percent  either  way,  the  finan- 
cial status  of  the  system  need  not  be  con- 
sidered with  alarm.  The  Congress  has  pro- 
ceeded on  that  basis  ever  since  1948.  In  fact, 
at  the  end  of  the  1951  amendments,  the 
difference  was  close  to  IV^  percent.  In  any 
event,  without  attempting  to  Jiistify  the  ar- 
gument that  1  percent  one  way  or  the  other 
is  not  alarming,  we  must  remember  that 
the  enactment  of  this  bill  would  not  affect 
adversely  the  present  financial  status  of  tbe 
railroad-retirement  account. 

It  should  be  remembered  also  that  wtaUe 
the  additional  revenue  to  the  railroad-re- 
tirement account  would  be  $56  million  » 
year,  the  cost  would  not  be  borne  by  em- 
ployers alone.  In  fact,  the  employers  would 
bear  the  smaller  proportion  of  the  cost. 
Under  the  provisions  of  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Tax  Act,  $28  million  of  this  $56 
million  would  be  paid  by  employers  and  $28 
million  by  employees. 

TTie  objection  to  increasing  the  creditable 
and  taxable  maximum  monthly  base  from 
$300  to  $350  a  month  is  made  on  two  grounds. 
First,  the  social  security  base  is  still  only 
$3,600  a  year,  that  Is.  the  President's  pro- 
posal to  Increase  that  base  to  $4J200  a  year 
has  not  yet  been  enacted;  and.  second,  even 
If  the  social  security  base  were  Increased  to 
$4,200  a  year,  the  railroad  base  of  $300  a 
month  should  nevertheless  remain  un- 
changed because  "of  the  higher  taxes  re- 
quired to  maintain  the  railroad  retirement 
tystem.  Both  objections  are  without  merit. 
"The  railroad  retirement  system  and  the  so- 
cial security  system  were  established  in  1937. 
At  that  time  the  wage  base  in  the  Social 
Security  Act  was  $3,000  a  year,  averaging 
$250  a  month,  while  the  wage  base  under 
the  railroad  retirement  system  was  $300. 
Thus,  from  the  very  beginning,  the  railroad 
retirement  system  had  a  wage  base  which 
was  $600  a  year  In  excess  of  the  social 
security  wage  base. 

The  tax  rates  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
railroad  retirement  system  are.  and  from  the 
beginning  have  been,  higher  than  those  for 
the  social  security  system,  but  the  reason  for 
this  may  readily  be  seen.  Both  systems  were 
established  as  of  January  1.  1937.  when  taxes 
began  to  be  paid  under  each.  But  whereas 
the  social  security  system  had  no  immediate 
obligations  (monthly  benefits  under  that 
system  did  not  become  payable  untU  Janu- 
p-y  1.  1940.  and  these  were  at  an  extremely 
low  rate  up  to  recently) .  the  railroad  retire- 
ment system  had  to  pay  substantial  annui- 
ties immediately  upon  its  establishment  to 
many  tens  of  thousands  of  railroad  workers 
who  had  already  retired,  and  whose  annui- 
ties in  many  cases  were  retroactive  to  June 
1.  1936.  Moreover,  the  railroad  retirement 
system  took  over  prior  service  obligations  of 
two  kinds.  The  first,  and  very  serious  one. 
was  the  obligation  to  credit  as  much  as  30 
years  of  service  before  1937  for  which  no 
taxes  were  paid.  The  second  required  the 
system  to  take  over  the  railroads'  obligations 
to  some  50,000  pensioners  then  on  the  rail- 
roads' own  private  pension  rolls.  Besides 
all  this  the  rsilroad  system  provides  dis- 
ability annuities  at  ages  long  before  the 
youngest  age,  65.  at  which  the  social  security 
retirement  benefits  can  begin;  and  It  Is  im- 
portant to  consider  that  almost  one-third 
of  all  retirement  annuities  now  being  paid 
under  the  railroad  retirement  system  are  for 
disability. 

It  is  thus  obvious  that  the  tax  rate  for  the 
railroad  retirement  system  could  not  be 
kept  as  low  as  for  the  social  security  system 
because  (1)  benefits  were  paid  immediately 
and  on  a  substantial  basis  rather  than  8V4 
years  later  and  on  an  extremely  low  scale  as 
under  the  social  security  system.  (2)  the 
benefits  were  all  considerably  higher  thaA 
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those  provided  by  the  social  security  system 
and  In  many  InBtances,  as  In  the  disability 
cases,  at  much  earlier  ages  than  the  earliest 
age.  65.  at  which  old-age  social  security  ben- 
efits can  be  paid  and  (3)  the  railroad  re- 
tirement ^system  assumed  relatively  heavy 
prior  service  obligations  recently  estimated 
at  about  $3.5  billion.  The  tax  rates  for  the 
railroad  retirement  system,  therefore,  had  to 
be  fixed  so  as  to  cover  not  only  the  cost  of 
benefits  for  service  after  1936,  but  also  to 
cover  the  cost  of  the  prior  service  obligations. 

Moreover,  when  the  $300  limit  was  first 
established  in  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act, 
98  percent  of  the  number  of  railroad  em- 
ployees were  earning  no  more  than  $300  a 
month,  and  98  percent  of  the  total  railroad 
payroll  was  creditable  and  taxable  for  bene- 
fit purposes  under  the  act.  The  average 
monthly  earnings  per  railroad  employee  in 
1937  was  $1,780.  but  in  1953  the  average  was 
$4,400.  Although  the  social  security  base 
was  changed  from  $3,000  to  $3,600  a  year, 
the  railroad  base  remained  unchanged  at 
$300  a  month  to  date.  The  result  is  that  at 
the  present  time  only  36  percent  of  the  em- 
ployees are  earning  $300  a  montli  or  less  and 
only  80  percent  of  the  pajrroU  is  creditable 
and  taxable  for  benefit  purposes  under  the 
act.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  even  after  this  bill 
is  enacted  and  the  base  is  increased  from 
(300  to  $350  a  month,  only  88  percent  of 
the  total  railroad  payroll  would  be  credit- 
able and  taxable  for  benefit  purposes  of  the 
act  as  compared  with  98  percent  in  1937. 
And  we  all  know,  of  course,  that  the  Presi- 
dent has  propc»ed  an  increase  in  the  social 
security  wage  base  from  $3,600  to  $4,200  a 
year. 

It  has  been  suggCEted  that  it  would  be 
better  to  use  the  available  $23  million  to 
Increase  benefits  Instead  of  liberalizing  the 
eligibility  conditions  for  widows'  annuities. 
If  the  additional  revenue  to  be  derived  from 
H.  R.  7840  were  devoted  to  increasing  only 
retirement  annuities  and  pensions,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  increases  in  the  annuities  of 
workers  now  employed  who  will  derive  in- 
creased benefits  by  reason  of  the  increase 
in  average  monthly  pay  allowed,  the  increase 
would  not  be  more  than  4.25  percent;  if  such 
revenue  were  devoted  to  increasing  spouses' 
annuities  as  well  as  retirement  annuities 
and  pensions  the  Increase  for  all  3  would 
not  be  more  than  4  percent;  and  if  such 
revenue  were  used  to  Increase  also  the  sur- 
vivor annuities  payable  under  the  act  the 
increase  for  all  would  not  be  more  than 
3.25  percent.  When  money  is  available  for 
improvement  of  a  retirement  system,  such 
as  the  railroad-retirement  system  or  the 
social-security  system,  it  is  necessary  to  con- 
sider how  best  to  distribute  that  money. 
In  this  instance,  of  course,  the  increase  in 
revenues  from  taxing  earnings  in  excess  of 
$300  a  month  (up  to  $350  a  month),  would 
be  used  primarily  to  provide  for  larger  bene- 
fits to  employees  (and  their  survivors)  now 
in  active  service  who  would  pay  these  in- 
creased taxes,  and  any  revenue  over  and 
above  that  would  be  used  primarily  for  the 
situations  of  greatest  need,  that  Is,  for  the 
dependent  widows  and  dependent  parents 
without  any  income  at  all  in  that  very  criti- 
cal period  from  ago  60  to  65,  when  age  and 
disability  prevent  the  securing  of  employ- 
ment, particularly  by  women. 

I  hope  that  what  I  said  thus  far  demon- 
strates the  propriety  of.  need  for,  and  the 
financial  feasibility  of  the  amendments  pro- 
posed for  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  and 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Tax  Act. 

For  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insxir- 
ance  Act,  the  bill  would  Increase  the  maxi- 
mum taxable  monthly  compensation  from 
$300  to  $350,  the  same  as  for  the  railroad 
retirement  system.  The  taxable  base  under 
the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act 
has  always  been  the  same  as  for  the  railroad 


retirement  system,  and  the  bill  would  con- 
tinue this  uniformity.  In  addition,  the  bill 
would  increase  the  dally  rate  for  unemploy- 
ment and  sickness  benefits  generally  by  50 
cents  up  to  a  maximum  of  $8.50  a  day.  with 
the  assurance  that  in  no  case  would 
the  daily  rate  be  less  than  50  percent  of  the 
employee's  last  dally  wage  rate  in  the  pre- 
ceding base  year.  This  guaranty  is  subject 
to  two  limitations.  The  first  is  that  Id  no 
case  would  the  amount  exceed  $8.50  a  day, 
and  the  next  is  an  overall  limitation  that 
in  no  case  would  the  total  amount  of  bene- 
fits for  unemployment  or  sickness  in  a  ben- 
efit year  exceed  the  employee's  total  earnings 
in  a  base  year.  The  guaranty  of  benefits 
up  to  50  percent  of  an  employee's  daily  wage 
rate  is  in  conformity  with  the  President's 
proposal  for  the  State  unemployment  in- 
surance systems;  and  the  limitation  against 
total  benefits  exceeding  the  employee's  earn- 
ings in  the  preceding  base  year  is  one  of 
two  conditions  directed  against  casual  work- 
ers. It  has  been  complained  by  some  that 
the  railroad  unemployment  insurance  bene- 
fits constitute  a  windfall  to  many  casual 
workers  in  the  railroad  industry;  that  their 
benefits  in  a  year  exceed  by  far  their  earn- 
ings in  the  preceding  base  year.  To  meet 
this  objection,  the  bill  amends  the  Railxoad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act  so  as  to  re- 
quire no  less  than  $iOO  a  year  as  a  condition 
to  qualify  for  benefits  under  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act  Instead  of  the 
present  $300  a  year.  This  provision  alone 
would  eliminate  many  casual  workers  from 
the  coverage  of  the  act;  and  this  provision. 
together  with  the  overall  limitation  against 
total  benefits  exceeding  the  total  earnings 
in  the  preceding  base  year,  go  a  long  w*y  to 
meet  the  objection  as  to  casual  workers. 

With  regard  to  the  amendments  proposed 
for  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insumnce 
Act.  we  must  remember  that  the  Presklent 
of  the  United  States  has  recognized  th*  in- 
adequacy of  the  State  benefits  and  has  rec- 
ommended State  action  to  increase  benefits 
up  to  50  percent  of  regular  earnings.  The 
proposal  in  the  bill  to  increase  benefits  up 
to  50  percent  of  the  employee's  last  daily 
wage  rate  in  the  base  year  is  substantially 
the  same  as  the  proposal  of  the  President  for 
the  State  systems. 

In  considering  the  cost  of  the  proposed  in- 
crease in  benefits  under  the  Railroad  Unem- 
ployment Insurance  Act,  we  must  remem- 
ber that  such  cost  will  come  within  the  3 
percent  tax  rate  fixed  in  the  Railroad  Unem- 


ployment Insurance  Act.  The  opposition 
has  not  maintained,  and  cannot  maintain. 
that  the  cost  of  the  railroad  unemployment 
insurance  system,  even  after  the  enactment 
of  the  bill,  would  exceed,  or  even  approach 
this  3-percent  rate.  This  rate  was  reduced 
in  1948  to  one-half  of  one  percent  of  payroll 
by  the  use  of  a  slldlng-scale  schedule  of 
rates  fixed  by  Congress  at  that  time  In  order 
to  avoid  the  accumulation  of  a  larpe  reserve 
for  which  there  was  no  Immediate  need. 
This  was  a  proper  measure  and  saved  the 
railroads  hund.'-eds  of  millions  of  dollars 
from  1948  to  date.  If  there  were  no  need 
for  improving  benefits  we  would  welcome 
the  railroads  to  the  additional  savings  re- 
sulting from  the  reduced  rate,  but  this  re- 
duction in  rate  was  only  a  temporary  meas- 
ure subject  to  increasi's  up  to  the  original  3 
percent  should  there  Oe  a  need  for  improv- 
ing the  benefits.  Now  that  the  need  has 
arisen  no  one  should  complain  if  the  result 
would  be  an  increase  from  the  present  one- 
half  of  1  percent  to  perhaps  1  percent  in 
1957.  since  there  is  the  assurance  that  in  no 
event  would  the  total  cost  of  the  benefits  as 
so  improved  reach  as  much  as  the  S  percent 
of  payroll  orij;inally  adopted  for  the  system. 

In  summation,  may  I  say  to  the  Senate 
that  it  is  necessary  in  considering  the  bill 
before  us  that  we  pass  it  without  amend- 
ment. This  bill  passed  the  House  Of  Repre- 
sentatives by  an  overwhelming  unanimous 
vote  and  it  will  become  law  if  the  Senate 
passes  it  in  its  present  form.  Any  action  on 
our  part  which  might  require  a  conference 
or  other  undue  delay  might  conceivably  re- 
sult in  this  mentoricus  legislation  not  be- 
coming law.  I  susrgest.  therefore,  on  be- 
half of  the  committee  that  all  amendments 
to  this  bill  be  rejected.  i 

I  submit  that  the  bill  before  us  Is  an  ex- 
cellent one;  It  provides  much  needed  im- 
provements in  the  railroad  retirement  and 
unemployment  insurance  systems.  These 
Imprcjveinents  are  in  conformity  with  the 
President's  program  a.nd  have  the  support  of 
the  administration.  The  Secretary  of  Labor, 
a  member  of  the  President's  Cabinet,  has 
endorsed  the  bill  comoleteiy.  All  the  stand- 
ard railway  labor  unions,  representing  some 
1,. 500.000  railroad  workers  In  the  country, 
are  euthu.'^ia.stically  for  this  bill.  The  House 
of  Representatives  pa.ssed  this  bill  unani- 
mously. I^et  us  do  lilcewlse.  Let  us  a.ssure 
the  1., 500. 000  railroad  workers  who  are  repre- 
sented by  all  these  standard  railway  labor 
unions  that  we  are  with  them  in  this  cause. 
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Tabu  2. — Annual  cost  and  level  rate  required 
to  support  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  as 
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ceiling) 


Benefit  provision 


1.  Kailmnd  rptirrrr)<»nt  Ix-nefl 

uii'hr  prr-.<nt  :wt 

2.  Ch.iiii'r  limit  oti  crpil it  it'll 

eamiripi  (rxiin  WOO  to  $;i.io 
a  uiuiiili 

A.  Rptirpmpnt  bpnrfit  i 

11.  .■^urvivor    in  ordt- 

(i!i(  Iti'liip    rcsi'luul 

lulll|i  S11II1>  . .    . 

3.  rke<liiop   elu!itiility    app   lo' 

w  i<l<i\v^  ;tiid  {uifpnts  fruni 

f,r.ln») 

i.  Chiinee  in  dLsril'ility  work 
(Liiis)'  privi-ioii  to  $l<M 
JUT  month  '■!<  :«-<-nii"<l> 

5.  Survivor     iHiiffits    oiitin- 

Ut'l  to  youiii:  wkIou  aii'l 
e)t[>i'n'lptit  ili.sahle<l  rhil<l 
li  l~I  .n.->    !•< - 

6.  l>L-rPKarili[ip  i-oinj»-ns;itH>ii 

af;.  r  ii.''  •'•'  if  tw  of  -^uf  li 
roriijw  iisiitwi!!  woulil  r«  ■ 
iluii  rmimity 

7.  El;niiii.iti,>!i  of  ri-'iuition  m 

5urvi\,,r  iN'upfit'i  on  tw- 
cotint  o(  r.jilrni'l  rptin-- 
niriit  Iw  in  tit  in  ovtii  nrh' . 

8.  KlitTi!n;it!.iii  r.fn.ition.il'S  I- 

ctitp  'i«T\  ifi   w  hpri'  oldf 
rulroiiil     stTkRV    1*    u<j 
crc  lital>lc 


Annual  dollar 

cost  ''.n 

tbousauiU) 


Net  level  ratr. 


$€70.  rnt 
ni.nr.i 

2.1,  i«») 
6.000 

zn.  .100 
—  d.  '■'•'" 

So 


L<>vcl 
cost 


10 


1Z.303 

.  .V.y 
.45y 

.110 

.4.'5J 

—  (.<^2S) 

.014 


724.  S^jU  13.  2a>J 


."^..iiriT  lliiiniig^  Ix-lori  th'  ("u:;iin'tl<i'  on  Int«T>tatc 
ftn'i  K'iri  iirn  (">.;ii!ii>rii'.  Hi»i>«  o'  Hi'i>rc5<.ntativps,  ^3<i 
Com:  .  2a  ^t'.vv,  on  H.  K.  7M1I.  p.  Ti. 

Under  present  law,  nn  employee  is  quali- 
fied for  unemployment  or  sickness  benefits 
In  a  benefit  year  If  he  is  paid  compensation 
totaling  not  less  than  $300  In  a  base  year.' 
The  daily  benefit  rate  is  determined  by  the 
employees  base-year  compensation,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  following  schedule: 

Daily  benefit 
Base  year  compensation:  rate 

$300  to  $474  99 $3.00 

$475  to  $749.93 -  3.50 

$750  to  $993  99 <  ^0 

$1,000  to  $1.299  99 4  50 

$1,300  to  $1.599.99 5  00 

$1,600  to  $1.999  99 -  6.50 

$2  OOO  to  $2.499  99 6.  OO 

$2,500  to  $2.999  99 6.50 

$3,000  to  $3.499.99 7.00 

$3,500  and  over 7.50 

Under  the  reported  bill  the  daily  benefit 
rate  would  he  determined  by  the  employee's 
base  year  compensation  in  accordance  with 
the  following  schedule; 

Daily  benefit 
Base  year  compensation:  rate 

$400  to  $499  99 $3.50 

$500  to  $749  99 4.00 

$750  to  $999  99 4.50 

$1,000  to  $1.299.99 5.00 

$1,300  to  $1,599.99 5.50 

$1,600  to  $1.999.99 -     6.00 

$2,000  to  $2,499.99 6.50 

$2,500  to  $2.999.99 7.00 

$3,000  to  $3.499.99 7.50 

$3,500  to  $3.999.99 8.00 

$4,000  and  over. 8.50 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  Fresident,  in  support- 
ing H.  R.  7840,  as  passed  unanimously 
by  the  House  of  Representatives.  I  would 


'  A  benefit  year  ext<mds  from  July  1  to  the 
following  June  30;  the  base  year  is  the  cal- 
endar year  preceding  the  beginning  of  the 
benefit  year. 


point  out  that,  although  the  bill  goes  a 
long  way  toward  alleviating  certain  hard- 
ships which  have  developed  under  the 
provisions  of  the  present  law.  the  Con- 
gress should  consider,  as  soon  as  possible, 
increased  benefits  for  individuals  already 
retired  as  well  as  for  the  large  number  of 
railroad  employees  receiving  less  than 
$300  a  month. 

By  the  enactment  of  H.  R.  356.  which 
repealed  the  dual  benefit  restrictive  pro- 
vision enacted  by  the  1951  amendments 
to  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act,  the  Con- 
gress and  the  administration  have  cor- 
rected a  serious  inequity  with  respect  to 
pensioners  eligible  to  receive  both  rail- 
road retirement  benefits  and  old-age  in- 
surance benefits  under  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act.  This  bill  (H.  R.  7840)  would 
correct  many  other  inequities,  such  as 
reducing  the  elipibility  age  for  widows 
•without  an  eligible  child  from  age  65  to 
60,  and  eliminating  the  provisions  in  the 
present  law.  which  provide  that  a  dis- 
ability annuity  ceases  after  the  annui- 
tant earns  more  than  $75  in  each  of  6 
consecutive  calendar  months. 

Although  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  'Welfare  did  not  have  a 
sufficient  opportunity  to  consider  the 
proposed  legislation  as  thoroughly  as  was 
de«rable.  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
a  .d  Foreign  Commerce  of  the  House  of 
representatives  did  give  to  H.  R.  7840 
Vciy  thorough  consideration.  Moreover, 
I  understand  that  the  Secretary  of  La- 
bor, the  Chairman,  and  the  labor  mem- 
ber of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board 
favor  the  enactment  of  this  legislation. 

Although  the  bill  does  not  go  as  far  as 
some  of  us  would  like  it  to  go,  it  is  a 
definite  step  in  the  right  direction. 
Therefore.  I  urge  that  the  Senate  pass 
H.  R.  7840.  I  urge,  moreover,  that  the 
bill  be  passed  without  amendment,  be- 
cause, if  it  were  to  be  amended  at  this 
late  hour  in  the  session,  such  action 
would  almost  surely  doom  it  to  ultimate 
defeat. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President.  I 
am  the  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
on  Railroad  Retirement.  I  feel  it  is  nec- 
essary for  me  to  make  a  brief  statement 
of  my  objections  to  the  bill,  and  why  I 
have  found  it  necessary  to  object  to  it. 
At  the  end  of  my  remarks  I  shall  offer 
three  short  amendments,  as  to  which  I 
shall  ask  the  earnest  consideration  of  the 
Senate. 

I  am  very  sorry  that  this  very  impor- 
tant proposed  legislation  comes  up  at 
the  end  of  a  very  busy  session.  It  should 
be  given  thorough,  sober  study,  much 
more  thorough  study  that  it  has  been 
given  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare.  I  am  afraid,  if  the 
Senate  passes  the  bill,  that  while  there 
are  many,  many  parts  of  it  which  are 
good — in  fact,  the  great  majority  of  the 
provisions  of  the  bill  are  very  good — 
there  might  be  enacted  into  law  changes 
in  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  which 
we  shall  be  asked  to  change  in  a  few 
years.  We  were  asked  this  year  to 
change  law  which  was  hurriedly  enacted 
in  1951.  and  to  restore  the  dual  benefits 
which  were  denied  in  that  year. 

In  making  these  statements  I  wish  to 
say  that  I  believe  the  brotherhoods  have 


been  extremely  fair  in  their  treatment 
of  my  views.  Iliey  know  exactly  where 
I  stand.  I  also  wish  to  say  that  the  rail- 
roads have  been  extremely  fair  in  their 
attitude  toward  the  bill.  Their  attitude 
has  not  been  based  primarily  on  the  in- 
creased cost  to  them,  but  upon  the  rather 
obvious  defects  in  the  bill  as  it  came  from 
the  House.  I  may  say  to  my  colleagues, 
particularly  to  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  Bush],  ^'ho  posed  this 
question,  that  in  my  office  and  in  the 
office  of  the  committee  there  have  been 
received  more  than  3.000  letters  arid 
cards  objecting  to  the  passage  of  the 
pending  bill.  I  believe  most  of  those 
cards  came  from  the  members  of  the 
various  brotherhoods,  and  I  think  most 
of  them  are  members  of  the  railroad 
pension  fund,  whose  representatives  tes- 
tified against  the  bill  during  the  Senate 
hearings,  and  during  the  House  hear- 
ings, as  reflected  on  page  66  of  the  House 
print. 

To  point  out  some  of  the  seriousness 
involved  in  the  proposed  legislation,  and 
the  fact  that  any  change  in  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  should  receive  thorough 
and  full  consideration,  I  should  like  to 
answer  another  question  posed  by  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  CMr. 
Thye  in  the  chair  >.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  ? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BUSH.  What  was  the  basis  of  the 
opposition  of  the  persons  who  were  writ- 
ing ?  Three  thousand  communications  is 
quite  a  number.  What  was  the  basis  ot 
their  objection? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  There  was  in  the 
Congress  another  bill  which  proposed  to 
give  benefits  to  persons  now  retired. 
Most  of  the  objections  were  probably 
from  retired  persons,  who  wanted  im- 
provement in  their  lot  so  as  to  place  them 
on  a  comparable  basis  to  that  of  persons 
receiving  social  security.  That  is  about 
as  much  as  I  can  tell  the  Senator  about 
the  objections. 

I  wish  now  to  come  to  the  objections 
with  are  specific,  and  which  are  my  own; 
but.  first,  I  should  like  to  answer  the 
question  of  the  Senator  about  the  ac- 
tuarial solvency  of  the  railroad-retire- 
ment fund,  because  it  points  up  the  seri- 
ousness of  the  whole  question.  I  am 
quoting  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Ettenger, 
of  the  Association  of  American  Rail- 
roads, before  the  committee: 

The  retirement  system  is  now.  according  to 
the  actuaries,  operating  at  an  annual  deficit 
of  $52,500,000  per  year,  and,  in  the  absence 
of  more  revenue,  the  costs,  which  would  b« 
added  by  S.  2930 — 

Which.  I  might  say  parenthetically, 
was  the  Senate  versiqp  of  H.  R.  7840— 

would  increase  this  deficit  to  $106,331,000  a 

year. 

During  the  testimony  on  Senate  bill 
356.  regarding  the  question  of  dual  ben- 
efits, it  was  brought  out  many  times  that 
the  fund  is  not  actuarily  sound.  It  is  in 
no  danger,  but  I  feel  that  in  the  comins 
years  the  Senate  and  the  House  should 
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have  their  representatives  sit  down  with 
representatives  of  the  Railroad  Retire- 
ment Board  and  try  to  ascertain  a  meth- 
od of  making  the  fund  actuarily  sound. 

I  mention  that  aspect  to  point  out  that 
this  is  not  merely  another  bill  that  is 
being  considered  by  the  Senate  tonight. 
There  are  in  this  country  about  1,300,000 
railroad  workers.  There  are  290,000  per- 
sons on  the  railroad-retirement  rolls, 
and  there  are  260,000  persons  on  the 
survivors  rolls.  So.  again,  we  are  not 
talking  about  something  that  affects  only 
a  few  persons,  or  about  a  minor  piece 
of  proposed  legislation. 

The  bill,  H.  R.  7840,  proposes  a  number 
of  fundamental  changes  in  three  com- 
plicated and  highly  technical  laws,  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act,  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Tax  Act,  and  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act.  It  in- 
volves many  millions  of  dollars,  and  af- 
fects the  lives  of  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  American  men  and  women  who  work 
on  America's  railroads,  together  with 
their  dependents.  It  imposes  extensive 
additonal  burdens  on  the  railroad  in- 
dustry. 

H.  R.  7840  was  passed  by  the  House  of 
Representatives  on  July  30,  1954.  It  was 
referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare  on  July  31, 
1954.  The  Senate  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  reported  the  bill  by 
a  vote  of  11  to  1  on  August  2,  1954,  1  day 
after  it  had  been  received.  The  bill  was 
never  considered  by  the  Subcommittee 
on  Railroad  Retirement,  of  which  I  am 
chairman,  nor  was  it  subjected  to  any 
consideration  whatsoever  by  the  full 
committee.  It  was  simply  ordered  re- 
ported in  the  closing  minutes  of  an  exec- 
utive session  of  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  on  Monday,  August 
2,  of  this  year. 

A  little  later  on  I  shall  poyit  out  that 
the  Senate  subcommittee  held  hearings 
on  it,  but  the  members  of  the  Senate 
Cc«nmittee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare knew  nothing  of  the  contents  of  the 
pending  bill,  with  all  due  respect  to 
them,  because  they  are  very  busy  men, 
and  I  doubt  whether  they  read  the  bill. 
But  the  bill  was  reported  by  a  vote  of 
11  to  1. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  am  a  member  of  the 
subcommittee.  I  wish  to  make  it  clear 
that  I  did  not  attend  all  the  meetings, 
but  I  did  attend  a  number  of  the  meet- 
ings. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  heard  most  of  the 
testimony  that  was  given  in  the  hear- 
ings. I  read  many  of  the  written  state- 
ments that  were  made,  and  I  certainly 
studied  the  bill,  and  I  knew  what  I  was 
voting  for  when  I  voted  for  it  in  the 
committee. 

I  read  many  of  the  prepared  state- 
ments which  were  presented,  and  I  cer- 
tainly studied  the  bill  and  knew  what 
I  was  voting  on  when  I  voted  for  it  in 
the  committee.  I  wish  to  make  that 
clear.  I  am  in  the  position  of  handling 
the  bill  on  the  floor  because  the  chair- 
man of  the  full  committee  is  not  present 
and  because  my  distinguished  friend  is 


opposing  the  bill.  I  wish  to  make  it 
clear  that  I  was  present  a  great  part  of 
the  time,  and  I  read  the  testimony.  I 
knew  what  I  was  voting  on. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  The  Senator 
from  Kentucky  was  faithful  in  his  at- 
tendance at  the  meetings.  I  was  not 
referring  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
The  Senators  to  whom  I  was  referring 
know  full  well  who  they  are.  I  shall  not 
mention  their  names. 

The  seriousness  of  this  deficiency  is 
illustrated,  in  part  at  least,  by  the  fact 
that  amendments  will  be  required  to 
bring  certain  sections  of  the  bill  into  line 
with  the  provisions  of  the  recently  en- 
acted Internal  Revenue  Cede. 

This  bill,  H.  R.  7840,  in  the 'form  in 
which  it  was  introduced  in  the  House, 
was  a  companion  bill  to  S.  2930,  which 
was  introduced  in  the  Senate  by  request 
on  February  11,  1954.  Following  the  in- 
troduction of  S.  2930,  it  was  promptly 
referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare  and  there- 
upon was  placed  on  the  calendar  of  the 
Special  Subcommittee  on  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Legislation,  which  was  then 
under  the  chairmanship  of  the  late 
Senator  Dwight  Griswold.  On  February 
16,  a  formal  request  was  made  of  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Board  to  report  its 
views  and  recommendations  on  the  bill. 

In  February,  when  S.  2930  came  be- 
fore the  Railroad  Retirement  Subcom- 
mittee, it  was  publicly  announced  and 
otherwise  made  known  to  all  interested 
parties  that  subcommittee  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  would  not  be  undertaken 
until  after  the  committee  had  acted 
upon  and  disposed  of  S.  2178.  a  bill  to 
repeal  the  dual-benefit  ban. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  compliment 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  on  the  ex- 
cellent part  he  played  in  removing  that 
objectionable  piece  of  legislation  from 
our  books.  He  worked  religiously  on  it. 
I  think  it  is  a  credit,  not  only  to  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  but  to  this  ad- 
ministration, that  this  obnoxious  por- 
tion of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  was 
removed  during  this  year. 

Committee  action  on  S.  2178  was  not 
completed  until  May  14.  when  that  bill 
was  favorably  reported  to  the  Senate. 

I  may  say,  as  an  aside,  that  that  bill 
was  held  up  in  committee  repeatedly. 
month  after  month,  by  the  determined 
action  of  one  of  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee. He  was  acting  perfectly  within 
his  rights.  He  doubted  the  wisdom  of 
passing  it.  I  do  not  criticize  him  for  his 
actions.  I  merely  wiish  to  point  out  that 
that  delay  was  occasioned  by  repeated 
objection. 

Prior  to  the  scheduling  of  formal  hear- 
ings on  S.  2930,  the  Senate  version  of 
H.  R.  7840,  the  views  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  were  solicited.  A  formal  re- 
quest was  made  for  such  a  report  on 
June  22,  1954.  The  reply  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  was  dated  July  1.  1954. 
and  was  not  received  by  the  committee 
until  July  6,  1954.  The  Railroad  Retire- 
ment Board's  views  and  recommenda- 
tions on  S.  2930  were  not  received  until 
July  7,  1954,  the  opening  day  of  the 
hearings  on  the  bill.  Their  letter  was 
dated  July  1.  1954,  and  it  was  presented 
to  the  committee  during  the  course  of 


the  testimony  of  the  membeH  of  the 
Board  on  July  7.  1954. 

I  cite  these  facts  merely  to  Show  that 
S.  2930.  the  companion  bill  to  H.  R.  7840. 
was  handled  as  promptly  as  possible  at 
the  subcommittee  level.  It  was  being 
given  what  I  believe  to  be  the  kind  of 
responsible  and  careful  consideration 
which  is  required.  This  was  in  accord- 
ance with  my  conception  of  the  duties 
and  responsibilities  of  the  offlce  which 
I  hold. 

I  point  out  that  during  the  period 
we  were  holding  subcommittee  hear- 
ings on  this  bill,  and  immediately 
afterward  when  several  times  we  at- 
tempted to  have  subcommittee  meetings, 
there  was  what  has  been  referred  to  as 
a  filibuster  goinfr  on  on  the  floor,  and 
two  members  of  the  subcommittee  were 
very  interested  in  that  rather  lengthy 
exchange  of  words.  It  was  impossible 
to  hold  a  subcommittee  meeting  at  that 
time, 

Mr.  President,  politically  I  probably 
should  sit  down  and  close  my  mouth. 
The  smart  thing,  politically,  would  be 
to  vote  for  the  bill  without  any  opposi- 
tion. But  as  the  chairman  of  a  sub- 
committee, I  do  not  think  it  i$  my  duty 
to  be  prompted  by  politics.  I  have  seen 
what  I  feel  are  deficiencies  in  this  bill, 
and  I  am  going  to  report  them  to  the 
Senate. 

In  addition  to  my  objections  to  the 
cursory  consideration  given  this  bill  in 
committee,  I  wisli  to  point  out  also  that 
I  am  not  satisfied  as  to  the  merits  of  this 
bill.  In  fact,  I  am  more  impressed  by 
what  this  bill  will  not  do  than  by  what 
it  will  do.  In  my  view,  its  shortcomings 
overshadow  its  benefits. 

For  example.  H.  R.  7840  does  not  pro- 
vide any  benefits  for  some  290,000  retired 
employees  and  an  additional  260,000 
Other  beneficiaries  now  on  the  retire- 
ment rolls.  This  is  in  contrast  to  the 
Social  Security  Act  amendments  now 
being  considered  which  would  increase 
the  benefits  of  all  retired  employees  cov- 
ered by  our  social-security  laws  by  about 
$6  per  month. 

Tliis  bill  does  not  increase  the  benefits 
of  some  36  to  40  percent  of  rail  employees 
who  earn  le^^s  than  S300  per  month. 
This  i.s  a  most  serious  shortcoming  since 
it  withholds  increased  benefits  from  the 
proup  most  in  need  of  additional  bene- 
fits. 

This  bill  does  not  provide  additional 
retirement  benefits  for  employees  who 
retire  with  less  than  10  years  of  service 
or  for  their  dependents. 

This  bill  does  not  provide  for  a  reahstic 
increa.se  in  benefits  for  employees  who 
retire  in  the  near  future,  even  though 
they  earned  over  $350  per  month.  Tes- 
timony taken  by  th?  committee  indicates 
that  an  employee  receiving  $350  per 
month  who  worked  for  1  year  after  the 
enactment  of  this  bill  would  receive  an 
increase  of  only  69  cents  in  his  monthly 
annuity,  althoueh  he  would  be  required 
to  pay  additional  taxes  of  $37.66  during 
the  year.  Tf  he  worked  7  years  at  $350  a 
month,  his  annuity  would  be  increased  by 
only  $5.  Proponents  of  the  bill  say  that 
by  reason  of  thi.s  increase  in  compensa- 
tion, the  averaee  annuitant  would  receive 
S3  for  each  SI  in  taxes.  This  is  obviously 
incorrect,  since  the  cost  estimates  show 
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that  employees  will  pay  in  $28  million  in 
additional  taxes  and  will  receive  addi- 
tional annuity  benefits  of  only  $31 
million. 

Mr.  President,  the  evening  is  going 
along.  I  shall  not  enumerate  all  the 
minor  objections  which  I  found  in  this 
particular  piece  of  legislation,  because 
my  amendments  are  directed  at  correct- 
ing those.  I  do  wish  to  mention  one  more 
thing. 

The  provisions  of  H.  R.  7840  to  reduce 
widows'  retirement  eligibility  age  will 
cost  approximately  S23, 500.000.  The  De- 
partment of  Health.  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare advises  me  that  if  it  were  to  aid  in 
bringing  about  a  similar  change  in  our 
social-security  laws,  the  cost  to  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  should  be 
$125  to  S150  million  in  the  first  full  year 
of  operation  if  widows  alone  were  con- 
sidered and  $700  to  $800  million  for  the 
first  full  year  if  all  women  were  included. 
If.  eventually,  the  age  is  reduced  for  all 
beneficiaries,  the  cost  would  be  Sl'^  to 
f2  billion. 

During  the  hear  nps.  the  suggestion 
was  made  that  the  subcommittee  might 
want  to  consider  a  proposal  to  eliminate 
the  widows  provision  and  apply  the  $23.- 
500.000  which  this  provision  would  cost 
to  an  across-the-bcard  increase  for  all 
employees. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  exactly  what  I 
favor.  I  shall  brine  that  up  in  my 
amendment,  I  think  it  is  not  fair  to 
the  retired  railroad  workers  of  this  coun- 
try to  deny  them  an  increase  in  their 
benefits. 

The  Railroad  Retirement  Board  was 
requested  to  submit  its  views  on  this 
proposal,  and  in  reply  stated  that  if  this 
proposal  were  adopted,  employee  benefits 
would  be  increased  oy  about  S5  a  month. 
or  very  close  to  the  f  ocial-security  stand- 
ards we  have  recen:ly  enacted. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  matter  of 
possible  adoption  of  such  a  resolution  is 
worthy  of  consideration  by  the  Senate, 

Mr,  President,  as  I  said,  I  have  3 
amendments  to  offer.  I  send  the  first  one 
to  the  desk  and  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  9 
after  line  3  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the 
following: 

Sec  206.  (ftl  Secllon  3201.  swtlon  3202 
(a),  section  3211,  and  section  3221  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  are  liereby 
amended  by  striking  out  ■••300"  each  place 
It  appears  in  each  suoh  section  and  Inserting 
In  lieu  thereof  "tSSO  " 

(b)  Section  3231  le)  (1)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  Is  hereby  amended  by 
Inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
sentence: 

"Compensation  for  service  as  a  delegate  to 
a  national  or  Intern  itional  convention  of  a 
railway  labor  organization  defined  as  an 
'employer'  in  subsec' ion  (a)  of  this  section 
shall  be  disregarded  for  purposes  of  de- 
termining the  amount  of  taxes  due  pur- 
stiant  to  this  chapter  if  the  Individual  ren- 
dering such  service  nas  not  previously  ren- 
dered service,  other  than  as  such  a  dele- 
gate, which  may  be  Included  In  his  'years 
of  service'  for  purposes  of  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Act." 

On  page  13,  after  line  19,  insert  the 

following: 

Sec  407  The  ameiidments  to  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  made  by  section  206 


shall  become  effective  as  if  enacted  as  a  part 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  present  a  very  brief  explanation.  I 
think  it  is  quite  obvious  from  the  words 
of  the  amendment  that  this  is  a  tech- 
nical amendment,  which  will  be  needed 
to  make  the  act  operative  within  the  safe 
actuarial  limits  of  the  fund. 

When  this  legislation  was  being  con- 
sidered by  both  committees  we  had  not 
as  yet  passed  H.  R.  8300.  which  is  the  re- 
codification of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code.  Because  of  this  change  it  is  neces- 
sary to  make  some  amendments  in  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  so  that  the  pro- 
posed act.  if  it  is  passed,  can  start 
operating  immeiliately.  and  we  shall  not 
find  our.selves  borrowing  from  existing 
funds  in  order  to  make  the  payments  be- 
tween now  and  the  first  of  the  year. 

The  amendment  I  am  offering  is  a 
technical  one  and  is  needed  to  conform 
the  provisions  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  to  the  amendments  to  be 
made  to  the  Railroad  Retirement  Tax 
Act  by  this  bill. 

Benefit  rates  under  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Tax  Act  are  at  present  financed 
by  a  payroll  tax  of  eu  percent  on  rail- 
road employees  and  an  equal  tax  on  the 
employers,  payable  on  each  employee's 
earnings  up  to  $300  per  month.  That  is 
important. 

H.  R.  7840,  in  amending  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Tax  Act,  increases  the  tax 
base  from  $300  to  S350  per  month,  effec- 
tive July  1.  19J4.  and  excludes  from 
taxation,  as  of  April  1,  1954,  the  com- 
pensation of  certain  delegates  to  national 
or  international  conventions  of  the  rail- 
way labor  organizations. 

Under  section  7851  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Act  of  1954,  the  pre5^ent  Rail- 
road Retirement  Tax  Act  will  be  super- 
.seded,  ellective  January  1. 1955.  by  a  new 
Railroad  Retirement  Tax  Act,  which  is 
chapter  22,  I.  R.  C,  1954.  That  is  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code. 

The  new  tax  act.  however,  contains 
the  S300  tax  base  and  fails  to  provide  for 
the  increased  S350  base.  Likewise,  it 
fails  to  provide  for  excluding  the  com- 
pensation of  certain  delegates  to  con- 
ventions. This  amendment  would  rem- 
edy this  deficiency  by  adding  these  pro- 
visions to  the  new  Railroad  Retirement 
Tax  Act. 

In  brief,  that  is  what  the  pmendm*>nts 
do.  I  heard  the  plea  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York  not  to  amend  the  bill.  I  have 
heard  the  suggestion  made,  "We  can  put 
it  through,  and  we  can  amend  the  act 
next  year  when  we  take  it  up  again." 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  is  very  bad 
legislative  procedure.  If  this  bill  is  to 
be  enacted  into  law  certainly  it  should 
be  enacted  into  law  with  all  the  mecha- 
nism necessary  to  make  it  work. 

I  have  nothing  more  to  say  on  this 
amendment,  I  feel  it  is  one  which  must 
be  accepted  unless  we  want  to  see  this 
fund  further  jeopardized  in  the  process. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bricker  in  the  chair).  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Arizona, 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Nebraska  supports 
the  views  of  the  able  Senator  from 
Arizona. 


In  my  opinion  this  is  no  social-security 

act.  This  is  no  WPA  project.  This  is 
no  foreign-aid  proposal.  Nor  is  it  a 
drought-relief  measure.  When  the  Con- 
gress first  inaugurated  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Act  it  was  assumed — and  In  my 
opinion  it  was  the  intention  of  Con- 
gress— that  this  would  be  one  fund  which 
would  be  put  on  an  actuarially  sound 
basis. 

While  the  Senator  from  Arizona  points 
out  the  fact  that  the  fund  is  in  no 
jeopardy  at  this  time  and  is  solvent,  if 
we  are  to  pass  bills  such  as  those  before 
us  today  without  adequate  hearings,  the 
fund  will  not  remain  solvent. 

I  trust  that  Senators  will  keep  in  mind. 
in  considering  this  bill,  that  this  Is  one 
fund  which  must  remain  actuarially 
sound. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  (Mr. 

GOLDWATER). 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  urge 
that  the  amendment  be  defeated,  and 
submit  these  reasons: 

First,  there  is  no  question  of  whether 
or  not  this  fund  is  solvent  and  will  re- 
main solvent.  As  of  today — and  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  will  agree  with  me — the 
fund  is  absolutely  solvent.  There  is  no 
problem  about  having  plenty  of  money 
in  the  fund  to  pay  the  charges. 

Today  in  the  railroad  retirement  fund 
there  is  a  total  of  $3.2  billion.  The  total 
benefits  which  would  be  paid  from  this 
fund  if  the  bill  were  passed  would  be 
$724  milhon  a  year.  Of  course,  there  are 
funds  coming  in  all  the  time. 

There  is  some  question  of  whether  or 
not  this  is  an  actuarially  solvent  fund. 
As  I  said.  I  cannot  go  into  all  the  details, 
but  I  hope  my  distinguished  colleague 
will  check  me,  and  if  I  make  a  misstate- 
ment. I  hope  he  will  correct  me,  because 
I  do  not  want  to  make  a  misstatement 
to  the  Senate. 

As  of  today,  to  make  the  fund  abso- 
lutely actuarially  sound  there  should  ba 
levied,  instead  of  a  tax  of  OU  percent 
against  the  employees,  a  tax  of  perhaps 
7  percent.  It  is  said  it  would  require 
about  1.6  percent  more,  divided  as  be- 
tween the  employees  and  the  employers, 
to  make  the  fund  actuarially  in  balance. 

What  do  the  words  "actuarially  sound" 
mean?  They  mean,  according  to  actu- 
arial principles,  taking  into  considera- 
tion over  a  long  term  the  average  re- 
ceipts and  payments  from  the  fund  in 
that  long  term,  that  there  should  be  suf- 
ficient amounts  of  money  in  the  fund  to 
maintain  solvency  at  all  times. 

As  I  remember,  the  representatives  of 
the  railroad  retirement  fund  testified 
that  it  would  he  the  year  2010.  if  condi- 
tions remain  as  they  are  today,  there 
might  be  some  question  as  to  whether  or 
not  the  tax  ought  to  be  raised  in  the 
year  2010.  I  ask  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Arizona  if  that  statement  is 
correct? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  is  approximately 
correct.  However,  it  was  brought  out  in 
the  hearings  on  the  dual  benefits  ques- 
tion, as  the  Senator  will  recall,  that 
there  was  a  doubt  about  the  actuarial 
soundness  of  the  fund;  and  the  state- 
ment was  made  by  the  Senator  from 
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Illinolfl  that  changing  the  act  of  1951 
would  reduce  that  estimate  of  exhaus- 
tion by  10  years. 

Mr.  CXX>PER.  That  is  correct.  From 
the  y^ur  2010  to  the  year  2000. 

Mr.  GOIJ>WATER.  I  believe  that 
was  the  amount. 

Mr.  CXX>PER.  Let  us  fully  under- 
stand this  question.  So  far  as  the  fund 
being  solvent  at  present  is  concerned, 
there  is,  of  course,  no  question  about  the 
fact  that  it  is  actuarially  solvent.  The 
testimony  is  that  the  fund  will  last  until 
the  year  2010.  It  might  be  necessary  at 
that  time  to  raise  the  tax  rate,  to  keep 
the  fund  on  an  actuarially  sound  basis. 
There  is  no  problem  now  about  whether 
or  not  the  fund  is  actuarially  sound  and 
solvent. 

I  know  nly  distinguished  friend  will 
agree  with  me  that  there  is  no  question 
on  that  point,  except  a  question  based 
upon  the  abstraction  of  whether  at  the 
moment  it  is  actuarially  ideally  in  bal- 
ance. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  GOLDWATER.  That  is  the  point, 
in  economic  theory,  where  I  depart  from 
many  of  my  brethren.  I  think  all  funds 
should  be  solvent  at  all  times.  These 
workers  have  paid  money  into  this  fund. 
The  railroads  have  paid  money  into  the 
f-md.  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  say 
"We  have  $3.2  billion  in  the  fund,  and 
that  is  a  great  deal  of  money,  and  since 
we  have  to  operate  off  the  'kitty'  for 
only  3  or  4  months  we  should  go  ahead 
and  do  it." 

That  is  not  good  business.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  fair  to  the  railroad  people,  the 
working  people,  and  the  public  to  misuse 
funds  held  in  trust  for  them.  I  have  said 
that  if  the  fund  is  actuarially  unsound 
we  should  determine  it,  and  not  wait 
until  2010.  If  adjustments  must  be 
made,  let  us  make  them  now. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  know  the  Senator  did 
not  mean  to  suggest  that  I  said  we  should 
use  the  fund  recklessly  without  regard  to 
the  future.  I  said  that  as  of  the  moment 
It  is  absolutely  solvent,  and  even  on  the 
ideal  actuarial  basis  it  is  solvent  under 
the  present  rate.  It  will  be  solvent  and 
in  balance  until  the  year  2010.  accord- 
ing to  the  experts.  That  is  a  fair  state- 
ment. Any  fund  might  be  out  of  balance, 
from  the  standpoint  of  an  ideal  actuarial 
basis,  by  1  percent  one  way  or  another. 
I  have  the  highest  regard  for  my  friend, 
but  I  really  do  not  believe  there  is  much 
basis  for  the  argument  based  on  the 
question  of  actuarial  solvency. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  now  wish  to  ap- 
peal to  the  Senator  as  a  lawyer.  I  am  not 
a  lawyer,  and  I  want  to  appeal  to  his 
legal  background  and  to  the  inherent  de- 
sire of  all  lawyers  to  enact  clean  legisla- 
tion. I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  in  the  bill  before  us  section 
205  aipends  a  subsection  of  a  law  which 
no  longer  exists.  I  am  not  a  lawyer 
Perhaps  it  is  permissible  to  do  that. 
That  is  not  what  I  pay  my  lawyer  for 
however.  ' 

.  Mr.  COOPER.  I  will  address  myself 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator.  The 
bill  which  is  before  us  would  raise  the  tax 
base  from  $300  to  $350.    It  would  be- 


come immediately  effective.  When  the 
Internal  Revenue  Act  was  passed  a  few 
days  ago — of  course,  not  taking  into  ac- 
count that  this  bill  might  be  pasted — it 
retained  the  tax  base  at  $300  a  month. 
That  bill  does  not  become  effective  until 
January  1.  I  believe  I  am  correct  In  say- 
ing that,  with  respect  to  absolutely 
maintaining  a  balance  of  benefit  pay- 
ments and  receipts  against  this  fund, 
there  is  no  question  at  all  until  January 
1.  If  the  Internal  Revenue  Act  should 
be  effective  and  should  change  this  pro- 
vision, by  keeping  the  base  to  $300,  there 
might  then  be  a  technical  defect  which 
would  have  to  be  remedied.  It  would 
require  an  amendment  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Act  to  raise  the  base  to  $$50.  I 
believe  my  friend  will  agree  that  there  is 
no  problem  from  now  until  January  1. 
'  Mr.  GOLDWATER.  If  the  Stnator 
wishes  to  admit  that  poorly  written  leg- 
islation, which  does  not  cover  laws  which 
Congress  has  enacted,  presents  no  prob- 
lem, it  is  an  entirely  new  approach  for 
a  lawyer,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I 
still  have  not  had  an  answer  to  my  ques- 
tion regarding  a  lawyer's  interpretation 
as  to  how  it  is  possible  to  amend  an  act 
which  no  longer  exists. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Is  the  Senator  ad- 
dressing his  suggestions  to  the  amend- 
ment before  us? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Yes.  The  second 
part  of  the  amendment  takes  care  of 
the  compen-sation  for  services  as  a  dele- 
gate to  a  national  or  international  con- 
vention. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  make  the  point  that 
so  far  as  the  amendment  is  concerned, 
it  can  have  no  effect  until  January  i. 
The  practical  effect  of  the  amendment, 
if  it  is  adopted,  would  probably  be  that 
the  bill  would  not  be  passed.  .The  Senate 
must  weigh  that  question.  It  is  a  matter 
of  policy.  Because  I  think  that  the 
amendment  is  so  inconsequential.  I  pre- 
fer that  the  bill  be  passed,  and  I  urge 
that  the  amendment  be  defeated 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  may  say  in 
closing  that  I  have  never  heard  in  any 
legislative  body  the  suggestion  that  we 
pass  poorly  written  legi-slation.  1  am 
perfectly  willing  to  go  to  conference  on 
this  question.  I  think  it  is  an  amend- 
ment that  has  to  be  made  now  or  in 
January.  So  far  as  money  is  concerned 
the  money  is  there.  However,  it  does  not 
take  care  of  all  the  provisions  of  the 
bill  we  have  before  us  tonight  An 
amendment  is  needed.  I  am  sure  the 
House  would  have  added  it.  had  the 
House  known  of  the  passage  of  H  R  8300 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona   [Mr.  GOLDWATER].  1 

THE  TEXTILE  INDUSTRY  IN  KEW 
ENGLAND 
Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President,  it  was 
with  surprise  and  apprehension  that  I 
read  in  the  Providence  Sunday  Journal 
of  August  8  a  news  report  on  an  address 
given  by  Dr.  Alfred  C.  Neal.  first  vice 
president  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Boston,  at  the  regional  conference  of 
the  American  Institute  of  Banking  held 
m  Providence. 


I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  the 
article  printed  in  the  Record  as  a  part 
of  my  address. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Loss  OF  Textiles  Seen  LinriNG  N(w  England 
Living  Standards 

New  England's  loss  of  parts  of  Its  textile 
Industry,  while  unfortunate,  may  lead  It  to 
even  higher  standards  of  living  through  the 
substitution  of  other  Industrtes,  Dr.  Alfred 
C.  Neal,  first  vice  president  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  bank,  said  yesterday. 

Dr.  Neal.  principal  speaker  at  a  luncheon 
of  the  regional  conference  of  the  American 
Institute  of  Banking  at  the  Sh«raton-Bllt- 
more.  said  that  workers  displaced  from  Jobs 
in  the  nondurable  Industries  represented  by 
textiles  should  be  guided  to  Jobs  In  the  dur- 
able Industries,  represented  by  machinery, 
which  Is  moving  Into  the  region. 

He  predicted  a  future  for  the  region  In  Jet 
engines,  atomic  power,  and  plastics,  both  at 
home  and  abroad. 

New  England's  first  prosperity  came  from 
foreign  trade  and  Its  future  may  depend 
largely  on  whether  Its  prospects  In  this  field 
are  realized.  More  than  235.000  Jobs  In  the 
region  are  dependent  on  export,  he  said. 

The  conference  concludes  with  a  breakfast 
session  today. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President.  Dr. 
Neal's  statement  deals  with  a  sericus 
matter  of  great  importance  to  both  the 
Rhode  Island  and  the  New  England 
economies.  It  is  extremely  unfortunate 
that  an  unrealistic  and  defeatist  atti- 
tude should  be  taken  by  one  who  should 
be  acquainted  with  the  facts^particu- 
larly  when  such  an  attitude  is  voiced  by 
a  spokesman  for  the  Federal  Reserve 
bank.  This  spokesman  adopted  the  at- 
titude, which  is  being  spread  widely 

that  Rhode  Island  and  New  England 
generally  can  afford  to  lose  its  textile  in- 
dustry. 

Those  who  adopt  such  a  a  view  seem 
gros.sly  ignorant  of  the  importance  of 
this  industry  to  this  region,  and  of  the 
hardship  caused  to  thousands  of  workers 
and  the  adverse  effect  upon  the  regions 
economy.  One  can  only  conclude  that 
the  proponents  of  such  views  wish  to  see 
our  textile  industry  further  crippled 
They  seek  to  create  an  unfavorable 
community  attitude  so  as  to  further 
damage  the  industry  and  its  200  000  em- 
ployees, who  with  their  families,  are  di- 
rectly dependent  on  the  textile  industry. 

In  1952  a  special  committee  appointed 
by  the  six  New  England  Governors— of 
which  the  present  junior  Unitrd  States 
Senator,  Frederick  G.  Payne,  of  Maine 
was  one— issued  a  report  on  the  New 
England  textile  industry  which  stressed 
the  importance  of  the  textile  industry  to 
New  England's  economy.  It  under- 
scored the  significance  of  community  at- 
titudes toward  this  basic  industry  Ac- 
cording to  the  committee,  which  was 
under  the  chairmanship  of  Prof  Sey- 
mour E.  Harris,  of  Harvard  University: 

An  objective  evaluation  strengthens  our 
conviction  that  It  is  imperative  to  keep  up 
the  textile   Industry  In  New   England. 

The  committee  cited  the  need  for  im- 
proved community  attitudes  toward  the 
textile  industry  and  said: 

This  Is  a  matter  of  outstanding  Impor- 
tance whose  significance  we  canaot  over- 
emphasize. 
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Later  the  New  England  Textile  Com- 
mittee, another  committee  appointed  by 
other  six  New  England  Governors,  made 
a  report  submitted  on  April  7.  1954.  It 
drew  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  in- 
dustry employs  more  than  200,000  per- 
sons with  an  annual  payroll  of  approxi- 
mately $750  million.  The  committee 
pointed  outjthat  the  New  England  textile 
industry  is  the  second  largest  source  of 
industrial  wages  in  a  region  which  is 
dependent  on  its  manufacturing  indus- 
tries for  its  econcmic  health. 

In  my  own  State  of  Rhode  Island,  the 
textile  industry  i.-mploys  approximately 
49. COO  persons  or  about  34  percent 
of  all  persons  employed  by  manufactur- 
ing indu.nries  in  our  State.  This  is  ac- 
cording to  the  11)53  average,  the  latest 
full  year  availabl?.  It  is  estimated  that 
the  payroll  of  Rhode  Islands  textile  in- 
dustry amounts  to  more  than  $130  mil- 
lion annually,  which  is  equivalent  to  36 
percent  of  the  tot  il  annual  payroll  for  all 
cf  our  Rhode  Island  manufacturing  in- 
dustries. 

New  England  cotton  and  .synthetic 
textile  mills  altogether  have  spent  a  total 
of  J185  million  since  the  end  of  World 
War  II  in  modernizing  their  plants  and 
equipment.  A  representative  sample  of 
these  mills  have  i)aid  out  $164  million  in 
taxes  during  the  postwar  period.  Since 
the  end  of  World  War  II.  these  mill?  have 
•spent  $392  million  in  New  England  pur- 
chasing supplies  and  service  from  other 
New  England  industries.  If  data  for  all 
the  branches  of  the  New  England  textile 
indu.<^try  were  added  to  there  fiyures.  the 
totals  would  be  multiplied  many  times. 
In  commenting  on  this  industry  which 
\^  the  second  large  st  employer  of  labor  in 
New  Enpland.  the  spokesman  for  the 
Federal  Reserve  hank  docs  a  disseivice 
not  only  to  this  sirea,  but  to  the  whole 
country,  in  failinp  to  realize  the  vast  im- 
portance of  textiles  to  New  England. 
The  facts  are  these: 

1.    IMPORTANCE   or  THE    INDUSTRY    TC    NEW 
EliCLANO 

^a>  Employment  of  approximately 
220,000  persons — average  employment 
durina  1953.  last  complete  year  for  which 
data  is  available. 

(b>  Capital  investment  in  excess  of 
$1'^  billion. 

<ci  Annual  payroll  of  approximately 
$750  million. 

<d>  Substitution  of  new  manufactur- 
ing jobs  for  existirg  textile  jobs,  it  is  esti- 
mated, would  require  an  investment  of 
about  $3  billion. 

<e)  "Indirect,  jis  well  as,  direct  em- 
ployment must  be  con-^idered  in  eval- 
uating the  importance  of  textile  manu- 
facture to  New  England.  Loss  of  a  job 
in  textiles  may  well  mean  two  jobs  gone. 
With  the  di.'^appf  arance  of  textile,  the 
grocer,  druggist,  the  clothier,  the  cleaner, 
and  so  forth,  wou  d  feel  the  impact.  In 
addition,  the  related  industries — textile 
machinery,  textile  schools,  textile  soaps, 
textile  finances — H'ould  gradually  suffer 
lo.'^'^es  in  New  England." 

This  is  a  quotation  from  the  1952  re- 
port by  the  New  England  Governors' 
Committee  on  Te:ctiies. 

2.    DISPLACED    TEXTILE    WORKERS 

Displaced  textile  workers  do  not  get 
better  jobs  in  other  industries  and.  in 
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fact,  many  workers  become  unemployed 
for  long  periods  of  time. 

A  careful  study  of  displaced  textile 
workers  has  been  made  by  Northeast- 
ern University,  and  early  results  of  this 
study  were  pubUshed  by  Business  Week 
in  its  March  6.  1954  issue.  These  re- 
sults show  that  of  756  workers  interview- 
ed 1  year  after  they  had  lost  their  jobs. 
40  percent  were  still  unemployed.  23 
percent  had  found  employment  in  other 
textile  mills,  and  less  than  5  percent  had 
found  employment  in  industries  which 
are  recommended  by  some  as  substitutes 
for  the  textile  industry. 

The  report  also^tates  that  "the  ma- 
jority of  the  employed  were  earning  less 
than  before,  and  many  had  been  down- 
graded, from  skilled  to  semiskilled,  or 
from  semiskilled  to  unskilled  classifica- 
tions. Most  told  interviewers  that  they 
were  unhappy  with  their  new  job.  in 
part  because  of  the  lower  pay  in  rate, 
but  also  because  they  had  lost  seniority! 
and  saw  little  opportunity  for  advance- 
ment." The  facts  show  that  substitute 
industries  do  not  become  the  employers 
of  former  textile  workers. 

3.   SUBSTITUTE  INDUSTRIES 

Generally  speaking,  experience  has 
shown  that  the  industries  which  move 
into  depressed  textile  areas  pay  lower 
wages  than  those  paid  by  textile  mills. 
Plastics,  toys,  certain  clothing  opera- 
tions, and  others  are  typical  examples. 

Although  we  are  glad  to  have  the  elec- 
tronics industry  expanding  in  New  Elna- 
land.  we  should  not  fall  into  the  error 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  spokesman  in  as- 
suming that  jobs  in  this  industry,  or  in 
any  other  substittue  industry,  are  auto- 
matically hipher  paying  than  textile 
jobs.  The  facts  are  that  starting  rates 
of  pay  in  electronic  plants  are  in  almost 
all  instances  lower  than  those  in  textile 
mills  by  anywhere  from  10  to  45  cents 
an  hour. 

It  is  estimated  on  the  basis  of  the 
most  recent  survey  by  the  United  States 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  that  average 
straight-time  hourly  wages  in  the  New 
Fngland  electronics  industry  are  $1.29 
per  hour,  as  compared  with  $1.33  per 
hour  in  the  textile  industry.  It  is  im- 
portant to  point  out  that  approximately 
62  percent  of  employment  in  the  elec- 
tronics industry  is  composed  of  women 
whose  average  straight-tim?  hourly 
earnings  amount  to  only  Sl.15'2  per 
hour,  or  21  >2  cents  less  per  hour  than 
average  hourly  wages  in  the  textile 
industry. 

In  the  hght  of  these  facts,  namely, 
that  the  textile  industry  is  on?  of  this  re- 
gion's most  important  industries,  that 
textile  workers  have  great  difficulty  in 
getting  jobs  elsewhere,  and  that  the  tex- 
tile industry  maintains  wage  standards 
higher  than  mo^t  substitute  industries, 
it  is  indeed  shocking  that  a  spokesman 
for  the  Federal  Reserve  bank  should  en- 
courage the  destruction  of  an  industry 
which  has  long  been  a  mainstay  of 
the  economy  of  both  Rhode  Island  and 
New  England.  This  argument  plays  di- 
rectly into  the  hands  of  those  who  wish 
to  see  the  prices  of  textile  stocks  de- 
pressed. Low  prices  mean  greater  profits 
for  persons  in  the  business  of  liquidating 
mills. 


It  is  the  responsibility  of  persons  hi- 
terested  in  and  concerned  with  the  fu- 
ture economic  welfare  of  New  England 
to  aid  in  the  solution  of  the  problems 
confronting  one  of  New  England's  basic 
industries,  rather  than  to  hold  forth 
false  illusions  of  economic  gain  by  the 
development  of  industries  which  have 
not  and  do  not  take  up  the  region's  em- 
ployment slack. 

4.    CONCLUSION 

It  is  my  judgment  that  the  whole  tex- 
tile industry,  particularly  textile  mergers 
and  consohdations,  should  be  thoroughly 
investigated  by  the  Subcommittee  on 
Monopoly  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  of  which  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  North  Dakota.  Senator 
Lancer,  is  chairman,  and  that  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Economic  Reports  should 
undertake  a  basic  study  of  all  the  prob- 
lems relating  to  the  textile  industry  as 
a  whole. 

The  econcmic  difficulties  which  have 
affected  textile  manufacturing  are  not 
confined  to  any  particular  part  of  the 
country,  although  they  are  particularly 
acute  local  problems  in  New  England  as 
I  have  discussed  here.  Textiles  is  one 
of  our  oldest  industries  and  one  which  is 
essential  to  our  national  defense.  The 
Congress  of  the  United  States  should 
give  immediate  and  careful  attention  to 
the  very  serious  and  widespread  prob- 
lems with  which  this  important  section 
of  economy  is  now  struggling. 


GREETINGS  TO  LESLIE  L.  BIFFLE. 
FORMER  SECRETARY  OP  THE 
SENATE 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  I  de- 
she  to  announce  to  the  Senate  that  its 
former  Secretary,  who  is  deeply  loved  by 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  is 
now  on  the  floor,  Mr.  Leslie  BifBe.  [Ap- 
plau-^e.] 

Mr.  President,  let  me  state  that  Mr. 
B  ffle  has  just  returned  from  a  trip  to 
Europe,  where  he  was  sent  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer.  Its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  follow- 
ing bills  of  the  Senate: 

S  204.  An  act  to  provide  for  tlie  convey- 
ance of  certain  land  in  the  State  of  Mary- 
land to  the  Disney-Bell  Post  66  of  the  Amer- 
ican Legion,  Bowie,  Md.; 

S.  738.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria  Busa; 

S  eC6.  An  act  to  establish  the  finality  of 
contracts  between  the  Government  and  com- 
mon carriers  of  passengers  and  freight  sub- 
ject to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act: 

S.  1259.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anastasla 
Kondylis; 

S,  1604.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margot 
Herta  Matulewitz; 

S.  1605  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James 
Arthur  Cimino  and  Joan  Clmino; 

S.  1687.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  T.  C. 
Elliott: 

S.  1873.  An    act    for   the   relief   of   Ursula 
Wilke  and  Mike  M",rio  Wilke; 
S  20^8.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francesco 

MarlneJli; 

5.2301.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katherina 
Picerkona  and  her  minor  son.  Helmut; 
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8. 2810.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  tbe  Blr- 
mlngham  Iron  Works.  Inc.; 

S.  aSiS.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tun  Tal 
Mlao  and  his  wife,  Chao  Pel  Ttang  Mlao; 

S.  2360.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ito  Tukiko; 

8. 2618.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ertogroul 
Osman; 

8.2686.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Artiiro 
Rodrigues  Diaa; 

8. 2839.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Etsuko 
Tamakl   (Shimizu); 

8. 2640.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther 
Joanne  Potter; 

8. 2640.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chaya 
Iftangles; 

8. 2731.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jean 
Cantallnl; 

8. 2789.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gianni 
Bemardis; 

8.2842.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Felix  de  Pini6s; 

8. 2849.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elisa- 
Pompea  Roppo   (EUsa-Pompea   Cardone); 

8.  2879.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Peter  Ju- 
lian Newbery  and  Prudence  Ellen  Newbery; 

8. 2884.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Anna 
Scrinzi.  Sister  Giuliana  Paladini,  Sister  lo- 
landa  liCazzocchi,  and  Sister  Gluseppina  Zan- 
chetta; 

8.  2887.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hon  Cheun 
Kwan; 

8. 2893.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Seraphina 
Papgeorgiou; 

8.  2941.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kim  Kwang 
8uk  and  Kim  Woo  Shik; 

S.  2945.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eulalio 
Rodrigues  Vargas; 

8. 2964.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Christine 
Thum; 

8.2993.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ruth 
Wehrhan; 

8.3056.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S.  Sgt. 
Bilveetre  B.  Castillo; 

8.  3058.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  na- 
tionals of  Italy: 

8.3108.  An  act  to  modify  the  act  of  Oc- 
tober 8,  1940  (54  Stat.  1020)  and  the  act  of 
July  24.  1947  (61  Stat.  418)  with  respect  to 
the  recoupment  of  certain  public  school  con- 
struction costs  in  Minnesota; 

8.3112.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Emiko 
Watanabe; 

8.3138.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wakako 
Niimi  and  her  minor  child,  Katherlne; 

8. 3145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bonlta  Lee 
Simpson: 

8.  3148.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francesco 
Pugliese: 

S.  3221.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ingeborg 
Otto: 

8.3276.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cleophat 
Robert  Joseph  Caron; 

S.  3404.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Annl  Stroee 
Jaoobeen; 

8.  3447.  An  act  to  amend  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  to  permit  the  filling  of  oral  pre? 
Bcri;rtlons  for  certain  drugs,  and  for  other 
purposes: 

S.  3485.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Llselotta 
Kunze: 

S.  3577.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mllos 
Knezevlch: 

S.  3586.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Hllde- 
gard  Simon  Walley; 

8.  3601.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  is  authorized  to  extend 
until  not  later  than  October  18,  1962,  cer- 
tain timber  rights  and  necessary  ingress  and 
egress,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3625.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Juana 
Padllla  de  Caballero  (Mrs.  Juana  Padllla  de 
Ontiveroe) ; 

S.  3652.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francis 
Timothy  Mary  Hodgson  (formerly  Victor 
Charles  Joyce) ; 

S.  3840.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Klyce 
Motors,  Inc.;  and 

S.  3844.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  reciprocal 
and  more  effective  remedy  for  certain  claims 
arising  out  of  the  acts  of  military  personnel 
and  to  authorize  the  pro  rata  sharing  of  the 


eoet  of  such  claims  with  foreign  nations,  and 
for  other  purposes.  j 

Hie  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  House  amendments  to 
the  bill  (S.  2033)  relating  to  the  labeUng 
of  packages  containing  foreign-produced 
trout  sold  in  the  United  States,  and  re- 
quiring certain  information  to  appear  on 
the  menus  of  public  eating  places  serv- 
ing such  trout. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  severally  agreed  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  follow- 
ing bills  of  the  House : 

H.  R.  1254.  An  act  to  provide  authorization 
for  certain  uses  of  public  lands; 

H.  R.  2032.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence 
D.  Newland: 

H.  R.  2876.  An  act  for  the  relief  or  Leo  F. 
Pinder; 

H.  R.  4638.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  D^vid 
W.  Wallace; 

H.  R.  6451.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  public  lands  in  Utah  to 
the  occupants  of  the  land; 

H.  R.  7130.  An  act  to  amend  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act  to  provide  for  the 
loss  of  nationality  of  persons  convicted  of 
certain  crimes;  and 

H.  R.  9728.  An  act  to  revise,  codify,  and 
enact  into  law  title  21  of  the  United  States 
Code,  entitled  "Food,  Drugs,  and  Cosmetics." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  severally  agreed  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  follow- 
ing bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  1107.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
J.  A.  Vance  Co.; 

H.  R.  2233.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  ac- 
quisition of  lands  by  the  United  States  re- 
quired for  the  reservoir  created  by  the  con- 
struction of  Oahe  Dam  on  the  Missouri  River 
and  for  rehabilitation  of  the  Indians  of  the 
Cheyenne  River  Sioux  Reservation,  8.  Dak., 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  6573.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  pro- 
motion, precedence,  constructive  credit,  dis- 
tribution, retention,  and  elimination  of  of- 
ficers of  the  Reserve  components  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
yther  purposes; 

H.  R.  9729.  An  act  to  revise,  codify,  and 
enact  Into  law  title  13  of  the  United  States 
Code,  entitled  "Census";  and 

H.  R.  9730.  An  act  to  amend  various  stat- 
utes and  certain  titles  of  the  United  States 
Code  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  obsolete 
references,  and  for  other  purposes.   • 

ITie  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill 
(S.  3706)  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Par- 
ty, to  prohibit  members  of  Communist 
organizations  from  serving  in  certain 
representative  capacities,  and  for  otter 
purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9580)  to  revise  and  extend  the 
laws  relating  to  espionage  and  sabotage, 
and  for  other  ^purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  concurrent 
resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  104)  to  print 
additional  copies  of  part  4  of  the  hear- 
ings held  before  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 


fairs relative  to  stockpile  and  accessi- 
bility of  strategic  and  critical  m&terials 
to  the  United  States  in  time  of  war. 


AMENDMENTS  TO  RAILROAD  RE- 
TIREMENT ACT.  THE  RAIlROAD 
RETIREMENT  TAX  ACT,  AND  THE 
RAILROAD  UNEMPLOYMENT  IN- 
SURANCE ACT  I 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considieration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7840)  to  amend  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act,  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Tax  Act,  and  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr,  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  understood 
that  there  is  a  provision  in  virtually  every 
major  revision  of  laws  which  includes 
a  saving  clause  which  takes  care  of 
changes  in  revision.  I  do  not  believe  we 
could  properly  legislate  otherwise,  be- 
cause in  hundreds  of  bills  changes  are 
made  in  dates  or  in  other  things  which 
cannot  be  immediately  included  and  are 
not  immediately  included  in  all  the  leg- 
islation to  which  reference  hac  been 
made.  But  the  saving  clause  ia  there, 
which  takes  care  of  the  situation.  It 
seems  to  me  the  objection  is  a  purely 
technical  objection. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President. 
will  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Will  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  cite  me  such  a  sav- 
ing clause? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  is  in  many  laws.  I 
do  not  have  the  code  of  laws  before  me. 
of  course,  but  I  am  quite  sure  my  state- 
ment is  correct.  I  have  checked  with 
persons  who  have  had  experience.  I  do 
not  beheve  we  could  properly  legislate 
otherwise.  Every  time  we  amended  a 
bill,  unless  we  went  through  all  the  laws 
on  our  statute  books  and  simultaneous- 
ly made  changes  to  conform,  we  would 
run  into  the  very  difficulty  which  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  has  pointed  out, 
if.  indeed,  he  is  justified  in  pointing  it 
out. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  If  the  Senator 
can  cite  me  such  a  saving  clause  I  shall 
be  happy  to  see  it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  cannot  cite  it,  be- 
cause I  cannot  go  through  the  entire 
revenue  act  at  this  time. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  The  Senator  is  a 
member  of  the  committee  and  has  had 
ample  time  to  study  the  bill,  and  I  am 
sure  he  gave  it  long  and  careful  study. 
I  should  like  to  know  if  I  am  in  error. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Let  me  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arizona  that  I  am  a  member  of 
the  committee,  and  I  have  taken  great 
interest  in  the  bill.  It  is  supported  by 
all  the  railroad  brotherhoods,  the  men 
and  women  who  pay  into  the  contribu- 
toi-y  fund  6' '4  percent  of  their  wages 
every  month.  I  believe  it  is  a  good  bill. 
I  believe  it  is  actuarially  sound.  I  as- 
sume the  increased  benefits  will  be  more 
than  counterbalanced  by  increased  re- 
ceipts because  of  the  larger  payments 
due  to  the  increased  wages  and  salaries 
which  are  paid.  So  the  only  objections 
which  can  be  raised,  so  far  as  I  can  see. 
are  technical  objections.     I  very  much 
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hope  tliey  will  not.  be  made,  because  I 
think  they  are  contrary  to  the  interests 
of  the  country  and  the  interests  of  the 
beneficiaries  of  this  fund.  Of  course. 
Senators  can  block  the  bill,  but  I  strongly 
urpe  that  Senator:;  not  offer  technical 
objections  at  this  late  date  to  make  an 
impact  to  the  extent  that  any  Senator 
would  think  of  voting  against  the  bill, 
which  is  a  sound  one  and  one  to  which 
I  have  heard  no  cbjections  save  from 
the  railroad  companies,  which  may  have 
to  pay  a  little  bit  more  into  the  fund; 
but  it  is  a  very  little  bit  more. 

Mr.  COOPER.  1  thank  the  Senator 
from  New  York. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  Arizona  is 
pioceeding  with  a  proposal  which  is  not 
only  technical,  but  which  is  really  not 
of  any  large  substf  nee.  He  has  given 
to  the  Senate  two  instances  in  which  he 
says  technical  corrections  should  be 
made.  One  of  them  is  in  section  205, 
which  reads  as  folio *'s: 

Sec  205.  Subsection  (e)  of  section  1532  of 
the  Railroad  Retlrem(  nt  Tax  Act  Is  hereby 
amended  by  inserting  it  the  end  thereof  the 
following  sentence:  "Compensation  for  serv- 
ice as  a  delegate  to  a  national  or  Interna- 
tional convention  of  a  railway  labor  orp-»nl- 
Ziition  defined  as  an  'employer'  in  subseciion 
(a I  of  this  section  shall  be  disregarded  for 
purposes  of  determining  the  amount  of  taxes 
due  pursuant  to  this  subchapter  If  the  In- 
dividual rendering  such  service  has  not  pre- 
vuiiisly  rendered  service,  other  than  as  such 
a  delegate,  which  may  be  Included  in  his 
•years  of  service'  for  purposes  of  the  RaU- 
road  Retirement  Act." 

Prospectively,  it  would  mean  that  the 
compensation  of  delegates  could  not  be 
included  in  the  base  upon  which  taxes 
aie  levied. 

The  Senator's  argument  is  that  be- 
cause this  tax  would  still  be  levied  under 
the  Internal  Revenue  Act.  there  should 
be  a  technical  amendment  correcting 
the  language,  without  regard  to  the  sav- 
ing clause  which  I  think  will  be  found 
in  the  Internal  Revenue  Act.  This 
would  involve  a  later  amendment,  and, 
in  my  opinion,  would  repeal  the  earlier 
enactment  in  the  Internal  Revenue  Act 
so  far  as  the  delegates  are  concerned. 

As  to  the  other  question  raised  by  the 
Senator.  I  think  there  is  a  saving  clause 
which  would  take  care  of  it,  anyway.  I 
hope  the  amendment  will  be  defeated, 
becau.se  I  think  its  passage  would  mean 
the  defeat  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  strongly  support  the 
pending  bill,  and  I  certainly  hope  that 
Senators  will  realize  that  if  any  amend- 
ment is  added  to  the  bill  it  might  well 
defeat  it  in  this  session  of  the  Congress. 
If  an  amendment  is  placed  on  the  bill 
it  means  that  the  bill  must  go  back  to 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  there 
will  be  no  time  for  action,  which  will 
mean  the  defeat  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  in  my 
judgment  the  railroad  retirement  bill,  in 
the  form  in  which  it  is  offered  tonight. 
is  long  overdue.  Its  passage  should  be 
immediate,  without  amendments. 

I  am  a  little  amused,  I  may  say.  speak- 
ing good  naturedly.  about  the  last-min- 
ute concern  over  the  possibihty — and  it 
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is  only  a  possibility,  not  a  probability — 
that  in  the  year  2010  it  may  be  necessary 
to  take  further  action  on  the  railroad  re- 
tirement law,  from  the  standpoint  of  its 
actuarial  features.  But  the  record  is 
not  clear  that  such  action  may  be  neces- 
sary, even  in  the  year  2010.  I  think  we 
had  better  pay  some  attention  to  the 
needs  of  the  recipients  of  the  benefits 
under  this  very  sound  social  law  in  the 
present  and  in  the  immediate  future. 

Likewise,  I  am  not  greatly  moved  by 
the  argument  that  this  is  an  amendment 
to  a  nonexisting  law.  Of  course,  for  the 
Record,  it  should  be  made  clear  what  is 
meant  by  that  ar2rument.  It  means  that, 
because  a  new  internal  i-evenue  law  has 
recently  l)een  passed,  which  in  turn  will 
be  codified  by  way  of  making  a  great 
many  technical  changes  in  titles  and 
section  numbeis.  in  passing  a  law  which 
in  its  printed  foi-m  does  not  refer  to  the 
sections  and  the  titles  of  the  new  internal 
revenue  law,  we  should  p>ostpone  final 
action  on  the  bill  until  the  printers  have 
finished  their  work  some  time  between 
now  and  January. 

If  I  ever  heard  an  argument  of  form 
without  substance,  this  is  it.  When  we 
pass  the  bill  tonight,  as  I  hope  we  shall, 
and  without  amendments,  there  will  be 
two  parliamentary  procedures  to  follow 
in  order  to  meet  the  very  superficial  ar- 
gument of  form  which  has  been  pre- 
sented against  the  bill.  I  have  consulted 
with  the  legislative  counsel  in  regard  to 
this  question. 

First,  the  usual  language  should  be 
adopted  to  authorize  the  clerks  and  the 
staffs  to  make  such  changes  in  number- 
ing and  titling  as  may  be  necessary. 
Second,  I  propose  to  offer — and  it  is  now 
being  drafted — a  concurrent  resolution, 
not  an  amendment  to  the  bill,  because 
no  chances  should  be  taken  wuth  amend- 
ments to  the  bill,  as  has  been  brought 
out  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Cooper],  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Lehman],  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Hill],  and  other  Senators.  If  it 
is  desired  to  make  certain  that  justice 
will  be  done  to  the  railroad  workers, 
whose  representatives  are  unanimously 
behind  the  bill,  then  let  us  not,  in  the 
closing  hours  of  the  session,  attach  any 
amendment,  technical  or  otherwise,  to 
the  bill,  which  will  cause  the  bill  to  die 
in  the  House. 

But  a  concurrent  resolution  can  be 
submitted — and  I  propose  to  submit 
one — which  will  make  it  perfectly  clear 
that  when  the  two  laws  come  to  be  en- 
rolled, they  shall  be  dovetailed  as  to  the 
technical  matters  of  titling  and  section- 
ing, making  certain  that  they  are  inter- 
related and  coordinated,  so  far  as  en- 
rollment is  concerned. 

Let  me  make  it  very  clear  that  if  the 
concurrent  resolution  should  not  be 
adopted  between  now  and  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  no  damage  would  be 
done.  Congress  will  again  convene  in 
January,  and  at  that  time  such  a  resolu- 
tion can  be  adopted. 

Lastly,  in  answer  to  the  argument 
which  has  been  made,  this  matter  would 
be  taken  care  of  automatically  when  the 
codification  is  made.  We  do  not  need  to 
worry  about  it.  If  the  bill  shall  be 
passed  tonight,  there  will  be  no  question 


about  the  railroad  retirement  law  re- 
ferring to  the  previously  existing  in- 
ternal revenue  law.  which  now  has  been 
changed  by  action  of  Congress.  When 
the  codiflers  begin  to  codify  the  law,  they 
will  codify  the  railroad  retirement  law  in 
terms  of  the  new  internal  revenue  law. 
That  is  why  I  say  the  argument  is  an  ar- 
gimient  without  substance. 

In  order  to  meet  the  artistic  niceties 
of  the  legislative  process,  I  shall  offer  a 
concurrent  resolution,  believing  that 
there  will  be  time  for  the  House  even  to 
act  on  it.  But  in  case  the  House  does 
not  act,  I  shall  reintroduce  the  concur- 
rent resolution  in  January,  and  the  ar- 
tistic job  can  be  done  then. 

In  the  meantime,  there  should  be  on 
the  statute  books  this  proposed  law, 
which  would  do  justice  to  the  railroad 
workers  of  the  country.  It  is  a  bit  of 
justice  which  is  long  overdue.  We 
should  proceed  to  pass  the  bill  now,  first 
by  rejecting  the  amendment  which  has 
been  offered,  and  then  by  voting  in  sup- 
port of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona [Mr.  GoldwaterI. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  join 
with  my  colleagues  in  suppwrting  the  bill. 
I  think  it  should  be  passed.  It  has  been 
before  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Pub- 
lic Welfare  for  a  long  time.  In  fact,  we 
Iiave  been  studying  such  legislation  not 
for  2  years  but  for  2  decades.  I  am 
proud  of  the  fact  that  I  have  supported 
all  advances  in  this  type  of  legislation 
for  the  railroad  workers. 

I  think  there  should  be  no  delay  in 
passing  the  bill.  I  believe  it  would  be 
unwise  to  undertake  to  amend  the  bill 
now,  because  to  do  so  would  merely 
mean  the  end  of  the  measure.  It  would 
not  be  possible  to  have  the  bill  passed 
if  it  had  to  go  back  to  the  House. 

I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  have 
amendments  to  the  bill.  I  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  that  the  prob- 
lem can  be  handled  by  concurrent  reso- 
lution, which  would  make  the  necessary 
proper  adjustments,  due  to  the  fact  tliat 
other  legislation  has  been  enacted  in  the 
meantime. 

I  think  the  bill  should  be  passed  with- 
out any  delay. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  order  for  the 
quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President.  I  have  been 
trying  quietly  to  persuade  our  good 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Arizona,  to 
withdraw  his  amendment.  I  think  he 
has  made  his  point.  I  do  not  think  the 
amendment  is  necessary.  I  do  not  think 
any  of  the  other  amendments  he  may  ^ 
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have  to  offer  are  necessary  at  this  par- 
ticular time. 

The  reasons  for  my  conclusion  in  that 
connection  have  been  well  covered  by 
Senators  who  have  spoken.  I  think  if 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  places  his  po- 
sition in  the  Record — and  there  is  con- 
siderable provocation  for  the  proposals 
he  is  making — his  position  will  be  there 
for  all  to  see  when  we  convene  next  Jan- 
uary. At  that  time  we  can  make  the 
changes  found  to  be  necessary.  I  see  no 
point  in  jeopardizing  the  passage  of  the 
bill.  If  a  single  amendment  to  the  bill 
is  agreed  to  at  this  time,  it  is  very  likely 
that  the  bill  itself  will  be  doomed.  So 
I  plead  with  my  good  friend  from  Ari- 
zona not  to  press  his  amendment. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President,  I 
may  say  to  the  Senator  from  New  York 
that  if  I  had  desired  to  withdraw  my 
amendment  I  would  never  have  both- 
ered offering  it,  and  I  would  be  on  an 
airliner  right  now  on  my  way  home. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for 
the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered, 

Mr.  BUSH.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
»     The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.   The  Sec- 
retary will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  order  for  the 
quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

Mr.  LANGER.    Mr.  President,  I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion has  been  heard.  The  clerk  will  re- 
sume calling  of  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  resumed  the  calling 
of  the  roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 
The  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered 

Mr.  COOPER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  do  not  wish  to  take 
the  time  of  the  Senate,  but  because  sev- 
eral Senators  have  entered  the  Chamber 
since  the  Senator  from  Arizona  offered 
his  amendment,  I  should  like  to  say  that 
the  amendment  is  purely  technical.  The 
bill  which  we  are  considering  raises  the 
tax  base  from  $300  to  $350.  The  Senator 
from  Arizona  has  said  that  since  the  old 
tax  base  will  become  effective  January  1, 
1955,  according  to  the  Internal  Revenue 
Act.  he  is  proposing  to  bring  the  two 
laws  into  conformity. 

In  the  first  place,  there  will  be  no 
possible  conflict  until  January  1,  1955. 
In  the  second  place,  all  that  is  involved 
is  a  technicality.  It  is  my  opinion;  that 
the  act  would  be  repealed  by  implica- 
tion. Furthermore,  we  have  been  told 
that  there  is  a  saving  clause  in  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Act  which  would  take 
care  of  that.  It  is  purely  a  technical 
amendment,  and  is  of  no  importance. 
All  the  adoption  of  the  amendment 
would  mean  is  that  the  bill  would  be 
defeated.  Therefore.  I  urge  the  Senate 
to  reject  the  amendment. 


Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Is  it  not  true  that  if  any  amendment  to 
the  bill  is  agreed  to,  it  will  mean  the 
death  of  the  bill  itself  this  year? 

Mr.  COOPER.  That  probably  is  true, 
but  if  I  thought  the  amendment  wa.s  a 
worthy  one,  or  that  it  should  be  adopted, 
I  would  not  make  that  argument.  I  say 
to  the  Senate  that  I  do  not  believe  the 
amendment  is  of  any  importance  ♦hat- 
soever,  and  that,  on  its  merits,  it  .should 
be  voted  down. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  In  the  opinion  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  is  there  a 
conflict  as  between  the  present  time  and 
January  1? 

Mr.  COOPER.  No;  there  is  no  con- 
fiict  as  between  now  and  January  1. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  understood  th^^ 
Senator  to  say  that  if  there  were  a  con- 
flict, it  would  be  only  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  COOPER.  There  might  be  a  con- 
flict with  January  1.  except  for  a  savin'-c 
clause  in  the  tax  bill,  to  take  care  of  the 
situation. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  And  no  one  has 
been  able  to  present  such  a  .savintj  clau.<ie. 

Mr.  COOPER.  There  is  a  ."^aving  clau'^e 
in  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954. 
on  page  815,  section  7852  (bt.  under  the 
caption  "Reference  in  Other  Laws  to  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  1939":  and  in 
this  respect  I  refer  to  the  bill  which  was 
enacted  the  other  evening  : 

(b)  Reference  in  other  laws  to  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1939:  Any  reference  In  any 

Other  law  of  the  United  States  to  any  provi- 
sion of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1939 
shall,  where  not  otherwise  distinctly  ex- 
pressed or  manifestly  Incompatiblp  with  the 
Intent  thereof,  be  deemed  also  to  refer  to  the 
corresponding  provision  of  this  title,  j 

That  provision  is  stated  somewhat  in 
the  reverse.  It  seems  to  say  that  this 
act  will  be  superior  unless  a  provision  of 
another  act  is  manifestly  incompatible 
with  it.  It  is  simply  unreasonable  to  be- 
lieve we  would  pass  a  measure  without 
regard  to  any  other  act  which  had  been 
passed.  Such  an  act  always  would  be 
applicable. 

I  am  confident,  in  my  own  mind^and 
I  would  not  say  so  to  the  Senate  if  I  were 
not — that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  is  unnecessary,  and  shoald 
be  rejected. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
this  amendment  was  deemed  necessary 
by  the  legislative  counsel,  who  felt  that 
the  bill  should  be  brought  into  conform- 
ity with  the  new  laws.  The  legislative 
counsel  drafted  the  amendment,  and  I 
have  submitted  it. 

I  have  only  one  question  to  ask:  Is  it 
wise  to  enact  into  legislation  a  bill  which 
would  raise  the  tax  base  from  $300  to 
$350,  so  that  the  funds  will  be  paid  on 
that  basis,  and  without  actually  raising 
the  tax  base  at  all? 

I  ask  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
where  we  would  get  the  funds,  ae  be- 


tween the  $300  and  the  $350,  between 
now  and  the  first  of  the  coming  year. 

The  PRESroiNG  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  I  Mr. 

GOLDWATER  I  . 

On  this  question  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call 
the  roll. 

The  lesri-slative  clerk  called  tine  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  I  Mrs. 
BowringI.  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
I  Mr.  Butler  I .  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
I  Mr.  Flanders  1,  the  Senator  from  Indi- 
ana !  Mr.  Jenner  I .  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin I  Mr.  McCarthy!,  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  I  Mr.  PurtillI.  and 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  IMr. 
Upton  I  are  necessarily  ab.sent. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  IMr.  Cai-e- 
HARTl  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  IMr. 
Welxer  I  are  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  I  Mr. 
Smith!  and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
IMr.  Wiley!  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

If  present  and  voting,  thQ  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Smith  ]  would  vole 
"nay."' 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  IMr.  ByrdI.  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  IMr.  FulbrichtI, 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Spakkman  !  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  MeKico  fMr. 
Chavez  ' ,  the  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr. 
Daniel  I,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  IMr. 
Douglas!,  the  S 'nator  from  Mi.s.si.ssippi 
IMr.  Eastland  1.  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  IMr.  Fllenper I.  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Norih  Carolina  IMr.  Lennon] 
are  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  !  Mr.  GilletteI 

is  ab.sent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
IMr.  Chavez!,  the  Senator  from  Texas 
IMr.  Daniel!,  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
I  Mr.  Douglas  I ,  the  Senator  from  Mi.-^sis- 
sippi  IMr.  Eastland  I.  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  IMr.  Gillette!,  and  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  IMr.  SparkmanJ  would 
each  vote  "nay. " 

The    result   was   announced— yeas 
nays  68,  as  follows:  I 
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Bnr.-pr 

Ooluwater 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Birri-tt 

Benll 

BridKes 

Burke 

Buvh 

Carlson 

Ca.'^e 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Cnppa 

Dirksen 

Duff 

Dworshak 

Ervin 

Terguson 

Frear 

George 

Gore 

Green 

Haydeii 


YEAS — 7 
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NAYS— C3 

Hendrickson 
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Humphrey 

Ives 
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Johnson.  Colo. 

John.son.  Tex. 

John.ston.  S.  C. 

Kcfauver 

Keniiedy 

Kerr 

Kilgore 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehman 

Long 

Magnuson 

Malone 

Mansfield 

Maybank 

McCarran 
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McClf'lan 

MilliJcin 

Monroney 

Mor.* 

Mundt 

Murray 

N':eiy 

Pa.store 

Payne 

Potter 

Robgrtson 

Ruswli 

Salionstall 

Schcieppel 

Smathers 

Smith.  Maine 

Stenni.s 

Sj'mlngton 

Thy9 

Watklns 

Williams 

Youag 
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Eastland 

EUender 

Flanders 

Ful  bright 

OtUett« 

Jenner 

Lennon 


McCarthy 

Purtell 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Sparkman 

Upton 

Welker 

Wiley 


So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President.  I 
offer  a  series  of  amendments  which  I 
send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  state  the  amendments. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  3,  before 
the  period  in  line  10.  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  a  semicolon  and  the  following: 
"and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  subsection 
(a>  of  section  3  the  following:  'and  by 
adding  to  such  sum  thus  obtained  a  fur- 
ther sum  equal  to  5  i>ercent  thereof." 

On  page  4.  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
lines  16  and  19,  inclusive. 

On  page  4.  beginning  with  Une  22.  It 
is  proposed  to  strike  out  over  through 
the  word  "by"  on  page  5.  line  1. 

On  page  5.  line  4,  beginning  with  the 
semicolon,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
down  through  the  quotation  marks  in 
line  7. 

It  is  proposed  to  renumber  sections  9 
to  15.  inclusive,  as  sections  8  to  14  respec- 
tively. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  amendments  will  be  con- 
sidered en  bloc. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  whether  the 
amendments  offered  by  him  were  offered 
to  and  con.sidered  by  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  No.  they  were 
not,  because  the  committee  never  had  a 
hearinp  on  the  House  bill. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Were  the  amendments 
considered  by  the  committee  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Senate  bill,  If  there  was 
one? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  The  amendments 
I  am  now  offering  were  considered.  In 
fact,  in  the  hearings  there  is  quite  a  bit 
of  correspondence  with  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Board  regarding  this  subject. 

Mr.  President,  these  are  the  last 
amendments  I  shall  offer.  The  advis- 
ability of  these  amendments  was  dis- 
cussed in  the  bearings.  The  amend- 
ments were  never  discussed  in  relation 
to  the  bill  we  are  working  on.  because 
the  pending  bill  was  never  con.sidered  by 
the  committee,  other  than  by  taking  a 
vote  on  it. 

Mr.  President.  I  shall  complete  my 
statement  as  quicldy  as  possible. 

This  particular  .section  is  also  objected 
to  by  the  Department  of  Health,  Educa- 
tion, and  Welfare. 

Mr.  President,  'his  bill  does  nothing 
for  the  retired  ;'ailroad  worker.  We 
have,  by  the  enactment  of  the  Social 
Security  Act,  raised  the  benefits  to  all 
the  recipients  of  jocial  security  all  over 
the  country  about  $6  but  for  some  290,- 
000  retired  emploj  ees  of  the  railroad  in- 
du"^try  we  have  done  nothing.  There  are 
about  5  percent  of  those  people  whose 
benefits  fall  below  the  social  security 
bcnent  level,  who  will  have  their  bene- 
fits raised  to  the  Social  Security  Act  leveL 


Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  tti« 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Am  I  correct  in  my 
beUef  that  the  Congress  passed  an  act 
which  was  of  aid  to  presently  retired 
railroad  workers? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  The  Senator  is 
correct.  That  act  was  passed  on  May 
21,  I  think.  It  did  away  with  the  dual 
benefits  restriction  passed  in  1951.  It 
affected  only  a  small  fraction  of  the  re- 
tired workers.  This  is  a  different  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Is  it  correct  to  say 
that  the  pending  bill  is  prospective,  not 
only  with  respect  to  the  effective  provi- 
sions, but  with  respect  to  the  class  of  per- 
sons it  affects? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CORDON.  It  affects  only  those 
workers  now  in  service,  and  then  only 
from  the  date  of  enactment  forward. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  And  if  this  bill 
is  enacted  it  will  affect  only  those  work- 
ers making  $350  a  month  and  more. 

I  might  quickly  explain  to  the  Senator 
what  this  amendment  would  do.  In  the 
proposed  act  there  is  a  provision  which 
would  reduce  the  age  of  widows'  eligi- 
bility from  65  to  60. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
suggest  to  the  Senator  that  he  speak  so 
that  the  8?nate  may  hear?  I  believe 
this  is  an  important  matter,  and  we 
should  make  a  record. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
may  we  have  order,  so  that  the  Senator 
can  be  heard? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the 
Senator  suspend  until  we  have  order  in 
the  Chamber? 

Will  those  standing  in  the  rear  of  the 

Chamber  stop  their  conversations  or 
kindly  retire  to  some  of  the  rooms  out- 
side, so  that  the  debate  can  be  clearly 
understood. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
what  this  particular  portion  of  the  bill 
does  is  reduce  from  age  65  to  age  60  the 
eligibility  standard  for  widows. 

I  am  not  arguing  against  that  idea. 
I  might  say  in  connection  with  this  mat- 
ter that  I  have  a  retirement  fund  in 
my  own  business,  and  at  one  time  I 
thought  it  would  be  wise  to  reduce  the 
age  from  65  to  60.  I  found,  when  mak- 
ing an  actuarial  study  of  it,  I  could  not 
afford  to  do  so.  and  retained  the  require- 
ment of  age  65. 

I  do  not  think  we  should  go  into  a 
matter  of  reducing  the  age  from  65  to 
60  without  thorough  study,  because  that 
would  lead  to  a  perfectly  natural  result, 
namely,  of  reducing  the  age  with  regard 
to  social  security  from  65  to  60  years. 

Again,  that  may  be  i>erfectly  all  right. 
I  am  not  against  the  idea.  However.  I 
am  against  the  idea  of  starting  this 
snowball  rolling  before  we  have  made 
full  and  competent  studies  of  what  the 
effect  would  be. 

For  instance,  the  Department  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  tells  me 
that  if  this  idea  were  extended  to  those 
persons  receiving  benefits  from  social 
security,  it  would  cost  in  the  first  year 
from  $125  million  t0'$15O  milliou.  and  in 


the  next  year  the  cost  would  be  easily  as 
high  as  $800  million.  Then,  as  an  esti- 
mate of  the  ultimate  cost,  which  would 
only  be  a  guess,  for  there  has  been  made 
no  actuarial  studies,  would  be  between 
$11/2  billion  and  $2  billion. 

All  my  amendment  would  do  would  be 
this:  Because  the  290.000  people  who  are 
now  retired  will  not  receive  one  bit  of 
benefit  from  the  passage  of  this  bill.  I 
would  propose  to  take  the  $23  y2  million 
which  would  go  to  some  30.000  widows 
falling  in  this  bracket  and  give  that 
money  to  the  entire  290.000  retired  peo- 
ple. That  would  eive  them  an  increase 
of  about  $5  each,  compared  to  the  social- 
security  increase  of  $6  a  person.  I  think 
that  would  be  very  fair.  I  do  not  like 
to  see  us  take  this  step  without  giving 
full  consideration  to  the  dangers  in- 
volved, if  there  are  actuarial  dangers  in 
reducmg  social-security  standards  from 
65  to  60  years  of  age.  I  think  we  owe 
it  to  the  retired  employees  of  the  rail- 
roads to  do  at  least  something  for  t^em, 
inasmuch  as  we  are  going  to  do  some- 
thing for  a  man  who  is  making  more 
than  $350  a  month. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  am  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  correct  in  his  understanding, 
then,  that  the  purpose  of  the  amend- 
ments offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona LMr.  GrOLDWATERl  Is  to  providc  some 
relief  for  that  group  which  has  already 
passed  the  dividing  line,  now  in  retire- 
ment, and  can  no  longer  influence  the 
results  or  effect  of  the  law  uj>on  them 
except  as  we  do  it  here?    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER,  The  Senator  is 
absolutely  correct. 

Mr.  CORDON.    I  should  Uke  to  ask 

another  question.  Assuming  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Senator's  amendment,  would 
we  then  be  in  a  position,  after  such 
study  as  the  importance  of  the  subject 
matter  would  require,  to  make  such  cor- 
rections in  the  present  law  as  would 
prospectively,  operating  upon  the 
younger  people  who  are  still  on  the  sun- 
ny side  of  the  retirement  line,  put  them 
in  a  position  at  least  to  equal  and.  if 
necessity  required,  exceed  the  benefits 
which  the  Senator's  amendment  would 
confer  upon  those  who  have  already  had 
their  active  service  and  are  now  in  re- 
tirement. Is  that  a  correct  statement? 
Mr.  GOLDWATER.  That  is  a  cor- 
rect statement.  The  young  people  who 
today  are  employed  by  the  railroads  will 
benefit  by  this  bill.  There  are  many 
benefits  in  it.  I  am  not  criticizing  this 
entire  bill.  I  would  not  argue  with  85 
percent  of  it.  I  do  argue  with  it  in  con- 
nection with  this  particular  point,  be- 
cause we  are  completely  neglecting  the 
nearly  300.000  people  who  have  not  ben- 
efited by  our  action  with  resp>ect  to  the 
social  security  law  and  are  not  going  to 
benefit  by  this  bill.  So  long  as  we  are 
going  to  spend  about  $23^2  miUion,  let 
us  spend  it  for  the  benefit  of  as  many 
people  as  we  can;  and  then  if  it  is  de- 
sired to  study  the  question  of  reducing 
the  age  from  65  to  60.  As  I  say,  I  am  not 
against  that  idea.  I  entertained  it  for 
years.  But  when  we  begin  to  Ulk  about 
milUons  of  dollars,  we  should  not  do  it 
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on  the  last  night  or  two  of  the  session  of 

the  Senate. 

Mr.  COREKDN.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.    I  am  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.   CORDON.     The   Senator   from 
Oregon  Is  constrained  to  make  these 
inquiries  for  the  reason  that  the  amend- 
ments offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona are  not  printed  and  have  not  been 
available  to  the  Members  of  the  Senate, 
and  for  a  perfectly  valid  and  proper  rea- 
son.   In  the  hurried  and  hectic  days  im- 
mediately preceding  the  conclusion  of 
the  session,  it  is  impossible  to  know  what 
bills  can  be  brought  up  and  when  they 
can  be  brought  up.    In  this  instance,  we 
have  the  bill  before  us  and  it  is  impos- 
sible for  any  Member  of  the  Senate  who 
is  not  a  member  of  the  committee  and 
who  has  not  had  an  opportunity  to  study 
the  basic  legislation  or  to  study  the  im- 
pact upon  it  by  the  amendments  which 
are  offered,  to  understand  and  to  com- 
prehend   in    the    slightest    degree    the 
meaning  of  the  amendments  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Arizona.     Yet  there 
cannot  be  any  more  important  legisla- 
tion before  the  Senate  than  legislation 
which  may  be  the  basis  for  fundamental 
changes  in  the  social-security  law  of  the 
United  States.    I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  will  pardon  me  if  I  try  to 
probe  a  bit  to  understand  precisely  what 
would  be  the  legal  effect  of  the  amend- 
ments  which   he   is   proposing,   and   I 
humbly  urge  that  he  make  as  compre- 
hensive an  explanation  as  it  is  possible 
to  make  before  we  are  called  upon  to 
vote. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  As  to  what  it 
would  do  legally,  not  being  a  lawyer,  I 
?.m  unable  to  tell  the  Senator.  I  have 
no  idea  what  happens  when  amend- 
ments are  interpreted  from  a  legal 
standpoint,  but,  plainly  and  simply,  my 
amendment  would  put  290,000  retired 
railroad  employees  in  the  position  of  re- 
ceiving, at  least  a  meager  increase  of  $85, 
whereas  they  would  not  receive  any  in- 
crease without  it.  It  will  deprive  about 
30,000  widows,  now  from  60  to  65  years 
of  age,  of  a  benefit  which  would  be  given 
to  all  retired  employees. 

I  should  like  to  read  to  the  Senator 
from  the  report  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  on  this  point: 

In  regard  to  the  second  point,  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  eligibility  age  for  widows  may 
well  lead  to  pressures  for  a  similar  measure 
In  the  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  pro- 
gram. Inasmuch  as  the  railroad  retirement 
program  is  a  social- Insurance  system,  as  well 
as  a  Btaff-p)enslon  plan,  It  may  serve  to  some 
extent  as  a  precedent  for  OASI.  As  a  matter 
of  principle,  the  social-Insurance  features  of 
the  railroad-retirement  program  should  be 
kept  In  consonance  with  the  general  soclal- 
Becurlty  program  Insofar  as  it  is  practical:  !e 
and  equitable  to  do  so.  Although  we  recog- 
nize that  there  may  be  special  problems  of 
Burvivorshlp  In  the  railroad  Industry,  we 
cannot  endorse  this  provision. 

I  have  nothing  more  to  say  on  the 
matter,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  am  happy  to 
-  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  was 
quoting  from  the  report,  and  evidently 


the  report.  In  turn,  was  quoting  from 
some  statement,  made  by  whom? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  It  was  made  by 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  I  have  the 
letter  here,  which  I  intend  to  enter  into 
the  Record,  signed  by  Donald  R.  Belcher. 
Mr.  CORDON.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  advise  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  as  to  what  would  be  the  result,  as 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  understands 
it,  of  the  passage  of  this  bill,  were  the 
Senator's  amendments  to  be  adopted?  I 
think  the  Senator  has  explained  what 
would  happen  to  the  railroad  employees 
who  have  already  retired.  What  would 
be  the  result,  beneficial  or  otherwi.se,  for 
those  who  fall  within  the  group  of 
widows  from  60  to  65  years  of  ase,  or 
the  group  beyond  65,  who  are  in  the  first 
group?  What  would  happen  to  them, 
and  what  would  be  the  result  of  the  ap- 
plication of  the  whole  bill  to  those  who 
are  not  within  either  of  those  t4o  pre- 
ferred brackets? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  shall  answer 
the  second  question  first  becaute  it  is 
quicker.  It  would  benefit  thofe  who 
have  not  retired,  the  younger  employees. 
Although,  as  I  pointed  out  in  an  earlier 
colloquy,  and  as  is  contained  in  the  re- 
port, it  would  take  from  7  to  10  years,  if 
I  recall  correctly,  for  the  annuitant  to 
receive  a  sum  equal  to  what  he  has  paid 
into  the  fund,  it  would  be  a  definite 
benefit  to  the  younger  employees.  The 
widows  will  continue  to  receive  the  bene- 
fits they  receive  today.  All  this  amend- 
ment would  do  would  be  to  delete  from 
the  bill  the  provision  which  lowers  the 
age  from  65  to  63,  and  then  spreads  the 
amount  which  would  thereby  be  saved 
over  the  retired  group. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield,  not  for  a  que.'^tion, 
but  for  an  observation? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  I  re- 
gret that  the  Senate  is  faced  with  the 
necessity  of  making  a  decision  this  eve- 
ning on  a  matter  so  important,  and  at 
the  same  time  so  highly  technical  as  this 
is.  It  leaves  the  average  indifidual — 
and  the  Senator  from  Oregon  makes  no 
contention  that  he  comes  up  to  that 
average — without  the  basic  knowledge 
to  act  intelligently.  I  feel  v,e  ."^hould 
not  be  put  in  that  position.  Circum- 
stances are  responsible  for  that,  and  I 
certainly  have  no  criticism  with  respect 
to  that, 

I  wish  we  could  have  more  specific  in- 
formation upon  which  to  base  our  ac- 
tion. I  liave  some  slight  under.standintr 
of  the  overall  picture,  and  a  little  more 
than  that  as  to  the  purpo.se  of  the  bill, 
but  I  say,  very  frankly,  that  as  to  this 
specific  ciuestion.  the  resultant  legal  ef- 
fect of  the  adoption  of  the  Senators 
amendment,  or  of  its  failure  of  adoption, 
I  am  in  a  fog. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  do  not  quite 
follow  the  Senator.  If  the  amendment 
fails,  it  would  not  do  anything.  The 
adoption  of  my  amendment  would  elimi- 
nate the  situation  which  I  described,  and 
the  money  would  be  paid  to  the  already 
retired  elderly  workers. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  certain   documents   be   printed   in 


the  Record  at  the  end  of  my  remarks  in 
connection  with  H.  R.  7840. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  docu- 
ments were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows; 

AUGUBT  2,  1954. 
Memorandum 
Subject:    Old-age  and   siirvlvors   Insurance — 

Cost   effecs  of  lowering   th«  retirement 

age  to  60. 
This  memorandum  will  present  cost  er^ti- 
mrites  a.s  to  the  effect  of  lowerlnp  the  retire- 
ment age  under  the  old-ng"  acd  survlvor.s 
insurance  system  from  65  to  60  for  all  types 
of  benefits.  My  previous  memorandum  of 
July  29  dealt  with  such  a  chatge  only  for 
women. 

The  increared  cost  on  a  IcVel-premium 
basis — according  to  the  interrnedlate-cost 
estimate — for  lowering  the  retirement  ace 
to  60  Is  about  2 '4  percent  of  payroll  on  the 
ba.Ms  of  the  benefits  provided  by  H.  R.  9?66. 
The  increase  in  cost  for  the  first  full  year  ot 
operation  would  be  at  least  $l'i  billion  and 
possibly  as  much  as  $2  billion.  An  estimate 
for  the  initial  year  of  operatitm  is  rather 
diirii^ult  to  make  because  fluctua^tions  in  eco- 
nomic Conditions  and  employment  oppor- 
tunities could  have  a  very  coneiderabje  ef- 
fect in  connectioii  with  the  opefation  of  this 
proposed  chanee.  It  should  b*  noted  that 
the  fleures  given  here  include  the  effect  of 
lowerint;  tiie  retirement  ace  i(i  60  for  wo- 
men and  are  not  merely  the  additional  costs 
for  lowering  the  retirement  age  to  60  for 
men.  ^ 

Robert  J  Myers. 

Chit/  Actuary. 

UNTTTD     .'^TSTFS     of     .^SfFRIC*. 
R.MLROAD    RrriRVMFjrr    BOARD. 

C'nraco.  Ill  .  Juiy  27.  1954. 
Tlie  Honorable  Barry  M    Goldwatfr, 

Chairman  .  Subco'n  nutter  <j^  RaUmad 
Rrtirrr^nit.  Committer  nri  Lnhnr 
and  Public  Welfare.  United.  Statcx 
Senate.   Washington.  D.   C 

Dfar  Sfnator  Goi.dwatfh:  This  will  ac- 
knowledee  recei[)t  of  your  letter  of  July  21. 
1934.  in  V.  hich  you  reqtiest  the  views  of  the 
Railroad  Retiremeiit  Br  rrd  on  certain  pro- 
posals to  amend  the  Railroad  Retirement 
AC. 

In  the  first  pnr-'ernph  of  yo^ir  letter  you 
state  that  it  «"as  brought  out  tt  the  recent 
henrint's  on  .'^.  2930,  a  bill  to  amend  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act.  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Tax  Act,  and  the  Railroad  Unem- 
joloyment  Insurance  Act.  that  tl'.e  prop'>.-cd 
amendments  to  the  Railroad  Rotirement  Act 
coiii«ii,ed  in  S  2930  w(  uld  pri  vide  no  bene- 
fits'for  some  290.000  retired  ertiplnyees  now 
on  the  retirement  rolls  end  Uhat  there  is 
r.'/thintr  in  the  proposed  amencbnents  which 
would  provide  increased  annuities  for  the 
approximately  40  percent  of  all  railroad  em- 
ployees who  earn  less  than  $3  >0  per  nifiiUh. 
While  it  is  true  that  the  enactment  of  S. 
2930  would  provide  no  additional  benefits 
for  .some  290  000  retired  empUiyees  now  on 
the  retirement  rolls,  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  these  ar.nultants  will  p.iy  no  part 
of  the  cost  of  the  liberallzatlonj  of  the  Rail- 
ro.id  Rcnremcnt  Art  proposed  In  S.  2930. 
Svich  costs  will  be  borne  by  the  workers  in 
the  railroad  industry  who  will,  under  S. 
2930.  be  required  to  pay  retirement  t;>xcs  on 
up  to  $3.50  (instead  of  the  present  $300)  of 
their  compensation. 

Commenting  on  the  expressiotti  In  the  first 
paracraph  of  ycur  letter  that  tlae  40  percent 
of  all  railroad  employees  who  eprn  less  than 
$300  a  mtjiith  will  not  benefit  by  the  pas- 
sage of  S.  2930:  as  time  goes  on,  a  good 
number  of  these  40  percent  begin  earning 
over  $300  a  month  and.  therefore,  profit  by 
the  creditine  of  compensation  which  would 
have   been  excluded   under  the  present   law. 
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in  any  event,  they  ■will  not  have  suffered  any 
increase  In  their  ret.rement  taxes  during  the 
time  they  will  be  earning  not  more  than 
$300  a  month  and,  after  their  death,  their 
widows  and  parents  may  bensUt  by  the  low- 
ering of  the  ellgiblll-.y  age  from  65  to  60. 

In  the  third  an<l  fourth  paragraphs  of 
your  lett«r.  you  Bta.e  thAt  it  has  been  sug- 
gested to  the  comniitt*e  that  If  the  provi- 
sion lowering  the  eligibility  age  for  widows 
and  parents  (to  a  point  below  the  social  se- 
curity requlremeriXt.)  were  eliminated  from 
S.  2930,  some  123^,503,000  could  be  applied  to 
increases  in  benefit  j  for  all  employees.  The 
desirability  of'reduclng  the  widows'  and  par- 
ents' ellglbtUty  age  must  be  weighed  against 
the  desirability  of  i  icreaslng  present  annui- 
ties sine*  both  can.iot  be  allowed  from  the 
additional  funds  p-ovided  for  in  the  bill. 
The  Board  feels  that  In  answering  this  part 
of  your  letter.  It  should  do  so  on  two  bases. 
On  both  bases,  S.  2('30  would  be  changed  to 
el'iminate  the  reduction  In  age  requirement 
■for  widows  from  65  to  60.  and  to  sub.stltute 
"across  the  board"  increases  in  benefits  for 
all  employees.  All  other  provisions  of  S. 
2930  would  remain  unchanged: 

Basis  1:  Estimates  on  this  basis  assume 
that  the  Increases  v  ill  be  made  without  rc- 
card  to  the  present  jocial  security  minimum 
and  without  consld<?ring  the  effect  of  H.  R. 
9366,  a  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Security 
Act,  if  adopted  as  approved  in  the  House,  on 
benefits  under  the  railroad  retirement  sys- 
tem. On  this  basU,  the  $23,500,000.  if  ap- 
plied to  employee  l)eneflts  only,  would  in- 
crease them  roughly  4.25  percent  or  $5  a 
month.  If  the  Incn-ase  were  applied  also  to 
spoures'  annuities,  but  the  $40  maximum 
were  retained,  the  increase  would  be  about 
4  percent.  If  the  money  were  applied  to 
all  annuities  under  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Act,  that  is.  annuities  of  employees,  spauses. 
:ind  survivors,  the  percentage  increase  would 
be  between  3  and  3  25  percent. 

Basis  2:  Estimates  on  this  basis  are  made 
on  two  assumptions:  ( I)  that  H.  R.  9366  will 
be  adopted  with  the  benefit  provisions  cf  the 
bill  as  passed  by  the  House,  and  (2)  that  any 
beneficiary  under  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Act  who  receives  t  le  social  security  mini- 
mum may  receive  only  the  increase  resulting 
from  H.  R.  9366  ar  d  no  increase  from  the 
railroad  retirement  system  under  the  sng- 
geftinn  for  "acrosj  the  board"  Increases. 
What  this  means,  is  that  whenever  the  bene- 
fit under  H.  R.  9366  would  produce  a  higher 
amount  than  the  benefit  under  the  modified 
recular  railroad  ret  rement  formula,  such  a 
social  security  mini  num  benefit  will  not  be 
increased  further.  On  this  basis  the  $23.- 
5r^0  000,  if  applied  to  employee  benefits  only, 
would  increase  them  roughly  4  4  percent.  If 
the  increase  were  .ippiied  also  to  spouses' 
annuities,  but  the  $40  maximum  were  re- 
tained, the  Increase  would  be  about  4.25  per- 
cent. If  the  monej  were  applied  to  all  an- 
nuities under  the  ilallroad  Retirement  Act, 
that  is.  annuities  of  employees,  spouses,  and 
survivors,  the  percentage  increase  wotild  be 
about  3  75  percent.  The  percentages  on  the 
basis  2  were  calculrted  without  taking  into 
canslderaiion  the  eTect  of  the  pending  so- 
cial security  amend  nents  on  other  cost  fac- 
tors of  the  railroad  retirement  system. 

TTie  Board  wishes  to  point  out  that  em- 
ployee annuities  we-e  increase  20  percent  in 
1948  and  15  i>ercent  in  1951.  with  the  result 
that  the  maximum  employee  annuity  now 
payable  under  the  railroad  retirement  sys- 
tem is  $165.60  per  month  as  compared  to  the 
S85  maximum  employee  annuity  under  the 
Social  Security  Act.  Further,  survivor  annu- 
ities under  the  retirement  system  were  also 
Increased  by  about  33  percent  and  spouses' 
annuities  were  addel  in  1951. 

It  seems  to  a  majority  of  the  Board,  there- 
fore, that  It  Is  more  desirable  to  use  avail- 
able money  to  redt  ce  the  eligibility  age  of 
widows  and  parents  than  to  Increase  all  bene- 
fits by  such  a  small  percentage. 


The   dissenting   views   of   Board   Member 
Frank  C.  Squire  fcrilow. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Raymond  J.  Kellt.  Chairman, 


Dissenting  Views  of  f.  C.  Squire.  Membex, 
Railhoad  Retirement  Board 

In  my  opinion  the  suggestion  quoted  In 
your  letter,  that  the  $23,500,000  be  applied  to 
Increasing  present  and  future  employee  an- 
nuities. Is  much  preferable  to  the  provision 
now  in  the  bill  for  applying  the  $23,500,0000 
to  benefits  for  widows  aged  60  to  64  inclusive. 

Such  a  change  in  S.  2930  would  app)ear  in 
accord  with  the  report  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  to  your  committee  which  said.  "We 
cannot  endorse  this  provision,"  namely,  bene- 
fits for  widows  from  60  to  64  inclusive. 

A  further  fact  that  may  well  be  considered 
is  that  the  social-security  bill,  H.  R.  9366, 
recently  passed  by  the  House  and  reported  by 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  provides  im- 
mediate increases  in  benefits  for  present  and 
future  retired  employees  who  come  under 
social  security,  as  well  as  for  their  wives  and 
survivors.  Under  S.  2930  as  now  drafted, 
retired  railroad  employees  will  receive  no 
immediate  increases,  whereas  their  neighbors 
under  social  security  will,  under  H.  R.  9366. 

My  statemer.t  above  Is  subject  to  the  views 
I  expressed  in  opposition  to  the  bill  as  a 
whole,  attached  to  this  Board's  report  to  the 
committee. 

Sincerely  yours, 

F.  C.  Squire. 

Executive  Office  of  the  President, 

Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
Washington.  D.  C,  July  1,  1954. 
Hon   H.  Alexander  Smith, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Labor  and  Pub- 
lic Welfare,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  This  Is  In  reply  to 
your  letter  of  June  22.  1954.  wherein  you 
request  a  report  on  S.  2930,  "To  amend  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act,  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Tax  Act,  and  the  Railroad  Unem- 
ployment Insurance  Act." 

The  bill  would  revise  the  railroad  retire- 
ment program  in  several  Important  respects. 
It  would  Increase  the  maximum  wages  sub- 
ject to  payroll  taxes  and  creditable  toward 
benefits  from  $300  to  $35J  a  month.  It  wotvld 
reduce  the  eligibility  age  for  widows  and 
dependent  parents  from  65  to  60  years  of  age. 
Eligibility  for  disability  benefits  would  be  put 
on  a  month-by-month  basis  and  the  allow- 
able earnings  raised  to  $100.  Compensation 
after  age  65  would  not  be  counted  toward 
benefits  if  It  had  the  effect  of  reducing  such 
benefits.  Surviving  spouses  entitled  to  bene- 
fits in  their  own  right  would  be  permitt  >d  to 
receive  such  benefits,  and  their  survivorship 
benefits  as  well,  wiiiiout  any  offset  require- 
ments. In  cases  where  a  dependent  child  is 
disabled,  his  benefit  rights  would  continue 
after  his  16th  birthday  both  in  respect  to  the 
offspring  and  the  widow.  Seve.al  other  rela- 
tively minor  revisions,  which  would  be 
brought  about  by  the  proposed  bill,  include 
elimination  of  the  school  attendance  pro- 
vision for  children's  benefits  and  exemption 
of  service  as  a  union  delegate  from  covered 
employment. 

The  Railroad  Retirement  Board  has  made 
a  cost  analysis  of  the  proposal  and  indicates 
that  It  would  not  add  to  the  present  defi- 
ciency of  the  program.  Raising  the  tax  base 
would  increase  revenues  by  an  estimated  $56 
million  a  year  and  the  automatic  Increase  In 
benefits  resulting  from  a  parallel  increase  In 
creditable  wages  would  be  $31  million  a  year. 
Other  changes  would  add  another  $23  mil- 
lion a  year  to  annual  costs.  The  net  effect 
would  be  a  slight  reduction  In  the  financial 
deficiency  under  which  the  program  is  now 
operating. 

In  respect  to  the  railroad  unemployment 
Insurance  program,  the  bill  would  raise  the 
tax  base  to  $350  a  month  with  a  parallel 
Increase  in  maximum  benefits  from  $7.50  to 


$8.00.  This  provision  is  recommended.  Th« 
unemployment  benefits  would  be  further  lib- 
eralized by  a  provision  that  In  no  Instance 
could  they  be  less  than  50  percent  of  tbe 
claimant's  last  dally  rate  of  pay.  We  believe 
this  provision  requires  careful  examination. 

The  change  in  the  method  of  computing 
unemployment  benefits  from  an  annual  wage 
base  to  a  "last  daily  rate  of  pay"  would 
favor  particularly  the  casual  employees  of  the 
railroad  Industry.  The  casual  worker  is  al- 
ready favored  In  that  the  present  raUroad 
unemployment  insurance  program  does  not 
contain  any  limitation  on  the  duration  of 
benefits  to  keep  it  in  accordance  with  the 
claimant's  prior  service  in  the  Industry.  In 
consequence,  it  is  possible  now  for  a  person 
who  works  5  or  6  weeks  or  earns  a  minimum 
of  esoo  In  the  railroad  Industry  to  get  bene- 
fits for  as  much  as  26  weeks  of  unemploy- 
ment and  26  weeks  of  sickness — far  more  in 
the  aggregate  than  the  total  wages  earned 
in  the  railroad  Industry.  The  prop>osed  bill 
would  have  the  effect  of  increasing  substan- 
tially the  benefits  going  to  such  claimants. 
Ina&much  as  the  cost  of  unemployment  in- 
surance is  borne  by  the  carriers,  we  believe 
the  Congress  will  wish  to  consider  whether 
those  provisions  of  the  bill  create  an  Inequity 
by  increasing  the  burden  of  the  carriers 
with  respect  to  individuals  whose  connec- 
tion with  the  Industry  Is  of  short  duration. 
If  it  is  Intended  to  depart  from  the  annual 
basis  of  determining  benefits,  such  a  step 
might  be  accompanied  by  "a  standard  re- 
quiring more  substantial  connection  with 
the  railroad  industry  as  a  precondition  of 
receiving  benefits.  Such  standards  exist  in 
the  great  majority  of  State  unemployment 
insurance  programs. 

The  proposed  increase  in  the  covered  wage 
base  to  $350  a  month  would  correspond  to 
the  President's  proposal  for  revision  of  old- 
age  and  survivors  Insurance.  In  view  of 
these  Presidential  recommendations,  the 
proposal  for  a  higher  wage  base  and  result-  "^ 
Ing  automatic  increases  in  benefits  under 
the  railroad  system  would  appear  appropri- 
ate. Its  enactment  is  recommended.  Be- 
cause of  the  complex  interrelationship  be- 
tween social  security  and  railroad  retire- 
ment, however,  it  Is  Important  that  enact- 
ment of  a  wage  base  Increase  in  the  rail- 
road retirement  program  not  become  effec- 
tive in  advance  of  the  increase  In  old-age 
and  survivors  Insurance. 

The  case  regarding  the  other  increases  in 
benefits,  amounting  to  $23  million  a  year. 
Is  one  which  the  Congress  will  wish, to  con- 
sider in  connection  with  (1)  the  existing 
financial  situation  of  the  railroad  retire-  ' 
ment  system,  and  (2)  the  potential  effect 
of  railroad  retirement  Increases  on  the  gen- 
eral old-age  and  survivors  insurance  pro- 
gram, and  on  relationships  between  the  two 
systems. 

In  respect  to  the  first  point,  the  fact  that 
the  system  is  presently  underfinanced  by 
approximately  0.9  percent  of  payroll  raises  a 
question  as  to  whether  a  substantial  part 
of  the  Increased  revenues  should  be  allo- 
cated to  decreasing  the  deficiency.  As  indi- 
cated above  about  60  percent  of  the  in- 
creased revenues  resulting  from  the  higher 
wage  base  in  the  retirement  program  would  »• 
be  required  to  finance  the  automatic  in- 
crease in  benefits.  Most  of  the  remaining 
40  percent,  under  the  bill,  would  be  devoted 
to  the  other  liberalizations. 

In  regard  to  the  second  point,  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  eligibility  age  for  widows  may  well 
lead  to  pressures  for  a^milar  measure  in  the 
old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  program. 
Inasmuch  as  the  railroad  retirement  pro- 
gram Is  a  soclal-instu-ance  system,  as  well  as 
a  staff  pension  plan,  It  may  serve  to  some 
extent  as  a  precedent  for  OASI.  As  a  matter 
of  principle,  the  social  Insurance  features 
of  the  railroad  retirement  program  should 
be  kept  in  consonance  with  the  general  sot 
clal  security  program  Insofar  as  It  Is  practi- 
cable and  equitable  to  do  so.     Although  we 
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„ •  ttMt  tlMre  may  !»•  ip»elal  _ 

«C  rarrtvonblp  tn  tto»  rmUrpMI  Indnstrj.  v* 
ctuuiot  eadone  this  proTlfloa. 

In  aooordliv  tilglblUty  to  dlnlfled  de- 
pmidHita  tMTond  18  yc0n  of  age.  the  MU 
er««ta«  m  new  eUws  at  Aencfldartaa  wbldi  Is 
Bot  pnvrklMl  for  ta  ttue  oUl-sge  aaid  mrrlTors 
iBsuraaoe  system.  Slie  princtple.  bowerer, 
li  cquitaUe  and  jnroTklMl  for  In  tax  law. 
tt  vookl  Mem  da^MUe  to  provide  qwetfleally 
tbat  the  oApclng  be.  In  fact,  econamieally 
dependent. 

■me  provlBlon  »»««>-««c  It  poaslMe  for  sur- 
TlTlns  spo^uSB  to  reo^Te  two  benefits  mey 
be  quMUooed  on  the  grounds  that  (a)  the 
spouse's  benefit  Is  a  social  benefit  based  on 
the  added  financial  need  of  annuitants  witb 
dependent  wives  and  (b)  tbat  it  bas  no  re- 
lation to  individual  contrlbutionB.  We  be- 
lieve t»«<»  argument  bas  validity  and  would 
suggest  tbat  it  be  considered  by  the  com- 
mittee. Pawrable  action  on  this  provision 
sbotild  not  be  considered  a  precedent  for 
^^wwl^^»l^  UbenOiaatian  of  social-security  laws. 
Tbe  otber  provisions  at  the  bill  are  with- 
out objection. 

In  suBunary,  the  increase  in  the  taxable 
wage  base  and  the  concomitant  automatic 
Increase  in  benefits  would  be  consistent  wltb 
tbe  President's  recommendations  respecting 
tbe  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  program. 
Their  mactment  Is  recommended  to  become 
effective  at  such  time  as  the  amendments 
to  the  Social  Security  Act  become  effective. 
The  increase  in  maximum  unemplo3rment 
benefits  is  also  recommended  at  sucb  time 
as  tbe  wage  base  is  raised.  Witb  respect  to 
the  other  changes  in  tbe  railroad  retirement 
program,  the  Bureau,  although  agreeing  that 
most  of  these  are  socially  desirable,  believes 
Uiat  the  Congress  will  wish  to  consider  care- 
fully wbetber  tbey  sbould  be  enacted  at  tbls 
time. 

Sincerely  yours, 

DONAU)  R.  Bklchxb. 

Assistant  Director. 
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liEGISLATTVE  PROGRAM 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  jrield  for  a 
brief  announcement  which  will  require 
not  more  than  2  minutes? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
hav«  been  requested  to  announce  the 
program  for  the  remainder  of  the  eve- 
ning and  for  tomorrow. 

When  we  dispose  of  the  railroad  retire- 
ment bill,  there  will  be  some  speeches  to 
be  made  on  the  upper  Colorado  River  bill, 
which  is  the  unfinished  business  before 
the  Senate.  But  there  is  a  privileged 
matter  to  be  taken  up.  which  is  the  con- 
ference report  on  the  foreign-aid  bill, 
which  we  expect  to  consider  shortly  after 
we  dispose  of  the  railroad  retirement  bill. 

When  that  is  disposed  of.  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  majority  leader,  pvirsuant 
to  the  dlsciissions  held  last  evening,  to 
ask  imanimous  consent  that  the  unfin- 
ished business  be  temporarily  laid  aside 
and  that  the  postal  rate  increase  bill  re- 
ported by  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  may  be  made  the  un- 
finished business  of  the  Senate.  I  shall 
be  prepared  to  have  the  Senate  continue 
in  session  to  allow  Senators  to  make  in- 
sertions in  the  RicoBD,  and  I  shall  at- 
tempt to  obtain  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement  that  the  Senate  take  up  the 
pay  bill  when  it  meets  at  10  o'clock  to- 
morrow morning. 

I  shall  ask  that  the  time  be  divided,  on 
the  basis  of  1  hour  on  a  side,  or  whatever 
other  time  the  distingxiished  Senator 
from  South  Carolina   [Mr.  Johnsion] 


and  the  distbigol^ed  chairman  of  fhe 
committee  [Mr.  Cahlsok]  may  find 
agreeable.  I  am  sure  such  an  agrtement 
can  be  obtained.  I  hope  there  will  be  time 
for  possibly  2  hours  of  debate  tomorrow 
morning  after  the  morning  hour,  before 
the  vote.  That  will  make  It  unneeessary 
for  the  Senate  to  remain  in  sessian  until 
11  or  12  o'clock  tonight.  I  am  sufe  Sen- 
ators are  tired.  While  I  caimot  assure 
them  that  there  will  be  a  unanimous- 
consent  agreement.  I  shall  try  to  obtain 
one  before  the  Senate  takes  a  recess.  I 
shall  make  a  brief  introductory  state- 
ment, so  that  it  will  be  in  the  Record. 

After  the  Senate  disposes  of  the  con- 
ference report  on  the  foreign-aid  bill.  It 
is  not  planned  to  have  further  voting  or 

rollcalls  tonight. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  wDl  the  Senator  from 
Calli'ornla  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CtroUna. 
So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned, 
the  Senator's  suggestion  is  agreeable  to 
me. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  discussed  it 
with  the  minority  leader,  but  I  have  not 
had  an  opportunity  to  discuss  It  with 
the  acting  minority  leader. 

Mr.  SMATHER-S.  I  am  certain  that  it 
will  be  agreeable.  The  sooner  we  can 
reach  a  vote  the  better. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  did  not  hear  the 
entire  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  After  we  shall  have 
disposed  of  the  railroad  retirement  bill, 
we  expect  to  take  up  a  privileged  matter, 
the  conference  report  on  the  foreign- 
aid  appropriations  bill.  Before  the  Sen- 
ate takes  a  recess  tonight  until  10  o'clock 
tomorrow  morning,  I  shall  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  postal  bill  re- 
ported b3'  the  committee  of  which  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  is  chairman  be 
made  the  unfinished  business.  I  have 
an  amendment  about  which  the  Senator 
knows,  which  I  intend  to  offer,  and  I 
shall  make  a  brief  statement.  Other 
Senators  may  desire  to  make  statements, 
but  with  the  understanding  that  there 
will  be  no  voting  tonight.  I  shall  then 
offer  a  unanimous-consent  request  that 
after  some  time  agreeable  to  the  Sen- 
ate, such  as  an  hour  or  an  hour  and  a 
half  on  each  side  tomorrow  morning  af- 
ter the  morning  hour,  and  a  reasonable 
time  on  each  amendment,  there  shall  be 
a  vote. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Is  it  the  Senator's 
program  to  dispose  of  the  bill  as  rapidly 
as  possible? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes.  If  we  can  ob- 
tain an  agreement,  we  can  move  expe- 
ditiously. I  hope  to  dispose  of  it  by 
12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow,  or  shortly 
thereafter. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  have  Blade  a 
brief  check  on  this  side  of  the  aisle,  and 
it  seems  to  be  the  disposition  of  most 
Senators  that  we  enter  into  an  agreement 
for  an  even  shorter  time,  and  vote  on  the 
bill  tonight.    That  might  be  a  good  idea. 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  1  think  there  will 
be  no  prolonged  debate,  but  under  the 
circumstances,  if  we  could  m^ke  the  bill 
the  unfinished  business,  so  thtit  we  shall 
not  have  to  remain  in  session  until  late 
tonight.  I  think  it  would  be  a  good  idea. 
We  also  must  consider  the  conference 
report  on  the  foreign-aid  appropriations 
bill,  which  is  a  privileged  matter  and 
will  have  to  be  taken  up  tonight.  We 
must  dispose  of  the  bill  which  Is  now  be- 
fore the  Senate,  and  I  have  indicated  to 
some  Senators  that  the  Senate  would 
not  remain  in  session  beyond  10  o'clock 
tonight. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  There  is  no  dispo- 
sition on  this  side  to  debate  the  postal 
pay  increase  bill  for  more  than  15  min- 
utes on  a  side. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  would  require, 
in  my  judgment,  at  least  an  hour  and  a 
half  to  present  the  amendments  and 
discuss  the  bill. 

I  should  like  to  propound  a  unani- 
mous-consent request,  which  I  discussed 
with  the  minority  leader  earlier,  to  take 
up  the  postal  pay  increase  bill  after  the 
morning  hour  tomorrow.  We  might 
have  a  unanimous-consent  agreement 
that  the  time  on  the  bill  be  equally 
divided.  1  hour  on  the  bill,  one-half  of 
the  time  to  be  controlled  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  [Mr.  Carlson]. 
As  to  the  other  half,  a  difficult  situation 
is  presented,  because  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  is  supporting  the  bill  to  which  I 
pror>ose  to  offer  amendments. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Any  Senator  who  offers  an  amendment 
can  control  his  time. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  assure  the  Senator 
from  CaUfornia  that  on  this  side,  as 
chairman  of  the  committee.  I  should  be 
most  willing  to  yield  time  or  to  let  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  have  time. 
It  need  not  be  assigned  to  me  particu- 
larly. So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  do 
not  think  it  will  take  very  long  to  debate 
the  bill.  I  think  it  will  not  take  long 
after  we  have  voted  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Do  I  correctly  un- 
derstand that  the  majority  leader  has 
discussed  the  question  with  the  minority 
leader,  and  that  they  are  in  agreement? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Not  as  to  the  pre- 
cise amount  of  time.  I  have  told  him 
that  we  would  not  reach  a  vote  on  it 
tonight,  but  that  we  would  wait  for 
speeches  to  he  made  on  it  or  for  the 
insertion  of  material  in  the  Record.  I 
told  him  that  I  did  not  wish  to  keep 
the  Senate  in  session  later  than  10  o'clock 
tonight ;  and  that  we  would  take  up  the 
conference  report  on  the  foreign-aid  ap- 
propriation bill. 

If  we  could  have  an  hour  on  each 
side  on  the  bill  itself,  and  an  hour  on 
each  amendment,  I  would  be  agreeable 
to  such  an  arrangement,  which  would 
bring  the  question  to  a  head  within  a 
short  period  of  time.  My  amendments 
will  be  offered  en  bloc. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  When  the  majority 
leader  discussed  the  subject  with  the  mi- 
nority leader  and  discussed  ihe  question 
of  not  voting  until  tomorrow,  was  the 
minority  leader  in  agreement? 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  understood  that 
such  an  arrangement  was  agreeable  to 
the  minority  leader. 

Mr.  SIiiATHERS.  I  thank  tbe  Sen- 
ator.  

PROPOSED  UN/\NIMOUS-CONSENT 
AGREEMENT  ON  PAY  INCREASE 
BILL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
submit  a  pro]x>se<l  unanimous-consent 
agreement  and  ask  that  it  be  read  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate.  With 
reference  to  the  time  for  debate,  it  may 
be  that  both  side:j  will  find  that  they 
will  not  use  the  entire  amount  of  time 
allotted,  and  so  can  yield  back  the  time. 
I  think  that  is  very  likely  to  happen. 

The  PRESromO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement..  / 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ordered,  That  after  the  morning  business 
on  Friday.  August  20.  during  the  further 
consideration  of  H.  R.  7774.  to  establish  a 
uniform  systenn  for  the  granting  of  incen- 
tive awards  to  oHlcers  and  employees  of  the 
United  States,  debat-i  on  any  amendment  or 
motion  (Including  appeals)  shall  be  limited 
to  not  exceeding  2  hours,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled,  respectively,  by  the 
mover  of  any  sucb  amendment  or  motion  and 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  |Mr.  Carlsok)  in 
the  event  he  is  opposed  to  any  such  amend- 
ment or  motion;  cherwlse.  by  the  mover 
and  the  minority  lesuler:  Provided,  TTiat  no 
amendment  that  Is  not  germane  to  the  sub- 
ject matter  of  the  said  bill  shall  be  received: 
And  provided  further.  That  debate  upon 
the  bill  Itself  shall  be  limited  to  not  exceed- 
ing 2  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and  con- 
trolled, respectively,  by  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson |  and  the  Senator  from 
Texas   [Mr.  Johnson]. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  will  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  CaUfornia  please 
read  his  amendments  to  House  bill  7774? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  amendments 
are  at  the  desk.  They  are  a  little  long  to 
be  read.  Copies  will  be  available  for 
each  Senator  in  the  morning. 

Mr.  LANGER.  In  substance,  what  do 
the  amendments  provide? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  amendments, 
.•substantially,  are  as  follows:  That  the 
increases  in  postal  rates  shall  be  the 
same  as  those  indicated  in  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  tie  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia yesterday,  namely,  1  cent  on  first- 
class  mail :  on  second-class  mail  the  rate 
is  figured  at  10,  10,  and  10. 

With  respect  to  the  classified  civil 
service,  there  is  a  proposal  for  a  ceiling 
and  a  floor,  which  does  not  exist  either  in 
the  administration's  original  proposal  or 
in  the  so-called  Rees  bill,  which  was  re- 
ported by  the  House  committee.  In  oth- 
er words,  there  wdl  be  a  ceiling  on  the 
upper  bracket  increase  in  the  classified 
civil  service,  and  there  will  be  a  floor 
under  the  amount,  with  a  minimimi  in- 
crease of  $100  and  an  average  of  AYz 
percent. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Will  the  Senator  fur- 
ther tell  us  the  difference  between  the 
amendments  he  l5  now  offering  or  in- 
tends to  offer,  and  the  amendment  he 
offered  yesterday? 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  basic  differ- 
ence is  in  the  minimum  provided  for 
the  classified  civil  service  and  the  maxi- 
mum provided  for  the  classified  civil 
service. 

Mr.  LANGER.  What  does  that 
amount  to  In  dollars? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  amounts  to  $100. 
minimum,  and  $440,  maximum.  It 
would  establish  a  maximum,  basically, 
on  the  same  basis  as  the  postal  service 
maximum. 

Mr,  LANGER.  In  other  words,  the 
maximum  would  be  reduced  from  $800 
to  $440.    What  about  the  minimum? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  the  original  ad- 
ministration proposal  there  is  no  mini- 
mum. The  amount  is  being  placed  at 
$100  for  the  classified  service. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  I  wish  to 
ask  the  majority  leader  if  he  will  with- 
hold his  unanimous-consent  request  un- 
til the  railroad  retirement  bill  and  the 
next  bill  have  been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  perfectly 
agreeable  to  doing  so.  I  desired  to  give 
Senators  advance  notice  of  the  pro- 
posed unanimous -coii^nt  agreement. 
Several  Senators  had  asked  about  the 
length  of  time  the  Senate  would  remain 
in  session  tonight,  and  alx>ut  the  pro- 
gram for  tonight  and  tomorrow. 

Tomorrow.  I  have  been  informed,  the 
committee  of  conference  of  Members  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  and  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Finance  are  scheduled  to  meet  again  on 
the  social-security  bill.  I  hope  that 
sometime  tomorrow  they  may  reach  an 
agreement.  Of  course,  I  have  no  way  to 
predict  whether  they  will  or  what  the 
agreement  may  be.  But  if  such  an 
agreement  is  reached,  some  time  to- 
morrow the  Senate  will  have  before  it  a 
privileged  conference  report  on  which  to 
act. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Is  it  not  likely  that 
if  the  Senate  were  to  follow  the  admoni- 
tion given  by  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  FMr.  Neely]  earlier  in  the  eve- 
ning, it  might  be  possible  to  dispose  of 
the  several  matters  which  the  majority 
leader  has  mentioned  tonight,  including 
the  postal  pay  bill? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  not,  unless 
the  Senate  were  to  remain  in  session 
until  12  o'clock,  or  about  that  time; 
and  a  number  of  Senators  have  ex- 
pressed the  ho(>e  that  that  will  not  be 
done. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  California  temporarily 
withdraw  his  proposed  unanimous-con- 
sent agreement? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes,  I  temporarily 
withdraw  it. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  temporarily 
withdraws  the  proposed  unanimous-con- 
sent agreement. 


AMENDMEINT  OF  RAILROAD  RE- 
TIREMENT ACT.  THE  RAILROAD 
RETIREMENT  TAX  ACT,  AND  THE 
RAILROAD  UNEMPLOYMENT  IN- 
SURANCE ACT 

The  Senate  resumied  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7840)  to  amend  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act.  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Tax  Act.  and  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  rs 
manager  of  the  bill.  I  oppose  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Arizona  [Mr.  GolowatxbI.  I 
shall  briefly  direct  my  argixnent  to  the 
amendment,  and  to  ask  the  Senate  to 
note  exactly  what  the  Senator  is  pro- 
posing. 

One  amendment  to  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Act  proposed  by  this  bill  would 
change  the  eUgibility  age  of  widows  from 
65  to  60.  This  amendment  would  coat 
the  Railroad  Retirement  fund  about 
$23,500,000.  I  may  say,  parenthetically, 
that  that  charge  would  be  made  up  by 
a  tax  against  the  workers,  plus  contribu- 
tions by  the  employer.  The  point  to  re- 
member is  that  the  reduction  in  the  age 
from  65  to  60  would  cost  the  fund  $23.- 
500,000.  It  would  bring  benefits  more 
quickly  to  about  30,000  widows. 

But  what  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
pro[>oses  to  do — against  the  unanimous 
action  of  the  House  and  against  the 
11  to  1  vote  in  the  Senate  committee- 
is  to  write  his  own  bill  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  tonight,  and  to  provide  that  the 
$23,500,000  shall  not  be  used  for  the 
widows,  but  that  it  shall  be  distributed 
equally  or  be  distributed  pro  rata  among 
the  retired  workers. 

To  correct  any  belief  that  there  are 
no  beneflts  in  this  bill  for  workers,  I 
make  this  point :  The  bill  will  provide  ad- 
ditional beneflts  to  about  700,000  work- 
ers. Congress  has  already  passed  a  bill 
which  makes  possible  additional  pay- 
ments to  about  30,000  retired  railroad 
workers.  The  bill  would  give  beneflts 
to  widows,  to  surviving  children,  and  to 
disabled  children. 

With  all  due  regard  to  my  good  friend 
from  Arizona,  I  do  not  think  the  bUl 
should  be  written  on  the  floor,  as  he 
now  suggests.  The  railroad  unions  and 
brotherhoods,  those  who  keep  in  mind 
the  needs  of  their  own  people,  recogniz- 
ing that  many  things  could  be  done  for 
those  who  are  retired,  have  selected  thia 
method  of  helping  those  who  need  help 
most.  They  are  paying  the  bill,  with  the 
help  of  contributions  from  the  railroads. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  have  two  questions. 
Before  the  House  voted  360  to  0,  had  it 
considered  an  amendment  similar  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from. 
Arizona? 

Second,  before  the  Senate  committee 
voted,  11  to  1.  to  report  the  bill,  had  it 
considered  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Arizona? 

Mr.  COOPER.  My  recollection  Is  that 
In  the  full  committee  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  discussed  the  proposal.  I  do 
not  think  the  committee  voted  upon  It. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  can  answer 
the  question  asked  by  the  Senator  trcaa 
Oregon. 
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I  aflfced  pennission  to  discuss  the 
■mendme&t  with,  tbe  members  of  the 
eoounittee.  because  we  bad  been  study- 
inc  tbe  question.  I  outUned  at  great 
length  what  I  thought  should  be  done  to 
the  bill  to  make  it  a  perfect  bill,  but  the 
members  of  the  committee  rejected  my 
jntypoeal.  I  never  had  an  opportunity  to 
amend  the  mill,  or  eren  to  (^er  an 
amendment  to  it  in  committee,  because, 
If  I  am  correct.  It  required  half  an  hour 
to  discuss  it,  and  I  spoke  for  about  28 
minutes  of  the  time. 

It  was  for  that  reason  that  I  had  to 
attempt  to  legislate  on  the  floor.  I  dis- 
like doing  that  I  think  it  is  poor  prac- 
tice. But  when  I  have  been  denied  the 
right  in  committee  to  submit  an  amend- 
ment anil  to  argue  it,  I  have  only  one 
other  forum,  and  that  is  in  the  Senate. 
Mr.  CCX>PER.  I  say  to  my  good  friend 
that  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
had  control  of  it. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further  for  another  ques- 
tion? 
Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  CORDON.  The  railroad  brother- 
hoods have  perhaps  the  most  outstand- 
ing record  in  the  field  of  labor  organiza- 
tion in  the  United  States,  extending  over 
a  long  period  of  time,  and  showing  per- 
haps the  finest  standards  in  the  Amer- 
ican tradition,  both  in  negotiation  and  In 
maintenance  of  contracts  entered  Into. 
Can  the  Senator  tell  me  whether  all  the 
railroad  groups  or  brotherhoods  affected 
by  the  bill  are  in  favor  of  its  provisions 
as  recommended  by  the  committee? 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  lour  brother- 
hoods, the  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive 
Engineers,  the  Brotherhood  of  Locomo- 
tive Piremen  and  Englnemen.  the  Order 
of  Railway  Conductors,  and  the  Brother- 
hood of  Railroad  Trainmen,  all  testified 
in  favor  of  the  bill.  A  number  of  or- 
ganizations such  as  the  Labor  Railway 
Executives'  Association,  and  the  railroad 
nonoperating  unions,  15  or  20  of  them, 
all  supported  the  bill.  I  do  not  know  of 
a  single  railway  labor  organization  that 
did  not  support  the  bUl. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 

GOLDWATES]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  is  open  to  further  amendment. 

If  there  be  no  further  amendment, 
the  question  is  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bin  (H.  R.  7840)  was  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

Mr.  NEELY  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  I  move  to  reconsider  the  vote 
by  which  the  bill  (H.  R.  7840)  was 
passed. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  West  Vii^nla. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  advises  the  Senator  that  the  pend- 
ing business  has  been  laid  down.  It  will 
be  necessary  to  obtain  imanimous  con- 
sent to  return  to  H.  R.  7840. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  Senate  return 
to  the  bill  which  was  just  passed.  House 
bill  7840. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  nope,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President.  I  now  move 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  House 
l9ill  7840  was  passed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion  of 
the^Senator  from  New  York. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  COOPER  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  I  wish  to  make  a  statement 
regarding  House  bill  7840.  I  wish  to 
say  that  the  distinguished  Senator  from. 
Arizona  [Mr.  Goldwater],  who  presided 
as  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  in  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  should  receive 
commendation.  He  was  the  one  member 
of  the  committee  who  was  present  at  all 
times.  He  studied  the  bill  thoroughly. 
He  presented  his  views  to  the  individual 
members  of  the  subcommittee.  While  I 
did  not  agree  with  his  views,  I  must  say 
he  certainly  acted  in  the  most  sincere 
and  conscientirus  way,  and  his  work  on 
the  bill  has  been  of  benefit  to  all  of  us. 
I  think  the  Senator  from  Arizona  de- 
serves the  commendation  of  the  Senate 
for  the  work  he  did.  , 

CONSTRUCTION,  OPERATION,  AND 
MAINTENANCE  OF  CODORADO 
RIVER  STORAGE  PROJECT 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  pending 
business. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1555)  to  authorize  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  to  construct,  oper- 
ate, and  maintain  the  Colorado  River 
storage  project  and  participating  proj- 
ects, and  for  other  purposes.    . 

REFUGEE  RELIEF  ACT 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senatx)r  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ex- 
pected to  speak  with  regard  to  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Refugee  Relief  Act  of  1953. 
The  hour  is  so  late  that  I  shall  not  take 
up  the  time  of  the  Senate.  I  ask  unani- 
moiis  consent,  however,  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  as  a  part  of 
my  remaiks  a  statement  which  I  have 
prepared. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Lehman 

Last  week,  on  August  12,  the  Senate  passed 
on  tbe  Consent  Calendar  H.  R.  8193.  an 
amendment  to  the  Refugee  Relief  Aot  of  1953. 

The  avowed  purpose  of  this  amendment 
was  to  help  break  the  unfortunate  logjam 
which  had  developed  In  the  Implementation 
of  the  Refugee  Relief  Act — a  logjam  which 
was  threar,enlng  to  make  of  thart  law  a 
mirage  and  a  delusion. 

I  have  riot  had  time  to  check  \jp  within 
recent  weeks  on  the  number  of  per»ons  who 
have  come  to  the  United  States  under  the 
terms  of  the  Refugee  Relief  Act,  but  I  know 
the  number  Is  very  small  Indeed  oompared 
to  the  209  000  who  were  authorized  to  be 
admitted,    above   quota,   in   leglslstioa   we 


adopted  more  than  a  year  ago.  Moet  of  those 
who  have  been  admitted  under  the  Refugee 
Relief  Act  are  not  refugees  at  all,  but  rela- 
tives of  citizens  and  persons  already  resident 
In  the  United  States. 

I  am.  of  course,  glad  to  aid  In  and  encour- 
age In  every  way  the  admission  of  relatives 
into  tills  country,  but  I  do  w^nt  to  point 
out  that  one  of  the  major  pur{>o8es  of  this 
law  was  to  admit  refugees  and  escapees  from 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain — those  who  liad  fled 
from  tyranny  and  slavery  to  aeek  freedom 
in  the  Western  World.  By  means  of  the 
Refugee  Relief  Act  of  1953,  we  thought  we 
were  putting  up  the  welcome  sign  for  some 
of  these  refugees  and  escapees. 

But  while  putting  up  this  welcome  sign, 
with  neon  lights  furnished  by  btgh-soundlng 
statements  by  the  President  and  others  pro- 
claiming our  humanltarianism.  we  kept  the 
gates  so  tightly  closed  that  only  a  relatively 
lew  Individuals  could  squeeze  in  under  the 
statutory  and  administrative  restrictions 
which  were  established.  A  few  relatives  and 
a  few  orphans — a  few  thousand  perhaps  by 
now,  a  year  after  the  enactment  of  the  law — 
but  that  has  been  all.  The  refugees  and 
escapees  knocked  in  vain  at  the  gates  to  the 
United  States. 

We  had  a  provision  in  the  law  permitting 
5.000  persons  already  in  the  United  States, 
who  would  be  otherwise  eligible  under  the 
terms  of  the  Refugee  Relief  Act,  to  adjust 
their  status  to  that  of  permanent  residents. 
That  provision  was  virtually  inoperative, 
too. 

The  law  contained  a  very  unwise  provi- 
sion requiring  a  specific,  detailed  assurance 
that  the  alien  would  have  housing  and  that, 
further,  a  job — a  definite  and  specific  job — 
was  available  for  him  that  eould  not  be 
filled  by  a  person  already  la  the  United 
States.  These  provisions  of  the  law,  to- 
gether with  the  accompanying  regulations, 
contributed  to  the  utter  rigidity-  and  Inflexi- 
bility of  this  program.  It  f.as  generally 
acknowledged  that  the  program  was  failing. 
Just  as  some  of  us  predicted  It  would. 

And  so  some  amendments  wiere  suggested 
this  year.  Those  amendments  had  the  sup- 
port of  the  administration.  One  of  these 
amendments  was  designed  to  correct  the  un- 
workablllty  of  section  6,  authorizing  the 
adjustment  of  status  of  ellgitle  aliens  al- 
ready in  the  United  States  as  Visitors.  That 
provision  was  included  in  H.  B.  8193,  which 
the  Senate  approved  last  week. 

Still  another  provision  would  permit  the 
quota  numbers  set  aside  in  th«  Refugee  Re- 
lief Act  for  refugees  and  escapees  to  be  used 
by  relatives  of  American  citizens  who  were 
applying  in  much  greater  numbers  than  had 
been  anticipated. 

One  of  the  reasons  this  was  true  was  be- 
cause the  Refugee  Relief  Act  did  not  require 
for  relatives  the  same  detailed  and  restrictive 
assurances  that  were  required  for  refugees, 
to  which  I  have  already  referred. 

H.  R.  8193,  containing  the  provisions  I 
have  described,  was  considered  and  approved 
by  the  House. 

When  H.  R.  3193  went  to  the  Senate  Sub- 
committee on  Immigration,  Mr.  President. 
it  was  amended — amended  by  agreement  as 
is  made  perfectly  clear  in  a  statement  by 
Senator  McCasran  which  appeared  on  pages 
14270-14271  of  the  Congressional  Record  for 
August  12.  These  conamlttee  amendments 
apply  to  relatives — the  so-called  preference 
category — the  same  assurance  restrictions 
which  now  apply  to  refugees  and  escapees. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCabkan| 
stated  on  the  floor  of  the  Senajte — and  I  am 
quoting  from  pages  14270-14271  of  the  Rec- 
ord— "If  these  amendments  are  not  agreed  to, 
the  bin  will  be  objectionable  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  Nevada." 

And  so  these  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

And  so,  while  we  have  relaxed  the  Refuge 
Relief  Act  to  open  the  gates  a  little  wider 
to  relatives,  we  have  at  the  same  time  closed 
the  gates  even  tighter  on  these  same  indi- 
viduals  by  requiring  them  to   furnish   the 
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same  kind  of  assu'ances  which  have  proved 
so  dlfflcult  an  obs-.acle  to  tbe  admlMlon  of 
nonpreferences  Ciises — tbe  refufeea  and 
escapees  who  have  no  relatives  In  tbl«  coun- 
try. While  we  gXv9  with  one  band  we  take 
away  with  anothei. 

I  do  not  know  vihether  the  bill  aa  it  now 
stands — the  amendments  to  the  Refugee  Re- 
lief Act  which  we  approved  and  which  WUl, 
I  assume,  become  law — wUl  result  in  a  net 
gain  or  a  net  Iocs  for  immigration.  I  hope 
it  will  result  In  a  net  gain.  Certainly  that 
gain  will  be  smalliir  than  if  the  committee 
amendments  I  havis  relerred  to  had  not  been 
adopted.  At  the  least,  these  amendments 
will  certainly  slow  up  the  admission  of  pref- 
erence caaes  to  the  United  States. 

I  understand  tiiat  some  of  the  private 
voluntary  agencies  concerned  with  immigra- 
tion were  very  eag<?r  to  have  H.  R.  8193  en- 
acted. They  felt  ti  at.  on  the  whole,  it  would 
help  out  In  countries  like  Italy  and  Greece 
to  speed  the  flow  cif  Immigration  under  the 
Refugee  Relief  Act  I  hope  that  their  hopee 
will  be  justified,  and  that  my  fears  will 
prove  unjustified. 

Certainly  it  is  u  ifortunate  that  the  Con- 
grpi-s  can  never  seem  to  pass  an  immigra- 
tion bill— a  humanitarian  measure — without 
loading  it  down  with  such  restrictions  a« 
to  make  It  almost  inoperable. 

If  this  measure  jjoes  to  conference,  I  hope 
that  the  House  will  strike  out  the  commit- 
tee amendments.  I  hope  tiiat  this  require- 
ment of  detailed  assurances  for  preference 
cases  will  be  eliminated.  If  it  is  not,  I  hope 
the  next  Congress  eliminates  it. 

And.  speaking  of  the  next  Congress,  I 
hoiJe  that  In  the  next  Congress  the  Eisen- 
hower administration  will  fulfill  lU  pledge 
and  move  prompt: y,  not  only  to  modify  the 
restrictive  terms  cf  the  Refugee  Relief  Act, 
In  order  to  make  it  workat>le.  but  also  to 
initiate  action  to  iimend  the  McCarran-Wal- 
ter  Immigration  md  Nationality  Act,  and 
thus  to  fulfill  th«  pledges  this  administra- 
tion made  when  1;  first  took  office. 


CONSTRUCTION  OP  SANTA  MARIA 
PROJECT,  SOUTHERN  PACIFIC  BA- 
SIN. CALIP. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  will  my 
colleague  the  Senator  from  California 
yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  my  col- 
league. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  there  may  be  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives relative  to  a  bill  the  Senate 
considered  last  right,  namely,  H.  R.  2235. 
having  to  do  with  the  Santa  Maria 
project. 

Mr.  KNOWL\ND.  Has  the  matter 
been  taken  up  with  the  minority  leader? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  It  has  been  taken  up 
with  the  acting  minority  leader. 

Mr.  KNOWL.\ND.  I  yield  for  that 
purpwse. 

Mr.  KUCHEIi.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  there  be  laid 
before  the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  relative  to 
House  bill  2235. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  1  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  2235)  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  construct  the  Santa  Maria  project, 
southern  Pacific  Basin,  Calif.,  which  was, 
in  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment,  insert : 

On  page  1,  line  6,  after  "California", 
insert  "relatinji  to  water  and  water 
rights." 


Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  the 
House,  in  acting  on  the  bill,  which  was 
debated  and  thereafter  passed  in  the 
Senate  last  evening,  added  to  the  phrase 
"the  laws  of  the  State  of  California"  the 
additional  phrase  "relating  to  water  and 
water  rights,"  in  order  to  nail  the  defi- 
nition down.  I  think  I  can  accurately 
term  it  a  technical  amendment. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  1  to  House 
bill  2235. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


SUMMARIZATION  OP  THE  ACTIV- 
ITIES OF  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  it  seems 
appropriate  in  these  closing  days  to  sum- 
marize the  accomplishment  of  this  Con- 
gress for  the  District  of  Columbia.  Be- 
fore submitting  for  inclusion  in  the 
Record  a  list  of  the  legislative  activities 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  Committee, 
I  should  like  to  speak  briefly  on  some  of 
the  highlights. 

First  of  all,  I  wish  to  express  high 
tribute  to  the  unselfish  service  of  the 
members  of  this  committee  and  appre- 
ciation for  the  support  they  have  given 
the  chairman  throughout  this  Congress, 
without  regard  to  party.  Service  on  this 
committee  is  rendered  without  hope  of 
credit  by  a  Senator's  home  constituency. 

Five  members  of  the  Senate  who  are 
no  longer  with  the  committee  made  sub- 
stantial contributions  when  they  were. 
The  late  and  beloved  Senator  from 
North  Carolina,  Mr.  Smith,  gave  us  the 
benefit  of  his  most  careful  thought  on 
several  of  our  most  difficult  problems. 

His  successor,  the  senior  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  (Mr.  Lennon]  was  with 
the  committee  only  briefly  but  was  a  sin- 
cere and  able  member.  The  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  [Mr.  Burke],  being  a 
former  mayor,  lent  most  valued  advice 
and  counsel  during  his  all  too  brief  serv- 
ice with  us. 

Outstanding  also  were  the  services  of 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  IMr.  Bar- 
rett], who  piloted  to  success  a  monu- 
mental revision  of  the  District's  criminal 
code  and  also  a  bill  for  the  creation  of  a 
family  court  for  the  District.  The  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Crippa], 
probably  made  some  sort  of  a  record 
with  this  committee,  conducting  hear- 
ings and  securing  the  passage  in  the  Sen- 
ate of  half  a  dozen  bills  within  a  few 
days  of  his  appointment  to  the  commit- 
tee. To  all  of  these  former  members 
and  to  the  present  members  of  the  com- 
mittee the  chairman  is  grateful  for  their 
earnest  and  considered  cooperation  in 
helping  to  enact  a  long  series  of  bills 
which  I  believe  were  constructive  and 
will  be  of  long-range  benefit  to  the  Na- 
tion's Capital. 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neelt],  who  is  ranking  minority  mem- 
ber, and  under  whom  I  had  the  privi- 
lege of  serving  in  that  capacity  in  the 
previous  Congress  when  he  was  chair- 
man, needs  no  praise  from  me  to  remind 
the  Senate  and  this  city  of  his  unflagging 
devotion  to  the  Capital's  welfare.  His 
colleagues  on  the  minority  side,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee    [Mr.   Gore],   the 


Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  MAiffSFZKU»]. 
and  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Ervin],  have  likewise  rendered 
highly  valued  service. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  has  given  us  the  benefit  of  his 
fine  legal  mind  and  his  knowledge  in 
many  fields — as  well  as  his  full  cooper^ 
ation  in  putting  through  a  program  in  a 
committee  composed  of  4  Republicans,  4 
Democrats  and  1  Independent. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Reynolds]  stepp>ed  into  a  place  on  the 
committee  only  recently  and  immedi- 
ately gave  our  problems  earnest  study, 
conducting  some  hearings  and  piloting 
several  bills  to  passage. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.* 
Be.\ll]  has  been  esiJecially  valued  as  a 
committee  member  because  of  his  State's 
proximity  to  the  District  and  his  first- 
hand acquaintance  with  its  problems. 
Many  of  the  important  legislative  ac- 
complishments of  this  Congress  in  the 
field  of  District  affairs  rightfully  bear 
his  name. 

A  special  word  of  praise  is  due  the 
very  able  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Payne]  who  gave  many,  many  days  of 
his  time  to  an  investigation  of  Wash- 
ington transportation  problems  and  to 
other  imix)rtant  subjects.  His  Subcom- 
mittee on  Business  and  Commerce  was 
noteworthy  for  always  keeping  on  top  of 
its  agenda.  E^very  bill  referred  to  that 
subcommittee  received  prompt  and 
thorough  attention. 

To  all  of  these  Members  must  go  the 
credit  for  what  I  believe  is  an  outstand- 
ing record  of  accomplishment. 

During  these  two  sessions,  the  Dis- 
trict has  been  launched  on  a  self -financ- 
ing, 10-year,  $305  million  program  of 
public  works  improvements  that  will 
literally  change  the  face  of  the  capital. 
I  use  the  term  self-financing  because 
the  bill  passed  carried  a  major  revision 
of  the  District's  revenue  laws  to  pro- 
duce the  funds  needed  for  the  works  pro- 
gram. The  District  has  been  equipped 
with  new  and  modem  laws  for  the  pre- 
vention, detection,  and  punishment  of 
crime — and  already  the  records  indicate 
a  substantial  drop  in  what  had  been  an 
alarming  crime  rate  here.  This  new 
criminal  code  was  the  outgrowth  of  in- 
vestigations conducted  by  District  com- 
mittees of  Senate  and  House.  The  Dis- 
trict has  been  provided  with  a  modem 
business  corpMjration  law.  It  shortly  will 
have,  I  believe,  If  the  bill  is  approved  by 
the  President,  a  vastly  improved  unem- 
plojTnent  compensation  system,  with 
benefits  among  the  highest  in  the  coim- 
try. 

Two  new  bridges  will  begin  to  stretch 
across  the  Potomac  River  within  the 
next  year  or  two  as  a  result  of  legislation 
passed  only  this  week,  which  should  help 
greatly  to  reduce  traffic  congestion  and 
make  the  Capital  a  better  place  to  live 
and  work.  These  bridges.  I  believe,  will 
prove  to  be  a  real  factor  in  planning  for 
national  security. 

For  the  first  time  in  three-quarters  of 
a  century,  there  jmay  soon  be  some  elec- 
tions in  this  voteless  city — regulated  un- 
der law.  Delegates  to  national  party 
conventions  for  the  nomination  of  Pres- 
ident and  Vice  President  and  national 
committee  men  and  women  will  be  voted 
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upon.  I  hope  this  may  be  a  forerunner 
to  more  extensive  voting  rights  for  the 
850.000  residents  of  the  District  In  local 
and  National  Government. 

Thanks  to  the  investigation  I  men- 
tioned earlier,  forward  strides  have  been 
taken  in  improving  public  transporta- 
tion here.  Policies  of  the  transit  com- 
pany have  been  reoriented,  fringe  park- 
ing is  at  last  to  receive  a  real  trial,  and 
traflBc  congestion  should  be  lessened. 

Policemen,  firemen,  and  teachers  have 
received  deserved  pay  adjustments  in 
this  Congress  and  the  subject  is  under 
continuing  review. 

Many  other  statutes  in  all  fields  of 
local  governmental  activity  have  been 
modernized  to  better  serve  the  city  and 
its  people. 

Before  concluding,  I  wish  again  to 
mention  the  outstanding  service  per- 
formed by  the  committee  staff.  In  Rob- 
ert C.  Albrook.  I  think  the  District  of 
Columbia  Committee  has  one  of  the  most 
capable  clerks  on  Capitol  Hill.  He  has 
been  supported  loyally  and  efBciently  by 
J.  D.  Coon,  counsel,  and  William  Gul- 
ledge.  assistant  counsel,  and  by  Mrs. 
Arlene  Williams  and  Mrs.  Ruth  Bryant, 
assistant  clerks.  Without  their  very 
capable  work,  the  present  chairman 
would  not  have  been  able  to  meet  re- 
sponsibilities on  other  committees  and 
also  accept  the  duties  for  this  one.  Much 
of  whatever  credit  is  given  the  comimit- 
tee  is  due  to  this  staff. 

A  great  deal  of  credit  also  must  go  to 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Commis- 
sioners, the  Honorable  Samuel  Spencer, 
and  to  Engineer  Commissioner  Louis 
Prentiss  and  Commissioner  Renah  Cam- 
alier  not  only  for  the  legislative  gains 
made  during  the  past  2  years  but  for 
many  administrative  improvements  in 
the  District  government  as  well.  Some- 
times we  forget  that  this  Capital  City  is 
State  and  city  in  one  and  that  20,000 
mimicipal  employees  keep  this  Federal 
city  going. 

Finally,  I  wish  to  thank  the  majority 
leader,  the  minority  leader,  and  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  for  the  rec>eated 
instances  of  patience  and  cooperation  in 
the  passage  of  District  legislation,  which, 
though  it  is  important  locally,  could 
easily  be  sidetracked  in  a  national  legis- 
lative body  were  it  not  for  the  under- 
standing and  help  of  all  the  Members. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  unanimous 
consent  to  have  inserted  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks  a  report  on  the  activities 
of  the  Senate  District  Committee  in  the 
83d  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a 
statement  entitled  "Activities  of  the 
Committee  in  the  83d  Congress." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  the 
District  or  Colttmbia, 

August  19.  19S4. 

Activitixs  or  the  CoMMrmz  in  the  83d 

CONOEESS 

The  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia received  from  the  Senate  for  considers^ 
tlon  in  the  83d  Congress  110  Senate  bills,  38 
House  bUls.  2  Senate  resolutions,  3  Senate 
Joint  resolutions,  1  Senate  concurrent  reso- 


lution, 2   House   Joint  resolutions,   and    10 
nominations. 

Hearings  were  held  by  Bubcommlttees  on 
67  Senate  bills  and  27  House  bills  and  by  the 
full  committee  on  10  nominations. 
The  full  committee  met  16  times. 
All  of  the  nominations  were  reported  fa- 
vorably by  the  committee  and  all  were  con- 
firmed by  the  Senate. 

Pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  140,  a  spe- 
cial subcomirilttee  conducted  10  days  of  hear- 
ings and  held  6  executive  sessions,  investi- 
gating public  transportation  serving  tbe  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia.      (See  S.  Rept.  No.  1274.) 

Of  the  78  bills  and  acts  reported  to  the 
Senate  by  your  committee,  2  remain  on  the 
Senate  Calendar,  as  follows : 

S.  880,  authorizing  the  Public  Utilities 
CommUslon  of  the  District  of  Colurabla  to 
limit  the  number  of  taxicabs  serving  the 
District. 

S.  2413,  authorizing  election  by  tlie  resi- 
dents of  the  District  of  Columbia  of  a  city 
council,  mayor,  and  board  of  education,  to 
whom  would  be  delegated,  with  certain  lim- 
itations, the  powers  over  the  District  now 
exercised  by  the  Congress,  the  Comraission- 
ers,  and  the  appointed  board  of  education; 
also  authorizing  election  of  a  nnnvntin?  del- 
egate to  the  House  of  Representatives  from 
the  District 

The  following  14  measures  reported  by 
your  commi'tee  passed  the  Senate  are  pend- 
ing In  committee  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives : 

S.  697.  authorizing  election  by  the  reEldents 
of  the  District  of  a  nonvoting  Delegate  to  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

S.  885,  disqualifying  for  2  years  following 
their  public  service  certain  former  officers 
and  employees  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
from  participating  in  matters  connected  with 
their  former  duties.  Similar  to  the  Federal 
confllct-of -Interests  statute. 

S.  922,  providing  for  a  commission  to  reg- 
ulate public  transportation  in  the  metro- 
politan area  of  Washington.  D.  C. 

S.  1001,  authorizing  appointment  of  spe- 
cial policemen  with  reimbtirsement  from  the 
agency  or  group  to  which  assigned. 

S.  1403,  authorizing  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  to  condition  and  regulate  the 
payment  of  dividends  by  public  utilities  in 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

S.  2172,  revising  requirements  for  the  prac- 
tice of  veterinary  medicine. 

S.  2655,  requiring  probationary  service  by 
teachers  and  school  officers  when  transferred 
to  new  pwsitlons. 

S.  2661.  regulating  the  sale  of  shell  eggs  in 
the  District. 

S.  2686,  making  robbery  a  crime  of  violence, 
which  crimes  are  subject  to  additional  penal- 
ties under  the  District  Code. 

S.  2687,  authorizing  appointment  of  spe- 
cial police  to  protect  District -owned  property 
located  outside  the  District  of  Columbia. 

S.  2701,  creating  a  family  court  of  three 
Judges  for  the  District  of  Columbia  to  have 
Jurisdiction  In  domestic  relations  matters 
such  as  divorce,  separation,  alimony,  main- 
tenance and  custody  of  children,  adoption 
proceedings  and  annulments  of  njarriage, 
such  Jurisdiction  to  be  transferred  from  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  to  the  new  court. 

S.  3387,  clarifying  the  powers  and  duties 
of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  giving 
the  Commission  authority  over  acquisition  of 
control  of  public  utilities  in  the  District, 
authorizing  the  Commission  to  employ  a 
transit  engineer,  increasing  the  salaries  of  the 
civilian  members  of  the  Commission  and 
giving  the  Commission  power  to  set  school 
fares  on  buses  and  streetcars. 

S.  3558,  permitting  the  issuance  of  a  birth 
certificate  to  a  p>erson  unable  to  produce  a 
witness  to  his  birth. 

Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  19,  estab- 
lishing a  joint  committee  to  make  a  study 
of  public  transportation  serving  the  District 
of  Columbia.     (Such  a  study  was  made  by 


your    committee   pursuant    to    S.    Res.    140, 
which  was  approved.) 

The  following  measures  reported  by  your 
committee  passed  the  Senate  and  the  House 
and  were  sent  to  the  President  (public  law 
numbers  following  the  bills  indicate  those 
which  had  been  signed  as  of  August  19, 
1954) : 

S.  755  (H.  R.  33071.  providing  for  com- 
pulsory treatment  of  drug  users  upon  order 
of  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  (Public  Law  76), 

S.  873.  amending  the  District  of  Columbia 
Credit  Unions  Act  to  bring  it  into  conformity 
with  the  Federal  Credit  Unions  Act  (Public 
Law  171). 

Li.  ;B79  (H.  R.  2582),  modernizing  District 
law  relating  to  life  insurance,  particularly 
tc  the  accident  and  sickness  provlflons  of  the 
Life  Insurance  Act.  to  improve  the  protection 
of  policyholders  i  Public  Law  119), 

S.  1004,  authorizing  employment  by  the 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  persons  con- 
victed of  a  felony  (Public  Law  427). 

S.  1324.  authorizing  the  District  Commis- 
sioners to  fix  licensing:  and  registration  fees 
for  various  professional  and  occupational 
boards  (Public  I.^w  50). 

S.  1393.  authorizing  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion of  the  District  to  hire  and  pay  sub- 
stitutes for  teachers  who  are  on  leave  with- 
out  pay   (Public  Law   186). 

S.  1419.  authorizing  the  District  Commis- 
sioners to  establish  daylight  saving  time 
(Public  Law  22  i . 

S.  1585,  Revising  District  Trdfflc  Act  of 
1925  as  follows:  (1)  permits  waiver  of  road 
test  if  applicant  hi\s  passed  equivalent  test 
In  another  State:  (2i  permits  issuance  of  60- 
day  learner's  permit  instead  of  80-day  per- 
mit with  30-day  extension  privilege;  (3)  au- 
thorizes extension  of  driver's  permit  for  6 
years  beyond  expiration  date  for  members 
of  armed  services;  (4)  eliminates  notation 
of  traffic  violation  convictions  on  driver's 
permit  since  courts  now  review  defendant's 
en' ire  tr;iffic  record  anyway:  (5)  strikes  ob- 
solete provision  relating  to  drivers  licensed 
under  old  law;  (6)  clarifies  reciprocity  pro- 
visions; (7)  makes  revocation  of  driver's  per- 
mit mandatory  In  cases  of  homicide  com- 
mitted bv  automobile,  hit-run  cases,  reck- 
less dTivine  involving  bodily  injury  and  any 
felony  in  which  a  motor  vehicle  is  involved 
(Public  Law  5961  . 

S  1611.  regulating  election  of  delegates 
and  alternates  '  5  national  political  party 
conventions  and  of  national  coirimltteemen 
and  women.  Such  elections  now  are  held 
under  party  rules,  not  subject  to  public  law 
or  supervision. 

S  1691,  authorizing  Potomac  Electric  Pow- 
er Co.  to  construct  a  railroad  overpass  in 
connection  with  improvement  of  Kenll- 
worth  Avenue   (Private  Law  323). 

S  1767.  extending  rent  control  in  the  Dis- 
trict until  July  31,  1953  (Public  Law  24). 

S.  1839.  authorizing  licensing  without  ex- 
amination of  an  accident  and  health  Insur- 
ance a^ent  if  he  is  already  licensed  under  the 
Life  Insurance  Act   (Public  Law  92). 

S.  1945,  authorizing  District  Board  of  Edu- 
cation to  promulgate  rules  and  regulations 
needed  to  assure  certain  ofBcets  and  em- 
ployees of  credit  for  leave  accumulated  prior 
to  March  5.  1952  (Public  Law  187). 

S  1916  (H  R.  5312).  providing  for  more 
effective  prevention,  detection,  and  punish- 
ment of  crime  in  the  District.  Important 
provisions  include  establishment  of  mini- 
mum sentences  for  certain  second  offenses; 
broadening  the  application  of  sex  offense 
and  dangerous  weapon  laws;  increasing  pen- 
alties for  assault  on  a  policeman,  tighten- 
ing the  application  of  antlgarabling  laws; 
permitting  arrests  without  warrant  In  cer- 
tain cases;  making  presence  In  Illegal  estab- 
lishments a  crime;  increasing  penalties  for 
possessing  implements  of  crime,  for  unlawful 
assembly  and  profane  language,  and  for 
threats  to  do  bodily  harm;  broadening  the 
law  governing  receipt  of  stolen  goods;  mak- 
ing fornication  a  crime;  providing  for  more 
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efficient  keeping  ot  polLoe  recorda  and  re- 
ports; creating  tht  CouncU  on  Law  Knforoe- 
ment:  providing  clerical  help  for  the  United 
States  CommlMloaer;  requiring  regiilatlon 
and  licensing  of  "t)otUe  clubs":  proTlding 
psychiatric  Bcnrictti  for  certain  court  ofllcera; 
denying  employment  to  District  employees 
who  refuse  to  gl'e  testimony  on  grounds 
of  self-incrimination;  together  with  other 
minor  changes  anc  improvements  in  existing 
law  (Public  Law  a'>). 

S.  2032.  modernizing  the  charter  of  the 
Washington  Gas  Light  Co.  (Public  Law  00). 

S.  2118,  increB£lr  g  the  pay  of  District  teach- 
ers (Public  Law  189). 

S.  2306.  requlrlrg  that  drivers  In  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  be  financially  responsible 
in  the  event  of  accidents  (Public  Law  886). 

S.  2394,  technlciU  correction  In  Police  and 
Firemen's  Salary  Act  of  1953  (Public  Law 
423), 

S.  2654,  autbcx'lzlng  sale  of  unused  Dis- 
trict property  in  Montgomery  County,  Md. 
(Public  Law  423). 

S.  2657,  Increasing  penalties  for  unlicensed 
practice  of  medicine   (Public  Law  424). 

S  3213.  authorizing  merger  of  Columbus 
University  into  Catholic  University  (Private 
Law  444). 

S.  3329.  correcting  certain  Inequltlea  in 
Police  and  Firemen's  Salary  Act  of  1953. 

S.  3482,  Increasing  District  unemployment 
compensation  marclmum  benefits  from  920  a 
week  to  130  a  week  and  duration  of  benefits 
from  20  weeks  to  maximum  of  26  weeks,  to- 
gether with  benerlt  cancellation  and  longer 
disqualification  o'.  employees  who  quit  Jobs 
without  cause,  are  fired  for  misconduct  or 
refuse  work  for  uhlch  they  are  qualified, 

S.  3506,  repeall  ig  the  prohibition  agaln&t 
use  of  alley  dwellings  (Public  Law  594). 

S.  3518.  giving  Commissioners  fuller  con- 
trol over  office  of  Recorder  of  Deeds  for  Dis- 
trict  (Public  Law  563). 

S.  3655.  requlrlr  g  that  police  arrest  records 
be  kept  open  for  public  Inspection. 

S.  3683,  transfetrlng  supervision  of  District 
credit  unions  from  Comptroller  of  Currency 
to  Bureau  of  Federal  Credit  Unions  (Public 
Law   576). 

H.  R.  1833.  authorizing  suspension  of  sen- 
tence in  certain  cases  in  municipal  and  Juve- 
nile courts   (Public  Law  69). 

H.  R.  3087,  authorizing  Improvement  of 
two  gasoline  stations  restricted  from  malclng 
improvements  by  nonconforming  use  pro- 
visions of  zoning  laws  (vetoed). 

H.  R.  3425,  autiorlzlng  appointment  of  a 
director  of  civil  defense  (Public  Law  103). 

H.  R.  3704,  modernizing  law  governing  the 
Incorporation  of  corporations  In  the  District 
to  bring  it  into  approximate  conformity  with 
the  model  act  adopted  In  many  States  (Pub- 
lic Law  389). 

H.  R.  3795,  Increasing  the  pay  of  District 
police  and  flremer.   (Public  Law  74). 

H.  R.  3796,  relating  to  Incorporation  of  Co- 
lumbus University  (Private  Law  72). 

H.  R.  4484,  increasing  funeral  expense  al- 
lowance from  assets  of  a  decedent's  estate 
(Public  Law  182). 

H.  R.  4485.  relating  to  publication  of  part- 
nerships (Public  Law  63). 

H.  R.  4486.  relating  to  forcible  entry  and 
detainer  (Public  Law  71). 

H.  R.  4487,  relating  to  a  continuation  of  a 
decedent's  business  (Public  Law  72). 

H.  R.  4550.  relating  to  recording  of  bills  of 
sale,  mortgages,  deeds,  and  conditional  sales 
(Public  Law  67). 

H.  R.  4940.  providing  for  redemption  of 
damaged  tax  stamps  (Public  Law  382) . 

H.  R.  6080.  authorizing  reimbursement  of 
1290.000  to  District  of  Columbia  toward  cost 
of  constructing  a  highway -railroad  grade 
separation  (Public  Law  571). 

H.  R.  6252.  amending  the  charter  of  the 
Girl  Scouts  (Public  Law  272). 

H.  R.  7061,  modernizing  the  law  regulating 
adoption  (Public  Law  392). 

H.  R.  7062,  modernizing  the  law  regulating 
foster  homes  (Public  Law  393). 


H.  R.  7128.  ptfmlttlng  appointment  of  as- 
sistant assessors  from  tbe  Washington  met- 
ropolitan area  (Public  Law  504). 

H.  R.  7132.  exempting  VFW  headquarters 
from  taxation  (Public  Law  610). 

H.  R.  8097,  autbortzing  Increased  District 
charges  and  taxes,  an  increased  Federal  pay- 
ment to  the  District,  and  l^ederal  loans,  at 
Interest,  with  portions  of  the  funds  ear- 
marked for  financing  of  a  10-year  $305  mU- 
Ilon  program  of  public  works  (Public  Law 
304). 

H.  R.  8692,  authorizing  payment  of  trust 
accounts  to  the  beneficlaryv  by  savlngii  and 
loan  associations,  upon  death  of  trustee 
(Public  Law  612). 

H.  R.  8973,  eliminating  requirement  for 
hackers'  badge  (Public  Law  511). 

H.  R.  8074,  authorizing  Insurance  com- 
panies to  Invest  In  obligations  of  the  Inter- 
national Bank  (Public  Law  513). 

H.  R.  9077,  making  psychiatric  services 
available  to  District  court  Judges  in  criminal 
cases   (Public  Law  592). 

H.  R.  1980.  authorizing  construction  of 
two  bridges  across  the  Potomac  River,  one 
at  Jones  Point,  Va.,  as  proposed  by  the 
Hotise,  the  other  for  the  central  area  between 
Memorial  Bridge  and  Roosevelt  Island,  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

H.  R.  8128,  eliminating  requirement  of 
oath  In  answers  to  attachment  and  garnish- 
ment proceedings  and  providing  that  only 
one  attactunent  against  a  debtor  may  be 
satisfied  at  one  time. 

H.  R.  8915.  divesting  United  States  Court 
of  Appeals  and  United  States  district  court 
of  Jurisdiction  to  review  decisions  of  cer- 
tain District  adminUtratlveAagencies.  ap- 
peals to  be  taken.  Instead,  to  mvmlcipal  court 
of  appeals. 

H.  R.  7853.  permitting  'retired  policemen 
and  firemen  to  waive  all  or  part  of  their  re- 
Uef  or  retirement  compensation  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  more  favorable  veterans' 
pensions. 

H.  R.  6127,  permitting  Board  for  Con- 
demnation of  Insanitary  Buildings  to  have 
condemned  structures  rased  if  not  repaired 
to  conform  to  established  sanitary  stand- 
ards, with  provision  for  appeals  to  Con- 
demnation Review  Board  and  to  municipal 
court. 

House  Joint  Resolution  560  and  House 
Joint  Resolution  651,  authorizing  Commis- 
sioners to  make  regulations  for  Legion  con- 
Tentlon,  August  25-September  7,  1954,  and 
permitting  quartering  troops  In  various  pub- 
lic buildings  In  connection  with  convention 
(Public   Law   599). 

All  House  bills  referred  to  your  committee 
were  reported  to  the  Senate  and  passed  with 
the  exception  of  six  (H.  R.  2969,  4229,  9344, 
7484,  7670,  and  8590 ) ,  on  which  action  was 
indefinitely  postponed  by  the  full  commit- 
tee. Hearings  were  held  on  3  of  these 
measures  (H.  R.  2969,  4229.  and  9344).  and 
the  other  3  reached  the  committee  too 
late  in  the  second  session  to  permit  the 
holding  of  hearings. 


AMENDMENT  OF  RAILROAD  RETIRE- 
MENT ACT.  THE  RAILROAD  RE- 
TIREMENT TAX  ACT.  AND  THE 
RAILROAD  UNEMPLOYMENT  IN- 
SURANCE ACT 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  referring 
to  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  108,  I 
have  taken  it  up  with  the  majority 
leader  and  the  minority  leader.  I  re- 
ferred to  it  earlier  in  the  discussion  on 
the  railroad  retirement  bill.  It  was  pre- 
pared by  legislative  counsel  after  con- 
sultation with  the  parliamentarian.  The 
concurrent  resolution  deals  w^ith  cor- 
recting the  retirement  bill  in  respect  to 
sections  and  titles. 

I  send  the  concurrent  resolution  to 
the  desk  and  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  it  considered  and  have  it  stated 


by  the  clerk,  with  the  imderstandin? 
that,  of  course,  if  it  la  not  adopted  at 
this  session  of  Congress,  it  in  no  way 
affects  the  bill  the  Senate  has  passed. 
If  the  concurrent  resolution  is  adopted 
by  the  Senate  and  by  the  House,  then 
the  problems  referred  to  in  the  debate 
with  regard  to  the  technical  deflcieoclea 
of  the  bill  will  be  automatically  cor- 
rected. 

The  PRESIDINO  on?TCER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous  consent  re- 
quest? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  Senate  Con- 
current Resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  JL06), 
which  was  read,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  tHe  Senate  {tKe  House  of  Jtep- 
resentatives  concurring) ,  That  the  CTlerk  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  in  the  enroll- 
ment of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7840)  entitled  "An 
act  to  amend  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act. 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Tax  Act,  and  the 
Railroad  Unemployment  Insin^nce  Act,"  Is 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  the  follow- 
ing corrections: 

On  page  9  of  the  House  engrossed  bill,  after 
line  3,  insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  206.  (a)  Section  saoi.  section  saoa 
(a),  section  3211.  and  section  3321  of  tbe 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of'  1954  are  hereby 
amended  by  striking  out  '$300'  each  place  it 
appears  In  each  such  section  and  Inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  'tSSO.' 

"(b)  Section  3231  (e>  (1)  of  tbe  Intemal 
Revenue  Code  of  1964  is  hereby  amended  by 
inserting  at  the  end  thereof  tbe  following 
sentence:  'Compensation  for  servloe  as  • 
delegate  to  a  national  or  international  con- 
vention of  a  raUway  labor  organization  de> 
fined  as  an  "employer"  In  subsection  (a)  of 
this  sectlop  shall  be  disregarded  for  pur- 
poses of  determining  the  amount  of  taxes 
due  pursuant  to  this  chapter  if  the  IndiTld- 
ual  rendering  such  service  has  not  pre- 
viously rendered  service,  other  than  as  such 
delegate,  which  may  be  Included  in  bis 
"years  of  service"  for  purpoeee  of  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act'." 

On  page  13  of  the  Hotise  engroaaed  bill, 
after  line  19.  Insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  407.  The  amendments  to  tbe  Inter- 
nal Revenue  Code  of  1954  made  by  section 
206  shall  become  effective  as  if  enacted  as  a 
part  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1964." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  concurrent 
resolution. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
Res.  108)  was  agreed  to. 


PLANNED  COMMUNIST  EFFORT  TO 
OVERTHROW  UNITED  STATES 
GOVERNMENT 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  in 
the  New  York  Daily  News  for  August  18, 
Mr.  John  O'Donnell,  In  his  coliunn  Cap- 
itol Stuff,  discussed  the  fact  that,  as  he 
put  it.  "every  political  figure  since  the 
1920's  who  warned  of  a  planned  Commu- 
nist effort  to  overthrow  this  Qovemment 
became  the  immediate  target  for  politi- 
cal and  personal  character  assassina- 
tion." 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  truth  of  that 
statement,  and  the  implications  of  it, 
may  be  brought  home  to  the  people  of 
America.  I  have  not,  myself,  escaped 
this  attack.  I  know  what  it  is,  and  I 
know  that  in  this  column  Mr.  O'Donnell 
speaks  the  truth.  , 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  col- 
umn to  which  I  have  referred  may  be 
printed  in  the  Rxcoro  at  this  point  as' 
part  of  my  remarks. 


C   { 


15168 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


August  19 


There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Captiol  Srurr 

(By  John  O'Donnell) 
Washiitgton.  August  17. — One  of  these 
days,  after  more  evidence  is  at  hand,  some 
historian  will  b«  able  to  write  a  swell  book 
on  how  It  happened  that  every  political  figure 
since  the  1020*8  who  warned  of  a  planned 
Communist  effort  to  overtlirow  this  Govern- 
ment became  the  immediate  target  for  po- 
litical and  personal  cb&racter  assassination. 
All  of  it  started  long  before  Joe  McCarthy 
was  out  of  short  pants.  The  local  Reds  threw 
a  lot  of  spit  balls  33  years  ago  at  the  then 
Secretary  of  State  Charles  Evans  Hughes, 
later  Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States,  be- 
cause old  whiskers  grimly,  definitely  and 
finally  refused  to  grant  diplomatic  recogni- 
tion to  Russia's  communistic  regime. 

But  In  those  days  the  Reds  hadnt  really 
dug  in  for  their  underground  operation. 
They  dldnt  have  a  diplomatic  representa- 
tion here  in  the  Capital  with  licensed  spies 
wearing  the  title  of  military  and  naval  at- 
taches. 

But  quietly,  as  It  later  developed,  the  Mos- 
cow boys  were  doing  a  Job  on  us  through  the 
spy  setup  operating  under  cover  of  a  phony 
trading  organization  with  headquarters  In 
New  York  under  the  title  of  Amtorg.  But 
the  Reds  didn't  have  the  strength  or  the  or- 
ganization to  take  after  Hughes. 

The  first  time  the  Kremlin  went  Into  real 
action  was  in  the  late  twenties,  under  the 
Hoover  regime.  Then,  for  the  first  time  In 
American  history  an  American  elected  to 
Congress  was  the  direct  target  of  a  foreign 
power  dedicated  to  the  overthrow  of  the 
American  Government. 

This  first  target — the  ever-increasing 
strength  of  the  revolutionary  spy  ring  in 
New  York  and  its  immediate  territory  made 
final  success  possible — was  Representative 
Hamilton  Pish,  a  Republican  from  the  Hud- 
son River  district,  which  embraced  the  home 
of  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  second  target,  during  the  Roosevelt 
New  Deal  regime,  was  Representative  Martin 
Dies,  Democrat,  of  Texas.  The  present  tar- 
get, of  course,  is  Wisconsin's  McCahtht,  a 
Republican. 

In  the  three  cases,  the  pattern  of  the  Red 
attack  has  a  sinister  identity. 

It  was  back  in  1928  that  the  evidence  of 
Communist  activity  throughout  the  Nation, 
but  particularly  in  New  York  City  and  other 
great  population  centers,  caused  the  then 
Republican  House  to  set  up  a  special  com- 
mittee to  Investigate  activities  of  Commu- 
nists in  the  United  States.  Pish,  the  veteran 
on  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  was 
named  chairman. 


GOT    HIS    POUnCAL    WOUNDS 

It  didn't  take  long  for  Fish  to  hit  pay 
dirt — and  for  the  Commies  to  strike  back, 
politically  and  personally.  Evidence  of  the 
effective  propaganda  work  which  the  Reds 
in  Amtorg  had  accomplished  among  the 
aliens,  newly  naturalized  citizens,  and  in 
city-supported  schools  and  colleges  piled  up. 
New  York's  then  Police  Commissioner  Crover 
Whalen  and  the  top  assistant  who  succeeded 
him,  Edward  P.  Mulrooney.  came  up  with 
enemy  agent  documents  in  Russian,  printed 
in  an  East  Side  shop  which  were  deadly  in 
their  implication  of  treachery  and  treason. 
It  was  great  work  by  the  undercover  squad, 
but  then  came  the  uproar. 

The  late  Representative  Samuel  Dickstein, 
Democrat,  of  New  York,  whom  the  Roosevelt 
Congress  made  chairman  of  the  House  Immi- 
gration Committee,  led  the  fight  against 
Commie-fighting  Fish.  The  battle  moved 
into  the  Republican  zone — thanks  to  the 
pressure  of  Roosevelt — and  Fish  received  his 
political  wounds.  A  slashing  up  of  hie  con- 
gressional district  with  the  benediction  of  a 
New  Deal  White  House  and  an  Albuny  Dewey 
resulted  in  his  defeat. 

Then,  with  Fish  out  of  the  way.  came  the 
day  in  1933  when  the  still  worried  Cont^ress 
set  up  the  first  Un-American  Activities  Com- 
mittee and  named  the  Democrat  irom  Texa.<;, 
Representative  Martin  Dies,  its  chairman. 
Dies  got  the  works  from  the  same  bovB  who 
had  given  Fish  his  lumps  onlv  a  few  years 
before  and  who  are  now  (at  least  sorne  of 
them)  trying  to  lead  the  anti-Commie  parade 
and  hoping  that  everybody  will  forge;  what 
they  said  about  Fish  and  Dies  back  in  the 
days  when  the  going  was  really  tough. 

Of  course,  some  of  them  Hre  attacking 
McCarthy.  The  amusing  chararters  are 
those  who  are  now  climbing  aboarfl  the 
McCarthy  bandwagon,  thinking  that  their 
Dies  and  Fish  records  are  forgotten. 

submitted  a  list  to  whife  house 
Dies,  after  getting  a  beating  from  all  the 
Commie  lovers  from  the  White  House  cliq'ie 
down  to  the  mob  levels,  tossed  In  the  pclitiral 
sponge  in  the  1946  campaign  after  7  yeiirs  of 
abuse.  Now  he's  back  In  the  House  <bat  un- 
fortunately not  on  the  House  Un-Ameriran 
Activities  Committee — he  stepped  oa  too 
many  political  toes  in  his  comeback  cam- 
paign) and  explains  in  his  interview  with  the 
U.  S.  News  &  World  Report  that  the  reason 
he  quit  the  fight  in  1946  was  "nervoas  ex- 
haustion. They  gave  me  the  works — every- 
thing they  could  do,  little  personal  things 
•  •  •  McCarthy  doesn't  know  what  It  is  " 
In  those  days,  related  the  Texan,  the  White 
House — the  President  and  his  wife,  meaibers 
of  the  New  Deal  Cabinet,  out-and-out  brazen 
Communists,  along  with  their  Journal l;:tic 
fellow  travelers,  kept  him  under  steady 
attack. 

ual  security  apprnpn'ntinn  hi!I,  10'j.:—ll.  R.  / 
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According  to  the  Congressman,  he  found 
the  facts  in  those  days  much  as  McCarthy 
has  charged  In  recent  days — that  the  FBI 
under  J.  Edgar  Hoover  had  the  facts  on  the 
Commies  but  that  the  administration  and 
the  executive  departments  refused  to  fol- 
low them  up  with  prosecution. 

Dies  stated  that  as  early  as  1941 — this  was 
before  Pearl  Harbor— he  submitted  to  the 
White  House  "a  list  of  about  2.000  Commu- 
nists on  the  Federal  payroll.  Including  Alger 
Hiss.  Harry  Dexter  Wliite,  Haroljd  Olasser, 
and  others  and  asked  that  they  be  discharged. 
This  was  refused." 


>L 


SECURITY      APPROPRIA- 
1955— CONFERENCE      RE- 


MUTUAL 
TIONS. 
PORT 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
submit  a  report  of  the  committee  of 
conference  on  the  di.'^agreein?  votes  of 
the  two  Hou.se.s  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  10051  •  mak- 
ing,' appropriations  for  mutual  security 
for  the  fi.-^cal  year  ending  June  30,  1955, 
and  for  other  purpo.^es.  I  ajdc  unani- 
mou.s  con.sent  for  the  present  considera- 
tion of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re- 
port will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legi.'^Iative  clerk  read  the  report. 

•  For  conference  report,  see  House  pro- 
ce'^d!n5:s  of  today.  • 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  1.'=  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  con.'^ider  the  report. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President.  I 
think  the  conference  report  speaks  for 
itself.  It  is  a  combination  of  the  work 
of  the  conferees  of  the  two  Houses. 

I  .send  to  the  de^k  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Record  a  summary  of  the  figures  in 
repard  to  this  measure:  First.  In  regard 
to  the  budget  e.stimat'^s;  second,  as  the 
bill  was  pa.^.-^ed  by  the  House  af  Repre- 
sentatives; third,  ns  the  bill  was  passed 
by  the  Senate:  and  fourth  and  last,  the 
final  conference  action  in  tho  case  of 
each  item  in  the  act.  This  summary 
will  pive  a  clear  picture  t-o  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  and  to  all  others  who  are 
interested. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  .num- 
mary was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows; 


Title  and  section 


I)iiilf:i-t  <-^;irn:it( 
It.-.-. 


-.    I  t.y 

•n  'tr 


Titlp  t— Mtitnnl  de'on.se  aissi^tance: 
Ch.  1— Milit.iry  assi<!tan(r: 

Sec.  lat— General  authorization 

See.  104— Infriistructure " " 

See.  105— Development  of  weapons  of  advanced  desipn...^II"IlIIIimi^" 
Total,  ch.  1 

Ch.  2— Southeast  Asia,  and  the  western  Pacifie.  and  direct  forces  support- 
Sec.  121— Southeast  Asia  and  the  western  Pacific 

Sec.  122— Profluction  for  forces  suppoit '  

Sec.  123— Cominoii-uso  items II]"!!!!""!"  " 

Total,  ch.  2 

Ch.  3— Defense  support: 
tec.  131  (b): 

(1)  Europe  (excluding  Oreece  and  Turkevl 

/«^  '^J*^'^'  assistance  in  joint  ontrol  areas  in  Euriiie " " 

tZl  ^^V^'^^^'  .\fric;i,  and  south  Asia  (includinR  Orwce  and  Turkov) 
(J)  Far  East  and  the  Pacific 

Tec.  132:  " -  — - 

•  (a)  Korean  program 

(c)  United  Nations  Korean  Reconstruction  Agcncy\.""lll"'.r.^^""; 

Total,  ch.  3 

Total,  title  I ------™I™^IIII^-ir.M^^.m."r  " 

'  Included  In  general  military  figures. 


$1,  <TC.  ■»V\rt(V] 

yjt.  7i»>.  iHKi  I 


$1.  2f:",  Vf\,(<n\ 
70.  (K)l»,  000 
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7^.\ill)'K  IKK) 
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94  i:i(i.  iKX) 

4h9i-J,V.'.  .,1.', 


4^.  rftn.  OTio 
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7;j.  iKKi,  UNI  I 
8»'',  OtX).  (J<I<| 

200.  (IftO.  fMYl 
;<■  IKHI.  (KHl  I 


45,  0<V1, 

000 

2;t 

INNI. 

IXI 

;:i 

IMNI. 

IKDI 

H) 

oy>.. 

ly.'i 

20.'; 

noo. 

noo 

■.i 

000. 

(100 

4:-C2.  111,11.  IKK  I 
2.  .M9.  :«K).  000 


i'-i\.  (ir».H,  in.'i 

2.  41K.  7i*.  IM.I 


4 '.  noo.  ofio 

2.^.  IKKI.  OOl) 

7:1.1100, 000 
ho.  tn^x,  iw.j 
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:20.\0o0,  000 
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Title  and  section 


Title  II— Development  a.sslst&noe: 
bc'c.  201  (a); 

(It  Near  F.ast  and  Africa 

(2)  South  Aslji '_" 

(.1)  AnieriRin  Xepuhllrs _ 

I4j   EuruH^aii  Coal  and  Sleel  Community  loan... 


Budget  e.otimate, 
1965 


Total,  title  II. 


)3n.(w.ooo 

S.^,  000.  000 
9,  000,  000 


224,  (KX),  (KXl 


Pas9e>d  bj 
Houae 


1 1  \  000,  000 

60.  .VK),  000 

9,000.000 


1S4.  .VXI,  000 


Paswd  by 
Senate 


ii5,ooaooo 

60,5OaO00 
9.000,000 


Final  ranferenoa 
Bctioa 


iis,ooaooo 
6o,soaooo 

9,000,000 


184.  500, 000 


I84.90aOOO 


Tit' 


■  Til— Tcrhninil  (Yxifienitlon: 
;('<•.  :4(»;<—  Aulhoriration  . . . 


6ei'.  *>; 

(ni 
t'W 


>— M  uUiliiliTal  technUjil  oooi^mtioii . 
I'll  lied  .V.tilons  txiirm(ic<l  [.roKrani  of  te<-hnica!  assWanr** 
Orpamtilion  of  .\meric3iU  States 


Total,  title  III. 


112,  07a  000 

17.  OSR.OOO 
l.dtMl,  000 


100,00a  000 
f .  5«J0.  000 


l.Sl.,S2S,000 


ini,.s(K),ooo 


ua  000. 000 

9,  957.  621 
1,500,000 


121.4,S7.621 


Till"  IV  -'^thf-r  proirram^- 

Sec.  4113— Si>eeial  lk••^Lsfancr  In  joint  control  ari»!is  (see  ch.  IIP. 

t^ec.  4'i.">     Nliivfinont  of  nildrnnl-^  ami  nfuciH'j. 

(iji   IiitfreuMrimiriitai  Coniniitliv  for  Kiirnpean  Mifcration  (ICEM). 

iri   I'liili'.l  \ittiuii-i  Kifiiuw  EmiTRcncy  Fund 

PtH-   4;>r, -ChiMn'iis  wclf^f  ..  

Si-o.  4i)7     I'ltl'-stine  ri-fii|{t'<'S  in  the  Near  East  'laiiKUiv;)' only) 

.Nr  4'i'*-  North  Atlantic 'I'lvaty  OrganiutiOQ 

SfC.  4"S»  — iicfsn  fn'l(jh»  eli.irees 

.^ec.  4li>— ("ontr'il  .\ct  evii«>n.«es 

>ec.  411  -  .Vdnii:ii~lrati\  ■■  rxiH'nst>s  (other  than  title  I)  ch.  1    . 

fee.  412  — .Stratejic  materials _ 


11,  l'*?,  IPO 

.500.  iKm 

13.  .VIO,  000 

3,  anr:.  000 

4.  4')0.  (xm 
I,  3"  10. 1)00 

3  J,  700.  000 


in,  000, 000 

12.000,000 

3.  ir*.  oon 

4.  4011,  (XK) 

i.07.\ono 

30,000,000 


la  fion,  000 
4'X).  ono 

13,  500.  000 

1,  i«",ono 

4,  4<XI,  000 

1,300,0(« 

34.  700. 000 


105, 00a  000 
9. 957.  631 

i.soaooo 


116,457,821 


la  000, 000 

~izsoo,'o66 

"i,iR9,oo6 

4,400,000 

1,175,000 

32.  500, 000 


Total,  title  IV 

(iraiid  total -all  titlt>s. 


r*.  7s«.  190 


m.  fi44.  0(X) 


f.6.  O6H.  (XK)  I 


61,  7*4.  (KM 


3.  438,  549,  SO.-i 


2,  89\  944.  000 


2.  7«0.  624.  810 


2,781.499.816 


.ciMMAItY,  NEW   I  r.M)>  A.\I>  INORLIGATED  BALANCES 


House  hill 

Senate  biU 

Coufcirence  action 

^.■■wfiind"              ... . 

J2.  <«>5,  '44.  noo 
2.  312.  47:..  979 

$2.  790,  824,  81« 
2.5S1.:.13,  72S 

}2.781.49?>.8ia 
2.  4«2.  07.5, 979 

L  iioMvatcl  lialauos- 

Total    

5,  20s,  419,979 

5.  372,  338,  644 

5.  243.  575.  795 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  state  that  I  am  opposed  to  the  report, 
and  I  wiih  to  be  so  recorded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  announcing 
its  action  on  certain  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  House  bill  10051,  which  was 
read,  as  follows: 

In  the  House  of  REPEESENTATn'ES.  U.  8.. 

August  19,  1954. 

Resolved.  That  the  House  recede  from  Ita 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ate numbered  23  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  10051). 
entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for 
mutual  security  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1955,  and  for  other  purposes,"  and 
concur  therein; 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  1  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  Inserted  by 
said   amendment,   insert: 

"Military  assistance:  For  military  assist- 
ance as  authorized  by  title  I,  chapter  1. 
$1,192,700,000  plus  unobligated  balances,  as 
follows:  For  general  military  assistance 
authorized  by  section  103.  $1,092,700,000  plus 
not  to  exceed  $2,383,512,729  of  unobligated 
balances;  for  Infrastructure  authorized  by 
section  104  (a),  $100  million,  plus  not  to 
exceed  $39  million  of  unobligated  balances: 
Prorided.  That  such  unobligated  balances 
shall  be  derived  from  balances  of  appropria- 
tions heretofore  made  for  military  asslst- 
nnce  (Europe.  Near  East  and  Africa.  Asia  and 
the  Pacific,  American  Republics,  and  mutual 
special  weapons  planning)  :  ProtHded  fur- 
ther. That  not  to  exceed  $23,250,000  of  such 


funds  shall  be  available  for  administrative 
cxpsnses  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  title 
I.  chapter  1,  until  June  30.  1955:  Prorided 
further.  That  the  military  supplies  and 
equipment  (or  the  equivalent  value  thereof 
as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  determine 
but  not  to  exceed  $200  million  In  Inventory 
value)  which  have  been  procured  and  proc- 
essed for  delivery  to  foreign  areas  and  which 
subsequently  are  returned  to  the  custody 
of  the  United  States  because  of  a  change 
In  the  International  situation,  shall  remain 
available  for  military  assistance  authorized 
by  law.  and  such  amounts  shall  be  in  addi- 
tion to  the  amounts  herein  otherwise  pro- 
vided for:  Provided  further,  That  this  limi- 
tation on  military  supplies  and  equipment 
shall  not  apply  to  capiial  ships  for  which 
title  has  passed  but  which  have  been  re- 
claimed by  the  Navy  Department." 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  No.  2,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  Inserted 
by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following: 
"$700,000,000:  Provided.  That  none  of  the 
funds  appropriated  In  this  paragraph  may  be 
used  for  assistance  to  any  nation  which  In 
the  opinion  of  the  President  Is  not  making 
satisfactory  efforts  against  Communist  pene- 
tration and/or  aggression." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  No.  3  and  conctir 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert:  "Production  for  forces  support: 
fY>r  assistance  authorized  by  section  122, 
$35,000,000,  all  of  which  shall  be  In  the  form 
of  United  States  surplus  agricultural  com- 
modities." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  No.  9,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Re- 
store the  matter  stricken  out  by  said  amend- 
ment, amended  to  read  as  follows:  ",  and  In 
addition,  not  to  exceed  $16,000,000  of  the  un- 
obligated balances  of  funds  heretofore  made 
available  under  this  head." 


That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  12  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
After  the  sum  named  In  said  amendment 
Insert  the  following:  ":  Provided,  That  no 
commitment  for  the  calendar  year  1955  or 
thereafter  shall  be  pledged  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  until  t|ie  Cougress  appropri- 
ates for  said  purpose.'* 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  22  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert: 

"Funds  appropriated  under  each  para- 
graph of  this  act  (other  than  appropriations 
under  the  head  of  military  assistance ) ,  in- 
cluding specified  amounts  of  unobligated  bal- 
ances, and  amounts  certified  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 1311  of  the  Supplemental  Appropriation 
Act.  1955,  as  having  been  obligated  against 
appropriations  heretofore  made  for  the  same 
general  purpose  as  such  paragraph,  which 
amounts  are  hereby  continued  available 
during  fiscal  year  1955,  may  be  consolidated 
In  one  account  for  each  paragraph:  Pro- 
vided. That  any  apparent  recorded  obliga- 
tion outstanding  on  June  30,  1954.  against 
any  such  appropriations  which  is  not  eligible 
for  certification  under  the  terms  of  section 
1311  of  the  Supplemental  Appropriation 
Act,  1955,  may  be  corrected  and  certified 
under  section  1311  as  an  obligation  If  ap- 
proved by  the  Director  of  the  Foreign  Oper- 
ations Administration  and  the  Director  of 
the  Budget  not  later  than  February  1,  1956." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  26  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  stricken 
by  the  said  amendment  insert:  "and  here- 
after, foreign  currencies  generated  under 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  utilised 
only  for  the  purposes  for  which  tbe^Xunds 
providing  the  commodities  which  gei^ratcd 
the  currency  were  appropriated  (ctxcvpt  m* 
specifically  iwovlded  in  sec.  109  of  th*»  •«»  * 

That  the  House  recede  frotn  iw  nHimyWK 
xnent    to    amendment    No.    a<^    4^iM   '<v'«ik4K^ 
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therein  with  an  amendment,  as  foUofwa: 
In  Ueu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  Insert:  ":  Provided.  That  the 
proviso  in  section  602  (b)  of  the  Mutual 
Seenrtty  Act  of  tgM  Is  amended  as  fcdlows: 
(1)  Strike  out  'Cjpmmlttee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  of  the  Senate*  and  Insert 
•Committee  on  Appropriatlona  of  the  Sen- 
ate.'" 

Tliat  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  31,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
am^mlmMit  Insert:  "Sac.  109.  $55  million  of 
the  imobligated  balances  continued  available 
under  this  act  shall  be  available  only  for 
the  procurement  and  sale.  In  accordance  with 
provlslaais  of  section  402  of  the  Mutual  Secu- 
rity Act  of  1954,  of  surplus  agricultural  com- 
modities as  suistance  to  Spain  during  the 
current  fiscal  year:  Prornded.  That  80  per- 
cent of  the  foreign  currencies  generated  here- 
under shall  be  used  to  strengthen  and  im- 
prove the  dvlilan  economy  of  Spain,  the 
balance  to  be  available  for  use  of  the  United 
States:  Provided,  however.  That  this  jmorl- 
alon  shall  not  be  construed  as  a  precedent  or 
as  an  abrogation  of  any  agreement  hereto- 
fore entered  into." 

That  the  Hoiise  recede  ftom  Its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  32  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment ins^: 

"Sic.  110.  Funds  heretofore  or  hereafter 
allocated  to  the  Department  of  Defense  from 
any  appropriation  for  military  assistance 
(except  funds  obligated  directly  against  any 
such  appropriation  for  offshore  proctirement 
or  other  purposes)  shall  be  accomited  for  by 
geographic  area  and  by  country  solely  on  the 
basis  of  the  value  of  materials  delivered  and 
services  performed  (such  value  to  be  de- 
termined In  accordance  with  the  applicable 
provisions  of  law  governing  the  administra- 
tion of  military  assistance).  Within  the 
limits  of  amounts  available  from  funds  so  al- 
located, the  Department  of  Defense  Is  au- 
tborlBed  to  Incur,  In  applicable  approiMrla- 
tlons,  obligations  in  anticipation  of  relm- 
•  bursement  from  such  allocations,  and  no 
funds  so  allocated  and  available  shall  be 
withdrawn  by  administrative  action  until 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  certify  that 
they  are  not  required  for  liquidation  of  ob- 
ligations so  Incurred.  Unobligated  amounts 
of  such  allocations  equal  to  the  value  of 
orders  placed  with  the  military  departments 
against  such  allocations  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  shall  be  reserved  and  shall  re- 
main available  until  June  30,  1957,  for  mak- 
ing such  reimbursements  (except  In  case  of 
funds  obligated  directly  against  such  allo- 
cations) only  upon  the  basis  of  materials 
delivered  and  services  rendered:  Provided, 
That  reports  of  items  to  be  delivered  against 
funds  reserved  as  provided  herein  shall  be 
furnished  quarterly  by  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Bepresentatlves, 
and  not  less  often  than  once  each  quarter 
beginning  with  the  period  ending  December 
31.  1964,  said  Secretary  shall  make  a  detailed 
report  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
of  the  Senate  and  the  Hoiise  of  Bepresenta- 
tlves, on  a  delivery  or  service-rendered  basis, 
on  all  military  assistance  funds  allocated  and 
available  to  the  Department  of  Defense  as  of 
the  end  of  the  preceding  quarter:  Provided 
further.  That  no  reimbursements  for  ma- 
terials or  services  shall  be  made  after  June 
30.  1955,  until  the  value  of  materials  deliv- 
ered and  services  performed  shall  equal  the 
amount  of  expenditures  made  from  all  ap- 
propriations herein  and  heretofore  made  for 
military  assistance  as  of  said  date :  Provided 
further.  That  In  the  event  the  President 
shall  determine  that  supplies  and  equip- 
ment ordered  against  ftinds  so  allocated  are 
required  for  the  defense  of  the  United 
States,  the  amoimt  allocated  for  supplies  and 


materials  required  for  such  purpose  shall 
be  retximed  to  the  appropriation  from  which 
allocated:  Provided  further.  That  funds  ap- 
propriated in  this  act  for  military  assistance 
(Including  specified  amounts  of  unobligated 
balances) ,  and  amounts  certified  pursuant  to 
section  1311  of  the  Supplemental  Appropria- 
tion Act,  1955,  as  having  been  obligated 
against  appropriations  heretofore  made  for 
such  purpose,  shall  be  maintained  in  one 
account  which  shall  be  used  for  all  transac- 
tions involving  military  assistance  during 
the  current  fiscal  year,  and  no  expendi- 
ture ahall  be  made  from  such  account  except 
as  may  be  within  the  limits  of  the  sum  of 
the  amounts  mentioned  in  this  proviso: 
Provided  further.  That  any  apparent  record- 
ed obligation  exceeding  $5  million,  outstand- 
ing on  June  30,  1954,  which  is  not  eligible 
for  certification  under  the  terms  of  section 
1311  of  the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act, 
1955.  may  be  corrected  and  certified  under 
section  1311  as  an  obligation  U  approved  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Director  of 
the  Budget  not  later  than  February  1,  1955: 
Provided  further.  That  nothing  in  this  act 
shall  be  construed  as  making  any  apprc^rla- 
tion  or  fund  available  for  obligation  after 
Jiine  30,  1955,  except  as  may  be  neceesary 
for  reimbursements  autborized  herein  or  as 
authorized  by  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of 
1954." 

That  the  Hoiise  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  33  and  concur  there- 
in with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Change 
the  section  number  to  111. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1.  2.  3,  9,  12,  22, 
25.  26,  31.  32,  and  33. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  a  question  to  ask  regarding  the  pro- 
visions of , section  104  of  the  act,  wliich 
appears  to  indicate  that  in  the  future, 
foreign  currencies  generated  as  a  result 
of  the  shipment  of  surplus  agricultural 
commodities  under  this  program  must 
be  used  for  the  purpose  for  which  the 
dollars  were  appropriated  in  the  first 
instance.  Does  this  provision  in  any 
way  affect  foreign  currencies  received  as 
a  result  of  obligations  consummated 
prior  to  the  date  of  passage  of  this  act? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield 
to  me?  r  1 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Because  I  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  that  matter,  and  be- 
cause we  shall  concur  in  that  language,  I 
wish  to  state  that  the  answer  to  the 
question  of  my  distinguished  friend,  the 
Senator  from  Nevada,  is  definitely 
"No"— that  there  will  be  no  effect  what- 
soever on  either  the  programs  or  the 
obligations  which  developed  as  a  result 
of  the  use  of  foreign  currencies  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  measure. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  I  Mr. 
Bridges]. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate,  House  Con- 
current Resolution  271,  which  will  be 
read. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con. 
Res.  271)  was  read,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  concurring) ,  That  the  Clerk  be, 
and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed, 
in    the    enrollment    of    H.    R.    10051,    the 


mutual  security  appropriation  blU,  1965,  to 
malce  the  following  correction: 

In  subparagraph  (2)  of  section  107.  strike 
out  the  word  "lease"  and  Insert  In  lieu 
thereof  the  word  "release." 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  the 
concurrent  resolution  simply  provides 
for  making  of  a  technical  correction. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  concurrent 
resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  271)  was 
considered  and  agreed  to. 


RECORD  OF  APPROPRIATION  BILLS 
IN  83D  CONGRESS,  SECOND  SES- 
SION 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  Senate  has  now  com- 
pleted final  action  on  the  last  appropria- 
tion bill,  let  me  point  out  the  record  of 
the  handhng  of  appropriation  bills  at  this 
session. 

To  begin  with,  let  me  say  that  all  the 
regular  appropriation  bills  were  passed 
by  the  Congress  prior  to  the  beginning 
of  the  new  fiscal  year. 

Second,  with  the  adoption,  a  minute 
ago.  of  the  conference  report  on  the 
Mutual  Security  appropriations,  we  ring 
down  the  curtain  on  all  the  appropria- 
tion bills. 

I  think  the  Senate  would  like  to  have  a 
brief  summary  in  that  connection,  be- 
cause it  is  a  part  of  the  record  of  the 
Senate,  and  because  I  think  all  Members 
of  the  Senate  deserve  credit  for  the  rec- 
ord which  has  been  made. 

The  total  budget  estimates  submitted 
to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
amounted  to  $50,257,490,985. 

The  total  appropriations  which  we 
made  came  to  $47,642,131,205. 

This  is  a  reduction  of  $2,615,359,780 
from  the  budget  estimates,  and  it  in- 
cludes every  bill  considered  by  the  Sen- 
ate Appropriations  Committee  and  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  during  this 
session.  This  is  a  rather  remarkable 
record,  when  it  is  considered  that  the 
budget  estimates  submitted  by  the  ad- 
ministration were  considerably  lower 
than  those  submitted  in  previous  years. 

This  becomes  immediately  apparent 
when  we  compare  the  appropriations 
made  this  year  with  those  made  last  year 
and  those  made  the  year  before.  During 
the  82d  Congress,  2d  session,  the  appro- 
priations totaled  $75,400,000,000;  dur- 
ing the  83d  Congress.  1st  sesaion,  the 
appropriations  totaled  $54,500,000,000; 
and  the  appropriations  during  tiie  pres- 
ent session  amounted  to  $47,600,000,000. 
Thus.  Mr.  President,  we  find  that  this 
year  we  have  appropriated  $6,900,000  000 
less  than  last  year,  and  $27,800,000,003 
less  than  2  years  ago. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  I  aak  unan- 
imous consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  complete  and  detailed  table 
giving  the  record  on  every  bill.  I  make 
this  request,  so  that  the  Members  of  this 
body,  after  the  conclusion  of  the  Con- 
gress, may  have  the  record  of  the  Senate 
to  refer  to. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
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Mr.  SALTONSTAUi.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
yield  to  me? 

BCr.  BRIZX3ES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTAIiL.  As  a  member  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee  for  7 
or  8  years,  let  me  say  that  the  work 
of  the  committee  this  year  went  forward 
more  expeditiously  than  heretofore:  tna 
hearings  were  conducted  with  great 
fairness,  and  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee made  every  member  feel  he  was 
a  part  of  the  committee.  As  a  result, 
the  work  was  better  done  and  more 
quickly  done. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts. 


THE 


UPPER     COLORADO     RIVER 
STORAGE  PROJEKrr 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  dur- 
ing the  afternoon  we  have  been  able  to 
devote  a  little  time  to  the  question  of  the 
upper  Colorado  River  storage  project. 
Like  all  the  other  representatives  of  that 
region,  I  have  prepared  a  rather  com- 
plete statement  on  the  subject.  But  in 
view  of  the  lateness  of  the  hour  tonight 
and  the  lateness  of  the  hour  in  respect 
to  the  second  session  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress, I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  the  statement  printed  at  this  point 
in  the  body  of  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement   bt    Senator    Bennrt    on    the 
Upper  Coloraoo  River  Storage  Project 

We  in  Utah  can  loolE  with  sympathy  and 
understanding  upon  the  many  States  now 
plagued  by  widespread  drought  and  lower- 
ing water  tables.  In  much  of  my  State,  we 
are  In  perpetual  drought. 

We  are  used  to  being  a  water  have-not 
State,  but  It  is  yet  nonetheless  trying  to  our 
parched  Utah  economy,  sitting  astride  the 
Colorado,  to  see  our  share  of  the  water  allo- 
cated under  the  Colorado  River  compact  of 
1922,  going  downstream  to  the  lower  basin 
and  the  Pacific  Ocean.  Sadly  enough,  the 
water  is  not  only  lost  to  us  forever,  but  each 
year's  loss  Is  measured  not  only  in  drops  but 
In  millions  of  acre-feet.  We,  In  the  upper 
basin,  are  cxirrently  able  to  use  only  1,650.- 
000  acre-feet  annually  of  a  share  under  the 
compact  of  7'^  million  acre-feet  or  more. 

Perhaps  If  we  weren't  In  euch  dire  need 
of  water  In  Utah,  and  If  the  water  didn't 
belong  to  us  under  the  compact,  and  If  our 
very  future  did  not  depend  on  the  waters 
of  the  Colorado,  our  "last  waterhole."  we 
could  be  more  philosophical. 

We  have  not  been  idle,  however,  since 
the  Colorado  River  compact  was  signed  In 
1922.  Similarly  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
has  not  been  idle  either.  Decades  of  inten- 
sive study  have  culminated  in  the  project 
presently  before  the  Senate.  It  to  a  care- 
fully drawn,  well  integrated  project  designed 
to  at  long  last  make  available  to  the  upper 
basin  States  the  water  which  is  rightfully 
theirs. 

It  is  precisely  the  large  scope  and  costli- 
ness of  the  project,  necessitated  as  it  is  by 
the  peculiarly  rugged  geography  of  the  area 
and  complex  engineering  problems,  which 
make  It  necessary  for  the  upper  basin  to 
ask  the  Federal  Government  for  a  loan  to 
finance  the  project.  We  do  not  relish  com- 
ing to  the  Congress  for  aid,  even  if  It  is  only 
for  a  loan  which  will  be  repaid,  for  we  have 
traditionally  met  our  water  needs  by  our 
own  work  and  our  own  cooperation.  Utah 
has  developed  nearly  all  of  her  water  and  the 
last  source  left  of  any  consequence  is  the 
Colorado. 


WHT  XHK  HAIN  STEM  STOBAGE  DAMS  ASE  HEEDED 

Many  people  have  failed  to  grasp  the  Im- 
portance of  the  large  storage  dams  provided 
for  the  project,  particularly  since  no  Irri- 
gation water  is  to  be  diverted  by  these  dams 
to  farma  or  cities.  Yet,  paradoxically,  these 
«t(»'age  dams  provide  the  very  key  itself  to 
getting  the  water  on  the  land  upstream 
through  the  time-honored  principle  la  Irri- 
gation States  of  exchange. 

In  all.  four  major  purposes  are  served  by 
the  storage  dams,  tis  distinguished  froja  the 
participating  or  actual  irrigation  projects. 

1.  To  meet  the  Water  guaranty  solemnly 
undertaken  by  the  upper  basin  States  (Wyo- 
ming, Utah,  Colorado,  and  New  Mexloo)  to 
the  lower  basin  States  (California  and  Ari- 
zona) of  75  million  acre-feet  of  watet  over 
each  10-year  period. 

2.  For  storage,  as  already  noted,  so  that 
the  upper  basin  States  may  use  their  share 
of  the  water  by  diverting  it  before  it  gets 
into  the  main  river. 

3.  For  river  regulation  to  counteracjt  the 
highly  erratic  and  cyclical  flow  of  the  river 
and  to  prevent  silting  In  the  lower  baein. 

4.  To  produce  power  for  public  and  private 
use  and  to  aid  in  financing  the  participat- 
ing projects. 

Since  wc  must  deliver  approximately  7.- 
500,000  acre-feet  of  water  per  annum  to 
the  lower  States,  it  is  necessary  that  water 
be  stored  from  good  water  years  and  from 
spring  runoffs  to  meet  that  obUgntlon. 
Otherwise,  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
upper  States  to  use  their  full  share  of  the 
water  without  the  risk  of  runnlnt;  short  on 
delivery  to  lower  basin  States  and  Mexico. 

The  storage  is  doubly  necessary  because  of 
the  erratic  and  fluctuating  flow  of  the  river. 
It  Is  Impossible  to  predict  accurately  the 
period  of  floods  or  drought,  such  as  the  great 
drought  period  in  the  1930's  when  the  flow 
was  alarmingly  low.  If  the  upper  basin 
States  had  been  using  their  full  share  of 
the  water  Instead  of  a  fraction  in  this  criti- 
cal period,  they  would  have  been  forced  to 
cut  back  drastically  irrigation  and  other 
water  uses  to  meet  the  guaranty  to  the  lower 
States. 

Meeting  the  compact  guaranty  may  be  a 
more  difficult  task  than  was  envisioned  in 
1822.  The  average  stream  flow  was  esti- 
mated with  the  limited  data  of  the  time 
to  be  21  million  acre-feet  per  year.  How- 
ever, the  flow  is  17,700,000  acre-feet  per  an- 
num. 

Former  President  Herbert  Hoover  has 
shown  an  acute  perception  concerning  the 
foregoing  problems,  as  well  he  might,  for 
he  served  as  Chairman  of  the  Colorado  River 
Commission.  He  portrayed  the  problems  In 
a  letter  written  In  1945  to  the  then  Senator 
Albert  Hawkes  of  New  Jersey: 

"As  you  know,  I  had  the  honor  to  be 
chairman  of  the  Colorado  River  Commission 
which  settled  the  Colorado  River  compact 
In  1922  and  other  matters  relating  to  the 
development  of  the  river.  And  during  the 
following  years  I  had  many  duties  involving 
these  questions.  •  •  •  In  1922  there  was 
general  agreement  that  the  allocation  of 
7,500,000  acre-feet  per  annum  to  the  upper 
basin  would  be  more  than  ample  to  meet 
their  requirements.  •  •  •  It  is  now  realized 
that  the  allocation  will  fall  far  short  of  the 
ultimate  needs  of  the  upper  basin.  •  •  •  In 
1922  the  compact  requirement  that  the  up- 
per States  never  deplete  the  flow  of  the 
river  to  less  than  75  million  acre-feet  in  any 
10-year  period,  was  not  considered  burden- 
some. Studies  now  available  show  thtt  to 
meet  this  obligation  the  upper  States  will 
have  to  provide  at  least  20  million  acre^feet 
of  holdover  storage  to  be  used  during  low 
flow  periods,  comparable  to  1931-40  or  lack- 
ing storage,  will  have  to  limit  their  uge  to 
about  64  piercent  of  their  allocation,  la  or- 
der to  make  available  75  million  acre-feet  at 
Lee  Ferry." 

Regulation  will  therefore  be  of  benellt  to 
the  lower  basin  since  their  allocation  of  water 


Win  be  assured  and  facilitated.  The  stora're 
dams  will  prevent  much  slltatlon  of  the 
dams  In  the  lower  basin  and  thus  prolong 
their  useful  life.  T 

riNANCINO  ' 

The  main  stem  storage  dams  will  furnLsh 
power  revenues  which  will  aid  In  the  fl- 
nane*ng  of  the  participating  projects.  These 
projects  will  depend  to  a  great  extent  on 
the  power  revenues  from  the  large  dams 
although  the  entire  project,  taken  ts  a  whole. 
Is  self-liquidating. 

tJFPEH   BA.SIN   DEVELOPMENT  IS  UCCINC 

For  a  variety  of  reasons,  the  lower  basin 
has  been  developed  much  more  rapidly  than 
has  the  upp<-r  ba.sln,  as  evidenced  by  such 
monumental  works  as  the  Hoover  Dam,  Davis 
Dam.  Parker  Dam,  and  the  All. American 
Canal.  A  comparison  of  the  relati^*  develop- 
ment of  the  two  basins  may  be  illuminating: 

Colorado  Piver  water  put  to  ttse:  Lower 
basin,  5.351. 600  acre-feet  annually;  upper 
basin.   1.923.200  acre-feet  annually. 

Total  storage  capacity  of  projects  con- 
structed or  authorized  for  cor»tructlon : 
Lower  basin.  38.624.430  acre-feet;  upper 
basin,   1,686.955  acre-feet — 23-to-l   ratio. 

Development  of  power  by  projects  con- 
structed or  authorized  for  construction  by 
Congress  in  generating  capacity:  Lower  ba- 
sin, 1.700.900  kilowatts;  upper"  bajln.  32,000 
kilowatts — 53-to-l    ratio. 

I  wonder  If  our  downstream  neighbors 
really  realize  Just  what  this  first  turn  to  the 
Colorado  water  and  resulting  power  has 
meant  to  them?  On  the  lower  Colorado 
alone,  under  national  reclamation  law,  ap- 
prrximately  $450  million  has  beea  Invested 
for  the  development  of  water  and  power  for 
Arizona,  California,  and  Nevada;  find  when 
you  add  to  that  an  Investment  in  reqlama- 
tlon  of  equal  magnitude  on  other  rivers  In 
those  States,  you  have  the  very  Impressive 
total  of  $894  million. 

But  this  Is  only  half — cr  less  than  half^ 
cf  the  story.  If  these  same  projects  were 
built  today,  at  current  prices,  they  would 
cost  $1,825  billion.  In  other  words,  the 
privilege  of  having  "first  turn"  has  saved 
our  downstream  nelghlxirs  a  billion  dollars — 
a  billion  which  they  will  not  have  to  pay 
back  or  pay  interest  on. 

If  the  upper  Colorado  development  project 
Is  authorized  and  built,  we  will  have  to  pay 
back  twice  as  much  as  they  must  do  for 
equal  value.  There  are  three  waya  in  which 
our  friends  down-ri%-er  might  look  at  this 
with  us.  First.  If  the  development  of  both 
ends  of  the  river  had  begun  in  the  twenties, 
the  costs  of  each  would  have  been  approxi- 
mately equal  as  our  share  of  the  water  is. 
Second,  at  the  prices  of  the  twenties  there 
would  be  no  question  of  •'economic  feasi- 
bility." And  third,  even  at  todays  prices, 
we  can  build  the  Initial  phase  of  the  pro- 
gram on  the  upper  river  for  the  billion  saved 
by  the  lower  basin  because  they  had  first 
turn. 

I  submit  for  printing  In  the  body  of  the 
Record  as  part  of  my  remarks  a  tabulation 
of  the  reclamo.tlon  expenditures  In  the  lower 
basin  and  their  present  values. 

The  tabulation  is  as  follows: 


Reclamation  expenditures  in  lower  Colorado 
River  Basin  States,  through  June  30,  1953 


Actun] 
expenditure 


rrf'sonf  value 

(liii.scd  on 

Rnuiiiocrine 

Niews-Kpcord 

inde.x) 


Arizona 

Arizon.i-ralifomia 

Arizon.i-Xc  vada- Califom  ia 

Total 


srs 

S12 

SI2 

|i9n,  27r., 

400 

'  4.S. 

727 

»I(I 

M. 

174, 

snn 

'  XtT, 

11#'., 

75.J 

701, 

356, 

700 

44S,  73<1,  K5 


035,  808,  000 


'  nocan.sp  or  thp  physical  loc.itM>n  of  f-rrtain  struc-ttin>s- 
such  as  Hrxivcr  Diirn,  cxjM-nilitiirf's  cunnot  be  reuUiIy 
separated  belwwn  or  aniuiig  States. 
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Id  addition  to  lower  Colorado  River  ex- 
penditures, the  following  amoiints  have  been 
expended  elsewhere  in  those  States: 


CalUornla 

Ni  vu«Ia.         

Nevada-California. 


Total 

Lower  Colorado  River 

Tntxl -.. 

E.-stimsted     post,     initial 

i>ltik>n',  tiiHKT   Coion»do 
{ivcr  dtvolopiueiit 


A  rtiiftl 
expenditure 


$433,908,300 

m.  P72,  .VT7 

1,073,410 


44h,  73fi,  S75 


Prfspnt  v&liM 

(bBae<l  on 

F.n(fix)c*-riiie 

N'pws-RpcxjrJ 

index) 


$792,421,300 

4.'<,  97S.  ino 
3. 327. «» 


W».  727,  («I0 
8S.'.  XtK  000 


8M,  781,  028      1,  82^,  ».'>.  000 


872, 3i«,  noO 


We  in  Utah  have  watched  with  pleasure 
the  great  progress  made  in  the  lower  basin. 
We  have  witne8»«d  the  extensive  agricultural 
developments,  the  growth  of  Industrial  de- 
velopments, thf  population  influx  and  the 
over-all  lncreas<!  In  wealth  made  possible  to 
a  great  extent  by  the  utilization  of  the  Colo- 
rado waters  and  the  very  Important  by- 
product— power 

The  entire  Nation  has  been  Inestimably 
benefited  by  the  development  of  the  lower 
biisln  and  there  is  every  reason  to  believe  a 
similar  boon  will  be  conferred  by  a  corre- 
sponding development  of  the  upper  basin's 
fhare  of  the  Colorado  water.  We  believe 
that  It  Is  now  our  '"water  turn." 

Further  delay  may  be  fatal,  for  If  the 
Ftornge  dams  are  not  constructed  soon  and 
allowed  to  fill  before  the  maximum  uae  of 
water  is  made  In  the  upi>er  basin.  It  will  be 
extremely  difficult  to  fill  them  later.  Fur- 
ther. If  the  w.'.ter  continues  to  flow  down 
the  river  and  li  used  there,  the  upper  basin 
would  have  a  dif&cult  time  in  ever  getting 
their  water  or.ce  an  existing  economy  is 
based  on  the  waters. 

THE    PaOJECT    AND    UTAH 

Utah's  need  for  water  and  power:  Water 
is  the  measuring  stick  of  progress  in  the 
upper  Colorado  Basin.  As  water  goes,  ao 
goes  Utah.  If  our  water  continues  to  run 
downhill,  so  in  all  probability  shall  we.  For 
us  to  prosper  and  grow,  we  need  more  water 
for  agriculture,  for  our  cities,  and  for  our 
vast  mineral  and  industrial  potential. 
Water's  byproduct,  power,  will  go  hand-ln- 
hand  In  reaching  that  potential. 

Only  by  properly  assessing  the  now  latent 
possibilities  of  Utah  and  the  upper  basin 
which  will  reach  fruition  with  the  devel- 
opment of  the  project,  can  It  be  truly 
evaluated. 

In  agriculture  at  the  present  time,  less 
than  2.2  percent  of  our  land  In  Utah  Is  Irri- 
gated. Of  the  1  million  acres  currently 
under  irrigation,  fully  80  percent,  or  600,000 
acres,  has  only  a  periodic  supply  of  water 
and  undergoes  severe  shortaiges  annually. 
Utah's  farmers,  most  of  whom  run  small 
farms,  can  look  now  only  to  the  Colorado 
River  for  any  relief  from  thla  unhappy  con- 
dition. These  small  farmers  are  in  dire 
need  of  our  share  of  the  water  with  Its 
invigorating  impact  which  can  come  alone 
from  the  development  of  the  central  Utah, 
Gooseberry  and  Emery  participating  projects 
In  the  master  plan  for  the  upper  Colorado. 
A  summary  follows,  recognizing  the  sterility 
of  statistics  as  compared  to  the  fertility  of 
the  land  which  wlU  be  benefited: 


Projpcts 

ACTPS  of 
npw  land 
Irriitsted 

Supplemen- 
tal acres 
Irrifated 

Total 
acreage 

Cpntral  Vtnh 

Kmery  County... 
Gooseberry 

2«,."i00 
3,630 

l.-??,  000 
20,4.10 
16,400 

IfiCSOO 
24, OHO 
Ifi  400 

Total 

32,  130            1G8,  Sou  j           200,  (HO 

It  la  hoped  that  with  TilUmate  develop- 
ment  of  Utah's  share  of  the  Colorado  waters, 
the  total  of  new  Irrigated  land  will  be  about 
210.000  acres,  and  that  fumlabed  supple- 
mental water  250.000  acrea.  This  will  sail 
leave  nearly  one-half  million  acr«e  in  the 
Colorado  and  Bonneville  Basins  needing 
either  a  full  or  partial  supply  of  water. 

The  crops  produced  in  Utah  arc  not  In 
competition  with  the  major  crops  of  the 
Nation,  so  that  the  development  will  not 
contribute  to  the  present  surpluses.  Except 
for  fruits,  vegetables,  sugar  beets  and  can- 
ning crops,  our  agrlculttu-al  production  Is 
harvested  through  livestock.  Moreover,  It 
win  take  from  10  to  20  years  to  get  the 
projects  into  operation.  It  is  likely  that 
any  Increase  in  production  will  be  consumed 
locally  by  Utah's  rapidly  Increasing  popula- 
tion. 

In  our  municipalities:  Many  of  Utah's 
towns  and  cities  are  In  critical  need  of  cu- 
linary and  industrial  water,  particularly  in 
central  Utah.  Cedar  City  has  had  a  great 
struggle  to  obtain  a  sufficient  supply  of  water 
and  has  had  to  resort  to  rationing.  Nephl 
has  condemned  agricultural  lands  so  that 
they  might  obtain  culinary  water.  Ration- 
ing has  been  the  rule  rather  than  the  ex- 
ception. Cities  in  eastern  Duchesne  County 
are  in  need  of  water,  as  are  communities 
near  Salt  Lake  City.  The  sobering  part  of 
this  picture  is  that  virtually  all  of  the  water 
In  these  areas  even  now  Is  tapped  and  in 
use. 

In  the  meantime,  Utah's  population  has 
Increased  27  percent  In  the  years  1940 
through  1953.  a  growth  well  above  the  na- 
tional average,  and  exceeded  by  only  10 
States.  Utah  leads  the  Nation  with  its  vital 
index — that  Is,  a  high  birth  rate  and  low 
death  rate.  If  proportionate  growth  con- 
tinues, the  States  population  will  be  well 
over  a  million  by  1965  (compared  to  750,000 
today ) ,  the  earliest  date  by  which  the  initial 
phase  of  the  central  Utah  project  would  be 
completed.  The  strain  on  our  water  re- 
sources can  well  be  Imagined  if  additional 
water  Is  not  forthcoming. 

For  years  one  of  Utah's  major  exports  has 
been  the  trained  intelligence  of  our  young 
people  who  emigrate  because  of  lack  of  job 
opportunities.  They  have  enriched  the  Na- 
tion but  It  is  a  lamentable  circumstance 
that  they  abould  feel  obliged  to  leave  the 
place  of  their  birth,  especially  when  it  Is 
possessed  of  a  treasure  trove  of  wealth  and 
opportunity,  given  the  vital  elements  of 
water  and  power.  It  has  been  estimated 
that  Utah  can  support  a  population  twice  its 
present  slae  If  our  share  of  the  Colorado 
River  waters  are  made  available  through 
the  full  development  of  the  central  Utah, 
Smery  County,  and  Gooaeberry  projects. 

Water  and  power  are  needed  for  our  In- 
dustrial potential:  It  may  be  said  without 
exaggeration,  I  believe,  that  Utah  is  the  min- 
eral storehouse  of  the  Nation,  By  enlarging 
this  statement  to  include  the  upper  basin, 
there  can  be  no  contradiction  advanced 
whatever.  I  know  that  It  Is  popular  to  relate 
any  project  to  national  defense  no  matter 
how  remote  the  relation  may  be.  However, 
a  direct  relation  exists  with  respect  to  ura- 
nium. Utah  is  one  of  the  most  important 
world  sources  of  such  radioactive  ores  as 
uranium,  vanadium,  carnotlte,  and  pitch- 
blende. Together  with  western  Colorado, 
the  area  probably  provides  the  greatest  do- 
mestic source  for  uranium,  although  exact 
production  is  a  carefully  guarded  secret — 
this  In  an  area  where  we  have  a  dependable 
supply  not  subject  to  the  vagaries  of  politi- 
cal machinations  abroad.  Water  and  power 
are,  of  coiu^e,  needed  in  great  quantities 
in  the  processing  of  these  ores. 

In  terms  of  the  variety  of  minerals  from, 
which  new  wealth  was  and  la  created,  Utah 
is  excelled  by  no  other  State.  As  processes 
for  developing  synthetic  liquid  fuel  are  per- 


facted,  the  fact  that  Utah  has  200  bUllon 
tODB.  of  ooftl  and  that  there  are  800  billion 
tons  within  S50  mllee  of  Salt  Lake  City.  wUl 
be  Increatilngly  important.  This  compriaea 
one-seventh  of  the  workfa  known  coal  re- 


Vlrtually  all  of  the  materials  necesaary  for 
the  development  of  a  chemical  industry  arc 
to  be  found  In  Utah,  but  the  ezUtlng  water 
and  power  supplies  are  not  now  sufflcient  to 
fully  develop  the  great  possibilities  of  such 
an  Industry. 

Utah  is  one  of  the  main  prodacers  of  non- 
ferrous  metals  and  ranks  at  the  top  or  near 
the  top  in  the  Nation  in  production  of  cop- 
per, zinc,  lead,  silver,  and  gold.  There  are 
great  deposits  of  magnesium  in  the  Qreat 
Salt  Lake  and  In  southeastern  Utah,  hut 
again  large  amounts  of  water  are  required 
to  obtain  this  metallic  element. 

Utah  is  now  in  the  iron  and  steel  business 
with  ever  increasing  opportunities  for  satel- 
lite industries.  Fifty  thousand  acre-feet  of 
water  per  year  is  consumed  at  the  Geneva 
mill,  while  at  the  same  time  circulating  146.- 
000  acre-feet. 

Phosphate  fertilizer  is  critically  short  and 
it  is  significant  that  the  largest  known  de- 
posits of  phosphate  rock  are  in  the  upper 
basin  States.  Power  and  water  agam  are 
required. 

From  a  slightly  less  biased  observer  of  the 
upper  basin's  wealth  and  potential,  I  cite 
Mr.  John  H.  East.  Jr.,  regional  director  of  the 
Bureau  of  Mines,  who  itemizes  a  portion  of 
nature's  lavishnesa  upon  the  upper  baain 
Stetes: 

1.  Bituminous  coal  reserves,  estimated  at 
400  billion  tons,  are  equal  to  one-sixth  of 
the  world's  known  coal  deposits. 

2.  The  maximum  potential  of  several 
hundred  billion  barrels  of  liquid  fuels  pro- 
duced solely  from  shale  In  a  comparatively 
small  area  of  1,000  square  miles  near  Rifle  Is 
many  times  the  proved  crude  petroleum  re- 
serve in  the  United  States. 

3.  Concentrated  in  the  bulging  earth  at 
Climax  is  about  85  percent  of  the  world'a 
known  supply  of  molybdenum,  critical 
toughening  agent  for  steel  products  Includ- 
ing a  host  of  military  weapons. 

4.  In  addition  to  molybdenum,  the  upper 
basin  is  the  greatest  domestic  source  of 
uranium,  radltma,  and  vanadium. 

5.  The  tremendous  upsurge  of  oil  Inter- 
est is  justified  by  petroleum  reserves  in  the 
area.  Thanks  to  increasing  con8\]inptlon 
and  price  leaps,  natural  gas  also  appears  cer- 
tain for  a  greater  destiny. 

A  further  recitation  of  the  vast  mmeral 
and  industrial  potential  in  Utah  and  in  the 
upper  basin  would  probably  sound  too  much 
like  a  chamber  of  conunerce  brochure. 
However,  Utah  is  at  a  critical  juncture  in  its 
history  with  much  of  our  futiu%  possibili- 
ties contingent  directly  upon  the  water 
and  power  made  available  by  this  project.  It 
is  impossible  to  overdramatize  our  need. 
for  it  is  either  progress  or  stagnation. 

FATING  FOB  THE  PROJECT 

It  is  a  self-liquidating  and  economically 
feasible  iHX>ject:  Because  of  the  complexities 
of  the  project  it  has  been  considered  a«  a 
unit  and  as  such  qualifies  within  the  recla- 
mation law  as  a  self-liquidating  and  ecanom« 
ically  feasible  project. 

The  projects  don't  cost;  they  pay.  Oppo- 
nents have  seen  fit  to  criticize  the  financial 
aspects  of  the  project  and  have  said  that  It 
is  too  costly,  that  power  shouldn't  he  used  to 
aid  the  Irrigation  projects  and  that  there  is 
a  concealed  subsidy  since  the  inigatlaii  ex- 
penditiires  are  interest  free.  However,  be- 
cause of  the  great  benefits  to  be  derived  from, 
reclamation  projects,  both  disect  and  lodi- 
rect.  it  has  been  the  law  of  the  land  for  80 
years  that  Irrigation  developments  ahoold  be 
Interest  free.  Quite  apart  from  the  new 
wealth  which  Is  created  by  such  projects  as 
that  which  we  are  considering,  a  apot  study 
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kA  a  few  typical  retiamatton  projects  oon« 
■tructad  by  the  Federal  GoTenunent  Indl" 
catee  that  theee  dlatiicta  hare  paid  for  them- 
selvae  by  four  and  one-half  times  In  taxes. 
This  Is  a  remarkable  record,  and  the  vision 
shown  by  the  reclamation  advocates  aaems 
Justified. 

nfty-two  and  four-tenths  percent  of  the 
coet,  or  IT78  million,  will  be  repaid  with  In- 
terest. The  Irrigation  ezpendltiires  are  fully 
reimbursed. 

Another  aspect  of  this  problem  Is  the  $20 
million  yearly  which  will  continue  to  flow 
Into  the  Treasury  after  the  project  comple- 
tion thiu,  In  all  probability,  paying  for  the 
interest. 

Some  comparisons  may  be  In  order  to  main- 
tain proper  perspective  In  evaluating  the 
Interest-free  financing  of  the  irrigation  fea- 
tures of  the  project: 

Total  expenditures  for  riven  and  harbors 
and  fiood  control  by  the  Ciorps  of  Engineers 
from  1823  to  1954  Is  #8^14.748.713.  This 
nearly  $8^  billion  spent  up  to  June  30, 
1953,  was  not  only  completely  Interest  free, 
but  not  one  cent  of  it  mxist  be  repaid  by  those 
who  benefit  from  It. 

I  do  not  begrudge  the  expenditure  of  this 
money,  but  it  m\ist  be  remembered  that 
these  billions  spent  in  5  fiscal  years  are  not 
only  interest  free  but  none  of  the  principal 
need  be  repaid.  In  contrast,  less  than  one- 
half  of  1  percent  of  the  upper  Colorado  River 
project  is  nonreimbursable. 

The  upper  Colorado  expenditures  will  be 
staggered  over  60  years  or  more,  while  the 
rivers  and  harbors  outlay  noted  above  covered 
only  6  years. 

With  our  future  predetermined  by  the 
availability  of  water,  we  in  Utah  do  not  wish 
to  be  a  dehydrated  State  while  our  share  of 
the  Colorado  River  water  continues  to  pass 
through  Utah  Into  the  lower  basin  and  into 
the  Pacific  Ocean. 

The  futitfe  of  an  entire  region  hangs  In 
the  balance  and  that  future  is  now  In  the 
bands  of  the  Congress  in  the  form  of  the 
upper  Colorado  River  project  which  will  make 
our  water  available  to  \i8  at  long  last. 

We  in  the  intermountain  West  want  to 
share  in  the  new  growth  and  gains  that  are 
envisioned  for  America.  We  think  we  have 
great  still -dormant  values  to  contribute  to 
it.  But  the  key  to  this  is  still  more  water 
which  we  can  no  longer  get  without  Federal 
help.  The  time  has  arrived  when  we  must 
draw  on  the  water  bank  of  last  recourse. 


ILLEGAL   ENTRY   OF   CERTAIN 
MEXICAN  NATIONALS 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
prepared  a  brief  on  Senate  bills  3660  and 
3661,  the  so-called  wetback  bills.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  it  is  perfectly  obvious 
that  action  will  not  be  taken  on  those 
bills  at  this  session  of  Congress,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  Record  the  speech  I  had 
intended  to  deliver,  together  with  cer- 
tain exhibits  in  the  form  of  newspaper 
articles  and  correspondence,  and  also 
copies  of  the  bills. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  speech, 
article,  letters,  and  bills  were  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Rbcord,  as  follows: 

Statxmknt  bt  Senatos  Mobsk 
Attorney  Oeneral  Brownell  yesterday  wrote 
to  H.  L.  Mitchell,  president  of  AFL's  National 
Agricultural  Workers  Union,  that  "You  may 
be  sure  that  we  are  doing  everything  possible 
to  attain  enactment"  of  the  wetback  control 
bills  "into  law  at  the  current  session  of  Con- 
gress." It  is  permissible  to  wonder  what  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  means  by  "doing  every- 
thing possible."  It  is  also  natural  to  ask  how 
ziaive  he  must  think  Mr.  MltcheU  Is  to  send 


him  such  an  assurance  a  few  hours  before 
the  adjournment  of  Congress. 

The  Attorney  Oeneral's  letter,  dated  as  I 
say,  August  18,  was  in  reply  to  one  delivered 
to  him  the  day  before  from  Mr.  Mitchell.  In 
his  letter  Mr.  Mitchell  cited  the  chronology 
of  the  Attorney  General's  promises  of  per- 
formance to  deal  with  what  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  termed  in  a  six-page  statement  a 
"serious  nationwide  problem."  The  first 
promises  of  performance  were  made  by  Mr. 
Brownell  to  a  delegation  representing  all  the 
major  national  labor  and  religious  organiza- 
tions in  his  office  on  March  29,  almost  5 
months  ago. 

I  have  the  utmost  sympathy  for  members 
of  the  Senate  Judiclai-y  Committee,  includ- 
ing the  author  of  the  bill  who,  when  they 
were  finally  handed  drafts  of  the  Attorney 
General's  measures  almost  3  months  after 
the  Attorney  General  made  his  original  prom- 
ise, found  themselves  trying  to  get  the  bills 
heard  and  approved  by  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committee  and  onto  the  floor  with  little  or 
no  further  help  from  the  Attorney  General 
or  the  White  House. 

How  grave  a  national  problem  this  one 
of  the  wetbaclu  Is — and.  therefore,  how 
shameful  by  implication  it  Is  that  no  action 
has  been  taken  on  it  at  this  session  of  Con- 
gress— is  effectively  set  forth  by  the  Attorney 
General  in  his  June  9  statement  and  In  a 
letter  written  to  Senator  Pulbrioht,  dated 
May  10,  1951,  by  the  then  General  Bisen- 
hower,  as  published  later  in  the  newspaper 
column  ol  Robert  S.  Allen. 

I  have  in  my  hands  copies  of  the  letters 
and  other  material  to  which  I  have  referred, 
and  also  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  O.  A.  Knight, 
chairman  of  CIO's  Latin-American  commit- 
tee to  the  Attorney  General.  These  letters 
and  this  material  form  a  striking  case  study 
for  political  science  classes  of  how  remedies 
for  a  major  national  malady  are  feelingly 
prescribed  and  not  administered. 

As  I  ask  that  these  letters  and  other  mate- 
rial be  Inserted  at  the  end  of  these  brief 
remarks,  along  with  copies  of  the  bills  in 
question,  S.  3660  and  S.  3661  ( backed  bjr  the 
entire  labor  movement  and  the  three  great 
national  religious  organizations),  I  record 
substantial  reports  have  reached  me  that 
some  of  the  Republican  high  command  in 
Congress,  as  well  as  the  Elsenhower  admin- 
istration itself,  seek  to  shift  responsibility 
for  inaction.  They  are  saying  by  word  of 
mouth  the  reason  the  bills  were  not  brought 
up  for  action  is  that  the  Democrats  were 
determined  to  block  them.  This  is  as  abject 
a  passing  of  the  buck  for  failure,  without 
one  scintilla  of  evidence  to  support  It,  as 
any  I've  seen  in  my  political  life.  There  Is 
no  basis  in  fact  for  such  a  political  alibi. 
The  responsibility  for  not  passing  the  legis- 
lation rests  squarely  upon  the  shoulders  of 
the  Eisenhower  administration. 

National  Acricttltuhal 

WoRKzats  Uniok, 
Washington.  D.  C,  A-ugust  17.  1)54. 
Hon.  Herbert  Brownell,  Jr., 

United  States  Attorney  General, 
Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Drab  Mr.  Attornrt  General:    On   June   8 
you  issued  a  six  page  statement  announcing 
a  program  to  deal  with  what  you  desaribed 
as   "a  serious  nationwide   problem."     You 
said  it  was  designed  to  check  the  flood  of 
aliens  crossing  the  Mexican  l>>rder  illegally, 
the    so-called    wetbacks.      The    nxunbets    of 
these   wetbacks,    which   you  cited    in    terms 
between  a  million  and  two  million  annually. 
are  currently  considerably  increased,  accord- 
ing to  recent  press  reports. 

"ITie  program  you  announced  was  two- 
sided — one  administrative  based  on  a  pro- 
jected substantial  increase  in  numbets  of 
patrolmen  on  the  Mexican  border,  the  other 
legislative. 


Your  announcement  followed  •  confer- 
ence in  your  office  between  you»  accom- 
panied by  Deputy  Attorney  Oeneral  William 
P.  Rogers,  and  a  labor  delegation  nepresent- 
Ing  all  the  major  national  labor  organiza- 
tions, accompanied  by  representatives  of  the 
three  major  national  religious  organizations. 
That  was  on  March  29. 

At  that  conference  you  assured  the  delega- 
tion you  would  have  the  Department  of 
Justice  prepare  legislation  on  the  problem 
and  would  seek  to  have  that  legislation 
adopted  by  this  session  of  Congress. 

On  June  24  the  two  measures  prepared 
under  your  direction  were  introduoed  in  the 
Senate  by  Senator  Arthur  V.  Watkins,  of 
Utah.  Shortly  thereafter  identical  measures 
were  introduced  in  the  House  by  Repre- 
sentative Louis  E.  Graham,  of  Pennsylvania, 
The  measures  were  referred  to  the  Judiciary 
Committees  of  both  branches  of  Congress. 

Senator  Watkins,  as  chairman  of  the  Sen- 
ate Judiciary  Subcommittee  on  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization,  held  hearings  on 
July  12.  13,  and  14,  with  Senator  Herman 
Welker.  of  Idaho,  sitting  with  him.  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  AFL  and  CIQ  twtifled  In 
support  of  the  measures,  S.  3660  and  8.  3661. 
The  first  of  these,  through  application  of 
the  injunctive  process,  makes  it  unlawful 
for  anyone  to  employ  wetbacks,  and  the 
second  provides  for  confiscation  of  all  ve- 
hicles used  In  transporting  wetbacks.  No 
hearings  were  held  on  the  bills  by  the  House 
Judiciary  Committee  and  no  action  on  them 
was  taken  by  that  committee. 

The  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  finally 
reported  them  favorably  on  August  11.  In 
view  of  the  lapse  of  time  between  March  29, 
when  you  assured  the  labor  and  religious 
representatives  of  your  intention  in  this 
matter,  and  August  11  when  the  bills  were 
finally  reported  to  the  Senate — four  and  a 
half  months — you  will  understand  why 
these  representatives  wonder  whether  you 
really  meant  what  you  told  them. 

Only  a  few  days  of  this  session  of  Con- 
gress remain.  The  understandable  skepti- 
cism of  the  labor  and  religious  representa- 
tives about  your  original  assurance  to  them 
can  be  removed  only  by  favorable  action  on 
the  measures  by  Congress  before  it  adjourns. 
Knowing  how  such  action  is  accomplished 
we  are  sure  you  and  the  Eisenhower  ad- 
ministration can  accomplish  it  if  you  are 
determined  to,  even  though  so  few  hours  re- 
main In  the  session. 

Gov.  Goodwin  Knight,  of  the  gr^at  State 
of  California,  which  is  one  of  the  States 
where  the  problem  originates,  has  Joined  you 
in  recognizing  the  urgency  of  the  problem 
by  exhorting  the  citizens  of  the  common- 
wealth over  which  he  presides  to  eimploy  no 
more  wetbacks.  You  yourself,  in  your 
June  9  statement  pointing  out  that  the 
problem  is  nationwide,  say: 

"A  large  percentage  of  illegal  aliens  now 
being  apprehended  in  the  border  dis- 
tricts and  elsewhere  are  not  intorested  in 
finding  agricultural  employment,  except, 
perhaps,  as  a  stopgap  measure.  They  are 
heading  for  our  industrial  centers  to  ob- 
tain employment  In  defense  plants  and 
other  industries.  Both  in  agriculture  and 
Industry,  they  are  displacing  domestic  work- 
era,  adversely  affecting  working  conditions, 
contributing  to  our  increasing  crime  rate, 
and  spreading  communicable  disease.  In 
addition,  the  size  of  the  movement  may  well 
provide  an  effective  screen  for  subversives 
and  other  undesirable  persons  to  enter  or 
depart  from  the  United  States." 

Surely,  Mr.  Attorney  General,  wljth  public 
attention  directed  at  this  serious  problem 
through  the  widespread  publicity  It  has  re- 
ceived and  continues  to  receive,  yo«  will  not 
want  Congress  to  adjourn  without  taking 
steps  which  you  and  labor  and  religious  or- 
ganizations regard  as  effective  in  helping 
solve  the  problem.  This  public  attention 
has  been  greatly  helghted  by  the  very  pro- 
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gram  you  have  enunciated  and  by  the  earlier 
statement  of  President  Eisenhower  when 
he  characterized  the  wetback  problem  as  a 
national  disgrace. 

Yours  sincerely, 

H.  L.  MrrcBiu.,  President. 

OmcE  or  THE  Attormet  Oenxral, 
Washington,  D.  C.  August  It,  1954. 
Mr.  H.  L.  MrrcHELL, 

President,  National  Affricultural 
Workers  Union,  Wttshington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Mitchell:  I  have  your  letter  of 
August  17th  regarding  the  Watkins-Gtamham 
bills  relating  to  the  wettiack  problem.  You 
may  be  sure  that  we  are  doing  everything 
possible  to  attain  the  enactment  of  these 
bills  Into  law  at  the  current  session  of  Con- 
gress, and  I  want  you  to  know  how  much  we 
appreciate  your  interest  in  the  matter.  I  am 
sure  we  can  count  on  you  to  do  everything 
possible  to  aasLit  in  getting  favorable  consid- 
eration for  the  bills. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Herbert  Brownell,  Jr.. 

Attorney    General. 

August  17,   1954. 
The  Honorable  Herbest  Browwhj.,  Jr., 
Attorney  General, 

Department  of  Justice, 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Attornet  General:  In  June  of 
this  year  you  issued  a  statement  announcing 
measures  to  stop  once  forever  the  flow  of  the 
so-called  wetbacks  into  the  United  States. 
The  measures  suggested  by  you  were  partly 
of  a  legislative  nature  and  your  announce- 
ment followed  :\  pledge  given  by  you  in  a  con- 
ference held  on  March  29  and  attended  by 
representatives  of  all  major  labor  organiza- 
tions as  well  aH  leaders  of  the  main  religious 
denominations.  On  this  day  you  alao  prom- 
ised that  you  would  do  your  best  to  have 
adequate  legislation  passed  through  Congress 
during  this  session  and  particularly  to  insist 
on  stipulations  making  it  unlawful  for  any- 
one to  employ  entrants  or  grant  them  trans- 
portation. 

On  June  21,  corresponding  metuures  were 
prepared  and  introduced  to  both  Houses  of 
Congress  unde-  your  direction.  It  was,  how- 
ever, only  as  late  as  August  11.  that  these 
measures  were  favorably  reported  by  the  Sen- 
ate Judiciary  C-onunlttee.  Congress  will  soon 
recess,  and  we  doubt  if  anything  constructive 
will  be  done  this  session  unless  you  take  a 
new  strong  pocitlon  in  support  of  this  recom- 
mendation. 

The  CIO  shares  th"  feelings  of  skepticism 
expressed  to  you  by  President  Mitchell  of  the 
Nation  A  Agricultural  Workers  Union.  AFL,  in 
his  letter  of  August  17,  and  strongly  joins 
in  his  demand  that  you  do  your  utmost  to 
have  both  measures  enacted  upon  before  the 
adjournment  of  Congress. 
Sincerely, 

O.  A.  Kntght,  Chairm.an. 


Excerpt  or  a  L.t.1  irk  From  General  EisrN- 
Howni  to  Senator  Fulbricht  or  Arkansas, 
Dated  Mat  10.  1951.  Published  in  the 
Newspaper  Column  or  Robert  S.  Allen 
Some  Time  TRErkatter 

It  would  be  difficult  for  me  to  express  the 
fullnees  of  my  agreement  with  your  senti- 
ments in  the  speech  reported  In  the  New  York 
Times  on  Wednesday.  Incidentally,  I  won- 
der whether  you  noticed  that,  on  the  same 
page  of  the  Nc-w  York  Times,  there  was  a 
story  from  which  I  quote  the  flrst  paragraph, 
as  follows: 

"The  rise  In  Illegal  border  crossings  by 
Mexican  'wetbacks'  to  a  current  rate  of  more 
than  1,000.000  cases  a  year  has  been  ac- 
compained  by  a  curiotis  relaxation  of  ethical 
standards  extending  all  the  way  from  the 
farmer-exploiters  of  this  contraband  labor  to 
the  highest  levels  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment." 


The  artk^e  continued,  "Although  wetbacks 
are  fugitives  from  justice,  southwestern  cot- 
ton, citrus  and  vegetable  growers  have  come 
to  the  fixed  view  that  there  is  nothing  wrong 
In  employing  them,  hartx>ring  them  or  even 
In  actively  recruiting  them  across  the  in- 
ternational boundary.  Further,  they  have 
come  to  feel  they  have  a  vested  right  in  the 
trafflc." 

There  are  so  many  points  In  your  talk  to 
which  I  am  moved  to  say  amen,  that  the 
only  thing  I  can  say  is  that,  as  a  citizen,  I 
am  truly  grateful  that  you  made  your  talk. 
As  to  the  suspicion  that  you  may  be  called 
naive.  I  have  so  often  had  this  adjective  ap- 
plied to  myself  and  for  such  odd  reasons 
that  I  luive  come  to  look  upon  it  as  a  very 
distinct  compliment.  At  the  very  least  It 
would  seem  to  imply  the  opposite  of  delib- 
erate racketeering. 

Department  or  JtrsncE  Release  or 
June  9.  1954 

Attorney  Oeneral  Herbert  Brownell,  Jr. 
announced  today  that  a  6p>ecial  program  to 
apprehend  and  deport  aliens  illegally  in  this 
country  from  areas  along  the  southern  border 
will  be  undertaken  June  17,  1954,  by  the  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization  Service  under 
direction  of  Commissioner  Joseph  M.  Swing. 

At  the  same  time,  Mr.  Brownell  announced 
that  the  Congress  would  t>e  asked  to  enact 
new  legislation  designed  to  provide  the 
Department  of  Justice  with  much-needed 
weapons  to  assist  in  bringing  to  a  halt  the 
increasing  Illegal  crossings  of  the  borders 
by  the  so-called  wetbacks.  The  proposals 
would — 

1.  Authorise  a  court  injunction  to  restrain 
an  employer  from  continuing  to  hire  aliens 
illegally  in  the  country  when  the  employer 
has  knowledge  that  the  alien  is  an  Illegal 
entrant. 

2.  Authorise  seizure  and  forfeiture  of  any 
vehicle  or  vessel  used  to  transport  aliens  in 
violation  of  the  immigration  laws. 

In  discussing  the  apprehension  and  de- 
portation program,  undertaken  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  new  agreement  with  Mexico 
providing  for  legal  crossings  and  hirlngs  of 
aliens  by  farmers  through  the  United  States 
Employment  Service,  Mr.  Brownell  said  that 
it  presently  will  be  concentrated  in  Cali- 
fornia and  Arizona. 

Mr.  Brownell  said: 

"I  TTlsh  to  emphasize  the  great  difference 
between  the  illegal  Mexican  migrants  known 
as  wetbacks,  and  the  legal  Mexican  nationals 
known  as  braceroe.  The  legal  migrants, 
who  enter  the  United  States  for  farm  em- 
ployment under  controlled  conditions  sanc- 
tioned by  the  migrant-labor  agreement  of 
1954  with  Mexico  receive  the  same  wages 
and  other  guarantees  that  the  United  States 
workers  obtain,  and  are  a  welcome  and  ap- 
preciated addition  to  our  work  force.  The 
Illegals,  who  cross  the  border  furtively  in 
violation  of  the  laws  and  regulations  of  both 
the  United  State*  and  Mexico  cause  serious 
social  and  economic  problems  for  the  United 
States. 

"The  Illegal  entries  have  become  a  matter 
of  great  concern,  both  for  State  and  Federal 
authorities.  Appprehensions  for  violations 
of  immigration  laws  along  tbe  Mexican  bor- 
der have  been  averaging  app>roximately  75.- 
000  a  month,  and  the  Illegal  Infiltration  of 
aliens  has  been  steadily  Increasing.  Under 
the  pro-am.  selected  areas  will  be  combed 
for  wetbacks  and  those  apprehended  will 
be  returned  promptly  to  Mexico.  All  appre- 
hended aliens  will  be  fed  and  otherwise  cared 
for  by  the  border  patrol  while  under  deten- 
tion and  being  transported  beck  to  the 
border." 

Mr.  Brownell  said  that  this  will  not  be  a 
hit-and-run  project.  The  Service's  border 
patrol  in  the  area  Is  being  reinforced  by 
491  patrolmen  from  other  areas  of  the  cotm- 


try.  There  will  be  no  relaxation  of  the  reg- 
ular apprehension  program  In  other  areas 
along  the  Mexican  border  prior  to  or  during 
the  special  program. 

Representatives  of  the  Department  of  La- 
bor, he  said,  have  assured  the  Department 
of  Justice  that  its  Xmployment  Service  has 
now  and  will  continue  to  have  legal  Mexi- 
can laborers  available  to  meet  all  requests 
of  eligible  employers  In  the  area.  A  special 
liaison  officer  is  being  assigned  by  the  De- 
partment of  Labor  to  assist  the  Immigration 
Service  with  this  program.  Meantime,  the 
Mexican  Government  has  been  kept  fully 
advised  by  the  Department  of  State. 

The  Attorney  General  will  shortly  send 
proposed  legislation  to  Congress.  Concern- 
ing the  proposal  on  Injunctions  against  il- 
legal employment  of  aliens,  he  said: 

'"Hie  purpose  of  the  proposal  will  be  to 
make  the  employment,  and  related  prac- 
tices of  any  alien  known  by  an  employer  to 
have  entered  the  United  States  Illegally 
within  3  years  thereof  unlawful.  Barly  en- 
actment of  such  legislation  wo'Ud  provide 
the  Department  of  Justice  with  an  effective 
weapon  to  bring  to  a  halt  the  continued  mi- 
gration of  aliens  Into  this  country  in  search 
of  emplojrment.       _ 

"Before  World  War  II.  the  migration  at 
aliens  illegally  into  the  United  Ctates  was  a 
relatively  minor  problem.  In  1942.  for  ex- 
ample, the  Immigration  and  Nattn-alizatlon 
Service  apprehended  less  than  10.000  such 
aliens.  During  the  war,  the  Government 
subsidized  a  program  which  permitted  alien 
farmworkers  to  enter  the  country,  as  our 
domestic  workers  were  drawn  from  the  farms 
into  the  Armed  Forces  and  defense  plants. 
Even  then  the  problem  of  Illegal  entrants 
was  not  serious.  Since  the  war  the  need  to 
supplement  our  domestic  agricultural  work 
force  has  continued,  but  the  number  of  Il- 
legal entrants  apprehended  has  increased 
tremendously.  In  the  three  Inunlgration 
districts  adjacent  to  the  Mexican  border, 
there  were  over  1  million  apprehensions  of 
aliens  Ulegally  in  the  United  States  in  1853. 

"In  1951,  the  United  States  and  Mexico 
entered  into  an  agreement  to  control  the 
recruiting  and  contracting  of  Mexican  agri- 
cultural workers,  hoping,  in  part,  to  solve 
the  problem  of  Illegal  entrants.  Operational 
difficulties  encountered  under  the  agreement, 
however,  caused  many  farmers  and  many 
Mexican  aliens  to  operate  outside  the  legal 
program.  Its  most  serious  shortcoming  wais 
its  failure  to  permit  recruiting  close  to  the 
border,  and  aliens  in  the  border  area  In 
Mexico,  who  would  have  preferred  to  enter 
legally,  were  effectively  excluded  from  the 
program. 

"The  migrant  labor  agreement  with  Mex- 
ico of  1951  was  substantially  revised  before 
it  was  extended  on  March  10.  1954.  In  areas 
where  the  Secretary  of  Labor  finds  that  there 
are  in8uflk;lent  domestic  workers,  a  qualified 
employer  may  now  contract  Mexican  agri- 
cultural workers  on  equitable  terms.  In 
addition,  recruiting  stations  are  now  located 
in  Mexico  much  closer  to  the  border.  De- 
spite these  improvements,  many  persons  who 
are  eligible  to  obtain  labor  pursuant  to  tbe 
legal  program  have  deliberately  refvised  to 
do  so  and  utilize  wetback  labor  Instead. 

•"Hie  problem,  however,  is  not  limited  to 
agriculture  but  is  now  nationwide.  A  large 
percentage  of  illegal  aliens  now  being  appre- 
hended In  the  border  districts  and  elsewhere 
are  not  interested  In  finding  agrlctiltural  em- 
ployment, except,  perhaps,  as  a  stop-gap 
measure.  They  are  heading  for  our  industrial 
centers  to  obtain  employment  In  defense 
plants  and  other  indtistrles.  Both  In  agri- 
culture and  industry,  they  are  displacing 
domestic  workers,  adversely  affecting  work- 
ing conditions,  contributing  to  our  Inereaa- 
ing  crime  rate,  and  spreading  communicable 
disease.  In  addition,  tbe  slae  of  the  move- 
ment may  well  provide  an  effective  screen 
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for  mibrefnlTes  and  other  undesirable  per- 
sona to  enter  or  deikart  from  tbe  United 
SUtea. 

"Our  experience  has  sho^m  that  these 
aliens  are  attracted  to  the  United  States 
inimarlly  because  they  know  they  can  ob- 
tain empIo3rment.  Under  present  law  It  is 
not  forbidden  to  employ  these  people,  even 
though  they  are  here  Illegally.  WhUe  the 
alien  runs  the  risk  of  fine  and  Imprisonment, 
the  volume  of  traiDc  Is  so  great  that  It  has 
been  Impossible  to  impose  criminal  sanctions 
except  In  cases  of  repeated  and  flagrant  viola- 
tions. Most  are  permitted  to  depart  vol- 
untarily. 

"It  Is-  apparent  that  at  present  there  Is 
a  need  for  additional  deterrents  to  the  con- 
tinuing growth  of  this  traffic.  The  proposal 
would  strike  this  problem  at  its  source  by 
making  the  knowing  employment  of  aliens 
illegally  in  the  country  and  any  payments 
to  them  for  services  rendered  unlawful.  It 
is  fc^lf-evident  that  if  Jobs  are  not  offered 
or  available,  nost  of  these  people  would  not 
seek  illegal  entry. 

"The  bill  would  not,  per  se,  impose  criminal 
liability  upon  a  person  who  knowingly  em- 
ploys such  aliens.  The  principal  objective 
sought  is  the  immediate  suppression  of  em- 
ployment practices  which  directly  encourage 
and  induce  border  violations.  It  Is  the 
oDlnlon  of  the  Department  of  Justice  that 
this  can  be  effectively  done  by  employing 
the  injunctive  processes.  As  a  regulatory 
device,  it  has  proven  to  be  both  swift  and 
effective.  Moreover,  persons  who  engage  in 
the  proscribed  activities  will  be  fully  on  no- 
tice before  criminal  sanctions  can  be  applied, 
for  only  in  cases  of  knowing  violation  of  a 
cowt  order  can  crlnUnal  contempt  proceed- 
ings be  instituted. 

"The  bill,  in  addition  to  making  offers  of 
employment,  employment,  and  continued  em- 
plojrment  unlawful,  would  make  the  payment 
of  money  or  anjrthlng  of  value  for  services 
rendered  by  such  alien  illegal.  Aliens  are 
thus  put  on  notice  that  they  have  no  right 
to  demand  or  receive  payment  fbr  services 
rendered.  As  a  necessary  consequence  of  this 
legislation,  payments  made  to  such  aliens  by 
employers,  being  unlawful  and  prohibited, 
would  not  be  allowable  as  'ordinary  and 
necessary'  business  expenses  for  tax  pur- 
poses." 

Concerning  the  other  proposal,  the  Attor- 
ney Oeneral  said : 

"The  purpose  would  be  to  authorize  the 
seizure  and  forfeiture  of  any  vehicle  or  vessel 
used  In  bringing  in,  landing  or  transporting 
aliens  In  violation  of  law.  The  measure 
would  be  a  companion  to  the  proposal  on 
Illegal  employment  of  aliens,  and  together 
they  will  provide  the  Department  of  Justice 
with  much-needed  weapons  to  assist  in 
bringing  to  a  halt  the  increasing  violations 
of  our  borders. 

"While  section  1324  (a)  (1)  and  (a)  (2) 
of  title  8,  United  States  Code,  makes  such 
transporting  a  felony,  our  exp>erlence  has 
shown  that  the  threat  of  criminal  prosecu- 
tion alone  has  not  proven  a  sufficient  deter- 
rent to  many  persons  who  engage  in  this 
illegal  activity.  Tlie  principal  but  not  exclu- 
sive target  of  this  measvire  is  the  flovu'ishing 
business  of  transporting  aliens  who  migrate 
to  this  country  Illegally  from  Mexico  in  search 
of  employment.  In  some  cases,  transporta- 
tion starts  In  Mexico  and  ends  at  the  pre- 
arranged place  of  employment.  In  most 
cases,  however,  the  aliens  are  contacted  in 
Mexico,  directed  to  report  at  a  designated 
place  in  the  United  States,  where  they  are 
met  and  transported  by  'wildcat'  taxlcab 
drivers  or  illicit  labor  contractors  to  un- 
scrupuloxis  employers  who  have  agreed  in  ad- 
vance to  employ  these  people. 

"It  is  apparent  that  were  it  not  for  the 
asaistanoe  of  illicit  labor  contractors  who 


contact  and  provide  the  necessary  transpor- 
tation for  alien  workers  to  places  of  employ- 
ment in  violation  of  law,  many  aliens  would 
not  enter  the  United  States  illegally.  Taking 
away  their  vehicles  and  vessels  will  effectively 
bring  these  Illegal  activities  to  a  halt." 

[From  the  New  York  Times  of  August  2. 1954] 

WXTBACK    Drivx    Irks    thk    Vallet — Tkxas' 

LowEx  Rio  Orande  Area  Cms  Rights  ok 

Kbepikg  Illegal  Mexican  Labor 

Alick,  Tex.,  Augtist  1. — Citizens  of  Texas* 
lush  lower  Rio  Grande  Valley  are  waging  a 
war  of  nerves  against  the  Federal  Garvern- 
ment's  roundup  of  Mexican  wetbacks. 

Although  the  Department  of  Justice's  cam- 
paign to  purge  the  Southwest  of  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  border-j  impers  has  proceeded 
smoothly  elsewhere,  many  residents  of  this 
prosperous  cotton,  vegetable,  and  fruit  grow- 
ing district  are  not  reconciled  to  it. 

They  assert  baldly  that  this  3,000-sqiiare- 
mlle  agricultural  empire,  with  300,000  In- 
habitants and  an  annual  Income  of  more 
than  $300  million,  was  built  on  cheap  "wet- 
back" labor  and — like  the  southern  slave 
owners  of  a  century  ago — It  Is  a  violation  of 
their  rights  to  take  It  away,  even  U  the  "wet- 
backs" are  lawbreakers. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Joseph  M.  Swing  (retired),  head 
of  the  United  States  Immigration  and  Nat- 
vu-alizatlon  Service,  warned  farmers  person- 
ally early  In  June  that  the  roundup  was  com- 
ing and  that  they  had  better  line  up  legal 
labor,  which  the  United  States  Department 
Of  Labor  would  see  was  available. 

Nonetheless,  the  advent  in  mid-July  of  a 
special  force  of  Immigration  Service  officers 
to  bolster  the  Service's  regular  border  patrol 
force  here,  has  given  rise  to  a  campaign  of 
protest  and  vilification  of  a  sort  rare  In  the 
Nation's  annals  of  law  enforcement. 

The  force  was  greeted  with  newipaper 
streamer  headlines  calling  It  an  "occupation 
army"  and  satirical  editorials  were  pubiished 
hypothesizing  a  state  of  war. 

•The  Brownsville  Herald  published  a  pic- 
ture of  a  crudely  lettered  si?n  which  had 
appeared  in  the  community:  "Welcome  Com- 
rades of  the  Border  Patrol,  Soon  We  Will  Rule 
the   World." 

Since  the  roundup  started,  more  than 
40,000  wetbacks  have  been  caught,  and  an- 
other 50,000  have  hurried  over  the  interna- 
tional bridges  across  the  Rio  Grande  to  es- 
cape deportation  via  El  Paso,  750  miles  away. 

But  immigration  officers  have  encountered 
increasing  difBculties  in  such  everyday  mat- 
ters as  getting  meals  and  places  to  sleep  and 
even  gasoline  for   their   cars. 

A  Harlingen  drugstore  posted  a  sign: 
"Price  double  to  border  patrol  till  cotton  Is 
picked." 

A  chief  inspector  of  the  border  patrol  was 
unable  to  get  a  room  at  one  of  Harlingen  "s 
leading  motels  because  of  his  connection. 
Two  patrol  members.  In  a  Government  car, 
were  violently  ordered  off  the  premises.  An- 
other patrol  car  got  a  virtually  unprecedented 
traffic  ticket  and  a  fine  of  $1  for  the  offense  of 
making  "an  improper  start  from  a  j^arked 
position." 

Meanwhile,  there  has  arisen  a  concerted 
whispering  campaign  about  alleged  "•atroc- 
ities" committed  by  the  border  patrol  In  its 
apprehension  work. 

There  have  been  reports  of  border  patrol 
officers  smashing  up  farm  dwellings,  otf  rob- 
bing apprehended  wetbacks  of  their  funds, 
and  even  of  seizing  personal  papers  of 
citizens. 

These  rumors  have  been  assiduously  pub- 
lished prominently  by  several  Valley  news- 
papers, customarily  with  no  specification  as 
to  where  or  when  the  alleged  Incidents  oc- 
curred, what  individuals  were  Involved,  or 
what  the  source  of  the  reports  was. 


S.  3660 

A  bill  to  make  the  employment,  add  related 
practices,  of  any  alien  known  by  an  em- 
ployer to  have  entered  the  United  States 
Illegally  within  3  years  thereof  unlawful, 
and  for  other  purposes 
Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  this  act  may  be 

cited  as  the  "Illegal  Employment  of  Aliens 

Act  of  1954." 

FINDINGS  AND  DECLARATION  OF  PDUCT 

Sec.  2.   (a)  The  Congress  finds — 

( 1 )  that  the  Illegal  migration  of  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  aliens  Into  the  UnUted  States 
each  year  Is  seriously  affecting  oujf  domestic 
working  conditions,  health,  and  crime  rate, 
and  constitutes  a  serious  threat  to  our  in- 
ternal  security  and   safety;    and 

(2)  that  this  migration  is  in  large  part 
induced,  encouraged,  and  caused  by  persons 
who  know  that  these  aliens  enter  the  United 
States  illegally  primarily  to  secure  employ- 
ment, and  knowing  them  to  have  entered  the 
United  States  Illegally  for  that  purpose 
nevertheless  employ  and  pay  them  for  serv- 
ices rendered. 

(b)  It  is  hereby  declared  that  such  em- 
ploynient  and  payments  are  contrary  to  the 
public  policy  of  the  United  States  and  are 
unlawfvil  and  are  forbidden. 

(c)  It  Is  hereby  declared  that  the  accept- 
ance for  membership  by  labor  unions  of 
aliens  known  to  have  entered  the  United 
States  Illegally  primarily  to  secure  employ- 
ment and  the  acceptance  of  entrance  fees  and 
dues  by  the  officials  of  labor  unions  from  any 
such  aliens  are  contrary  to  the  public  policy 
of  the  United  States  and  are  unlawful  and 
are  forbidden. 

ACTS  PROHIBITED 

Sec.  3.  fa)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
person.  Including  any  corporation,  aFsocia- 
tlon,  or  other  organization,  knowing  or  hav- 
ing reasonable  grounds  to  belle\T  that  an 
alien  entered  the  United  States  within  3 
years  prior  thereto  without  having  been  duly 
admitted  to  the  United  States  by  an  Immi- 
gration officer  under  the  terms  of  the  Imml- 
gratlonal  and  Nationality  Act  or  any  other 
law  relating  to  the  immigration,  exclusion, 
or  expulsion  of  aliens,  either  directly  or  In- 
directly to  employ  or  offer  to  employ  or  con- 
tinue to  employ  any  such  alien  or  aliens,  or 
to  pay  or  cause  to  be  paid  to  any  such  alien 
or  aliens  within  his  employ  any  money  or 
thing  of  value  for  services  rendered,  or  for 
any  such  alien  to  accept  employment  or  to 
receive,  directly  or  Indirectly,  from  an  em- 
ployer, any  money  or  thing  of  value  for  serv- 
ices rendered. 

(b)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  'any  labor 
organization  knowing  or  having  reasonable 
grounds  to  believe  that  an  alien  entered  the 
United  States  within  3  years  prior  thereto 
without  having  been  duly  admitted  to  the 
United  States  by  an  immigration  officer  un- 
der the  terms  of  the  Immigration  and  Na- 
tionality Act  or  any  other  law  relating  to 
the  immigration,  exclusion,  or  expulsion  of 
aliens,  to  accept  any  such  alien  or  aliens 
for  memberFhip  or  for  any  official  of  such  a 
labor  organization  to  accept  entrance  fees  or 
dues  from  any  such  alien  or  alien$. 

ENFORCEMENT 

Sec.  4.  Whenever  it  shall  appear  to  the 
Attorney  General  that  any  persooi  has  en- 
gaged or  is  about  to  engage  In  any  acts  or 
practices  which  constitute  or  will  constitute 
a  violation  of  section  3,  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral or  his  duly  authorized  representative 
may  make  application  to  the  district  court 
of  the  United  States  for  the  district  wherein 
the  violation  occurs,  or  wherein  the  defend- 
ant resides  or  is  found  or  transacts  business, 
for  an  order  enjoining  such  acts  or  practices, 
and  upon  a  showing  that  such  person  has 
engaged  or  Is  about  to  engage  in  any  such 
acts  or  practices  a  permanent  or  temporary 
injunction,  restraining  order,  or  other  order 
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shall  be  grante'l.  Process  in  such  cases  may 
be  served  in  f.ny  district  wherein  the  de- 
fendant resides  or  transacts  business,  or 
wherever  the  cefendant  may  be  found,  and 
the  subpena  fcr  witnesses  who  are  required 
to  attend  a  cour-t  in  any  district  in  such  cases 
may  run  into  any  other  district. 

Sec.  5.  The  Attorney  General  shall  pre- 
scribe such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this 
act. 

8.  3661 

A  bill  to  provide  for  the  seizure  and  forfei- 
ture of  any  vessel  or  vehicle  used  in  the 
transportation  of  any  alien  known  by  the 
owner  thereof  to  have  entered  the  United 
Slates  illegally  within  3  years  thereof,  and 
for  other  purposes 

Be  it  enacted,  etc  .  That  this  act  may  be 
cited  as  the  "Illegal  Transportation  of  Aliens 
Act  of  1954." 

FINDINGS    AND    DECLARATION    OF   POLICT 

Srr  2.  (a)  The  Conpresa  finds — 
( 1 1  that  the  illegal  migration  of  hundreds 
of  thousiinds  of  aliens  into  the  United 
States  each  year  is  seriously  affecting  our 
dcniestic  working  conditions,  health,  and 
crime  rate,  and  constitutes  a  serious  threat 
to  our  internal  security  and  safety; 

(2)  that  this  migration  is  In  large  part 
aided,  abetted  and  facilitated  by  persons 
who,  in  violation  of  suljsection  (a)  (1)  or 
(a  I  (21  of  section  1324  of  title  8.  United 
States  Code,  make  available  or  themselves 
m.ike  use  of  vehicles  or  vessels  to  assist, 
further  and  promote  this  Illegal  migration 
for  profit  or  other  purpcses:   and 

(3)  that  despite  the  present  illegality  of 
these  acts  and  practices,  it  Is  necessary  as 
an  additional  deterrent  to  authorize  the 
seizure  and  forfeiture  to  the  United  States 
cf  any  vehicle  or  vessel  used  In  violation 
of  sub.sction  (a)  (1)  or  (a)  (2)  of  section 
1324  of  title  8.  United  States  Code. 

DEFINmONS 

Sec.  3.  As  used  in  this  act.  "vessel"  In- 
cludes every  description  of  watercrafi  used, 
or  capable  of  bein^  used,  as  a  means  of 
transportation  In  water  or  in  water  and  air: 
"vehicles"  includes  animals  and  every  de- 
scription Of  carriage  or  other  contrivance 
used,  or  capable  of  being  used,  as  a  means 
of  transportation  on  land  or  through  the 
air. 

SEIZtTRE  AND  FrRFEITURE 

Src  4.  Any  ve'?sel  or  vehicle  which  has 
been  or  is  being  used  in  violation  of  sub- 
.section  (a)  (li  or  (a)  (2)  of  section  1324 
of  title  8.  United  States  Code,  or  In,  upon, 
or  by  means  of  which  any  violation  of  said 
Eubspctions  has  taken  or  is  taking  place, 
shall  be  seized  and  forfeited  to  the  United 
States:  Provided,  That  no  vessel  or  vehicle 
used  by  any  person  as  a  common  carrier  In 
the  transaction  of  business  as  such  common 
carrier  shall  be  forfeited  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act  unless  it  shall  appear  that 
( 1 )  in  the  case  of  a  railway  car  or  engine, 
the  owner,  or  (2)  In  the  case  of  any  other 
such  vessel  or  vehicle,  the  owner  or  the  mas- 
ter of  such  vessel,  or  the  owner  or  con- 
ductor, driver,  pilot,  or  other  person  In 
charge  of  such  vehicle  or  vessel  was  at  the 
time  of  the  alleged  Illegal  act  a  consenting 
party  or  privy  thereto:  Provided  further. 
That  no  vessel  or  vehicle  shall  be  forfeited 
under  the  provisions  of  this  act  by  reason 
of  any  act  or  omission  established  by  the 
owner  thereof  to  have  been  committed  or 
omitted  by  any  person  other  than  such 
owner  while  such  vessel  or  vehicle  was  un- 
lawfully in  the  p>ossesElon  of  a  p>erson  who 
acquired  possession  thereof  in  violation  of 
the  criminal  laws  of  the  United  States,  or 
of  any  State. 


tnSICNATION     or     OFFICERS     FT     THE     ATTORNEY 

general:  DtnTEs  or  omcxBs 
Sbc.  5.  The  Attorney  General  is  em- 
powered to  authorize  or  designate  any  officer 
or  employee  of  the  Immigration  and  Natu- 
ralization Service  or  the  E>epartment  of  Jus- 
tice, or  any  other  employee  of  the  United 
States,  with  the  consent  of  the  head  of  the 
department  or  other  Independent  establish- 
ment under  whose  Jurisdiction  the  employee 
is  serving,  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this 
act.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  any  officer  or 
employee  so  authorized  or  designated,  when- 
ever he  shall  discover  any  vessel  or  vehicle 
wlilch  has  been  or  is  being  used  in  violation 
of  any  of  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a) 
(1)  or  (a»  (2)  of  section  1324  of  title  8, 
United  States  Code,  or  in.  upon,  or  by  means 
of  which  any  violation  of  subsection  (at  (1) 
or  (a)  (2)  of  section  1324  of  title  8.  United 
States  Ccxle.  has  taken  or  is  taking  place,  to 
seize  such  vessel  or  vehicle  and  to  place  it  in 
the  custody  of  such  person  as  may  be  au- 
thorized or  designated  for  that  purpose  by 
the  Attorney  General,  to  await  dicposition 
pusuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  act  and 
any  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  here- 
under. 

APPLIrATtON     OF     RELATED     LAWS 

Sec.  6.  All  previsions  of  law  relatinE;  to 
the  seizure,  summary,  and  Judicial  forfeiture. 
and  condemnation  of  vessels  and  vehicles  for 
violation  of  the  customs  laws:  the  disposi- 
tion  of  such  vessels  and  vehicles  or  the  pro- 
ceeds from  the  sale  thereof;  the  remission 
or  mitigation  of  tuch  forfeiture;  and  the 
compromise  of  claims  and  the  award  of 
compensation  to  informers  in  respect  of 
such  forfeitures  shall  apply  to  seizures  and 
forfeitures  incurred,  or  alleged  to  have  been 
incurred,  under  the  provisions  of  this  act, 
insofar  as  applicable  and  not  Inconsistent 
with  the  provisions  hereof:  Provided.  That 
such  duties  as  are  Imposed  upon  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  or  upon  the  Collector 
of  Customs  or  any  other  person  with  respect 
to  the  seizure  and  forfeiture  of  vessels  and 
vehicles  under  the  customs  laws  shall  be 
performed  with  re.spect  to  seizures  and  for- 
feitures of  vessels  or  vehicles  under  this  act 
by  the  Attorney  General  or  such  officer 
or  employees  of  the  Immigration  and  Nat- 
uralization Service  or  other  department  or 
agency  as  may  be  authorized  or  designated 
under  the  terms  hereof  for  that  purpose  by 
the  Attorney  General. 

AVAILABILITY      OF      APPROPRIATIONS 

Sec  7.  Any  appropriation  which  has  been 
or  shall  hereafter  be  made  for  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization  Service  shall  be 
available  for  the  defraying  of  expenses  of 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

rules  and  RECtn-ATIONS 

Sec.  8.  The  Attorney  General  shall  pre- 
scribe such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this 
act. 


THE  ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 
AND  THE  DIXON -YATES  CON- 
TRACT 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  recently 
we  have  been  hearing  a  great  deal  about 
the  full  disclosure  of  what  happ>ened  in 
the  negotiations  which  led  to  the  Dixon- 
Yates  contract.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
body  of  the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks, un  article  by  Drew  Pearson,  pub- 
lished on  August  11,  dealing  with  this 
matter. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcou, 
as  follows: 

Drew  Pearson  on  the  Waskimcton  BCnuiT- 
Go- Round 
Washington.  —  President  Elsenhower's 
much-publicized  order  aUegedly  opening  aJl 
Government  information  to  the  public  unless 
it  Involves  national  security  is  not  doing 
so  well. 

AUTHOR  or  DKON-TATES  CONTRACT 

One  of  the  best -kept  secrets  in  Washing- 
ton is  who  Inside  the  Budget  Bureau  pre- 
pared the  Dixon-Yates  plans  for  a  Govern- 
ment-financed private  power  plant,  with  no 
competitive  bidding,  in  the  Tennessee  VaUey 
area. 

The  plan  was  worlted  out  Inside  the  Budget 
Bureau,  and  It  Is  reported  that  a  public  util- 
ities expert  came  in  from  the  outside,  worked 
a  few  weeks  with  the  Budget  Bureau,  then 
went  to  work  for  D.xon-Yates. 

Obviously  this  Information  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  security  of  the  Nation  and. 
under  White  Kouse  rules,  should  be  made 
public.  However,  when  questions  were 
asked  at  the  Btidget  Bureau,  here  is  a  play- 
by-play  account  of  what  happened: 

CHARMING   BUT   ADAMANT 

"We  don't  have  a  list  of  the  people  who 
worked  on  the  Dixoh-Yates  plan,"  stated 
Virginia  De  Pury.  charming  spokesman  for 
the  Bud  fret  Bureau. 

"Could  you  draw  up  a  list?"  She  was 
aslied. 

"No.  that  would  be  too  much  trouble." 

"Well  be  happy  to  do  the  work  for  you  if 
you  will  simply  au;.horize  us  to  make  the 
necessary  inquiries,'"  this  column  countered. 

"This  is  a  public  building,"  Miss  De  Pury 
snapped.  "You  can  go  around  and  ask  any 
questions  you  wish." 

"But  everyone  is  afraid  to  talk."  she  was 
told.  "They  send  me  back  to  you.  Now  if 
you  will  let  me  say  it  is  all  right  for  them 
to  talk,  I  can  get  the  names  without  trou- 
bling you  further." 

Miss  De  Pury  refused. 

"Are  these  names  a  matter  of  national 
security?"     She   was   asked  further. 

"I  don't  know." 

"It  may  be  embarrassing  to  release  the 
names  of  those  who  worked  on  the  Dixon- 
Yates  plan,  but  it  certainly  isn't  a  military 
secret,"  the  lady  was  further  pressed.  "Un- 
der the  President's  directive,  nonsecuxlty 
Information  is  supposed  to  be  open  to  the 
public." 

"Jim  Hagerty  (White  House  press  aide) 
says  we  don't  have  to  give  out  conversations 
between  Government  officials,"  she  shot 
back. 

"Did  we  ask  for  any  conversations?" 

"The  people  who  worked  on  the  Dixon- 
Yates  plan  had  to  talk  to  each  other."  she 
bristled. 

"We  didn't  ask  for  what  they  said  to  each 
other."  Miss  De  Pury  was  reminded.  "We 
only  want  to  know  their  identities." 

"Why  don't  you  ask  President  Elsen- 
hower?" She  suggested  angrily,  then  with- 
drew the  suggestion. 

In  the  end,  this  column  appealed  directly 
to  Budget  Boss  Rowland  Hughes  for  the 
names.  His  reply,  phoned  back  by  Miss  De 
Pury,  was;  "No  comment." 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  observations  made  in  the 
article,  I  wish  to  say  that  although  there 
might  be  brought  forth  what  the  printed 
record  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  may  show, 
I  do  not  know  how  the  American  people 
are  going  to  have  access  to  personal  con- 
versations and  social  contacts,  includinK 
conversations  and  negotiations  that  may 
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have  taken  idaoe  on  the  golf  course 
wUch  the  ptnwn^  Involved  in  the  con- 
summation of  that  contract  may  have 
had.  Thoee  conversatioDs  and  contacts 
probaUy  had  as  much  influence  on  the 
negotiations  and  consummation  of  that 
contraet  as  any  written  docimient  which 
may  be  ixroduced  from  the  files  of  either 
the  Bureau  at  the  Budget  or  the  At<Hnic 
Energy  Commission. 


i  X7FPER  COLORADO  RIVER  DEVELOP- 

MENT PLAN 

Ifr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  following  the  good  example 
set  by  my  friend  and  colleague  from 
Utah  [Mr.  BENNrrr]  in  placing  In  the 
RicottD  the  speech  he  intended  to  make 
on  the  upper  Colorado  River  develop- 
ment plan.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  insert  in  the  Record  the  speech  I 
had  planned  to  deliver  on  this  subject. 

The  development  of  the  upper  Colo- 
rado River  is  very  close  to  my  heart. 
Nothing  that  has  been  considered  in  the 
Senate  since  I  have  been  a  Member  has 
been  quite  so  important  to  me  as  the  de- 
velopment of  the  upper  Colorado  River. 
I  could  have  talked  for  2  hours,  perhaps 
without  any  results,  but  I  have  now  de- 
cided that  the  thing  to  do  is  to  have  less 
talk,  so  I  make  that  request,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RscoRD.  as  follows: 

Statucemt  bt  Senatob  JoHNsoir  or 

COLOBADO 

I  desire  tcznake  a  statement  with  respect 
to  S.  1555,  the  pending  legislation  providing 
for  storage  projects  to  be  constructed  In  the 
upper  Colorado  River  Basin.  This  vast  basin 
comprises  an  area  of  more  than  110,000 
square  miles.  It  Includes  the  southwest 
corner  of  Wyoming,  the  northwest  comer  of 
Mew  Mexico,  the  northeast  comer  of  Arizona, 
eastern  and  southern  Utah,  and  the  western 
half  of  Ck}lorado.  Generally  speaking,  it  is 
a  rough,  mountainous  country  Interspersed 
with  high  plateaus  and  deep  canyons,  and 
famous  for  Its  scenic  attractions.  It  Is 
sparsely  populated,  having  an  average  density 
of  three  persons  per  square  mile,  who  for  the 
most  part  reside  In  Its  many  rather  narrow 
but  rich  river  valleys. 

For  many  years  my  home  has  been  In  the 
Colorado  section  of  this  basin  and  I  am 
quite  familiar  with  the  geography,  topog- 
raphy, geology,  potentialities,  and  aspirations 
of  this  portion  of  the  Colorado  River  Basin. 
Since  Colorado  produces  more  than  72  per- 
cent of  the  water  of  the  upper  Colorado  River 
Basin,  Its  citizens  have  an  important  stake. 
Interest,  and  concern  In  S.  1555. 

The  purpose  of  the  Congress  In  expend- 
ing vast  sums  of  public  money  on  this  river 
Is  to  convert  a  menacing  and  wastrel  river 
Into  a  great  national  resource.  The  projects 
necessary  to  develop,  regulate,  and  control 
the  Colorado  River  are  so  huge  that  only  the 
Federal  Oovemment  has  the  capital  and  the 
caoaclty  to  undertake  It.  That  fact  places 
a  >"imyj  responsibility  on  the  Congress  to  see 
that  whatever  projects  It  builds  do  not  give 
one  State  or  one  region  undue  advantage 
over  other  States  and  other  regions.  We 
must  bear  In  mind  that  neither  the  States 
nor  their  citizens  have  the  financial  capacity 
to  do  much  about  this  river's  development; 
and  yet.  If  harnessed,  it  will  pay  back  to  the 
Federal  Oovemment  every  penny  expended 
In  its  development  and  after  paying  back 
all  of  such  a  capital  investment,  this  har- 
nessed river  wUl  continue  to  bless  mankind 
(or  thousands  of  years. 


To  get  a  clear  picture  of  the  probltm  of 
the  devel<^pment  of  the  Colorado  River,  one 
must  recognize  that  there  are  two  very 
distinct  Colorado  River  basins  In  the  United 
States,  plus  an  area  in  Mexico,  haviag  an 
eetabllsbed  legal  claim  to  a  portion  of  its 
water. 

The  lower  basin  includes  California.  Ne- 
vada, and  Arizona.  While  Calilornia  does 
not  contribute  any  water  to  the  Colorado 
River,  she  has  a  great  need  for  the  power 
which  the  harnessed  river  can  provide  and 
for  the  water  It  can  conserve,  both  of  which 
must  be  transported  by  transmountaln  di- 
version out  of  the  basin. 

The  States  In  the  lower  basin  were  press- 
ing to  develop  their  part  of  the  Colorado 
River  System  before  the  upper  basin  States 
were  ready  to  undertake  their  own  develop- 
ment. However,  under  the  law,  the  flrst  to 
put  public  water  to  beueflclal  use  gains  a 
vested  right  in  that  water.  This  Is  In  ac- 
cord with  the  legal  principle  of  "first  In 
use,  first  in  right."  In  order  to  permit  lower- 
basin  development  to  proceed  without  preju- 
dice to  the  developmenv.  of  the  upper  basin 
Ai  some  later  period,  a  division  of  the  water 
as  between  the  upper  and  lower  basins  was 
determined  in  1922  by  a  seven-State  com- 
pact. 

Since  this  compact  set  aside  the  right  of 
title  to  the  water  going  to  the  first  to  put 
it  to  beneficial  use,  the  upper  States  have 
felt  safe  to  cooperate  with  the  lower  States 
in  developing  the  water  in  the  lower  basin 
first.  The  upi)er  basin  States  have  relied 
on  the  good  faith  of  all  seven  States,  and 
the  compact  which  all  signed,  to  protect 
them  and  permit  the  development  of  both 
basins  as  Congress  made  Federal  funds  avail- 
able without  regard  to  where  the  first  funds 
might  be  spent. 

Accordingly,  the  Congress  already  has 
spent  huge  sums  in  developing  the  lower 
basin,  but  little  or  nothing  in  the  upper 
basin,  which  produces  practically  all  of  the 
water  of  this  great  stream.  The  first  step  in 
bringing  the  river  under  control  was  the 
construction  of  the  Hoover  Dam.  I  empha- 
size again  that  all  of  the  funds  so  far  in. 
vested  in  this  river  have  been  Federal  moneys 
and  not  lower  basin  moneys. 

In  reviewing  this  historic  data,  I  am 
grieved  to  note  now  that  the  California  Offi- 
cial Board  of  the  Colorado  River  has  taken 
a  strong  position  against  the  development 
of  the  upper  Colorado  River  Basin  and  that 
all  but  one  California  Congressman  on  the 
House  Interior  Committee  have  Joined  in 
that  opposition.  The  one  California  Con- 
gressman who  so  far  takes  exception  to  this 
breach  of  good  faith  is  the  Honorable  Clair 
Engui:,  and  I  mean  "honorable."  Congress- 
man Encle  points  out  that  California  Is  not 
serving  her  own  best  interests  in  pursuins: 
such  a  selfish  attitude  toward  her  generous 
neighbors.  But  California  has  great  polit- 
ical strength  in  the  House.  If  she  usee  that 
strength  to  block  development  of  the  upper 
basin  and  does  block  it,  practically  all  the 
water  of  this  river  not  now  beins;  used  will 
be  available  to  the  lower  States  and  none  of  it 
to  the  upper  States.  While  under  the  seven- 
State  compact  the  upper  basin  has  both  law 
and  Justice  on  Its  side,  yet  if  California  suc- 
ceeds in  keeping  Congress  from  authorizing 
the  funds  to  develop  the  upper  basin,  we 
cannot  put  to  use  any  additional  portion  of 
the  water  we  produce  which  will  require  Fed- 
eral funds  and  to  which  we  have  the  right 
under  the  seven-State  compact. 

Thanks  to  the  Pounding  Fathers  there 
is  no  power  that  can  compel  Members  of 
Congress  to  support  or  not  support  any  legis- 
lative proposal — and  this  Is  a  legislative  pro- 
posal— Just  as  was  the  seven-State  compact 
and  the  appropriation  of  Federal  funds 
which  have  developed  the  lower  basin.  The 
upper  basin  has  righteousness  in  her  eorner 
but  the  lower  basin  will  have  all  the  water 
of  the  Colorado  River  in  perpetuity,  unless 


the  Congress  stands  steadfast  to  her  com- 
mitment when  she  built  the  Hoover  dam 
and  Is  fair  to  both  basins  in  the  appropria- 
tion of  funds  for  the  equal  development  of 
both  basins,  as  contemplated  In  the  seven- 
State  compact. 

When  the  seven-State  compact  waa  nego- 
tiated it  was  estimated  that  the  production 
of  the  Colorado  River  in  any  10-year  period 
would  be  greater  than  150  million  acre-feet. 
The  attorneys  and  experts  formulating  the 
provisions  of  the  compact  tried  to  divide  this 
water  "even  steven"  between  the  upper  and 
lower  basins.  Unfortunately,  however,  they 
did  not  split  the  water  of  the  river  on  a  per- 
centage basis,  giving  each  basin  30  percent 
of  whatever  water  was  produced.  Had  they 
done  so.  there  would  be  no  serious  problem 
before  this  committee  today.  The  flow  of  the 
river  for  10-year  periods  was  overestimated 
by  25  million  acre-feet,  and  the  seven-State 
compact  of  1922  allocated  75  mlllloo  acre-feet 
to  the  lower  basin  and  obligated  the  upper 
basin  to  deliver  that  amount  of  water  to  the 
lower  basin  at  Lee's  Ferry  in  each  10-year 
period.  However,  that  is  water  over  the  dam 
now  and  nothing  can  be  done  about  It.  So, 
regardless  of  the  quantity  of  water  produced, 
the  upper  basin  is  stuck  with  the  obligation 
to  deliver  75  million  acre-feet  at  tree's  Ferry 
in  each  10-year  period. 

The  last  10-year  period  (1941-1951)  for 
which  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  has  figures 
the  flow  of  the  Colorado  River  was  124.- 
252.000.  Under  the  Seven  State  Compact 
the  lower  basin's  share  for  this  10-year 
period  would  be  75  million  acre-feet  or  60 
percent  of  the  total  flow  of  the  river  and  the 
upper  basin's  share  would  be  roughly  50 
million  acre-feet  or  40  percent  of  the  flow  of 
the  river.  The  present  indications  of  the 
flow  of  the  river  for  the  1951-196X  period  Is 
that  the  flow  will  fall  below  a  total  of  120 
million  when  the  upper  basin's  share  will 
be  37'i  percent  or  less,  and  the  lover  basin's 
share  62 '2  percent  or  more.  Nevertheless, 
the  grasping  "California  Official  Board"  Is 
still  not  satisfied  with  its  62 '2 -percent  split. 
She  wants  100  percent  of  the  Colorado  River 
water  without  herself  producing  one  drop; 
and  what  is  more,  she  will  get  the  100  per- 
cent, if  she  can  keep  Congress  from  author- 
izing Federal  funds  to  develop  the  upper 
basin  on  a  fair,  Just,  comprehensive,  and 
equitable  basis. 

In  1945  the  United  States  signeid  a  treaty 
with  Mexico  In  which  the  United  States 
agreed  to  deliver  to  Mexico  for  her  consump- 
tive use  1.500.000  acre-feet  of  water  annually. 
This  water  is  to  be  charged  to  apy  surplus 
water  which  might  be  in  the  Colorado  River 
system;  but  if  there  be  no  surplus  water  In 
the  Colorado  River  system,  then  tJie  burden 
of  providing  the  necessary  water  will  fall 
equally  on  the  lower  and  upper  Colorado 
River  basins. 

On  October  11.  1948.  at  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.. 
following  preliminary  meetings  at  Vernal, 
Utah,  and  other  points  in  the  upper  basin,  a 
compact  among  the  five  States  hswing  areas 
in  the  upp?r  ba.sin  was  executed. 

Comprising  21  articles  in  all.  the  document 
is  written  around  an  apportionment  made  in 
Article  III  thereof,  as  follows: 

Colorado  has  signed  compacts  with  the 
lower  basin  States  and  with  the  upper  basin 
States  Under  the  terms  of  these  compacts 
and  the  treaty  with  the  United  States  of 
Mexico.  Colorado  ha.s  (in  addition  to  the 
water  now  put  to  beneficial  use|  1.347.000 
acre-feet  of  unallocated  water  for  consump- 
tive use  in  the  State  of  Colorada,  as  Illus- 
trated by  the  following  table: 

'  Acre-feet 
Colorado  delivers  annually  to  the 
lower    States    in    the    Colorado' 

B.isin    approximately 9,347.000 

Dedicated  by  7-State  compact  to 

lower   basin 5,600.000 

Dedicated  by  Santa  Fe  compact  to 
Utah,  New  Mexico,  and  north- 
eastern   Arizona 1,  585,  000 
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^^.     ^  ^  .     ^      *    *    ,,    .            ^Zf.'^^^*  of  our  watersheds  face  that  danger,  too.    The  constructed  for  irrigation  and  domestic  pur-   ' 

Dedicated  by  treaty  to  Mexico..         375,000  pending  legislation  can  either  cure  or  ag-  poses,   the  subsequent  upetream  consump- 

Colorado  share  of  evaporation  of  gravate    this    material    threat    of    gross    In-  tlve  uses  In  Colorado  canm)t  thereby  be  i5- 

upper     basin     storage     projects  equality  to  important  sections  of  the  western  fected. 

when    buUt. *^0- OOP  slope.     In  fact,  it  is  incumbent  on  the  Con-  During  the  past  year  a  bitter  controveray 

Kress  In  this  bill  to  resolve  the  very  serious  has  been  raging  between  the  Colorado  east- 
Total    downstream    burden  problem  of  an  equitable  division  of  the  waters  and    west-slope    residents.    Obviously    this 
on  the  State  of  Colorado.  8,  000.000  of  the  western  slope.     If  the  pending  meas-  dispute  cannot  and  ought  not  to  be  resolved 
Maximum  quantity  of  unallocated  ure  is  enacted  as  it  now  reads,  all  four  basins  by  Congress.     It  can  and  must  be  settled  In 
water  available  for  consumptive  of  the  western  slope  will  be  thrown  into  a  Colorado  by  reasonable  men  of  both  slopes 

use  in  Colorado 1,347.000  state    of    uncertainty,   suspicion,   inequities,  willing  to  analyze  all  factors  without  bltter- 

The  use  of  water  as  such  use  is  apportioned  ^"**    cutthroat    competition    to    obtain    its  ness    or    name    calling.     The    eastern    slope 

in  perpetuity  to  the  upper  basin  and  avail-  share  of  water   by  priority  of   development.  contends  that  there  U  an  unallocated  sur- 

able  for  use  by  the  States  of  the  upper  basin  ^^V  worthy  plan  for  the  development  of  plus  of  public  water  in  the  Colorado  Basin, 

under  the  Colorado  River  compact  is  hereby  the  upper  Colorado  River  Basin  should  en-  The  western  slope  maintains  that  the  exact     ""  ' 

apportioned  among  the  States  of  the  upper  compass  and  visualize  in  the  plan  a  complete  quantity  and  location  of  such  water  is  un- 

basln    in    perpetuity    subject    to. the    provi-  development    of   the    whole    upper    basin    at  known  and  that  the  full  potential  require- 

sions  and  limitations  appearing  in  the  Colo-  °^^  time,  and  not  plan  it  piecemeal  as  the  mente  of  the  western  slope  have  not  been 

rado  River  compact  and  in  this  compact,  as  present  bill  does.    Projects  must  be  built  one  fully  considered. 

follows:  To  the  State  of  Arizona  the  con-  ^^  *  time,  but  they  should  be  planned  to-  There  are  two  very  different  types  of  proj- 
sumptlve  use  of  50,000  acre-feet  annually  gather.  Since  the  basic  law  of  "first  In  use,  ects  In  the  upper  basin  of  the  Colorado 
and  the  remainder  to  the  States  of  Colorado,  ^"t  In  right"  prevails,  provisions  In  the  River  which  will  be  authorized  "by  S.  1555, 
New  Mexico.  Utah,  and  Wyoming  In  the  fol-  authorization  must  be  made  to  insure  the  One  is  "Storage  projects,"  the  other  "Par- 
lowing   proportions:  future    equitable   development    of    the    four  ticipating  projects."     Storage  projects  have 

Percent  basins  in  Colorado,  if  distortion  and  inequl-  as  their  purpose  the  regulation  of  the  stream- 
Colorado 51.75  t'"  a"  not  to  be  the  result.  flow  and  insurance  to  the  lower  basin  that 

New  Mexico.. 11.25  No   one    expects    all    the    projects    on    the  it  will  receive  its  stipulated  quantity  of  wa- 

Utah 23.00  upp<-'r  Colorado  to  be  built  simultaneously,  ter  as  the  water  is  required.    I  have  pointed 

Wvoming 14.00  There  probably  will  be  a  30-year  lag  between  out  already  that  the  lower  basin  under  the 

The  apportionment  to  each  State  Includes  las\ '^  Vro^cted'm"  th'f  I'aw    no  w  **  the"  la^'st  u^^^'^l^'^  ''Tf.f''  T*"  "^f"  ^^"***^  ""^^ 

,,          .                               ,        ...                ,         ,  last    IS    protectea    in    tne    law    now.    tne    last  lion  s    share    of    the    streamflo'w       No'w    it    !■ 

ri^h^rwhic^h  now'exlsT            "^''  '          ""'  ""'"'T  '"   '^*   '^'  "'  '^^   ^°"^  watersheds  proposed   in   this  legislation  ^^  de^Ivlr  "hS 

These  figures  Ire  based  on  the  Bureau  of  ?"  the  western  slope  to  be  built  will  have  water   in  an  even  and   regular  flow  in  dry 

These  ngures  are  based  on  the  Bureau  of  ^^  rights  preserved.  cycles  and  wet  cvcles  throueh  the  vears 

Reclanriation  figures  on  the  annual  produc-  ^  fhls  connection  I  want  to  call  attention  ^i  wou"d  L  f^  more  enthusia^tf^^^^^ 

tion   of  water  In  the   Colorado  River  drain-  to    nertlnent    nnrtinns    nf    th-    „nrw.r    hndn  o    ,r^c  ./^.»        "ir    more   eninusiasuc   aoouc 

age   area   in   the   State  of  Colorado:    Bureau  com^acJ             P^"'"^    °^    ^he    upper    basin  S.  1555  if    t  were  to  authorize  the  construe 

n.ures  on  the  actual  stream  flow  of  the  Colo-  ^"^P^-  V.  upper  ba.in  compact :  IkT  u^pp^"  ^LT^T':nTl;t^rl''^TilJlt 

\Tl  M^'aSd^ur^a^  figure:  o^'X^otat  "**"   ^"  '°^^  °^  "«^"  "^^"^^'"^  ^^"'^  °^  ^«^  th^fiow^f  thTrlVer  So^stream.     Se 

1941-51     and   Bureau   figures   on   the   total  as  the  result  of  the  storage  of  water  in  reser-  upper  States  need  to  have  the  water  to  which 

evaporat  on  annually  of  the  10  storage  reser-  .-olrs  constructed  after  the  signing  of  this  theV  are  entitled  now.     It  Is  thei  tu^n  to 

voirs  which  they  have  recommended  for  con-  compact  shall  be  charged  as  follows:  have    Irrigation    projects    built       The    lowS 

struction     in     the     upper     Colorado     Baaln.  -i^  The  whole  or  that  portion,  as  the  case  ba..in  ah-eady  haJTire  Me^  whi^  InLt^^ 

These  calcul.Mlons  are  also  based  on  the  ir-  ^ay  be.  of  reservoir  losses  as  found  bv  the  it  the  water  it  needs  when  It  ne«ls  It      Now 

rev^ocable  terms  of  the  Treaty  with  Mexico.  commission  to   be   reasonably   and   pro'perly  the   upper   Sta^s   sh^uid^ve^he"' ri^r^ 

and  the  stlpulatioiu  of  the  7-State  compact  chargeable  to  the  reservoir  or  reservoir  capac-  voirs  constructed          "  °  ^  ^   '^"''"^  ""' 

.  ?n.o    ^'r^  '^*  5-State  Sai«^a  Fe  compact  ,ty  utilized  to  assure  deliveries  at  Lee  Ferry  it  is  not  planned  that  way    however    and 

or  «'nv  onV','  1'  'T ^"^""1^  °'  Reclarnation  ,hall  be  charged  to  the  States  of  the  upper  s.  1555  does^not  so  providl'^'lSe  to?p?5- 

«nnK^tH     «   2^  f     t  "^        H?^^  statistics  to  division   in   the   proportion   which   the  con-  ect  to  be  built  is  the  Glen  Canyon  Dam 

^^^11   f         H^v,     f     "  ''^^      *'■*'  °L  sumptive  use  of  water  in  each  State  of  the  This  storage  reservoir  would  be  located  on 

na.r.  Inrt  rr.»M«  T.Ty.       tT»T^    '  ^°""  "PP"    **'^'^^*°"    ^"^'^^    ^^«    *^^"    >'^"    *"  ^^'^  Colorado  Rlver  In  Arizona  about  13  mll^ 

I  m,^»/1h  ^^:""f  •  «f  ^  ^^°*  th*^  ^  have  over-  ^^Ich  the  charge  is  made  bears  to  the  total  downstream    from    Its    northern    State    line 

estimated   the   total   maximum   unallocated  consumptive  use  of  water  In  all  States  of  the  and  approximately  15  miles  UDstream  from 

water  remai:iing  in  the  Colorado  Basin  for  ^pper  division  during  the  same  water  year."  Lee  F^rry.U  would  h^vea"StefSpSS 

consumptive  use  in  the  State  of  Colorado.  Accordingly.  Colorado  is  charged  with  ap-  of     26    million    wre-f^t      Wl«n    fST^      It 

These    di<=i>ositlons   of    Colorado-produced  proximately    51.75    percent    of    the    loss    by  would  have  a  maximum  water-surface  ^rea 

water    affect   Colorado's   western   slope   as   a  evaporation  of  the  Glen  Canyon.  Echo  Park,  of   153,000  acres  and  form  a  lake   187  miles 

whole.     But  these  out-of-State  burdens  have  cross  Mountain,  and  all  other  storage  proj-  long.     It    would    produce    annually    over    3 

not   been   al  ocated   among  her  four   water-  ects  that  may  be  built  on  the  upper  Colorado  billion  kilowatt -hours  and  have  a  generat- 

sheds.     Thefe    watersheds    may    be    defined  River.  ing  capacity  of  800.000  kilowatts.     It  would 

roughly  as  tne  San  Juan,  the  Gunnison,  the  Article  XIII.  upper  basin  compact:  have  an  evaporation  of  526.000  acre-feet  an- 

Grand.  and  the  Green-White-Yampa  basins.  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  compact,  nually.     It  would  catgh  100  000  acre-feet  of 

If  the  use  and  conservation  of  the  water  of  the   rights  to  the   consumptive   use  of   the  silt  which  normally  would  be  delivered  to 

the.'^e   basins    are   developed   simultaneously.  water  of  the  Yampa  River,  a  tributary  enter-  the  lower  basin  States  at  Lee  Ferry  and  be 

each  will  bear  its  proportionate  share  of  the  ing  the  Green  River  in  the  State  of  Colo-  measured  as  water. 

downstream  burden  established  by  the  irrev-  rado,   are   hereby    apportioned    between    the  The  526,000  acre-feet  of  evaporation,  plus 

ocable  compacts  which  the  State  of  Colorado  States  of  Colorado  and  Utah  in  accordance  100,000  acre-feet  of  sediment  annually   adds 

has  entered    nto  with  the  other  States  of  the  with   the  following   principles:  up   to  a   loss   at  Lee  Perry  of  626  00o'acre- 

upi>er    and    lower    basins    of    the    Colorado  ••(»)   The  State  of  Colorado  will  not  cause  feet  annually,  which,  without  the  construc- 

"'^*''-  the  flow  of  the  Yampa  River  at  the  Maybell  tion  of  the  Glen  Canyon  Dam.  would  flow 

If  one  of  these  basins  in  the  State  of  Colo-  gaging  station  to  be  depleted  below  an  ag-  directly  into  Lake  Mead  and  be  credited  to 

rado  lags  in  the  use.  conservation   and  de-  gregate  of  5  million  acre-feet  for  any  period  the   upper   basin  States   as   water   delivered 

velopment  o'  its  water,  then  it  foUows  that  of    lo   consecutive   years   reckoned    in   con-  under  the  1922  compact, 

that  basin  must  bear  a  disproportionate  share  tinning    progressive    series    t>eginning    with  Another    Interesting    observaUon:     Under 

of  the  delivery  of  water  to  fulfill  Colorado's  the  1st  day  of  October  next  succeeding  the  the  1948  compact,  320.000  acre-feet  of  that 

commitment  downstream.  ratification  and  approval  of  this  compact."  loss  would  be  charged  annually  to  the  State 

The  cold  facts  are  that  the  Green-White-  Since    the    average    annual    flow    of    the  of  Colorado  as  water  consumed  by  It. 

Yampa  Basin  is  far  behind  the  other  three  Yami>a  River  at  the  Maybell  gaging  station  This  huge  dam  will  cost  the  upper  basin 

basins  In  th«-  use,  conservation  and  develop-  is  1,160,000  acre-feet.  It  should  be  plain  from  $421    million   to   build.     It   la   hoped   that 

ment  of  its  water.     Under  this  present  au-  the  above  provision   that  half  of   that   flow  through  the  sale  of  power  this  cost  can  be 

thorlzation  Mil  it  will  lose  all  right  to  all  of  la  dedicated  to  consumptive  ttee  in  Utah.  liquidated   in   40   years.     After   Its  construc- 

its  remainin?  unallocated  water,  and  all  of  An  excellent  feature   of   the   plan   to  de-  tion    costs    have    been    repaid,    the    project 

lis  potential  for  future  water  development,  velop  the  upper  Colorado  River  Basin  is  the  could  pay  something  toward  the  develop- 

unless  safeguards  In  the  way  of  reservations  very  vital  provision  that  water  uses  for  power  ment  of  the  upper  basin. 

and  guaranties  are  established  In  the  pend-  are   subservient   to   uses   for   Irrigation   and  Glen  Canyon  should  add  500  years  to  the 

ing  legislation.  domestic  purposes.     Under  such  a  provision  life  of  Lake  Mead,  and  that  Is  a  worthwhile 

If  something  Is  not  done  now  the  Green,  never  can  storage  reservoirs  downstream  call  contribution   to    the   lower    basin   and   ftUIy 

White,  and  Yampa  Rivers  will  be  obligated  on    Colorado    for    delivery    of    water    which  Justified,  but  In  those  500  years  It  will  have      - 

In  perpetuity  to  deliver  all  of  their  water  Colorado  has  a  right  to  use  for  irrigation  cost    the    upper    basin    States    SIS    million 

downstream  "o  satisfy  the  commitments  the  and  domestic  purposes.  acre-feet  of   water  In  evaporation  and  slit 

State  of  Colorado  has  consummated  in  Ir-  Even  though  the  powerplants  downstream  deposits  without  any  cost  whatever  to  th* 

revocable  compacts.     In  a  lesser  degree,  all  are  built  earlier  than  facilities  upstream  are  lower  basin.                                                              ' 
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It  will  Insur*  th«  lower  States  their  full 
ahara  of  the  water  of  the  Ocdarado  Btver 
which  was  allocated  to  them  Iff  the  com- 
pact of  1922.  regardlcM  of  how  Uttle  water 
the  upp«r  bMln  States  may  jwoduce.  In 
oth«r  wants,  it  la  fully  justlfled  hy  the  oon- 
trihutk»  It  renders  the  lower  States,  and 
not  for  any  contribution  It  renders  to  the 
upper  tmaln  States.  It  Is  so  essential  to  the 
Tower  baeln  that  U  the  upper  baaln  would 
not  buUd  It  the  lower  basin  would  have  to 
do  so. 

Altogether,  there  are  10  storage  reser- 
ToiiB  contemplated,  of  which  Olen  Canyon  la 
the  largest  by  far.  In  fact,  It  will  have  more 
than  twice  the  capacity  of  all  the  others 
added  together.  It  is  the  sort  of  project 
tbat  engineers  dream  at>out. 

These  facts  were  supposed  to  appease  the 
California  "Colorado  River  Board"  and  make 
the  development  of  the  upper  basin  accept- 
able to  them,  but  It  has  not  had  that  effect. 
Congressman  Enclx  from  California  was 
correct  when  he  told  this  bc^u'd  that  In  their 
relentless  opposition  to  Olen  Canyon  they 
were  not  serving  their  own  best  interests. 

I  shall  not  discuss  the  other  storage  proj- 
ects except  to  name  them  in  the  order  of 
their  feasibiUty:  Glen  Canyon,  Echo  Park, 
Cross  Mountain,  SpUt  Mountain,  Flaming 
Gorge,  Currencanti,  Navaho,  Gray,  Crystal 
and  White  Water. 

Now  I  shall  list  participating  projects  In 

Colorado  which  do  not  appear  in  S.  1555. 
It  is  my  considered  Judgment  that  it  these 
projects  are  not  specifically  authorized  in 
this  legislation,  they  may  never  have  an  op- 
portunity to  be  constructed.  I  shall  not 
name  them  in  the  order  of  their  preference, 
but  will  start  in  the  southern  part  of  the 
State  and  move  northward. 

Dolores  project:  The  McPhee  Reservoir 
With  a  total  capacity  of  328,000  acre-feet  and 
an  active  capacity  of  153,000  acre- feet,  on  the 
Dolores  River.  The  dam  will  be  10  miles 
downstream  from  the  town  of  Dolores.  It 
would  provide  supplementary  water  from  the 
Montezuma  Valley  and  irrigation  water  for 
the  Dove  Creek  area. 

The  Gunnison  River  project,  consisting  of 
the  following  units:  Fruit  Growers  Dam 
project  extension,  Tomichi  Creek,  Cochetopa 
Creek,  East  River,  Ohio  Creek,  Cebolla  Creek, 
Gateway,  Pine  Creek,  Pruitland,  Bostwlck 
Park,  Ooddard  Mesa,  Grand  Mesa,  North 
Delta,  Dallas  Creek,  and  Kannah  Creek. 

Cliffs-Dlvlde  project,  consisting  of  the  fol- 
lowing units:  Praser,  Parshall,  Troublesome, 
Rabbit  Ear,  Straight  Creek,  Cataract  Lake, 
Earsha,  Toponas,  Bums,  Eagle-Dlvlde,  Pan- 
do,  Gypsum,  Woody  Creek,  Cattle  Creek, 
West  Divide,  Parachute,  Roan  Creek,  Blue- 
stone,  and  Battlement  Mesa. 

Crystal  River  project,  consisting  of  the  fol- 
lowing units:  Redstone  and  Placita. 

Trappers  Lake  project. 

Meeker  project,  12  miles  downstream  from 
the  town  of  Meeker. 

Upper  Bear  project  on  Tampa  River. 

Juniper  Reservoir  project. 

Savery-Pot  Hooks  project. 

All  of  these  participating  projects  are  on 
the  western  slope  of  Colorado.  All  of  them 
are  needed  desperately.  I  hope  my  amend- 
ment to  include  them  in  S.  1555  is  approved 
by  the  Senate. 


ECHO  PARK  DAM 

Mr.  CRIPPA.  Mr.  President,  we  have 
been  considering  the  Colorado  storage 
project,  and  I  have  a  statement  with  re- 
gard to  the  Echo  Park  Dam.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  statement 
be  inserted  in  the  body  of  the  Record 
at  this  point. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcois,  as  follows: 

Wht  THS  Echo  Park  Dam   | 

I  would  like  to  make  a  short  statement 
oi^  one  phase  of  the  Colorado  storage  proj- 
ect— this  controversy  over  the  Echo  Park 
Dam.  The  publicity,  misstatements,  and 
misinformation,  now  of  national  scope,  is 
way  out  of  proportion  to  the  facts. 

First  of  all,  it  must  be  a  good  damslte 
for  engineers  have  had  their  eyes  en  It  In 
one  plan  or  another  for  more  than  40  years. 
Investigations  were  made  for  storage  reser- 
voirs in  the  Lodore  and  Yampa  Canyons  by 
reclamation  engineers  In  what  is  now  the 
Dinosaur  National  Monviment  as  early  as 
1904.  These  damsltes  were  again  referred  to 
by  United  States  Oeologlcal  Survey  Water 
Supply  Paper  No.  395  in  1916.  The  Impor- 
tance of  the  Echo  Park  site  was  empha- 
sized in  water  supply  paper  618  In  1930. 
Foundation  drilling  at  the  site  started  In 
1939  by  the  Bureau  of  ReclamaMon.  and  the 
extensive  studies  made  of  all  major  sites 
in  the  Upper  Colorado  River  Basin  since  that 
time,  clinched  the  conclusion  that  this  site 
should  be  used. 

The  impKDrtant  questions  are :  Why  is  Echo 
Park  so  Important  and  actually  what  Is  there 
agsiinst  it?  First,  here  are  the  principal  ad- 
vantages of  the  dam  and  reservoir  In  the 
carefully  worked  out  plan  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  water  and  the  many  other  re- 
sources of  the  Upper  Colorado  Rlvar   Basin. 

1.  The  storage  capacity  and  powen-  gener- 
ation at  Echo  Park  is  second  in  size  to  Glen 
Canyon  In  the  ultimate  storage  reservoir  sys- 
tem planned  for  the  upper  basin. 

2.  Percentagewise,  the  evaporation  losses 
from  the  remarkable  storage  vessel  at  Echo 
Park  is  less  than  at  all  other  sites  po.sso?s- 
ing  major  storage  possibilities  In  the  upper 
basin. 

3.  The  saving  of  evaporation  at  Eeho  Park 
over  the  Dewey  site,  the  only  true  alternative. 
is,  I  am  told,  120,000  acre-feet  annually — a 
very  important  quantity  of  water  in  a  desert 
area  where  there  is  not  enough  water  to  go 
around. 

4.  The  Echo  Park  Reservoir,  being  located 
Just  below  the  Junction  of  the  Green  and 
Yampa  Rivers,  would  regulate  the  flow  of 
both  rivers  not  performed  by  the  upstream 
reservoirs  planned  at  the  Flaming  Gorge  and 
Cross  Mountain  sites.  In  addition  to  en- 
hancing the  value  of  both  these  upstream 
reservoirs  for  regulation  and  power,  it  would 
contribute  materially  to  the  feasibility  of  the 
two  downstream  reservoirs  at  the  Split 
Mountain  and  Gray  Canyon  sites. 

The  Echo  Park  unit  Is  not  In  my  State. 
but  I  am  well  aware  of  what  It  means  to 
Wyoming,  as  well  as  to  Colorado  aod  Utah. 
Its  use  is  the  key  to  the  economic  develop- 
ment of  the  upp>cr  end  of  the  basin.  It  is 
in  the  center  of  the  upstream  power  market, 
in  the  center  of  a  system  of  p'ropoied  large 
dams  and  power  plants,  and  in  tlje  center 
of  many  other  resources  waiting  to  be  devel- 
oped, such  as  the  phosphate  rock  for  ferti- 
lizer and  chemicals,  oil  shale,  coal,  trona 
beds,  and  many  important  minerals. 

With  all  the  virtues  of  Echo  Park,  what  Is 
there  against  it?  The  opponents  claim  two 
objections:  First,  it  invades  the  Dinosaur 
National  Monument,  and,  second,  it  destroys 
scenery  and  rapids.     Let's  review  the  facts. 

First,  as  to  the  Invasion  of  the  monument. 
There  are  plenty  of  documents  to  stow  that 
in  1938  when  the  original  Dinosaur  National 
Monument  was  expanded  from  the  80  acres 
containing  the  dinosaur  fossils  to  some  203.- 
000  acres.  It  was  with  the  understanding  that 
dams  could  be  built  In  the  area.  In  fact,  the 
Presidential  Proclamation  states  that  It  shall 
not  affect  the  operation  of  the  Federsal  Water 
Power  Act  of  June  10,  1920,  and  that  the 
administration  of  the  monument  shall  be 
subject   to   the   reclamation    withdrawal    of 


October  17.  1904.  There  Is  no  precedent  to 
break.  There  Is  no  Invasion.  It  was  planned 
that  way  from  the  beginning. 

Next,  as  to  destroying  rapids  and  scenery. 
The  Echo  Park  Reservoir  will  partially  in- 
undate 2  or  3  scenic  areas,  but  In  doing  so 
will  make  ix>8sible  boating  through  the  beau- 
tiful Lodore  and  Yampa  canyons  by  many, 
many  people — not  Just  the  few  Who  are  rug- 
ged enough  and  have  the  finances  and  the 
desire  to  make  the  trip. 

Yes,  the  rapids  (which  you  can  traverse 
by  boat  only  during  a  few  W9eks  of  each 
year)  will  be  gone,  but  there  are  plenty 
left  In  the  hundreds  of  miles  Of  the  Colo- 
rado River.  It  should  be  obvious  to  most 
anyone  that  the  new  recreatloft  from  Echo 
Park  will  dwarf  what  we  people  feel  is  in- 
sli^nlflcant  damage — to  say  notching  of  the 
economic  factors  which  I  previously  men- 
tioned. 

The  word  "conservationist,"  the  label  of 
the  opponents  to  Echo  Park,  is  certainly  mis- 
u.^ed.  Actually  the  jseople  of  the  upper  Colo- 
rado River  Bisln  who  are  developing  that 
region  are  the  conservationists.  They  want 
to  conserve  the  water  from  unnecessary  evap- 
oration; they  want  to  open  the  deep  rugged 
canyons  In  the  monument  area  for  all  the 
people,  and  above  all  they  want  to  develop 
the  water  and  the  many  other  resources  for 
themselves  and  the  Nation. 

This  project  will  create  jobs.  This  project 
will  take  care  of  unemployment  In  our  area. 
Moneys  spent  In  these  projects  Is  not  money 
wasted,  but  is  money  usefully  spent  for  the 
benefit  of  our  own  peoples. 

Every  drop  of  water  wasted  Is  never  re- 
turned. 


CONSTRUCTION.  OPERATION,  AND 
MAINTENANCE  OP  COLORADO 
RIVER  STORAGE  PROJECT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  iS.  1555)  to  authorize  the  Sec- 
retary' of  the  Interior  to  construct,  oper- 
ate, and  maintain  the  Colorado  River 
Storage  project  and  participating  proj- 
ectsv  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
what  is  the  unfinished  business  before 
the  Senate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
unfinished  business  is  S.  1555.  The  com- 
mittee amendmeiiw  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute  has  been  agreed  to.  No  fur- 
ther amendment  is  in  order,  bo  the  ques- 
tion is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 


PAY  INCREASES  FOR  GOVERNIvIENT 
EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  unfin- 
ished business  be  temporarily  laid  aside 
and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
sider? tion  of  H.  R.  7774,  the  so-called 
pay  increase  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
7774)  to  establish  a  uniform  system  for 
the  granting  of  incentive  awards  to  ofB- 
cers  and  employees  of  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
call  the  attention  of  the  acting  minority 
leader  to  the  fact  that  I  previous'y  sub- 
mitted— and  I  now  send  forward  in  type- 
written form — a  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  request,  and  I  ask  that  the  clerk 
read  it  for  the  information  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 
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Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  majority  leader  to 
withhold  that  request  for  5  minutes,  until 
the  minority  leader  is  present. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  shall  withdraw 
the  request  for  the  moment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan. 


AMENDMENT  OP  REVENUE  ACT  OP 
1951 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  proposed  an  sunendment  to  H.  R. 
6440  which  would  specifically  provide 
that  the  parenthetical  clause  added  by 
section  9121  in  the  1954  tax  code  should 
be  similarly  sulded  to  Its  counterpart, 
section  109,  in  the  1939  code  applicable 
to  all  years  subsequent  to  1942.     I  had 

hoped  that  such  a  proyision  would  be 
included  in  any  supplementary  tax  bill 
to  be  considered  at  this  session.  The 
policy  committee  had  placed  down  for 
consideration  H.  R.  6440. 

Since  consideration  of  such  a  bill 
seems  unlikely.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 

to  insert  in  the  body  of  the  Recoud  the 
prop>osed  amendment  and  a  statement 
explalnin,?  this  amendment. 

There  l)eing  no  objection,  the  amend- 
ment and  the  statement  were  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Ricord,  as  follows: 

Amendn-.ent  Intended  to  be  proposed  by 
Mr.  FEEcusoN  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6440)  to 
amend  section  345  of  the  Revenue  Act  of 
1951,  viz:  At  tbe  appropriate  place,  insert  the 
foUowlng  new  sections : 

"Sec.  — .  So  much  of  section  100  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1930  as  precedes 
clause  (a)  Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 


'SEC.    109. 


WBBTEKJN   RKUISPHZKE  TRAOC 

coaPoaATiONs 


**  'FV)r  tike  purposes  of  this  chapter,  the 
term  "Western  Hemisphere  trade  corporation' 
means  a  comestlc  corporation  all  of  whose 
business  (other  than  incidental  purchases) 
Is  done  In  any  cotmtry  or  countries  in  North, 
Central,  or  South  America,  or  in  the  West 
Indies,  or  In  Newfoundleoid  and  which  satis- 
fied the  following  conditions:'. 

"Sec  — .  The  amendment  made  by  section 
—  shall  be  applicable  with  respect  to  taxable 
years  beginning  after  December  31,  1941,  and 
before  January  1,  1954." 

St.\ti:ment  bt  Senatob  FxactTSON 

This  amendment  to  H.  R.  6440  is  in  reality 
nothing  more  than  a  technical  amendment 
to  accomplish  the  correction  of  an  existing 
Inequity  resulting  from  an  administrative 
distortion  of  congressional  intent  which  was 
recognized  by  tbe  House  and  Senate  In 
adopting  section  921  of  H.  R.  8300,  but  which 
could  not.  solely  because  of  policy  considera- 
tions, be  .specifically  accomplished  In  that 
bill.  For  this  reason.  I  beUeve  there  should 
be  no  controversy  regarding  it.  Actually,  be- 
cause of  the  body  of  legislative  history  sur- 
rounding this  matter,  no  amendment,  in  my 
opinion,  should  be  necessary.  However,  be- 
cause of  a  strained  administrative  Inter- 
pretation, and  to  avoid  any  possibility  of 
further  ccntroversy  la  this  regard,  such 
amendment  seems  desirable,  although  I  am 
confident  :he  final  outcome  of  the  present 
law  as  construed  by  tbe  courts  would  have 
the  same  effect. 

In  1942  Congress,  by  adding  section  109 
to  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  provided  cer- 
tain incentives  for  Western  Hemisphere 
trade  corporations.     That    section,    among 


other  tbings,  defines  such  a  oorporatkm  as 
one  "aU  of  whose  business  Is  done  in  any 
country  or  countries"  within  tbe  Western 
Hemisphere.  Howerer,  "Incidental  economic 
oontract"  with  a  non-Western  Hemlspbere 
are*,  was  not  to  be  considered  doing  busi- 
ness outside  the  Western  Hemisphere  under 
this  test  BO  as  to  disqualify  an  otherwise 
eligible  corporation.  Tbe  Senate  Finance 
Committee  report  specifically  so  stated,  and, 
moreover,  Uliistrated  the  principle  by  the 
eKample  of  a  sale  by  a  South  American  min- 
ing company  which  shipped  the  products  to 
England.  It  would  follow  obviously  that  if 
a  transaction  involving  a  sale  with  shipment 
to  England  was  not  intended  to  constitute 
doing  business  outside  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere then  a  mere  purchase  from  outside 
the  Western  Hemisphere,  likewise.  Is  not 
to  be  considered  doing  business  outside  tbe 
Western  Hemisphere.  In  line  with  this  con- 
gressional intent  the  statute  was  so  In- 
terpreted by  taxpayers  and  their  counsel  gen- 
erally. Moreover,  such  view  was  in  accord- 
ance with  all  the  cases  which  have  ever  con- 
sidered purchases  In  relation  to  doing  bu- 
siness. The  Judicial  decisions  are  and  al- 
ways have  been  uniform  In  the  view  that 
mere  purchase  of  goods  does  not  constitute 
doing  business.  After  the  1942  amendment, 
and  particularly  in  light  of  the  Senate  Fi- 
nance Committee  statement,  therefore. 
Western  Hemisphere  trade  corporations  filed 

their  tax  returns,  never  dreaming  that  any- 
one would  ever  contend  that  a  mere  pur- 
chase outside  the  western  Hemisphere  would 
disqualUy  them  from  Western  Hemisphere 
trade  corporation  status  on  the  ground  that 
this  constituted  doing  business  outside  the 
Western  Hemicphere. 

Nevertheless,  much  to  tbe  svirprtse  of 
everyone,  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue 
some  10  years  later  in  May  1952,  issued  a 
ruling  (Which  is  being  applied  back  to 
1942)  to  the  effect  that  mere  purchases  out- 
side the  Western  Hemisphere  of  goods  by  an 
otherwise  qualified  corporation  constituted 
doing  business  outside  tbe  Western  Hemi- 
sphere and  resulted  in  the  forfeiture  of 
Western  Hemisphere  trade  status  by  such 
corporation. 

This  surprising  ruling  brought  protests 
from  the  American  Bar  Association,  the  Na- 
tional Foreign  Trade  Council,  Inc.,  the 
United  States  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and 
tbe  Machinery  and  Allied  Products  Institute, 
among  others. 

Section  921  of  the  recently  passed  1954 
tax  code  remedied  this  situation  by  incor- 
porating language  In  the  law  Itself  providing 
that  purchases  Incidental  to  the  business 
would  not  lead  to  disquaUflcation.  In  its 
report  tbe  Ways  and  Means  Committee  said : 
"To  correct  an  obvious  Inequity  which  has 
arisen  In  the  administration  of  this  pro- 
vision, it  has  provided  that  Incidental  pur- 
chases made  outside  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere will  not  disqualify  a  corporation  from 
the  Western  Hemisphere  trade  corporation 
credit   if   It   Is   otherwise   eligible   for   It." 

Although  the  Intent  is  thus  clear,  action 
In  the  1954  Code,  as  I  have  indicated,  is  ef- 
fective prospectively  only.  This  does  not 
reflect  special  treatment  but  rather  is  a 
reflection  of  a  general  policy  of  both  com- 
mittees that  the  1954  Code  shall  take  effect 
prospectively  only.  Thus,  the  removal  of 
the  existing  administrative  inequity  could 
not  be  corrected  by  spectflc  language  in  tbe 
1954  Code  making  the  phrase  adopted  in 
section  921  equally  applicable  to  the  1939 
Code.  Because  of  this  It  is  now  desirable 
to  do  so  specifically  by  the  amendment  which 
I  have  proposed. 

The  unprecedented,  surprising,  and  un- 
warranted 1952  ruling  of  the  Bureau  denies 
Western  Hemisphere  TVade  Corporation 
status  back  to  1942  only  to  those  Western 
Hemisphere  Trade  Corporation  taxpayers 
whose  tax  returns  after  1942  have  not  yet 
been  audited  by  tbe  Btireau  or  been  closed 
out  by  the  expiration  of  the  Statute  of  Llml- 


tstlODs.  by  cHotiag  acresment.  or  otherwla*. 
TSils  Is  obTloasly  an  unconadonalito  in- 
equity between  two  groups  of  taxpayen.  that 
U.  between  those  unfortunate  taxpayen 
whose  returns  have  not  yet  been  closed  out 
and  those  fortunate  taxpayers  wliose  returns 
have  been.  Obviously,  both  groups  ougbt 
to  be  treated  alike. 

Therefore,  because  of  this  ruling,  despite 
a  clear  ncacd  of  legislative  intent,  and  in 
order  to  avoid  any  possibility  of  furtlier 
administrative  controversy,  this  amendment 
seems  desirable. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  1 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  btisineas. 

^ 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  conmiunicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Tribbe,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  messages  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  submit- 
ting sundry  nominations,  which  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk 
will  proceed  to  state  the  nominations  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 


CIRCUIT   COURTS.   TERRITORY  OP 
HAWAII 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Albert  M.  Felix  to  be  third  Judge, 
in  the  first  circuit,  in  the  circuit  courts 
in  the  Territory  of  HawalL 

The  PRESIDINO  OFTTCER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  this  nomination? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  that  the  nomination  be  passed  over. 
These  nominations  for  the  circuit  courts 
of  Hawaii  were  before  the  Judiciary 
Committee  for  many  weeks.  So  far  ufi 
1  know,  no  hearings  were  held. 

I  should  like  to  ask  tbe  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  if  it  is 
not  a  fact  that  objections  are  on  file 
to  one  or  both  of  these  nominees? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Objections  were  filed. 
and  repeated  hearings  were  held.  I 
think  there  were  i>erhaps  foiur  hearings 
in  connection  with  the  nomination,  of 
Mr.  Felix.  There  was  no  objection  cto 
the  FBI  report  before  they  were  through. 
The  objections  were  answered. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Were  the  objectors 
present  at  the  hearing?  Were  those  who 
filed  objections  present  at  the  hearing 
and  given  an  opportunity  to  be  heard? 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  objection  was  filed 
by  letter.  The  chief  of  police  of  an 
island  called  Hllo  sent  in  a  letter  spe- 
cifically denying  all  the  allegations,  and 
the  subcommittee  was  satisfied  there 
was  nothing  to  the  charge.  We  recetT«d 
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letters  from  the  chief  Justice,  from  the 
associate  Justice,  and  from  the  mayor  of 
Honolulu,  and  various  other  letters. 
Showing  that  there  was  absolutely  noth- 
ing to  the  charges  made  by  one  specific 
indivklual. 

Mr.  McCARRAK.  Will  the  Senator 
kindly  state^  who  were  the  members  of 
the  subcommittee  wliich  heard  the  mat- 
ter? 

Mr.  LANQER.  The  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Hkndrickson]  and  either 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hen- 
NiNGS]  or  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  KxrATJVXs]. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Was  the  charge 
presented  to  the  subcommittee? 

Mr.  LANQER.  I  will  assure  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  that  the  subcommit- 
tee considered  the  subject. 

Mr.  McC/RRAN.  What  was  the  re- 
port of  the'  subcommittee  to  the  full 
committee? 

Mr.  LANGER.  It  was  unanimous,  so 
far  as  I  know.  No  objection  was  made, 
after  the  subcommittee  went  over  the 
correspondence. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
understand  that  these  nominations  were 
the  subject  of  a  poll  of  the  ccnnmittee 
today  and  yesterday.  The  least  that 
can  be  said  is  that  it  is  a  poor  practice, 
because  these  nominations  were  never 
approved  by  the  full  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Mr.  LANGER.  It  may  be  a  poor  prac- 
tice, but  it  has  been  the  custom  for  a 
great  many  years — at  least,  during  the 
13  years  I  have  been  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Albert  M. 
Felix  to  be  third  judge,  first  circuit, 
in  the  circuit  courts  of  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  William  Z.  Fairbanks  to  be  sec- 
ond Judge,  first  circuit,  in  the  circuit 
courts.  Territory  of  Hawaii. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


COAST  AND  GEODETIC  SURVBY 

The  lesrlslatlve  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  James  P.  Randall  to  be  an  en- 
i^gn  in  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. 


BOARD  OP  PAROLE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  Lewis  J.  Grout  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Board  of  Parole  for  the  term 
expiring  September  30.  1959. 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  John  E.  Henry  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Board  of  Parole  for  the  term 
expiring  September  30.  1956. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


COMPTROLLER  OP  CUSTOMS 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi- 
nation of  Russell  E.  Atkinson  to  be  comp- 
troller of  customs  with  headquarters  at 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


POSTMASTERS 


r 


The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  of  postmasters. 

Mr.    KNOWLAND.     Mr.    Presideat.  I 
ask  that  the  nominations  of  postmasters 
be  confirmed  en  bloc.    

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nominations  of  post- 
masters are  conflrmed  en  bloc. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  that  the  President  be  immediately 
notified  of  all  nominations  confirmed 
this  date.  

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  President  will  be  noti- 
fied forthwith. 


'  LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 
Mr.   KNOWLAND.     Mr.    President.   I 
move  that  the  Senate  resume  the  con- 
sideration of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business.  . 

PERSONAL  STATEMENT  BY 
SENATOR  BRIDGES 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  would  like 
to  take  just  a  few  minutes  on  a  matter 
of  personal  privilege.  I  wish  to  com- 
ment particularly  on  an  article  appear- 
ing in  the  Reporter  magazine  issue  of 
July  20,  1954.  My  comment  is  for  the 
purpose  of  answering  one  of  the  most 
vicious  smears  ever  directed  at  a  man  in 
public  life.  But  there  is  a  deeper  signifi- 
cance than  merely  an  attack  upoa  one 
man.  Otherwise  I  would  be  content 
merely  to  remain  in  the  distinguished 
company  of  friends — former  and  pres- 
ent senatorial  colleagues,  who  in  greater 
or  lesser  degree  have  been  smeared  by 
this  same  publication. 

All  of  us  are  conscious  of  the  impor- 
tance to  the  world  and  to  the  very  exist- 
ence of  life  in  the  United  States  as  we 
know  it  that  communism  and  all  that  it 
stands  for  be  opposed.  We  have  all  been 
shocked  to  learn  uf  the  numerous  and 
devious  methods  by  which  the  Uiiited 
States  has  been  weakened  and  the  cause 
of  communism  assisted.  All  too  often  we 
have  been  told  by  those  whose  actions 
have  helped  communism  that  they  were 
only  stupid  dupes  who  meant  well  and 
who  are  sorry,  several  years  too  late, 
that  they  did  not  know  better. 

It  is  time  for  every  American  to  do  a 
little  thinking  for  himself,  and  it  is  time 
that  we  protect  the  fundamental  Insti- 
tutions of  democracy  from  being  under- 
mined. 

Fellow  travelers  everywhere  know  that 
this  Senate  has  been  and  will  be  exeating 


its  utmost  efforts  to  preserve  and  protect 
the  American  way  of  life,  and  they  have 
done  their  best  to  ridicule  the  Senate  and 
its  Members,  in  the  hope  that  they  might 
prevent  or  hinder  it  from  carrying  out 
the  functions  entrusted  to  it  by  the  Con- 
stitution. 

We  must  all  expect  to  be  attacked  and 
maligned  for  carrying  out  our  dftity.  and 
I  know  that  we  will  do  so  despite  such 
attacks.  It  is  hard  to  be  the  victims, 
especially  as  the  pressures  of  our  duties 
do  not  leave  us  time  to  try  to  answer 
all  of  the  malicious  slanders  that  are 
launched  against  us,  and  few  of  us  are 
wealthy  enough  to  bear  the  financial 
burden  of  suing  every  lying  detractor, 
especially  as  they  usually  do  not  have 
the  money  to  pay  judgments  which 
might  finally  be  rendered  against  them 
years  later. 

Exposure  to  such  attacks  and  the  in- 
ability to  answer  back  is  one  of  the  hard- 
ships of  public  life.  I  am  ready  to  accept 
that  as  a  part  of  the  job.  and  I  lim  going 
to  continue  doing  the  job  because  I  hon- 
estly believe  that  I  can  make  a  Contribu- 
tion to  the  public  welfare. 

But  when  these  attacks  are  not  limited 
to  an  individual  Senator,  and  we  find  the 
same  source  attacking,  one  after  an- 
other, leading  Members  of  this  Senate, 
as  well  as  other  outstanding  American 
leaders  of  both  parties.  I  believe  we 
should  look  into  the  methods  and  motives 
of  those  who  make  the  attack,  including 
those  who  finance  them. 

The  illustrious  roll  of  those  who  have 
received  a  smear  citation  from  this 
journalistic  disgrace  called  Reporter  in- 
clude President  Dwlght  D.  Eisenhower, 
Vice  President  Richard  M.  Nixon,  the 
distingui.shed  majority  leader  [Mr. 
KNOWLAND  1,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  I  Mr. 
BrickerI,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DiRKSEN  ] ,  the  Senator  from  Indiana  ( Mr. 
JennerI,  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
WatktnsI,  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  BxjTLER],  and  the  late  Senator  Rob- 
ert Taft,  who  was  subjected  to  one  of 
the  most  vicious  attacks  in  the  history 
of  the  magazine;  also  Kenneth  Wherry, 
our  former  beloved  floor  leader  who 
was  maligned  time  after  time  by  this 
magazine. 

The  roll  continues  with  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Symington],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd].  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran],  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  May- 
bank  1,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
McClellan],  and  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  George  J.  Other  public 
figures  noted  for  being  conservative  and 
pro-American  who  receive  the  Reiaorter 
smear  citation  are  Gen.  Douglas  Mac- 
Arthur 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.      I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  regret  the  state- 
ments made  about  us,  particularly  about 
Senator  Bridges. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  So  does  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.      I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire  that  the  pub- 
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Usher  of  the  Reporter  magazine  In  Nfew 
York  is  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of 
Max  Aaeoll. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Will  the  Senator 
from  niirois  spell  that  name? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Aacoli — ^A-s-c-o-l-i. 
He  was  brought  to  the  United  States  by 
a  grant  from  the  Rockefeller  Founda- 
tion. Now,  of  course,  he  expresses  his 
appreciation  for  being  brought  here  by 
a  txo)^  supplied  by  a  tax-free  founda- 
tion of  the  United  States,  to  make  an  at- 
tack upon  Members  of  the  Senate,  of  the 
House,  and  other  distinguished  Ameri- 
cans, including  the  very  distingtiished 
cliairman  of  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 

Incidentally  I  may  say  that  recently 
I  read  the  record  of  an  organization 
known  as  the  National  Committee  for  an 
Effective  Congress.  In  that  connection, 
^it  was  found  that  according  to  the  sworn 
statement  filed  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  Max  AscoU 
and  his  wife  were  contributors  to  the 
organizaton  to  the  extent  of  $250. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor. In  addition  to  Gen.  Douglas  Mac- 
Arthur,  are  Gen.  Albert  Wedemeyer,  Gov. 
Thomas  E.  Dewey.  Madam  Ambassador 
Clare  Boothe  Luce.  Speaker  Joseph  Mar- 
tin. Representative  John  Taber.  and  pub- 
lishers Henry  Luce  and  Roy  Howard. 

This  list  Is  by  no  means  inclusive,  there 
are  many  more  but  it  is  representative 
enough  to  establish  the  point  that  no 
one  is  exempt:  no  one,  that  is.  who  has 
ever  had  the  courage  to  speak  out  and 
stand  for  his  convictions — if  those  con- 
victions have  been  contrary  to  those  of 
the  warped  minds  behind  this  publica- 
tion. In  their  magazine  there  is  no  room 
for  honest  differences  of  opinion  and  the 
resolution  of  those  differences  by  debate 
in  the  democratic  process.  With  them 
the  technique  is  smear  and  vicious  at- 
tack— the  technique  we  have  come  to 
know  so  well  as  used  by  those  who  follow 
the  Communist  Party  line  as  fellow  trav- 
elers and  bedfellows.  Wliy  the  staff  of 
this  maga.dne  should  be  so  familiar  with 
the  technique  will  be  apparent  as  I 
continue. 

The  ends  to  which  this  publication  will 
go  in  order  to  try  to  destroy  through 
the  medium  of  the  half-truth,  the  big 
lie,  and  the  iiuiuendo,  is  well  indicated 
by  their  efforts  directed  at  me.  Mark 
this  well,  for  who  knows  who  the  next 
target  for  attack  will  be. 

Advance;  copies  of  this  magazine  were 
sent  to  all  daily  newspapers  in  my  State 
with  an  accompanying  press  release.  A 
direct  firsr.-class  mailing  was  made  to  a 
large  but  selective  list  of  pohtically  ac- 
tive people  in  New  Hampshire  with  an 
accompanying  letter  asking  for  com- 
ment. When  all  but  1  of  the  9  daily 
newspapers  refused  to  use  their  pub- 
licity release  because  of  the  obviously 
slanted  defamatory  character  of  the  ar- 
ticle, they  offered  to  purchase  3 
quarter-page  advertisements  in  the  same 
dailies  and  their  offer  was  accepted  by 
6  of  the  9. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  have  served  on  the 
Committee    on    Appropriations    of    the 


Senate  for  many  years.  I  served  under 
the  late  Senator  Carter  Glass,  under  the 
former  Senator  from  Tennessee,  Mr.  Mc- 
Kellar,  and  under  the  leadership  of  my 
good  friend  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire.  I  can  say  this  as  a  so-called 
liberal  Democrat.  I  have  never  seen 
anyone  take  on  the  work  of  the  commit- 
tee, whether  it  be  a  Democrat  or  a  Re- 
publican, as 'the  Senator  from  New 
Hampehire  has.  I  am  glad  to  say  that 
in  the  best  of  faith  from  the  other  side 
of  the  aisle  as  a  Democrat.  I  believe 
New  Hampshire  is  ably  represented  by 
the  Senator,  who  Is  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator. 

The  purpose  of  giving  this  particular 
chronicle  of  events  is  to  show  the  ruth- 
less determination  of  the  people  behind 
this  magazine.  The  cost  of  their  cam- 
paign in  New  Hampshire  to  attempt  to 
discredit  me.  in  the  guise  of  magazine 
promotion,  far  exceeds  any  possible 
hoped-for  sale  or  promotion  of  this 
magazine  wliich  has  by  best  estimates 
only  a  small  circulation  for  a  supposedly 
nationwide  magazine.  A  further  indi- 
cation of  the  lengtiis  to  which  these 
people  will  go  is  the  estimate  that  the 
magazine  spent  in  advertising  and  direct 
mailings  a  total  of  approximately  $372,- 
000  in  their  issue  in  which  they  claim 
to  expose  the  so-called  China  lobby. 
Top  this  all  off  with  the  estimate  that 
the  magazine  loses  from  $200,000  to 
$250,000  per  year,  and  you  realize  that 
this  magazine  is  merely  an  organ  for  the 
promotion  of  causes  and  not  a  maga- 
zine legitimately  devoted  to  honest  jour- 
nalism with  a  healthy  rega^  for  proflt- 
and-loss  statements. 

This  is  a  new  and  un-American  phe- 
nomenon of  the  invasion  of  a  State's 
elections  by  vast  amounts  of  outside 
money  and  influence.  Long  before  the 
start  of  this  smear  campaign  in  my 
State  it  was  forecast  by  our  distin- 
guished New  England  columnist  Bill 
Cunningham  in  the  Jime  20.  1954,  Bos- 
ton Sunday  Herald  when  he  commented 
on  such  campaigns  and  stated  that  I 
was  to  be  the  next  conservative  Repub- 
lican slated  for  liquidation. 

The  magazine  Reporter  claims  to  be 
by  its  own  self-designation  a  "fort- 
nightly of  facts  and  ideas."  Let  us  take 
a  moment  to  look  at  their  methods  of 
collecting  facts  and  stack  that  up  against 
your  oWn  knowledge  of  good  reporting. 
To  quote  Leon  Anderson,  statehouse 
reporter  for  the  Concord  (N.  H.)  Daily 
Monitor,  in  his  column  of  July  10.  1954: 

The  article  is  written  by  Douglass  Cater, 
Washington  editor  of  the  Reporter.  We  met 
him  some  10  months  ago  when  he  came  to 
Concord  and  told  members  of  the  Monitor 
staff  that  he  was  digging  up  a  story  on 
Bridgks.  He  blandly  told  us,  for  example, 
that  he  was  looking  for  the  worst  and  was 
not  Interested  in  the  best  about  our  Senator 
who  has  risen  to  become  the  number  one 
man  In  power  and  Influence  in  the  Congress. 

It  caused  Mr.  Anderson  to  conclude: 
We  have  read  the  14-page  story.  Much  of 
what  It  says  has  been  In  print  before.  But 
the  way  the  details  are  pieced  together  siire 
as  heck  sounds  as  though  the  Reporter  went 
out  of  its  way  to  make  Senator  BamcBS  look 
as  bad  as  possible. 


To  that  Mr.  Anderson  succinctly  ad<!te: 

We  cannot  help  but  wonder  Just  wliy  ttw 
Reporter  spent  a  year  digging  up  the  Bridges 
story  and  then  issued  it  at  this  particular 
time,  just  before  Budoes  JUm  for  reelection 
for  a  fourth  term.    It  seema  aort  at  plannML 

Mr.  Anderson  puts  it  mildly. 

So  much  for  the  Reporter's  method  of 
collecting  their  so-called  facts.  Now  let 
us  examine  their  ideas. 

Since  ideas  are  the  products  ofjiniman 
intellects,  they  can  best  be  analyzed  by 
a  sketch  of  the  people  responsible  for  the 
ideas. 

Douglass  Cater,  author  of  the  assassi- 
nation attempt  on  my  character,  has 
otherwise  distinguished  himself,  at  least 
in  the  eyes  of  the  Daily  Worker,  He  was 
a  delegate  to  the  World  Youth  Festtval 
as  shown  in  the  Daily  Worker  of  Sep- 
tember 4,  1947,  page  3.  This  festival 
was  sponsored  by  the  World  Federation 
of  Democratic  Youth  with  the  coopera- 
tion of  the  International  Union  of  Stu- 
dents. The  report  dated  April  17,  1947, 
of  the  congressional  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  devotes  a  great  deal 
of  attention  to  these  organizations.  It 
states: 

Prom  the  outset  the  World  Federation  of 
Democratic  Youth  demonstrated  it  was  far 
more  Interested  In  serving  as  a  pressure 
group  In  behalf  of  Soviet  foreign  policy  than 
It  was  In  the  specific  problem  of  interna- 
tional youth.  •  •  •  So  strong  was  the  Com- 
munist domination  at  the  London  Confer- 
ence that  It  aroused  the  deepest  concern  of 
the  English  bishops. 

Also,  from  the  same  report  it  appears 
that  the  World  Federation  of  Demo- 
cratic Youth  brought  into  l)eing  the  In- 
ternational Union  of  Students  which 
held  a  meeting  in  Prague  August  17-31, 
1947.  The  administration  and  direction 
of  this  project  was  entrusted  to  a  17-man 
committee  of  whom  12  were  known  Com- 
munists. 

While  a  resident  of  Massachusetts, 
Mr.  Cater  was  most  active,  by  platform 
appearances  and  writings,  in  opposing 
the  then  pending,  and  later  passed,  leg- 
islation to  ban  members  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  from  teaching  in  pubUc  or 
private  schools  and  to  require  a  teach- 
er's loyalty  oath. 

For  his  activities  above  end  others 
along  the  same  line,  Mr.  Cater  has  fre- 
quently received  the  praise  of  the  Daily 
Worker  by  its  favorable  reporting  of  bis 
activities. 

Mr.  Cater  is  a  young  man  in  his  late 
twenties  listed  on  the  masthead  of  the 
publication  as  its  Washington  editor. 
Who  are  the  muckraking  crew  with 
whom  he  is  associated?  The  masthead 
makes  interesting  reading,  and  the  files 
of  various  congressional  committees, 
dealing  with  loyalty  and  un-American 
activities  bulge  with  interesting  tzcXs 
about  this  cast  of  characters.  I  shall 
touch  on  but  a  few  because  you  can  read 
all  about  them  at  your  leisure  in  commit- 
tee reports. 

Others  mentioned  on  the  staff  of  Re- 
ix>rter  are  Philip  Horton,  senior  editor; 
Theodore  White,  national  correspond- 
ent; Harlan  Cleveland,  executive  editor. 

I  shall  not  take  your  time  to  sketch 
the  activities  of  these  individuals  as  I 
have  done  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Cater  and  as 
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I  win  doin  tbe  case  oX  liiax  Ascoli.  editor 
and  publisher. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  wlU  tbe 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDaES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RX7SSELL.  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
read  the  article  in  the  magazine  to  which 
the  Senator  refers  and  I  considered  it  to 
be  both  scurrilous  and  libelous.  It  came 
to  my  desk  and  I  read  it.  I  thought  it 
was  as  unwarranted  and  uncalled  for  an 
attack  on  a  fine,  patriotic  American  as 
I  have  ever  seen.  It  has  been  my. privi- 
lege to  serve  here  with  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  for  some  years.  I  have 
been  on  the  Appropriations  Committee 
with  him.  I  have  never  known  a  more 
painstaking,  a  more  careful  legislator. 
I  have  never  known  an  American  who 
had  a  more  genuine  concept  of  the  real 
principles  of  Americanism  and  of  our 
system  of  government  than  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire.  I  think  the  arti- 
cle is  libelous,  and  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  will  sue  them  in 
the  courts  of  this  land  and  put  that 
publication  out  of  business.  If  there  is 
a  fair  jury  anywhere  in  this  country, 
the  verdict  will  be  returned.  The  article 
to  which  the  Senator  refers  will  com- 
pletely extinguish  them  unless  they  have 
the  wealth  of  Midas. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  thank  the  distin- 
giiished  Senator,  and  I  appreciate  his 
statement  very  much. 

Mr.  Horton,  of  this  group,  has  at- 
tended meetings  of  the  Institute  of  Pa- 
cific Relations  long  after  it  was  cited 
as  a  Commimist-front  activity  and  his 
writings  in  regard  to  the  so-called  China 
lobby  remarkably  parallel  the  party  line 
as  officially  put  out  by  the  Communist 
Party  of  New  York  State. 

We  discover  that  Theodore  White  was 
fired  from  Time  magazine,  a  very  reput- 
able magazine,  after  suspicion,  followed 
by  investigation,  disclosed  that  he  was 
writing  slanted  pro-Red  China  stories 
in  the  guise  of  straight  news  reporting; 
that  his  associations  with  fellow  travel- 
ers are  legion,  and  his  books  have  been 
characterized  as  anti-American,  anti- 
Chinese,  pro-Russian  and  anti-Chris- 
tian. 

We  have  Harlan  Cleveland,  who  either 
through  design  or  incredible  stupidity 
aided  materially  in  the  sellout  of  Na- 
tionalist China  to  the  Communist-domi- 
nated regime  of  Red  China. 

I  have  saved  the  captain  of  this  evil 
crew  until  last— Max  Ascoli,  editor  and 
publisher  of  this  smear  magazine — be- 
cause his  name  decorates  the  top  of  the 
magazine's  masthead  and  because  his 
story  is  most  amazing. 

Max  Ascoli  was  born  at  Ferrara,  Italy, 
on  Jime  25,  1898,  and  arrived  on  these 
shores  in  September  1931  as  a  political 
refugee,  having  been  several  times 
jailed  for  his  socialistic  activities  in  his 
native  Italy.  No  immigrant  was  he  who 
had  come  here  to  work  for  security  and 
success  in  our  democracy  and  in  turn 
to  make  his  contribution  in  further 
building  and  strengthening  our  way  of 
life.  In  those  dark  days  of  our  great 
economic  depression  when  American 
youths  were  grimly  meeting  and  solving 
their  economic  difflculUes  in  the  Ameri- 
can way.  Max  Ascoli  arrived  here,  aged 
33,  on  the  magic  carpet  of  a  Rockefeller 


Foundation  scholarship.  This  founda- 
tion then  continued  to  subsidize  hkn  in 
a  tesujhing  position  at  the  New  School 
for  Social  Research  in  New  York  City. 
Through  the  years  from  1933  to  1944  he 
remained^  on  the  faculty  or  connected 
with  this  school  which  has  enjoyed  the 
lumdouts  of  substantial  funds  from  the 
Rockefeller  Fk>undation.  While  at  the 
school,  Max  Ascoli  had  either  as  faculty 
or  students,  what  I  suppose  would  have 
been  to  him  such  agreeable  associates 
and  companions  as  Earl  Browder,  Har- 
old J.  Lasld.  Sidney  Hook,  Harry  Slmer 
Barnes,  Harry  Overstreet,  Leo  Wolman, 
Freda  Kirch  way,  and  Hans  Eisler,  to 
name  a  few.  The  latter  is,  of  course, 
the  brother  of  the  notorious  bail-jumper. 
Grerhardt  Eisler.  The  Daily  Worker 
hailed  the  arrival  of  Hans  Eisler  in  New 
York  in  1936  when  he  joined  the  faculty 
of  the  New  School  for  Social  Research. 

What  were  Max  Ascoli's  ideas  in  those 
days  wlien  the  graduate  faculty  of  this 
school  of  which  he  was  a  member  was 
Icnown  as  the  University  in  Exile.  Let 
us  turn  to  1936:  Max  Ascoli  was  38  years 
old,  still  a  young  man,  though  by  no 
means  a  callow  youth.  What  did  he  think 
of  the  country  whose  bounty  he  had  en- 
joyed for  the  last  5  years?  Max  Ascoli 
had  just  had  published  a  book  entitled 
"Intelligence  in  Politics." 

I  shaU  not  take  the  time  or  offend  the 
intelligence  of  my  colleagues  by  quoting 
at  any  great  length  from  this  nauseous 
book.  A  few  excerpts  will  acquaint  the 
Senators  with  its  general  foul  odor.  In 
his  foreword  Max  Ascoli  states  that  there 
is  an  incompatibility,  a  mutual  unfitness 
between  intelligence  and  modern  pciitics. 
He  says: 

In  order  to  preserve  his  role  In  demtcracy 
the  intellectual  Is  bound  to  be  critical  and 
potentially  an  opponent  of  the  politlctl  and 
social  institutions  in  which  democracy  may 
materialize  itself.  l 

He  further  says: 

Democracy  Itself  becomes  a  method,  as  its 
record  In  America  proves;  having  l<jst  or 
transfortoed  Its  Ideal  It  tries  to  embrace 
every  other  Ideal,  to  swallow  it  up  •  •  • 
that  is  why  democracy  is  at  the  sama  time 
so  ruthless  and  so  obvious,  so  repellant  to 
Intelligence  and  so  matter  of  fact.  Democ- 
racy seems  a  crowning  point  of  history,  and 
at  the  same  time  it  makes  every  tra<iltlon 
that  It  absorbs  flat  and  shabby;  it  prospers 
out  of  this  shabbiness  and  gains  strength  in 
bringing  as  many  institutions  and  Idtas  to 
the  point  where  their  usefulness  and  tiean- 
ing  become  nebulous  or  vanish. 

How  did  Max  Ascoli  as  a  self-3t:'led 
intellectual  feel  about  his  part  in  this 
democracy  which  had  treated  him  so 
bountifully?  Let  us  again  search  his 
words: 

The  constitution  of  a  democratic  coimtry 
is  the  firm  obstacle  which  all  economic  re- 
forms and  all  programs  of  legislative  polit- 
ical action  must  finally  encounter. 

To  him  our  constitutional  guaranties 
of  a  free  way  of  life  are  but  obstacles  and 
obstructions.  How  to  deal  with  such? 
Well,  according  to  Max  Ascoli : 

The  Intellectuals  know  better  than  any 
other  group  how  to  enjoy  a  civilizatioa  and 
how  to  undermine  it. 

Shades  of  Alger  Hiss.  Harry  Dexter 
White  and  Klaus  Fuchs;  from  the  grave 


and  from  prison   they  applaud.    Max 
Ascoli  continues: 

They  (the  Intellectuals)  are  not  requested 
to  love  democracy  or  to  be  grateful  to  It; 
on  the  contrary  they  are  wiaer  U  they  re- 
strain their  feelings;  love  become^  ominous 
when  applied  to  democracy. 

Let  us  now  close  the  pages  of  this 
loathesome  book. 

Three  years  later  Max  Ascoli,  having 
perhaps  decided  that  he  could  better 
undermine  democracy  as  a  citizen  than 
as  an  alien,  became  naturalized.  This 
was  on  September  21,  1939.  A  year  later, 
almost  to  the  day,  Septemlier  26,  1940, 
he  divorced  in  Rome  the  Italian  wife 
he  had  brought  to  this  country  with  him, 
and  9  days  later,  on  October  5,  1940, 
he  became  the  second  husband  of  Mar- 
ion Rosenwald,  the  daughter  of  the 
multimillionaire  Julius  Rosenwald. 

Fiom  then  on  a  new  Max  Ascoli 
emerges  in  the  guise  as  we  see  iiim  today. 
No  longer  is  he  the  beneficiary  of  Rocke- 
feller Foundation  handouts;  no  longer 
does  he  spit  upon  and  vilify  democracy 
in  obscure  booics.  Now  with  the  back- 
ing of  his  wife's  money  he  comas  into  his 
own,  and  she  is  his  willing  accomplice 
through  her  previous  indoctrination  at 
the  New  School  for  Social  Research. 

Now  we  see  Max  Ascoli  with  his  own 
tax-exempt  charitable  foundations.  In- 
stead of  an  occasional  book  he  can  afford 
fortnightly  publications  for  the  promo- 
tion of  his  ideas  th||j»gh  the  publications 
consistently  lose  large  sums  of  money. 
The  sharp  ed<?es  of  his  words  have  been 
rounded  off  a  little  to  meet  the  situatic|i 
in  an  awakened  America  aroused  to  the 
infiltration  and  subversion  of  those  who 
would  destroy  her  constitutional  gov- 
ernment and  way  of  life.  But  the  same 
M&x  Ascoli  with  the  same  fundamental 
philosophy,  now  tremendously  magni- 
fied, multiplied,  and  more  effective, 
parades  on  the  national  and  interna- 
tional scene  with  ramifications,  minions, 
money,  and  uppercrust  addresses.  And 
finally,  grown  powerful  and  influential, 
he  receives  from  the  Export-Import 
Bank  what  would  appear  to  be  a  loan, 
but  was  later  termed  by  his  ItaUan 
handicraft  company  as  a  grant  because 
stipulations  that  it  should  be  paid  back 
were  omitted.  The  so-called  grant 
was  in  the  amount  of  $4,600,000,  of  which 
$2,900,000  was  disbursed,  and  the  rest 
withheld  because  of  the  shaky  position 
of  his  Italian  handicraft  company,  which 
was  unable  to  repay  the  loan. 

More  incredibly  still.  Max  Ascolli.  de- 
spite his  previously  published  views  on 
American  democracy  which  I  have 
quoted,  has  now  become  through  his 
magazine  one  of  our  official  spokesmen 
abroad,  for  democracy.  Reporter  is  dis- 
tributed by  the  USIA  to  United  States  U- 
braries  and  information  centers  abroad. 
The  figui-e.s  on  India,  to  my  mind,  have 
an  alarming  significance,  because  India 
in  many  respects  is  much  like  China. 
USIA  subscriptions  for  India  in  1951 
were  only  2  each  for  such  popular  mag- 
azines as  Time.  Saturday  Evening  Post, 
Colliers;  60  for  Life,  100  for  Reader's 
Digest,  but  101  for  Reporter.  Are  we 
preparing  the  way  for  the  sellout  of  the 
teeming  millions  of  India  as  we  did  in 
China? 


That  is  where  the  money  of  the  tax- 
payers is  going.  The  United  States  In- 
formation Service  provides  for  India  2 
subscriptions  to  the  Saturday  Evening 
Post,  and  101  subscriptions  to  Repwrter 
Magazine.  I  think  that  before  another 
year  rolls  around  the  subscription  lists 
which  are  lieing  maintained  by  the  Unit- 
ed States  Information  Service  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  American  taxpayers  should 
be  examined,  to  ascertain  what  subscrip- 
tions are  being  sent  to  ev^..  country  in 
the  world.  I  believe  the  Senate  should 
do  that. 

All  along  the  line  the  number  of  Re- 
porter magazines  distributed  as  com- 
pared with  other  magazines  far  exceeds- 
its  relative  significance. 

To  what  do  I  owe  the  campaign  to 
smear  me  by  Max  Ascoli  and  his  hire- 
lings, abetted  by  almost  limitless  funds, 
in  my  campaign  to  again  represent  the 
people  of  New  Hampshiie  in  the  United 
States  Senate? 

Perhaps  it  is  because  as  far  back  as 
April  8.  1953.  as  shown  on  pages  56  and 
57  in  the  transcript  of  the  Treasury 
Department  hearings.  I  took  the  posi- 
tion that  the  returns  of  tax-exempt 
organizations  should  be  public  informa- 
tion: otherwise,  how  can  there  be  any 
effective  enforcement  of  the  prohibition 
of  using  such  funds  to  influence  legisla- 
tion? Are  the  exempt  foundations  of 
Max  Ascoli  and  his  wife  vulnerable? 
Perhaps  it  is  because  I  am  conservative 
enough  noi  to  think  of  the  Constitution 
as  an  obstruction  to  progress  or  be- 
cause I  lo^•e  and  believe  in  democracy, 
as  it  would  appear  from  Max  Ascoli's 
writings  that  he  does  not. 

Perhaps"  it  is  just  becau.se  I  have  in 
the  pa.<;t.  and  shall  continue  in  the 
future,  to  stand  firmly  against  the  causes 
which  Max  Ascoli  and  his  as.^ociates 
espouse.  For  that  record  I  am  and  will 
continue  tc  be  proud. 

I  am  prcud  also  of  my  farflung  con- 
stituency, as  Reporter  calls  it.  When  I 
first  came  to  this  Chamber  on  January 
3,  1937,  and  was  sworn  in  as  a  Member 
of  this  great  deliberative  body,  I  was 
sworn  in  sis  a  Senator  of  the  United 
States.  I  liave  never  forgotten  the  im- 
pression t^at  made  on  me  as  a  young 
man  of  38  years.  Although  I  always 
have  foremost  in  mind  the  fine  people 
of  New  Hrmpshire  who  have  sent  me 
here  for  three  consecutive  terms.  I  also 
have  been  most  mindful  of  my  duties  in 
accordance  with  my  oath  to  all  of  the 
people  as  a  Senator  of  the  United  States. 

On  my  oflflce  door  at  room  145  in  the 
Senate  Office  Building  is  the  sign.  "Mr. 
Bridges.  New  Hampshire — Come  In." 
That  door  is  vide  open  for  people  from 
the  good  old  Granite  State,  and  it  is  also 
open,  and  always  will  be.  for  any  other 
citizen  of  "his  great  land  of  ours  who 
wants  to  discuss  the  problems  of  Govern- 
ment. 

When  I  first  became  a  Member  of  this 
Senate  the  Republicans  were  conspicuous 
by  their  at)sence.  The  Republican  side 
of  the  aisle  had  only  15  other  Senators 
besides  my.self.  and  in  this  broad  land 
there  were  millions  of  Republicans  who 
had  no  Republican  Senator  from  their 
own  State  to  whom  they  could  turn.  I 
soon  found  that  my  constituency,  in  fact, 


as  well  as  my  duty,  was  larger  than  my 
own  State. 

In  my  career  as  United  States  Senator 
I  have  served  in  many  capacities.  I  have 
served  as  the  Republican  leader  of  the 
Senate.  I  have  served  in  the  past,  and 
do  serve  at  present,  as  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Appropriations  Committee.  It  is 
this  committee  which  has  the  duty  of  ap- 
propriating all  of  the  money  for  the  sup- 
port of  our  various  departments  and 
agencies  in  this  country,  as  well  as  the 
aid  which  we  extend  to  our  partners  in 
the  free  world. 

The  other  positions  which  I  now  hold 
by  virtue  of  the  choice  of  my  senatorial 
colleagues  are:  Ranking  member  of  the 
Senate  Armed  Services  Committee,  the 
Preparedness  Investigating  Subcommit- 
tee of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
the  Senate  Personnel  Committee.  Re- 
publican Policy  Committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate, and  the  Joint  Committee  on  Reduc- 
tion of  Nonessential  Federal  Expendi- 
tures. In  these  various  duties  I  have 
contact  with  literally  thousands  of  pub- 
lic officials  and  private  citizens  in  the 
course  of  a  year.  It  is  my  job  and  re- 
spKjnsibility.  With  these  duties  and  re- 
sponsibilities I  indeed  do  have  a  far- 
flung  constituency.  I  will  continue  to 
carry  out  these  duties  and  responsibili- 
ties as  a  United  States  Senator,  assigned 
me  by  my  colleagues,  and  no  attack  on 
me,  no  matter  how  bitter  and  vicious, 
will  cause  me  to  waver  one  bit  in  carry- 
ing out  these  dutics  and  living  up  to  my 
senatorial  oath. 

And  at  this  point  let  me  state  here  and 
now  for  the  record.  I  flatly  and  un- 
equivocally deny  the  truth  of  any  and 
every  implication,  insinuation,  or  in- 
nuendo in  the  Reporter  magazine  in  re- 
gard to  my  public  or  private  life  as  a 
United  States  Senator. 

There  is  not  a  man  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  who  has  not  been  subjected  to 
such  attacks  in  the  past.  Who  knows 
who  will  be  .subjected  to  it  next? 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire  has  asked  who 
knows  who  will  be  next.  I  take  it  he 
refers  to  the  membership  in  the  United 
States  Senate,  does  he  not? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     Yes. 

Mr.  GORE.  For  10  years  it  was  my 
privilege,  as  a  member  of  a  committee, 
to  sit  across  the  table  from  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
upon  occasion.  For  2  years  I  have  served 
with  him  here.  I  cannot  testify  to  his 
work  to  the  extent  that  other  older  mem- 
bers may  be  able  to.  but  to  the  extent 
of  my  knowledge,  which  is  considerable, 
the  senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
has  been  faithful  in  his  duties,  devoted  to 
his  task,  and  patriotic  in  the  undertaking 
of  his  obligations.  I  did  not  rise.  Mr. 
President,  to  defend  the  Senator's  record. 
It  needs  no  defense  among  his  colleagues. 
However,  when  the  Senator  asks  the 
question,  "Who  knows  who  will  be  next?" 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
in  addition  to  the  smear  and  attack  upon 
the  senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire, 
private  citizens  have  liad  aspersions  cast 


upon  them  In  the  spurious  article  to 
which  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
has  referred.  I  wish  to  refer  to  a  friend 
of  mine  on  whose  character  aspersions 
were  cast. 

I  refer  to  Dr.  Armand  Hammer  who  Is 
a  famous  breeder  of  Aberdeen-Angus 
cattle.  The  gentleman  to  whom  I  refer 
has  been  very  successful  as  a  breeder. 
I  have  visited  on  his  farm  to  see  his 
famous  herd.  I  have  found  him  to  be 
a  capable  and  honest  businessman.  I 
have  also  found  him  to  be  gentle  in  man- 
ner, and  upon  occasion,  we  have  dis- 
cussed matters  of  state.  This  private 
citizen  has  had  aspersions  cast  upon  his 
character  and  patriotism.  I  could  see 
no  reason  for  that  except  as  a  means  of 
attacking  the  senior  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire.  I  wish  to  join  with  other 
Senators  in  an  expression  of  resentment 
at  the  publication  of  such  an  article  and 
call  for  an  end  to  such  smear  attacks 
upon  both  public  officials  and  private 
citizens. 

The  senior  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire has  my  respect  and  esteem. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
yield?  — 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  J^  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Missouri.  ^ — 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President,  I 
was  mentioned  in  this  article  about^our 
esteemed  colleague,  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire.  I 
should  like  to  make  several  remarlcs  with 
respect  to  that  article.  The  implication 
given  was  to  the  effect  that  the  Ports- 
mouth Air  Base  was  allotted  to  New 
Hampshire  by  the  Air  Force,  when  I  had 
the  honor  of  iieing  its  Secretary,  as  the 
result  of  influence,  pressure,  put  upon 
the  Air  Force  by  my  friend,  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire. Mr.  President,  that  charge  is 
groundless.  It  is  totally  and  completely 
false.  The  truth  is  exactly  the  opposite. 
The  Portsmouth  Air  Base  was  chosen 
by  the  air  staff  to  be  located  in  New 
Hampshire ;  and  therefore,  that  is  where 
it  went  after  many  surveys  of  other 
areas  in  the  Northeast.  Once,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  had  the  unfortunate  duty  of  be- 
ing forced  to  go  to  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  at 
the  time  the  Air  Force  wa^  cut  heavily  in 
its  group  sti-ucture.  to  tell  him  that  the 
fighter  air  base  at  Manchester,  N.  H., 
under  the  new  group  structure,  had  to  be 
closed  down.  ^ 

I  distinctly  remember  his  reply.  It 
was  a  great  relief  to  me  and  to  the  Air 
Force.  The  distinguished  senior  Semi- 
tor  from  New  Hampshire  said.  "What- 
ever is  best  for  the  United  States  is  what 
I  want  you  to  do  with  the  base  at  Man- 
chester." 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  truth,  and 
I  never  forgot  it. 

I  am  sorry  my  distinguished  colleague 
did  not  let  me  know  he  was  going  to  make 
this  talk  tonight,  and  also  sorry  I  was 
not  on  the  floor  when  he  began. 

The  second  mention  of  me  in  that  arti- 
cle had  to  do  with  the  Kaiser-Frarer 
airplane  situation.  Mr.  President,  every- 
thing I  did  as  a  member  of  the  roramito 
tee  of  which  (he   distinguished  s«;^;or 
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Bexuitor  from  New  Hampshire  was  chair- 
man »»M*  everything  that  he  did  was 
done  with  the  apttroval  and  understand- 
loff  of  the  other  members  of  the  com- 
mittee. The  record  will  show  that  our 
dlsttngoiahed  colleague,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia,  was  at  least  as  inter- 
ested, perhaps  eren  more  interested.  In 
these  Kaiser-Frazer  proceedings  than 
was  I  or  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire. Tlierefore,  Mr.  President,  I  state 
for  the  record  that  the  implications  and 
innuendoes  in  this  article  with  respect 
to  these  two  charges  are  not  based  on 
fact. 


Hampshire:  but  the  deeper  signifloance 
and  the  real  importance  is  that  New 
Hampshire  and  every  other  State  shall 
continue  to  have  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  Senators  and  Represent- 
atives to  represent  the  people  of  this 
great  land  under  a  constitutional  form 
of  Government 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  ask  leave 
to  insert  In  the  Congressional  Rccokd 
excerpts  from  editorial  comment  in  out- 
standing newi^apers  in  the  State  of  New 
Hampshire  and  other  States  which 
characterize  In  its  true  light  the  attack 
on  me.     Also  I  wish  to  insert  a  copy  of  a 


I  agree  with  my  distinguished  friend,  letter  written  on  his  own  responsiblity 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  that  by  our  dtstingiiished  colleague,  the  dis- 
theae  smears  against  Senators  and  others  ytlngulshed  Senator  from  Missouri, 
must  stop.    Fewer  and  fewer  business-     Stuart  Symincton.  to  Reporter  Maga- 


men  are  willing  to  come  to  Washington 
to  serve  if  such  smears  be  not  stopped; 
anu  fewer  and  fewer  good  men  will  want 
to  run  for  office. 

This  Government  of  onxn  Is  the  biggest 
business  in  the  world.  The  unfounded 
irresponsible  charges  made  by  this  maga- 
zine article  against  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  BuDGssl  is  just  a  further  step  to- 
ward makli^  it  Impossible  to  obtain 
great  Americans  such  as  he  to  become 
interested  in  going  to  Washington  to 
serve  their  Qovemment. 

Mr.  President.  If  the  distinguished  sen- 
ior Senator  from  New  Hampshire  agrees, 
I  should  like  to  have  printed  in  the 
RiooRO,  at  the  conclusion  of  his  remarks 
a  letter  I  wrote  to  the  publisher  of  this 
magazine  referring  to  the  article  in  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  have  that  done;  and  I  wish 
to  thank  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Missouri  for  his  remarks. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President.  I 
add  one  further  statement:  When  I  first 
went  into  the  Air  Force,  in  1946,  because 
of  the  great  interest  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  BRmczsl  in  atr 
power — and  the  record  will  show  he  has 
been  one  of  the  greatest  proponents  of 
adequate  air  power  in  this  Government — 
I  had  the  honor  and  pleasure  of  getting 
to  know  him  well.  Never  once,  Mr. 
President,  in  the  approximately  IVx 
years  I  was  in  the  executive  iH-anch  of 
the  Government,  did  he  in  any  way, 
either  directly,  or  indirectly,  use  any 
pressiu^  of  any  kind  whatever  on  me  or 
the  Air  Force. 

Styus  Budges  is  an  American  patriot; 
and  I  join  with  my  colleagues  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  In  deep  resentment  of 
this  effort — ^may  I  say  totally  imsuccess- 
f ul  effort — to  tarnish  his  good  name. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  thank  the  distin- 
gxiished  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  be  equally  clear 
and  emphatic  that,  regrardless  of  scur- 
rilous attacks  and  attempted  character 
assassination.  I  will  continue  to  flght  to 
preserve  our  constitutional  form  of  gov- 
ernment as  the  best  guarantee  of  himian 
freedoms  and  the  keystone  of  our  Re- 
public. I  will  continue  to  expose  the 
false  philosophies  and  the  spurious  pub- 
lications which  insidiously  try  to  under- 
mine our  cherished  institutions. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  point  out  that  It 
is  not  important  whether  Styles  Bridges 
continues  to  be  a  Senator  from  New 


zine. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  excerpts  from  editorials  were  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  fol- 
lows: 

JuLT  12.  1954. 
To  the  Editor,  thz  Repobtee, 

New  York.  N.  T. 

Gentlemen:  Miss  Davis  has  sent  mt  your 
issue  of  July  20  with  request  for  comments 
on  your  article  about  Senator  Stti.ks  Briikjes 
of  New  Hampshire. 

In  the  article  you  Infer  that  the  resson  a 
bomber  base  is  being  constructed  la  New 
Hampshire  was  because  Senator  Bridges  used 
his  influence  as  chairman  of  the  Senate  Ap- 
propriations Committee  to  persuade  the  Air 
Force,  and  me  personally,  to  place  this  base 
In  his  State. 

That  is  not  true. 

During  the  some  4 '4  years  I  was  the  civil- 
ian head  of  the  Air  Force,  no  Member  of 
CTongress  was  ever  responsible  for  the  choice 
of  any  base,  or  plane,  or  any  other  piece  of 
equipment. 

I  do  remember  once  telling  the  New  Hamp- 
shire Senators  that  the  fighter  base  at  Man- 
chester, N.  H.,  was  too  close  to  the  moun- 
tains for  the  required  glide  pattern  neoessary 
for  the  new  Jet  fighters,  and  that  therefore 
said  base  would  have  to  be  closed. 

I  also  remember  my  relief  when  Senator 
Bhidgzs  replied:  "If  that  la  the  right  thing 
for  the  Air  Force  to  do.  naturally  I  am  sorry 
for  New  Hampshire;  but  of  course  it  should 
be  done." 

As  to  the  cancellation  of  the  Kaiser -Prazer 
plane  contract: 

1  was  a  minority  member  of  that  com- 
mittee, and  fully  concurred  In  the  Investiga- 
tion of  this  contract:  and  also  in  the  can- 
cellation of  the  contract. 

While  I  was  Chairman  of  the  National  Se- 
ciu-ity  Resoiu-ces  Board  I  questioned  pooling 
the  said  plane  contract  with  the  Kalser- 
Prazer  Automobile  Co.  because  there  was 
bound  to  be  disagreement  as  to  allocated 
costs,  because  Kalser-Frazer  already  owed 
the  RFC  a  great  amount  of  money,  and 
because  no  one  could  be  sure  of  their  avia- 
tion  engineering  capacity. 

But  the  decision  to  cancel  this  contract 
waa  solely  that  of  the  Air  Force.  We  of  the 
committee  had  nothing  to  do  with  It. 

Now  as  to  a  report  being  Issued  after  the 
contract  had  been  canceled.  The  report 
probably  would  have  been  damaging  to  the 
Kaisers,  with  little  constructive  coming  out 
of  it.  It  probably  also  would  have  been 
critical  of  the  Air  Force. 

The  members  of  the  committee  discussed 
the  possibility  of  a  report,  and  the  committee 
decided  that  at  that  time  a  report  might 
be  unwise.  Therefore  the  members  took  no 
action  in  that  it  might  be  unnecessary  belt- 
ing of  the  last  great  military  force  left  In 
the  free  world  against  the  advance  of  Soviet 
communism — the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States. 


Havent  we  had  enough  of  oonsresrioaal 
committees  unnecessarily  attacking  our 
armed  services? 

I  am  glad  to  give  you  the  truth  as  I  know 
It  about  those  parts  of  the  article  i»lth  which 
I  am  familiar. 

Sincerely  youn, 

Stuabt  SnttMaxov. 

(From  the  Boston    (Mass.)    Post  of 
July  13.   19641 

The  Bio  Smeai  n*  New  Hammhise 

(By  Jotm  Fox) 

Senator  Styles  BamcES,  of  New  Hampshire, 
the  senior  Republican  in  the  United  States 
Senate,  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate, 
and  Chairman  of  the  Senate  Appiopriatlons 
Committee,  has  committed  many  ilns  which. 
in  the  eyes  of  the  editors  of  the  Kremlin 
mouthpiece,  the  Daily  Worker,  are  imforglv- 
able.  They  are  also  unforgivable  in  the 
eyes  of  one  Max  AscoU,  who  describes  him- 
self as  editor  and  publisher  of  a  fortnightly 
publication  called  the  Reporter,  which  has 
political  (if  that  is  the  word)  views  which 
are,  at  least,  interesting.  Mr.  AbcdU's  Tlewa 
are  shared  by  one  Harlan  Cleveland,  execu- 
tive editor  of  the  same  publication,  and 
one  Douglass  Cater,  who  is  Its  Washington 
editor.  Whether  the  political  philosophy  of 
these  gentlemen  be  Identical  witSh  that  of 
the  Kremlin  masters  of  the  Daily  Worker, 
we  do  not  know.  We  are  unable^  however, 
to  find  any  difference  whatever  in  attitude 
concerning  Senator  Bkidgcs  between  the 
Dally  Worker  and  the  Reporter. 

The  Reporter  Is  of  interest  to  residents  of 
New  England,  particularly  New  Hampshire, 
at  this  moment,  because  of  the  fact  that  the 
great  smear  technique  is  so  seldom  seen  in 
operation  In  New  England.  Here  in  the  most 
northeastern  tip  of  the  country,  anti-Com- 
munist feeling  runs  so  strong  and  contempt 
for  Communists,  pro-Communists,  and  even 
those  suspected  of  being  Communist  sympa- 
thizers Is  so  great,  that  It  la  more  often 
than  not  the  case  that  the  neighbors  of  an 
Individual  accused  or  suspected  of  being  pro- 
Communist,  whatever  else  they  may  think, 
are  inclined  to  consider  tiltn  at  least  a  victim 
of  mental  aberration.  This  attitude  is  so 
firmly  rooted  and  so  widespread  In  Its  prev- 
alence that  it  would  seem  to  be  a  waste  of 
time  for  anyone  to  attempt  to  apply  the 
great  smear  technique  on  a  statewide  basis 
to  an  individual  not  only  well  known  but 
universally  respected  and  admired  for  his 
patriotism. 

The  great  smear,  however,  is  on  in  New 
Hampshire.  lu  victim  is  Senator  Bamcxs. 
The  medium  Is  the  fortnightly  magazine 
called  the  Reporter.  We  dont  knoiw  whether 
the  Reporter  Is  pro-Conununlst,  misguided, 
ultrallberal,  left  of  leftwlng,  or  what  have 
you.  We  don't  Intend  to  Judge.  The  facts, 
however,  are  sufficiently  numerous  and  their 
Implications  siifHclently  clear  so  that  people 
familiar  with  them,  and  who  happen  to  have 
come  into  possession  of  the  July  20  issue 
of  the  magazine,  will  have  no  dlfBculty  in 
Judging  for  themselves. 

The  Reporter  Is  published  by  the  Fort- 
nightly Publishing  Co.,  a  New  Torts  corpora- 
tion. Its  editor  and  publisher  is  Max  Ascoll, 
who,  apparently  owns  all  of  its  $tock.  Its 
normal  press  run  is  127,000.  It  loses  $200,000 
to  $250,000  a  year  on  an  Investment  of  $1 
miUlon.  Obviously,  It  Is  not  run  for  profit. 
The  July  20  Issue  Is  clearly  devoted  to  an- 
other purpose,  to  smear  Senator  Bridges. 
An  additional  10.000  copies  of  the  magazine 
were  printed  for  this  issue.  Well  In  advance 
of  the  release  date,  copies  and  an  accom- 
panying press  release  were  mailed  to  all  the 
dally  newspapers  in  New  Hampshire.  On 
July  9,  three-quarter  page  ads  were  offered 
to  the  10 -dally  newspapers  printed  In  New 
Hampshire.  Five  newspapers  acoepted  the 
ads.  Five  did  not.  Only  the  Lacoala  Citizen 
used  the  press  release. 
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Copies  of  th*  issue  were  also  sent  to  all 
politicians  in  New  Hampshire,  especially 
Democrats  who  are  reported  to  be  planning 
to  have  10.000  reprints  made  for  use  in  the 
coming  senatorial  elections.  They  would  be 
well  advised  n  Dt  to  do  so  In  view  of  the 
backgrounds  of  the  magazine  Itself.  Mr. 
AscoU  and  some  of  his  principal  associates, 
which  are  so  fascinating  that  we  have  pur- 
posely delayed  presenting  them  to  our  read- 
ers who  are  entitled  to  the  fullest  possible 
dossiers,  which  will  be  worth  waiting  for. 
We  promise  to  present  them  before  Friday 
of  the  present  week. 

A  partial  list  of  the  unforgivable  sins  com- 
mitted  by   Senator  Bridges   Is  as   follows: 

He  was  a  friend  of  Senator  Taft. 

He  was  an  outspoken  critic  of  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  Roosevelt  and  Truman  admin- 
istrations. 

He  criticized  traitors  In  the  State  Depart- 
ment under  Mr  Acheson.  who  sold  out  the 
United  States  to  the  Kremlin,  and  who 
caused  us  to  hand  over  Nationalist  China 
to  the  Kremllo  controlled  Chinese  Commu- 

lll-tS. 

He  Is  primarily  responsible  for  the  b!g  jet 
bate  now  tinder  const rtictinn  at  Newington, 
N    H..  Just  outside  Portsmouth. 

He  Is  a  friend  of  sound  money. 

He  Is  an  enemy  of  socialization  of  every 
k;nd.  particularly  socialized  puoUc  power. 

He  Is  a  friend  of  Joe  McCartht. 

He  Is  antl-Communlst  to  the  extent  that 
he  believes  thr.t  It  is  Impossible  for  the  free 
world  and  the  Communist  slave  world  to 
c  >oxist  peacefully. 

F")r   thl.s — the   big   pm^-nr. 

More  on  this  tomorrow. 


IFrom  the  Bostrn   (Ma^s  )   Post  of  July  14. 
19o4) 

Thf  Big  Smear  in  New  Hmwpshire 
Senator  Bridges,  of  New  Hamnphlre,  is  not 
a  new  enemy  of  communism.  His  record  of 
rock-ribbed  patriotism — the  very  word  "pa- 
triot "sm"  means  anticommunism^ls  as  long 
afe  his  whole  term  of  office  in  the  Senate. 
The  Senator  has  been  distlngiiished  on  nu- 
merous occasions  by  Invective.  Insult,  and 
plain  unvarnished  lies  In  the  Kremlin  organ, 
the  Daily  Worker.  His  present  experience  is 
not  new  in  that  it  Is  not  the  first  time  he 
has  been  smeared.  It  Is.  however,  the  first 
time  that  Senator  Bridges,  or  anyone  else, 
for  that  matter,  has  been  the  victim  of  an 
organized  statewide  campaign  powered  by 
plenty  of  money  In  a  New  England  State. 


I  From  the  Valley  Times.  Plttsfleld,  N.  H.,  of 
July  9.   1934  1 

The  alleged  purpose  of  the  so-called  care- 
fu'ly  documented  article  Is  to  expose  Sen- 
ator Stti.es  Bridges,  of  New  Hampshire,  just 
before  his  reelection  campaign.  But  Instead 
of  doing  anything  remotely  approaching 
that,  it  falls  on  its  face  by  its  own  argument. 
You  .see,  the  line  the  writer  (and  we  use  the 
word  loosely.  If  you'll  excuse  us)  uses  Is  to 
smear  the  Senator  through  the  company  he 
is  alleged  by  the  article  to  keep.  But  those 
of  us  who  have  retentive  memories  recall 
Others  who  have  tried  to  smear  our  Senator 
and  we  can  list  the  company  this  writer  now 
Joins.  Men  like  Stalin,  Malenkov,  the  lead- 
ers of  the  Communist  parties  In  European 
nraions  and  the  writers  of  the  Dally  Worker. 
We  wonder  which  group  of  company  Is  pref- 
erable? Mayhap  the  writer  should  have 
asked  himself  that  before  he  started  out  on 
his  project  which  the  magazine  says  is  a 
year  old  but  which  we  would  believe  is  much 
older.  It  has  the  earmarks  of  a  carefully 
contrived  political  piece  aimed  at  getting 
the  object  of  the  article,  Senator  Bridges, 
when  his  term  ended. 


(From  thtf  Manchester  Union  Leader  of  July 
15,  1954] 

P«o-CoMMUNiST  Attack  on  Bkidgcs 

Masters  at  the  art  of  smearing  a  man  and 
destroying  his  reputation  are  at  work.  The 
campaign  is  financed  by  almost  limitless 
funds  from  outside  the  State.  New  Hamp- 
shire will  be  flooded  by  anti -Bridges  circu- 
lars and  magazines  in  the  tens  of  thousands. 

This  left-wing  campaign  will  l>e  directed 
by  a  group  of  Communists,  pro-Commu- 
nists, and  liberals  who  make  their  headquar- 
ters in  New  York  City.  Washington,  and 
other  pwints  on  the  eastern  seaboard.  Tliese 
left-wingers  are  out  to  destroy  any  Senator 
wlio  has  stood  up  against  Soviet  Russia. 
Their  main  objectives  are  the  removal  frona 
the  Senate  of  Senators  McCarthy,  McCarhan, 
Jennek,  and  Bridges,  because  these  have 
been  the  main  anti-Communists  in  the  Sen- 
ate. Only  Bridges  is  running  for  election 
this  year,  so  all  the  left-wing  fire  will  be 
turned  on  him. 

This  group  of  pro-Communists  figure  they 
can  go  Into  what  they  consider  small  and 
backward  States  such  as  New  HampRhlre. 
Idaho,  the  Dakotas.  Nevada,  or  any  Stale  of 
small  population,  and  by  spendin<j  their  am- 
ple funds,  elect  Senators  who  W;U  do  their 
Will.  In  that  way  the  pro-Communists  plan 
eventually  to  control  the  whole  United  Slates 
Senate  and,  after  that,  the  Nation. 

New  Hamr>shire  voters  are  in  for  an  eye- 
opener  as  this  antl-Bridu:es  campaign  gets 
under  way.  New  Hamn.'^hirc  folks,  however. 
have  enuuch  common  sense  not  to  allow 
their  Senator  to  be  picked  for  them  by  left- 
wing  forces. 

[From  the  Hampton  (N  H.)  Union  of  July  15, 
19j4| 

An  Unwarranted  Attack 

Many  months  ago  this  newspaper  warned 
Its  readers  that  New  Hampshire's  Senator, 
STYIF3  Br'dges  would.  In  all  probab.Uty, 
be  the  victim  cf  a  smear  attack  during  the 
present  primary  campaign  because  of  his 
unwavering  stand  againM  the  Communists 
and  because  of  his  powerful  position  as  the 
ranking  Republican  in  the  United  States 
Senate. 

As  If  to  bear  out  our  prophecy  this  news- 
paper, along  with  every  weekly  and  dally 
throughout  the  Granite  State  we  suspect, 
received  this  past  week  a  copy  of  the  Re- 
porter magazine  containing  an  article  by 
Its  so-called  Washington  editor,  Douglass 
Cater,  entitled  •"Stvles  Bridges  and  His  Far- 
flung  Constituencies,"  designed  to  expose 
Bridges  In  as  unfavorable  light  as  possible. 

Mimeographed  advance  releases  accom- 
panying the  magazine  for  New  Hampshire 
publication,  hall  the  article  as  a  "  carelully 
documented  review  of  the  Senators  career" 
when,  as  a  matter  of  fact.  It  is  Just  the  op- 
posite. There  is  absolutely  no  documenta- 
tion offered  in  the  14-page  article;  rather  It 
is  fanciful  rehash  of  some  of  the  less  Im- 
portant events  of  Bridges'  long  career  In 
Washington,  which  must  even  cause  the 
Senator  some  disheartening  moments. 

This  newspaper  does  not  purport  to  paint 
Bridges  tis  any  slmon  pure.  He  has  prob- 
ably made  his  mistakes  along  with  the  rest 
of  us  human  beings  and  we  strongly  suspect 
that  any  Senator  In  Washington,  especially 
one  in  such  a  prominent  position,  has  met 
up  with  his  share  jf  shady  characters. 

The  fact  is,  however,  that  in  none  of  the 
Incidents  retold  in  the  Reporter  in  its  best 
cloak  and  dagger  manner,  has  there  ever 
been  any  evidence  oflered  of  any  wrong- 
doing on  the  part  of  Bridges. 

If  the  intention  of  the  article  was  to  de- 
grade Bridges  In  the  eyes  of  his  constituents, 
and  of  that  there  can  be  no  possible  denial, 
then  the  author  and  his  publisher  have  spent 
someone's  money  in  a  fruitless  effort. 


The  citizens  of  New  Hampshire  have  been 
kept  ftilly  informed  of  Senator  Bsidceb'  ca- 
reer in  Washington  and  are  proud  of  his 
record.  As  stated  above,  there  may  well  have 
been  some  unfortunate  Incidents  during  his 
long  term  of  service,  but  the  good  that  he 
has  accomplished  for  his  Sute,  and  the  Na- 
tion as  a  whole,  so  far  outweigh  any  erran 
of  judgment  as  to  make  such  an  article 
nothing  but  a  political  smear. 

[From  the  Argus -Champion.  Newport,  N.  H., 
of  July  15,  1954]  ^    ' 

DOUBTrUL  JOTTRNALISM 

In  another  column  in  today's  Argus.  Enoch 
Shenton.  the  statehouse  reporter,  deals  at 
length  with  a  derogatory  article  about  Sen- 
ator H.  Styles  Bridges  which  appears  in  the 
current  issue  of  the  Reporter,  a  magazine 
edited,  apparently,  for  intellectual  eggheads. 

By  and  large,  the  magazine,  if  the  current 
issue  is  typical,  will  never  become  a  medium 
of  mass  circulation.  It  Just  does  not  carry 
that  sort  of  appeal. 

The  article  about  Senator*  Bridges  Is  a  re- 
hash of  information  which  already  has  been 
discussed  In  political  circles,  published  In 
newspapers,  and  gossiped  about  by  average 
citizens.  Whether  Senator  Bridges  can  an- 
swer the  charge  of  political  chicanery  im- 
plied In  the  article,  we  have  no  knowledg". 
We  presume  that  as  the  campaign  for  elec- 
tion to  the  Senate  seat  for  which  Mr.  Brioces 
is  a  candidate  to  succeed  himself  heightens 
in  intensity,  the  Senator  will  feel  It  neces- 
sary to  explain  some  of  the  Implications. 
It  is  certain  that  no  political  opponent  of 
the  Senator's  will  allow  his  record  to  go 
unchallenged. 

None  of  the  information  printed  in  the 
pseudo-intellectual  Reporter  seems  to  be  of 
a  parti,  ularly  sinister  nature  although  the 
manner  in  which  the  article  is  written  scCms 
an  attempt  to  lead  the  reader  to  place  a  false 
Interpretation    on    Uie    actions    of    Senator 

£  RIDGES. 

What  Is  more  Interesting,  however,  than 
the  shadow  which  the  article  attempts  to 
cast  over  the  career  of  Senator  Bridges  is 
the  campaign  to  get  the  current  Issue  wide 
distribution  throughout  New  Hampshire. 

The  Arpus  received  a  sample  copy  together 
with  a  news  release  describing  the  article 
on  Bridges.  Newsstands  in  New  Hampshire 
have  been  well  supplied  with  the  magazine. 
Newspaper  advertising  has  been  purchased 
to  promote  sales.  It  would  appear  that  some- 
one, well  heeled,  is  willing  to  defray  the  cost 
of  distributing  an  article  injurious  to  the 
candidacy  of  Senator  Bridges. 

We  wonder  who  it  might  be,  and  why  a 
magazine  with  limited  appeal  and  equally 
limited  circulation  chooses  to  put  on  a  pro- 
motional circus  in  the  State  of  New  Hamp- 
shire to  inpugn  the  motives  of  the  State's 
senior  Senator. 

The  Reporter,  which  at  this  point  seems 
to  have  been  unable  to  attract  any  sizable 
volume  of  advertising,  is  guilty  of  a  doubtful 
form  of  Journalism  of  which  New  Hampshire, 
and  particularly  this  section  of  New  Hamp- 
shire, already  has  had  its  filll. 

[Prom  the  Nevada  State  News,  Reno,  Nev.,^ 
of  July  15,  1954] 

Pure  Politics 

A  nasty  little  left-of-center  magazine 
called  the  Reporter  is  out  now  with  a  so- 
called  documentary  on  Senator  Sttxjcs 
Bridges,  of  New  Hampshire.  It  Is  a  little 
hard  to  buy  a  copy  of  this  Issue  In  Nevada. 
the  entire  article  Is  beamed  toward  New 
Hampshire.  Other  copies,  of  course,  reach 
newstands  in  the  Nation's  Capital,  and  still 
other  copies  mysteriously  appear  on  the 
desks  of  Influential  people  who  might  be  In- 
trigued or  pleased  with  a  vicious  attack  on 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire.  How  to 
all  this  known?  Because  it's  an  old  stOfj 
to  Nevada.     We've  had  It. 
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Just  about  2  yean  ago  Nevada  awakened 
one  monxtng  to  find  ooplee  of  tlie  Reporter 
flooding  ttae  State.  Thiimbtng  througb  dick 
page*,  the  reader  1000  came  across  a  double- 
barreled  blait  at  the  so-called  "MoCarran 
machine"  by  a  southern  Nevada  editor  and 
a  separate  article  by  a  fledging  politician 
dealing  wltb  the  problem  of  how  it  feels  to 
get  beat.  The  latter  article  was  Intended  to 
set  the  stage  for  some  future  campaign,  but 
the  Inaccuracies  ^ere  so  glaring  that  the 
whole  thing  lived  to  haunt  the  author  In 
Btlll  another  defeat.  For  whatever  comfort 
the  above  may  be  to  other  States  and  other 
{>ersonalltiee  receiving  the  "treatment"  from 

the  Reporter  this  much  Is  known  and  little 

else.  It  Is  a  heavily  subsidized  magazine 
dealing  In  subjects  Intended  to  give  aid  and 
comfort  to  extremely  liberal  causes,  serving 
masters  who.  It  is  beUeved.  would,  on  a 
moment's  notice,  turn  this  country  over  to 
those  who  believe  our  system  of  government 
has  come  to  the  end  of  the  road.  Need  any- 
one Icnow  more  about  It?       # 

[From  the  New  Hampshire  Sunday  News  of 
.   July  18,  1951] 

Big  Smkak  Attack  on  BvDcts  Backtires — 
Cakpaign  Goes  on  but  Canusate  Lacking — 
Foes  Raise  Huge  Fund  in  Plot  To  Btat 
Him 

(By  Maurice  McQuillen) 

This  is  the  inside  story  of  The  Big  Smear— 
the  dollar-greased,  professional  attack 
against  United  States  Senator  Sttles  Bbidces 
which  has  backfired. 

Somewhere  between  a  quarter  and  a  third 
Of  a  million  dollars  was  raised  by  powerful 
out-of-state  financial  interests,  leftwing 
groups,  and  others  bitterly  opposed  to  his 
reelection  for  a  fourth  term. 

THznt  stsategt 

The  strategy  was  to  spread  half  truths  and 
deliberate  falsehoods  galore  about  Senator 
Bamcis.  His  arch-enemies  were  confident 
that  this  would  almost  completely  discredit 
him  In  the  eyes  of  his  constituents  and  make 
him  almost  a  pushover  in  the  primary. 

Everything  was  all  set.  They  had  the  can- 
didate, the  strategy,  the  money,  and  a  tie- 
tailed  smear  propaganda  program.  Masters 
at  the  art  of  smearing  a  man  and  de8tro3rlng 
his  reputation  were  hired.  And  they  spent 
months  preparing  the  ammunition.  Plans 
were  carefully  laid  to  flood  the  State  with 
anti-Bridges  circulars  and  magazines.  And 
It  was  part  of  the  plot  to  feed  a  ciistom- 
taUored  propaganda  line  and  phony  expose 
to  gullible  newspapers  and  radio  station 
personalities  who  would  not  check  too  deeply 
Into  the  facta. 

But  something  misfired.  The  big  name 
Republican  they  thought  was  all  sot  to  run 
against  Bridges  suddenly  chose  not  to  run. 

Maybe  he  suddenly  saw  through  the  in- 
sidious plot  and  refused  to  act  as  a  pup- 
pet for  such  a  group.  Or  it  could  be  that 
he  suddenly  developed  political  cold  feet 
when  spot  checks  showed  pro-Bridges  sen- 
timent as  strong  as  ever  In  the  Granite  State. 
In  either  event,  informed  sources  say  that 
the .  certain  Republican  the  hate-Bridges 
crowd  had  been  counting  on  now  wont 
touch  the  primary  with  a  10-foot  pole. 

MOST   embarrassing 

This  has  proved  most  embarrassing  to  the 
Granite  State  group  that  had  picked  the 
candidate  to  oppose  Brogbs  and  planned 
to  unveU  him  as  soon  as  the  smear'  cam- 
paign began  to  show  results.  And  it  irri- 
tated to  no  end  the  out-of-state  syndicate 
that  had  got  up  most  of  the  money  to  fight 
Bridges. 

But  it  was  too  late.  The  well-oiled  gears 
of  the  smear-Bridges  machine  had  started 
turning  and  there  was  no  stopping  now. 
Stories  had  all  been  manufactured  and  were 
being  distributed  to  sympathetic  newspa- 
per and  radio  outlets.    Some  money  had  been 


distributed  where  it  was  thought  it  would 
do  the  most  good.  An tl -Bridges  circulars 
and  magazines  were  in  the  works.  And  vi- 
cious whispering  campaigns  were  started. 

Frantically,  the  hate-Bridges  ctowd  has 
been  scurrjrlng  around  trying  to  get  a  bite 
from  some  politically  ambitious  Republicans. 
And  they  have  been  getting  less  dhoosey  as 
each  day  goes  by,  but  no  would-be  candi- 
dates are  even  nibbling  at  the  bait.  At  this 
late  date,  veteran  political  observers  see  vir- 
tually no  possibility  of  their  coming  up 
with  any  really  effective  primary  opponent 
for  Bridges. 

The  big  backfire  that  came  In   the  antl- 

Brldges  igachlne  when  the  hand-picked  can- 
didate suddenly  pulled  out  of  line  has 
thrown  the  timing  of  the  machine  off  com- 
pletely and  it  is  not  likely  to  get  very  far. 

ALL    TO    NO    PURPOSE 

And  so  today  Senator  Bridges  Is  being 
smeared  in  various  directions.  ThoUFands 
and  thousands  of  dollars  are  being  spent  in 
the  elaborate  program — all  to  no  purpose. 

Informed  p)olltical  sources  see  no  damage 
yet  to  his  chances  for  reelection  despite  the 

heavy  barrages  fired  at  Bridges  in  the  start 
of  the  smear  campaign. 

They  /point  out  that  down  through  the 
years  Senator  Bbidges  has  built  up  a  good 
reputation  that  would  be  almost  tmpos.sible 
to  destroy  despite  all-out  efforts  on  the  part 
of  his  smearers  with  tlieir  half- truths  and 
lies. 

However,  this  is  not  expected  to  be  the  end 
of  the  smear  campaign,  although  It  appears 
doomed  to  utter  failure  The  money  is  there 
and  it  is  going  to  be  spent  to  discredit 
Senator  Bridges  if  at  all  possible.  Commu- 
nists, pro-Communists,  and  pseutfo-liberals 
are  out  to  get  rid  of  anti-Communist  Sen- 
ators like  McCartht,  McCarran.  JsN>rER.  and 
Bridges.  This  year  Bridges  is  the  only  one 
running  for  reelection  and  they  are  appar- 
ently going  to  concentrate  their  campaign 
against  him. 

Senator  BRmcES.  who  stood  owt  in  the 
years  before  World  War  II  as  one  of  the  very 
few  Members  of  the  Senate  who  recognized 
the  Nazi  movement  as  a  threat  to  world 
peace,  has  long  been  a  foe  of  coaimunism. 

For  the  past  12  years  he  has  questioned 
publicly  this  Nation's  appeasement  of  Soviet 
Russia.  When  Russia  was  using  American 
lend-lease  material  to  fight  for  her  very 
existence,  Senator  Brtoces  was  warning  that 
communism  constituted  a  postwar  threat 
to  continuing  peace.  On  numerous  occa- 
sions on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  in 
speeches  before  public  gatherings,  he  warned 
against  sellout  deals  in  Asia  and  Eastern 
Europe. 

When  Senator  Bridges  last  ran  for  reelec- 
tion In  November  1948,  New  Hampshire 
voters  gave  him  the  largest  plurality  ever 
afforded  a  senatorial  candidate. 

Still  comparatively  young  for  a  Senator, 
Bridges  at  55  today  is  one  of  the  most  influ- 
ential Members  of  Congress.  He  is  not  only 
ranking  Republican  Member  of  the  Senate 
but  holds  important  leadership  poBitions  on 
several  vital  committees.  He  turned  down 
the  majority  leadership  and  became  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore  of  the  Senate  la  order  to 
devote  close  attention  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  as  its  chairman. 

Senator  Bridces  is  also  ranking  member 
of  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee, 
the  Preparedness  Investigation  Subcommit- 
tee of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  the 
so-called  foreign-aid  watchdog  stibcommit- 
tee  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
and  the  Senate  Personnel  Committee. 

Having  proved  during  the  80th  Congress 
that  the  Federal  budget  could  be  balanced, 
having  proved  that  taxes  could  be  reduced, 
having  proved  that  debts  could  be  pruned! 
Senator  Midges  continues  as  a  leader  in  the 
fight  for  economy  and  common  senfe  in  Fed- 
eral spending. 


[From  the  Concord  I>aily  Monitor  of  July  21, 
1954] 

The  way  Reporter  magazine  dumped  about 
$1,000  in  paid  advertisements'  Into  New 
Hampshire  newspapers,  just  to  sell  a  few 
extra  copies  of  its  story  against  Bridces,  is 
really  something.  The  cash  came  from  aome- 
■where  and  means  someone  or  tome  folks  are 
more  interested  in  killing  off  Bridges  than 
the  welfare  of  Granite  State  citizens. 

(From    the    Exeier    (N.    H.)    News-Letter    of 
July  22.   1954] 

Down  in  OtTR  Corner 
(By  James  P.  Lyndh) 

The  venom  that  saturated  the  pages  of  a 
national  magazine  recently  probably  will 
bring  comfort  to  the  enemies  of  Senator 
Styles  Bridges  but  indeed  this  scurrilous  at- 
tav:k  is  an  insult  to  the  mor«  than  129,000 
voters  of  New  Hampshire  Who  gave  the 
ssnior  Senator  the  highest  endorsement  ever 
received  by  a  United  States  Senator  from 
this  State  back  in  1948. 

Senator  Bridges  d^esnt  need  anyone  to 
defend  him.  His  record  spenks  for  itself. 
But  he  certainly  is  Interested  In  showing  his 
enemies  that  the  people  of  Niew  Hampshire 
are  interested  in  running  their  own  political 
affairs  and  not  being  subjected  to  dictations 
from  the  sacrosanct  chamber*  of  Washing- 
ton demagogs. 

THE  important  CROSS 

Consistently  Sttles  Bridges  has  demon- 
strated he  has  a  political  machine.  It  is  a 
terrific  one  that  is  envied  by  every  office 
seeker  in  the  Stat?.  It  is  conftposed  of  each 
and  every  voter  who  puts  his  or  her  X  beside 
the  name  of  Bridges  whenefer  the  senior 
Senator  seeks  election. 

You  can  cry  to  high  heaven  about  ma- 
chines but  the  only  powerhouse  that  sends 
a  mrin  to  Washington  is  composed  of  votes. 
Bridges  gets  them  because  the  hometown 
people  remember  his  outstanding  leadership 
down  through  the  years. 

The  magazine  purchased  space  in  some 
New  Hampshire  newspapers  In  an  attempt  to 
stir  up  more  animosity  but  instead  has  an- 
t.-'C^onized  even  members  of  the  Democratic 
Party.  Some  of  the  latter  feel  that  the  ar- 
ticle will  promote  a  sympathy  vote  from 
people  who  ordinarily  would  be  opposed  to 
the  senior  Senator. 

One  of  the  charges  leveled  against  Bridges 
concerned  the  Portsmouth-Hewlngton  Air 
Force  B-\se.  It  has  a  rather  familiar  ring  and 
obviously  the  writer  of  the  story  enjoyed  the 
company  of  many  of  the  alrbase  opponents. 

The  construction  of  the  h&$e  was  delayed 
for  a  long  period  due  to  political  wrangling 
and  but  for  the  consistent  leadership  demon- 
strated by  Styles  Bridges  It  might  have  been 
definitely  postponed. 

The  Reporter  magazine  calls  it  "A  New 
Kind  of  Pork"  and  then  quotes  from  a  New 
Hampshire  paper  and  a  national  magazine. 
In  fact,  it  used  several  editorials  from  this 
paper  and  presumably  this  is  what  the  pub- 
lishers meant  in  their  advertisement  "exten- 
sive and  carefully  documented"  material. 

Persons  following  the  political  happenings 
In  New  Hampshire  are  familiar  with  the  past 
and  present  of  BRmcEs.  The  story,  in  all 
probability,  might  enthuse  some  out-of -State 
people  but  there  is  Just  one  discrepancy 
insofar  as  they  are  concerned.  Their  opin- 
ions cannot  be  recorded  in  local  voting 
booths. 

CUILTT 

But  they  should  not  be  misled  especially 
in  regards  to  the  airbase.  We  are  Indeed  for- 
tunate in  having  this  Installation  In  the  area. 
The  story  would  have  you  believe  there  were 
deals  made  between  poUUcal  and  military 
forces.  If  it  is  a  crime  to  gtve  your  State 
the  greatest  protection  the  world  has  to  offer 
then  STYLE.S  BniDcis  is  guilty.  He  fought 
and  he  fought  hard  for  a  Strategic  Air  Com- 
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mand  base.     Before  the  base  la  complete  tt 

will  be  a  $100  million  InstaUatlon. 

The  vast  majority  of  people  In  New  Hamp> 
shire  consider  this  to  he  one  of  the  greatest 
contributions  to  the  State.  Insofar  as  deals 
are  concerned,  the  military  might  of  UncHe 
Sam  comes  first  with  the  Senator.  If  the 
Air  Force  preferred  other  locations  they  would 
not  have  settled  for  the  present  site. 

We  have  repeatedly  discussed  this  with 
many  of  the  top-ranking  officers  of  the  Air 
Force  both  In  off-the-record  and  open  meet- 
ings. These  men  are  Interested  in  the  de- 
fense of  America  and  not  the  defense  of 
American  politicians. 

Reporter  magazine  classifies  this  project  as 
"a  new  kind  of  pork."  Their  charges  sound 
like  pork  products  and  we  never  did  care 
much  for  ham. 

Injudiciously  the  Reporter  failed  to  men- 
tion that  the  Senator  topped  the  ticket  In 
1948  with  129.600  comparjd  to  his  oppo- 
nent's 91,780.  Remember,  that  was  a  presi- 
dential election  year  and  the  Dewey  electors 
garnered  121.999  to  Truman's  107.995.  That 
same  year  Sherman  Adams  received  116,212 
and  his  Democrat  opponent,  Herbert  W.  HUl, 
105.207. 

Two  year*  later  Adams  topped  the  ticket 
with  108.007  while  the  late  Senator  Tobey 
received  106.143. 

II  some  of  the  enemies  of  Sttles  Briscks 
would  only  band  together  and  offer  construc- 
tive criticism  then  maytw  the  people  would 
listen  to  them.  However,  until  they  put  away 
their  tomahawks  and  stop  t>eing  hatchetmen 
not  many  care  to  follow  their  trail. 

The  people  like  a  battle  but  they  certainly 
don't  want  to  see  the  contestants  so  heavily 
laden  with  mud  that  they  are  repulsive.  Nor 
do  they  want  to  see  men  who  have  done  a 
good  job  being  attacked  from  outside  our 
boundaries.  We  like  to  settle  our  own  affairs 
in  this  State  our  own  way. 

It  Just  seems  rather  difficult  to  accept  this 
vengeful  diatribe  of  the  Reporter  magazine 
as  being  offered  in  the  interest  of  better  gov- 
ernment. It  seeps  with  the  blood  of  hate  for 
a  man  who  has  courageously  fought  In  the 
interest  of  gpod  government. 


[From  the  P.ochester  (N.  H.)   Courier  of  July 
22.  1954] 

Arouk£s  Sympathy  roR  Bridges 
In  our  opinion,  the  attack  on  Senator 
Styles  Brkces  last  week  by  the  Reporter 
magaElne  «lll  help  rather  than  harm  the 
Senator's  clianeea  for  reelection,  not  that 
he  had  much  to  worry  about  anyhow.  Wild 
and  bitter  charges  are  nothing  new  in  a 
political  ca.npaign,  but  seldom  in  modern 
times  has  a  public  figure  been  attacked  so 
bitterly  and  with  such  evident  purpose  to 
smear. 

What  Is  this  Reporter  magazine  anyway? 
What  is  Its  status  in  the  publishing  field, 
and  who  Is  behind  it?  Those  are  ques- 
tions New  Hampshire  people  would  like  to 
know,  as  well  as  who  asked  them  to  choose 
our  candidates? 

The  artlc  e  has  aroured  the  ire  of  New 
Hampshire  voters,  many  of  whom  were  not 
always  in  agreement  with  Styles  Bridges. 
end  many  of  them  will  vote  for  him  out  of 
protest  against  such  a  thoroughly  scurrilous 
attack. 

(Prom  the  Washington  Post  and  Times  Herald 
of  July  37.  1954] 

Thr  Attack  on  Bridges 
(By  George  Sokolsky) 
The  Reporter,  a  magazine  owned  and 
edited  by  Max  Ascoli,  who  arrived  in  this 
country  sometime  in  1931  on  a  grant-in-aid 
from  the  Rockefeller  Foundation,  has  pub- 
lished an  astonishing  article  on  Senator 
Styles  BamaGS. 

Perhaps  Bbidces  deserves  35  percent  of  this 
issue    of   thLs   magazine,   but   when   it    was 
C 956 


41aooTcred  tliat  for  aome  reason  tbe  State 
of  New  Hampahlre  was  blanketed  with 
coplea.  one  wonders  what  was  the  interest 
and  who  spent  the  money  tor  the  free  dla- 
trlbution.  True,  Sttles  Bridges  is  a  candi- 
date this  year  for  reelection  to  the  United 
State*  Senate,  of  which  he  U  President  pro 
tempore.  As  It  Is  espected  that  his  reelec- 
tion is  assured,  one  wonders  why  all  this 
excitement. 

Apparently.  Sttles  Bridges'  greatest 
crime,  according  to  the  Reporter,  is: 

■"•  •  •  A  lonely  Republican  internation- 
alist before  the  outbreak  of  the  Second 
World  War.  he  has  In  the  main  voted  silently 

for  the  major  postwar  foreign-policy  pro- 
grams while  at  the  same  time  endorsing 
every  crippling  amendment  dreamed  up  by 
such  Senators  as  Kem.  Jenner,  Dirksen. 
Welkcr — and  by  himself.  He  has  regularly 
voiced  deep  discontent  with  some  of 
America's  allies  in  Europe,  but  has  pledged 
undying  support  to  the  exiled  government 
of  ChUng  Kai-shek." 

Who  does  not  voice  discontent  with  some 
of  America's  allies  in  Europe? 

Sttlzs  BaiDCEs  has  been  a  tower  of 
strength  to  the  Republicans  in  the  Senate, 
particularly  after  the  death  of  Robert  A. 
Taft,  because  his  personality  is  such  that 
he  has  often  been  able  to  quiet  down  the 
quarreUng  factions  and  personalities  in  the 
party. 

Prom  this  introduction  to  Bamcss'  faulty 
thinking,  the  article  proceeds  in  minute  de- 
taU  to  discuss  all  of  the  favors  that  this 
Senator  may  or  may  not  have  done  for  con- 
stituents or  citizens  for  whom  he  may  have 
Intervened.  I  should  like  to  devote  what 
space  remains  to  me  to  refer  to  chapter  VIII 
of  the  article  entitled  "China  Ix>bby,  New 
Hampehlre  Division." 

Of  course,  there  is  no  China  lobby.  Alfred 
Kohlberg,  an  American  merchant  and  man- 
ufacturer who  loves  China,  started  this  non- 
sense by  denominating  himself  "The  China 
Lobby"  and  demanding  that  he  be  investi- 
gated, which  no  one  does  because  Kohlberg 
spends  his  own  money  fighting  communism. 

It  so  happens  that  Senator  Bamcia  opposes 
communism  in  China  as  anywhere  else  and 
therefore  Kohlberg  favors  Bridges,  as  he  does 
everyone  who  opposes  communism. 

[Prom  the  Nashua  (N.  H.)  Telegraph  of  July 

30,  1954) 

Around  the  Town 

The  campaign  to  defeat  Senator  Styles 
Bridges  or  put  him  in  bad  reptite  with  his 
constituents  which  flowered  suddenly  in  the 
weeks  Just  prior  to  the  closing  of  the  filing 
period  yesterday,  did  not  reach  its  objective. 
BaiDCEs  won  the  party  nomination  to  the 
United  States  Senate  by  default,  no  opp>osi- 
tion  lining  up  to  test  him  in  the  Republican 
primary. 

If  for  one  minute  there  has  bsen  serious 
chinks  in  Bridges'  political  armor  someone 
would  have  stepped  Into  the  breach  pretty 
fast  to  capitalize  on  th-;  weakness.  But 
BaiDGBS'  friends  stand  by  him  and  his  ene- 
mies, while  noisy  enough,  are  decidedly  In 
the  minority  in  his  adopted  State.  If  the 
ammunition  that  some  have  been  shoveling 
Into  this  State  was  potent  enough,  too,  it 
would  have  been  seized  and  used  against  the 
senior  Senator. 

Someone  sent  a  lot  of  money  home  to  start 
a  bonfire  which  would  engulf  the  Senator. 
It  petered  out  Into  nothing  but  smoking 
ruins.  All  political  leaders  meet  their  fate 
some  day  if  they  run  long  enough,  of  course. 
This  doesnt  shape  up  as  the  time  for 
BamGis.  He  seems  a  shoo-in  for  his  fourth 
successive  6-year  term  as  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire. 

Bridges  and  Econokt 
The    Reporter    magazine    attack   on    New 
Hampshire   senior   Senator   Styles  Bridges. 


In  Its  eorrent  tarae  which  was  widely  cir- 
culated In  his  home  Stat*  on  what  oim 
might  say  the  eve  of  the  primary  ben,  MenM 
to  have  had  little  effect  on  hla  pcdltlcal 
fortunes.  The  filing  period  for  '^nillrtat— 
seeking  party  nomination  In  our  September 
primary  ended  at  the  cloae  of  Tniiiliii—  at 
the  oflloe  of  the  Secretary  of  Stat*  In  Oon- 
cord  yesterday.  The  Senator  faces  no  op« 
position  In  his  party. 

The  fact  that  the  Senator  does  not  faea 
opfKJGltion  In  his  own  party  primary  In  a 
State  which  Ls  strongly  Republican  Indlcatea. 
at  least  in  some  measure  how  people  re- 
acted to  the  magazine  Indictment    As  safe 

as  it  can  be  said  In  anything  so  tinoertaln 
as  politics.  In  the  return  xa  the  long-tUna 
Senator  from  our  State  to  Washington  for 
his  fotirth  term.  He  Is  winding  up  his  IStli 
year  in  the  United  States  Senate,  after  serv- 
ing a  term  as  governor  of  his  adopted  State. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  was  detained  from  the  Chamber 
during  the  address  of  the  able  senior 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  the  dis- 
tinguished chairman  of  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee. 

First,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  did  not  reaul 
the  Reporter  magazine  article,  and  I  am 
not  interested  in  reading  it,  if  what  I 
heard  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  is  any 
indication  of  its  utter  lack  of  reliability. 

Second.  I  wish  to  say  that  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  came  to  Congress  in  1936.  I 
believe,  1  year  before  I  came  to  the, 
House  of  Representatives.  During  the 
period  of  years  which  have  elapsed  since 
then.  I  have  known  him  intimately. 
During  that  period.  I  have  served  for 
more  than  5  years  on  the  same  commit- 
tee with  the  senior  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire.  He  has  served  as  leader  of 
the  Republican  Party  when  I  was  act- 
ing leader  and  leader  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle. 

I  should  like  to  have  the  Record  show, 
and  I  should  like  to  have  the  country 
know,  that  I  have  never  associated  with 
a  man  whom  I  consider  more  honorable, 
more  patriotic,  or  more  able;  and  I 
deeply  treasure  his  friendship. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  say  that  in  my  short  service  in 
the  Senate  no  one  has  been  more  con- 
siderate or  helpful  than  tbe  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges]. 

On  every  occasion  when  I  have  found 
it  necessary  to  consult  with  him  about 
bills  and  matters  before  his  committees 
or  upon  the  work  of  the  Senate,  he  has 
always  given  freely  of  his  time  and  in- 
terest. He  has  shown  the  same  interest 
in  the  problems  of  my  State  and  the 
same  courtesy  to  the  people  of  my  State. 
He  is  true  to  his  word  and  loyal  to  his 
friends.  He  is  a  patriot,  and  devoted  to 
his  country. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  join  with  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky in  paying  tribute  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  Hamp^ire. 
We  in  New  England  are  proud  of  his  dis- 
tinguished service,  not  only  to  New 
Hampshire,  but  to  all  of  the  New  Eng- 
land States.  Therefore.  I  wish  to  Join 
with  the  Senator  frc«n  Kentucky  in  the 
tribute  paid  to  the  services  which  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  has 
rendered. 


If 
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Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  not  read  the  article  which  has  been 
referred  to.  but.  as  the  ranking  Member 
on  the  Republican  side  serving  under  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Mew  Hampshire,  I  wish  to  echo  what  has 
been  said  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to- 
night by  his  colleagues. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  am  deeply  grateful 
to  my  colleagues  for  the  opportunity  of 
making  these  remarks.  I  have  long 
awaited  the  chance  and  suddenly  it  de- 
veloped tonight.  It  pleases  me  tha^  so 
many  of  my  colleagues  are  present  and  I 
am  deeply  moved  by  their  attention  and 
the  spontaneous  remarks  in  my  behalf 
from  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  I  shall 
never  forget  your  tremendous  expression 
of  confidence  in  me. 


PAY  INCREASES  FOR  GOVERNMENT 
EMPLOYEES 

The  Senate  restmied  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7774)  to  establish  a  uni- 
form system  for  the  granting  of  incen- 
tive awards  to  officers  and  employees  of 
the  United  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
send  to  the  desk  a  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement,  on  behalf  of  the 
majority  leader  and  the  minority  leader, 
and  ask  that  it  be  read,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  pro- 
posed agreement  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ordered,  That  upon  the  convening  of  the 
Senate  on  Friday.  August  20,  1954,  during 
the  further  consideration  of  H.B.  7774,  to 
establish  a  uniform  system  for  the  granting 
of  Incentive  awards  to  officers  and  employees 
of  the  United  States,  debate  on  the  amend- 
ment Intended  to  be  proposed  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  California  (Mr.  Knowuuid],  and 
motions  thereto,  shall  be  limited  to  not  ex- 
ceeding 2  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and 
controlled,,  respectively,  by  the  mover  of  the 
amendment  and  the  minority  leader,  and  30 
minutes  on  any  other  amendment  or  mo- 
tion, to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled, 
respectively,  by  the  mover  of  any  such 
amendment  or  motion,  and  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson]  In  the  event  he 
Is  opposed  to  any  such  amendment  or  mo- 
tion; otherwise,  by  the  mover  and  the  mi- 
nority leader:  Provided,  That  no  amend- 
ment that  Is  not  germane  to  the  subject 
matter  of  the  said  bill  shall  be  received: 
AnA  provided  further.  That  debate  upon  the 
bill  Itself  shall  be  limited  to  not  exceeding 
xme  hour,  to  be  equally  divided  and  con- 
trolled, respectively,  by  ths  Senator  from 
Kansas  [&Cr.  Carlson]  and  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Bdr.  Johnson]. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  pro- 
posed agreement  be  entered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFnCER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  have  conferred  with  the  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  aisle  who  are  princi- 
pally concerned  with  this  proposed  legis- 
lation, and  specincally  with  the  distin- 
guished ranking  member  of  the  Post  Of- 
fice and  Civil  Service  Committee,  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Johnston]. 

I  am  very  hopeful  that  the  proposed 
agreement  will  be  entered  into.  I  urge 
tlie  majority  leader   to  eliminate   the 


morning  business  in  the  morning,  for  the 
reason  that  a  number  of  Senators  hope 
we  can  get  a  vote  on  this  bill  and  on 
any  other  bill  on  which  the  majority 
leader  desires  to  have  a  vote,  because 
we  may  find  ourselves  with  another 
problem,  namely,  that  of  maintaining  a 
quonmi,  if  v  e  do  not  move  ahead. 

It  seems  to  me  that  during  the  rather 
liberal  time  we  have,  if  there  is  any 
necessity  for  making  insertions  in  the 
Record  we  can  allow  for  that.  We  have 
been  here  from  10  o'clock  in  the  morning 
until  to  10  o'clock  at  night,  or  later, 
throughout  the  week.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  asking  too  much  of  the  membership 
to  ask  them  to  forego  the  morning  hour 
imder  the  2-minute  rule  because  that 
could  be  objected  to  in  the  morning. 
anyway. 

If  it  is  agreeable  to  the  majority 
leader,  let  us  have  an  understanding 
that  there  will  not  be  any  morning  hour, 
that  the  Senate  convene  at  10  o'clock, 
and  at  12  o'clock  Senators  will  be  pres- 
ent to  vote  on  the  Knowland  amend- 
ment. 

If  the  conference  report  on  the  social- 
security  bill  is  jeady,  we  can  vote  on 
that.  If  we  cannot  do  so,  individual 
Senators  can  determine  for  themselves 
what  the  course  of  wisdom  dictates,  and 
the  leadership  can  at  least  make  one 
supreme  effort  to  conclude  tht  session. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas  that  I  am  perfectly 
agreeable,  if  it  is  the  wish  of  the  Sen- 
ate, not  to  have  a  morning  hour. 

However,  I  should  like  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas  that  at  least  I  should 
like  to  establish  a  quorum  in  the  morn- 
ing, so  that  some  Senators  will  be  pres- 
ent during  the  course  of  the  debate.  I 
ask  all  Senators  to  be  present  if  possible. 
We  have  before  us  an  important  bill  in 
which  there  is  a  great  deal  of  interest, 
and  there  is  an  honest  difference  of  opin- 
ion. I  request  that  Senators  make  a 
special  effort  to  be  present  during  the 
course  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  join  the 
majority  leader  in  expressing  the  hope 
that  every  MAnber  of  the  minority  will 
be  present  when  the  Senate  assembles 
at  10  o'clock  in  the  morning.  On  the 
other  hand.  I  do  not  want  to  have  this 
agreement  objected  to.  Knowing  of  the 
plans  of  some  Senators,  I  am  afraid  if 
we  have  a  morning  hour  we  $hall  run 
into  that  problem.  If  we  couild  elimi- 
nate the  morning  hour  and  let  our  time 
start  to  run  immediately  following  the 
prayer,  with  all  of  us  being  present,  we 
could  certainly  have  a  quorum  before  the 
vote  was  taken.  I  shall  do  my  best  to 
secure  the  attendance  of  Senators,  if 
the  majority  leader  will  do  the  same. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing to  eliminate  the  morning  hour  and 
not  ask  for  a  morning  hour  tomorrow 
until  we  have  completed  the  work  on 
the  postal-pay  bill.  I  do  not  wish  to 
waive  the  right  of  a  quorum  call.  I  hope 
Senators  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  will 
be  present,  but  I  do  wish  to  establish  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sen- 
ator desires  a  live  quorum,  that  may 
require  an  extra  45  minutes  or  an  hour. 
This  IS  the  program  of  the  Senator  from 


California,  but  I  certainly  desire  to  finish 
the  session. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  desire  to  do  so, 
also.  I  will  make  a  special  effort  to 
do  so. 

I  now  ask  the  majority  secretary  to 
call  each  Senator's  office  at  9  o'clock  in 
the  morning  and  urge  all  Senators  to  be 
present  in  the  Senate  Chamber  when  we 
convene.  We  have  a  bill  to  consider 
which  deals  with  several  hundred  mil- 
lion dollars,  dealing  with  both  expendi- 
tures and  the  postal  pay  raise.  In  view 
of  the  importance  of  the  bill,  I  urge  all 
Senators  to  be  present.  If  they  are  here 
promptly,  a  quorum  can  be  established 
promptly,  and  we  can  proceed  with  the 
debate  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Let  me 
ask  the  Senator  this  question:  If  we  are 
to  spend  30  or  40  minutes  trying  to  ob- 
tain a  quorum,  will  the  Senator  from 
California  consider  letting  some  of  us 
come  to  the  Senate  at  nine-thirty  in  the 
morning,  to  start  obtaining  a  quorum? 
Some  Senators  wish  to  leave.  They  have 
plane  reservations. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  no  objection 
to  convening  at  9:30.  If  that  is  agreeable. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Then  we 
can  establish  a  quorum.  I  appeal  to 
Senators  to  be  present. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Yes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Then.  Mr. 
President,  let  us  eliminate  from  the  re- 
quest the  requirement  "after  the  morn- 
ing business  on  Friday,"  and  say  "fol- 
lowing the  convening  of  the  Senate  on 
Friday" 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Chair  understand  that  the  request  ol 
the  Senator  from  California  is  to  modify 
the  unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes.  I  ask  that  it 
be  modified  on  behalf  of  both  the  major- 
ity leader  and  the  minority  leader,  and 
that  it  be  with  the  understanding  that 
when  the  Senate  takes  a  recess  tonight  it 
be  until  9:30  tomorrow  morning. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  as  modified? 
The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, let  me  ask  the  majority  leader  a 
question.  After  the  vote  on  the  bill,  of 
course,  we  hope  the  social  security  con- 
ference report  will  be  ready.  Has  the 
Senator  in  mind  any  further  major  leg- 
islation? I  realize  that  many  calendar 
bills  have  been  discussed.  Etoes  the 
Senator  know  of  any  other  items  to  be 
considered? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Of  course,  we  have 
the  conference  report  on  the  social  se- 
curity bill.  I  do  not  know  what  other 
bills  may  be  in  process,  with  the  House 
having  amended  Senate  amendments  and 
so  on.  We  have  the  unfinished  business 
which  is  before  the  Senate,  and  we  have 
2  or  3  of  what  might  be  called  minor 
bills  on  which  the  administration  would 
like  to  have  action. 

In  addition,  several  treaties  are  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sen- 
ator from  California,  in  his  usual 
friendly  spirit  and  his  optimistic  manner, 
has  now  reached  the  conclusion  that  we 
can  probably  finish  tomorrow  evening? 
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Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  certainly  have  and  that  the  bm,  as  thus  amended,  be  compensation  and  the  rate  of  the  addlUooal 

the  highest  hopes  that  we  can  do  so.  considered  as  the  original  text,  for  the  compensation  received  by  him  under  •ecuone 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.    I  Join  the  pvupose  of  further  amendment.  ^*  »°'*  soa  of  the  Federal  Kmpioyeee  Pay 

Senator  in  his  optimism.  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  ^  °f  1945,  a.  amended.  aecUon  301  of  th* 

Mr.  KNOWI.AND  Mr  IJ«.dent  U  *»  oX^'  '"^  '''*"  °°"'''  """  "  ^  ??t"„?Srthr^:SSSrS: 
I  may  have  the  attention  of  the  minority  "  °9  oraerea.  heading  "Increaaed  pay  for  legiBlatlve  em- 
leader  as  v/ell  as  the  attention  of  the  ^*^®  committee  amendment  agreed  to  pioyees-  in  the  second  supplemental  Appro- 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson]  ^"'  ^  ^^^*®  °^^  *^  ^^^^  ^^  enacting  prlatlon  Act.  i960,  and  the  act  of  October 
and  the  Stnator  from  South  CaroUna  *^^^'  »°d  Insert:  lLl^l}n^l^^.^'''Ji^''?l' "^  ^'"'^'^'^r^ 
IMr.  JOHNSTOKI.  if  they  are  present.  I  ^  Xm,  i-^«x,™  g.k«.x.t  ^rd\^d°ditro^VXe°rl.tr  .r*  Su  iJS 
ask   unanimous   consent   that   the   vote  «^"p-,  °l  ^*'  section  eos  (b)  and  section  than  $170  per  annum  or  In  ezceas  of  M40 

by  which  the  bill  (H.  R.  7774)  was  read  fSeidL  J?'LSl^S''t"°"  h'*  f  n**®'  "  ^'  *°°"'^- 

.  .    ^  ...         .-                  .J        J    x»-    ^  i»-  amended,  are  amended  to  read  as  follows:               /k»    at'e*inn  o   /h\    nt  *y,.^  .<^  ^#  <-w.»^k^_ 

the  third  time  be  reconsidered:  that  the  "(b.  The  compensation  schedule  for  the  24    I95?^£?blic  Jlw  aS    ^  ?^S^?^ 

committee  amendment  be  agreed  to;  and  General  schedule  shaU  be  as  follows:  amended  by  striking  out^-»ii,Me~  2d  to- 

•Grade  Per  annum  rates  sertlng  In  lieu  thereof  "$12,088". 

1  K.CuO  tt.T.V)      »2.H3o      $:.<tio      $2.»o      $3,070      $3  130         (c)  (1)  The  aggregate  amount  0*  the  baalc 

•-• 2.W0  3.0(»        3.0K0        3.1W        3.240        3,320        3. 4!io  compensation  authorized  to  be  paid  for  ad- 

1:;::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::  V^'  K     3:^     l:'^-,     ^:^     l^     i-?S  "ll^^ii^^r ?n''^"^''''7'^*°f "T 

5    3..'*.o  3,705        3.8;«)        3.y.-i.5        4.(^0        4.2(i5        4  330  ^^^^^^  Service   m  the  offices  of  Senatora  to 

r. S.9>«  4,110        4.2.35        4, 3fi()        4. 4h.')        4.010        4  7:<5  hereby  Increased  by — 

7 <.♦''!  *.f>v>       *.«»»        4.7510       4.91.S        !,.(m       .s. !«         (A)   $2,160  In  the  case  of  Senator*  from 

8 4.HM  4,975         6.1(0          5.225          5,350         6,475         6.fi00  States  the  nonulatlnn  nf  whlrt,   i-  i.—  ♦K-t. 

y - 5.315  5.440        5,,Vk5        6.«,yo        5.K15        .5.M0       6.ofi.s  ^^^es/^e  population  Of  whlch  Is  leeg  than 

in... 6.775  5,000           fi.(>2,'.           fi,  ISO           6.275           6.400           C,525  amilUOn; 

II «,235  n.435        r..«35        6. k:«        7.rei.s        7.235                          (B)    $2,400  In  the  case  of  Senators  from 

" l^  l^        ;:2!        2SS        «^        «^  states  the  population  of  Which  1.  8  mmion 

'm ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::  io.o«  ilv^S    ykm    iS    io;«^    u.m  or  more  but  less  than  s  mimon: 

1.1    11.240  11.4110      11.740       11.990       11240                                       (C)    $3,120  In  the  case  of  Senators  from 

i« - '2.4«  »2>«      1ZH40      13.040      13.240  States  the  population  Of  whlch  Is  6  mlUIon 

I; IJJ22  13,640       13,M0       14.040       14.24J  Or  more  bull^  than  10  million;  and 

(D)    $3,180  In  the  case  of  Senators'  from 

"(c)    (1)  The  compensation  schedule  for  the  Crafts,  Protective,  and  Custodial  Schedule  States  the  population  of  which  Is  10  mUlion 

shall  be  as  fellows:  or  more. 

(2)  The  second  proviso  In  the  paragraph 

■f-rade  Per  annum  rates  relating  to  the  authority  of  Senators  to  re- 

1 Jl.SW  12,040      $2,100      $2,lf«      $2,220      $2,280      $2,340  arrange  the   basic  salaries  of  emoloveea  in 

2        2.S90  2.6<.0           2,730          2.W0           2.870           2.940           3.010  th*«ir  r«H.r-^r.tt««  ofw^^.    -,Ki„»,   -I~    _  .       -.w 

3      - 2.722  Z802        2.H82        2.962        3.042        3.122        3. ar2  *^«ir/"P«tlve  offices.  Which  appears  in  the 

4     2.920  3.(x)0        3.0S0        3.160        3.240        3, :i2fl        3.400  Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act.  1847. 

.'. 3,144  3.224        3. 3(>4        3. .■«4        3. 4H        3. .144        3.624  as  amended  (2  U.  S.  C.  60f).  is  amended  by 

?:::;:::;;;:::::::::::::::::;::;::;:::::::::::::  JS  iJ?    ISi    ^S2    iS    liS    IT.  •^^fZ\'^^:'^>^^'.!S,^ 

y                                                        3.925  4.05.        4,175        4.  :«io        4.425        4.  .vw        4,675  t^ercoi      fO.lBO  ,    by   Striking    out    "$7320" 

ii                                  4,:««n  4.4H5        4.610        4. 7;tf        4.H60        4. 9K5        6,110  ^^d  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "$7,620";  and 

10 4.795  4,920        5,045        5,170        6,295        5,42a        6.545  by   striking    out    "$8,400"   and    inserting    in 

"(2)  Channomen  working  part  time  shall  position  In  grade  11,  12,  13.  14,  or  15  of  the  "^^hJ**.!!^'    !*'"Vk  ^ 

be  paid  at  the  rate  of  $2,870  per  annum,  and  General  Schedule,  and  is  receiving  a  rate  of  ^.ic'^.r^     ,IZ^   -**^*'  compenaatton  of 

head  charwomen  working  part  time  at  the  basic  compensation  in  excess  of  the  maxi-  f^.  w/„..  J  S^^^!*^        ,      f^^I*Ji"** 

rate  of  $3,010  per  annum  "  mum  scheduled  rate  of  his  grade  as  provided  ^l  ^""f!  °'  Representative  (not  including 

(b)   The   rates   of   basic   compensation   of  In  this  section,  he  shall  continue  to  receive  p^*,FJ!fi^Vif  °"'^"  °'  ^^T"  ^f*,^'*^' .***• 

officers    and   employees   to   whom   this   sec-  basic  compensation  without  change  in  rate  !lTj^l„t^         ,*t  oi  the  Senate,  the  ParlU- 

tlon    applies   shall   be   initially   adjusted    as  untU    (A)    he  leaves  such   position,   or    (B)  I^^^'tJl^L^f^T  ^  *^^'^''!*"!?' 

follows:  he  U  entlUed  to  receive  basic  compensation  Jf'*   legislative   counsel   of  the  Senate,   the 

(1)  If  the  omplovee  Is  receiving  a  rate  of  at  a  higher  rate  by  reason  of  the  operation  ^iSfi*"'!  !°Ji°!tL  oLSl*,  ^°"",°*  f*^' 
basic  compensation  Immediately  prior  to  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949.  as  ffo"  "J'^hrS™?! ^^^^^  °!  Informa- 
the  effectlvTlate  of  this  section  at  one  of  amended:  but  when  such  position  becomes  K°^K°^  *?*  „?°,'*!f.  *?  Repreeentatlvee  are 
the  scheduled  or  longevity  rates  provided  by  vacant,  the  rate  of  basic  compensation  of  no  ^^Jh  ratltt^^i  >I  ,.,  ^'"'^  L""^  *w 
the  Classification  A«  of  1949,  a!,  amended,  any  «,bsequent  appointee  shall  be  fixed  in  m^""?,  "^,f^*"  ^'""^^^J^^  °'°'*  ""^ 
he  Shan  receive  a  rate  of  basic  compensation  accordance  with  such  act,  as  amended.  V^F  J,,^  !^  *^*''  •^^  P*'  *'^"^- 
at  the  corresponding  scheduled  or  longevity  Sec.  102.  (a)  The  rates  of  basic  compensa-  . '*'  <t.'  ^  provisions  of  subsection  (a) 
rate  In  effect  on  and  after  such  date;  Uon  of  officers  and  employees  In  or  under  ■*\*"  °°*  "Pfi^,*"  employees  whoae  compen- 

(2)  If  the  employee  Is  receiving  a  rate  of  the  Judicial  branch  of  the  Government  ""^  ,  ff*  '"*™  *^*  appropriation  con- 
baste  compensation  immediately  prior  to  whose  rates  of  compensation  are  fixed  pur-  ^^^^  ^^ /^e  paragraph  designated  "Folding 
the  effective  date  of  this  section  at  a  rate  be-  suant  to  section  82  (2)  of  the  Bankruptcy  documents  under  the  heading  "Contingent 
tween  2  scheduled  or  2  longevity  rates,  or  Act  (11  U.  S.  8.  102  (a)  (2)  ).  section  36f6  „  P**^^.  °'  "*®  Senate  In  the  L^islaUve 
between  a  scheduled  rate  and  a  longevity  of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code,  the  f  "''^J^^PP'^P'^'^"  ^^'  ^^**  d^bUc  Law 
rate,  provided  by  the  Claaslflcatlon  Act  of  second  and  third  sentences  of  section  603,  *'"•  °3d  Cong.). 

1949.  as  amended,  he  shall  receive  a  rate  of  section  804   (5).  or  sections  672  to  675,  In-  ,    <^'   '"'f  Umltatlona  In  the  paragraph  des- 

basic  compematlon  at  the  higher  of  the  2  elusive,  of  title  28  of  the  United  States  Code,  igJiated     'Folding    documents"    under    the 

corresponding   rates  in   effect   on   and   after  are   hereby    Increased    by   5   percent,   except  beading  "Contingent  Expenses  jf  the  Houae" . 

such  date;  that  no  such  rate  shall  be  Increased  by  more  *°   '***   LegUlatlve   Approfn-latibn   Act.    1955 

(3)  If  the  employee.  Immediately  prior  to  than  $440  per  annum  or  less  than  $170  per  '^^  }^\  *''°-  ^^  Co*«).  "•  hereby  In- 
the  effective  date  of  this  section.   Is   In   a  annum.  creasedby  5  percent. 

position  In  any  one  of  the  first  10  grades  (b)  The  limitations  of  $10,560  and  $14,-  <i)  The  Official  Reporters  of  the  proceed- 
of  the  General  Schedule  or  in  any  one  of  the  355  with  respect  to  the  aggregate  salaries  ^^^^  ^^<^  debates  of  the  Senate  and  their  em- 
grades  of  the  Crafts,  Protective,  and  Custo-  payable  to  secretaries  and  law  clerks  of  clr-  ployeea  Ehall  be  considered  to  be  officers  or 
dial  Schedule,  and  la  receiving  a  rate  of  cult  and  district  Judges,  contained  In  the  employees  In  or  imder  the  legUlatlve  branch 
basic  compensation  in  excess  of  the  maxl-  paragraph  under  the  heading  "Salaries  of  o'  ^^^  Government  within  the  meaning  of 
mum  longevity  rate  of  hU  grade  as  provided  Supporting  Personnel"  in  the  Judiciary  Ap-  aubsection  (a)  and  the  provisions  of  law 
in  this  section,  he  shall  continue  to  receive  proprlatlon  Act,  1955,  or  in  any  subsequent  referred  to  in  such  subsection. 
basic  compenscitlon  without  change  in  rate  appropriation  act,  shall  be  Increased  by  the  (g)  The  additional  compensation  provided 
until  (A)  he  leaves  such  position,  or  (B)  he  amounts  necessary  to  pay  the  additional  by  subsection  (a)  and  the  provisions  of  law 
Is  entitled  to  receive  basic  compensation  at  basic  compensation  provided  by  this  act.  referred  to  in  such  subsection  shall  be  con- 
a  higher  rate  by  reason  of  the  operation  of  Sxc.  103.  (a)  Each  officer  and  employee  in  sldered  a  part  of  basic  compensation  for  the 
the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as  amended;  or  imder  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Gov-  purposes  of  the  ClvU  Service  Retirement  Act 
but  when  such  position  becomes  vacant,  the  ernment  (other  than  an  employee  In  the  of  May  29.  1930,  as  amended. 
rate  of  basic  compensation  of  any  subee-  office  of  a  Senator)  whose  rate  of  compensa-  Sec.  104.  Section  66  of  the  Farm  Credit 
quent  appointee  shall  be  fixed  In  accordance  tlon  is  Increaaed  by  section  5  of  the  Federal  Act  of  1933  (48  Stat.  269)  to  hereby  amended 
with  such  act,  as  amended:  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1946  shall  be  paid  addl-  to  read  as  follows: 

(4)  If  the  employee.  Immediately  prior  to  tlonal  compensation  at  the  rate  of  5  per-  "Sec.  68.  No  director,  officer,  or  eaai^Qiyee 
the   effective  date  of  thto  section,   to  in  a  cent  of  the  aggregate  rate  of  his  rate  of  basic  of  the  Central  Bank  for  Cooperattvee.  ot  «( 
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Any  production  credit  corporation,  produc- 
tion credit  aaeocUtlon.  or  bank  for  coopera- 
tives shall  be  paid  c<xnpensatlon  at  a  rate  In 
excess  of  914,240  per  annum." 

Sac.  106.  (a)  The  rates  of  basic  compensa- 
tion of  (^eers  and  employees  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Medicine  and  Surgery  in  tlie  Vet- 
erans' Administration  whose  rates  of  basic 
compensation  are  provided  by  Public  Law 
293.  79th  Congress,  approved  Janiuury  3.  1946, 
as  amended,  are  hereby  increased  by  6  per- 
cent, except  that  no  such  rate  sliall  be  in- 
creased by  more  than  $440  per  annum  or 
less  than  $170  per  annum. 

(b)  Section  8  (d)  of  PubUc  Law  293,  79th 
Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  strik- 
ing out  "(12,800"  and  inserting  In  Ueu  thereof 
"$13,240." 

Sxc.  106.  The  rates  of  basic  compensation 
provided  by  sections  412  and  415  of  the 
Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946.  aa  amended, 
are  hereby  increased  by  5  percent,  except 
that  no  such  rate  shall  be  Increased  by  more 
than  6440  per  annum  or  less  than  $170  per 
annum. 

Sec.  107.  The  rate  of  basic  compensation 
of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  shall 
be  at  the  maximum  scheduled  rate  of  the 
highest  grade  established  by  the  Classiflca- 
tlon  Act  of  1949.  as  amended. 

Sec.  108.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro- 
visions of  this  act.  no  rate  of  compensation 
which  is  $14,800  or  more  per  annum  shall 
be  increased  by  this  act,  and  no  rate  of  com- 
pensation shall  be  increased  by  this  act  to 
an  amount  In  excess  of  $14,800  per  annum. 

Sxc.  109.  Section  3  of  the  Travel  Expense 
Act  of  1949  (83  Stat.  166,  as  amended;  5 
U.  S.  C.  836)  is  amended  by  striking  out 
"$9"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "$12." 

Sxc.  110.  This  title  shall  take  effect  on  the 
first  day  of  the  first  pay  period  which  begins 
after  the  date  of  its  enactment. 


"Hourly  rates 


Tttlx  II — ^Postal  ETbiplotezs  | 

8x0.201.  It  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress 
that — 

(1)  it  la  both  necessary  and  desirable  that 
an  equitable  system  should  be  established 
for  the  classification  of  positions  atid  the 
determination  of  salaries  of  postmasters,  offi- 
cers, and  employees  in  the  field  service  of  the 
Post  Office  £>epartment;  and 

(2)  such  classification  and  salary  system 
should  b€  established  after  a  study  of  all 
problems-  relating  thereto  conducted  by  a 
commission  composed  of  representatives  of 
the  Congress,  the  Post  Office  Department,  and 
postal  employees,  and  through  the  enactment 
of  appropriate  legislation  pursuant  to  rec- 
ommendations submitted  to  the  Congress  by 
such  commission  following  the  completion 
of  such  study. 

Sec.  202.  (a)  The  rates  of  basic  compensa- 
tion, other  than  rates  referred  to  In  subsec- 
tion (b)  of  this  section,  of  postmasters,  cffl- 
cers,  and  employees  in  the  postal  field  service 
whose  rates  of  compensation  are  prescribed 
by  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  reclasaify  the 
salaries  of  postmasters,  officers,  and  em- 
'ployees  of  the  postal  service:  to  establish 
uniform  procedures  for  computing  compen- 
sation; and  for  other  purposes",  approved 
July  6.  1945  (Public  Law  134.  70th  Cong), 
as  amended,  are  hereby  Increased  by  5  per- 
cent except  that  no  such  rate  shall  be  in- 
creased by  more  than  $440  or  less  than  $200 
per  annum. 

(b)  (1)  That  part  of  the  compeosation 
schedule  headed  "Grades  and  Salaries  of 
Employees  in  the  Automatic  Grades"  and 
contained  in  section  llA  of  such  act  cf  July 
6,  1945  (Public  Law  134,  79th  Cong),  as 
amended,  which  provides  hourly  rates  of 
compensation.  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows  • 

I 


"Clerks  in  post  offices  of  the  3d  cla.ss; 
carriers  in  village  delivery  service. 

Charmen  and  charwomen _ 

Mail  handlers,  messengers,  watch- 
men; operators  of  the  pneumatic 
tube  service;  garapemen-drivers-.. 

Special  delivery  messengers  in  post 
offices  of  the  1st  class 

Clerks;  carriers  in  city  delivery 
service;  driver  mechanics;  gen- 
eral mechanics;  dispatchers  of 
the  pneiunatic  tube  service., 

Postal  transportation  clerks 

Special  meetaaaics 


$1,435 
1.4S5 


1.645 
1.645 


l.«95 

1.80 

2.02 


91.485 
1.55 


1.005 
1.695 


1.75 
1.855 


$1.54 


1.75 
1.75 


l.M 
1.905 


$1.59 


1.80 
1.80 


1.R.1.S 
1.96 


11.855 


1.90.S 
2.01 


$1.  905  '  $1.  9fi 


2.065 


2.  01        $2. 0(,h 
2.115    .. 


I 
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(2)  The  rates  of  basic  compensation  of 
postmasters  at  post  offices  of  the  fourth  class 
are  hereby  increased  by  5  percent. 

(3)  The  rates  of  fixed  compensation  per 
annum  of  rural  carriers  are  hereby  Increased 
by  5  percent  except  that  no  such  rate  shall 
be  Increased  by  more  than  $440  or  less  than 
$200  per  annum. 

(c)  This  section  shall  not  apply  to  skilled- 
trades  employees  of  the  mall-equipment 
shops.  Job  cleaners  in  first-  and  second-class 
post  offices,  and  employees  who  are  paid  on 
a  fee  or  contract  basis. 

(d)  The  increases  In  rates  of  basic  com- 
pensation provided  by  this  section  shall  not 
apply  to  longevity  salary  increases. 

Sec.  203.  Section  16  (r)  of  such  act  of  July 
6.  1945  (Public  Law  134,  79th  Cong.),  as 
amended,  which  relates  to  travel  allowances 
for  employees  in  the  Postal  Transportation 
Service  Who  are  assigned  to  road  duty,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  "$6  per  day"  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "$9  per  day." 

Sxc.  204.  Any  Increase  in  rate  of  basic  com- 
pensation by  reason  of  the  enactment  of  this 
title  shall  not  be  considered  as  an  "equiva- 
lent increase"  in  compensation  within  the 
meaning  of  section  701  of  the  Classification 
Act  of  1949.  as  amended.  In  the  case  of  post- 
masters, officers,  and  employees  in  the  postal 
field  service  who  transfer  or  are  transferred 


to  positions  within  the  purview  of  the  Classi- 
fication Act  of  1949.  as  amended. 

Sec.  205.  In  the  exercise  of  the  authority 
granted  by  section  81  of  title  2  of  the  Canal 
Zone  Code,  as  amended,  the  Governor  of  the 
Canal  Zone  is  authorized  to  grant,  as  of  the 
effective  date  of  this  section,  additional  com- 
pensation to  postal  employees  of  the  Canal 
Zone  Government.  base(>  on  the  additional 
compensation  granted  by  this  act  to  similar 
employees  In  the  field  service  of  the  Post 
Office  Department  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  206.  This  act  shall  have  the  same 
force  and  effect  within  Guam  as  within 
other  possessions  of  the  United  States. 

SiBc.  207.  (a)  Section  7  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  reclassify  the  salaries  of  post- 
masters, officers^  and  employees  of  the  postal 
Service;  to  establish  uniform  procedures  for 
computing  compensation;  and  for  other 
purposes",  approved  July  6,  1945  (Public  Law 
134,  79th  Cong.),  as  amended.  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"METHOD     OP    PAYMENT 

"Sec.  7.  (a)  The  compensation  of  post- 
masters and  per  annum  rate  employees  shall 
be  paid  in  26  installments.  Each  such  in- 
stallment shall  be  the  compensation  for  a 
pay  period  of  2  weeks.  The  compensation  of 
hourly  rate  substitute  employees  and  other 
hourly   rate   employees  shall    be   computed 


for  each  pay  period  of  2  weeks  on  the  basis 
of  the  number  of  hours  of  work  performed 
by  such  employees  during  such  pay  period. 

"(b)  To  compute  an  hourly  raite  for  post- 
masters and  per  annum  rate  employees,  the 
per  annum  rate  shall  be  divided  by  2,080. 

"(c)  To  compute  a  daily  rate  for  post- 
masters and  per  annum  rate  en^loyees,  the 
hourly  rate  shall  be  multiplied  by  the  num- 
ber of  daily  hours  of  service  required. 

"(d)  Subsections  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  sec- 
tion shall  not  apply  to  carriers  to  the  rural 
delivery  service.  Whenever,  for  pay  compu- 
tation purposes,  it  is  necessary  to  convert  the 
basic  annual  rate  of  comperusatlon  of  carriers 
in  the  rural  delivery  service  to  a  basic  daily 
or  biweekly  rate,  the  following  rules  shall 
govern : 

"(1)  An  annual  rate  shall  be  divided  by 
312  to  derive  a  dally  rate. 

"(2)  A  daily  rate  shall  be  multiplied  by 
12  to  derive  a  biweekly  rate. 

"(e)  All  rates  shall  be  computed  to  the 
nearest  cent,  counting  one-hall  cent  and 
over  as  a  whole  cent. 

"(f)  When  a  pay  period  for  any  postmaster 
or  employee  begins  in  one  fiscal  year  and 
ends  in  another  fiscal  year,  the  gnoss  amount 
of  the  earnings  of  such  postmaster  or  em- 
ployee for  such  pay  period  may  be  regarded 
as  a  charge  against  the  appropriation  or 
allotment  current  at  the  end  of  such  oav 
period."  *^  ' 

(b)  Section  8  of  such  act  of  July  6  1945 
as  amended,  is  amended  bv  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  a  new  subsection  (d)  to  read  as 

lollows : 

"(d»  The  salaries  of  postmasters,  assist- 
ant postmasters,  and  supervisors  paid  under 
the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  re- 
adjusted at  the  beginning  of  the  first  com- 
plete pay  period  in  each  fiscal  year." 

(C)  Section  9  (b)  of  such  act  of  July  6 
1945,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  addin^  at 
the  end  thereof  a  new  sentence  to  read  as 
follows:  "The  salaries  of  superintendents 
and  assistant  superintendents  oJT  classified 
stations  shall  be  readjusted  at  the  beginning 
of  the  first  complete  pay  period  in  each  fiscal 
year." 

(d)  Section  llA  of  such  act  of  July  6.  1945 
as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  "and 
shall  be  promoted  successively  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  quarter  following  1  year's 
satisfactory  service  in  each  grade  to  the 
next  higher  grade  until  they  reach  the  top 
automatic  grade"  and  by  Inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "and  shall  be  promoted  successively 
at  the  beginning  of  the  first  complete  pay 
period  following  52  weeks  of  satisfactory 
service  in  each  grade  to  the  next  higher 
grade  until  they  reach  the  top  automatic 
grade." 

(e)  Section  13  of  such  act  of  July  6,  igi'S 
as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  immedi- 
ately after  subsection  (a)  thereof  a  new  sub- 
section (b)   to  read  as  follows: 

"(b)  The  salaries  of  employees  paid  und^r 
the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  read- 
Justed  at  the  beginning  of  the  first,  complete 
pay  period  in  each  fiscal  year." 

(f )  Section  14  of  such  act  of  July  6,  1945. 
as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  imme- 
diately after  subsection  (a)  thereof  a  new 
subsection   (b)   to  read  as  follows: 

"(b)  The  salaries  of  employees  paid  un- 
der the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be 
readjusted  at  the  beginning  of  the  first  com- 
plete pay  period  in  each  fiscal  year." 

(g)  That  part  of  subsection  (I)  of  sec- 
tion 14  of  such  act  of  July  6,  1945,  as 
amended,  which  precedes  the  first  proviso 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(1)  Temporary  employees  in  the  custodial 
service  paid  on  an  annual  basis  shall  be  paid 
at  the  rates  of  pay  of  grade  1  of  the  position 
In  which  employed  and  shall,  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  first  complete  pay  period  follow- 
ing 52  weeks  of  satisfactory  service  in  each 
pay  status,  be  advanced  successively  to  the 
rates  of  pay  of  the  next  higher  grade  of  such 
position;    and   temporary   employees   In    the 
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custodial  service  pcdd  on  an  hourly  basis 
shall  be  paid  at  the  rates  of  pay  of  grade  1 
of  the  ]3osltion  in  which  employed  and  shall, 
at  the  beginning  of  the  first  complete  pay 
period  following  62  weeks  of  satisfactory 
service  In  each  pay  status,  be  advanced  suc- 
cessively to  the  rates  of  pay  of  the  next 
higher  grade  of  such  position:". 

(h)  Section  15  (b)  of  such  act  of  July  6. 
1945.  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  "and  shall  be  promoted  successively  at 
the  beginning  of  the  quarter  following  1 
year's  satisfactory  service  in  each  grade  until 
they  reach  grade  8,"  and  by  inserting  in  Ueu 
thereof  "and  shall  be  promoted  successively 
at  the  beginning  of  the  first  complete  pay 
period  following  52  weeks  of  satisfactory 
service  In  each  grade  until  they  reach  grade 
8." 

(i)  That  part  cf  section  18  (f)  of  such  act 
of  July  6.  1945,  as  amended,  which  precedes 
the  first  proviso  is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows : 

"(f)  Each  temporary  employee  In  the  mall 
equipment  shops  paid  on  an  annual  basis 
shall  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  pay  of  the  lowest 
prade  provided  for  a  regular  employee  in 
t!ie  same  type  of  p>ositlon  In  which  such 
temporary  employee  Is  employed,  and  shall, 
at  the  beginning  of  the  first  complete  pay 
period  following  52  weeks  of  satisfactory 
service  In  each  pay  status,  be  advanced  suc- 
cessively to  the  rates  of  pay  of  the  next 
lilgher   grade   of  such   position;". 

(j)  The  first  section  of  the  act  of  April  15. 
1947  (Public  Law  35.  80th  Cong.),  as  amend- 
ed, is  amended  by  striking  out  "shall  be  pro- 
moted successively  at  the  beginning  of  the 
quarter  following  1  year's  satisfactory  service 
In  each  grade"  and  by  Inserting  In  Ueu  there- 
of "Bhall  be  promoted  successively  at  the 
beginning  of  the  first  complete  pay  period 
following  52  weeks  of  satisfactory  service 
In  each   grade." 

<ic)  AU  laws  or  parts  of  laws  Inconsistent 
with  the  amendments  made  by  this  section 
are  hereby  repealed  or  modlHed  to  the  ex- 
tent necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
and  conform  to  such  amendments. 

Sec.  208.  (a)  (1)  There  Is  hereby  estab- 
lished a  Commission  on  Postal  Field  Service 
Classification  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
"the  Commission")  to  be  composed  of  (A) 
the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  of  the  Senate.  (B)  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  (C)  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral. (D)  2  officers  or  employees  of  the  Post 
Office  Department  to  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  and  (E)  2  representatives  of 
postal  employee  organizations  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  President. 

(2)  The  Postmaster  General  shall  be 
chairman  of  the  Commission.  Vacancies  in 
the  membership  of  the  Commission  shall 
not  affect  the  power  of  the  remaining  mem- 
bers to  execute  the  functions  of  the  Com-, 
mission,  and  shall  be  filled  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  the  original  selection.  Five  of  the 
members  of  the  Commission  shaU  constitute 
a  quorum  for  the  transaction  of  business. 
The  Commission  shall  fix  the  number  of 
members  who  shall  constitute  a  quorum  for 
each  subcommittee  thereof. 

(b>  The  Commission,  acting  as  a  whole  or 
by  subcommittee,  shall  conduct  or  cause  to 
be  conducted  a  thorough  Investigation  and 
study  for  the  purpose  of  developing  a  plan 
for  the  establUhment  of  •  a  uniform.  Inte- 
grated, and  equitable  classification  and  pay 
system  for  all  postmasters,  officers,  employ- 
ees, and  positions  in  the  poeUl  field  service. 
(c)  The  Postmaster  General  is  authorized 
to  make  avaUable  to  the  Commission  such 
personnel,  facilities,  and  services  of  the  Post 
Office  Department  as  may  be  necessary  to 
enable  it  to  perform  Its  functions.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  of  the  Senate  and  the  chair- 
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man  of  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and 
ClvU  Service  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
are  authorized  to  assign  from  time  to  time 
the  members  of  the  staffs  of  their  respective 
committees  to  duties  and  responsibilities  In 
connection  with  the  operation  of  the  Com- 
mission. 

(d)  The  Commission  shall  report  to  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives,  on 
or  before  March  1,  1955,  the  results  of  its 
study  and  investigation,  together  with  such 
recommendations  (Including  drafts  of  legis- 
lation to  carry  out  such  recommendations) 
as  It  deems  advisable. 

Sec.  209.  Section  1310  of  the  Supplemental 
Appropriation  Act.  1952  (Public  Law  253. 
82d  Cong.),  as  amended,  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  210.  This  title  shall  take  effect  as  fol- 
lows: 

(1)  Sections  206  and  208  and  this  section, 
shall  take  effect  on  the  date  of  enactment 
of  thfs  act: 

(2)  Sections  202,  204.  and  205  shall  take 
effect  on  the  first  day  of  the  first  pay  period 
which  begins  after  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  act; 

(3)  S'sctlons  203  and  209  shall  take  effect 
on  the  first  day  of  the  first  calendar  month 
following  the  calendar  month  in  which  this 
act  is  enacted;  and 

(4)  Section  207  shall  take  effect  upon  such 
date,  not  later  than  90  days  afier  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  act,  as  may  be  desig- 
nated by  the  Postmaster  General. 


AUTHORIZATION  TO  SENATE  PER- 
MANENT  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  IN- 
VESTIGATIONS TO  FILE  RETORTS 
DURING  RECESS. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate 
Permanen£  Subcommittee  on  Investiga- 
tions be  permitted  to  file  reports  during 
the  recess  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


AUTHORIZATION  TO  INDIVIDUAL 
MEMBERS  OP  SPECIAL  SUBCOM- 
MITTEE ON  INVESTIGATIONS  OF 
THE  COMMITTEE  ON  GOVERN- 
MENT OPERATIONS  TO  FILE  SEPA- 
RATE VIEWS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  have  a  request  on  behalf  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Mc- 
Clkllan]  which  reads  as  follows: 

REquXST  BY  SXNATOa  McClellan 

In  keeping  with  the  unanimous-consent 
request  of  AprU  17,  1954,  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  (Mr.  Mundt]  that  the  Special 
Subcommittee  on  Investigations  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations  be  author- 
ized  to  file  a  report  on  the  so-called  Army- 
tScCarthy  hearings,  which  was  granted.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  minority 
also  be  authorized  to  file  a  report  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate  during  the  recess  of 
the  Senate,  and  that  Individual  members 
may  file  their  separate  views  with  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Senate  during  the  recess  of  the 
Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  submitted  by 
the  minority  leader? 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, let  me  ask  the  majority  leader  if 
the  request  means  that  one  member  of 
the  Special  Subcommittee  on  Investiga- 
tion may  file  a  report  during  the  recess' 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  This  request  was 
submitted  by  the  Special  Subconmiittee 


on  InvesUgation.  I  assume,  when  it  says 
"the  committee"  that  the  committee  has 
the  responsibility.  Frankly  I  cannot  go 
beyond  the  request  itself.  I  think  it  is 
the  normal  type  of  request  from  a  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate.  I  assume  the  com- 
mittee itself  has  control  over  the  matter 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  the  request  read,  so  that  the 
Senators  may  understand  ttie  request' 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  in 
view  of  the  circumstances  I  suggest  that 
the  request  might  go  over  imtil  tomor- 
row. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
request  by  the  minority  leader  on  behalf 
of  the  special  subcommittee  is  In  line 
with  a  request  which  has  already  been 
granted  for  the  majority  to  file  its  re- 
port. I  do  not  think  anyone  would  want 
to  deny  an  individual  member  or  a  mi- 
nority of  the  committee  the  right  to  file 
a  report  if  we  are  to  grant  that  right 
to  the  majority.  They  may  all  be  in 
the  majority,  but  if  there  are  different 
points  of  view  Senators  certainly  should 
have  the  right  to  file  them. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Perhaps  I  misun- 
derstood the  situation.  The  other  night 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
MtTNDTl  submitted  a  unanimous-consent 
request  on  behalf  of  this  committee, 
which  was  granted.  I  assume  it  related 
to  the  so-called  Army-Stevens  investi- 
gating committee. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.     Yes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  Senator's 
request  is  to  balance  that  off  with  a  re- 
quest for  authorization  to  the  minority 
members  of  the  committee  to  file  indi- 
vidual points  of  view,  of  course  I  should 
not  object  to  such  request.  I  think  it  is 
fair  and  equitable. 

My  difficulty  is  that  I  thought  this  re- 
quest related  to  the  full  committee  and 
not  to  that  particular  hearing.  Since  I 
am  not  ura  position  now  to  talk  with  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  I  thought 
the  minority  should  not  have  the  right 
to  file  views  when  the  chairman  and  the 
majority  did  not  have  the  right  to  file 
views. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  majority  leader  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  The  chairman  of 
the  special  subcommittee  is  present. 
The  truth  is  that  when  the  request  was 
made  the  other  day  I  was  not  in  the 
Chamber.  Had  I  been,  I  would  have 
taken  it  for  granted  that  the  request  in- 
cluded the  right  of  any  minority  to  file 
views. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND:  I  think  that  is 
fair  and  equitable. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  But  the  Parlia- 
mentarian advised  that  it  would  not  per- 
mit minority  views  to  be  filed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  will  not  find  any  objection  from 
this  side  of  the  aisle  to  such  a  fair  and 
equitable  request. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object — and  I  certainly  shall  not  ob- 
ject— I  merely  wish  to  point  out  that  I 
was  advised  by  the  very  capable  officials 
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at  the  desk  tbat  tSie  preceding  axuml- 
Bous-eonaent  request,  whldi  was  In  oon- 
fcnnlty  with  tbe  unanimoua  TOte  of  the 
full  ooBimlttee  granting  us  that  request, 
was  wrfflctently  broad  to  Include  expres- 
aians  of  majority  views,  minority  views, 
and  Indiylcfaial  views,  assuming,  of 
course,  that  they  would  an  be  bound  to- 
gether in  the  same  volume.  I  should 
like  to  Inquire — and  I  have  no  feeling 
about  It,  and  I  shall  not  object  to  any 
request — ^whether  now,  unb^nown  to 
the  chairman,  my  three  Democratic  col- 
leagues have  decided  to  file  a  separate 
report,  in  a  separate  volume  quite  apart 
from  the  other  one? 

lifr.  McCLEIIiAN.  The  three  Demo- 
cratic members  have  taken  no  such  po- 
sition. When  I  learned  that  the  able 
Senator's  unanimous-consent  request 
would  not  permit  a  member  of  the  ma- 
jority or  any  two  members  or  any  single 
member  to  file  minority  views  separately, 
I  thought  the  situation  should  be  cor- 
rected. I  did  not  think  anyone  would 
object. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  It  was  certainly  intend- 
ed that  the  first  request  should  be  su£Q- 
ciently  broad  to  include  expressions  of 
separate  views,  whether  the  separate 
Views  were  those  of  7  Members,  of  2 
Members,  or  only  1  Member,  so  long  as 
they  were  all  to  be  bound  in  the  same 
volume. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  It  was  intended  in 
that  way.  I  am  sxire. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  minority 
members  of  the  Special  Subcommittee  on 
Investigations  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  be  authorized  to 
file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  dur- 
ing the  recess  of  the  Senate  minority 
views  and  individual  views  on  the  special 
Senate  investigation  of  charges  and 
countercharges  involving  Secretary  of 
the  Army  Robert  T.  Stevens,  John  O. 
Adams,  H.  Struve  Hensel.  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Cartht]  Roy  M.  Cohn,  and  Francis  P. 
Carr. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
Objection  to  the  imanimousTConsent  re- 
quest as  voiced  by  the  majority  leader? 
The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  or- 
dered. 

ORI»R  FOR  RECESS  UNTIL  9:30 
O'CIXXK  A,   M.   TOMORROW 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
pursuant  to  our  prior  understanding, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the' 
Senate  concludes  Its  labors  this  evening, 
It  take  a  recess  imtil  9:30  o'clock  to- 
morrow morning. 

The  PRESIDINri  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Uhair  hears  none,  and 
it  Is  so  ordered. 


PEDERAIi    FINANCIAL    ASSISTANCE 

TO    STATES    IN    CONSTRUCTION 

OP   PUBUC    SCHOOL    PACILITIES 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    Mr.  President,  with 

respect  to  the  inquiry  of  the  minority 

leader  and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 

IMr.  CooFEB],  the  policy  committee  has 

placed  on  the  list  of  measures  ready  for 

co^deration.      Calendar      No.      1797 

S.  2601,  to  provide  for  Federal  financial' 


assistance  to  the  States  and  Territories 
and  secondary  school  facilities.  I  hope 
the  bill  will  be  included  in  the  bills  that 
will  be  taken  up  tomorrow.  The  school 
in  the  construction  of  public  elementary 
construction  bill  was  cleared  as  a  bill 
ready  for  consideration  by  the  Senate. 
I  ask  whether  it  may  be  brought  up  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Michigan 
that  the  bill,  along  with  a  number  of 
other  bills  of  some  importance,  has  been 
placed  on  the  list  by  the  policy  com- 
mittee. I  do  not  know  what  progress  we 
Will  make  on  the  pending  business  and 
on  the  business  which  will  come  before 
the  Senate  tomorrow  after  the  postal  pay 
bill  is  disposed  of  and  after  the  Senate 
has  acted  on  the  upper  Colorado  proj- 
ect bill.  We  also  have  the  conference 
report  on  the  social  security  bill.  When 
inquiry  was  made  the  other  night.  I  told 
Senators  that  after  we  have  made  some 
progress  the  policy  committee  would 
meet  again  for  the  consideration  of 
several  requests  that  had  been  made, 
and  that  I  was  sure  the  bill  to  which 
the  Senator  referred  and  other  bills 
would  be  given  consideration  by  the 
policy  committee,  of  which  the  senior 
Senator  from  Michigan  is  chairman. 

I  am  not  able  to  predict  what  progress 
we  will  make,  or  give  any  assurance  that 
we  can  take  up  the  bill,  although  person- 
ally I  am  favorably  disposed  toward  it 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  realize  that,  and 
that  is  the  view  of  the  Senator  from 
Michigan.  I  am  also  in  favor  of  the 
bill  and  urge  that  consideration  be  given 
to  it  before  the  Senate  recosses  or  ad- 
journs. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  should  like  to  say 
that  the  bill  was  reported  and  has  been 
on  the  calendar  since  July  9.  1  know 
there  is  wide  support  for  the  bill  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle.  I  do  not  know  of 
any  Senator  on  this  side  of  the  aisle 
who  opposes  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Some  of  the 
Senators  on  the  other  side  of  tlK  aisle 
have  told  me  that  it  is  a  very  bed  bill 
and  they  hoped  it  would  not  be  brought 
up. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  should  like  to  know 
where  the  objection  is. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
Will  find  out  when  he  gets  his  schedule 

Mr.  COOPER.  There  has  been  no 
objection  from  any  Senator  on  this  side; 
at  least  as  a  member  of  the  calendar 
committee  I  have  not  heard  of  any.  it  is 
a  very  important  bill,  it  is  an  emer- 
gency bin  to  provide  funds  for  school 
construction. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Is  the  Senator  advo- 
cating holding  the  Senate  in  sessioa  until 
we  are  able  to  get  a  budget  estimate  and 
an  appropriation  bill  to  take  care  of  the 
bill  to  which  he  has  referred' 

Mr.  COOPER.    No;  I  am  not. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Why  does  the  Sena- 
tor call  it  an  emergency  bill  if  nothing 
can  be  done  about  it  before  January  and 
if  he  is  not  asking  for  an  appropriation"? 

Mr.  COOPER.  It  is  an  authoriiation 
bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  said  it 
was  an  emergency  bill. 

Mr.  COOPER.  We  do  not  provide  for 
an  emergency  situation  by  postponing 


a  piece  of  proposed  legislation  for  a 
month  It  would  certainly  expedite  the 
matter  if  an  authorization  bill  were 
passed. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  Docs  the  Senator 
think  the  House  committee  will  report 
the  bill  and  that  the  House  will  pass  It? 
Has  the  committee  of  the  House  re- 
ported the  bill  to  the  House? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Some  members  of  the 
appropriate  committee  of  the  House 
have  told  me  that  if  the  Senate  would 
pass  the  bill 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Houise  has  not 
even  held  hearings  on  the  bUl. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  l)elieve  the  Senator 
is  wrong  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  RUSSEI.L.  Has  the  House  com- 
mittee reported  the  bill  to  the  House? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  am  not  certain 
whether  it  has  or  not. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  My  information  Is  It 
has  not. 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  believe  It  has. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Unless  the  Senator 
wishes  to  keep  the  Senate  in  session  for 
3  or  4  weeks  with  the  kind  of  business 
that  is  indicated  now.  we  will  not  be  able 
to  pass  the  bill.  We  could  pass  the  bill, 
and  then  get  an  estimate  and  pass  an 
appropriation  bill,  but  it  would  take  some 
time.  Otherwise,  there  is  no  chance  on 
earth  of  passing  the  bill  to  take  care  of 
what  the  Senator  has  described  as  a  very 
grave  emergency. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  will  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Georgia  that  I 
think  the  measure  is  sufficiently  Impor- 
tant for  us  to  stay  here  and  pass  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  stay  here  and  debate  the  bill,  if  the 
Senator  wishes  to  have  it  taken  up. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  am  glad  to  find  out 
where  the  opposition  comes  from. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  has  been  no 
doubt  about  my  being  opposed  to  the 
bill.  I  have  stated  for  3  days  that  I 
am  opposed  to  the  bill,  and  I  have  ob- 
jected to  the  bill.  If  the  Senator  has 
any  doubt  as  to  where  the  objection  lies 
to  the  bill,  he  has  not  been  on  the  floor 
when  I  made  the  objection,  apparently. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Yes;  I  have  been  on 
the  floor.  I  am  on  the  calendar  com- 
mittee, and  I  have  heard  no  opposition 
to  the  bill. 
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CIVIL  AVIATION  LEGISLATION 
Mr.  BRICKER.     Mr.  President,  on  the 
11th  day  of  January  of  this  year  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada [Mr.  McCarran]  introduced  a  civil- 
aeronautics  bill  in  this  session  to  amend 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938.    The 
bill.  Senate  bill  2647,  was  entirely  his 
work.   We  held  hearings  in  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
for  many  weeks  and  months  on  the  bill. 
Many  witnesses  were  heard,  and  many 
controversial  issues  arose.    There  were 
some  questions  as  to  which  there  was 
agreement,  but  at  the  last  eflort,  after 
a  draft  of  a  report  of  the  comsaittee  had 
been  made,  the  committee  felt  it  should 
not  report    the  bm  at  this   time,  but 
should  use  the  hearings  as  a  foundation 
for  an  act  next  year.    But  the  commit- 
tee did  direct  me.  as  its  chairman,  to 
report  that  fact  to  the  Senate  and  to 
pay  its    commendation  to    the  distiu- 


puished  senior  Senator  from  Nevada  for 
the  great  amount  of  work  he  had  done 
in  the  matter.  He  was  very  desirous 
that  a  report  be  made,  and  the  commit- 
tee also  desired  to  make  a  report,  but 
we  were  not  able  to  get  the  concurrence 
of  a  majority  of  the  committee.  There 
was  prepared,  and  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  it  be  printed  in  the  body  of 
the  Record  at  this  time  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks,  a  statement  on  the  bill, 
and  a  special  commendation  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  for  his  detailed  work 
on  the  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Sknatok  Beickek 

By  specific  direction  of  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  I  comment 
br.cfly  concerning  a  general  review  of  clvU 
aviation  legislation  conducted  this  Bcsslon  by 
your  committee,  and  to  advise  the  Senate  of 
the  great  assistance  rendered  us  In  this 
task  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada. Mr.  McCauun. 

In  my  experience  In  the  Senate,  the  action 
of  a  standing  commltte*;  to  direct  its  chair- 
man to  advise  the  Senate  of  the  valuable  as- 
sistance rendered  to  It  by  another  Senator, 
who  is  not  a  member  of  that  committee,  is 
without  precedent.  But  In  this  Instance!  It 
IS  pectillarly  appropriate  and  weU  deserved. 

On  January  U  of  this  year,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  Introduced  for  the  consid- 
eration of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  a  complete  revision  of  the 
Civil  AeronauUcs  Act  of  1938.  This  bill,  8. 
2647.  was  the  product  of  Senator  McCauan's 
background  and  continuous  study  of  the  de- 
velopments In  aviation  since  the  enactment 
in  1938  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act.  In  my 
opinion.  S.  2647  represented  a  monumental 
p.ece  of  legislative  drafting  which  greatly 
lacllitated  the  committee  during  the  past 
session  In  focusing  on  the  key  Issues  con- 
cerning aviation  which  required  study  and 
review. 

Some  Idea  of  the  magnitude  of  the  task 
can  be  gathered  from  the  fact  that  the  bill 
comprised  177  pages.  It  was  presented  to 
our  committee  by  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada with  no  pride  of  authorship  but  rather 
with  the  express  wish  t.iat  it  be  assessed 
carefully  In  light  of  the  changing  and  ex- 
panding needs  of  the  aviation  Industry  of 
this  country. 

Your  committee  held  extensive  hearings 
on  this  measure  over  a  period  of  4  months 
extending  from  April  6  through  July  22. 
The  senior  Senator  from  Nevada  was  the  first 

Witness  heard  by  the  committee,  and  I  wish 
that  every  Member  of  the  Senate  could  read 
his  statement  given  at  that  time,  for  It  is  a 
niatchless  summary  of  the  progress  of  the 
civil  aviation  Industry  under  enlightened 
congressional  legislation. 

As  he  suggested,  tho  committee  ap- 
proached Senator  McCasians  omnibus  bill 
as  a  working  document,  and  through  the 
months  which  followed  the  opening  of  hear- 
ings found  It  an  Invaluable  vehicle  for  re- 
viewing the  application  ol  Federal  laws  and 
regulations  to  the  air  transport  and  general 
aviation  Industry. 

During  the  session  your  <X)mmlttee.  In  con- 
nection with  Its  conslderaUon  of  the  Mc- 
Carran bill,  received  testimony  from  every 
Government  department  and  agency  inter- 
ested In  aviation  and  from  representatives 
from  every  phase  of  aviation.  The  witnesses 
represented  not  orUy  the  regulated  air  trans- 
port Industry  but  prlvaT-e  flyers,  charter 
operators.  Irregular  carriers,  specialist 
freight  forwarders,  manufacturers.  State  avi- 
ation officials,  bar  associations,  and  airport 
operators.  The  committee  could  not  have 
asked  for  better  cooperation  than  that  which 
u  received  from  these  witnesses. 
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ThU  committee's  hearings  demonstrated 
that  the  original  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of 
1938  is  basically  sound  and  further  demon- 
strated, in  the  opinion  of  your  committee, 
that  commercial  aviation  should  best  con- 
tinue to  develop  as  a  regulated  pubUc  utUlty. 

No  radical  change  In  the  basic  organiza- 
tions of  Government  agencies  concerned  with 
the  aviation  industry  seems  to  have  been 
indicated  by  the  weight  of  the  testimony 
offered  to  our  committee. 

However,  as  Senator  McCarran  himself 
predicted  when  hearings  were  launched,  sev- 
eral serlouB  gaps  In  the  regulatory  scheme 
and  deficiencies  In  the  regulations  were  re- 
vealed. Your  committee  Is  convinced  there 
Is  a  real  need  for  some  amendatory  legis- 
lation. * 

Your  committee  waji  eager  to  report  out  a 
bill  at  this  session  which  would  meet  these 
deficiencies.  Following  the  hearings,  the 
stafT  of  the  committee  made  every  effort  to 
reduce  the  original  S.  2647  and  its  177  pages 
to  an  essential  minima  and  to  Identify  the 
more  Important  and  more  noncontroverslal 
amendments  113  presented  at  the  hearings. 

Senator  McCarran.  In  a  final  appearance 
before  the  committee,  urged  that  a  substi- 
tute bin  be  submitted  to  the  Senate,  express- 
ing the  opinion  it  would  be  of  considerable 
assistance  to  the  next  Congress  and  to  the 
Senate  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
Committee  In  1955  when  the  committee  again 
will  consider  amendatory  legislation  In  the 
aviation  field. 

Accordingly,  a  committee  print  was  pre- 
pared as  a  substitute  bill  containing  many 
01  the  amendments  to  the  Civil  Aeronau- 
tics Act  of  1938  originally  Included  In  S. 
2647. 

At  an  executive  meeting  of  the  committee 
on  August  4.  your  committee  considered  this 
substitute  bill  and  the  members  of  your  com- 
mittee discussed  it  thoroughly  and  endeav- 
ored to  report  out  a  revised  measure.  Un- 
fortunately, so  much  testimony  of  a  substan- 
tive nature  was  offered  during  the  hearings 
that  It  was  an  Impossible  Job  to  dlpest  and 
present  this  material  to  the  Members  for 
proper  consideration  In  the  days  remaining 
before  adjournnoent. 

It  was  at  this  August  4  meeting  that  your 
committee  directed  its  chairman  to  make 
this  statement  to  the  Senate  concerning  the 
assistance  rendered  by  the  senior  Senator 
from  Nevada.  At  the  same  time.  Republican 
and  E>emocratlc  members  of  your  committee 
agreed  unanimously  that  the  committee 
would  be  benefited  in  the  next  Congress  If  a 
report  could  be  prepared  after  adjournment 
to  accompany  the  substitute  bill,  together 
with  a  digest  of  the  voluminous  testimony 
and  the  individual  views  of  those  Senators 
who  attended  the  hearings  during  the 
months'  long  hearings  as  well  as  a  detailed 
staff  analysis  of  the  various  proposals. 

Accordingly.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
permission  to  file  such  a  report  as  a  Senate 
document,  after  the  adjournment  of  the 
Congress. 

In  conclusion  your  committee  wishes  to 
pay  tribute  to  the  distinguished  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  and  to  advise  the  Senate 
that  your  committee  appreciates  the  under- 
standing and  direction  which  he  has  given 
to  Its  efforts  to  rewrite  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Act  of  1938.  and  further,  that  your  committee 
regrets  exceedingly  that  it  could  not  complete 
this  undertaking  during  this  Confess  as  so 
earnestly  desired  by  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada. 


DEFEINSE    DEPARTMENT'S    INVITA- 
TION TO  BID  ON  TANKS 

Mr.  KEl^AUVER.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  discuss  very  briefly  a  matter  of 
importance  in  connection  with  the  de- 
fense of  our  country  insofar  as  the  pro- 
duction of  medium  or  M-48  tanks  is  con- 


cerned. I  particularly  wish  to  Invite  the 
attention  of  the  distinguished  chairman 
and  members  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee. 

Prior  to  a  couple  of  years  ago  our  me- 
dium tanks  were  made  by  four  com- 
panies. General  Motors.  Ford.  Chrysler, 
and  the  American  Locomotive  Co.,  at 
Schenectady,  N.  Y. 

Some  time  ago,  the  American  Locomo- 
tive Co.  and  the  Ford  Co.  discontinued 
building  tanks,  leaving  only  two  com- 
panies making  our  mediimi  tanks.  In- 
cidentally, all  our  light  tanks  are  now 
being  made  by  Greneral  Motors  or  by  one 
of  its  subsidiaries,  and  the  medium  tanks 
are  being  made  by  Chrysler  and  General 
Motors.  Then  the  Defense  Department, 
when  it  had  let  contracts  in  the  amount 
of  $200  million,  gave  the  entire  award  to 
General  Motors,  so  that  all  our  medium, 
heavy,  and  light  tanks  are  now  being 
made  by  General  Motors. 

I  protested  the  action  giving  the  me- 
dium-tank contract  exclusively  to  Gen- 
eral Motors,  pointing  out  that  there 
should  be  2  lines  of  supply,  and  that 
while  General  Motors  had  bid  $18  mil- 
lion less  than  Chrysler's  bid,  actually  the 
Government  would  not  save  any  money 
by  putting  all  its  eggs  into  1  basket. 
I  pointed  out  that  Chrysler  was  low  on 
price,  low  on  overhead,  and  on  labor; 
that  the  only  thing  it  was  high  on  was 
parts,  and  that  was  due  in  part  to  the 
fact  that  it  had  to  buy  many  of  its  parts 
from  General  Motors  or  one  of  Its  sub- 
sidiaries, and  that  General  Motors  sold 
to  its  own  subsidiaries  for  less  than  it 
sold  to  Chrysler. 

I  also  pointed  out  that  instead  of  hav- 
ing 2  lines  of  supply,  they  would  have 
only  1,  and  that  actually  the  Govern- 
ment would  lose  money,  because  it  had 
very  valuable  property  and  machinery 
which  would  have  to  be  put  into  moth- 
balls, and  it  would  cost  more  to  put  it 
in  and  take  it  out  than  would  be  repre- 
sented by  the  diCTerence  between  the 
bids  of  General  Motors  and  Chrysler; 
and  that,  furthermore.  In  the  event  of 
an  attack  it  would  be  a  very  good  thing 
for  the  Defense  Department  to  have  2 
hnes  of  supply. 

But  the  tank  contract  was  given  to 
General  Motors  for  the  medium  taiik, 
and  Chrysler  has  been  in  the  process  of 
mothballing  the  Government's  property, 
which  it  had  for  the  purpose  of  making' 
medium  tanlcs. 

The  Government  has  requested  bids  on 
an  additional  1.800  medium  tanks.  I 
have  received  information  that  in  con- 
sidering the  bids,  those  competing  with 
General  Motors  would  have  to  pay  the 
cost  of  getting  the  Government's  prop- 
erty out  of  mothballs,  where  the  Govern- 
ment had  fallaciously  ordered  it  placed, 
and  this  fact  would  be  considered  in  con- 
nection with  the  bid.  So,  in  order  to 
confirm  the  information  I  had  received,  I 
sent  a  telegram  to  Mr.  A.  S.  Hudson,  the 
head  of  the  Chrysler  Corp.'s  tank  divi- 
sion, and  received  this  telegram  in  reply; 

Detroit.  Mich..  August  19,  1954. 
Senator  Kbtes  KEFAtrvra, 
Senate  Office  Building: 
This  Is  in  reply  to  your  telegram  of  August 
19.  1954.     Tour  understanding  as  expressed 
In   this   telegram    is   correct.     Chrysler   haa 
been  requested  to  quote  separately  on  (a) 
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from  whom  we  conld  get  tanks  atid  other 
items  essential  to  our  own  def  emse  in  a 
war  effort.  j 


price  per  tank,  and  Q))  ocst  far  reestabUah- 

BMnt  of  onr  (Mm  tactUty  and  veadon'  f  aclli- 

.  tJM.     OtarySlar  1mm  mimo  b«en  requeated   to 

fumlab  a  list  of  any  taclllties  nov  motb- 

tMOled  that  we  intend  to  reopen.    If  cost  of 

mo^balMngMd  den^thballtog  are  added  p^y  INCREASES  FOR  GOVERNMENT 

to   tbe   aggregate   price   of  tanks   and   the  TnuroTj-jv-iripa   xn^r- 

■nrard  la  baaed  on  tlie  lowest  total  cost  to  EMPIjOYEES,  ETC. 

tlM  Oovemment  any  firm  except  the  one  in  Mr.   KNOWLAND.     Mr.   Preiident.   I 

active  production  would  he  placed  to  a  ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be 

aertoos  eampeUUTe  diMdvant^.  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Rkcohd  at  this 

A*  '^'Vv>«.  Poi^t  in  my  remarks  the  revised  amend- 
citrytier  corp.  ia&a.t   which   I   introduced    today     and 
I  also  wish  to  read  a  telegram  which  which  is  at  the  desk,  relative  to  the  postal 
I  have  received  from  Mr.  Q.   Clymer  pay  bill;  and  that  there  also  be  printed 
Brooke,  president  of  the  Birdsboro  Steel  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  certain  principal 
Foundry  &  Machine  Co.,  Birdsboro,  Pa.,  features  of  the  new  Federal  employees 
the  producers  of  hulls  and  turrets:  legislation,  other  than  the  pcetal  and 
•Ba3)eBaBo,VA...Augiut  19,1954.  classined  pay  bill,  which  will  be  under 
Hon.  Bbtu  Kxtauvxe,  consideration  tomorrow,  which  includes 
United  states  Senate:  a  brief  explanation  and  the  estimated 
We  have  been  asked  to  bid  on  cast  armor  cost   of   the   group   life   insurance,    the 
bulls  and  turrets  for  1,800  tanks.    We  are  to  modification  of  the  Whitten  amendment, 
bid  a  price  for  the  castings  and  a  separate  the  incentive-awards  program,  the  re- 
price for  placing  standby  faculties  In  pro-  peal  of  the  annual-leave  reduction  re- 

Ings  our  price  probably  cannot  be  competi-  "Grade 

tlve  with  manufacturers  presently  In  pro-     OS-l ;2,  finn 

ductlon.  gs^s - ixa) 

BISPSBOBO    E^TKEL    FOXTODET   &   MACHINE  OS-4 " '"'       3  27:5 

Co-.                                                             -  Q8-5"""III""""""""""r;i;'"""!"I     3.m) 

G.  CI.TMKB  BaotWE.  President.  R^i -- - -     <  ««' 

08-7... 4.  441) 

Mr.  President,  it  is  not  fair  to  place    ^ - ^^  *« 

the  Chrysler  Co.  and  its  subsidiaries  in     as-io'""""!""!""""""" !""    ssno 

the  position  of  having  to  stand  the  cost     gf"}^ -    S  f" 

of  taking  Government  property  out  of  os^b::::::::::::::::::::"":::::::::::::::::  8>1o 

mothballs  in  order  to  make  a  competi-     ^^'* ^"  "*' 

tivebid.    It  was  the  Government's  can-     olli"::::::::::::: Wl'!^ 

oellation  of  the  contracts  which  required     o»-n ,l,'.l   is! 440 

the  property  to  be  put  into  mothballs.     °^'^^ - —     "  '*^ 

It  is  a  very  bad  situation  to  have  only  "(c)   (i)  The  compensation  schedule  for 

one  tank  producer  so  that  there  can-  shall  be  as  follows:                       l 

not  be  any  substantial  competition.     I  "Grade                     ' 

think   the   Armed   Services   Committee  cpc-i                                                       $1  910 

should  insist  that  the  Oovemment  stand  cpc-2lI""""""."I^ir""""'"M.'^^Il    2.  s-n> 

its  own  expense  of  mothballing  its  own     cpc^ "' ' """    2  w 

equipment,  so  as  to  allow  Chrysler,  the  cpc^5'"."l";il"."i;i;i.".":;::";;.:;;"l':'    3," (-74 

American  Loccraotive  Co.,  or  any  other     cpc"? ~  "    '  **' 

oompaiay.  to  bid  competitively  with  Gen-     cpds ':: ~"    J  "SI 

eral  Motors.    It  is  not  a  good  thing  for     S^SiA -     ^  *"" 

the  defense  of  the  country  and  the  pro-  *  *" 

duction  of  materials  to  have   only  one  "(2)    Charwomen  working  part  tttme  shall 

company   In   position   to   manufacture  **  P*^^  **  ^*  rate  of  $2,800  pet  annum, 

tanks.     Competitive  bidding  under  those  *^^  ^^^^  charwomen  working  part  time  at 

circumstances  would  be  impossible     It  *^«  "*•  °'  •^.mo  per  annum." 

i««  A  matter  i>7hi/.h   aM^^,JZIZ\T  i»  ^'^  P*^®  8,  lines  8  and  9,  strike  out  "as 

tlCUlarly  to  the  Armed  Services  Com-  to  receive  basic  compensation  •.  aad  insert, 
mittee.  I  hope  that  committee  WiU  look  "he  shall  receive  a  rate  of  basic  compensa- 
into  the  pi*Oblem,  and  I  hope  the  De-  ^on  at  the  maximum  longevity  rate  of  his 
fense  Department  will  reconsider  the  im-  grade  as  provided  in  this  sectioa.  or  his 
fair  practice  it  is  about  to  InauglurU^  existing  rate,  whichever  is  greater." 
and  remove  the  additional  burden  of  ^^  ^^^  ®'  "'^^^  ^°  and  21,  strike  out  "as 
takine  the  nrnnprtv  ftiif  nf  mntKK«ii.  provided  In  this  section,  he  shall  continue 
^rX^w^  ^^  ,.?!  mothballs.  to  receive  basic  compensation"  and  insert 
It  should  also  be  pointed  out  that  un-  "he  shall  receive  a  rate  of  basic  compensa- 
der  the  renegotiation  of  defense  con-  tion  at  the  maximum  scheduled  rate  of  his 
tracts,  they  are  all  considered  in  the  ag-  Br»<ie  as  provided  in  this  section,  or  his 
gregate.  General  Motors  has  so  many  "i**^8  ""**«'  whichever  is  greater- 
defense  contracts  that  It  may  have  a  an^^^^S  "s'.i'^ir'int  ••''  °"'  "'  ^""'" 
loss  on  some  item  which  will  be  made  up  On  page  10,  une  13,  strike  out  -»i70  per 
through  the  large  profits  it  makes  on  annum",  and  insert  "$100  per  annum." 
other  contracts.  On   page    ll,   line    1,    strike   out    "5"   and 

It  Will  be  very  difficult  In  the  future.    *'^"*  "^'Z^" 

not  only  In  connection  with  tanks,  but  m^Too  ?'            '           °"*  "•^^°"  ^""^ 

in  connection  with  many  other  articles.  On  page  ii.  une  20,  strike  out  •2.I60  •  and 

lor  anyone  to  compete  successfully  with  insert  "$1,440." 

General  Motors.   Tliat  would  be  a  catas-  ^"  P**«  ii-  "°e  22.  strike  out  "$2  400" 

trophe.  I  think,  for  the  competiUve-  »»<»  *n«ert  "$i,680." 

bidding  theory.    It  would  be  a  very  un-  ir^V'^i^J^  l}"^"  ^®'  ^^^"^  °"*  "«3.120"  and 

country  to  have  only  one  tng  company  tose-t  "ei,»80." 


pay  increases,  the  recruitment  at  salaries 
above  the  minimum  of  the  grades,  the  al- 
lowance for  uniforms,  the  abolishment  of 
the  CPC  schedule,  the  increase  in  the 
number  of  "super-grade"  positions,  the 
so-called  fringe  benefits  under  the  leg- 
islation which  has  been  passed,  and 
the  imemployment  compensation  under 
which  the  Federal  employees  have  been 
able  to  enjoy  the  same  benefits  as  those 
in  private  industry,  with  the  estimated 
breakdown  of  the  cost:  Group  life  insur- 
ance, $22  million;  the  fringe  bill,  $70,- 
760,000;  plus  uniform  allowance,  $20 
million,  or  a  total  of  $112,790,000,  exclu- 
sive of  whatever  the  Congress  does  and 
whatever  finally  is  enacted  into  law. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amend- 
ment and  statement  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

On  page  7  beginning  with  line  13,  strike 
out  over  through  line  5  on  page  8,  and  insert 
the  following: 

"(b)  The  compensation  schedule  for  the 
General  Schedule  shall  be  as  follows: 


Per  annum  rates 

$2.  fW 

JZTfX) 

»2.  S40 

$2,920 

$3,000 

$3,080 

2,'J-C) 

3.nio 

3.0!I0 

3,170 

3,210 

3,330 

3.  I.W 

3.210 

3.200 

8.370 

3.  4.V) 

3,  fM} 

3.  .15.S 

3.43.1 

3,51.5 

3.5»1 

$.675 

3,7.15 

a.  7ii 

3,K.V) 

3.  «7.> 

4.  lOlt 

4.225 

4,.\10 

4,  }2:, 

4.  2.V) 

4,  37.'5 

4.500 

4,625 

4.710 

4,  .Vi.^ 

4.  r.sn 

4,77.1 

4,900 

5,02.1 

5,110 

4.92.S 

fi.n.v) 

6,  17.1 

5.300 

6,425 

6.  MO 

fi,  42.') 

6,  .wo 

«,fi75 

fi.»n 

5.025 

6.aio 

6.  Wil 

6.  O.'K) 

6.  175 

6.300 

6.  425 

6,500 

6,  .W) 

6.7S0 

6,9Mn 

7. 1«0 

7.;«o 

7,  ftMt) 

7.  two 

8,0S0 

8.2H0 

8,4«0 

9.(K)0 

9.  2<I0 

9.  «N) 

».fi00 

g.Rno 

1(1.  24<) 

in.  440 

10.640 

10,  H40 

11.040 

ii.4yr) 

11.740 

11.9!« 

12.340 

12.  (•.4<) 

12.  MO 

U.040 

1.}.  240 

13.040 

13.840 

14.040 

14,240 

the  crafts,  protective,  and  custodial  schedule 


Per  annum  rates 

»i.')7n 

$2.o:in 

$2,  090 

$2,150 

$2,210 

$2,270 

2.  .M(() 

2.  tWKl 

2.  73") 

2.H0(I 

2.  S70 

2.940 

2.732 

2.812 

2.H92 

2.B72 

3.ai2 

3,^Xi 

2.930 

3.010 

3,  oyo 

3.  170 

3,2.10 

3,330 

3.  VA 

3.2W 

3,314 

3.3t»t 

3.474 

3.5.14 

3.  3«) 

3.  4»Vt 

3  540 

3,«ao 

3.700 

S.  7H() 

3,700 

3.  MOO 

3.9I«) 

4.000 

4.1(0 

4.200 

4.  12.1 

4.2.10 

4.  .37.1 

4.500 

4.  r>25 

4.7.10 

4.  .12.1 

4.*V1il 

4.  775 

4.  9INI 

6,  025 

8,1.10 

4,  925 

5.  050 

5,175 

5,3fJ0 

5,423 

5.550 

On  page  12.  line  10,  strike  out  "$6,180"  and 
Insert  "$6,060." 

On  page  12,  line  11,  strike  out  "$7,620" 
and  Insert  "$7,560." 

On  page  12,  line  20,  strike  out  "5"  and 
Insert  "S'/j" 

On  page  12.  line  22,  strike  out  "$170  per 
annum"  and  Insert  "$100  per  annum." 

On  page  13.  line  8,  strike  out  "5"  and  insert 
"3"j." 

On   pape    14.   line   8,   strike   out   "5"   and 

Insert  "S'i." 

On  page  14.  line  10,  strike  out  "$170  per 
annum"  and   Insert  "$100  per  annum." 

On  page  14,  line  16,  strike  out  "5"  and 
insert  "314." 

On  page  14.  line  18.  strike  out  "$170"  and 
Insert  "$100." 

On  page  15,  strike  out  lines  10  to  23,  In- 
clusive. 

Renumber  sections  202  to  107.  Inclusive, 
as    sections    201    to   206,    respectively. 

On  page  23.  beginning  with  line  7.  strike 
out  down  through  line  23  on  page  24  and 
Insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  207.  (a)  The  Postmaster  General  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  a  thorough 
Investigation  and  study  of  various  methods 
for  the  classification  of  positions  and  the 
determination  of  salaries  in  the  y  s^al  field 
service  and  all  matters  relating  1  to  (in- 

cluding personnel  and  pay  beneu  and  ad- 
ministration),  in  order  to  provide  a  plan  (to 
be  submitted  by  the  Postmaster  General  to, 


I 


and  to  be  subject  to  review  by.  the  Congress, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
section  and  section  208)  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  uniform.  Integrated,  and  equitable 
classification  and  pay  system  for  all  poet- 
masters,  officers,  employees,  and  positions  In 
the  postal  field  service.  Such  classification 
and  pay  plan  for  the  postal  field  service 
shall  provide  a  method  for  determining  the 
rates  of  basic  compensation  which  post- 
masters, officers,  and  employees  shall  receive 
under  which — 

"(1)  the  principle  of  equal  pay  for  sub- 
stantially equal  work  shall  be  followed:  and 

"(2)  variations  In  rates  of  basic  compen- 
sation paid  to  different  postmasters,  officers, 
and  employees  shall  be  In  proportion  to  sub- 
stantial differences  In  the  difficulty,  respon- 
sibility, and  quallfica-lon  requirements  of 
the  work  performed  and  to  the  contributions 
of  postmasters,  officers,  and  employees  to 
efficiency  and  economy  in  the  postal  field 
service. 

Such  plan  shall  contain  compensation 
schedules  which  set  forth  the  varloiis  grades 
to  which  positions  in  tlie  postal  field  service 
are  to  be  allocated  and  provide  the  rates  of 
basic  compensation,  ami  the  ranges  of  such 
rates,  which  are  to  be  applicable  to  such 
grades.  Such  plan  also  shall  contain  provi- 
sions which — 

•■(A)  grant  to  personnel  In  the  postal  field 
service  the  right  to  obtain  appropriate  re- 
view by  the  Civil  Service  Commission  of  all 
classifications  of  their  positions; 

■(B)  prohibit  reductions  In  the  rates  of 
basic  compensation  of  personnel  on  the  rolls 
on  the  date  such  plan  (or  any  part  thereof) 
becomes  operative,  by  reason  of  the  institu- 
tion and  operation  of  such  plan  (or  any  part 
thereof ) ; 

"(C)  prohibit  reductions  in  rates  of  basic 
compensation  of  any  personnel,  by  reason  of 
any  classification  actions  taken  at  any  time 
under  authority  of  such  plan  with  respect  to 
the  positions  occupied  by  such  personnel,  so 
long  as  such  personnel  remain  In  the  same 
positions  and  are  assigned  to  perform  and  do 
perform  work  of  the  same  level  of  difficulty, 
responsibility,  and  qualification  require- 
ments as  the  work  which  they  are  performing 
In  such  positions;  and 

"(D)  preserve  for  personnel  In  the  postal 
field  service  on  the  rolls  on  the  date  such 
plan  (or  any  part  thereof)  t>ecr>mes  operative 
the  Increases  In  rates  or  basic  compensation 
provided  by  this  act. 

Such  plan  also  may  contain  provisions  and 
proposals  consistent  with  the  purposes  of 
this  section  as  the  Postmaster  General  deems 
advisable  in  the  light  of  the  need  of  the 
Post  Office  Depwu-tment,  the  best  Interest 
Of  personnel  In  the  postal  field  service,  and 
the  public  Interest. 

(b)  In  the  light  of  and  pursuant  to  the 
Investigation  and  study  made  under  subsec- 
tion (a)  and  in  accordance  with  the  pur- 
poses of  such  subsection,  the  Postmaster 
General  shall  transmit  to  the  Congress,  on 
or  before  March  15.  1956.  a  classification  and 
pay  plan  for  the  postal  field  service.  Such 
plan  shall  be  prepared  with  due  regard  for 
the  legislative  forms  and  procedures  of  the 
Ccgress  and  shall  be  accompanied  by  an 
appropriate  written  explanation  of  the  pro- 
visions, objects,  purposes,  and  effects  thereof. 
The  delivery  of  such  plan  and  explanation 
thereof  shall  be  made  to  both  Hoxises  on 
the  same  day. 

"(c)  Except  as  may  be  otherwise  provided 
pursuant  to  subsection  (e)  of  this  section, 
the  provisions  of  such  classification  and  pay 
plan  for  the  postal  field  service  shall  take 
effect  upon  the  expiration  of  the  first  period 
of  60  calendar  days  of  continuous  session  of 
the  Congress,  following  the  date  on  which 
such  plan  Is  transmitted  to  the  Congress;  but 
only  if.  between  the  date  of  transmittal  and 
the  expiration  of  such  period  of  60  days  there 
hns  not  been  passed  by  either  of  the  two 
Houses,  by  affirmative  vote  of  a  majority  a 
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quorum  being  present,  a  resolution  stating 
In  substance  that  that  House  does  not  favor 
such  plan. 

"(d)  For  the  purposes  of  subsection  (c) 
of  this  section— 

(1)  continuity  of  session  shaU  be  con- 
sidered as  broken  only  by  an  adjournment 
of  the  Congress  sine  die;  but 

"(2)  In  the  computation  of  the  eo-day 
period,  there  shall  be  excluded  the  days  on 
which  either  House  Is  not  In  session  because 
of  an  adjournment  of  more  than  3  days  to  a 
day  certain. 

"(e)  Any  provision  of  the  plan  may,  under 
provisions  contained  In  the  plan,  be  made 
operative  at  a  time  later  than  the  date  on 
which  the  plan  shall  otherwise  take  effect. 

"(f)  If  such  classification  and  pay  plan  be- 
comes eff*!ctlve,  such  plan  shall  be  printed 
In  the  Statutes  at  Large  In  the  same  volume 
as  the  public  laws  and  shall  be  printed  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

"(g)  Any  increase  In  rate  of  basic  compen- 
sation by  reason  of  the  Institution  and  oper- 
ation of  such  classification  and  pay  plan 
for  the  postal  field  service  shall  not  be  con- 
sidered as  an  equivalent  increase  in  com- 
pensation within  the  meaning  of  section  701 
Of  the  ClBMiflcaUon  Act  of  1949,  as  amended. 
In  the  case  of  postmasters,  officers,  and  em- 
ployees In  the  postal  field  service  who  trans- 
fer or  are  transferred  to  positions  within  the 
ptirvlew  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended. 

"Sec  208.  (a)  ThU  section  U  enacted  by 
the  Congress: 

"(1)  As  an  exercise  of  the  rulemaking 
power  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Repre- 
senutives,  respectively,  and  as  such  it  shall 
be  considered  as  part  of  the  rules  of  each 
House,  respectively,  but  applicable  only  with 
respect  to  the  procedure  to  be  followed  in 
such  House  in  the  case  of  resolutions  (as  de- 
fined in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section);  and 
such  rules  shall  supersede  other  rules  only 
to  the  extent  that  they  are  inconsistent 
therewith;  and 

"(2)  With  full  recognition  of  the  constitu- 
tional right  of  either  House  to  change  such 
rules  (so  far  as  relating  to  the  procedure  in 
such  House)  at  any  time,  in  the  same  man- 
ner and  to  the  same  extent  as  In  the  case  of 
any  other  rule  of  such  House. 

"(b)  As  used  in  this  section  and  section 
207,  the  term  'resolution'  means  only  a  reso- 
lution of  either  of  the  two  Houses  of  Con- 
gress, the  matter  after  the  resolving  clause 

of  which  is  as  follows:   "That  the 

does  not  favor  the  posUl  field  service  classi- 
fication and  pay  plan  transmitted  to  Con- 
gress by  the  Postmaster  General.',  the  blank 
space  therein  being  filled  with  the  name  of 
the  resolving  House. 

"(c)  All  resolutions  with  respect  to  the 
postal  field  service  classification  and  pay 
plan  shall  be  referred,  by  the  President  of 
the  Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  only  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  of  the  Senate 
or  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  as 
the  case  may  be. 

"(d)  If  the  committee  to  which  has  been 
referred  a  resolution  with  respect  to  such 
postal  field  service  classification  and  pay  plan 
has  not  reported  such  resolution  before  the 
expiration  of  10  calendar  days  after  its  In- 
troduction, it  shall  then  (but  not  before)  be 
in  order  to  move  either  to  discharge  the  com- 
mittee from  fm-ther  consideration  of  such 
resolution,  or  to  discharge  the  committee 
from  further  consideration  of  any  other  reso- 
lution with  respect  to  such  postal  field  serv- 
ice classification  and  pay  plan  which  has 
been  referred  to  the  committee. 

"(e)  Such  motion  may  be  made  only  by  a 
person  favoring  the  resolution,  shall  be  high- 
ly privileged  (except  that  It  may  not  be  made 
after  the  committee  has  reported  a  resolution 
with  respect  to  the  plan) .  an<l  debate  thereon 
shall  be  limited  to  not  to  exceed  1  hoiir.  to 
be  equally  divided  between  those  favcM-lng 


and  those  opposing  the  resolution.  Ko 
amendment  to  such  motion  shjjl  be  In  order. 
and  It  shaU  not  be  in  order  to  move  to  re- 
consider the  vote  by  which  such  motkm  la 
agreed  to  or  disagreed  to. 

"(f)  If  the  motion  to  discharge  Is  agreed 
to  or  disagreed  to,  such  motion  may  not  be 
renewed,  nor  lyay  another  motion  to  dis- 
charge the  committee  be  made  with  respect 
to  any  other  resolution  with  respect  to  the 
plan. 

"(g)  When  the  committee  has  reported^  or 
has  been  discharged  from  further  consldera-'. 
tlon  of  a  resolution  with  respect  to  the  plan. 
It  shall  at  any  time  thereafter  be  in  order 
(even  though  a  i»-evlous  motion  to  the  same 
effect  has  been  disagreed  to)  to  move  to 
proceed  U)  the  consideration  of  such  resolu- 
tion. Sudh  motioa  shaU  be  highly  prlvUeged 
and  shall  not  be  debatable.  No  amendment 
to  such  motion  shall  be  In  order  and  It  shall 
not  be  in  order  to  move  to  reconsider  thm 
vote  by  which  such  motion  Is  agreed  to  or 
disagreed  to. 

"(h)  Debate  on  the  resolution  «haii  be 
limited  to  not  to  exceed  10  h«urs.  which 
shall  be  equaUy  divided  between  thOM  fa- 
voring and  those  opposing  the  reaolutlon.  A 
motion  further  to  limit  debate  shall  not 
bo  debatable.  No  amendment  to,  or  motion 
to  recommit,  the  resolution  shall  be  in-order, 
and  it  shall  not  be  In  order  to  move  to  re- 
consider the  vote  bf  which  the  resolution 
Is  agreed  to  or  disagreed  to. 

"(i)  All  motions  to  postpone,  made  with 
respect  to  the  discharge  from  committee,  or 
the  consideration  of,  a  resolution  with  re- 
spect to  the  plan,  and  all  motions  to  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  other  business,  shall 
be  decided  without  debate. 

"(J)  All  appeals  from  the  decisions  of  the 
Chair  relating  to  the  application  of  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  or  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, as  the  case  may  be,  to  the  pro- 
cedure relating  to  a  resolution  with  req>ect 
to  the  plan  shall  be  decided  without  debate. 

"Sbc.  209.  In  the  exercise  of  the  authority 
granted  by  section  81  of  title  2  of  the  Canal 
Zone  Code,  as  amended,  the  Governor  of  the 
Canal  Zone  is  authorized  to  adopt  the  postal 
field  service  classification  and  pay  plan,  or 
any  part  thereof,  made  operative  pursuant 
to  sections  207  and  208  of  this  Act.  as  of 
the  date  or  dates  such  plan,  or  any  part 
thereof,  becomes  operative,  for  postal  em- 
ployees of  the  Canal  Zone  Government.  The 
Postmaster  General '^all  make  available  to 
the  Governor  of  the  Canal  Zone  copies  of 
such  matter  relating  to  such  plan  as  may  be 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this 
section.  Including  descriptions  of  positions 
and  rates  of  compensation  provided  for 
therein." 

On  page  24,  beginning  with  line  24.  strike 
out  over  through  line  2  on  page  25. 

On  page  25,  line  4.  strike  out  "206"  and 
Insert  "205,  207." 

On  page  25,  line  6,  strike  out  "202.  204. 
and  205"  and  Insert  "^01.  203.  and  204." 

On  page  25,  line  0,  strike  out  "Sections 
203  and  209"  and  Insert  "Sections  202  and 
210." 

On  page  25,  line  12,  strike  out  "20T'  and 
insei-t  "206". 

On  page  25,  after  line  15,  insert  the  foU 
lowing: 

"TrrLE  m— PosTAt  Rates 

"rnWT-CLABS  MAn. 

"Sec.  801.  (a)  The  rates  of  postage  on 
mail  matter  of  the  first  class  (other  than 
postal  cards  and  private  midllng  or  post 
cards)  shall  be  as  follows: 

"(i)  4  cents  for  the  first  ounce  or  frac- 
tion thereof,  and  3  cents  for  each  additional 
ounce  or  fraction  thereof,  when  mailed  for 
delivery  at  any  destination  other  than  the 
office  of  mailing; 

"(2)  3  cents  for  each  ounce  or  fraction 
thereof,  when  mailed  for  local  deliv^y  st 
the  office  of  mailing,  except  as  prescribed  ta 
paragraph  (3)  of  this  subtecUon;  and 
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"(3)  9  oentB  far  each  ounce  or  fraction 
tbereof,  wben  mailed  for  local  delivery  at 
post  offloei  where  free  delivery  by  carrier  Is 
not  established  and  when  the  matter  Is  not 
collected  or  delivered  by  rural  or  star  route 
carriers. 

"(b)  Ih  the  case  of  first-class  matter  mailed 
without  prepajrment  of  any  postage  or  with- 
out prepayment  of  the  full  amount  of  post- 
age due,  the  Postmaster  General  is  author- 
ized to  prescribe  by  regulation  the  condi- 
tions under  wblch  such  matter  shall  be  de- 
livered to  the  addressee  or  returned  to  the 
sender.  The  conditions  so  prescribed  shall 
be  stated  In  such  manner  as  to  permit  de- 
livery of  such  mall  to  the  addressee  whenever 
It  is  practicable  to  do  so  consistent  with  the 
collection  of  the  charges  prescribed  In  ac-  - 
cordance  with  subsection  (c)  of  this  section. 

"(c)  The  Postmaster  General  is  authorized 
to  prescribe  by  regulation  from  time  to  time 
the  charges  to  be  collected  on  delivery  in  the 
case  of  any  matter  of  the  first  class  mailed 
without  prepayment  of  any  postage  or  with- 
out prepayment  of  the  full  amount  of  post- 
age due.  In  determining  such  charges,  the 
Postmaster  General  shall  take  into  consider- 
ation the  postage  actually  due,  and,  to  the 
extent  practicable,  the  additional  exptense 
incurred  by  reason  of  the  fallvire  to  pay  the 
applicable  postage  and  the  desirability  of 
minimizing  the  incidence  of  such  mailings. 

\(6)  Regulations  Issued  by  the  Postmaster 
General  under  subsections  (b)  and  (c)  shall, 
to  the  extent  prescribed  therein,  supersede 
existing  laws,  regulations,  and  orders  govern- 
ing the  subject  matter  covered  thereby. 

"(e)  Section  12  (a)  of  the  act  of  October 

30.  lOSl  (39  n.  S.  C.  sec.  246f  (a) ) ,  Is  amended 
by  inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end 
thereof  a  semicolon  and  the  following: 

"■(9)  for  returning  undeliverable  letters 
and  parcels  of  the  first  class  from  the  dead- 
letter  office  to  the  senders.' " 

"becx}kd-class  icAn. 

"Skc.  302.  (a)  Section  2  (a)  of  the  act  of 
Octobe  30,  1951  (39  U.  S.  C,  sec.  289a),  Is 
amended  by  striking  out  the  word  'and' 
Immediately  following  'April  1,  1953,'  and  by 
Inserting  before  the  colon  immediately  fol- 
lowing 'April  1,  1954'  a  conuua  and  the  fol- 
lowing: '(4)  by  an  additional  10  percent, 
based  on  rates  now  in  force,  beginning  on 
April  1. 1955,  (6)  by  an  additional  10  percent, 
based  on  rates  now  in  force,  beginning  on 
April  1,  1966,  and  (6)  by  an  additional  10 
percent,  based  on  rates  now  in  force,  begin- 
ning on  April  1,  1957.'  The  term  'rates  now 
In  force,'  as  used  In  the  amendments  made 
by  this  subsection  to  section  2  (a)  of  such 
act  of  October  30.  1951,  means  the  rates  in 
force  Immediately  prior  to  April  1,  1952. 

"(b)  The  rates  increased  by  subsection  (a) 
of  this  section  shall  be  subject  to  a  mini- 
mum charge  of  one-fourth  of  1  cent  com- 
puted on  each  Individually  addressed  copy 
or  package  of  unaddressed  copies. 

"(c)  The  rates  of  postage  on  copies  of 
publications  having  second-class  entry 
mailed  by  others  than  the  publishers  or  au- 
thorized news  agents,  sample  copies  mailed 
by  the  publishers  In  excess  of  the  10  percent 
allowance  entitled  to  be  sent  at  the  pound 
rates,  and  copies  mailed  by  the  publishers 
to  persons  who  may  not  be  Included  In  the 
required  legitimate  list  of  subscribers,  shall 
be.  In  the  case  of  publications  weighing  8 
ounces  or  less,  the  applicable  rates  now  or 
hereafter  prescribed  by  law  on  third-class 
matter,  and.  in  the  case  of  publications 
weighing  In  excess  of  8  ounces,  the  applicable 
rates  now  or  hereafter  prescribed  or  au- 
thorized by  law  on  fourth-class  matter. 

"THiaD-CLASS  MAIL 

"Skc.  303.  (a)  The  rates  of  postage  on 
third-class  matter  shall  be  3  cents  for  the 
first  2  ounces  or  fraction  thereof,  and  IVi 
cents  for  each  additional  ounce  or  fraction 
thereof  up  to  and  Including  8  ounces  in 
weight,   except   that   on   matter   mailed   by 


religious,  educational,  scientific,  yhllan- 
throplc.  agricultural,  labor,  veteraas',  or 
fraternal  organizations  or  associations,  not 
organized  for  profit  and  none  of  the  net  in- 
come of  which  inures  to  the  benefit  of  any 
private  stockholder  or  individual,  the  rates 
shall  be  as  follows: 

"(1)  IVi  cents  for  each  2  ounces  or  frac- 
tion thereof  on  books  and  catalogs  of  24  pages 
or  more,  seeds,  cuttings,  bulbs,  roots,  scions, 
and  plants  not  exceeding  8  ounces  in  Weight; 
and 

"(2)  2  cents  for  the  first  2  ounces  or  frac- 
tion thereof,  and  1  cent  lor  each  additional 
ounce  or  fraction  thereof,  on  all  other  third- 
class  matter. 

"(b)  Upon  pajmient  of  a  fee  of  $50  for 
each  calendar  year  or  of  $15  for  each  quarter 
Of  a  calendar  year  and  under  such  regula- 
tions as  the  Postmaster  General  may  pre- 
scribe for  the  collection  of  postage  and  for 
facilitating  the  handling  of  such  matter  In 
the  mails,  separately  addressed  Identical 
pieces  of  third-class  matter  In  quantities  of 
not  less  than  20  pounds,  or  of  not  leas  than 
200  pieces,  may  be  mailed  at  pound  rates  of 
postage  applicable  to  the  entire  bulk  mailed 
at  one  time.  The  rate  of  postage  on  third- 
class  matter  mailed  in  bulk  under  this  sub- 
section shall  be  16  cents  for  each  pound  or 
fraction  thereof  with  a  minimum  charge  per 
piece  of  l'/2  cents,  except  that  in  the  case  of 
books  and  catalogs  of  24  pages  or  more,  seeds, 
cuttings,  bulbs,  roots,  scions,  and  plants  the 
rate  shall  be  10  cents  for  each  pound  or  frac- 
tion thereof  with  a  minimum  charge  per 
piece  of  IV2   cents.     The  rate  of  postfige  on 

third-class  matter  mailed  in  bulk  under  this 
subsection  but  without  individual  addresses 
for  delivery  under  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Postmaster  General  shall  be  subject  to  a 
minimum  charge  per  piece  of  2  cents.  The 
rates  of  postage  prescribed  by  this  subsec- 
tion shall  not  apply  with  respect  to  matter 
mailed  by  religious,  educational,  sclentiflc, 
philanthropic,  agricultural,  labor,  veterans'. 
or  fraternal  organizations  or  associations,  not 
organized  for  profit  and  none  of  the  net  In- 
come of  which  Inures  to  the  benefit  of  any 
private  stockholder  or  Individual,  attd  the 
existing  rates  of  postage  shall  continue  to 
apply  with  respect  to  such  matter. 

"(c)  Pieces  or  packages  of  third-class  mall 
of  such  size  or  form  as  to  prevent  ready  facing 
and  tying  In  bundles  and  requiring  individ- 
ual distributing  throughout  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  a  minimum  charge  of  5  cents  each. 

"CONTROLLED  CIRCULATION  PUBLICATIONS 

"Sec.  304.  The  rate  of  postage  on  the  pub- 
lications defined  In  section  203  of  the  act  of 
July  3,  1948  (39  U.  S.  C,  sec.  291b),  when 
mailed  by  the  publisher  and  regardless  of  the 
weight  of  individual  copies,  shall  be  11  cents 
for  each  pound  or  fraction  thereof,  consputed 
on  the  entire  bulk  mailed  at  one  time,  but 
not  less  than  IVi  cents  per  piece,  which  rate 
shall  remain  in  effect  until  otherwise  pro- 
vided by  Congress:  Provided.  That  the  rate 
of  postage  on  copies  of  such  publications 
when  mailed  by  other  than  the  publishers,  or 
When  forwarded  to  the  addressee  or  returned 
to  the  sender,  shall  be  3  cents  for  the  first  2 
ounces  and  I14  cents  for  each  additional 
ounce. 

"DOMESTIC  AIR  MAIL  I 

"Sec.  305.  The  rate  of  postage  on  domestic 
air  mall  as  defined  In  section  2  of  the  act  of 
August  14,  1946  (39  U.  S.  C.  sec.  462a). 
weighing  8  ounces  or  less  (except  postal  cards 
and  private  mailing  or  post  cards)  shall  be 
7  cents  for  each  ounce  or  fraction  thereof. 

"DETERMINATION  OF  CLASS  OF  POST  OFFICE  AND 
COMPENSATION  OF  POSTMASTER  AND  CERTAIN 
EMPLOYEES 

"Sec.  306.  (a)  On  and  after  January  1. 
1955,  85  percent  of  the  gross  postal  receipts 
Of  all  classes  of  post  offices  shall  be  counted 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  the  class  of 
the  post  office  or  the  compensation  or  allow- 
ances   of    postmasters    or    other    emiJloyees 


whose  compensation  or  allowances  are  based 
on  the  annual  receipts  of  such  offices. 
Nothing  contained  in  this  subsection  shall 
operate  to  decrease  the  compensation  or  al- 
lowances In  effect  on  the  effective  date  of 
this  subsection  for  postmasters  and  other 
employees  in  the  postal  field  service  on  such 
date  whose  compensation  or  allorwances  are 
based  upon  the  annual  receipts  Of  such  of- 
fices. 

"(b)  In  the  case  of  the  post  offlte  at  Wash- 
Ingttin.  District  of  Columbia,  the  Postmas- 
ter General  may,  in  his  di.<;creticn,  add  to 
the  gross  receipts  of  such  office  oounted  for 
the  purposes  of  subsection  la)  of  this  sec- 
tk)n  not  to  exceed  75  percent  of  such  gross 
receipts. 

"(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law,  the  salaries  of  postmasters  at  fourth- 
class  post  offices,  as  fixed  by  law,  shall  be 
deemed  and  taken  to  be  full  compensation 
for  the  clerical  labor  In  the  issuance  of 
money  orders  at  such  offices. 

"REPEAL    or    EXISTING    PROVISIONS   OF    LAW 

"Sec  307.  (a)  The  following  provisions  of 
law  are  hereby  repealed: 

"(1)  Section  202  (a)  (4)  of  the  act  of 
February  28.  1925.  as  amended  bv  section 
4  of  the  act  of  May  29.  1928  (3B  U.  S.  C. 
sec    283  I  : 

■•(2)  Section  204  of  the  act  of  February 
28,  1925  (39  U.  S   C,  sec.  288); 

"(3 1  Section  2  (d)  of  the  act  of  October 
30.    1951     (39"  U.    S.    C,    sec.    289a    (d)). 

"(b)  All  laws  or  parts  of  laws  inconsistent 
with  this  act  are  hereby  rep)ealed  or  modi- 
fied to  the  extent  of  such  inconsistency. 

"application  TO  CtTAM 

"Sec  3C8  This  title  shall  have  the  same 
force  and  effect  within  Guam  as  within  other 
possessions  of  the  United  States.! 

"EFFECTIVE   D^TES 

"Sec  309.  This  title  shall  take  effect  on 
January  1.  19^5.  except  that  .•section  302  (a) 
and  (b;   shall  take  effect  on  April  1.  1955. 

Principal  FEATtiRES  or  Nrw  Pederai  Employee 
Legislation 

CROtrP    LTFE    INSrrRANCE COST    TO    GOVERNMENT, 

S22     MILLION 

On  a  voluntary  basis,  Federal  employees 
are  eligible  for  Insurance  coverage  in 
amounts  based  upon  their  annual  salaries 
carried  to  the  nearest  upper  thousand.  Em- 
ployees will  pay  25  cents  per  $1,000  of  in- 
surance every  biweekly  pay  period:  the  Gov- 
ernment will  contribute  an  amount  equal 
to  one-half  of  the  employee  payment.  The 
law  provides  double-indemnity  payment  In 
case  of  accidental  death  and  payment  to  em- 
ployees for  loss  of  sleht  or  limb.  No  medical 
examination  is  required.  Employees  who 
leave  the  service  may  convert  tbeir  insur- 
ance at  standard  rates  without  physical  ex- 
amination. Insurance  will  be  free  for  em- 
ployees who  retire  on  immediate  annuity 
after  at  least  15  years'  service,  aad  for  em- 
ployees retired  for  disability.  Employees  will 
pay  no  premiums  after  they  reach  age  65. 
but  life-insurance  protection  will  be  pro- 
vided after  that  age.  Beginning  at  a^e  65 
the  amount  of  life  insurance  is  reduced  at 
the  rate  of  2  percent  a  m-onth.  but  the  re- 
duction does  not  exceed  75  percent  of  the 
face  amount. 

MODIFICATION     OF     THE     WHITTEN     AMENDMENT 

Restrictions  on  permanent  promotions  and 
on  permanent  reinstatements  of  former  ca- 
reer employees  have  been  removed.  The 
statutory  limit  on  the  number  of  permanent 
employees  in  the  executive  braoch  is  in- 
crea.sed  10  percent  above  the  cellirig  of  Ssp- 
tember  1.  1950.  These  modifications  will 
permit  the  Civil  Service  Commission  to  pro- 
ceed with  its  new  career  conditional  appoint- 
ment system  and  to  convert  many  thousands 
of  present  indefinite  employees ,  to  career 
status. 
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Civil  Service  Oommlsslon  Is  responsible  for  Kttra  pay  for  special  groups:  anployees      I  shall  always  be  grateful  tO  the  minority 

administration  of   the  oomblnad  program,  with  long  tours  of  standby  duty  (such  as  fire-     leader  for  that  fine  tribute  even  a*  T  «m 

Agencies   may   make   awards   up   to   »6,000.  Agbters)    may  be  paid  up  to  25  percent  of      grateful    to    all    mv    dis««^,i«h»H  \^ 

In   cases   of   highly   exceptional   suggestions.  their  annual  base  pay  rates  Instead  of  hourly       hTo  j^i«  «,v^  iL.^  ^^          C^S^T^^.    **°*" 

inventions,     or     superior     accomplishments,  rates   of   overtime,   night,   and   holiday   pay.      ^^»»"es  wno  paid  me  such  tributes  today. 

Individual  awards  may  be  as  much  as  $25,000  Employees  whose  duties  require  substantial         ^^^  °^^  nope  that  as  the  years  go  on 

with  approval  of  the  Civil  Service  Commls-  wnounts  of  unscheduled  overtime  which  can-     ^  *^*^  ^  worthy  of  those  tributes.    It 

slon.  not  be  administratively  controlled  (such  as      will   be   my   supreme   effort   throughout 

arpsAL  OF  ANNT7AI.  1.KAVK  BBJucTioi*  investigstors  of  criminal  activities)  may  re-     the  remainder  of  my  life  to  Justify  them 

KXQinsEicxztT  celve  additional  annual  pay  up  to  15  percent       in  every  resjject. 

Employees  will  no  longer  be  required  to  °'r«Twv  Z^\     .1            , « w       .               ^  thank  my  dear  friend  from  Texaa, 

reducJ  accumulation,  of  leave  in  excS  o?  at  toe'overtim J  rst^TnT^n^^  ?  ^""^  ^"^     ^°^  ^  ^^*"  ^^^^3^  rcAember  him  as  oS 

30  days.     They  may  malnUln  the  amount  of  %%  °If,^^^  Sr  oveS^^me^orkoJ^/nfTf      °^  ^^«  ^"^^^^^  influences  of  my  life  to 

leave  they  carried  over  at  the  beginning  of  nu  d!fv^  offor^ft^r  hIt^f^„T  kL               ,           P"Wic  office.                                             /  *"«=  m 

the  1964  l«.ve  year.     'T^  law  ^^  pro^de.  ^l^y^"^^^.  °^  "'**'  *^*^^^  ^^^^  *  ««^^           Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.      Mr    Pr«i- 

SS:TCp-7umS5^trr''thj:^pTo7ee'^  ^^  -'  ''^'^    ^  '^'-^^  '^-^--^  «'     dent.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  hia  graciouB 

ScumuS  and  ?^nr*nniiS  i^S   SI  ^]'''^  °°  '""^  •^^'^^^«'  »P«^^  °^*  8«>"°<»     ^^'^  generous  statement, 

provision  is  retroactive  to  September  1  1953  ^^  .    ^  scheduling  work  of  employees  by                         -^— ^— ^^ 

a^ti^uiifci  1.  iwoo.  agencies  within  standard  tour-of-duty  pat- 

EXTCNSiON    or    LONGBvrrr    PAT    DfCKXAsn    TO  terns   generally   found    in    private   Industry.      SENATOR    EE>WIN    C     JOHNSON     OIP 

cBAOis    cs-n    TKBotJGH    OS-IS— COST,     $1.-  The  Statement  makes  cleap  that  agencies  Can                                       <-OTr^T*Anr» 

'ooooo  make  exceptions   to   these   requirements   In                                    «-^iAJiVAUO 

Longevity  salary-Btep  Incretaes  are  author-  *^o»«  Inrtancee  where  they  will  be  seriously        ^'  HENDRICKSON.    Mr.  Presideilt, 

Ized  for  employees  in  grades  OS-ll  through  handicapped  or  where  costs  wlU  be  subsUn-     In  a  deliberative  body  so  distinguished 

OS-15.     Previously  only  employees  in  Grade  tlaUy  Increased.                                                             as  is  the  Senate  of  the  United  States    I 

ft^\ncreL^™  ^"^.S'^*^   ,  ^^8*^*^  Tm«.Pix,TMnrr  cohp«,satio,»                  Imow  of  no  greater  satisfaction  that  c^ 

haTe  C:^n^,S:'«^^\*lS^ri^e'fo?  Unemployment      compensation      benefits,      %°^^   ^  one   of   its   Members   than  the 

an  aggregate  of  at  least  lobars  and  who  ■^"*'  *°  ^^°^^  enjoyed  by  workers  In  private     oe^p  and  poignant  feeUng  with  Which  I 

have  continuously  served  the  last  3  years  at  ^^^^^^^^y-  ^a^e  b««n  provided  for  Federal  em-     nse  tonight  tO  pay  tribute  to  my  COl- 

the  maximum  of  their  present  grade.     Three  P*°y*««  ^°'  '^«  ^"^  t^™*-                                             league,  EowiN  C.  JOHNSON,  of  Colorado, 

such  increases  can  be  earned.  cost  summary                                    who  some  months  ago   announced  that' 

aECKtnxMxwT  AT  BAiJtKTxa  ABovx  THE  icmucTTM     Qroup  life $22. 000, 000     *^®  would  not  run  for  another  term,  and 

OF  THx  GtAos  Fringe  bill 70,760,000    ^^^^  ^*  planned  to  retire  at  the  end  <rf 

When   employment   condition*    make    It    ***"•  uniforms 20, 000. IXX)     this  session.  ., 

necessary,  the  Civil  Service  Commission  may  Perhaps    more    than    anyone    In    this 

authorize  appointments  to  hard-to-flii  types  Total 112,760,000      Chamber.  I  have  a  really  pertlnmt  rea- 

of  Jobs  at  salary  rates  above  the  minimum  of  ___^^^^_^^_                                son  for   taking   occasion   tO   express  my 

the  pay  grade  prescribed  by  the  Classification  regard  for  the  superior  qualities  Of  this 

.,,«».« SENATOR   ROBERT  C.   HENDRICK-    eminent  gentleman  and  legislator. 

«mn.o,tlI:     H                 T?!"!*"  SON.  OP  NEW  JERSEY                       I  say  pertinent  because  I.  too.  made 

for^-^S^e''?o°b"»LrrS:id^a:^^i  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.     Mr.  Presl-     ^oi'Vr^SS.   what^^^^S^^^f  ^' 

allowance  up  to  $100  a  year  for  purchase  dent.  I  was  not  on  the  floor  earUer  this     SSint  i^JrSl  ™  «?^^i^     ''?™^f 

of  uniforms.  If  Congress  appropriates  funds  evening   when  some  of  mv  coUeairues     °^^^^  ^^^^  ^«  ^ays  in  announcing  his 

for  thU  purpose-possibly  $20  i^Ulon.  l^^^  our  gocS^SLnd  tSf  jlSoflS^     ^'^'?'  ^^^  "  ^^  »  ^^^e  he  found 

ABo.ts„Mx.T  or^r^^j^^^-^,  ator  from  New  Jersey   [Mr.  H«i«xck.     ^^^^'ult.  Tnd'Sd.  not  only  because  the 

The     Crafts,     Protective,     and     Custodial  When  I  say  "our  KOOd  friend  "  I  mean      ?««>?^"o°s  o^,"»is  Chamber,  the  respect 

(CPC)   schedule  of  the  Classification  Act  1.  exZtS^Ui^be^^B^vil^Ti     l"!  ^^\?  ^"^^"^  J^ifSOK  is  held  by  aU 

abolUhed,  and  most  of  the  employee,  now  TfrifSd^  mn^^inSfv  m»n    t^^^     ^^  colleagues  here,  by  his  constituents. 

in  It  wii:  be  placed  under  the  wa^  liard  sys-  fwi,  °?^Lf  t^'r,?  f       ^        ^:^^  ^^    especially  by  his  poUtical  opponents,  but 

tern  and  paid  on  the  basu  of  local  prevailing  ?*^^*  ^«  *",  ^»°3  ^°^  *  neighbor.     He     difficult  also  because  of  the  tremendous 

wage  rates   (which  usually  are  signiflcantiy  isalso  an  able  and  courageous  man— one     need  for  the  solid  and  discemlne  lead- 

nT^t.n=?srsSu^,^ssr.sir  ^J^^T.^ir'^,vs^'^^^^s-.  ;rLn?e\^MH?S 

Will  gain  slightly.    The  changes  wiu  eiimi-  ^,„i^  t^fc.™  t^  ™f  r,     hV       °^^^-         But   there  are   transcendent  consid- 

nate  present  pay  inequities  and  put  Govern-  V^^^  ^  ^^°ZJ^       f  ^  different  men      erations.  and  the  dictete  of  one's  family. 

ment  in  a  better  competitive  position  in  re-  {rom  so  many  different  parts  of  the  coun-     as  I  weU  know,  cannot  easily  be  cast 

crultment     and     retention    of     blue-collar  ^^-    ^  think  it  is  good  for  all  of  us  to     aside 

workers.  come  together  on  a  friendly  basis,  despite        of  course,  as  I  iWall  he  put  it  he  gave 

INCREASE  m  Tin  NTTMBn  OF  "sTTFacaAD."  ^^^  rcgional  and  poUtlcal  differences.          the  resolve  "prayerful  thought"  and  that 

posmoifs — oosT  saso.ooo  Bob  Hkndrickson  is  a  man  who  has     profound  and  earnest  approach  to  de- 

The  statutory  limit  on  the  number  of  Jobs  espoused  a  political  faith   that  differs     cisions  he  has  made  is  a  deeply  ingrained 

at  the  top  of  the  Classification  Act  ladder—  'rom  mine.    But  he  is  also  the  kind  of    characteristic  of  the  man. 

the    so-called    supergrades— has    been   in-  man  ^ho  recognizes  that  honest  men        If  I  had  to  evaluate  the  facets  of  fl«»- 

s?r.L'°s.T,^.^uo?'^TST«rf;  rnlfSfot.ZiJ.""'^'' "  ''""'■  .tor  .o^^^^t-s^^^'lfs: 

the  number  of  positions  in  grades  GS-18  17  Iz  3        ^        laitn.                                        piam  how.  SO  many  times,  he  met  the 

and   18   hampeVed  effective   adminSiraiion  ,  I^»»rl°«  our  years  of  service  together,     high  standards  of  poUtical  life— 4  terms 

and  created  pay  inequitlea  among  employees.  ^  '**^®  ^^^^^  known  Bob  Hekdricksow  to     in  the  Colorado  House  of  RepresenU- 

some  of  whom  have  been  receiving  consid-  ^^^^  *  n^e^n  word  or  a  nasty  word.    He    tives,  the  lieutenant- governorship  of  his 

erabiy  less  pay  than  the:j  work  assignmente  is  big  enough  to  realize  that  the  Interests     State,  2  terms  as  Governor  and  3  terms 

*^^*  '°'"-  o^  the  Nation  should  transcend  pettiness     as  United  States  Senator— I  would  say 

paxxnnc  pat— cost,  $33,800,000  and  littleness.                                                    the  outstanding  facet  is  reflected  In  his 

The  fringe  benefits  bill  included  provisions  BoB..HDn)RicKsoH  is  a  gentleman  and     phrase  "prayerful  thought." 

relating  to  several  types  af  premium  pay:  a  Statesman  who  has  performed  his  duty        Mr.  President  it  is  impossible  to  move 

Overtime:  Time  and  a  half  for  overtime  and  lived  up  to  his  obligations.    He  has     to  higher  and  higher  office  and  to  re- 
may  now  be  paid  on  salaries  up  to  $5.oeo.  the  carried  himself  with  dignity  and  with    peatedly  win  the  approbatloD  of  the 
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people  as  SenaUn:  Johnsou  won  It,  unless 
one  has  the  Indelible  and  demonstrated 
stamp  of  leadership  In  the  truest  and  the 
most  enduring  sense  of  the  word. 

00  through  the  remarkable  record  of 
his  service  in  the  Senate  and  see  how  his 
counsel,  his  Judgment,  his  firmness,  his 
fine  spirit  of  conciliatlcm.  has  Influenced 
the  most  historic  and  the  most  compell- 
ing legislation  of  the  last  quarter  cen- 
tury. 

To  me  the  deeper  answer  which  fur- 
nishes us  the  key  to  his  motivations,  to 
his  wisdom,  to  his  dedication  to  the  serv- 
ice of  the  United  States,  is  to  be  found  in 
his  attitude  of  invariably  giving  whsit  he 
calls  "prayerful  thought"  to  the  judg- 
ments that  in  his  own  life,  or  his  coim- 
try's  life,  were  to  make  history. 

The  Judgments  that  he  made  owe  their 
sagacity,  their  righteousness,  their  suc- 
cess, and  I  believe,  the  tranquility  they 
afforded  him,  in  this  recourse  he  always 
had  to  divine  guidance  before  his  vote  or 
his  signature  was  recorded  in  the  crisis 
of  the  hour  and  for  posterity. 

1  like  such  a  man  because  no  single 
thing  that  he  has  done  and  no  catalog 
of  his  achievements,  however  extensive, 
quite  establishes  the  full  worth  of  his 
contribution  to  his  country. 

That  can  only  be  complete  when  we 
shall  be  able  to  record  the  influence  of 
his  personality  along  with  the  rest,  the 
day-by-day  influence  of  unimpeachable 
integrity,,  the  persuasive  fcwce  of  his 
sense  of  Justice  and  fair  play,  and  the 
hard  rock  of  just  rugged  character  and 
strength  of  will. 

My  praise  of  Senator  Johnson  has  its 
basis  not  only  in  what  I  observed  here 
in  the  Senate,  or  in  the  fact  that  the 
Senator  is  my  across-the-corrldor  neigh- 
bor in  the  Senate  OfBce  Building. 

My  knowledge  of  Senator  Johnson 
was  considerably  increased  by  my  ob- 
servation of  him  when  as  chairman  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce,  he  played  the  de- 
cisive role  in  bringing  passenger  airplane 
travel  back  to  New  Jersey  under  con- 
ditions of  assured  safety. 

My  State  several  years  ago  was  Justly 
aroused  by  a  series  of  frightful  air- 
plane passenger  accidents  at  one  of  the 
Nation's  major  airports  in  New  Jersey. 

During  the  hearings  which  led  to  the 
correction  of  this  situation  I  sat  with 
Senator  Johnson,  although  I  was  not  a 
member  of  the  committee. 

I  observed  the  sure  hand,  the  firm 
will,  the  justice — and  the  country,  as  well 
as  my  own  State,  took  confidence  from 
the  leadership  he  provided. 

It  was.  in  the  circumstances,  states- 
manship on  the  highest  plane,  and  it 
ended  by  allaying  the  fears  of  the  people 
of  my  State  and  in  the  restoration  of 
much  needed  airplane  travel. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  we  would  be 
wise  if  we  got  out  a  brochure  on  the 
life,  the  character,  the  achievements, 
of  Senator  Edwin  c.  Johnston,  of  Colo- 
rado, and  presented  it  to  every  fresh- 
man Senator  coming  into  this  Chamber 
as  an  example  to  emulate,  for  he  is  my 
conception  of  the  model  United  States 
Senator.  He  sits  on  the  other  side  of 
the  aisle,  but  I  still  say,  Mr.  President, 
that  he  is  a  model  United  States  Senator. 
He  has  honored  the  Senate,  the  State 


which  sent  him  to  the  Senate  he 
so  ably,  and  the  coimtry. 
I  yield  the  floor. 


serves 


EQUAL  ACCESS  TO  AMERICAN  MAR- 
KETS TAX  AND  TRADE  ADJUST- 
MENTS 

DKPUETION  AIXOWANCZS  DUTY  ADJUSTMEHTS  ON 
THK  BASIS  or  rAIE  AND  REASONABLE  COKPETI- 

noM 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the 
August  4  issue  of  the  New  York  Journal 
of  Commerce  carries  a  headline  which, 
in  effect,  is  a  tribute  to  the  present  Con- 
gress. The  headline  reads:  "Mineral 
Development  Spurred  by  Tax  Revisions." 

The  headline  is  over  an  informative 
and  important  article  by  John  E.  Ken- 
ton analyzing  the  construction  provi- 
sions of  the  new  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

The  opening  paragraph  of  this  article 
reads,  and  I  quote:  ' 

Development  of  the  Nation's  mineral  re- 
soiu-ces  will  receive  a  tremendous  siiot  in 
the  arm  In  the  form  of  tax  incentives  under 
the  new  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

Further  on  in  the  article  he  calls  this 
one  of  the  "three  big  D's"  of  our  new 
tax  law. 

The  big  D  with  respect  to  minerals  is, 
of  course,  the  23  percent  depletion  al- 
lowances provided  in  the  code  for  criti- 
cal and  strategic  minerals  produced  in 
the  United  States. 

The  other  big  D's  are.  as  Mr.  Kenton 
reports:  "Dividend  relief"  which  he 
rightly  asserts  was  the  most  controversial 
reform  in  the  new  bill,  "depreciation," 
Which  he  says  is  the  most  far  reaching 
as  well  as  the  most  costly  change,  and 
"depletion"  which,  as  he  puts  it,  "Is  the 
field  in  which  by  far  the  greatest  hberali- 
zation  took  place." 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
would  suggest  that  the  third  also  can  be 
the  most  far  reaching  in  terms  of  na- 
tional economy  and  security,  but  he  has 
no  quarrel  with  Mr.  Kenton's  analysis. 

Later  in  my  remarks  I  shall  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  insert  Mr.  Kenton's  en- 
tire article  in  the  Congressional  Rec- 
ord, and  to  elicit  a  thorough  reading  and 
study  of  it  by  my  colleagues. 

Mr.  President,  the  depletion  allowance 
in  the  new  internal  revenue  code  does 
give  a  tremendous  shot  in  the  arm  Ijo  the 
American  mining  industry,  a  shot  in  the 
arm  that  is  long  overdue,  and  which. 
coupled  with  other  constructive  action 
by  the  Congress,  may  well  save  not  only 
the  mining  industry  but  the  Nation. 

Recommendation  No  4  of  the  Minerals, 
Materials,  and  Fuels  Economic  Subcom- 
mittee of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  state,  and  I  quote: 

We  recommend  increased  depletion  allow- 
ances to  producers  of  critical  mineraU  and 
materials  as  a  further  Incentive  to  produc- 
tion. 

This  was  truly  a  "big  D"  recommenda- 
tion and  it  has  now  been  incorporated 
as  part  of  the  new  internal  revenue  code. 

In  other  words,  it  has  been  trans- 
formed from  a  subcommittee  recommen- 
dation into  the  law  of  the  land. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  is 
happy  that  as  chairman  of  the  subeom- 
mittee,  and  as  a  member  of  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee,  concrete  action  in 


behalf  of  our  mining  Industry  has  been 
achieved  in  this  session  of  the  Congress. 

In  my  opinion,  it  will  go  down  in  his- 
tory as  one  of  the  notable  accomplish- 
ments of  the  present  Congress. 

The  subcommittee,  the  Minerals,  Ma- 
terials, and  Fuels  Economic  Subcommit- 
tee, as  we  all  know,  conducted  a  10- 
month  investigation  of  the  accessibility 
of  strategic  and  critical  materials  to  the 
United  States  in  time  of  war  and  for  our 
expanding  economy,  pursuant  to  Senate 
Resolution  143. 

Fifty-eight  hearings  were  held  on  both 
sides  of  our  continent. 

More  than  360  expert  witnesses,  in- 
cluding military  and  mining  authorities 
testified. 

The  initial  committee  report  was  filed 
wth  tne  Senate  on  July  9.  It  included 
12  recommendations,  of  which  the  rec- 
ommendation of  depletion  allowances  to 
producers  of  critical  minerals  and  ma- 
terials was  No.  4  as  I  have  previously 
stated,  and  14  findings,  the  latter  a  con- 
densation of  10  volumes  of  testimony 
and  data. 

Recommendation  No.  4.  which  is  now 
law  as  a  "big  D"  of  the  new  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  was  based  on  these  find- 
ings. 

It  is  based  particularly  on  findings  1, 
2,  3.  and  4. 

To  summarize  ttiese  findings,  they 
were : 

1.  The  Western  Hemisphere  c«n  be  de- 
fended and  will  be  the  only  dependable 
source  to  the  tJnIted  States  of  critical  raw 
materials  in  the  event  of  an  all-out  war. 

2.  During  the  last  quarter  century  estab- 
lished procurement  ]X)licles  have  danger- 
ously Increased  our  dependence  for  critical 
materials  on  nations  across  major  oceans. 
Such  dependence  on  distant  overseas  sup- 
pliers must  be  avoided. 

3.  Less  than  1  percent  of  the  arpa.s  of  this 
Nation  has  been  included  in  geoloeilcal  In- 
vestigations: only  12  7  percent  has  been 
geologically  mapped,  and  311  percent  topo- 
graphically mapped  by  the  United  States 
Geological  Survey. 

4  Federal  tax  laws  definitely  retard  the 
production  of  critical  materials  itt  this  Na- 
tion. 

Mr.  President,  the  purpose  of  the  big 
depletion  D  in  the  new  Internal  Revenue 
Code  is  summed  up  in  these  four  find- 
ings. 

The  first  findin?  warns  that  in  the 
event  of  an  all-out  war  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  rely  on  our  own  critical  raw  ma- 
terial resources. 

The  second  states  that,  in  effect,  the 
entire  procurement  policy  of  the  United 
States  for  the  past  quarter  century  has 
been  to  acquire  the.se  critical  materials 
and  minerals  from  remote  arets  of  the 
world  which  we  could  not  defend  in  time 
of  war. 

The  third  is  that  in  pursuit  of  this 
buy-foreign  policy  the  resource  poten- 
tials of  our  own  Nation  were  scorned  and 
neglected  to  the  point  that  ho  more 
than  a  minuscule  report  was  made  to 
even  determine  what  and  where  they 
may  be  within  the  continentaj  United 
States. 

The  fourth  is  that  in  conformance 
with  this  same  buy-foreign  and  spurn- 
American-resources  policy,  previous  tax 
laws  were  so  written  as  to  definitely  re- 
tard   the   discovery,    development,   and 
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production  of  critical  minerals  and  ma- 
terials within  our  own  Nation. 

The  increased  depletion  allowances 
under  the  new  code  reforms  and  corrects 
the  negligence  of  the  past  in  the  tax 
field. 

Given  reasonable  depletion  allowances 
such  as  the  new  code  provides,  private 
industry  will  explore,  discover,  and  de- 
velop our  natural  critical  and  strategic 
mineral  resources,  to  the  extent  that 
they  may  profitably  do  so  in  competi- 
tion with  producers  in  low-wage,  low- 
tax  foreign   and  remote  areas   of  the 

world. 

To  the  extent,  also,  that  they  are  able 
to  compete  with  these  low-wage,  low-tax 
areas  of  the  world  they  will  be  able  to 
supply  the  critical  and  strategic  miner- 
als and  materials  necessary  to  fight  a 
war  or  build  a  sound  economy  in  time 
of  peace. 

To  the  extent  that  this  is  done  our 
mineral  producers  will  be  furnishing  se- 
curity to  our  Nation. 

To  the  extent  that  we  continue  pro- 
curement of  critical  and  strategic  min- 
*  erals  and  materials  from  distant  and  re- 
mote areas  we  cannot  defend  we  will  be 
buying  insecurity. 

The  provisions  of  the  new  internal - 
revenue  code  providing  for  constructive 
depletion  allowances  are  a  tremendous 
gain  for  both  national  security  and  na- 
tional development  and  a  long  step  for- 
ward toward  "going  concern"  critical 
and  strategic  minerals  industries. 

But  one  further  step  must  be  taken 
to  assure  our  complete  national  self- 
sufficiency  that  would  safeguard  our 
safety  in  time  of  war. 

Critical  and  strategic  minerals  indus- 
tries must  have  equal  access  to  our  own 
markets,  stockpiles,  defense  plants,  and 
arsenals  with  the  minerals  and  ma- 
terials of  other  nations. 

They  do  not  have  such  equal  access 
now. 

They  do  not  have  such  access  because 
there  are  no  tariffs  on  imported  min- 
erals and  materials  of  this  nature  which 
equalize  the  costs  that  favor  low-wage 
and  low-taxed  foreign  producers  com- 
peting for  our  markets  against  Ameri- 
can producers  and  American  products. 

"Competing"  is.  perhaps,  too  generous 
a  word. 

Foreign  producers  in  the  past  25  years 
have  not  actually  had  to  compete 
against  American  producers. 

Foreign  producers  have  had  the  bene- 
fit of  milhons  of  dollars  in  American 
foreign  aid  to  give  them  a  preferential 
right-of-way  into  the  American  market. 

They  have  received  American  sub- 
sidies that  more  than  coimterbalance 
any  transportation  costs  in  shipping 
materials  to  the  United  States. 

They  have  been  given  funds  with 
which  to  explore  and  develop  foreign 
properties. 

They  have  been  given  expert  techno-  - 
logical  advice  at  the  expense  of  Ameri- 
can taxpayers  on  how  to  exploit  these 
foreign  properties. 

They  have  been  given  equipment  to 
operate  these  properties. 

Great  foreign  electric  projects, 
financed  at  American  taxpayers'  ex- 
pense, have  been  built  to  provide  these 
foreign  interests  with  the  electric  energy 
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necessary  to  operate  the  equipment  we 
have  given  them. 

The  foreign-aid  bill  which  we  debated 
on  the  Senate  fioor  last  week  provided 
for  reallocation  of  funds  to  extend  this 
international  boondoggle  in  behalf  of 
foreign  mining  interests. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  of- 
fered, and  the  Senate  approved,  an 
amendment  to  strike  out  that  provision 
which  would  have  continued  and  ex- 
panded funds  and  preferences  to  foreign 
minerals  producers  while  discrimina- 
tions against  American  producers  and 
against  American  critical  minerals  and 
materials  remained. 

Elimination  of  the  amendment  grant- 
ing bonus  money  to  foreign  interests  in 
the  mining  field  is  one  step  toward  end- 
ing discrimination  against  our  own  pro- 
ducers. 

The  provision  for  depletion  allow- 
ances in  the  new  Internal  Revenue  Code 
is  a  further  step. 

The  third  and  final  step  will  come 
when  the  Congress  returns  to  the  United 
States  Constitution,  article  I,  section  8, 
and  levies  tariffs  on  imports  of  foreign 
minerals  and  materials  based  on  fair 
and  reasonable  comp>etition  equalizing 
the  difference  in  low  wage  and  low  tax 
rates  in  foreign  countries  and  high  wage 
and  tax  rates  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  given  equal  access  to 
our  own  markets,  defense  plants,  and 
stockpiles,  the  American  mining  indus- 
try can  and  will  stand  on  its  own  feet. 

The  American  mining  industry  fi- 
nances its  own  exploration. 

It  finances  its  own  research. 

It  finances  Its  own  development. 

It  risks  its  own  money,  and  often  in 
huge  amounts.  Instead  of  asking  hand- 
outs from  Mr.  Stassen  at  the  expense  of 
American  taxpayers  as  do  their  foreign 
competitors. 

The  American  mining  Industry  pays 
the  highest  wages  for  comparable  work 
in  the  world,  while  the  foreign  producers 
who  have  benefited  most  from  Ameri- 
can aid  pay  the  lowest  wages  in  the 
world. 

The  American  mining  industry,  here- 
tofore starved  between  wars,  has  come  to 
the  rescue  of  the  United  States  in  two 
World  Wars,  supplying  our  needs  for 
critical  minerals  and  materials  when  the 
rest  of  the  world  was  cut  off  by  the 
enemy. 

The  mining  Industry  of  Western  or 
American  hemisphere — ^North,  South  and 
Central  America — can  and  will  supply 
our  full  needs  for  critical  and  strategic 
minerals,  materials  and  fuels  in  the 
event  of  another  all-out  war  if  given  free 
and  equal  treatment  with  the  rest  of 
the  world. 

And  in  the  event  of  such  a  new  all-out 
war  only  that  mineral  wealth  lying 
within  the  American  Hemisphere  will  be 
accessible  for  oiu*  war  needs. 

Mr.  President,  all  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Subcomittee  on  Minerals. 
Materials  and  Fuels  Economics  tie  in 
with  that  one  objective — to  make  this 
Nation  self-sufficient  in  strategic  and 
critical  materials  in  time  of  war. 

As  this  Is  done  the  peace-time  econ- 
omy of  the  Nation  will  be  expanded,  thus 
providing  double  benefits. 


In  other  words,  the  purpose  of  our 
recommendations  is  security — perma- 
nent security— whether  we  are  engaged 
in  a  defensive  war  or  enjoying  the  bless- 
ings of  peace. 

Recommendation  No.  1  calls  for  close 
cooperation  among  the  nations  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  which  I  prefer  to 
call  the  American  Hemisphere-^-and 
particularly  with  the  American  Repub- 
lics to  our  south. 

Recommendation  No.  2  calls  for  tariff 
action  in  conformance  with  article  I, 
section  8,  of  the  United  States  Constitu- 
tion as  I  have  outlined  above. 

Recommendation  No.  3  calls  for  the 
elimination  of  oiu-  Nation's  pi'esent  de- 
pendency upon  distant  and  remote  areas 
of  the  world  for  our  critical  materials, 
as  previously  disctissed  in  my  remarks. 

Recommendation  No.  4  calls  for  de- 
pletion allowances  which  Congress  has 
rightfully  provided  in  the  new  Internal 
Revenue  Code. 

Recommendation  No.  5  calls  for  ac- 
celeration of  the  Federal  program  for 
stockpiling  critical  and  strategic  min- 
erals and  materials,  utilizing  to  the 
greatest  ix>ssible  extent  production  from 
"going  concern"  Western  Hemisphere  In- 
dustries. 

Recommendation  No.  6  calls  for  re- 
search studies  with  a  view  to  greater  de- 
velopment and  utilization  of  om:  petro- 
leum, gas,  and  coal  resources. 

Recommendation  No.  7  calls  for  in- 
creasing the  titanium  production  goal 
to  150,000  ton-  annually,  noting  that  this 
is  a  military  must.  Titanium  is  the  new 
wonder  metal  vital  to  the  construction 
of  long-range  airplanes  of  superaonle 
speeds. 

Recommendation  No,  8  calls  for  ura- 
nium production  goals  adequate  to  meet 
both  military  and  civilian  requirements 
from  hemisphere  sources. 

Recommendation  No.  9  calls  for  a  re- 
view of  Securities  and  Exchange  Com- 
misson  rules  and  regulations  with  a  view 
to  their  liberalization  for  encourage- 
ment of  investment  in  the  critical  and 
strategic  materials  program. 

Recommendation  No.  10  calls  for  a 
Hoover  Commission  type  study  of  the 
duties  and  relationships  between  the 
some  38  agencies  of  our  Oovemment  now 
concerned  with  stockpiling  operations, 
with  a  view  to  coordination  and  im- 
proved efficiency. 

Recommendation  No.  11  calls  for  ap- 
propriations of  $50  million  annually  to 
establish  and  operate  a  comprehensive 
program  of  laboratory,  pilot  plant,  and 
exploratory  research  into  improved 
methods  of  beneflciation  of  critical  ma- 
terials, substitutes,  and  synthetics. 

Recommendation  No.  12  calls  for  re- 
jection of  international  allocation  and 
price  controls  on  critical  and  strategic 
materials  unless  approved  by  the  Con- 
gress through  appropriate  legislative 
action. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  an  American 
program. 

Recommendation  No.  4,  as  we  stated 
before,  has  been  enacted. 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Nevada  con- 
siders that  a  start  has  been  made  on  Mm 
titanium  program  recooxmended  la 
No.  7. 
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ttn  CoDgttm  Mad  tbe  administration 
will  bare  an  opportunity  to  act  on  or 
earzy  out  all  of  tbe  remaining  recfxa- 


Tlien  the  material  needs  of  our 
Matkm  in  ttie  event  of  war  will  be  secure. 

Tbe  aubeotnintttee's  recommeiMla- 
tions.  may  I  add.  are  not  the  work  of 
its  monbers  and  its  staff  alone. 

"Diey  represent  the  contribution  of 
scores  of  minerals  and  military  experts 
wbo  gladly  save  Uie  subcommittee  the 
benefit  of  their  time  and  knowledge. 

In  tiie  field  of  depletion  allowances 
alone  their  contribution  far  outweighed 
the  cost  of  the  entire  10-month  investi- 
gation. 

Their  contribution  has  helped  to 
strengthen  a  vital  American  industry, 
an  Industry  which  must  be  strong  to 
assure  America's  security. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  article  headed  "Mineral 
Development  Spurred  by  Tax  Revisions" 
published  in  the  New  York  Journal  of 
Commerce.  August  4,  1954,  be  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rscoao, 
as  follows: 

MiNXRAI.    DCTELOPMEMT    SPURRED    BT    TaZ 

Rxvisioirs 
(By  John  K.  Kenton) 

Washincton,  August  3. — Development  of 
the  Nation's  mineral  resources  wlU  receive  & 
tremendous  shot  In  the  arm  In  the  form  of 
{ax  Incentives  under  the  new  Internal 
Revenue  Code. 

Depletion  Is  the  third  of  the  tax  bill's 
"three  big  0*8."  As  dividend  relief  was  the 
most  controversial  topic  In  the  drafting  of 
of  the  new  code,  and  as  depreciation  was  the 
area  in  which  the  most  far-reaching  as  weU 
as  the  costliest  changes  were  made,  so  deple- 
tion Is  the  field  In  which  by  far  the  greatest 
liberalization  took  place. 

Forty-seven  minerals  were  upgraded  on 
the  list  of  percentage  depletion  allowances. 
For  many  of  them,  the  higher  tax  exclusions 
wUl  be  available  only  In  the  case  of  domestic 
production.  Also  certain  of  the  technical 
definitions  in  the  field  were  broadened. 

BPKCmC    AU.OW&NCES    PROVmED 

The  principle  of  percentage  depletion  al- 
lowances is  based  on  the  fact  that  taxpay- 
ers deriving  Income  from  mineral  production 
are  using  up  their  nonreplenlshable  capital. 
To  compensate  for  this,  both  the  existing 
and  the  new  law  permit  taxpayers  owning 
an  economic  interest  in  specified  tyx^es  of 
mineral  depoeita  to  deduct  from  taxable  in- 
come a  specified  percentage  depletion  allow- 
ance whenerer  these  exceed  depletion  based 
on  capital  costs. 

As  in  the  past,  the  aUowance  Is  restricted 
by  a  limitation  that  It  may  not  exceed  50 
percent  of  the  net  Income  from  the  mineral 
property  before  depletion. 

Here  are  the  new  percentage  depletion 
categories: 

Twenty-seven   and   one-half  percent:    Oil 
and  gas  wells  (unchanged  from  existing  law) . 
Twenty-three  percent:  Siilfiir  (\inchanged) 
and  uranium  (raised  from  15  percent), 

BATgRD    TO     23    PEHCZKT 

Twenty-three  percent  if  from  deposits 
within  the  United  States  (a  new  category) — 
Anorthoelte  (to  the  extent  alumina  and 
aluminiun  compounds  are  extracted  there- 
from); aabesios:  bauxite;  beryl;  celestlte; 
chromlte;  corundum;  fluorspar;  graphite; 
ilmenlte;  hysnlte;  mica;  olivine;  quartz  crys- 
tala,  radio  grade;  rutUe;  block  steatite  talc; 
«lrcon.  Also  ores  ot  the  following  metals: 
antimony,  bismuth,  cadmium,  cobalt,  colum- 


bium,  lead,  lithium,  numganese,  xaercury, 
nickel,  platinxmi.  platinum-group  metals, 
tantalum,  thorium,  tin,  titanium,  tungsten, 
vanadlimi,  zinc.  (These  strategic  minerals 
were  raised  from  16  percent  except  acbestoe, 
raised  from  10  percent.) 

Fifteen  jiercent — ^ball  clay,  bentonlte.  china 
clay,  sagger  clay,  metals  mined  outside  the 
United  States,  rock  asphalt,  vermicullte. 
(These  rates  are  unchanged.) 

Ten  percent — Afibestos  If  produced  outside 
the  United  States,  bruclte,  coal,  lignite,  per- 
Ilte,  sodium  chloride,  wollastonlte.  These 
rates  are  unchanged  except  for  sodium  chlo- 
ride or  common  salt  which  Is  raised  from  5 
percent;  lignite  Is  specifically  written  into 
this  category  for  the  first  time. 

Five  percent — brick  and  tile  clay,  gravel, 
moUusk  shells  (including  clam  shells  and 
oyster  shells),  peat,  pumice,  sand,  scoria, 
shale,  stone  (except  stone  used  as  ornamen- 
tal or  dimension  stone),  and,  if  from  brine 
wells;  bromine,  calcium  chloride  and  mag- 
nesium chloride.     (These  rates  are  changed.) 

SPECIAI,     13     PERCENT     CROTJP 

Plnally,  there  Is  an  all  other  minerals 
category  on  which  the  rate  is  15  percent  pro- 
vided the  minerals  are  not  used  or  aold  for 
use  fof  certain  purposes  for  which  erxished 
stone  is  commonly  used,  such  as  ballast,  road 
material,  rubble,  riprap,  concrete  aggp-egates 
or  similar  purposes.  If  the  material  is  used 
for  such  road  purposes,  then  the  rate  Is 
only  5  instead  of  15  percent. 

Included  In  this  category  are  all  other 
minerals  Including,  but  not  limited  to,  ap- 
llte,  barlte,  borax,  calcium  carbonate,  re- 
fractory and  fire  clay,  diatomaceous  earth. 
dolomite,  feldspar,  fuller's  earth,  garnet, 
gilsonlte,  granite,  limestone,  magnesite, 
magnesivun  carbonates,  marble,  phosphate 
rock,  potash,  quortzite,  slate,  soapstone, 
stone  used  as  ornamental  or  dimension 
stone,  thenardlte.  tripoll,  trona,  and  if 
produced  outside  the  United  States:  baux- 
ite, beryl,  fiake  graphite,  fluorspar,  lepldolite, 
mica,  spodumene,  and  talc,  including  pyro- 
phylllte.  (These  rates  are  unchanged  except 
that  calcium  carbonates,  magnesium  car- 
bonates, magneslte,  and  dolomite  were  raised 
from  10  percent,  and  slate,  granite,  and 
marble  from  5  percent.) 

For  purposes  of  this  category  the  term  "all 
other  minerals"  is  specifically  stated  not  to 
Include  soil,  sod,  dirt,  turf,  water,  or  mosses, 
or  minerals  from  sea  water,  the  air,  or  Bimilar 
inexhaustible  sources." 

The  classification  of  nonmetallic  minerals 
Into  these  broad,  all-inclusive  groups  made 
it  possible,  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee explained,  to  eliminate  the  ditcovery 
value  depletion  provisions  of  present  law. 

The  technical  deflnltloiu  covering  those 
"ordinary  treatment  processes"  in  prSparing 
minerals  for  sale  that  do  not  constitute  man- 
ufacturing but  may  be  included  as  mining 
costs  and  thus  Included  in  the  Incaime  on 
which  percentage  depletion  allowances  are 
computed,  were  broadened  in  the  cases  of 
sulfur,  talc,  magneslte,  coal,  and  phoephate 
rock, 

DEFINITION   BROADENED  j 

The  new  definitions  permit  taxpayers  to 
consider  as  ordinary  treatment  processes  the 
burning  of  magneslte,  the  fine  pulveritlng  of 
talc,  the  sintering  and  nodulizing  of  phos- 
phate rock,  and  the  dust-allaying  and  anti- 
freezing  treatment  of  coal.  In  the  case  of 
sulfur,  the  definition  Is  broadened  from 
treatment  processes  specifically  related  to 
the  Frasch  process,  as  in  present  law,  to 
treatment  proce&ses  for  sulfiu-  produced  in 
other  ways. 

In  another  Uberallzatlon,  the  new  code 
permits  depletion  allowances  to  be  taken  not 
only  on  mines  and  natm-al  deposits  but 
also  on  mine  tailings — minerals  recovered 
from  the  waste  or  residue  accumulated  from 
a  mine.  This  prevision  applies  to  tho  mine 
owner  or  to  a  successor  in  interest  in  a  tax- 


free  excliange,  but  not  to  »  purchaso*  of 
such  residue  or  of  the  rights  thereto. 

The  annual  limit  on  the  amount  at  ex- 
penditures for  mine  exploration  that  may 
either  be  deducted  In  the  current  year  u  an 
expense,  or  deferred  and  deduQted  ratably 
as  the  minerals  are  sold,  Is  Increased  ttonx. 
•75.000  to  •100.000. 

on,   RXCULATIOMS   UKCBANCXD 

The  new  code  also  provides  speoifically  that 
its  provisions  are  not  to  affect  current  regu- 
lations permitting  the  deduction  or  capi- 
talization of  intangible  drilling  and  devel- 
opment costs  for  oil  and  gas  weUs. 

A  taxpayer  owning  various  operating  min- 
eral interests  within  an  operating  unit  may 
now  aggregate  two  or  more  such  Interests 
into  one  property  for  purjxjses  of  both  per- 
centage and  cost  depletions.  Instead  of  hav- 
ing to  treat  each  property  separately  as  un- 
der present  law.  This  latter  procedure  had 
often  required  prepsiratlon  of  multiple  de- 
pletion schedules  and  computations  where 
a  single  computation  would  have  served  the 
same   purpose. 

The  new  code  also  permits  an  aggregation 
of  interests  in  the  case  of  owners  of  non- 
operating  interests  such  as  royalties,  If  these 
interests  are  in  a  single  tract  or  contiguous 
tracts  and  if  the  aggregation  is  shown  to  be 
necessary  to  prevent  undue  hardship. 

However,  ence  the  taxpayer  chooses  to 
make  such  an  aggre{;atlon  of  properties,  for 
depletion  purposes,  he  must  continue  to  com- 
bine them  for  all  other  Income  tft::  purposes 
such  as  determination  of  gain  or  loss  on  sale 
or  exchange  of  any  of  the  properties. 

The  new  depletion  provisions  are  ex- 
pected to  reduce  Government  revenues  by 
at  least  t34  million,  according  to  official  es- 
timates, but  this  tally  is  admittedly  incom- 
plete as  it  dues  not  include  any  estimate 
for  uranium,  thorium,  and  vanadium  on 
Which  data  is  confidential, 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the 
foundation  has  been  laid  by  the  Min- 
erals, Materials  and  Fields  Economic 
Subcommittee  of  which  I  am  chairman, 
in  the  Senate  report  1627  in  compliance 
with  Senate  Resolution  143  for  a  new  ap- 
proach to  our  domestic  and  foreign  pol- 
icy. '^ 

It  has  been  determined  that  the 
Western  Hemisphere  can  be  defended 
and  that  it  will  be  the  only  dependable 
source  of  the  critical  materiais  in  time 
of  war. 

It  has  also  been  determined  that  if  the 
American  workingmen  and  producers 
can  be  given  equal  access  to  American 
markets  through  Congress  regaining  its 
constitutional  responsibility  in  regulat- 
ing foreign  trade  and  in  adjusting  the 
duties  or  tariffs— and  in  tax  adjustments. 
that  the  domestic  production  of  many  of 
the  critical  materials  can  be  materially 
increased. 


PROT(X:OL  FOR  LIMlTntG  AND 
REGULATING  CULTTVATION  OP 
THE  POPPY  PLANT  AND  PRODUC- 
TION pp.  TRADE  IN,  AND  USE  OP 
OPIUM 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President, 
there  is  on  the  calendar  Ezecutve  C.  83d 
Congress.  2d  session.  Executive  Calendar 
No.  7,  a  protocol  for  limiting  and  regu- 
lating the  cultivation  of  the  poppy  plant, 
the  production  of,  international  and 
wholesale  trade  in,  and  use  of  opium, 
which  was  open  for  signature  at  New 
York  from  June  23  until  December  31, 
1953.  and  during  that  period  was  signed 
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on  behalf  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica and  35  other  states. 

As  a  member  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  I  had  intended  to  submit 
the  protocol  to  the  Senate  and  to  re- 
quest that  the  Senate  give  its  advice  and 
consent  to  the  protocol.  I  understand 
that  it  will  not  be  possible  for  the  Sen- 
ate to  reach  the  protocol  today.  Since 
I  have  been  designated  by  my  colleague, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Potter],  to  represent  the  Senate  at  the 
funeral  of  the  late  Representative  Paul 
W.  Shafer,  of  Michigan,  I  now  wish  to 
submit  a  statement  on  this  subject,  so 
the  Senate  will  have  the  benefit  of  the 
facts  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  President,  on  Saturday.  August  7. 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  or- 
dered reported  to  the  Senate  the  pro- 
tocol limiting  cultivation  of  the  poppy 
plant  and  the  international  trade  in  and 
use  of  opium — Executive  C,  83d  Congress, 
2d  session.  This  treaty  had  been  signed 
at  New  York  between  June  23  and  De- 
cember 31  by  the  United  States  and  35 
other  nations.  The  committee  was 
ui^nimous  in  recommending  that  the 
Sefiate  give  its  advice  and  consent  to 
ratification. 

As  I  indicated  before,  I  was  to  present 
this  subject  to  the  Senate.  Since  the 
Senate  was  unable  to  vote  today  on  the 
question,  I  wish  to  ha>-e  this  statement 
appear  as  a  part  of  the  Record  so  that 
Members  of  the  Senate  may  become  fa- 
miliar with  it. 

The  protocol  constitutes  one  more  step 
in  a  long  series  of  effotts  by  the  United 
States  to  curb  the  teiTible  scourge  of 
drug  addiction  through  limiting  inter- 
national traflBc  in  narcotics.  Previous 
international  arrangements,  in  which 
the  United  States  ha  =  participated,  have 
imposed  certain  restrictions  upon  manu- 
factured drugs.  The  existing  system  of 
international  control  proceeded  upon  an 
a-ssumption  that  illicit  traffic  in  narcotic 
drugs  would  be  suppressed  or  substan- 
tially reduced  by  limiting  their  manu- 
facture to  medical  and  scientific  needs. 
But  the  United  States  for  many  years 
has  urged  limitations  upon  production 
of  the  raw  material  from  which  the 
opium — and  its  well-known  derivatives, 
morphine  and  heroin — are  made. 

In  other  words,  our  Government  has 
become  convinced  that  iUlcit  traffic  in 
narcotics  cannot  be  suppressed  unless 
controls  are  placed  upon  the  amount  of 
raw  material  which  is  produced.  To  the 
extent  that  this  production  of  opium 
exceeds  the  world's  legitimate  needs, 
just  to  that  degree  will  the  excess  in- 
evitably find  its  way  into  the  Illicit  mar- 
ket. 

Such  is  the  theory  of  the  present  pro- 
tocol. Its  purpose  is  to  curb  the  illicit 
cultivation,  production,  distribution,  and 
sale  of  opium  by  reducing  present  world 
production  from  an  estimated  2,000  tons 
per  year,  to  500  tons.  To  accomplish 
this  goal,  a  system  of  national  and  inter- 
national controls  Is  adopted.  Under  this 
system,  opium  production  would  be 
licensed  within  each  state;  and  restric- 
tions placed  upon  the  export  and  import 
of  the  drug,  implemented  through  a  cen- 
tral international  agency.  The  super- 
visory body,  which  was  credited  imder  a 
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1931  convention  for  limiting  manufac- 
ture and  regulating  the  distribution  of 
narcotic  drugs,  is  given  additional  re- 
sponsibilities under  the  new  agreement. 
I  should  like  to  say  just  a  few  words 
concerning  the  provisions  of  the  protocol. 
Under  article  2,  the  parties  agr-^e  to  limit 
the  use  of  opium  exclusively  to  medical 
and  scientific  needs,  with  certain  excep- 
tions responding  to  the  needs  of  certain 
coimtries  in  the  Par  East.  Moreover,  the 
parties  undertake — articles  6  and  7— not 
to  permit  the  import  or  exjwrt  of  opium 
other  than  that  produced  in  any  of  the 
following  seven  states,  which  must  be 
a  party  to  the  protocol :  Bulgaria,  Greece, 
India.  Iran,  Turkey,  the  Soviet  Union, 
and  Yugoslavia. 

Maximum  limits  are  established  on  the 
opium  stocks  which  may  be  held  on  De- 
cember 31  of  each  year.  Provision  is 
made,  however,  for  not  disclosing  the 
size  of  military  stocks  of  opium  held  on 
December  31.  1953.  Under  article  3  of 
the  protocol,  each  State,  if  it  has  not 
already  done  so,  is  obligated  to  establish 
a  governmental  agency  to  control  the 
production  of  opium  through  a  system 
of  hcenses  and  to  have  the  exclusive 
right  of  Importing,  exporting,  and  whole- 
sale trading  in  opium.  All  cultivators 
of  the  poppy  are  required  to  deliver  their 
total  crops  to  the  agency  for  purchase. 
By  virtue  of  article  4,  States  which 
permit  cultivation  of  the  poppy  for  other 
purposes  than  the  production  of  opium, 
such  as  for  seeds  or  oil.  undertake  to 
enact  laws  and  regulations  to  insure  that 
opium  is  not  produced  from  such  pop- 
pies, and  that  the  manufacture  of  nar- 
cotic substances  from  poppy  straw  is 
controlled. 

In  addition  to  these  domestic  restric- 
tions, provisions  are  included  for  inter- 
national control,  without  which  the  in- 
strument would  be  largely  ineffective. 
Each  party  must  submit  estimates  to  the 
supervisory  body — known  as  the  Perma- 
nent Central  Board — of  the  quantity  of 
opium  required  for  medical  and  scientific 
needs;  and  in  addition,  each  party  which 
permits  the  production  of  opium  must 
also  submit  estimates  of  the  area  on 
which  the  opium  poppy  is  to  be  culti- 
vated, and  the  amount  to  be  harvested. 
The  central  body,  in  turn,  after  exam- 
ining this  information,  may  request  ad- 
ditional facts,  and  may  thereupon  advise 
the  governments  concerned  as  to  the 
desirable  size  of  the  opium  crop  and  the 
acreage  to  be  developed. 

To  insure  execution  of  provisions  of 
the  protocol,  the  Board  is  authorized  to 
take  a  number  of  other  measures.  It 
may  request  explanations.  It  may  pro- 
pose a  local  inquiry.  It  may  inform  the 
parties  regarding  failure  of  a  particular 
government  to  fulfill  its  obligations. 
Where  there  is  a  serious  violation  of  the 
protocol,  the  Board  may  recommend  or 
impose  an  embargo  on  the  imp>ort  or  ex- 
port of  opium  or  both.  To  avoid  arbi- 
trary action  in  cases  of  this  character, 
provisions  are  included  for  protection  of 
the  rights  of  the  country  concerned  by 
procedural  guaranties,  such  as  the  right 
to  be  heard.  If  an  embargo  is  imposed, 
there  is  the  right  of  appeal  to  an  Ap- 
peals Committee  to  be  appointed  by  the 
President  of  the  International  Court  of 


Justice.  Finally,  In  conformitx^with  the 
principle  of  universality  fcMlowed  In 
other  narcotics  conventions,  the  Board 
is  authorized  to  take  measui^s  prescribed 
therein  with  respect  to  states  which  are 
not  parties  to  the  protocol,  or  territories 
to  which  the  protocol  does  not  apply. 

While  other  narcotics,  such  as  cocaine, 
marihuana,  and  synthetic  drugs,  are  also 
involved  in  the  world  drug  trafOc  prob- 
lem, the  pending  protocol  is  limited  to 
opium  and  its  derivatives — morphine, 
heroin,  codeine,  and  others — as  the  worst 
menace  of  addiction  requiring  interna- 
tional control. 

Mr.  President,  the  chief  narcotics  law- 
enforcement  officials  of  this  country- 
need  this  new  treaty.  They  keUeve  it 
is  indispensable  to  close  the  gap  which 
now  exists  in  the  international  effort  to 
control  the  evil.  Only  a  few  days  ago. 
Federal  narcotics  agents  smashed  an  in- 
ternational heroin  syndicate  which  had 
been  handling  heroin  from  Europe 
smuggled  into  the  United  States.  Pour- 
teen  members  of  a  gang  were  arrested. 
The  gang  had  been  selling  5  kilograms, 
or  nearly  500,000  doses  a  week,  to  ad- 
dicts in  New  York  City.  According  to 
Commissioner  Anslinger,  we  have  here  in 
the  United  States  approximately  1  nar- 
cotic addict  for  every  3.000  persons;  in 
other  words,  between  60  and  70  thou- 
sand addicts.  This  means  we  have  be- 
tween 60,000  and  70,000  potential  crim- 
inals who  will  conmiit  almost  any  act 
of  violence  to  obtain  their  drug  needs. 

We  were  informed  at  the  hearings. 
Mr.  President,  that  Communist  Chinese 
sources  are  systematically  pursuing  the 
stimulation  of  narcotics  addiction  not 
only  as  a  weapon  in  the  cold  war  against 
personnel  of  this  Nation's  armed  forces; 
but  also  as  a  means  of  obtaining  dollar 
exchange  to  buy  supplies  from  the  So- 
viet Union.  Before  the  Second  World 
War.  there  was  virtually  no  drug  prob- 
lem in  Japan.  Today  the  islands  are 
being  flooded  with  opium. 

No  single  nation  has  ttie  capacity 
within  itself  to  crush  this  vile  commerce,  • 
or  to  dry  up  sources  of  production  around 
the  world.  An  international  cooperative 
program  such  as  that  contemplated  by 
this  treaty  seems  to  be  the  most  promis- 
ing means  of  controlling  the  traffic. 

It  is  my  sincere  conviction  that  the 
protocol  is  a  forward  step  which  is 
needed  by  our  Government  in  its  cam- 
paign to  protect  our  people,  our  youth 
and  our  society  from  the  degradation 
which  the  drug  evil  imposes  upon  its 
victims.  I  therefore  urge,  Mr.  President, 
that  the  Senate  give  its  advice  and  con- 
sent to  the  ratification  of  the  protoeoL 

Mr.  President,  I  have  referred  to  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations on  Executive  C,  which  is  Execu- 
tive Report  No.  7.  I  shall  not  ask  to 
have  the  report  made  a  part  of  the 
Congressional  Record,  inasmuch  as  the 
report  is  on  file  as  part  of  the  records 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  to  the 
Recoro.  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  an 
article  from  a  New  York  newspaper.  The 
title  of  the  article  is  "14  Arrested  ia 
New  York  Roundup  of  World-Wide  Her- 
oin Ring." 
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There  behig  do  objectton.  tHe  artide 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcobd, 
u  follows: 

I  ■at  ttwm  ToBX  Rovkbcf  or 
Batom  Boro 


Nsw  Tone.  hvfoiX  la.— Vederal  narcotics 
•genti  noashed  an .  International  beroln 
•jsiUcata  and  arrearted  14  of  tbe  Nation's 
top  narootlGs  Ttolaton  laat  night  and  today 
In  a  sweeping  antes  of  raids,  ofllclals  an- 
nounced. 

Jamei  C.  Ryan,  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
XarootleB.  said  the  syndicate  had  been  han- 
dling biBroin  fimn  Kurope  which  was  smug- 
^«d  Into  the  United  states  through  liontreal 
„  i  and  Mexico  City.     The  raids  climaxed  more 

V  [  than  11  months  al  imdercover  work  by  a 

daring  agent  who  posed  as  a  peddler  to  track 
down  members  of  the  syndicate,  he  said. 

The  roundup  began  when  an  agent  inter- 
cepted a  h«t>in  sale  on  a  street  comer.  Ryan 
•aid.  llie  agent  seised  one  suspect  and 
police  forced  another  one  to  stop  by  firing  at 
his  car  when  he  tried  to  flee. 

The  two  suspects  were  identified  as  Sebas- 
tlano  Bellanca.  60,  Fort  Lee,  N.  J.,  and  Peter 
Beddla.  47.  White  Plains.  N.  T..  the  two  most 
Important  men  seized  in  the  roundup.  Ryan 
■aid  after  Bellanca's  arrest  police  searched 
his  975.000  home  in  Tort  Lee  and  found  a 
rifle,  a  shotgun,  two  pistols,  and  500  rounds 
of  ammunition. 

Aftor  the  initial  arrests  about  30  agents 
closed  In  on  other  suq>ects.  Ryan  said.  The 
raids  went  on  until  noon  today  when  the 
last  of  the  14  was  taken  Into  custody. 

Ryan  said  the  ring  had  been  handling 
pore,  uncut  heroin  wrarth  millions  of  dollars, 
which  woxild  Increase  in  valxie  several  times 
after  It  was  diluted  and  made  ready  for 
dellTwy  to  the  user.  He  estimated  that  the 
gang  had  been  selling  5  kilograms  of 
heroin  a  week,  or  nearly  600.000  doses,  to 
addicts  In  the  New  York  City  area. 


WORLD  CARTEUS  COMING  UP 
THROUGH  THE  CELLAR  DOOR 
MISADVISERS 

Mr.  MALONS.  Mr.  President,  on 
May  26.  the  Minerals.  Materials,  and 
Fuels  Economic  Subcommittee  of  the 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee. 
received  testimony  from  Benjamin  Gra- 
}iam.  an  economist,  regarding  his  par- 
ticipation in  the  preparation  of  a  United 
Nations  report  entitled  "Commodity 
Trade  and  Economic  Development."  His 
testimony  starts  on  page  54  of  part  5  in 
the  subcommittee's  hearings. 

This  report  was  the  basis  for  a  recent 
action  in  the  United  Nations  Economic 
and  Social  Council  to  establish  a  per- 
manent advisory  commission  on  trade 
stabilization.      As    I    have    previously 
pointed  out  to  the  Senate,  our  repre- 
sentative to  the  Council.  Mr.  Preston 
Hotchkis.  has  voiced  his  strong  opposi- 
tion to  our  participation  in  this  project. 
The  World,  a  publication  devoted  to 
the  United  Nations,  in  its  March  1954 
issue  featured  an  article  entiUed  "Era 
of  Stable  Prices"  by  Benjamin  Graham. 
Mr.  Graham  not  only  would  have  the 
United    Nations    sponsor    intergovern- 
mental    commodity     agreements.     Init 
would  also  develop  a  new  international 
currency.    Mr.  Hotchkis,  in  his  state- 
ment to  the  Economic  and  Social  Council 
last  April,  referred  to  this  speta&it  pro- 
posal as  follows: 

The  experU  extend  their  proposals  for  com- 
prehensive commodity  stabilization  arrange- 
ments  by  recommending  for  further  study 
a  commodity  reserve  currency  scheme,    if 


this  were  an  academic  seminar  w«  might, 
Mr.  President,  find  some  Interest  in  discuss- 
ing the  complexities  of  this  by  no  means 
novel  proposal.  This,  however,  is  not  an 
exercise'  in  which  I  would  care  to  engage 
In  this  forum.  I  see  no  likelihood  vbatever 
that  my  Government  would  be  disposed  to 
give  this  scheme  any  serious  consideration 
In  the  foreseeable  future.  I  feel  sure  that 
other  delegations  wlU  share  my  vtew  that 
the  scheme  Is  Impractical.  I  hope,  there - 
fore,  that  the  Coiincll  will  not  devote  time 
and  energy  which  might  well  be  spent  In 
more  useful  activities  to  detailed  eKamina- 
tlon  of  a  prop>osal  that  would  seem  to  have 
no  chance  whatever  of  acceptance  by  gov- 
ernments. 

The  subcommittee,  in  recommetidatlon 
No.  12  on  page  4  of  our  report,  stated: 

We  recommend  rejection  of  International 
controls  of  production,  prices,  and  supplies 
of  critical  and  strategic  materials  unlefis  by 
legislative  action  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  Graham's  proposal  rune  com- 
pletely counter  to  the  views  of  the  Con- 
gress and  of  this  administration.  Mr. 
Graham's  article  might  better  be  labeled 
"How  Not  To  Conduct  the  Business  of 
the  United  States." 

Mr.  President,  these  people  work  24 
hours  a  day.  They  come  in  through  the 
doors.  If  the  doors  are  shut,  they  come 
in  through  the  windows.  If  the  windows 
are  shut,  they  come  in  through  the  cellar 
door. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  Mr.  Graham's  article  in  the 
World  be  printed  in  the  Record  as  an 
extension  of  my  remarks,  so  that  the 
Senate  may  be  better  informed  regard- 
ing the  kind  of  economic  advica  which 
the  Economic  and  Social  Council  is  re- 
ceiving from  the  so-called  experts. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

An  Amxxican  Bttsinessman  Oftehs  a  Con- 
STHUCTTvi  Plan  To  End  Anarchy  i»  Wosld 
CoMMODrrv  Mabkzts  and  Launch  aW  Era  of 
Stabue  Prices 

(By  Benjamin  Graham)  | 
For  the  American  manufacturer  or  proces- 
sor, the  materials  he  must  use  are  one  of  his 
basic  operational  costs.  Yet  this  m^or  cost 
factor  is  also  the  most  unpredictable.  In  the 
3  years  between  January  1950  and  January 
1954,  the  prices  of  basic  commodities  in  the 
United  States  fluctuated  48  percent.  To 
anticipate  this  wild  element  in  the  economy 
requires  superhuman  timing,  a  sixth  sense; 
it  is  like  trying  to  do  business  on  a  roller- 
coaster. 

The  chronic  instability  of  commodity  prices 
is  not  only  a  constant  hazard  to  individual 
businessmen;  it  threatens  American  pros- 
perity in  general.  A  prime  contributor  to 
the  depressions  of  1920-22,  1929-83,  and 
1937-38  was  the  concurrent  collapse  of  world 
commodity  prices.  Similarly,  the  balloon- 
ing of  raw-material  prices  at  the  outbreak 
of  the  Korean  war  gave  enormous  impetus  to 
our  most  recent  inflationary  spiral. 

In  an  attempt  to  create  a  price  stability 
favorable  both  to  domestic  producers  and 
general  economic  health,  the  United  States 
Government  has  made  a  radical  departure 
from  free-enterprise  economics.  But  its 
chosen  technique,  stabilization  by  price  sup- 
ports, has  cost  a  fortxme.  piled  up  unproduc- 
tive and  unmanageable  surpluses,  and 
brought  about  the  current  impasse  in  Gov- 
ernment agricultural  policy. 

Now  the  underdeveloped  nations  of  the 
world — ^mostly  raw-material   producers — aie 


urging  In  the  United  Nations  fbat  a  price- 
parity  system  slmlhu  to  that  la  the  United 
States  be  established  for  the  world  at  large. 
The  United  States — the  world's  largest  con- 
sumer of  raw  materials — cannot  afford  the 
immense  dollar  cost  of  such  a  system.  How- 
ever, neither  can  It  afford  to  Ignore  the  Inter- 
national demand  for  a  solutioa  to  ruinous 
price  instability. 

The  growing  pressure  in  the  U.  N.  arises 
from  the  critical  importance  of  price  stability 
to  the  many  nations  whose  eoonomies  are 
largely  based  on  the  export  of  rtw  materials. 
It  is  perfectly  true,  as  their  spokesmen  claim, 
that  price  fluctuations  of  primary  goods  are 
notoriously  much  wider  than  fbr  manufac- 
tured articles.  Nothing  shows  this  more 
clearly  than  the  fact  that  between  1901  and 
1950  annual  variations  between  high  and  low 
prices  for  11  representative  commodities 
averaged  27  percent.  Such  a  price  spread  has 
made  it  increasingly  difficult  for  these  under- 
developed nations  to  operate  their  econo- 
mies. In  boom  times  a  price  rise  produces 
temporary  prosperity  and  encourages  dan- 
gerous extravagance.  This  is  always  followed 
by  a  price  collapse  which  very  often  brings 
disaster  to  the  producer  nation. 

Last  year,  in  an  attempt  to  at  least  moder- 
ate such  excessive  price  fluctuations,  a  group 
of  producer  nations — led  by  Argentina  and 
Indonesia — succeeded  In  persuading  the 
U.  N.  General  Assembly  to  set  up  a  Committee 
of  Experts  on  International  Price  Relations. 
This  committee  was  asked  to  suggest  prac- 
tical ways  of  minimizing  undue  fluctuations 
In  terms  of  trade  between  nations  producing 
primary  commodities  and  those  making  man- 
ufactured   articles. 

To  show  the  chronic  Importance  of  the 
problem,  the  committee's  report  to  the  as- 
sembly listed  14  previous  studies  on  the  same 
subject,  ranging  from  the  1927  World  Eco- 
nomic Conference  to  the  Paley  Commission's 
report  to  President  Truman   in   1952. 

Two  basic  methods  of  reducing  instability 
were  suggested  by  most  of  these  groups.  The 
first  Is  the  rather  well-known  International 
Commodity  Agreements  device — an  ar- 
rangement by  which  participating  nations — 
through  their  governments  or  groups  of  pro- 
ducers— cooperate  In  setting  the  range  of 
prices — and  sometimes  of  production— for 
the  commodity  covered. 

The  second  method  Is  the  Buffer  Stock 
device,  through  which  surpluses  are  taken  off 
the  market  at  &  time  of  overproduction  and 
declining  prices  and  are  later  made  available 
in  periods  of  shortage  and  rising, prices.  The 
current  U.  N.  report,  "Commodity  Trade  and 
Economic  Development,"  gives  limited  ap- 
proval to  International  commodity  agree- 
ments, but  it  stresses  their  drarwbacks  and 
limitations.  While  the  committee  favors  the 
broad  principle  of  buffer  stocks.  It  goes  on  to 
suggest  two  other  measures  of  general  sta- 
bilization. 

The  first,  "Contracycllcal  Lending,"  calls 
for  greater  capital  investment  In  underde- 
veloped countries  In  a  period  Of  recession. 
The  second,  a  "Compensatory  Bcheme,"  Is 
based  on  mutual  insurance  which  would  pro- 
vide for  payments  made  between  two  nations 
to  offset  changes  In  their  terms  of  trade. 
But  the  experts  struck  out  into  new  territory 
by  giving  most  of  their  attention  to  an  Idea 
not  previously  discussed  In  offlctol  studies — 
the  "Composite  Commodity  Reserve,"  known 
also  as  CCR. 

This  interesting  proposal  has  two  distin- 
guishing features.  First.  It  uses  stockpiling 
as  a  means  of  stabilizing  the  price  level  of 
raw  materials  as  a  whole,  but  at  the  same 
time  it  recognizes  the  law  of  supply  and  de- 
mand by  permitting  the  price  of  a  single 
commodity  to  fluctuate  on  the  open  market. 
This  Is  done  by  letting  a  governing  body  ac- 
quire complete  units  (or  "baskets")  made 
up  of  a  number  of  basic  commodities  when- 
ever the  composite  price  of  that  unit  falls 
below   a  stated   minimum.     Eventually,   the 
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complete  miit  U  sold— when  the  composite 
price  advances  above  a  stated  maximum. 

The  second  feature  Is  the  use  of  the  stock- 
pile of  complete  units  as  backing  for  inter- 
national money  In  the  same  way  that  gold 
now  backs  most  currendee — in  fact  one  Ter- 
•lon  of  the  plan  advocates  combining  these 
two  physical  bases  Into  a  monetary  reserve, 
40  percent  in  gold  and  00  percent  in  complete 
conmiodlty  units. 

The  great  advantage  of  CCR  Is  that  It 
makes  the  composite  stockpile  self-flnandng, 
since  it  generates  the  money  to  pay  for  Itself! 
Other  buffer-stock  schemes  have  no  w*y  of 
guaranteeing  that  the  necessary  funds  wUi 
always  be  available. 

Shotild  any  of  these  plans  be  adopted,  the 
United  States,  with  Its  large  and  growing 
stockpiles  of  strategic  materials  and  farm 
products,  would  play  a  major  role.  Not  only 
would  It  wield  considerable  flnanciai  power, 
but  American  raw  material  users  would  be 
eager  to  operate  on  a  basis  of  reasonably 
stable  prices. 

The  next  question,  then,  seems  to  be: 
What  effect  would  each  of  the  plans  have  on 
the  United  States  economy? 

DrrXSNATIONAL  COMlCODrTT   AGSIXICCMTS 

Originally  made  between  groups  of  private 
producers,  such  agreements  have  covered  a 
wide  variety  of  commodities.  The  conmion- 
est  criticism  is  that  they  are  a  form  of  cartel. 

Most  governments — faced  with  serious  de- 
clines in  raw  material  prices — have  been 
more  or  less  compelled  to  take  a  chance  with 
ICA.  In  1946  a  charter  was  drawn  up  at 
Havana  for  an  International  Trade  Organiza- 
tion but  failed  to  win  ratification.  However, 
Chapter  VI  was  incorporated  into  the  Gen- 
eral Agreement  on  Tariffs  and  Trade  (OATT) 
under  which  most  of  the  free  world  now 
operates,  llie  authors  of  Chapter  VI  knew 
from  past  experience  that  ICA  might  be 
used  to  keep  prices  higher  than  they  should 
be.  To  prevent  this,  they  proposed  that  con- 
suming nations  should  have  equal  represen- 
tation with  producing  nations  on  the  con- 
trolling body. 

This  led  to  the  International  Wheat  Agree- 
m.ent,  which  the  United  States  Joined  in 
1949,  along  with  44  other  nations.  When  the 
Wheat  Agreement  came  up  for  renewal  last 
year,  some  of  the  consuming  nations — noting 
the  enormous  world  wheat  supply — objected 
to  placing  what  they  considered  a  high  floor 
under  the  price  of  wheat.  (The  renewal  set 
a  maximum  price  of  $2.05  and  a  minimum  of 
$1.55.)  Britain,  the  chief  importing  nation, 
refused  to  agree  to  an  extension  on  these 
terms  and  Italy  failed  to  validate  the  sig- 
nature of  its  representative. 

Despite  this  typical  example  of  a  consum- 
ing nation  willing  to  go  along  with  ICA  in 
times  of  scarcity  but  balking  when  markets 
are  oversupplied,  strenuous  efforts  are  still 
being  made  to  put  agreements  covering  other 
commodities  into  operation. 

The  current  sugar  agreement  covers  only 
the  free  nxarket,  which  means  that  it  ex- 
cludes the  important  United  States  as  well 
as  some  other  areas  cohered  by  special  ar- 
rangements. An  International  Tin  Agree- 
ment (including  a  bull'er -stock  provision) 
was  concluded  last  December  but  is  not  yet 
In  operation.  Negotiations  are  now  being 
held  on  the  subject  of  cotton,  natural  rub- 
ber and  wooU 

The  chief  objection  to  ICA.  made  In  a 
study  done  by  the  Food  Research  Institute 
of  Stanford  University,  is  that  the  agree- 
ments bear  a  strong  resemblance  to  cartels. 
The  Institute  doubts  whether  special  rules 
can  be  devised  to  prevent  domination  of 
ICA  by  the  producing  nations,  which  will  use 
the  agreements  to  maintain  high  prices  on  a 
commodity  when  the  supply  and  demand 
situation  calls  for  a  lower  valuation.  Appar- 
ently the  British  think  the  wheat  producers 
are  trying  to  do  exactly  this. 

The  United  States,  by  Joining  the  Wheat 
Agreement,   has  given  some  support  to  the 
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principle  of  ICA.  but  opposition  within  the 
Oovemment  is  growing.  Washington's  main 
objection  seems  to  be  that,  by  furthering 
•  cartel  setup,  we  are  creating  the  opposite 
of  a  free  enterprise  society  and  are,  in  fact, 
limiting  production  and  marketing  without 
doing  anything  to  stabilize  prices  In  the  long 
run. 

The  U.  N:'8  Committee  of  Experts  is  not  en- 
thusiastic atwut  ICA  for  three  main  reasons. 

First,  it  would  be  extremely  difficult  to 
reach  separate  agreements  on  a  dozen  or 
more  commodities. 

Second,  multi-commodity  Iniffer  stocks 
would  require  a  large  amount  of  continuous 
financing. 

Third,  the  committee  says,  "the  manage- 
ment of  their  price  policy  would  be  by  no 
means  easy,"  which  in  view  of  recent  British 
objections  to  the  Wheat  Agreement,  ranks 
as  a  classic  understatement. 


COMrOSm    COMMOOITT    XXSXBVX 

In  Its  report  to  the  General  Assembly,  the 
committee  of  experts  having  expressed  doubt 
of  the  soundness  and  pracUcality  of  tbe  ICA 
concept^  then  takes  up  the  Composite  Com- 
modity Reserve  (CCR) — a  proposal  that  has 
been  endorsed  by  so  conservative  an  econ- 
omist as  P.  A.  Hayek. 

In  Hayek's  view,  the  scheme  Is  mainly  an 
extension  of  the  philosophy  and  technique 
of  the  gold  standard.  The  difference  is  that 
CCR  would  cover  a  wide  range  of  basic  com- 
modities Instead  of  a  single  precious  metal 
with  only  a  limited  relationship  to  the  over- 
all economic  process.  According  to  Hayek, 
the  world's  production  and  trade  would 
benefit  by  extending  to  raiv  material  pro- 
ducers generally  the  great  advantages  now 
enjoyed  only  by  those  lucky  enough  to  own 
gold  mines. 

At  the  same  time,  world  money  would  also 
be  strengthened  by  having  behind  it  bal- 
anced commodity  reserves  wtiich  would  bear 
an  Intrinsic  value  and  utlUty  at  least  equal 
to  that  of  gold.  In  effect,  CCK  would  be 
sharing  the  wealth  by  giving  commodities 
which  are  produced  by  many  nations  a  fairly 
constant  value. 

All  of  this  strongly  appeals  to  Hayek. 
Stanford's  Food  Research  Institute,  on  the 
other  band.  Is  attracted  by  the  flexibUity 
of  the  plan  with  regard  to  Individual  com- 
modities. It  feels  that  CCR  provides  gen- 
eral price  stability  without  restricting  the 
prices  of  single  cotumodities.  and  thus  avoids 
the  pit  into  which  ICA  falls  when  it  at- 
tempts to  protect  the  price  of  a  commodity 
from  changes  in  the  economic  picture. 

To  the  U.  N.'s  Committee  of  Experts  the 
best  feature  of  CCR  Is  the  solution  it  crflers 
to  the  problem  of  financing. 

It  is  one  thing  to  favor  the  principle  of 
buffer  stocks — the  "Joseph-ln-Egypt"  or 
"Ever-Normal-Granary"  techniques — as  all 
the  recent  studies  hsve  done.  It  Is  quite 
another  matter,  however,  to  fund  enough 
money  to  pay  for  a  large  international  stock- 
pile system  that  would  act  as  instirance 
against  a  financial  breakdown  at  a  critical 
stage  in  the  business  cycle. 

The  commodity  "units"  will  pay  for  them- 
selves. Just  as  a  government's  gold  reserve 
does,  because  for  each  $1,000  worth  of  units 
acquired  by  the  central  agency  there  will 
be  a  corresponding  increase  of  $1,0(X}  in  the 
world's  money.  These  units  can  be  regarded 
as  deposits  (credits)  In  the  name  of  the  con- 
tributing countries  on  the  books  of  the  In- 
ternational Monetary  Fund,  which  is  sug- 
gested as  the  most  siUtable  agency  to  ad- 
minister the  plan. 

But,  simple  as  the  composite  commodity 
reserve  may  sound,  Its  future  still  depends 
mainly  on  the  attitude  of  the  United  States. 
So  far  we  have  objected  (and  thereby  kiUed) 
various  schemes  aimed  at  improving  the 
world's  economy  because  we  tend  to  Inter- 
pret such  measures  as  drafts  on  our  Treasury. 

Because  It  does  not  Involve  substantial 
costs  to  the  Treasury,  CCR  may  be  able  to 


overcome  the  objections  the  United  States 
has  had  to  other  stabilization  plans,  lite 
factor  of  cheapness  should  attract  poliUeal 
support.  In  fact,  CCR  would  permit  tlM 
United  States,  U  U  chooses,  to  convert  part 
at  Its  huge  stockpiles  of  agricultural  and 
mineral  products  mto  money,  and  thus  re- 
duce the  budget  and  the  public  debt— • 
claim  no  other  plan  can  make. 

In  addition  to  these  sizable  benefits.  CCR 
would  make  a  start  at  solving  our  domsstle 
farm  problem  by  setting  a  permanent  basis 
of  flexible  prices  for  Individual  products 
whUe  the  overaU  price  structure  remained 
stable. 

And  United  States  Industry  would  reap 
a  further  gain  from  CCR.  Instead  of  settling 
our  export  balance  with  weak  foreign  cur- 
rencies (or  nothing  at  all),  as  we  are  now 
forced  to  do,  the  Oovemment  would  receive 
for  most  of  the  balance  a  gold  equivalent 
In  the  form  of  an  International  currency 
backed  by  basic  raw  materials. 

But  CCR  has  a  meaning  for  Anlierlcans 
apart  from  its  importance  to  our  role  as  the 
foremost  creditor  nation.  The  United  States 
now  holds  the  largest  buffer  stocks  of  as- 
sorted materials  In  the  world.  At  the  end 
of  June  1953  we  had  stockpUed  (or  ordered) 
$5.5  billion  worth  of  strategic  materials,  most 
of  which  came  from  abroad.  In  addition, 
we  had  another  $5  bUUon  worth  of  agrleul- 
ttirai  conunodltles  grown  In  the  United 
States. 

Our  Government  has  been  moving  in  op* 
poelte  directions  as  It  built  these  enormous 
stupltises.  Abroad,  It  has  been  trying  to 
acquire  large  supplies  of  str^eglc  materials 
at  the  lowest  possible  price,  but  at  home  It 
has  been  operating  a  support  program  based 
on  acquiring  only  what  is  needed  to  keep 
prices  high. 

Political  considerations  being  what  they 
are,  the  administration  Is  now  suggeetlnc 
that  we  merge  part  of  our  farm  sxnplus  with 
our  military  stockpile  In  a  combined  seciulty 
reserve.  These  holdings  would  be  Insulated 
from  the  market,  which  should  remove  sow*# 
of  the  pressure  from  the  farm-support  pro- 
gram by  lowering  the  supply  available  to 
commercial  users. 

This  may  mean  that.  In  a  peculiar  fashion. . 
we  are  backing  Into  accepting  the  CCR  con- 
cept, since  the  suggested  merger  of  indus- 
trial and  agricultural  jnxxlucts  Into  one 
giant  stockpile  would  go  a  long  way  toward 
creating  complete  commodity  units.  These 
would  be  avaUable  as  a  basis  for  International 
money  and.  If  CCR  were  operating,  would 
also  be  both  self -financing  and  potentially 
self -liquidating. 

FAlCXNS   rOUjOWS    CLTTTS 

As  was  pointed  out  before,  periods  of  com- 
modity stirpluses  have  always  been  foUowvd 
by  shnrtages.  Under  CCR  when  a  shortsgs 
(usually  caused  by  crop  falliire  or  war)  oc- 
curred, commodity  reserves  would  flow  bade 
Into  consxunption  through  regular  purchases 
in  commercial  channels,  and  the  payment 
received  (by  the  IMF)  would  be  used  to 
cancel  the  deposit  credits  originally  Issued 
against  the  reserves.  This  would  complete 
the  cycle  of  cxirrency  creation  and  liquida- 
tion. 

It  is  possible  to  get  a  good  Idea  of  how  ths 
plan  would  work  by  applying  OCR  to  the 
American  stockpile.  If  the  United  States 
Joined  CCR,  we  could,  by  tiimlng  part  off 
our  present  basic  commodity  holdings  into 
composite  units,  couTert  them  into  mone- 
tary credits  carried  In  our  name  on  ths 
books  of  the  IMF. 

The  transfer  of  ownership  would  mean  no 
loss  of  physical  control,  since  the  conunod- 
ltles would  constitute  the  backing  for  cur- 
rency claims  held  by  xa  and  It  would  b* 
consistent  to  keep  this  backing  within  our 
own  borders,  as  we  now  do  with  the  DfFIs 
gold  holdings.  In  case  of  war  or  any  other 
emergency  we  could  quickly  reestattUsfc 
ownership  by  surrendering  our  money  Claims 


ti: 


15206 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


August  19 


1954' 


In  aschange  for  the  actual  commodities— Jrist 
a*  we  now  luirender  dollars  for  gold. 

After  thoroughly  weighing  all  of  these  con- 
siderations, the  XJ.  N.'s  Committee  of  Ex- 
perts recommended  the  establishment  of  a 
new  U.  N.  agency — ^the  Trade  Stabilization 
Commission — ^whlch  would  consldw  various 
stabUimtlon  proposals  In  detail  and  make 
recommendations  to  the  U.  N'a  Economic  and 
Social  Council. 

One  of  the  basic  problems  such  a  com- 
mission will  have  to  study  is  the  relative 
merits  and  dlfllcultles  of  OCR  and  ICA.  It 
laj>robabIy  safe  to  say  that.  In  operation,  the 
CCR  concept  would  run  Into  many  of  the 
dlfflcultles  faced  by  ICA;  the  difference  is 
that  by  putting  commodities  into  a  single 
unit  and  giving  that  unit  a  monetary  value, 
we  woxild  obviate  the  need  to  work  out  a  lot 
of  price  ranges  and  national  quotas. 

CCR's  adherents  feel  that,  in  general,  it 
would  bring  about  an  essential  reform  of  the 
world's  money.  However,  when  the  rough 
Idea  was  put  forward  some  years  ago,  the 
late  Lord  Keynes  (and  some  others)  felt 
there  would  be  political  dUBculties  involved 
In  imposing  stability  from  without  on  im- 
wlUlng  nations. 

Backers  of  CCR  reply  that  the  plan  im- 
poses on  no  nation  that  doesn  c  want  to  be 
Imposed  upon.  VThat  it  does  is  guarantee 
that  basic  commodities  (as  a  whole)  will 
have  a  fixed  value  in  terms  of  an  interna- 
tional currency — a  system  that  corresponds - 
to  the  fixing  of  an  internaitonal  value  for 
gold.  Individual  nations  can  accept  or  reject 
the  results  of  that  stability. 

The  commodity  producing  nations  that 
seek  Internal  stability  would  not  be  con- 
stantly harassed  by  the  feast-or-famine  con- 
ditions under  which  they  now  must  make 
their  perilotu  way  toward  solvency.  On  the 
other  hand,  nations  which  feel  they  should 
enjoy  some  of  the  temporary  comforts  of 
Inflation  or  practice  the  austerity  of  deflation 
would  be  free  to  pwsue  whatever  fiscal  and 
monetary  policies  they  chose. 

American  manufacturers  would  be  better 
able  to  estimate  their  production  costs  be- 
cause the  world  economy  would  be  less  likely 
to  undergo  extreme  swings.  Some  producers 
of  particular  commodities,  however,  among 
them  American  farmers,  are  not  likely  to 
welcome  a  plan  that  offers  them  only  gen- 
eral price  stability  and  fails  to  protect  them 
from  overproduction. 

Oddly  enough,  understanding  of  the  real 
problem  that  CCR  attempts  to  solve  starts 
precisely  here:  General  stability  is  a  sound 
concept  because  it  assures  a  healthy  econ- 
ojny;  individual  price  freezing  is  unsound 
because  It  Ignores  supply  and  demand. 

uss  Am  Kzquno} 

It  is  perfectly  true  that  weak  commodities 
may  still  need  aid  even  after  general  In- 
BtabHlty-  is  eliminated,  but  they  will  need 
less  of  it.  A  healthier  economy  will  have 
fewer  disastrous  declines,  and  the  proper  type 
of  assistance  can  more  readily  be  seen  and 
agreed  upon  when  viewed  In  the  framework 
of  a  stable  and  expanding  economy  free  from 
heavy  political  demands  for  Federal  aid. 

There  is  still  another  obstacle  for  CCR  to 
overcome.  The  business  world  is  now  ex- 
tremely leary  of  building  up  big  inventories. 
Because  of  this,  some  businessmen  will  nat- 
urally regard  a  commodity  reservoir  as  an 
addition  to  commercial  stocks  and,  there- 
fore, as  a  potential  threat  to  prices  and 
prosperity. 

But  CCR  poses  no  such  threat.  What  it 
does  Is  recognize  the  fact  that  commodity 
supplies  above  ground  can  be  as  beneficial 
to  the  world  as  natural  resotirces  below 
ground — ^provided  they  are  insulated  from 
commercial  markets  and  handled  so  as  to 
promote  balanced  expansion  without  costing 
huge  sums  in  gold-backed  currencies.  CCR 
would  be  a  boon  to  the  United  States  busi- 


nessman because,  by  stabilizing  raw  material 
prices,  it  would  increase  prosperity  and  en- 
able iinderdeveloped  nations  to  buy  more 
manufactured  goods. 

BOW  THX  COMMODrrr  RESKKVS  WOULD  (tPCEATI 

A  commodity  unit,  or  market  basket, 
would  be  established,  consisting  of  a  group 
of  basic  storable  materials,  in  quantities  that 
reflect  their  relative  importance  to  world 
production  and  trade.  A  price  level  would 
also  be  established,  around  which  the  value 
of  the  composite  unit  would  be  stabilized. 
The  table  on  page  50  shows  a  $1,000  unit 
which  consists  of  20  major  cominDditles. 
Half  of  the  quantities  are  based  on  world 
production,  half  on  world  trade,  la  1950. 
The  price  level  given  is  also  that  of  1950; 

i.  e.,  the  stated  quantities  of  all  the  com- 
ponents, taken  together,  had  an  average 
market  value  of   $1,000   in    that   year. 

An  agency  of  the  International  Monetary 
Fund— «uch  as  an  international  conunodlty 

corporation — would  stand  ready  to  acquire. 
at  95  percent  of  their  base  value,  complete 
units  whenever  they  were  available.  It  would 
sell    complete    units    whenever    theli    com- 


bined quotations  on  the  world  markets  rose 
above  105  percent  of  the  base.  The  units 
would  be  paid  for  by  credits  on  the  books 
of  the  fund.  These  would  add  Correspond- 
ingly to  the  hard-currency  resources  of  the 
central  banks  of  the  countries  contributing 
unit  components.  (Private  sellefs  would  be 
paid  Just  as  they  are  now  paid  for  other 
exports.)  When  the  commodity  vmits  were 
sold  out  the  financial  transactioas  would  be 
reversed,  and  a  corresponding  rediKtion  would 
be  made  both  in  the  commodity  assets  and 
in  the  deposit  liabilities  of  the  fund. 

Suitable  provision  would  be  made  for  eco- 
nomical storage  of  the  commodity  units,  the 
costs  to  be  met  out  of  the  10-per<jent  margin 
between  the  buying  and  selling  points,  and 
by  other  arrangements.  Countries  holding 
deposit  credlt.s  with  the  fund  would  have  the 
privilege  of  retaining  equivalent  values  In 
complete  units,  as  agents  of  the  corpora- 
tion, or  of  taking  over  such  units  In  ex- 
change for  their  money  claims.  The  compo- 
sition of  the  unit  would  be  changed  from 
time  to  time,  in  accordance  with  an  agreed-on 
technique,  to  reflect  changes  in  the  relative 
Importance  ol  the  commodities.! 
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How  (he  basket  would  he  valued 


Commoility 


Agricultural: 

Rice  (milled). 
Wheat 


Com. 

Cotton  (raw) 

Pupir  (raw) 

Wool  (greasy) 

Coffee 

Hailey 

Rubber  (natural). 
Peanuts  (shelled). 

Copra 

Jute 


Total. 


Indu.'=trial: 

Crude  petroleum . 

Pip  iron 

Wood  pulp  (chemifiih... 
Wood  pulp  (mecliaaicalj. 

Cop[>er 

7Anc 


—  i 


Lead. 
Tin.. 


Total. 


The  source  of  this  information  is  the  Sta- 
tistical OfBce  of  the  United  Nations,  Ss  pre- 
sented in  Appendix  A  of  the  Committee  of 
Experts'  Report.  Figures  for  Russia  Sre  ex- 
cluded from  production  totals,  and  Soviet 
bloc  figures  from  export  totals. 

The  1950  value  of  total  world  production 
was  $0G  billion;  exports  equaled  $14  billion. 
Consequently,  to  find  the  quantity  oif  each 
component  in  a  $1,000  unit,  we  divide  the 
combined  total  of  production  and  experts  by 
80  minion. 

Example:  For  wheat,  production  plus  ex- 
ports came  to  160  million  metric  tons.  This, 
divided  by  80  million,  gives  2,000  kilos,  which 
is  the  wheat  component  in  the  unit.  Wheat 
production  and  exports  totaled  $11,680  mil- 
lion. This,  divided  by  80  million,  gives 
♦136 — the  1950  value  of  the  wheat  compon- 
ent— which  is  equivalent  to  $1.85  per  bushel 
figured  on  the  basis  of  current  wheat  prices. 

UNrrXD  NATIONS  PERMANENT  ADVISORY  COMMIS- 
SION    ON     TRADE     STABILIZATION 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  tbe  re- 
port of  the  Minerals,  Materials,  and 
Fuels  Subcommittee  included  a  recom- 
mendation which  I  shall  read   to  the 
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Senate.  It  is  recommendation  No.  12 
and  appears  on  page  4  of  the  report  of 
our  committee. 

We  recommend  rejection  of  international 
controls  of  production,  prices,  ai|d  supplies 
of  critical  and  strategic  material*  unless  by 
legislative  action  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  (p.  4,  report). 

Mr.  President,  this  recommendation  Is 
ba.sed  on  the  analysis  of  the  testimony 
before  the  committee  by  tlie  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State  for  Econon»c  Affairs, 
Samuel  C.  Waugh.  and  by  Dr.  Klaus 
Knorr,  an  associate  professor  at  Prince- 
ton University,  who  served  as  ft  member 
of  a  committee  of  experts  appointed  by 
the  Secretary  General  of  the  United 
Nations.  These  hearings  were  held  on 
May  26,  after  the  meeting  of  the  Eco- 
nomic and  Social  Council  of  the  United 
Nations  in  New  York,  last  April.  I  asked 
Secretary  Waugh  and  Dr.  Knorr  to  ap- 
pear before  our  committee,  as  It  ap- 
peared that  United  Nations  proposals 
would     reestablish     the     International 
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Trade  OrganlzaUon  and  the  Interna- 
tional Iiiaterlals  Conference  xmder  a  new 
name. 

The  subcommittee  held  exhaustive 
hearings  on  the  International  Materials 
Conference,  starting  In  October  of  1953. 
Additional  hearings  were  held  in  Jan- 
uary of  1954.  The  testimony  received 
is  contained  in  part  4  of  the  hearings  of 
the  subcommittee.  This  testimony 
shows  conclusively  that  the  now  dis- 
banded IMC  was  based  on  the  economic 
thinking  of  chapter  6  of  the  Habana 
Charter,  which  would  have  established 
the  ITO  If  the  Congress  had  not  inter- 
vened. During  the  course  of  these  hear- 
ing's, our  committee  first  learned  of  the 
report  by  the  committee  of  experts  ap- 
pointed by  the  Secretary  General  of  the 
United  Nations  entitled  "Commodity 
Trade  and  Economic  Development."  The 
entire  report  appears  in  part  5  of  the 
subcommittee's  hearings  starting  on 
page  127.  This  report  was  made  pur- 
suant to  Resolution  623  of  the  Seventh 
Session  of  the  United  Nations  General 
Assembly.  This  resolution  directed  that 
a  study  be  made  by  a  group  of  experts. 
Mr.  President,  I  shall  now  read  the 
terms  of  reference  imder  which  the  ex- 
perts operated: 

The  General   Assembly — 

1.  Recommends  to  member  states  that — 

(a)  Whenever  govemmenta  adopt  meas- 
ures affecting  the  prices  of  primary  com- 
modities entering  international  trade,  they 
should  duly  consider  the  effect  of  such 
measures  on  the  terms  of  trade  of  countries 
in  the  process  of  development.  In  order  to 
Insure  that  the  price*  of  pyrlmary  commodi- 
ties are  kept  in  an  adequate,  Just,  and  equit- 
able relation  to  the  price*  of  capital  goods 
and  other  manufactured  articles  so  as  to 
permit  the  more  satisfactory  formation  of 
domestic  savings  In  the  countries  in  the 
process  of  development  and  to  facilitate  the 
establishment  of  fair  wage  leyels  for  the 
working  populations  of  these  countries  with 
a  view  to  reducing  the  existing  disparity  be- 
tween their  standards  of  living  and  those 
In  the  highly  industrialized  countries; 

(b)  Without  prejudice  to  the  recommen- 
dation contained  in  subparagraph  (a)  above, 
their  governments  should  give  serious  con- 
sideration to  all  other  aspects  of  the  prob- 
lem of  undue  fiuctuations  in  the  terms  of 
trade.  •   •   • 

2.  Recommend!  that  governments  cooper- 
ate in  establishing  multilateral  as  well  as 
bilateral  international  agreements  or  ar- 
rangements relating  to  individual  primary 
commodities  as  well  as  to  groups  of  primary 
commodities  and  manufactured  goods,  for 
the  purpose  of: 

(a)  Ensuring  the  stability  of  the  prices  of 
the  said  commodities  in  keeping  with  an 
adequate.  Just  and  equitable  relatlonahip  be- 
tween these  prices  and  those  of  capital  goods 
and  other  manufactured  articlea; 

(b)  Safeguardmg  the  continuity  of  the 
economic  and  social  progress  of  all  coun- 
tries, those  producing  as  weU  as  those  con- 
suming raw  materials; 

3.  Recommends  that  the  countries  in  the 
process  of  development  should  adopt  and 
give  effect  to  national  programs  of  mtegrated 
economic  development  conducive  to  the  ra- 
tional utilization  of  the  proceeds  of  their 
primary  activlUes,  the  abaorptlon  of  their 
surplus  active  population  and  the  improve- 
ment of  their  standards  of  living.  (P.  130, 
pt.  5,  of  Malone  hearings.) 

The  experts  labored  with  this  assign- 
ment,  and   came  forth  with   a  report 


which  was  released  early  in  1954.  Mr. 
President,  let  me  now  read  what  the  ex- 
perts proposed: 

373.  It  seems  to  us  that  there  Is  at  present 
no  effective  international  procedure  for  dls- 
cuwlng  and  propoeing  action  on  the  general 
problem  of  stabUizatlon — a  matter  which 
tranacends  the  problems  of  particular  com- 
modities. The  present  organization  is  di- 
rected toward  piecemeal  action,  commodity 
by  commodity.  We  do  not  think  that  this  is 
BUfflclent;  a  general  and  simultaneous  ap- 
proach to  the  problem  of  stability  In  Its 
many  aspects  is  required.  It  is  possible  that 
a  gap  in  international  organization  has  here 
arisen  unintentionally,  through  the  absence 
of  an  International  trade  organization  as  en- 
visaged in  the  Havana  Charter. 

274.  We  therefore  propose  that  the  Eco- 
nomic and  Social  Council  should  establish 
an  Intergovernmental  commission,  which 
we  will  refer  to  as  the  Trade  Stabilization 
Commission.  In  order  to  provide  permanent 
representation  for  the  most  important  trad- 
ing countries  and  an  adequate  rotation  of 
representation  for  the  others,  It  would  prob- 
ably be  necessary  to  have  8  or  9  member 
governments.    The  Commission  would  meet 

whenever  it  thought  fit,  but  we  envisage 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  have  meetings 
for  a  number  of  weeks  several  times  a  year. 
The  Commission's  work  would  stand  or  fall 
by  the  high  quality  of  the  representatives 
appointed  by  governments;  but  we  think 
It  important  also  that  the  representatives 
should  be  free  to  undertake  serious  and  con- 
tinued work,  not  limiting  their  service  on 
the  Commission  to  infrequent  brief  meet- 
ings.    (P.  211.  pt.  5.) 

278.  The  work  of  the  Commission  would 
involve  exchanges  of  views  between  govern - 
menta  on  possible  types  of  action  to  which 
they  may  not  wish  to  appear  publicly  com- 
mitted: and  there  Is  a  very  real  risk  that 
premature  knowledge  of  the  Commission's 
deliberations  would  produce  harmful  effects 
in  the  commodity  markets.  We  therefore 
recommend  that,  contrary  to  usual  United 
Nations  practice,  the  Commission  should 
meet  In  cloeed  session  except  when  it  decides 
otherwise.  We  would  expect  that,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  formal  meetings,  occasions  would 
be  required  for  Informal  exchanges  of  view 
among  the  representatives  of  the  member 
governments,  meeting  in  private."  (P.  212, 
pt.  6.) 

Mr.  President,  in  simple  words,  these 
experts  proposed  a  new  organization  to 
replace  the  repudiated  ITO  which  could 
deliberate  in  secret.  According  to  the 
experts,  the  reason  for  secret  meetings 
is  to  enable  governments  to  exchange 
views  on  types  of  £u;tions  to  which  they 
may  not  wish  to  appear  publicly  com- 
mitted. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  was 
shocked  at  these  proposals  and  accord- 
ingly followed  the  deliberations  during 
the  course  of  the  meetings  of  the  Eco- 
nomic and  Social  Council  of  the  United 
Nations  in  New  York  last  April  with 
great  interest.  He  was  gratified  that  the 
new  United  States  representative,  Mr. 
Preston  Hotchlus,  maintained  a  firm  po- 
sition of  unqualified  opposition  to  the 
creation  of  this  new  United  Nations 
group.  In  due  course  a  resolution  was 
presented  to  establish  a  permanent  ad- 
visory commission  on  International 
Trade  Stabilization.  The  actual  organi- 
zation of  this  body  was  to  be  postponed 
imtil  the  18th  session  of  the  Economic 
and  Social  Council  which  is  now  meeting 
in  Geneva.  The  United  States  was 
joined  in  opposition  by  four  other  na- 


tions, the  United  Kingdom,  France.  Bel- 
gium, and  Norway.  Twelve  wat^nrm  voted 
against  us  on  that  resolution.  They  in- 
cluded the  Argentine.  Free  C%ina,  Cuba, 
Czechoslovakia.  Ecuador.  Egypt.  India, 
Pakistan.  Turkey.  Soviet  Russia.  Vene- 
zuela, and  Yugoslavia.  The  Australiantc 
abstained  from  voting. 

When  Secretary  Waugh  appeared  be- 
fore our  committee,  I  asked  him  what 
position  the  United  States  would  take  at 
the  meeting  in  Geneva.  He  assured  me 
that  the  position  taken  by  Mis.  Hotchkls 
in  New  York  would  be  maintained. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  happy  that  this 

has  turned  out  to  be  the  case.  However. 
In  spite  of  United  States  opposition  in 
what  is  d»cribed  as  the  most  bitter 
debate  before  this  session  of  the  Eco- 
nomic and  Social  Council,  it  was  de- 
cided to  proceed  with  the  organization 
of  this  group.  In  April  at  New  York, 
the  United  Kingdom,  Prance,  Belgium, 
and  Norway  stood  with  us.  In  August 
at  Geneva,  only  the  United  Kingdom  and 

France  voted  with  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President.  I  now  wish  to  read  a 
dispatch  to  the  New  York  Times  from 
Geneva  by  Michael  Hoffman  dated  Au- 
gust 4,  1954: 

CoMMODrms  Uktt  Vcmo  bt  Untted  NATioits 

BODT TTKITOJ       ST^tlS.       BXXTAIir,       FkAMCS 

Vainlt  Oppose  CoNsxn.TATrvx  Taaoa  QaoxTP's 

FOaMATXOK 

QzmvA,  Augiut  4.— Over  the  strenuous  op- 
position of  the  United  States,  France,'  and 
Britain,  the  United  Nations  Economic  and 
Social  CouncU  voted  today  to  establish  m 
permanent  consultative  commission  on  in- 
ternational trade  to  commodities. 

After  the  most  bitter  debate  of  this  ses- 
sion, the  councU  adopted  by  12  votes  to  S 
an  Argentine  resolution  to  start  at  once 
to  set  up  an  18-nation  conunlaslon  with 
powers  so  broad  that  nobody  in  the  councU 
purports  to  understand  fully  Just  what  it 
will  do. 

The  one  thing  clear  to  most  obserrers  la 
that  the  commission  Is  looked  upon  by  the 
Latin  American  countries  and  other  coun- 
tries heavily  dependent  on  raw  material  ez- 
imrts  aa  a  means  of  putting  pressure  on 
the  richer  Industrial  nations  to  stabilize  raw 
material  prices  at  levels  regarded  as  satis- 
factory by  the  producing  countries. 

Some  United  States  officials  regard  the 
commission  aa  the  worst  thing  the  United 
Nations  could  have  done  to  antagonlae  busi- 
ness Interests  In  the  more  advanced  cotm- 
tries  and  to  strain  relations  between  the 
underdeveloped  and  highly  developed  coun- 
tries. 

FtOVISIOMS   rot   BXPaESSMTAllOir 

The  commission  is  to  be  elected  by  the 
Council.  There  are  elaborate  provisions  in- 
suring wide  geographical  representation, 
rotation  of  members  and  participation  of  In- 
terested nonmember  states  on  matters  of 
concern  to  them. 

The  commission  is  supposed  to  "'■'"t^in 
relations  with  aU  other  organizations  bav- 
Ing  anything  to  do  with  Its  field — which 
means  almost  every  International  organlaa- 
tion  of  an  economic  nature.  It  is  also  sup- 
posed to  make  its  influence  felt  throu^  rec- 
ommendattons  transmitted  through  the  Sec- 
retary General  of  the  United  Nations. 

The  United  States  has  twice  stated  that  It 
wlU  not  serve  on  the  conunission  even  if 
elected.  But  it  appears  certain  to  be  elected. 
Britain  probably  will  name  a  representative, 
although  It  opposes  the  whole  idea  as  Im- 
practical and  dangerous. 

The  Industrial  countries  hope  that  th« 
commission  will  bog  down  in  vague  debates. 
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Walter  Kotofthnlg.  a  United  States  delegate, 
■aid  today  tba^  toy  It*  terms  of  reference,  the 
fmntntsslim  could  prestuna  to  take  over 
everything  the  Council  Itself  Is  supposed  to 
do  la  the  international  economic  field.  Inter- 
fere  with  the  Food  and  Agriculture  Organi- 
sation* and  complicate  Immeastirably  other 
existing  machinery  for  economic  coopera- 
tion. 

nie  one  eerlous  modification  oi^mnents  got 
Into  the  Argentine  resolution  was  a  clause 
■aylng  that  the  contracting  parties  to  the 
Oeneral  Agreements  on  Tariffs  and  Trade 
(OATT),  the  governing  body  of  the  existing 
•ystem  of  international  trade  "rules  of  the 
game,"  should  have  a  chance  to  look  at  the 
problem  supposed  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
new  commission. 

If  the  OATT  countries  can  find  some  way 
to  satisfy  the  underdeveloped  countries'  de- 
mands for  special  attention  to  the  problems, 
aonw  International  officials  think,  the  Ad- 
visory Commission  in  International  Com- 
modity Ttade  may  never  see  the  light  of 
day. 

Mr.  President,  our  representative 
stressed  that  even  though  the  United 
States  were  elected  to  this  new  commis- 
sion we  would  not  serve.  I  want  to  com- 
mend Mr.  Hotchkis  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  these  statements.  My  pur- 
pose in  bringing  this  matter  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate  Is  to  make  certain 
that  we  will  not  modify  this  position.  In 
keeping  with  the  recommendation  of  the 
Minerals,  Materials,  and  Fuels  Subcom- 
mittee, no  agreements  arrived  at  by  such 
a  commission  should  be  binding  on  this 
country  except  through  legislative  ac- 
tion by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  The  group  in  Geneva  who  voted 
against  the  United  States  do  not  con- 
template that  thetr  proposals  will  be  sub- 
mitted to  this  body. 

Mr.  President,  Dr.  Knorr,  one  of  the 
United  Nations  experts  who  appeared  be- 
fore the  subcommittee  and  who  was  1 
of  the  5  authors  of  the  United  Nations 
report,  stated  that  he  had  accepted  the 
assignment  with  the  United  Nations  as  he 
believed  he  could  perform  a  useful 
service  If  he  could  talk  them  out^ff  some 
of  the  ideas  which  they  seemecvjo  have. 
Mr.  President,  let  me  read  from  page  290 
of  the  report  of  the  subcommittee: 

Senator  Malonx.  You  mean  that  your  con- 
cltisions  did  not  coincide  with  what  they  had 
In  mind? 

Ux.  Knoul  EHd  not  coincide  with  the  ma- 
jority in  the  General  Assembly,  that  wanted 
this  report  written.  I  think  that  is  true. 
Tou  have  already  read  this  once  briefly,  but 
I  read  Just  the  main  passage  here: 

"The  General  Assembly  •  •  •  recom- 
mends to  member  states  that — 

"(a)  Whenever  governments  adopt  meas- 
ures affecting  the  prices  of  primary  com- 
modities entering  international  trade,  they 
should  duly  consider  the  effect  of  such  meas- 
ures on  the  terms  of  trade  of  countries  In 
the  process  of  development,  in  order  to  in- 
sure that  the  prices  of  primary  commodities 
are  kept  in  an  adeqiiate.  Just,  and  equitable 
relation  to  the  prices  of  capital  goods,  and 
other  manufactured  articles,  so  as  to  permit 
the  more  satisfactory  formation  of  domestic 
savings  In  the  countries  in  the  process  of 
development,  and  to  facilitate  the  establish- 
ment of  fair  wage  levels  for  the  working 
populations  of  these  countries." 

Now  the  key  words  are  "adequate.  Just, 
and  eqxiltable  relation."  which  occurs  in  sev- 
eral other  passages  of  the  Assembly  resolu- 
tion. 


In  other  wgtrda.  it  was  quite  clear  to  me 
that  what  they  wanted  the  committee  of 
experts  to  do  is  to  tell  them  how  to  set  up 
an  international  parity  scheme  of  the  kind 
that  we  have  in  the  United  States  tot  domes- 
tic farm  products. 

I  think  this  was  quite  clearly  the  Inten- 
tion of  the  Assembly,  and.  In  fact,  one  of 
the  reasons,  and  I  think  probably  the  main 
reason  that  moved  me  to  agree  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  this  committee  was  that  I  thought 
it  would  be  a  good  idea  to  talk  them  out 
of  it,  if  I  could,  because  I  do  not  believe 
in  such  a  system.  I  do  not  believe  In  it 
particularly  for  the  United  States,  and  cer- 
tainly not  as  an  International  scheme. 

Senator  Malonz.  You  do  not  believe  In  it 
for  what  particular  reason.  If  we  cCuld  en- 
large on  it?  Because  It  was  impossible  or 
because  It  Is  Just  Impractical? 

Mr.  Knoer.  Well,  In  this  International 
field 

Senator  IifALONE.^n  the  InternatloBal  field? 

Mr.  Knorr.  I  think  It  Is  totally  imprac- 
tical. I  think  quite  clearly  most  nations 
woiUd  not  have  anything  to  do  with  it  and 
most  nations  would  be  right  In  coming  to 
that  sort  of  conclusion,  because  what  you 
would  be  doing  then  would  be  transferring 
income  from  the  wealthier  countrlaB  to  the 
poorer  countries.  Maybe  for  certain  pur- 
poses this  should  be  done,  but  let  us  then 
do  it  openly  and  aboveboard.  Let  UB  not  do 
it  by  monkeying  around  with  markets. 

Dr.  Knorr  further  testified  that  the 
proposal  adopted  was  not  what  he  had 
in  mind  when  the  rep>ort  was  prepared 
and  he  thoroughly  approved  of  the  deci- 
sion of  the  United  States  Government  in 
refusing  to  vote  affirmatively  for  the 
resolution  presented  at  the  meeting  of 
the  Council.  The  following  ia  taken 
from  the  transcript: 

Senator  Maiank.  Now  let  us  get  to  this 
thing  that  you  helped  build.  Now  should  we 
have  an  agreement,  and  what  should  be  the 
provisions  of  this  international  agreement 
with  which  we  did  not  agree?  Now  we  had 
the  State  Department  officials  her*,  and  I 
think  they  are  entirely  right,  and  I  compli- 
mented the  Assistant  Secretary  this  morning 
on  the  vote  that  his  man  cast.  But  do  you 
think  we  should  have  voted  against  It? 

Mr.  E:norr.  I  think  It  was  entirely  right 
for  the  United  States  to  vote  against  it. 
I  would  have  advised  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment to  vote  against  it  if  I  had  been 
asked. 

Senator  Maloni.  You  think  it  would 
Injure  us  to  enter  Into  such  an  agreement? 

Ml*.  Kjroaa.  I  dont  think  It  would  injure 
the  United  States.  I  cannot  really  quite 
see  that  it  would  injure  the  United  States 
very  much,  but,  it  not  being  In  the  United 
States  interest  to  do  It  anyway.  I  would 
advise  the  United  States  Government  not  to 
doit. 

Senator  Mau>nk.  You  do  not  think  It  Is 
In  oiir  interest? 

Mr.  Knorr.  No.  And  what  Is  not  In  the 
United  States  Interests  should  not  be  done 
by   the   United   States    Government. 

SenatCH-  Malone.  God  bless  you  for  that 
statement  (pp.  290-291,  report). 

Mr.  President,  the  State  Department 
believes  that  this  new  Commission  will 
complicate  existing  machinery  for  eco- 
nomic cooperation  and  may  well  take 
over  everything  else  contemplated  for 
the  Economic  and  Social  Council  This 
follows  the  pattern  of  the  International 
Trade  Organization  set  up  in  the  Ha- 
bana  Charter  which  could  easily  have 
taken  over  all  of  the  activities  and  func- 
tions which  have  now  been  picked  up 
by  this  group.    I  will  not  take  the  time 


of  the  Senate  to  review  the  International 
Trade  Organization  in  detail.  However, 
let  me  remind  the  Senate  that  the  Ha- 
bana  Charter  originated  from  proposals 
made  by  the  State  Department  of  the 
United  States  in  1945  In  a  document 
known  as  Proposals  for  E^cpansion  of 
World  Trade  and  Employment.  This 
document  ap(>ears  as  an  exhibit  on  page 
338  of  part  4  of  the  hearings  of  the 
subcommittee.  These  proc>osals  included 
a  number  of  chapters,  chapter  3  of  the 
original  proposals  on  general  commer- 
cial policy  are  now  the  basis  of  OATT, 
the  General  Agreement  on  Tariffs  and 
Trade.  Chapter  4,  relating  to  restrictive 
business  practices  now  provides  the  basis 
for  the  United  Nations  ad  hoc  com- 
mittee on  restrictive  business  practices 
operating  under  the  United  Nations  Eco- 
nomic and  Social  Council.  Chapter  5 
of  the  original  proposals  later  became 
chapter  6  of  the  Habana  Charter.  This 
chapter  laid  the  basis  for  international 
commodity  agreements.  Such  agree- 
ments have  been  condemned  in  both  the 
majority  and  minority  reports  of  the 
Randall  Commission.  The  one  point  of 
foreign  trade  policy  on  which  both  the 
majority  and  minority  agreed  was  that 
the  United  States  should  no  longer  sup- 
port such  agreements. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  happy  that  the 
State  Department  refused  to  ratify  the 
tin  agreement  in  keeping  with  this 
recommendation.  The  establishment  of 
this  proposed  United  Nations  Commis- 
sion would  lead  us  back  down  the  road 
toward  such  international  agreements. 

Mr.  President,  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  Michigan,  Senator  Fergu- 
son, first  brought  the  activities  of  the 
International  Materials  Conference  to 
the  attention  of  this  body  in  January  of 
1952.  He  referred  to  the  IMC  as  a  cartel 
to  be  operated  against  the  consumers  of 
this  country.  The  IMC  operated  with- 
out congressional  sanction  and  was  re- 
sponsible for  great  distress  in  this  coun- 
try. It  now  behooves  us,  before  this  new 
commission  has  an  opportunity  to  or- 
ganize itself  into  a  cartel  designed  to 
operate  against  us,  to  make  our  position 
completely  clear.  It  is  important  that 
the  Senate  realize  that  suggestions  have 
been  made  by  representatives  of  some 
countries  before  the  Economic  and  So- 
cial Council  that  the  United  States 
synthetic  rubber  plants  be  closed,  and 
that  restrictions  be  placed  on  the  de- 
velopment of  other  synthetic  materials 
which  compete  with  natural  products 
produced  in  foreign  countries.  Some 
raw  material  producing  countries  have 
objected  strenuously  to  United  States 
plastics  which  displace  hides  and  leather 
and  to  fabrics  such  as  nylon  and  orlon 
which  displace  silk  and  wool. 

The  distinguished  minority  leader, 
the  senior  Senator  from  Texas,  was  the 
chairman  of  the  Preparedness  Subcom- 
mittee of  the  Senate  Armed  Services 
Committee  during  the  81st  and  82d  Con- 
gresses. The  country  owes  him  a  debt 
of  gratitude  for  the  work  of  that  com- 
mittee. The  second  report  of  that  com- 
mittee dated  November  20,  1950,  reports 
its  activities  in  forcing  the  adoption  of  a 
synthetic   rubber   program   which   not 
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only  produced  a  stockpile  of  this  vital 
material,  but  prevented  natural  rubber 
producers  who  were  supposedly  our  allies 
in  Korea  from  extorting  unconscionable 
prices  from  the  United  States.  These 
same  rubber  producers  have  been  at- 
tempting without  success  to  secure  the 
adherence  of  the  United  States  to  a  new 
rubber  agreement  which,  like  the  tin 
agreement,  would  cost  the  United  States' 
consumers  untold  millions  of  dollars. 
The  senior  Senator  from  Texas,  in  the 
report  of  his  committee  released  March 
5.  1951,  showed  how  the  tin  producers 
in  southeast  Asia,  the  same  areas  which 
produced  the  natural  rubber,  had  raised 
the  price  of  tin  to  take  advantage  of  the 
defense  emei;^ency.  The  Preparedness 
Subcommittee  recommended  that  the 
United  States  cease  purchasing  tin  and 
as  a  result,  the  price  of  tin  dropped 
from  $1.90  to  $1.03  per  pound.  The  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Texas,  as  reported  in 
the  Congressional  Record,  volume  99, 
part  2,  page  2064,  stated: 

It  has  been  estimated  that  this  action  has 
saved  the  American  Treasury  at  least  a  half 
billion  dollars. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  trying  desperately 
to  prevent  the  United  Nations  establish- 
ing this  new,  supposedly  legal,  cartel  to 
undo  the  work  of  the  committee  headed 
by  my  good  friend,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Texas. 

One  more  comment  on  the  work  of 
the  Preparedness  Subcommittee.  Its 
27th  report,  released  July  5.  1951,  dealt 
with  the  critical  shortage  of  tungsten. 
When  General  Van  Fleet  returned  from 
Korea  in  1953,  he  showed  that  we  were 
short  of  ammunition  throughout  the 
entire  Korean  conflict.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  fol- 
lowing, which  is  taken  from  pages  175- 
177  and  225  of  p»rt  4  of  the  hearings  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Minerals,  Ma- 
terials, and  Fuels  be  printed  in  the  body 
of  the  Record  at  this  ix)int. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows  : 

Senator  j^alowe.  I  wUl  ask  that  the  docu- 
ment Identified  as  IMC  61.  which  recom- 
mends that  stockpiling  be  held  in  abeyance, 
and  that  we  should  continue  to  stabilize 
world  prices  and  allocate  supplies  tlirough 
the  IMC  be  placed  in  the  Recoko  at  this 
point: 

"memorandum    (IMC  NO.  SI) 

"Mat  1,  1951. 
-To:    E.    T.    Gibson,    Acting    Administrator, 

Defense  Production  Administration 
"From:  j.  H.  Crltchett,  National  Production 

Authority 
"Subject:  Tungsten 

"The  situiition  surrounding  the  United 
States  supply  of  essential  tungsten  is  ap- 
proaching a  desperate  situation,  as  Is  shown 
briefly  by  the  following  tabulation: 

Pounds 
per  month 
Present      controlled      xuage      per 
month  without  substantial  mili- 
tary demand 1,275,000 

Add   special   military   need    (pri- 

marUy  HVAP  shells) 200,  000 


Pounds 
_  .  per  month 

United  States  production 400,000 


1,  075,  000 


Requirements 1,  475,  000 


Deficit 

Estimated  free  world  stimulated 
production  except  United 
States _ 1,  7eo,  qoo 

"These  figures  simply  Indicate  that  we  need 
about  60  percent  of  all  free  world  tungsten, 
a  percentage  we  probably  will  not  be  able  to 
obtain  but  certainly  will  not  even  approach 
under  the  present  purchasing  conditions. 

"As  a  matter  of  fact,  under  present  condi- 
tions foreign  tungsten  Is  not  coming  to  the 
United  States.  Assuming  Internal  price 
blocks  are  removed,  all  commercial  Inven- 
tories In  this  country  will  be  consumed  In 
June.  In  July,  therefore,  we  will  be  faced 
with  cutting  usage  to  the  United  SUtes  pro- 
duction— less  than  one-third  the  current 
rate — which  Is  not  sufficient  to  supply  cut- 
ting tools  and  electric-light  bulbs  alone, 
leaving  nothing  for  essential  uses,  such  as 
oil-well  drilling,  steel  forglngs,  contact  points 
for  electrical  systems,  and  numerous  other 
uses. 

"In  the  face  of  this,  we  recommend — 
"(a)  That  there  be  set  up  a  Government 
purchasing  agency  able  to  pay  any  needed 
price  for  Imported  tungsten  and  resale  of 
this  tungsten  to  commercial  users  at  United 
States  celling  prices.  Such  an  agency  hope- 
fully might  be  able  to  buy  700.000  to  800,000 
pounds  per  month  at  a  cost  of  perhaps  $5 
per  pound.  With  resale  at  about  $4  per 
pound  this  would  leave  a  net  cost  of  $800,000 
per  month  or  about  $10  million  per  year. 

"(b)  That  purchases  be  made  of  any 
xisable  grade  of  ore  Irrespective  of  whether 
or  not  It  meets  present  stockpUe  specifica- 
tions. 

"(c)  Such  an  agency  should,  in  addition 
to  buying,  have  power  to  assist  foreign  min- 
ing expansion  with  loans  against  deliveries 
by  entering  Into  3-  to  5-year  firm  contracts 
on  mine  output  and  such  other  means  as 
seem  appropriate. 

"(d)  This  agency  should  use  all  available 
present  dealers  and  Importers  of  tungsten 
to  further  speed  up  Its  actions. 

"(e)  Stockpiling  of  further  quantities  of 
tungsten  should  be  held  In  abeyance  un- 
til Immediate  needs  are  better  supplied  and 
future  deliveries  make  resumption  possible. 
"(f)  We  continue  negotiations  on  the  in- 
ternational level  with  United  States  policy 
seeking  to  aUocate  equitably  the  available 
International  supply  and  In  the  hope  of  sta- 
bUizing  world  prices. 

"J.  H.  CarrcHrrr." 
Senator  Malonk.  Mr.  Evans,  does  this 
document,  then.  In  your  opinion,  show  that 
the  IMC,  the  International  Materials  Con- 
ference, .was  not  operating  as  a  cartel  as  It 
fixed  maximum  and  minimum  prices  and 
controlled  the  supply  of  tungsten?  Are  you 
familiar  with  this  document? 

Mr.  Evans.  I  am  not  familiar  with  it.  It 
Is  not  one  of  those  that  we  provided  to  you. 
I  don't  know  what  the  document  is  or  who 
it   Is   written   by. 

Senator  Malone.  And  you  have  no  knowl- 
edge of  any  of  this  kind  of  work  going  on? 
Mr.  Evans.  I  cant  know,  sir,  anything 
about  that  document.  I  dont  know  who 
wrote  it.  I  dont  know  to  whom  it  was  ad- 
dressed. 

Senator  Malone.  Do  you  know  anything 
about  it,  Mr.  Secretary? 

Mr.  MosTON.  Sir,  I  think  if  we  could  have 
been  told  the  documents  that  were  going  to 
be  Introduced,  we  could  have  brought  them 
or  found  them  or  gotten  copies  of  them  our- 
selves. 

Mr.  Aolermaw.  I  think  Mr.  Winant  has 
copies  of  each  one  of  those  documents. 


Mr.  MoKTOK.  I  am  speaking  of  the  State 
Department. 

Mr.  Adlxeman.  I  think  you  worked  to- 
gether on  these.  I  know  Mr.  Armstrong  and 
Mr.  Winant  were  consulting  together  on 
these  dociunents.  I  think  they  were  aware 
of  the  dociunents  that  we  asked  for. 

Mr.  Evans.  We  do  not  even  know  what  doc- 
tmients  were  referred  by  Mr.  Winant. 

Senator  Malonk.  I  wUl  read  another  para-c 
graph  to  you,  which  might  be  enlightening. 
If  you  have  never  heard  of  It,  read  the 
record  afterward. 

Mr.  Evans.  May  I  ask  who  the  doctunent 
is  from  and  how  it  is  identified? 

Senator  Malone.  It  is  to  Mr.  E.  T.  Gibson, 
Acting  Administrator,  Defense  Production 
Administration,  from  J.  H.  Crltchett,  Na- 
tional Production  Authority.  Subject: 
Tungsten,  dated  May  1.  1951.  That  was  a 
very  eventful  year. 

The  situation  surrounding  the  United 
States  supply  of  essential  tungsten  is  ap- 
proaching a  desperate  situation,  as  Is  shown 
briefly  by  the  following  tabulation — which 
I  will  not  read  at  this  time,  because  I  am 
asking  that  It  be  made  a  part  of  thi  record; 
as  long  as  you  are  not  familiar  with  it,  you 
will  no  doubt  have  a  copy  of  the  record  and 
it  may  be  of  great  interest  to  you — stock- 
piling of  further  quantities  of  tungsten 
should  be  held  in  abeyance  untU  inmiediate 
needs  are  better  supplied  and  futiire  de- 
liveries make  resumption  possible. 

I  will  also  say  to  you,  Mr.  E^^ans,  in  case 
you  have  never  heard — and  I  hope  you  ac- 
quaint yourself  with  the  facts — that  this 
committee  already  has  In  the  record,  and  in- 
tends to  complete  It  more  fully,  that  there 
Is  enough  tungsten  in  the  United  States  to 
last  this  country  for  a  hundred  years  If  a 
principle  might  be  adopted  under  which  the 
domestic  operators  could  operate  and  pay 
the  difference  in  the  wages  between  Burma 
and  China  and  other  nations  which  pay 
lower  wages,  than  the  wages  in  this  coim- 
try. 

If  that  is  news  to  you,  I  hope  you  will  mak« 
it  a  point  to  study  the  tungsten  situation. 

Mr.  Winant.  Perhapis  I  should  not  speak 
from  the  sideline,  but  that  paper  was  writ- 
ten in  our  office,  and  it  was  a  proposal  by 
Crltchett  to  Gibson. 

Senator  Malone.  Will  you  move  right  up 
to  the  table.  Mr.  Winaqt?  This  is  all  one  big 
family,  and  we  wlU  allow  you  to  take  your 
turn. 

Do  you  understand  this  documentf 

Mr.  Winant.  Not  too  well,  sir.  It  was  at 
a  time  when  they  were  desperately  seeking 
tungsten. 

Senator  Malonk.  Who  was? 

Mr.  Winant.  The  United  States  Govern- 
ment. 

Senator  Malone.  What,  In  your  judgment, 
put  us  in  a  position  of  desperately  trying 
to  seek  tungsten  In  the  United  States  ot 
America? 

Mr.  Winant.  The  answer  would  be  in  the 
defense  requirements,  where  they  used  a 
lot  of  tungsten  in  an  armor-piercing  shell, 
a  very  great  quantity  of  tungsten. 

Senator  Malone.  Would  It  have  anything 
to  do  with  the  policy  for  many  years  preced- 
ing that  event,  when  every  effort  was  made 
to  favor  foreign  producers  over  domestic 
producers? 

Mr.  Winant.  On  that  score,  sir,  I  cant  add 
anything. 

Senator  Malone.  You  are  not  familiar  at 
all  with  the  avallabUity  of  tungsten  supplies 
in  this  Nation  or  any  other,  as  a  matter  of 
fact? 

Mr.  Winant.  All  I  know  is  that  in  19S0 
we  got  very  large  supplies  from  China  and 
Korea.  Apparently  it  had  backed  up  on  them  . 
out  there,  and  we  were  getting  pretty  close 
to  war  at  that  time.  Our  procurement  peo- 
ple, I  take  it — anyway,  we  managed  to  bring 
in  a  very  heavy  supply  ol  imported  tungsteo. 
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Senator  BtAixnn.  We  were  not  producing 
very  much  tungsten  at  that  time  la  th« 
ITnlted  States  or  In  nearby  conntrlee.  were 
we? 

ICr.  WniAirr.  I  cant  answer  that,  aSr,  az- 
eept  I  do  remember  that  1048  was  rather  a 
■lack  year,  and  I  take  It  production  feu  off 
on  that  account  (pp.  176-177,  pt.  4). 

Janttabt  3>  1952. 
Ta:  OUP,  Mr.  Armstrong, 
ftom:  IOCS,  Mr.  Bramble. 
Subject:  Experience  of  the  United  States  as 
a  member  ot  the  Tungsten-Molybdenum 
Conunlttee  on  the  International  MaterU 
als  ConTerence. 

You  have  requested  a  comparison  of  United 
States  experiences  In  regard  to  tungsten  and 
molybdenum  supplies  prior  to  and  under  the 
IMC  arrangements. 

Attached  are  two  tables  prepared  by  Mr. 
Geehan  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  at 
the  request  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald  of  DPA  on  this 
same  subject.  It  Is  Mr.  Geehan's  opinion  as 
well  ae.  our  own  that  these  statistics  ought 
not  to  be  used  either  to  attack  or  Jiistify 
the  United  States  participation  In  the  IMC, 
and  that  such  Justification  ought  to  be  based 
on  other  and  broader  considerations.  • 

On  the  surface  one  could  conceivably  ar- 
gue that  under  the  IMC  the  United  States 
has  obtained  its  largest  share  (82  percent)  of 
molybdenum  to  date,  for  we  received  only 
69  percent  La  1949  and  70  percent  in  1950. 
When  it  Is  remembered,  however,  that  we 
produce  over  90  percent  of  the  free  world's 
supply  of  molybdenum  it  can  be  argued  also 
that  without  the  IMC  we  could  have  received 
an  even  larger  share — the  whole  90  percent — 
If  there  were  no  exports  at  all.  During  the 
second  qiiarter  of  1951.  before  the  IMC  came 
Into  full  operation,  we  received  93  percent 
of  the  total  supply.  This  is  obviously  an 
extreme  and  unsound  position,  particularly 
•o  In  view  of  our  political  objectives,  the 
MDAP,  etc 

It  can  also  be  argued  on  the  basis  of  the 
•ttaehed  taMes  that  we  are  receiving  a  small- 
er percentage  of  the  free  w<»ld's  lupply  of 
tm^^stsn  (62  percent)  under  the  IMC  than 
we  did  In  1960  (73  percent)  oe  In  1949  (56 
paroent).  MOat  agencies  having  an  interest 
In  the  question  are  convinced  that  if  there 
wre  no  IMC  and  if  the  United  SUtee  were 
to  bring  Its  full  purchtelng  power  to  bear  it 
would  easily  outbid  all  other  countries  for 
the  llonii  share  of  the  free  world'k  tungsten 
produetlon. 

But  this  argument  assumes  free  inices — 
and  such  a  procedure  would  undoubtedly 
drive  prices  even  higher.  During  the  third 
quarter,  1961,  the  Tungsten-Molybdenum 
Onrnmlttee  Ineludad  a  recommendation  for  a 
♦66  ceiling  price  along  with  its  allocation 
recommendation.  It  has  not  made  any 
fonnal  celling  price  recommendation  for 
■uoeeedlng  quarters.  Consiunlng  countries 
which  are  members  of  the  IMC  are  present- 
ly taking  the  position  that  they  will  not  pay 
more  than  660.  It  is  thus  likely  that  the 
United  States  Is  obtaining  as  large  a  share 
of  tungsten  as  is  possible  without  driving 
the  price  up.  That  the  price  is  now  around 
666  (compared  with  a  price  of  around  $28.50 
pre-Korea)  can  be  partially  explained  In 
terms  of  o\ir  own  $63  domestic  aoor  price 
production  expansion  scheme  and  our  $66 
celling  price. 

In  view  of  the  many  uncertainties  Involve^ 
It  aeons  likely  that  a  better  defense  of  our 
membership  in  the  Tungsten-Molybdenum 
Conunlttee  can  be  made  on  political  grounds 
and  in  general  terms  that  on  the  basis  of  a 
statistical  analysis  such  as  that  contained  in 
the  attached  tables. 

Mr.  MALOME.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  table  on  tungsten  and 
molybdenum  production  be  printed  In 
the  RicoKo. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
loHows: 

United  Statea  consumption  and  free-world 
production  of  tungsten  and  moiybdenum 

[Tboiuands  of  ponnds,  metal  content] 


Moijb- 
deaiim 

Tungsten 

4th  quartw,  11»1: 

Total  free-world  srapply 

United  States  allocation  by 
IMC 

lo.rso 

8.631 
7«.  S 

«74 

7,154 
3,  ,318 

Percent  of  tree-world  supply... 

Received  by  Inited  States 

Percent,  receipts,  of  free-world 
supply.. 

46  4 
>3, 146 

<  44 

1M9-. 

Domestic  production 

22.  m 

-5,»45 

2  !i96 

Net  general  imports 

-)-6.  S33 

Total  supply 

16,  ess 
fig 

9,729 

United  States  percent  of  free 
world... - .. 

'.U 

1050: 

Domestic  production 

28,«77 
-7,  ©.JO 

4  039 

Net  general  imports 

-f  9  406 

Total  supply 

21,  #47 
70 

13  444 

United  Statee  percent  of  free 
world 

•  73 

ISSl: 

Domestic  production 

'3K.Hl 
'-4.ft25 

'  5  74<5 

Net  general  import^ 

'-f-6  082 

Total  supply.  ... 

<33.»86 
«82 

1  11  g28 

United  SUites  percent  of  tree 
world 

'  52 

IMl,  l8t  quarter: 

Domestic  production 

Net  leneral  imports ....... 

9,(73 
-l.t30 

«H-l,23l 

Total  snpply 

8,443 

2,567 
1  50 

United  States  percent  of  free 
world 

1961,  2d  quarter 

Domestic  production 

Net  general  imports 

0,S50 
-l«0 

1,430 
•  -1-1  031 

Total  supply 

»,4«0 
>93 

2,461 
1  52 

United  States  percent  of  free 
world 

I9S1,  Sd  quarter:. 

Domestic  production 

9.m 

I  480 

Net  generai  imports 

•  +2;  174 

Total  supply 

8,  #98 
78 

— .   .   ..         1 

3,654 
68 

United  SUtes  percent  of  free 
world 

1951,  4tlj  quarter: 

Domestic  production 

Net  general  imports 

'9,(00 
'-l.«16 

n.soo 

'•-(-1.646 

Total  supply 

■7,|8S 
»74 

1  3  140 

United  States  percent  of  free 
world... 

'44 

'  Estimated. 

«  C^ina  not  included. 

•  Exports  of  ferrotungsten  not  included. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the 
Preparedness  Subcommittee,  in  its  re- 
port of  July  5,  1951.  was  not  aware  of 
what  was  taking  place  in  the  IMC,  and 
I  am  sure  that  they  never  realized  that 
we  could  have  secured  sufBcient  tungsten 
if  we  had  not  operated  under  the  IMC. 
The  material  which  I  have  Inserted  is 
taken  from  official  State  Department 
documents  which  had  been  cl&ssifled  as 
secret  when  they  were  presented  in  ex- 
ecutive session  before  our  suboommlttee. 
Following  these  hearings,  they  were  de- 
classified pursuant  to  the  instructions 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  for 
Legislative  Affairs,  Mr.  Mortca. 

The  last  paragraph  of  the  New  York 
Times  dispatch  which  I  havie  already 
read  to  the  Senate  provides  that  the  con- 
tracting parties  to  GATT  shall  have  an 


opportunity  to  examine  this  new  com- 
mission at  the  next  meetiag  of  OATT. 
The  dispatch  says: 

If  the  OATT  countries  can  find  some  way 
to  satisfy  the  underdeveloped  countries'  de- 
mands for  special  attention  toJthe  problems, 
some  International  officials  think,  the  Ad- 
visory Ckimnxisslon  In  International  Com- 
modity Trade  may  never  see  the  light  of  day. 

Mr.  President,  what  does  this  mean? 
I  take  it  to  mean  that  if  we  make  suffi- 
cient concessions  to  other  nations 
through  GATT,  they  wffll  disband  or 
modify  this  cartel.  This  it  a  polite  form 
of  blackmail  and  I  maintain  that  the 
United  States  should  resist  the  forma- 
tion of  this  body  by  maintaining  the 
position  already  taken  by«JEiir.  Hotchkls, 
the  United  States  representative  to  the 
Economic  and  Social  Council,  that  this 
country  will  not  serve  on  this  new  com- 
mission  even  though  we  au'e  elected.  It 
is  my  firm  belief  that  the  commiteion 
will  not  be  able  to  function  effectively 
if  the  United  States  does  not  participate. 
The  position  we  have  taken  to  date  is  a 
sound  one  and  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  receive  our  support  in  continu- 
ing to  oppose  this  group. 

Mr.  President.  I  want  to  assure  the 
Senate  that  the  Subcommittee  on  Min- 
erals, Materials,  and  Fuels,  which  will 
continue  to  operate  under  Senate  Reso- 
lution 271,  adopted  on  July  17,  1954,  win 
continue  its  close  watch  on  the  develop- 
ments in  this  field.  It  is  our  intention 
to  hold  hearings  this  fall  on  the  develop- 
ment of  synthetics  and  wliat  they  mean 
to  the  security  of  this  country. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  risen  Innumer- 
able times  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to 
oppose  the  extension  of  the  1934  Trade 
Agreements  Act.  State  Department  of- 
ficials who  testified  before  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Minerals.  Materials  and 
Fuels,  admitted  that  OATT  could  not 
operate  without  the  1934  Trade  Agree- 
ments Act.  This  recent  action  by  the 
United  Nations  Economic  and  Social 
Council  to  estiiblish  a  coitimissicm  con- 
demned by  the  United  States  is  to  be 
reviewed  by  GATT.  Tbe  fact  that 
GATT  has  such  powers  of  review  should 
finally  make  the  Senate  realize  why  it 
is  necessary  for  us  to  return  the  powers 
of  regulating  all  foreign  commerce  of 
the  United  States  to  the  Congress  as  set 
forth  under  article  1.  section  8  of  the 
Constitution.  When  we  permit  the  1934 
Trade  Agreements  Act  to  expire  and 
these  powers  revert  back  to  the  Con- 
gress as  provided  in  the  Constitution,  I 
do  not  think  it  will  be  necessary  for  us 
to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  discuss 
how  to  prevent  foreign  governments 
embroiling  us  in  an  international  cartel. 


INDEPENDENCE  FOR  CYPRUS 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  should  not  adjourn  without  not- 
ing once  again  the  issue  posed  to  the 
United  Nations  and  thus  to  our  Govern- 
ment by  the  island  of  Cyprus. 

For  40  years  Cyprus  has  remained  a 
British  colony.  Prior  to  that  time,  it  was 
under  the  domination  of  the  Turkish 
Ottoman  Empire.  But  since  the  begin- 
ning of  time,  Cyprus  has  been  predomi- 


nantly Greek  In  its  population,  culture, 
and  sentiments.  For  75  years,  the  Cy- 
priots  have  been  fru.strated  in  their  at- 
tempts to  determine  their  national  des- 
tinies for  themselves  and  to  accomplish 
union  with  Greece. 

The  petitions,  manifestos,  demonstra- 
tions, plebiscites,  and  other  representa- 
tions by  the  Greeks  of  Cyprus  in  favor 
of  union  have  not  gained  the  recognition 
which  properly  .should  be  accorded  to 
them  under  the  principles  of  the  Atlan- 
tic Charter  and  the  United  Nations. 
The  efforts  of  the  Go^  ernment  of  Greece 
since  1951  to  negotiate  this  matter  with 
the  British  Government  have  been  simi- 
larly frustrated. 

The  issue  is  now  before  the  United 
Nations.  The  United  States  is  looked 
upon  as  the  embodiment  of  the  very  es- 
sence of  liberty,  and  seeks  to  demon- 
strate to  the  world  our  fundamental  be- 
lief in  the  right  of  self-determination. 
We  should,  therefore,  work  for  a  solution 
which,  while  assuring  the  NATO  forces 
of  bases  on  this  strategic  island,  will  give 
positive  recognition  to  the  strong  de- 
sires of  the  Cyprian  people  to  join  in 
closer  association  with  the  kingdom  of 
Greece.  1 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE  TO  ATTEND 
FUNERAL  OF  REPRESENTATIVE 
PAUL  W.  SHAFER.  OF  MICHIGAN 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President. 
having  been  named  by  the  Senate  to  at- 
tend the  funeral  of  our  distinguished 
colleague,  the  Representative  from 
Michigan's  Third  District,  Paul  W. 
Shafer,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  be  excused  from  attending  the 
session  of  the  Senate  tomorrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  also  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  my  colleague  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  I  Mr.  Potter]  who 
has  been  named  for  the  same  mission,  be 
excused  from  the  sessions  of  the  Senate 
tomorrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


»       ADDITIONAL  REPORT  OF  A 
COMMITTEE 

The  following  additional  report  of  a 
committee  was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  LANGER,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  with  an   amendment: 

H  R.  4340.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
J.  Abarno  and  others  (Rept.  No.  2504). 


ADDITIONAL  MATTERS  ORDERED  TO 
BE  PRINTED  IN  THE  RECORD 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, additional  editorials,  etc..  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcord,  as 

follows : 

By  Mr.  MUNDT: 
Statement  prepared  by  him  entitled  "Sit- 
ting BuU:  A  Great  Leader  of  the  Old  Sioux 

Nation." 


RECESS  TO  9:30  A.  M.  TOMORROW 
Mr.   FERGUSON.     I   now   move  that 
the  Senate  stand  in  recess  until  tomor- 
row morning  at  9:30. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  11 
o'clock  and  28  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate took  a  recess,  the  recess  being  im- 
der  the  order  previously  entered,  imtil 
tomorrow,  Friday,  August  20,  1954.  at 
9:30  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  August  19  (legislative  day  of  Au- 
gust 5),  1954: 

UKmn  States  Cntcvrr  Jxjdci 
Walter  M.  Bastian,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia,  to   be  United   States  circuit   judge. 
District   of   Columbia   circuit,    vice   Bennett 
.Champ  Clark,  deceased. 

XJmrcD  Statss  District  Judge 

Lamar  Cecil,  of  Texas,  to  \fe  United  States 
district  judge  for  the  eastern  district  of 
Texas,  to  fill  a  new  position. 

Sherrill  Halbert.  of  California,  to  be  United 
States  district  Judge  for  the  northern  district 
of  California,  vice  Dal  M.  Lemmon,  elevated. 

Vernon  D.  Forbes,  of  North  Dakota,  to  be 
United  States  district  Judge  for  the  district  of 
Alaska,  division  No.  4.  vice  Harry  E.  Pratt, 
retired. 

William  E.  Miller,  of  Tennessee,  to  be 
United  States  district  judge  for  the  middle 
district  of  Tennessee,  to  fill  a  new  position. 

In  the  Am  Force 
The  following-named  officers  for  promotion 
in  the  Regular  Air  Force,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  sections  502  and  509  of  the  Officer 
Personnel  Act  of  1947.  as  amended.  All  offi- 
cers are  subject  to  physical  examination  re- 
quired by  law. 

Major   to  lieutenant   colonel 
An  roBCE 
Leggette.  Prank  Browne,  18072A. 
Patty.  Homer  Emmltt,   18102A. 
HUls,  Kenneth  Bruce.  5680A. 
Ooodmanson,  Murel  Matthew,  5681A. 
Holden,  Paul  Cole,  5682A. 
Atwell,   Lawrence  Austin.  5683A. 
Cope,  William  Samuel,  5684A. 
Leverette,  William   Lawrence.   5685A. 
Edwards,  Robert  Bruce,  5687A. 
Conkllng.  Emmett  Virgil,  5688A. 
Walsh,  Michael  Joseph,  5689A. 
Taylor,  Thomas  Edward.  5690A. 
Norcla,    Benjamin,    5694A. 
Pfettit,  Weldon  Monroe,  5695A. 
Milliff,   John,    19652A. 
Anderson,  Arlo  Sell,  5e96A. 
Hohs.  Robert  Leo,  5697A. 
Ray.  Robert  Homer,  5698A. 
Brill,  Norris.  5700A. 
Hogg,  Robert,  5701A. 
Scruggs,  John  Alexander.  5702A. 
Carney,   John   Kllker,   5703A. 
Hallam,  Louis  Carlyle,  5704 A. 
Hlbblts.  Francis  Leonard,  5705A. 
Melllnger,  Robert  Thomas,  5706A. 
Olaenzer,   Charles   F.,   5707A. 
Wilson.  Walter  George,  57 10 A. 
Nudell,  Fred  Wellington,  571  lA. 
Staskewitz,  Benjamin  Edward.  5712A. 
Oromak.  Anthony  Edward.  5713A. 
Dean,  David  Kennedy,  5714A. 
Mayberry,  Samuel  Waller,  Jr.,  5716A. 
Johnston,  William  Edward.  5717A. 
Chllcote,  Charles  Arthur,  5718A. 
Hensley,  Joseph  Woodrow,  5719A. 
Barr,  Jennings  Monroe.  5720A. 
Reeves,  Klmo,  5723A. 
McCombs,  Harold  Kelly,  57a5A. 
Gray,  Rxissell  Earl,  5726A. 


White,  Richard   Diu-wln,   5738A. 
Sutton.  John  Liggett,  672fiA. 
Bailey.   Harry   Banks.   5730A. 
Norman,  William  Roy,  S732A. 
Griffin,  Jullotifi  Columbus,  5733A. 
Rlgney,  Charles  Edward,  5734A. 
Reising.   Alt>ert  John.   5735A: 
Pryor,   Charles  E>onald.  6736A. 
Koenlg.  Perler  Arnold.  5738A. 
Duty,  WllUam  Burkett,  6739A. 
Slough,  Andrew  Elmer.  5741A. 
Mellor.  Alfred  Lionel,  6743A. 
Ahrens,  WUliam  Carl,  5744A. 
"ngner.  Edwin  Brown,  5745A. 
Myers.  E^rle  Russell.  5746A. 
Kappeler,  Prank  Albert.  5747A. 
Stlgiich,  John  Jack,  5748A. 
Jenkins.  Leaton  Elbert,  6749A. 
Hunter,  Russell  Bruce,  6750A. 
Holmes,  Merrill  Dennis,  6751A. 
Swanson.  Charles  Kenneth,  5752A. 
Dougal,  Robert  Elliot.   5764A. 
Finley.  William  H.,  5755A. 
Hays,  John  Bennett,  5756A. 
Doornbos,  Philip  Ogden,  6767A. 
Decker.  Robert  Young.  S758A. 
Roberts,  Gore  Frederick,  6768A. 
Youngman,  Reginald  Bunker.  5760A. 
Buttmann,  Oscar.  6781A. 
Mills.  Eugene  Spencer,  Jr.,  5762A. 
Smith.  Clyde  Harrison,  5763A. 
Leavltt,  William  Job.  6764A. 
Lockman,  Daniel  Barkley,  6765A. 
Townsend,  Barry  Baldwin,  6847A. 
Morrison.  Harry  James.  6767A. 
George.  John  Louis.  6768A. 
Sturgis,  James  Edwin,  6768A. 
Eliasen.  Arnold  Clarence,  5770 A. 
Gordon.  William  Price.  Jr.,  6771A. 
Parr,  Albert  Thomas,  6772A. 
Babb.  Claude  Andrew,  5773A. 
Acker.   Halbert   Hammond,   S775A. 
Nickels,  Loren  Smith,  5777A. 
Therrlen.  Patrick  Elogius.  S780A. 
Barrow.  Tom  Lee,  5781A. 
Ross.  John  Samuel,  5782A.  ^ 

Shaw.  Donald  Adrian,  5783A. 
Wansley,  Theodore,  5784A. 
Verbeek.  Harry  Peter,  6786A. 
Raley,  Claude  Mason,  5787A. 
Carson.  WllUam  James.  5788A. 
Pedersen,  Carl  EmU.  5789 A. 
Bowden.  WUllam  Martin,  6790A. 
Toye,  Edward  Eugene,  579aA. 
Jensen,  Ralph  Soren,  5793A. 
Bazan.  Edward  Theodore,  6794A. 
Bradley,  Francis  Trenholm,  5795A. 
Mann,  Edward  MUton,  5796A. 
Miller,  Thomas  Aldred.  5797A. 
Wood^  Thomas  Donnelley.  679eA. 
Kellum.  George  Glenn,  Jr.,  6799A. 
Goodwin,  Vaughn  Kirk,  58OIA. 
Sherborne,  Henry  Hall,  6803A. 
Thompson,  Dlllard  Norman,  6804A. 
Spieth,  Robert,  5806A. 
Larson,  .Edwin  CecU,  6808A. 
Thiele,  Harold  Edwin,  5809A. 
Riley,  Joseph  Richmond,  6811 A 
Cram,  Reginald  Maurice,  6812A. 
McCracken,    Rtifus    LeRoy,    6813A. 
Schweitzer,  John  Henry,  5814A. 
Nyblade,  Walter  Frederick,  6816A. 
Harlow,  Paul  Norman.  58ieA. 
Llchter,  Carl  Jerome,  5817A. 
Weaver,  Frederick,   5820A. 
Westwood.  John  Raymond,  6821A. 
Thomas,  Clarence  Lamar.  5822A. 
Pittman,  Bernard  Merrill,  5823A. 
Foster,  GUbert,  5824A. 
Copeland.  Lewis  Anderson.  6826A. 
Horvath,  John,  5828A. 
Piss,  Robert  Wendell,  6829A. 
Sxillivan,  Frederick  Edward,  5830A. 
Beck,  Abe  Jack.  5831A. 
Minahan,  John  Carroll,  5832A. 
Schudel,  Charles  Richard,  5833A. 
Fowell,  Byron  Ronald,  5834A. 
Lewis,  Samuel  Henry,  5835A. 
Lyons,  Charles  Maxwell,  5836A. 
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Ooetzke,  KeniufUi  Hennan.  6838A. 

Whittle.  Frederick  Jamee.  6840A. 

PoUoek.  Keith  Kormlt,  5841A. 

Hartbrodt.  Frederick  Aleunder  Vlneent, 
5842A. 

llarkovleh.  George  lOchael.  5848A. 

BuUlTUi.  Daniel  Frauds,  6844A. 

Bottoms,  Robert  Leland.  6845A. 

Walker.  Boy  Ralph.  6846A. 

Purcell.  CSiarles  Joeeph.  5849A. 

Donohue,  Swood  Paul,  5852A. 

James,  Mewton  Elder,  5864A. 

Bawrle,  William  Ernest,  5866A. 

Dinsmcve.  Dwlgbt  Reginald.  6856A. 

Vlckery,  Benjamin  Patterson.  Jt..  5867A. 

Archer.  Oneal  John  Thomas,  5858A. 

Behrens,  George  Herman.  5869A. 

Jones,  Allen  Newton,  Jr.,  S862A. 

Longlno.  Dick  Randolph,  Jr.,  5864A. 

Wilson,  Frederick  William  Hlldebrand. 
6865A. 

Greene,  Benjamin  Olln,  Jr.,  5866A. 

Query,  Jack  DeWltt,  S86eA. 

True,  Oscar  Harold,  68e9A. 

WoU,  John  Joeeph,  5870A. 

Perry,  Horace  Edward,  S871A. 

Berger,  B^enneth  Stephen,  687aA. 

Cowan,  Marlon  Glenn,  M73A. 

XTrbach,  Leonard  Henry.  5874A. 

Taylor,  William  Vaughn,  5875A. 

MAttlson,  Robert  IfarUn,  6877A.      - 

Hudson,  John  Henry,  6878A. 

Jordan,  Ralph  Sehaffer,  6879A. 

Simmons,  Joe  Linn.  6880A. 

■Ichholz,  Jerome  Charles.  6882A. 

Rotkls,  Walter  Anton,  6883A. 

IClller.  Walter  Fredertck.  5885A. 

Dalton.  Bernard  Vincent,  6886A. 

Saknne,  Rlchanl  Arlan,  5888A. 

Prewltt.  Jack  Kenneth.  580OA. 

Klrkpatrlck,  IflarshaU  Armlne,  5891A. 

BIcCash,  Donald  Kendall,  SSOaA. 

Stuart.  John  Montgomery.  Jr^  6883A. 

Grlflln,  Harry  Korral,  58MA. 

Craig.  Joe  Congdon.  680SA. 

Gibson,  wmiam  Herf,  68e6A. 

Dalto,  John,  6807A. 

Voas,  Nathaniel  Held,  Jr.,  5808A. 

Summers,  Clarence  Eugene,  Jr.,  5800A. 

Matthews,  Edward  Everett,  60O1A. 

Leet.  Jonathan.  5902A. 

Youngblood.  Curtis  Nolan.  6008A. 

McCarthy,  John  Francis,  Jr..  6904A. 

Beeres,  Ernest  Arthur,  5906A. 

Manthos.  Atlee,  George,  590eA. 

Hennessy,  Robert  John,  B907A. 

Kehrer,  Kenneth,  BOOeA. 

Davey,  Knmeth  William.  S909A 

Brandau,  Otto  Heiuy,  SOIOA. 

HaU.  Charles  Edward,  5911A. 

Warren.  Jdhn  Edgar,  601XA. 

Carr,  Richard  Pendleton.  8913A. 

Garrett,  ^ddmore  Neale,  S91&A. 

Mbeman,  Ormond  John,  5916A. 

Callaway.  Richard  Dowdy,  6917A. 

Couch,  Alexander  Piitchard,  6918A. 

Montgomery,  GullfcHd  Roland,  6919A. 

McCauley,  Clarence  Vernon,  B9aOA. 

Chick,  Lewis  Wllltom,  Jr.,  SSaiA. 

Konopackl.    Hubert    John,    6933A. 

Baker,  AncU  David,  69a4A. 

Green.  Ftanklyn  Thomas,  6035A. 

Pardee,  Elliott  Thomas.  5036A. 

Olmsted.   Cbarles  Thaddeus.   50a7A. 

Carmack.  John  Edgar,  SSSSA. 

Sturges,  Claude  C.  Jr.,  50a9A. 

North,  Charles  Lewis,   6933A. 

Ranck,  Nathan  Hoover,  69S5A. 

Maas.  Charles  Fundln.  6036A. 

BoUlOT.  Frederick  Prank.  Jr.,  fi937A. 

Powell,  Joseph  Harllee,  fiMOA. 

Montz,  Gene  Phillip,  5941A. 

Thornton.  Julian  Foy,  Jr..  5942A. 

Watts,  John  Ruben,  6943A. 

Drube,  Hubert  Kenneth,  6944A. 

Joeeph,  Franklin  Arthur,  6947A. 

Barrtngton.  George  EUlott,  5948A. 

WllUams,  Leslie  Benjamin,  6949A. 

Oeanetos.  George  Stephen,  6950A. 


MOore.  John  Alton,  5951A.  i 

Wilson,  Charles  Smith,  5952A. 

Sansone,  Rocoo,  5953A. 

Heene.  Fred  Lewis,  59S4A. 

Sulloway,  Alexander  Mark,  SQSSA. 

Durham,  Benjamin  Jasper.  Jr..  5957A. 

Stltt,  Glenn  Theodore,  5958A. 

Helfort,  Albert  Francis,  5959A. 

Works,  Le  Eustis,  5960A. 

Payton,  Theodore  Pranklln,  5961  A. 

Del  Mlssler.  Bruno  Caxl.  5962A, 

Archuleta,  Rubel  VigU,  5963 A. 

Taylor.  Ben.  5964A. 

Allen,  Samuel  Lawrence,  5965A. 

Oliver,    Riibert    Russell,    5967 A. 

Huston,  Sherman  Leroy,   5968A. 

Woods,  Everett  Newton,  5969A. 

Cox.  Robert  Lewis,  5970A. 

McNally,  Joseph  Edward.  5971A. 

Hajek.   Raymond    Rowland,    5g^3A. 

Gardner,  Laurence  Ernest,  597tA. 

McGarry,  James  Michael,  Jr..  5976A. 

Smith.  Robert  Channell,  5978A. 

Tlllery,  James  Hightower,  5979A. 

Gaddis,  Albert  Crawford,  5980A. 

Swing,  Donald  Edwin.  5981A. 

Dice.  Evan  Adams,  5983A.  ' 

Neely,  Russell- Wayne,  5984A. 

Bonvlcln,  Emanuel  Frank,  598SA. 

Strom,  Charles  Walter,  5986A. 

-Barrett,  John  Patrick,   5987A. 

Forrest,  Edward  Lester,  5988A. 

Allensworth,  Hubert  Lasater,  9990A. 

FOmal.  Joseph  John,  5991  A. 

Koontz,  Thomas  Gale,  5992A. 

Rowan.  M.  C,  Jr.,  5993A. 

Hounshell,  Claude  Eugene,  5994A. 

Smith,  Rodney  Ellswortb,   5996A. 

Schaffner,  William  Joseph.  5996A. 

Wilson,  John  McLaln,  5997 A. 

Dlxon,  Brendan,  5998A.  i 

Beville.  Claude.  Jr..  5999A-       I 

Marks.  Russell  Herbert.  6000A». 

Shepperd,  Virgil  Earl,  6002A. 

D'Annlbale,  Vincent  James.  60<MA. 

Magee,  Ernest  Maurice,  6006A. 

Langford,  Karl  Albert,  6007A. 

Damold,  Charles  Reese,  600aA^ 

Pike,  Robert  Francis,  6009A. 

Coffey.  John  Donald,  60 10 A. 

Tribble.  Randolph  Louis,  601  lA. 

Llnd,  Harold  August,  6012A. 

Shaka,  Napoleon  Athan,  6013A. 

Tunks.  Emerson  Ambrose  Anthony,  6014A. 

Nichols,  Thomas  Brooks,  6015A. 

Carney,  James  Franklin,   1807CA. 

OUmore,  John  Thomas,  6016A. 

Heran,  Paul  James,  6018 A. 

McGinnls,  Paul  Benedict,  eOiaA. 

WUllams.  James  Willis.  6020A. 

Uhrig.  Robert  A..  6021  A. 
Wildlnger.  Joseph  Valentine.  6022A. 
Watwood,  Louis  V..  6024A. 
Knowles.  Kenyon  Leroy,  6025A. 
Grimm.  Charles  Burton,  6027A. 
Fisher,  Philip  Fitzgerald,  6028A. 

MXDICAL 

Hoffman.  Archie  Arthur,  ig222A. 
McDonough,  Joseph  Francis,  19223A. 
MUler,  Hubert  Wainvn-lght,  19t24A. 
Blzzolo.  John.  19225A.  ■ 

DENTAL  I 

Traynham,  Charles  Hightower.  18892A. 
Waldmann.  Raymond  George,  18893A. 
Garrison,  Grayson  Gwynne,  ia894A. 

VETIKINAET 

Mclntyre,  James  Clayton,  1899eA. 

KXDICAL  SKRVICX 

Baer.  Reuben  Albert.  19428A. 
Miller.  Rahe  August,  19429A.    < 

Clark,  Robert  Emory,  19430A. 
Currier,  Clyde  Charles,  19432A. 

First  lieutenant  to  capt$in 

VETOIITAXT 
Grau,  William  Henry,  Jr.,  230T8A. 
Greer,  Russell  Flagg,  2 1867 A. 


Davis,  Harold  Clayton,  23075A. 
BUderback.  William  Riley,  232 16A 
Douglas.  Jack  Donnalee,  a(331A 
Garner,  Howard  Scott,  25669A 
Harris,  Milford  Douglas,  Jr..  25670A 
Note. — Dates  of  rank  of  all  officers  nom- 
inated for  promotion  will  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

lit    THK    MaKUTK    OokPS 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Marine 
Corps  for  temporary  appointment  to  the 
grade  of  major  general,  subfject  to  qualifi- 
cation therefor  as  provided  by  law: 

Reginald  H.  Ridgely,     Robert  E.   Hogaboom 

Jr.  Joseph  C.  Burger 

Homer  L.  Litzcnberg  Verne  J.  McCaul 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Marine 
Corps    for    temporary    appoihtment    to   the 
grade  of  brigadier  general,  subject  to  quall- 
flcatlon  therefor  as  provided  by  law: 
Russell  N.  Jordahl       Frank  H.  Wirslg 
Jack  P.  Juhan  Robert  B.  Luckey 

John  C.  Munn  Arthur  F.  Binney 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  August  19  (legislative  day  at 
August   5).    1954: 

dacTTiT  Couars.  TcERrroKT  or  Hawah 

Albert  M.  Felix,  of  Hawaii,  to  be  third 
Judge,  first  circuit. 

William  Z.  Fairbanks,  of  Hawaii,  to  b« 
second  Judge,  first  circuit. 

BOAXO  or  Pasou 

Lewis  J.  Grout,  of  Kansas,  to  be  a  member. 
Board  of  Parole,  for  the  terfti  expiring  Sep- 
tember 30,  1950. 

John  E.  Henry,  of  Montana,  to  be  a  mem- 
ber. Board  of  Parole,  for  the  term  expiring 
September  30,  1956. 

CoMFTKoixa  or  drsroiu 

Russell  K  Atkinson,  of  New  Jersey,  to  b« 

comptroller  of  customs,  with  headqiiarten  at 
Philadelphia.  Pa. 

Coast  and  Gbodxtic  Snavsr 

For  permanent  appointment  subject  to 
qualifications  provided  by  Uw: 

James  P.  Randall,  to  be  ensign  In  the  Oo*Mt 
and  Geodetic  Survey.  1 

PosTMAsma 

ASKAIfSAS 

Robert  L.  Davis,  Fountain  HIU. 
LovUe  C.  Horn,  Searcy. 

CALirORNIA 

Philip  H.  Krauter,  Arvin. 
Ronald  P.  Fawcett.  ColfaX. 
Edward  J.  Victor,  Corte  Madera. 
John  O.  Davis.  King  City. 
Charles  A.  Messick.  La  Qulnta. 
Retta  L.  Moslander.  Nubieber. 
Viola  A.  Tuggle,  Salida. 

COLORADO 

James  A.  Smith,  Dillon. 

William  Donald  Durrett,  Eada. 
James   W.   Martin,   Florenoe. 

CONNECTICUT 
Gordon  L.  King,  Madison. 
Coldla  P.  Dabbs,  Northford. 


CEOSGia 

Harry  R.  Tucker,  Sr..  GaliiesvUle. 

ILLINOIS 

Clarence  D.  Sorensen,  Dwtght. 
Noel  E.  White,  Fox  Lake. 

IOWA 

Keith  P.  Carroll,  Prederlk|L 

Carl  Lambert  Youngquist,  Oowrle. 

Leonard  D.  Tucker,  KnoxVlUe. 


XAWSAS 

Wayne  K  Richards.  Arkansas  City. 
Charles  A.  Flalz.  Severy. 

mCBWAM 

MerrUl  C.  Warner,  Bedford. 

BCDmsOTA 

Leonard  F.   Ramberg,   Minneapolis. 
Lavem  A.  Ewert,  Waldorf. 

MXBBASKA 

Austin  Learned.  Edison. 

ITEVAOA 

Settle  J.  Nurml.  Austin. 

Emma  S.  Park.  Mlnden. 

Dixie  Vera  L.  Westover.  Montello. 

WrW  BAICPSRXU 

Philip  T.  Hilton,  East  Rochester. 

tnrw  roMM. 
Louis  B.  Cartwrlght,  Rochester. 

WOKTH     CABOLIKA 

Robert  E.  Hollifleld,  Forest  City. 

WOBTH    DAKOTA 

Payee  Albert.  Belcourt. 
Randall  C.  Zlmprich.  Davenport 
Mandrup  C.  Olufson.  Enderlln. 
Eunice  L.  BJella,  Epping. 
Alice  L.  Margach,  Grandin. 
Irvln  J.  Prlchard.  Maddock. 
Donald  M.  Tofteland.  Martin. 
Leon  C.  DUeilly,  Neche. 
Louis  J.  Lovcik,  Plsek. 
Arthur  Schempp,  Rlverdale. 
Clayton  N.  Caron.  Scranton. 
Martin  E.  Quam,  Warwick. 
Adolf  Dockter,  Zeeland. 

OHIO 

John  W.  Wilcox,  Jr.,  Dresden. 
Louis  Matthews  Abies,  JeromesTlIle. 
John  Chester  Ward,  Mount  Vernon. 
Donald  O.  Kirkton.  New  London. 
David  S.  Shia.  St.  Clalrsvine. 

OSCGON 

Joseph  D.  Naughton,  Joseph. 

riNMSTLVAIOA 

Harold  J.  Robbins.  Derrick  Ctty. 
Gene  M.  Hatter,  Donaldson. 
E.  Phillip  Tyson,  Gardners. 
Prances  S.  Dague,  Houston. 
William  R.  Clark,  LoysvUie. 
John  C.  Gainer,  Pequea. 
Marcellus  J.  Heppe.  St.  Davids. 
Anna  C.  Salaglver.  Smlthmill. 
Anthony  J.  Trenga,  Wilmerding. 
Harold  C.  AUebach,  Worcester. 

SOUTH   DAKOTA 

Lowell  J.  Beck,  Claremont. 
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Robert  A.  Smith,  Clinton. 

FrancU  M.  Bray.  Jetlloo. 

Joe  M.  Garden.  Jr.,  La  FoUette. 

TEXAS 

jQhn  W.  Veazey,  Ben  Wheeler. 
Mable  W.  Francks,  Brady. 
William  L.  Cowan.  Dublin. 
Rup>aco  T.  Gonzalez,  Falcon  Heights. 
Johnnie  C.  Domiler,  MegargeL 
Johnle  Floyd  Hoklt,  Oaoaa. 

vnuasriA 

Wilton  Clements  Mock.  Damascus. 

WIBOONSnt 

Burton  M.  Syverson.  De  Soto. 
Herbert  L.  Latimer,  Genoa. 

■WTOnrtfo 
Hjward  O.  Bebout.  Hudson. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  19, 1954 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer : 

Almighty  and  eternal  God,  we  are 
daily  coming  unto  Thee  with  needs 
which  can  only  be  supplied  by  Thy  di- 
vine grace  and  with  longings  and  aspira- 
tions which  Thy  divine  wisdom  alone 
ean  fulfill. 

Help  us  to  appreciate  more  fully  the 
privilege  and  opportunities  we  have  of 
walking  with  one  another  in  friendship 
and  of  working  together  in  the  glorious 
task  of  building  a  nobler  civilization. 

May  our  witness  to  the  greatness  and 
grandeur  of  the  democratic  way  of  life, 
free  from  false  and  formal  distinctions, 
be  so  clear  and  commanding  that  men 
everywhere  shall  find  their  hearts 
kindled  with  joy  and  hope. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  of  our  blessed 
Lord.     Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes- 
terday was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Ast.  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment bills  and  a  joint  resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  179.  An  act  to  amend  section  7  of 
the  Administrative  Expenses  Act  of  1946.  ss 
amended: 

H.  R.  3757.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dorothy 
Kilmer  Nlckerson; 

H.  R.  4017.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  and  improvements 
to  the  England  Special  School  District  of  the 
State  of  Arkansas: 

H.  R.4ei3.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Radu 
Florescu  and  Nicole  Elizabeth  Michel  Flor- 
escu; 

H.  R.  5420.  An  act  to  amend  eection  161. 
title  35,  United  States  Code,  relating  to  the 
patenting  of  plants; 

H.  R.  5409.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction, maintenance,  and  operation  of  the 
Mlchaud  Flats  project  for  irrigation  in  the 
State  of  Idaho: 

H.  R.  6616.  An  act  to  amend  title  17,  United 
States  Code,  entitled  "Copyrights"; 

H.  R.  6808.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Col. 
Samuel  J.  Adams  and  others: 

H.  R.  7785.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  to  make 
permanent  the  increases  in  regular  annuities 
provided  by  the  act  of  July  16,  1952.  and 
to  extend  such  Increases  to  additional  an- 
nuities purchased  by  voluntary  contribu- 
tions; 

H.  R.  7881.  An  act  to  validate  a  conveyance 
of  certain  lands  by  Southern  Pacific  Railroad 
Co.,  and  its  lessee.  Southern  Pacific  Co.,  to 
Morgan  HopkliiB,  Inc.; 

H.  R.  9115.  An  act  to  provide  that  contri- 
butions received  under  Public  Law  485,  80th 
Congress,  for  the  construction  of  a  merchant 
marine  chapel  shall  be  Invested  in  Govern- 
ment obligations  pending  their  use  for  such 
construction; 

H.  R.  9987.  An  act  to  amend  certain  pro- 
▼iBlons  of  title  XI  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act.  1936,  as  amended,  to  faciUtate  private 
financing  of  new  ship  construction,  and  for 
Other  purposes;  and 


R.  J.  Res.  ses.  Joint  nmOaOon  to  amend 
tbe  Joint  resolution  pruvMtaig  for  the  mem- 
bership of  the  United  States  In  the  Paa 
American  Institute  of  Geography  and  Bls- 
toty  and  authoriae  s^jpropnatl^ns  therefor. 

The  message  also  annonnped  tfaat^ttie 
Senate  had  passed,  with  amendments  In 
which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  fol- 
lowing titles: 

H.  R.  1107.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  the  J.  A. 
Vance  Co.; 

H.  R.  1254.  An  act  to  provide  authoriza- 
tion for  certain  uses  of  putrilc  lands; 

H.  R.  2032.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clar- 
enoe  D.  Newland; 

H.  R.  2238.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  ae- 
quisition  of  lands  by  the  United  States  i«- 
qulred  for  the  reservoir  created  by  the  oon- 
Btructlon  of  Ocdie  EHun  on  the  MlaouM  River 
and  for  rehabiUtation  of  the  Tnrii>TM  d  th* 
Cheyenne  River  Slpuz  Reaerration,  S.  Dak., 
and  for  other  pHirposes; 

H.  R.  2285.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct  the  Santa 
Maria  project.  Southern  Pacific  Bnstn.  Oallf .; 

H.  R.  2876.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leo  P. 
Pinder; 

H.  R.  4638.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Davtfr 
W.  Wallace; 

H.  R.  6451.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  public  lands  In  Utah  ttt 
the  occupants  of  the  land; 

H.  R.  6573.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  prooao- 
tion.  precedence,  constructive  credit,  dis- 
tribution, retention,  and  elimination  of  oOl- 
cers  of  the  reserve  components  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  7130.  An  act  to  amend  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act  to  provide  for  the 
loss  of  nationality  of  persons  convicted  at 
certain  crimes; 

H.  R.  9766.  An  act  to  Increase  the  borrow- 
ing power  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation; 
and 

H.  R.  9785.  An  act  to  provide  a  method  for 
compensating  claims  fen'  damages  sustained 
as  the  result  of  the  explosions  at  Texas 
City.  Tex. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed  bills  and  a  joint 
resolution  of  the  following  titles,  in 
which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  to 
requested : 

6.  2153.  An  act  to  authoriae  the  transfer 
of  certain  propo-ty  to  the  State  ot  Minne- 
sota, and  for  other  purposes;        > 

S.  2564.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  upon  the  claims  of  Gub- 
bins  &  Co..  of  Lima.  Peru,  and  Reynakto 
Gubbins; 

S.  2821.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of 
Congress  to  the  States  of  Colorado.  Iowa. 
Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri.  Montaiu^  Ne- 
braska. North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wyoming  to  negotUte  and  enter  into  a  com- 
pact for  the  attainment  of  the  conservation 
and  development  of  the  water  resources  of 
the  Missoiiri  Basin,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3447.  An  act  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  permit  the  filUkig  of  oral 
prescriptions  for  certain  drugs,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

S.  3570.  An  act  to  authorize  the  yaU  of 
certain  lands  situated  in  Utah; 

S.  3730.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Geo.  D. 
Emery  Co.; 

S.  3813.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
alien  sheepherders; 

S.  3840.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Klyos 
Motors,  Inc.; 

S.  3844.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  reciprocal 
and  more  effective  remedy  for  certain  claims 
arising  out  of  the  acU  of  military  penoanel. 
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«Bd  to  autliorlae  the  pro  rata  sharing  <A  the 
cost  of  Buoh  elalma  with  f<»eign  natloir, 
and  for  other  purpoaea;  and 

S.  J.  Baa.  178.  Joint  reaolutlon  to  author* 
laa  the  Resident  to  proclaim  the  week  of 
November  28,  1954.  through  December  4, 
1964,  aa  National  Salvation  Army  Week. 

Tbe  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  recedes  from  Its  amendments  to 
the  bUl  H.  R.  1665,  an  act  for  the  reUef 
of  Carl  Piowaty  and  W.  J.  Pio^aty. 

The  message  also  annotmced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the 
House  to  bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  fol- 
lowing titles: 

S.  541.  An  act  to  extend  detention  bene- 
fits under  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948  to 
employees  of  contractors  with  the  United 
States; 

8. 3088.  An  act  relating  to  the  labeling  of 
packages  containing  foreign-produced  trout 
sold  in  the  United  States,  and  requiring  cer- 
tain information  to  appear  on  the  menus  of 
public  eating  places  serving  such  trout; 

S.  3670.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  termina- 
tion of  Federal  supervision  over  the  property 
of  certain  tribes,  bands,  and  colonies  of  In- 
dians in  the  State  of  Utah  and  the  indi- 
vidual members  thereof,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

8.3339.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Police  and  Firemen's  Salary  Act  of 
1953  to  correct  certain  inequities;  and 

8.3038.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  815. 
8l8t  Congress,  In  order  to  extend  for  3  addi- 
tional years  the  program  of  assistance  for 
school  construction  under  title  in  of  that 
act. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  insists  upon  its  amendments  to 
the  bin  (H.  R.  9580)  enUUed  "An  act  to 
revise  and  extend  the  laws  relating  to 
espionage  and  sabotage,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  disagreed  to  by  the  House; 
agrees  to  the  conference  asked  by  the 
House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints  Mr. 
Lancer.  Mr.  Dirkskn,  and  Mr.  McCarran 
to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 


TO  AMEND  AND  EXTEND  THE  RENE- 
CK>TIATION  ACT  OP  1951 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  imanimoiis  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  6287) 
to  extend  and  amend  the  Renegotiation 
Act  of  1951,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ments.      ' 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bUl. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  1,  after  line  5,  Insert: 

"Sk;.  2,  (a)  Section  105  (f)  (1)  of  such 
•ct  is  amended  by  striking  out  '$250,000' 
wherever  it  appears  therein  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  the  following:  '$250,000.  In  the 
case  of  a  fiscal  year  ending  before  June  30. 
1953,  or  $600,000.  in  the  case  of  a  fiscal  year 
ending  on  or  after  June  30.  1953.' 

"(b)  Section  105  (f)  (3)  of  such  act  la 
amended  by  Inserting,  in  the  second  sen- 
tence thereof,  after  'the  $250,000  amount' 
the  following:  '.  the  $500,000  amount,'." 

Page  1,  line  6.  strike  out  "2"  and  In- 
sert "3." 

Page  2,  line  16,  strike  out  "3"  and  in- 
sert "4." 

Page  9.  after  line  19,  Insert: 

"(b)  Paragraph  (l)  of  section  106  (c)  of 
such  act  la  further  amended  by  Inserting 
•(A)'  after  the  word  'except'  and  by  adding 
before  the  period  at  the  end  of  such  para- 
graph the  following:   "and   (B)    to  receipts 


and  accruals  from  contracts  for  new  dur- 
able productive  equipment  in  cases  1$  which 
the  Board  finds  that  the  new  durable  pro- 
ductive equipment  covered  by  such  contracts 
cannot  be  adapted,  converted,  or  retooled 
for  commercial  use.'  " 

Page  2,  line  20,  strike  out  "(h)"  $nd  in- 
sert "(c)." 

Page  3,  line  3,  strike  out  "(c)'"  and  In- 
sert "(d)." 

Page  3,  lines  3  and  4.  strike  out  'Isubsec- 
tlons  (a)  and  (b)"  and  Insert:  "subtectlons 
(a),  (b),and  (c)." 

Page  3,  strike  out  lines  7  to  15,  Inclusive, 
and  Insert: 

"Sec.  5.  (a)  Section  106  (a)  of  such  act  is 
hereby  amended — 

"(1)  by  striking  out.  in  paragraph  (7) ,  'by 
reason  of  this  subsection.'  and  Inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  'by  reason  of  any  paragraph. 
other  than  paragraph  (8) ,  of  this  subsection; 
or';  and 

"(2)  by  adding  at  the  end  of  such  section 
the  following: 

"  '(8)  any  contract  or  subcontract  for  the 
making  or  furnishing  of  a  standard  commer- 
cial article,  unless  the  Board  makea  a  spe- 
cific finding  that  competitive  conditions  af- 
fecting the  sale  of  such  article  are  such  as 
will  not  reasonably  prevent  excessive  profits. 
This  paragraph  shall  apply  to  any  such  con- 
tract or  subcontract  only  If  (1 )  the  contrac- 
tor or  subcontractor  flies,  at  such  time  and 
in  such  form  and  detail  as  the  Board  shall 
by  regulations  prescribe,  such  Information 
and  data  as  may  be  required  by  the  Board 
under  its  regvUatlons  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling it  to  reach  a  decision  with  retpect  to 
the  making  of  a  specific  finding  untier  this 
paragraph,  and  (2)  within  a  period  of  6 
months  after  the  date  of  filing  of  such  in- 
formation and  data,  the  Board  falls  to  make 
a  specific  finding  that  competitive  conditions 
affecting  the  sale  of  such  article  are  such 
as  will  not  reasonably  prevent  excessive 
profits,  or  (3)  vrtthln  such  6-month,  period, 
the  Board  makes  a  specific  finding  that  com- 
petitive conditions  affecting  the  sale  of  such 
article  are  such  as  will  reasonably  prevent 
excessive  profits.  Any  contractor  or  subcon- 
tractor may  waive  the  exemption  provided  In 
this  paragraph  with  respect  to  receipts  or 
accruals  In  any  fiscal  year  by  Including  a 
statement  to  such  effect  in  the  financial 
statement  filed  by  such  contractor  or  sub- 
contractor for  such  fiscal  year  pursuant  to 
section  105  (e)  (1).  Any  specific  finding  of 
the  Board  under  this  paragraph  shall  not  be 
reviewed  or  redetermined  by  any  oourt  or 
agency  other  than  by  the  Tax  Court  of  the 
United  States  in  a  proceeding  for  a  redeter- 
mination of  the  amount  of  excessive  profits 
determined  by  an  order  of  the  Board.  For 
the  purpose  of  this  paragraph — 

"•(A)  the  term  "article"  Includes  any 
material,  part,  component,  assembly,  ma- 
chinery, equipment,  or  other  personal  prop- 
erty; 

"'(B)  the  term  "standard  commercial  ar- 
ticle" means  an  article — 

"  '(1)  which,  in  the  normal  course  ©f  busi- 
ness, is  customarily  manufactured  for  stock. 
and  is  customarily  maintained  in  stock  by 
the  manufacturer  pr  any  dealer,  distributor. 
or  other  commercial  agency  for  the  market- 
ing of  such  article:  or 

"  '(2)  which  is  manufactured  and  sold  by 
more  than  two  persons  for  general  civilian 
industrial  or  commercial  use,  or  which  Is 
identical  In  every  material  respect  With  an 
article  so  manufactured  and  sold; 

"'(C)  the  term  "identical  In  every  mate- 
rial respect"  means  of  the  same  kind,  manu- 
factured of  the  same  or  substitute  materials, 
and  having  the  same  Industrial  or  commer- 
cial use  or  uses,  without  necessarily  being  of 
identical   specifications;    and 

•"(D)  the  term  "persons"  does  not  Include 
any  person  under  control  of,  or  controlling, 
or  under  common  control  with  any  other 
person  considered  for  the  purposes  of  sub- 
paragraph (B)   (2j  of  this  paragraph.* 


"(b)  The  amendments  made  b»  subsection 
(a)  shall  apply  to  contracts  with  the  De- 
partments and  subcontracts  only  to  the  ex- 
tent of  the  amounts  received  or  accrued  by 
a  contractor  or  subcontractor  after  December 
31,  1953." 

Page  3,  strike  out  lines  18,  17,  and  18. 

Page  3,  after  line  18,  Insert: 

"SEC.  6.  (a)  Section  106  (a)  <4)  of  such 
act  Is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  ';  or' 
at  the  end  thereof  and  inserting  the  fol- 
lowing: 'and  to  such  furnishing  or  sale  in 
any  case  In  which  the  Board  finds  that  the 
regulatory  aspects  of  rates  for  such  furnish- 
ing or  sale,  or  the  type  and  nature  of  the 
contract  for  such  furnishing  or  sale,  are  such 
as  to  Indicate.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Board, 
that  excessive  profits  are  improbable;  or.' 

"(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  shall  apply  only  with  respect  to  fiscal 
years  (as  defined  in  section  103  (h)  of  the 
Renegotiation  Act  of  1951)  ending  on  or 
after  Decetnber  31,  1953." 

Page  3.  after  line  18,  Insert: 

"Sec.  7.  (a)  Section  105  (d)  of  such  act 
Is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  period 
at  the  end  of  the  last  sentence  thereof  and 
Inserting  the  following:  ',  and  shall  also  have 
the  power  to  set  aside  and  declare  null  and 
void  any  such  agreement  If,  up>on  a  request 
made  to  the  Board  within  3  years  from  the 
date  of  such  agreement,  the  Board  finds  as 
a  fact  that  the  aggregate  of  the  amounts 
received  or  accrued  by  the  other  party  to 
such  agreement  during  the  fiscal  year  cov- 
ered by  such  agreement  was  not  more  than 
the  minimum  amounts  subject  to  renego- 
tiation specified  In  section  105  (f)  for  such 
fiscal  year.' 

"(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subsection 
(a)  shall  be  effective  as  If  It  were  a  part  of 
the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951  on  the  date 
of  Its  enactment." 

Page  3.  after  line  18.  Insert: 

"Sec.  8.  Section  201  (h)  of  auch  act  is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  out  '2  years' 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  '4  years',  and 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  tbe  following 
new  sentence:  'If  any  such  ca$e  has  l>een 
dismissed  by  any  court  for  failure  to  sub- 
stitute for  the  War  Contracts  Price  Adjust- 
ment Board  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
this  sentence,  such  case  Is  hereby  revived 
and  reinstated  In  such  court  as  U  it  had  not 
been  dismissed'." 


obj 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

Mr.  COOPER,  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  immediately  following  the  re- 
marks of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
I  may  extend  my  own  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  an  explanation  of 
the  Senate  amendments. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  bill  amends  the  Renegotiation  Act  of 
1951  to  extend  the  renegotiation  author- 
ity for  1  year,  to  December  31. 1954.  The 
present  expiration  date  is  December  31. 
1953. 

An  extension  of  the  renegotiation  law 
beyond  the  present  expiration  date  of 
December  31,  1953,  is  necessary  because 
of  the  continuing  tension  in  interna- 
tional affairs.  Unless  the  Renegotiation 
Act  is  extended,  amounts  received  or  pro- 
vided by  defense  contractora  and  sub- 
contractors during  1954  will  dot  be  sub- 
ject to  renegotiation  and  the  Gk)vern- 
ment  will  not  be  adequately  protected 
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against  payment  of  excess  prices  in  the 
execution  of  the  national  defense  pro- 
gram. Under  the  biU  renegotiation  will 
not  be  applicable  to  receipts  and  accru- 
als attributable  to  performance  after 
December  31.  1954. 

In  addition,  the  bill  provides  certain 
other  amendments  to  the  Renegotiation 
Act.  I  am  informed  that  the  Renegotia- 
tion Board  has  no  objection  to  the  bill 
in  its  present  form.  A  detailed  explana- 
tion of  the  bin  follows: 

Section  1  of  the  bill  extends  the  re- 
negotiation authority  for  1  year,  to 
December  31.  1954.  Unless  the  Renego- 
tiation Act  is  extended,  amounts  received 
or  accrued  by  defense  contractors  and 
subcontractors  during  1954  will  not  be 
subject  to  renegotiation  and  the  Gov- 
ernment will  not  be  adequately  protected 
against  payment  of  excessive  prices  in 
the  execution  of  the  national  defense 
program.  Under  the  bill,  renegotiation 
will  not  be  applicable  to  receipts  or  ac- 
cruals attributable  to  performance  after 
December  31,  1954. 

Section  2  of  the  bill  raises  the  mini- 
mum amount  subject  to  renegotiation 
from  $250.0(X)  to  $500,000  (the  House  bill 
had  made  no  change  in  this  minimimi) 
with  resp>ect  to  fiscal  years  ending  on  and 
after  June  30,  1953.  This  Senate  amend- 
ment has  the  approval  of  the  Renegotia- 
tion Board,  since  it  will  permit  the  Board 
to  concentrate  on  the  larger  cases,  and 
therefore  facilitate  administration  of  the 
act.  The  number  of  filings  has  been 
about  40.000  for  each  of  the  calendar 
years  1951  and  1952.  Filings  for  1953. 
normally  due  on  April  I.  1954,  were  post- 
poned by  the  Board  due  to  pending 
legislation. 

Section  3  of  the  bill  amends  section 
106  (a)  (6)  of  the  act,  relating  to  manda- 
tory exemptions.  The  House  bill  made  it 
clear  that  there  should  be  exempt  from 
renegotiation,  contracts  with  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  for  ma- 
terials and  services  to  be  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  synthetic  rubber 
to  the  extent  that  such  materials  or  serv- 
ices are  required  for  the  manufacture  of 
synthetic  rubber  for  sale  thereof  to  a 
private  person  or  private  persons  for 
nondefetise  piuposes.  The  Board  con- 
curs in  the  desirability  of  this  provision 
and  has  already  caused  a  directive  to  be 
issued  to  that  effect.  The  Senate  made 
no  change  in  this  House  amendment. 

Section  4  of  the  bill  relates  to  the  relief 
provided  for  in  section  106  (c)  of  the  &ct 
for  durable  productive  equipment.  Un- 
der the  existing  law  certain  special  relief 
was  granted  for  new  durable  productive 
equipment  with  respect  to  subcontracts. 
The  House  bill  extends  this  reUef  to 
prime  contracts  direct  with  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Senate  amendment  denies 
this  relief  in  the  case  of  contracts  with 
the  Government  in  instances  where  the 
Board  finds  that  the  new  durable  pro- 
ductive equipment  covered  by  such  con- 
tract cannot  be  adapted,  converted,  or 
retooled  for  commercial  use.  The  Board 
has  approved  this  amendment. 

Section  5  of  the  bill  deals  with  an  ex- 
emption for  standard  commercial 
articles.  As  the  Senate  has  amended 
this  provision,  it  is  required,  first,  that 
the  specific  finding  be  made  as  to 
"excessive  profits"  instead  of  "excessive 
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prices";  second,  tliat  the  contractor  or 
subcontractor  file  tnformatton  with  the 
Board  containing  sufOcient  data  to  en- 
able the  Board  to  make  such  a  finding; 
and  third,  that  if  within  6  months  after 
the  date  such  Information  is  filed  the 
Board  does  not  make  a  specific  flnrfing 
that  competitive  conditions  affecting  the 
sale  of  such  article  are  such  as  will  not 
reasonably  prevent  excessive  prx)flts,  the 
exemption  will  apply.  Under  the  bill 
the  Board  may  maice  a  specific  finding 
without  waiting  for  the  expiration  of 
such  6  months'  period.  The  section  ap- 
plies only  to  amounts  received  or  ac- 
crued by  a  contractor  or  subcontractor 
after  December  31,  1953.  The  definition 
of  standard  commercial  articles  has  also 
been  rewritten  to  make  it  easier  for 
the  Board  to  determine  whether  an 
article  should  be  classed  as  a  standard 
commercial  article. 

Section  6,  which  Is  a  Senate  amend- 
ment, gives  the  Renegotiation  Board  dis- 
cretionary authority  to  exempt  from  re- 
negotiation contracts  for  space  or  com- 
modity transportation  on  ships  if  the 
Board  finds  tliat  the  regulatory  aspects 
of  the  rates  charged  are  such  as  to  in- 
dicate in  the  opmion  of  the  Board  that 
excessive  profits  are  improbable.  This 
amendment  applies  only  to  fiscal  years 
ending  on  or  after  December  31,  1953. 
There  was  no  comparable  provision  in 
the  House  bill. 

Section  7  gives  the  Board  authority  to 
set  aside  and  declare  null  and  void  any 
renegotiation  agreement  if,  upon  a  re- 
quest made  to  the  Board  within  3  years 
from  the  date  of  such  agreement,  the 
Board  finds  as  a  fact  that  the  aggregate 
of  the  amounts  received  or  accrued  by 
the  other  party  to  such  agreement  dur- 
ing the  fiscal  year  covered  by  such  agree- 
ment was  not  more  than  the  minimum 
amdunt  subject  to  renegotiation  for  such 
year.  Thus,  if  the  Board  had  renego- 
tiated amomits  below  the  $250,000  mini- 
mum limit  now  in  the  law.  such  renego- 
tiation could  be  set  aside.  There  was  no 
comparable  provision  in  the  House  bill. 
Section  8  extends  until  March  23, 1955, 
the  time  within  which  the  United  States 
can  be  substituted  for  the  World  War 
n  Contract  Price  Adjustment  Board  in 
suits  before  the  Tax  Court.  It  further 
provides  that  if  any  such  case  has  been 
dismissed  by  any  court  for  failure  to  sub- 
stitute the  War  Contrswjts  Price  Adjust- 
ment Board  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
this  sentence,  such  case  is  hereby  revived 
and  reinstated  in  such  court  as  if  it  had 
not  been  dismissed.  There  was  no  com- 
parable provision  in  the  House  bill. 

I  am  advised  that  the  Renegotiation 
Board  has  no  objection  to  the  bill  in  its 
present  form. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  H.  R. 
6287  passed  the  House  it  extended  for  1 
year  the  application  of  mu-  renegotiation 
law.  It  also  provided  that  the  purchase 
of  materials  for  the  production  of  syn- 
thetic rubber  under  contracts  with  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
would  be  subject  to  renegotiation  only 
where  those  purchases  have  a  connection 
with  defense;  extended  the  treatment 
now  provided  for  subcontractors  for 
durable  productive  equipment  to  prime 
contractors;   and   added   a   pemtissive 


HfptnpUop  In  tbe  omb  of  standard 
mercial  articles. 

The  Senate  amendments  raised  the 
mtnimvn  amomt  aabject  to  renegotfft- 
tkm  from  $2S«.«00  to  $SO0.0OO  with  re- 
spect to  fiscal  years  endiac  on  or  after 
June  30,  1953.  The  Senate  accepted  the 
House  amendment  extending  the  same 
treatment  to  prime  contractora  in  ttie 
case  of  durable  productiye  equipment 
that  is  now  givoi  to  subcontractors,  bat 
added  an  amendment  denying  ■p*>«»fn| 
treatment  in  the  case  of  durable  |ut>- 
ductive  equiiunent  In  the  case  of  oon- 
tracts  with  the  Government  where  the 
Renegotiation  Board  finds  that  the  new 
durable  productive  equipment  involved 
in  the  contracts  cannot  be  adapted,  eon- 
verted,  or  retooled  for  conunercial  use. 

Instead  of  providing  for  a  permissive 
exemption  in  the  case  of  standard  com- 
mercial articles,  as  provided  in  the  House 
bill,  the  Senate  amendment  made  the 
exemption  mandatory  unless  the  Board 
finds  that  competitive  conditions  affect- 
ing the  sale  of  such  articles  will  not  rea- 
sonably protect  the  Government  from 
excessive  profits.  As  a  part  of  this 
amendment,  the  Senate  would  require 
that  a  contractor  or  subcontractor  file 
sufficient  information  with  the  Renego- 
tiation BfMird  to'make  such  a  finding,  and 
if  withlnl  6  months  after  such  informa- 
tion is  4led  the  Board  does  not  make 
a  specifiQ  finding  that  competitive  con- 
ditions affecting  the  sale  of  such  articles 
are  such  as  will  not  reasonably  prevent 
excessive  profits,  the  exemption  will  ap- 
ply. The  Senate  Ulso  rewrote  the  defini- 
tion of  "standard  commercial  articles." 
These  amendments  are  effective  as  to 
amounts  received  or  accrued  by  a  con- 
tractor or  subcontractor  after  December 
31.  1953. 

Another  Senate  amendment  gives  the 
Renegotiation  Board  discretionary  au- 
thority to  exempt  from  renegotiation 
contracts  for  space  or  commodity  trans- 
portation on  ships  if  the  Board  finds  that 
the  regulated  rates  charged  are  such  as 
to  indicate,  in  its  opinion,  that  excessive 
pit>fits  are  improbable.  This  amend- 
ment applies  to  fiscal  years  ending  on  or 
after  December  31,  1953. 

The  Senate  also  added  a  provision  giv- 
ing the  Renegotiation  Board  authority 
to  set  aside  and  declare  null  and  void  any 
renegotiation  agreement  if  a  request  is 
made  to  the  Board  within  3  years  from 
the  date  of  an  agreement  and  the  Board 
finds  as  a  fact  that  the  aggregate  of  the 
amounts  received  or  accrued  by  the 
other  party  to  the  agreement  dming 
the  fiscal  year  which  the  agreement 
covers  was  not  more  than  the  mintmnwn 
amount  subject  to  renegotiation  for  siicli 
year. 

The  Senate  also  extended  untH  M&rcb 
23,  1955,  the  time  -within  which  the 
United  States  can  be  substituted  for  the 
World  War  n  Contract  Price  Adjust- 
ment Board  in  suits  before  the  Tax 
Court.  The  Senate  also  provided  that  if 
any  such  case  has  been  dismissed  by  a 
court  for  failure  to  substitute  the  War 
Contracts  Price  Adjustment  Board  iKior 
to  the  effective  date  of  ttiis  change,  such 
case  will  be  revived,  and  reinstated  as  If 
U  had  not  been  dismisaed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  oli^eetiaa  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
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York  that  tbe  Senate  amendmaitB  be 
concurred  In? 

There  was  no  ohjeetlon. 

Ttut  Senate  amendments  wCTe  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


1 


APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  MUTUAL 
SBCURTTY 

Ifr.  TABBR  submitted  the  following 
conference  report  and  statement  on  the 
bill  (H.  R.  10051)  making  appropriations 
for  Mutual  Security  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1955.  and  for  other  p\ir- 
poses: 

OaHTtBsacB  Rbpor  (H.  Rsft.  No.  2671) 

TlM  eonunlttae  of  conference  on  the  dls- 
■gf—liiS  Totes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amandnien'ra  of  tbe  Senate  to  the  bUl  (H.  B. 
10061)  maMng  appropriations  for  Mutual 
Security  ror  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  80. 
196S,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met. 
after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed 
to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their 
respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  tbe  Senate  recede  from  its  amend- 
ments numbered  14, 16. 18. 27, 29,  and  35. 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 4.  6.  e.  7,  10,  13,  19,  and^  30,  and  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  8:  ThtX  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  8,  and  agree  to 
the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In 
iteu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert  "and  in  addition,  unobligated 
balances  of  the  ap|nx>priation  under  the  head 
'Civilian  Belief  in  Korea'  In  the  Department 
of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1954.  are  con- 
tinued available  for  the  purposes  of  section 
132  (a)  through  June  30. 1955.  and  are  hereby 
consolidated  with  this  appropriation";  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  11:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  11.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert  "»106.000,000";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  15 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  15,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  and  Inserted 
by  said  amendment  insert  "and  In  addition, 
not  to  exceed  $500,000  of  the  unobligated 
balance  heretofore  appropriated  for  "Move- 
ment of  Migrants" :  Protnded,  That  no  funds 
appropriated  in  this  Act  shall  be  used  to 
assist  directly  In  the  migration  to  any  na- 
tion In  the  Western  Hemisphere  of  any  per- 
son not  having  a  security  clearance  based 
on  reasonable  standards  to  insure  against 
Communist  infiltration  in  the  Western  Hem- 
isphere": and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  niimbered  17:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  17,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert  "$12,500,000";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  niimbered  20 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  niunbered  20.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  simi  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert  "Sl.175,000";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  niunbered  21:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  21,  and  agree 
to  tbe  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  suna  prc^;x>sed  by  said  amend- 
ment insert  "$82,600,000";  and  the  Senate 
a^ree  to  the  same. 


Amendment  numbered  24 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  niunbered  24,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  Ueu  of  the  matter  {nroposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  "and  except  that  this 
prohibition  shall  not  apply  to  employees 
receiving  salaries  in  excess  of  $12,000  as  the 
result  of  general  pay  raise  legislation  en> 
acted  during  the  fiscal  year  1955.  nor  not 
to  exceed  six  employees  assigned  to  the  ad- 
ministration or  Implementation  of  the  pro- 
gram authorized  by  section  132  of  the  Mu- 
tual Security  Act  of  1954";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  28:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  28,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
Restore  the  matter  stricken  by  said  amend- 
ment amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  107.  Funds  made  available  pursuant 
to  this  Act  may  not  be  used  for  the  procure- 
ment of  equipment  or  materials  outside  the 
United  States  unless  the  President  or  an 
ofDcial  of  Cabinet  ,rank  designated  by  him 
determines  that  such  procurement  will  not 
result  In  one  or  more  of  the  following  con- 
ditions : 

"(1)  Adverse  effects  upon  the  economy  of 
the  United  States,  with  special  reference  to 
any  areas  of  labor  surplus,  or  upon  the  in- 
dustrial mobilization  base,  which  outweigh 
the  strategic  and  logistic  advantages  to  the 
United  States  of  procurement  abroad; 

"(2)  Production  of  such  equipment  or  ma- 
terials outside  the  United  States  under  in- 
adequate safeguards  against  sabotage  or  the 
lease  to  potential  enemies  of  information 
detrimental  to  the  security  of  the  United 
States; 

"(3)  Unjustifiable  cost  in  comparison  with 
procurement  In  the  United  States;  and 

"(4)  Dela3rs  in  delivery  incompatible  with 
United  States  defense  objectives." 

And  the  Ssnate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  34:  That  the  House 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  34,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert: 

"Sec.  112.  Not  to  exceed  $30,000  of  the 
funds  appropriated  in  this  Act  shall  be  used 
to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  section  416  of 
the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  36:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  36,  and  aj^ree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  eald  amend- 
ment insert  "113";  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  In  dis- 
agreement amendments  numbered  1,  2,  3,  9, 
12,  22.  23,  25,  26,  31.  32,  and  33. 
John  Taber. 

R.  B.  WlOGLESWORTH, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 
Ivor  D.  Femton, 
Gerald  R.  Ford,  Jr., 
J.  Vaughan  Gart, 
John  J.  Rooney, 
Otto  E.  Passman. 
Clarence  Cannon. 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Styles  BamcEs, 
HoMXB  Ferguson. 
Gut  Cordon, 
Levirett  Sal];;onstall, 
Everett  M.  Dirksen, 
Cakl  Hatden, 
Pat  McCarran. 
Dennis  Chavez, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  I 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 

the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 

the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 

Senate  to  the  biU  (H.  B.  10051)  making  ap- 


propriations for  Mutual  Security  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1955,  and  for  other 
purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in 
explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed 
up>on  and  recommended  in  the  accompaikylng 
conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amend- 
ments, namely: 

mutual  securitt 

Amendment  No.  1:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  2:  Reported  In  dlsaeree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  3:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  4 :  Appropriates  $60,000,000 
for  "common-use  items"  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  instead  of  1^64,000,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  5:  Inserts  section  nttoiber 
reference. 

Amendment  No.  6:  Appropriates  $80;0e8.- 
195  for  "Defense  support.  Far  East  and  the 
Pacific",  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  inetead 
of  $86,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  7:  Appropriates  $205,000,- 
000  for  the  "Korean  Program"  aa  proposietl  by 
the  Senate  in  lieu  of  $200,000,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  8 :  Inserts  Senate  language 
carrying  forward  unobligated  balances  for 
"Civilian  Relief  In  Korea." 

Amendment  No.  9:  Reported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendments  Nos.  10  and  11:  Change  sec- 
tion number  reference  and  appropriate  |105,- 
000,000  for  "Technical  cooperation,  gqncral 
authorization".  Instead  of  $100,000,000  aa 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $110,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  12:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  13:  Changes  section  num- 
ber reference. 

Amendments  Nos.  14  and  15:  Appropriate 
$10,000,000  for  "Contributions  to  the  Inter- 
governmental Committee  for  Eurcfpean 
Migration"  as  proposed  by  the  House  Inetead 
of  $10,600,000  as  proposed  by  the  Seaiate; 
restore  House  language  on  unobligated  bal- 
ances: and  Insert  Senate  limitation,  in  modi- 
fled  form,  relating  to  security  clearanee  on 
migrants  to  the  Western  Hemlpphere. 

Amendment  No.  16:  Strikes  out  Senate 
language  appropriating  $400,000  for  "Con- 
tributions to  the  United  Nations  refugee 
emergency  fund". 

Amendment  No.  17:  Appropriates  $12,500,- 
000  for  "Contributions  to  the  United  Na- 
tions children's  fund"  instead  of  $12,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $13,500,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Ainendment  No.  18:  Restores  language  of 
the  House  relative  to  carryover  of  unobli- 
gated balances  for  "Contributions  to  the 
United  Nations  Relief  and  Works  Agency". 

Amendment  No.  19:  Appropriates  $1,169.- 
000  for  "Contributions  to  the  North  Atlantic 
Tr^ty  Organization"  Instead  of  $3,109,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  20:  Appropriates  $1,175.- 
000  for  "Control  Act  expenses"  instead  of 
$1,075,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$1,300,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  21:  Appropriates  $32,500,- 
000  for  "Administrative  expenses"  Instead  of 
$30,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$34,700,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  22:  Reported  in  dUagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  23:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  24:  Includes  language  in- 
serted by  the  Senate  exempting  certain  em- 
ployees from  the  $12,000  salary  limitation 
carried  in  the  bill,  with  modification. 

Amendment  No.  25:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  28:  Reported  In  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  27:  Restores  House  lan- 
guage relating  to  transportation  of  commodi- 
ties on  United  States  vessels. 


Amendment  No.  28:  Restores  House  lan- 
guage restricting  offshore  procurement,  with 
modification. 

Amendment  No.  29 :  Changes  section  num- 
ber. 

Amendment  No.  30:  Authorizes  obligation 
of  25  percent  of  funds  in  the  bill  during  the 
last  2  months  of  the  fiscal  year  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate  instead  of  20  percent  as  pro- 
posed by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  31:  Beported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  32:  Beported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  33:  Beported  in  disagree- 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  34  r  Inserts  Senate  lan- 
guage prohibiting  use  of  funds  for  facilita- 
tion and  encouragement  of  travel,  modified 
to  limit  such  expenditures  to  $30,000. 

Amendment  No.  35:  Eliminates  language 
inserted  by  the  Senate  relative  to  transporta- 
tion of  commodities  on  United  States  vessels. 

Amendment  No.  36:  Changes  section  num- 
ber. 

John  Taber. 

R.    B.    WlOGLESWORTH, 

H.   Cabl   Anoereen, 
Ivor  D.  Fenton, 
Gerald  R.  Poro.  Jr., 
J.  Vaughan  Gart. 
John  J.  Roonet, 
Otto  E.  Passman, 
Clarence  Cannon, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10051  >  making  appropriations  for  mu- 
tual security  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1955,  and  for  other  purposes, 
and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
statement  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  (Mr.  Taber  1? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  assume  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  will  take  some 
time  to  explain  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  TABER.     We  will. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Yoik? 

There  was  no  object-ion. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  my- 
self 25  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  committee  on  confer- 
ence presents  herewith  the  conference 
report  on  the  mutual  security  appropila- 
tion  bill. 

There  are  some  things  in  the  confer- 
ence report  with  which  I  am  not  particu- 
larly pleased,  but  in  order  to  get  an 
agreement  and  get  the  matter  cleaned 
up  so  the  Congress  may  complete  its 
business  it  was  necessary  to  make  some 
concessions.  On  the  other  hand,  I  am 
pleased  that  the  final  bill  is  $777,057,738 
below  the  estimates  submitted  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

The  final  bill  is  $35  million  above  the 
amount  that  was  carried  in  the  bill  as 
it  passed  the  House.  It  is  something  in 
tlie  neighborhood  of  $128  million,  as  I 
figure  it,  below  what  it  was  when  it 
passed  the  Senate. 

There  is  an  item  Inserted  by  the  Sen- 
ate about  which  I  do  not  feel  we  can 
state  there  was  a  cut.  It  is  the  $200 
million  item  made  continuously  avail- 
able for  use  by  the  Department  in  con- 
nection with  far  eastern  matters.  The 
$200  million  already  existed  in  the  form 


of  materiel  and  was  already  over  In  Indo- 
china, and  I  do  not  believe  the  language 
we  carried  about  it  was  necessary. 

In  this  connection  I  wish  to  say  that 
the  House  Memt>ers  of  the  conference 
committee  all  worked  diligently  in  tnring 
to  bring  about  a  satisfactory  result. 
There  was  much  language  that  had  been 
Inserted  that  would  have  cost  a  great 
deal  of  money,  and  I  believe  the  final 
draft  of  the  bill  we  have  brought  back 
to  the  House  is  going  to  save  the  taxpay- 
ers a  lot  of  money  that  otherwise  might 
be  wasted. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  bill  is  $35  million 
above  the  House  bill;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  TABER.    Yes,  approximately. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Can  the  gentleman 
give  us  in  a  brief  way  some  of  the  ex- 
penditures involved  in  this  $35  million? 

Mr.  TABER.  Yes.  There  is  one  item 
that  I  do  not  like  of  $9  million  for  this 
technical  assistance  setup  under  the 
United  Nations.  There  is  also  an  item 
of  $35  million  for  production  for  forces 
support  to  be  handled  through  surplus 
United  States  agricultural  products. 
That  is  really  for  the  promotion  of  the 
jet  aircraft  industry  in  connection  with 
such  things  as  the  Canberra  bomber  jet 
engine  and  some  of  the  new  fighting 
planes.  Some  of  those  things  are  being 
used  by  our  Navy  and  our  Air  Force  and 
they  are  quite  valuable. 

There  were  some  cuts  made  by  the 
Senate  that  we  agreed  to.  There  was 
$4  million  for  common -use  items,  and 
there  was  a  reduction  of  almost  $6  mil- 
lion in  defense  support  for  the  Far  East 
and  the  Pacific.  There  was  an  increase 
of  $5  million  for  the  Korean  program 
and  there  was  an  increase  of  $1  million 
above  the  House  figure  in  connection 
with  the  United  Nations  Korean  Recon- 
struction Agency.  We  threw  out  an 
item  for  the  starting  of  another  refugee 
emergency  agency  under  the  United 
Nations. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Then  the  $9  million 
gees  to  finance  this  shopworn,  demon- 
stratably  unproductive  point  4  program 
through  the  United  Nations;  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  TABER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Was  any  evidence  given 
the  conferees  as  to  how  much  United 
States  military  equipment  in  Indocliina 
is  going  to  be  salvaged  by  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  TABER.  We  had  evidence,  yes, 
but  we  could  get  no  positive  statement 
as  to  the  exact  amount  because  no  one 
can  tell  until  it  is  out.  They  claim  that 
they  are  in  the  process  of  getting  every- 
thing out  that  they  can  and  that  every 
facility  they  have  available  is  being 
turned  in  there  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  gentleman  expects 
the  United  States  will  take  a  tremen- 
dous loss;   does  he  not? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  expect  a  great  deal  of 
it  will  t>e  lost  or  ruined. 

Mr.  GROSS.  And  already  gone,  to 
the  Communists  as  a  matter  of  fact? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  think  a  considerable 
amount  of  it  has. 


Mr.  LAIRD.  Mr.  Speaker,  win  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations if  there  has  been  any  change 
made  in  the  manner  of  handling  the 
obligated  amounts.  The  testimony  was 
that  there  was  $7.3  billion  which  was 
obligated.  Has  there  been  any  change 
and  do  those  have  to  be  firm  contractual 
obligations  as  of  June  30? 

Mr.  TABER.  Under  the  provisions  of 
section  1311  of  the  supplemental  bill  that 
was  sent  to  the  White  House  yesterday, 
their  obligations  will  have  to  be  finned 
up.  Frankly,  I  expect  that  in  the  neigh- 
borhood of  $2  billion  to  $2.5  billion  of 
those  reported  obligations  will  evaporate. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  There  is  no  change  that 
would  extend  that  obligating  authority, 
so  far  as  this  conference  report  is  con- 
cerned, if  they  are  not  firm  contracts  on 
June  30? 

Mr.  TABER.  There  is  In  one  of  the 
amendments  that  will  come  up.  But 
that  can  be  done  only  by  the  certificate 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  only  on 
individual  items  amounting  to  $5  million 
and  above.  That  is  required  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  operations.  Nothing 
that  is  not  in  the  bill  as  a  reobligation 
can  otherwise  be  preserved  unless  it  com- 
plies with  section  1311. 

Mr.  LAIRD.  Then  a  letter  of  intent 
would  be  ruled  out,  would  not  be  a  firm 
contract  on  June  30? 

Mr.  TABER.     It  would  not. 

In  this  connection  I  would  like  to  make 
a  further  statement  to  make  the  record 
clear:  As  to  the  amount  to  be  made 
available  in  the  single  account  from 
amounts  certified  under  section  1311,  it 
is  obvious  that  this  amount  cannot  defi- 
nitely be  known  until  the  final  report 
under  section  1311  is  rendered — probably 
in  I>ecember  1954.  In  the  meantime,- 
of  course,  there  will  be  no  interruption 
of  business  as  all  work  now  in  progress 
will  continue.  Apparent  obligations  out- 
standing on  June  30,  1954.  which  do  not 
meet  the  test  of  section  1311  on  June  30, 
1954,  may  be  reobligated.  if  in  accord 
with  law,  against  the  1955  account. 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BOW.  Will  my  chairman  advise 
concerning  the  amendment  which  was 
adopted  by  the  House  which  would  have 
required  the  submission  under  section 
1415  of  the  Supplemental  Act  of  1953  of 
those  funds  which  are  the  result  of  the 
sale  of  surplus  commodities? 

Mr.  TABER.  An  amendment  to  that 
was  agreed  upon  which  would  permit  the 
use  of  foreign  currency  only  for  those 
things  for  which  the  funds  generating 
the  foreign  currency  were  appropriated. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 
Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  FORD.  For  the  benefit  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bow] ,  I  can  read 
to  him  the  agreed -to  language  which  is 
in  substitution  of  that  which  was  con- 
tained in  the  House  bill.   It  is  as  follows: 

And  hereafter  foreign  currency  generated 
under  the  provisions  of  this  act  shaU  be 
utilized  only  for  the  purposes  for  which  the 
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funds  providing  tba  commodltlH  which  g«&- 
entad  the  euzmicy  w«ra  apivoprlated — 


•  1 


lill> 


And  then  tax  parenthe 
(except  ae  q^edflcally  proTlded  In  eee.  100  at 
thlaaet)— 

Tlutt  to  the  one  pertaining  to  Spain. 

Mr.  BOW.  ICr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tlonan  yield  further? 

Mr.  TABEEL    I  yield. 

Mr.  BOW.  Under  the  provision  adopt- 
ed in  conference,  can  they  transfer  these 
funds  to  offset  any  of  the  cuts  that  were 
irade  tqr  the  House  in  this  bill?  Can 
they  make  that  up  by  a  transfer  of 
funds? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  do  not  see  how  they 
can.     

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  TABER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  judge  from 
the  language  read  by  our  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  FosbI 
that  only  the  foreign  currencies  gener- 
ated by  the  sale  of  surplus  commodities 
authorized  under  this  act  and  the  Mu- 
tual Security  Act  that  we  recently  passed, 
are  covered  by  the  limitation.  The  for- 
eign currencies  derived  from  the  sale  of 
agricultural  commodities  under  section 
550  of  last  year's  bill  can  be  used  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  agreements  that  were 
entered  into  under  section  550,  so  that 
this  language  is  not  retroactive.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  FORD.  The  answer  to  the  gentle- 
man's question  is  "Tes."  The  proviso  is 
not  retroactive. 

Mr.  JUDD.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  FORD.  Furthermore,  the  lan- 
guage here  does  not  destroy  the  effective- 
ness of  the  agricultural  surplus  disposal 
program  in  that  it  does  not  require  pay- 
ing for  the  commodity  twice. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  congratulate  the  confer- 
ence committee  on  adopting  that  pro- 
viso, because  I  am  sure  it  is  substantially 
what  was  intended  before  but  the  desired 
result  was  not  quite  accomplished  by  the 
original  language,  in  my  opinion. 

Mr.  FORD.  At  the  same  time,  how- 
ever, it  pins  down  where  these  cur- 
rencies may  be  used  and  how  they  will 
show  up  in  the  purchase  or  the  use  of 
surpluses  in  certain  ^xiuntries. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Yes,  and  I  approve  that. 
You  seem  to  have  done  precisely  what  I 
was  trjring  to  do  when  this  appropriation 
bill  was  being  debated  originally.  We 
could  not  agree  on  language  that  would 
do  it  exactly.  The  new  proviso  does  not 
require  buying  the  foreign  currency 
twice,  and  it  does  not  upset  last  year's 
as:reements  by  being  retroactive.  That 
is  exactly  what  we  wanted. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker. 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  As  the  gentle- 
man well  knows,  practically  every  com- 
mittee, group,  or  individual  that  has 
gone  overseas  to  investigate  q>ending 
under  our  foreign-aid  program  has  re- 
ported back  that  there  has  been  great 
waste  and  extravagance.  For  that  rea- 
son, many  of  us  have  voted  against  these 
appropriations  in  recent  years.  I  make 
that  statement  in  order  to  ask  this  ques- 
tion: Has  ttie  gentleman's  committee 
any  means,  or  methods,  or  arrangements 


to  cheek  up  on  the  spending  of  this 
money  which  is  being  appropriated  by 
this  bill,  the  actual  spending  of  it  and 
the  method  and  the  way  it  Is  spent? 

Mr.  TABER.  We  are  doing  every- 
thing we  can  to  that  end.  We  had  two 
men  over  in  Evu'ope  for  about  2  weeks 
just  around  the  time  that  the  bill  passed 
the  House,  and  we  tuid  the  benefit  of 
what  they  found  when  we  came  in  here. 
What  the  gentleman  says  is  very  largely 
correct.  In  order  to  get  a  settlement  we 
had  to  agree  to  too  much  money  for 
their  administrative  expenses.  There 
is.  as  I  understand  it,  a  transfer  of  some- 
thing like  $13  million  out  of  $30-odd  tnil- 
lion  that  is  carried  for  administrative 
expenses  for  the  State  Department. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman jrleld? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Maine. 

Mr.  HALE.  I  note  a  reduction  of  $6 
million  in  the  item  for  "Defense  Support, 
Par  East  and  the  Pacific."  That  reduc- 
tion is  a  little  surprising  to  me  at  tnis 
time.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  would 
comment  on  it. 

Mr.  TABER.  As  I  understand,  that 
was  the  authorization  figure. 

Mr.  HALE.  That  was  the  authoriza- 
tion in  the  Senate.  Why  did  the  con- 
ferees change  it? 

Mr.  TABER.  It  is  the  authorization 
figure  in  the  authorization  bill,  as  I 
understand  it. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker, 
Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.      I  yield. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  I  wanted 
to  take  this  time  to  explain,  as  the  one 
conferee  not  to  sign  this  conference  re- 
port, that  my  failure  to  do  so  is  not 
based  in  any  sense  on  criticism  of  the 
job  the  House  conferees  did  within  the 
limits  of  the  give  and  take  that  was 
possible  in  the  final  form  of  this  meas- 
ure. However,  I  certainly  do  want  to 
call  the  attention  of  my  colleagues  to 
that  one  particular  provision  of  the  con- 
ference report  which  provides  a  $55  mil- 
lion grant  to  Spain,  all  of  which  Is  to 
be  derived  through  the  transfer  of  sur- 
plus commodities  now  available  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States. 

I  do  not  object  to  that  program,  but 
I  do  object  to  the  proviso  which  remains 
in  the  conference  report  that  a  major 
share  of  this  money  must  be  earmarked 
and  must  be  used  only  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  civilian  economy  of  Spain. 
After  giving  away  our  money  for  these 
many  years  to  various  countries  through- 
out the  world,  when  it  came  time  to 
work  out  an  agreement  with  Spain,  for 
the  first  time  we  got  some  firm  commit- 
ment as  to  what  we  could  do  by  way 
of  developing  our  military  facilities  in 
that  country;  and  that  agreement  pro- 
vided that  a  large  percentage  of  the 
counterpart  funds  to  be  derived  through 
our  economic  assistance  to  Spain  was  to 
be  made  available  for  the  development 
of  the  Air  Force  and  naval  installations 
of  the  United  States  in  accordance  with 
the  agreement  that  has  been  made  there. 
And  we  were  happy  with  that  agreement. 
For  the  first  time,  we  had  a  right  to  go 
in  for  a  fixed  period.  For  the  first  time, 
we  were^  getting  something  by  way  of  a 
contribution  of  the  country  in  which  the 


installations  were  to  be  placed.  By  this 
one  provision,  which  appears  in  this 
conference  report,  you  have  given  up  all 
that,  and  you  have  said,  "No,  forget  about 
the  treaty,  forget  about  the  concessions, 
forget  about  the  quid  pro  quo  we  got 
from  the  Spanish  Govemment->-just  go 
ahead  and  be  sure  that  we  give  80  per- 
cent of  all  this  money  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  civilian  economy  of  Spain." 
I  think  that  is  wrong.  I  think  the  con- 
ferees in  that,  respect  were  blackjacked 
in  the  conference  and  that  is  one  of  the 
specific  reasons  that  I  am  in  opposition 
to  this  conference  Report. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  wonder  whether  or 
not  the  language  in  amendment  No.  15 
was  intended  to  in  anywise  affect  the 
constitution  of  the  Intergovernmental 
Committee  for  European  Migration,  spe- 
cifically paragraph  2  of  article  1? 

Mr.  TABER.  The  language  there,  as 
it  appears  in  the  bill,  has  been  changed 
so  that,  instead  of  requiring  the  stand- 
ards contained  in  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act,  it  will  require  reasonable 
standards  to  insure  against  Communist 
infiltration  in  the  Western  Hemisphere. 
-  Mr.  WALTER.  In  other  y;ords,  this 
language  was  not  intended  to  modify  or 
repeal  the  constitution  of  this  organiza- 
tion of  which  we  are  a  part. 

Mr.  TABER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CELLER.  As  I  read  the  amend- 
ment which  appears  on  page  S  of  the 
conference  report,  the  language  in  my 
mind  and  in  my  estimation  amounts  to 
an  admonition,  if  not  an  order,  to  gov- 
ernments in  the  Western  Hemisphere 
receiving  migrants  from  Europe  to  pro- 
vide screening  and  security  regulations 
similar  to  our  own.  Can  we  in  good 
conscience  and  with  good  morals,  having 
in  mind  our  relations  with  South  Amer- 
ican countries  and  Canada,  go  that  far 
so  as  to  say  that  no  moneys  appropriated 
for  the  Intergovernmental  Committee 
for  European  Migration  shall  be  used 
to  assist  directly  the  migration  of  Euro- 
pean refugees  to  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere? Can  we  do  that  or  shouQd  we  do 
that? 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  GARY.  The  Senate  amendment 
reads  as  follows: 

Provided,  That  no  funds  appropriated  In 
this  act  shall  be  used  to  assist  directly  In  the 
migration  to  any  nation  In  the  Western 
Hemisphere  of  any  person  not  having  a  secu- 
rity clearance  based  on  standards  comparable 
to  those  standards  contained  In  tl}e  United 
States  Immigration  and  NatlonaUty  Act. 

The  House  conferees  felt  that  would 
force  other  nations  to  adopt  our  stand- 
ards, which  was  going  too  far.  There- 
fore, we  modified  that  language  to  strike 
out  any  reference  to  any  particular 
standards.    The  amendment  now  reads: 

Provided,  That  no  funds  appropriated  in 
this  act  shall  be  used  to  assist  directly  In 
the  migration  to  any  nation  In  the  Western 
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Hemisphere  of  any  person  not  having  a  secu- 
rity  clearance  baaed  on  rea«onable  standards 
to  Insure  against  Communist  infiltration  in 
the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Certainly  we  are  against  Communist 
infiltration  in  the  Western  Hemisphere. 
There  is  no  reason  why  we  should  con- 
tribute to  any  organization  that  is  not 
willing  to  adopt  reasonable  standards  to 
insure  against  such  infiltration.  In  reply 
to  the  question  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Walter  I.  rather 
than  modifying  the  language  of  the 
constitution  of  the  organization,  this 
language  will  strengthen  it  and  will  per- 
mit them  to  adopt  any  reasonable  stand- 
ards in  screening  these  immigrants  to 
the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  WALTER.  I  should  like  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  countries, 
including  Brazil  and  Canada,  of  course, 
v.hich  are  the  principal  receiving  coun- 
tries, have  very  strong  screening  proc- 
esses. I  want  to  congratulate  the  con- 
ference committee  on  deleting  the  lan- 
guage that  was  in  the  original  Senate 
amendment  because  I  am  sure  it  offended 
those  nations.  This  language  certainly 
cannot  be  construed  as  being  offensive. 

Mr.  ROONEY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  ROONEY.  The  situation  was  such 
that  not  only  would  the  original  Senate 
language  have  offended  the  nations  men- 
tioned by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania I  Mr.  Walter  1.  but  the  voluntary 
and  church  organizations  which  are  con- 
cerned with  this  important  program  were 
alarmed  about  it.  I  believe  the  language 
in  the  conference  report  now  before  us 
for  approval  will  be  satisfactory  to  all 
concerned. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 
Mr.  CELLER.  I  am  not  objecting  to 
what  you  or  your  colleagues  on  the  con- 
ference have  done.  You  have  done  a 
good  job.  I  do  not  think  you  could  have 
done  any  better.  I  am  simply  raising  this 
question  so  Members  may  know  exactly 
what  they  are  approving.  In  my  humble 
opinion,  it  would  have  been  far  better 
had  there  been  no  such  provision  in  the 
conference  report.  It  is  there.  We  have 
to  make  the  best  of  a  bad  bargain,  in  my 
opinion.  I  do  not  think  we  have  a  right, 
no  matter  how  meritorious  the  demand 
may  be — I  do  not  think  we  have  a  right 
to  say  to  a  sovereign  nation  of  the  West- 
ern Hemisphere  that  "yDU  cannot  take 
any  immigrants  unless  you  specify  cer- 
tain standards  which  we.  by  legislative 
fiat,  lay  down." 

Mr.  TABER.  We  do  not  intend  to  lay 
down  standards.  All  we  ask  is  reason- 
able standards;  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
they  are  going  to  be  provided  by  any  of 
those  countries  that  have  any  substan- 
tial immigrants. 

Mr.  GARY.  The  situation  is  that  the 
organization  itself  will  prescribe  the 
standards  and.  so  long  as  they  are  rea- 
sonable, they  will  comply  with  this  pro- 
vision of  the  bill. 

Mr.  TABER.     That  i.s  correct. 


Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  CaknonI. 
Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  way 
of  summary  at  this  point  may  I  ask  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  to  give  us  the 
total  amount  of  the  estimates  submitted 
to  the  Congress. 

Mr.  TABER.  Six  billion  twenty  mil- 
Uon  six  hundred  and  thirty-three  thou- 
sand five  hundred  and  thirty-three  dol- 
lars including  new  money  of  $3,438,549,- 
805. 

Mr.  CANNON.  And  what  change  was 
made  in  that  figure  by  the  Senate  amend- 
ments? 

Mr.  TABER.  The  way  the  Senate 
amendments  have  been  reported  by  the 
clerks  they  raised  it  to  $5,572,338,544,  of 
which  $2,790,824,816  is  new  money. 

Frankly.  I  think  there  is  a  difference 
of  $200  million  in  the  figures,  due  to  a 
cut  of  $200  million  in  new  money  on  the 
Senate  floor  without  a  corresponding  cut 
in  the  obligation  total  carried  in  the  bill 
for  military  assistance. 

The  final  amount  as  brought  back  by 
the  committee  on  conference  is  $5,243, 
575.795.  including  new  money  of  $2,781,- 
499.816. 

The  amount  below  the  original  budget 
estimates  is  $777,057,738,  of  which  $657,- 
049,989  is  against  the  new  money. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Will  the  gentleman 
also  give  us  the  amount  carried  by  the 
conference  report  assuming  that  the  rec- 
ommendations made  by  the  committee 
in  the  amendments  still  in  disagreement 
will  be  favorably  acted  upon. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  the  $5,243,575.- 
795  figure  I  just  mentioned. 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  total  amount 
would  then  be  how  much? 

Mr.  TABiER.  The  total  of  the  con- 
ference committee  is  $5,243,575,795.  It 
is  $35,155,816  above  the  House  bill. 

Mr.  CANNON.  And  will  the  gentle- 
man advise  us  as  to  what  appropriations 
in  this  bill  as  brought  back  from  the 
conference  are  in  excess  of  similar  items 
in  the  1954  bill?  That  is,  are  there  any 
items  in  here  for  1955  which  are  in  ex- 
cess of  similar  items  for  1954? 

Mr.  TABER.  The  only  ones  which 
are  larger  than  last  year,  and  the  in- 
creases are  small,  are:  development  as- 
sistance. American  Republics;  the  sev- 
eral items  under  technical  cooperation; 
the  funds  for  the  Intergoveriunental 
Committee  for  European  Migration;  the 
United  Nations  Children's  Fund;  and 
the  item  for  Control  Act  expenses. 

Mr.  CANNON.  And  will  the  gentle- 
man tabulate  in  his  remarks  the  items 
in  the  pending  bill  that  do  not  appear  in 
the  current  appropriations? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
anything  really  new  outside  of  perhaps 
the  item  for  special  assistance  in  joint 
control  areas,  although  we  have  been 
spending  money  in  previous  years  in 
some  of  the  areas  included  in  that  item. 

There  is  one  other  item  that  is  above 
last  year:  Administrative  expenses  al- 
lowed are  above  what  I  understand  the 
figure  actually  was  for  last  year.  But  I 
did  not  like  that,  and  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  did  not  like  it  any  better 
than  I.  We  had  to  take  it  in  order  to  get 
an  agreement. 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  gentleman  is  cor- 
rect in  that  assumption. 


Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia. 

Mr.  GARY.  The  Senate  w>nferees  on 
the  other  hand  insisted  that  the  amount 
allowed  here  was  less  than  the  expendi- 
tures of  last  year. 

Mr.  TABER.  Yes,  that  Is  true,  but  in 
testimony  l)efore  our  committee  they 
said  that  they  had  spent  about  a  million 
and  a  quarter  less  money  than  the 
amount  carried  in  the  conference  report. 
Mr.  GARY.  I  just  wanted  to  call  the 
gentleman's  attention  to  the  discrepancy 
in  the  figures.  According  to  the  figures 
submitted  to  our  committee  we  had  al- 
lowed them  more  money  for  this  item 
than  they  had  last  year,  but  according 
to  the  Senate  conferees  the  figures  sub- 
mitted to  them  showed  greater  expendi- 
tures last  year  than  we  were  allowing. 
Mr.  TABER.  We  ran  into  trouble  Uke 
that  all  the  way  through.  They  gave  our 
staff  3  different  stories  as  to  the  amount 
of  the  obligations  in  1  single  day. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Speaker,  jviU^the 
gentleman  yield?  J^ 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  May  I  ask  the  conferees 
if  the  language  which  was  first  proposed 
by  the  House  committee  defining  what 
is  meant  by  an  obligated  balance  is  re- 
tained in  this  legislation? 

Mr.  TABER.  It  is  with  a  single  excep- 
tion of  certain  items  that  should  be  cer- 
tified when  review  of  the  obligations  is 
made  and  finally  reported  on.  There  is 
provision  that  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
might  permit  a  completion  of  an  obliga- 
tion that  related  to  a  contract  of  $5  mil- 
lion or  above  if  it  is  in  the  national  in- 
terest. But  that  is  the  only  way  in 
which  there  is  any  waiver  of  the  pro- 
visions of  section  1311  in  the  supple- 
mental bill. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Was  the  language  re- 
tained which  would  require  the  same 
definition  of  obligations  to  be  used  in 
supplying  reports  to  all  committees  in 
Congress? 

Mr.  TABER.  It  was.  And  we  are 
hoping  in  some  way  or  other  that  the 
organization  may  be  persuaded  to  keep 
its  books  so  they  will  know  where  they 
are  at  in  the  future  and  l)e  able  to  tell 
your  committee  and  oiur  committee  the 
truth. 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  join  in  that  fervent 
hope  and  I  congratulate  the  committee. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  take 
this  opportunity  to  congratulate  the  dis» 
tinguished  gentleman  from  New  York, 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations, on  the  conclusion  of  this  long 
and  intricate  bill  and  the  appropriation 
program  for  the  83d  Congress. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
,  The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Al- 
len of  Illinois).  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Missouri  has  expired. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  sugh 
time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Byrnes! . 

Mr.  B"yRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beheve  the  enlightened  self- 
interest  of  the  United  States  requires  us 
to  make  national  sacrifices  in  order  to 
maintain  strong  and  free  allies.  I  be- 
lieve in  the  basic  premise  of  xint:  x»ul«al 
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security  proenun,  as  stated  by  President 
Eisenhower,  that  "there  can  be  no  safety 
for  any  of  us  except  in  cooperative  ef- 
forts to  build  and  sustain  the  stroigth  of 
all  free  peoples." 

I  Toted.  therefore,  fox-  the  Mutual  Se- 
ctu-lty  Act  of  1954»  the  bill  authorizing 
this  program.  It  was  legislation  neces- 
sary to  keep  the  mutual  security  pro- 
gram in  operation.  It  was  legislation 
which  provided  comprehensive,  basic 
legislation  to  replace  the  existing  patch- 
wark  of  statutes  relating  to  foreign  aid. 
It  was  legislation  needed  to  carry  out  a 
program  wliich  I  believe  we  must  have 
if  we  are  to  meet  the  Soviet  threat,  if  we 
are  to  strengthen  countries  where  we 
have  brises  and  make  those  bases  secure. 
if  we  are  to  keep  the  free  world  free  from 
Soviet  domination  and  if  we  are  to 
strengthen  oiu:  ties  with  the  underde- 
veloped nations  of  the  Middle  East  and 
southeast  Asia. 

I  consider  the  objectives  of  this  pro- 
gram to  be  of  such  importance  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States  that  I  am 
willing  to  vote  for  sacrifice  we  must 
make,  in  treasiure  and  effort,  to  sustain 
the  program.  Without  such  a  program, 
our  national  security  would  be  seriously 
weakened. 

I  cannot  support  this  program,  how- 
ever, on  a  blank-check,  sky-is-the-limit 
basis.  Our  fiscal  situation  is  too  pre- 
carious, the  tax  burden  on  our  people  is 
too  high,  and  our  patience  with  reluctant 
allies  too  thin  to  permit  the  expendi- 
ture of  vast  simis  of  money  and  vast 
quantities  of  raw  materials  without  the 
most  careful  study  and  justification. 
This  program  will  collapse  on  the  rocks 
of  an  aroused  public  opinion  tmless  we 
get  a  dollar's  worth  of  security  for  every 
dollar  spent. 

It  was  these  considerations  which  led 
to  my  vote  against  this  appropriation  bill 
when  it  was  first  passed  by  the  House. 

I  was  struck  by  the  shocking  report  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee  on  the 
validity  of  outstanding  obligations  for 
this  program.  FOA  estimates  that  its 
unexpended  balances  are  $9,979  billion. 
wiUi  $7,397  billion  reported  as  obligated 
or  contracted  for,  and  $2,582  billion  im- 
obllgated  and  available  for  use  in  this 
fiscal  year. 

The  committee,  however,  raised  serious 
questions  concerning  the  validity  of  the 
obligated  funds.    It  said: 

It  has  already  been  determined  that  ques- 
tionable practices,  involving  substantial 
sums,  are  being  followed  In  the  ciasslflcatlon 
and  recording  of  transactions  as  obligations. 
They  range  all  the  way  from  clerical  errors 
($47,800,000)  to  amounts  exceeding  limita- 
tions stated  in  letters  of  Intent  not  yet  con- 
verted to  definitive  contracts.  Substantial 
siuns  are  Included  for  lump-sum  contingent 
amounts  contained  In  contracts  for  spares, 
spare  ports,  engineering  changes,  and  the 
like,  for  which  there  are  no  deflnltized  orders 
and  which  appear  to  amount  In  effect  to 
nothing  more  than  an  administrative  reser- 
vation of  funds  against  possible  future  pur- 
chases. Contracts  entered  Into  In  1961  and 
earlier  years,  practically  dormant  for  many 
months,  are  also  included.  There  are  other 
cat^ories  of  questionable  firmness  such  as 
canned  cnrders  not  yet  removed  from  the 
books,  excessive  cost  estimates,  lower  stock 
prices  prmnulgated  subsequent  to  the  origi- 
nal, requisitions — 


And  BO  forth.  The  net  effect  of  this 
situation  Is  that  FOA  has  available  to  it 
vast  sums,  which  can  only  be  estimated, 
which  are  listed  by  it  as  spent  or  obli- 
gated but  which,  in  fact,  are  unobligated. 
I  am  advised  that  they  have  about  $2  bil- 
Uon  of  funds  in  this  category.  The  real 
need  of  this  agency  for  new  appropria- 
tions is  unknown.  Because  of  this  gross 
negligence.  Congress  has  been  foreed  to 
appropriate  in  the  dark,  to  issue  a  blank 
check.  I  for  one  just  will  not  tolerate 
doing  business  that  way. 

Furthermore,  this  bill,  as  it  passed  the 
House,  appropriated  to  southeast  Asia 
for  direct  forces  support  $712  million. 
Direct  forces  supiwrt  finances  the  pro- 
vision of  specific  supplies,  equipment, 
and  services  which  go  directly  into  the 
hands  of,  or  otherwise  immediately  ben- 
efit military  forces,  in  the  words  of  the 
committee  report.  This  sum  was  origi- 
nally planned  for  the  support  of  the 
French  forces  in  Indochina.  Yet,  when 
the  bill  was  reported,  the  Indochina  war 
was  over.  The  only  justification  for 
these  funds  now  made  is  the  contention 
that  they  will  be  needed  for  other  pur- 
poses in  this  general  area  now  that  the 
war  is  over.  What  these  other  purposes 
are  and  their  detailed  cost  is  not  re- 
vealed. This  is  scarcely  the  kind  of 
careful  and  diligent  scrutiny  which 
should  be  given  to  the  appropriation  of 
close  to  a  billion  dollars  of  the  taxpay- 
ers' money. 

For  these  reasons,  I  could  net,  in 
good  conccience,  support  the  appropria- 
tion bill,  and  I  cast  my  vote  against  it. 

We  now  have  the  conference  leport 
on  the  appropriation  bill  before  us.  This 
report  is  extremely  disappointing. 

Instead  of  evidencing  a  greater  con- 
cern for  the  taxpayers'  money  and  a 
determination  that  we  will  get  full 
value  for  the  money  appropriated,  tlie 
bill  as  it  came  from  conference  is  even 
more  liberal  than  it  was  when  it  passed 
this  House. 

I  must  vote  against  this  conference 
report  and  hold  to  the  position  I  took 
early  in  voting  against  the  bill  wben  it 
first  passed  the  Hou^e.  That  position 
is  that  although  we  cannot  afford  to 
neglect  the  need  for  cooperation  and 
mutual  assistance  among  the  free  na- 
tions of  the  world,  neither  can  we  afford 
to  spend  our  wealth  blindly.  This  bill 
is  too  full  of  loose  ends,  unevahiated 
items  of  expenditures,  and  downright 
waste  to  merit  the  support  of  this  Con- 
gress. 

One  parting  thought,  Mr.  Speaker. 
When  we  consider  appropriations  for 
those  agencies  of  our  Government  that 
administer  to  the  domestic  needs  ©f  our 
people,  we  demand  the  most  exacting 
accountabihty  and  justification  for  the 
money  appropriated.  This  is  as  it 
should  be.  But  why  should  we  nc>t  de- 
mand just  as  high  a  degree  of  frugality 
of  that  agency  whose  concern  is  with  as- 
sisting foreign  peoples  and  foreign  gov- 
ernments? In  my  view,  we  should  be 
more  exacting  in  our  relationship  with 
this  program  than  we  are  with  our  do- 
mestic programs  and  unless  we  are,  the 
whole  program  will  collapse  an4  our 
economy  collapse  with  it. 

I  shall  vote  against  that  report. 


Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Roowey]. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish 
to  point  out  certain  items  contained  in 
this  conference  report.  First,  with  re- 
gard to  amendment  No.  12.  contributions 
to  the  United  Nations  expanded  pro- 
gram of  technical  assistance,  the  House 
conferees  receded  and  accc(pted  the 
highest  figure  possible  under  parlia- 
mentary rules,  the  Senate  figure  of  $9,- 
957,621.  For  contributions  to  the  United 
Nations  Children's  Fund  I  favored  the 
Senate  L  are  of  $13,500,000  but  the  ma- 
jority conferees  succeeded  in  compro- 
mising this  for  $12,500,000.  I  6upp>orted 
the  $55  million  item,  amendment  in  dis- 
agreement numbered  31.  surplus  agri- 
cultural commodities  as  economic  assist- 
ance to  Spain.  The  House  conferees 
felt  that  the  House  language  used  over 
the  years  with  regard  to  shipping  of  at 
least  50  percent  of  the  gross  tonnage  of 
commodities  shipped  under  the  Mutual 
Security  Act  was  better  for  the  Ameri- 
can merchant  marine  than  the  Senate 
version,  which  was  amendment  in  dis- 
agreement numbered  35.  The  conferees 
accepted  the  House  version. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  JavitsI. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
not  take  the  time  of  the  House  at  this 
stage  of  the  session  unless  I  had  infor- 
mation to  impart  to  the  House  which  is 
important  to  this  bill. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  amount  appropriated 
here  for  military  aid  is  reasonably  ad- 
justed to  the  policies  of  the  United  States, 
but  the  amount  appropriated  for  eco- 
nomic and  technical  assistance  and  the 
policies  of  the  United  States  on  that  sub- 
ject are  not,  and  I  emphasize  this,  appro- 
priate for  the  economic  challenge  ix>sed 
to  us  by  the  Soviet  Union.  Aboxit  85 
percent  of  this  appropriation  is  for  mili- 
tary purposco,  directly  and  indirectly; 
about  15  percent  for  economic,  technical, 
and  other  purposes.  The  whole  Com- 
munist bloc  led  by  the  Soviet  Union  is 
enuaged  in  an  enormous  trade  drive,  and 
they  are  making  headway.  We  read  this 
very  morning  that  the  strategic  list  for 
trade  with  the  Communist  bloc  by  16 
nations  has  been  revised  and  tens  of 
millions  more  in  trade   is  in  sight. 

We  read  also  that  the  Soviet  Union  is 
gaining  on  the  United  States  production 
in  what,  to  us.  is  a  dangerous  potential. 
The  latest  reported  figures  show  the  So- 
viet Union  producing  as  much  coal  as  we 
'  did  in  1954;  and  that  its  production  of 
steel  and  pig  iron  is  now  50  percent  of 
ours,  which  is  very  serious  when  their 
huge  land  territory  is  considered,  their 
internal  lines  of  communication,  and  the 
vast  diversion  of  iteel  for  military  uses 
in  the  Communist  bloc. 
,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  having  a  new 
look  at  foreign  policy;  withdrawing  di- 
visions from  around  the  world,  and  put- 
ting them  in  place  to  be  a  strategic 
striking  force.  We  are  otherwise  reor- 
ganizing our  military  aspect  in  the  world. 
But  we  are  failing  to  realize  that  infiltra- 
tion and  subversion,  which  are  being 
built  by  the  Communists  fraudulently 
but  nonetheless  being  built  upon  eco- 
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nomic  distress  and  nationalism,  are  as 
dangerous  to  us  as  military  attack;  and 
that  no  bases  are  any  good  in  any  coun- 
try that  goes  Communist  by  subversion 
or  infiltration,  no  matter  how  strong 
those  bases  may  have  been  made. 

So,  when  we  are  considering  this  bill. 
and  bearing  in  mind,  as  I  think  all  the 
Members  will  find  when  they  get  home, 
that  the  overriding  question  in  this  par- 
ticular congressional  campaign,  the  over- 
riding issue,  is  still  going  to  be  the  issue 
of  peace,  I  think  we  should  all  do  a  lot  of 
hard  thinking,  and  so  should  the  admin- 
istration, before  it  sends  us  its  mutual 
security  program  next  year,  as  to  what  is 
the  new  aspect  of  the  Communist  danger 
to  the  world.  And  I  insist  to  you,  and  the 
proof  is  there,  that  that  aspect  is  eco- 
nomic and  tradewLse.  that  is  going  to 
be  our  new  struggle  which  we  have  to 
meet  with  policy,  means,  and  money, 
and  do  not  let  us  deceive  ourselves  that 
this  bill  gives  us  copper -rivcted  protec- 
tion. 

The  SPEAKER.  Tlie  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman has  expired. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  T  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
I  Mr.  Gary]. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  has 
presented  many  diflicult  problems.  We 
di.scussed  that  when  the  original  bill  was 
before  this  body.  We  were  late  getting 
the  budget  estimates,  because  the  inter- 
national situation  was  so  uncertain  and 
so  fluid  at  the  time  that  It  was  diflicult 
to  determine  just  what  expenditures 
would  be  necessary  for  the  current  year. 

I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  this 
body,  however,  to  just  one  fact.  The 
House  cut  the  budget  estimates  over  $800 
million  in  the  original  biil.  When  that 
bill  went  to  the  Senate,  the  Senate  raised 
the  House  figures.  The  exact  amount 
of  the  increase  is  difficult  to  determine 
because  the  Senate  bill  placed  no  limita- 
tion on  the  use  of  unexpended  balances 
and  estimates  of  those  balances  vary. 
According  to  the  best  estimate  available, 
however,  the  increase  over  the  House 
figure  was  $363  million.  In  this  bill  we 
have  cut  the  Senate  figure  $328  million. 
The  bill  that  is  now  before  us,  in  this 
conference  report,  is  only  $35  million 
more  than  it  was  when  it  left  the  House. 
I  think  that  is  very  good  trading.  I  be- 
lieve that  we  have  obtained  an  excellent 
rc-ttlement;  and  in  saying  that  I  want  to 
r-y  my  respects  again  to  the  chairman 
cl  our  committee  [Mr.  TaberI  who  did 
r  n  excellent  job  of  negotiating  with  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
rcntleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  just  want  to  say  that 
I  appreciate  to  the  utmost  the  complete 
cooperation  that  existed  among  all  of  the 
House  conferees  in  trying  to  work  out  a 
solution  of  this  very  difficult  and  intri- 
cate problem.  They  have  all  done  their 
very  best,  and  every  single  one  of  them 
has  made  a  substantial  contribution  to 
the  result. 

Mr.  GARY.    I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  those  remarks.    There  has  been  ab- 
solute cooperation  among  all  of  the  mem- 
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bers  of  the  subcommittee  which  handled 
the  original  bill  and  among  the  House 
conferees.  Although  I  am  one  of  them, 
I  still  presume  to  say  that  I  think  the 
conferees  did  a  good  job.  I  think  we  got 
a  good  settlement,  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
the  pleasure  of  the  House  to  adopt  the 
conference  report. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  think  the  conferees 
have  done  a  pretty  fair  job  in  holding 
this  appropriation  down.  On  the  oth- 
er hand,  the  $35  million  added  in  con- 
ference in  the  face  of  the  debt  limit 
increase  the  other  day  is  $35  million  too 
much.  It  is  money  the  Government  of 
this  country  does  not  have.  For  that 
and  other  reasons  I  cannot  accept  this 
report. 

Mr.  GARY.  Frankly,  I  agree  with  the 
pentleman,  because  it  is  $35  million  more 
than  our  original  recommendation. 
However,  the  gentleman  must  remember 
that  in  reaching  that  figure  we  were  able 
to  get  the  Senate  to  yield  on  $328  mil- 
lion, which  I  think  is  pretty  good 
trading. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  would  not  want  any- 
one to  infer  that  I  am  in  agreement  with 
every  item  in  this  conference  rep>ort. 
There  are  certain  items  with  which  I 
am  very  much  displeased  as  this  confer- 
ence report  is  brought  back  to  the  House. 
However,  almost  all  legislation  is  arrived 
at  by  way  of  compromise.  I  think  that 
under  all  the  circumstances  the  confer- 
ence report  now  before  us  is  the  best 
that  could  have  been  worked  out  with 
the  other  body. 

Mr.  GARY.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
I  think  that  is  true  of  every  member  of 
the  conference.  I  do  not  believe  there  is 
any  single  conferee  that  is  absolutely 
satisfied  with  every  single  item  in  the 
conference  report,  but  we  have  to  work 
these  matters  out  in  compromise.  I  am 
simply  trying  to  point  out  to  the  House 
that  I  think  we  got  a  very  good  com- 
promise. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman 

from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  just  want  to  an- 
nounce to  the  House  that  the  news  has 
just  come  over  the  ticker  that  former 
Premier  of  Italy  Alcide  de  Gaisperi  has 
died.  I  have  had  a  number  of  contacts 
with  him  in  his  lifetime,  especially  dur- 
ing my  repeated  visits  to  Italy,  and  I 
always  foimd  him  to  be  a  genuine  friend 
to  America.  His  passing  is  indeed  a  sad 
loss  to  the  Italian  people,  and  a  loss  to 
us.  He  was  an  able  statesman,  a  God- 
fearing man,  and  an  indefatigable  work- 
er for  the  welfare  of  the  poor  and  hum- 
ble.   He  leaves  behind  a  good  name. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on 
the  conference  report. 


The  question  was  taken;  and  the 
Sp>eaker  announced  that  the  ayes  seemed 
to  have  it. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to 
the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum  ts 
not  present  and  make  the  point  of  order 
that  a  quonmi  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will 
count.  [After  counting.]  One  hundred 
and  seventy-four  Members  are  present, 
not  a  quorum.  ** 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors; 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  notify  absent 
Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  188,  nays  77.  not  voting  166, 
as  follows: 

[Ron  No.  145] 

YEAS— 188 

Osmcrs 
Ostertag 
Patman 
Perklna 
Pfost 
Philblu 
Poage 
Poll 
Polk 
Price 
Priest 
Prouty 
Radwan 
Ray 

Raybum 
Reams 
Reed,  ni. 
Reed,  N.  T. 
Rees,  Kana. 
Rhodes,  Aria. 
Rhodes.  Pa. 
Roberta 
RodiQO 
Rogers,  Colo. 
Rogers,  Fla.       ^ 
Rogers,  Mass.  f 
Rooney 
Saylor 

Seely-Brown 
Bheppard 
Slemlnski 
Simpson.  Pa. 
SmaU 

Smith,  1A1B8. 
Spence 
Springer 
Staggers 
Stauffer 
Steed 
Sullivan    ' 
Taber 
Teague 

Thompson,  Tex. 
Thorn  berry 
ToUefson 
Trimble 
Velde 
Vorys 
Walter 
Wampler 
Warburton 
Watts 
Wharton 
Wlckersham 
Wlgglesworth 
Wilson,  Calif. 
WUson,  Ind. 
Wolcott 
Wolverton 
Young 
Younger 

Preyllnghuysen  O'Brien.  N.  T.     ZablocU 
Priedel  CHara,  ni. 

Fultoa  O'NeiU 

NAYS— 77 


Addonizlo 

Garmatz 

Albert 

Gary 

Allen.  Calif. 

Gathtngs 

Allen.  111. 

Goodwin 

A>  pi  nail 

Graham 

Auchlncloss 

Granahan 

Bates 

Green 

Becker 

Hagen,  Calif. 

Hoggs 

Hale 

Bolton. 

Halleck 

Frances  P. 

Harden 

Bolton. 

Hardy 

Oliver  P. 

Han 

Boykin 

Hays,  Ark. 

Brooks,  Tex. 

He«elton 

Brown.  Ga. 

Hillings 

Brownson 

Holmes 

Buchanan 

Hope 

Burleson 

Hyde 

Bush 

Ikard 

Byrne,  Pa. 

James 

Campbell 

Jarman 

Cannon 

Javlts 

Camahan 

Jenkins 

Celler 

Johnson,  Cfellf . 

Chenoweth 

Johnson,  Wis. 

ChudoS 

Jonas,  N.  C. 

Cooley 

Jones,  Ala. 

Cooper 

Jones,  Mo. 

Corbett 

Judd 

Cretella 

Karsten.  Mo. 

Crosser 

Kean 

Cunningham 

Keating 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Kee 

Dawson,  Utah 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Deane 

Kersten.  Wis. 

Delaney 

Kilday 

Derounlan 

King,  Calif. 

Devereux 

Kirwan 

DingeU 

Kluczynskl 

Dodd 

Lane 

Dollinger 

Lanham 

Dondero 

McCarthy 

Donohue 

McConneU 

I>onovan 

Magnuson 

Dom.  N.  Y. 

Mahon 

Durham 

Mallliard 

Eberbarter 

Marshall 

Edmondson 

Matthews 

Elliott 

MerrUl 

Evtns 

Merrow 

Fallon 

Miller,  calif. 

Feighan 

Miller.  Kana. 

Penton 

Miller.  Md. 

Fernandez 

MoUoban 

Pogarty 

Morano 

Forand 

Multer 

Ford 

Mumma 

Forrester 

Murray 

Potintaln 

Natcher 

Frazler 

Oakman 

M- 


•  {■'' 


Abbltt 
Abemethy 
Alexander 
Andresen, 

August  H. 
Andrews 
Ashmore 
Bailey 
Battle 
Belcher 
Bennett,  Fla. 
B^rry 
Betts 


Bow 

Bramblett 

Bray 

Brown.  Ohio 

Budge 

Burdick 

Byrd 

Byrnes,  WU. ' 

Carlyle 

Clardy 

Cole.  1A>. 

Coon 

Davis,  wis. 


Dies 

Dowdy 

Fisher 

Oavln 

Gentry 

O«orge 

Grant 

Oroes 

Hagen.  ICnn. 

Harrison,  NeliC 

Harrison.  Va. 

Hays,  Ohio 

Hwlons 


s^* 
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Hoffman,  lllch.  Norrell 

Sutton 

Jenaen 

O'Hara.lQnn. 

Talle 

Jonu,  m. 

O'Konskl 

Thomas 

Jones.  N.  O. 

Passman 

Thompson. 

Keama 

PhlUlpa 

Mich. 

iMinx 

Beece,  Tenn. 

Tuck 

Xjong 

Robeson,  Va. 

Van  Zandt 

ICdntlre 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Whltten 

MclOllan 

Schenck 

Wllliamn.  Miss 

llcVey 

Scherer 

Willis 

Mack.  Wash. 

Selden 

Wlnstead 

MlUa 

Sbuford 

Wlthrow 

Neal 

Smith,  Va. 

Nlcliolson 

Smith,  Wis. 
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Adair 

Ck>lden 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Andenen. 

Gordon 

li^organ 

H.  Clirl 

Gregory 

Morrison 

Angell 

Gubser 

Moss 

Arends 

Gwlnn 

Moulder 

Ayres 

Haley 

Nelson 

Baker 

Hand 

Norblad 

Barden 

Harris 

O^rlen,  lU. 

Barrett 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

O'Brien.  Bdlch. 

Beamer 

Harvey 

Patten 

Bender 

Hubert 

Patterson 

Bennett.  ICcb.  Hess 

Pelly 

Bentley 

Hiestand 

PUcher 

Bentaen 

Hill 

PlUlon 

Bishop 

Hlllelson 

Powell 

Blatnlk 

Hlnshaw 

Preston 

Boland 

Hoeven 

Rabaut 

BoUlng 

*    Hoffman,  HI. 

Rains 

Bonln 

Holifleld 

Regan 

Bonner 

Holt 

Richards 

Bosch 

Holtzman 

Rlehlman 

Bowler 

Horan 

Riley 

Brooks,  La. 

Hosmer 

Rivers 

BroyhUl 

Howell 

Robslon.  Ky. 

Buckley 

Hruska 

Roosevelt 

Busbey 

Hunter 

Siadlak 

Canfleld 

Jackson 

St.  George 

Carrlgg 

Kearney 

Scott 

Oederbers 

Kelly.  N.  T. 

Scrlvner 

Chatham 

Keogh 

Scudder 

CheU 

Kllbiim 

Secrest 

Chlperfleld 

King,  Pa. 

Sheehan 

Ctaiirch 

Klein 

Shelley 

Clevenger 

Knox 

Short 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Krueger 

Slkes 

Oolmer 

L<andn\m 

Simpson,  HI. 

Condon 

Lantaff 

Smith,  Kans. 

Cotton 

Latham 

Strlnglellow 

Coudert 

LeCompte 

Taylor 

Crvimpacker 

Leslnskl 

Thompson,  La. 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Lipscomb 

Utt 

CurtU,  Nebr. 

Lovre 

Van  Pelt 

Hague 

Lucas 

Vinson 

Davis,  Oa. 

Lyle 

Vursell 

Davis,  Tenn. 

McCormack 

Wain  Wright 

Dawson,  m. 

Mcculloch 

Welchel 

Dempaey 

McDonoiigh 

Westland 

D'Bwart 

McGregor 

Wheeler 

DoUlver 

WidnaU 

Dc  m.  8.  C. 

Mack,  m. 

Wler 

Doyle 

Madden 

WUllams,  N.  J. 

KUsworth 

Martin,  Iowa 

Williams,  N.  Y, 

Sngle 

Mason 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Fine 

Meader 

Yates 

Flno 

Metcalf 

Yorty 

Gamble 

MUler,  Nebr. 

So  the  conference  report  was  agreed 
to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

On  this  vote : 

Mr.  Canlleld  for,  with  Mr.  Harrison  of 
Wyoming  against. 

Mr.  Coudert  for,  with  Mr.  Welchel  against. 

Mr.  Pelly  for.  with  Mr.  Sheehan  against. 

Mr.  Westland  for,  with  Mr.  Busbey  against. 

Mr.  Taylor  for,  with  Mr.  Lovre,  against. 

Mr.  Jackson  for,  with  Mr.  McGregor  against. 

Mr.  Kearney  for,  with  Mr.  Bentley  against. 

Mr.  Keogh  for,  with  Mr.  Hoeven  against. 

Mr.  Vinson  for,  with  Mr.  Hoffman  of  Jlllnols 
against. 

Mr.  Widnall  for.  with  Mr.  Bishop  against. 

Mr.  Carr'.gg  for,  with  Idr.  Short  against. 

Mr.  Buckley  for,  with  Mr.  Hand  against. 

Mr.  Preston  for,  with  Mr.  Colmer  against. 

Mr.  O'Brien  of  Illinois  for,  with  Mr.  Curtis 
of  Mlssoiiri  against. 

Mr.  BroyhUl  for,  with  Mr.  Adair  against. 

Mr.  Gregory  for,  with  Mr.  Bentsen  against. 

Mr.  McCormark  for,  with  Mr.  Lyle  against. 

Mr.  Pine  for,  with  Mr.  Beamer  against. 

Mr.  Chelf  for.  with  Mrs.  Church  against. 


Ge 


Mr.  Sadlak  for,  with  Mr.  MiUer  of  Niebraska 
against. 

Mrs.  St.  George  for.  with  Mr.  Patten  against. 

Mr.  Rlehlman  for,  with  Mr.  Hruska  against. 

Mr.  Gordon  for,  with  Mr.  Barden  against. 

Mr.  Rains  for,  with  Mr.  Sikes  agalnet. 

Mr.  Richards  for,  with  Mr.  Moulder  against. 

Mr.  Pilcher  for,  with  Mr.  Rivers  against. 

Mrs.  Kelly  of  New  York  for,  with  Mr.  Dcrn 
of  South  Carolina  against. 

Mr.  Ellsworth  for.  with  Mr.  Smith  of 
Kansas  against. 

Mr.  Dague  for,  with  Mr.  Bonner  against. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  for,  with  Mr.  Mason  against. 

Mr.  Miller  of  New  York  for,  with  Mr. 
Crumpacker  against. 

Mr.  Bowler  for,  with  Mr.  McCulloch  against. 

Mr.  Barrett  for,  with  Mr.  Van  Pelt  against. 

Mr.  Howell  for.  with  Mr.  Hlllelson  against. 

Mr.  Bender  for,  with  Mr.  Harvey  against. 

Mr.  Arends  for,  with  Mr.  Krueger  against. 

Mr.  Patterson  for.  with  Mr.  Martin  of  Iowa 
against. 

Mr.  Hess  for.  with  Mr.  Gwlnn  against. 

Mr.  Holt  for,  with  Mr.  Clevenger  against. 

Mr.  Cole  of  New  York  for,  with  Mr.  Horan 
against. 

Mr.  Yates  for,  with  Mr.  Strlngfellow  against. 

Mr.  Yorty  for.  with  Mr.  Utt  against. 

Mr.  WilliamB  of  New  York  for,  with  Mr. 
Simpson  of  Illinois  against. 

Mr.  Chatham  for.  with  Mr.  Dempsey 
against. 

Mr.  H6bert  for,  with  Mr.  Haley  agJiinst. 

Until  further  notice:  j 

Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen  with  Mr.  Harris. 

Mr.  Kilbiu-n  with  Mr.  Engle. 

Mr.  Baker  with  Mr.  Brooks  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Nelson  with  Mr.  Kline. 

Mr.  D'Ewart  with  Mr.  Landrum. 

Mr.  Chlperfleld  with  Mr.  Davis  of  Ceorgla. 

Mr.  Vursell  with  Mr.  Wheeler. 

Mr.  Hunter  with  Mr.  Wier. 

Mr.  Bosch  with  Mr.  Mactirowicz. 

Mr.  Pino  with  Mr.  Leslnskl. 

Mr.  Gamble  with  Mr.  Holifleld. 

Mr.  Gubser  with  Mr.  Holtzman. 

Mr.  Bennett  of  Michigan  with  Mr.  Shelley. 

Mr.  Cederberg  with  Mr.  Thompson  of  Lou- 
isiana. 

Mr.  Cotton  with  Mr.  Regan. 

Mr.  Dolllver  with  Mr.  Rabaut. 

Mr.  LeCompte  with  Mr.  Doyle. 

Mr.  Latham  with  Mr.  Morgan. 

Mr.  Pillion  with  Mr.  Morrison. 

Mr.  Robslon  of  Kentucky  with  Mr.  Metcalf. 

Mr.  Lipscomb  with  Mr.  Madden. 

Mr.  King  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  Mack  of 
Illinois. 

Mr.  Norblad  with  Mr.  Moss. 

Mr.  Knox  with  Mr.  Dawson  of  Illlncls. 

Mr.  McDonough  with  Mr.  Davis  of  Tennes- 
see. , 

Mr.  Scott  with  Mr.  Condon.  I 

Mr.  Hosmer  with  Mr.  O'Brien  of  Michigan 

Mr.  Hill  with  Mr.  Lucas. 

Mr.  Hlnshaw  with  Mr.  Lantaff. 

Mi.  Hiestand  with  Mr.  Boland. 

Mr.  Ayres  with  Mr.  Blatnlk. 

Mr.  Bonln  with  Mr.  Boiling,     x 

Mr.  Scudder  with  Mr.  Riley. 

Mi.  Golden  with  Mr.  Secrest. 

Mr.  Wainwrlght  with  Mr.  Wilson  of  Texas. 

Mr.  LONG  changed  his  vote  from 
"yea"  to  nay." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded.  ._! 

The  doors  were  opened.  ' 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  first  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  1:  Page  1,  strike 
out  all  after  line  9  over  to  and  includijig  line 
14  on  page  2.  and  insert: 

"Military  assistance:  For  military  assist- 
ance as  authorized  by  title  I,  chapter  l, 
»1. 192.700.000,     together     with     unexpended 


balances  of  appropriations  heretofore  made 
for  military  assistance  which  shall  be  con- 
solidated with  this  appropriation:  Prortded, 
That  not  to  exceed  $3,932,092,283  may  be  ob- 
ligated under  this  heading  during  fiscal  year 
1955,  including  not  to  exceed  $8,770,392,283 
for  general  military  assistance  ai  authorized 
by  section  103,  and  not  to  exceed  $161,700,- 
000  for  Infrastructure  as  authorized  by  sec- 
tion 104  (a),  and  not  to  exceed  $24  million 
for  administrative  expenses  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  title  I.  chapter  1 :  Provided  fur- 
ther, That  the  military  supplies  and  equip- 
ment (or  the  equivalent  value  thereof  as  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  shall  determine  but  not 
to  exceed  $200  million  In  Inventory  value) 
which  have  been  procured  and  processed  for 
delivery  to  foreign  areas  and  Which  subse- 
quently are  returned  to  the  cu«tody  of  the 
United  States  because  of  a  change  in  the 
international  situation,  shall  remain  avail- 
able for  military  assistance  authorized  by 
law,  and  such  amounts  shall  be  in  addition 
to  the  amounts  herein  otherwise  provided 
for:  Provided  further.  That  this  limitation 
on  military  supplies  and  equipment  shall 
not  apply  to  capital  ships  for  which  title 
has  passed  but  which  have  been  reclaimed 
by  the  Navy  Department." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Taber  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  1,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  stricken  out  and  insarted  by  said 
amendment,  insert: 

"Military  assistance:  For  mil|tai7  assist- 
ance as  authorized  by  title  I.  chapter  1. 
$1,192,700,000  plus  unobligated  balances,  as 
follows:  For  general  military  aseistauce  au- 
thorized by  section  103,  $1,092,700,000  plus 
not  to  exceed  $2,383,512,729  of  unobligated 
balances;  for  Infrastructure  authorized  by 
section  104  (a),  $100  million,  plus  not  to 
exceed  $39  million  of  unobligated  balances: 
Provided.  That  such  unobligated  balances 
shall  be  derived  from  balances  of  appropria- 
tions heretofore  made  for  military  assist- 
ance (Europe:  Near  East,  and  Africa;  Asia 
and  the  Pacific;  American  Republics;  and 
mutual  special  weapons  planning)  :  Pro- 
vided further.  That  not  to  exceed  $23,250,000 
of  such  funds  shall  be  available  for  admin- 
istrative expenses  to  carry  out  tiie  purposes 
of  title  I,  chapter  1  until  June  30,  1955:  Pro- 
vided further.  That  the  military  supplies 
and  equipment  (or  the  equivalent  value 
thereof  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  de- 
termine but  not  to  exceed  $200  million  in 
inventory  value)  which  have  been  procured 
and  processed  for  delivery  to  foreign  areas 
and  which  subsequently  are  returned  to  the 
custody  of  the  United  States  t)ecause  of  a 
change  in  the  international  situation,  shall 
remain  available  for  military  assistance  au- 
thorized by  law,  and  such  amounts  shall  be 
In  addition  to  the  amounts  hareln  other- 
wise provided  for:  Provided  further.  That 
this  limitation  on  military  supplies  and 
equipment  shall  not  apply  to  capital  ships 
for  which  title  has  passed  but  which  have 
been  reclaimed  by  the  Navy  Department." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagneement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  2:  Page  3,  line  15. 
strike  out  "$712,000,000"  and  insert  "$700,- 
000,000:  Provided,  That  none  of  the  funds 
appropriated  in  this  paragraph  may  be  used 
for  assistance  to  any  nation  which  In  the 
opinion  of  the  President  is  not  cooperating 
in  common  defense  efforts  against  further 
Communist  penetration  and/or  aggression." 
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Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Cleric  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabxb  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  3.  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  stricken  out  and  inserted  by  said 
amendment  insert  the  following:  "$700,000,- 
000:  Provided,  lliat  none  of  the  funds  ap- 
propriated In  this  paragraph  may  be  used 
for  assistance  to  any  nation  which  in  the 
opinion  of  the  President  is  not  making  satis- 
factory efforts  against  Communist  penetra- 
tion and/or  aggression." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  S:  Page  3.  line  21. 
Insert   the   following: 

••Production  for  forces  support :  For  assist- 
ance authorized  by  section  123.  $35,000,000.'* 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move, 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabzb  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  8.  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  in- 
sert: 

"Production  for  forces  support:  Por  assist- 
ance authorized  by  section  122.  $35,000,000. 
all  of  which  shall  be  In  the  form  of  United 
States  surplus  agricultural  commodities." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendn\ent  No.  B:  Pa^  4.  Une  23, 
strike  out  the  foUowlng:  "and  in  addition, 
not  to  exceed  $15,000,000  of  the  unobligated 
balances  of  funds  heretofore  made  avail- 
able under  this  head." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tab^  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  9.  and  conciu-  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Restore  the 
matter  stricken  out  by  said  amendment, 
amended  to  read  as  follows:  ",  and  In  addi- 
tion, not  to  exceed  $16  million  of  the  un- 
obligated balances  of  funds  heretofore  miade 
available  under  this  head." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  12 :  On  page  5,  line 
12,  insert  the  following: 

"Contributions  to  the  United  Nations  ex- 
panded program  of  technical  assistance:  For 
contributions  to  cover  the  amount  pledged 
by  the  United  States  for  conducting  the  pro- 
gram during  the  calendar  year  1954, 
•9,957,821." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabeh  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  tlie  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  12,  and  concur  therein 


^th  an  aoMndment,  ae  foUowi:  After  the 
sum  named  In  said  amendment  Insert  the 
foUowlng:  ":  Provided,  That  no  commitment 
for  the  calendar  year  1955  or  thereafter  ahaU 
be  pledged  on  Iwhalf  of  the  United  States 
untU  the  CX>ngress  approprlatee  for  said 
purpoae." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  22:  Page  7.  line  3. 
Insert  the  foUowlng: 

"Unexpended  halancea 
"The  unexpended  balances  appropriated 
under  each  paragraph  of  the  Mutual  Bectirlty 
Appropriation  Act.  195*  (except  appropria- 
tions under  the  heads  of  military  assistance 
and  mutual  special  weapons  planning)  shall 
be  consolidated  with  the  appropriate  appro- 
priation made  under  this  act,  and  shall  be 
available  few  the  same  general  purpKxse  and 
for  the  same  period  of  time  as  the  appro- 
priate appropriation  made  under  this  act.** 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabxb  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  22.  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of 
the  matter  by  said  amendment  Insert: 

"Funds  appropriated  under  each  para- 
graph of  this  act  (other  than  appropriations 
under  the  head  of  mlUtary  assistance).  In- 
cluding specified  amounts  of  unobligated 
balances,  and  amounts  certified  pursuant  to 
section  1311  of  the  Supplemental  Appropria- 
tion Act.  1055.  as  having  been  obligated 
against  appropriations  heretofore  nuxle  for 
the  same  general  purpose  as  such  para- 
graph, which  amounts  are  hereby  continued 
available  during  fiscal  year  1955.  may  be 
consolidated  In  one  account  for  each  para- 
graph: ProiHded.  That  any  apparent  re- 
corded obligation  outstanding  on  June  80. 
1954.  against  any  such  appropriations  which 
is  not  eligible  for  certification  under  the 
terms  of  section  1311  of  the  Supplemental 
Appropriation  Act.  1955.  may  be  corrected 
and  certlfled  under  section  1311  as  an  obU- 
gatlon  If  approved  by  the  Director  of  the 
Foreign  Operations  Administration,  and  the 
Director  of  the  Budget  not  later  than  Febru- 
ary 1.  1965.- 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  23 :  Page  7.  line  19. 
Insert  the  foUowlng:  ".  Including  (notwith- 
standing the  provision  of  section  9  of  the 
act  of  March  4,  1909  (31  U.  S.  C.  673)). 
expenses  in  connection  with  meetings  of 
persons  whose  employment  is  authorized  by 
section  530  of  the  Muttial  Security  Act  of 
1954." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  25:  Page  12.  line 
10,  strike  out  ",  and  notwithstanding  the 
prijvisions  of  section  502  of  the  Mutual  Se- 
curity Act  of  1954,  all  expenditures  of  foreign 
currencies  or  credits  for  the  purposes  of 
such  act  shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
section  1415  of  the  Supplemental  Appropria- 
tion Act  of  1953." 


Mr.  TABEEL 

motion. 
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Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  « 


Mr.  Tasks  moves  tliat  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  at 
the  Senate  numbered  25,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follovi:  In  lieu  01 
the  matter  proposed  to  be  stricken  hj  tb» 
said  amendment  Insert  "and  hereafter,  for- 
eign currencies  generated  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  ahaU  be  utilised  only  for 
the  purposes  for  which  the  funds  providing 
the  commodities  which  generated  the  cur-, 
rency  were  appropriated  (except  as  specifi- 
cally provided  in  section  109  of  this  set)." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  SM:  Page  IS.  line 
14.  Insert:  "Provided.  That  the  proviso  in 
section  502  (b)  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act 
of  1964  Is  amended  as  follows:  (1)  Strike 
out  'Committee  on  House  Administration  of 
the  House  of  Representatives'  and  insert 
'Committee  on  Appropriations  of  the  House 
of  Representatives',  and  (2)  strike  out~*Com- 
mlttee  on  Rules  and  Administration  of  tbe 
Senate'  and  Insert  'Committee  on  Appro* 
prlations  of  the  Senate'.** 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a 
motion.     . 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  TasKs  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  26,  and  conciir  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment 
Insert  ":  Provided,  That  the  i»ovl80  in  sec- 
tion 602  (b)  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of 
1954  is  amended  as  follows:  (1)  Strike  out 
'Committee  on  Rules  and  AdnUnlstratlon  of 
the  Senate'  and  Insert  "Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations of  the  Senate'.** 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  81:  Page  14.  line 
21.  insert: 

"Sac.  107.  $55,000,000  of  the  unobligated 
balances  continued  available  xmder  this 
Act  shall  be  available  only  toe  the  procure- 
ment and  sale,  In  accordance  with  provisions 
of  section  402  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of 
1954,  of  surplus  agricultural  commodities 
as  assistance  to  Spain  during  the  current 
fiscal  year:  Provided,  That  the  limitations 
on  obligation  of  mlUtary  assist&nCe  funds 
during  fiscal  year  1065  shall  irat  apply  to 
such  assistance:  Provided  further.  That  9S 
per  centima  of  the  foreign  currencies  gen- 
erated hereunder  ahall  be  vised  to  strengthen 
and  Improve  the  clvlUan  economy  of  Spain, 
the  balance  to  be  available  for  use  of  the 
United  States." 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a 
motion. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  T&BB  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  nxunbered  31,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment 
Insert: 

"Sec.  109.  $55,000,000  of  the  unobligated 
balances  continued  available  under  this 
act  shall  be  available  only  for  tbe  pro- 
curement and  sale,  in  accordance  with  pro- 
visions of  section  402  of  the  Mutual  Se- 
curity Act  of  1954.  of  surplus  agricul- 
tural commodities  as  assistance  to  Spsla 
during    the    current    fiscal    year;  i*fX>»i*As<, 
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Tb»,t  80  peroentiim  of  tbe  foreign  currencies 
generated  nereunder  sball  be  used  to 
■trengtben  and  Improve  the  civilian  econ- 
omy of  l^aln,  the  balance  to  be  available 
for  use  of  the  United  States:  Provided, 
however.  That  this  inrovlslon  shall  not  be 
construed  as  a  precedent  or  as  an  abrogation 
of  any  agreement  heretofore  entered  into." 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  oppose  the  adoption  of  the  motion 
for  the  previous  question  on  the  motion 
of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  to  re- 
cede and  concur  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment No.  31  with  an  amendment,  because 
I  believe  that  the  amendment  No.  31.  as 
agreed  to  in  conference,  contains  an 
unsound  and  dangeroiis  proviso. 

The  proviso  to  which  I  refer  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

Provided  further.  That  80  percent  of  the 
foreign  currencies  generated  here  shall  be 
used  to  strengthen  and  Improve  the  civil 
economy  of  Spain,  the  balance  to  be  avail- 
able for  use  of  the  United  States. 

I  made  reference  to  this  matter  In 
my  earlier  colloquy  with  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  TaberI.  After  sev- 
eral years  of  our  distributing  money 
and  products  among  many  of  the  nations 
of  the  world,  receiving  very  little  in  re- 
turn, we  finally,  after  lengthy,  negotia- 
tions, made  an  agreement  with  a  coun- 
try which,  in  return  for  our  economic 
assistance,  made  some  definite  commit- 
ments to  us.    That  nation  was  Spain. 

It  was  my  responsibihty,  as  chairman 
of  the  Appropriations  Subcommittee 
which  handles  military  construction,  to 
make  thorough  inquiry  into  the  nature 
of  our  agreement  with  Spain  which  per- 
mitted the  establishment  of  United 
States  Air  Force  and  naval  installations 
in  that  country.  Because  our  subcom- 
mittee was  impressed  with  the  com- 
paratively businesslike  approach  which 
had  characterized  the  formation  of  this 
agreement,  we  recommend  the  appro- 
priation of  funds  for  the  initiation  of 
Air  Force  and  Navy  construction  there. 
In  that  treaty  it  was  provided  that  the 
United  States  occupation  of  facilities 
was  assured  for  a  minimum  of  10  years; 
and  it  was  further  provided  that  60  p>er- 
cent  of  the  Spanish  curriencies  generated 
by  our  program  of  economic  assistance  to 
Spain  was  to  be  made  available  for  the 
construction  of  our  military  installa- 
tions there. 

•  The  proviso  which  I  have  quoted 
above  is  completely  inconsistent  with 
that  agreement,  and  substitutes  the 
philosophy  of  the  giveaway  for  the 
sounder  philosophy  of  a  quid  pro  quo 
arrangement.  In  this  superseding  our 
treaty  arrangement,  this  proviso  means 
either  the  weakening  of  our  military 
constioiction  program  in  Spain  or  the  ap- 
propriation of  millions  of  additional  dol- 
lars that  would  otherwise  not  need  to 
be  appropriated  from  the  Treasury. 

The  adoption  of  the  motion  for  the 
previous  question  deprives  me  of  the  op- 
portunity to  offer  a  motion  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

The  motion  which  I  have  placed  on 
the  Clerk's  desk  would  strike  this  ob- 
jectionable proviso  from  the  conference 
report. 

The  House,  In  Its  rush  to  adjourn, 
makes  a  serious  and  expensive  mistake 


In  adopting  the  motion  of  the  irentle- 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  TA^ESl.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
previous  question. 

The  SPEAKER.  If  there  is  no  ob- 
jection, the  previous  question  is  ordered. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  WiscoiLSin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  object. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
ordering  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  have  a  motion  at  the  desk  as  a 
substitute  for  the  motion  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York,  which  I  ask 
to  have  considered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  motion  which 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  Intends 
to  offer  can  be  offered  only  if  the  pre- 
vious question  is  voted  down. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  was  on  my  feet  seeking  recognition 
at  the  time  the  Chair  put  the  motion. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  must 
State  that  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
had  the  floor  and  was  entitled  to  move 
the  previous  question. immediately  upon 
the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  tiis  mo- 
tion that  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  Senate  amendment 
and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment. 
The  gentleman  from  New  Yorfc  (Mr. 
Taber]  moved  the  previous  question  and 
that  Is  the  question  to  be  voted  upon 
at  this  time. 

The  question  is  on  ordering  the  pre- 
vious question. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Gros3)  there 
were — ayes  86,  noes  28. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object 
to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum 
is  not  present,  and  I  make  the  point  of 
order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  Quorum 
is  not  present. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors, 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  notify  absent 
Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  188,  nays  76,  not  voting  167, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  146] 
YEAS— 183 


Abbltt 

Abernethy 

Addonizlo 

Allen,  Calif. 

Allen,  111. 

Andrews 

Asplnall 

Auchlncloss 

Barrett 

Bates 

Battle 

Becker 

Boggs 

Boland 

Bolton, 

Prances  P. 
Boykln 
Bramblett 
Brooks,  Tex. 
Brown,  Ga. 
Brownson 
Buchanan 
Burleson 
Bush 
Byrd 

Byrne,  Pa. 
Campbell 
Cannon 
Camahan 
Celler 
Cbenoweth 
Chudoff 
Cooley 
Cooper 
Coibett 


Cretella 

Crosser 

Cunningham 

Curtis,  Ma.'-s. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Deane 

Delaney 

Derounlan 

Devereux 

Dlngell 

Dodd 

DolUnger 

Dondero 

Donohue 

Donovan 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

Durbam 

Eberbarter 

Edmondson 

Elliott 

Evlns 

Fallon 

Feighau 

Fenton 

Fernandez 

Fogarty 

Forand 

Ford 

Forrester 

Fountain 

Frazler 

Prledel 

Pulton 

GarmatB 

Gary 


Gavin 

Goodwin 

Graharn 

Granahaa 

Grant 

Green 

Hagen,  Calif. 

Hale 

HallecK 

H^irdea 

Hardy 

Harrison,  Va. 

Hart 

H  ly.s,  Ark. 

Herlonf 

HescUan 

Holmes 

Hope 

James 

Jarmaa 

Javlts 

Jenkina 

Jensen 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Johnson,  Wis. 

Jonas,  N.  C. 

Jones,  Ala. 

Karstec,  Mo. 

Kearns 

Keating 

Kee 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Kilday 

King,  Oalif. 


KIrwan 
Kluczjnskl 
Lane 
Lnnham 

McCarthy 

McConnell 

Mack,  Wash. 

Magnuson 

Mahon 

Marshall 

Matthews 

Mf.rr.ll 

Mrrrow 

Miller.  Calif. 

Mollohan 

Morano 

Multer 

Mumma 

Natcher 

Ncal 

Oiikman 

O  Biien.  N   ^5 

OHara,  111. 

ONelll 

Osmrrs 

Osterias 

Perkins 

PlOit 


Pbllbln 

Poage 

Polk 

Price 

Priest 

Prouty 

Radwan 

Ray 

Rayburn 

Reams 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Rccd,  111. 

Recd.N.  Y. 

Rhode*',  Pa. 

Roberts 

Robeson.  Va. 

Rodino 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Rogers.  Mass. 

Rooney 

Savior 

Scherer 

Seely-Brown 

Selden 

Kheppard 

Sleminskl 

Simpson,  Pa. 

NAYS— 76 


August  19 

Sntlth,  Va. 

Sp>ence 

StagKcrs 

Sttufler 

Stfed 

Sullivan 

Taber 

Teague 

Tltomas 

Tbiotnpson,  Tex. 

Ttjorn  berry 

Tallefson 

Trimble 

Tuck 

Velde 

Vorys 

Wtlter 

W»mpler 

Wwburton 

W»tts 

Wharton 

wickersham 

Wlgglesworih 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Wolcott 

Wolverton 

Younger 

Zi»blocki 


Albert 

Alpxander 

Andresen, 

August  H. 
Af'hmore 
Bailey 
Belcher 
Bennett,  Fla. 
Berry 
BetLs 
Bclton, 

Oliver  P. 
Bow 
Bray 

Blown,  Ohio 
Budge 
Byrnes,  Wis. 
Carlyle 
Clardy 
Cole.  Mo. 
Coon 

D.ivis,  Wis. 
Dies 
Dowdy 
Fisher 

Prclinfhuysen 
Gaihings 


Gentry 

George 

Gross 

H.ifjen,  Minn. 

Harrison.  Nebr. 

Hays,  Ohio 

Hillings 

Hoffman,  Mich. 

Hyde 

ikard 

Jonas,  m. 

Jones.  Mo. 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Judd 

Kean 

Laird 

Long 

Mclnttre 

McMillan 

McVey 

MaiUlard 

Miller,  Md. 

Mills 

Murray 

Nicholson 

Norrell 

OHara,  Minn. 


CKonskl 

Passman 

Patman 

Pljillips 

Paff 

Raes,  Kan*. 

Rllodes,  Ariz. 

Rogers,. Tex. 

Sdhenck 

Sliuford 

Small 

Smith,  MUs. 

Smith,  wia. 

Springer 

Sutton 

Talle 

Tbompson, 

Mich. 
Van  Zandt 
Whitten 
Willis 

Wilson,  Calif. 
Wlnstead 
Wl  throw 
Young 


NOT  VOTING— 167 


Adair 
Andersen, 
H    Carl 
Angell 
Areuds 
Ayres 
Baker 
Barden 
Beamer 
Bender 

Bennett,  Silch. 
Bentlcy 
Bentsen 
BLshop 
Blatnik 
Boiling 
Bon  In 
Bonner 
Bosch 
Bowler 
Brooks.  La. 
BroyniU 
Buckley 
Burdlck 
Busbey 
Canfield 
Carrigg 
Cederberg 
Chatham 
Chelf 

Chiperfleld 
Church 
Clevenger 
Cole,  N.  Y. 
Colmer 
Condon 
Cotton 
Coudert 
Crum  packer 
Curtis.  Mo. 
Curtis,  Nebr, 
Dague 
Davis,  Ga. 
Davis.  Tenn. 
Dawson,  111. 
Dempsey 


D  Ewart 

Dolliver 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

Doyle 

Ellsworth 

Engle 

Fine 

Fino 

Gamble 

Golden 

Gordon 

Gregory 

Gubser 

Gwinn 

Haley 

Hand 

Harris 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Harvey 

Hetert 

Hess 

Hiesiand 

Hill 

Hillelson 

Hinshaw 

Hceven 

Hoffman,  Dl. 

Holifleld 

Holt 

Holtzman 

Horan 

Hosmer 

Howell 

Hruska 

Hunter 

Jackson 

Kearney 

Kelly.  N.  Y. 

Keogh 

Kilburn 

King,  Pa. 

Klein 

Knox 

Krueger 

Landrum 

LaiitaS 


Latham 

LeCompte 

Losinskt- 

Lipscomb 

Lovre 

Lvicas 

Lyie 

McCormack 

Mcculloch 

McDonough 

McGregor 

Machrowicz 

Mack,  111. 

Mfidden 

Martin,  Iowa 

Mason 

Meader 

Metcalf 

Miller,  Kans. 

Mftller,  Nebr. 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Mbrgan 

Mbmson 

Mbss 

Mioulder 

Nelson 

Nfcrblad 

O'Brien,  X\\. 

O'Brien,  Mich. 

P»tten 

Patterson 

Peily 

Piicher 

Pillion 

Powell 

Preston 

Rabaut 

Rains 

Regan 

Richards 

Rlehlman 

Riley 

Rivers 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Roosevelt 

Sadlak 


19  5  J^ 


St.  George 

Scott 

acrlvner 

Scudder 

Secrest 

Sheeban 

Shelley 

Short 

Sikes 

Simpson,  ni. 
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Smith,  Kans. 

StringfeUow 

Taylor 

Thompson,  La. 

Utt 

Van  Pelt 

Vinson 

VutmU 

Walnwrlght 

Welcbel 


Westland 
Wheeler 
WldnaU 
Wler 

wmiams.  Mist. 
Williams,  N.  J. 
WUllams,  N.  T. 
Wilson.  Tex. 
Yates 
Yorty 


So  the  previous  question  was  ordered. 
The  Clerk  announced  the  following 


pairs 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr 


Canfield  with  Mr.  McCormack. 

Coudert  with  Mr.  Pine. 

Hand  with  Mr.  Colmer. 

Curtis  of  Missouri  with  Mr.  Barden. 

Jackson  with  Mr.  Vinson. 

Martin  of  Iowa  with  Mr.  Thompson  of 
Louisiana. 
Mr.  Patterson  with  Mr.  Slkea. 
Mr.  Short  with  Mr.  Williams  of  Mississippi. 
Mr.  Taylor  with  Mr.  Rivers. 
Mr.  WldnaU  with  Mr.  Preston. 
Mr.  WUllams  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Dorn 
of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  BroyhUl  with  Mr.  Riley, 
Mr.  Arends  with  Mr.  Gordon. 
Mr.  Busbey  with  Mr.  Bonner. 
Mr.  LeCompte  with  Mrs.  Kelly  of  New  York. 
Mr.  Adair  with  Mr.  Richards. 
Mr.  Hunter  with  Mr,  Brooks  of  Loulslan*. 
Mr.  Ayres  with  Mr.  Haley. 
Mr.  Porand  with  Mr.  Morrison. 
Mr.  Cole  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Buckley. 
Mr.  Bender  with  Mr.  Rains. 
Mr.  McGregor  with  Mr.  Gregory. 
Mr.  Utt  with  Mr.  Hubert. 
Mr.  Walnwrlght  with  Mr.  Howell. 
Mr.  Mason  with  Mr.  Roosevelt. 
Mr.  Cotton  with  Mr.  Patten. 
Mr.  EUsworth  with  Mr.  O'Brien  of  nUnols. 
Mr.  Coon  with  Mr.  Moss. 
Mr.  FIDO  with  Mr.  Engle. 
Mr.  Kearney  with  Mr.  Blatnik. 
Mr.  Beamer  with  Mr.  Davis  of  Georgia. 
Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen  with  Mr.  Shelley. 
Mr.  Hill  with  Mr.  Wheeler. 
Mr.  Scott  with  idi.  Yorty. 
Mr.  Meader  with  Mr.  Mack  of  nUnois. 
Mr.  Norblad  with  Mr.  Boiling. 
Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska  with  Mr.  Landrum. 
Mr.  Dague  with  Mr.  Secrest. 
Mr.  Nelson  with  Mr.  Regan. 
Mr.  D'Bwart  with  Mr.  Madden. 
Mr.  Clevenger  with  Mr.  Chatham. 
Mr.  Westland  with  Mr.  Doyle. 
Mrs.  Church  with  Mr.  Chelf. 
Mr.  Bishop  with  Mr.  HoUfleld. 
Mr.  Hoffman  of  UUnola  with  Mr.  Lantaff. 
Mr.  StringfeUow  with  Mr.  Machrowicz. 
Mr.  Van  Pelt  with  Mr.  Lyle. 
Mr.  Carrigg  with  Mr.  Holtzman. 
Mr.  Bentley  with  Mr.  Leslnski. 
Mr.  Simpson  of  lUlnola  with  Mr.  Rabaut. 
Mr.  Hoemer  with  Mr.  O'Brien  of  lifichlgan. 
Mr.  Crumpacker  with  Mr.  Moulder. 
Mr.  Oubser  with  Mr.  Harris. 
Mr.  Harvey  with  Mr.  Lucas. 
Mr.  Lovre  with  Mr.  Metcalf. 
Mr.  Vursell  with  Mr.  Wler. 
Mr.  Smith  of  Kansas  with  Mr.  Tate*. 
Mr.  Holt  with  Mr.  PUcher. 
Mr.  Hoeven  with  Mr.  Bowler. 
Mr.  Lipscomb  with  Mr.  Williams  of  New 
Jersey. 

Mr.  Rlehlman  with  Mr.  Bentsen. 

Mr.  PUllon  with  Mr.  Dempsey. 

Mr.  Scrlvner  with  Mr.  Condon. 

Mr.  Hruska  with  Mr.  Powell. 

Mr.  KUburn  with  Mr.  Dawson  of  nUnoU. 

Mr.  Chiperfleld  with  Mr.  Morgan. 

Mr.  Pelly  with  Mr.  Wilson  of  Texas. 

Mr.  SCHERER  changed  his  vote  from 
"nay"  to  "yea." 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio  changed  his  vote 
from  "yea"  to  "nay." 


The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  doors  were  opened. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Tabes!  . 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Davis  of  Wis- 
consin) there  were — ayes  114,  noes  41. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  32:  Page  15,  line  8, 
insert: 

"S»c.  108.  Punds  heretofore  or  hereafter 
allocated  to  the  Department  of  Defense  from 
any  appropriation  for  mUltary  assistance 
(except  funds  obligated  directly  against  any 
such  appropriation  for  offshore  procure- 
ment or  other  ptirposes)  shall  be  accounted 
for  by  geographic  area  and  by  country  solely 
on  the  basis  of  the  value  of  materials  de- 
livered and  services  performed  (such  value 
to  be  determined  In  accordance  with  the 
applicable  provisions  of  law  governing  the 
administration  of  military  assistance ) . 
Such  funds  shall  be  considered  obligated  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
1311  of  the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act 
of  1955  on  written  orders  issued  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  to  the  military  depart- 
ments for  the  procurement  or  delivery  of 
supplies  and  services,  when  receipt  of  such 
orders  has  been  acknowledged  In  writing. 
Within  the  limits  of  funds  so  allocated,  the 
Department  of  Defense  Is  .authorized  to 
Incur,  In  applicable  appropriations,  obli- 
gations in  anticipation  of  reimbursement 
from  such  allocation,  and  no  funds  so  allo- 
cated shaU  be  withdrawn  by  administrative 
action  until  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall 
certify  that  they  are  not  required  for  liqui- 
dation of  obligations  so  Incurred,  or  unless 
the  President  in  writing  shaU  direct  such 
action.  Reimbursement  from  such  alloca- 
tion shaU  be  made  in  accordance  with  the 
applicable  provisions  of  law." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabxb  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  32,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment 
Insert: 

"Sbc.  110.  Funds  heretofore  or  hereafter 
allocated  to  the  Department  of  Defense  from 
any  appropniatlon  for  mUltary  assistance 
(except  funds  obligated  directly  against  any 
such  appropriation  for  offshore  procuremeiit 
or  other  purposes)  shaU  be  accounted  for  by 
geographic  area  and  by  country  solely  on  the 
basis  of  the  value  of  materials  delivered  and 
services  performed  (such  value  to  be  deter- 
mined In  accordance  with  the  applicable  pro- 
visions of  law  governing  the  administration 
of  mUltary  assistance) .  Within  the  limits  of 
amounts  avaUable  from  funds  so  aUocated, 
the  Department  of  Defense  Is  authorized  to 
Incur,  In  applicable  appropriations,  obliga- 
tions In  anticipation  of  reimbursement  from 
such  allocations,  and  no  funds  so  aUocated 
and  avaUable  shall  be  withdrawn  by  admin- 
istrative action  until  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense shall  certify  that  they  are  not  required 
for  Uquldation  of  obligations  so  incurred. 
Unobligated  amounts  of  such  aUocatlons 
equal  to  the  value  of  orders  placed  with  the 
military  departments  against  such  alloca- 
tions during  the  current  fiscal  year  shaU  be 
reserved  and  shaU  remain  avaUable  untU 
June  30,  1067,  for  making  such  reimburse- 
ments (except  In  case  of  funds  obligated 
directly  against  such  allocations)  only  upon 
the  t>asls  of  materials  delivered  and  services 
rendered:  Provided,  That  reports  of  items  to 


be  delivered  against  funds  reserved  as  pro- 
vided herein  shaU  be  furnished  quarterly  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  the  Committees 
on  Appropriations  of  the  Senate  and  tha 
House  of  RepresentatlTes  and,  not  less  often 
than  once  each  quarter  beginning  with  th* 
period  ending  December  31,  1954,  said  See- 
retary  shaU  make  a  detaUed  repMsrt  to  ths 
Comnolttees  on  Appropriations  of  the  Senate 
and  the  House  of  Representatives,  on  a  deliv- 
ery or  service-rendered  basis,  on  all  military 
assistance  funds  allocated  and  avaUattle  to 
the  Departnaent  of  Defense  as  of  the  end  of 
the  preceding  quarter :  Pr-oxHded  further.  That 
no  reimbursements  for  materials  or  serv- 
ices shall  be  made  after  June  30,  1955,  until 
the  value  of  materials  delivered  and  services 
performed  shall  equal  the  amount  of  ex- 
penditures made  from  all  appropriations 
herein  and  heretofore  made  for  military  as- 
Eistance  as  of  said  date:  Provided  further. 
That  in  the  event  the  President  shaU  deter- 
mine that  supplies  and  equipment  ordered 
against  funds  so  aUocated  are  required  for 
the  defense  of  the  United  States,  the  amount 
allocated  for  suppUes  and  materials  required 
for  such  purpose  shaU  be  returned  to  the 
appropriation  from  which  allocated :  Provided 
further.  That  funds  appropriated  In  this  act 
for  military  assistance  (including  spedfled 
amounts  of  unobUgated  balaneee),  and 
amounts  certified  pursuant  to  section  1311  of 
the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1965, 
as  having  been  obligated  against  appropri- 
ations heretofore  made  for  such  purposes, 
shall  be  maintained  In  one  account  which 
shall  be  used  for  all  transactions  involving 
military  assistance  during  the  current  fiscal 
year,  and  no  expenditures  shall  be  made  from 
such  account  except  as  may  be  within  the 
limits  of  the  sum  of  the  amounts  mentioned 
in  this  proviso:  Provided  further.  That  arty 
apparent  recorded  obligation  exceeding  $6 
miUlon,  outstanding  on  June  30.  1964,  which 
is  not  eligible  for  certification  imder  the 
terms  of  section  1311  of  the  Supplemental 
Appropriation  Act.  1955,  may  be  corrected 
and  certified  under  section  1311  as  an  obU- 
gatlon  if  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense and  the  Director  of  the  Budget  not 
later  than  February  1,  1955:  Provided  fur* 
ther.  That  nothing  in  this  act  shaU  be  con- 
strued as  making  any  appropriation  or  fund 
available  for  obligation  after  June  30,  1955, 
except  as  may  be  necessary  for  reimburse- 
ments authorized  herein  or  as  authorized  bj 
the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1964.'*  ; 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re- 
port the  next  amendment  in  disagree- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  33:  Page  16.  line  7.  Insert: 
"Sec.  109.  The  appropriations,  authcH-lza- 
tions,  and  authority  with  respect  thereto  in. 
this  act  shaU  be  avaUable  from  July  1,  1954. 
for  the  purposes  provided  in  such  ai^roprla- 
tions,  authorizations,  and  authority.  AU 
obligations  incurred  during  the  period  be- 
tween June  30,  1954,  and  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  act  in  anticipation  of  such 
appropriations,  authorizations,  and  authority 
are  hereby  ratified  and  confirmed  U  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  hereof  and  the  terms 
of  Public  Law  475,  SSd  Congress." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to 
recede  and  concur  with  an  amendment, 
which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabxb  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  ntunbered  38,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  XoUows:  Change  tb« 
section  number  to  111. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  IMr. 
DavisI. 
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ICr.  DAVIS  of  WLBOMudn.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  tmanimous  consent  that 
I  may  taiaert  a  statement  in  the  body  of 
the  BicOBS  Immediately  f oUowlnf  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Tabbk]  with  reivect  to  amendment 
No.  31.  

TbeBFKAKER.   Is  there  objection? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

me  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
Irom  New  York  [Mr.  TabkrI. 

Hie  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TABBR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to 
reconsider  the  several  votes  by  whl^  the 
ccmf  erence  report  and  amendments  have 
been  agreed  to.  and  to  lay  that  motion, 
on  tJbt  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection.  It 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


GENERAL  LEAVE  TO  EXTEND 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
^mftjiirnmin  consent  that  all  those  who 
have  spoken  on  the  conference  report 
and  amendments  may  have  unanimous 
conaent  to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks 
they  made.    

The  es>EAKER.    IS  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ORAL  PRESCRIPTIONS  FOR  CERTAIN 
NARCOTIC    DRUGS 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
Z  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  Imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  biU  (S.  3447) 
to  amend  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to 
permit  the  filling  of  oral  prescripti(ms  for 
certain  drugs,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  aerk  read  the  title  of  the  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  genUeman  from  New 
York? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bUI.  as  follows: 

Be  tt  BHoeted,  etc..  That  section  2554  (e) 
(1)  of  tb»  Internal  B«Ten\ia  Code  of  1038 
to  amended  to  read  aa  follows: 

**  ( 1 )  Use  of  drags  in  professional  practice : 
To  tbe  dispensing  or  distribution  of  narcotic 
drugs  to  a  patient  by  a  pbyslclan.  dentist, 
veterinary  surgeon,  or  other  practitioner, 
registered  undw  section  3221.  in  the  oouzse 
of  his  professional  practice  only:  ProxHded, 
That  such  physician,  dentist,  veterinary  sin'- 
geon,  or  other  practitioner,  shall  keep  a  rec- 
ord of  aU  such  drugs  dispensed  or  dis- 
tributed, showing  the  amount  dispensed  or 
dlstribixted,  the  date,  and  the  name  and  ad- 
dre*  of  the  patient  to  whom  such  drugs  are 
dispensed  or  distributed,  except  such  as  may 
be  dispensed  or  distributed  to  a  patient 
upon  whom  such  physician,  dentist,  veter- 
Inarr  surgeon,  or  other  i»^actltloner,  shall 
personally  attend:  and  such  record  shall  be 
kept  for  a  period  of  2  years  from  the  date 
of  dispensing  or  distributing  such  drugs, 
■ubject  to  inspection,  as  provided  In  section 
8566." 

8k.  3.  Section  2654  (c)  (2)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1939  Is  amended  to  read  as 
XoUows: 

"(3)  Preacrlptions:  To  the  sale,  dispens- 
ing, or  distribution  of  narcotic  drugs  by  a 
dealer  to  a  consumer  tmder  and  in  pursu- 
ance of  a  written  prescription  issued  by  a 
physician,  dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  or 
othw  practitioner,  registered  under  section 
8221:  Provided,  however.  That  (1)  such  pre- 
scription shall  be  dated  as  of  the  day  on 
which  signed  and  shall  be  signed  by  the 


physlelan.  dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  or 
other  practitioner,  who  shall  have  Issued  the 
same;  (2)  that  such  dealer  shall  preserve 
such  prescription  for  a  period  of  2  years 
from  the  day  on  which  such  preecrlpition  is 
filled  tn  such  a  way  as  to  be  readily  acoesslble 
to  inspection  by  the  officers.  Bgents.  em- 
ployees, and  officials  mentioned  in  section 
3666. 

"In  lieu  of  a  written  prescription  for  such 
narcotic  dnigs  or  compounds  of  a  nBrcotic 
drug  which  the  Secretary,  in  bis  discretion 
(after  considering  any  views  expressed  on  the 
subject  by  the  Siirgeon  General.  Cnlted 
States  Public  Health  Service;  the  Commis- 
sioner, United  States  Food  and  Drug  Admin- 
istration, the  respective  heads  of  State  nar- 
cotic law-enforcement  agencies,  and  the  re- 
spective secretaries  of  national  assoctatlons 
representing  (a)  narcotic  drug  manulactur- 
ers,  (b)  physicians,  and  (c)  pharmacists), 
shall  find  and  by  regulation  designate  to 
possess  relatively  little  or  no  addiction  Ua- 
blUty.  the  sale,  dispensing,  or  distribution 
may  lie  made  by  a  dealer  to  a  consumer  upon 
oral  prescription  of  a  duly  registered  physi- 
cian, dentist,  veterinary  svirgeon,  or  other 
practitioner,  which  oral  prescription  Is  re- 
duced promptly  to  writing,  and  the  Writing 
filed  and  preserved  by  the  dealer  for  a  period 
of  2  years  from  the  date  on  which  sueh  pre- 
scription is  filled  in  such  a  way  aa  to  be 
readily  accessible  to  inspection  by  the  offi- 
cers, agents,  employees,  and  offlclala  men- 
tioned in  section  2656.  In  Issuing  an  oral 
IH-escriptlon,  the  prescrlber  shall  furnish  the 
dealer  with  the  same  information  as  Is  re- 
quired by  law  or  regulation  in  caae  of  a 
written  prescription  for  narcotic  drugs  or 
compounds  of  a  narcotic  drug  except  for  the 
written  signature  of  the  prescrlber,  and  the 
dealer  who  fUls  such  prescription  shall  be 
required  to  Inscribe  such  information  on  the 
written  record  of  the  prescription  made,  filed 
and  preserved  by  him.  and  shall  Inscribe  on 
the  label  of  the  container  of  the  narcotic 
drug  or  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug  the 
same  infonnation  as  is  required  in  filling  a 
written  prescription.  An  oral  presorlptlon 
shall  not  be  refilled. 

"If  the  Secretary  shall  subsequently  deter- 
mine that  a  narcotic  drug  or  a  compoiind  of 
a  narcotic  drug,  to  which  the  oral  prescrip- 
tion proced\ire  described  in  the  preceding 
paragraph  has  been  made  applicable,  possess- 
es a  degree  of  drug  addiction  liability  that. 
In  his  opinion,  results  in  abusive  use  of  such 
procedure,  he  shall  by  regulation  publish  the 
determination  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
determination  shall  be  final,  and  after  the 
expiration  of  a  period  of  6  months  from  the 
date  of  its  publication,  the  oral  prescription 
procedure  described  in  the  preceding  para- 
graph shall  cease  to  apply  to  the  particular 
narcotic  drug  or  to  the  particular  compound 
of  a  narcotic  drug  which  is  the  subject  of  the 
determination." 

8k.  3.  Section  2553  (b)  (1)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1939  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

*•(!)  Prescriptions:  To  any  person  having 
In  his  or  her  possession  any  narcotic  drugs 
or  compounds  of  narcotic  drugs  whltfh  have 
been  obtained  from  a  registered  denier  in 
pursuance  of  a  written  or  oral  prescription 
referred  to  in  section  2554  (c)  (2).  issued  for 
legitimate  medical  uses  by  a  pbyslclan.  den- 
tist, veterinary  siirgeon.  or  other  practloner 
registered  under  section  3221;  and  wUere  the 
bottle  or  other  container  in  whl(^  such 
narcotic  drug  or  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug 
may  be  put  up  by  the  dealer  upon  said  pre- 
scription bears  the  name  and  registry  num- 
ber of  the  druggist,  and  name  and  address 
of  the  patient,  serial  number  of  prescription. 
and  name,  address,  and  registry  number  of 
the  person  issuing  said  prescription;  or." 

Ssc.  4.  Section  2556  (a)  of  the  Ihtemal 
Revenue  Code  of  1939  is  amended  by  placing 
a  comma  after  the  word  "prescrlptiens"  in 
the  first  sentence  thereof  and  interpolating 


Immediately  following  said  ocanma.  the 
phrase  "including  the  written  record  of  oral 
prescriptions,". 

Sic.  5.  Section  3224  (b)  (5)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1939  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"(5)  to  any  person  carrying  any  narcotic 
drug  or  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug  which 
has  been  obtained  by  the  person  from  a  regis- 
tered dealer  in  pursuance  of  a  written  or  oral 
prescription  referred  to  In  sectlona  2554  (c) 
(3).  Issued  for  legitimate  medical  uses  by  a 
physician,  dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  or 
other  practitioner,  registered  under  section 
3221.  If  the  bottle  or  o^er  contaioer  in  which 
such  drug  or  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug 
is  carried  bears  the  name  and  registry  num- 
ber of  the  druggist,  serial  number  of  pre- 
scription, name  and  address  of  Dhe  patient, 
and  name,  address,  and  registry  number  of 
the  person  issuing  such  prescription." 

Bec.  6.  Section  4705  (c)  (1)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  to  read  aa 
foUcws: 

"( 1 )  Use  of  drugs  in  professional  practice: 
To  the  dispensing  or  distribution  of  narcotic 
drugs  to  a  patient  by  a  pbyslciloi.  dentist. 
veterinary  surgeon,  or  other  practitioner  reg- 
istered under  section  4722.  in  the  coiirse  of 
his  professional  practice  only :  Provided.  That 
such  physician,  dentist,  veterinary  surgeon, 
or  other  practitioner  shall  keep  a  record  of 
all  such  drugs  dispensed  or  distributed,  show- 
ing the  amount  dispensed  or  distributed,  the 
date,  and  the  name  and  address  of  the 
patient  to  whom  such  drugs  are  dispensed 
or  distributed,  except  such  as  may  be 
dlsf>en6ed  or  distributed  to  a  patient  upon 
whom  such  physician,  dentist,  veterinary 
surgeon,  or  other  practitioner  sltall  person- 
ally attend;  and  such  record  shall  be  kept 
for  a  period  of  2  years  from  the  date  of  dis- 
pensing or  distributing  such  drugt.  subject  to 
inspection,  as  provided  in  sectioft  4773. *• 

Sec.  7.  Section  4705  (c)  (2)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  Is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"(2)  Prescriptions:  (A)  To  the  sale,  dis- 
pensing, or  distribution  of  narcotic  drugs  by 
a  dealer  to  a  consumer  under  anci  in  pursu- 
ance of  a  written  prescription  Issued  by  a 
physician,  dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  or 
other  practitioner  registered  under  section 
4722:  Provided,  however.  That  (I)  such  pre- 
scription shall  be  dated  as  of  the  day  on 
which  signed  and  shall  be  sighed  by  the 
physician,  dentist,  veterinary  turgeon.  or 
other  practitioner  who  shall  have  issued  the 
same;  (11)  that  such  dealer  shall  preserve 
such  prescription  for  a  period  of  2  years 
from  the  day  on  which  such  prescription  is 
filled  in  such  a  way  as  to  be  readily  acces- 
sible to  inspection  by  the  officers,  agents,  em- 
ployees, and  officials  mentioned  in  section 
4773. 

"(B)  In  lieu  of  a  written  preacription  for 
such  narcotic  drugs  or  compounds  of  a  nar- 
cotic drug  which  the  Secretary  or  hla  dele- 
gate In  his  discretion  (after  conaidering  any 
views  expressed  on  the  subject  by  the  Sur- 
geon General,  United  States  Public  Health 
Service;  the  Commissioner,  United  States 
Food  and  Drug  Administration;  the  respec- 
tive heads  of  State  narcotic  law  enforcement 
agencies;  and  the  respective  saicretaries  of 
national  associations  representing  (i)  nar- 
cotic drug  manufacturers,  (li)  physicians, 
and  (111)  pharmacists),  shall  find  and  by 
regulation  designate  to  possess  relatively 
little  or  no  addiction  liability,  tbe  sale,  dis- 
pensing, or  distribution  may  be  made  by  a 
dealer  to  a  consvuner  upon  oral  prescription 
of  a  duly  registered  physician,  dentist,  vet- 
erinary surgeon,  or  other  practitioner,  which 
oral  prescription  is  reduced  promptly  to 
writing,  and  the  writing  filed  and  preserved 
by  the  dealer  for  a  period  of  2  years  from 
the  date  on  which  such  prescription  Is  ftUed 
in  such  a  way  as  to  be  readily  accessible  to 
inspection  by  the  officers,  agenta.  employees, 
and  officials  mentioned  in  section  4773.     In 


issuing  an  oral  prescription,  the  prescrlber 
shall  fivniah  tbe  dealer  with  the  sama  In- 
formation as  is  required  by  law  or  regulation 
in  case  of  a  written  prescription  for  narcotic 
drugs  or  compounds  of  a  narcotic  drug  except 
for  the  written  signature  of  the  prescrit>er, 
and  the  dealer  who  fills  such  prescription 
shall  be  required  to  inscribe  such  informa- 
tion on  the  written  record  of  the  prescription 
made,  filed,  and  preserved  by  him.  and  shall 
inscribe  on  the  label  of  the  container  of  the 
narcotic  drug  or  compound  of  a  narcotic 
drug  the  same  information  as  is  required  in 
filling  a  written  prescription.  An  oral  pre- 
scription shall  not  be  refilled. 

"(C)  If  the  Secretary  or  his  delegate  shall 
subsequently  determine  that  a  narcotic  drug 
or  a  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug,  to  which 
the  oral  prescription  procedure  described  in 
the  preceding  subparagraph  has  been  made 
applicable,  possesses  a  degree  of  drug  addic- 
tion liability  that,  in  his  opinion,  results  in 
abusive  use  of  such  procedure,  he  shall  by 
regulation  publish  the  determination  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  determination  shall 
be  final,  and  after  the  expiration  of  a  jjerlod 
of  6  months  from  the  date  of  its  publication, 
the  oral  prescription  procedure  described  In 
the  preceding  subparagraph  shall  cease  to 
apply  to  the  particular  narcotic  drug  or  to 
tbe  particular  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug 
which  is  the  subject  of  the  determination." 
Sec.  8.  Section  4704  (b)  (1)  of  tbe  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  to  read  as 
ioUovfs: 

"(1)  Prescriptions:  To  any  person  having 
In  his  or  her  possession  any  narcotic  drugs  or 
compounds  of  narcotic  drug  which  have  been 
obtained  from  a  registered  dealer  in  pursu- 
ance of  a  written  or  oral  prescription  referred 
to  in  section  4705  (c)  (2).  issued  for  legiti- 
mate medical  uses  by  a  physician,  dentist, 
veterinary  surgeon,  or  other  practitioner 
registered  under  section  4722;  and  where  the 
bottle  or  other  container  In  which  such  nar- 
cotic drug  or  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug 
may  be  put  up  by  the  dealer  upon  said  pre- 
scription bears  the  name  and  registry  numl>er 
of  the  druggist,  and  name  and  address  of  the 
patient,  serial  number  of  prescription,  and 
name,  address,  and  registry  number  of  the 
person  Issuing  said  prescription;  or." 

Sec  9.  Section  4773  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  Is  amended  by  striking  out  "pre- 
scriptions required"  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "prescriptions.  Including  the  written 
record  of  oral  prescriptions,  required." 

Sec  10.  Section  4724  (b)  (5)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  1964  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"(5)  to  any  person  carrying  any  narcotic 
drug  or  compound  of  a  narcotic  drug  which 
has  been  obtained  by  the  person  from  a 
registered  dealer  in  pursuance  of  a  written 
or  oral  prescription  referred  to  in  section 
4705  (c)  (2).  issued  for  legitimate  medical 
uses  by  a  physician,  dentist,  veterinary  sur- 
geon, or  other  practitioner  registered  under 
section  4722.  if  the  bottle  or  other  container 
In  which  such  drug  or  compound  of  a  nar- 
cotic drug  is  carried  Ijears  the  name  and  reg- 
istry number  of  the  druggist,  serial  number 
of  prescription,  name  and  address  of  the  pa- 
tient, and  name,  address,  and  registry  num- 
ber of  the  person  issuing  such  prescription;" 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.     Mr.  Speaker. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  at  this 
point  an  explanation  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
S.  3447  is  designed  to  liberalize  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  with  respect  to  prescriptions  for 
certain  narcotic  drugs. 


Under  existing  law  prescriptions  gen- 
erally may  be  dictated  to  a  pharmacist 
by  a  physician  over  the  telephone.  How- 
ever the  provisions  of  the  code  which  in- 
corporate the  Harrison  Narcotic  Act  re- 
qiiire  that  all  prescriptions  for  narcotic 
drugs  must  be  submitted  in  writing  by 
a  licensed  practitioner.  This  is  entire- 
ly proper  in  the  case  of  the  prescription 
of  habit-foi'ming  narcotics. 

However,  many  prescriptions  contain 
narcotics  or  narcotic  compounds  which 
possess  littie  or  no  habit-forming  char- 
acteristics. The  purpose  of  the  bill  is 
to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, after  consultation  with  the  Surgeon 
General  and  the  Commissioner  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  to  ex- 
empt those  narcotics  or  narcotic  com- 
[>ounds  which  contain  little  or  no  addic- 
tion liability  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Harrison  Narcotic  Act  so  that  oral  pre- 
scriptions may  be  given  therefor. 
Rather  elaborate  safeguards  are  pro- 
vided to  prevent  abuse.  Among  these  is 
the  requirement  that  each  pharmacist 
dispensing  the  narcotic  drug  record  for 
each  oral  prescription  all  the  informa- 
tion now  required  for  full  narcotic  pre- 
scriptions and  retain  this  infonnation 
on  file  for  a  period  of  2  years. 

This  bill  is  endorsed  by  the  American 
Medical  Association  and  the  American 
Pharmaceutical  Association. 

Very  often  the  onset  of  ailments  which 
can  lead  to  serious — even  fatal — diseases 
can  be  prevented  by  the  prompt  use  of 
drugs  which  are  in  the  category  covered 
by  this  bill.  The  delay  caused  by  the 
entirely  unnecessary  requirement  that 
such  prescriptions  be  made  in  writing 
can  quite  literally  cost  an  American  life. 
This  biU  is  similar  to  H.  R.  9163,  in- 
troduced by  Hon.  Thomas  E.  Martin,  a 
distinguished  member  of  our  committee, 
which  our  committee  tentatively  ap- 
proved but  did  not  report  in  view  of  the 
present  legislation  from  the  Senate. 

I  strongly  urge,  therefore,  enactment 
of  this  legislation. 

Mr.    COOPER.    Mr.    ^)eaker,   I    ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 
—  The    SPEAKER.    Is    there    objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  COOPER.    Mr.  Speaker,  the  pri- 
mary purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  permit  the 
filling  of  oral  prescriptions  for  certain 
narcotic  drugs  or  compounds  contain- 
ing narcotic  drugs  where  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  has  determined  that  the 
drugs  possess  relatively  little  or  no  ad- 
diction liability.    If  the  Secretary  once 
makes  this  determination  and  he  later 
determines  that  the  oral  prescriptions 
are  being  abused,  he  can  withdraw  the 
authority  for  them  to  be  filled  by  oral 
prescription. 
The  dispensers  of  the  dnigs  on  oral 
-  prescriptions  would  be  required  to  keep 
the  same  sort  of  records  which  they 
now  keep  where  drugs  are  dispensed  by 
written  prescription.  These  records  must 
be  kept  for  2  years  and  must  be  avail- 
able for  examination. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  tiie  in- 
terested Departments  have  reported  fa- 


vorably on  this  legislation,  and  that  It 
is  noncontroversial. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  « 
third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


RECIPROCAL  AND  MORE  EFFECTIVE 
REMEDY  FOR  CERTAIN  CLAIMS 
ARISING  OUT  OP  THE  ACTS  OF 
MILITARY  PERSONNEL 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3844)  to  pro- 
vide for  a  reciprocal  and  more  effective 
remedy  for  certain  claims  arising  out  of 
the  acts  of  military  personnel  and  to  au- 
thorize the  pro  rata  sharing  of  the  cost 
of  such  claims  with  foreign  nations,  and 
for  other  puri>oses. 

The  Clerk  read  the  titie  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  pursuant  to  tbe 
terms  of  those  international  agreements  to 
which  the  United  States  is  now  or  may  here- 
after be  a  party  which  provide  that  certain 
claims  against  the  United  States  arising  out 
of  acts  or  omissions  in  the  performance  of 
official  duty  in  a  foreign  country  of  civilian 
employees  of  tbe  Armed  Forces,  or  milita^ 
personnel,  of  the  United  States  may  be  ad- 
judicated by  such  foreign  government  in  ac- 
cordance with  tlie  laws  and  regulations  of 
such  foreign  government,  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  is  hereby  authorised — 

( a )  to  reimburse  such  foreign  government 
for  the  agreed  pro  rata  share  of  such  sums 
as  may  be  expended  by  such  foreign  govern- 
ment for  the  payment  of  such  claims:  or 

(b)  to  pay  to  such  foreign  government 
an  agreed  pro  rata  share  of  claims  arising  out 
of  damage  to  the  property  of  such  foreign 
government. 

Including  costs  of  settlement  or  arbitration: 
Prornded,  That  no  claim  arising  out  of  any 
action  by  an  enemy  of  the  United  States  or 
resulting  directly  or  indirectly  from  any  act 
by  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States, 
or  any  memljer  thereof,  engaged  in  combat 
shall  be  considered  or  paid  under  this  act. 

Sec.  2.  Whenever  the  terms  of  an  Interna- 
tional agreement  to  which  the  United  States 
is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  a  party  provide 
that  certain  claims  against  a  foreign  govern- 
ment arising  out  of  acts  or  omissions  in  the 
performance  of  official  duty  within  the  terri- 
tory of  the  United  States  of  civilian  em- 
ployees of  the  Armed  Forces,  or  military  per- 
sonnel, of  such  foreign  government,  be  ad- 
judicated by  the  United  States  in  accordance 
with  the  laws  and  regulations  of  the  United 
SUtes  subject  to  an  agreed  pro  rata  reim- 
bursement, such  claims  may  be  prosecuted 
against  the  United  States  or  settled  by  the 
United  States  under  then  existing  laws  and 
regulations  as  if  such  acts  or  omissions  were 
performed  by  civilian  employees  of  the 
Armed  Forces  or  military  personnel  of  the 
United  States  in  the  performance  of  offi- 
cial duty. 

SBC.  3.  Whenever  a  dispute  ariaes  in  the 
consideration,  adjustment,  settlement,  com- 
promise, or  adjudication  of  a  claim  asserted 
under  section  2  of  this  act  as  to  whether 
or  not  an  act  or  omission  of  a  civUian  em- 
ployee or  military  personnel  of  a  foreign 
country  was  in  the  performance  of  official 
duty,  or  as  to  wheUier  or  not  the  use  of  any 
vehicle  of  the  armed  forces  ot  such  party  was 
authorized,  such  disputed  question  or  ques- 
tions shall  be  decided  in  accordance  wltlk 
the  terms  of  the  International  agreement 
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vltli  radi  f ocvlgn  country,  and  Bucb  decision 
•haU  be  final  and  eancloslTe.  "Hie  Secretary 
of  Def enae  la  autborlaMl  to  pay  tlie  trnlted 
Statas  portion  of  eosta  arising  In  connection 
with  fha  securing  of  sodi  a  decision  as  pro- 
Tklad  bf  radi  intomatlonal  agreement. 

Sac.  4.  Any  pro  rata  reimbursement  or  pay- 
ment by  tbe  United  States  wltti  respect  to  a 
settlement,  award,  or  compromise  made  pur- 
suant to  this  act  staall  be  made  by  tbe  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  out  of  appropriations  for 
tbat  purpose,  which,  appropriations  are  here- 
by authorlaed,  and  such  appropriations  may 
be  used  for  tbe  purchase  of  foreign  curren- 
cies necessary  fat  any  such  reimbursement. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

ICr.VORYB.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  iman- 
Imoius  consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Ricow>. 

llie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrr  VORYS.  Mr.  Speaker.  S.  3844 
passed  the  Senate  yesterday  by  unani- 
mous consent.  Except  for  a  minor 
change  it  Is  identical  with  H.  R.  8684 
Which  was  introduced  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Mxrsow]  and 
was   unanimously   reported  from   the 

Foreign  Affairs  Committee  July  26  after 
hearings  held  by  the  Subcommittee  on 
International  Organizations  and  Move- 

ments,  of  which  my  esteemed  and  dis- 
tinguished colleague  the  gentleman  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Muuiow]  Is  chair- 
man. I  attended  these  hearings  and  be- 
came f  amiliur  with  the  bill. 

The  purpose  of  this  bin  Is  to  Implement 
claims  provisions  of  the  NATO  Status 
of  Forces  Treaty;  the  HOuse,  of  com-se, 
had  nothing  to  do  with  ratification  of 
this  treaty.  This  treaty  and  certain 
other  international  agreements  provide 
a  reciprocal  and  pro  rata  method  for 
aetthng  civil  claims  arising  out  of  the 
acts  of  military  personnel  of  one  country 
In  the  performance  of  duty  in  another. 
Also  Included  are  claims  arising  from 
official  acts  of  members  of  civilian  com- 
ponents of  the  Armed  Forces.  These 
treaties  and  agreements  are  not  self- 
executing,  however,  and  require  l^is- 
lation  such  as  this. 

These  agreements  provide  ttiat  if  a 
soldier  or  a  civilian  employee,  of  one 
nation  in  the  territory  of  another  nation 
causes  damage  in  the  performance  of 
his  duty,  the  injured  party  will  file  a 
claim  against  his  own  government, 
which  win  settle  it.  just  as  if  the  daniage 
had  been  caused  by  a  member  of  his 
own  government's  forces.  That  gov- 
ernment would  in  turn  be  reimbursed  for 
an  agreed  percentage  of  the  settlement 
by  the  government  of  the  party  respon- 
sible for  the  injury  or  damage.  The 
standard  agreed  percentage  is  25  per- 
cent by  the  host  government  and  75  per- 
cent by  the  sending  government,  except 
In  Iceland,  where  the  percentages  are 
15  and  85. 

In  actual  practice  it  would  work  hi 
this  way:  If  an  American  soldier  while 
driving  a  truck  on  duty  In  France  in- 
jured a  Frenchman,  or  damaged  his 
properly,  the  claim  would  be  settled  by 
the  nrench  Government  Just  as  though 
the  damage  had  been  done  by  a  French 


soldier,  and  the  United  States  would  re- 
imburse the  P^ench  Government  for  75 
percent  of  the  settlement.  If  Uie  dam- 
age were  inflicted  in  the  United  States 
by  a  French  soldier,  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment would  settle  the  claim  and  France 
would  reimburse  the  United  States  for 
75  percent  of  the  settlement. 

We  are  already  paying  similar  claims 
under  the  Foreign  Claims  Act  of  1942. 
These  have  amounted  to  over  $13  mil- 
lion to  date.  The  new  arrangement 
should  save  money  on  such  claims,  be- 
cause 25  percent  will  be  paid  by  the  other 
government  when  our  overseas  forces 
cause  such  claims.  Of  course  tbe  gov- 
ernment which  makes  such  a  contribu- 
tion wovild  have  an  interest  in  holding 
down  such  claims. 

Without  going  into  further  detail  on 
this  necessarily  complex  matter,  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  wish  to  state  that  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  has  informed  the  For- 
eign Affairs  Committee  that  the  need 
for  this  legislation  \^  extremely  urgent 
to  carry  out  our  agreements  and  that  its 
enactment  will  save  the  United  States 
Government  money.  It  has  already  re- 
ceived the  unanimous  approval  of  the 
Senate  and  also  of  the  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee  of  the  House.  I  urge  its  im- 
mediate unanimous  approval. 

Mr.  MERROW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
TUianmous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks 

at  this  point  Id  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Hampshire? 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MERROW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  urge 
the  adoption  by  the  House  of  bill  B.  3844. 
■mis  bill  is  practically  identical  with  the 
provisions  of  H.  R.  8684,  which  was 
unanimously  reported  by  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  on  July  26,  1954,  fol- 
lowing hearings  held  by  the  Subcommit- 
tee on  International  Organizations  and 
Movements,  of  wliich  I  have  th9  honor 
to  be  chairman. 

This  legislation  provides  for  a  recip- 
rocal and  pro  rata  sharing  of  the  cost 
of  claims  arising  out  of  the  acts  of  Amer- 
ican military  personnel  stationed  abroad. 
It  was  recommended  by  the  Department 
of  Defense  and  endorsed  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  State. 

In  effect,  the  bill  implements  the 
claims  provisions  of  the  NATO  Status  of 
Forces  Treaty  and  certain  other  inter- 
national agreements,  such  as  the  Admin- 
istrative Agreement  with  Japan  of  Feb- 
ruary 28,  1952,  and  the  agreement  with 
Iceland  of  May  5.  1951.  The  NATO 
Status  of  Forces  Treaty  was  ratified  by 
the  United  States  on  July  24,  19(3.  All 
of  the  provisions  of  that  treaty  have  been 
the  law  of  the  land  since  July  ld53,  ex- 
cept the  claims  provisions.  The  claims 
provisions  are  not  self-executing  and 
thus  require  implementing  legislaition  by 
both  Houses  of  Congress  in  order  to  make 
their  terms  effective.  In  tliis  connection. 
I  might  say  that  I  am  fully  aware  of  the 
opposition  which  the  criminal  provisions 
of  the  treaty  have  aroused.  But,  those 
provisions  are  the  law  of  the  land.  They 
have  nothing  whatsoever  to  do  with  the 
claims  bill. 

Under  the  existing  situation— that  Is  to 
say  without  this  bill^the  United  States 


pays  100  percent  of  foreign  claims  under 
the  Foreign  Claims  Act.  Under  S.  3844 
there  is  a  pro  rata  formula  whereby  if, 
for  example,  an  American  soldier  in 
Prance  In  line  of  duty  injurea,  let  us  say, 
a  resident  of  Prance,  the  United  States 
will  pay  75  percent  of  any  award  instead 
of  100  percent,  and  France  Will  pay  25 
percent  instead  of  nothing.  Actually,  the 
Frenchman  who  is  injured  by  the  United 
States  soldier  files  the  claim  for  injuries 
against  the  French  Oovemment  exactly 
as  if  he  were  injured  by  a  French  soldier. 

This  procedure  acts  as  a  deterrent 
against  extravagant  claims,  because  ob- 
viously the  French  Government  will  want 
to  make  its  25  percent  contribution  as 
small  as  possible.  This  deterrent  phase 
of  the  procedure,  of  course,  has  an  im- 
pact on  the  size  of  the  United  States  con- 
tribution as  well. 

Finally.  I  wish  to  state  that,  as  was 
brought  out  in  the  hearings  before  the 
subcommittee,  this  bill  does  not  increase 
the  liability  of  the  United  States  in  the 
foreign  claims  field.  What  the  bill  does 
is  adopt  a  different  and  better  technique 
in  procedure  of  handling  claims  which  is 

more  economical  to  the  United  States 
than  the  procedure  now  authorized. 
This  75-25  pro  rata  formula  will  apply 
in  every  case,  except  in  the  case  of  Ice- 
land where  an  85-15  percent  formula  will 
prevail.    But,  we  have  been  assured  that 

Iceland  is  the  only  case  where  the  United 
states  will  be  paying  more  than  75  per- 
cent of  the  cost  of  the  claim.  That  is 
becaxise  Iceland  will  never  station  any 
troops  in  the  United  States,  whereas  the 
United  States  has  very  important  and 
vital  interests  in  Iceland. 

That  is  essentially  what  this  bill  is 
about.  We  have  a  treaty  obUgation 
with  respect  to  these  ciaims,  but  happily 
it  is  an  obligation  which  the  United 
States  can  fulfill  to  its  advantage. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarlcs  at  this  point  in  the  Rxcou). 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas?  I 

There  was  no  objection.     ' 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  bill  received  painstaking  study  by 
a  subcommittee  of  the  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee  and  upon  review  by  the  full 
committee  was  favorably  reported. 
Representatives  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  and  of  the  Department  of  State 
presented  convincing  statements  in  sup- 
port of  this  legislation.  It  should  re- 
ceive the  prompt  approval  of  the  House 
since  it  rests  upon  a  treaty  commitment 
and  the  prescribed  procedures  will  mean 
substantial  savings  to  our  Oovemment. 


AMENDING  HOUSE  RESOLDTION  161 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  offer  a  resolution  CH.  Res.  699)  and 
ask  for  its  Immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved.  That  House  Resolution  161  is 
amended  by  adding  after  the  word  "within" 
In  the  second  sentence  thereof  the  words  "of 
outside." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 


The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 

table. 

RECOUPMENT  OF  CERTAIN  PUBLIC 

SCHOOL     CONSTRUCTION    COSTS 

IN  MINNESOTA 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3108)  to 
modify  the  act  of  October  8,  1940  (54 
Stat.  1020)  and  the  act  of  July  24,  1947 
(61  Stat.  418)  with  respect  to  the  re- 
coupment of  certain  public -school  con- 
struction costs  in  Minnesota. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  effective  on  July 
1.  1954.  the  recoupment  requirements  of  the 
act  of  October  8.  liHO  (54  Stat.  1020)  and 
the  act  of  July  24.  1»47  (61  Stat.  418),  shaU 
become  Inapplicable  to  the  unrecouped 
balances  of  funds  expended  pursuant  to 
fauch  acts. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a 
third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 

laid  on  the  table. 


CONVEYANCE  OP  CERTAIN  PUBLIC 
LANDS  IN  UTAH  TO  THE 
OCCUPANTS  OF  THE  LAND 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  biU  (H.  R.  6451)  to 
provide  for  the  conveyance  of  certain 
public  lands  in  Utah  to  the  occupants 
of  the  land,  with  a  Senate  amendment 
thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  14.  strike  out  all  after  "Utah." 
down  to  and  including  "patented"  in  line  20 
and  insert  "Any  patent  issued  under  this 
act  shall  contain  a  reservation  granting  to 
the  United  States  the  right  to  repurchase 
the  patented  land,  if  the  Secretary  should 
find  that  such  land  is  needed  by  the  United 
States  and  the  Weber  Basin  project,  upon 
tender  of  payment  for  such  land  of  the 
amount  paid  by  the  patentee  to  the  United 
States  under  thla  act  plus  the  reasonable 
value  of  the  Improvements  thereon  in  place 
at  the  time  the  land  is  patented." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania   [Mr.  Saylor]? 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  will  my  distin- 
guished colleague  from  Pennsylvania  ex- 
plain the  amendment? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Sen- 
ate, in  acting  on  H.  R.  6451  as  it  psissed 
the  House,  has  adopted  a  Senate  In- 
terior Committee  amendment  to  the  bill 
to  which  there  is  no  ascertainable  ob- 
jection. 

On  page  2.  line  16  of  the  House  version, 
this  language  has  been  stricken — and  I 
quote  that  portion  following  the  word 
"Utah": 

If  any  of  these  lands  are  needed  by  the 
United  States  for  the  said  project,  the  Secre- 


tary may  ileclare  the  lands  forfeited  and  re- 
turn to  the  United  States  upon  tender  of 
payment  for  such  lands  of  the  amount  paid 
by  the  occupant  to  the  United  States  under 
this  act  plus  the  reasonable  value  of  the  im- 
provements in  place  at  the  time  the  land 
is  patented. 

In  Ueu  of  the  foregoing,  the  Senate 
version  substitutes  this  language: 

Any  patent  issued  under  this  act  shall 
contain  a  reservation  granting  to  the  United 
States  the  right  to  repurchase  the  patented 
land,  if  the  Secretary  should  find  such  land 
is  needed  by  the  United  States  and  the 
Weber  Basin  project,  under  tender  of  pay- 
ment for  such  land  of  the  amount  paid  by 
the  patentee  to  the  United  States  under  this 
act  plus  the  reasonable  value  of  the  Improve- 
ments thereon  in  place  at  the  time  tti&land 
is  patented. 

Both  clauses  have  as  their  purpose  pro- 
tecting the  interest  of  the  United  States 
in  proposed  future  development  of  the 
Weber  Basin  reclamation  project.  The 
Senate  version  reaches  the  same  desti- 
nation as  the  House  version,  but  by  a 
slightly  different  route. 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  with- 
draw my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


PROVIDINQ  FOR  CERTAIN  USES  OF 
PUBLIC  LANDS 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  1254)  to 
provide  authorization  for  certain  uses  of 
pubUc  lands,  with  a  Senate  amendment 
thereto  and  conciff  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
insert  "That  the  head  of  any  department  or 
agency  of  the  Oovemment  of  the  United 
State  having  Jurisdiction  over  public  lands 
and  national  forests,  except  national  parks 
and  monuments,  of  the  United  States  is 
hereby  authorized  to  grant  permits,  leases,  or 
easements.  In  return  for  the  payment  of  a 
price  representing  the  fair  market  value  of 
such  permit,  lease,  or  easement,  to  be  fixed 
by  such  head  of  such  department  or  agency 
through  appraisal,  for  a  period  not  to  exceed 
30  years  from  the  date  of  any  such  permit, 
lease,  or  easement  to  States,  counties,  cities, 
towns,  townships,  municipal  corporations,  or 
other  public  agencies  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
structing and  maintaining  on  such  lands 
pubUc  buildings  or  other  public  works.  In 
the  event  such  lands  cease  to  be  used  for  the 
purpose  for  which  such  permit,  lease,  or 
easement  was  granted,  the  same  shall  there- 
upon terminate. 

"Sec.  2.  The  authority  conferred  by  this 
act  shall  be  in  addition  to.  and  not  In  der- 
ogation of  any  authority  heretofore  con- 
ferred upon  the  head  of  any  department  or 
agency  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  to  grant  permits,  leases,  easements,  or 
rights-of-way." 

Mr.  ASPINALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  explain  the  Sen- 
ate amendment  to  the  House? 


Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  ^e  pur- 
pose of  this  bill  as  approved  by  the  House 
is  to  permit  the  departments  and  agen- 
cies of  the  Government  having  jurisdic- 
tion over  public  lands,  national  forests, 
and  reservations  of  the  United  States  to 
grant  permits  eind  easements  for  periods 
not  to  exceed  30  years  to  States,  other 
governmental  subdivisions,  or  other  pub- 
lic agencies,  for  the  purpose  of  construct- 
ing and  maintaining  on  such  lands  pubUc 
buildings  or  other  pubhc  works. 

The  Senate  version  adopts  House 
amendments  to  the  bill  as  introduced 
which  would  except  from  its  operation 
national  parks  and  national  monuments, 
the  House  amendment  to  the  origrinal 
bill  reducing  the  period  of  grant  from 
50  to  30  years,  and  the  House  amend- 
ment recommended  by  the  Department 
of  Justice  making  it  clear  this  legisla- 
tion is  in  addition  to,  and  not  in  deroga- 
tion of,  existing  law. 

The  Senate  has  Inserted  language 
which  permits  making  of  the  grants  pro- 
vided for — and  I  am  now  quoting  the 
language  of  the  Senate  amendment  to 
the  House  bill — "in  return  for  the  pay- 
ment of  a  price  representing  the  fair 
market  value  of  such  j>ermit,  lease,  or 
easement,  to  be  fixed  by  such  head  of 
such  department  or  agency  through 
appraisal." 

I  am  advised  that  the  gentleman  from 
Calif ornia  [Mr.  Engle],  author  of  H.  R. 
1254,  has  no  objection  to  the  Senate 
amendment.  I  join  other  Members  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insu- 
lar Affairs  at  this  time  in  urging  concur- 
rence in  the  Senate  amendment  to  H.  R. 
1254. 

Mr.  ASPINALL.    As  I  understand,,  the 
term  of  the  lease  Ls  to  be  not  more  than- 
30  years;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  The  bill  as  It  passed 
the  House  provided  for  50-year  leases; 
as  passed  by  the  Senate  It  is  for  not 
more  than  30  years. 

Mr.  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, reserving  the  right  to  object,  will  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  explain 
whether  or  not  this  bill  will  permit  cattle 
grazing  on  public  lands  in  certain  areas? 
Mr.  SAYLOR.  This  blU  has  nothing 
to  do  with  permitting  the  grazing  of 
cattle  on  public  lands. 

Mr.  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  and  withdraw  my  reser- 
vation of  objection. 

The  SPEAKEIR.    Is  there  objection  to    , 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


OAHE  PROJECT 
Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  2233)  to 
provide  for  the  acquisition  of  lands  by 
the  United  States  required  for  the  reser- 
voir created  by  the  construction  of  Oahe 
Dam  on  the  Missouri  River  and  for  re- 
habihtation  of  the  Indians  of  the  (3iey* 
enne  River  Sioux  Reservation,  S. 
and   for   other   purposes,   with 
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amendmoits  thereto  wad  concur  In  the 
Senate  Miiendiiients. 

The  CleTk  read  the  title  of  the  bffl. 

The  Cleric  read  the  Senate  ameod-> 
ments.  as  fcdlows: 


3.  Une  18.  atrlke  out  all  after  "Sec- 
tloo  H."  anx  to  and  Including  "$6,587.- 
KMJM."  in  line  6  on  page  3  and  Insert  "The 
United  State*  agrees  to  pay.  out  of  funds 
appropriated  for  construction  of  the  Oahe 
project,  as  Just  compensation  for  all  lands 
and  ImproTements  and  Interests  therein 
(except  the  agency  hospital)  conveyed  pur- 
suant to  section  I  of  this  act;  and  for  the 
bed  of  the  Ulssourl  River  so  far  as  it  is  the 
eastern  boundary  of  said  Cheyenne  River 
Reservation,  the  sum  of  $5384,014." 

Page  3.  line  12.  strike  out  all  after  "Coun- 
cil" down  to  and  including  "lands"  in  line 
17.  and  insert  "with  the  approval  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  shall  distribute  the 
sum  of  $2,250,000  In  accordance  with  the  re- 
vised appraisal  of  the  Mlssoxirl  River  Basin 
Investigation  staff  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior." 

Page  3.  line  25.  strike  out  "agreement" 
and  insert  "act." 

Page  4.  line  8.  strike  out  all  after  "ex- 
pended" down  to  and  including  "Relocation" 
In  line  12  and  Insert  "for  the  relocation." 

Page  4.  line  13,  strike  out  "all." 

Page  4.  line  14  strike  out  "all"  in  both 
Instances. 

Page  4.  line  15.  strike  out  "all." 

Page  4.  line  16.  strike  out  all  after  "there- 
with" over  to  and  including  "impossible" 
In  line  3  on  page  5. 

Page  5.  line  7,  strike  out  "$6,044,500"  and 
Insert  "$6,160,000." 

Page  6.  line  24,  after  "section",  insert 
":  ProtHded  further.  That  the  authorization 
contained  In  section  XVI  hereof  shall  remain 
available  for  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  ten 
years  from  the  effective  date  of  this  act." 

Page  12,  line  16.  strike  out  "$6,587,854.95" 
and  insert  "•5.384A14." 

Page  12,  line  19, 'strike  out  "$12,732,354.95" 
and  Insert  "$10L1S44.014.'* 
»^ 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  Mr.  Speaker, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  will  the 
gentleman    from    Pennsylvania    inform 

me  how  much  money  this  involves? 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  I  wiU  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  BerrtJ. 
He  can  tell  the  gentleman  what  this  bill 
Involves. 

Mr.  BERRY.  As  passed  by  the  House 
this  bill  provided  $12,623,000  for  the  land 

and  for  a  rehabilitation  program. 

About  $2  million  was  taken  out  of  the 
bill  in  the  Senate.  They  cut  down  the 
amount  allowed  for  land  purchase  and 
damages  from  $6,587,000  to  $5,384,000. 

On  the  rehabilitation  figure,  as  we 
passed  the  bill  It  was  $6,044,000.  They 
cut  it  down  to  $5,160,000  on  the  theory 
that  the  Navaho  rehabilitation  program 

provided  $1,200  per  person,  and  they 
set  this  up  on  the  same  basis  as  the 

Navaho  rehabilitation  program. 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  I  wish  to  thank 
the  gentleman.  I  do  not  intend  to  ob- 
ject, but  I  do  think  that  bills  that  were 
reported  out  by  this  committee  by  a 
3-to-l  vote  should  be  brought  up  for 
consideration.  I  should  also  like  to  In- 
quire as  to  why  2  other  bills,  1  by  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  John- 
son], and  i  by  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  EInolb]  also,  and  1  for 
the  Washita  project,  which  was  passed 
by  the  Senate  and  reported  out  by 
the  House  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
Committee  by  a  lO-to-3  vote,  but  has  not 


been  called  tip  for  action.  These  are 
important  to  the  people  and  I  do  hope 
that  the  leadership  may  see  fit  yet  to 
bring  up  these  worthy  measures. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw  my  reserva- 
tion; I  do  not  object. 

Mr.  BERRY.     I  thank  the  gentleman. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? i 

There  was  no  objection.  i 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  recoasider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


AUTHORIZING  SECRETARY  OP  THE 
INTERIOR  TO  CONSTRUCT  THE 
SANTA  MARIA  PROJECT.  SOUTH- 
ERN PACIFIC  BAiSlN,  CALIF.     | 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  2235)  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  construct  the  Santa  Maria  project. 
Southern  Pacific  Basin,  Calif.,  with  Sen- 
ate amendments  thereto. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments,  as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  6,  after  "California".  Insert 
"pursuant  to  the  laws  of  California,  and, 
otherwise." 

Page  2,  line  6,  after  "reservoir".  Inaert  ": 
Provided  further.  That  a  repayment  contract 
not  exceeding  a  period  of  50  years  be  exe- 
cuted prior  to  commencement  of  cooBtruc- 
tion  of  the  works  herein  authorized." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  concur  in  Senate  amend- 
ment No.   1  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Satloii  moves  to  concur  in  Senate 
amendment  No.  1  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  After  "California",  Inaert  "relating 
to  water  and  water  rights".  i 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  ' 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  concur  in  Senate  amend- 
ment No.  2. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  votes  by 
Which  action  was  taken  on  the  several 
motions  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  particularly  to 
the  Senate  amendment  which  directs 
that  the  Santa  Maria  project  be  con- 
structed "pursuant  to  the  laws  of  Cali- 
fornia, and,  otherwise  substantially  In 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  dated  Jan- 
uary 16,  1953."  It  is  our  understanding 
that  this  amendment  was  incorporated 
by  the  Senate  in  response  to  a  sugges- 
tion of  the  State  of  California  "that  Fed- 
eral legislation  authorizing  the  project 
should  expressly  provide  that  Federal 
agencies  authorized  to  act  in  this  matter 
proceed  in  conformity  with  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  California  relating  to  water 
and  water  rights" — House  Document  No. 
217,  83d  Congress,  page  107— and  that, 
properly  construed,  this  is  the  tn*e  in- 
tent of  the  amendment.  For  this  rea- 
son I  have  offered  an  amendment  tp  the 


first  Senate  amendment  which  the  House 
having  adopted  leaves  no  doubt  as  to 
what  Congress  intended. 


FURTHER  MESSAGE  FROM  THE 
SENATE 


A  further  message  from  the  Senate, 
by  Mr.  Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  an- 
nounced that  the  Senate  has  passed, 
with  amendments  in  which  the  concur- 
rence of  the  House  is  requested,  bills  of 
the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  9728.  An  act  to  revise,  codify,  and 
enact  Into  law.  title  21  of  the  United  States 
Code,  entitled  "Food.  Drugs,  and  Oosmetics": 

H.  R.  9729.  An  act  to  revise,  codify,  and 
enact  into  law.  title  13  of  the  United  States 
Code,  entitled  "Census":   and 

H  R  9730.  An  act  to  amend  various  stat- 
utes and  certain  titles  of  the  United  States 
Code,  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  obsolete 
references,  and  for  other  purposet. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the 
House  to  bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  fol- 
lowing titles: 

S  361.  An  act  to  provide  for  renawal  of  and 
adjustment  of  compensation  under  contract* 
for  carrying  mail  on  water  routes: 

S.  2074.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Basque  sheepherders:    and 

S.  3627.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act,  as  amended. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  insists  upon  its  amendments  to 
the  House  amendments  to  the  bill  (S. 
3706)  entitled  "An  act  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party,  to  prohibit  memt>ers 
of  Communist  organizations  from  serv- 
ing in  certain  representative  capacities, 
and  for  other  purposes,"  disagreed  to  by 
the  House;  agrees  to  the  conference 
asked  by  the  House  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and 
apFKjlnts  Mr.  Lancer.  Mr.  WAxKms,  Mr. 
Butler.  Mr.  McCarran,  and  Mr.  Kilgore 
to  be  the  conferees  on  the  p£u^  of  the 
Senate.  J 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  3706) 
entitled  "An  act  to  outlaw  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  to  prohibit  members  of  Com- 
munist organizations  from  serving  in 
certain  representative  capacities,  and  for 
other  purposes." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9580 )  entitled  "An  act  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend the  laws  relating  to  espionage  and 
satxitage,  and  for  other  purpioses." 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRAFTED 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  40  minutes  today,  following  the  leg- 
islative program  and  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  CRETELLA  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  today,  following  the  legislative 
program  and  any  special  orders  hereto- 
fore entered. 
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Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts 
asked  and  was  given  permission  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  3  minutes  today,  fol- 
lowing the  legislative  program  and  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
today  for  10  minutes.  foUowhig  the  leg- 
islative program  and  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  STAGGERS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  addn>.ss  the  House  today 
for  5  minutes,  following  the  legislative 
program  and  any  special  orders  hereto- 
fore entered- 


BILL  OUTLAWING  COMMUNISM 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  ol  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on 
Monday  of  this  week  I  voted  in  favor  of 
the  Communist  Control  Act  of  1954.  I 
regret  that  on  the  following  day  it  was 
necessary  for  me  to  l)e  in  Pittsburgh  to 
fulfill  an  engagement  already  made  to 
appear  at  a  convention.  Had  I  been 
here  I  would  have  followed  up  my  vote 
of  Monday  and  supix)rted  the  Dies  mo- 
tion to  approve  the  Senate  amendments 
added  to  the  bill  outlawing  the  Com- 
munist Party.  These  amendments 
were  taken  from  the  bill  introduced  by 
my  good  friend,  Maiittn  Dies,  of  Texas, 
who  began  this  valiant  fight  for  the  out- 
lawing of  the  Communist  Party  years 
ago.  I  would  have  been  exceedingly 
happy  also  to  register  my  vote  in  favor 
of  this  Dies  bill,  which  is  similar  to  the 
statute  which  outlawed  the  Communist 
Party  in  my  home  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

That  bill  and.  as  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  (Mr.  Dies]  previously  mentioned 
on  the  floor,  the  present  bill,  was  in  a 
preat  measure  written  by  my  fellow- 
townsman.  Pennsylvania  Supreme 
Court  Justice  Michael  A.  Musmanno,  one 
of  the  greatest  authorities  in  the  United 
States  on  the  subject  of  fighting  com- 
munism. For  25  years  Justice  Musman- 
no has  been  crusading  with  his  pen,  his 
voice,  and  his  noble  heart,  to  outlaw  this 
Red  scourge:  and  I  believe  the  entire 
Nation  will  be  grateful  to  him  for  his 
magnificent  contribution  to  this  great 
cause.  Millions  will  congratulate  Jus- 
tice Musmanno  on  this  triumphant  vic- 
tory, which  means  to  him  fulfillment  of 

a  lifetime  dream  that  the  America  for 
which  he  fought  on  the  battlefield.  In 
legislative  halls,  and  everywhere  else, 
will  at  long  last  be  free  of  an  organiza- 
tion described  by  him  as  anti-God,  anti- 
Christ,  miserable,  vulgar,  and  indecent. 


THE  EISENHOWER  ECONOMIC 

REPORT 
Mr.   KELLEY   of   Pennsylvania.     Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  in- 
sert my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Reccrd. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
i^?eaker,  two  significant  statements 
issued  last  week  by  top  political  flgxires 
brought  back  a  lot  of  memories,  and 
some  disquiet.  It  was  like  seeing  again 
on  television  a  very  old  movie  in  which 
every  scene  is  familiar. 

One  was  the  speech  on  his  80th  birth- 
day by  former  President  Herbert  Hoover. 
The  other  was  President  Eisenhower's 
imusual  midyear  economic  report. 

The  news  stories  about  Mr.  Hoover's 
birthday  fete  in  Iowa  described  him  as 
"mellowed"  and  quoted  him  as  acknowl- 
edging that  "We  are  not  at  the  bedside 
of  a  nation  in  death  agony." 

But  the  text  of  Mr.  Hoover's  talk  was 
hardly  mellow ;  it  was  a  repetition  of  the 
bitter  diatribes  he  has  made  from  time 
since  1932  against  all  of  the  fundamental 
changes  in  the  American  way  of  life 
brought  about  by  the  New  Deal  of  Frank- 
lin Roosevelt,  his  successor.  He  de- 
nounced these  changes  with  the  favorite 
Republican  cussword  ''Socialist." 

Herbert  Hoover  has  offered  his  serv- 
ices to  the  RepubUcan  Party  in  the  forth- 
coming campaign,  and  I  ho];>e  the  GOP 
takes  him  up  on  that  offer  and  uses  him 
frequently  as  a  featured  speaker.  It  is 
not  that  Mr.  Hoover  personally  is  not  a 
fine  fellow  and  a  good  citizen  who  hsis 
done  much  for  the  cause  of  humanity  in 
various  foreign  relief  jobs  he  has  held — 
under  Democratic  Presidents — ^but  he 
still  is  and  always  will  remain.  I  believe, 
a  symbol  of  Republican  Party  inability 
to  deal  with  deep-seated  economic  crisis. 
His  80th  birthday  speech  showed  that  he 
still  bears  a  grudge  against  the  Roose- 
velt-Truman administrations  for  suc- 
ceeding where  he  failed  in  restoring 
prosperity  to  America. 

THS  EISXNHOWn  ECONOMIC  SET>OKT 

The  Hoover  address  was  on  Tuesday 
of  last  week.  On  Thursday,  President 
Eisenhower  issued  in  his  own  name — 
rather  than  in  the  form  of  the  customary 
midyear  economic  report  from  the  Coun- 
cil of  Economic  Advisers — a  short,  three- 
page  statement  declaring,  on  the  basis  of 
a  few  selected  statistics,  that  the  bottom 
has  been  reached  in  the  current  reces- 
sion and  the  outlook  is  now  very  good. 

Why  the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers 
did  not  issue  a  formal  repKjrt  at  this  time 
is  a  big  question  in  Washington.  One 
answer  from  some  of  the  i>olitical  and 
economic  observers  here  is  that  the  ad- 
ministration wanted  a  political  docu- 
ment rather  than  an  economic  docu- 
ment, and  so  the  nonpolitical  Council 
was  relieved  of  the  task. 

As  a  poUtical  document,  the  Eisen- 
hower economic  statement  attempts  to 
make  much  out  of  very  httle — attempts 
to  see  silver  linings  in  all  of  the  dark 
economic  clouds  of  widespread  unem- 
ployment, lowered  production,  reduced 
industrial  sales  output,  and  a  depressed 
farm  and  individual  income. 

Coming  so  soon  after  Mr.  Hoover's 
talk,  it  conjured  up  the  memories  of 
those  last  years  of  the  last  Republican 
administration    when,    as    things    got 


worse,     administratkni     optimism     In 
Washington  seemed  to  increase. 

Even  the  Wall  Street  Journal  worried 
a  little  editorially  about  Mr.  Elsen- 
hower's optimism.  Optimism  is  some- 
times a  useful  psychological  weapon 
against  recession.  Imt  providing  jobs  is 
a  much  better  weapon. 


H.  R.  8193 


Ur.  ADDONIZIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  aA 
unanimous  consent  to  Insert  my  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Rkcoro. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ADDONIZIO.    Mr.  Speaker,  as  a 
strong  supporter  of  the  Refugee  Relief 
Act,  I  am  pleased  that  it  has  been  pos- 
sible to  secure  the  passage  of  H.  R.  8193 
which  will  eUminate  some  of  the  difB- 
culties  encountered  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  program.    H.  R.  8193  amends 
the  act  so  as  to  make  inmiigrant  visa 
allocations  mutually  available  to  either 
refugees   or   close   relatives  of   United 
States  citizens  who  are  natives  of  Italy. 
Greece,   or  the  Netherlands.     For  ex- 
ample, this  will  throw  open  to  Italians 
with  approved  visa  petitions  on  file  in 
their  behalf  the  unused  portion  of  the 
45.000    nonquota    visas    heretofore    re- 
served but  not  utilized,  for  Italian  na- 
tionals qualifying  as  refugees  or  escapees. 
The  American  consulates  in  Italy  have 
approximately    44,000    approved    peti- 
tions   filed    by    American    citizens    for 
their  relatives  in  Italy  compared  with 
only  15,000  nonquota  visas  available  for 
this  group  under  the  Refugee  Relief  Act. 
On  the  other  hand,  only  approximately 
1.000  Italian  nationals  have  applied  for 
the  45.000  special  nonquota  visas  reserved 
for  those  who  could  qiialify  as  refugees 
or  escapees.     H.  R.  8193  will  facilitate 
the  reunion  of  loved  ones  in  the  United 
States  and  will  alleviate  the  grave  prob- 
lem of  overpopulation  and  unemploy- 
ment in  Italy.     I  shall  continue  my  ef- 
forts to  insure  effective  implementation 
of  this  legislation  so  that  this  worth- 
while program  will  be  carried  out  as  ex- 
peditiously as  possible. 

I  deeply  regret,  however,  that  I  and 
my  like-minded  colleagues  have  been 
imable  to  secure  action  in  the  Republi- 
can controlled  83d  Congress  on  pending 
legislation  to  remove  the  inequities  and 
discriminations  from  our  basic  immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  law.  It  is  my 
firm  conviction  that  a  better  law  mtist 

be  written  that  will  strike  an  intelligent 

unbigoted  balance  between  the  immigra- 
tion welfare  of  America  and  the  prayer- 
ful hopes  of  the  vinhappy  and  oppressed. 
Our  present  immigration  law  deprives 
citizens  and  aliens  alike  of  their  just 
rights.  Many  of  the  provisions  are  arbi- 
trary, unfair,  and  unnecessary  to  our 
security  and  well-being.  Among  other 
defects  it  specifically  increases  the 
grounds  for  exclusion  and  deportation  to 
an  unnecessary  degree;  it  fails  to  make 
provision  for  those  who  have  rejected 
totalitarianism  and  are  won  over  to  our 
side,  and  it  makes  second-class  citizens 
of  those  who  attain  citizenship  through 
naturalization.   It  also  invades  the  rights 
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of  Citizens  and  makes  revocation  of  ciU- 
senship  easier;  it  limits  the  entry  of 
needed  professional  and  scientific  work- 
ers; It  perpetuates  racial  discrimination 
in  new  wasrs;  and  is  not  in  keeping  with 
our  national  traditions  of  fair  play,  de- 
cency, and  equal  justice  for  all. 

I  will  try  in  the  following  discussion 
to  indicate  some  of  the  ways  in  which  the 
present  law  can  be  made  more  liberal 
and  more  in  accord  with  the  rights  of 
citizens  and  aliens  alike. 

Let  us  take  first  the  national  origins 
quota  system.  Many  different  cultural 
ingredients  have  been  blended  in  the 
formation  of  America.  Our  American 
culture  is  not  a  thing  which  was  fixed 
once  and  for  all  by  our  colonial  ances- 
tors. It  has  much  more  truly  indeed  been 
a-varied  and  dynamic  force  for  democ- 
racy enriched  by  the  contributions  of 
succeeding  waves  of  Immigration.  The 
qualities  which  each  immigrant  brought 
with  him  has  influenced  the  course  of 
development  of  American  Ideals  and 
American  success  amid  the  world  of 
many  nations.  The  use,  therefore,  of 
a  national  origins  quota  is  a  poor  way 
to  approach  the  cultural  and  ethnic 
background  of  would-be  immigrants. 
Authorities  on  the  study  of  man  and  his 
culture  tell  us  that  it  is  not  possible  to 
differentiate  between  ethnic  groups 
which  are  readily  assimilable  and  those 
that  are  not.  Moreover  those  countries 
granted  large  quotas  do  not  use  them 
while  those  granted  smaller  quotas  are 
often  forced  to  develop  a  long  waiting 
list.  Hence  the  national  origins  system 
fails  to  accomplish  its  purpose  of  admit- 
ting immigrants  in  accordance  with  a 
fixed  racial  and  nationality  ratio.  The 
formula  designed  to  control  the  propor- 
tions of  immigrants  by  national  or  racial 
stock  is  thus  shown  to  be  a  failure. 

Another  indication  of  the  failure  of 
the  quota  system  has  been  the  passage 
of  special  legislation  to  accomplish  cer- 
tain desired  national  objectives.  As 
examples  of  this  we  might  cite  special 
laws  designed  to  take  care  of  skilled 
sheepherders,  war  brides,  displaced  per- 
sons, intelligence  operatives,  and  over- 
seas enlistees.  In  addition,  numerous 
private  bills  have  been  passed  for  the 
benefit  of  specified  persons  or  families. 
All  in  all  it  has  been  estimated  that  this 
type  of  special  legislation  has  permitted 
the  entry  of  almost  half  a  million  people 
since  World  War  II. 

Hence  it  is  eminently  desirable  that 
the  national  origins  quota  system  be 
discarded  as  a  method  for  selection  of 
eligible  immigrants  in  favor  of  a  system 
of  individual  selection.  Such  a  system 
would  give  priorities  to  cases  Involving 
reunion  of  families,  asylum  for  the  per- 
secuted and  displaced  persons  or  refu- 
gees, and  persons  with  specially  needed 
skills. 

Another  feature  of  the  present  im- 
migation  law  which  is  in  need  of  liberal- 
ization is  that  of  deportation.  Under 
the  present  law  the  entire  proceeding  in 
deportation  cases  is  conducted  by  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Attorney  General.  His 
agents  make  the  investigation,  present 
the  case,  hear  it.  and  make  a  decision. 
This  combination  of  enforcement  and 
judicial  powers  within  one  agency  vio- 


lates the  principles  of  a  fair  hearing. 
The  decision  of  the  Attorney  General  is 
final  in  the  determination  of  whether 
an  alien  should  be  deported  or  not  and 
no  court  review  is  possible  with  respect 
to  his  decision. 

Prior  to  1952  immigrants  were  pro- 
tected on  the  basis  of  the  statute  of 
limitations  against  deportation  for  past 
acts.  This  statute  required  the  action 
to  be  brought  within  5  years.  Aliens 
may  now  be  deported  for  actions  com- 
mitted by  them  as  long  as  30  years  ago, 
acts  which  may  not  have  even  been  de- 
portable offenses  when  they  were  com- 
mitted. 

Deportation  is  a  severe  and  cruel  pen- 
alty for  aliens  who  have  lived  model  lives 
and  after  many  years  have  become  inte- 
grated into  the  community,  this  is 
especially  the  case  in  instances  where 
attachment  to  their  mother  country  has 
become  remote  and  a  purely  technical 
matter.  Technical  violation  of  any  pro- 
visions regarding  entry,  even  though  the 
alien  is  blameless,  is  sufficient  to  require 
tl^  Attorney  General  to  deport  the  alien. 
Past  membership  or  afiBliation  in  organ- 
izations now  deemed  subversive,  no  mat- 
ter how  innocent  such  membership  was 
at  the  time,  may  result  in  arrest  and  de- 
portation proceedings.  Failure  en  the 
part  of  an  alien  to  notify  the  Attorney 
General  of  a  change  of  address  may  re- 
sult in  arrest  and  deportation  proceed- 
ings. Provision  is  made  in  the  current 
law  for  deportation  of  certain  types  of 
aliens  without  hearing,  and  for  the  first 
time  in  our  history  authority  is  granted 
to  enter  a  deportation  order  in  abeentia. 

Many  of  these  provisions  in  the  law 
have  little  to  do  with  protecting  our  secu- 
rity. An  alien  who  has  legally  entered 
the  United  States  should  be  subject  to 
deportation  thereafter  only  if  his  orig- 
inal entry  was  based  on  fraud.  There 
should  be  a  complete  separation  of  those 
who  investigate  and  prosecute  and  those 
who  sit  in  judgment,  and  there  should  be 
adequate  right  of  appeal.  These  meas- 
ures would  be  much  closer  to  the  Ameri- 
can way  of  doing  things. 

Under  the  present  immigration  law  we 
now  have  more  grounds  for  revoking 
citizenship  than  any  other  country  in  the 
world.  Included  are  several  which  have 
deprived  Americans  of  citizenship  as  a 
result  of  acts  which  could  hardly  Justify 
such  a  penalty.  For  example,  service  in 
the  armed  forces  of  a  foreign  nation  may 
now  cause  loss  of  citizenship,  even 
though  the  nationality  of  the  foreign 
power  is  not  acquired  and  no  oath  of 
allegiance  is  taken.  This  penalty  may 
result  even  where  there  has  been  no  act 
inconsistent  with  the  duties  and  obliga- 
tions of  an  American  citizen. 

As  an  illustration  I  might  cite  a  case 
of  potential  loss  of  citizenship  by  vot- 
ing in  a  foreign  election.  Some  years 
ago  an  election  was  held  in  Italy  in 
which  it  became  necessary  to  enlist  all 
qualified  persons  to  elect  non-Commu- 
nist candidates.  A  number  of  American 
citizens  of  dual  nationality  living  in  Italy 
at  the  time  voted  and  only  preserved 
their  citizenship  by  a  special  act  of  Con- 
gress, 

The  present  law  could  be  liberalized, 
therefore,  through  elimination  of  the 


present  unsupportable  distinctions  be- 
tween native-born  and  naturalized  citi- 
zens. Citizenship  acquired  by  natural- 
ization should  be  revoked  only  on  the 
grounds  of  fraud  perpetrated  in  acquir- 
ing it  and  no  act  that  a  native-born 
citizen  can  perform  with  impunity  should 
serve  as  a  ground  for  revocation  of  citi- 
zenship of  a  naturalized  American. 
Residence  abroad  should  be  eliminated 
as  a  ground  for  revoking  citizenship 
acquired  by  naturalization. 

The  illiberal  features  in  the  present 
immigration  law  have  been  condemned 
by  national  organizations  of  all  kinds, 
by  leadinp  newspapers  and  by  top  Gov- 
ernment cfficiaLs.  Among  the  organiza- 
tions which  have  advocated  liberaliza- 
tion of  the  immigration  law  are  the  Na- 
tional Council  of  the  Churches  of  Christ 
in  the  United  States  of  America,  the  Na- 
tional Catholic  Welfare  Conference,  the 
National  Council  of  Catholic  Men,  the 
National  Council  of  Catholic  Women,  the 
National  Lutheran  Council,  tiie  Protes- 
tant Episcopal  Church,  the  Baptist  World 
Alliance,  the  Synagogue  Council  of 
America,  the  National  Community  Rela- 
tions Advisory  Council,  the  American 
Jewish  Congress,  the  Congress  of  In- 
dustrial Organizations,  the  American 
Association  for  the  Advancement  of 
Science,  the  American  Friends  Service 
Committee,  the  Young  Women's  Chris- 
tian A.ssociation.  the  American  Hellenic 
Educational  Progressive  Association,  the 
Federation  of  American  Scientists,  the 
American  Academy  of  Arts  and  Sciences, 
the  American  Jewish  Committee,  and 
the  National  Federation  of  Settlements. 

President  Truman's  Commission  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  ap- 
pointed September  4,  1952.  held  hear- 
ings in  11  cities  from  coast  to  coast,  in 
which  about  400  persons  testified  and 
234  others  submitted  written  state- 
ments. This  Commission — including  as 
members,  former  Solicitor  General 
Philip  B.  Perlman;  former  Commis- 
sioner of  Immigration  Earl  G.  Harrison; 
Secretary  John  OGrady.  of  the  Na- 
tional Conference  of  Catholic  Charities; 
Rev.  Thaddeus  P.  Gullickson.  president 
of  the  Lutheran  Theological  Seminary 
of  St.  Paul.  Minn.;  Clarence  E.  Pickett, 
honorary  secretary  of  the  American 
Friends  Service  Committee;  Adrian  S. 
Fisher,  legal  adviser  to  the  State  De- 
partment; and  Thomas  G.  Pinucane. 
chairman,  Board  of  Immigration  Ap- 
peals. Department  of  Justice^made  its 
report  entitled  "Whom  We  Shall  Wel- 
come." Its  findings  in  brief  were  sum- 
marily stated  in  the  following  words: 

The  commission  believes  that  tur  present 
Immigration  law  should  be  completely  re- 
written. 

On  June  25.  1952.  President  Truman 
vetoed  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act  with  the  following  words: 

A  general  revision  and  modernization  of 
these  laws  unquestionably  Is  needed  and 
long  overdue,  particularly  with  respect  to 
Immigration.  But  this  bill  would  not  pro- 
vide us  with  an  immigration  policy  adequate 
for  the  present  world  situation. 

On  June  26  and  27  the  House  and 
Senate  overrode  the  President's  veto. 

I  voted  against  this  act  when  it  passed 
the  House  in  April  1952  and  1  voted  to 
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sustain  the  President  on  June  26.  Thl» 
subject  is  of  especial  concern  to  me  in- 
asmuch as  both  my  parents  were  bom 
in  Italy  and  came  to  this  country  in 
their  youth  under  our  then  liberal  im- 
migration system.  Their  loyalty  and 
devotion  to  their  adopted  land  could  be 
surpassed  by  no  native  bom  citizens. 
I  regret  that,  despite  campaign  prom- 
ises, the  present  administration  has  not 
seen  fit  to  give  priority  to  the  legislation 
on  this  pressing  issue.  I  have  sought 
hearings  on  an  omnibus  immigration 
and  nationality  bill  sponsored  by  me 
and  certain  other  Members.  The  legis- 
lation proposed  by  me  is  a  code  of  F>er- 
manent  immigration  and  naturalization 
law  designed  to  enable  the  United  States 
to  meet  its  continuing  obligations  in  the 
immigration  field  w^ithout  periodic 
emergency  measures,  and  to  meet 
American  needs  and  requirements  at  the 
same  time. 

The  proposed  act  is  a  comprehensive 
revision  of  present  law  designed  to  re- 
flect the  true  American  tradition  of 
equal  justice  under  law  for  alien  and 
citizen  alike,  and  of  friendly  welcome 
for  immigrants,  without  discrimination 
or  bias,  but  within  a  strengthened  limi- 
tation as  to  total  nvunt>ers. 

My  bill  provides  full  security  against 
subversive  and  other  undesirable  aliens 
but  raises  the  red-tape  curtain  which  is 
now  lowered  against  the  entry  of  aliens, 
either  as  immigrants  or  visitors,  from 
across  the  seas. 

The  imperative  need  for  a  thorough- 
going amendment  of  the  McCarran- 
Walter  Act  is  not  a  partisan  issue  but  a 
challenge  to  be  met  by  the  common 
action  of  all  our  people. 

I  shall  continue  to  labor  for  an  immi- 
gration and  naturalization  policy  that 
will  represent  an  essential  return  to  our 
basic  American  traditions  and  concepts. 


HAPPY  BIRTHDAY  TO  A  GREAT 
AMERICAN 

Mr.  MUL^TER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Rzcord. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  Request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  permit 
me  to  take  this  time  to  offer  our  hearty 
congratulations  to  one  of  America's 
greatest  statesmen. 

Bernard  Baruch  is  84  years  young  to- 
day. We  wish  him  many  more  years  of 
useful  service  to  our  country  and  to 
humanity. 

It  is  fitting  that  I  direct  attention  to 
the  fine  article  written  by  Earl  Ubell 
about  him  which  appeared  in  the  New 
York  Herald  Tribune  as  follows: 

Baruch,  84.  Looks  Back  at  Bust  Lirx 
(By  Earl  Ubell) 

Brrnard  M.  Baruch  will  be  84  years  old 
on  Tliursday  and  In  an  Interview  yesterday 
he  let  hla  memory  ramble  through  his  busy 
life.  He  covered;  Presidents  he  had  advised, 
economics,  phlloeopby,  history.  Senator 
Joseph  R.  McCartht,  sports,  education, 
manners,  medicine,  atomic  energy,  peace 
and  his  family. 

"But  dont  let  people  think,"  he  said  wag- 
ging a  finger,  "tliat  I  was  up  here  giving  any 


advice.  There  are  a  lot  of  young  feUows 
getting  to  be  80  and  I  dcmt  want  them  to 
get  any  Ideas. 

"You  know  how  It  Is:  they  get  to  be  a 
little  up  In  years  and  then  they  leel  like 
teUlng  everybody  how  to  do  things,  blah, 
blah,  bUh." 

mPROMPTU    ROLB 

Mr.  Baruch  presented  an  impromptu  im- 
personation of  an  old  man  giving  out  dog- 
matic advice.  This  consisted  of  much  head 
shaking,  shoulder  heaving  and  bowing  but 
not  many  comprehensible  words.  He  put  aU 
6  feet  3  inches  of  himself  into  the  perform- 
ance. 

"There, 'v  he  said,  when  he  finished,  "I 
don't  want  to  do  any  of  that  "  He  leaned 
back  and  chuckled,  his  steady  blue  eyes 
growing  small  with  the  smile.  He  wasn't 
wearing  his  pince-nez,  but  it  would  have 
fallen  If  he  were. 

htr.  Baruch's  book.  A  Philosophy  for  Our 
Time,  will  be  published  on  his  birthday. 
It  comprises  the  three  lectures  he  gave  in 
May  at  the  Bernard  M.  Baruch  School  of 
Business  and  Public  Administration,  City 
College.  During  the  Interview,  when  ques- 
tions of  economics  or  philosophy  arose,  he 
laid  his  hand  on  the  volume. 

"It's  all  In  here,"  he  said,  pounding  It 
firmly.  "Here,  let  me  read  It  to  you.  'Gov- 
ernment should  always  remain  a  means  to 
an  end.  When  It  becomes  an  end  in  Itself, 
it  quickly  degenerates  into  a  corruption  of 
power  and  even  tyranny,  as  in  Nazi  Germany 
and  Soviet  Russia.' " 

nXUSTRATTD    BT    STORIES 

In  the  quiet  of  his  mahogany-paneled  of- 
fice on  the  31st  floor  of  597  Madison  Avenue, 
Mr.  Baruch  gave  a  little  of  what  he  had 
learned  in  84  years.  All  of  his  points  were 
Illustrated  with  little  stories  about  big 
names. 

"McCartht?  I  think  he's  done  a  lot  to 
alert  the  American  people  to  the  menace 
of  communism.  If  we  get  to  other  things, 
I  could  be  very  critical." 

"I  don't  go  along  with  what  he  said  about 
George  Marshall."  Mr.  Baruch  said.  "I  think 
General  Marshall  Is  a  fine  man."  He  ad- 
mitted he  also  was  Irritated  by  a  remark 
the  Wisconsin  Senator  made  about  the  City 
College,  Mr.  Baruch's  alma  mater.  During 
one  hearing  when  several  City  College 
alumni  appeared.  Senator  McCartht  re- 
marked. "I  thibk  we  can  have  a  class  re- 
union." 

straightened  out 

"But  we've  got  that  straightened  out." 
Mr.  Baruch  said.  "Anyhow,  I  don't  want  to 
talk  about  McCartht  any  more.  It  Just 
brings  up  a  lot  of  unpleasanthess  and  I  don't 
want  any  unpleasantness  on  my  birthday." 

But  he  had  a  lot  of  other  things  to  say. 

On  teaching:  "Teachers  do  more  for  so- 
ciety and  get  paid  less  than  any  other  per- 
sons except,  perhaps,  those  in  the  nursing 
profession."    He  blamed  this  on  Inflation. 

On  sports:  "I'm  a  Dodger  fan  because  they 
were  the  first  people  to  get  rid  of  prejudice 
by  hiring  a  Negro." 

On  peace  and  the  atomic  bomb:  "You 
can't  outlaw  the  atom  bomb  any  more  than 
they  outlawed  war  with  the  Brland-Kellogg 
Pact.  You've  got  to  have  a  strict  system  of 
control  from  Alpha  to  Omega  and  instant 
punishment  for  violators." 

GREATEST    REGRET 

His  greatest  regret?  He  told  a  story  about 
It  and  how  It  helped  another  man. 

"I  was  talking  to  President  Roosevelt,"  he 
said.  "It  was  during  World  War  II  and 
the  President  was  deeply  concerned  about 
an  American  ship  that  had  been  tori>edoed — 
the  Greer.  The  phone  rang  and  that  was 
kind  of  unusual  when  the  Prerident  was 
talking  with  someon". 

"He  listened  for  a  while  and  then  put  the 
phone  down  and  said:  'Ma's  very  sick.'    The 


President  then  said  he  Intended  to  vtolt  her 
in  a  week  or  10  days." 

ADvzcz  rom  rKtaatBn 

"Then  I  said  to  him,  "Mr.  President,  I'm 
older  than  you:  let  me  teU  you  something. 
I  can  never  cease  to  regret  the  times  when 
I  could  have  been  with  my  mother  when 
I'wasn't.'  He  changed  his  mind  and  left  to 
see  her,  and  do  you  know  he  got  there  Just 
before  she  died." 

The  questioning  turned  to  the  present 
administration:  was  it  doing  a  good  or  bad 
Job? 

"I  could  give  you  a  dozen  columns  on  that 
one,"  Mr.  -Baruch  said,  adding  that  he 
thought  President  Elsenhower  was  a  fine 
man.  decent,  high-minded,  with  the  best 
Instincts.  But  he  refused  to  commit  him- 
self further. 

At  the  end  of  the  interview,  he  said :  "Just 
tell  'em  the  old  fellow  leoks  pretty  good, 
and  eats  good,  too." 

The  same  paper  took  cognizance  of 
the  event  in  an  editorial  on  August  18, 
1954,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Baruch  at  84   ^  v 

Mr  Bernard  Baruch  will  celebrate  his  84th 
birthday  tomorrow  by  watching  over  the  pub- 
lication of  his  new  book,  called  A  Philosophy 
for  Our  Times.  At  the  age  of  84,  with  many 
years  of  achievement  to  look  back  upon,  Mr. 
Caruch  is  as  entitled  as  any  living  man  to 
offer  a  philosophy.  Yet  In  discussing  various 
matters  with  an  Interviewer  the  Other  day. 
he  expressed  humorovis  disdain  for  people 
who  hand  out  dogmatic  advice  to  younger 
generations.  If  he  had  one  all-inclusive 
comment  to  offer,  it  was  the  statement: 
"Government  should  always  remain  a  means 
to  an  end.  When  it  becomes  an  end  in  Itself, 
it  quickly  degenerates  into  a  corruption  of 
power,  and  even  tyranny,  as  in  Nazi  Oemumy 
and  Soviet  Russia." 

It  is  by  practice  as  well  as  by  precept  that 
Mr.  Baruch  has  served  America  weU  for  so 
many  years.  As  the  eldest  of  Its  elder  states-, 
men.  he  has  never  sought  power  or  authority 
for  himself,  but  has  sat  on  the  sidelines, 
giving  sound  advice  whenever  he  was  asked 
for  it.  He  has  turned  the  park  bench  Into 
a  symbol  of  man's  wisdom  and  saneness. 
This  birthday,  like  others  before  It,  will  find 
countless  Americans  wishing  him  as  many 
more  years  as  he  likes  of  selfless  service  and 
personal  contentment. 

The  New  York  Times  editorially  wrote 
on  August  19,  1954,  as  follows: 

Ma.  Baruch's  84  Years 

It  Is  an  achievement  to  reach  the  age  of 
84,  and  when  this  achievement  Is  combined 
with  many  others,  as  is  the  case  wrth  Bernard 
M.  Baruch,  whose  birthday  this  Is,  that  is 
something  to  which  w^e  all  wish  to  pay  trib- 
ute. When  we  note  that  Mr.  Baruch's  father 
served  as  a  surgeon  in  the  Confederate  Army 
preceding  his  long  and  distinguished  career 
in  this  city,  we  realize  how  much  history  • 
mans  life  can  span. 

But  Bernard  M.  Baruch  made  history  In 
his  own  right  as  he  went  along.  Not  satisfied 
with  an  outstanding  success  in  business,  he 
has  devoted  himself  for  many  years  to  the 
public  Interest.  In  the  First  World  War  he 
was  one  of  those  stalwart  souls  who  helped 
sustain  the  economic  side  of  oxir  defense.  In 
the  Second  World  War,  In  spite  of  the  yeais 
that  had  gone  over  his  head,  he  again  made 
a  magnificent  contribution.  He  was  already 
entering  his  late  seventies  when  he  presented 
the  United  States  atomic  energy  plan  to  the 
United*  Nations.  Many  wUl  stUl  remember 
the  eloquence  which  his  voice  then  canied 
over  the  air  waves.  At  84  he  retldns  his 
mental  energy  and  a  goodly  part  of  his  phys- 
ical strength.  We  Join  the  multitudes  of  lUs 
countrymen  in  wishing  him  well. 
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SPECIAL  ORDER  ORANTES} 
ICr.  EBERHARTER  asked  and  was 
given  penninton  to  address  the  House 
for  30.  mtamtes  today,  following  any  spe- 
cial orders  heretofore  entered. 


J.  A.  VANCE  CO. 


Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.    Ur.  Speaker. 

X  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
tbe  e^peakers's  dedc  tbe  blH  (H.  R.  1107) 
for  the  relief  of  the  J.  A.  Vance  Co.,  with 
Soiate  amendments  thereto,  and  con- 
cur in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 


"♦7^1.63"  and 
'in  excen  of  10 


Page  1,  line  6,  strike  out 

Page  2.  line  4.  strike  out  ' 
percent  tbereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


CLARENCE  D.  NEWLAND 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
Z  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  f  rmn 
the  /Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  2032) 
for  the  relief  of  Clarence  D.  Newland, 
with  a  Senate  amendm«it  thereto,  and 
conctu:  In  the  Senate  amendment. 

Tlie  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  3>  line  10.  strike  out  "in  esoess  of  10 
psrosnt  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  frcHn  Illi- 
sois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
In.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


LEOF.  PINDER 


Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
X  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  2876) 
for  the  relief  of  Leo  F.  Pinder,  with  a 
Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur 
In  the  Senate  amendment. 

Tlie  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  7.  strike  out  "in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


DAVID  W.  WALLACE    f 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (fi.  R.  4638) 
for  the  relief  of  David  W.  Wallace,  with  a 


Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Ull. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment 
as  follows: 

Page  1.  lines  9  and  10,  strike  out  "in  excess 
of  10  percent  tliereof ." 


:tlc 


The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


KLYCE  MOTORS,  INC. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  bnme- 
diate  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3840) 
for  the  relief  of  Klyce  Motors,  Inc. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
tbe  Treasury  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
the  Biun  of  S54.996.41,  to  Klyce  Motors.  Inc., 
of  Memphis,  Tenn.,  In  full  settlement  of  all 
claims  against  the  United  States  for  losses 

sustained  nnder  the  War  Assets  Administra- 
tion sales  document  No.  262845  In  conaectlon 
with  the  pxirchase  of  109  trucks,  dat«d  May 
25,  1946:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  shall  te  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  ttae  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
tbe  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
viction thereof  shall  be  lined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read'the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


T.  C.  ELLIOTT 


Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  Imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1687) 
for  the  relief  of  T.  C.  Elliott. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois?  I 

There  was  no  objection.  | 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  Is  authorized  and  dlredted  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasxjry  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  T.  C.  Elliott,  of 
Daytona  Beach,  Pla.,  the  sum  of  $15,000,  In 
full  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  the 
United  States  for  compensation  for  services 
rendered  to  the  United  States  prior  to  1944, 
in  addition  to  his  official  duties  as  a  federal 
employee,  in  preparing  and  furnishiag  rate 
and  transportation  information  for  the  use 
of  Members  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Representatives,  the  Committees  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Conunerce  of  the  Benate 
and  House  of  Representatives,  and  tarlous 
other  officials  and  agencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment, as  a  result  of  which  the  said  T.  C. 
Elliott  helped  to  save  to  the  United  States 


approximately  $15  million:  Provided.  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  deceived  by 
any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  this  cladm,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  Contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shaU  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  b«  fined  in  any  turn 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

Sec.  2.  The  sum  paid  pursuant  to  the  first 
section  of  this  act  shall  be  exempt  from  aU 
Federal  Income  taxes. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  rend  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


T 


BIRMINGHAM  IRON  WORKS,  INC. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  bill  (S. 
2316)  for  the  relief  of  the  Birmingham 
Iron  Works.  Inc. 

The  Clerk  » ead  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Birmingham 
Iron  Works.  Inc..  of  Birmingham.  Ala.,  the 
sum  of  $9,600.  In  full  satisfaction  of  such 
company's  claim  against  the  United  States 
for  reimbursement  for  losses  incurred  in 
1951,  without  fault  on  the  patt  of  such 
company,  when.  In  reliance  on  the  bona  fide 
belief  of  the  president  of  the  company  that 
a  contract  bad  been  entered  into  between 
the  company  and  the  United  States,  the  com- 
pany manufactured  49  forges  Which  the 
United  States  failed  and  refused  to  accept 
inasmuch  as  the  Government  procurement 
agent  had  no  authority  to  bind  the  United 
States :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  shall  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary nothwlthstandlng.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  in  aqy  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


RESERVE  COMPONETrrS  OP  THE 
ARMED  FORCES 

Mr.  JOHNSbN  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6573)  to  provide  for  the  promo- 
tion, precedence,  constructive  credit,  dis- 
tribution, retention,  and  elimination  of 
officers  of  the  Reserve  components  of  the 
Aj  med  Forces  of  the  United  States,  and 
for  other  purposes,  with  Senate  amend- 
ments thereto,  and  concur  in  tiie  Senate 
amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bUl. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  5.  strike  out  "1953"  and  insert 
"1954." 
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Page  108.  line  6,  strike  out  all  after  "effec- 
tive" down  to  and  Including  "later"  In  lliM 
8  and  Insert  "July  1.  1856." 

Page  109.  line  9,  strike  out  "19&3"  and  in- 
sert "1964." 

Page  109.  line  25,  strike  out  "1953"  and  in- 
sert "1954." 

Page  110.  line  24,  strike  out  "ISSS"  and  in- 
sert "1964." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.     JOHNSON    of    California.       Mr. 

Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record.  

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  passage  of  the  bill  H.  R. 
6573.  which  plswjes  into  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  provisions  concerning  the 
promotion  of  Reserve  officers  Is  a  very 
significant  piece  of  legislation. 

To  say  that  this  bill  will  raise  the 
morale  of  Reserve  officers,  will  stimulate 
their  interest  in  the  Reserves  program 
and  emphasize  the  Importance  of  our 
Reserve  system  in  our  national-security 
program,  is  putting  it  mildly. 

The  Reserves  are  merely  the  citizen 
soldiers  trained  in  peacetime  to  be  ready 
for  military  conflict.  The  concept  of  a 
hard  core  of  professional  military  per- 
sormel,  which  in  time  of  conflict  trains 
and  leads  the  citizen  soldier,  so  that  we 
may  be  victorious,  was  originated  by 
Gen.  George  Washington,  the  beloved 
first  President  of  the  United  States. 
This  concept  has  been  with  us  from  the 
beginning  to  the  present  moment.  It  is 
now  more  important  than  ever,  in  the 
small  and  explosive  world  in  which  we 
live,  that  the  Reserves,  who  have  played 
such  a  tremendous  part  in  the  wirming 
of  our  wars  in  the  past,  be  ready  to  assist 
in  the  winning  of  any  future  conflict  in 
which  we  may  engfige.  Everyone  knows 
that  we  will  not  have  the  time,  which  we 
formerly  had,  to  get  ready.  We  must  be 
ready  when  the  conflict  starts.  When 
I  say  we,  I  mean  the  entire  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States,  and  the  great  bulk 
of  it  in  time  of  conflict  are  the  citizen 
soldiers,  both  in  the  oflQcer  and  the  en- 
listed ranks.  They  are  the  ones  who  are 
so  instrumental  in  liquidating  the  enemy 
and  winning  the  v.'ars.  Now  they  must 
be  better  trained  than  ever  to  perform 
this  traditional  role. 

By  placing  the  pattern  of  reserve  pro- 
motions into  statutory  form,  we  believe 
that,  at  long  last,  the  Reserve  officers  of 
the  United  States  will  become  and  be 
recognized  by  the  regulars  to  be  an  in- 
tegral part  of  the  fighting  team,  which 
will  protect  the  United  States.  With 
that  recognition,  they  are  bound  to  take 
their  task  more  seriously  and  do  better 
work  in  carrying  out  the  mission  of  the 
Reserve  components.  Most  of  the  offi- 
cers concerned  are  junior  officers  and 
they  are  the  ones  who  in  all  our  wars 
have  played  a  most  conspicuous  role  in 
leading  their  men  in  conflict. 


I  have  assumed  that  this  bin  win  be 
signed  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  I  feel  certain  that  the  assump- 
tion l8  a  correct  one,  but  we  have  heard 
nmaors  that  there  are  some  people  who 
cannot  reconcile  themselves  to  the  Re- 
serve promotion  bill  which  we  have  just 
passed.  We  believe  it  will  be  a  distinct 
adjunct  to  some  of  the  ideas  that  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  and  his  associates 
have  in  formulating  a  new  program  for 
training  the  Reserves.  This  bill,  we  be- 
lieve. Will  put  our  defenses  and  our  pre- 
paredness in  a  better  condition  than 
at  any  other  time  in  our  history.  This 
assumes  that  there  will  be  a  genuine  and 
serious  effort  to  implement  this  law  and 
make  it  work  as  it  is  intended  to  work. 
To  have  played  a  small  part  in  the  devel- 
opment and  passage  of  this  important 
piece  of  legislation  has  been  a  tremen- 
dous personal  privilege  to  me. 

The  successful  culmination  of  our  ef- 
forts in  getting  this  legislation  enacted 
is  due  in  large  part  to  that  wonderful 
group  of  Reserve  officers,  in  all  the 
branches  of  the  service,  who  produced 
the  testimony  which  convinced  the  com- 
mittees of  the  House  and  the  Senate  of 
the  necessity  for  and  the  fairness  of  the 
present  legislation.  These  men  had 
nothing  personal  to  gain.  Most  of  them 
were  veterans  who  had  fought  in  vari- 
ous wars  of  the  Republic,  and  who  from 

their  personal  experience,  knew  that  it 
was  necessary,  in  the  world  of  today,  to 
have  a  strong  group  of  Reserve  officers 
and  to  provide  an  incentive  for  them  to 
do  good  work  and  have  an  opportunity 
to  be  promoted.  This  is  what  we  antici- 
pate will  be  the  result  of  this  legisla- 
tion— A  strong  and  well  trained  Regular 
force,  plus  a  strong,  well  trained  and 
ready  Reserve  force.  This,  we  believe, 
will  act  as  a  deterrent  to  potential  ag- 
gressors and  help  prevent  the  ghastly 
atomic  war  which  could  befall  the  earth, 
but  which  everyone  hopes  and  prays 
may  never  come. 


M.  R.  PRESTRIDGE  LUMBER  CO. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  for  the  immediate  consid- 
eration of  the  biU  (S.  3601)  to  provide 
that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  au- 
thorized to  extend  until  not  later  than 
October  18,  1962,  certain  timber  rights 
and  necessary  ingress  and  egress,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Kan- 
sas? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  does  this  bill  deal 
with  grazing  on  public  lands? 

Mr.  HOPE.  This  biU  does  not  refer 
to  grazing. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  with- 
draw my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Kan- 
sas [Mr.  Hope]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  biU,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  tlie 
Secretary,  is  hereby  authorized  to  extend 
tuitll  not  later  than  October  18.  1962.  those 


certain  timber  rlghta  and  neceaary  ln«T«n. 
egress,  or  occupancy  In  connection  therewith, 
of  the  M.  R.  Prestrldge  Lumber  Co.,  and  its 
successors  in  Interest,  on  the  foUowing-de- 
Bcrlbed  lands: 

Township  17  south,  range  12  east.  Mew 
Mexico  principal  meridian: 

Section  22,  south  half;  section  23,  south 
half;  section  24,  northeast  quarter  northeast 
quarter,  southwest  quarter  northeast  quar- 
ter, south  half  northwest  quarter,  southwest 
quarter,  south  half  southeast  quarter;  sec- 
tion 25,  northeast  quarter  northeast  quarter, 
south  half  northeast  quarter,  northwest 
quarter,  south  half;  section  26,  northwest 
quarter,  northeast  quarter  southeast  quarter. 
south  half  south  half;  section  27,  north  half. 
northwest  quarter  southeast  quarter,  south 
half  southeast  quarter,  southwest  quarter; 
section  28.  all;  section  S3,  all;  section  34. 
north  half;  section  35,  all. 

Township  18  south,  range  12  east.  New 
Mexico  principal  meridian : 

Section  3.  west  half;  section  4,  aU;  section 
9,  all. 

All  lying  within  the  Lincoln  National 
Forest,  Otero  County,  N.  Mex.;  such  timber 
rights  being  those  as  were  excepted  as  out- 
standing In  the  Southwest  Lumber  Co.,  pred- 
ecessors In  interest  to  the  M.  R.  Prestrldge 
Lumber  Co.,  and  expiring  October  18,  1967. 
by  that  certain  warranty  deed,  dated  August 
31,  1940,  from  Lee  H.  Orndorff.  Alfce  V.  Orn- 
dorff.  M.  H.  Barrough,  and  Lula  N.  Barrough, 
to  the  United  States  of  America,  of  record  in 
eald  county  on  October  7.  1040,  In  book  117* 
of  deeds  at  pages  617-8-9;  which  rights,  by 
reference,  were  described  and  reserved  In  that 
certain  deed  of  conveyance  to  tbe  land  in- 
volved from  the  Alamogordo  Lumber  Co., 
predecessors  in  Interest  to  the  Southwest 
Lumber  Co.,  dated  October  18,  1917,  and  re- 
corded in  book  53,  pages  257,  262,  deed  reo- 
ords  of  Otero  County,  N.  Mex.:  Provided, 
That  said  M.  R.  Prestrldge  Lumber  Co.  and  its 
successors  in  Interest  shall  leave  uncut 
henceforth  from  the  date  of  this  act,  all  trees 
whose  diameter  at  a  point  4Vi  feet  above 
ground  equals  16  inches  or  less:  Provided 
further,  That  the  said  M.  R.  Prestrldge  Lum- 
ber Co.  and  Its  successors  In  Interest  shall 
after  date  of  this  act  comply  with  reasonable 
logging  and  occupancy  restrictions  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  to  prevent  unnecessary  dam- 
age to  public  resources  and  interests  Includ- 
ing uncut  timber  and  young  growth,  forage, 
soli,  water,  improvements,  and  public  health 
and  to  Insure  reasonable  fire  protection.  The 
said  company  shall,  after  date  of  this  act. 
conform  to  road  construction  and  mainte- 
nance standards  acceptable  to  the  Secretary. 
but  not  higher  than  required  of  other  pur- 
chasers of  national  forest  timber  on  the  Lin- 
coln National  Forest  and  shall  contribute 
a  fair  share  toward  the  maintenance  of  the 
national  forest  roads  used  for  log  and  lum- 
ber hauling  by  them. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


AMENDING  IMMIGRATION  AND 
NATIONALITY  ACT 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  7130)  to 
amend  the  Immigration  and  NationaUty 
Act  to  provide  for  the  loss  .of  nationality 
of  persons  convicted  of  certain  crimes. 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the.  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  2,  strike  out  "or-section"  and 
injiart  "of  title  18.  United  SUtas  Code,  or 
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wUlfnUy  pcxformlng  any  act  In  violation  of 
■action." 

liir.  EBEBHARTEEL  Mr.  Speaker, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  would  the 
^tte^wyi^ffhwi  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary,  the  gentleman  from 
Pcnfteylvania  [Mr.  Obaham]  exi^ain  this 
taiU? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  The  bill  H.  R.  7130  is 
a  bin  mxM^nriing  the  Immigration  and 
nationality  Act  providing  the  loss  of  na- 
tionality for  persons  convicted  of  cer- 
tain crimes.  The  only  change  made  in 
the  oUier  body  is  the  insertion  of  the 
words  on  the  second  page  as  follows: 
"wlllXully  violate."  The  purpose  of  the 
bill  is  this:  Under  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, loss  of  nationality  would  occur 
(mly  in  case  of  those  violations  under 
secUon  2385  of  tiUe  18.  United  States 
Code,  involving  the  performance  of  a 
willful  act.  Section  2385  of  title  18  of 
the  United  States  Code  is  the  well-known 
Smith  Act.  

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
thank  the  gentleman  and  I  withdraw 
my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Graham]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


MISSOURI  RIVER  BASIN  COMPACT 


\h 


Mr.  BERRY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2821) 
granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
states  of  Colorado.  Iowa,  Kansas,  Min- 
nesota. Missouri,  Montana.  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota.  South  Dakota,  and  Wy- 
oming to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a 
compact  for  the  attainment  of  the  con- 
servation and  development  of  the  water 
resoiuxes  of  the  Ihfissouri  Basin,  and  for 
other  pturposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bilL 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  Mr.  Speaker, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  is  this  an 
authorization  measure? 

Mr.  BERRY.    No,  this  is  not. 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  Is  there  any 
mon^  involved? 

Mr.  BERRY.    No. 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  IMd  the  com- 
mittee report  this  bill  out  favorably? 

Mr.  BERRY.  The  House  committee 
did  not.  It  passed  the  Senate— the 
House  committee  did  not. 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  The  House 
committee  did  not  pass  it?  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  withdraw  my  reservation  of  objection. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  this  bill  did  pass 
the  Senate.  However,  the  bill  was  con- 
sidered by  the  House  Committee  on  In- 
terior and  Insular  Affairs  and  by  the 
action  of  that  committee,  it  was  decided 
to  postpone  action  until  a  further  date. 
In  view  of  that  action  which  has  been 
taken  by  our  committee.  I  reluctantly 
find  it  necessary  to  object. 

The  SPEAKER.    Objection  is  heard. 

Mr.  BERRY.  Mr.  Eftieaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marics  at  this  point. 


Tlie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
South  Dakota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BERRY.  Mr.  Speaker,  under 
leave  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rec- 
OKD.  I  hope  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania will  withhold  his  opposition  to 
S.  2821  and  permit  the  passage  of  this 
authorization  legislation  at  this  time. 

It  is  true  that  the  original  bill  as  of- 
fered by  the  chairman  of  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Reclamation  was  tabled  by  the 
committee  and  that  the  bill  now  before 
us  has  not  been  considered  by  either  the 
subcommittee  or  the  full  committee  but 
it  has  been  carefully  considered  by  the 
committee  in  the  Senate  and  by  that  body 
itself.  The  bill  before  us  has  ntne  of 
the  objectional  features  that  H.  R  6894 
contains. 

It  is  well  known  that  under  out  Con- 
stitution States  may  not  enter  into  a 
<»mpact  such  as  this  without  the  consent 
of  the  Congress.  The  present  biD  does 
very  little  except  grant  consent  to  the 
States  to  enter  into  this  compact.  It  is 
one  of  the  most  important  pieces  of  legis- 
lation so  far  as  the  Missouri  River  States 
are  concerned  that  has  come  before  Con- 
gress at  this  session.  It  is  vitally  needed. 
This  bill  wo\ild  permit  their  forming  a 
compact  which  would  be  mutually  agree- 
able to  the  legislatures  of  the  States 
themselves.  It  would  then  come  back  to 
Congress  for  ratification,  and  C<«igress 
does  have  the  complete  veto  power  over 
any  compact  that  is  entered  into  by  the 
States  involved. 

While  I  agree  that  our  committee  has 
not  had  an  opportunity  to  study  this  bill 
and  to  act  on  it  in  committee,  I  am  sure 
that  each  member  will  agree  that  there 
is  nothing  contained  in  this  bill  which 
would  in  any  way  be  objectionable  and 
that  by  passing  it  at  this  time  we  would 
simply  be  putting  authorizing  legislation 
on  the  books  in  order  that  the  States 
might  be  able  to  go  from  there. 


COMMUNIST  CONTROL  ACT  OF  1354— 
CONFERENCE  REPORT 
Mr.  GRAHAM  submitted  the  ftDllow- 
Ing  conference  report  and  statement  on 
the  bill  (S.  37C6)  to  outlaw  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  to  prohibit  members  of  Com- 
munist organizations  from  serving  in 
certain  representative  capacities,  and  for 
other  purposes: 

CoNraizNcz  Report  (H.  Rept.  No.  2373) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disa- 
greeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  3706) 
entitled  "An  Act  to  outlaw  the  Ctommunlst 
Party,  to  prohibit  members  of  Communist 
organizations  from  serving  In  certain  repre- 
sentative capacities,  and  for  other  purposes", 
having  met.^  after  full  and  free  conference, 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  tecom- 
mend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Hotise  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  tile  Senate  amendments  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  tlie  following  amendments : 

On  page  2,  in  section  4,  strike  out  the 
following:  "upon  conviction,  be  punished 
as  provided  by  section  15  of  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act  of  1950  (50  U.  8.  C. 
794) ."  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  follow- 
ing; "be  subject  to  all  the  provisions  and 


penalities  of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of 
1050,  as  amended,  as  a  member  r(  a  'Com- 
munist-action' organization." 

On  page  3,  in  line  3  of  section  5,  after 
the  comma,  following  the  word  "Act"  and 
before  the  word  "the".  Insert  the  following: 
"or  knowledge  of  the  purpose  ct  objective 
of  such  Party  or  organization,". 

That  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Louis  E.  Okaium, 
Emantjix  ObixCT, 
Dewttt  8.  HTua. 
Chauncit  W.  Exkd, 
Feancis  E.  Wkltcx, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Wn.I.IAM    LAIfGIX, 

Arthtjr  V.  Watkins, 
John    Mabshall    BiyrLEH, 
Pat  McCabsan, 
H.  M.  Kn.GOKE, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  tlie  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (S.  3706)  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party,  to  prohibit  members  of 
Communist  organizations  from  serving  in 
certain  representative  capacities,  and  for 
other  purposes,  submit  the  following  state- 
ment In  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  ac- 
tion agreed  upnan  by  the  conferees  and  rec- 
ommended in  the  accompanying  conference 
report : 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
concurred  in  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
with  an  amendment  making  members  of  the 
Communist  Party  or  any  other  organiza- 
tion having  for  one  of  Its  purpxiees  or  objec- 
tives the  establishment,  contrott,  conduct, 
seizure,  or  overthrow  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  or  the  government  of  any 
State  or  political  subdivision  thereof,  by  the 
use  of  force  or  violence,  with  knowledge  of 
the  purpose  or  objective  of  sucli  organiza- 
tion, subject  to  all  the  provisions  and  pen- 
alties of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended,  as  they  apply  to  n\ember8  of  a 
Communist-action  organization. 

Louis     E.      GSAHAM. 

Emanuel  Celueb, 
Dewiit  S.  Htoe. 
Chauncet  W.  Reed, 
Francis  E.  Walter. 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  S.  3706, 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
statement  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 
The  Clerk  read  the  statement  as  above 
set  out. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  conference  report. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that 
I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were— yeas  265,  nays  2.  not  voting  164, 
as  follows: 

I  Roll  No.  147] 
YKAS— 265 


Abbitt 
Abemethy 
Addonlalo 
Albert 
Alexander 
Allen.  Calif. 
Allen,  nL 
Andresen, 
August  H. 


Andrews 

Ashmore 

Asplnall 

Auchlndoss 

BaUey 

Barrett 

Bates 

BatUe 

Becker 


Bennett.  Pla. 
Berry 
Bet«i 
Boggs 

Boland 
Bolton, 

FeanceaP. 
Bolton, 

Oliver  P. 
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Bow 

Boykin 

Bramblett 

Bray 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Brown,  Ga. 

Brown.  Ohio 

Brownson 

Buchanan 

Budge 

Burleson 

Bush 

Byrd 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

CampbeU 

Cannon. 

Carlyle 

Carnahan 

CeUer 

Chenoweth 

Chudofl 

Clardy 

Cole.  Mo. 

Cooley 

Coon 

Cooper 

Corbett 

CreteUa 

Grosser 

CMnnlngham 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Davis.  Wis. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Deane 

Delaney 

Derounlan 

Dcvereux 

Dies 

Dingell 

Dodd 

Dollinger 

Dondero 

Dnnohue 

Donovan 

Dorn.  N.  Y. 

Dowdy 

Durham 

Eborharter 

Edmondson 

EUlott 

Evms 

Fallon 

Felghan 

FenLon 

Fernandez 

Fisher 

Pogarty 

Porand 

Ford 

Forrester 

Fountain 

Frazler 

Fr  e  y  1  Ingh  uyse 

Prledel 

Fulton 

Garmata 

Gary 

Gatblngs 

Gavin 

Gentry 

George 

Goodwin 

Graham 

Granahan 

Grant 

Green 

Gross 

Hagen,  Calif. 

Hagen.  Minn. 

Hale 


Halleck 

Harden 

Hardy 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

Harrison,  Va. 

Hart 

Hays,  Ark. 

Hays.  Ohio 

Herlong 

Heseiton 

HlUlngs 

Hoffman,  Mich. 

Holmes 

Hope 

Hyde 

Ikard 

James 

Jarrr.an 

Javlts 

Jenkins 

Jensen 

Johnson,  Cfclif . 

Johnson,  Wis. 

Jonas,  ni. 

Jonas,  N.  C. 

Jones,  Ala. 

Jones,  Mo. 

Jones.  N.  C. 

Judd 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Kean 

Kearns 

Keating 

Kee 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Kllday 

King.  Calif. 

Klrwan 

Klnczyuski. 

Laird 

Lane 

Lanham 

liong 

McCarthy 

McConneU 

McInUre 

McMUlan 

McVey 

Mack.  Wash. 

Magnuson 

Mahon 

litollllard 

Marshall 

Matthews 

Merrill 

Merrow 

Miller,  Calif. 

Miller,  Kans. 

Miller,  Md. 

MUls 

Mollohan 

Morano 
a  Mutnma 

Murray 

Navsher 

Ne&l 

Niciiolson 

Norrell 

Oakman 

O'Brien .  N.  T. 

O'Hara,  Hi. 

Oliara,  BAlnn. 

O'Konski 

O'Neill 

Osmers 

Ostcrtas 

Pajsman 

Patman 

Perkins 

Pf.38t 


Philbin 

PhiUlpa 

PlUlon 

Poaee 

Poff 

Polk 

Price 

Priest 

Prouty 

Had  wan 

R*y 

Raybum 

Reams 

Reece.Tenn. 

Reed,  111. 

Reed.  N.  T. 

R«es,  Kans. 

Rhodes.  Ariz. 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Roberts 

Robeson,  Va. 

Rodlno 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Rogers.  Fla. 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Rooney 

Baylor 

Schenck 

Bcberer 

Seely-Brown 

Belden 

Sheppard 

Shuford 

Siemlnskl 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Bmall 

Smith.  Miss. 

Smith,  Va. 

Smith,  Wis. 

9pence 

Springer 

Staggers 

Staufler 

Steed 

Sullivan 

Sutton 

Taber 

Talle 

Teague 

Thomas 

Thompson. 
Mich. 

Thompson.  Tex. 

Thorn  berry 

ToUefson 

Trimble 

Tuck 

Van  Zandt 

Velde 

Vorys 

Walter 

W  ampler 

Warburton 

Watts 

Wharton 

Whltten 

Wickerabam 

Wiggleaworth 

WlUlams,  Miss. 

Willis 

Wilson.  Calif. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Winstead 

Wlthrow 

Woloott 

Wolverton 

Toung 

Younger 
Zablockl 


Owegory 

Oubeer 

Owlnn 

Haley 

Hand 

Harris 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Harvey 

Hubert 


Hlestand 

Hill 

HUlelson 

Hlnsbaw 

Hoeven 

Hoffman,  CL 

HoUAeld 

Holt 

HoltEman 

Horan 

Hosmer 

Howell 

Hruska 

Hunter 

Jackson 

Kearney 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Keogh 

Kllbum 

King.  Pa. 

Klein 

Knox 

Krueger 

Landrum 

Lantafl 

Latham 


I<eObmpt« 

Leslnskl 

Xilpscomb 

Vam 

Lucas 

Lyle 

McCormack 

Mcculloch 

McDonough 

MoGregor 

Machrowlcz 

Mack.  ni. 

Madden 

Martin,  Iowa 

Mason 

Meader 

Metcalf 

Miller.  Nebr. 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Morgan 

Morrison 

Moss 

Moulder 

Nelson 

Norblad 

O'Brien,  ni. 

O'Brien,  Mich. 

Patten 

Patterson 

Pelly 

Pllcher 

Powell 

Preston 

Rabaut 

Rains 

Regan 


Rlehlmaa 
BUey 
Rivers 
Bobsloa,  :^. 
Roosevelt 

8t.  George 

Soott 

Scrlvner 

Seudder 

Secrest 

Sbeehan 

Shelley 

Short 

Bikes 

Simpson,  ni. 

Smith.  Kans. 

StrlngfeUow 

Taylor 

Thompson,  La. 

Utt 

Van  Pelt 

Vinson 

Vursell 

Wain  Wright 

Welchel 

Westland 

Wheeler 

WldnaU 

Wler 

WUUams,  N.  J. 

Williams.  NY. 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Yates 

Yorty 
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Adair 

Bosch 

Andersen, 

Bowler 

H.  Cart 

Brooks,  La. 

Angell 

Broyhia 

A  rends 

Buckley 

Ayres 

Busbey 

Baker 

Cunfleld 

Harden 

OUTigg 

Beamer 

Oiderberg 

Belcher 

Bender 

CheU 

Bennett,  lil^. 

Chlperfleld 

Bentley 

Church 

Bentsen 

Clevenger 

Bishop 

Cole,  N.  T. 

Blatnlk 

Oolmer 

Boiling 

Condon 

Bonln 

Cotton 

Bonner 

Coudert 
^o 

Cnimpacker 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Dague 

DaTlB,aa. 

Davis.  Tenn. 

Dawson,  m. 

Dempsey 

D'Kwart 

Dolllver 

Dorn,  S.  O. 

Doyle 

Ellsvortb 

Kngls 

Fine 

Fine 

Oambls 

Oolden 

Gordon 


So  the  conference  reprart  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs  : 

Mr.  Canfield  with  Mr.  McCormack. 

Mr.  Arends  with  Mr.  Fine. 

Mr.  Hand  with  Mr.  Colmer. 

Mr.  Jackson  with  Mr.  Dorn  of  South  Caro- 
lina. 

Mr.  McGregor  with  Mr.  Harden. 

Mr.  Bishop  with  Mr.  Hubert. 

Mr.  LeCompte  with  Mr.  O'Brien  of  nilnols. 

Mr.  Horan  with  Mr.  Bonner. 

Bir.  Busbey  with  Mr.  Morrison. 

Mr.  Simpson  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Preston. 

Mr.  WldnaU  with  Mr.  Haley. 

Mr.  Patterson  with  Mr.  Landrum. 

Mr.  Miller  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Keogh. 

Bfr.  Curtis  of  Missouri  with  Mr.  Holtzman. 

Mr.  Harrison  of  Wyoming  with  Mr.  Bent- 
sen. 

Mr.  D'Kwart  with  Mrs.  Kelly  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska  with  Mr.  Brooks  of 
Louisiana. 

Mr.  Rlehlman  with  Mr.  Chelf. 

Mr.  Hlestand  with  Mr.  Davis  of  Georgia. 

Mr.  Hosmer  with  Mr.  Buckley. 

Mr.  Utt  with  Mr.  Chatham. 

Mr.  Hunter  with  Mr.  Rivers. 

Mr.  Adair  with  Mr.  Thompson  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Beamer  with  Mr.  Rabaut. 

Mr.  Van  Pelt  with  Mr.  Vinson. 

Mr.  Weetland  with  Mr.  Yatea. 

Mr.  Pelly  with  Mr.  Rains. 

Mr.     WlUlams     of     New     York     with     Mr. 
V^heeler. 

Mr.  Carrtgg  with  Mr.  Yorty. 

Mr.  Dague  with  Mr.  Boiling. 

Mr.  Fino  with   Mr.   Wler. 

Mr.  Vursell  with  Mr.  Bowler. 

Mr.  Holt  with  Mr.  PUcher. 

Mr.  Taylor  with  Mr.  WUUams  of  New  Jer- 
sey. 

Mr.  Broyhlll  with  Mr.  Slkes. 

Mr.  Cole  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Roosevelt. 

Mr.  Kearney  with  Mr.  Oordon. 

Mr.  Short  with  Mr.  Engle. 

Mr.  Sheehan  with  Mr.  Doyl*. 

Mr.  Soott  with  Mr.  Madden. 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Dempwy. 

Mr.  Hoeven  with  Mr.  Condoa. 

Mr.  Bender  with  Mr.  Lantaff. 

Mr.  BenUey  wltlx  Mr.  Klein. 

Mr.  Bonin  with  Mr.  WUson  of  Tezai. 

Mr.  Bosch  with  Mr.  Richards. 

Mrs.  Church  with  Mr.  Patteo. 

Mr.  Coudert  with  Mr.  O'Brien  of  Mlfthig>Ti. 

Mr.  Ellsworth  with  Mr.  Metcalf. 

Mr.  Oubser  with  Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee. 


Mr.  McCuDoefa  wltb  Mr.  Oreeory. 
Mr.  KHbam  with  Mr.  ShsUey.' 
Mr.  Melaoa  with  Mr.  LeslnskL 
Mr.  Norblad  with  Mr.  Machrowlcc 
Mr.  Sadlak  with  Mr.  RUey. 
Mrs.  St.  Georige  with  Mr.  Morgan. 
Mr.  Harvey  with  Mr.  Lucas. 

Hllleson  with  Mr.  Howell. 

Ayres  with  Mr.  Mack  of  lUlnois. 
Mr.  Baker  with  Mr.  Hatrts. 
Mr.  Cotton  with  Mr.  Dawson  of  niinois. 
Mr.  Smith  of  Kansas  with  Mr.  Lyle. 
Mr.  Hruska  with  Mr.  Moulder. 
Mr.  Clevenger  wltb  Mr.  HoIUeld. 
Mr.  Lipscomb  with  Mr.  Blatnlk. 

Crumpacker  with  Mr.  Secrest. 

Scrlvner  with  Mr.  PowelL 

Hess  with  Mr.  Hwgnn. 


Mr 
Mr 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  • 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  place  in  the  Rkcord  at 
this  point  a  statement  with  reference  to 
the  efifect  of  the  conference  agreement 
on  the  bill  just  passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection. 
It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  confer- 
ence report  strengthens  the  bill  we  «>- 
proved  on  Tuesday  in  1  feature,  namely. 
it  provides  that  proof  of  any  1  of  the 
14  factual -situations  enumerated  in  the 
bill  shall  constitute  proof  of  knowledge 
of  the  objectives  of  the  Communist 
Party.  The  conference  report  provides 
further  that  conviction  under  this  bill 
will  subject  the  defendant  to  the  pro- 
visions and  penalties  of  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act.  One  of  those  penalties  Is  a 
fine  of  $10,000  and  imprisonment  up  to 
5  years.  The  fact  that  ttie  Internal  Se- 
curity Act  is  thus  brought  into  this  bin 
by  reference  does  not  mean  that  this 
bill  is  dependent  ui)on  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Act.  It  strengthens  the  Internal 
Security  Act,  but  it  is  self-supporting  in 
itself.  The  legislative  intent  of  this 
House  is  that  membership  in  the  Com- 
munist Party  constitutes  a  crime  in  it- 
self, and  can  be  punished  as  such.  The 
reference  to  the  Internal  jSeclirity  Act 
indicates  the  nature  of  the  penalty  alone. 
It  will  not  be  necessary  under  this  bill 
for  the  Government  first  to  take  the  ac- 
cused into  the  machinery  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act.  If  he  is  accused  of  mem- 
bership in  the  Communist  Party,  he  will 
be  indicted  under  ttiis  bill,  tried  under 
this  bin,  and.  If  convicted,  sentenced  ac- 
cording to  the  penalties  In  the  Internal 
Security  Act. 

This  blU,  therefore,  sis  it  is  now  before 
us,  provides: 

First.  That  the  Communist  Party  is 
outlawed. 

Second.  Tliat  every  member  of  the 
Communist  Party  becomes,  by  reason  of 
membership  alone,  guilty  of  a  crime. 

Third.  In  establishing  whether  mem- 
bership exists,  the  Court  and  Jury  wlU 
consider  any  or  all  of  14  different  factual 
situations  enumerated  In  the  bill.  If  evi- 
dence is  submitted  to  show  any  or  an 
of  those  situations. 

Fourth.  Proof  of  any  one  of  these  fac- 
tual situations  establistaes  t^t  the  de- 
fendant knows  of  the  eoD^ptrifiUxial  pur- 
poses of  the  Communist  Party. 
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Fifth.  Ukxm  eonTletkn  under  thlB  bQl« 
the  defendant  Is  subject  to  the  penalties 
indicated  in  the  Internal  Security  Act, 
one  of  which  Is  5  years'  Imprisonment 
and  $10,000  fine. 

This  hill  does  outlaw  the  Ccmununlst 
Purfey  and  it  does  punish  the  Communist 
member* 


USAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

liffr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  correct  the  Rsc- 
OKO  of  yesterday.  I  was  requested  to  ask 
leave  of  absence  for  one  of  our  colleagues 
and  the  name  handed  to  me  was  that 
of  the  gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Mack].  It  should  have  been  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Kkasnxt]. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Dakota? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  SCHERER.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  col- 
league, the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Hiss],  who  Is  absent  from  the  House 
today  on  business  of  his  committee,  has 
advised  me  that  had  he  been  able  to 
be  present  he  would  have  vigorously  sup- 
ported the  legislation  before  the  House 
to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party  and  to 
more  effectively  deal  with  the  Commu- 
nist menace  in  this  coimtry. 

I  personally  know  of  Mr.  Hess'  con- 
stant efforts  throughout  the  years  to 
eliminate  the  Influence  of  the  Commu- 
nist conspiracy  from  all  institutions  of 
American  life  and  how  much  he  regrets 
this  his  other  duties  prevent  him  from 
being  here  today. 


PARLIAMENTARY  INQUIRY 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
a  parliamentary  inquiry.  I  understand 
I  was  not  recorded  on  the  last  roUcall. 
I  was  present  and  answered  to  my  name. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  in- 
formed that  the  gentleman  is  recorded 
as  voting  on  the  last  rollcall. 


M 


THE  PASSING  OP  ALCIDE 
DE  GASPERI 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  great 
loss  has  been  suffered  by  Italy  today  with 
the  passing  of  her  leader,  soldier-states- 
man, and  fighter  for  freedom,  the  former. 
Premier  Alclde  de  Gasperi.  And  a  sense 
of  sadness  is  felt  by.all  men  who  believe 
in  the  idea  of  freedom  and  by  people  of 
the  free  world  over  the  loss  of  this 
staunch  ally  and  friend. 

De  Gasperi  has  gone  from  this  way 
now  and  forever,  but  the  noble  ideals 
which  he  so  cherished,  served  and  fought 
for,  have  been  so  Instilled  in  the  minds 
and  hearts  of  his  friends  and  of  the 
people  of  Italy  that  democracy  cannot 


die  despite  the  numerous  onslaughts  up- 
on It. 

With  a  vivid  vision,  he  foresaw  early 
the  desperate  need  for  a  union  of  Europe 
to  withstand  the  tide  and  rush  of  Com- 
munistic tyranny,  and  he  never  relented 
in  his  support  of  it  and  impressed  the 
urgency  of  a  imited  Europe  upon  the 
people  of  Italy. 

Guiding  Italy's  destiny  out  of  the  dark 
dismal  days  of  chaos  which  came  in  the 
wake  of  World  War  n,  he  steered  a  firm 
and  direct  course  based  on  democratic 
ideals.  He  emboldened  and  inspired  the 
Italian  people  to  great  effort  and  recov- 
ery. He  yielded  to  no  man  in  his  grati- 
tude for  the  unselfish  and  friendly  atti- 
tude of  the  United  States  and  Americans 
toward  Italy  and  through  him  the 
Italian  people  demonstrated  their  appre- 
ciation and  affection. 

De  Gasperi  has  gone  at  a  time  of  great 
challenge  and  crisis  in  Italy's  history  and 
he  will  be  sorely  missed,  but  the  work 
which  he  started  will  carry  forward.  He 
was  a  man  of  great  heart,  noble  purpose, 
and  firm  faith  in  God.  And,  in  all  this 
greatness,  there  was  ever  evident  his 
humility  and  simplicity.  I  am  person- 
ally saddened  by  his  death  for  I  admired 
his  dedicated  efforts  for  his  fellow  man. 
To  his  family  and  to  the  Italian  Govern- 
ment, I  express  my  profound  sympathy. 

FOREIGN-PRODUCED  TROUT 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take 
from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (S. 
2033)  relating  to  the  labeling  of  pack- 
ages containing  foreign-produced  trout 
sold  in  the  United  States,  and  requiring 
certain  information  to  appear  on  the 
menus  of  public  eating  places  serving 
such  trout,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

On  page  1.  line  8,  strike  out  "408"  and 
insert  "409." 

On  page  2,  line  6,  strike  out  "408"  and 
Insert  "409." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  may  we  have  an 
explanation  of  what  the  Senate  amend- 
ments do? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  The  Sen- 
ate amendments  merely  change  the  ref- 
erence to  the  section  in  the  biU  and 
change  section  408  to  section  409,  which 
was  passed,  I  believe,  after  the  bill  had 
been  mtroduced  in  the  other  body. 

Mr.  CELLER.  The  Senate  amend- 
ment does  not  add  any  other  type  of 
fish? 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Minnesota.  Nothing 
whatsoever. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota? 

There  was  no  objection.  | 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


ESTABLISHING  FTNALITY  OF  CON- 
TRACTS BETWEEN  THE  OOVERN- 
•  MENT  AND  COMMON  CARRIERS  OF 
PASSENGERS  AND  FREIGHT 
Mr.     O'HARA     of     Minnesota.    Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill 
(S.  906)  to  establish  the  finality  of  con- 
tracts   between    the    Government    and 
common    carriers    of    passengers    and 
freight  subject  to  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  cbjection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  spctlon  22  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  (49  U.  S.  C,  sec. 
22)  Is  amended  (1)  by  inserting  after  the 
section  designation  the  letter  "(a)",  and 
(2)  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing: 

"(b)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law,  any  rates,  fares,  and  charges,  and 
rules,  regulations,  and  practices  with  respect 
to  the  transportation  of  persons  Or  property 
for  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  by  any 
common  carrier  subject  to  part  I,  II,  III,  or 
IV  of  this  act,  offered,  negotiated,  or  estab- 
lished under  the  provisions  hereof  by  quota- 
tion or  contract  when  accepted  or  agreed  to 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  tho  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  or  the  Administrator  of  the 
General  Services  Administration,  or  by  any 
official  or  employee  of  the  United  States  to 
whom  either  of  them  may  delegate  such  au- 
thority, shall  be  conclusively  presumed  to  be 
Just,  reasonable,  and  otherwise  lawful,  and 
shall  not  be  subject  to  attack,  or  repara- 
tion, after  180  days  or  2  years  in  the  case 
of  contracts  entered  Into  during  a  national 
emergency  declared  by  Congress,  after  the 
date  of  such  acceptance  or  agreement  upon 
any  grounds  whatsoever  except  for  actual 
fraud  or  deceit,  or  clerical  mistake.  Such 
rates,  fares,  or  charges,  and  rules,  regula- 
tions, or  practices,  may  be  canc^ed  or  ter- 
minated upon  not  less  than  90  days'  writ- 
ten notice  by  the  United  States  or  by  any 
of  the  other  parties  thereto. 

"(c)  Any  such  rates,  fares,  or  charges. 
rules,  regulations,  or  practices  so  made  and 
accepted  under  the  provisions  hereof  shall 
not  be  considered  to  have  any  bearing  upon, 
or  otherwise  affect,  the  Justness,  reasonable- 
ness, or  lawfulness  of  any  rates,  fares,  or 
charges,  or  of  any  rules,  regulations,  or  prac- 
tices with  respect  to  transportation  services 
theretofore  performed  for,  or  on  behalf  of, 
the  United  States,  nor  shall  the  provisions 
of  this  section  be  construed  as  any  indica- 
tion that  similar  rates,  fares,  or  charges,  or 
simlllar  rules,  regulations,  or  practices  there- 
tofore effective  were  or  were  not  binding 
upon  or  enforceable  against  the  United 
States." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is  my 
understanding  after  an  investigation, 
that  this  bill  applies  only  to  those  Gov- 
ernment agencies  named  in  the  bill,  and 
therefore  does  not  affect  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority. 


PRINTING  OP  ADDITIONAL  COPIES 
OP  HEARINGS  WITH  REFERENCE 
TO  STOCKPILING  OP  CRITICAL 
MATERIALS 

Mr.  SCHENCK.    Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 


ministration. I  ask  unanimous  eonsent 
for  the  inunedlate  consideration  of 
Senate  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Oon. 
Res.  104)  to  print  additional  copies  of 
part  4  of  the  hearing*  held  before  m,  sab- 
committee  of  the  Coounittee  on  InteriiKr 
and  Insular  Affairs  relative  to  stockpile 
and  accessibility  of  strategic  and  critical 
materials  to  the  United  States  in  time  of 
war.  

The  SPEAKEIR.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  ttie  Senate  [the  Houae  of 
Representatives  concwrring),  That  there  be 
printed  1,000  additional  eoples  of  part  4  of 
the  hearings  cond\icted  before  a  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  pursuant  to  Senate  Reso- 
lution 143,  83d  Oongreaa,  relative  to  stock- 
pile and  acceaslblllty  of  strategic  and  critical 
materials  to  the  United  States  In  time  of 
war.  Such  additional  copies  ahaU  t>e  for  the 
use  of  the  Senate  Oommlttee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Aff&lra. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  LAND  IN 

THE    STATE    OF    MARYLAND    TO 

DISNEY-BELL  AMERICAN  LEGION 

POST  66 

Mr.  TOLLEPSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  264) 
to  provide  for  the  conveyance  of  certain 
land  in  the  State  of  Maryland  to  the 
Disney-Bell  Post.  No.  66,  of  the  American 
Legion,  Bowie,  Md. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object.  I  would  urge  the 
passage  of  this  bi  11.  I  have  looked  into  it, 
and  I  feel  it  is  very  meritorious. 

I  withdraw  my  reservation  of  objec- 
tion, Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
convey  to  the  Disney-Bell  Poet  No.  66,  of  the 
American  Legion.  Bowie.  Md..  all  right,  title, 
and  interest  of  the  United  States,  except  as 
retained  under  section  3  of  this  act,  to  all  of 
the  land  approximating  6  acres  more  or  leas 
In  Prince  Georges  County,  Md.,  which  such 
post  Is  now  \islng  under  a  special  use  permit 
Issued  by  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  of 
the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

Sec.  2.  Such  conveyance  shall  be  made 
upon  payment  by  the  Disney-Bell  Post  No.  66 
of  50  percent  of  the  appraised  fair  market 
value,  exclusive  of  any  increased  value  re- 
sulting from  the  development  or  improve- 
ment of  the  lands,  as  determined  by  the 
Secretary,  and  shall  be  made  subject  to  (a) 
the  condition  that  such  land  shall  be  used 
by  the  American  Legion  post  for  its  pur- 
poses and  if  it  should  be  used  for  any  other 
purposes,  title  shaU  revert  to  the  United 
States,  and  (b)  such  other  conditions,  limi- 
tations, or  reservations  as  the  Secretary  may 
deem  proper. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


MARIA  BUSA 

Mr.  ORAHAM  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  738)  for  the 
relief  of  Maria  Busa. 

•nie  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Permsylvania? 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  I  do  this  for  the 
puJi)ose  of  asking  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Recobd 
Immediately  after  the  passage  of  the  bill 
S.  906.  

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Termessee? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  I  withdraw  my  reser- 
vation of  objection,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  section  203  (a)  (3)  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act,  Maria  Busa  shall  t>e 
held  and  considered  to  be  the  minor  child 
of  OloTanni  Busa,  an  alien  lawfully  ad- 
mitted to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence. 

TTie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


ANASTASIA  KONDYLIS 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1259)  for 
the  relief  of  Anastasia  Kondylls. 

Mr.  JAVns.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  and  I  shall  not,  the 
whole  question  before  the  House  now  is 
that  the  House  is  passing  certain  Senate 
bills  for  the  relief  of  Individuals;  it  is 
not  passing  others. 

I  have  been  told  that  there  is  an 
understanding  with  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  authorities  to  the 
effect  that  those  individuals  who  have 
had  a  bill  passed  by  one  House  will  not 
be  deported  before  there  is  an  oppor- 
tunity to  act  early  next  year.  That  be- 
ing so  we  should  have  it  stated  authori- 
tatively under  this  reservation,  as  to  the 
rest  of  Uie  bills  which  were  passed  by 
either  body  and  will  not  be  brought  up 
at  this  session  for  final  concurrence. 

MR.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JAVrrS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  The  gentleman's 
statement  Is  correct.  The  Commis- 
sioner of  Immigration  has  issued  a  letter 
to  that  effect.  Ehrery  Member  of  Con- 
gress will  receive  a  copy  of  that  letter 
from  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Rexd]. 

Mr.  JAVns.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
and  withdraw  my  reservation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  305  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 


dUld.  AnastMia  KondyUa.  ahaU  be  held  9m4. 
considered  to  be  the  natural-bom  alien  child 
of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Peter  (Panegtotlt  N.)  Wmmm, 
dUaens  of  the  United  States. 

llie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a 
third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motiOD  to  reconsider  vis 
laid  on  the  table. 


MARGOT  HERTA  MATDICWTTZ 


Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
unanimous  consent  for  the  Immediate 
consideraUon  of  the  bill  (S.  1604)  for  the 
relief  of  Margot  HerU  Matulewits. 

The  Clerk  read  the  ttUe  of  the  bilL 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Margot 
Herta  liatulewltc  may  be  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  If  ab« 
Is  found  to  be  otherwise  admissible  undw  tb« 
provisions  of  such  act:  Provided.  That  this 
exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  for 
exclusion  of  which  the  Department  of 
State  or  the  Department  of  Justice  baa 
knowledge  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this 
act.  , 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a 
third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


JAMES  ARTHUR  CIMINO  AND  JOAN 
CIMINO 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (8.  1605)  for 
the  relief  of  James  Arthur  Cimino  and 
Joan  Cimino. 

The  Clerk  read  the  UUe  of  the  bUl. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  206  of  the 
Inunlgratlon  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
clilldren.  James  Arthur  Chmlno  and  Joan 
Cimino,  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be 
natural-born  alien  children  of  James  N. 
Cimino  and  Barbara  Scrlbner  Cimino,  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a 
third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


URSULA  WILKE  AND  MIKE  MARIO 
WILKE 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1873)  for 
the  relief  of  Ursula  Wilke  and  Ifike 
Mario  Wilke. 

The  Clerk  read  the  tiUe  of  the  bUl. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
serving the  rljght  to  object,  I  Just  want 
to  call  to  your  attention  and  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  membership  that  this  af- 
ternoon, as  well  as  on  many  other  after- 
noons, the  House  of  Representatives  has 
passed  many,  many  private  bills  wliteli 
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came  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary of  the  House.  I  think  the  number 
In  this  session  Is  close  to  1.200. 

I  want  sincerely  to  commend  the  Ccxn- 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary,  because  each 
and  every  one  of  those  bills  had  to  be 
considered  separately,  had  to  be  studied, 
and  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  of 
each  mdividual  case  thoroughly  di- 
gested. 

Also.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  the  House 
has  recognised,  as  I  have,  the  fact  that 
the  staff  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary helps  in  the  study,  preparation, 
and  recMnmendation  to  us  regarding 
these  individual  private  bills.  The  staff 
Is  entitled  to  our  appreciation,  being  as 
I  have  found,  always  cooperative.  The 
Judiciary  Committee  and  its  staff  have 
a  tremendous  task  and  I  am  sure  the 
passage  of  close  to  1.200  bills  of  this  na- 
ture win  bring  great  joy  to  many,  many 
families,  both  in  this  country  and  over- 
seas.   

The  SPEABSai.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  requ^t  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provision  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act;  Ursula 
WlUce.  the  fiance  of  Sgt.  Willard  M.  Collins,  a 
ITnlted  States  citizen  serviceman,  and  Mike 
Mario  Wllke,  their  minor  child,  shall  be  eli- 
gible for  visas  as  nonimmigrant  temporary 
visitors  for  a  period  of  3  months:  Provided, 
That  the  administrative  authorities  find  that 
the  said  Ursula  Wilke  is  coming  to  the  United 
States  wltb  a  bona  fide  Intention  of  being 
married  to  the  said  WlUard  M.  Collins  and 
that  they  are  found  otherwise  admissible 
under  the  immigration  laws.  In  the  event 
tbe  marriage  between  the  above-named  per- 
sons does  not  occur  within  3  months  after 
the  entry  of  the  said  Ursula  Wilke  and  Mike 
Mario  Wllke,  they  shall  be  required  to  de- 
part from  the  United  States  and  upon  failure 
to  do  shall  he  deported  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  sections  242  and  243  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  In 
the  event  that  the  marriage  between  the 
above  persons  shall  occur  within  3  months 
after  the  entry  of  the  said  Ursula  Wilke  and 
Mike  BCarlo  Wllke,  the  Attorney  General  is 
airthorlsed  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful 
admission  for  permanent  residence  of  the 
said  Ursula  Wilke  and  Mike  Mario  Wilke 
as  of  the  date  of  the  pajnnent  by  them  of 
the  required  visa  fees:  Provided  further. 
That  the  exemption  granted  herein  shall  ap- 
ply only  to  grounds  for  exclusion  of  which 
the  Department  of  State  or  the  Department 
of  Jxistice  has  knowledge  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


FRANCESCO  MARINELLI 
Mr.  GRAHAM.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2068)   for 
the  relief  of  Francesco  Marinelli. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  th^  bill. 
The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)   (27)   (A)  and  205  of  the 


Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Francesco 
Marinelli  shall  be  held  and  considered  to 
be  the  natural-born  alien  child  of  M-  Sgt. 
Russell  A.  Lachmiller,  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table.  1 

KATHERINA  PICERKONA  AND  HER 
MINOR  SON.  HELMUT 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2301)  for 
the  relief  of  Katherina  Picerkonn  and 
her  minor  son,  Helmut. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  tbe  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act,  Katherina  Picerkona  and  lier  minor 
son,  Helmut,  the  fiance  and  minor  child  of 
Arnold  Dickey,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
shall  be  eligible  for  visas  as  nonimmigrant 
temporary  visitors  for  a  period  of  3  months: 
Provided,  That  the  administrative  authori- 
ties find  that  the  said  Katherina  Picerkona 
is  coming  to  the  United  States  with  a  bona 
fide  Intention  of  being  married  to  tbe  said 
Arnold  Dickey  and  that  they  are  found  other- 
wise admissible  under  the  Immigratioti  laws. 
In  the  event  the  marriage  between  the  above- 
named  persons  does  not  occur  within  3 
months  after  the  entry  of  the  said  Kath- 
erina Picerkona,  they  shall  be  required  to 
depart  from  the  United  States  and  upon 
failure  to  do  so  shall  be  deported  in  Accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  sections  342  and 
243  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationally  Act. 
In  the  event  that  the  marriage  between  the 
above-named  persons  does  occur  wtthin  3 
months  after  the  entry  of  the  said  Katherina 
Picerkona  and  her  minor  eon,  Helmut,  the 
Attorney  General  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  record  the  lawful  admission  for  perman- 
ent residence  of  the  said  Katherine  Picer- 
kona and  her  minor  son  as  of  the  date  of 
the  payment  by  them  of  the  required  visa 
fees. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

YUN  TAI  MIAO  AND  HIS  WIPE.  CHAO 
PEI  TSANG  MIAO 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  Immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2346)  for 
the  relief  of  Yun  Tai  Miao  and  his  wife, 
Chao  Pei  Tsang  Miao. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Yun 
Tai  Miao  and  his  wife.  Chao  Pel  Tsang 
Miao,  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have 
been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of 
the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fees.  Upon  the  grant- 
ing of  permanent  residence  to  such  aliens 
as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary  of 
State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota -con- 


trol ofBcer  to  deduct  the  required  numbers 
from  tbe  appropriate  quota  or  jquottM  for 
the  first  year  that  such  quota  or  i  quotas  are 
available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


ITO  YUKIKO 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  Immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2368)  for  the 
relief  of  Ito  Yukiko. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKEIR.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act.  Ito  Yulclko.  the  fiance  of  A/aC  Robert 
L.  Taylor,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  shall 
be  eligible  for  a  visa  as  a  nonimmigrant  tem- 
porary visitor  for  a  period  of  3  months,  11  the 
administrative  authorities  find  (1)  that  the 
said  Ito  Yukiko  is  coming  to  the  United 
States  with  a  bona  fide  intention  of  being 
married  to  the  said  A  2C  Robert  L.  Taylor 
and  (2)  that  she  is  otherwise  admissible  un- 
der the  Immigration  and  Natlcmality  Act. 
In  the  event  the  marriage  between  the  above- 
named  persons  does  not  occu»  within  3 
months  after  the  entry  of  the  said  Ito  Yu- 
kiko, she  shall  be  required  to  depart  from 
the  United  States  and  upon  failure  to  do  so 
shall  be  deported  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Immigration  and  Nation- 
ality Act.  In  the  event  that  the  marriage 
between  the  above-named  persons  shall  oc- 
cur within  3  months  after  the  entry  of  the 
said  Ito  Yukiko.  the  Attorney  General  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful 
admission  for  permanent  residence  of  the 
paid  Ito  Yukiko  as  of  the  date  of  the  pay- 
ment by  her  of  the  required  visa  fee. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 

the  table. 


ARTURO    RODRIGUEZ    DIAZ 

:,Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  Immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2636)  for 
the  relief  of  Arturo  Rodriguez  Diaz. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  f  i-om  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (19)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Arturo 
Rodriguez  Diaz  may  be  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  if  he 
Is  found  to  be  otherwise  admissible  under 
the  provisions  of  such  act:  Provided,  That 
this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a  ground 
for  exclusion  of  which  the  Depnrtment  of 
State  or  the  Department  of  Justice  has 
knowledge  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


ETSUKO  TAMAKI  (SHIMIZU) 
Mr.   GRAHAM.     Mr.   Speaker,  I  ask 

unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
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consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2639^  for  the 
relief  of  Etsuko  Tamaki  (Shimizu). 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill, 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn-* 
sylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes  of 
sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the  Im- 
migration and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child.  Etsuko  Tamaki  (Shimizu),  shall  be 
held  and  considered  to  be  the  natural-born 
alien  child  of  Mrs.  Shlzuko  Tamaki,  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  Uble.     

ESTHER  JOANNE  POTTER 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2640)  for  the 
relief  of  Esther  Joanne  Potter. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  the  minor 
child,  Esther  Joanne  Potter,  shall  be  held 
and  considered  to  be  the  natural-born  alien 
child  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Oail  M.  Potter,  citizens 
of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
•  the  table. 


CHAYA  FRANGLES 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2649)  for  the 
relief  of  Chaya  Prangles. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child,  Chaya  Frangles,  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  be  the  natural-born  alien  child 
of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Benjamin  Sherman,  legal 
residents  of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


f 


JEAN  CANTALINI 


Cantallni  shall  be  held  and  considered  to 
have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  tor  permanent  residence  as  of  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  required  visa  fee. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


GIANNI  BERNARDIS 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2789)  for  the 
relief  of  Gianni  Bernardis. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  lOl  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Gianni 
Bernardis  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be 
the  minor  alien  child  of  Jacob  Schiffman.  a 
United  States  citizen.  Notwithstanding  the 
provision  of  section  212  (a)  (7)  of  the  said 
act,  Oianni  Bernardis  may  be  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
if  Otherwise  admissible  under  the  provisions 
of  that  act:  Protided,  That  this  exemption 
shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  for  exclusion 
of  which  the  Department  of  State  or  the 
Department  of  Justice  has  knowledge  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2731)  for  the 
relief  of  Jean  Cantallni. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Jean 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  section  203  (a)  (1)  (B)  ot  the  Iminigra« 
tton  and  Nationality  Act,  Peter  Julian  New- 
bery  and  Prudence  Ellen  Newbery  shall  be 
held  and  considered  to  be  the  natural-bom 
children  of  Charles  Bruce  Newbery  and  re- 
garded as  having  accompanied  him  at  the 
time  of  his  admission  for  permanent  resi- 
dence under  section  203  (a)  (1)  of  the  said 
act:  Provided,  That  they  obtain  appropriate 
inmilgrant  visas  and  apply  for  admission 
Into  the  United  States  within  6  months 
following  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this 
act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


EUSA-POMPEA       ROPPO       (ELISA- 
POMPEA  CARDONE) 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2849)  for 
the  relief  of  Ellisa-Pompea  Roppo  (EHisa- 
Pompea  Cardone). 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gwitleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child,  Ellsa-Pompea  Roppo  (Ellsa-Pompea 
Cardone) ,  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be 
the  natural-born  alien  child  of  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Michael  Roppo,  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


PETER  JULIAN  NEWBERY  AND  PRU- 
DENCE ELLEN  NEWBERY 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2879)  for  the 
reUef  of  Peter  JuUan  Newbery  and  Pru- 
dence Ellen  Newbery. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 


SISTER  ANNA  SCRINZI.  SISTER 
GIULJANA  PALADINI.  SISTER 
lOLANDA  MAZZOCCHI.  AND  SIS- 
TER GIQSEPPINA  ZANCHETTA 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2884)  for  the 
rehef  of  Sister  Anna  Scrinzi,  Sister 
Giullana  Paladinl,  Sister  lolanda  Maz- 
zocchi,  and  Sister  Giuseppina  Zanchetta. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 

The  SPELAKKR.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Sister 
Anna  Scrinzi,  Sister  Oluliana  Paladinl,  Sis- 
ter lolanda  Mazzocchi,  and  Sister  Qiuseppina 
2^nchetta  shall  be  held  and  considered  to 
have  laeen  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  required  visa  fees.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
aliens  as  provided  for  In  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  OfBcer  to  deduct  the  required  num- 
bers from  the  appropriate  quota  or  quotas 
for  the  first  year  that  such  quota  or  quotas 
are  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


HON  CHEUN  KWAN 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2887)  for 
the  relief  of  Hon  Cheun  Kwan. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objectiqn  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Hoa- 
Cheun  Kwan  shall  be  held  and  considered  to 
have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residepce  as  of  ths 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act.  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control   officer  to  deduct  one  uumbcr  trcm 
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tk»  «pi»oprU*>  quota  for  ttM  fint  year  that 
■oeli  quota  la  avallabl*. 

Tlie  tim  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  taUe. 


8ERAPHINA  PAFGEOROIOU 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3893)  for 
the  relief  of  Seraphlna  Papgeoi^ou. 

The  Clo-k  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  g^itleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  tar  thu  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  the  minor 
child.  Seraphlna  Papgeorglou.  shaU  be  held 
and  considered  to  be  the  natural-bom  alien 
child  of  Mr.  and  Urs.  Edward  K.  Tbompas, 
citizens  of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


KIM  KWANQ  SUK  AKD  EIM  WOO 

SHIK 

Mr.  GRAHAM  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2941)  for 
the  relief  of  Kim  Kwang  Suk  ^r^^  Tcim 
Woo  Shik. 

The  Clerk  read  the  tiUe  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  g^itleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
children.  Kim  Kwang  Suk  and  Kim  Woo 
Shlk.  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be  the 
natural-bom  alien  children  of  ICr.  Kenneth 
N.  Roberts,  a  citizen  of  United  States,  and  his 
wife. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


EULAUO  RODRIGUEZ  VARGAS 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2945)  for 
the  relief  of  Eulallo  Rodriguez  Vargas. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provision  of  section  212  (a)  (19)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  ETulaUo 
Rodriguez  Vargas  may  be  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  If  he 
te  found  to  be  otherwise  admissible  under 
the  provisions  of  that  act:  Provided,  That 
this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a  ground 
for  ezcltislon  <rf  which  the  Department  of 
State  or  the  Department  of  Justice  have 
knowledge  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


CHRISTINE  THUM 


Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  1  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2954)  for  the 
relief  of  Christine  Thum. 

The  Clerk  read  the  tiUe  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Immigration  and  Natlatiallty 
Act.  Chxlatlne  Thum,  the  fiance  of  William 
Ritchie  Smith,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
shall  be  eligible  for  a  visa  as  a  nonimmigrant 
temporary  visitor  for  a  period  of  3  months. 
If  the  administrative  authorities  find  (l) 
that  the  said  Christine  Thum  is  coming  to 
the  United  States  with  a  bona  fide  Intontlon 
of  being  married  to  the  said  William  Ritchie 
Smith,  and  (2)  that  she  is  otherwiae  ad- 
missible under  the  Immigration  and  Nation- 
ality Act.  In  the  event  the  marriage  be- 
tween the  atxive-named  persons  does  not  oc- 
cur within  3  months  after  the  entry  of  the 
said  Christine  Th\mi,  she  shall  be  required 
to  depart  from  the  United  States  and  upon 
failure  to  do  so  shall  be  deported  in  aecord- 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act.  In  the  event  that  the 
marriage  between  the  above-named  persons 
shaU  occur  within  3  months  after  the  entry 
of  the  said  Christine  Thum.  the  Attorney 
General  is  authorized  and  directed  to  record 
the  lawful  admission  for  permanent  resi- 
dence of  the  said  Christine  Thum  as  of  the 
date  of  the  payment  by  her  of  the  required 
visa  fee. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


^     RUTH  WEHRHAN 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2993)  for  the 
relief  of  Ruth  Wehrhan. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (6)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  upoa  ap- 
plication hereafter  filed,  an  immigration  visa 
may  be  Issued,  and  admission  for  permanent 
residence  granted,  to  Ruth  Wehrhan  if  she 
la  otherwise  admissible  under  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act:  Provided.  That 
this  exemption  shall  apply  only  to  a  ground 
for  exclusion  of  which  the  Department  of 
State  or  the  Department  of  Justice  has 
knowledge  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this 
act:  And  provided  further.  That  a  suitable 
and  proper  bond  or  undertaking,  approved  by 
the  Attorney  General,  be  deposited  as  pre- 
scribed by  section  213  of  the  said  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


CERTAIN  NATIONALS  OF  TTALY 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaktr,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  lyimediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  $058)  for 
the  relief  of  certain  nationals,  of  Italy. 

The  Clerk  read  the  UUe  of  tbe  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  th#  purpoaei 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  'Act. 
Teresa  Arlorlo  (SUter  M.  Augusta),  Rosem- 
ma  Brignolo  (Sister  M.  Davldioa).  Anna 
Maria  De  Toff  oil  (Sister  M.  Cornolla).  Glo- 
vanna  Donola  (Sister  M.  Natalia),  Maria 
Libera  (Sister  M.  Alma),  Anna  Teresa  Micca 
(Sister  M.  Annunziata).  Glovann*  Uarletta 
(Sister  M.  Cunegonda) .  Maria  Murzl  (Sister 
M.  Benlamina) .  Maria  Panero  (Sister  M.  Im- 
macolata ) .  Maria  Rosa  Pisano  (Sister  M. 
Paollna).  Maria  Saccone  (Sister  M.  Agape), 
Luigina  Torasan  (Sister  M.  LeonaJ ,  Marcel- 
lina  Tozzi  (Sister  M.  Adalgisa),  and  Tereslna 
Zanotto  (Sister  M.  Chiara)  shall  be  held 
and  considered  to  have  been  lawfully  ad- 
mitted to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  as  of  the  date  of  the  onactment 
of  this  act,  upon  payment  of  tho  required 
visa  fees.  Upon  the  granUng  of  permanent 
residence  to  such  aliens  as  provided  for  in 
this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  In- 
struct the  proper  quota-control  officer  to 
deduct  the  require  numbers  from  the  ap- 
propriate quota  or  quotas  for  the  first  year 
that  such  quota  or  quotas  are  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  recomider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


EMIKO  WATANABE 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3112)  for 
the  relief  of  Emiko  Watanabe. 

The  Clerk  read  the  tlUe  of  the  bin. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  Objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

Tlicre  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  foUows:  j 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  in  the  admin- 
istration of  the  Immigration  and  Nation- 
ality Act.  Emiko  Watanabe,  the  finance  of 
T.  A.  Brice.  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
shall  be  eligible  for  a  visa  as  a  nonimmigrant 
temporary  visitor  for  a  period  of  9  months. 
If  the  administrative  authorities  find  (1) 
that  the  said  Emiko  Watanabe  is  ooming  to 
the  United  States  with  a  bona  fide  intention 
of  being  married  to  the  said  T.  A.  price  and 
(2)  that  she  is  found  otherwise  admissible 
under  the  Immigration  and  NationaUty  Act. 
In  the  event  the  marriage  between  tha 
above-named  persons  does  not  occur  within 
3  months  after  the  entry  of  the  said  Emiko 
Watanabe.  she  shall  be  required  to  depart 
from  the  United  States  and  upon  faUuro 
to  do  so  shall  be  deported  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act.  In  the  event  that  the  mar- 
riage between  the  above-named  peroons  shall 
occur  within  3  months  after  the  entry  of  the 
said  Emiko  Watanabe,  the  Attorney  General 
is  authorized  and  directed  to  record  tha 
lawful  admission  for  permanent  residence 
of  the  said  Emiko  Watanabe  as  of  the  date 
of  the  payment  by  her  of  the  required  visa 
fee. 
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The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


WAKAKO    NIIMI    AND    HER    MINOR 
CHILD.  KATHERINE 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3138  >  for 
the  relief  of  Wakako  Niimi  and  her 
minor  child.  Katherine. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enactitd.  etc.,  That.  In  the  admin- 
istration of  the  Inmaigration  and  NationaUty 
Act.  Wakako  Niimi,  the  fiance  of  Jerrold 
Lynn  Cunnln{;ham.  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  her  minor  child.  Katherine,  shall 
be  eligible  foi  visas  as  nonimmigrant  tem- 
porary vlsltorji  for  a  period  of  3  months,  if 
the  administrative  authorities  find  (1)  that 
the  said  Wakako  Niimi  is  coming  to  the 
United  States  with  a  bona  fide  intention  of 
being  married  to  the  said  Jerrold  Lynn  Cun- 
ningham and  (2)  that  they  are  otherwise 
admissible  under  the  Immigration  and  Na- 
tionality Act.  In  the  event  the  marriage 
between  the  (.bove-named  persons  does  not 
occur  within  3  months  after  the  entry  of  the 
said  Wakako  NUmi  and  the  minor  child. 
Katherine.  they  shall  be  required  to  depart 
from  the  United  States  and  upon  failure 
to  do  so  shall  be  deported  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act.  In  the  event  that  the  mar- 
riage between  the  above-named  persons  shall 
occur  within  3  months  after  the  entry  of 
the  said  Wakako  Niimi  and  her  minor  child. 
Katherine.  the  Attorney  General  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  ad- 
mission for  p«>rmanent  residence  of  the  said 
Wakako  Nliml  and  her  minor  child.  Kath- 
erine, as  of  the  date  of  the  payment  by  them 
of  the  requircrd  visa  fees. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  Lable. 


BONITA  LEE  SIMPSON 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (8.  3145)  for 
the  relief  of  Bonita  Lee  Simpson. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gen.leman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  'Hiat,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Bonita  Lee  Simpson  shall  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  be  the  natural-born  alien  child  of 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Lester  A.  Simpson. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3148)  for 
the  relief  of  Francesco  Pugliese. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania ? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child.  Francesco  Pugliese,  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  be  the  natural-born  alien 
child  of  Harold  P.  Koblens,  a  citizen  of  the 
United  SUtes. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


INGEBORG  OTTO 


Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3221)  for 
the  relief  of  Ingeborg  Otto. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provision  of  section  212  (a)  (7)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act.  Ingeborg 
Otto  may  be  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  if  she  is  found  to  be 
otherwise  admissible  under  the  provisions  of 
that  act:  Provided,  That  a  suitable  and 
proper  bond  or  undertaking,  approved  by 
the  Attorney  General,  be  deposited  in  ac- 
cordance with  section  213  of  the  said  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


FRANCESCO  PUGLIESE 
Mr.   GRAHAM.     Mr.   Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 


CLEOPHAT  ROBERT  JOSEPH  CARON 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3276)  for  the 
relief  of  Cleophat  Robert  Joseph  Caron. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  sections  212  (a)  (9).  (17) 
and  (19)  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act.  Cleophat  Robert  Joseph  Caron  may  be 
admitted  to  the  United  States  for  perma- 
nent residence  If  he  Is  found  to  be  otherwise 
admissible  under  the  provisions  of  such  act: 
Proinded,  That  this  exemption  shall  apply 
only  to  grounds  for  exclusion  of  which  the 
Department  of  State  or  the  Department  of 
Justice  has  knowledge  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table.  ^ 

ANNI  STROEE  JACOBSEN      ~ 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 


consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3404)  for 
the  reUef  of  Ann!  Stroee  Jacobsen. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER,  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvsuiia? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  biU,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (b)  and  203  (a)  (3)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  (8  U.  S.  C. 
1101  (b)  and  1152  (a)  (3)),  Annl  Stroee 
Jacobsen  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be 
the  natiiral  born  alien  child  of  her  adoptive 
parents.  Hans  Peter  Jacobsen.  and  his  wife. 
Else  Iilargrethe  Stroee  Jacobsen. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


LISELOTTA  KUNZE 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3495)  for  the 
relief  of  Liselotta  Kunze. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  in  the  admin- 
istration of  the  Inunigration  and  Nationality 
Act,  Liselotta  Kunze,  the  flanc^  of  John  D. 
Belghley,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  shall 
be  eligible  for  a  visa  as  a  nonimmigrant 
temporary  visitor  for  a  period  of  3  months. 
If  the  administrative  authorities  find  (1) 
that  the  said  Liselotta  Kunze  is  coming  to 
the  United  States  with  a  bona  fide  intention 
of  being  married  to  the  said  John  D.  Belghley 
and  (2)  that  she  is  otherwise  admissible  un- 
der the  Inunigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
In  the  event  the  marriage  between  the  above- 
named  persons  does  not  cy:cur  within  3 
months  after  the  entry  of  the  said  Liselotta 
Kunze.  she  shall  be  required  to  depart  from 
the  United  States  and  upon  failure  to  do  so 
shall  be  deported  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Immigration  and  Nation- 
ality Act.  In  the  event  that  the  nuurlage 
between  the  above-named  persons  shall  occur 
within  3  months  after  the  entry  of  the  said 
Liselotta  Kunze,  the  Attorney  CJeneral  is  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  record  the  lawful 
admission  for  permanent  residence  of  the 
said  Liselotta  Kunze  as  of  the  date  of  the 
pajmient  by  her  of  the  required  visa  fee. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


MRS.  HILDEGARD  SIMON  WALLEY 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.^586)  for  the 
relief  of  Mrs.  Hildegard  Simon  Walley. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  212  (a)  (9)  and 
(12)  of  the  nnmigration  and  Nationality  Act. 
Mrs.  Hildegard  Simon  Walley  may  be  ad- 
mitted to  the  United  States  for  pttrmaUant 
residence  if  she   is  fotind  to  be  otherwtM 
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•dxnlaiAble  tuular  tbe  pctyvistons  of  tlutt  act: 
ProvUed,  ThA*  this  oimptloa  ibaU  vptikf 
only  to  •  ground  for  •»eliMlftn  o<  wbloli  the 
Deputmsat  at  State  or  tha  Department  of 
JuBtioe  hftta  knowledge  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act. 

Tlie  biU  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


MRS.  JUANA  PADIIiLA  DE  CABALLE- 
RO  (MRS.  JUANA  PADIUiA  DE  ON- 
TTVEROS) 

Mr.  <aRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  biU  (S..  3625)  for 
the  relief  of  Mrs.  Juana  Padilla  de  Ca- 
ballero  (Mrs.  Juana  Padilla  de  Onti- 
veros) . 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provlslonB  of  sections  212  (a)  (9)  and 
212  (a)  (19)  of  the  Immigration  and  Na- 
tionality Act.  Mrs.  Juana  Padilla  de  Ca- 
ballero  (BArs.  Juana  PadUla  de  Ontlveros) 
may  be  admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  if  she  is  found  to  be 
otherwlee  admissible  under  the  provisions 
of  such  act:  Provided,  That  this  exemption 
shall  apply  only  to  a  ground  foi-  exclusion  of 
which  the  Department  of  State  or  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  has  knowledge  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  01.  the  table. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provision  of  section  212  (a)  (22)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Ertogroul 
Oeman  who  was  granted  permanent  resi- 
dence in  the  United  States  by  an  act  of  Con- 
gress approved  October  31,  1951,  may  be  re- 
admitted to  the  United  States  for  perma- 
nent residence  provided  he  is  admissible  un- 
der all  other  provisions  of  the  Immlgtation 
and  Nationality  Act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


FRANCIS    TIMOTHY    MARY    HODO- 
SON  (FORMERLY  VICTOR 

CHARLES  JOYCE) 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3652)  for 
the  relief  of  Francis  Timothy  Mary 
Hodgson  (formerly  Victor  Charles 
Joyce) . 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bilL 

The  WEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  sections  101  (a)  (27)  (A)  and  205  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  the  minor 
child.  Francis  Timothy  Idary  Hodgson  (for- 
merly Victor  Charles  Joyce),  shall  be  held 
and  considered  to  be  the  natural-bom  alien 
chUd  of  Mr.  and  Iifrs.  John  O.  Hodgson,  cltl- 
Eena  of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


DR.  FELIX  DE  PINTES 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2842)  for  the 
relief  of  Dr.  Felix  de  Pinies. 

The  cnerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
Of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  Dr. 
Felix  de  Pinies  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  tJnited 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  Of  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act.  upon 
payment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Sec- 
retary of  state  shall  instruct  the  proper 
quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year 
that  such  quota  is  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


ERTOGROUL  OSMAN 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2618)  for 
the  relief  of  Ertogroul  Osman. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 


MILOS    KNEZEVICH 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  tiie  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3577)  for  the 
relief  of  Milos  Knezevich. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
MiloG  Knezevich  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  resldenee  as  of 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon 
pajrment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
granting  of  permanent  residence  to  such 
alien  as  provided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  ofBcer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
such  quota  is  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


i 


RICA.  LUCY.  AND  SALOMON  BREGER 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  iiiimediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1888)  for  the 
relief  of  Rica.  Lucy,  and  Salomon  Breger. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bilL 
The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objiection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  CELLER.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  do  I  correctly  un- 
derstand that  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania is  calling  up  bills  which  were 
not  actually  approved  by  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion of  the  Judiciary  Committee? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  They  were  not  ap- 
proved by  the  committee  as  such. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  would  like  to  have 
some  explanation  of  why  they  were 
added  to  the  list  of  those  which  were 
approved.  The  gentleman  is  Calling  up 
now  those  which  apparently  were  not 
approved  by  the  subcommittee, 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  There  are  five  bills 
In  addition  to  the  list  I  have  been  read- 
ing from  which  were  cleared  by  the  other 
members. 

Mr.  CELLER.  What  other  members 
does  the  gentleman  refer  to?  I  sun  a 
member  and  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania is  a  member,  but  we  have  not 
been  informed  about  these  additional 
bills. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  The  gentleman  will 
recall  that  I  was  not  present  at  that 
meeting.  I  was  at  a  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations. 
These  were  handed  to  me  as  having  been 
cleared  with  the  other  members. 

Mr.  CKTJ.ER.  The  gentleman  may 
remember  that  we  had  limited  ourselves 
to  a  specific  number  of  bills. 
Mr.  GRAHAM.  Forty  bills. 
Mr.  CELLER.  We  had  agreed  not  to 
go  beyond  that,  because  once  you  open 
the  door  to  some  bills  and  turn  down 
those  of  other  Members  of  this  body 
we  are  discriminating,  and  that  Is 
unfair. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  It  is  the  total  number. 
With  the  5  added,  it  will  complete  the  40. 
Mr.  CELLER.  On  whose  suggestion 
were  these  additional  bills  considered? 
Where  did  they  originate?  Haw  did  they 
get  on  this  list? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  By  Members  of  the 
House  requesting  that  it  be  done. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  know,  but  it  is  cus- 
tomary to  confer  with  Members  in  the 
minority  also  as  to  what  their  Wishes  arc 
The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  sug- 
gest that  the  bills  be  withdrawn,  tempo- 
rarily, at  least. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Very  well,  Mr. 
Speaker. 

POWER  REQUIREMENTS  IN  TVA 
AREA 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  has 
been  my  opinion  that  the  Democratic 


Party  leader,  Stephen  Mitchell,  has  con- 
sistently been  sound,  able,  and  never  in- 
clined to  recklessness.  I  esteem  him 
highly  for  his  espousal  of  convictions 
that  have  not  always  met  with  universal 
approval.  I  felt  that  the  party  reins 
were  \n  good  hands.  It  was  shocking  to 
me  to  learn  that  this  stalwart  chieftain, 
whose  actions  previously  had  been 
genuinely  admired,  has  seen  fit  to  de- 
scend to  the  abyss  of  impropriety  in  at- 
tacking, without  foundation,  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States.  He  alleged 
through  innuendo  that  the  President 
used  his  offices  in  urging  the  awarding 
of  a  private  power  contract  to  a  group 
where  sat  a  golfing  companion  on  one  of 
the  boards  of  directors;  this,  as  I  see  it, 
is  poor  poLcy,  to  put  it  mildly.  There 
are  18,087,643  shares  of  stock  outstand- 
ing in  the  Southern  Co.,  one  of  the 
parties  to  the  proposed  contract.  Out 
of  this  18  million  plus  shares,  Bobby 
Jones  owns  564.  which,  according  to  the 
Closing  quotations  last  night,  were  valued 
at  $18.50  a  share.  He  owns  less  than 
five  flve-hundredths  of  1  percent  of  the 
Southern  Co. 

Mr.  Mitchell  should  have  known  be- 
fore he  spoke  that  Bobby  Jones  was  only 
interested  in  the  Southern  Co.  to  an 
insignificant  degree.  He  Icnew.  or  should 
have  known,  that  the  Southern  Co.  as- 
sumed only  20  percent  of  the  proposed 
contract  and  the  Middle-South  Co.  the 
majority  portion,  or  80  percent  of  the 
whole.  If  there  was  something  worth 
while  to  pa.ss  around  the  President  could 
have  demanded  that  the  Southern  Co. 
take  over  the  contract  outright. 

The  facts  are  that  the  President,  in 
his  budget  message,  made  back  in  Janu- 
ary, called  for  private  power  to  do  this 
Job. 

The  affected  agencies  of  Government, 
soon  afterwards,  looked  about  to  deter- 
mine if  any  company,  or  group  of  com- 
panies, appeared  to  be  interested  in  pro- 
viding the  600,000  kilowatts  of  power  to 
be  pumped  into  the  TVA  lines  for  use 
by  the  atomic  energy  Paducah  plant 
by  displacement.  These  agencies  first 
conferred  with  companies  in  the  Paducah 
area  proper,  since  such  companies  now 
hold  contracts  to  supply  power  for  use 
by  the  atomic  energy  Paducah  plant. 
None  of  these  companies  were  interested. 
Then  it  was  ascertained  tliat  ttie  power 
shortage  really  existed  In  the  Memphis 
territory  and  It  would  be  In  the  Interest 
of  economy,  and  for  the  further  reason 
that  it  was  highly  desirable  to  disperse 
these  plants  to  make  them  less  suscepti- 
ble to  enemy  attack.  It  was  determined 
to  be  more  logical  to  build  the  plant 
near  where  the  power  was  needed  rather 
than  to  cart  it  more  than  100  miles  from 
Paducah  to  the  Memphis  area.  The 
Middle-South  group  became  interested 
in  that  such  companies  were  located  In 
the  Memphis  area.  The  Middle-South 
Co.  has  asked  for  any  company  to  come 
with  them  and  share  the  responsibility 
of  such  an  undertaking.  The  Southern 
Co.  would  not  come  In  for  more  than  a 
20 -percent  portion  of  the  whole  contract. 
All  comers  have  for  many  months  t>een 
privileged  to  make  offers  or  to  bid  in 
the  furnishing  of  this  needed  power. 

President  Eisenhower  laid  down,  in  his 
budget  message,  a  broad  policy  not  un- 


known In  this  country — that  taxpaying 
concerns  ^ouM  be  given  an  opportunity 
to  contract  with  the  Government  for 
power  badly  needed  in  the  national  de- 
fense when  such  industry,  or  Industries, 
are  ready,  willing,  and  able  to  do  the 
Job  at  reasonable  rates.  There  is  little 
question  about  the  reasonableness  of  the 
rates  which  the  lifiddle  South-Southern 
group  have  offered  in  the  proposal  sub- 
mitted by  them. 

On  pages  11677  and  11678  of  the  Con- 
GaxssioMAL  Record  of  July  23.  1954.  I 
Inserted  some  tables  which  compare  the 
Dixon -Yates  proposal  with  the  offer 
made  by  TVA.  and  also  a  comparison  of 
the  Dixon-Yates  offer  as  against  the 
rate  now  paid  by  TVA  at  the  Paducah 
plant.  Taking  the  rate  now  paid  by 
TVA  at  the  Paducah  plant,  there  is  a 
saving  of  $183,400  per  year  in  the  Dixon- 
Yates  proposal  after  the  payment  of  all 
taxes  by  such  companies. 

The  issue  boils  down  to  the  question 
of  whether  the  Federal  Government 
shall  continue  to  build  more  steam-gen- 
erating plcmts  in  the  TVA  territory,  to 
the  exclusion  of  all  the  other  areas  in 
the  country.  There  are  other  valleys  smd 
sections  of  the  Nation  that  are  just  as 
deserving  of  being  the  recipient  of  de- 
velopment at  the  expense  of  all  of  us. 
as  Is  the  one  favored  territoiT'  Is  it 
going  to  be  the  poUcy  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  to  provide  all  power 
requirements  in  any  area,  or  is  it  just 
to  be  limited  to  the  TVA  area?  Is  the 
Tennessee  Valley  the  only  favored  valley 
to  be  developed  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment? If  there  is  a  justification  of  the 
Federal  Government  building  steam- 
power  plants  in  the  TVA  section  of  the 
coimtry,  in  order  for  that  area  to  meet 
the  power  demands,  it  is  just  and  logical 
to  make  It  a  national  policy  for  the  Fed-  * 
eral  Government  to  build  power  facil- 
ities throughout  the  country  where  they 
may  be  needed  and  where  there  is  a 
demand  for  power.  It  is  time  to  con- 
sider some  of  the  other  sections  of  Amer- 
ica that  hare  been  helping  to  pay  the 
heavy  burden  in  taxes  to  build  up  and 
develop  this  small  section  of  the  coun- 

FOOD.  DRUGS,  AND  COSMETICS, 
TITLE  21.  m^TED  STATES  CODE 
Mr.  REED/of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
thcSoea^r's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  9728) 
to  revise,  codify,  and  enact  into  law, 
tiUe  21  of  the  United  States  Code,  en- 
titled "Food,  Drugs,  and  Cosmetics,"  with 
Senate  amendments  thereto,  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  ammd- 
ments,  which  were  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That  tttte  ai  of  the  United  States  Code, 
wtltled  "Pood.  DnigB,  and  Cosmetics".  U 
hereby  revlaed,  codifled.  and  enacted  into  law, 
and  may  be  cited  as  "Title  21.  United  SUtee 
Code.  I  — ,"  aa  follows: 

TiTLK  21 — Foods,  Dedgs,  akd  CosuKncs 
Part  Sec. 

I.  Food  and  Drug  Administration .       1 

n.  Animals,  poultry  and  meats 4S1 

ni.    Narcotics 711 


FAST  I — VOOO,  MRraS,  AMS  OOSaCKnCB  OanBULLT 

Chapter  Sec. 

1.  Pood  and  Drug  ArtmtntBtratlon 1 

8.  Food,  Drugs,  and  Cosmettee .    41 

8.  MUk  and  Cream aoi 

7.  Tea  Importation asi 

•.  Caustic    Poisons all 


-Food  and  Drug  AdminiBtration 


Chapter  1- 
Sec. 

1.  Establishment. 

2.  Functions  of  Secretaty  of  Health.  Sdxica- 

tion,   and   Welfare. 
Z.  Board  of  Tea  Kqierta. 
4.  Board  of  Tea  Appeals. 

{  1.  BsUbUshment 

The  Food  and  Drug  AdmlntotratUm  shaB 
continue  as  a  constituent  organisation  cd 
the  Department  of  Health.  Bdvicatton.  and 
Welfare. 

{  2.  Functions  of  Secretary  of  Health,  educa- 
tion, and  Welfare 

The  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  shall  perform  the  functtons  pre- 
scribed for  him  under  part  I  of  this  title, 
and  may  from  time  to  time  make  such  pit>- 
Tlslons  as  he  deems  appropriate  authorizing 
the  perfonnance  of  any  of  the  funetfams  of 
the  Secretary  by  any  other  oOoer.  or  by 
any  agency  or  employee,  of  the  D^iartmeot. 

{  3.  Board  of  Tea  Experts 

Before  February  16  of  each  year,  the  Secre- 
tary of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  shall 
appoint  a  Board  of  Tea  Experts  of  7  membera 
who  are  experts  in  teas,  for  a  term  of  1  year 
subject  to  removal  by  the  Secretary.  Ttom 
Secretary  shall  flU  vacancies  by  appointment 
for  an  unexpired  term. 

Ihe  Board  shall  i^polnt  a  presiding  aAcer. 
who  shaU  be  the  medium  .of  aU  oommunlca- 
tlons  to  or  from  the  Board.  Each  member  of 
the  Board  shall  receive  as  compensation  th« 
sum  of  $50  per  annum,  and  neoeesary  ex- 
penses In  connection  with  his  duties  under 
this  title,  to  be  jMild  by  the  Secretary  at 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

i  4.  Board  of  Tea  Appeals 

The  United  States  Board  of  Tea  Appeals 
■hall  consist  of  three  employees  of  the  De- 
partment of  Health.  Bdxicatlon.  azMl  Wel- 
fare designated  by  the  Secretary  of  ^—'**«. 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

Chapter  3 — Food,  drugsf  and  cosmetics 

Subchapter  I — Deflnltiont.  Determinations, 

and  Representations 
Sec. 

41.  Definitions. 

42.  Determination   of  misbranding 

43.  Representation  as  antlsq>tic 

44.  Short  tiUe. 
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Subchapter  n — Pood 
Definitions  and  standards  for  food;  pro- 
cedure governing  establishment;  ob- 
jections:   hearings;    appUcabiUt^    of 
other  provisions. 
Adulterated   food. 
£3.  Mlsbrandad  food. 
M.  Sxemptlona. 

65.  Toleranees   for  poisonous  ingredteati; 
certification    of    coal-tar    colon    for 
roods. 
M.  Toleranoes  for  pesticide  diemlcals.fca  or 
on  raw  agricultural  products.       ^ 

67.  Emergency  permit  controL 

68.  Seafood;    eramtnatkim    on    reqpieat    aC 

packer  fees. 

69.  OoloTOd    oleomargarine: 

finding  as  to  sale  or  amilng. 

OO.  Colored   <deomarfarioe;    sale  .  in 

where  produced;  padcagtng  and  label- 
ing; aenrlee  In  restaurants. 

61.  (Meomargarliw,  butteilue,  Imttatkm 
batter  or  cheese;  appttcatkm  at  Stat* 
laws. 

€2.  EsempCion  of  meats  and  meat  food  prod- 
ucts. 
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Subchapter  nx— Dru«i  and  DertoM 

71.  Adultentad  drugs  and  d«Tlces. 

72.  liUbranded  drugs  and  devloes. 
7S.  Bxempttona. 

74.  Oarttflcatlon  of  coal-tar  colors  tor  drugfc 

75.  New  drugs. 

7ft.  Certincatlon  of  drugs  containing  Uunilln. 
7L  Oertlflcatlon  of  drugs  containing  certain 
^  antibiotics. 

Subchapter  IV — Cosmetics 
01.  Adulterated  cosmetics. 
sa.  lilsbranded  cosmetics. 
08.  Exemptions. 

M.  Oertlflcatlon  ot  coal-tar  colors  for  cos- 
metics. 

Subchapter  V — Imports  and  Exports 
111.  Examination  and  refusal  of  imports. 
113.  Exports  adulterated  or  misbranded. 
118.  Suspension  of  adulterated  Imports. 

8ubch(4)ter  VI — ^AdminlstratlTe  Provisions 

131.  RegiUations:  hearings;  Judicial  review. 

132.  Examinations  and '  investigations. 
138.  Records  of  interstate  slilpment. 

134.  Factory  inspection  notice;    reports;   re- 
ceipts for  samples;  copies  of  analyses. 
136.  Publicity. 

136.  Cost  of  certification  of  coal-tar  colors. 

137.  Revision  of  Pbarmaecopeia;  development 

of  analyses  and  tests. 
Subchapter  vn — ^Enforcement  and  Penalties 
151.  Prohibited  acts. 

162.  Penalties;  exemptions. 

163.  Injunctions. 

164.  Libel  for  condemnation. 

156.  Hearing  before  violation  reported. 
160.  Report  of  minor  violations. 

157.  Proceedings  in  name  of  United  States; 

BUbpenas. 
Subchapter   I — Definitions,   Determinations. 

Representations,  and  Short  Title 
S  41.  DeflniUons 
As  used  in  this  chapter — 

(a)  "Secretary"  means  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

(b)  "Department"  means  the  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

(c)  "Butter"  means  the  food  product 
usually  iLnown  as  butter,  and  which  Is  made 
exclusively  from  milk  or  cream,  or  both,  with 
or  without  common  salt,  and  with  or  with- 
out additional  coloring  matter,  and  contain- 
ing not  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of 
mlllc  fat,  all  tolerances  having  been  allowed 
for. 

(d)  "Cosmetic"  means  articles  other  than 
soap,  (1)  Intended  to  be  rubbed,  poured, 
sprinkled,  or  sprayed  on,  or  otherwise  ap- 
plied to  or  Introduced  Into  the  human  body 
for  cleansing,  beautifying,  promoting  attrac- 
tiveness, or  altering  the  appearance,  and 
(2)  intended  for  use  as  a  component  of  any 
such  articles. 

(e)  "Device",  except  when  used  in  sec- 
tions 42,  53  (f),  72  (c),  92  (c).  and  151  (1) 
of  this  title,  means  Instruments,  apparatus, 
and  contrivances,  including  their  com- 
ponents, parts,  and  accessories,  intended  (1) 
for  use  in  the  diagnosis,  cure,  mitigation, 
treatment,  or  prevention  of  disease  in  man 
or  other  animals;  or  (2)  to  affect  the  struc- 
ture or  any  function  of  the  body  of  man  or 
other  animals. 

(f)  "Drug"  means  (1)  articles  recognized 
in  an  official  compendium;  and  (2)  articles 
Intended  for  use  in  the  diagnosis,  cure,  miti- 
gation, treatment,  or  prevention  of  disease 
In  man  or  other  animals;  and  (3)  articles 
(other  than  food)  Intended  to  affect  the 
structiu'e  at  any  function  of  the  body  of 
man  or  other  animals;  and  (4)  articles  in- 
tended for  use  as  a  component  of  any  articles 
specified  in  claiues  (1).  (2),  or  (3)  of  this 
paragraph;  but  does  not  Include  devices  or 
their  components,  parts,  ac  accessories. 

(g)  "Food"  means  (1)  articles  used  for 
food  or  drink  for  man  or  other  animals,  (2) 
chewing  gum,  and  (3)  articles  used  for  com- 
ponents of  any  such  article. 


(h)  "Intwatate  commerce"  means  (1) 
commerce  between  any  State  or  Territory 
and  any  place  outside  thereof,  and  (2)  com- 
merce wi^n  the  District  of  Columbia  or 
■within  any  other  Territory  not  organized 
with  a  legislative  body. 

(1)  "Label"  means  a  display  of  written, 
printed,  or  graphic  matter  upon  the  immedi- 
ate container  other  than  a  package  liner,  of 
any  article;  and  a  requirement  made  by  or 
under  authority  of  this  chapter  that  any 
word,  statement,  or  other  information  ap- 
pear on  the  label  shall  not  be  considered  to 
be  complied  with  unless  it  also  appears  on 
or  Is  easily  legible  through  the  outside  con- 
tainer or  wrapper,  if  any  there  be,  of  the 
retail  package  of  such  article. 

(J)  "Labeling"  means  all  labels  and  other 
written,  printed,  or  graphic  matter  ( 1 )  Upon 
any  article  or  any  of  Its  containers  or  wrap- 
pers, or  (2)  accompanying  such  article. 

(k)   "New  drug"  means — 

(1)  Any  drug  the  composition  of  which 
is  such  that  the  drug  is  not  generally  recog- 
nized among  expterts  qualified  by  scientific 
training  and  experience  to  evaluate  the 
safety  of  drugs,  as  safe  for  use  under  the 
conditions  prescribed,  recommended,  or  sug- 
gested In  the  labeling  thereof,  unless  at  any 
time  prior  to  June  25,  1938,  it  wm  subjtct  to 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act  of  June  30.  1906. 
as  amended,  and  at  such  time  its  labeling 
contained  the  same  representations  con- 
cerning the  conditions  of  its  use;   or 

(2)  Any  drug  the  composition  of  which 
is  such  that,  as  a  result  of  investigations 
to  determine  its  safety  for  use  under  such 
conditions,  it  has  become  so  recognized,  but 
which  has  not,  otherwise  than  In  such  in- 
vestigations, been  used  to  a  material  ektent 
or  for  a  material  time  under  such  condi- 
tions. 

(1)  "Nonfat  dry  milks  solids"  or  "deCatted 
milk  solids"  Is  the  product  resulting  from  the 
removal  of  fat  and  water  from  the  sweet 
milk  of  cows,  and  containing  (1)  the  lactose, 
milk  proteins,  and  milk  minerals  la  the 
same  relative  proportions  as  in  the  fresh 
milk  from  which  made,  (2)  not  over  9  per- 
cent by  weight  of  moisture,  and  (3)  not  over 
1^  percent  by  weight  of  fat  content  Unless 
otherwise  Indicated. 

(m)  "Official  compendium"  means  the  of- 
ficial United  States  Pharmacopoeia.  oBlclal 
Homeopathic  Pharmacopoeia  of  the  United 
States,  ofBcial  National  Formulary,  or  any 
supplement  to  any  of  them. 

(n)  "Package"  Includes  wrapped  meats  In- 
closed in  papers  or  other  materials  as  pre- 
pared by  the  manufacturers  thereof  for  sale. 

(o)  "Person"  means  an  individual,  part- 
nership, corporation,  or  association. 

(p)  "Territory"  includes  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  any  Territory  or  possession  of 
the  United  States,  but  not  the  Canal  Zone. 

(q)  The  term  "pesticide  chemical"  means 
any  substance  which,  alone.  In  chemical 
combination  or  in  formulation  with  one  or 
more  other  substances,  is  an  "economic  poi- 
son" within  the  meaning  of  the  Federal  In- 
secticide. Fungicide,  and  Rodentlclde  Act 
as  now  in  force  or  as  hereafter  amended,  and 
which  is  used  in  the  production,  sttrage, 
or  transportation  of  raw  agricultural  com- 
modities. 

(r)  The  term  "Raw  agricultural  commod- 
ity" means  any  food  in  its  raw  or  natural 
state,  Includmg  all  fruits  that  are  washed, 
colored,  or  otherwise  treated  in  their  un- 
peeled  natural  form  prior  to  marketing, 

S  42.  Determination  of  misbranding       I 

If  an  article  is  alleged  to  be  misbrinded 
because  the  labeling  is  misleading,  there 
shall  be  taken  into  account,  gmong  other 
things,  in  determining  whether  the  labeling 
is  misleading  not  only  representations  made 
or  suggested  by  statement,  word,  design, 
device,  or  any  combination  thereof,  but  also 
the  extent  to  which  the  labeling  falls  to 
reveal  facts  material  in  the  light  of  such 
representations  or  material  with  respect  to 


consequences  which  may  result  fro^i  the  use 
of  the  irtlcle  to  which  the  labeling  relates 
under  the  conditions  of  use  prescribed  in  the 
labeling  thereof  or  under  such  conditions  of 
use  as  are  customary  or  usual. 

{  43.  Representation  as  antiseptic 

The  representation  of  a  drug,  in  Its  label- 
ing, as  an  antiseptic  shall  constitute  a  rep- 
resentation that  it  la  a  germicide,  except  In 
the  case  of  a  drug  purporting  to  be.  or  rep- 
resented as,  an  antiseptic  for  inhibitory  use 
as  a  wet  dressing,  ointment,  dusting  powder, 
or  for  such  other  use  as  involves  prolonged 
contact  with  the  body. 


§  44.  Short  title 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  "Federal 

Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act." 

Subchapter  II — Food 

§  51.  Definitions    and    standards    for    food; 

procedure  governing  estabUlshment; 

objections;  hearings;  applicability  of 

other  provisions 

(a)  Whenever  in  the  Judgment  of  the 
Secretary  such  action  will  promote  honesty 
and  fair  dealing  in  the  interest  of  consumers, 

the  Secretary  shall  promulgate  regulations 
fixing  and  establishing  for  any  food,  under 
Its  common  or  usual  name  Insofay  as  prac- 
ticable, a  reasonable  definition  aad  stand- 
ard of  identity,  a  reasonable  standard  of 
quality,  and  or  reasonable  standards  of  fill 
of  container. 

The  Secretary  may  not  establish  a  defini- 
tion and  standard  of  identity  or  standard 
of  quality  for  fresh  or  dried  fruits,  fresh 
or  dried  vegetables,  or  butter,  but  may  es- 
tablish definitions  and  standards  of  identity, 
relating  only  to  maturity  and  to  the  effects 
of  freezing,  for  avocadoes,  cantaloupes,  citrus 
fruits,  and  melons. 

In  p^'^scriblng  any  standard  of  fill  of  con- 
tainer, the  Secretary  shall  give  consideration 
to  the  natural  shrinkage  in  8tora|e  and  in 
transit  of  fresh  natural  food  and  to  need 
for  the  necessary  packing  and  protective 
material. 

In  prescribing  any  standard  of  quality  for 
any  canned  fruit  or  canned  vegetable,  the 
Secretary  shall  give  consideration  to  and 
make  due  allowance  for  the  differing  charac- 
teristics of  the  several  varieties  of  such  fruit 
or   vegetable. 

In  prescribing  a  definition  and  standard 
of  identity  for  any  food  or  class  of  food  In 
which  optional  ingredients  are  permitted, 
the  Secretary  shall,  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
moting honesty  and  fair  dealing  tn  the  In- 
terest of  consumers,  designate  the  optional 
ingredients  which  shall  be  named  on  the 
label. 

(b)  (1)  Any  action  under  subsection  (a) 
of  this  section  for  the  issuance,  amendment, 
or  repeal  of  any  regulation  shall  be  begun 
by  a  proposal  made  (A)  by  the  Secretary 
of  his  own  initiative,  or  (B)  by  petition  of 
any  interested  person,  showing  reasonable 
grounds  therefor,  filed  with  the  Secretary. 
The  Secretary  shall  publish  the  proposal 
and  shall  afford  all  Interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  present  their  views  thereon, 
orally  or  in  writing.  As  soon  as  practicable 
thereafter,  the  Secretary  shall  by  order  act 
upon  such  proposal  and  shall  make  such 
order  public.  Except  as  provided  m  para- 
graph (2)  of  this  subsection  the  order  shall 
become  effective  at  such  time  as  may  be 
specified  therein,  but  not  prior  tc  the  day 
following  the  last  day  on  which  ObJectioas 
may  be  fileci  under  juch  paragraph. 

(2)  At  any  yme  prior  to  the  30th  day 
after  the  date  on  which  an  order  entered 
under  paragraph  (1)  of  thU  Bubaectlon  U 
made  public,  any  person  who  will  be  ad- 
versely affected  by  such  order  If  placed  in 
effect  may  file  objections  thereto  with  the 
Secretary,  specifying  with  particidarlty  the 
provisions  of  the  order  deemed  objectionable, 
stating  the  grounds  therefor,  and  requesting 
a    public     hearing    upon    such    objections. 
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Until  final  action  upon  such  objections  is 
taken  by  the  Secretary  under  paragrai^  (3) 
of  this  subsection,  the  filing  of  such  objec- 
tions ahall  operate  to  stay  the  efleeUveiMSB 
of  those  provisions  of  the  order  to  whldi 
the  objections  are  made.  As  soon  as  prac- 
ticable after  the  time  for  filing  objections 
has  expired  the  Secretary  shall  publish  a 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  specifying 
those  parts  of  the  order  which  have  been 
stayed  by  the  filing  of  objections  and.  if  no 
objections  have  been  filed,  stating  that  fact. 
(3)  As  soon  as  practicable  after  such  re- 
quest for  a  public  hearing,  the  Secretary, 
after  due  notice,  shall  hold  such  a  public 
hearing  for  tlie  purpose  of  receiving  evidence 
relevant  and  material  to  the  Issues  raised 
by  such  objections.  At  the  hearing,  any 
interested  person  may  be  heard  in  person 
or  by  representative.  As  soon  as  practicable 
after  completion  of  the  hearing,  the  Secre- 
tary shall  by  order  act  upon  such  objections 
and  make  such  order  public.  Such  order 
shall  be  based  only  on  substantial  evidence  of 
record  at  such  hearing  and  shall  set  forth, 
as  part  of  the  order,  detailed  findings  of  fact 
on  which  the  order  is  based.     The  Secretary 

shall  specify  In  the  order  the  date  on  which 
it  shall  take  effect,  except  that  It  shall  not 
be  made  to  take  effect  prior  to  the  90th  day 
after  its  publication  unless  the  Secretary 
finds  that  emergency  conditions  exist  neces- 
sitating an  eao-lier  effective  date,  in  which 
event  the  Secretary  shall  specify  in  the  order 
his  findings  as  to  such  conditions.  Such 
order  shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
section  131  (f)   and  (g)  of  this  Utle. 

i  52.  Adulterated  food 

A  food  is  deemed  to  be  adulterated^ 

(a)  Poisonous,  insanitary,  etc..  ingredi- 
ents: (1)  If  it  bears  or  contains  any  poison- 
ous or  deleterious  substance  which  may 
render  it  injvirlous  to  health  unless  the 
substance  is  not  an  added  substance  and 
its  quantity  In  such  food  does  not  ordinarily 
render  its  injurious  to  health;  or  (2)  if  it 
bears  or  contains  any  added  poisonous  or 
added  deleterious  substance,  except  a  pesti- 
cide chemical  In  or  on  a  raw  agricultural 
commodity,  which  is  unsafe  within  the 
meaning  of  section  66  of  this  title,  or  if  it 
is  a  raw  agricultural  oomnKxlity  and  It  bears 
or  contains  a  pesticide  chemical  which  Is 
unsafe  within  the  meaning  of  section  66  (a) 
of  this  tiUe;  or  (3)  if  it  consists  In  whole 
CH-  in  part  of  any  filthy,  putrid,  or  decom- 
posed substance,  or  if  it  is  ottierwlse  luifit 
for  food;  or  (4)  if  it  has  been  prepared, 
packed,  or  held  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  may  have  become  contaminated 
with  filth  or  whereby  it  may  have  been  ren- 
dered injurious  to  hecJth;  or  (5)  if  it  is,  in 
whole  or  in  pfixt,  the  product  of  a  diseased 
animal  or  of  an  animal  which  has  died  other- 
wise than  by  slaughter  or  (6)  If  its  container 
Is  composed,  in  whole  or  In  part,  of  any 
poisonous  or  deleterious  substance  which 
may  render  the  contents  Injtirlous  to  health. 

(b)  Absence,  substitution,  or  addition  of 
constituents:  (1)  If  any  valuable  constit- 
uent has  been  In  whole  or  In  part  omitted 
or  abstracted  therefrom;  or  (2)  If  any  sub- 
stance has  been  substituted  wholly  or  In 
part  therefor;  or  (3)  If  damage  or  inferiori- 
ty has  been  concealed  In  any  manner;  or 
(4)  If  any  substance  has  been  added  there- 
to or  mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as  to 
Increase  Its  bulk  or  weight,  or  reduce  Its 
quality  or  strength,  or  make  It  appear  bet- 
ter or  of  greater  value  than  It  Is. 

(c)  Uncertified  coal-tar  coloring:  If  it 
bears  or  contains  a  coal-tar  oolcx'  other  than 
one  from  a  batch  that  has  been  certified  in 
accordance  with  regulations  as  provided  by 
section  55  of  this  title.  This  paragraph  does 
not  apply  to  citrus  fruit  bearing  or  contain- 
ing a  coal-tar  color  where  application  for 
listing  of  such  color  has  l>een  made  under 
this  subchapter  but  not  acted  on  by  Uie 
Secretary,  If  such  color  was  commonly  used 


prior  to  ABM  tS.  ItSS,  for  the  purpoR  of 
oalertBg  eitniB  fruit. 

(d)  Oonfeetionery  eontainlng  aleoiial  or 
aoonutrltlM  subatanoe:  If  it  is  confection- 
ery, and  it  bears  or  contains  any  alcohol  or 
nooButritive  article  or  substance  except 
harmless  coloring,  harmless  flavoring,  harm- 
less  resinous  glaae  not  in  excess  of  four- 
tenths  of  1  percent,  natural  gum,  and  pec- 
tlXL  This  paragraph  does  not  apply  to  any 
confectionery  by  reason  of  its  containing  leas 
than  one-half  of  1  percent  by  volume  of 
alcohol  derived  solely  from  the  use  of  flavor- 
ing extracts,  or  to  any  chewing  gum  by  rea- 
son of  its  containing  harmless  nonnutrltlve 
masticatory  substances. 

(e)  Insanitary  Ingredients  in  oleomarga- 
rine or  margarine  or  butter  and  any  of  the 
raw  material  used  therein  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  any  filthy,  putrid,  or  decom- 
posed substance,  or  such  oleomargarine  or 
margarine  or  butter  is  otjierwise  unfit  for 
food. 

i  63.  Misbranded  food 
A  food  is  deemed  to  be  misbranded — 

(a)  False  or  misleading  labeUng:  If  Its 
labeling  is  false  or  misleading  In  any  par- 
ticular. 

(b)  Offer  for  cale  under  another  name:  If 
it  Is  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  an- 
other food. 

(c)  Imitation:  If  it  is  an  imitation  of  an- 
other food,  unless  its  label  bears,  in  type  of 
uniform  size  and  prominence,  the  word 
"imitation"  and.  immediately  thereafter,  the 
name  of  the  food  Imitated. 

(d)  Misleading  container:  If  Its  container 
is  so  made,  formed,  or  filled  as  to  be  mis- 
leading. 

(e)  Package  form:  If  in  package  form 
unless  it  bears  a  label  containing  (1)  the 
name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manu- 
facturer, packer,  or  distributor;  and  (2) 
an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the 
contents  in  terms  of  weight,  measure,  or 
numerical  coimt.  Under  clause  (2)  of  this 
paragraph  reasonable  variations  shall  be  per- 
mitted, and  exemptions  as  to  small  pack- 
ages shall  be  established,  by  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary. 

(f)  Prominence  of  information  on  label: 
If  any  word,  statement,  or  other  informa- 
tion required  by  or  uader  authority  of  this 
chapter  to  appear  on  the  label  or  labels  is 
not  prominently  placed  thereon  with  such 
conspicuousness  (as  compared  with  other 
words,  statements,  designs,  or  devices,  in 
the  labeling)  and  in  such  terms  as  to  render 
it  likely  to  be  read  and  understood  by  the 
ordinary  Individual  under  customary  con- 
ditions of  purchase  and  use. 

(g)  Representation  as  to  Identity:  If  it 
purpcH-ts  to  be  or  is  represented  as  a  food 
for  which  a  definition  and  standard  of  iden- 
tity has  been  prescribed  by  regulation  as 
provided  by  section  51  of  this  title,  unless 
(1 )  It  conforms  to  such  definition  and  stand- 
ard, and  (2)  its  label  bears  the  name  of  the 
food  specified  in  the  definition  and  standard, 
and.  Insofar  as  required  by  such  regulations, 
the  common  names  of  optional  Ingredients 
(other  than  spices,  fiavorlng,  and  coloring) 
present  In  such  food. 

(h)  Representation  as  to  quality  and  fill 
of  container :  If  It  purports  to  be  or  is  repre- 
sented as — 

( 1 )  a  food  for  which  a  standard  of  qtiallty 
has  been  preflcrlt>ed  by  regulations  as  pro- 
vided by  section  61  of  this  title,  and  Its 
quality  falls  below  such  standard,  unless  its 
label  bears,  in  such  manner  and  form  as  such 
regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  falls 
below  such  stcmdard;  or 

(3)  a  food  for  which  a  standard  or  stand- 
ards of  fill  of  container  lias  been  prescribed 
by  regulations  as  provided  by  section  61 
of  tbU  title,  and  it  falls  below  the  standard 
of  fill  of  container  applicable  thereto,  imless 
its  label  bears.  In  such  manner  and  form  as 
such  regulettons  specify,  a  statement  that  It 
falls  below  such  standard. 


(1)  Label  where  no  representation  m  to 
standard  of  identitf:  If  It  Is  not  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  <g)  of  thia  no- 
tion unless  its  label  Ijeara  (1)  the  '^'^^^r*^^ 
or  luual  name  of  the  food,  if  any  there  be, 
and  (2)  in  case  it  is  fal>ricated  from  two  or 
more  ingredients,  tlie  common  pr  usual  nama 
of  each  such  ingredient:  except  that  spleaa, 
flavorings,  and  colorings,  other  tlian  thoee 
sold  as  such,  may  be  designated  as  sploea, 
flavoring,  and  colorings  without  «»w««T»f 
each.  The  Secretary  shall  promulgate  regu- 
lations establisliing  exemptions  to  the  extent 
that  compliance  with  the  requlrenaents  of 
clause  (2)  of  this  paragrajdi  is  impracticable, 
or  results  in  deception  or  unfair  oompetltloii. 

(J)  Representation  for  special  dietary 
use. — ^If  it  purports  to  be  or  is  represented 
for  special  dietary  usee,  unless  its  label  boan 
such  Information  conoeming  Its  Tltamln. 
mineral,  and  other  dietary  properties  as  the 
Secretary  determines  to  be  and  by  refula- 
tions  prescribes  as  necessary  in  order  fully 
to  Inform  purchasers  as  to  its  value  for  auch 
uses. 

(k)  Artificial  flavoring,  etc.:  exception  aS 
articles  from   (g),    (1),  and   (k) :   XT  It  bears 

or  contains  any  artificial  flavoring,  artificial 
coloring,  or  chemical  preservative,  unless  it 
bears  laliellng  stating  that  fact.  The  Sacra- 
tary  shall  promulgate  regulations  establish- 
ing exemptions  to  the  extent  that  oon^iliano* 
with  the  requirements  of  this  paragraph  ts 
impracticable.  The  provisions  of  thla  para- 
graph and  paragraphs  (g)  and  (1)  of  this 
section  with  respect  to  artificial  cotorlng 
shall  not  apply  in  the  case  of  butter,  cheeaa, 
or  ice  cream.  * 

I  54.  Exemptions 

The  Secretary  shall  promulgate  regulations 
exempting  from  any  labeling  re<)\ilrement  of 
this  chapter  (1)  snuill  open  containers  of 
fresh  fruits  and  fresh  vegetables  and  (2)  food 
which  is,  in  accordance  with  the  practice  of 
the  trade,  to'  be  processed,  labeled,  or  re- 
packed in  substantial  qiiantltles  at  establish- 
ments other  than  those  where  originally 
processed  or  packed,  on  condition  that  such 
food  is  not  adulterated  or  misbranded  under 
the  provisions  of  this  chapter  upon  removal 
from  such  processing,  labeling,  or  repacking 
establishment. 

I  55.  Tolerances   for   poisoDous    IngredientB; 

certification    of    coal-tar    echoes    for 

foods 
(a)  Any  polsonotis  or  deleterious  sub- 
stance added  to  any  food,  except  where  such 
substance  is  required  in  the  production 
thereof  or  cannot  be  avoided  by  good  manu- 
facturing practice,  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
unsafe  for  purposes  of  the  application  of 
clause  (2)  of  section  62  (a)  of  thia  title. 
When  such  substance  is  so  required  or  can- 
not be  so  avoided,  the  Secretary  shall  pro- 
mulgate regulations  limiting  the  quantity 
therein  or  thereon  to  the  extent  the  Secre- 
tary finds  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
public  health,  and  any  qviantity  exceeding 
the  limits  so  fixed  stxall  also  be  deemed  to  be 
unsafe  for  purposes  of  the  application  of 
clause  (2)  of  section  62  (a)  of  this  title. 
While  such  a  regulation  is  in  effect  limiting 
the  quantity  of  any  such  sulistance  in  the 
case  of  any  food,  such  food  shall  not.  by 
reason  of  bearing  or  containing  any  added 
amount  of  such  substance,  be  considered  to 
be  adulterated  within  tlie  meaning  at  clause 
(1)  of  section  63  (a)  of  tills  title.  In  deter- 
mining the  quantity  of  such  added  substance 
to  be  tolerated  in  or  on  different  articles  of 
food,  the  Secretary  shall  take  Into  aooQiint 
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the  extent  to  which  the  use  of  such  Sub- 
stance is  reqtdred  or  cannot  be  avoided  In 
the  production  of  each  such  article  and  the 
other  ways  In  which  the  consumer  may  be 
affected  by  the  same  or  other  poleonous  or 
deleterious  substances. 

(b)  The  Secretary  shall  promulgate  ragn- 
latlons  providing  for  the  listing  of  ooal-tar 
colors    which    are    harmless    and    suitabto 
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for  OM  In  food  ftnd  for  the  certification  of 
betchee  of  such  eolora.  with  or  without 
barmtaw  lUluents. 

I  50.  Tolenmeea  for  pesticide  chemlcala  In 
or  on  raw  agricultural  products 

(a)  Peatlclde  chemicals  deemed  unsafe. — 
Any  pc^sonous  or  deleterious  pesticide  ^em- 
ieaL  or  any  pesticide  cbemlcal  which  Is  not 
generally  recognized,  among  experts  quali- 
fied by  sdentlfle  training  and  experience  to 
evaluate  the  safety  of  pesticide  chemicals, 
as  safe  for  use.  added  to  a  raw  agricultural 
conunodlty.  shall  be  deemed  unsafe  for  the 
purposes  ot  the  application  of  clause  (2)  of 
section  62  (a)  of  this  title  unless — 

(1)  a  tolerance  for  such  pesticide  chem- 
ical In  or  on  the  raw  agrlculturtd  commod- 
ity has  been  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  under  this 
section  and  the  quantity  of  such  pesticide 
chemical  in  cv  on  the  raw  agricultural  com- 
modity Is  within  the  limits  of  the  tolerance 
lo  prescribed;  or 

(2)  with  respect  to  use  in  or  on  such  raw 
agricultural  commodity,  the  pesticide  chem- 
ical has  been  exempted  from  the  require- 
ment of  a  tolerance  by  the  Secretary  under 
this  section. 

While  a  tolerance  or  exemption  from  toler- 
ance is  in  effect  for  a  pesticide  chemical 
with  respect  to  any  raw  agricultural  com- 
modity, such  raw  agricultural  commodity 
shall  not.  by  reason  of  bearing  or  containing 
any  added  amount  of  such  pesticide  chemi- 
cal, be  ctmsldered  to  be  adulterated  within 
the  meaning  of  clause  (1)  al  section  52  (a) 
of  this  title. 

(b)  Regulations  of  Secretary  establishing 
tolerances:  The  Secretary  shall  promulgate 
regulations  establishing  tolerances  with  re- 
spect to  the  use  in  or  on  raw  agricultural 
conunodlties  of  poisonous  of  deleterioxis  pes- 
ticide chemicals  and  of  pesticide  chemicals 
which  are  not  generally  recognized,  among 
experts  qualified  by  scientific  training  and 
experience  to  evaluate  the  safety  of  pesticide 
chemicals,  as  safe  for  use,  to  the  extent  nec- 
essary to  protect  the  public  health.  In 
establishing  any  such  regulation,  the  Secre- 
tary shall  give  appropriate  consideration, 
among  other  relevant  factors,  ( 1 )  to  the  ne- 
cessity for  the  production  of  an  adequate, 
wholesome,  and  economical  food  supply;  (2) 
to  the  other  ways  In  which  the  consumer 
may  be  affected  by  the  same  pesticide  chemi- 
cal or  by  other  related  substances  that  are 
poisonous  or  deleterious;  and  (3)  to  the 
opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  as 
submitted  with  a  certification  of  usefulness 
under  subsection  (1)  of  this  section.  Such 
regulations  shall  be  promulgated  in  the 
manner  prescribed  In  subsection  (d)  or  (e) 
of  this  section.  In  carrying  out  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section  relating  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  tolerances,  the  Secretary  may 
establish  the  tolerance  applicable  with  re- 
spect to  the  use  of  any  pesticide  chemical 
In  or  on  any  raw  agricultural  commodity  at 
zero  level  If  the  scientific  data  before  the 
Secretary  does  not  Justify  the  establishment 
of  a  greater  tolerance. 

(c)  Regulations  of  Secretary  regarding  ex- 
emptions: The  Secretary  shall  promulgate 
regulations  exempting  any  pesticide  chemi- 
cal from  the  necessity  of  a  tolerance  with  re- 
spect to  use  In  or  on  any  or  all  raw  agrl- 
cultxu'al  conunodlties  when  such  a  tolerance 
is  not  necessary  to  protect  the  public  health. 
Such  regulations  shall  be  promulgated  In 
the  manner  prescribed  in  subsection  (d)  or 
(e)  of  this  section. 

(d)  Petitions  for  regulations;  contents; 
procedure:  (1)  Any  person  who  has  regis- 
tered, or  who  has  submitted  an  application 
for  the  registration  of,  an  economic  poison 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticlde  Act  may  file  with  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  a  petition 
proposing  the  issuance  of  a  regulation  estab- 
lishing a  tolerance  for  a  pesticide  chemical 


which  conatltutes,  or  Is  an  Ingredient  of 
such  economic  poison,  or  exempting  the 
pesticide  chemical  from  the  requirement  of 
a  tolerance.  The  petition  shall  contain  data 
showing — 

(A)  the  name,  chemical  identity,  and  com- 
position of  the  pesticide  chemical; 

(B)  the  amount,  frequency,  and  time  of 
application  of  the  pesticide  chemical; 

(C)  full  reports  of  investigations  made 
with  respect  to  the  safety  of  the  pesticide 
chemical; 

(D)  the  results  of  tests  on  the  amount  of 
residue  remaining,  including  a  description 
of  the  analytical  methods  used: 

(E)  practicable  methods  for  removing 
residue  which  exceeds  any  proposed  toler- 
ance; 

(F)  proposed  tolerances  for  the  pesticide 
chemical  If  tolerances  are  proposed;   and 

(O)  reasonable  grounds  In  siipport  of  ♦he 
petition.  Samples  of  the  pes  Iclde  chemical 
shall  be  furnished  to  the  Secretary  upon  re- 
quest. Notice  of  the  filing  of  such  petition 
shall  be  published  in  general  terms  by  the 
gfecretary  within  30  days  after  filing.  Such 
notice  shall  Include  the  analytical  metliods 
available  for  the  determination  of  the  residue 
of  the  pesticide  chemical  for  which  a  toler- 
ance or  exemption  Is  propoEed. 

(2)  Within  90  days  after  a  certification  of 
usefulness  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
under  subsection  (1)  of  this  section  with  re- 
spect to  the  pesticide  chemical  named  In 
the  petition,  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Educa- 
tion, and  Welfare  shall,  after  giving  due 
consideration  to  the  data  submitted  in  the 
petition  or  otherwise  before  him,  by  order 
make   public   a   regulation — 

(A)  establishing  a  tolerance  for  the  pesti- 
cide chemical  named  in  the  petition  for  the 
piu-poses  for  which  It  Is  so  certified  as  useful, 
or 

(B)  exempting  the  pesticide  chamical 
from  the  necessity  of  a  tolerance  fur  such 
purposes, 

unless  within  such  90-day  period  the  person 
filing  the  petition  requests  that  the  petition 
be  referred  to  an  advisory  committee  or  the 
Secretary  within  such  period  otherwise 
deems  such  referral  necessary,  in  eltlier  of 
which  events  the  provisions  of  para^aph  (3) 
of  this  subsection  shall  apply  in  lieu  Ijereof. 

(3)  In  the  event  that  the  person  fl'ln^ 
the  petition  requests,  within  90  days  after 
a  certification  of  usefulness  by  the  Secretary 
Of  Agriculture  under  subsection  (1)  of  this 
section  with  respect  to  the  pesticide  chemi- 
cal named  in  the  petition,  that  the  pettltlon 
be  referred  to  an  advisory  committee,  or  In 
the  event  the  Secretary  of  Health.  DduoBtion. 
and  Welfare  within  such  period  otherwise 
deems  such  referral  necessary,  the  Secre- 
tary of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  shall 
forthwith  submit  the  petition  and  other 
data  before  him  to  an  advisory  committee 
to  be  appointed  in  accordance  with  subsec- 
tion (g)  of  this  section.  As  soon  as  practi- 
cable after  such  referral,  but  not  later  than 
60  days  thereafter,  unless  extended  as  here- 
inafter provided,  the  committee  shall,  after 
Independent  study  of  the  data  submitted  to 
it  by  the  Secretary  and  other  data  before  it, 
certify  to  the  Secretary  a  report  and  recom- 
mendations on  the  proposal  In  the  petition 
to  the  Secretary,  together  with  all  under- 
lying data  and  a  statement  of  the  reasons 
or  basis  for  the  recommendations.  Tbe  60- 
day  period  provided  for  herein  may  be  ex- 
tended by  the  advisory  committee  for  an  ad- 
ditional 30  days  if  the  advisory  committee 
deems  this  necessary.  Within  30  days  after 
such  certification,  the  Secretary  shall,  after 
giving  due  consideration  to  all  data  then 
before  him,  including  such  report,  recom- 
mendations, underlying  data,  and  statatnent, 
by  order  make  public  a  regulation — 

(A)  establishing  a  tolerance  for  the  pesti- 
cide chemical  named  In  the  petition  f<»r  the 
purposes  for  which  it  is  so  certified  a«  use- 
ful; or 


(B)  exempting  the  pesticide  chemical  from 
the  necessity  of  a  tolerance  for  such  pur- 
poses. 

(4)  The  regulations  published  under  para- 
graph (2)  or  (3)  of  this  subsection  will  be 
effective  upon  publication. 

(5)  Within  30  days  after  publication,  any 
person  adversely  affected  by  a  regulation 
published  pursuant  to  paragraph  (2)  or  (3) 
of  this  subsection,  or  pursuant  to  subsec- 
tion (e)  of  this  section,  may  file  Objections 
thereto  with  the  Secretary,  specifying  with 
particularity  the  provisions  of  the  regulation 
deemed  objectionable,  stating  reasonable 
grounds  therefor,  and  requesting  a  public 
hearing  upon  such  objections.  A  copy  of 
the  objections  filed  by  a  person  other  than 
the  petitioner  shall  be  served  on  the  peti- 
tioner, if  the  regulation  was  issued  pursuant 
to  a  petition.  The  petitioner  shall  have  2 
weeks  to  make  a  written  reply  tb  the  ob- 
jections. The  Secretary  shall  tihereupon, 
after  due  notice,  hold  such  public  hearing 
for  the  purpose  of  receiving  evidence  rele- 
vant and  material  to  the  issues  raised  by 
such  objections.  Any  report,  recommenda- 
tions, underlying  data,  and  reasons  certified 
to  the  Secretary  by  an  advisory  committee 
f-hall  be  made  a  part  of  the  record  of  the 
hearing,  if  relevant  and  material,  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  section  lOM  (c)  of  title  5. 
The  National  Academy  of  Sciences  shall  des- 
ignate a  nvember  of  the  advisory  Committee 
to  appear  and  testify  at  any  sucJi  hearing 
with  respect  to  the  report  and  recommenda- 
tions of  such  committee  up>on  request  of  the 
secretary,  the  petitioner,  or  the  officer  con- 
ducting the  hearing.  Any  other  member  of 
the  advisory  committee  may  appear  and 
testify  at  such  hearing.  As  soon  as  practlca- 
hle  after  completion  of  the  hearing,  the  Sec- 
retary shall  act  upon  such  objeotlons  and 
by  order  make  public  a  regulation.  Such 
regulation  shall  be  based  only  on  substantial 
evidence  of  record  at  such  hearing,  includ- 
ing any  report,  recommendations,  underlying 
data,  and  reasons  certified  to  the  Secretary 
by  an  advisory  committee,  and  shall  set  forth 
detailed  findings  of  fact  upon  whldh  the  reg- 
ulation is  based.  No  such  order  shall  take 
effect  prior  to  the  90th  day  after  lis  publica- 
tion, unless  the  Secretary  finds  that  emer- 
gency conditions  exist  necessltatiag  an  ear- 
lier effective  date.  In  which  event  the  Secre- 
tary shall  specify  In  the  order  his  findings 
as  to  such  conditions. 

(e)  Proposal  of  regulations  by  Secretary; 
procedure:  The  Secretary  may  at  any  time, 
upon  his  own  Initiative  or  upon  the  request 
of  any  interested  i>erson.  propose  the  Issu- 
ance of  a  regulation  establishing  a  tolerance 
for  a  pesticide  chemical  or  exempting  It  from 
the  necessity  of  a  tolerance.  Thirty  days 
after  publication  of  such  a  proposal,  the  Sec- 
retary may  by  order  publish  a  regulation 
bared  upon  the  proposal  which  shall  become 
effective  upon  publication  unlees  within 
such  30-day  period  a  person  who  has  regis- 
tered, or  who  has  subtnltted  an  application 
for  the  registration  of,  an  economic  poison 
under  the  Federal  InEectlclde.  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticlde  Act  containing  the  pesticide 
chemical  named  In  the  proposal,  requests 
that  the  proposal  be  referred  to  an  advisory 
committee.  In  the  event  of  such  a  request, 
the  Secretary  shall  forthwith  s'Obnjit  the 
proposal  and  other  relevant  data  before  him 
to  an  advisory  committee  to  be  appointed  in 
accordance  with  subsection  (g)  of  this  sec- 
tion. As  soon  as  practicable  after  such  re. 
ferral.  but  not  later  than  60  days  thereafter, 
unless  extended  as  hereinafter  provided,  the 
committee  shall,  after  independent  study  of 
the  data  submitted  to  it  by  the  Secretary 
and  other  data  before  it.  certify  to  the  Sec- 
retary a  report  and  recommendations  on  the 
proposal  together  with  all  underlying  data 
and  a  statement  of  the  reasons  or  basis  for 
the  recommendations.  TTie  60-day  period 
provided  for  herein  may  be  extended  by  the 
advisory  committee  for  an  additional  30  days 
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if  the  advisory  committee  deems  this  neces- 
sary. Within  30  days  after  such  certifica- 
tion, the  Secretary  may.  after  giving  due 
consideration  to  all  data  before  him,  includ- 
ing such  report,  recommendations,  underly- 
ing data  and  statement,  by  order  publish  a 
regulation  establishing  a  tolerance  for  the 
pesticide  chemical  named  In  the  proposal  or 
exempting  It  from  the  necessity  of  a  toler- 
ance which  shall  become  effective  upon  pub- 
lication. Regulations  issued  under  this  sub- 
section shall  upon  publication  be  subject  to 
paragraph  (5)  of  subsection  (d)  of  this 
section. 

(f)  Confidential  character  of  data  until 
publication:  All  data  submitted  to  the  Sec- 
retary or  to  an  advisory  committee  In  sup- 
port of  a  petition  under  this  section  shall 
be  considered  confidential  by  the  Secretary 
and  by  such  advisory  committee  until  publi- 
cation of  a  regulation  under  paragraph  (2) 
or  (3)  of  subsection  (d)  of  this  section. 
Until  such  publication,  such  data  shall  not 
be  revealed  to  any  person  other  than  those 
authorized  by  the  Secretary  or  by  an  advis- 
ory committee  in  the  carrying  out  of  their 
ofHclal  duties  under  this  section. 

(g>  Advisory  committees;  appointment 
and  functions:  compensation;  clerical  as- 
sistance: Whenever  the  referral  of  a  peti- 
tion or  proposal  to  an  advisory  committee 
Is  requested  under  this  section,  or  the  Sec- 
retary otherwise  deems  such  referral  neces- 
sary; the  Secretary  shall  forthwith  appoint 
a  committee  of  competent  experts  to  review 
the  petition  or  proposal  and  to  make  a  re- 
p>ort  and  recommendations  thereon.  Each 
such  advisory  committee  shall  be  composed 
of  experts,  qualified  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  petition  and  of  adequately  diversified 
professional  background  selected  by  the  Na- 
tional Academy  of  Sciences  and  shall  Include 
one  or  more  representatives  from  land-grant 
colleges.  The  size  of  the  committee  shall  be 
determined  by  the  Secretary.  Members  of 
an  advisory  committee  shall  receive  as  com- 
pensation for  their  services  a  reasonable  per 
diem,  which  the  Secretary  by  rules  and  regu- 
lations prescribe,  for  time  actually  spent  In 
the  work  of  the  committee,  and  shall  In 
addition  be  reimbursed  for  their  necessary 
traveling  and  subsistence  expenses  while  so 
serving  away  from  their  places  of  residence. 
The  members  shall  not  be  subject  to  any 
other  provisioiu  of  law  regarding  the  ap- 
pointment and  compensation  of  employees 
of  the  United  States.  The  Secretary  shall 
furnish  the  committee  with  adequate  clerical 
and  other  assistance,  and  shall  by  rules  and 
regulations  prescribe  the  procediu-e  to  be 
followed  by  the  committee. 

(h)  Rights  of  consultation  with  commit- 
tee :  A  person  who  has  filed  a  petition  or  who 
has  requested  the  referral  of  a  proposal  to 
an  advisory  committee  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section,  as  well  as 
representatives  of  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  shall  have  the  right 
to  consult  with  any  advisory  committee  pro- 
vided for  in  subsection  (g)  of  this  section 
in  connection  with  the  petition  or  proposal. 

(1)  Judicial  review  of  orders:  procedxire, 
etc.:  (1)  In  a  case  of  actual  controversy  as 
to  the  validity  of  any  order  under  subsec- 
tion (d)  (5)  (e),  or  (1)  of  this  section  any 
person  who  will  be  adversely  affected  by 
such  order  may  obtain  Judicial  review  by 
filing  In  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  circuit  wherein  such  person  resides 
or  has  his  principal  place  of  business,  or  in 
the  United  States  Ctourt  of  Appeals  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  Circuit,  within  60  days 
after  the  entry  of  such  order,  a  petition  pray- 
ing that  the  order  be  set  aside  in  whole  or 
in  part. 

(2)  In  the  case  of  a  petition  with  respect 
to  an  order  under  subsection  (d)  (5)  or 
(e)  of  this  section,  a  copy  of  the  petition 
shall  be  forthwith  served  u[x>n  the  Secretary, 
or  upon  any  officer  designated  by  him  for 
that  purpose,  and  thereupon  the  Secretary 


shall  certify  and  file  in  the  court  a  tran- 
script of  the  proceedings  and  the  record  on 
which  he  based  his  order.  Upon  such  filing, 
the  court  shall  have  exclusive  Jurisdiction 
to  ^IQrm  or  set  aside  the  order  complained 
of  in  whole  or  in  part.  The  findings  of  the 
Secretary  with  respect  to  questions  of  fact 
shall  be  sustained  If  supported  by  substan- 
tial evidence  when  considered  on  the  record 
as  a  whole,  including  any  repwrt  and  rec- 
ommendation of  an  advisory  committee. 

(3)  In  the  case  of  petition  with  respect 
to  an  order  under  subsection  (1 )  of  this 
section,  a  copy  of  the  jjetltlon  shall  be  forth- 
with served  upon  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, or  upon  any  officer  designated  by  him 
for  that  purpose,  and  thereupon  the  Secre- 
tary shall  certify  and  file  in  the  court  a 
transcript  of  the  proceedings  and  the  record 
on  which  he  based  his  order.  Upon  such 
filing,  the  court  shall  have  exclusive  Juris- 
diction to  affirm  or  set  aside  the  order  com- 
plained of  in  whole  or  in  part.  The  findings 
of  the  Secretary  with  respect  to  questions 
of  fact  shall  be  sustained  If  supported  by 
substantial  evidence  when  considered  on  the 
record  as  a  whole. 

(4)  If  application  Is  made  to  the  court 
for  leave  to  adduce  additional  evidence,  the 
court  may  order  such  additional  evidence 
to  be  taken  before  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Eklucatlon,  and  Welfare  or  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  as  the  case  may  be.  and  to  be 
adduced  upon  the  hearing  In  such  manner 
and  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  to 
the  court  may  seem  proper,  if  such  evidence 
is  material  and  there  were  reasonable 
grounds  for  failure  to  adduce  such  evidence 
In  the  proceedings  below.  The  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  or  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture,  as  the  case  may  be, 
may  modify  his  findings  as  to  the  facts  and 
order  by  reason  of  the  additional  evidence 
so  taken,  and  shall  file  with  the  court  such 
moc'ifled  findings  and  order. 

(5)  The  Judgment  of  the  court  affirming 
or  setting  aside,  in  whole  or  in  part,  any 
order  under  this  section  shall  be  final,  sub- 
ject to  review  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  u{X)n  certiorari  or  certification 
as  provided  in  section  1254  of  title  28.  The 
commencement  of  proceedings  under  this 
section  shall  not.  unless  specifically  ordered 
by  the  covtrt  to  the  contrary,  operate  as  a 
stay  of  an  order.  The  courts  shall  advance 
on  the  docket  and  expedite  the  disposition 
of  all  causes  filed  therein  pursuant  to  this 
section. 

(J)  Temporary  tolerances:  The  Secretary 
may,  upon  the  request  of  any  person  who  has 
obtained  an  experimental  permit  for  a  pesti- 
cide chemical  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticlde  Act  or  upon  his 
own  initiative,  establish  a  temporary  toler- 
ance for  the  pesticide  chemical  for  the  uses 
covered  by  the  permit  whenever  In  his  Judg- 
ment such  action  Is  deemed  necessary  to  pro- 
tect the  public  health,  or  may  tempwrarlly 
exempt  such  pesticide  chemical  from  a  toler- 
ance. In  establishing  such  a  tolerance,  the 
Secretary  shall  give  due  regard  to  the  neces- 
sity for  experimental  work  In  developing  an 
adequate,  wholesome,  and  economical  food 
supply  and  to  the  limited  hazard  to  the  pub- 
lic health  Involved  in  such  work  when  con- 
ducted in  accordance  with  applicable  regu- 
lations under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  F^ingl- 
clde,  and  Rodenticlde  Act. 

(k)  Ratification  of  regulations  under  prior 
law:  Regulations  affecting  pesticide  chemi- 
cals in  or  on  raw  agricultural  commodities 
which  were  promulgated  under  the  authority 
of  section  406  (a)  of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (of  1938)  upon  the  basis 
of  public  hearings  Instituted  before  January 
1,  1953,  In  accordance  with  section  701  (e)  of 
such  act.  shall  be  deemed  to  be  regulations 
under  this  section  and  shall  be  subject  to 
amendment  or  repeal  as  provided  in  sub- 
section (m)  of  this  section. 


(1)  Certification  of  usefulness  by  Secretary 
of  Agriculture;  procedure;  hearings,  etc.: 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  upon  request  of 
any  person  who  has  registered,  or  who  has 
submitted  an  application  for  the  registration 
of.  an  economic  poison  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticlde  Act. 
and  whose  request  is  accompanied  by  a  copy 
of  a  petition  filed  by  such  [>erson  under 
subsection  (d)  (1)  of  this  section  with  re- 
spect to  a  pesticide  chemical  which  con- 
stitutes, or  is  an  Ingredient  of,  such  eco- 
nomic polfon.  shall,  within  30  days  or  within 
60  days  If  upon  notice  prior  to  the  termina- 
tion of  such  30  days  the  Secretary  deems  it 
necessary  to  postpone  action  for  such  period, 
on  the  basis  of  data  before  him,  either — 

(1)  certify  to  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  that  such  pesticide 
chemical  is  useful  for  the  purpose  for  which 
a  tolerance  or  exemption  is  sought;  or 

(2)  notify  the  person  requesting  the  certi- 
fication of  his  proposal  to  certify  that  the 
pesticide  chemical  does  not  appear  to  be 
useful  for  the  purpose  for  which  a  tolerance 
or  exemption  is  sought,  or  appears  to  be  use- 
ful for  only  some  of  the  purposes  for  whlcb 
a  tolerance  or  exemption  is  sought. 

In  the  event  that  the  Secretary  Of  Agricul- 
ture takes  the  action  described  in  clatise  (2) 
of  the  preceding  sentence,  the  person  re- 
questing the  certification,  within  1  week 
after  receiving  the  proposed  certification, 
may  either  (A)  request  th* Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture to  certify  to  the  Secretary  ol  Healthi 
Education,  and  Welfare  on  the  basis  of  the 
proposed  certification;  (B)  request  a  bear- 
ing on  the  proposed  certification  or  the  parts 
thereof  objected  to;  or  (C)  request  botb 
such  certification  and  such  hearing.  If  no 
such  action  is  taken,  the  Secretary  may  by 
order  make  the  certification  as  proposed.  In 
the  event  that  the  action  described  in  clause 
(A)  or  (C)  is  taken,  the  Secretary  shall  by 
order  make  the  certification  as  proposed  with 
respect  to  such  parts  thereof  as  are  requested. 
In  the  event  a  hearing  Is  requested,  tha 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  provide  oppor- 
tunity for  a  prompt  hearing.  The  certifica- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  as  tha 
result  of  such  hearing  shall  be  made  by  order 
and  shall  be  based  only  on  substantial  evi- 
dence of  record  at  the  hearing  and  shall  set 
forth  detailed  findings  of  fact.  In  no  event 
shall  the  time  elapsing  between  the  making 
of  a  request  for  a  certification  under  this  buI>- 
sectlon  and  final  certification  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  exceed  160  dajrs.  The 
Secretary  shall  submit  to  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  with  any 
certification  of  usefulness  under  this  suls- 
sectlon  an  opinion,  based  on  the  data  before 
him,  whether  the  tolerance  or  exemption 
proposed  by  the  petitioner  reasonably  reflects 
the  amount  of  residue  likely  to  result  when 
the  pesticide  chemicals  is  used  in  the  man- 
ner proposed  for  the  purpose  for  which  the 
certification  is  made.  The  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, after  due  notice  and  opportunity  for 
public  hearing,  is  authorized  to  promulgate 
rules  and  regulations  for  carrying  out  tlae 
provisions  of  this  subsection. 

(m)  Regulations  cbvering  procedure  for 
amending  or  repealing  regulations:  The  Sec- 
retary of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
shall  prescribe  by  regulations  the  procedure 
by  which  regulations  under  this  section  may 
be  amended  or  repealed,  and  such  procedure 
shall  conform  to  the  procedure  provided  In 
this  section  for  the  promulgation  of  regula- 
tions establishing  tolerances,  including  the 
appointment  of  advisory  committees  and  the 
procedure  for  referring  petitions  to  sucti 
committees. 

(n)  Applicability  of  section  152  (c) :  Tha 
provisions  of  section  152  (c)  of  this  title  wltb 
respect  to  the  furnishing  of  guaranties  sltall 
be  applicable  to  raw  agricultural  commod- 
ities covered  by  this  section. 
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(o)  Pajmnit  of  faas;  waivers  and  r^iinds: 
Th»  Secratary  of  Health,  education,  and  Wd- 
tazw  ahaU  li^  wgulattfm  xeqiilre  th«  pay- 
mmt  at  racb  f  aas  as  will  In  the  aggregate. 
In  tiM  JwigBieDt  cft  the  Secretary,  be  suf- 
fldant  oT«r  a  reasonable  term  to  provide, 
equip,  and  mM"**'^  an  adequate  service  for 
the  peffonaanoe  at  the  Secretary's  functloDs 
under  this  eectlon.  nnd^  suclx  regulations. 
tbe  psKf  ormanoe  at  tbe  Secretary's  services  or 
Other  functions  pursuant  to  this  section.  In- 
cluding any  one  or  more  of  tbe  following. 
may  be  oonditloced  upon  the  payment  of 
sucb  fees:  (1)  Tlie  acceptance  of  filing  of  a 
petition  submitted  under  subsection  (d)  ctf 
thi«  Mctlon;  (2)  the  promulgation  of  a  regu- 
lation establishing  a  tolerance,  or  an  exemp- 
tion from  the  necessity  of  a  tolerance,  under 
ttUs  section,  or  tbe  amendment  or  repeal  of 
such  a  regulation;  (3)  the  referral  of  a  peti- 
tion or  proposal  under  this  section  to  an  ad- 
visory committee;  (4)  the  acceptance  for  fil- 
ing of  objections  under  subsection  (d)  (5)  of 
this  section;  or  (6)  the  certification  and  fil- 
ing in  court  of  a  transcript  of  the  proceedings 
and  the  record  under  subeectlon  (1)  (2)  of 
this  section.  Such  regxilations  may  further 
provide  for  waiver  or  refund  of  fees  in  whole 
or  In  part  when  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Sec- 
retary such  waiver  or  refund  is  equitable 
and  not  contrary  to  the  jnirpoees  of  this 
subsection. 

i  67.  emergency  p«inlt  control 

(a)  Whenever  the  Secretary  finds  after  in- 
vestigation that  the  distribution  in  inter- 
state commerce  of  any  class  of  food  may,  by 
reason  of  contamination  with  micro-or- 
ganisms during  tlie  manufacture,  process- 
ing, or  packing  thereof  in  any  locaUty.  be 
tejurious  to  health,  and  that  the  injurious 
nature  cannot  be  adequately  determined 
after  the  articles  have  entered  interstate 
oommeroe,  tbe  Secretary  then,  and  in  such 
case  only,  sluOl  iMromulgate  regulations  pro- 
viding for  the  issuance,  to  manufacturers, 
processors,  or  packers  of  such  class  of  food 
in  such  locality,  of  permits  to  which  shall  be 
attached  such  conditions  governing  the  man- 
nfactmre,  processing,  or  packing  of  such  class 
at  food,  for  the  period  of  time  hecessary  to 
protect  the  public  health.  After  the  effec- 
tive date  of  such  regulations,  and  during 
such  period,  no  person  shall  introduce  or  de- 
liver for  introduction  into  interstate  com- 
merce any  such  food  imless  such  manuf ae- 
tvirer,  processor,  or  packer  holds  a  permit 
Issued  by  the  Secretary  as  provided  by  such 
regulations. 

(b)  The  Secretary  may  suspend  imme- 
diately upon  notice  any  permit  Issued  under 
authority  of  this  section  If  It  is  found  that 
any  of  tlie  conditions  of  the  permit  have 
been  violated.  The  h<dder  of  a  permit  so 
suspended  may  at  any  time  apply  for  the 
reinstatement  thereof  and  the  Secretary 
shall,  immediately  after  prompt  hearing  and 
an  inspection  of  the  establishment,  reinstate 
such  permit  if  it  Is  found  that  adequate 
measures  have  been  taken  to  comply  with 
and  maintain  the  conditions  of  the  permit 
as  originally  issued  or  as  amended. 

(c)  Any  officer  or  employee  designated  by 
the  Secretary  shall  have  access  to  any  fac- 
tory or  establishment,  the  operator  of  which 
holds  a  permit  from  the  Secretary,  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  the  condi- 
tions of  the  permit  are  being  complied  with. 
If  access  for  such  Inspection  Is  denied,  the 
Secretary  may  suspend  the  permit  until  such 
access  is  freely  given  by  the  operator. ' 

1 58.  Seafood;    examination    on    request    of 
packer;  fees 

(a)  Upon  application  of  any  packer  of  sea- 
food for  shipment  or  sale  within  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  this  chapter,  the  Secretary  may  desig- 
nate Inspectors  to  examine  and  Inspect  such 
food  and  the  production,  packing,  and  la- 
beling thereof.  If  on  such  examination  and 
inspection  compliance  is  found  with  the  pro- 
visions of  this  chapter  and  regulations  pro- 


mulgated thereunder,  the  applicant  shall  be 
authcMriaed  or  required  to  mark  the  food  as 
provided  by  regulation  to  show  such  eom- 
pllance.  The  Secretary  may  promulgate  reg- 
ulations governing  the  sanitary  and  other 
conditions  under  which  the  service  herein 
provided  shall  be  granted  and  maintained, 
and  for  otherwise  carrying  out  the  purposes 
at  this  section. 

(b)  Services  under  this  section  shall  be 
rendered  only  upon  payment  by  the  appli- 
cant of  fees  fixed  by  regulation  in  amounts 
necessary  to  provide,  equip,  and  maintain 
an  adequate  and  efficient  inspection  sei^lce. 
Receipts  from  such  fees  shall  be  covered  into 
the  Treasury  and  shall  be  available  to  the 
Secretary  for  expenditvires  incurred  in  carry- 
ing out  the  purposes  of  this  section,  includ- 
ing salaries  of  additional  inspectors  when 
necessary  to  supplement  tbe  number  for 
whose  salaries  Congress  has  appropriated. 

i  59.  Colored  oleomargarine;  congressional 
finding  as  to  sale  or  serving 

The  Congress  finds  and  declares  that  the 
sale,  or  the  serving  in  public  eating  pSaces, 
of  colored  oleomargarine  or  colored  mar- 
garine without  clear  identification  as  such  or 
which  Is  otherwise  adulterated  or  mlsbrand- 
ed  wKhin  the  meaning  of  this  chapter  de- 
presses the  market  in  Interstate  commerce 
for  butter  and  for  oleomargarine  or  marga- 
rine clearly  identified  and  neither  adulterated 
nor  mlsbranded,  and  constitutes  a  burden  on 
Interstate  commerce  in  such  articles.  Buch 
biu'den  exists,  irrespective  of  whether  such 
oleomargarine  or  margarine  originates  from 
an  Interstate  source  or  from  the  State  In 
which  it  is  sold. 

I  80.  Colored  oleomargarine;  sale  tn  State 
where  produced;  packaging  anfl  la- 
beling; service  in  restaurants 

(a)  Colored  oleomargarine  or  colored  mar- 
garine which  is  sold  in  the  same  State  or 
Twrltory  in  which  it  is  produced  shall  be 
subject  in  the  same  manner  and  to  the  same 
extent  to  the  provisions  of  this  chapter  as  if 
it  had  been  Introduced  in  interstate  com- 
merce. 

(b)  No  person  shall  sell,  or  offer  for  sale, 
colored  oleomargarine  or  cblored  margarine 
unless — 

(1)  such  oleomargarine  or  margarine  is 
packaged; 

(2)  the  net  weight  of  the  contents  of  any 
package  sold  in  a  retail  establishment  is  1 
pound  or  less; 

(3)  there  appears  on  the  label  of  tbe  pack- 
age (A)  the  word  "oleomargarine"  or  "mar- 
garine" in  type  or  lettering  at  least  as  large 
as  any  other  type  or  lettering  on  such  label 
and  (B)  a  fuU  and  accurate  statement  of  all 
the  ingredients  contained  in  such  olectnar- 
garine  or  margarine;  and 

(4)  each  part  of  the  contents  of  the  pack- 
age Is  contained  in  a  wrapper  which  bears 
the  word  "oleomargarine"  or  "margarine"  in 
tjrpe  or  lettering  not  smaller  than  20-point 
type. 

The  requirements  of  this  subsection  shall 
be  in  addition  to  and  not  in  lieu  of  any  of 
the  other  requirements  of  this  chapter. 

(c)  No  person  shall  possess  in  a  form 
ready  for  serving  colored  oleomargarine  or 
colored  margarine  at  a  public  eating  place 
unless  a  notice  that  oleomargarine  or  mar- 
garine is  served  is  displayed  prominently 
and  conspicuously  in  such  place  and  in  such 
manner  as  to  render  it  likely  to  be  read 
and  understood  by  the  ordinary  Individual 
being  served  in  such  eating  place  or  is 
printed  or  is  otherwise  set  forth  on  the 
menu  in  type  or  lettering  not  smaller 
than  normally  used  to  designate  the  serv- 
ing of  other  food  items.  No  person  shall 
serve  colored  oleomargarine  or  colored  mar- 
garine at  a  public  eating  place,  whether  or 
not  any  charge  is  made  therefor,  unless  (1) 
each  separate  serving  bears  or  Is  accom- 
panied  by  labeling   identifying   it   as  oleo- 


margarine or  margarine,  or   (2)   each  sepa- 
rate serving  thereof  is  trlangxilar  In  shape. 

(d)  If  colored  oleomargarine  or  coloired 
nuirgarlne  compiles  with  the  requirements 
of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  when 
served  with  meals  at  a  public  eaUhg  place. 
it  shall,  at  the  time  of  such  servlGB,  be  ex- 
empt from  the  requirements  of  section  63 
of  this  title,  except  subsections  (a)  and 
(f)  of  such  section. 

(e)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  col- 
ored oleomargarine  or  colored  margarine  la 
oleomargarine  or  margarine  having  a  tint 
or  shade  containing  more  than  one  and  slx- 
tenttis  degrees  of  yellow,  or  of  yellow  and 
red  collectively,  but  with  an  exce«  of  yel- 
low over  red.  measured  In  terms  of  the 
Lovlbond  tintometer  scale  or  its  equivalent, 
and  the  term  "oleomargarine"  or  "mar- 
garine"  includes — 

(1)  all  substances,  mixtures,  and  com- 
pounds known  as  oleomargarine  or  mar- 
garine: 

(2)  all  substances,  mixtures,  and  com- 
pounds which  have  a  consistence  similar  to 
that  of  butter  and  which  contain  asy  edible 
oils  or  fats  other  than  milk  fat  if  made  in 
imitation  or  semblance  of  butter. 

{61.  Oleomargarine,  butter Ine,  Imitation 
butter  or  cheese:  application  of  State 
laws 

(a>  Nothing  in  this  chapter  or  sections  45 
and  55  of  title  15  shall  be  construed  as 
authorizing  the  possession,  sale,  or  serving 
of  colored  oleomargarine,  or  colored  mar- 
garine in  any  State  or  Territory  la  contra- 
vention of  the  laws  oS.  such  State  or  Terri- 
tory. 

(b)  All  articles  known  as  oleomargarine. 
butterine.  imitation,  process,  rencvated.  or 
adultered  butter,  or  imitation  cheese,  or  any 
substance  in  the  semblance  of  feutter  or 
cheese  not  the  usual  product  of  the  dairy 
and  not  made  excliisively  of  pure  and  un- 
adulterated milk  or  cream,  transported  into 
any  State  or  Territory  or  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  remaining  therein  for  use, 
consumption,  sale,  or  storage  therein,  shall, 
upon  the  arrival  within  the  limits  therein 
be  subject  to  the  operation  and  effect  of 
the  laws  thereof  enacted  in  the  exercise  of  Its 
police  powers  to  the  same  extent  and  in 
the  sanae  manner  as  though  suck  articles 
or  substances  had  been  produced  therein, 
and  shall  not  be  exempt  therefrom  by  rea- 
son of  I>eing  Introduced  therein  in  original 
packages    or    otherwise. 

i  62.  Exemption  of  meats  and  meat  food 
products 
Meats  and  meat  food  products  are  exempt 
from  the  provisions  of  this  cb»^ter  to  the  ex- 
tent of  the  application  or  the  extensicm 
thereto  of  sections  491-510  of  this  title. 

Subchapter  in — Drugs  and  Devices 

S  71.  Adulterated  drugs  and  devices 

A  drug  or  device  is  deemed  to  be  adulter- 
ated— 

(a)  Poisonous,  insanitary,  etc.,  ingredi- 
ents.— 

(1)  If  it  consists  In  whole  or  In  part  of 
any  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance; 
or 

(2)  If  it  has  been  prepared,  packed,  or 
held  under  Insanitary  conditions  whereby  it 
may  have  been  contaminated  with  filth  or 
whereby  it  may  have  been  rendered  Injurious 
to  health:  or 

(3)  If  it  is  a  drug  and  its  container  la 
composed,  in  whole  or  In  part,  of  any  poison- 
ous or  deleterious  substance  which  may 
render  the  contents  injurious  to  health;  or 

<4)  If  it  is  a  drug  and  bears  or  contains, 
for  purposes  of  coloring  only,  a  coal-tar  color 
other  than  one  from  a  batch  that  has  been 
certified  In  accordance  with  regulations  as 
provided  by  section  74  of  this  title. 

(b)  Strength,  quality,  or  piirity  differing 
from  offlcial  compendium:  If  It  purports  to 
be  or  is  represented  as  a  drug  the  name  of 
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which  Is  recognized  In  an  offlcial  compen- 
dium, and  its  strength  differs  from,  or  its 
quality  or  purity  falls  below,  the  standard 
set  forth  in  such  compendium,  determined 
In  accordance  with  the  testa  or  methods  of 
assay  set  forth  in  such  compendium. 
Whenever  tests  or  methods  of  assay  have 
not  been  prescrll)ed  In  such  compendium,  or. 
If  prescribed,  are.  in  the  Judgment  of  the 
Secretary,  insufficient  lor  the  making  of  such 
determination,  the  Secretary  shall  notify 
the  appropriate  body  charged  with  the  revi- 
sion of  such  compendium,  and  if  such  body 
I  ails  within  a  reasonable  time  to  prescribe 
tests  or  methods  of  assay  which.  In  the  Judg- 
ment of  the  Secretary,  are  sufficient,  for 
purposes  of  this  paragraph,  he  shall  promul- 
gate regulations  prescribing  appropriate  tests 
or  methods  of  assay  in  accordance  with  which 
such  determination  as  to  strength,  quality, 
or  purity  shall  be  made.  No  drug  defined  in 
an  official  compendium  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  adulterated  under  this  paragraph  be- 
c.iuse  it  differs  from  the  standard  of  strength, 
quality,  or  purity  therefor  set  forth  In  such 
compendium.  11  its  difference  In  strength, 
quality,  or  purity  from  such  standard  is 
plainly  stated  on  its  label.  A  drug  recog- 
nized in  both  the  United  States  Pharma- 
cop>eia  and  the  Homceopathlc  Pharmacopeia 
of  the  United  States  shall  be  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  the  United  States  Phar- 
macopeia unless  It  is  labeled  and  offered  for 
sale  as  a  homoeopathic  drug,  in  which  case 
It  shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Homoeopathic  Pharmacopeia  of  the  United 
States. 

(c)  Misrepresentation  of  strength,  etc., 
where  drug  is  unrecognized  in  compendium. 
If  it  is  not  subject  to  the  provisions  of  para- 
graph (b)  of  this  section  and  Its  strength 
differs  from,  or  Its  purity  or  quality  falls 
below,  that  which  it  purports  or  is  repre- 
sented to  possess. 

(d)  Mixture  wit  or  substitution  of  an- 
other substance:  if  ^^  Is  a  drug  and  any  sub- 
stance has  been  (l)  mixed  or  packed  there- 
with so  as  to  reduce  its  quality  or  strength 
or  (2)  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  therefor. 

J  72.  Mlsbranded  drugs  and  devices 

A  drug  or  device  is  deemed  to  be  mis- 
branded — 

(a)  False  or  misleading  labeling;  If  Its 
labeling  is  false  or  misleading  in  any  par- 
ticular. 

(b)  Package  form;  contents  of  label:  If 
in  package  form  unless  it  bears  a  label  con- 
taining (1)  the  name  and  place  of  business 
of  the  manufacturer,  packer,  or  distributor; 
and  (2)  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quan- 
tity of  the  contents  In  terms  of  weight, 
measure,  or  numerical  count.  Under  clause 
(2)  of  this  paragraph  reasonable  variations 
shall  be  permitted,  and  exemptions  as  to 
small  packages  shall  be  established,  by  regu- 
lations prescribed  by  the  Secretary. 

(c)  Prominence  of  information  on  label: 
If  any  word,  statement,  or  other  Information 
required  by  or  under  authority  of  this  chap- 
ter to  appear  on  the  label  or  labeling  is  not 
prominently  placed  thereon  with  such  con- 
splcuousness  (as  compared  with  other 
words,  statement,  designs,  or  devices.  In  the 
labeling)  and  in  such  terms  as  to  render  It 
likely  to  be  read  and  understood  by  the 
ordinary  individual  under  customary  con- 
ditions of  purchase  and  use. 

(d)  Hal>it-forming  substance:  If  it  is  for 
use  by  man  and  contains  any  quantity  of 
the  narcotic  or  hypnotic  substance  alpha 
eucaine.  barbituric  acid,  betaeucaine,  bro- 
mal.  cannabis,  carbromal.  chloral,  coca, 
cocaine,  codeine,  heroin,  marihuana,  mor- 
phine, opium,  paraldehyde,  peyote.  or  sul- 
phonmethane;  or  any  chemical  derivative  of 
such  BUb.stance,  which  derivative  the  Secre- 
tary, after  investigation,  finds  to  be,  and 
by  regulations  designates  as.  habit  forming; 
unless  its  label  bears  the  name  and  quantity 
or  proportion  of  such  substance  or  derivative 


and  in  Juxtaposition  therewith  the  state- 
ment "Warning— May  be  habit  forming." 

(e>  Designation  of  drug  by  name  not  In 
compendium:  If  it  is  a  drug  not  designated 
solely  by  a  name  recognized  in  an  official 
compendium  unless  its  label  bears  (1)  the 
common  or  usual  name  of  the  drug,  if  such 
there  be;  and  (2).  in  case  it  Is  fabricated 
from  two  or  more  ingredients,  the  common 
or  usual  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  in- 
cluding the  quantity,  kind,  and  proportion 
of  any  alcohol,  and  also  Including,  whether 
active  or  not,  the  name  and  quantity  or  pro- 
portion of  any  bromides,  ether,  chloroform, 
acetanilld.  acetphenetldin.  amidopyrine.  an- 
tlpjTlne.  atropine,  hyosclne.  hyoscyamlne, 
arsenic,  digitalis,  digitalis  glucosides,  mer- 
cury, ouabain,  strophanthin,  strychnine, 
thyroid,  or  any  derivative  or  preparation  of 
any  such  substances,  contained  therein.  The 
Secretary  shall  promulgate  regulations  estab- 
lishing exemptions  to  the  extent  that  com- 
pliance with  the  requirements  of  clause  (2) 
of  this  paragraph  is  Impracticable. 

(f)  Directions  for  use  and  warnings  on 
label:  Unless  its  labeling  bears  (1)  adequate 
directions  lor  use;  and  (2)  adequate  warn- 
ings against  use  In  those  pathological  condi- 
tions or  by  children  where  Its  use  may  be 
dangerous  to  health,  or  against  unsafe  dosage 
or  methods  or  duration  of  administration  or 
application,  in  such  manner  and  form  as  are 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  users.  Where 
any  requirement  of  clause  ( 1 )  of  this  para- 
graph, as  applied  to  any  drug  or  device.  Is  not 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  public 
health,  the  Secretary  shall  promulgate  regu- 
lations exempting  such  drug  or  device  from 
such  requirement. 

(g)  Representation  as  recognized  drug; 
packing  and  labeling:  If  It  purports  to  be  a 
drug  the  name  of  which  is  recognized  in  an 
offlcial  compendium,  unless  It  is  packaged 
and  labeled  as  prescribed  therein.  The  Sec- 
retary may  consent  to  a  modification  of  the 
method  of  packing.  A  drug  recognized  in 
both  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia  and 
the  Homoeopathic  Pharmacopoeia  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  subject  to  the  require- 
ments of  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia 
with  respect  to  packaging  and  labeling  unless 
it  is  labeled  and  offered  for  sale  as  a  homoeo- 
pathic drug,  in  which  case  it  shall  be  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Homoeopathic  Phar- 
macopoeia of  the  United  States. 

(h)  Deteriorative  drugs;  packing  and 
labeling:  If  It  has  been  found  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  be  a  drug  liable  to  deterioration,  un- 
less it  is  packaged  In  such  form  and  man- 
ner, and  its  label  bears  a  statement  of  such 
precautions,  as  the  Secretary  by  regulations 
requires  as  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
the  public  health.  The  Secretary  Fhall  not 
establish  such  a  regulation  for  any  drug  rec- 
ognized In  an  official  compendium  until  tlie 
Secretary  has  Informed  the  body  charged 
with  the  revision  of  such  compendium  of  the 
need  for  such  packaging  or  labeling  require- 
ments and  such  body  has  failed  within  a 
reasonable  time  to  prescribe  such  require- 
ments. 

(l)  Drug:  misleading  container;  imitation; 
offer  for  sale  under  another  name :  ( 1 )  If  it 
is  a  drug  and  its  container  is  so  made,  formed, 
or  filled  as  to  be  misleading;  or  (2)  if  it  is  an 
Imitation  of  another  drugs;  or  (3)  if  it  is 
offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  another 
drug. 

(J)  Health-endangering  when  used  as  pre- 
scribed: If  it  is  dangerous  to  health  when 
used  in  the  dosage,  or  with  the  frequency  or 
duration  prescribed,  recommended,  or  sug- 
gested in  the  labeling  thereof. 

(k)  Insulin  not  properly  certified:  If  it  is, 
or  purports  to  be,  or  is  represented  as  a  drug 
composed  wholly  or  partly  of  insulin,  unless 
(1)  it  is  from  a  batch  with  respect  to  which 
a  certificate  or  release  has  been  issued  pur- 
suant to  section  76  of  this  title,  and  (2)  such 
certificate  or  release  is  In  effect  with  respect 
to  such  drug. 


(1)  Other  drugs  not  properly  certified:  If 
It  is.  or  purports  to  be,  or  is  represented  as  a 
drug  composed  wholly  or  partly  of  any  kind 
of  penicillin,  streptomycin,  chlortetracycUne. 
chloramphenicol,  or  bacitracin,  or  any  de- 
rivative thereof,  unless  (1)  It  is  from  a  batch 
with  respect  to  which  a  certificate  or  release 
has  been  issued  ptu^uant  to  section  77  of  this 
title,  and  (2)  such  certificate  or  release  Is  In 
effect  with  respect  to  such  drug.  This  sub- 
section does  not  apply  to  any  drug  or  class  of 
drugs  exempted  by  regulations  promulgated 
under  section  77  (c)  or  (d)  of  this  title. 

i  73.   Exemptions 

(a)  The  Secretary  shall  promulgate  regu- 
lations exempting  from  any  labeling  or  pack- 
ing requirement  of  thls'chapter  drugs  and 
devices  which  are.  in  accordance  with  the 
practice  of  the  trade,  to  be  processed,  labeled, 
or  repacked  in  substantial  quantities  at  es- 
tablishments other  than  those  where  origi- 
nally processed  or  packed,  on  condition  that 
such  drugs  and  devices  are  not  adulterated  or 
mlsbranded  under  the  provisions  of  this 
chapter  upon  removal  from  such  processing, 
labeling,  or  repacking  establishment. 

(b)  (1)  A  drug  Intended  for  use  by  man 
which — 

(A)  is  a  habit-forming  drug  to  which  sec- 
tion 72  (d)  of  this  title  applies;  or 

(B)  because  of  its  toxicity  or  other  po- 
tentiality for  harmful  effect,  or  the  method 
of  Its  use,  or  the  collateral  measure  neces- 
sary to  Its  use.  is  not  safe  for  use  except 
under  the  supervision  of  a  practitioner  li- 
censed by  law  to  administer  such  drug;  or 

(C)  Is  limited  by  an  effective  applicatien 
under  section  75  of  this  title  to  tise  under  the 
professional  supervision  of  a  practitioner 
licensed  by  law  to  administer  such  drug, 
shall  be  dispensed  only  (1)  upon  a  written 
prescription  of  a  practitioner  licensed  by  law 
to  administer  such  drug,  or  (ii)  upon  an  oral 
prescription  of  such  practitioner  which  Is 
reduced  promptly  to  writing  and  filed  by  the 
pharmacist,  or  (ill)  by  refilling  any  such 
written  or  oral  prescription  if  such  refilling 
is  authorized  by  the  prescriber  either  In  the 
original  prescription  or  by  oral  order  which  Is 
reduced  promptly  to  writing  and  filed  by  the 
pharmacist.  The  act  of  dispeiising  a  drug 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph 
is  deemed  to  be  an  act  which  results  in  the 
drug  being  mlsbranded  whilt  held  for  sale. 

(2)  A  drug  dispensed  by  filling  or  refilling 
a  written  or  oral  prescription  of  a  practi- 
tioner licensed  by  law  to  administer  such 
drug  is  exempt  from  the  requirements  of 
section  72  of  this  title,  except  paragraphs 
(a)  (1)  (2)  and  (3),  (k)  and  (1)  of  such 
section,  and  the  packaging  requirements  of 
paragraphs  (g)  and  (h)  of  such  section.  If 
the  drug  bears  a  label  containing  the  name 
and  address  of  the  dispenser,  the  serial  num- 
ber and  date  of  the  prescription  or  of  its  fil- 
ing, the  name  of  the  prescriber,  and,  if  stated 
in  the  prescription,  the  name  of  the  patient, 
and  the  directions  for  use  and  cautionary 
statements,  if  any.  contained  in  such  pre- 
scription. This  exemption  does  not  apply  to 
any  drug  dispensed  in  the  course  of  the  con- 
duct of  a  business  of  dispensing  drugs  pur- 
suant to  diagnosis  by  mail,  or  to  a  drug  dis- 
pensed in  violation  of  paragraph  (1)  of  this 
subsection. 

(3)  The  Secretary  may  by  regulation  re- 
move drugs  subject  to  sections  72  (d)  and  75 
of  this  title  from  the  requirements  of  para- 
graph (1)  of  this  subsection  when  such  re- 
quirements are  not  necessary  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  public  health. 

(4)  A  drug  which  is  subject  to  paragraph 
(1)  of  this  subsection  is  deemed  to  be  mls- 
branded if  at  any  time  prior  to  dispensing 
its  label  fails  to  bear  the  statement  "Caution: 
Federal  law  prohibits  dispensing  without 
prescription."  A  drug  to  which  paragraph 
(1)  of  this  subsection  does  not  apply  is 
deemed  to  be  mistwanded  if  at  any  time  prior 
to    dispensing    its    label    bears    the    CaUtioa 
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(6)  Nothing  In  this  subsection  shall  be 
eonstrued  to  xelleTe  any  penon  Iroin  any 
requirement  prescribed  by  or  under  author- 
ity of  law  wltn  respect  to  drugs  now  Included 
or  which  may' hereafter  be  Included  within 
the  classifications  stated  In  section  8220  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Cjde.  or  to  marihuana 
as  defined  In  section  3338  (b)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code. 

I  74.  Certification  of  coal-tar  colors  for  drugs 

The  Secretary  shall  promulgate  regulations 
providing  for  the  listing  of  coal-tar  colors 
which  are  barmless  and  suitable  for  U£e  in 
drugs  for  pxirposes  of  coloring  only  and  for 
tbe  certification  of  batches  of  such  colors. 
,  With  or  without  harmless  diluents. 

i  75.  New  drugs 

(a)  Necessity  of  effective  application:  No 
person  shall  introduce  or  deliver  for  Intro- 
duction Into  Interstate  commerce,  any  new 
drug,  unless  an  application  filed  pursuant  to 
subsection  (b)  of  this  section  Is  effective 
with  respect  to  such  drug. 

(b)  Filing  application:  Any  person  may 
file  with  the  Secretary  an  application  'Wltii 
respect  to  any  drug  subject  to  subsection  (a) 
of  this  section,  which  application  shall  in- 
clude (1)  full  reports  of  Investigations 
which  have  been  made  to  show  whether  such 
drug  Is  safe  for  use;  (2)  a  full  list  of  the 
articles  used  as  components  of  such  drug; 
(3)  a  full  statement  of  the  composition  of 
such  drug;  (4)  a  full  description  of  the 
methods  used  In,  and  the  facilities  and  con- 
trols used  for,  the  manufacture,  processing, 
and  packing  of  such  drug;  (5)  samples  of 
such  drug  and  of  the  articles  used  as  com- 
ponents thereof  as  the  Secretary  may  re- 
quire; and  (6)  specimens  of  the  labeling  pro- 
posed to  be  used  for  such  drug. 

(c)  Effective  date  of  application:  An  ap- 
plication provided  for  In  subsection  (b)  of 
this  section  shall  become  effective  on  the  six- 
tieth day  after  the  filing  thereof  unless  prior 
to  such  day  the  Secretary  by  written  notice 
to  the  applicant  postpones  the  effective  date 
of  the  application  to  such  time,  not  more 
than  one  hundred  and  eighty  days  after  the 
filing  thereof,  as  he  deems  necessary  to 
enable  hltu  to  study  and  investigate  the  ap- 
plication. 

(d)  Grounds  for  refusing  application  to 
become  effective:  Prior  to  the  effective  date 
of  the  application,  the  Secretary  shall  issue 
an  order  refusing  to  permit  the  application 
to  become  effective  if  he  finds,  after  due 
notice  to  the  applicant  and  giving  him  an 
opportunity  for  a  hearing,  that  (1)  the  In- 
vestigations reported  pursuant  to  subsec- 
tion (b)  of  this  section  do  not  Include  ade- 
quate tests  by  all  methods  reasonably  appli- 
cable to  show  whether  such  drug  is  safe  for 
use  under  the  conditions  prescribed,  recom- 
mended, or  suggested  In  the  proposed  label- 
ing thereof;  (2)  the  results  of  such  tests 
show  that  such  drug  Is  unsafe  for  use  under 
such  conditions  or  do  not  show  that  such 
drug  Is  safe  for  tise  under  such  conditions; 
(3)  the  methods  used  In,  and  the  facilities 
and  controls  used  for,  the  manufacture,  proc- 
essing, and  packing  of  such  drug  are  Inade- 
quate to  preserve  Its  Identity,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity;  or  (4)  upon  the  basis  of 
the  Information  submitted  to  him  as  part  of 
the  application,  or  other  Information  before 
him  with  respect  to  such  drug,  he  has  insuf- 
ficient information  to  determine  whether 
such  drug  Is  safe  for  use  under  such  condi- 
tions. 

(e)  Suspension  of  effectiveness  of  appli- 
cation: The  Secretary  shall  order  the  sus- 
pension of  the  effectiveness  of  an  applica- 
tion with  respect  to  any  drug  after  due 
notice  and  opportunity  for  hearing  to  the 
applicant.  If  he  finds  (1)  that  clinical  ex- 
perience, tests  by  new  methods,  or  tests  by 

methods   not   deemed   reasonably   applicable 
v.iea  such  application  became  effective  show 


that  such  drag  Is  unsafe  for  use  under  the 
conditions  of  use  upon  the  basis  of  which 
the  application  became  effective,  or  (2)  that 
the  i^jplicatlon  contains  any  untrue  state- 
ment of  a  material  fact.  The  order  shall 
state  the  findings  upon  which  it  Is  based. 

(f )  Revocation  of  order  refusing  effective- 
ness: When  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
facts  so  require  he  shall  revoke  an  order 
refusing  to  permit  an  application  with  re- 
spect to  a  drug  to  become  effective. 

(g)  Service  of  orders:  Orders  of  the  Sec- 
retary issued  under  this  section  shall  be 
served  (1)  in  person  by  any  officer  or  em- 
ployee of  the  Department  designated  by  the 
Secretary  or  (2)  by  registered  mall  addressed 
to  the  applicant  or  resp)ondent  at  his  last- 
known  address  in  the  records  of  the  Secre- 
tary. 

(h)  Appeal  from  order:  The  applicant  may 
appeal  from  an  order  of  the  Eccret.iry  re- 
fusing to  p.;rmlt  the  application  to  Uocome 
effective,  or  suspending  the  effectiveness  of 
the  application  by  filing  In  the  United  States 
district  court  within  any  district  wlierein 
such  applicant  resides  or  h.as  his  principal 
place  of  business,  or  in  the  United  States 
Diiitrlct  Court  for  the  District  of  Coltinibia. 
within  60  days  after  the  entry  of  the  order, 
a  written  petition  praying  that  the  order  of 
the  Secretary  be  set  aside.  The  applicant 
shall  serve  a  copy  of  the  petition  forti^with 
upon  the  Secretary,  or  upon  any  officer  des- 
ignated by  him  for  that  purpose,  and  there- 
upon the  Secretary  shall  certify  and  file  in 
the  court  a  transcript  of  the  record  upon 
which  the  order  complained  of  was  entered. 
Upon  the  filing  of  such  transcript  the  court 
shall  have  exclusive  jurisdicti'.  a  to  affirm  or 
set  aside  such  order.  The  court  shall  not 
consider  an  objection  to  the  order  of  the 
Secretary  unless  such  objection  was  urged 
before  the  Secretary  or  unless  there  were 
reasonable  grounds  for  failure  so  to  da.  The 
findings  of  the  Secretary  as  to  the  fact.s.  if 
supported  by  substantial  evidence,  sttall  be 
conclusive.  If  any  person  applies  to  the 
court  for  leave  to  adduce  additional  evklence. 
and  shows  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
that  such  additional  evidence  is  material  and 
thr.t  there  were  reasonable  grounds  far  fail- 
ure to  adduce  such  evidence  in  the  proceed- 
ing before  the  Secretary,  the  court  ma|  order 
such  additional  evidence  to  be  taken  before 
the  Secretary  and  to  be  adduced  upon  tlie 
hearing  In  such  manner  and  upon  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  the  court  seems 
proper.  The  Secretary  may  modify  his  find- 
ings as  to  the  facts  by  reason  of  the  addi- 
tional evidence  so  taken,  and  he  shall  file 
with  the  court  such  modified  findings  which. 
If  supported  by  substantial  evidence,  shall 
be  conclusive,  and  his  recommendations,  if 
any,  for  the  setting  aside  of  the  original 
order.  The  Judgment  and  decree  of  ths  court 
affirming  or  setting  aside  any  such  order  of 
the  Secretary  shall  be  final,  subject  to  re- 
view as  provided  In  sections  1254  and  1291- 
1294  of  title  28.  The  commencemtnt  of 
proceedings  under  this  subsection  shall  not, 
unless  specifically  ordered  by  the  court  to  the 
contrary,  operate  as  a  stay  of  the  Secretary's 
order. 

(1)  Exemption  of  drugs  for  researcb:  The 
Secretary  shall  promulgate  regulations  for 
exempting  from  the  operation  of  this  sec- 
tion drugs  intended  solely  for  Investigational 
use  by  experts  qualified  by  scientific  train- 
ing and  experience  to  investigate  the  safety 
of  drugs.  I 

{  76.  Certification   of  drugs   containing   in- 
sulin. 

(a)  The  Secretary,  pursuant  to  regulations 
promulgated  by  the  Secretary,  shall  provide 
for  the  certification  of  batches  of  drugs 
composed  wholly  or  partly  of  Insulin,  "a 
batch  of  any  such  drug  shall  be  certified  only 
if  such  drug  has  such  characteristics  of 
Identity  and  such  batch  has  such  cbarac- 
terlstics  of  strength,  quality,  and  purity,  as 


the  Secretary  prescribes  in  such  Regulations 
as  necessary  adequately  to  Insure  safety  and 
efficacy  of  use.  Prior  to  the  effeclttve  date  of 
such  regulations  the  Secretary,  In  lieu  of 
certification,  shall  Issue  a  release  for  any 
batch  which,  in  his  judgment,  may  be  re- 
leased without  risk  as  to  the  safety  and 
efficacy  ql  its  use.  Such  release  shall  pre- 
scribe the  date  of  its  expiration  and  other 
conditions  under  which  it  shall  cease  to  be 
effective  as  to  such  batch  and  as  to  por- 
tions thereof. 

(b)  Regulations  providing  for  such  certi- 
fications shall  contain  such  provisions  as  are 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this 
section,  including  provisions  prescribing  (1) 
.•standards  of  identity  and  of  strength,  qual- 
ity,  and   purity;    (2)    tests   and   methods  of 

assay  to  determine  compliance  with  EU-'h 
standards;  (3 1  effective  periods  for  certifi- 
cates, and  other  conditions  under  Which  they 
shall  cease  to  be  effective  as  to  certified 
batches  and  as  to  portions  thereof:  (4)  ad- 
ministration and  procedure;  and  (5)  such 
fees,  specified  in  such  regulations,  as  are 
necessary  to  provide,  equip,  and  maintain  an 
adeqviate  certification  service.  Such  resu- 
intions  shall  prescribe  no  standard  of  iden- 
tity or  of  strength,  quality,  or  purity  for  any 
drug  different  from  the  standard  of  identity, 
BtreiiRlh.  quality,  or  purity  set  forth  for  such 
drug  in  an  official  compendium. 

(c)  Such  regulations,  insofar  at  they  pre- 
scribe tests  or  methods  of  assay  to  determine 
strength,  quality,  or  purity  of  any  drug, 
d  flerei.t  f re  ra  the  tests  or  methods  of  assay 
set  forth  for  such  drug  In  an  official  com- 
pendium, shall  be  prescribed,  after  notice 
and  opportunity  for  revision  of  such  com- 
pendium, in  the  manner  provided  in  the 
second  sentence  of  section  71  (b)  of  this 
title.  The  provisions  of  subsections  (e). 
(f).  and  (g)  of  section  131  of  thi«  title  shall 
be  applic:ib:e  to  such  portion  of  any  regula- 
tion as  prescribes  any  such  dlffenent  test  or 
method,  but  shall  not  be  applicable  to  any 
other  portion  of  any  such  regulation. 

§  77.  Certification  of  drugs  containing  cer- 
tain   antibiotics 

Ca)  Rcnrulations  for  certification:  The  Sec- 
retrtry.  purtuant  to  regulations  promulgated 
by  the  Secretary,  .shall  provide  fCr  the  cer- 
t  ICRtlon  of  batches  of  drugs  composed 
wholly  or  partly  of  any  kind  of  penicillin, 
streptomycin,  chlortetracycline.  chlcram- 
phenicol.  or  bacitracin,  or  any  derivative  of 
any  of  them.  A  batch  of  any  such  drug 
shall  be  certified  only  if  such  drug  has  such 
characteristics  of  Identity  and  such  batch 
has  such  characteristics  of  strength,  quality, 
and  purity,  as  the  Secretary  prescribes  in 
such  regulations  as  necessary  adequately  to 
Insure  safety  and  efficacy  of  use.  Prior  to 
the  effective  date  of  such  regulations  the 
Secretary.  In  lieu  of  csrtiflcation,  shall  issue 
a  release  for  any  batch  which.  In  the  Secre- 
tary's judgment,  may  be  released  without 
rick  as  to  the  safety  and  efficacy  of  Its  use. 
Such  release  shall  prescribe  the  date  of  Its 
expiration  and  other  conditions  under  which 
It  shall  cease  to  be  effective  as  to  Such  batch 
and  as  to  portions  thereof. 

(b)  Provisions  of  regulations:  Regulations 
providing  for  such  certifications  shall  con- 
tain such  provisions  as  are  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  this  section.  Including 
provisions  prescribing  ( 1 )  standards  of  Iden- 
tity and  of  strength,  quality,  and  purity;  (2) 
tests  and  methods  of  assay  to  determine  com- 
pliance with  such  standards;  (3)  effective 
periods  for  certificates,  and  other  conditions 
under  which  they  shall  cease  to  be  effective 
as  to  certified  batches  and  as  to  portions 
thereof;  (4)  administration  and  procedure; 
and  (5)  such  fees,  specified  in  such  regula- 
tions, as  are  necessary  to  provide,  equip,  and 
maintain  an  adequate  certification  service. 
Such  regulations  shall  prescribe  only  such 
tests  and  m.ethods  of  assay  as  will  provide 
fjr    certification    or    rejection    Within    the 
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shortest  time  consistent  with  the  piu-poaea 
of  this  section. 

(c)  Exemption  of  drugs  not  Involving 
safety  and  efficacy  of  use:  Whenever  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Secretary,  the  requlrementa 
of  this  section  and  of  section  73  (1)  of  this 
title  with  retipect  to  any  drug  or  class  of 
drugs  are  not  necessary  to  Insure  safety  and 
efficacy  of  use,  the  Secretary  shall  promul- 
gate regulations  exempting  such  drug  or  class 
of  drugs  from  such  requirements. 

(d)  Other  exemptions:  The  Secretary  shall 
promulgate  regulations  exempting  from  any 
requirement  of  this  section  and  of  section 
72  il)  of  this  title.  (1)  drugs  which  are  to 
be  stored,  processed,  labeled,  or  repacked  at 
establishments  other  than  those  where  man- 
ufactured,   on    condition    that    such    drugs 

comply  With  all  such  requlrementa  upon  re- 
moval from  such  establishments;  (2)  drugs 
which  conform  to  applicable  standards  of 
Identity,  strength,  quality,  and  purity  pre- 
scrlocd  by  these  regulations  and  are  Intend- 
ed for  use  in  manufacturing  other  drugs; 
and  (3)  drugs  which  are  intended  solely  for 
investigational  use  by  experts  qualified  by 
scientific  training  and  experience  to  luvesti- 
g.tte  the  safety  and  efficacy  of  drugs. 

(ei  Application  of  other  sections;  determi- 
nation of  compliance:  No  drug  which  is  sub- 
ject to  this  section  shall  be  subject  to  sec- 
tion 75  of  this  title.  Compliance  of  any  drug 
subject  to  this  section  or  to  section  72  (1) 
of  this  title  with  sections  71  (b)  and  72  (g) 
of  this  title  shall  be  determined  by  the  appli- 
cation of  the  standards  of  strength,  quality, 
and  purity,  the  tests  and  methods  of  assay, 
and  the  requirements  of  packaging  and  label- 
ing. resF>ectively.  prescribed  by  regulations 
promulgated  under  this  section. 

(f)  Procedure  for  Issuance,  amendment,  or 
repeal  of  regulations:  Any  interested  person 
may  file  with  the  Secretary  a  petition  pro- 
posing the  issuance,  amendment,  or  repeal 
of  any  regulation  contemplated  by  this  sec- 
tion. The  petition  shall  set  forth  the  pro- 
posal in  general  terms  and  shall  state  rea- 
sonable  grounds  therefor.  The  Secretary 
shall  give  public  notice  of  the  proposal  and 
:»n  opportui\lty  lor  all  Interested  persons  to 
present  their  views  thereon,  orally  or  In 
writing,  and  as  soon  as  practicable  there- 
jtfter  shall  make  public  the  Secretary's  action 
upon  such  proposal.  At  any  time  prior  to 
the  aotb  day  after  such  action  Is  made  pub- 
he  any  lnteret.ted  person  may  file  objections 
to  such  action,  specifying  with  particularity 
the  changes  desired,  stating  reasonable 
grounds  therefor,  and  requesting  a  public 
hearing  upon  such  objections.  The  Secre- 
tarj-  shall  thereupon,  after  due  notice,  hold 
-•-uch  public  hearing.  As  soon  as  practicable, 
after  completion  of  the  hearing,  the  Secre- 
tary shall  by  order  make  public  the  Secre- 
tary's action  on  such  objections.  The  order 
shall  be  based  only  on  substantial  evidence 
of  record  at  the  hearing  and  shall  Include 
detailed  findings  of  fact  on  which  It  Is  based. 
The  order  shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  section  131  'f)  and  (g)  of  this  title. 

Subchapter  IV — Cosmetics 
!  91  Adulterated  cosmetics 
A  cosmetic  is  deemed  to  be  adulterated — 
(a)  If  It  tie.xrs  or  contains  any  poisonous 
or  deleterious  substance  which  may  render  it 
injurious  to  users  under  the  conditions  of 
use  prescribed  in  the  labeling  thereof,  or 
under  such  conditions  of  u.se  as  are  cus- 
tomary or  usual.  This  provision  does  not 
apply  to  coal-tar  hair  dye.  the  label  of  which 
bears  the  following  legend  conspicuously  dis- 
played thereon:  "Caution — This  product  con- 
tains Ingredients  which  may  cause  skin  irri- 
tation on  certain  Individuals  and  a  prelimi- 
nary test  according  to  accompanying  direc- 
tions should  first  be  made.  This  product 
must  not  be  used  for  dyeing  the  eyelashes 
or  eyebrows;  to  do  so  may  cause  blindness.", 
and  the  labeling  of  which  bears  adequate 
directions  for  -uch  preliminary  testing.    For 
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the  purposes  of  this  paragraph  and  para- 
graph and  paragraph  (e)  of  this  section  the 
term  "hair  dye"  does  not  include  eyelash 
dyes  or  eyebrow  dyes. 

(b)  If  It  consists  In  whole  or  In  part  of  any 
filthy,  putrid,  or  dec«>iaposed  substance. 

(c)  If  it  has  been  prepared,  packed,  or  held 
under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  may 
have  become  contaminated  with  filth,  or 
whereby  It  may  have  been  rendered  injurious 
to  health. 

(d)  If  Its  container  is  composed,  in  whole 
or  in  part,  of  any  poisonous  or  deleterious 
substance  which  may  render  the  contents 
Injurious  to  health. 

(e)  If  it  Is  not  a  hair  dye  and  it  bears  or 
contains  a  coal-tar  color  other  than  one  from 
a  batch  that  has  been  certified  In  accordance 
With  regulations  as  provided  by  section  94  of 
this  title. 

i  92.  Misbranded   cosmetics 

A  cosmetic  is  deemed  to  be  misbranded — 
(a)   If  Its  labeling  is  false  or  misleading 

in  any  particular. 

(b|  If  in  package  form  unless  it  bears  a 

label  containing  (1)  the  name  and  place  of 
business  of  the  manufacturer,  packer,  cr 
distributor;  and  (2)  an  accurate  statement 
Of  the  quantity  of  the  contents  in  terms 
of  weight,  measure,  or  numerical  count'. 
Under  clause  (2)  of  this  paragraph  rea- 
sonable variations  shall  be  permitted,  and 
exemptions  as  to  small  packages  shall  be 
established,  by  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary. 

(c)  If  any  word,  statement,  or  other  in- 
formation required  by  or  under  authority  of 
this  chapter  to  appear  on  the  label  or  label- 
ing Is  not  prominently  placed  thereon  with 
such  consplcuousnesB  (as  compared  with 
Other  words,  statements,  designs,  or  devices. 
In  the  labeling)  and  in  such  terms  as  to 
render  It  likely  to  be  read  and  understood 
by  the  ordinary  Individual  under  customary 
conditions  of  purchase  and  use. 

(d)  II  Its  container  is  so  made,  formed, 
or  filled  as  to  be  misleading. 

i  93.  Exemptions 

The  Secretary  shall  promulgate  regula- 
tions exempting  from  any  labeling  require- 
ment of  this  chapter  cosmetics  which  are. 
In  accordance  with  the  practice  of  the  trade, 
to  be  processed,  labeled,  or  repacked  in  sub- 
stantial quantities  at  establlshnaents  other 
than  those  where  originally  processed  or 
packed,  on  condition  that  such  cosmetics  are 
not  adulterated  or  misbranded  under  the 
provisions  of  this  chapter  up>on  removal  from 
such  processing,  labeling,  or  repacking  estab- 
lishment. 

{  94.  Certification  of  coal-tar  colors  for  cos- 
metics 

The  Secretary  shall  promulgate  regula- 
tions providing  for  the  listing  of  coal-tar 
colors  which  are  harmless  and  suitable  for 
use  in  cosmetics  and  for  the  certification 
of  batches  of  such  colors,  with  or  without 
harmless  diluents. 

Subchapter  V — Imports  and  Exports 
{111.  Elxamlnatlon  and  refusal  of  Imports 
(a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall 
deliver  to  thl^Secretary  of  Health,  Educa- 
tion, and  Wengre,  upon  the  latter  Secre- 
tary's request,  samples  of  food,  drugs,  de- 
vices, and  cosmetics  which  are  being  im- 
ported or  offered  lor  import  Into  the  United 
States,  giving  notice  thereof  to  the  owner 
or  consignee,  who  may  appear  before  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
and  have  the  right  to  introduce  testimony. 
If  it  appears  from  the  examination  of  such 
samples  or  otherwise  that  the  article  (1) 
has  been  manufactured,  processed,  or  packed 
under  Insanitary  conditions,  or  (2)  is  for- 
bidden or  restricted  in  sale  in  the  country 
in  which  it  was  produced  or  from  which 
it  was  exported,  or  (3)  adulterated,  mis- 
branded, or  in  violation  of  section  75  of  this 
title,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  re- 


fuse to  admit  the  article,  except  as  provided 
In  subsection  (b)  of  this  section.  He  shall 
cause  the  destruction  of  any  such  article 
refused  admission  unless  it  is  exported,  under 
regulations  prescribed  by  Mm,  within  BO 
days  of  the  date  of  notice  at  such  refusal 
or  within  such  additional  time  permitted 
pursuant  to  such  regtilations.  This  sub- 
section does  not  prohibit  the  adqalselon  of 
narcotic  drugs  the  Importation  of  which  im 
pernUtted  under  section  763  of  this  title. 

(b)  Pending  decision  as  to  the  admission 
of  an  article  being  imported  or  offered  for 
import,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may 
authorize  delivery  of  such  article  to  the  own- 
er or  consignee  upon  the  execution  by  him 
of  a  good  and  sufBcient  bond  providing  for 
the  payment  of  such  liquidated  damages  In 
the  event  of  default  as  may  be  required  pur- 
suant to  regulations  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  If  it  appears  to  the  Secretary  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  that  an  arti- 
cle Included  within  the  provisions  of  clause 
(3)  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  can,  by 
relabeling  cr  other  action,  be  brought  Into 
compliance  with  this  chapter  or  rendered 
other  than  a  food.  drug,  device,  or  cosmetic, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  defer  final 
determination  as  to  admission  of  such  article 
and,  upon  filing  of  timely  written  applica- 
tion by  the  owner  or  consignee  and  the  exe- 
cution by  him  of  a  bond  as  provided  in  the 
preceding  provisions  of  this  subsection,  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
may.  In  accordance  wRh  regulations,  author- 
ize the  applicant  to  perform  such  relabeling 
or  other  action  specified  in  such  authoriza- 
tion (including  destruction  or  export  of  re- 
jected ai-tlcles  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be 
specified  In  the  latter  Secretary's  authoriza- 
tion). All  such  relabeling  or  other  action 
pursuant  to  such  authorization  shall  In  ac- 
cordance \7lth  regulations  be  under  the  su- 
pervision of  an  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Department  of  Health.  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare designated  by  the  Secretary  of  that  De- 
partment, or  an  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Dep>artment  of  the  Treasury  designated  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

(c)  The  owner  or  consignee  shall  pay  all 
exjsenses,  including  travel,  per  diem  or  sub- 
sistence,  and  salaries  of  officers  or  employees 
of  the  United  States,  determined  in  accord- 
ance with  regulations,  in  connection  with 
the  destruction  provided  for  in  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section  and  the  supervision  of  the 
relabeling  or  other  action  authorised  under 
subsection  (b)  of  this  section,  and  ail  ex- 
penses in  connection  with  the  storage,  cart- 
B°;e.  or  labor  with  respect  to:«ny  article  re- 
fuf«d  admission  under  eubeectlon  (a)  of  this 
section.  In  default  of  pa3rment.  expenses 
specified  in  this  subsection  shall  constitute 
a  lien  against  any  future  importations  made 
by  such  owner  or  consignee. 

!  112.  Exports  adulterated  or  misbranded 

A  food,  drug,  device,  or  cosmetic  Intended 
for  export  is  not  deemed  to  be  adulterated 
or  misbranded  under  this  chapter  if  it  (a) 
accords  to  the  specifications  of  the  foreign 
purchaser,  (b)  Is  not  In  conflict  with  the 
laws  of  the  country  to  which  It  Is  Intended 
for  export,  and  (c)  Is  labeled  on  the  outside 
of  the  shipping  package  to  show  that  it  is 
Intended  for  export.  Such  article  sold  or 
offered  for  sale  in  domestic  commerce,  is  not 
exempt  from  any  of  the  provisions  of  this 
chapter. 

3  113.  Suspension  of  adulterated  imports 

Whenever  the  President  Is  satisfied  that 
there  is  good  reason  to  believe  that  any  Im- 
portation is  being  made,  or  is  about  to  be 
made,  into  the  United  States,  from  any  for- 
eign country,  of  any  article  used  for  hiunan 
food  or  drink  that  is  adulterated  to  an  ex- 
tent dangerous  to  the  health  or  welfare  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  or  any  of 
them,  he  may  issue  his  proclamation  sus- 
pending the  importation  of  such  artlcto* 
from  such  country  for  such  period  U  tune 
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as  he  believes  necessary  to  prevent  such  Im- 
portation. During  such  period  no  person 
shall  Import  any  of  such  articles  Into  the 
United  States  from  the  countries  designated 
In  the  iHToclamatlon  of  the  President. 
Subehapter  VI— Administrative  Provisions 
f  131.  Regulations;  hearings;  Judicial  review 

(a)  Regulations  authorized:  The  Secre- 
tary may  promulgate  regulations  for  the  effi- 
cient enforcement  of  this  chapter,  except  as 
otherwise  provided  In  this  section. 

(b)  Imports  and  exports:  The  Secretary 
of  the  Treastiry  and  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  shall  jointly  pre- 
scribe regulations  for  the  efficient  enforce- 
ment of  the  provisions  of  section  111  and 
lia  of  this  title,  except  as  otherwise  provided 
therein,  in  such  manner  and  to  take  effect 
at  such  time,  sfter  due  notice,  as  the  Sec- 
retary of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  de- 
termines. 

(c)  Ctonduct  of  hearings:  The  Secretary  or 
such  officer  or  employee  as  be  designates  shall 
conduct  the  hearings  authorized  or  required 
l^  this  chapter. 

(d)  Standards  of  Identity 'In  other  laws: 
The  definitions  and  standards  of  Identity 
promulgated  In'  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  this  chapter  shall  be  effective  for 
the  purposes  of  the  enforcement  of  this 
Chapter,  notwithstanding  such  definitions 
and  standards  as  may  be  contained  in  other 
laws  of  the  United  States  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder. 

(e)  Hearings  on  regulations:  The  Secre- 
tary, on  his  own  Initiative  or  upon  an  ap- 
plication of  any  interested  Industry  or  sub- 
stantial portion  thereof  stating  reasonable 
grounds  therefor,  shall  hold  a  public  hearing 
upon  a  proposal  to  Issue,  amend,  or  repeal 
any  regulation  contemplated  by  sections  63 
(J),  66  (a).  66  (b).  57  (a),  71  (b),  72  (d), 
72  (h) ,  74,  and  94  of  this  title. 

The  Secretary  shall  give  appropriate  notice 
of  the  hearing,  setting  forth  the  proposal 
in  general  terms  and  specifying  the  time  and 
place  for  the  hearing  not  less  than  30  days 
after  the  date  of  the  notice,  except  that  the 
public  hearing  on  regulations  under  section 
67  (a)  of  this  title  may  be  held  within  a 
reasonable  time,  to  be  fixed  by  the  Secre- 
tary, after  notice  thereof.  At  the  hearing 
any  Interested  person  may  be  heard  in  per- 
son or  by  his  representative.  As  soon  as 
practicable  after  completion  of  the  hearing, 
the  Secretary  shall  by  order  make  public  his 
action  in  issuing,  amending,  or  repealing  the 
regiilatlon  or  determining  not  to  take  such 
action.  Such  order  shall  be  based  only  on 
BUbatantlal  evidence  of  record  at  the  hearing 
and  shall  Include  detailed  findings  of  fact 
on  which  it  is  based.  No  such  order  shall 
take  effect  prior  to  the  90th  day  after  it  la 
Issued,  except  that  If  the  Secretary  finds  that 
emergency  conditions  exist  necessitating  an 
earlier  effective  date,  then  the  Secretary  shall 
specify  in  the  order  the  Secretary's  findings 
as  to  such  conditions  and  the  order  shall  take 
effect  at  such  earlier  date  as  the  Secretary 
specifies. 

(f)  Judicial  review:  (1)  In  a  case  of  actual 
controversy  as  to  the  validity  of  any  order 
under  subsection  (e)  of  this  section,  any 
person  who  will  be  adversely  affected  by  such 
order  If  placed  In  effect  may  at  any  time  prior 
to  the  80th  day  after  such  order  Is  Issued 
file  a  petition  with  the  United  States  Court 
of  Appeals  for  the  circuit  wherein  such  per- 
son resides  or  has  his  principal  place  of  busi- 
ness, for  a  Judicial  review  of  such  order.  The 
Btunmons  and  petition  may  be  served  at  any 
place  In  the  United  States.  The  Secretary, 
promptly  upon  service  of  the  sxuxunons  and 
petition,  shall  certify  and  file  In  the  court 
the  transcript  of  the  proceedings  and  the 
record  on  which  the  Secretary  based  the 
order. 

(2)  If  the  i>etltloner  applies  to  the  court 
for  leave  to  adduce  additional  evidence,  and 
shows  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
such  additional  evidence  is  material  and  that 


there  were  reasonable  grounds  for  tbe  failure 
to  adduce  such  evidence  In  the  proceeding 
before  the  Secretary,  the  court  may  order 
euch  additional  evidence,  and  evidence  In 
rebuttal  thereof,  to  be  taken  before  the 
Secretary,  and  to  be  adduced  upon  the  hear- 
ing, In  such  manner  and  upon  such  terms 
and  conditions  as  the  court  deems  proper. 
The  Secretary  may  modify  the  Secretary's 
findings  as  to  the  facts,  or  make  new  find- 
ings, by  reason  of  the  additional  evidence  so 
taken,  and  file  such  modified  or  new  find- 
ings, and  the  Secretary's  recommendation. 
If  any,  for  the  modification  or  setting  aside 
of  the  Secretary's  original  order,  with  the  re- 
turn of  such  additional  evidence. 

(3)  The  court  may  affirm  the  order,  or  set 
It  aside  In  whole  or  In  part,  temporarily,  or 
permanently.  If  the  order  of  the  Secretary 
refuses  to  issue,  amend,  or  repeal  a  regula- 
tion, and  such  order  is  not  in  accordance 
with  law,  the  court  shall,  by  its  judg- 
ment, order  the  Secretary  to  take  action .  with 
respect  to  such  regulation,  in  accordance 
with  law.  The  findings  of  the  Secretary  as 
to  the  facts.  If  supported  by  substantial  evi- 
dence, shall  be  conclusive. 

(4)  The  judgment  of  the  court  ajfirmlng  or 
setting  aside,  in  whole  or  in  part,  any  such 
order  of  the  Secretary,  shall  be  final,  subject 
to  review  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  upon  certiorari  or  certification  as 
provided  in  section  1254  of  title  28. 

(5)  Any  action  Instituted  under  this  sub- 
section shall  survive  notwithstaading  any 
change  in  the  person  occupying  the  office  of 
Secretary  or  any  vacancy  in  such  ©fflce. 

(6)  The  remedies  provided  for  la  this  sub- 
section shall  be  In  addition  to,  and  not  in 
substitution  for,  any  other  remedies  provided 
by  law.  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be 
deemed  to  waive  or  deny  any  right  otherwise 
accorded  lay  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act,  and  such  fict  shall  continue  to  apply  to 
all  activities  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Adminis- 
tration. 

(g)  Copies  of  records  of  hearings:  The 
Secretary  shall  furnish  a  certified  copy  of 
the  transcript  of  the  record  and  pfoceedings 
imder  subsection  (e)  of  this  section  to  any 
interested  party  at  his  request,  on  payment 
of  the  costs  thereof.  Such  copy  shall  be  ad- 
missible In  any  criminal,  libel  for  eondemna- 
tlon,  exclusion  of  Imports,  or  other  proceed- 
ing arising  under  or  In  respect  to  this  chap- 
ter, Irrespective  of  whether  proceedings  with 
respect  to  the  order  have  previously  been  in- 
stituted or  become  final  under  subsection 
(f)  of  this  section. 

S  132.  Examinations  and  investigations 

(a)  The  Secretary  may  conduct  examina- 
tions and  Investigations  for  the  prurposes  of 
this  chapter  through  officers  and  employees 
of  the  Department  or  through  any  health, 
food,  or  drug  officer  or  employee  of  any  State, 
Territory,  or  political  subdivision  thereof, 
duly  commissioned  by  the  Secretary  as  an 
officer  of  the  Department.  In  the  case  of 
food  packed  in  a  Territory,  the  Secretary  shall 
attempt  to  make  inspection  of  such  food  at 
the  first  point  of  entry  within  the  United 
States  when,  in  his  opinion  and  with  due 
regard  to  the  enforcement  of  all  the  provi- 
sions of  this  chapter,  the  facilities  at  his 
disposal  will  permit  of  such  inspection.  For 
the  purposes  of  this  subsection,  the  term 
"United  States"  means  the  States  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

(b)  Where  a  sample  of  a  food,  drug,  or 
cosmetic  Is  collected  for  analysis  under  this 
chapter,  the  Secretary  shall,  upon  request, 
provide  a  part  of  such  official  sample  for  ex- 
amination or  analysis  by  any  person  named 
on   the  label  of  the  article,  or  the  owner 

'  thereof,  or  his  attorney  or  agent;  axcept  that 
the' Secretary  may,  by  regulations,  make  such 
reasonable  exceptions  from,  and  impose  such 
reasonable  terms  and  conditions  relating  to, 
the  operation  of  this  subsection  as  he  finds 
necessary  for  the  proper  adminiatration  of 
the  provisions  of  this  chapter. 


(o)  For  purposes  of  enforcement  of  this 
chapter,  records  of  any  department  or  Inde- 
pendent establishment  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  shall  be  open  to 
Inspection  by  any  official  of  the  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  authorized 
by  the  Secretary  to  make  such  inspection. 

J  133.     Records  of  Interstate  shipment 

For  the  purpose  of  enforcing  the  provi- 
sions of  this  chapter,  carriers  engaged  In 
interstate  commerce,  and  persons  receiving 
food,  drugs,  devices,  or  cosmetics  in  Inter- 
state commerce  or  holding  such  articles  so 
received,  shall,  upon  the  request  of  an  offi- 
cer or  employee  duly  designated  by  the  Sec- 
retary, permit  him,  at  reasonable  times,  to 
have  access  to  and  to  copy  all  records  show- 
ing the  movement  in  Interstate  commerce 
of  any  food,  drug,  device,  or  cosnaetlc,  or 
the  holding  thereof  during  or  after  such 
movement,  and  the  quantity,  shipper,  and 
consignee  thereof.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for 
any  such  carrier  or  person  to  fall  to  permit 
such  access  to  and  copying  of  any  such  rec- 
ord so  requested  when  such  request  Is  ac- 
companied by  a  statement  in  writing  speci- 
fying the  nature  or  kind  of  food.  drug,  de- 
vice, or  cosmetic  to  which  stich  request  re- 
lates. E\ldence  obtained  under  this  section 
shall  not  be  used  In  a  criminal  prosecution 
of  the  person  from  whom  it  1$  obtained. 

Carriers  shall  not  be  subject  to  the  other 
provisions  of  this  chapter  by  reason  of  their 
receipt,  carriage,  holding,  or  delivery  of  food. 
drugs,  devices,  or  cosmetics  In  the  usual 
coiyse  of  business  as  carriers. 

i  134.  Factory  inspection:  notice;  reports: 
receipts  for  samples;  copies  of 
analyses 

(a)  For  purposes  of  enforcement  of  this 
chapter,  officers  or  employees  duly  desig- 
nated by  the  Secretary,  upon  presenting  ap- 
propriate credentials  and  a  written  notice 
to  the  owner,  operator,  or  agent  in  charge, 
are  authorized  ( 1 )  enter,  at  reasonable  times, 
any  factory,  warehouse,  or  establishment  In 
which  food,  drugs,  devices,  or  cosmetics  are 
manufactured,  processed,  packed,  or  held, 
for  introduction  Into  Interstate  commerce 
or  are  held  after  such  introduction,  or  enter 
any  vehicle  being  used  to  trainsport  or  hold 
such  food,  drugs,  devices,  or  cosmetics  In 
interstate  commerce;  and  (2)  Inspect,  at  rea- 
sonable times  and  within  reasonable  limits 
and  in  a  reasonable  manner,  such  factory, 
warehouse,  establishment,  or  vehicle  and  all 
pertinent  equipment,  finished  and  unfinished 
materials,  containers,  and  labeling  therein. 
A  separate  notice  shall  be  given  for  each 
such  inspection,  but  a  notice  shall  not  be 
required  for  each  entry  made  during  the 
period  covered  by  the  inspection.  Each  such 
lnsp)ection  shall  be  commenced  and  com- 
pleted with  reasonable  promptness. 

(b)  Upon  completion  of  any  such  inspec- 
tion of  a  factory,  warehouse,  or  other  estab- 
lishment, and  prior  to  leaving  the  prem- 
ises, the  officer  or  employee  making  the  In- 
spection shall  give  to  the  oWner,  operator, 
or  agent  in  charge  a  report  in  writing  set- 
ting forth  any  conditions  or  practices  ob- 
served by  him  which,  in  his  judgment,  in- 
dicate that  any  food,  drug,  device,  or  cos- 
metic in  such  establishment  (1)  consists 
In  whole  or  In  part  of  any  filthy,  putrid, 
or  decomposed  substance,  or  (2)  has  been 
prepared,  packed,  or  held  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  may  have  become  con- 
taminated with  filth,  or  whereby  It  may 
have  been  rendered  injurious  to  health.  A 
copy  of  such  report  shall  be  sent  promptly 
to  the  Secretary. 

(c)  If  the  officer  or  employee  making  any 
such  inspection  of  a  factory,  warehouse,  or 
other  establishment  has  obtained  any  sample 
in  the  course  of  the  inspection,  upon  com- 
pletion of  the  Inspection  and  prior  to  leaving 
the  premises  he  shall  give  to  the  owner, 
operator,  or  agent  in  charge  a  receipt  de- 
scribing the  samples  obtained. 
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(d)  Whenever  In  the  course  of  any  such 
Inspection  of  a  factory  or  other  establish- 
ment where  food  Is  manufactured,  processed, 
or  packed,  the  officer  or  employee  making  the 
inspection  obtjilns  a  sample  of  any  such  food, 
and  analysis  Is  made  of  sucb  sample  for  the 
purpose  of  a8<:ertalnlng  whether  such  food 
consists  in  wLole  or  In  part  of  any  filthy, 
putrid,  or  decomposed  substance,  or  is  other- 
Viice  unfit  for  food,  a  copy  of  the  results  of 
such  analysis  shall  be  furnished  promptly  to 
the  owner,  operators,  or  agent  In  charge. 

i  135.     Publicity 

(a)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  to  be  pub- 
lished from  time  to  time  reports  summar- 
izlnp  all  judjnnents.  decrees,  and  court  orders 
rendered  under  this  chapter,  including  the 
nature  of  the  charge  and  the  disposition 
thereof. 

(b)  The  Secretary  may  also  cause  to  be 
di.'^semlnatfd  information  regarding  food, 
drugs,  devices,  or  cosmetics  In  situations 
involving.  In  the  Secretary's  opinion.  Im- 
minent danger  to  health  or  gross  deception 
of  the  consumer.  Nothing  In  this  section 
shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  Secretary 
Jrom  collecting:,  reporting,  and  Illustrating 
the  results  ol  the  Investigations  of  the 
Department. 

§  136.  Cost  of  certification  of  coal-tar  colors 
The  admlttlEg  to  listing  and  certification 
of  coal-tar  colors.  In  accordance  with  regu- 
lations prefcrlt>ed  under  this  chapter,  shall 
be  performed  only  upon  payment  of  lees 
fpeclhed  In  such  regulations,  as  may  be 
ncce5sary  to  provide,  maintain,  and  equip 
an  aclequate  service  for  sucb  purposes. 

I   1'7.     Revision  of  Pharmacopoeia;  develop- 
ment of  analyses  and  tests 

Tlie  Secretary,  In  carrying  Into  effect  the 
provisions  of  this  chapter,  may  cooperate 
u.tb  a£,soclat*ons  and  scientific  societies  In 
the  revision  ol  the  United  States  Pharma- 
copoeia and  In  the  development  of  methods 
of  analysis  and  mechanical  and  physical  tests 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  work  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration. 

Subchapter  VII — Enforcement  and  Penalties 
5  151.     Prohlbi-.ed  acts 

The  following  acts  and  the  causing  there- 
of are  prohibited: 

(a)  The  incoductlon  or  delivery  for  In- 
troduction into  Interstate  conunerce  of  any 
food.  drug.  de\ice.  or  cosmetic  that  Is  adul- 
terated or  mlfibranded. 

I  b )  The  adulteration  or  misbranding  of 
any  food,  drug,  device,  or  cosmetic  In  Inter- 
state commercu. 

(c)  The  receipt  In  interstate  commerce  of 
any  food,  druf:.  device,  or  cosmetic  that  is 
adulterated  or  mlsbranded,  and  the  delivery 
or  proffered  delivery  thereof  for  pay  or  other- 
wise. 

(d)  The  Introduction  or  delivery  for  in- 
troduction Into  Interstate  commerce  of  any 
nrticle  In  violation  of  section  57  or  75  of  this 
title. 

le)  The  refusal  to  permit  access  to  or 
copying  of  any  record  as  required  by  section 
133  of 'this  title.  , 

(f)  The  refusal  to  permit  entry  or  Inspec- 
tion as  authorlssed  by  section  134  of  this  title. 

(g)  The  manufacture  within  any  Territory 
of  any  food,  drug,  device,  or  cosmetic  that  is 
adultered  or  mlsbranded. 

(h)  The  giving  of  a  guaranty  or  undertak- 
ing referred  to  In  section  152  (c)  (2)  of  this 
title  which  Is  raise,  except  by  a  person  who 
relied  upon  a  guaranty  or  undertaking  to  the 
same  effect  sl|;ned  by.  and  containing  the 
name  and  address  of.  the  person  residing  In 
the  United  States  from  whom  he  received  In 
good  faith  the  lood,  drug,  device,  or  cosmetic; 
or  the  giving  of  a  guaranty  or  undertaking 
referred  to  In  section  152  (c)  (3)  of  this  title 
which  guaranty  or  undertaking  Is  false. 

(1)  Forging,  counterfeiting,  simulating,  or 
fa'.sely  representing,  or  without  proper  au- 


thority using  any  mark,  stamp,  tag.  label,  or 
other  Identification  device  authorized  or  re- 
quired by  regulations  promulgated  under  the 
provlslOM  of  sections  65  (b).  57.  58,  74,  76, 
77.  or  M  of  thU  title. 

(J)  The  tulng  by  any  person  to  his  own 
advantage,  or  revealing,  other  than  to  the 
Secretary  or  officers  or  employees  of  the  De- 
partment, or  to  the  courts  when  relevant  in 
any  Judicial  proceeding  under  this  chapter, 
any  Information  acquired  under  authority  of 
sections  57,  75,  76.  77.  or  134  of  this  title  con- 
cerning any  method  or  process  wlilch  as  a 
trade  secret  Is  entitled  to  protection. 

(k)  The  alteration,  mutilation,  destruc- 
tion, obligation,  or  removal  of  the  whole  or 
any  part  of  the  labeling  of,  or  the  doing  of 
any  other  act  with  respect  to,  a  food,  drug, 
device,  or  cosmetic,  If  such  act  is  done  while 
such  article  is  held  for  sale  (whether  or  not 
the  first  sale)  after  shipment  in  interstate 
commerce  and  results  in  such  article  being 
adulterated  or  mlsbranded. 

(1)  The  using,  on  the  labsling  of  any  drug 
or  in  any  advertising  relating  to  such  drug, 
of  any  representation  or  sug.Testion  that  an 
application  with  respect  to  sucb  drug  Is  ef- 
fective under  section  75  of  this  title,  or  that 
such  drug  complies  with  the  provisions  of 
such  section. 

( m )  The  sale  or  offering  for  sale  of  colored 
oleomargarine  or  colored  margarine,  or  the 
possession  or  serving  of  colored  oleomargarine 
or  colored  margarine  In  violation  of  subsec- 
tion (b)  or  (c)  of  section  60  of  this  title. 

(n)  The  using,  in  labeling,  advertising,  or 
other  sales  promotion,  of  any  reference  to 
any  report  or  analysis  furnished  in  compli- 
ance with  section  134  of  this  title. 

{  152.  Penalties;   exemptions 

(a)  Any  person  who  violates  any  of  the 
provisions  of  section  151  of  this  title  fhall  be 
imprisoned  not  more  than  i  year  or  fined 
not  more  than  $1,000,  or  both.  Any  person 
who  commits  Furh  a  violation  after  one  con- 
viction under  this  section  has  bccDme  final 
shall  be  imprisoned  not  more  than  3  years 
or  fined  not  more  than  $10,000.  or  both. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  sub- 
section (a)  of  this  section,  any  i>erson  who 
violates  any  of  the  provisions  of  section  151 
of  this  title,  with  intent  to  defraud  or  mis- 
lead, shall  be  imprisoned  not  more  than  3- 
years  or  fined  not  more  than  $10,000,  or  both. 

(c)  No  person  shall  be  subject  to  the  pen- 
alties of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section — 

(1)  for  having  received  in  Interstate  com- 
merce any  article  and  delivered  It  or  prof- 
fered delivery  of  it,  if  such  delivery  or  proffer 
was  made  in  good  faith,  unless  he  refuses 
to  furnish  on  request  of  an  officer  or  em- 
ployee duly  designated  by  the  Secretary  ths 
name  and  address  of  the  person  from  whom 
he  purchased  or  received  such  article  and 
copies  of  all  documents,  if  any.  pertaining  to 
the  delivery  of  the  article  to  him;  or 

(2)  for  having  violated  section  151  (a)  or 
151  (d)  of  this  title,  If  he  establishes  a  guar- 
anty or  understanding  signed  by.  and  con- 
taining the  name  and  address  of.  the  person 
resldmg  m  the  United  States  from  whom  he 
received  the  article  in  good  faith,  to  the  effect 
In  case  of  an  alleged  violation  of  section  151 
(a)  of  this  title,  that  such  article  Is  not  adul- 
terated or  mlsbranded,  within  the  meaning  of 
this  chapter,  designating  this  chapter,  or  to 
the  effect,  in  case  of  an  alleged  violation  of 
section  151  (d)  of  this  title,  that  such  article 
is  not  an  article  which  may  not.  under  tha 
provisions  of  section  57  or  75  of  this  title, 
be  Introduced  Into  Interstate  commerce;   or 

(3)  for  having  violated  section  151  (a)  of 
this  title,  where  the  violation  exists  because 
the  article  \b  adulterated  by  reason  of  con- 
taining a  coal-tar  color  not  from  a  batch 
certified  In  accordance  with  the  Secretary's 
regulations.  If  such  person  establishes  a 
guaranty  or  undertaking  signed  by,  and 
containing  the  name  and  address  of.  the 
manufacturer  of  the  coal-tar  color,  to  the 
effect  that  such  color  was  from  a  batch  cer- 


tified In  accordance  with  the  applicable  regu- 
lations promulgated  by  the  Secretary  under 
this  chapter;  or 

(4)  for  having  violated  section  151  (b). 
151  (c),  or  151  (k)  of  this  tlUe  by  faUure  to 
comply  with  section  72  (f)  of  this  title  In 
respect  to  an  article  received  In  Interstate 
commerce  to  which  neither  section  73  (a) 
nor  section  73  (b)  (1)  Is  applicable,  If  the 
delivery  or  proffered  delivery  was  made  In 
good  faith  and  the  labeling  at  the  time 
thereof  contained  the  same  directions  for 
use  and  warning  statements  as  were  con- 
tained In  the  labeling  at  the  time  of  such 
receipt  of  such  article. 

S  153.  Injunctions 

(a)  The  United  States  district  courts  and 
the  United  States  courts  of  the  Territories 
shall  have  Jurisdiction,  for  cause  shown,  and 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  Rule  65  (a)  (b) 
of  the  Federal  Rules  of  Civil  Procediure,  to 
restrain  violations  of  section  151  of  this 
title,  except  paragraphs  (e).  (f).  (h).  (I), 
and  (j).  thereof. 

(b)  Any  violation  of  an  injunction  or  re- 
Etralnlng  order  issued  under  this  section. 
which  also  constitutes  a  violation  of  this 
chapter  shall  be  tried  by  the  court,  or.  upon 
demand  of  the  accused,  by  a  Jury,  In  accord- 
ance with  the  practice  and  procedure  ap- 
plicable In  the  case  of  proceedings  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  section  402  of  Title  18. 
!  154.  Libel  for  condemnation 

<a)  Grounds  and  jurisdiction:  Any  article 
of  food.  drug,  device,  or  cosnaetlc  that  Is 
adulterated  or  mlsbranded  when  introduced 
into  or  while  In  Interstate  commerce  or  while 
held  for  sale  (whether  or  not  the  first  sale) 
after  shipment  In  Interstate  commerce,  or 
which  may  not.  under  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 57  or  75  of  this  title,  be  Introduced  Into 
Interstate  commerce,  shall  be  liable  to  be 
proceeded  against  while  In  Interstate  com- 
merce, or  at  any  time  thereafter,  on  libel 
of  Information  and  condemned  In  any  dis- 
trict court  of  the  United  States  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  which  the  article  Is  foimd. 

(b)  Procedure:  The  article  shall  be  liable 
to  seizure  by  process  pursuant  to  the  libel, 
and  the  procedure  In  cases  under  this  sec- 
tion shall  conform,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  to 
the  procedure  In  admiralty;  except  that  on 
demand  of  either  party  any  Issue  of  fact 
joined  In  any  such  case  shall  be  tried  by 
Jury. 

(c)  (1)  Libels  for  misbranding  limited; 
change  of  venue:  No  libel  for  condemnation 
for  any  alleged  misbranding  shall  be  Insti- 
tuted under  this  chapter.  If  there  Is  pend- 
ing In  p.ny  court  a  libel  for  condemnation 
proceeding  under  this  chapter  based  upon 
the  same  alleged  misbranding,  and  not  more 
than  one  such  proceeding  shall  be  Instituted 
if  no  such  proceeding  Is  so  pending,  except 
that  such  limitations  shall  not  apply — 

(A)  when  such  misbranding  has  been  the 
basis  of  a  prior  judgment  In  favor  of  the 
United  States  In  a  criminal  Injunction  or 
libel  for  condemnation  proceeding  under  this 
chapter,  or 

(B)  When  the  Secretary  has  probable  cause 
to  believe  from  facta  found,  without  Jiearlng, 
by  him  or  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  De- 
partment that  the  mlsbranded  icicle  is 
dangerous  to  health. 

(2)  In  any  case  where  the  number  of  Itbet' 
for  condemnation  proceedings  Is  limited  as 
above  provided  the  proceeding  pending  or 
Instituted  shall,  on  application  of  the  claim- 
ant, seasonably  made,  be  removed  for  trial  to 
any  district  agreed  upon  by  stipulation  be- 
tween the  parties,  or.  In  case  of  failure  to  so 
stipulate  within  a  reasonable  time,  the  claim- 
ant may  apply  to  the  court  of  the  district  In 
which  the  seizure  has  been  made,  and  such 
court,  after  giving  tte  United  States  attorney 
for  such  district  reasonable  notice  and  op- 
portunity to  be  heard,  shall  by  order,  untaea 
good  cause  to  the  contrary  Is  shown.  Ayw^dltjr 
a   district    of   reasonable    pr«utml«,«    »s»   <3ft* 
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claimant's  principal   place   of  buslnees,   to 
Wblcb  the  case  shall  be  removed  for  trial. 

(d)  Consolldatlon'of  multiple  proceedings: 
Wben  libel  for  condemnation  proceedings 
under  this  section,  involving  the  same  claim- 
ant and  the  same  issues  of  adulteration  or 
misbranding,  are  pending  in  2  or  more  Jxirls- 
dictions,  siich  pending  proceedings,  upon 
application  of  the  claimant  seasonably  made 
to  the  court  of  1  such  jurisdiction,  shall  be 
consolidated  for  trial  by  order  of  such  court, 
and  tried  in  (1)  any  district  selected  by  the 
claimant  where  1  of  such  proceedings  is 
pending;  or  (2)  a  district  agreed  upon  by 
stipulation  between  the  parties.  If  no  order 
for  consolidation  is  so  made  within  a  reason- 
able time,  the  claimant  may  apply  to  the 
coiurt  of  one  such  J\irisdictlon,  and  such 
court,  after  giving  the  United  States  attor- 
ney for  such  district  reasonable  notice  and 
opportunity  to  be  heard,  shall  by  order,  un- 
less good  cause  to  the  contrary  is  shown, 
specify  a  district  of  reasonable  proximity  to 
the  claimant's  principal  place  of  business,  In 
wlilch  all  such  pending  proceedings  shall  be 
consolidated  for  trial  and  tried.  Such  order 
of  consolidation  shall  not  apply  so  as  to  re- 
quire the  removal  of  any  case  the  date  for 
trial  of  which  has  been  fixed.  The  court 
granting  such  order  shall  give  prompt  noti- 
fication thereof  to  the  other  courts  having 
Jurisdiction  of  the  cases  covered  thereby. 

(e)  Removal  tot  trial:  In  the  case  of  re- 
moval for  trial  of  any  case  as  provided  by 
•ubsectlon  (c)   or  (d)  of  this  section — 

(1)  The  clerk  of  the  coxirt  from  which  re- 
moval is  made  shall  promptly  transmit  to  the 
court  in  which  the  case  is  to  be  tried  all  rec- 
ords in  the  case  necessary  in  order  that  such 
oo\irt  may  exercise  Jurisdiction. 

(3)  The  court  to  which  such  case  is  re- 
moved shall  have  the  powers  and  be  subject 
to  the  duties,  for  piirposes  of  the  case,  which 
the  court  from  which  removal  Is  made  would 
have,  or  to  which  such  co\irt  would  be  sub- 
ject, if  such  case  is  not  removed. 

(f)  Etamples  of  seized  goods:  The  court  at 
any  time  after  seizure  up  to  a  reasonable 
time  before  trial  shall  by  order  allow  any 
party  to  a  condemnation  proceeding,  his 
attorney  or  agent,  to  obtain  a  representative 
sample  of  the  article  seized  and  a  true  copy 
of  the  analysis,  if  any,  on  which  the  pro- 
ceeding is  based  and  the  identifying  marks 
or  numbers,  if  any,  of  the  packages  from 
Which  the  samples  analjrzed  were  obtained. 

(g)  Disposition  after  condemnation:  Any 
food,  drug,  device,  or  cosmetic  condemned 
under  this  section  shall,  after  entry  of  the 
decree,  be  disposed  of  by  destruction  or  sale 
as  the  court  may  direct  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section.  If  sold,  the 
proceeds  thereof,  less  the  legal  costs  and 
charges,  shall  be  paid,  into  the  Treasury  of 
the  United^  States.  Such  article  shall  not 
be  sold  under  such  decree  contrary  to  the 
provisions  of  this  chapter  or  the  laws  of  the 
Jiu-isdlction  in  which  sold.  After  entry  of 
the  decree  and  upon  the  payment  of  the  costs 
of  such  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a 
good  and  sufficient  bond  conditioned  that 
such  article  shall  not  be  sold  or  disposed  of 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  chapter 
or  the  laws  of  any  State  or  Territory  In  which 
sold,  the  court  may  by  order  direct  that  such 
article  be  delivered  to  the  owner  thereof  to 
be  destroyed  or  brought  into  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  chapter  under  the 
supervision  of  an  officer  or  employee  duly 
designated  by  the  Secretary,  and  the  ex- 
penses of  such  supervision  shall  be  paid  by 
the  person  obtaining  release  of  the  article 
under  bond.  Any  article  condemned  by  rea- 
son of  its  being  an  article  which  may  not, 
under  section  56  or  75  of  this  title,  be  intro- 
duced into  interstate  commerce,  shall  be  dis- 
posed of  by  destruction. 

(h)  Costs:  When  a  decree  of  condemna- 
tion is  entered  against  the  article,  court 
costs  and  fees,  and  storage  and  other  proper 
expenses,  shall  be  awarded  against  the  per- 


son, if  any,  intervening  as  claimant  of  the 
article. 

{  155.  Hearing  before  violation  reported 

Before  any  violation  of  this  chapter  is 
reported  by  the  Secretary  to  any  United 
States  attorney  for  institution  of  a  criminal 
proceeding,  the  person  against  whom  such 
proceeding  is  contemplated  shall  be  given 
appropriate  notice  and  an  opportunity  to 
present  his  views,  either  orally  or  In  writing, 
¥rith  regard  to  such  contemplated  proceeding. 

!  156.  Report  of  minor  violations 

Nothing  in  this  chapter  shall  be  construed 
as  requiring  the  Secretary  to  report  for  pros- 
ecution, or  for  the  institution  of  libel  or  in- 
junction proceedings,  minor  violations  of  this 
chapter  whenever  the  Secretary  believes  that 
the  public  Interest  will  be  adequately  served 
by  a  suitable  written  notice  or  warning. 

S  157.  Proceedings  in  name  of  United  States; 
subpenas 

All  proceedings  for  the  enforcenftent,  or  to 
restrain  violations,  of  this  chaptar  shall  be 
by  and  in  the  name  of  the  United  States. 
Subpenas  for  witnesses  who  are  required  to 
attend  a  court  of  the  United  States,  in  any 
district,  may  run  Into  any  other  district  In 
any  such  proceeding. 
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Subchapter  I — Importation  of  Milk  and 
Cream 

S  201.  Definitions.  I 

As  used  in  this  subchapter — 

(a)  "Person"  means  an  Individual, 
nershlp,  corporation,  or  association. 

(b)  "United  States"  means  the  continen- 
tal United  States. 

§  202.  Permits  for  importation 

No  person  shall  import  milk  and  cream 
into  the  United  States  unless  the  person  by 
whom  it  is  shipped  or  transported  holds  a 
valid  permit  from  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 


§  208.  Unfitness  for  importation 

Milk  or  cream  shall  be  considered  unfit 
for  Importation — 

(a)  when  all  cows  producing  guch  milk 
or  cream  are  not  healtliy  and  *  physical 
examination  of  all  such  cows  has  not  been 
made  within  1  year  previous  to  tuch  milk 
being  offered  for  importation; 

(b)  when  such  milk  or  cream.  If  raw,  Is 
not  produced  from  cows  which  have  passed 
a  tuberculin  test  applied  by  a  duly  author- 
ized official  veterinarian  of  the  United  States, 
or  of  the  country  in  which  such  milk  or 
cream  is  produced,  within  1  yeaf  previous 
to  the  time  of  the  importation,  showing 
that  such  cows  are  free  from  tuberculosis: 

(c)  when  the  sanitary  conditions  of  the 
dairy  farm  or  plant  in  which  it  Is  produced 
or  handled  do  not  score  at  least  50  points 
out  of  100  poirrts  according  to  the  current 
methods  for  scoring  as  provided  by  the  score 
cards  used  by  the  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture; 

(d)  if  the  number  of  bacteria  per  cubic 
centimeter  exceeds  in  the  case  of  raw  milk 


300,000,  in  the  case  of  raw  cream  750,000, 
and  in  the  case  of  pasteurized  milk  100,OOo[ 
and  in  the  case  of  pasteurized  cream  500,000;' 
(e)  when  the  temperatvuv  of  milk  or 
cream  at  the  time  of  importation  exceeds 
50°  Fahrenheit. 

§  204.  Inspection;    issue  of  permits;    regula- 
tions 

(a)  The  Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  shall  cause  such  inspections  to 
be  made  as  are  necessary  to  insure  that  milk 
and  cream  are  produced  and  handled  in 
compliance  with  section  203  of  this  title. 
When  the  Secretary  finds  that  milk  or  cream 
is  produced  and  handled  so  as  not  to  be 
unfit  for  importation  under  section  203  (a), 
(b),  and  (c)  of  this  title,  the  Secretary 
shall  issue  to  persons  makirig  application 
therefor  permits  to  ship  milk  or  cream  into 
the  United  States.  In  lieu  of  the  Inspec- 
tions to  be  made  by  or  under  the  direction 
of  the  Secretary,  the  Secretary  may,  In  the 
Secretary's  discretion,  accept  a  duly  certi- 
fied statement  signed  by  a  duly  accredited 
official  of  an  authorized  department  of  any 
foreign  government  or  of  any  State  of  the 
United  States  or  any  municipality  thereof 
that  the  provisions  in  sectioo  203  (a),  (b). 
and  (c)  of  this  title  have  been  complied 
with.  Such  certificate  shall  be  In  the  form 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary. 

(b)  The  Secretary  may.  In  the  Secretary's 
discretion,  waive  the  requirements  of  section 
203  (d)  of  this  title  when  issuing  permits  to 
operators  of  condenseries  in  which  milk  or 
cream  is  used  when  sterilization  of  the  milk 
or  cream  is  a  necessary  procoss.  except  that 
no  milk  or  cream  shall  be  Imported  the 
bacterial  count  of  which  per  cubic  centimeter 
In  any  event  exceeds  1,200.000.  Such  re- 
quirements shall  not  be  waived  unless  the 
farm  producing  such  milk  to  be  Imported  Is 
within  a  radius  of  15  miles  of  the  condensery 
in  which  It  is  to  be  processed.  If  milk  or 
cream  imported  when  the  requirements  of 
section  203  (d),  of  this  title,  have  been  so 
waived,  is  sold,  used,  or  disposed  of  in  Its 
raw  state  or  otherwise  than  &s  condensed 
milk  by  any  person,  the  permit  shall  be  re- 
voked and  the  importer  shall  be  subject  to 
fine,  imprisonment,  or  other  penalty  pre- 
scribed   by   this  subchapter. 

(c)  The  Secretary  shall  waive  the  require- 
ments of  section  203  (b)  and  (e)  of  this  title 
Insofar  as  the  same  relate  to  milk  when  Is- 
suing permits  to  operators  of,  or  to  producers 
for  delivery  to,  creameries  and  condensing 
plants  in  the  United  States  within  20  miles  of 
the  point  of  production  of  the  milk,  and  who 
Import  no  raw  milk  except  for  pasteurization 
or  condensing.  If  milk  Imported  when  the 
requirements  of  section  203  (b)  and  (e)  of 
this  title  have  been  so  waived  Is  sold,  used, 
or  disposed  of  in  its  raw  state,  or  otherwise 
than  as  pasteurized,  condensed,  or  evap- 
orated milk  by  any  person,  the  permit  shall 
be  revoked  and  the  Importer  shall  be  sub- 
jected to  fine.  Imprisonment,  or  other  penalty 
prescribed    by   this   subchapter. 

(d)  The  Secretary  shall  make  and  enforce 
such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  deems  nec- 
essary to  carry  out  the  purpose  of  this  sub- 
chapter for  the  issuance  of  permits  to  iftiport 
milk  and  cream,  for  the  handling  of  milk 
and  cream,  for  the  Inspection  of  milk,  cream, 
cows,  barns,  and  other  facilities  used  in  the 
production  and  handling  of  milk  and  cream, 
and  for  the  handling,  keeping,  transporting, 
and  Importing  of  milk  and  cream.  Unless 
and  until  the  Secretary  provides  for  Inspec- 
tions to  ascertain  that  section  203  (a),  (b), 
and  (c)  of  this  title  has  been  complied  with, 
the  Secretary  shall  Issue  temporary  permits 
to  any  applicants  therefor  to  ship  or  trans- 
port milk  or  cream  into  the  United  States. 

(e)  The  Secretary  may  suspend  or  revoke 
any  permit  for  the  shipment  of  milk  or  cream 
Into  the  United  States  when  the  Secretary 
finds  that  the  holder  thereof  has  failed  to 
comply  with  the  provisions  of.  Or  has  violated, 
this  subchapter,  or  any  of  tbe  regulations 


made  under  thlc^  subchapter,  or  that  tbe  mUk 
or  cream  brought  or  shipped  by  the  holdar  of 
such  permit  into  the  United  States  is  not 
produced  and  liandled  in  conformity  with, 
or  that  the  quality  thereof  does  not  con- 
form to,  all  of  the  provisions  of  section  203 
of  this  title. 
{  205.  Penalties. 

(a)  No  person  in  the  United  States  shall 
receive  milk  or  cream  imported  into  the 
United  States  unless  the  Importation  is  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  tills  sub- 
chapter. 

(b)  Any  pers-an  who  knowingly  violates 
any  provision  of  this  sutx:hapter  shall,  in  ad- 
dition to  all  other  penalties  prescribed  by 
Uw,  be  fined  not  more  than  $2,000  or  im- 
prisoned not  mere  than  1  year,  or  both. 

{  206.  State    powers    concerning    milk    and 
cream 

Nothing  In  this  subchapter  shall  be  con- 
strued to  affect  the  powers  of  any  State, 
or  any  political  sutxilvision  thereof,  to  regu- 
late the  shipment  of  milk  or  cream  Into,  or 
the  handling,  sale,  or  other  disposition  of 
milk  or  cream  In.  such  State  or  political  sub- 
division after  the  milk  or  cream  has  been 
lawfully  lmp<»-ted  under  this  subchapter. 

£  207.  Short   title 

This  subchapter  may  be  cited  as  the  "Fed- 
eral Import  MUk  Act." 

Subchapter  H— Pilled  milk 

I  221.  Definitions 

As  used  In  thU  subchapter — 

<a)  "Filled  mLk"  means  any  milk,  cream, 
or  skimmed  milk,  whether  or  not  condensed. 
evaporated,  concentrated,  prawdered,  dried. 
or  desiccated,  to  which  has  been  added,  or 
which  has  been  blended  or  compounded  with, 
any  fat  or  oil  other  than  milk  fat,  so  that 
the  resulting  pioduct  Is  in  imitation  or 
semblance  of  mll.c,  cream,  or  skimmed  milk, 
whether  or  not  condensed,  evapxarated.  con- 
centrated, powdered,  dried,  or  desiccated. 
This  definition  does  not  include  any  dis- 
tinctive proprietary  food  compound  not 
readily  mistaken  In  taste  for  milk  or  cream 
or  for  evaporated,  condensed,  or  powdered 
milk,  or  cream  where  such  compound  (1) 
Is  prepared  and  designed  for  feeding  infants 
and  young  children  and  customarily  used 
on  the  order  of  a  physician;  (2)  is  packed 
In  Individual  cans  containing  not  more  than 
16  <  2  ounces  and  bearing  a  label  In  bold  type 
and  the  content  Is  to  be  used  only  for  such 
purpose:  and  (3)  is  shipped  In  interstate 
and  foreign  commerce  exclusively  to  physi- 
cians, wholesale  and  retail  druggists,  orphan 
asylums,  child-welfare  associations,  hospitals, 
and  similar  Institutions  and  generally  dis- 
posed of  by  them. 

(b)  "Interstate  or  foreign  conunerce" 
means  commerce  (1)  between  any  State, 
Territory,  or  poesesslon,  or  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  any  place  outside  thereof; 
(2)  between  points  within  the  same  State. 
Territory,  or  possession,  or  within  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  but  through  any  place 
outside  thereof;  or  (3)  within  any  Territory 
or  possession,  or  within  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

(c)  "Person"  means  an  individual,  part- 
nership,  corporation,  or  association. 

i  222.  Filled  milk;  congressional  finding  con- 
cerning 

Filled  milk  is  an  adulterated  article  of 
food.  Injurious  to  the  public  health,  and 
Its  sale  constitutes  a  fraud  upon  the  public. 

{  223.  Regulations 

The  Secretary  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare  shall  make  and  enforce  such  regu- 
lations as  the  Secretary  deems  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  subciiapter. 

S  224.  Penalties 

Any  person  who  manufactures  within  any 
Territory  or  possession,  or  within  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  or  ships  or  delivers  for 


shipment  In  Interstate  or  foreign  oonuneroe, 
any  filled  milk,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
$1,000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  1  year,  or 
both.  When  construing  and  enforcing  the 
provisions  of  this  subchapter,  the  act,  omis- 
sion, or  failure  of  any  person  acting  for  or 
employed  by  any  individual,  partnership, 
corporation,  or  assoclaUon.  within  the  scope 
of  his  employment  or  office,  shall  In  every 
case  be  deemed  the  act,  omission,  or  failure, 
of  each  Individual,  partnerslilp,  corporation, 
or  association,  as  well  as  of  such  person. 
f  225.  Short  title 

This  subchapter  may  be  cited  as  the  "Fed- 
eral Pilled  Milk  Act." 

Chapter  7 — Tea  importation 

261.  Substandard  tea  lmp>ortatlon;  materials 

for  manufacturing. 

262.  Standards;    duplicate   samples. 

263.  Importer's  bonds  and  fees;  sampling  and 

examination. 

264.  Permit  for  delivery;  Inferior  grades;  par- 

tial delivery. 

265.  Examiners. 

266.  Examination    according    to    usages    of 

trade. 

267.  Reexamination  by  Appeals  Board;   dis- 

position of  tea. 

268.  Procedure  for  reexamination;  assistance 

of  experts. 

269.  Reimporting  rejected  teas;  forfeitures, 

270.  Regulations. 

271.  Short  title.  % 

{  261.  Substandard   tea   importation;    mate- 
rials for  manufacturing 

(a)  No  person  shall  import  or  bring  into 
the  United  States  any  merchandise  as  tea 
which  Is  inferior  In  purity,  quality,  and  fit- 
ness for  consumption  to  the  standards  pro- 
vided in  section  262  of  this  title. 

(b)  Nothing  in  this  chapter  shall  affect  or 
prevent  the  importation  Into  the  United 
States,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Sec- 
retary of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
prescribes,  of  any  merchandise  as  tea  which 
may  l>e  inferior  in  purity,  quality,  and  fitness 
for  consumption  to  the  standards  established 
by  the  Secretary,  or  of  any  tea  waste,  tea  slft- 
ings,  or  tea  sweepings,  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  manufacturing  theine,  caffeine,  or  other 
chemical  products  whereby  the  Identity  and 
character  of  the  original  material  is  entirely 
destroyed  or  changed.  Importers  and  manu- 
facturers wlio  import  such  tea,  tea  waste,  tea 
stftlngs.  or  tea  sweepings  Into  the  United 
States  shall  give  suitable  bond,  to  be  sub- 
ject to  the  approval  only  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  the  port  of  entry,  conditioned 
that  said  imported  material  shall  be  used 
only  for  the  purposes  provided  In  this  sub- 
section, under  such  regulations  as  may  l>e 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary. 

§  262.  Standards;  duplicate  samples 

The  Board  of  Tea  Experts  shall  prepare  and 
subiDlt  standard  samples  of  tea  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  who, 
u(>on  the  Board's  recommendation,  shall  fix 
and  establish  uniform  standards  of  purity, 
quality,  and  fitness  for  consumption  of  all 
kinds  of  teas  imported  into  the  United  States. 
The  Secretary  shall  proctire  and  deposit  in 
the  ctistomhouses  of  the  ports  of  New  York, 
Chicago.  San  Francisco,  and  such  other  ports 
as  the  Secretary  may  determine,  duplicate 
saxnples  of  such  standards,  and  the  Secretary 
shall  procxuv  a  sufficient  number  of  other 
duplicate  samples  to  supply  the  importers 
and  dealers  in  tea  at  all  ports  desiring  the 
same  at  cost.  All  teas,  or  merchandise  de- 
scribed as  tea,  of  inferior  purity,  quality,  and 
fitness  for  consumption  to  such  standards 
shall  be  deemed  within  the  prohibition  of 
section  361  of  this  title. 

i  263.  Importer's  bonds  and  fees;  sampling 
and  examination 
(a)  On  making  entry  at  the  customhouse 
of  all  teas,  or  merchandise  described  as  tea. 


imp<»ted  into  the  TTnlted  States,  tbe  tin* 
porter  or  consignee  shaU  give  a  bond  to  the 
collector  of  tbe  port  that  such  merchandise 
shall  not  be  removed  from  the  warehouse  ' 
until  released  by  the  collector,  after  it  sIulII 
have  been  duly  examined  with  reference  to 
its  ptirlty,  quality,  and  fitness  for  consump- 
tion. For  the  purpoee  of  such  examination 
samples  of  each  line  in  every  invoice  of  te« 
shall  be  submitted  by  the  Importer  or  con- 
signee to  the-ezamlner.  together  with  the 
sworn  statement  of  such  importer  or  con- 
signee that  such  samples  represent  tbe  true 
quality  of  each  part  of  the  Invoice  and  accord 
with  the  specifications  therein  contained, 
or  In  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  such 
samples  shall  be  obtained  by  the  examiner 
and  compared  by  him  with  the  standards 
established  by  this  ctiapter.  Where  entry  is 
made  at  ports  where  there  is  no  qualified 
examiner  as  provided  in  section  265  of  this 
title,  the  consignee  or  importer  shall  furnish 
such  samples  and  sworn  statement  to  the 
collector  or  other  revenue  officer  to  whcHn  it 
is  committed  the  collection  of  duties,  who 
shall  also  draw  or  cause  to  be  drawn  samples 
of  each  line  in  every  invoice  and  shall  for- 
ward the  same  to  a  duly  qualified  examiner 
as  provided  in  that  section.  The  bond  re- 
quired by  this  section  shall  also  be  condi- 
tioned for  the  payment  of  all  cttstomhouse 
charges  which  may  attach  to  such  merchan- 
dise prior  to  Its  being  released  or  destroyed, 
as  the  case  may  be,  under  the  provisions  of 
this  chapter. 

(b)  The  collector  shall  not  examine  for 
Importation,  or  release,  any  tea,  or  merchan- 
dise described  as  tea.  under  this  chapter 
unless  the  importer  or  consignee  thereof, 
prior  to  such  examination,  has  paid  for  de- 
posit into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
as  miscellaneous  receipts,  a  fee  of  3.6  cents 
for  each  hundredweight  or  fraction  thereof 
of  such  tea  and  merchandise. 

S  264.  Permit  for  delivery;  inferior  grades; 
partial  delivery 
If,  after  an  examination  as  provided  In 
section  263  of  this  title,  the  tea  is  found  by 
the  examiner  to  be  equal  in  purity,  quality, 
and  fitness  for  consumption  to  the  stand- 
ards provided  In  this  chapter,  and  no  reex- 
amination is  demanded  by  the  collector  as 
provided  in  section  267  of  this  title,  a  per- 
mit shall  at  once  be  granted  to  tbe  Importer 
or  consignee  declaring  the  tea  free  from  the 
control  of  the  customs  authorities.  If  tea,  or 
merchandise  described  as  tea,  Is  found,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  examiner,  to  be  inferior  in 
purity,  quality,  and  fitness  for  cons\unp« 
tlon  to  such  standards,  the  importer  or  con- 
signee shall  be  Immediately  notified,  and 
the  tea.  or  merchandise  described  as  tea. 
shall  not  be  released  by  the  customhouse, 
unless  on  a  reexamination  called  for  by  the 
importer  or  consignee  the  finding  of  the  ex- 
aminer is  fotind  to  be  erroneous.  If  a  por« 
tlon  of  the  Invoice  is  passed  by  the  examiner, 
a  permit  shall  be  granted  for  that  portion 
and  the  remainder  held  for  further  examina- 
tion, as  provided  In  said  section ^367. 

S  265.  Examiners 

The  examination  provided  for  by  this 
chapter  shall  be  made  by  a  duly  qiialifled 
examiner  at  a  port  where  standard  samples 
are  established.  Where  the  merchandise  Is 
entered  at  ports  where  there  Is  no  qualified 
examiner,  the  examination  sliall  be  made  at 
that  one  of  said  ports  which  Is  nearest  the 
port  of  entry,  and  for  this  purpose  samples 
obtained  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  sec- 
tion 263  of  this  title  shall  be  forwarded  to  the 
proper  port  by  the  collector  or  chief  oAoer 
at  the  port  of  entry. 

§  266.  Examination  according  to  usages  of 
trade 
In  all  cases  of  examination  or  reexamina- 
tion of  teas,  or  merchandise  deacribed  as  tm, 
by  examiners  or  the  United  States  Bosrtf  oC 
Tea  Appeals  under  the  provlsloDS  oC  this 
chapter,  the  piu-ity.  quality,  aotf  ttUiMS  tor 
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conniinptloa  of  Um  same  ahall  be  tested  ae- 
cording  to  tbe  umges  and  customs  at  the  tea 
trade.  IncltMlttig  the  testing  of  »n  Infusion 
of  the  same  In  boiling  water,  and.  If  neces- 
sary, chemtcai  analysis. 

1 967.  Beexamtnation  by  Appeals  Board;  dis- 
position or  tea 

(a)  If  the  collector,  Importer,  or  consignee 
protests  against  the  finding  of  the  examiner, 
the  matter  in  dtepote  shall  be  referred  for 
decision  to  the  United  States  Board  of  Tea 
Appeals. 

(b)  Xf  the  Board,  after  examination,  finds 
the  tea  In  question  to.  be  equal  in  purity, 
quality,  and  fitness  for  consumption  to  the 
proper  standards,  the  collector  shall  issue  a 
permit  for  Its  release  and  delivery  to  the 
importer. 

(c)  If  upon  final  reexamination  by  the 
Board  the  tea  is  found  to  be  inferior  In  p]it~ 
Ity,  quality,  and  fitness  for  consumptloii  to 
the  said  standards,  the  importer  or  consignee 
shall  give  a  bond,  with  seciirlty  satisfactory 
to  the  collector,  to  export  said  tea.  or  mer- 
cbantllse  described  as  tea,  out  ol  tlie  Umlts 
of  the  United  States  within  a  period  of  6 
months  after  such  final  reexamination,  and 
if  the  same  has  not  been  exported  within  the 
time  specified,  the  collector,  at  the  expira- 
tion of  that  time,  shall  cause  the  same  to  be 
destroyed. 

i  268.  Procedure  for  reexamination;   assist- 
ance of  experts 

In  cases  of  reexamination  of  teas,  or  mer- 
chandise described  as  teas,  by  the  United 
States  Board  of  Tea  Appeals  in  pursuance 
of  the  proTlsiona  of  this  chapter,  the  exam- 
iner shall  put  up  and  seal  samples  of  the 
tea,  or  merchandise  described  as  tea,j  in  dis- 
pute, in  the  presence  of  the  importer  or  con- 
signee if  he  so  desires,  and  transmit  them 
to  the  Board,  together  with  a  copy  of  his 
finding,  setting  forth  the  cause  of  condemna- 
tion and  the  claim  or  ground  of  the  protest 
of  the  importer  relating  to  the  same.  Such 
samples  and  papers  shall  be  distinguished  by 
an  Identifjrlng  mark. 

The  decision  of  the  Board  shall  be  In  writ- 
ing, signed  by  Its  members,  and  transmitted 
with  the  record  and  samples  to  the  coUector 
within  3  days  after  its  rendition.  The  col- 
lected shaU  forthwith  furnish  the  examiner 
and  the  Importer  or  consignee  with  a  copy 
of  such  decision. 

The  United  States  Board  of  Tea  Appeals 
may  obtain  the  advice,  when  necessary,  of 
persons  skilled  in  the  examination  of  teas 
who  shaU  each  receive  for  his  services  in  any 
particular  case  a  compensation  not  exceed- 
ing 95. 

f  MO.  Reimporting  rejected  teas;  forfeiture 
No  Imported  teas  which  have  been  rejected 
by  an  examiner  or  by  the  United  States  Board 
of  Ttea  Appeals,  and  exported  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  chapter,  shall  be  relmported 
into  the  United  States.  Any  such  teas  so 
ImpOTted  shall  be  forfeited. 
!  270.  Regulations 

The  Secretary  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare  may  enforce  this  chapter  by  appro- 
priate regulations.  J     *'*' 

S  271.  Short  title 

This  chapter  and  sections  3  and  4  of  this 
title  may  be  cited  as  the  "Ptederal  Import 
Tea  Act."  *^ 

Chapter  ^—Catutie  poiaoiu 
Sec. 

311.  Definitions. 

312.  IClsbranded  shipments. 

313.  IClsbranded  Import*. 

314.  Removal  of  labels. 
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316.  Ubel  for  condemnation. 

317.  Penalties. 

318.  Institution  of  condemnation  and  crim- 

inal proceedings. 

319.  Construction;  appUcatlon  of  other  pro- 

visions, i 

320.  Short  title. 


I  311.  Definitions  | 

As  used  In  this  chapter,  unless  the  (context 
otherwise  requires — 

(a>  "Dangerous  caustic  or  corrosive  sub- 
stance" means: 

(1)  hydrochloric  acid  and  any  preparation 
containing  free  ch'  chemically  un neutralized 
hydrochloric  add  (HCl)  in  a  concentration 
of  10  percent  or  more; 

(2)  sulphinrlc  acid  and  any  prepnratlon 
containing  free  or  chemically  unneutralized 
sulphuric  acid  (HjSO*)  in  a  concentrstlon  ol 
10  percent  or  more; 

(3)  nitric  acid  or  any  preparation  contain- 
ing free  or  chemically  unneutralized  nitric 
acid  (HNOa)  in  a  concentration  of  5  percent 
or  more; 

(4)  carbolic  acid  (CH.OH).  otherwise 
known  as  phenol,  and  any  preparation  con- 
taining carbolic  acid  in  a  concentraition  of 
6  percent  or  more; 

(5)  oxalic  acid  and  any  preparation  con- 
taining free  or  chemically  unneutralized 
oxalic  acid  (HjCjO.)  in  a  concentration  of 
10  percent  or  more; 

(6)  any  salt  of  oxalic  acid  and  any  prepa- 
ration containing  any  such  sal.  In  a  ooncen- 
tration  of  10  percent  or  more; 

(7)  acetic  acid  or  any  preparation  con- 
taining free  or  chemically  unneutralized 
acetic  acid  (HC^^O^)  In  a  concentration  of 
20  percent  or  more; 

(8)  hypochlorous  acid,  either  free  or  com- 
bined, and  any  preparation  contalnlrig  the 
same  in  a  concentration  so  as  to  jield  10 
percent  or  more  by  weight  of  available 
chlorine,  excluding  calx  chlorinata,  bleach- 
ing powder,  and  chloride  of  lime; 

(9)  potassium  hydroxide  and  any  prepa- 
ration containing  free  or  chemically  tinneu- 
trallzed  potassium  hydroxide  (KOH).  In- 
cluding caustic  potash  and  Vienna  paste,  in 
a  concentration  of  10  percent  or  more; 

(10)  sodium  hydroxide  and  any  prepara- 
tion containing  free  or  chemically  unneu- 
tralized sodium  hydroxide  (NaOH),  Includ- 
ing caustic  soda  and  lye.  In  a  concentration 
of  10  percent  or  more; 

(11)  silver  nitrate,  sometimes  known  as 
lunar  caustic,  and  any  preparation  contain- 
ing silver  nitrate  (AgNO^)  In  a  concentra- 
tion of  5  percent  or  more;  and 

(12)  ammonia  water  and  any  preparation 
containing  free  or  chemically  uncomblned 
ammonia  (NH,),  Including  ammonium  hy- 
droxide and  "lia'-tshorn".  In  a  concentration 
of  5  percent  or  more. 

(b)  "Mlsbranded  parcel,  package,  or  con- 
tainer" means  a  retail  parcel,  package,  or 
container  of  any  dangerous  caustic  or  cor- 
rosive substance  not  bearing  a  conspicuous, 
easily  legible  label  or  sticker,  containing — 

(1)  the  common  name  of  the  substance; 

(2)  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the 
manufacturer,  packer,  seller,  or  distributor; 

(3)  the  word  "poison",  running  parallel 
With  the  main  body  of  reading  matter  on 
the  label  or  sticker,  on  a  clear,  plain  back- 
ground of  a  distinctly  contrasting  color,  in 
imcondensed  gothlc  capital  letters,  the  let- 
ters to  be  not  less  than  24-polnt  size  Unless 
there  \a  on  the  label  or  sticker  no  other  type 
BO  large,  in  which  event  the  type  shall  be 
not  smaller  than  the  largest  type  on  the 
label  or  sticker;  and 

(4)  directions  for  treatment  In  case  of  ac- 
cidental personal  injtiry  by  any  dangerotis 
caustic  or  corrosive  substance,  except  that 
such  directions  need  not  appear  on  labels 
or  stickers,  on  parcels,  packages,  or  coatain- 
ers  at  the  time  of  shipment  or  of  delivery 
for  shipment  by  manufacturers  and  whole- 
salers for  other  than  household  use. 

(c)  "Interstate  or  foreign  commerce" 
means  commerce  (1)  between  any  State, 
Territory,  or  possession,  or  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  any  place  outside  tliereof  or 
(3)  between  points  within  the  same  State. 
Territory,  or  possession,  or  the  District  of 
Columbia,  but  through  any  place  owtslde 
thereof,  or  (3)  within  any  Territory  ot  pos- 
session, or  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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(d)  "Person"  means  an  individual,  part- 
nership, corporation,  or  assoclatloo. 

I  312.  Mlsbranded  shipments 

(a)  No  person  shall  ship  or  deliver  for 
shipment  In  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
or  receive  from  shipment  in  such  commerce 
any  dangerous  caustic  or  corrosivfe  substance 
for  sale  or  exchange,  or  sell  or  offer  for  sale 
any  such  substance  in  any  Territory  or  pos- 
sesslon  or  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  a 
mlsbranded  parcel,  package,  of  container 
suitable  for  hoiisehold  use. 

(b)  The  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section  do  not  apply — 

(1)  to  any  regularly  established  common 
carrier  shipping  or  delivering  for  shipment. 
or  receiving  from  shipment,  any  such  sub- 
stance In  the  ordinary  course  of  its  business 
as  a  conamon  carrier;  nor 

(2)  to  any  person  In  respect  of  any  such 
substance  shipped  or  delivered  for  shipment, 
or  received  from  shipment,  for  export  to  any 
foreign  country,  in  a  parcel,  package,  or  con- 
tainer branded  in  accordance  with  the  speci- 
fications of  a  foreign  purchaser  and  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  laws  of  the  foreign  coun- 
try; nor 

(3)  to  any  dealer  who  establishes  a  guar- 
anty signed  by,  and  containing  thie  name  and 
address  of,  the  wholesaler.  Jobber,  manufac- 
turer, or  other  party  residing  in  the  United 
Stales,  from  whom  he  purchased  such  ar- 
ticles, to  the  effect  that  the  articles  are  not 
mlsbranded  within  the  meaning  of  this  chap- 
ter. In  such  case  the  person  giving  such 
guaranty  shall  be  amenable  to  tbe  prosecu- 
tions, fines,  and  other  penalties  which  would 
otherwise  attach.  In  due  course,  to  the  dealer 
under  the  provisions  of  this  chapter. 

§  313.  Mlsbranded    Imports 

(a)  Whenever  any  dangerous  caustic  or 
corrosive  substance  is  offered  for  importa- 
tion and  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  has  reason  to  believ*  that  such 
substance  is  being  shipped  In  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce  in  violation  of  section  312 
of  this  title,  the  Secretary  shall  give  due  no- 
tice and  opportunity  for  hearing  thereon 
to  the  owner  or  consignee  and  certify  such 
fact  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  %^ho 
shall  thereupon  either  (1)  refuse  admission 
and  delivery  to  the  consignee  of  such  sub- 
stance, or  (2)  deliver  such  substance  to  the 
consignee  pending  examination,  hearing,  and 
decision  In  the  matter,  on  the  execution  of 
a  penal  bond  to  the  amount  of  tiie  full  in- 
voice value  of  such  substance,  together  with 
the  duty  thereon,  if  any.  and  to  the  effect 
that  on  refusal  to  return  such  substance 
for  any  cause  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury when  demanded,  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
cluding it  from  the  country  or  for  any  other 
purpose,  the  consignee  shall  forfeit  the  full 
amount  of  the  bond. 

(b)  If,  after  proceeding  In  accordance  with 
subsection  (a)  of  this  section,  the  Sscre- 
tary  is  satisfied  that  such  substance  offered 
for  importation  was  shipped  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce  in  violation  of  any  pro- 
vision of  this  chapter,  the  Secretary  shall 
certify  the  fact  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  who  shall  thereupon  notify  the 
owner  or  consignee  and  catise  the  sale  or 
other  disposition  of  such  substance  refused 
admission  and  delivery  or  entered  under 
bond,  unless  It  Is  exported  by  the  owner  or 
consignee  or  labeled  by  him  so  Ss  to  con- 
form to  the  law  within  3  months  from 
the  date  of  such  notice,  under  such  regula- 
tions as  the  Secretary  of  the  Tressury  may 
presci  be.  All  charges  for  storage,  cartage. 
or  labor  on  any  such  substance  refused  ad- 
mission or  delivery  or  entered  upon  bond 
shall  be  paid  by  the  owner  or  consignee  In 
default  of  such  payment  such  charges  shall 
constitute  a  lien  against  any  future  Impor- 
tations made  by  such  owner  or  consignee. 
{  814.  Removal  of  labels 

No   person   shall   alter,   mutUate.   destroy, 
obliterate,  or  remove  any  label  or  sticker  re- 
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quired  by  this  chapter  to  be  placed  on  any 
dangeroiu  caustic  or  corrosive  substance,  if 
such  substance  is  being — 

(a)  shipped  in  interstate  or  foreign  com- 
merce; or 

<b)  held  for  sale  or  exchange  after  having 
been  so  shipped:  or 

(c)  held  for  sale  or  exchange  in  any  Terri- 
tory or  possession  or  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

J  315.  Enforcement 

(a)  Except  as  otherwise  specifically  pro- 
vided In  this  chapter,  the  Secretary  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  shall  enforce 
its  provisions. 

(b)  For  enforcing  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tions 313,  316.  and  317  of  this  title,  the  Sec- 
retary may  cause  investigations.  Inspections, 
analyses,  and  tests  to  be  made  and  samples 
to  be  collected,  of  any  dangerous  caustic  or 
corrosive  substance.  The  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  shall  pay  to 
the  person  entitled.  ui>on  his  request,  the 
reasonable  market  value  of  any  such  sample 
taken.  If  It  appears  from  the  Inspection, 
analysis,  or  test  of  any  dangerous  caustic  or 
corrosive  substance  that  such  substance  is 
in  a  mlsbranded  package,  parcel,  or  con- 
tainer suitable  for  household  use.  the  Secre- 
tary shall  cause  notice  thereof  to  be  given  to 
•iny  person  who  may  be  liable  for  any  viola- 
tion of  section  312  or  314  of  this  title  in 
respect  of  such  substance.  Any  person  bo 
notified  shall  be  given  an  opportunity  to  be 
heard  under  the  Secretary's  regulations.  If 
it  appears  that  such  person  has  violated  the 
provisions  of  section  312  or  314  of  this  title, 
the  Secretary  shall  at  once  certify  the  facts 
to  the  proper  United  States  attorney,  with  a 
copy  of  the  results  of  the  Inspection,  analy- 
sis, or  test  duly  authenticated  under  oath  by 
the  person  making  It. 

(c)  For  the  enforcement  of  his  functions 
under  this  chapter  the  Secretary  may — 

( 1 )  prescribe  and  promulgate  necessary 
regulations; 

(2)  coojjerate  with  any  department  or 
agency  of  the  Government,  with  any  State. 
Territory,  or  possession,  or  with  the  District 
of  Columbia,  or  with  any  department, 
aicency,  or  political  subdivision  thereof,  or 
with  any  person; 

(3)  appoint  officers  and  employees  neces- 
sary for  the  execution  of  this  chapter  and 
fix  their  salaries  In  accordance  with  the 
Classification  Act  of  1949; 

(4)  make  such  expenditures.  Including  ex- 
penditures for  personal  services  and  rent  at 
the  seat  of  Government  and  elsewhere,  and 
for  law  books,  books  of  reference,  and  pe- 
riodicals, required  few  the  execution  of  the 
Secretary's  functions  under  this  chapter  and 
as  provided  for  by  the  Congress  from  time  to 
time;  and 

(5)  give  notice,  by  publication  In  such 
manner  as  the  Secretary  prescribes  by  regu- 
lation, of  the  judgment  of  the  court  In  any 
case  under  the  provisions  of  this  chapter. 

§  316.  Libel  for  condemnation 

(a)  Any  dangerovis  caustic  or  corrosive 
substance  in  a  mlsbranded  parcel,  package, 
or  container  suitable  for  household  use  shall 
be  liable  to  be  proceeded  against  In  the 
United  States  district  court  for  any  Judi- 
cial district  In  which  the  substance  Is  found 
and  to  be  seized  for  confiscation  by  a  proc- 
ess of  libel  for  condemnation,  if  such  sub- 
stance Is  being — 

( 1 )  shipped  in  interstate  or  foreign  com- 
merce, or 

(2)  held  for  sale  or  exchange  after  having 
been  so  shipped,  or 

(3)  held  for  sale  or  exchange  In  any  Ter- 
ritory or  possession  or  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

(b)  If  such  substance  Is  condemned  as 
mlsbranded  by  the  court  It  shall  be  disposed 
of  in  the  discretion  of  the  court — 

(1)    by  destruction; 


(2)  by  delivery  to  the  owner  thereof  upon 
the  payment  of  legal  costs  and  charges  and 
execution  and  delivery  of  a  good  and  suffi- 
cient bond  to  the  effect  that  such  substanca 
will  not  be  sold  or  otherwise  disposed  of  in 
any  Jurladictlon  contrary  to  the  provisions 
of  this  chapter  or  the  laws  of  such  Jurisdic- 
tion; or 

(3)  by  sale.  The  proceeds  of  the  sale,  less 
legal  costs  and  charges,  shall  be  paid  into 
the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts.  Such 
substance  shall  not  be  sold  In  any  jurisdic- 
tion contrary  to  the  provUions  of  this  chap- 
ter or  the  laws  of  such  jurisdiction,  and  the 
court  may  require  the  purchaser  at  any 
such  sale  to  label  such  substance  in  com- 
pliance with  law  before  the  delivery  thereof. 

(c)  Proceedings  in  such  libel  cases  shall 
conform,  as  nearly  as  may  be.  to  suits  In  rem 
In  admiralty,  except  that  either  party  may 
demand  trial  by  Jury  on  any  issue  of  fact 
if  the  value  In  controversy  exceeds  120.  In 
case  of  a  Jury  trial  the  verdict  of  the  jury 
shall  have  the  same  effect  as  a  finding  of  the 
court  upon  the  facts.  All  such  proceedings 
shall  be  at  the  suit  and  In  the  name  of  tte 
United  States. 
i  317.  Penalties 

(a)  Any  person  who  violates  any  provision 
of  section  312  or  314  of  this  title  shall  be  fined 
not  more  than  f  1,000  or  Imprlspned  not  more 
than  1  year,  or  both.  Any  person  who  com- 
mits such  a  violation  after  1  conviction 
under  this  section  has  become  final  shall  be 
fined  not  more  than  SIO.OOO  or  Imprisoned 
not  more  than  3  years,  or  both. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  sub- 
section (a)  of  this  section,  any  person  who 
violates  any  provision  of  section  312  or  314 
of  this  title,  with  Intent  to  defraud  or  mis- 
lead, shall  be  fined  not  more  than  S10,000 
or  imprisoned  not  more  than  3  years,  or  both. 

i  318.  Institution  of  condemnation  and  crim- 
inal proceedings 
Each  United  States  attorney  to  whom  the 
Secretary  shall  report  any  violation  of  sec- 
tion 312  or  314  of  this  title  or  to  whom 
any  health,  medical,  or  drug  officer  or  agent 
of  any  State,  Territory,  or  possession,  or  of 
'the  District  of  Columbia  presents  satisfactory 
evidence  of  any  such  violation,  shall  cause 
libel  for  condemnation  and  criminal  pro- 
ceedings under  sections  316  and  317  of  this 
title  to  be  commenced  and  prosecuted  In  the 
proper  court  of  the  United  States,  without 
delay,  for  the  enforcement  of  the  condemna- 
tion and  penalties  provided  in  such  sections. 

S  319.  Construction;     application     of    other 
provisions 

(a)  This  chapter  Is  not  to  be  construed 
as  modifying  or  limiting  in  any  way  the 
right  of  any  person  to  manufacture,  pack, 
ship,  sell,  barter,  and  distribute  dangerous 
caustic  or  corrosive  substances  In  parcels, 
packages,  or  containers,  labeled  as  required 
by  this  chapter. 

(b)  The  provisions  of  this  chapter  shall 
be  held  to  be  In  addition  to  and  not  In  sub- 
stitution for  the  provisions  of  the  following: 

(1)  chapter  3  of  this  title; 

(2)  chapter  6  of  title  7; 

(3)  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  regulate 
the  practice  of  pharmacy  and  the  sale  of 
poisons  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for 
other  purposes",  approved  May  7,  1906,  as 
amended. 

§  320.  Short  title 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  "Federal 
Caustic  Poison  Act." 
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Chapter  Section 

51.  Department  of  Agriculture 451 

53.  Meat  Inspection 491 

55.  Animal  and  Poultry  Disease  Preven- 
tion; Transp>ortation,  Import,  and 

Export 551 

57.  Serums  and  Analogoxis  Products 611 


Chapter  51 — Department  of  Agricvtture 
Sec. 

451.  Administration  of  Part  11;  delegation  of 
functions. 

S  451.  Administration  of  Part  II;  delegation 

of  functions 

The  provisions  of  this  part  shall  be  admin- 
istered by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  ex- 
cept as  otherwise  provided  herein.  Such 
Secretary's  functions  under  tliis  part  shall 
be  performed  by  him  or,  subject  to  his  direc- 
tion and  control,  by  such  officers  and  agen- 
cies of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  as  ha 
designates.  >' 

Chapter  53 — Meg/t  Inspection 
Sec. 

491.  Definitions. 

492.  Ante-mortem  Inspections. 

493.  Post-mortem  Inspections. 

494.  Meat  food  products. 

495.  Canning  or  packing  meats  and  products; 

labels. 

496.  Inspection  of  establishments. 

497.  Time  of  inspections. 

498.  Meat  for  export;  inspection;  clearance. 

499.  Inspector's  certificates. 

500.  Insp>ectton,  stamps  or  marks. 

501.  Farmers  and  retail  butchers  and  dealers, 

exemptions. 

502.  Inspectors;    appointment,  powers,  and 

duties. 
5C3.  Regulations. 

504.  Cost  of  inspections. 

505.  TranspMjrtatlon  of  uninspected  and  un- 

marked articles. 

506.  Transportation  or  sale  in  violation  of 

chapter. 

507.  Forgery  or  misuse  of  marks  or  certifi- 

cates. 

508.  Penalties  generally. 

509.  Penalty  for  sale  or  transportation  of  un- 

fit products  by  exempted  persons. 

510.  Bribery;  acceptance  of  gifts. 

511.  Horse  meat.  , 

512.  Dairy  products  for  export. 

513.  Reindeer. 

J  491.  Definitions  >  ' 

As  used  In  this  chapter — 

(a)  "establishment"  means  a  slaughtering, 
canning,  salting,  packing,  rendering,  or  simi- 
lar establishment; 

(b)  "farmer"  means  any  natural  person  or 
partnership  chiefly  engaged  in  producing 
agricultural  products  on  whose  farm  the 
number  of  cattle,  calves,  sheep,  lambs,  swine, 
or  goats  Is  In  keeping  with  the  size  of  the 
farm  or  with  tbe  volume  or  character  of  the 
agricultural  products  produced  thereon,  but 
does  not  mean  any  person  or  partnership  en- 
gaged in  producing  agricultural  products 
who — 

(1)  actively  engages  in  buying  or  trading 
in  cattle,  calves,  sheep,  lambs,  swine,  or 
goats;  or 

(2)  actively  engages,  directly  or  indirectly. 
In  conducting  a  business  which  Includes  the 
slaughter  of  cattle,  calves,  sheep,  lamb3, 
swine,  or  goats  for  food  purposes;  or 

( 3 )  actively  engages,  directly  or  indirectly. 
In  buying  or  selling  meat  or  meat  food  prod- 
ucts other  than  those  prepared  by  any  farmer 
on  the  farm;  or 

(4)  actively  engages,  directly  or  indirectly. 
In  salting,  curing,  or  canning  meat,  or  in  pre- 
paring sausage,  lard,  or  other  meat  food  prod- 
ucts; or 

(5)  slaughters,  or  permits  any  person  to 
slaughter,  on  his  or  their  farm  cattle,  calves, 
sheep,  lambs,  swine,  or  gQats  which  are  not 
actually  owned  by  him  or  them; 

(c)  "Inspector"  means  an  inspector  ap- 
pointed by  tbe  Secretary  of  Agriculture  under 
the  provisions  of  tills  chapter; 

(d)  "retail  butcher"  or  "retail  dealer* 
means  any  person  chiefly  engaged  In  selling 
meat  or  meat  food  products  to  consumers 
only,  except  that  the  Secretary,  at  his  dis- 
cretion, may  permit  any  retail  butcher  or 
retail  dealer  to  transport  in  interstate  or 
foreign   commerce   to  consumers  and 
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retaOen  In  any  one  ve^  sot  man  than 
5  carcaaaes  of  cattle.  25  carcasses  of  calves, 
ao  eaveaases  of  sheep,  85  carcasses  of  lambs, 
10  carcaaes  of  iwlne,  30  carcMies  of  goats, 
(n*  36  carcasses  of  goat  kids,  or  the  equiva- 
tent  ot  frsah  ixMat  therefrom,  and  to  trans- 
port In  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce  to 
oonaianers  only  meat  and  meat  food  prod- 
ucts which  have  bem  salted,  cured,  canned, 
or  prepared  as  sausage,  lard,  at  other  meat 
food  poroducts.  and  which  have  not  been  in- 
spected, examined,  and  marked  as  "Inspected 
and  Passed"  In  acc(»danoe  with  this  chap- 
ter and  with  the  Secretary's  rules  and  regu- 
lations; 

5.  "Secretary"  means  the  Secretary  of 
Agrlcxilture. 

i  492.  Ante-mortem  insjiectlons 

For  the  pxirpoee  of  preventing  the  use  In 
Interstate  or  foreign  commerce  of  meat  and 
meat  food  products  which  are  unsound,  un- 
healthful.  unwholesome,  or  otherwise  unfit 
for  human  food,  the  Secretary  may  cause  to 
be  made  an  examination  and  inspection  of 
all  cattle,  sheep,  swine,  and  goats,  the  meat 
and  meat  food  prodiKts  of  which  are  to  be 
used  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  be- 
fore they  are  allowed  to  enter  into  any  es- 
tablishment in  which  they  are  to  be 
slaughtered.  All  such  animals  fotmd  on 
such  inspection  to  show  symptoms  of  dis- 
ease shall  be  set  apart  and  slaughtered  sepa- 
rately from  all  other  such  animals.  When 
so  slaughtered  the  carcasses  of  such  animals 
shall  be  subject  to  a  careful  examination 
and  inspection,  under  the  Secretary's  rules 
and  regulations,  as  provided  for  In  this 
chapter. 

f  493.  Post-mortem  inspections 

For  the  purpose  set  forth  in  section  482  of 
this  title  the  Secretary  shall  cause  to  be 
made  a  post-mortem  examination  and  in- 
spection of  the  careaases  and  parts  thereof 
of  all  cattle,  sheep,  swine,  and  goats,  which 
are  to  be  prepared  for  human  consumption 
at  any  establishment  in  any  State  or  Terri- 
tory or  the  District  of  Columbia  for  trans- 
portation or  sale  as  articles  of  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce. 

The  carcasses  and  parts  thereof  of  all  such 
animals  found  to  be  sound,  healthful, 
wholesome,  and  fit  for  human  food  shall  be 
marked,  stamped,  tagged,  or  labeled  as  "In- 
spected and  Passed". 

All  carcasses  and  parts  thereof  found  to 
be  unsound,  unhealthful.  unwholesome,  or 
otherwise  unlit  for  human  food  shaU  be 
marked,  stami)ed,  tagged,  or  labeled  as  "In- 
spected and  Condemned,"  and  all  carcasses 
and  parts  thereof  thus  inspected  and  con- 
demned shall  be  destroyed  for  food  purposes 
by  the  establishment  In  the  presence  of  an 
inspector. 

After  the  first  inspection,  the  inspectors 
shall,  when  they  deem  It  necessary,  reln- 
spect  the  carcasses  or  parts  thereof  and  If 
upon  such  reinspectlon  any  carcass  or  any 
part  thereof  is  found  to  be  unsound,  un- 
healthful. unwholesome,  or  otherwise  unfit 
for  himian  food,  it  shall  be  destroyed  for  food 
piirpoees  by  the  establishment  In  the  pres- 
ence of  an  inspector. 

The  Secretary  may  remove  inspectors  ffom 
any  establishment  which  fails  so  to  destroy 
any  carcass  or  part  thereof  required  to  be 
destroyed  by  this  section. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  apply  to  all 
carcasses  or  parts  of  carcasses  of  cattle 
sheep,  Bwlnc.  and  goats,  or  the  meat  or  meat 
food  products  therecrf  which  may  be  brought 
Into  any  establishment,  and  such  examina- 
tion and  inspection  shall  be  had  before  the 
said  carcaases  or  parts  thereof  are  allowed 
to  enter  into  any  department  wherein  they 
are  to  be  treated  and  prepared  for  meat  food 
products.  The  provisions  of  this  section  also 
•W>Iy  to  all  such  products,  which,  after  hav- 
ing been  Issued  from  any  establishment,  are 
returned  to  the  same  or  to  any  similar  es- 
tablishment where  such  inspection  le  main- 
tained. 
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1 404.  ICeat  food  products. 

For  the  purpose  set  forth  In  section  492 
Ot  this  title  the  Secretary  shall  cause  to 
be  made  an  examination  and  Inspection  of 

all  meat  food  products  prepared  for  inter- 
state or  foreign  commerce  in  any  establish- 
ment. 

The  inspectors  shall  mark,  stamp,  tag,  or 
label  as  "Inspected  and  Passed"  all  such 
products  found  to  be  sound,  healthful,  and 
wholesome,  and  which  contain  no  dyes, 
chemicals,  preservatives,  or  itig:redlents 
which  render  such  meat,  or  meat  food  prod- 
ucts unsound,  unhealthful,  vmwholesome,  or 
unfit  for  human  food. 

The  inspectors  shall  label,  mark,  stamp, 
or  tag  as  "Inspected  and  Condemned"  all 
such  products  foiind  unsound,  unhealthful, 
and  unwholesome,  or  wblcb  consain  dyes, 
chemicals,  preservatives,  or  Ingredients  which 
render  such  meat  or  meat  food  products 
unsound,  unhealthful.  unwholesome,  or  unfit 
for  human  food,  and  all  such  condemned 
meat  food  products  shall  be  destroyed  for 
food  purposes  by  the  establishment  in  the 
'presence  of  an  inspector.  The  Secretary 
may  remove  Inspectors  from  any  establish- 
ment which  fails  to  so  destroy  such  con- 
demned meat  food  products. 

Subject  to  the  Secretary's  rules  and  regu- 
lations the  provisions  of  this  section  In  re- 
gard to  preservatives  shall  not  apply  to  meat 
food  products  for  export  to  any  foreign  coun- 
try and  which  are  prepared  or  packed  accord- 
ing to  the  specifications  or  directions  of  the 
fcM-eign  purchaser,  when  no  substance  is  used 
in  the  preparation  or  packing  thereof  In  con- 
flict With  the  laws  of  the  foreign  country  to 
which  said  article  is  to  be  exported.  If  said 
article  Is  in  fact  sold  or  offered  for  sale  for 
domestic  use  or  consumption,  this  paragraph 
shiill  not  exempt  said  article  from  the  opera- 
tion of  all  the  other  provlsloiu  of  this  chap- 
ter. I 

S  495.  Canning  or  packing  meats  atnd  prod- 
ucts; labels 

When  any  meat  or  meat  food  product  pre- 
pared for  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
wlilch  has  been  Inspected  under  this  chap- 
ter and  marked  "Inspected  and  Passed"  Is 
placed  or  packed  in  any  can.  pot,  tin.  can- 
vas, or  other  receptacle  or  covering  in  any 
establishment  where  Inspection  Is  main- 
talrted  under  this  chapter,  the  person  pre- 
paring said  product  shall  cause  a  label  to  be 
attached  to  said  receptacle  or  covering,  un- 
der the  supervision  of  an  Inspector.  Such 
label  shall  state  that  the  contents  thereof 
have  been  "Inspected  and  Passed"  under  the 
provisions  of  this  chapter.  No  Inspection 
and  examination  of  meat  or  meat  food  prod- 
ucts deposited  or  Inclosed  In  cans,  t4ns,  pxsts, 
canvas,  or  other  receptacle  or  covering  in  any 
such  establishment  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
complete  until  such  meat  or  meat  food  prod- 
ucts have  been  sealed  or  Inclosed  In  said  re- 
ceptacle or  covering  under  the  supervision 
of  an  inspector. 

No  such  meat  or  meat  food  products  shall 
l>e  sold  or  offered  for  sale  by  any  person  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  under  any 
false  or  deceptive  name.  Establisljed  trade 
name  or  names  which  are  usual  to  such  prod- 
ucts and  which  are  not  false  and  deceptive 
and  which  are  approved  by  the  Secretary  are 
permitted.  | 

i  496.  Inspection  of  establishments] 

The  Secretary  shall  cause  Inspections  to  be 
made,  by  experts  In  sanitation  or  by  other 
competent  Inspectors,  of  all  establtehments 
defined  In  section  491  of  this  title  In  which 
cattle,  sheep,  swine,  and  goats  are  slaugh- 
tered and  the  meat  and  meat  food  products 
thereof  are  prepared  for  Interstate  or  for- 
eign commerce.  The  inspections  shall  be 
such  as  are  necessary  to  Inform  the  Secret- 
tary  concerning  the  sanitary  conditions  of 
the  establishments,  and  to  enable  him  to 
prescribe  the  rules  and  regulations  of  sani- 
tation under  which  such  establishments 
shall   be  maintoined.    Where   the  sanitary 


conditions  of  any  such  establishment  are 
such  that  the  meat  or  meat  food  products 
are  rendered  unclean,  unaouad.  unhealth- 
ful. unwbolescune,  or  otherwise  unfit  for 
human  food,  the  Secretary  shall  refuse  to 
allow  said  meat  or  meat  food  products  to  be 
labeled,  marked,  stamped,  or  tagged  as 
"Inspected  and  Passed." 

{  497.     Time  of  inspections 

(a)  The  examinations  and  inspections  re- 
quired by  sections  492,  493,  494.  and  49S  of 
this  title  shall  be  made  during  the  nlghtlme 
as  well  as  during  the  daytime  when  the 
slaughtering  of  the  animals  or  preparation  of 
the  meat  or  meat  food  products  is  conducted 
during  the  nighttime. 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  any  examlnaUon 
and  inspection  under  this  chapter,  the  in- 
spectors shall  have  access  at  all  times,  by  day 
or  night,  whether  the  establishment  is  being 
operated  or  not,  to  every  part  of  the  estab- 
lishment. 

!  498.     Meat    for    export;    inspection;    clear- 
ance 

(a)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  to  be  made 
a  careful  Inspection  of  the  carcasses  and 
parts  thereof  of  all  cattle,  shefp,  swine,  and 
goats,  when  the  fresh,  salted,  canned,  corned, 
packed,  cured,  or  otherwise  prepared  meat  or 
meat  food  products  of  such  animals  Is  In- 
tended and  offered  for  export  to  any  foreign 
country,  at  such  times  and  places  and  in 
such  manner  as  he  deems  proper. 

(b)  No  clearance  shall  be  given  to  any 
vessel  having  on  board  any  fresh,  salted, 
canned,  corned,  or  packed  beef,  mutton, 
pork,  or  goat  meat,  for  export  to  and  sale  In 
a  foreign  country  from  any  port  In  the 
United  States,  until  the  owner  or  shipper 
thereof  shall  obtain  a  certificate  from  bjx  In- 
spector that  the  cattle,  sheep,  swine,  and 
goats  from  which  such  meat  or  meat  food 
product  was  obtained,  were  sound  and 
healthy  at  the  time  of  inspection,  and  that 
their  meat  or  meat  food  product  is  sound 
and  wholesome,  unless  the  Secretary  has 
waived  the  requirement  of  such  certificate 
for  the  country  to  which  such  meat  or  meat 
food  product  is  to  be  exported. 

S  499.     Inspectors'  certificates 

The  inspectors  may  give  official  certificates 
Of  the  sound  and  wholesome  condition  of 
cattle,  sheep,  swine,  and  goats,  their  car- 
casses and  products  as  described  in  this 
chapter. 

One  copy  of  each  such  certificate  shall  be 
filed  In  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  an- 
other copy  shall  be  delivered  to  the  owner 
or  shipper,  and  when  the  carcasses  of  cattle. 
sheep,  swine,  and  goats,  and  the  meat  and 
meat  food  products  thereof  are  sent  abroad, 
a  third  copy  shall  be  delivered  to  the  chief 
officer  of  the  vessel  on  which  the  shipment 
Is  made. 

I  500.  Inspection,  stamps  or  marks 

The  Inspectors  shall  refuse  to  stamp,  mark. 
tag.  or  label  as  "Inspected  and  Passed"  any 
carcass  or  any  part  thereof,  or  meat  food 
product  therefrom,  prepared  Ih  any  estab- 
Ushment  subject  to  this  chapter  until  the 
same  has  actually  been  Inspected  and  found 
to  be  sound,  healthful,  wholesome,  and  fit  for 
human  food,  and  to  contain  no  dyes,  chemi- 
cals, preservatives,  or  Ingredients  which 
render  such  meat  food  product  unsound,  un- 
healthful, unwholesome,  or  unfit  for  human 
food,  and  to  have  been  prepared  vmder  prop- 
er sanitary  conditions.  j 

§  501.  Farmers  and  retail  butchers  and  deal- 
ers, exemptions 
(a)  The  provisions  of  this  chapter  requir- 
ing Inspection  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary 
do  not  apply  to  animals  slaughtered  by  any 
farmer  on  the  farm  and  sold  and  transported 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  nor  to 
retail  butchers  and  retail  dealers  in  meat  and 
meat  food  products,  supplying  their  cus- 
tomers. ^ 
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No  meat  and  meat  food  prodnets  derived 
from  animals  slaughtered  by  any  farmer  on 
the  farm  which  are  salted,  cured,  canned,  or 
prepared  into  sausage,  lard,  or  other  meat 

lood  products  at  any  place  other  than  by  the 
farmer  on  the  farm  upon  which  the  animals 
were  slaughtered  shall  be  transported  In  in- 
terstate or  foreign  conunerce  under  the  farm- 
ers' exemption  provided  in  this  section.  All 
fresh  meat  and  all  farm-cured  or  prepared 
meat  and  meat  food  products  derived  from 
animals  slaughtered  by  any  farmer  on  the 
farm  which  are  to  be  used  In  Interstate  or 
foreign  commerce  shall  be  clearly  marked 
with  the  mime  and  address  of  the  farmer  on 
whose  farm  the  animals  were  slaughtered. 

(b)  The  Secretary  may  maintain  the  In- 
spection provided  for  In  this  chapter  at  any 
establlshm<;nt  notwithstanding  the  exemp- 
tions contained  in  this  section,  and  notwith- 
standing that  the  persons  operating  the  same 
may  be  retail  butchers  and  retail  dealers  or 
farmers.  Where  the  Secretary  establishes 
such  InspiicUon,  the  provisions  of  this 
chapter  shall  apply  notwithstanding  such 
exemptions. 

i  502.  Inspectors;  appointment,  powers,  and 
du'les 
The  Secretary  shall  from  time  to  time 
appoint  Inspectors  to  make  the  examinations 
and  inspections  provided  for  under  this 
chapter  anc  to  perform  such  other  duties  as 
are  requtre<l  by  this  chapter  and  the  Secre- 
tary's rules  and  regulations. 

i  503.     Regulations 

The  Secr«?tary  shall  make  such  rules  and 
repulatlona  as  are  necessary  for  the  efficient 
execution  of  the  provisions  of  this  chapter. 
All  Inspectlotu  and  examinations  under  this 
chapter  shall  be  made  in  the  manner  provid- 
ed In  the  Secretary's  rule  and  regulations 
which  are  not  Inconsistent  with  this  chapter. 

i  504.     Cost   of  inspections 

The  United  SUtes  shall  bear  the  cost  of 
inspections  rendered  under  the  req\ilrements 
of  this  cha])ter  except  the  cost  of  overtime 
pursuant  to  section  394  of  title  7. 

i  505.  Trar.sportation  of  uninspected  and 
uc  marked  articles 
No  person  shall  transport  or  offer  for  trans- 
portation, snd  no  carrier  of  Interstate  or 
foreign  commerce  shall  transf>ort  or  receive 
for  transportation  from  one  State  or  Terri- 
tory or  the  District  of  Columbia  or  to  any 
other  State  or  Territory  or  the  District  of 
Columbia,  or  to  any  place  under  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  the  United  States,  or  to  any  foreign 
country,  anc  carcasses  or  parts  thereof,  meat, 
or  meat  food  products  thereof  which  have 
not  l>een  inspected,  examined,  and  marked 
as  "Inspect<Kl  and  Passed,"  In  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  this  chapter  and  with  the 
Secretary's  rules  and  regulations. 

i  506.  Transportation  or  sale  in  violation 
of  chapter 
No  person  engaged  in  the  interstate  com- 
merce of  meat  or  meat  food  products  shall 
transport  or  offer  for  transportation,  sell  or 
offer  to  sell,  any  such  meat  or  meat  food 
products  in  any  State  or  Territory  or  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  or  any  place  under  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  other  than 
In  the  State  or  Territory  or  In  the  District 
of  Columbia  or  any  place  under  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  the  United  States  In  which  the 
slaughtering,  packing,  canning,  rendering, 
or  other  similar  establishment  owned,  leased, 
or  operated  by  such  person  Is  located  unless 
and  until  such  person  shall  have  compiled 
with  all  of  tne  provisions  of  this  chapter. 

!  507.    Forgery  or  misuse  of  marks  or  cer- 

tlfi(*.ates 
No  person  shall  forge,  counterfeit,  simu- 
late, or  falsely  represent,  or  shall,  without 
proper  authority,  use,  fall  to  use,  or  detach. 
or  shall  knowingly  or  wrongfully  alter,  de- 
face, or  destroy,  or  fall  to  deface  or  destroy, 
any  of  the  marks,  stamps,  tags,  labels,  or 
other   Identitration  devices  provided  for  in 


this  cliapter.  or  in  and  as  directed  by  the 
rules  and  regulations  prescribed  under  this 
chapter  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  on 
any  carcasses,  parts  of  carcasses,  or  the  food 
product,  or  containers  thereof,  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  chapter  or  any  certifi- 
cate In  relation  thereto,  authorized  or  re- 
quired by  this  chapter  or  by  the  said  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture. 

f   508.  Penalties  generally 

Except  as  provided  In  sections  509  and  510 
of  this  title,  whoever  violates  any  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  chapter  shall  l)e  fined  not 
more  than  910,000  or  imprisoned  not  more 
than  1  year,  or  both. 

t  509.  Penalty  for  sale  or  transportation  of 
unfit  products  by  exempted  persons 
Whoever,  being  a  farmer,  retail  butcher,  or 
retail  dealer  acting  under  the  exemptions 
provided  In  section  502  of  this  title,  sells  or 
offers  for  sale  or  transportation  for  Inter- 
state or  foreign  commerce  any  meat  or  meat 
food  products  which  are  diseased,  unsound, 
unhealthful,  unwholesome,  or  otherwiss  un- 
fit for  human  food,  knowing  that  such  meat 
food  products  are  Intended  tar  human  con- 
sumption, shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
•  1,000  or  Imprisoned  not  oaore  than  1  year, 
or  t>oth. 

i  510.  Bribery;  acceptance  of  gifts 

(a)  Whoever  gives,  pays,  or  offers,  directly 
or  indirectly,  to  any  inspector,  deputy  in- 
spector, chief  Inspector,  or  any  other  officer 
or  employee  of  the  United  States  authorized 
to  perform  any  of  the  duties  ineacribed  by 
this  chapter  or  by  the  Secretary's  rules  and 
regulations,  any  money  or  other  thing  of 
valine,  with  intent  to  influence  such  in- 
spector, deputy  inspector,  chief  Inspector,  or 
other  ofllcer  or  employee  of  the  United  States 
in  the  discharge  of  any  duty  provided  for  in 
this  ctiapter,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
•10.000  or  Intprlsoned  not  more  than  3  years, 
or  both. 

(b)  Whoever,  being  an  inspector,  deputy 
Inspector,  chief  inspector,  or  other  officer  or 
employee  of  the  United  States  authorized  to 
perform  any  of  the  duties  prescribed  by  this 
chapter,  accepts  any  money,  gift,  or  other 
thing  of  value  from  any  person,  given  with 
Intent  to  infiuence  his  official  action,  or  who 
receives  or  accepts  from  any  person  engaged 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  any  gift. 
money,  or  other  thing  of  value,  given  with 
any  purpose  or  intent  whatsoever,  shall  be 
summarily  discharged  from  office  and  shall 
be  fined  not  more  than  910,000  or  imprisoned 
not  more  than  3  years,  or  botlu 

I  511.  Horse  meat 

(a)  No  person  shall  transport  or  offer  for 
transportation,  and  no  carrier  of  Interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  shall  transport  or  re- 
ceive for  transportation  from  one  State  or 
Territory  or  the  District  of  Coltimbia  to  any 
other  State  or  Territory  or  the  District  of 
Columbia  or  to  any  place  under  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  the  United  States  or  to  any  foreign 
country,  any  equine  meat  or  food  products 
thereof  unless  plainly  and  conspicuously 
Ial)eled,  marked,  branded,  or  tagged  "Horse 
meat"  or  "Horse  meat  product,"  as  the  case 
may  be,  under  rules  and  regulations  pre- 
scribed by  the  secretary. 

(b)  All  the  penalties,  terms,  and  provisions 
In  this  chapter,  except  the  exemption  in  sec- 
tion 501  of  this  title  applying  to  animals 
slaughtered  by  any  farmer  on  a  farm  and  to 
retail  butchers  and  retail  dealers  in  meat 
food  products  supplying  their  customers, 
shall  be  applicable  to  (1)  horses,  their  car- 
casses, parts  of  carcasses,  and  meat  food 
products  thereof,  (2)  the  establishments  and 
other  places  where  such  animals  are  slaugh- 
tered or  the  meat  or  meat  food  products 
thereof  are  prepared  or  packed  for  Interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  and  (3)  all  persons  who 
Slaughter  such  animals  or  prepare  or  handle 
such  meat  or  meat  food  products  for  inter- 
state or  foreign  commerce. 


I  512.  Dairy  products  for  export 

This  cliapter  shall  be  deemed  to  Include 
dairy  products  intended  for  exportation  to 
any  foreign  country.  The  Secretary  may  ap- 
ply, under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed 
by  him,  the  provisions  of  this  chapter  for 
inspection  and  certification  appropriate  for 
ascertaining  the  purity  and  quality  of  such . 
products,  and  may  cause  tttem  to  be  eo 
marked,  stamped,  or  labeled  as  to  secure  their 
identity  and  make  known  in  the  markets  of 
foreign  countries  to  which  they  may  be  sent 
from  the  United  States  their  purity,  quality, 
and  gi-ade.  All  the  proTlsione  of  this  chap- 
ter relating  to  live  cattle  and  products 
thereof  for  export  shall  apply  to  dairy  prod- 
ucts so  Inspected  and  certified. 

I  513.  Reindeer 

The  provisions  of  this  cliapter  may  be 
extended  to  the  inspection  oS.  reindeer. 

Chapter  55 — Animal  and  f>oultjy  disease  pre^* 

vention;  transportation,  import  and  export 
Sec. 

551.  Measures  and  regulatimis  to  prevent  in* 

troductlon  or  spread  of  disease.' 

552.  Control   of   dlnoates;    cooperation   wltll 

States. 

553.  Research     laboratories     for     foot-and- 

mouth  and  other  diseases. 

554.  Appointment  of  agents  to  make  recom« 

mendations. 

555.  Cooperation     with     Mexico;     foot-and- 

mouth  rtiseaae  and  rinderpest;  reporta 
to  Congress. 

556.  Cattle  grubs,  research  and  eradication. 

557.  International  boundary  fences. 

556.  Regulation   of  transportation  and  es* 

portation  generally. 
569.  Quarantine  of  infected  areas. 

560.  Regulations    for    transportation    from 

quarantined  areas. 

561.  Transportation  from  quarantined  area* 

prohibited;  exceptions. 

562.  Transportation     of     diseased     llvesiock 

or   ix>tiltry   prohibited. 

563.  Cattle  reacting  to  tuberculin  test,  trans- 

portation of. 
664.  Domestic  animals  reacting  to  test  for 
paratuberculOBis  or  brucellosis. 

565.  Regulation  and  promotion  of  exports. 

566.  Suspension   of   importation. 

567.  Importation  of  diseased  or  exixieed  ani- 

mals and  poultry  prohibited. 

568.  Importation  prcAlbited  except  at  quar- 

antine stations. 

569.  Quarantine    at    In^ported    »w»»»i«i«    sad 

poultry. 

570.  Inspection  and  disposition  of  imported 

animals  and  poultry. 

671.  Disease  control  in  District  of  Columbia. 

672.  Inspection  by  Department  as  precluding 

other  Inspections  and  fees. 
678.  Penalties. 
674.  Prosecution  of  violations;  Tenue. 

I  551.  Measures  and  regulations  to  prevent 
introduction  or  spread  of  disease. 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may — 

(1)  make  regulations  and  take  measures 
to  prevent  the  introduction  or  dissemination 
of  tlie  contagion  of  any  communicable  dis- 
ease of  animals  or  poultry  from  a  foreign 
country  into  the  United  States  or  from  one 
State  or  Territory  of  the  United  States  or  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  another,  and 

(2)  seize,  quarantine,  and  dispose  of  any 
hay,  straw,  forage,  or  similar  material,  or  any 
meats,  hides,  or  other  animal  or  poultry 
products  coming  from  an  infected  foreign 
country  to  the  United  States,  or  from  one 
State  or  Territory  or  the  District  of  Columbia 
in  transit  to  another  State  or  Territory  or  the 
Distlct  of  Columbia  whenever  In  his  Judg- 
ment such  action  is  advisable  to  guard 
against  the  introduction  or  spread  of  such 
contagion. 

(  552.  Control  of  diseases;   oooperaUon  wiXXk. 
States 

(a)  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  pre- 
pare rules  and  regulations  for  the  speedy  and 
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cffectual  control  and  eradication  of  danger- 
ous oommunlcable  dlTniw  of  domestic  anl- 
maU  and  poultry.  He  sbaU  certify  sucb  rules 
and  regulations  to  the  executive  authority  of 
cacb  State  and  Territory,  and  Invite  said 
autborities  to  cooperate  In  the  execution 
and  enforcement  of  the  provisions  of  this 
chim>ter.  Whenever  the  plans  and  methods 
ot  the  Secretary  are  accepted  by  any  State  or 
Territory  In  which  any  such  disease  Is  de- 
clared to  exist,  or  whenever  such  State  or 
Territory  adopts  plans  and  methods  for  the 
contrtd  and  eradication  of  the  disease  and 
such  plans  and  methods  are  accepted  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  whenever  the 
governor  of  a  State  or  other  properly  con- 
stituted authorities  signify  their  readiness  to 
cooperate  for  the  extinction  of  the  disease  In 
conformity  with  the  provisions  of  this  chap- 
ter, the  Secretary  may  expend  so  much  of 
the  money  appropriated  for  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  this  chapter  as  may  be  neces- 
sary In  such  Investigations,  and  In  such  dis- 
infection and  quarantine  measures  as  may 
be  necessary  to  prevent  the  spread  of  the 
disease  from  one  State  or  Torltory  Into  an- 
other. 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  either 
independently  or  In  cooperation  with  States 
or  political  subdivisions  thereof,  farmers' 
associations,  and  similar  organizations,  and 
Individuals,  may  control  and  eradicate  tuber- 
culosis and  paratuberculosls  of  animals, 
avian  tuberculosis,  brucellosis  of  domestic 
animals,  southern  cattle  ticks,  hog  cholera 
and  related  swine  diseases,  scabies  in  sheep 
and.  cattle,  dourlne  In  horses,  scrapie  and 
blue  tongue  In  sheep.  Incipient  or  poten- 
tially serious  minor  outbreaks  of  diseases  In 
animals  and  poultry,  and  communicable 
diseases  of  animals  and  poultry  which  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  constitute  an 
emergency  and  threaten  the  llvestocltr  In- 
dustry of  the  country.  Including  the  purchase 
and  destruction  of  diseased  or  exposed  ani- 
mals and  poultry,  or  the  destruction  of  such 
animals  and  poultry  and  the  payment  of  in- 
demnities therefor,  in  acordance  with  such 
regulations  as  the  Secretary  prescribes.  As 
used  In  this  subsection,  the  term  "State" 
includes  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the 
Territories  and  possessions  of  the  United 
States. 

i  553.  Research  laboratories  for  foot-and- 
mouth  and  other  diseases 
The  Secretary  of  Agrlcultxire  may  establish 
research  laboratories,  Including  the  acquisi- 
tion of  necessary  land,  buildings,  or  facili- 
ties, and  also  the  making  of  research  con- 
tracts under  the  authority  contained  In  sec- 
tion 4271  (a)  of  title  7,  for  research  and  study. 
In  the  United  States  or  elsewhere,  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  and  other  animal  and 
poultry  diseases  which  In  his  opinion  con- 
stitute a  threat  to  the  livestock  or  poultry 
industry  of  the  United  States. 

No  live  virus  of  foot-and-mouth  disease 
may  be  introduced  for  any  purpose  Into  any 
part  of  the  mainland  of  the  United  States 
except  coastal  Islands  separated  therefrom 
by  waters  navigable  for  deep-water  naviga- 
tion and  which  are  not  connected  with  the 
mainland  by  any  tunnel,  and  except  fur- 
ther, that  in  the  event  of  outbreak  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  in  this  country,  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  may.  at  his  discretion, 
permit  said  virus  to  be  brought  Into  the 
United  States  under  adequate  safeguards. 

To  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
the  Secretary  may  employ  technical  experts 
or  scientists  without  regard  to  the  Classifi- 
cation Act  of  1949,  but  the  number  so  em- 
ployed shall  not  exceed  five  and  the  maxi- 
mum compensation  for  each  shall  not  exceed 
$15,000  per  annum.  There  is  authorized  to 
be  appropriated  such  sums  as  Congress  may 
deem  necessary  and,  in  addition,  the  Sec- 
retary may  utilize,  in  carrying  out  this  sec- 
tion, funds  otherwise  available  for  the  con- 
trol or  eradication  of  such  diseases. 
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1 664.  Appointment  of  agents  to  make 
reconunendations 
The  Secretary  of  Agrlculttu-e  may  app>oint 
two  competent  agents,  who  are  practical 
stock  raisers  or  experienced  busltiessmen 
familiar  with  questions  pertaining  to  com- 
mercial transactions  in  livestock  or  poultry, 
who  shall,  under  the  instructions  of  the  Sec- 
retary, examine  and  report  upon  the  best 
methods  of  treating,  transporting,  and  caring 
for  animals  and  poultry,  and  the  means  to 
be  adopted  for  the  control  and  eradication 
of  contagious  pleuropneumonia,  and  provide 
against  the  spread  of  other  dangerous  com- 
municable diseases.  The  compensation  of 
such  agents  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  «10  per 
diem,  with  ail  necessary  expenses,  while  en- 
gaged In  the  actual  performance  of  their 
duties  under  this  section,  when  absent  from 
their  usual  place  of  business  or  residence. 

S  555.  Cooperation  with  Mexico;  f©ct-and- 
mouth  disease  and  rinderpest;  re- 
ports to  Congress 

(a)  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  co- 
operate with  the  Government  of  Mexico  In 
carrying  out  operations  or  measures  to  eradi- 
cate, suppress,  or  control,  or  to  prevent  or 
retard,  foot-and-mouth  disease  or  rltiderpest 
In  Mexico  where  he  deems  such  action  nec- 
essary to  protect  the  livestock  and  related 
Industries  of  the  United  States.  In  perform- 
ing such  operations  or  measures,  the  Govern- 
ment of  Mexico  shaU  be  responsible  for  the 
authority  necessary  to  carry  them  out  on 
all  lands  and  properties  in  Mexico  and  for 
such  other  facilities  and  means  as  are  nec- 
essary in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculttire.  The  measure  and  character  of 
cooperation  carried  out  under  this  section 
on  the  part  of  the  United  States  and  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  of  Mexico,  including 
the  exjwnditure  or  use  of  funds  appropri- 
ated pursuant  to  this  section,  shall  be  such 
as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secrt'^ary  of 
Agriculture.  Arrangements  for  such  cooper- 
ation shall  be  made  through  and  in  consul- 
tatlon  with  the  Secretary  of  State.  The  au- 
thority contained  in  this  section  Is  In  addi- 
tion to  and  not  In  substitution  for  the  au- 
thority of  existing  laws. 

(b)  For  purposes  of  this  section,  funds 
appropriated  pursuant  thereto  may  also  be 
used  for  (l)  the  purchase  or  hire  of  passen- 
ger motor  vehicles  and  aircraft,  (2)  print- 
ing and  binding  without  regard  to  section  111 
of  title  44,  (3)  the  employment  of  civilian 
nationals  of  Mexico,  and  (4)  the  construc- 
tion and  operation  of  research  laboratories 
quarantine  stations  and  other  buildings  and 
facilities. 

(c)  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall 
make  a  report  to  the  Congress  on  the  last 
day  of  each  month  with  respect  to  th«  activi- 
ties  carried  on  under  this  section.    | 

8  556.  Cattle  grubs,  research  and  eradication 
In  order  to  protect,  promote,  and  conserve 

Ivestock  and  livestock  products  and  to  min- 
imise losses,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
either  Independently  or  In  cooperation  with 
States  or  subdivisions  thereof,  farmers'  as- 
sociations, and  other  organizations  and  in- 
dividuals, may  Increase  and  intensify  re- 
search and  Investigations  into  problems  and 
methods  relating  to  the  eradication  of  cattle 
grubs  and  undertake  measures  to  emdlcate 
these  parasites.  As  used  in  this  sectU)n  the 
term  -State"  Includes  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia and  the  Territories  and  possessions  of 
the  United  States.  Puftds  appropriated  to 
carry  out  this  section  shall  be  expended  In 
accordance  with  procedures  prescribed  bv 
the  Secretary.  ' 

{  557.  International  boundary  fences 

The  Secretary  of  Agricjlture  may  oermlt 
the  erection  of  fences  along  international 
boundary  lines,  but  entirely  within  the  ter- 
ritory of  the  United  States,  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  cut  diseased  animals  and  poultry. 


i  558.  Regulation  of  transportation  and  ex- 
portation generally 
In  order  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture effectually  to  control  and  eradicate 
dangerous  communicable  diseases  in  cattle 
and  other  livestock  and  poultry,  and  to 
prevent  the  spread  of  such  diseases  he  shall 
establish  such  rules  and  regulations  con- 
cerning the  exportation  and  transportation 
of  livestock  and  poultry  from  any  place 
within  the  United  States  where  he  may  have 
reason  to  believe  such  diseafses  may  exist 
into  and  through  any  State  or  Territory,  and 
into  and  through  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  to  foreign  countries  as  he  deems  neces- 
sary. All  such  rules  and  regulations  shall 
have  the  force  of  law, 

§  559.  Quarantine  of  Infected  areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  thall  quaran- 
tine any  State  or  Territory  or  the  District 
of  Columbia,  or  any  portion  cf  any  State 
or  Territory  or  the  District  of  Columbia, 
when  he  determines  the  fact  that  cattle  or 
other  livestock  or  poultry  In  such  State  or 
Territory  or  District  of  Columbia  are  affected 
with  any  communicable  disease.  He  shall 
give  written  or  printed  notice  of  the  es- 
tablishment of  quarantine  to  the  proper 
officers  of  railroad,  steamboat,  or  other  trans- 
portation companies  doing  business  in  or 
through  any  quarantined  State  or  Territory 
or  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  publish  such 
notice  In  such  newspapers  in  the  quarantined 
State  or  Territory  or  the  District  of  Columbia 
as  he  may  select.  I 

i  560.  Regulations  for  transpoiftatlon  from 
quarantined  areas 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall,  when 
the  public  safety  will  permit,  make  and  pro- 
mulgate rules  and  regulations  which  shall 
permit  and  govern  the  inspection,  disinfec- 
tion, certification,  treatment,  handling,  and 
method  and  manner  of  delivery  and  ship- 
ment of  cattle  or  other  livestock  or  poultry 
from  a  quarantined  State  or  Territory  or 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  from  the  quar- 
antined portion  of  any  State  or  Territory  or 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Into  any  other 
State  or  Territory  or  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. The  Secretary  shall  give  notice  of  such 
rules  and  regulations  in  the  manner  pro- 
vided in  section  559  of  this  title  for  notice 
of  establishment  of   quarantine, 

S  561.     Transportation      from      quarantined 
areas  prohibited:  exceptions 

(a)  No  railroad  company  and  no  owners 
or  masters  of  any  vessel  or  boat  shall  re- 
ceive for  transportation  or  trpnsport.  no 
person  shall  deliver  for  transportation  to  any 
railroad  company  or  to  the  master  or  owner 
of  any  vessel  or  boat,  and  no  person  shall 
drive  or  cause  to  be  driven  on  foot  or  trans- 
port or  cause  to  be  transported  by  private 
conveyance,  any  cattle  or  other  livestock  or 
poultry  from  any  quarantined  State  or  Ter- 
ritory or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  from 
any  quarantined  portion  thereof,  into  any 
other  State  or  Territory  or  the  District  of 
Columbia,  except  in  compliance  with  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  under  section  560  of  this 
title. 

(b)  The  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section  and  sections  559,  560,  and  573 
(b)  of  this  title  shall  apply  to  any  railroad 
company  or  other  common  carrier  whose 
road  or  line  forms  any  part  of  a  route  over 
which  cattle  or  other  livestock  or  poultry 
are  transported  in  the  course  of  shipment 
from  any  quarantined  State  or  Territory  or 
the  District  of  Columbia,  or  from  the  quar- 
antined portion  of  any  sute  or  Territory 
or  the  District  of  Columbia,  into  any  other 
State  or  Territory  or  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

I  562.    Transportation  cf  diseased  livestock 

or  poultry  prohibited 
^  No   railroad   company   within   the  United 
otatfcs,    and    no    owners    or    masters    of    any 
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vessel  or  boat,  shall  receive  for  traasporta-* 
tlon  or  transport  from  one  State  or  Terri- 
tory to  anotx>er,  or  from  any  State  into  tii* 
District  of  Columbia,  or  from  tbe  Dtstrtct 
Into  any  State,  any  livestock  or  poultry  af. 
fected  with  any  communicable  disease;  nor 
shall  any  person  deliver  for  such  tranapiarta- 
tlon  to  any  railroad  company,  or  master  or 
owner  of  any  boat  or  vessel,  any  livestock 
or  potiltry,  knowing  them  to  be  affected 
with  any  coromunlcable  disease.  No  person 
shall  drive  on  foot,  or  transport  in  private 
conveyance,  from  one  State  or  Territory 
to  another,  or  from  any  State  Into  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  or  from  the  District  into 
any  State,  ar.y  livestock  or  poultry,  knowing 
them  to  be  affected  with  any  communicable 
disease. 

1 503.  Cattle  reacting  to  tuberculin  test, 
transportetlon  of 
Cattle  which  have  reacted  to  the  tuber- 
culin test  may  be  shipped,  transported,  or 
moved  from  one  SUte.  Territory,  or  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  to  any  other  Stete.  Ter- 
ritory, or  the  District  of  Colimibia.  for  im- 
mediate slaughter,  in  accordance  with  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  shall  be  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agrlculttire.  The  Sec- 
retary may.  in  his  discretion,  and  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
permit  cattle  which  have  t>een  shipped  for 
breeding  or  feeding  purposes  from  one  Stete. 
Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia  to  an- 
other Stete.  Territory,  or  the  DUtrlct  of  Co- 
limibia.  and  wblch  have  reacted  to  the  tuber- 
culin test  subsequent  to  such  shipment,  to 
be  reshipped  in  Interstete  conunerce  to  the 
original  owner. 

I  564.  Domestic  animals  reacting  to  test  for 
paratuberculosls  or  brucellosis 

Domestic  animals  which  have  reacted  to 
a  test  recognlned  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture for  paratuberculosls  or  which,  never 
having  been  vaccinated  for  brucellosis,  have 
reacted  to  a  test  recognized  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  far  brucelloela,  may  be 
shipped,  transported,  or  otherwise  moved 
from  one  StaU*.  Territory,  or  the  District  at 
Columbia  to  any  other  Stete.  Territory,  or 
the  District  of  Cottmibia  for  immediate 
slaughter  in  accordance  with  such  rules  and 
regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
may  prescribe  to  prevent  the  dissemination 
of  said  diseases  from  one  Stete,  Territory, 
or  the  District  of  Columbia  to  any  other 
Stete,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Colimibla. 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may.  In  his 
discretion  and  under  svich  rules  and  regu- 
lations as  he  oxay  preecrlt>e,  permit  domestic 
animals  which  have  been  moved  from  one 
State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia 
to  any  other  State,  Territory,  or  the  District 
of  Coltimbla,  for  breeding  purposes,  and 
which,  subsequent  to  such  movement,  have 
reacted  to  a  test  for  brucellosis  or  paratuber- 
culosls recognized  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, to  be  reshipped  In  interstete  com- 
merce to  the  original  owner  at  the  point  of 
origin. 

I  565.  Regulation  and  promotion  of  exporte 

(a)  The  Secretory  of  Agrlcultiu*  may  teke 
such  steps  and  adopt  such  measures,  not  In- 
consistent with  the  provisions  of  this  chap- 
ter, aa  he  deems  necessary  to  prevent  the 
exportetlon  from  any  port  of  the  United 
States  to  any  port  in  a  foreign  country  of 
livestock  or  poultry  affected  with  any  com- 
municable disease. 

(b)  In  order  to  promote  the  exportation 
of  livestock  and  poultry  from  the  United 
States  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall 
make  special  tovestigation  as  to  the  existence 
of  any  commiuilcable  disease,  along  the 
borders  between  the  United  Stetea  and  for- 
eign countries,  and  along  the  lines  of  trans- 
portetlon from  all  parts  of  the  United  Stetea 
to  ports  from  which  livestock  or  poultry 
are  exported,  and  shall,  from  time  to  tlma, 
esteblish  such  regulations  concerning  the 
exportetlon  and  transportation  of  livestock 
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er  poultry  as  fbm  resutta  of  such  Investiga- 
tions  may  require. 

(c)  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  bf  such 
ordera  and  regulations  aa  he  preacrlbee.  may 
«nae  inqiectlon  to  be  made  of  all  cattle, 
aheep.  other  rumlnante,  swine,  and  potiltry 
Intended  for  exportetlon.  and  provide  for 
the  disinfection  oC'  all  vessels  engaged  in 
the  tranaportetton  thereof,  and  of  all  bargee 
or  other  vea^ls  used  in  the  conveyance  of 
stich  animals  and  poultry  to  the  ocean 
steamer  or  other  vessels,  and  of  all  attend- 
ante  and  their  clothing,  and  of  all  head- 
ropes  and  other  appliances  used  In  such 
exportetlon.  If.  up>on  such  Inspection,  any 
such  animals  or  poultry  are  adjudged,  under 
the  Secretary's  regulations,  to  be  Infected 
or  to  have  been  exposed  to  Infection  so  as 
to  be  dangerous  to  other  animals  or  poultry, 
they  shall  not  be  allowed  to  be  placed  upon 
any  vessel  for  exportetlon.  The  expenses 
erf  all  the  inspection  and  disinfection  pro- 
vided for  In  this  subsection  shall  t>e  borne 
by  the  owners  of  the  vessels  on  which  such 
anlnuds  or  poultry  are  exported. 

(d )  The  Secretery  shall  cause  to  be  made  a 
careful  InspecUon  of  all  cattle,  sheep,  swine. 
and  goate  intended  and  offered  for  export  to 
foreign  countries  at  such  times  and  places, 
and  In  such  manner,  as  he  deems  proper  to 
ascerteln  whether  such  *nim^T^^  are  free 
from  disease. 

(e)  No  clearance  shall  be  given  to  any 
vessel  having  on  board  cattle,  sheep,  swine, 
or  goate  for  export  to  a  foreign  country  until 
the  owner  or  shipper  of  such  animals  has  a 
certificate  from  an  Inspector  stating  that  the 
animals  are  sound  and  healthy,  or  unless  the 
Secretary  has  waived  the  requirement  of 
such  certificate  for  export  to  the  particular 
country  to  which  they  are  to  be  exported. 

i  666.  Suspension  of  Importetlon 

Whenever,  in  the  opinion  of  the  President, 
it  Is  necessary  for  the  protection  of  animals, 
including  poultry.  In  the  Untied  Stetes 
against  commimlcable  diseases,  he  may.  by 
proclamation,  stispend  the  importetlon  of 
all  or  any  class  of  animals  or  poultry  tor  a 
limited  time,  and  may  change,  modify,  re- 
voke, or  renew  such  proclamation,  as  the 
public  good  may  require.  EKirlng  the  time 
of  such  suspension  the  Importation  of  any 
such  animals  or  poultry  shall  be  unlawful. 

1 567.  Importation  of  diseased  or  exposed 
animals  and  poultry  prohibited 

No  person  shall  Import  cattle,  sheep,  other 
nuolnante.  swine,  and  poultry,  which  are 
diseased  or  Infected  with  any  disease,  or 
which  have  been  exposed  to  such  Infection 
within  60  days  next  before  their  exportetlon. 
However,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  by 
regulations  permit  the  admission  from 
Mexico  into  the  Stete  of  Texas  of  cattle 
which  have  been  Infested  with  or  exposed  to 
ticks  upon  being  freed  therefrom. 

{ 568.  Importation  prohibited  except  at 
quarantine  stations 

No  person  shall  Import  cattle,  sheep,  other 
rumlnante.  swine,  and  poultry  except  at 
porta  designated  as  quarantine  stetions  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  with  the  ap- 
proval erf  the  Secretary  of  the  TYeasury. 

If  any  animals  and  poultry  subject  to 
quarantine  are  brought  Into  any  port  of  the 
United  Stetes  where  no  quarantine  stetlon 
Is  estebllshed.  the  collector  of  such  port  shall 
require  such  animals  and  poultry  to  be  con- 
veyed to  the  nearest  quarantine  stetlon  by 
the  vessel  on  which  they  are  Imported  or  are 
found,  at  the  expense  of  the  owner. 

I  668.  Quarantine  of  imported  animals  and 
poultry 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may.  at  the 
expense  of  the  owner,  place  and  retain  in 

quarantine  all  cattle,  sheep,  other  rumin- 
ants, swine,  and  poultry  Imported  into  the 
United  Statea.  at  porte  designated  by  him  for 

such  purpose,  aixl  under  such  conditions  as 
he  by  regulation  prescribes,  re^>ectlvely,  for 


the  several  rlssses  ot  ««tTin«if  aaoA  poultry 
above  deacrlbed. 

Bar  the  purpose  of  such  quarantine,  tlM 
Secretary  may  purctaaie.  ooostmet,  or  i«nk 
such  lands,  tmildings,  animals,  tools,  fixtuiea. 
and  appurtenances  as  may  be  necessary,  »»»4 
he  may  iqjpolnt  such  veterinary  surgeoiw. 
XnBpecton.  officers,  and  employees  as  lis 
deems  necessary  to  maintain  such  quaranttna 
and  provide  for  the  execution  of  the  other 
provisions  of  sections  666  (c),  666-670,  and 
S73  (e)  of  tills  title. 

t  570.  Inspection  and  disposition  of  Imported 
animals  and  poultry 

(a)  The  Secretary  <rf  Agriculture  ih^\ 
cause  careful  Inspection  to  be  made  of  all 
Imported  cattle,  sheep,  otlxer  ruminants, 
swine,  and  poultry,  to  ascertain  whether 
such  animals  and  poultry  are  infected  witlk 
commimlcable  diseases  or  have  been  exposed 
to  infection  so  as  to  be  dangerous  to  other 
animals  and  poultry.  Such  animals  and 
poultry  shall  then  be  either  placed  in 
quarantine  or  dealt  with  according  to  ths 
Secretary's  regulations. 

All  food.  Utter,  mantve,  clothing,  utensita. 
and  other  appliances  that  have  been  ao  re- 
lated to  such  animals  and  poultry  on  board 
ship  as  to  Ise  judged  liable  to  convey  in- 
fection sijall  be  dealt  with  according  to  tha 
Secretary's  regulations. 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  mar 
cause  to  be  slaughtCTed  such  of  tlie  aniT«»ig 
and  poultry  named  in  subsection  (a)  of  this 
section  as  may  be,  under  hU  regulatloaa. 
adjudged  to  be  infected  with  any  com- 
municable disease,  or  to  have  been  exposed  to 
InfecUon  so  as  to  be  dangerous  to  other 
animals  and  poultry.  The  value  of  animals 
and  poultry  slau^tered  as  being  exposed  to 
infection  but  not  Infected  may  be  ascertained 
by  agreement  of  the  Secretary  and  tlie 
owners  thereof  if  practicable;  otherwise,  by 
the  appraisal  by  two  persons  famUlar  with 
the  character  and  value  of  such  property, 
appointed  by  the  Secretary,  whose  decision, 
if  they  agree.  shaD  be  final;  otherwise,  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  decide  between 
them,  and  his  decision  shall  l>e  final  The 
amount  of  the  value  thus  ascertelned  shall 
be  paid  to  the  owner  thereof  out  of  money 
In  the  Treastny  appropriated  for  the  use  oT 
the  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry  or  for  ths 
use  of  such  other  bureau  or  agency,  or  at 
any  officer,  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
to  which  or  to  whom  the  Secretary  may  dele- 
gate  the  functions  heretofore  or  hereafter 
exercised  by  him  through  the  Bureau  oC 
Animal  Industry;  but  no  payment  shaU  be 
made  for  any  animals  or  potiltry  Imported  in 
violation  of  the  provisions  of  sections  666- 
570  or  573  (e)  of  this  title.  ^^ 

i  571.  Disease  control  In  District  of  ColumbU 
Whenever  any  conununlcable  disease  af- 
fecting domestic  animals  or  poultry  is 
brought  into  or  breaks  out  In  the  District 
of  Columbia,  the  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  shall  take  measures  to  sup- 
press the  disease  promptly  and  to  prevent  It 
from  spreading.  For  this  purpose  the  Com- 
missioners may  (l)  require  that  any  prnmlsna 
or  farms  where  such  disease  exlste,  or  baa 
existed,  be  put  In  quarantine;  (2)  order  that 
all  or  any  animals  and  poultry  coming  into 
the  District  be  detained  at  any  place  for  ths 
purpose  of  Inspection  and  examination;  (S) 
prescribe  regulaUons  for  and  require  the  de- 
struction of  animals  or  poultry  affected  with 
communicable  disease,  and  for  the  proper 
disposition  of  their  hides  and  carcasses;  and 
(4)  prescrltw  regtila tions  for  disinfection, 
and  such  other  regtilations  as  they  may  deem 
necessary  to  prevent  infection  or  contagion 
being  communicated.  The  Commissioners 
shall  report  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
any  acUons  taken  under  this  section. 

I  572.  Inspection  by  Department  as  preclud- 
ing other  inspections  and  feea 
Whenever  the  Secretary  of  AgriciUture.  or 
any  Inspector  or  assistant  inspector  of  tba 
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pepwrtmcat  of  Agriculture  dMlgiUkted  \ff  the 
Secretary  for  sudi  purpoae.  laeuea  •  certlfl- 
esta  diowliis  tbat  Boeb  oflloer  lias  Inspected 
any  cattle  or  other  livestock  or  poultry  wbldi 
are  about  to  be  shimied.  driven,  or  trans- 
ported from  one  locality  to  another  as  stated 
In  sectkm  566  of  this  title,  and  has  found 
them  free  from  any  communicable  disease, 
such  animals  or  poultry,  so  Inspected  and 
certmed.  may  be  shipped,  driven,  or  trans- 
ported frcHn  such  place  into  and  through  any 
State  or  Territory  or  the  District  of  Colxmi- 
bla.  or  they  may  be  exported  from  the  United 
States,  without  f\irther  inspection  or  the 
exaction  of  fees  of  any  kind,  except  such  as 
may  at  any  time  be  (xdered  or  exacted  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  For  the  purposes 
of  such  inspection,  all  such  animals  and 
poultry  shall  at  all  times  be  under  the  con- 
trol and  supervision  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture. 

I  673.  Penalties 

(a)  Whoever  knowingly  violates  section 
S51,  658,  or  572  of  this  title  or  the  orders  or 
regulations  made  in  pursuance  thereof  shall 
be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisoned 
not  more  than  1  year,  or  both. 

(b)  Whoever  violates  section  561  of  this 
title  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  (1.000  or 
Imprisoned  not  more  than  1  year,  or  both. 

(c)  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  give 
notice  ctf  the  existence  of  contagion  in  any 
Infected  locality  by  notice,  in  writing,  to 
the  proper  officials  or  agents  of  any  railroad, 
steamboat,  or  other  transportation  company 
doing  business  in  or  through  such  locality, 
and  by  publication  in  such  newspapers  as 
he  may  select.  Whoever,  being  a  person  op- 
erating any  such  railroad,  or  master  or  owner 
of  any  boat  or  vessel,  or  owner  or  custodian 
of  or  person  having  control  over  such  cattle 
or  other  livestock  or  poultry  within  such 
infected  district,  knowingly  violates  section 
562  of  this  title  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
$5,000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  1  year,  or 
both. 

(d)  Whoever  violates  section  565  (d)  (e) 
of  this  title  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
$10,000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  1  year, 
or  both. 

(e)  Whoever  knowingly  violates  section 
567  of  this  title  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
$5,000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  3  years. 
Any  vessel  or  vehicle  used  in  such  unlawful 
importation  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
master  or  owner  of  such  vessel  or  vehicle 
that  such  importation  is  diseased  or  has 
been  exposed  to  infection  as  described  in 
section  567  of  this  title,  shall  be  forfeited  to 
the  United  States.    - 

I  674.  Prosecution  of  violations;  venue 

The  several  United  States  attorneys  shall 
prosecute  all  violations  of  this  chapter  which 
are  brought  to  their  notice  by  any  person 
making  complaint  under  oath,  in  the  United 
States  district  court  or  Territorial  court  held 
within  the  district  in  which  the  violation 
has  been  conunltted. 

Chapter  57 — Serums  and  analogous  products 
Sec. 

611.  Preparation  and  sale  of  s^r\mi,  etc. 

612.  Licensing  and  inspection  of  establish- 

ments. 
813.  Regulations  for  preparation  and  sale. 

614.  Importation  regulated  and  prohibited. 

615.  Permits  for  and  inspection  of  imports. 
618.  Revocation  or  suspension  of  licenses  or 

permits. 
617.  Penalties. 

i  611.  Preparation  and  sale  of  serum,  etc. 

No  person  shall  prepare,  sell,  barter,  or 
exchange  in  the  District  of  Ckilumbla.  in  the 
Territories,  or  in  any  place  under  the  Juris- 
diction of  the  United  States,  or  ship  or  de- 
liver for  shipment  from  one  State  or  Ter- 
ritory or  the  District  of  Columbia  to  any 
other  State  or  Territory  or  the  ^strict  of 
Columbia — 

(1)  any  worthless,  contaminated,  danger- 
ous,   or    harmful    virus,    serum,    toxin,    or 


analogous  product  Intended  for  use  in  the 
treatment  of  domestic  animals;  or 

(2)  any  virus,  senim,  toxin,  or  stialogous 
product  manufactured  within  th$  United 
States  and  intended  for  use  in  the  treatment 
of  domestic  animals,  unless  and  uatll  such 
product  has  been  prepared,  under  and  In 
compliance  with  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  at  an  eetabllsh- 
ment  holding  an  unsuspended  and  tmrevoked 
license  issued  by  the  Secretary  under  this 
chapter. 

i  612.  Licensing  and  inspection  of  eetablish- 
ments 

<a)  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  issue, 
suspend,  and  revoke  licenses  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  establishments  for  the  preparation 
of  viruses,  serums,  toxins,  and  analogoua 
products,  for  use  In  the  treatment  of  domes- 
tic animals.  Intended  for  sale,  barter,  ex- 
change, or  shipment  as  epecified  Itt  section 
611  of  this  title. 

(b)  All  licenses  Issued  to  establishments 
under  this  chapter  shall  be  issued  on  condi- 
tion that  the  licensee  shall  permit  the  In- 
spection of  such  establishments  and  of  such 
products  iind  their  preparation.  Any  officer, 
agent,  or  employee  of  the  Departmeat  of  Ag- 
riculture duly  authorized  by  the  Secretary 
for  the  purpose  may  enter  and  Inspect  any 
establishment  licensed  under  this  chapter  at 
any  hoxu-  of  the  day  or  night.  T 

i  613.  Regulations  for  preparation  fend  sale 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  make  and 
promulgate  from  time  to  time  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  may  be  necessary  to  pre- 
vent the  preparation,  sale,  barter,  or  ship- 
ment as  specified  in  section  611  of  this  title 
of  any  worthless,  contaminated,  dangerous, 
or  harmful  virus,  serum,  toxin,  or  analogous 
product  for  use  in  the  treatment  of  flomestic 
animals. 


I  614.  Importation  regulated  and  prohibited 
No  person  shall  import  Into  the  United 
States,  without  a  permit  from  the  Secretary 
of  Agricultiu-e.  any  virus,  serum,  toxin,  or 
analogous  product  for  xise  in  the  treatment 
of  domestic  animals,  and  no  person  shall  Im- 
port into  the  United  States  any  worthless, 
contaminated,  dangerous,  or  harmful  virus! 
serum,  toxin,  or  analogous  product  for  use 
in  the  treatment  of  domestic  anlmSls. 

S  615.  Permits  for  and  Inspection  of  Imports 

(a)  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  Usue 
permits  for  the  Importation  into  the  United 
States  Of  viruses,  serums,  toxins,  anfl  analo- 
gous  products,  for  \ise  in  the  treatment  of 
domestic  animals,  which  are  not  worthless, 
contaminated,  dangerous,  or  harmful. 

(b)  The  Secretary  may  cause  to  be  exam- 
ined and  inspected  all  viruses,  serums,  toxins. 
and  analogous  products,  for  use  In  the  treat- 
ment of  domestic  animals,  which  ate  being 
Imported  or  offered  for  Importation  Into  the 
United  States,  to  determine  whether  such 
products  are  worthless,  contaminated,  dan- 
gerous, or  harmful.  If  It  appears  that  any 
such  product  is  worthless,  contaminated, 
dangerous,  or  harmful,  such  product  shall 
be  denied  entry  and  shall  be  destroyed  or 
retxirned  at  the  expense  of  the  owner  or 
Importer. 

S  616.  Revelation   or  suspension  of  licenses 
or  permits 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  suspend 
or  revoke  any  license  or  permit  issued  under 
this  chapter,  after  opportunity  for  hearing 
has  been  granted  the  licensee  or  importer 
when  the  Secretary  Is  satisfied  that  such 
license  or  permit  is  being  used  to  facilitate  or 
effect  the  preparation,  sale,  barter,  exchange, 
or  shipment  as  specified  In  section  6H  of 
this  title,  or  the  importation  Into  the  United 
States,  of  any  worthless,  contaminated,  dan- 
gerous.  or  harmful  virus,  serum,  toxin,  or 
analogous  product  for  use  In  the  treatment 
of  domestic  animals. 
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i  617.  Penalties 

Whoever  violates  any  of  the  provisions  of 
this  chapter  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
$1,000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  1  year 
or  both.  • 
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711.  Administration  of  part  III;   delegation 
of  functions. 
Departmental  cooperation  in  discharge 

of  international  obligations. 
Cooperation  with  States  la  suppression 

of  abuse. 
Payments  for  Informatlonj 

Administration  of  part  Ul;  delegation 
of  functions 

Except  as  otherwise  provided  by  law.  the 
administration  and  enforcement  of  this  part 
are  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Such  Secretary's  functions  under  this  part 
shall  be  performed  by  him  or,  subject  to  his 
direction  and  control,  by  such  officers,  agen- 
cies, and  bureau  of  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury  as  he  designates. 

{  712.  Departmental  coop)eratlon  in  discharge 
of  international  obligations 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasurv  shall  coop, 
erate  with  the  SecreUry  of  Ctate  in  the 
discharge  of  the  international  obligations  of 
the  United  States  concerning  the  traffic  In 
narcotic  drugs. 

t  713.  Cooperation  with  States  la  suppression 
of  abuse 

(a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall 
cooperate  with  the  several  States  in  the  sup- 
pression of  the  abuse  of  narcotic  drugs  In 
their  respective  Jurisdictions,  and  to  that 
end  he  may: 

( 1 )  Cooperate  In  the  drafting  ©f  such  legis- 
lation as  may  be  needed  to  effect  the  end 
named:   and 

(2)  Arrange  for  the  exchange  of  Informa* 
tion  concerning  the  use  and  abuse  of  nar- 
cotic drugs  in  said  States  and  for  cooperation 
in  the  institution  and  prosecution  of  cases 
In  the  courts  of  the  United  States  and  before 
the  licensing  boards  and  courts  of  the  several 
States. 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may 
prescribe  such  regulations  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  section, 

S  714.  Payments  for  information  concerning 
violations   of   laws 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  pay  to 
any  person,  from  funds  now  or  hereafter  ap- 
propriated for  the  enforcement  of  the  nar- 
cotic laws  of  the  United  States,  for  informa- 
tion concerning  a  violation  of  any  narcotic 
law  of  the  United  States,  resulting  in  a  sei- 
zure of  contraband  narcotics,  aUch  sum  or 
sums  of  money  as  he  may  deem  appropriate, 
without  reference  to  any  moieties  or  rewards 
to  which  such  person  may  otherwise  be  en- 
titled by  law.  All  payments  under  authority 
of  this  .section  to  any  informer  In  any  foreign 
country  shall  be  made  only  through  an 
accredited  consul  or  vice  consul  at  the  United 
States  stationed  in  such  country,  and  every 
such  payment  shall  be  supported  by  a 
voucher  with  an  accompanying  certificate  of 
such  consul  or  vice  consul  that  the  payment 
of  the  amount  stated  on  the  voucher  has  been 
made  to  the  Informer  named,  and  at  the  place 
and  time  specified  on  such  voucher. 

Chapter  93— Narcotics  import  <^nd  export 
Sec. 

761.  Definitions. 

762.  Rules  and  regulations. 

763.  Importation;     exceptions     and     restric- 

tions; forfeitures. 

764.  Import  for  purpose  of  transportation  to 

another    country;     transfer    between 
vessels. 
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765.  Penalty   for   unlawful    import,   receipt. 

transportation  or  sale;  subsequent  of- 
fenses; procedure;  evidence;  llabUity 
of  masters  and  persons  in  charge. 

766.  Presumption  and  Inuden  of  proof  as  to 

Importation  of  smoking  opium. 

767.  Exportation:  exception;  laws  of  foreign 

governments. 

768.  Penalty  for  unlawful  export. 

769.  Penalty  for  having  In  possession  or  con- 

trol on  board  United  States  vessel. 

770.  Penalty  for  possession,  receipt,  or  con- 

cealment of  smoking  opium;  evidence; 
liability  of  masters  and  persons  in 
charge. 

771.  Share  of  fine  to  informer. 

772.  Short  title. 

{  761.  Definitions 

As  used  In  this  chapter,  unless  the  context 
requires  a  different  meaning — 

(a)  "narcotic  drug"  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  ascribed  to  the  term  "narcotic 
drugs"  as  used  in  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code; 

(b)  "United  States,"  when  used  in  a  geo- 
graphical sense,  includes  the  several  States 
and  Territories,  and  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia; 

(c)  "Secretary"  means  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury; 

(d)  "person"  means  an  Individual,  part- 
nership, corporation,  or  association. 

{  762.  Rules  and  regulations 

The  Secretary  shall  prescribe  and  publish 
aU  proper  rules  and  regulations  to  carry  Into 
effect  the  authority  vested  in  him  by  this 
chapter. 

{  763.  Importation:  exceptions  and  restric- 
tions; forfeltiu-es 
fa)  No  narcotic  drug  may  be  imported  or 
brought  Into  the  United  States  or  any  ter- 
ritory under  Its  control  or  Jurisdiction,  ex- 
cept that,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Sec- 
retary shall  prescribe — 

(1)  Such  amounts  of  crude  opium  and 
coca  leaves  as  the  Secretary  finds  to  be 
necessary  to  provide  for  medical  and  scien- 
tific uses  may  be  so  Imported  or  brought  in; 
but  no  crude  opium  may  be  Imported  or 
brought  in  for  thtj  purp>ose  of  manufactur- 
ing heroin,  and  the  Secretary  may  limit  fur- 
ther or  prohibit  entirely  the  Importation  or 
bringing  In  of  crude  opium,  to  the  extent 
that  he  finds  that  the  medical  and  scientific 
needs  of  the  United  States  for  opium  or 
opium  products  are  being,  or  can  be,  sup- 
plied by  opium  popples  produced  In  accord- 
ance with  chapter  95  of  thU  title;  and 

(2)  Amounts  of  coca  leaves  In  addition 
to  the  amount  permitted  under  paragraph 
(1)  of  this  subsection  may  be  Imported  or 
brought  In;  but  after  the  entry  of  such  addi- 
tional amounts  into  the  United  States  or 
any  territory  under  Its  control  or  Jurisdic- 
tion, all  cocaine,  ecgonlne,  and  all  salts, 
derivatives,  and  preparations  from  which 
cocaine  or  ecgonlne  may  be  synthesized 
or  made,  contained  therein,  shall  be  de- 
stroyed under  the  supervision  of  the  Secre- 
tary or  his  authorized  representative. 

(b)  All  narcotic  drugs  Imported  under 
subsection  (a)  of  this  section  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  the  duties  which  are  now  or  may 
hereafter  be  imposed  upon  such  drugs  when 
imported. 

(c)  Any  narcotic  drug  imported  or 
brought  Into  the  United  States  or  any  terri- 
tory under  its  control  or  Jurisdiction,  con- 
trary to  law.  shall — 

( 1 )  If  smoking  opium  or  opium  prepared 
for  smoking,  be  selred  and  summarily  for- 
feited to  the  United  States  Government  with- 
out the  necessity  of  instituting  forfeiture 
proceedings  of  any  character;  or 

(2)  If  any  other  narcotic  drug  be  seized 
and  forfeited  to  the  United  States  Oovern- 
ment.  without  regard  to  lU  value,  in  the 
manner  provided  by  sections  1TO7  and  1608 
of  title  19,  or  the  provisions  of  law  hereafter 
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enacted  which  are  amendatory  of,  or  in  sub- 
•tltutlon  for,  such  sections. 

(d)  Any  narcotic  drug  which  is  forfeited 
In  a  proceeding  for  condemnation  or  not 
claimed  under  sections  1607  and  1608  of  title 
19,  or  which  is  summarily  forfeited  as  pro- 
vided in  subsection  (c)  of  this  section,  shall 
be  placed  in  the  custody  of  the  Secretary  and 
in  his  discretion  be  destroyed  or  delivered 
to  some  agency  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment for  use  for  medical  or  scientific  piu-- 
poses. 

i  764.  Import  for  the  purpose  of  transporta- 
tion to  another  country;  transfer 
between  vessels 

No  smoking  opium  or  opium  prepared  for 
smoking  shall  be  admitted  into  the  United 
States  or  Into  any  territory  under  Its  control 
or  Jurisdiction  for  transportation  to  another 
country,  or  be  transferred  or  transshipped 
from  one  vessel  to  another  vessel  within  any 
waters  of  the  United  States  for  immediate 
exportation  or  for  any  other  purpose;  and 
except  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary, 
no  other  narcotic  drug  may  be  so  admitted, 
transferred,  or  transshipped. 

I  765.  Penalty  for  unlawful  impwrt,  receipt, 
transportation  or  sale;  subsequent 
offenses;  procediu-e;  evidence;  lia- 
bility of  nuisters  and  persons  In 
charge 

(a)  Whoever  fraudulently  or  knowingly 
Imports  or  brings  any  narcotic  drug  Into  the 
United  States  or  any  territory  under  Its  con- 
trol or  Jiulsdlction.  contrary  to  law,  or  re- 
ceives, conceals,  buys,  sells,  or  in  any  man- 
ner facilitates  the  transportation,  conceal- 
ment, or  sale  of  any  such  narcotic  drug  after 
being  imported  or  brought  In,  knowing  the 
same  to  have  been  Imported  contrary  to  law, 
or  conspires  to  commit  any  of  such  acts  in 
violation  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States, 
shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $2,000  and  Im- 
prisoned not  less  than  2  or  more  than  5 
years.  For  a  second  offense,  the  offender  shall 
be  fined  not  more  than  $2,000  and  Imprisoned 
not  less  than  6  or  more  than  10  years.  For 
a  third  or  subsequent  offense,  the  offender 
shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $2,000  and  im- 
prisoned not  less  than  10  or  more  than  20 
years.  Upon  conviction  for  a  second  or  sub'- 
quent  offense,  the  imp>osltlon  or  execution  of 
sentence  shall  not  be  suspended  and  proba- 
tion shall  not  be  granted.  For  the  purpose 
of  this  subsection,  an  offender  shall  be  con- 
sidered a  second  or  subsequent  offender,  as 
the  case  may  be,  if  he  previously  has  been 
convicted  of  any  offense  the  penalty  for 
which  Is  provided  In  thU  subsection  or  In 
secUon  7237  (a)  (b)  (1)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  or  if  he  previously  has  been 
convicted  of  any  offense  the  penalty  for 
which  was  provided  In  section  9,  chapter  1,  of 
the  act  of  December  17,  1914  (38  Stat.  789), 
as  amended;  section  1,  chapter  202  of  the  act 
of  May  26,  1922  (42  Stat.  596).  as  amended;' 
section  12,  chapter  553,  of  the  act  of  Augtist 
2.  1937  (50  Stat.  556).  as  amended;  or  sec- 
tion 7237  (a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
as  amended.  After  conviction,  but  prior  to 
pronouncement  of  sentence,  the  covu-t  shall 
be    advised    by   the    United    States   attorney 

Whether  the  conviction  is  the  offender's  first 
or  a  subsequent  offense.  If  it  is  not  a  first 
offense,  the  United  States  attorney  shall  file 
an  information  setting  forth  the  prior  con- 
victions. The  offender  shall  have  the  oppxjr- 
timity  in  open  court  to  affirm  or  deny  that 
he  is  identical  with  the  person  previously 
convicted.  If  he  denies  the  identity,  sen- 
tence shall  be  postponed  for  such  time  as 
to  permit  a  trial  before  a  Jury  on  the  sole 
issue  of  the  offender's  Identity  with  the  per- 
son previously  convicted.  If  the  offender  la 
found  guilty  by  the  Jury  to  be  the  person 
previously  convicted,  or  if  he  acknowledges  ^ 
that  he  is  such  person,  he  shall  be  sentenced  ^ 
as  prescribed  in  this  subsection. 

Whenever  on  trtal  for  a  violation  of  this 
subsection  the  defendant  is  shown  to  have  or 


to  have  had  possession  of  the  narcotic  drug. 
such  possession  shaU  be  deemed  sufficient 
evidence  to  authorize  conviction  xiniess  the 
defendant  explains  the  possession  to  the  sat- 
isfaction of  the  Jury. 

(b)  No  master  of  any  veaael  or  other  water 
craft,  or  person  in  charge  of  a  raUroad  car  or 
other  vehicle,  shaU  be  lUble  under  subeec- 
tion  (a)  of  this  section  if  he  satisfies  the 
Jury  that  he  had  no  knowledge  of  and  used 
due  diligence  to  prevent  the  presence  of  the 
narcotic  drug  in  or  on  such  vessel,  water 
craft,  railroad  car,  or  other  vehicle;  but  the 
narcotic  drug  shall  be  seized,  forfeited,  and 
disposed  of  as  provided  in  subsections  (c> 
and  (d)  of  section  763  of  this  title. 
S  766.  Presumption  and  burden  of  proof  •■ 
to  Importation  of  smoking  dpiuun 

All  smoking  opium  or  opium  prepared  for 
smoking  found  within  the  UiUted  State*  shall 
be  presumed  to  have  been  imported  contrary 
to  law,  and  the  burden  of  proof  shall  be  on 
the  claimant  or  the  accused  to  rebut  such 
presumption. 

i  767.  Exportation;   exceptions;  laws  of  for- 
eign governments 

(a)  No  person  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States  Government  shall  ex- 
port or  cause  to  be  exported  from  the  United 
States,  or  from  territory  under  its  control  or 
Jurisdiction,  any  narcotic  drug  to  any  other 
country  except  to  a  country  which  has  rati- 
fied and  become  a  party  to  the  convention 
and  final  protocol  between  the  United  States 
Government  and  other  powers  for  the  sup- 
pression of  the  abuses  of  opium  and  other 
drugs,  commonly  known  as  the  International 
Opium  Convention  of  1912,  and  then  only  if 

( 1 )  such  country  has  instituted  and  main- 
tains, in  conformity  with  that  convention,  a 
system,  which  the  Secretary  Adeems  adequate 
of  permits  or  licenses  for  the  control  of  im- 
ports of  such  narcotic  drugs; 

(2)  the  narcotic  drug  is  consigned  to  an 
authorized  permittee:  and 

(3)  there  is  furnished  to  the  Secretary 
proof  deemed  adequate  by  him  that  the 
narcotic  drug  is  to  be  applied  exclusively 
to  medical  and  scientific  uses  within  the 
country  to  which  exported,  that  it  will  not 
be  reexported  from  such  country,  and  that 
there  is  an  actual  shortage  of  and  a  demand 
for  the  narcotic  drug  for  medical  and  scien- 
tific uses  within  such  country. 

(b)  The  exceptions  contained  in  suiwee- 
tlon  (a)  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to 
smoking  opium  or  opium  prepared  for  smok- 
ing, the  exportation  of  which  is  absolutely 
prohibited. 

(c)  The  Secretary  of  State  shall  request  all 
foreign  governments  to  communicate 
through  the  diplomatic  channels  copies  of  the 
laws  and  regulations  promulgated  in  their 
respective  countries  which  prohibit  or  reg- 
ulate the  importation  and  shipment  in  tran- 
sit of  any  narcotic  drug  and,  when  received, 
shall  advise  the  Secretary  thereof. 

{  768.  Penalty  for  unlawful  export 

Any  person  who  exports,  or  conspires  to 
export,  any  narcotic  drugs  in  violation  of  sec- 
tion 767  of  this  title  shall  be  fined  not  more 
than  $5,000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  2 
years,  or  both. 

S  769,  Penalty  for  having  in  possession  or 
control  on  board  United  States  ves- 
sel 

(a)  Any  person  who  brings  on  board,  or 
has  in  his  possession  or  control  on  board, 
any  vessel  of  the  United  States,  whl^e  en- 
gaged on  a  foreign  voyage,  any  narcotic  drug 
not  constituting  a  part  of  the  cargo  entered 
in  the  manifest  or  part  of  the  ship  stores, 
shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $5,000  or  im- 
prisoned not  more  than  5  years,  or  both. 

(b)  As  used  in  subsection  (a)  of  this 
section,  "narcotic  drug"  means  any  narootle 
drug  defined  by  section  761  of  this  UtIe,  or 
"marihuana"  as  defined  In  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code. 
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1 770.  Penalty  for  poMnwion.  reeelpifc.  or  eon- 
eealmait  ot  smoking  opium;  evl- 
dcoee;  liability  of  masten  and  per- 
■ons  in  charge 

(a)  Any  person,  subject  to  the  Jurladietlon 
of  the  Xtalted  States,  who.  eRher  as  prin- 
cipal or  as  accessory,  receives  or  has  m  his 
poaMasluu,  or  conceals  on  board  of  or  trans- 
ports on  any  foreign  or  domestic  vessel  or 
other  watercraf t  or  railroad  car  or  other 
vehicle  deeUned  to  or  bound  from  the 
TTnlted  States  or  any  poesesston  thereof,  any 
smoking  cfrium  or  opltnn  prepared  for  smok- 
ing, or  Who.  having  knowledge  of  the  pres- 
ence in  or  on  any  such  vessel,  watercraft,  or 
vehicle  of  such  article,  does  not  report  the 
same  to  ttie  i»'inclpal  officer  tbereof.  sball 
be  punished  as  provided  in  section  765  of 
this  title.  Whenever  on  trial  for  violation 
of  this  section  the  defendant  is  shown  to 
have  oi'  to  have  had  possession  of  such  opl\im, 
such  possession  shall  be  deemed  sufficient 
evldenoe  to  authc»-ize  conviction,  unless  the 
defendant  sball  explain  the  possession  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Jviry, 

(b)  No  master  of  a  vessel  or  other  water- 
craft  or  person  in  charge  of  a  railroad  car 
or  other  vehicle  shall  be  liable  under  this 
section  if  be  satisfies  the  jury  that  he  bad 
no  knowledge  and  used  due  diligence  to 
prevent  the  presence  of  such  article  in  or  on 
sxich  vessel,  watercraft.  car,  or  other  vehicle; 
but  any  such  arUcle  shaU  be  forfleited  and 
destroyed. 

f  771.  Share  of  fine  to  Informer 

One-half  of  any  fine  recovered  fi-om  any 
person  or  persons  convicted  of  an  offense 
omder  this  chapter  may  be  paid  to  the  per- 
son or  persons  giving  information  leading 
to  such  recovory.  and  one-half  of  any  ball 
forfeited  and  collected  in  any  proceedings 
brought  under  tills  chapter  may  be  paid  to 
the  person  or  persona  giving  the  Information 
Which  led  to  the  insUtutlon  of  such  pro- 
ceedings, if  so  directed  by  the  court  exercis- 
ing Jurisdiction  in  tbe  case.  No  payment  for 
giving  lixforraatlon  sbaU  be  made  to  any 
Officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States. 

1772.  Short  title 

This  chapter  may  Ise  cited  as  the  "NarcoUc 
Drugs  Impart  and  Export  Act." 

Chapter  S5— Domestic  opium  poppy  produc- 
tion control 
See. 

811.  Declaration  of  policy;   assistance  from 

federal  agencies. 

812.  Definitions. 

813.  Rules  and  regulations. 

814.  Licenses;     qualiflcatlons;     limitations; 

revocation  and  renewal. 

815.  Distribution    by    Federal    Government; 

personnel  of  Treasury  Department  ex- 
cepted from  prohibitions. 

816.  Production,  piirchase,  manufacture,  sale 

or  transportation  by  unlicensed  per- 
sons. 

817.  Seizure  and  forfeiture  of  opium  poppies 

Ulegally  possessed;  disposition. 

818.  Penalties. 

819.  Pleading,  presumptions,  and  burden  of 

proof. 

820.  Application  to,  and  of,  other  laws. 

821.  TerrltorUl  appUcatlon. 
823.  Short  title. 

i  811.  Declaration  of  policy;  assistance  from 
Federal  agencies 
(a)   It  is  the  puriMee  of  this  chapter  to— 

(1)  discharge  more  effecUvely  tbe  obliga- 
tions of  the  United  States  under  the  Inter- 
national Opium  Convention  of  1912.  and  the 
Convention  for  Limiting  the  Manufacture 
and  Regulating  the  Distribution  of  Narcotic 
Drugs  of  1931.  as  amended  by  the  protocol 
^P^  ■*  ''^e  Success.  New  York,  on  Decern- 
her  11,  1946; 

(2)  promote  the  public  health  and  the 
general  welfare; 

(3)  regulate  Interstate  and  foreign  com- 
merce In  oplimi  popples;  and 
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(4)  safeguard  the  revenue  derived  from 
taxation  of  opium  and  opium  products. 

(b)  Other  departments,  bureaus,  and  in- 
dependent establishmentk  of  the  Govern- 
ment, when  requested  by  the  Secretaty  of  the 
Treasury,  shall  furnish  sucb  asslstasice.  in- 
cluding tecbnlcal  advice,  as  will  aid  In  carry- 
ing out  the  purposes  of  this  chapter. 

I  812.  Definitions  .    | 

As  used  in  this  chapter —  ■ 

1.  "produce"  or  "production"  includes  the 
planting,  cultivation,  growth,  harvesting,  and 
any  other  activity  which  facilitates  the 
growth  of  the  opium  poppy. 

2.  "opium  poppy"  includes  the  plant 
Papaver  somnlferum.  any  other  plant  which 
is  the  source  of  opium  or  opium  products. 
and  any  part  of  any  such  plant; 

3.  "opium"  Includes  the  inspissattd  Juice 
of  the  opium  ponpy,  in  crude  or  relined  form; 

4.  "opium  products"  includes  opium  and 
all  substances  obtainable  from  opium  or  the 
opium  poppy,  except  the  seed  thereof; 

6.  "Secretary"  means  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury; 

6.  "person"  means  an  individual,  company, 
partnership,  corporation,  or  associaticn. 
S  813.  Rules  and  regulations 

The  Secretary  may  prescribe  and  publish 
all  necessary  rules  and  regulations  for  carry- 
ing out  the  provisions  of  this  chapter. 

S  814.  Licenses:    qualifications:    limitations; 
revocation  and  renewal 

(a)  Any  person  who  desires  to  procure  a 
license  to  produce  the  opium  poppy,  or  to 
manufacture  opium  or  opium  products,  shall 
make  application  therefor  in  such  manner 
and  form  as  the  Secretary  shaU  by  rules  and 
regulations  prescribe. 

(b)  A  license  to  produce  the  opium  Fwppy 
shall  be  issued  only  to  a  person  who,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Secretary,  is  determined  to 
be  a  person — 

(1)  of  good  moral  character; 

(2)  of  suitable  financial  standing  and 
farming  experience; 

(3)  who  owns  or  controls  suitable  farm- 
land to  be  used  as  a  production  area.  In  such 
locality,  as  well,  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Sec- 
retary, render'  reasonably  probable  the  ef- 
ficient and  diligent  performance  of  the  opera- 
tion of  producing  the  opium  poppy  in  appro- 
prtate  number  and  quality;  and 

(4)  who  complies  with  such  additional  re- 
quirements as  the  Secretary  shall  deem  and 
prescribe  as  reasonably  necessary  for  tbe  con- 
trolled production  and  distribution  of  the 
opium  poppy. 

Each  such  license  shall  be  nontransferable 
and  shall  be  valid  only  to  the  extent  of  the 
production  area  and  maximum  weight  of 
opium  poppy  yield  specified  In  the  license 
shall  state  the  locality  of  the  productiori 
area,  and  shall  be  effective  for  a  period  of  1 
year  from  the  date  of  issue  and  may  be  re- 
newed, in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  for 
a  like  period. 

(c)  A  license  to  manufacture  opium  or 
opium  products  shall  be  Issued  only  to  a  per- 
son who,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  is 
determined  to  be  a  person —  1 

( 1 )  at  good  moral  character;  \ 

(2)  who  possesses  a  method  and  facilities 
deemed  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary,  for  the 
efficient  and  economical  extraction  of  opium 
or  opium  products; 

(3)  who  has  such  experience  In  manufac- 
turing and  marketing  other  medical  drugs 
as  to  render  reasonably  probable  the  orderlv 
tmd  lawful  distribution  of  opium  or  opium 
products  Of  suitable  quality  to  supply  medi- 
cal and  scientific  needs;  and 

(4)  who  compiles  with  such  additional  re- 
quirements as  the  Secretary  shall  deem  and 
prescrlt>e  as  reasonably  necessary  far  the 
controlled  production,  manufacture,  and  dis- 
tribution of  the  opium  poppy,  opium,  or 
opium  products. 

aich  license  shall  be  nontransferable,  shall 
Slate  the  maximum  quantity  of  opium  pop- 
pies purchasable  or  obtainable  thereunder. 


and  shall  be  effective  for  a  period  of  1  year 
from  the  date  of  issue  and  may  be  renewed. 
In  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  for  a  like 
period. 

(d)  All  licenses  issued  under  this  section 
shall  be  limited  to  sucb  number,  localities, 
and  areas  as  the  Secretary  shaAl  determine 
to  be  appropriate  to  supply  the  medical  and 
scientific  needs  of  the  United  States  for 
opium  or  opium  products,  with  due  regard  to 
provision  for  reasonable  reserves.  Nothing 
contained  In  this  section  shall  be  construed 
as  requiring  the  Secretary  to  issue  or  renew 
any  license  or  licenses  under  the  provisions 
hereof. 

(e)  The  Secretary  may  revoke  or  refuse  to 
renew  any  license  Issued  under  this  section. 
If.  after  due  notice  and  opportunity  for  hear- 
ing, he  finds  such  action  to  be  in  the  public 
Interest,  or  finds  that  the  licensee  has  failed 
to  maintain  the  requisite  qualifications. 

S  815.  Distribution  by  Federal  Government; 
personnel  of  Treasury  Department 
excepted  from  prohibitions 

(a)  The  Secretary,  whenever  in  his  opinion 
the  medical  and  scientific  need*  of  the  Na- 
tion will  not  be  met  by  importation  or  li- 
censed production,  shall  provide  for  the 
acquisition  of  opium  poppy  seed,  for  the  pro- 
duction of  the  opium  poppy,  for  the  manu- 
facture of  opium  or  opium  products,  and  for 
the  use.  sale,  giving  away,  or  other  proper 
distribution  of  opium  poppy  seed,  opium 
poppie.>=.  opium,  or  opium  products  by  the 
United  States  Government  either  directly  or 
through  and  with  the  approval  of  the  head 
of  any  agency  of  the  Government.  Including 
any  Government-owned  or  controlled  cor- 
poration. 

(b)  None  of  the  prohibitions  oontained  in 
this  chapter  shall  apply  to  any  olflcer  or  em- 
ployee of  the  United  States  TreasJury  Depart- 
ment who  in  the  performance  of  his  official 
duties  and  within  the  scope  of  his  authority 
engages  in  any  of  the  business  or  activities 
herein  described,  nor  to  any  other  officer  or 
employee  of  the  United  States  aovernment. 

Who  in  the  performance  of  his  ofUclal  duties. 
within  the  scope  of  his  authorlly  and  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  engages  In  any 
of  the  businesses  or  activities  herein  de- 
scribed. 


\  816.  Production,  purchase,  nmnufacture, 
sale  or  transportation  by  unlicensed 
persons 

(a)  No  person  who  is  not  the  holder  of  a 
proper  license  authorizing  him  to  produce 
the  opium  poppy,  duly  Issued  to  him  by 
the  Secretary,  shall  produce  or  attempt  to 

produce  the  opium  poppy,  or  permit  the  pro- 
duction of  the  opium  poppy  in  or  upon  any 
place  owned,  occupied,  used,  or  controlled 
by  him. 

(b)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  sub- 
section (e)  of  this  section,  no  penson  shall— 

(1)  purchase  or  In  any  other  manner  ob- 
tain the  opium  poppy,  unless  he  Is  the 
holder  of  a  proper  Ucense  to  produce  the 
opium  poppy  or  to  manufacture  opium  or 
opium  products,  duly  issued  to  film  by  the 
Secretary;  or 

(2)  sell,  transfer,  convey  any  Interest  in, 
or  give  away  the  opium  poppy  to  any  per- 
son not  so  licensed. 

(c)  No  person  who  Is  not  the  holder  of  a 
proper  license  authorizing  him  to  manu- 
facture opiiun  or  opium  product*,  duly  Is- 
sued to  him  by  the  Secretary,  sball  manu- 
facture, compound,  or  extract  opium  or 
opium  products  from  the  opium  poppy. 

(d)  No  person  who  is  not  the  Holder  of  a 
proper  license  authorizing  him  «o  produce 
the  oplirm  poppy  or  to  manufacture  opium 
or  opium  products,  duly  Issued  to  blm  by 
the  Secreury,  shall  send.  ship,  carry,  trans- 
port, or  deliver  any  opium  popples  within 
any  State,  Territory,  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, the  Canal  Zone,  or  insular  possession 
ofthe  United  States,  or  from  Any  State. 
Territory,  the  District  of  Columbia,  the 
canal   Zone,   or   insular   possession    of    the 
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United  States,  Into  any  other  State,  Terri- 
tory, the  District  of  Columbia,  the  Canal 
Zone,  or  insular  possession  of  the  United 
States.  Nothing  contained  In  this  subsec- 
tion shall  apply  to  any  common  carrier  en- 
gaged In  transporting  opium  popples  pur- 
suant to  an  agreement  with  a  person  duly 
licensed  under  section  814  of  this  title  as 
a  producer  of  the  opium  poppy,  or  as  a 
manufacturer  of  opium  or  opium  products, 
or  to  any  employee  of  any  person  so  li- 
censed while  acting  within  tbe  scope  of  bis 
employment. 

(e)  No  person  shall  sell,  transfer,  convey 
any  Interest  In.  or  give  away,  except  to  a 
person  duly  licensed  under  section  814  of 
this  title,  opium  poppy  seed  for  the  purpose 
of  opium  poppy  production,  nor  shall  any 
unlicensed  person  purchase  or  otherwise  ob- 
tain such  seed  for  such  purpose;  but  the 
seed  obtained  from  opium  popples  produced 
by  licensed  producers  may  be  sold  or  trans- 
ferred by  such  producers  to  unlicensed  per- 
sons, and  may  thereafter  be  resold  or  trans- 
ferred, for  ultimate  consumption  as  a  spice 
seed  or  for  the  manufacture  of  oil. 

S  817.  Seizure  and  forfeiture  of  opium  pop- 
ples Illegally   possessed;    disposition 

(a)  Any  opium  pxjppies  produced  or  other- 
wise obuined  In  violation  of  any  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  chapter  shall  be  seized  by 
and  forfeited  to.  the  United  States. 

(b)  The  failure,  upon  demand  by  the  Sec- 
retary, or  his  duly  authorized  a^;ent.  of  the 
person  in  occupancy  or  control  of  land  or 
premises  upon  which  opium  popples  are 
beini?  produced  or  stored  to  produce  an  ap- 
propriate license,  or  proof  that  he  Is  the 
holder  thereof,  shall  constitute  authority  for 
the  seizure  and  forfeiture  of  such  opium 
popples. 

(c»  The  Secretary,  or  his  duly  authorized 
agent,  shall  have  authority  to  enter  upon 
any  land  (but  not  a  dwelling  house,  unless 
pursuant  to  a  search  wai.ant  Issued  accord- 
in?  to  law)    where  opium   popples  are  being 

produced  or  stored,  for  the  purposes  of  en- 
forcing the  provisions  of  this  chapter. 

(d)  Any  opium  popples,  the  owner  or  own- 
ers of  which  are  unknown,  seized  by  or  com- 
ing Into  the  possession  of  the  United  States 
In  the  enforcement  of  this  chapter  shall  be 
forfeited  to  the  United  States. 

(e)  The  Secreury  shall  destroy  any  opium 

poppies  seized  by,  and  forfeited  to.  the  United 
States  under  this  section,  or  deliver  them 
for  medical  or  scientific  purposes  to  any  de- 
partment, bureau,  or  other  agency  of  the 
United  States  Government,  upon  proper  ap- 
plication therefor  under  such  regulations  as 
he  may  prescribe. 

S  818.  Penalties 

(a)  Any  person  who  violates  any  provision 
of  this  chapter  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
$2,000  or  Imprisoned  not  more  than  5  years, 
or  both. 

(b)  Any  person  who  willfully  makes,  aids, 
or  assists  In  the  making  of,  or  procures,  coun- 
sels, or  advises  In  the  preparation  or  presen- 
tation of.  a  false  or  fraudulent  statement  In 
any  application  for  a  license  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  814  of  thU  title  shall 
(whether  or  not  such  false  or  fraudulent 
statement  Is  made  by  or  with  the  knowledge 
or  consent  of  the  person  authorized  to  pre- 
sent the  application)  be  fined  not  more  than 
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•2,000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  1  year, 
or  both. 

I  819.  Pleading,  presumptions,  and  burden 
of  proof 

It  shall  not  be  necessary  to  negative  any 
exemptions  set  forth  in  this  chapter  In  any 
complaint.  Information,  indictment,  or  other 
writ  or  proceeding  laid  or  brought  under  this 
chapter  and  the  burden  of  proof  of  any  such 
exemption  shall  be  upon  the  defendant.  In 
the  absence  of  the  production  of  an  appro- 
priate license  by  the  defendant,  he  shall  be 
presumed  not  to  have  been  duly  licensed  In 
accordance  with  section  814  of  this  title  and 
the  burden  of  proof  shall  be  on  ihe  defendant 
to  rebut  such  presumption. 

S  820.  Application  to,  and  of,  other  laws 

Nothing  In  this  chapter  shall  be  construed 
to  repeal  any  provisions  of  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code,  but  nothing  in  that  code  shall 
apply  to  the  production,  sale,  or  transfer  of 
opium  popples,  when  such  opium  poppies  are 
lawfully  produced,  sold,  or  transferred  by 
persons  duly  and  prop)erly  licensed  under  sec- 
tion 814  of  this  title  In  conformity  with  the 
regulations  Issued  pixrsuant  to  such  section. 

\  821.  Territorial  application 

The  provisions  of  this  chapter  shall  apply 
to  the  several  States,  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, the  Territory  of  Alaska,  the  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii,  the  Canal  Zone.  Puerto  Rico, 
and  the  other  insular  possessions  of  the 
United  States. 

{  822.  Short  title 

This  chapter  may  l)e  cited  as  the  "Opium 
Poppy  Control  Act". 

Sec.  2.  Section  1  of  the  act  approved  May 
29.  1884  (ch.  60.  23  Stat.  31;  7  U.  S.  C.  sec. 
391).  as  amended,  la  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

"SkCTiCN  1.  There  shall  be  In  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  a  Bureau  of  Animal  *  i- 
dustry.  The  Secretary  of  A'^riculture  is  au- 
thorized to  appoint  a  chief  thereof,  who  shall 

be  a  competent  veterinary  surgeon.  The  func- 
tions of  the  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry  shall 
be  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  or, 
subject  to  his  direction  and  control,  in  such 
officers  and  agencies  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  as  he  may  designate.  Such 
functions  shall  Include  the  duty  to  Investi- 
gate and  report  upon  the  condition  of  the 

domestic  animals  and  poultry  of  the  United 
States,  their  protection  and  use.  and  also  to 
Inquire  Into  and  report  the  causes  of  com- 
municable diseases  among  them,  and  the 
means  for  the  prevention  and  cure  of  the 

same,  and  to  collect  such  Information  on 
these  subjects  as  shall  be  valuable  to  the 
agricultural  and  commercial  Interests  of  the 
country.". 

Sec.  3.  The  first  paragraph  of  section  1 
of  the  act  approved  March  28.  1928  (ch.  266. 
45  Stat.  374;  31  U.  S.  C.  sec.  529a).  as 
amended,  is  amended  (1)  by  striking  out 
"Division  of  Disbursement",  as  now  appear- 
ing In  such  paragraph,  and.  In  lieu  thereof. 
Inserting  "Fiscal  Service"  and  (2)  by  strik- 
ing out,  after  the  first  semicolon,  "the  act 
entitled  "An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  prohibit  the  Importation  and  use 
of  opium  for  other  than  medicinal  pur- 
poses", approved  February  9,  1909",  as 
amended,  known  as  the  'Narcotic  Drugs 
Import  and  Export  Act'  ",  and  Inserting   In 
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lieu  thereof  "chapter  93  of  Title  21,  United 
States  Code". 

BBC.  4.  (a)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  901 
of  the  act  approved  July  1,  1944  (chapter 
373.  TlUe  m,  68  Stat.  ^2;  42  U.  8  C  sec 
242)  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  refer- 
ence "the  Narcotic  Drugs  Import  and  Export 
Act,  as  amended",  appearing  at  tbe  end  of 
such  subsection,  and  inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  "chapter  93  of  Title  21.  United 
States  Code".  »"«»« 

(b)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  7  of  the  act 
approved  August  9.  1939  (chapter  618.  63 
Stat.  1293;  49  U.  S.  C,  sec.  787  (d))  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 
reference  "the  Narcotic  Drugs  Import  and 
Export  Act."  appearing  in  such  subsection. 

Sec.  5.  The  opening  clause  of  subaedtlon 
(f)  of  section  15  of  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission Act  (15  U.  8.  C,  sec.  56  (f))  as 
amended,  which  subsection  was  added  to 
such  section  15  by  section  4  (b)  of  the  act 
approved  March  16,  1950  (ch.  61.  64  SUt. 
21 ) .  is  amended  by  striking  out  "and  section 
407  of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetle 
Act,  as  amended". 

Sec.  6.  If  any  part  of  title  21,  United 
States  Code,  as  set  out  In  section  1  of  this 
act,  shall  be  held  Invalid,  the  remainder  of 
such  title  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  7.  No  Inference  of  a  legislative  con- 
struction is  to  be  drawn  by  reason  of  the 
chapter  In  title  21,  United  States  Code,  as 
set  out  in  section  1  of  this  act.  In  which  any 
section  is  placed,  nor  by  reason  of  the  catch- 
lines  used  In  such  title. 

Sec.  8.  All  orders,  rules,  and  regulations  In 
effect  on  the  effective  date  of  this  act,  which 
were  adopted  under  the  authority  of  the  acts 
of  Congress  from  which  title  21,  United 
States  Code,  as  set  out  In  section  1  of  this 
act,  U  derived,  shall  continue  In  effect  until 
modified,  amended,  superseded,  or  repealed 
under  the  authority  of  such  title. 

Sec.  9.  There  are  authorized  to  be  appro- 
priated such  sums  as  may  be  neqeasa^  to 
carry  out  the  provlisons  of  title  21,  United 

States  Code,  as  set  out  in  section  1  of  thla 

act. 

SBC.  10.  This  act  shall  take  effect  on  Jan- 
uary 1.  1955,  except  that,  with  respect  to 
pesticide  chemicals  for  which  tolerances  or 
exemptions  have  not  been  established  under 
section  408  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  act  as  In  effect  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act  or  under  section  G>6  of  the 
Federal  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  as  en- 
acted by  section  1  of  this  act,  the  provisions 
Of  clause  (2)  of  section  52  (a)  of  tiUe  21, 
United  States  Code,  set  out  In  section  1  of 
this  act  which  relate  to  pesticide  chemicals 
In  or  on  raw  agricultural  commodities  shall - 
not  be  effective — 

(1)  for  the  period  of  one  year  following 
July  22.  1954;  or 

(2)  for  such  additional  period  following 
such  period  of  one  year,  but  not  extendteg 
beyond  two  years  after  July  22,  1964,  as  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
may  prescribe  on  the  basis  of  a  finding  that 
conditions  exist  which  necessitate  the  pre- 
scribing of  such  additional  period. 

Sbc.  11.  The  sections  or  parts  thereof  of 
the  Statutes  at  Large  enumerated  in  tbe  fol- 
lowing schedule  are  hereby  ^pealed.  Any 
rights  or  liabilities  now  existing  under  Buch 
sections  or  parts  thereof  shall  not  be  af- 
fected by  this  repeal. 


Statute*  at  Large 

r.  8.  c<Kifl 

Date 

Chapter 

Ti)le 

Section 

Volume 

Pajre 

Title 

Section 

ISM-May  29 

60 

60 

2in 

2,  3,  4,  5,  6.  7,  8,  0 

10 

1.2.3 

1.  2.  3 

4,  ft,  7,  8.  9,  10 

1.  2,  3.  4,  5,  6,  7,  8,  »,  10 

1 

1.  2 

1.2.3 

1,  2,  3,  4,  6 

2.-? 
33 

24 
26 
26 
29 
32 
32 
32 
•Si- 

31-33 

33 

400 

414.  41.') 

41,V-417 

604-607 

193 

632 

791,  79: 

1264.1205 

21 
/              7 
I           21 
21 
21 
21 

21 
21 

21 
21 

21 

1>0 

112,  113,  114,  117-120,  l.W 
391  note 

lsS7-Feb.2.1 

112  note 

iHtW-.^UC.  30 

191-lM 

1  BOtf ,  71  IUM« 

'            18,  101-105 

41-46.  47-80 

26 

16.17 

111,  112,  in.  120-122 

123-127 

Do 

IW-Mar.  2...                   

I!*l2-M!iy9  ... 

7«4 

1.S57 

.•M9 

July  1 

](in:i-Fph  2                         

li/jj-.Mar.  3 

J'-J 


Ml 
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Augiist  19 


f  ■ 


J 


jf 


statutes  at  Large 


Dlt« 


1008-Jtme  »- 

iwr— Mv.  4 

laOB— May  1«l 

Mayas 

IflOB— Feb. » 

mo— May  as.... 

1M3-Mar.4 

ifli4-JiiiMaeL 

D« 

ins-Mar.  3 

Mar.  4 

1«7— Aof.  10_ 

laiS— Not.  a 

191»— July  34 

Do 

l«)-MaT31._ 

198»-Mar.  i"l'.'.'.'.'.'.'.'. 

Do 

Do 

l«9S-7oBe2S 

UOT— Jan.  18 

Fab.  15 

Mar.  4 

ISas-Feb.  7 

May  1«. 

IflOB— Feb.  1«. 

1«90— June  14 

July  3.. 

1«81— Feb.  28 

1984— June  2J. 

June  35. 

Ifl85-Aus.  27 

193»-Jime  25. 


Cbapter 


June  2»... 

MW— May  3 

JIIIW2S 


IMO— June  27 

1941— July! 

July  11 

Dec  22 

IMa-Dec.  11 


1943-JnIy  12 

1M4— Mar.  2 

IM^-Sept.  21 

1946— July  6 

1947— Feb.  28 

Mar.  10 

July  30 

1»*»-Apr.  34 

June  S 

June  16 

June  34 

Juno  3B 

1M9-Jnne  29 

July  U 

Oct.  18 

lfH>-Mar.  IC 


3913  (part) 

2907  (part) 

170 

198  (part) 

«100 

2S6(part) 

149  (part) 

131  (part) 

131  (part) 

74 

144  (part) 

52 

212 

38  (part) 
36  (part) 

217  (part) 
317  (part) 
363 
362 
268 
700 

39  (part) 

155 
480 

30 

672  (part) 
23  (part) 
488 
829 
S48 
712 
756 
739 
675 


810 
107 
242 

437 


Title 


19il— Oct.  36 


Oct.  30... 

Not.  2... 
It5»-Ant.  S 

Auf .  7 

Aug.  8 

Do... 
1954— Apr.  15... 

July  32... 


613 

730 

221 

77 

412 

281 

8 

16 

356 

229 

423 

477 

613 

64A 

280 

305 

696 

61 

578 

637 
666 

334 

350 
381 
394 
143 

559 


n(part) 


II 


Section 


1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9 


1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 ,  12, 13 


1,  2.  3 

1*4 


1,2 

"T" i."2,"3.4,'.^(i.7,'8,'9 

1,2,3,4,5,  6,  7,8,9,  10,  11,  12 


6,7.8 


i»  2 
All 


1  (part) 
1,2,3 

101  (part) 


1,2 

1,2,3,4 

1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,  11,  12, 

13,  14,  15,  IR,  17 

1  (part) 


101  (a) 
1.  2,  3 

I,  2,  3,  4 
1,  2,  3 

1  (part) 


Voltme 


34 

34 

35 
35 
35 
3« 
37 
38 
38 
38 
38 
40 
40 
41 
41 
41 
41 
42 


1.  2 
1,  2 

5 

101  (part) 

1,2 

1.2,3 

3,6 

1.2,3 

1.2 

1 

1.2 

1,2,3 


8 

1.2 

1,  2,  3,  4,  5 


42 
44 
44 
44 
44 

4.5 

4.'> 
4,') 
46 
4f. 
4n 

48 
48 
49 
52 


62 
53 
53 

54 

5,5 
.W 
55 
56 

57 
5H 
58 
59 
61 
61 
61 
62 
62 
62 
B2 
62 
63 
6.'J 
63 
64 

65 

6.'5 
6.5 
67 
67 
67 
67 
68 
6S 


Page 


«679 

« 1260-1265 

163 

>254 

614 

•440 

•832,833 

'419 

•  420 

817-822 

•  1102 

275 

1048.  UH9 

10  241 

»  271 

"  699 

"  712.713 

1486,  1487 


1500 

774, 775 

11  g(i4 

1101-1103 
14U0-141U 


>'54« 

»  119S 

.587 

)».5«) 

1460 

12(M 

1225 

H7I 

1040-1069 


12.35 

» (v;n 

853,854 

"  6.32 

"478 

.5K4 

851.8.52 

1045-1049 

■.500 

108 

734 

463,  4t>4 

7,  8 

II,  12 

»631   532 

19H 

344 

4,58 

582 

9H6 

««331 

409,  410 

883,  883 

20,  22 

648,  549 

693.694 
767,  768 

389 
476,  477 
493,  494 

f*K, 
64,  .5,5 

511 


U.S.  Code 


Title 


21 

21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
15 

21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 


21 
21 
21 

21 
21 
21 
21 
21 

?1 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 


Section 


21 
21 
21 

21 

21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 


95 

71-92 

41 

94a 

171-173,174,176-184,185 

131 

151-1,S8 

128 

M 

201 -2J 5 

24 

106, 107 

lOG,  107 

96 

321b 

116 

41-44, 46-,50 

61-63 

64 

321a 

104,115, 115  note 

26 

141-149 

401-400.  409  note.  410.  411 

'•391 

111-115, 11M36,  128,  130 

36 

26 

173a,  197,  198 

199 

104 

tm 

95 

»72a 
301. 321,  321a,  321b,  331-337,  341-346, 
34fitt,  3.51-3,57,  361-3M,  371,  372, 
372a,  373-376,  381,  391,  392,  and 
notes  iherpunder,  a(d  notes  pro- 
ceding  61,  141 

91 
876  note 
342  not*,  343  not*,  3,5]  pote,  352,  352 
note,  361  note,  362  note 

46a 

46a 

l$4<i,  184a  note 

331.352,356,  3,56  note 

1&8,  188  oote,  188a-188a 

S73a 

me 

Il4a 

331,352,  357 

114b,  IHb  note.  114c,  114d 

331,  3.52,  3.57 

97,  97a,  97b,  »7c,  97d 

113a 

B8  ' 

II4<>,  II4f 

331,  334 

193 


352,357 

381 

331 .  M2.  347 

347a,  347b 

333.  333  not«, 

353,  353  note 

114a,  114a-l 

174 

3.52,  357 

331,  334.  ,374 

114a 

171 

341,371 

321 .  342.  342 

notes,  346a 


«(hily  the  second  tan  poratrraph  on  this  pafW,  of  which  the  first  sentence  was  cla.ssi- 
lled  to  the  Unitad  States  Code,  1946  ed.,  as  section  95  of  Utle  21  thereof,  and  the 
lanminder  was  not  ciaaslfled  to  sudi  (3ode. 

>  Commencing  wtth  the  paragraph  headed  "For  meat  inspection,"  on  page  1260. 
?2S  °?2fi'"S2l  ""i'lil^  !*V°S  °'  ^^  P«8«'  Inclusive;  all  that  appears  on  page-s 
iS'ei3fon^?i?';i6l'tkd'^»,^J2^^^^^  -  ^^  ^^ 

pi^^iiS.'S'e'^ord-^^tm^.*"*^  "^  "^  '*"*"°  °'  ""^  P^'  '^^  "^^  ^ 

fl'w  S'S^»*^i^,^'^,  ^'"•,'IJ?"?-''^  *■  *  S***-  27^-277;  May  26.  1922.  ch.  202, 
LWf  ?5^  ?^^'  i"^  'j  V^^  ^^  *3  Stat.  657;  July  1,  1944,  ch.  377,  |  8,  58 
tat.  721   Mar.  8, 1946,  ch.  81. 1 7.  60  Stat.  SB:  Nov  2. 1951  ch  6fi«t  (t  i   s  /n   is  sstot 
'«?',IS.'r«  SJ»«2.  Ch.  477.  S  403  (a)  (10).'  S  Stk?!  OT  '        ^  »  ^'  '  ''^'  ^  S^'' 
•Only  the  third  paragraph  under  the  headtog "Miscellaneous"  appearing  on  this 

-T.VJI.S(^]?*„E"I2S?2i.**™™*?*.t*2B  f®^*"  ^'  "That  from  and  after  July  first", 
SThaT?h?^  ta  iSSyTpi^^r^^tld^'."^  *°**°"  ^  """^  '*'^P''  commencing 
»  Only  the  first  proviso  appearing  on  this  pag*. 

Ani^T^JKS"'"  J"  ***  paragraph  commencing  -Meat  taspection,  Bureau  or 
Juiimal  Induitry"  and  appearing  on  this  page. 
•  Only  the  proviso  appearing  on  tills  page. 

«,l^i!Sf»Kf  ^P"  beglnnhig  "ftfeat  inspection.  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry- 
appearing  <m  U)is  page,  except  the  first  sentence  thereof.  ' 

"  AO  of  the  fourth  full  paragraph  appearing  an  this  page, 
an  fSS  ai^^  L?^^'**-''  ^  'f"'  Piiragrapli  whlcTbegina  on  page  BQS  and  ends 

tJiiL"^  o^SSr^Jh.^'^'"  ""  ^^  "'  ^^  ^^' «"  P*^  713.  except  the 


"  A^  added  hy  art  Aiip.  27,  193.5,  ph.  743.  49  .''tat    88.5 

"Only  the  proviso  in  the  paragraph  headed  -  Meat  Inspection'  appoa-lng  on  this 

^J,  1884,  CM.  GO  (Zi  St^t.  31  ,  I.  h.  (  .,  sec.  391,  arr  also  rcpf-aM,  but  such  repeal  shall 
not  be  construod  as  rfpealinp  such  section  1  of  the  act  of  1H84  (7  U  8  C  w  3nu 
which,  as  arneudad  by  another  section  of  this  act,  shaU  remain  in  fiil'forw  and 

»"  The  Prst  proviso  appearing  on  this  page. 

"  ni'L^rh^'™  '"  tho  parigraph  liradcd  "  Mo.it  Inspection"  appearing  on  this  page 

19  •«  •S^^A/fil?''!?-,""^.*''"^'""  *^'^^  '*""'"''''  th"'  P''"  of  «<■«  June  BO,  1906  c^: 
3913,  34  Stat.  679  wlating  to  a  permanent  appropriation  for  the  Inspection  of  cattle 
sheep,  swinc.  and  goats  and  the  meat  and  meat  f-»<l  products  ther^f  and  ei^nvs 

oX'So';:  (^^r^of'sicTiicTio^^'^^^"^  'y°'^  ^  -^-"^°  <^>  ^^^"^^' 

apie^ari^^'g  on  t^hlsSe'"  "^^  ^"'"^'"'^P''  '"'^"''^  "^^  ^'^  Drug  Adn.lristration." 
Acl'-al'poarir'rA^  ^'^e'^^^^*'''  '^'^''^'  "Enfor«.ment  of  Tea  Importation 
maJ^hll  If,*"  f"""*!"' *«>«-ds  in  the  second  paragraph  appe,»rlng  on  this  pa»re-  "which 
may_  hereafter  be  tned  as  section  702A  of  the  federal  Kood,  Drug.  aSl  Cosmetifl 

ea^id  endsT,;^T32.^'''""^'^  "^''^'  inspection:",  which  commences  on  page 
»  The  two  provUos  in  the  la.st  paraeraph  on  this  page. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  reque&t  of  the  gentleman  from  Dli- 

DOiS? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


TITLE  13  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
CODE.  "CENSUS" 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  £isk  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  9729) 
to  revise,  codify,  and  enact  into  law, 
title  13  of  the  United  States  Code,  en- 
titled "Census,"  with  Senate  amend- 
ments thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  3.  strike  out  paragraphs  (a),  (b),  (c), 
and  (d)  of  section  8  and  Insert: 

"(a)  The  Secretary  may,  upon  a  written 
request,  and  in  bl«  discretion,  ftimlah  to 
Governors  oX  States  and  Territories,  courts 
of  record,  and  individuals,  data  for  genea- 
logical and  other  proper  purposes,  from  the 
population,  agriculture,  and  botising  sched- 
ules prepared  tinder  the  authority  of  sub- 
ch^ter  n  of  chapter  6,  upon  the  payment 
of  the  actual,  or  estimated  cost  of  searching 
the  recortls  and  $1  for  supplying  a  certificate. 

•*(b)  The  Secretary  may  furnish  tran- 
scripts or  copies  of  tables  and  other  census 
records  and  make  s{>eclal  statistical  com- 
pilations and  surveys  for  State  or  local  offi- 
cials, private  concerns,  or  individuals  upon 
the  payment  of  the  actual,  or  estimated  cost 
of  such  work. 

"(c)  In  no  case  shall  Information  fur- 
nished under  the  authority  of  this  section 
be  used  to  the  detriment  of  the  persons  to 
whom  such  information  relates. 

"(d)  All  moneys  received  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce  or  any  bureau  or  agency 
thereof  in  pa3rTnent  for  furnishing  transcripts 
of  censiis  records  or  making  special  statisti- 
cal compUatlons  and  surveys  shall  be  de- 
posited to  the  credit  of  au  appropriation  for 
collecting  statistics." 

Page  11,  line  1,  after  "with".  Insert  ",  and 
are  compiled  and  publlsted  by." 

Page  15,  line  7  of  section  214,  strike  out 
"his"  and  insert  "this." 

Page  15,  line  7  of  section  214.  strike  out 
"imprisonment"  and  insert  "impaisoned.." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


UNITED  STATES  CODE 
Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speakers   desk   the   bill    (H.   R   9730) 
to  amend  various  statutes  and  certain 
titles  of  the  United  SUites  Code,  for  the 
purpose  of  correcting  obsolete  reference, 
and  for  other    purposes,    with    Senate 
amendments  thereto,  EUid  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page    8.    Une    21,    strike    out    "1947"    and 
insert  "1927." 
Page  8,  line  21,  strike  out  "sec.  3  (a)  ." 
C 961  I 


Page  17,  strike  out  all  after  Une  5.  orer 
to  and  including  line  3  on  page  18. 

Page  18,  Une  4.  strike  out  "18"  and  insert 
•17." 

Page  19,  Une  10,  strike  out  "10"  and  insert 
-18." 

Page  30.  Une  20.  strike  out  "20"  and  insert 
"19." 

Page  22.  Une  22.  strike  out  "21"  and  in- 
sert "20." 

Page  23.  Une  14.  strike  out  "22"  and  in- 
sert "21." 

Page  24,  Une  1,  strike  out  "23"  and  in- 
sert "22." 

Page  24.  line  20,  strike  out  "24"  and  insert 
"23." 

Page  25,  line  15,  strike  out  "25"  and  Insert 
"24." 

Page  26.  Une  15,  strike  out  "26"  and  Insert 
••25." 

Page  27,  line  12,  strike  out  "27"  and  In- 
sert "26." 

Page  29,  Une  18.  strike  out  "28"  and  in- 
sert "27." 

Page  31.  line  4,  strike  out  "29"  and  insert 

Page  31,  line  21.  strike  out  "30"  and  insert 
"29." 

Page  32,  line  11,  strike  out  "31"  and  Insert 
••30." 

Page  S3,  Une  IS,  strike  out  "32"  and  insert 
"31." 

Page  34,  Une  18,  strike  out  "33"  and  Insert 
"32." 

Page  35,  Une  IS,  strike  out  "34"  and  insert 
"33." 

Page  36,  line  23,  strike  out  "35"  and  insert 
-34." 

Page  38,  Une  16,  strUte  out  "36"  and  insert 
"35." 

Page  38,  line  22.  strike  out  "3T'  and  insert 
"36." 

Page  39,  line  11,  strike  out  "38"  and  insert 
"37." 

Page  39,  strike  out  all  after  Une  22,  over 
to  and  including  all  preceding  line  6  on  page 
40. 

Page  40,  line  6,  strike  out  "40"  and  insert 
"88." 

Page  40,  Une  13,  strike  out  "41"  and  insert 
"39  " 

Page  42.  line  11.  strike  out  "42"  ancl  insert 
"40." 

Page  42,  Une  15,  strike  out  "43"  and  insert 
•41." 

Page  43,  line  14.  strike  out  "ccxnmlssion** 
and  Insert  "commissioner." 

Page  43,  line  24.  strike  out  "44"  and  insert 
"42." 

Page  44,  Une  3,  strike  out  "45"  and  inaert 
•43." 

Page  44,  Une  12,  strike  out  "46"  and  insert 
"44  " 

Page  46,  Une  21,  strike  out  "iT'  and  Insert 
"45." 

Page  48.  Une  8,  strUte  out  "48"  and  insert 
-46." 

Page  48.  Une  15,  strike  out  "49"  and  insert 
-47." 

Page  49,  line  7,  strike  out  "50"  and  insert 
-48." 

Page  SO,  line  13,  strike  out  "51"  and  Insert 
"49." 

Page  51,  Une  16,  strike  out  "52"  and  insert 
"50." 

Page  54,  Une  3.  strike  out  "53"  and  Insert 
"51." 

Page  65,  line  II,  after  "be"  Insert  "the." 

Page  66,  Une  14,  strike  out  "54"  and  insert 
-62." 

Page  56,  Une  23,  strike  out  "56"  and  Insert 
-63." 

Page  68,  Une  14.  strike  out  "56"  and  Insert 
-64." 

Page  59,  Une  I,  strike  out  "57"  and  Insert 
-56." 

Page  61,  Une  3,  strike  out  "68"  and  insert 
— 66  " 

Page  61.  Une  13.  strike  out  "59"  and  insert 
-67." 

Page  62,  strike  out  aU  after  line  2.  down  to 
and  Including  line  12. 


Page  63.  line  13.  strike  out  "61"  and  inacrt 
-58." 

Page  ea,  line  20,  strike  out  "62"  and  Insert 
-69." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  e<m- 
curred  in.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


GENERAL  LEAVE  TO  EXTEND 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  permission  to  extend  their 
remarks  in  the  body  of  the  Rkoks  Im- 
mediately preceding  the  vote  on  the  bill 
S.  3706. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objectlcm. 


PROVIDING  RELIEF  FOR  THE  SHEEP- 
RAISINQ  INDUSTRY 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2862)  to  pro- 
vide reUef  for  the  sheep-raising  industry 
by  making  special  nonquota  Immigrant 
visas  available  to  certain  skilled  alien 
sheepherders. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bllL 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

Mr.  CELIiER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object.  I  would  like  to  make 
1  or  2  observatians  on  this  particular 
bill.  I  want  the  House  to  understand 
that  we  will  have  passed  three  so-csJled 
sheepherder  bills  with  this  bill  before 
us.  They  were  public  bills.  Tliose  biHs 
permitted  entrance  into  this  coimtry  of 
1,075  Basque  sheepherders.  The  1.075 
included  this  third  bill,  the  histant  bill. 
which  Involves  350  sheepherders.  We 
have  passed  in  addition  80  private 
sheepherder  bills,  making  a  total  of  l.lf  5 
sheepherders.  I  do  not  know  where  all 
these  sheepherders  are  going.  I  do  not 
know  why  there  is  always  an  Insistence 
that  if  you  need  sheepherders,  you  have 
to  have  Basque  or  Spanish  sheepherders. 
That  may  be  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
sheep,  as  I  am  facetiously  informed,  only 
speak  Spanish,  and,  therefore,  they  must 
be  taken  care  of  by  Spanish  sheepherders. 

The  Spanish  quota  is  only  250.  and  be- 
cause we  have  admitted  so  many  sheep- 
herders and  subtracted  one  quota  num- 
ber for  each  sheepherder  admitted,  the 
Spanish  quota  is  mortgaged  for  15  years. 
The  mortgage  is  for  507  of  all  future 
quotas. 

There  are  many  well-deserving,  God- 
fearing Spaniards  who  desire  to  come 
to  this  country.  They  would  make  good 
citizens.  They  are  not  shepherds,  but 
they  have  no  friends  who  are  Members 
of  either  the  House  or  the  Senate,  and 
therefore  they  cannot  importune  this 
body  through  such  friends  and  receive 
preference  to  enable  them  to  come  to 
this  country.  We  need  many  nurses. 
we  need  doctors,  we  need  engineers,  we 
need   all   manner  and  kind  of  bellied 
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labor  In  oiir  coiintxy,  but,  somehow  or 
Other,  aheepberders  are  in  an  exalted  po- 
sition and  they  can  always  come  in  be- 
cause certain  people  in  this  body  and  in 
the  other  body  are  so  powerf  vil  that  they 
bring  them  In.  willy-nilly.  It  is  time  to 
call  a  halt.  We  are  either  going  to  en- 
force the  McCarran-Walter  Act  with  its 
restrictions  or  we  are  not.  Every  time 
you  pass  a  bill  admitting  immigrants 
you  circimivent  and  bypass  the  McCar- 
ran- Walter  Act.  You  have  heard  today 
of  the  many  private  bills  processed  by  the 
House  Judiciary  Committee  Immigra- 
tion Subcommittee.  Four  thousand  bills 
have  been  introduced  this  session.  That 
huge  number  is  primarily  due  to  the  re- 
strictions of  that  basic  act.  Eight  hun- 
dred bills  have  been  enacted. 

In  the  79th  Congress  14  bills  were 
enacted. 

In  the  80th  Congress  80  biUs.were 
enacted. 

In  the  81st  Congress  81  bills  were 
enacted. 

In  the  82d  Congress  729  bills  were 
enacted. 

They  are  Increasing  in  arithmetical 
proportion,  due  to  the  unusual  and  rigid 
conditions  of  the  basic  act. 

The  time  has  come  when  we  must  take 
a  new  loolc  at  that  act.  I  am  willing  for 
you  to  bring  in  sheepherders.  but 
change  the  Spanish  quota.  We  have 
been  striving  with  might  and  main  to 
provide  an  amendment  to  the  funda- 
mental act  to  the  effect  that  unused 
quotas  may  be  used  to  bring  in  deserving 
people,  natives  of  countries  cruelly  dis- 
criminated against  because  of  small 
quotas.  For  example,  the  British  quota, 
which  takes  In  more  than  50  percent  of 
the  immigration  pie,  if  I  may  use  that 
expression,  is  rarely  filled.  Tens  of 
thousands  of  Brttains  through  the  years 
have  not  come  in  who  could  have  come 
in.  Why  not  take  unused  British  quota 
numbers  and  apply  them  to  coimtries 
like  Spain,  Italy,  Greece,  and  other 
lands  with  ridiculously  small  and  tiny 
quotas?  Thereby  the  total  permissible 
number  of  immigrants  would  not  be  in- 
creased. But  when  we  attempt  to 
amend  the  Immigration  Act  in  that  way 
we  are  rebuffed.  But  we  have  these  sub- 
terfuges as  is  involved  in  the  sheep- 
herders*  bill.  These  subterfuges  are 
used  constantly,  making  exceptions  to 
the  statute,  to  bring  groups  in  as  non- 
quota. It  is  time  to  call  a  stop  to  this 
practice.  Amend  the  basic  act.  That  is 
a  real  remedy.  I  do  not  know  but  what 
next  week  we  will  have  another  sheep- 
herders'  bill.  Yesterday  we  approved  a 
sheepherders'  bill,  involving  40  sheep- 
herders.  They  came  into  this  coimtry 
as  seamen.  The  law  was  violated.  They 
became  deserting  seamen,  and  then  sud- 
denly we  find  they  are  sheepherders. 
Their  name  was  changed.  Whether 
they  actually  tend  sheep,  I  have  no  way 
of  knowing.  They  are  here.  I  did  not 
want  to  send  them  back.  I  voted  for  the 
bill.  We  passed  the  bill  yesterday  saying 
that  those  Spaniards  who  came  in  as 
seamen  coiild  remain  here  because  they 
were  sheepherders.  They  are  not  to  be 
deported,  although  they  violated  ovu: 
statutes  when  they  lied  upon  their  ar- 
rival and  said  they  were  seamen. 


BCr.     FBKRHARTER.     Mr.     Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  CELLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  want  to  Com- 
mend the  gentleman  for  the  comments 
he  has  made  with  respect  to  this  mat- 
ter. Of  course,  I  have  the  highest  re- 
gard for  Spain  as  a  nation.  I  thinic  it 
has  made  wonderful  progress  in  the  past 
several  years  and  is  going  to  continue  to 
make  greater  progress  in  the  future.  I 
have  the  highest  esteem  for  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Spanish  race.  I  have  had 
contact  with  many  of  them.  There  is 
no  element  in  the  world  who  would  be 
better  to  have  come  into  this  country, 
but  I  must  say  there  are  many,  many 
other  groups  throughout  the  world  who 
would  also  make  worthwhile  citizens.  It 
seems  to  me  that  it  is  against  principle 
to  single  out  one  small  particular  seg- 
ment of  a  great  nation  and  give  them 
special  privileges,  not  only  over  other 
segments  of  other  nations  but  over  *'r.e 
whole  world  generally.  If  this  Con- 
gress— 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  wiU 
state  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  ob- 
ject. 

The  SPEAKER.     Objection  is  heard. 

Has  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
further  bills  to  call  up  at  this  time? 

Mr.  GRAHAM.   None  at  this  time, 


HON.  NORRIS  COTTON 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker.  T  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAICER,.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California?  1 

There  was  no  objection.  ' 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  with  the 
ending  of  this  session  the  Subcommit- 
tee on  Independent  Offices  Is  goin?  to 
lose  one  of  its  most  respected  and  most 
valuable  members. 

I  refer,  of  course,  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  New  Hampshire,  Mr. 
NoRRis  Cotton,  who  has  decided,  of  his 
own  accord,  to  forsake  this  historic  hall 
and  run  for  office  as  a  Member  of  the 
other  body.  The  gentleman  from  New 
Hampshire  has  great  ability,  and  a  back- 
ground of  experience  which  has  been  of 
value  to  the  Congress  and  to  his  State. 
He  has  been  one  of  our  hardest  working 
Members,  and  he  has  a  sustaining  sense 
of  humor  which  is  a  genuine  asset,  in 
dealing  with  the  budget  requests  of  more 
than  three  dozen  agencies  of  the  Gov- 
eriunent,  year  after  year.  I  can  only 
hope  his  people,  in  New  Hampshire,  real- 
ize the  breadth  of  experience  he  has  had 
on  this  subcommittee,  which  deals  con- 
stantly with  such  agencies  as  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  with  TVA,  with  the 
Housing  Administration,  with  the  Fed- 
eral Power  Commission  and  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  and  the  Federal  Com- 
munications Commission  and  the  later- 
state  Commerce  Commission,  and  the 
General  Services  Administration,  as  well 
as  dozens  of  smaller  agencies,  from  the 
White  House  itself,  to  the  Smithsonian 
Institution  and  the  National  Art  Gallery 


and  all  the  special  commissions,  down  to 
a  little  commission  working  on  the  pol- 
lution of  the  Potomac  River,  or  the 
Roosevelt  Memorial  Library  at  Hyde 
Park. 

It  is  a  great  experience  to  have  served 
on  this  particular  committee,  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations,  one  of  the 
most  influential  in  the  Congress,  and  it 
should  be  a  matter  of  pride  to  a  Mem- 
ber's constituents  to  know  that  he  served 
ably  and  well  and  gained  the  respect  and 
affection  of  his  colleagues.  I  know  the 
people  of  New  Hampshire  will  oot  want 
to  lose  the  cumulative  value  of  this 
knowledge  and  ability  and  experience, 
and  they  they  will  support  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Hamphire  [Mr.  Norris 
Cotton]  in  his  desire  to  represent  them 
in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks, 
and  I  ask  that  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
(Ivf-.  Thomas  I  may  extend  his  remarks 
immediately  following  mine,  and  that 
\\)  Members  who  so  desire  may  extend 
t^-'eir  remarks  on  the  service  of  the  gen- 
tle.Tian  from  New  Hampshire. 

Ine  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  CaU- 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  our  dis- 
tinguished friend  and  colleague,  the 
gentleman  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Cotton],  is  leeving  this  body.  He  is  a 
candidate  for  the  Senate. 

I  have  had  the  privilege  and  pleasure 
of  working  with  Mr.  Cotton  on  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  for  several 
years,  and  know  of  no  man  who  has  dis- 
charged his  responsibility  with  more 
sincerity — and  with  a  broader  grasp  and 
understanding  of  the  many  problems 
entailed  with  Appropriations  Commit- 
tee work — than  he.  He  has  an  enormous 
capacity  for  work  and  a  deep  under- 
standing of  the  human  as  well  as  the  fi- 
nancial side  of  our  problems.  The  peo- 
ple of  his  great  congressional  district 
have  every  reason  to  be  proud  of  him; 
he  has  served  them  ably  and  with  dis- 
tinction. 

All  of  us  in  the  House  will  miss  his 
good  advice  and  counsel,  but  our  loss 
will  be  a  gain  to  the  Senate,  and  to  all 
the  people  of  the  great  State  of  New 
Hampshire. 

Mr.  McINTIRE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
pleased  to  join  with  my  colleagues  in  a 
tribute  to  the  outstanding  service  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  Norris  Cot- 
ton, of  New  Hampshire.  Maine  is  proud 
to  have  as  a  neighbor  the  State  of  New 
Hampshire.  Our  close  common  interest 
provides  a  real  bond  of  friendship  be- 
tween members  of  the  Maine  congres- 
sional delegation  and  the  outstanding 
delegation  that  serves  the  citizens  of  New 
Hampshire  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

My  very  best  wishes  are  extended  to 
the  Honorable  Norris  Cotton  and  his 
family. 

REASON  FOR  OBJECTION 
Mr.    HOFFMAN    of    Michigan.    Mr. 
Speaker.   I  ask   unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  30  seconds. 


The  ECPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
SF>eaker,  when  I  obJecttKl  to  the  sheep- 
herder  bill,  I  was  not  objecting  to  the  bill, 
I  was  just  objecting  to  the  length  of  the 
debate.  

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  say 
that  the  gentleman  by  asking  for  the 
regular  order  could  at  any  time  termi- 
nate debate  under  a  reservation  of  ob- 
jection.      

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  GREEN.  When  the  gentleman 
made  his  point  of  order 

The  SPEAKER.  He  did  not  make  a 
point  of  order. 

Mr.  GREEN.  He  asked  for  a  point  of 
order,  and  when  he  W8.s  recogriized  he 
objected.    Is  that  a  point  of  order? 

The  SPKAKER.  The  gentleman  used 
it  as  such. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Under  the  parliamen- 
tai-y  procedure  of  the  House  has  he  the 
right  to  use  it  as  such? 

The  SPEAKER.  Yes;  to  stop  pending 
legislation. 

Mr.  GREEN.  I  am  jxist  making  the 
parliamentary  inquiry  for  my  own  future 
guidance. 

S.  SGT.  SILVESTRE  E.  CASTILLO 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  mo- 
ment ago  the  bill  S.  3056  was  objected 
to,  I  am  siu-e.  because  of  a  misunder- 
standing, for  this  bill  comes  very  plainly 
within  the  category  the  leadership 
agreed  to  allow  to  be  brought  up,  private 
bills  which  had  been  reported. 

I  ask  unanimous  comment  for  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  bill  fS. 
3056)  for  the  relief  of  S.  Sgt.  SUvestre 
E.  Castillo. 

The  Clerk  read  the  tiUe  of  the  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  few  the  purposes 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
8.  Sgt.  SUvestre  E.  CastlUo  shall  be  held  and 
considered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  reaidence 
as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act, 
upon  pajrment  of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon 
the  granting  of  permanent  residence  to  sucli 
alien  as  provided  for  In  this  act.  the  Secre- 
tary of  state  shaU  Instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that 
•uch  quota  la  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 
Mr.  PRICE  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  5  min- 
utes today,  following  the  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  5  minutes  today,  following  the  special 
orders  heretofore  entered. 


The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  wishes  to 
State  that  there  is  a  possibility  that 
following  th'-  special  orders  there  may 
be  other  business,  so  the  Chair  alerts 
every  Member  to  that  fact. 


COMMITTEE   ON   GOVERNMENT 
OPERATIONS 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  special  order 
heretofore  entered,  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]  is  recognized 
for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  understand  the  situation,  ob- 
tain an  answer  to  the  above  question,  a 
rather  lengthy  factual  statement  is  nec- 
essary. 

THZ    LEGISLATIVE    RXOSCANIZATION    ACT 

In  an  effort  to  promote  efficiency  and 
economy  in  the  use  of  the  legislative 
powers  conferred  upon  Congress  by  the 
first  15  words  of  the  Federal  Constitu- 
tion,* the  Legislative  Reorganization 
Act '  and  subsequent  amendments  were 
adopted.  The  fact  that  the  act  carried 
fringe  benefits  for  Congrressmen  tm- 
doubtedly  contributed  to  its  early  adop- 
tion, prevented  a  more  thorough  study 
of  its  provisions,  whioh,  in  defining  the 
jiu-isdiction  of  the  Committee  on  Ex- 
penditures in  the  Executive  Depart- 
ments, are  confusing. 

The  prior  excessive  use  by  congres- 
sional committees,  regular  and  special, 
of  the  authority  to  make  investigations 
and  hold  hearings  caused  the  Congress  to 
limit  the  number  of  regular  standing 
committees  of  the  House  to  19.  The 
practice  of  appointing  special  commit- 
tees without  adequate  consideration  of 
the  need  was,  for  a  short  time,  discon- 
tinued. 

COSfMrrTTE  ON  OOVERNMINT  OPraATTONS,  roR- 
MERLT  COMMITTEE  ON  EXPENDITUEES  IN  THE 
EAECUTIVE    DEPAKTMENTS 

One  of  the  19  regular  standing  com- 
mittees of  the  House  recognized  by  the 
Legislative  Reorganization  Act,  herein- 
after referred  to  as  the  Reorganization 
Act,  was  the  Committee  on  Expenditures 
In  the  Executive  Departments.* 

That  committee  was  a  1927  consolida- 
tion of  11  former  committees  charged 
with  the  authority  to  investigate  ex- 
I>enditures  in  1 1  executive  departments.* 

The  Reorganization  Act  and  the  Rules 
of  the  House  gave  that  committee  the 
same  authority  previously  exercised  by 
the  11  Investigatory  committees.*  The 
Committee  on  Government  Operations,* 
previoiisly  the  Committee  on  Expendi- 
tures in  the  Executive  Departments,  will 
hereinafter  be  referred  to  as  the  com- 
mittee. 

It  has  been  my  privilege  to  serve  con- 
tinuously on  the  committee  since  Jan- 
uary 14,  1935.* 

When  the  Republicans  obtained  con- 
trol of  the  House  in  1947.  because  of 


■  AU  legislative  powers  herdn  granted  shall 
be  vested  in  a  Oongreas  of  the  United  States. 
1  Public  Law  eoi.  7»th  Cong. 
*PubUc    Law   eoi,   TOtb   Cknig..    aec.    121 

'<•)   (8). 

•  H.  Res,  7,  70th  Oong..  1st  sesa. 
•Public  Law  eOl,  79th  Cong.,  see.  121  (b) 

(1)  (ta):  House  Rule  XI.  8,  83d  Oong. 

•  H.  Res.  M7.  82d  Cong. 

•  H.  Bes.  50,  74th  Cong. 


seniority  I  was  entitled  to  be  named  as 
chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor  ixt  chairman  of  tba 
Cmnmlttee  <m  Government  Operations. 
Because  no  Member  can  hold  two  chair- 
manships, I  was  forced  to  make  a  choice 
and  chose  the  chairman-ship  of  the  lat- 
ter committee.  t 

Since  1937,'  when  the  sitdown  stoikes. 
following  the  pattern  and  methods  of 
the  Communists,  who,  in  1924,*  had  in- 
filtrated into  the  labor  movement,  came 
to  Michigan,  I  have  been  interested  and 
active  in  efforts  to  expose  and  curb  the 
unlawful  methods,  the  vicious  practices, 
employed  by  Communists  in  connection 
with  labor  disputes. 

As  early  as  June  1. 1937,  from  the  well 
of  the  House,*  naming  some  40  individ- 
uals, I  called  attenticm  to  the  fact  that 
Communists  were  attempting  to  gain 
control  of  the  labor  organizations  and 
were  at  that  time  a  dangerous  threat  to 
our  Government.  That  talk  antedated 
by  16  years  and  6  months  the  state- 
ment of  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Director  of 
the  FBI — quoted  in  J(rfin  Fisher's  arti- 
cle in  the  Chicago  Tribune  and  Wash- 
higton  Times-Herald  of  Pelwuary  8, 
1954 " — to  the  effect  that  Communist 
domination  over  te'ade  unions  operating 
in  the  maritime,  mining,  electrical,  and 
communication  fields  "poses  a  major  and 
dangerous  threat  to  our  national  8e> 
curity." 

That  threat  was  long  recognized  by 
the  FBI  and  thinking  people  who  knew 
the  facts,  but  was  ignored  or  condoned 
in  1937 — far  more  dangerous  now— dis- 
regarded by  law-enforcing  officials,  by 
legislative  bodies — and  in  at  least  1  State, 
West  Virginia  " — by  vote-seeking  politi- 
cians; and  by  the  last  2  administrations. 

Within  the  last  year  and  after  the  press 
had,  through  news  stories  and  editori- 
als," called  special  attention  to  the  dan- 
ger which  was  exposed  in  hearings  held 
by   two   legislative   subcommittees   for 


•  TaUu  In  House.  June  1  and  7,  1937. 

•  See  S.  Rept.  No.  14.  68tb  Cong..  1st  seM. 

•  CoNGBESsiOKAi.  RBCOBD.  1937.  p.  5168  et 
seq. 

"See  Appendix  A,  Plsher  article  in  Wash- 
ington Times-Herald  of  February  8,  1964. 

"  Unions  and  the  Courts  In  West  Vtrginta, 
address  by  Robert  O.  Kelly,  e7th  annual 
meeting  of  the  West  Virginia  Bar  Aaaoda- 
tlon,  September  5,  1953,  e.  g.: 

"In  no  State  in  modem  times  has  labor 
had  a  greater  Impact  on  State  government. 
This  is  particularly  true  with  r^iard  to  the 
executive  branch,  where  freedom  of  unlona 
to  do  as  they  please  Is  notorlovis.  WtiUe  lees 
apparent  in  the  legislative  and  Judlptal 
branches,  one  m\ut  be  blind  to  deny  the  ap- 
parent effect  there.  •  •  • 

'*In  West  Virginia,  but  little  curb  has  been 
Imposed  upon  labor's  so-called  right  to  strike 
and  picket.  regardleBS  of  the  public  interest 
or  the  right  of  otbera  to  be  secure  In  tbelr 
persons  and  property.  I  have  never  been 
able  to  find  In  our  bade  law  any  founda- 
tion of  a  sacred  right  to  enter  tnto^antf 
carry  out  a  conspiracy  to  cause  otbers  to 
breach  contracts  of  employment  or  to  cloae 
places  of  business  or  for  mobs  to  prevent 
use  of  public  streets  and  sidewalka.  How- 
ever, these  special  prlvUeges  seem  seeve  to 
labor  In  Weat  Virginia.  It  Is  to  «•  regretted 
ttaat  tlie  rights  of  those  who  want  to  work. 
of  innocent  bystanders,  and  of  tiM 
oral  public  are  not  so  ■ecurs." 

*See  api>endlz  B.  quotes  from 
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whose  existence  I  was  responsible."  tbe 
present  administration  seemed  to  realia» 
in  part  tbe  situation.** 

In  eoonectlon  with  this  effort— to 
protect  union  as  well  as  nonunion  em- 
ployees—I  made  many  inTesUgations." 
many  speeches,  both  in  Congress  and 
elsewhere,  and  because  of  my  frank,  fac- 
tual statements,  by  a  certain  secti<«i  of 
the  press  and  its  commentators  was  la- 
beled as  "antiunion."  "antilabor,"  and 
"a  labor  baiter." 

None  of  these  charges  had  or  has  the 
slightest  foundation  in  fact,  for  I  have 
always  expressed  the  opinion  that 
unions — ^their  affairs  properly  conducted 
under  the  direction  of  the  membership- 
were  not  only  beneficial  but  necessary, 
if  in  mass-production  indtistries  workers 
were  to  be  treated  as  women  and  men. 

As  a  member  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor,  which  wrote 
the  House  version  of  the  Taft-Hartley 
Act — and  under  the  direction  of  Fred 
Hartley,  who  was  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee during  the  80th  Congress,  imd 
also  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Depart- 
ments— it  was  my  privilege  to,  as  chair- 
man of  a  subcommittee,  make  investiga- 
tions and  hold  hearings  which  exposed 
the  abuses  of  labor  legislation,  disregard 
of  court  orders,  violation  of  law  gen- 
erally, and  racketeering  practiced  in  con- 
nection with  labor  disputes.** 

No  complaint  was  ever  made  by  my 
colleagues  on  the  committees  that  those 
Investigations  or  hearings  Were  improp- 
erly conducted,  witnesses  unfairly 
treated,  or  the  conclusions  reached  not 
supported  by  the  record.  Reports  giving 
conclusions,  making  recommendations, 
were  written,  adopted,  printed,  and  be- 
came a  part  of  official  congressional 
records. 

During  the  80th  Congress,  I  had 
obtained  an  amendment  to  the  rules 
which  extended  the  authority  of  the 
committee  to  make  investigations  and 
hold  hearings." 

When,  in  the  80th  Congress,  it  was  my 
privilege  to  become  chairman  of  the  com- 
xnittee,  to  expedite  the  work  of  the  com- 
mittee, desiring  to  give  each  member  a 
part  therein,  I  appointed  five  subcom- 


**See  appendix  C,  (1)  copy  of  order  ap- 
pointing Subcommittee  of  Ck>mmittee  on 
Ck>vemment  Operations:  and  (2)  of  order 
appointing  Subcommittee  of  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

>*  Excerpt  from  the  President's  message  on 
labor-management  relations,  Jan.  11,  19&4; 

COKOBXSSIONAI.  RkcOro,  p.  129: 

"Tbe  act  presently  prohibits  an  employer 
from  making  payments  to  a  union  to  assist 
in  the  financing  of  union  welfare  funds  tm- 
less  the  fund  meets  certain  standards.  These 
standards  are  not  adequate  to  protect  and 
conserve  these  funds  that  are  held  in  trust 
for  tbe  welfare  of  individual  union  mem- 
bers. It  la  my  recommendation  that  Ck>n- 
greas  initiate  a  thorough  study  of  welfare 
and  pension  funds  covered  by  collective-bar- 
gaining agreements,  with  a  view  of  enacting 
such  legislation  as  will  protect  and  conserve 
theae  funds  for  the  millions  of  working  men 
and  women  who  are  the  beneficiaries." 

"See  appendix  D.  lUt  of  labor  hearings 
held  by  Clabx  E.  HomcAN  in  80th  Cong. 

I*  See  appendix  D.  list  of  labor  hearings 
held  by  Clabx  E.  HomcAM  In  80th  Cong. 

"H.  Res.  80.  SOth  Cong.,  1st  seas.,  passed 
February  10,  1»47. 


mittees* — attempted  to  give  to  each  a 
definite  share  of  committee  work.  That 
laid  the  foundation  of  my  trouble. 

Because  of  the  provisions  of  the  Re- 
organization Act.  it  was  impossible  to 
establish  definite  lines  beyond  whioh  the 
jurisdiction  of  one  subcommittee  should 
not  go.  The  result  was  that  on  occasion 
one  subcommittee  found  Itself  investi- 
gating and  holding  hearings,  making  re- 
ports, which  might  well  have  fallen  with- 
in the  Jurisdiction  of  another  committee. 
However,  there  was  no  serious  conflict. 

When  the  Democrats  returned  to 
power  and  organized  the  81st  and  82d 
Congresses,  subcommittees  with  the  same 
Jurisdiction  were  retained. 

When  the  Republicans  again  took  over 
control  in  the  82  d  Congress,  as  chairman 
I,  again,  with  the  committee's  approval, 
estabUshed  five  regular  subcommittees 
and  outlined  the  jurisdiction  of  each.  I 
retained  the  chairmanship  of  the  sub- 
committee which  passed  upon  reorgani- 
zation plans,  though  the  activities  of  that 
committee  were  very  limited. 

This  was  due  to  the  fact  that,  as  the 
reorganization  plans  came  up.  I  sched- 
uled hearings  on  many  of  them  before 
the  full  committee — the  reason  being 
that,  coming  from  the  administration, 
and  the  Republican  margin  being  so 
narrow,  a  decision  as  to  whether  the 
plan  should  be  reported  or  rejected  would 
obviously  be  obtained  more  quickly  and 
would  more  accurately  represent  the 
views  of  the  members  than  if  we  were 
forced  to  go  through  the  procedure  first 
wltn  the  subcommittee,  then  with  the 
full  committee. 

Ten  reorganization  plans  were  sub- 
mitted by  the  administration  during  the 
first  session  of  the  83d  Congress.  On 
plans  3,  4,  and  5,  no  hearings  were  held, 
no  disapproving  resolutions  having  been 
Introduced.  Of  the  remainder,  with  the 
exception  of  plans  7,  8,  9,  and  10  all  were 
heard  by  the  full  committee  and  all  were 
approved." 

I  named  as  chairmen  of  the  regular 
subcommittees  R.  Walter  Riehlman, 
MlUtary  Operations  Subcommittee ; 
George  H.  Bender.  Public  Accounts  Sub- 
committee; Mrs.  Cecil  M.  Harden,  Inter- 
governmental Relations  Subcommittee; 
Charles  B.  Brownson,  International  Op- 
erations Subcommittee. 

During  the  81st  Democratic  Congress 
a  subcommittee,  at  Government  expense, 
traveled  to  the  Far  East.""  Another  went 
to  EJurope."  Still  another  took  a  42 -day 
trip  around  the  world  at  Government 
expense  and  in  a  Government  plane." 
Only  one  report  was  adopted  and 
printed."  . 

"  Subcommittee  on  Surplus  Property,  Sub- 
committee on  State  Department,  Subcom- 
mittee on  Extra  Legal  Activities  in  Depart- 
ments. Subcommittee  on  Publicity  and 
Propaganda,  Subcommittee  on  Procurement 
and  Buildings. 

"Committee  calendar. 

*»  Huber  Special  Subcommittee  to  tke  Par 
East.  Slat  Cong,  (no  report  printed). 

"  Blatnik  Special  Subcommittee  to  EUrope, 
aist  Cong,  (no  report  printed). 

"  Bonner  Subcommittee  Around  the  World, 
82d  Cong,  (report  printed). 

"  leth  Intermediate  Report,  Committee  on 
Expenditiu-es  in  tlie  Executive  IDepartsaents, 
82d  Cong.,  title  "Federal  Supply  Management 
(Overseas  Survey),"  H.  Rept.  No.  1894. 


In  1953  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Brownson]  ,  who  has  been  most  ac- 
tive in  stripping  me  of  authority  while 
seeking  funds  for  his  own  subcommittee, 
with  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Meaoer],  a  member  of  his  subcommittee, 
took  another  24-day  inspection  trip, 
from  September  29  to  October  14. 

That  subcommittee  traveled  from 
Washington  to  San  Francisco  to  Hono- 
lulu, to  Tokyo,  to  Korea,  to  Tokyo,  to 
Manila,  to  Honolulu,  to  San  Francisco, 
to  Washington,  D.  C. 

It  also  took  along  Maurice  J.  Mountain 
and  Edward  C.  Kennelly  as  staff  director 
and  counsel,  as  well  as  a  representative 
from  the  State  Department,  apparently 
as  liaison  man. 

The  reported  cost  of  the  trip  was 
$1,311.75.  That,  however,  was  not  the 
total  cost.  That  figure  does  not  include 
the  cost  of  transportation  by  Govern- 
ment plane,  the  cost  of  Government  per- 
sonnel. The  figure  given  represents  the 
$9  per  diem  cost  of  3  committee.  2  staff 
members,  not  other  cpsts. 

Had  the  trip  been  made  by  commercial 
airlines  for  a  party  of  five,  by  chartered 
plane,  the  cost  would  have  been,  in  a 
DC-4.  $51,514.75;  in  a  DC-6,  $79,301.75. 
Had  the  trip  been  made  on  a  commercial 
plane,  first-class  reservation  with  berth, 
the  transportation  cost  would  have  been 
$8,999.  These  figures,  however,  do  not 
include  costs  of  meals  or  lodgings  away 
from  the  plane.  In  addition  to  the  $1,- 
311.75  voucher,  Mr.  Erownson  vouchered 
expenses  of  $124.69,  for  transportation, 
and  "room  rent." 

Mrs.  Harden,  now  by  my  apciointment 
Chairman  of  the  regular  Subcommit- 
tee on  Intergovernmental  Relations;  Mr. 
Brownson,  likewise  by  my  appointment 
chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
International  Operations;  and  Mr. 
Meader,  Republican  Representative  from 
the  Second  District  of  Michigan,  with 
one  minority  staff  member,  Mrs.  Anna- 
bell  Zue,  went  on  the  trip  around  the 
world.  That  subcommittee,  which  was 
under  the  chairmanship  of  Representa- 
tive Bonner,  of  North  Carolina,  made  a 
lengthy  and  instructive  report.  Other 
members  of  the  committee,  including  Mr. 
Riehlman,  chairman  of  the  regular  Sub- 
committee on  Military  Operations,  and 
Mr.  Bender,  chairman  of  the  Subcommit- 
tee on  Public  Accounts,  were  also  abroad 
on  one  or  two  occasions. 

It  has  been  the  chairman  of  these  reg- 
ular subcommittees  who,  with  the  mem- 
bers of  their  subcommittees — all  evident- 
ly and  naturally  desiring  to  eximnd  their 
own  staffs  and  extend  their  authority  to 
travel  and  hold  hearings,  have  aggres- 
sively acted  in  denying  me  authority  to 
expose  and  curb  extortion  and  other 
abuses  by  lawless  individuals.'* 

Again,  I  spent  considerable  time  In  pre- 
paring rules  of  procedure,  and  the  rules 
proposed  for  consideration  by  the  Re- 
publican members  of  the  committee  were, 
with  1  or  2  minor  amendments,  adopted 
b:'  the  full  committee." 


'*  Congressional  Record,  July  17,  1953. 
p.  9103,  et  seq.  Also  minutes  of  committee 
meetings  of  July  15  and  July  24,  1>53. 

*^  Committee  nUnutes,  January  26  and  Feb- 
ruary 18,  1953.  See  appendix  E.  rules  adopted 
by  Conamlttee  on  Government  Oporatlons  on 
January  26  and  February  18,  1953. 
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Those  rules  remained  in  force  and  gave 
efficient  hearings.  They  were  changed 
on  July  15,  1953.  when  the  committee 
liquidated,  within  10  days,  all  of  the 
special  subcommittees,  including  the  one 
Special  Subcommittee  on  Racketeering 
Activities. 

In  my  opinion,  based  upon  not  less 
than  16  years  of  experence.  the  quick- 
est, most  economical,  and  efficient  way 
to  settle  two-thirds  of  the  complaints 
made  to  a  standing  committee  is  through 
the  appointment  of  spt-cial  3-man  sub- 
committees. This,  in  my  judgment,  is 
true  because  usually  it  is  comparative- 
ly easy  to,  at  all  times,  obtain  the  pres- 
ence of  at  least  2  members  of  a  3-man 
subcommittee,  who  are  to  some  extent 
familiar  with  the  question  at  issue.  If 
such  a  subcommittee  encounters  a  con- 
troversial issue  calling  for  political  con- 
sideration, it  can  institute  an  investiga- 
tion and  then  refer  the  whole  matter 
back  to  the  full  committee.  This  view 
was  finally  adopted  by  the  committee  *• 
over  Democratic  protest. 

Thereafter  several  special  subcommit- 
tees, sometimes  calling  for  3,  sometimes 
5.  members  were  authorized.  One,  the 
Special  Subcommittee  on  German  Con- 
sulate, America  House  Program  under 
the  chairmanship  of  Mr.  Miller  of  New 
York,  very  quickly  obtained  satisfactory 
action  in  connection  with  the  State  De- 
partment's housing  program  in  Ger- 
many." 

Another  subcommitti'e  of  3  was  ap- 
pointed, at  the  request  of  2  Senators 
and  a  Congressman,  to  investigate  the 
awarding  of  a  contract  for  the  repair  of 
aircraft  for  a  distressed-labor  area." 
While  the  facts  developed  did  not  result 
in  the  awarding  of  the  si>eciflc  contract 
to  the  distressed  area,  the  plight  of  that 
area  was  called  to  the  attention  of  re- 
sponsible authorities  for  such  other  as- 
sistance as  could  properly  and  lawfully 
be  granted. 

In  anticipation  of  an  attempt  to  solve 
certain  complaints  which  had  been 
made,  other  special  subcommittees  were 
authorized  but  never  actually  estab- 
li.shed  by  the  appointment  of  com- 
mittee members.  Staff  investigations 
showed  the  complaints  to  be  without 
sufficient  sustaining  evidence  to  warrant 
hearings. 

Being  aware  of  the  existence  of  a  gi- 
gantic, vicious  conspiracy  to  collect  mil- 
lions, if  not  billions,  of  dollars  from 
union  as  well  as  nonunion  workers,  from 
individuals  and  corpKjrtitions  engaged  in 
business  and  from  the  Government  it- 
self, on  June  4,  1953,  I  appointed  a  spe- 
cial subcommittee  of  3,  consisting  of 
Mr.  Bender,  of  Ohio,  Mr.  Condon,  of 
California,  with  myself  as  chairman,  to 
investigate  and  hold  hearings  in  this 
field. 

The  purpose  of  the  subcommittee  was 
to  expose  the  activities  of  those  engaged 
in  that  conspiracy  and  to  report, 
through  the  full  committee,  to  the  Con- 


*  Committee  minutes,   February   18,   1953. 

"German  Consulate  America  House  Pro- 
gram, hearings,  February  17.  1953;  H.  Rept. 
No.  168.  83d  Cong..  1st  sess.,  1st  Intermediate 
report  of  committee. 

-'  Fontana  School  of  Aeronautics.  Inc., 
hearings.  February  27,  1953. 


gress  as  to  whether  additional  Federal 
legislation  would  be  advisable,  and,  in- 
cidentally, to  call  the  attMiUon  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  the  obvious 
violations  of  Federal  statutes  where 
prosecuticms  seemed  to  be  advisable. 

Realizing  that  the  House  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor  would,  as  a  leg- 
islative committee,  write  such  legisla- 
tion, I  requested  the  chairman  of  that 
committee,  Samuel  K.  McConnell,  Jr., 
to  appoint  a  similar  subcommittee.  He 
appointed  such  a  subcommittee  on  June 
a.  1953.''  naming  Wint  Smith,  of  Kan- 
sas, as  chairman,  Phil  M.  Landrttm,  of 
Georgia,  as  the  Democratic  member,  and 
naming  me  as  the  second  Republican 
member. 

This  gave  us  a  joint  subcomiAi^e  of 
five,  over  which,  at  my  request/WiNT 
Smith  presided  as  chairman.  He  per- 
formed a  most  difficult  task  in  a  verV 
judicious  and  efficient  maimer.  The 
field  work  was  done  by  experienced  in- 
vestigators on  the  staff  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Operations,  imder 
the  direction  of  WilUam  F.  McKenna." 
who  had  as  his  assistants  Clyde  W. 
Smith,  Lester  P.  Condon,  and.  on  the 
last  Detroit  hearings,  Murray  W.  Jack- 
son. 

The  two  subcommittees  authorized  to 
investigate  racketeering,  extortion,  and 
other  subjects,  held  joint  hearings  at 
Detroit,  Mich.,  on  June  8,  11,  12,  and  13, 
1953.  Those  hearings  were  printed  and 
a  report,  signed  by  all  members  of  both 
subcommittees,  except  Mr.  Condon,  was 
subsequently  accepted  by  the  full  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations,  filed 
with  the  House,  and  printed  as  a  House 
report.** 

The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor  had,  on  June  23, 
1953,  appointed  a  second  subcommittee 
to  participate  in  such  a  hearing."  The 
two  subcommittees  held  joint  hearings 
at  Kansas  City,  Mo."  on  June  29  and  30, 
July  1,  2,  and  3,  1953.  Those  hearings 
were  printed  and  a  unanimous  report  of 
the  Labor  Subcommittee,  signed  by  Wint 


"Appendix  C  (2)  copy  of  order  appointing 
Subcommittee  ol  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor. 

"McKenna  had  established  an  enviable 
reputation  through  his  work  which  blocked 
a  $S>4  million  claim  against  the  Govern- 
ment ( Home  Loan  Bank  Board )  by  numerous 
investors  in  Long  Beach  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Association,  of  Long  Beach.  Calif., 
which  had  overlong  been  in  litigation  in 
the  courts.  McKenna,  who  at  first  was  Gov- 
ernment counsel,  later  counsel  for  the  Re- 
publican minority,  assisted  by  minority 
members  Miller  of  New  York  and  Hoffman 
of  Michigan,  blocked  the  attempt  to  end 
legal  opposition  to  the  payment  of  the  claim. 
Congressman  Chet  Holitield,  of  the  19th 
District  of  California,  had  headed  a  special 
subcommittee  during  the  81st  and  82d  Con- 
gresses in  an  effort  to  compel  the  Federal 
Government  to  cease  Its  opposition  to  the 
payment  of  this  claim.  See  appendix  F,  ex- 
tension ol  remarks  of  Clare  E.  Hoffman  In 
Congressional  Record  of  July  7,  1952,  vol. 
98.  pt.  11.  pp.  A4853-A4857. 

"  H.  Rept.  No.  1324,  83d  Cong.,  2d  sess. 

••  See  appendix  G.  copy  of  order  appoint- 
ing second  Subcommittee  of  tbe  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor. 

**  At  the  Kansas  City  bearings.  Congress- 
man Jeffrey  P.  Hili.elson.  of  the  district, 
served  in  place  ol  Mr.  Bender. 


Smith,  WmcAn  H.  Lvcas.  and  myself. 
Is  now  pending  before  the  Labor  Com- 
mittee. 

On  June  29.  1953,  knowing  that  Con- 
gress was  about  to  adjourn,  and  being 
fully  aware  of  the  desire  of  certain  com- 
mittee members  to  travel  and  hold  hear- 
ings not  only  in  this  country  but  abroad, 
and  thinking  there  was  need  for  prac- 
ticing economy,  I  wrote  the  subcommit- 
tee chairmen"  suggesting  that  they 
limit  their  activities  and  cmtail  their 
staff  to  1  professional  and  1  clerical 
member  while  Congress  was  not  in  ses- 
sion. 

I  was  fully  aware  that  this  suggestion 
would  not  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
subcommittee  chairmen.  Naturjjly,  be- 
ing ambitious,  each  subcommittee  chair- 
man desired  a  little  empire  of  his  own 
with  his  own  staff,  unhampered  by  any 
restraints  imposed  by  the  chairman  of 
the  committee.  However,  I  was  in  error 
in  assuming  that,  if  the  subcommittee 
chairmen  did  not  agree  to  my  first  sug- 
gestion, they  would  suggest  a  compro- 
mise and  perhaps  "bargain  collectively" 
with  me  on  that  subject. 

Had  I  desired  to  be  arbitrary,  as  some 
looking  for  an  excuse  for  their  own  arbi- 
trary actions  have  subsequenUy  charged. 
all  I  had  to  do  was  to  have  waited  until 
Congress  adjourned  in  July  and  then 
refused  to  sign  their  salary  and  expense 
vouchers.  That  authority  was  then 
vested  exclusively  in  me. 

The  resolution  allocating  funds  to  the 
committee  for  the  full  committee  and 
the  subcommittees  contained  a  provision 
that  the  expenses  incurred  not  only  by 
the  full  committee  but  by  all  regular 
subcommittees  and  special  subcommit- 
tees were  to  be  approved  for  payment 
only  when  the  voucher  was  signed  by  the 
chairman  of  the  full  committee.** 

I  had  protested  that  requirement  dur- 
ing the  SOth  Congress,  for  the  reason 
that,  while  I  trusted  the  subcommittee 
chairmen  to  act  wisely  and  econ(Mni- 
cally,  inasmuch  as  I  could  not  oversee 
all  of  their  activities,  I  objected  to  being 
required  to  sign  vouchers  for  expendi- 
tures when  I  had  no  p>ersonal  knowledge 
of  either  the  wisdom  of,  nor  the  neces- 
sity for,  such  expenditures,  nor  of  the 
efficiency  of  their  staff  members.  At 
that  time,  that  is,  during  the  SOth  Con- 
gress, at  my  request,  I  had  been  reUeved 
of  that  resp>onsibility.  I  had  no  objec- 
tion to  like  procedure  during  the  83d 
Congress. 

That  did  not  mean  I  favored  estab- 
lishing subcommittees  as  autonomous 
bodies,  which  has  now  been  done." 

My  position  was  that  I  would  not  sign 
vouchers  for  the  pajmient  of  salaries  and 
expenses  which  were  incurred  without 
my  knowledge. 

Instead  of  suggesting  to  me  that  my 
request  for  a  curtailment  of  their  activi- 
ties was  unreasonable,  the  chairmen  and 
members  of  the  regular  subcommittees — 
at  least  a  majority  of  them — evidently 
got  together  and  formulated  a  plan  of 


•  s 
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**  See  appendix  H,  letter  of  June  29,  1853, 
to  subcommittee  chairmen. 

■^See  appendix  I,  H.  Res.  150.  83d  Cong, 
Ist  sess. 

,  "See  appendix  J,  H.  Res.  339.  83d  Cou;.. 
1st  sess. 
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aetkm  to  In  effect  estafaUeh  tbeic  own 
suboommlttees  aa  xecalar  rtarirttiig  com- 
mittees of  the  House,  and  to  end  mj 
Investicatton  of  eztortkm. 

On  the  ISth  day  of  Jidy  1963.  ther 
came  Into  the  regular  meeting  of  the 
committee  witb  a  leaolutlon,''  which  was 
ofler«d  by  Mr.  Owns,  of  New  Jersey, 
aa  their  spokesman,  and  which  was 
adopted  by  the  econmittee.** 

That  resolution  not  only  gave  to  the 
regular  subcommittees  the  same  author- 
ity glren  the  r^n^  standing  commit- 
tees of  the  House,  thus  in  ^ect  increas- 
ing from  19  to  24  the  regular  standing 
committee  t^  the  House,  but  it  abolished 
the  special  subcommittees  I  had  estab- 
lished, none  of  which,  except  one.  here- 
inafter referred  to,  had  operated  or 
was  operating. 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  the 
Reorganization  Act,  the  House  now  has 
more  than  27  regular  standing  and 
special  ccnnmittees. 

The  Osmers  resolution  also  denied  to 
me  the  authority  exercised  by  every  other 
chairman  of  every  other  regular  stand- 
ing committee  of  the  House;  that  is. 
the  authority  to  i^point  special  sub- 
committees and  direct  their  activities. 

SubsequenUy.  a  request  was  made  by 
me  for  an  extension  of  the  life  of  the 
subcommittee  which  had  been  Investi- 
gating racketeering  and  extortion.  That 
request  was  denied.  On  July  24,  1953. 
the  committee  adcq^ted  3  resolutions — 
1  extending  that  subcommittee  for  60 
dasrs  to  complete  investigation  in  Kan- 
sas City,  and  the  second,  extoiding  the 
life  (rf  the  same  subcommittee  tor  the 
same  period  to  complete  the  Detroit  in- 
vestigation,** the  60-day  limitation  being 
a  restriction  which  made  effective  action 
impossible  and  which  temporarily  at 
least,  gave  comfort  to  the  extortionists. 

Some  of  the  committee  members  had 
argued,  first,  that  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  such  hearings,  and.  second,  that 
the  Committee  on  Government  dera- 
tions had  no  jurisdiction  over  the  sub- 
ject. 

Later,  those  objections  were  apparent- 
ly abandoned.  The  administration  itself 
stressed  the  necessity,  in  the  President's 
message  cm  January  11.  1954,  on  labor- 
management  relations,  of  a  study  of  the 
manner  in  which  health  and  welfare 
funds  were  administered — see  footnote 
No.  14. 

Precedents  and  the  language  of  the 
Reorganization  Act  itself  sustained  the 
jiurlsdiction  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment OperaticMQS. 

In  one  instance  in  the  press,  and  on 
the  floor  of  the  House,  some  of  the  com- 
mittee members  attempted  to  Justify 
their  action  in  liqxiidating  the  special 
subcommittee  which  had  done  such  a 


**  See  appendix  K.  Osmers  resolution  adopt- 
ed on  July  16.  1953. 

"Committee  minutes,  July  15.  1853.  Re- 
publican members  of  the  committee — except 
IiCrB.  CuuBCH,  of  nilnols;  Mr.  Jddd,  of  Minne- 
sota; Mr.  McDoNouoH.  of  California;  and 
Mrs.  &t.  OaoBGx,  of  New  Tork;  who  were  not 
present,  and  Mr.  HnxsLsow,  of  Missouri, 
wlio  Toted  "present" — ^joined  with  the  Demo« 
crats  (except  Mr.  Com>oN,  of  California,  who 
voted  "present")  In  denying  my  request. 

»  Committee  minutes.  July  24.  1953. 


'Job,  axkU  among  other  things. 
stated: 

Mr.  LASZAFr,  Corcksssional  Rkohd. 
July  17,  1953.  volume  99.  part  7.  page 
91(K: 

I  Join  with  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia in  the  statement  he  is  making,  and 
I  want  to  say  that  all  of  us  regret  that  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  has  seen  fit  to 
air  this  so-called  ftunlly  controversy  In  pub- 
lic. 

Mr.  Houmu),  Congressional  Ricord, 
July  17.  1953,  volume  99,  part  7,  page 
9103: 

During  the  past  7  months  the  chairman 
of  the  full  conunlttee  has  seen  fit  to  appoint 
12  special  3-man  subcommittees  for  iavestl- 
gative  purposes. 


}mmit 


;i 


Note:  Only  one  of  these  subcommittees 
was  actually  functioning.  Tt^o  others 
h%d  completed  their  work,  and  no  one 
had  yet  been  named  to  any  of  the  others. 

I  will  say  that  this  (passage  of  the  resolu- 
tion by  Mr.  OsMxas)  was  brought  about  by 
many  different  actions  by  the  chairman  of 
the  fxill  committee  which  were  not  In  Accord 
with  the  viewpoint  of  the  members  Of  the 
committee.  Among  those  actions  was  the 
appointing  of  a  multitude  of  subcommittees, 
3-man  subcommittees,  which  confiicted  with 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  standing  subcom- 
mittees. 

Note:  Rule  3  expressly  gave  the  chair- 
man authority  to  appoint  special  sub- 
committees, and  In  no  way  had  the  juris- 
diction of  any  subcommittee  been  in- 
terfered with. 

Mr.  McCosuACK.  Congressional 
RacoKD.  July  17,  1953,  volume  99,  part 
7,  page  9105: 

In  taking  the  action  we  did,  he  ought  to 
thank  us,  in  a  sense,  because  we  absolved 
him  of  any  opportunity  of  engaging  in  even 
any  unintentional  arbitrary  actions.  So  I 
do  not  apologize  at  all  for  anything  I  did. 

Mr.  Brown  of  Ohio.  Congressional 
Record.  July  17.  1953,  volume  99,  part 
7,  page  9104: 

That  I  Join  In  expressing  deep  regret  that 
there  has  been  any  misunderstanding  over 
the  House  Conunlttee  on  Government  Oper- 
ations the  other  day.  •  •  •  we  have  had,  I 
might  say  very  frankly,  Mr.  Speaker,  an  in- 
tolerable situation  develop  In  our  commit- 
tee. •  •  •  But  I  voted  for  the  resolution 
because  I  thought  It  was  necessary  to  cor- 
rect the  intolerable  situation  In  which  our 
committee  found  Itself,  and  to  protect  the 
integrity  of  the  membership  of  our  com- 
mittee and  of  the  subcommittees. 

Note:  Why  did  he  not  define  the  "in- 
tolerable situation"? 

And;  for  good  measure,  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  also  said : 

We  realize  that  our  chairman  Is  getting 
old.  Like  many  of  us,  he  Is  growing  tn  age. 
Perhaps  he  has  not  been  well.  Some  of  us 
have  not  been.  I  have  not  been  well  myself. 
Sometimes  I  get  a  bit  testy,  for  which  I  often 
turn  aroimd  and  apologize  once  in  awhile. 

Although  he  struck  these  statements 
from  the  revision  of  his  remarks,  they 
were  widely  quoted  in  the  press. 

Note:  Mr.  Brown  does  not  allege — he 
cannot  truthfully  charge — that  either 
age.  ill  health,  or  anything  else  has  kept 
me  from  performing  my  full  duty. 

Nor  did  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  cite 
any  specific  instance  of  testiness;  and 
my  so-called  criticism  of  the  subcom- 
mittees to  which  he  referred  will,   by 


reference  to  a  copy  of  the  letter  written 
the  subcommittee  chairman — appendix 
H — be  shown  to  be  no  criticism  whatso- 
ever, just  an  economy  suggestion. 

It  Is  significant  that  each  member 
seeking  to  defend  his  action  used  only 
general  language.  No  one  laid  on  the 
line  a  specific  statement  or  charge  of  im- 
proper conduct  or  action  on  the  part  of 
the  chairman.  Even  one  alleged  to  be  a 
thief  is  entitled  to  be  told  what  he  stole, 
when,  where,  and  from  whom. 

Mr.  Bender.  Congressional  Record. 
July  17,  1953,  volume  99,  part  7.  page 
9105: 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  chairman  of  any 
committee  here.  Irrespective  of  how  much  we 
love  him,  has  the  right  to  be  constitutionally 
unconstitutional  all  the  time.  •  •  •  And  I 
have  put  up  with  contilderable  malarky  on 
occasions.  I  have  tried  on  every  occasion  to 
stand  by  him  here  on  the  floor  and  in  com- 
mittee, and  sometimes  when  the  gentleman 
would  be  hopelessly  negative  I  Would  find 
myself  in  a  rather  awkward  predica- 
ment. •  •  •  I  do  not  like  to  be  biillywagged 
any  more  than  anyone  else  does.    | 

Note:  Why  not  be  specific  and  cite 
the  chairman's  offenses?  I  have  chal- 
lenged the  gentleman  to  name  one 
example. 

Mr.  Bender,  Cleveland  News,  January 
14,  1954,  Interview  by  Webb  Seely: 

Question.  Has  Congressman  HomcAir 
abused  his  power  by  asking  for  his  own  sub- 
conunlttee  to  Investigate  labor  racketeering 
here  and  elsewhere? 

Answer.  He  has.  HomiAif  has  organized 
special  committees  at  the  drop  at  the  hat. 
He  does  this  without  consulting  other  mem- 
bers of  the  Government  Operations  Comrc  It- 
tee.  He  has  so  many  special  actltltles  he  li 
abusing  his  power.  I  won't  be  S  party  to 
anything  Illegal. 

Question.  What  was  illegal  about  Repre- 
sentative HorFUAN's  racketeering  commit- 
tee? 

Answer.  Setting  up  and  obviously  abusing 
his  power.  I  wont  be  a  party  to  Aoing  any- 
thing wrong. 

Reprinted  In  Congressionai*  Rkcoro, 
January  18,  1954.  page  388. 

Mr.  Bender's  charge  that  the  chairman 
acted  Illegally  is  an  illustration  of  either 
his  lack  of  knowledge  or  a  deUberate  mis- 
representation." Committee  rule  3  until 
repealed  by  the  committee  on  July  15. 
1953,  expressly  authorized  the  chairman 
to  appoint  special  subcommittees  con- 
sisting of  two  or  more  members." 

Mr.  Bender  was  present  on  Jeoiuary 
26.  1953,"  when  the  rule  was  discussed 
and  adopted,  and  he  voted  in  favor  of 


••  See  remarks  of  Clare  E.  Hoftman  in  Cow- 
CRESsioNAi.  Recobo  of  January  18^  1964,  pp. 
388-393. 

"  Rule  3  of  Rules  of  Conunlttee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  In  Conunlttee  Calendar 
No.  1.  March  1,  1953: 

"Rule  3.  A  majority  of  the  comcftlttee  shall 
constitute  a  quorum;  provided,  however,  that 
special  subcommittees  consisting .  of  two  or 
more  members — at  least  one  of  Whom  shall 
be  a  member  of  the  minority — may  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  chairman,  and  in  such  case. 
one  member  of  the  special  subcommittee 
shall  be  a  quorum  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
sworn  testimony  only,  provided  that  the 
other  member  or  members  of  the  special  sub- 
committee shall  have  received  reasonable 
notice  thereof.  Four  members  of  a  regular 
subcommittee  shall  constitute  a  qtiorum." 

"  Committee  minutes,  January  26  and 
February  10,  1053. 
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that  rule.  Moreover,  Mr.  Bender  served 
without  objection  on  a  si>ecial  three-man 
subcommittee."  Why  did  he  twice  de- 
liberately make  a  false  statement? 

Following  the  action  of  the  full  com- 
mittee on  July  24,  1953,  I  immediately 
requested  Wint  Smith,  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  which  had  been  appointed 
by  the  chairman  of  the  House  Commit- 
tee on  Education  and  Labor,  to  ask  for 
the  continuation  of  his  subcommittee. 

Mr.  Smith  made  that  request,  and,  on 
November  13,  1953,  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  au- 
thorized a  subcommittee,  naming  Mr. 
Smith  as  chairman.  Mr  Landrum  as  the 
Democratic  member,  and  me  as  the  sec- 
ond Republican  member,  to  complete 
the  investigations  we  had  previously 
started  at  Detroit  and  Chicago.** 

That  subcommittee  held  hearings  on 
November  23.  24.  25,  and  27,  1953.  which 
hearings  have  been  printed,  and  there 
is  pending  before  the  Labor  Committee 
the  subcommittee's  unanimous  report 
thereon. 

Following  the  hearings  held  In  June 
in  Detroit  and  the  hearings  held  at 
Kansas  City  in  late  Jun(?  and  early  July, 
some  twenty-odd  indictments  were  re- 
turned. Following  the  hearings  held  at 
Detroit  in  November,  the  United  States 
district  attorney  announced  that  he 
would  make  an  investigation  and  take 
appropriate  action,  and  some  indict- 
ments were  subsequently  returned. 

The  press,  especially  the  three  Detroit 
papers,  the  News,  the  Times,  and  the 
Free  Press;  the  Kansas  City  Star,  the 
St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch,  the  Minneapolis 
Star  and  Tribune,  the  Des  Moines  Reg- 
ister and  Tribune,  and  the  Chicago  Trib- 
une, gave  favorable  publicity  to  the  De- 
troit and  Kansas  City  hearings.  In  edi- 
torials from  these  and  other  papers,  the 
necessity  for  such  hearings  was  repeat- 
edly pointed  out." 

An  article  in  the  February  1954  issue 
of  the  Sign.  Big  Racket  m  Small  Change, 
by  Milton  Lomask,**  and  a  story  in  the 
March  9.  1954,  issue  of  Look,  How  Labor 
Bo-sses  Get  Rich,  by  Clark  Mollenhoff." 
will  give  some  idea  of  the  nationwide 
interest  in  and  scope  of  the  subject. 

In  the  meantime,  the  members  of  the 
full  committee  were  foi'ced  to  the  con- 
clusion, through  statem'?nts  which  I  had 
made  and  filed  with  them,  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations  had 
jurisdiction  over  the  subject  matter. 

The  committee  was  also  apparently 
convinced  from  statements  inserted  in 
the  record  that  the  public  was  demand- 
ing that  these  hearii;  gs  oe  continued. 

In  fact,  the  administration  itself  ap- 
parently seemed  to  be  convinced  that 
millions  of  dollars  which  had  been  en- 


*"  Special  Subcomnrltte<;  To  Investigate 
Federal-State  Cooperation  In  Enforcement  of 
Anll-Racketeerlng  Laws  arid  the  Labor-Man- 
agement Relations  Act,  1917.  and  other  Fed- 
eral Labor  Legislation,  Clare  E.  Hoitman, 
chairman,  Mr.  Bender  and  Mr.  Condon. 

*'  See  appendix  L,  ordei  appointing  third 
Rubcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor. 

"  Appendix  B.  quotes  frum  editorials. 

*"  Appendix  M,  article  in  the  Sign.  February 
1954. 

''Appendix  N,  article  In  Look,  March  9. 
1954. 


trusted  to  those  handling  union  health 
and  welfare  funds  were  being  wasted, 
perhaps  misappropriated. 

As  previously  stated,  the  President,  on 
January  11,  1954,  in  his  message  to  Con- 
gress on  labor-management  relations,  in- 
cluded a  paragraph  on  the  subject — 
footnote  No.  14. 

The  committee  may  have  reached  the 
conclusion  that  not  only  were  the  pro- 
posed investigations  which  I  was  asking 
authority  to  continue  necessary,  but  that 
they  would  provide  a  publicity  band- 
wagon on  which  politicians  might  ride 
into  office.  This  conclusion  I  reached 
because  neither  the  committee  as  a 
group,  nor  any  individual  member  there- 
of, so  far  as  I  know,  ever  uttered  1  word 
of  criticism  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  hearings  which  I  held  or  in  which  I 
participated  had  been  conducted  or 
found  1  word  of  fault  with  the  results 
which  had  been  obtained;  nevertheless, 
at  every  opportunity,  denied  me  the  au- 
thority to  continue  such  investigations 
and  hearings. 

On  January  20. 1954, 1  presented  to  the 
committee  a  resolution  asking  for  au- 
thority to  continue  to  investigate  racket- 
eering and  extortion,  to  determine-  the 
necessity  of  amending  the  Taft-Hartley 
Act  and  the  advisability  of  writing  addi- 
tional legislation  to  protect  interstate 
commerce  and  the  civil  rights  of  the  citi- 
zens.*" 

A  substitute  resolution  was  offered  by 
Mr.  Osmers,  using  substantially  the  same 
language  carried  in  the  resolution  which 

1  had  offered,  but  granting  the  authority 
to  make  such  investigation  to  Mr.  Ben- 
der," the  announced  candidate  for  the 
Republican  primary  nomination  for  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio. 

That  substitute,  as  has  been  previously 
stated,  was  adopted  by  a  vote  of  19  to  1 ; 
7  Republicans  being  present  and  voting, 
9  Democrats  being  present  and  voting, 

2  Republicans  and  1  Democrat  absent 
but  voting  aye  by  proxy;  1  Republican, 
Mrs.  Church,  and  4  Democrats,  Messrs. 
Dawson.  Condon,  Fountain,  and  Pil- 
CHER  present  but  not  voting;  5  Republi- 
cans, Messrs.  Graham.  Judd,  McDon- 
ouGH,  Miller,  and  Poff,  absent  and  not 
voting. 

The  committee  action  giving  the  Sub- 
committee on  Public  Accounts  authority 
to  do  the  things  which  I  had  requested 
authority  to  do,  while  denying  that  au- 
thority to  me  as  chairman  of  a  special 
subcommittee,  was  a  confession  that  the 
committee's  previous  position  was 
wrong — an  acknowledgment  that  I  was 
right;  that  the  committee  itself  did  have 
jurisdiction  over  the  subject  matter,  and 
that  the  hearings  which  I  had  brought 
about  and  in  which  I  had  participated 
had  performed  a  valuable  and  necessary 
service. 

Keeping  In  mind  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Bender's  regular  subcommittee  had  no 
jurisdiction  over  the  proposed  investiga- 
tion, the  committee  action  was,  in  effect, 
the  appointment  of  a  special  subcommit- 
tee— to  perform  a  function  which  the 


committee  had  denied  me  as  ehairmaa 
of  the  full  committee. 

Mr.  Bender,  for  his  Public  AccoUhts 
Subcommittee,  requested,  and  the  House 
Committee  on  Administration  approved, 
$100,000,  but  when  that  resolution,  House 
Resolution  419,**  came  before  the  House 
on  February  25, 1954.  it  was.  on  a  stand- 
ing vote,  recommitted  to  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration," 

Then,  on  March  4,  Mr.  Bender  went 
before  a  subcommittee  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  House  Administration  with  a  re- 
quest for  $52,000,  for  his  regular  PubUc 
Accounts  Subcommittee — no  request  for 
funds  to  uncover  extortion  and  racket- 
eering; Mr.  Riehlman  requested,  for  his 
Military  Operations  Subcommittee,  $51.- 
000,  and  Mr.  Brownson  requested,  for 
his  International  Operations  Subcom- 
mittee, $52,000." 

The  special  subcommittee  which  I  had 
appointed  would  probably  have  com- 
pleted the  work  for  less  than  $50,000.  Our 
expenses  in  the  previous  hearings  had 
been  far  less  than  the  $52,000  now  asked 
by  Mr.  Bender;  in  fact,  the  total  ex- 
penses— including  salaries  of  investiga- 
tors charged  wholly  to  that  investigation, 
although  some  work  was  done  on  other 
matters,  for  the  previous  hearings,  were 

but  $40,322.98. 

We  come  now  to  the  reasons  for  the 
committee  action  when,  on  three  occa- 
sions," it  denied  me  the  authority  to 
make  the  investigations,  hold  the  hear- 
ings— authority  which  they  subsequent- 
ly conferred  up>on  Mr.  Bender.  He  has 
never,  so  far  as  I  know,  previous  to  this 
occasion,  expressed  any  condemnation 
of  labor  racketeering  or  extortion  or  of 
unlawful  activities  in  the  jukebox  or 
the  horseracing  businesses,  which  have 
resulted  in  the  paying  of  tribute  to 
crooks. 

The  real  issue  In  the  proposed  hear- 
ings, if  I  understand  the  press  releases 
correctly,  will  be  to  determine  whether 
the  Hobbs  amendment  to  the  Antiracket- 
eering  Act  of  1934  is  being  flagrantly 
violated,  whether  that  law  needs  amend- 
ment. Mr.  Bender  voted  against  the 
adoption  of  the  Hobbs  amendment.  I 
spoke  for  it,  voted  for  it,  and,  after  it 
was  enacted,  a  special  subcommittee,  of 
which  I  was  chairman,  and  which  I 
appointed  during  the  80th  Congress,  and, 
notwithstanding  the  opinion  of  the  then 
Attorney  General  that  the  law  was  not 
being  violated  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  de- 
veloped facts  which  resulted  in  the  in- 
dictment and  conviction  of  a  union  and 
some  of  its  ofBcers  for  a  violation  of  that 
act." 

The  action  of  the  committee  on  the 
15th  and  the  24th  of  July  1953  and  the 


•  Appendix  O,  resolution  of  Clare  E.  Hoff- 
man of  January  20.  1954. 

«•  Appendix  P,  Osmers'  resolution  of  Janu- 
ary 20,  1954. 


••Appendix  Q,  H.  Res.  419,  83d  Cong.,  2d 
sess. 

"  Congressional  Record,  February  25,  1954, 
p.  2303. 

•-Appendix  R,  H.  Res.  468,  83d  Cong.,  2d 
sess. 

^^  Committee  minutes  of  July  15  and  Julj 
24.  1953.  and  of  January  20,  1954. 

»*  Heeo-ings,  Enforcement  of  t^e  Anti- 
racketeering  Act,  February  14,  March  6.  10. 
13,  14.  19,  and  20,  1947,  80th  Cong.,  Ist  seas.; 
First  Intermediate  Report  of  Committee  oa 
Expenditures  In  the  Executive  Departmcnta, 
U.  Rept.  No.  238,  80th  Cong.,  1st 
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30th  of  JaniiaiT  1954  are  not  the  only 
times  that  I  have  been  opposed  by  an 
overwbellnliig  majority  of  the  ctunmittee. 
On  July  1. 1953,  R  Waltxb  Riihlmam; 
Caen.  Iff.  BMMBmm:  Qbobcs  H.  Bnism; 
CHAaLEs  B.  Bacywirsoii;  Qbokcb  MiADn; 

FKAMX     C.     OSMBtB,     JK.,     CLAEDTCI     J. 

Vmrtm:  Loon  EL  GhtAHAM;  Waltik  H. 
Jubb;  GoKDoir  L.  HcDohough;  Kathakhvx 
8t.  Okorgk:  William  E.  Millm  ;  Richau> 
H.  Porr;  Wzuoam  L.  Dawsom;  Chkt  Hoi.- 
vsmld;  Fkaiix  M.  Kabstxn;  Jobm  W. 
If cConiACx;  Bill  LAMTArr;  Fkaitk  Ikako; 
Jack  B.  Biooks;  Tkomas  J.  Dooit;  Robot 
H.  Mollohak;  L.  H.  PomnAin:  J.  L. 
PiLCHBA,  members  of  the  coiiimittee,  filed 
a  report  favoring  H.  R  5228.  which  I  had 
opposed,  and  insisted  on  putting  through 
the  House  that  bill  to  give  the  Comp- 
troller General,  on  retirement  because  of 
disability  or  after  the  expiration  of  his 
term,  an  annual  pension  of  $17,500  dur- 
ing life. 

That  bill  also  provided  that,  if  n  Comp- 
troller General  who  had  served  less  than 
10  years  retired  because  of  disability, 
even  though  he  had  served  but  a  day,  he 
should  receive  a  pension  of  $8,750  per 
year. 

Most  astounding  is  the  fact  that  the 
reciirient  of  this  gratuity  is  not  required 
to  contribute  to  the  fund  as  are  other 
pensioners. 

While  Lindsay  Warren,  then  serving 
as  Comptroller  General,  had  done  a  mag- 
nificent job,  in  my  judgment  it  was  un- 
soimd  policy  to  establish  a  precedent 
which  undoubtedly  will  be  inv(Aed  by 
other  executive  officers. 

From  a  moral  as  well  as  from  a  po- 
litical standpoint,  refusing  to  give  tax- 
payers a  $700  to  $800  exemption,  whUe 
granting  a  lifetime  pension  of  $17,500 
to  an  officeholder,  does  not  seem  quite 
equitable. 

TBX    HOUflXKG   ISSTTB 

Under  authority  previously  granted  me 
as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations.  I  had  authority 
under  the  rules  of  the  committee  to  ap- 
point special  subcommittees  for  the  pur- 
pose of  Investigating  subject  matters 
which  would  not  normally  fall  within 
the  jiurisdiction  of  any  one  of  our  regu- 
larly established  subcommittees. 

Early  in  1953.  information  had  come 
to  my  attention  to  the  effect  that  there 
were  certain  irregularities  in  the  opera- 
tions of  the  housing  agencies  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, particularly  the  Public  Hous- 
ing Administration  and  the  Federal 
Housing  Administration. 

In  February  a  special  subcommittee 
was  established  which  held  a  hearing 
on  the  administration  of  the  affairs  of 
the  Federal  Housing  Administration. 
That  hearing  showed  the  prevalence  of 
gratuiUes  and  maladministraUon  in  the 
operations  of  that  agency. 

In  May  of  1953,  I  appointed  a  special 
subcommittee  which  was  to  concern  it- 
self with  public  housing.  It  held  hear- 
ings in  Los  Angeles  which  showed  clear- 
cut  evidence  of  violation  of  criminal 
statutes  of  the  United  States. 

We  had  in  our  possession  enough  evi- 
dence of  widespread  irregularities  to 
fully  justify,  and  even  demand,  an  over- 
all housing  investigation.  However,  the 
committee  saw  fit  to  stop  that  investi- 
gation. 


It  further  prevented  the  adoption  of 
the  report  on  the  Irregularities  uncov- 
ered in  Los  Angeles,  which  should  have 
been  submitted  to  the  Department  of 
Justice  for  prosecution. 

If  the  investigation  had  continued, 
in  my  bumble  judgment,  there  is  no 
doubt  that  the  widespread  scandals 
which  are  now  a  matter  of  so  much 
notoriety  would,  by  the  work  of  this  com- 
mittee, have  been  corrected  a  year 
earlier. 

The  present  scandals  in  the  housing 
field,  which  are  of  such  magnitude  that 
it  was  necessary  for  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  order  a  clean -op  and 
for  a  Senate  committee  to  hold  hearings, 
should  be  sufficient  proof  to  cause  any- 
one to  realize  that  there  did  exist  a  situa- 
tion in  the  housing  field  which  needed 
investigation  and  should  have  been  in- 
vestigated at  the  time  I  was  attempting 
to  do  so,  but  was  prohibited  by  the  ac- 
tion of  the  full  committee. 

This  action  on  the  part  of  the  full 
committee — whatever  the  interest — re- 
sulted in  a  cover-up  and  continuation 
of  these  scandalous  activities,  until,  after 
a  further  investigation  by  our  former 
counsel,  many  top  housing  ofiBciala,  some 
20  in  number,  were  discharged  and  the 
Capehart  committee  of  the  Senate  took 
over. 

BXASONS  roB  coMicrrrxz  Acnoir 

From  what  has  been  said,  it  is  evident 
that- 
First.  A  comparatively  few  but  able, 
greedy,  unscrupulous  individuals  have 
been  and  are  using  their  authority  and 
positions  as  high-ranking  union  officials 
to,  through  fraud,  deception,  and  by  the 
use  of  force,  extort  millions  of  dollars 
for  their  own  use,  not  only  from  the 
members  of  their  unions  but  from  work- 
ers and  businessmen  generally,  and  on 
occasion  from  the  Federal  Government 
itself.  Because  of  their  assumed  politi- 
cal power,  they  were  feared  and  in  some 
instances  given  consideration  by  office- 
seekers  and  politicians. 

Second.  Through  the  efforts  of  a  sub- 
committee which  I  appointed,  and  in 
cooperation  with  a  similar  Subcommit- 
tee of  the  House  Committee  on  Bduca- 
tion  and  Labor,  of  which  I  was  a  mem- 
ber, and  the  hearings  which  were  held, 
a  very  few  instances  of  the  illegal  ac- 
tivities of  these  individuals  were  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  public.  With- 
out exception,  the  press  in  Detroit  and 
Kansas  City,  where  the  hearings  were 
held,  courageously,  through  accurate 
news  stories  and  forceful  editorials. 
stressed  the  need  for  law  enforcement 
by  local  and  Federal  officials. 

Third.  No  complaint  was  ever  voiced 
by  members  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  or  by  the  press  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  hearings  were 
conducted,  the  methods,  or  the  conduct 
cf  our  investigators,  nor  of  the  results 
obtained. 

Fourth.  It  was  evident  that,  if  the  in- 
vestigations and  the  hearings  were  con- 
tinued by  the  same  staff  and  under  the 
direction  of  the  chairman  of  the  special 
subcommittee,  the  traU  might  even- 
tually lead  to  results  which,  from  a  po- 
litical standpoint,  would  be  detrimental 
to  individuals  financially  and  politically 
powerful  in  both  political  parties.     In 


Michigan,  the  CIO  for  several  years 
openly  supported  the  Democratic  candi- 
dates by  financial  contributions,  as  well 
as  by  workers  and  in  its  publications. 

Fifth.  While  acting  as  chairman  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Government 
Operations — and  I  have  been  a  mem- 
ber of  that  committee  since  1935,  and 
was  its  chairman  during  1947  and  1948 — 
I  sought  to  hold  down  committee  ex- 
penses, committee  travel,  both  in  this 
country  and  abroad,  and  suggested,  on 
June  29,  1953,  that,  while  Congress  was 
not  in  session,  subcommittees  which  had 
been  created  at  my  suggestion  curtail 
their  activities. 

My  expressed  wishes  ran  Counter  to 
the  ideas  of  subcommittee  chairmen  and 
subcommittee  members,  and,  in  retalia- 
tion, on  July  15,  1953,  the  committee 
changed  committee  rule  3,  denied  me  the 
right  to  appoint  special  subcommittees — 
a  right  exercised  by  every  other  chair- 
man; liquidated  the  special  subcommit- 
tee which,  according  to  the  press,  had 
performed  a  necessary,  worthwhile  serv- 
ice, but  which  had  merely  scratched  the 
surface  of  the  corrupt  mess,  the  cleaning 
up  of  which  was  a  part  of  the  job  we 
promised  the  voters  at  the  1952  election 
to  undertake. 

Of  the  16  Republican  members,  10  were 
present.  Eight  who  were  present  and 
two  who  were  absent,  whose  proxies  were 
voted,  voted  to  abolish  the  subcommittee. 
I  voted  in  the  negative.  One  Republican 
who  was  present  did  not  vote. 

Of  the  14  Democratic  members.  11 
were  present.  The  11  who  were  present 
and  2  who  were  absent,  whoee  proxies 
were  voted,  voted  to  abolish  the  subcom- 
mittee. One  who  was  absent  whose 
proxy  was  cast  voted  "present." 

It  should  be  noted  that  13  Democrats 
voted  to  end  the  hearings,  and  10  Re- 
publicans voted  to  end  these  hearings. 
The  political  attitude  of  the  Democrats 
is  easy  to  understand;  that  osf  the  Re- 
publicans not  so  easily  understood. 

Sixth.  Whether  the  committee  was  in- 
duced to  change  its  posiUon  that  it  had 
no  jurisdiction  and  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  such  investigations  by  the  state- 
ments in  the  public  press  and  by  protests 
received  from  individuals,  or  whether  it 
had  some  other  reason  for  its  action  on 
the  20th  of  January  1954,  it  conceded 
the  committee  had  jurisdiction  over  the 
subject  matter,  and  that  a  continued 
expose  of  unlawful  activities  in  connec- 
tion with  labor  disputes  and  the  adminis- 
tration of  health  and  welfare  funds  was 
necessary. 

On  that  date,  reversing  itself  on  these 
two  positions,  the  full  committee  gave 
authority  to  the  regular  Subcommittee 
on  Public  Accounts,  of  which  the  Honor- 
able George  H.  Bender,  Congressman 
from  Ohio,  who  is  a  candidate  for  the 
Republican  primary  nomination  for 
United  States  Senator  from  Ohio,  to  con- 
tinue such  investigations  and  hearings. 
A  statement  of  that  vote  has  been  here- 
tofore set  forth  in  these  remarks. 

Seventh.  The  only  reasons  ever  given 
by  any  of  the  committee  members  to 
justify  their  action  were  purely  personal, 
and  might  be  summed  up  with  the  state- 
ment that  they  did  not  like  me  person- 
ally, nor  my  methods.  But  they  never 
made  a  specific  charge  as  to  their  dis- 
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like,  except  that  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Brown]  suggested  that  I  was 
"old.  ill,  and  testy."  Another  asserted 
that  my  methods  were  "Intolerable." 
Another,  that  I  was  "constitutionally  un- 
constitutional." None  ever  gave  any  bill 
of  particulars,  other  than  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Binder].  He,  in  an  in- 
terview with  the  Cleveland  News,  said 
that  I  acted  illegally  in  appointing: 
sF>ecial  subcommittees — a  false  charge 
that  he  was  forced  to  eat  on  the  floor  of 
the  House. 

Undoubtedly,  the  gentleman  from  Cal- 
ifornia [Mr.  Holifield]  was  greviously 
displeased  because  I  had  a  part  in  block- 
ing his  effort  to  have  the  Congress  force 
the  Department  of  Justice  and  the  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board  to  abandon  its  court 
action  which  was  blocking;  the  payment 
of  a  claim  of  some  $5V^  million  filed  by 
a  California  outfit,  and  which  it  had  not 
been  able  to  maintain  through  the  courts. 

Draw  your  own  conclusions  for  the 
committee  action. 

If  there  is  any  reason  for  the  action 
of  the  committee  members  in  denying 
to  me  authority  to  carry  on  these  in- 
vestigations, after  more  than  16  years' 
experience  in  ferreting  out  and  expos- 
ing unlawful  activities  of  crooked  union 
and  public  oCQcials,  other  than  their  per- 
sonal dislike  of  me.  they  have  as  yet 
failed  to  meet  my  challenge  to  state  such 
reasons  from  the  well  of  the  House. 

They  either  know,  or  they  should  know, 
that  their  action,  regardless  of  their  good 
intentions,  gave  encouragement  to 
racketeers  and  extortionists,  discouraged 
union  members,  and  local  luiion  oEBcials. 
who  are  hoping  for  a  fair  deal. 
coifMrrm   kestores   cHAimMAN's   powis   to 

APPOINT   SPECIAL  STTBCOMMn-TEE  TO   n«VISTl- 
CATC  LABOR  EACKETKERIIfC  AMD  XXTOBTION 

Apparently  the  public  demand  for  an 
investigation  and  report  on  the  wide- 
spread racketeering  and  extortion  prac- 
ticed by  a  few  labor  leaders  convinced 
the  members  of  the  committee  that  the 
Bender  subcommittee  should  be  supple- 
mented. For,  on  June  10.  1954,  the  com- 
mittee passed  a  resolution,  amended 
June  16,  1954,"  authorizing  the  chairman 
to  apix)int  a  special  subcommittee  con- 
sisting of  3  members,  to  make  investiga- 
tions and  hold  hearings.  Under  the  rules 
of  the  committee,  the  3 -man  subcom- 
mittee became  a  subcommittee  of  5. 

The  House  also  granted  a  fund  of  $75,- 
000  by  resolution  adopted  on  June  23. 
1954,'*  to  be  expended  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  chairman  of  the  whole  com- 
mittee, to  carry  out  the  investigations 
authorized  by  the  conunittee. 

Subsequently,  4  days  of  hearings  were 
held  in  Washington,  ending  on  Thurs- 
day, August  5, 1954.  The  following  Tues- 
day, that  is,  on  August  10,  1954.  a  Wash- 
ington grand  jury  indicted  a  contractor 
and  a  business  representative  of  District 
Council  No.  51. 

Testimony  taken  at  these  hearings  dis- 
closed that,  in  order  to  carry  out  a  con- 
tract for  painting,  decorating,  or  paper- 
hanging  in  the  Washington  area,  and 


•^  See  appendix  S,  resolution  adopted  June 
10.  1954.  as  amended  June  16,  1964. 

••See  appendU  T,  Res.  542,  83d  Cong..  Sd 

sess.,  adopted  June  23,  1954. 


that  area  included  a  part  of  Virginia 
and  Maryland,  it  was  necessary  to  come 
to  terms  with  the  business  representative 
of  District  Coimcil  No.  51.  These  terms 
Included  the  pasrment  by  contractors  of 
substantial  sums  to  the  business  repre- 
sentative of  District  Council  No.  51,  none 
of  which  found  its  way  into  the  treasury 
of  either  the  council  or  the  local. 

It  is  ass\mied  that  other  hearings  will 
be  held,  and  it  is  hoped  that  the  statutory 
provisions  designed  to  prevent  extortion 
will  be  more  adequately  enforced  by  Fed- 
eral authorities. 

In  my  judgment,  had  the  committee 
rkot  destroyed  the  authority  of  the  chair- 
man to  appoint  special  subcommittees  of 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions, it  would  have  been  unnecessary  to 
have  created  a  special  subcommittee  to 
Investigate  the  alleged  misuse  of  health 
and  welfare  funds  or  to  appropriate  $75,- 
000  for  those  investigations.  That  job 
would  now  have  been  well  on  its  way  to 
completion. 

Moreover,  had  the  subcommittee  pre- 
viously appointed  by  the  chairman  been 
permitted  to  follow  its  original  program, 
sufficient  testimony  would  have  already 
been  taken  to  justify  demands  for  a 
prompt  and  efficient  enforcement  of 
Federal  legislation.  Any  need  for  addi- 
tional legislation  would  also  have  been 
disclosed. 

To  date,  the  work  of  the  committee 
has  been  greatly  hindered — In  fact,  ex- 
cept as  to  routine  work  of  the  regular 
subcommittees  and  of  the  special  Anti- 
racketeering  Subcommittee,  has  been 
successfully  blocked. 

Every  well-informed  Member  of  the 
House  must  realize  that  corruption  is 
still  in  some  departments  all  too  prev- 
alent. 

In  my  humble  opinion,  and  with  all 
due  respect  to  the  opinions  of  my  col- 
leagues, the  action  taken  by  the  commit- 
tee was  based  not  only  on  a  lack  of  in- 
formation as  to  the  situation  then  exist- 
ing, but  as  to  the  objectives  which  it 
was  desired  to  attain  and  the  methods 
to  be  followed. 

Notwithstanding  the  action  taken  by 
the  committee,  a  determined,  continu- 
ous effort  has  been  made,  and  will  be 
continued,  to  render  a  worthwhile  serv- 
ice to  my  constituents  and  to  the  Con- 
gress, as  well  as  to  the  country. 

As  of  today,  August  19,  my  efforts  to 
carry  out  the  request  of  some  in  this 
administration  to  continue  the  house- 
cleaning  in  certain  departments  are  be- 
ing continued. 

Early  in  July  several  individuals  high 
in  the  administration  called  my  atten- 
tion to  certain  facts  which  indicate  that 
certain  executive  employees  had  been 
involved  in  transactions  which  did  not 
reflect  credit  upon  the  prior  administra- 
tion under  which  they  served. 

A  very  brief  preliminary  investigation 
Indicated  that  it  would  be  advisable  to 
hold  the  hearings  which  had  been  sug- 
gested. However,  I  advised  my  inform- 
ants that,  due  to  the  previous  action  of 
the  committee  in  declaring  that  I  should 
not  appoint  special  subcommittees  with- 
out approval  of  the  full  committee,  it  was 
not  advisable — in  fact,  it  would  be  im- 
possible— for  me   to   make   a   thorough 


investigation  or  bold  hearings,  unless  the 
committee  members  could  be  Induced  to 
rescind  their  previous  action.  Demo- 
crats on  the  committee  refused  to  help  in 
this  situation,  though  the  former  Speaker 
of  the  House  [Mr.  Ratburn]  said  he,  per- 
sonally, had  no  objection  to  the  adop- 
tion of  House  Resolution  709 — see  foot- 
note 57. 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Kassteh]  said  he  thought  I  should  have 
the  authority,  that  he  would  vote  in  com- 
mittee to  give  me  what  I  asked— well 
knowing  a  quonmi  of  the  committee 
could  not  be  obtained. 

Republican  members  of  the  committee 
were  advised  of  the  situation  and,  while 
a  majority  individually  expressed  a  will- 
ingness to  grant  me  authority  to  appoint 
a  SF>ecial  subcommittee  and  only  one 
contacted,  Mr.  Meadek,  refused,  I  never 
was  able  to  obtain  a  quorum  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  at  either  a  spe- 
cially called  committee  meeting  or  at 
the  regular  scheduled  committee  meet- 
ing. 

The  House  leadership  finally  expressed 
its  uillingness  to  action  by  the  committee 
which  would  have  granted  authority  to 
the  committee  chairman  to  apix>int  a 
special  subcommittee  to  make  the  re- 
quested investigations,  hold  the  desired 
hearings. 

This  information  was  also  conveyed  to 
the  Republican  members  of  the  commit- 
tee, but  because  of  other  duties  a  quorum 
did  not  attend  the  last  regular  meeting 
of  the  committee,  and  I  was  therefore 
left  without  authority  to  comply  with  the 
wishes  of  those  who  had  called  the  situa- 
tion to  my  attention. 

As  a  last  and  a  final  effort,  and  to 
show  that  the  responsibiUty  for  the  fail- 
ure to  investigate  the  deplorable  situa- 
tion to  which  attention  had  been  called 
does  not  rest  upon  me.  I,  on  August  18, 
1954,  after  cariying  it  in  my  pocket  for 
several  days,  introdyced  an  appropriate 
resolution  in  the  House."  As  just  stated, 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Ka>- 
sten]  refused  to  consent  to  the  adop- 
tion of  House  Resolution  709.  Any  re- 
sponsibility for  the  failure  to  make  the 
requested  investigations,  to  hold  hearings 
thereon,  rests  not  uF>on  me,  but  upon  the 
leadership  of  the  House. 

Appendix  A.  Fisheb  Axticlb  in  Washincton 
Times-Herau}  op  Febkuakt  8.  1954 

[Prom  the  Washington  Times-Herald  of 
February  8,  1954) 

Hoover  Teixs  Congress  or  Seuuriti  Risk 
(By  John  Fisher) 

Ctommunlsts  are  now  concentrating  upon* 
infiltration  of  national  defense  Industries  In 
the  United  States,  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  FBI  di- 
rector, reported  to  Congress  In  secret  testi- 
mony released  Sunday  night. 

He  declared  that  Communist  domination 
over  trade  unions  operating  In  the  mari- 
time, mining,  electrical,  and  communica- 
tions fields  "poses  a  major  and  dangerovia 
threat  to  our  national  security." 

Hoover's  testimony  was  given  last  Decem- 
ber 9  In  closed  session  before  a  House  ap- 
propriations subcommittee  considering  the 
Justice  Department's  appropriation  request 
for  the  1955  fiscal  year,  which  totals  $177.- 
732,000,  a  reduction  of  $1,148,000.  below  tha 
current  year. 


iS'A" 


*-'  See  appendix  XT.  H.  Res.  700.  89d  OoBg, 
2d  sess..  Introduced  on  Augxist  IS.  1M4> 
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Tbe  testimony  released  Saturday  nlgbt 
also  disclosed: 

1.  Tbat  an  FBI  report  on  Soviet  espionage 
sent  to  the  Attorney  General's  office  In  1945, 
became  lost  and  didn't  reacn  tbe  Internal 
security  section  of  tbe  Criminal  Division 
until  last  September. 

Similarly,  FBI  reports  on  Harry  Dexter 
White,  last  Government  official  accused  of 
spying,  and  the  operation  of  Soviet  espion- 
age rings  In  this  country  were  mislaid  or 
lost.  Warren  Olney,  Assistant  Attorney 
General,  testified  that  a  recent  hoiueclean- 
Ing  turned  up  20,000  items  of  lost  investi- 
gative reports,  flies  and  letters.  Some  un- 
answered letters  dated  back  15  years. 

2.  The  Department  is  still  considering^  a 
retrial  of  Judy  Ooplon,  former  Government 
girl.  Indicted  on  Soviet  spy  charges,  but 
whose  conviction  was  thrown  out  on  charges 
Illegal  evidence  was  used  against  her. 

CaiMX   COST    HIGH 

3.  Crime  cost  tbe  Nation  about  (20  billion 
last; year  and  probably  set  a  new  all-time 
high,  with  1,047,290  major  crimes  committed 
in  the  first  6  months,  or  at  the  rate  of  one 
major  crime  every  14.9  seconds. 

Concerning  tbe  Communist  movement. 
Hoover  testified  they  are  concentrating  upon 
underground  activities,  \uing  all  sorts  of  se- 
curity measures  to  avoid  detection,  which 
makes  surveillance  by  the  FBI  much  more 
difficult.  He  said  it  now  requires  9  or,  10 
FBI  agents  for  proper  surveillance  where 
formerly  1  agent  could  do  the  Job. 

Ldut  year,  he  said  Communist  Party  prop- 
aganda and  efforts  were  directed  toward: 
peaceful  objectives  geared  to  settlement  of 
the  Korean  war;  recall  of  American  troops 
fronx  abroad;  a  five-power  peace  pact.  In- 
cluding Conununist  China;  and  restunption 
of  trade  with  Iron  Curtain  countries. 

He  said  the  party  in  this  coiutry  is  under 
domination  and  control  of  the  Russian  Com- 
munist party  and  advocates  overthrow  of  tbe 
Government  by  force  and  violence.  The  larg- 
est membership  of  the  party.  Hoover  said, 
is  concentrated  on  the  east  and  west  coasts 
and  in  iirban  industrial  centers. 

Hoover  said  above-grovmd  operations  have 
been  handicapped  by  the  imprisonment  or 
conviction  of  party  leaders,  but  the  under- 
ground or  secret  leadership  has  been  assum- 
ing more  and  more  authority  to  administer 
the  entire  party  movement  if  necessary. 

"Through  the  perfection  of  the  under- 
ground apparatus,  tbe  party  aims  to  preserve 
intact  a  hard  core  of  militant  Communists 
to  carry  out  the  aims  and  objectives  of  the 
international  Communist  movement  under 
the  forms  of  adversity,"  the  head  G-man  as- 
serted. 

Hoover  said  105  leaders  of  the  Communist 
movement  have  been  indicted  as  a  result  of 
FBI  investigations,  resulting  in  conviction 
of  61  who  were  sentenced  to  prison  terms 
totaling  261  years  and  fines  totaling  $301,000. 

SSKS  LABOE  CONTXOL 

He  said  a  national  party  conference  last 
August  reafllrmed  the  premise  that  control 
of  labor  unions  is  of  primary  importance  in 
development  of  the  Conuniuilst  revolution 
In  the  United  States. 

Hoover  said  the  Communists  picked  the 
automobile  industry  as  a  particular  target 
because  of  its  vital  role  in  defense  produc- 
tion. 

"In  New  York,  the  party  has  set  a  goal  for 
65  percent  of  its  membership  to  become 
employed  In  the  basic  industries  of  the  coun- 
try." Hoover  continued.  "Instructions  were 
Issued  for  the  reorganization  of  tbe  Com- 
munist Farty  In  Los  Angeles  recently  to  or- 
ganize on  an  indiistrlal  basis  and  party  mem- 
bers were  requested  to  secure  work  in  the 
basic  industries  In  that  area,  thus  showing 
the  trend  of  placing  as  many  members  as 
they  can  In  the  key  industries  of  the  coun- 
try—the basic  industries  which  If  disrupted 
would  materially  affect  our  .national  defense." 


I 


TKAOE   mriON    BASES 

"Currently,  some  trade  unions  operfttlng 
In  the  maritime,  mining,  electrical  and  com- 
munications fields  are  chief  strongholds  of 
the  Communist  Party.  The  Communist 
Party  still  maintains  Its  strongest  bases  In 
those  unions,  which  were  expelled  from  the 
CIO  during  1949  and  1950. 

"All  of  this  poses  a  major  and  dangerous 
threat  to  our  national  security,  because  it  in- 
volves these  various  unions  that  were  ex- 
pelled by  the  CIO.  One  of  those  unions 
represents  a  large  portion  of  all  employees 
in  the  electrical  Industry  of  the  Uhlted 
States.  Another  union  that  was  expelled 
exercises  life  and  death  control  over  our 
Pacific  coast  commerce;  another  unioa  has 
members  employed  in  the  production  of  cop- 
per and  zinc  which  are  essential  to  the  na- 
tional   defense   efforts." 

Concerning  the  crime  wave  In  this  coun- 
try, Hoover  said  "it  exists  on  a  scale  so  enor- 
mous that  It  is  difficult  to  grasp  it."  Ht  said 
there  were  6,470  murders  and  54.000  other 
violent  assaults  by  rapists  or  potential  killers 
during  the  first  6  months  of  1953.  He  said 
the  $20  billion  annual  cost  is  a  reasotiable 
estimate  and  represents  a  cost  of  $496  for 
each  family  in  the  United  States;  or  for  every 
$1  donated  to  churches,  910  goes  to  crime; 
and  for  every  dollar  spent  on  education,  $1.82 
goes  to  crime. 

Attorney  General  Brownell  testified  that 
of  1,456  security  risks  discharged  from  the 
Government,  8  including  1  former  Com- 
munist, were  in  the  Justice  Department. 
President  Elsenhower  has  since  released  a 
later  figure  of  more  than  2.200  security  risks 
fired  since  the  administration  took  office. 

aESTTLTS    "amazing" 

Assistant  Attorney  General  Olney  testified 
that  sometime  ago  the  criminal  division  be- 
came concerned  about  lost  and  mislaid  files 
and  correspondence  so  a  housecleaning  was 
Instituted. 

"The  results  of  that  housecleanlng  were 
amazing."  he  said.  "Twenty  thousand  Items 
turned  up  in  the  course  of  It — letters,  flies, 
investigative  reports,  everything.  None,  or  at 
least  most,  of  the  material  had  ever  been 
to  the  Department's  Record  Branch  for 
recording." 

Many  unanswered  letters  were  found,  some 
of  them  dating  back  15  years. 

"Among  other  things  found  was  the  FBI 
report  on  Soviet  espionage.  This  rep>ort  on 
Soviet  espionage  that  was  prepared  by  the 
FBI,  a  copy  of  which  was  sent  to  the  Attorney 
General's  office  in  1945,  had  never  been  seen 
by  Mr.  Foley  and  the  Internal  Security  Sec- 
tion until  September  of  1953.  (Foley  is  Chief 
of  the  Section.)  That  report  may  have  been 
received  in  1945,  but  It  was  not  found  until 
we  had  this  housecleanlng.  We  still  dO  not 
know  where  it  came  from.  It  was  some- 
where in  this  mess  of  papers. 

"It  was  the  same  way  with  the  special  re- 
port on  Harry  Dexter  White.  That  also^  was 
never  seen  and  never  reviewed  by  th#  In- 
ternal Security  Section. 

"We  found  that  the  FBI  had  made  this 
very  extensive  in^■e8tlgatlon  of  these  eeplo- 
nage  rings  and  yet  the  individual  cases  of 
the  people  who  were  in  those  rings  have 
never,  to  this  day,  been  evaluated  by  the  In- 
ternal security  Section.  The  reason  l«  was 
not  was  because  they  did  not  know  about 
It. 

"In  the  FBI  file  on  the  principal  investi- 
gation of  the  ring  there  are  handwritten 
notes  all  through  it,  so  that  someone  did  go 
through  It.  Someone  did  read  and  did  make 
notes,  but  there  is  no  evaluation  of  It.  ♦  •  • 
The  result  Is  that  we  are  now,  of  cowrse, 
going  back  and  reviewing  the  Individual  cases 
of  every  one  of  tbese  people  who  were  men- 
tioned there." 

Olney  said  the  Coplon  case  is  In  "a  state 
of  suspended  animation"  but  "is  a  case  I 
live  in  hopes  of  being  able  to  retry."    He 


said  it  is  sufficient  legal  usable  evidence  to 
be  presented  in  court.  j 

Appendix    B.  Labos    Racket'eeking    EzcntRS 
Taken  From  Newspapes  EpiTOBiAtj 

LABOS    racketeering 

The  following  are  excerpts  taken  from 
editorials  of  the  various  newspapers 
throughout  the  country,  which  reflect  a 
demand  for  the  continuation  of  the 
racketeering  investigation  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  Hou.se  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations: 

[From  the  Detroit  News  of  December  1,  1953] 
The  Tasks  Bz70re  Us 

Racketeering  Is  another  name  for  the  mess 
that  figured  more  decisively  than  any  other 
issue  In  the  voters  rejection  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  last  year  •  •  •  wherever  the 
use  of  terror  offers  a  way  to  easy  n»oney,  tbe 
underworld  can  be  expected  to  move  in. 


[From  the  Chicago  Dally  Tribune  of 
November  27.  1953  j 

Loose  Monet 

RE  commissions 

Inasmuch  as  someone  Is  going  tb  be  paid. 
It  occurs  easily  to  a  labor  skate  anxious  for 
a  fast  buck  that  it  might  as  well  be  he.  or 
someone  he  designates.  •  •  •  This  loose 
money  Is  the  biggest  bonanza  that  has  ap- 
peared in  the  history  of  the  labor  movement. 
It  deserves  congressional  attention. 

I  From  the  Detroit  News  of  June   13.  1953  J 
Case  tor  a  One-Man  Jurt 

One  day  of  hearings  by  Representative 
Hoffman's  congressional  subcommittee  suf- 
ficed to  expose  conditions  of  criminality  in 
the  jukebox  and  coin-machine  trade  that 
shame  local  law-enforcement  agencies.  •  •  • 
It  will  take  a  one-man  grand  Jury  to  deal 
with  the  Jukebox  racket,  whose  threat  to  the 
peace  of  the  community  the  congressional 
Inquiry  has  left  clear  for  all  to  see.  •  •  • 
The  shame  to  which  the  congressional  com- 
mitt-;  has  exposed  local  law  enforcement  is 
the  shame,  rather,  of  a  failure  to  recognize 
the  limitations  of  the  most  dlligeoit  police 
work. 


[From  the  Detroit  Free  Press  of  September  4. 

1953 1 

JtncE  JuHT  Indicts  Seven 

The  grand-Jury  investigation  was  called 
following  revelations  regarding  the  racket- 
ridden  Industry  at  a  congressional  commit- 
tee hearing  conducted  here  by  RepreBentatlve 
Hoffman. 

(From  the  Detroit  Free  Press  of  December  1, 
1953] 

By  All  Means  a  Grand  Ju»t 

Elltorlal  demanded  a  Federal  grand-jury 
investigation  as  a  result  of  the  testimony 
and  disclosures  made  to  the  congressional 
subcommittee. 


»ae   to   the   congre 


[From  the  Detroit  News  of  November  4,  1953] 
The  Workers  Betrayed 

What  Detroit  Is  hearing  today  about  wide- 
spread extortion,  bribetaking,  and  other 
forms  of  racketeeing  by  officials  in  the  team- 
sters union  Is  hardly  a  new  story.   •    •    • 

Its  leaders  continue  the  same  outrageous- 
ly Illegal  activities  and  the  sellout  of  the 
legitimate  collective  Interests  of  the  rank 
and  file.  •  •   • 

If  in  times  past  the  average  worker  be- 
longing to  the  teamsters  union  was  able  to 
deceive  himself  that  the  racketeering  of  the 
bosses  was  Just  a  little  extracurricular  ac- 
tivity, done  for  pocket  money  and  Implying 
no  betrayal  of  his  personal  Interests,  he  is 
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no  longer  In  posHlon  to  bug  that  illusion 
•  •  ■  when  the  bosses  accept  bribe  money 
to  keep  a  truck  fieet  operating  or  to  deal 
workers  out  of  their  holiday  pay,  they  pick 
the  pockets  of  their  own  following  and  de- 
prive them  of  their  right  to  negotiate  for  « 
higher  wage. 

[From  the  Detroit  News  of  December  29. 
1953) 

Baring  Tolerated  Corroption 

Representative  Hoftman  has  announced 
that  with  the  return  of  Congress  In  Janu- 
ary he  win  seek  authority  to  extend  an 
investleatlon  of  labor-union  racketeering 
Into  every  State  and  city  appearing  in  need 
of  the  treatment.   •    •   • 

These  inquiries  have  resulted  to  date  in 
2  grand  juries,  in  Detroit  and  Kansas  City, 
and  In  17  indictments  of  union  officials  for 
extortion,  embezzlement,  and  lUegal  gift 
t-iklng.  •  •  •  Evidently  there  are  those, 
othrr  than  the  persons  Indicted,  to  whom 
the  Inquiry  is  embarrassing. 

There  Is  much  speculation  about  the  source 
of  alleged  pressure.  It.  is  probable  the 
motives  are  in  fact  several  and  of  varying 
degrees  of  respectability.  •  •  •  However,  one 
obvious  motive  for  pressure  would  be  nothing 
mure  complicated  than  the  reluctance  of 
Federal.  State,  and  local  law  enforcement 
agencies  to  be  shown  up  as  Ineffectual  or.  at 
any  rate.  Inactive  In  this  connection.  It  does 
look  odd  that  a  congrese.onal  committee  can 
tour  about  the  country  uncovering  the  exist- 
ence of  crime  seemingly  imsuspected  by  those 
whose  business  is  to  deal  with  It. 

There  may  even  be  a  rf^spectable  motive  for 
questioning  the  desirability  of  Congress,  thus 
atsuming.  in  effect,  tiie  role  of  prose- 
cutor. *  *  *  As  long  as  that  role  Is  not  being 
fulfilled  (enforcement  by  city.  State.  Federal 
agencies),  the  reasons  why  In  themselves, 
form  a  sufficient  justification  for  congres- 
sional concern  with  the  subject  •  •  •  the 
proposed  broadness  of  lils  investigation  will 
be  welcomed  by  all  who  have  worried  over  the 
spread  of  lawlessness  in  the  operations  of 
some  labor  unions. 

I  From  the  Detroit  Free  Press  of  September 
5.  19&3I 

JtncE  Racket 

Seven  men  have  been  indicted  by  Circuit 
Judge  Miles  N.  Culehiin,  one-man  labor- 
rackets  grand  Juror,  on  charges  of  extortion 
and  using  the  "muscle"  In  jukebox  activities 
in  the  Detroit  area  •  •  •  racketeering  has 
been  going  on  for  too  many  years  in  the 
Detroit  jukebox  Industry,  with  the  knowl- 
edge, at  least,  of  Wayne  County  and  Detroit 
law  enforcement  authorities.*  •  •  Back  In 
February  of  1951  the  Senate  Crime  Investl- 
g:\ting  Committee  (Keeauvek)  questioned 
Fame  of  the  men  now  indicted  by  Judge 
Culehan.  about  Detroit  jukebox  racketeering 
and  its  connection  with  the  national  "syndi- 
cate." Local  authorities  dldnt  do  their 
duty.  •   •    •  Nothing  was  done. 

Then,  Representative  Clare  Hoffman.  Re- 
publican of  Michigan,  came  here  last  June 
as  a  cochalrman  of  a  congressional  commit- 
tee to  investigate  the  jukebox  racket.  •  •  • 
Judge  Culehan.  In  less  than  2  months,  and 
with  an  expenditure  of  less  than  94.000, 
which  Is  unusually  small  for  a  grand  jury  in- 
vestigation, has  been  able  to  unearth  enough 
evidence  to  indict  leaders  in  the  jukebox 
union,  affiliated  with  the  local  teamsters 
union. 

(From  the  Kansas  City  Times  of  June  27, 
1953*1 
CoNowss  Moves  In 
Now  the  national  impUcations  of  the  Kan- 
sas  City   construction   crisis   are   recognized 
hy  House  Investigation.  •  •  •  This  include* 
tlie  national  concern  over  the  closed  defense 


eonatruetlon  and  wider  iTir>piUM^w,r.g  ^^  ^f^n 
as  any  vloUUons  of  Federal  Uws.  The  find- 
ings could  be  used  as  the  basis  for  amend- 
ing or  writing  Uws.  •  •  •  The  Joint  commit- 
tee *  •  •  has  no  enforcement  powers  and 
nce<ls  none.  Most  important,  it  lias  the 
means  of  getting  the  facU  and  of  presenting 
the  facts  forcefully  to  tbe  public.  Public 
opinion  Is  the  powerful  force  that  no  organi- 
sation, or  leader  of  high  station,  can  afford 
to  ignore.  Such  congressional  interest  is 
not  hard  to  understand.  In  Greater  Kansas 
City  alone,  some  $35  mUllon  of  defense  con- 
struction is  shut  down,  and  a  large  part  of 
it  is  urgent  construction.  Standing  out 
among  all  the  lesser  factors  is  a  reckless  drive 
for  power  by  the  construction  teamsters. 
•  •  •  The  international  Is  pushing  hard  to 
expand  Its  power.  What  has  happened  in 
Kansas  City,  Detroit,  or  St.  Louis,  can  bap- 
pen  in  any  American  city.  Local  defense 
construction  has  gone  through  a  long  period 
of  harrassment  with  quick  trigger  shut- 
downs, arrogant  roving  stewards,  impossible 
demands,  and  all  the  way,  jurisdictional 
pressure  against  other  unions.  If  such  a 
campaign  could  succeed  on  the  Kansas  City 
battleground.  Congress  would  have  to  expect 
the  same  attacks  in  other  centers  of  defense 
construction. 

[From  the  Kansas  City  Times  of  June  29. 
19531 
One    Step    roa    Labor    Peace 
Today  Greater  Kansas   City  and   Congress 
should  begin  to  get  a  fuller  picture  of  the 
forces  at  work  in  this  city.  •   •  •  The  gen- 
eral tactics  and  reckless  goals  of  the  Team- 
sters'   O.    L.    Ring    are    apparent.   •    •    •  The 
spotlight    attracted    by    a   congressional    in- 
vestigation is  formidable  encouragement  to 
witnesses. 

Many  persons  have  seen  reason  to  hope 
that  the  congressional  investigation  would 
bring  the  local — and  possibly  the  national — 
situation  to  a  head.  •  •  •  The  hearing  Is  the 
important  next  step.  At  the  very  minimum 
It  should  focus  national  attention  on  the 
consequences  of  overreaching  union  leader- 
ship. •  •  •  The  congressional  hearing  should 
encourage  the  local  union  leaders  who  want 
to  put  an  end  to  this  disastrous  internal 
strife.  If  there  Is  evidence  of  major  law 
violation,  the  hearings  should  lay  the 
groundwork  for  a  grand-jury  Investigation. 

Still  essential  is  the  specific  plan  to  put  the 
men  back  on  the  construction  Jobs.  To  mean 
anything.  It  will  have  to  be  a  plan  that  will 
end  the  quick-trigger  strike  intimidation,  for 
one-union  power.  For  the  first  responsibility 
is  on  the  leadership  of  the  thousands  who 
are  paying  the  price  of  the  strike. 

fFrom   the   Kansas    City   Times    of    July    2, 
1953] 

Griic  Story  to  the  Public 

The  wretched  story  is  unfolding  before  the 
eyes  of  television  viewers  throughout  this 
area.  Such  a  closeup  contact  with  wit- 
nesses from  both  union  leaders  and  btisi- 
nes8  gives  a  special  force  to  tbe  ominous 
purpose  and  methods  tbat  have  produced  this 
virtually  total  shutdown  of  the  Greater 
Kansas  City  construction.  •  •  •  Prom  J.  O. 
Mack,  president  of  the  carpenters  district 
council,  and  others,  the  public  has  received  a 
direct  report  on  Ring's  drive  for  power  over 
other  unions  by  "strong-arm"  methods. 

From  many  witnesses  tbe  public  has  been 
told  of  reckless  actions  by  arrogant  repre- 
sentatives of  the  teamsters  and  allies — rov- 
ing stewards  forced  on  the  contractors  at 
fantastic  "wages."  iinion  control  of  construc- 
tion, and  featherbeddlng.  •  •  •  The  cost  to 
the  public  is  increases  ranging  np  to  15  per- 
cent in  the  amoimt  of  the  contractors' 
bids.  •  •  • 


A  rutbVwB  campidtpi  ha*  bnen  lUrectaA 
against  both  employers  and  other  unions 
for  the  same  apparent  purpose— complete 
domination.  Greater  Kansas  City  to  left  with 
•  shutdown  that  undermlnea  Ita  eeon- 
omy.  •   •   • 

Ruthless  goAls  doat  thrive  In  a  spotlli^t 
such  as  has  been  attracted  to  the  congrf 
alonal  Investigation.  The  pobUc,  Includfng 
the  thousands  of  men  off  tbe  jobs.  Is  gettlay 
the  story  with  all  the  force  of  direct  con- 
tact. Congress  is  putting  together  a  vast 
atory  of  aggression  that  reaches  Into  othsr 
cities.  Th«  forces  of  law  enforcement  ars 
finally  starting  and  so.  w«  Bum>ect.  are  ths 
top  officials  at  tbe  Pentagon.  They  srs  rs- 
sponsible  for  military  construction. 

(From  the  Kansas  City  Times  of  July  1. 1B5S] 
Stsikx  Peril  roa  the  Nation 


Established  at  the  beglrming  of  this  : 
City  congressional  bearing  Is  a  ruthless  stab 
at  national  defense.  Most  urgent  construc- 
tion, both  at  the  Sunflower  Ordnance  Works 
and  the  Lake  City  Arsenal,  already  has  been 
set  back  by  approximately  a  half  year.  •  •  • 

At  the  very  least,  this  is  a  case  of  total 
irresponsibility  and  complete  disregard  for 
the  national  Interests.  •  •  •  With  support 
of  our  fighting  men  at  stake,  so  far  no  agency 
of  tho  Federal  Government  has  attempted  to 
cope  with  It.  Government  has  appeared 
helpless  to  protect  Itself  and  Its  Armed 
Forces  against  a  stab  at  home.  But.  through 
many  emergencies,  there  has  always  been  m 
point  at  which  the  Government  has  risen 
to  assert  itself.  In  this  case  the  turning 
may  be  the  present  congressional  hear- 
ings. •  •   • 

For  the  moment.  Kansas  City  appears  to 
be  the  battleground  of  a  nationwide  war  for 
power,  in  which  the  teamsters  with  their 
allies  are  driving  hard  against  the  other 
AFL  construction  unions.  Unless  the  cam- 
paign of  intimidation  and  strikes  can  be 
stopped  here.  Congress  can  expect  other  bat- 
tles to  demoralize  defense  construction  In 
other  cities. 

We  believe  that  members  of  the  two  oon- 
gr«?slonal  committees  know  this  Kansas  City 
battle  for  part  of  an  Internal  labor  war  that 
challenges  the  United  States  at  home. 

[From  the  Kansas  City  Times  of  July  16, 

1953] 

Grand  Jury  on  the  Jos 

The  local  answer  to  violence  and  intimi- 
dation has  been  delivered  by  Judge  Ben. 
Terte.   •   •   • 

It  iB  assumed  that  In  the  near  future  a 
Federal  grand  Jury  will  dig  Into  any  and  all 
evidence  of  Federal  law  violations. 

Through  the  hearings  of  congressional 
committees.  Kansas  City  received  a  frighten- 
ing pictin-e.  It  suggested  a  breakdown  of 
lawlng  relations  among  construction  unions, 
and  between  unions  and  employers.  Such 
a  situation,  involving  both  Federal  and  Stats 
laws,  calls  for  powerful  action  on  lx}th  fronts. 

[Prom  the  Kansas  City  Star  of  July  21,  19S3] 
Back  to  Work 

This  day  that  ends  Greater  Kansas  City's 
worst  construction  strike  should  be  the  be- 
ginning of  a  new  era  of  peace  for  the  long 
harassed  industry.  •  •  •  There  should  ha|e 
been  a  better  way  to  settle  the  deep-grown 
Issues,  but  nobody  found  It.  The  Isstiae 
were  a  bewildering  complex — union  against 
union,  unions  against  contractors,  challenges 
against  the  Government  itself. 

The  chaos  catised  a  general  stirring  in 
Congress,  in  the  courts,  and  In  the  high  levels 
of  the  AFIi.  Tbe  AFL  meeting  laid  ttas 
groundwork  for  a  settlement  and  started  tbs 
Boovement  to  restore  the  Building  and  Ooo- 
structton  Trades  Council  which  sbouM  be  aa 
executive  body  in  the  future. 
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[From  the  Herald  Preea  (St.  Joeeph.  lAcih.) 

at  December  1. 1053] 

Ebep  ths  PaoBS  AuvB 

•nie  Hoffnum  ■uboomxnlttee  l^iTeetlg&tionB 
tnto  the  AFL  Teamstere  tangled  affairs  In 
Detroit  1*  dredging  up  any  amount  of  Inter- 
cetlng  facts. 

Our  own  guess  Is  that  the  administration, 
with  an  eye  cocked  to  the  1964  and  1966  elec- 
tions Is  turning  handsprings  to  placate  cer- 
tain segments  of  the  AFL  who  have  never 
been  particularly  friendly  to  the  Democrats, 
but  who  might  be  outraged  beyond  endur- 
ance once  the  truth  Is  known  about  the 
racket-ridden  aspects  of  many  an  AFL  af- 
miate. 

The  administration  is  falling  into  the  same 
trap  that  the  Democrats  did  in  covering  up 
the  Commie  Infiltration  into  the  New  Deal 
and  Fair  Deal. 

The  OOP  won  the  election  last  year  partly 
on  the  promise  to  clean  out  communism, 
racketeering,  and  other  barnacles,  wherever 
found  and  to  whomever  attached.  This  Is 
scarcely  the  time  to  backtrack  on  that 
promise. 

[From  the  Detroit  Free  Press  of  June  13, 

1953] 
Who's  to  Blams 

Detroit  has  gone  along  in  recent  years 
with  the  secure  feeling  that  the  city  has 
been  relatively  free  from  bigtlme  rack- 
ets. •  i  •  The  testimony  elicited  under  sub- 
pena  by  the  conunittee  headed  by  Rep- 
resentative Cumx  Hoffman  suggests  tbat 
there  has  been  going  on  here  an  organized 
racket,  who  had  boodlumism  and  terrorism 
surpassing  anything  uncovered  by  the  Fer- 
guson-O'Hara  grand  Jury  of  more  than  a 
decade  ago.  •  •  •  Most  law-abiding  people 
will  ask  why  it  was  necessary  for  a  com- 
mittee from  Congress  to  look  into  this  sit- 
uation? Where  have  the  local  law-enforce- 
ment authorities  been  all  this  time?  We 
think  the  people  of  the  community  are  en- 
titled to  a  straightforward  answer  to  that 
question  from  their  public  ofBclals.  •  •  • 
Individual  operators  of  rival  coin-machine 
businesses  and  proprietors  of  public  places 
have  told  frightening  stories  of  extortion  and 
threats  which  are  reminiscent  of  the  worst 
type  of  prohibition  era  gang  operations.  •  •  • 
Witnesses  testified  that  they  sought  action 
from  police  and  the  prosecutor  and  failed  to 
get' it.  The  argument  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  get  evidence,  the  one  \isually  fallen 
back  on  by  the  prosecutor.  Is  hardly  valid. 
Representative  Hoffman  seems  to  be  get- 
ting it. 

Appxhdix  C-1.  Copt  of  Ordeb  Appointino 
BuBcoMMrrm  of  CoMMrrrsE  on  Oovsrn- 
KKMT  Opxbations  (Junx  4.  1953) 

Jttnz  4,  1953. 
establisrment  of  special  subcommrttex 
Pursuant  to  the  resolution  of  January  26, 
1953,  of  the  Conunittee  on  Government  Op- 
erations, the  following  special  subcommittee 
Is  hereby  established  and  appointed  to  con- 
tinue until  terminated  by  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  or  by  the  comnxittee: 

8RCIAI.    SUBCOlCMrrTEE    TO    INVXSTIGATK    FED- 
XEAL-STATE  COOFEBATION  IN  ENFORCEMENT  OF  ' 
AMTIBACXITZniNQ     LAWS     AND     THK     LABOB 
MANAGEMENT      RELATIONS      ACT,       194T,      AND 
OTHXX  rCDEKAL  LABOB  LI0I8LATI0N 
Because  of  certain  charges  of  the  violation 
at  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  other  places  of  the 
antiracketeering    law,    as    amended    by    the 
Hobbs  amendment,  a  special  subcommittee 
of  three  Is  appointed  to  investigate  Federal- 
State    cooperation    in    the    suppression    of 
racketeering,  to  evaluate  the  effectiveness  of 
the  administration  andlenforcement  of  stat- 
utes to  suppress  racketeering,  to  Ipqulre  into 
matters  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  to  report  to  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations. 


Because  of  certain  charges  of  the  violation 
at  Benton  Harbor,  MlCh.,  and  other  places 
of  the  Labor  Management  Relations  Act. 
1947,  and  other  Federal  labor  legislation,  and 
of  the  improper  administration  of  suc3i  leg- 
islation, the  specisJ  subcommittee  of  three 
Is  authorized  to  investigate  the  administra- 
tion and  enforcement  of  the  said  legislation, 
to  inquire  into  matters  within  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  committee,  and  to  report  to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations. 

For  the  purpose  of  performing  its  duties 
the  Special  Subcommittee  To  Investigate 
Federal-State  Cooperation  in  Enforcement  of 
Antiracketeering  Laws  and  the  Labor  Man- 
agement Relations  Act,  1947,  and  other  Fed- 
eral labor  legislation  Is  authorized  to  sit, 
hold  hearings,  and  act  at  Washington.  D.  C, 
at  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  at  such  other  place  or 
places  within  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  Stateaand  at  such  times,  whether  or 
not  the  House  is  In  session,  Is  In  recess,  or 
has  adjourned,  to  require  by  subpena  or 
otherwise  the  attendance  of  such  witnesses 
and  the  production  of  such  papers,  docu- 
ments, and  books,  and  to  take  such  testi- 
mony as  it  deems  necessary. 

On  the  siieclal  subcommittee  above  estab- 
lished the  chairman  of  the  full  committee 
will  serve  as  chairman;  Mr.  Bender  will  serve 
as  the  other  majority  member,  and  Mr. 
Condon,  nominated  by  the  minority  leader- 
ship, who  is  hereby  appointed,  will  serve  as 
the  third  member. 

In  the  event  that  any  member  of  the  spe- 
cial subcommittee  is  unable  or  declines  to 
serve,  the  chairman  of  the  special  subcom- 
mittee will  name  a  substitute,  who  shall 
have  the  same  authority  as  would  the  mem- 
ber originally  named. 

Clabe  E.  Hoffman, 

Chairman. 

Appendix    C-2.    Copt    of   Order   Appointing 

SXTBCOMMrrrEE  OF  THE  COMMITTEE  0»   EDU- 
CATION AND  Labob  (June  6,  1953) 

(Note. — Appointed  at  request  of  Cua&e  E. 
Hoffman.) 

House  of  Representatives. 

Committee  on  Education  and  Laror. 

Washington  25,  D.  C.  June  6.  i953. 

Hon.  WiNT  Smith,  i 

House  of  Representatives,  ) 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Deab  Congressman  Smith:  By  virtue  of 
the  authority  vested  in  me  as  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and,  pursuant 
to  House  Resolution  115,  of  the  83d  Congress, 
Ist  session,  I  hereby  appoint  you  as  chair- 
man of  a  special  subcommittee  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Labor  to  investi- 
gate alleged  violations  in  and  around  Ben- 
ton Harbor  and  Detroit,  Mich.,  of  the  Labor- 
Management  Relations  Act  of  1947,  and  other 
Federal  labor  legislation  coming  within  the 
purview  of  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor,  and  allegations  as  to  the  Improper 
administration  and  enforcement  of  such 
legislation. 

I  have  also  appointed  Representative  Clare 
E.  Hoffman  of  Michigan  and  Representative 
Phil  M.  Landrum  of  Georgia  to  serve  with 
you  on  this  subcommittee. 

The  subcommittee  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  conduct  a  thorough  study 
and  investlgatlo:!  of  the  aforementioned 
allegations  and  any  matter  or  subject  com- 
ing within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Education  and  l«bor  under  rule  XI, 
6,  of  the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, 83d  Congress,  which  is  covered  by 
these  allegations. 

You  are  further  directed  to  hold  such  pub- 
lic or  executive  sessions  at  St.  Joseph,  Mich.. 
and  Detroit,  Mich.,  as  you  may  deem  advis- 
able. ^  1 

Sincerely  yours,  '  I 

Samuel  K.  McConnell,  Jr., 
Chairman,  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 


Appendix  D.  List  of  Labor  Hzaium«s  Held  bt 
Clare  E.  Hoffman  During  the  60th  Con- 
cress 

(a)  As  chairman  of  special  subcommittee 
of  House  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor: 

October  15.  16,  1947:  Clinton,  Mich,  (strike 
at  Clinton  Machine  Co.). 

October  20,  21,  22,  1947,  St.  Joseph.  Mich. 
(Remington-Rand,  of  Benton  Harbor). 

October  23,  24,  1947:  Dowagiac,  Mich.  (Hed- 
don  Bait  Co.).  'T' 

October  28,  29.  1947:  Mlchlgak  City.  Ind. 
(Joy  Manufacturing  Co.). 

October  30,  31,  1947:  Gallon,  Ohio  (North 
Electric  Manufacturing  Co.),  and  at  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  November  14,  19. 

January  20,  26,  28,  February  2.  3,  10.  11.  28, 
March  6-  8,  9,  1948:  Government  Services, 
Inc.,  at  Washington,  D.  C. 

July  30.  1948:  South  Haven,  Mich.  (Na- 
tional Motor  Castings  Co.). 

August  2,  3,  11,  1948:  Dayton,  Ohio  (Unlvls 
Lens  Co.),  and  at  Washington,  D.  C,  August 
5  and  6. 

August  26,  1948:  Jackson,  Mich.  (Aeroquip 
strike). 

August  27.  1948:  Grand  Rapids.  Mich. 
(Aeroquip  strike). 

December  4,  6,  17,  1948:  Kalamazoo 
(Shakeppeare  Co.  and  Shakespeare  Products 
Co.),  and  at  Washington.  D.  C.  On  Decem- 
ber 22. 

(b)  As  chairman  of  a  subcommittee  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the 
Executive  Departments: 

February  14,  March  6,  10.  19,  20,  1947: 
Washington,  D.  C.  (effectiveness  of  Hobbs 
amendment  in  suppressing  racketeering). 

March  13,  14,  1947:  Philadelphia.  Pa. 
(effectiveness  of  Hobbs  amendment  In  sup- 
pressing racketeering!. 

May  20.  21,  1948:  Chicago,  111.  (strikes  in 
meat-packing  industry  in  20  States). 

Appendix  E.  Rules  Adopted  bt  Committei 
ON  Government  Operations  on  Janu- 
ary 26  and  Februart  18,  1953 

Rules 

Rule  1 :  f  a)  The  rules  of  the  House,  Insofar 
as  they  are  applicable  shall  govern  the  com- 
mittee and  Its  subcommittees. 

(b)  The  rules  of  the  committee  shall  be 
the  rules  of  the  subcommittees. 

Rule  2:  The  regular  meetings  of  the  com- 
mittee shall  be  held  on  the  first  and  third 
Wednesday  of  each  month  at  10  a.  m..  at 
room  No.  1501,  New  House  Office  Building,  at 
such  other  times  as  the  chairman  may 
appoint,  and  on  the  written  request  of  a 
quorum  of  the  committee.  Subcommittee 
meetings  shall  not  be  held  when  the  full 
committee  Is  meeting. 

Rule  3 :  A  majority  of  the  committee  shall 
constitute  a  quorum;  provided,  however, 
that  special  subcommittees  consisting  of  two 
or  more  members — at  least  one  of  whom 
shall  be  a  member  of  the  minority — may  be 
appointed  by  the  chairman,  and.  in  such 
case,  one  member  of  the  special  subcom- 
mittee shall  be  a  quorum  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  sworn  testimony  only,  provided  that 
the  other  member  cr  members  of  the  spe- 
cial subcommittee  shall  have  received  reason- 
able notice  thereof.  Four  members  of  a 
regular  subcommittee  shall  constltiute  a  quo- 
rum. 

Rule  4:  A  member  may  vote  by  proxy  on 
any  issue  he  may  specify  providing  his  proxy 
Is  in  writing,  dated,  and  signed,  but  a  proxy 
may  not  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  creating 
a  quorum. 

Rule  5:  The  chairman  and  the  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  committee  shall  be 
ex  officio  members  of  the  regular  subcom- 
mittees but  not  of  special  subcommittees 
unless  appointed  to  such  subcommittee,  and 
shall  have  the  right  to  vote  on  all  matters 
pending  before  the  regular  suboommlttee. 
Any  member  of  the  committee  $hall  have 
the  privilege  of  sitting  with  any  regular  sub- 
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committee  during  its  hearings  or  delibera- 
tions and  may  participate  in  them  but  shall 
not  have  authority  to  vote  on  any  matter 
before  the  subcommittee. 

Rule  6:  Questions  as  to  the  order  of  busi- 
ness, the  procediue  of  tae  committee,  or  sub- 
committee, shall,  in  trte  first  Instance,  be 
decided  by  the  chalrmiin,  subject  always  to 
an  appeal  to  the  committee  or  subcommittee. 

INVESTIG.tTIONS 

Rule  7:  Investigations,  Insofar  as  possible, 
should  always  be  made  by  experienced  Indi- 
viduals of  sound  Judgment  and  with  the 
single  thought  of  obtaining  the  facts  without 
In  any  way  Infringing  upon  the  rights  of  the 
citizen. 

Rule  8:  No  major  investigation  by  a  sub- 
committee shall  be  Ir.ltlated  without  ap- 
proval of  a  majority  of  the  subcommittee. 

HEARINGS 

Rule  9 :  For  the  purpose  of  performing  Its 
duties,  the  committee,  or  any  subcommittee 
thereof  when  authorlwd  by  the  committee. 
Is  authorized  to  sit.  huld  hearings,  and  act 
at  such  times  and  places  within  the  United 
States,  whether  or  not  the  House  Is  in  session. 
Is  in  recess,  or  has  adjourned,  to  require  by 
subpena  or  otherwise  the  attendance  of  such 
witnesses  and  the  production  of  such  papers, 
documents,  and  books,  and  to  take  such 
testimony  as  it  deems  .necessary.  Subpenas 
may  be  Issued  under  ihe  signature  of  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  or  of  any  sub- 
committee, or  by  any  nnember  designated  by 
any  such  chairman,  and  may  be  served  by 
any  person  designated  by  any  such  chairman 
or  member. 

Rule  10:  Attendance  at  executive  sessions 
shall  be  limited  to  members  of  the  com:nlt- 
tee  or  subcommittee  and  of  the  staff  and 
such  other  persons  whose  presence  Is  re- 
quested or  consented  to  by  the  committee 
or  subcommittee. 

Rule  11:  All  hearings  conducted  by  the 
committee  or  any  6Ul>comnvlttee  shall  be 
open  to  the  public,  except  executive  sessions 
for  marking  up  bills  or  where  the  committee 
or  subcommittee  by  a  majority  vote  orders 
an  executive   session. 

Rule  12:  No  one  othrr  than  a  member  of 
the  committee  or  subcommittee  as  desig- 
nated by  the  chalrmt.n  or  subcommittee 
chairmen  shall  hold  hearings. 

Rule  13:  Hearings— the  taking  of  testi- 
mony— are  to  be  conducted  in  an  orderly, 
dignified  manner,  the  committee  keeping  in 
mind  the  power  of  the  Congress,  the  author- 
ity of  the  committee,  the  attainment  of 
the  objective  sought,  and  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  witness. 

WITNEiffiES 

Rule  14:  All  witnesses  at  public  or  execu- 
tive hearings  shall  be  sworn  or  shall  affirm. 

Rule  15:  So  far  as  Is  practicable,  all  wit- 
nesses appearing  before  the  committee  or 
subcommittee  shall  file  advance  written 
statements  of  their  proposed  testimony  and 
their  oral  testimony  shsll  be  limited  to  brief 
Bummarlcs  of  their  argument.  The  staff 
shall  prepare  and  furn.sh  to  the  chairman 
Of  the  committee  (or  subcommittee)  before 
each  day's  hearings,  so  far  as  Is  practicable. 
a  short  summary  of  tie  statement  and  of 
what  Is  expected  to  be  tleveloped  by  the  tes- 
timony Of  each  witness. 

Rule  16:  Any  witness  summoned  at  a  pub- 
lic hearing,  unless  the  committee  or  sub- 
committee by  a  majority  vote  determines 
otherwise,  may  be  accompanied  by  counsel 
who  shall  be  permitted  to  advise  the  witness 
as  to  his  rights.  Counsel  shall  not  testify  or 
make  any  statement  without  consent  of  a 
majority  of  the  committee  or  subcommittee 
present. 

Rule  17:  Menrbers.  as  called  upon  by  the 
chairman,  may,  by  clear,  brief,  and  relevant 
questions.  Interrogate  the  witnesses,  con- 
suming— in  the  first  Instance — not  more 
than  5  minutes.  A  ter  each  member  has 
nsed  or  waived  the  5  minutes  allccated  to 
him.  clhcr  meuiLers  may  then  coaliaue  i.iic»r 


Interrogation  under  the  direction  of  the 
chairman. 

Rule  18:  An  accurate  stenographic  record 
shall  be  kept  of  all  testimony.  Any  witness, 
by  paying  therefor,  may  have  a  stenographic 
transcript  of  his  testimony  given  at  public 
hearings.  The  witness  will  be  permitted,  in 
the  presence  of  a  member  of  the  committee 
staff,  at  the  office  of  the  committee,  to  ex- 
amine the  transcript  of  his  own  testimony 
given  at  executive  hearings,  at  such  time 
as  may  be  specified  by  the  chairman.. 

Rule  19:  Evidence  received  In  executive 
hearings  shall  not  be  released  or  included 
in  any  report  without  the  approval  of  a 
majority  ol  the  committee. 

REPORTS 

Rule  20:  No  committee  or  subcommittee 
report  shall  be  made  without  the  approval 
of  a  majority  of  the  committee  or  subcom- 
mittee; provided,  however,  that  an/  mem- 
ber ol  the  committee  or  subcommittee  may 
make  a  report  supplementary  to  or  dissent- 
ing from  the  majority  report. 

Rule  21:  No  summary  of  a  committee  re- 
port, prediction  cf  the  contents  of  such  re- 
port, or  statement  of  conclusions  concerning 
any  Investigation  should  be  made  by  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  or  of  the  staff  prior  to 
the  Issuance  of  the  report  ol  the  commit- 
tee. 

Rule  22 :  No  member  of  the  staff  shall 
publish  or  release  any  report  or  statement 
alleging  misconduct  by  any  person  in  any 
matter  under  investigation  by  the  subcom- 
mittee. 

Rule  23:  No  member  of  the  staff  shall,  for 
compensation,  publish  any  article  or  deliver 
any  speech  or  lecture  concerning  the  com- 
mittee or  its  activities  while  such  person  Is 
a  member  of  the  staff. 

Rule  24:  Inasmuch  as  the  chairman  of 
the  full  committee  is  required  to  approve 
and  sign  the  vouchers  for  expenses,  not  only 
those  incurred  by  the  full  committee  and 
its  professional  and  clerical  staff  but  by  the 
subcommittee  employees  and  professional 
staff,  and  to  coordinate  the  activities  of  the 
committee  and  its  subcommittees,  the  chair- 
men of  all  subcommittees  shall,  before  un- 
dertaking investigations  or  holding  hearings, 
outline  the  purpose  and  scope  of  the  pro- 
posed activity  and  furnish  to  the  chairman 
an  estimate  of  the  exp>enses  to  be  incurred. 

Before  employing  pjersonnel,  the  chair- 
men of  the  subcommittees  shall  obtain  the 
approval  of  the  chairman  ol  the  employ- 
ment and  terms  thereof. 

When  submitting  vouchers  for  the  ap- 
proval of  the  chairman,  subcommittee  chair- 
men shall  certify  that  the  disbursements 
were  necessary  and  reasonable  in  amount; 
that  the  items  for  which  charges  are  made 
have  been  received:  that  the  services  for 
which  payment  is  sought  have  been  ren- 
dered. 

Rule  25:  All  subcommittee  requests  for 
printing  shall  be  filed  with  the  clerk  of  the 
committee  and  copies  of  hearings  and  re- 
ports of  every  nature  shall,  except  as  other- 
wise requested  by  the  chairman,  be  delivered 
to  the  committee. 

Rule  26:  Inasmuch  as  the  Legislative  Re- 
organization Act  of  1946,  section  140  (a). 
requires  the  clerk  of  the  House  to  collect  all 
committee  records,  each  subcommittee  shall 
file  with  the  clerk  of  the  committee  at  the 
close  of  each  Congress,  all  of  its  records  with 
an  index  in  triplicate  of  all  material  filed. 


Atpendix  F.  ExrrNsioN  of  Remarks  of  Clare 
E.  Hoffman  in  Congrfssional  Record,  Ju.-y 
7.  1952,  Volume  98.  Part  11.  Pages  A4853 
TO  A4857 

An  Attempt  To  Substitute  the  Judgment  of 
A  Congressional  Committee  for  a  Judicial 
Decision 

(Extension  of  remarks  of  Clare  E.  Hoffman, 
of  Michigan,  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives Monday.  July  7,  1952) 
Mr.  Hoffman   of   Mirhltran.     Mr.  Speaker, 

nciLlicr  the  tui/coiuniiltee  of  the  House  Com- 


mittee on  Expenditures  In  the  Executive  De- 
partments— now  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations — nor  the  full  committee, 
though  extensive  hearings  were  held  by  the 
HoUfleld  subcommittee,  were  able  to  agree 
upon  a  report.  Nor  was  any  report  author- 
ized to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  Expenditures  Committee  declined  to 
adopt  a  report  which  would  have  had  the 
effect  of  substituting  its  Judgment  for  that 
of  the  United  States  courts  on  matters  in 
litigation  In  the  California  savings  and  loan 
controversy.  In  view  of  the  mutual  respect 
which  should  exist  between  Congress  and 
the  courts,  this  was  the  only  projjer  action 
the  committee  could  take. 

Individual  Members  of  the  House,  and  espe- 
cially members  of  the  committee,  were  at 
liberty,  however,  to  place  their  views  In  the 
Record. 

Inasmuch  as  my  colleague  from  California 
I  Mr.  HoLiriELD]  exercised  that  right  and 
privilege  by  expressing  his  views  In  the  Con- 
gressional Record,  It  seems  appropriate  that 
the  following  statement  be  made: 
statements  of  fact 

The  Long  Beach  Federal  Savings  &  Loan 
Association,  of  Long  Beach,  Calif.,  was  and 
is  a  corporation  organized  and  existing  un- 
der and  by  virtue  of  the  terms  and  provi- 
sions of  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Act  of  1933. 
as  amended — United  States  Code,  section 
1461,  et  sec. — and  functions  as  a  mutual 
thrift  association  in  the  city  of  Long  Beach. 
Calif.  It  is  hereinafter  referred  to  as  Long 
Beach  Federal. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  of  Los  An- 
geles, hereinafter  referred  to  as  Los  Angeles 
bank,  was  a  body  corporate — later  dissolved 
by  order  of  the  Commissioner  with  the  prior 
approval  of  the  President — a  Federal  Home 
Loan  bank  established  by  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board  under  authority  and  with- 
in the  meaning  of  chapter  11  of  title  12  of 
the  United  States  Code. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act — Public 
Law  304 .  72d  Congress — provided  for  a 
board  of  five  members,  known  as  the  Fed- 
eral Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  but  Execu- 
tive Order  No.  9070.  issued  by  the  President 
on  February  24.  1942,  pursuant  to  the  First 
War  Powers  Act.  abolished  the  Board  and 
designated  the  then  Chairman,  the  late  John 
H.  Fahey,  as  Commissioner  and  sole  admin- 
istrator of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Administration. 

Mr.  Fahey,  acting  as  Commissioner,  on 
March  29,  1946,  ordered — order  No.  6082 — 
that  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  of  Los 
Angeles  should  be  liquidated  and  reorgan- 
ized, and  Its  assets  turned  over  to  the  Fed- 
eral Home  Loan  Bank  of  Portland,  which 
was  ordered  to  assume  Its  liabilities. 

On  May  20,  1946,  by  order  No.  5254,  which 
the  Government  contends  is  unrelated  to 
order  No.  5082,  Mr.  Fahey,  acting  as  Com- 
missioner, appointed  Mr.  Ammann,  who  was 
assistant  chief  supervisor  of  Federal-and- 
State-chartered  insured  institutions,  con- 
servator of  Long  Beach  association. 

smith  committee  investigation 

The  Los  Angeles  bank,  the  Long  Beach  as- 
sociation, and  various  members  and  stock- 
holders of  both,  complained  of  the  actions 
of  the  Commissioner  in  dissolving  the  Los 
Angeles  bank  and  appointing  a  conservator 
for  the  Long  Beach  association,  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  To  Investigate  Ex- 
ecutive Agencies  Acting  Beyond  the  Scope  of 
Their  Authority.  That  committee  was 
created  by  House  Resolution  88  of  the  79th 
Congress,  1st  session. 

Among  other  things,  the  complainants  al- 
leged that  the  Commissioner  was  biased, 
acted  arbitrarily,  and  without  authority. 

Hearings  were  held  beginning  on  the  12th 
day  of  June  1946,  continuing  on  the  13th 
and  ending  on  the  14th  of  June  1946.  and 
covering  273  pages  of  printed  testimony. 

Mr.  Hyman  Flschbach  was  covitw*!  t<<t  \hm 
committee,  made  the  lnveiti^A;.v-.;^*-  a.><S  <v-..i- 
ducted  the  hearings. 
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Th«  oranmlttoe  filed  a  r^iort,  being  tbe 
10th  latermediata  report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee To  Inveetlgate  beoutlve  Agencies 
Acting  Beyosul  the  Scope  at  Their  Authority, 
HouM  Report  Mo.  3068,  79th  Congreea,  3d 
■eMlon. 

That  committee  recommended: 


knoMs 
*niie  reoommendatlona  of  your  committee 


"(1)  That  the  OommlMloner  reyoke  the 
order  reducing  the  number  of  districts  from 
13  to  11  In  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
System. 

"(3)  That  the  Commissioner  take  all  nec- 
essary steps  to  reestablish  a  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  of  Los  Angeles  and  a  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  of  Portland,  and  revoke 
the  order  or  orders  by  which  the  assets  of 
these  two  district  banks  were  Intermingled. 

"(3)  Riould  the  Commissioner,  In  the 
Ught  of  the  evidence  adduced  liefore  yqior 
committee,  still  adhere  to  the  opinion  that 
the  niunber  of  districts  should  be  reduced 
from  13  to  11,  and  Is  still  of  the  opinion  that 
he  has  the  legal  authority  to  reduce  the  num- 
ber of  districts,  he  should  proceed  to  give  due 
notice  of  such  Intention  to  all  of  the  asso- 
ciations in  the  area  affected,  hold  hearings, 
and  give  due  weight  to  the  reconunendatlons 
of  the  ofllclals  of  the  banks  Involved  and  to 
the  views  of  the  associations  which  are  mem- 
bers of  the  regional  banks  tdlected,  and 
should  likewise  take  Into  consideration  the 
views  of  the  Industry  generally.  Any  sudden 
and  unheralded  action,  such  as  that  taken 
in  tne  ease  of  the  Ijos  Angeles  bank,  is  cer- 
tain to  have  an  unfavoraMe  effect  on  the 
confidence  of  the  public  In  the  Institutions 
involved. 

"(4)  that  the  Commissioner  revoke  the 
order  appointing  a  conservator  for  the  Fed- 
eral Savings  and  Loan  Association  of  Long 
Beach  and  restore  the  assets  and  affairs  of 
the  association  to  Its  duly  elected  manage- 
ment, and  render  a  proper  accounting  for 
the  same,  as  expeditiously  as  Is  consistent 
with  Judicial  determination  at  the  questions 
at  issue.  Tour  committee  questions  whether 
the  law  ever  contemplated  that  the  Board 
should  have  the  extraordinary  power  to  seize 
and  appoint  a  conservator  for  a  solvent  In- 
stitution as  a  part  of  the  supervlaory  func- 
tions entrusted  to  the  Board  over  member 
banks. 

"(5)  That  the  appropriate  committees  of 
Congress  give  consideration  to  the  nec^slty 
(if.  In  the  opinion  of  such  committees,  the 
necessity  exists)    of  amending  the  Federal' 
Home  Loan  Act  In  the  following  particulars: 

"(a)  Clarifying  the  authority  of  the  Board 
In  the  matter  of  approval  of  elective  officers 
of  the  regional  banks  to  the  end  that  neither 
the  Board  nor  other  ofllclals  may  exercise 
such  authority  arbitrarily. 

"(b)  Clarifying  the  autbority  of  the  Board 
or  the  Administrator  to  Increase  or  decrease 
the  number  oi  regional  banks,  and  specifying 
the  condition  and  procedure  under  which 
such  changes  may  be  made. 

"(c)  Prohibiting  the  agency  from  appoint- 
ing conservators  for  any  member  associa- 
tion, except  under  specific  and  well-defined 
limitations. 

"(6)  It  developed  in  the  hearings  that  the 
order  relating  to  the  appointment  of  a  con- 
servator for  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association  of  Long  Beach  bad  not  Iseen  filed 
with  the  Federal  Register,  as  required  by  law. 
The  Division  of  the  Federal  Register  advised 
your  committee  that  only  on  three  occaslbns 
has  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Admin- 
istration complied  wltn  tne  requirement  that 
Its  orders  be  filed  with  tlie  Federal  Register. 
Yotir  committee  further  recommends  that 
the  Administrator  comply  with  the  law  in 
this  respect  In  the  future." 

^e  Oommissloner.  Ifr,  Fahey.  did  not 
comply  with  any  of  the  recommendations; 
nor  did  the  Congress  enact  legUIation  to 
correct  the  alleged  abuses  of  which  com- 


plaint was  made,  except  that  Reorganleatlon 
Plan  No.  3  of  1947  established  a  three-man 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board.^ 

The  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  In  the 
Mallonee  case — Home  Loan  Bank  Board  et  al. 
V.  Mallonee  et  al.  (C.  A.  9,  196  F.  2d  (adv.  sh.) 
336,  at  390)— said: 

"And  it  is  to  be  noted  that  despite  the 
reconunendatlons  of  a  congressional  commit- 
tee in  a  report  made  on  July  25,  1946,  Con- 
gress has  not  seen  fit  to  amend  that  statute 
so  as  to  curtail  the  supervisory  powers  of 
the  Board." 

If  the  House  did  not  deem  It  wise  to  fully 
implement  that  report  by  legislation,  there 
would  seem  to  be  no  siifllclent  reason  tor  the 
assumption  of  Jurisdiction  by  the  present 
conunlttee  as  a  controversy  is  now  pending 
In  the  courts. 

THE    UnCATIOIf 

On  May  27,  1946.  the  Long  Beach  Asso- 
ciation and,  shortly  thereafter,  others  in- 
terested, brought  court  action  against 
Fahey.  Individually  and  as  Chairman — 
Commissioner — of  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board;  and  Ammann,  Individually  and 
as  conservator,  challenging  the  legality  of 
the  actions  hereinbefore  referred  to. 

These  actions  reached  the  Supreme  Court 
in  Fahey  v.  Mallonee  (332  U.  S.  245).  That 
Court  upheld  the  constitutionality  ©f  the 
laws  under  which  the  Commissioner  acted 
and  the  validity  of  his  regulations. 

Later,  the  pleadings  were  amended,  other 
parties  Joined,  and  an  award  of  damages — 
$36.465,000 — sought,  relief  being  predicated 
upon  tne  cnarge  that  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  Fahey,  Ammann,  and  more  than  a 
hundred  private  individuals  Joined  In  a  con- 
spiracy to  by  fraud  and  illegal  action  in- 
jure  the  plaintiffs. 

These  actions  were  later  consolidated  and 
tne  Issues  raised,  aa  weU  as  tbe  Issue  as  to  ttie 
reestabllshment  of  the  Los  Angeles  bank 
brought  before  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  Ninth  Circuit. 

The  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  was 
subsequently  construed  by  the  United  Btatea 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Ninth  Circuit  on 
April  2,  1952,  in  an  opinion  vrrltten  In  the 
case  of  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  et  al.  v. 
Malonee  et  aL  (C.  A.  9,  196  F.  2d  (Adt.  Sh.) 
336).  That  court  commented  at  page  355 
upon  it  as  follows: 

"The  length  of  the  Fahey-Mallonee  de- 
cision forbids  setting  out  the  full  tert  but 
its  Importance  Justifies  a  summary  of  the 
decision.  The  Supreme  Court  said:  (1)  Sec- 
tion 6  (d)  of  the  Home  Owners'  Losn  Act 
of  1933,  as  amended,  was  constitutional;  (2) 
that  the  removal  of  the  conservator  of  as- 
sociation by  the  three-Judge  court,  rupra. 
was  Improper  and  that  its  drastic  decree 
could  stand  only  if  5  (d)  was  unconstitu- 
tional; (3)  that  institutions  like  associations 
are  created,  insured,  and  aided  by  tlie  Federal 
Qovemment;  (4)  that  the  provisions  of  the 
statute  under  attack  were  regulatory;  (5) 
that  the  Board  adopted  rules  and  regrulations 
governing  appointment  of  conservatore  and 
they  provide  groimds  upon  which  a  conser- 
vator may  be  named,  these  being  the  usual 
and  conventional  grounds  found  In  meet 
State  and  Federal  banking  statutes,  and  these 
rules  and  regulations  are  sufiBclently  e«pllclt 
to  be  adequate  for  proper  administration  and 
for  Judicial  review  if  there  should  be  proper 
occasion  for  it;  (6)  that  the  regulations 
provide  iox  a  hearing  after  the  conservator 


^Hie  hearings  show— pp.  163  and  198— 
that  committee  counsel,  whose  employment 
by  the  SnUth  conunlttee  ended  some  time  in 
1946  and  who  was  sulJsequently  employed  at 
some  date  unknown  to  the  writer  to  serve 
as  counsel  for  the  .present  subcommittee, 
received  some  $2,500  from  interested  Los 
Angeles  Savings  &  Loan  people,  which  he  con- 
tends was  paid  to  him  for  drafting  a  state- 
ment and  to  oppose  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  3. 
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takes  possession  and  while  this  1$  a  drastio 
procedure  it  la  an  almost  invariaWe  custom 
to  exercise  supervision  in  this  siunmary  man- 
ner, and  It  is  not  unconstitutional;  (7)  that 
in  this  case  an  administrative  hearing  was 
demanded  by  and  accorded  to  association, 
and  a  specification  of  charges  against  its 
management  was  requested  and  furnished  by 
the  Board;  (8)  that  the  causes  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  conservator  set  forth  by  the 
Board  were  (the  Coiirt  enumerates  the 
serious  charges  laid  against  the  management 
of  association,  p.  254  of  opinion);  (9)  that 
plaintiffs  nevertheless  demanded  and  ob- 
tained an  Injunction  to  prevent  the  adminis- 
trative hearing  and  they  have  therefore  cut 
off  the  making  of  a  reccjrd  as  to  whether  these 
charges  are  well  founded." 

The  Supreme  Court  decision  did  not  end 
the  litigation.  Comment  by  the  Court  In 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  v.  Mallonee,  supra, 
decided  last  April,  gives  some  idea  of  the 
magnitude  of  the  parties  and  issues  involved. 
That  Court'  said— page  368: 

"The  long  record  is  a  vivid  portrayal  of  the 
melange  of  Issues  and  parties  finally  and  in- 
evitably drawn  within  the  expanding  )>ound- 
aries  of  the  controversy  as  a  result  of  fail- 
ure to  lay  at  rest  In  tbe  very  l}eginning  the 
matter  of  tbe  validity  of  the  Anunann  ap- 
pointment. The  vast  array  of  parties  and 
issues  we  here  note  came  into  this  litigation 
after,  and  we  think  as  a  result  of,  the  amend- 
ments to  the  pleadings  of  Mallonee  and  as- 
sociation which  were  authorized  by  the  lower 
court  on  November  10,  1947.  We  refer  to 
these  amendments  at  a  later  point  in  this 
part  of  our  opinion.  This  tremendous  ex- 
pansion of  the  litigation  deserves  more  than 
a  passing  glance  for  it  makes  apparent  the 
fact  that  the  new  flood  of  Utigaats  arising 
out  of  this  expansion  of  the  area  of  con- 
troversy. Injected  into  the  Utlgatton  a  hoet 
of  serious  and  highly  complicated  problems 
of  law  and  fact  for  the  consideration  of  and 
adjudication  by  the  lower  court — in  fact,  the 
parties  accent  the  very  difficult  task  the  court 
faced  by  reason  of  this  fact.  It  finally  ap- 
pointed  a  master  to  handle  some  of  the  mul- 
tifarious problems  besetting  the  court  and 
a  controversy  over  liability  lor  the  master's 
fees  Is  now  on  appeal  in  this  court. 

"To  add  to  the  complications.  It  appears 
from  the  brief  of  association  that  iO  associa- 
tions (not  parties  to  this  appeal)  brought 
suit  In  the  United  SUtes  District  Court  for 
the  Northern  District  of  California,  to  en- 
Join  and  prevent  a  settlement  of  the  Utlga- 
tlon.  These  associations  (referred  to  aa  the 
northern  10)  are  similar  in  character  to  ap- 
pellee association  and  are  located  in  the 
San  Francisco  Bay  area.  Prosecution  of  this 
action  was  halted  by  a  preliminary  Injunc- 
tion Issued  by  the  lower  court  on  tbe  ground 
that  all  of  the  Issues  raised  by  the  action 
were  already  pending  in  the  lower  court 
since  all  parties  in  the  northern  action  were 
already  parties  in  the  instant  cohaoUdated 
actions.  The  position  and  the  contentions 
of  these  litigants  are  not  i>ertine«t  on  this 
appeal. 

"Facts  revealed  In  the  record  and  in  com- 
ments In  the  briefs  present  a  bewildering 
picture  and  one  that  adds  prophetic  em- 
phasis to  the  June  1947  comment  of  the 
Supreme  Court  in  Fahey  v.  Mallonee,  supra, 
that  'there  is  more  to  this  litigation  than 
meets  the  eye  on  the  pleadings."  The  briefs 
indicate  that  the  litigation  finally  brought 

'Since  the  opinion  of  the  United  States 
court  of  appeals  covers  the  same  suOject  mat- 
ter as  the  Investigation  of  the  subcommit- 
tee, and  represents  a  consideration  of  the 
entire  record,  that  opinion  is  incorporated 
Into  these  remarks  by  this  referenoe.  Need- 
less to  say,  no  member  of  the  subccnumit- 
tee  has  had  the  time  necessary  to  read  the 
tremendous  record  of  this  lltigaition,  the 
printed  portion  of  which  alone  fills  24  vol- 
umes. 
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within  its  orbit  15  proceedings  In  State  and 
Federal  trial  and  appellate  courts  and  2 
congressional  investigations.  The  printed 
part  of  the  record  in  the  instant  appeal  con- 
tains approximately  11  500  pages  necessl- 
t.iting  a  separate  index  of  129  pages.  The 
full  record  on  this  appeal  contains  nearly 
20.000  pnges  (in  addition  to  5.000  pages  of 
reporters'  transcripts)  and  is  a  narrative  of 
proceedings  in  which  there  were  more  than 
50  interpleaders  and  more  than  100  hearings 
which  are  asserted  to  have  resulted  in  10 
final  Judgments.  Thous.inds  of  parties  were 
named  defendants,  including  8.000  John  Doe 
borrnwers'  from  association;  100  "Intermed- 
dling Does';  100  'John  Doe  receivers';  100 
'John  Does'  names  as  trustees  under  deeds 
cf  trust:  hundreds  of  'John  Does'  and  Jane 
Does.'  "Roe  and  Doe'  copartnerships;  'Black 
A:  Co.*  corporations.  1  to  100  Inclusive,  and 
■Red  associations  '  The  amounts  of  the  In- 
oivldual  interpleaders  have  varied  from  as 
hlTh  ns  $6,300,000  In  one  proceeding,  to 
clear  the  titles  to  approximately  4.000  homes 
of  8.000  local  borrowers.  These  Individual 
homeowners  became  In.'olved  in  their  ef- 
forts to  clear  the  tangled  titles  to  their  In- 
d.vidual  homes  and  In  this  effort  causing 
various  amounts  to  be  deposited  into  court 
as  the  balance  due  on  home  loans.  Numer- 
ous other  parties  were  specifically  named  as 
parties  defendant  including  past  and  present 
officers  and  directors  of  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  of  San  Francisco;  the  Federal 
fc'avincis  &  Loan  Insurance  Corp  ;  10  savings 
and  loan  associations  located  in  northern 
California;  the  80  officers  and  directors  of 
said  associations:  Land  Title  Insurance  Ck)., 
a  corporation  which  allegedly  undertook  to 
Insure  titles  of  borrowers  during  the  period 
of  the  conservatorship." 

THE    PRESENT    INVESTICATIOW 

Evidently,  complaint  cf  the  failure  of  the 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  to  follow  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Smith  committee,  as  here- 
inbefore referred  to.  was  made  to  the  House 
Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive 
Departments. 

The  record  shows  that  a  special  subcom- 
mittee Investigating  the  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  composed  of  Hon.  Chet  Holitield. 
chairman,  and  Repre8«'ntatives  Lanham. 
Hardy,  Karsten,  Lovre,  and  Hoftman  was 
appointed. 

The  present  hearings  were  held  on  36  days. 
The  first  day's  hearing  was  on  October  27, 

1950.  In  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  On  November  14, 
following,  hearings  were  held  in  Long  Beach, 
Calif  ;  then  on  November  28.  1950.  and  on 
subsequent  days,  down  tc  and  Including  Au- 
gust 10,  1951.  in  Washington.  D.  C. 

Hearings  were  held  on  November  2.  1951, 
In  Memphis.   Tenn.;    on   November  6  and  7, 

1951.  and  March  28,  1952,  in  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. 

The  printed  hearings  C3ver  2,181  pages. 

The  Investigation  was  made  by  Mr.  Hyman 
Fi.schbach  and  his  associates.  At  times, 
members  of  the  committee  were  present.  At 
otiipr  times.  Mr.  HoLinsi-o.  the  chairman, 
and  Mr.  Pischbach  conducted  the  hearings. 

The  hearings  In  October  and  November 
1950  in  Lt)s  Angeles  anc  Long  Beach  were 
secret.  When  the  hearings  moved  to  Wash- 
i'leton.  committee  memb<'r8  received  numer- 
ous representations  from  both  sides  of  the 
C-  pitol.  and  from  savlng:i  and  loan  associa- 
tions throughout  the  United  States,  that,  if 
such  proceedings  had  to  continue,  they  be 
op?n  to  the  public.  The  first  day's  proceed- 
ings in  Washington  were  also  secret,  but 
oii  November  29.  1950.  ihe  bearings  were 
opened  to  the  public. 

The  proceedings  In  California  In  October 
and  November  1950  took  place  before  the 
fpecial  subcommittee  had  been  appointed. 
These  proceedings  were  descrH)ed,  at  a  meet- 
ing of  the  subcommittee  held  in  Washln«?ton 
on  November  28.  1950,  by  Subcommittee 
Counsel  Fischbach  as  follows: 


"Mr.  Fischbach.  Mr.  Chairman,  before 
swearing  the  witness  and  before  starting  any 
proceedings  this  morning  with  respect  to 
taking  additional  testimony,  I  would  like 
to  report  to  the  subcommittee  assembled  here 
that  during  the  course  of  the  field  Investiga- 
tion a'htch  was  made  under  the  auspices  of 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  It  was 
necessary  to  take  the  testimony  of  various 
Individuals.  We  proceeded  In  that  respect 
on  the  27th  of  October  1950.  In  the  Federal 
Building  In  Los  Angeles,  and  had  before  us 
Robert  F.  Rhoades,  J.  Arthur  Younger.  J.  H. 
Hoffman,  who  were  officials  of  the  Citizens' 
Federal  Savings  &  Loan  Association  of  San 
Francisco,  and  had  such  proceedings  by  way 
of  testimony  and  documentary  evidence  sub- 
mitted as  is  Indicated  by  the  transcript  pre- 
pared by  Mack  M.  Racklin,  an  official  court 
reported  at  Los  Anceles. 

"We  also  had  occasion  to  proceed  In  the 
same  manner  at  Long  Beach.  Calif.,  on  No- 
vember 14.  1950.  and  on  that  occasion  the 
chairman  presided  at  the  taking  of  the  testi- 
mony of  the  following  witnesses:  Charles 
E.  Bradley,  Harold  L.  Newendorp.  Charles  T. 
Smith.  Thomas  A.  Gregory.  Clair  Van  Horn, 
and  Victor  Roddick,  and  received  the  exhibits 
indicated  by  the  transcript,  which  was  pre- 
pared by  Mr.  Racklin.  the  official  court  re- 
porter from  Los  Angeles,  whose  services  we 
had  had  on  the  27th  of  October. 

"I  would  like  to  offer,  and  I  a.^k  the  chair- 
man to  move  acceptance  of,  the  testimony 
as  well  as  the  exhibits  identified  in  the 
transcript  of  the  proceedings  to  which  I  have 
referred. 

"Kir.  LovnE.  Mr.  Chairman,  was  this  a  staff 
investigation  made  out  In  California  In 
October  that  you  are  talking  about? 

"Mr.  HoLiFiELD.  Yes.  Mr.  Hyman  I.  Fisch- 
bach and  Mr.  Herbert  Roback.  who  are  on  my 
regular  subcommittee  staflf,  acted  as  investi- 
gators pursuant  to  directions  from  Chairman 
Dawson,  transmitted  through  me,  to  make 
this  field  Investigation.  This  testimony  was 
taken  under  oath  administered  by  myself 
and  these  are  witnesses  who  had  testimony 
and  certain  documents  which  we  believe  are 
neces-sary  for  this  investigation.  The  hear- 
ings are  available  for  any  of  the  members  to 
read   and  the  exhibits  will  be  shown  then. 

"Mr.  LovHE.  Another  question :  Were  any 
members  of  the  subcommittee  present  at  any 
of  these  hearings? 

"Mr.  HoLiriELD.  There  were  no  members 
except  myself.  They  were  not  In  the  nature 
of  public  hearings.  It  was  merely  the  taking 
of  testimony. 

"Mr.  Fischbach.  I  might  say  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  members  of  the  subcommittee  that 
there  Is  Included  In  these  two  transcripts 
evidence  of  the  most  vital  nature  which  will 
be  extremely  helpful  to  the  svibcommittee  in 
evaluating  the  record  which  will  be  made 
here. 

"Mr.  Lanham.  Was  there  anybody  present 
to  cross-examine  the  witnesses? 

"Mr.  Fischbach.  No,  sir. 

"Mr.  HoLiFiELD.  With  this  exception,  that 
Mr.  Plfchbach  examined  them. 

"Mr.  Lanham.  Usually  where  two  sides  are 
Involved,  there  Is  some  opportunity  for  cross- 
examination.  I  do  not  know  that  It  was 
necessary  In  this  case,  but  I  just  asked  the 
question  for  the  record. 

"Mr.  Fischbach.  No;  I  do  not  think  you 
will  find  that  It  was  necessary  in  relation  to 
the  testimony  which  was  secured. 

"Mr.  HouFiELD.  I  might  say  that  the  wit- 
nesses were  Informed  of  their  constitutional 
rights  and  they  answered  all  questions  vol- 
untarily. There  was  no  protest  to  the  ques- 
tioning by  either  myself  or  Mr.  Fischbach. 
They  were  informed  of  their  constitutional 
■  rights  and  could  protest  and  refuse  to  answer 
if  they  wanted  to. 

"Mr.  LovRE.  This  is  the  first  information 
I  have  had  of  these  depositions  or  hearings, 
whatever  you  call  them.  May  I  ask  this: 
Was  the  Department  of  Justice  represented 


at  any  of  these  hearings  that  have  been  con* 
ducted  by  the  staff? 

"Mr.  Fischbach.  No;  the  Department  of 
Justice  would  not  be  represented  any  more 
than  the  Department  of  Justice  would  be 
represented  in  the  proceedings  before  this 
committee.  This  committee's  investigation 
would  not  necessarily  proceed  either  in  the 
presence  of  a  Department  of  Justice  repre- 
sentative or  in  the  presence  of  any  coun- 
sel for  any  of  tbe  parties.  We  have  today 
by  invitation  Mr.  Newell  A.  Clapp,  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  because  Mr.  Clapp  is 
In  a  position  to  be  of  substantial  assistance 
not  only  to  the  E>epartment  but  to  this  sub- 
committee and  it  was  deemed  advisable  to 
invite  Mr.  Clapp  to  attend  this  session  of 
the  committee  despite  the  fact  that  it  is 
an  executive  session,  so  that  the  subcom- 
mittees  work  could  possibly  be  facilitated 
by  his  presence  and  by  sut>sequent  contact 
with  him  and  others  in  the  Department  of 
Justice. 

"Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  mlgh-c  say  that  the  rea- 
son of  taking  testimony  in  tbe  field  in- 
vestigation was  the  fact  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  get  a  sul>committee  together  right 
be/ore  the  election,  and  also  due  to  the 
expense  involved  of  bringing  these  witnesses 
here  to  Washington,  and  sending  them  back, 
which  would  amount  to  alxiut  $500  apiece. 
if  they  were  here  for  Just  a  few  days.  That 
is  for  railroad  fare  and  so  forth." 

In  addition  to  these  hearings  in  California 
In  1950,  which  take  up  142  pages  qf  the 
printed  record,  the  hearing  at  Memphis. 
Tenn..  and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  in  1951,  and 
the  hearings  in  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  in  1952. 
must  also  be  classed  as  investigations  of 
committee  counsel  for  they  were  conducted 
without  authority  of  the  House  or  the  Ex- 
penditures Committee. 

A  reading  of  the  record  discloses  that  tbe 
apparent  purpose  of  tbe  hearings  was, 
through  congressional  action  to  force  the 
Department  of  Justice  and  the  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  to  discontinue  their  resistance 
to  the  court  actions '  and  force  settlement  of 
the  claims  filed  by  the  parties  who  had 
brought  the  various  court  actions,  to  renew 
the  recommendations  of  the  Smith  commit- 
tee, and  to  suggest  legislation  which  would 
restrict  Improper  or  arbitrary  action  by  the 
executive  agencies  having  to  do  with  tbe  ad- 
ministration of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Act.  However,  the  United  States  court  of  ap- 
peals, with  the  entire  record  before  it,  noted 
that  a  tenable  basis  for  compromise  that 
would  be  "within  the  law"  *  had  not  l>een 
suggested. 

The  committee  was  asked  to  criticize  the 
defending  parties  in  the  litigation  brought 
against  them  by  the  plaintiffs  Mallonee  and 
association  for  not  settling  the  litigation  by 
making  available  to  the  plaintiffs  economic 
benefits  which  were  estimated  to  be  worth 
approximately  $5,250,000.  However,  tbe 
United  States  court  of  appeals  held  that  the 
pleadings  of  the  plaintiffs  "failed  to  state  a 
claim  upon  which  any  relief  could  be  granted 
by  a  Federal  court." »  We  were  also  asked 
to  find  In  effect  that  the  charges  of  the  Fed- 
eral examiners  against  the  management  of 


•Before  the  subcommittee  had  been  cre- 
ated. Subcommittee  Counsel  Fischbach  en- 
tered an  appearance  on  behalf  of  the  sub- 
committee-to-be in  the  litigation  in  the  Fed- 
eral courts  and  took  a  position  in  opposition 
to  that  of  the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  and 
the  Department  of  Justice.  See  the  tran- 
script of  the  proceedings  of  November  17. 
1950.  Mallonee  et  al.  v.  Fahey  et  al..  No. 
5421-PH,  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  Southern  District  of  California. 

*  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  et  al.  v.  JIfaUonee 
et  al.  ((C.  A.  9)  196  F.  2d  (Adv.  Sh.)  336  at 
p.  387). 

»  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  et  al.  v.  MaUonee 
et  al.  {  (C.  A.  9)  196  F.  2d  (Adv.  Sh.)  S36  at 
p.  378). 
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the  Long  Beach  AnoeUtion  were  lacking  In 
•ubctanoe.  Ukewlae  we  were  reqxiested  to 
condemn  the  bringing  on  of  these  matters 
to  an  admlnlstratlTe  hearing.  Thit  United 
States  court  ot  appeals,  however,  found  as 
follows: 

"In  this  order  fcr  a  hearing  the  Board 
makes  serious  charges  against  aasoclatlon 
and  we  do  not  doubt  that  under  the  law,  and 
under  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Board 
which  deal  with  Its  supervisory  power  over 
such  Institutions  as  association.  It  may  law- 
fully and  properly  require  association  to  an- 
swer these  charges  In  the  manner  and  under 
the  conditions  prescribed  In  this  administra- 
tive order.  The  authority  of  the  Board  to 
require  compliance  with  an  administrative 
order  of  this  character  seems  clearly  spelled 
out  in  the  holding  of  the  Supreme  Court  in 
Fahey  v.  Mallonee,  supra,  and  we  hold  that 
In  issuing  the  said  order  the  Board  validly 
exercised  a  power  of  supervision  lodged  in 
it."  • 

The  evidence  before  the  committee  did 
not,  and.  becaufle  the  committee  was  not 
the  proper  forum,  for  their  determination, 

could  not  prove  or  disprove  the  charges  made 
against  the  management  of  tbe  Long  Beacn 
Association.  Thoee  charges  were  repeated 
iinder  oath  before  the  subcommittee  by  Fed- 
eral examiners.  The  nature  of  the  charges 
makes  It  clear  why  the  United  States  Court 
of  Appeals  found  that  a  tenable  basis  for 
compromise  within  the  law^  had  not  been 
suggested.    Whether  the  charges  are  true  or 

false,  they  are  of  an  extremely  serious  na- 
ture and  require  agreement  with  the  United 
States  courts  that  if  they  are  true  the 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board -must  take  action. 
See  pages  1768,  et  seq.,  of  the  printed  record. 
The  oommlttee  was  asked  to  criticize  pri- 
vate attorneys  and  Government  personnel 
for  reporting  apparent  income-tax  deficien- 
cies running  at  least  into  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  dollars.  It  is  alleged  that  tax  prose- 
cutions were  urged  which  would  not  have 
been  urged  except  for  the  litigation.  The 
record  before  the  committee  does  not  jus- 
tify a  conclusion  on  these  tax  matters.  The 
prosecution  of  alleged  tax  concealments 
should  not  be  instigated  or  withheld  because 
of  other  pending  Utigatlon  involving  the 
same  persons.  It  Is  pertinent  to  state,  how- 
ever, that  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars 
of  apparent  tax  liabilities  to  the  Govern- 
ment were  uncovered  by  the  efforts  of  the 
persons  criticized,  and,  while  some  of  these 
persons  were  frequently,  some  of  them  al- 
most constantly,  before  the  subcommittee, 
subcommittee  counsel  never  questioned  any- 
one of  them  about  any  of  these  tax  matters 
although  going  into  great  detail  about  otber 
items  the  significance  of  which  is  not  at 
all  apparent  in  the  record. 

TRZ  DSCISION  or  THS  WIMTR  CUCOTT 
Following  the  decision  of  June  23.  1947. 
In  Fah  ey  v.  Mallonee^  supra,  which,  among 
other  things,  held  that  the  litigants  had 
not  exhausted  their  administrative  rem- 
edies, the  Ninth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals,  in 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  against  Mallonee, 
quoted  the  Supreme  Court  as  follows: 

"  "The  Board  adopted  rules  and  regulations 
governing  appointment  of  conservators. 
They  provided  the  grounds  upon  which  a 
conservator  might  be  named,  and  they  are 
the  usual  and  conventional  grounds  found 
In  most  State  and  Federal  banking  statutes 
They  are  sufflclently  explicit,  against  the 
background  of  custom,  to  be  adequate  for 
proper  administration  and  for  Judicial  re- 
view if  there  should  be  a  proper  occasion 

for  if."  wvv,««uu 


*  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  et  al  v  IfaZ- 
lonee  et  al.  ( (C.  A.  9)  196 F-.  2d  (adv.  sh.)  366 
|kt  p.  388) .  ' 

*  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  et  al.  v.  Mallonee 
et  al.  ((C.  A,  9)   196  F.  ad  (adv.  sh.)  336  at 


The  court  of  appeals  further  said: 
"At  the  conclusion  of  Its  decision  in  Fahey 
T.  Jfoiionee  the  court  summarized  its  views 
In  the  significant  statement  that  it  vfas  error 
for  the  lower  court  to  oust  the  conservator 
or  to  enjoin  any  of  his  proceedings  ot  to  en- 
Join  the  administrative  hearing  and  this 
without  prejudice  to  any  other  admflnlstra- 
tive  or  Judicial  proceedings  which  may  be 
warranted  by  law.  Here  we  have  not  only  a 
blunt  appraisal  and  condemnation  of  the 
initiatory  proceedings  in  the  lower  corurt  but 
also  a  significant  reference  to  "any  other  ad- 
ministrative •  •  •  proceedings."  Tlie  last 
words  of  this  pronouncement  would  be  void 
of  meaning  if  we  disregard  the  fact  tiiat  the 
court  was  referring  to  further  admlnlBtrative 
proceedings  which  would  eventuate  in  a  final 
agency  determination  which  decided  the  va- 
lidity of  both  the  Ammann  appointment  and 
the  order  setting  the  field  hearing  on  July 
3,  1946,  this  final  aeclslon  to  be  promulgated 
either  under  the  then  rules  and  regulations 
of  administration  or  possibly  (if  delay  en- 
sued) under  provisions  of  the  AdnilniBtratlve 
Procedure  Act  which  had  been  approved  only 

a  few  days  prior  to  the  date  of  this  decision. 
The  Supreme  Court  certainly  did  not  over- 
look the  presence  of  that  legislation  or  its 
po^ible  application  to  this  litigation."  • 

During  the  present  hearings,  there  was 
testimony  to  the  effect  that  the  litigation 
to  which  reference  has  been  made.  Which  is 
still  pending  in  the  ninth  circuit.  Was  ex- 
pensive and  a  waste  of  money. 

»  Undoubtedly,  that  charge  Is  true.  But  the 
United  States  court  of  appeals  placed  the 
responsibility  for  the  delay  and  expense  of 
the  litigation  squarely  upon  the  slKjulders 
of  those  who  instigated  the  present  hearings 
and  upon  others  who  have  joined  with  them. 
This  is  made  -lear  on  page  367  of  the  opinion, 
and  in  the  following  excerpts  from  the 
opinion : 

"The  clear  and  undisguised  purpose  of  the 
Mallonee-assoclation  group  was  to  seek  im- 
mediate injunctive  relief  at  the  outset  of  this 
litigation  which  would  forbid  recourse  to 
and  thereby  bypass  the  entire  administrative 
process  including  Judicial  review  of  any  final 
determination  of  administration  after  com- 
pletion of  the  field  hearing  held  at  Los 
Angeles.  •   •   •  • 

"The  presently  involved  state  of  the  record 
which  resulted  from  failure  to  exhaust  the 
administrative  remedy  in  the  initiatory  stage 
of  this  litigation  thereby  causing  this  liti- 
gation to  fan  out  and  proliferate  into  its 
present  complications  provides  no  sound  rea- 
son in  law  for  another  Judicial  repudiation 
of  a  procedure  clearly  authorized  under  law 
and  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Board. 
The  answer  to  the  unhappy  and  regrettable 
involvements  of  this  long,  drawn-out,  and 
costly  litigation  is  not  to  be  found  in  a  fur- 
ther resort  to  a  court  injunction  to  com- 
pletely thwart  an  administrative  process 
which  Congress  has  seen  fit  to  approve."  " 

Private  parties  are  involved  on  both  sides 
Of  the  pending  litigation.  Many  of  the  de- 
fending litigants  are  men  of  stature  In  their 
own  communities  and  even  nationally.  They 
have  a  right  that  the  charges  against  them 
be  litigated  in  the  proper  courts  aiMl  that 
they  Jje  free  of  pressure  from  Congress  to 
refrain  from  defending  against  those  charges. 
The  matter  is  one  for  Judicial  determination. 

As  Circuit  Judge  Stephens,  concurring  In 
the  opinion  by  Judge  Bone,  aptly  stated : 

"I  agree  with  Judge  Bone's  conclusions  as 
detailed  in  his  exhaustive  review  of  this 
super -Cv^mplicated  litigation  and  Join  in  the 
order  contained  in  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
opinion.     The  whole  subject  matter  from  the 

•  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  et  al.  v.  MtUonee 
et  al.,  supra,  p.  378. 

'Home  Loan  Bank  Board  et  al.  v.  Mallonee 
et  al.,  supra,  p.  353. 

»  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  et  al.  v.  Mallonee 
et  al..  supra,  p.  330. 


beginning  presented  highly  difficult  legal 
questions,  solvable  in  certainty  only  by  the 
court  with  the  last  say.  I  thoroughly  agree 
that  Fahey  v.  Mallonee  (1947,  33^  U.  S.  245), 
must  be  followed  as  Indicated  Da  the  maiii 
opinion." 

THX  STTGGESTn)  a£COMMXND4TION8 

At  the  end  of  the  draft  of  the  report  which 
was  submitted  but  not  accepted  by  either 
the  subcommittee  or  the  committee,  there 
were  listed  some  15  recommendations  which 
It  was  proposed  that  the  committee  make  to 
Congress.  These  15  recommendatloru  except 
possibly  2  were  never  a  matter  of  dispute  in 
the  committee.  Quite  probably  there  would 
be  a  substantial  area  of  agreement  on  some 
of  the  recommendations.  The  difference  of 
opinion  involved  was  whether  or  not  a  com- 
mittee of  Congress  should  attempt  to  influ- 
ence the  course  of  the  pending  litigation  in 
the  United  States  courts.  The  committee 
properly  declined  to  attempt  to  Influence 
tha:  litigation. 

With  these  views  I  think  a  majority  of  the 
committee  is  In  agreement,  though  I  am  not 
authorized  to  speak  for  them. 

Appendix  G.  Copy  of  Oroeb  AppotNrmc  Sec- 
ond Subcommittee  or  the  Committkb  om 
Education  and  Labor   (June  23,  1953) 

Washington.  D.  C,  June  23,  1953. 

Hon.  Wint  Smith,  I 

House  of  Representatives,       I 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  SMrrn:  By  virtue  of 
the  authority  vested  In  me  as  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  pursuant 
to  House  Resolution  115  of  th«  83d  Con- 
gress, 1st  session.  I  hereby  appoint  you  as 
chairman  of  a  si)ecial  subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  to  in- 
vestigate alleged  violations  in  and  around 
Kansas  City.  Mo.,  of  the  antlracketeering 
law,  as  amended  by  the  Hobb$  Act,  and 
other  Federal  labor  legislation  coming  with- 
in the  purview  of  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor,  and  allegations  as  to  the 
improper  administration  and  enforcement 
of  such  legislation. 

I  have  also  appointed  Representative  Claux 
E  Hoffman,  of  Michigan,  and  Hepresanta- 
tlve  Wincate  H  Luca.s,  of  Texas,  to  serve  with 
you  on  this  subcommittee. 

The  subcommittee  Is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  conduct  a  thorough  study 
and  Investigation  of  the  aforementioned  al- 
legations and  any  matter  or  subject  com- 
ing within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Education  and  Labor  under  rule  XL 
6.  of  the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, 83d  Congress,  which  is  covered  by 
these  allegations. 

You  are  further  directed  to  hold  such  pub- 
lic or  executive  sec  Ions  as  you  may  deem 
f.dvisable  and  you  are  hereby  authorized  and 
designated  by  me  to  issue  and  have  served 
such  subpenas  as  may  be  necessury  in  this 
mvestigatlon. 

This  supersedes  my  letter  to  you  of  June 
22.   1953. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Samuel  K.  McGonnell,  Jr., 
Chairman.    Committee    on    Educa- 
tion and  Labor. 


Appendix  H.  Letter  of  June  29.  1953,  to 
Subcommittee  Chairmev 
Congress  of  the  United  STATfs, 

House  of  REPRESENTATtvzs. 

Committee  on  Government  OPEa4TiONs, 

Washington.  D.  C,  June  29.  1953. 
Hon. , 

Chairman. Subeommittee, 

House  Office  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  :  Congressional  investiga- 
tions, with  attendant  publicity,  long  seemed 
tu  be  tUe  only  eaective  weapon  aealnst  the 
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inexcusable  waste,  extravagance,  and  some- 
times corruption,  prevailing  to  such  a  great 
extent  in  the  two  preceding  administrations. 

The  inability  of  the  Congress  to  obtain 
economy  and  efficiency  from  the  expendi- 
ture of  public  funds  was  enhanced  by  the 
reluctance  of  executive  officials  charged  with 
the  proper  interpretation  and  admlnistra- 
ttan  of  the  laws  to  seek  to  ascertain  and  im- 
plement the  will  of  Congress  as  expressed  in 
legislation. 

However,  the  futility  of  congressional  In- 
vestigation was  all  too  often  emphasized  by 
the  fact  that  after  an  investigation  had  dis- 
closed an  enormous  and  utterly  inexcusable 
expenditure  of  billions,  thoee  responsible. 
either  because  of  retirement  or  transfer  to 
other  duties,  could  not  be  disciplined. 

In  addition,  almost  without  exception,  the 
fur.ds  wasted  could  not  be  recovered,  nor 
could  any  assurance  be  obtained  tlukt  simi- 
lar misuse  of  public  funds  would  not  re- 
i>ccur. 

With  the  coming  of  the  present  adminis- 
tration and  its  desire  to  "clean  up  the  mess 
ill  Washington."  we  were  led  to  expect  the 
fullest  cooperation  In  the  effort  to  meet  at 
least  in  some  degree  the  public's  desire  and 
demand  that  the  ever-increasing  tax  burden 
be  lessened,  instead  of  increased.  We  ex- 
pected that  the  tax  dollar  would  be  made 
to  produce  Ita  equivalent  In  service  rendered. 

Current  Investigations  calling  attention  to 
improper.   Bometlmes  crlmmal.  activities  on 

the  part  of  individuals  or  agencies  in  the 
executive  departments  which  have  resulted 
ill  absurd  and  ridiculous  expenditures  tend 
to  leave  the  false  impression  that  such  im- 
prop>er  activities  may  be  chargeable  to  the 
present  administration.  Newspaper  stories 
:ind  letters  from  individuals  indicate  that 
many  of  our  people  think  we  are  now  charg- 
ing the  Eisenhower  administration  with  the 
undesirable  activities  exposed  by  our  re- 
{x>rts.  Without  reason,  many  people  believe 
that  as  these  stories  are  given  publicity,  they 
relate  to  acts  of  the  departments  occurring 
since  January  20,  1953. 

Assurance  has  come  from  some  of  those 
vho  direct  the  executive  departments  that. 
if  attention  Is  directed  to  specific  Instances 
of  Improper  and  wasteful  misuse  of  tax 
dollars,  those  in  authority  in  the  depart- 
ments where  such  actions  have  occurred 
will  without  delay  make  a  vigorous  effort  to 
create  a  situation  where  similar  Improper 
or  unlawful  activities  cannot  again  occur. 

Tills  attitude  tends  to  curtail  the  need 
for  congressional  Investigations.  It  sug- 
gests the  advisability  of  transferring  com- 
plaints of  maladministration  direct  to  the 
head  of  the  executive  department  involved, 
rather  than  to  a  congressional  committee. 

The  trend  in  the  Congress  seems  to  be  to 
give,  at  the  request  of  the  administration, 
the  executive  departments  ever-Increasing 
authority — authority  granted  to  the  Con- 
gress under  the  Constitution  and  which  a 
continuation  of  constitutional  government 
seems  to  demand  should  be  exercised  by  the 
Congress. 

This  trend  In  recent  years  was  Imple- 
mented by  the  enactment  of  so-called  reor- 
ganization legislation,  which  made  it  pos- 
sible for  an  administration  to  byp>ass  con- 
stitutional provisions  and  legislate  subject 
only  to  a  veto  by  one  House  of  the  Congress. 

Within  the  past  few  weeks,  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations  reported  out  and 
the  House  adopted  H.  B.  992,  Introduced  by 
Congressman  Browh,  which  creates  a  com- 
mission to  perform  a  duty  which  is  properly 
the  duty  of  the  Congress. 

The  committee  also  reported  out.  and  the 
House  adopted,  H.  B.  4406.  introduced  by 
Congressman  Halleck.  This  bUl  Tstablishes 
a  Conunission  on  Intergovernmental  Rela- 
tions. 

Apparently,  it  takes  over  a  part  of  the 
Jurisdiction  heretofore  given  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations — especially  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Intergovernmental  Rela- 
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tlons  Subeommittee,  which  was  charged  with 
the  duty  of  stiulylng  the  relationships  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  States  and 
municipalities.  There  would  appear  to  be 
no  longer  any  reason  for  this  particular  sub- 
committee. 

Incidentally,  in  connection  with  H.  R.  4406, 
kindly  note  that  last  Saturday,  June  27,  1953. 
Congressional  Record,  volume  99.  part  6, 
page  7513,  Mr.  Halleck  called  up  the  com- 
panion bill.  S.  1514.  with  a  Senate  amend- 
ment to  the  House  amendment,  and  agreed 
to  the  Senate  amendment  to  the  House 
amendment.  I  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  bill  did  not  go  to  conference,  that 
a  conference  was  necessary  If  a  bill  as  passed 
by  one  House  was  amended,  and  that  later 
Mr.  Halleck  stated  (though  this  was  not  on 
the  recc«-d)  that  inasmuch  as.  In  his  opinion, 
there  was  no  objection  to  the  amendment  he 
had  agreed  to  It. 

I  did  not  care  to  make  a  point  of  order 
and  disagree  with  the  majority  leader  as  to 
the  legislative  procedure,  but  if  the  majority 
leader,  without  action  by  the  House  legisla- 
tive committee,  can  agree  to  amendments 
made  In  the  Senate  and  never  submitted  to 
the  House  legislative  committee,  there  is 
little  need  for  subcommittees  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Government  Operations  to 
function. 

If  the  full  committee  is  to  retain  any  sub- 
stantial part  of  its  own  Jurisdiction,  It  will 
be  necessary  to  be  on  the  alert  and  make  a 

Vigorous  protest. 

It  may  have  escaped  your  attention,  but 
H.  R.  5406  recently  came  out  of  a  legislative 
committee  and  that  bill,  if  enacted,  will  take 
over  further  Jurisdiction  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations.  The 
same  attempt  was  made  last  year  on  the 
floor  of  the  House,  but  was  defeated.  It 
is  not  my  duty  to  carry  the  full  burden 
of  maintaining  this  committee's  Jurisdiction, 
and  I  havent  the  slightest  intention  of  as- 
suming that  burden. 

Under  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949.  as 
amended,  a  succession  of  reorganization  plana 
has  come  to  the  Congress.  Some.  If  not  all.  of 
these  plans  include  legislative  proposals 
which,  under  our  form  of  government,  hereto- 
fore have  properly  been  referred  to  regular 
standing  legislative  committees  of  the  Con- 
gress. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing.  It  appears  to  be 
evident  that  the  present  administration 
and  the  House  leadership  desire  to  lessen 
the  activities  of  the  Subcommittees  of  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations  to 
which  heretofore  have  been  referred  ques- 
tions Involving  the  propriety  and  effective- 
ness of  Federal  expenditures  and  the  neces- 
sity, if  any.  for  remedial  legislation. 

As  this  committee  and  the  Congress  ap- 
parently desire  and  Intend  to  follow  the  ad- 
ministration's lead,  and  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Congress  expects  to  adjourn  July 
31  next,  will  you  kindly  begin  to  curtail  the 
activities  of  your  subcommittee,  by  confining 
your  investigations  to  one  complaint,  advis- 
ing me  of  its  nature,  and  cut  your  staff  so 
that  beginning  Augtist  1  It  will  consist  of 
no  more  than  1  investigator  and  1  clerk  or 
stenographer. 

A  determined  effort  will  also  be  made 
through  more  direct  control  and  supervision 
of  the  committee's  activities  to  obtain  ef- 
fective action  looking  toward  Ixith  economy 
and  efllciency. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Clare  E.  Hoffman. 

Chairman. 

Appendix  I.  House  Resolution  150,  83d  Con- 
cress,  1st  Session 

House  Resolution  150 

(Submitted  Feb.  19.  1953;   considered  and 

agreed  to  Feb.  25,  1953) 

Jtexolued,  lliat  the  expenses  of  conducting 

the  studies  and  investigations  authorized  by 

clause  8  of  rule  XI  Incurred  by  the  Com- 


mittee on  Govertmient  Operations,  acting  aa 
a  whole  or  by  regular  or  special  subcom- 
mittees, not  to  exceed  $355,050,  izxcludlng 
employment  of  such  experts,  special  counsel, 
and  such  clerical,  stenographic,  and  other 
assistants,  and  which  shall  also  be  available 
for  expenses  incurred  by  said  committee  or 
its  regular  or  special  sulxx)nunittees  within 
or  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States,  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  House  on  vouchers  au- 
thorized by  and  signed  by  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Government  Operations, 
and  approved  by  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 

Sec.  2.  The  official  committee  reporters  may 
t>e  i;sed  at  all  hearings  held  In  the  District 
of  Columbia,  if  not  otherwise  offlcially  en- 
gaged. 

Appendix  J.  Hottsx  Rksolutxon  339,  83o 
Congrkss,    1st  Sx&sxom 

House  Resolution  339 
(Submitted  July  15,  1953;   considered  and 

agreed  to  July  29,  1953) 
Resolved.  That  the  first  section  of  House 
Resolution  150.  83d  Congress,  Is  hereby 
amended  by  striking  out  the  period  at  the 
end  thereof  and  Inserting  in  lieu  of  such 
period  a  colon  and  the  following:  "Provided, 
hoicever.  That  (1)  such  expenses  heretofore 
or  hereafter  Incurred  by  any  such  regular 
subconunittee  shall  be  paid  out  of  such  con- 
tingent fund  on  vouchers  authorized  by  such 
subcommittee  and  signed  by  the  chairman 
thereof,  and  approved  by  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration;  and  (2)  such  ex- 
penses incurred  by  any  such  regular  subcom- 
mittee, other  than  the  Executive  and  Legis- 
lative Reorganization  Subcommittee,  shall 
not  exceed,  for  the  Military  Operations  Bub- 
committee,  964,425;  for  the  Intergovern- 
mental Relations  Su1x»mmittee,  $59,625;  for 
the  Public  Accounts  Subcommittee,  $65,000; 
and  for  the  International  Operations  Sub- 
committee. $66,000;  and  (3)  the  aggregate  of 
such  expenses  incurred  by  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  acting  as  a  whole,  by 
special  subcommittees,  and  by  the  Executive 
and  Legislative  ReorganiEation  Sulxoounit-. 
tee,  shall  not  exceed  $100,000." 

Appendix    K.    Osmers'    Resolutiom    Adopted 
ON  July  15,  1953 

Resolved,  That — 

(1)  after  the  adoption  of  this  resolution, 
special  subcommittees  may  be  created  only 
upon  the  approval  of  the  full  conmalttee;  and 

(2)  upon  the  expiration  of  the  10th  day 
following  the  day  on  which  this  resolution  is 
adopted,  each  special  subcommittee  hereto- 
fore created  shall  cease  to  exist,  unless,  after 
the  adoption  of  tills  resolution  and  prior  to 
the  expiration  of  such  10th  day.  the  con- 
tinuance of  such  special  subcommittee  shall 
have  been  approved  by  the  full  committee; 
and 

(3)  each  regular  subcommittee  is  hereby 
authorized,  for  purposes  of  the  conduct  of 
studies  and  Investigations  coming  within  its 
Jurisdiction — 

(A)  to  appoint,  fix  the  compensation  of, 
and  remove,  such  experts,  special  counsel, 
and  such  clerical,  stenographic,  and  other 
assistance,  as  it  deems  necessary,  the  com- 
pensation of  such  personnel  to  be  paid  out 
of  the  funds  available  to  the  subcommittee 
under  House   Resolution   150;    and 

(B)  to  sit,  hold  hearings,  and  act  at  such 
times  and  places  within  or  outside  the  United 
States,  whether  or  not  the  House  is  in  ses- 
sion, is  in  recess,  or  has  adjourned,  to  require 
by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  attendance  of 
such  witnesses  and  the  production  of  such 
papers,  documents,  and  books,  and  to  take 
such  testimony,  as  it  deems  necessary;  and 
any  such  subpena  may  be  issued  under  the 
signature  of  the  chairman  of  such  subcom- 
commlttee  or  by  any  member  of  euch  sub- 
committee designated  by  such  chairman  and 
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BUT  be  Bcrred  by  any  person  designated  by 
such  dulnnan  or  member;  and 

(4)  the  Jurisdiction,  membership,  and 
chairmanship  of  the  Executive  and  liCgUla- 
tlT*  Reorganiaation  Subcommittee,  the  Mili- 
tary Operations  Subcommittee,  the  Public 
Accounts  Subcommittee,  the  Intergovern- 
mental Relations  Subcommittee,  and  the  In- 
ternational Operations  Subcommittee  shall 
be  as  specified  in  the  printed  legislative  cal- 
endar of  this  committee  tat  April  1953  (No. 
a) ,  unless  modified  hereafter  by  action  of  the 
full  committee;  and 

(6)  the  chairman  and  the  ranking  minor- 
ity member  shall  serve  as  ex  officio  members, 
of  each  subcommittee  and  shall  have  the 
right  to  vote  on  all  matters  before  the  sub- 
committee; and 

(6)  the  rules,  policies,  and  minutes  of  this 
committee,  as  heretofore  In  force,  are  hereby 
repealed  and  superseded  to  the  extent  that 
they  are  inconsistent  wth  the  foregoing  pro- 
visions of  this  resolution. 

Appimsiz  L.    Osdeh  Appointikg  TmsD  Bxtb- 
coicicnTKz  or  trx  CoMMrrrzs  on  Educa- 
tion AND  Labob   (Novxmbeb  13,  1953) 
House  or  Refbeskntativxs. 

COMMTrTEX  ON   ESDUCATION  AND  LaBOX, 

Washington  25,  D.  C.  Itovemher  13, 1953. 
Hon.  Wnrr  SacrrH, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dcax  Congressman  SicrrH:  By  virtue  of  the 
authority  vested  in  me  ae  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  pursuant  to 
House  Resolution  115  of  the  83d  Congress, 
Ist  session,  I  hereby  reappoint  you  as  chair- 
man of  a  special  subcommittee  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Labor  to  complete 
the  Investigation  in  the  Detroit,  Mich.,  area 
as  authorized  under  my  letter  of  June  6. 
19S3.  In  completing  this  investigation  your 
subconunlttee  is  further  authorized  and  di- 
rected to  hold  hearings  in  Chicago,  111.,  on 
matters  directly  pertinent  to  and  directly 
connected  with  the  aforesaid  investigation 
at  Detroit,  Mich.  This  further  investiga- 
tion Is  to  encompass  alleged  violations  of 
the  Labor-Management  Relations  Act  of  1947, 
and  other  Federal  labor  legislation  coming 
within  the  purview  of  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor,  and  allegations  as  to 
the  improper  administration  and  enforce- 
ment of  such  legislation. 

I  have  also  reappointed  Representative 
Clabe  E.  HorritAN.  of  Michigan,  and  Rep- 
resentative Phil  M.  Landrum,  of  Georgia,  to 
serve  with  you  on  this  subcommittee. 

The  subcommittee  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  conduct  a  thorough  study 
and  investigation  of  the  aforementioned  al- 
legations and  any  matter  or  subject  coming 
within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor  under  Rule  Xl,."6. 
of  the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
83d  Congress,  which  is  covered  by  these  alle- 
gations. 

You  are  further  directed  to  hold  such  pub- 
lic or  executive  sessions  at  Detroit,  Mich., 
and  Chicago,  111.,  as  you  may  deem  advisable 
and  you  are  hereby  authorlze<l  and  desig- 
nated by  me  to  Issue  and  have  served  such 
subpenas  as  may  be  necessary  to  complete 
this  investigation. 

Upon  the  completion  of  your  study  and 
Investigation,  you  are  directed  to  prepare 
a  report  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor  with  such  recommendations  ae  In 
your  Judgment  the  facts  shall  warrant. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Samuel  K.  McConnell,  Jr., 
Chairman,    Committee   on   Education 
and  Labor. 

Copies  to  Hon.  Clam  E.  Hoitman  and  Hon. 
Phil  M.  Landrum. 


Appendix  M.  Article  in  the  Sign, 

Februart  1954 

Bio  Racket  in  Small  Chaitox 

(By   Milton   Lomask) 

(The  slot  machines  have  become  a  big 
racket — so  big  and  profitable  that  »n  official 
warned:  "Anyone  who  prints  these  things  is 
dead.") 

The  American  people  last  year  shoved  a 
billion  dollars'  worth  of  small  change  Into 
vending  machines,  and  at  least  a  tenth  of  It 
eventually  landed  in  the  cash  drawer  of  a 
syndicate  whose  top  brass  reads  like  a  Who's 
Who  in  the  underworld. 

That  the  mobsters  were  cutting  themselves 
a  slice  of  the  industry's  dollar  first  came 
to  light  during  the  Kefauver  hearings  In 
1950  and  1951.  Subsequent  investigations, 
including  a  2-day  congressional  hearing  in 
Detroit  last  summer,  plus  Information  from 
vendors  and  their  customers,  round  out  the 
picture. 

It  isnt  an  edifying  picture.  It  hasn't  been 
edifying  to  assemble.  A  union  oflaclal  said, 
"Anyone  who  prints  these  things  is  dead." 
Said  a  smalltime  Brooklyn  vendor,  "People 
have  been  known  to  get  into  trouble  digging 
up  stuff  like  this." 

What  is  the  vending  machine  Industry? 
.  It's  2  million  vending  machines.  Including 
400,000  Juke  bo.xes.  It's  some  1,600  suppliers 
and  manufacturers.  It's  1.200  operators  rang- 
ing from  the  Automatic  Canteen  Co.  of 
America,  with  a  1952  gross  of  $40  million, 
to  individual  owners  of  from  50  to  100  ma- 
chines each. 

To  "operate"  a  machine  Is  to  find  a  "spot" 
for  it.  The  opierator  services  the  machine 
and  collects  the  proceeds.  The  owner  of  the 
spot — bar,  restaurant,  factory.  flUing  sta- 
tion— receives  u  commission,  usually  5  per- 
cent. 

At  the  turn  of  the  century,  the  only  things 
you  could  get  out  of  a  vending  machine  were 
a  ball  of  gum  or  a  fistful  of  peanuts.  Today 
you  put  your  nickel,  your  dime,  or  your 
quarter  In  here  and  anyone  of  50  different 
Items  tumbles  out  there. 

At  St.  John's  University  in  downtown 
Brooklyn,  the  New  York  Automatic  Canteen 
Corp.  maintains  a  battery  of  machines  out  of 
which  a  student  can  dine  from  soup  to  nuts. 
Over  the  country,  some  25  percent  of  all 
cigarettes,  candy  bars,  gum,  and  drinks  are 
disbursed  in  this  manner.  There  are  coin- 
operated  typewriters,  coin-operated  letter 
mailers,  and  coin-operated  washers.  A  few 
years  ago.  a  Texas  operator  pocketed  a  nice 
profit  from  a  machine  that  dispensed  whiffs 
of  pure  oxygen  for  hangover  sufferers. 

The  vending-machine  racket,  not  to  be 
confused  with  the  industry,  employs  the 
usual  Shakedown  methods.  To  stay  in  busi- 
ness, an  operator  often  finds  It  advisable  to 
Join  both  a  trade  association  and  a  union. 
Association  and  union  work  together.  To- 
gether they  see  to  it  that  outsiders  leave 
their  members'  spots  alone  and  that  no  mem- 
ber covets  another's  customers. 

In  the  case  of  a  legitimate  industry,  the 
higher  the  turnover  the  lower  the  cost  per 
item.  Gangland  entrepeneurs  work  the  other 
way  around.  Their  product  Is  freedom  from 
terror.  The  more  they  sell,  the  more  they 
charge,  and  the  consuming  public  ultimately 
foots  the  bill.  In  Cleveland.  Detroit.  New 
York  City,  and  1  or  2  other  cities,  many 
operators  pay  off  to  an  association.  »  union, 
or  both — or  else. 

"Or  else,"  in  the  words  of  a  terrifled  wit- 
ness before  last  summer's  congressional  hear- 
ings In  Detroit,  "something  strange  happens 
Where  a  minute  ago  there  was  a  plate-glass 
Window  across  the  front  of  your  place  sud- 
denly there  ain't." 

Or  you  turn  out  to  be  antilabor  and  a 
picket  line  appears. 

Or  suddenly  there's  a  loud  noise. 

"That's  the  dynamite."  said  the  witness. 

Gentlemen,  even  now  my  wife  is  at  home 

hysterical.  •   •   •  I  am   afraid   of   my   life." 


In  Cleveland  a  few  years  ago,  a  man  and 
his  son-in-law  went  into  the  cigarette  vend- 
ing-machine business.  One  morning,  the 
son-Ln-law  received  callers  in  his  office,  three 
unpreposessing  fellows.  They  said  they  were 
representatives  of  a  teamsters'  local  and  they 
wanted  the  partners  to  Join  the  vmion.  Dues 
would  be  20  percent  of  the  company's  profits. 

The  young  businessman  asked  them  to  re- 
turn next  day.  when  his  partner  could  be  on 
hand.  The  three  fellows  returned.  This 
time  their  conversation  was  recorded  on  a 
wiretape  concealed  on  the  premises.  When 
the  partners  took  the  wiretape  to  police  head- 
quarters, they  were  met  with  what  amounted 
to  a  stall.  Returning  to  their  office,  they 
found  the  three  labor  goons  cooling  their 
heels. 

"We  hear  you  been  to  the  Commissioner." 
they  said.     "Well  take  that  wire  tape." 

The  partners  had  no  choice  but  to  hand  it 
over.  At  home  that  evening,  at  7  o'clock,  the 
younger  partner  auiswered  his  phone.  Said  a 
voice: 

"Your  wife  and  yotur  two  kids  went  shop- 
ping this  afternoon  in  a  Plymouth  station 
wagon.  She  bought  $25  worth  of  groceries. 
You,  your  wife,  and  your  kids  are  about  to 
sit  down  to  a  nice  steak  dinner." 

The  voice  hung  up.  It  was  on  the  line 
again  later.  All  night,  every  hour  on  the 
hour,  came  the  ring,  the  voloe,  the  veiled 
threat. 

The  next  morning  the  partners  Joined  the 
union.  Some  idea  of  what  their  employees 
probably  got  out  of  it  is  obtainable  from 
testimony  before  last  summer's  congres- 
sional hearing.  A  vendor  said  that  before 
his  men  Joined  the  union,  their  take-home 
pay  averaged  $69  a  week.  After  they  Joined. 
it  averaged  $69 — less  union  dues. 

The  vending-machine  racket  is,  of  course, 
a  part  of  a  larger  picture.  It  ia  one  of  sev- 
eral Interlocking  syndicates  engaged  in  what 
Congressman  Clare  E.  Hoffma^i,  of  Michi- 
gan, has  called  a  nationwide  Conspiracy  to 
extort  millions  of  dollars  from  the  American 
people. 

Every  year  or  so.  the  top  dlreetors  of  these 
enterprises  convene  to  review  their  varied 
activities.  These  sessions  are  held  either 
at  a  Wisconsin  boys'  camp  or  on  a  dude  ranch 
near  Gulfport,  Miss.  Among  tbose  more  or 
less  regularly  in  attendance  are  names  fa- 
miliar to  newspaper  readers. 

There's  Paul  Dorfman.  who  as  head  of  a 
little  ragpickers  union  In  Chicago,  ekes  out 
a  yearly  income  reputed  to  be  in  the  vicinity 
of  $600,000.  Dorfmans  son  runs  an  Insur- 
ance agency  which  brokers  the  group  wel- 
fare policies  of  a  large  eastern  company  pol- 
icies purchased  by  at  least  one  of  the  team- 
ster  locals  to  which  vending-machine  serv- 
ice employees  belong. 

When  the  elder  Dorfman  issues  an  RSVP 
big  shots  put  on  boiled  shirts.  A  few  years 
ago.  at  an  American  Federation  of  Labor 
convention  In  Houston,  he  gave  a  cocktail 
party.  Guests  Included  A.  F.  of  L.  President 
George  Meany  and  Alex  Rose,  head  of  the 
Millinery  Workers  Union  and  a  director  of 
the  New  York  Liberal  Party.  Subsequently 
another  guest  registered  a  protest.  David 
Dubinsky.  president  of  the  International  La- 
dles Garment  Workers  Union,  said  he  was 
not  invited  directly  by  Dorfmen.  that  he 
was  embarrassed  and  angered  on  learning 
the  Identity  of  his  host. 

There's  Abner  (Longy)  Zwlllman.  New  Jer- 
sey  underworld  czar  and  mayor-maker  par 
excellence.  Like  Dorfr  n,  ZwlUman  seems 
to  be  an  untouchable.  During  a  long  career. 
launched  as  a  prohibition  rum-runner,  he 
has  had  no  serious  skirmish  with  the  law. 
Zwillman  owns  the  Public  Service  Tobacco 
Co.,  which  supplies  cigarettes  to  vendors. 
One  of  his  subeidlaries  places  coin-operated 
washers  in  apartment  house  cellars. 

There's  Michael  Lascari.  Zwillman's  busl- 
nfess  partner  and  a  lifetime  pal  of  gangster 
Lucky  Luciano,  now  of  Italy,  courtesy  of  the 
Federal  deportation  authorities. 
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And  there's  Meyer  Lansky.  whom  Senator 
KErAinrcR  once  identified  as  a  kingpin  in  the 
New  York  City  underworld.  Lansky  used  to 
be  in  the  television-set  business  with  mob- 
sters Frank  Costello  and  Joe  Adonis.  He's 
been  active  in  sundry  vending-machine  ac- 
tivities. 

These  men  and  their  peers  administer  the 
vending-machine  racket  the  country  over. 
In  most  areas  their  major  Interest  is  the 
profitable  cigarette  machine  business.  In 
Detroit,  it's  Juke  boxes. 

Testifying  in  the  Michigan  indiistrial  cap- 
ital last  summer  before  the  subconunlttee 
headed  by  Congressman  Hoftman,  a  building 
service  labor  consultant  shook  his  prepared 
statement  and  contemptuotnly  denounced 
'the  HoCTas  •   •   •  and  tiie  Biifalinoe." 

James  R.  Hoffa  is  no  pebble  on  the  labor 
beach.  He's  a  boulder,  smoothed  by  20  run- 
ins  With  the  law  on  assorted  criminal  charges. 
As  second  in  command  to  International 
Tean^ster  Chief  Dave  Beck,  currently  a  prime 
mover  in  the  attempt  to  tidy  up  the  New 
York  waterfront,  Hoffa  breathes  the  heady 
air  '3f  upper  A.  F.  of  L.  regiom. 

Himself  a  witness  at  the  Hoffman  hearings. 
Hoffa  took  frequent  refuge  in  the  great  aoth- 
centiiry  cliche.  "I  decline  to  answer  on  the 
grounds  that  •  •  •."  He  declined  to  say 
T*heiher  or  not  he  had  a  financial  interest 
in  any  corporations.  It  is  a  matter  of  record 
That  he  does,  or  at  any  rate  did  as  of  1951. 
Ke  does,  or  he  did,  own  half  loterest  in  6.000 
.•sliares  of  stock  in  the  Columbus  Trotting 
Association,  aoid  Detroit  newspapers  recently 
reported  that  he  was  trying  to  oust  the 
building  service  local  which  now  has  Juris- 
diction over  the  racetrack  employees  and 
replace  it  with  an  outfit  of  hLs  own. 

He  declined  to  say  whether  or  not  his  wife 
was  an  employee  of  Teamtter  Local  985, 
which  another  witness  called  a  paper  opera- 
tion engaged  in  finding  favorable  Jukebox 
locations  for  members  of  the  Michigan  Music 
Oper.-itors  Guild,  a  Detroit  trade  association 
composed  of  ;uke  box  operators  and  domi- 
nated by  known  gangster  elements. 

William  Eugene  Bufalino.  under  Indict- 
ment at  this  writing,  is  president  of  local 
^•85  Mr  Bufr\llno  was  unable  to  attend  the 
Hoffman  hearings.  He  was  Ir.  a  Detroit  hoe- 
I>ltal  suffering  from  what  was  originally 
billed  as  a  respiratory  ailment,  subsequently 
altered  to  severe  psychoneurotic  depression. 

A  witness  at  the  Hoffman  hearings  called 
bufalino  the  dictator  of  the  Detroit  Juke 
box  industry.  The  statement  is  subject  to 
the  reservation  that  Bufalino  obviously  takes 
his  orders  from  a  person  cr  persons  up- 
stairs. In  New  York  City  last  summer,  a  Mr. 
Frnnk  Calland  died  suddenly.  Calland  was 
i-ot  well  known  to  the  public,  but  was  well 
kr.own  along  what  the  racket  boys  call  the 
vending-machine  circuit.  Anong  the  floral 
pieces  at  his  funeral  was  a  f  100  spray,  sent 
hy  Bufalino  and  paid  for  by  his  union. 

Bufallnos  wife  Is  a  sister  of  Vincent  Mell. 
a  director  of  the  Michigan  Hiusic  Operators 
C.uiiu.  the  trade  association  previously  men- 
tioned. Vincents  uncle,  Angelo  Mell,  is  no 
ytr.-inper  to  Detroit  law  enforcement  authorl- 
T:e.<;  From  his  $25,000  home  In  Grosse  Polnte 
rnrk.  Mich..  Angelo  Is  reputed  to  oversee 
f^ume  of  the  major  operations  of  the  Detroit 
xinc!cr%vorld. 

The  situation  In  New  York  City  has  never 
hoi-n  subjected  to  extensive  cfllctal  scrutiny. 
Reputable  vendors  and  their  customers, 
however,  are  not  averse  to  supplying  details. 

The  org.iiiizatlon  which  cigarette  vend- 
l'"!g  liiachlne  operators  are  urged  to  Join  is 
tue  Cl-arette  Merchandisers  Association. 
l:ic.  Vendors  sjvy  the  assoclftlon  guards  its 
members  spots.  If  John  Jones,  tavern 
f  wncr.  becomes  dissatisfied  with  his  ciga- 
rette vending  m.-tchlne  and  tries  to  replace 
it  With  that  of  another  company,  he's  likely 
to  get  no  place  at  all.  Chanc?8  are  any  com- 
P'lny  he  rails  will  be  a  memlwr  of  the  a.-so- 
ciation.     Instead  of  sending  nira  a  machine. 


the  company  gets  In  touch  with  the  asso- 
ciation. After  which,  pressure  is  put  on 
Tavern  Owner  Jones  to  keep  the  machine  he 
has. 

Matthew  Forbes,  director  of  the  associa- 
tion, says  only  one -half  of  the  140  operators 
in  thU  area  belong  to  the  association.  He 
offers  this  as  evidence  that  there  is  nothing 
to  the  allegation  that  nonmembers  are  fre- 
quently "superpersuaded"  to  Join  up.  He 
concedes  that  his  members  do  80  percent  of 
the  business  in  the  five  borotighs  of  New  York 
City  and  in  nearby  Westchester.  Nassau,  and 
Suffolk  Counties.  This  is  a  sizable  amount 
as  there  are  some  30,000  cigarette  machines 
In  the  area.  Nonmembers.  however,  say  the 
association  boys  do  90  percent  of  the  busi- 
ness. 

Reached  by  phone.  Mr.  Forbes  was  at  first 
reluctant  to  talk.  "All  information  about 
the  association."  he  said,  "must  be  obtained 
from  the  national."  Meaning  the  National 
Automatic  Merchandising  Association,  a 
reputable  trade  group  headquartering  in 
Chicago. 

"We're  an  affiliate  of  NAMA,"  said  Mr. 
Forbes,  "and  I'm  not  permitted  to  give  out 
any  data  whatsoever." 

Apprised  of  charges  made  against  the  as- 
sociation, Mr.  Forbes  became  communicative. 
"All  the  association  does,"  he  said,  "Is  keep 
members  abreast  of  developments  in  the 
field.  We  take  no  interest  whatsoever  in 
any  member's  business  affairs." 

Asked  how  a  member  did  business,  Mr. 
Forbes  said:  "Oh.  you  know.  He  puts  his 
machine  in  a  spot  and  signs  a  contract.  In 
return  for  the  contract,  he  gives  the  spot 
owner  an  advance  on  commissions  or  a  loan 
or  a  bonus." 

Tlie  union  to  which  many  New  York 
vending-machine  service  employees  belong  is 
Teamsters'  Local  805.  Its  vice  president  and 
welfare  fund  administrator  is  Abe  Gordon, 
Gordon  is  the  owner  of  the  Abe  Gordon 
Trucking  Co.  and  the  A.  i  P.  Cordage  Co., 
both  of  New  York  City. 

A  {Mirtner  with  Gordon  in  these  enter- 
prises is  Phil  Kovalick,  alias  Splc  Farvel,  alias 
Joseph  Phillips,  etc.  In  1939.  a  New  York 
prosecutor  called  Kovalick  "one  of  the  most 
Important  flgiires  in  the  New  York  under- 
world." At  that  time,  he  was  being  held 
by  police  as  a  material  witness  in  connec- 
tion with  strong-arm  activities  by  racketeers 
in  the  New  York  City  garment  district. 

As  a  truck-company  owner.  Labor  Leader 
Gordon  is  also  an  employer  of  labor.  "But 
my  men  don't  belong  to  this  local,"  he  said, 
speaking  of  805.  "They  belong  to  a  different 
local." 

Gordon  is  a  surly  conversationalist.  To 
each  of  a  half  a  dozen  questions  concerning 
the  activities  of  his  local,  he  gave  1  of  2  re- 
plies: "You  guess,"  or,  "Ask  the  interna- 
tional." He  volunteered:  "You  try  to  con- 
nect Dave  Beck  and  you're  dead.  Beck  has 
thrown  out  his  best  friends.  If  he  saw  a 
man  on  a  truck  out  there,  he'd  yank  him 
off."  Loosely  translated,  this  doubletalk 
seems  to  mean  that.  In  Gordon's  opinion. 
Teamster  Chief  Beck  is  trying  to  keep  his  big 
union  clean. 

Among  several  medium-sized  vending  en- 
terprises in  New  York  is  the  National  Vend- 
ing Corp..  which  places  cigarette  machines 
directly  or  through  a  number  of  subsidiaries 
in  Greater  New  York.  Florida.  Dallas,  and  Los 
Angeles.  President  of  National  is  Harold 
Roth,  of  Hewlett  Neck,  Long  Island. 

In  1952.  Roth  and  an  associate  applied  to 
the  New  York  State  Liquor  Authority  for  a 
rest,iurant  liquor  license.  On  October  23, 
1952.  the  two  applicants  were  summoned  to 
a  State  liquor  authority  hearing  conducted 
by  Deputy  Commissioners  Sol  Johnson  and 
Michael  J.  Monz. 

Portions  of  what  transpired  at  this  hearing 
are  "must"  reading  for  every  serious  student 
of  the  problems  confronting  one  ol  Amer- 
ica's fastest  growing  industries. 


In  1942,  according  to  a  transcription  of  th« 
testimony.  Roth  and  a  partner  purchased 
the  assets  of  a  small  Brooklyn  vending  eon- 
cwn  called  the  Kings  County  Cigarette  Serv- 
ice. Roth  admitted  knowing  that  one  of 
the  former  owners  of  Kings  County — one  of 
the  men  from  whom  the  purchase  was 
made — was  Gambler  Joe  Adonis,  Brooklyn's 
foremost  gangster,  who  is  currently  sweating 
out  an  appeal  from  a  court  conviction  which, 
if  upheld,  will  exile  him  to  Italy.  Roth  ex- 
plained that  he  and  his  partner  had  not 
bought  the  stock  of  Kings  County,  only  its 
assets,  the  right  to  use  its  name  and  what 
Roth  termed  its  "dubious  prestige." 

Asked  Commissioner  Johnson:  "When  you 
realized  you  were  buying  something  with 
which  Joe  Adonis  was  associated,  dldnt  it 
occur  to  you  that  possibly"  the  bar  owners 
and  others  who  were  using  those  machines 
were  doing  so  "because  of  that  association?" 
Later,  Roth  was  asked  another  pointed  ques- 
tion. Had  he  no  compunction  about  doing 
business  with  mobsters? 

He  replied  that  not  only  had  he  no  com- 
punction, but  that  in  doing  business  with 
mobsters,  he  had  done  the  vending-machine 
industry  a  ser\ice.  He  pointed  out  that  the 
industry  is  full  of  undesirable  elements  and 
that  In  buying  out  Joe  Adonis  he  had  got 
rid  of  at  least  one  of  them. 

Further  testimony  brought  out  a  touching 
fact,  namely  that  after  doing  his  good  deed 
for  the  industry,  Mr.  Roth  had  modMtly 
proceeded  to  keep  U  a  secret.  He  never  told 
the  customers  of  Kings  County  that  the  com- 
pany whose  machines  they  were  using  had 
changed  from  bad  hands  to  good.  On  the 
contrary,  by  his  own  admission.  Roth  made 
a  special  effort  to  give  these  customers  the 
Impression  that  Joe  Adonis  still  had  a  finan- 
cial interest  In  their  cigarette-vending  ma-* 
chines.  / 

Roth  was  asked  where  he  purchased  liis 
cigarette  vending  machines.  He  mentioned 
three  companies,  among  them  the  Rows'Corp. 
Rowe,  with  a  1952  gross  of  $37  million;  is  the 
largest  manufacturer  of  vending  m^hinee  in 
the  country.  Some  idea  of  what  long  arms 
grandmother  racket  has  is  shown  by  the  well- 
authenticated  fact  that  in  1949  a  group  of 
men  claiming  to  be  representatives  of  the 
Rowe  Corp.  offered  officials  of  a  United  Auto- 
mobile Workers-CIO  union  in  New  Jersey 
$4,800.  with  more  to  come,  if  they  would 
persuade  their  negotiators  to  permit  Rowe 
to  speed  up  production  in  its  manufactur- 
ing plant  at  Whtppany.  N.  J.  The  union  offi- 
cials turned  the  offer  down. 

In  addition  to  its  production  branch.  Rowe 
maintains  53  retail  vending  distributor  com- 
panies In  American  cities,  including  New 
York,  and  one  of  the  corporation's  officers 
is  also  listed  as  an  officer  of  the  trade  asso- 
ciation headed  by  Matthew  Forbes.  An  at- 
tempt to  find  out  whether  the  Rowe  offi- 
cials were  aware  of  the  1949  bribery  attempt 
was  met  with  a  statement  by  the  corpora- 
tion's public  relations  agency  that  "YouTe 
barking  up  the  wrong  tree." 

So  It  goes — a  case  history  of  what  Is  hap- 
pening to  one  of  the  dozen  or  more  indus- 
tries on  which,  according  to  Senator  Kefau- 
\'EH.  organized  crime  has  Improved  an  ener- 
vating share-the-wealth  program. 

The  story  is  becoming  shamefully  common- 
place. It  is  becoming  so,  according  to  many 
troubled  observers,  t>ecause  law-enforcement 
authorities  are  forced  to  work  in  a  climate  of 
public  opinion  hamstrung  by  a  philosophy  of 
moral  relativism.  Even  a  Catholic  publica- 
tion has  complained  that  there  is  too  much 
moral  indignation  today  about  "labor  rack- 
eteering." Tlie  editors  say  people  are  all  too 
ready  to  helleve  the  worst  of  labor.  They 
imply  that  many  businessmen  also  live  In  a 
glass  house. 

Tlie  point  is  not  who  is  committing  theM 
sins,  but  that  they  are  being  committed  and 
that  the  public  is  permitting  them  to  h«v^v«k 
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Wbftt  !•  at  stake  Is  Bbaple  hvnnan  fteedom. 
It  m  man  cannot  go  Into  buatneos  without 
paytnc  trllmte  to  Iranian  pararites.  U  be  can- 
Skot  conytitlfely  bid  for  enstomcn  cm  tbe 
o|»«D  market,  tt  Is  flim-flam  to  talk  about 
fw<lom  In  Amwira  and  to  scatter  over  the 
world  pious  pronouncements  about  democ- 
racy. 

TtMt*  Is  no  such  thing  as  freedom  from 
this  or  that.  Tbve  Is  no  such  thing  as 
political  freedom  or  eoonc»nie  freedom  or 
Mllglous  freedom  or  freedom  from  want.  fear, 
or  —*gif*"g  wives.  There  Is  only  freedom.  It 
la  Indivisible;  and  when  these  snakes  In  the 
tmderwarld  lash  their  fangs  Into  a  phase  of 
tt,  they  poison  the  whole  businefls. 

■nie  public  Is  rightly  Indignant  at  the 
ptessuce  in  America  of  a  Bed  fifth  column. 
But  these  gazigsters  are  doii^  the  country 
every  bit  as  much  harm  as  any  addlepated, 
communistic  technician  snooping  in  the 
archives  at  Fort  Monmouth.  N.  J.  They  com- 
IHise  a  black  sixth  colunm  with  a  gun  at  the 
back  of  every  American,  employer  or  em- 
ployee, liberal  or  conserrative.  rich  or  poor. 
God-fearing  or  otherwise. 

Afrmoix  N.  Abticlz  im  Look,  Maich  9,  1954 
Bow  Labob  Bosses  Okt  Rich 

(By  Clark  MoUenhoff) 

IXKSAI.  LABOB  CZABS  ACB088  THZ  COUNTBT  ABE 
SHAKING  DOWN  EKFLOTEftS  AND  J17GGIJNG 
TBZni  UNION'S  FUNDS  IN  A  BACKET  FEW  PUB- 
LIC OFnCIAI.S  DABX  TBT  TO  STOP 

Racketeering  bosses  -of  local  unions  are 
enriching  themselves,  or  at  least  their  rela- 
tives and  friends,  in  a  rash  of  shady  deals 
uncovered  recently  across  the  country. 

They  are  playing  loosely  with  the  millions 
of  dollars  in  union  funds  they  control.  And 
they  are  dabbling  in  a  sea  of  sideline  enter- 
prises that  overlap  their  union  responsibili- 
ties in  such  a  way  that  the  worker  Is  the 
loser.  Ifusclemen,  blackmail,  and  murder 
dot  the  trail  of  the  unscrupiiloiis  local  labor 
boss  who  uses  his  respectaUe  union  as  a 
cynical  front  for  private  plunder. 

He  is  so  strongly  entrenched  that  national 
labor  leaders  either  won't  or  can't  get  rid 
of  him.  Even  local  and  State  enforcement 
offlcials  for  the  most  part  have  abdicated 
to  him.  And  neither  major  political  party 
has  dared  to  undertake  a  major  investigation 
of  him. 

The  whole  story  is  being  muted  by  labor 
pressures  on  Members  of  Congress.  But  a 
shocking  insight  into  the  racketeering  op- 
erations of  many  local  labor  bosses  has  come 
from  two  congressional  subcommittees. 

FlghUng  against  odds,  thfey  have  laid  bare 
part  of  the  record  of  extortion,  bribery,  and 
ruthless  use  of  luiion  fiinds  for  private  giun. 
The  Investigations  of  Bepresentative  Cuuts 
HomcAN.  RepubUcan,  of  Michigan,  and  the 
late  Senator  Charles  Tobey.  RepubUcan,  of 
New  Hampshire,  have  revealed  the  same  ugly 
story  in  New  York.  New  Orleans.  Los  An- 
geles. St.  Louis.  Kansas  City,  Minneapolis 
Detroit,  and  Chicago. 

THE    LABOB    SHAKEDOWN   8KTXOCKET8    THE 
PBICES  OF  GOODS  EVEBTBODT  NEEDS 

The  big  labor  shakedown,  they  found,  soaks 
employera,  swells  defense  costs  and  skyrock- 
ets the  prices  of  goods  and  services  everybody 
needs — with  the  ordinary  union  member  the 
biggest  victim  of  all. 

Take  the  case  of  Joseph  (Joe  the  Gent) 
Giantomasl.  a  notorious  New  Jersey  rack- 
eteer. K.  Treverton  Clark,  the  vice  president 
of  a  stevedoring  company,  testified  that  Gi- 
antomasl took  a  $500  bribe  from  him  to  avert 
a  threatened  dispute.  Giantomasl  was  busi- 
ness agent  tor  two  longshoremen's  locals  and 
was  In  a  position  to  tie  up  the  company's 
operations.  Clark  also  told  Senators  that 
Giantomasl  later  tried  to  shake  him  down  for 
$20,000,  but  that  he  refused  to  pay  It. 

Wages,  hours,  and  working  eondltlons 
for   union    members    were    unimportant   In 


feuds  between  Jukebox  owners  and  William 
K.  Bufalino,  head  of  Local  No.  685  of  the 
Teamsters  Union  In  Detroit.  Congressional 
investigators  heard  testimony  that  Bufalino 
used  his  powers  as  head  of  the  union  to  en- 
force dictatorial  control  over  the  lucrative 
Jukebox  Indiistry.  Some  employers  said  they 
were  even  forced  to  Join  the  union  In  order 
to  avoid  bombings  and  other  tezror  tactics 
that  beset  their  locations. 

In  Kansas  City,  Robert  D.  Sheehnn.  a  pipe- 
line-construccion  official,  testified  that  be 
had  to  make  mcHiey  payments  and  buy  cloth- 
ing for  several  union  officials  to  keep  labor 
peace  on  construction  projects.  His  state- 
ment, denied  by  the  accused,  was  one  of  many 
charging  union  officials  with  soliciting  or 
accepting  bribes. 

THE    BLTTES    IN    ST.    LOCTS 

And  In  St.  Louis,  Federal  grand  Jury  in- 
dictments charged  17  labor  chiefs  In  that 
area  with  getting  several  hundred  thousand 
dollars  In  sh&kedowns  of  construttlon  com- 
pany officials.  Union  members*  earnings 
dropp>ed  as  physical  violence,  work  stoppages 
and  Jurlsdlct:onal  disputes  set  the  stage.  It 
was  charged,  for  shakedowns  of  ae  much  as 
$50,000  at  a  time. 

Another  way  of  operating  has  emerged  In 
New  Orleans.  There,  It  was  found  that  a  5- 
percent  cut  was  being  taken  out  of  the  take- 
home  pay  of  every  member  of  Lo<al  1419  of 
the  Internaf.onal  Longshoremen'b  Associa- 
tion for  union  dues. 

The  Initiation  fee  for  Joining  Local  1419 
Is  $200 — as  much  as  it  would  cost  to  Join  a 
good  golf  and  country  club.  Biit  the  5- 
percent  cut  the  union  has  taken  out  of  each 
member's  pay  Is  where  the  really  big  money 
has  come  in.  Worklngmen  have  been 
nicked  by  the  local  for  a  total  of  more  than 
$1  million  In  4  years.  The  money  has  poured 
into  a  fun<).that  the  high-living  president  of 
the  local,  DaveA.  Dennis,  has  beea  Investing 
in  various  union  enterprises.  Locel  author- 
ities recently  started  an  Investigation  of  the 
enterprises. 

Accountants  warned  Dennis  that  the  ac- 
counting system  used  was  Inadequate,  but 
he  told  congressional  Investigators  that  It 
would  take  too  much  time  and  money  to 
Install  a  bet'er  system.  The  jnlon  books 
showed  that  the  5-percent  dues  brought  in 
a  total  of  $335,000  In  1952.  Congressional 
Investigators,  figuring  from  employers'  pay- 
rolls, said  the  union  boolts  should  have 
showed  $404,000  in  that  year.  Ov«r  a  period 
of  4  years,  the  investigators  reported,  the  dis- 
crepancy between  employers'  payrolls  and 
the  union  books  Indicated  that  approxi- 
mately $287,000  In  dues  was  not  accounted 
for.  Dennis  maintained  that  the  Investi- 
gators erroneously  Included  In  their  compu- 
tations the  salaries  of  many  nonunion  work- 
ers who  were  not  subject  to  the  5-percent 
levy. 

Dennis  was  borrowing  money  for  living 
expenses  in  1948  before  becoming  president 
of  local  1419;  but  by  the  time  congressional 
Investigators  caught  up  with  him.  he  had 
acquired  real-estate  holdings  and  was  dab- 
bling in  other  side  businesses.  One  enter- 
prise he  set  up  was  the  Monarch  investigat- 
ing Agency,  which  was  hired  on  1  or  2  occa- 
sions to  work  for  his  own  local  14lp. 

According  to  his  own  testimony.  Dennis 
furthered  his  personal  interests  by  borrow- 
ing thoiisand.s  of  dollars  belonging  to  the 
union  withou-  the  knowledge  or  authoriza- 
tion of  the  members.  Following  the  congres- 
sional investigation,  an  information  was  filed 
against  Dennis  charging  him  with  misusing 
unon  funds. 

Abuse  of  tte  worklngman  by  labor  czars 
was  brought  down  to  a  system  on  the  New 

York-New  Jersey  waterfront.     That  system 

now  barred  under  rules  of  the  recently  estab- 
lished New  York-New  Jersey  Waterfront 
Commission— was  the  notorious  "shape-up." 
under  which  all-powerful  hiring  b(»ses  each 
day  chose  encugh  men  for  the  day's  work. 


■TAN   Dm  NOT  OUST  6ANGSTXB8  IN  THE  ILA 

Congressional  hearings  lalid  bare  almost 
every  conceivable  tjrpe  of  labor  racket  on  the 
bi-State  waterfront.  It  was  a  condition  that 
was  choking  off  commerce  In  one  of  the 
world's  greatest  harbors,  thus  reducing  the 
Jobs  available  to  union  members.  Shipping- 
company  owners  and  stevedoring-company 
offlcials  made  cash  deals  with  ILA  officials 
that  left  union  members  with  no  represen- 
tation. 

The  Senate  subcommittee  that  made  the 
investigation  blamed  much  of  the  trouble  on 
Joseph  P.  Ryan,  who  had  been  president  of 
the  ILA  since  1927.  He  is  under  a  multiple- 
count  Indictment  for  misapplication  of  his 
union's  funds,  but  his  major  offense,  as  far 
as  investigators  were  concerned,  was  his 
resistance  to  changing  the  corrupt  shupe-up 
and  ousting  of  gangsters  frotn  union  office. 

One  of  the  most  notorious  hoodlums 
among  Ryan's  top  aides  was  Edward  J.  Florio. 
who  served  as  an  organizer  from  1948  until' 
1952,  when  he  was  arrested  and  convicted  on 
two  perjury  counts.  Now  serving  a  3-year 
prison  term.  Florio  got  a  10-percent  cut  in 
a  public-loading  operation  on  the  docks 
while  he  was  acting  as  business  agent  for 
the  ILA. 

The  danger  of  union  members  being  sold 
out  by  conspiratcrlal  deals  between  employ- 
ers and  corrupt  l.ibor  bosses  has  been  recog- 
nized as  long  OR  labor  unions  have  been 
operating.  The  advent  of  new  fringe  bene- 
fits, like  health  and  welfare  Insurance,  now 
has  created  new  problems  and  what  con- 
gressional   investigators   call    new    scandals. 

In  Minneapolis  Eugene  Williams,  a  busi- 
ness agent  for  kcal  544  of  the  Teamsters 
Union,  was  made  ridminlstrator  of  the  trans- 
fer and  warehouse  employees'  pension  fund 
and  got  a  7-percent  cut  of  the  fund  for  his 
Uoubles.  He  arranged  a  $10,000  advance 
through  the  union  pension  f«nd  to  finance 
a  night  club  and  bar.  He  also  borrowed 
$1,800  In  cash  from  the  union  office  safe 
to  help  finance  his  bar.  Williams  says  he 
repaid  these  sum^  to  the  union. 

A  classic  example  of  the  problem  of  con- 
trolling Insurance  placement  and  the  result- 
ing huge  commissions  has  been  found  In  the 
dealings  between  labor  leaders  and  the  Union 
Casualty  &  Lile  Insurance  Co..  of  Mount 
Vernon,  N.  Y. 

HE    KNrW    THE   RIGHT    FEOPLB 

Dr.  Leo  Perlm.in.  executive  vice  presi- 
dent of  the  company,  was  quick  to  see  tiie 
advantages  of  cultivating  such  powerful  la- 
bor bosses  as  Janr.es  R.  Hcffa.  the  Michigan 
teamsters'  boss:  Owen  Bert  Brennan,  his  top 
aide;  Paul  (Red.  Dorfman,  head  of  the 
Waste  Material  Handlers  Local  20467  in  Chi- 
cago, and  Frank  Darling,  head  of  local  1031 
of  the  Brotherhoc<l  of  Electrical  Workers  In 
Chicago. 

Dr.  Perlman  guided  Union  Oasualty  &  Life 
to  a  spectacular  rise  In  a  brief  4-year  period. 
Union  health  and  welfare  Insurance  provided 
the  impetus.  A  House  committee  investiga- 
tive report  said  that  the  direct  premium 
payments  Jumped  from  $1,460JD00  In  1948  to 
an  astounding  $8,900,000  In  1952  and  that 
nearly  77  percent  of  the  1952  premiums  came 
from  3  big  union  insurance  coups: 

1.  Health  and  welfare  Insunance  covering 
more  than  half  of  the  35.000  to  37,000  work- 
ers in  Darlings  local  1031  in  Chicago. 

2.  The  health  and  welfare  Insurance  of 
the  Central  States  Conference  of  Teamsters, 
of  which  Hoffa  is  chairman.  Hoffa  is  also 
trustee  of  the  Central  States  Conference  wel- 
fare fund,  which  deals  directly  with  the  in- 
surance-placement problem. 

3.  The  health  and  welfare  Insurance  of  the 
Michigan  Conference  of  Teamsters,  of  which 
Hoffa  is  president. 

Perlman,  a  56-year-old  Immigrant,  cleaned 
up  more  than  $400,000  from  1948  through 
1951  through  Union  Casualty  A  Life  and  the 
United  Public  Service  Corp.,  also  of  Mount 
Vernon.  N.   Y.     The   latter  concern,  a  gen- 
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eral  Insurance  management  agency  which 
he  also  headed,  obtained  the  Insurance  for 
the  former. 

But  the  huge  profits  Perlman  received  were 
only  the  beginning.  In  1949,  the  Union  In- 
surance Agency  of  Hllnols.  In  Chicago,  came 
Into  being  as  an  agent  for  Union  Casualty 
&  Life.  It  was  a  partnersh.p  operated  by  the 
wife  and  son  of  Dorfman,  who  Is  a  labor  chief 
with  Influential  contacts  f pread  far  outside 
his  Waste  Handlers  Union. 

Allen  Dorfman,  30,  and  his  mother.  Rose 
Dorfman,  were  immediately  successful.  Be- 
tween 1949  and  June  1B53.  investigators  re- 
ported, the  Union  Insurance  Agency  of  H- 
linols  received  over  $1  million  In  commis- 
sions, expenses  and  allowances  from  Union 
Casualty  &  Life  and  the  United  Public  Serv- 
ice Corp. 

Congressional  Investigators  turned  up  an- 
other fact.  Dvirlng  the  flrsT;  two  policy  years, 
Hoffa'8  Central  States  welfare  fund  received 
premium  refunds  of  $256,000.  No  refund 
was  made  In  tbe  third  year.  The  fund's 
trustees,  it  was  also  found,  agreed  with 
Union  Casualty  A  Life  to  reduce  the  insur- 
ance benefits  to  employe<«  and  their  de- 
pendents. "An  unsatisfactory  loss  experi- 
ence"  had  created  a  drain  on  the  insurance 
company.  It  was  explained. 

THE  BACKETS  ABE  LUCBATIVE  ENOUGH  FO* 
MUXDEB 

Meanwhile,  the  Insurance  executives  wined 
and  dined  Teamster  Chief  Hoffa  and  even 
wenUinto  a  numl>er  of  Joint  business  ven- 
ti^res  with  him  that  proved  profitable.    Hoffa 

»ld  he  received  no  money  for  swinging  the 

Insurance  to  the  Dorfmans  and  Perlman,  but 

Jhe  hislsted  on   his  right  to  draw  a  normal 

profit   from  Joint   business  enterprises  with 

these  same  people. 

It  wasnt  his  contacts  in  the  Insurance 
business  that  first  propelled  Hoffa  Into  out- 
side business  enterprises.  In  fact,  hel  had 
so  many  little  business  operations  going  on 
that  he  has  had  difficulty  remembering  what 
precisely  some  of  them  were  for.  Here,  how- 
ever, are  some  that  have  come  to  light: 

HoSa  and  bis  aide  Brennan  became  stock- 
holders in  the  Terminal  Realty  Co.  without 
putting  up  a  dime.  Oren  DeMaas,  former 
liquor  commissioner  of  Michigan,  put  up 
$25,000  for  them,  and  held  their  share  of  the 
stock  as  security  for  the  loan.  Hoffa  has 
testified. 

HE  WAS   A   BUST    MAN 

He  got  into  a  brewery  operation  with  st- 
torneys  Oeorge  Fltzgeralc,  former  Demo- 
cratic national  committeeman  from  Michi- 
gan, and  Carney  Matheson,  legal  representa- 
tive for  large  mldwestern  trucking  Interests. 
He  testified  he  lost  $20,000  on  the  venture  and 
invested  no  more  in  It. 

Hoffa  also  set  up  what  he  called  a  little 
syndicate  known  as  PMI  to  loan  money.  And 
a  few  years  ago  he  had  a  one-sixteenth  or  a 
one  thirty-second  interest  In  the  Columbus 
Trotting  Association. 

Hoffa'8  wife,  too,  has  been  in  business. 
She  held  a  one-third  Interest  in  the  Theater 
Trucking  Co.  in  her  maiden  name.  With 
Brennan  8  wife,  she  op)erated  the  Test  Fleet 
Corp  .  a  haulaway  firm  leafing  equipment  to 
big  commercial -trucking  firms.  Over  a  4- 
year  period,  they  have  collected  $65,000  in 
dividends. 

In  his  insurance  activities,  Hoffa  today  has 
moved  his  Michigan  Conlerence  of  Team- 
sters' welfare  fund  Into  a  position  where  it 
could  gain  substantial  control  of  the  man- 
agemeent  of  Union  Casualty  &  Life.  In 
June  1951  the  fund's  trustees  put  $250,000 
in  the  company's  preferred  stock.  This 
made  the  fund  the  largest  holder  of  preferred 
stock.  With  the  payment  of  another  $40  a 
-share,  the  stock  can  l>e  converted  Into  com- 
mon stock  with  voting  privileges. 

Congressional  Investigators  have  pointed 
out  the  problem  Involved  w  hen  union  owner- 
s^ilp  In  an  Insurance  company  Is  such  that 


union  offlcials  have  an  Interest  In  curbing 
the  claim  rate  of  members  of  other  unions 
Insured  by  the  comp>any.  But  it  took  an 
eruption  In  New  York  to  demonstrate  how 
much  of  $  menace  the  health  and  weUar« 
Insurance  problem  could  be. 

A  long-time  feud  over  representing  work- 
ers at  Yonkers  Raceway,  north  of  New  York, 
ended  last  August  28  with  the  mvuxler^of 
Thomas  E.  Lewis,  president  of  Local  32-E. 
Building  Service  Employees. 

It  wasnt  clear  until  after  Lewis  was  mur- 
dered Just  why  the  presidency  of  that  local 
union  could  t)e  such  an  Important  piece  of 
property.  The  Investigation  showed  that  the 
welfare  funds  of  the  union  were  handled 
through  Alcor  Agency,  Inc.  Labor  boss 
L«wls.  his  relatives,  business  associates 
and  friends  had  used  that  agency  to  drain 
off  more  than  $400,000  of  the  $1,479,000  con- 
tributed in  a  5-year  period,  the' Investigation 
showed.  Those  commissions  were  more  than 
double  the  normal  adnflnlstratlve  costs,  and 
the  State  Insurance  department  started  a 
tMXMkd  investigation  of  Insurance  firms  that 
handle  welfare  policies  for  labor  touching 
Off  In  turn  more  Insurance  scandals. 

The  murder  of  Lewis  and  the  Insurance 
scandals  wire  not  the  only  labor-racketeer- 
ing operations  on  the  edge  of  the  multlmll- 
llon-dollsr  harness-racing  business. 

Indictments  returned  by  a  Nassau  County 
(N.  T.)  grand  Jury  have  spelled  out  the  basic 
story  of  plunder  by  labor  bosses  and  their 
associates.  William  C.  DeKoning.  Nassau 
County  labor  leader,  and  12  others  were  In- 
dicted for  an  alleged  extortion  of  $345,000  in 
kickbacks  from  employees  at  Roosevelt  Race- 
way. It  was  also  disclosed  that  the  labor 
leader  was  sharing  In  10  percent  of  the  prof- 
iu  of  a  catering  firm  operating  at  the  race- 
way. 

It  has  taken  the  probing  of  two  congres- 
sional oommlttees  to  prove  that  labor  rack- 
eteering is  more  widespread  than  the  few 
cases  the  Nation's  prosecutors  have  had  the 
courage  to  tackle.  The  late  Senator  Tobey. 
the  righteous  New  Hampshire  Republican, 
was  the  driving  force  behind  Senate  labor- 
racket  investigations  on  the  waterfront  In 
New  York,  New  Jersey,  and  New  Orleans. 
When  Tobey  died,  Senator  John  Bbickex. 
Republican  of  Ohio,  dissolved  the  subcom- 
mittee, and  other  labor  rackets  uncovered 
by  chief  counsel  Downey  Rice  had  no  airing. 

CONCBESSMEN  WEXE  NOT  HAPPT 

The  most  tenacious  of  the  lat>or-racket  In- 
vestigators has  been  Representative  Hoff- 
man, the  sharp-tongued  Michigan  Repub- 
lican. Hoffman  and  Representative  Wint 
SMrrH,  a  Kansas  Republican,  have  been  tbe 
mainsprings  behind  House  Investigations 
that  have  touched  labor  racketeering  In  De- 
troit. Chicago.  Los  Angeles,  and  Minneapolis. 

Even  many  House  Republicans  were  fear- 
ful of  the  political  consequences  of  a  labor- 
racket  investigation  when  Hoffman  put  the 
first  congressional  spotlight  on  the  plunder 
of  labor  basses.  Republicans  Joined  with 
Democrats  to  hobble  Hoffman's  investigat- 
ing, but  the  aggressive  Congressman  contin- 
ued his  work.  Although  they  had  no  power 
to  hold  hearings.  Chief  Counsel  William  Mc- 
Kenna,  Assistant  Counsel  Clyde  Smith,  and 
Chief  Investigator  Les  Condon  produced 
enough  evidence  for  Hoffman  to  force  hear- 
ings. 

Hoffman's  investigators  exposed  the  close 
tleup  between  Bufalino,  head  of  Teamsters 
Local  985  in  Detroit,  and  the  Jukebox  Owners 
Association  which  was  dominated  by  Vincent 
Meli,  Bufalino'8  brother-in-law. 

Following  the  hearings,  Bufalino,  Mell,  and 
five  others  were  Indicted  by  a  Wayne  County 
grand  Jury  on  charges  that  they  used  threats 
of  physical  violence  and  bombings  to  prey  on 
Jukebox  operators,  restaurant,  tavern  and  bar 
operators,  owners  of  automobile  wash  racks, 
and  parklng-lot  operators. 

A  few  days  later  five  more  Teamsters  offi- 
cials from  the  Detroit  area  were  Indicted  on 
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charges    of    milking    construction 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars. 

Frank  Fltcslnunona,  vice  preddent  of 
Teamstersl  Local  209,  and  Daniel  J.  Ke«tinf. 
president  and  business  agent  of  local  614. 
Pontlac,  Mich.,  were  among  the  five  indicted. 

POWXa  CAN  COBXUFT 

Congressional  hearings  in  Kansas  City  wer« 
followed  by  indictment  of  Or'ville  L.  Ring, 
president  and  business  agent  of  Teamiten 

Local  541,  on  two  charges  of  embeczlement 
and  two  counts  of  second-degree  robbery. 
Four  others  were  also  Indicated  in  connec- 
tion with  violence,  extortion,  and  ""'"'t  at 
funds  In  the  Kansas  City  area. 

The  right  to  represent  labor  can  mean  big 
money.  The  wages  and  working  conditions 
of  the  ordinary  union  member  are  only  a 
handy  tool  when  racketeering  labor  boeses 
seek  to  fatten  their  piu-ses.  The  underworld 
has  been  quick  to  see  the  chance  for  big  profit 
in  the  economic  and  political  positions  labor 
czars  are  able  to  control. 

Some  rank-and-file  members  of  local 
unions  tried  to  break  the  stranglehold,  and 
were  declared  ineligible  to  hold  ofltce.  Some 
were  summarily  ousted  from  their  union  and 
deprived  of  the  right  to  work  in  the  only 
trade  they  know. 

Employers  find  It  to  their  immediate  ad- 
vantage to  let  the  labor  boss  have  his  way 
when  he  insists  that  a  dishonest  employee  be 
retained,  or  that  Insurance  or  pension  fimds 
l>e  used  In  a  certain  manner. 

The  Taft-Hartley  Act  and  the  rules  of  the 
unions  themselves  were  designed  to  stop 
some  of  the  sidelines  of  plunder,  but  the  act 
Is  often  Inadequate  or  it  is  improperly  en- 
forced by  the  politicians  who  fear  the  labor 
bosses. 

Although  there  were  substantial  numbers 
of  Indictments  in  the  wake  of  congressional 
hearings,  prosecutions  alone  are  not  the  solu- 
tion.   All  of  the  plunder  has  not  been  lllegaL 

It  is  up  to  Congress  to  expose  fully  what 
has  happened  under  the  present  laws,  and  to 
draft  new  laws  that  preserve  the  institution 
of  organized  labor  and  provide  democratic 
processes  that  will  p>rotect  the  interests  of 
labor-union  members  in  the  future. 


Appendix  O.  Resolution  of  ClaSb  E. 
Hoffman  or  Januabt  20,  1954 

Be  it  resolved.  That  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations  is 
hereby  authorized  to  appoint  a  special  sub- 
committee consisting  of  2  members  of  tlie 
minority,  to  be  designated  by  the  ranking 
minority  member.  3  members  of  the  majority. 
1  of  whom  shall  be  tbe  chairman  of  this 
committee  and  who  shall  serve  as  chairman 
of  the  special  subcommittee. 

That  said  subcommittee  is  hereby  author- 
ized to  inquire  and  determine.  Insofar  as  is 
practicable  either  by  investigation  or  hear- 
ings, or  by  both:  ^ 

(1)  Whether  executive  departments.  Fed- 
eral agencies,  the  officers  and  employees 
thereof  charged  with  the  duty  of  Interpret- 
ing and  administering  Federal  legislation, 
are  using  Federal  fimds  efficiently  and  eco- 
nomically; 

(2)  Whether  Government  activities,  at  all 
levels,  which  were  authorized  or  exist,  and 
the  purpose  of  which  Is.  to  make  effective 
the  Intent  of  Congress  In  enacting  legisla- 
tion, are  efficiently  and  economically  per- 
formed, and  whether,  if  Federal  legislation  la 
not  sufficient  to  create  and  maintain  the  con- 
ditions, benefits,  and  standards  of  conduct 
and  welfare  sought  by  the  Congress,  what. 
If  any,  new  legislation  or  amendments  to  ex- 
isting Federal  legislation  should  be  proposed 
and  enacted  to  correct  the  existing  situation, 
attain  the  objectives  proposed  by  that  legis- 
lation. 

The  special  subcommittee  Is  hereby  au- 
thorized to  exercise  the  authority  and  powers 
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gnated  to  the  fun  oomiMttee  kdA  tbe  regn- 
Utr  subcommlttCM  tinder  the  LeglalattTe  Be- 
orgastatlon  Act  of  1M6,  m  unended.  the 
mlae  of  the  Houae.  and  the  nilea  of  the  com- 
mittee. •■  beretof ore  adopted,  and  now  In 
foece. 

Said  special  suhcommittee  Is  further  au- 
thorised and  directed  to,  when  It  has  com- 
pleted Its  Inrestlgatlon  or  hearings,  or  both, 
to  report  to  the  full  ocmunlttee  its  recom- 
meodatlons.  tf  any,  as  to  what  apedflc  action. 
If  any,  should  be  taken  by  the  full  commit- 
tee and  by  the  Congress. 

Amotnz  P.  Osmas  RsaoLxmow  or  Skiraucr 
ao,  1054 

'Whereas  matters  pertaining  to  alleged  un*-  ^ 
fair  and  Improper  labor  practices  have  !ieen 
called  to  the  attention  of  the  oommlttee; 
and 

Whereas  there  Is  a  duly  constituted  regular 
subcommittee:  to  wit:  the  Public  Accounts 
Subcommittee,  which  Is  authorized  to  study 
the  operations  and  activities  of  an  CJovem- 
ment  departments  except  the  State  and 
Defense  Departments;  and 

Whereas  the  committee  Is  of  the  opinion 
that  such  allegations  of  unfair  and  improper 
labor  practices  and  labor  racketeering  should 
be  thoroughly  and  vigorously  Investigated: 
Therefore  be  It 

Jte«oZoed,  That  the  Public  Accounts  Sub- 
committee Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  investigate — 

(1)  Whether  present  Federal  legislation 
iand  Federal  agencies,  officers,  and  employees 
adequately  and  properly  protect  Individ- 
uals and  business  organizations  from  eztor- 
tton; 

(3)  Whether,  if  such  extortionary  pay- 
ments are  made,  they  arise  from  Ineffective- 
ness or  lack  of  proper  InteriMretatlon  or  en- 
forcement of  Federal  statutes  designed  to 
protect  clTil  rights,  the  free  movement  of 
interstate  and  foreign  commerce,  the  Anti- 
racketeering  Act  of  1834,  as  amended.  Fed- 
eral legislation  relating  to  the  coUectlon  and 
distribution  of  welfare  funds  created  by  con- 
tributions from  employers,  and  legislation 
relating  to  the  levying  and  collection  of 
Federal  taxes,  and  the  sufflciency  thereof; 

(3)  Whether  Federal  agencies,  officers,  and 
employees  charged  with  the  duty  of  inter- 
preting and  admlnlfiterlng  the  legislation 
above  mentioned  are  using  Federal  fimds 
efficiently  and  economically; 

(4)  Whether  Government  activity  at  all 
levels,  designed  to  implement  such  legisla- 
tion. Is  effective  and  economical;  and, 
whether  any  amendments  to  the  Federal 
legislation  above  referred  to,  or  any  other 
Federal  legislation  should  be  proposed  to  cor- 
rect the  existing  situation;  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Public  Accounts  Sub- 
eommlttee  is  further  authorized  and  directed 
to  report  to  the  full  committee  its  recom- 
mendations, if  any,  as  to  what  specific  action, 
if  any,  should  be  taken  by  the  full  otxnmlt- 
tee  and  by  the  Congress. 

AmOTDIX  Q.  HOTTBK  Rksolittioi*  419.  83b 
CoNcaxss,  2o  Sxssioir 

House  Resolution  419 

(Submitted  Jan.  27, 1954:  recommitted  to  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 
Feb.  as.  IQM) 

JtesoZoed,  That  House  Resolution  150,  83d 
Congress,  as  amended  by  Hoxise  Resolution 
S39.  83d  Congress,  Is  hereby  amended  (1)  by 
■trlking  out  "•355,060"  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "•455.060".  and  (2)  by  striking  out 
"••6.000"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
••♦165,000." 

APFZMDCt  B.  House  Rxsolutiom  468.  83o 

CoNcasss.  2d  Session 

House  Resolution  468 

^Submitted  Mar.  6,  1954;  reported,  amended, 

and  agreed  to  Mar.  29,  1954) 

Jlesoloed,  That  the  further  expenses  of 

conducting    the    studies    and    investigations 


authorized  by  claxise  8  of  rule  XI  of  the 
Bulea  of  the  House  and  House  Hesolutlon 
150,  83d  Congress,  as  amended  by  House 
Resolution  339,  83d  Congress,  inourred  by 
(1)  the  Military  Operations  Suboommlttee 
of  the  Committee  on  Governmeat  Opera- 
tions, not  to  exceed  •51.000  additional,  (2) 
the  PubUc  Acooiints  Subcommittee  of  such 
committee,  not  to  exceed  $52,000  additional. 
and  (3)  the  International  Operatk}ns  Sub- 
committee of  such  committee,  net  to  ex- 
ceed •52,000  additional,  shall  be  paid  out 
of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Bouse  on 
vouchers  authorized  by  the  subcDmmittee 
which  Incurred  the  expenses,  signed  by  the 
clialrman  thereof,  and  approved  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  House  Administration. 


AppENonc   S.  RxsoLtrnoN   Adopted   June    10, 
1954,  AS  Amended  June  16,  1954 

Be  it  resolved.  That  a  special  subcommittee 
of  three,  referred  to  «8  the  Antlraeketeering 
Subcommittee,  be  appointed  by  ttie  chair- 
man of  this  conunlttee,  and  it  hereby  Is  es- 
tablished, directed,  and  granted  authority 
equal  to  that  conferred  by  tbis  oommittee 
to  its  regular  subcommittees,  to,  under  the 
direction  of  the  chairman  of  the  full  com- 
mittee, and  on  vouchers  authorized  by  blm, 
conduct  Investigations  and  bold  bearings 
pertaining  to  Government  operations  insofar 
as  they  relate  to  or  control  racketeering  prac- 
tices. The  investigation  shall  Include,  but 
not  be  limited  to,  the  following  matters : 

(1)  Whetber  Federal  agencies,  officers,  and 
employees,  with  the  public  moneys  appro- 
priated, adeqtiately  and  properly  defend  and 
protect  individuals  and  organizations  from 
racketeering  and  extortion. 

(2)  Whether  Federal  agencies,  oiJcers.  and 
employes  charged  with  the  duty  of  inter- 
preting and  administering  Federal  legislation 
are  using  Federal  funds  efficiently  and  eco- 
nomically. 

(3)  Whether  Government  activity  at  all 
levels,  designed  to  Implement  existing  legis- 
lation, effectively  and  economically  corrects 
such  racketeering  practices  as  may  exist. 

, „  I 

Appekwx  T.  Housz  RESOLtmoN  542,  83  d  Con- 
«»XSB,  2o  Session,  Adopted  June  23,  1954 

House  Resolution  542 
(Submitted  May  11,  1954) 
Resolved,  That  the  expenses  of  conducting 
investigations,  within  the  limits  ctf  the  au- 
thority granted  by  clause  8  of  rule  XI  of  the 
Rules  of  the  House  and  House  Resolution 
150  as  amended  by  House  Resolution  339, 
83d  Congress,  with  respect  to  matters  per- 
taining to  Government  operations  insofar  as 
they  relate  to  or  control  racketeering  prac- 
tices. Incurred  luider  the  direction  of  the 
chairman  of  the  full  committee  by  the  Anti- 
racketeering  Subcommittee  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  dovemment  Operations,  not  to  exceed 
♦76,000,  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  House  on  vouchers  authorized 
and  signed  by  the  cbairman  of  tha  Commit- 
tee on  aovernment  Operations,  and  approved 
by  the  Committee  on  House  AdmlAlstratlon. 


Apmbvdix  U.  HoTTSi:  Resoltttton  709.  83  d  Con- 
CKKSS,  2i>  SiasioN,  Introduced  on  August 
18,  1954 

House  Resolution  709 

(Referred  to  Committee  on  Rules) 

Resolved,  That  the  cbairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations  be.  and 
he  hereby  Is,  authorized  diiring  the  recess 
or  after  the  adjournment  of  the  Congress 
to  appoint  a  special  subcommittte  of  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations  con- 
sisting of  not  to  exceed  five  members  of  that 
committee  with  authority  equal  tt>  that  of 
the  regular  subcommittees,  to  mtkke  inves- 
tigations and  bold  hearings  in  connection 
with  the  expenditure  of  public  funds  by 
executive  agencies  and  the  manner  in  which 
those  agencies  are  interpreting  anil  admin- 


istering Federal  legislation:  Provided,  how- 
ever. That  the  investigation  of  such  sub- 
committees shall  not  encroach  upon  the  Ju- 
risdiction of  the  House  Committee  on  Edu- 
cation and  Labor,  nor  interffcre  with  tbe 
investigations  and  hearings  of  the  regular 
subcommittees  of  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations:  And  provided. further.  That 
all  expenses  of  any  Investigations  or  hear- 
ings held  hereunder,  shall  be  paid  out  of 
the  funds  heretofore  authorised  to  be  ap- 
propriated for  the  use  of  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations  and  not  out  of  the 
funds  heretofore  authorized  for  the  use  of 
the  regular  subcommittees  of  said  committee. 


'     PROVIDING    RELIEF    FOR    THE 
SHEEP-RAISING  INDUSTRY 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  CS.  2862)  to  pro- 
vide relief  for  the  sheep-raising  Industry 
by  making  special  nonquota  immigrant 
visas  available  to  certain  skilled  alien 
fiheepherders. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  and  I  shall  not,  I 
should  like  to  point  out  to  the  House  that 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  an  American 
sheepherder.  This  bill  is  not  for  the 
benefit  of  a  particular  individual.  This 
bill  is  for  the  relief  of  a  great  industry  in 
America,  7  States  being  affected,  and 
it  is  utterly  impossible  to  get  American 
people  to  go  out  on  the  ranges  and  stay 
with  those  sheep  for  8,  9,  or  10  months  of 
the  year  and  take  care  of  them.  With- 
out the  importation  of  sheepherders  a 
great  industry  in  our  Nation  is  going  to 
suSer  irreparable  loss. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Bpeaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Is  this  not  a  bill 
that  is  known  in  Nevada  a)  the  Basque 
bartenders'  bill?  Is  that  not  the  reason 
you  have  a  new  one  every  year? 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  have  ttot  heard  of 
that.  As  a  matter  of  fact  I  do  not  believe 
it  is  correct.  I  have  heard  of  these 
stories.  We  have  had  investigations 
made  and  evidence  has  been  submitted 
to  the  Subcommittee  on  Immigration 
and  Nationality.  It  is  the  fact  that  more 
of  these  people  stay  on  thair  jobs  than 
any  other  class  of  people  from  any  other 
place  in  the  world. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Does  the  gentle- 
man mean  to  say  that  the  sheep  indus- 
try is  growing  so  rapidly  that  we  have  to 
bring  in  a  new  200  or  300  every  year? 
1  had  understood  that  the  sheep  industry 
was  declining. 

Mr.  WALTER.  No;  it  is  not  declining, 
and  I  should  like  to  call  the  gentleman's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  there  is  no 
such  thing  as  a  second  generation  of 
sheepherders. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  would  not  de- 
bate that  with  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  If  there  Is  such  dire 
need  for  sheepherders,  would  it  not  be 
well  to  amend  the  act  which  bears  the 
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gentleman's  name  and  permit  an  en- 
largement of  the  Spanish  quota? 

Mr.  WALTER.  It  has  only  been  in 
recent  years,  as  a  matter  of  fact  in  the 
last  year  and  a  half,  ttiat  the  Spanish 
quota  has  not  been  current.  The  people 
from  Spain  do  not  want  to  come  to  the 
United  States.  They  go  to  South  and 
Central  America. 

Mr.  CELLER.  But  has  not  the  Span- 
ish quota  been  mortgaged,  so  to  speak, 
for  15  years? 

Mr.  WALTER.  Fifty  percent  of  it  has 
been  moi  tgaged. 

Mr.  CELLER.  There  are  many  God- 
fearing and  decent  Spaniards  who  can- 
not come  in  because  we  have  allowed  so 
many  sheepherders  to  come  in. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WALTER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  to 
concur  in  what  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Walter]  had  to  say. 
It  is  very  obvious  that  the  objections  or 
reservations  made  to  this  bill  are  not 
made  to  the  bill  itself  but  to  some  other 
feature  of  the  Immigration  situation 
which  should  not  be  permitted  to  confuse 
this  issue;  because  it  is  a  fact  that  there 
is  no  other  source  of  sheepherders.  If 
we  want  wool,  if  we  want  lamb  chops,  we 
have  to  do  something  about  it.  The 
number  of  American  sheepherders  has 
been  steadily  declining,  even  those  who 
will  attempt  that  work.  As  a  conse- 
quence, it  has  been  desirable  and  even 
necessary  to  import  these  Basques,  these 
sheepherders  who  are  referred  to  in  this 
bill.  I  hope  there  will  be  no  objection  to 
the  bill,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  with- 
draw my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Graham]? 

Mr.  CELLER.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER.    Objection  is  heard. 


ESPIONAGE    AND    SABOTAGE 

Mr.  GRAHAM  submitted  the  following 
conference  report  and  statement  on  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9850)  to  revise  and  extend 
the  laws  relating  to  espionage,  sabotage, 
and   for  other   purposes: 

CoNTEaxNCx  Rxporr  (H.  Rxpt.  No.  2675) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  at  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  tbe  bill  (H.  R. 
9580)  to  revise  and  extend  the  laws  relating 
to  espionage  and  sabotage,  and  for  other 
purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free 
conference,  have  agreed  to  reconunend  and 
do  reconunend  to  their  respective  Hovises  as 
follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
agree  to  tbe  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

strike   out   all   of  title  in.  including  the 
title,  and  the  Senate  agree  to  tbe  same. 
Loms  E.  OaARAM, 
Ruth  Thompson, 
Dtwrrr  8    Htdi, 
Emakttkl  C»t.t.i». 
Fkancis   K.   Walt^. 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

William  IiANOsm, 
Evnwrr  M.  Dnucsor, 
Pat  McCaksan. 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


Statzment 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bUl  (H.  R.  9580)  to  revise 
and  extend  the  laws  relating  to  espionage 
and  sabotage,  and  for  other  purposes,  sub- 
mit the  following  statement  In  explana- 
tion of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon 
by  the  conferees  and  reconrunended  in  the 
acconipanjrlng    conference    report : 

It  has  been  agreed  by  the  conferees  that 
the  matter  of  amending  existing  law  per- 
taining to  registration  of  persons  trained  In 
espionage  and  sabotage,  particularly  as  it  af- 
fects foreign  diplomats,  foreign  military 
attach^,  etc.,  requires  further  study,  and  it 
has,  therefore,  been  unanimously  decided 
not  to  include  provisions  attempting  to  set- 
tle that  complex  problem  Into  the  statute 
which  Is  proposed  to  be  enacted  at  this  time. 

Thus.  H.  R.  9580  is  being  presented  to  both 
Houses  with  the  recommendation  that  only 
titles  I  and  II  be  enacted  at  the  present 
time. 

Lotns    E.    Graham, 
Ruth  Thompson, 
Drwrnr  S.  Htde. 

EMANtrEX   Ckixer. 
FRANCIS    E.    WAI.TEH, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call 
up  the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (H. 
R.  9850)  to  revise  and  extend  the  laws 
relating  to  espionage,  sabotage,  and  for 
other  purposes,  and  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  statement  of  the  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  be  read  in  lieu 
of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(See  statement  as  set  out  above.) 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  brief, 
title  3  of  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House 
has  been  stricken.  It  provided  for  regis- 
tration. The  other  two  titles  remain. 
They  deal  with  sabotage  and  espionage 
and  provide  the  death  penalty.  In  view 
of  the  controversial  nature  of  the  mat- 
ter of  registration  of  the  agents,  we 
thotight  it  would  be  best  to  strike  that 
title  out  at  this  time  and  bring  the 
matter  up  at  some  other  time  when  it 
would  be  more  convenient  to  deal  with 
it. 

The  SPEIAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table.    

NEED  FOR  AMENDING  THE 
McCARRAN-WALTER  ACT 

Mr.  JAVrrS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

•nie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 

York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  It  was  im- 
possible to  get  in  on  the  multimember 
colloquy  on  that  last  immigration  bill, 
but  I  think  an  important  principle  is  at 
stake,  which  the  House  must  understand, 
and  that  ia  that  there  is  deep  disquiet 
about  the  fact  that  the  present  immigra- 
tion law  is  unwise  and  unworkable  and 
yet   nothing   is   being   done    about    it. 


These  exceptions  which  are  sought  under 
bills  like  the  one  just  before  U8,  show 
that.  If  the  Immigration  lew  were  a 
good  law,  it  would  take  care  at  least  of 
the  working  people  whom  we  need. 

There  has  been  no  response  to  the 
great  feeling  in  many  parts  of  the  coun- 
try that  the  Immigration  Act  needs  to  be 
rewritten,  as  President  Elsenhower 
pledged  in  his  platform  that  it  would  be, 
when  he  ran  for  election  to  the  Presi- 
dency. 

There  are  bills  both  from  the  Demo- 
cratic and  Republicsui  sides  for  that 
purpose.  I  hope  that  this  debate  we 
have  had  will  point  up  the  urgent  need 
for  giving  this  problem  attention  when 
the  Congress  reconvenes.  That  is  the 
whole  substantive  point  of  the  discus- 
sion which  makes  it  so  important. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JAVTTS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.    I  rise  only  to  ask  the, 
gentleman  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  this 
particular  type  of  immigration,  of  these 
Basque  sheepherders,  preceded  the  con- 
troversy over  the  McCarran  bill. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  That  may  be;  but  when 
the  McCarran-Walter  Act  became  law 
the  Congress  thought  it  was  dealing  with 
what  was  needed  for  the  overall  policy 
of  the  United  States.  Obviously,  It  was 
not.  That  is  the  situation  to  which  my 
colleagues  were  calling  striking  atten- 
tion. We  are  not  dealing  here  ade- 
quately with  the  immigration  policy  of 
our  country.  The  immigration  law  ur- 
gently needs  rewriting.  It  ought  to  be 
done.  Not  even  a  hearing  was  given  on 
all  these  pending  bills  to  rewrite  the  im- 
migration law  although  they  were  of- 
fered by  Members  and  documented  and 
urged  in  both  Houses. 


RELIEF   FOR    THE    SHEEP-RAISINa 
INDUSTRY 

Mr.  COON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remaiics  at 
this  point  in  the  Rxooro. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oregon? 

There  was  no  objection- 
Mr.  COON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  this 
bill  should  stand  on  its  merits  and  not  be 
opposed  by  Monbers  of  the  other  side 
who  in  general  are  against  the  Immigra- 
tion laws.  This  is  a  good  bill.  This  will 
help  provide  relief  to  the  sheep-raisins 
industry  in  several  States  in  the  West. 
This  bill  has  been  referred  to  as  a  sheep- 
herder's  bill,  and  I  wish  to  say  that  a 
sheepherder  could  very  well  be  classed 
as  a  skilled  worker. 

I  come  from  a  State  where  the  sheep 
population  has  decreased  by  forty-some 
percent  in  the  last  15  years.  I  happen 
to  know  that  one  of  the  major  reasons 
for  this  reduction  is  because  the  sheep 
operator  is  unable  to  get  sufficient  help 
to  carry  on  his  business.  I  know  from 
my  own  experience  and  the  experience 
of  many  of  my  neighbors  that  the  big- 
gest difficulty  we  had  in  taking  care  of 
the  sheep  operation  was  the  inability  to 
get  competent  help.  Most  of  the  old* 
timers  who  used  to  herd  sheep  are  droiw 
ping  out  by  reason  of  their  advanced  a«e. 
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and  the  younser  generatton  win  not  do 
thlswofrk. 
Tbe  porpoce  of  this  till  Is  to  permit 
1 1  385  aheepberdeTS  from  Spain  to  come 

over  here,  where  they  are  urgentiy  need- 
ed. These  Basque  make  good  dieep- 
herders.  They  stay  with  the  sheep,  and 
tend  them  well.  They  also  stay  the  year 
wround.  Many  of  them  are  wilUng  to 
stay  on  the  Job  year  in  and  year  out, 
witti  Just  brief  vacations  when  it  is  con- 
venient for  the  owner. 

If  I  did  not  know  how  hard  it  is  to 
get  competent  help  in  the  sheep  busi- 
ness, I  would  not  be  speaking  for  this 
hUl  here  today.  This  is  a  meritorious 
hm.  This  is  a  needed  bm,  and  I  hope  this 
bin  wlU  pass. 


COKWGCTIOW  IN  ENROLUiCENT  OF 
MUTUAIi  SECURrry  APFROPRIil- 
TION  BILL.  J955 

Mr.TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  for  the  Immediate  con- 
■id^iution  of  House  Concurrent  Resolu- 
tion 271,  to  correct  a  mistake  in  the  For- 
eign Operations  Administration  appro- 
priati(»i  biU  relating  to  the  limitation 
upon  things  that  might  be  done  over- 
seas in  connection  with  letting  out  con- 
tracts for  foreign  construction. 

Tbe  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  concur- 
rent resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  the  concurrent  reso- 
lution, as  follows: 

Aesotoed  by  the  Bouse  oj  Representative* 
{the  Senate  concurring).  That  the  Clerk  be, 
and  he  ii  liereby,  authorized  and  directed. 
In  the  enroUment  of  H.  B.  10051.  the  mutual 
•ecurity  appropriation  bill,  1855.  to  make  the 
f  oUowlng  correction : 

In  Bubparagraph  (2)  of  section  107,  strike 
out  the  word  "lease"  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  word  "release.'* 

The  concurrent  resolution  was  agreed 
to,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


REVISION  OF  THE  INTERNAL 
REVENUE  LAWS 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
Of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  CoLB]  is  recognized  for  40 
minutes. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
on  last  Monday.  Augitst  16.  when  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  signed  H.  R.  8300,  It  be- 
came known  as  Public  Law  591  of  the  83d 
Congress. 

This  la\*t  is  the  result  of  the  most 
monumental  legislative  undertaking  tn 
our  Nation's  history.  It  is  the  first  com- 
prehensive revision  of  the  Internal  rev- 
enue laws  in  more  than  half  a  century. 

Over  3,000  changes  in  our  revenue 
laws  are  contained  in  this  new  law.  In 
general,  these  changes  were  necessary  to 
remove  Inequities,  to  end  harassment  of 
the  taxpayers,  and  to  reduce  tax  barriers 
to  future  expansion  of  production  and 
employment. 

This  new  tax  law  closes  over  50  loop- 
holes tliat  permitted  many  taxpayers  to 
avoid  paying  their  fair  share  of  taxes. 
It  amounts  to  a  total  saving  of  $827  mil- 
lion annually  for  individuals  and  $536 
million  annually  for  business. 

This  new  law  is  so  far-reaching  that 
It  affects  every  taxpaying  citizen  of  our 


Nation.  Therefore,  without  attempting 
to  give  a  technical  interpretation  of  it.  I 
shall  ^t  out  some  of  its  highlights,  and. 
at  my  own  expense,  have  reprints  made 
of  this  speech  in  order  to  make  this  in- 
formation available  to  every  family  in 
my  congressional  district. 

The  changes  that  I  shall  refer  to  in 
general  are  effective  as  of  last  January  1. 
so_  that  the  taxpayer  will  receive  the 
benefit  from  them  this  year. 

DKFENDEMTS 

Hrst.  A  parent  can  claim  a  deduction 
of  $600  for  each  child  regardlefes  of  the 
child's  earnings  if  the  child  is  under  19 
and  the  parent  continues  to  furnish  more 
than  half  of  the  child's  support. 

Second.  A  parent  can  also  claim  the 
$600  dependency  deduction  for  a  child 
over  18  regardless  of  the  child's  earnings 
if  the  child  is  attending  school  or  college, 
or  receiving  on-the-farm  training,  and 
the  parent  continues  to  furnish  more 
than  half  the  child's  support. 
*  Third.  An  aged  parent  or  other  de- 
pendent cared  for  by  several  members 
of  a  family  can  be  claimed  as  a  deduc- 
tion by  one  of  the  members  of  the  family. 

Fourth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  a  foster  child. 

Fifth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  a  child  await- 
ing adoption. 

Sixth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  any  other  per- 
son, regardless  of  relationship,  if  the  tax- 
payer supports  that  person  in  his  home. 

Seventh.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  a  cousin  who  is 
institutionalized  because  of  physical  or 
mental  disability. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $85  million. 

CEQLD-CARX    EXPENSES 

First.  Single  working  parents,  such  as 
a  widow,  are  allowed  a  deduction  up  to 
$600  for  the  expense  of  child-care  for 
children  up  to  12  years  of  age. 

Second.  The  same  deduction  is  allowed 
for  a  married  woman  who  must  work  be- 
cause her  husband  is  incapacitated. 

•niird.  The  same  deduction  is  allowed 
with  respect  to  any  dependent,  regard- 
less of  age,  who  is  mentally  or  physically 
incapable  of  caring  for  himself. 

Fourth.  A  similar  deduction  is  allowed 
a  mar.-ied  woman  if  the  combined  in- 
come o ;  her  husband  and  herself  does  not 
exceed  $5,100.    . 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $130  million. 

MEDICAL   EXPENSES 

First.  Medical  expenses  can  be  de- 
ducted when  they  exceed  3  percent  of 
income,  instead  of  5  percent  as  under  old 
law. 

Second.  Example:  A  family  with 
$3,000  gross  income  and  medfcal  ex- 
penses of  $150  will  be  able  to  deduct  $60. 
The  same  family  could  deduct  nothing 
before. 

Third.  The  bill  doubles  the  maximum 
limit  on  the  amount  that  could  be  de- 
ducted under  the  old  law. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $80  million. 

BEAD   OT  FAMILT 

First.  A  single  taxpayer  who  has  a 
dependent  son  or  daughter  will  be  en- 
titled during  the  first  2  years  after  the 
death  of  his  spouse  to  the  same  income- 
splitting  privilege  as  is  accorded  married 
ccuples. 
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Second.  A  single  individual  can  receive 
half  the  benefits  of  income  splitting  if 
he  has  a  dependent  parent  and  if  the 
taxpayer  maintains  a  household  for  the 
father  or  mother. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $11  million. 

aXTIHZMXMT    IMCOUB    OlXDrr 

First.  All  retired  people  B5  and  over, 
Including  schoolteachers,  firemen,  po- 
licemen, and  civil  servants,  will  in  effect 
be  exempt  on  all  retirement  income  up 
to  $1,200.  This  means  a  tax  reduction 
for  these  retired  people  of  up  to  $240  a 
year. 

Second.  Example:  Under  the  old  law. 
a  retired  single  individual  over  65  who 
had  a  total  retirement  income  of  $3,000 
paid  about  $300  in  income  tax.    Under 

the  new  law,  his  tax  is  reduced  to  $60 

a  saving  of  $240. 

Third.  The  same  exemption  extends 
to  individuals  under  65  if  they  receive 
a  pension  from  a  public  retirement  sys- 
tem, such  as  do  teachers. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $141  milUon. 

CRZDrr    PUHCHASES 

The  new  law  allows  a  deduction  for  in- 
terest up  to  6  percent  on  installment 
purchases. 

Total  saving  to  taxpayers.  $10  million. 

CHAJUTABLX     CONTRIBrnaONS 

The  new  law  increases  from  20  to  30 
percent  the  allowable  deduction  for 
charitable  contributions  to  churches, 
hospitals,  and  educational  institutions. 

Total  saving  to  taxpayers,  $25  million. 

AID  TO  FAUf  ERS 

Rrst.  Deductions  up  to  25  percent  of 
farm  income  are  allowed  for  soil  and 
water  conservation. 

Second.  The  law  permits  more  rapid 
writeoff  of  the  expense  of  farm  ma- 
chinery, equipment,  and  construction. 

Third.  Removes  tax  on  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  cattle  when  the  sale  is 
necessitated  by  disease. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $10  million. 

EICKJTESS    AlfD    ACCTDEWT  PLANS 

First.  Premiums  paid  by  employers  to 
heal<h  and  accident  plans  will  not  be 
taxable  to  their  employees. 

Second.  All  accident  and  health  bene- 
fits paid  as  reimbursement  for  actual 
medical  expenses  to  employees,  their 
wives,  or  children,  are  completely  ex- 
empted from  tax. 

Third.  Payments  to  employees  for  loss 
of  wages  due  to  injury  or  illness  are  ex- 
empted up  to  $100  a  week. 

Savings  to  taxpayers:  No  estimate  pos- 
sible. 

DEATH    Bl■^  Lt'H-S 

The  new  law  exempts  all  death  bene- 
fits up  to  $5,000  paid  by  an  employer  to 
the  widow  or  other  beneficiary  of  an  em- 
ployee. 

Savings  to  taxpayers :  No  estimate  pos- 
sible. 

PENSIONS  AND  ANNDTrtES 

In  addition  to  the  $1,200  exemption 
extended  to  retirement  income,  the  law 
also  provides  a  simpler  method  for  tax- 
ation of  pensions  and  annuities,  ends 
annual  3-percent  tax  paid  on  annuities 
and  provides  instead  a  method  of  com- 
puting tax  on  basis  of  cost  divided  by 
years  of  life  expectancy. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $10  million. 
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DIVIDEND  CKEDIT 

First.  Excludes  first  $50  in  dividends 
from  taxation  and  provides  a  credit 
acainst  tax  equal  to  4  percent  of  the 
balance. 

Second.  Elxample:  An  individ\ial  with 
$50  or  less  in  dividends  from  his  sav- 
ings will  be  entirely  esempt  from  tax 
on  that  amount. 

Third.  Example:  An  individual  with 
$250  in  dividends  from  his  savings  will 
exclude  the  first  $50  entirely,  and  then 
reduce  his  total  tax  by  $8 — 4  percent  of 
the  balance  of  $200. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $204  million. 

DEPRECIATION 

The  law  will  permit  the  more  liberal 
writeoff  of  the  cost  of  new  equipment. 
For  example,  in  the  first  year  of  life  of 
new  equipment,  the  taxpayer  will  be  able 
to  write  off  twice  the  amount  allowed 
under  the  old  law. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $375  million,  of. 
which  $75  million  represents  savings  to 
individuals  such  as  farmers,  shopkeep- 
ers, and  salesmen. 

DBCLAKATION  OF  ESTIMATED  TAX 

The  requirements  are  eased  for  filing 
declarations  of  estimated  tax.  Upward 
of  a  million  taxpayers  will  be  relieved  of 
the  present  requirement  for  filing. 

FILING   OF  TAX   KETUKNS 

Tax  returns  will  be  due  April  15  in- 
stead of  March  15.  giving  taxpayers  1 
additional  month  in  which  to  prepare 
their  final  tax  returns  and  make  their 
final  tax  payments. 

MrTHODS  OF  ACCOTINTrKa 

The  law  brings  tax -accounting  rules 
Into  harmony  with  business  accounting, 
thereby  eliminating  to  a  great  extent  the 
necessity  for  taxpayers  to  maintain  two 
sets  of  books.  It  provides  realistic  com- 
putation of  net  income  for  tax  purposes 
in  conformity  with  sound  business  prac- 
tices. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $47  million. 

PARTNERSHIPS 

First.  The  law  adopts  comprehensive 
pi  ovisions  concerning  the  tax  treatment 
of  partners  and  partnerships  in  order  to 
remove  confusion  of  the  old  law.  Prin- 
cipal objectives  are  simplicity,  flexibility, 
and  equity  between  partners. 

Second.  Certain  proprietorships  and 
partnerships  are  given  the  option  to  be 
taxed  as  corporations. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $20  miUion, 

NET  OPERATING   LOSS 

The  law  extends  the  net  operating  loss 
carryback  to  2  years  and  makes  certain 
other  adjustments. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $120  million. 

LIFE    INSURANCE 

The  law  lessens  the  estate  tax  on  the 
proceeds  of  certain  life-insurance  poli- 
cies. 

Savings  to  individual  taxpayers,  $25 

miiiion. 

IMPROPER    ACCtTMin.AT10NS 

The  law  eases  the  penalty  tax  on  cer- 
tain accumulated  earnings  in  order  that 
business,  especially  small  businesses,  may 
have  greater  freedom  in  retaining  their 
funds  for  legitimate  business  purposes. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $10  million. 


OOaPOKATION  QfOOlCZ  TAX 

The  law  extends  for  1  year  the  present 
52  percent  corporation  income  tax. 
Total  increase  in  revenue,  $1.2  billion. 

OTHER    TAX    KEDTTCnONS    OF    TUX    830    CONCRXSS 

The  10  percent  reduction  in  Federal 
Income  taxes  which  went  into  effect  last 
January  1  saves  individual  taxpayers  a 
total  of  $3  billion  annually.  This  tax 
cut  would  not  have  been  possible  if  the 
Congress  and  the  administration  had  not 
cut  the  Truman  budget  for  fiscal  1954  by 
$12  billion. 

Nor  would  the  $2  billion  tax  saving  by 
elimination  of  the  excess-profits  tax  have 
been  possible  without  this  budget  cut- 
ting. 

The  excise-tax  reduction  act  of  1954 
saves  taxpayers  an  additional  $1  billion. 

The  overall  tax-cut  program  of  the 
83d  Congress  will  save  the  taxpayers 
of  our  Nation  $7,400,000,000.  Of  this 
amount,  individuals  receive  an  overall 
total  tax  saving  of  $4,700,000,000.  The 
tax  savings  so  far  surpass  any  previous 
total  in  the  history  of  Congress. 


TRANSPORTATION      OP      NATIONAL 
GUARD  TROOPS 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  p^pwfbus  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Jones]  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  JONES  of  MLssourl.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  am  today  calling  to  the  attention 
of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  a  condition  which  has 
existed  for  years,  and  which  despite  the 
fact  that  many  complaints  have  been 
filed  uith  the  Army  and  with  other 
agencies  responsible  for  this  condition, 
apparently  nothing  is  ever  done  to  cor- 
rect the  situation. 

I  am  referring  to  the  practice  of  the 
railroads  in  furnishing  antiquated,  obso- 
lete, and  unsafe  equipment  for  the  trans- 
portation of  National  Guard  troops  in 
moving  from  their  home  stations  to  the 
camps  where  they  pursue  their  field 
training. 

I  am  complaining  not  only  of  the  tjrpe 
of  equipment  that  is  furnished  by  the 
railroads,  but  I  am  complaining  about 
the  cost  of  this  service  which  is  paid  by 
the  Federal  Government.  I  was  aston- 
ished to  learn  that  the  Government  pays 
exactly  the  same  amount  of  money  for 
this  inferior,  second-class  service  as  is 
paid  for  first-class  accommodations. 

I  am  including  herewith  a  copy  of  a 
letter  from  Col.  Russell  Boyt,  command- 
ing officer  of  the  140th  Infantry.  Mis- 
souri National  Guard,  who  details  some 
of  the  experiences  which  his  regiment 
had  last  month,  and  I  might  say  this 
letter  brought  back  to  me  memories  of 
25  to  30  years  ago  when  I  was  a  member 
of  the  140th  Infantry  and  experienced 
the  same  sort  of  conditions.  I  would 
not  be  surprised  if  some  of  the  same  cars 
were  in  use  this  year  that  were  in  use  at 
that  time. 

I  join  with  Colonel  Boyt  in  his  state- 
ment that  the  Government  should  not 
be  required  to  pay  for  something  it 
doesn't  get.  While  I  want  the  members 
of  our  National  Guard  to  have  the  best 
accommodations  possible;  if  the  rail- 
roads do  not  have  suIScient  equipment 


to  transport  these  troops  first-class,  thei^ 
let's  pay  only  for  what  we  get. 
Here  is  Colonel  Boyt's  letter: 

140th  Intantrt, 
Cape  Girardeau,  Mo..  August  3.  19S4. 
Hon.   Paul   C.   Jonks, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  PAtn.:  As  you  may  well  remember 
from  personal  experience,  when  the  raUroads 
haul  the  National  Guard  to  field  training 
they  are  always  able  to  find  a  supply  of  oW 
obsolete  railroad  equipment. 

It  Is  the  personal  opinion  of  several  offi- 
cers that  the  old  wooden  baggage  car  (being 
used  as  a  troop  kitchen)  caused  the  train 
wreck  on  the^way  to  camp  In  19S3  In  whicli 
Sergeant  Johnson  of  Company  "C"  was  klUed, 
several  others  injured,  and  considerable  , 
property  damaged. 

For  the  past  4  years,  our  field  training:  - 
camps  have  been  at  such  distances  that  the 
railroads  were  required  to  furnish  sleepers. 
As  usual,  the  cars  have  been  old  and  evidently 
In  bad  mechanical  condition  becaitse  in 
nearly  every  train,  the  cooling  system  falls 
in  from  one  to  a  dozen  cars  and  we  are  never 
able  to  get  any  relief.  Being  cl06ed  up  In  one 
of  these  cars  with  about  50  men  for  several 
hours  with  the  temperatures  we  have  been 
having  lately,  Is  about  the  most  uncomfort- 
able thing  that  can  happen  to  a  well  man. 

I  have  personally  experienced  this,  along 
with  several  hundred  other  men  from  this 
regiment  each  year  for  the  past  4  years. 
Each  year  we  write  our  complaints  and  com- 
ments on  this  and  send  them  through  chan- 
nels and  after  this,  the  fourth  year,  there  is 
no  apparent  change. 

We  also  have  the  opinion  that  these  troop 
trains  are  handled  as  freights  because  there 
Is  seldom  any  hot  wi.ter  and  frequently  they 
stop  and  start  with  such  suddenness  that 
troops  are  injured.  Four  men  needed  medi- 
cal attention  and  two  had  their  eyeglasses 
broken  due  to  sudden  stops  by  the  train  I 
rode  on  from  Camp  McCoy.  Wis.,  last  Friday 
and  Saturday,  Incidentally,  this  train  was 
stopped  for  nearly  4  hours  out  In  the  St. 
Louis  railroad  yards  between  7  a.  m.  and 
11  a.  m..  and  arrived  In  Cape  Olrardeau  about 
2:45  p.  m.  The  cooling  system  was  not 
working  throughout  the  train  and  there  was 
little  or  no  ventilation  without  forcing  the 
double  windows  open  and  the  outside  tem- 
perature was  running  about  100  degrees  ia 
the  shade. 

This  trip  was  no  different  from  what  we 
have  had  in  the  past  but  we  have  received 
Information  to  the  effect  that  the  raUroads 
collect  from  the  Government  full  first -class  . 
fare  for  each  officer  and  man  on  these  trips. 
They  have  complete  information  several 
months  In  advance  which  permits  them  to 
plan  the  move  In  detail.  These  moves  over 
the  whole  country  cost  a  lot  of  money.  My- 
self and  others  are  of  the  opinion  that  the 
service  and  equipment  used  for  troop  move- 
ments in  peacetime  are  certainly  not  first 
class.  We  can  take  it  in  boxcars  if  that  is 
the  order  but  as  citizens  and  taxpayers  we 
would  like  to  know  that  Uncle  is  out  only 
the  boxcar  rates  if  we  go, that  way. 

When  you  have  time.  I  would  appreciate 
any  Information,  or  suggestion  you  might 
have  on  this  matter.  Personally,  I  doubt 
that  the  raUroads  have  enough  good  equip- 
ment to  move  a  lot  of  troops  at  one  time  but 
during  peace  or  war  time,  I'd  lij^e  to  know 
that  they  are  paid  a  fair  price  for  only 
what  they  actually  furnish. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Russell  Bott. 
Colonel,  140th  Infantry,  Missouri 
National   Guard.   Commanding. 

Upon  receipt  of  this  letter  I  contacted 
several  offices  in  the  Pentagon  in  an  e(* 
fort  to  find  out  who  is  responsible  for 
this  waste  of  the  taxpayers'  wcaty  tm 
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paying  the  railroads  for  services  which 
are  never  delivered,  and  finally  wound  up 
talking  to  scuneone  in  the  Office  of  De- 
fense Transportation.  They  informed 
me  that  they  had  already  received  a  com- 
plaint from  Camp  McCoy,  mainly  be- 
cause of  the  failure  of  air  conditioning 
in  the  cars,  and  that  their  department 
had  already  taken  this  matter  up  with 
the  Association  of  American  Railroads 
and  asked  for  a  complete  investigation. 
That  is  well  and  good,  but  as  I  have  said 
before,  this  thing  happens  each  year. 
When  will  they  ever  learn  that  the  rail- 
roads do  not  have  sufficient  equipment  to 
move  troops  in  a  first-class  manner,  and 
realize  that  they  are  just  kidding  them- 
selves when  they  order  pullman  equip- 
ment to  move  these  troops,  knowing  full 
well  that  the  equipment  will  not  work, 
and  that  actually  the  men  would  be  more 
comfortable  in  other  type  cars  of  more 
modem  design,  which  are  in  more  fre- 
quent use  and  less  subject  to  mechanical 
failure? 

I  am  giving  herewith  a  copy  of  a  letter 
from  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Transpor- 
tation which,  of  course,  does  not  answer 
the  c(»nplaint  I  have  made,  or  give  any 
assurance  that  a  different  policy  vrill  be 
followed.  It  does  not  give  any  assur- 
ance that  they  will  demand  the  use  of 
only  safe  rolling  stock  which  will  give 
some  insurance  that  there  will  not  be 
a  repetition  of  the  tragedy  of  1953  when 
one  man  was  killed  due  to  the  inclusion  of 
an  obsolete  wooden  baggage  car  in  the 
makeup  of  the  train  which  was  used  in 
transporting  the  140th  Infantry  from 
southeast  Missouri  to  Camp  McCoy. 

Here  is  the  letter  from  the  Chief  of 
Transportation.  The  chart  with  rates 
referred  to  is  not  included,  because  it  is 
immaterial: 

August  16,  1954. 
Hon.  Paul  C.  Jones, 

House  of  Representatives. 
Deah  Mr.  JONzs:  This  refers  to  yoxir  letter 
dated  Augiist  9,  1954.  regarding  the  recent 
movement  of  the  various  units  of  the  I40th 
Infantry,  Mlssoiirl  National  Guard,  from  Its 
several  stations  in  southeast  Mlssoiiri  to 
Camp  McCoy,  Wis. 

In  a  preplanning  conference  attended  by 
the  United  States  purchasing  and  disbursing 
officer.  State  of  Missouri,  a  representative 
from  the  National  Guard  Bureau  and  a  rep- 
resentative from  my  office,  raU  transporta- 
tion was  considered  to  be  the  mode  which 
woiild  most  nearly  meet  National  Guard  re- 
quirements. The  carriers  and  type  of  equip- 
ment to  be  used  (standard  air-conditioned 
pullman  cars)  were  also  agreed  upon  at  the 
same  conference. 

Since  the  number  of  persons  who  actually 
travel  on  National  Guard,  movements  quite 
often  varies  from  the  number  for  which  ar- 
rangements are  made,  it  is  impractical  at  this 
time  to  furnish  the  actual  cost,  however,  the 
rail  and  pullman  rates  together  with  the 
number  of  persons  originally  scheduled  to 
move  are  shown  in  an  Inclosure. 

The  carriers  furnished  baggage  cars  for 
baggage  at;  no  cost  to  the  Government. 
Government-owned  troop  kitchen  cars  were 
used  for  messing  purposes  at  the  specific 
request  of  the  United  States  Property  and 
Disbursing  Officer,  State  of  Missouri.  The 
cost  for  the  movement  of  this  equipment 
amounted  to  approximately  $331. 

A  complaint  has  been  received  from  Read- 
quarters,  Fifth  Army,  concerning  non-func- 
tioning In  some  instances  and  improper 
functioning  in  other  Instances  of  air-condi- 
tioning units  on  several  of  the  cars  for  all 


or  a  part  of  the  Journey  enroute  to  Camp 
McCoy,  as  well  as  late  arrivals  of  t  of  the 
trains,  ranging  from  45  minutes  to  2  hoiu-s 
and  15  minutes.  This  complaint  Has  been 
forwarded  to  the  Association  of  American 
Railroads  for  investigation  and  report.  You 
will  be  advised  further  upon  receipt  of  reply 
to  that  ccMTespondence. 

Your  Interest  in  this  matter  is  appreciated. 
If  I  can  be  of  further  assistance  to  you  please 
do  not  hestitate  to  call  upon  me.  i 
Sincerely  yours,  I 

Paui,  p.  YoVTtT, 
Major  General.  V.  S.  A.,  Chief  of 
Transportation. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  feel  it  is  time  the  Con- 
gress took  some  action  on  this  not  only 
to  insure  the  proper  type  of  equipment 
being  used,  but  also  to  see  that  the  Gov- 
ernment does  not  waste  its  funds  paying 
for  something  it  does  not  get.      1 

KEEPING  THE  FAITH 
The  SPEAKER.    Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  StaggersJ  is  recog- 
nized for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  can- 
not permit  this  session  of  Congreso  to 
close  without  bringing  attention  to  the 
needs  of  the  veterans  of  our  country  and 
their  families.  In  these  times  o(f  cn^es 
and  Intermittent  cold  war  and  shooting 
wars,  it  is  easy  to  forget  those  who  have 
bought  for  us  with  their  blood  the  free- 
dom and  privileges  which  we  erijoy  to- 
day. It  is  in  behalf  of  the  men  and 
women  who  have  served  their  country 
in  its  hour  of  need  and  who  have  never 
lost  a  war.  that  I  wish  to  speak. 

As  reported  in  the  veterans'  edition 
of  the  Army  Times  of  August  7,  the  Vet- 
erans of  Foreign  Wars  in  convention  in 
Philadelphia  last  week,  severely  criti- 
cized the  present  administration  for  its 
willful  neglect  of  the  Nation's  ex-GI\s 
and  called  for  the  strongest  possible  cen- 
sure of  the  growing  and  cynical  disre- 
gard of  the  veterans'  interests. 

There  are  those  who  are  interested  in 
drastically  curtailing  veteran  benefits. 
The  past  several  years  there  has  been  an 
almost  continuous  assault  on  the  vet- 
erans' medical  and  hospital  program. 

The  great  task  that  lies  before  us  in 
the  medical  program  is  providing  hos- 
pital care  for  all  veterans — and  especial- 
ly the  mentally  disabled  veterans.  There 
are  from  15,000  to  20,000  veterans  with 
mental  disabilities  of  nonservioe  con- 
nected cause  on  the  waiting  lists  erf  men- 
tal hospitals  all  of  the  time.  It  takes 
from  4  to  6  months,  and  in  some  cases 
even  longer,  to  gain  admission  to  a  vet- 
erans' mental  hospital.  In  the  mean- 
time, many  of  the  more  serious  cases 
have  to  be  restrained  in  local  jails  or 
in  over-crowded  State  hospitals.  Care 
of  the  mentally  disabled  veteran  is  the 
No.  1  problem  confronting  os.  I 
certainly  hope  that  we  can  make  sub- 
stantial advances  In  eliminating  this 
problem  during  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress. 

There  should  be  an  expansion  of  the 
direct  home  loan  program,  with  restora- 
tion of  the  4  percent  interest  rate 
and  the  loan  gratuity  payments.  There 
are  many  areas  yet  where  a  veteran  can- 
not obtain  a  guaranteed  loan.  This 
should  be  corrected. 
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I  am  very  disappointed  that  Congress 
has  failed  to  equalize  the  amount  of 
guaranty  available  for  a  farm  loan,  as 
compared  with  a  city  residential  loan. 
A  veteran  obtaining  a  city  residential 
loan  can  get  up  to  $7,500  guaranty,  while 
a  veteran  purchasing  a  farm  for  a  home 
can  get  only  $4,000.  I  certainly  hope 
that  we  can  correct  this  inequity  during 
the  next  session  of  Congress.  Direct 
loans  are  now  available  only  for  the 
purchase  of  a  residence.  A  farm  veteran 
may  not  obtain  a  direct  loan  to  purchase 
farm  real  estate.  We  should  give  imme- 
diate attention  to  correcting  this  in- 
equity during  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress. 

Congress  should  give  Immediate  at- 
tention to  the  needs  of  the  children  of 
veterans  who  died  from  service-con- 
nected causes  during  a  period  of  war- 
time. There  are  156.000  children  In  the 
Nation  who  lost  a  parent  from  a  service- 
connected  cause  during  World  War  II 
and  the  Korean  conflict.  Most  of  these 
children  are  just  entering  high  school. 
However,  a  substantial  number  are 
finishing  high  school  this  year  and  are 
ready  for  college.  We  are  spending  a 
great  deal  of  money  on  all  sorts  of  edu- 
cational programs  abroad  and  scholar- 
ship programs  of  one  kind  or  another 
for  adults.  Certainly,  our  obligation  to 
the  child  who  lost  a  parent  In  a  war  is 
the  greatest  conceivable.  I  wish  to  urge, 
therefore,  that  the  Congress  give  imme- 
diate attention  to  establishing  an  educa- 
tional a.ssistance  program  for  dependent 
children  of  servicemen  who  died  from 
service -connected  causes  a.s  a  result  of 
their  service  in  World  War  II  or  in  Ko- 
rea. These  dependent  children  should 
become  eligible  for  educational  assist- 
ance upon  completion  of  high  school 
and  the  assistance  should  be  adequate 
to  assure  a  reasonable  chance  for  these 
dependent  children  to  obtain  an  educa- 
tion which  will  fit  them  to  earn  their  own 
livelihood. 

I  am  very  much  disturbed,  also,  about 
the  cut  of  five  billion  from  our  Air  Force 
program.  As  a  consequence  of  this  cut 
we  are  almost  at  the  point  of  being  a 
.second  rate  air  force  in  the  world.  This 
is  caused  by  a  woeful  lack  of  foresight 
on  the  part  of  the  administration  in 
power.  In  this  atomic  age  the  United 
States  Air  Force  should  be  second  to 
none.  We  spend  billions  abroad,  surely 
we  can  afiford  to  adequately  provide  pro- 
tection for  our  country. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  Nation's  veterans 
have  served  her  well.  It  is  our  con- 
tinuing obligation  to  give  priority  con- 
sideration to  the  problems  and  needs 
of  the  Nation's  men  and  women  who 
have  delivered  her  in  her  hours  of  peril. 


REPUBLICAN  TAX  RELItF  FOR: 
GUESS  WHO?— HAVE  THE  REPUB- 
LICANS BROUGHT  ABOUT  THE 
CLAIMED  REDUCTIONS  IN  TAXES? 

The  SPEAPCER.  Under  previous  order 
Of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  EberharterI  Is  recognized 
for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker. 
during  the  next  few  months  there  will 
be  a  lot  of  Republican  ballyhoo  about 


tax  reductions.  It  will  be  claimed  that 
they  have  reduced  taxes  by  about  $7.4 
billion  altogether. 

In  the  first  place,  there  would  have 
been  automatic  reductions  in  taxes  of 
about  $8  billion  without  any  action  what- 
ever on  their  part,  since  termination 
dates  for  this  amount  of  taxes  were 
written  in  the  law  when  the  taxes  were 
first  imposed  or  increased.  Two  billion 
dollars  of  this  Is  accounted  for  by  the 
expiration  of  the  excess  profits  tax,  $3 
billion  by  the  automatic  reduction  in 
individual  income  taxes,  and  $1  billion  in 
excise  taxes  plus  $2  billion  In  corpwrate 
taxes  which  were  scheduled  to  expire  on 
April  1,  1954.  The  administration  takes 
full  credit  for  letting  nature  take  its 
cour.-5e  on  $5  billion  of  reductions  which 
would  have  taken  place  in  accordance 
with  law  already  on  the  statute  books, 
and  thus  requiiing  no  action  whatever 
on  the  part  of  the  administration  to  have 
the  reductions  take  effect. 

Without  getting  into  the  merits  of 
whether  or  not  it  should  have  been  done, 
the  administration  continued  the  excess 
profits  tax  from  June  30,  1953,  to  De- 
cember 31,  1953,  increasing  corporate 
taxes  by  $800  million;  continued  the  52 
percent  corporate  tax  from  April  1,  1954 
to  April  1,  1955,  increasing  them  by  $2 
billion:  and  tried  to  make  the  1951  in- 
creases of  $1  billion  In  excise  taxes  per- 
manent, but  finally  under  threat  of  a 
Democratic  motion  to  recommit  the  ex- 
cise tax  bill  providing  for  a  1-year  con- 
tinuation only,  agreed  to  a  1-year  con- 
tinuation. These  affirmative  actions 
amount  to  an  actual  increase  of  $3.8 
billion  in  taxes.  When  we  consider  their 
reductions  of  $1.4  billion  for  the  well-to- 
do  in  their  big  tax  bill,  and  the  $1  billion 
of  reductions  in  excise  taxes,  we  see  that 
the  net  result  of  their  affirmative  actions 
is  an  actual  increase  in  taxes  of  $1.4 
billion. 

TAXFS  HAVE  BEEN  REDUCim  BT  OMt-T  $1.4  BILLION, 
A.ND  THIS  REDUCTION  WAS  GIVEN  TO  THE  WELL- 
TO-DO    CORPORATIONS    AND    INDIVIDUALS 

Under  the  guise  of  a  revision  of  the 
tax  laws,  the  administration  has  re- 
duced taxes  by  $1.4  billion  for  fiscal 
1955.  and  by  between  $3*2  and  $4  bil- 
lion when  the  reductions  are  fully  oper- 
ative. 

About  one-fourth  of  these  reductions 
will  go  to  individuals,  and  the  remain- 
ing ones  will  go  to  corporations.  Of  the 
one-fourth  which  will  benefit  individual 
taxpayers,  more  than  one-third  of  the 
benefit  will  go  to  those  who  have  income 
from  stock  dividends. 

When  fully  operative,  the  reductions 
for  individuals  amount  to  $985  million. 
Of  this  amount,  $3611  million  will  go  to 
stockholders  of  conxrations. 

These  tax  reductions  constitute  the 
entire  tax  effort  of  the  administration. 
It  is  true  that  excise  taxes  were  reduced 
by  about  $1  billion;  however,  in  the  very 
same  measure  they  continued  the  so- 
called  Korean  combat  increases  in  excise 
taxes,  amounting  to  $1,077,000,000,  the 
net  result  being  an  increase  in  excise 
taxes  rather  than  a  reduction.  Of 
course,  administration  spokesmen  fall  to 
point  out  the  increased  excise  taxes  in 
this  bill,  and  only  talk  about  the  reduc- 
tions which  were  made  in  it.  They  ig- 
nore these  increases  in  the  same  way 


that  they  ignore  the  fact  that  Instead  of 
providing  for  a  reduction  In  revenues  of 
$1,400,000,000,  H.  R.  8300,  by  continu- 
ing— and  rightly  so— the  52-percent  cor- 
porate tax  rate  for  another  year,  really 
amounts  to  a  net  reduction  of  only 
$200  million. 

The  result  is  that  when  we  consider 
the  excise-tax  and  tax-revision  bills  as 
a  whole,  they  only  reduce  revenues  by 
$122  million.  This  puts  a  far  different 
light  on  the  claims  which  the  adminis- 
tration Is  making  as  to  tax  reductions. 

However,  even  these  facts  do  not  give 
the  complete  story.  During  the  course 
of  debate  on  H.  R.  8300,  administration 
spokesmen  pointed  with  pride  to  the 
fact  that  the  reductions  of  $1,400,000,000 
being  made  in  that  bill  were  almost  com- 
pletely offset  by  the  $1,200,000,000  in  rev- 
enue which  would  be  produced  in  fiscal 
1955  by  a  continuation  of  the  corporate 
rate  at  52  percent.  They  were  not  frank 
enough  to  admit  that  they  had  stated  In 
the  House  report  that  they  were  continu- 
ing the  52 -percent  rate  with  reluctance; 
but  now  that  this  temporary  continua- 
tion has  been  used  as  a  scheme  to  sell 
the  windfalls  for  the  wealthy  and  well- 
to-do  corporations  in  H.  R.  8300,  the 
Republicans  now  find  It  convenient  to 
completely  ignore  this  continuation ;  they, 
mention  only  the  fact  that  they  reduced 
taxes  by  $1,400,000,000,  just  as  they  are 
doing  in  the  case  of  excises,  where,  in 
effect,  their  action  amounted  to  an  In- 
crease in  excise  taxes. 

DON'T  COUNT  TOUB  TAX  EGGS  BECAUSE  THET  WILL 
NOT    BATCH 

I  invite  taxpayers  generally  to  follow 
very  closely  the  claims  which  are  being 
made  as  to  the  great  tax  relief  being 
provided  for  them,  and  to  test  these 
claims  when  the  time  comes  to  fill  out 
tax  returns  on  next  April  15.  Unless  a 
taxpayer  has  suffered  some  misfortune, 
he  will  get  no  benefit  whatever.  This 
can  readily  be  seen  by  studying  the  pro- 
visions which  are  being  ballyhooed  as 
being  of  benefit  to  the  average  taxpayer. 

For  instance,  great  pride  is  being  taken 
in  the  fact  that  medical-expense  deduc- 
tions are  being  liberalized  by  permitting 
deductions  of  amounts  In  excess  of  3  per- 
cent of  the  taxpayer's  income  instead 
of  the  present  5  percent.  By  this  pro- 
vision, only  those  taxpayers  who  have 
very  heavy  medical  expenses  will  benefit, 
because  otherwise  they  will  take  the 
standard  deduction  of  10  percent.  An- 
other case  is  that  of  providing  full  in- 
come splitting  for  a  taxpayer  with  chil- 
dren for  2  years  after  the  death  of  his 
wife.  In  addition,  retired  persons,  an- 
nuitants, and  so  on,  will  be  benefited; 
but  you  will  find  no  relief  whatever  un- 
less you  fall  within  a  sijecial  or  excep- 
tional tough-luck  category. 

From  newspaper  accounts  ba.sed  on 
some  speeches  and  statements.  I  am  sure 
that  the  public  is  being  misled  into  be- 
lieving that  evei-y  individual  income  tax- 
payer is  going  to  get  some  relief.  This 
is  not  so. 

THr  ELEPHANT  DOES  FORGET 

The  Republicans  in  their  tax  relief 
bill  are  again  repeating  what  have  been 
proved  to  be  mistakes  in  the  past.  They 
have  resurrected  the  trickle-down  tax 
p^iilosophy  of  the  1920s.    This  philoso- 


phy contributed  greatly  to  the  depression 
in  the  1930's.  Republicans,  during  their 
short  period  of  control  of  the  Congress 
in  1947  and  1948,  again  cam<:..out  with 
a  rich  man's  tax  biH.  Taxpayers  gen- 
erally at  the  polls  in  1948  indicated  that 
they  were  not  satisfled  with  tax  relief 
which  permitted  them  to  buy  an  extra 
pack  of  cigarettes  a  week,  while  the  well  f- 
to  do  were  able  to  buy  an  extra  yacht. 
Again  this  year,  the  tax  bill  is  handing 
out  tax  favors  to  the  selected  few. 

The  exclusion  and  credit  against  taxes 
on  dividend  income,  while  accountins 
for  well  over  a  third  of  the  loss  of  reve- 
nue due  to  relief  for  individual  income 
taxpayers,  benefits  only  4  percent  of  the 
people  in  the  entire  country.    The  well- 
to-do  corporations  who  invest  in  new      f 
plant  and  equipment  stand  to  gain.  ln> 
the  next  16  or  18  years,  about  $19^  bil- 
lion from  liberalized  depreciation  allow-     . 
ances. 

An  attempt  is  being  made  to  sell  these 
provisions  on  the  groimds  that  the  coun- 
try today  is  suffering  from  a  lack  of  ca-  ^  ^ 
pacity  to  produce  goods  and  services.  I  ' 
Invite  attention  to  the  latest  issue  of 
Economic  Indicators.  prepar«l  for  the 
Joint  Committee  on  the  Economic  Re- 
port by  the  President's  Council  of  Eco- 
nomic Advisers,  wherein  almost  with- 
out exception  every  index  shows  that 
business  activity  and  income  currently 
is  running  below  what  it  was  for  the 
same  period  a  year  ago.  It  was  this  very 
same  philosophy  of  taxation  in  the 
1920's,  whereby  the  Republicans  claimed 
that  it  was  necessary  to  stimulate  in- 
vestment instead  of  market  demand, 
that  caused  us  In  1929  to  find  ourselves 
with  from  15  to  20  percent  of  our  ca- 
pacity unused,  even  at  the  peak  of  busi- 
ness activity.  I  do  not  have  to  remind 
you  how  our  economy  toppled  us  into 
the  depths  of  the  greatest  depression  we 
have  ever  known  as  a  result,  to  no  small 
extent,  of  these  tax  policies. 

With  the  economic  evidence  which  we 
have  at  hand  today,  even  an  amateur 
economist  can  only  conclude  that  what 
we  need  Is  an  expansion  in  demand  for 
commodities  and  services  which  we  are 
already  capable  of  producing,  instead  of 
a  further  increase  In  capacity.  Not  only 
that,  any  prudent  businessman  will  ex- 
pand his  capacity  only  to  take  advan- 
tage of  present  or  prospective  market 
opportunities.  Even  with  one-sided  tax 
advantages  being  given  to  investors,  it 
will  be  impossible  to  change  the  eco- 
nomic facts  facing  businessmen.  Private 
investment  in  the  last  few  years  has  been 
sufficient  not  only  to  meet  the  demands 
for  replacement  of  plant  and  equipment, 
but  also  to  expand  our  industrial  ca- 
pacity by  about  two-thirds  between  1946 
and  1953.  In  these  7  years.. there  was  an 
increa.se  in  capacity  of  about  9.5  percent 

each  year,  on  the  average.  The  normal 
growth  in  our  economy  is  estimated  to 
be  at  about  3  percent  a  year,  so  it  can  be 
seen  that,  even  during  the  period  of  the 
excess-profits  tax,  industry  still  in- 
vested heavily  in  plant  and  equipment. 
Since  1946  our  gross  private  domestic 
investment,  according  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce,  has  averaged  15.5 
percent  of  our  total  gross  national  prod- 
uct. In  1953,  even  under  the  so-called 
tax  handicaps,  it  was  15.2  peic«'.:  wl  our 
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total  grooB  national  in-oduct.  This  is  the 
same  as  it  was  in  1929.  The  average  in 
the  1920's  was  15.1  percent.  These  sta- 
tistics Indicate  that  our  private  domestic 
Inveetment  in  recent  years  has  been 
greater  than  it  was  even  when  the  so- 
called  tax  handicaps  were  not  in  the  law. 
In  face  of  these  facts,  it  might  be 
asked  why  the  administration  still  in- 
sists on  giving  tax  relief  to  investors  and 
well-to-do  corporations.  The  answer  is 
obvious:  It  openly  brags  that  this  is  a 
businessmen's  administration:  It  has 
not  learned  the  lesson  as  to  the  effects 
of  the  trickle-down  tax  philosophy. 
The  Raleigh  (N.  C.)  News  and  Observer 
of  July  13.  1954,  tritely  says: 

But  while  the  administration  has  reversed 
Its  earllo:  position  that  balancing  the  budget 
should  come  ahead  of  tax  cuts,  it  has  now 
reverted  to  the  position  which  has  been  his- 
toric with  the  Republican  Party  since  the 
dajrs  of  President  Grant. 

That  position  Is  that  the  Republican  Party 
always  yields  to  pressure  from  Its  contrib- 
utors. That  pressure  Is  always  exerted  for 
big  favors  and  Immediate  favors. 

TAX 


rOR  THE  WELL-TO-DO  MADE  POSSIBLE 
OMLT  BT  BOSaOWINO  THE   MONET 

Scanning  the  papers  carrying  Repub- 
lican speeches  during  the  1952  campaign 
is  very  interesting  in  the  light  of  de- 
velopments. Over  and  over  again  they 
were  saying  then  that  they  would  give 
us  a  balanced  budget,  reduced  taxes,  and 
ample  national  defense.  I  am  sure  that 
if  they  had  been  questioned  at  that  time 
they  would  have  said  that  by  reduced 
taxes  they  meant  reductions  for  every- 
one. 

What  has  happened?  For  the  first 
time  since  World  War  U,  a  President — 
Eisenhower — has  recommended  deficit 
financing.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  is 
the  second  time  in  peacetime  history  that 
a  President  has  ever  recommended  deficit 
financing.  Prom  reading  the  papers  in 
1952,  you  would  think  that  there  was  no 
greater  sin  which  could  be  wished  upon 
the  country  than  deficit  financing.  Ap- 
parently it  must  depend  upon  whether 
or  not  Republicans  bring  -about  deficit 
financing. 

Not  only  did  President  Eisenhower 
endorse  deficit  financing,  he  also  recom- 
mended that  only  the  rich  andjvell-to-do 
be  given  tax  relief.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
his  recommendation  for  relief  -for  divi- 
dend income  was  much  more  liberal  than 
his  leadership  in  Congress  would  agree 
to.  At  the  same  time,  his  Secretary  of 
Treasury  stated  that  he  strenuously 
opposed  tax  relief  for  the  average  tax- 
payer through  an  increase  in  individual 
income  tax  exemptions. 

I  question  whether  or  not  in  light  of 
the  world  situation  today,  as  a  result  of 
recent  developments,  any  tax  relief  at 
the  cost  of  our  defense  preparations  and 
a  deficit  is  advisable.  On  the  subject 
of  the  budget,  the  administration  is  do- 
ing a  lot  of  bragging  about  how  it  has 
been  cut.  Here  again  it  neglects  to  tell 
us  the  full  story.  It  conveniently  forgets 
that  hostilities  in  Korea  have  ceased,  and 
that  along  with  a  cut  in  defense  prepara- 
tions, it  has  considerably  reduced  foreign 
economic  aid.  None  other  than  the 
Chicago  Tribune,  in  an  editorial  in  the 
July  27, 1954,  issue  has  this  to  say: 

When  Mr.  Elsenhower  was  campaigning  for 
his  office,  he  promised  to  bring  about  a  sharp 


reduction  in  ezpenditiires.  In  the  year 
which  ended  in  ml(i-1952.  Just  b«fore  the 
campaign  started,  the  Government  disbursed 
S65.4  bllllon.  The  achievement  of  Bir.  Elsen- 
hower in  bringing  about  economies  must  be 
measiired  by  how  much  he  has  cut  spending 
below  this  figure  of  S65.4  bllllon. 

He  hasnt  reduced  It  at  all.  Initead,  he 
has  Increased  it.  The  Treasury  outgo  in  the 
year  he  has  Just  reviewed  was  $2  bllUon  more 
than  was  spent  by  his  predecessor  whose 
record  he  had  criticized. 

The  administration  has  Indicated  what  the 
outgo  is  going  to  be  for  the  new  fiscal  year 
which  wUl  end  June  30,  1955.  The  total  as 
it  Is  set  down  in  the  Treasury  Bulletin  is 
S66.a  billion,  or  a  little  more  than  Truman 
spent  in  his  worst  year,  and  Trumaa  at  least 
had  two  excuses  for  swollen  budgets.  He 
was  fighting  a  war  in  Korea  that  has  been 
over  since  July  27,  1953.  Moreover,  he  was 
carrying  out  the  program  of  economic  aid 
under  the  Marshall  plan.  Economic  aid,  we 
are  told  time  and  again,  has  beea  almost 
completely  stopped. 

The  tax  reductions  enacted  by  the  ad- 
ministration not  only  were  not  well  bal- 
anced, because  they  were  primarily 
slanted  in  favor  of  well-to-do  incividuals 
and  corporations,  but  they  result  in  the 
average  taxpayer  having  to  bear  a  dis- 
proportionately higher  burden  than  he 
did  before.  Since  they  are  being  made 
by  borrowed  money,  the  average  tax- 
payer will  have  a  greater  burden  in  the 
future,  not  only  from  having  to  pay  back 
this  borrowed  money,  but  also  from  hav- 
ing to  pay  interest  on  it.  .  j 

ILLINOIS  REPUBLICANS  ARE  NOT 
SUPPORTING  THE  PRESIDENTS 
PROGRAM  j 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or- 
der of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Price]  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  just 
seen  a  press  dispatch  from  Springfield, 
111.,  where  President  Eisenhower  ad- 
dressed Republican  Day  at  the  Illinois 
State  Pair.  The  President  appealed  for 
an  increase  in  the  Republican  congres- 
sional delegation  from  Illinois. 

While  the  President  was  making  this 
appeal  for  a  Congress  which  he  indicated 
might  be  expected  to  support  his  pro- 
gram, I  was  observing  that  the  majority 
Of  the  representatives  of  the  Pre$ident's 
party  from  the  State  of  Illinois  was  vot- 
ing against  one  of  the  measures  in  the 
President's  program.  On  the  vote  taken 
this  afternoon  on  the  conference  report 
for  the  foreign  aid  appropriation  re- 
que.sted  by  the  President,  most  Members 
of  the  Rtipublican  delegation  from  Illi- 
nois expressed  themselves  in  opposition 
to  the  Pre.sidenfs  wishes.  Those  who 
were  absent  today,  possibly  listening  to 
and  applauding  the  Pi-esident  at  Spring- 
field, were  paired  against  this  part  of  the 
President's  program.  The  Illinois  Demo- 
crats solidly   supported    the   President. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  the  record 
of  the  Democratic  Delegation  from  Illi- 
nois would  be  found  in  greater  "support 
of  the  President's  program  than  that  of 
the  delegation  from  Illinois  in  his  own 
party. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.    Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  PRICE.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Does  the 
gentleman  think  some  Members  think  it 
is  more  important  to  have  their  pictures 
taken  with  the  President  than  it  is  to 
support  his  program? 

Mr.  PRICE.  Of  course  I  do  not  know, 
but  since  I  have  been  a  Member  of  this 
Congress,  as  a  member  of  the  IlUnois 
Democratic  delegation,  I  and  my  Demo- 
cratic colleagues  have  consistently  sup- 
ported the  President  when  we  believed 
him  to  be  right. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  , 

Mr.  PRICE.     I  yield.  | 

Mr.  GREEN.  I  had  occasion  back  in 
1951  to  spend  some  time  with  General 
Eisenhower  at  his  home  just  outside  of 
Paris,  at  the  time  he  was  considering  be- 
ing a  candidate  on  the  Republican  ticket. 
We  advised  him  at  that  time  that  if  he 
did  run  and  did  win  he  would  find 
that  most  of  the  Congressmen  in  his  own 
party  would  not  support  anything  in  his 
program  that  was  in  the  interest  of  the 
people.  That  has  been  pretty  much 
proven.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Jones  J.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  one  great  platform  that 
most  of  the  candidates  will  be  running 
on  in  November  is  the  fact  that  they  had 
their  pictures  taken  with  President 
Eisenhower,  despite  the  fact  that  they 
will  not  support  his  program.  If  it  were 
not  for  the  strong  support  that  he  got 
from  the  Democratic  Members  on  mat- 
ters on  which  he  was  right,  he  would  not 
have  gotten  anything  through  the  Con- 
gress. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Of  course,  matters  of  this 
kind  are  the  responsibility  of  individual 
Members.  I  simply  point  out  to  the  peo- 
ple in  the  State  of  Illinois  Who  believe 
in  parts  of  the  President's  program,  that 
he  can  expect  possibly  greater  support 
from  the  Democratic  Members  of  Con- 
gress from  Illinois  than  from  those  in  his 
own  party. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Spealoer.  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Is  it  not  ft  fact  that 
the  only  part  of  his  program  that  has 
amounted  to  anything  is  the  Democratic 
program,  following  the  ideas  of  the 
Roosevelt  administration? 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  think  it  iB  generally 
agreed  that  the  major  part  otf  the  legis- 
lative propram  of  the  83d  Congress  has 
been  a  continuation  of  the  Democratic 
program. 

Mr.  OHARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  lUinois.  I  notice  that 
in  the  Presidents  speech  today  he  said 
he  was  sick  and  tired  of  hearing  about 
unemployment.  I  recall  that  a  few  days 
ago  the  President,  in  his  statement  said 
that  after  a  year  and  a  half  of  his  admin- 
istration there  was  5  percent  unemploy- 
ment. That  would  mean,  of  course,  that 
1  out  of  every  20  Americans  today  is  out 
of  a  job.  Now  I  am  wondering  if  the 
gentleman  will  agree  with  me  that  while 
the  President  expressed  himself  as  being 
sick  and  tired  of  hearing  about  unem- 
ployment, if  the  unemployed  are  not  sick 
and  tired  because  of  hungei^  from  ex- 
periencing unemployment. 
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Mr.  PRICE.  I  think  they  would  be, 
yes. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  is  it  not  true  that 
a  number  of  the  incumbent  Republicans 
from  Illinois,  whom  the  President  is  en- 
dorsing, have  not  been  cleared  by  the 
Citizens  Committee  for  Eisenhower? 

Mr.  PRICE.  Of  course  I  do  not  know 
that.  I  do  not  criticize  any  of  my  col- 
leagues for  their  votes.  I  was  merely 
pointing  out  the  Irony  of  the  situation 
today,  where  the  President  was  asking 
for  an  increase  in  the  Republican  dele- 
gation from  Illinois  while  at  the  very 
moment  the  majority  in  that  delegation 
were  expressing  themselves  in  opposition 
to  his  program,  and  while  the  Illinois 
Democratic  delegation  was  expressing 
themselves  in  support  of  one  of  the  main 
parts  of  the  program  for  which  the  Pres- 
ident was  taking  ciedit  in  his  Springfield 
political  speech. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  has  expired. 


AN  AMERICAN  TRAGEDY 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Okla- 
homa [Mr.  WicKERSHAK]  Is  recognlzcd 
for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  Seriously,  Mr. 
Speaker,  we  have  an  American  tragedy. 

What  I  am  bringing  to  your  attention 
is  stark  drama.  If  the  locale  happened 
to  be  Timbuktu,  or  if  the  people  con- 
cerned were  Hottentots.  I  might  antici- 
pate a  concerted  rush  to  their  aid.  How- 
ever, such  is  not  the  case.  I  hasten  to 
clear  up  any  such  confusion.  The  locale 
is  the  Washita  River  Basin  of  Oklahoma. 
Every  man,  woman,  and  child  involved 
in  this  tragedy  is  an  American. 

These  hardy  Americans  have  endured 
the  worst  blows  of  nature.  For  nearly 
5  years  drought  has  been  their  constant 
companion.  When  rain  does  come,  it 
assumes  the  form  of  cloudbursts — an 
overall  30-inch  arjiual  rainfall  pouring 
down  2  or  3  times  a  year  in  deluges  meas- 
uring 8  to  10  inches  each  time. 

The  question  is  not  "How  long  can 
they  stand  the  assaults  of  nature?" 

The  question  is:  "How  long  can  they 
stand  the  neglect  of  the  United  States 
Congress?" 

Twenty-six  thousand  acres  of  farm- 
land is  not  producing  as  it  should  be- 
cause no  complete  method  exists  to  hold 
water  when  it  does  come. 

Some  38.000  people  in  11  towns  do  not 
have  enough  drinking  water  to  meet  their 
needs. 

This  very  minute,  in  the  Washita  River 
Basin,  a  bucket  of  water  is  worth  more 
than  a  bucket  of  oil. 

The  responsibility  for  providing  a  sys- 
tem of  reservoirs,  aqueducts,  and  canals 
to  meet  the  elemental  needs  of  your 
countrymen  and  mine  is  not  their  re- 
sponsibility, it  is  ours.  However,  the 
farmers  and  townspeople  have  indicated 
their  desire  and  wilUngness  to  repay, 
with  interest,  their  portion  of  the  ben- 
efits therefrom. 

Oh,  yes.  We  have  "done  something 
about  it."  The  Senate  has  passed  S.  118. 
as  far  back  as  the  middle  of  May  this 


year.  And  this  House  has  had  S.  118 
reported  from  our  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  on  August  4. 

The  help  is  near — and  yet,  so  far.  The 
lifeUne  has  been  thrown  to  the  sinking 
people  of  the  Washita  River  Basin,  a  life- 
line just  out  of  reach  of  their  desperately 
clutching  hands. 

Let  me  give  you  the  history  of  what 
we  have  and  what  we  have  not  done. 
And  let  me  tell  you  why. 

More  than  2  years  ago  Senators  Kerr 
and  MoNRONEY,  the  Honorable  Toby 
Morris,  members  of  the  delegation,  and 
myself  submitted  this  bill  to  Congress. 
At  that  time  it  was  tied  up  by  last-minute 
legislation. 

More  than  20  months  ago,  representa- 
tives from  the  11  Washita  Basin  towns 
came  to  Washington  to  plead  their  case. 
The  Oklahoma  delegation  in  Congress 
listened.  Along  with  Senator  Monroney, 
Senator  Kerr,  Representative  Belcher 
and  I  visited  the  White  House  to  relay 
the  seriousness  of  the  situation  to  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower.  Over  a  year  ago,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  reported  to  the 
President  on  the  feasibihty  of  the  Wa- 
shita project.  Over  a  year  ago,  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  stated  that  it  had 
"no  objections"  to  the  authorization  by 
Congress  of  this  vital  and  humane  enter- 
prise with  certain  amendments. 

On  January  6,  1954.  Senator  Kerr  and 
Senator  Monroney  introduced  S.  118  and 
on  that  same  day  I  introduced  H.  R.  1097, 
the  companion  bill.  As  has  been  pre- 
viously stated,  the  Senate  passed  S.  118. 
The  dire  need  of  the  people  of  the  Wa- 
shita River  Basin  waited  on  the  action 
of  this  House  of  Representatives. 

What  happened  here? 

Consideration  of  the  survival  of  these 
fellow  Americans  of  our  was  postponed 
some  29  times  due  to  the  necessary  ab- 
senteeism due  to  campaigns  for  Senate 
and  mayor  of  several  key  figures  in  the 
House  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insu- 
lar Affairs,  and  other  reasons. 

Other  excuses  have  been  advance  for 
not  taking  up  this  life-and-death  mat- 
ter. 

I  have  heard  It  said — but  I  have 
thought  it  incredible — that  action  was 
held  up  until  the  Senate  has  passed  cer- 
tain personal  pet  bills. 

I  have  heard  it  said— but  I  have 
thought  it  incredible,  that  decisions  was 
put  off  until  certain  statehood  bills  had 
been  passed  by  the  House. 

I  have  heard  it  said — but  I  have 
thought  it  incredible — that  nothing  was 
done  because  the  Oklahoma  delegation 
objected  to  removal  of  some  restrictions 
on  Indian  tribes. 

I  have  heard  it  said — and  I  have 
thought  this  to  be  the  most  incredible  of 
all,  even  though,  to  my  knowledge,  few 
House  irrigation  and  flood-control  bills 
from  the  interested  committee  bearing 
the  name  of  a  Democrat  have  be- 
come law  this  session — that  the  Washita 
people  were  not  to  be  given  a  chance  to 
live  because  the  Oklahoma  delegation 
was  of  the  minority,  and  therefore  was 
not  entitled  to  have  life-giving  projects 
assigned  to  its  State. 

During  another  administration,  the 
criteria  for  assigning  water  projects  in 
this  House  was:  "Is  that  area  in  need?" 
not  "Is  that  area  Republican  or  Demo- 


crat?" I  Sincerely  believe  that  for  the 
most  of  us.  that  criteria  has  not  changed 
with  administrations. 

Let  me  point  out  how  it  has  not 
changed. 

President  Eisenhower,  in  his  1954 
budget  message,  advocated  two  specific 
reclamation  projects  for  congressional 
authorization.  The  Washita  River  Basin 
project  was  one  of  these  two. 

The  Republican  national  committee* 
woman  and  the  Republican  State  chair- 
man of  Oklahoma  have  come  out  strong- 
ly for  the  passage  of  S.  118.  The  Re- 
pubUcan  Secretary  of  the  Interior  has 
considered  this  bill  feasible.  The  Re- 
publican Bureau  of  the  Budget  raisesfho 
objections  to  it  at  this  time.  The  vote 
to  report  out  S.  118  from  the  House 
committee  was  10  to  3.  There  were  Re- 
publicans among  those  10  favoring  re- 
porting it  out. 

For  my  own  part,  I  have  supported  all 
irrigation  and  reclamation  projects  of 
the  present  administration,  because  I 
thought  them  to  be  for  the  good  of  the 
American  people.  I  did  not  object  to 
some  California  projects  brought  up  on 
the  fioor  as  late  as  August  18.  \  have 
voted  for  other  administration  measures 
simply  because  I  thought  they  were  right 
measures. 

To  continue,  S.  118  was  reported  out 
of  the  House  committee  almost  3  weeks 
ago.  I  was  told  on  that  very  day,  with- 
in an  hour  after  that  event  that  no  rule 
would  be  issued  for  it.  I  have  made 
numerous  attempts  since  that  time,  ap- 
pealing both  to  the  majority  and  the 
minority  leadership,  to  have  S.  118 
brought  up  under  suspension  of  rules. 
Three  different  times  it  was  not  brought 
up  because  of  the  absence  of  8<nne  ad- 
ministration leaders.  Once,  it  wsis  ob-  ^ 
jected  to,  but  the  objector  reasonably 
removed  his  objection. 

During  the  last  3  days  we  called  the 
White  House  to  plead  with  the  President 
for  a  conference  with  the  entire  Okla- 
homa delegation,  to  back  up  his  words 
of  his  budget  message,  advocating  the 
Washita  River  Basin  project.  We  were 
told  that  he  was  too  busy  winding  up  of- 
ficial business  and  preparing  to  vacation 
in  Colorado,  among  the  plenteous  waters 
of  the  mountain  streams,  to  hear  our 
plea.  I  do  not  object  to  his  needed  va- 
cation, however,  our  Oklahoma  delega- 
tion had  asked  for  only  5  minutes  time 
for  a  conference. 

All  the  Members  know  of  our  efforts 
to  get  the  leadership  to  bring  it  up  under 
suspension  of  the  rules.  I  have  made 
application  to  bring  S.  118  up  under 
unanimous  consent. 

I  have  done  everything  I  can  do — ex- 
cept one  thing. 

I  have  come  back  here  to  you. 

Republican  and  Democrat  farmers, 
alike,  see  their  land  iierish  in  the 
drought. 

Republican  and  Democrat  city  dwell- 
ers, alike,  have  their  homes — their  all— • 
sw^ept  away  by  fiash  fioods. 

Republican    and    Democrat    children,** 
alike,  suffer  from  thirst. 

Americans  are  losing  their  lives  and 
their  propeity. 

Americans  are  suffering  because  we 
will  not  stop  their  suffering  when  it  is 
in  our  power  so  to  do. 
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It  Is  too  late  for  me  to  c<xne  liefore 
yen  asldnsr  Justice  for  my  people  in  the 
name  of  the  Constitotion. 

It  i«  too  late  for  me  to  come  before  you 
aslEing  help  for  my  people  in  the  name 
of  oommnn  humanity. 

It  is  not  too  late  for  me  to  ccme  be- 
fore you  asking  mercy  for  my  pec^le — 
ta  the  name  of  the  eternal  and  alm^ty 
God.  

THE  RIQHT  REVEREND  A.  CECIL 
COOPER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  special  order 
heretofore  entered,  the  gentlewoman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mrs.  RogbbsI  is 
recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts. 
Mr.  Speaker,  on  yesterday  the  opening 
prayer  was  offered  by  the  Right  Reverend 
A.  Cecil  Cooper,  bishop  of  the  Anglican 
ehurch  in  Korea. 

Hie  prayer  by  the  bishop  was  one  of 
deep  spiritual  significance. 

Bishop  Cooper  has  been  in  Korea  since 
1908  and  has  serred  in  the  capacity  of 
bishop  for  23  years.  In  the  spring  of 
1953  he  was  released  after  nearly  3  years 
of  captivity  by  the  Communists.  Fol- 
lowing a  brief  sojourn  in  England,  he  re- 
turned to  Korea  to  serve  once  more  the 
people  of  that  troubled  land. 

It  was  my  pleasure  to  have  lunch  with 
Bishop  Cooper  during  his  brief  visit  with 
us.  Even  from  this  brief  meeting  it  is 
evident  that  his  deep  and  alriding  faith, 
coupled  with  a  keen  sense  of  humor,  ac- 
count for  the  fine  attitude  and  health 
which  he  enjoys  today  after  the  ordeal 
which  he  endured. 

He  has  conducted  many  services  for 
our  troops  in  Korea  and  since  his  return 
there  has  gone  to  the  front  lines  regu- 
larly for  confirmation  and  other  pas- 
toral duties.  An  indication  of  the  affec- 
tion in  which  he  is  held  by  those  of  our 
servicemen  who  met  him  in  Korea  is 
evidenced  by  the  fact  that  a  young 
couple  flew  from  Albuquerque  to  Denver 
to  have  him  baptize  their  child. 

I  am  informed  that  he  is  the  second 
bishop,  and  the  first  Anglican  bishop 
ever  to  offer  the  prayer  at  the  opening 
of  a  session  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. He  has  been  attending  the  An- 
glican conference  in  Minneapolis  and  I 
am  sure  as  he  returns  to  Korea  in  a  few 
.days  that  he  carries  with  him  the  best 
wishes  of  his  many  friends  in  America 
and  throughout  the  world,  coupled  with 
a  deep  appreciation  of  the  50  years  of 
service  which  he  has  rendered. 


J.   GEORGE   STEWART 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  our  very  esteemed  and  able 
friend,  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  Mr. 
David  Lynn,  will  retire  on  the  30th  day  of 
September  of  this  year.  We  shall  miss 
him.  He  has  been  greatly  liked  by 
everyone.  He  is  being  succeeded  by  a 
very  fine,  courteous,  able  gentleman,  a 
former  colleague  of  ours  who  served  in 
the  74th  Congress.  I  refer  to  J.  George 
Stewart,  who  is  well  known  to  us  here 
in  the  Capitol.    He  is  able  and  experi- 


enced. He  is  splendidly  equipped  for 
the  position.  He  will  be  very  raluable 
to  us. 


THE  LATE  CHARLES   WARREN 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  have  here  several  editorials 
that  appeared  in  reference  to  the  late 
Charles  Warren,  an  illustrious  and  able 
lawyer  and  jurist  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Massachusetts.  He  was  well  known 
in  the  United  States  and  well  known 
internationally.  Admired  and  loved  by 
his  friends,  he  will  be  greatly  missed. 
Those  who  knew  him  and  his  wife  well, 
experienced  their  warm  hospitality  and 
the  pleasure  of  the  brilliant  intercourse 
of  national  and  international  figures  at 
their  dinners  and  other  entertainments. 
He  has  left  a  void  that  cannot  be  filled. 

The  following  are  seme  of  the  editori- 
als written  about  him: 

[Prom  the  New  York  Times] 
CRAmLKs  WAitmxi*.  Law  Expest,  Dirs — .Authob- 

ITT       ON       CONSTmmON,       AN       AlD«       UnDEB 

Wilson.  Won  Ptrurziai  PmizE  in  1923 

Washington,  August  17 — Charles  Warren 
an  outstanding  historian  and  autborlty  on 
the  Constitution  and  the  Gupreme  Court. 
died  at  his  home  here  yesterday.  He  was  86 
years  old. 

The  Impact  of  his  manifold  writings  on 
legislation  and  the  Nation's  Judicial  proc- 
esses was  Impressive.  One  work  alone.  "The 
Supreme  Court  In  United  States  History." 
served  as  authority  for  at  least  six  cases 
decided  by  the  highest  court. 

Another  writing,  "Presidential  Declara- 
tions of  Independence."  served  as  authority 
for  former  President  Harry  S.  Trunaan's  re- 
fusal to  submit  to  subpoena  by  Congress  In 
November  1953.  Other  of  his  writings  have 
served  aa  foundations  for  such  legislation  as 
the  Espionage  Act  and  the  Trading  With  the 
Enemy  Act  of  1917  and  the  Sabotage  Act  of 
1918. 

His  memorandum  on  neutrality,  sub- 
mitted to  the  State  Department  at  its  own 
request  in  1934,  served  in  large  part  for  the 
basic  drafts  of  the  neutrality  acts  of  1935, 
1936.  and  1937. 

His  highest  honor  in  writing  was  In  win- 
ning the  Pulitzer  Prize  in  1923  for  the  best 
book  on  American  history  published  in  1922. 
Thia  was  his  history  of  the  Supreme  Court. 
His  devotion  to  Judiciary  history  and  to  his 
college,  Harvard,  were  two  of  the  ruling 
things  in  Mr.  Warren's  life,  although  his 
Interests  ranged  over  wide  fields  of  the  arts, 
classics,  social  phenomena,  and  even  sports. 
He  could  and  did  discuss  any  and  all  of 
these  In  detail. 

lEXB   rOHftH    AT    "the   TABLE" 

Although  through  much  of  his  life  he  was 
in  demand  as  a  speaker,  especially  at  college 
commencement  exercises,  his  chief  forum 
was  "the  table"  at  the  Metropolitan  Club 
here.  High  state  dignitaries,  diplomatic 
chiefs,  legal  experts,  and  newspjipermen 
gathered  at  this  luncheon  table  at  one  time 
or  another.  The  conversation  generally  re- 
volved around  thoughts  thrown  out  by  the 
table's  dean. 

Mr.  Warren  was  born  in  Boston,  March  9, 
1868,  the  son  of  Winslow  and  Mary  Lincoln 
Warren.  He  was  graduated  from.  Harvard 
In  1889  and  had  been  the  secretary  of  that 
class  since  1904.  He  was  a  membet  of  Phi 
Beta  Kappa. 

He  wrote  the  History  of  Harvard  Law 
School  and  Early  Legal  Conditions  In  three 
volumes   In    1908.      In    1912,   he   received   the 

Harvard  advocate  prize  for  the  belt  essay 


by  a  graduate  on  the  needs  of  Harvard  Col- 
lege, A  Pan  for  Personality  in  Professors.  He 
was  elected  a  member  of  the  Harvard  board 
of  overseers  in  1934,  as  his  father  had  been 
in  1858. 

Two  years  after  graduation,  lie  began  law 
practice  in  Boston.  This  was  interrupted  in 
1893  when  he  was  appointed  private  secre- 
tary to  Gov.  William  E.  (BUly)  Russell,  of 
Massachusetts.  He  later  went  into  law  part- 
nership with  Mr.  Russell  and  at  the  latters 
death  formed  another  partnership  and  prac- 
ticed law  In  Boston  until  1914. 

OnCANIZEO  FBI  OF  DAT 

..  In  May  1914  he  was  appointed  by  Presi- 
dent Woodrow  Wilson  as  Assistant  Attorney 
General.  In  this  position  he  eventually  was 
assigned  to  World  War  I  neutrajlty  and  mu- 
nitions embargo  matters.  Prom  this  he  wafe 
assigned  to  the  whole  Investigation  and 
prosecution  of  German  activities  In  this 
country.  In  this  capacity  he  organized  and 
supervised,  through  A.  Bruce  Blelaskl,  the 
Department's  Bureau  of  Investigation,  which 
later  became  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Inves- 
tigation. 

While  unsuccessful  In  his  bids  for  elected 
political  office,  Mr.  Warren,  »n  acknowl- 
edgedly  highly  partisan  Democrat,  main- 
tained great  interest  in  politic*  throughout 
his  life.  In  only  rare  instances  did  he  veer 
from  the  straight  party  line.  The  Supreme 
Court  packing  project  in  the  Franklin  D. 
Roosevelt  administration  was  one  of  those 
instances.  His  views  on  the  integrity  and 
inviolability  of  the  Supreme  Cotirt  were 
strict  and  unswerving. 

The  light  in  which  the  Supreme  Court 
personnel  held  Mr.  Warren  was  reflected  on 
January  6  of  this  year,  when  the  court,  en 
masse,  attended,  with  dozens  of  others,  a 
golden  wedding  anniversary  party  given  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Warren  at  the  Sulgrave  Club  here. 

At  that  party,  a  trllnite  written  by  the 
well-known  attorney,  the  late  John  S.  Plan- 
nery.  and  read  by  Arthur  Krocle.  of  the  New 
York  Times,  said  that  "hla  miiny  volumea 
of  writings  of  the  Court  and  the  Constitu- 
tion should  be  required  reading  in  all  of 
our  colleges  and  prescribed  study  for  all  of 
our  Judges,  especially  for  the  bench  of  the 
Supreme  Court." 

Mr.  Warren  married  In  Jwiuary  1904, 
Annie  Louise  Bliss,  of  St.  Louis.  She  is  the 
sister  of  Robert  Woods  Bliss,  former  Am- 
bassador to  Argentina  and  owner  of  Dum- 
barton Oaks  estate  here,  whioh  has  been 
deeded  to  Harvard. 


[From   the  Washington   Post  o|  August   18. 
19541 


CHAai.ES   Wabben 

Charles  Warren,  who  is  dead  at  the  age 
of  86,  will  be  remembered  best  as  the  gentle 
scholar  who  brought  the  people  an  aware- 
ness of  the  part  the  Supreme  Court  has 
played  in  the  growth  of  the  United  States 
from  a  weak  confede.-atlon  of  colonies  to 
a  great  world  power.  Mr.  WarreU  used  to  say 
that  the  Union  owes  its  strength  and  its 
preservation  to  the  free  Intercourse  between 
its  parts.  The  two  factors  whicli  have  made 
that  interccurse  possible,  he  said,  are  the 
railroads,  physicaUy.  and  the  Supreme  Court, 
legally. 

In  The  Supreme  Court  In  United  States 
History  Mr.  Warren  gave  us  the  first  good 
account  of  how  the  Court  had  helped  to 
shape  the  destiny  of  the  Nation.  While  his 
two  long  volumes  tend  to  discursiveness,  they 
have  the  great  virtue  of  recreating,  so  far  as 
possible,  the  atmosphere  of  the  times  about 
which  he  writes.  With  astonishing  patience, 
Mr.  Warren  assembled  details  from  contem- 
porary newspapers,  manuscripts,  documents, 
and  histories  and  wrote  an  interesting  run- 
ning story  of  how  the  Court  worked,  the 
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Influences  that  played  upon  It,  and  the  pub- 
lic reaction  to  its  decisions.  It  was  for  these 
volumes  that  he  was  awarded  the  Pulitzer 
Prize  for  history  in  1923. 

During  the  next  6  years  Mr.  Warren  em- 
ployed much  the  same  technique  In  writing 
The  Making  of  the  Constitution.  In  It  he 
recreated  the  setting  In  which  the  Pounding 
Fathers  worked  and  traced  the  evolution  of 
each  Important  clause  in  the  Constitution 
from  Its  origin  to  its  flnal  form.  The  result 
was  a  great  contribution  to  understanding  of 
our  t>asic  law. 

Along  with  his  prodigious  historical  work, 
Mr.  Warren  practiced  law.  In  the  Wilson 
administration  he  had  served  as  Assistant 
Attorney  General  and  bad  drafted  the  Elsplo- 
nage  Act.  His  high  standing  at  the  l>ar  was 
also  recognized  by  his  selection  as  master  in 
cases  of  great  Importance  before  the  Supreme 
Court.  In  the  finest  sense  of  the  word  he 
was  a  gentleman  of  the  law.  With  all  his 
professional  and  scholarly  achievements,  he 
maintained  a  becomiiig  modesty.  The  in- 
troduction to  hla  last  book  he  closed  with  the 
words  of  Pope:  "For  what  I  have  published,  I 
can  only  hoi>e  to  be  pardoned:  but  for  what 
I  have  burned,  I  deserve  to  be  praised."  We 
surmise  that  in  the  onward  sweep  of  history 
his  assertion  will  be  largely  reversed  and 
scholars  will  magnify  the  praise  already  ac- 
corded him  for  what  he  has  writtea. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 
By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab- 
.•^ence  was  granted  to  Mr.  Utt  (at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Phillips)   for  August  19, 
on  account  of  official  business. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 
Mr.  EBiaRHARTER  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
tomorrow  for  15  minutes,  after  the  leg- 
islative program  and  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 


CONTEMPLATED  MOVE  OP  AMERI- 
CAN SAFETY  RAZOR  CORP.  FROM 
BROOKLYN 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  5  minutes  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  wsis  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
watched  with  considerable  concern  the 
recent  difficulties  between  the  American 
Safety  Razor  Corp.  in  Brooklyn,  N.  Y., 
and  its  employees.  It  was  gratifying  to 
learn  at  the  beginning  of  this  week  that 
the  company  and  its  employees  have 
reached  an  agreement  imder  which  the 
plant  will  continue  operation  in  Brook- 
lyn at  least  until  the  end  of  May  1955. 

But  the  fact  that  all  concerned  seem 
to  have  resolved  their  differences  of  the 
moment  and  relieved  the  1,400  Brooklyn 
workers  of  their  anxiety  and  apprehen- 
sion concerning  the  security  of  their  jobs 
places  this  matter  in  status  quo  only 
for  the  time  being.  The  fly  in  the  oint- 
ment with  respect  to  this  situation  is 
the  contemplated  plan  of  the  company 
to  move  its  plant  to  Staunton.  Va..  next 
May.  This  would  be  disastrous  to  the 
1.400  production  and  office  employees. 


The  Borough  of  Brookljm  and  the  city 
of  New  York  is  faced  with  the  loss  of  an 
estimated  annual  American  Safety  Razor 
Corp.  payroll  of  $5  million. 

Many  of  the  employees  reside  in 
Brooklyn.  They  have  roots  in  Brooklyn 
and  they  and  their  families  have  estab- 
lished homes  and  lifelong  friendships 
and  associations  which  would  obviously 
result  in  their  reluctance  to  forsake  these 
ties  even  if  employment  was  offered  in 
new  surroundings. 

I  understand  the  average  seniority  of 
American  Safety  Razor  employees  is  11 
years  and  that  some  employees  have  50 
years'  seniority.  The  majority  of  them 
are  in  the  40-  to  55-year  age  bracket. 
The  chance  of  their  obtaining  employ- 
ment in  Brooklyn  if  the  plant  moves  to 
Virginia  is  very  poor.  The  majority  of 
them  are  over  35  years  of  age:  the  skills 
acquired  in  their  present  jobs  are  of  no 
value  in  other  factories  because  of  spe- 
cial methods  of  production  used  only  by 
blade  manufacturers. 

The  American  Safety  Razor  plant  has 
been  successful  in  its  business  operations 
for  many  years  and  the  future  security 
and  happiness  of  its  employees  should  in 
my  opinion  be  a  motivating  factor  in 
persuading  the  company's  officers  to 
abandon  their  plans  for  moving  to  the 
South.  I  deplore  the  fact  that  such  a 
movement  has  been  decided  upon  and  I 
sincerely  trust  that  amicable  action  will 
be  taken  to  reconsider  this  decision  with 
the  fervent  hope  that  any  plans  for  the 
removal  of  the  plant  will  be  definitely 
abandoned. 

The  proposed  move  of  American  Safe- 
ty Razor  Corp.  to  the  South  where  labor 
and  living  costs — and  living  standards — 
are  lower  is  but  one  in  a  succession  of 
such  moves  by  Brooklyn  plants.  Investi- 
gation should  be  made  of  the  tax  bene- 
fit program  of  the  Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization  to  see  the  propriety  or  im- 
propriety of  using  the  tax  dollars  of  the 
almost  3  million  population  of  Brooklyn 
to  move  defense  plants  and  factories 
out  of  Brooklyn  with  the  attendant 
loss  of  employment  and  payrolls.  A  press 
release  of  ODM  contained  in  the  Sun- 
bury  E>aily  Item,  Sunbury,  Pa.,  of  May 
27,  1954,  stated  that  the  United  Metal 
Box  Co.  got  a  70  percent  tax  write-off 
by  locating  in  Pottsville,  Pa.  The  pres- 
ent 75  cents  an  hour  minimum  wage 
is  inadequate.  It  should  be  made  $1.25 
an  hour  for  many  reasons,  one  of  which 
would  be  to  deter  factories  moving  out 
of  our  metropolitan  areas  for  cheap 
labor  elsewhere.        p 
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THE  House  RESTAURANT 

ISx.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  5  minutes  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  .gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  recently 
there  was  published  in  the  Washington 
Evening  Star  an  article  the  headline  for 
which,  it  seems  to  me,  was  a  bit  mislead- 


ing. The  article  was  written  by  "^olet 
Faulkner  and  entitled  "Uncle  Sam  Is 
Loser  on  House  Restaurant"  It  read 
as  follows: 

Uncl,x  Sam  Is  Losbs  ok  Bonsa  RxsTAxraairr 
(By  Violet  Faulkner) 
A  recent  issue  of  This  Week  magailne  car- 
ried an  Item  calling  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  restaurant  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives was  a  losing  proposition  for  Uncle 
Sam. 

A  report  made  by  the  Architect  of  the  Cap- 
itol to  the  House  Appropriations  Committee 
(1950-51)  tells  why.  It'  is  perfectly  frank 
In  ssying  "that  the  fact  that  the  House  Res- 
taurant has  for  many  years  been  operating 
at  a  loss  has  long  been  a  matter  of  common 
knowledge." 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  all  the  problems  in- 
volved resulted  in  a  total  loes  of  approxi- 
mately aSO.OOO  for  the  year  1953.  But  U 
should  be  known  there  are  certain  uncon- 
trollable costs  that  have  to  be  absorbed  be- 
fore the  restaiu-ant  can  show  a  profit.  The 
year  the  report  was  made  these  costs  adde<t 
up  to  between  $73,000  and  $83,000. 

Yhe  ramtdicafs 

Here  are  some  of  the  handicaps  the  man- 
agement  must  face. 

The  physical  layout  of  the  restatirant  would 
be  a  nightmare  for  any  modem  homemaker. 
She'd  throw  up  her  hands  in  horror.  In  this 
day  of  streamlined  kitchens,  where  every- 
thing is  within  arm's  reach,  the  House  res- 
taurant setup  would  drive  her  crazy. 

The  kitchen,  bakery,  preparation  rooAia. 
work  centers,  and  storeroom  facilities  are  on 
one  level,  the  dining  rooms  on  the  floor  above. 
But  wait — If  one  area  was  directly  above  the 
other,  it  would  slmpnfy  matters  somewhat. 
They're  not.  Suppose  you  had  that  arrange- 
ment in  your  own  home,  , 

Because  of  space  problems,  already  exist- 
ing building  piers,  supporting  walls,  and 
other  structural  conditions,  no  additional 
room  can  be  allotted  to  the  restaurant.  It^ 
a  case  of  make  the  best  of  It. 

Pood  is  cooked  on  the  bswement  level, 
brought  upstairs  by  dumbwaiter,  and  served 
from  a  separate  pantry,  which  is  small  and 
inadequate.  Soiled  dishes  are  sent  back  be- 
low stairs,  washed,  and  brought  back. 

Wonder  what  Lillian  M.  Gllbreth,  national- 
ly known  management  engineer,  would  make 
of  that?  She  could  have  a  heyday,  turned 
loose  on  that  floor  plan. 

As  a  result  of  this  unfortunate  layout, 
lal>or  costs,  increased  wear  and  tear  on  equip- 
ment, duplication  of  work  and  equipment  add 
up  to  an  unavoidable  loss  of  $15,000  yearly. 

ONS  MEAL   A  DAT 

A  second  reason  for  the  House  restaurant 
operating  In  the  red  is  due  to  the  nature  of 
its  business.  It's  virtually  a  one-meal-a-day 
operation,  which  Is  costly  for  any  restaura- 
teur. With  the  proportionately  larger  per- 
sonnel required,  this  adds  on  another  $5,000 
yearly  loss. 

Thirdly,  you  know  how  it  Is  when  you'v* 
prepared  dinner  for  the  whole  family  and 
you're  left  to  eat  It  alone.  Tou  gnash  your 
teeth.  The  House  restaurant  faces  the  same 
problem  only  on  a  much  larger  scale.  They 
don't  know  whether  they're  going  to  servs 
350  or  1.400  meals  a  day.  It  aU  depends  on 
the  btisiness  in  Congress.  Weekend  or  otbsr 
similar  recesses  affect  the  business  take, 
too.  It's  estimated  this  fluctuation  In  vol- 
ume accounts  for  another  $10,000  to  $16,000 
yearly. 

A  fourth  loss  occurs  when  Congress  takes  a 
recess,  for  Instance,  the  annual  Easter  or 
Chrlstnuu  hoUday,  and  the  several  months 
which  occur  between  regular  sessions.  Al- 
though moat  of  the  services  are  shut  down 
and  personnel  laid  off.  It's  still  necessary  to 
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kMp  a  riteletoD  ctafl  with  Mine  key  emploT- 
MB  on  tlM  Job.  Thta  a^liU  up  to  mn  annual 
opcnM  Tarylng  Iroax  •T.fiOO  to  910.000  par 
year. 

Another  factor  that  addB  to  the  debit 
aide  of  the  ledger  Is  the  slow  tumorer  In 
the  dining  loook.  On  daya  when  there  tu-e 
trequent  quonun  calls,  teller  and  record 
votes,  etc..  the  harassed  Members  must  Jump 
up  Iresn  their  meals,  finished  or  not.  and 
ruah  to  the  floor  for  the  business  at  band. 
Food  is  left  on  the  table.  If  it's  hot  food,  it 
la  returned  to  tbe  pantry  to  await  tbelr  re- 
turn. In  tbe  iTifantlmr.  tlxe  table  U  tied  up 
and  not  usable.  Then,  too,  the  restaurant 
may  be  prepared  to  serve  a  capacity  crowd 
and.  suddenly  without  warning,  legislative 
plans  change.  So  the  management  is  left 
holding  tbe  sack,  so  to  speak.  Tliey  are 
stocked  with  food  and  no  cusUnners.  Tbey 
estimate  the  loss  from  these  causes  between 
•5,000  to  97.500  per  year. 

PAT  mcaxAsss 

Then,  for  tte  flnia  fly  In  tbe  ointment  tbat 
has  contributed  to  heavier  operating  costs  In 
reeent  years.  They  are  namely :  Public 
Law  900,  80th  Congress,   approved  July  3. 

1948  (Federal  Pay  Act)  Imposed  an  addi- 
tional annual  expense  of  933.000.  Public 
Law  430,  81st  Congress,  approved  October  28, 

1949  (Federal  Pay  Act)  added  another  97,500 
to  the  growing  list  of  expenditures.  A  total 
of  930.500. 

Ttie  two  cafeterias,  the  report  pointed  out. 
are  In  a  happier  situation.  One  opened  In 
1943,  and  the  coffee  shop,  opened  In  1947, 
have  each  prodiiced  a  small  annual  profit. 

Why  continue  to  operate  the  restaurant 
If  itiB  a  losing  game,  you  ask.  It's  an  abso- 
lute necessity.  And  there  are  some  of  the 
reasons  why. 

Normally,  the  House  convenes  at  13  o'clock 
noon  and  continues  in  session  during  the 
afternoon.  They  dont  recess  for  lunch — 
no  continental  custom  here  of  a  3-bour 
lunch  break.  It's  catch-as-catch-can  tat 
each  Member  to  have  lunch  when  the  op- 
portimity  presents  itself.  If  the  House  res- 
taurant wasn't  available  Members  would  of 
necessity  have  to  go  elsewhere  for  their 
meals.  As  it  is.  they  can  be  located  qvUckly 
by  a  system  of  callbells  when  they  are  needed 
In  the  House  Chamber.  It's  a  saving  of  time 
and  money  for  all  concerned,  tbey  feel. 

"ITie  House  restaurant  has  been  run 
for  years  by  Mr.  William  A.  Brockwell, 
manager.  Mrs.  Edith  G.Ridgely.  hostess,' 
and  their  staff.  By  and  large  I  think 
the  membership  of  the  House  has  been 
completely  satisfied  with  the  way  the 
House  restaurant  has  been  managed 
and  maintained.  About  6  years  ago, 
during  the  80th  Congress,  the  restaurant 
In  the  other  body  was  let  out  as  a  con- 
cession to  an  nUnols  concern.  With  all 
the  difBculties.  pointed  out  in  the  fore- 
going article,  that  confront  the  House 
restaurant  manager  and  the  hostess,  in 
feeding  435  Members,  their  guests,  and 
employees  the  loss  to  the  taxpayer  and 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  in 
feeding  the  96  Members  of  the  other 
body,  their  guests,  and  employees  is 
about  twice  as  much. 

I  am  going  to  include  as  part  of  my 
remarks  this  article  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. I  trust  that  when  it  is  read, 
you  bear  in  mind  the  fact  that  it  costs 
twice  as  much  to  feed  the  other  body 
of  96  as  it  does  this  body  of  435. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROONEY.    I  yield. 


Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  have  heard  it 
said  and  it  is  my  understanding  that 
the  prevailing  opinion  tiiroughout  the 
country  is  that  Members  of  Congress 
get  excellent  meals  and  the  finest  array 
of  unusual  dishes  at  a  very  low  price. 
I  think  that  is  rather  a  mistaken  idea. 

Mr.  RCX)NEY.  Of  course  It  Is.  I 
should  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania IMr.  EBERHARTER]  that  the 
prices  are  reasonable,  they  are  not 
cheap.  The  Members  of  this  body  eat 
at  tables  which  have  a  polished  wood 
top  on  which  is  placed  a  paper  napkin, 
whereas  in  the  other  body  the  diners 
are  served  on  linen  tablecloths,  with 
fancy  dishes  and  silverware.  Under- 
stand, I  am  not  advocating  that  those 
linen  tablecloths,  fancy  dishes,  and  sil- 
verware be  used  on  this  side  of  the  Capi- 
tol. But  I  am  prompted  in  these  re- 
marks by  the  headline  for  thi9  article 
which  I  think  is  unfair  and  from  which 
it  might  be  inferred  that  the  House  res- 
taurant was  not  being  properly  man- 
aged. The  management,  in  my  estima- 
tion is  perfect.  All  that  is  needed  is 
more  space. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  If  the  gentle- 
man will  yield  further.  I  just  want  to 
say  that  I  know  that  every  big,  modem, 
industrial  establishment  that  hae  an  ef- 
ficient working  force  provides  facilities 
so  that  its  employees  will  be  served 
luncheon  at  a  reasonable  cost  and  in 
clean  surroundings,  because  they  say  it 
is  conducive  to  better  production.  I 
think  perhaps  if  very  efficient  restau- 
rants were  established  and  maintained 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Capitol  and  on 
this  side  of  the  Capitol  it  might  be  con- 
ducive to  better  efficiency  on  the  part 
of  the  membership  of  the  House. 

Mr.  PATMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 


I  yield  to  the  gentle- 


gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROONEY. 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  We  have  agencies  of 
Congre&s  that  spend  much  more  than 
what  the  gentleman  has  indicated.  It 
happens  that  I  know  something  about 
the  expenditures  made  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  System  in  cafeterias,  restau- 
rants, and  eating  places  of  their  own. 
The  Board  of  Governors  has  authorized 
an  expenditure  of  up  to  50  percent  of  the 
Government's  money  in  these  eating 
places. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Oh,  please  do  not  tell 
US  that  that  is  going  on  under  th«  Eisen- 
hower administration. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  That  is  going  on  and 
of  course  it  has  gone  on  in  both  admin- 
istrations. But  the  Federal  Reserve  Sys- 
tem is  losing'  about  $1  million  a  year 
now  in  its  cafeterias,  restaurants,  and 
other  eating  places.  The  Board  of  Gov- 
ernors has  recognized  and  authorized  up 
to  a  50-percent  loss  in  those  operations. 
That  is  an  agency  that  is  a  part  of  Con- 
gress. It  is  a  part  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States. 

CAFETERIA    EXPENSES    OF    FEDERAL    R^IHVI 
STSTZM 

The  Federal  Reserve  banks,  owned  by 
the  Government  and  an  agency  of  Con- 
gress, with  the  approval  of  the  Beard  of 
Governors,  absorb  part  of  their  cafeteria 
expenses.    The  Board  has  advised  the 


banks  that  it  would  have  no  objection  to 
their  absorbing  up  to  one-half  of  the 
cost  of  operating  their  cafeterias. 

This  is  taxpayers'  money  that  is  being 
used. 

There  are  given  below  figures  relating 
to  the  cafeteria  expenses  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  banks  and  the  Board  of  Gov- 
ernors for  the  years  1951. 1932,  and  1953: 


FEDERAL  RKSERVE 
BAN  KM 


1951 


VU3 


I»63 


Tot.iIca/efpriaPxpensM.  $2, 113,  212  $2, 342, 329  $2  472, 209 

CafitPria  reopipt.' %l,  160, 105  $1,  XT»,  140  llj  367,  164 

'  Krt  exp«"n.s«>s  (absorbed  ' 

by  the  banks); 

Amount 

leropnt  of  total  Ci- 
penses 


BOARD    OF    GOTERNORJl 

Total  cafeteria  expenses. 

Cafeteria  rect-ipfs 

Net  ex  penses  f  absorbed 
by  the  Board): 

Amount 

Pero-nt  of  total  ex- 
pensfs 


$953, 107  $1, 063. 189  $1, 105. 045 


45.1 


$111,288 
$71,  807 


$39,  4fil 
35.5 


45.4 


$n.''>.3<iO 
JS-3,  714 


Sill.64f. 
M.1 


417 


$114. 987 
$73. 842 


$41,145 

35.8 


This  information  was  furnished  to  me 
at  my  request  by  the  Board  of  Gov- 
ernors of  the  Federal  Reserve  System. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  think  the  gentleman 
is  making  some  interesting  remarks,  but 
it  seems  to  me  that  at  a  time  like  this 
it  would  also  be  well  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  public  to  something  that  they  can- 
not see,  and  that  is  the  very  modest, 
simple,  sandwich  counters  in  the  Demo- 
cratic cloakroom  and  the  Republican 
cloakroom,  where  a  great  many,  passibly 
a  majority  of  the  Members  of  this  House 
eat  each  day.  and  eat  extremely  modestly 
and  cheaply  and  without  any  overhead 
to  anybody  except  themselves.  I  do  not 
think  that  is  a  particularly  healthy  way 
for  us  to  proceed,  but  we  all  know  it  is 
necessary.  We  all  know  that  if  we  all 
ate  downstairs  there  would  not  possibly 
be  room.  We  all  know  that  the  way  we 
operate  and  work  here  a  great  many  of 
our  meals  are  taken  at  these  very  simple. 
tiny  sandwich  counters  in  the  two  cloak- 
rooms. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  The  gentleman  is 
correct. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  wonder  if  the  gentle- 
man has  seen  the  plush  dining  rooms  in 
the  United  Nations  Headquarters. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  have  not  had  the 
pleasure  of  eating  there. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Perhaps  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  could  give  us  some  informa- 
tion on  that. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Is  it  the  gentleman's 
purpose  to  sustain  the  argument  I  am 
making  that  the  House  restaurant  is 
properly  run  and  that  it  is  eoonomically 
run,  that  the  prices  are  reasonable  and 
not  cheap,  and  that  we  are  satisfied 
with  it? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Yes.  I  think  they  do  a 
pretty  fair  job. 
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Mr.  ROONEY.  For  the  public's  infor- 
mation, this  is  today's  menu  of  the  House 
restaurant : 

House    or    RSPSCSSNTATIVKS    RaBTAXTEAirr, 

UNrrzD  States  Capitol 

ICKKTT 

(Thursday,  Aug:U8t  19,  1954) 

Today's  luncheon 

Appetizers  and  Soups 

Cherry  atones,  40;  Utile  necks,  40;  V-8 
cocktail.  20;  fruit  cup,  30;  bearta  of  celery. 
30;  Olives.  30;  grapefruit  Juice.  20;  tomato 
Juice.  20;  orange  Juice.  20;  clam  Juice,  25. 

Scotch  barley  broth.  25;  cup,  20. 

Wlilte  Navy  bean.  25;  cup.  20. 

Consunune,  cup.  20. 

Minced-clam  stew.  60;   cream,  75, 

Cold  Jellied  tomato  boxilUon,  25. 

Specials — Chef's  Suggestions 

1.  Smothered  ewIss  steak,  sweet-pepper 
sauce,  masbed  potatoes,  and  baked  tomato. 
1.24. 

2.  Pried  crab  cakes,  coleslaw,  Prench-frled 
potatoes.  00. 

3.  Scrambled  eggs  with  chicken  livers 
saut^  and  potatoe.s.  85. 

4.  Cold  plate:  Salmon  salad,  mayonnaise, 
cottage  cheese,  end  stewed  fruit;  tea  or 
coffee,  85. 

Ninety-Cent  Luncheon 

5.  Spring  lamb  stew  with  garden-fresh 
mixed  vegetables;  parsley  potatoes;  choice 
of  pie  or  layer  cake;  tea  or  coffee. 

Desserts  (Homemade)  — 

Cherry  pie,  20;  chocolate-fudge  cake,  20; 
honeydew  melon.  40;  sliced  fresh  peaches, 
40;  ^alf  cantaloupe,  35;  watermelon,  50; 
green-apple  pie.  20;  chocolate  sundae,  25; 
stewed  apricots,  20;  fruit  Jello,  15;  butter- 
scotch sundae,  30;  ice  cream  or  sherbet,  20; 
cup  custard,  20;  rice  pudding,  20;  stewed 
prunes,  20. 

Beverages 
Coffee,  cup.  10;  pot.  16;  tea.  cup,  10;  pot 
15;  milk.  10;  buttermilk.  10;  iced  coffee,  15; 
iced  tea,  10;  slim  (fortified  skim  milk).  10; 
Sanka.  15;  chocoLite  or  vanilla  milk  shake. 
25;  malted.  30;  Postum.  cup.  15;  bowl  of 
milk  and  graham  crackers.  25;  yogurt.  40; 
Coca-Cola.  10:  bowl  of  half  and  half  and 
graham  crackers.  40;  Alka-Seltaer.  10. 

A  la  carte 
Sandwiches  * 
Ham.  35;  ham  and  cheese.  45;  American 
cheese,  25;  liver  sausage.  30;  Swiss  cheese,  35; 
salmon  salad,  30;  peanut  butter.  25;  mlnced- 
ham  salad,  30;  chicken,  65;  tunaflsh.  35; 
corned  beef,  45:  tongue.  40:  hot  beef  with 
gravy,  65;  pimento  cheese,  25:  cream  cheese 
and  jelly  on  date  and  nut  bread,  40;  lettuce 
and  tomato.  20;  fried  egg.  25;  sardine,  25; 
chicken  salad.  45:  club.  85;  bacon  and  tomato, 
40;  lettuce  and  egg,  25. 

Salads 

Lettuce  and  tomato,  40;  egg  and  potato, 
45;  potato,  30;  stuffed  tomato.  65;  coleslaw. 
20;  grapefruit,  45;  fresh  vegeUble.  45;  hearts 
of  lettuce.  45;  health  fruit.  70;  chicken.  95. 

Cold  ham  or  corned  beef  with  potato  salad, 
90;  sardines  with  potato  salad  and  crackers, 
60;  pineapple  and  cottage  cheese,  50. 

Roquefort  dressing,  25;  Russian  dressing. 

Grill  specials   (to  order)   5  to  10  minutes. 

Grilled  American  cheese  sandwich  on  toast, 
stuffed  olives.  40. 

Hamburger  sandwich  on  buttered  grilled 
roll   with   pickle  relish  or  raw  onion  and 

potato  chips.  60. 

Steak  sandwich  with  potatoes.  75. 


Browned  oorned-beef  bash  with  fried  egg 
or  chopped  salad.  75. 

Spanish  omelette.  85. 

Ham  or  bacon  and  eggs,  any  style.  85. 

Pan-broiled  pork  chops,  potatoes.  95. 

Grilled  lamb  chops,  potatoes.  1.75. 

Broiled  sirloin  steak.  French-fried  potatoes. 
2.25. 

Cheese  (Served  With  Crackers) 
American,  25;    Camembcrt,  40;    blue,  85; 

cottage.  30;  Swiss,  35;  Philadelphia  cream,  35; 

balf.  25. 

Rye  crisp,  bread,  roll,  or  muffin.  5  cents. 

"Iowa  tall  corn"  combread,  plain  or  toasted. 

6  cents.     (Oleo  served  in  place  of  butter  on 

request.) 

Breakfast  8  to  11  a.  m. 

All  About  Oith  Bean  Soup 

Bean  soup  has  been  a  featured  Item  on  the 
menu  of  the  House  of  Representatives  res- 
taurant since  long  before  that  day  In  1904 
when  the  then  Speaker  of  the  House,  Joseph 
G.  Cannon,  of  Illinois,  came  Into  the  House 
restaurant  and  ordered  bean  soup. 

Then,  as  now,  bean  soup  was  a  hearty, 
resty.  and  filling  dlfh;  but  It  was  typically 
hot  and  humid  In  Washington  that  day. 
and.  therefore,  bean  soup  had  been  omitted 
from  the  menu.  "•Thunderatlon,"  roared 
Speaker  Cannon.  "I  had  my  mouth  set  for 
bean  soup";  and,  he  continued,  "from  now 
on,  hot  or  cold,  rain,  snow,  or  shine.  I  want 
It  on  the  menu  every  day." 

And  so  It  has  been — bean  soup  on  the 
menu  every  single  day  since. 

For  our  many  friends  who  over  the  years 
continue  to  ask  for  the  recipe  for  this  fa- 
mous soup,  we  print  It  herewith.  Just  as  It 
has  always  been  made  (adapted  to  family 
sized  quantity)  In  the  House  restaurant 
kitchen  in  the  Capitol: 

aSCIPK  ro«  BEAN  SOUP  SERVED  IN  THE  UNTTED 
STATES  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  RESTAU- 
RANT 

Two  pounds  No.  1  white  Michigan  beans. 

Cover  with  cold  water  and  boak  overnight. 

Drain  and  re-cover  with  water. 

Add  a  smoked  ham  hock  and  simmer  slowly 
for  about  4  hours  until  beans  are  cooked 
tender.  Then  add  salt  and  pepper  to  suit 
taste. 

Just  before  serving,  bruise  l>eans  with 
large  spoon  or  ladle,  enough  to  cloud. 

(Serves  about  six  persons.) 


'  Sandwiches  on  Hollywood  bread,  5  cents 

e,\tia. 
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RECESS 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  House 
stand  in  recess  until  6  o'clock. 

The  SPEAICER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  like  to 
know  the  why  of  this.  I  do  not  know  of 
any  legislation  we  have  at  the  present 
time  that  we  could  do  anything  about 
at  6  o'clock. 

Mr.  HAI.T.ECK.  The  conferees  on  the 
social  security  bill  have  had  several 
meetings.  It  is  hoped  that  shortly  after 
certain  matters  on  the  floor  in  the  other 
body  might  be  disposed  of  one  way  or 
the  other  those  conferees  might  meet 
again. 

I  might  say  to  the  gentleman  that  as 
the  quorum  call  and  these  votes  have 
indicated  we  are  down  to  260  Members. 
There  is  a  funeral  tomorrow  of  one  of 
our  deceased  colleagues  to  which  a  very 
considerable  representation  is  going,  and 
certainly  we  want  them  to  go.    My  only 


Idea  was  that  if  some  of  these  matten 
that  must  be  disposed  of  before  we  can 
quit  and  «(o  h(xne  could  be  considered 
this  evening  it  would  be  highly  desirable. 
A  number  of  Members  both  on  the  gen- 
tleman's side  and  on  my  side  have  said 
to  me  that  they  are  expecting  to  leave. 

I  certainly  must  indicate  to  Members 
what  the  situation  might  be,  if  we  cannot 
dispose  of  the  program  this  evening. 
Of  course,  I  am  in  no  position  to  say  that 
it  can  be  disposed  of  this  evening.  On 
the  other  hand,  within  the  hour  I  have 
talked  to  both  the  majority  and  minority 
leaders  in  the  other  body  who  are  not 
yet  completely  convinced  that  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  finish  tonight.  CM 
course,  I  cannot  give  any  assurance 
about  it. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  If  consent  is  granted 
and  we  come  back  here  at  6  o'clock, 
there  would  be  no  point  In  sitting  around 
here  until  10  or  11  o'clock  tonight 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course  not.  The 
whole  idea  was  that  by  6  o'clock  tonight 
we  would  have  some  idea  as  to  whether 
there  would  be  anything  we  could  do 
this  evening,  and  if  it  became  apparent 
at  that  time  that  there  would  be  nothing 
upon  which  we  could  act  which  is  a  part 
of  the  necessary  legislative  program, 
then  certainly  we  would  adjourn  the 
House  until  tomorrow. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  will  say  to  the  gDcn- 
tleman,  many  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House  have  spoken  to  me  today,. 
many  of  them,  of  course,  have  gone,  but 
I  have  told  them  that  I  thought  the  only 
safe  thing  for  them  to  do  would  l)e  to 
stay  here  until  the  Speaker  drops  the 
gavel  on  a  sine  die  adjournment,  and  I 
have  discouraged  everybody  from  going 
away,  and  I  trust  that  that  gets  to  be  a 
pretty  general  attitude  here. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  not  going  to  objeet 
to  this,  but  I  think  it  is  a  futile  thing  to 
try  to  complete  the  legislative  program 
tonight. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  withdraw  my  reserva- 
tion of  objection. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker. 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  does  the 
majority  leader  feel  there  is  a  possibility 
that  we  might  be  able  to  conclude  our 
work  and  adjourn  tonight? 

Mr.  HALLECK.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  If  there  is  such 
a  possibility.  I  personally  am  willing  to 
remain  here,  and  I  think  most  of  the 
Members  are  because  we  are  very  anxious 
to  adjourn  and  get  to  other  matters. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  we  are  aH 
in  the  same  sort  of  situation.  In  my  own 
personal  case,  I  happen  to  have  a  very 
important  matter  in  my  own  district  at 
10  o'clock  tomorrow  morning  and  I  have 
just  had  to  cancel  it.  I  had  another  im- 
portant matter  to  attend  to  over  the 
weekend,  and  I  know  there  are  manf 
Members  here  on  both  sides  of  the  aisl#^ 
who  have  made  personal  commitments^ ' 
and  many  of  them  are  already  home  t>e- 
cause  of  those  commitments.  That  is  the 
situation  which  prevails.  So  as  far  as 
I  am  concerned.  I  want  to  conclude  the 
session  sis  quickly  as  we  can.  By  and 
large,  jthe  program  that  we  set  out  to 
enact  into  law  has  been  enacted  into 
law  and  the  last  major  proposition  is  the 
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matter  of  the  social  security  amend- 
ments.       

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
feelins  that  if  tbere  is  any  poasiblU^ 
whatsoerer  of  concluding  our  woric  and 
adjourning  tonight  by  remaining  here 
under  a  recess  arrangemoit  for  an  hour 
or  so.  I  certainly  withdraw  my  reserva- 
tion of  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I.  too. 
have  several  engagonents — two  of  them 
were  to  catch  a  train,  and  those  are  not 

all  tbe  engag«nents  that  I  have.  I  have 
two  more— one  tomorrow  and  one  Satur- 
day night,  and  in  all  probability  I  do  not 
believe  I  will  be  able  to  fulfill  either  one 
of  those  engagements. 

Mr.  HAIjLECK.  I  YiOfte  the  gentle- 
man's pessimism  is  not  borne  out.  Of 
course,  no  one  can  be  sure. 

Mr.  OREEN.  Mr.  Sp^er.  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  bo  we  have  any  in- 
formation on  the  pay  bill— on  the  postal 
pay  bill? 

Hi.  HALLECK.  The  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives voted  on  the  postal  pay  bill 
twice.  One  was  defeated  and  one  was 
passed.  That  is  presently  in  the  other 
body.   That  Is  all  the  information  I  have. 

Mr.  OREEN.  So  the  gentleman  does 
not  have  any  idea^-you  have  not  been  in 
touch  with  the  other  body  on  the  pay 
bill?  The  last  I  heard  in  the  paper  was 
that  it  was  going  to  take  a  miracle,  and 
I  was  wondering  if  there  was  any  chance 
of  working  a  miracle. 

Mr.  HAIiLECK.  I  am  quite,  sure  I 
could  not  work  one. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  censent  that  in  the  colloquy 
with  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I 
may  extend  my  remarks  and  include 
certain  tables  and  excerpts. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Vx.  PATMAN.  And  I  ask  unanimous 
consent.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  genUe- 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Roonky]  may 
likewise  be  privileged  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend his  remarks  and  insert  a  copy  of 
today's  menu  in  the  House  restaurant. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 


THE  HOUSE  RESTAURANT 

Bfrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
<dress  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  rise  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Roonkt] 
regarding  the  overcrowding  in  the  House 
restaurant.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
consider  the  overcrowding  in  the  restau- 
rant one  of  the  worst  features  of  it? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Oh,  I  deplore  the 
overcrowding  and  wish  we  had  more 
space,  as  does  the  gentlewmnan  from 
Massachusetts,  but  the  point  is  that  the 
House  reataiu-ant  is  being  capably  and 
efficiently  managed,  and  we  do  not  want 


it  taken  away  from  the  present  manage- 
ment, now  under  the  supervlsioQ  of  the 
Committee  on  House  Administration. 
and  given  to  a  concessionnalre.  since  the 
food  is  not  as  palatable  over  at  the  other 
end  of  the  Capitol. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  It 
would  be  much  more  efficiently  run  if  we 
had  more  space.  It  is  embarrassing 
when  we  have  people  come  from  out  of 
town  and  we  try  to  take  them  into  the 
restaurant  and  they  are  actually  tram- 
pled upon.  There  are  so  many  waiting 
for  tables  in  the  narrow  corridors  and  the 
dining  room  itself  is  terribly  crowded. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield. 

Blr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  In  my  opinion. 
the  United  States  Capitol  should  have 
the  l)est  restaurant  in  the  world  and  not 
the  worst  one.  When  I  say  "the  worst 
one"  I  cannot  think  of  a  place  in  the 
United  States  where  you  have  to  stand 
in  line  to  get  in  and  get  seated.  I  do 
not  know  a  restaurant  in  the  United 
States  that  will  put  you  at  a  table  and 
then  put  strangers  at  the  same  table. 
where  you  cannot  talk  to  your  constitu- 
ents who  are  seated  with  you.  I  was  at 
the  United  Nations.  They  have  six 
resturants.  chandeliers,  and  carpeting. 
and  all  those  things.  So  I  personally 
think  we  need  a  change  and  I  think  we 
should  have  the  best  restaurant  in  the 
world. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  has 
expired. 

RECESS 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objeetion  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  Allen]  that  the  House  stand  in 
recess  until  6  o'clock?  i 

There  was  no  objection.  | 

The  SPEAKER.  The  House  stands  in 
recess  until  6  o'clock. 

Thereupon  fat  4  o'clock  and  33  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  House  stood  in  recess 
until  6  o'clock  p.  m. 


AFTER  RECESS 

The  recess  having  expired,  the  House 

was  called  to  order  by  the  Speaker  at 

6  o'clock  p.  m. 


ANNOUNCEMENT 


Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  oh(jection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
for  this  time  in  order  to  say  to  the 
Members  that  while  I  had  hoped  we 
might  be  able  to  complete  action  on  the 
social-security  measure  this  evening. 
we  have  not  yet  been  able  to  arrange 
for  a  further  conference  meetimc 

The  matter  is  so  questionable  that  I 
think  there  is  no  alternative  except  to 
adjoium  the  House  this  evening  until 
noon  tomorrow. 


I  want  to  suggest  again  the  deshrabil- 
ity  of  a  quorum  being  here.    I  do  not 

know  whether  there  will  be  record  votes. 
but  the  situation  might  well  arise  that 
would  necessitate  the  presence  of  a 
quorum,  and  certainly  we  would  want  to 
have  a  quoriun  here  should  that  occa- 
sion arise. 


RECORD  OF  THE  83D  CONGRESS 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Rscord. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 

West  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  STAGKJERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  has 
been  an  honor  and  a  privilege  for  me  to 
represent  the  citizens  of  the  Second  Con- 
gressional District  of  West  Virginia  in 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  for  the 
past  6  years,  during  a  decisive  period  of 
our  history. 

Where  the  83d  Congress  \vill  be  listed 
among  the  previous  bodies  that  have 
been  resr>onsifole  for  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  in  the  past  166  years  de- 
pends upon  what  we  have  accom- 
plished— or  failed  to  accomplish — since 
our  first  meeting  on  January  3, 1953.  By 
our  actions  we  shall  be  judged.  With 
this  realization,  perhaps  we  should  re- 
examine the  record  with  the  avowed  in- 
tention of  rectifying  whatever  errors  may 
have  been  committed,  and  of  taking  ac- 
tion wherever  it  is  found  wanting. 

Upon  leaving  Washington,  most  of  us 
will  return  immediately  to  our  homes  in 
the  districts  we  represent — ^to  the  far 
reaches  of  the  west  coast,  to  the  rugged 
Rockies,  the  sweet  and  gentle  Southland, 
the  rolling  plains  of  the  Midwest,  the 
beauteous  Appalachians,  the  refreshing 
seaboard  regions,  and  to  majestic  New 
England.  Whichever  area  you  repre- 
sent, it  is  a  part  of  what  will  always  be 
the  greatest  nation  in  the  world  provid- 
ing that  we,  the  elected  Members  of  Con- 
gress, never  become  remiss  in  our  duties 
toward  preserving  the  welfare,  security, 
and  integrity  of  this,  our  country. 

But  I  say  to  you  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
unless  in  these  closing  days  of  this  session 
there  is  a  willingness  on  the  part  of  the 
party  in  power  to  deviate  from  the  stub- 
born course  set  by  the  present  admin- 
istration, in  retrospect  the  83d  Congress 
will  be  found  seriously  lacking  in  the 
fulfillment  of  the  solemn  duties  with 
which  it  has  been  charged  by  the  Con- 
stitution. 

It  is  my  good  fortune  to  live  sufficiently 
close  to  the  congressional  district  I  rep- 
resent to  be  able  to  visit  there  often 
during  weekends  and  at  other  times  when 
the  House  is  in  recess.  I  can  tell  you 
that  the  people  are  not  satisfied  with  the 
way  that  the  administration  has  handled 
the  affairs  of  the  NaUon  in  the  20  months 
that  it  has  been  in  power.  You  are  go- 
ing to  hear  the  same  story  from  your  own 
people,  regardless  of  where  you  live,  for 
it  has  become  all  too  evident  that  the 
promises  and  the  practices  of  the  admin- 
istration do  not  jibe. 

Our  people  in  the  coal,  railroad,  glass, 
pottery,  and  other  industries  seriously 
injured  by  cheap  foreign  Imports  were 
told  that  protection  would  be  granted 


so  that  they  could  return  to  work.    But 

the  situation  has  become  immeasurably 
worse  in  the  meanwhile  as  promises  are 
continually  p>ostdated.  While  coal  mar- 
kets are  displaced  by  ever-increasing 
shipments  of  residual  oil  from  alien  re- 
fineries, the  stockholders  in  international 
oil  companies  bask  in  growing  riches  ac- 
cruing from  those  very  policies  that  sub- 
ject the  miner  and  his  family  to  poverty 
and  hunger. 
Now.  please  do  not  get  the  impression 

that  I  am  exaggerating  the  intensity  of 
this  depression  that  has  enveloped  so 
many  of  the  communities  in  what  should 
be  the  land  of  plenty.  Shortly  before 
summer  vacation  began,  a  school  prin- 
cipal in  my  district  called  and  said  that 
out  of  100  of  his  students,  at  least  25 
boys  and  girls  were  coming  to  school 
without  lunch  or  lunch  money.  How  the 
administration  can  ignore  a  situation 
such  as  this  one  is  beyond  me.  I  insisted 
that  something  be  done  to  help  these  un- 
fortunate people,  and  finally  we  were 
able  to  divert  some  of  the  Government's 
surplus  food  into  our  area.  It  has  helped 
immeasurably,  but  you  may  be  sure  that 
our  people  are  not  satisfied  to  subsist  in 
this  manner.  They  want  to  work  for 
their  livelihood,  and  I  insist  that  they  be 
given  this  opportunity  regardless  of 
whether  it  confiicts  with  the  interests 
of  the  big-money  crowd  that  is  dictating 
our  international  trade  policies. 

Our  farmers  and  daiiymen,  who  were 
given  glib  pledges  of  opportunities  for 
economic  advancement,  now  find  their 
income  below  the  danger  levels.  The 
farmer  is  getting  less  for  his  products 
and  paying  more  for  what  he  has  to 
buy.  Our  cattle  people  have  been  hurt 
badly,  and  some  of  them  have  been  com- 
pletely wiped  out  since  this  administra- 
tion came  into  power.  Similarly,  our 
poultry  farmers  have  seen  their  hopes 
for  an  acceptable  standard  of  living 
steadily  go  down.  Yes,  while  farm  in- 
comes have  declined,  prices  for  food  and 
necessities  have  risen,  and  our  appeals 
to  those  responsible  for  these  conditioiis 
have  fallen  on  deaf  ears. 

If  there  is  any  doubt  about  higher 
prices.  I  ask  that  you  just  walk  into 
any  store  in  this  Nation  and  see  for 
yourself  what  it  costs  to  feed  a  family 
today.  Or  ask  any  housewife  what  she 
has  to  pay  for  coffee  and  other  staples. 
It  is  not  the  grocer's  fault  that  what 
he  sells  is  so  expensive.  The  fault  lies 
right  here  in  Washington,  and  it  extends 
back  to  the  time  that  the  present  ad- 
ministration took  office  January  a  year 
ago. 

The  administration  would  not  consent 
to  lessening  the  tax  burdens  of  families 
with  modest  incomes,  but  it  powered 
through  a  law  that  granted  double  ad- 
vantages for  the  wealthy  and  big  cor- 
porations. 

And,  through  it  aU.  our  people  were 
promised  that  Government  expenditures 
and  the  national  debt  would  both  be 
reduced  imder  the  administrations 
yardstick  for  efficient  operation.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  the  first  time  in  history 
that  a  yardstick  has  been  sawed  in  two 
and  both  ends  are  bigger  than  they  were 
before  the  cut  was  made.  Instead  of 
spending  wisely — with  the  aim  of  restor- 


ing  prosperity   and   strengthening   the 

national  security— the  administration 
has  chosen  to  waste  the  people's  money 
on  such  projects  as  the  St.  Lawrence 
Seaway,  which  wiU  deprive  our  coal 
mines  and  railroads  of  further  business 
and  at  the  same  time  entrust  defense 
requirements  to  a  river  that  will  be 
frozen  over  5  months  of  every  year.  In- 
stead of  showing  a  reduced  budget,  the 
administration  has  had  to  raise  the  debt 
limit  by  $6  billion. 

I  am  very  much  disturbed,  also,  about 
the  cut  of  $5  biUion  from  our  Air  Force 
program.  As  a  consequence  of  this  cut 
iKe  are  almost  at  the  point  of  being  a 
second-rate  air  force  in  the  world.  This 
is  caused  by  a  woeful  lack  of  foresight 
on  the  part  of  the  administration  in 
power.  In  this  atomic  age  the  United 
States  Air  Force  should  be  second  to 
none. 

I  ask  the  Members  of  this  House  if 
they  are  willing  to  go  back  to  their  home 
districts  with  this  record  of  accomplish- 
ment? I  can  tell  you  that  it  will  be  very 
disappointing  for  me  to  have  to  explain 
that  there  is  no  relief  in  sight  for  our 
people,  but  I  promise  you  that  I  am  not 
going  to  be  hesitant  about  pinning  the 
responsibility  on  those  who  are  account- 
able for  what  has  been  happening  in 
Washington  during  the  past  20  months. 

The  House  of  Representatives  had 
every  opportunity  to  put  the  brakes  on 
shipments  of  cheap  foreign  products  that 
are  creating  so  much  impoverishment. 
We  who  want  to  protect  the  American 
workingman  had  a  bill  that  would  place 
a  limit  on  residual  oil  imports,  but  when 
it  came  time  to  vote  the  majority  leader 
stood  up  here  and  shook  his  finger  at  his 
own  party  members  and  brusquely  stated 
that  he  had  orders  from  the  White  House 
to  put  the  bill  aside. 

So  we  lost  that  battle,  but  we  were 
promised  that  something  would  be  done 
about  excessive  imports  in  1954.  This 
time  we  did  not  even  succeed  in  getting 
a  bill  to  the  floor.  The  orders  were  to 
keep  it  in  committee,  and  that  is  where 
it  has  stayed.  Then  came  a  promise 
that  something  would  be  done  in  1955. 
Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  tired  of  these  tactics, 
and  so  are  our  people.  Delayed  execu- 
tion of  a  promise  is  no  more  than  a 
broken  promise,  and  this  conduct  will 
not  long  be  tolerated. 

If  you  do  not  relish  this  flagrant  blem- 
ish on  the  record  of  the  83d  Congress, 
then  I  ask  that  you  reconsider  adjourn- 
ment until  at  least  you  have  enacted 
legislation  to  return  to  the  coal  miner, 
the  railroad  worker,  the  glassworker, 
and  the  pottery  worker  an  opportunity 
to  get  back  to  work  and  earn  a  living 
for  himself,  his  wife,  and  his  children. 

I  ask  you  also  to  keep  in  mind  that  the 
security  of  our  country  is  involved  in 
this  matter.  When  basic  industries  are 
subjected  to  the  prevailing  unfair  stand- 
ards of  competition  that  deprive  them  of 
an  opportunity  to  operate  at  normal 
levels,  those  industries  will  not  be  ready 
to  answer  the  call  for  full  capacity  pro- 
duction in  an  emergency  period.  Under 
these  circumstances.  Mr.  Speaker,  how 
can  anyone  permit  political  considera- 
tions and  petty  differences  to  block  the 
legislation  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  those  industries? 


The  one  principle  for  determining  our 
course  should  be :  "Is  this  good  for  Amer- 
ica and  in  conformity  with  the  precepts 
which  God  has  established?"  I  have 
six  chUdren  who  are  growing  up  in  this 

glorious  land,  and  I  know  that  every 
father  and  mother  is  as  concerned  as  I 
am  about  what  the  futtu%  holds  for  our 
sons  and  daughters  unle-ss  this  principle 
is  followed.  We  were  elected  to  Con- 
gress to  follow  this  principle;  to  ignore 
It  is  to  violate  the  trust  which  has  been 

placed  in  this  legislative  body. 

In  the  name  of  our  country  and  our 
people.  I  appeal  to  you  to  take  the  neces- 
sary legislative  action  for  the  protection 
of  the  national  welfare  and  security. 
Then  and  only  then  will  all  Members  of 
this  Congress  be  able  to  go  back  home 
with  a  clear  conscience  and  the  conaoling 
thought  that  at  least  a  determined  effort 
was  made  to  right  the  wrongs  that  have 
accumulated  since  the  present  admin- 
istration assumed  the  responsibility  for 
the  management  of  the  affairs  of  our  - 
Nation. 

We  must  never  forget  that  no  nation 
can  be  strong  if  it  is  lacking  in  Christian 
principles,  or  if  its  leadership  fails  to  be 
bound  by  the  teachings  of  the  Master 
of  GaUlee.  Christianity  has  been  identi- 
fied with  our  toils  and  trials  as  a  Na- 
tion; it  has  inspired  us  to  victories;  it 
has  cheered  and  sustained  us  in  the 
hour  of  darkness  and  gloom,  and  stands 
today  as  an  assurance  of  blessings  in 
the  future  if  we  maintain  our  allegiance 
to  its  principles  and  hold  true  to  its 
teachings. 

SECRETARY  BENSON  IS  GOING  NO 
FURTHER  THAN  HE  IS  PUSHED  BY 
CONGRESS 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, it  has  come  to  my  attention  today 
that  in  considering  a  revision  of  the  reg- 
ulations governing  the  ASC  county  and 
community  committees,  necessitated  by 
the  adoption  of  an  amendment  to  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1954  which  prohibits 
the  Secretary  from  Umiting  the  terms  of 
members  of  the  ASC  county  committees. 
Secretary  Benson  is  considering  going 
only  as  far  as  he  has  been  pushed  by 
Congress. 

To  anyone  familiar  with  the  opera- 
tion of  the  agricultural  program,  it  does 
not  require  a  Philadelphia  lawyer  to  in- 
terpret the  intent  of  Congress,  which  in 
effect  has  told  the  Secretary,  "Mr.  Ben- 
son, the  farmers  are  perfectly  capable  of 
running  a  farm  program  and  we  need  no 
outside  interference." 

It  seems  that  the  Secretary  has  taken 
the  p>osition  that  inasmuch  as  the 
amendment  did  not  specifically  prohibit 
him  from  Umiting  the  terms  of  the  com- 
munity committeemen  as  it  mentioned 
only  members  of  the  coiuity  committee, 
that  he  would  retain  in  his  revised  regu- 
lations that  prohibition  against  electing 
experienced  members  of  the  various 
community  committees.         .  - 
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Mf  the  Seeretaiy  does  this. 
I  Buwt  admit  that  I  bave  always 
Cl?«n  lilm  cxvdtt  for  bsinK  mmre  InteUi- 
ttum  tektaf  this  aetton  which  I 
be  Is  conatdfrtng,  he  will  in 
eflieet  be  temnc  Oongreas  that  be  is  not 
Inter— >crt  In  either  the  intent  of  Con- 
sreas  or  the  spirit  of  the  law;  that  he  win 
cooDViy  with  the  letter  of  the  law  and  no 


If  I  were  interested  cmly  in  the  politi- 
eal  imiriieations  resulting  from  such  ac- 
tion. I  would  not  be  caning  this  to  the 
attentfcm  of  the  Seeretary,  because  I  be- 
lieve liCDOv  the  tenqier  of  the  farmers 
who  do  not  ap[»«ciate  some  Government 
boreaaerat  tellins  them  who  they  should 
elect.  However,  I  am  interested  in  the 
best  administration  possible  of  the  farm 
inogram.  and  I  know  that  it  is  a  mistake 
to  disqualify  some  ot  our  best  and  most 
experienced  people  from  participating  in 
the  adminlstratirai  of  this  program. 


EXTENSION  OP  REliiARKB 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remaiics  in  the  Rscoss.  or  to  re- 
vise and  octend  remaiics,  was  granted 
to: 

Mr.  Mkuow  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Cols  of  Missouri  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mrs.  Pbahcis  P.  Bolton  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  VAX  Zunrt. 

Mr.  H<WB  and  to  Include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  BKAms  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
BiAT)  and  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr,  Long.' 

Mr.  QsAMAHAiv  in  four  instances  and  to 
include  extraneoiis  matter. 

Mr.  MuLTKs  two  instances;  and  in 
one  instance  notwithstanding  that  it 
will  exceed  two  pages  of  the  Rkcord  and 
Is  estimated  by  the  Public  Printer  to  cost 
$382.50. 

Mr.  DooD  and  to  Include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  Yatks  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Pucs) 
in  four  instances  and  to  include  ex- 
trancoiis  matter. 

Mi*.  SmmisKi  in  two  Instances  and 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

tdx.  Raowan. 

BCr.  JSuKoicK. 

Mr.  Oakman  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torlaL 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Wisconsin  and  to  in- 
clude additional  matter. 

Mr.  Zablocki  and  to  include  additional 
matter. 

Mr.  Durham. 

Mr.  FiMo  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Dorn 
of  New  York). 

Mr.  Barrett  on  the  Prime  Minister  of 
Itoly. 

Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska. 

Mr.  Crktclla. 

Mr.  Curtis  of  Massachusetts  In  two 
instances,  in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 


SENATE  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLU- 
TION REFERRED 

Bins  and  a  joint  resolution  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  following  titles  were  taken 


from  the  Speaker's  table  and,  imder  the 
rule,  referred  as  follows: 

8. 21S3.  An  set  to  authorize  the  transfer 
of  certain  property  to  the  State  of  Minne- 
sota, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee <m  Interior  and  Insxilar  Affairs. 

8. 3564.  An  act  to  confer  JiirlwUction  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  upon  the  claims  of  Gub- 
bina  ft  Co.,  of  Lima.  Peru,  and  Beynaldo 
Oubblns;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Jadlclary. 

8.2821.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of 
Congress  to  the  States  of  Colorado,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Montana.  Ne- 
braska, North  Dakota.  South  Dakota,  and 
Wyoming  to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  com- 
pact for  the  attainment  of  the  conservation 
and  development  of  the  water  resources  of 
the  Missouri  Basin,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Conunlttce  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

8. 3570.  An  act  to  autborize  the  sale  of  cer- 
tain lands  situated  in  Utah:  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  3730.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  tha  Geo.  D. 
Kmery  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  ttte  Judi- 
ciary. 

8.3813.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
alien  aheepherders;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8.  J.  Res.  173.  Joint  resolution  to  euthor- 
ize  the  President  to  proclaim  the  week  of  No- 
vember 28.  1954,  through  December  4.  1954. 
as  National  Salvation  Army  Week;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


ENROLLED     BILLS     AND     JOINT 
RESOLUTIONS  SIGNED 

Mr.  LxCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  bills  of  the  House  of  the 
following  titles,  which  were  thereupon 
signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  270.  An  act  to  provide  for  tlie  con- 
trol and  extinguishment  of  outctop  and 
underground  fires  in  coal  formatioBis,  and 
for  Other  purposes; 

H.  R.  1514.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clint 
Lewis; 

H.  R.  1797.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance Of  certain  land  to  the  State  t>t  Okla- 
homa for  the  use  and  benefit  of  tae  East- 
em  Oklalioma  Agricultural  and  Mefhanlcal 
CoUege  at  Wilburton,  Okla..  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  1912.  An  act  for  the  relief  Of  Haylk 
(Jirair)  Vartiyan,  Annemarie  Vartiyan,  and 
Susanig  Armenuhl  Vartiyan; 

H.  R.  2009.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale 
of  certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Mlnilcbiic 
Hospital  Association,  of  Nlnllchik.  Alaska, 
for  the  use  as  a  hospital  site  and  related 
purposes; 

H.  R.  2010.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale 
of  certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Alaska 
Evangelization  Society,  of  Levelock,  Alaska. 
for  missionary  pixr poses: 

H.  R.  2012.  An  act  to  authorize  tht  sale  of 
certain  public  lands  in  Alaska  to  tht  Alaska 
Council  of  Boy  Scouts  of  America  for  a  camp 
site  and  other  public  purtx>ses: 

H.  R.  2014.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  public  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Com- 
munity Club  of  Chugiak.  Alaska; 

H.  R.  2015.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  Lloyd  H.  Turner, 
of  Wards  Cove.  Alaska: 

H.  R.  2024.  An  act  for  the  relief  otf  Prank 
L.  Peyton; 

H.  R.  2615.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Julio 
Mercado  Toledo; 

H.  R.  2645.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Donald 
Jatnes  Darmody: 

H.  R.  2791.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther 
E.  Ellicott: 

H.R.2815.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Floyd 
C.  Barber; 
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H.  R.  2881.  An  act  for  the  rtflef  of  Mrs. 
Rosaline  Spagnola; 

H.  R.  3008.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  bther 
Smith; 

H.  R.  3216.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  E.  C. 
MUls; 

H.  R.  3217.  An  act  for  the  rcSlef  of  Mrs. 
Florence  D.  Gilmshaw; 

H.  R.  3273.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edgar 
A.  Belleau.  Sr.; 

H.  R.  3516.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna 
K.  McQuilkin; 

H  R.  3522.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
S.  Rosichan; 

H.  R.  3732.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cather- 
ine (Cathrlna«  D.  Pilgard; 

H.  R.  3854.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  public  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Tum- 
8g;ain  Arm  Community  Club  o£  Anchorage. 
Alaska: 

H.  R  3951.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
G.  Koch; 

H.  R.  4118.  An  act  to  authorize  the  prepa- 
ration of  rolls  of  persons  of  Indian  blood 
whose  ancestors  were  members  of  certain 
tribes  or  bands  in  the  State  of  Oregon,  and 
to  provide  for  per  capita  distribution  of  funds 
arising  from  certain  Judgments  in  favor  of 
such  tribes  or  bands: 

H  R.  4175.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
R.  Logan: 

H.  R.  4329.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hunting- 
ton. McLaren  It  Co.; 

H.R  4474.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred- 
erick Joseph  Buttaccio  and  others; 

H.R.  4531.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lyman 
Chalkley: 

H.R.  4580.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Florida  State  Hospital; 

H.  R.  5028.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Petra 
Ruiz  Martinez  and  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Marcelo 
Maysonet  Mirell; 

H.  R.  5086.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Eldred  Morgan: 

H.  R.  5092.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
Leon  Rohr; 

H.  R.  5093.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  sur- 
vivors of  Melvin  Edward  Williams: 

H.  R.  5460.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chancy 
C.  Newsom  and  the  legal  guardian  of  Susan 
M.  Newsom.  a  minor; 

H.R.  5461.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  Court  ©f  Claims  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  on  the 
claim  of  Wah  Chang  Corp.  against  the  United 
States; 

H.  R.  5489.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rocco 
Forgione; 

H  R  5986  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
E.  Walilberg; 

H.  R.  6332.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James 
Philip  Coyle; 

H  R.  6455.  An  act  to  create  a  National 
Monument  Commission,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: 

H  R  6562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of   Capt. 

C.  R.  MacLean; 

H  R  6566.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Daniel 

D.  Poland; 

H.  R  6814.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  acquisi- 
tion of  non-Federal  land  within  the  existing 
boundaries  of  any  national  ptirlc,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  6959.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Baptist  Mid- 
Missions,  an  Ohio  nonprofit  corporation,  for 
u*6  as  a  church  site. 

H.  R.  7045,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  I>r.  Mar- 
ciano  Gutierrez.  Dr.  Amparo  G.  Joaquin 
Gutierrez,  and  their  children.  Hosenda,  Re- 
becca, and  Raymundo,  and  Mrs.  Brigida  de 
Gutierrez: 

H.  R.  7i!90.  An  act  to  authoriaK  an  appro- 
priation for  the  construction  of  certain  pub- 
lic-school facilities  on  the  Klamath  Indian 
Reservation  at  Chiloquln,  Oreg.J 

H  R.  7413.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
J.  Davis: 

H.  R.  7835.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S.  Sgt. 
Frank  C.  Maxwell; 

H.  R  8020.  An  act  authorizing  the  transfer 
of   certain    property    of    the    Uoited    States 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORI.  —  HOUSE 


15305 


Government  (In  Klamath  Cotmty,  Oreg.)  to 
the  State  of  Oregon; 

H.  R.  8027.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
March  6.  1952  (66  Stat.  16),  to  extend  the 
time  during  which  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior may  enter  into  amendatory  repayment 
contracu  under  the  Federal  reclamation 
laws,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8128.  An  act  to  amend  section  1089  of 
the  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
relating  to  attachment  proceedings; 

H  R.  8183.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elfrlede 
Ida  Geissler; 

H.  R.  8193.  An  act  to  amend  the  Refugee 
Relief  Act  of  1953; 

H  R.  8252.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  city 
of  Fort  Smith,  Ark.; 

H  R.8753.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949.  as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Adminis- 
trator of  General  Services  to  establish  and 
operate  motor  vehicle  pools  and  systems  and 
to  provide  office  furniture  and  furnishings 
when  agencies  are  moved  to  new  locations, 
to  direct  the  Administrator  to  report  the 
unauthorized  use  of  Government  motor  ve- 
hicles, and  to  authorize  the  United  States 
Civil  Service  Commission  to  regulate  oper- 
ators of  Government-owned  motor  vehicles, 
and  for  other  purposes: 

H  R.  8915.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  consolidate  the  police 
court  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the 
municipal  court  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, to  be  known  as  "the  municipal  court 
for  the  District  of  Columbia,'  to  create  'the 
municipal  court  of  appeals  for  the  District 
of   Columbia",   and    for   other   purposes"; 

H  R  9357.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S.  H. 
Prather.  Mrs.  Florence  Prather  Penman,  S. 
H    Prather.  Jr. 

H  R  9757.  An  ad  to  amend  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  and  lor 
other  purposes. 

H  R  9868.  An  act  to  amend  the  Merchant 
Ship  Sales  Act  of  1946  to  provide  for  the 
charter  of  passenger  ships  in  the  domestic 
trade:   and 

H.R  9910.  An  act  to  amend  section  413 
(b)   of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1948. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  hi.s  signa- 
ture to  enrolled  bills  and  joint  resolu- 
tions of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
titles: 

S  45.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Merle 
Cappcller  Weyel; 

S  46.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  E.  S.  Berney: 

S.  361.  An  act  to  jirovlde  for  renewal  of  and 
adjustment  of  comi>ensatlon  under  contracts 
fur  carrying  mall  on  water  routes; 

S  417.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upOn 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  New  Mexico,  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  \i\>on  certain  claims  arising 
as  a  result  of  the  construction  by  the  United 
States  Of  Elephant  Butte  Dam  on  the  Rio 
Grande; 

S.  541.  An  act  to  extend  benefits  under 
the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948  to  certain  classes 
of   persons,  and   for  other   purposes: 

S.  555.  An  act  lor  the  relief  of  Charles  W. 
Ga!l.ieher; 

S  599.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cpl.  Robert 
D     McMillan; 

S.  820.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Carlos  M.  Cochran; 

S  1042.  An  act  to  abolish  the  Commission 
for  the  Enlarging  of  the  Capitol  Grounds; 

S.  1183.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  L. 
de  Montigny: 

S.  1203.     An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  Col. 
Rollins  S.  Emmerich; 
S  2070.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 

of  Glvens  Christian; 

S.  2083.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lawrence 
F.  Kramer; 

S.  2147.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Terrence 
V/aller; 


8.  3158.  An  act  fw  the  relief  of  John 
Knepekldes.  his  wife,  and  his  son,  George; 

8.  2259.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Rev.  Charles 
V.  Rossini; 

8.  2266.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Walter  P. 
Sylvester; 

8.  2308.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Investigation  by  the  Attorney  General  of 
certain  offenses,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8.  2496.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harvey 
Schwartz; 

S.  2553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  V. 
Crlml,  father  of  the  minor  child,  Joseph 
Criml; 

8.  2632.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Epes 
Transportation  Corp.; 

S.  2670.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  termi- 
nation of  Federal  supervision  over  the  prop- 
erty of  certain  tribes,  bands,  and  colonies  of 
Indians  in  the  State  of  Utah  and  the  indi- 
vidual members  thereof,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

S.  2683.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert  Lee 
Williams; 

S.  2801.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Graphic 
Arts  Corporation  of  Ohio; 

S.  2980.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  Southern  District  of  New  York  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  Judgn^ent  upon  a 
claim  of  the  Bunker  Hill  Development  Corp.; 

8.  3017.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
Barron ; 

S.  3064.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Mary  Beaton  Denninger,  deceased; 

S.  3110.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Ports- 
mouth Sand  &  Gravel  Co  ; 

S.  3187.  An  act  to  authorize  the  United 
States  of  America  to  quitclaim  all  Its  right, 
title,  and  interest  in  and  to  certain  lands 
in  Arizona,  except  for  mineral  interests 
therein,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3189.  An  act  providing  for  the  convey- 
ance by  the  United  States  to  the  Monterey 
County  Flood  Control  and  Water  Conserva- 
tion District,  Monterey  County.  Calif.,  of 
certain  lands  in  Camp  Roberts  Military  Res- 
ervation, Calif.,  for  use  as  a  dam  and  reser- 
voir site,  and  for  other  purposes: 

8.  3245.  An  act  to  provide  emergency  credit; " 

S.  3251.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance of  certain  mineral  rights  to  Mrs.  Pearl 
O.  Marr.  of  Crossroads.  N.  Mex.: 

S.  3304.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to 
consider  and  render  Judgment  on  the  claim 
of  the  Cuban-American  Sugar  Co.  against 
the  United  States: 

S.  3329.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Police  and  Firemen's  Salary  Act 
of  1953  to  correct  certain  inequities; 

8.3482.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Unemployment  Compensation  Act. 
and  for  other  ptirposes; 

S.  3494.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Central 
Railroad  Company  of  New  Jersey; 

S  3562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Mc- 
Mahon  Co.,  Inc.; 

S.  3595.  An  act  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  convey  certain  property  located 
in  El  Paso,  Tex.,  and  described  as  part  of  Fort 
Bliss,  to  the  State  of  Texas; 

S.  3627.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act.  as  amended: 

S.  3628.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  815, 
8lEt  Congress,  in  order  to  extend  lor  2  addi- 
tional years  the  program  of  assistance  for 
school  construction  under  title  III  of  that 
act: 

8.  3629.  An  act  to  postpone  the  effective 
date  of  the  3  percent  "absorption  '  require- 
ments in  Public  Law  874,  81st  Congress,  for  1 
year; 

S.  3712.  An  act  to  authorize  the  com- 
mander. Air  University,  to  confer  appropri- 
ate degrees  upon  persons  wiio  meet  all  re- 
quirements for  those  degrees  in  the  resident 
college  of  the  United  States  Air  Force  Insti- 
tu;e  of  Techuolcg>; 


8. 3744.  An  act  to  change  the  name  of 
Oavins  Point  Reservoir  back  of  Oavlns  Point 
Dam  to  Lewis  and  Clark  Lake; 

S.  3750.  An  act  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  or  his  designee  to  convey  cer- 
tain property  located  In  proximity  to  San 
Antonio,  Bexar  County,  Tex.,  to  the  State  of 
Texas;  ^ 

S.  3822.  An  act  to  authorize  the  conveyance 
to  the  State  of  Texas  of  approximately  9  acres 
of  land  In  Houston,  Tex.,  to  be  used  for  Na- 
tional Guard  purposes; 

S.  J.  Res.  147.  Joint  resolution  to  establish 
the  Woodrow  Wilson  Centennial  Celebration 
Commission,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  170.  Joint  resolution  to  approve 
the  conveyance  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority of  certain  public-use  terminal  prop- 
erties now  owned  by  the  United  States. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  accordingly 
(at  6  o'clock  and  2  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  August 
20,  1954,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE   COMMUNICATIONS. 
ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1842.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
part  I  of  the  General  Accounting  Office  report 
on  the  audit  of  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1953. 
pursuant  to  the  Government  Corporation 
Control  Act  (31  U.  S.  C.  841)  (H.  Doc.  No. 
494);  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1843.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  report  certify- 
ing that  an  adequate  soil  survey  and  land 
classltlication  has  been  made  of  the  lands  to 
be  served  by  the  Crescent  Lake  Dam  project, 
pursuant  to  Public  Law  172,  83d  Congress; 
to   the   Committee   on   Appropriations. 

1844.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  report  cover- 
ing the  claims  paid  during  the  6  months' 
period  ending  June  30,  1954,  on  account  of 
the  correction  of  military  records  of  Coast 
Guard  personnel,  pursuant  to  section  207  (e) 
of  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946^ 
as  amended  by  Public  Law  220,  82d  Congress 
(5  D.  S.  C.  2'75  (e));  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

1845.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Federal 
Power  Commission,  transmitting  recently 
issued  publications  entitled  as  follows: 
"Typical  Residential  Electric  Bills.  1954." 
"Hydroelectric  Power  Resources  of  the  United 
States.  Developed  and  Undeveloped,  1953." 
"Estimated  Future  Power  Requirements  of 
the  United  States  by  Regions,  1953-1975";   to 

the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

1846.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, transmitting  the  quarterly  report  of 
the  Maritime  Administration  of  this  Depart- 
ment on  the  activities  and  transactions  of 
the  Administration  under  the  Merchant  Ship 
Sales  Act  of  1946,  from  April  1,  1954,  through 

June  30,  1954,  pursuant  to  section  13  of 
the  Merchant  Ship  Sales  Act  of  1946:  to 
the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 


REPORTS      OP      COMMITTEES      ON 
PUBLIC  Bn.IS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk* 
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for  ininting  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  TABBR:  Committee  of  Conference. 
B.  R.  10061.  A  bill  tnafcing  appropriations 
for  Mutual  Security  tor  the  fiscal  year  end« 
Ing  June  80.  1955.  and  for  other  pmposes 
(Rept.  Mo.  2671) .    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  AUUEN  of  California:  Conunlttee  on 
Merchant  BCarlne  and  Fisheries.  Beport 
pursuant  to  House  Resolution  197  pertaining 
to  maintraance  and  development  of  the  mer- 
chant marine;  without  amendment  (Bept. 
Mo.  3073).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the-  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  of  Conference. 
S.  3706.  An  act  to  amend  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act  of  1950  to  provide 
for  the  determination  of  the  identity  of 
certain  Communist-infiltrated  organiza- 
tions.- and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No. 
3673).    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  SCHENCK:  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration. Senate  Concxirrent  Reso- 
lution 104.  Concurrent  resolution  to  print 
additional  copies  of  part  4  of  the  hearings 
held  befcve  a  subcommittee  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  relative 
to  stockpile  and  accessibility  of  strategic 
and  critical  materials  to  the  United  States 
in  time  of  war;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  3674).     Ordered  to  be  printed. 

M^.  ORAHAM:  Committee  of  conference. 
H.  R.  9580.  A  bill  to  revise  and  extend  the 
laws  relating  to  e^lonage  and  sabotage,  and 
for  other  purposes  (Bept.  No.  3675).  Or- 
dered to  be  printed. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  4  of  rule  xxn,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduce'd  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  ELLIOTT: 
H.  R.  10269.  A  bUl  to  amend  and  svipple- 
ment   the   Federal-Aid   Road   Act   approved 
July  11.  1916  (39  Stat.  355).  as  amended  and 


supplemented,  to  authorize  appropriations 
for  continuing  the  construction  of  highways. 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  JONES  of  Alabama: 

H.  R.  10270.  A  bin  to  amend  and  supple- 
ment the  Federal-Aid  Road  Act  aptproved 
July  11.  1914  (39  Stat.  355).  as  amended  and 
supplemented,  to  authorize  appropriations 
for  continuing  the  construction  of  highways. 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  VaN  ZANDT: 

H.  R.  1C271.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1  (8) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  so  as  to 
permit  common  carriers  by  railroad  to  trans- 
port article!!  or  commodities  manufactured, 
mined,  or  produced  by  them,  or  in  which 
they  have  aa  interest,  when  such  articles  or 
commodities  are  manufactured,  mined,  or 
produced  for  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  for  defense  purposes;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Comnjerce. 
By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Massachusetts: 

H.  R.  10272.  A  bUl  to  make  certain  changes 
in  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.   GAMBLE:  I 

H.  R.  10273.  A  bill  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  purchase  the 
former  home  of  John  Jay  for  use  as  a  na- 
tional shrine;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  JONES  of  Alabama: 

H.  R.  10274.  A  bill  to  provide  for  Federal 
cooperation    in    non-Federal    water-facility 
projects,  and  other  purposes;   to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture.  1 
By  Mr.  BOGGS:  1 

H.  R.  10273.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  Im- 
provement of  the  waterway  between  Bara- 
tarla  Bay,  Li.,  and  the  Gulf  of  Mexico;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Massachusetts: 

H.  R.  10276.  A  bin  to  prescribe  a  oode  of 
procedure  for  the  conduct  of  congressional 
investigations;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXjl,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BROWNSON:  I 

H.  R.  10277.  A  bill  for  the  rellief  of  John 
Daniel  Popa;  to  the  ComnUttte  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HILLINGS: 

H.  R.  10278.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Froylan 
Lira-Gonzalez;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HOLTZMAN  (by  re^iuest) : 

H.  R.  10279.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  and 
Mrs.  Vartzar  Avedlan;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  10280.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Alex- 
ander Bevllacqiia;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  10281.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Koung-Shln  Lee;  to  the  Coounittee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JAVITS: 

H.  R.  10282.  A  bin  for  the  reUef  of  Fuh  Yu 
Yang  (John  F.  Y.  Yang);  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  10283.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Ming  Yu 
Chen;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  KING  of  California: 

H.  R.  10284.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Roger 
Eugene  Calllaud;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LAIRD: 

H.  R.  10285.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Chrlstel 
Margaret  Meyer  (nee  Klein);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
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PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXU, 

1145.  Mr.  BUSH  presented  a  pertltlon  of  a 
church  group  In  attendance  at  the  Charles- 
ton Baptist  Church,  R.  D.,  Wellsboro.  Pa.. 
favoring  early  passage  of  the  Bryson  bill. 
which  was  referred  to  the  Corsmlttee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 


EXTENSIONS    OF    REMARKS 


Tariff 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  JOHN  V.  BEAMER 

or  INDIANA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday,  August  19, 1954 

Mr.  BEAMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  previ- 
ous occasions,  I  have  expressed  myself 
in  behalf  of  certain  industries  and  their 
thousands  of  employees  who  live  and 
work  in  the  Fifth  Indiana  District.  My 
remarks  in  each  such  instance  could  ap- 
ply to  many  other  industries  in  Indiana 
or  in  any  community  in  the  United 
States. 

In  behalf  of  the  bicycle  industry,  I 
have  appeared  before  the  United  States 
Tariff  Commission.  More  recently  I 
submitted  H.  R.  9682  in  behalf  of  the 
plass  industry.  These  two  industries  are 
used  merely  as  illustrations  of  principles 
that  underlie  the  future  well-being  of 
many  industries  in  many  localities. 

Illustrations  of  the  adverse  effects  of 
competition  of  foreign  imports  could  be 
given  in  statistical  order.  The  difficult 
and  nearly  impossible  task  of  meeting 
the  competition  of  foreign  products, 
raade  with  cheap  labor,  and  perhaps  even 


with  "slave"  labor,  is  best  known  to  the 
United  States  manufacturers  and  to 
American  workers.  However,  in  the  hope 
that  a  general  outline  of  the  tariff  sit- 
uation will  afford  an  understanding  of 
many  of  the  present-day  problems,  some 
observations  are  offered. 

I  war\t  the  record  to  be  clear :  I  firmly 
believe  in  the  principle  of  the  protective 
tariff,  and  I  shall  continue  to  work  for 
the  protection  of  American  industries 
and  the  American  laboring  man.  My 
later  remarks  will  explain  why  Oiis  is 
necessary. 

All  of  you  probably  have  heard  the  ex- 
pression tliat  "the  tariff  is  a  local  issue. ' 
This  thought  was  first  advanced  by  the 
Democrats  in  the  last  century.  They 
recognized  that  the  Republican  protec- 
tive tariff  policy  was  popular  with  the 
people  and  sought  to  minimize  the  sig- 
nificance of  our  policy.  It  is  true  that  a 
single  tariff  cut  can  have  serious  effects 
on  dozens  or  hundreds  of  businesses  in 
many  localities  throughout  the  country. 
In  this  sense,  the  tariff  may  be  thought 
of  a?  "local."  But,  even  in  this  sen.se. 
it  is  not  a  local  issue;  it  is  thousands  of 
local  issues. 

What  the  Democrats  overlooked  when 
they  called  the  tariff  a  local  issue  is  that 
the  Constitution  vests  complete  control 
over  the  subject  in  the  FcJcral  Govoni- 


ment.  The  States  are  forbidden  to  im- 
pose duties  on  imports  or  otherwise  to 
interfere  in  the  regulation  of  foreign 
commerce.  The  Founding  Fathers  who 
wrote  the  Constitution  wisely  vested 
these  matters  exclusively  in  the  Federal 
Government  to  insure  that  they  would 
be  administered  in  the  national  interest. 
Many  of  these  same  Founding  Fathers 
were  Members  of  the  first  Congress  that 
convened  under  the  Constitution  in  1789. 
The  second  law  they  passed  was  a  tariff 
act,  which  provided  in  section  1: 

Whereas  it  Is  necessary  for  the  support  of 
the  Govcrnmc'.t,  for  the  discharge  of  the 
debts  of  the  Uiiitcd  States,  and  for  the  en- 
couracrement  and  protection  of  manufac- 
lurea.  that  duties  be  laid.  etc.  (1  3i3t.  24). 

This  act  was  signed  by  George  Wash- 
ington on  July  4,  1789-.  and  was  a  fitting 
celebration  of  the  13th  anniviersary  of 
our  independence. 

The  only  law  which  was  gi\-pn  prece- 
dence over  the  tariff  was  the  oaths  of 
cffice  act— approved  June  1,  1789:  1 
Stat.,  p.  23 — which  was  necessary 
to  ^'C't  the  Government  organited.  The 
second  law  was  to  provide  the  where- 
withal to  run  the  Government  and  to 
protect  our  industries.  Tmly  the 
Founding  Fathers  put  first  things  first. 

for  the  better  part  of  a  century,  the 
taiin  provided  the  bulk  o<"  our  Govern- 


ment's revenue,  but  later  excises  and  in- 
come taxes  have  been  the  principal 
sources  of  revenue.  For  many  years  now 
the  tariff  has  jrielded  about  one-half 
billion  dollars  ahnually.  as  compared  to 
annual  Federal  budgets  upward  of  fifty 
billion  dollars.  In  other  words,  the 
tariff  now  supplies  only  1  percent,  or  less, 
of  Federal  revenues. 

I  do  not  see  how  the  tariff  could  ever 
again  be  our  chief  source  of  revenue. 
Indeed,  I  doubt  it  will  ever  again  be  even 
a  large  source  of  revenue,  unless  we 
should  put  duties  on  such  things  as 
coffee,  iron  ore,  crude  rubber,  tea,  cocoa. 
and  newsprint  paF>er — things  which  we 
must  import  in  large  quantities.  It  is 
far  from  clear  that  it  would  be  in  our 
national  interest  to  tax  these  imports. 
Accordingly.  I  am  convinced  that  the 
principal  field  in  which  the  tariff  is  im- 
portant today  and  for  the  future  is  the 
movement  of  trade.  That  is  to  say,  with 
revenue  no  longer  a  major  factor  in  tariff 
thinking,  the  main  question  is  the  degree 
to  which  we  should  use  the  tariff  to  pro- 
tect our  domestic  manufacturers,  there- 
by affecting  the  volume  of  our  imports 
and.  indirectly,  also  our  exports. 

Apart  from  the  question  of  denying 
strategic  goods  to  hostile  nations,  all  will 
aqree  that  exports  are  good  business. 
Exports  mean  jobs  and  profits  for  the 
companies  that  can  export.  And,  un- 
less we  are  to  continue  the  giveaway  pro- 
prams  of  the  last  generation  on  a  large 
scale  and  for  the  indefinite  future,  our 
exports  will  have  to  be  paid  for  by  im- 
ports. It  is  hoped  that  we  can  taper 
off  these  giveaway  programs  in  the  near 
future  and,  thus,  relieve  the  taxpayers 
of  this  burden  and  restore  trade  to  a 
strictly  business  basis. 

Accordingly,  we  should  survey  the  tar- 
iff problem  from  the  long-range  point  of 
view.  If  we  decide  to  protect  our  do- 
mestic producers  by  raising  the  tariff  on 
cheap  competing  imports,  we  should  do 
it  with  our  eyes  oi>en  to  the  realization 
that  curtailment  of  imports  is  twund  to 
curtail  exports.  Action  that  saves  jobs 
for  one  domestic  industry  might  mean 
loss  of  jobs  in  other  industries  that  pro- 
duce for  export. 

Of  course,  we  do  not  always  take  action 
in  this  field  on  the  basis  of  what  is  best 
for  business.  Frequently  the  largest 
strategic  consider.itions  are  the  deter- 
mining factor.  I  should  like  to  tell  you 
the  facts  leading  up  to  the  rupture  of 
trade  relations  with  Czechoslovakia  3 
years  ago,  an  incident  with  which  I  was 
closely  connected. 

In  1947  our  Government  negotiated  a 
trade  agreement  with  Czechoslovakia 
promising  them  "most-favored-nation" 
treatment  and  slashing  the  tariffs  on  the 
goods  they  expor:  to  us.  Before  this 
agreement  took  effect,  the  Communists 
took  over  the  Czech  Government. 
Shortly  after  the  coup,  President  Tru- 
man put  the  trade  agreement  into  effect, 
although  many  of  us  thought  it  was  both 
foolish  and  foolhardy  to  do  so. 

The  Communists  promptly  started 
juggling  the  Czech  trade  to  build  up 
Russia's  military  might.  The  heavy  in- 
dustry was  turned  eastward  to  strength- 
en   the    Red    army.      The    consumer- 


goods  industries  were  directed  to  the 
West,  especially  to  the  United  States. 
The  dollars  derived  from  the  sale  of 
Czech  glassware,  carpets,  textiles,  shoes, 
et  cetera,  et  cetera,  in  the  United  SUtes 
were  used  for  military  supplies  for 
Russia  and  the  world-wide  Red  spy  sys- 
tem. All  this  time,  Russia  was  growing 
more  and  more  hostile  to  us,  instituting 
the  Berlin  blockade,  helping  defeat  Na- 
tionalist China,  and  starting  countless 
other  aggressions  that  hurt  us,  either 
directly  or  indirectly. 

And  through  the  trade  in  Czech  goods, 
aided  by  tariff  cuts  under  the  trade 
agreement,  the  American  people  were 
actually,  though  unknowingly,  helping 
to  finance  the  Red  aggression.  Many 
of  us  in  Congress  were  appalled  at  the 
situation  and  put  an  amendment  in  the 
Trade  Agreement  Extension  Act  of  1951 
to  withdraw  the  trade -agreement  con- 
cessions from  all  Communist  countries, 
including  Czechoslovakia  "as  soon  as 
practicable." 

The  Truman  administration  an- 
nounced a  few  weeks  later  that  it  was 
carrying  out  the  mandate  of  Congress 
for  a  long  list  of  Communist  countries. 
However,  examination  of  the  list  showed 
that  Czechoslovakia  was  not  included, 
presumably  because  the  administration 
had  previously  entered  into  the  trade 
agreement  referred  to  above.  Bear  in 
mind,  please,  that  in  the  meantime,  the 
Czechs  had  jailed  and  convicted  our 
former  neighbor,  William  Oatis,  on 
trumped-up  spy  charges.  Time  and 
again  I  tried  without  success  to  get  a 
statement  from  Mr.  Acheson's  State  De- 
partment as  to  their  intentions.  The 
vagueness  of  the  replies  convinced  me 
that  they  planned  to  stall  along  indefi- 
nitely on  the  ground  that  it  wasn't  prac- 
ticable to  take  action. 

This  outrageous  stalling  was  roundly 
denounced  in  Congress.  I  pressed  for 
a  resolution  demanding  rupture  of  all 
relations  with  Czechoslovakia  and  got 
excellent  support  from  many  other  Re- 
publicans— and  also  from  some  Demo- 
crats. Finally,  we  di-ove  the  State  De- 
partment out  of  its  shell  and  into  action. 
Since  November  1951.  the  trade  agree- 
ment t>etween  the  United  States  and 
Czechoslovakia  has  not  been  enforced. 
And,  finally,  Oatis  was  released  from 
prison. 

Of  course,  the  sanctions  thus  imjwsed 
on  trade  with  Czechoslovakia  helped 
many  American  businesses  to  keep  going, 
but  the  point  is  that  the  larger  strategic 
factors,  rather  than  the  business  factors, 
were  the  main  force  that  guided  our 
F>olicy. 

Twenty  years  ago  a  New  Deal  Con- 
gress delegated  to  the  President  the 
power  to  regulate  trade  by  means  of 
trade  agreements  with  other  countries. 
This  was  a  "temporary" — 3-year — meas- 
ure intended  to  help  overcome  the  de- 
pression. The  depression  ended  with 
World  War  II,  but  the  trade-agreement 
program  is  still  with  us,  having  been  ex- 
tended from  time  to  time  by  Congress. 
The  Congress  has  not  yet  made  up  its 
mind  whether  to  grant  the  President  ad- 
ditional tariff-cutting  power  or  to  make 
the  program  more  or  less  permanent. 
President  Eisenhower  has  asked  for  new 


and  more  permanent  power  and  Con« 
gress  will  decide  the  question  next  year. 

It  is  apparent  we  must  be  very  cau- 
tious in  granting  further  power  to  the 
Executive  to  reduce  our  tariffs,  I  feel 
that  the  President's  advisers  have  not 
fully  informed  him  of  all  of  the  relevant 
facts  concerning  the  problem. 

For  example,  for  many  years  the  State 
Department  has  been  the  sparkplug  of 
the  tariff-cutting  program.  The  De- 
partment has  chairmaned  and  domi- 
nated the  Trade  Agreements  Committee, 
which  actually  makes  the  decisions,  sub- 
ject only  to  a  Presidential  veto.  That 
Department  also  controls  the  negotia- 
tions with  other  countries,  and  what  is' 
the  principal  theme  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment on  the  issue?  It  is  that  the  Con- 
gress should  continue  to  delegate  more 
and  more  power  to  the  Executive  be- 
cause this  is  the  only  practical  way  of 
reducing  our  excessively  high  tariff. 
This  was  the  theme  in  1934  when  the 
program  started,  and  this  is  the  theme  in 
1954. 

What  are  the  facts?  In  1933.  the  year 
before  Congress  passed  the  Trade  Agree- 
ments Act.  our  average  tariff  on  dutiable 
imports  was  53.6  percent:  the  average 
rate  on  all  imports — both  free  and  duti- 
able— was  19.8  percent.  I  have  no  wish 
to  quarrel  with  the  State  Department's 
arcuments  that  these  rates  were  rather 
high. 

What  is  the  situation  now  after  20^ 
years  of  tariff  slashing?  In  1953  our 
average  tariff  on  dutiable  Imports  was 
12.8  percent  and  the  average  on  all  im- 
ports— both  free  and  dutiable — was  5.3 
percent.  In  other  words,  our  tariff  has 
been  reduced  by  75  percent,  so  that  it  is 
now  only  one -fourth  as  high  as  when 
the  program  began.  Consider  also  that 
these  figures  are  based  on  the  values  of 
the  goods  in  the  country  of  origin,  so 
that  they  ignore  trans]3ortation  and 
other  costs  of  getting  the  goods  to  our 
markets.  If  the  figures  were  computed 
on  values  comparable  to  those  prevailing 
in  the  United  States,  they  would  show 
our  tariff  to  be  even  lower,  and  still  the 
sEKJkesmen  of  the  State  Department 
would  have  you  believe  that  our  tariff 
is  excessively  high  and  that  Congress 
should  approve  still  more  big  slashes 
in  it. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  our  tariff  is  lower 
than  that  of  most  foreign  countries ;  and 
of  the  few  countries  whose  rates  average 
less  than  ours,  most  of  them  employ 
other  devices  to  restrict  imports,  such  as 
exchange  controls,  quotas,  and  licenses — 
devices  which  have  been  used  only  in 
a  few  instances  by  the  United  States. 
The  net  result  is  that  the  United  States 
is  now  just  about  the  freest  trade  nation 
in  the  world.  It  is  hoped  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  and  other  high-level  offi- 
cers of  our  country  will  recognize  these 
basic  factors  in  the  near  future  in  order 
that  when  we  legislate  next  year  we  can 
do  so  on  a  sane  basis  and  without  the 
diverting  and  deceptive  ballyhoo  of  for- 
mer years. 

Coming  now  to  the  meat  of  the  coco- 
nut, we  should  favor  continuance  of  tar- 
iff protection  because  this  policy  will  help 
to  continue  our  diversified  economy,  and 
wUl  iJermit  continued  operation  of  the 
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many  small  businesses  scattered  across 
the  land.  Also,  we  must  recognise  the 
claims  of  the  mass-production  industries, 
which  enjoy  large  exixirt  markets,  that 
the  poUcy  of  high-tariff  protection  ham- 
pers their  logical  devdopment.  These 
companies  are  large  employers  of  labor 
and  pay  good  wages.  We  do  not  want  to 
hurt  than  and  all  reasonable  steps  should 
be  taken  to  foster  their  exports.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  dare  not  endorse  a  policy 
of  free  trade  which  will  hurt  our  smaller 
industries  that  employ  even  greater  niun- 
bers  of  people. 

Since  the  Government  in  the  past  has 
fostered  high -wage  policies  for  our  do- 
mestic industries,  the  Government  should 
not  let  them  be  driven  out  of  business 
by  the  low-wage  imports  from  abroad. 
The  maintenance  of  a  large  diversifica- 
tion of  small  indxistries  will  be  a  good 
hedge  against  depressions.  We  cannot 
afford  to  put  all  our  eggs  in  the  mass- 
production  basket. 

Let  it  be  clear  that  an  isolationist  tar- 
iff is  not  favored.  We  dare  not  exclude 
all  competitive  imports.  In  many  cases 
imports  of  competitive  goods  have  en- 
riched our  standards  of  living,  not  only 
by  bringing  us  products  we  might  other- 
wise have  lacked,  but  also  by  forcing  do- 
mestic producers  to  adopt  more  efficient 
and  economical  methods  which  ulti- 
mately have  iniu-ed  to  the  general  good. 
It  is  hoped  we  can  continue  to  import 
a  large  variety  of  competitive  goods. 

However,  there  oomes  a  point  at  which 
our  domestic  producers  cannot  offset  the 
price  advantage  of  imports  by  further 
economies.  In  the  face  of  rigid  wage 
structures,  the  producer  whose  costs  are 
higher  than  the  price  of  imports  has  no 
option  but  to  shut  down.  Some  com- 
munities may  be  able  to  absorb  Individ- 
ual shut-downs  if  these  are  few  and  far 
between.  However.  If  the  closings  dis- 
employ  a  large  part  of  the  labor  force  It 
is  time  for  Government  intervention. 
When  the  facts  are  plain  that  imports 
are  certain  to  force  the  closing  of  an  in- 
dustry, then  it  Is  time  for  action. 

It  does  not  seem  that  our  established 
procedures  provide  reasonable  relief  to 
industries  that  are  threatened  by  im- 
ports. Congress  has  authorized  the  Ex- 
ecutive to  raise  duties,  and  even  to  put 
quotas  on  imports,  when  a  domestic  in- 
dustry is  threatened.  Congress  also  has 
directed  the  Tariff  Commission  to  make 
investigations  and  publish  reports  In  or- 
der to  bring  the  true  facts  into  the  open. 
Since  the  principal  influence  on  tariff 
poUcy  in  the  executive  branch  has  been 
the  free-trade  philosophy  of  the  State 
Department,  these  procedures  have  not 
worked  well.  There  still  is  opportunity 
for  the  President  and  the  Congress  to 
bring  about  some  improvements,  and  to 
be  more  S3mipathetic  to  the  plight  of 
American  producers  than  it  has  been  for 
20  years. 

Finally,  It  should  be  observed  that, 
largely  by  means  of  obfuscatlon,  the 
Democrats  have  deceived  the  American 
people  about  the  need  for  more  and  more 
tariff  slashes.  They  have  used  the  tariff- 
Juggling  power  for  partisan  political  ad- 
vantage. They  pursued  the  inconsistent 
policies  of  tariff  reductions  and  rigid. 


August  19 


high  agricultural  price  supports.  While 
deploring  Government  interference  in 
trade  by  the  protective  tariff,  they  have 
used  the  power  of  Government  to  inter- 
fere in  trade  by  subsidizing  experts  of 
wheat  and  cotton. 

Another  illustration  of  partisan  chi- 
canery is  concerned  with  the  escape 
clause  under  which  we  reserve  the  right 
to  raise  the  tariff  to  prevent  injury  to 
American  Industries. 

The  escape  clause  first  was  written 
Into  the  Mexican  trade  agreement  which 
took  effect  in  1943.  Many  American  in- 
dustries applied  for  relief  but  got  only  a 
brushoff.  They  even  were  unable  to 
learn  why  their  cases  had  been  dis- 
missed. In  1950  relief  was  granted  to 
the  hat  industry.  This  was  the  first  time 
we  actually  used  the  escape  clause.  How 
did  this  case  differ  from  the  others  that 
were  dfsmissed  without  reason?  The 
principal  difference  is  that  the  hat  case 
came  up  when  two  New  Deal  Senators 
were  campaigning  for  election  in  Con- 
necticut, the  center  of  the  hat  industry, 
and  the  Democratic  administration 
thought  that  a  tariff  increase  would  help 
them. 

Consider  the  timetable  and  remember 
that  the  election  was  scheduled  for 
November.  The  Tariff  Commission  held 
Its  hearing  on  May  9.  1950,  at  which 
time  the  Democratic  Senators  asked  for 
a  tariff  increase  to  help  the  industry. 
The  Commission  reported  to  the  Presi- 
dent on  September  25,  recommending 
the  increase.  Although  the  trade  agree- 
ment called  for  prior  consultation  with 
the  foreign  governments  concerned  be- 
fore an  increase  in  the  tariff,  the  State 
Department  did  not  even  give  advance 
notice  to  these  governments,  instead, 
it  sat  on  the  case  for  more  than  3  weeks 
and  then,  on  October  19,  1950,  nt  the 
height  of  the  Connecticut  campaign,  it 
announced  that  the  tariff  would  be  in- 
creased. They  even  violated  the  obliga- 
tion of  consultation  to  obtain  partisan 
political  advantage.  And  the  strategy 
worked;  the  two  New  Deal  Senators  were 
elected. 

Naturally,  we  do  not  begrudge  tariff 
protection  to  the  hat  industry.  How- 
ever, protection  should  not  arbitrarily 
be  denied  to  other  industries  ar»d  the 
tariff  power  should  not  be  misused  for 
partisan  advantage. 

Recently,  we  have  observed  a  group  of 
Democratic  Senators  demanding  in- 
creased tariff-slashing  power  at  the  same 
time  they  are  demanding  continuance 
of  rigid  price  supports  at  90  percent  of 
parity.  These  policies  are  diametrically 
opposed;  the  function  of  tariff  cut*  is  to 
reduce  prices,  the  function  of  such  price 
supports  is  to  raise  them.  And  when  this 
conflict  was  noted  in  the  Senate  debate, 
what  was  the  Democrats'  answer?  It 
was.  in  effect:  "n  we  did  not  have  such 
a  high  tariff  on  imports,  we  would  not 
need  such  high  supports  for  agriculture." 
Indeed,  a  tariff  averaging  little  over  5 
percent  being  used  as  an  excuse  for  price 
supports  at  90  percent. 

Can  there  be  any  more  challenging 
evidence  of  the  Democrats'  unfitness  to 
govern? 


Amendments  to  H.  R.  9965 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  USHER  L.  BURDICK 

OF  NORTH  DAKOTA 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday.  August  19,  1954 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  while  I 
am  in  favor  of  H.  R.  9985,  introduced  by 
Mrs.  St.  George,  July  21,  1954.  I  thinlc 
the  following  amendments,  in  principle 
should  be  added  to  the  bill.  While  it  is 
late  in  the  session  for  any  action  on  new 
bills  or  amendments,  I  submit  these 
amendments  for  the  Record.  Members 
will  thus  have  an  opportunity  to  study 
these  amendments  fully  before  any  ac- 
tion is  taken  on  the  original  bill 

The  amendments  follow: 
Proposed  Amendments  to  H.  R.  9985.  a  Btxa. 

To  Amend  the  Trading  With  the  Enemt 

Act 

Sec.  48  (a)  All  claims  for  loss  or  disposses- 
sion or  destruction  of  or  damage  to  property 
owned  by  citizens  or  nationals  of  the  United 
St.'^tes.  or  their  legal  predecessors  In  title, 
which  was  located  or  situated  wltttln  the  geo- 
graphical boundaries  of  Germany  as  they 
existed  as  of  December  7,  1941.  or  which  was 
within  an  area  under  the  control  of  Ger- 
many as  of  December  7.  1941,  shell  be  fully 
paid  and  compensated  for  by  Germany  on 
a  replacement  cost  basis  as  of  the  date  of  the 
award  or  Judgment,  provided  such  property 
damage  claims  arose  as  a  consequence  of 
confiscation,  dispossession,  larceny,  or  duress 
('-Ith  or  without  violence)  by  the  forces  or 
authorities  of  Germany  or  Its  allies  or  by 
their  individual  members  or  by  Individual 
nationals  of  Germany  or  Its  alllGB  (whether 
or  not  pursuant  to  orders). 

(b)  Tlie  term  "citizens  or  nationals  of  the 
United  States"  shall  Include  any  natural  and 
legal  person  or  organization.  Arm.  trust,  asso- 
ciation, or  corporation. 

(c)  Any  doubt  as  to  the  right  of  a  United 
States  citizen  or  national  to  compensation 
for  property  so  lost,  confiscated,  dispofsessed. 
destroyed  or  damaged  shall  be  resolved  in 
favor  of  the  claimant  if  such  cUlmant  can 
establish  possession  or  legal  or  equitable 
title  thereto  at  any  date  on  or  after  th« 
1st  day  of  January  of  the  year  1983. 

Sec.  49.  The  Foreign  Claims  Settlement 
Commission,  as  established  by  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  No  1  of  1954.  which  w»s  prepared 
and  transmitted  by  the  President  to  the 
Congress  on  April  29,  1954.  and  Which  plan 
becomes  effective  according  to  lt|  terms  on 
July  1,  1954.  shall  have  Jurisdiction  to  re- 
ceive, examine,  adjudicate,  and  render 
awards  and  decisions  with  respect  to  all  of 
the  foregoing  claims  mentioned  In  section 
48  of  this  act.  In  passing  upon  the  valid- 
ity of  such  claims  as  are  defined  in  section 
48  of  this  act.  the  Commission  ehall  exer- 
cise all  the  functions  conferred  upon  it  by 
virtue  of  said  Renegotiation  Plan  No  1  of 
1954. 

Sec.  50.  Persons  desiring  to  claim  pursuant 
to  section  48  shall  file  notice  of  claim  with 
the  Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Oommisslon 
within  1  year  from  the  enactment  of  this 
section  in  such  form  and  manner  as  may  be 
determined  by  regulations  to  be  promulgated 
and  published  by  such  Commlsaion:  Pro- 
vided, houercr.  That  if,  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  section,  a  clalmantl  has  filed 
with  the  International  Claims  Commission 
or  with  the  War  Claims  Commisslpn  or  with 
the  Department  of  State  of  the  United  States 
a  claim  for  loss  or  destruction  of  or  damage 
to  property,  as  specified  in  section  48  of  this 
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•ct,  no  additional  claim  need  be  fUed  unless 
a  claimant  should  desire  to  supplement  or 
amend  such  claim  as  previously  fUed. 

Sec.  51.  Preference  in  the  processing  of 
claims  shall  be  given  by  the  Foreign  Claims 
Settlement  Commission  to  natural  persons 
as  claimants  (1)  who  are  over  60  years  of 
age  or  (2)  who  have  not  been  able  to  take 
full  advantage  of  section  127  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  In  deducting  war  looses  from 
their  Federal  Income  taxes. 

Sec.  52.  All  claimants  whose  claims  are  not 
processed,  adjudicated,  and  paid  within  1 
year  after  the  cla;m  shall  have  been  filed  as 
specified  In  section  50  of  this  act,  or  within 
1  year  after  the  iMssage  of  this  act,  which- 
ever is  the  later,  or  any  claimant  who  Is  ag- 
grieved with  any  decision  of  the  Foreign 
Claims  Settlement  Commission  in  the  adju- 
dication of  his  cliilm  or  In  the  denial  of  his 
claim,  may  institute  a  suit  In  equity  In  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  (to  which  suit  the  For- 
eign Claims  Settlement  Commission  shall 
l>e  made  a  party  defendant)  to  establish  the 
loss  or  damage  sustained  by  the  claimant 
through  loss  or  destruction  of  or  damage  to 
his  property,  as  B]:«clfled  in  section  48  of  this 
act.  and  If  so  est&bllsbed  the  court  shall  or- 
der the  payment  of  such  damages  to  the 
claimant  In  the  judgment  to  be  entered  by  It 
In  such  action. 

Sec  53.  All  moneys  required  for  the  pay- 
ment and  processing  of  said  claims  shall  be 
provided  from  the  following  soiu'ces: 

( 1 )  Moneys  received  or  to  be  received  by 
the  United  States  of  America  from  the  Fed- 
eral Republic  of  Crermany  under  the  so- 
called  London  af;reements  of  February  27. 
1953,  providing  for  payment  by  Germany  of: 

(a)  the  sum  of  $1  billion  in  fixed  install- 
ments for  postwar  economic  assistance  from 
the  United  States  and  (b)  the  sum  of  $203 
million  payable  :n  50  semiannual  Install- 
ments beginning  July  1.  1958.  such  payments 
being  for  surplus  property  furnished  by  the 
United  States. 

(2)  Out  of  prior  appropriations  made  to 
the  Foreign  Op>eratlons  Administration  or  its 
predecessors  not  actually  expended  or  obli- 
gated by  such  administration  at  the  date  of 
passage  of  this  ac'.  such  allocation,  however, 
not  to  exceed  the  sum  of  $1  billion. 

In  the  event  that  the  sums  hereinabove 
mentioned  to  be  provided  for  payment  of 
such  claims  are  Insufficient  for  such  purjxjse, 
then  In  such  event  any  additional  amounts 
of  money  necessary  to  pay  the  awards  or 
Judgments  granted  claimants  are  hereby  ap- 
propriated for  such  purpose. 


The  Detroit  Milk  Order  Amendments  Are 
a  Barrier  to  Higker  Milk  Consnmption 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  CHARLES  G.  OAKMAN 

or  MICHIGAN 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  19.  1954 

Mr.  OAKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  almost 
three  years  have  now  elapsed  since  milk 
prices  in  Detroit  have  become  subject  to 
Federal  regulation.  It  was  on  Septem- 
ber 1,  1951,  that  an  order  fixing  mini- 
mum prices  to  dairy  farmers  was  is- 
sued by  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture.  The  anniversary  ot  that 
event  this  year  will,  I  believe,  pass  with- 
out much  celebration.  As  events  have 
shown,  the  order  has  served  the  interests 
cf    neither    farmers    nor    consimiers. 


What  is  more,  those  who  originally  pctl- 
tiooed  for  this  form  of  regulation,  would 
make  matters  worse  now  by  asking  for 
new  and  additional  restrictions  on  the 
supply  of  milk  for  Detroit  consimiers. 
While  we  have  labored  in  this  session  of 
Congress  to  enact  new  measures  for  the 
increased  consumption  of  milk,  they 
have  labored  to  erect  new  barriers  which 
would  impede  the  free  flow  of  this  valu- 
able food. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  time  the  Detroit 
milk  order  went  into  effect,  I  raised  my 
voice  in  protest  against  it.  It  seemed 
to  me  then  to  be  an  unjust  and  unneces- 
sary type  of  regulation  for  the  Detroit 
area.  But  most  important  of  all,  I 
raised  my  voice  in  protest  against  the 
higher  prices  to  consximers  which  this 
order  was  bringing  in  its  wake.  My  pro- 
test found  a  response  throughout  the 
Detroit  community,  and  the  public  be- 
came deeply  concerned. 

I  had  the  honor  and  privilege  at  that 
time  of  being  a  member  of  the  Common 
Council  of  the  city  of  Detroit,  and  I  in- 
troduced a  resolution  in  the  council 
which  called  for  an  investigation  of  this 
matter.  The  investigation  showed  that 
the  order  was  raising  prices  to  con- 
sumers, that  it  was  bound  to  injure  small 
milk  dealers,  and  that  it  was  bound  to 
concentrate  the  milk  business  in  the 
hands  of  a  few  large  operators.  As  a  re- 
sult of  these  findings,  the  government  of 
the  city  of  Detroit,  pursuant  to  a  reso- 
lution of  the  common  council,  made  a 
formal  request  on  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  to  suspend  the  order.  With- 
out much  reason  or  logic,  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  refused  to  honor  our 
request.  Defending  the  order,  the  then 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  told  us  that  a 
fundamental  element  of  his  policy  in  is- 
suing milk  orders  was  "that  the  price 
levels  be  such  as  to  insure  a  suflBcient 
supply  of  pure  and  wholesome  milk." 
In  the  light  of  subsequent  developments, 
this  statement  was  sheer  sophistry. 

The  demand  for  a  milk  order  for  De- 
troit did  not  conclusively  represent  the 
wishes  of  the  rank  and  file  of  dairy  farm- 
ers in  the  Detroit  milkshed.  It  was  pri- 
marily desired  by  a  group  of  would-be 
monopoUsts  purporting  to  represent 
these  dairy  farmers.  Time  and  again 
when  these  men  were  challenged  in  the 
course  of  the  investigation  by  the  city  of 
Detroit  to  poll  their  own  members  on 
their  wishes  for  a  Federal  milk  order, 
they  declined  to  do  so.  They  feared  that 
they  did  not  have  their  support,  let  alone 
the  support  of  other  dairy  farmers  in 
the  milkshed. 

Mr.  Speaker,  those  who  asked  for  the 
order  wanted  to  increase  their  economic 
control  of  the  Detroit  milk  market.  The 
order  contained  specific  provisions  de- 
signed to  eliminate  competing  sources  of 
mUk  supply.  These  provisions  required 
a  qualified  supply  plant  to  ship  at  least  10 
percent  of  its  milk  to  Detroit  in  certain 
months  of  the  year,  regardless  of 
whether  there  was  a  demand  for  the 
milk  or  not.  If  it  failed  to  do  that,  it 
was  disqualified.  As  much  as  this  may 
have  hurt  the  supply  plant,  it  hurt  De- 
troit consumers  even  more.  It  hurt  them 
in  two  ways :  First,  they  lost  an  approved 


source  of  milk  supply.  Second,  with  the 
total  available  supply  thus  reduced,  the 
price  was  automatically  increased 
through  the  operation  of  an  escalator 
clause  contained  in  the  order.  The  es- 
calator clause  took  recourse  In  a  com- 
mon economic  principle:  A  reduced  sui>- 
ply  calls  for  a  higlier  price. 

The  10-percent  provision  did  not  work 
fast  enough,  however,  for  the  would-tw 
monopolists.  Accordingly,  early  in  1953. 
not  long  after  the  order  became  effective, 
they  proposed  that  the  10  percent  be 
raised.  But  they  were  turned  down  on 
this.  A  year  later  they  proposed  it  again, 
and  again  they  were  turned  down.  Be- 
ing persistent  fellows,  however,  they 
proposed  it  a  third  time,  and  this  time  it 
appears  that  they  have  gotten  the  Dep- 
uty Administrator  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  to  go  along  with  them. 
He  h&s  recommended  to  the  Secretfoy  of 
Agriculture  that  the  percentage  be  raised 
to  30  percent.  All  they  need  now  is  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  proposed  amendments,  which  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  on  his  desk 
now,  would  disqualify  supply  plants 
which  do  not  ship  30  percent  of  their  sup- 
ply to  a  city  plant  in  certain  months  of 
the  year,  irrespective  of  whether  there 
is  a  need  for  the  milk  or  not.  Only 
large  operators  would  be  able  to  escape 
the  restrictive  effects  of  this  requirement. ' 
They  would  be  permitted  to  treat  all  of 
their  plants  as  a  unit.  The  small  coop- 
erative, or  small  milk  dealer,  operating 
1  or  2  supply  plants,  would  feel  the  full 
effects  of  these  new  restrictions. 

What  is  esi)ecially  onerous  about  the 
proposed  provision  Is  that  it  would  not 
only  require  supply  plants  to  ship  30 
percent  of  their  milk  to  the  city,  regard- 
less of  demand  conditions,  but  the  nrinir 
would  have  to  be  bottled  by  the  city 
plant,  and  would  have  to  be  sold  as  bot# 
tied  milk.  Furthermore,  before  the  city 
plant  could  bottle  this  milk,  it  would 
first  have  to  bottle  85  percent  of  all  the 
milk  it  received  directly  from  farmers. 

These  are  impossible  requirements. 
No  independent  dealer  could  meet  them 
and  survive. 

It  is  obvious  that  the  proposed  provi- 
sion has  only  one  purpose;  namely,  to 
reduce  the  supply  of  milk  from  qualified 
plants  so  as  to  permit  the  escalator  clause 
to  do  its  work  in  raising  the  price  of  milk 
to  Detroit  consumers. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  always  supported 
sound  legislation  for  the  farmer.  I  have 
voted  for  the  farm  bill  which  we  have 
just  enacted,  containing  as  it  does  an 
authorization  for  the  expenditure  of  $50 
million  annually  to  increase  milk  con- 
sumption in  schools.  I  will  continue  to 
vote  for  every  sound  farm  measured 
Consumers  in  our  cities  are  interested  in 
maintaining  prosperity  on  the  farm,  be- 
cause they  know  that  their  own  prosc>er- 
ity  is  tied  up  with  it.  But  they  are  op- 
posed to  measures  which  would  use  the 
sovereign  powers  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  restrict  the  supply  of  milk,  and 
to  raise  arbitrarily  the  price  of  milk. 
Such  a  p>olicy  could  lead  only  to  the  fur- 
ther piling  up  of  surpluses  of  dairy  prod- 
ucts. It  is  not  in  the  interest  of  the 
Nation  or  of  the  farmer. 
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In  the  dty  of  Detroit  we  have  Just 
Witnessed  an  unprecedented  develop- 
ment In  the  field  of  labor-management 
relatioos.  which  should  serve  as  a  model 
for  farmer-consumer  relations.  Just 
last  we^  labor  and  management  in  De- 
troit have  mtered  into  a  new  type  of 
understanding,  which  is  designed  to  in- 
crease the  consumption  of  milk.  Some 
of  our  milk  drivers'  unions  have  agreed 
to  forego  previous  demands  for  higher 
wages.  The  milk  companies,  on  their 
part,  have  agreed  to  make  substantial 
price  reductions  on  purchases  by  con- 
sumers of  more  than  one  quart  of  milk 
per  day.  This  is  a  forward-looking  step 
which  was  hailed  by  the  whole  commu- 
nity. It  is  the  type  of  action  which  an 
enlightened  farm  leadership  should  fol- 
low, for  in  that  direction  lies  true  prog- 
ress for  us  all. 

[From  the  Detroit  News  of  August  13,  1954] 

MiLKMKN  AND  RJEBATES 

Coming  as  It  does  In  a  time  of  economic 
adjustment,  tbe  gamble  of  650  route  drlyers 
that  lowered  prices  for  milk  consumed  In 
quantity  will  stimulate  their  sales  and  in- 
come should,  at  least,  warm  the  public  heart. 

Drivers  of  the  six  dairies  Involved  draw 
tl6  base  pay  weekly,  relying  on  sales  com- 
missions for  the  remainder  of  their  liveli- 
hood. They  agreed  with  dairy  executives  not 
to  press  for  a  $12  raise,  if  the  companies 
would  adjust  prices. 

Accordingly,  about  60.000  families  will  be 
offered  a  drop  from  21  to  18  cents  on  each 
quart  of  milk  over  30  consumed  monthly. 
Families  busrlng  more  than  90  quarts  will  b« 
rebated  3  cents  a  quart  on  all. 

The  benefits  of  the  plan  will  fall  with  full 
effect  on  the  home  filled  with  children.  The 
dairy  farmer,  long  complaining  against  han- 
dlers' profits  and  cut  rates  for  his  surpluses, 
should  be  pleased.  The  agreement  dovetails 
with  the  economic  theory  that  prosperity 
best  can  be  achieved  through  Increased  pro- 
duction and  sales  at  lowered  prices. 

The  union  Involved  displayed  a  sensible 
alertness  to  the  fact  that  the  milkman  has 
become  a  luxury  among  consumers  now  turn- 
ing to  milk  depots.  It  remains  to  be  seen 
how  the  competition  meets  650  bustling  sales- 
nxen  armed  with  a  new  and  popular  talking 
point. 


All  for  the  CorporatioBt  aad  Bif  Skob — 
NoBc  for  Uie  Laboriaf  Blaa  and  His 
Family 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARK3 

OF 

HON.  GEORGE  S.  LONG 

or  LoxnsuNA 

IN  TBB  HOT7BK  OP  REPRKSKNTATIVES 
Thursday.  August  19,  1954 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  Speaker,  confident 
that  Congress  would  cut  income  taxes 
for  their  stockholders  even  before  the 
measure  was  passed,  corporation  heads 
planned  and  acted  to  make  the  most  of 
It  for  their  coupon  clippers. 

The  corporations  that  ordinarily  paid 
dividends  in  July  deliberately  delayed 
dividend  distributions  this  year  until 
August. 

When  the  corporation  heads  sat  down 
this  May  and  June  to  calculate  how 
much  profits  they  will  sock  away  in  their 
treasuries  and  how  much  will  be  declared 
as  dividends  and  mailed  out,  they  cor- 


rectly predicted  the  then  pending  tax 
bill  would  make  the  dividend  income 
credit  device  effective  after  August  1. 

That  is  the  device  permitting  a  tax- 
payer to  exclude  $50  of  dlvidenfls  re- 
ceived each  year  from  his  income,  to  fig- 
ure the  taxes,  and  then  to  deduct  4  per- 
cent of  the  rest  of  his  dividend  income 
from  his  taxes. 

The  business  interests  fought  hard  for 
passage  of  this  device;  they  did  not  just 
expect  and  plan  on  how  to  get  the  most 
mileage  out  of  it. 

There  was  no  similar  deduction  In  the 
bill  for  wage  Income  or  any  other  type  of 
income — the  corpKsration  stockljolders 
now  will  pay  less  income  taxes  than  will 
anyone  else  with  the  same  income,  same 
number  of  dependents,  and  same  living 
costs. 

The  device  will  save  dividend  recipi- 
ents $204  million  in  the  year  ending 
June  30,  1955.  and  about  $350  million 
each  year  thereafter — provided  it  is  not 
increased  by  later  Congresses. 

Now,  my  friends,  this  is  our  Repub- 
lican Congress  at  work.  More  than  half 
of  our  people,  and  that  is  the  half  in  the 
lower  brackets,  will  receive  very  little  tax 
reduction.  This  has  been,  in  my  opin- 
ion, the  big  man's  Congress  and  all  the 
tax  reductions  have  gone  into  the  upper 
brackets.  That  is,  of  course,  why  we 
hope  and  pray  that  our  next  Congress 
will  be  Democratic,  and  maybe  we  will 
be  able  to  help  the  fellows  in  the  lower 
income  brackets.  The  old  Republican 
trickle-down  theory  to  help  the  big  boys 
first  is  shown  in  its  worst  form. 

Now  that  the  Republicans  have  passed 
their  tax  bill  and  bragged  about  how 
much  they  have  helped  the  peopie,  let 
me  say  to  you  that  they  have  helped 
some  of  the  coupon  clip[>ers  and  big 
shots  in  the  upper  brackets,  but  50  mil- 
lion people  in  the  lower  brackets  receive 
but  a  token  reduction.  This  should  con- 
vince every  right-thinking  man  and  wo- 
man, especially  laboring  people,  that  the 
Republican  Party  is  the  party  of  the  big 
shots  and  has  no  sympathy  for  the  la- 
boring man. 


Amendment  to  the  Ref  of  ee  Relief  Act 
of  1953  1 


EXTKNSION  OF  REMARK^ 

OF 

HON.  UURENCE  CURTIS 

OF  MASSACHUSETTS 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATrVES 

Thursday.  August  19, 1954 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  there  is  a  great  deal  of  interest 
in  the  district  which  I  represent  in  the 
Refugee  ReUef  Act  of  1953  and  in  the 
liberalizing  amendment  to  that  act 
passed  in  the  House  on  August  17. 

I  congratulate  Hon.  Louis  E.  Graham, 
of  Pennsylvania,  the  author  of  that 
amendment  and  the  chairman  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Immigration  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee.  It  is  my  good 
fortune  to  serve  with  him  on  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee,  although  not  on  his 
subcommittee. 


This  amendment  Is  a  fair  exjtension  of 
some  of  the  provisions  of  the  original 
Refugee  Relief  Act  which  was  passed  in 
1953.  That  act  authorized  the  admission 
to  this  country  on  special  nonquota  visas 
of  over  200,000  persons  who  had  fied 
or  escaped  from  behind  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain, or  had  been  expelled  from  their 
homelands. 

Included  in  this  figure  were  60.000  of 
Italian  origin  and  17,000  of  Gr«ek  origin. 

This  amendment  makes  it  easier  for 
these  persons  of  Italian  and  Greek  origin 
to  come  in  under  the  act.  As  orginally 
passed,  a  certain  quota  of  each  of  these 
groups  was  reserved  to  those  having 
close  relatives  in  this  country.  The  ap- 
plicants in  those  categories  greatly  ex- 
ceeded the  quotas  provided  in  the  origi- 
nal act,  and  the  effect  of  this  amend- 
ment is  to  permit  the  total  number  of 
each  of  those  groups  to  be  admitted 
either  under  such  special  quotas  or  under 
the  more  general  provisions. 

This  liberalization  of  the  law  will  mean 
a  lot  to  those  of  our  citizens  who  have 
relatives  seeking  to  enter  this  country 
under  the  provisions  of  the  1933  act.  It 
will  mean  happy  family  reunions  and  a 
further  strengthening  of  this  country 
through  the  building  up  of  these  fami- 
lies, some  of  whose  members  are  already 
citizens. 


A  Report  to  My  Constituents 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  JAMES  E.  VAN  ZANDT 

OF  PENKSTLVAKIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVK3 

Thursday.  August  19.  1954 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  fol- 
lowing my  usual  practice  of  submitting  a 
report  to  my  constituents  of  my  activi- 
ties during  each  Congress,  I  want  to  take 
this  opportunity  to  review  briefly  some 
of  the  highlights  of  the  83d  Congress. 

This  Congress,  although  nominally 
controlled  by  the  Republican  Party,  was 
in  fact  one  of  the  most  closely  divided 
Congresses  in  the  history  of  the  Nation. 
In  the  House  of  Representatives  the 
margin  of  control  fluctuated  through 
death  or  resignation  with  the  result  that 
at  no  time  during  the  2-year  period  did 
the  Republican  Party  enjoy  a  majority 
of  more  than  five  seats.  In  the  United 
States  Senate  the  hairline  majority  has 
never  exceeded  one  seat.  In  some  in- 
stances due  to  death  the  Democratic  Par- 
ty actually  had  a  majority  even  though 
the  control  of  the  Senate  remained  in 
the  hands  of  the  Republican  Party.  Be- 
cause of  the  narrow  margin  of  votes  be- 
tween the  Republicans  and  Democrats  in 
Congress  every  legislative  proposal  was 
given  thorough  discussion  and  political 
steamrollering  became  a  lost  art.  The 
result  was  that  almost  the  entire  Eisen- 
hower program  was  approved  on  a  non- 
partisan basis. 

DO-SOMETHING   CONCKKSS 

The  83d  Congress,  which  has  been 
appropriately  termed  the  do-something 
Congress,  has  established  an  outstand- 
ing  record   in  legislative   achievement. 
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The  campaign  pledges  of  1952  have  been 
redeemed  to  the  extent  that  it  is  pos- 
sible to  say  the  spending  spree  has  been 
halted;  inflation  tias  been  checked,  war- 
time controls  have  been  abolished;  long- 
suffering  taxpayers  have  been  given  re- 
hef;  the  national  defense  has  been 
streamlined  and  strengthened ;  social  se- 
curity, railroad  retirement  and  veterans' 
benefits  have  been  liberalized;  home 
ownership  ha.s  been  made  easier;  the 
program  for  planning  public  works  has 
been  revived;  r'arm  prices  are  being  sta- 
bilized; the  public  health  programs  have 
been  broadened;  a  record-breaking  high- 
way construction  program  has  been  ap- 
proved; foreig.i  aid  has  been  reasonably 
reduced;  a  ca:-efully  drawn  budget  has 
been  adopted  which  comes  ever  nearer  to 
eventual  balance;  the  Government  is 
gradually  being  taken  out  of  business; 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  has  been  brought 
up  to  date;  Communist  and  security  risks 
have  been  exiDelled  from  Government; 
honesty  in  Government  has  been  re- 
stored; and  asove  all,  a  consistent  and 
firm  foreign  ix)licy  based  on  collective 
security  is  a  reality  with  the  result  that 
the  shooting  has  been  ended  in  Korea 
and  as  a  Natic>n  we  are  at  peace. 

It  is  noteworthy  that  85  percent  of 
the  administr.ition's  legislative  requests 
has  been  approved  by  the  83d  Congress 
as  against  the  6  years  of  the  Truman 
administration  which  managed  to  get 
less  than  43  percent  of  its  program  ap- 
proved by  a  Democratic  Congress. 

BUST    AND    HECTIC    SKSSIONS 

The  83d  Congress  which  convened  in 
January  1953  was  busy  and  hectic  pri- 
marily because  it  heralded  the  retiu-n  to 
power  of  the  Republican  Party  which 
inherited  the  aftermath  of  20  years  of 
Democratic  rule.  Almost  all  the  major 
legislation  considered  by  the  83d  Con- 
gress was  controversial  and  hence  was 
the  subject  of  spirited  debate. 

COMMITTIX    ASSIGNMENT 

During  the  33d  Congress  I  retained  my 
membership  of  many  years  on  two  im- 
portant congressional  committees — the 
Joint  Congressional  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy  and  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee.  Because  of  my 
length  of  service  in  Congress,  my  senior- 
ity on  both  ol  these  important  commit- 
tees has  classified  me  as  a  senior  member 
of  each.  Both  of  my  committee  assign- 
ments and  especially  my  membership  on 
the  Joint  Cocimittee  on  Atomic  Energy 
consumed  a  major  portion  of  my  time 
and  to  such  an  extent  that  literally  for 
days  I  found  aiyself  behind  closed  doors 
involved  in  discussing  matters  pertaining 
to  atomic  energy,  military  defenses,  and 
domestic  and  international  aSairs. 

Al-rEMUANCX    KECOKO 

During  the  83d  Congress  despite  the 
heavy  demands  on  my  time  because  of 
committee  assignments,  and  visiting 
various  Government  agencies  on  con- 
gressional bu.siness.  I  achieved  another 
100-percent  attendance  record  by  an- 
swering all  quorum  and  roll  calls.  My 
overall  attendance  record  is  near  perfect 
during  my  congressional  career  and  is 
one  of  the  best  in  the  history  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  according  to 


the  records  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

XJLSCK    TOLITMK   OF    MAIL 

Throughout  the  83d  Congress  my  daily 
volume  of  mail  continued  to  increase  to 
such  an  extent  that  the  postmaster  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  in  issuing 
a  report  stated  that  of  the  435  Members 
of  the  House  I  received  the  third  high- 
est volimie  of  mail. 

Following  my  usual  practice,  I  person- 
ally read  every  piece  of  mail  received 
at  my  Washington  and  Altoona  oflices. 
In  the  majority  of  cases.  I  develop  the 
information  to  answer  inquiries.  My 
files  are  full  of  letters  of  appreciation  for 
services  rendered  to  my  constituents. 
These  thank  you  expressions  of  my  ef- 
fort to  truly  represent  at  all  times  the 
people  of  this  congressional  district  are 
deeply  appreciated. 

TAX  KKLIXF 

Because  of  tlie  administration's  elim- 
ination of  wasteful  and  extravagant 
spending  which  cut  $14  billion  from  the 
Truman  administration  rate  of  spend- 
ing, taxes  are  being  reduced  by  nearly 
$7 '.2  billion  this  year — the  largest  sav- 
ings to  taxpayers  in  any  year  of  our  his- 
tory. More  than  two-thirds  cf  the  tax 
relief  goes  to  individuals.  85  percent  of 
whom  are  working  men  and  women.  Ad- 
ditional tax  relief  has  been  granted  by 
drastically  reducing  wartime  excise  taxes 
on  telephone  bills,  drugstore  items,  lug- 
gage, baby  oils,  cosmetics,  and  numerous 
other  items.  Savings  in  the  field  of  per- 
sonal income  taxes  are  possible  through 
generous  deductions  for  medical  ex- 
penses, and  to  retired  persons  by  ex- 
empting from  taxation  the  first  $1,200  of 
retirement  income.  Children  working 
after  school  or  during  summer  vacations 
may  now  earn  more  than  $600  yearly  and 
still  be  listed  by  their  parents  as  depend- 
ents. Working  widows  with  children 
under  12  years  of  age  are  permitted  an 
income-tax  deduction  for  the  cost  of 
child  care. 

In  voting  for  tax  relief,  I  was  one  of 
the  few  who  stood  up  and  was  counted  in 
favor  of  the  proposed  amendment  to  in- 
crease the  individual  income-tax  exemp- 
tion from  $600  to  $700. 

NATIONAL  DETZNSK 

As  a  member  of  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee  I  joined  civilian  and 
military  leaders  within  the  Department 
of  Defense  in  placing  our  Armed  Forces 
on  a  sounder  and  firmer  basis  to  which 
constant  improvements  can  be  made  in  a 
more  orderly  msoiner.  These  improve- 
ments have  been  referred  to  as  the  "new 
look"  and  are  designed  to  give  military 
strength  to  our  country  without  wast- 
ing the  taxpayers'  dollars.  This  new 
concept  of  our  defense  needs  is  based 
on  improved  weapons  and  a  greater  re- 
liance on  expanded  airpower.  This 
year's  military  appropriations  were  based 
on  the  "new  look"  concept  which  in- 
cluded long-range  planning,  and  made 
available  for  defense  sp>ending  after  July 
1  the  total  sum  of  nearly  $77  billion. 

SOCIAL   SEC  U  KIT  r 

As  usual,  I  was  active  in  the  field  of 
social  legislation,  and  joined  other 
Members  of  Congress  in  making  possible 


the  greatly  expanded  and  Improved  so- 
cial-sectirity  program  wtilch  will  in- 
crease benefits  and  grant  social-aecuritj 
coverage  to  millions  of  AmericaDs  not 
previously  covered  by  the  Social  Security 
Act.  The  provisions  of  several  bills  I 
introduced  to  amend  the  Social  Security 
Act  were  incorporated  in  the  social- 
security  bill  approved  by  Congress.  I 
am  pleased  to  have  played  a  part  in 
broadening  the  coverage  and  llberaUf- 
ing  the  provisions  of  the  Social  Security 
Act. 

OLD-ACS  FBKSIONS 

While  social  security  has  l>een  Im- 
proved considerably,  there  are  a  lot  of 
us  in  Congress  who  are  of  the  firm  be- 
Uef  that  a  universal  pension,  with  every- 
one contributing  and  participating  is  the 
answer  to  the  old-age  pension  problem. 
I  continued  my  activities  in  the  field  of 
old-age  pensions  by  working  with  busi- 
ness, labor,  and  pension  groups  who  are 
seeking  a  solution  to  what  has  become 
America's  No.  1  problem — the  adequate 
care  and  welfare  of  the  Nation's  senior 
citizens. 

THE    RAIUtOAO    BXTnUCMKirr   ACT 

I  am  greatly  disappohited  that  the 
83d  Congress  did  not  approve  all  my  pro- 
posals to  liberalize  the  provisions  of  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act  and  especially 
to  increase  benefits.  There  is  no  type  of 
legislation  in  which  I  am  more  interested 
than  amendments  to  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Act.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  I 
pleaded,  prodded,  and  begged  in  my  ef- 
forts to  comply  with  the  wishes  of  my 
constituents  regarding  their  ideas  as  to 
how  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  should 
be  amended.  While  I  was  treated 
courteously  by  the  congressional  com- 
mittees who  listened  to  my  pleas,  the 
age-old  argument,  that  the  retirement 
fund  could  not  stand  the  cost  of  the  pro- 
posed amendments  without  increasing 
payroll  taxes,  prevailed.  The  result  was 
that  these  committees  wrote  a\>ill  which 
contained  their  own  version  of  amend- 
ments to  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act. 
This  committee  bill  was  the  only  meas- 
ure presented  to  Congress  for  considera- 
tion and  it  was  simply  a  case  of  voting 
for  it  or  against  it.  While  I  stated  pub- 
licly that  I  was  not  satisfied  with  the 
committee  bill,  it  did  contain  a  provision 
of  a  bill  which  I  introduced  reducing  the 
eligibility  age  of  widows  from  65  to  60 
years.  The  committee  bill  also  con- 
tained other  provisions  which  had  my 
approval. 

My  efforts  to  eliminate  the  restric- 
tions against  the  payment  of  dual  bene- 
fits to  persons  entitled  to  social  security 
and  railroad  retirement  benefits  met 
with  success  when  Congress  approved  a 
compromise  provision  of  my  bill  H.  R. 
356.  Originally  it  was  intended  to  in- 
clude the  spouse  and  widow  but  because 
of  the  cost  factor  and  Its  effect  on  the 
railroad  retirement  fund  the  legislation 
could  not  secure  approval  as  originally 
introduced.  In  reporting  on  my  activi- 
ties in  this  field,  I  yield  to  no  one  in  the 
effort  I  put  forth  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  during  the  83d  Congress. 

TKTXaANS  AND  TUEU  DEPUIUEM18 

During  the  83d  Congress  I  continued 
my  efforts  in  behalf  of  the  veterans  of 
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aU  wan  and  their  dependents,  an  ac- 
tirlty  tbat  I  began  after  my  dtseharge 
from  World  War  I  in  1919.  Not  only 
hare  I  peraonally  aaslBted  hundreds  of 
▼eterans  and  their  dependents  in  obtain- 
ing benefits  to  which  they  were  enUUed 
but  I  played  an  active  role  in  securing 
congreBstonal  approval  of  bills  now  laws, 
whleh  provide  and  increase  benefits  to 
the  veterans  of  all  wars  and  their  de- 
P'sndents.  In  addition  to  my  legislative 
actlvitlee  in  b^ialf  of  veterans  and  their 
dependents.  I  continued  my  activities  in 
the  field  of  organized  veterandom  by 
working  in  close  harmony  with  officials 
of  the  major  veterans  groups  who  f re- 
<iuently  consult  with  me  as  we  strive  con- 
stantly to  protect  the  best  interests  of 
the  veterans  of  the  Nation. 

A  BOOlfS  If  ATTOMAL  FAUC  FOUCT 

During  the  83d  Congress  I  Joined  with 
agricultixal  leaders  in  Congress  in  advo- 
cating a  sonnd  national  farm  policy  for 
the  country,  the  taxpayer  and  the 
farmer.  The  common  objective  was  to 
relieve  the  nation  from  the  costly  and 
wasteful  burden  of  high  rigid  farm  price 
supports  and  at  the  same  time  continue 
reasonable  aid  for  American  farmers. 
These  rigid  farm  price  supports  were  en- 
acted in  1942  as  a  war  measure  and  at 
the  time  when  the  country  was  faced 
with  a  tremendous  job  of  food  produc- 
tion and  the  high  prices  were  guaranteed 
to  encourage  the  farmers  to  go  all  out. 
It  Is  generally  agreed  that  if  the  admin- 
istration's flexible  price-support  program 
is  given  a  reasonable  trial  the  shameful 
waste  and  inequity  of  Oovemment- 
rigged  high  prices  will  become  a  thing  of 
the  past  thus  saving  the  American  tax- 
payer bUlions  of  dollars  now  invested  in 
the  mountain  of  surplus  commodities 
stored  all  over  the  country. 

nCTBCTIMO  AlCXaiCAlV  IWIBOK 

I  continued  my  efforts  to  restrict  the 
importation  of  cheaply  manufactured 
foreign  prodiicts  which  are  destroying 
the  jobs  of  American  wage  earners,  by 
voting  against  the  extension  of  recipro- 
cal trade  agreements  until  assurance  is 
given  that  American  workmen  will  be 
protected.  My  principal  effort  In  this 
field  was  in  the  Introduction  and  support 
of  legislation  designed  to  curb  the  impor- 
tation of  foreign  residual  oil  from  the 
Caribbean  area  which  has  captured  our 
eastern  seaboard  coal  markets.  While 
not  successful  In  having  the  legislation 
approved,  the  administration  is  conscious 
of  the  plight  of  the  ailing  coal  Industry 
and  Presidential  committer  are  now 
studying  the  situation.  In  my  opinion 
reciprocal  trade  agreements  are  respon- 
sible for  much  of  the  unemployment  we 
have  in  central  Pennsylvania  in  the 
leather,  gas  meter,  textUe,  coal,  pottery, 
light  bulb  and  railroad  industries.  The 
^  protection  of  American  wage  earners 
^  against  the  flood  of  cheaply  manufac- 
'  tured  foreign  imports  will  continue  to  be 
one  of  my  main  objectives. 

SfTOBTS  TO  AID  81CAIX  BTTSINKSa 

ET»r  mindful  of  the  fact  that  small 
business  is  the  backbone  of  our  economic 
life.  I  devoted  much  effort  to  aiding  and 
a.ssistlng  the  businessmen  of  my  con- 
gressional district.  Almost  dally  I  aided 
various  industries  in  the  central  Penn- 


sylvania area  who  had  problems  with  the 
Federal  Qovenunent  concerning  con- 
tracts, shortage  of  materials,  small  busi- 
ness loans,  tax  amortization  certificates, 
and  so  forth.  This  effort  on  my  part  to 
aid  business  firms  resulted  in  thousands 
of  dollars  in  Government  contracts, 
while  tax  amortization  certificates  were 
Issued  amounting  to  nearly  $13  million. 
This  meant  continued  employment  for 
the  employees  of  the  firms  I  was  able  to 
assist. 

At  my  request  the  Small  Business  Ad- 
ministration made  a  survey  of  mcy  con- 
gressional district  to  determine  the  de- 
fense production  capabilities  of  our 
industries  so  that  Government  procure- 
ment agencies  could  be  guided  by  such 
information  in  channeling  contracts 
aimed  at  relieving  the  unemployment 
situation. 

In  addition,  for  the  past  2  years  I  en- 
joyed an  arrangement  made  with  officials 
of  the  Small  Business  Administration 
whereby  any  manufacturer  or  business- 
man in  my  congressional  district  who 
needed  expert  advice  in  the  field  of  Gov- 
ernment contracts  could  secure  the  serv- 
ices of  a  business  specialist  from  the 
Small  Business  Administration  who 
made  a  personal  visit  to  the  plant  and 
evaluated  its  potentialities.  This  ar- 
rangement has  paid  dividends  for  it  has 
resulted  in  several  Government  con- 
tracts for  my  congressional  district  to- 
taling several  million  dollars.  In  a  few 
words.  I  have  left  no  stone  unturned  in 
my  efforts  to  assist  small  business  firms 
in  the  central  Pennsylvania  area. 
ram  coai.  and  eaxuioad  iNorrsTRiss 

Time  and  time  again  during  the  83d 
Congress  I  called  the  attention  of  Con- 
gress and  the  Federal  Government  to 
the  fact  that  existing  Government  poli- 
cies are  a  menace  to  the  coal  and  rail- 
road industries  ia  my  congressioniil  dis- 
trict.   In  my  appearances  before  con- 
gressional     committees.      Government 
agencies  and  the  White  House,  I  pointed 
out  that  the  Government  policy  of  sub- 
sidizing fuel  substitutes  such  as  hydro- 
power  projects  as  well  as  the  importa- 
tion of  residual  oil  has  virtually  wrecked 
the  economy  of  central  Pennsylvania. 
I  stressed  the  fact  that  since  1948  nearly 
50,000  soft-coal  miners  have  lost  their 
jobs  in  Pennsylvania  and  that  hundreds 
of  coal  mines  have  been  abandoned  or 
closed    chiefly    because    of    the   inroads 
made  by  the  importation  of  foreign  re- 
sidual oil  which  has  captured  the  east- 
ern seaboard  coal  markets  from  the  soft- 
coal  Industry.     In  addition  to  my  efforts 
to  convince  Congress  and  the  Govern- 
ment in  general  that  something  has  to 
be  done  to  assist  the  ailing  coal  and  rail- 
road industries.  I  joined  management 
and  labor  in  a  program  designed  to  focus 
toe  attention  of  the  American  people  on 
the  plight  of  the  coal  and  railroad  in- 
dustries.   Partial  success  of  our  efforts 
Is  revealed  by  the  fact  that  after  our 
July  conference  with  President  Eisen- 
hower at  the  White  House  he  named 
two  separate  and  top-level  committees 
to  study  the  ailing  soft-coal  industry  and 
other  fuels  and  to  report  to  him  this 
fall.     This  effort  on  the  part  of  those 
of  us  who  represent  coal-producing  areas 
is  directed  toward  bolstering  a  sagging 


economy  by  rehabilitating  the  coal  in- 
dustry, which  means  increased  carload- 
ings  for  the  railroads  of  the  Nation. 

VNEMPLOTMENT 

In  the  early  part  of  the  83d  Congress 
when  unemployment  developed  in  the 
central  Pennsylvania  area  due  to  the 
closing  of  coal  mines  and  the  effect  on 
related  industries,  at  my  request  the 
United  States  Department  of  Labor  made 
a  survey  and  immediately  declared  the 
great  portion  of  my  congressional  dis- 
trict as  a  critical  area  because  of  surplus 
labor.  As  unemployment  continued  to 
develop  because  of  the  loss  of  coal  busi- 
ness by  the  railroads  and  the  fact  that 
the  end  of  the  shooting  war  in  Korea 
brought  about  a  nationwide  economic  re- 
adjustment. I  moved  promptly  in  an  ef- 
fort to  alleviate  the  situation. 

As  the  result  of  numerous  conferences 
with  experts  in  and  out  of  Govenunent 
service  and  with  top  officials  of  manage- 
ment and  labor,  I  soon  realized  that  the 
coal  industry  was  the  victini  of  severe 
competition  from  substitute  fuels,  the 
chief  offenders  being  hydropower  and 
foreign  residual  oil.  Recognizing  that 
the  salvation  of  the  coal  industry  de- 
pends upon  finding  new  uses  for  coal 
and  being  told  by  informed  sources  that 
it  would  be  from  8  to  10  years  before  a 
practical  program  of  new  uses  for  coal 
could  be  perfected,  it  was  apparent  that 
during  the  interim  years  new  industries 
was  the  only  answer  to  our  problem  of 
unemployment. 

With  the  assistance  of  agencies  of  Gov- 
ernment I  played  a  part  in  encouraging 
community  groups  to  develoo  programs 
for  attracting  new  industries.  Informa- 
tion kits  were  distributed  by  me  which 
contained  specific  directions  on  how  to 
proceed  in  contacting  business  firms 
seeking  new  sites.  In  addition,  from  time 
to  time,  leads  were  furnished  by  me  in 

the  form  of  lists  of  manufacturing  firms 
eager  to  build  or  acquire  new  plants.     I 
am  pleased  to  report  that  practically  ev- 
ery community  in  my  congressional  dis- 
trict has  an  active  industrial  committee 
and  thousands  of  dollars  have  and  are 
being  raised   to  finance  a  realistic  ap- 
proach in  solving  the  need  for  new  indus- 
tries in  order  to  eradicate  unemployment. 
Meanwhile  I  have  lost  no  opportunity 
In  my  effort  to  assist  business  firms  in 
securing  Government  contracts;  to  en- 
courage  communities   in   this   congres- 
sional district  to  plan  public-works  proj- 
ects with  Federal  aid  as  provided  by  re- 
cent amendments  to  the  Housing  Act; 
furnishing  information  on  Government- 
owned  patents  available  to  industry;  ar- 
ranging for  a  survey  by  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture  of  the  forests 
in  this  congressional  district  to  deter- 
mine the  economic  value  of  our  timber 
and  the  part  our  forests  can  play  in  pro- 
viding employment  opportunities;  join- 
ing in  the  program  of  developing  uses  for 
strategic  materials  found  in  the  central 
Pennsylvania  area ;  arranged  for  a  Gov- 
ernment inventory  of  the  defense  pro- 
duction capabilities  of  our  Industries; 
continually  furnishing  information  on 
employment  opportunities  with  the  Fed- 
eral Government  to  unemployed  persons 
and  assisted  hundreds  of  them  to  over- 
come difficulties  in  collecting  unemploy- 
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ment  insurance  benefits.  In  addition, 
I  arranged  for  the  county  commissioners 
in  the  Blair-Centre-Clearfield  area  to 
distribute  Government-owned  surplus 
commodities  to  the  unemployed  and 
their  families. 

The  unemployment  situation  in  my 
congressional  district  has  greatly  dis- 
turbed me  and  almost  daily  I  have  been 
asking  officials  of  goverrunent,  business, 
and  labor.  "What  additional  steps  can  I 
take  to  alleviate  unemployment  in  my 
congressional  district?"  The  answer  is 
that  I  am  doing  everything  within  my 
power  to  find  a  solution  to  the  problem. 

HOTTSING 

The  recently  enacted  Housing  Act  of 
1954  will  raise  housing  standards;  aid 
communities  in  improving  older  neigh- 
borhoods; and  assist  more  of  our  people 
in  getting  homes  by  decreasing  the 
downpayment  and  strengthening  our 
mortgage  credit  system.  The  overall 
program  is  designed  to  stimulate  the 
building  of  more  than  1  million  new 
homes  a  year  and  to  provide  for  the  re- 
habilitation of  existing  but  still  sound 
homes. 

PtTBUC  HEALTH 

Congress  approved  a  bill  that  I  sup- 
ported which  provided  for  a  broad  ex- 
pansion of  a  Federal  pubUc-health  pro- 
gram which  includes  vocational  reha- 
bilitation of  physically  handicapped  per- 
sons whereby  the  number  to  be  reha- 
bilitated each  year  is  increased  from 
60,000  to  250,000.  Other  legislation  ap- 
proved provided  Federal  aid  in  the  con- 
struction of  public  and  nonprofit  hos- 
pitals, diagnostic  and  treatment  centers, 
rehabilitation  facilities,  and  nursing 
homes.  Research  into  health  problems 
is  also  being  encouraged  through  the 
National  Heart  Institute  and  the  Na- 
tional Institute  of  Dental  Research. 

INTEKNAL    BKCURITT 

Since  my  discharge  in  1919  from  the 
Armed  Forces  following  World  War  I,  I 
have  consistently  oppx^sed  the  philos- 
ophies of  communism,  socialism,  or  any 
other  ism  which  attempts  to  overthrow 
or  undermine  the  American  system  of 
government.  In  this  connection  the  ap- 
proval by  Congress  of  the  administra- 
tion's subversive  control  program  gives 
to  the  Department  of  Justice  new 
weapons  to  be  employed  In  its  war 
against  spies,  saboteurs,  traitors,  and 
their  kind.  In  addition,  during  the  83d 
Congress  I  voted  for  the  bill  to  outlaw 
the  Communist  Party  in  the  United 
States.  This  program  to  control  sub- 
versives has  my  enthusiastic  support  be- 
cause I  am  convinced  there  is  no  com- 
promise possible  with  communism. 

MISCEIXANEOUS 

At  all  times  during  the  83d  Congress 
I  was  keenly  interested  in  legislation  af- 
fecting the  American  people  and 
especially  the  residents  of  my  congres- 
sional district.  It  took  many  hours  of 
night  work  to  prepare  myself  for  not 
only  debate  on  various  legislative  meas- 
ures but  to  vote  intelligently  and  in  the 
best  interests  of  those  whom  I  represent. 

PEHSONAL  SERVICES  TO  CONSTITUENTS 

I  Wish  to  mention  the  efforts  I  made  to 
keep  in  touch  with  you,  my  employers. 


and  to  keep  you  informed  of  happenings 
In  Washington.  As  you  know,  I  reported 
to  you  weekly  by  radio  and  TV  and  I 
also  wrote  a  column  for  daily  and  weekly 
newspapers.  Reprints  from  the  Con- 
CKBssiONAL  RECORD  of  Statements  I  made 
in  Congress  were  mailed  to  many  of  you 
throughout  the  congressional  district. 
My  duties  as  a  member  of  the  Joint  Con- 
gressional Committee  on  Atomic  Energy 
kept  me  close  to  Washington  during  the 
83d  Congress  as  we  were  engaged  in  re- 
writing the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946 
which  consumed  over  14  months  of  con- 
tinuous intense  study  of  this  important 
subject.  Many  weeks  found  me  working 
12  hours  daily  and  7  days  a  week.  On 
the  weekends  that  I  found  it  possible  to 
leave  Washington,  I  visited  as  many 
conununities  as  possible  in  my  congres- 
sional district  and  interviewed  constitu- 
ents in  a  further  effort  to  help  them  with 
their  problems  concerning  the  Federal 
Government. 

CONCLUSION 

As  a  member  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  and  the  Joint  Con- 
gressional Committee  on  Atomic  Energy, 
together  with  my  legislative  and  other 
duties,  the  83d  Congress  proved  a  very 
busy  one  for  me.  I  devoted  all  my  time 
and  effort  to  the  job  of  representing  you 
in  Congress.  I  considered  all  issues 
solely  from  the  standpoint  of  their  effect 
on  our  Nation  and  on  the  American 
people  as  a  whole.  I  have  tried  to  meet 
every  issue  fairly  and  squarely  and  at 
no  time  did  I  permit  narrow,  ptartisan 
views  to  influence  or  hinder  me  in  doing 
what  I  considered  my  duty.  To  many  of 
you  who  have  written  letters  of  gratitude 
and  encouragement,  I  am  profoundly 
grateful.  I  assure  you  that  I  treasure 
your  best  wishes  and  shall  always  strive 
to  justify  your  confidence  and  respect. 


Coapetsional  Investigations 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  UURENCE  CURTIS 

OF  MAssACHusrrrs 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday.  August  19,  1954 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  every  Member  of  Congress  is 
aware  of  the  wide  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject of  procedures  used  in  congressional 
investigations.  Bills  and  resolutions 
have  been  filed,  and  hearings  have  been 
held,  but  little  definite  action  has  yet 
been  taken. 

It  so  happens  that  during  the  last  days 
of  the  session,  the  house  of  delegates 
of  the  American  Bar  Association  made 
some  recommendations  on  this  subject. 
Believing  that  it  would  be  in  the  public 
interest  to  have  the  point  of  view  of  this 
representative  group  of  lawyers  before 
the  committees  which  will  consider  this 
subject  at  the  next  session  at  which  time 
the  bill  can  again  be  filed,  and  be  avail- 
able meanwhile,  I  have  filed  a  bill  which 
inconxjrates  some  of  these  recommen- 
dations. 


It  should  be  pointed  out  tbat  the  rec- 
ommendations of  the  house  of  delegates 
of  the  American  Bar  Association  have 
not  yet  been  finally  acted  upon  by  that 
association. 

This  bill  adopts  a  somewhat  different 
approach  from  that  in  other  resolutions 
on  the  subject  in  that  it  proposes  the 
enactment  of  a  statute  on  the  subject 
which  will  control  action  in  botli 
branches.  This  is  a  procedure  some- 
what similar  to  that  used  in  the  Legis- 
lative Reorganization  Act  of  1946. 

It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  filing  of  this 
bill  will  help  to  speed  action  on  this  vital 
subject. 


Air  and  Atomic  Snpremacy 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  CHESTER  E.  MERROW 

or  NXW   HAMPSHIKS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRBSENTATIVXS 

Thursday.  Augtist  19, 1954 

Mr.  MERROW.  Mr.  Speaker.  In  my 
remarks  I  am  going  to  discuss  the  so- 
called  New  Look  in  reference  to  our  pol- 
icies of  defense  in  what  is  now  the  ther- 
monuclear era.  Since  the  development 
of  the  hydrogen  bomb  we  possess  a  weap- 
on of  untold  magnitude  and  have  power 
that  staggers  the  imagination.  We  talk 
now  of  explosions  expressed  in  megatons. 
A  megaton  is  a  million  tons  of  TNT.  The 
hydrogen  bomb  is  capable  of  completely 
annihilating  the  area  in  which  It  ex- 
plodes. With  this  power  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  United  States  as  the  lead^ 
of  the  free  world  has  greatly  increasea. 
and  upon  our  decisions  in  matters  of 
defense  and  foreign  policy  hinge  the 
well-being,  the  future  happiness,  and  the 
peace  of  all  mankind. 

The  September  1953  issue  of  the  An- 
nals of  the  American  Academy  of  Politi- 
cal and  Social  Science,  the  subject  of 
which  is  Congress  and  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, is  a  volume  which  I  helped  edit 
and  I  wrote  the  first  article  entitled 
"United  States  Leadership  in  a  Divided 
World."  In  the  first  paragraph  of  my 
statement.  I  employed  these  words: 

TMs  \s  a  crucial  and  decisive  decade  In  tlie 
history  of  the  United  States,  also  In  the  his- 
tory of  freedom-loving  nations.  Our  Repub-  ' 
lie  occupies  a  destiny-given  position  In  a  , 
sharply  divided  world.  The  United  States, 
by  far  the  strongest  and  the  most  powerful 
nation  which  has  to  date  existed  upon  this 
earth,  possesses  an  opportunity  without  par- 
allel in  the  annals  of  mankind  to  exercise 
leadership.  The  free  world  is  being  attacked 
on  many  fronts  and  is  being  undermined 
from  within  wherever  the  Communists  ar« 
able  to  make  their  sinister  Influence  felt. 
In  this  universal  struggle  the  forces  of  free- 
dom must  prevaU,  If  ultimately  there  Is  to 
be  fashioned  an  international  society  in 
which  human  beings  can  live  free  from  mo- 
lestation and  free  from  the  threat  of  tyranny 
and  enslavement. 

The  United  States  is  a  youthful  na- 
tion. It  was  only  462  years  ago  this  com- 
ing fall  that  Columbus  discovered  the 
New  World.  In  1788,  166  years  ago,  the 
Federal    Constitution    was    ratified.      I 
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might  say  In  passixig  that  New  Hamp- 
shire was  the  ninth  State  to  approve  this 
epoeh-maklng  doctmient.  Four  hxuulred 
and  sixty-two  years  Is  a  short  period  of 
time  In  the  history  of  the  world — 166 
srears  is  a  much  briefer  period— but  dur- 
ing this  brief  period  a  nUi^ty  nation  has 
arisen  on  the  North  Am^can  Continent. 

When  In  Rome  with  a  study  mission 
last  October  for  the  purpose  of  studying 
the  Food  and  Agriculture  Organization, 
as  well  as  the  general  political  and  eco- 
nomic conditions  of  Italy,  it  seemed  to 
me  that  we  were  on  ancient  ground. 
Two  thousand  years  ago  Rome  was  re- 
splendent in  her  glory,  but  even  2.000 
years  does  not  take  us  far  into  ancient 
history. 

We  are  all  familiar  with  the  recent 
press  accounts  concerning  the  greatest 
archeologlcal  discovery  of  our  time  in 
ancient  Egypt  Cheops'  funeral  vessel 
has  been  found  and  more  discoveries 
will  undoubtedly  follow.  This  Egyptian 
Pharaoh  reigned  about  2750  B.  C,  nearly 
5,000  years  ago.  But  to  go  even  farther 
eastward  we  find  even  more  ancient  civi- 
lizations. On  various  missions  for  the 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee.  I  have  been 
in  the  Indus  Valley  and  In  Mesopotamia, 
the  land  between  the  Tigris  and  the 
Euphrates  Rivers.  As  we  think  of  the 
8umarian  civilization  antedating  Cheops' 
reign  by  2.000  years,  and  as  we  thlnlc 
of  the  ancient  civilizations  of  the  East, 
we  realize  that  against  a  baclcgroimd  of 
6.000  years  of  history  166  years  is  but 
a  short  period  of  time.  However,  during 
these  166  years,  and  more  particularly 
since  the  turn  of  the  century,  54  years 
ago,  the  Republic  of  the  United  States 
has  become  ttie  most  powerful  nation  in 
the  annals  of  mankind. 

The  Spanish-American  War  marks  the 
beginning  of  the  role  of  the  United  States 
as  a  world  power.  In  a  little  over  a  half 
century  from  that  time  to  the  present 
turbulent  decade  of  the  1950's  our  rapid 
ascendancy  to  world  leadership  stands 
without  parallel.  We  have  risen  to  the 
dizzy  position  of  world  leadership  and 
with  this  position  has  come  staggering 
responsibilities. 

I  have  often  stated  the  issue  of  our 
time  in  language  similar  to  that  Mr. 
lilncoln  used  in  his  famous  Gettysburg 
Address.  He  referred  to  our  Nation  as 
one  "conceived  in  liberty  and  dedicated 
to  the  proposition  that  all  men  are  cre- 
ated equal."  You  recall  that  the  Civil 
War  President  then  said: 

Now  we  are  engaged  In  a  great  Civil  War, 
testing  whether  that  Nation,  or  any  nation 
so  conceived  and  so  dedicated,  can  long 
endure. 

I  believe  we  can  appropriately  state 
that  now  we  are  engaged  in  a  globe- 
encircling  struggle,  testing  whether  free 
civilization,  or  any  civilization  so  con- 
ceived and  so  dedicated,  can  long  endure. 

In  this  divided  world  the  forces  of 
Communist  tyranny  are  seeking  to  de- 
stroy our  heritage  and  the  heritage  of 
all  free  men.  The  evidence  of  the  sin- 
ister plans  of  the  Soviet  Union  accumu- 
late day  by  day.  The  Communists  talk 
peace  while  their  philosophy  of  conquest 
and  war  remains  the  same.  Let  us  keep 
constantly  in  mind  that  there  can  be  no 


compromise  with  this  monstrous  evil  and 
let  us  also  keep  in  mind  that  we  are  en- 
gaged in  a  life  and  death  struggle  fof  siu:- 
vival. 

The  Secretary  of  State.  John  Foster 
Dulles,  in  an  address  entitled  "The  ESvolu- 
tion  of  Foreign  Policy,"  delivered  before 
the  Council  on  Foreign  Relations  in  New 
York  on  January  12,  said: 

But  before  military  planning  could  be 
changed,  the  President  and  his  advls«rs,  aa 
represented  by  the  National  Security  Coun- 
cU,  had  to  make  some  basic  policy  decisions. 
This  has  been  done.  The  basic  decision 
was  to  depend  primarily  upon  a  great  ca- 
pacity to  retaliate  Instantly,  by  means  and 
at  places  of  our  choosing.  Now  the  Depart- 
ment of  Defense  and  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  can  shape  our  military  establishment  to 
fit  what  is  our  policy.  Instead  of  having  to 
try  to  be  ready  to  meet  the  enemy's  many 
choioes.  That  permits  of  a  selection  of 
military  means  instead  of  a  multiplication 
of  means.  Aa  a  result.  It  Is  now  possible  to 
get.  and  share,  more  basic  security  at  less 
cost. 

We  note  that  the  Secretary  stated  "the 
basic  decision  was  to  depend  primarily 
upon  a  great  capacity  to  retaliate  in- 
stantly, by  means  and  at  places  of  our 
choosing."  I  am  particularly  pleased 
that  the  basic  decision  has  been  made  by 
this  administration.  In  a  speech  en- 
titled "United  States  Air  Supremacy — 
Only  Road  to  the  Peace,"  which  I  de- 
livered on  the  floor  of  the  House  on 
December  15,  1947,  nearly  7  years  ago, 
I  said: 

We  m\ut  achieve  an  air  force  equal  to  any 
air  force  or  combination  of  air  forces  on 
earth.  United  States  air  power  Is  the  key 
to  the  future  well-being  and  happiness  of 
the  world. 

Furthermore,  in  the  same  speech  I 
stated: 

Air  power — overwhelming — Is  the  only  pos- 
sible defense  against  the  atomic  bomb.  Any 
nation  contemplating  an  attack  on  the 
United  States  will  hesitate  only  If  she  knows 
that  within  a  period  of  hours  from  tho  time 
the  attack  is  made  there  will  be  delivered  in 
reprisal  a  knock-out,  devastating,  retaliatory 
blow  from  the  air.  The  United  States  can 
be  immunized  against  attack  from  the  air 
by  building  a  completely  unassailable  and 
invincible  air  force.  With  air  supremacy  and 
atomic  supremacy  any  agressor  would  not 
entertain  the  idea  of  an  attack  upon  us  be- 
cause it  would  be  perfectly  clear  that  the 
cities  of  the  country  making  the  attack,  the* 
industrial  centers,  the  lines  of  communi- 
cation, and  great  segments  of  the  population 
would  be  wiped  from  the  face  of  the  earth  by 
a  practically  Instantaneous  single  paralyzing 
blow  from  the  air.  Only  by  being  fully  pre- 
pared to  deliver  such  a  blow  within  a  matter 
of  hours  after  the  first  Indication  of  an  Im- 
pending assault  upon  us  will  we  be  able  to 
consider  ourselves  to  possess  any  measure  of 
security.  We  have  the  ability,  the  resources, 
the  strength  and  the  will  which  we  must  be- 
gin to  exercise  to  create  an  air  force  fully 
capable  of  accomplishing  the  objectives  I 
have  set  forth. 

This  statement  was  made  in  L947,  and 
I  believe  it  is  even  more  significant  today 
than  it  was  at  that  time.  In  view  ol  the 
rapidly  developing  international  events 
in  1954,  I  would  lilce  to  add  two  addi- 
tional sentences  which  I  used  in  my 
speech  in  1947.  I  said  we  are  "definitely 
on  our  own.  By  our  strength  and  by  our 
strength  alone  will  we  be  able  to  survive." 


\*  • 


I    i 


Furthermore,  I  would  like  to  pomt  out 
that  on  April  1. 1948.  6  years  ago,  I  said 
in  a  speech  on  foreign  policy  made  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  that — 

Most  important  of  all  planks  in  a  reallstie 
bipartisan  program  on  foreign  policy  Is  the 
achievement  and  the  malntenanoe  of  ade- 
quate preparedness  on  the  sea,  on  the  land, 
and  more  especially  In  the  air.  Atomic 
supremacy  and  air  supremacy  by  tflle  United 
States  must  be  realized  at  all  cost*. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  this  particularly  cru- 
cial period  in  the  history  of  the  world, 
the  United  States  has  a  tremendous  op- 
portunity and  a  staggering  responsibility. 
We  have  the  opportunity  of  leading  the 
free  world  in  the  struggle  to  maintain 
and  continue  freedom.  We  have  the  re- 
sponsibility of  doing  everything  within 
our  power  to  achieve  a  just  and  lastmg 
peace.  We  must  negotiate  from  strength 
in  the  conferences  of  the  worltf  and  we 
must  be  so  prepared  and  so  ready  for  any 
eventuality  that  we  can  maintain  our 
security.  I  am  convinced  that  the  illim- 
itable thermonuclear  power  which  we 
possess  is  the  major  factor  for  ensuring 
the  peace  of  the  world. 

By  maintaining  air  supreLiaC  and 
atomic  supremacy,  I  feel  certain  w^iat  no 
aggressor  will  dare  to  unleash  a  thermo- 
nuclear war  which  would  result  in  wide- 
spread destruction  of  the  most  horrible 
nature.  We  must  and  we  will  maintain 
this  supremacy  and  eventually  we  will 
construct  an  international  society  m 
which  men  will  be  able  to  live  free  from 
fear  and  free  from  tyranny. 


The  Miracle  of  Ameria 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

HON.  ALFRED  D.  SIEMINSKI 

or  NEW  JEasTT 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  19. 1934 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  what 
is  the  miracle  of  America?  What  is  it 
that  has  brought  us  from  a  struggling 
backwoods  country  of  less  than  6  million 
people,  a  mere  century  and  a  half  ago, 
and  made  us  the  greatest  power  on 
earth? 

The  secret  of  this  great  miracle,  in  my 
mind,  may  be  found  in  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States.  This  basic  law 
contains  that  concept  of  government 
which  provides,  for  the  citizen,  freedom 
of  choice  and  freedom  of  action,  unlim- 
ited except  when  his  choice  or  his  action 
would  interfere  with  the  rights  of  others. 

Men  succeed  best  when  they  do  the 
things  they  like  best.  Freedom  and  op- 
portunity are  essential  to  each  other. 
Each  is  necessary  to  progress  and  suc- 
cess. This  secret  is  incorporated  in  our 
cheri.'^hed  American  Constitution.  It 
should  be  better  understood  by  Ameri- 
cans and  the  world. 

To  this  end,  therefore,  I  propKJBe  that  a 
film  be  made  on  the  creation  and  devel- 
opment of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  The  film  would  recreate  the  set- 
ting   in    which    the    Founding    Fathers 
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worked.  It  would  trace  the  evolution  of 
each  important  clause  in  the  Constitu- 
tion from  its  origin  to  its  final  form, 
sweeping  historj',  if  need  be,  for  its 
source  material. 

This  film,  shown  in  every  school  in  the 
lard,  would  help  coming  generations  to 
understand  this.  The  Miracle  of  Amer- 
ica, and  enable  others,  in  their  own  lan- 
guage, also  to  understand. 

Nineteen  hundred  and  flfty-six,  2  years 
hence,  will  be  180  years  of  American 
independence.  This  might  well  be  an 
appropriate  time  to  have  the  film  story 
on  The  Miracle  of  America  introduced 
or  made  available  to  our  schools  and  to 
the  public  as  well. 


Depressed  Pooltry  and  Lgg  Prices 


EXTE2^SION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  LESTER  JOHNSON 

or  WISCONSIN 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  19. 1954 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  poultry  farmers  of  Wiscon- 
sin, and  the  rest  of  the  Nation  for  that 
matter,  are  in  a  crisis.  Poultry  prices 
are  at  depression  levels.  Live  poultry 
has  sold  in  some  areas  for  as  low  at  9 
cents  a  pound.  Through  all  this  disas- 
ter, poultry  farmers  have  been  asked  to 
'tighten  their  belts."  They  have  been 
the  victims,  it  seems  to  me.  of  the  pres- 
ent philosophy  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  that  low  farm  prices  will 
have  a  stabilizing  influence.  The  only 
influence  that  depression  level  poultry 
prices  are  having  is  to  force  families 
from  the  land  and  to  cause  retrench- 
ment away  from  their  meager  but  ade- 
quate living  standards  of  last  year. 

Local  business  is  dependent  in  many 
areas  thromihout  the  Nation  on  the  wel- 
fare of  poultrymen.  When  farmers  can 
pay  bills,  buy  new  equipment  and  other 
farm  supplies,  business  flourishes.  But 
when  farmers  are  getting  20  cents  a 
dozen  for  e^rgs  and  9  cents  a  pound  for 
hve  poultry  they  go  bankrupt. 

Secretary  of  Agriculture  Ezra  Taft 
Benson  has  authority  to  remove  surplus 
eg:7s  with  section  32  funds.  Believing 
that  it  is  imperative  that  immediate 
action  be  taken  to  boost  egg  prices,  I 
have  written  Secretary  Benson  urging 
him  to  make  purchases  of  eggs  for  use 
in  the  federally  assisted  school-lunch 
program. 

The  Kiplmper  agricultural  letter,  a 
portion  of  which  is  quoted  in  the  letter 
to  Secretary  Benson,  clearly  points  out 
that  an  incr(?ase  in  egg  production  hardly 
explains  a  2.)-percent  drop  in  egg  prices. 
While  I  am  in  complete  agreement  with 
this  line  of  thinking,  I  am  strongly  in 
favor  of  a  purchase  of  a  substantial 
quantity  of  eggs  as  the  first  step  toward 
correcting  the  depression  level  to  which 
the  price  of  eggs  has  dropped.  I  am 
suggesting  to  Secretary  Benson,  however, 
that  a  detailed  study  be  made  of  the  fac- 


tors influencing  egg  prices  if  the  pur- 
chase of  eggs  under  section  32  does  not 
have  the  desired  effect  of  raising  egg 
prices. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  include  in  my  remarks 
my  letter  to  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
Benson. 

The  letter  follows: 

AUGtTST  19.  1954. 
Hon.  BzKA  Taft  Bfnson. 

Secretary  of  Agriculture.  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture.  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

Dear  SEcarrABT  Benson:  I  am  taking  this 
means  of  calling  your  attention  to  the  criti- 
cal situation  of  poultry  producers  in  Wis- 
consin as  well  as  in  other  poultry -producing 
areas. 

I  am  informed  that  poultry  farmers  tn 
some  areas  are  receiving  20  and  25  cents  a 
doEen  for  eggs.  Such  egg  prices  balanced 
against  the  cost  of  production  means  bank- 
ruptcy for  many  worthy  farm  families  un- 
less immediate  action  Is  taken  by  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  to  boost  egg  prices. 

There  Is  no  good  reason  why  poultry  farm- 
ers should  have  to  sell  their  produce  at  give- 
away prices  while  eggs  at  retail  reflect  little, 
IX  any.  of  the  farm  price  drop. 

The  Klpllnger  Agricultural  Letter  of  Au- 
gust 14  gives  a  very  accurate  report  of  the 
dire  circumstances  of  poultry  farmers.  I 
quote  from  this  letter  as  follows: 

"Price  trends  in  poultry  and  eggs  puzzle 
Government  price  experts.  With  production 
up  this  year,  they  expected  some  dropoff  In 
prices.  But  the  Increase  In  production  they 
say.  has  not  been  big  enough  to  explain  the 
very  low  prices  prevaUlng  over  much  of  this 
year. 

"Take  eggs  for  an  example:  Production  of 
eggs  Is  running  3  percent  up  from  a  year 
ago.  But  prices  of  eggs  are  down  25  per- 
cent, or  even  more  at  times.  They  have 
slumped  from  boom  prices  last  year  to  al- 
most depression  prices  for  this  year  •  •  • 
a  drop  that  a  3-percent  increase  in  supply 
hardly  explains. 

"And  turkeys :  A  bigger  crop  this  year  than 
last,  more  turkeys  than  the  Industry  thought 
wise.  But  the  increase  doesn't  seem  big 
enough  to  account  for  a  drop  of  about  20 
percent  In   prices  farmers  receive  for  birds. 

"Farm  chickens:  Prices  of  these  are  down 
a  fourth  from  1953.  Reports  of  chickens 
bringing  9  cents  a  pound  on  Midwest  fanna 
are  common." 

Many  poultrymen  have  had  to  mortgage 
their  farms  to  meet  current  farm  operating 
and  family  living  expenses,  the  most  Impor- 
tant of  which  is  feed.  This  has  been  neces- 
sary because  many  feed  dealers  have  refused 
to  deliver  feed  except  on  a  c.  o.  d.  basis. 
With  sources  of  credit  exhausted,  the  outlook 
of  family  poultry  producers  is  dim,  indeed. 
Unless  some  action  is  taken  immediately  to 
Investigate  and  correct  the  cause  of  the  full- 
scale  depression  among  poultry  producers, 
many  families  will  be  forced  from  their 
farms.  To  prevent  this  from  happening  and 
to  give  courage  to  the  many  hard-hit  fami- 
lies, I  strongly  urge  you  to  make  section  32 
funds  available  at  once  for  the  purchase  of 
eggs  to  be  used  in  tiie  federally  assisted 
school-lunch  program. 

The  Klpllnger  Agricultural  Letter  clearly 
points  out  that  something  other  than  the 
Increased  production  of  eggs  may  be  in- 
volved in  the  drop  in  egg  prices  to  depression 
levels.  But  It  is  my  belief  that  the  first 
step  toward  stabilizing  of  egg  prices  should 
be  the  purchase  of  a  substantial  quantity 
of  eggs.  If  this  does  not  have  the  desired 
effect,  I  strongly  recommend  that  a  detailed 
study  be  made  of  the  various  factors  which 
contributed  to  the  price  drop. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Lester  Johnson. 


Akidc  dc  Gasperi 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  PAUL  A.  FINO 

or  NEW   TORJC 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVS3 

Thursday,  August  19, 1954 

Mr.  FINO.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  is  my  sad 
task  to  announce  to  the  Members  of  the 
House  that  Alcide  de  Oasperi,  eight  times 
Premier  of  Italy,  passed  away  at  3  a.  m. 
this  morning.  August  19,  1954.  at  the  age^ 
of  73  years.  Death  came  to  Mr.  de  Oas- 
peri in  his  north  Italy  mountain  home  at 
Sella  Val  Sugana. 

The  na^e  of  de  Oasperi  will  always  be 
a  symbol  of  honor,  courage,  and  achieve- 
ment throughout  the  free  world.  Italy 
has  lost  a  great  statesman,  and  the 
United  States  has  lost  a  stanch  friend. 

Mr.  de  Oasperi  was  born  in  Pieve  Te- 
sino,  near  Trent,  in  the  southern  Tyrol, 
when  that  region  was  part  of  the  Austro- 
Hungarian  Empire,  of  Italian  parentage. 
Prom  an  early  age.  he  showed  a  keen 
interest  in  Italy's  welfare  and  future.  In 
November  1904.  when  Just  23  years  old, 
he  was  arrested  at  Innsbruck  for  taking 
part  in  a  political  demonstration  with 
other  Italian  students.  One  month  later 
he  was  released,  with  the  help  of  the 
Italian  Government.  After  graduating 
from  the  University  of  Vienna,  he  be- 
came editor  of  a  daily  newspaper,  the 
Catholic  Voice,  at  Trent.  He  was  elect- 
ed to  his  first  legislative  post  in  1911, 
when  he  was  named  Councilor  of  the 
Empire,  and  went  to  the  Austrian  Parlia- 
ment in  Vienna.  While  there,  he  was  an 
active  voice  for  the  Italian  minorities. 

When  Tyrol  was  given  to  Italy  after 
World  War  I.  Mr.  de  Oasperi  Joined  ihe 
Popular  lUlian  Party,  forerunner  of  the 
Christian  Democrats.  He  was  elected  a 
member  of  its  national  council  in  1919. 
and  2  years  later  entered  the  Italian 
Chamber  of  Deputies. 

Under  de  Gasperi's  leadership,  the 
Popular  Party  broke  with  Mussolini  and 
when  that  dictator  suppressed  political 
opposition,  de  Oasperi  was  forced  to  re- 
tire to  Tyrol.  Suspected  of  taking  part 
In  clandestine  activities  of  that  party, 
he  was  imprisoned  for  16  months  and 
released.  After  he  was  freed,  de  Oas- 
peri worked  in  the  Vatican  library,  and 
earned  his  living  by  writing  articles.    ^ 

Italy's  entry  into  World  War  11 
brought  Mr.  de  Oasperi  back  to  political 
activity.  He  became  active  again  In  the 
opposition  and  in  the  re-formed  Popular 
Party. 

After  Italy's  surrender  and  the  Nazi 
seizure  of  Rome  in  1943,  he  was  sought 
by  the  police  and  took  refuge  in  the  Vati- 
can, with  other  great  men  who  were  to 
become  leaders  in  postwar  Italy. 

In  1944  when  the  Christian  Democrat 
Party  was- formed  from  the  old  Popular 
Party,  Mr.  de  Gasperl  emerged  as  its 
leader  and  party  secretary.  In  1944  and 
1945  he  was  selected  for  several  impor- 
tant posts,  finally  becoming  Foreign 
Minister  and  from  that  post  moving  into 
the  premiership  at  the  end  of  1945. 
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The  state  of  chaos  In  Italy  at  the  time 
de  Qasperi  took  over  the  premiership 
is  almost  beyond  belief.  Wages  were 
very  low;  prices  very  high;  the  Com- 
munists were  in  the  Government;  riots 
and  bloodshed  occurred  almost  dai^,  and 
the  prostrate  people  of  Italy  lived  under 
constant  threat  of  a  Communist  upris- 
ing. Mr.  de  Gasperi  went  to  work 
against  these  odds  and  in  the  1948  Ital- 
ian elections,  he  inflicted  a  smashing 
defeat  to  the  Reds. 

For  5  years  after  that  he  fought  the 
Reds  constantly  and  successfully,  ever 
championing  close  alliance  with  the 
United  States  and  the  anti-Communist 
West,  and  working  hard  for  Eiiropean 
unity. 

It  was  Mr.  de  Gasperi  who  brought 
Italy  into  the  North  Atlantic  Alliance. 
He  worked  strenuously  for  the  Schu- 
man  coal-steel  plan,  the  Council  of  Eu- 
rope, and  the  six-nation  European  army, 
and  made  Italy  a  participant  in  all  of 
them.  To  the  hour  of  his  death,  he 
fought  for  the  European  army. 

His  contribution  toward  a  stable  Italy, 
his  struggle  against  communism,  and  his 
lifelong  work  for  democracy  will  not  be 
forgotten.  The  death  of  this  gallant 
statesman  who  led  Italy  out  of  postwar 
chaos  and  into  the  path  of  democracy 
is  a  serious  blow  and  a  very  great  loss  for 
Europe. 


Tow  Confretsman  R^orts  to  Tea 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  SIDNEY  R.  YATES 

or  ZLUNOIS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday,  August  19. 1954 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was 
elected  to  the  United  States  House  of 
Representativesr  in  1948.  During  the  6 
years  I  have  served  in  Congress  I  have 
attempted  to  maintain  close  communi- 
cation with  the  people  of  my  district  by 
reporting  each  week  on  my  activities  and 
on  the  actions  taken  by  the  Congress.  I 
have  done  this  for  two  reasons:  first, 
because  I  believe  that  those  who  have 
honored  me  by  selecting  me  as  their 
representative  are  entitled  to  know  the 
manner  in  which  I  have  acted  on  their 
behalf;  second,  because  I  believe  that  in 
this  American  democracy  of  ours,  politics 
is  the  biisiness  of  all  citizens  and  it  is 
important  that  they  know  what  is  hap- 
pening in  the  Congress. 

The  83d  Congress  is  drawing  to  a  close. 
I  think  it  is  well  to  review  some  of  its 
most  important  activities,  and  accord- 
ingly, I  am  presenting  copies  of  the  let- 
ters which  I  wrote  on  important  subjects 
during  the  session: 
PaoMOTioif  or  Caft.  HncAif  a.  Rickovzb 
(Newsletter  No.  124) 

Pebkuabt  14, 1953. 
Since  I  wrote  to  you  a  few  weelu  ago  re- 
specting tbe  case  of  Capt.  Hyman  George 
Rlckorer,  I  went  Into  the  matter  much  mora 
thoroughly  and  was  even  more  appalled  by 
the  action  of  the  admirals  In  having  paaaed 
over  him  for  promotion.  Not  only  is  he  the 
acknowledged  authority  In  the  Navy  on  the 


application  of  atomic  power  to  the  propul- 
sion at  naval  vesaels.  but  during  Wotid  War 
n.  he  helped  perfect  so  many  electrltal  de- 
vices that  It  Is  said  a  four-star  admiral  put 
the  foUowlng  note  In  Rlckover's  service  file. 
"This  man  has  done  more  for  the  Navy  from 
an  engineering  point  of  view  than  any  other 
officer." 

On  Thursday  I  made  a  speech  branding 
the  action  of  the  admirals  as  a  shocking  ex- 
ample of  military  waste  and  profligacy.  By 
any  reasonable  standards  that  the  admirals 
wanted  to  use,  Rickover  should  have  been 
promoted,  but  because  of  the  secreoy  sur- 
rounding the  proceedings  of  naval  selection 
boards,  nobody  knows  what  happened. 
"For  all  we  know,"  I  said,  "for  all  even  the 
Commander  In  Chief  of  the  Navy,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  knows,  the  stand- 
ards for  promotion  employed  by  the  selec- 
tion board  may  be  those  recommended  by 
Adm.  Joseph  Porter  in  Gilbert  and  Sullivan's 
Pinafore  when  he  sings: 

"I  polished  up  that  handle  so  carefulee 
That  now  I  am  the  ruler  of  the  queen's 

Navee."  j 

And—  f 

"I  thought  so  little  they  rewarded  me 
By  making  me  the  ruler  of  the  Queen's 
Navee." 

Maybe  it  was  an  admiral's  stepped-on  toe 
with  a  long  memory  that  deprived  the  Navy 
of  Rlckover's  services:  or  perhaps  It  was 
"convoy  mentality."  This  was  a  plwase  I 
used  to  show  the  admirals'  refusal  to  permit 
any  nonconformity.  Under  the  rules  of  the 
wartime  convoy  system,  no  matter  hcwr  fast 
a  ship  was  capable  of  traveling,  as  long  as 
It  was  part  of  the  convoy  it  was  compelled 
to  reduce  speed  to  equal  that  of  the  canvoy's 
slowest  member.  "Apparently,"  I  said,  "the 
admirals  have  transferred  that  rule  of  the 
convoy  to  the  field  of  officer  selection." 

In  my  opinion,  the  Rlckover  case  Is  Im- 
portant because  we  are  in  a  new  age,  an 
atomic  age,  an  age  of  new  weapons  and  it 
Is  necessary  that  we  recognize  by  promotion 
to  top  echelons  officers  who  are  scientists, 
aa  well  as  fighting  men.  President  Elsen- 
hower recognized  thU  in  his  book,  Cfusade 
in  Em-ope.  when  he  wrote: 

"Indeed  one  of  the  most  important  char- 
acteristics of  the  succesful  officer  today  is 
his  ability  to  continue  changing  his  tneth- 
ords,  almost  even  his  mental  proceaaes.  In 
order  to  keep  abreast  of  the  constant  ctoange 
that  modem  science,  working  under  the 
compelling  urge  of  national  self-preeerva- 
tlon,  brings  to  the  battlefield." 

I  suggested  to  the  House  that  (1)  naval 
selection  boards  which  pass  upon  the  pro- 
motions of  engineering  officers  to  admiral 
be  made  up  of  three  civilians  selected  by 
the  President  from  among  the  outstanding 
scientists  and  engineers  In  the  country  in 
addition  to  the  admirals;  (2)  to  eliminate 
complete  secrecy  by  requiring  that  a  tteno- 
graphlc  record  be  made  of  the  entire  pro- 
ceedings of  the  board,  with  copies  forwarded 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
Secretaries  of  Navy  and  Defense,  and  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
of  the  Senate.  In  the  event  of  disagree- 
ment In  the  selection  of  the  officers,  such 
disagreement  could  be  noted  and  attached 
to  the  stenographic  report  by  minority  mem- 
bers; (3)  the  President  to  have  the  power 
to  substitute  those  approved  by  the  minority 
in  plac:e  of  those  approved  by  the  majority 
if  he  so  desires,  rather  than  being  restricted 
a.:  he  Is  now  to  vetoing  the  proceedings  of 
the  board  and  reconvening  it. 

(Newsletter  No.  127)  1 

March  14.  1953. 
Congressman  Dempset  of  New  Mexico  ap- 
peared to  be  completely  serious  at  lunch  last 
week  as  he  proposed  petitioning  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  to  postpone  the  ex- 
plosion of  the  atomic  bomb  scheduled  for 


March  17.  "For  the  last  couple  of  centurie«," 
he  said,  "the  Irish  have  had  St.  Patrick's 
day  for  their  very  own.  It  is  the  one  day 
of  the  year  when  we  make  all  the  noise. 
Now  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  comes 
along  and  outdoes  us  with  their  bomb.  It's 
an  outrage." 

In  my  last  newsletter  to  you  I  Wrote  "next 
week  should  write  the  ending->-happy  or-^ 
unhappy — to  the  Rlckover  story."  This  week  ' ' 
the  ending  was  written — a  favorable  ending 
which  came  quite  suddenly  and  unexpect- 
edly. On  March  5,  I  testified  before  the  Sen- 
ate Armed  Services  Committee.  Four  days 
later  Senator  Saltonstall,  chairman  of  the 
committee,  made  public  a  letter  dated 
March  6,  which  he  had  received  from  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  Anderson,  in  which  the 
Secretary  stated  that  he  was  going  to  con-  ' 
vene  two  selection  boards.  One  board  would 
meet  for  the  purpose  of  recommending  for 
retention  for  another  year,  engineering  duty 
captains  who  were  due  to  retire  this  June,  in- 
cluding one  who  would  be  experienced  and 
qualified  In  the  field  of  atomic  propulsive 
machinery.  This  is  Rlckover's  special  field. 
The  second  selection  board  to  Which  the 
Secretary  referred  would  be  convened  In 
July  for  the  purpose  of  selecting  captains 
for  promotion  to  rear  admiral,  one  of  whom 
would  be  required  to  be  an  engineering  duty 
captain  experienced  and  qualified  In  the  field 
of  atomic  propulsive  machinery.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  the  Secretary's  language  la 
directed  specifically  toward  rectifying  the 
Injustice  done  to  Rlckover  and  practically 
assures  his  promotion. 

The  action  proposed  by  the  Secretary  Is 
unprecedented  in  the  long  history  of  the 
Navy.  Never  before  has  the  Navy  taken  the 
unheard-of  step  of  reviewing  the  case  of  a 
captain  twice  passed  over  for  promotion  to 
rear  admiral.  It  marks  the  end  of  an  In- 
tensive engagement  which  starte<l  on  Jan- 
uary 22  when  I  took  the  fioor  to  bring  the 
Rlckover  case  to  the  attention  of  the  Con- 
gress. At  that  time,  few  conceded  any  hofw 
for  a  favorable  conclusion,  and  I  mjrself 
stated  that  the  odds  were  99  to  1  against 
Rlckover.  Yet,  I  believed  the  N«vy  was  so 
wrong  that  the  fight  must  be  made. 

On  February  12  I  again  made  a  speech  to 
the  House,  this  time  for  an  hour.  In  which 
I  requested  the  Senate  Armed  Services 
Committee  to  withhold  confirmation  of  the 
officers  recommended  for  appointment  by  the 
selection  board  until  the  committee  had  an 
opportunity  to  assure  itself  that  the  Navy's 
atomic  vessels  program  project  would  not  be 
Jeopardized  by  Rlckover's  retirement.  I  sent 
copies  of  the  speech  to  President  Elsenhower, 
to  Senator  Saltonstall,  and  to  all  members 
of  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee.  On 
February  18.  when  the  news  story  broke  that 
Time  magazine  and  Michael  Amrlhe,  of  the 
North  American  Newspaper  Alllanc*.  declared 
that  their  stories  on  the  atomic  Submarine 
had  been  held  up  by  the  Navy,  one  for  67  days 
and  the  other  for  15  days.  I  again  took  the 
floor  to  protest  against  the  Navy's  oensorship 
of  Rlckover's  part  in  the  development  of  the 
atomic  sub.  On  March  2  I  addressed  the 
House  again,  this  time  for  an  hour  and  a 
half,  on  the  necessity  for  the  prompt  and 
successful  completion  of  the  atomic  vessels 
project  to  national  security  and  urging  Rlck- 
over's retention  as  head  of  the  pfogram  In 
order  that  it  continue  to  move  forward  un- 
impeded. On  that  day,  too,  I  gained  an 
ally  in  the  fight  when  Senator  Jackson,  of 
Washington,  who  had  been  a  naember  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy, 
agreed  to  Join  with  me  in  testifying  before 
the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  which 
had  decided  to  defer  confirmation  of  all 
promotions  to  admiral  until  it  could  check 
the  Rlckover  case.  On  March  5.  1  testified 
before  the  committee  for  more  than  an  hour. 
The  Secretary's  letter  (to  promote  Rlckover) 
was  revealed  on  March  9. 
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From  Senator  John  C.  Stennis,  of  Mis- 
sissippi, whom  [  had  never  met  before  testi- 
fying before  th?  Armed  Services  Committee, 
I  received  the  following  letter  this  week: 

"Deab  Reprisentativi  Yates:  Again  I 
vant  to  congratulate  you  most  heartily  on 
your  splendid  jjresentatlon  of  the  Rlckover 
matter  to  our  committee.  Also  I  want  to 
C'inkjratulate  you  on  the  results  obtained, 
which  seem  to  me  to  be  a  splendid  solution 
Ii,r  the  time  being,  and  this  is  about  as  far 
as  Secretary  Anderson  could  have  gone." 

Lets  call  the  Senator's  more-than-gener- 
ous  commendation  a  ribbon  for  the  Rlckover 
campaign. 

Your  frleid, 

Sidney  R.  Yates. 
Member  of  Congress. 

Tidilands  Giveaway 
(Newsletter  No.  130) 

April  4,  1053. 

The  tidelands  bill  is  like  a  hardy  biennial 
plr\nt.  It  raises  Its  oily  head  every  2  years 
with  ench  new  (Congress.  In  previous  years 
v.hen  it  was  approved  by  the  House  and  the 
Senate.  President  Truman  cut  It  down  with 
liis  veto,  and  Its  supporters  could  never 
r.iliv  cnouch  strength  to  revive  it  and  over- 
ride the  President.  But  this  year,  with  the 
indication  by  President  Eisenhower  that  he 
will  approve  the  legislation,  the  bill  prom- 
ises to  attain  fill  flower  and  to  bear  fruit 
lor  the  coastal  States. 

Since  the  first  decision  In  1947  of  the 
United  t^tates  Supreme  Court,  holding  that 
tlie  Federal  Government  has  a  paramount 
rii-'ht  to  the  &ul)merged  lands  immediately 
seaward  of  the  low-water  shoreline,  and  to 
their  oil  deposits,  representatives  of  Texas. 
Louisiana,  and  California  have  led  a  drive 
fnr  a  bill  to  change  the  law  by  conveying  the 
Federal  Governnenfs  interest  to  the  States. 
It  is  understandable  that  these  representa- 
tives shou'.d  press  for  legislation  so  bene- 
ficial to  their  S'^tes.  It  is  not  so  under- 
standable, however,  that  the  President  of 
the  United  State:j.  representing  the  people  of 
r.!l  48  States,  should  faVor  legislation  which 
conveys  the  property  belonging  to  the  people 
of  all  48  States,  to  the  people  of  only  3. 
It  Is  equally  difficult  to  understand  why  every 
Republican  Member  of  the  House  from  Illi- 
nois, excepting  only  Congressman  McVey, 
should  vote  for  the  bill  when  it  passed  the 
House  last  week.  The  effect  of  their  vote 
was  to  approve  the  relinquishment  of  the 
proprietary  rights  of  their  Illinois  constitu- 
ents In  the  subanerged  oil  resources — some 
»50  billion  worth  at  least — to  the  people  of 
three  coastal  States.  Siates' rights?  What  of 
tV.e  riphls  of  tlie  people  of  the  State  of 
i;;i:ioii,? 

S?n3tor  Hill  has  proposed  that  the  oil  re- 
sources be  developed  for  the  benefit  of  all 
the  schoolchildren  of  the  Nation.  Others 
have  urged  that  the  oil  deposits  be  conserved 
in  the  interests  cif  national  defense.  Others 
have  recommended  that  the  oil  wealth  be 
exploited  to  substantially  reduce  our  national 
debt.  U  the  blli  passes,  as  it  undoubtedly 
■wi".  these  become  only  suggestions  of  what 
nii.;ht  have  been. 

During  the  debate  on  Monday  and  Tues- 
div,  I  made  four  speeches  against  the  bill 
po:tui:ig  out  the  many  deceptions  used  by 
those  who  favor  the  bill  to  obtain  its  passage. 
The  first  was  in  calling  the  bill  itself  the 
"Tidelands  bill"  because  the  tidelands — the 
land  lying  between  the  high  and  low  water 
marks  on  the  shores  of  the  ocean — were  not 
even  Involved  In  the  legislation.  Everj-body 
admits  that  the  States  own  title  to  thU  strip 
of  land  and  to  inland  waters  such  as  rivers. 
lakes,  and  bays.  Confusion  began  when  pro- 
ponents of  the  hiU  began  to  designate  the 
submerged  lands  lying  seaward  3  miles  from 
the  low-water  murk  as  tidelands  in  order  to 
laentify  such  lands  as  State  owned  because 
C 9C4 


of  the  name.  "This  is  no  tidelands  bUl." 
I  said.  "This  bill  could  with  much  more  Jus- 
tice be  caUed  the  tri-states  misappropriation 
blU.  It  seeks  to  misappropriate  the  Nation's 
wealth  for  the  benefit  of  Texas,  Louisiana, 
and  California.  Talk  about  pouring  oil  on 
troubled  waters — this  bill  will  pour  the  oil 
wealth  of  48  States  into  the  tanks  of  only  3." 

I  pointed  out  two  Instances  of  the  scare 
warfare  used  by  the  attorney  general  of  Tex- 
as in  an  effort  to  win  Illinois  to  Texas'  side  of 
the  controversy.  The  first  was  a  letter  to  the 
bankers  financing  Chicago's  new  filtration 
plant  by  raising  questions  as  to  the  title  to 
the  land  under  Lake  Michigan.  Former  Cor- 
poration Counsel  Joseph  F.  Grossman  de- 
scribed the  effort  for  what  it  was:  •••  •  • 
propaganda  designed  to  free  the  States  bor- 
dering upon  the  oceans  and  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  from  interference  by  the  United 
States  In  the  exploitation  of  all  resources 
under  those  waters."  The  second  was  a  let- 
ter written  by  the  same  Attorney  General  of 
Texas  to  Senator  Paul  EtotJCLAS.  stating  that 
DovcLAS'  position  in  opposition  to  the  bill 
would  destroy  the  title  of  Illinois  to  the 
land  underlying  Lake  Michigan.  A  copy  of 
the  letter  was  read  to  Douglas  in  the  Senate 
by  a  Senator  from  Florida.  Douglas  an- 
swered: "I  thank  the  Senator  for  calling  my 
attention  to  a  letter  which  I  have  not  vet  re- 
ceived. The  Senator  seems  to  have'  more 
information  about  my  correspondence  than 
I  possess." 

Congressman  Bender  made  a  two-sentence 
speech  during  the  debate:  "Mr.  Speaker,  I 
think  we  decided  this  issue  with  the  last 
election.  Now  let's  vote."  I  believe  Bendeb 
was  wrong.  Tidelands  will  still  be  an  issue 
In  the  next  election. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Sidney  R.  Yates, 
Member  of  Congress. 


Premier  Alcide  de  Gasperi 

<j  

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  ALBERT  W.  CRETELU 

or  CONNECncXTT 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIV'ES 

Thursday.  August  19.  1954 

Mr.  CRETELLA.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is 
with  the  greatest  shock  and  sorrow  that 
I  heard  of  the  death  today  of  the  great 
former  Premier  of  Italy,  Alcide  de  Gas- 
peri. 

It  was  De  Gasperi,  an  8-time  Premier, 
who  took  over  the  leadership  of  war-torn 
Italy  in  1945  as  the  head  of  the  popular 
Christian  Democrat  Party. 

An  active  opponent  of  early  fascism, 
De  Gasperi  was  jailed  on  more  than  one 
instance  by  Dictator  Mussolini.  The 
feeling  and  spirit  of  democracy  have 
caused  E>e  Gasperi  much  hardship  and 
privation  since  his  early  days  as  a  stu- 
dent in  Italy  when  he  began  to  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  then  strong-arm  Gov- 
ernment. 

Here  was  a  man  whose  life  and  dedica- 
tion it  was  to  see  the  emergence  of  a  free 
and  democratic  Italy.  In  the  difiBcult 
postwar  years  the  task  of  realizing  this 
end  was  no  small  one  in  this  politically 
splintered  nation. 

No  less  a  man  and  no  more  bitter  an 
opponent  of  godless  communism  than 
Alcide  de  Gasperi  could  have  kept  the 
Italian  Government  in  coalition  with  the 
aims  of  the  United  States  and  the  free 


Western  World.  No  less  a  man  than  he 
could  have  led  and  succeeded  in  the  drive 
for  European  unification.  Through  his 
diligent  efforts  he,  in  1949,  brought  Italy 
as  a  charter  member  into  the  North  At- 
lantic Treaty  Organization,  an  alliance 
of  nations  which  had  been  at  war  with 
Italian  fascism  but  a  few  years  t)efore. 

De  Gasperi  earned  the  profound  re- 
spect of  entire  free  Europe,  He  has  been 
called  the  most  intelligent,  most  skill- 
ful, most  honest,  and  most  courageous 
statesman  of  these  days. 

It  was  only  because  of  his  broken 
health  that  E>e  Gasperi  recently  was  com- 
pelled to  relinquish  his  position  as  titular 
head  of  the  Christian  Democrat  Party. 

America  and  the  free  world  mourns 
the  death  of  Alcide  de  Gasperi.  He  will 
forever  be  remembered  as  the  lean  old 
statesm,an  who  led  his  great,  spirited 
country  out  of  chaos  and  Into  the  beam- 
ing light  of  democracy. 


Premier  Alcide  de  Gasperi 

mrrENsiON  of  remarks 

OF 

HON.  WILLIAM  A.  BARRETT 

OF  pennsylvamia 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday.  August  19,  1954 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
heard  with  profound  sorrow  and  deep 
regret  the  announcement  of  the  death 
of  ex-Premier  Alcide  de  Gasperi  of  Italy. 
His  counti-y  and  the  world  have  been 
bereft  of  a  great  man.  The  passing  of 
Alcide  de  Gasperi  is  a  great  loss  to  Italy, 
Europe  and  all  freedom-loving,  demo- 
cratic peoples  of  the  world. 

It  is  a  serious  blow  we  have  to  suffer, 
particularly  on  the  eve  of  the  confer- 
ence on  a  European  Defense  Community, 
for  which  Mr.  de  Gasperi  fought  almost 
to  the  hour  of  his  death.  It  is  indeed 
unfortunate  that  Western  Europe  has 
been  robbed  of  one  of  the  stanchest  sup- 
porters of  the  cause  of  European  unity. 

The  free  world  has  lost  one  of  its 
most  outstanding  and  able  statesmen. 
Mr.  de  Gasperi  led  Italy  from  fascism 
through  a  Communist-inspired  crisis 
to  becoming  one  of  the  most  politically 
stable  countries  in  Western  Europe.  He 
is  primarily  responsible  for  bringing 
Italy  in  1949  into  the  North  Atlantic 
Alliance  against  Communist  aggression, 
and  was  a  two-fisted  foe  against  the 
growing  menace  of  communism.  Even 
in  early  life  he  showed  a  keen  interest 
in  Italy's  welfaree  and  future,  and  his 
entire  adult  life  was  devoted  to  the  idea 
of  a  democratic  Italy. 

A  great  leader  has  gone  from  the 
midst  of  the  democratic  Western  World. 
Alcide  de  Gasperi  has  well  filled  a  place 
in  the  record  of  the  future  of  the  world. 
His  foresight  and  wisdom  are  further  in- 
dicated by  his  choice  and  support  of 
Mario  Scelba  to  succeed  him  as  leader 
of  his  beloved  country.  May  Premier 
Scelba  be  blessed  with  a  similar  long  and 
distinguished  career  of  service  to  his 
country  and  the  entire  free  world. 
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Report  M  Irrif  atioi  and  Reckmation 
LtgisUlioB  of  the  83d  Coocress 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  A.  L.  MILLER 

or  mcBiusKA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPREBENTATTVES 

Thursday,  August  19, 1954 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, several  of  my  colleagues  have  sisked 
about  the  various  bills  which  have  been 
Introduced  relative  to  irrigation  and  rec- 
lamation projects.  I  have  had  the  staff 
of  my  committee.  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs,  prepare  a  rundown  of  the  bills 
Which  have  been  reported  in  the  House. 

I  am  quite  proud  of  what  has  been  ac- 
complished.   Under  this  Congress  and 


the  Republican  administration,  much 
has  been  done  to  promote  irrigation  and 
reclamation.  We  have  worked  closely 
with  the  Appropriations  Committee  in 
getting  fimds  to  start  actual  construc- 
tion of  seven  new  projects.  In  addition, 
my  committee  has  authorized  many  new 
projects. 

There  have  been  charges  that  this  ad- 
ministration is  turning  its  back  on  irri- 
gation and  reclamation ;  that  if  we  con- 
tinue to  follow  this  policy  irrigation  and 
reclamation  are  doomed. 

As  Al  Smith  used  to  say,  "Let's  take  a 
look  at  the  record."  About  $60  million 
in  new  projects  has  been  authorized  by 
this  Congress.  Two  otiier  projects,  Mi- 
chaud  Flats  and  Santa  Maria,  totaling 
$27  million  have  been  approved  by  the 
House  and  are  now  pending  before  the 
Senate  where  they  have  committee  ap- 
proval. 

My  committee  also  reported  H.  R.  4449 
which  would  authorize  the  development 


August  10 

of  the  upper  Colorado  River  Basin— the 
last  of  the  major  river  basins  remaining 
undeveloped  in  the  United  States. 

As  you  will  note  by  the  chart  that  fol- 
lows. 11  new  projects  wore  favorably 
reported  by  my  committee.  Many  hours 
of  hearings  were  held  on  each  of  these 
projects.  Both  proponents  and  oppo- 
nents were  given  ample  time  to  present 
their  arguments. 

Besides  the  11  authorizations,  5  other 
projects  were  given  the  green  light  to 
start  or  continue  actual  construction. 
Several  other  bills  were  approved  rela- 
tive to  incidental  problems  concerning 
operating  projects.  Also.  10  bills  dealing 
with  irrigation  districts  were  approved. 

The  Fryingpan-Arkansas  project  was 
reported  favorably  by  my  committee,  but 
the  rule  for  consideration  was  voted 
down  by  the  House.  No  rule  has  been 
granted  on  the  upper  Colorado  River 
Ba.^in  bill. 

The  report: 


Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee,  irrigation  and  ratlamalion  legislation,  S3d  Cong. 


Reported        Piks.se(l  Hou.se    Pa-sscd  Senal  e 


Enacted 


rBOIBCT  AT7TBORIZATIONS  | 

Centr^V^y  Reject,  works  for  development  Of  water  supply  for  waterfowl  management     July   28,  l»i3 
iri.  K.  ma)  («aiju,ouo;. 

Chief  Jps^h  Dam  project,  Footer  Creek  division  (H.  R.  4854"  ($6,000,000)  I        do 

v?i?!^„  l^i^l^.'?l*P/.^l"^<^^i'+t5LC*^^^  ---"'!""]!. Vjun.-    H."i»^4 


.^ug.     1, 1953 
June  23, 


FryuiRpan-Arkansas  project  (H.  R.  236)  ($173,000,000) 
Michand  Ftots  project  (H.  R.  M99)  ($10.000,000) 

}??'^«^w®*'"li*°^5/'^"V7'°'"i^'  Lavaca  Flats,  Mirj^e  F-"lats,  and  O'Xe ilY unites; 

(u.  K.  8S20)  (no  antnonzation  of  funds). 

Palo  Vwde  project  (H.  R.  8488)  ($7,000,000) 

Ho«iM  River  Basin  project.  Talent  division  (H.  R.8384)  ($23."oi<),666) 

SanU  Margarita  project  (H.  R.  5731)  ($22.6  million)  " 

PanU  Maria  ixvject  (H.  R.  2238)  ($17,000,000).  \ " " 

WashiU  River  Basin  project  (8. 118)  ($38,000,000) I-IIIlII-IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIlIIIIIi;! 

PBOJWTS  ATPROVKD  POB  CONSTRUCTION 

Kklutna  project  (8.3097) 

Mjasoori  River  Basin  project  (Qlendo  unit)  (sVJiRes'YMY "^ 

Missouri  River  Basin  project  (Sargent  unit)  

Missouri  River  Basin  project  (YellowtaU  unit)  (committee  resoiution)'" 

Bolano  project  (oonmut tee  resolution).  


2S, 
July  2:*. 
June   KS, 


IJ.M 
1054 


OTHXK  PROJECT  LZOISLATION 

Davte-Parker  protect  (consolidation  of  the  2  projects)  (H.  R.  3,^8) 

Eden  project  (exchange  of  lands)  (H.  R.  7057)  

I^loon  pain  project  (transmission  and  dispositton  of  electric  energy)  (8-  3090) 

MUk  River  project  (adjustment  of  charges)  (H.R.  7813)  

Owl  Creek  project  (exemption  from  excess  lands  limitation)  (ii.  R  Vrai) 

Palisades  project  (payments  for  improvements)  (H.  R.6786)  

Rlverton  reclaniation  project  (compensation  to  Indians)  (H.  R  4483) 

Bnoshoneproject  (conveyance  of  land  to  University  of  Wyoming)  (K   H  MesY 

Vermejo  project  (amend  authorizing  act)  (H.  R.  V^)..^....".'..VS..J.^.:S:SS//.V.'.'. 

raRIGATION  DISTRICTS 

^™f*™°  ^»Il'»^e9«7ol'I>J8trict(amendatory  repayment  contract)  (H.  R.9889) 

2SI IV?""™*  VI!P*'.°°  ^"'"<^  (**'^™  <»'ts  ™ad«  nonreirabursahle)  (S  727) 

Stock  Canvon  Irrigation  District  (amendatory  repayment  con-ract)  (H.  R.  9630)  "'""" 

maver  Irrigation  District  (certam  costs  made  nonreimbursabl.>)  (S  727)  

S^l)  *  Extension  Irrigation  Districts  (amendatory  repayment  contractY  (s". 

S°'*  «?^°^*r'"^**M*"'  District  (amendatory  repayment  oontra.-t)  (8  2864) 

n«.tviTSI»i     '?J;!S°-^'?'"*=*  (amendatory  repayment  contract)  (H.  R.  7466Y 

S?i?K5l  ^f^P^P'^^Il^*  (amendatory  repayment  contract)  (H.  R.  6487)  

wm,S^  K^i-°°  I^^"'1  («st««  to  a«»t"ct  portion  of  power  revenues)  (H.R.eSM)"" 
WUlwood  Irrigation  District  (certain  costs  made  nonreimbursable)  (8.  727).r:l.„...„;.".'. 


Juno  29, 19.14 
Julv  14.  lftS4 
July  27,  \%.%i 
Jan.  7.  I9.'>4 
Aug.     4,  lil54 


July  1.";.  ia'>3 
June  2«,  1»M 


.*U(r. 
Junt' 

June 

Julv 
Julv 
Ffl"). 


1954 


(') 
22,  19.14 

30.  lO.M 
m.  19.M 

31,  \SiXi 
2,  l'j.14 


Aug.  II,  ISM 
July     6,  1954 


July   30, 19.V1 
July     6,  ly.-yi 


Aug 

Aug. 
Aug. 
May 


(') 
11.  1954 

Ifi,  19.14 
11.  19.14 
l'^,  1954 


June  IS,  19.13 
June  22, 19.14 


(') 


July 

Mar. 


15, 1«v3 

4.  lyr^ 

Way  2.1,  lavj 
July  1.1.  iaf>4 
Feh.  2,1.19^4 
Ai)r.     2, 1»4 

Apr.  14.  igr..< 

Mar.  2H,  IQM 
June  21, 1964 


May 
Apr. 


4. 19.14 
1,  195a 


July   27.19.13 
Mar.  1.1.  iy.l4 


Juni 
Aup. 
Mar 
Apr 


July 
July 
Julv 
July 

May 


T,  ID.vj 
3,  19.'^ 
1.1,  19.'-4 
2t),  19.14 
Apr.  20.  19.')^ 
Apr.  h.WA 
July      6, 1954 


May  17, 19.M 

do 

•May  l'.»,  19,14 
If.,  19.14 
II,  1914 
17.  19,14 
30,  \Wui 
4,  19.14 
17,  1954 


July  27.  1954,  PuHic  Law  540, 


.^uc 
Aiic. 
July 
July 
-May 
July 


30. 191)4  Aug. 

27,  I9P.1  I  Jan. 

21,1954  I  Aug. 

27,  laM  1  Jan. 

24,  19t4  :  June 


July  14.  U*4  j  Aug. 
June  21,  ]9$4  I  July 
May  24. 19t4  i  June 


IROISLATION  AMINDING  FRDRBAL  RRCLAMATION  LAWS 

^^matlr^jSS"R!"J|gt^''*'^  '*"  construction  of  distribution  systems  on  Federal 
Exchange  of  farm  units  on  Federal  IrrigatioB  projects  (S.  887) 

(H°R!"8a?7".°*  ^  ^^'"^  Secretary  may  enter  into  amendatoVyrep'afiient "ronVr^'ts 

Rectomation  Project  Act  of  1039  (amend  wlUi  respect  to  secretarial  autborization)  (H.  R. 

^"^nJii^ftl^  J?^^"£^'^P,P'*™f5**'  ^^*.™'  reclamation  laws  by  providing  for  Federal 
fX3"  roji?ts°(H  R^^'sSi)!^^*"  "^^  '"  P"""P»"»°  by  non-FederaJ  agencies  in 
Title  transfer  on  movable  property  to  irrigation  districts  (H.  R.  8026) 


MISCKLLANKOUS 

Department's  powM'  policy 

Mi^uri  River  Basin  compact  (H.  R.  7439)         "" 

Sabine  River  compact  (8.  3699)  

8»te  Of  electric  fransmission  facilities  to  "StetlM'of  AriTOna'and  CaKf^lij'm  "r         


May  2<l,  19$4 
July   27.  1943 


July   23,1954 

July   27,19*1 
June  15. 1951 

July    24.  1933 
July   22,  1954 

June    7, 19M 


July  20,1951 
do 


June 
Jan. 


4,19.14 
I«,  19,14 

3.  19.14 
IH.  19.14 

7,  19.14 

3.  19.14 
»i,  19.14 
7,  19.14 
7,  19.''.4 
18,  1954 


Aug. 
July 

Aue. 

July 
May 


11.19.14 
IS.  19.W 
11.  19.14 
IH.  19.1.S 
17,  1954 


July  28,  1954.  Public  Law  647. 


Aug.  13. 19.13.  Public  Law  26a 
July  16.  1954,  Public  Law  5o3. 


May  2<».  1954.  PuWic  Law  373 
May  2S,  iy.S4,  Public  Law  377. 
June  1>),  1954,  Public  Law  40*3. 


July  27. 19.M.  Private  Uw  .Ifil. 
Aujr.  16,  19.^3.  Public  Ujw  2^4. 
May  17,  19.-^4,  Public  I.«w  362. 
July  27,  1954,  I'uMic  Law  542. 


Julv  R,  19,14 

July  17,  1954 

June  22,  \S>;a 

July  f>.  1914 

July  18, 19*) 


(») 


Aug.     3. 19.'i4 

July   .30, 19.13  I  July    18  19.1.1 
June  22,1954      Aug.  12,1964 

Feb.     2,  19,14 
Aug.     3,  1954 


Jan.  30, 1954,  Public  Law  2«i. 

Do. 
June  Ih,  19.14.  Public  Law  404. 

Aug.  in.  19.14,  Public  Law  ,173. 
July  27,  19,14,  I'uMic  Uw  5.'«. 
June  ,30,  !9,M,  Puf.lic  Law  4<i2. 
July  16,  19,14.  Public  l-a*  4h9. 
Jan.  30,  1954,  PubUc  Law  289. 


June  22,1954 


(») 


July   17, 19M 


Aug.    3,1954"  'Jujy"i6,"i954 


Aug.  1.3.  1953.  Public  Law  258. 


July  29,  1954,  Pubic  Law  l>h\. 


July    23,19.51 
July    14, 1B5« 


Aug.      3,  1954   I   Aug.    11,  1954 


•Defeated. 


Aug.  10,  1954,  PubBc  Law  578. 


'  Reported  by  Senate  committee. 


'  Adopted. 


19  5  U 


OWGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


15319 


S.  3447  aa4  H.  R.  91C3 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  C/U(L  T.  DURHAM 

or  .S-ORTH  CAXOIJNA 

Di'  THE  HOUSB  OF  RSPRSSKNTATTVES 
Thursdixif.  August  19.  1954 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  Senate 
bill  3447.  which  was  passed  by  the 
House  uxiay.  is  a  bill  that  is  designed 
to  permit  a  p^ysician  to  prescribe  cer- 
tain non-habit -forming  drug  prepara- 
tions verbally  rather  than  in  writing. 
In  fact,  it  does  little  more  than  legalize 
a  practice  which  is  very  widespread  al- 
readi-.  with  the  most  unfortunate  re- 
sult that  the  druggist  who  accepts  a 
prescription  over  the  telephone  is  left 
holding  the  biig  unless  he  is  careful 
enough  and  persistent  enough  to  require 
the  physician  to  si^n  a  prescription  Uie 
next  time  he  is  in  the  pharmacy. 

It  should  al»  be  noted  that  there 
are  many  exempt  codeine  preparations 
under  existing  laws,  such  as  Cheracol 
coueh  syrup.  This  bill  would  merely 
extend  the  coverage  to  irx;lude  some 
other  similar  compounds  and  prepara- 
tions. 

Under  this  bill,  not  only  will  the  drug- 
cist  be  protected  in  the  future  in  a  prac- 
tice which  is  already  widespread,  but 
senices  to  the  sick  would  be  expedited. 

The  law  whi^  prohibits  a  physician 
from  using  the-  telephone  to  prescribe 
common  everycay  prescriptions  for  the 
alleviation  of  p.iin  was  enacted  40  years 
ago — December  1914.  It  is  quite  appro- 
priate that  we  revise  laws  of  this  kind, 
subject  to  all  appropriate  safeguards, 
to  conform  to  Lne  very  important  devel- 
opments in  mecical  and  pharmaceutical 
sciences. 

I  wish  to  make  It  very  clear  that  this 
bill  would  not  authorize  a  vert>al  pre- 
fcnption  for  ar.y  drug  until  the  Federal 
Commissioner  of  Narcotics  has  issued 
a  regulation  d'?scribing  precisely  what 
drugs  may  become  subject  to  the  verbal 
prescription  prDcedure. 

Before  he  issues  such  a  regulation,  the 
Commissioner  Ls  required  to  consider  the 
v:ev^  s  of  the  Surgeon  General,  the  United 
States  Food  and  Drug  Administrator,  the 
rc.'^pective  heads  of  State  narcotic  law 
enforcement  agencies,  and  the  respective 
secretaries  of  national  associations  rep- 
resenting narcc tic-drug  manulacturers, 
phy?icians.  and  pharmacists. 

It  will  not  be  possible  to  predict  In 
advance  what  drugs  will  be  considered 
entirely  safe  by  the  Federal  Commis- 
sioner of  Narco:ics  and  his  advisers. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  bill,  the  drug- 
cist  is  still  required  to  maintain  the  same 
kind  of  record.*;  of  issue  which  are  re- 
quired of  him  at  the  present  time,  but 
he  is  authorizel  to  prepare  the  written 
record  on  the  ijasis  of  a  spoken  rather 
than  a  written  order. 

Also  a  verbal  prescription  will  only 
permit  repetitive  sales  if  specifically  au- 
thorized by  tht  physician  in  the  same 
manner  as  for  a  written  prescription. 

Action  on  thLs  bill  is  desirable  because 
It  is  necessary  t<>  amend  the  laws  of  some 
States  in  order  to  put  the  new  practice 
ir.to  ef!cc-t.    Th  s  bill  we  have  passed  to- 


day. S.  S447.  by  being  made  effective  now. 
will  pennit  the  State  legislatures  to 
amend  their  laws  next  year.  Otherwise 
many  of  them  would  not  have  had  an  op- 
portunity to  do  so  until  1957. 

This  billl  am  sure  will  be  welcomed  by 
every  druggist  in  every  State  of  the  Un- 
ion. I  have  spent  many  years  as  a  drug- 
gist and  this  was  while  the  present  law 
was  in  operation.  This  measure,  m  my 
opinion,  will  be  a  valuable  addiucn  to  the 
present  law. 


Yov  G>Bcressinaa  RetMrts  to  Ye« 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  SIDNEY  R.  YATES 

or  ILLIMOIS 
IN  THE  HOnSS  or  Ri:rRE5ENTATI\'BS 

Thursday.  August  19.  1954 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  under 
leave  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rec- 
ord, I  present  copies  of  several  news- 
letters I  have  sent  to  my  constituents 
during  the  83d  Congress; 

HOUSINQ 

(Ncw»lelt«r  No.  141) 

JuLT  29.  1953. 

It  Is  becoming  Increasingly  apparent  ttaat 
only  a  disagreement  on  the  conference  re- 
port on  an  important  bill  will  prevent  an 
adjoununent  by  August  1.  Aa  quitting  tlma 
near*,  the  Members  are  not  disposed  to  re- 
commit any  ol  the  conference  reports,  be- 
cause they  know  that  a  stubborn  group  of 
conferees  can  keep  Congress  in  session  in- 
definitely. However,  when  the  independent 
otBces  appropriations  conference  report  came 
back  to  the  floor  last  week.  I  made  the  fight 
to  send  It  back  to  conference  because  the 
conferees  had  undertaken  °  the  destruction 
of  the  public-bousing  program.  Although 
the  report  provided  for  the  construction 
of  20,000  public-housing  units  during  the 
next  flsc&l  year,  ihere  was  also  Included  a 
clause  which  prohibited  the  Public  Housing 
Administration  from  entering  into  any  new 
contracts  with  local  housing  authorities 
without  the  further  approval  of  the  Congress. 

I  told  the  House  that  I  liad  voted  against 
the  conference  report  and  refused  to  sign  it 
because  I  considered  it  to  be  one  of  the 
rankest  pieces  of  discriminatory  legislation 
I  had  seen.  "It  hits  hardest  against  the  lit- 
tle feUow."  I  said,  "the  low-income  family 
which  cannot  afford  to  pay  for  homes  or 
apartments  under  present  conditions.  In 
this  report  the  low-income  family  gets  prac- 
tically no  help  from  Its  Government.  On 
the  other  hand,  those  who  can  afford  to  buy 
houses  get  all  the  subsidies  and  all  the  as- 
sistance provided  for  by  the  Public  Housing 
Act  of  1949.  •  •  •  This  bill  should  not  be 
limited  only  to  a  rehabilitation  of  property; 
it  must  contain  the  opportunity  for  rehabili- 
tation of  people,  too." 

I  pointed  out  further  that  the  action  of 
the  conferees  meant  delaying  If  not  killing 
many  slum-clearance  projects,  because  such 
projects  cannot  be  approved  unless  housing 
is  available  for  those  being  evicted.  I  read 
to  the  House  the  telegram  of  Fred  Kramer, 
a  leading  Chicago  realtor,  whlcb  expressed 
XUe  bope  that  funds  would  be  made  available 
for   the  continuance  of  the  public-housing 

program.  Mr.  Kramer's  telegram  stated:  "As 
we  sponsor  and  are  vitally  interested  in  pri- 
vate enterprise's  participation  in  the  sltun. 
clearance     and     redevelopment     program     in 

Chicago,  it  is  particularly  vital  that  we  have 
some  public  housing  for  relocation  purposes. 


Relocatioa  It  reeUy  tbe  key  for  shim  elcaiw 

ance  ttieae  days." 

During  tne  debate.  Ifajortty  X^eMler  Hal- 
I.KCK.  of  Indiana,  rose  to  resd  a  letter  frooi 
President  Kisenbower.  whkrii  indicated  tbat 
the  Pres.ulent  had  reversed  bis  previous 
recommendation  to  continue  the  public 
hjuslag  prv>^am  at  an  annual  level  of  SS.OOO 
units  &cd  had  approved  the  action  of  the 
c-^nferees.  I  chaUeixged  H^ulbcs^:  "Dom  not 
tbe  gentleman  tiiink  the  President  of  tiM 
United  States  ought  to  stop  reti««t- 
irig?  •  •  •  General  Eisenhower  ought  to 
s'.abilise  hxs  iuies  and  not  retjreat  sny  moce." 
Certainly,  under  tne  circumst^uices^  I  believ* 
that  issue  should  be  taken  with  the  Presl- 
deut.  I:  he  luAkes  a  definite  reconunexMls- 
tion  xo  the  Congress  on  an  important  matter 
for  tlie  purpose  of  influencing  congrecslonal 
opinion  and  i:itendiug  that  action  be  tskea 
in  accordanc-e  with  his  views.  In  the  ataeence 
of  some  compelliug  rcAson,  why  should  hm 
n  It  stand  his  ground? 

Why  should  be  change  his  mind?  The  con- 
ference report  was  approved  by  the  Houae  by 
a  vovr  cf  239  to  161. 

Another  conference  report  which  came  up 
Involved  appropriations  for  the  civU  func- 
tions of  the  Army.  This  is  the  bill  that  pro- 
vides funds  for  river  and  harbor  improve- 
ments. C<.>ngressman  Jkkskm.  of  Iowa, 
looked  quite  dejected  as  1m  asked  the  liem- 
bers  to  help  him  by  voting  foe  a  93.800.000 
appropriation.  The  story  he  told  was  a  very 
sad  one.  It  seems  that  the  Missouri  River 
had  left  its  channel  In  his  district  and  wan- 
dered away.  The  residents  of  his  district 
had  invested  92.5  miiUon  to  construct  a  toU 
bridge  across  the  old  ciiannel  becauae  the 
Army  engineers  bad  Informed  them  that  tba- 
nver  could  be  captured  and  rettu-ned  to  Its 
previous  bounds.  The  people  now  want«d 
the  Army  engineers  to  move  the  river  back 
to  iu  original  channel  at  a  total  cost  to  tta« 
Government  of  about  99  million.  Oongrees- 
man  Hand,  of  New  Jersey,  a  member  of  th* 
subcommittee  kept  a  straight  face  as  he  de- 
scribed the  situation:  "We  are  faced  with  a 
rather  utUque  problem  here.  Instead  ot 
building  a  bridge  over  the  river,  we  are  tup* 
posed  to  build  a  river  under  the  bridge." 
The  Members  felt  sorry  for  Jbnssn,  but  they 
nevertheless  voted  down  his  amendment.  It 
is  said  by  those  who  are  famUUr  with  this 
region  that  as  the  Mtsaourl  rolls  past  tb« 
point  closest  to  the  bridge,  there  is  a  sound 
like  gurgling  laughter  aa  it  looks  toward  tha 
beautiful  and  lonesome  atructtu«  now 
spanning  a  dusty  gravel  bed. 

Many  of  you  have  written  to  me  Inquir- 
ing about  the  conclusion  of  the  caae  of  Capt. 
Hyraan  George  Rickover.  I  know  you  wUl  be 
delighted  to  learn  that  this  week  It  was 
recommended  that  be  be  promoted  to  rear 
admlrnl. 

Sincerely  yours.  -J 

8XONKT  R.  Tans,  i 

Member  of  CongrfiU. 

Snoonwc  in  thi  HotTsa 

(Newsletter  No.  145) 

Maroh  3.  1954. 

Members  of  the  House  are  frequently 
called  upon  to  escort  friends  or  members  of 
their  families  to  seats  In  the  visitors'  gal- 
leries that  overlook  the  floor  of  the  Houae 
of  RepresenUtives.  Usually  they  wUl  sit 
there  for  a  few  moments  of  conversation  to 
identify  the  Congressman  speaking  on  tb« 
floor,  or  to  point  out  the  parliamentary  ma- 
neuvering, or  to  explain  the  bUl  being  dis- 
cussed. Sitting  there  makes  them  all  feel 
good,  the  Congressmen  as  well  as  tbe  visitors. 
for  it  makes  them  feel  as  though  they  aiw 

really  watching  American  democracy  In  ae- 
tion. 

There  seemed  to  be  notning  turasual  about 
the      galleries      last     Monday.     Stutdenly     m 

series  of  sharp  cracks  like  a  bunch  of  ftra- 

c:  ackers  being  exploded  startled  tbe  House. 
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AH  paroct^dliHi  w«n  halted  while  ereryone 
turned  tanmedlatelj  toward  the  far  comer 
of  th«  fallarlee.  and  there  in  hoRor  they  aaw 
three  men  and  a  woman  standing  with  guns 
In  their  baade  shooting  into  the  mass  of 
Ofimi— lien  btfow.  The  woman  held  a 
long  awtomatle  revolver  with  both  hands  and 
siarayed  the  House  with  bullets  until  her 
ammunltlaa  ran  out.  Then  she  waved  a 
Puerto  Bleaa  flag  aloft  and  tossed  It  over 
the  railing,  orylng.  "Viva  Puerto  Blco." 

It  was  an  over  In  lees  than  a  minute  but 
In  that  brief  period  moie  than  20  shots  spat- 
tered Into  the  vralls.  Into  the  ceiling,  into 
the  enats  end  into  6  Ckingressmen.  Con- 
gisssiiiaii  lioBAJio,  of  Connecticut,  was  sit- 
ting on  the  aisle  near  the  Speaker's  Lobby. 
Which  Is  the  main  corridor.  When  the  gun- 
fire exploded  almost  over  his  head,  he  raced 
for  the  sKlt  and  hurled  himself  through  the 
'  doon.  As  he  swung  them  open,  a  deep  voice 
Immedlataiy  behind  him  gasped.  "They  got 
me."  and  Oongrassman  Bur  Jminai  at  Iowa 
■tumbled  and  feU  with  a  bullet  in  his  back. 
A  few  aeeoodi  earlier,  jKnacH  had  been  stand- 
ing next  to  IfoBAMO.  Oongreesman  Ksat- 
niV  of  li«w  York,  thought  they  were  fixing 
blank  cartridges  and  continued  to  watch  the 
shooting  until  Oongreesman  Bximjrr,  of 
mrhlgan,  who  was  standing  next  to  him, 
gasped  and  collapsed  into  the  center  aisle 
with  a  bullet  through  his  lung.  Congress- 
man Psnoir,  of  Arlaona.  was  called  off  the 
floor  by  a  page  to  answer  a  telephone  call. 
As  he  walked  through  the  door  a  bxillet 
pierced  the  seat  he  had  Just  occiq>led  and 
severed  an  artery  in  the  leg  of  Congressman 
niisasxe  of  Alabama,  who  was  sitting  in  the 
next  row  behind.  Pbct  Panar,  of  Tennessee, 
pulled  Boanoa  to  the  floor,  then  removed  his 
own  tie  and  apidled  it  as  a  tourniquet  to 
ntmmmiM'  leg.  Ifajortty  Whip  Z^s  Aumim  was 
unaware  that  anything  was  hamwnlng  until 
a  shot  whistled  by  his  ear  and  imbedded  it- 
eeU  In  the  table  where  he  was  sitting, 
sprinkling  him  with  splinters.  Congressman 
Camfblo.  of  New  Jersey,  was  lowered  with 
plaster  when  a  bullet  hit  the  ceiling  above 
him.  Pour  or  five  bullets  spattered  into 
the  paneled  waU  a  few  feet  above  the  heads  of 
the  pages. 

Tom  lorlo  Is  the  Democratic  pair  clerk. 
H*  was  talking  to  Congressman  Paixon.  of 
Maryland,  near  the  pages'  ben<di  in  the  rear 
of  the  House  when  it  ai^ieared  that  a  roUcall 
vote  would  be  demanded.  lOrio  left  Paijuom 
and  went  to  his  desk  near  the  Speaker's 
roatnmi  te  set  up  voting  pairs  for  Members 
who  were  abeent.  When  the  shooting 
started,  he  leaned  across  his  desk  to  see  who 
had  aet  off  the  flrewcn-ks.  Lew  Descbler.  the 
Parliamentarian,  pulled  him  back  crying. 
"Get  back,  you  fool — those  are  real  shots." 
In  the  rear  of  the  Chamber,  Congressman 
Pau/>m  fell  to  the  floor  with  a  bullet  in  bis 
hip. 

When  the  gunmen  were  overcome  ;ind  dis- 
armed, the  Members  got  up  from  the  floor 
and  straggled  in  from  the  corridors.  Dr. 
Calver,  the  congressional  physician  and  his 
two  assistants,  rusbed  In  to  nelp  tbe 
wounded.  An  icy  niunbness  gripped  every- 
body as  they  looked  down  at  those  lying 
on  the  floor.  Bxktlxt,  ashen  faced,  quiet, 
very  seriously  hurt;  Jxnsen.  white,  too,  also 
badly  hurt;  Davis,  of  Tennessee,  with  hla  leg 
propped  up  and  with  friends  holding  hand- 
kerchiefs to  both  sides  erf  his  calf  where  the 
bullet  had  gone  through;  Robksts  bleeding 
freely  in  spite  of  the  to\imiquet;  and  Fallow 
looWng  annind  and  waiting  for  the  stretcher 
bearers.  Many  of  the  Congressmen  drew 
deep  and  nervous  breaths  as  they  looked  at 
their  injured  colleagues.  One  of  them  voiced 
the  sentiment  of  aU  when  he  said  softly, 
"There  but  for  the  grace  of  God  go  I." 

Tliere  was  not  ao  much  a  feeling  of  anger 
as  of  amasement.  It  was  incredible,  unbe- 
Uevabl«  that  this  thing  should  take  place  in 
the  United  States  House  of  Representa- 
*!▼«•— and  yet  there  it  was.    The  flrst  Incli- 


nation was  for  more  rigid  security  meadures; 
more  severe  checking  of  visitors;  tnore 
armed  guards  scattered  throughout  tha  gal- 
leries— perhaps  a  bulletproof  plate  glass 
between  the  gallery  ralllz^  and  the  celling. 
But  there  was  a -feeling  of  sadness,  too.  For 
the  flrst  time  in  the  long  hL^tory  of  the 
Hoxise,  there  had  been  a  violent  disruption 
of  the  open  and  friendly  relationship  be- 
tween the  people  Watching  their  Qovemment 
at  work  and  their  elected  representatives. 
Sincerely  yours,  j 

SiDNXT  R.  Yates,  ' 
Member  of  Congress. 
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COHGaXSSIONAL       INVESTIGATING       COMMI^ 

(Newsletter  No.  146) 

March  12,  19l 

lliere  are  many  congressional  committees 
that  you  never  hear  about  because  they  per- 
form their  work  in  a  quiet,  efficient,  and  ob- 
jective manner.  There  are  others  whose  ac- 
tivities are  constantly  emblazoned  sMiross 
the  front  pages  of  your  dally  newspapers.  It 
may  have  been  such  a  committee  wblch 
iwompted  the  late  Senator  Henry  Ofebot 
Lodge  to  reply  as  he  did  when  he  was  ^ked 
to  conunent  on  the  work  of  congressional  in- 
vestigating committees.  "Perhaps  the  best 
way  to  answer  your  question,"  he  said,  'Is  to 
tell  you  about  my  friend  SI  Hoskins.  As  I 
was  out  walking  one  lovely  spring  morning, 
I  saw  Si  sitting  contentedly  on  the  grassy 
bank  of  a  stream.  '81,'  I  asked,  'what  are  you 
doing?'  'Well,  sir,'  he  replied,  'I'm  paid  to 
shoot  the  mtiskrats.  They  are  ruining  the 
dam.'  There  was  a  m\islu-at  swimming  in 
the  water  near  him  and  I  cried:  'Hey,  Si, 
there's  one  now — ^why  dont  you  shoot?*  81 
looked  at  the  swimming  animal,  looked  back 
at  me  and  puffed  a  tranquil  cloud  of  smoke 
into  the  air  from  his  pipe.  'Sir,'  he  said,  'do 
you  really  think  I  should  shoot  that  muskrat 
and  lose  my  Job?'  " 

Certainly  the  Senator's  opinion  could  not 
have  been  intended  to  apply  to  all  investiga- 
tions, for  he  must  have  been  aware  of  the 
splendid  work  performed  by  the  committee 
headed  by  his  colleague,  Senator  Walsh, 
which  exposed  the  Teapot  Dome  scaAdal. 
Similarly,  in  recent  years,  there  have  bee»  re- 
strained, well-regulated  hearings,  as,  for  ex- 
ample, those  conducted  by  Senator  RrrabcLL 
and  a  Senate  Armed  Services  subcommittee 
into  the  dismissal  of  General  MacArthur 
from  his  command  in  Korea;  by  Senator 
PuLBaiOHT  and  a  Senate  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency subcommittee  into  the  work  of  the  Re- 
construction Finance  Corporation;  by  Repre- 
sentatives Cbklt  and  Keating,  one  a  Demo- 
crat and  one  a  Republican,  into  certain  ac- 
tivities of  the  Department  of  Justice.  Ttiere 
is  no  question  but  that  the  power  to  investi- 
gate and  report  back  to  the  Congresa  for  ac- 
tion is  a  most  potent  and  necessary  tool  of 
democratic  Government. 

Yet,  it  must  be  equally  apparent  that  the 
power  to  investigate,  like  the  power  to  t«t,  is 
the  power  to  destroy.  Those  who  wield  the 
tremendous  powers  of  government  must  aave 
a  constant  and  complete  appreciation  of  the 
great  responsibility  which  la  theirs  and  must 
avoid  abusing  their  authority.  Investlgaftive 
activities  which  are  sensational,  polltioally 
Inspired,  or  keyed  to  the  personal  ambitions 
of  the  committee  chairman,  where  reckless 
accusations  are  made  without  reasonable 
foundation  in  fact,  will  be  terribly  destruc- 
tive not  only  of  personal  reputation  and  eco- 
nomic livelihood,  but  destructive  as  well,  of 
the  confidence  of  the  people  In  their  Govern- 
ment and  in  their  basic  institutions.  It  la  a 
sad  commentary  when  newspapers  carry 
headlines  such  as  the  one  which  appeared 
recently:  "Velde  Committee  Clears  Clergy." 
One  would  believe  that  the  contrary  would 
be  true,  that  If  there  were  to  be  a  Judgment, 
that  it  would  be  the  ministers  who  should  sit 
in  Judgment  upon  the  congressional  com- 
mittee. 


Despite  the  fact  that  Memliers  of  Congress 
are  becoming  more  and  more  aware  of  public 
disapproval  of  the  shortcomings  of  congres- 
sional committees,  it  is  rare  that  they  will 
do  more  than  criticize  them.  A  few  weeks 
ago,  the  question  of  providing  funds  for  two 
such  committees  came  Ijefore  the  House. 
Althoxigh  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  was  criticized  for  publldity  seek- 
ing; for  the  failure  of  its  chairman  to  observe 
the  committee's  own  rules  when  h$  author- 
ized, without  consulting  the  committee,  the 
subpenaing  of  former  President  Tnlman;  for 
taking  no  responsibility  for  the  testimony  it 
received  and  published  in  its  bearings,  it  was 
granted  funds  to  carry  on  its  work.  There  is 
a  general  feeling  that  the  committee  is  work- 
ing in  a  much  more  objective  way  than  it  has 
in  the  past.  Amazingly  enough,  however,  a 
subcommittee  of  the  House  Government  Op- 
erations Committee  which  wanted  funds  to 
investigate  racketeering  in  labor  unions,  was 
rebuffed.  Perhaps  it  was  the  fact  that  its 
project  invaded  the  Jurisdiction  of  tibe  House 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor,  which 
is  now  studying  the  same  subject;  perhaps 
it  was  the  fact  that  Chairman  Cuotx  Horr- 
man,  of  Michigan,  who  is  chairman  of  the 
full  committee,  objected  to  the  granting  of 
such  funds  to  the  subcommittee;  perhaps  the 
House  wanted  to  cut  down  on  the  growing 
numlier  of  investigations  and  for  the  moment 
agreed  with  Senator  Lodge.  At  any  rate,  the 
committee's  project  came  to  a  sudden  end 
when  Its  request  for  funds  was  voted  down. 
Maybe  progress  is  being  made.  In  an 
earlier  Congress,  according  to  the  book  His- 
tory and  Procedure  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives by  Alexander,  the  following  inci- 
dent took  place:  "When  Reuben  Whitney 
was  before  a  committee  of  investigation  in 
1837,  Bailie  Peyton,  of  Tennessee,  taking 
offense  at  one  of  his  answers,  threatened  him 
fiercely  and  when  he  rose  to  claim  the  com- 
mittee's protection,  Mr.  Peyton,  with  due 
and  appropriate  profanity,  shouttd:  Tou 
shan't  say  one  word  while  you  are  in  this 
room.  If  you  do,  I  will  put  you  to  death.' 
The  chairman,  Henry  A.  Wise,  added:  'Yes: 
this  Insolence  is  insufferable.'  As  both  of 
these  gentlemen  were  armed  with  deadly 
weapons,  the  witness  could  hardly  be  blamed 
for  not  wanting  to  testify  before  the  com- 
mittee again." 

Your  friend, 

SrowET  R.  Yatts. 

Member  o/  Congress. 


Aldde  dc  Gasperi:  Soldier,  Statesman 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 


or 


HON.  CLEMENT  J.  ZABLOCKI 

or  WISCONSIN 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTAITVES 
Thursday.  August  19.  1954 

Mr.  ZABLOCKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  un- 
expected and  untimely  death  of  the  for- 
mer premier  of  Italy,  Mr.  Alcide  de  Oas- 
perl,  is  a  great  loss  to  the  free  world. 
Particularly  will  he  be  missed  at  this 
time  when  EDC  appears  to  be  In  dire 
need  of  leaders  of  his  stature.  He  was 
one  of  Europe's  stanchest  supporters  of 
European  imity  and  a  key  exponent  of 
EDC. 

Mr.  de  Gasperi  led  Italy  from  fascism 
through  the  Communist  crisis  and  out 
of  postwar  chaos  to  a  democratic  pattern 
of  government.  His  coalition  govern- 
ment has  nurtured  the  cooperation  de- 
veloped between  Italy  and  the  free  world. 
He  was  a  bitter  foe  of  the  Com<tiunLsts 
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and  has  worked  unceasingly  in  the  battle 
against  the  Communist  and  neo-Pascist 
factions  in  his  land.  His  untiring  efforts 
have  laid  a  foundation  upon  which  the 
future  of  Italy  ts  most  promising. 

In  the  pasfiing  of  Mr.  Alcide  de  Gasperi 
the  United  States  has  lost  a  proven 
friend,  the  free  world  a  leading  spokes- 
man, and  h:s  beloved  coimtry  an  out- 
standing sta'>esman. 

May  the  good  Lord  grant  him  eternal 
rest. 


To  Secure  TLese  Rights  the  Fight  Must 
Go  On 


EXTETTSION  OP  REMARKS 
o» 

HON.  ABRAHAM  J.  MULTER 

or  mw  TOBK 

IN  TEE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTA-nVES 

Thursday.  August  19.  1954 

Mr.  MULI^ER.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the 
close  of  the  first  session  of  this  Congress, 
on  August  3, 1953, 1  reviewed  for  my  con- 
stituents the  accomplishments,  and  lack 
thereof,  of  our  distinguished  body.  I 
pointed  out  the  great  divergence  between 
the  pledges  imd  promises  by  the  Repub- 
lican Party  and  its  presidential  candi- 
date in  1952  and  their  performance  or 
lack  thereof  as  the  majority  party  in 
power  in  1953. 

Another  legislative  year  has  now  gone 
by.  It  is  time  again  to  take  a  look.  Per- 
haps not  a  Ni;w  Look,  but  certainly  a  good 
look,  even  tliough  we  know  it  will  not 
look  good.  I  intend  today  to  reverse  the 
usual  form  cf  stating  first  the  facts  and 
then  the  corclusion. 

COMCLTTSIOIV 

When  the  80th  Congress  was  dubbed 
the  worst  Congress  of  history,  our  con- 
temporaries overlooked  that  worse  than 
a  "do-nothing  Congress"  ts  a  Congress 
that  does  nothing  but  give  away  the 
birthright  oi  a  nation. 

The  83d  Congress  and  this  Republican 
administration  have  earned  the  right  to 
be  charged  with  doing  nothing  but  giv- 
ing away  the  people's  rights  and  prop- 
erty. 

The  balance  of  this  report  will  be  de- 
voted to  documentation  of  the  foregoing 
conclusion. 

HTTMAN  EIGHTS 

This  is  an  excellent  time  to  refresh  our 
memories  with  a  quotation  from  our  £>ec- 
laration  of  Independence  of  these  im- 
mortal words: 

We  hold  these  truths  to  be  self-evident, 
that  all  men  are  created  equal,  that  they  are 
endowed  by  their  Creator  with  certain  un- 
alienable rights,  that  among  these  are  life, 
liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness.  That 
to  secure  these  rights,  governments  are  in- 
stituted among  men,  deriving  their  Just 
powers  from  the  consent  of  the  governed, 
that  whenever  any  form  of  government  be- 
comes destructive  of  these  ends,  it  is  the 
right  of  tbe  people  to  alter  or  to  abolish  it, 
and  to  institute  new  government,  laying  its 
foundation  on  such  principles  and  organis- 
ing Its  powers  in  such  form,  as  to  them  shall 
seem  most  lllcely  to  effect  their  health  and 
happiness. 

Those  principles  have  been  written 
into  our  Constitution  as  rights  accorded 


to  our  citizens,  and  with  restrictions 
against  any  impairment  by  executive. 
Judicial,  or  legislative  action. 

If  they  are  to  be  changed,  that  change 
can  be  accomplished  only  by  constitu- 
tional amendment. 

Nevertheless,  we  have  seen  during 
these  last  2  years,  a  complete  disregard 
of  those  basic  concepts. 

Fear  runs  wild,  and  hysteria  has  taken 
over. 

Laws  have  been  enacted  in  violation 
of  article  I  of  the  Constitution,  prohibit- 
ing ex  post  facto  laws  and  bills  of 
attainder.  An  ex  post  facto  law  imposes 
punishment  for  past  conduct  which  was 
not  previously  criminal.  A  bill  of  at- 
tainder imposes  punishment  upon  a  per- 
son or  group  without  indictment  and 
trial. 

Laws  and  executive  orders  violative  of 
the  Bill  of  Rights,  as  contained  in  our 
Constitution,  have  been  enacted  and 
promulgated. 

I  have  done  my  best  to  resist  such 
utterly  un-American  conduct,  first  be- 
cause it  is  fundamentally  wrong  and 
secondly,  because  it  strengthens  our  ene- 
mies and  weakens  our  will  to  withstand 
their  totalitarian  philosophy. 

I  favor  the  right,  under  safeguard  of 
coiirt  order  or  search  warrant,  to  obtain 
evidence,  even  by  wiretapping,  to  con- 
vict criminals.  I  opposed  the  bill  to 
give  the  right  to  use  such  evidence  pre- 
viously obtained  without  court  order  or 
search  warrant. 

I  favor  empowering  the  courts  to  re- 
quire witnesses  to  testify  in  criminal 
proceedings  by  granting  them  immunity 
where  otherwise  some  other  criminal 
might  escape  trial.  I  oppose  giving  that 
right  to  Congress,  because  Congress  is 
a  legislative  body  and  not  a  court.  Con- 
gress is  supposed  to  investigate  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  legislating;  it  is  not  the 
FBI;  it  is  not  a  grand  Jury;  it  is  not 
a  petty  jury;  it  is  not  a  judge;  it  is 
not  a  prosecutor;  it  is  not  a  President 
with  power  to  pardon.  No  legislative 
body  in  our  entire  American  history  has 
ever  been  blocked  from  legislating  be- 
cause a  witness  or  group  of  witnesses 
refused  to  testify. 

The  best  evidence  that  I  am  correct 
in  that  statement  is  that  despite  wit- 
nesses who  have  refused  to  testify  about 
communism,  the  Congress  has,  neverthe- 
less, enacted  a  law  finding  that  the  Com- 
munist Party  is  not  a  political  party 
but  a  criminal  conspiracy. 

I  agree  with  the  finding,  but  urged 
that  the  law  was  a  very  bad  one  because 
it  usurps  the  fimction  of  the  judiciaiy. 

The  bill  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party  violates  every  principle  of  good 
government.  Aside  from  being  a  bill  of 
attainder  and  an  ex  post  facto  law,  it 
denies  not  only  free  speech  but  free 
thought;  it  denies  the  right  of  assembly 
and  the  right  of  petition  for  redress  of 
wrongs.  It  is  a  completely  totalitarian 
technique. 

The  maimer  in  which  these  bills  were 
foisted  upon  the  Congress  was  even 
worse.  Not  only  was  gag  rule  imposed 
by  limitation  of  debate,  but  they  were 
brought  before  the  House  without  hav- 
ing had  adequate  hearings,  without  re- 
ports for  guidance  of  the  Members,  with- 


out copies  of  the  bills,  and  under  miet 
permitting  no  amendments. 

That  is  the  horribly  terrlf  jring  maimer 
in  which  a  heretofore  deliberative  body 
struck  down  our  liberties  and  impaired 
our  freedom  by  pushing  through  in  the 
closing  days  of  this  session  bills  which 
do  violence  to  the  things  for  which  men 
and  women  have  fought  and  died  since 
before  Magna  Carta. 

I  attribute  these  bad  bills  to  what  has 
come  to  be  known  as  McCarthyism. 
Those  who  contend  that  McCarthyism 
has  alerted  the  country  to  the  danger  of 
communism  must  now  concede  that  the 
direct  result  has  been  the  creation  of 
an  unhealthy  atmosphere  of  fear  and 
suspicion  which  may  easily  destroy  the 
very  vitals  of  good  government. 

I.TBEEALTSM   VXaSTTS  CONSaaVATISK 

Our  President  has  repeatedly  told  us 
that  as  to  human  values  and  human 
rights,  he  is  liberal,  but  as  to  property 
and  property  rights,  he  is  conservative. 
It  sounds  good.  I  wish  it  were  true.  I 
will  not  repeat  here  the  many  failures 
of  President  Eisenhower  to  perform  the 
pledges  of  Candidate  Eisenhower.  They 
have  been  previously  documented.  Let 
us  today  analyze  what  has  happened 
under  our  President's  leadership  and 
thereby  make  apparent  his  and  the  Re- 
publican Party's  fulfillment  of  the  con- 
verse of  his  declared  policy. 

OPnATIOM   GTVEAWAT,  OE  BXTKDLES  FOa 
BILLIONAIXX8 

The  gift  of  the  sutoierged  oil  lands 
was  camoufiaged  as  a  return  to  certain 
States  of  their  property.  You  cannot  re- 
turn to  a  State  what  it  never  had.  The 
United  States  Supreme  Court  three 
times  ruled  that  these  lands  and  rights 
never  belonged  to  any  State.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  most  of  them  were  bought 
with  funds  from  the  XTnited  States 
Treasury. 

If  Congress  and  the  President  had  not 
given  them  away  for  the  benefit  of  the 
.big  oil  companies  and  not  the  few  States 
involved  as  is  claimed,  the  revenues  from 
those  lands  would  have  been  used  to  edu- 
cate the  children  of  every  State  of  the 
Union. 

OUX   MATIOMAL    KCSOtTlCXS:    CIKKPINO 

rAvoamsM 

The  Nation's  resources  have  been  tfte 
subject  of  a  whole  series  of  gigantic 
giveaways,  beginning  with  the  offshore 
oil  bill  endorsed  by  President  Eisen- 
hower. 

Perhaps  the  most  incredible  giveaway 
of  all,  deals  with  atomic  energy.  Tike 
people  of  the  country  have  spent  $13 
billion  of  their  tax  money  ih  developing 
an  atomic-energy  program.  The  Eisen* 
hower  administration  and  the  Republi- 
can-controlled Congress,  however,  chose 
to  set  the  wheels  in  motion  for  giving 
away  the  rights  to  atomic  energy  to  the 
few  private  power  monopolies.  The 
most  fantastic  Republican  proposlttoa 
was  the  Dixon-Yates  contract  whereby 
a  certain  private  group  was  granted 
contract  rights  to  provide  power  without 
competitive  bidding;  it  was  arbitrarily 
selected  for  the  benefit,  although  other 
firms  offered  to  do  the  job  more  cheaply. 
The  Eisenhower  administration  even 
offered  to  pay  all  their  taxes  for  them 
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mnd  guarantee  them  against  any  loss. 
I  am  proud  of  my  vote  against  the 
atomic  energy  giveaway. 

Tbe  efforts  to  dispose  of  our  synthetic 
rubber  and  tin  smelting  plants  and  the 
attempt  to  wreck  TVA  and  our  entire 
public-power  program,  are  more  of  the 
giveaway  philosophy  in  action. 
icoNTr:  HAuns  to  err 

I  spent  considerable  time  and  effort  in 
oppofsing  the  Republican  giveaway  to 
bankers  through  higher  interest  rates. 
The  so-called  hard-money  policy  ac- 
tually made  money  harder  to  get.  Re- 
publican bankers  took  over  the  Treasury 
Department  and  promptly  proceeded  to 
raise  the  interest  rate  to  the  highest 
level  since  1933.  T^jey  sold  Govern- 
ment bonds  below  par  value  to  bankers 
who  profited  Immensely  from  unneces- 
sarily higher  interest  rates.  I  Joined 
with  other  Members  of  Congress  in  pro- 
testing this  giveaway  to  bankers,  and 
my  remarks  In  the  Congressional  Rec- 
ord are  qtiite  nimierous  on  this  subject. 

Not  only  did  this  hard-money  poUcy 
constitute  excessive  profit  for  bankers, 
but  it  was  perhaps  the  principal  cause  of 
the  recession  we  have  had.  With  inter- 
est rates  excessively  high,  consumers  and 
small'-buslness  men  coiild  not  borrow 
money.  As  a  result,  mass  unemployment 
occurred,  causing  a  serious  recession  be- 
cause of  a  lack  of  consumer  purchasing 
power  to  buy  the  products  of  American 
Industry. 

The  Eisenhower  administration  was 
disastrously  slow  in  taking  action  against 
this  recession;  indeed,  we  still  have  close 
to  4  million  Americans  unemployed,  with 
many  more  In  jobs  at  only  part  time. 
Because  of  our  constant  pounding,  the 
administration  finally  reversed  itself  and 
repudiated  the  hard-money  policy,  al- 
though its  evil  effects  are  regrettably  still 
with  us. 

Call  me  a  prophet  of  gloom.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. But  it  Js  your  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce who  says  that  the  gross  national 
production  is  down  $9  billion  from  1953 
to  1954,  and  it  is  yovu:  Federal  Reserve 
Board  that  says  that  industrial  produc- 
tion is  down  $12  billion  from  1953  to 
1954. 

▼SmtANS'    KIGHTS 

Part  of  the  liberal  Republican  pol- 
icies was  the  increase  of  interest  rates 
on  veterans'  mortgages.  This  was  among 
the  very  first  accomplishments  of  this 
administration. 

As  soon  as  we  achieved  a  reversal  of 
the  hard-money  policy,  I  started  a  cam- 
paign to  decrease  the  veterans*  loan  in- 
terest rates  to  what  they  had  been. 

The  chairman  of  the  Veterans'  Affairs 
Committee,  on  the  fioor  of  the  House, 
promised  me  such  legislation  would  be 
enacted. 

It  has  not  even  been  reported  to  the 
Congress. 

We  did  succeed  in  enacting  a  bill  to 
increase  veterans'  pensions  by  5  percent. 
Liberal,  indeed.  A  monthly  pension  of 
$50  is  now  $52.50. 

But  all  veterans'  services — medical 
care,  hospitalization,  and  the  like — have 
been  cut  and  cut  more  than  5  percent 

That  was  not  being  illiberal  as  to  hu- 
mans; It  was  being  conservative  as  to 
money. 


I  have  consistently  supported  measures 
to  adequately  compensate  our  Armed 
Forces  and  veterans  for  the  sacrifices 
they  make  in  the  Nation's  behalf.  I  have 
introduced  bills  providing  free  poBtage 
on  letters  to  and  from  members  of  our 
Armed  Forces,  extra  oompensation  for 
prisoners  of  the  Korean  war,  income-tax 
exemption  for  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  and  various  adjustments  to  se- 
cure equitable  pensions,  compensation, 
and  retirement  pay. 

THE   consumer's    POCKETBOOK    AND    THE 
FARMERS'  PLIGHT 

During  these  2  years  of  Republicanism, 
the  cost  of  living  has  reached  an  all- 
time  high,  as  any  shopper  can  testify  and 
as  Government  statistics  prove  in  black 
and  white.  Coupled  with  this  record 
high  cost  of  living  have  been  the  hard- 
ships caused  by  the  recession,  so  that 
many  millions  of  Americans  have  suf- 
fered reductions  in  their  standard  of 
living. 

Particularly  pernicious  has  been  the 
price  of  food.  Consumers  are  forced  to 
pay  twice  for  their  food,  first  in  their 
tax  bill  to  the  Government  and  then  in 
the  market  place.    There  is  something 

radically  wrong  with  the  present  agri- 
cultural program,  as  I  have  often  said 
In  Congress.  Official  reports  show  that 
food  prices  to  the  consumer  have  actu- 
ally risen,  while  prices  to  farmers  have 
declined. 

Yet  the  Republican  leadership  has 
done  nothing  to  remedy  this  situation. 
The  only  solution  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture offers  is  to  reduce  farmers'  in- 
comes below  their  present  level,  despite 
his  claims  that  no- appreciable  reduction 
In  consumer  food  prices  will  result.  The 
proposal  I  have  made  is  to  try  the  Bran- 
nan  plan  for  all  agriculture,  which 
Candidate  Eisenhower  termed  "moral 
bankruptcy,"  but  which  President  Elsen- 
hower has  instituted  for  the  wool  in- 
dustry. 

The  President  and  his  agriculture  ex- 
perts pretend  that  a  fiexible  price^sup- 
port  program  will  reduce  prices  to  the 
consimier  and  increase  income  to  the 
farmer. 

They  continue  in  that  fallacious  daim 
even  after  they  have  proved  themselves 
wrong. 

We  have  never  had  rigid  but  only  flex- 
ible price  supports  for  the  dairy  industry. 

One  of  the  first  things  done  by  our 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  with  the  hearty 
approval  of  our  President,  was  to  drop 
price  supports  for  this  industry  from 
80  percent  of  parity  to  75  percent. 

Result:  The  farmer  is  getting  less  and 
the  consumer  is  paying  more. 

That  is  not  caused  by  any  failure  of 
the  cut  in  prices  to  seep  through. 

I  am  talking  about  milk  produced  one 
day  and  sold  the  next  day  for  which 
the  farmer  receives  less  and  the  con- 
simier pays  more. 

How  can  they  urge  that  any  different 
result  can  come  from  products  that  will 
be  stored  for  long  periods  of  time? 

Do  not  be  fooled  by  any  pretense  that 
we  will  store  less  of  the  staples  or  basic 
commodities. 

On  the  basis  of  the  representations  of 
the  President  and  his  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture that  we  will  store  more,  this  very 


session  of  Congress  increased  the  buy- 
ing, lending,  and  storing  authority  of 
the  President  and  his  Department  of 
Agriculture  from  $6^2  billion  to  $10 
billion.  That  is  in  addition  to  all  the 
billions  to  be  taken  out  of  storage  and 
not  charged  to  the  authorization. 

LABOR    AND    UNEMPLOTMENf 

One  of  the  most  important  Repub- 
lican pledges  was  amendment  of  the 
Taft-Hartley  law.  I  favored  the  elim- 
ination of  the  Taft-Hartley  Acfs  re- 
pressive measures  against  organized 
labor.  I  have  always  sought  to  promote 
legislation  fair  to  labor  and  manage- 
ment. 

But,  as  you  may  remember.  President 
Eisenhower  reversed  himself  when  he 
refused  to  go  along  with  Secretary  of 
Labor  Durkin's  program  for  labor  legis- 
lation, which  followed  Candidate  Eisen- 
howers  promises.     Mr.  Durkin  resigned. 

The  Republican  leadership  did  not  allow 
Congress  to  pass  on  the  bills  seeking  to 
right  the  wrongs  of  the  Taft-Hartley 
Act. 

I  sponsored  a  number  of  bills  in  the 
labor  field,  but  as  usual  the  Republican 
leadership  did  nothing.  One  called  for 
equal  pay  for  equal  work  and  an  end 
to  discriminatory  wage  practices  against 
women.  Still  another  case  where  the 
Republicans  did  nothing  was  the  mini- 
mum wage.  My  bill  called  for  an  in- 
crea.se  in  the  minimum  wage  from  75 
cents  to  $1  an  hour.  Secretary  of  Labor 
Mitchell  agreed  there  should  be  an  in- 
crease, but  President  Eisenhower's  eco- 
nomic report  flatly  opposed  one. 

The  most  serious  problem  in  this  field 
Is  that  apparently  the  Republican  Party 
is  not  concerned  over  the  tremendous 
loss  of  earnings  of  the  wage  earners  of 
our  country.  I  have  called  attention  to 
the  millions  of  Americans  without  jobs, 
largely  due  to  the  administration's 
hard-money  policy,  and  to  the  millions 
more  earning  smaller  wages  and  work- 
ing only  part  time. 

In  the  present  Congress,  I  have  been 
a  cosponsor  of  H.  R.  9430,  the  Forand 
bill,  dealing  with  unemploymeoit-com- 
pensation  standards.  I  introduced  H.  R. 
1270  to  permit  an  increase  in  earnings 
without  loss  of  social-security  benefits. 
My  bill,  H.  R.  1277,  called  for  income-tax 
exemption  on  annuities  and  pensions,  a 
principle  adopted  in  part  in  the  new  tax 
law. 

This  administration  takes  credit  for 
enactment  of  a  broader  social-security 
law,  but  soft-pedals  the  fact  that  this 
was  a  New  Deal -Fair  Deal  measure  that 
was  supported  and  fought  for  by  Demo- 
crats during  all  the  years  Republicans 
were  resisting  it  as  creeping  socialism. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  AND   HOUSIN* 

I  have  always  insisted  that  effective 
government  action  must  be  takeh  to  im- 
prove the  national  health.  Proper  med- 
ical care  must  be  put  within  the  reach  of 
every  American.  It  is  a  duty  of  (flie  Gov- 
ernment to  assure  that  and  to  do  it  with- 
out socializing  medicine. 

Yet  the  Eisenhower  budget  cut  cancer 
research  28  percent,  heart  disease  re- 
search 33  percent,  and  the  National  In- 
stitutes of  Health  allotment  34  percent. 

The  so-called  health  reinsurance  bill, 
the    administration    proposed,    merely 
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came  to  the  aid  of  certain  insurance 
companies,  and  did  nothing  for  the 
health  of  the  individual  American  man, 
woman,  and  child.  The  only  public 
health  in  the  bill  was  in  its  title.  It 
made  neither  health  nor  insurance  avail- 
able to  any  citizen. 

A  similar  situation  was  the  Republican 
housing  bill,  which  I  called  "a  sham  and 
a  fraud  upon  the  American  people."  I 
have  long  maintained  a  particular  inter- 
est in  public  housing,  and  the  Congres- 
sional Record  is  replete  with  my  at- 
tempts to  try  to  provide  decent  housing 
for  all  Americans.  I  proposed  amend- 
ments to  legislation  to  deal  with  FHA 
abuses,  but  Republicans  Joined  as  a  unit 
to  vote  them  down,  as  they  did  my  efforts 
to  prevent  discrimination  against  minor- 
ity groups  and  to  provide  low  interest 
rates  on  housing  loans  and  veterans' 
home  loans. 

However,  the  Republican  leadership 
Insisted  on  guaranteeing  excessive  profits 
for  builders  and  lenders  and  blocked  my 
efforts  and  those  of  my  colleagues  to 
write  into  law  even  the  minimum  number 
of  public -housing  units  requested  by  the 
President. 

Here,  too,  the  only  public  housing  In 
the  bill  was  in  the  title.     I  think  it  is  - 
outrageous  that  the  r>eople  of  this  coun- ' 
try  should  be  denied  an  opportunity  to 
live  in  decent  shelter. 

The  so-called  housing  bill  passed  this 
year  prevents  any  new  public  housing 
and  effectually  kills  the  program.  The 
same  bill,  however,  makes  it  easier  for 
the  bankers,  mortgage  lenders,  and  build- 
ers to  get  richer.  It  contains  no  real 
safeguards   against  a  repetition  of   the 

FHA  scandals  now  filling  the  newspapers. 
It  does  contain  a  provision  subsidizing 
the  mortgage  lenders,  guaranteeing 
them  not  only  against  loss,  but  also  a 
profit,  all  at  Government  risk. 

roaUGN  AiTAiis:  BrwircHco,  bothekeo, 

AND  BEWILOEaEO 

The  present  world  situation  Is  one  of 
crisis,  and  I  have  wholeheartedly  sup- 
ported the  administration's  continuation 
of  the  bipartisan  ];>ohcie8  Initiated  by 
prior  Democratic  administrations,  in- 
cluding the  point  4  program  and  foreign 
aid.  I  have  urged  the  strengthening  of 
our  greatest  potential  instrument  for 
peace,  the  United  Nations. 

Our  position  in  world  affairs,  however, 
has  worsened  markedly  under  Republi- 
can leadership.  World  communism  has 
increased,  and  we  have  lost  much  of  the 
good  will  painstakingly  built  up  by 
Democratic  administrations  with  the 
non-Conununist  nations  of  the  world. 
The  present  administration  has  cut  our 
miUtary  strength  and  has  foolishly  tried 
to  compensate  for  it  by  a  series  of  trans- 
parently hypocritical  slogans. 

No  one  knows  where  we  stand  on  any- 
thing. If  you  add  up  all  the  pronounce- 
ments made  by  the  President,  the  Vice 
President,  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
assorted  Republican  leaders,  the  sum 
total  Is  bluff  and  backtalk,  threat  and 
retreat. 

If  the  matter  were  not  so  very  seri- 
ous, we  could  sing  Bewitched.  Bothered, 
and  Bewildered.  We  have  learned  a  bit- 
ter lesson  that  Indochina  could  not  be 
saved  by  the  threats  of  Mr.  Dulles  and 


his  colleagues.  The  situation  in  the  Par 
East  is  bad. 

The  same  muddled  thinking  is  caus- 
ing the  situation  in  the  Near  East  to 
worsen  from  day  to  day.  This  adminis- 
tration refuses  to  recognize  that  an 
enemy  of  a  friend  caimot  be  a  friend 
and  that  you  do  not  arm  one  who  may 
use  the  arms  against  your  friend. 

I  opposed  the  Bricker  amendment, 
which  would  paralyze  the  President's 
right  to  conduct  our  foreign  affairs. 

I  have  supported  the  extension  of  re- 
ciprocal trade  agreements  and  lower 
tariffs  to  aid  our  allies,  even  though  the 
President  backed  down  from  the  request 
he  had  termed  "essential." 

I  have  tried  to  build  up  friendly  rela- 
tions with  the  Latin  American  Republics, 
and  with  Italy,  whose  late  Premier  Alcide 
de  Gasperi  I  had  the  pleasure  of  greet- 
ing on  his  visit  here  in  1951. 

I  have  striven  for  peace  in  the  Near 
East  and  the  proper  development  of  that 
new  addition  to  the  family  of  free 
nations.  Israel. 

OPERATION  TAKEAWAT  :   GOVERNMENT  EMPLOYEES 

I  have  long  felt  that  the  Government 
should  act  as  a  model  employer,  and  I 
have  been  deeply  distressed  by  the  meth- 
ods of  the  present  Republican  adminis- 
tration as  regards  civil  service.  Aside 
from  the  reprehensible  "numbers  game" 
refiecting  on  many  loyal  civil  servants, 
the  Eisenhower  administration  has  con- 
ducted the  crudest  sort  of  spoils  system 
in  taking  away  the  jobs  of  Government 
employees  for  political  reasons. 

I  have  opposed  the  transfer  of  Govern- 
ment agencies  from  the  New  York  and 
Brooklyn  areas  for  political  reasons,  such 

as  the  Quartermaster  Purchasmg  Agency 
and  the  diversion  of  contracts  from  the 
Brooklyn  Naval  Yard.  I  have  sponsored 
bills  to  extend  Federal  comp>ensation 
coverage  to  civil  defense  workers,  for 
longevity  step  Increases  in  the  civil- 
service  scale,  to  exempt  compensatioh 
and  pensions  from  income  tax,  to  excuse 
Government  employees  from  work  to 
permit  them  time  to  vote  in  elections, 
and  similar  measures  aimed  at  making 
the  Government  an  employer  of  which 
every  citizen  can  be  proud. 

I  realize  full  well  the  inadequate  sala- 
ries paid  civil  servants,  and  I  have  sup- 
ported proposed  increases.  Having 
worked  as  a  railway  mail  clerk,  I  know 
the  hardships  of  postal  employees,  and 
on  their  behalf  have  testified  before  the 
House  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

It  is  nothing  less  than  reprehensible 
to  deny  postal  and  Federal  employees  a 
5-percent  increase  in  their  pay.  From 
the  President  down,  every  Republican 
concedes  that  these  loyal  men  and  women 
are  vmderpaid. 

To  deny  them  a  pay  increase  unless  we 
simultaneously  provide  additional  rev- 
enue is  a  fraud  and  a  sham.  The  subsidy 
given  to  business,  by  the  Post  OflBce  De- 
partment alone,  exceeds  the  entire 
amount  of  such  Incresise.  The  dividend 
tax  exemption  alone  exceeds  the  cost  of 
such  a  pitifully  Inadequate  increase. 
The  additional  depreciation  tax  cut  to 
big  business  Is  about  double  that  cost. 

Conservative  policy  Indeed,  as  to  wages 
for  the  underpaid  and  liberal,  as  to  tax 
^uts  for  the  greedy. 


nUCICRATIOK 

The  inequities  of  our  present  immi- 
gration laws  make  a  mockery  of  the 
splendid  inscription  on  the  base  of  the 
Statue  of  Liberty  in  New  York  Harbor. 
I  was  happy  to  serve  as  a  cosponsor  with. 
Senator  Lehman  and  many  other  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  of  a  bill  designed  to  re- 
write  completely  our  immigration  laws 
and  to  remove  every  trace  of  bigotry 
therefrom. 

In  addition.  I  introduced  a  bill  calling 
for  240,000  special  visas  during  the  fiscal 
year  1953-54.  and  have  sponsored  many 
private  bills  for  the  relief  of  my  constit- 
uents and  their  families. 

In  this  field,  as  In  so  many  others,  the 
fight  must  go  on,  and  I  am  confident  that 
someday  the  faults  of  our  present  immi- 
gration system  wiU  be  corrected.  They 
stiU  remain  under  President  Eisen- 
hower's administration,  although  Candi« 
date  Eisenhower  pledged  prompt  reform. 

taxes:  the  trickix-bown  biix 
Surely  no  part  of  the  activities  of  gov- 
ernment is  more  important  than  taxa- 
tion—and it  is  in  this  field  that  we  find 
the  most  glaring  and  inequitable  glve« 

away. 

Ninety-two  p>ercent  of  American  fam- 
ilies have  good  reason  to  be  unhappy 
about  the  RepubUcan  tax  bill  that  is  now 
the  law  of  the  land,  for  they  do  not  own 
any  corporation  stock.  This  Republican 
Congress  and  adm^inlstratlon,  however, 
have  given  tax  benefits  to  the  8  percent 
of  American  famihes  who  do.  In  fact» 
the  Republican  program  of  "bimdles  for 
billionaires"  especially  benefits  only  six- 
tenths  of  1  iJercent  of  American  families, 
who  own  80  percent  of  all  pubhcly  held 
stock. 

The  new  Republican  tax  law  provides 
benefits  for  stockholders,  to  the  detri- 
ment of  those  Americans  who  earn  their 
Income  through  the  sweat  of  their  brow. 
Let  us  take  as  an  example  two  families, 
each  with  husband,  wife,  and  1  child,  and 
an  income  of  $5,000.  One  of  these  two 
families  has  an  Income  consisting  en- 
tirely of  wages  or  salary;  its  income  tax 
will  be  $420.  The  other  family,  with  In- 
come entirely  from  stock  dividends,  will 
pay  an  income  tax  of  only  $328.  Thus 
unearned  income  is  to  be  taxed  less  than 
earned  income  of  the  same  size. 

Of  course,  the  tax  difference  Increases 
greatly  as  income  increases.  Seventy- 
three  and  seven-tenths  percent  of  taX'^ 
payers  with  incomes  over  $25,000  re- 
ported dividend  receipts,  while  only  4.S 
percent  of  taxpayers  with  Incomes  un- 
der $5,000  did  so.  It  is  primarily  those 
with  Incomes  of  $10,000  or  more  per  year^ 
who  report  dividend  receipts.  I  might 
point  out  fvu-ther  that  the  Elsenhower 
administration  asked  for  much  greater 
benefits  for  stockholders,  but  Democrats 
in  Congress  managed  to  cut  them  down. 

This  Republican  tax  bill  gives  corpo- 
rations, and  the  20  percent  of  American 
taxpayers  with  incomes  over  $5,000.  77 
percent  of  the  total  tax  benefits.  The  80 
percent  of  American  taxpayers  with  in- 
comes less  than  $5,000  get  only  23  per- 
cent of  tax  reUef,  thanks  to  Republi- 
canism. It  seems  that  the  basis  for  Re- 
publican taxation  Is  the  old  "trickle- 
down"  Idea,  which  we  thought  had  die- 
appeared  forever;  it  gives  the  wealthy 
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the  benefit  of  tax  relief  although  they 
need  It  least.  In  the  hope  that  some  of 
tlie  benefit  wlU  trickle  down  to  the  great 
mass  of  the  people.  I  am  proud  of  my 
▼ote  against  the  tricUe-down  tax  biU. 

I  believe  in  giving  tax  relief  to  those 
who  need  It  most.  Ever  since  1948  I 
have  introduced  resolutions  calling  for 
an  increase  in  personal  exemptions  to 
$3,500  for  heads  of  families  as  the  first 
step  in  reducing  taxes.  But  of  course 
this  was  in  conflict  with  the  policy  of 
the  Republicans  in  control  who  insist 
on  giving  tax  preference  to  those  wealthy 
enough  not  to  need  it.  One  of  my  pro- 
posals, however,  was  partially  carried 
into  effect:  An  exemption  will  be  pro- 
vided for  the  first  $1,200  of  retirement 
Income.  Another  of  my  proposals 
gained  some  ground,  too;  child-care  al- 
lowances were  provided,  but  much  less 
than  adequate  and  much  less  than  I 
called  for  in  my  bill. 

One  further  fact  should  be  mentioned 
here  about  taxes,  because  Republicans 
ai'e  very  imlikely  to  mention  it  them- 
selves; the  general  10-percent  decrease 
in  individual  taxes  that  became  effective 
the  first  of  this  year  was  passed  by  a 
Democratic  Congress  and  signed  by  a 
Democratic  President.  The  Republican 
tax  bill  is  the  one  benefiting  the  well-to- 
do.  and  that  Is  the  giveaway  I  opposed. 

Please  understand,  I  am  not  opposed 
to  eliminating  double  taxation.  But  I 
Insist  that  inequities  be  remedied 
equally.  The  taxpayer  earning  interest 
on  a  savings  account  is  entitled  to  the 
same  relief  as  a  taxpayer  receiving  divi- 
dends on  stock.  Furthermore,  if  we 
cannot  remove  all  inequities  because  we 
will  lose  too  much  revenue,  do  not  select 
one  class  as  against  another. 

Do  not  increase  and  continue  depre- 
ciation and  depletion  allowances  at  the 
expense  of  the  wage  earner.  If  we  cannot 
save  taxes  for  all.  save  taxes  for  him  first. 
He  spends  all  of  his  earnings  almost  as 
fast  as  he  gets  them.  That  Is  what 
makes  for  prosperity. 

Cavn.  BIGHTS  AKD  BBOTBZKHOOD 

Unfortunately,  the  Republican  leader- 
ship defeated  my  efforts  to  prohibit  dis- 
crimination in  regard  to  public  housing 
projects,  and  did  nothing  about  my  meas- 
ures to  prevoit  Federal  aid  to  National 
Guard  units  practicing  discrimination 
and  to  secure  similar  acts  to  guarantee 
*     civil  rights  for  all. 

I  have  always  recognized  the  role  of 
religion  in  life,  and  I  have  been  privi- 
leged to  participate  in  many  religious  and 
Interfaith  activities. 

Although  I  recognize  the  separation  of 
church  and  state  guaranteed  by  our  Con- 
stitution. I  appreciate  that  the  fimda- 
mental  ixlnciples  of  civil  rights  are  based 
on  the  brotherhood  of  man  under  the 
fatherhood  of  God. 

We  can  legislate  on  these  principles 
Intelligently  only  if  we  understand  them. 
We  understand  them  only  if  we  know 
religion. 

That  is  why  I  constantly  direct  my 
eolleagues'  attention  to  the  activities  of 
all  religious  groups  and  do  my  utmost 
to  stir  them  into  action  against  all  anti- 
xeligknis  groups  and  activities. 

In  opposing  McCarthylsm  and  in  de- 
ploring the  ciurent  wave  of  hysteria  in 


this  country  largely  inspired  thereby,  I 
do  not  lessen  my  hatred  of  communism 
and  all  its  works.  My  constituents  may 
well  remember  the  campaign  of  1948 
when  my  opponent  was  Lee  Pressman, 
once  described  as  the  No.  1  Com- 
munist of  the  country.  In  that  year  the 
Cconmunists  spent  a  quarter  of  a  million 
dollars  tr3ring  to  defeat  me.  and  I  was 
viciously  attacked  because  of  my  vigorous 
anticonununism.  I  am  happy  to  asso- 
ciate myself  with  the  remarks  of  the 
Most  Reverend  Bernard  J.  Shell,  auxil- 
iary bishop  of  Chicago  and  a  leading 
Roman  Catholic  churchman  and  genuine 
anti-Communist.  He  said,  among  other 
things: 

I  take  It  that  a  genuine  antl-Comiaunlst 
la  one  who  despises  the  court  methods  oi  the 
Communists.  I  take  it  he  hates  the  Com- 
mtuxlst  Idea  that  one  is  guilty  until  proved 
Innocent.  I  take  it  that  the  genuine  anti- 
Communist  Is  one  who  above  all  believes  In 
the  democratic  procedures  and  Is  willing  to 
Btand  by  them,  even  in  the  face  of  great 
temptations  to  lose  one's  temper  and  to  lose 
one's  faith  in  the  methods  of  freemen. 

I  am  proud  to  stand  alongside  him  in 
this  vital  fight  for  our  civil  liberties. 

I  am  the  only  Member  of  any  Congress 
who  had  an  opponent  who  dared  to  avail 
himself  of  the  privilege  of  running  for 
ofBce  under  the  name  and  emblem  of 
the  Communist  Party. 

I  am  also  proud  of  the  autographed 
photograph  given  me  by  one  of  the  great 
statesmen  of  the  free  anti-Communist 
world,  the  late  Premier  Alclde  de  Gas- 
peri  of  Italy,  for  my  efforts  in  behalf  of 
Italy's  fight  against  communism.  In- 
deed, when  I  think  that  a  certain  Sena- 
tor first  discovered  communism  in  1950. 
2  years  after  I  had  opposed  and  defeated 
communism  in  a  congressional  election; 
when  I  think  of  my  votes  for  foreign  aid 
to  bolster  the  anti-Communist  allies  of 
this  country  and  the  contrast  with  his 
votes  against  all  foreign  aid;  when  I 
think  of  his  apparent  objective,  the 
catching  of  headlines  rather  than  Com- 
mimists,  and  the  demoralizing  efTect  of 
his  wave  of  fear,  then  I  am  certain  that 
even  my  humble  efforts  have  done  more 
against  communism  than  his  ever  will. 

I  have  called  attention  to  the  MeCar- 
thylte  actions  of  the  staff  of  the  Reece 
investigating  committee,  branding  as 
communistic  the  encyclicals  of  two 
Popes  of  the  Catholic  Church.  I  have 
opposed — even  when  almost  alone— the 
serious  threats  to  our  civil  liberties  posed 
by  actions  taken  during  a  wave  of  hyste- 
ria, when  some  legislators  abdicated  their 
responsibilities  because  of  fear.  In  my 
position.  I  have  been  happy  to  coincide 
with  the  views  of  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Chief 
of  the  FBI,  and  Judge  Harold  Medina, 
who  presided  over  the  trial  which  result- 
ed in  the  conviction  oI  the  top  Commu- 
nists of  the  country.  i 

THX  rOLKS  BACK   HOUZ  ' 

It  is  With  mixed  humility  and  pride 
that  I  present  this  report.  It  is  with 
humility,  because  I  recognize  my  respon- 
sibility as  a  servant  of  my  constituents 
and  of  the  public  interest.  It  is  with 
pride,  because  I  have  never  failed  to 
carry  out  a  campaign  pledge,  and  be- 
cause I  have  consistently  striven  to  serve 
the  public  interest  as  I  saw  it  to  be. 


My  services  have  always  been  at  the 
disposal  of  my  constituents.  I  tmve  never 
failed  to  try  to  help  with  their  individual 
problems  so  far  as  I  was  able  to  do  so. 
I  joined  with  my  colleagues  in  trying  to 
keep  local  Federal  services  operating  effi- 
ciently and  at  a  maximum. 

Some  criticism  has  been  leveled  at  me 
for  eulogizing  a  departed  former  Mem- 
ber. It  is  traditional  for  the  dean  of  a 
State  delegation  to  lead  in  such  a  eulogy 
and  for  other  Members  to  join  him,  re- 
gardless of  f>olitlcal  ttellef s.  One  Protes- 
tant and  four  Catholic  Members  Joined 
two  Jewish  Members  on  that  occasion. 

While  I  do  not  expect  the  electorate 
to  agree  with  me  at  all  times  on  all  mat- 
ters, at  least  we  will  make  every  effort  to 
understand  one  another  so  that  our  re- 
spect for  each  other  will  survive  our  dis- 
agreement. 

That  is  the  American  way. 


Major  Provuions  of  the  Africnlhiral  Act 
of  1954 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  CLIFFORD  R.  HOPE 

or  KANSAS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  19.  1H4 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  response 
to  the  numerous  requests  coming  to  me 
and  to  other  Members  of  the  House  from 
throughout  the  country  for  information 
on  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954,  the  staff 
of  the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
at  the  direction  of  the  chairman,  has 
prepared  a  summary  of  the  major  pro- 
visions of  this  general  farm  legislation 
recently  enacted  by  the  Congress.  In 
order  that  the  information  on  this  im- 
portant legislation  might  have  the  widest 
possible  dissemination,  I  am  placing  this 
simmiary  in  the  Record: 

The  AGRici7i.TTnLAL  Act  or  1JB54 

1.  BASIC   OOPS 

This  legislation  establishes  a  flexible  prlc« 
support  program  at  82 1,^  to  90  perc«nt  of  par- 
ity for  the  1955  crops  of  wheat,  corn,  cotton, 
peanuts,  and  rice.  In  1956  and  thereafter 
the  support  level  of  these  crops  will  be  at  75 
to  90  percent  of  parity,  unless  Congress  takes 
action  to  change  these  flexible  levels.  The 
support  level  of  the  sixth  basic  crop,  tobacco, 
remains  at  90  percent.  All  the  basic  crops, 
by  previous  congressional  enactment,  are 
supported  through  the  current  year,  as  In 
several  years  past,  at  90  percent  of  parity. 
These  new  provisions  are  made  wiXh  respect 
to  specified  basic  crops: 

Corn 


Repeal  of  existing  marketing  quota  pro- 
visions, while  retaining  acreage  allotment 
authority.  Change  the  base  period  for  de- 
termining normal  yield  for  corn  for  covmtlea 
and  for  farms  from  10  years  to  5  years.  In- 
crease the  allowance  for  carryover  in  the  nor- 
mal supply  from  10  percent  of  domestic 
consumption  plus  exports  to  15  percent. 

Wheat 
(a)  Commercial  area:  A  deflnltlon  of  the 
noncommercial  wheat-producing  area,  the 
purpose  being  that  producers  In  th#  commer- 
cial wheat  area  would  be  subject  to  acreage 
allotments  and  marketing  quotas  when  re- 
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quired  by  law.  while  producers  In  the  non- 
commercial area  would  not  be  subject  to 
these  limitations  and  would  receive  only  75 
percent  of  the  level  of  support  accorded  pro- 
ducers In  the  commercial  area.  The  non- 
commercial area  will  consist  of  States  that 
plant  25  000  or  less  acres  of  wheat  annually. 
According  to  the  best  Information  available 
at  this  time,  this  will  place  In  the  noncom- 
mercial area  the  12  States,  Alabama,  Ari- 
zona Connecticut.  Florida,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Massach  jsetts.  Mississippi,  Nevada.  New 
Hampsh  re,  Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont. 

(b)  Pioclamation  date:  The  latest  date  on 
which  tne  Secretary  may  proclaim  wheat- 
marketing  quotas  and  acreage  allotments  Is 
changed  from  July  15  to  May  15. 

(c)  Wheat  producers  In  recognized  sum- 
mer fallow  areas  who  practice  summer  fal- 
lowing lire  given  special  consideration  in 
setting  vheat  allotments  to  assure  equitable 
treatmert  as  compared  with  those  wheat- 
growers  n  summer  fallow  areas  who  do  not 
practice  summer  fallowing. 

(d)  The  allowance  for  carryover  In  the 
normal  supply  Is  Increased  from  15  to  20 
I)erccnt  Df  domestic  consumption  plus  ex- 
ports. 

(e)  Surrender  of  acreage:  Any  p:\rt  of  a 
1955  farm  acreage  allotment  can  be  volun- 
tarily surrendered  and  reapportioned  to  other 
farms  In  the  county  or.  If  not  needed  In  the 
county,  transferred  to  the  State  conomlttee 
for  reaoportlonment.  Such  surrendered 
acreage  f  ir  the  purposes  of  farm  history  shall 
be  regarded  as  having  been  planted  on  the 
farm  fron  which  It  was  transferred  rather 
than  on  the  farms  to  which  the  allotment 
was  tran.>ferred. 

Cotton 
Wider  discretion  wa."?  given  to  county  com- 
mittees In  allotting  cotton  on  a  basis  of  the 
history  oi  plantings  on  Individual  farms.  In 
addition  the  county  committee  may  limit 
any  farm  acreage  allotment  to  not  more  than 
50  percent  of  the  cropland  on  the  farm. 
The  new  legislation  makes  permanent  a  tem- 
porary p:ovlslon  In  present  law  that  a  cot- 
ton farmer  may  voluntarily  surrender  any 
of  his  cotton  allotment  he  does  not  Intend  to 
plant,  foi  reallocation  In  his  county  or  State, 
with  such  surrendered  acreage  being  counted 
In  the  history  of  his  own  farm  for  the  pur- 
poses of  computing  future  acreage  allot- 
ments. 

Peanitt^ 

The  lejlslatlon  as  finally  approved  makes 
no  change  as  to  acreage  allotments  or  penal- 
ties. 

JtUX 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Is  directed  to 
make  a  :4tudy  of  multiple-price  systems  as 
applied  tD  rice  and  report  to  Congress  there- 
on by  Miirch  1.  1955. 

a.    DAIKY  PBODUCTS 

No  change  was  made  In  the  support  level — 
75  to  90  percent  of  parity  at  the  discretion 
of  the  S€:retary.  The  Secretary  has  set  the 
dairy  support  level  at  75  percent  for  the  cur- 
rent marketing  year.  The  Secretary  Is  given 
authority  to  use  any  method  he  determines 
neceseary  to  dispose  of  surplus  stocks  of 
dairy  prolucts  now  owned  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  C<irporatlon.  Up  to  $50  million  an- 
nually for  a  2-year  period  may  be  used  by 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  in- 
crease tlie  consumption  of  fluid  milk  by 
school  children.  Surplus  dairy  products 
may  be  distributed  free  to  the  armed  serv- 
ices and  veterans  hospitals  after  they  have 
purchased  their  usual  quantities  In  the  com- 
mercial riarkets.  An  accelerated  brucellosis 
eradication  program  Is  authorized  for  the 
next  2  years.  The  Secretary  Is  also  directed 
to  make  i  study  of  alternate  dairy  price  sup- 
port methods  and  report  back  to  Congress 
on  or  before  January  3.  1955. 


S.  WOOL 
Use  of  Incentive  payments  to  producers 
for  4  yean,  beginning  April  1.  1955.  to  sup- 
port the  price  of  wool  at  a  level,  up  to  110 
percent  of  parity,  that  will  bring  about 
a  larger  production  of  this  fiber  of  which 
the  United  States  now  produces  about  one- 
third  of  its  needs,  and  support  of  mohair 
within  15  percent  of  the  support  price  of 
wool.  Wool  now  Is  supported  at  90  percent 
of  parity,  under  a  loan  and  purchase  pro- 
gram. Trading  in  wool  Is  made  subject  to 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commodity  Exchange 
Authority. 

Honey  and  tung  nuts 
No  charge  Is  made  In  these  commcditles 
which  n-'W  have  mar.datorj-  supports  at  60 
to  90  percent  of  parity.  Under  this  author- 
ity the  support  price  for  honey  is  70  percent 
for  the  current  marketing  year  and  for  tung 
nuts  65  percent  of  parity. 

All  other  crops 

No  change  is  made  In  the  discretionary 
power  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
support  prices  of  other  crops  at  0  to  90 
percent  of  parity,  except  that  Irish  potatoes 
are  made  eligible  for  support  along  with  all 
other  nonmandatory  commodities  at  0  to  90 
percent.  Under  this  authority  these  sup- 
ports are  In  force  for  1954:  Barley,  oats,  rye. 
and  sorghums  for  grain.  85  percent  of  parity: 
flaxseed,  70;  soybeans,  80:  dry  edible  beans. 
80;  cottonseed,  75;   and  crude  pine  gum.  90. 

4.    SET- ASIDE 

Authority  is  provided  for  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  set  aside  reserves  up 
to  a  value  of  $2,500,000,000  from  the  present 
CCC  stocks.  These  stocks  will  be  insulated 
from  the  commercial  supplies  and  used  In 
constructive  ways,  such  as  In  school  lunch 
programs,  dl.'^a.'ter  relief,  aid  to  the  people 
of  other  countries,  and  stockpiled  reserves  at 
home  for  use  In  a  national  emergency. 
Amounts  of  commodities  in  the  set-aside 
will  be  accounted  for  in  computing  acreage 
allotments  and  quotas  of  various  crops  but 
their  presence  will  not  be  recognized  In  com- 
puting support  prices. 

The  CCC  shall,  as  rapidly  as  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  shall  determine  to  be  prac- 
ticable, set  aside  within  its  Inventories  not 
more  than  the  following  maximum  quanti- 
ties and  not  less  than  the  following  mini- 
mum quantities  of  agricultural  commodities 
or  products  thereof  heretofore  or  hereafter 
acquired  by  It  from  1954  and  prior  years' 
crops  and  production  in  connection  with  its 
price-support  operations: 
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6.    MODERNIZED    PARITY 

Under  existing  law  modernized  parity  will 
^o  Into  effect  on  wheat,  corn,  cotton,  and 
peanuts  for  the  crop  year  beginning  January 
1,  1956.  On  the  basis  of  present  price  rela- 
tionships, this  would  amount  to  a  reduction 
In  1956  of  39  cents  per  bushel  for  wheat;  22 
cents  per  bushel  for  corn;  1.8  cents  per  pound 
for  cotton;  and  2.8  cents  p>er  pound  for  pea- 
nuts. In  order  to  prevent  this  abrupt  drop, 
the  present  bill  contains  a  transitional  parity 
provision  providing  that  the  parity  price  shall 
be  decreased  only  5  percent  per  year  until 
the  gap  between  old  parity  and  new  parity  is 
closed. 

«.   ST7PPORT  THROUGH  FBOCESSORS 

Whenever  price  supports  or  surplus  removal 
operations  are  carried  out  through  purchases 


from  \o&as  to.  or  payments  to,  ptoceaMon  the 
Secretary  Is  required  to  obtain  assuranoea 
that  the  producers  of  the  agricultural  com- 
modities Involved  will  receive  the  maximum 
benefits  from  the  price  support  or  surplus 
removal  operations.  « 

7.    DIVOim>    ACRES 

The  bill  gives  the  Secretary  no  new  or  ex- 
panded authority  to  deal  with  diverted  acres. 
However  in  any  programs  for  diverted  acres. 
(1)  the  Secretary  may  make  his  regulatlona 
applicable  on  ain  appropriate  geographical 
basis;  (2)  In  semlaiid  or  other  areas  where 
good  husbandry  requires  maintenance  of  s 
prudent  feed  reserve,  his  regulations  relating 
to  diverted  acres  shall  be  administered  la 
such  manner  as  to  permit  the  productlon-of 
forage  crops  for  storage  and  sutisequent  use 
In  farm  feeding  op>eratlons;  and.  (3)  In  areas 
declared  to  be  disaster  areas,  the  regiilatlons 
shall  be  administered  In  such  a  manner  as 
will  most  quickly  restore  the  normal  pattern 
of  the  agriculture  of  such  areas. 

8.    ACP    PAYMENTS 

The  agricultural  conservation  payment 
program  is  extended  for  2  years.  The  legisla- 
tion permits  the  Secretary  to  flx  fair  prices 
on  conservation  materials  and  services,  al- 
though this  is  not  mandatory  as  in  existing 
legislation.  Compliance  with  acreage  allot- 
ments on  basic  crops  Is  made  a  condition  to 
eligibility  for  ACP  payments,  with  the  stipu- 
lation that  this  provision  shall  apply  only 
to  farmers  who  knowingly  harvest  crops  la 
excess  of  their  allotments,  after  a  determina- 
tion by  the  Secretary  that  a  farmer's  plant- 
ings are  In  excess  of  his  allotment.  The  Sec- 
retary Is  required  to  give  farmers  a  reason- 
able opportunity  to  get  into  compliance  on 
plantings  of  basic  crops  If  they  are  found  to 
be  in  excess  of  allotments.  Although  appli- 
cation of  this  general  provision  on  eligibility 
will  not  be  possible  in  the  current  year,  the 
provision  relating  to  the  opportunity  of 
farmers  to  adjust  their  basic  crops  so  as  to 
comply  with  the  acreage  allotments  will  be 
effective  for  the  1954  crops  which  have  not 
yet  been  harvested. 

9.  MARKETING   AGREEMENTS 

Producers  of  fruits  and  vegetables.  In  the 
new  legislation,  are  permitted  under  market- 
ing agreements  to  flx  the  type  of  package 
used.  The  legislation  authorizes  marketing 
orders  to  continue  in  operation  during  pe- 
riods when  the  price  of  the  regulated  com- 
modity Is  at  or  above  parity.  Grapefruit  for 
canning  or  freezing  is  Included  in  those 
commodities  for  which  marketing  orders  may 
be  issued.  Funds  collected  under  marketing 
agreements  may  be  used  for  market  research 
and  development.  Imported  fruits  and  vege- 
tables may  be  required  to  comply  with  the 
standards  of  maturity,  size,  and  quality  re- 
quired In  the  marketing  agreements  adopted 
by  domestic  producers. 

10.  AGRICCLTUSAL    ATTACHtS 

The  new  act  provides  for  the  establishment 
of  a  new  and  more  effective  representation 
of  American  agriculture  and  agricultural  In- 
terests In  our  Embassies  and  missions  abroad, 
by  transferring  the  agricultural  attaches 
from  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of 
State  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

The  act  provides  that  appointed  employees 
and  officers  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
shall  be  regularly  and  officially  attached  to 
the  diplomatic  missions  of  the  United  States 
In  foreign  countries  upon  the  request  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  the  concurrence 
of  the  Secretary  of  State.  Overseas  agri- 
cultural representatives  henceforward  will 
be  directly  under  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture with  respect  to  agricultural  matters  and 
their  agricultural  duties,  and  will  make  their 
reports  directly  to  him.  This  should  greatly 
improve  the  efficiency  and  value  of  our  for- 
eign   agricultural  representation. 
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tl.  TBUCS  aw  COMICITTEEICEM 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  prohibited 
frcon  imposing  any  limitation  upon  the  num- 
ber of  terms  for  which  members  of  the  agri- 
cultural stabilization  coimty  committees  may 
be  reelected. 

13.    BAUK    or    CCC    RED    CKAINS 

Tile  new  act  authorizes  the  Commodity 
Credit  Ciorporation,  for  the  period  ending 
March  1,  1955.  to  sell  feed  grains  It  owns  at 
the  support  price  plus  10  percent  at  the  point 
of  storage.  This  temporarily  relaxes  a  pro- 
▼tBlon  of  the  1949  act  prohibiting  CCC  from 
selling  storable  commodities  into  the  com- 
mercial market  at  lees  than  the  current  sup- 
port price  plus  5  percent  plus  a  reasonable 
carrying  charge.  Tbls  is  intended  to  make 
the  feed  grains  available  at  a  lower  price  to 
feeders  wbo  are  unable  to  purchase  the  grains 
on  the  market  except  at  priceu  above  parity. 
A  situation  has  developed  in  some  parts  of 
tbe  Corn  Belt  in  wAicb  farmers,  fearful  of 
the  effects  of  the  drought  on  this  year's  corn 
crop,  are  holding  in  storage  their  farm-stored 
stocks  of  com. 


America's  Policy  of  Ezag gerated 
Neotrafism  in  Near  East 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  WILUAM  T.  GRANAHAN 

or  PXNNSTLVANIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  19, 1954 

Mr.  QRANAHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on 
May  13  of  this  year,  on  the  day  before 
the  sixth  anniversary  of  the  independ- 
ence of  Israel,  I  called  to  the  attention 
of  the  House  the  gradual  change  in  em- 
phasis over  the  past  year  and  a  half  in 
official  American  policy  toward  Israel. 

In  connection  with  what  I  described 
as  the  developing  negativism  of  that 
policy,  I  submitted  for  the  Congressional 
Reccwd  as  part  of  my  remarks  an  ex- 
change of  correspondence  between  my- 
self and  high  officials  of  the  Department 
of  State  which,  if  anything,  deepened 
my  belief  in  the  fact  that  our  official 
policy  is  today  one  of  exaggerated  neu- 
tralian,  if  not  disguised  anti-Israel  bias. 

Events  since  May  have  not  in  any  way 
reduced  my  concern  in  that  respect.  On 
top  of  the  agreements  to  ship  arms  to 
Arab  States  which  are  neighbors  of 
Israel — and  which  are  still  dedicated,  it 
appears,  to  the  obliteration  of  Israel  as 
a  nation — we  have  the  situation  involv- 
ing the  assumption  by  Egypt  of  full  con- 
trol over  the  Suez  Canal.  Egypt  has  re- 
peatedly exercised  power  in  respect  to 
the  canal  in  a  way  to  harm  the  State  of 
Israel.  So  far,  our  Government  seems 
to  have  shown  little  concern  even  when 
American  ships  are  directly  involved  in 
searches  and  embargoes. 

What  bothers  me  most,  Mr.  Speaker,  is 
that  our  Government  today  is  following 
a  policy  which  seems  to  accept  at  face 
value,  and  as  having  a  valid  basis,  Arab 
statements  that  by  continuing  to  wel- 
come refugees  to  her  shores,  Israel  auto- 
matically is  to  be  suspected  as  a  poten- 
tial aggressor. 

How  absurd. 

Perhaps  more  than  any  other  nation 
outside  the  Western  Hemisphere,  Israel 
is  acutely  conscious  of  world  opinion  and 


desirous  of  world  confldence.  It  is  not 
aggressor  minded.  It  wants  to  live  In 
peace  to  develop  its  resources  for  its 
hard-pressed  people.  It  is  the  aggres- 
sion and  antagonisms  of  its  neighbors 
which  have  been  primarily  responsible 
/tOT  the  troubles  in  the  Near  East. 

IWO    ATTITUDES    TOWARD    NEUTRALISM 

Many  of  our  high  Government  ofllcials 
are  very  much  upset  about  the  neutral- 
ism of  India  in  the  cold  war  between  the 
East  and  West  and  efforts  are  sometimes 
made  in  the  Congress  and  elsewhere  to 
punijih  India  for  not  recognizing  more 
clearly  where  its  long-term  interests 
really  lie.  India  could  never  live  free  in 
a  Communist  world.  We  know  that,  but 
India  sometimes  seems  to  think  differ- 
ently. In  any  event,  Indian  neutralism 
has  been  a  difficult  situation  and  we  are 
much  upset  about  it  and  would  like  to 
see  her  more  actively  allied  with  the 
forces  for  peace  and  freedom. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  rather  incon- 
sistent for  the  United  States  to  be  up- 
set about  India's  neutralism  in  the  world 
struggle  between  the  forces  of  freedom 
of  the  West  and  the  forces  of  tyranny, 
oppression,  and  slavery  of  the  Commu- 
nist East,  while  at  the  same  time  the 
United  States  Government  itself  offici- 
ally adopts  a  kind  of  neutralism  as  be- 
tween the  freedom-loving  and  peace- 
loving  people  of  Israel  and  their  belliger- 
ent, aggression-minded  neighbors. 

We  should  not  have  a  double  standard 
in  our  attitudes  on  foreign  policy. 

Yonr  Congressman  Reports  to  You 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  SIDNEY  R.  YATES 

or  nxiNois 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  19, 1954    j 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  Under 
leave  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the 
Record.  I  present  copies  of  several  news- 
letters I  have  sent  to  my  constituents 
during  the  83d  Congress: 

New  Tax  Bill  j 

(Newsletter  No.  147)  ' 

EilARCH  22.   1954. 

Julius  Caesar  was  warned  to  beware  the 
Ides  of  March.  Many  an  American  taxpayer 
experiences  the  same  feeling  of  trepidation, 
for  the  Ides  of  March — March  15,  is  income 
tax  day.  Congressmen,  too.  look  with  a 
Jaundiced  eye  at  the  Ides  of  March,  for  they 
pay  taxes  like  other  Americans,  and  under- 
go the  same  purple  emotions  in  filling  out 
their  tax  returns.  That  Is  one  reason  why 
they  had  a  special  Interest  in  the  new  tax 
bill  which  the  House  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means  brought  to  the  floor  last  week. 
It  was  a  huge  document  consisting  of  875 
pages.  The  report  which  accompanied  the 
bill  was  444  pages  long.  Friends  of  mine  on 
the  committee  told  me  that  even  they  did 
not  have  a  full  grasp  of  all  the  changes 
that  had  been  made  In  the  law. 

There  was  general  approval  among  the 
Members  for  certain  provisions  such  as  the 
ones  granting  tax  relief  to  working  mothers, 
granting  exemption  of  the  first  91.200  cf  re- 
tirement Income,  granting  additional  credits 
for  medical  expenses,  and  revising  the  pro- 
vision to  permit  dependent  children  ol  tax- 
payers   to    contribute    more    to    their    own 


support.  Major  objection  was  tbat  these 
beneficial  provisions  did  not  go  fat  enough 
in  granting  relief. 

Two  proposals  provoked  a  knock-down, 
drag-out  fight.  One,  advanced  by  Repub- 
lican Members,  was  to  grant  a  tax  credit 
for  corporation  dividends  on  the  theory  that 
taxation  of  corporate  income  and  of  divi- 
dend income  constitutes  double  taxation. 
The  second  proposal  was  advanced  by  the 
Democratic  Members  and  sought  to  increase 
personal  Income  tax  exemption  from  $600 
to  $700  on  the  theory  that  the  $2,400,000,000 
loss  In  revenue  to  the  Treasury  could  be  used 
to  better  advantage  at  this  time  In  increasing 
consumer  purcha.sing  power. 

In  opposing  the  dividend  proptosal,  the 
Democrats  pointed  out  that  80  percent  of 
all  taxpapers  have  incomes  of  less  than  $5.- 
OCO  per  year.  Moreover,  only  8  peroent  of  all 
Americen  families  own  any  corporate  stock — 
92  percent  own  none;  amazingly  enough 
only  six-tenths  of  1  percent  own  80  percent 
of  all  publicly  held  stock.  The  Democrats 
argued,  therefore,  that  the  dividend  proposal 
gave  relief  to  only  a  privileged  few. 

Congressman  Mills.  Democrat,  of  Arkan- 
sas, led  the  charge  against  the  dividend  pro- 
poFal.  He  stated  that  RepubllcaCG  in  the 
past  have  opposed  additional  taxes  on  corpo- 
rations with  the  argument  that  such  taxes 
were  inevitably  passed  on  to  consumers 
through  Increased  prices.  If  this  be  true, 
said  Mills,  where  is  the  double  taxation? 
If  corporations  are  taxed,  is  not  the  amount 
of  the  tax  recovered  through  passing  It  on 
to  the  public? 

But.  he  went  on,  even  assuming  the  Re- 
publican argument  was  sound,  the  form  of 
the  dividend  proposal  was  unconscionable. 
The  formula  proposed  did  not  exempt  divi- 
dend i.icome — it  exempted  $50  ot  dividend 
Income  the  first  year  and  HOC  per  year 
therealter  from  inclusion  in  totaJ  income. 
Bu  more  than  that,  it  permitted,  as  well, 
the  deduction  of  5  percent  of  dividend  In- 
come the  first  year  and  10  percent  of  divi- 
dend income  for  each  year  thereafter,  not 
from  gross  income,  but  from  the  total  tax 
bill  itself,  a  feature  that  is  generRlly  over- 
looked. The  real  effect  of  this  provision  is 
shown  when  dividend  income  is  compared  to 
earned  Income.  A  man  working  far  a  salary 
of  $4,000  per  year,  with  a  wife  and  two  chil- 
dren, would  pay  a  tax  of  $240.  The  tax  on  a 
similar  family  with  $4,000  of  dividend  In- 
come would  be  $110  per  year.  If  the  man's 
salary  were  $8,000  per  year,  the  tax  would 
be  $976 — if  the  dividend  Income  were  $8,000, 
the  tax  would  be  only  $484. 

The  Democrats  proposed,  therefore,  a 
double-barreled  motion — to  recommit  the 
bill  to  the  committee  with  Instnactions  to 
strike  out  the  dividend  proposal  and  to  In- 
crease personal  Income-tax  exemptions  from 
$600  to  $700.  In  a  tense,  dramatic  vote,  the 
motion  was  defeated  210  to  204.  with  6 
Members  voting  present.  The  bill  now  goes 
to  the  Senate  where  there  Is  much  tentlment 
for  Increasing  exemptions,  not  from  $600  to 
1700,  but  from  $600  to  $800.  and  where  the 
dividend  proposal  may  be  eliminated. 

Democrats  were  looking  to  the  Senate  for 
another  reason  and  chuckling  at  the  fight 
between  Senator  McCarthy  and  Secretary 
of  the  Army  Stevens.  "Isn't  that  some- 
thing." said  a  Democratic  Congressman  from 
the  South:  "Republicans  In  the  Senate  and 
Republicans  in  the  executive  branch,  putting 
each  other  under  oath  to  find  out  which  of 
them  is  lying." 

Your  friend, 

SiDNTY   R.  TAtTS, 

Member  of  Congress. 

Wiretapping  Biu,        I 

(Newsletter  No.  149) 

Apsa.  9,  1954. 
A  minister  from  Boston  was  among  Presi- 
dent Lincoln's  visitors  one  day  early  In  the 
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ClTll  War.  "Let  vm  have  faith.  Mr.  Prealdent.'* 
said  the  minister  with  great  aolemnity,  "that 
the  Lord  is  on  o\ir  side  in  this  great  struggle." 
Lincoln  aat  In  reverie  icx  a  moment  and 
then  replied:  'Tleverend,  the  question  of 
whether  thr  Lord  is  on  otir  side  doesn't  con- 
cern me  grc-atly,  because  I  know  the  Lord  is 
always  on  nhe  side  of  tbe  right.  But  it  is 
my  constant  anxiety  and  my  fervent  prayer 
that  I  and  Uiis  Nation  may  be  on  the  Lord's 
side." 

This  story  has  real  meaning  to  Members 
of  Congress  We  seek  the  Lord's  side  on  each 
of  the  votes  we  are  called  upon  to  make. 
Most  of  the  time  we  have  no  doubt  that  we 
have  found  the  correct  answer.  On  other  oc- 
casions, hovfever.  the  search  for  the  truth  Is  a 
most  dlfllctilt  one.  Such  an  occasion  Was 
presented  t:als  week  when  the  bUl  to  legalize 
evidence  obtained  by  wiretapping  in  cases 
affecting  tt.e  national  security  came  to  the 
floor.  Wiretapping,  the  tool  of  secrecy, 
snooping,  and  surprise,  is  a  most  obnoxious 
invader  of  the  constitutional  right  of  every 
American  citizen  to  privacy.  Justice  Oliver 
Wendell  Hclmes  called  it  "a  dirty  business," 
and  although  the  FBI  and  other  police  use 
the  device  in  their  work,  the  law  forbids 
the  admlss.  blllty  In  court  cases  of  evidence 
gathered  in  this  way.  Tbe  question  we 
faced  was  whether  the  national  security  re- 
quired waiving  our  deep-rooted  aversion  to 
this  furtive  instrument. 

Many  wilt  argue  as  did  a  number  of  Con- 
gressmen tliat  we  must  fight  flre  with  fire, 
ilie  Communists  use  wiretaps;  why  should 
not  we?  It  is  true  the  Communists  do 
use  this  d»;vlce.  They  also  use  clubs  and 
rubber  hosiis  and  approve  of  concentration 
camps.  Should  we?  If  Communists  use  de- 
testable po.lce  methods,  should  this  not  be 
the  very  reason  for  us  to  avoid  them? 

We  must  keep  constantly  in  mind  tbe  dis- 
tinction between  democratic  and  Commu- 
nist values.  America's  strength  lies  in 
spiritual  and  moral  forces  which  conunu- 
nlsm  opposes.  Our  real  hope  lies  In  the  fact 
that  we  are  a  people  who  will  cherish  and 
flTht  for  the  sanctity  of  individual  free- 
dom, for  e-^ual  Justice  under  law  for  every 
American.  WhUe  it  is  true  that  we  must 
protect  ourselves  from  the  spy  or  saboteur, 
at  the  sam?  time  we  must  know  that  every 
time  we  chip  away  any  part  of  our  individual 
freedom  in  tbe  name  of  security,  we  may  be 
crushing  by  our  own  action  the  very  thing 
the  spy  or  traitor  wants  to  destroy. 

There   wrsn't  the   slightest  doubt   in   my 
mind  that  i.he  bill  proposed  by  the  Republi- 
can administration,  tbe  Keating  bill,  went 
much  too  fir.     It  proposed  to  give  complete 
power  to  one  man — the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States — to  authorise  wiretapping 
by  the  FBI  and  by  military  and  naval  intel- 
ligence units  without  any  check  or  supervi- 
sion by  the  courts.     The  bill  validated  wire- 
tap evidence  for  use  In  national  security  cases 
such     as    espionage,    sabotage,    or    treason. 
With    true    totalitarian    technique,    the    Re- 
publican Itadershlp  deliberately  labeled  the 
measure    the    "antltraltor    bill"    intending 
thereby    to    whip    the    Members    Into    line, 
daring  then  to  vote  against  a  bill  so  cap- 
tioned.    I  fought  the  bill  and   In  a  speech 
to    the    House    I    condemned    It    for    giving 
dictatorial  power  to  the  Attorney  General — a 
prosecutor  at  that,  without  court  supervision 
to  protect  against  the  obvious  possibility  of 
unconscionable  abuse.     "This  bill  Is  similar 
to  the  one  requested  and  recommended  by 
President  Pranklln  D.  Roosevelt  In  1941,"  I 
said.    "I  would  have  voted  against  that  one 
.  too,  becau;e  this  is  not  a  matter  of  party 
loyalty.     This    involves    a    person's    deepest 
convlctloni;.   the   dictates  of  his  conscience, 
his  apprec  atlon  of  the  meaning  of  individ- 
ual liberty  as  he  understands  the  intent  of 
the  Bill  of  Rights  of  our  Constitution.    There 
is  not  here  involved  a  question  of  being  soft 
toward  Co:nmunlBts  or  coddling  traitors  be- 
cause every  Member  of  this  House  despises 
communi&^n  and  wants  to  protect  our  Nation 


from  spies  and  saboteurs.  What  is  Involved 
is  one  of  the  basic  distinctions  between  tbe 
democratic  form  of  government  which  we 
love  and  cherish,  a  government  which  recog- 
nizes the  sanctity  of  the  Individual  on  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other  hand,  the  smothering 
totalitarianism  of  the  Communist  form 
which  subordinates  the  individual  completely 
in  the  name  of  security  for  tbe  State.  •  •  • 
When  national  security  becomes  the  sole  test, 
individual  freedom  is  blotted  out.  When 
Individual  freedom  Is  blotted  out.  it  becomes 
very  dlfllcult  to  distinguish  between  demo- 
cratic and  totalitarian  forms  of  government." 
The  Republican  proposal  was  beaten  when 
a  substitute  amendment  was  offered  by  Con- 
gressman Willis,  Democrat,  of  Louisiana,  to 
permit  the  use  of  wiretapping  evidence  In 
cases  Involving  the  national  security  only 
upon  receiving  the  prior  approval  of  the 
Federal  court.  I  have  great  faith  in  the 
Integrity  of  the  Federal  judges  and  I  feel 
confident  they  will  not  tolerate  misuse  by 
the  FBI  of  the  prying  ear  of  the  wlreUp. 
Only  with  this  assurance  and  In  the  belief 
that  in  this  instance  the  national  security 
warranted  granting  the  authority,  did  I  vote 
for  the  Willis  amendment.  Only  time  will 
tell  whether.  In  so  doing,  I  wUl  be  found  on 
the  Lord's  side. 

Your  friend, 

SroNET  R.  Yates. 
Member  of  Congress. 

Th«  Nrw  Look:  Inadbquat«  fob  Dktknsb 
(Newsletter  No.  151) 

May  1,  1954. 
During  World  War  I  Marshal  Ferdinand 
Poch  was  Supreme  Commander  of  the  Allied 
armies.  As  a  result,  his  chaxifleur  was  ex- 
tremely popular  with  newspaper  reporters, 
who  tried  In  this  way  to  obtain  newsworthy 
items.  "Tell  us,  Pierre,"  they  would  plead, 
"what  does  the  Marshal  say?  vnien  is  the 
war  going  to  end?"  Pierre  kept  putUng  off 
his  questioners,  until  one  day  he  emerged 
from  headquarters  and  summoned  the  re- 
porters. "The  Marshal  spoke  today,"  he  de- 
clared. "Yes,  yes,  what  did  he  say?"  asked 
the  reporters.  The  chauffeur  replied:  "He 
said  to  me:  "Pierre,  what  do  you  think — 
when  is  tbe  war  gomg  to  end?'  " 

Congressmen  returning  to  Washington 
last  week  from  their  traditional  Easter  re- 
cess pondered  the  same  question  when  the 
appropriations  bill  for  our  Armed  Forces 
was  brought  to  the  floor.  The  threat  of 
Communist  aggression  has  made  huge  mili- 
tary appropriations  a  part  of  our  way  of  life, 
and  although  nobody  in  Washington  in- 
quires seriously  "When  Is  the  war  going  to 
end,"  there  now  seems  to  be  a  growing  feel- 
ing within  the  administration  that  there 
win  be  no  drastic  change  in  the  world  situa- 
tion in  the  foreseeable  future.  This  is  the 
administration's  so-called  New  Look  policy. 

The  New  Look  makes  the  Air  Force  the 
keystone  of  our  defense,  reversing  the  posi- 
tion taken  by  the  administration  last  year 
when  it  cut  $5  billion  from  the  Air  Force 
budget.  It  Is  akin  to  the  foreign  policy  sug- 
gested by  the  late  Senator  Robert  A.  Taft. 
who  declared  In  June  1952:  "There  Is  only 
one  foreign  and  military  policy  which  will 
maintain  our  security  and  our  peace  and  our 
solvency,  and  that  is  the  building  of  an 
Air  Force  sufQclently  large  to  control  the 
air  over  this  country,  over  the  oceans  which 
surround  this  continent  and  able  to  deliver 
atom  bombs  on  Russian  cities  and  manufac- 
turing plants.  Such  an  Air  Force  would 
certainly  be  able  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
communism  across  the  sea  to  Island  coun- 
tries." The  New  Look  Is  a  policy  geared  to 
large  wars,  to  all-out  atomic  wars,  and  it 
proposes  to  avoid  small  ones  like  Korea. 
Vice  President  Nixon  defined  it  a  few  week* 
ago  by  saying:  "Rather  than  let  the  Com- 
munists nibble  us  to  death  all  over  the 
world  In   little   wars,   we   would  rely  in   the 


future  primarily  on  our  massive,  mobile  re- 
taliatory power  which  we  oould  uae  In  our 
discretion  against  the  major  source  of  ag- 
gression at  times  and  at  places  of  our  owafi 
choosing."  ^* 

Last  week's  appropriation  bill  translated 
the  New  Look  into  dollars  and  cents.  The 
bill  provided  for  928.6  billion  for  fiscal  year 
1955,  as  compared  with  $34.3  billion  for 
fiscal  year  1954  and  $44.7  IxlUion  for  flMsal 
year  1953.  Major  cut  comes  out  of  Um 
Army,  which  will  suffer  a  reduction  of  three 
full  divisions  of  troops  from  20  to  17  during 
the  next  year.  Gen.  Matthew  Ridgway. 
Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army,  who  must  have 
approved  the  budget  only  after  heavy  pres- 
sure, had  this  to  say  to  tbe  Appropriations 
Committee:  "There  is  no  re&son  to  expect 
abandonment  of  the  ultimate  intentions  of 
the  Soviet  bloc  to  bring  about  our  down- 
fall, nor  any  reason  for  expscting  any  Soviet 
concessions  on  the  major  problems  con- 
tributing to  present  international  tensions. 
On  the  contrary,  from  our  point  of  view, 
the  strength  of  all  major  components  of 
Soviet  bloc  military  power  continues  to  in- 
crease. Industrial  ci^abillties  continue  to 
expand,  and  the  bloc's  overall  objectives  of 
overthrowing  the  Western  World  and  secur- 
ing world  domination  appear  as  tmchange* 
able  as  ever.  •  •  •  We  are  steadily  reduc- 
ing Army  forces — a  reduction  through  whlcla 
our  cap>abillties  will  be  lessened  while  our 
responslbUltles  for  meeting  the  continuing 
enemy  threat  remain  unchanged.  The  mili- 
tary power  ratio  between  western  defenae 
capability  and  the  Soviet  bloc's  offensive 
capability  is  not  changing  to  our  advan- 
tage." 

Secretary  of  tbe  Army  Stevens  told  tbe 
committee  that  the  reduced  appropriation 
for  the  Army  was  Justified  only  on  the  basis 
of  four  assumptions:  (1)  No  further  use 
of  American  troops  in  Korea;  (2)  a  Soutli 
Korean  Army  of  20  divisions  by  June  1964; 
(3)  a  strengthened  Japanese  Army:  (4)  no 
additional  conunltments  to  be  made  upon 
the  United  States  Army.  Presumably,  the 
Army's  loss  of  strength  will  be  made  up  toy 
stronger  National  Guard  unite. 

President  Teddy  Roosevelt's  foreign  policy 
was  based  upKin  "speaking  softly,  but  carry- 
ing a  big  stick."  The  Indochina  situatioa 
showed  Secretary  Dulles  in  a  reverse  posi- 
tion. Echoing  hollowly  through  the  halls 
of  Congress  were  the  boasts  of  Bepubllcaa 
Members  earlier  this  year  tbat  tbe  new  ad- 
ministration has  seized  the  initiative  froia 
the  Kremlin.  Mr.  Molotov,  not  Mr.  Dulles, 
is  top  dog  at  the  Geneva  Conference. 

In  my  newsletter  No.  80,  dated  April  38. 
1951,  I  wrote:  "In  many  respects,  this  period 
of  piiLrtlal  mobilization  and  partial  warfare 
ts  infinitely  more  productive  of  tension  tbaa 
would  be  a  state  of  complete  mobilleation 
and  total  warfare,  and  we  must  have  great 
individual  strength  of  character  and  be  able 
to  think  logically  and  clearly  if  we  are  to 
win  our  struggle  against  the  Communists. 
This  is  no  time  for  impulsiveness  and  emo- 
tionalism." What  I  said  3  years  ago  still 
goes.  I  think  we  ought  to  talte  a  new  look 
at  the  New  Look. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Stdkkt  R.  Yatks, 
Member  of  Congress. 


My  PositioB  on  RoUcall  Votes 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  EDMUND  P.  RADWAN 

OF  NIW  TOSK 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRBBENTATIVB8 

Thursday.  August  19, 1954 

Mr.  RADWAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  under 
leave  to  extend  my  remarks,  I  want  to 
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declare  my  position  on  the  following  roll- 
call  votes  I  missed  earlier  this  session: 
On  roUcall  No.  41, 1  woiild  have  voted 


••aye." 


On  roUcall  No.  58. 1  would  have  voted 


"aye." 


On  rollcall  No.  80. 1  would  have  voted 


"aye." 


On  roUcall  No.  81, 1  would  have  voted 


"aye." 


On  rollcall  No.  142, 1  woiild  have  voted 
"aye." 

On  rollcall  No.  144, 1  would  have  voted 
"aye." 


CoBgretsnut  Gruialiaa  Seeks  To  Speed 
Paufally  Slow  Immigration  Procedures 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  WILUAM  T.  GRANAHAN 

or  FSNNSTI.VANIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  19, 1954 

Mr.  GRANAHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Refugee  Relief  Act.  which  was  supposed 
to  have  meant  a  substantial  increase  in 
immigration  into  the  United  States,  not 
only  of  escapees  from  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain  but  also  of  Italian  and  Greek 
relatives  of  American  citizens,  has  been 
one  of  the  worst  administered  acts  in 
history.  During  the  first  year  of  its 
operation,  only  a  handful  of  persons 
was  admitted.  The  whole  idea  behind 
the  administration  of  the  law  seems  to 
be  not  how  to  speed  up  admissions  but 
how  to  keep  people  out. 

Responsibility  for  administration  of 
the  law  was  tinned  over  to  the  State 
Department's  chief  cop — its  security  of- 
ficer. He  and  his  subordinates  seem  to 
look  upon  every  potential  immigrant  as 
a  potential  enemy  of  the  United  States. 
Certainly  we  have  to  be  careful  of  the 
kind  of  people  we  admit  to  this  coiui- 
try;  no  one  opposes  that.  But  imder  the 
strict  provisions  which  already  exist  in 
the  immigration  laws  for  admission  of 
aliens  to  the  United  States,  and  under 
the  requirements  for  American  sponsor- 
ship of  these  immigrants  and  assurances 
that  there  is  a  place  for  them  here,  it  is 
nonsensical  to  go  the  extreme  lengths 
our  Government  is  going  in  order  to  try 
to  find  excuses  to  deny  admission  to 
every  possible  applicant. 

Many  of  the  residents  of  the  Second 
Congressional  District  in  Philadelphia 
have  informed  me  of  the  great  difSculties 
they  have  experienced  under  this  law. 
and  under  the  immigration  laws  gen- 
erally, in  having  relatives  admitted  to 
this  country.  It  has  really  become  a 
national  disgrace. 

The  Refugee  Relief  Act.  as  many  of  us 
Insisted  at  the  time  it  was  passed,  was 
in  many  respects  poorly  drawn  and  mis- 
takenly conceived,  particularly  in  its  pro- 
visions affecting  people  in  Italy.  There 
are  many  thousands  of  Italian  rela- 
tives— close  relatives  of  American  citi- 
zens who  are  eligible  for  admission  to 
the  United  States  but  who  have  to  wait 
and  wait  and  wait  for  visas  under  the 
small  quota  assigned  to  Jtaly.     Only  a 


small  group  of  Italian  residents,  on.  the 
other  hand,  are  eligible  for  admission  to 
this  country  as  escapees  from  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain.  Yet  the  Congress  pro- 
vided many  thousands  of  non-quota  visas 
for  escapees  and  refugees  in  Italy  and 
only  15,000  for  Italians  who  are  not  es- 
capees but  who  are  close  relatives  of 
American  citizens. 

LOPSIDED    ASSIGNMENT    OF    VISAS    FOR    ITAUANS 

I  am  glad  that  we  were  able  to  get 
through  the  House  and  Senate  legislation 
to  make  available  to  the  relatives  of 
Americans  unused  visas  presently  set 
aside  for  escapees  and  refugees  in  Italy. 
As  I  understand  it,  only  about  1,000 
Italian  nationals  have  applied  altogether 
for  the  45,000  special  nonquota  visas 
reserved  for  refugees  and  escapees,  while 
more  than  44,000  petitions  have  been  filed 
by  American  citizens  for  relatives  in 
Italy  to  come  here  under  1  of  the  15,000 
nonquota  visas  set  aside  for  relatives. 
So  we  have  the  lopsided  situation  of 
providing  44  times  as  many  visas  as  are 
needed  in  Italy  for  refugees,  but  only 
one-third  as  many  as  are  needed  for 
close  relatives  of  American  citizens. 

The  bill  we  have  succeeded  in  getting 
through,  and  which  I  sincerely  hope  the 
President  will  agree  to,  would  allow  quali- 
fied Italians  who  are  relatives  of  Ameri- 
cans to  obtain  these  unused  visas  now 
set  aside  for  refugees  and  escapees. 

I  know  well,  Mr.  Speaker,  how  heart- 
breaking and  tragic  it  has  been  for  many 
fine  Americans  in  my  district  to  try  to 
get  action  on  their  applications  to  bring 
over  to  this  country  from  Italy  parents 
and  other  close  relatives  who  have  waited 
and  waited  for  their  visas  to  come 
throuirh.  Most  heartbreaking  of  all  have 
been  those  cases  where  the  wait  was  so 
long  that  the  loved  ones  died  before  their 
names  were  reached. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  is  nothing 
to  wai-m  the  heart  of  the  friend  and  on- 
looker more  than  to  see  the  reunion  in 
this  country  of  families  long  separated 
by  immigration  redtape*. 

I  have  seen  this  happy  event  occur 
frequently  in  my  city,  and  when  it  does 
it  is  the  kind  of  celebration  one  never 
forgets.  The  close-knit  nature  of  fam- 
ilies of  Italian  extraction  always  makes 
the  reunion  of  such  a  long-separated 
family  memorable.  Their  joy  is  so  un- 
bounded that  it  puts  joy  in  the  heart  of 
everyone  who  sees  or  experiences  such 
a  moving  demonstration  of  family  affec- 
tion and  love. 

My  concern  over  excessive  redtape  and 
imnecessarily  restrictive  rules  in  immi- 
gration has  been  a  matter  of  record  for 
many  years,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  shall  always 
continue  to  fight  for  more  liberal  immi- 
gration policies— for  the  renewal  of  the 
terrible  injustices  in  the  present  immi- 
gration law,  and  for  prompter  and  more 
speedy  administration  of  the  immigra- 
tion process.  | 

LEADING    OPPONINTS    OF   EESTRICTlVE 
IMMIGRATION  LAW 

In  this  respect.  I  appreciate  the  sub- 
stantial support  we  have  received  in  this 
continuing  fight  to  correct  immigration 
injustices  from  such  organizations  as  the 
National  Council  of  the  Churches  of 
Christ  in  the  United  States  of  America, 


the  National  Catholic  Welfare  Confer- 
ence, the  National  Council  of  Catholic 
Men,  the  National  Council  of  Catholic 
Women,  the  National  Lutheran  Council, 
the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  the 
Baptist  World  Alliance,  the  Synagogue 
Council  of  America,  the  American  Jew- 
ish Congress,  and  many,  many  others  so 
numerous  I  could  not  begin  to  mention 
all  of  their  names.  Americans  of  Italian 
and  Greek  descent  have  always  been  in 
the  forefront  of  this  fight  for  better 
immigration  standards  because  they 
know  from  personal  experience  how  the 
low  quotas  assigned  to  their  homelands 
act  to  keep  out  of  this  country  $o  many 
deserving  relatives  who  would  make  good 
citizens. 

The  McCarran  Immigration  law.  when 
it  was  passed,  could  have  been  used  as 
a  means  for  improving  the  situation 
greatly.  But  even  though  President  Tru- 
man vetoed  the  bill  in  the  hope  of  getting 
much  more  generous  treatment  for  de- 
serving cases,  and  although  he  bitterly 
attacked  the  unfairness  of  the  quota 
system,  those  of  us  who  supported  that 
view  did  not,  unfortunately,  have  enough 
like-minded  Congressmen  with  us  to 
help  us  sustain  the.  veto.  This  admin- 
istration has  failed  to  attack  the  prob- 
lems which  President  Truman  cited  in 
vetoing  the  McCarran  Act — it  has  done 
nothing  to  help  remove  the  antialien 
aspects  of  the  law.  Instead,  it  has  made 
the  law  even  more  restrictive  by  assign- 
ing its  administration  to  unfriendly  offi- 
cials— to  security  officers  who  believe  in 
trying  as  hard  as  possible  to  get  some- 
thing on  prospective  immigrants  in 
order  to  keep  them  out  of  this  country. 

We  need  a  new  immigration  law;  we 
also  need  more  sympathetic  and  friendly 
administration  of  the  immigration  laws. 
We  need  compassion  and  reasonableness 
in  the  administration  of  the  immigration 
laws,  not  the  kind  of  brutal  disregard 
of  family  considerations  we  have  seen 
evidenced  so  often  under  the  present 
setup. 

I  will  continue,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  do 
everything  I  can  to  speed  up  the  pain- 
fully slow  immigration  procedures  and 
to  get  better  legislation  on  the  books. 


We  Moarn  the  Pasibg  of  Premier  de 

Gasperi 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  ABRAHAM  J.  MULTER 

or  NEW   YORK 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday.  August  19, 1954 

Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  with 
extreme  regret  that  I  rise  to  join  with  our 
colleagues  in  expressing  our  sorrow  at 
the  passing  of  Alcide  de  Gasperi,  former 
Premier  of  Italy. 

He  was  indeed  a  great  man,  a  hard 
hitting,  implacable  foe  of  the  Commu- 
nists. He  was  a  real  friend  of  the 
American  people  and  did  much  to  re- 
build and  strengthen  the  friendship  be- 
tween his  people  and  the  free  peoples  of 
the  world. 


105J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


15329 


Italy  Will  miss  him;  the  United  States 
will  miss  him ;  and  the  free  people  of  the 
world  will  miss  him. 

Our  heartfelt  sympathy  goes  out  to 
his  f  amil}'  and  to  his  countrymen. 


SittiBf  Ball:  A  Great  Leader  of  the  Old 
Sioux  Nation 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  KARL  E.  MUNDT 

OF  SOXJTH  DAKOTA 

IN  THE  S2NATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 
Tf  ursday,  August  19.  1954 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Recoi:d  a  statement  prepared  by  me 
entitled  '  Sitting  Bull :  A  Great  Leader 
of  the  Old  Sioux  Nation." 

There  oeing  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment waj;  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  f.s  follows: 

Sitting  Bijxx:    A  Great  Leadeb  or  the  Old 
SiOTTX  Nation 

The  sovereign  State  of  South  Dakota  is 
Indeed  prcud  to  be  the  last  stronghold  of  the 
old  Sloux  Nation — and  the  native  land  of 
Bitting  BiiU.  the  medicine  man  who  led  the 
Sioux  In  their  last  great  moment  of  triumph 
Climaxed  n  Custer's  Massacre  at  the  Battle 
of  the  Llt:le  Big  Horn. 

Even  to<lay.  visitors  enjoying  the  spectacu- 
lar Bcenerjr  of  the  mountainous  Black  Hills 
of  South  Dakota,  and  the  nearby  awe-lnsplr- 
Ing  Badlc  nds,  can  hear  the  throbbing  of 
Indian  drums  and  watch  descendants  of  the 
mighty  Sioux  tribesmen  perform  their  age- 
old  sun  dance. 

Originally  the  powerful  Sioux  Nation  con- 
trolled tie  entire  Northern  Plains — from 
Wisconslr.  westward  through  Minnesota  and 
Iowa  to  Nebraska,  the  Dakotas,  Montanal. 
and  Wyonlng. 

In  thoie  early  da3r8  a  highly  developed 
nation  existed  in  peace  and  plenty — until 
the  advert  of  the  white  man  who  discovered 
gold  In  the  mountains  and  the  wealth  of 
golden  griln  on  the  prairies. 

From  i.hat  time  onward,  the  desperate 
Sloux  waged  brilliant  and  decisive  battles 
to  retain  their  national  boundaries — but 
little  by  little  they  were  forced  back.  Today, 
their  proud  empire  has  been  reduced  to  the 
Pine  RldKe.  Cheyenne,  Lower  Brule,  Crow 
Creek.  Ro^^ebud.  and  Standing  Rock  Reserva- 
tions In  western  South  Dakota. 

Throug:a  those  days  of  swirling  battles, 
sharp  skirmishes,  midnight  raids,  and  horri- 
ble massacres,  the  Sloux  fought  bravely  un- 
der the  leadership  of  Sitting  Bull— a  promi- 
nent and  respected  medicine  man. 

Born  in  what  is  now  South  Dakota,  he 
quickly  attained  respect  of  the  warring  tribes 
and  his  b«;came  a  voice  often  heeded  around 
the  chieftain's  council  fires.  Aided  by  Crazy 
Horse,  Sitting  Bull's  prowess  became  a  his- 
torical fact  in  1876  when  Gen.  George  Arm- 
strong Cv.8ter  blundered  Into  the  Battle  of 
the  Little  Big  Horn. 

Prom  the  high  point  of  this  battle — lo- 
cated In  southwestern  Montana,  not  far 
from  the  Black  Hills  of  South  Dakota— the 
prestige  cf  the  Sloux  Nation  rapidly  disin- 
tegrated under  the  constantly  Increasing 
pressure  c>f  the  westward  movement  of  clvUl- 
Eatlon. 

All  of  these  historical  and  dramatic  facts 
In  the  Hie  of  Sitting  Bull,  and  in  the  life 
of  his  people,  are  portrayed  In  a  new  motion 
picture  entitled  "Sitting  Bull."  which  is  a 


W.  R.  Frank  production  In  color  and 
Cinemascope  and  Is  distributed  by  the 
United  Artists  Corp.  The  world  premiere  of 
this  mm  Is  being  held  tonight  (Aug.  19)  in 
Rapid  City  in  the  beautiful  Black  Hills  of 
South  Dakota. 

This  film,  which  Is  having  Its  world  pre- 
miere tonight  In  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.,  pays 
tribute  to  the  man  himself,  and  portrays  In 
vivid  fashion  the  life  and  times  of  the  great 
Sloux  Nation  In  the  davs  when  this  most 
powerful  of  all  Indian  tribes  ruled  America's 
northern  plains. 

To  bring  the  life  of  Sitting  Bull  to  a  close, 
he  was  murdered  by  Indian  police  while  re- 
sisting capture  on  the  Grand  River  in  north- 
western South  Dakota.  His  remains  were 
spirited  away,  to  lay  in  a  neglected  grave  for 
years  In  nearby  North  Dakota. 

This  negligence  was  dramatically  reversed 
last  year,  wlien  public-spirited  citizens  of 
Mobrldge,  S.  Dak.,  secretly  removed  those  re- 
mains to  a  new  grave  on  the  bluffs  of  the 
Missouri  River,  overlooking  Mobrldge  and 
the  sweeping  valley  of  the  Missouri — tae 
homeland  of  Sitting  Bull. 

And  now.  travelers  driving  westward  over 
United  States  Highway  No.  12  can  stop  near 
Mobrldge  and  pay  tribute  to  Sitting  Bull 
at  his  grave,  which  Is  surmounted  by  a  ma- 
jestic statue  carved  by  Korczak  Zlolkowskl. 
of  Custer.  S.  Dak. 

This  film.  Sitting  Bull.  Joins  with  the 
South  Dakota  citizens  who  gave  the  Indian 
leader  an  honored  resting  place,  to  bring  the 
talent,  exploits,  and  ability  of  Sitting  Bull 
to  the  lasting  attention  of  all  Americans. 

Truly,  the  descendants  of  Sitting  Bull  and 
his  fighting  comrades — those  Sioux  Indians 
now  living  In  and  near  the  Black  Hills  and 
the  Badlands  of  South  Dakota — can  be  proud 
that  this  great  Indian  leader  is  now  achiev- 
ing his  rightful  place  In  American  history. 


Alcide  de  Gasperi 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  THOMAS  J.  DODD 

OF  coHNEcnctrr 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday.  August  19.  1954 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Speaker,  today  the 
free  world  has  lost  one  of  its  great 
spokesmen  and  one  of  the  outstanding 
apostles  of  a  united  Europe. 

The  death  of  Alcide  de  Gasperi  is  a 
great  loss. 

Seven  times  Premier  of  Italy  and  life- 
long foe  of  communism  and  fascism,  his 
voice  will  be  missed  in  the  covmcils  of 
Europe. 

This  great  man  was,  in  my  judgment, 
one  of  the  greatest  statesmen  of  his 
generation. 

In  his  lifetime,  he  did  not  receive  the 
credit  that  he  deserved,  but  long  after 
his  death  he  will  be  remembered  for  the 
contribution  which  he  made  to  his  own 
country,  Italy,  and  to  the  world  at  large. 

The  fact  that  Italy  has  not  been 
overwhelmed  by  the  Communists  is  due 
most  of  all  to  the  leadership  of  de  Gas- 
peri. For  Italy  he  was  certainly  the 
man  of  the  hour.  While  he  lived,  com- 
munism in  Italy  was  faced  by  its  greatest 
living  Italian  opponent.  As  we  mourn 
his  death,  and  in  his  memory,  we  must 
resolve  to  do  all  that  we  can  to  make 
certain  that  Italy  does  not  fall  under  the 
control  of  the  Communist  conspiracy. 


Several  weeks  ago.  I  was  in  Italy  and 
while  there  visited  with  Premier  Mario 
Bcelba  and  with  former  Premier  Pella. 
Both  of  these  men  are  worthy  disciples 
of  de  Gasperi.  Both  of  them  are  be- 
Levers  in  democracy  and  freedom.  I  am 
confident  that  Prime  Minister  Scelbs 
will  carry  on  in  the  tradition  of  his 
mentor,  Alcide  de  Gasperi.  His  task  will 
not  be  an  easy  one  and  we  of  the  United 
States  should  assist  him  m  every  pos- 
sible way. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  of  the  United  States 
bear  a  great  responsibility  to  Italy. 

Should  Italy  fall  into  the  Oommunlsti' 
hands  it  is  not  an  exaggeration  to  say 
that  an  enormous  catastrophe  will  have 
occurred. 

From  the  standpoint  of  politics  and 
geography,  a  Communist  Italy  will  piit 
Western  Europe,  and  indeed  the  West- 
ern Hemisphere,  in  grave  jeopardy. 

If  this  center  of  culture  and  religion 
Is  placed  under  the  yoke  of  communism, 
we  can  expect  to  lose  many  others  who 
are  now  on  our  side  and  who  win  give 
up  further  resistance  to  Communist 
domination. 

Psychologically  the  loss  of  Italy  could 
in  itself  be  fatal  to  our  cause. 

These  are  great  reasons  for  firm  reso- 
lution on  our  part  to  assist  the  Italian 
Government  and  the  Italian  people,  but 
in  addition  we  carry  a  greater  moral  re- 
sponsibility with  respect  to  Italy  than 
we  do  anywhere  else  in  the  world. 

For  we  forced  communism  on  the  Ital- 
ian people. 

It  was  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  acting  with  its  allies,  that  per- 
mitted the  Communist  leader,  Togliattl, 
to  return  from  Moscow  at  the  close  of 
the  war  and  to  be  given  a  voice  In  the 
public  affairs  of  that  nation. 

Up  to  that  time  communism  in  Italy 
had^ever  been  a  major  political  prob- 
lem. 

We  led  the  people  of  Italy  to  believe 
that  communism  was  just  like  other 
political  organizations  in  the  world,  and 
with  our  blessing  and  at  our  urging  this 
evil  conspiracy  was  planted  in  the  midst 
of  the  Italian  people  with  our  bene- 
diction. 

Not  only  did  we  insist  upon  the  Com- 
munists having  a  voice  in  the  affairs  of 
postwar  Italy,  but  we  went  further  and 
gave  the  Communists  in  Italy  advan-  ' 
tages  that  we  denied  to  others.  The 
UNTtRA  operation  in  Italy  played  di- 
rectly into  the  hands  of  the  Communists 
and  gave  them  a  tremendous  economic 
advantage. 

We  of  the  United  States  made  it  pos- 
sible fo^  the  Communists  to  get  started 
in  east-west  trade  operations  in  Italy, 
which  today  brings  to  the  Communist 
Party  in  Italy  an  income  of  many  mll- 
Uons  of  dollars  a  year.  Having  built  up 
communism  in  Italy  and  created  the 
Communist  problem  for  that  coimtry,  we 
are  now  becoming  impatient  with  the 
Italian  Government  because  of  its  in- 
ability to  effectively  and  Immediately 
overcome  the  Communist  forces. 

It  is  not  uncommon  these  days  to  hear 
some  prominent  Americans  say  that  the 
situation  in  Italy  is  hopeless  and  to  sug- 
gest that  we  might  as  well  write  her 
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off  as  sure  to  fall  into  the  Commuiiist 
orWt. 

This  is  a  defeatist  attitude,  not  only 
with  respect  to  Italy  but  as  well  with 
respect  to  ourselves,  and  those  who  make 
these  pronouncements  are  either  with- 
out knowledge  concerning  the  real  sit- 
uation in  Italy  or  without  faith  in  the 
world  cause  3f  freedom  and  democracy. 

Italy  cannot  fall  into  the  hands  of  the 
Communists,  as  a  matter  of  <nir  own 
survival. 

Associated  with  these  expressions  of 
gloom  and  despair  concerning  Italy  are 
a  considerable  number  of  false  factual 
reports  concerning  that  country. 

For  example,  it  Is  frequently  said  in 
the  United  States  that  a  very  high  Ital- 
ian birth  rate  is  a  principal  cause  of 
Italy's  difficulty.  The  fact  of  the  mat- 
ter is  that  at  the  present  time  Italy  has 
the  lowest  birth  rate  in  Western  Europe. 
The  birth  rate  of  France  is  higher.    So 

is  that  of  Holland  and  so  is  that  of 
England. 

A  second  false  claim  with  respect  to 
the  situation  in  Italy  is  that  communism 
has  flourished  in  Italy  only  because  of 
bad  social  and  economic  conditions.  But 
the  available  statistics  and  Information 
does  not  support  this  assumption. 

I  was  amazed  to  discover  that  the 
moving-picture  industry  in  Italy  has 
been  heavily  infiltrated  by  the  Commu- 
nists and  surely  this  cannot  be  explained 
away  on  the  grounds  of  poor  social  and 
economic  conditions. 

A  third  mistake  with  respect  to  the 
Italian  problem  lies  in  the  assumption 
that  economic  conditions  are  deteriorat- 
ing in  that  country  and  not  improving. 
But  the  fact  is  that  the  economy  of  Italy 
Is  remarkably  sound  considering  her 
situation  and  is  growing  stronger  every 
day. 

Considering  all  of  the  factors  involved, 
Italy  has  done  an  outstanding  job. 

Let  us  remember  that  Italy  at  the  close 
of  the  war  was  badly  demoralized  and 
impoverished.  If  she  did  not  have  the 
Commimist  problem  her  task  would  have 
been  enormous  but  when  we  forced  com- 
munism on  Italy  we  compounded  the 
post-war  diiSculties  of  the  Italian  peo- 
ple. That  is  why  in  fairness  we  must 
acknowledge  that  the  Italians  have  done 
remarkably  well  under  all  circimistances. 

The  Italian  people  at  heart  can  never 
be  Communists.  It  is  not  in  their  nature 
to  accept  the  materialistic  doctrine  of 
that  evil  philosophy. 

If  Italy  goes  Communist  It  will  be 
because  the  people  have  been  deceived 
and  misled  and  because,  as  a  matter  of 
despair,  they  have  no  other  choice  left. 
There  are  millions  of  vigorous  anti- 
Communists  in  Italy  who  are  construc- 
tively working  every  day  to  win  the 
masses  of  Italy  to  the  side  of  freedom. 

While  I  was  in  Italy  I  became  aware 
for  the  first  time  of  an  organization 
called  the  Christian  Union  of  Employers 
and  Managers,  which  is  an  association 
devoted  to  the  development  in  Italy  of  a 
constructive  program  based  on  soimd, 
social  and  economic  principles. 

It  is  a  union  of  employers  and  man- 
agers in  Industry,  convinced  of  the  ne- 
cessity for  reestablishing  a  moral  and 


social  order  based  on  the  principles  of 
Christianity. 

It  is  an  association  of  employers  and 
executives  in  industry  and  business  who 
are  conscious  of  their  social  responsibil- 
ity and  determined  to  respect  the  pri- 
macy of  human  values  in  business  and 
professional  life. 

It  is  an  organization  offering  employ- 
ers and  managers  in  industry  an  op!por- 
tunity  to  train  themselves  as  leaders  of 
men  and,  as  such,  to  evaluate  and  solve 
the  many  problems  in  the  noneconcmic 
order  connected  with  employment  in 
modem  industry  and  business. 

It  is  a  movement  to  help  erect  a  so- 
cial structure  based  on  personal  worth 
and  responsibility,  through  the  initia- 
tive of  employers  and  managers  in  in- 
dustry concious  of  their  mission  to  serve 
the  common  good. 

This  great  force  for  good  believes  that 
Christian  social  doctrine  contains  prin- 
ciples and  basic  orientation  capable  of 
overcoming  social  conflicts  and  differ- 
ences and  of  establishing  an  econcmic 
order  based,  on  justice  and  collaboration 
between  the  various  elements  of  society. 

It  believes  that  no  one  is  exempt  from 
responsibility  toward  the  individual  and 
the  social  order,  and  that  such  respon- 
sibiUty  is  in  accordance  with  the  indi- 
vidual's position  and  function  in  social 
and  economic  life. 

It  believes  that  there  is  a  community 
of  activity  and  interest  between  em- 
ployers and  workers  in  industry  and  in 
the  general  economic  order. 

It  believes  that  it  is  possible  to  im- 
prove management-labor  relations  with- 
in an  individual  company  as  well  as  on 
the  industrywide  basis. 

It  believes  that  there  is  no  satisfac- 
tory substitute  for  private  employment 
and  that  private  enterprise  is  justified 
morally,  socially,  and  economically. 

This  organization  holds  great  promise 
for  the  futvu-e  in  Italy  and  it  is  an  in- 
dication of  the  kind  of  leadership  that 
is  emerging  in  that  country  and  which 
can  succeed,  provided  that  we  of  the 
United  States  keep  faith  with  our  Ital- 
ian friends  of  democracy. 

In  addition  to  continuing  our  active 
support  and  help  for  the  democratic 
forces  in  Italy,  we  must  demonstrate  to 
the  people  of  Italy,  as  we  do  to  the  peo- 
ple of  the  entire  world,  that  we  do  not 
Intend  to  take  communism  lying  down. 

We  must  make  clear  that  we  mean 
what  we  say.  There  must  be  no  doubt 
about  the  fact  that  we  will  no  longer 
appease  the  forces  of  communism  any- 
where in  the  world. 

And  finally,  but  most  Importantly,  we 
must  build  up  our  strength  and  our 
might  so  that  those  who  are  in  peril 
abroad  have  no  doubt  at  all  about  our 
ability  to  win  this  struggle  with  the 
forces  of  communism  in  the  world. 

I  can  think  of  no  better  way  to  respect 
the  iheniiory  of  Alcide  de  Gasperi  on  the 
occasion  of  his  death  than  to  firmly  re- 
solve that  we  shall  see  Italy  through  and 
that  we  shall  not  permit  her  to  fall  a 
victim  to  the  Communist  conspiracy  for 
world  domination  by  the  Communist 
tyrants. 


Your  Confressman  Reports  t*  You 
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EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  SIDNEY  R.  YATES 

OF  ILUNOIS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  19.  1954 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  leave 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record,  I 
present  copies  of  several  newsletters  I 
have  sent  to  my  constituents  during  the 
83d  Congress: 

Social  Security 


(Newsletter  No.  154) 

JuNi:  8,  1954. 
The  social -security  bill  went  through  the 
House  last  week  by  a  vote  of  355  to  8.  Only 
2  Republicans.  5  Democrats  from  Texas  and 
1  from  Virginia  voted  against  It.  Congress- 
man Eberharter  of  Pennsylvania,  expressed 

amazement  at  the  lack  of  traditional  opposi- 
tion by  the  Republican  Party.  "All  tn  all."  he 
said.  "I  am  indeed  gratlfled  that  the  present 
majority  party  has  now  seen  the  light  and 
is  following  the  lead  and  program  advocated 
for  so  many  years  by  the  Democrats  in  Con- 
gress and  by  Presidents  Harry  S.  Truman  and 
Franklin  D.  Roosevelt.  I  heartily  welcome 
their  Joinder  with  us  and  I  am  happy  over  it 
for.  as  has  been  often  said.  'There  is  much 
Joy  in  bringing  the  wayward  into  the  fold'." 

The  amendments  to  the  act  were  sweeping 
ones.  Ten  million  additional  persons  were 
added  to  the  program,  the  largest  group  being 
self-employed  farmers  whoso  earnings  exceed 
$400  per  year.  The  bill  also  proposes  to  In- 
clude all  professional  people  except  physi- 
cians. Physicians  were  excluded  betause  the 
American  Medical  Association  had  requested 
their  exclusion.  Yet,  In  spite  of  the  fact  that 
other  professional  organizations  had  sought 
similar  exclusion  for  members  of  their  pro- 
fessions, lawyers,  dentists,  architects,  engi- 
neers, accountants,  ministers,  veterinarians, 
chiropractors,  and  optometrists  will  come 
under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  as  approved 
by  the  House. 

One  of  the  first  questions  asked  was  why 
were  physicians  omitted  when  all  other  pro- 
fessions were  included.  Congressman  Coopek, 
of  Tennessee,  the  ranking  Democrat  on  the 
committee,  furnished  the  explanation  that 
the  testimony  given  to  the  committee  showed 
most  physicians  do  not  retire  at  agpe  65.  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  they  continue  to  work 
beyond  that  age.  the  committee  did  not 
think  it  fair  for  them  to  be  requirad  to  pay 
the  tax  when  they  did  not  expect  to  reUre 
and  receive  benefits.  On  the  other  hand, 
he  said  evidence  was  presented  tbat  den- 
tists, required  to  stand  on  their  feet  while 
working  at  their  chairs,  were  reqjulred  to 
retire  at  an  earlier  age  than  pnysicians. 
What  about  lawyers,  though,  he  was  asked. 
Lawyers  sit  as  much  as  physicians,  and  yet 
they  were  selected  for  Inclusion  In  the  bill. 
Cooper  could  give  no  satisfactory  reply;  but 
most  Congressmen  knew  the  answer  lay  In 
the  very  powerful  voice  the  American  Medi- 
cal Association  had  created  In  Washington 
In  the  last  few  years. 

Of  particular  Interest  to  me  was  the  fact 
that  more  flexibility  was  given  to  the  so- 
called  work  clause  of  the  law,  uader  the 
terms  of  which  those  receiving  social-secu- 
rity payments  may  now  earn  only  |75  per 
month  without  losing  their  benefits.  The 
new  provision  places  such  earnings  on  an 
annual  basis.  The  earnings  llmltetlon  Is 
now  f  1.200  per  year.  If  a  beneficiary 's  earn- 
ings exceed  $1,200.  he  would  lose  1  month's 
Boclal -security  laeneflts  for  each  $80  earned 
In  excess  of  the  $1,200.  While  I  approve  of 
the   change   which  permits   earnings   to   be 


computed  on  an  annua]  rather  than  • 
monthly  bf,«la,  I  am  atm  of  the  opinion  that 
such  a  limitation  is  moat  unfair  and  should 
be  stricken  or  drastically  amended.  A  per- 
son of  65  who  has  contributed  to  the  social- 
security  syitem  during  most  of  his  working 
years  should  be  entitled  to  draw  his  bene- 
fits withou-  being  penalized  for  earning  an 
amount  which  is  reasonably  necessary  to 
provide  a  decent  standard  of  hvlng  in  his 
old  age.  Although  the  new  bill  raised  mini- 
mum montbly  benefits  from  $26  to  $30  and 
maximum  )>eneflta  from  $85  to  $98.50.  it  Is 
obvious  that  these  are  still  Inadequate,  and 
I  believe  that  if  a  person  wants  to  continue 
to  work  to  supplement  his  income,  he  should 
be  permitted  to  do  so.  But  even  apart  from 
the  Qnancliil  aspects  of  the  problem  there 
are  many  reasons  why  a  person  reaching  age 
65  should  not  be  compelled  to  retire  against 
his  will.  Medical  evidence  Is  overwhelming 
that  those  compelled  to  retire  suddenly  lose 
their  interest  tn  life  and  deteriorate  rapidly. 
They  get  a  feeling  that  they  are  not  wanted 
and  that  they  are  no  longer  an  essential 
part  of  their  community.  Our  older  people 
want  to  work  and  can  work,  and  the  fact 
remains  that  their  ability  to  work  is  the 
best  guaranty  of  their  continued  status  In 
the  community  and  their  independence.  We 
must  get  away  from  the  Idea  which  the  work 
clause  promotes,  that  a  person's  birth  cer- 
tificate   is    the   only   test   of    his   ability. 

It  seems  to  me  that  until  the  social -secu- 
rity program  furnishes  the  basis  for  per- 
mitting our  older  citizens  to  live  in  reason- 
able comfort,  It  cannot  be  said  to  provide 
security  for  old  age.  The  fact  that  it  is 
designated  as  a  security  program  does  not 
mean  that  this  desirable  goal  has  already 
been  achieved.  When  he  was  President, 
Abraham  Lincoln  was  approached  by  a  dele- 
gation of  abolitionists  who  urged  htm  to 
issue  the  Emancipation  Proclamation  before 
he  was  ready.  Lincoln  protested,  saying  that 
he  could  not  possibly  carry  out  the  Intent 
of  the  proclamation  even  if  be  Issued  it 
because  he  lacked  the  means  to  enforce  it. 
To  support  bis  argument  he  asked  the  group: 
"How  many  legs  will  a  sheep  have  if  you  call 
the  tall  a  leg?"  "Five,"  was  the  Immediate 
answer.  "You  are  mistaken,"  said  Lincoln, 
"for  calling  a  tall  a  leg  does  not  make  It  so." 

The  social-security  law  Is  good  legislation 
but  there  are  still  changes  which  we  must 
make  in  order  that  it  may  deserve  its  name. 
Your  friend, 

SroNTT  R.  Tatks, 
Member  of  Congress. 

Fakm  Lecxslattoiv 
(Newsletter  No.  156) 

JOT-t  2.  1954. 
Prof.  Albert  Einstein  was  asked  for  a 
simple  explanation  of  his  theory  of  relativity 
at  a  gathering  he  once  attended.  "Let  me 
explain  It  In  this  way,"  said  the  great  math- 
ematician. "A  few  weeks  ago  while  taking  a 
walk  on  a  hot  day  with  a  blind  friend,  I  re- 
marked that  I  would  like  a  drink  of  milk. 
My  friend  stopped  me.  'I  know  what  a  drink 
is,'  he  said,  'bu  >  what  is  milk?' 

"I  replied:  'Milk  U  a  white  liquid.' 
"  'Liquid  I   know.'   he  said,   'but   what   is 
white?' 

"  'The    color    of    a   swan's   feathers.' 
"  'Feathers  I  know,  but  what  la  a  swan?' 
"  'A  swan  is  a  bird  with  a  crooked  neck.' 
•'  'Neck  I  know;  but  what  is  crooked?'  " 
Einstein  took  the  blind  man's  arm   and 
held  it  out.   "This  is  straight."  he  said,  and 
then  bending  It,  "this  Is  crooked." 

"Ah,"  exclaimed  the  blind  man.  "now  I 
know  what  milk  Is." 

"And  that  in  a  nutshell,"  said  Einstein  to 

the  gathering,  "Is  my  theory  of  relativity." 

Professor  Einstein's  task  would  ha^e  been 

much  easier  had  he  been  able  to  bring  his 

friend  to  the  Hoiue  of  Representatives  last 


week  where  for  3  days  debate  raged  on  the 
new  farm  bill.  Not  only  would  his  friend 
have  learned  about  the  beauties  of  the  cow 
and  its  delectable  product,  but  the  professor 
himself  might  have  enjoyed  witnessing  the 
evolution  of  another  thecw^  of  relativity — 
the  congressional  theory,  dealing  with  the 
relative  position  of  the  farmers  on  one  hand 
and  consumers  and  taxpayers  on  the  other. 
Two  major  concepts  were  under  considera- 
tion: the  present  system  of  fixed  high  price 
supports  at  90  percent  of  parity  for  basic 
commodities,  and  a  flexible  system  of  support 
prices  ranging  between  75  and  90  percent  of 
parity,  depending  on  supply  and  the  Nation's 
agricultural  needs. 

It  seemed  to  me  that  the  arguments  favor- 
ing the  present  program  were  as  circuitous  as 
Einstein's  explanation  of  his  theory.  As- 
suming that  the  program  made  sense  when  it 
was  conceived  during  the  war  as  an  incentive 
to  increase  production.  It  doesn't  make  sense 
now  when  Government  warehouses  are  bulg- 
ing With  surpluses  of  425  million  pounds  of 
butter  and  about  $6  billion  worth  of  other 
agricultural  commodities,  for  which  the  Gov- 
ernment Is  paying  approximately  $700,000  a 
day  for  storage  charges  alone.  Yet  the  bill 
reported  by  the  House  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture proposed  to  continue  the  present 
high  fixed  price  support  system  for  another 
year.  It  gave  recognition  to  the  ever  grow- 
ing surpluses  by  providing  for  reductions  in 
the  crop  acreage  to  be  planted.  Dairy  prod- 
ucts, which  up  to  a  few  months  ago  had  been 
supported  at  a  price  of  90  percent  of  parity, 
were  pegged  in  the  bill  at  80  percent,  but  in 
order  to  compensate  for  the  lower  price  sup- 
jKjrt.  milk  producers  were  given  complete 
freedom  of  production.  The  dairy-State  Con- 
gressmen refused  to  accept  this  proposal. 
They  wanted  "equality"  with  other  produc- 
ers, and  It  was  because  of  this  disparity  in  the 
support  price  that  they  broke  the  farm  blocs 
usually  united  front.  When  farm  represent- 
ative* fall  out.  the  consumer  gets  a  break, 
and  that  Is  what  happened  last  week. 

The  committee  confidently  anticipated  Its 
recommendations  to  be  sustained,  but  early 
in  the  debate  its  expectations  were  exploded 
when  the  House  approved  the  amendment 
offered  by  Representative  Harrison.  Repub- 
lican of  Nebraska,  to  change  fixed  high  price 
supports  for  flexible  price  supports  ranging 
between  82 '-i  percent  and  90  percent  of 
parity.  The  82 'i  percent  figure  came  as  a 
distinct  svu^irise.  because  the  President  has 
been  so  insistent  on  a  lower  price  limit  of 
75  percent.  Speaker  Jos  Martin  confessed  in 
private  conversation  that  this  was  the  best 
deal  he  could  put  over  with  Republicans 
representing  farm  areas.  Had  the  President's 
proposal  been  Insisted  upon,  Martin  said,  it 
could  not  have  carried.  I  voted  for  the 
amendment. 

Congress  Andresen,  Republican,  of  Minne- 
sota, led  the  dairy  drive  for  'equality"  by 
moving  to  raise  the  support  price  from  80 
to  8a>4  percent.  As  Representatives  from 
dairy  States  described  the  difficult  plight  of 
their  constituents,  one  gained  the  impres- 
sion that  if  the  amendment  failed,  dairy 
farmers  would  have  to  find  other  things  for 
their  cows  to  do  in  order  to  break  even.  But 
Congressman  Abernetht,  of  Mississippi,  told 
them  they  were  fooling  nobody,  saying :  "You 
are  attempting  to  put  yovirself  In  position  to 
get  not  only  the  same  price  support,  but 
you  also  want  the  right  to  market  without 
marketing  quotas,  every  pound  of  milk  that 
Old  Bess  will  give.  With  that  right  and  a 
good  high  support  price  you  are  going  to 
milk  her  to  death."  The  cotton  bloc  stood 
firm:  the  Andresen  amendment  was  voted 
down. 

Later  In  the  debate  I  caught  what  ap- 
peared to  be  a  sleeper  In  the  bill,  a  para- 
graph which  gave  Secretary  Benson  the  right 
to  establish  any  support  price  he  wanted  to 
for  the  producers  of  wool.    I  was  opposed  to 


granting  such  a  blank  check  to  the  Secretary 
and  offered  an  amendment  fixing  a  maxi- 
mum price  the  Government  can  pay  for  wool. 
It  was  the  only  amendment  offered  by  a  dty 
representative  which  the  farm  representa- 
tives accepted.  Maybe  It  U  because  of  tlM 
sheep  in  my  district.  There  are  some,  you 
know — in  the  Lincoln  Park  Zoo. 
Your  friend, 

SIDNXT  R.  TATE8. 

Member  of  Congress. 

Am  Inadequati  Hbalth  IttsmAXcM  Bill 
(Newsletter  No.  157) 

JXTLT  IS,  1954. 
When  Abraham  Lincoln  was  once  con- 
fined in  the  White  House  with  a  bad  cold 
he  was  visited  by  a  Congressman  who  called 
to  express  his  sympathy.  The  President 
stopped  him  and  laughingly  said :  "Let's  not 
talk  about  my  colds.  I  am  bound  to  catch 
them."  When  the  Congressman  looked  sur- 
prised. Lincoln  pointed  to  his  large  feet  and 
said :  "There's  the  reason — there  Is  so  much 
of  me  on  the  ground,  you  know." 

The  common  cold  which  aent  President 
Lincoln  to  bed  stlU  continues  to  plague  all 
of  us,  for  little  progress  has  been  made  since 
that  time  to  determine  its  causes  and  cure. 
But  the  war  against  It  goes  on — not  only 
against  the  common  cold,  but  also  against 
heart-  disease,  cancer,  tuberculosis,  mental 
Illnesses,  arthritis,  rheumatism,  polio,  blind- 
ness, diabetes,  cerebral  palsy,  epilepsy,  mul- 
tiple sclerosis,  muscular  dystrophy,  and  other 
crippling  and  killing  diseases.  For  this  year 
alone  thc^mount  approved  by  the  Congress 
for  research  and  experimentation  to  fight 
such  diseases  approximates  $90  million. 

Yet.  paradoxically  enough,  the  very  fact 
that  we  were  able  to  learn  how  to  treat 
some  of  the  diseases  has  resulted  in  the 
creation  of  many  new  problems  of  an  eco- 
nomic nature.  The  tremendous  number  of 
new  medical  tests  and  discoveries  has  caused 
the  expense  of  hospitalization  and  medical 
attention  to  Increase  to  the  point  of  where 
contracting  a  long-term  disease  represents 
a  real  financial  catastrophe  to  the  average 
American  family.  The  cost  for  hospitaliza- 
tion of  a  chronic  heart  patient  for  1  year 
approximates  $4,000.  The  mcmthly  cost  for 
full  treatment  at  a  cerebral  palsy  center 
averages  as  much  as  $750  per  chUd.  Treat- 
ment for  polio  and  the  use  of  an  iron  lung 
for  a  year  may  cost  as  much  as  $10,000. 
The  Impact  of  such  a  hard-hitting  disease 
upon  a  family — Its  standard  of  living,  tuition 
for  the  children,  the  savings  of  years,  is  read- 
ily apparent.  Obviously,  the  seriousness  of 
the  problem  warrants  national  attention. 

One  of  the  answers  offered  Is  the  volun- 
tary health  Insurance  program.  However, 
only  12  percent  of  our  people  have  hospital 
insurance;  only  24  percent  have  hospital  and 
surgical  insurance:  20  percent  have  hospital. 
surgical,  and  medical  insurance.  The  cost  of 
such  Insurance  Is  still  high.  About  41  pn- 
cent  of  the  American  people  have  no  Instu*- 
ance  protection  of  any  kind,  and  even  those 
who  are  insured  do  not  receive  complete  cov- 
erage. It  was  to  meet  these  needs,  pre- 
sumably, that  the  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  Committee  brought  to  tM  floor 
last  week  the  President'*  bill  to  create  a  rein- 
surance fund  of  $25  million  as  a  basis  fOr  oov^ 
ering  losses  by  health  Insurance  companies 
willing  to  undertake  new  programs  to  give 
additional  medical  protection  to  the  Ameri- 
can people. 

The  Members  of  the  House  were  Interested 
In  the  bill.  They  are  very  much  aware  of  the 
expense  of  good  medical  care  and  the  need 
for  finding  some  means  to  deal  with  It.  Tbey 
were  sympathetic,  therefore,  to  the  purpoaes 
of  the  bUl,  but  ss  they  listened  to  the  debate. 
their  Interest  sagged  and  at  the  end.  they 
voted  238  to  134  to  recommit  the  blU.    Why? 
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I  tbe  Mill  meet  vocal  nqppciten. 
no  enthnrtartlc  ones,  prataed  It 
only  •■  "an  apertmait  which  might  fmic 
gtflng  graatK  Insuranoa  cowagv  to  mora 
aaanan  ■oonts  MoCmtbt, 
;  at  mnnaaota,  eommented  that  the 
uda  waa  "ttiat  the  bill  will  do 
no  harm."  *1  aiqipoae."  he  contlniied.  "that 
In  ItaeU  thla  Is  grounds  for  supporting  the 
bill,  becatisa  on  many  occasions  during  the 
course  of  thla  ■aaston.  we  have  not  been  given 
that  happy  choice."  Congressman  Whxiams 
of  IflsBlsslppl.  likened  the  bill  to  cotton  candy 
he  had  purchased  for  his  dau^ter.  "It 
looked  pretty."  he  said,  "It  tasted  sweet  and 
smelled  sweet,  but  when  she  tried  to  bite  Into 
It.  she  found  nothing  there."  He  called  the 
Mil  aU  air  and  no  substance. 

BepubUeans  are  blaming  the  Democrats  for 
the  defeat  of  the  Mil.  "tbit  fact  remains  that 
T8  ReputtUeans.  Including  the  chairmen  of  8 
committees,  who  normally  would  be  expected 
to  support  tbe  Resident,  voted  to  kill  It,  as 
wall.  TlkBre  was  a  general  feeling  that  It  was 
•  mouse  brought  forth  to  attadc  m  mountain. 
Tha  Prasident  is  quoted  as  being  disap- 
pointed, stating  that  he  had  made  a  cam- 
paign pledge  to  bring  good  medical  care  with- 
in the  reach  of  the  modest  family  budget. 
11  this  waa  the  purpose  of  the  biU.  It  escaped 
•wybody  In  the  House,  e?en  the  President's 
anient  siqiporters.  When  the  question 
asked,  will  thto  blU  reduce  the  cost  of 
health  Insurance  premiums,  the  uiswer^was 
no.  To  the  qoeatlon.  wUl  this  bUl  reduce 
the  oQsts  ot  medteal  care,  ttie  answer  was  no. 
To  the  question.  wUl  this  Mil  make  insurance 
available  for  any  persons  who  canxwt  now 
afford  It,  the  answer  was  no. 

looks  like  the  President  needs  a  new  Mil 
to  meet  Amertca's  medical  blU. 
Tour  Mend, 

Smnr  R.  Taiv, 
Jfember  o/  Congreu. 


CoBfrau  FaOs  To  Face  Imoc  of  Segrcfa- 
liMi  m  TreuportatioB — Gruulun  Aati- 
MfKfotiM  BiO  Die*  for  Thu  Scsnoa 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  WILUAM  T.  GRANAHAN 

or  PSHNSTLTAlfZA 

Oi  IHK  HOUSE  OP  SSPRESENTATIVSS 
Thuradav.  Auffust  19. 1954 

Mr.  GRANAHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
83d  Congress  is  now  preparing  to  ad- 
journ and  go  out  of  existence,  thus  allow- 
ing all  bills  on  which  we  have  not  taken 
final  action  to  die  on  the  House  Cal- 
endar. This  includes  measures  on  which 
some  of  the  committees  have  worked 
long  and  hard,  devoting  much  stu^  to 
their  provisions  before  recommending 
their  enactment. 

But  when  we  adjourn  today  we  wipe 
the  slate  clean  on  all  these  bills,  so  that 
when  the  84th  Congress  comes  into  exist- 
enee  next  January  it  will  have  to  Btsrt 
aU  over  from  scratch  on  each  of  these 
measures.  Thus,  all  the  time  we  have 
devoted  to  ttiem  in  these  past  two 
sessions  is  pretty  much  wasted. 

Among  important  bills  in  tiiiiy  class 
te  H.  R.  8160.  wiiich  I  introduced  on 
lurch  2.  to  prohibit  segregaUon  and 
aiscrimtnation  for  reasons  of  race,  creed, 
or  eotor  on  transportation  facilities  of 
carriers  engaged  in  Interstate  commerce. 

This  bill,  or  some  bill  inoorporathig  its 
provisions,  could  have  been  passed  and 


shoidd  have  been  passed  in  this  session 
of  Congress.  This  historic  Supreme 
Court  decision  outlawing  segregation  in 
the  schools  put  into  a  legal  ashcaa  the 
old  idea  of  separate -but-equal  facilities 
as  an  excuse  for  segregation.  This  de- 
cision underscored  the  need  for  follow- 
up  action  by  the  Congress  in  this  impor- 
tant field  of  transportation. 

GKAMASAUr  AMTISXGBXCATION  BIIX  WOUIO 
COaXSCT  INJUSTICES 

Witness  after  witness  before  the  House 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce,  on  wliich  I  serve — the  com- 
mittee to  which  my  antisegregation  bill 
was  referred — told  of  deeply  disturbing 
incidents  on  railroads,  buses,  and  other 
transportation  facilities  involving  insult- 
ing and  im-American  discrimination 
against  American  citizens,  including 
servicemen.  So  the  practice  persists.  It 
is  immoral,  indecent,  and  unworthy  of 
our  democracy. 

Here  is  wtoat  my  bill  stated: 

(H.  R.  8160,  83d  Cong.,  2d  sess.] 
In  thx  House  of  Repkksentatives, 

March  2.  1X4. 
Mr.   GsAKAHAN   introduced   the   follcywlng 
bill,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committse  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 
"A  bUl  providing  relief  against  certain  forms 
of  discrimination  in  interestate  transpor- 
tation 

"Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  (a)  all  pecsons 
traveling  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  shaU  be  entitled  to  the  full 
and  equal  enjoyment  of  the  accomnvxla- 
tlons,  advantages,  and  privileges  of  any  pub- 
lic conveyance  operated  by  a  common  car- 
rier engaged  in  interstate  or  foreign  eom^ 
merce,  and  all  the  facilities  furnished  or 
connected  therewith,  subject  only  to  condi- 
tions and  limitations  applicable  alike  to  all 
persons,  without  discrimination  or  segrega- 
tion based  on  race,  color,  religion,  or  national 
origin. 

"(b)  Whoever,  whether  acting  In  a  private. 
public,  ae  olBcial  ctftacitj.  denies  or  at- 
tempts to  deny  to  any  person  traveling 
within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States 
the  fuU  and  equal  enjoyment  of  any  ac- 
commodation, advantage,  or  privilege  of  a 
pubUc  conveyance  operated  by  a  common 
carrier  engaged  in  interstate  or  foreign  oom- 
merce.  except  for  reascms  applicable  alike 
to  aU  persons  of  every  race,  color,  religion, 
or  national  origin,  or  whoever  incites  or 
otherwise  participates  in  such  denial  or  at- 
tempt, shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
shall,  upon  conviction,  be  subject  to  a  fine 
of  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  each  offense,  and 
shall  also  be  subject  to  suit  by  the  injured 
person  or  by  his  estate.  In  an  action  at  law, 
suit  In  equity,  or  other  proper  proceedings 
for  damagee  or  preventive  or  declarsjtory 
or  other  relief.  Such  suit  or  proceeding 
may  be  brought  in  any  district  court  of  the 
United  States  as  constituted  by  chapter  5 
Of  title  28,  United  States  Code  (28  U.  9.  C. 
81  et  seq.).  or  the  United  States  court  of 
any  Territory  or  other  place  subject  to  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  .Tltbout 
regard  to  the  sum  or  value  of  the  matter 
In  controversy,  or  in  any  State  or  Territorial 
court  of  competent  jurisdiction. 

"S«c.  2.  It  shaU  be  unlawful  for  any  com- 
mon carrier  engaged  in  Interstate  or  for- 
eign commerce,  or  any  officer,  agent,  or  em- 
ployee thereof,  to  segregate,  or  attempt  to 
segregate,  or  otherwise  discriminate  against 
passengers  using  any  public  conveyanc*  or 
facility  of  such  carrier  engaged  in  inter- 
state or  foreign  commerce,  on  account  of 
the  race,  color,  religion,  or  national  origin 
of  such  passengers.  Any  such  carrier  or 
officer,  agent,  or  employee  thereof  who  segre- 
gates or  attempts   to  segregate   such   pas- 


sengers or  otherwise  discriminate  against 
them  on  account  of  race,  color,  religion, 
or  national  origin  shall  be  guilty  of  a  mis- 
demeanor and  shall,  upon  conviotion,  be 
subject  to  a  fine  of  not  to  exceed  $1,000 
for  each  offense,  and  shall  also  be  subject 
to  suit  by  the  Injured  person  in  an  action 
of  law,  suit  in  equity,  or  other  proper  pro- 
ceeding for  damages  or  preventive  or  declar- 
atory or  other  relief.  Such  suit  or  proceed- 
ing many  be  brought  in  any  district  court 
of  the  United  States  as  constituted  by  chap- 
ter 5  of  title  28.  United  States  Code  (28 
U.  S.  C.  81  et  seq.)  or  the  United  States  court 
of  any  Territory  or  other  place  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  with- 
out regard  to  the  sum  or  value  of  the  nut- 
ter In  controversy,  or  In  any  State  or  Terri- 
torial court  of  competent  jurisdiction." 

ICC  SATS  CONCSESSIONAL  ACTION  IS  MEZDZD 

Following  the  introduction  of  my  bill, 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  chairman  of  our  com- 
mittee invited  comments  on  it  from  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  This 
is  the  reply  he  received:  j 

Il>rrEXSTATE    COMICESCX   COMICISSIOW, 

WasMngton  2S.  March  It,  1954. 
Hon.  Chakles  A.  Wolvkston, 

Chairman.   Committee   on   Interttat* 
and  Foreign  Commerce.  \ 

House  of  Representatives,  ' 
Washtn.gton.  D.  C. 
DxAs  Chairman  Wolvxxton  :  Tour  letter  of 
March  4,  1954.  addressed  to  the  Chatnnan  of 
the  Commission  and  requesting  a  rerport  and 
comment  on  a  blU,  H.  R.  8160,  introduced 
by  Congressman  Obanahan,  providtog  reUef 
against  certain  forms  of  discrimination  in 
interstate  transportation,  has  been  referred 
to  our  Committee  on  Legislation  and  Rules. 
After  careful  consideration  by  that  commit- 
tee, I  am  authorised  to  submit  the  following 
comments  in  Its  behalf: 

This  blU,  if  enacted  into  law.  would  pro- 
vide that  all  interstate  travelers  ''shaU  be 
entitled  to  the  full  and  equal  enjoyment  of 
the  accommodations,  advantages,  and  privi- 
leges of  any  public  conveyance  operated  by  • 
common  carrier  •  •  •  and  all  the  facilities 
furnished  or  connected  therewith.  •  •  •  with- 
out discrimination  or  segregation  based  on 
race,  color,  religion,  or  national  origin." 

Under  section  3  ( 1 )  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act.  It  is  now  unlawful  "for  any  con>- 
mon  carrier  •  •  •  to  make,  give,  or  cavise 
any  undue  or  unreasonable  preference  or 
advantage  to  any  particular  person  •  •  •  or 
to  subject  any  particular  p>erson  •  •  •  to  any 
undue  or  unreasonable  prejudice  or  disad- 
vantage In  any  respect  whatsoever."  This 
provision  relates  prlncli>ally  to  rail  carriers. 
There  are  similar  provisions  in  other  parts  of 
the  act  applicable  to  motor  and  w$ter  car- 
riers and  freight  forwarders. 

Soon  after  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission was  established  in  1887,  It  was  called 
upon  to  decide  whether  the  provision  above 
quoted  prohibited  the  railroads  In  certain 
sections  of  the  country  from  requiring  that 
Negfro  and  white  passengers  occupy  separate 
coaches  and  other  faculties,  as  they  were 
compelled  to  do  by  statutes  in  a  number  of 
States.  In  all  such  cases,  which  hav$  become 
Increasingly  numerous  and  complicated  In 
recent  years,  the  Commission  has  limited  its 
Inquiry  to  the  question  whether  e<iual  ac- 
commodations and  faculties  are  provided  for 
members  of  the  two  races,  adhering  to  the 
view  that  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
neither  requires  nor  prohibits  segregation  oT 
the  races.  Judicial  opinion  has  supported 
thla  restricted  conception  of  our  powers  in 
the  premises. 

It  is  well  known  that  dissatisfaction  with 
the  so-called  separate  but  equal  principle, 
wherever  applied,  is  now  to  be  foiaid  In  a 
considerable  segment  of  public  opinion. 
Opponents  of  the  principle  are  pressing 
their  contentions  In  judicial  proceedings 
which  raise  the  issue  In  one  field  or  another. 
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The  essential  question  presented  U  tha 
same  in  aU  these  areas  of  controversy,  and 
it  is  a  social  question  much  broader  than  the 
transporUtion  aspect  of  It  preaented  in 
B.  R-  8100.  This  problem  Is  therefore  one  of 
broad  legislative  policy  upon  which  we  are 
not  qualified  to  express  a  helpful  opinion 
based  on  our  experience  in  transportation 
regulation. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

J.  M.  JoaicsoN. 
Chairman,  Committee  on  Legislation 
and  Rules. 

CHABLCS  D.  MAHAmK, 
HOWASD  O.  FkXAS. 

It  will  be  noted,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
ICTC's  rather  vague  answer  was  prior  to 
the  Supreme  Court  decision  in  the  school 
case.  Nevertheless,  cautious  as  this  r«- 
ply  was,  it  demonstrated  a  need  for 
corrective  legislation  by  the  Congress, 
jnsncs  osPASTMrarr.  budckt  sxnuuu,  appaovs 

GRANAHAN  BtU.  AIMS 

This  was  further  confirmed  by  the 
Department  of  Justice  in  a  report  to  the 
committee,  and  also  by  a  statement  from 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  which,  in  com- 
menting on  my  bill  and  others  of  a  simi- 
lar nature,  told  our  committee  in  a  letter 
from  Budget  Director  Rowland  Hughes 
on  June  25 : 

Certain  concepts  underlying  prior  Judicial 
decisions  defining  the  duties  of  common  car- 
riers in  interstate  commerce  in  the  matter  of 
nondiscrimination  among  passengers  in  their 
use  of  transportation  facilities,  it  would  seem, 
have  been  superseded  by  the  segregation 
cases  decided  recently  by  the  Supreme  Coiut. 
Legislation  redefining  those  duties  as  em- 
bodying the  principle  of  nonsegregatlon  Is,  In 
the  opinion  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
desirable. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  this  collection 
of  $10  words  really  adds  up  to  is  that  the 
Budget  Bureau,  which  supposedly  speaks 
for  the  President  on  legislation,  says  we 
need  nonsegregatlon  legislation  such  as 
embodied  in  the  Oranahan  bill  on  rail- 
roads, buses,  and  so  on. 

Bousz  rAn.s  to  act  on  pxnding  uxasumx 

I  stress  that,  Mr.  Speaker,  because — 
although  my  committee,  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 
approved  such  a  bill  and  recommended 
the  House  pass  it — the  nonsegregatlon 
in  transportation  bill  is  dying  on  the 
House  Calendar  and  is  not  even  being 
called  up  for  debate.  Yet  the  President's 
Budget  Director  says  we  need  such  legis- 
lation. His  Department  of  Justice  says 
we  need  it,  but  a  Congress  dominated  by 
his  own  party,  in  which  Republicans  hold 
all  key  leadership  positions,  is  refusing 
to  pass  it. 

Worse,  it  is  refusing  to  give  us  a  chance 
to  vote  on  it. 

This  I  bitterly  resent.  I  resent  It  on 
behalf  of  not  only  the  Negroes  of  my 
congressional  district,  some  of  whom 
have  from  time  to  time  been  insulted  and 
discriminated  against  in  some  parts  of 
the  country  by  railroad  and  bus  company 
officials,  but  I  also  resent  it  on  behalf  of 
all  of  the  people  of  the  Second  Congres- 
sional District,  who  l>elieve,  as  I  do,  that 
segregation  and  discrimination  are  un- 
American. 

KT  TKSTTlitONT  ON  THX  COUNAHAN  BIU. 

Formal  hearings  by  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce on  the  Granahan  antisegregation 
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bin  axKl  similar  measures  were  held  May 
12.  IS.  and  14  of  this  year.  Among  wit- 
nesses were  spokesmen  for  the  National 
Council  of  Negro  Women,  the  National 
Association  for  the  Advancement  of  Col- 
ored People,  the  Antidefamation  League 
of  B'nai  B'rith,  the  American  Mission- 
ary Association  Division,  Pisk  University, 
and  other  groups  interested  in  this  sore- 
spwt  problem  in  American  society — this 
question  of  unfair  and  un-American  seg- 
regation and  discrimination.  Among 
Members  of  Congress  who  appeared  were 
two  Negro  Congressmen,  Adah  C. 
Powell.  J«..  of  New  York,  and  William 
L.  Dawson,  of  Chicago,  both  of  them  ex- 
ceptionally able  Democratic  Members. 

Prior  to  these  public  hearings,  how- 
ever, the  committee  held  a  special  session 
on  March  22  devoted  entirely  to  Con- 
gressmen discussing  their  own  bills  be- 
fore our  committee.  At  that  time  I  took 
up  with  the  committee  my  bill,  H.  R. 
8160.  dealing  with  this  matter  of  segre- 
gation and  discrimination  tn  travel. 

Following  is  the  text  of  my  statement 
at  that  time: 

Ending  Segxxcation  in  Transpo«tation 

(Statement  by  Congressman  William  T. 
Oxanaran,  Democrat,  of  Philadelphia,  be- 
fore House  Committee  on  Interstate  Com- 
merce in  support  of  H.  R.  8180.  tbe  Oran- 
ahan bUl  to  prohibit  discrimination  or 
segregation  in  interstate  transportation. 
March  22.  1954.) 

Ur.  Chairman  and  feUow  members  of  the 
committee,  from  our  years  of  association 
together  on  this  committee  of  Congress  as- 
signed responslbUlty  for  all  legislation  deal- 
ing with  Interstate  and  foreign  conunerce, 
I  know  that  there  Is  general  agreement  here 
that  the  bills  we  recommend  for  House  pas- 
sage should  be  directed  toward  advancing 
the  best  Interests  of  the  United  States  and 
of  aU  of  the  people  of  this  country. 

For  that  reason,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
urging  your  support  for,  and  agreement  to, 
the  provisions  of  H.  R.  8160  which  I  intro- 
duced on  March  2,  to  make  it  a  Federal 
offense,  punishable  by  a  fine  of  up  to  81,000 
for  each  offense  as  well  as  by  private  dam- 
age actions,  for  denial  of  fuU  and  equal  en- 
joyment of  the  accommodations,  advantages 
or  prlvUeges  of  any  public  conveyance  op- 
erated by  a  common  carrier  engaged  In 
Intnstate  commerce. 

Of  course  there  would  be  no  violation  of 
this  law  Involved  in  situations  or  circum- 
stances under  which  the  conditions  or  lim- 
itations Imposed  were  applicable  to  all  per- 
sons, without  discrimination  or  segregation 
based  on  race,  color,  religion  or  national 
origin.  But  where  this  segregation  or  dis- 
crlmlnation  is  employed,  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment would  have  Jurisdiction  to  step  In 
and  enforce  fairness  to  all  passengers. 

nCRT  AGAINST  8XC*XGATION   NOT    TXT  WON 

We  have  already  made  tremendous  prog- 
ress. prlmarUy  through  Supreme  Court  de- 
cisions arising  out  of  cases  brought  In  the 
previous  administrations  by  the  Department 
of  Justice,  in  eliminating  this  discrimina- 
tory practice  of  segregation  and  other  de- 
nials of  equal  treatment  because  of  race, 
color,  religion,  or  national  origin,  but  the 
practice  still  exists  in  some  areas  and  should 
be  ended.  The  Oranahan  bill  would  en- 
able us  to  achieve  that  result. 

As  it  la  now.  we  Icnow  of  instances  where 
carriers  engaged  in  Interstate  commerce  wlU 
enforce  segregation  and  discrimination  on 
Its  Intrastate  routes  and  then  drop  the 
discriminatory  rulings  on  its  interstate  runs. 
This  makes  a  sham  of  tbe  whole  business. 

If  the  carrier  Is  engaged  In  Interstate  com- 
merce— railroads,  bwes.  and  so  on — then  it 
should  carry  out  Its  obligations  to  all  of  the 


people  of  the  United  States  and  eondttct  ita 
affairs  at  aU  times  and  in  all  plaoea  aa  aa 
Interstate  carrier,  observing  not  only  the  let* 
ter  but  the  qtlrlt  of  the  laws  and  ragula> 
tions  dealing  with  interstate  oommerc*. 


otocosTOits  wasAwiwq  down  as 


oir 


Some  years  ago.  this  might  have  been  con- 
sidered as  a  revolutionary  doctrine  In  aome 
parts  of  the  country.  That  would  hardly  ba 
true  today.  For  where  segregation  long  en- 
trenched has  finally  been  eliminated — such 
as  in  most  of  the  armed  services,  in  eating 
establishments  here  in  Washington,  stKh  as 
on  the  interstate  trains  and  buses  and  ao 
on — there  has  been  no  uproar,  no  dlsrupttoia, 
no  riots,  no  mass  clvU  disobedience,  no  re- 
volt. It  has  had  a  wholly  good  effect.  Xt  has 
worked.  It  has  worked  particularly  in  tha 
armed  services  In  Korea,  where  Negro  and 
white,  for  Instance,  have  fought  valiantly 
and  well  not  only  side  by  side  but  In  the 
same  units  and  with  oSoers  from  both  raoea 
commanding  men  of  both.  The 
of  tliat  policy  was  far  greater  and  far 
significant  than  appears  on  the  surface.  Ona 
thing  It  did  was  to  confound  and  destroy  tha 
propaganda  of  the  Communists  attempting 
to  persuade  Negroes  they  would  have  more 
opportunity  under  communism.  Very,  very 
few  of  the  many  colored  boys  among  tha 
prisoners  in  Korea  fell  for  those  bralh-wash- 
Ing  tactics  and  those  few  who  did  wer#  In  tha 
same  class  as  the  few  white  prlsonars  who 
also  went  over  the  hiU  to  communism— 
sick  mentaUy  so  that  they  didn't  aiul 
couldn't  know  what  they  were  doing. 

THKT  ronCRT  TOGXTKXa   Df   KOaSA  BUT  OTTSIf 
CAN'T   amx   TOGETUXa   AT   HOMB 

Now  isnt  it  a  strange  thing  that  meh  who 
fought  together  side  by  side  in  Korea  can't 
ride  together  side  by  side  if  they  want  to  in 
the  same  train  or  bus  operated  by  an  inter- 
state carrier  In  some  of  our  areas  <tf  tha 
country? 

I  repeat,  the  carriers  subject  to  this  law 
are  interstate  carriers  now  subject  to  other 
laws  of  the  Congress  dealing  with  their  op- 
erations. We  cannot  force  a  strictly  local 
carrier,  one  operating  only  within  State 
lines,  to  pay  heed  to  a  law  of  this  kind  but 
I  am  sure  that  if  the  provisions  of  this  bill 
I  have  Introduced  become  law,  it  will  not  be 
long  before  the  sham  of  segregation  will  be 
so  well  recognized  that  even  the  local  Intra- 
state carriers  wlU  eventuaUy  come  around  to 
observing  its  spirit. 

We  have  had  so  many  Incidents — ^unpleas- 
ant,  at  least,  and  sometimes  very  serious — 
In  the  practice  of  discrimination  and  segre- 
gation by  reason  of  race,  and  color  particu- 
ularly  on  some  of  our  transportation  systems 
that  they  have  hurt  the  United  States.  They 
have  even  hurt  our  foreign  policy,  our  in- 
ternational relations. 

Outstanding  citizens  of  other  nations  hava 
been  subjected  to  rudeness,  insult,  and,  I'm 
afraid,  even  physical  pushing  around  by  ar- 
rogant employees  of  some  transportation 
systems,  becaxise  their  skin  is  dark  in  color. 
Should  that  be  permitted? 

BBCaXCATXON   A   BLOT   ON   AKXBICA'S   WOBUS 

POSITION 

The  many  days  of  debate  in  the  Senate  c€ 
the  United  States  on  the  Bricker  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  raised  tbe  point  over  and 
over  that  the  States  have  no  role  in  foreign 
policy  under  our  Constitution.  Yet  when 
practices  within  a  State  on  an  interstate  car- 
rier permit  or  encourage  the  insult,  abua*. 
and  embltterment  of  officials,  representatives, 
or  citizens  of  other  nations,  how  can  it  be 
maintained  that  such  a  State  is  not  la  fact 
exceeding  its  proper  role  and.  In  fact.  Inter- 
fering In  foreign  affairs?  Tliat  Is  one  very 
serious  aspect  of  this  whole  problem. 

But  even  more  Important  is  the 
It  attempU  to  keep  aUve  ttxat  we  have 
and  second-class  dtlaeiis  In    ' 
come  are  entitled  by  divlae  right. 
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ISm  color  or  their  akin  or  tbalr  ebnrch  of  wor- 
■blp  or  •OBM  ottMr  factor  saeh  as  that;  to 
enjoy  oartaln  prlTnegM  and  advantages  de- 
nied to  otbars  becatiae  c&  the  drcumatancea 
of  their  tatath  and  backgnnmd. 

To  the  extent  the  Oongren  can  help  to 
eUmlnate  these  practices  we  should  do  so. 
The  Oranahan  hUl  Is  a  part  of  that  atten^it. 

X  WB2,  IBMBW  TBB  WtSBX  TH  TBS  MZXT  COIvaasaa 

Mr.  Speaker,  It  is  with  a  heavy  heart 
that  I  aee  us  nearing  final  adjournment 
of  the  83d  Congress  with  this  matter  im- 
reMdved.  It  looks  as  if  the  antisegrega- 
tlMi  bill  will  be  one  of  only  a  handful  of 
measures  which  will  be  left  on  the  House 
Calendar  untouched  when  we  adjourn — 
only  a  few  out  of  the  hundreds  of  bills 
which  have  been  approved  by  our  com- 
mittees for  House  debate  and  passage. 
That  proves  it  was  not  a  question  of  time 
in  getting  this  bill  through;  it  was  a 
question  of  deliberate  neglect.  Had 
there  been  a  will  in  this  Congress  to  pass 
the  antisegregation  bill  outlawing  dis- 
crimination on  trains  and  buses  of  car- 
riers engaged  in  interstate  commerce, 
the  bin  would  have  been  brought  up  for 
debate  and  it  would  have  passed. 

We  know  that  this  illegal  discrimina- 
tion exists—discrimination  which  the 
Supreme  Court  in  particular  cases  has 
said  over  and  over  Is  unconstitutional. 
But  one  young  soldier  of  Camden,  N.  J., 
right  across  the  river  from  Philadeli^la. 
testified  before  our  committee  that  when 
he  was  arrested  on  a  bus  in  Florida,  while 
traveling  to  Alabama,  for  refusing  to 
change  his  seat,  he  cited  Supreme  Court 
decisions  but  the  bus  driver  and  the  local 
police  officials  said  there  was  no  Federal 
law  on  the  subject  and  they  followed 
Florida  law  on  this  matter.  As  some- 
one remarked  at  the  hearing,  bus  drivers 
do  not  read  Supreme  Co\irt  decisions. 

I  say  this,  Mr.  Speaker:  Failing  to  pass 
the  Oranahan  antisegregation  bill,  or 
some  bill  like  it,  to  outlaw  segregation 
and  discrimination  in  travel  on  facili- 
ties of  carriers  in  interstate  commerce 
has  been  a  great  blunder  for  this  Re- 
publican Congress,  and  makes  a  mockery 
of  its  claims  to  be  for  civil  rights. 

In  the  next  Congress,  which  convenes 
next  January — and  which  will  be,  I 
firmly  believe,  a  Democratic  Congress — 
I  intend  to  reintroduce  my  bill  and  re- 
new the  fight  for  this  legislation.  I  in- 
tend to  fight  this  matter  through  to  a 
finish,  so  that  no  longer  can  decent,  law- 
abiding  Americans  of  any  race  or  color 
or  creed  be  insulted  ahd  discriminated 
against  on  a  bus  or  train  operated  by  a 
company  which  is  in  Interstate  commerce 
and  thus  subject  to  congressional  Juris- 
diction. And  I  know  the  people  of  the 
Second  Congressional  District  in  Phila- 
delphia will  be  behind  me  on  this. 


Thaakt 
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EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  ALFRED  D.  SIEMINSKI 

or  NXW  JKKSKT 

IN  THB  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENl'A'nVES 
Thursday,  August  19, 1954 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
closing  days  of  the  exciting  83d  Congress 
are  upon  us. 


For  their  friendly  support  and  helpful 
suggestions  during  all  the  days  of  this 
legislative  session.  I  should  like  to  thank 
the  many,  many  good  and  kind-hearted 
citizens  of  Jersey  City  and  Bayonne. 
N.J. 

It  has  been  a  Joy.  Mr.  Speaker,  to  rep- 
resent those  wonderful,  wonderful  people 
of  the  13th  Congressional  District  of  New 
Jersey  here  in  the  Nation's  Capital,  in 
the  beautiful  city  of  Washington.  D.  C. 

On  the  eve  of  my  return  home  to  re- 
sume the  challenge  of  winning  the  con- 
sent of  my  distinguished  constituency. 
God  willing,  to  another  term  in  the  Con- 
gress, my  third,  a  familiar  expression 
cranes  to  mind: 

For  your  success,  credit  others.  For  any 
failure,  debit  yourself. 

I  do  and  shall,  if  need  be,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Republicaa  Social-Security  Program 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  WIUIAM  C.  COLE 

or  MISSOTTRI 

IN  THE  HOUSF  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday,  August  19.  1954     I 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker. 
the  enactment  of  H.  R.  9366.  to  extend 
and  improve  the  social-security  system, 
represents  one  of  the  most  outstanding 
achievements  of  this  the  83d  Congress. 
It  extends  vital  retirement  and  survivor- 
ship protection  to  over  10  million  Ameri- 
cans for  the  first  time.  Moreover,  the 
bill  provides  substantial  increasee  in 
benefits  Ixjth  for  those  who  are  already 
drawing  benefits  and  for  those  who  will 
become  entitled  to  benefits  in  the  future. 

This  new  legislation  is  of  such  im- 
portance to  my  constituents  that  I  shall 
set  out  some  of  its  highlights  and,  at 
my  own  expense,  tiave  reprints  made  of 
this  speech  in  order  to  make  this  in- 
formation available  to  every  family  in 
my  congressional  district.  These  high- 
lights are  as  follows:  i 

I.    EXTENSION  OP  COVEHAGB  I 

First.  Farmers:  The  bill  extends 
social-security  coverage  for  the  first 
time  to  self-employed  farm  owners  and 
operators.  This  means  that  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  protection  will 
be  extended  to  about  3.6  million  fanners, 
their  wives,  and  their  children. 
'  Second.  Farm  workers:  The  bill  also 
extends  coverage  to  about  2  million 
farmworkers  who  are  not  covered  today. 
In  general,  farmworkers  who  are  em- 
ployed regularly  by  one  fanner  are 
covered  at  the  present  time.  The  bill 
extends  this  same  protection  to  those 
farmworkers  who  earn  $100  or  more  in 
the  course  of  a  year  from  one  employer. 

Third.  Professional  groups:  The  bill 
extends  social-security  coverage  t©  ac- 
countants, architects,  engineers,  and 
morticians.  As  a  result,  the  only  pro- 
fessional groups  which  will  not  be 
covered  by  social  security  in  the  future 
are  lawyers,  doctors,  dentists,  and  other 
medically  related  professions. 

Fourth.  Ministers:  The  bill  covers 
ministers  and  members  of  religious 
orders,   whetlier  self-employed   or  em- 


ployees, if  they  elect  individually  for 
coverage  on  the  same  basis  as  self- 
employed  individuals.  It  is  estimated 
that  this  amendment  will  extend  cover- 
age to  about  260,000  persons. 

Fifth.  State  and  local  employees:  The 
bill  extends  coverage  to  the  employees 
of  State  and  local  goverments  Who  are 
covered  by  State  and  local  retirement 
systems — other  than  policemen  and  fire- 
men— under  voluntary  agreements  be- 
tvi^een  the  States  and  Federal  Govern- 
ment, if  a  majority  of  the  members  of 
the  system  vote  in  a  referendum  in  favor 
cf  coverage.  There  are  about  3.S  million 
persons  in  this  group. 

Sixth.  Domestic  workers :  The  bill  ex- 
tends coverage  to  domestic  workers  in 
private  homes — and  others  who  perform 
work  not  in  the  course  of  the  employer's 
place  of  business — who  are  paid  $50  in 
cash  wages  by  an  employer  in  a  calendar 
quarter,  regardless  of  the  24-tiay  test 
required  In  the  present  law.  This  pro- 
vision will  extend  coverage  to  about 
250.000  persons. 

n.    INCHEASE    IN    BENEnrS 

First.  More  than  6.5  million  persons 
now  on  the  benefit  rolls  will  have  their 
benefits  Increased  as  of  September  1. 
2954.  The  average  increase  for  retired 
workers  will  be  about  $6  a  month,  with 
proportionate  increases  for  dependents 
and  survivors.  The  range  in  primary 
insurance  amounts  for  those  now  on  the 
rolls  will  be  $30  to  $98.50,  as  compared 
to  $25  to  $85  under  present  law. 

Second.  Persons  who  retire  or  die  In 
the  future  will,  in  general,  have  their 
benefits  computed  by  the  following  new 
formula:  55  percent  of  the  first  $110 
of  average  monthly  wage — rather  than 
$100  as  in  present  law — plus  20  percent, 
of  the  next  $240 — rather  than  15  per- 
cent of  the  next  $200.  Thus,  an  individ- 
ual's retirement  benefit  will  be  as  high 
as  $108.50  a  month,  and  he  and  his  wife 
together  can  receive  as  much  a£  $162.75 
in  retirement  t)enefits. 

Third.  The  minimum  monthly  benefit 
amount  for  a  retired  worker  will  be  $30. 
and  the  minimum  amount  payable  where 
only  one  survivor  is  entitled  to  benefits 
on  the  decreased  insured  person's  earn- 
ings will  be  $30. 

Fourth.  The  maximum  monthly  fam- 
ily benefit  of  $168.75  will  be  Increased 
to  $200;  the  provision  of  existing  law 
that  total  family  benefits  cannot  exceed 
80  percent  of  the  workers  average 
monthly  wage  will  not  reduce  total 
family  benefits  below  l^i  times  tho 
insured  worker's  primary  insurance 
amount  or  $50,  whichever  is  the 
greater. 

HI.    EARNINGS   BASS 

The  total  armual  earnmgs  on  which 
benefits  will  be  computed  and  contribu- 
tions paid  is  raised  from  $3,600  to  $4,200. 

IV.    COMPUTATION  OT  BENEFITS 

The  Individual  will  be  entitled  to  drop 
out  from  the  computation  of  his  average 
monthly  wage  for  benefit  purposes  up  to 
5  years  of  his  lowest  earnings. 


V.    RETIREMENT  TEST 

The  earnings  limitation  will  be  re- 
moved entirely  at  age  72— instead  of  at 
75,  as  under  present  law.  For  benefi- 
ciaries under  age  72,  the  earnings  Umi- 
tation  would  be  made  the  same  for  wage 
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earners  and  self-emptoyed  persons.    A  state  plans  for  aid  to  the  bbnd  which  did  air*  ms  w«U  as  rarious  others  of  ibm 

beneficiarr  can  earn  as  much  a^  $1,200  not  meet  the  rrquii^nents  of  clause  ti?  sS^  ^rjSui^t^SSn^SJi^  ^ 

nf  ^n^m^'^^rJSfr*  '^'""^  «^»^^.out  io^  of  section  1002  .a  ^  of  tl»e  Socad  Security  came  ffSS^Tw^r^  ^tS! 

of  benefits.    He  will  lose  a  month  s  bene-  Act  are  extended  f  rx>m  June  30   1955  to  countries.                                            ^^ 

fit   for   each   unit   of   $80— or   fracUon  June  30.  1957.                                         '  mussM  ktrxaa 

thereof— of  covered  earnings  in  excess  of  Mr.  Speaker,  these  are  only  the  hish-  Pr*>«i<i<>r.t  iH<»>nHn«^r   in  ki.  •«.»«  *♦ 

$1200.  but  m  no  case  wm  he  lose  bene-  Ughts  of  this  le*islaUon  an^^v  S^iSy  ti^^SJ^  m^^^t  Sln^*Sa? 

fits   for   monUis   in   which    he   neither  consUtuents  will  probably  ha\-e  quesUom  "«"  ^™;  "^~'''*«^  »•**  ''*«***^-  »»<>• 

earned  more  than  $80  m  wages  nor  r^n-  reganling  tiie  way  this  legL^u^  affects  .i^Ho^'X^"  ':::::S;£;  ''n^SU^o'^S: 

ployment.       Beneficiaries     engaged     in  will  be  delu:hied  to  fumL«:h  complete  in-  to  whici»  xiiu  Oovernment  fmiu  heiT 

noncovered    work    outside    the    United  fonnaUon.  if  U-.ey  will  «Tite  to  me  at  403  — ~         . 

stales  will  ha\e  their  benefits  withheld  Old  House  Ofllce  Building  and  pive  me  «  when  the  new  administraUcn  took  of- 
fer any  month  in  which  they  worked  on  the  facts  in  their  paiucular  case  """  in  1953.  there  were  five  major  trouble 
7  or  more  davs  areas  in  the  world :   One,  Korea ;  two. 

VI.  EUdBiLiTT  FOR  B^vETirs                                      ' Indochins .  three^  Inui ;  four.  Guatemala; 

,   ,    .             ,.         .              ^  ''^   ^^**  5"^2  Canal  area;  and  six.  the 

(a>  As  an  alternaUve  to  the  present  j.               ^    r— .»*».-».  ^  »k.  European  Defense  Community  area.  The 

requirements  for  fully  msured  sutus.  an  Report  to  «y  CaastrfneaU  wi  tfce  first  two  a-ere  major  shooUng  wars.    To- 

mdividual  will  be  fully  insured  if  aU  the  Sid  Coasress  day  there  is  no  major  war  anj-Vkhere 

quarters  elapsir^  after  1954  and  up  to  the                                    in  the  world 

quarter  of  his  death  or  attainment  of  age  EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS  '^^^  carnage  has  stopped  in  Korea. 

6o  were  quarters  of  coverage,  provided  ^.^ic..  ^  ^.    vjr  xvr..  i.-vxvc^  ^^  French  nrr  no  longer  flghUng  in 

he  had  at  least  6  quarters  of  coverage  „«.^,^^^  «   w^^,^r^^,  Indochina,   although   the   peace   terms 

after  1954.  HON.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON  were  not  at  all  to  our  likinr    However. 

»b)   Benefits  will  be  paid  to  the  sur-  or  ohio  '<*  have  made  outstanding  gains  more 

TnT^HnH^.  ^  *?°I\Ji**°^"*    °'°^^^'"'  ™  THE  HOUSE  CF  KETnESEKTATivES  "'^'''^tly  wheu  the  United  Stat<«s  joined 

and  children,  or  parents  of  any  indl-  seven  other  nations  In  signing  the  South- 

vidual  who  died  after  1939  and  prior  to  Thursday.  August  19.  1954                  east    Asia   Collective   Defense   Treaty 

September  1.  1950,  and  had  at  least  6  Mrs     PRANCES    P.    BOLTON.    Mr.  ^hich  created  SEATO — and  the  PaclflC 
quarters  of  coverage.  Speaker,  the  83d  Congress,  which  con-  Charter  to  prevent  further  aggression. 
Tu.  PRESEHVATicN  OF  BENmi  EIGHTS  FOE  veucd  on  JanuRry  3.  1953.  is  ahnost  his-  These  treaties  have  been  described  as  a 
m&ABiJs>  tory.     It   has   been   in   session   through  triumph  of  American  foreign  policy  in 
The  peHod  during  which  an  individual  two  momentous  and  trying  years— years  the  Par  East.   In  Ij-an.  Mossadegh  and  his 
was  under  an  extended  total  disablUty  of  decision,  both  nationally  and  inter-  Communist  friends  in  the  Tudch  Party 
will  be  excluded  in  determining  his  in-  nationally.    As  one  who  took  an  active  are  no  longer  in  control.     The  recent 
sured  status  and  the  amount  of  benefits  role  in  many  of  the  decisions  which  were  settlement  of  the  oil  problems.  Uie  wlth- 
payable  to  him  upon  retirement  or  to  his  made  during  that  time.  I  would  like  to  drawal  of  the  British  from  Suer..  th?  con- 
survivors  in  the  event  of  his  death.     Only  say  that  I  am  Immensely  proud  at  hav-  fcrences  over  the  waters  of  the  Jordan. 
disabUiUes  lasting  more  than  6  months  ing  been  a  Member  of  this  distinguished  *"  suggest  that  an  era  of  prosperity  la 
will  be  taken  in-.o  account.    Determina-  House.  ]P   ^"^   "«"«   for   ^^  Near  East.     In 
tions   of   disabiliUes    generally   will    be  At  this  time  I  would  like  to  review  Guatemala   the   dangerous   Communlat 
made  by  State  vocaUonal  rehabiUUtion  briefly  some  of  the  highlights  of  the  83d  ^^^J^'^'^o'^  V^  crushed, 
agencies    or    other    appropriate    Stete  session,  for  my  colleagues  and  for  the  The  83d  Congi-ess  showed  its  active 
agencies  pursuant  to  agreements  with  information  of  my  constituents  in  the  support  of  the  Eisenhower  foreign  policy, 
the  Secretary  of  Health.  EducaUon,  and  great  22d  District  of  Ohio.  We  passed  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  leg- 
Welfare  With  the  inauguration  of  President  Islation.  In  which  tne  people  of  Greater 
v™  -^«,^*TTrw  o,  i»>,«^  ^.  »«-,  Eisenhower  on  January  20. 1953.  both  the  Cleveland  took  a  very  deep  personal  In- 
vm.  MEcourvTKr^^jr^^nrs  ro.  woek  legislative  and  executive  branches  of  our  Merest.     This  country  and  Canada  have 
*«  i«^«„.rT         K        r  V.     «*  Government  became  a  Republican  re-  nt  last  agreed  formally  to  start  joint  con- 
J^  ?2  .   ?^i      I  ^^""^  ^"^^  ^Ji^?^  ^^:  sponslbility  for  the  first  time  in  two  dec-  structlon  of  this  project,  which  is  vital 
computed  to  take  into  account  additional  ^^     ^hls  responsibiUty  was  delegated  ^ot  only  to  our  security,  but  will  be  a 
earnmgs    after   entitlement   if    he    has  ^o    every    member    of    the    Republican  S^^eat  stimulant  to  our  economy, 
covered  earnings  of  more  than  $1,200  in  p^rty  but  most  especially  to  those  of  us  Also  In  foreign  policy,  we  passed   a 
a  calendar  year  after  1953  and  after  the  ^^  ^j^g  Congress  who  were  given  "the  im-  completely  overhauled  Mutual  Security 
year  in  a-hich  his  benefit  wsis  last  com-  mense   task   of   writing   legislation    for  ^^^-  *hich  took  a  realistic  view  of*  the 
puted.  gQjjjp  igg  njiujQ^  Americans.  "^^s  of  our  friends  overseas. 
a.  coNTxiBTmoH  RATES  Majority  responsibilities  arc  consider-  domestic  miooeam 
Employers  and  employees  will  continue  ably  heavier  both   in  Congress  and  in  The  achievements  of  this  Congress  in 
to  share  equally  with  the  rates  on  each  committee.    On  the  fioor  one  must  take  domestic  legislation  are  all  the  more  con- 
being  as  follows;  a  far  more  active  role  on  the  many  mat-  slderable  in  view  of  what  we  inherited. 
-.                                                    '^"'^n  ters  that  come  before  the  Congress.    In  In  the  face  of  the  Inefllclency.  waste,  and 
i9S4-*59^*                                      (perccnr)  committee  there  are  often  Chairmanships  even  corruption  which  preceded  us.  we 
1960-64                                                    2%  added  to  regular  committee  duties.  had  to  devote  much  time  and  effort  to- 
1965-69IIIIIIIIIIIIIII  "IIIIIIIII      s  Upon  the  convening  of  the  83d  Con-  ward  establishing  new  patterns  of  efB- 
1970-74"""IIIIIIIIIIII"II""I      8>/i  gress.  I  reassumed  the  chairmanship  of  clency  and  economy  which  had  been  ab- 

1975  and  after _"      4  the  Subcommittee  on  the  Near  East  and  sent  from  government  for  all  too  many 

T>,«  ^^^f  o^^i^^oH  -,ni  ,,«*  11'   f4Tn<.«  Africa  and  also  became  ranking  mem-  years. 
thIaLv5™Sf  *>er  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Interna-  In  taxation,  this  Congress  made  some 
me  aoove  raies.  tional    Organizations    and    Movements,  of  its  most  signal  achievements.    We  not 
PUBLIC  AssisTANCK  ^jq^j^  of  whlch  arc  part  of  the  House  only  reduced  burdensome  taxes  gener- 
Pirst.  The    provisions    of    the    1952  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.    I  need  ally,  but  in  modernizing  the  antiquated 
amendments,  presently  scheduled  to  ex-  not  point  out  that  the  precarious  situa-  tax  structure  we  passed  a  human  tax 
pire  on  Septemtjer  30,  1954,  with  respect  tion  of  international  affairs  put  a  gigan-  bill  providing  for  many  people  In  real 
to  temporary  increases  in  Federal  pay-  tic  burden  on  the  Committee  on  Foreign  need.    I  had  worked  hard  and  long  to 
ments  to  State  for  old-age  assistance,  aid  Affairs  and  each  of  its  subcommittees,  have  exemptions  for  many  thousands  of 
to  dependent  children,  aid  to  the  blind.  This  year,  for  instance,  we  sat  in  full  poUce  and  fire  widows  living  on  the  plt- 
and  aid  to  the  permanently  and  totally  committee  for  46  days  to  consider  the  tance  of  retirement  income.    It  was  de- 
disabled  are  extended  through  Septem-  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954.    My  Near  lightful  to  sec  the  Committee  on  Waya 
ber  30.  1956.  East  subcommittee  was  equally  btisy,  and  Means  Include  the  spirit  of  my  faffl 
Second.  The    provisions    of    the    1950  for  we  were  hearing,  among  others,  two  H.  R.  379  into  the  tax  bill  »*i^  »  «»» 
amendments    for    approval    cf    certain  Aczistant  SecrcUries  of   State   for   our  law.    After  years  of  effort  en  !:hie  part  cl 
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many  of  uf ,  there  are  now  deductions  for 
widows  and  widowers  who  must  work 
to  support  their  children.  There  are 
higher  exemptions  for  parents  whose 
children  work,  and  higher  deductions  for 
medical  expenses — a  provision  advocated 
by  my  son.  the  Honorable  OLivn  P.  Bol- 
roH.  lAotttoytx,  the  business  and  indus- 
try provisions  of  this  tax  law  provided 
a  psychological  stimulus  to  our  econ- 
omy which,  I  believe,  we  can  credit  with 
the  healthy  upturn  in  economic  affairs 
now  making  itself  felt. 

In  defense,  this  Congress  established 
an  Air  Force  Academy ;  passed  an  Atomic 
Energy  Act,  which  also  hcdds  great 
promise  for  future  civilian  development 
of  that  new  somrce  of  energy;  revised 
and  t^htened  the  espionage  and  sabo- 
tage laws;  took  pension  rights  away  from 
the  traitor  Alger  Hiss  and  any  other 
Federal  employee  convicted  of  a  major 
crime;  and  passed  a  Defense  E>epartment 
approprlaticm  bill  which  shifts  some  of 
the  military  emphasis  toward  airpower 
and  new  weapons.  This  last  law  pro- 
vided for  an  average  military  strength 
twice  what  it  was  at  the  start  of  the 
Korean  war. 

In  social  legislation,  the  83d  Congress 
showed  a  real  appreciation,  for  the  needs 
of  the  American  people.  We  authorized 
$60  mlUlon  a  year  for  each  of  the  next 
3  years  to  assist  the  States  in  building 
hospitals,  rehabilitation  centers,  and 
nursing  homes.  Our  State  of  Ohio  will 
get  about  $2,250,000  of  that  sum.  I 
voted  in  favor  of  a  health  reinsurance 
program,  but  it  was  defeated  on  a  motion 
to  recommit.  In  education  we  author- 
ized educational  eonferences,  a  National 
Advisory  Committee  on  Education,  and 
more  educational  research.  I  spent 
much  time  working  for  a  better  social- 
security  system.  We  enacted  legislation 
extending  social  security  to  millions  more 
people  and  Increasing  benefits  to  all. 

Highways  capable  of  handling  in- 
creased motor  traffic  are  of  vital  interest 
to  every  State.  We  enacted  legislation 
to  step  up  the  roadbuilding  program, 
with  an  authorization  for  $800  million  a 
year,  of  which  Ohio  will  receive  some 
$32  million,  instead  of  the  $22  million 
it  now  receives. 

Better  housing  has  long  been  on  my 
working  schedules.  It  became  one  of  my 
principal  efforts  in  this  Congress.  It  was 
a  fight  every  step  of  the  way.  But  we 
succeeded  in  passing  the  Housing  Act  of 
1954,  which  will  raise  dwelling  standards 
and  help  more  of  our  people  acquire  their 
own  homes.  For  communities  such  as 
Cleveland  this  act  will  help  in  getting 
rid  of  slums  and  in  improving  older 
neighborhoods.  Although  we  who  voted 
for  and  fought  for  the  President's  hous- 
ing program  did  not  succeed  in  getting 
the  full  number  of  low-rent  pubUc  hous- 
ing imits  passed  for  the  4-year  period 
which  the  President  requested,  we  did 
pass  a  bill  which  will  give  the  adminis- 
tration the  35,000  housing  units  re- 
quested for  this  year.  In  my  district,  for 
instance,  this  will  mean  that  there  will 
be  some  900  low-rent  luiits  into  which  we 
can  move  the  families  who  will  be  dis- 
possessed in  our  slum-clearance  pro- 
gram. 


In  veterans'  affairs,  this  Congress  in- 
creased by  5  percent  pensions  to  war  vet- 
erans with  disabilities,  and  to  their  de- 
pendents. 

In  agriculture,  we  passed  the  Presi- 
dent's flexible  price-support  program. 
This  will  do  much  toward  moving  our 
surplus  foods  out  of  warehouses  and  into 
markets  at  lower  prices  which  house- 
wives can  pay. 

This  is  but  the  halfway  mark  of  the 
Eisenhower  Republican  administration. 
If  the  President  has  in  the  84th  Congress 
a  good  majority  to  work  with  he  will  be 
able  to  go  far  along  the  road  he  hae  set 
his  feet  upon— a  road  which  will  insure 
to  the  rank  and  file  of  our  people  ever 
greater  assurance  that  this  is  a  country 
where  all  can  find  happiness  and  peace. 


Granahan  Finds  Goyemment's  Distressed 
Area  Procnrement  Program  a  Dud, 
but  Urges  Philadelphia  Firms  To  Seek 
To  Participate  i 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  WILUAM  T.  GRANAHAN 

or  PENNSYLVANIA 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  19,  1954 

Mr.  GRANAHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Philadelphia  labor  market  area  con- 
tinues to  be  one  of  the  so-called  dis- 
tressed areas  of  the  country  with  a  high 
incidence  of  unemployment.  This  Con- 
gress is  unfortunately  adjourning  with- 
out taking  any  really  important  steps 
toward  the  alleviation  of  unemployment 
in  Philadelphia  or  anjrwhere  else.  There- 
fore, we  can  look  to  a  continuation  of 

high  unemployment  in  the  country  for 

some  time  under  present  policies.  It  is 
a  griiQ  prospect.  It  is  a  tragic  thing  that 
this  country  cannot  maintain  the  pros- 
perity which  we  had  begun  to  take  al- 
most for  granted  under  Democrats  ad- 
ministrations 

I  have  spoken  here  from  time  to  time 
on  the  necessity  for  better  unemploy- 
ment compensation  benefits  in  order  to 
maintain  some  semblance  of  purchasing 
power  among  the  involuntary  unem- 
ployed, but  our  efforts  to  increase  bene- 
fits were  blocked  here  by  the  adverse 
votes  of  the  majority  party. 

I  have  urged  an  expansion  of  work  at 
the  naval  shipyard,  including  the  award 
of  one  of  the  new  ForrestaZ-type  carriers, 
but  that  was  refused  by  the  Navy  De- 
partment. 

I  have  sought  an  increase  in  the  mini- 
mum wage  so  that  Philadelphia  firms 
will  no  longer  lose  as  much  business  to 
imscrupulous  competitors  who  wax  pros- 
perous on  the  low-wage  rates  they  are 
permitted  to  pay  in  some  areas  of  the 
Nation  where  wage  rates  are  not  only 
far  below  Philadelphia  standards  but 
below  minimum  standards  of  decency. 
This  Congress  showed  no  interest  in 
that. 

And  so  it  has  gone  in  connection  with 
virtually  every  proposal  which  has  been 
made  here  to  try  to  bolster  our  economy 


and  give  it  greater  strength,  thus  assur- 
ing more  prosperity  for  all. 

DISTRESSED  AREA   PROGRAM  WAS  BXTfPOSZD 
TO  HELP 

One  of  the  few  constructive  steps 
which  have  been  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  past  year  to  try  to  help 
the  areas  of  high  unemployment  was  a 
program  borrowed  from  the  Truman  ad- 
ministration intended  to  channel  Gov- 
ernment orders  into  the  group  IV,  or 
substantial-surplus  labor  areas. 

I  have  been  most  interested  in  this 
program,  particularly  since  Philadelphia 
became  a  group  IV  area  in  June  and 
thus  became  eligible  for  special  consid- 
eration under  this  program. 

Bur  the  results  of  it  have  been  almost 
nil.  They  are  summarized.  I  think,  in 
the  opening  paragraphs  of  a  press  re- 
lease which  I  issued  on  July  IB,  which 
began  as  follows: 
Grvnahan   Finds   Government's   Distressed 

Area    Procurement   Program    a   Duo,    Bxjt 

Urges   Philadelphia   Firms   To   Seek   To 

Participate 

Congressman  William  T.  GranaHan.  Dem- 
ocrat, of  Philadelphia,  last  night  urged  Phila- 
delphia firms  to  go  after  Government  con- 
tracts under  the  distressed  area  procure- 
ment program,  but  warned  them  the  pro- 
gram so  far  has  been  a  dud. 

"The  General  Services  Administration  Isn't 
even  participating  In  it  and  the  Dflfense  De- 
partment has  done  practically  nothing  under 
it  up  to  now,"  Granahan  reported. 

The  Second  District  Congressman  revealed 
that  he  wrote  GSA  Administrator  Edmund 
F.  Mansure  and  Secretary  of  Defense  Charles 
E.  Wilson  more  than  a  month  ago — shortly 
after  Philadelphia  was  placed  In  the  group  IV 
category  of  substantial  labor  surplus — to  In- 
quire how  the  special  procurement  program 
in  distressed  areas  has  been  working  and  to 
learn  what  Philadelphia  firms  can  do  to  par- 
ticipate In  It. 

"I  received  a  reply  In  about  2  weeks  from 
the  General  Services  Administration,"  he  re- 
ported. "They  said  that  at  this  time  in  GS.^ 
there  is  insufficient  area  for  effective  imple- 
mentation of  the  defense  manpower  pollry 
directive  dealing  with  negotiated  contracts 
and  special  set -aside  orders  in  surplus  labor 
areas.  So  they  aren't  doing  anything 
about  it. 

"Tlie  Defense  Department  tools  nearly  r 
month  to  inform  me  it  has  done  practically 
nothing  under  this  program  except  to  advise 
the  various  branches  of  the  military  that 
where  appropriate  they  are  to  try  to  channel 
some  of  their  procurement  Into  surplus  labor 
areas  as  long  as  prices  are  no  higher  than 
they  would  otherwise  be. 

"In  the  first  3  months  of  operation  of  this 
program  since  Its  much-publicized  an- 
nouncement by  the  Eisenhower  administra- 
tion as  an  antirecession  move.  tOe  Defense 
Department  apologetically  states  It  placed 
only  four  contracts  in  labor  surplus  areas 
under  the  special  machinery  of  this  program. 
It  explained  that  it  takes  time  to  get  a  pro- 
gram like  this  into  operation." 

THE    4    CONTRACTS    TOTALED    ONLY    $163,159 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  4  contracts  the  De- 
fense Department  referred  to  as  repre- 
senting the  total  of  its  contract  awards 
under  this  program  during  the  first  3 
months  of  operation  came  to  the  grand 
total  of  $163,159 — a  drop  in  the  bucket. 

During  the  same  period,  the  military 
awarded  $35  million  worth  of  defense 
contracts  in  labor  surplus  areas  imder 
normal  procedures  without  regard  to  this 
special  program.     So  it  is  obvious  that 


the  special  program  has  been  t>retty 
much  of  a  failure. 

Nevertheless,  I  have  urged  Philadel- 
phia firms  in  need  of  work  to  keep  their 
plants  and  payrolLs  occupied  to  take  the 
following  steps  suggested  by  the  Defense 
Department  to  learn  about  and  apply 
for  Ooverrunent  contracts: 

First.  Register  on  the  bidders'  list  of 
every  military  purchasing  office  which 
may  procure  items  of  supply  that  the 
firm  is  capable  of  manufacturing. 

Second.  Obtain  from  the  Government 
Printing  Office  two  Defense  Department 
publications:  One  entitled  "How  To  Sell 
to  the  Department  of  Defense,"  Usting 
procedures  to  be  followed  in  getting  on 
appropriate  bidders'  lists;  and  another 
entitled  "Purchased  Items  and  Purchas- 
ing Locations  of  the  Department  of  De- 
fense," giving  a  commodity  listing  of 
items  purchased  and  the  purchasing  of- 
fices which  do  the  buymg. 

Third.  Subscribe,  for  $7  a  year,  to  the 
daily  fact-sheet  publication  of  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce  entitled  'Synop- 
sis of  United  States  Government  Pro- 
posed Procurement  and  Contract 
Awards,"  listing  all  current  or  future 
procurement  items  on  which  bids  are 
invited. 

The  special  defense  manpower  policy 
dealing  with  labor  surplus  areas  was  first 
set  up  in  the  1949-50  period  by  former 
President  Truman  to  channel  Govern- 
ment orders  into  group  IV  areas — where 
6  percent  or  more  of  the  labor  force  is 
unemployed.  The  program  was  revived 
early  this  year  by  President  Eisenhower. 

MANY   PmOCUmKlCENT  OITICZS   IN   phuadelpbu 
AREA 

Under  it.  Government  agencies  are  to 
give  preference  on  tie  bids  to  firms  from 
group  rv  areas.  In  addition,  they  are 
authorized  to  set  aside  up  to  20  percent 
of  their  procurement  of  a  particular  item 
for  award  on  a  negotiated  price  basis  to 

firms  in  group  IV  areas,  provided  the 
price  on  these  contracts  is  no  higher 
than  the  price  arrived  at  through  open 
bidding  on  the  other  80  percent. 

Among  Defense  Department  purchas- 
ing offices  listed  in  Philadelphia  by  the 
publication  Purchased  Items  and  Pur- 
chasing Locations  are  the  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers, City  Centre  Building,  121  North 
Broad  Street;  Frankford  Arsenal;  Phila- 
delphia Ordnance  District,  1500  Chest- 
nut Street;  Quartermaster  Depot;  Signal 
Corps  Supply  Agency,  225  South  18th 
street;  Navy  General  Stores  Supply  Of- 
fice, and  Navy  Aviation  Supply  Office, 
both  at  700  Robbins  Avenue;  Submarine 
Supply  Office,  Rittenhouse  Square  Build- 
ing. 19th  and  Walnut  Streets;  the  Navy 
Shipyard  and  the  Naval  Air  Material 
Center  at  the  Naval  Base;  and  the  Ma- 
rine Corps  Depot  of  Supplies. 

The  document  gives  a  breakdown  of 
the  types  of  items  purchased  by  each  of 
these  and  all  other  Defense  Department 
installations. 

Prior  to  Philadelphia's  recent  desig- 
nation by  the  Labor  Department  as  a 
group  rv  labor  surplus  area  eligible  for 
participation  in  the  special  procurement 
program,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  had  been  seek- 
ing to  persuade  the  Defense  Department 
to    take    steps   to   ^eep    the    ACF-Brill 


Motors  Co.  plant  from  closing  down  tor 
lack  of  orders. 

The  Department  informed  me  at  that 
time  that  ACF-Brill  was  certainly 
familiar  with  what  Oovemment  con- 
tracts were  availaWe  and  that  nothing 
special  could  be  done  for  the  firm  unless 
it  won  its  own  contracts  on  a  competi- 
tive basis. 

raucs  MTTsr  smx  ran  own  Bntooro 

OWORl  UNITIES 

When  Philadelphia  was  placed  in 
group  IV,  however,  I  renewed  this  In- 
quir>'  with  special  reference  to  the  pro- 
curement program  for  distressed  areas 
I  asked  what  not  only  ACP-Brill  but  all 
firms  in  the  Philadelphia  area  could  do 
to  get  Government  contracts  under  the 
Etefense  Manpower  Policy  Directive. 
The  answer  still  seems  to  be  that  they 
have  to  go  out  and  find  their  own  bid 
opportunities. 

Obviously,  with  so  few  contracts 
awarded  in  surplus  areas  under  the  set- 
aside  feature  in  the  first  3  months  of 
operation,  the  program  has  not  been 
accomplishing  what  it  was  set  up  to  do. 
Probably  it  is  up  to  the  individual  firm 
to  prove  to  procurement  officials  that  a 
set-aside  on  a  particular  item  would  be 
deemed  appropriate. 

In  my  letters  to  Wilson  and  Mansure, 
I  had  asked: 

In  view  of  ttoe  alarming  Increase  In  unem- 
ployment In  many  areas  of  the  Nation, 
resulting  in  the  current  listing  of  61  major 
industrial  oenterB  as  group  IV  areas  of  sub- 
stantial (6  to  12  percent)  or  very  Bubatantial 
(la  percent  or  more)  unemployment,  does 
the  Department  of  Defense  or  OSA  have  any 
precent  plans  for  a  substantial  increase 
either  in  the  tempo  of  this  special  man- 
power policy  program  or  in  the  total  overall 
amount  of  defense  procurement? 

Al  E  Snyder.  Assistant  Administrator 
of  GSA,  replied  for  Mansure  that  unless 
and  until  the  scope  and  size  of  OSA 
procurement  for  Defense  and  certain 
civilian  agencies  are  expanded,  OSA  heis 
no  plans  for  participating  in  the  set- 
aside  program. 

BKnCNSB  DKPABTMXNT  IKDICATZS  PROCRAII  Xa 
SMALL 

T.  P.  Pike,  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Defense  for  Supply  and  Logistics,  re- 
plying for  Wilson,  said: 

Military  requirements,  of  course,  are  lim- 
ited by  the  aniount  of  appropriations  made 
available  for  procurement  purposes.  As  a 
consequence  we  are  unable  to  increase  the 
overall  amount  of  procurement.  Our  re- 
quirements verification  is  based  upon  the 
concept  that  delivery  schedules  as  well  as 
particular  items  and  quantities  of  such  items 
must  be  accurately  stated  and  planned. 
Thus,  we  are  unable  to  substantially  Increase 
the  tempo  of  the  procurement  program  with- 
out correspondingly  disrupting  the  entire 
program. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  guess  this  means  "No." 
At  least,  however.  Pike  has  assured  me 
the  Defense  Department  is  sympathetic 
with  the  unemployment  problems  and 
that  in  the  procurement  of  our  require- 
ments, appropriate  consideration  will  be 
given  to  bids  received  from  firms  located 
in  the  Philadelphia  area. 

What  all  this  adds  up  to  Is  that  it  ob- 
viously is  not  much  of  a  program  to  date. 


bat  in  view  of  our  unemployment  prob* 
lems  and  the  need  for  more  contracts,  I 
urge  all  Philad^i^ila  area  firms  with  idle 
plant  capacity  to  go  after  these  Govem- 
ment  contracts  wherever  possible. 
TRi  omciAi.  DDwcnvs  OK  scr-ASisa 

Defense  Department  procurement  ofB- 
cials  have  been  ordered  by  the  Pentagon 
to  conform  to  the  Defense  Manpower 
Policy  Directive  by  doing  the  following: 

First: 

Use  their  beet  efforts  to  award  nceoUatcd 
procurements  to  contractors  located  In  labor 
surplus  areas  for  performance  substantially 
within  such  areas  to  the  extent  that  procure- 
ment obJecUves  will  permit;  provided,  that 
In  no  case  shall  price  differentials  be  paid  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  tlUs  policy. 

Second: 

Where  deemed  appropriate,  wt-aside  por- 
tions of  procurements  for  negotiation  exolu* 
slvely  with  Urms  located  In  labor  surptua 
areas  at  prices  no  higher  than  tboae  paid  oa 

the  non-set-aside  portion. 

Third: 

Assure  that  firms  In  labor  surplut  area* 
which  are  on  appropriate  bidders'  lists  are 
given  an  opportunity  to  submit  bids  or  pro- 
posals on  all  procurements  for  which  tbey 
are  qualified  and  on  which  small  businvw 
Joint  determlnatlona  have  not  been  mtde. 

KXCHANGR   Or   COaRKBPONDBHCS    WITH   «•*, 
DKFKNai 

Mr.  Speaker,  foUpwlng  are  the  texta 
of  the  letters  which  I  sent  to  General 
Services  Administrator  Mansure  and 
Defense  Secretary  Wilson  on  this  matter 
and  the  replies  which  I  received: 

RotrsE  or  RcmaautTATiva, 
Washington,  D.  C.  June  15,  l$S4. 
Hon.  Edmund  F.  IfANsmut, 

Adminittrator,  Otneral  Services  Ai» 
ministration.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dkas  Mk.  MANsxrax:  In  view  of  the  reo*nt 
designation  of  Phlladelpnia  as  a  group  XV-A 
lalsor  market  area  (substantial  unamploy- 
ment  of  between  0  and  12  percent) ,  and  In 
view  of  the  special  program  outlined  in  ODII 

Defense  Manpower  Policy  Directive  No.  4  laat 
November  directed  at  relieving  unemploy- 
ment In  group  IV  areas,  will  you  pleaM  let 
me  know: 

1.  What  steps  can  Philadelphia  firms 
take — and  where  can  they  obtain  complete^ 
and  accurate  information— to  enable  them 
to  qualify  for  portions  of  pending  Govern- 
ment procurement  contracts  under  Oeneral 
Services  Administration  Jurisdiction  in  pur- 
suance of  ODM  Defense  Manpower  Policy 
Directive  No.  47 

2.  Is  the  program  outlined  under  this  pol- 
icy directive  actually  in  operation  on  OSA 
procurement?  If  so.  can  you  advise  me 
what  contracts  have  been  channeled  to  what 
firms  in  what  localities  pursuant  to  thU^ 
policy?  I  ask  this  because  I  have  received 
conflicting  Information — on  the  one  hand 
that  no  procurement  hsM  been  carried  out 
under  this  policy  directive,  and  on  the  other 
hand  that  only  about  •130.000  «torth  of 
orders  have  been  so  placed  by  OSA  and  tha 
Department  of  Defense  combined.  My  in- 
quiry to  you  concerns  only  the  OSA  expert* 
ence  under  the  program. 

3.  In  view  of  the  alarming  Increase  In 
unemployment  In  many  areas  of  the  Nation, 
resulting  in  the  current  lUtlng  of  61  major 
Industrial  or  business  centers  In  the  group 
rv  category,  does  your  agency  have  any  pres- 
ent plans  for  a  sulMtantlal  Increase  In  tb« 
tempo  of  procurement  under  the  OEM  De- 
fense Manpower  Policy  Directive  Wo.  4?       , 

I  will  very  much  appreciate  an  early  reply, 
so  that  I  can  pass  this  information  on  to 
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lntarMt«d    buBlnea*    Anns    and    «Baploy«« 
group*  In  the  Philadelphia  area. 
Sincerely  yours, 

WUxxam  T.  OsAirAsuK. 


QxmtMta.  SmvicB  AoiransnuTioN, 

Waahfnffton.  D.  C.  June  25,  1954. 
Re  Defeaae  Manpower  FoUcy  No.  4. 

Hon.   WbXUM   T.    OCAJIAHAN, 

HoiMe  o/  Representatives, 

Washington.  D.  C. 

DcAB  CoMGKZSSiCAif  OBAiTAHAif :  TouT  letter 
of  June  15.  1954,  requests  certain  informa- 
tion as  to  the  activities  and  policy  of  this 
Administration  with  regard  to  ODM  Defense 
Manpower  Policy  No.  4.  In  order  that  you 
may  advise  Interested  business  firms  and  em- 
ployee groups  In  the  Philadelphia  area. 

Pending  completion  of  arrangements  with 
the  Department  of  Defense  and  certain  civil- 
ian agencies,  which  will  enlarge  the  scope 
and  size  of  Oeneral  Services  Administration 
procitfement.  It  has  been  determined,  and 
the  purchasing  offices  of  this  Administration 
so  advised,  that,  at  this  time,  there  is  insuffi- 
cient area  for  effective  Implementation  of 
those  paragraphs  of  Defense  Manpower  Policy 
No.  4  (revised)  which  provides  for  the  nego- 
tiation of  contracts  and  the  use  of  set-asides 
to  place  contracts  within  siuplus  labor  areas. 

The  remaining  provisions  of  the  imple- 
mentation applicable  to  all  procurement 
agencies  are  being  Implemented  with  respect 
to  procurement  by  the  Federal  Supply  Serv- 
ice, vrlth  particular  emphasis  on  paragraphs 
IV.B  3  and  4.  with  regard  to  "bidders'  list" 
and  "tie  bids,"  respectively. 

Separate  mailing  lists  are  maintained  by 
each  OSA  regional  office.  Philadelphia  firms 
Interested  in  bidding  on  OSA  procurement 
should  make  application  direct  to  these 
offices  for  the  inclusion  of  their  names  on 
the  appropriate  bidders'  mailing  list.  For 
your  information,  a  list  of  the  General  Serv- 
ices Administration  pxirchasing'  offices  is 
enclosed. 

No  plans  are  being  made  at  this  time  to 
alter  oiu'  present  policy  with  regard  to  De- 
fense Manpower  Policy  No.  4.  However,  to 
the  extent  that  procurement  directives  will 
permit,  we  will  continue  to  cooperate  to  the 
fullest  extent  with  the  Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization. 

Cordially  yours, 

Al  E.  Sntokb, 
Assistant  Administrator. 


House  or  Repbesentatives, 
Washington,  D.  C,  June  15.  1954. 
Hon.  CRAaLzs  E.  Wujson. 

Secretary,  Department  of  Defense,, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dea«  Mr.  WttsoN:  As  you  may  recall,  I 
wrote  to  you  May  10  in  regard  to  the  situa- 
tion of  the  ACF-BrlU  Motors  Co.,  whose  em- 
ployees had  indicated  to  me  that  the  com- 
pany might  have  to  close  its  Philadelphia 
plant  because  of  lack  of  defense  orders,  and 
asked  what  prospect  there  was  for  an  in- 
crease in  orders  to  this  important  Philadel- 
phia facility. 

I  received  In  reply  a  letter  from  T.  P.  Pike. 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Supply  and  Logistics, 
dated  May  29,  which  stated  that  there  is  no 
iTieans  by  which  the  Brill  Co.  could  be  ac- 
corded any  preferential  treatment  and  in- 
dicating that  price  considerations  almost 
entirely  determine  the  award  of  defense  con- 
tracts. 

Since  that  time,  Philadelphia  has  been  des- 
ignated as  a  group  IV  surplus  labor  area  by 
the  Department  of  Labor.  Dnder  Office  of 
Defense  Mobilization  Defense  Manpower 
Policy  No.  4  issued  last  November,  I  under- 
Eiand  that  provision  is  made  for  a  set-aside 
on  Government  procurement  contracts  so 
that  up  to  20  percent  of  any  such  contract 
can  be  channelled  to  group  IV  surplus  labor 
areas  on  a  matching-bid  basis — that   is.  If 


suppliers  can  meet  low  bids  submitted  by 
contractors  bidding  on  the  other  80  percent. 
In  view  of  the  designation  of  Philadelphia 
as  a  group  IV  area  eligible  for  this  special 
consideration,  I  should  like  to  broaden  my 
earlier  inquiry  of  May  10  to  ask  the  follow- 
ing: 

1.  What  steps  can  Philadelphia  firms 
take — and  where  can  they  obtain  complete 
and  accurate  information  to  enable  them  to 
qualify  for  portions  of  pending  procurement 
contracts  under  Defense  Manpower  Policy 
No.  4? 

2.  Is  the  program  outlined  under  this  pol- 
icy directive  actually  in  operation?  If  so, 
can  you  advise  me  what  contracts  have  been 
channeled  to  what  firms  in  what  localities, 
pursuant  to  this  policy?  I  ask  this  question 
because  I  have  received  information  that  no 
procurement  has  been  carried  out  so  far 
under  the  policy  directive  of  last  November. 
I  have  also  received  information  that  the 
dollar  value  of  contracts  so  awarded  under 
this  program  totals  only  about  $130,000.  In 
view  of  the  conflicllng  information,  I  would 
appreciate  an  authoritative  report  on  the 
actual  status  of  the  program. 

3.  In  view  of  the  alarming  Increase  in  un- 
employment in  many  areas  of  the  Nation, 
resulting  in  the  current  listing  of  51  njajor 
Industrial  centers  as  group  IV  areas  of  sub- 
stantial (6  to  12  percent)  or  very  substantial 
(12  percent  or  more)  unemployment,  does 
the  Department  of  Defense  have  any  present 
plans  for  a  substantial  Increase  either  in  the 
temp>o  of  this  special  distressed  area  procure- 
ment program  or  in  the  total  overall  amount 
of  defense  procurement? 

While  my  original  inquiry  to  you  on  May 
10  was  based  primarily  on  the  prospect  of  a 
shutdown  of  the  Brill  Co.  plant  because 
of  lack  of  defense  orders.  I  am  now  seeking 
information  which  can  be  useful  not  only  to 
that  firm  but  to  all  of  the  firms  in  the  PltUa- 
delphla  area  which  could  benefit  from  in- 
creased defense  orders  and  which  could 
thereby  help  relieve  our  serious  unemploy- 
ment problem.  j 
Sincerely  yours.  I 
WUXIAM  T.  GbanahaM. 


Assistant  Secretary  or  Defense.    | 
Washington,  D.  C.  July  7,  19i4. 
Hon.  WnxiAM  T.  Granahan, 
House  of.  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Granahan:  Further  reference  is 
made  to  your  letter  of  June  15  In  which  you 
request  additional  information  rec^ardlng  the 
awarding  of  defense  contracts  to  firms  in 
the  Philadelphia  area. 

The  Department  of  Defense  has  Imple- 
mented Defense  Manpower  Policy  No.  4 
through  the  Armed  Services  Procurement 
Regulation.  Essentially  this  regulation 
directs  the  military  departments  to  comply 
with  the  following: 

"Use  their  best  efTorts  to  award  negotiated 
procurements  to  contractors  located  in  iPfcor 
surplus  areas  for  performance  substantaally 
within  such  areas  to  the  extent  that  procjvire- 
ment  objectives  will  permit:  provided,  that 
in  no  case  shall  price  differentials  be  paid 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  this  policy. 

"Where  deemed  appropriate,  set-aside  por- 
tions of  procurements  for  negotiation  ex- 
clusively with  firms  located  in  labor  surplus 
areas  at  prices  no  higher  than  those  paid  on 
the  non-set-aside  portion. 

"Assure  that  firms  in  labor  surplus  areas 
which  are  on  appropriate  bidders'  lists  are 
given  an  opportunity  to  submit  bids  or  pro- 
posals on  all  procurements  for  which  they 
are  qualified  and  on  which  small  business 
Joint  determinations  have  not  been  made." 

The  above  policy  was  published  in  revision 
No.  28  to  the  Armed  Services  Procurement 
Regulation  on  January  9,  1954.  Distribution 
of  the  revision  to  all  procurement  offices  was 
not  fully  accomplished  until  the  first  part 
of    February    and    was    applicaijle    onl|    to 


procurements  initiated  after  receipt-  Most 
procurements  require  a  processing  period  of 
from  1  to  3  months  between  the  time  of 
invitations  and  the  time  of  awards.  Conse- 
quently, the  first  and  only  available  report 
under  the  revised  policy,  January-March 
1954.  perhaps  does  not  reflect  a  trua  picture 
of  the  program.  During  that  period  4  con- 
tracts totaling  $163,159  were  placed  In  labor 
Eiuplus  areas  through  the  set-aside  prefer- 
ence. In  the  same  period  contracts  totaling 
approximately  $35  million  were  placed  in 
labor  surplus  areas  through  our  normal  pro- 
curement procedures. 

In  order  to  participate  in  defense  pro- 
curement or  receive  consideration  because 
of  location  in  a  Uibor  surplus  area  it  is  essen- 
tial that  manufacturing  firms  in  the  Phil- 
adelphia area  be  registered  on  the  bidders' 
list  of  every  military  purchasing  office  which 
may  procure  Items  of  supply  that  the  firms 
are  capable  of  manufacturing.  Reviewing 
the  li-st  of  firms  from  Philadelphia  that  have 
been  prime  contractors  to  the  military  de- 
partments and  those  which  at  present  have 
contracts,  it  is  evident  that  these  firms  are 
familiar  with  military  procurement  and 
thoroughly  understand  the  procedures  for 
obtaining  defense  contracts. 

There  are  no  doubt  Arms  in  the  area  which 
have  not  in  the  past  endeavored  to  obtain 
defense  contracts.  The  chamber  of  com- 
merce or  other  civic  organizations  should 
encourage  such  firms  to  participate  in  the 
program.  To  this  end  certain  Informatton 
should  be  passed  on  to  these  firms. 

Tlie  Department  of  Defense  has  recently 
published  two  pamphlets  deslftned  to  assist 
manufacturing  firms  In  doing  business  with 
the  military.  The  first  pamphlet.  How  To 
Sell  to  the  Department  of  Defense,  contains 
general  information  about  Government  con- 
tracts and  the  procedures  to  be  followed  in 
getting  on  appropriate  bidders'  li$t.  The 
second  pamphlet.  Purchased  Items  and  Pur- 
chasing Locations  of  the  Department  of 
Defense,  contains  a  commodity  llBtlntr  of 
Items  purchased  and  the  purchasing  offices 
which  do  the  procuring.  Copies  of  the  above 
pamphlets  are  enclosed  for  your  information. 
Manufacturing  firms  or  pror,pective  sup- 
pliers may  purchase  these  pamphlets  from 
the  Superintendent  of  Document,  United 
States  Government  Printing  Offlce,  Washing- 
ton 23.  D.  C. 

Information  with  respect  to  proposed  pro- 
curements and  contract  awards  Is  published 
dally  by  the  Department  of  Commerce.  This 
publication  Synopsis  of  United  States  Gov- 
ernment Proposed  Procurement  and  Con- 
tract Awards  may  be  subscribed  to  by 
bu.^ine.ss  firms  at  $7  per  year  as  indicated 
on  the  copy  which  is  enclosed  for  your  in- 
formation. 

Tliere  are  some  8  or  10  military  purchasing 
oECces  in  Phil:idelphia  as  ind, erred  in  the 
enclosed  pampiilets.  Fums  located  in  that 
area  may  obtain  procurement  information 
from  any  of  these  offices. 

MiUtary  requirements,  of  course,  are  lim- 
ited by  the  amount  of  f ppropriatiottis  made 
available  for  procurement  purposes.  As  a 
consequence  we  are  unable  to  increase  the 
overall  amount  of  procurement.  Our  re- 
quirements verification  is  based  Upon  the 
concept  that  delivery  schedules  aa  well  as 
partlcvilar  items  and  quantitle'i  of  such  Items 
must  be  accurately  stated  and  planned. 
Tlius  we  are  unable  to  substantially  in- 
crease the  tempo  of  the  procurement  pro- 
gram without  corresponUingly  disrupting  the 
entire  program. 

Please  be  assured  that  the  Department  of 
Defense  is  sympathetic  with  the  unemploy- 
ment problems  and  that  in  the  proouremcnt 
of  our  requirements  appropriate  considera- 
tion will  be  given  to  bids  received  from  ftmns 
located  In  the  Philadelphia  area. 
Sincerely  yours, 

T.    P.   PlKl. 
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SENA1I 

Friday,  .Vrci  st  20,  lO-vl 

(Legislative  day  of  Thursday.  August  S. 
1954) 

The  Senate  met  at  9:30  o'clock  a.  m.. 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Dr.  Fred  H.  Heatlier.  Jr..  Methodist 
Commission  on  Chap  Buns.  Washington, 
D.  C,  offered  the  following  pi^yer: 

Let  us  pray.  O  Goi.  we  love  Thee  be- 
cause Thou  hast  macie  us  Thy  children 
and  dost  call  us  to  be  Thy  servants.  As 
we  rejoice  in  the  high  privilege  of  t)elong- 
inp  to  the  family  of  \.hich  Thou  art  the 
head,  so  also  make  us  faithful  in  the  com- 
pletion of  the  tasks  which  are  given  us 
to  perform.  Forgive  as  our  sins;  and  in 
all  things  may  we  have  an  honest  pref- 
erence to  do  Thy  will     Amen. 


THE  JOCRNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Knowland.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  procee<lings  of  Thursday, 
August  19,  1954,  was  cispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESmENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President 
of  the  Unit«l  States  w  ere  communicated 
to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his 
secretaries. 


REPORT  ON  MUTUAL  SECURITY 
PROGRAM— MESSAGE  FROM  THE 
PRESIDENT  (H.  DOC.  NO.  495) 

The  PRESIDE2<rr  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which,  with  the  accompanying  report, 
was  referred  to  the  Comm^ittee  on  For- 
eign Relations: 

To  the  Congress  of  thit  United  States: 

I  am  transmitting  herewith  the  report 
on  the  Mutual  Security  Program  cover- 
ing operation-  during  the  6-month  period 
ended  Jime  30,  1954.  in  furtherance  of 
the  purpKJse  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act 
of  1951,  as  airended. 

The  mutual  security  programs,  as  car- 
ried out  through  the  Foreign  Operations 
Administration,  are  effectively  advanc- 
ing the  security  of  the  United  States  and 
of  our  cooperating  partners  in  the  free 
world. 

DwiGHT  D.  Eisenhower. 
The  White  House,  August  20.  1954. 


REPORT  OF  COMPTROLLER  OF  THE 
CURRENCY 

The  PRESIDENT  pre  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  letter  from  the  Comp- 
troller of  the  Currency,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on  the  activi- 
ties of  the  Bureau  of  the  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency  for  the  >ear  1953,  which, 
with  the  accompanying:  report,  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 
Mr.    KNOWLAND.     Mr.    President,   I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum,  and  I 


ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  time 
consumed  in  the  calling  of  the  roll  be 
charged  to  neither  side. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection  it  is  so  ordered.  The  Sec- 
retary will  call  the  roll 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Barrrtt 

Harden 

Past  ore 

BrKlices 

Hrndnclnon 

SAltonstail 

Carlson 

Hennings 

Sn-.ather* 

CIem*nis 

Holland 

Sar.Uh.  Maine 

Cooper 

Johnson.  Trx 

Stennls 

Ehiff 

Johnston.  S  C. 

Srniinston 

Ervin 

Knoviand 

Th\-e 

Georse 

Manm 

Green 

M&ybank 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr. 
Wiley  1.  the  semor  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan I  Mr.  Ferguson  1.  the  junior  Senator 
from  Michigan  I  Mr.  Potter  1,  and  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  SMrml 
are  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
CapkhartI  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
(Mr.  Welker]  are  absent  on  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  fMrs. 
Bowsing  1.  the  Senator  from  Mar>iand 
I  Mr.  Butler],  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont I  Mr.  Flanders],  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  I  Mr.  Goldwater],  the  junior 
Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr.  JennerI,  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Puk- 
TELLl.  and  Uie  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire I  Mr.  Upton  1  are  necessarily'  absent. 

Mr.  CLEME:NTS.  I  announce  tliat 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  ByrdI. 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  I  Mr.  Pctl- 
BRicHTl.  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
I  Mr.  KEFAXTVERr.  and  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  I  Mr.  Sparkman]  are  necessarily 
at>sent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  FMr.  DaniilI, 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Douglas  1, 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  (Mr.  EAst- 
land].  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  I  Mr. 
EllenderI.  and  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  LennonJ  are  absent  on 
official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  FMr.  Gillette] 
is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDEINT  pro  tempore.  A 
quorum  is  not  present. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  be 
directed  to  request  the  attendance  of 
absent  Senators. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temf>ore.  The 
Sergeant  at  Arms  will  execute  the  order 
of  the  Senate. 

After  a  little  delay,  Mr.  Aiken.  Mr. 
Anderson,  Mr.  Beall,  Mr.  Bennett,  Mr. 
Bricker.  Mr.  Burke.  Mr.  Bush,  Mr.  Case, 
Mr.  Chavez.  Mr.  Cordon.  Mr.  Crippa, 
Mr.  Dirksen.  Mr.  Dworshak.  Mr.  Frear, 
Mr.  Gore.  Mr.  Hickenlooper.  Mr.  Hill. 
Mr.  Humphrey.  Mr.  Ives,  Mr.  Jackson, 
Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Kennedy, 
Mr.  Kerr,  Mr.  Kilgore.  Mr.  Kuchel.  Mr. 
Langer.  Mr.  Lehman.  Mr.  Long.  Mr.  Mag- 
NUSON.  Mr.  Malone,  Mr.  Mansfield.  Mr. 
McCarran,  Mr.  McCarthy,  Mr.  McClel- 
LAN,  Mr.  Millikin.  Mr.  Monroney,  Mr. 
Morse,  Mr.  Mttndt.  Mr.  Mitrray,  Mr. 
Neely,  Mr.  Payne.  Mr.  Reynolds.  Mt. 
Robertson,  Mr.  Russell.  Mr.  Schoep- 
pel,  Mr.  Watkins.  Mr.  Williams,  and 


Mr.  YoTNc  entered  the  Chamber  and 
answered  to  their  names. 

The   presidewt   pro   tempore.     A 
quorum  is  presenu 


PAY  INCREASE  FOR  GOVERNMENT 
EMPLOYEES 

The  Senate  resumed  the  oonsMeration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R  7Ti4>  to  establish  a  uni- 
form system  for  the  granting  of  incentive 
aa'ards  to  officers  and  employees  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas,  Mr.  Presl* 
dent.  I  yield  to  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  OfBce  and  CiYil  Service, 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Kansas 
I  Mr.  CutLsoNl.  5  minutes  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  the  bill 
now  before  the  Senate  was  reported  with 
the  unanimous  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice. The  committee  held  hearings  on 
what  is  regarded  as  a  bill  for  both  the 
postal  and  classified  employees. 

House  bill  7774  provides,  first,  for  a  5- 
percent  increase  both  for  postal  aiul 
classified  workers,  with  a  floor,  or  mini- 
mum of  S200  for  postal  workers,  and  a 
minimum  of  $170  for  classified  workers, 
and  a  maximum  for  both  of  $440. 

The  bill  Is  the  result  of  a  concerted 
effort  on  the  part  of  the  committee  to 
secure  legislation  which  will  pay  postal 
and  classified  workers  what  the  commit- 
tee believes  to  be  a  Just  and  realistic  in- 
crease in  wages,  one  which  Is  based  on 
the  increased  cost  of  living,  and  upon  pay 
Increases  which  have  been  given  in  pri- 
vate industry. 

It  occurs  to  me,  as  I  think  It  occurs  to' 
other  members  of  the  committee,  that 
not  only  are  the  proposed  salary  adjust- 
ments or  salary  increases  which  the  com- 
mittee has  voted  fair,  but  that  the  work- 
ers are  entitled  to  them  on  the  basis  of 
their  rights.  It  was  the  contention  of 
the  committee  that  the  postal  workers 
and  classified  workers  are  entitled  to  sal- 
ary increases  without  any  other  legisla- 
tion affecting  revenue.  Either  the  postal 
and  classified  workers  are  entitled  to 
have  pay  increases,  or  they  are  not. 
That  is  one  of  the  issues  before  the  Sen- 
ate this  morning. 

The  bill  not  only  provides  pay  In- 
creases for  the  groups  of  postal  and  clas- 
sified employees,  but  also  provides  In- 
creases for  Judicial  and  legislative  em- 
ployees. In  fact,  the  provisions  of  the 
classified  section  of  the  bill  follow  the 
act  of  1951 :  and  all  the  employees  who 
were  included  in  that  bill  are  included 
in  the  bill  which  is  now  before  the 
Senate. 

Furthermore,  the  bill  provides  for  a 
Commission  to  study  reclassification  in 
the  Post  Office  Department.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  a  memt)er  of  the  com- 
mittee, or  of  the  entire  Senate,  who  does 
not  believe  there  should  be  a  reclassifica- 
tion in  the  Post  Office  Department. 

Three  proposals  for  reclassification 
have  been  before  Congress  this  year. 
One  of  the  proposals  was  submitted  by 
the  Post  Office  Department  and  was 
made  a  part  of  what  is  known  as  the 
Rees  bill.  Another  proposal  was  sub- 
mitted ih  what  is  known  as  the  Ccvbett 
bill.    The  reclassification  section  of  tbe 
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Corbett  bill  Is  quite  similar  to  the  sec- 
tion in  the  committee  approved  bllL  liie 
Senate  Committee  on  Post  OfBce  and 
Civil  Service,  after  studying  both  of  those 
proposals,  came  forward  with  a  different 
bin.  In  the  Senate  coipmittee's  proposal 
for  a  study  of  reclasslfid'ation  in  the  Post 
OfBce  Department,  provision  is  made  for 
a  commission,  of  which  the  Postmaster 
General  would  be  chairman,  of  which 
the  chairmen  and  the  ranking  minority 
members  of  both  the  Senate  and  the 
House  Committees  on  Post  0£Bce  and 
Civil  Service  would  be  members,  and  the 
President  would  be  authorized  and  di- 
rected to  appoint  four  other  individuals 
to  serve  on  the  commission,  two  from 
the  Post  OfBce  Department  and  two  from 
employee  groups. 

The  commission  is  to  meet  and  study 
the  reclassification  program,  and  then 
to  submit  a  recommendation  to  Congress 
by  March  15,  1955.  I  feel  confident  that 
when  the  report  is  submitted,  there  will 
be  no  question  that  Congress  will  ap- 
prove it.  All  of  us  are  agreed  that  re- 
classification is  needed. 

That,  basically,  is  a  statement  of  the 
contents  of  the  bill  before  the  Senate. 
I  think  it  has  been  so  well  discussed,  not 
only  in  Congress,  but  also  in  the  press, 
that  everyone  imderstands  the  issue  be- 
fore the  Senate  this  morning. 

I  am  in  a  very  difficult  position.  In 
fact,  I  am  in  an  embarrasshig  position. 
I  speak  as  chairman  of  the  committee 
submitting  a  unanimous  report.  An 
amendment  has  been  offered  which  in- 
cludes some  provisions  which  were  not 
considered  when  the  committee  held 
hearings  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CARLSON.    I  yield. 

Nfr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Did  I  cor- 
rectly understand  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator to  say  that  the  bill  before  the  Sen- 
ate was  reported  by  the  Senate  commit- 
tee by  a  unanimous  vote? 

Mr.  CARLSON.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  When  was 
the  bill  reported? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  It  was  reported, on 
July  28  of  this  year. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  What  is  the 
membership  of  the  Senator's  committee? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  There  are  13  mem- 
bers of  the  committee. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Were  hear- 
ings held  on  the  bill? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Hearings  were  held, 
and  the  committee  heard  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Post  OfBce  Department,  the 
Civil  Service  Commission,  and  the  vari- 
ous employee  groups. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Kansas  has 
expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  wonder  if  the  Senator  would 
charge  this  5  minutes  to  the  time  which 
he  himself  controls  on  the  bill?  The 
Senator  controls  1  hour  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  shall  be  very  happy 
to  take  5  minutes  of  the  time  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  the  matter  is 
well  presented  and  is  before  the  Senate. 
I  believe  we  are  in  a  position  to  defend 
cur  bill.    I  was  about  to  say,  frankly. 


It  is  not  an  Issue  with  me  whether  there 
should  be  other  amendments  to  the  bill 
as  proposed  by  the  majority  leader. 

I  think  the  issue  is  whether  the  Sen- 
ate shall  operate  through  the  orderly 
committee  procedure,  as  has  been  advo- 
cated and  upheld  so  many  times  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  Either  we  are  to 
function  as  the  Senate  should  function 
when  committees  hold  hearings  and  pre- 
sent reports  to  the  Congress,  or  we  had 
better  give  up  that  system  and  method 
and  revert  to  legislating  entirely  Irom 
the  floor. 

Frankly,  I  do  not  intend  to  have  that 
done  without  expressing  my  opposition  to 
it,  because  our  committee  has  been  dili- 
gent in  its  work. 

I  should  mention,  too,  as  I  stated  the 
other  evening,  that  I  think  a  postal-rate 
increase  is  needed.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
in  1951,  I  supported — indeed,  helped 
write — the  proposal  which  has  been  sub- 
mitted by  the  majority  leader  and  which 
will  be  up  for  discussion  later  this  morn- 
ing. * 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CARLSON.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Will  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Kansas  agree  with  me  that 
a  salary  increase  is  needed,  regardless 
of  whether  there  is  a  postal-rate  in- 
crease, and  a  postal-rate  increase  is 
needed  regardless  of  whether  there  is  a 
salary  increase,  and  that  the  two  should 
not  be  tied  together? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  agree  with  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator.  It  is  my  position 
that  either  the  Federal  employees,  postal 
and  classified,  are  entitled  to  a  pay  in- 
crease or  they  are  not,  based  on  the 
merits,  regardless  of  any  other  issue. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  By  the  same  token,  a 
postal-rate  increase  is  needed,  regard- 
less of  whether  there  is  a  pay  increase. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  is  absolutely 
correct.  I  think  no  one  knows  better 
the  need  for  a  postal-rate  increase  than 
the  members  of  our  committee.  We  have 
gone  into  the  subject  thoroughly.  There 
should  be  a  postal-rate  increase.  The 
situation  has  been  such  that  we  have 
been  severely  criticized  by  some  for  not 
having  acted  on  a  postal-rate  increase; 
but  let  us  lay  the  cards  on  the  table. 

The  House  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 
Committee  reported  to  the  House  a 
postal-rate  increase  bill  in  February  of 
this  year.  It  was  referred  to  the  Rules 
Committee,  and  was  never  reported  to 
the  House  for  action.  When  it  did  come 
out  as  a  combination  pay  increase  and 
rate  increase,  it  was  defeated  on  the 
floor  of  the  House.  That  is  the  situation 
we  have  confronting  us  here  today. 

Certainly  had  that  bill  come  over  to 
the  Senate  early  enough  in  the  session, 
we  would  not  only  have  held  hearings, 
we  would  have  had  the  bill  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  for  action. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Rresi- 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield?  f 

Mr.  CARLSON.     I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  ex- 
perience the  other  body  has  had  in  this 
matter,  as  the  Senator  has  just  related  it, 
is  any  guide,  if  the  Senate  had  sent  to 
the  House  this  bill  dealing  with   rate 


matters,  it  seems  to  me  it  would  have 
insured  its  dying  and  never  becoming 
law.    Is  that  the  Senators  opinion? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Having  served  in  the 
House  for  12  years,  I  am  not  certain 
what  they  might  do  if  we  sent  tiiem  such 
legislation.  I  am  not  in  position  to  state 
what  they  would  do,  but  I  could  state 
what  they  have  done  in  the  past,  in  the 
last  session,  on  this  very  matter. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  And  what 
they  have  done  in  two  instances  would 
indicate  that  the  House  would  not  look 
on  rate  amendments  to  this  bill  very 
favorably. 

Mr.  CARLSON.    I  think  that  is  a  fair 

statement. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CARLSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Is  it  not  true  that  several  members  of 
the  committee,  after  di-scussing  the  mat- 
ter with  the  chairman  of  the  Post  Of- 
fice and  Civil  Service  Committee,  took 
it  up  with  the  House  committee  and  told 
them  we  were  not  going  to  take  up  any 
rate  bill  until  the  House  had  acted  on 
it.  and  that  as  soon  as  they  had  finished 
we  would  Ro  forward  with  it? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  That  Is  correct.  As 
the  distinguished  ranking  minority 
member  from  South  Carolina  knows,  we 
discu^ised  it  in  committee,  and  we  agreed 
unanimously  in  the  committee  that  we 
would  not  consider  postal-rate  legislation 
until  the  House  had  acted.  More  than 
that,  I  think  the  Record  should  show 
that  the  Republican  policy  committee 
also  adopted  a  resolution  stating  that 
we  would  not  take  it  up  until  the  House 
had  given  consideration  to  it  and  passed 
it.  So  I  think  our  position  is  sound, 
and  I  am  willing  to  stand  on  It.  It  is 
in  the  Senate's  hands,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned. 

Mr.  President.  I  yield  back  the  re- 
mainder of  my  time. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CARLSON.     I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  IHYE.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
made  a  study  of  the  committee  report 
on  the  bill,  H.  R.  7774. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
additional  5  minutes  have  expired. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  yield  myself  3  ad- 
ditional minutes  of  my  own  time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  yields  himself  3  additional  min- 
utes. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  the  bill 
which  is  now  before  the  Senate  is  a  very 
well  drafted  and  very  well  thought-out 
piece  of  proposed  legislation.  It  has 
been  studied  at  length  by  the  commit- 
tee. Evcy  detail  of  the  classification 
and  wage  increases  has  been  thoroughly 
studied  by  the  committee.  The  pay  in- 
crease of  the  classified  service  is  $170 
minimum,  and  $440  maximiun;  and  the 
pay  increase  of  the  postal  workers  is 
$200  minimum,  and  $440  maximum. 

Mr.  CARLSON.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  wish  to  commend  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  for  having 
presented  to  the  Senate  a  veiry  sound 
piece  of  proposed  legislation  relating  not 
only  to  the  postal  workers  but  to  the 
classified  workers,  and  with  a  change  in 
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^®,*5"^**  ^^^   ^^   Treasurer   of   the  The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  "(D  the  principle  of  equal  i»y  for  cub- 
Umtea  states.  bin  Ja  open  to  amendment.  «tanUaUy  equal  work  BhaU  be  XoUowed;  and 
There  is  much  In  the  bill  for  which  the  Mr.    KNOWLAND.      Mr.   President.   I  "<2)  yarlatlons  in  rates  of  tiaaic  oompcnsa- 
commlttee  and  its  chairman  should  be  yield  myself  15  minutes  on  the  amend-  *^°"  P**^  *°  different  postmacten.  oOoen. 
commended.  ments.    I  wish  to  offer  the  amendments,  "f  **  f.".P^°Tr*  "^^^^  ^  ^  proportion  to  «ub- 
I  thank  the  Senator.  The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore     Does  !!!^«,l,„l  "!^  if,.,!^   jUfflculty.   re- 
Mr.  CARLSON.    Mr.  President,  I  be-  the  Senator  desire  tS  have  SL  am^  l^TT^.^r^  ^^^^^^TS^ 
lleve  I  should  state  for  the  Rccord  that  ments  read  in  fuU?  contributions   of   postmaetera.  oinoers.   and 
the  cost  of  the  pay  increases  in  the  postal  ***"•  KNOWLAND.     No.     I  think  the  employees  to  efficiency  and  economy  in  ttie 
service    under    our    proposal    is    $101  aniendments  can  be  read  by  title.  postal  field  service. 

miUion.    Under  the  classified  service,  it  The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    And  Such    plan    shall    contain    compen«atl<»i 

is  $212  milUon.     In  addition  to  that,  in  Printed  in  the  Record.  schedules  which  set  forth  the  various  grades 

this  bill  we  have  authorization  for  per  **^-  KNOWLAND.     Yes.  ^^  which  positions  in  the  postal  field  serrloe 

diem  pay  of  $24  million  for  both   the  '^^^     amendments     offered     by     Mr  ?re  *«  be  allocated  and  provide  the  rates  of 

postal  and  Claimed  workers  Of  the  Na-  K»owl«.„  are  as  loUows:  r\"«,  whS"^?^ '^  ^wU^r^  ^ 

tion.    That  makes  a  total  of  $330  milhon.  ^^  P*K«  '•  beginning  with  Une  is.  strike  grades.     Such  plan  also  shall  contain  provl- 

This  is  the  lowest  price  pay  increase  bill  °JJ'  ""^  through  line  5,  on  page  8.  and  insert  sions  which — 

which  has  been  before  Congress  in  many         "rn'/'^-'^li .„     *.          w  ^   ,     -  "^^^  ^rant  to  personnel  in  the  postal  field 

years.  r^n^-.i^t  ^  T^.  t,"w"  *^^^<*"'«  ^of  ^^e  service  the  right  to  obtain  approprtate  re- 

'  General  Schedule  shall  be  as  rollows:  view  by  the  ClvU  Service  ConSlsslon  of  VSl 

"Grade  Per  win um  rates  classlflcatlons  of  their  posiUons; 

9,%-\ «2.frt)  (2.680       t2,7fio       $2. MO       $2.OT0       ts  000       »  (M)  ^  "<B)    prohibit  reductions  In  the  rates  of 

f\%'% 2.KV)  2.tt:«        3.mo        x»M        3  170        3  2.S0        3^)  ba*lc  compensaUon  of  personnel  on  the  rolls 

(}S^ 'ij?'  '1^        3,210        3.290        3.370        z.iHi        s! .S30  on  the  date  Buch  plan  (oT  any  part  thereof ) 

(iss;:::::::;::::::;::::::::::::::::;:::::::::  ill  \if^    \*^    ^.ms    3.m5    3.675    z-^  becomes  operative,  by  reason  of  the  in«titu- 

Ji^-l" 4  (W  ':  I        J:?;^       'Ifs       \'Z        'i:           tv  ^*°"  ^^  operation  of  such  plan   (or  any 

[^:  J-Jl"  J.^        «:««o        i-.ns        \.Z        V^        \:{^,  part  thereof): 

<>SH» ISS  K^^        ^?-JS        \'\'-\        ^^        *""        isso  "(C)  prohibit  reductions  In  rates  of  basic 

<;s-,o-::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::   t:2S  ^Jg     l.^     g^-:^     l^%     i^,     i^  compensation  of  any  personnel,  by  r...^ of 

''•;:-'    6.3W  «..wo        fi.7H0        f,.9so        7180        7' sJtfi  any  Classification  actlons  taken  at  any  Ume 

\'Ai  J***  "•'^       7.''»«       8,0K)       8^2X0       siiho  Under  authority  of  such  plan  with  respect 

<!s-u  loit^  in  52!      ,S-??S      ,S1?S       '-^       ••*"  to  the  positions  occupied  by  such  personnel. 

os-l$::;::::::;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::;;:  \IZ  I'l'X    WZ    \\^    I2I.I2    "•**"  so  long  as  such  personnel  reWm  muie  ««»• 

J;^-]!i  - 12. «o  12!«40       12.840       13!(M0       13^240  positions  and   are  assigned  to  perform  and 

Jl'^  }' - '"'•J^  13.040      13.M0      14,040      14.340  do  perform  work  of  the  same  level  of  dlffl- 

"      14,800  culty,    responslbmty,    and   qualification   re- 

"(c)    (1)  The  compensaUon  schedule  for  the  crafts,  protective,  and  custodial  schedule  '1"^'"«™«°*«  "  "»•  "^^^  ^^^<^^  they  ynn 

shall  be  as  follows:  v     i^/u  a    dcucuuic  performing  In  such  positions;  and 

"(D)    preserve  for  personnel  In  the  postal 

"Grade  -p^  annum  rates  *'*^«*  service  on  the  roUs  on  ttie  date  such 

f!fr-'-- n.910  $1,970      j2,(no      $2,090      $2,l.'io      $2,210      $2  ?70  Pl*°  (o^  *ny  part  thereof )  becomes  operative 

'•.,■? ---- - 2-5*  i.-iwo        2.«!fio        Z730        z 800        2,870        i »40  the  Increases  In  rates  Of  baslc  Compensation 

\\.r'^ 2-?2!  J^        ^'*'2        2.8B2        2,972        3.052        3.132  provided  by  this  act. 

'i,J-~I ^^^  2,980          3,010          3.090          3,170          3. 2.W          3.330  „      ».      ,            ,                            ^.              ^           _.  . 

J^J^*,-" 3.074  3.1.S4        3.234        3.314        3,394        3  474        15*4  Such  plan  also  may  Contain  such  pTOTlslOflB 

>,{^*  "[' - S300  3.3«o        3. 4fiO        3, .S40        3. «ao        3! 700        3.780  «nd  proposals  consistent  with  the  purposes 

cM-lL:::  :;:  -: JSS  J;!^        J-^        IT^,        JSS        J-^        I?2!  °'   '■^'^  "*^'°"   "   "'^  postmaster   CSeneral 

<'vr-9 :::.:.::::::..::::::::  4:406  Vri    {;':«    \\';l    J:SS    \^,    \m  <»«enis  advisable  m  the  ught  of  the  need,  of 

<^I't    10 4, MO  4,925        5,050        5,175        8,300        5^425        sisso  the  Post  Office  Department,  the  best  inter- 

"(2)   Charwomen  working  part  time  shall  On  page  12.  line  22.  strike  out  "$170  per  !!S  2,i1,«hn^*.«t™t*  ^^^  **^**  ■*''^'*' 

be  paid  at  the  rate  of  $2,800  per  annum,  and  annum"  and   Insert  "$100  per  annum.'  ~,  jf  r  ^^^     ,.  Tf^       ^ 

head  charwomen  working  part  ttme  at  the  On    page    13.   line   8,   strike    out    "5"   and  ^    '                  ^            ""^  pursuant  to  the 

rate  of  $2,940  per  annum."  Insert  "3»4."  Investigation  and  study  made  under  subsee- 

On  page  9.  lines  8  and  9,  strike  out  "as  On  page  14.  line  8.  strike  out  "5"  and  in-  ^1°°  ^*^  *°**  ^°  accordance  with  the  purposes 

provided  In  this  section,  he  shall  continue  to  sert  "3^."  **'  ""^°  subsection,  the  Postmaster  General 

receive  basic  compensation",  and  insert  "he  On  page  14.  Une  10    strike  out  "$170  per  "^*^^  transmit  to  the  Congress,  on  or  before 

shall   receive   a  rate   of   basic  compensation  annum"    and '  Insert    "$100    per    annum  "  March  15,  1955,  a  classification  and  pay  plan 

at  the  maximum  longevity  rate  of  his  grade  On   page    14.   line   16    strike  out   "5"   and  ^°^  ^^^  postal  field  service.     Such  plan  shaU 

as  provided  In  this  section,  or  his  existing  Insert  "3'^."  ^^  prepared  with  due  regard  for  the  leglsla- 

rate.  whichever  Is  greater."  On    page    14     Une    18    strUce   out    "$170"  **^*  forms  and  procedures  of  the  Congress 

On  page  9,  lines  20  and  21,  strike  out  "as  and  Insert  "$100  "            '  *"**  ^^^^  ^  accompanied  by  an  appropriate 

provided  In  this  section,  he  shall  continue  On    page    15,    strike    out    lines    10    to    23  ^"^"^^^   explanation  of  the   provisions,   ob- 

to   receive    basic   compensation"   and    Insert  Inclusive                                                                     '  i^^-  purposes,  and  effects  thereof.     The  de- 

••he  shall  receive  a  rate  of  basic  compensation  Renumber  sections  202  to  307,  Inclusive,  as  "j^J7  ^  ^^^  P^*°  and  explanation  thereof 

at  the  maximum  scheduled  rate  of  his  grade  sections  301  to  306,  respectively.  "^"^  ^  ™*°*  *°  °°^  Houses  on  the  same 

as  provided  In  this  section,  or  his  existing  On  page  23,  beginning  with  Une  7,  strike  ***^" 

rate,  whichever  Is  greater."  out  down  through  line  23,  on  page  24    and  "^^^   Except  as  may  be  otherwise  provided 

On   page    10,   Une   11.  strike  out   "5  per-  insert  the  following-  pursuant  to  subsection  (e)   of  this  section, 

cent"  and  insert  "3«/j   percent."  "Sk.  307.   (a)   The  Postmaster  General  Is  *^*  provisions  of  such  classification  and  pay 

On  page   10,  line  13,  strike  out  "$170  per  authorised  and  directed  to  make  a  thorough  P]f'^/°r  the  postal  field  service  shall  take 

annum",  and  Insert  "$100  per  annum."  Investigation  and  study  of  various  methods  "5*^*  upon  the  expiration  of  the  first  period 

On  page  11,  Une  1,  strUte  out  "5"  and  in-  for  the  classification  of  poslUons  and  the  °'  ^  calendar  days  of  continuous  session  of 

sert  "3'/,."  determination  of  salaries  In  the  postal  field  the  Congress,  following  the  date  on  which 

On  page  11.  Une  12,  strUte  out  "$170"  and  aerrloe  and  aU  matters  reUtlng  thereto  (In-  ""^^  P^*°   *?  transmitted   to  the  Congress: 

insert  "$100."  eluding  personnel  and  pay  benefits  and  ad-  ^"^  "P^^  "•  ,b«tween  the  dateof  tran«(iltt.l 

On   page    11,   line   20,  strike  out  "$2,160"  mlnlstraUon ) ,  in  order  to  provide  a  plan  (to  ^^^  "^*  explraUon  of  such  period  of  60  dmyi 

and  insert  "$1,440."  be  submitted  by  the  Postmaster  General  to,  ii*""  *""  °°*  ^°.P?f^  V  "l"""  °!2^ 

On  page   11,  Une  22,  strike  out  "$2,400"  and  to  be  subject  to  review  by,  the  Con-  t^o  Houses,  by  affirmative  vote  of  a  majority, 

and  insert  "$1,680."  grees.  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  f  1"™^°^  ^^fB  P"»«^t  a  resolution  stating 

On  page   11,  line  26,  strike  out  "$3,130"  this  section  and  section  308)  for  the  estab-  ^^  "ubstance  that  tHat  House  does  not  favor 

and   Insert  "$1,930."  llshment  of  a  uniform.  Integrated,  and  eqtil-  ■"<^*^  P^"^- 

On   page    12,   line   3,  strike   out   "$8,180"  table  classification  and  pay  system  for  all  "<**>    '^^  the  purposes  of  subsecUon   (c) 
and  insert  "$1,980."  postmasters,  officers,  employees,  and  positions  °'  this  section- 
On  page  12,  line  10,  strike  out  "$6,180"  and  in  the  postal  field  service.    Such  classlflca-  "(1)   continuity  of  seoslon  shall  be  con- 
insert  "$6,060."  tlon  and  pay  plan  for  the  pcstal  field  service  aldered  as  broken  only  by  an  adjournment 

On   page    12,   line   11,  strike   out  "$7,630"  shaU  provide  a  method  for  determining  the  of  the  Congress  sine  die;  but 

and  Insert  "$7,560."  rates  at  basic  compensation  which  postmas-  "(2)    In  the  computation  of  the  M-day 

On  page   12,  Une  20,  strike  out  "S"  and  ten,    officers,    and    employees    shall    receive  period,  there  shaU  be  excluded  the  days  on 

Insert   "3V^."  imder  which —  which  either  House  Is  not  In  session  beeauae 
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et  an  sdjoanuncnt  of  more  than  3  days  to 
a  day  oartaln. 

I  :;(  "(•)  Any  ptvrVUm  of  the  plan  may,  under 

I  proTlslona  contained  In  the  plan,  be  made 

operative  at  a  time  later  than  the  date  on 
which  the  plan  shall  otherwlae  take  effect. 

"(f)  If  eu^  claaslflcatlon  and  pay  plan 
beeomee  offeettTe  such  plan  shall  be  printed 
in  the  Statutes  at  Ijurge  In  the  same  volume 
as  the  public  laws  and  shall  be  printed  In  the 
Fed«al  Register. 

"(g)  Any  Increase  In  rate  of  basic  com- 
pensation by  reason  of  the  institution  and 
operation  of  such  classification  and  pay  plan 
far  the  postal  field  service  shall  not  be  con- 
sidered as  an  'equivalent  Increase'  In  com- 
pensation within  the  meaning  of  section 
701  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1949.  as 
amended.  In  the  case  of  postmaster,  officers. 
and  employees  in  the  poetal  field  service  who 
transfer  or  are  transferred  to  poeitlons  with- 
in the  purview  of  the  Classification  Act  of 
1948,  as  amended. 

"SBC.  208.  (a)  This  section  Is  enacted  by 
the  Congress: 

"(1)  As  an  exercise  of  the  rule-making 
power  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, respectively,  and  as  such  it  shall 
be  considered  as  part  of  the  rules  of  each 
House,  respectively,  but  applicable  only  with 
respect  to  the  procedure  to  be  followed  In 
such  House  in  the  case  of  resolutions  (as 
defined  In  subsection  (b)  of  this  section): 
and  such  rules  shall  supersede  other  rules 
only  to  the  extent  that  they  are  inconsistent 
therewith;  and 

"(2)  With  f\ill  recognition  of  the  consti- 
tutional right  of  either  House  to  change  such 
rules  (so  far  as  relating  to  the  procedure  In 
such  House)  at  any  time,  in  the  same  man- 
ner and  to  the  same  extent  as  in  the  case  of 
any  other  rule  of  such  Hoiue. 

"(b)  As  used  In  this  secUon  and  section 
a07,  the  term  'resolution'  means  only  a  reso- 
lution of  either  of  the  two  Houses  of  Con- 
gress, the  matter  after  the  reeolvlng  clause  of 

which  Is  as  follows:  "That  the 

does  not  favor  the  poetal  field  service  clasal- 
fieatlcm  and  pay  plan  transmitted  to  Con- 
gress by  the  Postmaster  General.',  the  blank 
space  therein  being  fiUed  with  the  name  of 
the  resolving  House. 

"(c)  All  resolutions  with  respect  to  the 
postal  field  service  classification  and  pay 
plan  shall  be  referred,  by  the  President  of 
the  Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  only  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  of  the  Senate 
or  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  as 
the  case  may  be. 

"(d)  If  the  committee  to  which  has  been 
referred  a  resolution  with  respect  to  such 
postal  field  service  classification  and  pay 
plan  has  not  reported  such  resolution  before 
the  expiration  of  10  calendar  days  after  Its 
Introduction,  It  shall  then  (but  not  before) 
be  in  onler  to  move  either  to  discharge  the 
committee  from  further  consideration  of 
such  resolution,  or  to  discharge  the  commit- 
tee from  further  consideration  of  any  otbfcr 
resoluUon  with  respect  to  such  postal  field 
service  classification  and  pay  plan  which  has 
been  referred  to  the  committee. 

"(e)  Such  motion  may  be  made  only  by 
a  person  favoring  the  resolution,  shall  be 
highly  prlvUeged  (except  that  it  may  not  be 
made  after  the  committee  has  reported  a 
resolution  with  respect  to^he  plan),  and  de- 
bate thereon  shall  be  limited  to  not  to  exceed 
1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided  between  those 
favoring  and  those  opposing  the  resolution. 
No  amendment  to  such  motion  shall  be  In 
order,  and  it  shaU  not  be  In  order  to  move 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  such  motion 
Is  agreed  to  or  disagreed  to. 

"(f)  If  the  motion  to  discharge  is  agreed 
to  or  disagreed  to.  such  motion  may  not  be 
renewed,  nor  may  another  motion  to  dis- 
charge the  committee  be  made  with  respect 
to  any  other  resolution  with  respect  to  the 
plan. 


**(g)  When  the  committee  has  reported, 
or  has  been  discharged  from  further  oon- 
slderatlon  of,  a  resolution  with  respect  to  the 
plan,  it  shall  at  any  time  thereafter  be  In 
order  (even  though  a  previous  motion  to  the 
same  effect  has  been  disagreed  to)  to  move 
to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  such  reso- 
lution. Such  motion  shall  be  highly  privi- 
leged and  shall  not  be  debatable.  No 
amendment  to  such  motion  shall  be  In  order 
and  It  shall  not  be  in  order  to  move  to  re- 
consider the  vote  by  which  such  motion  la 
agreed  to  or  disagreed  to. 

"(h)  Debate  on  the  resolution  shall  be 
limited  to  not  to  exceed  10  hours,  which  shall 
be  equally  divided  between  those  favoring 
and  those  opposing  the  resolution.  A  «io- 
tion  further  to  limit  debate  shall  not  be  de- 
batable. No  amendment  to,  or  motion  to 
recommit,  the  resolution  shall  be  In  order. 
and  it  shall  not  be  in  order  to  move  to  re- 
consider the  vote  by  which  the  resolutio|i  Is 
agreed  to  or  disagreed  to. 

"(i)  All  motions  to  postpone,  made  \#ith 
respect  to  the  discharge  from  committee,  or 
the  consideration  of.  a  resolution  with  re- 
spect to  the  plan,  and  all  motions  to  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  other  business,  shall 
be  decided  without  debate. 

"(J)  All  appeals  from  the  decisions  of  the 
Chair  relating  to  the  application  of  the  rules 
of  the  Senate  or  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, as  the  case  may  be,  to  the  procedure 
relating  to  a  resolution  with  respect  to  the 
plan  shall  be  decided  without  debate. 

"Sic.  209.  In  the  exercise  of  the  authority 
granted  by  section  81  of  title  2  of  the  Canal 
2k)ne  Code,  as  amended,  the  Governor  of  the 
Canal  Zone  is  authorized  to  adopt  the  postal 
field  service  classification  and  pay  plan,  or 
any  part  thereof,  made  operative  pursuant  to 
sections  207  and  208  of  this  act.  as  of  the 
date  or  dates  such  plan,  or  any  part  thereof. 
becomes  operative,  for  postal  employees  of 
the  Canal  Zone  Government.  The  Postmas- 
ter General  shall  make  available  to  the  Gov- 
ernor of  the  Canal  Z3ne  copies  of  such  mat- 
ter relating  to  such  plan  as  may  be  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  section,  in- 
cluding descriptions  of  positions  and  rates 
of  compensation  provided  for  therein." 

On  page  24,  beginning  with  line  24,  strike 
out  over  through  line  2,  on  page  25. 

On  page  25.  line  4,  strike  out  "Sections  106 
and  208"  and  Insert  "Sections  205,  207  and 
208." 

On  page  25.  line  6.  strike  out  "202,  204, 
and  205"  and  insert  "201.  203,  and  204." 

On  page  25.  line  9,  strike  out  "Sections  203 
and  209"  and  Insert  "Section  202." 

On  page  25,  line  12,  strike  out  "207"  and 
Insert  "208." 

On  page  25,  after  Une  15.  Insert  the  fol- 
lowing : 

"Tttle  in— Postal  Rates  j 

"nasT-cLASs  mail 

"Sec.  301.  (a)  The  rates  of  postage  on  mall 
matter  of  the  first  class  (other  than  postal 
cards  and  private  mailing  c-  post  car«ts) 
shall  be  as  follows: 

"(1)  4  cente  for  the  first  ounce  or  fraction 
thereof,  and  3  cents  for  each  additional 
ounce  or  fraction  thereof,  when  mailed  for 
delivery  at  any  destination  other  than  the 
office  of  mailing; 

"(2)  3  cents  for  each  ounce  or  fracton 
thereof,  when  mailed  for  local  delivery  at 
the  office  of  mailing,  except  as  prescribed  In 
paragraph  (3)  of  this  subsection;  and 

"(3)  a  cents  for  each  ounce  or  fraction 
thereof,  when  mailed  for  local  delivery  at 
post  offices  where  free  delivery  by  carrier  Is 
not  established  and  when  the  matter  is  not 
collected  or  deUvered  by  rural  or  star  route 
carriers.' 

"(b)  In  the  case  of  first-class  matter 
mailed  without  prepayment  of  any  postage 
or  without  prepayment  of  the  full  amount 
of  postage  due,  the  Postmaster  General  Is  aU- 
thortssed  to  prescribe  by  regulation  the  con- 
ditions under  which  such  matter  shall  be  de- 


livered to  the  addressee  or  returned  to  the 
sender.  The  conditions  so  prescribed  shall 
be  stated  In  such  manner  as  to  pennlt  de- 
livery of  such  mall  to  the  addressee  whenever 
it  Is  practicable  to  do  so  consistent  With  the 
collection  of  the  charges  prescribed  in  ac- 
cordance with  subsection  (c)  of  this  section. 

"(c)  The  Postmaster  General  is  authorized 
to  prescribe  by  regulation  from  time  to  time 
the  charges  to  be  collected  on  delivery  in  the 
case  of  any  matter  of  the  first  class  mailed 
Without  prepayment  of  any  postage  Or  with- 
out prepayment  of  the  full  amount  of  post- 
age due.  In  determining  such  charges,  the 
Postmaster  General  shall  take  Into  consid- 
eration the  postage  actually  due.  and.  to  the 
extent  practicable,  the  additional  expense 
Incurred  by  reason  of  the  failure  to  pay  the 
applicable  postage  and  the  desirability  of 
minimizing  the  Incidence  of  such  mailings. 

"(d)  Regulations  Issued  by  the  Postmaster 
General  under  subsections  (b)  and  (c)  shall. 
to  the  extent  prescribed  therein,  supersede 
existing  laws,  regulations,  and  orders  gov- 
erning the  subject  matter  covered  thereby. 

"(e)  Section  12  (a)  of  the  act  of  October 
30,  1951  (39  U.  S.  C.  sec.  246f  (a)  ),  Is  amended 
by  Inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end 
thereof  a  semicolon  and  the  following: 

"'(9)  for  returning  undellverable  letters 
and  parcels  of  the  first  class  from  the  dead- 
letter  office  to  the  senders.' 

"second-class  mail  j 

"Sec.  302.  (a)  Section  2  (a)  of  thj  act  of 
October  30.  1951  (39  U.  S.  C.  sec.  2|9a),  is 
amended  by  striking  out  the  word  'and'  Im- 
mediately following  'April  1.  1953,'  and  by 
inserting  before  the  colon  Immediately  fol- 
lowing 'April  1.  1954"  a  comma  and  tttie  fol- 
lowing: '(4)  by  an  additional  10  percent, 
baaed  on  rates  now  in  force,  beginning  on 
April  1,  1955,  (5)  by  an  addltonal  10  percent, 
based  on  rates  now  In  force,  beginning  on 
April  1.  1956.  and  (6)  by  an  additional  10 
percent,  based  on  rates  now  in  force,  begin- 
ning on  April  1,  1957.'  The  term  'ratjes  now 
In  force,"  as  used  In  the  amendment*  made 
by  this  suosectlon  to  section  2  (a)  of  such 
act  of  October  30.  1951,  means  the  rates  In 
force  immediately  prior  to  April  1,  1932. 

"(b)  The  rates  Increased  by  subeectlon 
(a)  of  this  section  shall  be  subject  to  «  mini- 
mum charge  of  one-fourth  of  1  cent  com- 
puted on  each  Individually  addressed  copy 
or  package  of  unaddressed  copies. 

"(c)  The  rates  of  postage  on  copies  of  pub- 
lications having  second-class  entry  mailed 
by  others  than  the  publishers  or  authorized 
news  agents,  sample  copies  mailed  by  the 
publishers  In  excess  of  the  10  percent  allow- 
ance entitled  to  be  sent  at  the  pound  rates, 
and  copies  mailed  by  the  publishers  to  per- 
sons who  may  not  be  included  in  the  required 
legitimate  list  of  subscribers,  shall  be.  In  the 
case  of  publications  weighing  8  ounces  or 
less,  the  applicable  rates  now  or  hereafter 
prescribed  by  law  on  third-class  matter,  and. 
In  the  case  of  publications  weighing  in  excess 
of  8  ounces,  the  applicable  rates  now  or  here- 
after prescribed  or  authorized  by  l»w  on 
fourth-class  matter.  | 

"THniD-CLASS   MAIL 

"Sec.  303.  (a)  The  rates  of  postage  on 
third-class  matter  shall  be  3  cents  fbr  the 
first  2  ounces  or  fraction  thereof,  and  I'/j, 
cents  for  each  addltonal  ounce  or  fraction 
thereof  up  to  and  Including  8  ounces  in 
weight,  except  that  on  matter  mailed  by  re- 
ligious, educational,  scientific,  philanthropic 
agricultural,  labor,  veterans',  or  fraternal  or- 
ganizations or  associations,  not  orgnnlzed 
for  profit  and  none  of  the  net  Inccsne  of 
which  inures  to  the  benefit  of  any  private 
stockholder  or  individual,  the  rates  shall  be 
as  follows: 

"(1)  IVi  cents  for  each  2  ounces  ot  frac- 
tion thereof  on  books  and  catalogs  of  24 
pages  or  more,  seeds,  cuttings,  bulbs,  roots, 
scions,  and  plants  not  exceeding  8  ounces  in 
weight;  and 
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•'(2)2  cents  for  the  first  2  ounces  or  frac- 
tion thereof  and  1  cent  for  each  additional 
ounce  or  fraction  thereof,  on  all  other  third- 
class  matter. 

"(b)  Upon  payment  of  a  fee  of  $50  for  each 
calendar  year  or  of  $16  for  each  quarter  of  a 
calendar  year  and  under  such  regulations  as 
the  Postmaster  General  may  prescribe  for 
the  collection  of  postage  and  for  facilitating 
.  the  handling  of  such  matter  In  the  malls, 
separately  addressed  identical  pieces  of 
third-class  matter  in  quantities  of  not  less 
than  20  pounds,  or  of  not  less  than  200  pieces, 
may  be  mailed  at  pound  rates  of  postage  ap- 
plicable to  the  entire  bulk  mailed  at  one 
time.  The  rate  of  postage  on  third-class 
matter  mailed  in  bulk  under  this  subsection 
shall  be  16  cents  for  each  pound  or  fraction 
thereof  with  a  minimum  charge  per  piece  of 
IVa  cents,  except  that  In  the  case  of  books 
and  catalogs  of  24  pages  or  more,  seeds,  cut- 
tings, bulbs,  roots,  scions,  and  plants  the 
rate  shall  be  10  cents  for  each  pound  or  frac- 
tion thereof  with  a  minimum  charge  per 
piece  of  1V4  cents.  The  rate  of  postage  on 
third-class  matter  mailed  In  bulk  under  this 
subsection  but  without  Individual  addresses 
for  delivery  under  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Postmaster  General  shall  be  subject  to  a 
minimum  charge  per  piece  of  2  cents.  The 
rates  of  postage  prescribed  by  this  subsection 
shall  not  apply  with  respect  to  matter  mailed 
by  religious,  educational,  scientific,  philan- 
thropic, agricultural,  labor,  veterans',  or  fra- 
ternal organizations  or  associations,  not  or- 
ganized for  profit  and  none  of  the  net  Income 
of  which  Inures  to  the  benefit  of  any  private 
stockholder  or  individual,  and  the  existing 
rates  of  postage  shall  continue  to  apply  with 
respect  to  such  matter. 

"(c)  Pieces  or  packages  of  third-class  mall 
of  sucb  size  or  form  as  to  prevent  ready 
facing  and  tying  in  bundles  and  requiring 
Individual  distributing  throughout  shall  be 
subject  to  a  minimum  charge  of  5  cents  each. 

"CONTBOLLED  CiaCTTLATION   rUBLICATIOIfS 

"Sic.  304.  The  tkm.  of  postage  on  the  pub- 
lications defined  In  section  203  of  the  act 
of  July  3,  1948  (39  U.  S.  C.  sec.  291b).  when 
mailed  by  the  publisher  and  regardless  of 
the  weight  of  Individual  copies,  shall  be 
11  cents  for  each  pound  or  fraction  thereof, 
computed  on  the  entire  bulk  mailed  at  one 
time,  but  not  less  than  14  cents  per  piece, 
which  rate  shall  remain  In  effect  until 
otherwise  provided  by  Congress:  Provided. 
That  the  rate  of  postage  on  copies  of  such 
publications  when  mailed  by  other  than  the 
publishers,  or  when  forwarded  to  the  ad- 
dressee or  returned  to  the  sender,  shall  be 
3  cents  for  the  first  2  ounces  and  IVi  cents 
for  each  additional  oxince. 

"DOMESTIC    AIX    MAIL 

"Sbc.  305.  The  rate  of  postage  on  domestic 
air  mall  as  defined  In  section  2  of  the  act 
of  August  14,  1946  (39  U.  S.  C.  sec.  463a), 
weighing  8  ounces  or  less  (except  poetal 
cards  and  private  mailing  or  post  cards) 
shall  be  7  cents  for  each  ounce  or  fraction 
thereof. 

"DXTBtMINATION  OF  CXASS  OF  POST  OFFICE  AKB 
COMPENSATION    OF    POSTMAfTIB    AND   CEKTAIK 

KMPLOTEES 

"Sic.  30fl.  (a)  On  and  i.fter  January  1, 
1955.  85  percent  of  the  gross  postal  receipts 
of  all  classes  of  post  offices  shall  be  counted 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  the  class  of 
the  post  office  or  the  compensation  or  allow- 
ances of  postmasters  or  sther  employees 
whose  compensation  or  allowances  are  based 
on  the  annual  receipts  of  such  offices. 
Nothing  contained  in  this  subsection  shall 
operate  to  decrease  the  compensation  or 
allowances  in  effect  on  the  effective  date  of 
this  subsection  for  poetmjisters  and  other 
employees  In  the  poetal  field  service  on  such 
date  whose  compensation  ct  allowances  are 
baaed  upon  the  annual  receipts  of  such 
offices. 


"(b)  In  the  case  of  the  post  office  at 
Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  the  Post- 
master General  may,  in  his  dUcretion,  add 
to  the  gross  receipts  of  such  office  counted 
for  the  purposes  of  subsection  (a)  of  this 
section  not  to  exceed  76  percent  of  such 
gross  receipts. 

"(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro- 
vision of  law,  the  salaries  of  postmasters 
at  fourth-class  post  offices,  as  fixed  by  law 
shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  full  com- 
pensation for  the  clerical  labor  In  the 
Issuance  of  money  orders  at  such  offices. 

"repeal    of    EXISTING    PROVISIONS    OF    LAW 

"Sbc.  307.  (a)  The  foUowlng  provisions  of 
law  are  hereby  repealed: 

"(1)  Section  202  (a)  (4)  of  the  act  of 
February  28.  1925.  as  amended  by  section  4 
Of  the  act  of  May  29.  1928  (39  U.  S  C  sec 
283);  ■ 

"(2)  Section  204  of  the  act  of  Pebruarv 
28.  1925  (39  U.  S.  C.  sec.  288); 

"(3)  Section  2  (d)  of  the  act  of  October 
30.  1951  (39  U.  S.  C.  sec.  289a  (d)). 

"(b)  All  laws  or  parts  of  laws  inconsistent 
with  this  act  are  hereby  repealed  or  modified 
to  the  extent  of  such  inconsistency. 

"APPLICATION    TO   GUAM 

"Sbc.  308.  This  title  shall  have  the  same 
force  and  effect  within  Guam  as  within 
other  possessions  of  the  United  States. 

"ETTECm'E  DATES 

"Sec.  309.  This  title  shall  take  effect  on 
January  1.  1955,  except  that  section  302  (a) 
and  (b)  shall  take  effect  on  April  1,  1955." 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President  the 
question  before  the  Senate  is  the  amend- 
ments which  I  have  offered  to  the  biU 
reported  by  the  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  Committee. 

First,  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senate  that 
I  think  this  body  owes  a  debt  of  grati- 
tude to  the  committee,  and  to  the  other 
committees  of  the  Senate,  for  the  very 
hard  work  they  have  devoted  to  this  bill. 
I  think  anyone  who  occupies  a  position 
of  responsibility  such  as  I  do  as  majority 
leader  of  the  Senate,  has  a  very  keen 
appreciation  of  the  problems  not  only 
of  the  committee  chairmen  and  com- 
mittee members  of  the  majority,  but 
the  responsibilities  of  the  committee 
members  representing  the  minority. 

I  also  wish  to  pay  my  tribute  to  the 
Junior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  J  Mr. 
Johnston]  for  the  service  he  has  ren- 
dered, formerly  as  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  now  as  the  ranking  Demo- 
crat. 

There  is  nothing  In  what  I  shall  say 
today  which  Implies  any  criticism  of  the 
diligence  and  hard  work  of  that  com- 
mittee, which  so  ably  represents  the 
Senate. 

It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  President  and 
Members  of  the  Senate,  that  we  have  a 
very  practical  problem  facing  us  in  the 
proposal  now  imder  consideration. 
There  are  approximately  1.700,000  em- 
ployees Involved,  both  in  the  postal  serv- 
ice and  in  the  classified  service.  There 
may  well  be  an  honest  difference  of  opin- 
ion as  to  what  the  precise  rate  of  pay 
Increase  should  be,  and  men  and  women, 
whether  they  be  in  public  life  or  In  pri- 
vate life,  always  have  a  slight  difference 
of  opinion  as  to  whether  they  are  being 
paid  a  rate  of  pay  commensurate  with 
the  responsibilities  they  assimie,  and 
whether  or  not  in  Government  the  sal- 
aries received  are  conmiensurate  with 
the  compensation  of  those  who  bear  like 
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responsibilities  and  occupy  similar  posl« 
tions  in  private  employment.  It  is  such 
honest  differences  of  opinion  which, 
aroimd  the  bargaining  table,  make  for 
differences  between  management  and 
employees,  whether  in  private  business 
or  in  government. 

It  seems  to  me  that  anyone  who  has 
served  in  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  as  all  of  us  do,  has  a  very  keen 
appreciation  of  the  day-by-day  faithful 
service  given  not  only  by  the  postal  em- 
ployees, but  also  by  the  great  group  of 
Government  employees  who  loyally,  and 
perhaps  without  proper  recognition  of 
the  responsibilities  they  carry,  conduct 
the  great  affairs  of  the  Federal  Govern-  ' 
ment. 

First  of  all.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
place  in  the  Rxcord,  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks, the  figures  from  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics,  the  official  Government 
agency,  on  the  consxuner-price  index 
since  1952.  In  1952.  the  average  was 
113.5.  In  1953,  the  average  was  114.4. 
In  1954,  in  January,  it  was  115.2;  In  Feb- 
ruary. 115;  in  March.  114.8;  in  April, 
114.6;  in  May.  115.  This  is  a  rise  of  1.5 
points  from  the  1952  average,  and  repre- 
sents a  percentage  increase  of  1.3. 

In  regard  to  this  measure,  the  admin- 
istration has  made  its  position  clear 
from  the  beginning:  It  also  feels  that  the 
classified  service  and  the  postal  employ- 
ees are  entitled  to  a  pay  increase;  but  it 
likewise  believes  that  proper  considera- 
tion must  be  given  to  the  problems  facing 
the  Federal  Government  in  fiscal  affairs, 
inasmuch  as  we  are  still  operating  on  a 
deficit,  and  inasmuch  as  the  national 
debt  is  now  bumping  against  the  ceiling. 
Furthermore,  only  recently  the  Congress, 
as  a  temporary  expedient,  authorized  a 
temporary  increase  in  the  borrowing 
power  to  the  extent  of  $6  billion,  brought 
about  by  the  fact  that  the  tax  revenues 
do  not  come  in  on  an  equal  basis,  month 
by  month,  but,  because  of  the  so-called 
Mills  plan,  there  are  peaks  of  revenue  at 
certain  months  of  the  year,  and  then 
valleys,  and  then  peaks  again.  So  Con- 
gress recently  authorized  that  there 
might  be  temporarily  borrowed  from  the 
future  taxes,  so  to  speak — as  a  merchant 
would  go  to  a  bank  and  obtain  a  short- 
term  loan — $6  billion,  which  would  bring 
the  debt  above  the  present  debt  limit, 
provided  that  from  the  anticipated  reve- 
nues, that  increase  is  paid  back  by  next 
January  30. 

Mr.  President,  these  facts  cannot  be 
ignored.  The  administration  has  felt  it 
would  be  prepared  to  approve  a  pay  in- 
crease for  both  the  classified  workers 
and  the  postal  workers,  provided  ofEset- 
ting  revenues  were  taken  care  of  in  the 
proposed  legislation. 

I  take  it  that  the  Senate  and  the  House 
of  Representatives  and,  I  take  it.  when 
they  know  the  facts,  the  great  body  of 
employees,  both  in  the  postal  service 
and  in  the  classified  service,  want  the 
pay  increase  and  do  not  want  merely  an 
empty  gesture  which  actually  will 
amount  to  no  increase. 

In  an  effort  to  bring  about  an  actual 
pay  increase  to  the  Government  employ- 
ees. I  have  offered  two  amendments — 
the  first  one.  the  other  day;  and  ttie 
modification  I  have  presented  today.    I 
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have  urged  the  responsible  members  of 
the  execuUye  depurtment  to  see  If  tliey 
could  work  toward  an  area  of  agreement 
which  would  result  in  a  bill  the  President 
could  sign,  a  bill  which  coidd  become 
law,  a  Mil  by  means  of  which  the  postal 
workers  could  obtain  their  pay  increase 
and  the  classified  workers  could  obtain 
their  pay  Increase.  It  is  my  opinicm  that 
the  amendments  I  present  today  will  put 
the  bill  in  that  shape,  and  that  it  will 
then  be  approved.  It  is  my  judgment, 
at  least,  that  a  bill  which  does  not  con- 
tain provision  for  compensating  reve- 
nues will  not  become  the  law  of  the  land. 

Mr.  President,  what  are  the  facts  re- 
Kai-ding  the  postal  rates?  The  first- 
class  postage  on  letters  is  the  same  today 
as  it  was  in  1932, 22  years  ago. 

Bfr.  LONG.  Blr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
Jhope  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  will  not 
interrupt  me  now,  for  I  have  only  a  lim- 
ited amount  of  time.  After  I  have  made 
my  presentation.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.    Very  well. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  the  meantime 
there  have  been  five  general  wage,  in- 
creases, and  another  one  is  under  consid- 
eration. The  rate  on  all  postal  costs  has 
risen  100  percent  during  that  period  of 
time.  If  the  letter  rate  was  fair  in  1032, 
It  is  obviously  too  low  now.  The  rate  on 
postal  cards  was  increased  from  1  cent 
to  2  cents  in  1952. 

In  1951,  Just  2  years  ago,  the  Senate 
passed  Senate  bill  1046.  approving  an 
Increase  from  3  cents  to  4  cents  on  the 
first  oimce  of  first-class  mail.  I  have 
before  me  a  copy  of  that  bill,  as  passed 
by  the  Senate.  I  am  frank  to  admit 
that  under  normal  circumstances  it  is 
perfectly  reasonable  for  Senators  to  take 
the  position  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
that  in  regard  to  a  matter  such  as  a 
postal-rate  increase,  which  has  a  great 
effect  on  the  users  of  mail  throughout 
the  United  States,  there  should  be  hear- 
ings on  such  a  bill;  and  I  am  also  per- 
fectly frank  to  admit,  because  the  record 
shows  that  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  committee  has  so  stated,  that  at 
this  session  of  Congress  there  has  been 
no  hearing,  insofar  as  the  Senate  is  con- 
cerned, with  regard  to  a  postal-rate 
increase. 

But  in  my  hand  I  hold  a  copy  of  Sen- 
ate bill  1046.  which  was  passed  by  the 
Senate  on  September  7,  1951.  That  bill 
provided  that  the  rate  of  postage  on  all 
first-class  mail  matter  should  be  4  cents 
for  the  first  oimce  or  fraction  thereof, 
and  3  cents  for  each  additional  ounce. 
That  bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate  by 
the  distinguished  and  able  senior  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  John- 
ston], as  shown  in  report  No.  694  ac- 
companying Senate  bUl  1046;  and 
printed  copies  of  the  hearings  before 
that  committee,  which  were  extensive 
are  available  to  Members  of  the  Senate! 

Of  course  it  is  true  that  in  all  cases 
and  perhaps  under  most  circumstances', 
we  would  not  rely  upon  hearings  and 
a  report  which  were  2  years  old.  How- 
ever, the  fact  of  the  matter  is,  as  I  have 
pointed  out,  that  over  a  period  of  years 
while  there  have  been  four  pay  increases! 
there  has  not  been  one  increase  in  the 


first-class  postage  rate.  It  is  also  true 
that  under  the  Democratic  administra- 
tion, on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  and  on  a  very  strong 
letter  from  the  then  President,  relative 
to  the  importance  of  increasing  postal 
rates,  the  party  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle — and  I  say  this  in  no  criticism,  be- 
cause I  think  they  were  justified  in  the 
action  they  took — recommended  to  this 
body  certain  increases  in  the  postal 
rates,  only  a  part  of  which  finally  came 
out  of  the  conference  committee,  be- 
cause in  addition  to"  this  body  having 
passed  a  bill  calling  for  a  1-cent  in- 
crease in  the  first-class  rates,  2  years 
ago  the  Senate  raised  the  figures  rec- 
ommended by  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service,  in  the  second- 
class  field  from  percentages  of  10,  10  and 
10,  to  percentages  of  20,  20  and  20. 
When  the  bill  went  to  conference  be- 
tween the  Senate  and  the  House,  the 
conferees  struck  out  the  1-cent  increase. 
and  reduced  the  increase  on  the  second 
class  to  percentages  of  10,  10  and  10. 

The  amendments,  as  presented — and 
that  is  all  I  am  talking  about  for  the 
moment — insofar  as  they  relate  to  rate 
increases,  make  the  provisions  of  this 
bill,  the  so-called  Carlson  bill  or  the 
modification  of  the  Carlson  bill  as  placed 
in  the  House  bill  by  way  of  amendment, 
the  House  bill  being  used  as  a  vehicle, 
comport  substantially  with  the  i-ates 
which  the  Senate  afiflrmatively  acted  on 
2  years  ago.  So  much  for  the  rate 
situation. 

Mr.  President,  some  criticisms  of  the 
proposed  rate  increases  were  made  the 
other  day  in  addition  to  the  critiolsm 
that  there  had  been  no  hearings  at  this 
session  of  the  Congress.  I  think  the  dis- 
tinguished and  able  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Pastore] — who,  while  a 
newer  Member  of  our  body,  has  shown 
a  keen  interest  in  the  problems  of  gov- 
ernment and,  on  the  committees  on 
which  he  serves,  has  taken  a  very  diligent 
and  forthright  interest  in  the  problems 
of  the  Government — pointed  out  what 
to  me  seemed  to  be  a  valid  criticism  of 
the  original  amendment  I  had  submitted, 
insofar  as  it  affected  the  classified  service. 
The  Senator's  criticism  was  that  the 
original  administration  proposal,  which 
was  a  perfectly  acceptable  proposal  as 
it  came  from  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service — namely,  an  av- 
erage 5  percent  increase  for  the  postal 
employees,  with  a  minimum  increase  of 
$200  regardless  of  how  the  5  percent 
would  work  out.  and  a  ceiling  on  the 
increase  of  $450 — was  not  aflfected  by  the 
amendment  which  I  presented.  In  the 
classified  service,  as  I  understand  the 
amendment  presented  by  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  committee.  It  is 
provided  that  there  shall  be  a  floor  of 
$170  and  the  same  ceiling  as  provided 
for  i>ostal  employees,  which  is  $440 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  California  has 
expired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  myself  10 
minutes  additional  on  the  amendment 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  yields  himself  10  minutes  addi- 
tional. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  the  amendment 
I  presented  originally  there  was  not  a 


floor,  and  there  was  not  the  same  ceiling 
that  applied  in  the  case  of  postal  work- 
ers. I  feel  that  was  subject  to  valid 
objection.  I  was  quite  impressed  by  the 
arguments  made  by  the  Sfenator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Pastore]  and  other 
Senators  relative  to  that  feature  of  the 
amendment. 

Again  trying  to  find  an  area  of  agree- 
ment, so  that  instead  of  merely  making 
an  empty  gesture  to  1,700,000  employees, 
both  postal  and  classifled,  we  might  pass 
a  bill  which  would  put  the  incrense  into 
their  pockets,  rather  than  to  pass  a  bill 
which  was  not  likely  to  become  law  at 
this  session  of  Congress.  I  began  consul- 
tations to  see  if  we  could  develop  an 
^rea  of  agreement. 

The  amendments  which  I  presented 
yesterday,  which  are  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate, establish  a  floor  of  $100  for  all 
classifled  workers — in  other  words,  that 
would  be  a  minimum  increase  they  would 
get — and  instead  of  the  maximum  being 
$800,  which  it  would  have  been,  which 
was  a  considerably  higher  ceiling  than 
the  $450  the  postal  workers  were  to  re- 
ceive, the  amendments  now  establish 
the  same  ceiling  of  $440  on  the  classified 
service,  as  well  as  the  postal  service. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me,  under 
the  circumstances  I  have  outlined,  that 
these  are  reasonable  amendments.  If 
these  amendments  are  added,  the  bill, 
so  far  as  the  revenues  are  concerned, 
will  be  in  approximately  the  same  shape 
as  the  bill  which  passed  the  Senate  2 
years  atjo. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  on  that  point? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  yield  briefly, 
but  the  Senator  knows  my  time  is  lim- 
ited. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  I  realize  that;  but  I 
think  that  particular  point  needs  some 
clarification. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  be  glad  to 
have  the  matter  clarified.  If  I  have  mis- 
stated the  situation,  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  assist  me  in  presenting  the  facts. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  The  argument  the 
Senator  is  making  is  that  we  are  actually 
restoring  in  these  amendments  what  we 
agreed  to  in  the  conference  in  1951, 
which  is  not  a  proper  statement  of  the 
facts. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
have  the  facts  made  clear. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  In  1951  we  proposed 
to  raise  the  first-class  mail  raie  to  4 
cents  regardless  of  where  the  letter 
emanated  or  what  the  destination  might 
be;  whereas  these  amendments  specify 
that  if  the  destination  is  within  the  city 
limits  the  rate  shall  remain  at  3  cents, 
and  if  it  is  beyond  the  city  limits  the 
rate  shall  be  4  cents.  That  is  a  decided 
change.  If  a  letter  is  mailed  from  Wash- 
ington. D.  C.  to  Bethesda  it  will  cost  3 
cents,  but  if  a  letter  is  mailed  from 
Washington  to  Alexandria  it  will  cost  4 
cents,  although  the  distance  is  the  same. 
I  do  not  see  the  logic  of  such  a  situation. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  not  an  un- 
usual situation.  We  have  had  dlflfer- 
ences  in  rates  on  local  mailings  and 
other  mailings  heretofore.  It  may  be 
something  which  the  Senate  or  the  Sen- 
ate committee  at  the  next  session  may 
desire  to  correct.  I  do  not  believe  any- 
one can  be  dogmatic  in  saying  whether 
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It  is  equitable  to  have  a  different  rate  on 
local  mailings,  compared  to  more  distant 
mailings,  for  first-class  mail.  I  think 
a  case  can  be  made  one  way  or  the  other. 
We  will  always  find  certain  inequities. 
as  the  Senator  knows,  in  specific  situa- 
tions. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  The  only  point  I  de- 
sired to  make  was  that  what  the  Senator 
is  now  proposing  is  not  exactly  what  we 
considered  in  the  conference.  The  Sen- 
ator's idea  is  entirely  different.  The  ar- 
gument the  Senator  from  California  hsis 
made  this  morning  is  that  he  is  propos- 
ing now  no  more  than  the  committee  de- 
cided and  voted  upon  in  1951 ;  and  that 
is  not  the  case. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  While  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Rhode  Island  may 
very  well  be  correct  in  saying  it  is  not 
precisely  the  same,  yet  substantially  it  is 
the  same;  and  it  does,  in  fact,  provide 
additional  revenues  to  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, which  I  think  are  essential  if 
we  are  to  have  a  pay  bill  enacted  into 
law. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  we  should  view 
this  proposal  In  a  fair  and  equitable 
manner.  We  should  look  at  the  prac- 
tical realities  of  the  problem  we  face.  I 
think  that  the  amendments  which  I  have 
offered,  while  they  will  not  meet  all  of 
the  requests  of  all  the  employees,  at  least 
go  a  substantial  distance  in  making 
some  of  the  adjustments. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sen- 
ator discusses  the  practical  problem. 
Does  the  Senator  from  California  seri- 
ously think  his  amendments  should  be 
adopted,  and  if  by  chance  the  Senate 
should  pass  the  bill  as  amended,  the 
House  of  Representatives,  in  the  light  of 
its  two  previous  actions,  would  give  any 
attention  to  it  whatever? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  been  pro- 
ceeding in  complete  good  faith  in  this 
matter. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena- 
tor always  proceeds  in  good  faith.  We 
know  that. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wish  to  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Texas  my  belief  is 
that  if  the  bill  should  be  amended  and 
passed  by  the  Senate  it  could  be  passed 
by  the  House.  I  hope  it  will  be  passed 
by  the  House  and  go  to  the  President  for 
his  signature. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.      I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Etoes  the 
Senator  realize  that  the  House,  when  an 
attempt  was  made  a  few  days  ago  to 
have  a  bill  similar  to  this  bill  passed, 
refused  to  do  so? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  House  refused 
to  suspend  the  rule,  as  I  recall,  which 
would  have  required  a  two-thirds  vote. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  senti- 
ment was  so  strong  for  the  pay  bill  that 
the  Members  went  up  to  the  desk  and 
signed  a  petition. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Yes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  And  In  ef- 
fect  they   overrode   the   leadership    by 
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bringing  the  pay  bill  to  the  floor;  did 
they  not? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes.  But  let  me 
say  to  the  distinguished  Senator,  in  all 
fairness.  I  think  that  all  the  postal  em- 
ployees may  not  have  been  advised  as  to 
the  very  strong  feeling  in  the  adminis- 
tration that  there  should  have  been  com- 
pensating revenues. 

It  seems  to  me  the  bill  as  proposed  to 
be  amended  would  provide  for  a  substan- 
tial pay  raise.  Through  the  changes 
that  I  have  suggested  today,  the  average 
raise  to  the  postal  workers  would  be  5 
percent,  as  in  the  Carlson  bUl;  the  floor 
would  be  the  $200  of  the  Carlson  bill- 
the  ceUing  would  be  the  $450  of  the  Carl- 
son bill.  In  the  case  of  classified  civil- 
service  workers,  the  floor  would  be  $100; 
the  average  would  be  approximately 
4  '/^  percent ;  and  the  ceiling  would  be  the 
same  as  the  postal  workers  would  receive 
under  the  postal  bill.  $440.  Therefore, 
there  would  be  a  different  situation.  I 
think  the  amendments  put  the  bill  into 
a  more  acceptable  form. 

While  we  have  no  right  to  discuss  what 
the  other  body  will  do,  or  how  it  will  do 
it,  I  think  that  if  this  type  of  proposal 
had  been  presented,  which  would  have 
provided  comparable  ceilings,  and  at 
least  set  a  minimum  so  far  as  the  classi- 
fied service  is  concerned,  the  Members 
of  the  House  might  have  felt  differently. 
Of  course,  that  is  a  moot  question,  which 
none  of  us  can  answer. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Whatever 
the  fioor  might  be  and  whatever  the  ceil- 
ing might  be.  I  think  the  result  would  be 
the  death  of  this  proposed  legislation 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  First.  I  respect- 
fully differ  with  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator. Second,  in  my  judgment,  there 
win  not  be  a  bill  flnaUy  enacted  into  law 
which  does  not  contain  provision  for 
some  compensating  revenues.  I  am  try- 
ing, to  the  best  of  my  ability,  to  present 
what  seems  to  be  a  reasonable  proposal, 
which  does  not  do  violence  to  the  action 
which  the  Senate  has  previously  taken 
in  regard  to  first-class  rates  and  in  re- 
gard to  second-class  rates.  It  is  nothing 
which  comes  to  the  Senate  de  novo,  with 
Senators  not  having  had  an  opportunity 
to  study  it.  In  1951.  slightly  more  than 
2  years  ago,  the  Senate  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  pass  on  the  question  of  postal 
rates. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 
Mr.  LONG.  I  beheve  the  Senator  is 
aware  of  the  fact  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Louisiana  has  always  voted  to  in- 
crease second-  and  third-class  postal 
rates.  I  have  always  felt  that  those  en- 
jo3^ng  those  rates  are  far  too  greatly 
subsidized.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  several 
years  ago  the  junior  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana offered  amendments  to  the  com- 
mittee bill  to  further  increase  postal 
rates. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  believe  it  was  the 
Senator's  amendment  that  increased  the 
rates  percentagewise  10-10-10,  while  the 
committee  had  reported  an  increase  of 
20-20-20.  The  bill  went  to  conference, 
and  the  conferees  returned  with  the  10- 


10-10  figure.    The  recommendations  irf 
the  amendments  I  have  offered  would 
bring  it  back  to  20-20-20  by  adding  the 
10-10-10  figure  on  the  second-class  rate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  myself  an 
additional  minute.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Rccobd 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks  figures  show- 
ing the  number  of  employees  in  the  clas- 
sifled civil  service  in -each  of  the  classi- 
fications, and  what  the  $100  minimMin 
amount  for  each  grade  would  amount  to 
in  the  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 
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ati.000,000 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  me  1  minute? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield  1  minute. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  should  like  to  say  to 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  that 
what  particularly  concerns  me  about 
this  bill,  frankly,  is  that  I  should  like  to 
increase  the  second-  and  third-class 
rates.  I  have  always  felt  that  they  are 
too  low.  and  that  it  is  an  outrage  that 
the  taxpayer  should  have  to  make  up 
the  loss  in  the  second-  and  third-class 
mail  rates. 

However.  I  point  out  that  article  I, 
of  the  Constitution,  section  7,  provides: 

All  bills  for  raUlng  revenue  shall  originate 
In  the  House  of  Representatives,  but  the 
Senate  may  propose  or  concur  with  amend- 
ments as  on  other  bills. 

To  me  that  means  that  a  revenue  bill 
must  originate  in  the  House.  The  bill 
on  which  the  junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  offered  his  amendment  to  in- 
crease the  postal  rates  was  a  revenue 
bill  which  had  originated  in  the  House. 
It  came  to  the  Senate.  The  Senate  con- 
sidered the  Senate  bill,  and  substituted 
the  House  bill  for  it.  Then  we  sent  the 
House  bill  back  to  the  House. 

If  a  bill  is  not  a  revenue  bill  when  It 
is  introduced,  we  have  no  right  to  make 
it  a  revenue  bill  in  the  Senate.  To  do 
so  would  be  to  violate  article  I,  section  7, 
of  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  consider 
this  bill  to  be  a  revenue  bill  in  the  sense 
of  being  a  tax  bill.  It  is  taiie  that  tax 
bills  must  originate  in  the  House.  I 
know  that  in  the  field  of  appropriatiODS 


15346 


(DOKGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


August  20 


195  A 


!  ;' ' 


Hi 


J;  . 


tbe  House  feels  that  it  should  orisinatft 
appnq;>rlatkm  bills.  Hiuwerei,  I  know 
of  no  oonstituttonal  provtakm  wtil^ 
proTides  for  it»  although  it  has  been  tbe 
usage. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  2  minutes  on  the  bill  to  the 
Senalor  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Lohq]. 

Mr.  LC»ia.  BCr.  President,  tbe  Junior 
Senator  frran  Louisiana  has  bad  some 
slight  experience  with  the  subject  of 
revenue  bills  originating  in  the  House. 
The  Constitution  requires  that  a  revenue 
bill  originate  in  tbe  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

It  is  my  Interpretation — and  I  believe 
it  is  the  correct  interpretation — that  the 
Constitution,  when  it  states  that  revenue 
bills  must  originate  in  the  House,  refers 
to  a  revenue  bill  when  it  is  introduced. 

I  would  point  out  to  the  Senate  that 
there  has  never  been  a  case  when  the 
Senate  has  succeeded  in  taking  an  or- 
dinary legislative  measure  and  txu-ning 
it  into  a  revenue  measure.  That  has 
never  been  done  and  I  will  tell  the  Sen- 
ate why.  The  House  has  placed  its  in- 
terpretation on  what  constitutes  a  reve- 
nue bill  under  the  Constitution,  namely, 
that  the  constitutional  provision  refers 
to  a  revenue  bill  when  the  bill  is  intro- 
duced, and  the  House  wUl  not  consider 
it  otherwise. 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Louisiana  has 
had  some  experience  with  the  House 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice. On  one  occasion  we  tried  to  add 
an  increase  of  the  first-class  mail  rate 
to  a  bill  in  which  the  House  had  raised 
the  second-class  rates.  The  House  took 
the  position  that  the  Senate  had  no 
right  to  make  it  a  revenue  bill  by  raising 
postal  rates  beyond  those  the  House  had 
considered. 

The  House  is  very  strict  about  this 
matter,  and  the  House  would  refuse  ever 
to  concede  that  bill  which  is  ordinary 
legislation,  or  an  ordinary  pay-increase 
bill,  could  be  turned  inta  a  revenue  bill 
by  the  Senate.  There  is  no  doubt  about 
it.  A  bill  to  raise  $150  million  or  $200 
million,  by  increasing  postal  rates,  is  a 
revenue  bill.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
House  would  refuse  to  consider  such  a 
bill.  I  believe  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service  knows  that  that  has  been 
the  experience.  I  believe  he  has  served 
on  that  committee  in  the  House. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  say  that  the  precedents  are  thorougWy 
in  accord  with  what  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  has  stated.  On  numerous  oc- 
casions the  House  has  refused  to  accept 
such  bills. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  5  minutes  on  the  amend- 
ment to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
West  Virginia. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  there  are 
a  multitude  of  adequate  reasons  why  the 
Knowland  amendments  should  be  over- 
whelmingly defeated:  First,  they  im- 
properly propose  to  combine  what  should 
be  a  bill  to  establish  rates  for  a  man- 
made  postal  system  with  a  bill  to  provide 
a  hvlng  wage  for  God-made  human  be- 
ings. Second,  they  propose  to  obtain  the 
deserved  increase  of  compensation  which 
the  biU  provides  for  the  postal  workers 
by  imposing  an  intolerable  and  inde- 


fensible, additional  burden  of  cost  on  the 
users  of  first-class  mail  who  are  already 
paying  the  Government  for  its  service 
a  profit  of  fifty  million  dollars  a  year. 
Third,  to  ad<^t  the  amendments  would 
be  to  discredit  the  entire  membership  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service,  which  rejected  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Knowland  amendments  and 
unanimously  approved  the  pending  bill 
in  its  present  form.  Fourth,  to  adopt 
the  amendments  would  be  to  murder 
and  bury  the  bill  beyond  the  possibility 
of  resurrecting  it  during  the  few  remain- 
ing, fleeting  hours  of  the  present  ses- 
sion of  the  Congress.  And,  fifth,  to  kill 
the  bill  would  be  an  outrageous  injustice 
to  450,000  loqg-suflering,  patient,  shame- 
fully underpaid  postal  employees  who 
are  justifiably  pleading  with  us  to  reject 
all  proposed  crippling  amendments,  and 
pass  the  bill  without  further  delay. 

It  is  an  age-old  proverb  that  to  with- 
hold more  than  is  meet  tendeth  to  pov- 
erty. Too  long  have  we  withheld  more 
than  is  meet  from  the  postal  workers, 
the  tireless,  praiseworthy  operators  of  the 
most  enUghtening.  comforting  and 
widely  used  goveriunental  service  in, the 
world.  i 

I  refuse  to  Insult  these  450.000  in- 
dustrious men  and  women  by  voting  for 
the  Knowland  amendments.  It  is  my 
sincere  hope  that  they  will  be  decisively 
defeated,  and  that  the  bill  will  be  passed 
before  the  end  of  the  day. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  myself  2  minutes  to  answer  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  West 
Vh-ginia. 

It  is  true  that  a  committee  of  13  Mem- 
bers of  the  96  Members  of   this   body 
made  a  report  to  the  Senate,  but  that 
does  not  foreclose  the  responsibility  of 
96  Members  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate in  regard  to  the  proposed  legislation. 
We  do  not  surrender  our  responsibilities 
or  our  obligations  as  Senators  of  the 
United   States  into   the  hands   of  any 
committee,  be  it  composed  of  3  or  21  or 
any    other    number    of    Members.     Of 
course  we  give  considerable   weight  to 
the  report  of  a  committee,  but  we  also 
have  a  responsibility,  and  it  is  not  un- 
usual at  all,  as  every  Member  of  this  body 
knows,  for  substantial  amendments  to  be 
offered  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to  tax 
bills,  appropriation  bills,  and  every  other 
kind  of  proposed  legislation  which  may 
be  before  the  Senate,  because  otherwise 
the  96  Members  of  the  Senate  would  be 
merely  rubber  stamps,  ratifying  agen- 
cies, of  a  committee  of  13  Members  in 
this  body.     I  do  not  intend,  and  I  do 
not  believe  any  other  Member  of  the 
Senate  intends,  that  we  shall  surrender 
our  responsibilities  to  any  single  com- 
mittee, even  though  we  give  committee 
reports  great  weight  and  great  respect. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent,  I  resent  the  implication   of  the 
Senator  from  West   Virginia  that  the 
Senate  or  the  House  of  Representatives, 
representing  nearly  200  million  Ameri- 
cans, should  be  fearful  of  what  450,ft00 
postal   employees   or   1.700,000   civiilan 
employees  of  the  Federal  Government 
are  going  to  do  to  punish  a  Senator.     If 
that  is  the  price  I  have  to  pay  to  be  a 
Senator  of  the  United  States,  I  shall  not 


stultify  myself  by  paying  such  a  price. 
I  do  not  deny  to  any  Member  of  this 
body  the  right  to  vote  his  convictions 
and  to  vote  his  conscience. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  CaUf omia  has 
expired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  myself  2  additional  minutel- 

I  do  not  deny  to  any  Senator  tbe  right 
to  vote  his  honest  convictions.  Senators 
may  honestly  differ  on  this  floor.  They 
may  vote  with  the  highest  of  motives, 
because  they  believe  certain  amendments 
should  or  should  not  be  adopted.  But  if 
the  time  ever  comes  when  Members  of 
the  Senate  or  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, trembling  and  in  fear  of  political 
retaliation,  have  to  vote  against  their 
convictions,  it  will  be  a  sad  day  for  the 
Nation,  it  will  be  a  sad  day  for  the  Sen- 
ate, and  it  will  be  a  sad  day  for  nearly 
200  million  patriotic  Americans  Who  ex- 
pect us,  at  least,  to  vote  our  convictions, 
regardless  of  any  pressure  group,  how- 
ever honest,  however  faithful,  however 
determined  they  may  be.  through  the 
proper  procedures  to  bring  their  views 
before  the  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  to  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  NtiLY]  4 
minutes  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  California  is 
unduly  excited  about  the  buying  of  im- 
munity against  either  the  revenge  or  the 
wrath  of  the  postal  employees.  It  is  not 
a  question  of  immunity.  It  is  a  question 
of  justice — justice  to  450,000  deserving, 
underpaid  Government  employees.  It  is 
also  the  further  question  of  whether  we 
shall  ao  what  common  sense  and  justice 
dictate  should  be  done  or  what  the  whip- 
cracking  Postmaster  General  says  shall 
be  done.  Fortunately  the  "General's" 
whip  has  no  terror  for  me.  The  Know- 
land  amendments,  as  previously  pointed 
out,  would  further  penalize  the  users  of 
first-class  mail  who  are  already  paying 
the  Goverrunent  a  profit  of  approxi- 
mately fifty  million  dollars  a  year.  The 
amendments,  if  adopted,  would  add  a 
hundred  fifty  miUion  dollars  a  year  to  the 
burdens  which  these  profitable,  uncom- 
plaining customers  are  already  bearing. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  yield' 

Mr.  NEELY.     Not  now. 

Mr.     KNOWLAND.    They     are     the 
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Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President.  I  refuse 
to  yield.  And  what  is  proposed  for  the 
publishers  of  magazines  and  other  peri- 
odicals who  are  paying  the  Government 
two  hundred  thirty-seven  million  dollars 
a  year  leso  than  it  costs  to  handle  their 
output? 

And  wha':  do  the  Knowland  amend- 
ments demand  of  these  two  hundred 
thirty-seven  million  dollar  a  year  deficit 
artificers?  Oh.  underprivileged,  over- 
pillaged  and  never  pitied  common  tax- 
payers, hear  and  weep.  These  Special 
tycoons  of  privilege  and  favor  would  be 
required  to  pay  an  additional  thii-teen 
million  dollars  a  year  as  an  offset  to  the 
two  hundred  thirty-seven  million  dollar 
a  year  deficit  they  are  causing  at  the 
average  taxpayer's  expense. 


Under  this  administration  what  a 
blessing  to  be  clothed  in  purple  and  fine 
linen  and  fare  sumptuously  every  day. 
What  a  misfortune  to  be  a  poor  man  or 
a  Lazarus  at  the  gat*  dependent  upon 
the  crumbs  that  fall  from  the  tables  of 
the  powerful  and  rich. 

Mr.  President.  I  again  urge  the  Senate 
to  reject  the  Knowland  amendments, 
and  to  pass  the  bill,  regardless  of  the 
threats,  express  or  implied,  that  the 
President  will  veto  it  if  we  fail  to  make 
it  conform  to  the  dem&nds  of  his  spokes- 
man, the  whip-cracking  Postmaster 
General.  Let  us  do  our  duty  regardless 
of  what  the  President  may  do.  If  he 
vetoes  the  bill,  which  I  am  confident  the 
Senate  will  pass  without  the  Knowland 
amendments,  he  will.  :n  due  time,  learn 
that  he  has  made  still  another  monu- 
mental mistake  which  the  people  at  the 
ballot  box  in  1954  and  1956  wUl  not  for- 
get. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  myself  an  additional  minute.  In 
the  amendments  which  I  have  offered 
provision  is  made  for  an  additional  in- 
crease on  second-class  mail  of  10,  10  and 
10.  There  had  already  been  an  increase 
of  10,  10  and  10.  and  the  amendment 
would  bring  the  rate  ujj  to  what  the  Sen- 
ate, 2  years  ago.  votijd  should  be  the 
amount  of  the  second-class  mail  rate  In- 
crease. It  may  be  that  at  the  next  session 
of  Congress  additional  Increases  in  the 
second-class  and  third-class  rates  should 
be  made.  But  the  second-class  mail  has 
not  been  exempt  in  the  amendments  I 
have  offered.  To  the  contrary,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  increase  in  first-class  postage, 
the  increase  in  second-class  postage  has 
been  brought  up  to  the  rate  previously 
adopted,  so  that  it  will  be  20.  20  and  20. 
which  the  Senate  approved  2  years  ago. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia desire  an  additional  minute? 

Mr.  NEELY.  No,  Mr.  President,  for 
the  obvious  reason  than  what  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  California  has  just 
said  requires  no  reply. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  has  not  been 
yielded  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  has  used  his  1  min- 
ute. 

Mr.  President.  I  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished junior  Senator  from  South  Car- 
olina I  Mr.  Johnson],  formerly  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service,  and  now  ranking  member 
of  the  committee.  12  minutes  on  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
Mr.  President.  I  think  we  should  calmly 
and  quietly  examine  into  the  matter 
which  is  before  us.  Let  us  first  consider 
how  private  business  has  been  increas- 
ing the  pay  of  its  employees,  and  see 
whether  or  not  the  Government  has  kept 
in  line  with  respect  to  its  employees. 

This  is  not  a  question  of  whether 
postal  employees  have  asked  Congress 
for  an  increase  in  pay  because  they  think 
they  deserve  it.  That  is  not  the  question 
before  us.  Other  Government  workers 
also  are  affected.  At  present  there  is  a 
total  of  more  than  2  million  Government 
employees. 
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We  should  not  consider  only  the  450,- 
000  so-called  regular  postal  employees, 
because,  depending  upon  the  times  and 
the  volume  of  mail,  as  many  as  a  milUon 
employees  are  working  for  the  Post  Of- 
fice Department  at  various  periods  of 
the  year. 

Let  us  consider  what  President  Eisen- 
hower had  to  say  in  regard  to  the 
matter.  In  his  economic  report.  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  said  that  during  the 
period  1939-53  the  following  increases 
have  been  granted  in  the  weekly  wages 
of  employees  of  private  industry: 

Bituminous  coal  workers,  a  258  per- 
cent increase  since  1939;  building  con- 
struction workers,  201  percent;  factory 
workers.  200  percent;  hotel  workers.  151 
percent:  railroad  workers,  140  percent; 
wholesale  trade  workers,  139  percent; 
retail  clerks,  137  percent;  telephone 
workers,  who  received  the  least  increase, 
102  percent. 

Compare  the  increases  received  by 
postal  workers  with  the  increases  re- 
ceived  by   bituminous  coal   workers. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Will  the  Senator 
kindly  state  the  base  year  which  he  is 
\ising  in  speaking  about  the  increases? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
These  figures  are  taken  from  President 
Eisenhower's  economic  report  of  1954  to 
Congress. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  have  the 
report  before  me.  Can  the  Senator  tell 
me  the  base  year  to  which  the  percentage 
increases  are  related? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  It 
is  for  the  period  1939-53.  The  postal 
workers  during  that  period  of  time  have 
received  increases  of  94  percent,  as  com- 
pared with  the  258  percent  for  bitumi- 
nous coal  miners. 

The  bill  l>efore  the  Senate  proposes  to 
increase  the  pay  of  postal  workers  an 
additional  5  percent. 

Let  us  face  the  facts  as  they  are.  We 
know  that  the  House  of  Representatives 
has  already  announced  that  it  does  not 
intend  to  increase  postal  rates.  The 
House  has  refused  even  to  consider  that 
matter. 

Let  us  go  a  step  further.  The  Senate 
is  proposing  to  amend  a  House  bill,  which 
is  not  a  revenue  bill,  by  attaching  to  it 
provisions  for  postal  rate  increases,  and 
then  to  send  it  back  to  the  House.  When 
the  Senate  in  the  past  has  originated 
postal  rate  increase  bills  and  has  sent 
them  to  the  House,  the  question  has  been 
raised  in  the  House  that  such  bills  are 
revenue  bills,  and  the  House  has  re- 
turned them  to  the  Senate  on  the  ground 
that  because  they  are  revenue  bills,  they 
should  have  originated  in  the  House,  in 
accordance  with  section  7  of  article  I 
of  the  Constitution,  which  provides  as 
follows ; 

All  bills  for  raising  revenue  shall  originate 
in  the  House  of  Representatives;  but  the 
Senate  may  propose  or  conciu*  with  amend- 
ments as  on  other  bills. 

Let  us  consider  the  position  in  which 
we  again  find  ourselves  with  respect  to 
the  matter  of  raising  revenue  on  this 
particular  bill.    I  call  the  attention  of 


the  majority  leader  to  the  fact  that  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice was  acting  under  the  histructions  of 
the  Repubhcan  poUcy  committee  not  to 
take  up  or  have  hearings  on  a  revenue 
biU  in  reference  to  postal  rates.  I  ttilnk 
that  is  true,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  simply  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina that  the  Conunittee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  was  not  acting  under 
instructions  of  the  poUcy  committee.  A 
report  was  made  to  the  policy  commit- 
tee that  there  had  been  an  understand- 
ing between  the  House  and  the  Senate 
committees  that  the  House  would  act 
first  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  But  neither  the 
majority  policy  committee  nor  the 
minority  policy  committee  instructs  any 
standing  committee  of  the  Senate  as  to 
what  position  it  should  take. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
It  was  the  report  of  the  chairman  of  our 
committee  that  he  had  orders  from  the 
policy  committee  not  to  hold  hearhigs 
on  a  rate  bill  at  any  time. 

I  come  now  to  the  proposal  to  attach 
rate-increase  amendments  to  the  bill. 
The  House  has  already  decided  that  it 
will  not  consider  any  rate  increase,  and 
has  refused  to  let  such  a  bill  be  reported 
to  the  floor  of  the  House.  At  this  late 
hour  the  Senate  should  do  what  is  right 
and  just. 

Something  has  been  said  about  sec- 
ond-class rates.  The  second-class  rates 
have  produced  only  a  little  over  $5  mil- 
lion instead  of  $13  million.  Now  it  is 
proposed  to  raise  them  another  10  per- 
cent. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CarolhMt. 
I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Is  it  not  true  that 
regardless  of  the  merits  of  the  amend- 
ments which  have  been  offered,  by  at- 
taching rate  amendments  to  a  pay  bill 
for  classified  and  postal  employees,  we 
would  literally  be  saying  to  every  user 
of  the  mails.  "The  reason  why  your 
postage  rate  has  gone  up  is  that  postal 
workers  have  received  another  $50  or 
another  $60  in  income"?  It  is  a  kind 
of  stigma  which  will  attach. 

Is  it  not  true  also  that  this  Is  a  most 
unusual  way  to  try  to  pass  a  postal-rate 
bill?  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carohna  recall  that  rate  bills  generally 
have  been  passed  by  having  them  con- 
sidered on  their  own  merits,  rather  than 
by  means  of  attachment  to  employee 
classification  pay  bills? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna.  I 
do  not  recollect  any  occasion  when  a  pay 
bill  has  been  made  dependent  upon  a 
rate  bill  for  passage. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna.  I 
yield  further. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  not  the  Sen- 
ator tiiink  it  would  be  well  for  Congress, 
after  all  the  abuse  which  has  been 
heaped  upon  Federal  employees — ^unnec- 
essary and  iincalled  ftH-  abuse — to  pass 
a  clean  bill  for  Federal  employees.  It 
would  be  only  a  tidbit  of  what  they  really 
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deserve.  Every  Member  of  the  Senate 
knows  that  the  cost  of  living  has  risen 
by  more  than  5  percent  since  the  Federal 
employees  last  received  a  wage  increase,. 
Every  Member  knows  that  a  7-peroent 
increase  would  not  cover  the  increased 
cost  of  living.  Does  it  not  seem  that  the 
least  CoDgreaa  could  do  would  be  to  treat 
them  as  an  employer  would  treat  an 
employee,  without  chastising  them? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  Senator  from  Minnesota  is  entirely 
correct  Every  time  a  pay  bill  has  been 
passed  previously,  Congress  did  not  pro- 
vide a  sufficient  increase  to  catch  up  with 
the  actual  increase  in  the  cost  of  living^ 
We  have  only  given  about  half  the 
amount  of  the  increase  which  should 
have  been  given.  We  have  never  caught 
up. 

So,  it  should  be  remembered  that  in 
1951.  when  Congress  passed  a  pay  in- 
creuse  bill,  we  were  behind  the  actual  in- 
crease in  the  cost  of  living  at  that  time. 
Since  that  time,  the  cost  of  living  has 
further  increased  by  approximately  10 
percent. 

That  is  why  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  NbklyI  and  I  hitroduced, 
at  first,  a  bill  providing  for  a  10-percent 
increase,  with  a  ceiling  of  $800  and  a 
floor  of  $400.  so  as  to  try  to  give  to  the 
employees  what  was  considered  to  be  a 
pay  increase  in  accordance  with  the  in- 
crease in  the  cost  of  living  since  1951. 
We  did  not  even  take  into  consideration 
that  that  would  be  behind  the  increase  in 
the  cost  of  living  since  1939. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Is  it  not  the  opinion 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  that 
if  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  California  were  adopted,  the  prac- 
tical effect  would  be,  so  far  as  this  year  is 
concerned,  that  there  would  be  no 
postal-pay  increase  at  all? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
fear  the  Senator's  statement  is  entirely 
correct,  because  the  House  has  already 
gone  on  record.  Members  of  the  House 
will  be  able  to  say,  "The  Senate  should 
have  known  that  we  have  already  gone 
on  record,  and  now.  on  the  last  day  of 
the  session,  they  send  us  a  bill  we  have 
already  refused  to  pass." 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    Has  not  the  House 
on  two  occasions  refused  to  consider  the 
postal-rate  increase  in  connection  with 
a  postal-pay  increase?    Therefore,  if  the 
Senate  should  attach  a  postal-rate  In- 
crease to  the  pay  Increase  bill  and  sent 
It  back  to  the  House.  It  Is  only  reason- 
able to  conclude,  is  it  not.  that  the  House 
would  not  act  on  it.  and.  therefore,  there 
would  be  no  pay  increase  at  all  this  year? 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  is  one  reason  why  the  committee 
acted  as  it  did  in  reporting  the  bill  with 
nothing  contained  in  it  but  a  provision 
for  mcreased  pay.    The  committee  had 
seen  what  the  House  had  been  doing  and 
the  committee  wanted  to  cooperate  with 
the    House    of    Representatives,    and 
wanted    to   get   legislation   enacted   to 
Increase  the  pay  of  Federal  workers 

Mr.  SMATHERS.    If  Congress  is  to  do 
any\i:ng  this  year  toward  giving  to  Fed- 


eral workers  the  equity  increases  about 
which  we  have  heard  so  much  todaiy,  the 
only  way  We  can  do  it  is  to  vote  down  the 
Knowland  amendment  and  vote  up  the 
bill  which  is  before  us.  Is  that  not  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  is  entirely  correct.  I  do  not  want 
to  leave  the  subject  and  forget  one  factor. 
It  is  proposed  to  give  to  the  Postnoaster 
General  the  right  to  reclassify  the  tn'ork- 
ers,  which  will  result  in  increases  to  them 
at  various  times.  No  one  has  stated  how 
much  such  increases  would  cost,  but  they 
will  cost  money.  When  the  Postmaster 
General  decides  to  give  increases  in  pay, 
he  will  apparently  increase  the  pay  of 
those  in  the  upper  brackets,  to  whom  he 
can  dictate.    They  will  get  acrosj-the- 

board  increases  of  5  percent 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Is  it  not  true,  how- 
ever, that  the  power  of  the  Postmaster 
General  with  regard  to  reclassification 
is  the  same  as  that  contained  in  the  Rees 
bill,  which  provides  that  the  subject 
must  come  back  to  the  Congress,  and 
that  if  either  House,  by  >>.  bare  majority 
vote,  is  opposed  to  the  plan  recommend- 
ed by  the  Postmaster  General,  it  wfll  not 
go  into  effect?  So  either  House  of  the 
Congress,  by  a  mere  majority  vote,  has  a 
veto  power  over  such  a  proposal. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  is  true,  but  in  my  opinion,  it  Is  the 
duty  of  the  House  and  the  Senate  to  leg- 
islate in  this  field  and  not  turn  over  to 
another  oflBcial  the  task  of  legislating 
for  them.  I  have  been  against  any  such 
proposal,  because  I  think  it  is  wrong.  I 
think  the  House  and  the  Senate  should 
do  the  work  in  that  field.  We  have  held 
hearing  after  hearing  in  regard  to  the 
pay  proposal.  If  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  California  is  adopted  tt  will 
undo  all  the  work  we  have  done. 

Let  us  consider  for  a  moment  the  em- 
ployees in  the  lower  pay  brackets.  There 
Is  a  proposal  for  a  $100  increase  far  the 
first  3  grades.  That  minimum  would  en- 
able the  first  2  grades  to  get  increases  of 
$100.  when  otherwise  they  would  receive 
no  increase,  because  there  is  a  minimum 
of  a  $100  increase  provided.  The  pro- 
posal is  also  to  increase  the  pay  of  GS-3 
grade  employees  by  $100. 

The  proposal  would  also  give  the  grade 
4  employees  a  $100  increase. 

Above    those    grades    the    employees 
would  get  more,  as  their  grades  become 
higher,  amounting  to  a  S'/a-percent  in- 
crease.   That  being  so,  and  considering 
the  other  provisions  of  the  biU,  ia  my 
best     estimation,     the     increases     will 
amount  to  an  average  of  about  4  percent. 
Where  will  the  increases  above  3 '/a  per- 
cent go?    Not  many  of  them  would  go  to 
workers  receiving  the  lower  compensa- 
tion but  to  the  ones  receiving  higher  pay 
The  workers  in  the  first  3  grades  would 
receive  an  increase  of  only  $100.    Would 
that  offset  their  increased  cost  of  living? 
That  is  one  of  the  questions  that  arise  in 
my  mind,  as  I  believe  it  arises  in  the 
minds  of  other  Senators.    If  the  Sen- 
ate is  going  to  pass  a  bill  which  embodies 
not  only  postal-rate  increases,  but  also 


reclassification,  without  giving  the  com- 
mittee, which  has  a  right 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oklahoma,  who  is  a  member  of  the 
committee,  5  minutes  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  amendment  of 
the  distinguished  majority  leader.  The 
committee  spent  long  days  and  weeks  in 
hearings,  in  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  in  executive  sessions,  in  order 
to  work  out  the  best  possible  compro- 
mise. Now  the  Senate  finds  itself,  on  the 
last  day  of  the  session,  being  asked  to 
accept  an  amendment  proposed  by  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  which,  in 
my  humble  but  considered  opinion,  would 
mean  the  death  of  the  postal-pay  bill 
and  the  pay  bill  for  classified  employees. 

Let  us  not  "kid  "  ourselves.  Let  us  not 
"kid"  the  Federal  employees  o!  the  Na- 
tion, that  there  will  be  any  pay  increase 
if  the  Knowland  amendment  to  the  bill 
is  agreed  to.  The  history  of  this  pro- 
posed legislation,  and  the  traditions  and 
precedents  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives in  rightfully  insisting  on  its  prerog- 
atives to  be  the  House  of  Congress  in 
which  revenue -raising  measures  must 
originate,  make  it  crystal  clear  that  the 
only  effect  of  attaching  the  Knowland 
amendment  to  the  bill  will  be  to  defeat 
any  pay  legislation. 

I  am  not  so  sure  that  the  administra- 
tion, or  General  Summerfield,  or  Senator 
Summerfield,  or  whatever  one  may  want 
to  call  him,  does  not  have  that  hi  mind. 

I  know  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  does  not  have  that  in  mind.  I 
know  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
means  what  he  says  when  he  says  he 
wants  to  increase  the  pay  of  Federal  em- 
ployees. 

Of  course,  we  have  had  some  strange 
ways  proposed  for  doing  it,  such  as  pro- 
posingjDA  increase  for  the  lowest  paid. 
most  tiumble  employees,  and  proposing 
increases  of  up  to  $800  for  the  "plushlesf ' 
jobs  in  the  civil  service. 

That  was  the  original  proposal . 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  half  a  minute  to  me? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  yield  to  the  ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Let  me  give  the 
Senator  my  assurance— and  I  am  satis- 
fied I  state  a  fact— that  the  Postmaster 
General  is  interested  in  wage  increases 
for  postal  workers,  and  that  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  administration  are  inter- 
ested in  increases  for  both  postal  and 
classified  workers ;  but  they  have  beheved 
consistently  that  there  should  be  com- 
pensating  revenues  or  compensating  off- 
sets provided. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  am  glad  to  have 
the  distinguished  majority  leadar's  posi- 
tion on  the  question.  The  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  beheves  that  the  duty  of  re- 
classifying the  postal  field  service  la  in 
the  Congress.  It  has  had  the  authority 
historically  to  control  the  classlficaUon 
of  jobs  in  the  postal  service  throughout 
our  history.  The  Postmaster  General 
might  throw  a  dime  in  the  tin  cup  of  the 
employees,  if  he  could  have  his  way  in 
telhng  Congrecs  that  it  has  not  sense 
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enough  to  legislate  on  the  classification 
system.  Further  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral has  said  there  will  not  be  a  pay 
increase  unless  a  postal  rate  increase  is 
tied  hi  with  the  legislation.  He  haa 
ignored  completely  the  rights  and  pre- 
rogatives of  the  congressional  branch  of 
the  Government,  and  the  traditional  pro- 
hibition against  the  Senate's  originating 
any  revenue-raising  measures. 

It  seems  strange  to  tlte  Junior  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  that  on  the  last  day  of 
the  session  we  should  treat  Federal  em- 
ployees, who  can  appeal  only  to  the  Con- 
gress for  relief,  in  that  manner.  We  have 
had  many  bills  before  ua.  and  we  have 
taken  care  of  nearly  cverylwdy  who  has 
some  patented  gimmick  that  will  help 
him  get  reelected. 

It  seems  strange  Uiat  the  Senate 
should  defer  to  the  very  last  minute  a 
matter  that  should  be  on  the  conscience 
of  the  96  Members  of  the  Senate,  and  the 
Senate  is  the  only  place  to  which  Gov- 
ernment employees  can  come  for  an  open 
forum.  These  workers  constitute  the 
largest  group  of  labor  that  is  denied  the 
ordinary  weapons  and  prerogatives  of 
labor  unions  because  they  cannot  strike, 
and  shoxild  not  be  allowed  to  strike. 
They  can  only  petition  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  and  the  House  for  the 
modicum  of  justice  which  is  their  due. 
to  keep  in  line  even  to  a  slight  degree 
with  the  increasing  cost  of  Uving  and  the 
increased  wages  which  employees  in 
other  industries  have  been  paid  through- 
out recent  years. 

We  are  told  that  they  cannot  have  a 
pay  increase  except  on  conditions  the 
Postmaster  General  approves.  We  are 
told  that  the  administration  will  veto  the 
bill,  or  that  the  Postmaster  General  will 
encourage  a  veto  unless  he  has  his  way 
100  percent  down  the  road.  As  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Democratic  administration  I 
have  been  accustomed  to  having  some 
pressure  put  on  the  Congress.  I  have 
been  invited  to  go  along  on  legislation  in 
which  the  administration  was  interested. 
I  have  been  talked  to  by  members  of  the 
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l>t  \m  look  at  the  Justice  of  including 
In  this  measure  the  postal-rate  increase. 
I  think  we  all  know  that  we  cannot  do  It 
and  secure  pMMge  of  a  bilL  Why  do  we 
not  bring  in  an  amendment  to  the  tax 
bin?  More  than  $212  miUion  of  the  m- 
crease  in  pay  for  the  classified  workers 
must  come  out  of  the  general  tax  reve- 
nue. Shall  we  put  an  amendment  to  the 
revenue  bill  and  say  that  part  of  the 
$7,400,000,000  m  tax  reductions  we  have 
given  thus  far  In  this  session  is  now  to  be 
withdrawn  because  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country  use  the  service  of  these  classified 
workers?  It  would  make  just  as  much 
sense,  I  beheve,  be  just  as  logical,  to 
amend  a  tax  bill  with  a  pay  Increase  as 
in  this  manner.  Here  the  administra- 
tion Insists  that  the  pending  bill  must 
carry  the  increase  in  the  postal  rates, 
when  we  know  the  House  has  refused  to 
pass  a  bill  containing  such  a  provision. 
The  House  refused  3  years  ago  even  to 
sit  down  in  conference  and  let  the  Senate 
raise  upward  by  1  cent  the  first  class 
mail  rate. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
Is  it  not  true  that  if  we  waited  for  the 
budget  to  be  balanced,  no  Government 
employee  would  ever  get  an  increase? 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Of  coiu-se  that  is 
true.  To  use  this  as  a  blackjack  to  force 
the  Congress  to  pass  without  hearings 
or  House  action  a  postal-rate  increase 
bill  which  will  penalize  the  small  users 
of  miul.  yet  leave  the  giants  who  use 
our  postal  system  for  profit  almost  free 
of  any  substantial  rate  increase,  I  think 
is  absurd  and  unthinkable. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator's time  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Delaware   [Mr.  FrkakI. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware  is  recognized  for  2 
minutes. 

Mr.  FREAR.     Mr.  President.  I  have 


executive   branch   of   the   Government,^ — great  sympathy  for  what  the  majority 


Who  sit  in  the  gaSery  and  call  Members 
off  the  floor  and  ask  If  they  might  dis- 
cuss an  amendment  in  which  the  ad- 
ministration is  interested. 

The  PRESIDmO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bush  In  the  chair).  The  time  of  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  3  additional  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  Is  recognized  for 
an  additional  3  minutes. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  The  right  of  peti- 
tion, not  only  by  employees  but  by  the 
Executive,  is  not  unknown  on  Capitol 
Hill.  But  never  in  my  16  years  in  the 
Capital  have  I  seen  any  man  arrogate  to 
himself  the  right  to  dictate  to  the  Con- 
gress, to  the  cmnmittee  chairman,  to  the 
members  of  the  ccnnmittee — yes,  and  to 
the  individual  Members  of  the  Senate 
Within  his  own  party — telling  them  that 
they  are  expected  to  fall  in  line,  to  salute 
and  obey,  and  go  along  with  the  Post- 
master General's  position.  I  think  that 
is  carrying  petition  rights  a  Uttle  bit  too 
far. 
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leader  is  trying  to  accomplish  by  way 
of  getting  additional  revenues  for  the 
Treasury.  However,  I  am  sorry  that 
I  cannot  go  along  with  his  amendments, 
because  I  believe  we  should  not  tie  them 
to  a  bill  affecting  the  pay  of  postal 
employees. 

I  also  differ  from  the  great  Senator 
from  California  on  another  point.  I 
do  not  beheve  we  should  penalize  the 
users  of  first-class  mail  who  are  and  have 
been  for  some  time  paying  their  way. 
I  have  been  very  sympathetic  to  an  in- 
crease in  second-,  third-,  and  fourth- 
class  mall  rates.  While  I  had  the  honor 
of  serving  on  the  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  Committee  we  had  hearings  for 
many  months.  We  heard  practically 
every  publisher  of  magazines,  books,  and 
charitable  and  farm  magazines.  We 
gave  them  ample  time  to  express  their 
views.  Many  of  them  were  sympathetic 
to  increases.  As  a  result,  as  I  recall, 
there  was  a  30-percent  increase  in  the 
rates  on  some  of  the  classes  of  mail. 

The  Smator  from  California  now  pro- 
poses another  30-percent  increase.  As 
I  have  said,  I  should  like  to  go  along 


with  that  proposal,  bat  I  do  xx>t  like  to 
see  it  tied  to  a  bill  which  is  too  deserr- 
ing  to  be  given  a  death  blow  at  this  lata 
hour  of  the  Congress. 

As  the  able  chairman  of  the  Post  Offlce 
and  Civil  Service  Committee  has  stated, 
either  postal  employees  deserve  this  in- 
crease in  pay  or  they  do  not.  We  should 
vote  that  they  deserve  it  or  that  they 
do  not  deserve  it.  I  think  otir  votes 
today  will  determine  whether  we  want 
the  postal  employees  to  have  an  increase 
in  salary. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  from  E>elaware  has  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Piesi- 
dent,  I  yield  2  additional  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  Delaware. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware  is  recognized  for  an 
additional  2  minutes. 

Mr.  FREAR.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Of  course,  I  do  not  wish  to  be  tied 
down  in  my  vote,  nor  do  I  wish  to  tie 
down  the  vote  of  any  other  Senator  be- 
cause he  may  tiappen  to  be  up  for  re« 
election  this  year,  or  of  Senators  who 
may  not  even  be  candidates.  I  believe 
our  votes  on  the  proposed  legislation  will 
indicate  that  we  feel  conscientiously 
that  the  postal  employees  deserve  the 
increase,  or  that  they  do  not  dese^e  it. 
I  should  not  like  to  see  a  Senator  vote 
on  this  proposed  legislation,  whether  he 
votes  for  it  or  against  it.  because  he  may 
think  it  would  gain  him  some  votes  in 
the  general  election  or  deny  him  some 
votes  in  the  general  election. 

Mr.  President,  I  also  feel  that  the 
Postmaster  General  has  a  very  definite 
responsibihty.  in  the  operation  of  the 
Post  Oflice  Department,  for  its  mainte- 
nance, if  he  can  provide  it,  on  a  pay- 
as-you-go  basis.  Personally  I  should 
like  to  see  the  rates  so  increased  on 
second-,  third-,  and  fourth-class  »w»n 
that  they  would  pay  their  own  way, 
without  the  users  of  first-class  mat]  be- 
ing penalized  to  heU>  support  those  who 
use  the  mails  in  the  second-  and  third- 
class  categories. 

Our  postal  employees  are  certainly  de- 
serving of  an  increase  when  we  compare 
their  pay  rates  with  the  Increased  rates 
of  day  laborers  and  when  we  compare 
th^n  with  the  increased  rates  which 
have  been  granted  to  many  miUions  of 
white-collar  workers  during  the  past  2 
years.  '' 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion,  there  Is 
Just  one  question  I  should  like  to  ask, 
of  the  chairmsm  of  the  Senate  Post  Of- 
fice and  Civil  Service  CcMnmittee.  if  X 
may.  On  page  2.  under  subdivision  (8>, 
the  report  states: 

A  repeal  of  present  law  which  restricts 
ih»  number  of  permanent  appointments, 
promotions,  and  transfers  in  the  Federal 
service. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  the  Senator  a  half  minute. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Delaware  is  recognized  for 
an  additional  half  minute. 

Mr.  FREAR.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  frcm  Kansas,  does  that  not  open 
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the  door  to  tbe  Postmaster  Qtsaenl  for 
an  ezcepttonally  large  increase  ii\^ein« 
ployment? 

Mr.  CARLSON.    I  do  not  think  so. 

The  FRB3IDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  FREAR.    The  answer  is  no? 

Mr.  CARLSON.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  the  dlstlngtilshed  Senator 
from  New  York  2  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  is  recognized 
lor  2  minutes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
certainly  vote  against  the  amendment 
of  the  dlstingiUshed  majority  leader.  I 
Wish  to  say  to  him  that  I  think  these 
employees  are  clearly  entitled  to  an  in- 
crease in  pay.  They  have  earned  it: 
they  deserve  It.  As  a  matter  of  fact 
they  deserve  more  than  we  propose  to 
giVe  them  in  this  bill. 

I  think  it  is  very  unreasonable  to  say 
to  any  group  of  men.  "We  are  not  going 
to  consider  a  raise  in  your  wages  unless 
there  be  some  other  provision  in  the 
way  of  increased  revenues  such  as  are 
proposed  in  the  amendment  of  the  ma- 
jority leader."  If  increased  revenues  are 
needed  to  defray  the  legitimate  expenses 
of  Government,  I  think  they  should  be 
covered  in  the  tax  law,  not  in  a  bill  of 
this  character.  There  Is  no  relation 
whatsoever  between  the  mail  rates  and 
the  pay  which  has  been  earned  and  is 
deserved  by  the  workers.  I  think  there 
might  very  usefully  be  changes  in  the 
postal  rates  but  they  shoxild  be  consid- 
ered only  in  a  separate  bill. 

I  believe,  too,  that  any  Increases  In 
rates  should  be  in  proportion  to  the  serv- 
ice rendered  to  the  users  of  the  different 
classes  of  mail.  I  can  see  no  justmcation 
whatsoever  in  saying  to  this  group  of 
hardworking,  loyal  men  and  women, 
"You  are  not  going  to  get  any  raise  in 
your  pay  no  matter  how  fully  it  Is  de- 
served imless  at  the  same  time  we  do 
this,  that,  or  the  other  thing"— in  this 
particular  case,  of  course,  it  being  a 
raise  in  the  postal  rates. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  shaU  vote  against 
the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senator  from  California 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  myself  5  minutes  on  the  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  President,  last  night  In  the  Con- 
CREssiONAL  RECORD,  beginning  on  page 
15198,  I  inserted  into  the  Record  infor- 
mation relating  to  legislation  passed  at 
this  session  of  Congress,  under  the  head- 
ing "Principal  Features  of  New  Federal 
Employee  Legislation." 

The  Information  shows  the  "Group 
Life  Insurance—Cost  to  Government  $22 
million." 

♦v^r^li^*®**  ^'®  ^^  "Modification  of 
the  Whitten  Amendment."  the  "Incen- 
tive Awards  Program."  the  "Repeal  of 
the  Annual  Leave  Reduction  Require- 
ment. •  the  "Extension  of  Longevity  Pay 
Increases."  the  "Recruitment  at  Salaries 
Above  the  Minimum  of  the  Grade."  the 
AUowance  for  Uniforms,"  the  "Abol- 
ishment of  the  CPC  Schedule,"  the  "In- 
crease in  the  Number  of  'Supergrade' 


Positions,"  and  the  "Premium  Pay** 
provision. 

That  information  shows  that  the  cost 
of  this  desirable  and  I  believe  beneficial 
legislation  would  be — 

For  the  group  life  Insurance,  $22  mil- 
lion. 

For  the  fringe  benefit  bill,  $70,760,000. 

For  the  uniform  provision,  $20  million. 

The  total  of  those  items  is  $112,760.- 
000,  which  is  exclusive  of.  whatever  pay 
increase  legislation  may  be  enacted. 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  yield  in  a 
moment. 

Mr.  President,  for  the  benefit  of  some 
of  the  Senators  who  may  have  come  in 
late,  I  again  say  that  the  amendments 
I  propose  keep  the  pay  increase  for  the 
postal  workers  on  the  same  basis  as  that 
provided  in  the  so-called  Carlson  bill,  re- 
ported from  the  committee;  namely, 
there  Is  a  minimum  floor  of  $200  and 
there  is  a  ceiling  of  $440  as  to  the  postal 
workers,  and  the  increase  averages  5  per- 
cent. That  is  precisely  the  same  provi- 
sion as  in  the  amendments  I  have  pre- 
sented. 

The  original  amendments  I  offered 
provided  about  a  3'i  percent  overall  in- 
crease for  the  classified  civil  service, 
which  is  the  same  as  is  provided  by  the 
so-called  Rees  bill  introduced  in  the 
House. 

After  the  discussion  on  the  floor  the 
other  day,  the  amendments  were  revised 
to  provide  for  a  minimum  of  $100  for 
the  classified  service  and  a  ceiling  of 
$440.  which  will  be  the  same  as  the  ceil- 
ing for  the  postal  workers.  The  average 
for  the  classified  service,  with  the  re- 
vision, would  be  approximately  4^^ 
percent. 

The  amendments  do  provide  for  an 
increase  in  revenues  from  the  first-class 
mail,  and  percentages  of  10,  10,  and  10  in 
the  second-class  mail.  This  increase  is 
approximately  the  same,  with  regard  to 
the  offsetting,  compensating  features  of 
Income,  as  that  provided  in  the  bill  which 
passed  the  Senate  2  years  ago,  reported 
by  the  committee  headed  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Johnston]. 

There  has  been  some  discussion  rela- 
tive to  the  cost  of  living.  We  all  know 
that  since  1939  the  cost  of  living  has 
risen,  and  there  have  been  various  ad- 
justments in  salaries  in  private  industry 
in  the  Federal  Government,  and  in  State 
and  local  government  to  meet  that  in- 
crease in  the  cost  of  living. 

The  figures  show,  taking  1939  a?  a  base 
of  100,  that  the  cost  of  living  had  ri'^en 
approximately  93.6  percent  by  1951  The 
letter  carrier  was  allowed  a  salary  in- 
crease in  that  period  of  time  of  94  per- 
cent. The  salary  increase  of  the  mail 
handler  in  that  same  period  of  time  was 
117  percent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  has  expired 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  myself  an 
additional  5  minutes. 

The  salary  increase  of  the  custodial 
laborer  has  been  127  percent  in  that  same 
penod  of  time,  using  the  same  base 

The  salary  increase  of  the  supervisor 
has  been  77  percent,  which  is  riot  so 


much  as  the  increase  in  the  coEt-of -living 
index. 

The  increase  in  salaries  paid  to  post- 
masters varies  with  different  postmas- 
ters, but  considering  the  highest-paid 
postmaster  in  the  service  in  that  same 
period  of  time,  and  using  the  same  base 
period,  the  salary  increase  has  been  15 
percent. 

Mr.  President,  since  the  las*  salary  in- 
crease was  granted  to  postal  workers, 
the  figures  from  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics,  as  to  the  consumer  price  In- 
dex since  1952,  have  been  as  follows: 

In  1952,  the  average  for  the  year  Is 
113.5  percent  of  1939. 

In  1953,  the  average  for  the  year  is 
114.4  percent  of  1939. 

In  January  1954,  the  Index  stood  at 
115.2;  in  February,  115;  in  M»rch,  114.8; 
in  April,  114.6;  and  in  May,  115  percent. 
That  is  a  rise  of  1.5  points  from  the  1952 
average,  and  represents  a  percentage  in- 
crease of  1.3  percent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senator  from  CaUfornia. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  1  minute? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Let  me  first  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Fre.^r  ] . 

Mr.  FREAR.  From  what  source  did 
the  Senator  derive  this  statement  of 
benefits  he  has  mentioned,  which  was 
inserted  in  the  Record  last  night? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  statement  cov- 
ered new  legislation  passed  by  the  Con- 
gre.<^s  at  this  session. 

Mr.  FREAR.  Fi'om  where  is  the 
money  derived  at  the  present  time  to 
pay  for  the  uniforms? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Under  the  old  sys- 
tem, the  employees,  as  I  understand, 
had  to  buy  their  own  uniforms.  Under 
this  provision,  the  authority  is  given  for 
that  cost  to  be  taken  care  of  by  appro- 
priations from  the  Federal  Treasury. 

Mr.  FREAR.  From  what  source  is  the 
money  derived  for  giving  the  postal  em- 
ployees insurance  or  other  benents.  with 
the  exception  of  retirement  pny' 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  believe  that 
money  comes  from  the  general  receipts 
of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  FREAR.  I  am  trying  to  deter- 
mine whether  there  is  a  direct  appro- 
priation. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  believe  the  an- 
swer  to  that  question  is  "Yes  • 

Mr.  FREAR.  With  regard  to  the  re- 
tirement benefits,  for  which  the  Gtov- 
ernment  obligates  itself  to  match  funds 
contributed  by  postal  employees  from 
their  pay.  is  there  a  direct  appropria- 
Uon  to  a  fund  for  that  specific  pur- 
pose? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  believe  the  an- 
swer  to  that  question  is  "Yes." 

Mr.  FREAR.  How  often  does  the  Con- 
gress appropriate  money  to  match  those 
funds,  not  only  for  the  postal  employees, 
but  for  other  civil  servants' 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  believe  normal- 
ly, unless  there  is  a  continuing  appro- 
priation, the  matter  is  handled  in  each 
annual  appropriation  bill 

Mr.  FREAR.  Does  the  Senator  from 
California  know  whether  that  has  been 
done  for  this  year? 
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Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  prefer 
not  to  give  the  Senator  an  offhand  an- 
swer to  that  question.  I  shall  endeavor 
to  ascertain  the  answer  for  the  Senator. 

Mr.  FREAR,  Normally  It  Is  done  In 
that  manner? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  correct;  in 
each  appropriation  bill. 

I  now  yield  to  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Nebraska  for  2  minutes 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question^ 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  yield,  after 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  con- 
cluded. 

Mr.  REYNOLiDS.  Mr.  President.  I 
shall  take  no  more  than  half  a  minute. 

As  a  businessman,  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  has  long  wondered  why 
the  Postmaster  General  of  the  United 
States  has  been  imable  to  inject  some 
semblance  of  business  into  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  United  States  Poet  OflSce 
Department.  The  specious  arguments 
which  have  been  presented  this  morn- 
ing, and  the  political  pressure  which  has 
been  in  evidence,  demonstrate  com- 
pletely to  me  what  an  impossible  task 
the  Postmaster  General  has. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  yield 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAI«>.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  appreciate  very 
much  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
mentioning  benefits,  such  as  uniform  al- 
lowances. I  should  like  to  ask  whether 
It  is  not  a  fact  that  the  same  committee 
which  has  taken  action  on  the  pay  bill 
reported  the  bill  providing  the  benefits 
the  majority  leader  has  enumerated. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  myself  1  additional  minute. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa that  my  argument  is  not  that  the 
additional  bills  which  were  passed  should 
have  foreclosed  pay  legislation,  because 
I  am  prepared  to  support  legislation  pro- 
viding for  pay  increases  with  compen- 
sating postal  rate  increases.  I  am  point- 
ing out  for  the  Record  that  regardless  of 
what  has  been  done  in  this  regard,  there 
have  been  a  number  of  well  deserved 
beneficial  acts  passed. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  prmted  in  the  Record  at 
this  point,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  a 
table,  taken  from  page  15  of  the  Treas- 
ury-Post Office  appropriation  bill  hear- 
ings, showing  the  various  postal  pay  in- 
crease bills  which  have  been  passed  since 
1945,  and  the  amount  of  the  appropria- 
tion required  to  carry  out  the  public  law 
in  each  instance. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcoro, 
as  follows: 
[Taken  from  p.  15  of  the  hearings  on  tbe 

Treasury  Post  Offloe  appropriation  bill  of 

1955] 

Public  Law  134,  effective  July 
1.  1945,  postal  field  salary 
bin _ $239, 467,  000 

Departmental  salary  bUl.  Pub- 
lic Law  106.  effective  July 
1.  1945 786,000 


IIM.SSI.OOO 
684.000 


215.900,000 


10,  900,  000 
1. 100.  000 


Postal  IMd  salary  bm.  Public 
Law  881.  effecUve  Jan. 
1.  1946 

Departmental  salary  bUl,  Pub- 
lic Ijaw  390,  July  1,  ISH6 

Postal  departmental  and  field 
salary  bUl.  Public  Law  900, 
effecUve  July  1.  1048 

Postal  field  salary  bUl.  Pub- 
lic Law  438.  effective  Nov. 
1.    1940 112.489.000 

Departmental  salary  bm.  Pub- 
lic  Law  429,   Nov.    1.    1949..  278,600 

Accumulation  for  nlghi  differ- 
ential on  salary  increases, 
1946-60 15.171.000 

Additional  overtime  on  salary 
Increases.    1946-60 

Department  salary  bill.  Pub- 
lic lAW  201.  July  1.  1951 

Postal  field  salary  bUl,  Pub- 
lic   Law    204,   July    1.    1951..     248,600,000 

Adjustment  of  slcl:  and  annual 
leave.  Public  Law  233.  effec- 
tive Jan.  6.  1962 60, 000. 000 

This  is  accumulated  salary  legislation  from 
1948  computed  up  to  December  1953. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  10  mhiutes  to  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  remarks  which  have  been  made  on 
the  floor  I  apprehend  that  there  is  a  good 
natured,  gracious,  but  nonetheless  ra- 
ther firm  attack  being  made  on  the  ma- 
jority leader  for  having  brought  up  the 
amendments  which  are  pending  at  the 
present  time. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  owe 
the  majority  leader  a  debt  of  gratitude 
for  trying  to  work  out  a  realistic  solution 
to  the  pay  problem. 

I  learned  long  ago  that  a  bh-d  in  the 
hand  is  worth  two  in  the  bush.  The 
Senate  can  act  on  the  bill,  but  that  does 
not  put  any  dollars  into  the  pockets  of 
those  who  carry  the  mail  or  other  em- 
ployees on  the  Federal  payroll.  It  will 
still  require  the  signatvire  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States.  If  we  are  to 
be  realistic  and  practical  about  it,  I 
think  we  ought  to  take  counsel  with  what 
the  President  has  said  heretofore.  He 
stood  before  the  joint  session  of  Congress 
in  January  and  made  specific  recom- 
mendations with  respect  to  the  Post 
OfDce;  first,  a  short-term  recommenda- 
tion for  an  adjustment  of  postal  rates, 
and,  second,  a  recommendation  for  the 
long  pull,  in  the  form  of  a  board  similar 
to  that  provided  for  In  the  bill  I  intro- 
duced some  time  ago,  which  board  would 
have  the  power  to  survey  and  make  a 
recommendation  to  Congress,  leaving  al- 
ways in  the  hands  of  Congress  the  au- 
thority finally  to  determine  the  rates. 

What  good  would  it  do  to  pass  a  bill 
without  the  rate  amendments  which  are 
before  the  Senate  at  the  present  time, 
only  to  have  it  vetoed  ultimately,  because 
it  is  not  consonant  with  the  budget  pro- 
gram? 

The  fact  is  that  in  1953  there  was  a 
deficit  of  $663  million  in  the  Post  Ofllce 
Department.  There  was  an  estimated 
deficit  of  $747  million  in  1954.  While 
we  belabor  the  Postmaster  General,  let 
me  say  that  for  1954  he  has  reduced  that 
estimated  deficit  to  $437  miUion. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 


Mr.  DIRKSEN.   I  cannot  yield  at  thii 

time 

The  PRESIDING  OWTtCERw  The 
Senator  from  nunois  decUnes  to  yiekL 

Mr.  DIRKeoSN.  If  Mr.  Summerfleld  la 
a  dictator,  he  is  certainly  a  benign  dic- 
tator. If  he  Is  a  despot,  he  is  a  Tery 
gracious  despot.  If  he  Is  a  tsrrant,  he  la 
the  most  soniable  and  genial  tyrant,  I 
have  ever  seen.  His  interest  Is  in  tba 
public  well-being.  Certainly  that  inter- 
est of  his  Is  not  exceeded  by  the  interest 
of  anyone  who  serves  in  the  Senate.  He 
has  a  job  to  do.  He  Is  operating  an 
agency  which  purveys  a  service  to  the 
people. 

Let  no  one  call  him  a  tyrant  or  a  die- 
tator.  He  claims  only  to  be  a  good  bini- 
nessman  trying  to  reduce  the  deficit  In 
accordance  with  the  instruction  and  ad- 
monition of  the  President  of  tbe  United 
States. 

Wiiat  the  majority  leader  has  sug- 
gested is  in  the  nature  of  an  oiZset  so  that 
the  deficit  will  not  grow  larger.  I  believe 
it  is  to  the  eternal  credit  of  the  majority 
leader  that  he  should  come  before  tbe 
Senate  with  that  kind  of  amendment 
knowing  that  without  it  at  the  end  of  tbe 
hne  there  is  a  possible  veto  which  would 
not  put  a  dollar  into  the  pockets  of  a 
single  carrier  or  a  single  employee  in  the 
Federal  Government. 

Something  has  been  said  about  big 
postal  subsidies.  Let  me  remind  Sen- 
ators on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  that 
$2,400,000,000  in  subsidies  for  second- 
class  mail  were  paid  from  1936  to  1958. 
The  RepubUcans  were  not  in  power  dur- 
ing the  years  when  those  subsidies  were 
piled  up. 

Insofar  as  I  know.  I  saw  no  effort  made 
on  the  part  of  the  prior  administration 
to  cut  down  those  subsidies.  When  I 
served  in  the  House,  I  heard  many  sono- 
rous discussions  about  the  great  subsi- 
dies which  were  being  paid  to  secondh- 
and third-class  mail  but  I  never  saw  one 
soul  who  wore  the  administration  tag 
who  ever  came  before  Congress  with  a 
concrete  plan  to  meet  that  huge  subsidy 
problem  In  connection  with  second-  and 
third-class  mail. 

Let  it  be  said  to  the  eyerlasting  credit 
of  the  Postmaster  General  that  he  has 
called  in  the  large  publishers  and  said  to 
them,  "I  want  to  say  to  you  as  firmly  as 
I  know  how  that  you  will  have  to  pay 
your  part  of  the  cost.  There  is  not  go- 
ing to  be  a  free  load  and  a  free  ride  any- 
more." 

The  one  tiling  Congress  can  do  is  to 
put  the  Post  Office  Department  on  a 
sound  fiscal  basis  in  accordance  with  the 
desires  and  recommendations  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  In  his 
message  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

It  was  stated  a  moment  ago  that  there 
will  be  a  raise  only  if  there  is  a  rate  in- 
crease. Mr.  President,  that  is  not  the 
fact. 

Perhaps  the  amendments  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  California  will  be  voted  down. 
I  do  not  know.  At  any  rate,  they  rep- 
resent a  sincere  and  earnest  effort  on  tbe 
part  of  the  majority  leader  to  bring  the 
program  in  line  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  President  and  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Postmaster  General. 
who  is  charged  with  the  responsibility  ot 
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operating  the  Uggest  service  on  the  face 
of  the  world; 

For  that,  of  course,  the  majority  leader 
Is  to  be  highly  commraxled.  If  his 
amendments  are  voted  down,  and  if 
other  amendments  are  voted  down,  it 
still  remains  for  the  Senate  to  pass  upon 
a  pay  raise  Mil  as  such. 

The  House  is  still  in  session.  It  has 
passed  an  entirely  different  kind  of 
measure.  It  came  before  the  House 
when  the  Committee  on  Poet  Office  and 
Civil  Service  of  the  House  was  finally 
discharged  under  the  petition  rule.  In 
conference  perhaps,  a  bill  may  be 
woriced  out.  However,  at  the  end  of  the 
road  ttiere  is  still  the  possibility  of  a 
veto.  I  have  no  authority  to  speak  for 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  but 
he  pledged  the  people  of  the  country  that 
he  would  try  to  pursue  a  course  of  econ- 
omy and  that  he  would  try  to  balance  the 
budget  if  he  could.  We  still  have  a  way 
to  go.  He  has  asserted  his  position  over 
and  over  again  in  connection  with  the 
tax  legislation.  The  amendments  be- 
fore us  are  in  a  modest  degree  an  offset 
to  provide  revenue  for  the  increase  in 
pay.  so  that  the  budget  in  the  Post  Office 
Department  may  not  grow  any  larger. 

I  think,  therefore,  Mr.  President,  that 
instead  of  polite  abuse,  the  majority 
leader  deserves  the  praise  of  the  Senate 
and  of  everyone  else  for  suggesting  a 
practical  solution  to  the  problem  which 
would  eventuate  in  a  Presidential  sig- 
nature, flnaUy  placing  this  pay  increase 
actually  in  the  hands  of  those  for  whom 
ic  was  designed. 

I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yMA  5  minutes  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon]. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  agree 
with  the  position  just  taken  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Illinois  with  respect  to  his 
am>ralsal  of  the  propriety  and  the  wis- 
dom of  the  action  of  the  majority  leader 
in  presenting  the  amendments.  How- 
ever, I  do  not  agree  with  the  amend- 
ments. Let  me  complete  this  picture  of 
apparent  Inconsistency  by  saying  that, 
nevertheless,  I  expect  to  support  them. 
I  shall  require,  I  think,  my  full  5  minutes. 
The  minutes  we  have  left  are  short  and 
few  before  Congress  adjourns. 

Differences  of  opinion  have  been  voiced 
on  the  floor.  There  are  differences  of 
opinion  between,  I  suspect,  a  majority  of 
the  Congress  and  the  executive  depart- 
ment, and,  I  believe,  a  majority  of  the 
Republicans  and  the  executive  depart- 
ment. But,  Mr.  President,  legislation  of 
necessity  is  compromise.  Legislation 
ought  to  be  enacted  in  a  climate 
of  reason,  of  wiUingness  to  concede  in 
order  to  obtain  the  best  possible  result 
for  all.  We  can  create  that  climate  here 
Mr.  President. 

First,  there  Is  in  my  mind  no  particu- 
lar principle  involved  here.  There  is 
simply  a  combination  of  circumstances 
which  can  be  resolved.  We  should  seek 
for.  and,  having  found,  accept  the  best 
solution  available  to  us  under  the  cir- 
cumstances. 

I  should  like  to  go  at  length  Into  my 
views  with  respect  to  the  lack  of  any 
real  connection  between  the  right  of  an 
employee  of  the  Postal  Department  to 
an  increase,  and  the  necessity  to  meet 


a  deficit  In  the  Postal  Department.  In 
my  opinion,  there  is  no  necessary  rela- 
tionship. If  the  post-office  empfloyee  is 
entitled  to  a  raise,  he  is  entitled  to  it. 
Certainly,  we  should  not  penalize  the 
little  group  of  postal  employees  because 
the  users  of  the  United  States  mails  are 
not  paying  their  way.  That  would  not 
be  sensible.  On  the  other  hand,  we  are 
faced  with  a  deficit  in  the  Postal  De- 
partment. The  amendments  suggest 
methods  by  which  that  deficit  can,  at 
least,  be  reduced.  So  we  may  consider 
them  without  in  anywise  doing  damage 
to  logic  or  reason.  There  is  no  reason 
why  we  should  not  consider  them. 
There  is  a  definite  reason  why  we  should 
consider  them. 

The  postal  employees  of  the  United 
States  and  the  classified  employees  may 
be  better  off  because  we  consider  them. 

I  shall  support  the  amendments  even 
though  I  would  prefer  to  deal  with  pay 
rates  as  pay  rates,  and  with  the  deficit 
as  a  deficit.  There  are  differences  of 
opinion  which  I  do  not  control  and  which 
I  did  not  create.  I  shall  try  to  recon- 
cile them  and  suggest  a  method  by 
which  we  can  win.  If  we  accept  these 
amendments,  the  bill  can  go  immediately 
to  the  House.  The  House  can  recede  and 
concur.  In  that  case,  we  shall  have 
amendments  to  the  bill;  and  from  such 
information  as  I  have — and  none  of  it 
is  direct  or  authoritative — the  bill  will 
be  acceptable  to  the  administration.  It 
will  be  signed,  and  the  pay  raises  will 
be  in  effect. 

Certainly  no  one  questions  the  sound- 
ness of  the  rate  increases,  because  they 
are  only  a  step  toward  the  level  which 
we  must  seek. 

If  the  House  refuses  to  recede  and 
concur,  there  is  no  chance,  in  my  hum- 
ble opinion,  for  a  conference.  If  we  can 
adopt  these  amendments,  send  them  to 
the  House,  and  the  House  refuses  to 
recede  and  concur,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, when  the  bill  is  returned,  I  shall 
vote  that  the  Senate  recede  and  concur. 
By  fo'  jwing  that  procedure,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, ne  House  can  agree  and  we  can 
have  £.  bill  that  we  know  is  acceptable. 
If  the  House  shall  fail  to  agree,  we  cari 
eliminate  the  amendments  and  take  the 
chance  that  perhaps  the  administration 
can  be  induced  to  go  along  with  the  pay 
raise  alone. 

That  seems  to  me  to  be  sound  logic. 
and,  predicated  upon  it,  I  shall  support 
the  amendments  offered  en  bloc  by  the 
majority  leader. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Langer]  on  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President  we 
have  dealt  with  various  bills  with  ref- 
erence to  pay  increases,  it  is  my  opin- 
ion that  those  working  for  the  Post  Office 
Department,  including  letter  carriers 
and  mail  handlers,  are  receiving  less  in 
actual  take-home  pay  than  they  received 
in  1938. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  in  favor  of  the 
Carlson  bill  without  the  change  of  a 
single  comma  or  period  or  the  crossing 
of  a  "t"  or  the  dotting  of  an  "i."  it  is 
a  bill  which  should  have  been  passed 
long  ago.  It  has  always  seemed  strange 
to  me  that  th«se  employees  were  not  re- 


ceiving the  amount  of  pay  to  which  they 
were  fairly  entitled.  I  commend  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  for  patting  up  a 
fight  for  these  employees  in  order  to  give 
them  justice. 

The  oflBcers  of  the  various  postal  or- 
ganizations are  unusually  fine  men. 
When  they  have  testified  before  the  com- 
mittee upon  various  occasions,  when  I 
was  presiding,  and  also  when  I  was  sit- 
ting as  a  member  of  the  committee.  I 
was  impressed  with  the  fact  that  they 
never  asked  for  more  than  that  to  which 
they  were  honestly  entitled*  Likewise, 
they  never  received  what  they  were 
fairly,  squarely,  and  honestly  entitled  to 
receive.  In  order  to  make  a  living,  some 
of  these  men  have  their  wives  working, 
driving  taxicabs,  or  working  in  stores. 
Many  of  their  children  do  not  receive 
the  kind  of  education  to  which  they  are 
entitled.  We  talk  about  a  vacation.  It 
is  a  travesty  even  to  talk  about  a  vaca- 
tion for  those  people,  because  workers 
in  the  postal  service  do  not  get  vacations 
that  amount  to  anything.  When  a  post- 
al employee  does  have  a  chance  to  get 
a  vacation  he  does  not  have  any  money 
to  go  anywhere. 

In  some  of  the  hearings  it  developed 
that  in  order  for  the  wif^  Of  a  postal 
employee  to  get  a  dress  she  had  to  take 
a  suit  which  had  been  worn  by  a  letter 
carrier  and  have  it  made  over  so  that 
she  could  have  a  dress  to  wear. 

I  remember  that  a  short  time  ago  vet- 
eran mail  handlers  were  reoeiving  $1.- 
900  a  year.  When  we  tried  to  get  them 
a  decent  salary  increase,  such  as  $500, 
or  $600.  or  $700,  in  order  that  an  em- 
ployee could  maintain  a  wife  and  one 
child,  we  finally  had  to  combromise  on 
$400. 

The  entire  proposal  to  raise  postal 
rates  is  perfectly  ridiculous.  There  are 
many  people  working  in  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  and  we  do  not  say  that 
the  Department  must  make  a  certain 
amount  of  money  before  the  employees 
can  have  their  salaries  increased.  There 
are  persons  enforcing  the  food  and  drug 
laws,  and  we  do  not  raise  the  fees  for 
permits  in  order  to  get  enough  money 
to  help  them. 

The  Government  has   bureaus  regu- 
lating fisheries,  mining,   forestry,   and 
many  other  branches  of  the  economy. 
For  the  first  time  it  is  planned  to  inaug- 
urate a  system  of  increasing  postal  rates 
when  that  has  absolutely  nothing  to  do 
with  compensating   a   worker  with   an 
honest  day's  pay  for  an  honest  day's 
work.    It  seems  to  me  that  the  problem 
with  which  we  are  confronted  is.  Shall 
we  pay  the  Government  worker  an  hon- 
est day's  wage  for  an  honest  day's  work? 
Furthermore.  Congress  has  appropri- 
ated many  billions  of  dollars  for  foreign 
aid  and  relief.     The  giveaway  program, 
as   was   said   the   other   day    has   now 
reached  a  total  of  $70  billion.    Are  we 
now  to  say  that  the  men  and  women  who 
are   entitled,   in   fairness,   decency,   and 
justice,  to  a  needed  increase  in  pay  are 
not  to  receive  that  to  which  they  are 
justly  and  honestly  entitled? 

Again  I  say  that  I  expect  to  support  the 
bill  introduced  by  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Kansas   I  Mr.  Carlson],  who  has 
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done  a  good  Job.  I  shall  support  him  to 
the  limit.  I  hope  every  other  Senator 
will  do  the  same. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  to  the  distinguished  Junior 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Pas- 
Toail.  a  member  oi  the  committee.  10 
minutes  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  PASTORK.  Mr.  Presidcait.  In  my 
opinion,  there  is  Uttle  question  in  the 
minds  of  all  of  us  that  Federal  employees 
are  entitled  to  a  modest  5-percent  in- 
crease in  pay.  Indeed.  I  think  I  would 
not  be  reflecting  the  sentiment  of  all  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  if  I  did  not 
sUte  that  all  of  us  feel  that  Federal 
employees  are  entitled  to  even  more  than 
a  5-percent  increase. 

However  that  may  be,  the  committee, 
after  serious  deliberation  and  many 
hearings,  decided  that  the  e<iuiUble 
course  to  follow  as  of  the  moment  was  to 
grant  a  5-percent  increase,  with  reason- 
able limitations  as  to  mayjTnutw  and 
minimum. 

At  the  moment,  I  shall  address  myself 
to  the  amendments  which  have  been  pro- 
posed by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
California,  because  I  believe  they  con- 
stitute the  issue  before  us.  That  issue  is 
the  only  impediment  which  stands  in  our 
way. 

I  am  not  too  much  impressed  with  the 
argimient  that  unless  the  amendments 
be  adopted,  the  increase  in  wages  cannot 
be  granted;  or  that  if  the  amendments 
are  not  agreed  to  the  risk  will  be  run 
of  a  possible  veto  of  the  bill  on  the  part 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

In  that  connection,  in  my  opinion,  no 
Senator  has  been  closer  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  or  has  done  more 
to  advise  and  counsel  him,  or  exerted 
more  effective  effort  to  elect  Mr.  Eisen- 
hower as  President,  than  the  very  dis- 
tinguished jimior  Senator  from  Kansas 
fMr.  Carlson],  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

While  I  do  not  wish  to  anticipate  any 
assurance  that  may  be  given  by  him  be- 
fore a  vote  is  taken  on  the  amendments, 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  was  asked  a 
question  in  committee  as  to  how  the 
White  House  might  feel  about  the  pend- 
ing bill  without  the  amendments  which 
have  been  offered  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  California.  The  commit- 
tee received,  not  a  guaranty,  not  a  guess, 
but  an  assurance  from  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  proposed  legislation  would 
be  acceptable  to  the  President. 

I  am  a  Uttle  astounded  at  the  mo- 
ment to  hear  so  many  Senators  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle  say  that  it  is  their 
feeling,  because  of  certain  general  utter- 
ances by  the  President,  that  unless  the 
pending  amendments  are  attached  to  the 
bill,  the  risk  will  be  run  of  having  the 
President  veto  the  bill.  I  doubt  that  very 
much. 

I  do  not  Question  the  sincerity  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  fi'om  California  in 
offering  his  amendments.  While iu.and 
I  are  not  of  the  same  political  ^llos- 
ophy.  there  is  no  Member  of  the  Senate 
for  whom  I  have  greater  admiration  and 
respect  than  I  have  for  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  California.  I  think  he  is  a 
man  of  great  tenacity,  of  great  purpose. 
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of  great  ability,  of  great  Industry  and 
suicertty.  I  know  that  he  would  not 
have  offered  his  amendmaits  unless  he 
sincerely  thought  be  was  serring  the 
peofrte  of  the  country  and  his  Nation  as 
welL  But  I  do  not  subscribe  to  the  logic 
he  has  offered  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
in  defense  of  his  amendmoits. 

The  Senator  from  California  has  said 
that,  while  we  all  subscribe  to  the  propo- 
sition that  it  is  necessary  to  grant  an  in- 
crease in  pay.  it  is  not  practical  to  do  so 
unless  postal  rates  are  ralse<L  That  ar- 
gimient  falls  short  of  logic  when  it  is 
considered  that  the  proposed  5  percent 
increase  is  not  alone  intended  for  the 
benefit  of  postal  workers,  but  is  intended 
also  for  the  benefit  of  all  classified  Fed- 
eral employees  of  this  great  NaUon. 
Therefore.  I  ask  the  Senator.  Is  it  nec- 
essary, in  order  to  raise  the  salaries  of 
the  classified  workers  of  the  Nation,  to 
impose  the  responsibility  for  doing  so 
upon  the  Post  Office  Department?  Can 
the  classified  workers  of  the  United 
States  Qovemment  receive  an  increase 
in  pay  only  if  the  postal  rates  are  raised? 
To  follow  that  course  would  be  dis- 
criminatory, because  if  it  were  necessary 
to  collect  new  revenue  in  order  to  meet 
this  obligation,  the  cost  shoidd  be 
spread  equitably,  smd  a  tax  Increase  bill 
should  be  offered  to  satisfy  the  argu- 
ment that  new  revenue  is  needed  in 
order  to  pay  an  increase  in  salaries  to 
classified  workers. 

I  submit  to  the  Senate  that  the  postal 
pay  Increase  must  be  met.  I  am  willing 
to  stand  up  and  be  counted.  I  took  my 
posiUon  in  1951.  I  believe  that  the 
postal  service  can  be  placed  on  a  self- 
sustaining  basis.  I  contend  that  the 
rates  should  be  adjusted  upward.  Our 
committee  has  already  indicated  that 
this  is  the  concensus  of  its  members.  All 
of  us  are  in  accord  with  the  beUef  that 
some  action  must  be  taken  to  raise 
postal  rates,  in  order  to  eliminate  the 
deficit  in  the  Post  Office  Department. 

But  postal  rates  have  nothing  to  do 
with  postal  salaries;  and  postal  salaries 
have  nothing  to  do  with  postal  rates.  If 
the  employees  of  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment are  entitled  to  a  salary  increase, 
they  should  receive  it.  regardless  of  what 
is  done  about  postal  rates. 

By  the  same  token,  if  postal  rates 
should  be  increased,  they  should  be  in- 
creased without  consideration  of  the  in- 
crease in  salaries  of  postal  workers.  One 
is  not  connected  with  the  other.  If  an 
attempt  were  made  to  connect  them,  a 
precedent  of  long  standing  would  be 
broken. 

In  1951  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  worked  arduously  on 
the  matter  of  adjusting  postal  rates. 
When  the  bill  went  to  conference,  the 
Senate  conferees  held  fast  for  an  in- 
crease in  first-class  postage  rates.  We 
were  rebuffed  by  the  House  conferees. 
We  were  told  that  that  was  not  the  time 
to  raise  postal  rates,  so  far  as  first-class 
service  was  concerned. 

I  submit  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  California  that  if  he  is  bent  upon 
blocking  pay  legislation  at  this  session, 
all  that  is  necessary  to  be  done  is  to  in- 
clude a  postal  rate  increase  amendment 
on  the  pay  bill,  because  the  moment  that 


Is  done,  there  wiU  be  a  icsolattai  betera 
the  Senate  to  ooncttr  in  an  ■numiinl  to 
adjourn  sine  die. 

If  we  want  to  be  sineeie,  if  ne  u«  tn 
accord  with  the  modest.  JustUSiOila,  x«ft- 
sonable  hxrease  which  Is  propnatd  tor 
Federal  workers,  w«  should  consider  Um 
question  on  that  basis  and  that  basis 
alone.  We  should  act  upon  the  bill  fa- 
vorably today.  Then,  in  due  time,  bear- 
ings will  be  held  by  the  Committee  oa 
Post  Office  and  Cim  Senrloe.  We  wUl 
go  Into  the  matter  of  adjusting  pdttal 
rates  and  will  try  to  eliminate  the  defkdt 
in  the  Post  Office  Department  We  will 
attempt  to  distribute  the  burden  and 
the  cost  as  it  should  be  distributed.  We 
will  attempt  to  do  eqxilty  to  all  the  users 
of  the  postal  senrlce. 

Frankly.  I  could  never  understand 
why.  if  one  placed  a  paper  inside  an  en- 
velope and  licked  the  flap,  the  postage 
would  cost  3  cents,  whereas  if  he  turned 
the  flap  securely  inside,  the  letter  couM 
be  sent  for  2  cents. 

If  it  is  desired  to  adjust  the  postal  rates 
and  to  place  the  Post  Office  Department 
on  a  pay-as-you-go  basis:  if  it  is  con- 
ceded that  it  costs  as  mxich  to  deliver 
an  envelope  sealed  as  it  does  to  deliver 
an  envelope  whose  flap  is  seciurely  folded 
Inside,  why  should  there  be  a  S3  ^-per- 
cent deduction? 

The  entire  question  of  postal  ratcc 
should  be  examined.  The  entire  rata 
structure  should  be  studied.  If  equity  is 
to  be  done,  it  can  be  accomplished  only 
after  the  proper  extensive  hearings 
which  are  required.  This  is  not  the  tUbe, 
the  place,  or  the  occasion  for  those  quM- 
tions  to  be  settled. 

The  time  to  go  Into  the  entire  field  of 
postal  rates  and  do  what  we  should  do  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Post  Office,  in  order  to 
reduce  the  budget  of  the  United  States, 
and  also  better  to  serve  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  will  be  when  we  re- 
turn in  January.  But  the  question  at 
the  moment  is  what  we  should  do  about 
salary  Increases  for  the  postal  and 
classified  workers  of  the  Government. 
In  that  regard  I  say  that  what  we  should 
do  is  pass  the  bill  which  was  considered 
by  the  committee  and  approved  unani- 
mously by  every  member  of  the  commit- 
tee. Republican  and  Democratic,  send  it 
to  the  House  so  that  it  can  be  acted 
upon,  do  our  job.  and  go  home  to  our 
families  tonight. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
Inquire  if  I  have  some  time  remaining 
on  the  bUl? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  18  minutes  remaining  on 
the  bill. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  yield  S  minutes  of 
my  time  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Minnesota   [Mr.  ThtbI. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  If  we 
examine  the  record  in  connection  with 
the  question,  which  is  what  I  have  been 
endeavoring  to  do  this  morning,  it  will 
be  seen  that  the-f- 

Budget  eatlmates  at  the  beglmilng  of  105S 
estimated  a  posUl  deficit  of  $760  mllUan  for 
the  fi«cal  year  1954.  A»  a  mxUt  of  eoono- 
mles,  the  adjuatmenta  lefwiad  to  alx>va.  and 
rate  Increases  set  artml  n  IstratlTely  tlie  A»« 
flclt  estimate  has  been  reduced  to  a*S7.- 
200.000. 
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la  oUiiN'  words,  tbe  Postmaster  X3en- 
eral.  In  his  administrative  Xuudkms, 
has  Intnulit  about  an  economy,  or  a  say- 
inc.  of  |S12,80(UKM).   That  is  most  com- 


It  lULS  lieen  my  observation  throufi^- 
oot  fte  State  with  which  I  am  most 
funfflar  that  ibe  Post  Office  Department 
has  liroai^  about  such  sa^ngs  by  re- 
OEganisatlon  of  tbe  postal  serrice  and 
tbe  rural  routes.  Seorganiaattons  in 
ttie  regional  offices  that  are  now  going 
on  win  result  in  an  additional  saving. 
However,  we  do  not  have  the  answer  to 
how  mu^  money  those  regional  oflBces 
wm  save  annually  in  the  administrative 
Xunctlon  of  the  Post  Office  Department 

"When  one  examines  into  the  question 
of  salary  Increases  for  postal  employees, 
he  will  ilnd  that  the  pending  proposal 
would  result  tn  a  cost  of  $lt)l,500.000. 
Therefore,  Mr.  President,  the  postal  rate 
increases  that  have  been  discussed 
would  not  necessaill^  have  to  be  put  into 
effect  In  order  that  postal  employees 
may  be  granted  salary  increases,  be- 
e«ne  the  cost  of  salary  Increases  for 
postal  employees  will  amount  to  only 
$i«i.seo.ooe. 

■nie  pay  of  other  Federal  employees 
should  not  in  any  sense  be  related  to 
postal  rates.  The  pay  of  classified  em- 
ployees cannot  be  associated  in  any  way 
with  postal  rates.  Therefore.  I  wish  to 
<Bseociate  postal  rates  f nnn  classified 
eaqdoyve  salary  increases. 

When  all  the  facts  I  have  stated  are 
eonsidered.  one  is  otmfronted  with  two 
questtoBB.  One  is  that  the  Postmaster 
Gteneral  cannot  see  any  justifleation  for 
tncurrlag  a  greater  deficit  in  the  FMeral 
Treasury,  and  he  therefore  wants  a  post- 
al rate  increase.  The  desire  not  to  have 
a  greater  deficit  is  commendable  on  his 
part,  and  I  approve  such  a  desire.  In- 
raeaaes  in  postal  rates  are  long  overdue. 
On  the  other  hand,  we  are  faced  with 
the  fact  that  the  House  has  passed  a  bill 
providing  for  pay  increases,  and  that  it  Is 
ready  to  adjourn  sine  die.  The  Senate 
is  (m  the  very  eve  of  either  adjourning 
sine  die  or  at  least  bringing  the  legis- 
lative business  to  a  close. 

Another  possibility  is  that  of  a  veto. 
If  the  Senate  passes  a  bill  which-the 
Hocne  wflB  not  accept,  there  will  be  no 
postal  or  clasrified  empk^^ee  pay  in- 
creases at  an.  If  the  President  vetoes 
the  bill,  that  is  his  prerogative.  I  feel 
sensitive  or  somewhat  embarrassed  in 
taldng  a  poation  against  the  administra- 
tioa  of  my  party  in  that  respect,  but  we 
are  faced  with  the  positive  fact  that  both 
postal  and  classified  Federal  employees 
are  due  salary  increases.  Their  wages 
have  not  kept  pace  with  increases  grant- 
ed other  employees.  Their  salaries  are 
not  in  line  with  those  received  in  com- 
mercial establishments,  whether  the  cm- 
ixloyees  be  in  the  technical,  the  prof  es- 
aioaal.  or  the  labor  field.  Therefore,  the 
Federal  employees  are  entitled  to  a  sal- 
ary Increase,  regardless  of  what  is  done 
with  respect  to  postal  rates. 

WWle  it  is  very  apparent  that  there  is 
a  juitiflcatiati  for  increases  in  postid 
ntee.  that  qoeatlon  should  have  been 
taken  up  in  separately  proposed  legisla- 
"Hon  long  before  this  period  of  the  ses- 
sion.   That  was  not  done.    Therefore, 


we  should  not  be  concerned  with  in- 
creased postal  rates  today. 

Tbe  other  question  is  that  if  we  feel 
the  onployees  are  due  a  salary  increase, 
there  is  before  the  Senate  a  committee 
bill 

The  PRESIDINO  OFTICER.  Tbe 
time  of  tbe  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  THYR  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yiehl  me  2  additional  mtoutes? 

Mr.  CAiUUSON.  I  yield  the  Senator  2 
minutes  of  my  time  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  we  have  a 
bill  before  as  of  which  the  committee 
made  a  th<xt>ugh  study  regarding  wage 
increases,  not  only  for  employees  of  the 
postal  service,  but  for  those  in  other 

Federal  agencies.  The  committee  has 
made  certain  recommendations  to  the 
Senate.  I  am  a  firm  believer  in  the  com- 
mittee system  of  the  Congress.  Con- 
gress assigns  certain  bills  to  committees 
for  their  study  and  recommendations. 
It  is  our  custom  goierally  to  accept  rec- 
ommendations of  majorities  of  commit- 
tees. In  this  instance,  we  have  had  a 
very  able  committee  chairman,  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
CablsowJ.  Tlie  cosnmittee  of  which  he 
is  ciiairman  has  studied  and  reported  a 
certain  hill.  I  intend  to  support  the 
committee  bill.  If  It  were  possfcle  in 
some  manner  to  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  bill  providing  for  postal  rate  in- 
creases which  would  be  feasible,  I  would 
vote  for  it;  but  at  the  present  time  I  am 
ready  to  vote  for  the  so-called  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  Committee  bill. 

Mr.  JOHrJSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  distin- 
guished junior  Senator  from  Minnesota 
on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
sjrmpathize  with  the  distinguished  ma- 
jority leader  in  the  problem  facing  him. 
I  realize  the  pressure  under  which  he  has 
been  working.  Ever  since  the  beginning 
of  the  session  the  Postmaster  Gteneral 
and  certain  other  officials  of  the  admin- 
istration have  been  insisting  on  two 
thills.  One  has  been  an  improper  and 
inadequate  wage  increase  for  our  classi- 
fied and  postal  employees.  That  was 
clearly  doctmiented  in  the  Prye  report. 
which  was  rejected,  regarding  civil  serr- 
ice and  postal  employees  pay  increases. 
Secondly,  ever  since  the  beginning  of 
this  Congress  the  Postmaster  Ocneral 
has  been  trying  to  make  a  record  on  the 
basis  of  so-called  efficiency  and  revenue 
In  his  department.  He  has.  therefore 
literally  insisted  that  the  rate  structure 
be  tted  in  with  the  wage  structure. 

I  say  this  in  all  kindness  to  the  ma- 
jority leader.  Of  course,  we  are  going 
to  defeat  his  amendment,  because  it 
is  not  a  proper  amendment,  and  because 
it  does  not  belong  in  the  bill. 

I  want  the  record  clear  that  our  clas- 
sified and  postal  employees  stand  as  the 
eymbol  of  our  Government  in  every 
town,  village,  and  community  through- 
out this  country.  If  the  bill  is  passed 
those  classified  and  postal  employees  will 
not  get  what  they  justly  deserve.  They 
will  get  only  a  token  of  what  their  prop- 
er reward  should  be,  based  on  their  serv- 
ice, and  particularly  based  on  the  rise  in 
the  cost  of  living. 


Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Oarolina.  I 
notice  that  the  senior  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  ThyxI  quoted  the  figure  of 
$312,800,000  as  the  reduction  in  the  defi- 
cit of  the  Post  Of&ce  Department 
brought  about  by  the  present  Postmaster 
General.  I  should  like  to  call  attention 
to  where  that  saving  of  $312,800,000  came 
from.  When  the  fourth -class  postal 
increase  went  into  effect,  it  resulted  In 
an  increase  in  revenues  of  $160  million. 
When  air  mail  siibsidies  were  trans- 
ferred to  the  CAB,  It  resulted  in  a  sav- 
ing of  $80  million 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator's  tim^e  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  the  Senator  1  additional 
minute. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Reimbursement  for  penalty  and  franlced 
mall  accounted  for  $20  million,  other 
rate  increases.  $40  million.  Ttiat  makes 
a  grand  total  in  revenue  increases,  plus^ 
wliat  is  paid  out  of  other  agencies  of  the 
Government  of  $330  minion.  That  is 
the  way  the  reduction  wa$  brought 
about. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  should  like  to  call  attention  tx)  the  fact, 
also,  that  in  the  coming  year,  1955,  it  will 
cost  $50  million  more  to  operate  the 
Post  OfBce  rtepartment  than  it  has  cost 
at  any  time  in  the  past. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  rank- 
ing minority  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  ready  to  vote  on 
a  rate  bill  when  it  comes  here  under 
proper  auspices  and  duly  processed  by 
committee.  We  did  vote  on  such  a  rate 
bUl  in  1950. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  ha.s 
expired. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  understand,  Mr. 
President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senator  from  California 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  myself  3 '2  minutes,  or  as 
much  thereof  as  I  may  desire  to  use. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  is  recogniaed  for  3 \'z 
minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  deeply  regret  that  I  must  oppose 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader. 

I  oppose  because  I  think  It  is  flying 
directly  in  the  face  of  orderly  procedure. 
We  have  before  us  a  bill  repxjrted  to  this 
body  by  13  of  the  most  eminent  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate.  In  my  opinion,  it 
would  be  a  serious  mistake  for  the  Sen- 
ate to  tie  to  that  bill  the  Knowland 
amendment. 

The'Knowland  amendment  comes  to 
us  without  hearings  and  wilihout  re- 
search on  the  part  of  our  committee. 
In  my  opinion  it  would  be  an  abdication 
of  our  responsibility  if  we  were  to 
adopt  it. 
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Mr.  President,  the  pending  amend- 
ment is  not  a  simple  one.  In  effect,  it 
is  an  entirely  new  bill,  In  my  opinion, 
if  the  Senate  adds  this  amendment  to 
the  bill,  the  bill  will  die  a  quick  death. 

Mr.  President,  are  we  hurriedly  to 
tamper  with  the  postal  rates  without 
having  the  benefit  of  a  committee  rec- 
ommendation as  to  ttie  effect  the  pro- 
posed increase  in  rates  will  have  on  busi- 
ness in  the  country?  Are  we  to  increase 
the  cost  of  communictttion  for  our  peo- 
ple, and  are  we  to  do  so  in  the  dying 
days  of  this  Congress,  over  the  protests 
of  the  members  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service? 

The  basic  bill  before  the  Senate  to- 
day has  had  the  advantage  of  careful 
consideration  by  the  13  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service.  The  bill  was  reported  to  this 
body  by  our  beloved  and  respected  col- 
league the  junior  Senator  from  Kansas 
I  Mr.  Carlson  ] .  It  was  reported  with  the 
recommendation  of  each  member  of  that 
committee.  Who  are  we  to  select  13 
Members  and  ask  them  to  go  into  the 
committee  room  and  discharge  their 
duties  and  their  resisonsibilities,  and  to 
hold  hearings  and  take  testimony  and 
weigh  the  recommendations  and  make 
concessions  to  each  other;  and  then 
hnally  when  they  reach  unanimous 
agreement,  set  it  aside  in  favor  of  a  new 
amendment  which  is  brought  in  at  the 
last  minute,  and  which  none  of  those 
Members  has  had  a  chance  to  weigh  or 
to  consider? 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  think  the  Sen- 
ate will  wish  to  legislate  in  this  manner, 
and  I  hope  the  Senate  does  not  do  so. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing;  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOV/LAND.  Mr.  President,  first 
of  all,  I  ask  that  I  may  modify  my  amend- 
ment in  purely  a  technical  manner,  be- 
cause in  several  placcK  the  word  "sec- 
tion" was  omitted  at  places  where,  for 
instance,  the  figures  "205"  or  similar  fig- 
ures appear.  So  I  ask  that  I  may  modify 
my  amendment  by  strilcing  out  "Section 
205",  on  page  12,  in  Une  4,  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  "Sections  205,  207,  and 
208";  and  on  page  12  in  line  7. 1  ask  that 
"203"  and  "209"  be  stricken  out,  and 
that  there  be  inserted,  in  lieu  thereof 
"Sections  203  and  209" ;  and  on  page  12, 
in  line  8,  to  strike  out  "202  and  210",  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  "Section  202." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, these  are  purely  technical  modifica- 
tions, are  they? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  has  a  right  to 
modify  his  amendment;  and  it  will  be 
modified  accordingly. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  myself  whatever  time  I  have  re- 
maining under  my  control. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  is  recognized. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  be- 
fore the  vote  is  taken,  I  merely  wish  to 
say  again  to  the  Senate  iJiat  it  is  my  firm 
belief  that  the  only  way  by  which  we 
shall  have  a  postal  pay  bill  and  a  classi- 
fied service  pay  bill  enacted  into  law  at 
this  session  will  be  by  providing  for  some 
offsetting  revenues. 
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Despite  what  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Pastore] 
said,  I  do  not  normally  obtain  my  in- 
formation from  either  newspaper  ac- 
counts or  nmiors.  I  am  the  majority 
leader  of  the  Senate,  and  I  sit  hi  on  the 
Monday  morning  White  House  confer- 
ences, and  I  think  I  keep  in  reasonably 
close  touch  with  the  administration's 
views.  It  is  my  judgment  that  a  postal 
pay  bill  will  not  be  enacted  into  law  un- 
less provision  is  made  for  offsetting  reve- 
nues. 

Mr.  President,  although  the  commit- 
tee has  spent  time  on  the  bill  and  has 
reported  the  bill  to  the  Senate,  the  bulk 
of  the  bill  as  reported  by  the  commit- 
tee, insofar  as  a  pay  increase  for  postal 
employees  is  concerned,  is  the  same  as 
the  amendment  I  have  offered.  There 
are  some  changes  insofar  as  the  pay  in- 
crease for  the  classified  service  is  con- 
cerned, but  there  is  not  a  great  deal  of 
change. 

The  real  change  comes  only  In  respect 
to  the  offsetting  revenue  features  of  the 
amendment.  To  that  extent,  as  I  have 
pointed  out  before,  the  figures  used  in 
the  amendment  are  exactly  the  same  as 
the  figures  which  were  brought  before 
the  Senate  just  2  years  ago,  by  means  of 
the  report  and  action  of  the  same  com- 
mittee, then  under  the  leadership  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Johnston];  and  the  Senate 
passed  that  bill,  and  sent  it  to  the  House. 
That  measure  provided  for  a  1-cent  in- 
crease in  the  rate  on  first-class  mail,  and 
provided  for  bringing  the  second-class 
rates  up  to  what  the  Senate  decided; 
namely,  20,  20,  and  20.  The  conference 
decided  on  10,  10.  and  10.  This  amend- 
ment will  restore  the  additional  10,  10, 
and  10  in  the  case  of  the  second-class 
mail  rates. 

Under  those  circumstances,  I  think  the 
amendment  is  a  sound  one  if  the  postal 
workers  and  the  classified  workers  are 
to  receive  this  pay  increase  for  their 
benefit  at  this  session  of  Congress. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  CaUfomia  desire  to  have 
his  amendments  acted  on  en  bloc? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes.  Mr.  President; 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  my  amend- 
ments be  acted  on  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendments,  en  blcc,  of  the  Senator  from 
California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  On  this 
question,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
also  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Anderaoa 

Barrett 

BeaU 

Bennett 

Brlcker 

BrKlgee 

Btirke 

Busb 

Carlson 


Case 
Cbavec 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Crippa 

Dlrksen 

Duff 

Dworabak 

Brvln 


Prear 

George 

Gore 

Green 

Hayden 

Hendrlckaon 

Hennings 

Hlckenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 


Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Jotmaon.  Tex. 

Jotmstoa.  8.  C. 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

Kllgore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehman 

Long 

Magnuson 


Malone 

Mansfield 

llartin 

Maybank 

McOarran 

McCartby 

McClellan 

Milllkln 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Ncely 

Pastore 
Payne 


Reynolds 

Robertaoa 

RuaseU 

SaltonstaU 

Bcboeppei 

Smatbers 

Smith.  Main* 

Stennls 

^Tmlngtoa 

Thye 
W^atkinB 
WUllama 
Toung 


OFFICER.     A 


The         PRESIDING 
quorum  is  present. 

The  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered. 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendments  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
California  I  Mr.  Knowland]. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  A  parliamentary  in- 
quiry, Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  inquire  if  the  pending  question  is  a 
vote  on  the  Knowland  amendments  to 
the  Carlson  bill,  and  a  vote  "nay"  would 
be  a  vote  for  the  Carlson  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  mistaken.  The  vote  is  on  the 
Knowland  amendments  en  bloc. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  To  the  Carl- 
son bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER."  Yes; 
amendments  to  the  Carlson  bill. 

The  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered. 
The  Secretary  will  caU  the  roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  YOUNG  (when  his  name  was 
called) .  On  this  vote  I  have  a  pair  with 
the  senior  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Ferguson]  .  If  he  were  present  and  vot- 
ing he  would  vote  "yea."  If  I  were  per- 
mitted to  vote,  I  would  vote  "nay."  I 
withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON  (when  his  name 
was  called) .  On  this  vote  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  Tennessee 
I  Mr.  Kefattvkr  ] .  If  he  were  present  and 
voting  he  would  vote  "nay."  If  I  were 
permitted  to  vote  I  would  vote  "yea."  I 
withhold  my  vote. 

The  rollcall  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  annoimce 
that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley],  the  senior  Senator  from  Mich- 
igan [Mr.  Ferguson] ,  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Potter],  and  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith] 
are  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr, 
Capehart]  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Welker]  are  absent  on  official  bus- 
iness. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mrs. 
BowRiNG],  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
I  Mr.  Butler],  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Flanders],  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Goldwatkr],  the  Jimior 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner],  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Pua- 
tell],  and  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  Upton]  are  necessarily  ab- 
sent. 

On  this  vote  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Flanders]  \s  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  SPAtmAH], 
and  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smith]  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Texas  (Mr.  Daniel].  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Vermont  IMr. 
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Flahbos]  «nd  the  Senator  from  Mew 
Jersey  (Mr.  Surml  -vonkl  esch  yote 
"yea"  wlifle  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[liCr.  teooouH]  and  tbe  Senator  from 
Texas  ncr.  DaniklI  would  eacb  Tote 
"nay." 

ICr.  CZAMENTa.  I  annovince  that 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  BtkdI. 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Fcx- 
BUGHT],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
IMr.  KKFAxnrxR],  and  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  Spasxman]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  rMr.  XJuunzLl , 
ttie  Senator  from  n&xris  CMr.Doucuus], 
ttit  SenatOT  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
LAXBl.  the  Senator  from  LouiMana  [Mr. 
EiXKNon],  and  th%8enator  from  Nortti 
Carolina  (Mr.  Lboon]  are  absent  on 
Official  bu^^Pfffff 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr^GiiirrnE] 
is  absent  by  leave  of  ttie  Senate. 

I  announce  that  on  this  vote  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  [Mr.  Daxzel]  is  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smith  ] .  If  present  and  voting,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  would  vote  "nay,"  and 
the  Senat<H:  from  New  Jersey  would  vote 
**yea." 

I  annoiffice  that  on  this  rote  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  [Mr.  SfarkxanI  is 
paired  with  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  FLAWDERSl.  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  would  vote 
"nay,"  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
would  vote  **yea." 

I  annoimce  f  urth^  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Ulinols  [Mr. 
DooGLAs],  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
IMr.  Eastland],  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas [Mr.  FuLBKiGHT],  the  Soxator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  GiLiiTTB],  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  LennomJ 
would  each  vote  "nay." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  16, 
nays  55.  as  follows: 


Brlck«r 

Bridges 

Bush 

Case 

Cordon 

crippa 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Bean 

Bennett 

Burke 

Carlson 

Cbsvex 

Clements 

Cooper 

Dwotshak 

Krvln 

Ttear 

George 

Oore 

Oreen 

BAyden 

Hennlzkgg 
HlU 


BOWTtOg 

Butler 

Byrd 

Ckpehart 

Daniel 

Douglaa 

Xutland 

Blender 

^eiguson 


TEAS — IS 

Dtrksen  Reynolds 

Duff  Saltonstall 

Hlckenlooim  Watklns 

Knowlaad  WilUama 
Martin 
MiUlkln 


NATS— 55 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackaon 

Jotmaon,  Oolo. 

Johnaon,  Tex. 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

Kilgore 

Kucbel 

Langer 

Lehman 

liong 

Magnuson 

Malone 

Muufleld 
ICaybaok 
McCarran 


McCarthy 

KcClellan 

Monrtmey 

Morae 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pas  tore 

Payne 

Robertson 

Russell 

Scbo^pel 

fimathers 

Smith,  Maine 

Stennis 

8ymlngt<Hi 

Hiye 


NOT  VOTINCI — ^25 


nanders 

Fulbrlght 

GlUette 

Ooldvater 

Hendrtekaon 

Jenner 

Kelauver 

Lennon 

Potter 


PurteU 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Sparkman 

Upton 

Welker 

WUey 

Toung 


So  Mr.  Khowland's  amendments  were 
rejected. 


The  PRESOHNQ  OFFICSB.  The  bill 
Is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  CARLfiON.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
the  aoseadments  which  I  send  to  the 
6atk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

•Hie  FRESEDH'IG  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendments. 

The  CHicr  Clkbk.  On  page  24,  begin- 
ning with  line  24,  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  through  line  2  on  page  25. 

On  page  25.  line  3.  strike  out  "210"  and 
insert  "209." 

On  page  25,  line  9.  strike  out  "Sections 
203  and  209"  and  insert  "Section  t03." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  amendments  will  be  con- 
sidered en  bloc. 

Mr.  CARUBON.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  these  amendments  is  to  de- 
lete the  sections  of  this  bill  which  deal 
with  the  Whitten  rider  on  the  fringe  ben- 
efits, which  were  taken  care  of  in  con- 
ference report  between  the  House  and 
Senate. 

It  is  considered  necessary  by  the  legis- 
lative counsel  to  strike  out  the  three  pro- 
visions in  order  to  clarify  this  bill, 

•Hie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson]. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  pf  Colorado.  Mr,  Pres- 
ident. I  offer  the  amendment  which  I 
send  forward  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  CHiEr  CiEBK.  It  is  proposed  to 
Insert  at  the  proper  place  the  f  oUowing 
new  section  : 

Ssc.  — .  (a)  Effective  January  1,  1965,  the 
compensation  of  Senators,  RepresentatlTes 
in  Congress,  Delegates  from  Territories,  and 
the  Resident  Commlsflioner  from  Puerto  Rico. 
and  of  the  Judges  of  Federal  oovu-ts,  shall  be 
at  the  rate  payable  to  the  heads  of  the  exec- 
utive departments  or  the  rate  payable  under 
any  other  provision  of  law,  whlchtver  Is 
higher. 

(b)  As  used  In  this  section,  the  ten«  "Fed- 
eral court"  ahall  include  any  court  of  the 
United  States,  as  defined  in  section  461  of 
title  26  Of  the  United  States  Code,  the  Tax 
Courts  of  the  United  States,  and  the  Court  of 
MUltary  Appeals. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  allocate  myself  2  minutes  if 
necessary.  ^ 

This  is  a  proposal  to  raise  the  salaries 
of  Members  of  Congress  and  Federal 
judges  to  the  rates  paid  to  Cabinet  mem- 
bers. In  my  opinion,  such  action  it  fully 
justified  as  a  cost-of-living  increase. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  not  discussed  this 
subject  with  any  other  Member  of  the 
Senate.  I  have  not  discussed  it  with 
anyone.  I  feel  that  something  alor«  this 
hne  should  be  done,  so  I  am  proposing  it 
all  on  my  own. 

My  17  V4  years  In  the  Congress  have 
given  me  an  enviable  opportunity  to  pass 
judgment  on  congressional  pay.  At  pres- 
ent, and  as  long  as  I  have  been  here.  Con- 
gressmen have  received  "board  and 
room"  pay.  i  have  never  complained 
about  my  Senate  salary,  and  I  do  not 
complain  now.  I  have  been,  and  1  am 
stUl,  too  proud  of  my  membership  in 
the  Senate  to  do  so.  Service  in  the 
«-  ^-    -1  Slates  Senate  is  so  attractive  to 


me  that  I  would  work  for  noihiiig  simply 
to  be  here  and  to  have  this  opportunity 
of  serving. 

My  colleagues  feel  as  I  do.  That  I 
know.  That  is  as  it  should  be.  Ours 
is  truly  a  labor  of  love  and  not  a  labor 
for  gold,  and  it  should  be  kept  on  that 
basis  so  far  as  it  is  practicable  to  do  so. 

It  is  my  contention  that  labor  in  the 
Congress  aiKl  on  the  Federal  bench,  like 
all  other  lalx>r.  is  worthy  of  its  hire. 
My  amendment  is  offered  in  ttiat  spirit. 
Perhaps  my  amendment  will  not  be 
agreed  to.  I  do  not  know.  But  I  d6 
know  that  it  should  l>e. 

Under  the  Constitution,  unfortunately 
for  Members  of  Congress,  we  miust  fix  our 
own  salaries.  If  the  President  had  the 
authority  to  fix  our  pay,  our  salaries 
would  be  doubled.  If  anyone  in  or  out  of 
Government,  other  than  Congress,  had 
the  authority  to  determine  our  pay,  there 
would  t>e  no  question  about  a  cost-of- 
living  increase  in  pay  for  Federal  judges 
and  the  Members  of  Congress. 

Mr.  CARL60N.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  MORSE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ives 
in  the  chair).  The  Senator  from  Kan- 
sas is  recognized. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  make  a  point  of  order 
against  the  amendment,  on  the  groiuid 
that  this  bill  deals  with  classified  Fed- 
eral workers  and  does  not  deal  with  the 
legislative   branch  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  speak  on  the  point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  is  recognized. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  the  point 
of  order  raised  by  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Caklson]  is  good.  I  think 
the  amendment  is  not  within  the  spirit 
of  the  unanimous-consent  agreement 
entered  into  last  night,  that  amend- 
ments should  be  germane.  This  bill 
deals  only  with  the  question  of  postal 
pay  and  classified  service  pay.  The 
amendment  which  has  now  been  de- 
feated dealt  with  the  ofTsetting  revenue. 
I  do  not  think  either  the  spirit  or  the 
letter  of  the  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment would  permit  the  entertainment  of 
an  amendment  of  this  kind,  wliich  I  feel 
is  far  afield  from  the  proposed  legislation 
before  us. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  join  in  the  point  of  view  just  ex- 
pressed by  the  Senator  from  California. 
I  think,  at  least,  we  can  say  that  by 
spirit  and  intent  this  is  a  rider,  and  I 
cannot  imagine  anything  that  could  be 
worse  psychologicaUy  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  United  States  than  for  Con- 
gress to  pass  for  itself  a  salary  increase 
by  way  of  a  rider,  in  the  closing  hours 
Of  this  session  of  the  Congress.  It  is 
perfectly  obvious  what  miUions  of  per- 
sons would  say,  and  rightly  so.  They 
would  say  that  we  did  not  face  this 
question  forthrighUy  earlier  In  the  ses- 
sion by  going  through  the  hearing  proc- 
ess and  presenting  the  case  on  its  merits. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  think  the  point  of  order 
is  well  taken.  We  put  into  our  unani- 
mous-consent agreement  the  words: 

Provided.  That  no  amendment  that  Is  not 
gtrmane  to  the  subject  matter  ot  said  biU 
shall  be  received. 
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I  think  that  is  exactly  what  was  meant 
when  the  language  was  Included  In  the 
agreement. 

I  believe  that  our  salaries  should  be 
Increased.  How  much,  is  a  qtiestlon  for 
the  proper  committee  to  consider.  I, 
for  one,  if  I  am  on  the  Post  OfBce  and 
Civil  Service  Committee,  which  I  sup- 
pose I  will  be — I  might  be  chairman  of 
it — will  ask  for  hearings,  and  I  hope  the 
committee  will  take  up  the  question,  for 
it  has  the  right  to  Judge  the  matter. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
associate  myself  completely  with  the 
views  of  the  majority  leader  and  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.  We  are  discuss- 
ing under  the  proposed  amendment 
salaries  of  judges  of  the  United  States 
as  well  as  of  Members  of  the  Congress. 
I  do  not  think  those  two  subject  should 
be  considered  together.  I  think  Congress 
is  entitled  to  debate  the  question  of  con- 
gressional salaries  on  a  clean  bilL  I 
very  much  hope  that  In  view  of  the  un- 
animous consent  agreement  the  Chair 
will  rule  the  amendment  out  of  order, 
so  that  Congress  can  debate  the  ques- 
tion on  its  merits. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  more 
than  a  year  ago  a  resolution  submitted 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  was  passed 
by  the  Congress  and  a  commission  was 
appointed  to  investigate  the  subject  of 
salaries  for  Members  of  the  House  and 
Senate  and  members  of  the  Judiciary. 
The  commission  held  extensive  hearings 
and  made  a  very  comprehensive  report 
recommending  an  increase  in  the  sal- 
aries of  Members  of  the  Congress  and  of 
the  Judiciary.  The  bill  in  connection 
with  that  report  has  tteen  on  the 
calendar  of  the  Senate  for  many  months. 
There  was  an  agreement  at  one  time 
that  it  would  be  taken  up.  It  never  was 
taken  up.  although  the  study  made  by 
the  commission  was  carefully  done,  as 
the  report  will  show.  The  study  made 
by  the  commission  cost  the  United  States 
more  than  $50,000.  The  commission's 
report  is  something  by  which  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  Congress  should  be  governed. 
This  amendment,  if  it  is  approved, 
Will  kill  the  bill,  because  it  cannot  go 
through  at  this  session  of  Congress,  and 
the  bill  be  a  "dead  duck"  if  the  amend- 
ment is  adopted. 

I  would  gladly  take  up  the  bill  which 
Is  on  the  calendar  and  vote  for  it  any 
time  it  can  be  brought  up,  but  to  bring 
the  question  up  In  connection  with  this 
bill  means  the  destruction  of  the  bill 
which  is  pending,  and  I  shall,  therefore, 
vote  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  shall  not  press  the  amend- 
ment.   If  Senators  are  not  lor  it,  that  Is 

all  right.  If  they  do  not  want  to  agree 
to  it  for  psychological  reasons,  for 
political  reasons,  or  for  any  other  rea- 
sons which  may  be  the  standard  of  vot- 
ing, that  is  all  right.  But  I  must  dis- 
agree as  to  the  point  of  order  which  has 
been  raised.    The  title  of  the  bill  before 

us  is :  "To  establish  a  uniform  system  for 
the  g:r anting  of  incentive  awards  to 
officers  and  employees  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Certainly,  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
and  the  members  of  the  Federal  courts 
are  employess  or  ofiicers  of  the  United 
States. 


15357 


Mr.  RUSSEU*  Mr.  President,  wIU 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  srield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSEU*  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  say  that  while  I  would  vote  for  this 
proposal  as  a  separate  measure.  I  could 
not  vote  to  attach  it  to  this  measure. 
From  the  parliamentary  standpoint,  I 
express  the  opinion  that  the  amend- 
ment is  clearly  in  order.  It  Is  much 
more  in  order  from  a  parliamentary 
standpoint  than  was  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  California 
for  increasing  postal  rates,  against 
which  no  point  of  order  was  raised.  The 
amendment  relates  to  compensation  of 
Federal  employees.  I  think  it  Is  in  order 
and  that  it  is  germane.  The  Senator 
from  Colorado  evidently  Intends  to 
withdraw  it,  and  I  hope  he  does  so,  be- 
cause I  would  have  to  vote  against  it. 
However,  I  think  it  is  entirely  in  order. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  notice  that  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Colorado  spoke  of 
reasons,  political  and  psychological.  Will 
the  Senator  express  an  opinion  as  to 
whether  it  would  be  political  or  psycho- 
logical if  someone  pointed  out  that  Con- 
gress reduced  the  support  prices  on  farm 
products  and  also  proposes  salary  m- 
creases  of  this  character?  Would  that 
be  political  or  psychological? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  said 
"psychological,"  only  because  that  word 
was  used  in  one  of  the  arginnents  made 
here.  I  am  not  talking  about  psycho- 
logical reasons  on  the  point  of  order. 
Psychological  reasons,  political  reasons, 
and  plenty  of  other  reasons  might  very 
well  be  raised  agrainst  this  proposal,  on 
the  ground  of  merit.  But  it  does  not 
seem  to  me  we  should  stretch  the  point 
of  order  suflBciently  to  cover  this  question. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  had 
yielded  to  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota. Perhaps  he  has  not  concluded  his 
questions. 

Mr.  CASE.  My  only  observation  Is 
that,  whether  we  call  it  political  or  psy- 
chological, we  are  asked  to  approve  an 
amendment  which  would  raise  our  own 
salaries,  while  in  the  same  session  we 
have  lowered  price  supports  for  farm 
products. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am  very 
glad  the  Senator  raises  an  objection  on 
the  merits  and  not  on  the  point  of  order, 
which  I  do  not  think  can  be  sustained. 
I  am  glad  he  is  opposed  to  my  amend- 
ment for  some  other  reason  than  that. 

The     PRESIDING      OFFICER.     The 

Chair  is  ready  to  rule  at  any  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  wish  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  (Mr.  MatbaitkI. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  like  to  wind  up  the  discus- 
sion as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield  to 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  I 
thoroughly  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Georgia.  I  would  not  vote  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado.    I  appreciate  what  the  Senator 


from  Colorado  has  done  In  ecmnectlon 
with  the  farm  bllL  The  Bow^tor  fitMB 
Colorado  did  not  rote  to  reduce  prtoa 
supports  to  the  farmers.  But  I  came  to 
the  Senate  to  represent  the  working 
people,  both  in  and  out  of  Government, 
and  not  to  vote  for  a  salary  increase  for 
myself. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Sen- 
ator is  correct. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  thoroughly  agree  with 
what  the  Senator  has  said  about  the 
amendment  being  m  order  and  germane. 
I  wish  to  associate  mys^,  however,  with 
what  the  Senator  from  Qeorgia  [Mr. 
RiTsSBLL]  and  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  LMr.  Cask]  have  said.  I  could 
not  support  the  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado  in  view  of  many  con- 
siderations, especially  the  fact  that  Con- 
gi-ess  has  reduced  farm  price  supports  to 
American  fanners. 

I  join  with  other  Senators  tn  asking 
my  great,  generous,  and  good  friend 
from  Colorado  to  withdraw  his  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  for  his  ad- 
vice and  counsel,  which  I  have  followed 
for  a  long  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
Chair  is  prepared  to  rule. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  have  the  floor  on  a  point  of 
order. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  ready  to  nde  at  any  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am  not 
eager  to  have  a  ruling. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER  The 
Senator  will  get  one  in  a  moment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Not 
until  I  finish  speaking  on  the  point  of 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Of 
course  I  will  proceed.  I  have  a  right  to 
do  so.  and  I  am  not  doing  it  by  way  of 
sufference;  I  do  it  under  my  own  right. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Senator  from  Nevada  TMr.  Mc-' 
Carran],  who  is  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee, has  spent  many  hours  of  la- 
bor on  the  question,  and  since  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  has  studied  the 
question  and  has  held  hearings  upon  it. 
would  not  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Colorado  withdraw  his  amendment? 
The  Senator  may  make  his  motion  to 
bring  up  the  bill  at  the  proper  time  be- 
fore adjournment,  if  he  wishes  to  do  so, 
and  if  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
will  agree  to  bring  it  up.  The  bill  has 
been  on  the  calendar  for  several  months, 
as  the  distinguished  Senator  has  said. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  In  reply 
to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  who 
has  asked  a  very  good  question,  I  majr 
say  that  I  am  greatly  Iznpressed  by  the 
argimient  made  by  the  Senaflto*  from 
Nevada  that  the  amendment  might  en- 
danger a  very  worthy  piece  of  legisla- 
tion.   It  might  make  a  "dead  duck''  out 
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of  l^islatlon  most  of  us  wish  to  see 
-  enacted  by  Congress.  For  that  reason,  I 
am  very  seriously  considering  the  pro- 
posal made  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
that  I  withdraw  the  amendment. 

But  first  I  wish  to  hear  from  other 
Senators. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Together  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Dakota,  I  appeal  to  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  to  withdraw  his 
amendment.  The  Senate  is  operating 
under  a  limitation  of  time  on  amend- 
ments, by  unanimous  agreement. 

The  Senator's  amendment  relates  to  a 
very  important  subject.  The  question  of 
Judicial  salaries  alone,  in  my  opinion.  Is 
very  important.  When  the  subject  of 
congressional  salaries  is  coupled  with  it, 
and  when  consideration  Is  given  to  the 
report  to  which  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
has  referred,  and  which  I  have  studied 
closely.  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado that  the  subject  deserves  greater 
consideration  than  can  be  given  to  it  un- 
der the  unanimous-consent  agreement. 
On  that  basis.  I  think  the  point  of  order 
should  be  sustained.  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  kindly  to  withdraw  his 
amendment,  so  that  the  subject  can  be 
considered  on  its  own  merits,  with  due 
time  allotted  for  proper  deliberation  and 
debate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado;  The  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
is  a  very  sincere  one.  and  his  appeal 
carries  great  weight  with  me.  I  am  giv- 
ing very  serious  consideration  to  it  now. 
nrst.  however,  I  desire  to  yield- 

The  PRESroma  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  interrupts  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado at  this  juncture  in  order  to  point 
out  that  the  Senate  is  operating  under  a 
time  limitation.  On  any  amendment  the 
time  is  controlled  by  the  Senator  pro- 
posing the  amendment  and  a  Senator  in 
om)08ition  to  it,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement.  To  the  extent  that  the  de- 
bate is  on  an  amendment,  that  control 
operates. 

A  point  of  order  cannot  be  made  until 
the  proponent  of  the  amendment  has 
consumed  the  time  allotted  to  him.  but 
the  Chair  can  entertain  debate  on  a  point 
of  order  for  his  own  information,  and  the 
time  for  such  debate  can  be  limited  at 
the  discretion  of  the  Chair. 

The  Chair  does  not  wish  to  terminate 
the  debate,  but  the  Chair  asks  that  the 
debate  be  expedited  on  the  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  shall  be 
finished  in  a  very  short  time. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield  to 
my  friend,  the  senior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota,  who  has  an  observation  to  make 
no  doubt.    I  shall  not  take  much  time,' 
although  I  have  time  on  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  time  on  the  amendment;  but 
the  discussion  now  is  on  a  different  point. 
TTie  Senator  is  not  using  time  now  on 
his  amendment. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  shall  take  but  a  mo- 
ment.   I  desire  to  give  my   esteemed 


friend  from  Colorado,  whom  I  have 
known  for  many  years,  a  friendly  nudge 
from  my  part  of  the  country.  I  hope  he 
will  listen  to  the  api}eals  to  withdraw 
his  amendment,  not  because  it  is  not 
germane,  but  because  it  involves  an  en- 
tirely different  issue,  a  very  vital  matter 
pertaining  to  increases,  which  I  shall 
vote  against,  whether  it  be  in  the  form 
of  an  amendment  or  a  bill. 

To  attach  the  amendment  to  the  pend- 
ing bill  would  defeat  the  bill  in  which 
postal  employees  are  interested,  and  in 
which  the  Senator  from  Colorado  is  in- 
terested, as  he  demonstrated  on  the  yea- 
and-nay  vote.  I  know  he  is  enthusiasti- 
cally interested  in  the  pending  pay  raise 
bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The 
Senator's  argimient  carries  great  weight 
with  me. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Oregon  for  a  ques- 
tion, provided  I  do  not  lose  the  floor.  I 
hope  this  will  be  the  last  request  I  will 
have  for  a  question.  However,  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  agree  with  me  that  the 
question  asked  by  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Bush]  is  worthy  of 
very  favorable  consideration?  The 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado really  brings  up  a  major  issue  in 
the  Senate,  and  we  all  know  it.  It 
brings  up  an  issue  which  will  take  con- 
siderable time  to  debate,  because  many 
of  us  are  against  the  position  taken  by 
the  Senator  from  Colorado,  in  that  we 

believe  salaries  are  high  enough,  but  we 
also  believe  that  the  Senate  should  give 
consideration  to  increasing  the  account- 
able tax  allowances  which  are  not  al- 
lowed Senators,  but  which  should  be 
allowed  in  order  that  we  may  render 
better  service  to  our  constituents. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  does  not  like  to  Interrupt,  but  the 
Chair  will  have  to  rule. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr 
President.  I  withdraw  my  amendment  ' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
Chair  thanks  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado. 

The  bill  Is  open  to  further  amend- 
ment. If  there  be  no  further  amend- 
ment to  be  proposed,  the  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  of  the  amendment  and 
the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  the  biU  to  be  read  a 
third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  The  bill 
having  been  read  the  third  time,  the 
question  is.  Shall  it  pass? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President  it 
is  perfectly  agreeable  to  me  to  have  the 
remaining  time  jielded  back,  although 
I  do  not  control  the  time. 

I   ""^ePRESroiNG  OFFICER.    All  time 
Is  3delded  back. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, Just  a  moment.  Time  is  not 
yielded  back  in  one  fell  swoop. 


Is  the  Senator  from  Kansas  willing  to 
have  the  remainder  of  the  time  yielded 
back? 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  should  like  to  use 
3  or  4  minutes,  to  make  a  statement  for 
the  Record  on  some  of  the  work  which 
has  been  done  by  the  83d  Congress  per- 
taining to  the  Federal  workers  of  the 
Nation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all 
time  be  yielded  back  with  the  exception 
of  4  minutes  to  each  side. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  hone,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
83d  Congress  has  enacted  much  legis- 
lation of  great  value  to  the  Federal 
workers  of  this  Nation.  The  President 
made  many  recommendations  for  legis- 
lation that  would  keep  in  mind  the 
employer-employee  relationship  of  the 
Government  on  the  same  basis  that  many 
benefits  have  been  given  employees  in 
private  industry. 

The  fringe  benefit  bill,  the  group  life 
insurance  program,  and  unemployment 
compensation  are  outstanding  in  this 
field. 

As  chairman  of  the  Senate  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  Committee,  I  wish  to 
express  my  appreciation  to  both  the 
majority  and  minority  members  of  that 
committee  for  the  splendid  cooperation 
they  have  given  me  in  preparing  this 
legislation  for  action  by  the  Senate. 

The  presentation  of  this  legislation  to 
the  Senate  would  not  have  been  possible 
had  I  not  had  the  fullest  cooperation  of 
every  member  of  the  committee. 

We  have  also  had  the  finest  coopera- 
tion from  the  various  agencies  of  the 
Government,  which  made  it  possible  to 
secure  the  information  needed  in  pre- 
paring these  bills. 

Personally,  I  am  Indebted  to  all  of 
these  people.  It  is  indeed  a  pleasure 
to  mention  some  of  the  provisions  of  the 
various  acts  that  have  been  approved  by 
Congress. 

This  morning  the  Senate  approved  a 
pay  increase  bill,  which,  if  accepted  by 
the  House  and  approved  by  the  Presi- 
dent, will  further  keep  faith  with  the 
Federal  workers  of  the  Nation.  The 
action  of  the  Senate  is  to  be  commended. 

GROUP     LIFE     INSXnUNC* 

On  a  voluntary  basis.  Federal  em- 
ployees are  eligible  for  insurance  cover- 
age in  amounts  based  upon  their  annual 
salaries  carried  to  the  nearest  upper 
thousand.  Employees  will  pay  25  cents 
per  $1,000  of  insurance  every  biweekly 
pay  period;  the  Government  will  con- 
tribute an  amount  equal  to  one-half  of 
the  employee  payment.  The  law  pro- 
vides double  indemnity  payment  in  case 
of  accidental  de^th  and  payment  to  em- 
ployees for  loss  of  sight  or  limb  No 
medical  examination  is  required  Em- 
ployees who  leave  the  service  may  con- 
vert their  insurance  at  standard  rates 
without  physical  examination.  Insur- 
ance will  be  free  for  employees  who  re- 
tire on  immediate  annuity  after  at  least 
15  years'  service,  and  for  employees  re- 
tired for  disability.  Employees  will  pay 
no  premiums  after  they  reach  age  65 
but  life  insurance  protection  will  be  pro- 
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chase   of   uniforms.   If   Congress    appro-  p_jjeral  emDlovees  for  the  first  time  *°  ^*^*   *^«  «*"»«  purchasing  power  as  Im 

Priates  funds  for  this  purpose.  aii^f  ft^S^^tlfifc  >,o«!i,^vL^^rfi,.  «»w  i°  i»»-    i°  <>*»»«•  '«»^'  ^  •"•««• 

ABOusHMENTOFTHECPCSCHEDm.B  All  of  thesc  bcncfitS  havc  workcd  to  tilC  tal  employee   Is   »548.8a   below  hi.   19» 

ABOUSHMENT  or  THE  ..PC  SCHEDULB  advanUgC  of   Pcdcral   employees.     Per-  ^chaslng^power.    m  order  to  restore  to  th« 

The  crafts,  protective  and  custodial —  sonally  I  am  proud  of  the  record  Con-  postal  worker  his  1939  wage,  an  increase  oT 

CPC —  schedule  of  the  Classification  Act  gress  has  made  in  this  regard.  $750  gross  is  necessary. 
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August  20 


Tbfb  Hatloiul  AsBoeiatkm  of  Letter  Carrten 
eondivted  s  surrey  of  tb«lr  entire  member- 
•blp  <tf  over  100,000  and  recelvetl  a  71.0  per- 
oent  response. 

Tbe  results  of  this  surrey  show  that  45 
peroent  at  the  letter  carriers  hold  additional 
part-ttme  Jobs.  Ohlrty-elght  and  two-tenths 
percent  of  the  letter  carriers'  wives  are  work- 
tDg.  Setcnty  and  three-tenths  percent  Of  the 
letter  carriers  responding  stated  their  debts 
had  fncreaaed  since  the  last  pay  adjustment. 
Tin  and  five-tenths  percent  stated  their 
debts  had  decreased.  Kight  hundred  forty- 
two  dollars  and  ninety-three  cents  was  given 
as  the  average  debt  (not  Including  home 
mortgages)  of  the  average  letter  carrier. 
Thirteen  and  nine-tenths  percent  borrowed 
on  Insurance  policies.  66.9  percent  bmrowed 
money  from  credit  unions  and  10.0  percent 
borrowed  money  from  other  sources. 

Mr.  JOHNfiK^  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  to  the  distinguished  major- 
ity leader. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  frcxn  California  yield  back 
the  remaining  time? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  controls  it;  I  do  not.  I  desire  to 
make  a  brief  statement. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Caliiomla  is  recognized. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senate  has 
voted  down  the  amehdments  which  I 
offered.  I  shall  not  vote  for  the  bill.  I 
would  have  been  glad  to  vote  for  a 
postal  pay  Increase  with  offsetting  rev- 
enues provided  to  the  Government  of 
the  United  States.  I  do  not  believe  the 
proposed  legislation  which  is  now  before 
the  Senate,  and  which  will  soon  be  be- 
fore the  House,  will  be  enacted  into  law. 
'  I  regret  very  much  that  the  Senate  in 
its  judgment  did  not  adopt  my  amend- 
ments. The  Senate  did  what  It  is  its 
perfect  right  to  do.  The  responsibility, 
under  his  powers,  will  rest  with  the 
President  when  the  bill  reaches  him 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Doffi  the 
Senator  yield  back  his  remaining  time? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  merely  wish  to  state 
that  the  sentiment  expressed  by  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  wUl  guide  me 
In  my  vote,  as  will  the  observation  which 
I  made  with  regard  to  raising  congres- 
sional salaries,  i  think  that  at  a  time 
when  we  are  holding  down  supports  for 
agricultural  conunodities,  and  at  a  time 
when  we  do  not  have  the  financing  to 
support  pay  raises,  we  would  be  in  a  bad 
position  If  we  granted  pay  raises.  There- 
fore, I  shall  vote  against  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.     Is  the 
remaining  time  yielded  back? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas,    i  yield  back 
my  remaining  time. 

Mr.  CARLSON.    I  yield  back  my  re- 
maining time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill 
having  been  read  the  third  time,  the 
question  is,  Shall  it  pass?    On  this  ques- 
tion the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered 
and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  (when  his  name  was 
called) .   On  this  vote,  I  have  a  pair  with 
the  senior  Senator  from  Michigan  tMr 
Ferguson],    h  the  senior  Senator  from 


Biichigan  were  present  and  voting,  he 
would  vote  "yea."  If  I  were  at  ltt)erty  to 
vote,  I  would  vote  "nay."  I  wlthold  my 
vote. 

The  rollcall  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  senior  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Ferguson],  the  junior  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Potter],  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith],  and  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wuky]  are 
absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart]  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Welxer]  are  absent  on  oflScial  busi- 
ness. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mrs. 
BowRDCG],  the  Senator  from  Miaryland 
[Mr,  Butler],  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders],  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona [Ma.  Goldwater],  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner],  and  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  IMr.  Pur- 
till]  are  necessarily  absent. 

If  present  and  voting  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  [Mrs.  Bowring],  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Butler],  the  Senior 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  CAfEHART], 
the  Swiator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan- 
ders], the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Goldwater],  the  junior  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner],  the  Senator  from 
Coimecticut  [Mr.  Purtell],  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith],  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin,  [Mr.  Wiley]  would 
each  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  BvtD],  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Puliright], 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefau- 
ver],  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Sparkman]   are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel], 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas], 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land],  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Ellender],  and  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Lennon]  are  absent  on 
official  bi^ines.s. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette] 
is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Daniel],  the  Senator  from  lUinods  [Mr. 
Douglas],  the  Senator  from  Miasissippi 
[Mr.  Eastland],  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana [Mr.  Ei LENDER],  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Fulbright],  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette],  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauver],  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Len- 
non], and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Sparkman],  would  each  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  69, 
nays  4,  as  follows: 


Murray 

Neely 

Pastore 

Payne 

Robertson 


Case 
Knowland 


RU8S«I1 

Saltonstall 
Smathers 
Smith,  Maine 
Btennls 

NAYS— 4 
Schoeppel 


Bymington 

Thye 

Upton 

wiatkins 

Ypung 


W1 


'llllami 


NOT  VOTING — 231 


Fitter 

PWrteU 

Reynolds 

8«>ilth.  N.  J, 

Si)arkman 

Welker 

Wiley 


Bowring  Ferguson 

Butler  Flanders 

Byrd  Fulbright 

Capehart  Gillette 

Daniel  Goldwater 

Douglas  Jenner 

Eastland  Kefauver 

Ellender  Lennon 

So  the  bill  fH.  R.  7774)  was  passed. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  bill 
was  passed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion  to 
reconsider. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Payne  in  the  chair  ^ .  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  motion  of  lihe  Senator 
from  California  to  lay  on  the  table  the 
motion  to  reconsider. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer,  Its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  bill  (S. 
1504)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Rev. 
Pang  Wha  II. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  bill  (6  2862)  to 
provide  relief  for  the  sheep-raising  in- 
dustry by  making  special  nonquota  im- 
migrant visas  available  to  certain  skilled 
alien  sheepherders,  with  an  amendment, 
in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  report  cf 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
<H.  R.  7886)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  CecU 
Norton  Broy. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  concurrent 
resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  108)  to  correct 
enrollment  in  H.  R.  7840,  to  amend  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act,  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Tax  Act,  and  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act. 


Alken 

Anderson 

Barrett. 

Beall 

Bennett 

Bricker 

Bridges 

Burke 

Biisli 

Carlson 

Cbavez 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Crlppa 

Dirksen 

Duff 

Dworshak 


YEAS — 69 

Ervin 

Fr^ar 

George 

Gore 

Green 

Hayden 

Hendrickson 

Hennings 

Hlckenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Johnson,  Colo, 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Kennedy 


Kerr 

KUgore 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehmad 

Long 

Magnuscn 

Malone 

Mansfield 

Martin 

Maybank 

McCarran 

McCartUy 

McClellsn 

MUIikln 

Monronty 

Morse 

Mundt 
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ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 
The  message  further  announced  that 
the  Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to 
the  following  enrolled  bills,  and  they 
were  signed  by  the  President  pro  tem- 
pore: 

H.  R,  1461.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ken- 
neth McRlght: 

H.  R.  1980.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  construction  of  bridges  over  the  Potomac 
River,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  2263.  An  act  to  provide  (tertaln  em- 
ployment benefits  for  employees  of  the  Fed- 
eral Gov*nment.  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  2781.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nicho- 
las Matook; 

H.  R.3014.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Alfred  L.  Smith;  i 

H.  R.  3232.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  DennU 
P.  Guthrie; 
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H.  R.  3884,  An  act  for  tta«  relief  of  John  B. 
Daniel,  Inc.; 

H.  R.  8446.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs. 

Emily  Wilhelm; 

H.  R.  8387.  An  act  to  extend  and  amend  the 
Renegotiation  Act  of  1951; 

H.  R.  6290.  An  act  to  discontinue  certain 
reports  now  required  by  law; 

H.  R.  esas.  An  act  tot  the  relief  of  Raleigh 
HUl; 

H.  R.  7863.  An  act  to  permit  retired  po- 
licemen and  firemen  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia to  waive  all  or  part  of  their  relief 
or  retirement  compemation; 

H.  R.  8647.  An  act  to  amend  Revised  Stat- 
utes 4426; 

H.  R.  9712.  An  act  grnntlng  the  consent  of 
Congress  to  certain  New  England  States  to 
enter  into  a  compact  relating  to  higher  edu- 
cation in  the  New  England  States  and  es- 
tablishing the  New  England  Board  of  Higher 
Education; 

H.  R.  9924.  An  act  to  provide  for  family 
quarters  for  personnel  of  the  military  de- 
partments of  the  Department  of  Defense  and 
their  dependents,  and   for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9936.  An  act  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1955,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  10009.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  re- 
view of  customs  tariff  schedules,  to  Improve 
procedures  for  the  tariff  classification  of 
unenumerated  articles,  and  for  other  pur- 
poees. 
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TRANSACTION  OF  ROUTINE 
BUSINESS 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  following 
routine  business  was  transacted: 


REPORT  OF  A  CXDMMITTEE 

The  following  report  of  a  committee 
was  submitted  : 

By  Mr.  LANOKR.  from  the  Conmilttee  on 
the  Judiciary,  without  amendment; 

H.  R.  9988.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Fed- 
eral Republic  of  Germany  (Rept.  No,  2505). 


ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT 

RESOLUTIONS  PRESENTED 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  reported 
that  on  today,  August  20,  1954,  he  pre- 
sented to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  following  enrolled  bills  and 
Joint  resolutions: 

B.  45.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs,  Merle 
Cappeller  Weyel; 

S.  46.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  E.  S.  Berney; 

S.  361.  An  act  to  pn)Vide  for  renewal  of 
and  adjustment  of  comi^ensatlon  under  con- 
tracts for  carrying  mall  on  water  routes; 

S.  417,  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  New  Mexico,  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  upon  certain  claims  arising 
as  a  result  of  the  construction  by  the  United 
states  of  Elephant  Butte  Dam  on  the  Rio 
Grande; 

S.  541.  An  act  to  extend  benefits  under  the 
War  Claims  Act  of  1948  to  certain  classes  of 
persons,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  555,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  W, 
Gallagher; 

S.  599.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cpl,  Robert 
D.  McMillan; 

S.  820.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Carlos  M.  Cochran; 

S,  1042.  An  act  to  abolish  the  Commission 
for  the  Enlarging  of  the  Capitol  Grounds; 

S.  1183,  An  act  for  tbe  reUef  of  John  L.  de 
Montlgny: 

S.  1203,  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Lt.  CoL 
Rollins  S.  Emmerich; 

S.  2070.  An  act  for  tte  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Qivens  Christian; 


S.a083,  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Lawrence 
F,  Kramer; 

8,  2147,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tcrrence 
Waller: 

8.  2156.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Enep- 
ekldes,  his  wife,  and  his  son.  George; 

S,  2259,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rev. 
Charles  V.  Rossini; 

8. 2266.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  P. 
Sylvester; 

8.  2308.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct  the 
Investigation  by  the  Attorney  General  of 
certain  offenses,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8.2496,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harvey 
Schwartz; 

8.  2553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  V. 
Criml,  father  of  the  minor  chUd,  Joseph 
Crimi: 

S.  2682.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Kpea 
Transportation  Corp.; 

8.  2670.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  termina- 
tion of  Federal  supervision  over  the  property 
of  certain  tribes,  bands,  and  colonies  of  In- 
dians in  the  State  of  Utah  and  the  individual 
members   thereof,   and   for   other    purposes; 

S,  2693,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert  Lee 
Williams; 

S.  2801.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Graphic 
Arts  Corporation  of  Ohio; 

8.  2980.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  up- 
on the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Southern  District  of  New  York  to  hear,  de- 
termine, and  render  Judgment  upon  a  claim 
of  the  Bunker  Hill  Development  Corp.; 

S.  3017,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
Barron; 

8.  3064.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Mary  Beaton  Dennlnger.  deceased; 

8,3110.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Ports- 
mouth Sand  &  Gravel  Co.; 

8. 3187.  An  act  to  authorize  the  United 
States  of  America  to  quitclaim  all  its  right, 
title,  and  Interest  in  and  to  certain  lands 
In  Arizona,  except  for  mineral  Interests  there- 
in, and  for  other  purposes; 

8.  3189.  An  act  providing  for  the  convey- 
ance by  the  United  States  to  the  Monterey 
County  Flood  Control  and  Water  Conserva- 
tion District,  Monterey  County,  Calif,,  of  cer- 
tain lands  in  Camp  Roberts  Military  Reser- 
vation, Calif.,  for  use  as  a  dam  and  reservoir 
site  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3245,  An  act  to  provide  emergency 
credit; 

8.3351.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance of  certain  mineral  rights  to  Mrs.  Pearl 
O.  Marr,  of  Crossroads,  N.  Max.; 

S.  3304.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  up- 
on the  Cotua  of  Claims  of  the  United  States 
to  consider  and  render  Judgment  on  the  claim 
of  the  Cuban-American  Sugar  Co.  against 
the  United  States; 

S.  3329.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Police  and  Firemen's  Salary  Act  of 
1953  to  correct  certain  inequities; 

8.3482,  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Unemployment  Compensation  Act. 
and  for  other  purposes; 

8,3494,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Cen- 
tral Railroad  Co,  of  New  Jersey; 

8,3562,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Mc- 
Mahon  Co,.  Inc.; 

S.  3595,  An  act  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  convey  certain  property  located 
In  El  Paso.  Tex.,  and  described  as  part  of 
Fort  Bliss,  to  the  State  of  Texas: 

8.  3627.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retiremc^  Act.  as  amended: 

8. 3628.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  815, 
8Ist  Congress,  in  order  to  extend  for  2  addi- 
tional yecu's  the  program  of  assistance  for 
school  construction  under  title  ni  of  that 
act; 

8.3639,  An  act  to  postpone  the  effective 
date  of  the  3  percent  absorption  require- 
ments In  Public  Law  874,  81st  Congress,  for 
1  year; 

8. 3713.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Com- 
mander, Air  University,  to  confer  appropri- 
ate degrees  upon  persons  who  meet  all  re- 
quirements for  those  degrees  In  the  Resident 


College  of  the  United  Stotes  Air  Force  Inctl. 
tute  of  Technology; 

8. 3744.  An  act  to  change  the  name  oC 
Gavins  Point  Reservoir  back  of  Oavlns  Point 
Dam  to  Lewis  and  Clark  Lake; 

8.  3750.  An  act  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  or  his  designee  to  convey  o«-- 
taln  property  located  in  proximity  to  ««n 
Antonio.  Bexar  County.  Tex.,  to  the  State 
of  Texas; 

8.3822,  An  act  to  authorize  the  convey- 
ance to  the  State  of  Texas  of  tipf^a^ma^j 
9  acres  of  land  In  Houston,  Tex.,  to  be  used 
for  National  Guard  purposes; 

8.  J.  Res,  147,  Joint  resolution  to  estabUali 
the  Woodrow  Wilson  Centennial  Celebration 
Commission,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

8.  J.  Res,  170.  Joint  reaoluUon  to  approve 
the  conveyance  by  the  Tennessee  VaUey  Au- 
thority of  certain  public-use  termmal  prop* 
ertles  now  owned  by  the  United  States. 


BILL  INTRODUCED 
A  bill  was  introduced,  read  the  first 
time  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  sec- 
ond time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr,  LEHMAN: 
8.3892.  A  bUl   for   the  relief  of  Can^ela 
Rublni  Epifano;   to  the  Committee  on  tbe 
Judiciary. 

SPECXAL  COMMITTEE  TO  INVESTI- 
GATE THE  SENATE  KITCHENS  AND 
RESTAURANTS  IN  THE  CAPITOL 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine  (for  herself, 
Mr,  Gkorge,  Mr,  Cordon,  Mr,  McCarkah, 
Mr,  IvKS,  Mr.  Murrat,  Mr,  Williaics.  Mr. 
Chavez,  Mr.  Hendrickson,  Mr.  Orkkn, 
Mr.  Barrett,  Mr.  Kilgore,  Mr.  Beall,  Mr. 
Maybank.  Mr.  Payne,  Mr.  Gilletti,  Mr. 
Crippa.  Mr.  FoLBRiGHT,  Mr.  Morse.  Mr. 
Nekly,  Mr.  Long,  Mr.  Anderson.  Mr. 
Humphrey,  Mr.  Clements,  Mr.  MoM- 
RONEY,  Mr.  Hennings,  Mr.  Mansfixl]), 
Mr.  Jackson,  and  Mr,  E^vni)  submitted 
the  following  resolution  (S.  Res.  317), 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration: 

Resolved,  That  a  special  committee  ocnn- 
posed  of  5  Senators  of  whom  not  more  than 
3  shall  be  from  the  same  political  party,  to  be 
appointed  by  the  President  of  the  Senate.  Is 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  a  full  and 
complete  investigation  of  the  operation  of 
the  Senate  kitchens  and  restaurants  in  the 
Capitol  and  Senate  Office  Building  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  such  kitch- 
ens and  restaurants  are  being  operated  In  a 
manner  which  best  serves  the  needs  of  the 
Senate  and  its  employees,  and  particularly 

( 1 )  whether  the  quality  of  the  food  and  serv- 
ice  are  commensurate  with  prices  charged, 

(2)  whether  proper  standards  of  cleanliness 
and  sanitation  are  observed,  (3)  whether  the 
costs  to  the  Senate  of  such  operation  or  the 
profits  accruing  to  the  operator  of  such 
kitchens  and  restaiuvnts  as  a  restilt  of  such 
of>eratlon  are  excessive.  (4)  whether  the  fa- 
cilities for  such  operation  are  adequate,  and 
(5)  what  changes  should  be  made  in  methoda 
or  manner  of  operation  for  the  purpoee  of 
improving  efficiency,  service,  the  quality  of 
food  served,  and  facilities  for  such  operation. 
The  committee  shall  report  to  the  Senate  on 
or  before  February  IS,  1955,  the  results  of 
Its  Investigation,  together  with  such  recom- 
mendations as  It  may  deem  desirable.  Upon 
the  filing  of  Its  report,  the  committee  ahaU 
cease  to  exist. 

Sbc.  2.  (a>  The  committee,  or  any  duly 
authorised  subcommittee  thereof.  Is  autbor- 
laed  to  sit  and  act  at  such  places  and  ttmae 
during  the  sessions,  recesses,  and  adjourned 
periods  of  the  Senate,  to  require  by  subpeo* 
or  otherwise  the  attendance  of  such  wit- 
nesses and  the  production  of  such  books. 
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j/mptn,  and  docum^ta,  to  admlntotw  such 
oAths,  to  take  such  testimony,  to  procure 
■ueh  printing  and  binding,  and  to  make  such 
eaqwndlturMi  ■•  It  deems  MiTtsable. 

(b)  TlM  oooamlttee  ts  empowered  to  ^- 
potn*  and  flx  tbe  oompcnsatlon  of  ataeb  ex- 
perts, eoncultants.  and  derical  and  ateno- 
grapble  asiistants  as  it  deans  neoeesary. 

(e)  TlM  a«penses  of  tbe  eommlttee.  which 
shall  not  exceed  $16,000.  staaU  be  paid  from 
lUngent  fund  of  the  Senate  upon 
approved  by  the  chairman. 


STAK?  STUDY  OP  COMMTTTEB  ON 
IMTERSTATE  AND  FOREION  OOM- 
MIRCE  ON  AVIATION 

Mr.  BRICEER  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
may  be  permitted  to  submit  as  a  Senate 
document  after  the  adjournment  of  the 
Senate  a  staff  study  on  aviation. 

The  FRESmiNa  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


■XBCXmVE  MESSAGES  REFEEIRED 
The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  messages  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  submitting 
several  nominations,  and  withdrawing 
the  nomination  of  Wright  F.  Morrow,  of 
Texas,  to  be  Alternate  Representative  to 
the  Ninth  Session  of  the  General  Aseem- 
Uy  of  the  United  Nations,  which  nomi- 
nating messages  were  referred  to  the  ap- 
propriate committees.  i 


BXBCUnVE  REPORT  OF  A. 
COMMTTTEB 
As  in  executive  session.  I 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  LANQSR.  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

SherrtU  Halbert,  of  California,  to  be  United 
BUtes  district  Judge  for  the  northern  dis- 
trict o(  CaMfomla,  vice  Dal  U.  Lemmon. 
elevated,  and 

▼ernon  D.  Porbes.  of  North  Dakota,  to  be 
T7nlted  States  district  Judge  for  the  district 
of  Alaska,  division  No.  4.  vice  Harry  B.  Pratt 
retired.  '      «^—vk. 


AraDRBSSES.  EDITORIALS.  ARTI- 
CLES. ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE 
RECORD 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, addresses,  editorials.  arUcles.  etc.. 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxc- 
oan,  as  foUows: 

By  Mr.  MAQMUSON: 
Statement    prepared     by    him    entlUed 
"»senhower-McKay  Power  Policy  Loeee  $31 
Million  Payrou  for  Paemo  Northwest!^ 


SANTA  MARGARITA  RIVER 
Ut.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent,  on  behalf  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas]  that 
were  may  be  Inserted  in  the  body  of  the 
Rccoao  a  statement  by  the  President 
teued  on  July  28.  1954.  in  connection 
with  the  signing  of  H.  R  5731.  the  Santa 
Margarita  bill. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RicoBD.  as  follows : 

Stateiixnt  bt  the  Pkxsisxnt 
I  have  signed  today  H.  R.  6731,  a  bUI  to  au- 
thorize the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  con- 
struct facilities  to  provide  water  fof  Irriga- 
tion, municipal,  domestic,  military,  aad  other 
uses  from  the  Santa  Margarita  Rivet,  Calif., 
and  for  other  purposee. 

This  legislation  grows  out  of  the  long- 
standing controversy  between  the  United 
States  and  the  PaUbrook  Public  Utility  Dis- 
trict and  other  water  users  concerning  rights 
to  the  use  of  the  waters  of  the  Santa  Mar- 
garita River.  The  bill  will  provide  avthority 
for  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  after  certain 
determinations  have  been  made,  to  construct 
storage  facilities  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  the 
PaUbrook  district  and  also  of  the  United 
States  IX  its  water  rlgbts  would  not  be  Jeop- 
ardised. I  believe  this  legislation  will  be 
helpful  to  all  agencies  and  persons  concerned, 
and  I  congratulate  all  those  who  cooperated 
In  obtaining  its  enactment. 

It  is  to  be  noted  that,  unless  olftierwise 
agreed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  N«vy,  the 
facilities  authorized  by  the  bill,  including  the 
De  liuz  Dam.  are  to  be  operated  In  a  manner 
which  wUl  permit  the  unobstructed  passage 
of  all  of  the  water  to  which  the  United  States 
Is  now  entitled.  It  Is  likewise  to  be  noted 
that  the  bill  is  not  to  be  construed  as  a  grant 
or  a  relinquishment  of  any  of  the  r^hu  in 
the  Santa  Margarita  River  which  the  United 
States  now  owns.  That  stream  provkies  the 
essential  supply  of  water  for  Camp  Pendle- 
ton, a  naval  hospital  and  a  naval  ammuni- 
tion depot.  Each  of  those  vital  establish- 
ments Is  Important  for  purposes  of  national 
defense. 

The  bill  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  construct  the  dam  and  other  fa- 
culties only  after  he  has  determined  that 
the  project  has  economic  and  engineering 
feasibility.  It  Is  my  understanding  that  such 
a  determination  will  not  be  made  u»tu  he 
has  found  that  there  will  be  ample  water 
avaUable  In  the  Santa  Margarita  River  for 
storage  at  the  De  Luz  Dam.  separate  and 
apart  from  all  rights  to  the  use  of  water  of 
the  United  SUtes  (except  any  appropriatlve 
rights  hereafter  obtained)  and  of  all  claim- 
ants on  the  stream. 

In  view  of  litigation  now  pending  between 
the  United  States  and  other  claimanu  to 
water  from  the  Santa  Margarita  River  I 
shaU  expect  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
obUln  and  be  guided  by  the  advice  of  the 
Attorney  General  before  Uklng  any  steps 
to  acquh^  additional  water  rights  in  the 
river  on  behalf  of  the  United  States.  Fur- 
thermore. I  expect  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  will  not  agree  to  the  Impounding  of 
any  water  to  the  use  of  which  the  United 
SUtee  Is  entitled  without  flrst  coniulting 
with  the  Attorney  General  and  obtaining 
from  him  advice  that  such  Impoundlag  will 
not  be  a  grant  or  reUnqulshment  of  any  of 
Uie  rights  to  the  use  of  water  whi*h  the 
United  States  of  America  bas  acquired  in 
accordance  with  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Califomla.  i 

COMMUNISM— CLEAR  AND  PREBENT 
DANGER  I 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  Presidint  I 
have  in  my  hand  a  press  statement  which 
appeared  as  of  yesterday  on  the  press 
service  ticker.  It  is  datelined  at  fhUa- 
delphia. 

In  view  of  the  action  we  took  as  of 
yesterday,  I  think  my  colleagues  would 
be  interested  in  the  statement,  which 
reads  as  follows: 

A  Federal  Judge  Issued  an  unusual  state- 
ment m  which  he  branded  coromunlsm  a 


"clear  and  present  danger"  to  the  Nation 
due  to  the  virulent  nature  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  and  the  touchy  Intemstlonal  situ- 
ation. 

United  States  District  Judge  J.  CuUen 
Ganey,  in  whose  court  nine  Conununlst  lead- 
ers were  convicted  last  week  o{  conspiring 
to  overthrow  the  Government,  Issued  the 
statement  Co  be  added  to  the  court  record  of 
the  trial. 

Ganey  made  the  move  to  amplify  his 
charge  to  the  jurors,  in  which  he  referred 
to  the  Communist  movement  aa  "clear  and 
present  danger"  to  the  United  States. 

He  cited  five  reasons  why  he  referred  to 
the  Red  movement  in  those  terms. 

The  Judge  said  the  Communist  Party  had 
formed  a  highly  organized  consptrscy  of  rig- 
idly disciplined  nwmbers.  subject  to  call  at 
tbe  dictation  of  the  party. 

He  said  the  party  operated  Ut  an  era  of 
inflamnnable  world  conditions,  as  witneased 
by  the  Korean  war. 

He  also  cited  the  present  touch-and-go 
relations  with  countries  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain  as  heightening  the  danger  of  home- 
grown communism. 

The  atomic  espionage  performed  by  Dr. 
Klaus  Puchs  and  the  attendant  disturbing 
of  working  conditions  in  the  Defense  Bstab- 
lishments  of  both  this  country  and  Great 
Britain  also  contributed  to  the  clear  and 
present  danger  of  communism,  sccordlng  to 
Ganey. 

Finally,  the  jurist  cited  a  treason  of  Julius 
and  Ethel  Rosenberg  as  proof  of  the  evil 
that  could  follow  in  the  United  States  as 
a  result  of  Communist  Indoctrination. 

The  9  Communist  leaders  from  eastern 
Pennsylvania  and  Delaware  wert  convicted 
after  a  lengthy  trial  in  Judge  Gaoiey's  court 
that  consumed  61  days  and  required  5,500 
pages  of  testimony. 

Mr.  President,  I  thought  this  was  an 
extremely  pertinent  observation.  I  say 
it  is  an  extremely  pertinent  observation 
In  view  of  some  of  the  editorial  com- 
ment I  have  seen  about  the  fact  that 
we  were  possibly  too  harsh  in  our  de- 
bate with  regard  to  this  conspiracy  here 
in  the  Senate. 

Let  me  say  that  Judge  Ganey  is  known 
noc  as  a  conservative,  but  as  a  judge 
noted  for  his  moderation  and  for  what 
we  might  call  democratic  liberalism. 
When  a  judge  of  his  caliber  makes  this 
sort  of  a  statement,  it  seems  to  me  that 
what  the  Senate  did  was  not  only  de- 
sirable but  also  most  important  for  the 
good  of  the  country. 


AMENDMENT  OF  RAILROAD  RETIRE- 
MENT ACT.  THE  RAILROAD  RE- 
TIREMENT TAX  ACT.  AND  THE 
RAILROAD  UNEMPLOYMENT  IN- 
SURANCE ACT 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
take  only  half  a  minute  simply  to  an- 
nounce for  the  RxcoRD  that  the  con- 
current resolution  which  I  offered  last 
night  with  respect  to  the  railroad  retire- 
ment bill  has  been  agreed  to  by  the 
House,  so  that  the  technical  dlfflculties 
thai  had  arisen  over  the  bill  will  thereby 
be  corrected. 


THE  ECONOMY  OP  SAMOA 
Mr.    MURRAY.      Mr.   President,    the 
Senate  Committee  on  Labor  and  PubUc 
Welfare  has   before   it  a   bill.  S.   3831 
which  was  Introduced  at  the  request  of 
tills  administration.     I  am  happy  to  say 
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that  this  bill  has  not  been  acted  upon. 
will  not  be  acted  upon,  and  will  die  when 
this  session  of  Congress  adjourns.  I  say 
this,  Mr.  President,  because  even  a  ciu"- 
sory  examination  of  the  contents  of  this 
administration-proposed  measure  indi- 
cates that  it  was  drafted  by  men  who 
have  anything  but  the  interests  of 
American  labor  and  American  manu- 
facturers at  heart.  It  appears  to  me 
to  have  been  designed  as  an  Instrument 
for  baihng  out  certtln  agencies  of  Gov- 
ernment who,  through  either  incredible 
ignorance  or  deliberate  defiance  of  our 
laws,  disregarded  the  laws  passed  1^  the 
Congress  with  respec  t  to  fair  labor  stand- 
ards, and  undertook  operations  which. 
If  condoned,  would  represent  a  perma- 
nent threat  to  good  business  manage- 
ment and  good  labor  relations.  I  am 
sure  that  this  bill,  il  reintroduced  in  the 
next  or  succeeding  (Congresses,  will  have 
as  little  chance  of  ]>assage  as  It  had  in 
this  83d  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  the  biU  to  which  I  have 
reference  deals  with  problems  on  the  is- 
lands of  Guam  and  Samoa.  I  will  con- 
fess, Mr.  President,  that  I  am  not  too 
well  acquainted  wlr.h  the  problems  of 
Guam  and  Samoa.  I  am  advised,  how- 
ever, that  eastern  S-unoa,  which  Is  con- 
trolled by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  is  confronted  with  a  really  serious 
problem  in  terms  of  finding  useful,  re- 
munerative, and  meaningful  employ- 
ment for  the  native  population.  I  am 
further  advised  thiit  there  exists  on 
Samoa  facilities  which,  if  properly  uti- 
lized, could  provide  that  employment.  I 
hope  the  Department  of  the  Interior  will 
immediately  undertake  a  concentrated 
drive  to  develop  a  sound  program  which 
will  result  in  utilising  these  facilities  and 
in  employing  the  native  population  in 
enterprises  which  v^m  be  conducive  to 
building  the  island'^  strength  and  pro- 
ductivity. I  hereby  serve  notice  that  at 
the  beginning  of  the  84th  Congress,  I 
shall  take  pains  to  inquire  into  this  sit- 
uation, to  ascertain  exactly  what  pro- 
gress has  been  made  by  the  Department. 

In  this  connection,  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  set  forth 
at  the  conclusion  of  these  remarks  ex- 
cerpts from  an  article  entitled  "Eastern 
Samoa,  United  States  Poorhouse  of 
South  Seas,"  which  appeared  In  the  Chi- 
cago Dally  Tribune  for  August  3. 

There  being  no  objecUon.  the  excerpts 
from  the  article  w«>re  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Ricoko.  aa  follows: 

EArrxKN  Samoa  UKmo  Statxs  PooaHovaa 
or  Sooth  8ca»— twsntt-two  Troubano 
Orr  SOBsmv  or  |1,5(>1.000 

(By  Walter  Simmons) 
Paoo  Paoo,  Samoa,  August  2.— Down  here 
In  the  smiling  South  Seas,  well  below  the 
equator,  ts  America's  forgotten  possession: 
Eastern  Samoa.  78  mUes  of  Islands.  22,000 
people. 

Or.  to  put  It  more  tluntly.  the  poorhouse 
of  the  Pacific  and  a  plaoe  that  makes  every 
visting  American  blusli. 

Last  year  it  took  a  subsidy  of  tl,S5 1,000 
to  keep  the  place  going.  This  year,  due  to 
more  efficient  operation,  the  price  has  been 
cut  to  91,276,000. 

TAXES     INADKQVATC 

But  Just  to  keep  the  schools  running  costs 
•250,000  a  year.  That  is  more  than  the  toUl 
Income  produced  by  all  taxes  In  the  ialands. 
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Tlie  attitude  of  the  average  Samoan  is. 
*Temme  out  of  here."  Uore  than  2,000  hare 
left  for  the  United  States  or  HawaU  since 
IMS.  This  U  the  cream  of  the  cltlaenry. 
When  a  Samoan  gets  an  education,  he  ustially 
geU  out  Instead  of  staying  to  advance  the 
Islands.  Fewer  than  100  high  school  gradu- 
ates have  remained. 

Agriculture  Is  virtually  the  only  industry. 
but  the  islands  dont  feed  themselves.  Last 
year  Imports  Included:  600.000  pounds  of 
flour,  216.000  pounds  of  canned  flab,  480,- 
000  pounds  of  preserved  meat,  260,000  pounds 
of  fresh  meat,  and  35,000  pounds  of  veee- 
tables.  * 

PAST    or    TAIL 

Eastern  Samoa  is  Just  part  of  the  dog's 
tall  when  all  Samoa  is  considered.  The  big 
western  islands,  developed  by  the  Oermans 
and  held  by  New  Zealand,  total  1,130  square 
mUes,  and  91.000  people.  They  are  fat  with 
prosperity.  Last  year,  for  Instance,  they 
had  a  »1, 500.000  export  surplus. 

American  Samoa  imported  $815,000  worth 
of  goods  and  exported  only  $190,000  in  the 
same  period. 

The  United  States  took  over  Its  part  of 
Samoa  In  1900  because  the  Navy  wanted 
Pago  Pago  Harbor— best  in  the  South  Seas. 
For  40  years  almost  nothing  was  done.  Edu- 
cation, roadbulldlng  and  commerce  were 
neglected.  Torpid  officers  were  sent  out  to 
be  governor  as  their  last  Job  before  retire- 
ment. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  executive  business,  to  con- 
sider flrst  the  nominations  on  the  Exec- 
utive Calendar. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  executive 
business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk 
will  proceed  to  state  the  nominations  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 


UNITED  STATES  CIRCUIT  JUDGE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Martin  Donald  Van  Oosterhout,  of 
Iowa,  to  be  United  States  circuit  judge 
for  the  eighth  circuit. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  is  con- 
firmed. 


POSTMASTERS 


The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read  sun- 
dry nominations  of  postmasters. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nomi- 
natloiu:  of  postmasters  be  confirmed  en 
bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  With- 
out objection 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object — and  let  me  state 
that  I  do  not  expect  to  object  at  this 
particular  time,  at  least— I  wish  to  bring 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  a  matter 
which  has  disturbed  me  deeply. 

I  believe  I  have  cooperated  with  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  to  the  fullest  possible  extent  In 
connection  with  the  handling  of  post- 
master nominations. 

On  last  evening,  the  Senate  confirmed 
the  nomination  of  Louis  B.  Cartwright, 
to  be  postmaster  of  Rochester,  N.  Y. 
That  nomination,   together  with   three 


other  postmaster  nominations,  was  re- 
ceived by  me  only  last  Saturday.  August 
14,  only  4  days  ago.  I  conferred  with 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  told  him  that  the  time  was 
so  short  that  I  could  not  look  into  the 
qualifications  of  those  four  men  before 
the  nominations  were  brought  before  the 
Senate.  There  were  a  number  of  other 
nominations  from  the  State  of  New  Yoi* 
which  had  come  in  at  an  earUer  date; 
and  I  advised  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee that  I  would  have  no  objection 
to  their  consideration,  but  that  I  felt 
there  was  Insufficient  time  to  look  Into 
the  qualifications  of  Mr.  Cartwright  and 
the  other  three  nomtinees. 

The  only  New  York  postmaster  tiam- 
ination  which  was  confirmed  last  evening 
was  that  of  Mr.  Cartwright.  It  was  the 
only  one  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 
The  other  three  nominations,  which  also 
had  reached  me  on  Saturday,  August  14, 
and  the  nominations  which  had  reached 
me  at  an  earlier  date,  were  not  taken 
up  yesterday,  so  far  as  I  know. 

I  understood  from  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  cmnmittee  that  he 
would  not  move  for  the  confirmation  of 
any  of  those  four  nominations — ^which 
reached  me  only  on  Saturday,  August  14. 
less  than  1  week  ago.  I  believe  the  dis- 
tinguished chairman  of  the  committee 
will  confirm  that  understanding,  which 
was  reached  between  him  and  me. 

I  know  nothing  about  Mr.  Cartwright 
I  have  no  doubt  that  he  may  be  a  person 
of  excellent  character  and  substantial 
ability.  I  have  no  reason  to  suppose 
that,  had  I  had  an  opportunity  to  ascer- 
tain the  fact,  I  would  have  objected  to 
confirmation  of  his  nomination.  But 
certainly  no  nomination  should  be  acted 
on  in  the  face  of  the  objection  of  a  Sen- 
ator until  sufficient  time  has  been  given 
to  him  to  investigate  the  nomination 
and  to  determine  whether  there  are 
legitimate  grounds  for  an  objection  of  it 

Nevertheless,  what  I  have  Just  related 
Is  what  actually  occurred  last  night,  and 
I  make  a  very  strong  protest. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Know- 
land]  has  requested  unanimous  consent 
that  the  postmaster  nMninations  be  con- 
firmed en  bloc.    Is  there  objection* 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  I  was  not  aware  of  the  objection 
which  has  been  stated  by  my  ooUeacue 
from  New  York  in  that  parUeular  oaae. 
Had  I  known  of  it,  and  had  he  and  I 
been  able  to  get  together  on  the  nomina- 
tions, I  think  more  of  the  nominations 
from  New  York  might  have  been  con- 
firmed. I  understand  that  approximate- 
ly 26  postmaster  nominations  from  New 
York  are  still  unconfirmed  and  stiU  in 
the  committee.  I  have  been  doing  my 
utmost  to  have  them  reported  by  the 
committee;  I  do  not  know  where  the 
stumbling  block  has  been.  However.  I 
have  been  unsuccessful  In  having  those 
nominations  reported. 

If  I  have  done  anything  wrong,  inso- 
far as  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Cartwright 
is  concerned,  I  apologize,  because  I  was 
trying  to  have  as  many  of  the  nomina- 
tions as  possible  reported  and  acted  on. 
I  was  not  attempting  to  place  particular 
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fiphariii  ott  any  one  nomination,  either 
liere.  there,  or  at  any  other  place. 

Mr.  LEHBiAN.  Mr.  President,  fur- 
ther reserving  the  right  to  object,  let  me 
say  that  my  distinguished  colleague 
from  New  York  will  recall  thai  I  inter- 
posed no  objection  to  the  confirmation 
within  the  last  2  or  3^  weeks  of  approxi- 
mately 100  postmaster  nominations 
txoux.  New  York. 

Mr.  I¥ES.  Mr.  President.  I  hasten  to 
state  that  I  am  not  attempting  to  place 
blame  on  my  colleague. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  finish  my  statement.  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  know  there  are  a  number  of 
nominations  from  New  York  which  are 
still  hanging  fire. 

Mr.  IVES.    That  is  correct 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  But  I  advised  the  dis- 
tinguished chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Kansas  [Bdr.  Carl- 
80H]  for  whom  I  have  very  high  re- 
gard, that  I  would  have  no  objection  to 
Immediate  confirmation  of  any  of  those 
nominations,  with  the  exception  of  the 
four  to  which  I  have  just  referred. 
Those  four  nominations  reached  me 
only  on  last  Saturday.  August  14. 

I  am  very  sorry  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  ccanmittee  is  not  now 
on  the  floor. 

Mr.  IVES.    So  am  L 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  He  was  a  moment 
ago. 

Mr.  President,  I  took  up  the  matter 
with  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
and  I  now  express  r^ret  that  the  n<»ni- 
nation  went  through  in  the  manner  it 
did.  It  was  the  only  New  York  nomi- 
nation which  was  acted  on  last  eve- 
ning; and  it  should  not  have  been  acted 
on  without  consultation  with  me.  be- 
cause there  was  a  definite  understand- 
ing between  me  and  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee  that  tJhose 
four  nominations  would  not  be  pressed 
until  I  had  had  time  to  check  on  them 
and  to  determine  whether  I  could  go 
along  with  their  confirmation. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  has  requested 
unanimous  consent  that  the  nominations 
of  postmasters  be  confirmed  en  bloc  Is 
there  objection?    Without  objection^ 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    Wait,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Air.  President,  I 
am  a  little  confused  by  the  statement  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York.  -  Is  Mr 
Edward  W.  Gent,  of  WellsviUe,  N  y" 
the  person  whose  nomination  the  Sen- 
ator is  objecting  to? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  No.  I  am  referring  to 
a  nomination  confirmed  last  night  of 
IdT.  Cartwright  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
1  had  not  withdrawn  my  objection 

Mr.  m^OWLAND.  Mr.  Cartwright  is 
not  on  this  list. 

Mr  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  intend  to  ob- 
ject to  Mr.  Gent's  noxnination. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to 
dispose  of  the  nominations  on  todays 
Executive  Calendar. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The     PRESIDING 
Senator  will  state  it. 
^  Mr.  LEHMAN.    Has  the  nomination 
mo^r  ^"S  ^  Cartwright.  to  be  post- 
master of  Rochester.  N.  Y..  which  was 


OFFICER.    The 


confirmed  last  night  in  the  Senate,  been 
sent  to  the  President? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  It  has 
been  sent  to  the  President  by  unanimous 
consent. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Has  the  President 
been  notified? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Has  the  President 
been  notified? 

The  PRESmiNa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California,  following  the 
vote  for  the  confirmation,  asked  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  President  be  noti- 
fied. There  was  no  objection,  and  con- 
sent was  granted. 

Without  objection,  the  postmaster 
nominations  are  confirmed.  j 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     En  bloc?    ' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     En  bloc. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  suppose  that  from  a 
legislative  and  parliamentary  standpoint 
there  is  nothing  which  I  can  do  in  con- 
nection with  the  nomination  I  men- 
tioned. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  Is  correct. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  wish  to  re- 
fiect  on  the  character  or  the  ability  of 
Mr.  Louis  B.  Cartwright,  who  has  now 
been  confirmed  as  postmaster  of  Roch- 
ester, N.  Y.,  but  I  again  wish  to  enter 
a  very,  very  strong  protest  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  this  matter  has  been 
handled. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
merely  wish  to  say  for  the  Record  that 
this  is  the  first  information  or  intima- 
tion I  have  had  as  to  this  matter.  Nor- 
mally, in  the  orderly  procedures  of  the 
Senate,  the  Members  of  the  minority 
consult  with  the  minority  leader  if  they 
desire  that  a  nomination  be  held  up. 
The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johitson], 
the  minority  leader,  then  consults  with 
the  majority  leader  and  indicates  as  to 
whether  there  is  any  objection  to  any  of 
the  nominations. 

I  have  followed  a  consistent  policy  that 
witti  regard  to  any  reasonable  period  of 
delay,  when  requested  by  the  official 
spokesmen  of  the  Democratic  Party,  I 
ask  that  the  matter  go  over,  so  that  it 
may  be  considered.  I  had  no  indication 
from  the  minority  leader  a<>  to  such  a 
request. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield?  i 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield.  I 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Of  course, 
there  has  never  been  a  majority  leader 
who  has  been  more  cooperative  or  who 
has  worked  with  the  minority  more  gra- 
ciously than  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  from  the  State  of  California. 

Our  procedure  is  to  have  our  staff 
check  the  calendar  carefully  before  the 
majority  leader  calls  it  up.  I  can  only 
assume  my  distinguished  friend  from 
New  York  was  not  familiar  with  that 
procedure. 

Other  Senators  frequently  come  to  the 
minority  leader  and  say.  "I  should  like 
to  have  this  nomination  passed  over— I 
should  like  to  have  this  nomination  held 
up— I  should  like  to  have  this  nomina- 
tion continued  for  a  few  days  "    When 


that  is  done,  I  inform  the  majority  lead- 
er of  the  request  and  usually  at  his  own 
suggestion  the  nomination  is  carried 
over  until  we  are  ready  to  act. 

We  have  kept  the  Executive  Calendar 
very  clear.  I  think  that  the  dislinguished 
Senator  from  New  York  did  not  know  cf 
that  procedure,  and  that  is  the  only  rea- 
son this  occasion  has  arisen. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.    Yes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  minority  leader 
is  accurate  in  stating  that  I  did  not  know 
that  procedure. 

But  as  a  matter  of  fact;  the  procedure 
really  has  been  and  is  that  when  a  nom- 
ination comes  before  the  committee,  the 
Senator  from  the  State  concerned  re- 
ceives word  that  the  nomination  is  to  be 
considered  and  the  Senator  is  asked  to 
express  his  opinion  with  regard  to  the 
qualifications  of  the  man.  That  has  been 
the  custom,  I  believe,  for  a  great  many 
years — many  more  years  than  I  have 
served  in  the  Senate. 

In  tliis  particular  case  I  recognized 
that  procedure,  and  I  personally  went  to 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  pro- 
tested against  the  consideration  of  these 
four  nominations  without  allowing  time 
to  look  into  the  matter.  I  thought  that 
was  the  right  way  to  do  it.  That  is  the 
procedure  I  have  always  followed. 

I  am  sorry,  of  course,  that  I  may  have 
short-circuited  the  procedure  the  mi- 
nority leader  has  described.  But  none- 
theless I  feel  very  much  aggrieved  at 
what  has  happened  and  I  consider  that 
I  am  justified  in  protesting  the  summary 
consideration  and  confirmation  of  this 
nomination.  I  objected  to  these  four 
nominations  because  no  reasonable  time 
had  been  afforded  me  to  look  into  them. 
None  of  them  should  have  been  reported 
out  by  the  committee  or  acted  upon  by 
the  Senate  without  further  consultation 
with  me. 

Mr.  rVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  am  very  sorry  if  there 
has  been  any  misunderstanding  in  which 
my  distinguished  coUeague  is  concerned. 
I  wish  to  state  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  York  I  have  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    I  am  sure  of  that. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  if  the  junior 
Senator  from  New  York  is  aggrieved,  I 
have  occasion  to  be  aggrieved  also. 
Whereas  he  objected  to  4  nominations,  1 
of  whom  has  been  confirmed,  there  were 
about  25  that  I  desired  to  have  con- 
firmed, only  2  of  which  have  heen  con- 
firmed. I  think  if  there  is  a  grievance 
it  is  on  both  sides. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  1 

Mr.  IVES.    Yes.  I 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  desire  to  have  the 
Record  clear.  The  junior  Senator  from 
New  York  has  not  objected  to  these  nom- 
inations. 

Mr.  rvES.    I  know  that. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  These  nominations 
can  be  confirmed,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, at  any  time. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  am  not  accusing  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  York  of  that. 
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Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
there  are  at  the  desk  some  additional 
nominations  for  the  Foreign  Service, 
which  went  over  last  night,  but  which 
through  Inadvertence  were  not  printed 
on  the  calendar  today.  They  are  for  the 
regular  Foreign  Service  officers.  They 
were  unanimously  reported  by  the  Ptor- 
eign  Relations  Committee. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nominations  are  confirmed 
en  bloc. 
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ALTERNATE    REPRESENTATIVE 
UNITED  NATIONS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
send  to  the  desk  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
James  PhiUp  Nash,  of  Texas,  to  be  an 
alternative  representative  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  the  9th  session 
of  the  General  Assembly  of  the  United 
Nations,  to  serve  no  longer  than  Decem- 
ber 31.  1954.  This  nomination  has  been 
unanimously  reported  by  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
nominations  will  be  stated. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  tlie  nomina- 
tion of  James  Philip  Nash  to  be  alter- 
nate delegate  to  the  United  Nations  for 
a  term  expiring  December  31.  1954. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  should  like  to  make  a  brief  state- 
ment on  this  nomination. 

Last  July  13  the  State  Department 
asked  me  to  make  a  recommendation  of 
a  Texan  as  an  alternate  delegate  to  the 
United  Nations.  In  response  to  that 
inquiry,  I  submitted  the  name  of  James 
PhiUp  Nash,  an  independent  business- 
man and  engineer  of  Austin. 

On  July  26  the  Senate  received  the 
nomination  of  Wright  Morrow,  of  Hous- 
ton, as  one  of  the  alternate  delegates  to 
the  United  Nations.  Neither  Texas 
Senator  was  consulted  about  this  nomi- 
nation or  informed  that  it  was  forth- 
coming. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  in  due  time  asked  my  approval 
of  Mr.  Morrow.  I  withheld  action  on 
this  nomination  until  I  could  make  two 
inquiries  of  the  State  Department. 
They  were,  first,  what  had  happened  to 
my  recommendation  of  Mr.  Nash;  and 
second,  why  had  another  Texas  citizen 
been  nominated  without  consultation 
with  the  Texas  Senators. 

The  State  Department  Informed  me 
yesterday  that  Mr.  Morrow's  nomina- 
tion was  being  recalled  and  that  Mr. 
Nash  was  to  be  nominated  as  alternate 
delegate  to  the  United  Nations.  This 
Is  a  nomination  which  I  can  approve 
wholeheartedly.  Mr.  Nash,  in  my 
opinion,  is  eminently  qualified  for  this 
position. 

He  is  a  man  with  a  vast  experience  in 
the  business  world  who  has  at  the  same 
time  maintained  his  interest  in  the  ac- 
tivities of  the  community  and  in  the 
problems  that  confront  our  country. 

I  believe  he  has  the  necessary  imder- 
standing.  the  necessary  ability  and  the 
necessary  capacity  to  acquit  himself  well 
of  his  duties  and  to  give  the  American 
people  the  kind  of  representation  to 
which  they  are  entitled. 
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On  behalf  of  my  colleague  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Dawixl]  and 
myself,  I  urge  unanimous  approval  of 
this  q;>lendid  nomination  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  include  in  the 
body  of  the  Rxcoao,  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks,  a  biographical  sketch  of  Mr. 
Nash,  and  a  brief  item  from  the  news 
ticker. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bio- 
graphical sketch  and  an  item  from  the 
news  ticker  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

James  Philip  Naah,  of  Austin,  la  an  Inde- 
pendent businessman,  engineer,  and  civic 
leader. 

His  career  spans  a  vast  range  of  activities 
from  engineering  research  to  leadership  In 
philanthropic  and  civic  organizations.  He 
la  one  of  the  best  known  and  beat  liked  resl- 
denta  of  Austin.  Tex. 

Mr.  Naah  was  born  In  PhUadelphla.  Pa., 
on  April  23,  1892,  the  son  of  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
James  Nash,  Sr.  His  father  was  a  mechani- 
cal engineer. 

His  early  education  was  obtained  in  public 
and  parochial  schools  In  Philadelphia  and  in 
1914.  he  received  a  bachelor  of  science  degree 
in  engineering  from  Oeorge  Washington 
University,  Waahlngton.  D.  C.  ShorUy 
thereafter,  he  began  his  business  career  as 
an  engineer  at  the  University  of  Texas.  He 
resigned  from  the  University  in  1918  to  be- 
come chief  ofnce  engineer  of  the  State  High- 
way Department  and  In  1920.  he  set  up  pri- 
vate practice  in  Eastland  and  Stephens 
Counties.  Tex.  Subsequently,  he  was  ap- 
pointed first  deputy  oil  and  gas  supervisor 
in  that  area  for  the  Texas  Railroad  Com- 
mission. 

In  1921.  he  resigned  this  position  to  organ - 
lee  the  Cedar  Creek  Oil  Co.  Subsequently, 
he  organized  the  Nash  and  Wlndfohr  Corp., 
wlilcb  Is  now  operating  as  a  partnership. 

During  World  War  U.  Mr.  Nash  headed  the 
USO  in  Austin  and  was  chairman  of  its  fund- 
raising  campaign.  He  is  a  former  director 
of  the  Red  Cross  and  was  chairman  of  one 
Bed  Cross  drive.  He  is  also  a  former  director 
of  the  chamber  of  commerce  ^nd  the  Com- 
munity Chest.  In  1946.  he  was  appointed 
by  the  Tiexas  Railroad  Commlsalon  to  head  a 
special  advlaory  committee  to  study  ways  and 
means  of  correcting  the  waste  of  flare  gas. 
He  la  now  a  director  of  the  Texas  Besefu-ch 
Corp. 

Mr.  Nash  has  traveled  In  Europe  exten- 
sively, having  spent  time  there  during  1950, 
1951,  and  1952. 

Among  his  other  activities.  Mr.  Nash  is  a 
member  of  Kappa  Sigma  fraternity;  a  mem- 
ber of  the  board  of  directors.  National  Con- 
ference of  Christians  and  Jews;  a  member  of 
the  board  of  trustees,  Texas  Poundation, 
voluntarily  supported  colleges  and  univer- 
sities; a  Knight  Commander  of  the  Order 
of  St.  Gregory  the  Great  and  former  head 
of  both  the  third  and  fourth  degree  In  the 
Knights  of  Columbus. 

He  was  married  in  Austin  to  Anne  Thorn- 
ton on  October  6,  1915  and  they  have  three 
chUdren.  Catherine  Nash  Teten,  Mary  Alice 
Nash  Scott,  and  Beverly  Anne  Nash  Bell,  all 
Of  Austin. 

•nie  White  House,  frankly  admitting  a 
"mistake"  in  staff  work,  withdrew  the  nomi- 
nation of  Wright  Morrow,  of  Texas,  to  be  a 
United    Nations    alternate    delegate. 

James  PhUllp  Nash,  another  Eisenhower 
Democrat  from  Texas,  was  nominated  In  his 
place. 

The  nomination  of  Morrow,  former  Demo- 
cratic National  Committeeman  from  Texas 
who  bolted  to  the  Eisenhower  campaign  in 
1953.  had  drawn  a  protest  from  Senate  Demo- 
cratic leader  Ltkdon  Johnsom  ,  also  of  T-exas. 

White  House  press  secretary  James  C.  Uag- 
erty  said  the  Morrow  nomination  was  a  "mis- 
take in  staff  work."     He  said  Johnsok  had 


rseommeiutod  Mash,  but  tb*  word  was  not 
passed  along  through  the  White  House  staff 
xintll  after  Morrow's  name  had  bam  cixb* 
mltted  to  the  Senate  last  July  26.  Hagerty 
said  that  Mojrrow,  when  the  »ir>««tnfc^ft  ,„;, 
pointed  out  to  him.  agreed  to  withdrawal 
of  his  name  and  Um  nomination  of  Maih. 
Nash,  82.  Is  a  petroleum  and  luitural  gas 
engineer  at  Austin,  Tez. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  Is  con- 
firmed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  President  be  imnkediately 
notified  of  all  nominations  confirmed 
this  date. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  ynXh- 
out  objection,  the  President  will  be  noti- 
fied forthwith. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  we 
have  on  the  executive  calendar  a  series 
of  treaties.  The  distinguished  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Geobgb]  ts  handling 
them  on  behalf  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee.  The  reason  it  is  necessary 
to  bring  them  up  at  this  time  is  that  un- 
der the  general  procedure  of  the  Senate 
which  has  been  in  effect  for  some  time  a 
3rea-and-nay  vote  is  required  on  treaties. 
Therefore  it  is  Important  that  the  treat- 
ies be  taken  up  at  this  time  when  there 
is  no  question  as  to  there  being  a  quorum 
present  in  the  Senate. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  PROTOCOL  WITH 
THE  UNITED  KINGDOM  OF  GREAT 
BRITAIN  AND  NORTHERN  IRELAND 
RELATING  TO  TAXES  ON  INCOBfCB 
The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  proceeded  to  consider  the  supple- 
mentary protocol  (Ex.  H.  83d  Cong..  3d 
sess.)    between    the    United    States   of 
America   and   the  United  Kingdom   of 
Great   Britain    and   Northern   Ireland, 
signed  at  Washington  on  May  25,  1954. 
amending  the  convention  for  the  avoid- 
ance of  double  taxation  and  the  preven- 
tion of  fiscal  evsision  with  respect  to 
taxes  on  income  signed  at  Washington 
on  April  16. 1945,  as  modified  by  the  sup- 
plementary  protocol  signed   at  Wash- 
ington on  June  6,  1946.  which  was  read 
the  second  time,  as  follows: 

SUPPLDCKNTABT       7*BOTOCOL      AMKNSIHO      TRB 
COMVKMTUJN  TOm  THX  AVOIDAJfCS  OT  DOXTBXJt 

Taxation  Aifo  thi  PBKViafnoN  or  FacAb 
Evasion  WrrH  Restbct  to  Taxxs  oir  Iw- 
coMx,  Signed  at  Waskiiictom  on  thk  IOts 

AfrU.,    1945,    AS    MODiras    BT    Tax    StTPPLZ- 

uxntart  Protocol,  Sicnd)  at  Washimo- 
TON  on  the  0th  Juwx,  1946 

The  Government  of  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Oovemment  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Northern 
Ireland, 

Desiring  to  ccxiclude  a  further  supple- 
mentary Protocol  amending  the  Oonventlon 
for  the  Avoidance  of  Double  Taxation  and 
the  Prevention  of  Fiscal  Evasion  with  respect 
to  Taxes  on  Income,  signed  at  Washington  on 
the  16th  April,  IMS,  as  modified  by  the  sup- 
plementary Protocol,  signed  at  Washington 
on  the  6th  June,  1B46, 

Have  agreed  as  foUows: 

AKTICLS   X 

Paragraph  (1)  of  Article  XXU  of  the  Con- 
vention of  the  16th  AprU.  1046.  for  the 
Avoidance  of  Double  Taxation  and  the  Pre- 
vention of  Fiscal  Evasion  with  respect  to 
Taxes  on  Income  is  hereby  amended  to  read 
as  foUows: 

•'  ( 1 )  Hther  of  the  Contracting  Parties  may, 
at  any  time  while  the  present  Convention 
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eontlntiM  In  foroe,  by  •  written  notllleation 
giren  to  the  other  Contrmcttng  Party  through 
the  (Upl<»natle  channel,  declare  lt«  desire 
that  the  operation  of  the  present  OonTen- 
tlon,  either  In  whole  or  In  part  or  with 
such  modifications  as  may  be  found  neces- 
sary for  special  application  In  a  particular 
case,  shall  extend  to  all  or  any  of  Its  terri- 
tories for  whose  international  relations  It 
Is  responsible,  which  Impose  taxes  substan- 
tially similar  In  character  to  those  which  are 
the  subject  of  the  p]re8ent  Convention.  When 
the  other  Contracting  Party  has.  by  a  written 
communication  through  the  diplomatic  chan- 
nel, signified  to  the  first  Contracting  Party 
that  such  notification  is  accepted  In  respect 
of  such  territory  or  territories,  the  present 
Convention,  In  whole  or  In  part  or  with 
such  modifications  as  may  be  foimd  neces- 
sary for  special  application  In  a  particular 
case,  as  specified  in  the  notification,  shall 
apply  to  the  territory  or  territories  named  in 
the  notification  on  and  after  the  date  or 
dates  q;>eclfled  therein.  None  of  the  provi- 
sions of  the  present  Convention  shall  apply 
to  any  such  territory  in  the  absence  of  such 
acceptance  In  respect  of  that  territory." 

AKTicLz  n 

nils  supplementary  Protocol,  which  shall 
be  regarded  as  an  integral  part  of  the  said 
Convention,  shall  be  ratified  and  the  Instru- 
ments of  ratification  thereof  shall  be  ex- 
changed In  London. 

In  witness  whereof  the-  undersigned,  be- 
ing authorized  thereto   by   their  respective 
Ooverimients,  have  signed  this  supplemen- 
tary Protocol  and  have  affixed  thereto  their 
.  seals. 

Done  In  duplicate  at  Washington  this 
twenty-fifth  day  of  May.  1964. 

For  the  Government  of  The  United  States 
of  America:  ' 

[sxAL]  John  Fosm  Dxtixks, 

Secretary  of  State  of  the  United 
States  of  America. 

For  the  Government  of  the  United  King- 
dom of  Great  Britain  and  Northern  Ireland: 

ISXAL]  ROOES  MaKINS, 

Jifer  Majesty's  Ambassador  Extraor- 
dinary and  Plenipotentiary  at 
Washington. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  the 
protocol  gives  to  the  parties  signatory  to 
the  treaty  the  right  to  extend  the  exist- 
ing treaty  relating  to  taxation  to  the 
possessions  or  to  the  areas  over  which 
the  parties  have  administrative  Jurisdic- 
tion. It  is  not  a  new  treaty.  The  proto- 
col merely  permits  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  to  deal  with  certain  pos- 
sessions in  the  Pacific  as  they  do  now 
under  the  treaty.  It  is  wholly  for  the 
purpose  of  avoiding  double  taxation.  So 
far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  objection  to 
the  protocol.  I  believe  it  must  be  ratified 
by  a  yea-and-nay  vote. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  be 
no  objection,  the  supplementary  protocol 
will  be  considered  as  having  passed 
through  Its  various  parliamentary  stages, 
up  to  the  presentation  of  the  resolution 
of  ratification. 

Mr.  MAU)NE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  jrield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  Uke  to  ask 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia 
if  the  protocol  under  discussion  has  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  Japanese  treaty. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Nothing  whatever.  It 
does  not  write  new  treaties.  It  merely 
permits  the  signatory  powers  to  treaties 
already  in  existence  to  apply  the  treaties 
to  the  possessions  that  have  come  under 
their  administraUve  Jurisdiction   since 


•the  treaties  were  entered  into.  It  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Japanese  treaty. 

Mr.  MALONE.  This  protocol  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  trade  trea- 
ties or  the  General  Agreement  on  Tariffs 
and  Trade,  and  the  general,  all-around 
economic  structure  that  is  being  woven 
around  the  United  States? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No;  it  has  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  those  subjects.  The 
whole  purpose  of  the  tax  convention  is 
to  avoid  double  taxation  and  to  relieve 
the  citizens  of  one  country  who  may  be 
in  the  other  country  from  double  taxa- 
tion on  income  taxes,  estate  taxes,  and 
gift  taxes.  It  does  not  apply  to  any  other 
subject. 

Mr.  MAIXDNE.  The  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  is  one  of  the  most 
influential  members,  and  a  fine  member, 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance. 

He  has  heard  the  concessions  discussed 
and  he,  along  with  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada,  has  heard  the  explanation 
given  that  the  reason  we  receive  no  taxes 
from  many  of  the  foreign  operations  is, 
for  example,  that  in  the  Middle  East. 
where  tax  allowances  are  made  in  the 
production  of  a  certain  product,  the  taxes 
in  the  foreign  nations  are  often  set  to 
conform  with  almost  the  exact  amount 
which  would  otherwise  be  due  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  true.  How- 
ever, these  treaties  have  nothing  to  do 
with  that  problem. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Does  this  treaty  ex- 
tend any  authority  to  do  that  particular 
thhig? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No.  That  problem 
arises  when  an  American  citizen  is  en- 
titled to  a  tax  credit.  If  the  tax  in  the 
foreign  country  is  so  adjusted  as  to  de- 
prive him  of  the  credit,  he  has  nothing 
to  take.  These  treaties  are  addressed 
wholly  to  the  proper  relief  and  proper 
protection  of  our  citizens  residing  in 
Great  Britain,  let  us  say,  and  British 
subjects  residing  in  this  country.  The 
whole  purpose  is  to  avoid  double  taxa- 
tion. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  have  not  had  an  op- 
portunity to  study  all  the  treaties  which 
are  being  extended,  that  is.  to  the  extent 
that  they  are  extended  with  respect  to 
agreements  on  taxes,  and  there  is  no  time 
to  study  them  now.  I  shall  take  the 
statement  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Georgia,  to  the  effect  that  there  is 
nothing  derogatory  in  them,  and  that  the 
United  States  cannot  be  injured  in  any 
way  by  these  agreements.  I  wish  to  ask 
if  the  Senator  from  Georgia  intends  to 
bring  before  the  Senate  the  convention 
between  the  United  States  of  America 
and  Japan  for  the  avoidance  of  double 
taxation  and  the  prevention  cf  fiscal 
evasion  with  respect  to  taxes  on  income, 
signed  at  Washington  on  April  16.  1954. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Later  I  expect  to  sub- 
mit it  to  the  Senate.  Of  course,  it  will 
be  debatable.  It  is  a  new  treaty,  con- 
taining some  new  features.  That  is  not 
involved  now.  I  wish  to  take  up  those 
agreements  concerning  which  there  is 
no  controversy. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  serve 
notice  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nevada  intends  to  debate  the  treaty.  I 
ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia  whether 


in  that  particular  treaty  a  special  con- 
cession of  25  percent  is  made  to  Ameri- 
cans who  have  invested  money  in  Japan, 
giving  them  the  right  to  bring  the 
money  back  to  this  country. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  Is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  think  that  is  a  very 
unfair  provision.  It  carries  with  it  the 
incentive  to  take  American  money  out 
of  this  country  and  invest  it  in  foreign 
countries. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  question  Is  not 
involved  in  this  treaty.  Thie  treaty  and 
the  later  one  with  the  Republic  of  Ger- 
many do  not  involve  that  question  at 
alL  These  treaties  follow  a  pattern, 
which  was  initiated  on  the  advice  and 
request  of  the  Senate  many  years  ago. 
The  Senate  requested  the  Treasury  and 
State  Departments  to  negotiate  these 
tax  conventions,  and  they  have  been 
negotiated  with  many  countries.  One 
of  the  purposes  is  to  avoid  double  taxa- 
tion of  American  citizens  residing  In  a 
foreign  country.  Of  course,  reciprocal 
rights  are  afforded  to  subjects  of  the 
other  country  residing  in  our  country. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Since  there  is  no  time 
for  the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  to 
study  these  provisions.  I  should  like  to 
say  that  the  senior  Senator  from 
Georgia  is  fully  aware  of  the  fact  that 
in  the  Committee  on  Finance  it  was 
proposed  to  write  into  the  tax  bill  a  pro- 
vision to  favor  by  14  percent  American 
investments  in  foreign  nations,  permit- 
ting investors  to  bring  the  money  into 
this  country  and  that  provision  was  de- 
feated in  the  committee. 

I  wish  to  ask  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  whether  he  remem- 
bers such  a  provision. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Oh.  yes:  Indeed  I  do. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  like  to  ask 
one  final  question  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia.  Is  there  any 
provision  of  that  nature  whatever  in 
these  agreements  which  have  been  made 
and  are  being  extended? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No ;  I  do  not  believe  so 
If  so,  I  would  call  it  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senate. 

I  shall  make  a  brief  statement  regard- 
ing the  Japanese  treaty,  but  first  I  should 
like  to  have  a  vote  upon  the  pending 
treaty.  It  merely  permits  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain,  Northern 
Ireland,  and  the  United  Sta;tes  Govern- 
ment to  apply  existing  treaties  in  new 
areas  that  have  come  within  the  juris- 
diction of  the  signatories  to  the  treaty 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  resolution  of  ratifi- 
cation. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 
Resolved  (tico-thirds  of  the  Senators  pres- 
ent concurring  therein).  That  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  Ex- 
ecutive H.  the  supplementary  protocol  be- 
tween the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  North- 
ern Ireland,  signed  at  Washington  on  May  25, 
1954,  amending  the  convention  lor  the  avoid- 
ance of  double  taxation  and  the  prevention 
of  fiscal  evasion  with  respect  to  taxes  on 
income  signed  at  Washington  on  April  16 
1945.  as  modified  by  the  supplementary  pro- 
tocol signed  at  Washington  on  June  8.  1946. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  res- 
olution of  ratification  is  open  for  reser- 
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vation.  If  there  be  no  reservation  to  be 
offered,  the  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
resolution  of  ratification. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quonun. 

The  PRESIDma  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roU. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Have  the  yeas  and 
nays  been  ordered  on  the  resolution  of 
ratification? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered. 

The  Chair  will  state  that  the  Senate 
Is  now  proceeding  in  executive  session,  to 
the  consideration  of  the  Executive  Calen- 
dar, having  to  do  with  treaties.  The 
matter  presently  under  consideration  is 
the  supplementary  protocol  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Northern 
Ireland,  relating  to  taxes  on  income. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  there 
are  several  treaties  to  be  considered  by 
the  Senate.  If  Senators  will  remain  in 
attendance,  I  believe  the  treaties  can  be 
speedily  disposed  of.  One  is  highly  con- 
troversial and  will  be  taken  up  last,  be- 
cause the  Senator  from  Nevada  expects 
to  oppose  it.  or  at  least  to  speak  on  it. 
I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  are 
two  other  treaties  that  are  noncontro- 
versial.  and  I  ask  Senators  to  remain 
for  a  few  minutes,  so  that  they  may  be 
disposed  of. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  i;  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution 
of  ratification.  The  yeas  and  na>^  have 
been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call  the 
roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mrs. 
BowRiNGl,  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  BrrrLnil.  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  CARLSCH],  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Flanders],  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  OoldwaterI.  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  jEimERl,  and  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  PurtellI 
are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Cape- 
hart],  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Welker]  are  absent  on  official  business. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Ferguson],  the  junior  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Potter],  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smtth],  and  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley]  are 
absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

If  present  and  voting,  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan  [Mr.  Fergttson],  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders], 
the  junior  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Potter  1.  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  PuRTELL],  and  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith],  would  each 
vote  "yea." 


Mr.  CLEBilENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd], 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Fm,- 
BRiGKT],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
IMr.  Kefaxtver],  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida [Mr.  Smathsrs],  and  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman]  are  nec- 
essarily absent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel], 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas], 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land 1,  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Ellender],  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Lenkon],  and  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran]  are  absent 
on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gn-LrrrE] 
Is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Daniel],  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DOUGLAS],  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  FULBRicHTj,  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Gillette],  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee [Mr.  Kefauver],  and  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman]  would 
vote  "yea." 

The  yeas  and  nays  resulted— yeas  71. 
nays  0,  as  follows: 

TXAS— 71 


Aiken 

Rendrlcluon 

McCarthy 

Anderson 

HennlngB 

McClellan 

Barrett 

Hlckenlooper 

MlUlkln 

BeaU 

Hill 

Monroney 

Bennett 

HoUand 

Morse 

Brlcker 

Humpiirty 

Mundt 

Brldcea 

Ives 

Murray 

Burke 

Jackson 

Neely 

Bush 

Jobnaon,  Colo. 

Pastore 

Caae 

Jolinson.  Tex. 

Payne 

Cbaves 

Johnston.  8.  C. 

Reynolds 

Clements 

Kennedy 

Bobertson 

Cooper 

Kerr 

RuBseU 

Cordon 

KUgore 

SaltonstaU 

Crippa 

Knowland 

Schoeppel 

Dlrkaen 

Kuchel 

Smith,  Maine 

Duff 

Langer 

Stennls 

Dworahak 

Lehman 

9yinlngton 

Krvin 

Long 

Thye 

Frear 

Magnuson 

Upton 

George 

lialone 

Watklns 

Gore 

ICansaeld 

Wiuiama 

Oreen 

Martin 

Young 

Bayuen 

ICaybank 

NCyr  VOTING— 25 

Bowrlnc 

Ferguson 

Potter 

Butler 

Flanders 

PurteU 

Byrd 

Ful  bright 

Smatbers 

Capehart 

Qlllette 

Smith,  N  J. 

Carlaon 

Gold  water 

Sparkman 

Eanlel 

Jenner 

Welker 

Douglas 

Kefauver 

WUey 

Eastland 

Lennon 

XUender 

McCarran 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Two- 
thirds  of  the  Senators  present  having 
voted  in  the  affirmative,  the  resolution  of 
ratification  is  agreed  to. 


PROTOCOL  LIMITING  CULTIVATION 
OP  THE  POPPY  PLANT  AND  THE 
INTERNATIONAL  AND  WHOLE- 
SALE TRADE  IN  AND  USE  OF 
OPIUM 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  call 
up  Executive  C,  83d  Congress,  2d  session. 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  proceeded  to  consider  the  pro- 
tocol (Ex.  C,  83d  Cong.,  2d  sess.)  for 
limiting  and  regulating  the  cultivation  of 
the  poppy  plant,  the  production  of,  in- 
ternational and  wholesale  trade  tn,  and 
use  of  opium,  which  was  open  for  signa- 
ture at  New  York  from  June  23  until 
December  31.  1C53.  and  during  that  pe- 


riod was  signed  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  35  other  soites. 
which  was  read  the  second  time,  am 
follows: 

Protocol  roa  Lnamra  and  RaonLAiTNo  the 
Cxn-TivATioN  or  the  Poppt  Plamt,  the  Pao- 

DX7CTION     OF,     IHTTXRMATIOKAI.     AltO     WHOLB- 

SALz  TaAOE  IN,  Ain>  Use  or  Ontnc 

FEEAMBLE 

Determined  to  continue  their  efforts  to 
combat  drug  addiction  and  imclt  traiBc  In 
narcotic  substances  and  aware  that  thea* 
efforts  can  only  achieve  the  desired  results 
by  close  coUatxiration  hetween  all  States. 

Recalling  tliat.  through  a  series  of  interna- 
tional instrumenta.  efforts  have  been  directed 
to  the  development  of  an  effective  system  of 
narcotics  control  and  desiring  to  strencthen 
such  control  at  both  the  national  and  inter- 
national level. 

Considering,  however,  that  it  Is  eaeentlal  to 
limit  to  medical  and  scientlflc  needs  and 
regulate  the  production  of  the  raw  materials 
from  which  natural  narcotic  drugs  are  ob- 
tained and  realizing  that  the  moat  iirgent 
problems  are  those  of  the  control  of  the  c\U- 
tl  vation  of  the  poppy  and  of  the  production 
of  opium. 

The  Contracting  Parties, 

Having  resolved  to  conclude  a  Protocol  for 
these  piu-poses. 

Have  agreed  as  follows: 

cHAPTxa  I — mninnoifa 
Article  1 — Definitions 
Except    where    otherwise    expressly    Indi- 
cated, or  where  the  context  otherwise  re- 
quires, the  following  definitions  shall  apply 
throughout  this  Protocol: 

"1925  Convention"  means  the  Interna- 
tional Opium  Convention,  signed  at  Geneva 
on  19  February  1925,  as  amended  by  the 
Protocol  of  11  December  1940; 

"1931  Convention"  means  the  Convention 
for  limiting  the  manufacture  and  regulating 
the  distribution  of  narcotic  drugs,  signed  ct 
CJeneva  on  13  July  1931,  as  amended  by  the 
Protocol  of  11  December  1»4«; 

i  "Board"  means  the  Permanent  Central 
Board  set  up  under  article  10  of  the  1935 
Convention; 

'Supervisory  Body"  means  the  Supervisory 
Body  set  up  under  article  5  of  the  1931  Con- 
vention; 

"Commission"  means  the  Commission  on 
Narcotic  Drugs  of  the  Economic  and  Social 
Council  of  the  United  Nations; 

"Council"  means  the  Economic  and  Social 
Council  of  the  United  Nations: 

"Secretary-General"  means  the  Secretary- 
General  of  the  United  Nations; 

"Poppy"  means  the  plant  Papaver  somni- 
ferum  L.,  and  any  other  species  of  Papaver 
Which  may  be  used  for  the  production  of 
opium; 

"Poppy  straw"  means  all  parts  of  the 
poppy  after  mowing  (except  the  seeds)  from 
which  narcotics  can  be  extracted; 

"Opium"  means  the  coagulated  Juice  of 
the  poppy  in  whatever  form  including  raw 
opium,  medicinal  opium,  and  prepared 
opium,  but  excluding  galenical  preparations: 
"Production"  means  the  cultivation  of  the 
poppy  with  a  view  to  harvesting  oplxim; 

"Stocks"  means  the  total  amount  of  opium 
lawfully  held  in  a  State  other  than  (1) 
opium  held  by  retail  pharmacists  and  by 
institutions  or  quaimed  peivons  In  the  duly 
authorized  exercise  of  therapeutic  or  scien- 
tlflc functions,  and  (2)  opiinn  held  by,  or 
under  the  control  of,  the  government  of  that 
State  for  military  purposes; 

"Territory"  means  any  part  of  a  State 
which  is  treated  as  a  separate  entity  In  the 
application  of  the  system  of  import  certlfl- 
cates  and  txport  authorisations  provided  for 
in  the  1925  Convention; 

•Tlxport"  and  "Import"  mean,  in  their  re- 
spective connotations,  the  physical  transfer 
of  opium  from  one  State  to  another  State 
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or  tram  one  torrltory  to  another  territory  of 
tbeMuneSUte. 
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Article  2 — Uae  of  opium 

Dm  Partlei  shall  limit  the  use  oi  opium 
•zelustvely  to  medical  and  acientlfle  needs. 

.  Article  i— Control  in  producing  States 

With  a  view  of  controlling  the  production 
and  uae  of  aplvan.  and  trade  in  optum: 

1.  KTerj  producing  State  snail  estabUsta, 
If  It  has  not  already  done  so,  and  maintain 
one  or  more  goTemment  agencies  (here- 
after In  this  article  referred  to  as  the 
Agency)  to  perform  tlie  functions  assigned 
to  It  or  to  them,  as  the  case  may  be.  In  this 
article.  •  The  functions  referred  to  in  para- 
graphs 3  to  6  of  this  article  shall  be  dis- 
charged by  a  single  agency  if  the  Constitu-^ 
tlon  of  the  State  concerned  permits  it. 

a.  Production  shall  be  limited  to  areas 
designated  by  the  Agency  or  other  comi>etent 
government  authorities. 

8.  Only  cultivators  licensed  by  the  Agency 
or  other  competent  government  authorities 
shall  be  permitted  to  engage  in  production. 

4.  Each  license  shall  specify  the  extent  of 
the  area  on  which  the  cultivation  of  the 
poppy  is  permitted. 

5.  All  cultivators  of  the  poppy  shall  be 
required  to  deliver  their  total  oplimi  crops 
to  the  Agency.  The  Agency  shall  purchase 
and  take  physical  possession  of  such  opium 
crops  as  soon  as  possible. 

6.  The  Agency  or  other  competent  govern- 
ment authorities  shall  have  the  exclusive 
right  of  importing,  exporting  and  wholesale 
trading  in,  opium  and  of  maintaining  opium 
stocks  other  than  those  held  by  manufac- 
turers licensed  to  manufacture  alkaloids  from 
opium. 

7.  Nothing  in  this  article  shall  be  deemed 
to  permit  derogation  from  the  obligations 
already  asstmied  or  to  detract  from  the  effect 
of  the  laws  enacted  by  any  Party  in  accord- 
ance with  existing  Conventions  with  respect 
to  the  control  of  the  cultivation  of  the  poppy. 

Article  4— Control  of  the  poppy  plant  culti- 
vated for  purposes  other  than  the  produc- 
tion of  opium 

A  Party  which  permits  the  cultivation  and 
use  of  the  poppy  for  purposes  other  than 
the  production  of  opium  shall,  whether  or 
not  it  also  permits  the  production  of  opium : 

(a)  Enact  all  such  laws  or  regiilatlona  as 
may  be  necessary  to  ensure 

(1)  That  opium  is  not  produced  from  pop- 
ple* cultivated  for  a  purpose  other  than  the 
production  of  opium,  and 

(U)  That  the  manufacture  of  narcotic  sub- 
stances from  poppy  straw  Is  adequately  con- 
trolled; 

(b)  Transmit  to  the  Secretary-General 
copies  of  any  laws  or  regulations  so  enacted: 
and 

(c)  Transmit  annually  to  the  Board,  at  a 
date  fixed  by  It.  the  statistics  of  poppy  straw 
imported  or  exported  during  the  previous 
year  for  any  purpose  whatsoever. 

Article  5 — Limitation  of  stocks 
With  a  view  to  limiting  to  medical  and 
scientific  needs  the  quantity  of  opium  pro- 
duced in  the  world: 

1.  The  Parties  shall  regulate  the  produc- 
tion, export  and  import  of  opium  in  such 
a  way  as  to  ensure  that  the  stocks  held  by 
any  Party  shall  not.  on  31  December  of  any 
year,  exceed  the  following  amounts: 

(a)  In  the  case  of  a  producing  State  listed 
In  8Ub-para«raph  (a)  of  paragraph  2  of  ar- 
ticle 6,  the  total  amount  of  opium  exported 
from  that  State  for  medical  and  scientific 
purposes,  and  of  opium  used  within  that 
state  for  the  manufacture  of  alkaloids  in  any 
two  years,  plus  a  quantity  equal  to  one  half 
the  amount  exported  and  used  for  the  manu- 
facture of  alkaloids  in  any  other  year  at  that 
rartys  choice,  provided  that  the  years  se- 


lected shall  not  Include  any  year  before  1 
January  1940.  Any  such  Party  shall  be  en- 
titled to  select  different  periods  for  the  com- 
putation of  the  amounts  exported  and  the 
amolints  used; 

(b)  In  the  case  of  any  Party  «)ther  than 
a  Party  referred  to  in  subparagraph  (a)  of 
this  paragraph)  which,  having  regard  to  the 
provisions  of  the  1925  and  1931  Conventions 
in  so  far  as  applicable  to  such  Party,  permits 
the  manufacture  of  alkaloids,  its  normal  re- 
quirements for  a  period  of  two  yeRrs.  Such 
requirements  shall  be  determinid  by  the 
Board; 

(c)  In  the  case  of  any  other  Party,  the 
total  amount  of  opium  consumed  daring  the 
preceding  five  years. 

a.  (a)  If  a  producing  State  referred  to  in 
sub-paragraph  (a)  of  paragraph  1  of  this 
article  decides  to  cease  producing  opium  for 
export  and  wishes  to  be  removed  from  the 
category  of  producing  state  under  sub- 
paragraph (a)  of  paragraph  2  of  article  6. 
it  shall  make  a  declaration  to  this  effect  to 
the  Board  at  the  time  at  which  the  next 
annual  notification  Is  due  in  accordance 
with  sub- paragraph  (b)  of  paragraph  3  of 
this  article.  Upon  making  such  declaration, 
any  such  Party  shall  for  the  purpcBes  of  this 
Protocol  be  deemed  no  longer  to  be  a  State 
mentioned  In  sub-paragraph  (a)  of  para- 
graph a  of  article  6  and  may  not  be  rein- 
stated in  that  category;  and  tlie  Beard,  upon 
receipt  of  such  declaration,  shall  place  such 
Party  in  the  category  referred  to  in  sub- 
paragraphs (b)  or  (c)  of  paragraph  1  of  this 
article,  whichever  is  applicable,  and  shall 
notify  all  other  Parties  to  this  Protocol  ac- 
cordingly. For  the  purposes  of  this  Proto- 
col, any  such  change  of  category  shall  be 
effective  as  from  the  date  of  sucU  notifica- 
tion by  the  Board; 

(b)  The  procedure  laid  down  in  sub-para- 
graph (a)  of  this  paragraph  shall  apply  with 
respect  to  any  declaration  by  any  Party  wish- 
ing to  be  changed  from  the  category  re- 
ferred to  in  sub-paragraph  (b)  of  paragraph 
1  of  this  article  to  the  category  referred  to 
in  sub-paragraph  (c)  of  paragraph  1  of  this 
article  or  vice  versa,  except  that  any  such 
Party  may,  at  Its  request,  be  reinstated  In  its 
former  category. 

3.  (a)  The  amount  of  opium  referred  to 
in  sub-paragraphs  (a)  and  (c)  of  paragraph 
1  pt  this  article  shall  be  calculated  on  the 
basis  of  the  statistics  established  by  the 
Board  in  Its  annual  report  and  including 
those  for  the  period  ending  31  December  of 

the  preceding  year  as  published  subsequent- 
ly: 

(b)  Any  Party  to  which  sub-paragraph  (a) 
or  (b)  of  paragraph  1  of  this  article  applies. 
Shall  annually  notify  to  the  Board: 

(I)  The  periods  it  has  chosen  in  accord- 
ance with  sub-paragraph  (a)  of  paragraph  1 
of  this  article  or,  as  the  case  may  be, 

(II)  The  amount  of  opium  it  wishes  to  be 
considered  as  Its  normal  requirements  for  de- 
termination by  the  Board  In  accordance  with 
sub-paragraph  (b)  of  paragraph  1  of  this 
article; 

(c)  The  notification  referred  to  la  the  pre- 
ceding sub-paragraph  shall  reach  the  Board 
not  later  than  1  August  of  the  year  preced- 
ing the  date  to  which  it  refers; 

(d)  U  a  Party  which  is  required  to  trans- 
mit a  notification  In  accordance  with  sub- 
paragraph (b)  of  this  paragraph  falls  to  do  so 
in  time,  the  Board  shall,  without  prejudice  to 
the  provisions  of  the  following  aub-para- 
graph.  adopt  the  data  contained  in  that 
Party's  last  relevant  notification.  If.  how- 
ever, the  Board  has  never  received  a  rele- 
vant notification  from  the  Party  concerned 
it  shall,  without  further  consultation  with 
the  Party,  but  after  giving  due  considera- 
tion to  the  information  at  its  disposal,  to 
the  aims  of  this  Protocol  and  to  tha  Interest 
of  the  Party : 

(1)  Choose  the  periods  referred  to  In  sub- 
paragraph  (a)  of  paragraph  i  of  this  article; 
or,  as  the  case  may  be. 


(11)  Determine  the  normal  requirements 
referred  to  in  sub-paragraph  (b)  of  para- 
graph 1  of  this  article; 

(e)  If  the  Board  receives  a  ratification  at  a 
date  later  than  that  prescribed  by  sub-para- 
graph (c)  of  this  paragraph.  It  may  proceed 
as  If  such  notification  had  been  received  in 
time; 

(f )  The  Board  shall  annually  notify: 

(1)  Each  Party  referred  to  in  sub-para< 
graph  (a)  of  paragraph  1  of  this  article,  of 
the  years  chosen  in  accordance  with  that  sub- 
paragraph or  with  sub-paragfaphs  (d)  and 
(e)    of  paragraph  3  of  this  article; 

(il)  Each  Party  referred  td  in  sub-para- 
graph  (b)  of  paragraph  1  of  thU  article,  of 
the  amount  of  opium  which,  in  accordance 
with  that  sub-paragraph.  It  considered  as 
that  Party's  normal  requirements; 

(g)  The  Board  shall  transmit  the  notifica- 
tion referred  to  In  subparagrajph  (f)  of  this 
paragraph  not  later  than  15  December  of 
the  year  preceding  the  date  to  which  the 
data  contained  therein  refer. 

4.  (a)  With  respect  to  a  State  which  Is  a 
Party  to  thi.s  Protocol  on  the  date  of  its 
coming  Into  force,  the  provisions  of  para- 
graph 1  of  this  article  shall  be  effective  as 
from  31  December  of  the  year  following  the 
year  in  which  the  Protocol  has  come  Into 
force; 

(b)  With  respect  to  any  other  State,  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  1  of  this  article  shall 
be  effective  as  from  31  December  of  the  year 
following  the  year  in  which  any  such  State 
has  become  a  party. 

5.  (a)  If  the  Board  considem  the  circum- 
stances exceptional.  It  may.  under  condi- 
tions to  be  prescribed  and  for  a  designated 
period  of  time,  exempt  a  Party  from  compli- 
ance with  the  requirements  stipulated  in 
paragraph  1  of  this  article  as  to  the  maxi- 
mum  level  of  opium  stocks; 

(b)  If  at  the  time  of  the  coming  into 
force  of  this  Protocol,  a  producing  Stats 
referred  to  in  sub-paragraph  (a)  of  para- 
graph 2  of  article  6  has  opium  stocks  in  ex- 
cess of  the  maximum  level  permitted  by  sub- 
paragraph ( a )  of  paragraph  1  of  this  article. 
the  Board  shall,  in  the  exercUe  of  Its  discre- 
tion, have  regard  to  this  fact  with  a  view  to 
avoiding  economic  difficulties  which  would 
result  in  such  State  from  too  rapid  a  reduc- 
tion of  opium  stocks  to  the  maximum  level 
prescribed  In  sub-paragraph  (at  of  para- 
graph 1  of  this  article.  * 

Article  6— International  trade  in  opium 

1.  The  Parties  shall  limit  the  import  and 
export  of  opium  exclusively  to  medical  and 
scientific  purposes. 

2.  fa)  Without  prejudice  to  the  provisions 
of  article  7.  paragraph  6,  the  Parties  shaU 
not  permit  the  Import  and  export  of  opium 
other  than  opium  produced  i»  any  one  of 
the  following  States  which  at  the  time  of 
the  Import  or  export  in  question  shall  be  a 
Party  to  this  Protocol:  Bulgaria.  Greece  In- 
dia. Iran.  Turkey,  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist 
Republics,  Yugoslavia: 

(b)  The  Parties  shall  not  permit  the  im- 
port of  opium  from  any  State  which  is  not  a 
Party  to  this  Protocol. 

3.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  sub- 
paragraph  (a)  of  paragraph  2  of  this  article, 
a  Party  may  authorize,  exclusively  for  its 
domestic  consumption,  the  Import  and  ex- 
port as  between  its  territories  erf  an  amount 
of  opium  produced  In  any  of  those  terri- 
tories not  exceeding  Its  needs  tor  one  year. 

4.  The  Parties  shall  apply  tq  the  import 
and  export  of  opium  the  system  of  import 
certificates  and  export  authorteatlons  pro- 
vided for  in  chapter  V  of  the  1925  Conven- 
tion, except  that  article  18  thereof  shall  not 
apply.  A  Party  may,  however.  Impose,  with 
respect  to  its  Imports  and  exports  of  opium. 
conditions  more  restrictive  than  those  re- 
quired by  chapter  V  of  the  1925  Convention. 
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Article  7 — Di-xoosal  of  seized  opium 

1.  Except  as  prcvlded  In  this  article,  all 
opium  seized  in  the  illicit  traffic  shall  be 
destroyed. 

2.  A  Party  may,  vnder  Government  control, 
convert,  in  whole  or  In  part,  the  narcotic 
substances  contained  in  such  opium  into 
non  narcotic  substances,  or  appropriate,  In 
whole  or  In  part,  such  opium  or  the  alka- 
loids manufactured  therefrom  for  medical 
or  scientific  use  bj'  or  under  the  control  of 

the  government. 

3.  Any  produclnf:  State  listed  In  sub-para- 
graph (a)  Of  parafTaph  2  of  article  6  which 
Is  a  Party  to  this  Protocol  may  consvune  and 
export  opium  selz<;d  in  its  country,  or  the 
alkaloids  manufactured  therefrom. 

4.  Seized  opium  which  can  be  identified 
as  having  been  stolen  from  a  government  or 
licensed  warebous<!  may  be  rettu-ned  to  its 
lawful  owner. 

5.  A  Party  whlcfc  permits  neither  the  pro- 
duction of  opium  nor  the  manufacture  of 
opium  alkaloids  miiy  obtain  permission  from 
the  Board  to  expo:-t  In  exchange  for  opiiun 
alkaloids  or  drugs  containing  opium  alka- 
loids, or  for  the  purpose  of  extracting  such 
alkaloids  for  that  Party's  own  medical  oc 
scientific  needs,  a  specified  quantity  of  opium 
seized  by  the  autiorlties  of  that  Party  to 
the  territory  of  a  Party  which  manufactures 
opium  alkaloids.  However,  the  quantity  of 
opium  so  exported  In  any  one  year  may  not 
exceed  the  equlvelent,  In  opium,  of  one 
year's  requirements  of  the  exporting  Party 
concerned  In  the  form  both  of  medicinal 
opium  and  of  drugs  containing  optum  or 
alkaloids  thereof;  and  any  surplus  shall  be 
destroyed. 

CHAFTXB   m — IKTOaiAATION   TO    BE   SX7PPUED   BT 
GOVatNlCEMTS 

Article  8 — Estimates 

1.  Each  Party  shall.  In  a  similar  manner 
to  that  required  for  drugs  by  the  1931  Con- 
vention, forward  to  the  Board,  in  respect  of 
each  of  its  territories,  estimates  for  the  fol- 
lowing year  of: 

(a)  The  quantity  of  opium  required  for 
use  as  such  for  medical  and  scientific  needs, 
including  the  quantity  required  for  the  man- 
ufacture of  preparations  exempted  under 
article  8  of  the  1925  Convention; 

(b)  The  quantity  of  opium  required  for 
the  manufacture  or  alkaloids; 

(c)  The    stocks    which,    having    regard    to 

the  provisions  of  article  6,  It  proposes  to 
maintain  and  the  amount  of  opium  neces- 
sary to  add  to  or  deduct  from  its  existing 
stocks  In  order  to  "orlng  those  stocks  to  the 
desired  level; 

(d)  The  amounts  of  opium  It  proposes  to 
add  to  lu  stocks.  If  any,  held  for  military 
purposes,  or  to  transfer  therefrom  to  lawful 
trade. 

2.  The  total  of  the  estimates  for  each  coun- 
try or  territory  shf.U  consist  of  the  sum  of 
the  amounts  specified  under  sub -paragraphs 
(a)  and  (b)  of  the  preceding  paragraph, 
with  the  addition  of  the  amount  necessary 
to  bring  the  stocks  specified  under  sub-para- 
graphs (c)  and  (di  of  the  same  paragraph 
to  the  desired  level  ch-  after  the  deduction 
of  any  amounU  by  which  those  stocks  may 
exceed  that  level.  These  additions  or  de- 
ductions shall  not,  however,  be  taken  Into 
account  except  in  so  far  as  the  Parties  con- 
cerned have  forwarded  at  the  proper  time 
the  necessary  estimates  to  the  Board. 

3.  Each  Party  which  permits  the  produc- 
tion of  opium  shall  forward  annually  to  the 
Board,  in  respect  cf  each  of  its  territories, 
an  estimate  of  the  extent  of  the  area  (in 
hectares)  stated,  as  exactly  as  possible,  on 
Which  It  proposes  to  cultivate  the  poppy 
for  the  purpose  ol  harvesting  opium,  and 
estimates,  as  accur:ite  as  practicable,  of  the 
amount  of  opium  to  be  harvested,  based  on 
the  average  yield  of  opiiun  in  the  preceding 
five  years.  If  the  cultivation  of  the  poppy 
for  this  purpose  Is  permitted  in  more  than 
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one  region,  this  information  shall  be  shown 
separately  for  each  such  region. 

4.  (a)  The  estimates  referred  to  In  para- 
graphs 1  and  3  of  thU  article  shall  be  made 
in  the  form  prescribed  from  time  to  time  by 
the  Board. 

(b)  Every  estimate  shall  be  dispatched  so 
as  to  reach  the  Board  by  a  date  determined 
by  It.  The  Board  may  prescribe  different 
dates  for  the  estimates  referred  to  In  para- 
graph 1  of  this  article  and  for  those  re- 
ferred to  in  paragraph  3  thereof;   it  may 

also,  taking  into  consideration  varying  har- 
vesting times,  prescribe  different  dates  for 
the  estimates  to  be  furnished  by  Parties 
under  paragraph  3  of  this  article. 

5.  Every  estimate  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  explaining  the  method  by 
which  It  has  been  compiled  and  by  which 
the  several  amounts  in  it  have  been  cal- 
culated. 

6.  Supplementary  estimates  either  decreas- 
ing or  Increasing  the  original  estimates  may 
be  furnished  and  shall  be  sent  to  the  Board 
without  delay,  together  with  an  explanation 
of  the  reason  for  such  revision.  The  provi- 
sions of  this  article,  except  sub-paragraph 
(b)  of  paragraph  4  and  paragraph  9,  shall 
apply  to  such  supplementary  estimates. 

7.  The  estimates  shall  be  examined  by  the 
Supervisory  Body  which  may  request  any 
further  Information  in  order  to  make  an 
estimate  complete,  or  to  explain  anjrthing 
contained  therein  and.  with  the  consent  of 
the  government  concerned,  amend  such  esti- 
mates. 

8.  The  Board  shall  request  estimates  for 
countries  or  territories  to  which  this  Pro- 
tocol does  not  apply  to  be  made  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  this  Protocol. 

9.  If  In  respect  of  any  country  or  terri- 
tory any  estimates  do  not  reach  the  Board 
by  the  date  prescribed  by  It  under  sub-para- 
graph (b)  of  paragraph  4  of  this  article,  such 
estimates  shall,  as  far  as  practicable,  be  es- 
tablished by  the  Supervisory  Body. 

10.  The  estimates  referred  to  In  paragraph 
1  of  this  article,  including  such  estimates 
established  by  the  Supervisory  Body  in  ac- 
cordance with  paragraph  9  of  this  article, 
shall  not  be  exceeded  by  the  Parties  unless 
or  until  they  have  been  modified  by  supple- 
mentary estimates. 

11.  If  it  appears  from  the  Imjxjrt  and  ex- 
port returns  made  to  the  Board  under  ar- 
ticle 9  of  this  Protocol  or  article  22  of  the 
1925  Convention  that  the  quantity  of  opium 
exported  to  any  country  or  territory  exceeds 
the  total  of  estimates  for  that  country  or 
territory  as  defined  in  paragraph  2  of  this 
article,  with  the  addition  of  the  amounts 
shown  to  have  been  exported,  the  Board  shall 
Immediately  notify  all  the  Parties.  The  Par- 
ties agree  that  they  will  not,  during  the  cur- 
rency of  the  year  in  question,  authorize  any 
new  exports  to  that  country  or  territory  ex- 
cept: 

(a)  In  the  event  of  a  supplementary  esti- 
mate being  furnished  for  that  country  or 
territory  in  respect  both  of  any  quantity 
over-imported  and  of  the  additional  quan- 
tity required;  or 

(b)  In  exceptional  cases  where  the  export 
in  the  opinion  of  the  exporting  Party  Is 
essential  in  the  interests  of  humanity  or 
for  the  treatment  of  the  sick. 

Article  9— Statistics 

1.  The  Parties  shall  furnish  to  the  Board 
In  respect  of  each  of  their  territories: 

(a)  Not  later  than  31  March,  statistics  re- 
lating to  the  preceding  year  showing: 

(I)  The  extent  of  the  area  on  which  poppy 
was  cultivated  with  a  view  to  harvesting 
opium  and  the  amount  of  opium  harvested 
thereon; 

(II)  The  amount  of  opium  consumed,  i.  e.. 
the  amount  of  opium  delivered  for  retail 
trade,  or  to  be  dispensed  or  administered  by 
hospitals,  or  by  qualified  and  duly  author- 
ized persons  in  the  exercise  of  their  profes- 
sional or  medical  functions; 


(ill)  The  amount  of  opium  used  for  the 
manufacture  of  alkaloids  and  opium  prepa- 
rations, including  the  quantity  required  for 
the  manufacture  of  preparations  for  the  ex- 
port Of  which  export  authorizations  are  not 
required,  whether  such  preparations  are  In- 
tended for  domestic  consvimptlon  or  for  ex- 
port. In  accordance  with  the  Conventions 
of  1925  and  1931; 

(Iv)  The  amount  of  opium  seized  In  the 
illicit  traffic,  the  amount  disposed  of  and 
the  method  of  disposal;  and 

(b)  Not  later  than  31  May  statistics  show- 
ing the  stocks  held  on  the  preceding  81 
December;  the  statistics  concerning  these 
stocks  shall  exclude  the  opium  held  by  a 
Party  for  military  purposes  on  31  December 
1953,  but  shall  include  any  amounts  subse- 
quently ttdded  to  such  opium  or  transferred 
therefrom  to  lawful  trade;  and 

(c)  Not  later  than  four  weeks  from  the 
end  of  the  period  to  which  they  relate,  quar- 
terly statistics  showing  the  amounts  ol 
opium  Imported  and  exported. 

2.  The  statistics  referred  to  in  paragraph 
1  of  this  article  shall  be  furnished  on  such 
forms  and  In  such  manner  as  may  be  deter- 
mined by  the  Board. 

3.  If  they  have  not  already  done  so,  pro- 
ducing States  which  are  Parties  to  the.Pro- 
tocol  shall  furnish  to  the  Board  as  enctly 
as  possible  for  1946  and  the  following  years 
the  statistics  referred  to  In  sub-paragraph 
(a)    (i)  of  paragraph  1  of  this  article. 

4.  The  Board  shall  publish  the  sUtlstica 
referred  to  in  this  article  in  such  form  and 
at  such  intervals  as  it  may  deem  appropriate. 
Article  10 — Reports  to  the  Secretary-General 

1.  The  Parties  shall  furnish  to  the  Sec- 
retary-General : 

(a)  A  report  on  the  organization  of  and 
functions  assigned  under  article  3  to  the 
Agency  referred  to  therein,  and  on  the  func- 
tions assigned  under  article  3  to  the  other 
competent  authorities,  if  any; 

(b)  A  report  on  the  legislative  and  admin- 
istrative measures  adopted  In  accordance 
with  this  Protocol; 

(c)  An  annual  report  on  the  working  of 
this  Protocol.  This  report  shaU  be  made  in 
accordance  with  the  form  prescribed  by  the 
Commission,  and  may  be  included  in  or  an- 
nexed to  the  annual  reports  referred  to  In 

article   21    of   the    1931    Convention. 

2.  The  Parties  shall  furnish  the  Secretary- 
General  with  additional  information  regard- 
ing any  important  changes  concerning  the 
matters  set  out  In  the  preceding  paragraph. 

CHAPTEB   IV — INTEBNATIONAL   StJPCKVISION   AMO 

EMVOKCEACEMT    ICBASXTRKS 

Article    11 — Administrative    measures 
1.  In  order  to  supervise  the  operation  of 
this  Protocol  the  Board  may  adopt  the  fol- 
lowing measures: 

(a)  Request  for  information:  The  Board 
may  ask  Parties  confidentially  for  informa- 
tion regarding  the  Implementation  of  this 
Protocol  and,  in  this  connexion,  make  ap- 
propriate suggestions  to  the  Parties  con- 
cerned; 

(b)  Request  for  explanation:  If  on  the 
basis  of  information  at  its  disjxwal  the  Board 
is  of  the  opinion  that  any  important  pro- 
vision of  this  Protocol  is  not  being  observed 
in  any  country  or  territory  or  that  the  opium 
situation  therein  requires  elucidation,  the 
Board  shall  have  the  right  to  ask  confi- 
dentially for  an  explanation  from  the  Party 
concerned; 

(c)  Proposal  of  remedial  measures:  If  the 
Board  thinks  fit,  it  may  confidentially  call 
the  attention  of  a  govermnent  to  its  failure 
to  carry  out  substantially  any  important 
provision  of  this  Protocol  or  to  a  gravely 
unsatisfactory  opiiun  situation  in  any  of  the 
territories  under  Its  control.  The  Board  may 
also  call  upon  the  government  to  study  the 
possibility  of  adopting  such  remedial  meas- 
ures as  the  situation  may  require; 

(d)  Local  inquiry:  If  the  Board  consid- 
ers that  a  local  mqulry  would  contribute  to 
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tlM  cducidatton  of  tlie  situation  It  may  pxo- 
poae  to  the  govemment  concerned  that  a 
p«raon  or  a  committee  of  Inqtilry  designated 
by  tbe  Board  be  sent  to  the  country  or 
territory  In  question.  If  the  government 
falls  to  reply  within  four  months  to  the 
Board's  pr^jwsal  such  failiire  shall  be  con- 
sidered a  refusal  to  consent.  If  the  gbvern- 
ment  expressly  consents  to  the  Inquiry  It 
shall  be  made  In  collaboration  with  officials 
designated  by  that  government. 

a.  The  Party  concerned  shall  be  entitled 
to  be  heard  by  the  Board  through  Its  repre- 
sentative before  a  decision  Is  taken  under 
subparagraph  (c)  of  the  preceding  para- 
graph. 

3.  Dedcions  of  the  Board  taken  In  ac- 
cordance with  sub-paragraphs  (c)  and  (d) 
of  paragraph  1  of  this  article  shall  be  made 
by  a  majority  of  the  whole  number  of  the 
Board. 

4.  If  the  Board  publishes  its  decisions 
taken  under  sub-paragraph  (d)  of  paragraph 
1  of  this  article  or  any  information  relating 
thereto.  It  shall  also  publish  the  views  of  tlie 
govemuMnt  concerned  If  the  latter  so  re- 
quests. 

Article  12 — Enforcement  measures 
1.  Public  Declarations 
If  tne  Board  finds  tbat  tne  failure  of  a 
Party  to  carry  out  provisions  of  this  Pro- 
tocol is  seriously  impeding  the  control  over 
narcotic  substances  in  any  territory  of  that 
Party  or  in  any  territory  of  anothor  State, 
It  may  adopt  the  following  measures. 

(a)  Public  notification — The  Board  may 
call  the  attention  of  all  Parties  and  of  the 
Council  to  the  matter. 

(b)  Public  statements — If  the  Board  con- 
siders that  Its  action  taken  in  accordance 
with  the  preceding  sub-paragraph  has  not 
had  the  desired  results,  it  may  issue  a  state- 
ment that  a  Party  has  violated  its  obliga- 
tions under  this  Protocol,  or  that  any  other 
state  has  failed  to  take  the  necessary  meas- 
ures to  prevent  the  opium  situation  In  any 
of  its  territories  from  becoming  a  danger 
to  effective  control  of  narcotic  substances 
in  one  or  several  of  the  territories  of  other 
Parties  or  States.  If  the  Board  makes  a  pub- 
lic statement  It  shall  also  publish  the  views 
of  the  government  concerned  If  the  latter 
so  requests. 

a.  Recommendation  of  Embargo 
If  the  Board  finds: 

(a)  as  a  result  of  Its  study  of  the  esti- 
mates and  statistics  furnished  under  ar- 
ticles 8  and  9  that  a  Party  has  failed  sub- 
stantially to  carry  out  Its  obligations  under 
this  Protocol  or  that  any  other  State  is  seri- 
ously impeding  the  effective  administration 
thereof,  oi' 

(b)  In  the  light  of  the  Information  at 
its  disposal,  that  excessive  quantities  of 
opium  are  accumulating  in  any  country  (x 
territory  or  that  there  is  a  danger  of  any 
country  or  territory  becoming  a  centre  of 
Ullclt  trafllc. 

it  may  recommend  to  the  Parties  an  em- 
bargo on  the  Import  of  oplxun,  the  export 
of  opium,  or  both,  from  or  to  the  country 
or  territory  concerned,  either  for  a  desig- 
nated period  or  until  it  shall  be  satisfied  as 
to  the  opium  situation  in  such  country  or 
territory.  The  State  concerned  may  bring 
the  matter  before  the  Council,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  relevant  provisions  of  article 
24  of  the  1925  Convention. 

3.  Mandatory  Embargo 
(a)  Announcement  of,  and  imposition  of 
embargo:  The  Board  may,  on  the  basis  of 
findings  made  under  sub-paragraphs  (a)  or 
(b)  of  paragraph  2  of  this  article,  adopt  the 
following  measures: 

(1)  The  Board  may  announce  Its  inten- 
tion to  impose  an  embargo  on  the  tanport 
of  opium  or  the  export  of  opium,  or  both, 
from  or  to  the  country  or  territory  con- 
cerned; 


(U)  If  the  annoiincement  mentioned  in 
sub-paragraph  (a)  (1)  of  this  paragraph 
fails  to  remedy  the  situation  the  Board  may 
impose  the  embargo  provided  that  the  lesser 
measures  set  out  in  sub-paragraphs  (a)  and 

(b)  of  paragraph  1  of  this  article  have  failed 
at  are  unlikely  to  correct  the  unsatisfactory 
sltviatlon.  The  embargo  may  be  Imposed 
either  for  a  definite  period  or  until  the 
Board  is  satisfied  as  to  the  situation  in  the 
country  or  territory  concerned.  The  Board 
shall  forthwith  notify  the  State  concerned 
and  the  Secretary-General  of  its  decision. 
The  decision  of  the  Board  shall  be  confiden- 
tial and,  except  as  expressly  provided  in  this 
article,  shall  not  be  disclosed  until  it  is  es- 
tablished in  accordance  with  sub-psragraph 

(c)  (i)  of  paragraph  3  of  this  article  that 
the  embargo  is  to  take  effect.  I 

(b)   Appeal:  | 

(I)  A  State  in  respect  of  which  a  decision 
to  impose  a  mandatory  embargo  has  been 
taken  may,  within  30  days  of  receipt  by  that 
State  of  such  decision,  notify  the  Secretary- 
General  confidentially  in  writing  of  its  in- 
tention of  appeal  and,  within  another 
thirty  days,  furnish  in  writing  the  reasons 
for  such  appeal; 

(II)  The  Secretary-General  shall  at  the 
time  of  coming  into  force  of  this  Protocol 
request  the  President  of  the  International 
Co\irt  of  Justice  to  appoirU  an  Appeals 
Committee  consisting  of  three  members  and 
two  alternates  who,  by  their  competence, 
impartiality  and  disinterestedness,  will 
conunand  general  confidence.  If  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  International  Court  of  Justice 
iiiforms  the  Secretary-General  that  ht  is 
unable  to  make  the  appointment,  or  does 
not  make  it  within  a  period  of  two  months 
from  the  re<ielpt  of  the  request  to  do  so,  the 
Secretary-General  shall  make  the  sppoint- 
ment.  The  term  of  office  of  the  members 
of  the  Appeals  Committee  shall  be  live  years 
and  any  member  may  be  eligible  for  re- 
appointment. The  members  shall,  in  ac- 
cordance with  arrangements  made  by  the 
Secretary-General.  receive  remuneration 
only  for  the  duration  of  the  sittings  of  the 
Appeals  Committee; 

(ill)  Vacancies  on  the  Appeals  Committee 
shall  be  filled  tn  accordance  with  the  pro- 
cedure set  out  in  sub-paragraph  (b)  (ii)  of 
this  paragraph; 

(iv)  The  Secretary-General  shall  forward 
to  the  Board  copies  of  the  written  notiflca- 
tlon  and  the  reasons  for  the  appeal  referred 
to  in  sub-paragraph  (b)  (1)  of  this  para- 
graph and,  without  delay,  provide  for  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Appeals  Committee  to  hear  and 
determine  the  appeal  and  shall  make  all  ar- 
rangements necessary  for  the  Appeals  Com- 
mittee's work.  He  shall  furnish  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Appeals  Committee  witb  copies 
of  the  Board's  decision,  the  communications 
referred  to  In  sub-paragraph  (b)  (l)  of  this 
paragraph,  the  Board's  reply  if  available  and 
all  other  relevant  documents: 

(V)  The  Appeals  Committee  shall  adopt 
its  own  rules  of  procedure; 

(vi)    The   appellant   State   and    the   Board 

Shall  be  entitled  to  be  heard  by  the  Appeals 
Committee  before  a  decision  Is  taken; 

(vil)  The  Appeals  Committee  may  affirm. 
vary  or  reverse  the  Board's  decision  relative 
to  the  ImpKJBltion  of  the  embargo.  The  de- 
cision of  the  Appeals  Committee  shall  be 
final  and  binding  and  shall  forthwith  be 
communicated   to   the   Secretary-General; 

(vUl)  The  Secretary-General  shall  com- 
municate the  decision  of  the  Appeals  Com- 
mittee to  the  appellant  State  and  to  the 
Board; 

(ix)  If  the  appellant  State  wlthdrlws  the 
appeal,  the  Secretary-General  shall  notify 
the  Appeals  Committee  and  the  Board  of 
such  withdrawal. 

(c)  Execution  of  the  embargo: 
(1)   The  embargo   imposed   in   accordance 
with  sub-paragraph    (a)    of  this   paragraph 
shall   come   into   force  sixty   days   after   the 


Board's  decision  unless  notice  of  appeal  Is 
given  in  accordance  with  sub-poragraph  (b) 
(1)  of  this  paragraph.  In  this  qase  the  em- 
bargo shall  come  Into  force  thirty  days  after 
the  withdrawal  of  the  appeal  or  after  a  de- 
cision of  the  Appeals  Committee  upholding 
the  embargo   in  whole  or  in  psrt; 

(11)  As  soon  as  it  is  established  in  ac- 
cordance with  sub-paragraph  (c)  (1)  of  this 
paragraph  that  the  embargo  is  to  take  effect, 
the  Board  shall  notify  all  the  PHrties  of  the 
terms  of  the  embargo  and  the  Parties  shall 
comply    therewith. 

4.  Procedural  Safeguards 

(a)  Decisions  of  the  Board  tdken  in  ac- 
cordance with  this  article  shall  be  made  by 
a  majority  of  the  whole  number  of  the  Board. 

(b)  The  State  concerned  shall  be  entitled 
to  be  heard  by  the  Board  throvgh  its  rep- 
resentative before  a  decision  is  taken  under 
this  article. 

(c)  If  the  Board  publishes  a  decision 
taken  under  this  article  or  any  Information 
relating  thereto,  it  shall  also  publish  the 
views  of  the  government  concerned  if  the 
latter  so  requests.  If  the  dectslon  of  the 
Board  Is  not  unanimous  the  views  of  the  mi- 
nority shall  be  stated. 

Article  13 — Vniver.ial  application 
The  Board  may  also,  if  possible,  take  the 
measures  referred  to  in  this  chapter,  in  re- 
spect of  States  which  are  not  Parties  to 
this  Protocol,  and  in  respect  of  territories 
to  which,  under  article  20,  this  Protocol 
does  not  apply. 

CHAPTTR    V — ^FINAL    AKTICt.IS 

Article  14 — Measures  of  implementation 

The  Parties  shall  adopt  all  legislative  and 
administrative  measures  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  making  fully  effective  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Protocol. 


Article  15 — Disputes 

1.  The  F»arties  expressly  recognize  that 
the  International  Court  of  Justice  is  com- 
petent to  settle  disputes  concerning  this 
Protocol. 

2.  Unless  the  Parties  concerned  agree  to 
another  mode  of  settlement,  any  dispute  be- 
tween two  or  more  Parties  relating  to  the  in- 
terpretation or  application  of  this  Protocol 
shall  be  referred  to  the  International  Court 
of  Justice  for  settlement  at  the  request  of 
any  one  of  the  Parties  to  the  dispute. 

Article  16 — Signature 
This  Protocol,  of  which  the  Chinese,  Eng- 
lish, French.  Russian,  and  Spanish  texts  are 
equally  authentic,  shall  until  31  December 
1953  be  open  for  sieinature  on  behalf  of  any 
Member  of  the  United  Nations  and  of  any 
non-member  State  invited,  in  accordance 
with  the  Instructions  of  the  Council,  to  par- 
ticipate in  the  Conference  which  drew  up 
this  Protocol,  and  of  any  other  State  to 
which  the  Secretary-General  at  the  request 
of  the  Council,  has  sent  a  copy  of  this 
Protocol. 

Article   17— Ratification 

This  Protocol  shall  be  ratified.  The  instru- 
ments of  ratification  shall  be  dejjoslted  with 
the  Secretary-General. 

Article    18 — Arcessiort 

This  Protocol  may  be  acceded  to  on  behalf 
of  any  Member  of  the  United  Nations  or  any 
non-member  State-  referred  to  in  article  18 
or  any  other  non -member  State  to  which  the 
Secretary-General,  at  the  request  of  the 
Council,  has  sent  a  copy  of  this  Protocol. 
The  Instruments  of  accession  shall  be  de- 
posited With  the  Secretary-General. 

Article  19 — Transitional  measures 

1.  As  a  transitional  measure,  any  Party 
may.  provided  that  it  has  made  an  express 
declaration  to  that  effect  at  the  tlihe  of  signa- 
ture or  deposit  of  Its  instrument  of  ratifica- 
tion or  accession,  permit: 

(a)  The  use.  in  any  of  Its  territories,  of 
opium  for  ciuf.si-medical  purposes; 
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(b)  The  production,  Import  or  export  of 
opium  for  such  puri>oees  from  or  to  any  State 
or  territory  to  be  designated  at  the  time  of 
making  the  above-mentioned  declaration, 
provided  that: 

(I)  On  1  January  1950  such  use.  import 
or  export  of  opium  was  traditional  in  the 
territory  in  respect  of  which  the  declaration 
Is  made  and  was  .here  permitted  at  that 
date; 

(II)  no  export  shall  be  permitted  to  a 
State  not  a  Party  to  thU  Protocol:   and 

(ill)  the  Party  undertakes  to  at>olish.  with- 
in a  period  which  shall  be  specified  by  that 
Party  at  the  time  of  the  declaration  and 
which  shall  In  no  ciise  extend  beyond  fifteen 
years  after  the  coming  into  effect  of  this 
Protocol,  the  use.  production,  import  and 
export  of  opium  for  quasi-medical  purposes. 

2.  Any  Party  ha\lng  made  a  declaration 
under  paragraph  1  of  this  article  shall,  for 
the  period  referred  to  In  sub-paragraph  (b) 
(111)  of  that  paragraph,  be  authorized.  In 
each  year,  to  hold  Jn  addition  to  the  maxi- 
mum stocks  provided  for  in  article  6,  stocks 
equal  to  the  amount  consumed  for  quasl- 
medlcal  purposes  In  the  two  preceding  years. 

3.  Any  Party  may  also,  as  a  transitional 
measure,  provided  that  it  has  made  an  ex- 
press declaration  to  this  effect  at  the  time  of 
signature  or  deposit  of  its  instrument  of 
ratification  or  accesHlon.  permit  the  smoking 
of  opium  by  addicts  not  under  21  years  of  age 
registered  by  the  appropriate  authorities  for 
that  purpose  on  or  before  30  September  1953. 
provided  thut  on  1  January  1950  opium- 
smoking  was  permitted  by  the  Party  con- 
cerned. 

4.  A  Party  invoking  the  transitional  mea- 
sures  under   this   article   shall: 

(a)  Include  In  ttie  annual  report,  to  be 
furnished  to  the  Secretary -General  in  ac- 
cordance with  article  10.  an  account  of  the 
progress  made  during  the  preceding  year  to- 
wards the  abolition  of  the  use,  production, 
import  or  export  of  opium  for  quasi-medical 
purposes  and  of  opit.m  for  smoking; 

(b)  Submit  separately  In  respect  of  opium 
used.  Imported,  exported  and  held  for  quasl- 
medical  purposes,  and  of  opium  used  and 
held  for  purposes  of  smoking,  such  estimates 
and  statistics  as  are  required  by  articles  8  and 
9  of  this  Protocol. 

5.  (a)  If  a  Party,  uhlch  Invokes  the  transi- 
tional measures  In  accordance  with  this  ar- 
ticle, falls  to  submit: 

(I)  The  report  re:'erred  to  in  sub-para- 
graph (a)  of  paragraph  4  within  six  months 
after  the  end  of  the  year  to  which  the  in- 
formation relates. 

(II)  The  statistics  referred  to  In  sub-para- 
graph (b)  of  paragraph  4  within  three 
months  after  the  dat*-  on  which  they  are  due 
in  accordance  with  article  9, 

(ill)  The  estimate:*  referred  to  in  sub- 
paragraph (b)  of  paragraph  4  within  three 
months  after  the  datf  fixed  for  that  purpose 
by  the  Board  in  accordance  with  article  8, 
the  Board  or  the  Secretary-General  as  the 
case  may  be  shall  send  to  the  Party  concerned 
a  notification  of  the  delay  and  request  It  to 
submit  such  Information  within  a  period  of 
three  months  after  the  receipt  of  that  noti- 
fication. 

(b)  If  a  Party  fails  to  comply  within  such 
period  with  this  request  of  the  Board  or  the 
Secretary-General,  the  transitional  measures 
permitted  under  this  article  shall  no  longer 
be  applicable  to  that  Party  as  from  the  ex- 
piration of  that  period. 

Article  20 — rerritortaJ  application 
This  Protocol  Shall  apply  to  all  the  non- 
self-governing,  trust,  colonial  and  other  non- 
metropolitan  territories  for  the  international 
relations  of  which  any  Party  Is  responsible, 
except  where  the  previous  consent  of  a  non- 
metropolitan  territory  Is  required  by  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  Party  or  of  the  non-metro- 
politan territory,  or  required  by  custom.  In 
such  case  the  Party  shall  endeavour  to  secure 
the  needed  consent  of  the  non-metropolitan 
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territory  within  the  shortest  period  possible 
and  when  that  consent  is  obtained  the  Party 
shall  notify  the  Secretary-General.  ThU 
Protocol  shall  apply  to  the  territory  or  ter- 
ritories named  In  such  notification  from  the 
date  of  Its  receipt  by  the  Secretary-General. 
In  those  cases  where  the  previous  consent  of 
the  non-metropolitan  territory  Is  not  re- 
quired, the  Party  concerned  shall,  at  the 
time  of  signature,  ratification  or  accession, 
declare  the  non-metropolitan  territory  or  ter- 
ritories to  which  this  Protocol  applies. 

Article  21 — Coming  into  force 

1.  This  Protocol  shall  come  into  force  on 
the  thirtieth  day  after  the  date  of  deposit 
of  the  Instruments  of  ratification  or  acces- 
sion of  at  least  twenty-five  States  including 
at  least  three  of  the  producing  States  named 
In  sub-paragraph  (a)  of  paragraph  2  of  ar- 
ticle 6  and  at  least  three  of  the  following 
manufactiu-lng  States:  Belgium.  Prance,  Fed- 
eral Republic  of  Germany,  Italy.  Japan. 
Netherlands.  Switzerland.  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Northern  Ireland,  United 
States  of  America. 

2.  This  Protocol  shall  come  Into  force  In 
respect  of  any  State  depositing  an  instru- 
ment of  ratification  or  accession  after  the  de- 
posit of  those  necessary  for  the  coming  into 
force  of  this  Protocol  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  1  of  this  article,  on  the  thirtieth 
day  following  the  date  on  which  the  State 
concerned  has  deposited  its  instrument. 

Article  22 — Revision 

1.  Any  Party  may  request  revision  of  this 
Protocol  at  any  time  by  a  notification  ad- 
dressed to  the  Secretary -General. 

2.  The  Council,  after  consultation  with  the 
Commission,  shall  recommend  the  steps  to 
be  taken  In  respect  of  such  request. 

Article  23 — Denunciationa 

1.  After  the  expiration  of  five  years  from 
the  date  of  the  coming  into  force  of  this  Pro- 
tocol, a  Party  may  denounce  this  Protocol 
by  depositing  with  the  Secretary -General  an 
instrument  in  writing. 

2.  The  denunciation  referred  to  In  para- 
graph 1  of  this  article  shall  take  effect  on 
1  January  of  the  first  year  following  the  date 
on  which  it  has  been  received  by  the  Secre- 
tary-General. 

Article  24— Termination 
This  Protocol  shall  cease  to  be  In  force  if, 
as  a  result  of  denunciations  made  in  accord- 
ance with  article  23.  the  list  of  Parties  does 
not  fulfil  all  the  conditions  laid  down  in 
article  21. 

Article  25 — Reservations 
Save  as  is  expressly  provided  in  article  19 
respecting  the  declarations  therein  permitted 
and  to  the  extent  authorized  In  article  20 
respecting  territorial  application,  no  Party 
may  make  any  reservation  respecting  any  of 
the  provisions  of  this  Protocol. 

Article  26 — Communications  by  the 
Secretary -Crcneral 

The  Secretary-General  shall  notify  to  all 
Members  of  the  United  Nations  and  the  other 
States  referred  to  In  articles  16  and  18 : 

( a )  Signatures  affixed  to  this  Protocol  after 
the  end  of  the  United  Nations  Opium  Con- 
ference and  the  deposit  of  Instruments  of 
ratification  and  accession  In  accordance  with 
articles  16.  17  and  18; 

(b)  Any  territory  which.  In  accordance 
with  article  20.  has  been  included  by  a  State 
responsible  for  its  international  relations 
among  the  territories  to  which  this  Protocol 
shall  apply; 

(c)  The  coming  into  force  of  this  Protocol 
In  accordance  with  article  21; 

(d)  Declarations  and  notifications  made  In 
accordance  with  the  transitional  measures 
provided  for  in  article  19,  the  dates  of  their 
expiration  and  of  their  ceasing  to  be  effective; 

(e)  Denunciations  made  in  accordance 
with  article  23; 


(f)  Requests  for  revision  of  this  Protocol 
made  in  accordance  with  article  23;  and 

(g)  The  date  on  which  this  Protocol  shall 
cease  to  be  in  force  in  accordance  with  ar- 
ticle 34. 

This  Protocol,  of  which  the  Chinese.  Bng- 
lish,  French,  Riissian  and  Spanish  texts  are 
equally  authentic,  shall  be  deposited  with 
the  Secretary-General.  The  Secretary-Gen- 
eral shall  send  a  certified  true  copy  to  all 
Members  of  the  United  Nations  and  to  all 
other  States  referred  to  in  articles  18  and  18 
of  this  Protocol. 

In  witness  whereof  the  undersigned,  duly 
authorized,  have  signed  this  Protocol  in  a 
single  copy  on  behalf  of  thehr  respective 
Governments. 

New  York,  this  twenty-third  day  of  June 
one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  fifty-three. 

For  Afghanistan: 

For  Albania: 

For  Argentina: 

For  Australia: 

For  Austria: 

For  the  mngdom  of  Belgium: 

For  Bolivia: 

For  Brazil: 

For  Bulgaria: 

For  the  Union  of  Burma: 

For  the  Byelorussian  Soviet  Socialist  B«« 
public: 

For  Cambodia: 

For  Canada: 

For   Ceylon: 

For   Chile: 

For  China: 

For  Colombia: 

For  Costa  Rica: 

For  Cuba: 

FVjr   Czechoslovakia: 

For  Denmark: 

William  Bouna. 

For  the  Dominican  Republic: 

JOAQVLN   E.   a»T-AgA» 

For   Ecuador: 

AXTXTBO  MXNESES  PALLAaCS. 

For  Egypt: 

Tkhu  Sami. 

For  El  Salvador: 

For   Ethiopia: 

For  Finland: 

For  Prance:  [Translation  by  the  Secretariat 
of  the  United  Nations:  | 

For  Prance  and  the  territories  of  the 
French  Union. 

CHAkLXS   VaIIXC. 

It  is  expressly  declared  that  the  French 
Government  reserves  the  right,  in  respect  of 
French  establishments  in  India,  to  apply  the 
transitional  measures  of  article  19  of  this 
Protocol,  It  being  understood  that  the  period 
mentioned  in  paragraph  1,  sub -paragraph 
(b)  (ill)  of  that  article  shall  be  fifteen  years 
after  the  coming  into  effect  of  this  Protocol. 

The  French  Government  likewise  reserves 
the  right  In  accordance  with  the  transitional 
meastires  of  article  19  to  authorize  the  export 
of  opium  to  French  establishments  in  India 
for  the  same  period  of  time. 

Chakles  Vaills. 

For  the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany: 
Dr.  Hans  E.  Rnssza. 
Dr.    Uelnucb    Dannks. 

For  Greece: 

Alexis  KTaoxr. 
For  Guatemala: 
For  Haiti: 
For  Honduras: 
For  Hungary: 
For  Iceland: 
For  India: 

1.  It  is  hereby  expressly  declared  that  the 
Government  of  India,  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Article  19  of  this  Protocol,  will 
permit 

(I)  the  use  of  opium  for  quasi-medical 
purposes  until  31  December,  1959; 

(II)  the  production  of  opium  and  the  ex- 
port thereof,  for  quasi -medical  ptupoees,  to 
Pakistan,  Ceylon.  Aden  and  the  French  and 
Portuguese  possessions  on  the  subcontinent 
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of  India  for  •  period  o<  IB  jtmn  from  the 
date  of  tlM  eonHiic  Into  fora*  oC  fhla  Proto- 
ooi;  and 

(Ul)  tlM  amnWng  a<  opium,  for  ttelr  llto 
time,  by  addleta  not  under  31  years  of  mf% 
regteterad  by  tke  ammprlate  autbortttaa  for 
that  purpoae  on  or  before  tlie  30  Septvnber. 
1968. 

2.  The  OovOTnment  of  India  eiqirwTy  re- 
serve  to  theaetives  tbe  right  to  modify  thla 
dedaratloo  or  to  make  any  other  declaration 
under  Article  19  of  this  Protoooi.  at  the 
time  of  the  deposit  by  them  of  their  instru- 
ment Qt  ratlilcatlen. 

X.    S.   KUBBMAICOOBTHT. 

rot  Indonesia: 
For  Iran: 
Tot  Iraq: 
For  Ireland: 
For  Israel: 
For  Italy: 

GnXIXNO  BOBKBTS. 

For  Japan: 

ToKAO  TTsHxaoKir. 
For  the  Hashemlte  Kingdom  of  Jordan: 
For  the  Republic  of  Korea: 

D.  T.  Namkoomo. 
For  Laos: 

For  Lebanon:  <. 

For  Liberia: 
For  Libya: 
For  Liechtenstein: 

A.  LiMDT. 

For  the  Grand  Duchy  of  Luxembourg: 
For  Mexico: 
For  Monaco: 

M.  Pauiaso. 

36  Juln  1953. 
For  Nepal: 

For  the  Kingdom  of  the  Netherlands: 

For  New  Zealand: 

For  Nicaragua: 

For  the  Kingdom  of  Norway: 

For  Pakistan: 

For  Panama: 

For  Paragiiay: 

For  Peru: 

For  the  Philippine  Republic: 

Edttakoo  QumxEBO. 

Melquiaoes  IsAi^xz. 
For  Poland: 
For  Portugal: 
For  Romania: 
For  Sanliarlno: 
For  Saudi  Arabia: 
For  Spain: 
For  Sweden; 
For  Swltaerland: 

A.   LlMDT. 

For  Syria: 

For  Thailand: 

For  Turkey: 

For  the  Ukrainian  Soviet  Socialist  Re- 
public: 

For  the  Union  of  South  Africa: 

For  the  Onion  of  Soviet  SoclaUst  Re- 
publics: 

For  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Northern  Ireland: 

J.  H.  WalkMI. 

J.    K.    T.    JOMM. 

For  the  United  SUtes  of  America: 

Hasbt  J.  Ansungbl 
For  Uruguay: 
For  Venezuela: 
For  Vlet-Mam: 


For  Yemen: 
For  Yugoslavia: 

24  June  1953 


T^ah-Vah-Kha. 
DSACAM  Nncouc. 


Rmaz.  Act  or  th«  UNirxD  Nations  Opimc 

COIWXBSMCX 

The  United  Nations  Opliun  Conference 
was  convened  by  the  Secretary-Ganeral  of 
the  United  Nations  In  conformity  with  res- 
olution 43d  A  (ZIV)  of  the  United  Nations 
Economic  and  Social  Council,  dated  37  Mav 
1952.  ' 


Ih  aecordanee  with  ihe  terms  of  that  res- 
olution. States  Members  of  the  United  Na- 
tions and  ncm-member  States  parties  to  the 
'  tatemattonal  Conventions  concerning  har- 
eotle  drugs  were  Invited  to  the  Conference. 
Ubya.  Nepal,  the  Republic  of  Korea  and 
Spain  were  also  Invited  to  attend  the  Con- 
ference in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  les- 
olutlon  478  (XV)  of  the  CouncU.  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  specialized  agencies,  the 
Permanent  Central  Board  and  the  Supervi- 
sory Body  were  also  Invited  with  the  same 
rights  and  privileges  as  they  enjoy  at  ses- 
sions of  the  Council, 

The  Conference  waa  held  at  United  Na- 
tions Headquarters,  New  York,  from  11  May 
to  18  Jtme  1953. 

The  Governments  of  the  following  States 
were  represented  at  the  Conference  by  repre- 
sentatives: Belgium,  Burma.  Cambodia, 
Canada,  Chile,  China,  Denmark,  Dominican 
Republic,  Ekniador,  Egypt.  France,  Federal 
Republic  of  Germaay,  Greece.  India,  Iran. 
Iraq,  Israel,  Italy.  Japan,  Lebanon.  Liechten- 
stein. Mexico,  Mona<:o,  Netherlands,  Pakis- 
tan, Pliilippines,  Republic  of  Korea.  Spain. 
Switzerland.  Turkey,  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Northern  Ireland.  United 
States  of  America,  Vietnam,  Yugoslavia. 

The  Governments  of  the  following  States 
vrere  represented  at  the  Conference  by  ob- 
servers: Argentina,  Bolivia,  Costa  Blca, 
Haiti,  Indonesia,  Sweden,  Thailand. 

The  representatives  of  the  following  or- 
ganizations took  part  in  the  work  of  the  Con- 
ference: 

Permanent  Central  Board:  Mr.  Herbert  L. 
May.  President  of  the  Permanent  Central 
Board. 

Supervisory  Body:  Col.  C.  H.  L.  Sharman. 
Vice-chairman  of  the  Supervisory  Body. 

World  Health  Organization:  Dr.  M.  S.  In- 
galls,  liaison  officer;  Mrs.  S.  Meagher,  liaison 
officer. 

In  accordance  with  rules  46  and  47  of  the 
rules  of  procedure  adopted  by  the  Confer- 
ence, the  observers  and  the  representatives 
of  the  above-mentioned  organizations  par- 
ticipated In  the  work  of  the  Conference 
without  the  right  to  vote. 

The  Conference  elected  as  President:  Dr. 
Auguste  Lindt.  Switzerland,  and  as  Vice- 
Presidents:  Mr.  D.  M.  Johnson,  Canada  (Al- 
ternate: Mr.  K.  C.  Hossick);  Sr.  R.  Ortega 
Masson,  Chile;  Dr.  H.  Danner,  Federal  Re- 
public of  Germany;  Mr.  E.  S.  Krlshnamoor- 
thy,  India;  Dr.  A.  G.  Ardalan.  Iran;  Mr.  J,  H. 
Walker,  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Northern  Ireland. 

The  Conference  set  up  a  Business  Com- 
mittee consisting  of  the  President  and  the 
Vice-Presidents  of  the  Conference.  The 
Chairmen  of  the  Committees  established  by 
the  Conference,  who  were  not  among  the 
seven  officers  referred  to  above,  were  Invited 
to  participate  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Bus- 
iness Committee  without  vote. 

The  Conference  established  a  Main  Com- 
mittee, consisting  of  representatives  of  all 
States  participating  in  the  Conference,  which 
elected  Mr.  Charles  Vaille,  representative  of 
France,  as  Chairman,  and  Dr.  C.  L.  Hsia.  rep- 
resentative of  China,  and  Dr.  Cemalettln 
Or,  representative  of  Turkey,  as  Vice-Chalr- 
men.  The  Conference  also  set  up  a  Draft- 
ing Committee,  which  elected  Mr.  Dragan 
Nlkollc.  rein-esentative  of  Yugoslavia,  as 
Chairman,  and  Mr.  Robert  E.  Curran.  Q.  C. 
member  of  the  Canadian  delegation,  as  Vk;e- 
Chalrman.  and  a  Credentials  Committee. 
which  elected  Bit.  Luciano  Joublanc  Rivas, 
representative  of  Mexico,  as  Chairman. 

The  Conference  took  as  the  basis  of  dis- 
cussion the  text  of  the  Protocol  drawn  up 
by  the  Secretary-General  ih  accordance  with 
the  principles  adopted  by  the  Commifslon  on 
Narcotic  Drugs  at  its  sixth  session  held  from 
10  AprU  to  24  May  1951. 

The  Conference  adopted  and  opened  for 
signature  the  Protocol  for  Limiting  and  Reg- 


ulating the  Cultivation  of  the  Popp(y  Plant, 
the  Production  of.  International  and  Whole- 
sale Trade  in.  and  use  of  Opium,  annexed 
to  this  Pinal  Act;  the  Conference  also  adopted 
the  resolutions  annexed  to  this  Final  Act. 

In  witness  whereof,  the  underslgaed  rep- 
resentatives ahd  observers  have  sighed  this 
Final  Act,  reserving  the  position  of  their  re- 
spective governments  as  regards  adhesion  to 
the  Protocol. 

Done  at  New  York,  this  twenty-third  day 
of  June,  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and 
fifty-three,  in  one  copy,  in  the  Chlneee,  Eng- 
lish. French,  Russian,  and  Spanish  languages, 
each  text  being  equally  authentie.  This 
Pinal  Act  and  the  Protocol  annexed  thereto 
shall  be  deposited  with  the  Secretary -Gen- 
eral of  the  United  Nations  who  shall  send 
certified  true  copies  thereof  to  Members  of 
the  United  Nations  and  to  all  other  States 
referred  to  in  articles  16  and  18  of  the  Pro- 
tocol. 

For  the  Kingdom  of  Belgium: 

J.  Wotnjwoinf. 
For  the  Union  of  Burma: 

For  Cambodia: 

For  Canada: 

For  Chile: 

For  China: 

For  Demark: 

Wn.LlAM  BoaBEBS. 
For  the  Dominican  Republic: 

JOAQtrfN   E.    SAtAZAB. 
For  Ecuador: 

AsTUito  Meiteses  PAiXAazs. 
For  Egypt: 

Yehia  SABn. 
For  Prance: 

Chaxixs  Vaiixx. 
For  the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany: 
Dr.  Hans  E.  Riksek. 
Dr.  HziNRicH  Damnxx. 


U  Ba  MATTiro. 
CHAKI.XS  Vaiixx. 
Davis  M.  JoRMsoif. 

RtTDECUfDO  OBTCGA. 

Chino  Lnr  Hsia. 


For  Greece: 

For  India: 

For  Iran: 
For  Iraq: 

For  Israel: 

For  Italy: 

For  Japan: 


Alexis  Ktxoo. 

E.   S.  KaiSHMAMOCaTHT. 


N.    A.    UlAAKI. 

MosHS  Tov. 

GUERINO   ROBEXTI. 


TORAO    USRIKOKXT. 

For  the  Republic  of  Korea: 

D.  Y.  Namkoono. 

For  Lebanon: 

H.\LIM  SaZBEA. 
For  Liechtenstein: 

A.  Lindt. 

For   Mexico: 

Luciano  Joublanc  Rivas. 
For  Monaco: 

M.  PalKaro. 
For  the  Kingdom  of  the  Netherlands: 

H.  Jokkzs. 

For  Pakistan: 

V.  A.  HaMdaiti. 

For  the  Philippine  Republic: 

EtouAKDo  Qotnteko. 

MeLQUIADES    iBAf^EZ. 

For  Spain: 

R.    DE    LA    PrESILLA. 

For  Switzerland: 

A.  Ijanrr. 

For  Turkey: 

Dr.   CEMALEmH  Ob. 
For  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Northern  Ireland: 

.    J.  H.  Walka. 
J.     K.     T.     JOKKS. 
For   the    United    States    of   America: 

Harbt  J.  Ansuhgeb. 


195^ 

For  Vlrt-Mam: 
For  Yugotfaria: 
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tlons: 

The 


RuBCH  BwtnvsL. 


Argentina: 
Bolivia: 
Costa  Rica: 

Haiti: 

Indonesia: 

Sweden: 

BnTiL  Remboio. 
Thailand: 
President  of  the  Conference: 

A.  Limrr. 
Secretary-General  of  the  United  Na- 

DAO    HAMMABaKJOLD. 

Executive  Secretary  of  the  Conference: 

G.  K  Yates. 


RbsOltttioks  Aboptcd  bt  the  UmTED  Nations 
Opittic  Comvsbbncx 

I.  The  Conference. 

Considering  the  Importance  of  bringing 
Into  force  with  the  least  possible  delay  the 
Protocol  tot  Limiting  and  Regulating  the 
Cultivation  of  the  Poppy  Plant,  the  Produc- 
tion of,  International  and  Wholesale  Trade 
in,  and  Use  of  Opium  signed  this  day  and  ot 
Its  adoption  and  implementation  by  the  larg- 
est possible  number  of  States. 

Reqiiests  the  Economic  and  Social  Council 
and  the  Secretary -General  of  the  United 
Nations  to  use  their  best  endeavours  to 
secure: 

(a)  The  ratification  of  or  accession  as  soon 

a-  possible  to  the  Protocol  of  all  Members  of 
the  United  Nations  and  of  nonmember  States 
Invited,  in  accordance  with  the  Instmctlons 
of  the  Council,  to  participate  In  the  Confer- 
ence which  drew  up  the  Protocol  and  of  any 
other  SUte  to  which  the  Secretary-General 
at  the  request  of  the  Council  has  sent  a 
copy  of  the  Protocol;  and 

(b)  The  ImplemenUtlon  so  far  as  may 
be  practicable  of  the  provisions  of  the  Proto- 
col by  States  which  have  not  become  Parties. 

n.   The   Conference 

Declares  that  the  terms  "narcotic  sub- 
stances", "naroot-c  drugs",  "narcotic  alka- 
loids" and  other  similar  expreaaions  used 
In  the  Protocol  shall  denote  tbe  druBi  de- 
rived from  opium  which  come  within  ttie 
provisions  of  tbe  1831  Conventloa. 

III.  The  Conference 

Declares  that  the  term  "cultivate-  as  used 
In  the  Protocol  shall  be  understood  to  Include 
the  meaning  of  the  term  "grow",  and  any 
term  derived  from  the  term  "cultivate"  shall 
be  understood  to  Include  the  meaning  of  the 
corresponding  derivative  of  the  term  "grow." 

IV.  The   Conference. 

RecaUlng  the  provisions  of  article  4  of  the 
Protocol. 

Declares  that  It  Is  understood  that  the 
control  measures  therein  provided  do  not 
apply  to  poppy  grown  exclusively  for  orna- 
niental  purposes. 

V.  The  Conference. 

Recalling  the  provisions  of  paragraph  6 
of  article  7  of  the  Protocol,  relating  to  ex- 
ports of  seized  opium  under  certain  circum- 
stances. 

1.  Suggests  that  the  Permanent  Central 
Board  should  ordinarily  permit  the  export 
referred  to  In  that  paragraph,  provided  that 
the  conditions  mentioned  therein  are  ful- 
filled; and 

2.  Declares  that  no  such  export  may  be 
made  or  authorized  by  the  Party  concerned 
until  the  Board's  permission  has  been  ob- 
tained. 

VI.  The  Confo^nce. 

Recalling  that  the  definition  of  opium  In 
chapter  I  of  the  Protocol  excludes  galenical 


nAlcfa  are  obtained  bom  ofduat 
tore  c<  optam,  Isvdaaum,  Dover 
powder,  paregorte, 

I>ecl«res  that  It  Is  agreed  that  Parties  to 
me  J^otocol  ahaU.  te  aeoomaaoe  with  the 
provtelons  o*  article  9  of  the  Protoooi.  f  ur- 
Biah  f  uU  statlstlea  off  the  amonnta  of  opimn 
t»ed  In  the  preparation  of  gatenlcal  prepa- 
ratkma.  whteb  are  Inchided  among  the  opium 
preparaUons  rtferred  to  In  sub-paragru}h 
(a)    (lU)  of  paragraph  1  at  article  9. 

Vn.  The  Conference, 

Declares  that  wherever  the  term  "year"  la 
tisod  In  the  Protocol,  it  means  the  twelve 
months  from  1  January  to  .ni  December, 

Vm.  The  Conference, 

Considering  thst  international  supervision 
over  opium  production  and  trade  based  on 
statistics  supplied  by  Parties  to  the  Proto- 
col is  an  essential  element  of  the  Mmttation 
and  regulation  of  opium  as  provided  In  the 
Protocol. 

^Declares  that  the  Permanent  Central 
Board,  which,  under  articles  8  and  9  of  the 
Protocol,  has  the  duty  of  prescribing  the 
forms  In  accordance  with  which  estimates 
and  statistics  are  to  be  furnished,  has  thus 
authority  to  require  that  estimates  and 
statistics  be  furnished  with  an  Indication  of 
the  moisture  content  of  the  opium  referred 
to. 

IX.  The  Conferenoe. 

Recalling  the  provisions  of  article  11  of 
the  Protocol,  concerning  local  inquiry  by  the 
Permanent  Central  Board, 

Declares  that  it  la  understood  that  the 
Board  will  cause  a  local  Inquiry  to  be  made 
otaly  as  It  may  appear  necessary  for  the  rtu- 
cldatAon  at  the  sitoatlon  tn  any  country  or 
territory  as  regards  the  otaBervmnee  at  im- 
portant provisions  of  the  Protoooi  or  where 
there  Is  reason  to  brieve  that  a  gravely  un- 
aatlafactory  opium  situation  exists. 

X  The  Conference. 

RecaUlng  that,  under  The  Hague  Opium 
Convention  of  1912.  the  Geneva  Opium 
Agreement  of  1S85  and  the  Bangkok  Opium 
Agreement  of  1931.  the  two  latter  a« 
amended  by  the  Protoooi  of  11  December 
1948,  the  Parties  to  these  Instruments  have 
undertaken  to  bring  about  the  suppression 
of  the  manufacture.  Internal  trade  in  and 
use  of  the  prepared  opium  and  of  opium 
smoking. 

Declares  that  nothli^  In  the  Protoooi.  and. 
In  particular,  neither  the  inclusion  of  pre- 
pared opium  in  tbe  definition  of  opium,  nor 
the  presence  of  the  transitional  measures 
In  article  19  may  be  Interpreted  as  affecting 
the  obligation  of  tbe  States  concerned  to 
suppress  finally  and  completely,  with  the 
least  possible  delay,  tbe  use  of  prepaid 
opium  and  opium  smoking. 

XI.  The  Conference, 

Recalling  the  transitional  measures  under 
article  19  of  the  Protocol  regarding  the  use 
of  opium  for  quasi-medical  purposes, 

Declarea  that  the  use  of  c^ium  for  qnasi- 
medicaJ  purposes  shall,  for  the  application  of 
the  Protocol,  denote  the  use  of  opium  with- 
out medical  aid  for  rrilef  of  pain  other  than 
that  caused  by  addiction  to  opium  or  to 
other  narcotic  drugs,  but  shall  not  include: 

(a)  The  use  of  opium  dispensed  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  provisions  of  article  9  of 
the  1925  Convention; 

(b)  The  use  of  drugs  containing  opium 
and  exempted  under  article  8  of  the  1926 
Convention;    and 

(c)  Opium   smoking. 

xn.  The  Conference. 

Recalling  the  transitional  measures  under 
article  19  of  the  Protocol  regarding  the  use 
of  opium  for  quasl-medlcal  purposes. 

Notwithstanding  the  maximum  period 
permitted  in  that  article  for  the  abolition  of 
the  ucc  of  opium  for  quasi-medical  purposes, 


1.  Appeals  urgently  to  tbe  Paitlss  mainini 
deelaratlans  wader  articte  19  to  abolteh  as 
aooD  as  poasUale.  the  uae  of  opium  for  auek 
purpoaes:  and 

a.  Declares  that  nothing  mrntstnnd  In  aiw 
tleie  19  aboaid  be  rsgacded  as  ta|riylag  par- 
aslaslon  to  relax  any  »-«»u  fa-A^ni 
posed  by  these  riillss  In  this 


Xm.  The  Conference. 

Recalling  the  translUonal  Maasiu«e  re- 
ferred to  In  article  19  regarding  the  aae  of 
opium  for  quasi-medical  purposes. 

Declares  that  stocks  of  opium  bald  by  i*. 
tall  vendors  llosnsed  to  aHl  opUam  Ivued  to 
them  by  tbe  oompetent  government  aotbor- 
itles  for  use  for  quasi-medical  purptaea.  In 
aeeordaace  with  the  rules  and  rasolatkms  la 
force  governing  such  vmt.  ahaU  not  be  con- 
sidered as  fomlng  put  of  "stocto"  as  4#r«ipfn| 
In  article  1  of  the  ProtocoL 

XIV.  The  Conference. 

Recalling  that  the  model  codes  for  the  sp- 
pUcation  of  the  1925  and  1931  Conventions 
(League  of  Nations  document  C.744.M.3A&. 
1932.XI)  were  of  considerable  value  to  a 
number  of  governments  as  a  guide  in  fram- 
ing legislative  and  administrative  measures 
for  the  application  of  the  Conventions  In 
their  territories, 

1.  Recommends  that  a  similar  code  should 
be  drawn  up  and  should  be  circulated  to 
governments  with  a  request  that  they  should 
be  guided  as  far  as  poaslMe  by  the  code  in 
framing  the  necessary  legislative  and  ad- 
ministrative measures  for  the  uppiii^at'nn  In 
their  territories  of  the  Protocol; 

2.  Requests  the  Economic  and  Social  Coun- 
cil to  ask  the  Commission  on  Narcotic  Droga 
to  prepare  such  a  code. 

XV.  The  Conference, 

Recalling  that  the  Economic  and  Social 
Council  approved  the  proposal  of  the  Com- 
mission on  Narcotic  Ih^igs  that  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Protocol  only  the  countries 
which  exported  opium  in  the  year  1950 
should  be  permitted  to  export  opium. 

Considering  that  the  limitation  at  the 
number  of  countries  producing  opium  for 
export  is  necessary  in  order  to  Umit  the  pro- 
duction of  opium. 

Having  therefore  decided  to  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple of  limiting  such  countries  and  to  give 
effect  thereto  in  the  Protocol  by  limiting  to 
Bulgaria.  Greece.  India.  Iran.  Turkey,  the 
Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics  ar^j 
Yugoslavia  the  right  to  export  opium,  pro- 
vided that  these  countries  become  Parties  to 
the  Protocol. 

Deeming  it  desirable  that  the  international 
trade  in  opium  should  t>e  as  unrestricted  as 
is  compatible  with  an  effective  limitation  of 
the  production  of  opium. 

Reoomixkends  that  Parties  should  take  all 
appropriate  steps  to  prevent  rastrictive  busi- 
ness  practices  (such  as  price-fixing,  alloca- 
tion or  limitation  of  production  or  market^ 
and  price  discrimination)  that  would  inter- 
fere  wlh  the  normal  international  trade  in 
opium  for  medical  and  scientific  purposes  at 
fair  and  reasonable  prices,  terms  and  oondl-' 
tlons,  and  that  If  an  Intergovernmental  ' 
body  or  agency  should  be  eatahllshed  with 
competence  to  deal  with  such  reetrlctlva 
business  practices.  Parties  should  refer  mat- 
ters involving  such  practices  to  that  body  or 
agency. 

XVL  The  Conference, 

Recalling  that  restrictions  on  the  freedom 
of  activity  of  States  are  necessary  in  the  in- 
ternational trade  in  opium  in  order  tb  com- 
bat the  illicit  traffic  and  to  protect  human- 
ity against  the  danger  of  addiction. 

Declares,  neverthelesa.  that  reetrieUons  In 
the  international  trade  In  optum.  eoptatnad 
m  the  Protoccd,  shaU  not  be  considered  as  a 
preoedent  for  restrictions  of  the  freedom  of 
activity  in  international  trade. 
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ZVZL  TiM  Oonference. 


Having  rvgmrd  to  tbe  ftmetloni  and  re- 
■ponstblUUw  cMrdMd  by  tbe  United  Na- 
tions In  til*  International  control  of  nar- 
ootle  dmsB,  and 

OMMldartng  that  the  arrangeBwnta  estab- 
Ilabed  In  the  Ptotoool  f aU  within  the  frame- 
work of  the  United  Matlona, 

1.  XnTltee  the  Soon(»nlc  and  Social  Coun- 
cil to  recommend  to  the  General  Aaaembly: 

(I)  'X>a  approve  the  aasumptlon  of  the 
funetlona  and  reeponsibUltlea  attributed  by 
the  Protocol  to  organs  of  the  United  Ha- 
Uons;  and 

(II)  To  Include  the  Protocol  among  the 
Intonatlonal  Instruments  relating  to  the 
control  of  nareotlc  drugs  for  the  purpose  of 

.  assessment.  In  accordance  with  resolution  465 
(V)  of  the  General  Assembly,  of  Parties  non- 
memben  of  the  United  Nations  of  their  fair 
share  of  the  expenses  borne  by  the  United 
Nations  In  connexion  with  those  instru- 
ments; and 

a.  Invites  the  Economic  and  Social  Coim- 
cll  to  propose  the  Inclusion  of  this  Item  in 
the  provisional  agenda  of  the  eighth  session 
of  the  Genered  Assembly. 
Certified  true  copy 
For  the  Secretary-Oeneral : 

C.  A.  Stavropottlos. 
PriTwrfpoI  Director  in  charge  of  the 
Legal  Department. 

[Unclassified] 

EXCKKPT  nOIC  REPOST  OF  THX  UNTriD  STATBS 
DlLBOATION  ON  THS  WOKK  OF  TRI  UNITXD 
NATions  OFimc  Contxxzmck 

MAT    11  TO  Jmrx    IS,    1»S3,  AT   TTNTrXD  NATIOHS 
IIXAI>QITAaTKas.    NXW    TOXK 

1.  Background 

The  United  States  for  more  than  forty 
years  has  adhered  to  the  policy  that  the  pro- 
duction of  opltun  should  be  limited  strictly 
to  the  w<a'Id'8  medical  and  scientific  needs. 
At  all  International  conferences  relating  to 
narcotics  strong  efforts  have  been  made  by 
the  Representatives  of  the  United  States  to 
achieve  this  result  through  International 
action. 

The  limitation  of  the  manufacture  and  the 
regulation  of  the  distribution  of  narcotics 
were  brought  about  in  an  International  con- 
vention signed  on  July  13,  1931,  at  Geneva. 
Control  Is  effected  by  a  system  of  estimates 
of  narcotics  requirements  and  statistical 
returns  covering  amounts  Imported  and  ex- 
ported, manufactured,  consumed,  confis- 
cated, converted  Into  other  substances  and 
used  in  compounding  preparations.  A  l>oard 
of  foxir  members  called  the  Supervisory  Body 
set  up  In  the  1931  Convention  passes  on  the 
estimates  and  publishes  them  each  year  In 
December  for  the  guidance  of  all  States  and 
territories.  The  Permanent  Central  Board, 
a  control  body  established  by  the  Convention 
of  1935,  Informs  aU  parties  In  the  event  that 
a  pfuty  ImpcHts  narcotics  beyond  Its  esti- 
mates and  recommends  that  no  further  ship- 
ments be  made  to  that  party  until  It  submits 
supplementary  estimates  for  the  year  In 
question.  This  convention  has  been  re- 
naarkably  effective  In  controlling  manufac- 
tured narcotics.  Even  nonparties  feel  the 
force  of  Its  provisions,  for  It  authorizes  the 
Supervisory  Body  to  fix  estimates  for  cotm- 
tries  that  are  not  parties  and  which  fall  to 
submit  estimates  of  their  requirements. 

The  time  has  arrived  to  extend  as  far  as 
possible  to  raw  opliun  and  opiiim  poppies  the 
provisions  of  the  1931  Convention.  There 
y*  eeveral  million  of  drug  addicts  In  the 
world  who  are  victims  of  opium  poisoning. 
A  concerted  effort  must  be  made  to  eradi- 
cate this  evil  which  Is  a  blot  on  our  civiliza- 
tion. Tb9  adverse  economic  and  social  ef- 
fects of  the  abuse  of  opium  are  so  extensive 
that  they  can  be  combated  only  by  the  co- 
operation of  aU  states.  Surplus  opium  be- 
yond medical  and  scientific  needs  Is  recog- 


nised as  being  at  the  root  of  drug  addiction. 
We  mxist  take  measures  to  ensure  that  no 
surplus  Is  permitted  to  exist. 

The  position  of  the  United  States  was 
clearly  set  forth  In  Hoiise  Joint  Resolution 
241,  approved  by  the  President  on  July  1, 
1944,  pursuant  to  which  the  United  States 
Government  urged  all  poppy-growing  nations 
to  enter  Into  an  international  agreement  to 
reduce  the  production  of  opium  to  the  med- 
ical and  scientific  needs  of  tbe  world. 

In  1947  on  the  proposal  of  the  United 
States  Representative,  the  CommLssioa  on 
Narcotic  Drugs  recommended  to  the  Eco- 
nomic and  Social  Council  of  the  United  Na- 
tions that  it  adopt  a  resolution  instruotlng 
the  Secretary  General  to  undertake  the  draft- 
ing of  a  new  single  Convention  including 
jirovlslons  relating  to  the  limitation  of  the 
production  of  narcotic  raw  materials  (Heso- 
lutlon  159  D  VII).  Pending  the  adoption 
of  such  an  international  convention  It  was 
decided  to  try  to  reach  an  interim  agree- 
ment limiting  the  production  and  export  of 
opium.  A  number  of  meetings  of  repre- 
sentatives of  the  opium  producing  and  drug 
manufacturing  covmtries  were  held  at  Ankara 
and  Geneva  during  which  a  plan  was  intro- 
duced for  the  reorganization  of  the  trade  in 
opium  and  Its  transformation  into  an  loter- 
natlonal  monopoly.  Agreement  was  not 
reached  on  the  principles  of  the  basic  price 
of  opium,  inspection,  competition  from  peppy 
straw,  and  manufacture  of  opium  alkaloids 
In  countries  that  produced  opium. 

The  deadlock  was  broken  by  the  represent- 
ative of  Prance  who  submitted  to  the  Oom- 
mlsslon  a  draft  protocol  relating  to  the  limi- 
tation of  the  production  of  opium  based  on 
the  principles  of  the  1931  Convention.  It 
was  decided  not  to  resume  discussion  of  the 
opium  monopoly  and  the  French  draft  was 
forwarded  to  governments  by  the  Secretary 
General  for  their  observations  in  accordance 
with  resolution  395  B  XIII  of  the  Economic 
and  Social  Council.  The  Council  on  May  27, 
1952,  also  adopted  resolution  436  A  XIV  to 
convene  an  International  conference  to  adopt 
a  protocol  relating  to  the  limitation  of  the 
production  of  opium,  preferably  after  the 
eighth  session  of  the  Commission  on  Narcotic 
Drugs  and  to  invite  to  the  Conference  Gov- 
ernments of  States  members  of  the  United 
Nations,  governments  of  nonmember  states 
parties  to  the  international  treaties  on  nar- 
cotics and  the  representatives  of  the  spe- 
cialized agencies.  The  resolution  also  re- 
quested the  Secretary  General  to  prepare  pro- 
visional rules  of  procedure  for  the  confer- 
ence, to  ask  governments  to  submit  before 
December  1,  1962,  their  observations  on  the 
present  draft  protocol,  together  with  such 
textual  amendments  as  they  thought  fit  to 
propose,  and  to  transmit  them  to  all  states 
Invited  to  the  Conference  not  less  than  6 
weeks  before  the  opening  of  the  conference. 
The  Council  decided  to  set  provisionally 
May  11,  1953,  as  the  opening  date  of  the  Con- 
ference and  June  19  as  the  closing  date. 

2.  Agenda 
The  Conference,  which  met  at  3:00  p,  m. 
on  May  II,  1953,  in  Conference  Room  t  at 
Headquarters    of    the    United    Nations,    had 
before  it  the  following  agenda: 

1.  Opening  of  the  Conference  by  the  Sec- 
retary General. 

2.  Election  of  the  President. 

3.  Adoption  of  the  rules  of  procedure 
(E/CONP.14/13). 

4.  Appointment  of  the  Credentials  C<»m- 
mlttee.  , 

6.  Election  of  the  Vice  Presidents. 

6.  Consideration  of  the  draft  protocol  for 
regulating  the  production  of,  international 
and  wholesale  trade  in,  and  use  of  oohim 
(E/2186).  ^, 

7.  Adoption  of  the  Pinal  Act.  I 

3.  List  of  countries 
A  list  of  the  states  having  representatives 
at  fhe  Conference  follows:    Belgium,  Burfna, 


Cambodia,  Canada,  Chile,  China,  Denmark. 
Dominican  Republic,  Ecuador,  Egypt,  Prance, 
Federal  Republic  of  Germany,  Greece.  India, 
Iran,  Iraq,  Israel,  Italy,  Japan,  Republic  of 
Korea,  Lebanon,  Liechtenstein,  Mexico,  Mo- 
naco, Netherlands,  Pakistan,  Philippines, 
Spain,  Switzerland,  Turkey,  United  kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Northern  Ireland, 
United  States  of  America,  Vietnam,  and 
Yugoslavia.  j 

Libya.  Nepal,  the  Republic  of  Korea,  and 
Spain  were  Invited  to  attend  the  Conference 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  Coun- 
cil's resolution.     478   (XI). 

In  addition  Argentina,  Bolivia.  Costa  Rica, 
Haiti,  Indonesia,  Sweden,  and  Thailand  were 
represented   by  observers. 

Representatives  of  the  Permanent  Central 
Board  the  Supervisory  Body  and  the  World 
Health  Organisation  took  part  in  the  work 
of  the  Conference. 

4.  United  States  delegation 
The  members  of  the  United  States  Dele- 
gation were  the  Honorable  Harry  J.  An- 
sllnger,  Commissioner  of  Narcotics,  Depart- 
ment of  the  Treasury  and  United  States 
Representative  on  the  United  Nations  Com- 
mission on  Narcotic  Drugs,  Delegate;  Mr. 
Alfred  L.  Tennyson,  Bureau  of  Narcotics, 
Department  of  the  Treasury.  Alternate  Dele- 
gate: and  Mr.  George  A.  Morlock,  Office  of 
the  United  Nations  Economic  and  Social 
Affairs.  E>epartment  of  State,  Adviseri. 

5.  Organization  of  the  Conference 

Mr.  Dag  Hammerskjold,  Secretary  General 
of  the  United  Nations,  opened  the  Confer- 
ence. He  explained  that  the  Conference  had 
been  convened  under  the  provisions  of  Arti- 
cles 1  and  62  of  the  Charter  of  th*  United 
Nations  in  an  effort  to  solve  the  problem  of 
drug  addiction  which  had  economic,  social, 
and  humanitarian  aspects.  The  immediate 
problem  was  to  strengthen  present  -controls 
which  were  Incomplete  as  regards  opium 
and  poppy  straw.  The  task  of  the  Confer- 
ence would  be  to  limit  as  far  as  possible  the 
use  of  opium  to  medical  and  scientific  needs, 
thus  reducing  production  from  some  2.000 
tons  to  500  tons  per  annum.  Later,  meas- 
ures would  be  taken  to  limit  the  production 
of  coco  leaves  and  cannabis  sativa. 

On  nomination  by  the  Representative  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  supported  by  the  Rep- 
resentative of  Yugoslavia,  Mr.  Auguste  R. 
Lindt  (Switzerland),  was  elected  President 
of  the  Conference  by  acclamation. 

The  rules  of  procedure,  drafted  by  the 
Secretary  General  were  adopted  provisionally 
on   the  suggestion  of   the  President. 

A  credentials  committee  composed  of 
Japan,  Mexico.  Pakistan,  Netherlands,  and 
Turkey  was  appointed  by  the  Chair.  This 
committee  elected  Mr.  Joublanc-Rlvas 
(Mexico)   as  its  Chairman. 

The  RepresenUtlves  of  Canada,  Chile. 
India.  Iran,  the  Federal  Republic  of  Ger- 
many, and  the  United  Kingdom  were  elected 
Vice  Presidents  of  the  Conference  by  accla- 
mation. 

The  Conference  set  up  a  main  committee, 
consisting  of  the  representatives  of  tkll  states 
taking  part  in  the  Conference.  This  Com- 
mittee elected  Mr.  Charles  Vaille  (Prance) 
as  Chairman  and  Dr.  C.  L.  Hsla  (China)  and 
Dr.  Cemalettln  Or  (Turkey)  as  Vice  Chair- 
man. 

A  drafting  committee  was  established 
which  elected  Mr.  Dragan  Nikollc  (Yugo- 
slavia) as  Chairman  and  Mr.  Robert  E.  Cur- 
ran.  Q.  c.    (Canada)    as  Vice  Chairman. 

In  order  to  limit  the  scope  of  the  discus- 
sions, a  resolution  sponsored  by  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  tbe  United  States,  France. 
Greece,  Mexico,  Turkey,  and  the  United 
Kingdom  was  adopted,  reading  as  foDows: 

"The  ynlted   Nations   Opium   Conference. 

"Keeping  in  mind  the  letter  and  the  spirit 
of  resolution  436  A  XIV  of  the  Economic  and 
Social  Council,  on  the  basis  of  whicll  it  has 
been  convened  by  the  Secretary  General 


19H 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


15375 


"Resolves  to  limit  Its  oooslderatkm  and 
discussion  to  the  general  plan  and  principles 
of  the  draft  Protocol  for  Regulating  the 
Production  of.  International  and  wholesale 
trade  in,  and  use  of  opium,  and  to  the  draft 
protocol  ttself,  as  set  forth  in  tbe  annex  to 
document  K/2186  of  March   14,   1952." 

6.  Work  of  the  committees 

Subcommittee  No.  1  of  the  main  com- 
mittee, under  the  Cliaimuinshlp  of  Mr.  Jotia. 
Walker  (United  Kingdom)  considered  nxat- 
ters  of  principle  which  were  dtfllcult  to  work 
out  In  the  main  committee.  It  held  atne 
meetings  and  Butde  reconunendatkms  and 
suggestions  to  the  main  committee  on  defi- 
nitions of  the  words  ••Territory",  "Import" 
and  "export",  on  the  control  of  poppy  straw, 
on  the  Boards  giving  account  in  their  annual 
reports  of  the  application  of  the  protocol, 
on  article  8  regarding  estimates  and  on 
article  9  regarding  statistical  reports.  It 
favored  the  reporting  of  changes  in  military 
stocks  and  made  recommendations  on  the 
question  of  reservations  under  article  19. 

The  drafting  committee  reviewed  every 
article  In  the  protocol  and  every  paragraph 
in  tbe  Final  Act  and  was  responsible  for  put- 
ting tbe  protocol  in  legal  language.  Nearly 
all  Of  Its  reoonunendatlons  were  approved 
by  the  nuUn  conunlttee. 

The  President  of  the  Conference  and  the 
Vice  Presidents  constituted  the  business 
committee  for  planning  the  work  of  the 
Conference. 

7.  Conclusions 

The  Conference  adopted,  by  a  vote  of  27 
to  0  with  2  abstentlona.  and  opened  for  sig- 
nature on  June  23  and  before  December  31. 
1953,  the  protocol  for  limiting  and  regu- 
lating the  cultivation  of  the  poppy  plant, 
the  production  of.  international  and  whcrie- 
sale  trade  In.  and  use  of  opium  which  is 
annexed  to  the  Final  Act.  The  Conference 
also  adopted  by  a  vote  of  28  to  0.  with  one 
abstention  the  resolution  annexed  to  the 
Final  Act. 

Tbe  more  important  of  the  provisions  In 
the  protocol  are  sumnarized  below: 

Raw  opium,  medicjial  opium,  and  pre- 
pared opium  are  subject  to  the  control  n^as- 
lu-es  of  the  protocoL 

The  use  of  opium  li.  limited  exclusively  to 
medical  and  acientlfic  needs. 

States  producing  opium  are  obligated  to 
establish  Oovernmeni  agencies  which  shall 
control  the  productlcm.  use.  and  trade  in 
opium  and  limit  the  txea  to  be  cultivated. 

Parties  producing  jxjppy  straw  must  en- 
act laws  ensuring  that  opium  Is  not  pro- 
duced from  such  poppies. 

Exporters  shall  be  Bulgaria.  Greece .  India. 
Iran.  Turkey.  The  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist 
Republics,  and  Yugoslavia.  Imports  are  re- 
stricted to  opium  produced  in  those  states. 

Opium  seised  In  th;  Ulidt  traffic  shaU  be 
destroyed,  but  a  party  that  Is  neither  a  pro- 
ducer nor  manufactujer  may  on  permission 
of  the  Board  expxjrt  the  selaed  opium  in  ex- 
change for  opium  alicaloids. 

Estimates  of  opium  requirements  slum  be 
submitted  to  the  Board. 

Statistics  must  be  tubmltted  to  the  Board 
on  the  area  devoted  to  poppy  cultivation, 
amounts  consumed  and  manufactured, 
seized,  et  cetera. 

Parties  are  requlrec  to  present  an  annual 
report  on  the  effectix'«ieas  of  the  protocol. 

The  Board  is  authorized  to  keep  a  close 
watch  over  traffic  in  opium,  to  request  in- 
formation and  explanations,  to  make  public 
sutements  In  regard  to  a  party  that  Is  fall- 
ing to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  pro- 
tocol and  to  recommend  or  tTnpn^i.  an  im- 
port and  export  eml>argo  on  a  party  that 
Is  a  center  of  Illicit  trafllc  and  Is  a  danger 
to  neighboring  countries.  Provision  Is  made 
for  appeal  from  imposition  of  an  embargo 
to  a  committee  of  t:iree  impartial  persons 
of  Judicial  training  apjxilnted  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Internatonal  Court  of  Justice. 


Tbe  Board  Is  alao  autborlned  to  take  the 
BWMurM  In  Chapter  IV  In  respect  o<  sUtes 
not  parties  to  the  protocol. 

A  party  may  at  time  of  signature  of  the 
protocol  permit  use  of  opium  for  quasi - 
medical  purposes,  provided  that  on  January 
1,  195©,  Boeh  use  was  traditional,  and  the 
party  undertakes  to  abolish  within  a  period 
specified  at  the  time  of  declaration,  bat  not 
fewyond  15  years  after  coming  into  effect  of 
the  protocol,  the  use.  producUon.  impcrt 
and  export  of  opium  for  quasi-medical  pur- 
poses. 

A  party  may  also.  If  It  makes  a  declara- 
tion to  this  efl'ect  at  the  time  of  signing 
the  protocol,  permit  smoking  of  opium  by  ad- 
dicts not  under  21.  registered  for  such  pur- 
pose before  September  30.  1953.  provided  that 
<Mi  January  1,  1950,  opium  smoking  was  per- 
mitted by  the  party  concerned. 

Article  20  of  the  protocol  provides  that  the 
protocol  shall  apply  to  all  the  non-self-gov- 
erning, trust,  colonial  and  other  non-metro- 
politan territories  for  the  international  rela- 
tions of  which  any  party  is  responsible. 
except  where  the  previous  consent  of  a  non- 
metropolltan  territory  Is  required  by  the  con- 
ditions of  the  party  or  of  the  non-metro- 
politan territory  or  required  by  custom. 

Stocks  of  opium  held  on  December  SI  of 
any  year  shall  be  limited  in  reepect  of  pro- 
ducing, nnanufacturing  and  conrumlng  coun- 
tries, m  accordance  with  article  5  of  the 
protocol. 

The  United  Nations  Opium  Conference 
adopted  fifteen  resolutions  containing  recom- 
mendations and  tujgestlons  on  a  number  of 
subjects.  Three  of  them  suggested  action  by 
the  Economic  and  Social  Council,  as  follows: 

Resolution  No.  1  requests  the  Economic  and 
Social  Council  and  tbe  Secretary  General  of 
the  United  Nations  to  Eectire  tbe  ratification 
of  the  protocol  by  all  states  invited  to  par- 
ticipate in  the  Conference. 

Resolution  No.  14  requests  the  Council  to 
ask  the  Commission  on  Narcotic  Drugs  to  pre- 
pare a  model  code  similar  to  those  for  the 
application  of  the  Conventions  of  1925  and 
1931  which  were  of  considerable  value  to  a 
number  of  governments  as  a  guide  for  fram- 
ing legislative  and  administrative  mearures. 

Resolution  No.  17  requests  the  Economic 
and  Social  Council  to  recommend  to  the  Gen- 
eral Asaembly  that  it  approve  the  aasump- 
tlon of  the  functions  and  responsibilities 
attributed  by  the  protocol  to  organs  of  the 
United  Nations,  to  include  the  protocol 
among  the  Inttrmatlonal  Instruments  relat- 
ing to  the  control  of  narcotic  drugs  for  the 
purp>ose  of  assessment,  in  accordance  with 
reaolutlon  455  <V)  of  the  General  Assembly, 
and  to  stipulate  that  the  cost  of  appeals 
from  an  embargo  Imposed  by  the  Board  be 
borne  by  the  appellants  or  to  be  divided 
equally  between  the  appellants  and  the 
United  Nations. 

The  present  protocol  is  an  interim  agree- 
ment. It  is  hoped  to  pursue  to  a  successful 
conclusion  work  already  started  on  the  Single 
Convention  which  will  include  provisions  for 
the  control  of  the  narcotic  raw  materials — 
opium,  the  coca  leaf  and  cannabis  sativa. 
This  subject  is  on  the  priorities  program  of 
the  commission  on  narcotic  drugs.  When 
the  tlnae  Is  ripe  for  convening  the  Confer- 
ence to  draft  the  Single  Convention,  it  is 
recommended  that  the  United  States  par- 
ticipate therein  and  take  a  leading  part  In 
drawing  up  the  convention. 

The  protocol  represents  a  step  forward  in 
the  narcotics  control  system.  It  wlU  Umlt 
and  reduce  the  production  of  opium.  For 
the  first  time  statistics  will  be  required  cover- 
ing the  trade  In  this  drug.  The  requirement 
that  estimates  of  needs  of  opium  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Board  will  provide  the  means 
that  will  enable  the  Board  to  watch  over 
production  In  the  producing  statea.  The 
protocol  wUl  lessen  the  quantity  of  optnm 
available  In  the  lUlclt  traflk  to  the  benefit 
of  several  million  of  opium  addicts.     The 


countries  that  stand  to  benefit  most  wlU  be 
the  United  States.  Canada.  S^ypt.  FraiKW. 
Italy,  and  the  Philippines,  which  at  present 
are  victims  of  overproduction  of  the  opium 
poppy.  The  fact  that  the  Permanent  Cen- 
tral Board  Is  given  authority  to  hnpoae  an 
hiipart  aad  export  embargo  on  a  country  that 
Is  not  comirtylng  with  the  protocol  aad  la 
becoming  the  center  of  iniclt  trallc  will  wrve 
as  a  check  on  prodixUxig  countries. 

The  United  States  will  ImpleoMnt  the  pro- 
tocol by  new  legislation.  If  necessary  to  do 
so.  The  Opium  Poppy  Control  Act  of  1942, 
as  present  legislation,  would  represent  an 
important  port  of  Implementation  of  this 
protocol  hy  legislation. 

The  protocol  contains  nearly  all  of  tha 
provisions  desired  by  the  United  SUtw  Dele- 
gation. The  Delegation  obtained  tbe  provi- 
sion In  article  2  that  "The  parties  shall 
limit  the  use  of  opitim  exclusively  to  med- 
ical and  scientific  needs."  which  Is  of  great 
importance. 

Greece  was  permitted  by  the  Oonferenee 
to  become  an  exporter,  against  the  wlslMa 
of  the  United  States.  However,  the  United 
States  succeeded  In  preservtztg  the  prlndpla 
of  free  trade  and  in  keeping  the  number  c€ 
exporters  to  seven. 

The  Confo-ence  voted  to  allow  the  opium- 
eating  countries  to  continue  to  use  opium 
for  that  ptirpoee  for  not  more  than  15 
years.  Tbe  United  States  had  hoped  that 
a  shorter  period  would  have  been  stipalated. 

The  cotuitnes  permitting  optum  smoking 
on  or  before  January  1.  1959.  will  alao  b« 
allowed  to  sell  to  registered  addicts  not  under 
21  registered  before  September  30.  1953.  until 
present  addicts  die.  This  provision  was  not 
entirely  satisfactory  to  the  United  States, 
but  it  was  the  best  provision  that  oould 
be  obtained. 

The  United  States  Delegation  Is  satisfied 
with  the  enforcetnent  measures  written  into 
article  12  which  put  "teeth"  In  the  conven- 
tion by  authorizing  the  Board  to  ImpoN 
an  embargo  on  a  state  which  Is  becoming 
a  danger  to  neighboring  states.  They  are 
along  the  lines  desired  by  the  United  States 
including  the  principle  of  appeal  from  a  deci- 
sion of  the  Board  to  Impose  an  embargo, 
which  Is  authorized. 

Provision  Is  made  for  not  dlsdoalng  tbe 
size  of  military  stocks.  This  Is  pleasing  to 
tlie  United  States  Delegation. 

As  of  July  1,  1953.  representatives  of  tha 
following  states  had  c^ned  the  protocol: 
Denmark,  Dominican  BepubUc,  Bcuador. 
Egypt,  France,  Federal  Republic  of  Germany. 
Greece.  India.  Italy.  Japan.  Republic  of  Ko- 
rea. Liechtenstein.  Monaco.  Philippines. 
Switzerland.  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Brit- 
ain and  Northern  Ireland.  United  States  at 
America,  Vietnsun.  and  Yugoslavia. 

This  protocol  will  come  into  force  when  28 
states  become  parties  thereto  Including  thrsa 
producing  states  and  three  drug  manufac- 
turing states. 

The  Final  Act  was  signed  by  representa- 
tives or  observers  of  the  following  34  states: 
Belgium,  Burma,  Cambodia,  Chile.  China. 
Costa  Rlea.  Denmark,  Dominican  Republic, 
Bcuador.  Wgypt,  France,  Federal  Republic  at 
Germany,  Greece.  India.  Iraq,  Israel,  Italy, 
Japan.  EtepubUc  of  Korea.  Lebanoa,  UsCh- 
tensteln.  Mexico.  Monaco.  Netherlands.  Paki- 
stan, Philippines.  Spain.  Sweden.  Swltcer- 
land.  Turkey.  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Brit- 
ain and  Northern  Ireland,  United  States  of 
America.  Vietnam,  and  Yugoslavia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  this 
treaty  does  not  call  for  any  explanation 
beyond  wliat  is  dladosed  on  its  face. 

The  objective  of  the  present  protocol 
is  to  curb  the  illicit  cultivation,  produc- 
tion, distribution,  and  sale  oi  opium,  br 
reducing  world  production  from  vhat  is 
now  estimated  at  2,000  tons  a  year  to 
500  tons  a  year.    This  is  sought  to  be 
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•ocompUdied  hy  adopting  a  system  of 
nattonal  and  Intematiooal  controls  un- 
der whl^  opium  mroductlon  would  be 
licensed  in  each  state  and  restrictions 
would  be  placed  upon  the  export  and 
Inuwrt  of  the  drug,  and  would  be  Imple- 
mented throiwh  a  central 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  order  In  the  Senate?  It  is  diffi- 
cult to  hear  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Georgia  will  suspend  until 
there  Is  order  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  this 
protocol  does  not  affect  the  medicinal 
use  of  opium.  This  protocol  was  signed 
by  the  United  States  and  by  35  other 
states.  Of  course,  it  has  no  direct  appli- 
cation to  the  production  in  this  country, 
but  we  are  vitally  interested  in  restrict- 
ing the  production  in  order  to  control  its 
ill^al  and  illicit  use. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
protocol  is  open  to  amendment.  If  there 
be  no  amendment  to  be  proposed,  with- 
out objection,  the  protocol  will  be  con- 
sidered as  having  passed  through  its 
various  parliamentary  stages,  to  the 
presentation  of  the  resolution  of  ratifi- 
cation. 

The  clerk  will  read  the  resolution  of 
ratification. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Beaolved  (tioo-thirda  of  the  Senators  pres- 
ent concurring  therein) .  That  the  Senate  ad- 
vise and  conaent  to  the  ratification  of  Execu- 
tive C,  83d  C^ngreas,  2d  sesalon,  a  protocol 
for  limiting  and  regulating  the  cultivation 
of  the  poppy  plant,  the  production  of,  Inter- 
national and  wholesale  trade  in,  and  uae  of 
opium,  which  was  open  for  signature  at 
New  York  from  June  33  until  December  31, 
1953,  and  during  that  period  was  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States  of  America  and 
35  other  states. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution 
of  ratification. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  .Mr.  President,  with 
respect  to  this  treaty  matter,  to  which 
there  can  be  no  possible  objection  by 
anyone,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  that 
the  rule  be  suspended  and  that  the  trea- 
ty be  ratified  without  a  yea  and  nay  vote. 
The  last  vote  just  disclosed  there  were  71 
Senators  present.  Another  rollcall  would 
disclose  that  a  quorum  was  present.  It 
seems  to  me  it  will  waste  time  to  call  the 
yeas  and  nays  on  this  protocol,  because 
aU  Senators'  are  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  we 
assume  that  they  will  be,  but  we  have 
given  assurance  that  there  would  be  a 
yea  and  nay  vote  on  these  treaty  mat- 
ters. I  know  how  quickly  Senators  can 
disappear  from  the  floor. 

We  have  had  the  President  and  others 
comment  that  treaties  were  ratified  with 
very  few  Senators  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  Since  I  have  given  my  assur- 
ance to  some  Senators  who  are  here  and 
some  Senators  who  are  not,  I  do  not 
think  it  will  take  very  much  time  to  con- 
clude the  rollcall.  We  are  ready  to  vote 
at  this  point,  and  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  Chief  Clerk  caUed  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  annoimce  that 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mrs.  Bow- 
MNG],  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 


BuTLn],  the  Senator  from  Kansas  (Mr. 
Carlson],  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders],  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona [Mr.  GoLOWATXR],  the  Senator  firom 
Indiana  [Mr.  Jennsr],  and  the  Senator 
from  Ccmnectlcut  [Mr.  Purtell],  are 
necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  I  Mr. 
CapehartI  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Welker]  are  absent  on  official  busi- 
ness. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Ferguson]  ,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Potter],  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith],  and  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  WiieyI 
are  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate.  If 
present  and  voting  the  senior  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson],  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  FlandSrs], 
the  junior  Senator  from  Michigan  I  Mr. 
Potter],  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Purtell],  and  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith]  would  each 
vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd].  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Pulbrigkt], 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ke- 
FAXTVER],  the.  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr, 
Smathers],  and  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama [Mr.  Sparkman]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel  1 , 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dougias], 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land], the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Ellendbr],  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Lennon],  and  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran]  are  absent 
on  oflQcial  ba-jiness. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gilleite] 
is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate.         j 

I  annoonce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Daniel],  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas],  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  PuLBRiGHT],  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Gillette],  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee [Mr.  Kefauver],  and  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman]  would 
vote  "yea." 

The  yeas  and  nays  resulted— yeas  71, 
nays  0,  as  follows: 


YEAS— 71 


Aiken 

Hendrlckson 

Anderson 

Hennings 

Barrett 

Hlckenlooper 

BeaU 

HUl 

Bennett 

Holland 

Bricker 

Humphrey 

Bridges 

Ives 

Biirke 

Jao.kRon 

Bush 

Johnaon,  Colo. 

Case 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Chavez 

Johnston,  8.  C 

Clements 

Kennedy 

Cooper 

Kerr 

Cordon 

KUgore 

Crlppa 

Knowland' 

Dlrksen 

Kuebel 

Duff 

Langer 

Dworshak 

Lehman 

Ervln 

Long 

Frear 

lifagnuson 

George 

Malone 

Gore 

Mansfield 

Green 

Martin 

Bayden 

Maybank 

NOT  VOTING- 

Bowrlng 

Danlel 

Butler 

Douglas 

Byrd 

Eastland 

Capehart 

Ellender 

Carlson 

Terguson 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

MllUkin 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastore 

Payne 

Reynolds 

Robertson 

Riissell 

Saltonstall 

Schoeppel 

Smith.  Malae 

Stennis 

Symington 

Thye 

Upton 

Watklns 

Williams 

Young 


Flanders 
Ful  bright 
Gillette 
Goldwater 
Jenner 


ia 


Kefauver 

Purtell 

Welket 

Lennon 

Smathers 

WUey 

McCarran 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Potter 

Sparkman 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Two- 
thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring 
therein,  the  resolution  of  ratiflaation  is 
agreed  to. 


CONVENTION  ON  DOUBLE  TAXATION 
WITH  THE  FEDERAL  REPUBLIC  OP 
GERMANY 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  hope 
Senators  will  find  it  convenient  to  re- 
main in  the  Chamber  for  a  few  momen'i^, 
because  we  have  two  very  imi>ortant 
matters  to  take  up.  The  next  treaty  I 
ask  to  have  considered  is  order  No.  8, 
executive  J. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  Senate  will  proceed  to  its 
consideration. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  proceeded  to  consider  the  con- 
vention (Ex.  J,  83d  Cong..  2d  SCBS.)  be- 
tween the  United  States  of  America  and 
the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany  for  the 
avoidance  of  double  taxation  with  re- 
spect to  taxes  on  income,  signed  in  the 
English  and  German  languages  at  Wash- 
ington on  July  22.  1954.  which  was  read 
the  second  time,  as  follows: 

Convention  Betwefn  the  UNnxD  States  or 
America  and  the  Federal  Republic  op 
Germany  for  the  Avoidance  or  DoxniLK 
Taxation  With  Respect  to  Taxes  oh 
Income 

The  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  President  of  the  Federal 
Republic  of  Germany,  desiring  to  conclude 
a  convention  for  the  avoidance  of  double 
taxation  with  respect  to  taxes  on  Income, 
have  appointed  for  that  purpose  as  their 
Plenipotentiaries : 

The  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America: 

John  Foster  Dulles.  Secretary  of  Btate  of 
the  United  States  of  America, 

The  President  of  the  Federal  Republic  of 
Germany : 

Minister  Albrecht  von  Kessel,  Acting 
Charge  dAffalres  of  the  Federal  Republic  of 
Germany  at  Washington, 

who,  having  communicated  to  one  another 
their  full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due 
form,  have  agreed  as  follows: 

ARTICLE     I 

(1)  The  taxes  referred  to  in  this  Conven- 
tion are: 

(a)  In  the  case  of  the  United  States  of 
America:  The  Federal  income  taxes,  Includ- 
ing surtaxes  and  excess  profits  taxet; 

(b)  In  the  case  of  the  Federal  Republic: 
The  income  tax,  the  corporation  tax  and  the 
Berlin    emergency   contribution    (NOtopfer). 

(2)  The  present  Convention  shiall  also 
apply  to  any  other  income  or  profita  tax  of 
a  substantially  similar  character  wMch  may 
be  Imposed  by  one  of  the  contracting  States 
after  the  date  of  signature  of  the  present 
Convention. 

ARTICLE    n 

(1)    As  used  In  this  Convention: 

(a)  The  term  "United  States"  means  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  when  used 
In  a  geographical  sense  means  the  States, 
the  Territories  of  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia; 

(b)  The  term  "Federal  Republic*  means 
the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany  and  when 
used  in  a  geographical  sense  means  the  terri- 
tory over  which  the  Basic  Law  for  taie  Fed- 
eral Republic  of  Germany  Is  In  effect; 

(c)  The  term  "permanent  establUhment" 
means    a    branch,    offlce,    factory,    workshop. 
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warehouse,  mine,  stone  quarry  or  other  place 
of  exploitation  of  Uie  ground  or  boU,  penna- 
ment  display  and  Kiles  office,  or  a  conatruc- 
tlon  or  assembly  jiroject  or  the  like  the 
duration  of  which  exceeds  or  will  likely 
exceed  12  months,  or  other  fixed  place  of 
business:  but  does  not  Include  the  casual 
and  temporary  use  df  mere  storage  facilities, 
nor  does  It  Include  an  agent  or  employee  un- 
less the  agent  or  employee  has  full  power 
for  the  negotiation  and  concluding  of  con- 
tracts on  behalf  of  the  enterprise  and  also 
habitually  exercises  this  power,  or  has  a 
stock  of  merchandise  from  which  he  regu- 
larly fills  orders  on  Ijehalf  of  the  enterprise. 
An  enterprise  of  one  of  the  contracting 
States  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have  a  i>er- 
manent  establishment  In  the  other  State 
merely  because  it  carries  on  business  dealings 
In  such  other  State  through  a  commission 
agent,  broker,  custocian  or  other  Independ- 
ent agent,  acting  In  the  ordinary  course  of 
his  business  as  such.  The  fact  that  an  enter- 
prise of  one  of  the  contracting  States  main- 
tains In  the  other  Stute  a  fixed  place  of  busi- 
ness exclusively  for  the  purchase  of  goods 
and  merchandise  shall  not  of  Itself  consti- 
tute such  fixed  plac<>  of  business  a  perma- 
nent establishment  uf  the  enterprise.  The 
fact  that  a  corporation  of  one  contracting 
State  has  a  subsidlai-y  corporation  which  Is 
a  corporation  of  the  other  State  or  which  Is 
engaged  in  trade  or  business  in  the  other 
State  shall  not  of  lts<>lf  constitute  that  sub- 
sidiary corporation  £  permanent  establish- 
ment of  Its  p>arent  corpjoratlon.  The  main- 
tenance within  the  ^rrltory  of  one  of  the 
contracting  States  bf  an  enterprise  of  the 
other  contracting  State  of  a  warehouse  for 
convenience  of  delivery  and  not  for  purposes 
of  display  shall  not  ul  Itself  constitute  a  per- 
manent establishment  within  that  territory: 

(d)  The  term  "enterprise  of  one  of  the 
contracting  States"  means,  as  the  case  may 
be,  "United  States  enterprise"  or  "German 
enterprise"; 

(e)  The  term  "United  States  enterprise" 
means  an  industrial  or  commercial  enter- 
prise or  undertaking  carried  on  in  the  United 
States  by  a  resident  (Including  an  Individual 
in  his  Individual  capacity  or  as  a  member  of 
a  partnership)  or  a  fiduciary  of  the  United 
States  or  by  a  Unitel  States  corporation  or 
other  entity;  the  term  "United  States  corpo- 
ration or  other  entit:f"  means  a  corp>oration 
or  other  entity  created  or  organized  under 
the  law  of  the  United  States  or  of  any  State 
or  Territory  of  the  U;iited  States; 

(f)  The  term  "German  enterprise"  means 
an  industrial  or  commercial  enterprise  or  un- 
dertaking carried  on  in  the  Federal  Republic 
by  a  natural  person  (Including  an  Individual 
In  his  Individual  capacity  or  as  a  member  of 
a  partnership)  resid<!nt  In  the  Federal  Re- 
public or  by  a  German  company;  the  term 
"German  company"  -neans  Juridical  persons 
together  with  entitles  treated  as  juridical 
persons  for  tax  purposes  under  the  laws  of 
the  Federal  Republic;   and 

(g)  The  term  "competent  authorities" 
means,  in  the  case  o:  the  United  States,  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  as  au- 
thorized by  the  Secietary  of  the  Treasury; 
and  in  the  case  of  the  Federal  Republic,  the 
Federal  Ministry  of  mnance. 

(2)  In  the  application  of  the  provisions  of 
this  Convention  by  one  of  the  contracting 
States  any  term  not  otherwise  defined  shall, 
unless  the  context  ctherwlse  requires,  have 
the  meaning  which  the  term  has  under  Its 
own  applicable  laws.  For  the  purposes  of 
this  Convention  "reuidence"  In  the  Federal 
Republic  shall  inclule  the  customary  place 
of  abode  therein. 

ARTICLE    m 

(1)  Industrial  or  commercial  profits  of  an 
enterprise  of  one  of  the  contracting  States 
shall  not  be  subject  to  tax  by  the  other  State 
unless  the  enterprlst  is  engaged  In  trade  or 
business  In  such  other  State  through  a  per- 


manent Mtabllshment  situated  tberein.  If 
ft  Is  so  engaged,  such  other  State  may  Im- 
pose its  tax  upon  the  entire  Income  of  such 
enterprise  from  sources  within  such  State 
and  win  limit  its  taxation  of  the  enterprise 
to  income  from  such  sources. 

(2)  No  account  shaU  be  taken  in  deter- 
mining the  tax  In  one  of  the  contracting 
States  of  the  mere  purchase  of  merchandise 
therein  by  an  enterprise  of  the  other  State. 

(3)  Where  an  enterprise  of  one  of  the  con- 
tracting States  Is  engaged  In  trade  or  busi- 
ness In  the  territory  of  the  other  contracting 
State  through  a  permanent  establishment 
situated  therein,  there  shall  be  attributed  to 
such  permanent  establishment  the  Industrial 
or  commercial  profits  which  It  might  be  ex- 
pected to  derive  if  it  were  an  independent 
enterprise  engaged  In  the  same  or  similar  ac- 
tivities under  the  same  or  similar  conditions 
and  dealing  at  arm's  length  with  the  enter- 
prise of  which  it  is  a  permanent  establish- 
ment. 

(4)  In  the  determination  of  the  industrial 
or  commercial  profits  of  the  permanent  es- 
tablishment there  shall  be  allowed  as  deduc- 
tions all  expenses  which  are  reasonably 
allocable  to  the  permanent  establishment, 
including  executive  and  general  administra- 
tive expenses  so  allocable. 

(5)  The  competent  authorities  of  the  two 
contracting  States  may  lay  down  rules  by 
agreement  for  the  apportionment  of  indus- 
trial or  commercial  profits. 

ARTICLE    IV 

Where  an  enterprise  of  one  of  the  con- 
tracting States,  by  reason  of  its  participation 
in  the  management  of  the  financial  struc- 
ture of  an  enterprise  of  the  other  contracting 
State,  agrees  to,  or  Imposes  on  the  latter 
enterprise,  commercial  or  financial  condi- 
tions dUTerlng  from  those  which  would  be 
made  with  an  independent  enterprise,  any 
profits  which  would  normally  have  accrued  to 
one  of  the  enterprises,  but  by  reason  of  those 
conditions  have  not  so  accrued,  may  be  in- 
cluded in  the  profits  of  that  enterprise  and 
taxed  accordingly. 

ARTICLE   v 

Profits  derived  by  an  enterprise  of  one  of 
the  contracting  States  from  the  operation 
of  ships  or  aircraft,  shall  be  exempt  from  tax 
by  the  other  State. 

ARTICLE     VT 

(1)  The  rate  of  tax  Imposed  by  the  United 
States  shall  not  exceed  15  percent  in  the  case 
of  dividends  from  sources  within  the  United 
States  derived  by  a  German  company  not 
having  a  permanent  establishment  In  the 
United  States  and  owning  at  least  10  percent 
of  the  voting  stock  of  the  corporation  paying 
such  dividend. 

(2)  The  rate  of  tax  Imposed  by  the  Federal 
Republic  shall  not  exceed  IS  percent  In  the 
case  of  dividends  from  sources  within  the 
Federal  Republic  derived  by  a  United  States 
corporation  not  having  a  permanent  estab- 
lishment In  the  Federal  Republic  and  own- 
ing at  least  10  percent  of  the  voting  stock  of 
the  German  company  paying  such  dividend. 

(3)  If,  subsequent  to  the  date  of  signa- 
ture of  this  Convention,  the  percentage  of 
stock  ownership  provided  In  section  131  (f) 
(1)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  reduced, 
the  percentage  of  stock  ownership  provided 
in  paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  this  Article 
shall  likewise  be  deemed  to  be  simultaneously 
reduced. 

ARTICLE  vn 

Interest  on  bonds,  notes,  debentures,  secu- 
rities or  on  any  other  form  of  Indebtedness 
(excltislve  of  Interest  on  debts  secured  by 
mortgages  on  farms,  tlmberlands  or  real 
property  used  wholly  or  partly  for  housing 
purposes)  derived,  bona  fide  as  Interest, 

(A)  by  a  natural  person  resident  in  the 
Federal  Republic,  or  by  a  German  company, 
not  having  a  permanent  establishment  In 
the  United  States,  shall  be  exempt  from  tax 
by  the  United  States;  or 


(B)  by  a  resident,  or  corporation  or  other 
entity  of  the  United  States,  not  hSTlng  a 
permanent  establishment  In  the  Federal  Re- 
public. Shall  be  exempt  from  tax  by  tbe 
Federal  Republic. 

AKTICLI  vnz 
Royalties  and  other  amounts  derived  as 
bona  fide  conslderalton  for  the  right  to  use 
copyrights,  artistic  and  scientific  works,  pat- 
ents, designs,  plans,  secret  processes  and 
formulae,  trade-marks  and  other  like  prop- 
erty and  rights  (including  rentals  and  like 
payments  In  respect  to  motion  picture  films 
or  for  the  use  of  industrial,  commercial  or 
scientific  eqmpment ) ,  derived 

(A)  by  a  natural  person  resident  in  tbe 
Federal  Republic,  or  by  a  German  company, 
not  having  a  permanent  establishment  in 
the  United  States,  shall  be  exempt  from  tax 
by  the  United  States:  or 

(B)  by  a  resident,  or  corporation  or  other 
entity  of  the  United  States,  not  having  a  per- 
manent establishment  in  the  Federal  Repub- 
lic, shall  be  exempt  from  tax  by  the  Federal 
Republic. 

ARTICLE    iz 

( 1 )  Income  from  real  property  situated  In 
one  of  the  contracting  States  (including 
gains  derived  from  the  sale  or  exchange  of 
such  property  and  Interest  on  debts  secured 
by  mortgages  on  farms,  tlmberlands.  or  real 
property  used  wholly  or  partly  for  housing 
purposes)  and  royalties  In  respect  of  the  op- 
eration of  mines,  stone  quarries  or  other  nat- 
ural resources  derived  by  a  resident  or  cdrpo- 
ration  or  other  entity  or  company  of  the 
other  contracting  State,  shall  be  taxable  only 
by  the  former  State. 

(2)  (a)  A  natural  person  resident  in  the 
Federal  Republic  or  a  German  company  de- 
riving from  sources  within  the  United  States 
any  item  of  Income  coming  within  the  scope 
of  paragraph  (1)  of  this  Article,  may,  for 
any  taxable  year,  elect  to  be  subject  to  tax 
by  the  United  States  on  a  net  Income  basis  as 
if  such  resident  or  company  were  engaged 
In  trade  or  business  within  the  United  States 
through  a  permanent  establishment  therein. 

(b)  A  resident  or  corporation  or  other 
entity  of  the  United  States  deriving  from 
sources  In  the  Federal  Republic  any  Item  of 
Income  coming  within  the  scope  of  paragraph 
( 1 )  of  this  Article,  may,  for  any  taxable  year, 
elect  to  be  subject  to  tax  by  the  Federal  Re- 
public on  a  net  income  basis  as  if  such  resi- 
dent or  corporation  or  other  entity  were 
engaged  in  trade  or  business  within  the  Fed- 
eral Republic  through  a  permanent  estab- 
lishment therein. 

ARTICLE    X 

(1)  An  Individual  resident  of  the  PMeral 
Republic  shall  be  exempt  from  United  States 
tax  upon  compensation  for  labor  or  personal 
services  performed  In  the  United  States  (in- 
cluding the  practice  of  the  liberal  professions 
and  rendition  of  services  as  director)  If  he 
is  temporarily  present  in  the  United  States 
for  a  period  or  periods  not  exceeding  a  total 
of  183  days  during  the  taxable  year  and 
either  of  the  following  conditions  Is  met: 

(a)  his  compensation  is  received  for  such 
labor  or  personal  services  performed  as  an 
employee  of,  or  under  contract  with,  a  natu- 
ral person  resident  In  the  Federal  Republic, 
or  a  German  company  and  such  compensa- 
tion is  borne  by  such  resident  or  company,  or 

(b)  his  compensation  received  for  stich 
labor  or  personal  services  does  not  exceed 
$3,000. 

(2)  The  provisions  of  paragraph  (1)  of 
this  Article  shall  apply,  mutatis  mutandis, 
to  an  Individual  resident  of  the  United  States 
with  respect  to  compensation  for  such  labor 
or  personal  services  performed  in  the  Federal 
Republic. 

aancLX  xr 

(1)    (a)    Wages,  salaries  and  slmUar  cotn- 

pensatlon  and  pensions  paid  by  tbe  United 

States  or  by  Ita  states,  territories  or  polttlcal 

subdivisions,  to  an  individual  (othe^  than  a 
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oitlMtt)  ilMll  1M  aaumpt  firom  toz 
bf  the  IMwai  BtpubUe. 

<b)  WacM.  wlMlw  and  rimllw  oompflfna*- 
Uoa  aad  y— kw  paM  by  ttia  l^Bdaral  Bapul*- 
lie,  Laandar  or  mimldpalltlaB.  or  toj  a  jrablle 
penalon  fund,  to  an  Individual  (other  tban 
a  dtlsen  of  the  XTBltad  StatM  and  otber  than 
an  ladlTldaal  who  baa  been  admitted  to  the 
United  atataa  for  permanent  raaldeiioe  there- 
in) ahall  be  exempt  from  tax  by  the  United 


(0)  Par  the  puipoeea  of  this  paragraph  the 
term  "penskma"  ahaU  be  deemed  to  include 
annultlea  paid  to  a  retired  civilian  govern- 
ment emirioyee. 

(2)  Private  pensloiu  and  private  life  an- 
nultlea which  are  from  aourcee  within  one  of 
the  omtraetlng  States  and  are  paid  to  Indl- 
▼IduaJa  realdlng  in  the  othor  contracting 
State  ahall  be  ^wmpt  from  taxation  by  the 
former  State. 

(3)  The  term  "penalons",  as  used  In  this 
Article,  means  periodic  payments  made  In 
consideration  for  services  rendered  at  by  way 
of  Gompenaatlon  for  Injuries  received. 

(4)  The  term  "life  annuities",  as  tised  in 
this  Article,  means  a  stated  sum  payable  pe- 
rlodlcaUy  at  stated  times  during  life,  or 
during  a  specified  number  of  years,  under  an 
obligation  to  make  the  payments  in  return 
for  adequate  and  full  consideration  in  money 
or  money's  worth. 

ABTICUC  ZIX 

A  professor  or  teacher,  a  resident  of  one  of 
the  contraetlng  States,  who  temporarily  visits 
the  other  contracting  State  for  the  purpose 
of  teaching  for  a  period  not  exceeding  two 
years  at  a  university,  college,  school  or  other 
educatlonja  institution  in  the  other  con- 
tracting State,  shall  be  exempted  by  the  other 
contracting  State  from  tax  on  his  remunera- 
tion for  such  teaching  during  that  period. 
-ASTicuc  xnx 

(1)  A  resident  of  one  of  the  contracting 
States  who  is  temporarily  present  in  the 
other  contracting  State  solely  as  a  student 
at  a  university,  college,  school  or  other  edu- 
cational institution  in  the  other  contracting^ 
State,  shall  be  exempt  from  tax  by  the  latter 
State  with  respect  to  remittances  from 
abroad  fcur  study  and  maintenance. 

(2)  An'  apprentice  (inclusive  of  Volon- 
taere  and  Praktikanten  in  the  Federal  Re- 
public) ,  a  resident  of  one  of  the  contracting 
States,  who  is  temporarily  present  in  the 
other  contracting  State  exclusively  for  the 
purpoees  of  acquiring  business  or  technical 
experience  shall  be  exempt  from  tax  by  the 
latter  State  in  resi>ect  of  remittances  from 
abroad  for  study  and  maintenance. 

(3)  A  resident  of  one  of  the  contracting 
States  who  is  a  recipient  of  a  grant,  allow- 
ance or  award  from  a  nonprofit  religious, 
charitable,  sclentiflc,  literary  or  educational 
organisation,  shall  be  exempt  from  tax  by 
the  other  State  on  such  payments  from  such 
organization  (other  than  compensation  for 
personal  services). 

(4)  A  resident  of  one  of  the  contracting 
States  who  Is  an  employee  of  an  enterprise 
of  such  State  or  an  organization  described 
in  paragraph  (3)  of  this  Article,  and  who  Is 
temporarily  present  In  the  other  contracting 
State  for  a  period  not  exceeding  one  year 
solely  to  acquire  technical,  professional  or 
business  experience  from. any  person  other 
than  such  enterprise  or  organization,  shall 
be  exempt  from  tax  by  such  other  State  on 
compensation  from  abroad  paid  by  such  en- 
terprise or  organieation  if  his  annual  com- 
pensation for  services  wherever  p«-formed 
does  not  exceed  $10,000. 

amcu  ziv 

(1)  Dividends  and  Interest  paid  by  a  Ger- 
man company  (other  than  a  United  States 
corporation)  shall  be  exempt  from  United 
States  tax  where  the  recipient  Is  a  nonreei- 
dent  alien  or  a  f(»>elgn  corpcvatlon. 

(2)  Dividends  and  interest  paid  by  a 
United  States  corporation  shall  be  exempt 


from  tu  by  the  Federal  EtepubUc  where  the 
redplent  U  not  a  resident  or  company  of  the 
Fedwal  BepubUc 

asncLs  XV 

(1)  It  is  agreed  that  (touble  taxation  shall 
Iw  avoided  in  the  following  manner: 

(a)  The  United  SUtes,  in  determining  its 
taxes  specified  in  Article  I  of  this  Convention 
in  the  case  of  its  citizens,  residents  or  corpo- 
rations, may,  regardless  of  any  other  pro- 
vision of  this  Convention,  Include  In  the 
baols  upon  which  such  taxes  are  Imposed  all 
items  of  income  taxable  under  the  revenue 
laws  of  the  United  States  as  If  this  Conven- 
tion had  not  come  into  effect.  The  United 
States  shall,  however,  subject  to  the  provi- 
sions of  section  131.  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
as  in  effect  on  the  date  of  the  entry  Into  force 
of  this  Convention,  deduct  from  its  taxes  the 
amount  of  Federal  Republic  taxes  specified 
in  Article  I  of  this  Convention.  It  Is  agreed 
that  by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  subptp-a- 
graph  (b)  of  this  paragraph  the  Federal 
Republic  satisfies  the  similar  credit  require- 
ment set  forth  in  section  131  (a)  (3) ,  Inter- 
nal Revenue  Code. 

(b)  The  Federal  Republic,  in  determining 
its  taxes  specified  in  Article  I  of  this  Conven- 
tion in  the  ca.se  of  residents  of  the  Federal 
Republic  of  German  companies,  shall  exclude 
from  the  basis  upon  which  its  taxes  are  Im- 
posed such  items  of  income  as  are  dealt  vrtth 
in  this  Convention,  derived  from  the  United 
States  and  not  exempt  from  United  States 
tax;  but  in  the  case  of  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  resident  in  the  Federal  Republic  there 
shall  be  excluded  from  the  tax  base  aU  Items 
of  Income  derived  from  the  United  States 
provided  that  the  items  are  taxed  by  the 
United  States.  The  Federal  Republic,  how- 
ever, raerves  the  right  to  take  into  account 
in  the  determination  of  the  rate  of  its  taxes 
the  income  excluded  as  provided  in  this  stib- 
paragraph. 

(8)  The  provisions  of  this  Article  shall  not 
disturb  the  exemptions  from  tax  of  the 
United  States'  or  of  the  Federal  Republic 
granted  by  Article  XI  (1)  of  the  present 
Convention. 


AXTICLX   XVI 

(1)  The  competent  authorities  of  the  con- 
tracting states  shall  exchange  such  inforrtia- 
tion  (being  Information  avaUable  under  the 
respective  taxation  laws  of  the  contracting 
States)  as  is  necessary  for  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  the  present  Convention  or  for 
the  prevention  of  fraud  or  the  like  in  relation 
to  the  taxes  which  are  the  subject  of  the 
present  Convention.  Any  Information  so 
exchanged  shall  be  treated  as  secret  and  shall 
not  be  disclosed  to  any  persons  other  than 
those  concerned  with  the  assessment  and 
collection  of  the  taxes  which  are  the  subject 
of  the  present  Convention.  No  information 
shall  be  exchanged  which  would  disclose  any 
trade,  business,  Industrial  or  professional 
secret  or  any  trade  process. 

(2)  Each  of  the  contracting  States  may 
collect  such  taxes  imposed  by  the  other  con- 
tracting State  as  though  such  taxes  were  the 
taxes  of  the  former  State  as  will  ensure  that 
any  exemption  or  reduced  rate  of  tax  granted 
under  the  present  Convention  by  such  other 
State  shall  not  be  enjoyed  by  persons  not  en- 
titled to  such  benefits. 

(3)  In  no  case  shall  the  provisions  of  this 
Article  be  construed  so  as  to  Impose  uix>n 
either  of  the  contracting  States  the  obliga- 
tion to  carry  out  administrative  measures  at 
variance  with  the  regulations  and  practice 
of  either  contracting  State  or  which  would 
be  contrary  to  its  sovereignty,  security  or 
public  policy  or  to  supply  particulars  which 
are  not  procurable  under  its  own  legislation 
or  that  of  the  State  making  application. 

AKTicLx  xvn 
(1)  Where  a  taxpayer  shows  proof  that  the 
action  of  the  tax  authorities  of  the  contract- 
ing States  has  resulted  or  will  result  In  dou- 
ble taxation  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the 


present  Oonvention,  he  shall  lie  entitled  to 
IH-eeent  his  case  to  the  State  of  whloh  he  is 
a  citizen  or  a  resident,  or.  if  the  taxpayer  is 
a  company  or  a  corporation  of  one  of  the  con- 
tracting States,  to  that  State.  Should  the 
taxpayer's  claim  be  deemed  worthy  of  con- 
sideration, the  competent  authority  of  the 
State  to  which  the  claim  is  made  shall  en- 
deavor to  come  to  an  agreement  ^th  the 
competent  authority  of  the  other  St«te  with 
a  view  to  avoidance  of  double  taxation. 

(2)  For  the  settlement  of  dllBcultles  or 
doubts  in  the  interpretation  at  application 
of  the  present  Convention  or  in  respect  of  its 
relation  to  Conventions  of  the  contracting 
States  with  third  States  the  competent  au- 
thorities of  the  contracting  States  shidl  reach 
a  mutual  agreement  as  qxiickly  as  poeaihle. 

AxTictx  xvm 

(1)  The  provisions  of  this  Convention 
shall  not  be  construed  to  deny  or  affect  In 
any  manner  the  right  of  diplomatic  and  con- 
sular officers  to  other  or  additional  exemp- 
tions now  enjoyed  or  which  may  hereafter  be 
granted  to  such  officers. 

(2)  The  provisions  of  the  present  Conven- 
tion shall  not  be  construed  to  restrict  in  any 
manner  any  exemption,  deduction,  credit  or 
other  allowance  now  or  hereafter  aocorded. 
by  the  laws  of  one  of  the  contracting  States 
in  the  determination  of  the  tr.x  Imposed  by 
such  State,  or  by  any  other  agreement  be- 
tween the  contracting  States. 

(3)  The  citizens  of  one  of  the  contracting 
States  shall  not,  while  resident  In  ttwt  other 
contracting  State,  be  subject  therein  to 
other  or  more  burdensome  taxes  than  ten  the 
citizens  of  such  other  contracting  State  resid- 
ing In  its  territory.  The  term  "citizens"  as 
used  in  this  Article  Includes  all  juridical 
persons,  partnershljjs  and  associations  cre- 
ated or  organized  under  the  laws  in  force  in 
the  respective  contracting  States.  In  this 
Article  the  word  "taxes"  means  taxes  of  every 
kind  or  description,  whether  Federal,  State, 
Laender  or  municipal. 

ARTICLE  XIX 

(1)  The  competent  authorities  of  the  two 
contracting  States  may  prescribe  regvUations 
necessary  to  carry  into  effect  the  present 
Convention  within  the  respective  SUtes. 

(2)  The  competent  authorities  of  the  two 
contracting  States  may  communicate  with 
each  other  directly  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
effect  to  the  provisions  of  this  Ckinveatlon. 

ARTICLE    XX 

(1)  The  present  Convention  shall  also  ap- 
ply from  the  date  specified  in  paragraph  ( 1 ) 
of  Article  XXI  to  Land  Berlin  which  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Convention  oomprlsee  those 
areas  over  which  the  Berlin  Senate  exercises 
Jurisdiction. 

(2)  It  la  a  condition  to  the  application  of 
this  Convention  to  Berlin  in  accordance  with 
the  preceding  paragraph  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  of  the  Federal  Republic  shall  pre«rtously 
have  furnished  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  of  America  a  notification  that 
all  legal  procedures  In  Berlin  necessary  for 
the  application  of  this  Convention  therein 
have  been  complied  with. 

(3)  After  application  of  this  Convention 
to  Land  Berlin  in  accordance  with  para- 
graphs (1)  and  (2)  of  this  Article,  references 
In  this  Convention  o  the  Federal  Republic 
shall  also  be  considered  references  to  Land 
Berlin. 

ARTICLE  XXI 

( 1 )  The  present  Convention  shall  be  rati- 
fied and  the  instruments  of  ratification  shall 
be  exchanged  at  Bonn  as  soon  as  possible.  It 
shall  have  effect  for  the  taxable  years  begin- 
ning on  or  after  the  first  day  of  January  of 
the  year  in  which  such  exchange  takes  place. 

(2)  The  present  Convention  shall  copUnue 
effective  for  a  period  of  five  years  beginning 
with  the  calendar  year  in  which  the  exchange 
of  the  Instruments  of  ratification  takes  place 
and  indefinitely  after  that  period,  but  may 
be  terminated  by  either  of  the  contracting 
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states  at  the  end  of  tf.e  five-year  period  or  at 
any  time  thereafter,  provided  that  at  least 
six  months'  prior  notice  of  termination  has 
been  given  and.  In  such  event,  the  present 
Convention  shall  cease  to  be  effective  for  the 
taxable  years  beglnnlig  on  or  after  the  first 
day  of  January  next  following  the  expiration 
of  the  six-month  period. 

Done  at  Washington,  in  duplicate.  In  the 
English    and    German    languages,    each   text 
having  equal  authenticity,  this  twenty-sec- 
ond day  of  July,  1954. 
For  the  United  States  of  America: 
I  SEAL  I  John  Fostex  Dttllxs. 

For  the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany : 
ISEAL]  Albkxcht  v.  Kessel. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  this  tax 
convention  follows  the  ordinary  pattern. 
It  does  not.  however,  relate  to  estate 
taxes  or  gift  taxes.  It  refers  only  to 
income  taxes.  The  treaty  Is  very  much 
like  all  the  other  treaties  on  this  sub- 
ject which  we  have  made,  particularly 
the  treaties  with  Denmark,  Sweden,  and 
other  countries.  It  is  of  interest  espe- 
cially to  us  in  the  United  States,  because 
of  the  confused  conditions  which  have 
existed  in  West  Germany,  in  order  to 
avoid  double  taxat.on  and  some  of  the 
harassment  to  which  our  citizens  have 
been  subjected.  It  is  of  special  Impor- 
tance to  the  Federal  Republic  of  Ger- 
many for  reasons  upon  which  I  need  not 
elaborate. 

I  believe  all  the  world  knows  that  et 
this  time  West  G<-rmany,  that  is,  the 
Federal  Republic  of  Germany,  is  facing 
some  very  diflQcult  problems,  and  it  would 
be  most  reassuring  and  most  helpful  to 
our  business  people,  as  well  as  to  Ger- 
mans who  might  do  business  here,  but 
particularly  to  Americans  who  do  busi- 
ness in  Germany,  to  have  this  ordinary 
tax  convention  ratified.  I  can  assure 
the  Senate  that  this  treaty  contains  no 
unusual  conditions  and  none  which  are 
not  in  the  ordinarj'  pattern  of  these  tax 
conventions. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
convention  is  now  before  the  Senate  as 
in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  is 
open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  cistinguished  Senator 
from  Georgia  if  ttiere  is  anything  con- 
tained in  this  treaty,  which  Is  a  new 
treaty,  which  favors  income  taxes  on 
American  investments  in  Germany  and 
the  return  of  mom  y  earned  in  Germany 
to  this  country? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No;  I  do  not  believe  so. 
Of  course,  all  these  treaties  deal  with 
the  question  of  witnholding  the  tax;  that 
i.<:,  withholding  thr  tax  in  the  event  the 
American  investor  in  Germany  takes  his 
dividends  out  of  the  country,  and  also 
withholding  the  amount  by  the  United 
States  if  dividencs  are  transmitted  to 
Germany. 

This  treaty  provides  for  a  reduction 
to  15  percent.  It  Is  now  30  percent  m 
the  United  States  and  about  25  percent 
in  Germany.  It  makes  the  provision 
uniform,  and  prt.'vents  discriminatory 
taxes  on  our  people.  It  also  gives  very 
favorable  consideration  to  moving-pic- 
ture productions  and  royalties. 

Mr.  MALONE.  What  are  the  favor- 
able considerations  that  are  given  for 
motion-picture  productions,  so  far  as 
concerns  income  taxes  on  income  de- 
rived   from    Ameiican    investments    in 


Germany  and  returning  that  income  to 
the  United  States? 

Mr.  GEOROE.  That  rate  is  reduced 
to  15  percent.  It  is  about  25  percent 
at  the  present  time.  The  treaty  will 
bring  that  withholding  tax  down  to  the 
advantage  of  our  own  citizens  who  are 
entitled  to  receive  dividends  and  royal- 
ties and  similar  payments. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Then  what  it  does  is  to 
make  it  more  advantageous  for  Ameri- 
can citizens  to  invest  in  Germany  in  a 
business  than  to  invest  in  the  same  busi- 
ness in  the  United  States.  In  other 
words,  it  is  more  advantageous  to  in- 
vest some  money  in  a  business  in  Ger- 
many than  it  is  to  invest  in  the  same 
kind  of  business  in  the  United  States. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Oh,  no;  the  Senator 
misapprehends.  It  has  nothing  to  do 
with  investments.  It  simply  has  to  do 
with  withholding;  and  the  15  percent 
is  generally  applicable  in  almost  all  the 
tax  conventions  we  have  entered  into. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  reason  for  these 
questions  is  that  on  the  last  day  of  the 
session  we  are  confronted  with  new 
treaties,  setting  new  precedents.  I  have 
not  read  this  treaty,  and  I  have  no  time 
to  read  it  today.  I  am  asking  questions 
to  get  the  best  answers  I  can.  I  think 
it  is  a  bad  precedent  to  bring  such 
treaties  to  the  Senate  in  the  closing  hour 
of  the  session,  when  the  heat  and  the 
pressure  are  on  every  Senator  to  get 
through  with  the  business  of  the  Senate 
so  we  can  all  go  home.  Senators  have 
been  trying  to  go  home  for  the  past  few 
weeks.  Perhaps  it  would  have  been  bet- 
ter for  the  country  if  we  had  gone  home 
30  days  ago.  Now  we  are  confronted 
with  new  material,  when  the  heat  is  on 
and  the  pressure  is  on,  and  there  is  no 
chance  in  the  world  to  study  these 
treaties. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  not  particularly 
responsible  for  the  condition,  because  I 
am  neither  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations  nor  the  ranking 
majority  member  of  the  committee.  I 
am  acting  at  the  request  of  the  chair- 
man and  the  ranking  majority  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
Both  of  them  are  absent  today.  I  have 
agreed  to  present  these  tax  conventions. 
I  can  assure  Senators  this  would  be  a 
very  advantageous  treaty  for  us  to  make. 
I  believe  all  Senators  will  recognize  the 
fact  that  it  would  be  most  advantageous 
for  the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany, 
which  is  the  Bonn  government,  or  the 
Government  of  West  Germany,  because 
the  making  of  the  treaty  would  con- 
tribute to  progress  being  made  toward 
stabilization  of  the  country's  fiscal  and 
tax  problems. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  there  is 
new  material  in  the  treaty,  is  there  not? 
Is  it  not  new  to  the  Seiiate? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Not  in  this  treaty.  If 
I  thought  there  was  anything  new  in  it 
I  would  disclose  it.  It  follows  the  iden- 
tical pattern  we  have  followed  in  some 
20-odd  tax  conventions,  as  I  now  recall. 
I  am  not  sure  of  the  number,  but  I  know 
there  have  been  many  such  tax  conven- 
tions. This  convention  would  be  most 
helpful  because  of  the  unstabillzed  con- 
ditions which  have  existed  in  Germany 
since  the  war. 


Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  most  of 
the  disadvantages  of  these  tax  conven- 
tions and  other  conventions,  one  of  which 
is  being  discussed  at  this  Ume  in  Geneva 
with  reference  to  a  general  agreement 
on  tariff  and  trade,  have  been  described. 
We  have  a  representative  over  there 
from  the  State  Department  who,  for  the 
first  time,  seems  to  be  in  opposition  to 
some  of  the  run-away  provisions.  But 
the  United  States  has  never  won  any^ 
thing  in  these  treaties.  There  was  once 
a  great  American  humorist  who  said  that 
the  United  States  had  never  lost  a  war 
or  won  a  conference.  He  was  exactly 
right,  and  he  would  still  be  right  today  if 
he  could  make  that  same  remark. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  Is  alto- 
gether mistaken.  This  treaty  deals  only 
with  the  avoidance  of  double  taxation  on 
incomes.  German  citizens  do  not  own 
much  property  in  the  United  States  at 
this  time.  They  do  not  have  many  busi- 
ness operations  going  on  in  this  country. 
But  American  citizens  are  vitally  con- 
cerned with  industry  and  production  in 
Germany.  Unquestionably,  this  treaty 
would  be  to  our  very  great  advantage,  as 
I  think  most  of  the  tax  conventions  have 
been,  in  that  they  have  avoided  double 
taxation. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  object  to  the  treaty  if  I  have  thfe  as- 
surance of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Georgia  that  there  are  no  more  ad- 
vantages given  in  the  treaty  to  Germany 
than  have  been  given  to  foreign  nations 
in  all  the  other  treaties.  Are  there  any 
other  advantages? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  None  whatever.  This 
treaty  follows  the  same  pattern. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
would  not  want  this  moment  to  pass 
without  expressing  my  deep  apprecia- 
tion of  the  fact  that  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia,  who  has  been 
chairman  of  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee and  who  is  probably  as  well  versed 
in  taxation  as  any  other  man  in  the 
country,  and  who  is  the  ranking  Demo- 
cratic Member  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  should  be  willing,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  chairman  and  ranking 
Member  on  our  side  of  the  aisle  on  the 
FVsreign  Relations  Committee,  to  assume 
this  burden  and  so  clearly  present  these 
treaties  to  the  Senate.  I  feel  a  deep 
sense  of  obligation,  and  I  know  the  Sen- 
ate does,  for  the  contribution  he  has 
made. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  objection,  the  pending  conven- 
tion will  be  considered  as  having  passed 
through  its  various  parliamentary 
stages,  up  to  the  presentation  of  the 
resolution  of  ratification. 

The  resolution  of  ratification  will  be 
read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved  (two-thirds  of  the  Senators  pres- 
ent  concurring  therein).  That  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of 
Executive  J,  83d  Congress,  ad  session;  a  con- 
vention between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Federal  BepubUc  of  Ger- 
many for  the  avoidance  of  double  taxation 
with  respect  to  taxes  on  income,  signed  in 
the  English  and  German  languages  at  Wash- 
ington on  July  22.  1954. 


ii 


^    I    . 
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Tbe  FBBSIDIliO  OPVJCBt  If  ttiere 
be  no  ifiiiitkin,  tbe  qioesfekm  to  oa 
sfiieeliiK  to  tin  xeaolution  o(  ntiiiea- 
tton. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Ifr.  PKsldent,  I 
aak  for  tbe  jeas  end  naja. 

Tike  yeee  aad  nays  were  ordered,  and 
tbe  Cbief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  tbe 
rail. 

ICr.  CI2ICENTS  (when  the  name  of 
ICr.  NnLT  was  called).  The  Senakw 
from  West  Virslnla  [Mr.  Nblt]  to  etae- 
where,  on  official  buatness.  He  wtohes 
tbe  RiocNa  to  show  that  if  be  were  pres- 
ort, he  would  vote  "yea." 

The  roUcall  was  ccmcluded. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALIi.  I  annotmoe 
that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mrs. 
BowxniG].  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Bdtlkr],  the  Senator  from  fCm^m^Ai^ 
[Mr.  Caki^on].  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [lir.  FLAmsBs],  the  Senator  from 
Ariaona  (Mr.  CXkjiwatii].  the  Senior 
from  Indiana  CMr.  Jnivn].  and  the 
Senator  from  Ck>miectieut  [Mr.  Pustkll] 
are  neoeaaarily  absent. 

The  Senator  frmn  IncUana  [Mr.  Capk- 
BABX]  and  ttie  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
WiLxn]  are  absent  on  olBcial  business. 

The  senior  Senate  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  PniGTTSON] ,  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Pottkr].  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Skrh],  and  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wnxrl 
are  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate.  If 
present  and  voting  the  senior  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  FkacnsoM].  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flahdkas], 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Poms],  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  PuBTsu.].  and  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith]  would  each  vote 
"yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byks], 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Poi.- 
BsiGBTl.  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Kkfauvo],  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida [Mr.  SmatbxbsI.  and  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spabkmah]  are  nec- 
essarily absent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Danikl]. 
the  S«3ator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Doucaj«], 
the  Senator  frorn^ Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
lamd],  the  Senator  from  Louisinna  [Mr. 
ELLxmn],  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Lkwnon],  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCakrah]  are 
absent  on  oflBeial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gil- 
UETTK]  to  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
Totlng,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
DatcslI.  the  Senator  from  minoto  [Mr. 
Douai.A8].  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  FOLBMCHT],  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Onxsml.  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee [Mr:  KKTAwn],  and  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  SrAucxAH]  would 
vote  "yea." 

The  yeas  and  nays  resulted— yeas  70. 
xuiys  0.  as  follows: 


TBAS— 70 

Aiken 

BtiA 

Duff 

Andcnoii 

Case 

I>wonliak 

Barrett 

Gtaaves 

Bma 

BmOI 

dementi 

Fratf 

B«niMtt 

Cooper 

Oeorge 

Brteker 

Cordon 

Oore 

Bridgaa 

Cirlppa 

Qreen 

Burke 

Olrtoen 

Haytfen 

Blckenlooper 
mil 

Bumithrey 

Ire* 

Jteduoa 

Jttlifieoii.  Cdo. 

JobnaoB.Tss. 

Jcdmston.  B.  0. 

Kennedy 

Karr 

Kllsora 

Knowland 

KudMl 


Lehman 

Long 

BCagnnaon 


Mansfield 

Martin 

Ifaybank 

MoOartlir 

McraeHan 

MlUlkln 

llonnmey 

Mone 

Mundt 

Murray 

Paatore 


Payne       I 

Reynolds  | 

Roberteoq 

Buaaell 

Saltonetal 

Schoeppel 

Smith,  Maine 

StennU 

Symlngtoa 

Thye 

Upton 

Watklns 

Wmiama 

Young 


NOT  VOTING— 28 


Bowrlng 

Butler 

Byrd 

Ckipebart 

Carlson 

Daniel 

Douglas 

Kaatland 

XUender 


Ferguson 

Flanden 

Fulbrlght 

aillette 

Ooldwater 

Jenner 

Kefauver 

Lennon 

McCarran 


Neely 
Potter 
Purtell       i 
Bma  there 
Smith.  N.  J, 
Sparkmaa 
Welker 
WUey 


The    PRESIDINO    OFFICER.      Two- 

fliirds  of  the  Senators  present  having 
voted  in  the  affirmative,  the  resolution 
of  ratification  is  agreed  to. 


CONVENTION  WITH  JAPAN 
RELATING  TO  TAXES 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  t  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  Calendar  Order 
No.  4  and  Calendar  Order  No.  5,  both 
being  treaties  between  the  United  States 
and  Japan,  and  both  dealing  with  taxa- 
tion, one  with  income  tax  and  the  ether 
with  gift  and  estate  taxes,  be  consoli- 
dated for  the  purposes  of  this  presenta- 
tion and  vote,  and  that  the  vote  be  taken 
on  both  treaties. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous -consent 
agreement  for  both  matters  to  be  con- 
sidered together  and  voted  on  together? 

The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so 
orderd. 

coKvxirnoir  wtth  japan  relating  to  yaxes 
ON  INCOME 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  proceeded  to  consider  the  cooven- 
tlon  (Executive  D,  83d  Cong.,  2d  aess.) 
between  the  United  States  of  America 
and  Japan  for  the  avoidance  of  double 
taxation  and  the  prevention  of  fiscal  eva- 
sion with  respect  to  taxes  on  income, 
signed  at  Washington  on  April  16,  1954, 
Which  was  read  the  second  time,  as  fol- 
lows: 

CoMVKMTum  Bbtwkvn  the  UNmD  States  of 

AlHaTCA  AMD   JaTAK   rOR  THK  AVOIDANCX   OV 

Domi.s  Taxation  and  thx  Prevkntion  or 
Fiscal  Evasion  Wrm  Rxspkct  to  Taxss  on 
iNcoau 

Tlxe  GoTernment  of  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  OoTernment  of  Japaoi,  de- 
siring to  conclude  a  convention  for  the  avoid- 
ance of  double  taxation  and  the  preveatlon 
of  fiscal  evasion  with  respect  to  taxes  oft  In- 
come, have  anpolnttd  for  that  pvirpoie  as 
their  respective,  p^-iilpotentlarles: 

The  OoyemmeL'i  of  the  United  States  of 
America: 

Mr.  Walter  Bedell  Smith.  Acting  Secretary 
of  State  of  the  United  States  of  America,  and 

Tike   Ooremment  of  Japan: 

Mr.    Sadao    Zgnchl,    Ambassador    Extraor- 
tHnary  and  Plenipotentiary  of  Japan  to  the 
United  States  at  America, 
who,  having  communicated  to  one  another 
tbefr  respeetlTe  full  powers,  found  In  good 


the 


foUow- 


and  due  form,  have  agreed  upon 
Ing  Articles: 

ASTICLS  z 

(1)  The  taxes  referred  to  in  the  present 
Convention  are: 

(a)  In  the  case  of  the  United  State*  of 
America:  Tbe  Federal  Income  taziW,  lnclud« 
Ing  surtaxes. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  Japan:  The  iaooma  tax 
and  the  corpca-atlon  tax. 

(3)  The  present  Convention  shal  also  ap- 
ply to  any  other  tax  on  Income  or  profits 
which  has  a  character  substantially  similar 
to  those  referre<<  to  In  paragraph  (1)  of  this 
Article  and  which  may  be  imposed  by  either 
contracting  State  after  the  date  of  signature 
of  tbe  present  Convention. 

ARTICUt  n  I 

(1)  As  used  in  the  present  Coniientlon: 

(a)  Tbe  term  "United  States"  means  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  vhcsi  \is«d  in 
a  geographical  sense  means  the  States,  the 
Territories  of  Alaska  and  HawaU.  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

(b)  The  term  "Japan",  when  used  in  a 
geographical  sense,  means  all  the  territory  in 
which  the  laws  relating  to  the  taxes  referred 
to  In  paragraph  (1)  <b)  of  Article  I  are  en- 
forced. 

(c)  The  term  "permanent  estabUstament" 
means  an  ofllce,  factory,  workshop,  branch, 
warehouse  or  other  fixed  place  of  business, 
but  does  not  Include  the  casual  |tnd  tem- 
porary use  of  merely  storage  facilities.  It 
also  Includer  an  agency  if  the  agent  has  and 
habitually  exercises  a  general  authority  to 
negotiate  and  conclude  contracts  On  behalf 
of  an  enterprise  or  has  a  stock  of  mer- 
chandise from  which  he  reg^ularly  fUU  orders 
on  its  behalf.  An  enterprise  of  one  of  the 
contracting  States  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
have  a  permanent  establishment  In  the 
other  contracting  State  merely  because  It 
carried  on  business  dealings  in  such  other 
State  through  a  lx>na  fide  commlaslpn  agent, 
broker,  custodian  or  other  independent 
agent  acting  in  the  ordinary  coxuBe  of  his 
business  as  such.  The  fact  that  tn  enter- 
prise of  one  of  the  contracting  States  main- 
tains in  the  other  contracting  State  a  fixed 
place  of  business  exclusively  for  the  pur- 
chase for  such  enterprise  of  goods  or  mer- 
chandise shall  not  of  Itself  constitute  such 
fixed  place  of  business  a  permanent  estab- 
lishment of  such  enterprise.  The  fact  that 
a  corporation  of  one  of  the  contracting 
states  has  a  subsidiary  corporation  which 
is  a  corporation  of  the  other  contracting 
State  or  which  is  engaged  in  trade  or  busi- 
ness in  the  other  contracting  State  shall  not 
of  itself  constitute  that  subsidiary  corpora- 
tion a  permanent  establishment  of  Its 
parent  corporation. 

(d)  The  term  "enterprise  of  one  of  the 
contracting  States"  means,  as  the  case  may 
be,  United  States  enterprise  or  Japanese 
enterprise. 

(e)  The  term  "United  SUtes  enterprise* 
means  an  Industrial  or  commercial  enter- 
prise or  undertaking  carried  on  In  the 
United  States  by  a  resident  (Incladlng  an 
individual,  a  fiduciary  and  partnership)  of 
the  United  States  or  by  a  United  States  cor- 
poration or  other  entity;  and  tJhe  term 
"United  States  corporation  or  other  entity" 
means  a  corporation  or  other  entitf  created 
or  organized  under  the  law  of  the  United 
States  or  of  any  State  or  Terrltoiy  of  the 
United  SUtes. 

(f )  The  term  "Japanese  enterprise"  means 
an  Industrial  or  commercial  enten>rlse  cw 
undertaking  carried  on  In  Japan  by  an  In- 
dividual resident  In  Japan  or  by  a  Japanese 
corporation  or  other  entity;  and  the  term 
"Japanese  corporation  or  other  entity" 
means  a  corporation  or  other  association 
having  Juridical  personaUty,  or  a  partner- 
ship  or  other  association  without  Juridical 
personality,  created  or  organized  under  the 
laws  of  Japan. 
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(g)  The  term  "tax"  means  those  taxes  re- 
ferred to  in  paragraph  (1)  (a)  or  (b)  of 
Article  I.  as  the  context  requires. 

(h)  The  term  "competent  authorities'* 
means,  In  the  case  of  the  United  States,  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  as  au- 
thorized by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury: 
and  in  the  case  of  Japan,  the  Minister  of 
Finance  ex  his  authorised  representative. 

( i )  The  term  "Indiistrlal  or  commercial 
profits"  includes  manvifacturlng,  mercantile, 
agricultural,  fishing,  aiinlng,  financial  and 
insurance  profits,  but  does  not  Include  In- 
come In  the  form  of  dividends.  Interest, 
rents  or  royalties,  or  remuneration  for  per- 
sonal services. 

(2)  In  the  application  of  the  provisions 
of  the  present  Convention  by  either  con- 
tracting State  any  te-m  not  otherwise  de- 
fined shall,  unless  the  context  otherwise  re- 
quires, have  the  mearlng  which  such  term 
has  under  the  laws  of  such  State  relating 
to  the  tax. 

ARTICU  in 

(1)  An  enterprise  ol  one  of  the  contract- 
ing States  shall  not  be  subject  to  the  tax 
of  the  other  contracting  State  In  respect 
of  Its  Industrial  or  commercial  profits  un- 
less It  has  a  permanent  establishment 
s-Uuated  In  such  other  State.  If  it  has  such 
permanent  establishment  such  other  State 
maj  impose  Its  tax  upon  the  entire  Income 
of  such  enterprise  from  sources  within  such 
other  State. 

(2)  In  determining  flie  tax  one  of  one  of 
the  contracting  States  no  account  shall  be 
taken  of  the  mere  purchase  of  merchandise 
therein  by  an  enterprise  of  the  other  con- 
tracting State. 

(3)  Where  an  enterprise  of  one  of  the 
contracting  States  has  a  permanent  estab- 
lishment situated  in  tlie  other  contracting 
State,  there  shall  be  attributed  to  such  per- 
manent establishment  the  industrial  or 
commercial  profits  which  it  might  be  ex- 
pected to  derive  if  it  were  an  independent 
enterprise  engaged  in  the  same  or  similar 
activities  under  the  8f.ine  or  similar  con- 
ditions and  dealing  on  un  Independent  basts 
with  the  enterprise  of  which  it  is  a  perma- 
nent establishment. 

(4)  In  determining  tlie  Industrial  or  com- 
mercial profits  of  a  permanent  establish- 
ment there  shall  be  aLowed  as  deductions 
all  expenses  wherever  incurred,  reasonably 
allocable  to  such  permanent  establishment, 
including  executive  and  general  administra- 
tive expenses  so  allocable. 

(5)  The  competent  authorities  of  both 
contracting  SUtes  may,  consistent  with 
other  provisions  of  the  present  Convention. 
arrange  deUUs  for  the  apportionment  of 
industrial  or  conunercial  profiU. 

AmCLK  Tt 

Where  an  enterprise  of  one  of  the  con- 
tracting states,  by  reason  of  its  participa- 
tion in  the  management  or  the  financial 
structure  of  an  enterjirlse  of  the  other  con- 
tracting State,  makes  with  or  imposes  on 
the  latter  enterprise.  In  their  commercial 
or  financial  relations,  conditions  different 
from  those  which  would  be  made  with  an 
independent  enterprise,  any  profits  which 
would  normally  have  been  allocable  to  one 
ol  the  enterprises,  but  by  reason  of  such  con- 
ditions have  not  been  so  allocated,  may  be 
Included  in  the  profiU  of  such  enterprise 
and  taxed  accordingly. 

ARTICUC  V 

(1)  NotwithsUndlng  the  provisions  of 
Article  III  and  Article  IV  of  the  present 
Convention,  Income  which  an  enterprise 
of  one  of  tbe  contracting  SUtes  derives 
from  the  operation  of  ships  or  aircraft  regis- 
tered 

(a)  insuchSUte,  or 

(b)  in  a  third  country  which  exempts  (A) 
such  enterprise  and 

(B)  an  enterprise  of  the  other  contracting 
otate,  from  lU  tax  on  earnings  derived  from 
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tbe  operation  of  ships  or  aircraft,  as  the  case 
may  be,  registered  in  the  respective  SUtes 
shall  be  exempt  from  the  tax  of  such  other 
contracting  State. 

(2)  The  present  Convention  shall  not  be 
construed  to  affect  the  arrangement  between 
the  Government  of  the  United  SUtes  and 
the  Government  of  Japan  providing  for  re- 
lief from  double  Uxatlon  on  shipping  profiU 
effected  by  the  exchange  of  notes  at  Washing- 
ton dated  March  31,  1926  and  June  8,  1926. 

ARTICLX  VI 

The  rate  of  Ux  Imposed  by  one  of  the  con- 
tracting SUtes  on  Interest  on  bonds,  securi- 
ties, notes,  debentures  or  any  other  form  of 
indebtedneoB  (including  mortgages  or  bonds 
secured  by  real  property)  received  from 
sovu-ces  within  such  SUU  by  a  resident  or 
corporation  or  other  entity  of  the  other  con- 
tracting SUte  not  having  a  permanent  estab- 
lishment in  the  former  SUte  shall  not  exceed 
15  percent. 

ARTICI.K   vn 

The  rate  of  tax  Imposed  by  one  of  the  con- 
tracting SUtes  on  royalties  and  other 
amounu  received  as  consideration  for  the 
right  to  iise  copyrights,  artistic  and  scientific 
works.  patenU,  designs,  secret  processes  and 
formulae,  trade-marks  and  other  like  prop- 
erty (including  in  such  royalties  and  other 
amounto.  renUls  and  like  payments  In  re- 
spect of  motion -picture  films  or  for  the  use 
of  Industrial,  commercial,  or  scientific  equip- 
ment) from  sources  within  such  State  by  a 
resident  or  corporation  or  other  entity  of  the 
other  contracting  SUte  not  having  a  perma- 
nent esUbllahment  in  the  former  SUte  shall 
not  exceed  15  percent. 

ARTICLX  vm 
A  resident  or  corporation  or  other  entity 
of  one  of  the  contracting  SUtes  deriving 

(a)  Income  from  real  property  (including 
gains  derived  from  the  sale  or  exchange  of 
such  property,  but  not  including  interest 
from  mortgages  or  bonds  secured  by  real 
property),  or 

(b)  royalties  In  respect  of  the  operation  of 
mines,  quarries  or  other  natural  resources 
situated  within  the  other  contracting  SUU 
may  elect,  for  any  Uxable  year,  to  be  subject 
to  the  Ux  of  such  other  SUte  on  a  net  basis 
as  if  such  resident  or  corporation  or  other 
entity  had  a  permanent  esUblishment  in 
such  other  SUU  during  such  Uxable  year. 

ARTICLX  IX 

An  Individual  resident  of  one  of  tbe  con- 
tracting SUtes  shall  be  exempt  from  the  Ux 
of  the  other  contracting  SUU  upon  com- 
pensation for  labor  or  ptersonal  services  (In- 
cluding the  practice  of  liberal  professions) 
performed  In  such  other  SUU  in  any  taxable 
year  if  such  resident  is  temporcrily  present 
In  such  other  SUte : 

(a)  for  a  period  or  periods  not  exceeding  a 
toUl  of  180  days  during  such  taxable  year 
and  his  compensation  Is  received  for  luch  la- 
bor or  personal  services  performed  as  an  ofll- 
cts  or  employee  of  a  resident  or  corporation 
or  other  entity  of  the  former  SUU.  or 

(b)  for  a  period  or  periods  not  exceeding  a 
total  of  90  days  during  such  Uxable  year  and 
his  compensation  received  for  such  labor  or 
personal  services  does  not  exceed  3,000  United 
SUtes  dollars,  or  the  equivalent  sum  in  yen 
as  computed  at  the  official  basic  rate  of  ex- 
change In  effect  at  the  time  such  compensa- 
tion is  paid. 

ARTICLE  X 

(1)  (a)  Salaries,  wages  and  similar  com- 
pensation paid  by  the  United  SUtes  to  an 
Individual  who  is  a  cltisen  of  tbe  United 
SUtes  (other  than  an  individual  who  haa 
been  admitted  to  Japan  for  permanent  resi- 
dence therein)  shall  be  exempt  from  tax  bj 
Japan. 

(b)  Salaries,  wages  and  similar  compensa- 
tion paid  by  Japan  to  an  individual  who  is 
a  national  of  Japan    (other  than  an  Indl- 


Tldual  who  bas  been  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  therein)  shall 
be  exempt  from  tax  by  the  United  States. 

(3)  Tbe  provisions  of  this  article  shall  not 
apply  to  salaries,  wages  or  similar  oompen> 
satlon  paid  in  respect  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  any  trade  or  buslnesB  car- 
ried on  by  either  of  the  contracting  SUtes 
for  purposes  of  profit. 

ARTICLX  XI 

A  resident  of  one  of  the  contracting  SUtes, 
who,  in  accordance  with  agreemenU  between 
the  GovernmenU  of  the  contracting  SUtes 
or  between  educational  esUblishmenU  in  the 
contracting  SUtes  for  the  exchange  of  pro- 
fessors and  teachers,  or  at  the  InvlUtion  of 
the  Government  of  the  other  contracting 
SUte  or  of  an  educational  esUbllahment  in 
such  other  SUU.  temporarily  vlsiU  such 
other  SUte  for  the  purpose  of  teaching  for  a 
period  not  exceeding  two  years  at  a  univer- 
sity, college,  school  or  other  educational  In- 
st tutlon  in  such  other  SUte,  shall  be  ex- 
empt from  the  tax  of  such  other  SUte  on 
his  remuneration  for  such  teadiing  for  such 
period. 

AaoncLX  xn 

(1)  A  resident  of  one  of  the  coiutractlng 
States  who  is  temporarily  present  in  the 
other  contracting  State  solely  as  a  student  at 
a  recognized  university,  college  or  school  In 
such  other  State,  shall  be  exempt  from  the 
tax  of  such  other  State  with  respect  to  re- 
mitUnces  from  abroad  (including  paymente, 
if  any,  by  his  employer  abroad). 

(2)  A  resident  of  one  of  the  contracting 
States  who  Is  a  recipient  of  a  grant,  allowance 
or  award  from  a  religious,  charlUble.  scien- 
tific, literary  or  educational  organization  of 
such  State  and  who  is  temporarily  present 
In  the  other  contracting  SUte.  shall  be  ex- 
empt from  the  Ux  of  such  other  SUte  on 
such  grant,  allowance  or  award  remitted  from 
abroad  (other  th3.n  compensation  for  per- 
sonal services) . 

(3)  A  resident  of  one  of  the  contracting 
SUtes  who  is  an  employee  of,  or  under  con- 
tract with,  an  enterprise  of  such  SUte  or  an 
organization  referred  to  In  paragraph  (2)  of 
this  Article,  and  who  Is  temporarily  present 
in  the  other  contracting  State  tat  a  period 
not  exceeding  one  year  solely  to  acquire  tech- 
nical, professional  or  business  ezperienoe 
from  a  person  other  than  such  enterprise  or 
organization,  shall  be  exempt  from  the  tax 
of  such  other  SUte  on  compensation  from 
abroad  paid  by  such  enterprise  or  organiza- 
tion for  his  services  rendered  during  such 
period,  if  the  amount  of  compensation  paid 
by  such  enterprise  or  organization  for  his 
services  during  such  period,  when  computed 
on  the  annual  basis,  does  not  exceed  6,000 
United  SUtes  dollars,  or  the  equivalent  sum 
in  yen  as  computed  at  the  offlcial  basic  rate 
of  exchange  in  effect  at  the  time  such  com- 
pensation is  paid. 

ARTICLX  xm 
For  the  purpose  of  the  present  Conven- 
tion: 

(a)  Dividends  paid  by  a  corporation  of  one 
of  the  contracting  SUtes  shall  be  treated  as 
Income  from  sources  within  such  SUte. 

(b)  Interest  paid  by  one  of  the  contracting 
SUtes  including  local  Government  thereof 
or  by  an  enterprise  of  one  of  tbe  contract- 
ing SUtes  not  having  a  permanent  cstahllsh- 
ment  in  tbe  other  contracting  SUte  shaU 
be  treated  as  income  from  sources  within  tbs 
farmer  SUte. 

(c)  Gains,    profits    and    income    derived 
from  the  purchase  and  sale  of  personal  prop-  ^^ 
erty  shall  be   treated  as  derived  from  the 
country   in  which   such  property   Is  sold. 

(d)  Gains.  proflU  and  income  derived  from 
tbe  sale  by  a  taxpayer  in  one  of  the  contract- 
ing SUtes  of  goods  manufactured  in  tbe 
other  contracting  SUte  in  whole  or  in  part 
by  such  taxpayer  shall  be  treated  as  derived 
in  part  from  the  country  In  which  manu- 
factured and  In  part  from  the  country  in 
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wbKh  Mid,  uul  to  tbe  estctit  8u<fli  gains, 
piraflt*  ABd  iBoome  are  not  alloeable  Ainder 
oUmt  provlatons  of  th*  prwent  Convention 
they  alKmld  be  elloeated  between  both  con- 
tracting States  In  accordanoe  with  such  tax- 
payer^ relative  sales  and  property  in  the 
respective  oounlxies.  ~ 

(e)  Zneome  from  real  jiroperty  (including 
gains  derived  from  the  sale  or  exchange  of 
such  property,  but  not  including  Interest 
from  mortgages  or  bonds  sec\ired  by  real 
property)  and  royalties  in  respect  of  the 
operation  of  mines,  quarries,  or  other  nattiral 
resoiirces  shall  be  treated  as  Income  derived 
from  the  country  In  which  such  real  prop- 
erty, mlnea,  quarries  or  other  natural  re- 
soiiroes   are  slttiated. 

(f)  Compensation   for  labor  or  personal 
'  services   (including  the  practice  of  liberal 

professions)  shall  be  treated  as  income  from 
sources  within  the  country  where  are  ren- 
dered the  services  for  which  such  compen- 
sation Is  pfUd. 

(g)  Royalties  for  using,  or  for  the  right 
to  use,  in  one  of  the  contracting  States, 
patents,  copyrights,  designs,  trademarks  and 
like  property  shall  be  treated  as  Income 
from  sources  within  such  State. 

ABTICLXXIV 

It  is  agreed  that  double  taxation  shall  be 
avoided  in  the  following  manner: 

(a)  The  United  States,  In  determining  the 
tax  of  Its  citizens,  residents  or  corpora- 
tions or  other  entitles  may,  regardless  of 
any  other  provision  of  the  present  (inven- 
tion, include  in  the  basis  upon  which  such 
tax  Is  Imposed  all  Items  of  Income  taxable 
under  the  revenue  laws  of  the  United  States 
as  If  the  present  Convention  had  not  come 
into  elfect.  The  United  SUtes  shall,  ilow- 
ever,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  131 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  as  in  effect 
on  the  first  day  of  January  1954.  deduct 
from  Its  tax  the  amount  of  the  tax  of  Japan. 
In  determining  the  credit  under  the  said 
section  131  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
any  interest  received  from  an  enterprise  of 
the  United  States  with  a  permanent  estab- 
lishment In  Japan  shall  be  treated  as  In- 
come from  sources  within  Japan  to  the  ex- 
tent so  treated  under  the  laws  of  Japan,  If 
the  debt  with  respect  to  which  such  interest 
is  paid  is  made  in  connection  with  the  b\ui- 
ness  of  such  permanent  establishment  of 
such  enterprise. 

(b)  Japan,  In  determining  the  tax  of  Its 
residents  or  corporations  or  other  entitles 
may,  regardless  of  any  other  provision  of 
<he  present  ConvsaUon,  include  in  the  basis 
upon  Which  such  tax  Is  imposed  all  Items  of 
Income  taxable  under  the  tax  laws  of  Japan 
as  If  the  present  Convention  had  not  come 
into  effect.  Japan  shall,  however,  deduct 
from  its  tax  so  calculated  the  amount  of  the 
tax  of  the  United  States  upon  income  from 
sources  within  the  United  States  and  In- 
cluded for  the  taxes  of  both  contracting 
States,  but  In  an  amount  not  exceeding  that 
prop(M-tlon  of  the  tax  of  Japan  which  such 
Income  bears  to  the  entire  income  subject 
to  the  tax  of  Japan. 

(c)  In  determining  the  taxes  of  the  con- 
tracting States  of  a  recipient,  who  is  a 
citizen,  resident  or  corporation  or  other  en- 
tity of  the  United  States,  of  a  dividend  from 
a  Japanese  corporation,  in  so  far  as  the  tax 
of  Japan  Imposed  on  Income  or  profits  of  a 
corporation  out  of  which  a  dividend  Is  paid 
Is  deemed  under  the  tax  laws  of  Japan  to 
have  been  Imposed  on  a  recipient  of  such 
dividend  : 

(i)  The  United  States  shall  deem  that  «uch 
recipient  has  paid  with  respect  to  such  divi- 
dend the  tax  of  Japan  In  an  amount  equal 
to  35  percent  of  the  amount  of  such  dividend, 
and  deduct,  under  the  provisions  of  para- 
graph (a)  of  this  Article,  from  its  tax  the 
amoimt  of  the  tax  of  Japan  so  deemed  to 
have  been  paid  provided  the  recipient  in- 
cludes In  gross  Income  the  amount  of  tax 
thus  deemed  to  have  been  paid,  and 


(ii)  Japan  shall  impose  with  rei|)ect  to 
such  dividend  received  by  such  recipient  ( ex- 
cept as  such  recipient  Is  a  resident  of  or  has 
a  permanent  establishment  In  Japan)  no 
tax  other  than  the  tax  Imposed  on  Income 
or  profits  of  the  corporation  out  o|  which 
such  dividend  is  paid. 

ABTICLE  XV  I 

(1)  Organizations  organized  under  the 
laws  of  Japan  and  operated  exclusively  for 
religious,  charitable,  scientific,  literary  or 
educational  purposes  i^hall,  to  the  extent  and 
subject  to  conditions  provided  in  the  United 
States  Internal  Revenue  Code,  be  exempt 
from  the  tax  of  the  United  States. 

(2)  Organizations  organized  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  and  operated  ex- 
clusively for  religious,  charitable,  soleiitlfic, 
literary  or  educational  purposes  shall,  to  the 
extent  and  subject  to  conditions  provided  in 
the  tax  laws  of  Japan,  be  exempt  from  the 
tax  of  Japan. 

ABTICLE  XVl 

(1)  There  shall  be  allowed,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  tax  of  the  United  States,  in  the 
case  of  a  resident  of  Japan  who  is  a  non- 
resident of  the  United  States  (other  than  an 
officer  or  employee  of  the  Government  of 
Japan),  in  addition  to  the  exemption  pro- 
vided in  section  214  of  the  United  States 
Internal  Revenue  Code  as  in  effect  on  the 
first  day  of  January  1954,  a  credit  against 
net  lncc»ne,  subject  to  the  conditions  pre- 
scribed in  section  25  of  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  as  in  effect  on  the  said  date,  for 
the  spouse  of  the  taxpayer  and  for  eaeh  child 
of  the  taxpayer  who  are  present  In  the 
United  States  and  residing  with  him  in  the 
United  States  at  any  time  during  the  tax- 
able year,  but  such  additional  credit  shall 
not  exceed  that  proportion  thereof  which  the 

^taxpayer's  gross  Income  from  sources  within 
the  United  States  for  the  taxpayer's  taxable 
year  bears  to  his  entire  Income  from  all 
sources  for  the  fiscal  or  calendar  year  in 
which  ends  such  taxable  year. 

(2)  For  the  purposes  of  the  tax  of  Japan, 
there  shall-be  allowed  in  the  case  of  a  citi- 
zen of  the  United  States  who  is  a  resident  of 
Japan  the  same  exemptions  for  a  dependent 
or  dependents  as  those  granted  to  a  aatlonal 
of  Japan  who  is  a  resident  of  Japan. 

ARTTCLE    XVn 

"^  (1)  The  competent  authorities  of  both 
contracting  States  shall  exchange  snch  in- 
formation available  under  the  respective  tax 
^  laws  of  both  contracting  States  as  is  neces- 
sary for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
present  Convention  or  for  the  preveotlon  of 
fraud  or  for  the  administration  of  statutory 
provisions  against  tax  avoidance  In  relation 
to  the  tax.  Any  information  so  exchanged 
shall  be  treated  as  secret  and  shall  not  be  dis- 
closed to  any  person  other  than  those.  In- 
cluding a  court,  concerned  with  the  assess- 
ment and  collection  of  the  tax  or  the  deter- 
mination of  appeals  in  relation  thereto.  No 
information  shall  be  exchanged  which  would 
disclose  any  trade,  business,  industrial  or 
professional  secret  or  any  trade  procass. 

(2)  Each  of  the  contracting  States  may 
collect  the  tax  Imposed  by  the  othsr  con- 
tracting State  (as  though  such  tax  were 
the  tax  of  the  former  State)  as  will  ensure 
that  the  exemptions,  reduced  rates  of  tax  or 
any  other  benefit  granted  under  the  present 
Convention  by  such  other  State  shall  not 
be  enjoyed  by  persons  not  entitled  to  such 
benefits.  ■ 

AXTiCLX  xvm  I 

Where  a  taxpayer  shows  proof  that  the  ac- 
tion of  the  tax  authorities  of  either  contract- 
ing State  has  resulted,  or  will  result.  In 
double  taxation  contrary  to  the  provisions  of 
the  present  Convention,  he  shall  be  entitled 
to  present  the  facts  to  the  competent  author- 
ities of  the  contracting  State  of  which  he  is 
a  national  ot  a  resident,  or,  if  the  taxpayer 
is  a  corporation  or  other  entity,  to  tkose  of 


the  contracting  State  under  the  laws  of  which 
it  is  created  or  organized.  Should  the  tax- 
payer's claim  be  deemed  worthy  of  consider- 
ation, the  competent  authorities  of  such 
State  to  which  the  facts  are  so  presented 
shall  undertake  to  come  to  an  agreement 
with  the  competent  authorities  of  the  other 
contracting  State  with  a  view  to  equitable 
avoidance  of  the  double  taxation  In  question. 

ARTICLE    XIX 

(1)  The  provisions  of  the  present  Conven- 
tion shall  not  be  construed  to  d^ny  or  affect 
In  any  manner  the  right  of  diplomatic  and 
consular  officers  to  other  or  additional 
exemptions  now  enjoyed  or  which  may  here- 
after be  granted  to  such  officers. 

(2)  The  provisions  of  the  present  Conven- 
tion shall  not  be  construed  to  re»trlct  In  any 
manner  any  exemption,  deduction,  credit  or 
other  allowance  now  or  hereaflier  accorded 
by  the  laws  of  one  of  the  contracting  States 
in  determining  the  tax  of  such  State. 

(3)  Should  any  difficulty  or  doubt  arise  as 
to  the  Interpretation  or  application  of  the 
present  Convention,  or  its  relationship  to 
Conventions  between  one  of  the  contracting 
States  and  any  other  State,  the  competent 
authorities  of  the  contracting  Staites  may  set- 
tle the  question  by  mutual  agreement;  it  be- 
ing understood,  however,  that  this  provision 
shall  not  be  construed  to  preclude  the  con- 
tracting states  from  settling  by  negotiation 
any  dispute  arising  under  the  present  Con- 
vention. 

(4)  The  competent  authorities  of  both 
contracting  States  may  prescribe  regulations 
necessary  to  interpret  and  carry  Out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  present  Convention  and  may 
communicate  with  each  other  directly  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  effect  to  the  provisions  of 
the  present  Convention. 
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ARTICLE  XX 

(1)  The  present  Convention  shall  be  rati- 
fied and  the  instruments  of  ratiOcation  shall 
be  exchanged  at  Tokyo  as  soon  as  possible. 

(2)  The  present  Convention  shall  enter 
into  force  on  the  date  of  exchange  of  instru- 
ments of  ratification  and  shall  lae  applicable 
to  Inconae  or  profits  derived  durlag  the  taxa- 
ble years  beginning  on  or  after  tihe  first  day 
of  January  of  the  calendar  year  in  which 
such  exchange  takes  place. 

(3)  Either  of  the  contracting  States  may 
terminate  the  present  Convention  at  any 
time  after  a  period  of  five  years  shall  have 
expired  from  the  date  on  which  the  present 
Convention  enters  Into  force,  by  giving  to 
the  other  contracting  State  notice  of  termi- 
nation, provided  that  such  notice  is  given  on 
or  before  the  30th  day  of  June  and.  in  such 
event,  the  present  Convention  shall  cease 
to  be  effective  for  the  taxable  years  begin- 
ning on  or  after  the  first  day  of  January  of 
the  calendar  year  next  following  that  In 
which  such  notice  is  given. 

In  witness  whereof,  the  undersigned  Pleni- 
potentiaries have  signed  the  present  Con- 
vention. 

Done  at  Washington.  In  duplicate,  in  the 
English  and  Japanese  languages,  each  text 
having  equal  authenticity,  this  sixteenth  day 
of  April,  1954. 

For  the  United  States  of  America: 

Walter  Bedell  SicrrH 

For  Japan: 

6.  IcncHi 

Embassy  or  Japan. 
Washington,  D   C  .  April  16.  1954. 
The  honorable  Walter  Bedell  SMrrn. 
Acting  Secretary  of  State, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Sir:  In  proceeding  today  to  the  signature 
of  the  Convention   between   Japan   and  the 

United  states  of  America  for  the  Avoidance 

of  Double  Taxation  and  the  Prevention  of 
Fiscal  Evasion  with  respect  to  Taxes  on  In- 
come, I  have  the  honor  to  enclose  herewith, 
for  the  purpose  of  future  reference,  a  mem- 
orandum confirming  an  understailding  In  re- 
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gard  to  the  interpretation  of  certain  provi- 
sions of  that  Convention.  I  shaU  appreciate 
receiving  from  you  an  •cknowledgmanC  and 
confirmation  of  tills  statement  of  the  undar- 
standing. 

Accept  Sir,  the  assurances  of  my  highest 
consideration. 

8.    ICUCHI 

(Enclosure:  Ifemorandura.I 

Memosamdoxc 

It  Is  understood  that  in  the  application  of 
Article  xrv  and  Articles  XI  and  XII  of  the 
Convention  between  Japan  and  the  United 
states  of  A:Tierlca  for  the  Avoidance  of  Dou- 
ble Taxation  and  the  Prevention  of  Fiscal 
Evasion  with  respect  to  Taxes  on  Income. 

( 1 )  the  provisions  of  Article  XIV  shall  not 
be  construed  to  deny  the  exemptions  from 
the  Japanese  tax  or  the  United  States  tax, 
US  the  case  may  be.  granted  by  Article  X  (1) , 
Article  XI  and  Article  XII; 

(2)  neither  of  the  contracting  States  shall 
be  precluded  from  taxing  Its  own  nationals 
or  citizens  with  respect  to  Income  coming 
within  Article  XI  or  Article  xn. 

DxPAmmrr  or  Statk. 
Woihington.  ApHl  16.  1954. 

His  Excellency  Sadao  IcrcHi, 

Ambassador  of  Japan. 

ExcTU-rrtCT :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowl- 
edge the  receipt  of  yoiu*  note  dated  today  and 
to  confirm  the  understanding,  as  set  forth  in 
the  memorandum  enclosed  with  that  note, 
in  regard  to  an  interpretation  of  certain 
provisions  of  the  Convention  between  the 
United  States  ot  America  and  Japan  for  the 
Avoidance  of  Double  Taxation  and  the  Pre- 
vention of  Fiscal  Evasion  with  respect  to 
Taxes  on  Income,  signed  today. 

Accept.  Excellency,  the  aaruranoes  of  my 
highest  consideration. 

Waltkx  Bidcix  SmrH, 
Acting  Secretary  of  State. 


CONVENTION  WITH  JAPAN  RELAT- 
ING TO  TAXES  ON  ESTATES.  IN- 
HERITANCES, AND  GIFTS 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  proceeded  to  consider  the  Con- 
vention (Executive  E,  83d  Cong.,  2d 
sess.)  between  the  United  States  of 
America  for  the  avoidance  of  double 
taxation  and  the  prevention  of  fiscal 
evasion  with  respect  to  taxes  on  estates, 
inheritances,  and  gifts,  signed  at  Wash- 
ington on  April  16,  1954,  which  was  read 
the  second  time,  as  follows: 

CONVZNTIOIf   BXTWZSN  THX   UMmD  STATSS  OF 

Amebica  and  Japan  roa  thx  Avoidancx  or 
DotJBLx  Taxation  akd  thx  ParvEWTioi*  or 
Fiscal  Evasion  With  Rxspect  to  Taxis  ok 
Estates,  iNHrarrANCxs  and  Oitts 

The  Government  of  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Government  of  Japan,  de- 
siring to  conclude  a  Convention  for  the 
avoidance  of  double  taxation  and  the  pre- 
vention of  fiscal  evasion  with  respect  to  taxes 
on  estates,  inheritances,  and  gifts,  have  ap- 
pointed for  that  purpose  as  their  respective 
Plenipotentiaries: 

The  Government  of  the  United  States  of 
America : 

Mr.  Walter  Bedell  Smith.  Acting  Secretary 
of  State  of  the  United  States  of  America, 
and 

The  Government  of  Japan: 

Mr.  Sadao  Iguchl,  AmbaaBador  Bxtraor- 
dinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of  Japan  to  the 
United  States  of  America, 
who.  having  communicated  to  one  another 
their  respective  full  powers,  found  in  good 
and  due  form,  have  agreed  upon  the  follow- 
ing Articles: 


ABTICU  Z 

(1)  The  taxes  referred  to  in  the  present 
Convention  are: 

(a)  In  the  case  of  the  United  States  of 
America:  The  Federal  estate  and  gift  taxes. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  Japan:  The  inheritance 
tax  (including  the  gift  tax) . 

(2)  The  present  Convention  shall  also  ap- 
ply to  any  other  tax  on  estates.  Inheritances 
or  gifts  which  has  a  character  substantially 
similar  to  those  referred  to  In  paragraph 
(I)  of  this  Article  and  which  may  he  im- 
posed by  either  contracting  State  after  the 
date  of  signature  of  the  present  Convention. 

ARTICLE    n 

(1)  As  used  in  the  present  Convention: 

(a)  The  term  "United  States"  means  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  when  used  in 
a  geographical  sense  means  the  States,  the 
Territories  of  Alaska  and  Haisk-ali,  and  the 
District   of    Columbia. 

(b)  The  term  "Japan",  when  used  in  a 
geographical  sense,  means  all  the  territory 
in  which  the  laws  relating  to  the  tax  re- 
ferred to  In  paragraph  (1)  (b)  of  Article  I 
are  enforced. 

(c)  The  term  "tax"  means  those  taxes 
referred  to  In  paragraph  (1)  (a)  or  (b)  of 
Article  I,  as  the  context  requires. 

(d)  The  term  "competent  authorities" 
means.  In  the  case  of  the  United  States,  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  as  au- 
thorized by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury; 
and.  in  the  case  of  Japan  the  Minister  of 
Finance  or  his  authorized  representative. 

(2)  In  the  application  of  the  provisions  of 
the  present  Convention  by  either  contract- 
ing State  any  term  not  otherwise  defined 
shall,  unless  the  context  otherwise  requires, 
have  the  meaning  which  such  term  has  un- 
der the  laws  of  such  State  relating  to  the 
tax. 

(3)  For  the  purposes  of  the  present  Con- 
vention, each  contracting  State  may  deter- 
mine in  accordance  with  its  laws  whether 
a  decedent  at  the  time  of  his  death  or  a 
beneficiary  of  a  decedent's  estate  at  the 
time  of  such  decedent's  death,  or  a  donor  at 
the  time  of  the  gift  or  a  beneficiary  of  a 
gift  at  the  time  of  the  gift,  was  domiciled 
therein  or  a  national  thereof. 

ABTICLE  m 

(1)  If  a  decedent  at  the  time  of  his  death 
or  a  donor  at  the  time  of  the  gift  was  a  na- 
tional of  or  domlcUed  In  the  United  States. 
or  if  a  beneficiary  of  a  decedent's  estate 
at  the  time  of  such  decedent's  death  or  a 
beneficiary  of  a  gift  at  the  time  of  the  gift 
was  domiciled  In  Japan,  the  situs  at  the  time 
of  the  transfer  of  any  of  the  following  prop- 
erty or  property  rights  shall,  for  the  purpose 
of  the  Imposition  of  the  tax  and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  credit  authorized  by  Article  V. 
be  determined  exclusively  In  accordance  with 
the  following  rules: 

(a)  Immovable  property  or  rights  therein 
(not  Including  any  property  for  which  spe- 
cific provision  Is  otherwise  made  In  this 
Article)  shall  be  deemed  to  be  situated  at  the 
place  where  the  land  involved  is  located. 

(b)  Tangible  movable  property  (includ- 
ing currency  tfnd  any  other  form  of  money 
recognized  as  legal  tender  In  the  place  of 
issue  and  excepting  such  property  for  which 
si>eclflc  provision  Is  otherwise  made  In  this 
Article)  shall  be  deemed  to  be  situated  at 
the  place  where  such  property  Is  physically 
located,  or.  If  In  transitu,  at  the  place  of 
destination. 

(c)  Debts  (Including  bonds,  promissory 
notes,  bills  of  exchange,  bank  deposits  and 
liuurance.  except  bonds  or  other  negotiable 
Instrument*  In  bearer  form  and  such  debts 
for  which  specific  provision  Is  otherwise 
made  in  this  Article)  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
situated  at  the  place  where  the  debtor 
resides. 

(d)  Shares  or  stock  In  a  corporation  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  situated  at  the  place  under 


the  laws  of  which   such  corporation  WM 
created  or  organized. 

(e)  Ships  and  aircraft  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  situated  at  the  place  where  they  are 
registered. 

(f )  Goodwill  as  a  trade,  business  or  profes« 
slcouU  asset  shall  be  deemed  to  l>e  situated 
at  the  place  where  the  trade,  business  or 
profession  to  wliich  It  pertains  is  carried  on. 

(g)  Patents,  trade-marks,  utility  models 
and  designs  shall  be  deemed  to  be  situated 
at  the  place  where  they  are  registered  (or 
used  in  case  they  are  not  registered). 

(h)  Copjrrights.  franchises,  rights  to  artis- 
tic and  scientific  works  and  rights  or  licenses 
lo  use  any  copyrighted  material,  artistic 
and  scientific  works,  patents,  trade-marks. 
utUity  models  or  designs  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  situated  at  the  place  where  they  are  ex- 
ercisable. 

(1)  Mining  or  quarrying  rights  at  mining 
leases  shall  be  deemed  to  be  situated  at  the 
place  of  such  mining  or  quarrying. 

(J)  Fishing  rights  shall  be  deemed  to  ba 
situated  in  the  country  in  whose  govern- 
ment's Jurisdiction  such  rights  are  exer- 
cisable. 

(k)  Any  property  for  which  provlatoif  is 
not  hereinbefore  made  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  situated  in  accordance  with  the  laws  o( 
the  contracting  State  imposing  the  tax  solely 
by  reason  of  the  situs  of  property  within 
such  State,  but  if  neither  of  the  contracting 
States  Imposes  the  tax  solely  by  reason  of 
the  situs  of  property  therein,  then  any  such 
property  shall  be  deemed  to  be  situated  in 
accordance  with  the  laws  of  each  contracting 
State. 

(3)  The  application  of  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  Article  shall  be  limited 
to  the  particular  property,  and  any  portion 
thereof,  which  without  such  provisiona 
would  be  subjected  to  the  taxes  of  both 
contracting  States  or  would  be  so  subjected 
except  for  a  specific  exemption. 

ABTICLK  IT 

Where  one  of  the  contracting  States  im- 
poses the  tax  solely  by  reason  of  the  situs 
of  property  within  such  State.  In  the  case  of 
a  decedent  who  at  the  time  of  his  death,  or 
of  a  donor  who  at  the  time  of  the  gift,  was 
a  national  of  ot  domiciled  in  the  United 
States,  or  in  the  case  of  a  beneflciary  of  a 
decedent's  estate  who  at  the  time  of  such 
decedent's  death,  or  a  beneficiary  of  a  gift 
who  at  the  time  of  the  gift,  was  domiciled  In 
Japan,  the  contracting  State  so  imposing  ^e 
tax: 

(a)  shall  allow  a  specific  exemption  which 
would  be  applicable  under  its  laws  If  the 
decedent,  donor,  or  beneficiary,  as  the  case 
may  be,  had  been  a  national  of  or  domiciled 
In  such  State,  In  an  amount  not  less  than  the 
proportion  thereof  which  (A)  the  value  of 
the  property,  situated  according  to  Article 
III  In  such  State  and  subjected  to  the  taxes 
of  both  contracting  States  or  which  would 
be  so  subjected  except  for  a  specific  exemp- 
tion, bears  to  (B)  the  value  of  the  total 
property  which  would  be  subjected  to  the^ 
tax  of  such  State  If  such  decedent,  donor, 
or  beneflciary  had  been  a  national  of  or  do- 
miciled In  such  State;  and 

(b)  shall  (except  for  the  purpose  of  sub- 
paragraph (a)  of  this  paragraph  and  for  tha 
purjKMC  of  any  other  proportional  allowance 
otherwise  provided)  take  no  account  of  prop- 
erty situated  according  to  Article  HI  outside 
such  State  In  determining  the  amount  of  the 
tax. 

AxncLK  T 

(1)  Where  either  contracting  State  Im- 
poses the  tax  by  reason  of  the  nationality 
thereof  or  the  domlcle  therein  of  a  decedent^ 
or  a  donor  or  a  beneficiary  of  a  decedent's 
estate  or  of  a  gift,  such  State  shall  allow 
against  Its  tax  (computed  without  applica- 
tion of  this  Article)  a  credit  for  the  tax 
Imposed  toy  the  other  contracting  State 
with  respect  to  property  situated  at  the  tim« 
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of  the  tnnsfar  in  audi  oUi«r  State  and  In- 
cluded for  tbe  taxes  of  both  States  (but  tbe 
amount  of  the  eredlt  shall  not  exceed  that 
portion  oC  the  tax  imposed  by  the  crediting 
State  which  is  attributable  to  such  property) . 
The  proTlsions  of  this  paragrai^  shall  not 
apply  with  respect  to  any  property  referred 
to  In  paragraph  (3)  of  this  Article. 

(2)  Where  each  contracting  State  Imposes 
the  tax  by  reason  of  the  nationality  thereof 
OT  the  domicile  therein  of  a  decedent  or 
m  donor  or  a  beneficiary,  with  respect  to  any 
property  slttiated  at  the  time  of  the  trans- 
fer outside  both  contracting  States  (or 
deemed  by  each  contracting  State  to  be  sit- 
uated in  its  territory,  or  deemed  by  one  con- 
tracting State  to  be  situated  in  either  con- 
tracting State  and  deemed  by  the  other  con- 
tracting Stote  to  be  situated  outside  both 
contracting  States  at  deemed  by  each  con- 
tracting State  to  be  situated  in  the  other 
contracting  State),  each  contracting  State 
shall  allow  against  its  tax  (computed  with- 
out application  of  this  Article)  a  credit  for 
a  part  of  the  tax  imposed  by  the  othw  con- 
tracting State  attributable  to  such  property. 
The  total  of  the  credits  authorlBed  by  this 
paragraph  shaU  be  equal  to  the  amount  of 
the  tax  Imposed  with  respect  to  such  prop- 
erty by  the  contracting  State  imposing  the 
smaller  amount  of  the  tax  with  respect  to 
such  property,  and  shall  be  divided  between 
both  contracting  Statee  in  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  the  tax  imposed  by  each  contract- 
ing State  with  respect  to  such  property. 

(5)  The  credit  authorised  by  this  Article. 
If  apidlcable,  shall  be  in  lieu  of  any  credit 
for  the  same  tax  authorised  by  the  laws  of 
the  crediting  State,  the  credit  applicable  tot 
the  particular  tax  being  either  credit  au- 
thcrlaed  by  this  Article  or  credit  author- 
ised by  such  laws,  whichever  is  the  greater. 
Tar  the  purposes  at  this  Article,  the  amount 
of  the  tax  of  each  contracting  State  at- 
tributable to  any  deel^iated  property  shall 
be  ascertained  after  taking  into  account  any 
applicable  diminution  or  credit  against  its 
tax  with  respect  to  such  property  (other 
than  any  credit  under  paragraph  (1)  (x 
(2)  of  this  Article),  provided,  however,  in 
ease  another  credit  for  the  tax  of  any  other 
foreign  State  Is  allowable  with  respect  to 
the  same  property  pursuant  to  any  other 
Convention  between  the  crediting  State 
under  the  present  Convention  and  such  other 
foreign  State,  or  pursuant  to  the  laws  of 
the  crediting  State,  the  total  of  such  credlta 
shall  not  exceed  the  amount  of  tax  of  the 
crediting  State  attributable  to  such  prop- 
erty computed  before  allowance  of  such 
credits. 

(4)  Credit  sgalnst  the  tax  of  one  of  the 
contracting  States  for  the  tax  of  the  other 
contracting  State  shall  be  allowed  imder  this 
Article  only  where  both  such  taxes  have 
been  simultaneously  Imposed  at  the  time  of 
a  decedent's  death  or  at  the  time  of  a  gift. 

(6)  No  credit  resulting  from  the  appli- 
cation of  this  Article  shall  be  allowed  after 
more  than  five  years  from  the  due  date 
of  the  tax  against  which  credit  would  other- 
wise be  allowed,  unless  claim  therefw  was 
filed  within  such  five-year  period.  Any  re- 
fund resulting  from  the  application  of  this 
Article  shall  be  made  without  payment  of 
interest  on  the  amoimt  so  refunded,  unless 
otherwise  specifically  authorised  by  tbe  cred- 
iting State. 

(6)  Credit  against  the  tax  of  one  of  the 
contracting  States  shall  not  be  finally  al- 
lowed for  the  tax  of  the  other  contracting 
State  until  the  latter  tax  (reduced  by  credit 
authorized  under  this  Article,  If  any)  has 
been  paid. 

AXnCLX  vx 

(1)  The  competent  authorities  of  both 
contracting  States  shall  exchange  such  In- 
formation available  under  the  req}ectlve  tax 
laws  of  both  contracting  States  as  Is  neces- 
sary for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
present  Convention  or  for  the   prevention 


of  fraud  or  for  the  administration  cf  statu- 
tory provisions  against  tax  avoidance  in  rela- 
tion to  the  tax.  Any  information  so  ex- 
changed shall  be  treated  as  secret  aixd  shall 
not  be  disclosed  to  any  person  other  than 
those.  Including  a  court,  concerned  with  the 
assessment  and  collection  of  the  tax  or  tbe 
determination  of  appeals  In  relation  thereto. 
No  information  shall  be  exchanged  which 
would  disclose  any  trade,  business,  indus- 
trial or  professional  secret  or  angr  trade 
process. 

(2)  Each  of  the  contracting  States  may 
collect  the  tax  Imposed  by  the  other  con- 
tracting state  (as  though  such  tax  were  the 
tax  of  the  former  State)  as  will  ensure  that 
the  credit  or  any  other  benefit  granted  under 
the  present  Convention  by  such  other  State 
shall  not  be  enjoyed  by  persons  not  entitled 
to  such  beneflte.  , 

ASTTCLZ  vn  I 

Where  a  representative  of  the  eitate  of 
a  decedent  or  a  beneficiary  of  such  estate 
or  a  donor  or  a  beneficiary  of  a  gift  shows 
proof  that  the  action  of  the  tax  authorities 
of  either  contracting  State  has  resxilted,  or 
will  result,  in  double  taxation  contrary  to 
the  provisions  of  the  present  Convention, 
such  representative,  donor  or  beneficiary 
shall  be  entitled  to  present  the  facts  to  tbe 
competent  authorities  of  the  contracting 
State  of  which  the  decedent  was  a  national 
at  the  time  of  his  death  or  of  which  the 
donor  or  beneficiary  Is  a  national,  or  if 
the  decedent  was  not  a  national  ot  either 
of  the  contracting  States  at  the  time  of  his 
death  or  if  the  donor  or  the  beneOciary  is 
not  a  national  of  either  of  the  contracting 
States,  to  the  competent  authorities  of  the 
contracting  State  in  which  the  dece<lent  was 
domiciled  or  resident  at  the  time  of  his 
death  or  in  which  the  donor  or  beneficiary 
is  domiciled  or  resident.  Should  ttae  claim 
be  deemed  worthy  of  consideration,  the  com- 
petent authorities  of  such  State  to  which 
the  facto  are  so  presented  shall  undertake 
to  come  to  an  agreement  with  the  compe- 
tent authorities  of  the  other  contracting 
State  with  a  view  to  equitable  avoidance 
of  the  double  taxation  In  question. 

ABTiCLx  vm 

(1)  The  provisions  of  the  present  Con- 
vention shall  not  be  construed  to  deny 
or  affect  In  any  manner  the  right  of  diplo- 
matic and  consular  officers  to  other  Or  addi- 
tional exemptions  now  enjoyed  or  which 
may  hereafter  be   granted   to  such   officers. 

(2)  The  provisions  of  the  present  Conven- 
tion shall  not  be  construed  so  as  to  Increase 
the  tax  Imposed  by  either  contracting  State. 

(3)  Should  any  difflcxilty  or  doubt  arise 
as  to  the  Interpretation  or  applicaition  of 
the*  present  Convention,  or  Its  relationship 
to  Conventions  between  one  of  the  contract- 
ing States  and  any  other  State,  the  compe- 
tent authorities  of  the  contracting  States 
may  settle  the  question  by  mutual  a^ee- 
ment;  It  being  understood,  however,  that 
this  provision  shall  not  be  construed  to  pre- 
clude the  contracting  States  from  settling 
by  negotiation  any  dispute  arising  under  the 
present  Convention. 

(4)  The  competent  authorities  of  both 
contracting  States  may  prescribe  regulations 
necessary  to  Interpret  and  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  present  Convention  and  may 
communicate  with  each  other  directly  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  effect  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  present  Convention, 

AaTICI.K  IX  I 

(1)  The  present  Convention  shall  be  rati- 
fied and  the  Instrumente  of  ratlflcatioti  shall 
be  exchanged  at  Tokyo  as  soon  as  possible. 

(2)  The  present  Convention  shall  enter 
Into  force  on  the  date  of  exchange  of  In- 
stnmients  of  ratification  and  shall  be  ap- 
plicable to  estates  or  Inheritances  in  the  case 
of  persons  who  die  on  or  after  the  date  of 
such  exchange  and  to  gifte  made  on  or  after 
that  date. 


(3)  Either  of  the  contracting  States  may 
terminate  the  present  Convention  at  any 
time  after  a  period  of  five  years  shall  have 
expired  from  the  date  on  which  (he  Conven- 
tion enters  into  force,  by  giving  to  the  other 
contracting  State  notice  of  termination,  pro- 
vided that  such  notice  is  given  On  or  before 
the  30th  day  of  June  and.  in  such  event, 
the  present  Convention  shall  cease  to  be 
effective  for  the  taxable  years  beginning  on 
or  after  the  first  day  of  January  of  the 
calendar  year  next  following  that  In  which 
such  notice  is  given. 

In  witness  whereof,  the  undersigned  Pleni- 
potentiaries have  signed  the  present  Conven- 
tion. 

Done  at  Washington,  in  duplicate,  in  the 
English  and  Japanese  languages,  each  text 
having  equal  authenticity,  this  sixteenth  day 
of  April  1954. 

For  the  United  States  of  America: 

Waltxx  Beocll  SicrrR 

For  Japan: 

S.  Iguchi 

Mr.  GEORGE  obtained  th«  floor, 

Mr.  MAYBANK.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  As  I  Understand 
these  treaties  with  Japan  affect  only  tax 
matters,  and  not  merchandi$e  matters. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes;  nothing  but 
taxes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  There  Is  nothing  in 
the  treaties  which  affect  textiles? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No.  They  Have  no  ef- 
fect except  on  taxes,  but  there  are  cer- 
tain features  which  I  should  like  to  ex- 
plain. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  shall  listen  at- 
tentively. As  I  understand,  they  do  not 
affect  the  textile  business  with  the 
Orient. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  They  apply  only  to  in- 
come taxes,  and  estate  and  gift  taxes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.    I  thank  the  Senator, 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
speak  very  briefly  on  the  treaUes.  There 
are  features  to  the  treaties  which  should 
be  noted  by  the  Senate  and  which  will  be 
discussed,  of  course,  in  the  Benate. 

These  treaties  are  with  Japan,  and,  of 
course,  it  is  desirable  to  stubillze  the 
economy  of  Japan  so  far  as  possible,  if 
it  may  be  done  without  hurt  to  the 
United  States, 

These  treaties  unquestionably  give  very 
great  advantage  to  the  United  States, 
for  the  reason  that  Japan's  industry,  of 
course,  has  not  become  strong  and  mili- 
tant since  World  War  II. 

I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  prin- 
cipal things  which  these  treaties  do 
which  are  most  favorable  to  the  United 
States. 

First  is  the  reciprocal  exemption  of 
shipping  and  aircraft  operating  profits. 
This  provision,  article  5  of  the  first 
treaty,  operates  principally  in  favor  of 
the  United  States.  At  the  present  time, 
the  Japanese  have  no  airlines  in  opera- 
tion between  Japan  and  the  United 
States.  The  exemption  of  United  States 
aircraft  profits  derived  from  operations 
In  Japan  thus  is  especially  favorable  to 
this  country.  Similarly,  the  United 
States  also  has  the  large  preponderance 
of  shipping  operations  between  the 
United  States  and  Japan.  So  the  ex- 
emption of  profits  derived  from  shipping 
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is  also  more  favorable  to  the  United 
States  than  to  Japan  at  the  present  time. 

Secondly,  the  reduction  to  16  percent 
of  the  rate  on  outgoing  royalties.  This 
provision  results  in  a  reduction  of  the 
Japanese  Income  tax  on  film  rentals  go- 
ing to  the  United  States  from  their  pres- 
ent withholding  tax  of  20  percent  to  a 
tax  of  15  percent  under  this  convention. 
Since  practically  all  of  the  film  rentals 
flow  from  Japan  to  the  United  States, 
and  not  in  the  reverse  or  opposite  direc- 
tion, this  provision  is  advantageous  to  the 
United  States. 

Exemption  of  compensation  paid  by 
the  United  States  Government:  I  call 
particular  attention  to  this  provision  of 
the  treaty,  to  be  found  in  article  10. 
Compensation  paid  by  the  United  States 
(jovernment  to  its  citizens  who  are  resi- 
dent in  Japan  I;;  exempt  from  Japanese 
income  tax,  but  is  subject,  of  course,  to 
the  United  States  Income  tax.  This  ex- 
emption is  of  particular  Importance  to 
the  numerous  United  States  citizens  who 
are  employed  sis  technical  experts  In 
Japan  by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, but  whose  emplojonent  is  not  of 
such  nature  as  to  bring  It  within  the 
diplomatic  immunity.  While  this  ex- 
emption is  a  reciprocal  one,  it  operates 
predominantly  in  favor  of  the  United 
£. tales  at  the  present  time. 

The  source  rjles  which  are  incorpo- 
rned  In  the  convention  are  derived  al- 
most without  exception  from  the  United 
States  internal  revenue  laws  and  regu- 
lations. Thus,  the  source  rules  in  the 
convention  adop  t  the  United  States  con- 
cepts of  sources  of  income  rather  than 
the  Japanese  concepts. 

I  now  call  attention  to  a  very  Impor- 
tant provision  In  this  treaty,  and  that  is 
the  provision  lor  credit  for  Japanese 
corporate  dividends.  The  convention 
provides  that  a  United  States  recipient 
of  dividends  from  a  Japanese  corpora- 
tion will  receive  a  credit  of  25  percent  of 
the  amount  of  the  dividends  as  a  credit 
against  his  Uni^yCd  States  income  tax  if 
he  also  includes  the  amount  of  this  credit 
in  his  gross  income.  In  order  to  obtain 
this  credit,  whic  h  is  similar  to  the  credit 
provided  in  th<!  income-tax  treaty  be- 
tween the  UnitcKl  States  and  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  Japanese  agreed  not  to 
impose  a  withliolding  tax  on  outgoing 
dividends. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  WiU  the  Senator  give 
us  a  hypothetical  case? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  shall  in  a  moment. 

At  the  present  time  Japan  imix>ses  a 
20-percent  withholding  tax  on  outgoing 
dividends,  although  this  tax  Is  reduced 
to  10  percent  if  the  Investment  tends  to 
further  the  Japanese  economy.  Under 
this  convention,  Japan  will  not  impose 
any  withholding  tax  at  the  individual 
level  on  dividends  from  a  Japanese  cor- 
poration paid  to  a  United  States  stock- 
liolder  or  recipient. 

This  provision  in  the  convention  is  not 
on  a  reciprocal  basis.  Thus,  the  United 
States  withholding  tax  of  30  percent  will 
continue  to  apply  on  dividends  paid  by 
United  States  corporations  to  nonresi- 
dent agents  who  are  residents  of  Japan. 


I  shall  try  to  explain  what  the  treaty 
means.  In  this  connection,  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  had  the  advice  of 
the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Joint  Commit- 
tee on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation. 

The  United  States  shareholder,  let  us 
say,  receives  $100  of  dividends  from  a 
Japanese  corporation.  If  the  Umted 
States  shareholder  were  taxed  on  his 
income  at  an  effective  tax  rate  of  50  per- 
cent, let  us  say,  he  would  compute  his 
United  States  tax  and  credit  on  the  divi- 
dend as  follows:  Gross  income,  $100. 
That  is  the  dividend.  To  that  gross  in- 
come is  added  25  percent,  or  $25,  and 
that  amount  is  included  in  the  gross  in- 
come of  the  United  States  recipient.  He 
must  include  that  tax  credit  in  order  to 
get  the  benefit  of  this  provision  of  the 
treaty.  The  tax,  at  the  effective  rate  of 
50  percent,  on  $125  is  $62.50.  The  credit 
against  this  tax,  25  percent  of  $100,  or 
$25,  leaves  a  balance  of  the  United  States 
tax  attributable  to  Japanese  dividend  of 
$37.50. 

Of  course,  it  is  obvious  that  the  higher 
up  in  the  income-tax  bracket  the  tax- 
payer goes,  the  lesser  advantage  h»  will 
receive  under  this  provision  of  the  treaty. 
In  fact,  if  he  gets  beyond  80  percent,  he 
will  receive  practically  no  advantage  lin- 
der  this  provision  in  the  treaty. 

Taking  the  same  example  and  consid- 
ering that  the  recipient  of  the  dividend 
is  in  the  80-percent  bracket — that  is  to 
say,  his  tax  is  limited  to  that — ^he  will 
have  a  gross  income  of  $100,  to  which 
will  be  added  a  gross  income  of  25  per- 
cent, or  $25,  making  a  total  of  $125. 

The  tax,  at  the  80-i)ercent  effective 
rate,  on  this  $100.  with  a  credit  of  $25, 
leaves  a  tax  on  the  Japanese  dividend 
of  $75  that  he  would  have  to  pay. 

I  have  just  referred  to  the  person  who 
is  in  the  80-percent  bracket. 

Now  I  should  like  to  refer  to  the  United 
States  dividend.  There  is  a  4  percent  tax 
credit  given  under  the  tax  bill  which  was 
recently  passed  by  the  Congress,  and  I 
believe  only  this  week  signed  by  the 
President.  With  a  gross  income  of  $100, 
and  a  tax  at  80  ];>ercent.  or  $80,  and  a 
credit  of  $4,  the  tax  on  the  United  States 
dividend,  in  the  case  of  the  80  percent 
dividend  recipient,  is  $76. 

In  other  words,  the  taxpayer  in  the 
80  percent  bracket,  imder  our  own  tax 
laws,  would  pay  only  $1  more  than  he 
would  pay  If  he  received  the  dividend 
from  a  foreign  corporation  in  Japan.  Of 
course,  our  4-percent  credit  applies  to 
dividends  earned  in  the  United  States 
and  received  from  a  United  States  cor- 
poration. 

So  If  one  In  the  90  percent  bracket,  or 
evtn  In  the  82  p)ercent  bracket,  had  divi- 
dends from  corporations  in  Japan,  the 
actual  relief  would  be  less  than  if  he 
had  received  the  same  dividends  in  the 
United  States  from  United  States  cor- 
porations, and  had  the  4  percent  tax 
credit  given  to  him.  That  is  an  unusual 
feature  in  a  tax  convention,  and  for 
that  reason  I  wish  to  bring  it  expressly 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MAYBANK,  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK  I  congratulate  the 
dlstlxiguished  senior  Senator  from  Geor- 


gia, former  chairman  of  the  committee, 
and  now  ranking  Democratic  member, 
for  explaining  to  the  Senate  the  tax 
problems  Involved  in  the  treaty,  which, 
as  I  understand,  involves  purely  taxes, 
and  does  not  affect  tariffs. 

Mr.  OEOROE.  It  does  not  affect 
tr.rlffs;  It  applies  only  to  taxes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  One  treaty  applies  to 
estate  and  gift  taxes,  and  the  other 
applies  to  income  taxes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK  But  neither  affects 
tariffs.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Neither  has  any  effect 
on  tariffs. 

It  may  be  thought,  and  no  doubt  will 
be  thought,  that,  on  the  face  of  It,  the 
credit  which  would  be  given  to  the 
American  Investor  In  Japan  would  in-i 
duce  investment  of  American  money  in 
Japanese  corporations.  Perhaps  that  isi 
true,  but,  so  far  as  the  investor  with  large 
funds,  or  the  one  who  is  in  the  80-percent 
tax  bracket,  is  concerned,  the  dividend 
he  would  receive  from  the  Japanese  cor- 
poration would  actually  become  less,  at 
about  81  percent,  than  he  would  get  from 
the  same  income  from  a  United  States 
corporation  to  which  the  4-percent  tax 
credit  would  apply. 

Obviously,  of  course,  Japan  occupies 
a  peculiar  situation.  Japan  must  trade, 
and  she  must  receive  her  capital  assets 
and  assistance  from  other  countries. 
Lying  as  she  does  just  off  the  shores  of 
Red  China,  she  very  naturally  might 
fall  under  Communist  infiuences  if  we 
did  not  do  what  we  could  do  legitimately 
to  assist  Japan  and  strengthen  her  econ- 
omy. 

Obviously,  providing  for  a  tax  credit 
would  be  more  helpful  to  the  United 
States,  or  more  advantageous  to  the 
United  States,  than  .would  be  the  letting 
down  of  many  tariff  restrictions,  to  the 
harm  of  American  industry. 

So  I  think,  Mr.  President,  with  that 
explanatory  statement,  and  with  my  put- 
ting my  finger  upon  the  one  feature  in 
the  tax  convention  that  Is  new.  and  the 
one  feature  which  might  invite  criticism 
unless  it  is  carefully  studied,  I  yield  the 
floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
conventions  are  now  before  the  Senate, 
as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  are 
open  to  amendment. 

If  there  be  no  objection,  the  pending 
conventions  will  be  considered  as  having 
passed  through  its  various  parliamentary 
stages,  up  to  the  presentation  of  the  reso- 
lution of  ratification. 

Mr.  MALONE.     Mr.  President- 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  withhold  l^is 
statement  so  that  the  resolutions  of  rati- 
fication may  be  reported?  The  clerk 
will  read  the  resolutions  of  ratification. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved  (two-thirds  of  the  Senators  pres- 
ent corKmrring  therein).  That  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  Kx- 
ecutive  D.  83d  Congress.  2d  session,  tbe  con- 
vention between  the  United  Stetes  of  Amer- 
ica and  Japan  for  the  avoidance  of  double 
taxation  and  the  prevention  of  fiscal  evasion 
\vith  respect  to  texes  on  Income,  signed  at 
Washington  on  April  16,  1954. 
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Jteaolvcit  (tiOD-tiiird«  o/  tiie  Senapxn  pres- 
ent concurring  therein) ,  Tluit  the  Senate  ad- 
Tlae  tuaO.  ocmaent  to  the  ratlficstlon  of  Bxeca- 
ttve  X.  83d  Oongress,  9d  Msslon,  the  etniven- 
tlon  bettwen  the  United  States  of  Amertca 
•ltd  Apaa  for  the  avoidance  of  double  taxa- 
tion and  the  prevention  at  flseal  evaelon  with 
rcapect  to  taxaa  on  eetates.  Inheritances,  and 
gifts,  signed  at  Washington  on  April  16^ 
1964. 

MIW  TUATXXB  IX  8EHATB  CLOSDR}  BT7SB 

Mr.  MAIONE.  Mr.  President,  first.  I 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  fact  that  in  this  case  we 
are  presented  with  an  entirely  new 
treaty  with  entirely  new  provisions,  with 

which  the  Senate  Is  in  no  way  familiar, 

and  there  is  no  time  to  study  them.  I 
have  had  only  a  short  time  to  read  the 
treaty,  and  I  doubt  whether  there  will 
be  adequate  time  to  debate  the  treaty 
between  now  and  adjournment. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield  to  me?  This 
matter  is  a  very  Important  one.  It  was 
before  the  Foreign  Relations  Ccnnmit- 
tee.  but  was  not  discussed  very  greatly. 

Would  the  Senator  from  Nevada  care 
to  have  me  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
Qucnrum? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  prefer  to  have  that 
done  a  little  later.  A  little  later,  the 
absence  of  a  quorum  will  be  suggested. 

Mr.  B3«>WLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield  ta  me? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  very  glad  to  yield 
to  the  majority  leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  we 
have  taken  up  and  ratified  Executive  H, 
Executive  C,  and  Executive  J;  and  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gborgx],  the 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  has — and  very  ably, 
I  believe-^shown  the  importance  of  and 
the  reasons  for  the  tax  treaties  with 
Japan,  which  are  Executive  D  and  Ex- 
ecutive E. 

I  understand  that  if  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  is  not  in  opposition  to  these 
treaties,  at  least  he  feels  there  has  not 
been  sufficient  time  for  him  to  study 
them.  Therefore.  I  should  like  to  ask 
him  whether  he  has  any  idea  as  to  the 
time  he  thinks  would  be  required  In  order 
to  discuss  them  at  this  point 

I  am  asking  this  question  because  of 
the  program  of  the  Senate  and  the  re- 
sponsibilities I  have  in  trying  to  answer 
the  questions  which  Senators  are  asking 
me  in  regard  to  the  possibilities  of  ad- 
journment, and  whether  we  shall  have 
a  session  tomorrow  or  next  week,  and 
so  forth. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  will  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  that  I  think 
it  very  unwise  to  try  to  ratify  these  two 
treaties  at  a  time  when  tiiere  Is  not  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  a  Senator  who 
understands  them.  I  include  in  that 
statement.  I  may  say.  the  majority 
leader;  in  my  opinion  he  does  not  im- 
derstand  them,  either. 

In  other  words,  we  would  be  setting  a 
precedent  with  an  entirely  new  nation, 
with  two  treaties  dealing  with  the  taxes 
of  American  citizens,  and  permitting  our 
citiaens  to  move  to  that  country  and  in- 
stall plants  there,  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  advantage  of  taxes  and  the 
avowed  purpose— I  believe  It  Is  very  well 
understood — ^Is  to  give  Japan  advan- 


tages in  our  markets  and  advantages  In 
securing  investments  from  the  United 
States,  and  to  make  income-tax  ar- 
rangements which  will  make  it  profit- 
able for  Americans  to  make  investxnents 
in  Japan,  and  unprofitable  for  Ameri- 
cans to  make  investments  in  the  tTnited 
States,  in  the  same  business — as  In  the 
case  of  the  crockery  business,  formerly 
an  active  one  in  Ohio,  but  now  shut 
down  there  because  of  the  imports  of 
crockery,  principally  from  Japan. 

At  this  moment  I  am  not  expressing 
any  opinion,  except  to  say  that  I  believe 
it  is  an  unwise  thing  to  jam  through  the 
Senate  treaties  which  are  not  under- 
stood by  any  Senators  on  this  floor.  So 
I  do  not  know  how  long  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  debate  these  treaties,  but  for  the 
benefit  of  the  majority  leader  I  will  say 
that  it  will  be  some  time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  assure  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada  that  I  have  no  desire  to 
jam  anything  through  the  Senate.  The 
treaty  has  been  reported  by  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee. 

Mr.  MALONE.  But  the  chairman  of 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  is  in 
another  country,  at  the  moment. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No,  that  is  not 
correct. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Well,  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  has  gone. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  correct, 
but  he  is  not  the  only  member  ©f  the 
committee. 

Although  the  Senator  from  Nevada  is 
entitled  to  his  own  judgment,  since  he 
has  stated  that  in  his  opinion  no  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  understands  these 
treaties,  although  I  am  frank  to  state 
that  I  am  not  an  attorney,  I  wish  to  say 
I  believe  that  from  the  report  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  and  from 
the  explanation  of  the  treaty  given  by 
the  Senator  from  Georgia.  I  have 
knowledge  of  what  these  treaties  pur- 
port to  do. 

However,  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
there  is  certain  proposed  legislation  yet 
to  be  handled,  I  am  trying  to  find  out 
what  the  program  is  likely  to  be. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  that  conditions  in  the  Par  East 
are.  as  he  well  knows,  very  critical  at 
this  time.  Japan  is  a  nation  of  some 
84  milUon  people.  From  the  Communist 
point  of  view,  as  was  pointed  out  some- 
time ago  by  Stalin,  the  Communists  feel 
that  if  they  could  bring  Japan  into  the 
Communist  orbit,  the  Communists  then 
would  be  invincible. 

I  know  that  those  in  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  and,  I  am  sure, 
those  in  the  Congress,  as  weU.  necog- 
nize  that  it  would  not  be  to  our  interest 
to  have  Japan  move  into  the  Communist 
orbit. 

Japan  has  many  critical  economic 
problems,  as  do  the  United  States  and 
other  nations,  in  various  fields  of  en- 
deavor. But  if  we  are  to  reach  a  point 
where  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  is  not  going  to  have  to  give,  out  of 
appropriated  funds,  considerable  suste- 
nance to  the  economy  of  Japan,  the  only 
alternative.  I  believe,  is  to  encourage 
private  investment  in  Japan. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  may  or  may 
not  agree  with  the  wisdom  of  that  point 
of  view  or  with  the  desirability  of  getting 


out  of  a  govemment-to-gover|unent  re- 
lationship, and  encouraging  the  invest- 
ment of  private  capital.  But.  being  an 
engineer,  as  the  Senator  from  Kevada  is, 
and  having  been  fully  acquainted  with 
the  history  of  the  United  States,  particu- 
larly the  history  of  the  West,  I  am  sure 
he  knows  that  if  it  had  not  been  for 
foreign  investments  in  our  railroad  sys- 
tems and  in  our  industrial  systems,  they 
would  not  have  been  built,  or  certainly 
would  not  have  been  built  at  the  time 
when  they  were. 

I  merely  wish  to  point  that  out,  be- 
cause I  do  not  know  how  crucial  the 
President  and  the  Department  of  State 

may  feel  these  two  treaties  with  Japan 
are.  I  do  know  they  are  concerned,  as 
are  the  people  in  Japan,  over  4  program 
to  get  the  country  on  a  sound  economic 
base  and  keep  the  country  out  of  the 
Communist  orbit. 

There  are  only  three  choices  available 
to  the  majority  leader.  One  would  be 
to  hold  up  the  resolution  of  adjourn- 
ment until  the  Senate  disposed  of  the 
treaty.  I  do  not  believe,  with  the  heavy 
program  we  have.  I  would  be  justified  in 
recommending  that  course  of  action  at 
this  particular  time  in  the  session,  when 
we  have  some  pending  legislation  to  con- 
sider, and  the  social -security  confer- 
ence report  will  soon  be  coming  to  us 
from  the  House. 

The  second  choice  would  be  to  con- 
sider this  treaty  if  and  when  the  Senate 
recesses  and  comes  back  into  session 
under  the  resolution.  Since  this  is.  of 
course,  in  the  field  of  treatymaking,  the 
Senate  alone  can  take  action,  and  there- 
fore the  House  could  be  in  adjournment 
sine  die  and  the  Senate  itself  could  meet 
when  the  Senate  had  more  time,  and 
Senators,  including  the  Senator  from 
Nevada,  with  an  opportunity  to  go  into 
the  report  and  the  facts  which  were  de- 
sired to  be  developed,  could  spend  more 
time  on  the  treaty.  That  may  be  the 
desirable  method. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  yield  in  a 
moment. 

On  the  other  hand,  It  has  not  been  un- 
usual in  the  history  of  our  country  for  a 
President  of  the  United  States,  if  he  felt 
that  a  treaty  was  of  sufficient  importance 
or  that  the  matter  of  confirmation  of 
certain  appointments  was  of  suflacient 
importance,  to  call  the  Senate  back  into 
special  session  alone  in  what  is  known 
as  a  treaty  session.  If,  as  I  say,  this 
treaty  is  deemed  important  enough  or  if 
conditions  should  take  such  a  turn  that 
that  course  of  action  would  be  justified, 
that  would  be  the  third  choice. 

I  made  the  inquiry  because  t  wish  to 
schedule  the  business  of  the  Senate.  We 
do  not  expect  to  send  back  to  tjhe  House 
the  resolution  of  adjournment  which  the 
House  has  sent  to  the  Senate,  as 
amended,  until  after  we  receive  from  the 
House  the  social  security  conference  re- 
port. However,  if  this  discussioai  is  to  be 
rather  substantial — and  the  Senator  has 
Indicated  it  will  be — I  wonder  if,  under 
all  the  circumstances,  the  Sena^r  would 
object  to  the  majority  leader  moving 
that  the  Senate  resume  legislative  ses- 
sion and  proceed  with  the  pending  busi- 
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ness  of  the  Senate,  which  is  the  bill  deal- 
ing with  the  upper  Colorado  River. 

Mr.  MALONE.  If  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  is  making  that  sugges- 
tion merely  to  postpone  the  inevitable, 
I  see  no  reason  to  dodge  the  issue  now. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  has 
said  he  feels  he  wants  more  time. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  do  not  know  what 
time  would  be  necessary.  That  will  de- 
velop as  we  go  along.  If  we  are  going 
back  to  the  regular  business  of  the 
Senate  merely  in  order  to  dispose  of 
some  of  the  regular  business  and  then 
returning  to  consideration  of  the 
treaties,  with  Insistence  upon  action 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  did  not  say  that. 
I  said  my  recommendation  under  the 
circumstances  would  be  not  to  take  up 
these  treaties  prior  to  the  recess  of  the 
Senate  in  the  pi-esent  session.  That  is 
what  I  was  trying  to  make  clear  to  the 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.    I  understand. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  Senator 
will  yield  to  me  I  shall  move  that  the 
Senate  resimie  legislative  session,  with 
the  assurance  to  the  Senator  that  I  do 
not  expect  to  take  up  these  treaties  prior 
to  the  recess  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  have  the 
floor. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
the  floor. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada 
yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Nevada  has  the  floor. 
Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield? 

Mr.  MALONR  I  will  yield  in  a 
moment. 

Mr.  President,  If  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  California  will  make  a 
definite  statement  that  he  will  not  bring 
up  these  treaties  unless  some  other 
Senator  should  move  to  bring  them  up 
and  outvote  him.  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  will  not  object  to  his  pro- 
posed motion. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wish  to  make 
sure  the  Senator  understands.  I  expect 
that  the  House,  at  least,  will  adjoiu-n 
sine  die  tonight  or.  if  not  by  tonight,  by 
tomorrow.  I  expect  that  the  Senate 
will  recess  pursuant  to  the  adjournment 
resolution  to  some  date  in  the  future — I 
do  not  mean  tomorrow  or  the  next  day 
or  next  week — and  return  at  a  later 
time.  I  am  prepared  to  give  the  Senator 
assurance  that  I  shall  not  move  to  re- 
turn to  executive  session  for  this  present 
session,  which  I  expect  will  end  today 
or  tomorrow.  However,  if  the  Senate 
does  return,  either  pursuant  to  the  reso- 
lution of  censure  or  by  call  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  for  a  special 
treaty  session.  I  do  not  wish  to  have  the 
Senator  feel  that  I  shall  not  at  that  point 
move  to  take  up  the  treaties. 

I  can  give  the  Senator  assurance,  so 
far  as  concerns  the  present  session, 
which  is  rapidly  coming  to  an  end,  that 
I  do  not  expect  to  take  up  the  treaties 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Do  I  correctly  under- 
stand that  they  will  not  be  taken  up  at 
this  time,  at  this  session? 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  re- 
fers to  the  session  of  Congress.  I  do  not 
wish  to  have  any  misiuiderstandlng  of 
my  position. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  no  one 
is  misimderstanding  anything.  All  I  am 
trying  to  get  the  Senator  from  California 
to  say  Lb  that  he  will  not  bring  them  up 
imtil  the  Senate  recess  and  then  returns. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  MALONE.  Is  that  what  the  Sen- 
ator is  saying? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  what  I 
now  say.  and  what  I  have  been  trying 
to  say. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Yes. 
Mr.  liiAYBANK.    I  wish  to  make  the 
record  crystal  clear  insofar  as  my  own 
mind  is  concerned. 

I  understood  from  the  resolution  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
and  the  Senator  from  California  that  we 
were  about  to  adjourn,  not  sine  die.  but 
with  the  expectation  that  we  are  to  re- 
turn to  take  up  the  so-caUed  McCarthy 
censure  hearing,  or  whatever  we  wish  to 
caU  it. 

Does  the  Senator  from  California  say 
that  when  the  Senate  returns  to  take  up 
the  censure  resolution,  or  whatever  we  ' 
wish  to  call  It,  relating  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin,  we  are  to  take  up 
treaties? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  Senate,  in  its  own  judgment 
and  after  consultation  with  the  leader- 
ship on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  will  decide 
to  do.  but  we  shall  then  have  a  deter- 
mination of  what  we  should  or  could 
take  up  at  that  time. 

Mr.  MATBANK.  I  am  not  suggesting 
that  we  do  so. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  While  the  Senate 
Is  in  session,  at  least,  it  is  master  of  its 
own  destiny.  Insofar  as  treaties  and 
nominations  of  the  President  are  con- 
cerned, we  are  authorized  to  fimction 
without  the  House  being  in  session. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  Senator  from 
California  has  always  been  fair.  As  I 
understand  the  Senator,  he  has  advised 
me  that  when  the  Senate  takes  a  recess 
and  later  returns  to  listen  to  a  report 
which  several  Senators  are  to  file  with 
respect  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  McCarthy],  we  can  then  bring  up, 
under  the  Senate's  rules,  anything  the 
majority  leader  desires  to  bring  up,  such 
as  nominations,  treaties,  and  all  the 
Other  things  with  which  the  House  has 
nothing  to  do. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senate  has 
the  power  to  do  that. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.    I  so  recognize. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Whether  the  Sen- 
ate will  decide  It  is  wise  or  not  is  another 
question. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  wish  to  make  sure 
my  own  mind  Is  perfectly  clear  on  this 
question.  We  are  not  to  have  a  meeting 
about  censuring  or  not  censuring  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  We  are 
to  have  a  meeting  on  treaties;  we 
are  going  to  have  a  meeting  on  bills,  and 
we  are  to  have  a  meeting  on  whatever 
business  the  Senate  wishes  to  transact, 
provided  the  House  does  not  have  to 
concur. 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senate,  when 
It  Is  In  session,  has  the  power  to  take  up 
anjrthing  It  can  handle  without  House 
concurrence. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.    Absolutely. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senate  itself 
may  decide  to  take  up  nothing  but  the 
censure  resolution. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  doubt  If  the  Sen- 
ate decides  that.  I  appreciate  the  com- 
ments of  the  majority  leader. 


LEGISLATIVE   SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  resume  the  con- 
sideration of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business. 


MESSAGE   FROM   THE   HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer.  Its  reading 
clerk,  armounced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of 
conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  blU  (H.  R.  2236)  for  the 
establishment  of  a  Commission  on  Area 
Problems  of  the  Greater  Washington 
MetropoUtan  Area. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
following  enrolled  bills,  and  they  were 
signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

S.  2033.  An  act  relating  to  the  labeling  of 
packages  containing  foreign -produced  trout 
sold  in  the  United  States,  and  requiring  cer- 
tain Information  to  appear  In  pubUc  eating 
places  serving  such  trout: 

S.  3706.  An  act  to  outlaw  the  Cknmntinlst 
Party,  to  prohibit  members  of  Communist 
organizations  from  serving  In  certain  repre- 
sentative capacities,  and  for  other  purpoaee; 

H.  R.  179.  An  act  to  amend  section  7  of  the  » 
Administrative    Expenses    Act    of    1940,    as 
amended; 

H.  R.  Ifl65.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Carl 
Plowaty  and  W.  J.  Plowaty; 

H.  R.  3757.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Dorothy 
Kilmer  Nickerson; 

H.  R.  4017.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  and  Improvementa 
to  the  England  Special  School  District  of 
the  State  of  Arkansas: 

H.  R.  4813.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Radu 
Florescu  and  Nicole  Elizabeth  Michel 
Florescu: 

H.  R.  5499.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction, maintenance,  and  operation  of  the 
Mlchaud  Flats  project  for  Irrigation  In  the 
State  of  Idaho; 

H.  R.  7785.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  30.  19S0.  to 
make  permanent  the  Increases  In  regular  an- 
nuities provided  by  the  act  of  July  16.  1963, 
and  to  extend  such  Increases  to  additional 
annuities  pmrchased  by  voluntary  contrlbu- 
tons; 

H.  R.  7881.  An  act  to  validate  a  conveyanoe 
of  certain  lands  by  Southern  Pacific  Ball-  . 
road  Co.,  and  Its  lessee.  Southern  Pacific  Co., 
to  Morgan  Hopkins.  Inc.: 

H.R.  8498.  An  act  authorizing  construc- 
tion of  works  to  reestablish  for  the  Palo 
Verde  Lrrlgatlon  District.  California,  a  means 
of  diversion  of  Ita  Irrigation  water  supply 
from  the  Colorado  River,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 
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B.R.BIIB.  An  lut  to  pravUe  Vbat  Mmtrl- 
batfcMM  rM«iv«4  undor  PuliUe  Xaw  48*.  SOtli 
nnini— .  for  tb«  eonateuctlon  at  a  ma^etaant 
twaFtTMl  dUipel  ihAlI  1m  tnireated  In  OioTeni- 
BMit  oWlgatloM  pending  tlMir  use  tot  mcU 
oanatruetlan; 

H.B.97W.  An  set  to  extend  and  Improve 
the  wnemployniept  eonpenaatlon  program; 

H.  R.  9760.  An  act  to  tncreaaa  tlM  borrow- 
ing puiei  at  Commodity  CSredtt  Corpomtlon; 


H.  R.  S909.  An  act  to  prohiMt  payment  of 
annultlea  to  officers  and  employees  of  the 
United  States  eonvleted  of  certain  offenses, 
and  for  oUmt  purposes. 


RZ3ERAL  REPUBLIC  OF  GERliiANY 

ACr.  HENDRICKSOM.  Mr.  President. 
I  aak  unanimous  consent  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  House  bill  9988. 
for  the  relief  of  the  Federal  Republic  of 
Germany. 

Tlie  FRESIDIMCI  G^PICER.  The 
bill  will  be  read  by  title,  for  the  informa- 
tion Of  the  Senate. 

The  LwisuTiVE  Cleik.   A  bill  (R  R. 

9988)  for  the  relief  of  the  Federal  Re- 
public of  Oermany. 

The  FRE8n>£Na  OFFICER  la  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
theblU? 

Tbere  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
luroceeded  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     MrT  President. 

I  ask  for  the  third  reading  and  passage 

of  the  bin. 

The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  amendment  to  be  proposed,  the 
questioQ  Is  on  the  third  reading  of  the 
bui. 

The  bin  (H.  R  9988)  was  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  and  was  read  the  third 
time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is.  8haU  the  biU  pass? 

Mr.  HOUoAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
-Wish  to  hare  the  bUI  read. 

ICr.  LONG.  Mr.  President.  let  me  ask 
Whether  the  majority  leader  has  been 
consulted  regarding  this  biU. 

lir.  HENDRICKSON.  I  consulted 
with  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Giotcx]. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  think  there 
can  be  the  slightest  objection  to  the  bill. 
It  is  an  authorisation  for  an  appropria- 
tion item  which  has  already  been  carried 
in  the  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Afr.  OBORQE.  But  under  the  techni- 
cal rules  of  the  House,  there  must  be  an 
authorisation  before  the  House  is  will- 
ing to  proceed  with  the  i4>propilatiQn. 

Mk*.  HENDRICKSON.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

The  biU  authorizes  the  approiaiatlon 
Of  $300,000  for  the  purchase  of  the  em- 
bassy building  of  Germany  in  Washing- 
ton.   We  eonflscated  the  embassy. 

Mr.  OEOROE.  The  blU  authorises  an 
Appnwiation  for  the  purchase  of  the 
embassy;  that  is  alL 

The  PRBSIDINO  OPnCER  The 
MU  having  been  read  the  third  time,  the 
question  is.  Shall  it  pass? 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9988)  was  passed. 


NONQUOTA  IMMIGRANTS  VISAS 
FOR  CERTAIN  «TrTTJ.ii;r>  ALJEN 
SHEEPHERDERS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
RxTNOLDS  in  the  chair)  laid  befbre  the 
Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  2862)  to 
provide  relief  for  the  sheep -raising  in- 
dustry by  making  special  nonquota  im- 
migrant visas  available  to  certain  skilled 
alien  sheepherders,  which  was,  on  page 
2,  strike  out  aU  after  line  22  over  to  and 
including  line  3.  on  page  3,  and  insert: 

8xc.  4.  Any  alien  who  is  excludable  because 
Of  the  conviction  of  a  misdemeanor  classi- 
fiable as  a  petty  offense  under  the  pfovislona 
of  section  1  (3)  of  title  18.  UnlteH  States 
Code,  by  reason  of  the  punishment  actually 
Impoeed,  or  who  is  excludable  as  ene  who 
admits  the  commission  of  such  mlsdmneanor, 
may  hereafter  be  granted  a  visa  and  sdmltted 
to  the  United  States,  If  otherwise  admissible: 
Frovided,  That  the  alien  has  commitited  only 
one  such  offense. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     Mr.  President,  the 

bill  S.  2862,  which  provides  special  re- 
lief for  the  sheep-raising  industry  by 
maklngr  available  certain  visas  for  skilled 
alien  sheepherders,  has  been  amended 

by  the  House  of  Representatives  today, 
and  I  want  to  take  just  a  moment  or  two 
In  order  to  make  the  legislative  history 
on  the  amendment  perfectly  deal*. 
The  pxirpose  of  the  amendment  Is  to 

exempt  from  certain  exclusion  clauses  an 
alien  who  is  excludable  solely  because  of 
the  commission  of  a  misdemeanor — an 
offense  not  punishable  by  imprsonment 
for  1  year  or  more — and  for  whom  the 
penalty  actually  imposed  was  imprison- 
ment not  to  exceed  6  months  or  a  fine 
not  to  exceed  $500  or  both.  In  drder  to 
avoid  a  misconstruction  which  might  be 
placed  upon  the  amendment,  I  made  in- 
quiry of  the  author  of  the  amendment  in 
the  House,  the  Honorable  Prakcis  R 
WAI.TKR,  and  I  now  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  a  letter  from  him  to  me  of 
this  date,  respecting  the  amendment,  be 
read  into  the  Rkcord  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read. 

TTie  legislative  derk  read  as  follows: 

August  20.  1954. 
Hon.  Fat  McCauuit,  1 

Senate  Office  Building.  1 

Waahinffton.  D.  C 
DsAB  Sknatob:  Answering  your  inquiry,  I 
want  to  say  for  the  record  and  as  a  part  of  the 
legislative  history  of  the  bill,  that  my  amend- 
ment to  S.  2862,  adopted  by  the  Hou«e  today. 
is  Intended  to  require  the  meeting  of  two 
standards,  namely,  the  offense  must  be  an 
offense  which  is'  committed  in  the  United 
States  would  be  a  misdemeanor  (not  pun- 
ishable by  Imprisonment  for  1  year  or  more), 
and,  second,  the  offense  must  be  one  for 
which  the  actual  penalty  Imposed  in  the  par- 
ticular case  was  imprisonment  not  to  exceed 
6  months  or  a  fine  not  to  exceed  $500,  or  both. 
IT  these  two  tests  are  met,  under  my  amend- 
ment, the  offense  would  not  result  In  manda- 
tory exclusion  if  there  was  only  one  offense 
and  the  alien  was  not  otherwise  excludable. 
Sincerely. 

VkANCis  B.  Waltbl. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
construction  placed  on  the  amendment 
by  the  author.  Representative  Walter, 
Is  in  complete  accord  with  my  own  con- 
struction. I  am  therefore  satisfied  with 
the  amendment,  and  accordingly  move 


August  20 
accept   the   House 


that   the    Senate 

amendment. 

But  at  this  point  I  wish  to  say  that 
the  amendment  placed  on  the  bill  does 
not  m  fact  apply  to  the  original  bill,  be- 
cause there  are  no  criminals  among 
sheepherders.  Bo  it  does  not  apply  di- 
rectly. But  it  is  a  question  of  amend- 
ing the  Inmiigration  Act. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to^ 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  moment? 

I  wish  to  compliment  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Mc- 
Casran]  for  getting  this  bill  through. 
He  has  worked  2  years  to  give  the  sheep- 
herders in  the  western  part  oC  the  coun- 
try badly  needed  help.  I  am  not  going 
into  that  subject  again,  because  we  de- 
bated it  upon  the  floor  before,  but  I 
wish  to  congratulate  the  Senator  for  do- 
ing one  of  the  best  jobs  ever  done  upon 

the  Senate  floor. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  a 
sheep  camp  was  my  origin,  so  I  want  to 
do  something  for  my  own  kind. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  know  that  what  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada  says 
Is  true.  I  have  slept  in  many  a  sheep 
camp  and  buckaroo  camp,  and  under- 
stand the  range  business.  What  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  ft-om  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Lancer]  and  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Nevada  tMr.  Mc- 
Carran]  have  accomplished  is  a  move  in 
the  right  direction.  The  people  who  will 
come  to  the  United  States  are  workers. 
They  do  not  live  off  the  top  or  just  take 
an  override.  They  go  into  the  sage- 
brush and  work. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  jaeld? 

Mr.  MALONE.    I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Did  the  Senator  ever 
know  a  sheepherder  who  was  not  a  good, 
fine,  honest,  hard-working  man? 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  so  long 
as  the  disting\iished  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  has  made  a  point  with  respect 
to  sheepherders,  and  I  have  heard  on 
this  floor  a  little  levity  in  regard  to  the 
sheepherders,  let  me  tell  the  Senate 
where  they  come  from.  They  come  from 
the  Pyrenees.  They  are  French  Bas- 
ques, and  Spanish  Basques.  They  are 
among  the  finest  blood  in  the  world. 
When  they  come  here  they  know  only 
sheep,  but  in  the  desert  region  a  few 
years  after  these  so-called  sheepherd- 
ers come  to  Nevada.  Utah,  or  Arizona,  or 
Idaho,  they  send  for  their  sweethearts 
and  they  are  married  and  raiise  families. 
The  second  and  third  generation  are 
lawyers,  bankers,  engineers.  It  is  nec- 
essary to  send  for  more  sheepherders, 
because  the  second,  third,  and  fourth 
generation  do  not  herd  sheep.  They  do 
the  banking  and  take  care  of  the  law 
business  for  us.    They  are  fine  citizens. 

I  wish  I  could  say  the  same  for  all 
types  we  import. 
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CONSTRUCTION,  OPERA-nON.  AND 
MAINTENANCE  OP  COLORADO 
RIVER  STORAGE  PROJECT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill   (S.   1555)    to  authorize  the 


Secretary  of  tlie  Interior  to  construct, 
op>erate,  and  maintain  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project  and  participating 
projects,  and  for  other  piu-poses. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President. 
what  is  the  unfinished  business  before 
the  Senate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  un- 
finished business  is  Senate  bill  1555.  Cal- 
endar No.  2000. 


TRIBUTE  TO  JUDGE  EDWARD 
WEINFELD 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  4  years 
ago  the  President  of  the  United  States 
appointed,  and  the  Senate  confirmed. 
Edward  Weinfcld  to  the  district  court 
bench  in  New  York.  I  was  very  inter- 
ested in  this  appointment  and  indeed 
strongly  urged  it  upon  the  President. 

and  I  was  very  gratified  when  the  ap- 
pointment was  confirmed. 
In  the  years  since.  Judge  Weinfeld  has 

made  an  exemplary  record  on  the  bench 

and  has  justified  the  confidence  which 
many  of  us  had  in  his  legal  abilities  and 
judicial  temperament. 

Very  recently  Judge  Weinfeld  figured 
in  the  news  as  the  presiding  judge  in  the 
publicized  hbel  suit  of  Mr.  Quentin 
Reynolds  against  Mr.  Westbrook  Pegler. 
In  the  August  7  issue  of  the  highly  repu- 
table weekly  publication,  the  Saturday 

Review,  there  was  a  report  on  the 
Reynolds-Pegler  trial,  written  by  Mr. 
Cleveland  Amory,  a  well-known  Ameri- 
can novelist.  In  the  course  of  this  report 
there  was  a  tribute  to  Judge  Weinfeld 
which  I  should  like  to  have  inserted  in 
the  Record.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  excerpt  from  Mr.  Amory 's  report 
be  printed  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rscokd, 
as  follows: 

Report  bt  Clevixakd  Amort  ok  Rxtnoum- 
Peclib  Tual 

By  all  odds  the  outstanding  figure  in  court 
was  Judge  Edward  Weinfeld.  a  magnetic  man 
with  a  face  like  a  prophet  and  a  mind  wbk:h 
anticipated  everything  several  seconds  be- 
fore it  happened.  He  went  directly  from 
high  school  to  law  school,  was  New  York 
state's  first  housing  commissioner,  and,  on 
becoming  a  judge,  his  first  act  was  to  find 
out  what  prison  Ufe  was  ac'tuaUy  like.  At 
one  time  or  another,  and  through  at  least 
one  meal,  he  has  visited  every  Federal  prison 
In  this  country  except  two.  "Ill  get  to 
those."  he  says  quietly.  "I  want  to  see  every 
place  I  may  be  responsible  for  someone  go- 
ing." In  such  a  man's  court  there  were  no 
points  of  disorder. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Prom  many  legal 
quarters.  Mr.  President,  it  has  come  to 
my  attention  that  Judge  Weinfeld  pre- 
sides in  the  district  court  of  New  York 
in  the  highest  tradition  of  the  Federal 
judiciary.  I  am  proud  and  happy  to  pay 
this  tribute  to  my  long-time  friend. 
Judge  Edward  Weinfeld. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
A  message  In  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  communi- 
cated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  MiUer.  one 
of  his  secretaries. 


ELECTION  OP  DELEGATES  OP  DIS- 
TRICT OF  COLUMBIA  TO  NATION- 
AL POLITICAL  CONVENTIONS — 
VETO  MESSAGE  (S.  DOC.  NO.  155) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read,  and.  with  the  accom- 
panying bill,  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed : 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith  without  my  approval 
S.  1611.  an  enactment  entitled  "An  act 
to  regiilate  the  election  of  delegates  rep- 
resenting the  District  of  Columbia  to 
national  political  conventions,  and  for 
other  purposes." 

This  enactment  regulates  the  election 
of  national  committeemen  and  commit- 

teewomen  and  delegates  and  alternates 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  to  all  con- 
ventions of  political  parties  nominating 

candidates  for  the  Presidency  and  Vice 

Presidency  of  the  United  States. 

The  enactment  further  provides  for  a 
Board  of  Elections.  com[>osed  of  three 

members  appointed  by  the  Commission- 
ers of  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
Board  would  maintain  a  permanent 
registry  of  electors,  conduct  the  elec- 
tions, certify  nominees  and  the  results 
of  elections,  and  perform  other  func- 
tions incident  to  the  conduct  of  such 

elections. 

Section  9  of  the  enrolled  bill  exempts 
the  qualified  electors  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  from  the  Hatch  Act 

I  cannot  approve  the  provisions  of  the 
enrolled  bill  which  would  enable  a  very 
limited  nmnber  of  Federal  employees  to 
engage  in  partisan  political  activities,  a 
privilege  denied  to  all  other  Federal  em- 
ployees  by  the  Hatch  Act.  The  bill  would 
amend  this  act  by  permitting  Federal 
employees  living  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia to  actively  participate  in  the 
nomination  and  election  of  delegates  and 
alternates  representing  the  District  at 
national  political  conventions  and  in 
the  selection  of  members  of  the  national 
committees  of  political  parties.  It  is  esti- 
mated that  of  the  approximately  2.180,- 
000  Federal  employees  in  the  United 
states,  only  160.200.  or  7  percent,  work 
in  the  District  of  Colimibia.  It  is  im- 
possible to  determine  how  many  of  the 
160.200  live  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  would  be  privileged  to  actively  par- 
ticipate in  elections  of  party  national 
conmutteemen.  but  the  number  would 
be  extremely  small  compared  to  the  to- 
tal number  of  Federal  employees.  Thus 
a  tiny  percentage  of  Federal  employees 
would  be  permitted  to  be  candidates  for. 
and  to  serve  in.  the  poUtical  party  offices 
of  national  committeemen.  They  also 
would  be  allowed  to  engage  in  such  parti- 
san poUtical  activities  as  serving  on  cam- 
paign committees,  making  public  ad- 
dresses in  behalf  of  candidates,  solicit- 
ing funds,  and  a  variety  of  other  duties 
incident  to  poUtical  campaigns.  If  ad- 
ditional political  privileges  are  to  be  ex- 
tended to  Federal  emplojrees.  it  should 
be  on  a  nationwide  basis.  No  apparent 
reason  exists  for  singling  out  a  limited 
number  of  Federal  employees  Uving  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  permitting 


them  to  participate  in  partisan  political 
activities  while  aU  other  Federal  em- 
ployees throughout  the  country  are  de- 
nied this  privil^e  under  the  Hatch  Act. 
I  take  this  action  with  considerabla 
r^ret.  Were  it  not  for  tills  whoUy  un- 
acceptable exemption  from  the  Hatch. 
Act,  this  legislation  would  represent  a 
constructive  st^  toward  obtaining  suf- 
frage in  the  District  of  Columbia.  For- 
tunately, the  first  election  under  proce- 
dures authorized  by  this  bill  would  not 
take  place  until  April  1056.  Therefore. 
there  is  still  ample  time  for  the  84th  Con- 
gress to  consider  this  matter  again.  I 
recommend  such  action,  and  I  shall  be 
glad  to  approve  a  biU  from  which  the 
defects  of  the  present  meastu-e  are  re- 
moved. 

DWICHT  D.  ElSEMHOWOU 

The  White  House,  August  20. 19S4. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Bartlett.  one  of  its 

clerks,  annouziced  that  the  House  haxl 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  follow- 
ing bill  and  Joint  resolution  of  the 
Senate: 

S.  3868.  An  act  authorizing  tbe  payment  of 
salary  to  any  individual  given  a  recess  ap- 
pointment as  ComptroUer  General  of  tbe 
United  States  before  the  beginning  of  the 
84th  Congress;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  173.  Joint  resolution  to  authorise 
the  President  to  proclaim  the  week  of  Novem- 
ber 28,  1954,  throvigh  £>ecember  4,  1954.  as 
National  Salvation  Army  Week. 

The  message  also  aimoimced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  biU  (H.  R.  7774)  to 
establish  a  uniform  system  for  tiie  grant- 
ing of  mcentive  awards  to  officers  and 
employees  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  message  further  annoimced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  Irill 
(H.  R.  9366)  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  and  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  so  as  to  extend  coverage  under  the 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  pro- 
gram, increase  the  benefits  payaUe 
thereunder,  preserve  the  insurance  rights 
of  disabled  individuals,  and  increase  th^ 
amount  of  earnings  permitted  without 
loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  following  con- 
current resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  272) .  in 
which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate: 

Resolved  hy  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  concurring).  That  there  tM 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Select  Committee 
to  Investigate  the  Incorporation  of  the  Baltic 
States  into  the  U.  S.  8.  R.,  1.000  additional 
copies  of  part  I  of  the  hearings  on  the  Baltic 
States  investigation,  held  by  the  said  select 
committee  during  the  83d  Congress,  1st 
session. 


PROPOSED  DIXON- YATES 
CONTRACT 

During  the  executive  session, 
Mr.      ANDERSON.    Mr.     President, 
much  as  I  disUke  to  interrupt  this  dis- 
cussion, I  must  do  so  as  I  am  not  sure 
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When  I  Shan  be  ftbl«  to  get  the  floor  agftlzL 
I  wiBh  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
many  questions  have  been  raised  as  to 
when  Ckuigxeas  would  have  a  look  at  the 
Dixon-Yates  contract. 

I  stated  to  a  newspaperman  yesterday 
that  I  thought  there  should  be  open 
hearings  on  the  contract,  and  many  peo- 
ple wondered  why.  The  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  haTing  passed  the  Gore 
amendment  In  the  Qxxal  draft  of  the 
atomic  energy  bill,  provided  that: 

No  contract  entered  Into  tinder  the  au- 
thority of  this  act  ahtM  provide,  and^  no 
contract  entered  Into  \inder  the  authority  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946.  ae  amended, 
ahall  be  modified  or  amended  after  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  act  to  provide,  for  direct 
payment  or  direct  reimbursement  by  th^ 
Commission  of  any  Federal  Income  taxes  on 
behalf  of  any  contractor  jierformlng  such 
contract  for  profit. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  obtained  a  copy, 
dated  August  11,  1954.  of  the  contract  as 
recommended  by  the  General  Manager 
of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  to  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  Does  the  contract  bear 
a  date  before  the  effective  date  of  the 
act  which  the  Congress  has  just  passed? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  conference  re- 
port was  dated  the  6th  of  August.  This 
recommended  contract  is  dated  the  11th 
day  of  August.  The  act  has  not  yet 
been  signed  by  the  President,  and  there- 
fore this  would  be  ahead  of  the  signing 
by  the  President. 

That  contract,  on  page  12,  carries  this 
language: 

"The  base  capacity  charge  Includes  as 
one  of  Its  components  SSSSJifiO  which  Is  the 
cost  to  the  company  of  Federal  Income  taxes 
at  the  rate  of  62  percent  per  annum  esti- 
mated on  the  basis  of  the  formula  set  forth 
below.  Accordingly,  on  each  Interest  pay- 
ment date  on  the  bond  Indebtedness  of  the 
company,  there  shaU  be  subtracted  from  or 
added  to  the  portion  of  the  base  capacity 
charge  applicable  to  each  month  of  the  suc- 
ceeding quarter-yearly  period  one-twelfth  of 
the  amoxmt  by  which  such  basic  component 
of  •830,350  Is  greater  or  less  than  the  result 
of  a  calculation  pursuant  to  the  foUowlng 
formula: 

And  the  formula  Is  there  set  out. 

I  say  that  constitutes  the  payment  of 
Federal  Income  tax  iust  as  plainly  as  it 
can  be,  in  spite  of  the  Gore  amendment 
adopted  by  the  Congress. 

On  page  13  of  this  proposed  contract — 
which  is  the  general  manager's  recom- 
mendation to  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission, not  Just  something  submitted 
by  the  company— there  is  this  language: 

References  to  Federal  income  taxes  in  this 
section  and  In  sections  4.08,  4.00,  and  4.11 
■ball  Include  normal,  surtax,  and  excess 
profits  taxes.  If  any. 

That  means  that  we  do  not  just  pay 
the  Federal  income  taxes  that  now  exist. 
If  at  a  later  date  an  excess-profits  tax 
is  applied,  that  tax  Is  paid  directly  and 
added  to  the  basic  charge,  regardless  of 
the  passage  of  the  Gore  amendment. 

I  wish  to  be  brief  on  this,  and  I  shall 
call  attention  only  to  the  section  on  page 
16  which  deals  with  the  payment  of 
State,  Federal,  and  local  taxes  of  every 
character.    It  says,  "except  Federal  in- 


r.    Presi- 


come  taxes,"  and  then  makes  provision 
as  to  how  Federal  Income  taxes  come 
into  the  picture. 

On  page  18 — — 

Mr.     HICKENLOOPER.     Mr. 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Will  the 
Senator  tell  me  from  what  document  he 
is  reading? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  reading  from 
the  power  contract  between  the  Missis- 
sippi Valley  Generating  Co.,  the  com- 
pany which  is  going  to  handle  the 
Dixon-Yates  contract,  and  the  Atomic 
Energy  Cc»nmlssion.  It  is  labeled  "Proof 
of  August  11,  1954"  and  is  the  contract 
which  the  general  manager,  General 
Nichols,  has  recommended  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
for  their  consideration  and  approval. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  May  I  ask  the 
Senator  where  he  obtained  the  contract, 
or  the  proposed  contract? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  obtained  it  from 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  May  I  ask 
whether  the  joint  committee  has  met  and 
considered  ansrthing  about  this  proposed 
contract  as  yet? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  sure  it  has 
not  I  obtained  it  because  I  felt  it  was 
no  part  of  my  responsibility  to  protect 
the  people  of  this  country  from  the 
truth  and  from  what  is  going  on.  I 
think  it  is  perfectly  obvious  what  is  going 
on  concerning  the  Dixon-Yates  contract. 
A  contract  is  now  under  negotiation.  It 
has  reached  the  point  that  the  General 
Manager  of  the  Commission  has  Sent  it 
to  the  members  of  the  Commission  with 
his  recommendation.  They  are  now  to 
consider  it.  I  thought  the  Congress, 
which  was  about  to  adjourn,  ought  to 
know  that  the  Gore  amendment,  which 
was  written  into  the  Atomic  ESnergy 
Act,  which  we  have  just  approved,  which 
provided  that  Federal  income  taxes 
should  not  be  paid  directly  or  reim- 
bursed directly,  is  being  circumvented 
as  neatly  as  anything  can  be  in  this 
contract. 

I  further  bring  it  up  because  of  what 
Is  now  the  schedule.  As  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  knows,  the  schedule  is  that 
on  the  2d  day  of  September,  after  the 
Congress  has  gone  home,  a  meeting  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy 
will  be  called.  Notices  are  being  sent 
out.  On  this  side  of  the  aisle,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  will  be 
safely  in  Europe,  I  assume ;  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson]  will  be 
safely  in  Colorado;  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  PastoreI  will  be  in 
Yosemite;  and  I  shall  be  in  New 
Mexico — making  an  absolutely  perfect 

day  upon  which  to  consider  this  contract 
without  the  fear  of  Democratic  members 
of  the  joint  committee  being  present. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  act,  the  reso- 
lution need  not  wait  30  days.  The  pro- 
posed contract  could  be  approved  by  a 
resolution  that  day.  No  further  sub- 
mission, no  hearings,  no  discussion  would 
be  required. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  able  GofVernor 
of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  Governor 
Clement,  has  suggested  that  public  hear- 


ings might  be  desirable.  I  am  one  of 
those  who  thinks  public  hearings  would 
be  desirable.  That  is  why  I  am  bringing 
it  to  the  attention  of  the  Congress  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, if  the  Senator  will  yield  for  another 
question,  I  will  say,  by  way  of  preface 
to  my  question,  that  I  have  not  seen 
notice  of  such  a  meeting.  I  do  not  ques- 
tion that  it  has  been  called,  but  I  did 
not  know  about  it. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  can  only  say  to 
the  very  able  Senator  from  Iowa  that  a 
representative  of  the  Commission  is  sit- 
ting on  the  couch  behind  him,  who  will 
be  able  to  assure  him  that  Chairman 
Cole  telephoned  in  from  Omaha  and 
asked  that  notices  be  sent  out  calling 
for  the  meeting  on  the  2d  day  of 
September. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  do  not  in 
the  slightest  question  the  Senator's  word. 
I  merely  made  the  statement  that  I  had 
no  notice  of  such  a  meeting;  I  had  no 
knowledge  that  it  was  being  called.  I 
presume  I  shall  be  notified  in  the  course 
of  the  afternoon.  But  the  act  has  not 
as  yet  been  signed,  so  far  sls  I  know.  It 
has  not  become  law.  I  suggest  to  the 
Senator  that  there  is  no  machinery 
whereby  the  joint  committee  can  meet 
and  discuss  or  consider  a  proposed  con- 
tract under  its  provisions  until  it  does 
become  law.  The  meeting  would  be 
ineffectual  and  would  have  no  place. 

I  sincerely  regret  that  the  Senator  has 
seen  fit  to  go  to  the  committee  and  take 
a  document  which  was  submitted  to  the 
committee  for  its  advice,  before  the  com- 
mittee has  even  seen  it.  before  it  has 
ever  been  discussed  by  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Atomic  Energy,  and  bring  it 
to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  for  speculative 
purposes,  to  speculate  on  its  terms. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  With  a  document 
as  important  as  this.  I  think  there  is 
nothing  unusual,  so  far  as  the  members 
of  the  committee  are  concerned.  There 
have  been  many  regrettable  things  about 
this  contract.  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
was  an  excellent  time  to  find  out  what 
its  provisions  were. 

Now  I  want  to  refer  to  page  18,  sec- 
tion 4.09 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  GORE.  Does  not  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  New  Mexico  think 
that  Congress  is  entitled  to  have  the  in- 
formation which  he  is  now  proceeding 
to  give  to  the  Senate? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  should  think  so. 
Congress,  in  the  recent  passage  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act.  inserted  a  provision 
which  was  originally  in  an  amendment 
which  I  had  prepared,  which  was  then 
taken  by  the  able  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  fMr.  Ervin]  and  proposed  by 
him  as  an  amendment  which  was  ac- 
cepted by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson]  and  included 
in  the  law  as  it  has  been  enacted.  The 
provision  reads  as  follows:     | 

Any  contract  hereafter  entered  Into  by  the 
Commission  pursuant  to  this  section  shall 
be  submitted  to  the  Joint  committee  and  a 
period  of  30  days  shall  elapse  while  Con- 
gress is  in  session    (in  computlDg  such  30 
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days  there  shaU  be  excluded  the  days  oa 
which  either  House  Is  not  In  session  because 
of  adjatu-nment  for  more  than  3  days) 
before  the  contract  of  the  Commission  shall 
become  effective:  Pror*d«f.  hotoever.  That 
the  Joint  committee,  after  having  received 
the  proposed  contract,  may  by  resolution  in 
writing  waive  the  conditions  of  or  all  or  any 
portion  of  such  30-day  period. 

It  seems  to  me  that  when  Congress  Is 
not  going  to  be  in  session,  and  quite 
obviously  will  not  be  in  session,  the  only 
remedy  would  be  to  pay  some  slight 
attention  to  the  provisions  of  the  con- 
tract here  and  now. 

I  do  not  intend  to  be  long;  In  fact.  If 
I  may  be  allowed  to  read  a  few  more 
lines  I  shall  be  satisfied. 

Section  4.09  provides  as  follows: 

Section  400.  Adjustment  In  absence  of 
sinking  fund  depreciation  ruling:  If  the 
company  should  be  unable  to  obtain  a  satis- 
factory ruling  pernUtting  It  to  deduct  de- 
preciation for  purposes  of  Federal  Income 
taxes  on  depreciable  property  Included  In  the 
facilities  on  a  31-year  sinking  fund  formula 
with  interest  at  the  rate  of  3>4  percent  per 
annum,  or  If  such  riUlng  once  obtained 
should  later  be  reversed,  rescinded  or  ren- 
dered Invalid  or  Ineffective,  with  the  result 
that  the  company  shall  not  be  permitted  to 
deduct  full  depreciation  as  aforesaid,  the 
AEC  shall  pay  to  the  company.  In  addition 
to  the  other  payments  herein  provided  for, 
on  a  monthly  accrual  basis  or  other  basis  mu- 
tually agreed  upon,  such  amounts  as  shall  be 
necessary  to  provide  the  company  with  earn- 
ings applicable  to  Its  capital  stock,  after  all 
taxes.  Including  Federal  Income  taxes,  not 
less  than  would  have  been  available  to  the 
company  If  It  had  been  permitted  to  deduct 
depreciation  for  tax  purposes  on  such  sink- 
ing fund  formxila. 

All  I  can  do  is  read  the  language. 
When  I  read  it.  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
contract  as  submitted  on  August  11,  after 
Congress  had  passed  the  bill  which  pro- 
vided certain  requirements  about  income 
taxes  in  new  contracts,  still  carries  lan- 
guage for  reimbursement  for  Federal  in- 
come taxes. 

My  hope  is  that  the  contract  may  be 
further  revised  and  brought  in  line  with 
the  desires  of  Congress;  that  when  it 
is  revised  and  brought  In  line  with  the 
desires  of  Congress,  the  contract  then 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Joint  Commit- 
tee on  Atomic  Energy  for  as  much  time  as 
there  is  reasonable  hope  that  a  majority 
of  the  committee,  and  saaxe  Democrats, 
at  least,  may  Ije  present  to  consider  it. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  As  the  Senator  has  stated, 
the  Governor  of  Tennessee  has  asked  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy  for 
the  right  to  be  heard  on  the  contract. 
A  number  of  representative  organiza- 
tions and  representative  citizens  have 
also  asked  to  be  permitted  to  be  heard  by 
the  joint  cmnmittee. 

Does  not  the  Senator  believe  that  when 
the  contract  Is  in  final  form  and  has  been 
submitted  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy,  the  contents,  provisions, 
and  details  of  the  contract  should  be 
made  known  to  the  public;  and  after  time 
and  opportunity  have  been  afforded  to 
consider  the  contract  and  its  provisions, 
then  there  should  be  a  full  and  open 


hearlnir  on  the  contract  by  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Yes;  I  think  pre- 
cisely that.  What  I  am  trying  to  prevent 
happening  is  this:  I  would  hate  to  have 
a  contract  to  be  prepared  and  be  in  final 
form  on  the  first  day  of  September, 
which  I  understand  is  the  present 
schedule,  and  then  have  it  submitted 
to  the  joint  committee  on  the  second 
day  of  September,  when  there  will  be  no 
members  of  the  committee  present,  or 
possibly  only  a  handful  present,  and 
have  the  committee  approve  a  resolution 
waiving  its  rights  to  a  hearing  without 
any  opportunity  whatsoever  for  the  Gov- 
ernor of  Tennessee  or  any  other  group 
to  have  any  hearings  of  any  kind  upon  it. 

It  does  not  strike  me  that  the  pubUc 
business  needs  to  be  transacted  so  rap- 
idly. When  the  Senate  was  discussing 
the  Dixon-Yates  contract  and  had  before 
it  only  a  skeleton  outUne.  I  was  told — 
I  do  not  know  if  anyone  else  was  told — 
that  it  probably  would  take  6  months  to 
negotiate  a  contract. 

Lo  and  behold.  Within  10  days  the 
contract  was  ready  in  its  present  form 
and  was  transmitted  to  the  members  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  with  the 
recommendation  of  General  Nichols,  its 
general  manager,  that  it  should  receive 
consideration  looking  toward  final  adop- 
tion. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  GORE.  On  page  13  of  this  re- 
markable document  I  observe  this  pro- 
vision: 

References  to  Federal  Income  taxes  in  this 
section  and  In  sections  4.08.  4.09.  and  4.11 
shall  Include  normal,  surtax  and  excess  prof- 
its taxes.  If  any. 

Does  not  that  provision  seek  to  pro- 
vide tax  inmiunity  for  this  concern,  not 
only  for  all  taxes  presently  levied,  but 
even  for  excess  profits  taxes,  if  any 
should  be  levied  In  the  future? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Yes.  I  may  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Termessee  that  I 
stressed  that.  I  said  I  thought  that  nul- 
lified the  amendment  which  was  pre- 
sented by  the  able  Senator  to  the  bill. 
I  think  it  is  an  improper  provision.  I 
was  trying  to  give  warning  to  the  people 
of  the  coiintry  that  the  contract  needs 
careful  examination.  I  think  it  gives 
point  to  what  the  Governor  from  Ten- 
nessee suggested  when  he  asked  if  a 
hearing  could  be  held  upon  it. 

I  do  not  desire  to  detain  the  Senate 
with  the  matter. 

I  merely  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  a  proof  of  the  contract  was 

presented  as  of  August  11  and  had  come 
to  the  staff  members  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Atomic  Energy. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
wonder  if  the  distinguished  Senators 
would  not  mind  continuing  their  discus- 
sion after  the  call  of  the  Executive  Cal- 
endar has  been  concluded.  The  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
GborciI  had  requested  that  the  trea- 
ties be  taken  up  now,  because  under  our 
procedure  it  Is  necessary,  first,  to  have  a 
quorum  call  and  then  a  yea-and-nay 
vote.    I  am  afraid  that  some  Senators 


who  would  not  want  to  miss  a  srea-and'- 
nay  vote  might  miss  it  unless  action  can 
be  taken  on  the  treaties  very  soon. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  had  not  intended 
to  proceed  this  long. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanln\ou8  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  an  article  entitled  "House-Sen- 
ate Group  Gets  Draft  of  Dixon- Yatea 
Power  Contract,"  published  in  the  Wash- 
ington Post  and  Times  Herald  of  Friday, 
August  20.  1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rscokd, 
as  follows: 

HODSK-SZNATX    OSOUT    OBTS    DKAFT    OF 

Dixom-Yatzs  Powxa  CommacT 

A  draft  of  the  proposed  Dlxon-Tates  power 
contract  was  sent  to  the  Houae-Senat* 
Atomic  Energy  Committee  yesterday,  but  was 
not  made  public. 

The  contract  was  vigorously  attacked  this 
week  by  Democratic  Chairman  Stephen  A. 
ICltcheU  and  earlier  was  the  center  of  the  IS- 
day  Senate  debate  on  the  adminlstratton'a 
atomic  energy  bm.  President  Eiaenhower  re- 
jected Mlchell's  charge  of  Improper  pro- 
cedure In  handling  the  contract  and  said 
Tuesday  that  the  entire  record  of  the  trana- 
actlon  wovUd  be  made  pubUc. 

However,  yesterday  neither  the  Atomic  En- 
ergy Committee  nor  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission were  ready  to  give  the  contract  draft 
to  the  press.  There  were  reports  that  tb« 
actual  contract  would  be  ready  for  »ignin|^ 
next  week. 

This  spurred  discussions  among  Democratlo 
Senators  over  whether  the  committee  would 
have  a  chance  to  review  the  terms  at  the 
half -bUllon -dollar  contract  before  Congress 
quits  for  the  year.  The  contract  by  the  ABO 
would  authorize  a  newly  formed  power  syn- 
dicate to  supply  electricity  to  Memphis  cua- 
tomers  of  the  Tennessee  VaUey  Authority 
in  replacement  for  power  supplied  by  TVA 
to  an  AEC  Inst&Uatlon  250  miles  away. 

The  recently  enacted  atomic-energy  bill 
included  a  section  requiring  that  the  joint 
congressional  committee  be  given  80  days 
whUe  Congress  Is  In  session  In  which  to  re- 
view such  AEC  contracts. 

Oov.  Frank  O.  Clement,  of  Tennessee, 
yesterday  wired  Chairman  W.  Stkblino  Cols, 
RepubUcan.  of  New  York,  of  the  Atomic  Com- 
mittee requesting  that  he  "make  public  the 
contract  which  Is  submitted  to  your  com- 
mittee by  the  AEC"  and  "grant  the  State  of 
Tennessee  and  other  Interested  parties  aa 
opportunity  to  be  heard  with  respect  to  the 
contract  after  an  opportunity  to  study  Ita 
terms." 

CoLK  was  in  Omaha,  Nebr.,  for  a  jpeech 
before  the  Air  Force  Aseoclatlon  convention. 
but  Senator  Clivtok  B.  Aifoiaaoir,  Democrat, 
of  New  Mexico,  a  conunlttee  member,  said  ha 
favored  full  and  open  hearings  on  the  con- 
tract. ' 

Andesson  argued.  "pubUc  business  can  be 
profitably  transacted  out  of  doors  unless 
there  Is  a  security  problem.  I  know  of  no 
security  problem  on  this  matter." 

Several  Democratic  Senators  who  were  ac- 
tive In  the  atomic  talkathon  seconded  this 
view.  They  .ncluded  Senators  Lastkb  ^"'•. 
of  Alabama,  Estks  KxrAxrrai.  of  Tennessee, 
and  John  C.  SramnB,  of  MlasliBippl. 

Committee  Vice  Chairman  Bouixs  B. 
HicKEiYLOOPca,  Iowa  Senator,  said  the  atomle 
bUl  had  not  yet  been  slgn^  and  therefore 
the  committee  review  was  not  required.  As« 
for  Governor  Clement's  request,  he  said  the 
committee  might  meet  to  oonsldar  what  to  do 
about  it. 

MeanwhUe,  AEC  and  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  were  reported  preparing  copies  of  aU 
memorandums  on  the  Dlzon-Tates  deal  for 
release  either  today  or  Saturday,  as  prom- 
ised by  the  President. 
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FRESIDSNTIAL  CITATION  FOR  LOS 
ALAMOS  SCIENTIFIC  LABORA- 
TORY 

liCr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  nnanlmoug  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record  the  text  of 
a  presidential  citation  for  the  Los  Alamos 
Selentfflc  Laboratory.  The  very  able 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission, Admiral  Strauss,  recently 
▼islted  my  State,  and  while  there  he  pre- 
sented to  the  staff  of  the  laboratory  a 
special  citation,  which  was  received  for 
the  laboratory  by  Dr.  Norris  Bradbury. 

All  of  us  in  New  Mexico  appreciated 
the  visit  by  Admiral  Strauss,  and  we 
appreciate  the  work  he  is  doing. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  text  of 
the  citation  was  orderaB  to  be  printed 
in  the  RicoRD,  as  follows: 

Tdr    of    PSBsnsMTUi.    Citation    vob    Los 
AI.AMOS  Sciximnc  Labosatokt 

The  Lob  Alamos  Scientific  Laboratory,  as 
the  Nation's  principal  institution  for  the  de- 
velopment of  atomic  weapons,  has  continued 
to  discharge  Its  responsibilities  to  the  people 
of  the  United  States  with  the  highest  dis- 
tinction and  by  its  achleTements  has  ren- 
dered Invaluable  service  to  the  Nation  and 
the  free  world. 

The  Laboratory's  momentous  success  in, 
the  field  of  fission  weapons  has  been  followed 
by  equal  accomplishments  in  the  fusion 
field.  These  achievements  are  the  resxilt  of 
a  remarkable  group  endeavor  and  the  de- 
voted and  sklUed  effort  of  Individuals  of  the 
staff  of  the  Laboratory. 

In  recognition  of  the  outstanding  achieve- 
ments of  the  Los  Alamos  Scientific  Labora- 
tory and  their  contributions  to  the  Welfare 
and  colleetlv*  security  of  this  Nation  and 
the  free  world,  this  citation  is  awarded  to 
the  Laboratory  as  a  means  of  expreasmg  to 
all  Ito  employees  the  gratitude  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States  of  America. 

(Presented  to  the  senior  staff  of  the  lab- 
oratory on  Thursday.  July  16,  1964,  by  Lewis 
L.  Strauss,  chairman.  U.  S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commisstog.  and  received  for  the  laboratory 
by  Dr.  Norris  Bradbury.) 


FEDERAL  ASSISTANCE  FOR  SCHOOL 
CONSTRUCTION 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  we 
face  a  crisis  in  one  phase  of  our  educa- 
tional program.  American  public  schools 
are  desperate  in  their  need  for  proper 
buildings  and  other  facilities.  It  is  a 
blot  on  our  democratic  system. 

Testifying   before   the  Subcommittee 
on  Education,  of  the  Senate  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  Committee,  on  May  18 
of  this  year.  I  said: 

When  Pearl  Harbor  struck  our  Nation  at 
the  beginning  of  World  War  n.  we  did  not 
ask  to  conduct  endless  studies  before  tak- 
ing action.  We  made  an  immediate  decla- 
ration of  war.  We  have  reached  a  Pearl  Har- 
bor in  our  school  construcUon.  We  must 
declare  war  In  face  of  this  emergency. 

Nothing  has  happened  in  the  last  2 
months  to  change  my  views.  I  agree 
wholeheartedly  with  the  statement  of 
the  President  In  his  sUte  of  the  Uziion 
message  of  last  year  in  wlilch  he  said: 
-Our  school  system  demands  prompt, 
effective  help." 

I  was  shocked  that  the  President's 
Secretary  of  the  Department  of  Health, 


Education,  and  Welfare,  his  own  ap- 
pointee, suggested  to  the  Senate  Coon- 
mittee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  that 
we  spend  2  more  years  of  study  and  hold 
a  White  House  conference  on  education 
in  1956  before  facing  the  crisis. 

Let  us  look  at  some  of  the  facts  which 
are  available  to  us  now.  Let  us  examine 
the  picture  of  our  schools  they  reveal — 
a  picture  that  will  not  improve  during 
the  2  years  another  study  is  in  progress. 

School  enrollment  has  been  increasing 
in  recent  years  at  the  rate  of  about  1 '  2 
million  students  a  year.  The  rise  will 
continue  for  the  next  several  years  at  a 
rate  of  at  least  1  million  a  year.  The 
United  States  Office  of  Education  has 
predicted  an  increase  in  public-school 
enrollment  of  over  5  million  students 
during  the  next  ,5  years. 

Arrayed  against  this  knowledge  is  the 
fact  that  even  at  this  time  there  are 
insufficient  facilities  to  handle  the  pres- 
ent school  population. 

The  School  Facilities  Survey,  released 
in  December  1953  by  the  United  States 
Office  of  Education,  revealed  a  shortage 
of  245.417  classrooms  in  1952.  When 
this  shortage  is  projected  into  the  cur- 
rent year,  the  result  is  a  shortage  of 


nearly  350,000  classrooms  at  the  present 
time. 

On  the  basis  of  the  ratio  prescribed 
by  the  Office  of  Education,  of  27  students 
per  classroom — which  few  school  sys- 
tems achieve — we  find  that  more  than 
9  million  of  our  school  children  are  cur- 
rently suffering  from  a  lack  of  proper 
school  facilities.  Classes  are  doubling 
and  trebling  in  one  room.  Students  are 
attending  school  on  split  shifts.  Hall- 
ways, basements,  makeshift  and  often 
unsafe  and  unsanitary  secondary  bxiild- 
ings  are  serving  as  classrooms.  The  re- 
search division  of  the  National  Educa- 
tion Association  reported  last  year  that 
at  least  a  half  million  children  were 
being  deprived  of  full-time  schooling  be- 
cause of  school-building  shortages. 

A  study  completed  in  1952  under  the 
title  "National  School  Facilities  Sur- 
vey," in  connection  with  earlier  hearings 
held  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
clearly  reveals  the  makeshift  school- 
housing  being  used  in  every  State. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  this  tabulation  inserted  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tabula- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 


National  school  facilities  survey,  19n2—Jnn<1pqnnte  fariiitiea,  by  Stnle- 

facil.ities  and  multiple  sessions 


Use  of  nonschool 


State 


0) 


NunibiT  of  puiiils  hous<^l  for  part  or  all 
of  till'  stlKjoi  (lay 


In  rontpd 

fiuartcrs  or 

other  fiinli- 

Uo«  outside 

of  schof)l 

buililiri^s 


I     In  .vhool-     ' 

ownc*!  hiir- 

r:icks  huJlM- 

ini.'s  or  similar 

striiotiirfx;  not 

dpsien*-*!  for 


Alabama 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

California 

Colorado.. 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

Florida 

Oeorifia.. 

Illinois 

Indiana •... 

Iowa .• 

Kansas 

Kentucky.... 

Louisiana 

Maine, , 

Maryland 

Micbipan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Montana 

Nebraska „. 

Nevada 

New  Hampshire. 

New  Mexico 

North  Carolina. . 

NorUi  Dakota. 

Ohio 

Oklahoma... 

Oregon 

Penngylvimia 

Rhode  Island 

South  Dakota 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Vermont 

M'ashin(!ton 

West  Virginia 

Wisconsin.. 

Alaska. ; 

Hawaii 

Puerto  Rico 

Virgin  Islands 


TotiU. 


school  u^ie 
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(.3) 

52.  TjH 
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fi.3')2 
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34.  7.^1 
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10. 8M 

11,732 

1.422 

.544 

7r.a 

279 

X  104 
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3.772 

995 
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3,  lt» 

2,  H7:i 

l.HKl 

7,  ,■}.■>» 

4,SU 

7.263 

4,276 
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1,103 

2.815 

76H 

13.fi97 
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7,224 

1.301 

2n.S}<8 

(') 

l.SU 

2.86.5 

203 

1.9fi:i 

286 

1,316 

]h9 

4.  loA 

h9t; 

7,112 

10,  6M 

10,  KM 

4.  821 

64 

10.  445 

10,223 

.%039 

11,607 

2.200 

261 

14.674 

3,256 

t>37 

83 

2,275 

«<IN 

7,01.1 

4.431 

30.  4K1 

30.092 

3,95.5 

8.461 

9,700 

6.512 

2.443 

1.431 

7,619 

16,602 

923 

260 

94H 

2,023 

68,197 

4,197 

376 

3,922 

In  makeshift 

quartpr5  in 

I'liiMinps 

'Ipslmed  for 
perniatient 
school  us« 


«> 


Number  of 
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m 


397,  .594 


2S7,  323 


2,007 

5,171 

3.2.53 

362.266 

5,WS 

3,987 

4.56 

46,  135 

5,910 

»7.632 

3,9.54 

2.994 

55,112 

6,9.54 

4,023 

.M7 

12,51)0 

16, 08.5 

8,987 

(') 

3,424 

350 

(') 

2,980 

1.584 

42,7<H 

538 

10.430 

3,276 

670 

16,522 

1.419 

1,785 

20,  202 

SI,  771 

4.  4,5.5 

4,945 

1.  893 

21,536 

1.36 

1,  129 

2,327 

1,913 

840.000 


<■) 
<■) 


3.801 

5,U2rt 

4.44) 

123.  4«5 

7,14n 

13.  22.5 

1.007 

22.945 

12.  186 
12.88) 

2.054 

698 
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1.3.59 

9,964 

4'»7 

13.  24.5 
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2,578 
45 1 
1,  53J 


1,715 

IIQ 
9,  ISo 


10,800 

62:) 

«21 
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1,  b6r 

l.(IN7 

305,984 

693 


681,895 


*  None  reported. 
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Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  I 
also  ask  unanimous  consent  td  insert  in 
the  Recobd  at  this  point  another  table 
prepared  in  connection  with  the  "Na- 
tional School  Facilities  Siurey"  which 
carries  this  picture  one  step  forward  and 
reveals  the  seriousness  of  the  total  prob- 
lem including  both  makeshift  facilities 
and  the  unsatisfactory  nature  of  the 
regular  school  facilities. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 
iVafional   school  facilitiea  surrey,   1952 — In- 

adeqiuite  facilities,  by  State — UnsatisfaC' 

tory  school  facilities  and  new  school  needs 


Percent   of  pupils  1 

boused 

in     (air 
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and     unmtlsfar- 

pupils 

U)ry     buildings. 

ne«^ling 
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se-liool 
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I'.Mri.lrt       

53.99 
33.21 

1.5  32 
2.5  83 

40.40 

ii.iirma    

44.53 

Mih.i 

(') 

(') 

(1) 

Ill;m.is 

24.84 

18.27 

21.62 

Iii'liitia 

40.72 

13  28 

27.61 

Iowa 

4<).  .55 

6.90 

17.28 

Kiii.s.t* 

3*..  07 

12.34 

25.70 

K-T>«iickv 

.53.90 

31.11 

40.38 

Ixiui:  iaiia.... 

62.49 

15.44 

47.63 

M;iine          

I2.A1 
44.90 

06.20 
12.76 

.57.19 

^Turvlan'l. 

26.41 

?''il.sS:iChusi'tl? 

(») 
25.68 

(') 
11.66 

P) 

NTiohiifan  

29  02 

Mii)n>-<ol !«.... 

33.78 

16.  ao 

27.  .15 

Mississippi 

47.03 

(') 

44.48 
48.93 
34.R.5 

29.34 
0) 

29.  .W 
43.01 
43.  76 

44.84 

Mi.'souri ... 

V) 

^'onlaoa 

28.70 

Nebnuska 

49.  K5 

Npva<la . .   

46  01 

Now  Hamiwhire 

3.5. 10 

32.68 

47.31 

Ni'W  Jtrs)  V 

(>) 

(') 

Ci 

New  Mi\.co 

43.97 

SI.  80 

53.44 

Now  York     

(') 

(') 

(M 

North  Carolina 

75.73 
.50.76 
33.78 

18.  S4 

10.45 

.5.87 

31.71 

North  Dakota 

14.77 

Ohio 

18.78 

Oklahoma 

38.05 
44.65 
21.. VI 
34.66 
0) 

11.82 

9.92 

1.5,65 

23.71 

(•) 

19.27 

On-gon.     

23.93 

ppntisvlvanla 

26.61 

Kiio>lc  Islanii         

28.81 

Poiith  ("arolinn 

0> 

Ponth  Dakota 

3145 
54.44 

40.76 

11.19 
24.32 
13.83 

18,  « 

Tennessee.       ...... 

33.49 

Texas „.. 

22.19 

Ituh 

(') 

(') 

(M 

Vermont... 

30.  a 

63.28 

43.60 

Virginia 

(') 

(') 

{'1 

\Nashinpton 

38. 2S 

36.75 

.53.03 

V>p^X  Virginia 

44  54 

16.66 

22.17 

V  ispnnsin. 

15.00 

8.93 

1X63 

V  J  oming... ........... 

(») 

0) 

(') 

schoolbuildings  in  the  State  are  without 
central  heating.  In  nearly  9  out  of  10 
of  the  schools,  according  to  a  study  of 
the  State  health  department's  division 
of  public  health  sanitation,  even  the 
facilities  for  washing  hands  are  deficient. 
In  a  survey  of  259  schools  in  16  counties, 
it  was  found  that  In  nearly  7  out  of  10 
schools,  the  water  supply  was  considered 
unsafe  for  the  pupils. 

Walls  and  floors  of  many  of  the  class- 
rooms are  substandard  and  lighting  has 
been  found  poor  in  nearly  6  out  of  10  of 
the  schools. 

The  shortage  of  classrooms  has  forced 
drastic  overcrowding  in  half  of  the 
schools.  Many  classrooms  hold  more 
than  60  pupils  during  a  regular  day. 

The  shortage  of  schools  makes  it  nec- 
essary for  many  students  to  travel  long 
distances  requiring  the  use  of  school 
buses.  Some  pupils  have  to  board  these 
buses  as  early  as  5:30  a.  m.,  and  some  do 
not  get  home  before  6  p.  m. 

These  facts  reveal  a  wretched  condi- 
tion and  there  are  many  other  States 
which  are  in  a  similar  position.  The 
local  communities,  the  counties,  and  the 
States  are  working  to  alleviate  these  dis- 
tressing conditions. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  a  table  prepared  by  the  De- 
partment of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare, showing  capital  outlay  expendi- 
tures— in  thousands  of  dollars — for  pub- 
lic elementary  and  secondary  schools  for 
the  school  years  1949  and  1952. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcoro, 
as  follows: 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare, Office  of  Education — Capital  outlay 
expenditures  for  public  elementary  and 
seixmdary  schools  for  the  school  years  end- 
ing 1949  and  1952 

[In  tbou.<<and$  of  dollars* 


•  Did  not  take  part  in  survey. 
'  Survey  dali.  not  yet  avaiiabie. 

Mr.  CLEJyIENTS.  Prom  these  tables 
it  is  obviouj  that  the  problem  varies  from 
State  to  State  but  that  it  is  serious 
throughout  the  Nation.  I  am  aware  of 
the  problem  as  it  exists  in  my  own  State 
of  Kentucky. 

There  are  18,908  classrooms  to  serve 
the  more  r^han  500.000  students  in  the 
State.  Of  this  nxunber  of  classrooms, 
7,881.  or  2  out  of  every  5  schoolrooms 
are  outmoded  and  tin&t  for  use  and 
Should  be  i-eplaced. 

Heating,  water,  and  sanitation  facili- 
ties are  t)elow  par  in  a  erreat  percentage 
Of  the  sch(X>ls.    Eight  out  of  ten  of  the 


Ftate 


1949 


1952 


Alghamf^    ... 

8.641 

12,331 

8,641 

15;).  005 

Arizona  . 

Arkansas . 

California 

Colorado 

10,058 

Connecticut 

10,  459 

Delaware 

1,639 

Florida.. 

20,296 

Oeorttia - 

6.689 

Idaho 

2,253 

4.5.917 
12.4,89 

Illinois 

Indians 

Iowa. 

17.017 

6,106 
4,756 

Kentucky 

TiOuislMia         .  .  ..  

13,960 

Maine 

652 

Iv.jryUnd 

19,237 

Massachusetts 

7.340 

Micbiitan.. 

3a  480 

Minnesota 

8,502 

Mississippi 

Mi(M>ur 

(') 

10..W5 

Montana. 

2.760 

Nebraska 

1,643 

Nerada 

472 

New  Hampshire — 

l.SW 

New  Jersey 

19.571 

New  Mexico 

6.092 

New  York A      «7.<»5 

North  Carolina 

23,123 

North  DakoU 

$53 

Ohio           ... - 

as,  906 

841 

OiHCOa 

4,780 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wei* 
fare,  Office  of  Education — Capital  outlaf 
expenditures  for  pubUe  elementary  a»d 
secondary  schools  for  the  school  ytmirt 
ending  1949  and  1952 — Continued 


I  Comparable  data  not  arailable. 


7.187 
9.  ,566 
10.338 
239.625 
16,332 
24,431 
7,734 
34.  .555 
6.254 
5.441 
81.218 
16.111 
22.284 
32.771 
4.949 
22,418 
3.870 
40,956 
26.868 
81,073 
86.323 
14.326 
20.186 
4.800 
4.719 
1.563 
3.134 
39,613 
6.600 
193.344 
44.897 
ZUO 
91.440 
13.188 
23,277 


(In  thousands  of  dollars] 

FUt« 

19W 

I05S 

Pennsvlvania 

22,129 

180 

e.828 

1.901 

25.504 

46.23A 

6.970 

806 

12.877 

31.095 

4.809 

9,187 

1.449 

SS.SOl 

Rhode  Island. ..  .. 

3.247 

Pouth  CarolinH 

10,337 

t?outh  Dakota- 

3.889 

Tennessee 

23,067 

Texas 

71.881 

Tt^h 

9,389 

Vermont 

1,639 

Virginia. 

00,408 

■Wikshinpton 

ao.4S2 

West  Vircinia 

9.364 

Wisconsin  _ 

17,874 

>Vyouiing 

ai84« 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  A  study  of  this 
table,  comparing  the  years  1949  and  1952. 
the  latest  year  for  which  this  informa- 
tion is  available,  shows  that  in  nearly 
every  State  in  the  Nation,  the  capital 
outlay  for  the  building  of  schools  has 
been  rising.  This  is  a  clear  indication 
that  the  States  are  taking  action  and  at- 
tempting to  deal  with  this  problem. 
But  this  is  a  problem  which  faces  the 
Nation  as  a  whole.  This  is  a  problem 
which  the  Federal  Government  cannot 
ignore,  for  there  is  nothing  more  precious 
to  its  very  existence  than  our  children 
and  the  education  they  obtain  to  prepare 
themselves  for  the  future. 

The  implications  of  the  facts  I  have 
presented  here — that  at  least  9  million  of 
our  youth — one-third  of  our  school  pop- 
ulation—are receiving  their  education 
under  adverse  conditions,  are  staggering. 
Our  present  youth  will  face  enough 
problems  when  they  reach  maturity 
without  having  to  face  these  problems 
with  an  improper  educational  founda- 
tion. 

We  see  many  expressions  today  that 
our  students  are  not  receiving  an  ade- 
quate foundation  in  the  principles  of 
American  history.  I  cannot  h^lp  but 
wonder  whether  some  of  this  inadequacy 
may  not  be  due  to  the  conditions  iind^r 
which  instruction  in  our  schools  has  to 
be  carried  on. 

Our  Nation  is  blessed  with  a  dedicated, 
patriotic  group  of  citizens  who  are  de- 
voting their  lives  to  serving  as  the  teach- 
ers of  our  children.  We  owe  them  a  debt 
of  gratitude  for  their  efforts.  They  are 
working  imder  the  most  adverse  cdndi- 
tions  of  crowded  and  deficient  physical 
facilities  and  the  pay  they  receive  for 
their  hours  of  toll  is  meager  compared 
with  the  responsibility  we  place  <m  them. 
The  very  minimum  we  can  do  for  them 
is  to  provide  ade<iuate.  healthful  and 
proper  classrooms  in  which  to  work. 

The  Council  of  State  OoremmentS 
and  the  Architectural  Forum  have  oosi- 
ducted  lengthy  studies  of  the  nimiber  of 
classrooms  our  Nation  currently  needs  to 
fill  the  immediate  shortage  of  341.000 
schoolrooms  and  to  begin  to  catch  up 
with  future  requirements.  These  groups 
estimate  that  at  the  very  minimum,  the 
need  is  for  nearly  450.000  classrooms  now. 
and  that  770.000  rooms  would  begin  to 
bring  some  light  to  the  very  dai*  pkrture. 
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If  we  w»it  to  take  action,  these  figures 
wfll  eonttnue  to  riae.  for  each  year  thou- 
■ands  of  eadstliig  classrooma  reach  the 
pcdnt  where  they  beonne  substandard 
and  out  of  date. 

I  am  happy  to  support  the  present  bill, 
8.  awi.  of  which  I  am  a  cosponsor,  even 
though  I  originally  introduced  another 
measure,  8. -359,  last  year.  In  dealing 
with  a  Blatter  of  such  Importance  to  our 
future,  there  can  be  no  question  of  pride 
of  authorship. 

The  Important  feature  of  the  present 
UIl  is  the  principle  of  the  Hill-Burton- 
Act  on  hospital  construction,  which  has 
intnred  of  such  inestimable  value  in  Im- 
proving  the  hospital  conditions  in  the 
Nation. 

Questions  have  been  raised  as  to  the 
total  cost  of  an  adequate  prcgr^un  for 
school  construction.  I  have  heard  esti- 
mates running  to  several  billions  of  dol- 
lars. It  seems  to  me  that  the  important 
thing  is  to  get  started.  I  might  have 
wished  for  more  than  the  present  bill 
provides— $250  million  for  each  of  the  2 
succeeding  years,  but  let  us  start  with 
something. 

There  is  one  additional  fact,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, which  I  believe  should  be  consid- 
ered. Our  overriding  interest  in  this 
bill  is  providing  the  proper  facilities  for 
educating  our  youth,  but  there  is  a  sub- 
sidiary factor.  The  begizming  of  this 
program  could  provide  a  real  stimulus 
to  the  labor  market.  We  still  have  near- 
ly S^  million  Americans  unemployed 
and  oountless  others  are  working  at  less 
than  full  time.  Many  Jobs  would  be 
created  under  this  construction  program. 
which  would  help  in  relieving  the  want 
and  suffering  which  exists  in  some  areas 
of  the  coimtry. 

We  are  dealing  with  a  matter  relating 
to  the  future  well-being  of  oiu-  Natitm. 
There  is  an  old  and  worn  clich6  that  "a 
stitch  la  time  saves  nine."  Never  has 
there  been  less  time  and  more  need  for 
stitches.  The  coat  is  not  only  frayed  at 
the  edges,  but  the  whole  cloth  is  begin- 
ning to  show  the  ravages  of  inaction. 

This  Congress  should  yet  pass  this  leg- 
Islaticm  before  it  adjourns. 


CONSTRUCTION,  OPERATION,  AND 
MAINTENANCE      OF      COLORADO 
RIVER  STORAGE  PROJECT 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (8. 1555)  to  authorize  the  Sec- 
cretary  of  the  Interior  to  construct,  op- 
erate, and  maintain  the  Colorado  River ' 
storage  project  and  participating  proj- 
ects, and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  made  some  inquiries  as  to  the  pos- 
sibili^  of  entering  into  a  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  with  respect  to  a  rea- 
sonable limitation  on  time  for  debate.  I 
am  frank  to  state  that,  after  some  in- 
quiry, and  on  the  basis  of  some  inquiries 
made  with  the  minority  leader  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle,  it  is  apparent  that 
it  will  be  impossible,  certainly  at  this 
time,  to  enter  into  such  unanimous- 
consent  agreement. 

I  hope,  however,  that  we  can  move  on 
with  the  consideration  of  the  pending 
measure.  I  do  not  know  whether  there 
are  any  amendments  at  the  desk,  or 


whether  there  are  any  further  remarks 
to  be  made  on  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Patmk  in  the  chair).  The  Chair  will 
state  that  the  bill  is  not  open  to  further 
amendment.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendment  and  the 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND,  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered.  , 

CONVENTION  BETWEEN  THE  UNITED 
STATES  OP  AMERICA  AND  JAPAN 
FOR  THE  AVOIDANCE  OF  DOUBLE 
TAXATION 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  with, 
first,  to  thank  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  for  delaying  action  on  the  treaties 
with  Japan  which  deal  with  income  taxes 
and,  indirectly,  with  foreign  trade.  I 
wish  to  say,  very  briefly,  that  these 
treaties  deal  with  special  concessions 
with  reference  to  income  taxes  of  Amer- 
ican Investors  in  foreign  nations,  that  is, 
dealing  with  residents  of  this  Nation, 
making  it  advantageous  to  them  to  In- 
vest their  money  in  foreign  nations — 
in  Japan  under  this  particular  treaty — 
and  more  profitable  to  them  than  In- 
vesting it  in  this  Nation.  In  Japan  they 
also  have  the  advantage  of  using  low- 
cost  sweatshop  labor,  paying  12,  15,  or 
20  cents  an  hour,  as  compared  with  the 
$1.50  and  $2. per  hour  wage  rates  in  this 
country.  Then  bringing  the  profits  into 
this  country  at  a  lower  income  tax  than 
would  be  paid  on  profits  on  American  in- 
vestments. 

When  a  treaty  Is  presented  as  a  fair 
treaty  for  the  United  States,  there  arises 
a  difference  in  philosophy.     There  are 
apparently  good,  honest  people  in  the  ad- 
ministration who  believe  the  thing  to 
do  is  to  divide  the  markets  of  the  United 
States  with  foreign  nations,  in  the  inter- 
est of  perpetual  peace.    They  apparently 
believe  that,  when  we  get  the  markets 
divided  with  the  low-wage  nations  of  the 
world  through  the  free-trade  policy  tlat 
we  are  buying  friendship.   It  would  seam 
that  the  events  of  the  last  few  months 
would  d:^abuse  their  minds  of  any  such 
conclusion.    They  want  to  bring  in  prod- 
ucts of  the  low-cost  sweatshop  labor 
from  foreign  countries  and  then  wrtte 
down  the  amount  of  income  tax  which 
would  be  charged  to  investors  in  foreign 
nations  who  Uve  in  this  country  and  who 
bring  back  to  this  country  the  money 
they  have  made  abroad.    Thus  they  can 
circumvent  the  entire  economic  and  rev- 
enue structure  of  our  country.    Then  it 
is  only  a  question  of  lower  wages  in  this 
country  or  going  out  of  business  in  f avcr 
of  foreign  nations. 

AUTDMAKB*  BUILDB  CARS— JAPAN  CUTS  WAGZS  OF 
AirrOWORKZKS    HZKE 

Mr.  President,  our  well-known  friend 
and  foreign  investor  by  the  name  of  Paul 


Hoffman  is  building  a  plant  in  Japan  to 
construct  Studebaker  automobiles.  It 
may  be  he  thinks  it  would  be  better  to 
build  Studebakers  in  Japan  than  to  biftld 
them  in  the  United  States.  A  few  days 
ago  I  saw  the  news  that  he  had  lowered 
the  wages  of  his  employees  in  one  of  his 
factories  here  in  the  United  States.  I 
suppose  that  is  necessary. 

Mr.  Hoffman  will  be  remembered  as 
the  man  who  started  the  distribution  of 
American  capital  throughout  the  world, 
in  other  words,  exporting  American 
dollars.  He  made  a  business  of  It.  Up  to 
that  time  it  had  been  sort  of  a  haphazard 
thing  through  lend-lease,  UNRRA,  and 
loans  to  Britain.  But  Mr.  Hoffman  made 
a  business  out  of  exporting  cash  capital 
from  the  United  States.  Apparently,  he 
had  gotten  so  in  the  habit  of  it  that  when 
he  went  back  to  his  business  the  same 
thing  occurred ;  that  is  to  say.  he  did  not 
keep  enough  capital  in  his  organization 
to  compete  with  the  other  car  manufac- 
turers to  make  a  success.  So  he  is  ap- 
parently doing  the  same  thing  for  the 
Studebaker  Co.  as  he  did  for  the  United 
States  of  America.  But  it  does  not  work 
very  well. 

TREATY  FOLLOWS  HOFTMAN  THKORIla 

This  treaty  makes  it  advantageous  to 
follow  the  policy  of  the  Hoffmans  and 
the  other  citizens  of  this  country  who  be- 
lieve they  should  utilize  the  sweatshop 
labor  of  the  v;orld  and  bring  their  prod- 
ucts here,  and  the  money  they  make, 
with  a  reduced  income  tax. 

I  have  said  several  times  on  the  fioor 
of  the  Senate  that  Mr.  Ford  has  26 
foreign  plants.  I  saw  a  fine-looking 
English  Ford  advertised  in  the  Herald 
Tribune  a  few  days  ago  for  $1,300  in  con- 
trast with  the  $2,800  or  $3,200,  or  what- 
ever amount  it  is  that  a  Ford  built  in 
Detroit  would  cost.  That  must  be  a  very 
fine  achievement. 

But  I  wish  to  say  again.  Mr.  President, 
that  I  do  not  blame  the  Paul  Hofiftnans 
the  Henry  Ford  lis.  the  Coleman*,  and 
the  rest  of  the  tribe  who  want  to  utilize 
sweatshop  labor  and  then  bring  here  the 
money  they  make  without  an  income  tax 
or  with  a  reduced  income  tax.  I  do  not 
blame  them  for  it.  but  I  do  blame  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  for  making 
such  an  operation  profitable.  The  Hoff- 
mans and  the  Fords  are  smart  business- 
men and  take  advantage  of  what  the 
Senate  does.  For  22  years  the  Senate 
has  been  making  it  profitable  for  them 
to  do  so. 

TREATIES    MERIT    CLOSE    SENATZ    STU»T 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  it  is  an  in- 
justice to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
to  bring  treaties  and  proposed  legisla- 
tion before  it  which  have  not  been  prop- 
erly digested  by  Senate  Members.  It  is 
an  injustice  to  do  this  when  the  Members 
have  had  no  time  either  to  read  them 
and  to  understand  them,  or  to  study  the 
ultimate  effect  of  such  treaties. 

So,  again  I  wish  to  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  CaUfomia.  our  ma- 
jority leader,  for  giving  us  his  word 
that  he  will  not  bring  these  treaties 
again  before  the  Senate  at  this  particu- 
lar session.  If  the  Senate  takes  a  re- 
cess and  has  to  come  back  on  some 
special  occasion,  the  majority  leader  says 
he  may  bring  up  the  treaties. 


Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  turn  to  the 
discussion  of  another  subject. 

The  PRFJSIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Nevada  has  the  floor. 


THE  WORK  OP  THE  MINERALS.  MA- 
TERIALS AND  FUELS  ECONOMIC 
SUBCOMMITTEE  OF  THE  INTE- 
RIOR AND  INSULAR  AFFAIRS 
COMMITTEE 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  on  July 
9.  the  Junior  Senator  from  Nevada, 
chairman  of  the  Minerals.  Materials,  and 
Fuels  Economic  Subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  <}n  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs, submitted  to  the  Senate.  Report 
No.  1627.  on  the  accessibiUty  of  strategic 
and  critical  materials  to  the  United 
States  in  time  of  war  and  for  our  expand- 
ing econom.v.  it  did  so  at  the  direction 
of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

Mr.  President,  the  acceptance  of  the 
subcommittee's  work  has  been  very 
pratifying  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nevada.  News  dispatches  have  been  very 
complete  and  accurate,  as  have  been  edi- 
torials and  articles  by  special  writers 
throughout  the  country,  and  comments 
by  schools  and  colleges  and  veterans' 
and  women '.^  organizations. 

MIMZFALS  RXPOBT  OOMMENDCD 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent that  the  following  dispatches  and 
communications  be  included  in  the  Rec- 
ord at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks: 

A  letter  dated  August  14.  1954,  from 
Robert  O.  Richards,  associate  professor 
of  social  studies  at  Florida  Southern  Col- 
lege; a  Un  ted  Press  dispatch,  dated 
August  9.  appearing  in  the  Youngstown 
(Ohio)  Vindicator;  a  special  column  by 
Holmes  Alexander,  published  in  the 
Philadelphia  (Pa.)  Evening  Bulletin  on 
August  6;  and  a  special  article  by  Bob 
Considine.  published  in  the  New  York 
Journal -Am«;rican  of  August  17. 1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Flcuda  Southun  College. 
Lakeland,  Fla.,  August  14.  1954. 
Hon.  Oeobgk  W.  Malomk. 

Chairman.  Minerals,  Materials,  and  Fuels 
Economic  Subcommittee,  l/nited  States 
Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Deae  Sie:  The  report  of  your  subcommit- 
tee was  received  some  weeks  ago. 

The  information  contained  was  of  such 
Interest  to  my  class  In  geography  and  eco- 
nomic life,  that  I  requested  each  member  to 
prepare  a  brlnf  report  to  the  group  on  the 
availability,  present  and  future,  of  certain 
strategic  minerals,  using  the  report  as  a  basis. 

I  also  noted  with  much  interest  the  feel- 
ing of  the  subcommittee  that  our  foreign 
policy  may  have  been  misdirected  deliber- 
ately, to  make  this  country  dependent  upon 
distant  sources  of  supply.  This  does  not 
come  as  a  siu-prlse.  as  the  InfUtratlon  of 
Communist  sympathizers  has  been  extensive. 

In  the  autumn  I  expect  to  have  a  group 
of  30  students  In  my  class.  If  It  happens 
that  you  have  4  additional  copies  of  the  sub- 
committee report  that  can  be  spared.  I  would 
like  to  put  them  on  the  reference  shelf  of  our 
library,  so  the  students  may  refer  to  same 
without  being  conOned  to  one  copy. 


I  have  now  received  all  the  hearings  ex- 
cept part  a.     Your  subcommittee  has  cer- 
tainly performed  a  most  commendable  work. 
Respectfully  yoiirs. 

ROBEST  O.  RlCHAEDS. 

Associate  Professor  of  Social  Studies. 

[From  the  Youngstown  (Ohio)  Vindicator] 
Holds  West  Can  Find  Own  Wak  Minkeals — 

Senats    Unit     Ueces     Bio    Inceeases     in 

TrTANitTM  Even  foe  Peace  Needs 

(By  Gaylor  P.  Godwin) 

Washington.  August  9. — A  Senate  subcom- 
mittee headed  by  Senator  George  W.  Ma- 
lone,  Republican,  of  Nevada,  has  concluded 
after  10  months  of  study  that  the  Western 
Hemisphere  "can  become  self-sufflclent"  in 
strategic  minerals — if  the  domestic  mining 
Industry  Lb  given  suflBclent  tariff  protection. 
tax  allowances,  and  other  incentives  to  ex- 
pansion. 

The  findings  are  set  forth  In  a  380-page 
report  entitled  "Accessibility  of  Strategic  and 
Critical  Materials  to  the  United  States  In 
Time  of  War  and  for  Our  Expanding 
Economy." 

The  report  notes  that  "strategic  materials 
vital  for  our  defense  are  now  drawn  from  the 
four  corners  of  the  world."  More  than  80 
percent  of  the  Nation's  defense  stockpile  of 
strategic  minerals  has  been  imported. 

"We  depend  In  large  part  upon  India  for 
manganese,  the  Philippines  for  chrome,  Bel- 
glum  Congo  for  uranium.  Indochina  for  tin 
and  rubber,  and  Nigeria  for  columblte  and 
cobalt."  the  report  says. 

POSSIBLE     nCKLE     ALLIES     CONTBOL     MANT 
MATXEIAL8 

The  subcommittee  said  many  of  these  raw 
material  soiirces  are  "under  the  control  of 
possible  fickle  allies  or  timid  neutrals,  some 
veritably  under  the  guns  of  ovir  potential 
enemies." 

To  remedy  this  "vulnerability."  Malone's 
group  recommended  sweeping  changes  In 
United  States  foreign  trade,  tariff,  and  tax 
policies  to  concentrate  on  making  the  West- 
ern Hemisphere  "self-sufflclent"  in  strategic 
minerals. 

Accomplishing  this,  however,  would  re- 
quire a  sharp  expansion  of  production  of 
many  minerals,  and  the  working  of  deposits 
which  are  now  uneconomic  because  their  pro- 
duction costs  would  considerably  exceed  the 
coat  of  Imported  ores. 

To  give  domestic  miners  "proper  encour- 
agement" for  such  an  expansion,  the  sub- 
committee recommended: 

Tax  relief:  Increasing  the  present  "deple- 
tion allowances,"  ranging  from  10  percent 
on  coal  to  27 '/2  percent  on  oil.  but  which 
mineral  producers  deduct  a  certain  percent- 
age of  their  annual  Income  from  their  tax 
returns. 
vwna  HiOHEB  TABzrrs  to  protect  aubucans 

Trade  policies:  Higher  tariff  protection  to 
assure  "American  workers  and  American  in- 
vestors access  to  American  markets." 

Stockpiling:  Acceleration  of  the  present 
program  of  buying  up  strategic  minerals  for 
the  Federal  defense  stockpUe. 

Tin:  Continued  ojieratlon  of  the  Govern- 
ment-owned tin  smelter  at  Textis  City.  Tex., 
the  only  such  smelter  In  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. 

Hemisphere  relations:  "The  closest  coop- 
eration among  the  nations  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere  •  •  •  In  the  spirit  of  the  130- 
year-old  Monroe  Doctrine." 

Titanium:  Increasing  the  production  goal 
for  the  wonder  metal  used  widely  In  plane 
production  from  35.000  to  150.000  t^ns  » 
year. 

Uranium :  Maintaining  a  liberal  long-range 
market  price  for  domestically  mined  ura- 
nium. 


A6X8   SO  KILLIOHS  TEAELT  FOE 

Research:  Appropriation  of  #60  mmicm  a 
year  for  research  on  ways  to  "revive  the  ooal 
industry"  and  pilot  plant  work  on  shale-oU 
production, 

"A  boost  In  titanium  production  Is  • 
must,"  the  report  said.  "It  Is  a  wonder  metal 
without  which  this  Nation  cannot  produce 
the  most  effective  bomber  plane  flying  at 
supersonic  sf>eeds  with  a  range  of  5.000  to 
7.000  miles.  Titanium  will  Increase  both  the 
range  and  the  speed  of  these  planes. 

"The  Industrial  use  of  titanium.  In  addi- 
tion to  the  military  needs,  could  amount  to 
from  $5  bUlion  to  $10  blUlon  annually  in  the 
near  future — It  is  the  strongest  light  metal 
known,  and  In  addition  la  noncorroslve,  even 
in  sea  water." 

The  subcommittee  found  that  use  of  tita- 
nium coulu  make  possible  32.000  to  40,000 
pounds  total  reduction  in  a  plane. 

Here  is  part  of  what  the  auboommittea 
learned   about  It: 

Titanium  is  a  silver  gray  metal  weighing 
0.16  pound  per  cubic  inch.  It  is  60-percent 
heavier  than  aluminum  and  56-percent  Ugbt- 
er  than  alloy  steel.  Its  alloys  are  far  su- 
perior in  strength-weight  ratio  to  aU  usual 
engineering  metals  and  alloys. 

The  metal  promises  a  possible  application 
potential  equal  to  that  of  stainless  steel  and 
perhaps  rivaling  that  of  some  of  the  lighter 
metals.  Its  corrosive  resistance  is  equal  to 
platinum  and  greater  than  that  of  nickel, 
stainless  steel,  and  the  cupro-nlckel  aUoys  in 
sea  water  and  other  corrosive  fluids.  On  an 
equal-strength  basis,  titanium  weight  is  lee* 
than  that  of  aluminum  or  magnesium.  Tita- 
nium has  a  relatively  low  electrical  conduc- 
tivity and  is  nonmagnetic. 

Titanium  was  discovered  In  1791  among 
the  black,  magnetic  sands  of  Cornwall.  Eng- 
land. The  metal  later  was  extracted  from  the 
ore  rutlle  at  which  time  It  was  named  "tita- 
nium," from  the  mythical  Titans — eons  of 
Earth.  It  was  not  until  1938  that  William 
J.  KroU,  a  Luxembo\irg  scientist,  made  me- 
tallic titanium  and  aUoyed  it  with  pure 
copper  Into  a  hard,  durable  substance.  And 
it  was  1950  l>efore  titanium  metal  was  of- 
fered on  the  open  market  In  various  forms 
such  as  plates,  bar.  forglngs,  tubing,  and 
wire. 

TTTANTOM  rOTTND  IN  VAEIOXIB  OI 


Titanium  is  found  in  a  combined  state 
in  various  ores  making  up  one-slzteenth  at 
the  earth's  crust.  The  main  titanium-bear- 
ing ores  are  rutlle,  a  high-grade  titanium 
oxide  with  few  impurities,  and  Umenlte.  a 
lower-grade  combination  of  titanium  oxide 
which  is  more  common  than  rutUe. 

The  wonder  metal  ranks  as  the  fourth  moat 
abundant  structural  metal  In  the  earthti 
cr\ut.  Only  aluminum.  Iron,  and  magneslimt 
are  present  In  greater  percentages. 

Titanium  ores  are  found  extensively 
throughout  the  United  States,  Canada.  India. 
Australia,  Norway,  Ceylon.  BrazU.  Sweden, 
and  Russia.  Large  llmenlte  deposits  of  tltan- 
Iferous  Iron  ores  occur  In  New  York.  Min- 
nesota. Rhode  Island.  Wyoming.  California, 
and  New  Mexico.  Other  deposits  rich  la 
titanium  have  been  reported  in  North  Caro- 
lina, South  Carolina.  Tennessee,  Mew  Jersey, 
Colorado.  Montana,  and  Oklahoma. 

Cost  is  one  of  the  factors  holding  back 
extensive  manufacttire  and  use  of  titanium. 
The  metal  in  sponge  form  sella  at  about  $6 
a  pound.  In  mUl-product  tarra,  the  price 
Is  about  $20  a  pound. 

Witnesses  told  the  subcommittee  titanium 
eventually  will  drop  to  $3  to  $4  a  pound, 
at  which  price  "the  industry  could  be  as 
large  as  the  stainless-steel  Industry  Is  today." 

LACK    or    TOUNO    MEN   IM    imflNO    IS    UOMUEBlf 

The  subcommittee  also  Is  concerned  about 
the  lack  of  young  men  In  the  mining  pro- 
Tession. 

The  repOTt  showed  there  were  52,000  tech- 
nical graduates  in  1950.     In  1954  there  were 
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oBlf  UUBOS.     Clla— irt  ••  •  bopeful  lign 
^ha  jacBaaM  of   ^ko   fii'iliiimi    •nitdlnMn't 
Sram  MjQOQ  In  1960  to  80.000  In  1958. 

Xmo  ao.  tha  nport  nld.  "theae  nten  vlll 
lie  of  lltU*  use  to  ImtastiT  for  anotber  8  to 
10  v«an.  and  not  over  M  percent  irlll  grad- 
OC  tboaa  who  gnulu«te.  a  goodly  per- 
do  not  contlnae  In  the  engineering 


An  thla  in  teee  of  the  aubcommittee  state- 
■Mnt  that  aOjOOO  techntral  graduatea  annu* 
ally  are  raqjtdred  to  keep  the  Nation  In  a 
industrial  poaltion. 


fnom  ttM  Philadelphia  (Pa.)  Bvening  Bulle- 

ttn  of  August  «,  1964] 
If  AUms  Sooaas  a  VZcroaT  at  ItAsr — Skitats 

PiMAIXT   PATa    HBED    TD   WABJmVG    OK    RaW 


(By  Holmea  Alexander) 

.—Senator  Omasa  VULom, 
Bepubllean.  of  Nevada,  enjoyed  two  new  es- 
poioioea  last  we^.  one  experience  being  the 
eauae  of  the  other. 

He  had  a  eaptlTC  sadlenee  in  the  Senate 
catamber  when  lie  apoke  for  the  nmpteenth 
ttaae  on  the  subject  of  American  aelf-suJB- 
ciency  in  raw  materiala  and  he  had  a  49-10 
vletary  tax  the  Senate  floor,  the  very  first 
at  tu  kind  that  he's  erer  won  after  eight 
annual  Senate  aeaalnna. 

Uiek  had  a  lot  to  do  with  thla  aequenee 
of  eventa — luck  for  MAu>inc  and  luck.  I  be- 
liera,  for  the  oountry.  too.  Last  Ptlday,  July 
80.  waa  the  day  on  which  Senator  PLAMDas 
brought  up  bla  motion  to  censure  Senator 
MoOABTBtT.  Plght  fans  thronged  to  the  vial- 
ton*  gallcfy.  reportera  to  the  preaa  coop. 
Senatora  to  the  floor.  It  waa  by  far  the 
greatest  gathering  of  the  83d  Senate,  and  it's 
safe  to  say  that  nobody  climbed  Capitol  Hill 
that  torrid  day  to  hear  MAunrx  gtre  a  apeeeh 
which  euatomarlly  haa  the  effect  of  a  receaa 
bell  in  a  aehoolroom. 

In  the  Senate  dining  raom,  wbet«  I  had 
hmch.  there  was  much  chortling  at  the  preaa 
table  over  the  fact  that  Senatora  and  spec- 
tators were  forced  to  hear  Malohs  In  ordtr 
to  attend  the  Flanders-licCarthy  fracas. 

Big  Joke — ^but  look  who  got  the  last  laugh  I 
After  years  of  speaking  to  great  open  spaces. 
l^ALOMs  rose  to  the  occasion  before  this 
capacity  crowd.  Be  moved  to  amend  the 
Foreign  Aid  bill,  which  was  pending  tnislneas, 
by  striking  out  section  413  which  permits 
the  Foreign  Aid  Administrator  to  subsidise 
the  mining  of  strategic  materials  abroad. 
MAUma  assaulted  this  giveaway  proposltloh. 
which  Is  aimed  at  making  this  ootintry  de- 
pendent upon  foreign  mines  and  mills.  In 
addttlon  be  fired  a  blast  at  Administrator 
Harold  Stasaen.  a  man.  said  ICAunra.  who 
eookta^  tall  a  "pound  of  ore  fRan  a  bale  of 
hay." 

It  wasnt  long  before  UAZ^ifx  had  called 
vp  the  ghoat  of  Harry  Dexter  White,  a  Red 
spy  In  the  Ttreasury  Department.  White 
probably  did  more  than  anybody  to  foster 
the  Idlotle  notion  of  letting  our  mineral 
wealth  Ua  undeveloped  and  of  swamping  our 
mining  industry  under  ruinous  cheap-lebor 
Imports  while  building  up  the  oompetttioo 
abroad.  Finally,  the  Senator  told  his  oa- 
willlng  but  not  inattentive  audience  that 
the  Westam  Hemisphere  could  be  made 
virtually  self -euOclent  in  the  77  critical  ma- 
terials of  warmaklng. 

This  Is  BO  news,  (rf  course,  to  peofrie  who 
•n  aware  of  the  monumental  10-volume  re- 
port which  a  MMiamu  subcommittee  has  re- 
eentty  pfubUshed.  But  who  reads  such  a 
report  thaea  daya?  Who  takea  the  time  to 
bone  over  staOatica  Instead  of  repeating  the 
Mduotive  singsong  of  globallsiimo?  if 
White  and  other  share-the-wealth  econo- 
mists had  their  way,  this  country  would 
have  to  Import  every  indtistrial  material 
from  petroleum  to  manganese  to  tiranluin 
f^im  insecure  aourcea  of  Asia  and  Africa. 
Referring  to  his  subcommltee  report  which 


statiatically  contradicts  the  whole  theory  of 
a  have-not  America.  1Iaix>nx  spoke  with  the 
excusable  feelings  of  a  man  who  has  endured 
many  years  of  snubs  and  neglect.    He  aald: 

"Mf  heart's  blood  is  In  that  subcommittee 
report.  It  is  not  a  ten-month  report.  It 
is  an  experience  of  30  years.  That  Is  what 
is  behind  the  report.  I  know  every  producer 
in  the  pnited  States  of  America  of  any 
repute,  i  have  work:!d  with  the  Bureau  of 
ICnes  for  SO  years.  I  know  those  men  who 
have  spent  their  lives  there.  These  men 
know  more  about  the  subject  (of  raw  ma- 
terials) than  all  the  hand-raised  economists 
who  have  been  In  the  White  House  during 
the  past  22  years." 

By  the  time  he  finished  his  long  and  fa- 
miliar harangue,  Malcnk  was  getting  sup- 
port from  all  over.  Senator  Chaviz,  D«mo- 
crat,  of  New  Mexico,  demanded: 

"It  Is  all  right  to  look  for  material  In 
South  Africa  and  elsewhere,  but  why  forget 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Arizona,  and  other 
places?" 

Why,  indeed?  It  took  a  captive  audience 
to  apprf-clate  Maloni's  sp>eech.  And  norw  If 
that  10-volume  Malone  subcommittee  re- 
port could  somehow  become  required  read- 
ing ••  •. 

[From  the  New  York  'Vournal-Amerlcaii  of 

August  17,  1954] 

MnrsaAZ.   Sttfplt 

(By  Bob  oonsldlne) 

Em  Route.— As  the  Navy's  DC-6  gnawed  a 
long  tunnel  through  the  air  over  America, 
carrying  eastern  reixjrters  to  the  Mare  Island 
centennial  ceremonies  at  Vallejo.  Calif..  I 
got  to  thinking  about  a  Ilttle-publlclzed  but 
enormously  important  investigation  being 
made  by  the  Senate  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  Committee. 

Here  we  were  flying  over  the  back  of  what 
most  of  us  stoutly  believe  Is  the  garden  spot 
of  the  world;  the  land  with  the  mostett  of 
everything;  the  land  that  could  build  a  wall 
around  Itself  and  live  happily  ever  after  on 
its  own  natural  fat. 

But  Senator  Okorge  W.  Malone's  com- 
mittee Is  prepared  to  reveal  that  Russia  is  in 
complete  control  of  80  percent  of  the  ailn- 
erals  and  materials  needed  to  protect  the 
United  States  In  time  of  war.  And  gained 
that  control  by  means  of  Red  stooges  in 
Washington  In  years  gone  by. 

HAS  EvrnxNcx 

Harry  Dexter  White's  name  will  again 
haunt  the  headlines  if  the  Malone  eom- 
mlttee's  findings  get  what  Senator  HaMszn 
calls  "ventilated."  The  committee  has  evi- 
dence, it  says,  that  a  group  of  now-koown 
subversives  In  Government,  led  by  White, 
sold  the  Roosevelt  and  Truman  administra- 
tions on  the  false  and  erroneous  theory  that 
we  should  obtain  ova  minerals  from  Rassla 
and  other  overseas  countries  because  this 
country  could  no  longer  furnish  the  minerals 
and  materials. 

It  will  be  charged  that  It  was  Dexter's 
plan  to  make  the  United  States  dependent 
upon  foreign  sources  of  supply  which  in 
time  of  war  would  be  unavailable  to  us  and 
leave  us  vulnerable  and  defenseless.  At  this 
moment.  It  also  will  be  said,  Russia  could 
cut  ua  off  almost  completely  from  the  77 
minerals  and  materials  which  we  would 
need  to  fight  a  war. 

"It  Is  even  more  startling  to  know  that 
Dexter  and  his  agents  convinced  our  leaders 
that  we  must  seM  Oversesu  sources  for  min- 
erals In  the  face  of  the  fact  that  our  Geo- 
logical Survey  has  investigated  only  one  per- 
cent of  the  areas  of  this  NaUon  for  cezftaln 
strategic  ores,  and  that  only  12.7  percent 
^u  been  geologically  mapped."  a  man  alose 
to  the  committee  told  me. 

Malone  will  large  corrective  measures 
taken  at  once. 

Speaking  of  defense  of  the  United  States, 
our  trip  out  here  will  include  a  view  of  a 


strategic  Air  Force  base  where  ofllcors  carry 
sidearms,  crews  have  made  out  thflr  wills 
and  are  perpetually  packed,  and  the  great 
Jets  and  B-36's  are  seldom  at  rest. 

"In  a  way,  ours  Is  a  simple  Joby  rather 
straightforward."  blunt-spoken  Gen.  Curt 
LeMay  once  said  of  SACs  mission.  We 
know  who  the  potential  enemy  is,  and  we 
know  what  we  are  likely  to  run  up  against. 
All  we  have  to  do  Is  be  ready. 

"When?  Tomorrow?  Next  week?  Next 
year?  We  certainly  do  not  know  When  we 
might  be  called  Into  action,  and  earnestly 
hope  the  answer  Is  'never.'  Yet  We  must 
assume  that  the  time  is  now,  today.  Every- 
thing we  do,  every  motion  we  naake.  Is  based 
on  that  assumption." 

Flying  over  Iowa  recalled  a  vignette  of  the 
recent  80th  birthday  celebration  of  Herbert 
Hoover.  On  the  flag-draped,  cornstalk- 
decorated  speakers'  stand,  as  one  of  the 
guests  of  honor,  was  Stephen  Hoover,  6- 
year-old  great-grandson  of  the  former 
President.  Stephen,  who  went  to  kinder- 
garten this  year,  was  fascinated  by  the  "tele- 
prompter"  which  Hoover  was  using.  He 
studied  the  big  block-written  words  as  they 
unrolled  on  the  prompter,  then  sal  1  in  a 
voice  that  carried  all  over  the  stand: 

"Mommy.  Is  that  blackboard  telling  great 
grand-daddy  what  to  say" 

MINERALS    KZPORT    AND     HEARINGS     AVAILABLS 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  copies 
of  Senate  Report  1627,  including  intro- 
duction, recommendations,  findings,  and 
a  summary  of  the  10  volumes  of  pub- 
lished testimony,  are  available  at  my 
office  in  the  Senate  Office  Building. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  desire  to  discuss 
another  subject. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  may  proceed. 


AN  AMERICAN  POLICY  FOR 
AMERICANS 
Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  OUT 
Founding  Fathers  in  1776  pledged  their 
lives,  their  fortunes,  and  their  sacred 
honor  in  support  of  their  declaration  of 
complete  independence  from  the  British 
Crown. 

They  determined,  in  that  declaration, 
that  all  "political  connection"  lletwten 
our  free  and  independent  States  and 
Great  Britain  "is  and  ought  to  be  totally 
dissolved."  I  have  quoted  from  that  im- 
mortal document  signed  in  Philadelphia 
on  July  4,  1776. 

Our  Pounding  Fathers  further  de- 
clared the  full  power  of  the  United  States 
to  "levy  war,  conclude  peace,  contract 
alliances,  establish  commerce,  and  do 
all  other  acts  and  things  which  inde- 
pendent States  may  of  right  do." 

Mr.  President,  for  150  years  this  Nation 
gloried  in  freedom  and  independence. 

Our  statesmen,  serving  the  patriotic 
interests  of  the  United  States,  levied  war 
only  when  imperative  to  the  Nation's  de- 
fense, avoided  Europe  and  Asia's  eternal 
confiicts.  followed  Washington's  admo- 
nition to  spurn  entangling  allianoes,  and 
established  and  regiilated  commerce  for 
the  advancement  of  all  segments  of  our 
national  economy. 

KONXOE  DOCTRIKX  PXOTICTXD  RXMISPHaU  nOK 
XnSOPCiUi   STSTEICS 

Acting  unilaterally,  and  in  America's 
own  interests.  President  Monroe,  In  1823, 
served  notice  on  European  nations  in- 
cluding Russia,  that  any  attempt  by 
them  to  impose  their  systems  of  Gov- 


ernment on  the  Western  Hemisphere 
would  be  deemed  by  this  Nation  "dan- 
gerous to  our  peace  and  safety." 


ooaafmoBT  nmauxt  ^a' 


or  vmarm 


The  Oommunlst  system  Is  a  Burofiean 
system,  spawned  in  Korope.  its  bead- 
quarters  in  Eonvean  Rusia.  linaooed. 
directed,  and  controlled  from  Moscow, 
and  clearly  within  the  prohibition  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  whenerer  and  where- 
ever  Communists  attempt  to  impose 
their  satanic  doctrines  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere. 

As  a  furthtir  step  in  recovery  of  our 
national  Independence,  we  must  re- 
appraise our  foreign  policy. 

All  of  thes(!  actions  are  necessary  for 
our  security  tnd  survivaL 

For  150  yefirs,  as  I  stated  a  moment 
ago.  this  country  was  wholly  independ- 
ent, within  the  spirit  and  intent  of  our 
Declaration  of  Independence. 
AicnacaH  ststtm.  icads  this  mation  woblb's 

BICHKST   AHD    MOST   FBODOCTIVK 

Independently  we  progressed  from  a 
nation  of  3  million  people  scattered  in 
small  settl«nents  along  the  Atlantic 
coast,  to  the  richest,  most  productive, 
and  strongest  nation  on  the  earth,  and. 
while  we  preserved  full  independence, 
the  most  secure. 

Our  nationsil  income  within  a  hundred 
years  increased  a  hundredfold. 

We  fought  one  bloody  war  among  our- 
selves, but  it  ended  in  peace  and  friend- 
ship because  Americans  brooked  no  for- 
eign interference. 

All  other  military  engagements  up  to 
1917.  including  the  War  of  1812  which 
we  fought  victoriously  to  uphold  our  in- 
dependence from  Great  Britain,  were 
relatively  minor  in  terms  of  wars  today. 
roazicM  KNTAKGLncKirrs  bbcax  with 

WOBLD  WAa  I 

Came  1914  and  Kaiser  Wilhelm's 
threat  to  British  trade.  World  War  I. 
President  Wilson's  meddling  efforts  at 
mediation,  and.  in  1917,  involvement  in 
our  first  European  war,  and  first  en- 
tangling alliance. 

A  one-world-minded  administration 
renewed  the  political  connections  with 
Great  Britain  our  Founding  Fathers  had 
warned  against,  sacrificed  blood  and 
treasure  in  Britain's  behalf,  loaned  Brit- 
ain billions  and  forgave  Britain's  debts, 
assimied  her  heaviest  and  most  costly 
military  commitments,  defeated  Brit- 
ain's enemy,  and  acquiesced  to  British 
whims,  while  Britain  wrecked  the  peace. 

That  was  the  war.  Senators  will  re- 
member, which  gave  birth  to  the  deadly 
doctrine  of  collective  security,  and  to 
the  poisonous  propaganda  that  trans- 
lated our  hallowed  word  "independence" 
into  what  those  whose  hearts  bleed 
constantly  for  Europe  call  isolation. 

"iSOLATIOIf"    SMSAt    AFPLISD    TO    PATBIOT8 

In  other  words  "isolation"  is  the  smear 
word  they  use  as  a  sjmonym  for  inde- 
pendence, for  ijatrioUsm.  and  for  self- 
reliance.  Those  who  prefer  America  to 
Africa.  Asia,  or  old  Europe  are  stigma- 
tized as  "isolationists,"  when  what  they 
truly  advocate  Is  a  return  to  the  inde- 
pendence our  forefathers  fought  and 
died  for. 

"Collective  security"  and  "isolation" 
both  are  terms  used  by  those  who  would 

C ^063 


repeal  the  Declaration  of  Independence, 
thrust  us  back  into  the  womb  of  If  other 
Britain,  and  sacrifice  our  freedom  to 
one-vorM  socialistic  government,  one 
step  removed  from  communism. 

airuBUCAjn  ix  lai*  orroesa  oouxcnvs 
acHncxs 

A  Republican  Senate  in  1919  rejected 
the  doctrine  of  "collective  security"  at 
America's  expense  and  preserved  our  na- 
tional independence  for  a  few  brief 
years.  America  did  not  join  that  first 
embodiment  of  "collective  security."  the 
futile  lieague  of  Nations. 

The  American  people,  concurring  with 
the  Senate,  threw  the  administration 
which  proposed  the  league  out  of  ofBce 
in  the  next  election.  For  12  years  our 
independence  was  maintained  while 
America  and  the  American  people  bore 
with  dignity  and  forgiveness  Britain's 
slurs  and  insults,  and  her  asi^ersions  of 
Uncle  Sam  as  Uncle  Shylock. 

Independence  ended  when  Franklin  D. 
Roosevelt  took  office.  Since  then  and 
imtil  the  last  few  weeks,  this  Govern- 
ment has  given  obeisance  to  the  British 
crown  and.  in  fact,  even  today  is  seem- 
ingly entrapped  in  political  connections 
with  Britain,  entered  into  during  the 
previous  administration. 

COKMDKIBT      KKKACK      BBBAIT      WHKH       UMllAU 

RUSSIA    IM     1933 


We  hare  no  control  over  how  they  let 
into  war.  We  said.  "We  win  go  to  war 
when  you  are  in  war."  The  hmior  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  stood  on  this  fkxir  tn 
1948  and  said  to  the  senior  Senator  from 
Michigan.  Mr.  Vandenberg.  that  tf  we 
signed  that  treaty  we  were  guaranteeinr 
the  integrity  of  the  colonial  system 
throughout  the  world.  *t^  no."  be 
said. 

OOMJAinaD  UM1I1I>  8TA' 


Mr.  President,  the  administration  in 
1933  recognized  Communist  Russia  with- 
out any  safegiuLrds  whatever,  and  that  is 
when  the  trouble  with  communism 
started.  It  did  not  start  yesterday.  We 
are  finding  it  a  very  hard  thing  to  stamp 
out.  We  still  extend  full  recognition  to 
a  nation  to  which  we  refer  as  a  potential 
enemy.  It  is  spending  billions  upon  bil- 
lions of  dollars,  so  it  is  said,  getting  ready 
to  fight  us.  Still  we  continue  the  recog- 
nition which  was  established  in  1933 
without  any  safeguard. 

Mr.  President,  what  was  Washington's 
advice  on  international  entanglements? 
He  did  not  say  that  we  should  not  have 
allies.  He  said  we  should  not  have 
permanent  contacts  or  connections; 
that  we  should  stay  away  from  them. 
What  is  the  difference?  The  difference 
is  that  when  a  fight  starts,  whether  it  is 
between  Individuals  or  between  States  or 
nations,  the  people  whose  interests  are 
common  fight  together;  the  people  whose 
interests  are  not  common  separate  and 
fight  each  other,  regardless  of  the  treaties 
or  understandings  they  have.  A  treaty 
between  2  nations  whose  interests  are  not 
common  is  nothing  more  or  less  than  a 
pretense  to  soothe  the  public. 
WASHmoTOM  CAunomD  agauvst  zMTAMcuiro 

ALLIAMCES 

When  Washington  said  to  avoid  en- 
tangling foreign  alliances,  he  meant  that 
we  should  not  sign  an  ironclad  treaty 
with  a  nation  saying  that  we  were  In  war 
when  they  were  in  war,  unless  we  con- 
troDed  that  nation's  actions;  and  when 
we  did  not  control  ttiem,  we  should  not 
Sign  such  a  treaty.  He  cautioned  us  to 
stay  away  from  that  kind  of  entangling 

alliance.  .     ^. 

In  1949  we  dgned  the  N<»th  Atlantic 
Treaty  Pact.  What  was  the  North  At- 
lantic Pact?  It  guaranteed  the  integrity 
of  the  empire-minded  nations  along  with 
their  colonial  systems. 


ATIAWTICFACT 

Toasmr 

I  explained  it  this  way :  Under  this  pact 
we  are  in  war  when  the  empire-minded 
nations  are  in  war.  How  are  they  Roinc 
to  get  in  war?  By  defending  their  ctd- 
onial  possessions.  That  is  what  they 
have  done  or  are  doing.  Pick  up  any 
newspaper — I  have  not  seen  this  mom- 
ing's  paper — and  one  will  find  headlines 
concerning  the  trouble  of  the  Prench  In 
Tunisia  and  in  Morocco,  and  the  trouble 
of  the  British  in  the  Malayan  States. 
What  are  those  entities?  They  are  pos- 
sessions, where  there  is  colonial  slavery. 
We  say  we  are  going  to  war  when  they  are 
at  war, 

Mr.  President,  colonial  slavery  started 
400  years  ago.  We  were  the  first  ones 
to  break  away  from  it.  175  years  ago. 
The  First  World  War  shook  the  colonial- 
slavery  system  to  its  roots.  The  Second 
World  War  destroyed  it.  Colonialism 
has  been  a  house  of  cards  ever  since. 

So  except  for  our  protection  of  the 
sjrstem,  which  works  against  us  in  trade 
and  in  every  other  way,  it  would  have 
been  entirely  broken  up  by  now.  Mr. 
President,  if  we  were  able  to  protect  the 
sjrstem,  if  we  were  able  to  hold  the  sys- 
tem exactly  as  it  Is,  in  status  quo,  then  it 
would  be  a  question  of  deciding  whether 
or  not  we  should  hold  on  to  the  system. 

DKrnfSK  or  colonial  btsitk  would  cobs 

trNTTB)  BTATBB  UVS8 

Mr.  President,  we  cannot  uphold  the 
system,  so  there  is  no  choice  except  to 
kill  our  young  people,  destroy  them, 
especially  since  we  speak  of  u^ng  foot 
soldiers  in  the  Jungles,  hi  the  Far  Bast. 
in  Africa,  and  in  Europe. 

In  the  first  place,  the  S3rstem  will  not 
work.  Even  if  we  were  going  to  main- 
tain the  system,  we  would  have  to  do  it 
In  another  way;  do  It  from  here  with 
our  long-range  sonic-speed  planes,  sub- 
marines, and  guided  missiles. 

The  first  President  of  the  United 
States  did  not  mean  that  we  should  not 
have  allies.  What  he  meant  waa  that 
we  should  not  tie  ourselves  down  with 
international  alliances  which  meant  that 
whenever  our  allies  were  at  war,  we 
were  at  war. 

muKFtNnKNca  sacxtpiceu  to  ntasBva 

OOIX>inAL  FOaHBHHlUWB 

Mr.  President,  for  22  years  our  Inde- 
I)endence  has  been  sacrificed  to  a  policy 
of  interdependence  with  variable  and 
vacillating  foreign  governments  that  ex- 
ploit us  in  time  of  peace  and  permit  us 
to  shed  Xti.€  Uood  of  our  young  manhood 
in  th^r  behalf  in  time  of  war.  All  that 
has  been  done  to  maintain  the  atatua 
quo  of  the  sterling  bloc  natlocis,  Oie 
French  Union,  the  Belgian 
the  Netherlands  posaosloo 
possessions  of  all  the  rest  of  the 
minded,  colonial-slavery  systems. 


153M 
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Ifr.  Preddent  our  soferdgnty  hu 
difloaed  anumc  aoiBe  40  Inter- 
natkwMJ  organisatioDa.  agencies,  and 
fnywimiMrfwiM  an  ttirlTlxig  an  our  largecs 
•Dd  at  the  ezpenae  of  America's  tax- 
pajen.  but  retaining  full  power  to  veto 
American  policies  and  proposals. 
jr.  M,  waamcMMt  or  !•*»  ■■tmj.to 

Mr.  President,  In  1945, 1  was  a  special 
omsultant  to  tbe  Senate  Military  Affairs 
Gommittee:  I  was  not  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  at  that  time,  but  had  been  acting 
as  special  consultant  to  that  committee 
and  to  tbe  Secretary  of  War,  in  the  case 
ot  critical  materials.  I  served  in  that 
capacity  all  during  World  War  n.  I  was 
idso  a  consultant  to  the  Senate  Ckmi- 
mittce  («  Military  Affairs,  in  connection 
with  the  examination  of  military  e8tat>- 
lishments. 

I  was  sent  to  San  Francisco  to  obserre 
the  organisation  of  the  United  Nations. 
There  I  observed  the  49  nations — 48  of 
them  with  a  market  basket  on  each  arm, 
and  aaiy  1  nation  with  anything  to  put 
into  the  baskets.  That  nation  was  the 
United  States  of  America. 

The  other  nations  arranged  there  an 
organization  in  which  they  could  outr 
vote  us  at  every  turn.  They  said  there 
were  five  major  nations  in  the  world. 
That  was  a  little  difficult  for  me  to  un- 
derstand, because  I  could  not  ascertain 
where  the  other  three  were  located.  At 
that  time  I  wrote  an  article  in  which  I 
said  that  in  my  opinion  there  were  2 
major  nations,  not  5,  or  4,  or  3.  I  said 
I  thought  there  were  only  two — Rusda 
and  the  United  States— and  that  they 
would  gradually  establish  spheres  of  in- 
fluence. That  is  what  I  said  in  1945. 
and  that  Is  what  they  did  do;  those  two 
nations  proceeded  to  set  up  spheres  of 
influrace. 

BsxTAUr,  nuNcx,  small  nations  ir  stsxppsd 

or  COLONOS  i 

Mr.  President,  Britain  is  not  a  major 
nation.  France  Is  not  a  major  nation. 
China  may  become  a  major  nation,  but 
she  was  not  at  that  time,  and  she  is  not 
now. 

We  were  leading  the  other  nations  by 
the  hand,  as  I  have  said  before;  we  were 
establishing  and  guaranteeing,  in  a  man- 
ner, even  at  that  time,  the  integrity  of 
the  colonial  systems  of  those  nations, 
80  they  might  continue  to  receive  tribute 
from  their  colonial  systems.  For  150  or 
200  years  those  nations  have  lived  in  thftt 
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SmOR    OVnPOPULATKD 

Four  hundred  years  ago  those  nations 
were  casting  around  to  find  means  of  ob- 
taining food  for  their  people,  because 
there  was  not  enough  food  at  home  for 
them.  Overpopulation  was  their  trouble 
then,  and  it  is  their  trouble  now. 

When  our  ancestors  left  Europe,  they 
did  so  because  they  could  not  make  a 
living  there.  Today,  many  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Europe  cannot  make  a  living 
there;  that  situation  has  not  changed. 

So  who  is  responsible  for  this  situa- 
tion? Was  George  Washington  right 
whoi  he  fought  the  terrible  Revolution- 
ary War  and  held  our  troops  together? 
After  all.  anyone  who  reads  the  history 
of  the  Revolutionary  War  must  realize 
that  the  Oood  Lord  was  on  our  side; 
otherwise  we  never  would  have  won  that 
fight. 

After  the  close  of  that  war,  George 
Washington  gave  us  the  best  advice  we 
have  ever  had — and  I  prophesy  that 
within  a  reasonably  short  time  we  shall 
be  following  it  again — the  advice  net  to 
enter  into  entangling  alliances  and  not 
to  sign  up  to  go  to  war  to  help  another 
nation  3,000,  5,000,  or  10,000  miles  a"way, 
under  circumstances  in  which  we  would 
have  no  control  over  the  other  nation. 
That  is  what  George  Washington  meant. 
His  advice  was  to  have  only  natural  al- 
lies. After  all,  if  we  have  natural  allies, 
they  will  continue  to  be  our  allies;  but 
if  we  do  not  have  natural  allies,  the  allies 
we  have  will  soon  turn  against  us. 

TRZATIZ8     CO     TTP     TS     SMOKE     WHEN     NATIONS 
CHOOSE  TO  DISCARD  THEM 

Treaties?  What  is  the  history  of 
treaties  throughout  recorded  history? 
History  shows  that  no  treaty  or  agree- 
ment has  ever  been  kept  unless  the  most 
powerful  nation  involved  decided  it 
wished  to  keep  It.  That  is  the  history  of 
all  treaties.  I  ask  my  colleagues  to  con- 
sider the  hundreds  of  treaties  and  pacts 
which  we  have  signed  since  World  War  I. 
They  have  gone  up  in  smoke,  just  as  the 
treaties  we  have  at  this  time  will  go  up 
in  smoke — the  treaties  that  our  distin- 
guished Secretary  of  State  is  signing 
with  every  nation  in  the  world  that  he 
can  get  to  stand  still  long  enough  to  sign 
Its  name,  and  that  Mr.  Stassen  can  get 
to  stand  still  long  enough  to  agree  to  let 
us  give  them  money. 

I  am  really  surprised  that  Franca  did 
not — although  I  think  France  will — enter 


President— Monroe — established  what 
has  since  been  become  known  as  the 
Monroe  Doctrine.  It  was  one  of  the 
greatest  pronouncements  ever  made  by 
a  President  of  the  United  States,  and  it 
was  entirely  in  line  with  the  statement 
George  Washington  made  when  he  left 
the  Presidency  of  the  United  States. 

MONROE  DOCTRINE  PLACED  DECISION  IM  BAIflHS  OV 

OUX  OWN  NATION 

Mr.  President,  all  that  President  Mon- 
roe said  in  essence  was  that  whenever 
a  nation — any  nation — seeks  to  extend 
its  form  or  sjrstem  of  government  to  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  it  can  be  consid- 
ered an  overt  act  against  the  seciulty 
of  the  United  States  of  America.  That 
was  not  his  language,  but  that  was  the 
essence  of  it.  He  did  not  say  that  Argen- 
tina would  have  to  agree  it  was  against 
our  interest.  He  did  not  say  that  Chile 
would  have  to  agree  it  was  against  our 
interest.  He  said,  Mr.  President,  that 
when  any  European  nation  seelos  to  ex- 
tend its  system  of  government  into  this 
area  of  the  Western  Hemisphere,  it 
would  be  an  overt  act  against  the  United 
States,  and  of  course  that  meant  war 
with  the  United  States.  And  we  were  the 
ones  to  decide  whether  we  were  in  danger. 

MONROE     DOCTRINE     CONTRASTED     WITS     UNITES 
NATIONS  I 

Mr.  President,  that  Is  exactly  what 
George  Washington  meant  when  he  said 
to  keep  ourselves  in  a  position  to  resist 
and  to  decide  when  our  Nation  was  in 
danger  and  when  we  would  go  to  war. 
Under  the  Monroe  Doctrine  we  would  not 
ask  the  United  Nations  whether  or  not 
they  agreed  with  us  that  we  ought  to  go 
to  war  or  that  we  ought  to  keep  a  certain 
nation  out  of  a  certain  area.  Then 
along  comes  a  Secretary  of  State,  Mr. 
Acheson,  and  his  predecessors,  and 
starts  to  sign  agreements  so  that  instead 
of  being  the  judge  of  when  we  go  to  war 
and  when  our  safety  is  endangered,  we 
have  to  have  the  concurrence  of  other 
nations.  And  we  are  continuing  that 
policy,  unfortunately,  under  the  present 
Secretary  of  State.  I 

WHAT   "COLLECTIVE   SECURITT"  U 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  return  to  this 
policy  of  collective  security,  lliat  is 
what  it  is  when  we  sign  these  agree- 
ments to  go  to  war  when  another  nation 
is  in  war,  without  any  control  ovier  what 
they  do  or  how  they  get  into  war.  When 
we  sign   an   agreement   with   a   nation 


way;  they  have  had  no  other  way.  After    S^  p®  agreement  we  have  been  making    providing  that,  instead  of  foUowing  the 


all,  without  the  French  Union  or  the 
■terlln«  Woe.  France  and  England  are 
very  small  countries.  We  call  them 
major  nations.  But  if  we  let  go  of  their 
hand,  both  of  them  would  sink  without  a 
trace.  No  colonial  systems  can  exist  in 
the  world  today  unless  the  United  States 
holds  those  systems  for  the  coxmtries 
that  claim  them. 

The  question  Is  asked.  "What  would 
happen  to  England  or  France  or  the 
Netherlands  if  we  do  not  hold  their  colo- 
nial systems  for  them?"  I  do  not  know. 
B«r.  President.  After  all,  what  would 
have  happened  to  them  if  they  had  not 
acquired  those  colonial  systems  in  the 
first  place? 


With  Europe,  by  which  we  provide  those 
nations  with  money.  But  when  the  fight 
starts,  those  countries  will  not  be  with 
us.  Instead,  they  will  be  neutral— be- 
cause they  have  to  be.  A  treaty  means 
nothing. 

nnnPKNOENCE  SACSincED  to  "collective 

SECURITT"  DOCTRINE 

Mr.  President,  the  false  doctrine  of  col- 
lective security,  initially  championed  by 
Britain,  has  been  substituted  by  our 
State  Department  for  the  principle  of  in- 
dependence, for  which  our  forefathers 
fought. 

We  are  never  satisfied  until  we  sign 
some  kind  of  treaty  which  calls  for  equal- 
ity of  responsibility  and  equality  of  deci- 
sion..  But  131  years  ago,  a  very  wise 


principle  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  we 
will  have  to  get  their  concurrence  that 
our  safety  is  being  threatened  before 
we  can  defend  ourselves,  that,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent is  collective  security. 

WE  secure;  other  nations  collect  billxons 
Under  collective  security.  It  has  been 
the  observation  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada,  other  nations,  principally 
Britain,  collect,  and  we  secure. 

During  World  War  II  alone,  it  might 
be  cited,  Britain  collected  more  than  $30 
billion  in  lend-lease,  portions  of  it  even 
before  we  entered  the  conflict. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  mentioned  Brit- 
ain because  she  is  the  principal  nation 
involved  in  Europe.  The  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada  holds  no  brief  fpr  Brit- 
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ain.  PraDce.  or  any  other  nation.  He  is 
mentioning  these  thincs  to  brine  hone 
the  lesson  of  what  is  bappening  to  ns. 
I  do  not  bbune  Britain  for  secnruic 
$30  billion  from  the  United  States  of 
Am«ica.  I  do  not  blame  Henry  Ford  n 
for  goinc  in  with  26  plants  in  other 
nations  to  use  tlwir  sweatshop  labor  aztd 
bring  money  back  here  with  profits  ac- 
quired under  a  reduced  income  tax. 

If  tbe  Senate  of  the  United  SUtes 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
provide  for  that,  it  is  not  Mr.  lord's 
fault.  If  the  Congress  of  the  Umted 
States  sends  Britain  $30  billion,  do  not 
blame  Great  Britain.  We  use  this  ex- 
ample to  illu:£-trate  a  condition  that 
exists. 

NATIOJfS   RTWARD   OCE   LAECTSB   BT   KjOGO   TBABS 
WITH    ENIMT 

Through  collective  security.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, foreign  governments  gain  our 
money,  our  markets,  our  armsv  impor- 
tant segments  of  our  indxistry  and  our 
finest  and  best-trained  young  manhood 
in  lieu  of  having  to  either  rehabilitate 
or  defend  themselves. 

In  return  for  this  bounty  from  Amer- 
ica these  nations  today  are  engaged  in 
blood  trade  witli  our  mortal  enemy,  and 
are  making  organized,  well-planned,  and 
extensive  efforts  to  expand  it  with  the 
assistance  of  sc>me  of  our  own  foreign 
policymakers. 

Britain  is  leading  this  wolfpack  for 
Red  trade,  unilaterally  coddling  aggres- 
sive China.  Soviet  Russia,  and  all  the 
Communist  sateUites  while  persisting  in 
her  attempts  to  direct  our  foreign  and 
domestic  poUcies;  I  might  add,  with 
considerable  success. 

This  is  not  the  independence  our 
Founding  Fathers  declared  on  July  4. 
1776. 

Today  all  manner  of  political  connec- 
tions against  which  these  Fathers 
warned,  exist — or  are  presumed  by 
Britain  to  exist — between  our  Govern- 
ment and  that  of  Britain,  with  Britain 
and  her  commonwealth  nations  holding 
voting  and  veto  power  in  every  crisis. 

Again  I  use  Great  Britain  as  an 
example,  pinpointing  it  to  represent 
Europe. 

FEAlfCT,  BETTAnf,  OUI VUIR  tJ8  Dt  U.  K. 

Mr.  President,  when  we  accepted  the 
stipulation  in  the  United  Nations  Agree- 
ment in  San  Francisco  in  1945.  that 
there  were  5  major  nations  instead  of 
2— which  there  were  at  that  moment, 
for  the  major  nations  were  Russia  and 
the  United  States — what  did  we  do?  We 
brought  in  the  Commonwealth  of  Great 
Britain,  the  sterling  bloc,  with  many 
more  times  the  voting  power  than  the 
United  States  of  America.  France  has  a 
greater  voting  power  than  the  United 
States  of  America.  In  other  words,  we 
set  up  a  structure  In  San  Francisco 
where  we  were  clearly  outvoted,  and 
from  then  on  we  have  been  fighting  con- 
tinually for  our  lives. 

The  bitter  reality.  Mr.  President,  is 
that  within  these  international  organ- 
izations we  are  as  helpless  before  British 
votes  or  vetoes,  as  we  are  before  the 
vetoes  of  Soviet  Russia  or  her  sateUites. 


In  these  framevorks  <tf  "coDectiTe 
security"  tbe  ooly  re&tige  of  soveieignty 
we  have  left  is  that,  hke  the  smallest  and 
weakest  at  the  w»^w»b»T  nations,  we  too 
have  what  passes  for  a  veto,  should  we 
Choose  to  use  it.  On  some  interiMtiODal 
matters  we  may  not  even  use  a  veto,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  admission  of  Red 
China  to  the  United  Nations  Assembly. 

This  is  not  the  indepex>dence  our 
Founding  Fathers  declared  on  July  4. 
I77«. 

It  is  at  best  an  interdependence  with 
nations  concerned  only  with  their  o»ti 
self-interest   at   America's  expiense: 

It  is  at  worst  subservience,  a  subservi- 
ence that  paralyzes  independent  action 
in  any  direction,  as  we  are  paralysed  in 
Geneva,  were  paralyzed  in  Korea.  a.nri 
may  be  paralj-zed  throughout  southeast 
Asia,  by  British  foreign  policy  unless  we 
have  the  sgirix,  to  redeclare  our  inde- 
pendence. 

Today,  as  a  carryover  from  the  New 
Deal,  we  seek  Britain's  concurrence  be- 
fore we  levy  war.  conclude  peace,  con- 
tract alliances,  or  establish  commerce. 

NEW   BBAL   MOLI^   FOUdBS  TO  EKITIBB   WHIMS 

We  bow  to  erery  British  veto. 

We  acceed  to  Britain's  trade  demands. 

We  dole  out  our  wealth  to  Britain  and 
aorept,  in  return.  Britain's  scorn  and 
snubs. 

Mr.  President,  throughout  the  New 
Deal  administration.  I  fail  to  find  an  m- 
stance  whra  our  foreign  political  poUcy 
was  not  molded  to  Britain's  whims  and 
interests. 

And  throughout  the  Fair  Deal  admin- 
istration, I  fail  to  find  an  instance  when 
Britain's  pohtical  policy  did  not  give 
precedence  to  Russia  and  her  sateUites 
over  the  United  States. 

I  still  remember  that  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate^I  believe  It  was  in  1949 
when  we  were  meeting  in  the  old  Su- 
preme Court  Chamber — a  great  con- 
ference was  held  by  Canada.  England, 
and  the  United  States.  It  was  called  a 
monetary  conference.  It  was  a  confer- 
ence to  deal  with  general  foreign  affairs 
questions.  It  was  bxiilt  up  to  great 
heights.  It  was  said  that  much  would 
depend  on  the  conference.  Much  did 
depend  on  the  conference.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, but  not  very  much  that  we  then 
\inderstood. 
auii&B   acoocMTTtoif    or   us    cwim*   voax- 

CAST    4    TXABS    ASO 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Nevada  at 
that  time  said — and  before  the  confer- 
ence broke  up — that  when  those  delegates 
went  home  Britain  would  recognize  Com- 
munist China,  and  Britain  would  de- 
Talue  th^r  currency.  Their  currMicy 
had  a  false  value  ever  sioiee  World  War 
n.    The  pound  was  valued  at  $4.03. 

In  1948  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada stood  at  the  window  of  a  Hong 
Kong  bcmk  and  put  an  American  dollar 
on  the  counter  and  collected  $6.40  or 
$6.50  in  Hong  Kong  money.  He  walked 
to  another  window  and  put  down  $16.40 
of  that  money  and  received  a  British 
pound  m  return.  That  British  pound 
could  be  spent  anywhere  In  the  world. 
Senators  can  compute  the  value  them- 


The  vatae  of  thiU  ponnd 
$X.Ml  Tliat  is  what  the  pound 
wortlu 

That  is  why  the  junior  Senator 
Ncvaila  said  that  Britain  would  (tevalue 
its  cwientj.  and  he  abo  said  that  Brit- 
ain wooki  recognise  OoauBunist  Cfeitna. 
Of  course  it  was  vehefnently  denied  tfa^ 
Britain  would  devalue  Its  great  pouaod. 
or  that  it  would  recognte  OocBnunlst 
China.  The  Seoator  from  Nevada  atoo 
said  that  we  had  agreed  to  it.  We  bad. 
beyond  any  do<^t. 


roaacAST  or 
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Britain  did  devalue  its  pound  wbm  tbe 
delefrates  r?txm»ed  home.  It  did  recog- 
nize Communist  China. 

Of  course,  we  recognised  the  devalued 
pound.  As  a  resxilt.  emry  trade  agree- 
raent  we  erer  had  with  the  Britisb  Em- 
pire  was  destroyed. 

The  onl?'  reason  we  did  not  follow 
Britain  in  I'ecognixing  Red  Oiina  is  be- 
cause so  much  objection  was  raised  oa 
the  floor  of  the  Smate  and  throughout 
the  United  States  that  it  was  not  at- 
tempted. 

Tsmrrc  to  sbnatob  trmoLas 

The  Presiding  OIBcer  (Mr.  Rktmolbs 
in  the  chair]  is  a  k>ng  associate  and 
friend  of  m-ine.  I  know  him  better  than 
his  own  family  knoa's  him.  and  probably 
he  knows  me  in  the  saflM  way.  We  served 
in  almost  every  olfice.  each  of  us  m  bis 
own  State,  in  veterans'  organisations 
like  the  American  LegkHi.  My  chief  re- 
gret is  that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska* 
who  came  here  to  take  the  place  of  tbe 
great  Senator  Hugh  BuUer,  does  not  in- 
tend to  run  for  reelection.  E^en  though 
he  will  not  be  with  us  in  tlie  Senate. 
I  know  he  will  be  with  us  in  spirit  and 
will  help  all  he  can  in  the  battle  to  main- 
tain the  dignity  and  independence  of  tho 
United  States  of  America. 

BOSS  aatr&iM  aoLS  vxro  rown  ova  VKina 

CTATIS  WXOCST 

In  1950 — I  beUeve  that  is  ocurrect.  but 
time  passes  so  quickly — the  Secretary  of 
State,  Mr.  Acheson.  made  a  hurried  trip 
to  Europe.  That  is  the  habit  with  our 
Secretaries  of  State.  They  are  always 
making  hurried  trips  to  Europe  to  find 
out  what  we  will  do  next.  When  b« 
came  back  from  Europe  he  spoke  to  a 
Joint  meeting  of  Congress.  He  talked 
for  an  hour  and  a  half.  Nothing  was 
said  in  his  talk  that  we  had  not  heard 
50  times  before,  except  one  thing. 

Mr.  Acheson  led  up  to  It  fast  and  got 
away  from  it  fast,  like  a  master  of  cere- 
monies at  an  Elks  Club.  He  simply  said. 
♦'We  will  not  use  the  veto  to  prevent 
the  recognition  of  Communist  China.** 
Then  be  went  right  on  to  aomethinf 
else. 

He  never  changed  his  mind.  When 
he  went  out  of  office  he  was  stiU  of  that 
mind,  that  he  would  not  use  the  veto, 
and  that  the  United  States  would  not 
use  the  veto. 

Now  we  have  a  new  Secretary  of  State. 
He  served  as  an  assistant  to  that  great 
Secretary  of  State.  Mr.  Acheson. 

Mr.  DuDes  has  said  many  times  that 
we  would  be  Justified  In  using  the^  veto 
to  permit  the  recogniti<m  of  CAiina,  but 
he  has  never  said  we  would  do  so.    Mr. 
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Lodge,  who  is  our  representative  In  the 
United  If  atiaas,  has  stated  that  we  would 
use  the  veto.  Howerer.  he  is  not  the 
Secretary  of  8'»ate. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  has 
never  said  we  would  use  the  veto  to  pre- 
vent the  recognition  of  Communist 
China. 

Therefore,  we  have  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  right  at  this  moment  it  has 
hem  decided  that  Communist  China  will 
he  admitted  by  a  majority  vote  in  that 
organization,  with  us  perfunctorily 
voting  against  it  and  accepting  the 
inevitable. 

MSW  DEAL  rOUOWXD  BRITAIN'S  LXAO  IN  BICOO- 
mZINO  BUS8U 

The  New  Deal,  prior  to  our  entry  into 
World  War  n.  followed  Britain's  lead  in 
recognizing  Russia,  subordinated  our 
commerce  to  a  trade  agreement  with 
England  for  England's  benefit  while 
England  raised  tariff  and  exchange  bar- 
riers to  our  products,  and  loaned  Britain 
new  billions  while  Britain's  old  debts 
remained  impaid. 

We  have  an  example  of  this  trade  pat- 
tern all  over  the  world.  We  could  pro- 
tect our  workingmen  and  ovu-  own  in- 
vestors through  the  method  laid  down  in 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  in 
article  I.  section  8.  which  fixes  duties. 
imposts,  and  excises  through  Congress. 
Instead  Congress  delegated  that  author- 
ity to  the  executive  department,  which 
delegated  it  to  the  State  Department. 
The  State  Department  has  no  more 
knowledge  of  industry  and  the  economic 
structure  of  our  coimtry  than  my  little 
grandson,  who  was  4  years  old  in  March. 

BOOBKVXLT-CUUBCHIU.   TKAIC   IXD   NATION   INTO 
WOKLO  WAS  n 

The  late  President  Franklin  D.  Roose- 
velt, infatuated  with  British  aristocracy 
and  subservient  to  British  counsels, 
subtly  and  secretly  tightened  politicai 
connections  between  the  United  States 
and  Britain  and  served  as  Winston 
Churchill's  willing  tool  in  a  controversy 
over  Indochina  that  was  to  lead  to  the 
war  both  he  and  Chiu-chlll  sought. 

On  August  30, 1940,  the  Vichy  Govern- 
ment of  Prance  signed  an  agreement 
with  the  Japanese  Government  provid- 
ing for  the  movement  of  Japanese  troops 
through  Indochina  and  the  use  of  Indo- 
china airports. 

PtJrmer  Ambassador  to  Japan,  Joseph 
C.  Grew,  notes  properly  In  his  memoirs 
his  concern  and  includes  correspondence 
on  the  matter  between  him  and  the  late 
President  Roosevelt. 

H«W  AND  VAIK  DIAL  VIP's  WKU  BT7ST  AUTHOSS 

Mr.  President,  it  Is  lucky  in  some  re- 
spects, and  very  burdensome  in  others 
that  pracUcally  everyone  who  has  held 
an  Important  office  in  the  Government 
between  1930  and  1950,  and  some  beyond 
that  time,  wrote  a  book. 

One  officer  of  the  Government,  a  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  required  trucks 
to  haul  his  notes  to  his  residence,  and 
there  was  some  quesUon  as  to  whether 
the  Oovemment  owned  the  notes  or 
whether  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
owned  them.  The  personal  view  of  the 
jui^  Smator  from  Nevada  is  that  it  is 
lucky  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
owned  them  and  that  we  got  rid  of  them 


Those^  books  have  often  revealed 
things.  The  writers  have  to  do  Bome- 
thing,  so  they  reveal  events  to  each 
other  which,  added  up,  make  sometimes 
very  good  reading  to  anyone  who  is  not 
bound  to  read  all  the  works  and  add 
them  up.  If  they  are  added  up  for  us. 
It  is  very  'nteresting. 

FSB's    PKX-PZAHI.    HASBOR    COMMENTS    ON 
BSmSH  INTERESTS 

To  return  to  Mr.  Grew's  memoirs,  Mr. 
Roosevelt,  on  January  21,  1941,  10 
months  before  Pearl  Harbor,  expressed 
his  reaction  to  the  threat  in  terms  of 
Britain's  Interest.  His  communication 
of  that  date  to  Ambassador  Ore*  fol- 
lows: 

You  suggest  as  one  of  the  chief  factors  In 
the  problem  of  our  attitude  toward  Japan 
the  question  whether  our  getting  Into  war 
with  Japan  would  so  handicap  our  Ijelp  to 
Britain  in  Europe  as  to  make  the  difHerence 
to  Britain  between  victory  and  defeat.  In 
this  connection  It  seems  to  me  that  w*  must 
consider  whether,  If  Japan  should  gain  pos- 
session of  the  region  of  the  Netharlands 
East  Indies  and  the  Malay  Peninsula,  the 
chances  of  England's  winning  in  her  struggle 
with  Germany  would  not  be  decreased 
thereby.  The  British  Isles,  the  British  In 
those  Isles,  have  been  able  to  exist  and  to 
defend  themselves  not  only  because  they 
have  prepared  strong  local  defenses  hot  also 
because  at  the  heart  and  the  nerve  center 
of  the  British  Empire  they  have  beeji  able 
to  draw  upon  vast  resources  for  their  suste- 
nance and  to  bring  Into  operation  against 
their  enemies  economic,  military  and  naval 
pressiires  on  a  worldwide  scale.  Th«y  live 
by  importing  goods  from  all  over  the  world 
and  by  utilizing  large  overseas  financial  re- 
sources. 
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Nothing  was  ever  truer  than 
statement. 

They  are  defended  not  only  by  measures 
of  defense  carried  out  locally  but  also  by 
distant  and  widespread  economic,  military, 
and  naval  activities  which  both  confa-lbute 
to  the  maintenance  of  their  supplies,  deny 
certain  sources  of  supply  to  their  enemies. 
and  prevent  those  enemies  from  concen- 
trating the  full  force  of  their  armed  power 
against  the  heart  and  the  nerve  center  of  the 
empire.  The  British  need  assistance  along 
the  lines  of  our  general  established  policies 
at  many  points,  assistance  which  in  tl»e  case 
of  the  Par  East  is  certainly  well  within  the 
realm  of  "possibility"  so  far  as  the  capacity 
of  the  United  States  is  concerned.  Their 
defense  strategy  must  in  the  nature  of 
things  be  global. 

««PORT  LISTS  EUROPE'S  DISTANT   POSSESSIONS 

Mr.  President,  diverting  from  the  quo- 
tation, let  me  say  that  in  the  report  is- 
sued by  the  subcommittee  of  which  I 
happen  to  be  chairman,  under  Senate 
Resolution  143.  which  will  be  available 
on  Tuesday— the  report  was  submitted 
to  the  Senate  on  July  9,  and  the  printing 
will  be  concluded  on  Tuesday — the  na- 
tions and  entities  under  the  sterling 
bloc,  under  the  French,  under  Belfium. 
imder  the  Netherlands,  and  some  others 
are  listed. 

Would  it  surprise  you.  Mr.  President 
to  know  that  the  colonial  slavery  em- 
pires of  Europe  have  possessions  all  over 
the  world  tlutt  adds  up  to  nearly  60 
percent  of  the  earth's  surface?  Bt  did 
not  surprise  me.  because  I  have  been 
exposed  to  it  gradually  over  a  period 
of  years.  But  we  finally  added  it  up- 
and  it  is  an  extensive  list. 
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Let  me  say  further,  Mr.  President,  that 
this  acquisition  of  area  was  not  an  acci- 
dent. It  was  worked  out  in  detail  like 
checkers  on  a  board,  over  a  period  of 
some  300  years. 

In  1943  I  left  Soldiers  Field  In  Hawaii 
one  night  at  7  or  8  o'clock,  had  break- 
fast about  4  o'clock  on  Christmas  Island, 
lunched  in  the  Pijis.  had  diimer  in  New 
Caledonia,  and  a  midnight  sandwich  in 
Brisbane,  Australia.  On  my  return  I 
landed  on  Canton  Island,  which  belongs 
to  the  British,  for  it  is  Impossible  to 
get  to  Australia  from  Hawaii  without 
landing  on  British  or  French  possessions. 
The  same  condition  prevails  throughout 
the  world. 

INTERVIEWS    WITH    BRmSH    LEADERS    RECAIXJDD 

Now  we  go  on  to  1947.  In  that  year 
I  landed  at  Birmingham,  England,  be- 
tween sessions  of  the  Senate,  to  go  into 
the  coal  mines  and  the  steel  mills  to  see 
how  they  were  going  to  increase  their 
production.  That  is  what  they  were 
supposed  to  be  trying  to  do.  Before 
going  into  the  coal  mines  I  located  Sir 
Ben  Smith,  who  was  in  charge  of  all 
coal  mining  at  Birmingham,  and  asked 
him  for  a  few  minutes  of  his  valuable 
time.  He  immediately  tried  to  sell  me 
a  bill  of  goods.  I  had  very  little  to  tell 
him,  because  I  had  not  been  in  the  mines 
or  steel  mills  as  yet.  That  U  quite  a 
story  in  itself.  He  said,  first,  that  the 
United  States  should  continue  lend-lease 
without  any  hope  of  return  of  any  of  the 
money. 

I  did  not  say  anything,  because  I  had 
nothing  to  say.  I  had  not  yet  seen 
anything  there.  So  Sir  Ben  Smith  led 
on  and  said.  "The  United  States  should 
adopt  the  Marshall  plan."  This  was  at 
a  time  when  the  plan  had  first  been 
suggested  by  General  Marshall  in  an 
address  at  Harvard.  In  that  speech  there 
was  a  little  paragraph  which  did  not 
appear  to  amount  to  very  much.  But 
Mr.  Bevin  took  it  on  the  first  bounce  in 
England,  and  in  30  days  told  us  how 
much  it  was  going  to  cost. 

As  I  have  said.  Sir  Ben  Smith  stated 
that  the  United  States  should  approve 
the  Marshall  plan  because  Britain  needed 
the  money  to  help  her  industries.  What 
that  developed  into  later— it  could  not 
be  seen  then— was  the  nationalisation  of 
British  industry  and  the  spending  of 
American  dollars  in  Africa  and  other 
British  colonial  slavery  nations  for  the 
development  of  other  areas.     Mi-  Cripps 

^°J[^*.™fJ"  ^f^SS"  ^^**^  <^hat  wae  exactly 
what  the  MI?||fall  plan  was  intended 
to  do.     He  was  very  straightforward. 

BRITON     BOASTS     CONTROL     OVER     WOiLB'fl     RAW 
MATERIALS 

But  to  return  to  Sir  Ben  Smith.  I 
still  had  little  to  say.  so  he  said.  "I  will 
tell  you  something."  On  reflection,  he 
really  did  tell  me  something.  He  said. 
Great  Britain  and  the  British  Empire 
control  three-fourths  of  the  raw  materi- 
als of  the  world,  and  can  stop  their  ex- 
port If  they  so  desire." 

Still  I  did  not  say  anything,  but  I 
did  not  miss  the  point. 

In  the  following  session.  In  1948  I 
quoted  Sir  Ben  Smith  on  the  Senate 
floor^  No  one  paid  very  much  attention 
to  what  I  had  to  say.    i  suppose  it  was 


a  little  early.  But  Great  Britain  does 
control  raw  materials,  and.  through  the 
1934  Trade  Agreements  Act.  Britain  has 
made  us  dependent  upon  the  far-flung 
areas  of  the  world  for  the  critical  ma- 
terials without  which  we  cannot  fight  a 
war  or  Uve  in  peace.  In  wartime,  the 
materials  cannot  be  obtaizaed;  in  peace- 
time, as  Sir  Ben  Smith  said  to  me, 
Britain  can  stop  their  shipment. 

I  call  attention  to  one  example,  al- 
though there  are  many  others.  In 
peacetime.  India  stopped  the  shipment 
of  monasite  sands  to  the  United  States 
of  America  because  she  thought  we  could 
not  get  them  elsewhere. 

INDIA  BAN  LIKKNXD  TO  ROLO  POUC  OP  SLACKICAIX, 

That  situation  shoiild  mean  some- 
thing. It  would  mean  socnething  If  the 
United  States  Senate  would  stop  to 
analyze  it  It  amounts  to  a  mild  form 
of  blackmail. 

It  means  that  after  we  have  been  made 
dependent  on  the  far-flung  naticxis.  as 
we  are  at  present  for  900.000  tons  of 
manganese,  or  of  columbium  from  Al- 
geria, or  of  tin  from  the  Malayan  States, 
then  we  are -subject  to  a  mild  form — and 
perhaps  it  is  not  so  mild,  either — of 
blackmail  in  peacetime  to  sign  further 
aereements  and  to  get  more  deeply  mired 
in  the  muck  and  mud  of  Asia. 

In  wartime,  we  are  subject  to  being 
cut  off  from  those  materials  within  hours 
after  the  war  starts,  and  are  thus  placed 
in  very  grave  danger  of  being  defeated. 

The  basis  of  the  investigation  proposed 
in  Senate  Resolution  143.  introduced  on 
June  9.  1954.  is  that  the  United  States 
can  bec(»ne  independent  We  can  be- 
come self-sufficient  in  the  Western  Hem- 
isphere. The  testimony  of  military 
strategists  is  that  the  supply  of  these 
raw  materials  in  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere will  be  the  only  dependable  sup- 
ply when  a  war  starts. 

Roosivn  T-cHumcHn-L  scnm  kept  piox 

CONGRESS    AND    THX   PBOPLS 

Mr.  President,  to  return  to  President 
Roosevelt's  communication  to  Ambassa- 
dor Grew  10  months  before  Pearl  Harbor. 
if  I  read  that  message  ctMrectly.  we  were 
already  well  underway  toward  war  in 
the  Pacific,  although  neither  the  Ameri- 
can people  nor  the  American  Congress 
knew  it  The  scheme  was  to  keep  the 
American  Congress  and  American  people 
from  knowing  it  until  we  were  in  it.  The 
Roosevelt  concept  of  British  strategy 
would,  of  course,  today  be  subject  to  some 
modification.  Britain's  concept  today, 
apparently,  is  to  appease  our  potential 
enemies,  weaken  us,  and  strengthen 
Russia. 

However,  as  early  as  May  1941.  Win- 
ston Churchill.  Prime  Minister  of  Britain, 
was  speculating  on  the  possibility  that, 
should  Japan  threaten  Singapore,  the 
United  States  would  enter  the  war  on  the 
side  of  Great  Britain.  Britain,  at  that 
time,  needed  us.  and  badly  needed  us. 

Indochina  was  to  be  the  fulcrum. 

In  a  letter  to  Sir  John  Dill,  Chief  of 
Britain's  Imperial  General  Staff,  on  May 
13,  1941.  Churchill  said.  In  part: 

I  have  already  given  you  the  political  data 
upon  which  the  arrangements  for  the  de- 
fense of  Singapore  should  be  based,  name- 
ly,   that    should    Japan    enter    the    war    the 


United  GNmtM  will  la  all  probabmty  oamt  In 
on  our  sMe.  and  tn  any  oaae  lapan  would  not 
be  Ulcely  to  besiege  Stncapore  at  tiw  outMft. 
as  this  would  be  an  operation  far  mora 
daageroiis  to  her  and  leas  hannrul  to  \»  than 
spreading  her  cruisers  and  battle  cruisers 
on  tbe  eastern  trade  routes. 

Later  in  his  authoritative  work  Mr. 
Chundiil] — ^hc  had  not  yet  been  knight- 
ed— ^proceeds  with  his  account  of  how 
the  United  SUtes.  with  his  assistance, 
became  involved  in  the  war.  and  anyone 
who  m^ht  wish  to  read  the  complete 
text  may  do  so  m  the  chapter  War  Comes 
to  America  m  his  l>ook.  the  Grand  Al- 
Uanoe. 

•RRTSB    IXADIXS   WRTTS   INPORMATnTK   BOOKS 

Mr.  PresiJent.  I  digress  at  this  point 
to  say  that  it  is  lucky  that  the  leaders 
of  Great  Britam  had  the  same  habit  as 
the  leaders  of  the  United  States.  They 
all  wrote  books.  All  that  is  necessary  is 
to  get  the  books  and  read  them.  All  of 
them  take  credit  Tbey  cannot  refrain 
frcHn  taking  credit.  All  that  is  neces- 
sary is  to  digest  the  books,  which  Is  a 
terrific  job.  But  if  one  has  a  staff  to  do 
it  and  to  provide  a  digest  of  the  books, 
it  is  not  so  bad. 

Churchill  states,  for  example,  on  page 
426  of  the  Grand  AUiance: 

^or  several  months  the  British  and  Amer- 
ican Oovernments  had  been  acting  toward 
Japan  in  close  accord.  At  the  end  of  July 
(1941)  the  Japanese  had  completed  their 
ntlUtary  occupation  of  Indochina.  By  this 
nalLed  act  of  aggression  their  forces  were 
poised  to  strike  at  the  British  In  Malaya. 
at  the  Americans  In  the  Philippines,  and 
at  the  Dutch  In  the  Bast  Indies. 


Mr.  President,  reading  further  from 
what  Mr.  Churchill  wrote: 

On  Julj  94  President  Rooaevelt  aaked  the 
Japanese  Oovernment  that,  as  a  prelude  to 
a  general  settlement,  Indochina  should  be 
neutrallaed  and  the  Japanese  troops  with- 
drawn. To  add  point  to  these  proposals,  an 
Executive  order  was  Issued  freezing  all  Japa- 
nese anets  in  the  United  SUtes.  ThU 
brought  all  trade  to  a  standstill.  The  Brit- 
ish Ck>vernment  took  simultaneous  action, 
and  a  days  later  the  Dutch  foUowed. 

THS  consa  or  a  BnroRic  ooMnuNCB 
Churchill  continues: 

One  afternoon  in  late  July  Harry  Hopkins 
came  Into  the  garden  at  Downing  Street 
and  we  sat  together  In  the  sunshine. 

That  is  the  great  Harry  Hopkins,  of 
New  Deal  fame,  who  spent  more  money 
than  any  hiunan  being  up  to  that  time, 
but  has  since  been  surpassed  by  two 
great  Americans,  Mr.  Paul  Hoffman  and 
Mr.  Harold  Stassen. 

I  continue  to  quote  from  what  Mr. 
Churchill  wrote  while  he  was  sitting  in 
the  sunshine  with  Mr.  Harry  Hopkins  in 
the  garden  at  Downing  Street: 

Presently  he  said  that  the  President  would 
like  very  much  to  have  a  meeting  with  me 
in  some  lonely  bay  or  other.  I  replied  at 
once  that  I  was  sure  the  Cabinet  would  give 
me  leave.     Thus  all  was  soon  arranged. 

CHXTRCHnX  DRATTS  FIRST  ATLANTIC  CHASTER 
OtmJNR 

Let  us  skip  now  to  Placentia  Bay, 
Newfoundland,  and  the  historic  Church- 
ill-Roosevelt meeting,  where  on  August 
10,  so  Mr.  Churchill  relates,  he,  Mr. 
Churchill,  prepared  a  tentative  out- 
Une  of  what  was  to  become  known  as 


the  Atlantic  Charter.     Mr.   ChurchUl 

states: 

OoQsMertng  an  the  tales  of  my  reaction- 
ary. Old  World  outlook,  and  tiM  pain  tlk^  ts 
■aM  to  have  caused  tbe  PresMent.  I  am  ^ad 
tt  ahould  be  on  record  that  tbe  subataBoe 
and  spirit  of  what  came  to  be  called  tha 
Atlantic  Charter  was  in  its  first  tfraft  a 
Brltuh  production  cast  in  my  own  wvrda. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
without  losing  his  right  to  the  floor.  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Nevada  jwiU 
yield,  so  that  the  pending  business  which 
is  now  before  the  Senate  may  be  taken 
up?  The  distinguished  Senator  from 
Connecticut 

Mr.  MALONB.  Mr.  President.  I  de- 
dine  to  yield  at  this  time. 

On  August  11.  IMl.  the  charter  was 
agreed  to  and,  as  Mr.  ChurchUl  states: 

We  then,  on  the  same  day.  turned  to  the 
Par  East. 

The  imposition  of  the  economic  sancUona 
on  July  36 — 

He  continues — 

had  caused  a  shock  in  Tokyo. 

It  had  not  perhaps  been  reallaed  by  any.  ot 
us  how  powerful  they  were.  Prince  Konoye 
sought  at  once  to  renew  dlplomattc  talks,  and 
on  August  e  Admiral  Nomura,  the  Japaneee 
special  envoy  to  Washington,  preeented  to  the 
state  Department  a  proposal  for  a  general 
settlement.  Japan  would  undertake  not  to 
advance  farther  into  southeast  Asia,  and 
offered  to  evacuate  Indochina  on  the  settle- 
ment of  "the  China  incident.**  (Such  was 
the  term  by  which  they  deaerlbad  their  •• 
year  war  upon  China.)  In  return  the 
United  States  were  to  renew  trade  ralatloos 
and  help  Japan  to  obtain  all  the  raw  mate- 
rials she  required  from  the  southwest  PaelAe. 

CHUaCHn^    DRAPTS    ROOaRVKLT    HOTS   TO    JAPaW 

Mr.  President,  whatever  may  or  may 
not  have  been  Japan's  intentions,  tha 
Japanese  special  envoy  in  Washington 
was  having  to  deal  with  somebody  in  the 
State  Department,  while  Winston 
Churchill  had  President  Rooaevelt  safe^f 
in  British  waters  and  at  least  part  of  the 
time  aboard  Britain's  latest  battleship 
the  H.  M.  8.  Prince  of  Wales. 

Not  only  did  Mr.  Churchill  have  Pres- 
ident Roosevelt  well  in  tow  but  he  was 
even,  according  to  his  own  account, 
drafting  statements  the  President  was 
to  give  to  the  Japanese  Ambasaador 
when  the  President  returned  to  Wash- 
ington. 

This  is  revealed  In  a  telegram  which 
Mr.  Churchill  says  he  sent  to  Anthony 
Eden.  Britain's  Foreign  Secretary,  and 
which  contained  the  following: 

At  the  end  of  the  note  which  the  Prettdent 
will  hand  to  the  Japanese  Ambassador  when 
he  returns  from  his  cruise  in  about  a  week's 
tune  he  wlU  add  the  following  passage,  which 
la  taken  from  my  draft: 

"Any  further  encroachment  by  Japan  in 
the  southwest  Paclttc  will  produce  a  situa- 
tion In  which  the  United  Sutea  Oovemment 
would  be  compelled  to  take  countermeasurcs. 
even  though  these  might  lead  to  war  between 
the  United  States  and  Japan." 

ROOSEVSLT    USSD    AS    "CATl-PAW"   >T   MITAllf'S 
PRUCI  MINI8TXB 

Mr.  President,  here  we  have  the  Prime 
Minister  of  Great  Britam  drafting  what 
is  obviously  both  an  insult  and  a  threat, 
not  with  the  purpose  of  handing  tt  to 
Japan  himself  axid  thus  invcdving  the 
British  Ctovemment  in  a  conflict  with 
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Japan,  bat  with  the  view  of  uring  Presi- 
dent Rooaevelt  and  the  United  States  as 
a  "cat's-paw"  to  stfar  the  evaben  of  hoa- 
tmtj  into  flame. 

l£r.  Churehm  then  added  this  note  in 
his  ttiecnun  to  Anthony  Eden: 

He  (tiwnlng  the  President)  would  also 
add  aometlilng  to  the  effect  that  It  wae  ob- 
Tloiu  that,  the  SoTlet  being  a  friendly  power. 
United  States  aoremment  would  be  simi- 
larly interested  in  any  simUar  conflict  In  the 
Northwest  Pacific 


MCTKUt"  PWOMUaa   BBITAZlf 

ICr.  Churchill  an  the  same  date  also 
sent  a  dispatch  to  Mr.  AtUee.  then  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  but  now  promoting 
greater  British  trade  with  Red  China.  In 
which  Churchill  stated  in  part: 

Bare  reached  satisfactoi-y  settlement  about 
naval  plan  Ro.  4  (the  Dnl:«d  Stotes  Navy  to 
take  over  the  Amwlca-Iceland  stretch  of  the 
Atlantic) . 

Secondly,  President  is  prepared  to  take 

very  helpful  action  corresponding  with,  or 
consequent  upon,  operation  "Pilgrim." 

TbirtUy.    be    intends    to    negotiate    with 

Japan  on  the  basis  of  a  mcnratariuin  for,  say, 
a  month,  dturlng  which  no  further  military 
movements  are  to  be  made  by  Japan  into 
Indochina  and  no  encroachnusnt  upon 
Slam.  He  has  agreed  to  end  his  communi- 
cation with  a  severe  warning,  which  I  drafted! 

Mr.  President,  our  late  Commander  in 
Chief  In  World  War  n  must  have  found 
It  very  handy  to  have  the  British  Prime 
Minister  at  his  elbow  to  draft  his  "severe 
warnings"  to  other  nations  which  clearly 
were  imm>cations.  warnings  that 
Churchill  did  not  care  to  send  himself. 


BUSSIA  THX 


AT  BUMCST 


"KZLPrni.  CTJKST' 
BSinSH   TABUt 

On  August  12  we  find  Bflr.  Churchill 
sending  another  telegram  to  Attlee  elab- 
orating on  the  same  theme  in  these 
words: 

We  have  laid  special  stress  on  the  warn- 
ing to  Japan  which  constitutes  the  teeth 
of  the  Presidentis  communication.  One 
would  always  fear  State  Department  try- 
ing to  tone  It  down:  but  President  has 
promised  definitely  to  use  the  hard  language. 

Arrival  of  BussU  as  a  welcome  guest  at 
hungry  Uble  and  need  of  large  supplemen- 
tary programs  both  for  ourselves  and  the 
United  States  forces  make  review  and  ex- 
pansion of  United  States  production  impera- 
tive. President  proposes  shortly  to  ask 
Congrees  for  another  $5  bUllon  lend-lease 
bill.  President  welcomes  Beaverbrook's  ar- 
rival at  Washington,  and  I  am  convinced 
this  Is  the  needful  practical  step.  See  also 
the  Boosevelt-Churchm  message  to  dear  old 
Joe. 

And  to  Prime  Minister  Menzles  of  Aus- 
"4!^L?°  A^^^t  15,  1941,  Mr.  Churchill 
sen  J  this  note,  which  I  quote  ih  part: 
Preeldent  promised  me  to  give  the  warn- 

know  this  has  been  done,  we  should  range 
ourselvee  beside  him  and  make  It  dear  thit 
nni'SrS*.!**^*"  involved  In  war  with 
Unlt^I  States  she  wUl  also  be  at  war  with 
Britain  and  the  British  Commonwealth. 
CHuacHiu.  Tncnro  nccLLaMT 

♦v,!^.S*^!i*^.*^  corresponded  with 
the  British  admiralty  and  on  August  29 
ended  a  communication  to  the  Admi- 
ralty with  these  words: 

I  must  add  that  I  cannot  feel  that  Japan 
WUl    face  the    combination    now    formlmt 

B^trr*  ^  -  ***•  ^°**«*  s***«.  o^ 

Britain,   and   Russia,   while  already  meoo- 
eupled  In  China.  •»^~«y  iveop- 


It  Is  very  likely  she  wlU  negotiate  With 
the  United  States  for  at  least  3  months 
without  maldng  any  aggressive  move  or  Join- 
ing the  Axis  actively. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
wishes  to  compliment  Britain's  Prime 
Bilnister  on  his  excellent  timing.  Pearl 
Harbor  did  not  come  until  3  months 
and  7  days. 

Mr.  President,  we  now  turn  to  the 
State  Department's  report  on  the  events 
which  followed  Mr.  Roosevelt's  return 
to  Waslilngton  from  his  sessions  with 
Britain's  Minister  on  a  boat  in  British 
waters. 

The  State  Dspartment  version  In- 
cludes the  following: 


On  Augtist  17.  the  President  returnal  to 
Washington  from  the  Atlantic  conference 
at  which  he  and  the  British  Prime  Minbter, 
Mr.  Churchill,  had  discussed  among  other 
problems  the  situation  in  the  Far  East. 

Mr.  Churchill  stated  that  the  British  Gov- 
ernment fully  supported  the  proposal  made 
on  July  24  by  the  President  to  the  Japanese 
Government  In  regard  to  the  wlthdrawil  of 
Japanese  forces  from  Indochina  and  In- 
formed the  President  of  the  British  Cov- 
ernmenfs  view  that  It  needed  more  time  to 
prepare  for  resistance  against  any  Japanese 
attack  in  the  Par  East.  This  consideration 
applied  filso  to  the  state  of  our  defensive 
preparations  in  the  Philippine  Islands  The 
President  and  Mr.  ChurchUl  agreed  also  that 
tills  Govt^mment  should  take  parallel  action 
in  warning  Japan  against  new  moves  of 
aggrerslon. 

USED  ROOSEVELT  AS  TOOr.  1 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  new  note  not 
Included  in  any  of  Mr.  Churchill's  mes- 
sages previously  referred  to.  which  only 
had  to  do  with  the  threats  or  warnings 
that  Mr.  Roosevelt  was  to  deliver  to  the 
Japanese.  Mr.  Churchill  sent  no  warn- 
ings or  ultimatums  of  record  to  the  Japa- 
nese. He  preferred  to  use  Roosevelt  as 
a  willing  tool. 

Nor  do  I  find  In  Mr.  Churchill's  Own 
memoirs  the  so-called  parallel  action 
ttiat  the  State  Department  memorandum 
refers  to. 

What  Mr.  Churchill  does  report  is  that 
Prince  Konoye,  as  Japan's  Prime  Min- 
ister, had  asked  for  a  personal  meeting 
wth  President  Roosevelt  at  Honolulu,  in 
that  early  fall  and  that,  to  quote 
Churchill,  "his— meaning  Konoye— pro- 
posal had  been  declined  by  the  Presi- 
dent." 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  at  this  point  to 
cite  another  example  of  the  nonexistence 
of  so-called  parallel  action  that  our  State 
Department  so  glibly  refers  to  in  its 
memorandum. 

Mr.  Churchill  states  In  his  memoirs  of 
this  period  in  1941  that,  and  I  quote.: 

At  the  beginning  of  November  I  received 
an  agitated  warning  of  further  Japanese  ac- 
tion in  Chrna  from  Gen.  Chiang  Kai-shek. 
He  thought  the  Japanese  were  determined 
upon  an  attack  from  Indochina  to  take 
Kunming  and  cut  the  Burma  Road.  He  bd- 
pealed  for  British  aid  by  air  from  Malaya. 

And  now  get  this  action  or  reaction 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Churchill: 

I  could  do  Uttle  more  than  pass  thii  to 
President  Rooeevelt. 

THX  XND  OF  A  MODUS  VIVENDI  ) 

Skipping  several  pages  of  Mr.  Churah- 
lUa  account  we  come  to  November  25 
1941,  on  which  date,  the  Prime  Minister 


says  "the  President  cabled  to  me  an  ac- 
count of  the  negotiations." 

Continuing  Mr.  Churchill's  accoimt  we 
read: 

The  Japanese  Government  had  proposed 
to  evacuate  southern  Indochina,  pending  a 
general  settlement  with  China,  or  a  general 
restoration  of  peace  in  the  Pacific,  When  Ja- 
pan would  l>e  prepared  to  withdraw  alto- 
gether from  Indochina. 

In  return  the  United  States  was  to  supply 
Japan  with  petroleum,  to  refrain  ijrom  In- 
terfering with  Japan's  efforts  to  restore 
peace  in  China,  to  help  Japan  to  obtain  the 
products  of  the  Netherlands  East  Indies,  and 
to  place  commercial  relations  betwe<tn  Japan 
and  the  United  States  on  a  normal  basis. 
Both  sides  were  to  agree  to  make  no  armed 
advancement  in  northeast  Asia  and  the 
southern  Pacific. 

The  American  Government,  In  l!ts  turn, 
was  proposing  to  make  a  counteroffer,  ac- 
cepting in  general  the  terms  of  the  Japanese 
note,  while  outlining  specific  condDtions  to 
be  attached  to  the  Japanese  withdrawal  from 
southern  Indochina  and  making  no  |nentlon 
of  the  position  in  China.     The  United  States 

was  prepared  to  accept  a  limited  economic 

arrangement  modifying  the  original  freezing 
order.  For  Instance,  petroleum  could  he 
shipped  on  a  monthly  basis  for  clvlllsn  needs 
only.  The  American  proposal  would  be  valid 
for  3  montiis  on  the  understanding  that  dur- 
ing this  period  a  general  settlement  cover- 
ing the  whole  Pacific  area  would  be  dis- 
cussed. 

When  I  read  the  draft  reply — 
Churchill  continues — 

Which  was.  and  is  still,  called  the  modus 
Vivendi  I  thought  it  Inadequate.  This  im- 
pression was  shared  by  the  Dutch  and  Aus- 
tralian Governments  and  above  aU  by  Chiang 
Kai-shek  who  sent  a  frantic  protest  to 
Washington. 

I  was  however  deeply  sensitive  of  the 
limits  which  we  must  observe  in  co|nment- 
Ing  on  United  States  policy  on  an  Issue 
where  decisive  action  lay  with  them  alone. 
I  understood  the  dangers  attending  the 
thought,  "the  British  are  trying  to  drag  us 
into  war."  I  therefore  placed  the  Issue  where 
it  belonged;  namely,  in  the  Prasldent's 
hands.  i 


cnxTecuiix  xorxs 


chiWa 
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CHtTRCHILL   CTTIDES   ROOSTVELT  OS   CHUiA   IBS0S 

Churchill  then  tells  of  sending  a  cable 
to  President  Roosevelt  stressing  only  the 
China  issue,  which  also  is  referred  to  In 
the  memoirs  of  former  Secretary  of 
State  CordeU  Hull.  Hull  came,  he  says 
to  the  conclusion  that  "We  shouM  can- 
cel out  the  modus  Vivendi"  and  subsU- 
tute  instead  a  10-point  proposal,  the  3 
principal  points  of  which  were,  and  I 
quote: 

ai.'^fuP"''*''""""'*  °'  •^*P«'>  ''"1  withdraw 

rh.^i  *7V''^''*''  *^''  ""'^  P°"'=e  forces  from 
China  and  Indochina. 

^J^J^^^'^r^^^nt  Of  the  United  States  and' 

r^fn^^Tf"'™*"'*  ""^  •^*P^'>  ^"1  «ot  support- 
militarily,     politically,     economicaliy-anv 

f^r  mT^*"*,  °'"  '■^8^''  ^^  c^i^a  otl^'  thai 
rhin»  l^'iK  ^"^"n'neiit  of  the  RepubUc  of 
China,  with  capital  temporarily  at  Chung- 

Churchill  relates  that  on  November  36 
Secretary  of  State  Hull  received  Japan's 
envoys  at  the  State  Department.     Con- 
tinues the  Prime  Minister; 
He- 
Meaning  Hull 

did  not  even  mention  to  them  the  modus 
Vivendi  about  which  the  President  had  tele- 
graphed to  me  on  the  23d.  On  the  contrary 
he  handed  them  the  "10-point  note/' 


JAPAM^  orvoTi   "BfCIO- 
rousiMu" 

The  Prime  Minister  then  qxxites  the 
two  points  tliat  I  noted  above.  He 
added : 

The  envoys  were  "dumbfoimded"  and  re- 
tired In  the  grefitest  distress.  This  may  weU 
have  been  slnc<!re.  They  had  been  chosen 
largely  on  account  of  their  reputation  as 
peace  seeking  and  moderate  men  who  would 
lull  the  United  States  into  a  sense  of  security 
till  all  was  decided  and   all  was  ready. 

They  knew  little  of  the  whole  mind  of  their 
government. 

They  did  not  dream  that  Mr.  HxUl  was  far 
better  Informed  on  this  than  they  were. 

And  Mr.  President.  I  might  interject 
here,  far  better  informed  than  the 
American  people,  the  American  Con- 
press,  Rear  Aclm.  Husband  E.  Kimmel. 
Lt.  Gen.  Walter  C.  Short,  and  the  brave 
men  under  them  at  Pearl  Harbor,  or  the 
brave  men  under  them  who  were  doomed 
to  die  on  that  fateful  morning  of  Decem- 
ber 7,  1941. 

I  continue  with  Mr.  Churchiirs  ac- 
count.    He  states  : 

From  the  end  of  1940  the  Americans  had 
pierced  the  vital  Japanese  ciphers,  and  were 
decoding  large  numbers  of  their  military 
and  diplomatic  telegrams:  In  the  secret 
American  circlets  these  were  referred  to  as 
"magics."  The  '  magics"  were  repeated  to  us 
but  there  was  an  inevitable  delay — some- 
times of  2  or  3  days — before  we  got  them. 
We  did  not  know  therefore  at  any  given 
moment  all  that  the  President  or  Mr.  HuU 
knew.    I  make  no  complaint  of  this. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  very  generous  of 
Mr.  Churchill  to  make  no  complaint  at 
delays  which  he  states  sometimes 
amounted  to  2  or  3  days,  in  receiving 
decoded  Japanese  ciphers  which  the 
American  people,  the  American  Con- 
gress. General  Short  and  Admiral  Kim- 
mel and  our  men  at  Pearl  Harbor  never 
received  at  all. 

r.  D.  a.  wAaNiNG  OMrmo  pcabl  haibo* 

Let  us  proceed  with  Mr.  Churchill's 
accoimt.    He  sjiys: 

That  same  alMrnoon— 

This  would  have  been  the  36th  of 
November — 

the  President  sent  the  following  message  to 
the  high  conuniusloner  of   the  Philippines: 

Preparations  are  becoming  apparent  for 
an  early  aggres8l\'e  movement  of  some  char- 
acter, although  as  yet  there  are  ng  clear 
indications  as  to  Its  strength  or  whether -it 
will  be  directed  against  the  Burma  Road, 
Thailand,  Malay  I>enlnsula,  Netherlands  East 
Indies  or  the  Philippines. 

Advance  against  ThaUand  seems  the  most 
probable.  I  consider  that  this  next  Japanese 
aggression  might  cause  an  outbreak  of  hos- 
tilities between  the  United  States  and  Japan. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  taken  from  Mr. 
Churchill's  account  of  the  p>eriod  pre- 
ceding Pearl  Harbor,  when  as  Britain's 
Prime  Minister  he  had  information 
which  the  Ameilcan  people,  the  Ameri- 
can Congress,  and  the  American  Armed 
Forces  at  Pearl  Harbor,  including  their 
commanding  oflEcers,  did  not  have. 

PEARL  HAaSOS  LEFT  OFT  TARGET  LIST 

It  is  Significant  that  in  this  message 
from  the  President  to  the  High  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Phihppines,  many  areas  of 
the  Pacific  and  southeast  Asia  were  listed 
as  possible  targets  of  Japanese  attack, 
but  not  Pearl  Harbor,  and  indeed.  Pearl 


HarlxR'  was  not  warned,  as  was  brought 
out  in  the  extensive  Pearl  Harbor  hear- 
ings subsequently  conducted  by  a  com- 
mittee of  the  Congress. 

President  Roosevelt  knew,  Prime 
Minister  Churchill  knew,  Britain's  For- 
eign Secretary  Anthony  Eden  knew, 
BrlUsh  Army  and  Navy  officials  knerv, 
and  Britain's  Ambassador  Lord  Halifax 
apparently  also  knew  from  Mr.  Church- 
ill's report    I  quote: 

When  on  November  29— 

This  was  8  days  before  Pearl  Harbor — 
Lord  Halifax  visited  the  State  Department. 
Mr.  Hull  said  to  him  that  the  danger  from 
Japan  hung  Just  over  our  heads. 

Secretary  Hull  also  was  quoted  as  in- 
forming Halifax: 

The  diplomatic  part  In  our  relations  is  now 
virtually  over.  The  matter  will  now  go  to 
the  officials  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  with 
whom  I  have  talked.  •  •  •  Japan  may  move 
suddenly  and  with  every  possible  element  of 
surprise.  •  •  •  My  theory  is  that  the  Jap- 
anese recognize  that  their  course  of  un- 
limited conquest,  now  renewed  all  along  the 
line,  probably  is  a  desperate  gamble  and  re- 
quires the  utmost  boldness  and  risk. 

He  added: 

Churchill's  Interjection  •  •  •  "When 
Churchill  received  Chiang's  loud  protest 
about  the  modus  Vivendi  it  would  have  been 
better  if  he  had  sent  Chiang  a  strong  cable 
to  brace  up  and  fight  with  the  same  seal  as 
the  Japanese  and  Americans  were  displaying. 
Instead  he  passed  the  protest  on  to  us  with- 
out objection  on  his  part." 

The  Prime  Minister  adds  this  com- 
ment, one  of  the  most  significant  expres- 
sions in  his  entire  memoirs,  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada. 
Churchill  states : 

I  did  not  know  that  the  die  had  already 
been  cast  by  Japan  or  how  far  the  President's 
resolves  had  gone. 

CHUtCHILL    MEMOntS    FILL    TH    PEAKL    HABBOR 

nrgniRT  caps 

Mr.  President,  a  moment  or  two  ago 
I  referred  to  the  Pearl  Harbor  investiga- 
tion conducted  by  able  colleagues  In  the 
Senate  and  Members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  a  very  extensive  hear- 
ing which  produced  some  forty  volumes 
of  evidence  and  testimony  but  came  to 
no  firm  conclusion. 

Of  course,  the  joint  committee  which 
conducted  these  hearings  did  not  have 
the  good  services  of  Mr.  Churchill  as  a 
witness,  nor  of  Lord  Halifax,  nor  of 
Anthony  Eden,  nor  of  Clement  Attlee. 

Prime  Minister  Churchill  had  not  yet 
written  his  great  memoirs  and  history  of 
the  war  and  therefore  there  were  many 
gaps. 

Since  then  Mr.  Churchill  has  filled  in 
those  gaps,  very  honestly  and  courage- 
ously I  am  sure,  giving  us  in  his  authori- 
tative works  knowledge  not  heretofore 
available.  As  he  says,  in  explanation  of 
why  he  passed  along  Generalissimo 
Chiang  Kai-shek's  protest  to  the  Presi- 
dent without  objection: 

I  did  not  know  that  the  die  had  already 
been  cast  by  Japan  or  how  far  the  Presi- 
dent's resolves  had  gone. 

Neither  did  the  American  people,  the 
American  Congress,  or  the  officers  and 
men  stationed  at  Pearl  Harbor. 

Prime  Minister  Churchill  may  not 
have  known  "how  far  the  President's 


resolves  had  gone,**  but  he  must  have 
had  some  suspicion,  because  he  reports 
that  on  November  SO.  1941,  7  days  be- 
fore Pearl  Harbor,  he  sent  the  follow- 
ing message  to  President  Roosevelt: 

THE    CBtraCBIU.    ADVICS    THAT    BOOaKVELT    DtS 
KOT    FOLLOW 

It  seems  to  me  that  one  Important  method 
remains  unused  In  averting  war  between 
Japan  and  our  two  countries,  namely,  a 
plain  declaration,  secret  or  public  as  may  be 
thought  best,  that  any  further  act  of  aggres- 
sion by  Japan  will  lead  ImmedUtely  to  the 
gravest  consequences. 

I  realise  your  constitutional  dUBcultlea. 
but  It  would  be  tragic  If  Japan  drifted  Into 
war  by  encroachment  without  having  be- 
fore her  fairly  and  squarely  the  dire  char- 
acter of  a  further  aggressive  step.  I  beg  of 
you  to  consider  whether,  at  the  moment, 
which  you  Judge  right,  which  may  be  very 
near,  you  should  not  say  that  any  further 
Japanese  aggression  would  compel  you  to 
p\etce  the  gravest  Issues  before  Congress. 

We  would,  of  course,  make  a  similar  dec- 
laration or  share  in  a  Joint  declaration,  and 
In  any  case  arrangements  are  being  made  to 
synchroniae  our  action  with  yours.  Forgive 
me.  my  dear  friend,  for  presuming  to  presf 
such  a  course  upon  you.  but  I  am  con- 
vinced that  it  might  make  aU  tbe  difference 
and  prevent  a  melancholy  extension  of  the 
war. 

And  then  Churchill  adds  another  of 
his  perceptive  conunents.  He  states, 
and  I  quote: 

Both  he — 

Meaning  President  Roosevelt — 

and  Tojo  are  already  far  ahead  of  this.  So 
were  events. 


THE  IMTERCEPTED  JAPANESE  ICBSaACB  TO  nOaJtH 

Mr.  Churchill  continues: 

On  the  30th,  shortly  after  noon  (American 
time),  Mr.  Hull  visited  the  President,  who 
had  on  his  desk  my  cable  of  the  same  date, 
sent  overnight.  They  did  not  think  my  pfo- 
posal  of  a  Joint  warning  to  Japan  would  be 
any  good. 

Nor  can  we  be  surprised  at  this  when  they 
had  already  before  them  an  Intercept  from 
Tokyo  to  Berlin,  also  dated  November  30,  tell- 
ing the  Japanese  ambassador  In  Berlin  to 
address  Hitler  and  Ribbentrop  as  foUows: 

"Say  very  secretly  to  them  that  there  Is 
extreme  danger  that  war  may  suddenly  break 
out  between  the  Anglo-Saxon  nations  and 
Japan  through  some  clash  of  arms,  and  add 
that  the  time  of  the  breaking-out  of  this  war 
may  come  quicker  than  anyone  dreams." 

BsrrAiM  wArrs  ros  jap  attack  hopiko  AitBaxc* 

THE   TABOrr 

Returning  now  to  Mr.  Churchill.  He 
states: 

I  received  the  decode  of  the  telegrams  on 
December  3.  It  required  no  special  action 
from  Britain.  We  must  Just  wait.  Ttv  Japa- 
nese carrier  fleet  had  In  fact  sailed  on  the 
25tb  with  the  whole  naval  force  which  was 
to  attack  Pearl  Harbor. 

Of  course,  it  was  stUl  subject  to  restraining 
orders  from  Tokyo. 

Mr.  Churchill  does  report  that  he  sent 
a  "minute"  to  Foreign  Secretary  Eden 
stating  that  "our  settled  policy  is  not  to 
take  forward  action  in  SMlvance  of  the 
United  States,"  and  states  also  that — 

My  deepest  fear  was  that  the  Japanese 
would  attack 


Meaning  Britain — 
or  the  Dutch,  and  that  constltutJonal 

culties  would  prevent  the  United  States  fr 
declaring  war. 
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WABItXD  BUT  TRX  UMlllJ)  STA' 
OVAlOnCA 

The  Kitish  had  been  well  warned,  the 
Germans  had  been  warzwd.  the  White 
House  had  certain  knowledge  gained 
from  the  Intercept  of  Japan's  message  to 
Berlin,  but  sixsh  was  then  the  mind  of 
the  White  House  that  the  Congress,  the 
American  people,  and  the  men  at  Pearl 
Harbor  who  were  to  die  (m  that  morning 
of  December  7.  were  not  warned  but  in- 
stead, kept  in  ignorance.  - 

Bir.  Churchill  offers  some  other  obser- 
vations which  should  be  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  Restates,  and  I  quote: 

W«  know  that  aU  the  great  Americans 
around  the  President  and  In  his  confidence 
relt,  as  acutely  as  I  did,  the  awful  danger 
that  Japan  would  attack  British  or  Dutch 
posseBslons  in  the  Far  Sast.  and  would  caie- 
fuUy  aT(^d  the  United  States,  and  that  In 
consequence  Congress  would  not  sanctloa  an 
American  declaration  of  war.  •  •  •  The 
President  and  his  trusted  mends  had  long 
reallMd  the  grave  risks  of  United  States  neu- 
trality in  the  war  against  Hitler  and  all  that 
he  stood  for,  and  had  writhed  under  the 
restraints  of  a  Ciongress  whose  House  of  Bep- 
resenUtlres  had  a  few  months  before  passed 
by  only  a  single  rote  the  necessary  renewal 
of  compulsory  military  service,  without 
which  their  army  woiild  have  been  almost 
disbanded  in  the  midst  of  world  convulsion. 

Roosevelt,  HuU.  Stimaon,  Kntxt.  General 
Marshall,  Admiral  Stark,  and.  as  a  link  be- 
tween them  all,  Harry  Hopkins,  had  but  one 
mind.  Putxure  generations  of  Americans  and 
free  men  In  every  land  will  thank  God  for 
their  vision. 

A  Japanese  attack  upon  the  United  States 
was  a  vast  simplification  of  their  problems 
and  their  duty.  How  can  we  wonder  that 
they  regarded  the  actual  form  of  the  attack, 
or  even  Its  scale,  as  Incomparably  less  impor- 
tant than  the  fact  that  the  whole  American 
Nation  would  be  united  for  Its  own  safety 
In  a  righteous  cause  as  never  before? 

IS  cHuacaiLL  PLaTma  saicx  wilt  oaick  toost? 
Mr.  President,  could  Mr.  Churchill  to- 
day be  playing  the  same  game  he  played 
before  Pearl  Harbor  when  he  was  con- 
versant with  all  the  innermost  secrets 
of  American  diplomacy,  secrets  denied 
the  American  people  and.  in  some  meas- 
ure, the  Congress  itself,  and  when  he  was 
advising,  guiding,  but  at  the  same  time 
carefully  avoiding,  any  acUon  which 
might  tend  to  irritate  our  mortal  enemy 
or  disrupt  England's  flourishing  blood 
trade? 

■OOSkVttT  POUCT  WAS  TO  KBP  THIS  NATIOH  IN 
lOHOlAnci 

To^y.  Mr.  President,  the  White  House 
and  Secretary  of  State  Dulles  are  en- 
deavoring to  keep  the  Congress— or  at 
lesst  several  of  its  committees— fairly 
weU  informed  of  our  International  In- 
volvements. 

fr,^K**=*  tremendous  step  forward 
zrom  the  Roosevelt  policy. 

Roosevelt's  policy,  and  that  of  his 

trusted  frlendg"  as  Churchill  terms  the 

handful  of  Roosevelt  hitimates,  was  to 
tcU  the  Congress  nothing,  the  American 
people  nothing,  and  the  ofldcers  and  men 

at  Pearl  Harbor  who  were  about  to  die 
irom  vx  Attack  about  which  the  White 

House  had  fair  warning— to  teU  them 
nothing. 


Mr.  Pre^dent.  as  early  as  January  27, 
IMl,  10  months  before  Pearl  Harbor. 
Joseph  C.  Grew,  our  loyal  and  patriotic 
Ambassador  to  Japan,  notes  the  follow- 
ing in  his  memoirs: 

There  is  a  lot  of  talk  around  town  to  the 
effect  that  the  Japanese,  In  case  of  a  break 
with  the  United  States,  are  planning  to  go 
aU  out  In  a  siu-prlse  mass  attack  on  Pearl 
Harbor.  Of  course.  I  Informed  our  Oovern- 
ment. 

PEAKL    HASBOS    DAT    AT    CHEQUEKS 

Pearl  Harbor  found  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter at  his  home  at  Chequers.  With  the 
Prime  Minister  were  two  people,  and 
only  two,  Amer.'^an  Ambassador  \f  inant 
and  Aveiell  Harriman.  They  turned  on 
the  radio.  The  news — Pearl  Harbor. 
The  Prime  Minister  called  the  President. 
The  President  confirmed  it.  The  Presi- 
dent said,  according  to  Mr.  Churchill's 
memoirs:  "We're  all  in  the  fame  boat 
now."  Ambassador  Winant  chatted  with 
the  President.   As  Churchill  puts  it: 

X.put  Winant  onto  the  line  and  some  Inter- 
changes took  place,  the  Ambassador  at  first 
saying  "Good,  good,"  and  then,  apparently, 
graver  "Ah."  i  got  on  again  and  said.  "This 
certainly  slmpUfles  things.  God  be  with 
you,"  or  words  to  that  effect. 

So  things  were  simplified  for  Mr. 
Churchill  and  we  were  in  a  bloody  war 
that  cost  389,769  American  lives  and 
1,049,741  American  casualties,  a  war 
that  had  its  actual  beginning,  in  Britain's 
interest,  in  Indochina. 

UNITED   STATES    IN    WAR   AND    SO   BRFrlSH    "WON 
AVTEt  ALL" 

As  he  states  so  enthusiastically  In  his 
memoirs: 

No  American  will  think  It  wrong  of  me  If 
I  proclaim  that  to  have  tlie  United  States 
on  our  side  was  to  me  the  greatest  Joy. 

I  do  not  pretend  to  have  measured  accu- 
rately the  martial  might  of  Japan,  but  now. 
at  this  very  moment.  I  knew  the  United' 
States  was  In  the  war  up  to  the  neck  and 
in  to  the  death;  so  we  had  won  after  all. 

Yes;  after  Dunkirk,  after  the  fall  of  Wance. 
after  the  horrible  episode  of  Oran;  after  the 
threat  of  Invasion  when,  apart  from  the 
army  and  navy,  we  were  an  almost  imarmed 
p«>ple;  after  the  deadly  struggle  at  the 
U-boat  war.  the  first  battle  of  the  Atlantic 
gained  by  a  hand's  breadth;  after  17  nwnths 
of  lonely  fiRhtlng  and  19  months  of  my  re- 
sponsibility in  dire  stress,  we  had  won  the 
war.  England  would  live;  Britain  would 
live;  the  Commonwealth  of  Nations  and  the 
Empire  would  live. 

,,?^  President,  this  was  the  Prime 
Ministers  reaction  to  Pearl  Harbor  the 
most  costly  tragedy  in  our  Nation's  naval 
history.  T 

BBrnSH   POUCT   TODAT  FAVORS   REoJ 

After  shaping  American  policy    after 
draftmg  statements  for  the  President 
alter  maneuvering  over  many  months 
to  manipulate  the  American  Gtovem- 

ment  into  a  position  where  war  waa  un- 
avoidable, the  Prime  Minister  consid- 
ered the  tragedy  of  Pearl  Harbor  only 
in  Britain's  own  self-interest 

The  same  Britain,  mind  you,  which  to- 
day recognizes  Red  China  and  carries 
on  extensive  trade  with  Communist  Rus- 
sia   which  it  demands   be   expanded 

Japan's  move  into  Indochina,  al- 
though macle  with  fuU  permission  of 

th£  then  French  Gtovemment.  aroused 
great  endeavors  on  the  part  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  which  included  needling  Presi- 


dent Roosevelt  into  severe  warnings 
and  hard  language  suggested  by  the 
Prime  Minister  himself. 

The  Communist  move  into  Itodochina, 
her  capture  by  force  of  arms  of  Indo- 
china strongholds,  the  threat  of  a  com- 
plete Communist  takeover  of  that  im- 
portant area,  today  leaves  the  British 
cool,  busy  as  they  are  trading  With  these 
same  Communists,  whose  government 
they  recognize. 

ONE    KTTNDRQ)    PMCENT    TTNrrn)    STA^rxS    POUCT 
MUST   BE    DEVELOPED 

The  plain  facts  are,  Mr.  President, 
that  the  British  have  no  truck  with 
American  policy  unless  they  can  direct  it 
to  serve  Britain's  ends.  Britain,  as  Lord 
Palmerston  pointed  out,  has  no  friend- 
ships, no  enmities,  only  intereets.  And 
Britain's  interests  today  are  more  closely 
allied  with  those  of  Communist  Russia 
and  Communist  China  than  they  are 
with  the  interests  of  we  who  they  con- 
sider country  cousins,  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States. 

Today  we  must  develop  an  American 
policy,  a  wholly  American  policy,  be- 
cause in  this  grim  game  of  international 

diplomacy  Britain  has  picked  up  her 
cards,  cashed  in  her  big  staok  of  red 
chips,  and  gone  home  leaving  us  to  play 
her  sorry  hand. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Nevada,  that  may  be  one  of  the 
finest  breaks  our  country  has  liad  in  the 
present  century. 

Twice  in  the  present  century  we  have 
gone  to  Britain's  rescue,  saved  her  life 
bound  up  her  wounds,  filled  her  pockets 
with  hard  American  cash,  and  received 
slurs  and  insults  for  our  pains. 

We  likewise,  up  until  very  recently  at 
least,  have  followed  Britain's  foreign 
policy  instead  of  any  policy  of  our  own. 

It  was  Britain,  you  wlU  reoaU.  that 
vetoed  any  bombing  of  Communist  sup- 
ply bases  north  of  the  Yalu  River,  and 
thus  insisted  that  we  fight  on  Korea 
with  our  hands  tied  behind  our  back- 
Subservience  of  the  previous  administra- 
tion to  British  foreign  policy  denied  us 
any  chance  of  a  real  victory  in  Korea 
and  British  policy  itself  served  both  its 
own  interests  and  those  of  the  Commu- 
nists. 

It  Is  Britain  today  that  presumes  to 
hold  veto  power  over  our  own  use  of  the 
atom  or  H-bomb,  even  should  that  use 
be  required  in  retaliation  for  an  enemy 
A-bomb  or  H-bomb  attack  on  us— the 
same  Britain  which  contributed  Commu- 
nist spies  to  our  atomic  set-up.   I 

BRTTAIN  FATTENS  RED  WAR  POTENTIAL 

It  is  Britain  today  that  is  determined 
to  fatten  Russia's  war  potential  with 
more  equipment,  electrical  and  other- 
wi^,  provided  that  equipment  14  bought 
in  Britain,  and  which  has  taUced  some  of 
our  own  statesmen  into  advocating  ex- 
pansion of  Britain's  trade  with  Commu- 
nist Russia  and  her  sateUites.  and  who. 
m  so  domg  scorn  the  will  and  intent  of 

Congress,  as  expressed  in  the  Battle  Act 
and  before  that  the  Kem-Wherry-Ma-' 
lone  resolution.  j-  ^  .la 

BRITAm  SttKS  RED  CfflNA  TRA0I  WHILE  UD3 

IfENACi  ALL  ASIA 

^^i^^  ?r®s^^ent.  Britain's  trade  romance 

Rpc?r>?°"'?"''i.^^  countries  including 
Red  China  has  been  of  long  duration. 


Today,  with  Red  aggressors  periling  all 
free  areas  of  Southeast  Asia  the  British 
and  Chinese  Communists  are  trying  to 
seal  their  trade  alliance  with  a  formal 
commercial  wedding.  At  least  that 
would  remove  the  Red  stain  of  illegiti- 
macy. 

Earlier  in  my  remarks  I  quoted  from 
messages  Mr.  Churchill  sent  Mt.  AtUee 
from  Placentia  Bay.  Newfoundland,  on 
that  fateful  August  11.  1941.  while 
Churchill  and  Roosevelt  were  conniving 
to  Jockey  the  United  States  into  war  with 
Japan,  and  while  Churchill  was  drafting 
ultimatums,  warnings,  threats,  hard 
language — ^whatever  one  may  wish  to 
call  it — for  his  foil  Roosevelt  to  hurl  at 
Japan. 

Today  we  fir  d  this  same  Mr.  Attlee, 
for  many  years  privy  to  America's  inner- 
most secrets — secrets  denied  the  Amer- 
ican people  anc  the  American  Congress 
at  the  time — in  Red  China,  hobnobbing 
with  Red  Chhia's  Communist  leaders 
and  toasting  Uiem  in  fiery  Communist 
liquors. 
nt  RrruRN  vo*  si  boxiom  tn  chubs  btatcs 

LXND-LKASX,   BRITAni   MOW   CODOLXS   UD8   TO 

BOOST    THZn    nADK 

The  New  Yori:  Times  of  June  4  carried 
an  interesting  dispatch  from  Moscow, 
with  a  footnote  listing  American  lend- 
lease  to  both  Britain  and  Communist 
Russia  during  P/orld  War  IL 

The  dispatch  from  Moscow,  of  course, 
gives  the  Soviet  version  of  lend-lease,  as 
pubUshed  in  the  Soviet  encyclopedia,  be- 
littling the  billicns  Russia  received  from 
the  United  States,  and  complaining  that 
following  World  War  n  the  United  States 
gave  Britain  a  i;enerous  deal  on  settle- 
ment of  the  British  accoimt,  but  fixed 
terms  for  the  Soviet  Union  deliberately 
higher. 

The  footnote,  written  by  the  New  York 
Times,  states  more  accurately: 

The  United  Plates  has  lUted  $48,895,235.- 
000  worth  of  ifcuil-lease  distributed  during 
the  war  and  poctwar  period  to  4S  allied 
nations. 

or  this  the  British  Commonwealth  re- 
ceived $31304310000.  Russia,  the  eecond 
largest  recipient,  got  $10,089,000.  Britain 
settled  her  debt  Ir  IMS.  paying  $650  mlUion 
alter  account  wai  taken  of  reverse  lend- 
lease  charges. 

Mr.  President,  by  these  figures  it  would 
appear  that  Britain  obtained  more  than 
$30,734,000,000  from  the  United  States  to 
save  her  from  defeat  from  Nasi  tyranny, 
a  tyranny  no  less  terrible  than  the  Com- 
munist tyranny  Britain  now  woos  so 
avidly. 
BRiTAnf 's  rasx  Taans  pact  with  rtxbsu  sxcnd 

Mr.  President,  the  ties  between  Brit- 
ain and  Soviet  Russia  are  close,  and 
have  been  close  for  the  past  30  years, 

or  since  1924  when  Britain  signed  her 
first  commercial  treaty  with  Russia. 

Several  years  later  Britain  formally 
recognized  Russia  and  her  Communist 
regime,  an  action  duplicated  by  the 

United  States  when  the  late  Franklin 
D.  Roosevelt  became  President. 

In  May  1942  llritaln  signed  a  treaty 

Of  alliance  and  mutual  assistance  with 
Soviet  Russia,  wtich  the  junior  Senator 

from  Nevada  had  placed  in  the  Rxcord 
in  AprU  1949,  during  the  course  of  the 
debate  on  the  then  proposed  Marshall 


plan,  or  ecoDomlc  cooperaUon  program, 
which  Russia  and  her  ntellltes  were 
origlnaUy  asked  hy  our  State  Depart- 
ment to  join,  an  invitation  that,  fortu- 
nately, they  declined. 

Briysh  schooled  and  trained  offidals 
besuled  the  Far  Eastern  Division  of  the 
Office  of  War  Information,  visited  Rus- 
sia and  China  at  the  ccmclusion  of  the 
war.  and  helped  assassinate  the  char- 
act^"  of  Generalissimo  Chiang  Kai-shek. 
America's  lifetime  frietid  and  champion. 

Chiang  Kai-shek,  Mr.  President,  had 
the  effrontery  at  the  Cairo  Conference 
to  suggest,  that  in  repayment  for  8 
bloody  years  of  war  against  Japan  and 
alliance  with  the  British  and  ourselves, 
Britain  should  return  to  China  the  ter- 
ritories Britain  acquired  following  her 
victory  in  the  ignoble  opiiun  war  of  1839. 
In  that  conflict,  with  Britain  the  aggres- 
sor, England  forced  China  to  lift  her 
ban  on  the  British  opium  trade.  Hong 
Kong,  plus  her  renewed  opium  trade, 
were  the  fruits  of  that  British  victory, 
and  Hong  Kong  stiU  remains  a  British 
prize  of  war — an  opium  war. 

The  British  foreign  policy,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, does  not  change.  Trade,  whether 
opium  or  arms,  is  sacred  to  the  British. 

BamsH   TIES   AK   EZPENSTVX  LDXURT 

The  United  States,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada,  should 
sever  its  super  political  connections  with 
Great  Britain,  as  they  were  severed  by 
our  Founding  Fathers  on  July  4.  1776. 
Normal  diplomatic  relations  should  be 
retained,  as  they  are,  with  few  excep- 
tions, with  other  governments,  and  on 
the  same  equal  footing  with  those  gov- 
ernments. But  political  ties,  such  as 
have  bound  us  together  since  1933  and 
have  cost  us  untold  blood  and  treasure, 
should  be  ended. 

Our  compacts  with  Great  Britain,  be- 
ginning with  our  initial  trade  agreement, 
continuing  through  the  Indochina  crisis 
of  1940-41  when,  at  Britain's  request, 
Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  maneuvered  us 
into  Britain's  war,  our  debacle  in  China, 
the  stalemate  in  Korea  and  since,  have 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Nevada  that  Britain  is  at 
best  an  expensive  luxury  with  no  sem- 
blance of  utiUty,  and  at  worst  an  out- 
right liability  to  the  United  States.  For 
a  third  of  a  century  Britain,  as  our 
star  boarder,  also  has  been  allUme  cham- 
pion free  loader. 

BWlTaU  STATES  SHOULD  RXASSBTT  HVDirBJ*  ULM  CS 

We  must  reassert  our  independence, 
Mr.  President,  and  reappraise  our  for- 
eign policy. 

Above  an.  an  American  policy,  by 
Americans  and  for  Americans,  and  in 
America's  sole  interest,  must  be  formu- 
lated. 

This  Congress,  this  administration,  is 
obligated  under  the  oath  we  aU  take  only 
to  Americans.  Ours  is  a  glorious  and 
independent  people,  Mr.  President.  Our 
wonderful  Nation  we  have  built  ourselves. 

Since  1794 — and  then  it  was  not  Brit- 
ain— no  nation  In  the  world  has  ever 
loaned  the  United  States  a  dollar  and 
$15  million  that  Holland  loaned  us  then 

had  been  repaid  in  full  by  1806. 

No  nation  has  ever  had  to  send  a  single 
soldier  to  fight  In  our  defense  since  the 
Revolution.     No  nation  has   ever  ex- 


tended OS  a  penny^  worth  of  foreign  aid, 
and  DO  nation  ever  has  been  asked  to. 

No  tuition  has  ever  embraced  any  foim 
of  collective  security  m  our  interest,  and 
DO  nation  ever  wilL 

Conective  security  is  a  foreign  scheme, 
in  the  foreign  interest,  advocated  by  our 
one-worlders  and  socialistic  dreamen^ 
that  we  would  be  better  off  to  be  done 
with. 

BXTTTXM  TO  RZSTOaUC  POLICT  WSX  SnXIfOTHXH 
AKZaXCA 

On  the  firm  ground  of  American  policy 
and  independence.  Mr.  President,  this 
Nation,  as  for  the  first  ISO  years  of  our 
history,  can  and  will  stand  on  Its  own 
feet,  in  strength,  prosperity  and  secinity. 

A  sound  American  policy,  based  realis- 
tically on  the  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence, the  Constitution  and  the  Monroe 
Doctrine,  would  save  America. 

Such  a  policy  will  reaffirm  the  poWeri 
of  Congress  to  regulate  our  own  foreign 
commerce  and  the  full  power  of  the  ad- 
ministration to  make  and  keep  the  peace. 
Let  us  exercise  these  powers  as  we  exer- 
cised them  during  our  first  150  fruitful 
years,  and  before  a  New  Deal  adminis- 
tration substituted  the  British — socialis- 
tic doctrine  of  coUective  security  for  our 
freedom  and  independence. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  Evening  Star  of 
today  there  was  pubUshed  am  article  en- 
titled "Containment  Policy  Revived — 
Allies  Are  Expected  To  Leave  America  in 
the  Lurch  Unless  We  FoUow  Their  PoU- 
cies  Toward  Russia."  The  article  is  writ- 
ten by  Constantine  Brown.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  article  be  printed 
in  the  Recobd  at  this  point  in  my  re- 
marks. 

There  being  no  objection,  Uie  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcoid, 

as  follows: 


Contauvmsmt  Polict  Rkvzvb>— Aixob 
KzPBCTB)  To  Leavk  AuniCA  ot  thx  LuacK 
Unuss  Wx  Follow  Thxb  Poucna  Towaia 
Rnssu 

(By  Constantine  Brown) 

There  are  Indications  that  our  foreign 
policy  U  once  mure  In  a  state  of  flux.  Tb« 
Old  Ouard  left  behind  by  the  previous  ad- 
ministration In  the  State  Department  la 
again  advocating  a  policy  of  containment. 
Only  this  time,  to  make  the  doctrine  more 
palatable,  the  word  "resolute''  has  be«a 
added. 

This  revival  has  made  only  a  limited  im- 
pression on  Secretary  of  State  Dulles.  But  it 
has  met  with  much  more  sucoess  In  ttM 
National  Security  OouneU  where  the  world 
situation  Is  being  revtewed  and  guUUng  r»- 
poTtB  made  for  President  Elsenhower  and  the 
Secretaries  of  State.  Defense,  and  Treasury. 

It  Is  noteworthy  that  nobody  even  Whlspen 
any  longer  about  Uberatlon  of  enslaved  sattf- 
lltes  by  all  means  short  of  war,  as  set  forth 
In  the  RepubUcan  platform  In  1963. 

Moscow  and  Pelplng  began  to  release  pceet 
doves  after  their  smashing  victory  at  Geneva. 

These  birds  are  alighting  everywhere  In  tbm 
world  except  In  America, 

The  entire  structure  which  we  buUt  at 
mormous  cost  to  arrest  Oommunlat  imjiertal- 
ism  is  faltering.  Tbe  visit  of  the  top  British 
Labor  Party  leaden  to  Pelplng  Is  not  merely 
an  irresponsltde  act  of  tbe  opposition.  In 
tui  elgu-poUcy  xnjitters  i— ponstbl* 
pcdltlcians  do  not  act  tndependantty. 

Clement  Attlee  unquesUonaMy  had 
Wmston  Chnrchill'i  bleatng  when  be 

to  bead  the  Labor  parliamentary  dd« 
on   Its  frsstlng   and   tn— ttng 
Pelplng. 
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In  Tnayem  tbera  la  a  dsflntta  trend  toward 
•  new  UBdetetendlng  with  the  Oommunlot 
powers.  Under  the  leaderah^  <tf  the  mer- 
eurlel  Prvaalar  llendes-Franoe,  the  R^neh 
aim  to  reorganise  their  economic  atructure  to 
compete  with  the  apectaeular  progreaa  at 
Weet  Germany. 

The  nench  have  accepted  with  euatomary 
reaignatlon  their  defeat  in  Aala  and  the  evap- 
oration of  their  empire.  They  regard  the 
preaent  world  altuatlon  aa  entirely  different 
from  what  it  waa  in  1960  when  the  NATO 
waa  created.  At  that  time  they  had  aome 
limited  concern  over  the  poaaiblUty  that  Rua- 
ala  might  unleaah  a  war  In  Weatem  Europe. 
Ttiay  alao  deeperately  needed  the  American 
dollars  which  were  poxuing  into  their  covux- 
try  through  the  foreign-aid  program. 

The  aituatlon  haa  changed  radically  of 
late,  lliere  ia  not  a  alngle  man  in  political 
life  in  France  who  thlnka  that  Ruaala  will 
attack  Western  Europe— except  tinder  direct 
provocation.  Hence  the  increaaed  lukewarm- 
neaa  for  rearmament  imder  NATO.  Too.  the 
need  for  dollara  haa  leaaened.  France  and 
the  reet  of  Europe  need  foreign  markets. 
Ruaala  and  China  are  both  offering  tempting 
trade  "carrota." 

We  are  a  nation  of  idealists.  We  fought 
our  laat  three  ware  for  principles  and  not  for 
profit.  We  still  believe  in  international 
frlendahlpe  baaed  on  aentlment  rather  than 
aelflah  interests. 

We  helped  the  Western  democracies  against 
dictatorships  and  wanton  aggression  in  the 
two  world  ■  wars.  We  ransacked  the  tax- 
payera'  pocketa  after  the  war  to  speed  the 
recovery  of  friend  and  foe  alike.  It  la  only 
natural  then  that  our  people,  and  especially 
our  policymakers,  do  not  realize  that  in 
international  affaire  the  atatement  of  a  Vic- 
torian atateaman  that  "Britain  knowa  no 
frlendahlpe.  no  enmltiea.  but  only  Intereata" 
is  more  true  now  than  In  thoee  days. 

That  Victorian  alogan  haa  become  the^ 
watchword  not  only  of  our  British  cousins 
but  of  many  other  nations.  Gratitude  can 
be  found  only  rarely  even  among  individ- 
uals. It  just  does  not  exist  in  deallnga 
between  natlona. 

We  baaed  the  conduct  of  our  foreign  poli- 
cies on  the  premise  that  the  friends  we  have 
helped  imstlntingly  would  show  their  grate- 
fulneaa  by  returning  the  favor  In  our  time 
of  dlfflctiltlea.  In  thia  we  made  a  grievous 
error.  Our  alllea  are  interested  primarily 
in  themselvea.  So  long  aa  their  Interests  co- 
incided with  ours  they  dovetailed  their  poli- 
clea  with  oura.  But  when  their  Interests 
diverge  so  do  their  poUclea  turn  away  from 
oura. 

We  believe  that  the  Communist  govem- 
menta  in  the  U.  S.  8.  R.  and  China  are  more 
dangerous  and  jnan  aggressive  than  the 
Central  Powers  and  the  Axis  were  in  the  two 
world  ware.  Our  alllea  lull  themaelvea  in 
the  belief  that  the  Communist  leopards  can 
change  their  spota  and  be  made  into  house- 
broken  pets  merely  by  ignoring  the  real  in- 
tentions of  Moscow  and  Pelplng. 

The  adminlatratlon  has  received  sufficient 
Indlcatlona.  if  it  wanU  to  read  between  the 
Unes  of  tbe  diplomatic  communications,  that 
our  aUles  will  leave  mb  In  the  lurch  unless 
we  follow  them  in  their  new  policies  toward 
Russia  and  China.  This,  it  is  said,  necessi- 
tates the  revival  of  the  doctrine  of  "resolute 
containment." 

LOaO   PAIMBBSTOM'S   CLASSIC   BTATXICXHT 

'^     aEnoi.LXD 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  say  that  In  the  past  I  have  frequently 
quoted  a  statement  made  in  1848  by  the 
then  Prime  Minister  of  Great  Britain. 
I  have  quoted  that  statement  many  times 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  apropos  of  the 
deals  made  by  Britain  in  signing  com- 
pacts. 

Mr.  President,  if  all  the  compacts  we 
have  signed  with  Britain  and  with  other 


European  countries  in  the  past  15  years 
were  laid  end  to  end,  they  would  go  about 
three  times  aroimd  the  world.  But  all  of 
them  are  out  the  window  in  a  flash  if 
ansrthlng  starts,  because  they  are  signed 
only  to  allay  the  feelings  of  the  people, 
so  they  will  not  notice  the  things  that  are 
happening  to  them. 

What  did  the  great  Prime  Minister  oT 
Britain.  Viscount  Palmerston  say  in 
1848?  Viscount  Palmerston  said,  apro- 
pos of  Britain's  foreign  policy,  and  he  did 
not  make  it ;  he  merely  voiced  it  as  it  has 
since  been  voiced  many  times,  the  last 
time  by  Mr.  Churchill — Viscount  Palmer- 
ston said: 

We  have  no  eternal  allies,  and  we  have 
no  perpetual  enemies.  Our  Interests  are 
eternal  and  perpetual  and  those  Interests  It 
is  oiu-  duty  to  follow. 

That  means  that  Britain  will  sign 
a  peace  pact,  but  will  ignore  it  if  war 
breaks  out. 

bbitain's  transient  treaties 

The  United  States  signs  such  treaties. 
and  does  so  with  the  intention  of  carry- 
ing them  out  to  the  letter.  But  Britain 
will  honor  such  treaties  only  so  long  as 
the  interests  of  the  country  with  which 
she  signs  the  treaty  are  parallel  to  Brit- 
ain's interests;  and  when  the  other  coun- 
try's interests  are  no  longer  parallel  with 
Britain's  interests,  Britain  does  not  see 
fit  to  go  along  with  that  country,  and  that 
is  the  end  of  the  agreement. 

Today,  Mr.  President,  we  have  the  lec- 
ture of  Clement  Attlee  in  Moscow  and  in 
Peiping,  making  deals.  Does  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  believe  he  was  there 
without  the  sanction  of  Churchill?  Of 
course  not. 

MORK  BXIXJONS  POT7RRD  OtJT  TO  EVBOPX 

So  we  pour  $13  billion  more  into 
Europe,  to  finance  those  nations  and  to 
biiild  their  factories  and  to  permit  them 
to  buy  materials  in  order  to  make  good 
on  the  trade  agreements  Mr.  Attlee  is 
now  making  with  Russia  and  Commu- 
nist China.  Of  course,  Britain  has  rec- 
ognized Communist  China. 

Mr.  President,  if  we,  as  a  nation,  would 
Just  realize  one  time,  what  these  treaties 
mean;  if  the  United  States  Senate  were 
allowed  enough  time  to  think  about  these 
treaties  and  compacts,  which  are  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate  in  such  a  rush,  the 
situation  would  be  different.  Five  were 
presented  to  us  this  afternoon  witnln 
an  hour,  and  not  one  Senator  on  this 
floor  had  ever  read  one  of  them  or  had 
any  knowledge  of  what  they  contained. 
That  is  getting  to  be  a  habit;  and  we 
have  had  the  picture  of  the  United  States 
Senate,  the  greatest  deliberative  body  in 
the  ^rld,  working  14  hours  a  day,  like 
an  extra  gang  on  a  railroad — a  dehberB- 
4ij»^body. 

I  suggest  that  we  clean  up  a  few  of 
these  bills  in  the  next  few  months,  ard 
adjourn,  instead  of  taking  a  recess.  But 
I  suppose  the  knot  is  tied  on  having  the 
Senate  take  a  recess.  So  we  shall  go  out 
a  little  while,  and  shaU  visit  with  some 
of  our  constituents,  and  suddenly  we 
shall  be  called  back — for  what?  For  a  re- 
port of  a  Senate  committee  on  a  resolu- 
tion which  was  admitted  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  to  have  no  point  whatsoever. 
The  debate  on  the  resolution  shows  that. 
But  we  had  to  appoint  a  committee,  and 


we  must  hold  96  Senators  on  call,  to  ac- 
cept the  great  report  the  committee  will 
make. 

senate  SHOTTLD  aKSTTMK  HISTOSIC  EESPONSIBIL- 

rrr  as  deliberative  bodt 

I  wish  to  say,  as  1  of  the  96  Members 
of  the  Senate,  in  speaking  tonight,  in  the 
closing  hours  of  this  session,  thiat  the 
Senate  should  again  become  a  delibera- 
tive body  and  the  Senate  should  again 
become  the  greatest  deliberative  bbdy  on 
earth — which  it  is  not  at  present.  Then 
we  shall  be  able  to  really  consider  the 
proposed  legislation. 

Mr.  President,  the  last  time  I  read  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  I  read 
that  there  are  3  branches  of  our  Gov- 
ernment, not  1.  Our  Government  has 
3  independent  branches,  each  one  having 
checks  and  balances  upon  the  other,  so 
that  if  1  goes  hayi^ire,  2  will  be  left;  and 
if  2  go  haywire,  1,  at  least,  will  be  left. 
Today  we  have  the  spectacle  of  all  three 
of  them  going  down  the  drain,  and  the 
people  of  the  United  States  know  it. 
They  know  the  Senate  is  not  deliberat- 
ing as  it  should  on  legislation,  and  has 
not  done  so  for  the  last  half  of  this 
session. 

Bills  are  passed  here,  little  understood, 
with  no  time  for  debate,  or  with  limited 
time,  and  with  sessions  lasting  14  hours 
a  day  or  15  hours  a  day.  I  said  to  one 
of  the  junior  Senators  of  this  body  a 
short  time  ago,  "You  have  been  here  2 
years.  You  are  a  member  of  the  greatest 
deliberative  body  in  the  world.  Have 
you  ever  deliberated  about  anything?" 

He  looked  a  little  startled,  and  said: 
"Not  yet;  there  is  no  time  for  th*t." 

RESTORE  SENATE  TO  CONSTITtmONAL  »OI.« 

So.  Mr.  President,  we  shall  be  hack,  I 
suppose,  in  2  or  3  weeks  to  hear  the 
committee's  report.  I  have  to  travel 
only  3,000  miles  to  come  to  Washington; 
it  is  a  very  simple  matter  to  return  to 
hear  a  committee  report.  But  I  suggest 
that  when  we  come  back  in  January,  we 
take  our  time,  and  organize  the  Senate 
as  the  kind  of  organization  the  Consti- 
tution says  it  is,  the  kind  of  organization 
that  our  history  tells  us  it  has  always 
been,  though  for  a  considerable  time  it 
has  not  been— the  greatest  deliberative 
body  in  the  world. 

Mr.  President.  I  believe  I  had  unani- 
mous consent  that  all  the  colloquy  tak- 
ing place  during  my  remarks  ^ould  ap- 
pear at  the  end  of  my  address,  Snd  that 
the  address  would  appear  without  inter- 
ruption in  the  Record.  Is  that  correct? 
If  not,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
all  the  interim  debate  during  the  eourse 
of  my  remarks  appear  at  the  end  of  the 
address  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  unanimous-consent  request 
is  so  ordered. 


M'!', 


SOCIAL  SECURITY  AMENDMENTS  OP 
1954 — CONFERENCE  REPORT 

During  the  delivery  of  Mr.  Maione's 
speech, 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield  to  the 
Senator  If  ova.  Colorado? 
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Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  have  a  privileged 
matter,  the  House  conference  report  on 
the  social  seciu-ity  bill,  on  which  the 
House  has  acted.  I  should  like  to  bring 
up  at  this  time,  witti  the  understanding 
that  the  Senator  from  Nevada  does  not 
lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  distinguished  Junior  Senator  from 
Colorado,  with  the  understanding  that 
I  do  not  lose  the  floor  and  that  all  de- 
bate and  proceedings  on  the  report  ap- 
pear at  the  end  of  ray  address. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and, 
without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  submit  a  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9366)  to  amend  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  and  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
so  as  to  extend  cove:-age  under  the  old- 
age  and  survivors'  insurance  program, 
increase  the  benefits  payable  thereimder.* 
preserve  the  Insuranc*  rights  of  disabled 
individuals,  and  increase  the  amount  of 
earnings  permitted  without  loss  of  bene- 
fits, and  for  other  purposes.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  for  the  present  considera- 
tion of  the  report.       

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  re- 
port will  be  read  for  the  Information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 

(For  conference  reix)rt,  see  House  pro- 
ceedings of  today.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
Objection  to  the  prestnt  consideration  of 

the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  the 
conference  agreement  will  improve  the 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  system 
so  that  it  will  continue  to  be  what  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  called  it,  "the  comer- 
stone  of  the  Government's  programs  to 
promote  the  economic  seciirity  of  the  in- 
dividual." I  think  that  with  the  adop- 
tion of  the  conference  agreement,  we 
may  look  forward  to  a  decline  in  ex- 
penditures from  general  revenues  \inder 
the  public -sissistance  programs. 

I  am  glad  to  report  to  the  Senate  that 
the  conference  agre«;ment  would  bring 
the  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  sys- 
tem In  line  with  the  recommendations 
made  by  the  Advisory  Council  on  Social 
Security  to  the  Committee  on  Finance 
which  was  appointed  during  the  80th 
Congress. 

I  shall  summarize  briefly  the  major 
provisions  of  the  conference  agreement 
that  differ  from  the  Senate-passed  bill. 

First  as  to  coverage,  the  bill  as  passed 
by  the  Senate  would  have  extended  the 
system  to  about  7  million  individuals. 
The  conference  agreement  would  extend 
coverage  to  about  10  million  individ- 
uals. 

This  increased  coverage  would  be 
brought  about  primarily  because  the 
conference  agreement  would  cover  self- 
employed  farm  operators  numbering  3.6 
miUion  individuals. 

I  shall  comment  about  the  extension 
of  coverage  to  farmers  after  I  have  men- 
tioned the  other  changes  made  in  the 
conference  agreement  relating  to  cov- 
erage. 


-XMPLORD   PROTESSIONALS 

An  agreement  was  reached  as  to  tbe 
ooverase  of  self-employed  professional 
individuals  after  very  careful  considera- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  House  managers 
and  the  conferees  of  the  Senate. 

You  will  recall  that  the  House  bill 
would  have  covered  aU  professional 
groups  now  excluded  with  the  exception 
of  physicians.  The  Senate  bill  excluded 
all  self-employed  professional  people 
now  excluded  with  the  exception  of 
funeral  directors.  The  conference 
agreement  would  extend  coverage  to 
funeral  directors,  accountants,  archi- 
tects, and  professional  engineers.  On  the 
other  hand,  physicians,  dentists,  osteo- 
paths, chiropractors,  veterinarians,  na- 
turopaths, and  optometrists  would  con- 
tinue to  be  excluded  from  the  system. 

This  decision  as  to  self-employed  pro- 
fessionals was  Arrived  at  on  the  basis  of 
representations  made  by  the  managers 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  that 
many  accountants,  architects,  and  engi- 
neers had  requested  coverage.  The 
funeral  directors,  the  Senate  will  re- 
call, were  added  by  amendment  on  the 
Senate  floor. 

ACUcvLrnmAL  worktss 

The  conference  agreement  would 
cover  2.1  milUon  farm  workers  who  are 
paid  at  least  $100  in  cash  wages  by 
1  employer  in  a  calendar  year.  This 
represents  a  compromise  between  the 
House  and  the  Senate  bills.  The  House 
bill  would  have  covered  1.3  million  farm 
workers  by  covering  those  workers  who 
are  paid  at  least  $200  in  cash  wages  by 
any  one  employer  in  a  calendar  year. 
The  Senate  bill  extended  coverage  more 
broadly,  to  some  2.6  million  p>ersons.  by 
Including  farm  workers  who  are  paid  at 
least  $50  in  cash  wages  by  any  one  em- 
ployer in  a  calendar  quarter. 

As  to  the  other  provisions  relating  to 
agricultural  workers,  the  House  accepted 
the  amendment  in  the  Senate  bill  which 
would  exclude  persons  performing  serv- 
ices in  connection  with  the  production  or 
harvesting  of  gum  naval  stores.  The 
House  also  agreed  to  the  amendment 
added  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  which 
would  exclude  from  coverage  temporary 
agricultural  workers  who  have  been  law- 
fully admitted  to  the  United  States  from 
the  Bahamas.  Jamaica,  and  the  other 
British  West  Indies. 


FEDERAL    EMPLOTCES 

The  Senate  conferees  accepted  the 
provision  in  the  House  bill  extending 
coverage  to  about  150,000  Federal  em- 
ployees, but  rejected  the  provision  in  the 
House  bill  which  would  have  included 
employees  of  TVA  and  the  Federal  home 
loan  banks. 

Coverage  would  be  extended  to  most 
Federal  employees  not  covered  by  re- 
tirement systems  including  temporary 
employees  in  the  fleld  service  of  the  Post 
OfBce  Department,  census-taking  em- 
ployees of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census, 
civilian  employees  of  the  Coast  Guard 
post  exchanges,  and  certain  other  fringe 
groups  of  Federal  employees.  Because 
employees  of  the  TVA  and  Federal  home 
loan  banks  are  covered  by  an  existing 
retirement  system,  the  conference  com- 
mittee decided  to  exclude  them  from 


old-«<e  and  survivors  insuraaee  pend- 
ing further  study. 

rsaaoBS 

As  the  Members  oi  the  Senate  kaow, 
the  ccmferaace  ocHnmittee  spent  oon- 
siderable  time  in  trying  to  resolve  the 
issue  arising  under  the  House  and  Senate 
bills  regarding  coverage  of  seU-empiloyed 
farmers.  The  Senate  bill  made  no  pro- 
vision for  the  coverage  of  farmers  on. the 
ground  that  Uiere  was  not  sufficient  evi- 
dence presented  to  the  Committee  <m 
Finance  showing  that  farmers  desired  to 
be  brought  into  the  sjrstem.  The  House 
managers  took  the  position  that  the 
farmers  of  the  country  wanted  the  pro- 
tection for  themselves  and  their  depend- 
ents afforded  by  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance. 

After  prolonged  discussion,  a  majority 
of  Senate  conferees  accepted  the  pro- 
vision of  the  House  bill  covering  farmers. 
In  arriving  at  tills  conclusion,  the  otm- 
ferees  were  impressed  by  the  fact  that 
under  the  House  bill,  farmers  generally 
would  not  be  required  to  pay  the  self- 
employment  tax  until  April  15.  1956. 
This  means  that  under  the  conference 
agreement,  the  fanners  of  the  country 
will  have  an  opportunity  to  make  their 
wishes  known  to  the  Congress  well  be- 
fore the  self-«nplo3rment  tax  becomes 
due. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  srield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bae- 
RETT  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  CASE.  Did  the  conferees  give  con- 
sideration to  periodic  payments  for  self- 
employed  farmers?  I  raise  that  question 
because  of  the  point  that  is  implicit  in 
the  setting  of  the  April  1956  date.  Farm 
income,  as  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
so  well  knows,  is  seasonal,  and  it  is  dif- 
ficult to  make  monthly  payments,  per- 
haps impossible  to  make  monthly  pay- 
ments, and  difficult  to  make  even  quar- 
terly payments,  because  of  the  seasonal 
character  of  so  much  of  their  work. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Under  the  bill  the 
way  it  will  be  if  we  approve  the  confer- 
ence report,  the  farmer  makes  yearly 
payments. 

Mr.  CASE.    Once  a  year? 
Mr.  MILLIKIN.   Once  a  year. 
Mr.  CASE.   That  would  come  in  April? 
Mr.  MTT.T.TKTN.    That  would  come  In 
April  for  nearly  all  farmers. 

Does  that  answer  the  Senator's  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  CASE.  It  does.  Of  course,  that 
may  raise  the  question  as  to  some  farm- 
ers whether  April  is  the  time  of  income. 
I  had  in  mind,  for  example,  ttie  cattle 
country  where  cattle  are  raised.  They 
seldom  sell  theh-  cattle  in  April.  They 
do  not  go  to  market  at  that  particular 
time.    Feeders  might  be  different. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  My  understanding  is 
that  he  would  file  in  April,  and  he  would 
file  at  the  same  time  he  flies  his  income 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  wffl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  There  are  a  greetnMny 
farmers  who  will  not  have  cash  coming 
to  at  that  time  of  year. 
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Mr.  MTf  JilKIN.  Tliere  are  »  greftt 
many  peoiile,  of  oourse,  i^bo  win  not 
have  cash  eomlng  In  at  tliat  Ume  of  the 
yeftr,  bat  w«  had  thouitht  that  it  was  a 
distinct  aeeommodation.  as  compared 
;  ^  with  the  old  way  of  doing  things,  when 

we  made  the  paymmt  due  in  April  rather 

I  '  than  earlier. 

^  :  Mr.  CASE.    Is  it  possible  under  the 

\ ,  conference   report   that   the   collector 

i'  i  might  fix  wemlannual  payments,  or  is  It 
I  the  suggestion  that  that  might  be  ar- 
I  ranged  by  Congress  after  this  first  pe- 
4'  riod  of  experience  developed  some  guld- 
|i|  ance?  

I I  Mr.  MIIiLIKIN.  I  would  say  there  Is 
\\  nothing  in  the  proposal  before  us  which 
:  '            would  authorize  that. 

Mr.  CASE.    What  was  the  suggestion 
the  Senator  made,  then,  with  respect  to 
If^  April  1956  as  affording  Congress  an  op- 

portunity to  make  some  adjustments? 

Mr.  MTTiTiTKTN.  The  first  time  that 
the  farmer-employer,  the  farmowner, 
will  have  to  pay  his  self -employment  tax 
comes  in  April  of  1956.  The  point  there 
was  that  we  have  the  rest  of  this  year, 
all  of  next  year,  and  some  months  of  the 
year  following,  when  Congress  will  be  in 
session.  If  the  farmer  lets  it  be  known 
he  does  not  wish  to  be  under  this  system, 
I  feel  there  is  a  pretty  reasonable  ex- 
pectation that  the  Congress  will  not  force 
this  on  him. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  Mn.T.TKTN.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  THYK  Is  there  a  maximum  that 
the  farmer  would  pay?  Assuming  he  was 
a  rancher  and  that  he  had  an  income  of 
considerable  size,  would  there  be  a  max- 
imvun  beyond  which  he  would  not  pay? 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKIN.  The  highest  amount 
on  which  he  could  pay  would  be  $4,200  a 
year.  He  could  pay  the  rate  on  that 
much.  He  would  not  be  required  to  pay 
on  some  larger  sum  of  income  that  he 
might  earn. 

Mr.  THYE.  That  is  exactly  the  ques- 
tion I  wished  to  have  answered,  because 
that  places  a  celling  on  the  income  on 
which  he  would  pay  the  tax.  He  would 
pay  on  so  much  and  no  more,  regardless 
of  whether  he  had  $100,000  above  that 
amount. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Did  I  correctly  un- 
derctand  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  committee  to  say  that  April  Is  the 
time  when  they  will  pay? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    Yes,  April. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Of  course,  down 
home  that  is  planting  time. 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKIN.    Yes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  And  it  is  fertilizer 
time.    Why  was  April  chosen? 

Mr.  Mn.I.TKTN.  Of  course,  up  to  this 
time.  March  was  the  specified  date.  But 
accountants  and  others  working  with 
these  tax  problems  said  that  the  require- 
ment that  all  the  retiuns  be  filed  In 
March  resulted  in  overwhelming  them. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  hope  the  distin. 
guished  Senator  from  Colorado,  for 
Whom  I  have  great  admiration,  will  per* 
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mit  me  to  say  that  the  trouble  in  the 
United  States  today,  particularly  insofar 
as  the  farmers  are  concerned.  Is  that  the 
aocountants  and  many  other  people  are 
entirely  too  free  with  advice  to  the  farm- 
ers. The  farmers  down  home  want  op- 
portunity, and  freedom  from  domination 
by  other  groups.  I  IntenH  to  vote  for 
the  sound  system  that  the  farmers  want; 
that  is  all  I  have  to  say. 

Mr.  MTTJ.TKTN.  Under  the  previous 
system,  which  required  that  the  returns 
be  made  in  March,  there  were  numerous 
complaints  from  both  farmers  and  those 
in  other  groups,  all  of  whom  had  to  meke 
their  income-tax  returns  in  March. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  acreage  allot- 
ments were  cut,  too,  by  the  Republican 
Party;  that  was  done  last  week. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  prefer  not  to  have  a 
discussion  of  acreage  allotments  brought 
into  our  consideration  of  the  conference 
report  on  the  social-security  bill. 

Mr.  MAYBANE:.  What  is  happening 
to  the  farmer  is  that  his  acreage  has 
been  taken  away,  and  thus  his  means  of 
obtaining  an  income  is  being  taken  away 
from  him,  and  he  has  been  denied  90 
percent  of  parity,  and  now  it  is  pro- 
posed that  he  be  made  to  pay  his  tax  at 
the  very  time  of  the  year  when  he  is 
putting  cottonseed  and  corn  and  tobacco 
Into  the  ground.  Of  course,  I  do  not 
blame  the  Senator  from  Colorado  for 
that. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  do  not  intend  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  entire  farm 
problem.  I  was  asked  why  the  pay- 
ments were  desired  in  April.  For  ytars 
we  have  heard  the  statement  that  too 
much  work  was  piling  up  by  March,  and 
that  it  would  be  a  distinct  advantage  to 
make  this  change.  We  have  had  repre- 
sentations from  farmers  to  the  effect 
that  we  should  make  the  date  a  little 
later.  We  made  the  time  for  payment  in 
April  to  accommodate  those  requests. 

After  prolonged  discussion,  a  majority 
of  Senate  conferees  accepted  the  previ- 
sion in  the  House  bill  covering  farmers. 
In  arriving  at  this  conclusion,  the  con- 
ferees were  Impressed  by  the  fact  that 
under  the  House  bill,  farmers  generally 
would  not  be  required  to  pay  the  self- 
employment  tax  until  April  15,  1956. 
This  means  that  under  the  conference 
agreement,  the  farmers  of  the  country 
will  have  an  opportunity  to  make  their 
wishes  known  to  the  Congress  well  be- 
fore the  self-employment  tax  becomes 
due.  In  the  event  convincing  evidence 
is  submitted  to  the  Congress  next  year 
that  fanners  do  not  want  coverage,  they 
could  be  excluded  from  coverage  by  the 
enactment  of  legislation  next  year  or,  in 
fact,  at  any  time  prior  to  April  15,  1>56. 

I  also  want  to  point  out  that  the  con- 
ference agreement  lowers  the  applica- 
tion of  the  retirement  test  to  age  72. 
This  means  that  a  farmer,  or  any  other 
Insured  individual,  may  receive  his  ben- 
efits and  continue  to  remain  fully  em- 
ployed upon  attainment  of  age  72.  Un- 
der present  law  this  age  requirement  is 
75  years.  Moreover,  I  want  to  point  out 
that  under  the  conference  agreement  an 
insured  farmer  at  age  65  would  be  able 
to  turn  over  the  operation  of  his  farm  to 
his  son  or  rent  it  to  any  other  person  and 
draw  full  benefits  under  the  system. 


OTHZX  COVXKACE  FKOVIBIOira 

All  other  coverage  provisions  con- 
tained in  the  Senate  bill  were  adopted 
by  the  conference  committee. 

KZTTRncENT  TXST 

I  mentioned  earlier  that  the  confer- 
ence agreement  lowers  the  application 
of  the  retirement  test  to  age  72  as  was 
contained  in  the  Senate  bill.  The  con- 
ference committee  also  agreed  to  the 
provision  in  the  Senate  bill  under  which 
a  beneficiary  could  earn  as  much  as 
$1,200  in  a  year  from  covered  work 
without  loss  of  any  benefit  payments. 
However,  the  $1,200  exempt  earnings 
would  include  earnings  from  any  type  of 
employment  or  self-emplojnnent.  The 
Senate  bill  would  have  included  in  the 
$1,200  amount  only  earnings  from  em- 
ployment or  self -employment  covered  by 
the  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  sys- 
tem. I  want  to  emphasize  that  the  re- 
tirement test  contained  in  the  confer- 
ence agreement  is  administratively  feasi- 
ble because  we  would  now  extend  cover- 
age to  an  additional  10  million  people  in- 
stead of  7  million  people  as  would  have 
been  the  case  under  the  Senate  bill.  It 
was  for  administrative  reasons  that  the 
Committee  on  Finance  had  recom- 
mended the  exclusion  of  earnings  from 
noncovered  employment  and  self-em- 
ployment in  applying  the  retirement 
test. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKm.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  am  not  sure  I  un- 
derstood clearly  the  statement  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado  as 
to  the  number  of  persons  covered  by  the 
social-security  structure  under  the  con- 
ference report,  as  compared  with  exist- 
ing law. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Under  the  Senate 
bill  it  was  7  million.  It  would  be  10 
million  under  the  conference  agreement. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Ten  million  addi- 
tional persons  are  covered? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     Yes. 

Mr.  HOLLAND,    I  thank  the  Senator. 


BENEFITS 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  The  provisions  cov- 
ering increased  monthly  benefits  were 
the  same  in  the  bill  as  passed  by  the 
House  and  by  the  Senate  and  so  wiere  not 
in  conference.  Thus,  more  than  6.5  mil- 
lion persons  now  on  the  benefit  rolls 
would  have  their  benefits  inca-eased. 
The  average  increase  for  retired  workers 
would  be  about  $6  per  month  with  pro- 
portionate increases  for  dependents  and 
survivors.  The  maximum  benefit  for 
workers  retiring  in  the  future  would  be 
increased  from  $85  to  $108.50. 

As  to  lump-sum  death  benefits,  there 
was  one  difference  between  the  House  bill 
and  the  Senate  bill.  The  House  bill  lim- 
ited the  maximum  lump-sum  payment  to 
$255  while  the  Senate  bill  Umited  the 
payment  to  $325.50.  The  conference 
agreement  follows  the  House  provision 
so  that  the  maximum  would  be  $255, 
which  is  the  maximum  provided  in  exist- 
ing law. 


DISQUAUrriNG  PROVISIONS 

The  Senate  conferees  accepted  an 
amended  version  of  the  House  provision 
which  would  terminate  the  old-age  and 
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I  tm  glad  to  rrport  ta  tbe  Srxtttr  that 
'Jae  racferexace  cotnimaee  vas  dm  on- 
SLiacful  of  the  needs  cif  Use  u^drrxhia^ 
c -:  ibe  puhlx  asstsiancf  rttUs.  The  con- 
itvKXt  agrecBKQt  coataxns  the  same 
pronsaocs  retetxng  to  pubbc  assascaoce 
^^.s;  verr  in  tbe  Senate  tailL  Tt:us.  tbe 
isA^ciims  formulas  for  Pederal  rrants  to 
\ix  Slates — for  oM-age  asssunce,  axl 
;o  the  bhnd.  aid  to  the  permanentiy  and 
'w>:a1Zj  disabled,  and  sjd  to  dependent 
crjJcres) — vxMild  be  extended  to  Sepcem- 
ber  M.  IftM.  mstead  <if  September  30. 
IStM.  as  provided  m  the  House  bilL 

CONCI.I3KOX 

3£r  President.  I  asl:ed  the  Senate's 
r-z^ipon  of  H.  R-  9366  last  wrck,  when 
ihe  bLll  was  under  consi  deration,  because 
:*.  Tould  strengthen  and  expand  our  con- 
tr;bmory  social  insurance  system.  I  said 
xx  that  tune.  *Tl»ere  are  seTeral  principal 
reasons  which  justify  oin"  support  of  the 
caDtribotory  social  insuraiKe  system." 
The  reasons  include: 

B"i5*£tt  are  prcrtded  u  a  matter  of  rtght 
vTtbcut  a  me^ns  test — a  test  vbich  I  haw 
aJvays  disliked. 

The  coet  is  met  br  the  production  of  the 
worker  and  his  employer  t^krou^  tbe  payrvtU 
tax  or.  U  he  18  seU-empli7yed.  the  setf-em- 
ployment  tax.  and  thus  aasiirlng  a  continuing 
mterest  in  the  program  oc  the  part  o(  man- 
afemect.  labor,  and  the  gt^neral  public 

I  believe  that  the  Social  aectmty  Act 
amendments  of  1954  as  outlined  in  tne 
conference  report  will  constitute  an  im- 
portant step  in  affonlin(  greater  protec- 
tion to  the  people  of  Amirrica  against  the 
economic  hazards  resulting  from  old 
age  and  prematxire  death.  I  urge  the 
adoption  of  the  conferen.»  report  so  that 
the  beneficiaries  now  on  the  rolls  and 
individuals  who  will  retire  in  the  future 
can  receive  such  protection. 

I  hope  the  conference  report  will  be 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  What 
was  done  about  transferring  the  city  and 
State  organizations  into  the  Federal 
plan?  What  majority  is  it  necessary 
for  them  to  have  in  order  to  come? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     It  is  as  we  axed  it. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  It  is  the  Senate  ver- 
sion.    It  is  50  percent. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Is  It  50 
percent  of  all  the  members? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Fifty  percent  of  those 
eligible  to  vote. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Whether 
they  attend  meetings  or  not? 
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OataTHte  viB  re- 
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I  dxi  neat  s^n  ibe  conf  eresxip  netMcv 
azxi  I  dxi  not  Ie«>:  aui.fx»r»r>.l  to  s$xi  liae 
name  of  tiie  srsjor  Sm^tior  from  V:r- 
$:inia  IMr.  Btx9  .  who  was  anocher  con- 
fesee.  He  had  auvhoirisifd  me  to  w«te 
him  ectirelj  as  I  txxevL  but  I  dad  not 
oxtrrprpt  that  fact  to  authorise  me  lo 
s&cn  tus  name  lo  tbe  cocierexx«  reix'rt 
when  L  mj-seif .  dxi  not  s&^  lU  I  shall 
DOC  rote  for  it. 

I  wtsh  to  malre  bot  posation  entireSr 
cleAT.  Mr  pceitaoD  is  tbis  The  Social 
Security  Act  commepced  as  a  srcuniy 
measure  for  worters  who  dkl  not  hare 
their  own  job&.  who  did  ikot  maJ:e  their 
own  >ob&.  wfao  were  not  sielf-emptored. 
who  had  not  spent  their  money  to  ac- 
quire a  professaonal  character  or  stand- 
ing, and  who  hare  noi  mrested  in  farms 
en  which  they  wort  and  hrp  and  expect 
to  spend  their  enure  time  It  was  m- 
texxled  to  take  care  of  the  industrial 
worker  who  couk)  t>e  let  out  or  kept  on. 
However,  in  the  hands  of  the  reform- 
ers— some  hare  been  in  the  Democratic 
Party  and.  to  my  surprise,  some  have 
capttned  the  Repulihcan  Party — it  has 
become  nothmg  but  a  umversal  scheme 
and  program  of  ctxnpulsory  insursuKe. 
Apparently  no  man  m  America  has 
sense  enough  to  know  what  kind  of  In- 
surance he  wants  to  take:  the  Govern- 
ment must  tell  him  what  kind  to  take, 
and  not  only  ask  him  to  take  it,  but 
force  him  to  pay  for  it. 

The  program  has  become  nothixu:  but 
a  program  of  compulsory  insurance  ap- 
phcable  practically  to  every  working- 
man.  CTKy  earner,  and  every  man  who 
has  an  income. 

I  therefore  did  not  go  along  with  it. 
I  have  alwa3rs  said  I  am  in  favor  of  ex- 
tending coverage,  but  I  mean  coverage 
of  workers  for  whom  this  program  was 
intended.  That  means  the  exten:uon  of 
coverage  for  workers  who  need  its  pro- 
tection and  to  whom  Congress  has  said. 
"We  have  a  right  to  step  in  and  say  that 
you  must  have  it.  Tou  ma^-  net  volun- 
tarily want  to  have  it,  but  we  will  put 
you  Into  the  sj-stem,  so  that  when  you 
are  unemployed  and  reach  old  age.  hav- 
ing no  control  over  your  job.  with  the 
management  having  control  of  the  job. 
you  will  be  in  a  position  where  you  will 
be  taken  care  of  under  a  very  liberal 
system." 

Now  what  do  we  have?  The  reform- 
ers have  taken  it  over;  first  the  re- 
formers in  the  social  security  outfit,  and 
now  in  both  political  parties.  What  is 
the  result?  We  did  not  take  in  any 
lawyers  this  time.  The  doctors  wiggled 
out.  We  did  not  take  in  the  dentists 
this  time,  or  the  osteopaths  or  the  chiro- 
practors, or  many  others. 

We  will  take  them  in,  though,  in  the 
future.  We  cannot  help  it  now.  We 
have  reached  out  and  have  taken  in 
men  who  occupy  an  independent  status. 
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Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  PmsidHlL  VlD 
the  dexkatcir  ywM? 

Mr  OEORQK  Not  at  tius  Ume.  TM 
the  adBunstxack«i  friars  crwfr^ 
socsahsaa.  Ttus  will  breaJc  down  the  last 
indereodefit  bamer  in  Atoetinu  B^  to 
the  independettt  farmer  We  put  him 
mto  the  ^rstvflL  We  cive  haa  Sttwur- 
ance.  We  make  him  pay  for  n.  W* 
kxMw  what  Ks  cood  ^Ar  haa.  In  othw 
vcfftdts.  If  the  Smator  viU  pard«e  me. 
I  wUi  be  ittad  to  r«e)d  to  htm  to  a  mmvt*. 
Mr.  MAYBANK.  Ortaioty.  I  am  en- 
>oyinf  the  ^mator'^  mnarks. 

Mr.  QEORGE.  Tttat  is  how  Cfvepti^ 
soc^ahan  is  wvirkm;  out.  Some  Seita- 
tors  wanted  to  take  in  the  profeeskMns. 
The  only  mason  the  prvifesstons  have  < 
not  been  t«ken  in  is  because  the  doctors 
wurt:ledout.  Some  wanted  to  take  in  the 
lawyers.  I  know  it  is  becomina  a  pastime 
in  the  United  States  to  criticiae  law- 
yers. Yet  I  haYT  never  kno«-n  of  a  treat 
lawyer  who  did  not  love  human  freedom 
and  human  hberty  and  was  not  always 
ready  to  defend  it. 

Mr  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  wlU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  QBOROE.  Not  at  the  moment. 
I  will  yield  in  a  few  minutea.  I  should 
like  to  finish  what  I  have  to  say. 

We  have  Uken  all  of  them  in.  The 
only  independeui  groups  in  this  country 
are  the  professional  men.  who  spend 
a  siaable  fortune  to  prepare  themselves 
to  practice  their  professions.  The  com- 
paratile  man  Is  the  farmer,  who  buys  his 
land  and.  with  the  help  of  a  devoted  wife, 
erects  a  httle  homestead  on  the  side  of 
the  hill  or  in  the  valley. 

An  all-wise  Oongress.  aikl  the  maanlfl> 
cent  reformers,  decide  what  Is  best  for 
that  man.  They  say.  "We  are  going  to 
put  you  tinder  a  compulsory  Insurance 
program.  We  will  not  ask  you  about  it. 
We  do  not  care.  We  know  you  are  not 
going  to  retire.  We  know  you  are  going 
to  stay  on  the  farm  for  the  rest  of  your 
life  and  that  you  are  going  to  carry  on 
>*our  farming  operations:  but  mT  know 
better.  We  know  you  are  going  to  have 
misfortunes  and  one  of  these  days  you 
are  going  to  go  over  the  hill  to  the  poor 
farm  if  we  do  not  do  something  for  you." 
The  marvelous  thing  is  that  the  party 
which  is  dedicated  to  free  enterprise, 
the  party  which  is  so  terribly  afraid  of 
creeping  socialism,  has  done  this  thing  to 
free  Americans.  Let  Senators  think 
about  that,  and  let  them  go  back  and  tell 
their  p>eople  why  they  did  it. 

The  only  excuse  we  can  have  is  to  say, 
"We  have  more  sense  than  you  have. 
We  know  you  will  have  misfortunes; 
you  may  tiecome  a  pauper,  and  someone 
will  have  to  take  care  of  you  and  devise 
a  system  for  taking  care  of  you." 

It  is  a  magnificent  thing  for  the  farm- 
er. No  one  has  told  him  the  truth  about 
what  It  will  coet  him.  None  of  the  prop- 
agandists who  have  been  propacawtta- 
ing  the  farmer  and  writing  letlos^  and 
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nonfr  of  his  repreaentatlTCB  In  the  f  am 
arfunlittlftni  have  told  him  the  truth. 

Thla  la  what  eonfnmts  the  fanner :  liCt 
ue  ■iiiimii  that  the  fanner  takes  a  fl»- 
mestie  servant  Into  his  home.  She  may 
be  f nmi  one  of  the  farm  families  on  his 
farm.  Ete  takes  her  to  help  his  wife 
prepare  the  food.  He  then  must  pay 
the  taxes  levied  on  an  en^dayer  and  also 
the  tax  on  the  employee,  the  domestic 
servant  whom  he  brings  into  his  home 
from  his  own  farm.  Let  no  one  say  that 
Is  not  the  situation.  We  are  now  saying 
that  f  annworkers  are  under  the  social- 
security  system.  We  are  now  saying  that 
the  worker  becomes  the  employee  of  the 
fann  owner,  or  the  renter,  or  the  lessee, 
or  the  sharecropper,  who  merely  operates 
the  fann.  That  is  where  we  start  with 
the  farmer.  We  stort  when  he  takes  a 
domestic  servant  into  his  home  to  help 
his  wife.  We  put  a  tax  on  her  and  a  tax 
on  him.  If  he  pays  that  domestic  servant 
anything  at  all— $50.  we  win  say-^e 
must  pay  the  tax. 

We  are  starting  to  help  the  farmer. 
If  he  owns  his  land  or  leases  it  or  crops 
it  under  some  sort  of  contract,  we  say. 
"You  are  a  self-employed  farmer.  You 
must  pay  the  tax  on  yourself  and  on  every 
man  w1m>  works  on  yoiur  farm  who  earns 
as  much  as  $100  in  a  whole  year.  Such 
a  man  is  your  employee  and  you  are  his 
employer." 

So  we  have  the  farmer  In  a  situation 
In  which  he  is  self-employed.  He  Is  a 
ssif -employed  tienefldary  under  the  so- 
cial-security system.  He  must  pay  his 
own  tax  and  the  tax  on  everyone  who 
works  with  him,  or  deduct  half  of  it  If 
there  Lb  a  domestic  servant  in  his  home;. 
he  must  pay  that  tax. 

That  Is  what  we  are  doing  to  the  farm- 
er. Mr.  President.  Senators  may  say, 
"Oh,  that  does  not  amount  to  ansrthing  ? 
Let  us  see.  Mr.  President  Let  us  look 
at  the  situation  for  a  moment. 

On  the  Ist  day  of  January  the  fanner 
will  Incur  a  liability  at  the  rate  of  3  per- 
cent upon  his  Income  up  to  $4,200  a  year 
at  the  present  time.  Three  percent  on 
$4,200  a  year  is  $126  a  year.  He  will  also 
Incur  a  tox  liability  of  4  percent  on  aU 
his  workers,  one-half  of  which  he  can 
deduct  from  the  pay  of  his  workers. 

In  the  Southeast  fanners  will  not  be 
able  to  take  any  pay  out  of  the  wages 
of  the  workers.  The  farmer  will  pay  it 
But  suppose  he  does  take  It  out.  He  wlU* 
incur  a  tax  liability  of  3  percent  begin- 
ning January  1,  next,  and  2  percent  on 
everyone  who  works  for  him  and  earns 

$100  in  the  course  of  the  year.   Think  of 
that. 

With  respect  to  his  domestic  servant 
who  was  transferred  to  his  own  home,  he 
also  becomes  liable  for  2  percent,  and  for 
4  percent  if  he  does  not  take  out  half  the 
tax  on  her. 

That  to  on  a  wage  base  of  $4,200  a  year. 
We  shall  see  the  wage  base  go  up  and  up. 
We  storted  at  $3,000,  and  we  will  bring 
it  UP  to  $6,000  or  $6,000.  We  think  l»e 
know  better  than  anyone  else  in  the  Na- 
tion how  to  take  care  of  the  farmer. 

If  the  good  Lord  should  save  this  world 
from  reformers  long  wwMigh  for  as  to  set 
out  of  debt.  It  would  be  better 

At  any  rate,  $4,200  will  not  remain 

I    *!^*'5?-***'  "  "*y  co«»«  to  l«.000 

m  the  lifetime  of  some  men.  who  are 


serving  in  this  body.  There  will  be  great 
pressure  at  the  very  next  opportunity 
to  carry  it  up  to  something  like  $5^000, 
or  even  $6,000. 

The  tax  on  the  self-employed  fanner 
Is  3  percent.  In  1970  it  will  rise,  under 
the  terms  of  this  bill — ^there  is  no  specu- 
lation about  that — to  5Vi  percent.  On 
$4,200.  that  percentage  is  $220.50  a  year, 
which  the  farmer  will  pay  for  his  social- 
security  tax.  This  is  not  merely  a  fear 
of  something  that  may  not  happen.  It 
is  written  into  the  bill.  By  1970  the 
farmer  will  be  paying  at  the  rate  of  5  V* 
percent  and  by  1970  will  be  paying  at 
the  rate  of  3  Vi  percent  for  his  employees. 
His  employees  will  be  paying  at  the  rate 
of  3^4  percent,  or  a  total  of  6V2  percent. 
In  many  instances  the  farmer  will  pay 
it  all  or  lose  his  labor,  if  there  is  any 
other  place  for  the  labor  to  go. 

By  1975.  under  the  terms  of  the  bill— 
and  it  is  written  in  the  bond,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, by  men  who  want  to  preserve  the 
great  free-enterprise  system  of  this 
country  and  who  have  nightmares  when 
they  see  creeping  socialism  creeping  up 
on  someone — in  1975,  imder  the  terms 
of  the  bill,  the  self-employed  farmer, 
who  is  today  being  brought  in  surrepti- 
tiously by  his  heels,  and  without  even 
being  asked,  will  be  paying,  at  even  the 
present  wage  base  of  $4,200 — it  will  not 
be  that  amount  in  that  good  year— but 
assuming  it  never  rises  above  that 
amount,  he  will  be  paying,  on  a  $^200 
wage  base,  6  percent,  or  $252  a  year. 
That  is  the  insurance. 

Then  he  will  be  paying  also  about  4 
percent  for  every  employee  who  works 
for  him.  and  collecting  the  other  4  per- 
cent, or  he  will  be  liable  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  it. 

That  is  what  we  are  doing  to  the 
farmer.  But  we  are  doing  it  all  in  the 
name  of  his  welfare.  Like  most  tyrants 
in  the  history  of  mankind,  we  are  cruci- 
fying people  for  their  good  in  ordet  to 
save  them,  and  for  their  souls'  welfare. 
That  is  why  I  cannot  support  the  bill. 
It  has  not  even  the  resemblance  of  a 
social-security  system.  It  has  blossomed 
into  the  wildest  imagery  of  those  reform- 
ers who  know  best,  who  took  1,  2,  or  3 
substantial  elements  in  our  society,  who 
would  fight  socialism,  creeping  or  gallop- 
ing, if  that  is  any  encouragement,  and 
they  are  the  ones  who  will  nght  them. 

Thomas  Jefferson  knew  that.  Thomas 
Jefferson  envisaged  every  independent 
small  farmer  as  the  moral  balance  wheel 
of  the  Republic;  and  the  sniall  farmer 
is  a  political  balance  wheel,  if  he  is  hot 
reformed  too  much;  if  he  is  allowed  to 
remain  independent. 

Of  course,  a  farmer  can  be  told  "Tou 
can  pay  $2.  $3.  or  $4  a  week  or  a  month 
and  you  will  get  a  great  many  ben^ts 
for   yourself,    your   survivors,    and    so 
forth." 

A  farmer  would  be  rather  weak  in  the 
head  if  he  did  not  say  he  liked  that.  But 
he  does  not  see  the  whole  picture.  He 
will  see  it.  and  see  it  pretty  soon. 

B«y  friend,  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  eommittee,  for  whom  I  have  great 
respect— I  rarely  dllTered  with  him  in 
th«»  important  policy  matters;  I  did  not 
differ  from  him  this  time;  he  differed 
from  me^said,  "We  are  willing  to  take 
m  aU  the  farmers  and  all  the  profes- 


sionals on  a  voluntary  basis.  If  they 
want  to  come  in,  let  them  come.  Yes.  we 
voted  for  that.  Then  it  was  said  uptown 
and  all  around  the  town  that  that  would 
not  do  at  all;  that  we  could  not  allow 
anyone  to  have  any  say-so  about  comingr 
in.  We  must  shove  them  in,  put  the  tox 
on  them,  send  a  marshal  out  to  collect  it, 
and  force  them  to  pay  it. 

Then  we  took  back  what  we  had  said. 
out  of  deference  and  out  of  respect  to 
their  sincerity,  or  at  least  their  convic- 
tion about  the  matter,  and  we  said  we 
would  exclude  the  farm  operator.  We 
said  we  would  include  farm  labor,  be- 
cause that  would  be  in  harmony  with  the 
social-security  scheme  from  the  begm- 
ning. 

The  worker  is  not  the  master  of  his 
destiny.  He  does  not  create  his  job;  he 
works  for  someone  who  wants  to  employ 
him.  Then  he  is  footloose  and  gone, 
traveling  toward  the  poorhouse.  un- 
doubtedly, if  someone  does  not  help  him, 
if  he  has  not  saved  something. 

So  we  said  we  would  take  labor,  that 
we  would  take  the  worker,  and  include 
him;  but  we  would  not  toke  the  inde- 
pendent farmer.  We  would  not  take  the 
man  who  has  leased  land  in  order  to 
work  it.  We  would  not  take  those  folks 
until  they  came  around  in  suflBcient 
number  and  told  us  they  wanted  to  be 
included.  I  would  not  toke  them  any 
way.  If  such  a  person  came  around,  I 
would  think  there  was  something  wrong 
with  his  head,  if  he  said  he  understood 
what  was  offered.  But  I  know  he  will 
not  come  when  he  understands  it.  It  is 
night  becoming  day,  and  in  the  middle 
of  the  day  one  looks  up  and  says  he  sees 
sters,  and  will  do  something.  But  it  will 
not  happen,  or  work  out  that  way.  Na- 
ture just  is  not  that  cruel.  Only  reform- 
ers and  social  dreamers  are  that  crueL 
They  are  the  ones  who  get  that  way. 

So  we  are  putting  a  burden  upon  the 
American  farmer  at  a  time  when  his  In- 
come is  going  down.     I  do  not  care  how 
fast  it  is  going  down.     I  do  not  care 
whether  a  man  is  a  prophet  of  doom,  if 
he  points  out  a  simple  fact.    The  farm- 
er's income  is  going  down.     It  has  gone 
done  13, 14,  or  15  percent  in  the  last  year. 
It  is  still  on  the  way  down  under  the 
farm  bill  which  was  passed  the  other 
day.     Oh.  yes;  It  will  support  prices  on 
cotton  at  90  percent  of  parity  ne>rt  year, 
not  by  virtue  of  the  farm  bill,  but  by 
virtue  of  the  fact  that  the  farm  bill  pro- 
vides a  set-aside  of  enough  cotton  really 
to  force  the  price  up  to  about  90  percent 
of  parity,  about  where  it  is  now.     That 
will  not  happen  with  reference  to  other 
staple  crops,  but  it  wUl  work  on  cotton 
I  want  to  make  that  plain,  jiist  to  show 
that  I  am  not  complaining  about  tihe  en- 
tire farm  bUl.    But  under  the  farm  bill, 
the  inevitable  consequence  will  he  that 
as  soon  as  the  buyer,  the  speculator,  the 
person  who  intends  to  control  the  crop 
ultimately,  whether  he  be  a  fabricator 
or  manufacturer,  will  ease  the  price  right 
on  down. 

There  will  not  be  a  marketing  season 
next  year  when  milk  will  be  down  to  75 
percent  of  parity.  It  will  be  froih  now 
on  that  it  wiU  be  at  75  percent,  because 
that  is  the  basis  to  which  it  can  be  sunk 
or  depressed,  and  it  will  go  there  most 
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certoinly.     The   same   will  happen  to 

wheat. 

So  at  a  time  when  farm  prices  are  al- 
ready sliding  down,  and  are  still  sUding 
down,  and  when  they  will  slide  further 
down,  it  is  proposed  to  say  to  the  farmer, 
•You  are  in  a  bad  way.  We  confess  it. 
Perhaps  we  are  partly  resporisible  for 
the  situation  but  now  we  must  lift  you 
out  and  make  you  toke  some  insurance 
and  pay  for  it.  That  will  solve  all  your 
problems  and  will  take  care  of  yourself, 
your  wife,  and  your  children,  and  you 
will  be  happy." 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  GEORGE.  I  yield. 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.  When  does  a  farmer 
retire  to  the  extent  of  qualifying  under 
the  act :  and  if  he  does  retire,  who  knows, 
including  himself,  when  he  does? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No  one  would  know. 
A  farmer  never  retires.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska,  unless  he  should 
receive  a  fabulous  price  for  his  home  or 
his  farm,  and  sell  them  and  move  away 
to  town.  He  does  not  retire;  he  remains 
on  the  farm.  That  is  his  business.  He 
always  thinks  of  the  farm  as  his  busi- 
ness. 

This  Is  exactly  what  will  happen  to 
him.  At  the  age  of  65  he  can  retire  and 
draw  a  little  social -security  benefit. 

But  so  long  as  he  operates  the  farm 
and  makes  money,  he  will  have  to  pay 
the  same  social-security  tox — every 
penny  of  it.  Under  an  amendment  which 
I  myself  offered  to  the  bill,  and  which 
the  conferees  graciously  accepted,  at  the 
age  of  72 — 10  years  minus  3  from  his 
early  retirement  age  of  65 — he  will  then 
be  able  to  draw  his  social  security.  He 
will  then  be  able  to  consider  it.  but  he 
will  still  have  to  pay  the  tox  on  whatever 
income  he  makes  from  his  farm.  He  will 
not  be  retiring.  A  farmer  does  not  retire. 
He  cannot  retire.  He  does  not  want  to 
retire.  All  my  life  I  have  rejoiced  that 
he  did  not  want  to  retire,  and  I  never 
thought  I  would  be  one  of  those  who 
would  make  him  retire.  I  will  not  be  one. 
Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  given  a  very 
comprehensive  outline  of  the  whole  prob- 
lem. Of  course,  w^e  all  remember  when 
the  plan  started.  It  did  not  start  last 
year  or  this  year.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  wsts  very  much  interested 
in  the  reference  to  the  professional 
groups,  in  the  proposed  legislation.  The 
Senator  left  out  one  of  the  very  impor- 
tant professional  group>s,  the  engineers. 

The  engineers  were  able  to  escape 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No;  they  were  in- 
cluded in  the  proposal. 

Mr.  MALONE.  They  were  able  to 
escape  with  the  other  professional 
groups. 
Mr.  GEORGE.  No. 
Mr.  MALONE.  I  was  about  to  say  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  that  if  we  con- 
tinue this  work  on  the  Senate  floor, 
financing  the  Stassens  and  others  who  go 
to  foreign  lands  and  develop  the  busi- 
nesses of  foreign  countries,  next  year  the 
engineers  may  want  to  come  not  only 


under  social  security,  but  perhaps  imder 
unemployment  insurance,  also. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  What  the  Senator  has 
said  Is  correct,  but  the  engineers  are  now 
included  to  the  bill.  The  bill  puts  the 
engineers  under  the  proposed  law.  They 
were  not  asked  whether  they  desired  to 
be  covered  by  the  bill.  They  were  in- 
cluded in  the  bill,  and  they  will  be  re- 
quired to  pay  3  percent  ior  that  heaven- 
ly privilege.  Public  accountants  are  also 
included  in  the  bill,  whether  they  want 
to  come  under  its  provisions  or  not. 
Architects  and  the  funeral  directors  have 
been  included.  Those  are  the  only  pro- 
fessional groups  that  were  covered.  We 
took  in  the  funeral  directors  so  that  they 
could  administer  the  last  rites  to  those 
who  are  being  coaxed  into  social  security 
under  the  guise  that  it  will  be  a  blessing 
for  them.  By  the  same  logic,  we  ought  to 
have  included  doctors. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  had  not  realized  that 
engineers  were  included  in  the  bill,  be- 
cause I  remember  that  in  the  committee 
professional  groups  were  eliminated 
from  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  on  the 
theory  that  social  security  is  not  neces- 
sary for  them.  An  engineer  is  much  like 
a  farmer — he  never  quite  retires.  I  have 
not  heard  the  conference  report  read. 
Did  the  conferees  undo  all  the  work  of 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Only  to  the  extent  of 
forcing  into  the  system,  on  a  compulsory 
basis,  engineers,  architects,  certified  ac- 
countonts.  funeral  directors,  and  farm- 
ers. We  did  not  toke  in  lawyers  or  doc- 
tors. Of  course,  they  had  been  left  out 
by  the  House.  We  did  not  toke  in  den- 
tists, chiropractors,  osteopaths,  veteri- 
narians, and  some  of  the  other  profes- 
sional groups;  but  we  did  include  engi- 
neers. 

Mr.  MALONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 
Mr.  MALONE.    I  should  like  to  say  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia, 
for  whom  I  have  the  greatest  respect, 
both  because  of  the  ability  which  he  has 
displayed  in  committee  and  on  the  floor, 
and  because  of  his  long  experience,  that 
perhaps  it  is  just  as  well  that  we  have 
taken  this  step,  because  in  1  year,  as  a 
result  of  the  $13  billion  that  Mr.  Stassen 
will  invest  in  businesses  in  foreign  lands. 
perhai>s  engineers  in  this  country  will  be 
retired,  and  perhaps  we  shall  be  asking 
for  additional  unemployment  compensa- 
tion.   We  were  successful — and  I  believe 
with  the  distinguished  Senator's  help — 
in  toking  Mr.  Stassen  out  of  the  mining 
business  in  foreign  lands. 
Mr.  GEORGE.     Yes. 
Mr.   MALONE.     But   it   was   a   great 
chore.    The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
stood  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  spoke 
for  about  3  hours  before  we  began  to 
"fall  into  the  slot."    The  situation  looked 
bad.    The  system  has  been  in  effect  10 
years,  and  every  year  it  becomes  tighter. 
I  would  normally  agree  with  the  distin- 
giiished  Senator,  but  I  believe  finally  we 
shall  "toke  out  of  play '  farmers,  engi- 
neers, and  other  workingmen  of  America. 
We  are  to  import  goods  on  the  theory 
that  foreign  exporters  are  entitled  to  sell 
their  goods  for  lower  prices,  because  they 
can  manufacture  the  products  at  lower 
prices,  because  of  the  15-cent-an-hour 


labor  available  to  them.  Finally,  we 
shall  not  have  to  work  at  aU;  there  will 
be  enough  social  security  and  unem- 
ployment insurance  so  that  everyone  will 
be  happy.  It  will  not  be  necessary  for  us 
to  work  at  aU — and  there  are  only  160 
miUion  of  us. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada is  at  least  partially  right  to  what 
he  is  saying,  but  at  this  time  I  am  not 
discussing  anything  except  social  se- 
curity. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President.  wlU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  REYNOLI>S.  I  was  impressed 
with  the  distinction  which  the  able  Sen- 
ator drew  between  the  farm  owner  and 
his  employees,  in  that  the  employee — 
and  it  applies  to  all  classes  of  workers 
on  farms  and  in  Industry  alike — has  no 
choice  in  the  matter  when  he  becomes  a 
certain  age.  His  boss  will  say,  "I  am 
sorry.  You  are  too  old  to  work."  A 
distinction  can  be  drawn  between  such 
a  worker  and  his  employer,  who  writes 
his  own  ticket  as  to  whether  he  should 
retire  or  not.  It  strikes  me  that  that  is 
the  only  line  of  demarcation  which  can 
be  drawn,  and  the  only  stopping  place. 
Does  the  Senator  know  of  any  other 
place  to  stop  if  we  are  not  to  toke  in 
every  man.  woman,  and  child  who  is 
employed  in  industry  or  in  any  other 
occupation?  We  can  draw  the  line  be- 
tween the  employee  and  the  self-em- 
ployed person,  but  I  know  of  no  other 
place  to  draw  the  line.  Does  the  Sena- 
tor agree? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    That  is  the  only  line, 
and  that  is  a  logical  line.    That  was  the 
line  drawn  by  Senators  who  voted  for 
the  bill.  I  do  not  know  what  study  was 
made  by  the  officials  who  were  responsi- 
ble for  sending  the  proposal  to  Congress, 
but  I  know  we  drew  such  a  line  in  the 
committee.    We  were  willing  to  apply  it 
to  the  farmworkers  themselves,  but  we 
had  no  way  of  knowing  how  to  adminis- 
ter the  law  without  creating  a  tremen- 
dous burden  for  a  farm  owner  or  oper- 
ator.   That  problem  prevented  us  from 
reaching  an  agreement  so  far  as  includ- 
ing farmworkers  was  concerned.     Now 
we  have  solved  the  problem  by  toking 
them  all  in.    As  I  said  before,  we  have 
gone  all  the  way  around  the  circle  to  a 
universal    compulsory    insurance    sys- 
tem— not  an  insurance  system  built  on 
sound  lines   actuarially,   but  a  sort  of 
insurance  system  which  will  have  to  be 
adjusted  from  time  to  time,  and  the 
costs  of  which  will  go  up  from  time  to 
time.    I  have  pointed  out  what  the  cost 
will  be.     I  have  pointed  out  what  the 
costs  would  be  under  the  bill  by  1970 
and  by  1975.    That  is  not  a  long  time  in 
the  future  for  a  young  fellow  who  is  now 
30  years  old,  who  Is  working  on  his  farm 
and  improving  his  house,  and  trying  to 
put  it  in  such  shape  as  to  make  it  a  com- 
fortoble  place  to  which  to  live.    That  is 
not  a  very  long  time.    He  will  reach  it 
before  he  knows  it. 

There  is  no  such  thing  as  retirement 
for  a  professional  man  who  la  really  a 
professional  man.  There  are  broken 
down  people  to  all  professions  and  to  all 
callings  who  need  some  assistance,  but 
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thst  asBistance  is  of  a  different  kind. 
They  oucht  not  to  be  shoved  under  a  ao- 
caUed  sodal-aecurlty  system.  They 
should  be  cared  tta  in  another  way. 

Ihere  is  no  such  thing  aa  retirement 
for  a  farmer.  He  does  not  ever  leave  his 
farm.  If  he  does,  he  may  go  to  town  for 
a  while;  but  he  will  return  to  the  farm 
if  he  has  an  (qnwrtunlty  to  do  so. 

There  is  no  such  thing  as  retironent 
tar  Christian  Science  practitioners — ^to 
use  an  illustration.  They  work  right  on 
to  the  end.  They  probably  l>ecome  more 
and  more  efficient  and  more  and  more 
helpful  to  the  persons  with  whom  they 
come  in  contact  and  whom  they  visit. 

So,  Mr.  President,  it  is  a  matter  of  real 
sorrow  to  me  that,  having  been  with  the 
social-security  work  from  the  beginning, 
and  having  gone  along  with  the  bills  and 
with  every  improvement  we  have  made  in 
the  social-security  law.  In  these  latter 
years  all  due  regard  for  a  true  perspec- 
tive has  been  lost,  and  one  party  has 
tried  to  outbid  the  other  party,  by  say- 
ing. "We  want  to  extend  social  security." 
which  is  all  right,  so  long  as  it  is  extended 
in  the  field  of  workers  who  do  not  make 
their  own  jobs,  but  who  reach  a  point 
where  they  are  taken  out  of  employment, 
not  at  their  own  will  or  wish,  but  at  the 
will  or  wish  of  someone  else,  someone 
who  controls  their  Jobs. 

But  now  we  have  come  full  circle  to  a 
completely  compulsory  insurance  sys- 
tem. I  cannot  support  It.  Mr.  President. 
I  cannot  support  it  in  the  case  of 
farm  owners  or  in  the  case  of  profes- 
sional men  who  do  not  have  actual  re- 
tirement points  in  their  lives,  so  long  as 
they  are  self-employed. 

Mr.  President.  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKTN.  Mr.  President,  I 
Should  like  to  state  to  the  Senators  the 
reasons  for  making  any  change  at  all  in 
the  bill  as  it  was  passed  by  the  Senate, 
and  the  reasons  for  the  changes  made  in 
the  House  version  of  the  bill. 

Of  course,  there  were  two  sets  of  con- 
ferees, one  representing  the  House  and 
one  representing  the  Senate.  Those 
groups  were  not  composed  of  cream 
puffs.  The  conferees  were  tough-minded 
men;  and  conferences  were  nothing  new 
to  them.  They  tried  to  reach  adjust- 
ments. But  after  several  days  of  that 
procedure  we  reached  a  stalemate,  and 
it  looked  as  if  the  whole  thing  woiild  fall. 
That  situation  presented  the  question, 
"Shall  we  allow  this  social-security  bill 
to  fail?"  If  that  were  to  happen  it  would 
mean  that  the  benefits  of  some  persons 
would  be  $6  or  $7  less,  and  It  would  mean 
9  million  or  10  million  persons  would  not 
be  covered. 

Some  of  us  said,  "The  bill  must  not  be 
allowed  to  die  in  conference."  So  some 
adjustment  had  to  be  made  in  the  view- 
points of  the  conferees. 

Consider  the  case  of  the  fanner.  If 
the  bill  were  allowed  to  die  in  confer- 
ence, the  farmer  himself  might  not  suf- 
fer direct  loss;  the  loss  would  occur,  I 
am  sorry  to  say.  in  the  case  of  dependent 
children  and  the  widow  when  the  farmer 
dies.  In  the  case  of  a  farmer  who  had 
been  paying  the  maximum  tax.  when  he 
dies,  his  wife  and  children  will  receive 
monthtar  benefits  of  $200.  BSany  a  farm- 
er will  say  to  himself,  "When  I  die.  and 
can  no  longer  take  care  of  my  wife  and 


children,  this  bin  will  mean  a  great  destl 
to  them,  Isecaiise  then  my  wife  and  chil- 
dren will  get  $200  a  month."  Tliat.  I 
respectfully  suggest,  is  a  very  generous 
provision,  if  we  view  it  from  an  Insur- 
ance standpoint. 

I  myself  preferred — and  I  so  expressed 
myself  in  the  committee,  and  for  several 
days  I  so  expressed  myself  in  the  con- 
ference committee — not  to  include  any 
group  which  did  not  thoroughly  con- 
vince us  that  it  wanted  in.  I  was  not 
ccHnpletely  satisfied  with  the  showings 
that  the  fanner  wanted  in.  I  and  other 
members  of  the  committee  wanted  a 
sharper  polling  of  the  farmers'  desires. 

Of  course,  under  this  plan  the  farmer 
will  not  pay  one  penny  of  self -employ- 
ment tax  xmtil  1956.  So  if  the  farmer 
does  want  the  plan,  there  will  be  plenty 
of  opportimity  for  him  to  express  him- 
self— and  he  v/ill — whether  favorably  or 
unfavorably.  If  the  farmer  does  not 
want  it  and  I  repeat  the  assurance  by 
persons  who  have  been  talking  to  the 
farmers  that  they  are  very  much  inter- 
ested in  setting  up  something  for  their 
dependents  and  their  children — but  If 
the  farmers  are  not  interested  in  such 
a  plan,  they  will  have  ample  time  in 
which  to  say  so.  And  I  believe  the  Con- 
gress will  be  responsive  to  their  views.  I 
am  not  condemning  anyone  who  is  not 
interested  in  this  particular  plan  to  take 
care  of  dependent  children  and  widows. 

But  I  say  that  I  believe  representa- 
tions have  been  made  that  farmers,  who 
might  not  ordinarily  care  about  such  a 
plan  for  themselves,  do  have  fears  about 
the  future  of  their  children  and  their 
wives,  after  the  farmers  themselves  have 
passed  on.  So  I  suggest  that  is  a  matter 
of  real  and  valid  concern  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 1 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    I  yield.  ! 

Mr.  THYE.  I  should  Uke  to  aak  this 
question:  Not  all  farmers  become  farm 
owners,  do  they? 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKTN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  THYE.  Do  not  a  great  many 
farmers  retire  from  farm  work  a^  ten- 
ants? 1 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKIN.    Yes.  ! 

Mr.  THYE.  In  the  later  years  of 
their  lives,  great  numbers  of  tenant 
farmers  have  to  go  to  town,  and  werk  on 
the  streets  and  do  various  little  jobs  of 
that  sort,  because  they  have  not  ac- 
quired farms  to  live  on  and  to  live  from ; 
is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mn.T.TKIN.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  is  entirely  correct. 

We  proceed  on  the  assiunption  that 
everyone  is  either  poverty  striclaen  or 
a  plutocrat.  I  suggest  that  in  the 
United  States  there  are  many  persons 
who  are  neither,  and  who — when  they 
become  elderly — do  not  have  enough  to 
keep  things  gohag  for  them.  That  applies 
to  farmers,  and  it  applies  especially  to 
farmhands.  I  say  it  should  be  our  con- 
cern, so  long  as  we  have  a  social-secu- 
rity system,  to  make  fair  provision  for 
them;  and  I  think  this  measure  will  do 
so. 

So  we  sat  there  In  the  conference.  I 
do  not  believe  anyone  would  say  T  was 
not  faithful  to  the  Senate  committee's 


version.  I  do  not  believe  anyone  would 
say  I  was  not  faithful  to  thf  version 
voted  by  the  Senate  itself.  Blit  I  and 
the  rest  of  us  were  finally  forced  to  con- 
sider the  question,  'Do  we  wish  to  ex- 
clude 7  million  persons  from  the  bene- 
fits offered  by  the  Senate  biUt  Do  we 
wish  to  make  impossible  all  the  benefits 
of  the  bill  which  we  agree  are  good? 
Do  we  wish  to  ditch  the  whole  thing? 
Do  we  wish  to  throw  it  into  the  waste- 
basket?" 

Frankly,  I  thought  it  would  lie  terrible 
for  us  to  throw  it  into  the  wactebasket 
or  ditch  it.  I  thought  that  to  do  so 
would  be  to  show  a  sense  of  irrespon- 
sibility and  a  sense  of  unwillingness  to 
face  our  duty  and  to  bring  from  the 
conference  a  measure  which  would  be 
worthwhile,  even  though  obviously  we 
would  be  unable  to  please  all  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  conference  committee. 

So  we  did  the  best  we  could,  and  I 
think  I  have  explained  to  the  Senate 
that  we  have  obtained  a  great  many  very 
good  concessions. 

But,  Mr.  President.  I  return  to  the 
fundamental  consideration.  We  are 
talking  about  social  security  and  the 
problems  of  aga.  When  men — either 
men  on  the  farm  or  men  who  do  other 
work — reach  a  certain  age,  they  l>ecome 
less  efficient  in  certain  types  of  work 
and  there  is  less  security. 

We  have  established  some  measure  of 
security  for  the  farmer  and  the  farm- 
hand at  a  very  cheap  cost.  They  are 
both  protected  under  the  bill.  They  are 
not  protected  as  fully  as  many  people 
would  like  to  see  them  protected,  but 
considering  the  financial  situation  of 
the  country,  it  is  as  much  protection  as 
seems  to  be  possible  at  the  present  time. 
Studies  will  be  made  as  to  what  can  be 
done  in  addition. 

We  should  not  take  a  cynicaJ  attitude 
and  say  "Dont  worry  about  these 
people.  They  want  to  be  free.  They 
want  to  be  independent.  Therefore,  let 
us  wash  our  hands  of  them ;  let  them  be 
free  and  independent  to  get  into  the 
poorhouse,  let  them  be  free  and  inde- 
pendent to  be  destitute  in  their  old  age, 
let  them  be  free  and  independent  and 
unable  to  provide  for  their  children  and 
widows — let  us  not  concern  ourselves 
with  those  problems,  for  they  are  not  oiu- 
problems,  and  we  want  people  to  be 
free." 

There  have  been  some  political  impli- 
catioris  in  some  of  the  comments.  My 
party  did  not  originate  this  system.  I 
do  not  say  that  in  a  mean  way. 

There  has  been  much  talk  here  about 
breaking  the  barrier  between  the  worker 
who  was  covered  from  the  beginning 
and  the  self-employed.  Let  us  consider 
that  barrier.  Why  was  it  broken?  It 
was  broken  because  of  insistent  de- 
mands that  came  to  the  Congress.  They 
came  to  the  House  Ways  and  Means 
Committee,  to  members  of  l)oth  parties; 
they  came  to  Members  of  bofli  parties 
in  the  Senate ;  and  to  the  committees  of 
both  parties.  Those  people  Said,  "We 
want  coverage." 

Put  in  ordinary  language,  the  farmer 
who  shells  out  his  money  to  put  the 
farmworker  under  this  program  says 
"Why  can  I  not  get  under  a  system  so 
that  I  can  take  care  of  my  wife  when  the 
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time  comes  to  do  so,  axul  take  care  of  my 
children  when  the  time  comes  to  do  ao." 

I  do  not  think  we  are  going  too  far 
afield  when  we  think  of  things  like  that. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  title 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MTTJJgTW  I  think  the  farmers 
u-ill  approve  of  what  we  are  doing.  If 
the  farmer  does  not  approve  there  will 
be  plenty  of  time  for  him  to  s&y  so.  and 
plenty  of  time  to  change  what  is  being 
done. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  have  a  question  I 
should  like  to  ask.  Quite  a  number  of 
farmers  who  have  written  mi'  have  raised 
a  question  with  me.  They  say,  "We  pay 
the  hidden  tax  on  all  the  machines,  on 
the  feed  we  purchase,  and  the  equip- 
ment we  must  use.  and  on  all  the  farm 
equipment  and  supplies,  be  it  fertilizer, 
seed,  or  whatnot.  We  are  paying  the 
hidden  tax  to  pay  for  social  security  for 
all  the  workers  who  handle  the  products 
and  who  handle  the  machin<:s:  and  when 
we  reach  the  age  where  we  must  retire, 
when  we  no  longer  can  till  the  land,  we 
must  leave  the  land  to  a  renter  or  some- 
body else.  We  have  nothing  to  support 
us  when  we  must  retire." 

Therefore,  they  said,  "Can  you  not  in 
some  manner  include  u;  under  the 
social-security  coverage?" 

That  is  the  kind  of  lettja-  I  have  re- 
ceived. I  did  not  insist  tliat  the  com- 
mittee take  this  proposed  action,  nor  did 
I  offer  an  amendment  on  U^ie  matter,  be- 
cause I  trusted  the  good  Judgment  of  the 
committee  members  who  v^ere  conduct- 
ing hearings  and  studying  this  subject. 
I  was  sure  they  would  pr«)pose  a  legis- 
lative bill  which  would  cover  the  self- 
employed,  if  the  facts  ju!>tifled  it,  and 
which  would  cover  the  farmer,  if  the 
facts  justified  It. 

Therefore,  let  me  say  thiit  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  and  his  committee  mem- 
bers were  faced  with  one  of  the  most 
difficult  problems  to  come  before  the 
Senate.  The  work  w^hich  has  been  done 
has  made  p>ossible  a  futwe  coverage  in 
the  year  1956,  allowing  ample  time  for 
the  farmer  to  determine  whether  or  not 
he  will  then  elect  to  come  under  this 
law,  or  whether  a  sufflciert  number  will 
say,  "We  do  not  WEint  such  social-secu- 
rity protection,  and  therefore  the  act 
shall  not  l}ecome  applicable  to  us  as  of 
the  year  1956." 

Mr.  MTT.T.TKIN.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

I  was  speaking  about  breaking  the  bar- 
rier. When  did  we  first  depart  from  the 
theory  of  covering  the  worker  only,  and 
move  into  the  theory  of  coverage  of  the 
self-employed.  Did  that  happen  the 
first  time  in  this  biU?  One  might  thhik 
so,  from  what  has  been  said  here. 

When  did  that  happen?  How  did  It 
happen?  Why  did  it  happen?  The 
barrier  has  been  broken  for  some  time. 

In  1950  the  sponsor  of  the  bill  which 
was  then  l)efore  us  was  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  GkosgkI.  I  say  this  most 
respectfully.  I  say  it  in  no  mean  sense, 
because  I  have  the  great  honor  to  work 
with  the  Senator.  I  love  him.  esteem 
him,  respect  him;  and  my  actions  sup- 
port that  statement. 

C 870 


■nw  lam  with  regard  to  this  matter 
In  19S0  was  sponsored  by  the  Senator 
from  Gtoorgia  [Mr.  Obokgi],  and  broke 
the  "MUTier.  when  the  independent  self- 
employed  workers  were  granted  social - 
security  coverage  except  for  some  of  the 
professional  groups.  That  was  done  in 
1950.  for  self-employed  individuals,  for 
the  groceryman  and  others  operating 
their  own  business  establishments.  We 
were  sensitive  to  their  problems,  and 
they  beseeched  us  to  help  them.  We  in- 
cluded them,  under  the  sponsorship  of 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Geokgk]. 
We  gave  them  this  coverage,  except  for 
farmers  and  certain  self-emplosred  peo- 
ple. We  brought  those  people  under  the 
ac*  in  1950. 

That  was  done  under  the  brilliant 
sponsorship  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
( Mr.  Georgi  1 .  I  am  glad  to  say  I  helped 
do  it.  I  am  not  evading,  my  responsi- 
bility, but  I  do  not  wish  to  have  the  im- 
pression created  that  we  here  are  break- 
inc  down  the  basic  theory  of  the  social- 
security  system  and  that  we  here  are 
adding  burdens.  There  must  be  some 
burdens  If  we  are  to  accomplish  good. 
We  cannot  complain  about  all  taxes.  If 
we  want  to  accomplish  good,  we  must 
have  some  burdens. 

It  may  be  claimed  that  we  are  adding 
a  host  of  new  burdens  which  were  never 
dreamed  of  t)efore,  and  which  now  beset 
us.  That  is  not  correct.  But  I  could  not 
come  back  and  tux  my  colleagues  on 
this  Senate  floor  and  not  allow  the  Sen- 
ate, in  the  few  hours  left,  to  consider 
this  question.  I  could  not  allow  the  bill 
to  be  killed  in  a  conference  committee 
and  come  back  and  say,  "I  am  sorry,  gen- 
tlemen; we  are  going  to  punish  the  6V2 
miUion  people  now  on  the  benefit  rolls 
and  the  millions  proposed  to  be  covered 
by  the  bill  because  a  group  of  Members 
of  the  House  and  a  group  of  Members 
of  the  Senate  did  not  have" — I  want  to 
put  it  kindly — "what  was  necessary  to 
come  back  here  with  an  agreement." 

We  came  back  with  an  agreement. 
Every  one  of  us,  I  am  sure,  would  have 
brought  back  a  different  agreement  had 
his  own  viewpoint  prevailed  completely, 
but  that  cannot  happen  in  a  conference. 
The  purpose  of  a  real  conference  Is  to 
iron  out  real  disputes.    We  did  that. 

We  brought  back  a  bill  which  brings 
no  shame  to  the  Senate  conferees. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  What  happens  in  the 
case  of  a  farmer  who  for  a  long  period 
of  time  has  an  income  which  is  so  low 
he  Is  not  able  to  make  his  payment? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  There  is  a  5-year 
drop-out,  for  periods  taken  out  of  the 
whole  record,  allowing  him  a  chance  to 
build  up  an  average  income  on  the  good 
years. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Can  he  voluntanly  drop 
out  if  his  income  is  sufficient? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  No.  If  his  income  Is 
sufficient  to  pay  he  must  pay,  and  can- 
not voluntarily  drop  out.  If  that  were 
];)ossible  there  would  not  be  any  system. 

B«r.  YOUNG.  How  does  the  Govern- 
ment collect  this  tax? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Just  as  it  collects 
any  other  tax.  It  is  collected  by  ths 
Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue. 


Mr.  YOUNG.  If  he  sells  any  fraia 
would  the  Government  be  able  to  levy 

on  that  grain? 

Mr.  Mn.T.TKTN.  The  tax  will  ajiply  to 
his  net  income. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  During  most  of  tfaa 
25  or  more  years  that  I  farmed.  I  found 
there  were  not  more  than  5  or  6  years 
that  I  had  a  net  income.  What  would 
happen  in  that  case? 

Mr.  MHJ.TKTN.  U  he  does  not  have 
any  income,  he  cannot  build  up  credit, 
and  there  is  no  tax.  There  are  mini- 
mums  that  have  to  be  built  up  for  the 
worker,  for  the  farmer,  for  the  self-em- 
ployed. If  he  does  not  work  certain 
periods  of  time  under  certain  drcima* 
stances  and  does  not  make  enough 
money,  he  is  Just  not  in  it. 

Consider  the  self-employed  that  were 
taken  in  in  1950,  remember.  Prior  to 
1950.  we  gave  a  lot  of  consideration  to 
whether  we  should  bring  the  self-em- 
ployed in.  One  of  the  things  that 
bothered  us  is,  is  it  feasible  administra- 
tively. We  had  all  kinds  of  ideas  about 
the  stamp  plan  and  other  methods  to 
collect  taxes,  but  the  self-emplcj^nent 
tax  has  worked,  and  it  will  work  here. 
I  am  quite  confident. 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippL  

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  want  the  floor  in  my 
own  right  when  the  Senator  has  con- 
eluded. 

Mr.  Mn.T.TKTN.  I  think  I  shall  sus- 
pend for  the  time  l)elng. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
the  honor  to  represent  a  State  which  I 
understand  receives  the  highest  percent 
of  its  income  from  agriculture  of  any 
state  in  the  Union.  That  situation  may 
vary  somewhat  from  year  to  year,  but 
generally  it  has  the  highest  percent. 
Most  of  the  people  who  live  on  the  land 
are  small  landowners  and  small  farm- 
ers. I  speak  here  tonight  for  what  I 
think  is  in  their  interest. 

I  do  not  believe  any  individual  comes 
as  near  representing  the  citizenship  that 
is  described  in  the  Constitution  as  does 
the  small  farmer.  I  do  not  believe  any 
economic  unit  within  all  our  economy 
represents  free  enterprise  any  better 
than  the  small  farmer  who  lives  on  the 
land  and  whose  chief  income  comes  from 
what  he  grows  on  the  land.  He  personi- 
fies the  citizenship  described  in  the  Con- 
stitution. He  personifies  the  very  heart 
and  soul  of  the  free  enterprise  system. 
The  man  who  lives  on  the  land  and 
makes  his  living  there,  symbolizes  man 
at  as  high  a  spiritual  level  as  will  be 
found  in  our  Nation. 

I  wish  to  raise  this  question:  Who  in 
that  category  has  asked  to  come  under 
this  program?  I  give  Senators  my  word 
that  not  a  single  farmer  in  my  State 
has  ever  asked  me  by  letter  to  oome  un- 
der it,  and  none  has  asked  me  In  per- 
son.   They  do  not  think  in  such  terms. 

The  argument  is  made  that,  in  order 
to  keep  the  bill  from  failing,  we  must 
put  than  in  anyway,  and  if  they  want  to 
come  out,  we  will  consider,  before  1956. 
taking  them  out. 

To  my  mind  that  suggests  the  insta- 
bihty  and  lack  of  real  foundation  of  the 
idea  of  including  this  group  in  a  social- 
security  program  which  was  designed 
originally  and  primarily  for  industrial 
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wofken,  ttie  most  logical  reason  for 
whldi  tms  baaed  on  a  program  for 
workers  who  are  absolutely  dependent 
upon  aomeone  else  for  their  livelihood. 
As  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  sug- 
gested, this  is  the  last  step.  There  are 
no  stopping  places  beyond  the  indi- 
yldual  fanner. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  Republican 
Party  did  not  originate  this  program, 
but  who  can  stand  up  on  the  other  side 
of  the  aisle  after  voting  for  this  provi- 
sion and  say  ansrthing  again  about  the 
New  Deal?  Who  can  criticize  the  New 
Deal  any  more,  after  voting  for  this  ex- 
treme measure?  Who  Is  willing  to  rise 
and  take  back  some  things  that  have 
been  said  about  it,  if  this  measure  is  to 
be  sponsored  tonight  by  the  group  on 
the  other  side  of  the  aisle?  I  do  not 
raise  the  party  line  in  this  connection. 

1  do  not  think  that  is  the  basis  of  the 
argument  but  something  has  been  said 
along  that  line. 

I  have  been  advising  the  young  peo- 
ple in  my  State  to  buy  land  with  the  first 
money  they  could  save,  and  I  advise 
other  people  not  to  sell  their  land,  be- 
cause it  represents  an  economic  unit 
which  Is  the  basis  upon  which  one  can 
retain  his  self-respect  and  can  have  some 
kind  of  living,  a  place  to  which  he  can 
go,  a  place  from  which  no  one  can  evict 
him.  This  bill  would  help  to  put  the 
small  landowner  off  his  land.  I  shall 
enumerate  briefly  some  of  the  things  it 
would  do. 

Suppose  a  farmer  has  about  200  acres 
of  land.  It  Is  not  rich,  fertile  land. 
Some  of  It  is  in  timber,  not  valiiable  tim- 
ber, but  growing  pine  or  trees  of  some 
kind.  That  leaves  75  acres,  say,  for  pas- 
ture and  cultivation. 

Suppose  he  is  operating  on  a  very  small 
scale  and  has  only  one  tenant.  Never- 
theless, he  must  pay  $40  if  that  tenant  is 
tajtable  on  only  $1,000  worth  of  produce, 
because  the  landowner  must  pay  his  2 
percent,  and  he  mvist  pay  the  tenant's 

2  percent  In  the  realm  of  reality  things 
would  work  that  way.  He  would  have 
to  pay  3  percent  on  the  amount  for  which 
he  was  assessable;  and  if  his  cattle,  his 
crops,  and  his  other  produce  brought  in 
$4,200,  the  tax  would  be  $146. 

Suppose  he  had  only  one  sharecropper, 
on  a  very  small  unit,  and  that  share- 
cropper were  taxed  on  only  $1,000  worth 
of  income.  That  would  be  $40.  Sup- 
pose he  spent  $1,500  for  a  farm  worker. 
The  tax  would  be  $60. 

Suppose  he  had  a  domestic  servant 
In  the  course  of  the  year.  The  tax  would 
be  $32.    That  totals  $298  cash. 

Small  farmers  do  not  take  in  a  great 
deal  of  cash.  They  grow  much  of  what 
they  use  and  consume,  but  when  it  comes 
to  having  cash  dollars  and  cash  profit  it 
does  not  come  in  very  fast  on  small  units. 
That  is  $298  cash  Uability  which  he  must 
make  in  the  way  of  profit  to  pay  this  tax 
alone.  Many  small  farm  units  do  not 
make  that  much  clear  profit  in  the  course 
of  an  entire  year.  I  am  talking  about 
clear  cash  profit.  That  is  the  only  thing 
with  which  the  farmer  can  pay  this  tax. 

I  verily  believe  that  we  are  going  to 
drive  him  away  from  the  land  because 
he  cannot  carry  this  added  burden.  As 
I  said.  I  have  been  advising  young  peo- 
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pie  to  buy  some  land  as  soon  as  they  can, 
and  advising  other  people  not  to  sell 
their  land.  I  believe  land  in  Mississippi 
Is  selling  for  less,  based  on  its  productive 
value,  than  in  any  other  place  in  the 
Nation.    I  have  been  telling  them  that. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  ask  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Mississippi  if  the 
overall- policy  of  the  administraticn  now 
is  not  apparently  to  drive  the  farmer  ofl: 
the  land? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  certainly  think  that 
will  be  the  trend  of  this  tax.  I  appreciate 
the  Senator's  question. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Will  the  Senator 
further  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Did  not  a  high 
official  of  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture say  last  year  that  all  marginal  farm- 
land should  be  turned  into  grass  or  lie 
fallow? 

Mr.  STENNX3.  I  think  I  saw  some 
statement  along  that  line.  I  am  not  cer- 
tain who  made  the  statement.  I  thank 
the  Senator  for  his  observation. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  serious  matter. 
We  seek  to  justify  this  provision  on  the 
ground  that  we  must  pass  it  to  kaep  from 
punishing  someone  else.  I  am  surprised 
and  amazed  at  such  an  argumeot  being 
made.  This  bill  carries  the  germ  to 
destroy  the  small  farm  unit  in  many 
areas  of  this  country,  based  upon  what 
the  tax  will  add  to  the  burden  the  small 
farmer  already  has  to  carry. 

We  should  remember  that  there  is  no 
substitute  for  paying  cash,  hard  money. 
Someone  said  a  while  ago,  while  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George]  was  making  his  masterly  ad- 
dress— and  his  addresses  are  always 
masterly,  and  particularly  so  tonight — 
that  his  argument  represented  the  last 
of  an  era.  If  that  be  true,  Mr.  President, 
I  wish  to  say  it  was  a  glorious  era.  It 
was  based  on  individual  effort,  free  enter- 
prise. 

Farmers  lived  on  their  own  land  and 
feared  God,  but  feared  no  man.  They 
were  not  looking  to  the  Government  to 
keep  them  out  of  the  poorhouse.  I  live 
in  a  part  of  the  country  which  is  al- 
most entirely  rural.  There  is  not  much 
rich  land  there.  I  remember  when  we 
had  a  poorhouse,  but  there  were  never 
more  than  4  or  5  persons  in  it. 

That  is  not  the  proper  approach  to  this 
problem.  Farmers  represent  the  heart 
and  soul  of  this  Nation.  A  man  who  is 
trying  to  get  a  start  on  his  farm  will  have 
to  pay  these  taxes,  which  will  increase 
over  the  years,  and  he  will  be  responsi- 
ble for  paying  them.  This  part  of  the 
bill  should  never  have  been  included  in 
It.  The  conference  report  should  be  re- 
jected until  that  portion  is  stricken  out 
I  do  not  care  to  detain  the  Senate 
longer,  Mr.  President,  and  I  yield  the 
floor. 

The      PRESIDING      OFFICER.     The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  confer- 
ence report. 
The  conference  report  was  agreed  to 
Mr.   MONRONEY.    Mr.   President    I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum- 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  the  quoium  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Me.'=sages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communioated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 


ADDITIONAL  EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES 
REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session,      ' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  messages  from  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  submitting 
sundry  nominations,  which  were  re- 
ferred to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


ADJOURNMENT  OF  THE  TWO 
HOUSES  OF  CONGRESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
call  up  House  Concurrent  Resolution 
266,  dealing  with  the  adjournment  of 
the  Congress,  and  ask  that  it  be  read 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  concurrent  resolution. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  foaiows: 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representativea 
(the  Senate  concurring) ,  That  the  2  House* 
of  Congress  shall  adjourn  on  Saturday,  July 
31,  1954.  and  that  when  they  adjourn  on  said 
day  they  stand  adjourned  sine  die. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the  con- 
current resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  (H. 
Con.  Res.  266). 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
offer  an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute,  which  I  send  to  U:ie  desk  and 
ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
KnowlandJ. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  It  Is  proposed  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  resolving  clause 
and  insert: 

That  the  House  of  Representativea  shall 
adjourn  on  August  20,  1954,  and  that  when 
It  adjourns  on  said  day.  It  stand  adjourned 
sine  die. 

Resolved  further.  That  the  consent  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  Is  hereby  given  to 
an  adjournment  sine  die  of  the  Senate  at  any 
time  prior  to  December  25.  1954,  when  the 
Senate  shall  so  determine;  and  that  the  Sen- 
ate, in  the  meantime,  may  adjourn  or  recess 
for  such  periods  In  excess  of  3  days  as  It 
may  determine. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  offer- 
3d  by  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Knowland]. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  msbke  a  brief 
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explanation  of  what  the  amendment  will 
do.  Normally,  the  amendment  would 
not  be  debatable. 

The  PRESIDINa  OWICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  California?  The  Cluiir  hears  none, 
and  the  Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
what  the  amendment  which  I  have  of- 
fered, after  consultation  with  the  mi- 
nority leader,  would  do  would  be  to  give 
the  consent  of  the  Senate,  which  Is  re- 
quired under  the  Constitution,  for  ad- 
journments of  more  than  3  dajrs,  that 
the  House  may  adjourn  s-ine  die  as  of 
this  date.  The  House,  in  turn,  If  It 
agrees  to  the  resolution,  would  give  Its 
permission  to  the  Smate  of  the  United 
States  to  adjourn  or  to  recess  from  time 
to  time  as  the  Senate  it^self  may  de- 
termine. That  is  the  basis  ot  the  amend- 
ment to  the  resolution.  When  it  goes 
back  to  the  House,  the  House  will  either 
accept  it,  amend  it.  or  take  whatever 
action  in  their  Judgment  they  should 
take  with  reference  to  it  If  it  is  ac- 
cepted at  any  time  during  today,  at  such 
time  as  the  House  may  determine  it 
should  adjourn  sine  die,  the  Senate 
would  still  remain  to  meet  as  long  as  it 
determines  to  remain  in  !«ssion. 

That  is  the  general  meaning  and  in- 
tent of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  We  could  adjourn  sub- 
ject to  the  call  of  the  Vice  President, 
could  we  not? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  By  order  of  the 
Senate,  or  by  Senate  resolution.  When 
we  finally  determine  to  wind  up  our 
business  we  could  determine  to  adjourn 
to  a  day  certain  or  to  adjourn  subject 
to  call  by  the  leadership  on  both  sides 
of  the  aisle.  That  would  be  a  question 
for  the  Senate  to  determine. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield- 
Mr.  RUSSELL.  Is  that  a  debatable 
issue?  I  am  speaking  of  the  modus 
operandi  of  bringing  the  Senate  back 
into  session. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia  that 
I  have  discussed  it  with  the  minority 
leader  and  with  the  Parliamentarian. 
The  Parliamentarian  tells  me  that  if  this 
resolution  is  agreed  to.  the  Senate  itself 
can  determine  by  order  or  by  resolution 
the  precise  way  it  wishes  to  be  called 
back  into  session. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Shice  It  Is  connected 
with  a  sine  die  adjournment  resolution. 
is  it  debatable?  That  is  what  concerns 
me. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Of  course,  nor- 
mally, I  assume  that  neither  a  sine  die 
adjournment  resolution  nor,  for  that 
matter,  a  motion  to  recess,  is  debatable. 
But  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  would 
not  propose  to  send  an  order  or  a  resolu- 
tion to  the  desk  without  prior  consulta- 
tion with  the  minority  leader. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  s^eld? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  When  the  Senate 
meets  again  it  can  brin?;  up  whatever 
it  may  wish,  provided  no  action  on  the 


part  Of  the  House  Lb  needed.  Is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  So  far  as  the 
power  of  the  Senate  is  concerned,  that 
Is  correct. 

Mr.  MTTJ.TKTN.  I  simply  wish  to 
clinch  on  the  question  I  asked  before. 
Will  the  action  the  Senate  takes  in- 
hibit anything  being  done  by  the  Senate 
on  which  the  Senate  may  decide  to  take 
action? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Nothing,  so  far  as 
the  Senate  is  concerned,  is  inhibited. 
Once  the  House  has  acted  upon  its  reso- 
lution to  adjourn  sine  die,  and  is  no 
longer  in  session.  Congress  as  Congress, 
cannot  function.  But  the  Senate  can 
take  any  action  which  the  Senate  alone 
may  take. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  for  the 
resolution. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  resolution,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 

AUTHORIZATION  OP  THE  SPEAK- 
ER OP  THE  HOUSE  AND  PRESI- 
DENT OP  THE  SENATE  TO  SIGN 
ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RES- 
OLUTIONS PASSED  BY  THE  TWO 
HOUSES 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
submit  a  concurrent  resolution  and  ask 
for  its  tanmediate  consideration. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  win  state  the  concurrent  resolu- 
tion. 

The  Chief  Clerk  res^  the  resolution 
(S.  Con.  Res.  109) .  as  follows: 

Retolved  by  the  Senate  ( the  House  of  Bep- 
resentativea  concurring).  That,  notwith- 
standing the  sine  die  adjournment  of  the 
HouM  of  Representativea  and  the  temporary 
adjournment  of  the  Senate,  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate  he,  and  they  are  hereby, 
autborlaed  to  sign  enrolled  bills  and  joint 
resolutions  duly  passed  by  the  two  Houses 
and  found  truly  enroUed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  concurrent  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  was  considered,  and 
agreed  to. 


PRINTING  OP  ADDITIONAL  COPIES 
OF  PART  I  OF  HEARINGS  ON 
BALTIC    STATES    INVESTIGATION 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ba*- 
RBPT  in  the  chair) .  The  Chair  lays  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  concurrent  resolution 
coming  over  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, which  the  clerk  will  read  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution 
(H.  Con.  Res.  272),  as  follows: 

Resoltfed  hy  the  House  6/  Representatives 
{the  Senate  concurring).  That  there  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Select  Ck>minlttee 
To  Investigate  the  Incorporation  of  the 
Baltic  States  into  the  U.  S.  S.  R..  1,000  addi- 
tional copies  of  part  I  of  the  hearings  on  the 
Baltic  States  Investigation,  held  by  the  said 
select  committee  during  the  83d  Congress. 
1st  session. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  un- 
der the  normal  comity  between  the  two 


Houses,  the  concurrent  resolution  should- 
be  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.    Is  ther«^ 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  concurrent  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  was  considered,  and 
agreed  to. 

AMENDMENT   OP   SECTION   345   OF 
REVENUE  ACT  OP  1951 

Mr.  FTIEAR.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask 
the  Senator  from  California,  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader,  if  he  thinks 
Calendar  No.  2060,  H.  R.  6440,  to  amoid 
section  345  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1951, 
might  be  taken  up? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No;  that  is  not  on 
the  list  of  bills  to  be  oonsidered. 

Mr.  FREAR.  May  I  ask  if  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Colorado, 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
would  seriously  object  if  the  junior 
Senator  from  Delaware  offered  a  few  re- 
marks for  the  Rkcokd,  without  taking 
the  time  of  the  Senate  to  read  them? 

Mr.  MTTJ.TKTN.  I  hope  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Delaware  will 
manifest  his  usual  brevity  and  concise- 
ness. 

First,  I  should  like  to  say  a  word  in  ex- 
planation of  the  bilL 

We  who  are  members  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Finance  know  that  the  bill  con- 
tains a  number  of  highly  controversial 
provisions,  and  also  that  many  Senators' 
have  further  amendments  to  it  luridng 
in  their  pockets.  It  is  questionable  how 
much  time  would  be  required  for  their 
consideration  in  the  Senate,  and  we  know 
positively  that  the  House  will  not  take 
any  action  on  them.  So  I  think  the  only 
recourse  would  be  to  make  the  bill  the 
first  order  of  business  at  the  r^xt  session. 

I  hope  the  Senator  from  Delaware  will 
present  his  amendment  and  will  proceed 
with  his  remarks  ^  a  concise  mannef . 

Mr.  FREAR.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished chairman. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  eon- 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  Rscomo,  first, 
the  amendment  intended  to  be  offered 
by  me  and  then  a  statement  by  me  in 
connection  therewith. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amend- 
ment and  statement  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Recoro,  as  follows: 

AMBfDKUfT  TO  H.  B.  0440 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  812  (d) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1939  (relat- 
ing to  transfers  for  public,  charitable,  and 
religious  uses)  is  amended  by  deleting  the 
period  at  the  end  of  the  third  sentence  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  a  colon  and  the 
following:  "Provided,  That  if  under  the  laws 
of  any  State,  or  If  under  the  laws  of  any 
jurisdiction  where  an  estate  is  administered, 
an  inheritance,  sucoeaslon.  or  other  deatb 
tax  Is  imposed  by  such  State  at  other  Juris- 
diction upon  the  amount  of  any  bequests. 
devises,  or  legacies  deductible  tinder  this  sec- 
tion, the  taxes  so  imposed  shall  not  reduce 
the  amount  deductible  under  this  seetton.* 

Sac.  a.  The  amendment  to  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  made  by  this  act  shall  apply 
only  with  respect  to  estates  of  decedents 
dying  after  December  31.  1B5S. 

STATKicDfT  »T  Sknatob  Ftess  xn  Bufumi 
Amknomkht  to  SKTioir  SIS   (d)    or  II 

iRTBUfAL  RCVUfUS  CODK 

If  a  resident  of  the  State  of  Wrw  T«rtL 
Colorado,  Georgia   or  Delaware  die*  **!>»  « 
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gfoii  c«tftt«  of  lao  mUUon.  mnd  In  hla  lut 
will  Mid  tactament  be  bequeaths  ble  entire 
flctate  to  »  fouxulatlon  organlaed  and  oper- 
ated cxetuatvely  for  religious,  cbaritable, 
BctmVi^r.  literary  or  educational  purposes 
and  located  within  the  State  of  his  resl- 
denee.  the  foundation  reoelyes  $60  million 
and  tbere  are  no  F*da«l  or  State  estate  or 
Inheritance  taxes.  This  is  true  becaiise  un- 
der the  laws  of  New  York,  Georgia,  Colo- 
nulo  and  Delaware  charities  are  defintd  In 
■ubstantlally  the  same  manner  as  under 
Federal  law,  and  bequests  to  charities  are 
exempt  from  death  taxes  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  under  Federal  law. 

Bjr  contrast,  if  the  same  individual  was 
a  reeldent  of  Pennsylvania,  or  any  other 
State  and  bequeathed  his  entire  $80  million 
estate  to  a  Pennsylvania  foundation  organ- 
ised and  operated  exclusively  for  religious, 
charltaMe,  scientific,  literary  or  educational 
purposes,  the  charity  would  receive  only 
$87,916,101.  Although  in  the  latter  case  the 
will  of  the  decedent  was  Identical  and  the 
foundation  was  identical.  Federal  estate 
taxes  are  levied  In  the  amount  of  $16,392,764. 
'Tils  Is  true  because,  under  the  laws  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  bequests  to 
foundations  or  other  charities  (except  those 
operated  exclusively  for  purposes  of  "free 
public  exhibition")  are  subjected  to  the 
Pennslyvanla  inheritance  tax  at  the  rate  of 
15  percent.  Thus,  the  State  of  Pennsylvania 
collects  $6,691,086  as  an  inheritance  tax 
upon  the  charitable  bequest,  and  because  of 
this  fact  Federal  estate  taxes  are  levied 
against  the  estate  in  the  amount  of 
$15,802,764. 

Thus,  although  it  \b  the  policy  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  to  exempt  from  the  Federal 
estate  tax,  without  limitation,  all  bequests 
to  reoognlaed  charities  under  Federal  law. 
the  policy  is  changed  If  a  State  or  other 
political  subdivision  taxes  the  charity.  This 
conflict  in  Federal  policy  occtirs  by  reason 
of  the  language  of  section  812  (d)  of  the 
1939  Internal  Revenue  Code  and  section 
2066  (c)  of  the  1954  Internal  Bevneue  Code 
wherein  it  is  stated  that  the  charitable  de- 
duction under  Federal  law  must  be  reduced 
on  account  of  any  death  taxes  payable  out 
of  the  bequest  to  a  charity. 

This  reduction  in  the  charitable  deduction 
under  Federal  law  make#good  sense  where 
the  taxes  payable  by  the  charity  are  im- 
posed upon  bequests  to  the  family  of  the 
decedent  or  upon  other  taxable  beneficiaries. 
It  does  not  make  sense  where  the  tax  is 
imposed  by  a  State  upon  the  very  charitable 
bequest  which  is  exempt  under  Federal  law. 

This  amendment  provides  that  if  a  State 
imposes  an  inheritance  tiuc  upon  the  receipt 
of  any  bequest,  devise,  or  legacy  which  is 
deductible  tinder  the  Federal  estate- tax  law, 
the  State  inheritance  tax  so  imposed  shall 
not  reduce  the  charitable  deduction  imder 
the  Federal  law. 

If  H.  R.  6440,  with  this  amendment.  Is  en- 
acted >nto  law.  the  estate  of  a  citizen  of 
Pennsylvania,  or  any  other  State,  who  dies 
and  bequeaths  property  to  a  Pennsylvania 
charity  recognized  as  such  imder  Federal 
law,  will  be  taxed  xuder  Federal  law  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  estate  of  residents  who 
die  in  other  States.  The  Federal  exemption 
will  not  depend  upon  State  law. 

Consistency  and  fairness  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  Federal  estate-tax  laws  demand 
that  aU  citizens  of  the  United  States,  wher- 
ever domiciled,  who  make  bequests  to  chari- 
ties recognized  as  such  under  Federal  law, 
should  be  taxed  in  the  same  manner  under 
Federal  tax  laws. 

If  this  amendment  is  not  made  a  part  of 
the  law,  the  Federal  Qovenunent  is  in  the 
position  of  imposing  an  estate  tan  upon  a 
charity  and  of  imposing  a  Federal  tax  upon 
a  State  tax.  Furthermore,  the  Federal  estate 
tax  is  computed  in  the  same  manner  as  If  the 
State  inheritance  tax  were  a  bequest  to  the 
- 


family  of  decedent,  free  and  deaf  of  all 
death  taxee. 

The  aznendment  does  not  disturb  the  re- 
duction in  the  allowable  charitable  deduc- 
tion under  Federal  law  if  death  tates  pay- 
able with  respect  to  bequests  to  the  family  or 
other  taxable  beneficiaries  reduce  the  amount 
the  chanty  receives. 

In  computing  the  Federal  estate  tax,  the 
estate  of  a  decedent  Is  allowed  a  deduction 
for  the  amount  of  any  bequests,  dtvlses  or 
legacies  for  pnblic,  charitable  or  religious 
purposes.  The  deduction  is  described  in  Sec- 
tion 812  (d)  of  the  1939  Internal  Bevenue 
CkXle  and  section  2055  of  H.  R.  8300.  It  has 
been  the  policy  of  Congress  to  allow  a  deduc- 
tion for  charitable  bequests,  in  similar  lan- 
guage, since  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918. 

However,  under  the  provisions  of  subpara- 
graph (c)  of  section  2055.  H.  R.  8300.  the 
amount  of  the  charitable  deduction  other- 
wise allowable  is  reduced  on  account  of  any 
estate,  Inheritance  or  other  death  taxes  pay- 
able out  of  the  charitable  bequest.  The 
language  of  subparagraph  (c)  describing  the 
reduction  is  as  follows: 

"(c)  Death  taxes  payable  out  of  Dequests: 
If  the  tax  Imposed  by  section  2001,  or  any 
estate,  succession,  legacy,  or  inheritance 
taxes,  are,  either  by  the  terms  of  the  will, 
by  the  law  of  the  jvirisdiction  under  which 
the  esUte  Is  administered,  or  by  the  law  of 
the  Jurisdiction  Imposing  the  particular  tax, 
payable  In  whole  or  In  part  out  of  the  be- 
quests, legacie.'s,  or  devises  otherwise  de- 
ductible under  this  section,  then  ths  amount 
deductible  under  this  section  shaB  be  the 
amount  of  such  bequests,  legacies,  or  devises 
reduced  by  the  amount  of  such  ta3»es." 

The  above-quoted  sentence  was  fltst  added 
to  the  estate  tax  laws  by  sections  303  (a) 
(3)  and  303  (b)  (3)  of  the  Revenue  Act 
Of  1924-,  it  was  repealed  retroactively  by 
section  323  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1926  and 
reinstated  by  section  807  of  the  Revenue  Act 
of  1932. 

There  was  a  definite  deficiency  la  the  law 
which  the  above-quoted  sentence  was  in- 
t^ided  to  cure.  The  deficiency  was  cured 
but  the  medicine  used  was  much  too  strong. 
The  purpose  of  the  sentence  quoted  above 
was  to  close  a  loophole  in  the  law  resulting 
from  an  interpretation  of  the  charitable- 
deduction  statute  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  in  Edwards  v.  Slocum 
(264  U.  S.  61.  decided  In  1924) .  The  Supreme 
Co\irt  In  this  decision  held  that  where  a 
testator  left  his  residuary  estate  to  charity 
a  deduction  was  allowable  in  an  amount 
equal  to  the  value  of  the  residuary  estate 
whether  or  not  the  testator  directed  or  local 
law  required  estate  and  inheritance  taxes  to 
be  paid  from  the  residuary  estate.  For  ex- 
ample, a  testator  having  a  gross  estate  of 
$5  million  might  bequeath  $2,532,000  to  his 
family,  free  and  clear  of  taxes,  and  bequeath 
the -residue  of  his  estate  to  a  charity  after 
the  payment  from  the  residue  of  all  estate 
and  inheritance  taxes  imposed  upon  the  be- 
quest of  his  family.  The  aggregate  estate 
and  inheritance  taxes  imposed  upon  the 
bequest  to  the  family  would  equal  $Q,468,000. 
so  the  charity  would  receive  nothing,  but  on 
the  estate-tax  returii  of  the  testator  there 
would  be  claimed,  arid  under  Edwards  v. 
Slocum  there  would  be  allowed,  a  cftiaritable 
deduction  of  $2,168,000. 

Thus  language  was  added  to  the  estate- 
tax  laws  that  the  amount  of  a  deduction 
for  a  bequest  to  charity  must  be  reduced 
by  taxes  payable  out  of  such  bequest  whether 
by  direction  of  the  taxpayer  or  under  local 
law. 

In  Edwards  v.  Slocum,  however.  It  will  be 
noted  that  the  taxes  payable  out  of  the 
charity  bequest  were  taxes  which  were  Im- 
posed upon  noncharitable  bequests.  The 
language  designed  to  correct  this  defect  was 
much  too  broad  in  that  it  makes  no  dis- 
tinction between  taxes  payable  out  of  a 
charitable  bequest  which  are  impoeed  upon 


noncharitable  bequests  and  tapces  payable 
out  of  a  charitable  bequest  which  are  im- 
posed upon  the  charitable  bequest  Itself. 
For  example,  under  the  Inheritance-tax  laws 
of  several  States  bequests  to  charity  are  de- 
ductible only  If  the  charity  Is  located  in  the 
State  where  the  testator  Is  domiciled.  Let 
us  assume,  therefore,  that  the  testator  domi- 
ciled in  one  State  leaves  his  entire  estate 
of  $10,318,000  to  a  church  or  school  located 
In  a  different  State  irom  that  of  bis  domicile. 
Let  us  assume  that  under  the  State  inherit- 
ance tax  laws  this  bequest  Is  taxable  at  a  rate 
of  10  percent,  or  $1,031,800.  It  follows  that, 
under  the  existing  Federal  estate  tax  law  the 
charitable  deduction  would  be  reduced  by 
$1,031,800  and  reduced  further  by  Federal 
taxes  of  $528,200.  Thus  the  church  would 
receive  only  $8,658,000.  The  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, In  such  a  case,  is  In  the  position 
of  collecting  a  Federal  estate  tax  on  a  be- 
quest to  a  church  or  a  school,  which  is 
directly  contrary  to  its  declared  policies. 

The  intent  of  the  Congress  la  adding  the 
above-quoted  language  to  the  estate  tax 
laws  is  stated  clearly  In  the  report  of  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  accompanying 
the  Revenue  Act  of  1932,  which  reads  as 
follows: 

"Section  807.  Deduction  of  bequests,  etc., 
to  charity. 

"The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  limit 
the  deduction  for  charitable  bequests,  etc., 
to  the  amount  which  the  decedent  has  In 
fact  and  in  law  devised  or  bequeathed  to 
charity.  Under  existing  law  no  considera- 
tion can  be  given  to  any  estate,  succession, 
legacy,  or  inheritance  taxes  imposed  with 
respect  to  a  decedent's  estate  even  though 
by  the  terms  of  his  will  or  the  local  law 
they  actually  reduce  the  amount  of  such 
bequest  or  devise.  It  Is  evident  that  where 
the  decedent  gives  his  residuary  estate  to 
charity,  but  by  his  will  directs  that  such 
taxes  shall  be  paid  therefrom,  all  that  he 
gives  to  charity  and  all  that  charity  Is  en- 
titled to  receive  is  the  residuary  estate  re- 
duced by  the  amount  of  the  taxes  charged 
against  It;  the  residuary  estate  telng  what  is 
Itft  after  the  subtraction  of  such  taxes  and 
other  charges  and  prior  bequeets.  This  Is 
equally  true  where,  in  the  absence  of  such 
a  direction  in  the  will,  such  taxies  under  the 
local  law  are  payable  out  of  tbe  residuary 
estate. 

"This  amendment  restores  the  sentence 
appearing  In  sections  303  (a)  (3)  and  303 
(b)  (3)  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1924.  which 
was  retroactively  repealed  by  section  323 
of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1926. 

"The  Supreme  Court  on  February  18,  1924, 
In  the  case  of  Edwards  v.  Slocuim  (264  U.  S. 
61)  held  that,  as  a  matter  of  construction,  a 
residuary  gift  to  charity  was  not  to  be  re- 
duced by  the  Federal  estate  tax  which  was 
Imposed  on  so  much  of  the  estate  as  the 
testatrix  had  bequeathed  to  individuals. 
Under  the  State  law  the  estate  tax  was  pay- 
able generally  out  of  the  estate  and  so  fell 
upon  and  reduced  the  residuary  estate  given 
to  charity.  As  a  legislative  reversal  of  the 
decision  In  that  case,  the  sentence  referred 
to  was  incorporated  in  the  Revenue  Act  of 
1924  and  covered  Federal  estste  taxes  as 
well  as  State  inheritance  taxes  where,  either 
by  the  terms  of  the  will  or  by  the  local 
law.  any  such  tax  operated  to  reduce  the 
amount  given  to  and  received  by  charity.  In 
view  of  the  retroactive  repeal  of  the  sentence, 
the  Treasury  took  the  position  that  the 
legislative  Intent  thereby  indicated  neces- 
sarily extended  both  to  the  Federal  estate 
tax  and  to  State  inheritance  taxes. 

"Under  the  existing  law,  most  absurd  re- 
sults are  reached.  Thus,  if  a  testator  gives 
his  residuary  estate  to  charity  and  directs 
that  the  Federal  estate  tax  and  the  State  In- 
heritance taxes  shall  be  paid  out  of  such  es- 
tate, the  result  may  be  that  nothing  Is  left 
for  charity.  In  such  case,  notwithstanding 
nothing  Is  given  to  charity  an4  charity  re- 
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celves  nothing,  still  tbere  must  be  deducted 
from  the  gross  estate  a  wholly  fictitious  sum. 
namely,  what  he  would  have  given  to  charity 
had  he  not  directed  otherwise.  The  result 
In  all  other  cases  to  which  the  amendment 
will  apply  varies  from  the  foregoing  example 
in  degree  only." 

The  legislative  history  of  section  807  of 
the  Revenue  Act  of  1932.  as  shown  above, 
indicates  that  Congress  was  concerned,  and 
properly  so.  only  with  closing  the  loophole 
which  stemmed  from  the  Supreme  Court  de- 
cision in  Edwards  v.  Slot-um.  The  above- 
quoted  report  of  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee does  not  indicate  any  Intent  on  the 
part  of  Congress  to  tax  bequeets  to  charities 
merely  because  a  State  elects  to  do  so.  How- 
ever, the  language  of  the  statute  which  has 
been  carried  over  to  subparagraph  (c)  of 
section  2055  of  H.  R.  8300  fails  to  differenti- 
ate between  estate  or  inheritance  taxes  pay- 
able out  of  a  charitable  bequest  which  are 
Imposed  upon  noncharitable  bequests  and 
estate  or  Inheritance  taxes  payable  out  of  a 
charitable  bequest  which  are  Imposed  upon 
the  charitable  bequest  Itself. 

The  distinction  is  a  vital  one,  and  failure 
to  make  the  distinction  leads  to  results 
which  are  equally  as  absurd  as  those  which 
the  Congress  Intended  to  cure.  A  further 
example  Is  as  follows:  Under  the  laws  of 
Pennsylvania,  a  charitable  bequest  is  not  ex- 
empt from  the  Pennsylvania  Inheritance  tax 
unless  used  exclusively  for  purposes  of  "free 
public  exhibition."  Thus  If  a  resident  of 
Pennsylvania,  or  a  resident  of  any  other 
State  who  has  a  gross  estate  of  $64  million 
dies  and  bequeaths  $3  million,  free  and  clear 
of  taxes,  to  his  family  and  the  entire  resi- 
due of  his  estate  to  a  Pernsylvanla  church 
or  college  or  foundation.  Pennsylvania  Im- 
poses a  tax  of  15  percent  upon  the  residuary 
bequest.  In  such  case  the  charitable  deduc- 
tion of  the  testator  under  the  Federal  estate 
tax  laws  is  reduced  to  the  ridiculously  low 
ngure  of  $32,912,591  because  the  charitable 
deduction  is  reduced  by  Pennsylvania  taxes 
of  $5,808,104  and  Federal  and  State  estate 
taxes  of  $22,279,305.  In  such  a  case  It  is 
clear  that  the  Federal  Govfrnment  Is  Impos- 
ing a  tax  on  a  tax;  and  It  is  also  imp>oslng  a 
tax  on  a  bequest  which  Is  entirely  exempt 
under  Federal  estate-tax  Isw. 

In  addition  to  the  absurdity  of  this  result, 
advanced  algebra  is  required  to  compute  the 
amount  of  the  Federal  and  State  taxes  be- 
cause the  Federal  law  allows  a  deduction  only 
for  what  the  charity  receives  after  State  and 
Federal  taxes,  but  what  the  charity  receives 
cannot  be  known  until  buth  the  State  In- 
heritance tax  and  the  Federal  estate  tax  are 
computed. 

Tliere  is  no  doubt  about  the  fact  that  the 
law  is  Interpreted  in  this  manner  both  by  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  and  by 
the  courts,  and  the  language  of  the  statute 
would  not  seem  to  permit  the  Commissioner 
to  make  the  vital  distinction  between  taxes 
on  charitable  bequests  and  taxes  on  non- 
charitable bequesU  referred  to  hereinbefore. 
The  Commissioner's  Regulations  105,  section 
81.44,  state  as  follows: 

"Thus,  If  $50,000  Is  Ijequeathed  for  a  char- 
itable purpose  and  is  subjected  to  a  State 
inheritance  tax  of  $5,000.  the  amount  de- 
ductible Is  $45,000." 

Furthermore,  the  Tax  Cc-urt  of  the  United 
States  in  Estate  of  R.  J.  F^eed  (6  TCM  216) 
has  held  that  where  a  decedent  bequeathed 
a  life  estate  to  a  member  of  his  family  and 
the  remainder  to  a  Pennsylvania  charity,  the 
amount  deductible  under  Federal  estate-tax 
laws  was  the  value  of  the  remainder  reduced 
by  the  amount  of  the  Pennsylvania  Inherit- 
ance taxes  Imposed  upon  this  charitable  be- 
quest. 

The  regulations  of  the  Commissioner  and 
the  decision  of  the  Tax  C«urt  are  In  con- 
formity with  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  In  Harrison  v.  Northern  Trust  Com- 


pany (S17  U.  8.  476),  which  decision,  how- 
ever, did  not  Involve  a  tax  on  the  chart  fry 
Itself.  ' 

In  the  name  of  simple,  consistent,  and 
fair  tax  laws,  we  urge  that  the  Congreee  adopt 
H.  R.  10057  and  distinguish  between  (1)  es- 
tate or  inheritance  taxes  payable  out  of  char- 
itable bequests  which  are  Imposed  upon  non- 
charitable bequesU.  and  (2)  estate  or  inher- 
itance taxes  i>ayable  out  of  charitable  be- 
quest* which  are  imposed  upon  the  very 
bequest  which  Is  exempt  from  estate  taxes 
under  Federal  laws. 

In  other  words,  under  the  Federal  estate- 
tax  laws  the  deduction  for  bequests  for  pub- 
lic, charitable,  or  religious  uses  should  not  be 
reduced  because  a  State  Imposes  a  tax  on  the 
very  bequest  exempt  under  Federal  law. 


THE  MAJORITY  LEADER  AND  THE 
MINORITY  LEADER 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  in  these 
closing  moments  of  the  very  interesting 
and  unusual  2d  session  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress, I  Wish  to  pay  tribute  to  the  ma- 
jority leader.  The  majority  leader  has 
had  unusual  responsibilities  placed  upon 
him  during  the  entire  session.  I  think 
he  has  acted  with  courage,  fortitude, 
and  sincerity. 

Our  distinguished  minority  leader  has 
within  his  following  many  conservatives 
and  many  liberals,  and  also,  I  suspect, 
many  who  are  independent  in  their 
thinking,  although  they  do  not  claim 
membership  in  the  Independent  Party. 
Our  majority  leader,  strong,  tall,  and 
handsome,  has  always  acted  hiunbly  in 
his  position,  but  he  has  also  acted  with 
firmness  and  unexcelled  courage. 


CONSIDERATION  OF  CERTAIN  BILLS 
PASSED  BY  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  if  the  distinguished  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  [Mr.  Malone]  would 
be  willing  to  allow  the  pending  business 
to  be  temporarily  laid  aside,  so  that  sev- 
eral matters  which  I  have  discussed  with 
the  minority  leader,  which  I  believe  are 
noncontroverslal,  may  be  disFKjsed  of  in 
a  relatively  short  period  of  time. 

Mr.  MALONE.  May  I  ask  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  California  the 
number  of  bills  which  are  pending  which 
have  passed  the  House  or  will  have  an 
opportunity  to  pass  the  House,  if  they  are 
passed  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  There  are  a  num- 
ber of  bills  which,  I  believe,  are  noncon- 
troverslal. All  have  passed  the  House. 
There  are  about  5  or  6  bills  on  the  list, 
including  2  claims  bills.  I  think  that  if 
the  Senate  were  to  have  another  call  of 
the  calendar,  these  bills  undoubtedly 
would  pass,  especially  insofar  as  the 
claims  bills  are  concerned.  The  other 
bills  are  not  of  a  controversial  nature,  in 
my  opinion.  All  of  them  have  passed  the 
House,    and   are   now    pending   in    the 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  shaU  be  glad  to  yield 
for  the  purpose  as  outlined  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  California,  In 
order  to  call  up  the  bills  and  to  have 
them  passed,  if  there  be  no  objection  to 
them,  and  if  it  would  take  very  litUe 
time.  But  If  there  is  to  be  extended 
debate  on  them,  I  shall  have  to  object. 


NEDl.  C.  HEMMER  AND  WIDRBD 

BCr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  Z 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  unfin- 
ished business  may  be  temporarily  laid 
aside  and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  2536, 
H.  R.  8606. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  California 
give  me  an  estimate  of  the  time  he  be- 
lieves will  be  required  for  the  considera'- 
tion  of  these  bills? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  As  I  have  previ- 
ously indicated,  I  do  not  believe  the  two 
claim  bills  will  take  more  than  a  few 
minutes.  I  cannot  absolutely  guarantee 
that  statement,  because  I  do  not  know 
what  difflculties  may  be  encountered 
during  their  consideration. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  NeU  C.  Hem- 
mer  and  Mildred  Hemmer,  H.  R.  8606, 
was  reported  by  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  The  distinguished  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Thyx]  has  called  it 
to  my  attention.  I  think  he  could  ex- 
plain it  in  not  more  than  a  minute. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  20  minutes  may 
be  set  aside  for  the  consideration  of  the 
bills  described  by  the  distinguished  ma- 
jority leader,  and  at  the  end  of  20  min- 
utes the  Senate  revert  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  unfinished  business. 

Mr.  KNOWLAJJD.  I  would  have  no 
objection.  I  should  like  to  feel  that  ad- 
ditional time  could  be  asked  for  if  20 
minutes  were  not  sufBcient. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  of  the  Senator  from 
California,  to  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tion of  Calendar  2536.  H.  R.  8606? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8606)  for  the  relief  of  Neil  C.  Hemmer 
and  Mildred  Hemmer  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary with  amendments  on  page  1.  line 
5.  after  the  word  "to",  to  insert  "Neil  C. 
Hemmer";  at  the  beginning  of  line  6, 
to  Insert  "Mildred  Hemmer  of  Austin, 
Minn.";  and  on  page  2,  line  3,  after  the 
word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

TRUST   ASSOCIATION   OP   H. 
KEMPNER 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Calen- 
dar No.  1986,  H.  R.  951,  which  has  beea 
called  to  my  attention  by  the  distin- 
guished minority  leader.  As  I  under- 
stand, the  bill  provides  that  the  claln^ 
which  is  involved  be  referred  to  the 
Court  of  Claims.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  can  enlighten  the  Senate  further 
about  the  bill. 
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Ifr.  J0BM80N  of  TexM.  Ifr.  Piwi- 
daat.  this  bUl.  wlilA  lias  passed  the 
Boue,  would  cooler  jorlHUetioti  U|xm 
Um  lotted  Stetes  Court  of  Claimt  to 
b«ur,  dctanniiie.  and  render  Judsment 
upon  th«  claims  of  the  Trust  Assodation 
of  H.  Kempner  of  GalTeston.  Tex.,  and 
Of  Oermann  k  Co..  a  Oerman  firm. 

The  claim  of  the  Itust  AasodatUm  of 
H.  Kempner  are  fg»<*^  the  aovemment 
of  Qetmany  and  certain  German  mlllB. 
Thcar  are  for  losses  sustained  as  the  re- 
sult of  the  sale  of  cotton  by  fisslgnois  of 
the  trust  assoeiatlon  to  the  Oexman  mills 
in  1923  and  1924. 

Tlie  claims  of  Oermann  k  Co.  are  for 
amounts  said  to  have  been  wronsfuBy 
paid  out  of  the  assets  of  the  company 
while  It  wa;  being  administered  by  the 
ABen  Property  Custodian  after  World 
War  I. 

While  these  two  claims  are  not  actu- 
ally related  to  each  other,  imder  the  pro- 
Tisloztf  of  thia  bUl.  one  would  be  set  off 
against  the  other  without  the  use  of  any 
appropriated  funds. 

InvolTed  in  the  claims  of  H.  Kemimer 
is  the  defaidt  of  German  buyers  of  cot- 
ton futures  in  transactions  in  which  the 
Kempner  firm  acted  as  commission 
broker  and  banker.  Although  the  Trust 
Association  has  received  sosne  relief, 
most  of  its  claims  remain  unpaid,  largely 
l^8  the  result  of  exchange  restricUona  im- 
posed by  the  Oerman  Oovemment. 

The  other  claim  involved  in  this  bUl  Is 
that  of  Oermann  k  Co..  a  German  cor- 
poration doing  business  in  the  Philippine 
Islands,  which  was  seized  by  the  Alien 
Property  Custodian  in  February  of  1918. 
It  is  alleged  that  diulng  the  time  the 
firm  was  held  by  the  Office  of  Allen  Prop- 
erty, large  sums  were  wrongfully  paid 
from  the  property  by  raiployees  of  the 
United  States. 

This  bill  would  permit  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  determine  the  validity  of  the 
claim  of  Germann  li  Co.  against  the 
United  States.  If  the  claim  were  held 
valid,  the  amoxint  involved  could  then  be 
charged  against  the  War  Claims  Fund 
created  by  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948. 
The  amount  so  charged  then  would  be 
paid  to  the  Trust  Association  of  H. 
Kempner  in  return  for  an  asdgnment 
of  its  claim  against  the  German  mills 
and  the  Oerman  Government — ^provided, 
of  course,  that  the  court  determined  the 
Kempner  claim  to  be  valid. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.    I  yield. 

B^.  WATKINS.  Did  the  House  con- 
cur in  the  Senate  amendment? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No;  the 
amendment  has  not  been  agreed  to  as 
yet  in  the  Senate. 

The  PRESiniNa  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  California? 

There  being  no  objection  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  H.  R.  951, 
an  act  for  the  relief  of  the  trust  associa- 
tion of  H.  Kerapner,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  with  amendmmts.  on  page  1, 
line  4.  after  the  word  "hear",  to  insert 
"detennine  smd  render  Judgment  on";  at 
the  beginning  of  line  9.  to  Insert  "assig- 
nors of";  in  line  11,  after  word  "of",  to 
strike  out  "any";  in  the  same  line,  after 


the  word  -losses"  ,  to  insert  "if  any?"; 
in  tlie  same  line,  after  the  word  "to". 
to  insert  "hear";  on  page  2.  line  I,  after 
the  word  "determine",  to  inseft  "and 
render  Judgment  on  the  claims  against 
the  united  States  for":  in  line  2.  after 
the  words  "of  the",  to  strike  out  "vari- 
ous"; in  the  same  line,  after  the  word 
"amoimts".  to  insert  "if  any";  in  line  5, 
after  the  word  "Custodian",  to  insert 
"after  seizure  during  World  War  I.  Suit 
may  be  instituted  in  the  Court  of  Claims 
pursuant  to  this  act  at  any  time  within 
1  year  from  date  of  approval  of  this  act 
by  the  President.";  in  line  18,  after  the 
word  "States",  to  strike  out  "or  which 
may  hereafter  come  into  the  possession 
or  under  the  control  of  the  Govomment 
of  the  United  States.";  on  page  3,  line  9, 
after  the  numerals  "1924",  to  insert  "if 
such  claims  have  been  determined  to  be 
valid  by  the  Court  xrnder  section  1  of  this 
act";  and  in  line  14,  after  the  numerals 
"1948",  to  insert  a  colon  and  "Provided 
further.  That  no  payment  shall  be  made 
pursuant  to  this  act  from  the  appropri- 
ated fluids  in  the  United  States  Treas- 
ury: And  provided  further,  Ttiat  noth- 
ing contained  here  shall  be  construed  as 
an  inferraice  of  liability  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States  Government,  the  Grov- 
emment  of  Germany  or  nationals  there- 
of." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

CONTROL  OP  LAKE  LEVEL  OP  LAKE 
MICHIGAN 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  pending 
business  be  temporarily  laid  aside  and 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consid- 
eration of  Calendar  No.  1830,  which  is 
House  bill  3300.  This  is  not  a  private 
claim  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clertc  will  state  the  bill  by  title  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  3300) 
to  authorize  the  State  of  minois  and 
the  Sanitary  District  of  Chicago  under 
the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  to  help  control  the  lake  level  of 
Lake  Michigan  by  diverting  water  from 
Lake  Michigan  into  the  Illinois  Water- 
way. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  ob- 
ject. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  to  what 
does  the  Senator  object? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  object  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard. 
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PAYMENT  FROM  PROCEEDS  OP  DIS- 
POSAL OF  GOVERNMENT  SURPLUS 
REAL  PROPERTY 

Mr.  B:N0WLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  unfin- 
ished business  be  temporarily  laid  aside 
and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 


sideration of  Calendar  NO.  2344,  Senate 
bill  3772,  which  the  distlhgui^hed  Sena- 
tor from  Maine  [Mrs.  Sxxib]  Is  prepared 
to  handle.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  tUtle  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

The  CHiET  CLERK.  A  bill  (B.  3772)  to 
amend  the  Federal  Property  and  Admin- 
istrative Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amend- 
ed, to  provide  for  the  payment  of  ap- 
praisers, auctioneers,  and  brokers'  fees 
from  the  proceeds  of  disposal  of  Gov- 
ernment surplus  real  property,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate,  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gore],  who  is  on  the  minority  calendar 
committee,  came  to  me  yesterday  and 
informed  me  that  he  had  withdrawn  any 
objection  he  had  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  I  con- 
sulted the  representatives  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  who  explained  in  detail 
the  particular  purpose  they  had  in  mind, 
which  appeared  to  me  to  be  a  worthy 
purpose,  and  I  have  therefore^  withdrawn 
my  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  biD  (S.  3772) 
to  amend  the  Federal  Property  and  Ad- 
ministrative Services  Act  of  1949.  as 
amended,  to  provide  for  the  payment  of 
appraisers,  auctioneers,  and  brokers'  fees 
from  the  proceeds  of  disposal  of  Govern- 
ment surplus  real  property,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions, with  amendments,  on  page  2,  line 
7,  after  the  word  "act",  to  insert  "for"; 
in  the  same  line,  after  the  amendment 
just  above  stated,  to  strike  out  "including 
but  not  limited  to";  in  line  8.  after  the 
word  "brokers"  to  insert  "and  for  adver- 
tising and  surveying";  and  in  line  12. 
after  the  word  "expenses",  to  Insert  "Pees 
paid  to  appraisers,  auctioneers,  and  bro- 
kers shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  scale 
of  fees  customarily  paid  for  such  services 
in  similar  commercial  transactions,  ex- 
cept that  there  shall  not  be  jjaid  from 
the  fund  in  any  fiscal  year,  to  defray 
direct  expenses  incurred  during  such 
year  in  connection  with  the  disposition 
of  sxirplus  property,  any  sum  in  excess 
of  10  percent  of  the  gross  proceeds  of 
all  such  dispositions  made  in  such  year", 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  aection  204  of  th« 
Federal  Property  and  AdmlnlBtratlve  Serrlces 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  ia  ameoded  as  fol- 
lows: 

(a)  Subsections  (b),  (c).  (d).  (e),  and 
(f)  are  redesignated  as  subsection*  (c),  (d), 
(e).  (f).  and  (g),  resp>ectlvely. 

(b)  A  new  subsection  (b)  is  added,  read- 
ing as  follows: 

"(b)  All  the  proceeds  of  such  dispositions 
of  surplus  real  and  related  personal  property 
made  by  the  Administrator  of  Oeneral  Serv- 
ices shall  be  set  aside  In  a  separate  fund  in 
the  Treasury.  Not  more  than  an  amount  to 
be  determined  quarterly  by  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  may  he  obligated 
from  such  fund  by  the  Administrator  to  pay 
the  direct  expenses  incurred  for  the  dlspoei- 
tlons  of  surplus  property  under  this  act  for 
fees  of  appraisers,  auctioneers,  and  realty 
brokers,  and  for  advertising  and  surveying. 
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Such  payments  from  this  fjnd  may  be  \ued 
either  to  pay  such  ezpensM  directly  or  to 
reimburse  the  fund  or  approprUtion  Initially 
bearing  such  expenses.  Pees  paid  to  ap- 
praisers, auctioneers,  and  brokers  shall  be 
In  accordance  with  the  scale  of  fees  cus- 
tomarily paid  for  such  services  In  similar 
commercial  transactions,  except  that  there 
shall  not  be  paid  from  the  fund  in  any  fiscal 
year,  to  defray  direct  expenaes  incurred  dur> 
ing  such  year  In  connection  with  the  dispo- 
sition of  surplus  property,  any  sum  In  excess 
of  10  percent  of  the  gross  proceeds  of  aU 
such  dispositions  made  in  i^uch  year.  Peri- 
odically, but  not  less  often  than  once  each 
year,  any  excess  funds  beyDnd  current  op- 
erating needs  shall  be  transferred  from  the 
fund  to  miscellaneous  receipts:  Provided, 
That  a  report  of  receipts,  disbursements,  and 
transfers  to  miscellaneous  receipts  under  this 
authorization  shall  be  made  annually  in  con- 
nection with  the  budget  netimates  to  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  ti»e  Budget  and  to 
the  Congress." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

Mrs.  SMIXH  of  Maine  subsequently 
said:  Mr.  President,  a  few  minutes  ago 
the  Senate  passed  Senate  bill  3772,  Cal- 
endar No.  2344.  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Senate  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  that  bill  was  passed,  in 
order  that  the  Senate  may  consider  the 
companion  House  bilL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Maine?  Without  objection,  it  is 
so  ordered. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President, 
I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
House  bill  10187,  Calendar  2534,  to  amend 
the  Federal  Property  and  Administra- 
tive Services  Act  of  1949,  to  provide  for 
the  payment  of  brokers'  fees. 

The  PRESmiNQ  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10187)  to  amend  the  Federal  Property 
and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949. 
to  provide  for  the  pajrment  of  brokers' 
lees,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  amendment  to  be  proposed,  the 
question  is  on  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection.  Senate  bill  3772  is  indefinitely 
postponed. 

FEDERAL  RECLAMATION  PROJECTS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  two 
bills  were  called  up  on  the  last  calendar 
call,  to  which  I  should  like  to  invite  the 
attention  of  the  Senate.  One  is  Calen- 
dar No.  2503,  House  bill  9981,  dealing 
with  distribution  systems  on  reclamation 
projects,  and  the  other  is  Calendar  No. 
2501,  House  bill  5301.  regarding  Federal 
cooperation  in  non-Federal  projects,  and 
particiiiation  by  non-Federal  agencies. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
pending  business  be  temporarily  laid 
aside  and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  2503. 
House  bill  9981,  a  bill  to  provide  for  the 
construction  of  distribution  systems  on 
authorized  Federal  reclamation  projects 


by  irrigation  districts  and  other  public 
agencies. 

I  believe  the  Senator  from  Wywning 
[Mr.  Baurt]  is  prepared  to  speak  on 
thebiU. 

Mr.  aORE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  did  not  hear  the  state- 
ment of  the  distinguished  majority 
leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  projjounded 
a  unanimous  consent  request  that  the 
pending  business  be  temporarily  laid 
aside  and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  2503. 
which  is  House  bill  9981. 

The  PRESIDmo  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President.  I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard. 


FEDERAL  RECLAMATION  LAWS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  pending 
business  be  temporarily  laid  aside  and 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tion of  Calendar  No.  2501,  which  is  House 
bill  5301. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  title  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  5301) 
to  supplement  the  Federal  reclamation 
laws  by  providing  for  Federal  coopera- 
tion in  non-Federal  projects  and  for 
participation  by  non -Federal  agencies 
in  Federal  projects. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  wonder  if  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  conferred 
with  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Florida  IMr.  SmathersI.  who  serves  with 
me  on  the  minority  calendar  committee, 
and  who  handles  the  odd-numbered  biUs. 
As  I  recall,  the  Senator  from  Florida  in- 
terposed some  question  about  the  bill. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Of  course,  I  had 
no  way  of  knowing  that  the  members 
of  the  calendar  committee  alternated  on 
even-  and  odd-numbered  bills,  so,  very 
frankly,  I  did  not  specifically  check  with 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  GORE.  Objection  had  been  regis- 
tered with  the  minority  calendar  com- 
mittee with  respect  to  the  bill.  I  per- 
sonally did  not  interpose  an  objection, 
but.  on  behalf  of  another  Member,  I  feel 
I  must,  and  I  therefore  do,  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard. 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Th* 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  pending 
business,  which  the  clerk  will  state. 

The  LEGISLATIVE  Clekx.  a  bill  (S. 
1555)  to  authorise  the  Secretary  of  ttie 
Interior  to  construct,  operate,  and  main- 
tain the  Colorado  River  storage  project 
and  participating  projects,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  sug- 
gest the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICEEL  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roU. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


CONSTRUCTION,  OPERATION,  AND 
MAINTENANCE  OF  COLORADO 
RIVER  STORAGE  PROJECT 

Mr.  EINOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  What  is  the  pend- 
ing business  before  the  Senate? 


CRIMINAL  TAX  WORK 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  shield? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Delaware. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  re- 
cently I  asked  the  Department  of  Jiistice 
to  assist  in  the  preiiaration  of  a  report 
on  the  progress  made  during  the  past  2 
years  toward  criminal  prosecution  oi 
some  of  the  country's  most  notorious  tax 
racketeers,  along  with  a  report  of  action 
taken  against  certain  former  pubUc  ofB- 
ci%\s.  I  had  intended  to  make  this  report 
before  the  Senate  tonight,  but  in  the 
interest  of  conserving  time  during  the 
closing  hours  of  the  session.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
body  of  the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks, the  full  text  of  the  report. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcobs, 
as  follows: 

CancnrAi.  Tax  Wosk 

The  volume  of  criminal  tax  work  in  the 
Department  of  Justice  has  been  at  a  very 
high  level  for  the  past  2  fiscal  years.  In  that 
period,  a  total  of  1,307  proposed  criminal  tax 
prosecutions  was  received  In  the  Department 
from  the  Internal  Revenue  Service,  «*  a  2- 
year  average  of  653  new  cases.  This  may  be 
contrasted  with  a  6-year  average  for  tbe  yean 
1M6-50  of  433  new  ctues.  During  the  past 
a  fiscal  years,  an  average  total  of  1,666  crim- 
inal tax  cases  has  been  handled  by  the  De- 
partment. This  Is  a  record  high  for  any 
comparable  period  in  tbe  history  of  the 
Department. 

As  of  January  1,  1958,  shortly  before  the 
new  administration  took  office,  tbe  backlog  of 
pending  cases  stood  at  1,183,  an  all-time 
high  as  contrasted  with  the  backlog  pending 
at  the  end  of  any  previous  year.  Tbe  backlog 
of  pending  cases  had  been  steadily  increaatng 
since  fiscal  1946.  Despite  the  heavy  flow  of 
new  business,  the  increase  In  backlog  baa 
been  checked  and,  by  the  close  of  fiscal  19M. 
the  backlog  had  actually  been  reduced  to 
1,021  pending  cases. 

During  the  period  Janxiary  20, 1058,  to  July 
31,  1854,  a  toUl  of  963  cases  were  forwarded 
by  the  Department  to  United  States  attor- 
neys with  instructions  to  institute  criminal 
proceedings.  "This  compares  with  a  figure  of 
901  cases  so  forwarded  during  the  previous 
18  months.  During  the  period  January  30, 
1953,  to  July  31,  1964.  a  total  of  831  convic- 
tions was  obtained  (by  plea  or  after  trial)  as 
compared  with  a  total  of  606  during  the  pre- 
vious 18  months.  Total  closings  for  the  pairt 
a  fiscal  years  were  in  excess  of  those  for  any 
comparable  period. 
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oCcMM  J»  tbe 
[  DkfMoD.  baa  bBii  acieonmllBtiiid  by  4  Jteff 
of  OBif  IB  AUofiMyi  (acsmre  of  cupertliory 
lirtp).  In  •ddlttan  to  flwlr  rovtevr  aad 
tuaethm,   tbon   aManey*  iMve 

p«r- 
and  imiii*  la  I  III 
,  of  tb«  fUtMB  attomcya  b»v« 
actokSy  bMn  tai  tli*  field,  ■■rtattng  Tftilted 
8tat«  attomeya  during  the  past  flaeal'yaar, 
and  altogaUiar  tba  dlvtakm  baa  lendared 
man  tlian  seo  man-hours  of  Held  assistance. 
AppaUata  vork  baa  alao  occupied  a  coDald- 
aiabla  part  al  ttM  ttaa  of  tbaae  attanwys. 
Appeals  are  hanomtng  more  and  mors  nu- 
matoiM  la  this  area  and.  stnee  Januafy  30. 
19S8.  a  total  of  88  appeals  has  been  filed  in 
criminal  tax  eaaaa.  Tbe  Sigtreme  Court  at  Its 
I  to  bear  appeals  tn  5  cxIBilnal 
la  ladleatiTe  of  tbe  growing 
Importance  oC  appanata  noTk  In  tbia  flald. 
flteea  tbe  new  admlalstrattcm  tocdc  oOlce, 
notable  cbangea  In  policy  affecting  .criminal 
tax  eases  bave  been  Introduced.  Some  of 
theae  were  Haaignsd  to  oonvct  abuses  which 
were  all  too  apparent  In  the  hi^nrfnpg  of 
theae  cases.  Others  were  Intmded  to  Im- 
prove operating  procedures  and  proiMe  a 
more  efllelent  system  of  processing  the  cases. 
Brief  mention  ntay  be  made  of  aome  of  theae. 

BXAI.TH  POLXCr 

For  a  nomlwr  of  yean.  It  was  the  pinctloe 

at  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  and  tlae  Tax 

Division  at  the  Department  of  Justice  pot  to 
Institute  criminal  proeeedlngB  against  a  per- 
son suspected  of  tax  evasion  If  It  was  made 
to  appear  that  a  trial  on  criminal  barges 
would  snhats nttaUy  endanger  his  life,  llie 
ln*aatlgatkm  eondueted  by  the  King  sub- 
oiwnmtttee  prodooed  evldoice  to  Indicate 
that  the  policy  had  been  abused.  As  a  re- 
sult, tbe  Internal  Revenue  Service  abandoned 
this  poUey  in  December  1061.  The  Depart- 
ment of  Jostlee  did  not  fMIow  suit,  however, 
wnta  rebroait  10.  1088.  when  the  Attorney 
General,  upon  the  reeommendatloa  ol  the 
Tax  OCvMon.  Issued  a  public  sUtement  that 
the  health  of  a  prospe^lve  defendant  woiild 
no  longer  be  taken  into  account  In  deciding 
whether  he  should  be  prosecuted  for  tax 
evasion,  thus  bringing  tbe  Department's 
policy  into  accord  with  that  of  tbe  bitemal 
Revenue  Service  and  ending  a  period  of  un- 
certainty and  confusion. 

yiiXAB  or  wau>  cowmiaa 
A  second  change  of  poUcy  relates  to  pteM 
of  ryaio  contendere.  In  the  past  the  De- 
partment ordlnarUy  tnterpoeed  no  objection 
to  the  acceptance  of  such  pleas  by  tbe  court. 
Although  the  entry  of  such  a  plea  Is  tanta- 
mount to  admission  ci  guUt.  there  Is  reason 
to  believe  that  some  courts  have  regarded 
aoquleeoence  In  the  i^ea  by  the  Oovemment 
as  Justlfleatlon  for  greater  leniency.  Ifore- 
over,  such  a  plea  does  not  entail  oonae- 
quencea  in  regard  to  loss  of  profeeslonal 
status  and  other  privileges  which  uraaUy 
^aUow  a  plea  oC  gnUty  or  conviction  after 
trtaL  There  appeared  to  be  ao  justlflea- 
tion  tof  the  widespread  uae  of  thi«  piea, 
which  was  becoming  exceedingly  common  in 
tax  cases.  Acoordingty,  on  August  27.  1988. 
the  Attorney  General  announced  that 
United  States  attorneys  had  been  Instmcted 
not  to  ecosent  to  the  entry  of  a  plea  of 
nolo  contendere  except  In  most  unusual 
sltuatlims  and  then  only  after  approval  by 
the  Attorney  General  or  the  Assistant  At- 
torney General  in  charge. 

OORTXBXirCXS  WITH  TAXPATXSS  AMD  THKIX 
COXTIfSXL 

A  feature  of  the  administrative  process  in 
T>an«1Tlng  criminal  tax  cases  has  been  the 
granting  of  conferences  to  taxpayers  and 
their  counsel,  at  which  time  they  are  given 
certain  limited  Information  concerning  the 
ehargea  against  them  and  are  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  adduce  evidence  and  pneent 
argiunents  designed  to  establish  their  in- 


were  many  Indications  that 
the  conference  policy  in  the  tax  dlvkion  had 
become  lax  and  that  it  was  availed  of  by 
some  taxpayers  as  a  means  of  delaying  action 
which  te  seme  eases  resulted  In  the  loss  of 
one  at  vaan  proeecution  years  through  the 
tunning  of  ttie  statute  of  UmltatloiaB.  Also, 
abuses  of  the  conference  privilege  sometimes 
led  to  eonfuston  of  issues.  Because  of  such 
abuses,  a  policy  has  been  adopted  of  grant- 
ing no  more  than  one  conference  la  tbe  tax 
division  in  a  criminal  case,  except  In  unustial 
circumstances. 

I  cannot  overemphasize  here  the  hnix>r- 
tanoe  of  the  tax  prosecutions  undertaken  by 
the  Department  of  Justice  in  the  past  18 
months.  We,  as  dtisens  and  taxpayers,  have 
been  treated  to  the  gratifying  spectacle  of 
racketeer  upon  racketeer  being  brought  to 
the  bar  of  Justice.  In  many  Instances  tax 
prosecutions  were  the  only  means  whereby 
notorious  but  wary  kingpins  of  the  under- 
world could  be  successfully  reached  by  the 
law.  In  addition.  In  a  substantial  number 
of  eaeee.  public  officials  or  otherwise  promi- 
nent persons  have  been  charged  and  con- 
victed of  tax  evasions  in  the  past  18  months. 
Among  the  more  important  criminal  tax 
prosecutions  handled  by  the  Justice  Depart- 
ment in  the  Oast  18  months  were  the  follow- 
ing: 

JOSKFB  D.  KT7NAN,  BSOOKXTIf,  Jf.  T. 

Joseph  D.  Nunan,  Jr.,  former  Oonutilssioner 
of  Internal  Revenue,  1944-47,  was  qonvlcted 
on  June  29,  1954,  by  a  Federal  court  Jury  of 
evading  991,086  in  his  own  Income  taxes. 
The  Jury  after  deliberating  less  than  3  hours 
found  him  guilty  on  a  flve-oount  indictment 
covering  the  years  1946-50.  Tbe  trial  lasted 
14  days. 

DZmnS    W.    DKULNXT 

Dennis  W.  Delaney  was  indicted  In  Janu- 
ary 1058  on  charges  of  willful  attempted  tax 
evasion  for  tbe  years  1946  and  1949  at  which 
times  he  held  the  position  of  Collector  of 
Internal  Revenue  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
chusetts. At  arraignment  he  pleaded  not 
guilty  but  on  June  26,  1953,  he  changed  his 
plea  with  respect  to  the  1949  tax  evasion 
and  was  sentenced  to  Imprlsonnient  the 
same  day. 

PAtn.  Dnj.ON,  ST.  LOUIS,  MO. 

piPon.  76,  an  att<x-ney.  In  194*  Dillon 
received  national  notoriety  in  connection 
with  bis  activities  in  securing  Fe<leral  pa- 
roles for  four  farmer  members  of  the  so- 
called  Capone  syndicate.  On  March  16,  1964, 
after  a  trial  to  a  Jury,  a  verdict  of  guilty  was 
retxuTied  against  Dillon  on  two  counts  of 
Income-tax  evasion.  A  sentence  of  15 
months  and  a  fine  of  »2,5O0  was  Imposed  on 
count  1  of  the  indictment  and  a  15  months' 
concurrent  sentence  was  Impoeed  on  count 
a  on  March  22,  1964. 

VUtUKMT  W.  RALUNAK,  ROSS,  CAIiI7. 

On  Kovember  14,  1953,  after  a  8  weeks' 
trial,  Vincent  W.  Hallinan  (1952  presidential 
candidate  on  the  Progressive  Party  ticket) 
was  convicted  of  Ave  counts  of  inoome-tex 
evasion,  covering  the  years  1947  to  1950,  in- 
clusive. Tlie  verdict  establUhed  that  Hal- 
linan had  understated  legal  fees  and  rental 
income  from  an  apartment  house  building 
oorporaUon  by  between  875,000  and  $100,000. 
On  December  8.  1953.  a  prison  sentence  of  18 
months  and  a  fine  of  850,000  plus  asts  were 
imposed  on  him. 

FRANK   COSnXLO,    KTW    YORK,    N.    T. 

Costello,  who  has  been  characterized  as 
the  Nation's  No.  1  racketeer,  was  convicted 
following  a  month-long  trial  on  3  or  4  coimts 
of  an  Indictment  charging  Income-tax  eva- 
sion for  the  years  1046  through  1$49  and 
was  thereupon  sentenced  to  a  term  of  6 
years  In  prison  and  fined  a  total  of  $30,000. 
The  case  was  based  on  tbe  most  difficult 
and  metlculoiis  preparation,  requiring  an 
Indirect  method  of  proof.  In  order  to  finally 
convict  this  elusive  and  notorious  racketeer. 


HABST  MKSS,  WEW  TOSK.  ST.  T. 

Harry  Gross  Is  a  nationally  kkiown  book- 
maker who  conf  eesed  in  1880  to  having  paid 
out  over  8000,000  per  year  In  bribes  to  more 
thlLn  800  New  York  City  police  offleers.  A 
drastic  shakeup  in  the  New  Tork  Police 
Department  followed  Gross'  disclosures.  On 
May  7.  1954,  he  was  found  guilty  of  the 
offense  of  willfully  failing  to  file  a  Federal 
income-tax  return  for  the  year  11050  and  was 
thereupon  sentenced  by  Judge  Abrucao  to 
pay  a  fine  of  $2,500.  It  Is  s\u-mlaed  that  this 
relatively  light  sentence  was  influenced  by 
the  fact  that  Gross  la  now  serving  a  State 
sentence  in  the  Rlker's  Island  penitentiary. 

rSANK  A.  EXICK50N,  VOSIST  HIXXS,  It.  T. 

Frank  A.  Erlckson  was  repxited  to  be  one  of 
Uie  largest  bookmakers  or  betting  commis- 
sioners In  the  country.  On  June  4.  1963.  he 
entered  a  plea  of  nolo  contendtre  to  count 
1  of  a  two-count  Indictment  charging  him 
with  attempting  to  defeat  and  etrade  income 
taxes  for  the  years  1945  and  194fi.  On  June 
16,  1953,  the  court  sentenced  him  to  impris- 
onment to  commence  after  he  finishes  the 
sentence  which  he  Is  presently  serving  in  the 
New  Jersey  State  prison. 

ARTHUR  H.  SAMISH,  SAN  rRANCl400,  CAUT. 

This  very  prominent  defendant  Is  a  lob- 
byist for  several  Industry  associations  in  tbe 
State  Of  California.  After  a  widely  publi- 
cized trial.  Samlsh  was  found  gxillty  of  in- 
come-tax  evasion  for  the  years  1;946  through 
1951  on  November  17.  1953.  He  was  fined 
$40,000  and  was  sentenced  to  3  years'  impris- 
onment. 

L.  B.  BINION,  LAS  VS6AS,  NZV.,  rOX]4EU.T  DAIOJtf, 


Benny  Blnion,  notorious  Southwest  gam- 
bling racketeer,  was  originally  indicted  In 
Texas  on  May  3.  1952,  for  evasloa  of  his  own 
and  his  wife's  taxes  for  the  year  1940.  Blnion 
was  successful  In  his  .nove  to  have  the  case 
transferred  to  Nevada  on  July  17. 1052,  where 
he  entered  a  plea  of  nolo  conOendere.  Eto 
was  granted  probation  and  fined.  On  Octo- 
ber 3,  1952.  Blnion  was  again  indicted  in 
Texas  for  evasion  of  his  own  and  his  wife's 
taxes  for  the  year  1948.  Blnion  strenuously 
fought  removal  from  Nevada  to  tersB  on  this 
Indictment,  and  finally  in  May  1968  he  was 
indicted  in  Texas  for  evasion  of  his  own  and 
his  wife's  taxes  for  1946,  1946^  and  1947. 
Ultimately  he  was  removed  to  Texas  from 
Nevada  and  arraigned.  On  September  5. 
1953,  Blnion  pleaded  guilty  to  i  counU  for 
evasion  of  his  own  and  his  wife's  taxes  for 
the  years  1947  and  1948.  Blnion  was  sen- 
tenced on  December  14,  1953,  on  bis  pleas  of 
guilty  to  the  4  counts.  Prison  sentences  of 
5  years  each  and  fines  of  $5,000  Were  imposed 
on  each  of  the  4  counts  of  the  indictments 
to  which  the  defendant  had  ento^d  pleas. 
the  sentences  on  3  of  the  counts  to  run 
concurrently. 

ALEX    (SHONDOa)    BIKMS,  CLXVKLAMO.  OHIO 

Alex  (Shondor)  Blrns,  rated  .  Cleveland's 
No.  1  hoodlum,  who  has  been  a  thorn  In  the 
side  of  local  police  for  three  decades,  was 
convicted  of  Income-tax  evasion  after  a  trial 
lasting  2V^  weeks.  He  was  sentenced  to  3 
years'  imprisonment,  the  trial  Judge  refusing 
to  grant  ball.  The  Jury  found  Blrns  guUty 
on  3  counts  of  evading  about  $38,000  in  in- 
come-tax payments  from  194»-50,  Inclusive, 
while  acqultUng  him  on  1  count  involving 
the  year  1847.  The  Government  presented 
SO  witnesses  and  500  exhlblte  to  support  its 
charge.  According  to  Cleveland  newspapers. 
"Blrns'  conviction  put  him  to  a  class  with 
Al  Capone  and  Prank  CoeteUo,  who  could  not 
be  put  out  of  circulation  until  Federal  tax 
agents  cracked  down."  Blrns  has  a  police 
record  dating  back  to  1925,  and  despite  scores 
of  arrests  was  convicted  only  once  prior  to 
this  trial. 

This  Is  by  no  means  an  adequate  repre- 
aenutlon  of  the  work  of  the  Tax  Division  In 


the  Department  of  Justice  bat  It  Is  indeed 
an  impressive  array.  Tbe  Department  of 
Justice  Is  to  be  commended  for  tbe  vigorous 
manner  in  which  It  has  prosecuted  tax  caaea 
in  the  past  18  months  and  should  be  con- 
gratulated on  the  outstanding  results  which 
it  has  achieved. 


FIFTY-NINTH  ANNIVERSARY  OP  THE 
DISCOVERY  OP  CHIROPRACTIC 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President. 
will  the  Senator  from  Nevada  srleld  to 
permit  me  to  make  two  insertions  in  the 
Record? 

Mr.  MALONR  I  am  glad  to  yield, 
provided  I  may  do  so  without  losing  my 
right  to  the  floor.  

The  PRESIDINa  OPPICER  (Mr. 
Upton  in  the  chair) .  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
September  18  will  mark  the  59th  anni- 
versary of  the  discovery  of  chiropractic 
by  Dr.  D.  D.  Palmer.  The  Palmer  School 

of  Chiropractic  Is  located  in  my  home 
State,  in  the  city  of  Davenport.  I  now 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  letter  from  Dr.  B.  J. 
Palmer,  now  the  president  of  the  Palmer 
School  of  Chiropractic. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcoro. 
a.s  follows: 

iNTXaMATIONAL 

CHntopmACTOKs  AssociAnoif, 
Davenport.  lotoa,  Auffust  6.  1954. 
Hon.  B.  B.  HiCKKNLOOPza. 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Deas  Sz3f  atok  HicKZNUXM'xa :  September  18 
will  mark  the  59th  anniversary  of  the  dis- 
covery of  chiropractic  by  D.  D.  Palmer.  In 
that  relatively  short  period  of  time  chiro- 
practic has  develop>ed  Into  the  foremost  non- 
medical healing  science  in  the  world  by  re- 
storing health  to  millions  of  people  who 
otherwise  might  have  been  condemned  to  a 
life  of  suffering  or  to  untimely  death.  It  Is 
fitting  and  proper,  therefore,  that  September 
18  be  set  aside  for  natlonw.de  observance  as 
Chiropractic  Discovery  Day  as  a  special  trib- 
ute to  the  members  of  the  chiropractic  pro- 
fession whose  yesirs  of  unselfish  service  has 
contributed  to  the  betterment  of  the  health 
and  welfare  of  the  people  of  the  United  Statea 
of  America  and  of  the  world. 

As  Is  the  case  with  almost  every  new  scien- 
tific discovery,  chiropractic  did  not  receive 
Immediate  acceptance.  At  times  It  lias  met 
with  bitter  opposition  by  those  who  believed 
In  the  traditional  methodi  of  healing.  Tet, 
despite  this  oppoeltlon,  chiropractic  has  svir- 
vlvcd  solely  on  Its  merits,  and  has  achieved 
legislative  recognition  in  all  but  a  few  Juris- 
dictions in  this  country.  Without  the  aid  of 
State  or  Federal  grants  sjad  without  large 
private  endowment  the  profession  has  im- 
proved and  enlarged  chlrojiractlc  educational 
Institutions  and  researcli  facilities.  The 
courses  of  instruction  lea<llng  to  the  degree 
of  doctor  of  chiropractic  are  comparable  to 
those  of  any  other  profession,  and  the  caliber 
of  students  seeking  to  enter  the  profession 
Is  steadily  improving. 

The  more  than  20,000  practicing  chiroprac- 
tors in  the  United  States  are  Justly  proud  of 
their  record  of  service  to  business,  labor,  and 
Industry  In  helping  to  reduce  the  number  of 
man-hours  lost  due  to  iUness  ox  injury;  to 
veterans  In  aiding  them  to  overcome  serv- 
ice-connected disability:  to  the  Nation's 
school  children  In  giving  to  them  a  better 
opportunity  to  obtain  an  education:  and  to 
the  housewives  of  this  country  in  improving 
their  general  health.     The  profession  looks 


forward  to  Increased  oppcrtimltlea  for 
loe  to  the  dtlaens  oC  this  country. 
StBcerely, 

B.  J.  PauoBi.  Dt  C  Ph.  &, 


RECORD  OP  SENATE  FOREIGN  RELA- 
TIONS COMMITTEB.  83D  CON- 
ORE8S— STATEMENT  BY  SENA- 
TOR WHiEY 

Mr.  HICKENIOOPKR.  Mr.  President, 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wnjrrl  desires  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  statement  of  the  record  of  the 
activities  and  accomplishments  of  the 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  at 
this  session.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  tbe 
RicoRO,  in  connection  with  my  remarks, 
the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  WnxY],  the  chairman  of 
the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Commit- 
tee. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcord,  as  follows: 

RECoao  or  Sekatk  FoancN  Rxuitions  Com- 
Bcmrs,  83d  Conckess — Statement  bt  Sena- 

TOB  WILKT,  CHAUUCAM 

As  the  83d  Congress  draws  to  a  close,  it  Is 
appropriate  to  pause  for  a  moment  and  sur- 
vey ova  accomplishments.  I  would  like  to 
speak  particularly  about  the  record  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

It  has  been  a  biisy  2  years. 

These  are  the  vital  statistics  on  our  com- 
mittee activities: 

Treaties  reported 32 

Treaties  approved  by  Senate SO 

Bills  and  Joint  resolutions  enacted 20 

Bills   and   Joint   resolutions   considered 

but  not  finally  enacted 15 

Senate      and      concurrent     resolutions 

adopted 17 

Senate  and  concurrent  resolutions  con- 
sidered but  not  finally  adopted 18 

Nominations  reported,  all  of  which  were 

approved 632 

Full  conmilttee,  executive.. ...  97 

Pull  committee,  public 20 

Pull  committee,  executive  made  pub- 
lic  89 

Subcommittee,   public .  45 

Subconunlttee,    executive 22 

Consultetlve        subcommittee        (re- 
corded)   48 

conference  committee 10 

Total 279 

This  Congress  has  seen  the  extension  and 
strengthening  of  our  system  of  defense  al- 
liances within  the  free  world's  system  of 
collective  security.  In  the  2  years,  we  have 
authorised  a  total  of  88,410.100,500  (of  which 
•7313,006316  was  appropriated)  to  carry  on 
our  mutual  security  program  of  military, 
economic,  and  technical  assistance  to  our 
allies.  As  enormous  as  this  total  authoriza- 
tion Is.  it  Is  more  than  $6  billion  less  than 
was  appropriated  In  tbe  preceding  Congress. 
Our  military  programs  have  been  put  on  a 
basis  that  can  be  siistalned  over  a  period  of 
years  without  undue  strain  on  otu*  economy, 
and  in  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954  Con- 
gress decreed  that  economic  development 
assistance  would  end  June  30.  1955.  Tbe 
1954  act  also  represented  a  major  accom- 
plishment in  that  it  codified  and  repealed  11 
existing  laws. 

A  further  step  in  tightening  our  system  of 
collective  security  was  taken  when  the  Sen- 
ate gave  its  advice  and  consent  to  ratifica- 
tion of  the  Korean  Mutual  Defense  Treaty. 

One  of  our  most  important  accomplish- 
ments— and  one  which  I  believe  time  will 


prove  to  be  truly  hlstorio — ^was  final  ap- 
proval, after  more  than  80  yean  considers* 
tlen.  of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  project. 

Another  actlcA  the  full  «<gn»«<^T'/st  of 
which  may  not  be  oon4>letely  apparent  \in- 
tU  aome  time  in  the  future  was  iiw*r>iTt»r«iM 
passage  of  the  resoluticHi  urging  tbe  Presi- 
dent to  take  appropriate  steps  to  restore 
sovereignty  to  Germany.  Such  action  by  the 
President  will  become  necessary  if  Prance  and 
Italy  continue  to  fall  to  ratify  the  European 
Defense  Community.  (If  Prance  and  Italy  do 
ratify  EDO,  Oerman  sovereignty  wm  be  re- 
stored   automatically.) 

An  important  part  of  the  committee's  work 
was  the  consideration  of  presidential  nomi- 
nations to  positions  in  the  Department  of 
State,  the  Porelgn  Operations  Administra- 
tion, and  the  Foreign  Service. 

Because  of  a  change  m  administration  an 
unusually  high  number  of  top-level  nmnl- 
natlons  were  approved,  including  thoee  of 
Secretary  of  State  Dulles  and  his  Dnder  and 
Assistant  Secretaries,  Foreign  Operations  Di- 
rector Stassen  and  his  seven  deputies,  and 
new  chiefs  of  mission  in  ]>ractlcally  every 
United  Statea  mission  abroad.  The  stetls- 
tical  breakdown  of  those  nominations  la  as 
follows : 

Ambassadors  and  ministers 68 

United    Nations    and    speciallfled    and 
subsidiary  organs .       S8 

Public  advisory  bodies .  25 

Department  of  State .  18 

Foreign     Operations     AdmlnlstrstlcHi. 

ete 18 

Routine  Foreign  Service  appolntznente 

and  promotions 487 


Total- 


622 

Finally,  the  committee  went  forward  with 
a  large  number  of  foreign  relations  matters, 
each  of  them  \indramatlc  In  itself  but  all 
of  them  adding  up  to  solid  accomplish- 
ment. For  example,  8  commercial  treaties 
and  8  (Including  those  on  calendar,  August 
12)  double  tex  conventions  were  ratified  as 
a  part  of  the  American  Government's  con- 
tinuing efforts  to  stimulate  private  foreign 
Investment  and  international  trade.  Inter- 
national commodity  agreements  in  wheat 
and  sugar  were  ratified;  the  settlement  of 
German  external  debts  was  consummated; 
the  Universal  Copyright  Convention  was 
ratified;  and  so  was  a  treaty  clamping  stricter 
control  on  opium  (on  calendar.  August  12). 

Steps  were  taken  to  improve  Stete  De- 
partment organization  in  bills  creating,  on 
a  temporary  basis,  the  Office  of  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Administration,  and  making  It 
easier  for  qualified  department  officials  to 
enter  the  Porelgn  Service. 

Finally,  the  committee  and  its  subcom- 
mittees did  a  great  deal  of  work  in  special 
studies  and  investigations  and  in  consulta- 
tion, both  fomud  and  Informal,  with  offi- 
cials of  the  executive  Ix-anch. 

Early  in  1954,  a  subcommittee  under  tha 
chairmanship  of  Senator  HiCKBinx>oi>Bt  com- 
pleted an  18-month  study  of  our  overseas 
information  programs,  including  the  Voice 
of  America,  the  exchange  of  studente  and 
related  matters.  Many  of  that  subcommit- 
tee's recommendations  have  been  put  into 
effect  to  the  benefit  of  the  programs. 

Another  subcommittee,  under  my  own 
chairmanship,  in  1953  began  a  study  of  pro- 
posals to  revise  the  United  Nations  Charter 
In  anticipation  of  the  question  of  calling 
a  conference  for  this  purpose  which  will 
automatically  be  on  the  agenda  of  the  Gen- 
eral Assembly  in  1965.  This  subcommittee 
has  compiled  a  great  deal  of  informatkm 
and  has  held  hearings,  not  cmly  in  Wash- 
ington but  also  in  Ohio.  Iowa.  North  Caro- 
lina, Kentucky.  Wisconsin,  and  Mlnniwota. 
The  subcommittee  expects  to  aubalt  a  re- 
port in  1955.  As  the  88d  Oongreas  adjounMk 
a  third  subcommittee,  again 
chairmanship  of  Senator 
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p:«p«rliig  a  dmflar  Intensiw  sttidy  of  tech- 
nical ■wtoUnno  prognuna. 

Bach  of  Umm  ■ubcommlttaes  was  bipartl- 
■an,  with  4  Republicans  and  4  Democrats. 
Bach  also  oontalned  a  SenatcHV,  appointed 
b7  the  Vice  President,  who  were  not  mem- 
bers of  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee. 
This  gave  a  broader  representation  and  made 
It  possible  to  Include  members  of  other  com- 
mittees, such  as  Appropriations  and  Bank- 
ing and  Currency,  which  also  had  Interests 
In  the  field  In  question. 

The  committee,  and  also  the  Senate,  eon- 
tlnvied  to  approach  foreign  policy  questions 
In  a  bipartisan  manner,  lly  colleagues  on 
the  committee  worked  unselfishly  on  a  team 
throughout  the  Congress  and  contributed 
mightily  of  their  wisdom  and  experience  to 
the  solution  of  the  complex  problems  whlcb 
came  before  us.  I  would  also  like  to  take 
this  opportunity  to  compliment  the  commit- 
tee's staff  without  whose  assistance  the  com- 
mittee could  not  bave  compiled  the  record  of 
solid  accomplishment  which  Is  here  sum- 
marlaed.  The  degree  of  unanimity  achieved 
on  the  crucial  Issues  of  the  last  2  years  Is 
Impressive,  as  demonstrated  by  thetfe  Senate 
votes: 

Confirmation  of  Charles  K.  Bohlen  to  be 
Ambassador  to  ttie  Soviet  TTnlon.  74  to  13: 
mutual  security  bill,  1863.  voice  vote;  Mu- 
tual Security  Act,  1954,  67  to  19;  NATO  Sta- 
tus of  Forces  Agreement,  72  to  15;  St.  Law- 
rence seaway.  61  to  33;  German  debt  settle- 
ment, 46  to  16;  commercial  treaties.  86  to  1; 
Universal  Copyriglit  Convention,  65  to  3; 
Korean  Defense  Treaty,  81  to  6;  International 
Sugar  Agreement,  60  to  16;  resolution  favor- 
ing German  sovereignty,  88  to  0. 

There  is  api>ended  a  complete  listing  of 
treaties,  bills,  and  resolutions  acted  on  by 
the  Committee  on  Fcx'elgn  Relations  dxxrlng 
the  83d  Congress,  together  with  statistical 
data  on  nominations  considered  by  the  oom- 
mlttee. 

A.  niATm 

1.  Korean  Mutual  Defense  Treaty  (Kx.  A. 
83d  Cong..  2d  aess.,  Ex.  Rept.  Mo.  1 )  :  RatUled 
January  26, 1954,  by  a  vote  of  81  to  6,  with  an 

understanding  to  Insure  that  the  treaty 

could  not  be  Invoked  to  command  the  sup- 
port of  the  United  States  for  anything  other 
than  an  armed  external  attack  upon  the 
territory  over  which  the  United  States  recog- 
nized that  the  Government  of  Korea  had  law- 
fully acquired  administrative  control.  The 
treaty  represented  an  Important  step  In  the 
extension  of  the  network  of  United  States 
security  alliances  and  In  the  development  of 

United  SUtes  relations  with  the  Republic  of 
Korea.  Its  primary  purpose,  in  the  words  of 
the  committee  report,  was  "to  deter  further 
aggression  in  the  Pacific  area  by  a  clear 
warning  to  potential  aggressors  that  the 
United  States  and  the  Republic  of  Korea  will 
regard  an  armed  attack  on  the  territory  of 
either  party  as  dangerous  to  their  peace  and 
security  and  that  they  wlU  act  to  meet  this 
danger  in  accordance  with  their  constitu- 
tional processes." 

3.  North  Atlantic  Treaty  protocols  (Ek.  T 
and  Bx.  U,  Sad  Cong.,  ad  sess.;  Ex.  B,  83d 
Cong.  1st  sess.,  Bx.  Rept.  No.  1) :  These  three 
agreements  supplementing  the  North  Aldan- 
tic  Treaty  were:  An  agreement  regarding 
status  of  Forces  of  Parties  of  the  North 
Atlantic  Treaty  (Ex.  T).  an  agreement  re- 
lating to  the  Status  of  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  Organization  (Bx.  U) .  and  a  protocol 
on  the  status  of  International  Military 
Headquarters  set  up  pursuant  to  the  North 
Atlantic  Treaty  (Ex.  B).  The  agreements 
were  ratified  July  16,  1953,  <  the  Status  of 
Forces  agreement  by  a  vote  of  73-15  and  the 
^hers  by  voice  votes.  Two  understandings 
were  attached  to  the  Stattu  of  Forces  a^ee- 
ment.  one  of  them  making  It  clear  that  the 
United  States  retained  all  its  rights  over 
Immigration,  and  the  other  speUlng  out  pro- 
cedures to  be  followed  by  the  executive 
branch  to  safeguard  the  rights  of  American 
tnxtpa  tried  In  foreign  courts.    In  addition 


to  this  understanding,  the  treaty  itself  in- 
creased the  jurisdiction  of  American  mili- 
tary authorities  over  our  troops  abroad  and 
also  increased  the  rights  of  the  troops.  Other 
provisions  of  the  three  treaties  dealt  with 
such  housekeeping  problems  as  taxation. 
ciirrency,  and  customs  regulations,  civil 
claims,  and  certain  diplomatic  immunities. 
They  represented  an  important  contribution 
to  Improving  the  organizational  structure 
of  NATO  and  BlmpUfying  its  operations. 

3.  German  debt  settlements  (Ex.  D.  E.  F, 
and  O;  83d  Cong.,  ist  sess..  Ex.  Rept.  No.  3)  : 
These  agreements  were  ratified  July  13.  1953, 
Ex.  D  by  a  vote  of  46-16  and  the  otHers  by 
voice  votes.  They  provide  for  settlement  of 
German  prewar  and  postwar  obligatlotis  and 
were  designed,  among  other  purposes,  to  as- 
sist Germany  to  attain  a  sound  economy  and 
to  reestablish  its  credit  rating  In  the  Inter- 
national financial  market.  The  suttis  In- 
volved were  approximately  |546  mllHon  for 
privately  held  prewar  debts  and  $1  billion 
for  postwar  economic  assistance. 

4.  International  Wheat  Agreement  (Ex.  H. 
83d  Cong.,  let  sess.,  Ex.  Rept.  No.  4) :  Rati- 
fication approved  by  voice. vote  July  8.  1953. 
This  agreement  extended  the  Internstlonal 
Wheat  Agreemont  of  1949  for  another  3 
years.  Its  purpose  was  to  stabilize  the  world 
wheat  market  by  assuring  supplies  to  wheat- 
Importing  countries  and  markets  to  ex- 
porting countries. 

5.  International  Sugar  Protocol  and 
Agreement  (Ex.  L.  83d  Cong.,  1st  sets.,  Ex. 
Rept.  No.  6,  and  Ex.  B,  83d  Cong..  2d  sess., 
Ex.  Rept.  No.  6)  :  The  agreement  was  ratified 
April  28,  1954,  by  a  vote  of  60  to  16  With  an 
understanding  that  amendments  to  the 
agreement  would  also  be  subject  to  Senate 
ratification.  Tlie  protocol  had  been  ratified 
July  27,  1953,  by  a  vote  of  74  to  1.  The  proto- 
col had  merely  extended  for  another  3rear  the 
machinery  of  the  old  Sugar  Agreement  of 
1937.  The  new  agreement,  which  was  rati- 
fied in  1954,  was  designed  to  stabilize  the 
world  free  market  In  sugar  and  to  increase 
consumption.  Imports  into  the  XJnlted 
States   were   specifically   excluded    from   the 

coverage  of  the  agreement. 

6.  Universal  Copyright  Convention  (Ex.  M. 

83d  Cong..  1st  sess.,  e:z.  Rept.  No.  5)  :  Itatified 
June  25,  1954,  by  a  vote  of  65  to  3;  motion  to 
reconsider  tabled  June  29.  1954,  by  a  vote  of 
62  to  23.  This  convention  provides  a  more 
adequate  and  secure  protection  abroad  for 
American  books,  periodicals,  motion  pictures, 
and  similar  works. 

7.  Commercial  treaties:  There  were  eight 
Of  these  treaties  in  all.  with  Israel  (Ex.  R, 
82d  Cong.,  Ist  sess.),  Ethiopia  (Ex.  F.,  82d 
Cong..  2d  sess.).  Italy  (Ex.  H..  82d  Cong.,  2d 
sess.),  Denmark  (Ex.  I,  82d  Cong.,  2d  sess.), 
Greece  (Ex.  J.,  82d  Cong.,  2d  sess.).  Finland 
(Ex.  C.  83d  Conp..  1st  sess.) ,  Germany  (Ex.  N. 
83d  Cong.,  1st  sess.),  and  Japan  (Ex.  O,  83d 
Cong..  1st  sess.).  They  were  all  ratified  July 
21,  1953.  by  votes  of  86  to  1.  Reservations 
were  attached  to  the  treaties  with  Israel, 
Denmark,  Greece.  Germany,  and  Japan  to 
protect  State  laws  requiring  the  practitioners 
of  certain  professions  to  be  American  citi- 
zens. An  understanding  on  the  Italian 
treaty  made  it  clear  that  the  executive  agree- 
ment on  social  insurance,  which  was  con- 
templated by  the  treaty,  could  be  made  by 
the  United  States  "only  in  conformity  with 
provisions  of  statu te." 

These  treaties  were  part  of  a  program  to 
develop  a  series  of  modern  commercial  trea- 
ties with  the  general  objective  of  assuring 
protection  for  American  citizens  and  inter- 
ests abroad  and  to  further  Americati  eco- 
nomic foreign  policy. 

At  the  request  of  the  President,  a  commer- 
cial treaty  with  Colombia  (Ex.  M,  82d  Cong., 
1st  sess.)  was  returned  to  the  White  House, 
June  30.  1953. 

8.  Double  tax  conventions:  There  were  also 
B  treaties' of  this  type  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee— 2  with  Belgium  on  income  taxes  (Ex. 
I.  81st  Cong..  1st  sess.  and  Ex.  A,  83d  Cong., 


Ist  sess.).  3  with  Australia  relating,  respec- 
tively, to  income,  estate,  and  gift  taxes  (Ex.  I, 
J,  and  K,  83d  Cong..  1st  sess.),  one  with 
Japan  on  income  taxes  (Ex.  D,  83d  Cong.,  2d 
sess.).  1  with  Japan  on  estate,  inheritance, 
and  gift  taxes  (Ex.  E,  83d  Cong.,  2d  sess.), 
1  with  the  United  Kingdom  supplementing 
an  earlier  treaty  on  Income  taxes  (Ex.  H,  83d 
Cong..  2d  sess),  and  1  with  Germany  on  in- 
come taxes  (Ex.  J,  83d  Cong.,  2d  sess.).  The 
treaties  with  Belgium  and  Austa-alla  (Ex. 
Rept.  2)  were  approved  for  ratification  by 
voice  votes  July  9,  19.53:  that  with  the  United 
Kingdom  (Ex.  Rept  6)  by  a  vote  of  71-0 
August  20,  1954;  and  the  1  with  Germany 
(Ex  Rept.  8)  by  a  vote  of  69-0  on  August  20. 
1954.  Final  action  was  not  taken  on  the  2 
Japanese   conventlors. 

These  treaties  are  designed  to  eliminate 
double  taxation.  Their  benefit  to  Americans 
with  foreign  earnings  is  apparent,  and  they 
help  to  stimulate  private  foreign  investment. 

9.  Narcotics  protocol  (Ex.  C,  83d  Cong.,  2d 
sess.,  Ex.  Rept.  No.  7)  :  Ratified  August  20. 
1954.  by  a  vote  of  69  to  0.  This  protocol, 
which  has  been  signed  by  36  countries,  re- 
duces world  production  of  opium  from  2,(X)0 
tons  to  500  tons  a  year  and  sets  up  a  system 
of  national  and  International  ODntrols  to 
curb  Illicit  cultivation,  production,  distribu- 
tion, and  sale  of  opium  and  its  derivatives 
(morphine,  heroin,  codeine,  and  others). 

10.  Halibut  fisheries  convention  (Ex.  P.  83d 
Cong.,  1st  sess.,  Ex.  Rept.  No.  7)  :  Ratified 
July  27,  1953.  by  a  vote  of  77-0.  This  con- 
vention was  designed  to  continue  the  scien- 
tific investigation  and  regulation  Qt  the  hali- 
but fishery  of  the  North  Pacific. 

B.    BILLS    AND    JOINT   RESOLUTIONS 

1.  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1953  (H.  R. 
5710,  S.  Rept.  No.  403,  Public  Law  118,  ap- 
proved July  16.  1953):  This  act,  by  which 
the  United  States  reaffirmed  its  dedication  to 
a  policy  of  collective  security,  authorized  a 
total  of  $5,157,232,500  (compared  to  $5,474,- 
732,500  requested  by  the  administration)  to 
carry  out  the  mutual  security  program  In 
fiscal   1954.     The  bulk  of  the  authorization 

was  for  military  assistance  (13.582  million), 
and  the  bulk  of  that  was  for  Europe  and  the 
Far  East.  A  proviso  withheld  half  of  the 
military  assistance  for  Europe  for  delivery  to 
the  European  Defense  Ctommunity  or  Its 
members.  The  bill  passed  the  Senate  by  a 
voice  vote. 

2.  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954  (H.  R.  9678, 
S.  Rept.  No.  1799,  congressional  action  com- 
pleted August  12,  19.34)  :  This  act  authorized 
a  total  of  $3,054,568,000  for  the  mutual-secu- 
rity  program  for  fiscal  1955.  Again  the  bulk 
of  the  funds  were  for  military  assistance,  and 
the  Par  East  received  even  greater  emphasis 
than  in  the  previous  year.  The  act  also  re- 
pealed and  codified  11  separate  laws  relating 
to  foreign  aid,  and  laid  the  groundwork  for 
a  major  reorganization  of  the  aid  program 
next  year,  with  the  Foreign  Opepatlons  Ad- 
ministration abolished,  economic  develop- 
ment assistance  ended,  technical  assistance 
transferred  back  to  the  State  Department, 
and  military  assistance  transferred  to  the 
Defense  Department.  The  bill  passed  the 
Senate  by  a  vote  of  67  to  19,  August  3,  195*. 

3.  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  (3.  2150,  S.  Rept. 
No.  441,  Public  Law  358.  approved  May  13. 
1954)  :  This  act  created  the  St.  Lawrence  Sea- 
way Development  Corporation,  and  author- 
ized It  to  proceed  with  a  similar  Canadian 
agency  in  developing  a  27-foot  navigation 
project  between  Montreal  and  Lake  Erie. 
The  United  States  share  of  the  work  is  to 
cost  $105  million  and  is  to  be  financed 
through  self-liquidating  revenue  bonds. 
Congressional  passage  of  the  bill  Culminated 
a  fight  of  more  than  20  years,  and  may  prove 
to  be  as  significant  as  the  building  of  the 
Panama  Canal. 

4.  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Adminis- 
tration (S.  243,  S.  Rept.  No.  10,  Public  Law 
2,  approved  February  7,  1953)  :  This  bill  cre- 
ated on  a  temporary  basis,   until  December 
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SI.  1954.  the  Office  of  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Administration.  It  was  designed  to  make 
possible  a  thorough  survey  of  the  State  De- 
partment's organization  with  a  view  to  im- 
proving operating  procedures. 

5.  Lateral  entry  into  the  Foreign  Service 
(H.  R.  0810,  8.  Rept.  No.  1947.  congressional 
action  completed  August  16.  1954) :  This  bill 
amended  the  Pc»reign  Service  Act  to  make  it 
possible  for  clvU-servloe  employees  of  the 
State  Department  and  members  of  the  For- 
eign Service  reserve  and  staff  to  transfer  Into 
the  Foreign  Service  without  suffering  a  re- 
duction in  salary.  It  was  an  important  part 
of  the  implementation  of  the  Wrlston  re- 
port relating  to  State  Dep>artment  personnel. 
The  bill  limited  the  number  of  such  transfers 
to  500  by  March  1955. 

6.  Pro  rata  sharing  of  certain  foreign 
claims  (S.  3844,  8.  Rept.  No.  2334.  congres- 
sional action  completed  Augtut  19.  1954) : 
This  bill  was  designed  to  implement  certain 
treaties  and  other  International  agreements 
which  provide  a  pro  rata  and  reciprocal 
method  of  settling  civil  claims  arising  out  of 
the  line-of-duty  acts  of  members  of  the  mili- 
tary forces  and  their  civilian  components  of 
one  country  in  the  territory  of  another.  It 
was  a  further  step  forward  in  simplifying  the 
complex  legal  problems  stemming  from  the 
NATO  defense  buildup  and  the  presence  of 
United  States  and  United  Nations  forces  in 
Japan. 

7.  International  agreements  other  than 
treaties  (S.  3067,  8.  Rept.  No.  2S40) :  This 
bin  was  designed  to  keep  the  Senate  more 
fully  informed  of  international  agreements 
other  than  treaties  to  which  the  United 
States  Is  a  party.  It  provided  for  such 
agreements  to  be  transmitted  to  the  Senate 

within  60  days.  If,  In  the  opinion  of  the 
President,  the  immediate  dlacloeure  of  any 
agreement  would  endanger  tbe  national  se- 
curity, such  agreement  was  to  be  trans- 
mitted to  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
under  an  appropriate  injunction  of  secrecy. 

8.  Passamaquoddy  tidal  power  project 
(S.  J.  Res.  12.  8.  Rept.  No.  858)  :  This  Joint 
resolution  authorized  a  survey  of  the  pro- 
posed  Passamaquoddy   tidal  power   project, 

between  Maine  and  New  Brunswick,  to  de- 
termine its  economic  feasibility  and  its  rela- 
tionship to  national  defense.  After  passing 
the  Senate  on  the  consent  calendar.  Febru- 
ary 10.  1954.  it  was  reported  by  the  House 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee  March  24.  but  no 
further  action  was  taken  by  the  House. 

9.  International  Telecommunications  Com- 
mission (S.  J.  Res.  96,  3.  Rept.  No.  602. 
Public    Law    658,    approved   July    29.    1954)  : 

This  resolution,  which  developed  from  the 
Hickenlooper  subcommittee  on  overseas  in- 
formation progran[is,  established  a  Commis- 
sion on  International  Telecommunications 
to  mnke  studies  and  recommendations  re- 
pardlng  the  effective  use  of  telecommuni- 
cations in  fostering  cooi>eration  and  mu- 
tual understanding  among  the  free  nations 
of  the  world. 

10.  International  Wheat  Agreement  Act 
(S.  J.  Res.  97,  Ex.  Rept.  No.  4.  Public  Law 
180.  approved  Augmt  1.  1953) :  This  bill  im- 
plements the  wheat  agreement  by  authoriz- 
ing the  payment  of  subsidies  on  wheat  ex- 
ported under  the  agreement. 

11.  International  Claims  Conunission 
(H.  R.  5742,  S.  Rept.  No.  684,  Public  Law  242. 
npproved  August  8.  1953)  :  This  bill  extended 
from  March  10,  1954,  to  I>ecember  31.  1954. 
the  period  for  the  International  Claims  Com- 
mission to  complete  Its  work  under  the 
Yugoslav  Claims  Agreement  of  1948.  It  also 
Increased  from  3  percent  to  5  percent  the 
amount  of  claim  payments  to  be  withheld 
for  administrative  expenses. 

12.  International  Labor  Organization 
Amendment  (S.  J.  Res.  156,  8.  Rept.  No. 
1375)  :  This  Joint  resolution  authorized  the 
President  to  accept,  for  the  United  States. 
an  amendment  to  the  constitution  of  the 
International  Labor  Organization  Increasing 


the  size  of  the  Governing  Body  of  the  ILO. 
It  passed  the  Senate  on  the  consent  calendar 
May  34.  1954.  but  was  not  acted  on  In  the 
House. 

13.  Nogales  sanitation  project  (S.  498.  8. 
Rept.  No.  S95.  Public  Law  160,  approved  July 
27,  1963).  This  bUl  authorizes  maintenance 
and  operation  of  the  Nogales  sanitation  proj- 
ect by  the  International  Boundary  and  Water 
Commission,  United  States  and  Mexico,  after 
a  suitable  agreement  has  been  negotiated 
with  Mexico. 

14.  St.  Mary's  Bridge  (H.  R.  4S02,  8.  Rept. 
No.  597,  Public  Law  157,  approved  July  28, 
1953):  This  biU  revived  and  reenacted  au- 
thority for  an  international  bridge  across  the 
St  Mary's  River  near  Sault  Ste.  Marie.  Mich. 

15.  Interparliamentary  Union  expenses 
(H.  J.  Bes.  234,  passed  Senate  July  2.  1953, 
Public  Law  110,  approved  July  13,  1953)  :  This 
authorized  an  appropriation  of  $150,000  for 
the  expenses  of  the  1953  meeting  of  the  In- 
terparliamentary Union  in  Washington. 

16.  Niagara  Falls  Bridge  Commission 
(H.  J.  Res.  253,  S.  Rept.  No.  607.  Public  Law 
166.  approved  July  31.  1953) :  This  Joint  reso- 
lution enlarged  the  authority  of  the  Niagara 
Falls  Bridge  Commission  to  Issin  bonds  and 
redeem  them  with  revenue  from  toll  bridges. 

17.  Bataan-Corregldor  Memorial  Commis- 
sion (H.  R.  4167.  8.  Rept.  No.  69«.  Public  Law 
193.  approved  August  5,  1953):  This  bUl 
created  the  Bataan-Corregidor  Memorial 
Commission  to  study  the  question  of  a  mon- 
ument to  commemorate  the  members  of  the 
Armed  Farces  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Philippines  who  lost  their  lives  defending 
the  Islands  against  Japan. 

18.  Ogdensburg  Bridge  Authority  (H.  R. 
307,  passed  Senate  August  1.  1953,  Public 
Law  266.  approved  August  14,  1953)  :  This 
bill  revived  and  reenacted  authority  for  an 
international  bridge  across  the  St.  Law- 
rence River  near  Ogdensburg,  N.  T. 

19.  Hidalgo  Bridge  Co.  (H.  R.  1219.  passed 
Senate  August  1,  1953,  Public  Law  267,  ap- 
proved Aiigust  14.  1953)  :  This  blU  extended 
authority  for  an  international  railroad  toU 
bridge  acroes  the  Rio  Grande  River  near 
Hidalgo,  Tex. 

20.  Pan  American  Institute  of  Geography 

and  History  (H.  J.  Res.  565.  S.  Rept.  2337. 
congressional  action  completed  August  18, 
1954)  :  This  Joint  resolution  authorized  an 
increase  from  $10,000  to  $50,000  a  year  in 
United  States  contributions  to  the  Pan 
American  Institute  of  Geography  and  His- 
tory. 

21.  Service  of  Colonel  Hewitt  on  Interna- 
tional Boundary  and  Water  Commission, 
United  States  and  Mexico  (H.  R.  9004,  S. 
Rept.  No.  1331.  Private  Law  416.  approved 
June  11.  1954)  :  This  biU  authorized  the  ap- 
pointment of  Col.  Leland  Hazelton  Hewitt. 
United  States  Army,  retired,  as  United  States 
Commissioner.  International  Boundary  and 
Water  Commission,  United  States  and  Mex- 
ico. 

23.  International  Instrument  Congress 
(H.  J.  Res.  257.  S.  Rept.  No.  1979.  congres- 
sional action  completed.  August  11,  1954)  : 
This  Joint  resolution  authorized  the  Presi- 
dent to  Invite  the  States  of  the  Union  and 
foreign  countries  to  participate  in  the  First 
International  Instrument  Congress  and  Ex- 
position to  be  held  in  PhUadelphla,  Sep- 
temlwr   13-25.  1954. 

33.  Gold  Coast  and  Nigeria  (S.  J.  Res. 
183,  S.  Rept.  No.  2328.  congressional  action 
completed  Aug.  12,  1954) :  This  Joint  resolu- 
tion authorized  appropriate  United  States 
representation  in  connection  with  the  attain- 
ment of  self-government  by  the  Ck>ld  Coast 
and  Nigeria. 

coNCtraaENT  and  eematx  azsoLcnoH' 

1.  Oerman  sovereignty  (3.  Res.  295. 
adopted  July  30.  1954,  by  a  vote  of  80  to  0)  : 
By  this  resolution,  the  Senate  advised  the 
President  that,  should  a  compelling  need  to 
restore  German  sovereignty  arise  during  the 


adjournment  or  recess  of  CongreM,  be  should 
take  such  steps  as  he  deems  apprt^iriate  moA 
constitutional  to  accomplish  thtf,  Al- 
though the  Senate  In  July  1953  had  ratlllail 
the  BO-caUed  German  Contractual  Agree- 
ments, by  which  a  substantial  measure  of 
sovereignty  would  be  returned  to  the  VM- 
eral  Republic  of  Germany,  these  haTe  not 
entered  Into  force  because  of  tbetr  tie-in 
with  the  treaty  establishing  the  Buropean 
Defense  Community,  as  yet  unratified  tj 
France  and  Italy.  It  was  apparent  to  the 
Senate  that  Germany  could  not  remain  in 
an  inferior  and  unarmed  podttOB  much 
longer.  This  standby  authority  was  there- 
fore granted  the  President  in  ease  the  KDO 
was  not  ratified  within  a  reasonable  period 
and  the  military  and  political  situation  In 
Western  Europe  deteriorated. 

3.  Oerman  unification  (8.  Con.  Rea.  SO. 
adopted  July  3.  1953  by  Senate;  amended 
and  adopted  Aug.  1.  1953  by  House; 
amendment  accepted  by  Senate.  Aug.  S, 
1953)  :  As  a  result  at  the  Kast  Oennan  re- 
bellion in  June  1963,  the  Congress  by  thia 
resolution  went  on  record  as  oocomending 
the  Oerman  people  for  their  valiant  struggle 
for  freedom  and  unification  to  which  ttuj 
are  entitled  and  expressing  the  sympathy 
of  the  American  people  and  the  beUef  ttiat 
this  heroic  sacrifice  wUl  Inspire  enslaved 
peoples  everywhere. 

3.  Soviet  penetration  of  Western  Hemi- 
sphere (8.  Con.  Res.  91,  adopted  by  Senate 
June  35,  1954;  by  House  June  30.  19My: 
The  Senate  had  In  mind  the  shipments  at 
arms  from  Communist  territory  to  Guate- 
mala and  the  entrenchment  of  Communists 
there  when  It  passed  this  resolution  which 
condemns  Soviet  interference  In  the  West- 
ern HemlsphM^  and  calls  upon  the  United 
States  to  take  steps  to  su^wrt  appropriate 
action  by  the  Organization  of  American 
States. 

4.  Treatment  of  minority  groups  in  Russia 
(S.  Res.  84.  adopted  February  27.  1963,  by  a 
vote  of  79  to  0) :  This  resolution  protested 
the  vicious  and  Inhuman  cajoapulgnm  by  Rus- 
sia and  her  satellites  against  such  minority 

groups  as  the  Greek  Orthodox  congregatioDS, 
the  Roman  Catholic  prelates,  Proteatanta, 

Moslem  communities,  and  the  Jews,  who  were- 
at  that  time  being  subjected  to  pxurges. 

6.  Limitation  of  armaments  (8.  Res.  ISO. 
adopted  July  33.  195S) :  The  Senate  resolved 
that  the  United  States  would  continue  its 
search  for  a  durable  peace,  and,  as  thia 
progressed,  enforceable  limitation  of  arma- 
ments with  adequate  safeguards  through  an 
international  Inspection  system  to  the  end 
that  a  greater  proportion  of  the  world's 
productive  capacity  may  be  used  for  peace- 
ful purposes  and  for  the  well-being  of  man- 
kind. An  identical  concurrent  resolution 
(3.  Con.  Res.  46)  was  passed  at  the  same 
time. 

6.  Communist  action  derogatory  to  the 
rights  of  freemen  (S.  Res.  341,  adopted  April 
29,  1954) :  Under  this  measure,  the  Senate 
went  on  record  as  condemning  (a)  Commu- 
nist atrocities  committed  in  Korea  and 
Katjm,  (b)  the  Soviet  Government's  refusal 
to  permit  the  holding  of  free  and  fair  elec- 
tions in  the  satellite  countries,  and  (c)  the 
disregard  for  fundamental  human  rights  and 
basic  civil  and  rellgiotis  liberties  in  countxies 
under  Soviet  domination.  It  also  recorded 
its  endorsement  of  United  States  refusal  to 
recognize  the  Soviet  conquests  of  Lithuania, 
Latvia,  and  Estonia  and  requested  that  the 
President  keep  the  facts  about  Soviet  ac- 
tions and* violations  before  the  world. 

7.  Genevieve  de  Oalard-Terraube  (H.  Con. 
Res.  336.  adopted  by  House  and  Senate  June 
3.  1954) :  In  recognition  of  Nurse  Genevieve 
de  Galard-Terraube's  gaUantry  in  tending 
the  wounded  at  the  battle  of  Dlen  Blen  Phu. 
the  Congress  extended  Its  oongrattUations 
to  her  and  invited  her  to  visit  the  United 
States  as  a  further  tribute  to  her  and  to  the 
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nunlng  jmtfMslon  sUrted  100  years  ifo  by 
Florene*  inghtlngale. 

8.  Bympatixy  for  the  Ketberlanda,  Oreat 
Britain,  and  Belgium  (8.  Con.  Bee.  12  adopted 
by  Senate.  Pebruary  10.  196S:  by  House.  Veb- 
Tuary  13,  1958) :  Tbia  resolution  expreesed 
tbe  airmpathy  at  Oongreaa  and  tbe  American 
people  to  the  peoples  of  the  Netherlands, 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  Belgium  who  were 
the  Tletlms  of  disastrous  floods  during  the 
Winter  of  1962-63. 

9.  Oversecw  information  program  <S.  Res. 
44.  adopted  IXebruary  20,  1963;  S.  Bee.  117. 
adopted  Jime  11,  1963) :  Both  these  resolu- 
tkffis  extended  for  approximately  fl  months 
each  the  life  and  f imda  for  the  study  d  the 
Ovttnseas  Inf  cvmatlon  Programs  of  the  United 
States,  begun  during  the  82d  Congress  uhder 
the  authOTlty  of  Senate  Resolution  74.  This 
Investigation  was  completed  in  January  1964. 

10.  Beview  of  the  United  Nations  Charter 
(a  Baa.  126.  adopted  July  28.  1963;  8.  Res. 
198.  adopted  January  26.  1964) :  Senate  aes< 
olutlon  126  authorized  the  study  by  a  sub- 
committee of  ivoposals  to  amend,  revlBe,  or 
otherwise  modify  and  change  International 
peace  and  security  organizations  and  to 
advise  the  President  particularly  with  refer- 
ence to  the  policy  of  the  United  states  at 
the  Oeneral  Conference  of  the  United  Nations 
for  review  of  the  Charter.  Thirty-five  thou- 
sand dollars  was  authorized  for  expenditures. 
Senate  Resolution  193  Increased  this  to 
876.000  and  extended  the  date  for  filing  the 
results  of  this  study^from  January  31,  1964, 
to  Pebruary  1, 1966. 

11.  Investigation  of  the  technical  assist- 
ance program  (S.  Res.  214.  adopted  July  6, 
1964) :  This  resolution  proposed  a  study, 
■<»»iii»  to  the  two  above,  of  all  tecbnlcal 
assistance  i»ograms  In  which  the  United 
States  participates.  The  results  are  to  he 
reported  to  the  Senate  by  January  31,  1955, 
and  Uie  subcommittee  Is  authorized  to  spend 
840,000. 

12.  Administrative  activities — (a)  Staff 
(S.  Res.  S3,  adopted  January  30,  1963;  S.  Ree. 
179.  adopted  January  26,  1964):  The  two 
resoluticms  authorized  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  to  continue  to  employ  two 
additional  clerical  assistants  for  1983  and 
1964.  <b)  Budget  (S.  Res.  126,  adopted  July 
8.  1963;  8.  Bee.  149,  adopted  July  28,  1953) : 
The  first  of  these  resolutions  empowered  the 
Committee  to  expend  an  additional  $10,000 
above  the  celling  set  by  the  Reorganization 
Act  of  1946  for  regular  committee  expenses. 
The  second  authorized  $39,000  for  ofllcial 
eonunittee  traveL  ) 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield  to  me,  to 
permit  me  to  make  a  unanimous-con- 
set  request? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  happy  to  yteld 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ok- 
lahoma, if  I  do  not  thereby  lose  the 
floor. 

BCr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask 
for  what  purpose  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada is  yielding?  Is  it  for  an  insertion 
in  the  RxcoRD? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  have  asked  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
may  yield  to  me,  in  order  that  I  may 
make  a  unanimous-consent  request;  and 
I  understood  that  my  request  could  be 
granted  without  causing  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  to  lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  fbr 
the  regular  order. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Nevada. 


STATEMENT  BY  SENATOR  JOHNSON 
OF  TEXAS  ON  LEGISLATIVE  REC- 
ORD OF  THE  83D  CONGRESS 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.     Mr.  Presi- 
dent, Will  the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield 
to  me,  to  permit  me  to  make  a  unani- 
mous-consent request,  if  it  is  understood 
that  in  yielding  to  me  for  that  purpose 
he  will  not  lose  the  floor? 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
very  happy  to  yield  for  that  purpose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record,  after  final  ad- 
journment of  Congress,  a  statement  by 
the  minority  leader  reviewing  the  legis- 
lative record  of  the  83d  Congress,  and 
that  the  review  be  printed  as  a  Senate 

document  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


STATEMENT  BY  SENATOR  KNOW- 
LAND  ON  ACCOMPLISHMENTS  OP 
83D  CONGRESS  | 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield  to  me 
for  a  unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  happy  to  yield 
for  that  purpose  to  the  distinguished 
majority  leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be 
permitted  to  have  printed  in  the  Record 
a  statement  by  the  majority  leader  of 
the  accomplishments  of  this  session  of 
Congress,  together  with  a  summary  of 
the  legislation  enacted;  and  I  al£o  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  mtiy  be 
printed  as  a  Senate  document,  with  such 
revisions  as  may  be  necessary. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

APPOINTMENT  OF  SENATOR  KEN- 
NEDY TO  SUBCOMMITTEE  TO 
STUDY  TECHNICAL  ASSISTANCE 
AND  RELATED  FOREIGN-AID  PRO- 
GRAMS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  distinguished  minority  leader  for  a 
brief  statement. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  study  of  technical  assiBtance 
and  related  foreign-aid  programs  is  one 
of  the  most  important  scheduled  by  Con- 
gress. It  will  have  a  tremendous  effect 
upon  our  future  activities  in  this  field. 
This  thought  was  in  my  mind  when  I 
recommended  the  appointment  of  the 
jimior  Senator  from  Massachusetts  to 
the  subcommittee  that  will  conduct  the 
investigation. 

The  work  of  this  subcommittee  will 
require  alert,  vigorous  minds,  capable 
of  independent  judgment.  John  F. 
Kennedy  has  that  kind  of  a  minfi,  and 
I  know  his  colleagues  of  the  Senate  For- 
eign Relations  Committee,  who  will  con- 
duct the  inquii-y,  will  welcome  his  con- 
tribution.     The    junior    Senator    from 


Massachusetts  has  an  excellent  back- 
ground for  this  task  and  I  know  he  will 
perform  it  well. 


APPOINTMENT  OF  SENATOR  GORE 
TO  MEMBERSHIP  ON  THE  UNITED 
STATES  DELEGATION  TO  THE  RE- 
VIEW SESSION  OP  THE  OENERAL 
AGREEMENT  ON  TARIFFS  AND 
TRADE 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  took  an  unusually  high  degree  of 
pleasure  in  recommending  the  junior 
Senator  from  Tennessee  to  membership 
on  the  United  States  delegation  to  the 
review  session  of  the  General  Agreement 
on  Tariffs  and  Tnide.  I  know  of  few 
men  who  are  as  well  qualified  for  such 
an  assignment  as  Albert  Gorb. 

Present  American  tariff  policy  is  gov- 
erned by  the  Reciprocal  Trade  Agree- 
ments Act.  That  act  was  the  brainchild 
of  the  great  southern  statesman,  Cordell 
Hull,  of  Tennessee. 

In  Albert  Gore,  Tennessee  has  a  lead- 
er who  is  foUowin?  in  the  footsteps  of 
Cordell  Hull.  It  has  a  statesman  who 
has  already  made  his  mark  in  the  Senate 
because  he  has  the  same  profound  un- 
derstanding and  the  same  determination 
to  act  that  characterizes  our  former 
Secretary  of  State. 

I  know  the  junior  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee will  serve  with  distinction  on  this 
delegation,  and  tht.t  the  Senate  and  the 
Nation  will  be  proud  of  his  service. 


CHARLES  J.  ABARNO  AND  OTHERS 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MALONE.  Yes;  provided  I  may 
do  so  without  losing  the  floor. 

Mr.  CORDON.  1  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  Senator  from  Nevada  may 
yield  to  me  so  that  I  may  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  present  consideration 
and  passage  of  House  bill  4340,  which 
has  come  from  the  House.  If  such  con- 
sent is  granted,  I  shall  explain  the  bill; 
and  of  course  any  Senator  will  then 
have  an  opportunity  to  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield  for  that 
purpose? 

Mr.  MALONE.  Yes;  if  it  may  be  un- 
derstood that  I  may  do  so  without  losing 
the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  House 
bill  4340  was  reported  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary  on  August  19.  The 
bill  authorizes  the  payment  of  a  total 
amount  of  $573,352.42,  to  a  total  of  463 
claimants  in  full  settlement  of  their 
claims  for  reimbursement  for  personal 
property  which  they  were  forced  to  leave 
behind  them  in  the  hasty  evacuation  of 
the  American  personnel  from  South  Ko- 
rea, at  the  time  of  the  invasion  by  the 
North  Koreans  in  1950. 

This  bill  has  been  before  the  Congress 
since  shortly  after  those  unfortunate 
people  returned  to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 


19  5  U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


15425 


Mr.  BffALONE.  Mr.  President,  if  this 
colloquy  may  continue  without  causing 
me  to  lose  the  floor,  I  shall  be  happy  to 
yield.         

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  bill  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  has  called  up  has  been 
checked  with  the  minority  calendar 
committee,  and  it  has  also  been  recom- 
mended by  a  special  subcommittee  com- 
posed of  the  senior  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Hennincs],  who  made  a  study  of  the  bill. 
We  find  no  objection  to  the  bill.  No  ob- 
jection whatever  comes  to  my  mind. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  make,  for 
the  Record,  a  brief  explanation  of  the 
bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  have  cleared  the  bringmg 
up  of  the  bill  today  with  both  the  ma- 
jority leader  and  the  minority  leader, 
and  also  with  the  minority  calendar 
committee. 

The  bill  was  reported  from  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee  by  the  chairman,  who 
is  of  the  majority,  of  course. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
bill  will  be  read  by  title,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clkrk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
4340)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  J.  Abamo 
and  others. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  sield  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  he  does  not  lose  his 
rights  to  the  floor? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  yield,  if  I  may  have 
unanimous  consent  that  I  do  not  lose 
my  right  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  MORSE.  With  that  understand- 
ing let  me  say  that  the  bill  which  my 
colleague,  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 
is  bringing  up  is  an  exceedingly 
just  bill.  Ever  since  the  Korean  inci- 
dent, he  and  I  have  carried  on  a  great 
deal  of  correspondence  not  only  with 
constituents  of  our  own  State,  but  with 
constituents  of  other  States  involved. 

This  is  a  very  equitable  and  just  bill. 
and  it  would  be  a  travesty  on  Justice  if 
we  adjourned  tonight  without  taking 
care  of  these  people. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  remember  that  this  bill 
came  from  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and 
it  was  reported  unanimously  by  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee.  There  is  a  great 
deal  of  merit  to  the  bill.  I  think  the  bill 
should  be  passed. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  an  insertion  in  the 
Record? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  action  on  this  bill  first? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  and  its  passage. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R. 
4340)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  J.  Al>ar- 
no  and  others,  which  had  been  reixirted 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  an  amendment,  on  page  6,  Une  17, 
after  the  flgures  "$432.50",  to  strike  out 
"Arthur  C.  Bunce"  and  insert  "the  es- 
tate of  Arthur  C.  Bunce." 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  committee  amendment  be  re- 
jected. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit- 
tee amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4340)  was  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

UPPER  COLORADO  RIVER  PROJECT 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  had 
prepared  for  delivery  on  the  floor  a 
speech  with  respect  to  the  upper  Colo- 
rado River  project.  Since  it  is  appar- 
ent that  that  matter  will  not  be  dis- 
cussed any  further  during  this  session. 
I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  have  the 
speech  material,  covering  some  17  state- 
ments with  relation  to  the  upper  Colo- 
rado storage  project,  printed  in  the  body 
of  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  material 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


Watib  a  Wobld  Pboblex 

Water  la  the  number  one  problem  for 
many  nation*  of  the  world,  and  In  all  na- 
tions— whether  they  realize  it  or  not — it  is 
one  of  the  most  valuable  resources.  Our  own 
Nation  is  gradually  coming  to  a  recognition 
of  that  Important  fact.  We  have  already 
taken  notice  of  the  need  for  water  develop- 
ment in  other  lands.  Two  or  3  years  ago 
one  of  the  organs  of  our  Interior  Depart- 
ment told  the  story  of  the  help  we  had  given 
Italy  in  the  field  of  reclamation.  As  I  re- 
caU.  the  program  was  developed  under 
grant-in-aid  from  this  country  at  a  cost  of 
approximately  $300  million.  I  had  an  op- 
portunity last  year  to  note  first  hand  some 
of  these  projects.  I  visited  In  the  Near  East 
last  November.  In  that  semlarid — and  in 
many  spots  completely  arid — region,  water 
Is  the  number  one  problem.  It  is  more  val- 
uable than  gold.  It  is  the  bone  of  conten- 
tion between  nations.  A  war  is  In  the  mak- 
ing over  the  division  of  the  waters  of  the 
Jordan. 

The  controversy  between  the  new  Republic 
of  Israel  and  Jordan.  Syria  and  Lebanon  Is 
BtiU  at  fever  stage.  Our  own  Government 
has  sent  our  Ambassador  Eric  Johnston  to 
attempt  to  secure  an  agreement  between 
these  nations  for  the  development  of  the 
waters  of  the  Jordan  River  and  other  streams 
in  which  Israel,  Jordan,  Syria,  and  Lebanon 
are  interested. 

Funds  appropriated  by  the  Cong^ress  for 
the  purpose  of  economic  relief  to  friendly 
nations  in  the  Near  East  will  make  It  possible 
for  the  President  to  allot  some  of  these  funds 
for  the  building  of  a  vast  reclamation  project 
on  the  Jordan  River.  Intense  investigation 
is  on  the  way  and  there  is  some  hope  of 
bringing  about  an  agreement  among  these 
nations. 

In  oxir  own  country,  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment took  a  hand  In  irrigation  development 
t>ack  in  1903  when  the  reclamation  law  was 
enacted.    The  people  of  the  arid  West,  and 


particularly  In  public-land  States,  had  gone 
as  far  as  they  could  on  their  own  reaouroe* 
m  putUng  to  beneflcUl  use  tHe  waters  of  Vbm 
West.  It  is  considered  to  be  in  the  national 
Interest  for  the  Oovemment  to  advano* 
fimds  particularly  from  the  income  from  tb« 
public  lands  of  the  West  for  the  development 
of  Irrigation  projects  for  the  reclamation  of 
the  arid  public  lands.  Under  this  pc^Uey, 
those  who  settled  on  public  lands  were  per- 
mitted to  enter  Into  irrigation  dlstrleta  or 
water  users  associations  for  the  purpose  of 
contracting  with  the  Federal  Oovemment  to 
repay,  on  an  amortised  basis,  the  cost  ad- 
vanced by  the  United  States  tor  the  construc- 
tion of  these  projects.  That  proved  to  be  a 
sound  national  policy.  However,  in  spite  oC 
enactment  of  the  reclamation  law  of  1903, 
when  great  improvement  took  place  under  It. 
It  must  be  said  that  8S  percent  of  all  the 
irrigation  or  reclamation  projects  in  the  West 
have  been  built  by  private  enterprise  without 
the  aid  or  aslstance  of  the  Government.  It 
should  be  interesting  to  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  to  learn  In  summary  form  what  the 
reclamation  program  has  accomplished. 

Benefits  from  reclamation:  (a)  7  millloa 
acres  of  land  brought  into  production;  (b) 
125.000  family-sized  farms;  (c)  $9  bUUon 
worth  of  crops;  (d)  SSIO  million  of  first  coet 
already  returned  to  Treasury;  (e)  cumulative 
tax  retiUTis  to  Federal  Treasury,  8.1  billon; 
(f)   cost  of  reclamation  to  date,  1.9  biUUm. 

These  are  the  results  of  the  very  wise  and 
statesmanlike  reclamation  program  enacted 
50  years  ago.  Judged  by  its  results,  it  has 
been  an  outstanding  success.  The  project 
we  are  discussing  today  meets  all  the  re- 
quirements of  the  philosophy  underlying  the 
1902  act.  That  act.  of  course,  has  been  ex- 
panded and  liberalised  to  the  extent  that 
supplemental  water  rights  can  be  provided 
under  Its  program  for  the  lands  under  private 
ownership  and  which  are  already  under  cul- 
tivation but  which  do  not  have  sufflclent 
water  supply  to  make  the  agricultural  op« 
eratlon  a  success. 

It  has  been  expanded  to  take  in  vast  hydro- 
power  projects  in  connection  with  irrigation. 
This  program  has  been  accepted  by  the  peo- 
ple of  the  West  enthusiastically,  and  by  the 
people  of  the  entire  United  States  as  shown 
by  the  almost  unanimous  approval  by  Con- 
gress of  reclamation  projects  and  appropra> 
tions  to  Implement  them. 

The  project  now  under  dscussion — Colo- 
rado River  storage — is  the  first  one  in  a  long 
time  to  be  attacked  on  the  basis  that  it  la 
unsound  economically  because  the  cost  al- 
located to  irrigation  development  Is  Interest 
free.  Reclamation  leaders  and  members  of 
both  political  parties  should  be  made  aware 
of  what  is  happening  in  this  present  chal- 
lenge to  basic  reclamation  law. 

» 

Thk  Uppxk  C<HxmAi>o  Rivn  Paojscr  (as 

H.  R.  4449  Am  8.  1656) 
The  Congress  and  the  public  have  been 
subjected    to   a   flood   of   half-truths,   non- 
truths,  and  pure,  unadulterated  propaganda 
relating  to  this  project. 

It  is  believed  a  simple  definition  of  the 
issues  and  a  brief  statement  of  fact  relat- 
ing to  these  issues  wiU  help  the  Membov 
of  the  Congress  in  arriving  at  aotind  ooncdu- 
slons  relating  to  this  project. 


I.  The  Colorado  River  is  one  of  the  10 
great  river  systems  in  the  United  States.  It 
drains  part  of  the  States  of  Arizona,  Cali- 
fdHxla,  Colorado,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Utah, 
and  Wyoming. 

a.  The  Colorado  River  is  a  great  renewable 
water  resource  worth  untold  mimons  of  dol- 
lars in  terms  of  water  and  power  to  thoee 
who  establish  rights  to  its  use. 

3.  The  waters  of  the  Colorado,  of  whidi 
90  percent  rise  in  the  upper  basin,  were 
divided  between  the  upper  and  lower  heiJn 
States  by  compact  in  1932. 
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I  IMS  ecmtnA  and  oae  taclUtt—  bav* 

OQBstmcted  In  tbm  lower  basin,  wltli 

]iM««l  Ittatfa  (prwHPt  dollar  valua.  <Ba6 
mUUoa).  auAatant  to  fully  and  oompletrty 
vtiUm  tut  w«t«r  allocafd  to  tbe  lower  bAsln 
by  tiM  aonpaet.  In  that  period  no  storage 
cr  power  dams  bave  been  oonstrueted  on 
Iba  jBaIn  atem  rl  tbe  river's  upper  baatn. 
ft.  Ttmrn  remain,  as  of  1S&4,  undeTdoped 
VMOttreia  In  tba  lower  baHn  sulBclent  to 
uae  oonaumptively  all  of  the  water  of  the 
Ofri^nniV'  Btver  and  a  potential  power  mar- 
ket to  use  all  ol  tbe  power  tbat  can  l>e  gen- 
cratad,  liatng  all  of  the  water  in  the  river. 

6.  Water  nms  downhill  and  the  supply  Is 
replenlsbed  every  year.  It  Is  not  dlffleult 
to  see  tbat  if  consumptive  uses  In  the  upper 
basto  ere  prevented,  by  any  device,  the  water 
antninet*ff*"T  runs  downhill  to  the  lower 
baslB  where  it  wlU  be  used  consumpUvely 
and  tor  infr^<"g  power. 

Inasmuch  as  the  upper  basin  States  have 
been  able  to  put  to  comsiimptlve  use  less 
than  one-third  of  the  Colorado  River  waiter 
allocated  to  them,  this  means  for  that  many 
years  now  two-thirds  of  tbe  upper  basbi's 
watw  has  been  carried  downstream  for  use — 
with  virtually  no  return  to  those  States — 
In  tbe  power  turbines  and  on  tbe  croplands 
of  tbe  lower  basin  States.  This  polnU  up  an 
obvious  reason  for  some  Interests  to  delay, 
by  any  pretext.  efforU  of  the  upper  baiain 
States  to  use  their  allocated  water. 

7.  Under  the  Colorado  River  compact  the 
upper  basin  States  must  deliver,  at  Lees 
Ferry.  76  million  acre-feet  of  water  every  10 
consecutive  years.  In  order  to  do  this  and 
Btin  make  available  7,500.000  acre-feet  an- 
nually for  consumptive  use  In  the  upper 
baain.  It  la  mandatory  that  holdover  storage 
reservoirs  be  provided  In  the  upper  basin. 

8.  After  nearly  60  years  of  Investigations 
and  an  expenditure  of  about  $10  million, 
a  physical  plan  has  been  proposed  which  vill 
provide  the  holdover  storage  and  yield  water 
for  consumptive  usee  and  power  essential  to 
the  f  till  development  of  the  water,  power,  and 
Industrial  reeources  in  the  upper  basin 
States.  Knglneeringwlse,  this'  undoubtedly 
Is  one  of  the  best  and  most  completely 
planned  water  development  projecte  in  the 
country's  history.  k 


1.  b  the  Colorado  Mver  compact  signed 
by  the  States  of  the  Colorado  River  Basin 
and  the  United  States  to  be  recognised  by 
all  tbe  signatory  parties  or  do  the  rules  gov- 
erning the  development  oS  the  river  change 
now  that  the  needed  facilities  in  the  lower 
basin  have  been  constructed? 

a.  Is  the  national  policy,  which  has  been 
In  effect  for  more  than  60  years,  with  respect 
to  interest-free  money  for  reclamation  to  be 
suddenly  denied  as  far  as  the  Colorado  Rtver 
project  is  concerned? 

8.  Is  the  economic  feasibility  of  the  Colo- 
rado project  to  be  determined  by  a  set  of 
rules  different  from  that  offered  to  every 
otoer  reclamation  project  authorised  since 
1903T 

4.  Is  the  signature  of  the  President  of  tbe 
United  States  to  be  disregarded  when  affixed 
to  a  document  reserving  the  right  to  develop 
tbe  water  and  power  reeources  in  tbe  ex- 
panded national  monument? 

6.  stripped  of  all  camouflage,  tbe  real 
Issue  befortf  the  Congrees  in  the  Colorado 
Blver  controversy  Is  not  the  Echo  Park  Dsm 
In  the  Dinoeaur  National  Monument,  the 
excessive  ocet,  or  the  violation  of  national 
poUcy— the  real  issue  la  who  gets  the  Im- 
mensely valxMble,  renewable  water  and 
power  reeource  belonging,  under  the  Colo- 
rado compact,  to  the  upper  basin  States.  If 
the  Colorado  River  storage  project  Is  de- 
feated, the  lower  basin  States  and  Mexico 
will  continue  to  have  access  to  this  b-e- 
mendous  renewable  resource,  allocated  by 
mutual  agreement  among  the  basin  States 
and  the  Congress  to  the  upper  basin  States 
In  igaa.     U  tbU  what  congress  desires? 


THX   AMSWXSS  1 

1.  Ibe  Colorado  River  storage  project  Is 
self -liquidating,  that  is  the  income  from  tbe 
Irrigation,  municipal,  and  Industrial  uses, 
from  ad  valorem  taxes  levied  against  water 
conservancy  districts,  and  from  power,  will. 
in  80  years,  pay  off  tbe  entire  cost  of  power 
and  mimlcipal  facilities  with  the  interest 
and  the  irrigation  facilities,  without  inter- 
est. Furthermore,  at  the  end  of  that  10 -year 
repayment  period,  the  project  will  return 
annually  to  tbe  Treasury  at  least  S20  aoilllon 
per  year. 

The  claim  that  tbe  project  includes  a  hid- 
den subsidy  of  $1  billion  is  pure  fabrica- 
tion, such  a  malicious  distortion  completely 
ignores  national  policy  relative  to  Interest- 
free  money  for  reclamation,  which  has  been 
In  effect  for  more  than  60  years,  and.  stlso  a 
national  policy  which  has  provided  lOO  per- 
cent subsidy  for  rivers  and  harbors  improve- 
ment and  flood  control,  and  partial  subsidy 
for  railroads,  shipping,  air  transportatloa, 
and  defense  industries  for  many  years. 
These  latter  subsidies  return  nothing  to  the 
Federal  Trecuury,  but  are  believed  to  be 
fully  justified  in  terms  of  indirect  benefits. 

Computations  and  tabulations  purporting 
to  show  a  subsidy  of  $2,700  is  simply  dis- 
honest arithmetic  because  only  one-half  the 
computations  are  shown.  For  example.  If  I 
were  to  borrow  $10,000  to  build  an  Irriga- 
tion distribution  system  on  my  faim  and 
agreed  to  pay  it  back  In  50  equal  annual  In- 
stallments I  would  pay  $100  per  year.  I 
would  also  pay  Interest  on  $10,000  the  first 
year  and  on  the  unpaid  balance  eaeh  suc- 
ceeding year.  Where  would  I  get  the  money? 
The  increased  net  return  from  my  land  re- 
sulting from  the  Improvement  would  provide 
the  money  to  pay  off  the  principal  and  the 
Interest.  In  the  calculations  presented  by 
the  opposition  only  the  accumulated  inter- 
est is  considered.  The  whole  story  includes 
the  accumiUate<l  net  returns  front  both 
direct  and  indirect  benefits.  The  Indirect 
benefits  are  public  benefits  and  when  ac- 
cumxilated  over  the  same  years  as  the  inter- 
est, far  exceed  the  accumulated  interest. 
For  this  reason  alone,  the  Colorado  River 
storage  project  Is  a  good  national  invest- 
ment. 

2.  Power  generated  in  project  plants — 
essentially  supplementary  features  of  storage 
dams — will  be  sold  to  private  or  public  utili- 
ties xinder  the  preference  clause,  at  the  bus 
ba"  or  at  load  centers.  This  definitely  does 
not  put  the  Government  in  the  power  busi- 
ness. 

3.  The  power  will  be  produced  at  a  eost  less 
than  power  from  other  area  sources  and  will 
be  sold  at  competitive  rates.  Both  private 
and  public  utilities  in  the  area  have  endorsed 
the  project  and  an  adequate  market  Is  as- 
sxu-ed  for  all  power  produced. 

4.  The  estimated  cost  of  the  projects  pro- 
posed in  H.  R.  4449  Is  approximately  «1  bil- 
lion, not  $5  billion  as  Implied  by  Congress- 
man HosMza  in  his  recent  memorandum  to 
the  Congressmen.  This  money  will  be  spent 
over  a  period  of  many  years,  becaiose  this  Is 
a  plazmed,  long-range  development. 

5.  The  pending  bills  do  not  change  na- 
tional policy,  but  failtu-e  to  approve  them 
will  completely  disregard  national  water  pol- 
icy effective  in  every  other  reclajuatlon  proj- 
ect authorized  in  the  past. 

6.  The  Hoover  Commission  was  created  by 
Congress  to  study  the  organization  of  the 
executive  branches  of  the  Federal  Oovern- 
ment  and  not  to  oppose  the  authorization 
of  the  Colorado  lUver  project  as  the  oppo- 
nents of  this  project  are  claiming  that  the 
Commission  is  doing.  The  Commission  Is 
making  no  extensive  technical  study  of  this 
project  and  has  not  indicated  that  It  will. 

7.  It  has  been  proven  by  researchers  In 
the  Department  oi"  Agriculture  that  unit  for 
unit  of  water,  the  production  of  food  and 
fiber  is  ^higher  in  the  upper  basin  valleys. 
Furthermore,    moet    of    the    crops    produced 


from  project  acreage  woiild  be  ttuok  crops 
consumed  in  the  area,  without  adding  any- 
thing appreciable  to  our  agricultural  sur- 
pluses. 

8.  The  construction  of  the  Echo  Park  Dam 
in  the  expanded  Dinosaur  National  Monu- 
ment la  not  an  invasion  of  the  monument. 
The  expansion  of  tbe  monument  was  an 
invasion  of  a  valid  power  withdrawal  under 
the  Federal  Power  Act  of  1920  and  this  inva- 
sion was  recognized  by  the  Presldpnt  of  the 
United  States  when  he  signed  the  proclama- 
tion authorizing  the  expansion  of  the  Dino- 
saur National  Monument.  In  the  specific  res- 
ervations made  therein  for  the  dervelopment 
of  the  water  and  power  resources  of  the  area. 
FAllure  to  recognize  these  reservations  is 
simply  an  abrogation  of  a  contract  signed 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

9.  Plans  for  the  development  of  a  recrea- 
tional area  around  the  body  of  Water  to  be 
created  by  the  Bcho  Park  Dam  have  been 
made  by  the  National  Park  Service  and  an 
appropriation  of  $21  million  Is  included  in 
the  Colorado  River  storage  project  bill. 
Such  a  development  would  make  this  area 
accessible  to  the  public  and  greatly  enhance 
the  scenic,  wildlife  and  recreational  values. 
The  Echo  Park  Dam  would  not  destroy  the 
Green  and  Tampa  River  Canyons.  It  would 
open  them  up  for  the  benefit  of  the  masses. 
Just  as  Lake  Mead  has  produced  great  fresh 
water  public  recreation  areas. 

It  Is  my  sincere  hope  that  each  of  you 
will  take  time  to  read  this  brief  statement 
of  the  problem,  the  issues,  and  the  answers 
relating  to  the  Colorado  River  stprage  proj- 
ect. 

The  Taxpatkrs  BrxDnf 

The  press  and  the  Recosd  are  full  of  re- 
cent statements  and  editorials  charging  hid- 
den subsidies  and  added  tax  biudens  in  the 
proposed  Colorado  River  storage  project. 
Of  all  the  proposed  public  works  projects, 
reclamation,  rivers  and  harbors,  and  flood 
control,  only  this  one  is  being  attacked. 
Apparently  a  new  set  of  ground  rules  is  to 
be  applied  to  this  project.  Dishonest  arith- 
metic has  been  arranged  in  nest  columns 
and  reproduced  in  the  publicattons  of  the 
Tax  League,  the  so-called  conservation 
groups,  and  national  magazines,  and  is  now 
being  placed  in  the  CoNciUBssioirAi.  Rxcoao 
and  on  the  desks  of  the  Congressman.  I 
refer  specifically  to  a  report  of  the  National 
Conference  of  Taxpayers  Executives  entitled 
"Cost  to  Nation's  Taxpayers,  by  States,  of 
the  Colorado  River  Storage  Projeet  and  Par- 
ticipating Projects."  The  report  qix>tes  the 
minority  Report  No.  1774.  83d  Congress.  Sd 
session,  Colorado  River  storage  project  and 
participating  projects  (H.  R.  4449)  which 
charges  a  hidden  subsidy. 

This  minority  report  completely  disre- 
gards a  national  policy  In  effect  more  than 
50  years  which  recognizes  the  principle  un- 
der which  Federal  funds  are  provided  for  the 
construction  of  Irrigation  reclamation  proj- 
ects and  for  which  no  interest  Is  charged. 
Under  this  principle,  all  Federal  Irrigation 
reclamation  has  been  constructed.  All  cur- 
rent and  proposed  projects  are  based  upon 
It.  This  principle  Is  in  strict  accordance 
with  the  Reclamation  Act  passed  In  1802. 

In  the  minds  of  the  opposition,  this  prin- 
ciple is  no  longer  valid  for  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project.  The  validity  of  this 
principle  was  not  questioned  in  connection 
with  the  Santa  Marguerita  projeet,  the  Tri- 
Dam,  Trinity  River,  West  San  Juan,  and  the 
American  River  divisions  of  the  Oentral  Val- 
ley project  in  California,  nor  the  proposed 
Salano,  Santa  Maria,  or  Ventura  projects, 
also  In  California. 

Of  these,  the  Santa  Marguertta  project, 
costing  $6,807,000,  has  been  approved  by  Con- 
gress  this  session.  Other  projects  totaling 
$636,049,000  are  Included  In  pending  legisla- 
tion and  still  other  projects,  all  in  California, 
totaling  9194,450.000  are  being  investigated. 
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No  voice  baa  been  ralaed  by  California  or 
anyone  else  against  tbe  same  so-called  bid- 
den subsidies  in  these  projects.  Only  tbe 
Colorado  is  under  attack,  and  this  because  It 
is  the  only  project,  tbe  waters  and  power 
from  which  can  and  will  be  utlllaed  down- 
stream If  the  upper  basin  Is  not  permitted  to 
develop  Its  resources. 

Accumulating  interest  on  the  unpaid  bal- 
ance of  the  costs  of  irrigation  is  a  measure 
of  the  cost  to  the  public  only  if  the  annual 
value  of  the  direct,  indirect,  and  general 
public  beneflta  resulting  from  the  invest- 
ment are  also  accumulated.  The  difference 
would  represent  the  cost  to  the  public. 

It  is  dlffleult  to  evaluate.  In  terms  of  dol- 
lars, the  public  benefite,  but  It  can  and  has 
been  done.  Economic  studies  made  by  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  on  many  reclama- 
tion projects  show  that  the  public  benefits 
are  only  slightly  less  than  half  the  total  ben- 
efits as  determined  by  the  benefit-cost  anal- 
ysis. 

To  illustrate,  T  call  atUmtlon  to  the  Seed- 
skadee  project  In  Wyomiiig.  It  Is  typical  of 
the  11  participating  proj>5cts  and  shows  the 
effect  of  adding  Interest  on  the  unpaid  bal- 
ance and  deducting  the  value  of  the  public 
benefits.  The  Seedskadee  project  will  cost 
$33,376,000  including  ite  share  of  the  cost 
of  the  holdover  storage  at  Glen  Canyon  and 
Echo  Park.  It  would  tal:e  8  years  to  build 
the  project  works,  and  thi-  accumulated  cost, 
principal  plus  interest  at  'he  end  of  the  con- 
Btructlon  period,  would  be  •35.737,000.  The 
reclamation  law  provides  for  a  10-year  de- 
velopment period.  During  this  time.  Inter- 
est is  accumulating  and  by  the  end  of  the 
10-year  period  the  total  cost,  principal  plus 
interest.  Is  $43,689,000.  During  the  develop- 
ment period,  however.  tJie  public  t>eneflts 
from  this  project  amour.ted  to  $10,224,000 
so  that  at  the  beginning  of  the  irrigation  re- 
payment period,  the  ouUUndlng  net  obli- 
gation against  the  project  was  only  •34,601,- 
000.  It  is  proposed  to  pay  off  the  irrigation 
costs  currently,  using  both  inconte  from 
water  users  and  from  pover  revenues.  Tbe 
irrigators  will  pay  annually  $95,700  and  from 
power  revenues  there  will  be  paid  $573,000 
annually.  Every  year  $667,700  will  be  paid 
to  reduce  the  first  cost  of  the  project.  The 
interest  on  the  unpaid  balince  is  compound- 
ed at  2 1^  percent.  The  Interest  is  added  to 
the  unpaid  balance,  and  from  the  total  is 
deducted  the  annual  value  of  the  public 
benefits. 

The  value  of  public  benefits  by  the  end 
of  the  development  period  was  found  to  be 
•  1,633,000  annually.  By  deducting  from  the 
yearly  unpaid  balance,  plus  interest,  the  an- 
nual benefits.  It  was  foimd  that  the  en- 
tu-e  cost  of  the  project  would  be  theoreti- 
cally liquidated  in  SO  yesrs.     Actually,  the 


ananal  payments  from  tbe  Irrigators  and 
power  revenues  go  on  to  year  60.  Based  on 
this  analysis,  the  public  begins  to  secure 
free  beneflu  after  the  SOth  year  of  repay- 
ment because  the  annual  public  benefits  ex- 
ceed the  Interest  charges.  This  analysis 
shows  further  a  total  Irrigation  benefit  to 
the  public  over  the  60-year  period  of  $91.- 
874,000  and  a  total  accumulated  interest 
charges  on  unpaid  balance  of  only  $26,743,- 
000.  The  public  benefits  exceed  the  cost  of 
toterest  by  nearly  four  times. 

Tbe  plan  of  repayment  of  the  cost  of  the 
Colorado  River  project  and  participating 
projects  as  set  forth  on  page  45  of  the  hear- 
ings. Colorado  River  Storage  Project,  83d 
Congress.  3d  session,  June  28,  July  3,  1954, 
is  as  follows: 

The  entire  cost  of  power  and  municipal 
facUiUes  will  be  repaid  with  Interest  on  un- 
paid balances  within  a  period  of  60  years. 
These  facilities  represent  more  than  67  per- 
cent of  the  entire  project.  All  costs  aUo- 
cated  to  Irrigation  will  be  repaid  within  a 
period  of  60  years  plus  a  development  p>erlod 
of  10  years.  These  payments  will  be  made 
annually,  beginning  at  the  end  of  the  de- 
velopment period.  It  is  understood  that  no 
Interest  on  the  Irrigation  investment  will 
be  paid,  since  this  has  been  the  continuous • 
national  policy  since  the  enactment  of  the 
original  Reclamation  Act  of  1902.  and  is  a 
part  of  every  reclamation  repayment  con- 
tract completed  or  proposed,  it  has  been 
challenged  only  in  the  case  of  the  Colorado 
River  Project.  After  full  repayment,  the 
Echo  Park  and  Glen  Canyon  power  plants 
will  yield  a  net  return  to  the  public  treasury 
of  approximately  $30  million  per  year. 

In  order  to  give  any  credence  at  all  to  the 
dishonest  arithmetic  spread  over  the  pages 
of  the  CoifcasssioNAi.  Rccors  and  in  the 
press  in .  an  attempt  to  defeat  the  upper 
Colorado  River  project  legislation  now  pend- 
ing before  Congress,  the  ground  rules  relat- 
ing to  the  use  of  Federal  funds  without 
paying  interest  for  the  irrigation  phases  of 
reclamation  would  have  to  be  changed.  It 
is  not  in  the  interest  of  the  public  to  change 
them,  but  if  they  must  be  changed,  the 
change  should  apply  to  all  public  works 
projects  and  not  alone  to  the  Colorado  River 
project.  This  new  rule  should  apply  to  the 
$350  million  flood-control  program  In  south- 
ern CallfornU,  the  $400  milUon  authoriza- 
tion being  asked  in  pending  legislation  for 
California,  and  to  the  $174  million  worth 
of  projects  being  investigated  In  California. 
In  fact,  it  should  apply  to  all  fiood  control, 
rivers  and  harbors,  as  well  as  aU  reclama- 
tion projects. 

Historically,  this  Government,  since  Its 
Inception,  has  recognized  the  principle  of 
Federal  support  of  works  which  result  In 
either  direct  or  indirect  benefite  to  the  pub- 


lic ror  example,  the  river  and  harbor  ba- 
provement  has  always  been  accepted  as  a 
responsibiUty  of  the  Federal  Oovemment 
even  though  such  works  resulted  in  many 
direct  private  individual  or  oorporato  bene- 
fite. 

The  cost  of  these  ImproTemente  and  tbelr 
operation  and  maintenance  are  paid  for  by 
the  Federal  Government.  The  principal  Is 
not  returned  and  no  Interest  is  paid. 

Later,  when  the  railroads  were  being 
pushed  across  the  continent,  no  single  cor- 
poration could  finance  the  undertaking. 
The  Government,  in  order  to  attract  capital. 
gave  the  railroads  every  other  fcectlon  of  land 
for  30  miles  on  each  side  of  the  railroad  line. 
ThU  was  a  great  subsidy.  Similarly,  steam- 
ship lines,  airlines,  and  defense  industries 
have  been  subsidized.  All  of  these  subsidies 
have  been  good  investments  for  this  country. 

As  population  presstu-es  increase,  dtlea, 
agricultural  areas,  transportetlon  faculties, 
and  Industry  began  encroaching  on  the  river 
fiood  plains,  and  the  matter  of  flood  control 
assumed  national  importance.  Here  again 
the  Government  stepped  in  with  money  to 
build,  operate,  and  maintain  flood-control 
works  without  cost  to  the  direct  beneficiaries. 
The  entire  cost  was  assessed  against  tbe  tax- 
payer, the  general  public.  These  expeiwll- 
tures  also  have  b^n  a  good  investment  for 
the  country.  To  give  you  some  idea  of  what 
it  is  costing  this  country  for  these  general 
public  benefits.  I  submit  the  following  tebu- 
latlon  (table  II)   which  shows: 

1.  Appropriation  for  fiood  control  to  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  for  the  period  1938-64  by 
States    (col.    (3)). 

2.  The  amount  of  accumulated  interest  by 
States  on  these  appropriations  for  a  60-year 
period    (col.    (4)). 

3.  The  cost  of  fiood -control  program  to  the 
taxpayers  by  States  of  interest  had  been 
changed    (col.    (5)). 

4.  The  cost  by  Stetes  of  pending  rivers  and 
harbors  legislation.  H.  R.  9858  providing' for  a 
total  authorization  of  •823  million  for  rivers 
and  harbors,  beach-erosion  control  and  fiood 
control    (col.    (5)). 

5.  The  amount  of  accumulated  interest,  by 
States,  on  $822  million  over  a  &0-year  period 
(col.    (7)).  "^ 

6.  The  total  cost  to  the  texpayer  for  prin- 
cipal and  Interest  for  authorization  requested 
in  H.  R.  9859  (col.  (8)). 

7.  The  totel  cost  of  rivers  and  harbors  and 
fiood-control  projecte.  as  set  forth  above,  to 
the  taxpayers  if  accumulated  Interest  over 
a  50- year  period  is  added  to  the  first  cost 
(col.   (9)). 

8.  For  comparative  purposes  (coL  (10)) 
gives  the  cost  of  interest-free  money  used  to 
build  the  Colorado  River  storage  project. 
The  principal  is  repaid  in  full. 


Table  II. — Co»(  to  Xationt'  tarpayers  of  nonreimbur gable  rivers  arui  harbors  and  flood-control  project* 
[In  millions  of  dollars) 


State 


(1) 


Alahama 

Anions 

Arkun.sas 

("alifomla.... 

foloraio 

Connecticut. 
l>rlaware.-  . 

Florida 

0<>or(fj8 

Idaho '. 

Illinois I" 

Indians 


Pn-cent  of 
total' 


cn 


Flood  control  appropristlons,  1938-&4 


1.  IS 
.51 
.68 

0.32 
.01 

1.74 
.37 

l.A» 

1.53 
.M 

S.00 

2.M 


Distribution, 
first  oost 


(3) 


31.3 
I&6 
13.8 

iS3.0 
M,.7 
47.2 
10.0 
46.0 
41.6 
0.2 

187.  S 
60.S 


Piatribntlon.    Total  (wt  to 
accumulalod        taxpayor 
interest «  (3; +(4 J 


(4) 


78.1 
33.7 

45. 
616. 

eo. 

115. 

24 
111 
101.2 

22.5 
450.5 
109.4 


(."!) 


Riven  and  harbors,  H.  R.  0650,  1054 


Distribution  by  Sutes 


First  oost         ialer^  ' 


(6) 


Interest ' 
(7) 


107.3 
52.3 
.W.8 

860.6 
84.0 

162.4 
34.5 

157.  7 

142.7 
31.7 

643.8 

23&3 


0.5 

4.2 

6.6 

77.0 

7.4 

14.3 

3.0 

13.0 

12.6 

2.8 

5flL8 

21.1 


23.1 
10.2 
13.6 
187.0 
18.3 
34.0 

7.4 
33.0 
30.7 

6.8 

isa.4 

61.4 


Total  cost  to 
taxpayer 
(6) +(7) 

(8) 


Total  cost  to 
taxpsyer  of 
riven  snd 
harbors  and 
flood  control 
(5) +(8) 

(0) 


Percentage  distribation  of  the  Federal  tax  txjrden  o(»>put«d  by  tbe  Tax  Foonds- 
tion  based  upon  actual  data  for  HscaJ  year  1053. 
Interest  calculated  at  2>i  percent  for  50  years. 


32.6 
14.4 
19.2 

260.0 
2.V7 
40.3 
10.4 
47.8 
43.3 
0.6 

IOSlS 
7XS 


130.0 

66.6 

78.0 

1.136.0 

iiao 

211.0 
44.0 

aoas 

isao 

41.1 

Riao 
iDr.al 


Aocamo. 

tausd 

Interest 

Colorado 

River  ator- 

ace  protect 

flO-year 

payout* 

00) 


II. s 
6.1 
0.8 

HLl 

at 

17.4 
8.7 

lae 
lis 

J.4 

■Lt 

m.« 


« Interest  calculated  at  2'<  prrwnt  for  50  vears  on  tbe  11  partiopslii^ 
0(  the  Colorado  River  storace  projects,  irrijatioo  iovestiaenl.  $Mi.S8*  M8 
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Tabu  II.— Co««  fo  J^irfioiw'  taxpayer*  cf  n«nmtn6ttf«a6te  rt»er«  ond  Aart«r«  and  /ood-«miro2  project* — Continued 

[pi  mUUona  of  doUanl  |  \~ 


, 

1 

Pcreentof 
total  > 

i 

(2) 

nood  eontrol  appropriatkms,  1938-64 

BiT«8  and  harbors,  H.  R.  08SB,  IM4 

Total  cost  t$ 
taxpayer  of 

rivers  luid 

harbors  and 

flood  control 

tS)+<8) 

(») 

Aocxiniii* 
lated 

SUto 

Dlstribatlon, 
flnt  ooet 

'         (3) 

Dlstrlbntlon, 

aocomalsted 

mtereat' 

W) 

Total  cost  to 
taxpayer 
(3) +  (4) 

(5) 

Distribution  by  Stales 

Total  cost  to 
taxpayer 

(6) +  (7) 
(8) 

Intereat 

Colorado 

River  stor- 

(1) 

First  cost 

Accumulated 

Interest ' 

(7) 

atre  project 
50-year 
payout' 

(10) 

h»w. 

1.65 

1.31 

1.27 

1.34 

.47 

£M 

3.10 

9.01 

1.74 

.66 

2.50 

.40 

.85 

.17 

.30 

3.(10 

.38 

1Z34 

l.«7 

t^ 

1.12 

1.10 

6.04 

.53 

.88 

.33 

1.30 

0.86 

.40 

.60 

l.«9 

1.71 

.89 

2.20 

.30 

.SO 

43L1 
35.6 
84.5 
3&4 

1Z8 
60.5 
86.6 

133.3 
47.2 
17.6 
67.9 
10.9 
33.1 
4.0 
8.1 
07.7 
10.3 

335.0 

45.3 

8.1 

160.2 
20.4 
30.4 

188.4 

14.1 

23.3 

9.0 

37.7 

132.0 
10.9 
5.2 
45.9 
46.4 
74.2 
59.7 
5.4 
13.6 

102.5 

86.7 

84.0 

88.7 

31.1 

169.4 

211.1 

324.9 

115.1 

43.0 

165.4 

26.5 

56.2 

11.2 

19.8 

338.2 

25.1 

816.4 

lias 

19.8 

390.3 

74.1 

72.8 

459.2 

34.4 

56.9 

21.8 

92.0 

321.5 

26.5 

12.6 

111.8 

113.1 

58.9 

145.6 

13.2 

33.1 

144.6 

122.3 

118.5 

125.  1 

33.9 

238.9 

297.7 

458.2 

163.3 

60.6 

233.3 

37.4 

79.3 

15.8 

27.9 

33.1.9 

3,S.  4 

1,151.4 

155.8 

37.9 

5,50.5 

104.5 

102.  7 

647.  0 

48.5 

80.2 

30.8 

129.7 

4.i3.  5 

37.4 

17.8 

157.  7 

MQ.  a 

83.1 

205.3 

18.6 

46.7 

12.7 

10.8 
10.5 

no 

3.9 

21.1 

26.3 

40.4 

14.3 

5.3 

20.6 

3.2 

7.0 

1.4 

2.5 

29.6 

3.  1 

101   fi 

13.7 

2.5 

48.6 

9.2 

9.  1 

57  1 

4  3 

7.  1 

2.7 

11   4 

40.0 

3  2 

1.6 

13.9 

14.0 

7.3 

18.1 

1.6 

4.1 

31.1 
26.3 
25.5 
26.9 

9.4 
51.3 
64.0 
98.5 
34  9 
13.0 
90.2 

8.0 
17.0 

3.4 

6.0 
72.2 

7.6 

247.  5 

33.5 

6.0 
118.3 
22.5 
22.1 
139.2 
in  4 
17.2 

6.6 
27.9 
97  5 

8  0 

3.8 
33.9 
34.3 
17  9 
44  1 

4.0 
10.0 

43.8 
37  1 
36.0 
37.9 
1.T3 
72.4 
90  3 

138.9 
49.2 
18  3 
70.8 
11   2 
24.0 
4.8 
8.5 

101.8 

10  7 
349.1 

97.2 
8.5 

166.9 
31.7 
31  2 

196.3 

14  7 

24  3 

9.3 

39.3 

137.5 

11  2 
5.4 

47.8 
4K.  3 
27.2 
62.2 
5.6 
14.1 

188.4 
l.W  4 
154. « 
163.4 

47.1 
311.1 
388.  # 
507.1 
21.5.1 

78.$ 
304.1 

48.  e 

IA3.t 

aae 

36.1 

437  t 

46.1 

i.5oa( 

36.* 
317.1 
136.  t 

1.^-?  0 

843. » 
63.8 

104.  e 

40.1 

169.0 
590.  C 
48.  r 
23.8 
305.6 
207  8 

110.8 

267.  B 

24.  S 

60.'8 

15.5 

i.ri 

KmtiMkjr     — . 

Marrtaad              

12.7 
13.4 

4.7 
25.6 

MMMrimnttn 

31.9 

MMi^n                      » -■ 

40.1 

Mtamwvt*         n- 

17  4 

Mtaitainnt 

&S 

MtaMoii'        

3S.0 

Montana. — 

Nnfamka ■.  . 

4.0 
85 

Nevada _ 

Nmt  Hanmahire 

1.7 
10 

30.0 

NewMesleo _ - - 

Kaw  York                

18 
133.3 

North  Carolina 

North  Dakota - 

1*7 

3.0 

Ohio           - 

».3 

OWah<fw»     

11.2 

Oracon        ...... . 

11.0 

Pennvlvaoia.. , 

fihw1«Man'1                                                    

60.3 
5.2 

Baath  Caroltna           

&6 

South  Dakota     

3.3 

TtDHCUBt                           .....-..-..--.---- ----.. 

13.9 

Tnaa  .... - —  --  - 

06.  6 

Utah _ 

Vermont . 

9.0 
1.9 

Virginia.         . 

16.9 

WasbinKton 

17.  I 

West  Vfifinia. 

8.9 

Wisconsin 

22.0 

WrMDinc 

Twritories 

20 
iiO 

Total             ... 

100.00 

2,714.7 

6,616.0 

9,330.7 

822.0 

2,005.7 

2.827.7 

12,158.1 

99919 

Summarizing,  tbls  table  abowa  tbat  the 
two  programB  referred  to  (flood  control,  1938- 
84,  and  H.  R.  9859,  rivers  and  barbors  bUl. 
1954)  would  cost  the  taxpayers  tl2,158,400, 
if  the  Interest  wer^  accumulated  over 
only  SO  years.  The  true  cost  If  one  disre- 
gards the  public  benefits  Is  much  worse  be- 
cauae  no  principal  or  interest  is  ever  to  be 
paid. 

When  compared  to  rivers  and  harbors, 
flood  control,  and  other  direct  subsidies  made 
because  of  their  general  public  benefits  to 
the  taxpayers,  the  cost  to  the  taxpayers,  of 
the  public  benefits  resulting  from  Intereat 
free  money  for  Irrigation,  is  Insignificant. 

TlM  attack  on  the  Colorado  River  storage 
project  is  designed  for  no  other  ptirpose  than 
to  prevent  the  development  and  use  of  the 
waters  allocated  to  the  upper  Colorado  Basin 
States  by  the  Colorado  Compact  so  that  both 
the  water  and  power  resoiirces  of  the  river 
will  become  available  to  the  water  and  power 
users  in  the  lower  basin.  The  attack  is  be- 
ing directed  by  California  interests  and  sup- 
ported by  California  Congressmen.  The 
objective  of  California  has  been  set  forth  in 
the  preu,  at  both  Hotise  and  Senate  hear- 
ings on  the  Colorado  River  project,  and  is 
now  being  placed  in  the  Comgkxssional  Bac- 
OKO  by  Congressmen  Yobtt,  Hbsicxa,  and 
Mn.i.n. 

Cost  of  Rxclamation  Vxbstts  Cost  or  Flood 
CoNTKCH. — How  RnncuiAXJB  Cak  You  Qbt? 
There  are  In  the  United  States  today  cer- 
tain groups  and  individuals  who  are  severely 
criticizing  the  reclamation  program  of  the 
17  Western  Stater  on  the  assumption  that  it 
la  costing  the  taxpayer  a  lot  of  money,  and 
becomes  an  everlasting  burden  upon  them. 
Naturally,  In  these  times  of  high  cost  of  liv- 
ing, anyone  who  talks  about  costs  to  the 
taxpayers  finds  a  receptive  audience  whether 
the  presentation  Is  misleading  or  whether 
It  is  representative  of  the  true  situation. 


It  has  been  pointed  out  time  and  time  again 
that  reclamation  projects,  when  studied  in 
their  true  perspective,  yield  benefits  to  the 
Nation  that  are  national  in  scope  as  well  as 
local,  and  that  the  projects  pay  for  them- 
selves many  times  over  in  the  form  of  newly 
created  Income  and  of  tax  revenuaB  made 
possible  by  the  reclamation  projects,  and 
that  these  and  many  other  benefits  continue 
Indefinitely  Into  the  future. 

Critics  of  the  Federal  reclamation  program, 
on  the  ground  that  it  will  constitute  a  bur- 
den on  the  Federal  taxpayers,  should  take  a 
good  look  at  H.  R.  9859,  the  omnibus  river 
and  harbor  and  fiood-control  bill.  Here  is  a 
bill  that,  under  the  arguments  advanced  by 
opponents  of  reclamation  projects  consti- 
tutes a  real  giveaway.  The  cost  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government  is  entirely  nonreimbursable, 
and  no  Interest  is  charged  the  beneficiaries 
on  the  original  cost  either. 

In'  the  case  of  Federal  reclamation  projects, 
interest  Is  paid  on  the  Investment  in  power 
and  municipal  water  features,  including  in- 
terest accrixing  d\4rlng  the  conBtruction  pe- 
riod. This  part  of  the  cost  of  the  project  is, 
then,  returned  to  the  Federal  Treasury  with 
interest  In  50  years.  Interest  is  not  charged 
on  the  costs  allocated  to  Irrigation  features 
in  accordance  with  reclamation  la*.  The 
capital  investment  in  irrigation  features  is, 
however,  returned  to  the  Federal  Treasury  in 
50  years  partially  from  the  irrigation  farmer, 
partially  frotn  taxes  levied  by  the  required 
conservancy-type  districts,  and  the  re- 
mainder from  power  revenues.  After  full 
payout  there  will  flow  into  the  Federal  Treas- 
ury millions  of  dollars  per  year  for  the  life 
of  the  project,  from  power  revenues,  which 
may  be  for  hundreds  of  years  or  longer. 

One  of  the  arguments  currently  being  em- 
ployed by  opponents  of  reclamation  projects 
in  general,  and  of  the  Colorado  River  storage 
project  in  particular  is  to  point  an  accusing 
finger  at  the   Interest   on  the   amount   as- 


signed to  irrigation  features,  the  principal 
of  which  is  returned  from  power  revenues. 
For  instance.  Mr.  Leslie  Miller,  one  of  the 
severest  of  critics  of  H.  R.  4449  points  out 
that  the  Nation's  taxpayers  wlU  be  called 
upon  to  pay  interest  for  44  years  at  2V^  per- 
cent on  $231,041,900,  the  estimated  amount 
assigned  to  irrigation  and  to  be  repaid  from 
power  sales.  He  further  points  out  that  this 
amount  at  interest  compounded  annually 
would  grow  to  $780  million,  and  that  Interest 
on  unpaid  balances  over  the  6-year  period 
would  amount  to  $23  mUlion;  the  total  cost 
then  being  $803  million  from  which  the 
principal  is  subtracted,  because  it  is  repaid. 
leaves  $540  million  to  be  paid  in  Interest  by 
the  taxpayers. 

Now,  let  us  take  a  look  at  the  cost  of  those 
projects  in  the  omnibus  rivers,  harbors,  and 
flood-control  bill.  Remember,  the  figures 
quoted  are  costs  to  the  Federal  Oovemment. 
They  are  nonreimbursable  gifts.  No  interest 
is  paid  by  the  beneficiaries  on  the  capital 
investment.  No  part  of  the  principal  Is 
returned. 

In  the  current  omnibus  bill  under  titles 
I  and  II,  we  note  the  following.    There  are: 

1.  85  rivers  and  harbors  proj- 
ects at  a  cost  to  the  Federal 
Government  of 1812.915,100 

2.  22  beach -erosion  projects 14.003.664 

3.  39    flood-control    projects..     663.  352.  750 


Total   cost   to   the   Fed- 
eral Government 


890,271,514 
This  $890  million  is  not  the  tctal  cost  of 
all  rivers,  harbors,  and  flood-control  proj- 
ects. It  represents  only  the  cost  of  projects 
for  which  authorization  is  sought  in  H.  R. 
9859   for  this   session  of  Congress. 

To  Illustrate  the  ridiculousness  of  the  ar- 
gument of  those  opposed  to  reclamation 
projects  on  the  grounds  of  the  Interest  ar- 
gument illustrated  above,  let  us  now  apply 
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that  same  argument,  that  •omeone,  the  tax-  In  qtlts  at  the  stupen«lons  flgures  that  .  Wlthoot   irrlgaUoa   devekmmsnt   in   tb* 

payer,  has  to  stand  tbe  eost  of  the  interest  eaa  be  derived  by  this  method  ot  consider-  West  it  would  be  tw«p«-if«Ki^^  to  support  cvsa 

charges  paid  by  tlw  Fadsral  Oovemment  on  tag  Interest  ws  aU  reallae  the  beneflta  to  be  tbe  prsasnt  |wy^^i*^if^n.  to  say  notblng  oif 

borrowed  mooey.  to  tiM  eost  of  tboas  items  galnsd  from  the  programs  in  question.    We  the  population  wbicb  Is  bound  to  ooma.  «»*4 

■ought    for   aathorlSKtlon   in   the   omnibus  realise  that  both  tbe  principal  invested  and  wltbout  «Ar«t»iri,^«i  ^n^ter  and  pow«r  ttaa  in- 

blU.    First,  w  should  note  that  it  U  very  tb«  IntCTSst  that  could  be  computed  thereon  dustrlal  r«aoui«ea  of  the  aiaa  can  nevsr  to 

significant  that  those  opposed  to  the  Oolo-  are  expendable  items  from  wliich  benefits  developed. 

rado  River  storage  project  figured  their  in-  are  derived  into  perpetuity  and  ad  infinitum.  Application  of  water  to  producUve  soUa 

terest  for  a  60-year  period.    This  is  signifl-  Ws  as  Americans  cannot  condone  the  attt-  liiastratea   tba  ec<»iomle  growtb   ti»>t  foi- 

cant  because  at  the  end  of  the  60-year  period  tude   of   the  man   who  starved  himself   to  lows.     Wot  instance,  in  Wtid  County    Colo 

aU  of  the  principal  is  repaid    and    power  death  because  he  realised  that  U  he  did  not  every  1.000  irrigated  acres  in  farms  suimortii 

revenues  continue  into  perpetuity  to  pour  eat  at  the  rate  of  $1,500  per  year  at  the  end  83  persons.  whUe  1.000  acres  of  dry  l^^TM^  ■tti>> 

$20    miUion    per    year    Into    the    Federal  of  60  years  his  $1,500  would  grow  to  »6, 156;  poru  only  Si)  persons.     In  this  prospenMs 

Treasury.    In  the  ease  <A  the  projects  in  the  In  100  ysars  to  $17,721;  and  in  200  years  to  county  68.077.  or  87  percent,  of  the  pwula. 

omnibus  biU  the  interest  need  not  be  com-  $309,840.  tlon  is  supported  through  irrtsatton  devel- 

puted  for  only  60  yeariL    It  could  be  figured                                           opment.     Thta  is  representaUve  of  the  in- 

lor  any  period  into  P^JP**^**^— ^  ^^^  *°0  Tm*  Facts  Aaour  Bconomic  FiAsianjrT  creased    economic    base    stemming    dlrwrtly 

years.  200  years.  1  (W  years-lnflnlty.  j  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^    ^  support  of  the  Colo-  *™™  ^*«  resource  development  whldl  in- 

For  the  sake  of  this  illustration  it  i«  n^;  rado  River  storage  project  and  I  can  point  "«•«»  «»•  domestic  market,  the  tax  bass. 

r^L-^^r^^^^^^.  ^^^s-^^^^^-i^"^^^,  T«.^j^^™^^™a,^s^ 

billion  to  the   current   national  debt.  be  repaid                                   «-i«i.i«jwfc  wii*  pkojbct — An    imtxsvixw    With    VmHta/om, 

For  the  City  of  Los  Angeles,  cam.  toere  is  The  entire  cost  of  power  and  the  munlc-  ^^"^7' T^'^    -                   .^        - 

a  flood-control  plan  now  underway  that  Is  |pai  winter  features  In  the  Initial  phase  of  ^^*  Colorado  River  storsge  project  and 

estimated  to  cost  the  United  SUtes  taxpayers  the    development    amoimting    to    aDoroxi-  Participating  projects  is  the  first  and  most 

$363,265,500.     By  this  project  alone  at  2^  mately   $682  760  000   wiU    be   repaid   to   the  eo™P"cated    baslnwlde    water    development 

percent  Interest  compounded  armually  in  60  United   States  Treasury  with  interest    not  *"**   ™*   P"*™™  •▼"   pn^o^wL     It   Is  a 

years  there  will  be  added  to  the  national  debt  en   the   capital    Investment   but   also 'with  «»<^y  pn^josal   and   wUl  require   nearly  a 

$1.25  blUlon;  in  100  years  $4.3  billion;  and  in  interest  accruing  during  construcUon  century  to  complete  it  but  In  tbe  minds  o< 

200  years  $60.7  bUUon.  while  tbe  irrigation  costs  of  about  $308,-  *°*°L!1  means  a  hundred  years  of  eoonomio 

For  the  city  of  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  and  190,000  do   not  bear   interest,   pursuant  to  Progress  which  wiU  come  from  the  develop- 

envlrons,  there  are  alao  planned  three  harbor  tbe  reclamation   law,  passed   during   Presi-  ™*^1°'  ^*  water,  power,  and  industrial  ra* 

Improvement    programs    with    a   total   estt-  dent   Theodore    Rooeevelfa    admlnlstraUon.  •o"^**"  °*  the  upper  Colorado  River  Basin 

mated  cost  to  the  Federal  taxpayers  of  $14.-  every  dollar  of  the  capital  cost  wUl  be  re-  *^**  ^"^  ***  *  sound  national  investment. 

071.800.    At  the  same  rate  of  Interest  in  60  turned  In  50  years.  Senator  Watkiwb,  a  veteran  of  water  develop- 

years  to  total  cost  wlU  be  $48.4  mllUon;  in  The  economic  feaslbUity  of  otlier   great  °"^^  ^  ****  West,  in  an  Interview  preasnts 

100  years  $166.2  million:   and  In  200  years  reclamation  projects  has  been  challenged  In  "**  ****  °^  "**  "PP"  Oolo»<to  Hlver  storac* 

$1.96  billion.  the  past.     Among  them  were  Boulder  Can-  P«>Je«t. 

Current  plans  for  the  city  of  Los  Angeles  yon,   Columbia  Basin,  and   Central  Valley.  Question  1.  There  has  been  much  dlseus- 

and  environs  for  flood  control  and  harbor  However,   today,   there   Is  no  doubt  about  ■*°°  °'  ****  Colorado  River  project  on  two 

Improvements   wlU   cost   the   Nation's   tax-  their  ability  to  pay  out.  points,  the  Echo  Park  Dam  and  the  aeonomJo 

payers  In  50  years  $1.3  billion;  in  100  years  The  soundness  of  the  FMeral  Investment  'easiblUty  of  the  {voject.  .What  is  tbe  real 

$4.5  billion;  and  in  300  years  $52.7  billion,  in  tbe  reclamation  program  now  proves  to  Issue? 

These  flgures  do  not  take  Into  consideration  be  one  of  Uncle  Sam's  wisest  moves  flnan-  Answer.  The  real  issue  is  water  and  power 

the   immense  expenditures  that  have   been  dally.    After  BO  years  of  reclamation  plan-  imd  who  gets  the  xise  of  this  huge  renewmbl* 

made  in  these  categories  for  the  city  of  Los  ning  and  work  wtiat  are  the  results?  resource.     The   Colorado  River  is  the   last 

Angeles  In  past  years,  nor  the  fsntastlc  non-  l.  Over  7  million  fertile  seres  of  land  re-  great    undeveloned    water   resource    in    tbe 

reimbursable  expenditures  undoubtedly  ex-  celvlng  full  or  supplemental  water  supply.  West.   It  is  a  wild,  imruly  stream  which  vxvaX 

pected    in    the    futttfe    from    the    Federal  2.  On  these  acres  are  125,000  famlly-slaed  be  controlled   before  it  can  be  completely 

Treasury.  farms  and  a  like  nximber  of  surburban  units  utilised.     In   order  to   insure   each  of  the 

In  House  Report  No.  2347  to  accompany  receiving   water  through  reclamation  proj-  States  in  the  Oolorado  River  Basin  a  chance 

H.  R.  9859,  the  omnibus  bill,  we  note  in  tiUe  ects.    Thess  same  projects  provide  munlc-  to  develop   and  utilise  their  share  of  tba 

I  that —  4>al  water  to  over  2  mUlion  people.  waters  of  the  river,  a  compact  between  them. 

Cost  of  comnleted  navigation  ^-  ^*  ^*^*  reaUzed  47  harvests  of  crops,  including  the  United  States,  was  drawn  and 

nroirram                                      $856  000  000  «niits.  etc..  With  a  Combined  value  of  about  signed  by  all  parties  In  1922.    This  compact 

Cost^  Mol^ta'now  undfi"     •°^' *~"' "^  $0  billion.  divided  the  waters  Of  the  river  between  the 

wav  not  cimnleted               "  1  409  000  000  *•  Nearly  $510  mUllon  in  direct  revenues  upper    (Colorado.    Utah,    Hew   Mexico,    and 

C«^t   orpr?l^tsTu'tho7l^  *^"    »*«°   P^d   out    to   the   United   States  Wyoming)  and  i  le  lower  (California.  Mevada. 

but  not  yet  started               .       911.000,000  Treastu^    from    water    service,    construction  and  Arlsona)   basins. 

accounts,  and  the  sale  of  power  (In  addition,  The   Hoover   Dam   was   built   in    1928-^5 

Total     cost    of    active  vrater  users  have  paid  the  total  cost  of  oper-  controlling  the  flow  of  the  water  in  the  lower 
navigation    programs  sting  and  maintaining  the  projects).  basin.     Since  Hoover  Dam  was  completed, 
(does     not      Include  Based  on  the  projected  results  of  a  sample  other    facilities    (some    7   other   dams    and 
multiple  -  pur  pose  study  of  16  reclamation  projects,  the  estl-  the  All  American  Canal)    have  been  built, 
projects)                          3  176  000  000  mated  cvm:)ulatlve  tax  return  to  the  TTeastiry  costing  approximately  $986  million  (present 
_    •  jj,Qm  gg  projects  or  divisions  of  projects  re-  value).     These   facilities   make   it   pos^ble 
Cost     of     comoleted     flood  eelvlng   water   under   the   reclamation   pro-  for  the  lower  basin  to  put  all  of  their  water 
control  orolecta                             645  000  000  8™™  '°   ^^^^  stands  weU  over  $3.1   billion,  to  beneficial  consumptive  tise  and  to  generate 
Cost  of  nrolecta  now  under-             '  ^^   reclamation   project   works   complete  or  large  quantities  of  power.     After  ushig  aU 
^ay               __             _        2945000000  under  construction  since  1902  cost  $2,406,-  the  water  and  power  to  which  they  are  en- 
Cost    of    nroiects    authorised     '        '       '  000.000.    Thus  we  have  a  tax  return  to  the  tltied  under  the  conxptd.  the  lower  basin 
but  not  started                        1  371  000  000  United  States  Treasiu^  from  these  reclama-  has  remaining  undeveloped  lands  and  aettvs 
c«                        A.  J     .  wu,  wv  ^j^^  project  areas  of  $3.1  billion,  while  actu-  power  markets  to  use  all  the  water  and  power 
T«t«i     «,.-♦     «*    — m™  *lly  819   bUllon  has   been  spent   on  these  to  which  the  upper  basin  is  entttied.     In 
flS-i         tr  1             1  works  to  date.  other  words,  the  lower  basin  can  uas  the 
no«i-controi       proj-   .  „,  „..  -q.  prom  these  statistics  and  statements  I  am  enth^  flow  of  the  river,  and  inasmuch  as 

et,i« *.ooi.vw.  wu  certain  that  the  soundness  of  the  Colorado  water  runs  downhiU  any  water  that  is  not 

_      ,                                                            "  River  storage  project  as  a  Federal  flnanclal  used  In  the  upper  basin  automatically  be- 

rotai     cost     M^  ^^~T*                     ~  Investment  has  been  thoroughly  establUhed.  comes  available  to  the  lower  basin. 

inn*^A.T«v!^^            a  MT  onn  nno  ^''^^'3  segment  of  the  Nation's  economy  The  Colorado  River  storage  project  and 

control  projecu 8.037,000.000  ^^  ^^  ^  p^^  ^^  ^^^  construction  of  recla-  participating  projects  is  essential  to  bene- 

To  further  Illustrate  how  ridiculous  this  matlon's    engineering    works.    Long    after  flclal  consumptive  use  and  power  devel<q>- 

argument  about  Interest  can  become  at  2%  project  costs  are  repaid  by  power  and  water  ment  In  the  upper  basin.    The  defeat  of  tba 

percent  interest  compounded  annually  the  users,    these    new    empires,    made    possible  upper    Colorado    River    project    mMns    tba 

total  cost  of  the  active  rtvers,  harbors,  and  through  Federal  reclamation.  wtU  continue  lower  basin  gets  the  water.     Therefore,  tbs 

flood-control  program  in  60  years  would  grow  to  pour  tax  revenues  into  the  United  States  real  issue  is.  Who  gets  the  ^ter  and  to* 

to  $27.6  billion;  In  100  years  to  $94.9  billion;  Treastiry  themselves,  and  vrtll  make  It  pos-  power  In  the  upper  Oolondo  BtvarT 

and  In  200  years  would  add  $1,121.6  billion  slble  for  the  rest  of  ttie  Nation  to  do  so  Question  2.  The  Bcho  Par*  Dam  <g^to  ID- 

(over  a  trillion  dollars)  to  our  national  detit.  accordingly.  cated  in  the  expanded  DiDosaur  KMMaal 
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llb&mnmt.  Win  not  this  otmsbruetlOB  eoft- 
atltute  an  taTaalon  of  tbe  baale  prtnctple  of 
national  monumenta  and  aet  a  praoedant  ftor 
jH»j»i»y  jsTaatona  of  otbar  monumantaT 

Ansnar.  nua  pgopoaed  Beho  Park  Dam  la 
locatad  In  tha  expanded  Dlnoaaur  Natloual 
BConument.  The  original  Dinosaur  National 
Monument  eonalated  of  80  acres  containing 
the  dlnoaanr  brntos.  This  area  Is  30  mllea 
below  Kebo  Park  and  will  not  be  touched 
by  any  propoaed  development.  As  early  as 
1910  porwer  withdrawals  under  acts  of  Con- 
great  In  1879.  1910,  and  1930  were  made  «or 
the  pforpose  ol  holding  for  future  power  de- 
Telopment  tbe  water  reeoureea  In  the  Qrecn 
and  Tampa  River  Cayona.  Of  these  wlth- 
drawala  6  were  made  In  1910.  1  In  191Sr  3 
in  1918.  and  1  In  1930,  and  3  in  1936.  These 
withdrawals  covered  the  entire  canyon  sec- 
tions of  the  Oreen  and  Tampa  Rivers.  The 
Federal  Power  Act  was  passed  In  1930  provid- 
ing for  tbe  lasulng  of  permits  to  develop 
theee  power  reaources.  This  act  was  amend- 
ed In  1931  to  exclude  national  parks  ahd 
monuments  as  now  constituted  and  exist- 
ing from  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act.  This  meant  that  the  Federal  Power 
Commlsalon  could  not  aft«r  1921  Issue  ptt- 
mlts  for  power  develo^Hnent  In  the  national 
parks  and  monuments  as  they  existed  at 
that  thne.  The  amendment  did  not  apply  to 
new  parka  ot  monuments  or  to  expansions 
made  subaequent  to  1921.  This  Interpreta- 
tion was  accepted  by  the  National  Park  Serv- 
ice and  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  as  Is 
evidenced  by  their  letters  to  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  asking  them  to  vacate 
their  wlthdrawala  after  the  Dlnaaatu:  Na- 
tional Monument  was  expanded  from  80 
acrea  to  203,885  acres  in  1938.  The  Fedefal 
Power  Commission  in  the  public  Interest  le- 
fueed  these  requests.  The  President  of  the 
United  Stataa  In  bis  proolamation  expand- 
ing tbe  monument  made  specific  reserva- 
tions tat  the  development  of  the  water  and 
power  rsaourcea  within  the  area  and  referred 
q>eclflcally  to  Uie  Federal  Power  Act  of  1860 
as  amended,  llierefore.  the  construction  jof 
tha  Bcbo  Park  Dam  In  the  Dinosaur  National 
Monument  cannot  be  an  Invasion  because 
It  was  epeclflcally  provided  for  and  similarly 
it  cannot  set  a  precedent. 

Denial  of  authorization  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Scho  Park  Dam  on  the  groiuuls 
that  it  Is  in  a  National  Monument  would  be 
a  breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States  Government. 

Question  3.  Tou  have  admitted  that  tbe 
Colorado  River  storage  project  Is  compli- 
cated and  costly  and  will  require  many  years 
to  build.  The  press  Is  full  of  charges  that 
It  Is  not  economically  sound,  that  it  repte- 
aenta  a  huge  hidden  subsidy  and  will  consti- 
tute a  new  and  unreasonable  burden  upon 
the  taxpayna.  Can  this  jnroject  be  Justified 
•conomlcally? 

Answer.  The  Initial  phase  of  the  Colorado 
XUver  storage  project  and  participating  proj- 
ects as  printed  in  H.  R.  4449  now  pending 
before  the  House  will  coet  approximately  $1 
blUlon  and  wlU  take  25  to  30  years  to  coza- 
plete.  or  this  total  cost,  about  67  percent  Is 
tat  pamt  generating  facUltlca  and  the  bal- 
ance for  consumptive  use  facilities  (irrigation 
and  municipal).  AU  coet  of  facilities  for 
generating  power  and  providing  municipal 
water  will  be  returned  to  the  public  Treasury 
with  Interest  within  a  period  of  50  years. 
The  costs  allocated  to  irrigation  wlU  be  re- 
paid wltlUn  60  years  out  of  Income  from  irri- 
gation farmers,  water  conservancy  districts 
which  levy  ad  valorem  taxes  for  this  purpose 
and  from  power  revenues.  In  harmony  with 
national  policy  of  more  than  60  years  dura- 
tion, the  funds  aUocated  to  irrigation  wljl 
tfraw  no  intereat.  The  opponents  to  this 
project  charge  that  the  faUure  to  pay  Inter- 
aat  on  the  irrigation  aUocation  is  a  hidden 
aubsidy  and  constitutes  a  burden  on  the 
taxpayer.  This  Is  not  true  because  interest- 
wee  money  for  recIamaUon  has  for  more 
than  60  years  been  recognised  as  payment 


for  public  benefits  is  as  old  as  this  country. 
The  Federal  Government  early  assumed  the 
responsibility  of  the  entire  coet  of  buUdlng, 
Improving,  operating,  and  maintaining 
rivers  and  harbors  as  an  aid  to  navigation  in 
spite  of  the  fact  that  there  were  many  direct 
beneflclarles  who  paid  nothing.  It  early  un- 
dertook flood  control  which  has  been  and 
still  is  costing  the  taxpayers  billions  at  dol- 
lars. It  subsidized  the  railroads,  steamship 
lines,  airlines,  and  defense  industries  be- 
caiise  to  do  so  was  in  tbe  public  interest. 
In  1920  the  reclamation  act  was  passed  pro- 
viding for  Interest-free  money  for  irrlgatioi. 
works.  The  principal  had  to  be  paid  back. 
In  none  of  tbe  other  subsidies  was  tbla  true. 
T^ierefore,  tbe  principal  of  interedt-free 
money  In  return  for  public  benefits  ia  well 
established  and  valid.  The  Colorado  River 
project  la  no  different  from  projects  con- 
structed in  the  past  or  to  be  constructed  in 
the  future. 

The  public  benefits  justify  the  interest-free 
money  and  the  project  Is  economically 
sound.  In  fact,  after  all  the  costs  of  the 
project  are  paid  for  within  50  years  there  will 
still  be  pouring  into  the  public  treasury  from 
only  two  powerplants  a  net  revenue  of  more 
than  $20  million  annually. 

Question  4.  Flood  control,  river  and  har- 
bor improvements  and  reclamation  programs 
have  always  been  based  on  the  principle  of 
public  expenditures  in  payment  for  public 
benefit.  If  this  principle  is  to  be  abolished 
In  connection  with  the  Colorado  River  stor- 
age project,  will  it  also  be  abolished  in  all 
other  public  works  projects? 

Answer.  It  appears  that  those  opposing  the 
Colorado  River  storage  project  want  the 
new  rule  to  apply.only  to  the  Colorado  River 
storage  project. '  There  is  now  pending  be- 
fore Congress  authorizing  legislation  which 
amotmts  to  $400  million  for  California  alone. 
In  addition,  another  $200  million  worth  of 
projects  In  California  are  being  investigated. 
This  Is  In  addition  to  approximately  $350 
million  worth  of  flood-control  projeots  in 
southern  California.  There  is  pending  be- 
fore Congress  an  $822  million  flood-control 
and  river  and  harbors  bill.  All  of  these  proj- 
ects are  based  on  the  principle  of  public 
expenditiu*e8  to  pay  for  public  benefits.  I 
am  convinced  that  the  abrogation  of  this 
national  policy  would  check  severely  the 
growth  of  this  country  and  destroy  Western 
reclamation. 

Question  5.  Mr.  Moley  in  his  coiumn 
(News  Week,  May  17,  1954)  says  the  hidden 
subsidy  (from  interest-free  money)  Would 
amount  to  $2,700  per  acre.    Is  this  tru*? 

Answer.  Such  a  figure  can  be  validated 
only  if  you  disregard  two  vital  assumptions, 
both  of  which  have  been  accepted  as  national 
policy  for  over  50  years,  (a)  Interest-free 
money  for  reclamation,  and  (b)  credit  for 
public  benefits  resulting  from  the  project. 
With  respect  to  the  flrst,  if  interest-free 
money  for  reclamation  is  furnUhed,  there 
would  be  no  cost  to  the  Government  because 
the  principal  would  benefit  both.  With  re- 
spect to  public  benefits,  these  are  subject  to 
reasonable  evaluation,  and  when  credited 
against  the  Interest,  show  that  the  accumu- 
lated benefits  over  the  50-year  payment 
period  is  about  four  times  the  accumulated 
interest.  The  Seedskadee  project  in  Wy- 
oming, a  typical  participating  project,  atoows 
a  public  benefit  of  $91,874,000  in  50  years 
and  an  accimiulated  interest  on  the  unpaid 
balance  over  the  same  period  of  only  $26,- 
743,000.  This  project  coet  $380  per  acre, 
all  of  which  is  paid  back. 

Question  6.  The  Colorado  River  drains  por- 
tions of  seven  States  (California,  Arl»ona, 
Nevada.  Colorado,  Utah,  New  Mexico,  and 
Wyoming.)  How  are  the  water  and  power 
resources  of  this  river  divided  amonir  the 
States?  * 

Answer.  The  basis  of  all  water  rights  in 
the  West  is  beneficial  consumptive  use,  and 
first  in  time  of  use  is  first  in  right  of  use  both 
within  and  between  States.    It  was  early  rec- 
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ognlzed  that  due  to  location  and  topography, 
some  States  could  put  the  water  to  nae  earlier 
and  faster  than  others.  In  order  to  preserve 
each  State's  equity  In  these  waters.  It  was 
found  desirable  to  divide  up  the  waters  of  the 
river  in  advance  of  their  being  put  to  use. 
To  do  this,  the  Colorado  River  compact  was 
signed  in  1922.  This  compact  divided  the 
water  between  the  upper  basin  (Colorado. 
New  Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wyoming),  and  the 
lower  basin  (California,  Nevada  and  Ari- 
zona). In  1928,  the  upper  basin  States  en- 
tered into  the  upper  Colorado  River  compact 
which  divided  the  water  allocated  to  the 
upper  basin  States.  Assuming  there  would 
be  15  million  acre-feet  of  water  available 
annually  at  Lee  Ferry  between  the  two  basins, 
each  basin  was  given  the  right  for  beneficial 
consumptive  use  of  7,600.000  acre-feet  annu- 
ally, with  a  further  proviso  that  the  upper 
basin  must  deliver  to  tbe  lower  basin  a  total 
of  75  million  acre-feet  each  10-year  period. 

Question  7.  It  is  reported  that  the  Colorado 
River  annual  flow  varies  between  wide  limits. 
As  little  as  4>/^  million  acre-feet  may  be 
available  at  Lee  Ferry  in  a  given  year,  and  in 
another  year  as  much  as  25  million  acre-feet. 
Under  this  wide  variation  of  flow,  how  can 
the  upper  basin  States  deliver  to  the  lower 
basin  at  Lee  Perry  75  million  acre-feet  every 
10  years  and  still  use  consumptively  its  share 
of  the  river  which  Is  7»/i  million  acre-feet 
per  year? 

Answer.  This  can  be  done  only  by  provid- 
ing holdover  storage  in  the  upper  basin  to 
fully  and  completely  regulate  the  river  above 
Lee  Ferry.  A  proposed  project  is  now  before 
the  Congress  which  will  accompllsk  this  ob- 
jective. It  (S.  1555)  provides  for  the  con- 
tinuation of  six  holdover  storage  reservoirs, 
the  principal  ones  of  which  are  Bcho  Park 
and  Glen  Canyon.  These  storage  reservoirs 
and  powerplants  will  provide  the  necessary 
storage  for  river  regulation,  power  and  water 
for  Irrigation,  by  excliange.  There  is  no 
other  way  by  which  the  upper  baein  States 
can  use  their  share  of  the  Colorado  River 
water. 

Question  8.  It  has  been  30  years  since  the 
Colorado  River  compact  was  signed.  What 
development  has  taken  place  on  the  river 
since  that  time? 

Answer.  The  Hoover  Dam  was  started  In 
1928  and  completed  in  1935.  This  dam  com- 
pletely regulated  the  river  below  this  point. 
Since  that  time,  the  Davis  and  Parker  Dams 
In  the  United  States  and  the  Monies  Dam 
in  Mexico  have  been  completed.  The  All 
American  canal  and  control  works  has  been 
completed.  In  fact,  there  are  now  sufficient 
control  facilities  built  in  the  lower  basin, 
at  a  cost  of  some  $985,808,000  (present 
value),  to  utilize  all  the  water  allocated  to 
the  lower  basin.  In  addition,  there  are  un- 
developed canal  reservoirs  and  existing  power 
markets  to  use  all  the  water  and  power  in 
the  entire  river  system.  These  works  were 
constructed  with  Federal  funds  ubder  the 
same  terms  proposed  for  the  Colorado  River 
project. 

In  the  upper  baaln  In  the  30  years  there 
has  been  practically  no  development,  but 
approximately  $10  million  have  been  spent 
making  investigations  to  find  a  way  for  the 
upper  basin  to  use  its  water.  The  investiga- 
tions resulted  In  the  proposed  Colorado  River 
storage  project  and  participating  projects, 
authorizing  legislation  for  which  is  now 
pending  before  the  Congress  In  H.  R.  4449  and 
S.  1555. 

Question  9.  When  water  supplies  are  lim- 
ited as  they  are  in  the  West,  would  it  not 
be  in  the  greatest  public  interest  to  use  the 
water  where  the  largest  number  of  people 
are  located? 

Answer.  When  water  and  power  are  avail- 
able, industry  develops  and  Job  opportunity 
comes  to  people.  Thus  it  was  in  southern 
California.  Cheap  power  from  th$  Hoover 
Dam  and  water  from  the  Colorado  made  pos- 
sible the  tremendous  growth  of  industry  and 
people  during  the  last  20  years.     It  has  been 
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su^ested  by  some  Callfornians  that  there, 
are  more  people  In  southern  California  by 
3  times  than  there  were  In  the  upi>er  baaln. 
and,  therefore,  they  should  have  all  the  water 
of  the  Colorado  River.  They  have  also  inti- 
mated that  water  will  produce  more  when 
used  in  the  lower  valleys  which  have  longer 
growing  seasons.  This  Is  not  true.  For  each 
unit  of  water,  the  production  of  food  and 
fiber  in  the  upper  basin  is  greater  than  in 
the  lower  basin,  because  of  smaller  evapora- 
tion losses. 

Question  1(.  The  mountains  of  the  West 
are  said  to  be  the  Nation's  storehouse  of  raw 
materials.  What  are  the  industrial  poten- 
tials In  tbe  upper  baaln  if  water  and  power 
are  made  available? 

Answer.  The  upper  basin  States  contain 
the  world's  largest  bodies  of  coal,  oil  shale, 
phosphate,  gllsonite,  salt  and  Ume  In  addi- 
tion to  great  depoeite  of  ferrous  and  non- 
ferrous  metals  and  nonmetalllc  minerals. 
These  materials  are  the  basis  of  great  chem- 
ical and  fertilizer  industries.  Water  and 
power  are  needed  for  their  development.  The 
Colorado  River  storage  project  will  provide 
both. 

Question  11.  Much  ha.<i  been  said  recently 
about  the  decentralisation  of  Industry  as 
the  only  defense  against  atomic  weapons. 
Would  the  constructloTi  of  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project  aid  such  decentralisa- 
tion? 

Answer.  Industry  requires  water  and 
power.  The  Colorado  River  storage  project 
would  provide  both.  Industry  requires  a 
good  labor  supply.  Peoi>le  require  water  for 
municipal  and  agricultural  purposes.  Water 
and  power  are  the  basic  eeeentlals.  Further- 
more, in  case  of  atomic  attack,  the  only  de- 
fense for  people  is  evacuation.  Safety  lies  in 
the  valleys  of  tbe  mountains.  Tbe  water 
and  power  reaources  of  tbe  mountain  areas 
should  be  fully  developed,  industry  decen- 
tralized and  preparations  made  for  mass 
evacuation  of  coastal  cities  and  towns  Into 
the  mountains. 

Question  12.  Tills  eciuntry  Is  currently 
plagued  with  an  agricultural  surplus.  Is  It 
advisable  to  put  more  land  into  production 
to  add  to  the  current  surplus? 

Answer.  The  Coloradc  River  storage  pro- 
ject will  develop  slowly.  It  wlU  take  25  to  30 
years  to  complete  the  flrst  phase  and  bring 
Into  production  294,020  acres  of  new  land 
and  provide  Bupplemen:al  water  for  469,670 
additional  ceres.  Threi'  Indefwndent  agen- 
cies, one  of  which  was  the  Agrictiltival  Re- 
search Service  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, recently  estimated  a  population  of 
200  million  people  In  the  United  States  by 
1975  which  population  would  need  an  addi- 
tional 31  million  acres  of  agrlcultursJ  land 
to  maintain  the  curren*.  standard  of  living. 
Of  this  at  least  6  million  acres  must  be  irri- 
gated land.  To  meet  this  demand  all  the 
remaining  arable  land  In  the  west  would 
have  to  be  put  Into  production.  The  best  we 
can  do  on  the  Colorado  In  25  years  Is  ateut 
300.000  acres.  Furthermore,  the  crops 
grown  on  irrigated  land  are,  except  for  some 
cotton,  not  the  crops  i.hat  are  in  surplus. 
The  most  rapid  development  of  irrigated 
land  that  can  be  expected  will  not  keep  up 
with  the  population  inn-eaaes. 

Question  13.  The  Dincsain-  National  Monu- 
ment has  probably  be«!n  the  most  talked 
about  monument  in  the  United  States  during 
the  past  few  months.  I«  it  widely  visited  by 
the  putlic?  Is  it  accessible?  Will  its  scenic 
and  other  values  be  destroyed  by  the  con- 
struction of  the  Echo  Park  Dam? 

Answer.  The  monument  is  not  widely 
visited  by  the  public  b<K»use  99  percent  of 
It  is  inaccessible  except  by  one-way  boat  tripe 
down  the  river  during  a  period  of  2  to  6  weeks 
each  year  when  the  wat<;r  is  high.  This  trip 
is  both  dlfScult  and  haiardous  and  requires 
special  equipment  and  experienced  river 
boatmen.  These  conditions  limit  the  ntim- 
ber  of  people  who  may  »ee  the  canyon. 


Tha  canyons  are  deep  and  narrow.  In  soma 
places  the  canyon  walls  are  as  much  as  3,000 
feet  high  and  vertical  walls  1,700  feet  high 
are  common.  The  Echo  Park  Dam  would 
ba^the  water  up  the  Green  and  Nampa 
^'*'»  a  combined  distance  of  over  100  miles. 
The  maximum  depth  of  water  would  be  about 
600  feet,  decreasing  to  zero  at  the  upper  end 
of  tbe  reservoir.  This  reservoir  would  create 
quiet  water,  which  would  make  the  entire 
canyon  area  accessible  the  year-round  and 
the  small  depths  of  water  compared  to  the 
height  of  the  canyon  walls  would  not  detract, 
but  would  add  to  the  grandeur  of  the  can- 
yons. The  program  proposed  by  the  Park 
Service  would  make  this  a  recreational  area 
second  to  none  In  the  United  States.  Such 
a  plan  would  retain  all  the  values  now 
claimed  and  add  accessibility,  improve  fish 
and  wildlife,  and  permit,  at  the  same  time, 
the  development  of  the  urgently  needed 
water  and  power  reaources. 

Question  14.  Why  is  Bcho  Park  essential 
to  the  Colorado  River  storage  project? 

Answer.  Complete  regulation  of  the  river 
Is  necessary  if  the  upper  basin  is  to  meet  Its 
commitments  to  the  lower  basin  tmder  the 
Colorado  River  compact.  Such  regulation 
can  be  obtained  only  by  building  9  storage 
reservoirs,  the  2  largest  and  most  important 
of  which  are  the  Echo  Park  and  Glen  Canyon. 
These  two  reservoirs  constructed  Initially 
will  provide  the  required  storage,  power  at 
the  least  cost,  power  in  the  greatest  quantity, 
and  aU  with  the  least  loss  of  water  by  evapo- 
ration. Any  other  combination  of  reservoirs 
which  does  not  include  Echo  Park,  makes  less 
power,  at  greater  cost,  and  loees  more  water 
by  evaporaUon.  There  Is  no  alternative  to 
the  Bcho  Park  Dam  for  another  reason  and 
that  Is  that  the  Bcho  Park  powerplant  con- 
nected with  the  Glen  Canyon  plant  makes 
the  power  from  these  two  sources  available  to 
the  upper  basin  pmwer  market. 

Question  15.  The  Colorado  River  storage 
project  Is  basin -wide,  and  when  completed 
wUl  provide  for  the  full  utilization  of  the 
water  reeources.  What  will  happen  to  the 
economy  of  the  upper  basin  if  this  project 
Is  authcH-ized  and  subsequently  funds  are 
appropriated  for  its  construction? 

Answer.  This  preject  is  self -liquidating. 
After  completion  and  repayment  it  will  pour 
Into  the  public  Treasury  revenues  from  this 
great  renewable  water  resource.  If  author- 
ised and  built  It  means  100  years  of  sound 
economical  development.  It  will  open  up 
the  storehouses  of  raw  materials.  It  will 
provide  job  opportunities  for  people.  It  will 
Improve  national  defense.  It  wUI  create  new 
wealth,  new  homee,  and  new  services.  It  will 
accelerate  the  decentralization  of  Industry. 
If  the  project  Is  not  authorized,  the  rights  of 
the  upper  basin  States  to  their  share  of  the 
Colorado  River  will  be  effectively  destroyed. 
Industry  will  be  unable  to  develop,  raw  mate- 
rials will  remain  in  natural  storage,  there 
will  be  few  homes,  few  job  opportunities,  and 
the  younger  people  will  have  to  leave  their 
homeland  to  find  employment.  FaUure  of 
Congress  to  authorize  this  project  will  be  the 
equivalent  of  their  confiscating  these  rights 
In  the  Colorado  and  making  them  available 
to  tbe  lower  baaln  and  Mexico. 


UPOIT  DOWNSTSKAIC  Pow^  UifTrs — 
CoLoaaoo  Rivxa  SToaacK  Pbojwct  awd  Paa- 
TsapanNO  Paojacrs 

Anticipated  revenues  to  the  United  States 
Treasury  from  the  Hoover,  Davis,  and  Parker 
powerplants  will  not  be  affected  by  the  with- 
holding of  water  by  the  upper  basin  under 
the  plan  for  the  Colorado  River  storage  iMX>j- 
ect.  Rate  and  repayment  schedules  fcMr 
Hoover  powerplant.  effective  since  1937,  con- 
template fun  repayment  of  reimbursable 
costs,  and  no  more,  under  the  condition  of  a 
leaeenlng  water  supply  over  the  contract  pe- 
rtod  ending  in  1987.  Reflecting  this  dimin- 
ishing water  supply  Is  the  firm  energy  pro- 
duction schedule,  which  lessens  each  year  by 


the  equivalent  of  1,000  kilowatts,  or  •.980,000 
kUowaU-boxuv.  Periodic  adjiMtment  of  rates 
assures  full  repayment  of  aU  ^^"^intB  which. 
will  become  due  within  the  contract  period, 
barring  unforeseen  and  very  severe  impair- 
ment <rf  firm  energy  production.  No  such 
Impairment  is  remotely  implied  In  the  plan 
now  advanced  for  the  Colorado  River  storage 
project.  The  Boulder  Canyon  Project  Act  at 
1928,  the  Boulder  Canyon  Project  Adjustment 
Act  of  1940,  and  all  contracts  for  Hoover  en- 
ergy, long  since  entered  into,  recognise  the 
effect  of  the  upper  basin's  potentl&I  prourss- 
sive  increase  in  oonsumiitlve  uw  of  Ookvsdo 
River  water. 

Similarly,  rate  and  repayment  schedules  for 
Parker  powerplant  in  effect  since  1943  and 
for  Davis  powerplant  In  effect  since  1963 
anticipate  a  dimintshJng  water  supply,  the 
asstmied  rate  of  dlmlnisbment  in  fact  h>tr^£ 
somewhat  more  severe  than  now  oontsm- 
plated  by  the  current  plan  for  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project.  The  Bureau  of  Recla- 
mation's contracts  for  Parker-Davis  energy 
are  relatively  short-term,  rather  than  long- 
term  as  at  Hoover.  Ciurent  rates  will,  In 
the  Btireau*B  judgment.  fuUy  amortise  reim- 
bursable costs  at  these  plants.  If  actual 
operating  experience  yields  leas  ■«««-!  rev* 
enue  than  originally  anticipated — an  un- 
expected result— ra tee  wlU  be  adjusted  peri- 
odically. The  Bureau  of  Reclamation  antici- 
pates no  Inability  to  realise  full  amarttsatlosi 
of  these  reimbursable  project  ooeta  arising 
out  of  a  diminishing  water  supply,  or  for 
any  other  reason. 

Inasmuch  as  the  current  plan'  for  tbe 
Initial  or  ultimate  phases  of  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project  and  parUdpatlng  proj- 
ects contemplates  storage  and  consumpttTs 
uses  less  severe  than  the  assumed  rates  of 
diminished  flows  upon  which  Is  based  tho 
schedule  of  firm  energy  production  at  Hoover. 
Davis,  and  Parker  powerplants.  these  pit>- 
poeed  uses  In  the  upper  basin  will  In  no 
manner  curtail  the  firm  energy  production 
at  the  mentioned  downstream  powerplant. 
The  lower  basin  power  naera.  thus,  con- 
templated interruptions  in  ^e  generation 
of  secondary  energy  through  hydrologlo 
causes  and  through  upstream  qsm  In  the 
upper  basin.  There  are  years  when  the 
entire  fiow  of  the  river  can  be  taken  throogh 
these  powerplants  producing  large  SBkounts 
of  secondary  energy.  The  prodnctlan  eC  *^*9 
secondary  energy,  however.  Is  without  obtt- 
gaUon  as  to  lU  avallablltty  In  ttnas  or  ta 
amount.  Even  In  the  years  whsn  tlM  total 
flow  of  the  river  could  be  passsd  thMugi* 
the  downstream  powcrplmnts,  the  Interrup- 
tion of  this  secondary  energy  Is  not  a  justl- 
flable  cause  to  forestall  contemplated  up- 
stream development  where  Irrigation,  munVi- 
Ipal.  and  Industrial  uses  and  added  firm 
power  generation  would  benefit  the  fUtkan. 

ALTSBKAnvas  TO  BcRo  Pasx  Daac,  Oobosaao 
Rzvss  BrosasK  Psoxscr 

Statements  continue  to  appear  In  the  press 
and  periodicals  alleging  that  suitable  alter- 
nates to  Echo  Park  Dam  exist  which  would 
not  affect  any  units  of  the  national  park 
system  adversely.  Theee  claims  have  been 
investigated  by  tbe  Bureau  of  ReclamatloQ 
and  by  independent  Investigators,  conflna- 
Ing  the  aecivacy  of  the  Bureau's  statements 
that  any  such  suggested  alternative  wou!tf 
not  only  Increase  tbe  loss  of  water  by  erspo- 
ratlon  by  100,000  to  300,000  acre-feet  an- 
nually, but  would  also  result  In  lesser  stor- 
age capacity  and  power  capacity  and  output. 

Actually,  there  are  only  two  potential 
alternates  which  can  be  considered  ss  sub- 
stitutes for  Beho  Park  and  Split  Mountain 
Dams  and  Reeervolra.  Theee  are  the  Dewey 
and  New  Moab  Danu  and  Reservoirs.  His 
tabulation  which  foilows  compares  several  ef 
the  vital  statistics  for  tbe  ; 
tem  of  9  storage  units  wiOi 
would  result  from  the  use  of  thess  S 
stltutes. 
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Bmmmmff  ot  oomporaf  fM  pfarn*,  Colorado 
Mi9«r  ttormp*  protect 


CvavmOwtTiiaaM^ 


JlMlaaHtiao'a  _pro> 
poMd:  Xcfao  Pirk 
Sod  Spilt  MoonUin 
toeiaaed  (inTolvM 
XMaoMmr  Nation- 
al Monument) 

Pirat  Alternate:* 
Dew«T  for  Edu> 
Park  and  Split 
Mountain  (no  na- 
tional monnment 
inTotred) 

fleeond  alternate:  > 
New  Moabfor  Echo 
Park  and  Split 
Mountain  (would 
bisect  Arcbes  Na- 
tional monument).. 


Total 
■]rM«a 
■tonne, 
acre-feat 


47,35^000 


4«.  660,000 


4A,6W,000 


Total 
•ystem 

plant 
eapadty, 

kilo- 
watu 


x,sn.0M 


1,404.000 


1,443,000 


Anqnal 
evapo- 
ration 
operat- 
ing kMB, 
acre^eet 


8301 000 


950,000 


•30,000 


>  In  addition  to  Edio  Park  and  Split  Mountain  nniti 
r>r  their  alternates,  the  oomparative  plans  all  include  tbo 
Flaming  Oorge,  Croes  Mountain,  Orav  Canyon,  Olen 
(''aoyon,  Curecanti,  Crystal,  and  Whitewater  units. 
Any  oompariaoa  'study  must  take  into  eonsideration  tbo 
lialance  ot  the  total  system.  Thus,  all  of  the  altemato 
I>lans  involve  saoiflce  of  needed  total  stm^e  capacity 
and  power  capacity  in  order  to  keep  within  a  reasonable 
pereentatce  ol  the  evaporation  loas.  If  storage  and  power 
rapabiUtiea  of  the  Bureau  of  Redamation  proposal  were 
duplicated  by  the  alternates,  those  reservoirs  would  have 
to  Of  Ivger  and  evaporation  losses  and  casta  would  be 
greatly  bicreased  over  the  flKures  indicated. 

>  The  Dewey  Reeervoir  site  is  30  miles  upstream  from 
Moab.  Utah,  on  the  Cok>rado  River.  The  reservoir 
basin  is  flat  and  shallow.  Adoption  of  this  site  would 
necessitate  tal^  cost  rttoeation  of  a  transcontinental 
railway  line.  The  effect  on  the  system  of  substitution  of 
IJcwey  for  Edio  Park  and  Split  Mountain  would  be  a 
reduction  of  005,000  acre-feet  in  storage,  188,000  kilowatts 
of  installed  power,  and  an  increase  of  120,000  acre-feet  of 
annual  evaporation  loss  of  water. 

*The  New  Moab  site  is  ]ust  upstream  fronk^oab, 
1'tah,  on  the  Cttowlo  River.  The  reservoir  created 
woukl  cover  a  much  larger  area  than  Echo  Park  and 
would  involve  relocation  of  the  transcontinental  rairoad 
and  other  improvements.  One  arm  of  the  reeervoir 
would  extend  into  Arcbes  National  Monument,  bisecting 
the  area  and  isolating  an  important  feature.  The  effect 
on  the  system  of  substitution  of  New  Moab  for  Echo 
Park  and  Split  Mountain  would  be  a  reduction  of  705,000 
nere-(eet  in  storage,  140,000  kilowatts  of  installed  power, 
find  an  increase  of  100,000  acre-feet  of  annual  evaporatioa 
loos  of  water. 

Although  the  Desolation  Reservoir  alte  and 
the  additional  storage  obtained  hj  a  "high" 
Olen  Canyon  Dam  have  been  suggested  by 
some  as  alternates  to  the  Echo  Park-Split 
Mountain  combination,  such  propoaals  can- 
not be  eonaidered  as  logical  aubatitutes.  The 
Desolation  Reservoir  site  is  38  miles  up- 
stream from  thr  proposed  Gray  Canyon  Res- 
ervoir with  2  million  acre-feet  capacity  on 
the  Oreen  RItw  and  lies  within  the  reaerroir 
basin  of  Gray  Canyon.  'The  use  of  Desola- 
tion Reaerroir  would  limit  the  capacity  of 
Gray  Canyon  Reservoir  to  490,000  acre-feet. 
The  net  effect  on  the  system  of  substitution 
of  Desolution  for  Bcho  Park  and  Split 
Moimtaln  would  be  a  reduction  of  60&,000 
acre-feet  in  storage,  342.000  kilowatts  in  in- 
stalled power,  and  an  increase  of  200,000 
acre-feet  of  anual  evaporation  loss  of  water. 

Those  who  have  suggested  use  of  a  higher 
Olen  Canyon  Dam  have  done  so  without  full 
knowledge  or  understanding  of  the  basis  for 
the  present  plan  of  development  of  that  res- 
ervoir aite.  As  one  of  the  initially  recom- 
mended units  of  the  Colorado  River  storage 
project.  Olen  Canyon  Reservoir  would  be 
built  to  its  economic  capacity  and  therefore 
it  cannot  be  considered  as  an  alternative  to 
Scho  Park  Reservoir. 

Regardless  of  differences  w  arguments  on 
evaporation,  the  Glen  Canyon  Dam  should 
be  eonstrueted  to  the  maximum  height  con- 
•Istont  with  economy,  safe^  of  the  structure, 
•nd  adequate  protection  of  the  Rainbow  Nat- 
ural Bridge.  The  Bureau  of  Reclamation's 
preliminary  studies  indicate  that  a  dam  ris- 
ing 580  feet  above  the  river,  creating  a  res- 


ervoir of  apprcnlmately  26  million  ave-feet 
would  meet  these  criteria.  Pinal  detailed 
engineering  studies  for  the  safe  height  of  the 
dam  may  result  in  a  capacity  of  aiightly 
more  or  even  less  than  26  million  acfe-feet. 
If  the  cai>acity  is  less  than  the  26  tnlUlon 
acre-feet,  additional  capacity  mvist  be  sought 
elsewhere.  If  it  Ib  more  than  26  mllUali  acre- 
feet,  such  increase  in  capacity  should  be  used 
to  compensate  for  a  lowering  of  the  ptoposed 
Curecanti  Dam  and  possible  changes  result- 
ing from  final  surveys  at  other  sites,  to  re- 
place capacity  of  the  less  attractive  upstream 
sites,  or  to  lengthen  the  silt  retention  period 
beyond  200  years. 

In  addition  to  these  and  other  important 
factors,  exceptionally  important  intangible 
values  had  to  be  weighed  against  very  real 
economic  needs  nnd  potentials  in  making  a 
decision  to  include  the  proposed  units  of  the 
Colorado  River  storage  project  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  Dinosaur  National  Monu- 
ment. The  recommendation  to  authorize 
construction  of  the  Echo  Park  unit  wae  based 
upon  the  very  rtal  economic  needs  and  the 
resource  potentials  of  the  upper  Cblorado 
River  Basin  and  the  contribution  which  this 
important  basin  area  can  make  to  the  needs 
of  a  growing  population  and  an  expanding 
economy.  ■ 

Water  and  Powzr  Rtservations  in  thx 

DiNOSAtJE    NATIONAL   MONUMENT 

1  believe  that  my  colleagues  in  the  Senate 
who  are  lawyers  wUl  be  interested  In  making 
a  study,  as  I  have,  of  the  question  whether 
the  Presidential  proclamation  of  JUly  14, 
1938,  enlarging  the  area  of  the  Dinosaur 
National  Monument  from  80  to  200,0(10  acres, 
was  beyond  the  powers  of  the  President 
tuider  the  terms  of  the  so-called  Antiquities 
Act.  If  the  President's  proclamation  of  July 
14,  1938,  exceeded  the  authority  comferred 
upon  him  by  that  act,  then  It  Is  null  and 
void  and  of  no  effect  and  the  true  boundaries 
of  the  Dinosaur  National  Monument  are 
those  set  out  in  President  Wilson's  procla- 
mation Issued  in  October  1915. 

Consider,  first  of  all,  the  Antiquities  Act 
of  June  8,  1906  (34  Stat.  225).  It  author- 
ized the  President  to  declare  by  public  proc- 
lamation historic  landmarks,  historic  and 
prehistoric  structures,  and  other  objects  of 
historic  and  scientific  interest  that  are  sit- 
uated upon  the  lands  owned  or  controlled 
by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to 
be  national  monuments.  It  goes  on  to  say 
that  the  limits  of  such  monuments  shall 
be  confined  to  the  smallest  area  compatible 
with  the  proper  care  and  management  of 
the  objects  to  be  protected.  Surely,  it  Is 
not  unreasonable  to  inquire  on  what  basis 
it  takes  200,000  acres  to  protect  90  acres 
in  which  President  Wilson  said  there  is 
located  an  extraordinary  deposit  of  Dlnosau- 
rlan  and  other  gigantic  reptilian  re- 
mains. 

I  t>elleve  that  rather  careful  consideration 
oiight  to  be  giviin  to  the  question  Whether 
there  was  an  a<lequate  legal  basis  for  the 
proclamation  enlarging  the  Dinosaur  Na- 
tional Monument  to  approximately  200,000 
acres.  I  believe  also  that  both  the  executive 
and  the  legislative  branches  of  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  weigh  very  carefully  the  cir- 
cumstances siuT'Sundlng  the  enlargement  of 
the  Dinosaur  National  Monument.  If  an 
objective  examination  of  those  circumstances 
is  made,  it  will  l>e  determined  beyond  ques- 
tion, in  my  Judgment,  that  not  only  the 
local  persons  and  groups  who  were  then  urg- 
ing the  enlarging  of  the  monument,  but 
also  the  congreHslonal  delegation  from  my 
own  State  of  Utfih  at  the  time  were  Imposed 
upon. 

The  local  groups  In  Craig,  Colo.,  and  In 
Vernal,  Utah,  who  supported  the  enlarge- 
ment of  the  Dlaosaiir  National  Monument 
did  so  upon  the  representation  of  an  official 
of  the  National  Park  Service  that  "in  the 


event  it  became  necessary  to  construct  a 
project  or  projects  for  power  or  irrigation 
In  order  to  develop  that  part  of  the  States 
of  Ctolorado  and  Utah  •  •  •  the  establish- 
ment of  the  monument  would  not  interfere 
with  such  development."  Mr.  President, 
there  is  sworn  testimony  to  that  effect.  What 
I  have  Just  said  Is  quoted  from  an  affidavit 
made  by  a  man  who  was  charged  by  the 
National  Park  Service  with  the  dlity  of  get- 
ting local'  support  for  the  enlargement  of 
the  monument  and  who  was  authorized  by 
the  Park  Service  to  make  those  representa- 
tions. 

The  Utah  congressional  delegation  at  the 
time  was  greatly  concerned  lest  the  enlarge- 
ment of  the  Dinosaur  National  Monument 
endanger  the  possibility  of  watjer-resoxirce 
proje/cts  within  its  boundaries.  On  January 
31,  1936.  the  late  Senator  Klng^  from  my 
State,  called  the  Interior  Department's  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  these  areas,  that  is 
to  say,  the  areas  proposed  to  be  included 
within  the  new  boundaries  of  the  Dinosaur 
National  Monument,  possessed  "latent  possi- 
bilities as  sites  for  reservoir  development, 
irrigation,  and  other  purposes."  He  referred 
to  fears  expressed  by  Governor  Blood  "that 
unless  specluc  reservations  are  made  cover- 
ing the  matter  referred  to,  the  9tate  would 
be  blocked  In  the  construction  of  reservoirs, 
etc."  He  received  assurances  that  such  would 
not  be  the  case.  It  Is  now  conljended  that 
the  assurances  which  he  received  were  too 
broadly  construed.  Such  contentions  at  this 
time  are  not  consistent  with  dfealings  l>e- 
tween  honorable  men.  I  reject  them  as  un- 
thinkable. 

Mr.  President,  hundreds  of  pages  of  testi- 
mony reflect  the  conclusions  of  experts  that 
the  Echo  Park  Reservoir  is  an  essential  fea- 
ture of  the  Colorado  River  storage  project. 
It  Is  the  sort  of  reservoir  project  which  was 
in  contemplation  at  the  time  of  the  enlarge- 
ment of  the  Dinosaur  National  Monument. 
It  is  badly  needed.  I  hope  that  It  will  be 
authorized,  along  with  the  other  features  of 
the  Colorado  River  storage  project,  by  this 
83d  C:k)ngress. 

The  Echo  Park  Dam;  Neither  an  Invasion 
NOK  A  Pkbczdknt 

Where  water  Is  the  llfeblood  of  an  area,  its 
development,  conservation,  and  use  should 
take  precedence  and  have  first  priority.  The 
arid  West  Is  such  an  area  and  the  Colorado 
River  a  last  remaining  water  source. 

The  Reclamation  Act  was  provided  In  1902. 
In  1903  the  Investigations  were  started  to 
determine  the  potential  water  and  power  re- 
sources of  the  river.  These  investigations 
have  continued  without  Interruption  to  this 
date  resulting  in  reports  in  1916^  1925,  1927, 
1930.  1946.  and  1950.  This  gives  ample  evi- 
dence that  the  entire  Green  and'  Yampa 
Rivers  have  for  more  than  60  years  been 
looked  upon  as  a  major  water  and  power  re- 
source later  to  be  developed  for  the  good  of 
the  public. 

Power  site  withdrawals  on  the  Green  and 
Yampa  Rivers  In  Colorado,  Utah,  and  Wyo- 
ming as  of  July  23,  1054,  made  under  the  acta 
of  Congress  of  March  3,  1879  (20  Stat.  394). 
June  25,  1910  (36  Stat.  847),  June  10,  1920 
(41  Stat.  1063).  are  as  follows: 


Power 

res«>rve 

No. 

Date 

Stream  and  State 

5 

July     2,1910 

do 

do 

do 

Oreen  and  Ysmpa  in  Cok>- 
rado  and  Wyoming. 
Do. 
Oreen  River,  t'tah. 
Oreen  River,  Wyoming. 
Oreen  River,  Vtah. 
Yampa  River.  Colorado. 
Oreen  River.  Utah. 
Yampa  River,  Colorado. 
Oreen  River,  Utah. 

30 

42 

54. 

107 

121 

511 

721    

-J2 

do 

do 

Nov.     3,1915 
July    11,1919 
Dec.  27,1919 

Power  site 

clarificaliun 

No. 

Date 

Stream  and  SUte 

67 

Feb.   in.  1925 
Apr.   10,1465 

Nov.    9,  IKO 
Jan.    24, 19£1 

Yampa  River,  Colo. 
Oreen      and      Yani|« 

Rivers,     Utah     and 

Colo 
Oreen  Kiver,  Vtah. 

Vi 

411          

FedcrU  jx>wrr 
project  No. 

165 

Oreen      River      Vtah 

anU  Wyo. 

It  Is  therefore  very  evident  that  years 
prior  to  the  expansion  of  the  Dinosaur  Na- 
tional Monument,  the  entire  Yampa  and 
Green  Rivers  were  Withdrawn  for  power 
purposes. 

Official  actions  since  1902  which  established 
the  priority  of  water  and  power  development 
in  the  Green  and  Yampi  Rivers  follows: 

1.  October  17.  1904;  Reclamation  with- 
drawal. 

2.  June  8.  1906:  Act  authorizing  the  crea- 
tion of  national  monument. 

3.  October  4,  1915:  Proclamation  establish- 
ing Dinosaur  National  Monument  (80  acres). 

4.  June  10,  1920:  Federal  Power  Act  passed. 
Section  4  gives  authority  to  Issue  licenses  for 
the  erection  of  dams  both  within  and  with- 
out a  national  monument. 

5  March  3.  1921:  Federal  Power  Act  was 
amended  to  prevent  the  licensing  of  dams, 
powerplants.  or  other  works  In  national 
parks  and  monuments  without  specific  au- 
thority of  Congress.  "Ihls  amendment  was 
limited  to  "existing"  national  p^ks  and 
monuments  "as  now  constituted."  Note: 
The  Dinosaur  National  Monument  had  not 
then  been  expanded.  This  limitation  was 
made  deliberately  by  Congress  to  prevent 
the  very  thing  that  the  opposition  is  trying 
to  do,  namely,  to  expand  a  monument  and 
then  apply  all  the  limitations  attached  to 
the  original  monument.  The  record  shows 
that  the  amendment  wis  permitted  to  pass 
only  because  of  the  Imertlon  of  the  words 
"as  now  constituted"  and  "existing." 

6.  On  August  9,  1934:  The  National  Parks 
Service  asked  the  Pedend  Power  Commission 
to  restore  Its  withdrawal  for  power  purposes 
of  the  acres  in  Green  and  Yampa  River 
canyons  so  that  a  national  monument  could 
be  established  and  stated,  "Such  an  area 
would  be  established  bj  Presidential  procla- 
mation which  would  exempt  all  existing 
rights,  and  a  power  withdrawal  Is  an  existing 
right." 

7.  On  December  13,  1934:  The  Federal 
Power  Conunisslon  replied  referring  to  with- 
drawals for  the  Echo  Park  and  Blue  Mountain 
power  developments;  after  noting  that  the 
Park  Service  had  ackrowledged  the  with- 
drawal and  stated  that  such  rights  would  l>e 
exempted  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
continued:  "It  is  generally  recognized  that 
the  Green  and  Yampa  Uivers  present  one  of 
the  most  attractive  Adds  remaining  open 
for  comprehensive  and  economical  power 
development  on  a  large  scale.  •   •   • 

"The  Bites  we  are  coosiderlng  are  impor- 
tant links  In  any  general  plan  of  develop- 
ment of  those  streams.  •  •  • 

"The  Ckimmisslon  believes  that  the  public 
Interest  In  this  major  jKiwer  resource  Is  too 
great  to  permit  Its  Impairment  by  voluntary 
relinquishment  of  two  luiita  In  the  center  of 
the  scheme.  The  Commission  will  not  ob- 
ject however,  to  the  creation  of  the  monu- 
ment II  the  proclamation  contains  a  specific 
provision  that  power  development  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Pede-al  Water  Power  Act 
Will  be  permitted." 

Reference  Is  made  In  this  letter  to  exten- 
sive reports,  plans,  and  profiles  relating  to 
the  potential  water  and  power  resources  of 
the  river.    These  reports,  et  cetera,  are  evi- 


dence of  the  Intent  in  1934  to  develop  the 
water  and  power  resources  of  the  river. 

Therefca-e,  the  act  of  June  10,  1920.  re- 
ferred to  in  the  President's  proclamation  of 
1938,  expanding  the  Dinosaur  National 
Monument,  expressly  reserves  the  right  to 
develop  the  water  and  power  In  the  expanded 
Dinosaur  National  Monument. 

8.  November  6.  1935:  Letter,  Secretary  of 
Interior  Ickes  to  Federal  Power  (Commission. 

January  9.  1936:  Letter.  Federal  Power 
Commission  to  Secretary  of  Interior. 

This  exchange  of  correspondence  Involving 
a  request  from  Secretary  Ickes  asking  FPC 
to  reduce  its  power  withdrawals  in  the  Echo 
Park  and  Blue  Mountain  areas,  brought  forth 
the  following  reply  from  the  Federal  Power 
Commission.  "Commission  believes  that  the 
public  interest  in  the  major  power  resource 
is  too  great  to  permit  its  impairment  by  re- 
linquishment of  two  units  in  the  center  of 
the  scheme.  The  Commission  will  not  ob- 
ject, however,  to  the  creation  of  the  monu- 
ment if  the  proclamation  contains  a  specific 
provision  that  the  power  development  under 
the  provUions  of  the  Federal  Water  Power  Act 
will  be  permitted." 

This  Is  further  evidence  that  a  right  exist- 
ed and  that  the  expansion  of  the  monument 
invaded  a  power  and  water  withdrawal. 

9.  July  14,  1938:  After  many  local  meetings 
were  held  at  which  the  people  of  the  area 
were  assured  that  the  proposed  expansion 
would  not  prevent  the  development  of  the 
water  and  power  resources,  the  President  of 
the  United  States  Issued  a  proclamation  en- 
larging the  Dinosaur  National  Monument 
from  80  to  203,a'?5  acres. 

The  proclamation  provides  that  this  ex- 
pansion "shall  not  effect  the  operation  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  of  June  10,  1920  (41  Stat. 
1063),  as  amended." 

This  proclamation.  Including  the  specific 
reservations  is  a  pledge  to  the  people  of  Utah 
and  Colorado  that  the  expansion  of  the 
monument  would  not  Interfere  with  the  de- 
velopment of  their  water  and  power  resources. 
The  construction  of  the  Echo  Park  Dam  in 
the  Dinosaur  National  Monument,  therefore, 
cannot  be  an  invasion  of  the  national  monu- 
ment principal  nor  establish  a  precedent  that 
would  be  applied  to  other  monuments. 

Authorization  for  the  construction  of  the 
Echo  Park  Dam  will,  on  the  other  hand,  be 
the  fulfillment  of  a  pledge  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  and  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment to  the  people  of  Utah  and  Colorado 
and  a  major  benefit  to  the  Nation. 

The   Ck>LOKADO  River   Storage   Project   and 

ACRICtTLTURAL  StTRPLUSEB 

The  farm  bill  and  agricultural  surpluses 
have  been  under  discussion  for  many  weeks. 
During  World  War  II  our  farmers  were  urged 
to  plant  heavily.  Pood  and  forage  were  In 
high  demand.  Prices  were  high  due  to  this 
demand.  Thousands  of  acres  of  land  were 
broken  out  of  grass  and  planted  to  wheat, 
corn,  cotton,  peanuts,  and  tobacco.  Farms 
were  mechanized  to  Increase  production  per 
man.  Fertilizers  were  applied  heavily  to  in- 
crease production  per  acre.  New  crops  and 
hybrids  were  developed  to  Increase  yields  and 
new  methods  of  Insect  and  disease  control 
were  Introduced.  In  other  words,  the  farm- 
ers of  the  United  States  pushed  their  farms 
to  make  them  produce  the  maximum.  It  is 
believed  by  many  that  farm  production  can- 
not be  maintained  at  these  high  levels  in- 
definitely even  with  fertilizers,  new  hybrids, 
new  machines,  and  new  methods.  This 
means  that  current  production  per  unit  of 
land  is  beyond  the  capacity  of  that  land  to 
produce  over  the  long  pull.  It  means  we  are 
currently  mining  our  agrictiltural  resources. 

In  spite  of  this,  high  and  higher  agrlcul- 
t\iral  production  mxist  be  provided  to  meet 
the  demands  of  population  pressures  and  Im- 
provements in  the  standards  of  diet.  Grant- 
ing that  production  can  t>e  materially  in- 
creased by  new  methods,  new  crops,  fertiliza- 


tion, insect  and  disease  control  and  better 
management,  this  Increase  alone  will  not  pro- 
vide food  and  fiber  for  the  rapidly  growing 
population.  New  lands  must  be  brought  into 
production. 

Three  independent  reports  on  poptilatlon 
trends  have  recently  been  issued.  (1)  Report 
by  Byron  Shaw,  Administrator,  Agriculttval 
Research  Service.  1953,  (2)  The  President's 
Water  Policy  Commission  (Truman),  1952, 
(3)  Paleys  study  of  Material  Resouroea 
(1953).  All  agree  that  by  1975  the  poptila- 
tlon of  the  United  States  will  be  190-305 
million  people.  To  provide  food  at  present 
diet  standards  will  require  30  million  new 
acres  In  addition  to  all  the  increases  in  pro- 
duction that  can  be  obtained  throtigh  scien- 
tific improvements.  Where  will  this  30  mil- 
lion acres  come  from?  It  is  estimated  that 
some  21  million  acres  can  be  reclaimed  from 
swamp  and  overfiow  land.  Nine  million 
acres  of  land  In  the  humid  areas  will  pro- 
duce about  as  much  as  6  million  under  irri- 
gation. This  means  that  by  1976  this  coun- 
try will  need  6  million  acres  of  new  irrigated 
land  in  addition  to  the  21  million  acres  of 
swampland  to  maintain  the  1950  diet  stand- 
ard for  205  million  people.  It  can  be  as- 
sumed that  our  diet  standards  will  Increaae 
BO  that  by  1976  many  more  acres  will  be 
needed. 

Six  million  new  acres  of  irrigated  land  will 
require  that  every  acre  of  arable  land  with- 
in the  reach  of  an  adequate  water  supply 
will  have  to  be  put  under  irrigation.  Thla 
means  full  and  complete  development  on 
a  baslnwide  basis  of  every  river  basin  in  the 
West.  It  will  require  the  completion  of  pro- 
jected reclamation  programs  in  the  Colum- 
bia, Missouri,  Arkansas,  White,  and  Red,  the 
Ck)lorado  drainage  basins  and  in  all  drain- 
age basins  in  California  and  the  Great  Basia 
States. 

Reclamation  projects  come  into  produc- 
tion slowly.  Experience  over  the  past  SO 
years  shows  that  25-30  years  elapse  between 
beginning  of  construction  and  full  produc- 
tion. On  large  baslnwide  projects  the  time 
Interval  is  even  greater.  For  example,  it  haa 
taken  nearly  40  years  to  bring  the  Columbia 
Basin  project  to  Its  present  stage  and  it  wiU 
be  another  25  years  before  It  is  a  full  produc- 
tion project.  The  Central  Valley  project 
In  California  has  been  underway  tot  more 
than  25  years. 

The  Colorado  River  storage  project  which 
Is  the  subject  of  pending  legislation  has  been 
more  than  25  years  in  the  planning  stage 
and  the  estimated  time  required  to  develop 
the  first  stage  and  bring  it  into  production 
is  25-30  years.  To  completely  develop  the 
entire  project  will  require  75-100  years.  It 
therefore  appears  that  in  spite  of  the  cur- 
rent apparent  surplus  that  reclamation  of 
new  land  must  be  accelerated  if  this  coun- 
try is  to  remain  self-sufficient  in  its  food  and 
fiber  supplies  for  its  population. 

It  must  also  be  remembered  that  only 
about  10  percent  of  the  total  agricultural 
production  comes  from  irrigated  land.  This 
production  is  stable  because  it  is  not  subject 
to  drought  to  the  same  degree  as  nonirrl-  ' 
gated  land.  A  good  drought  year  such  as  1934 
or  a  series  of  dry  years  such  as  occurred  in 
the  1930'8  could  completely  wipe  out  tttm 
ciurent  agricultural  siuplus  which  ia  esti- 
mated at  alwut  7  percent  of  the  total  pro- 
duction. Such  droughts  occur  suddenly  and 
on  nonlrrigated  lands  and  there  is  no  de- 
fense against  them. 

This  country  has  become  great  hwratiae  It 
has  great  natiiral  resources  but  also  be- 
cause its  people  looked  forward.  They  did 
not  wait  for  crises  to  develop.  Tbey  antici- 
pated them  and  prepared  for  them.  We 
must  anticipate  our  agrkmlttiral  needa  and 
prepare  for  them.  The  future  needs  are  evi- 
dent. tlM  way  of  meeting  tbcoi  is  deer.  Be- 
gin now  to  develop  the  mcaas  of  ptuduatSoa 
of  food  and  fiber  to  meet  our  aeeda  '■»  yeacs 
from  now. 
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lUs  Is  the  reason  why.  In  spite  of  a  cur- 
rent ■urplna  at  igrUsvdtnxnX  cropm,  wheat, 
cotton,  tobeooo.  peanxtte,  few  of  which  are 
grown  on  Itrlgated  lands,  the  Ck>lora<lo  River 
storage  project  and  participating  projects,  a 
baslnwlde  deTelopment  which  will  require 
at  least  as  years  to  bring  Into  full  produc- 
tion the  landa  In  the  Initial  phaae.  ahould 
be  authorised  and  eonstaiictlon  started  as 
soon  as  possible.  It  is  a  self-llquldatlng 
project  and  an  Investment  In  the  Nation's 
future. 

WATSB  KtyuntMMtnn  nr  imuubibt 

The  current  severe  drought  and  water 
ahortage  In  the  West  emphasizes  the  urgent 
necessity  for  the  development,  for  agricul- 
tural purposes  alone,  of  one  of  the  last  great 
undeveloped  and  uncontrolled  water  re- 
sources, the  upper  Colorado  River,  through 
the  authorisation  and  construction  of  the 
Ck>lorado  River  storage  project.  But  there 
are  other  reasons  why  this  resoiirce  must  be 
developed  Immediately.  Rapidly  growing 
population  requires  water  for  domestic  use 
and  the  economy  of  the  Nation  rests  to  a 
large  degree  on  its  industrial  development. 

The  need  for  water  for  domestic  and  In- 
dtistrlal  uses  has  grown  rapidly  In  the  last 
decade  as  a  resTilt  of  sanitary  improvements. 
Rlr  conditioning,  and  the  growth  of  process- 
ing and  fabricating  plants  using  large  quan- 
tities of  water.  Out  of  this  Increased  de- 
mand for  water  come  two  truths  that  should 
be  blaaln^y  clear.  One  Is  the  total  depend- 
ency of  life  on  the  adequacy  of  usable  wa- 
ter. The  other  is  that  this  Nation  has  had 
the  warning  signals  that  unless  it  moves 
toward  a  sound  policy  and  plan  of  develop- 
ment and  management  of  its  water  wealth, 
some  day,  and  it  may  be  as  close  as  tomor- 
row, this  ooxmtry.  and  particularly  the  arid 
West,  is  going  to  have  not  a  few  water 
shortages  but  so  many  and  so  severe  that 
the  impact  on  the  Individual,  the  com- 
munity and  the  Nation  will  be  catastrophic. 

The  West  always  has  recognised  the  im- 
portance of  water  because  of  the  aridity  of 
Its  climate.  The  humid  sections  of  the 
country,  however,  did  not  become  water  con- 
scious until  a  few  years  ago  when  New  York 
City  faced  a  serious  shortage  of  water  for 
domestic  and  mimicipal  purposes.  Now 
nearly  every  large  modem  city  in  the  Na- 
tion Is  looking  Into  the  adequacy  of  Its 
water  sUpply  and  In  many  cases  finding  it 
short. 

The  easily  developed  water  supplies  are 
now  fully  utUlzed.  Remaining  waters  must 
be  developed  at  great  expense  through  the 
construction  of  basln-wlde  projects  which 
must  take  into  consideration  all  tises  of 
water,  both  consumptive  and  nonconsump- 
tive.  as  well  as  the  hydroelectric  energy  that 
can  be  generated  in  the  process  of  that  de- 
velopment. Such  projects  develop  slowly 
over  many  years,  therefore,  it  Is  Imperative 
that  they  be  planned  and  construction 
started  so  that  the  water  and  power  will  be 
available  when  needed. 

Indications  of  water  shortages  and  the  Im- 
portance of  an  adequate  water  supply  on  our 
modem  way  of  life  may  be  found  almost  any 
day  in  our  newspapers,  as  Illustrated  by  the 
following  extracts  from  the  Salt  Lake  Trib- 
une dated  July  13.  1964: 

•TJetrolt  poUce  have  threatened  to  crack 
down  on  homeowners  for  violation  of  the 
ev«7-other-day  sprinkling  ordinance." 

"The  mass  buying  of  air  conditioners  has 
overloaded  powerllnes  in  parts  of  Greater 
Kansas  City  and  is  increasing  water  use  so 
that  new  suburbs  are  short  of  water  In  the 
evenings."  ^ 

"Bountiful  (Utah)  residents  have  been 
asked  to  water  their  lawns  only  between 
6  and  9  a.  m.  and  e  and  9  p.  m.,  with  even- 
numbered  hotises  watering  on  the  even  days 
of  the  month  and  odd-numbered  houses  oa 
the  odd  days." 

The  New  Tork  Times  dated  May  21.  1954, 
contained  the  following; 


'TTniiTU)  VATtfKnn,  N.  T..  May  20. — A  United 
Nations  report  tiaa  warned  that  rspUlly  ac- 
celerating demar.ds  of  industry  on  the  world's 
water  resources  are  growing  acute.  These 
were  said  to  demand  attention  at  tne  highest 
levels  of  political  and  economic  planning. 

"The  report,  by  Dr.  Walter  C.  Lowdermllk, 
was  prepared  for  tbe  Eoonomlc  and  Social 
Council.  The  United  States  soil  conserva- 
tionist was  retained  last  March  by  the  United 
Nations  for  a  survey  that  would  Indicate  pos- 
sible approachef^  to  an  Integrated  jA&n  for 
development  and  utilization  of  water  re- 
sources. 

"In  developed  as  in  underdeveloped  areas. 
Dr.  Lowdermllk  said,  the  present  capacities 
of  waterworks  (ire,  or  soon  will  be  inade- 
quate, acting  ail  a  sharp  deterrent  to  eco- 
nomic growth.  Water  requirements,  he  said. 
are  increasing  much  faster  than  the  growth 
of  population.  The  requirements,  he  added, 
reflect  In  part  the  shift  of  populatiac  from 
rural  to  luben  .iireas,  and  in  part  the  spec- 
tacular increase  In  the  Industrial  use  of 
water. 

"Conflicts  over  the  limited  supplies  of 
water  will  increase  he  predicted.  T^e  'in- 
escapable trends,'  he  added  call  for  full 
knowledge  of  all  available  resources,  both 
surface  and  vmderground  and  for  manage- 
ment of  water  supplies  that  will  Insure  the 
maximum  benellt  from  their  use." 

The  following  excerpts  are  from  a  recent 
article  on  water  in  the  Fortune  magazin<> : 

"To  maintain  a  United  States  citizen  in 
the  manner  to  which  he  is  accustomed  re- 
quired the  deliberate  use  of  about  1,500  tons 
of  fresh  water  per  year.  (Of  all  the  other 
materials,  food,  :.'uel.  metals,  plastics,  lumber, 
sand,  gravel,  etc.,  he  requires  only  a^out  18 
tons.) 

"It  is  estimated  that  about  500  tons  of 
water  vanishes  Into  thin  air  annually,  sup- 
porting the  growth  of  food  and  fibers.  Most 
of  the  remaining  1,000  tons  does  not  evapo- 
rate but  returns  more  or  less  polluted,  to  the 
underground  or  to  the  surface  streams  and 
rivers  after  having  passed  through  the  Na- 
tion's homes,  mines,  factories,  farms,  steam 
powerplants,  etc. 

"This  1,560  terns  of  water  per  person  per 
year  includes  only  water  drawn  from  rivers 
and  lakes  or  pumped  from  the  underground. 
It  does  not  Include  10,000  tons  (per  capita) 
channeled  through  hydro  plants  or  the 
thousands  of  tons  which  fall  freely  on  farm 
and  forest,  town,  and  city. 

"The  Nation's  heaviest  single  wlthdrawer 
and  consumer  of  water  is  irrigation.  The 
figures  show  that  the  17  Western  Stattes  use 
about  77  billioii  gallons  per  day  for  Irrlga- 
tiou,  or  nearly  as  much  as  the  31  Eastern 
States  use  for  all  pvirposes." 

To  illustrate  the  Importance  of  water  to 
ina.iairy  the  following  tabulation  shows  the 
water  requirements  for  the  production  of  a 
few  Industrial  materials: 

Water  requirements  for  the  production  of 
certain  industrial  materials 


Product 


Alumina  (from  bamite)... 
Acetylene  (from  calcium 

carbide). 
Ammonia     (from     coke, 

steam,  air). 
Ammoniated    supet  phos- 
phate. 

Caustic  soda,  chlorine 

Cement  Portland.. 

Coke     (byproduct    from 

coking  coal). 
Gasoline    (from    mttural 

eas). 
Gasoline  (by  polyrneriza- 

tion). 
Hydrochloric  acid   {Irom 

Mit  and  sulphuric :  icid) . 
Hydrochloric  acid    7rom 

synthesis   of  hydrogen 

and  chlorine). 


Water  con- 
sumption 
(gallons  per 
Bnit) 


6,300 
22 

31,000 

30 

18,000 

7,50 

I,  400-2,  800 


20 
34 


2,900 
•OO- 1,000 


i7ater  requirements  for  the  production  of 
certain  industrial  materials— —Continued 


Water  coo- 

Product 

Unit 

sumption 

(gallons  per 

unit) 

Lactose  (from  milk  whey) . 

Ton 

aoo.ono 

Macncsium    oarbonate 

do 

400 

(from  dolomite,  coke). 

Phosphoric  acid 

do 

7,300-75,000 

Potash  (from  sylvinite)... 

do 

4a  000-50. 000 

Pulp  (from  pulp,  chlorine 
and  caustic  soda). 

do 

60,000 

Rayon,    viscose    (from 

do 

900,000 

wood  pulp,  caustic  soda, 

sulphuric  acid). 

Rock    wool    (from    wool 

do 

4,000 

rock,  coke). 

Rubber  (buna  S) 

do 

630,000 

Soda  ash  (from  salt,  lime- 

 do 

15,000-18,000 

stone). 

Sulfuric  acid   (from  sul 

fur). 
Sulfur      dioxide       (from 

do 

2,500-4,000 

do. 

36,000 

sulfur). 

Source:  Water  for  l.'tali,  by  Utah  Water  and  Power 
Board  under  date  of  July  1,  1948. 

The  food  and  fiber  processing  liidustry  uses 
large  quantities  of  water.  The  following  tab- 
ulation is  illustrative  of  such  use: 

Use  of  water  in  industry 


Product 


Cotton  froods  (bleach  and 
dye). 

Woolens  and  worsteds 

Soap 

Steam  generation  of  power. 

Cane  sugar  refined 

Beet  sugar  refined 

Com  syrup 

Beer  and  ale 

Whisky  manufacturinK 

Dairying 


Canned  tomatoes . 

Canned  com 


Canned  peas 

Oreen  beans 

Spinach 

Aieat  packing  (hogs) .. 

Steel  (highly  Onished). 


rnit 


Ton._. 


— .  do__.. 

....do 

1,000  kw.-hr. 

Ton 

...do 

1  hu.  com... 

,1  bbl 

...do 

1,000  tralkms. 
1   Gallon 

milk. 

1  bushel 

100  caj«es  (24 

No.  2). 

100  cases 

do 

....do 


1    ton    live 

animala. 
1  ton 


Water  con- 
sumption 
(gallons  per 
unit) 


88, 000- IM,  000 

140.000 

500-4,600 

52,000-170,000 

4.000-28,000 

24,000-34,000 

30-40 

3,200 

800-2,500 

80,000 

* 

m 

T,200 

6,000 

3,500 

16.000 

6.000 

65,000 


Source:  Water  in  indastry,  a  survey  of  water  use  in 

industry  by  the  NalionaJ  Association  of  Manufacturers 
and  the  Conservation  Foundation,  December  1950. 

The  Colorado  River  storage  project  and 
participating  projects,  the  authorization  for 
which  Is  now  pending  before  Congress,  la  the 
last  remaining  water  hole  for  Cotorado,  New 
Mexico,  Utah  and  Wyoming.  It  will  take 
many  years  to  develop  It.  To  meet  the  ra- 
pidly growing  demand  for  water  and  power 
for  industrial,  municipal,  and  agricultural 
uses  It  should  be  authorized  now  and  con- 
struction started  as  soon  as  possible.  Needs 
do  not  wait  for  a  supply.  Because  of  slow, 
costly  development  necessary  to  sectire  the 
remaining  waters,  planning  and  construc- 
tion should  proceed  at  once. 


The  Upper  Basin  States:  A  Stobthouse  of 
Raw  MATniALs 

It  is  time  for  the  United  States  to  Uke 
stock  of  Its  material  resources.  A0  a  people, 
during  the  last  100  years  we  have  been  care- 
less and  wasteful  in  our  development  and 
use  of  these  resources.  Two  major  World 
Wars  and  a  police  action,  during  the  last 
40  years,  together  with  a  rapidly  growing  pop- 
ulation, have  forced  this  Nation  to  take  stock 
of  Its  resources  and  to  take  a  sober  look  at 
the  future. 

The  future  of  this  country  depends  upon 
the  people  and  their  development  and  use  of 
the  natiu-al  resources  with  which  it  is  so 
abundantly  blessed.  The  production  of  food 
and  fiber  to  meet  the  needs  of  a  growing  pop- 
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ulation  is  paramount,  but  the  development 
of  Industry  to  support  processing  and  man- 
ufacturing, transportation,  communication, 
and  construction  is  also  essential.  Such  de- 
velopment is  dependent  upon  raw  materials, 
both  metallic  and  ncnmetalllc. 

For  more  than  a  hundred  years  the  moun- 
tains of  the  West  havi;  been  yielding  up  their 
treasures.  First  gold  In  California,  then  gold, 
lead,  silver,  ainc,  and  (topper  in  Nevada,  Mon- 
tana, Idaho.  Utah,  anl  Colorado.  Still  later, 
oil  and  gas  in  Wyoming,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas,  and  Iron  and  uranium  In  Utah.  Lit- 
erally untapped  are  ^eat  deposits  of  coal, 
the  basis  of  a  great  chemical  industry;  gil- 
sonlte,  oil  shale,  photphate,  lime,  and  sand, 
gravel,  and  salt.  Th<  development  of  these 
resources  requires  witer  and  power.  The 
proposed  Colorado  River  storage  project,  now 
before  the  Congress,  will  provide  the  water 
and  power  necessary  lor  the  development  of 
these  resources. 

The  upper  basin  States,  Colorado.  New 
Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wyoming,  are  storehouses 
of  Industrial  raw  materials  such  as  hydro- 
carbons, chemicals,  and  metallic  and  non- 
metallic  minerals.  They  include  alunite, 
antimony,  arsenic,  .isphaltum  (including 
gilsonite  and  mineral  waxes)  bentonlte.  bis- 
muth, brines  and  salt,  building  stones,  cad- 
mium, carbon  dioxide,  clays,  coal,  copper, 
fluorite,  fluorspar,  gold,  gypsum,  helium, 
iron.  lead,  limestone,  magnesium  salts,  mag- 
neslte,  molytxlenum.  oil  shale,  phosphate, 
potash,  pumice,  perllte.  pjrrlte,  silver,  sulfur, 
tungsten,  radium,  vanadium,  and  uranium. 

Utah  for  many  yeaia  has  been  one  of  the 
main  producers  of  nonferrous  metals  in  the 
United  States.  In  19 17  it  ranked  second  in 
the  production  of  copper,  third  in  lead,  sev- 
enth In  zinc,  second  in  sUver.  and  first  in 
gold.  Utah  has  great  deposits  of  magnesium 
In  Great  Salt  Lake  and  underground  in 
southeastern  Utah.  These  deposits  carry  a 
far  greater  percentage  of  magnesium  than 
the  seawaters  now  t>e:ng  processed  for  mag- 
nesium metal.  Alunl-^  and  high  aluminum 
clays  are  found  in  atmndance  in  Utah  and 
form  large  potential  HuppUes  of  aluminum. 
Both  of  these  metals  require  large  amounts 
of  water  and  power  for  processing. 

For  many  years  the  upper  basin  SUtes  have 
produced  Iron  and  stetl.  first  in  Colorado  and 
later  In  Utah.  Durlnj?  the  recent  war,  Utah 
became  the  center  of  titeel  production  in  the 
Western  States.  In  1940,  there  was  only  1 
steel  plant  In  the  11  Western  States.  Today 
there  are  three;  Color  »do  Fuel  and  Iron  Co., 
at  Pueblo.  Colo.;  Oeueva  Steel,  near  Provo 
Utah;  and  the  Kaiser  Steel  Co.,  at  Fontana, 
Calif. 

The  steel  Industry  Is  the  nucleus  of  the 
heavy  equipment  and  construction  Industry. 
In  the  interest  of  national  defense,  in  case  of 
atomic  attack,  more  of  the  ferrous  and  non- 
ferrous  industries  should  be  located  in  the 
mountain  areas.  It  takes  large  amounts  of 
water  and  power  to  support  such  industries 
and  the  only  remalnir.g  source  of  such  water 
and  power  available  to  these  upper  basin 
States  is  the  Colorado  River,  the  development 
of  which  depends  upin  the  Colorado  River 
storage  project,  leglsU.tion  for  which  is  now 
before  the  Congress. 

Of  the  34  basic  materials  required  for 
the  development  of  a  chemical  industry,  all 
but  a  few  are  found  in  the  upper  Colorado 
Basin  States.  In  terms  of  relative  impor- 
tance the  chemical  industry  stresses  water, 
air,  coal,  hydrocarbons,  sulfur,  salt,  and  lime- 
stone. With  these  basic  raw  materials,  to- 
gether with  fuel  and  electric  power,  this  Na- 
tion can  maintain  chemical  independence  of 
the  rest  of  the  world  The  development  of 
the  upper  Colorado  Ulver  will  provide  the 
necessary  water  and  fxjwer.  and  the  upper 
basin  States  have  the  raw  materials. 

Continued  high  a(p-lcultural  production 
can  be  maintained  only  by  the  application 
of  mineral  fertilizers.  Of  these,  nitrates,  pot- 
ash,  and   phosphates   are    most   important. 
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Nitrates  are  available  as  by-products  of  the 
steel  industry.  Potash  Is  obtained  from  the 
salt  deposits.  Phosphate  deposits  are  lim- 
ited. However,  the  largest  known  deposits 
of  phcsphate  In  the  Nation  are  found  In  Col- 
orado, Idaho,  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 

Phosphorus  is  the  most  critically  short  of 
all  fertilizers.  Its  processing  requires  large 
amounts  of  electric  energy.  To  produce  125.- 
000  tons  of  elemental  phosphortis  per  year 
requires  1,500  million  kilowatt-hours  of  elec- 
trical energy.  ThU  is  approximately  one- 
third  of  the  combined  annual  output  of  pro- 
posed Echo  Park  and  Glen  Canyon  power- 
plants. 

There  is  a  greater  concentration  of  high- 
quality  coal,  bituminous  and  subbltuminous, 
in  the  Colorado  River  drainage  basin  than 
in  any  similar  known  area  in  the  world.  The 
estimated  reserves  in  the  Green  River  area 
alone  is  800  billion  tons.  These  coals  have 
good  physical  and  chemical  characteristics. 
An  average  ton  of  coal  will  yield  about  30 
gallons  of  oil,  2,000  cubic  feet  of  gas,  and 
1,300  pounds  of  smokeless  fuel. 

A  large  portion  of  the  synthetic  liquid  fuel 
Industry  is  bound  to  be  established  in  the 
upper  basin  States.  An  economic  unit  for 
making  synthetic  fuel  would  produce  about 
30.000  barrels  per  day.  Each  plant  would 
require  5,400,000  tons  of  coal  per  year.  The 
water  required  for  processing,  cooling,  and 
culinary  purposes  for  each  plant  would  be 
about  22,000  acre-feet  per  year.  Power  con- 
sumption by  such  a  unit  would  vary  between 
275  million  and  500  million  kilowatt-hours 
per  year.  This  is  equal  to  one-half  the  total 
power  output  of  the  proposed  Echo  Park 
powerplant. 

The  greatest  known  oil -shale  deposits  in 
the  world  lie  in  the  upper  basin  States.  The 
processing  of  these  shales  into  oil  and  gas 
requires  large  quantities  of  water  and  power. 

The  upper  Colorado  River  Basin  States  are 
truly  a  storehouse  of  raw  materials.  With 
power  and  water  necessary  for  processing, 
this  area  could  support,  in  a  large  measure, 
defense  requirements  for  iron,  steel,  fuel, 
construction  materials,  heavy  equipment', 
chemicals,  fertilizers,  and  power  in  case  the' 
existing  industrial  centers  were  bombed  out. 
The  powev  and  water  can  be  supplied 
through  the  construction  of  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project  and  participating 
projects,  authorization  for  which  is  now 
pending  before  the  Congress.  The  prelimi- 
nary units  of  this  project  will  require  15  to 
25  years  to  build  and  should  be  authorized 
at  once. 


Westekm  Wateh  Law  and  the  Colorado  Rivzb 
Stobace  Project 

The  Colorado  River  storage  project  legisla- 
tion now  pending  before  the  Congress  pre- 
sents another  forward  step  in  the  develop- 
ment of  the  Nation's  land  and  water  re- 
sources. It  Involves  a  planned  baslnwlde  de- 
velopment, supported  by  a  compact  agreed 
to  by  the  United  States  and  the  seven  Colo- 
rado River  Basin  States.  This  compact  de- 
parts from  the  basic  principles  of  western 
water  law  in  that  it  divides  up  the  water 
resources  before  it  is  put  to  use  in  order 
that  the  areas  that  develop  more  slowly  due 
to  their  physical  or  other  handicaps,  will  not 
lose  their  share  of  the  water  to  thoee  who 
could  and  would  put  it  to  use  first. 

The  first  law  relating  to  waters  to  be  es- 
stablished  in  the  United  States  was  based 
on  the  common  law  of  England  and  is  known 
as  the  doctrine  of  riparian  rights.  It  Is  a 
humid  area  law  because  It  does  not  depend 
upon,  nor  have  any  relation  to  the  con- 
sumptive use  of  water.  In  effect  it  says  a 
man  owning  land  on  the  bank  of  a  stream 
has  a  right  to  hare  the  water  In  that  stream 
flow  by  his  land  undiminished  In  quantity 
and  unpolluted  in  quality  for  all  time  by 
virtue  of  his  ownership  of  the  land.  Use 
of  water  does  not  create  a  right  and  non- 


use  does  not  forfeit  It.  It  did  not  permit  a 
consumptive  use  of  water.  A  man  owning 
land  not  bordering  on  the  stream  has  no 
rights  whatsoever,  in  the  ■tream.  This  doc- 
trine still  remains  the  basic  water  law  In 
the  humid  areas. 

When  the  arid  West  was  settled.  It  became 
apparent  from  the  first  that  consumptiire  us* 
must  be  the  basis  of  the  right  to  water,  and. 
Inasmuch  as  there  was  never  enough  water 
to  satisfy  all  needs,  the  {nlndple  of  "First  In 
time  Is  first  in  right,"  became  established. 
Thus  a  new  doctrine  of  water  law  was  bom. 
It  is  called  the  Doctrine  of  Appropriation: 
"First  in  time  is  first  in  right,  and  beneficial 
use  is  the  basis  and  the  measure  of  the 
right." 

The  Intermountain  States  (Utah,  Idaho, 
Nevada,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  and 
Arizona)  from  the  flrst  abrogated  the  doc- 
trine of  riparian  rights  and  accepted  the 
doctrine  of  appropriation.  The  other  West- 
ern states.  (North  Dakota,  South  Dakota. 
Nebraska.  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas.  Cali- 
fornia, Oregon,  Washington,  and  MonUna) 
retained  the  doctrine  of  riparian  rights,  but 
have  since  so  modified  it  by  statute  and 
court  decision  that  the  basic  water  law  of 
these  States  is  practically  the  doctrine  of 
appropriation. 

The  principle  of  beneficial  use  Is  para- 
mount in  the  States  signing  the  Colorado 
River  compact,  with  some  modification  In 
California,  and  is  recognized  as  between 
States.  Furthermore,  the  State  constitu- 
tions provide  in  most  States  that  the  water 
belongs  to  the  States  and  only  a  right  to 
use  can  be  acquired. 

The  Colorado  River,  being  a  wild  and  tm- 
ruly  stream,  subject  to  wide  variations  in 
flow  and  traversing  rugged  topography  de- 
veloped slowly.  The  early  users  of  water  In 
the  lower  basin  had  appropriated  th^  entire 
low-water  flow.  Development  on  the  tribu- 
taries in  the  upper  basin  began  to  effect  the 
low-water  flow  In  the  lower  basin.  Water 
users  in  both  basins  becams  fearful  of  their 
rights  based  on  priority  of  use  and  proposed 
a  compact  which  would  circumvent  the 
doctrine  of  appropriation  and  divide  the 
waters  of  the  river  between  the  States  In 
advance  of  its  use.  Thus  was  born  tba 
Colorado  River  compact,  now  accepted  as  the 
basic  law  of  the  river.  Under  the  compact. 
use  does  not  establish  the  right  nor  does  non- 
use  forfeit  it. 

The  Colorado  River  compact  provides  that 
the  base  flow  of  15  million  acre-feet  per 
year  at  Lee  Ferry  be  divided  equally  between 
the  upper  and  lower  basins,  giving  to  each 
the  right  to  a  beneficial  consumptive  use 
of  7,500,000  acre-feet  of  water  annually.  The 
compact  further  provides  that  the  upper 
basin  States  shall  deliver  at  Lee  Perry  not 
less  than  75  million  acre-feet  dtirlng  each 
consecutive  10-year  period.  This  latter  pro- 
vision makes  it  impossible  to  use  consump^ 
tlvely  7.500.000  acre-feet  per  year  in  the 
upper  basin  and  at  the  same  time  deliver  the 
required  75  million  acre-feet  each  10  yeara 
to  the  lower  basin  without  fully  regulating 
the  river  by  providing  holdover  storaga. 
Such  holdover  storage  is  proposed  In  the 
Colorado  River  storage  project,  authorizing 
legislation  which  is  now  pending  befon 
the  Congress  in  H.  R.  4449  and  S.  1555. 

The  law  of  gravity,  however,  operates  In 
spite  of  the  compact.  Since  the  «>gw<ng  of 
the  compact.  faclllUes  have  been  constructed 
in  the  lower  basin  to  permit  the  lise  of  the 
entire  flow  of  theftrlver  for  constunptive  tia* 
and  power  generation.  Already  water  be- 
longing to  the  upper  Colorado  River  States, 
but  net  beini;  used  because  there  fre  no 
facilities  for  ».orage.  diversion,  and  eoovry- 
ance.  te  being  tised  In  the  toeu  liaslii  «o 
generate  power  which  ta  nm 
Industrial  and  dooevtir  uwjii  tc  U»e 
basin.  Ttkey  probebiy  wO!  TtM 
n^ht  by  stich  use  vc  f^-iir  ^c  jJter  ty^nt^ttTL. 
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but  oonttamal  UM  ftr  pMrer  and  dcTelopad 
cotuumpttre  um  on  lower  b«aln  lands  vould 
maka  It  dUBcul^  tf  not  tn^oHlUe.  to  aacura 
an  autborlBatlm  to  build  taettttlaa  on  tba 
upper  baaln.  If  ueb  action  would  dastray 
developed  usee  in  ttia  lower  tiaalTi 

It  la.  therefora.  innwrent  that  nonuaa  In 
tha  vppmt  toaaln  for  an  Indeflnlta  period 
would  raault.  practically,  in  tlia  loaa  of  tha 
right  (ivm  toy  the  Colorado  compact.  Such 
nonuaa  will  be  forced  on  the  upper  basin 
Stataa  tf  the  f  acUltlee  propoeed  in  the  Colo- 
rado Blvw  storage  project  are  not  author- 


Inasmuch  as  water  runs  downhill,  failure 
to  authoriae  the  upper  Colorado  River  stor- 
age project  under  the  same  ground  rules  as 
have  been  afforded  other  reclamation  proj- 
ects will  be  tantamount  to  giving  away  the 
water  and  power  resources  of  the  upper 
basin  States  to  the  States  of  the  lower  Colo- 
rado River  Basin  and  Mexico. 

PowB  llAiKaT,  TBS  CoLoaAOO  Rivn  Pbojsct 

The  Colorado  River  runs  high  in  the  Rocky 
Mountains  at  elevations  above  14,b00  feet, 
and  dlecharges  into  the  sea  at  the  head  of 
the  gulf  of  lower  California.  This  water, 
falliaq;  through  great  heights  on  its  way  to 
the  sea  is  a  source  of  great  quantities  of 
hydroelectric  power.  It  Is  a  great  renewable 
resource  that  should  and  must  be  developed. 
One  of  the  many  benefits  which  will  result 
from  the  construction  of  the  Colorado  River 
storage  project  will  be  the  development  of 
this  great  renewable  power  resource.  A 
question  frequently  asked  in  relation  to  this 
project  is:  Where  will  the  power  generated 
^  j  at  the  power  plants  of  the  Colorado  River 

project  be  marketed? 

It  has  been  pointed  out  In  previous  dia- 
t  '  cussions  before  this  body  that  the  upper 

basin  States  are  literally  a  storehouse  of 
raw  materials  needed  by  industry  and  for 
national  defense.  The  Colorado  plateau, 
which  occupies  portions  of  the  upper-basin 
Statea,  has  been  called  the  storehotise  of 
the  Nation,  as  far  as  metallic  and  nonmetal- 
11c  minerals  are  concerned. 

There  are  great  deposits  of  coal.  Iron,  lead, 
zinc,  copper,  oil,  gas,  oil  shale,  lime,  phos- 
phates, basic  chemicals  and  rare  elements 
including  uranium  and  other  radioactive 
ores.  These  elements  are  Important  botn 
to  the  economy  of  the  Nation  and  to  the 
maintenance  of  effective  bulwarks  of  na- 
tloxud  defense.  The  development  of  these 
industrial  raw  materials  requires  large  quaii- 
titles  of  water  and  power. 

Population  and  Industry  has  been  increas- 
ing rapidly  in  the  West  but  the  demand  for 
power  has  increased  even  more  n4)idly  be- 
cause of  the  many  new  uses  of  power  that 
have  developed.  In  Utah  in  1940  78  percent 
of  Uie  farms  had  electricity.  By  1970  more 
than  95  percent  will  be  served  with  electric 
power.  New  uses  such  as  feed  grinders, 
pun^ia,  ssws,  elevating  and  loading  equip- 
ment, milkers,  and  refrigerators  have  greatly 
increased  the  power  demand.  Power  con- 
sumption in  urban  and  nonfarmlng  com- 
munities have  greatly  increased  due  to  a 
wide  variety  of  new  electrical  appliances. 
It  is  inevitable  that  the  uses  of  power  on 
farms,  in  cities,  and  in  industry  will  con- 
tinue to  increase. 

Studies  of  the  industrial  potential  and 
power  requirements  reveal  that  by  1970. 
Utah  alone,  will  be  able  to  absorb  practi- 
cally the  entire  output  of  the  two  largest 
power  units  of  the  Colorado  River  storage 
project,  namely,  the  output  of  the  power- 
plan^  at  Bcho  Park  and  Glen  Canyon,  with 
a  cofaibined  generating  capacity  of  1  million 
kilowatts. 

Is  conclxislon  Is  based  upon  studies  by 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  and  the  Dtah 
Water  and  Power  Board.    Utah  Is  only  ozve 


of  sevend  Statea  within  the  marketlnf  area 
to  be  asrved  by  the  Colorado  River  storage 
project  pownrplanta. 

K.  O.  Larsen,  regional  director,  Btirtau  of 
Reclamation,  at  Salt  Lake  City  says.  "The 
Initial  annual  energy  output  from  these 
powerplants  would  be  9  billion  kilewatt- 
hours.  After  tuU  development  of  tha  con- 
sumptive use  projects  in  the  upper  basin, 
this  would  be  reduced  to  6  billion  kliawatt- 
hours  annually.  Kstimated  market  detnands 
for  hydroelectric  energy  in  the  upper  basin 
would  absorb  the  output  from  all  these 
plants  within  30  years." 

The  December  1950  project  planning  re- 
port on  the  Colorado  River  storage  project 
shows  that  by  1975  the  entire  output  of  the 
nine  powerplants  in  the  project,  under  ulti- 
mate development,  would  barely  meat  the 
power  market  demands  in  the  upper  basin. 
Men  of  vision  mvist  continue  to  make  provi- 
sion for  these  expanding  human  needs.  If 
this  is  done,  a  n:ady  market  will  exist  for  all 
the  hydroelectric  power  that  can  be  produced 
by  all  the  units  of  the  Colorado  River 
storage  project  as  fast  as  the  plants  are 
completed. 

The  px>wer  rates  proposed  by  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  are  deemed  by  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Department  of  Interior, 
and  private  utUltlee,  to  be  realistic  and  less 
than  power  can  be  produced  from  any  other 
energy  source  and  that  a  ready  market  Is  or 
will  be  available  at  that  figure.  It  has  been 
reported  that  atomic  power  Is  not  ex|>ected 
to  compete  with  hydropower  for  at  least  80 
years. 

At  the  hecuings  on  the  Colorado  River 
storage  project  before  both  the  House  and 
Senate  committees  a  representative  of  nine 
private  utilities  who  generate  and  distribute 
power  in  the  upper  basin  States,  stated  that 
the  private  power  utilities  In  the  upper 
basin  area  would  buy  all  the  electrical  energy 
available  from  the  Colorado  River  storage 
project  plants  as  It  becomes  available  at 
competitive  rated,  provided  that  the  gener- 
ators are  installed  on  a  schedule  la  har- 
mony with  the  load  growth.  Furthermore, 
they  would  wheel  power  to  preferential  cus- 
tomers as  fixed  by  law.  Their  willingness  to 
serve  preferential  customers  explodas  the 
charge  that  the  construction  of  this  project 
and  sale  of  power  to  private  utilities  at  the 
bus  bar  or  load  center  would  be  a  power  grab. 

The  power  expansion  program  underway  in 
the  Nation  la  both  realistic  and  sound.  Both 
Federal  and  private  power  are  permitted  to 
expand  In  the  same  region  with  benefits  to 
each.  A  good  Illustration  of  this  is  found  in 
the  comprehensive  expansion  program  under- 
taken by  the  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Co.  sub- 
sequent to  the  development  of  Federal  power 
at  Shasta  Dam  in  its  service  area.  This  com- 
pany owns  and  operates  57  hydroelectric 
plants  interconnected  with  17  steam  plants 
and  plants  of  other  agencies.  Since  1946, 
it  has  constructed  power  facilities  totaling 
1.921.000  kUowatts,  about  4  times  the  ca- 
pacity of  the  Sliasta  and  Keswick  plants  of 
the  Federal  Governments  Central  Valley 
project.  By  1955  postwar  additions  to 
P.  G.  &  E."s  facilities  will  amount  to  more 
than  2,750,000  kilowatts,  increasing  tl«  sys- 
tem total  capacity  to  4.376,000  kilowatts.  In 
10  postwar  yeart;,  this  company  will  have  In- 
vested over  a  billion  dollars  in  electric  gen- 
erating and  transmission  facilities.  Its  ex- 
panded operations  have  resulted  not  only 
from  an  increase  In  its  generating  plants 
but  from  its  marketing  of  federally  gen- 
erated power.  The  expansion  program  of 
P.  G.  &  E.  and  of  other  private  utilities  In  the 
country  is  ample  evidence  of  their  faith  in 
the  increase  in  industrial,  commercial,  and 
domestic  needs  for  electrical  energy  in  the 
future.  Their  expansion  programs  are  wisely 
geared  to  meet  these  needs.    The  same  type 


of  programing  should  be  carried  out  in  the 
upper  Colorado  River  Basin  States  In  order  to 
meet  the  future  needs  for  economic  devel- 
opment on  both  regional  and  national  levels. 

A  study  of  the  legislative  history  behind 
the  authorization  of  Hoover  Dam  and  Grand 
Coulee  Dam  reveals  that  arguments  about 
marketability  of  power  and  ability  to  main- 
tain sales  of  power  in  future  years  were  pre- 
sented to  Congress  and  elsewhere  by  short- 
sighted individuals  who  were  opposing  their 
construction.  Yet  today,  in  the  market  areas 
of  both  Hoover  Dam  tuid  Grand  Ccrulee  Dam, 
there  are  severe  shortages  of  power.  Theae 
shortages  are  growing  more  acute  daily. 

It  is  significant  that,  although  much  testi- 
mony was  presented  at  the  hearings  on  the 
bill  to  show  that  a  market  of  sxifOclent  pro- 
p<Htlons  to  absorb  all  the  power  to  be  pro- 
duced, would  exist  in  the  upp«r  basin,  rep- 
resentatives from  lower  basin  States  dis- 
played much  concern  that  perhaps  they 
might  be  excluded  from  pin-chasing  power  to 
be  produced  by  the  Colorado  River  storage 
project.  Such  exclusion,  of  course.  Is  not  the 
case.  Authorizing  legislation  now  pending 
before  both  Houses  of  Congress  does  not  pre- 
clude any  areas  from  bargaining  for  the  en- 
ergy, thus  providing  additional  assurance 
that  a  ready  market  will  always  be  available. 

The  time  has  arrived  for  Congreai  to  recog- 
nize the  problems  concerned  with  the  agri- 
cultural and  Indiistrlal  expansion  of  the 
country  and  to  demonstrate  the  sanM  acu- 
men, foreslghtedness,  and  faith  tn  the  fu- 
ture as  has  been  demonstrated  time  and 
again  by  private  utilities  and  private  busi- 
ness. With  respect  to  power  features,  the 
Colorado  River  storage  project  is  doubly  at- 
tractive. The  power  featiu-es,  in  this  in- 
stance besides  answering  the  needs  of  a  large 
power-hungry  section  of  the  Nation,  are  but 
the  means  to  an  end  that  embraces  many 
economic,  industrial,  and  social  aspects.  The 
power  features  constitute  a  major  part  of 
a  comprehensive,  ba^lnwlde  plan  of  develop- 
ment of  the  natural  resources  of  the  upper 
Colorado  River  Basin.  They  are  a  necessary 
adjunct  of  a  well-integrated,  carefully  de- 
veloped plan.  This  entire  Colorado  River 
storage  project  has  been  conceived,  planned, 
and  presented  to  Congress  with  the  funda- 
mental Idea  in  mind  that  it  is  deairable  for 
the  area  and  the  Nation  to  develop  econom- 
ically Justifiable  irrigation  projects  and  at 
the  same  time  produce  power  as  a  ready 
benefit  at  a  rate  that  will  Induce  the  basin- 
wide  development  of  mineral  resources,  In-, 
dustrles,  and  related  enterprises. 

The  market  for  power  that  will  l>t  produced 
by  the  various  units  of  this  project  Is  as- 
sured. All  that  remains  for  the  realization 
of  the  vast  national  benefits  in  the  form 
of  new  homes,  farms,  industries.  Jobs,  and 
contributions  to  economic  stability  and  na- 
tional security  is  for  Congress  to  turn  on 
the  green  light  and  put  the  wheels  in  mo- 
tion by  authorizing  for  Immediate  construc- 
tion the  Colorado  River  storage  project  and 
participating  projects. 

Development  of  Uppek  Basin  akd  Lowza 
Basin  Since  1922 

When  the  Colorado  River  compa<}t  was  un- 
der consideration  in  1920,  data  were  accumu- 
lated from  various  sources  to  determine  the 
existing  status  of  irrigation  within  the  Colo- 
rado River  Basin.  A  total  of  2.600,000  acres 
were  estimated  to  be  under  irrigation,  of 
which  1,450,000  acres  were  in  the  upper  basin 
and  950,000  acres  in  the  lower  basin.  Includ- 
ing the  Imperial  Valley  of  California.  Up  to 
that  time,  the  Influence  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment upon  the  acreage  served  was  only  a 
small  proportion  of  the  total,  belog  260.000 
and  108.000  acres  respectively. 

Subsequent  to  the  1922  compact,  great  im- 
petus was  given  to  the  construction  of  wa- 
ter   utilization    projects,    especially    in    the 
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lower  basin,  where  the  Hoover  Dam  and  the 
All  American  Oanal  of  tbe  Boulder  Canyon 
project,  tha  Colorado  RlTer  aqueduct.  Pai^er 
and  Davia  Dama.  and  the  Gila  project  were 
built  in  rapid  suooessloa.  The  upper  basin, 
meanwhile,  succeeded  in  having  authorised 
and  btiilt  a  number  of  small  projects  and  one 
transmountaln  dlveraion  project.  Private 
construction  of  IrrL^tion  projects  in  the 
Colorado  River  Basin  has  been  virtually  at 
a  standstill  during  xixe  three  decades  since 
the  compact  was  slgxed.  This  is  not  an  indi- 
cation of  lack  of  In'^crest  in  irrigation,  but 
of  the  increasing  cor;  and  complexity  of  such 
projects  as  remain,  v/hich  puts  them  beyond 
the  reach  on  oonvenUonai  private  financing. 

In  the  following  jiaragraphs  there  is  pre- 
sented a  chronological  summary  of  the  Fed- 
eral reclamation  projects  within  both  basins 
of  the  Colorado  River  which  were  authorised 
by  the  Congreas  since  approval  of  the  1933 
compact  and  whidi  have  been  completed 
or  are  under  construction  by  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation.  Included  are  statistics  on 
the  project  Irrigable  Jirea  for  service  in  calen- 
dar year  1952  (area  for  which  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  was  prt pared  to  supply  water), 
the  installed  powerplant  capacities  for  the 
associated  power  features  of  the  projects  as 
of  June  30,  1953,  and  the  approximate  con- 
struction costs  of  the  projects  as  of  June  80, 
1963. 

lowvt  aAsnr 

The  Boulder  Canyon  Project  Act  of  1938 
approved  the  1923  Colorado  River  compact 
and  authorized  the  construction  of  the 
Boulder  Canyon  project,  comprising  the 
Hoover  Dam  and  the  All-Amerlcan  Canal 
systems.  The  dam  was  beg\in  in  l63i  and 
dedicated  in  1935.  TTie  first  generator  of 
the  powerhouse  was  in  full  operation  on 
October  22,  1936.  As  of  June  30.  1953,  the 
installed  capacity  cf  the  powerplant  was 
1549,800  kUowatU  and  the  construction  cost 
of  the  dam  and  powerplant  was  1161,368.432. 

Construction  of  the  80-mlle  All-Amerlcan 
Canal  in  Arizona  and  California  was  started 
in  August  1934  and  water  was  first  delivered 
throiigh  It  In  1940.  About  517.000  acres  of 
land  In  the  Imperial  division  were  in  the 
Irrigable  area  for  service  under  the  Canal  in 
1952,  of  which  about  425,000  acres  were 
actually  irrigated.  The  123-mlle  Coachella 
Canal,  a  branch  of  the  All  American,  was 
begun  In  August  1938  and  is  practically 
completed.  In  1952.  the  irrigable  area  for 
service  m  the  Coachella  division  was  about 
60.715  acres.  Cost  of  construction  of  the  sys- 
tem totaled  •59,473.506  as  of  June  1953. 

On  August  30,  1935.  the  Congress  author- 
ized construction  of  the  Parker  Dam  power 
project.  Arizona-California,  located  155  river 
miles  below  Hoover  Dam.  Parker  Dam  pro- 
vides a  forebay  for  diversion  of  water  to  35 
Incorporated  cities  and  to  extensive  unin- 
corporated areas  in  louthern  California.  In 
addition,  electrical  inergy  generated  at  the 
Parker  Dam  powerplant  of  120,000  kilowatt 
capacity  contributes  to  the  industrial  de- 
velopment of  the  Pacific  Southwest.  Con- 
struction cost  of  the  project  as  of  June  1953 
was  »24,696,120. 

The  Gila  project  in  Arizona  was  authorized 
June  21.  1937,  under  provtelons  of  the  Recla- 
mation Project  Act  of  December  12,  1924. 
Construction  had  l>een  initiated  in  1935 
under  an  ERA  allotment  and  the  project  Is 
still  under  construction.  When  completed 
the  Gila  project  will  serve  115,000  acres  near 
Yuma,  Ariz.;  however,  the  irrigable  area  for 
service  comprised  41,750  acres  In  1962.  As 
of  June  30,  1953,  the  construction  cost  of  the 
project  was  a35.982,»90. 

The  act  of  July  1,  1940.  and  subsequent 
amendment*,  authoiized  the  defraying  of 
costs  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  of  op- 
eraUng  and  maintaiiting  the  Colorado  River 


front  work  and  levee  system  and  other 

sary  protection  works  between  tbe  Tuma 
project  and  Hoover  Dam.  The  work  pro- 
gram had  been  started  in  1933  antf  is  con- 
tinuing. OosU  of  the  work  as  of  June  SO. 
tWS,  totaled  »9,049M6. 

Davis  Dam  project  in  Arizona-Nevada  was 
authorised  on  April  26,  1941,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Reclamation  Project  Act  of 
1939.  Construction  was  begun  in  June  1942 
and  Is  hearing  completion.  Davis  Dam  will 
reregulate  the  fiuctuatlng  water  releases  from 
Hoover  Dam  nnd  faclUUte  water  deliveries 
to  Mexico.  In  addition  to  lU  other  pur- 
poses, the  project  has  225.000  kilowatts  of 
Installed  hydroelectric  capacity,  the  energy 
of  which  Is  fed  Into  the  Hoover  and  Parker 
Dam  transmission  system  to  serve  the  Pacific 
Southwest.  Construction  cost  of  the  project 
was  $113,056,361  as  of  June  30,  1953. 

TTPPXE   BASIN 

Following  congressional  approval  of  the 
1922  Colorado  River  compact  It  was  not  until 
November  6,  1935,  that  a  Federal  reclama- 
tion project  was  authorized  in  the  upper 
basin.  At  that  time  the  Moon  Lake  project 
in  northeast  Utah  was  authorized  by  the 
President.  This  project  provides  a  supple- 
mental water  supply  to  lands  in  the  Units 
Basin.  The  irrigable  area  for  service  was 
76.2S6  acres  In  1952.  Construction  cost  of 
the   project   totaled  $1,799,859. 

On  June  17,  1937,  the  President  authorized 
the  Pine  River  project  In  southwestern  Colo- 
rado. Construction  of  Vallecito  Dam  and 
Reservoir  commenced  In  May  1938  and  was 
completed  in  1941.  This  Is  another  supple- 
mental water  supply  project  which  involved 
an  irrigable  area  for  service  of  approxi- 
mately 35.766  acres  in  1952.  June  30,  1953. 
construction  costs  were  $3,481,935. 

Although  the  Uncompahgre  project  in  Col- 
orado was  authorized  in  1903  and  construc- 
tion begun  In  1904.  the  Taylor  Park  Dam  and 
Reservoir  was  constructed  as  part  of  an  Im- 
provement program  from  funds  ($2,392,199) 
allotted  to  the  project  under  the  National 
Indiistrial  Recovery  Act.  The  dam  and  re- 
servoir were  completed  in  1937  at  a  construc- 
tion cost  of  $1,389,852. 

The  Colorado-Big  Thompson  project  was 
authorized  by  a  secretarial  finding  of  feas- 
ibility approved  by  the  President  on  De- 
cember 21,  1937.  This  transmountaln  di- 
version project  conveys  exportable  compact 
water  from  the  upper  Colorado  River  at  the 
crest  of  the  Rockies  to  supplement  irrigation 
supplies  for  615.000  acres  of  out-of-basln 
lands  on  the  eastern  slope  in  Colorado. 
Canals,  conduits,  and  reservoirs  on  the  west- 
em  slope  within  the  upper  basin  collect  and 
Store  these  waters  for  controlled  exportation 
and  distribution.  Total  construction  cost 
Of  all  works  as  of  June  30.  1954,  was  $145.- 
260.125.  Green  Mountain  Dam  and  Reser- 
voir on  Blue  River  in  Colorado  within  the 
upper  basin  was  constructed  to  store  water 
for  replacement  and  to  assist  future  western - 
slope  development.  Completed  In  1943,  the 
dam  Includes  a  powerplant  with  an  installed 
capacity  of  21.600  kilowatts.  Construction 
cost  of  this  dam,  reservoir,  powerplant,  and 
transmiSBlon  lines  was  $11,453,028. 

On  January  11,  1938,  the  President  author- 
ized the  Fruitgrowers  Dam  project,  a  supple- 
mental supply  project  in  southwestern  Col- 
orado on  a  tributary  of  the  Gunnison  River. 
The  Fruitgrowers  Dam  was  reconstructed  at 
a  cost  of  $200,309  for  storage  of  4300  acre- 
feet  of  water.  The  Irrigable  acreage  for  serv- 
ice was  2,662  acres  in  1952. 

The  Paonla  project  in  central  Colorado 
was  authoriaed  under  reclamation  law  on 
March  18,  1939.  A  revlaed  fdan  at  develop- 
ment was  authoriaed  by  the  Congress  on 
June  25.  1947.    The  plan  provides  for  storage 
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modlfleatton  of  eanala  to  bapnnm  and 
extend  tarlgatlaa  in  tha  project  area  in  tha 
north  Fork  Valley.  In  1963  tha  brlvkhla 
area  for  service  in  the  project  waa  11.S00 
acres  receiving  a  fuU  water  supply.  Con- 
struction costs  for  the  project  aa  of  June  90. 
1953.  was  $1,530,484. 

The  Eden  project  In  aoxithweatem  Wyo- 
ming was  originally  authorised  in  1940  and 
placed  under  the  water -conservation  and 
utilization  program.  On  June  28,  1949,  the 
project  was  reauthoriaed  by  tha  Congiaaa. 
Construction  waa  begun  in  1941  and  la  con- 
tinuing. Big  Sandy  Dam  and  Reaarvoir  U 
completed  and  construction  of  the  is«»t»^ 
Canal  is  under  way,  however,  no  landa  In  tbe 
project  area  of  29,200  acrea  have  y«t  been 
suppUed  with  irrigation  water  by  tbe  proj- 
ect works.  The  construction  coat  as  of  June 
30.  1953,  was  $3,463,652. 

Under  the  water-conservation  and  utili- 
zation program,  the  President  authorised 
the  Mancos  project  in  aouthweatem  Colorado 
on  October  24.  1940.  An  offstream 
on  Jackson  Gulch  and  an  outlet  canal 
constructed  to  furnish  a  supplemental 
ter  supply  to  Inadequately  irrigated  landa  In 
the  Mancos  River  Valley.  The  Irrigable  area 
for  service  in  1962  was  8,612  acres.  The  proj- 
ect also  provides  a  domestic  water  stipply  for 
the  Mesa  Verde  National  Park.  Cost  of  the 
project  was  $3,894,978. 

The  Scofield  Dam  project  in  central  Utah 
was  authorised  by  the  Prealdent  on  June  34. 
1943.  under  terms  of  the  Water  Conaarvattoa 
and  Utilization  Act  of  Axigust  11,  1989.  The 
principal  feature  of  the  project -is  Scofield 
Dam  and  Reservoir  on  Price  River.  Stored 
waters  are  delivered  to  privately  owned  irri- 
gated lands  near  Price,  Utah.  In  1953.  lfi.aot 
acres  were  in  the  irrigable  area  for  aervlca. 
The  project  cost  was  $943337. 

It  was  not  until  9  years  later,  that  the  Con* 
greas  authorized  the  next  project  in  the 
upper  basin.  On  July  3,  1952,  the  Congraaa 
authorized  the  CoUbran  project  in  weat  cen- 
tral Colorado.  The  primary  purpose  of  tba 
project  is  to  provide  water  for  a  full  supply 
for  2,310  acres  of  new  land  and  a  supple- 
mental supply  for  18340  acres  of  Inade- 
quately irrigated  land  in  Plateau  Valley. 
The  project  will  also  provide  an  indua- 
trial,  miuilcipal.  and  domestic  water  supply 
for  the  city  of  Grand  Junction  and  vicinity, 
and  Include  a  powerplant  with  installed  ca- 
pacity of  8,000  kilowatts.  Construction  of 
the  project  has  not  begun  as  no  funds  hava 
been  appropriated  for  that  purpose. 

STTinCAST 

The  accompanying  tabulation  shows  the 
Irrigable  area  for  service  In  1952,  the  Installed 
powerplant  capacities  as  of  June  80,  19SS. 

and    the    construction   costs    as   of   June   30, 

1953,  for  each  of  the  above-deacrlbed  proj- 
ects that  were  authorized  for  construction 
Since  the  1922  compact  was  signed.  Some 
of  the  projects  have  been  completed  and 
some  are  still  imder  construction. 

A  comparison  of  these  statistics  for  the 
upper  and  lower  basins  of  the  Colorado  River 
shows  that  during  this  period  only  11,500 
acres  of  new  land  have  been  brotight  tmder 
irrigation  development  within  the  upper 
basin  as  compared  to  102,465  acres  In  the 
lower  l>8sln.  Works  constructed  to  provide 
supplemental  water  stipplles  delivered  irri- 
gation water  to  137305  acres  within  tha 
physical  watershed  of  the  upper  basin  durtnc 
1952  and  518.610  acres  in  the  lower  bastn. 

Installed  captaclties  of  the  powerplants 
constructed  in  conjunction  with  these  proj- 
ects as  of  June  SO.  1953.  total  1394300  kUo- 
watts in  the  lower  basin  as  compared  to 
31 ,000  kilowatts  in  the  upper  basin.  Tlie  total 
construction  eoat  of  theae  projects  In  tba 
upper  basin  as  of  June  30.  1053L  was  $18.- 
758.082  and  in  the  lower  basin  $404.2r733S. 


1 


i     4^ 


^  .i 


Hi* 


15438 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  ^  SENATE 


August  20 


ProJMtt  aulhonttd  for  eonutrudUon  in  tk$  lower  and  upper  haaint  of  the  Colorado  River 

Ba$in  einee  approval  of  1928  compact 


lowniusar 

BooMm'  Canyon  project: 

AB  ABMrican  Canal  sytbaa,  Arisona-California 

HooTcr  Dam  and  powerplant,  ArUona-NeTada 

Colorado  River  front  work  and  levee  system,  Arlxima- 
CaIUbrala-NevBda_ - 

Darla  Dam  pro)eet 

OBa  project,  Artaona 

Farkar  Dam  power  iHoject,  Ariiona-CaUfoniia 


Tota. 


vrrwa,  BAsof 


CoIorado-BlK  1  hompson  project » 

Colorado-Or«en  Mountain  Dam,  Colo.*. 

Eden  prajeet,  WyomlnR 

Frulti^owen  Dam  project,  Colorado 

Manoos  project,  Colorado 

Paoola  project.  Colorado 

Moon  Lake  project,  Utah 

Pine  River  project,  Colorado 

SoofMd  project.  Utah 

C«Ubran project,  Colorado* 


Total. 


Irrifable  area  in  project  (or 
aerrioe  in  1963 


Fun  water 
supply 


Aeret 

60,715 


41,730 


102. 465 


11,600 


11,500 


Supplemental 
supply 


Aere$ 
'517,000 


1,610 


SIS.  fiio 


O 


2.662 
8.612 

'75.2.W' 
35,766 
15,609 


Installed 

powerplant 

capacity  as 

of  June  30, 

1953 


KttouxUtt 
'"1,249, 86« 


225,000 

i2n,ooo 


1,594.800 


CofkstTDction 

o0sts  as  of 
Ju«e  30, 1053 


P>9.  473.  506 
Kl,  368,  432 

9.  M9. 846 

113,  fXW.  301 

.i.\  9K2,  960 

24.  696,  120 


♦M,  227.  22.S 


2i.eoo 


Jl,4.'a.  P28 
3,  4«3.  6,W 

200,309 
3.  S94,  978 
1.  520.  484 
1.7'JM.  "(SQ 
3,  481,  9:« 

943,837 


137,  905 


21.000 


tti.758,082 


•  ^S^'*'  snpply  delivered  through  project  works  to  prlvatoly  constructod  distribtition  system 
..»i?2!S?I!'!.^  ^^"i"^"^  F^i^'  P*"^'^  or  supplempntal  wattr  .supply  eii>orti><l  for  dutribntion  thro.ieh  pri- 
JlttMOlM^        *  ^'^^     out-of-basin  lands  in  Colorado.    Total  project  cost  as  of  Juqe  30,  1953, 

»  Oreen  Mountain  Reservoir  constructed  on  western  slope  for  replacement  purposes 

*  Aatnorlxed  out  not  under  construction. 


UPPER  COLORADO  RIVER  PROJECT 

Mr.  BARRETTT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Seziator  srield  to  me? 

Mr.  BfALONE.  I  shall  be  happy  to 
yield  to  my  distinguished  friend  with 
the  understanding  that,  by  unanimous 
consent.  I  shall  not  lose  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President.  I  had 
prepared  some  remarks  which  I  had  In- 
tended to  make  on  the  bill.  S.  1555.  It 
appears  now  that  It  will  be  Impossible 
to  bring  the  bill  up  for  consideration  and 
final  determination  by  the  Senate.  Ac- 
cordingly, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  my  remarks  printed  in  the  body  of 
the  Rkcord. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  remarks 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Statxkknt  bt  Sxnatoi  BAutETT 
The  17  reclamation  Statea  ot  the  West 
comprlfle  an  area  of  more  than  three-flftha 
of  the  entire  continental  United  States.  It 
Ja  an  empire  In  Itself  embracing  1.162,000,000 
acTM  of  plalni,  roUlng  hillB,  mountains  and 
▼alleya,  deep  gorges  and  immense  areas  of 
desert  lands. 

A  century  la  a  relatively  ahort  period  meas- 
ured by  the  history  of  the  older  nations  of 
the  world,  yet  160  years  ago  little  was 
known  In  Washington  about  that  part  of 
our  country  known  as  the  West.  The 
Rockies  were  called  "the  Great  Stony  Moun- 
tains" in  those  days.  Just  a  century  ago 
Daniel  Webster  opposed  the  construction  of 
the  railroad  that  would  unite  the  Pacific  with 
the  Union.  He  stood  before  one  of  these 
very  aame  desks  here  on  the  fioor  of  this 
body  and  contended  with  great  seal  that. 
"I  will  never  vote  1  cent  from  the  Public 
Treasury  to  place  the  Pacific  Ocean  1  inch 
nearer  to  Boston  than  It  is.  What  do  we 
want  with  this  vast  worthless  area — t.M^ 
region  of  savage*  and  wUd  beasU,  ot  shifting 
Bands  and  whirlwinds  erf  dust,  of  cactus  and 
prairie  dogs?    To  what  use  could  we  ever 
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hope  to  put  these  great  deserts  aad  those 
endless  mountain  ranges?" 

He  failed  to  foresee  the  possibility  of  "gold 
in  them  thar  hills,"  the  Immense  untapped 
resources,  the  tremendous  natural  wealth, 
the  unbounded  forests,  the  great  reservoir 
of  minerals,  and  more  Important  of  all,  the 
water  rushing  down  the  mountains  of  the 
western  empire.  The  pioneer  settlers  who 
blazed  the  trail  through  the  western  wilder- 
ness early  recognized  the  value  of  water. 
By  their  Indomitable  will  and  unconquerable 
spirit  they  built  their  homes  and  developed 
the  communities  which  stand  today  as  me- 
morials to- their  sagacity  and  their  foreslght- 
edness,  as  well  as  their  persistence  and  their 
perseverance. 

In  the  early  days  of  the  West  the  settlers 
filed  their  homesteads  along  the  countless 
creeks  and  rivers  of  the  mountala  West. 
Whoever  controlled  the  water  dominated  all 
of  the  prairie  for  miles  around.  Those  hardy 
souls  knew  full  well  that  water  was  essential 
to  their  livelihood  and  they  learned  early 
that  it  was  to  their  best  Interest  to  oonserve 
their  short  supply  and  to  use  it  wisely.  It  Is 
not  surprising  then,  Mr.  President,  that  a 
half  century  ago  the  Congress  put  the  recla- 
mation law  on  the  books. 

By  that  time  most  of  the  Westerd  States 
had  been  admitted  to  the  Union.  Of  course, 
no  one  could  possibly  anticipate  that  5 
decades  later  the  income  from  the  public 
domain  of  my  State  In  1  year  would  total 
•16  million,  an  amount  exceeding  tht  entire 
cost  of  the  Louisiana  Purchase.  The  Con- 
gress wanted  the  new  Western  States  to  grow 
and  prosper  and  to  take  their  rightful  place 
In  the  sisterhood  of  States.  They  laid  it 
down  as  a  cardinal  principle  that  the  In- 
come from  the  public  domain  should  be  used 
to  develop  reclamation  projects  In  those 
States  so  that  the  Income  from  the  depletion 
of  the  exhaustible  resource  would  be  lised  to 
build  another  and  more  substantial  resource 
in  the  form  of  Irrigated  valleys. 

The  Congress  knew  that  It  would  be  emi- 
nently unfair  to  set  up  these  new  States 
and  retain  Federal  ownership  over  most  of 
the  lands  within  their  borders  and  not  per- 
mit the  States  to  benefit  from  the  Income 
from   their   own   soil.     Reclamation    Is    the 


cornerstone  upon  which  the  hopes,  tlie  faith 
and  the  asplratloxu  of  our  people  are  built. 
It  Is  the  hallmark  upon  which  our  progress 
is  based.  The  wise  use  of  our  water  re- 
source Is  the  firm  foundation  Upon  which 
the  wealth  and  economy  of  lihe  West  is 
oullt.  We  want  to  make  water  serve  as 
many  masters  as  possible  and  to  use  it  time 
after  time.  We  want  to  use  It  to  produce 
power  not  once  but  many  times. 

Irrigated  farming  provides  for  71  percent 
of  the  total  agricultural  Income  of  the  West- 
ern States.  Some  people  may  say  that  we 
have  more  Irrigated  lands  than  the  country 
needs.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  President, 
the  5>/^  million  acres  of  Irrigated  lands  only 
offset  our  losses  In  farm  lands  through  soil 
erosion  and  depletion.  Furthermore,  Mr. 
President,  the  Irrigated  farming  of  the  arid 
West  Is  not  in  the  main  a  competitor  of 
the  great  farming  areas  of  the  rest  of  the 
country.  Our  crof>s  are  used  largely  to  raise 
supplementary  feed  to  winter  otir  livestock. 

The  Colorado  Is  the  last  undeveloped  water 
hole  In  the  old  West.  Many  leading  citi- 
zens In  the  States  of  the  basin  have  spent 
a  lifetime  of  effort  planning  for  the  develop- 
ment of  that  great  river  basin.  Thirty-two 
years  ago  the  basin  States  agreed  on  the 
Colorado  River  compact  and  since  then  that 
has  become  the  law  of  the  river.  Substan- 
tial headway  has  been  made  on  harnessing 
the  river  and  making  the  water  walk  down 
so  it  can  be  used  on  a  constructive  basis, 
rather  than  to  let  it  use  its  Own  devices 
and  to  go  on  a  rampage  bringing  the  devas- 
tating floods  and  destruction  Ih  Its  wake. 

The  upper  basin  States  are  obligated  under 
the  law  of  the  river  to  deliver  to  the  lower 
basin  States  75  million  acre-feet  of  water 
every  10-year  period.  There  are  other  com- 
mitments to  Mexico,  but  after  meeting  those 
obligations  the  balance  of  their  own  water 
was  left  available  to  them  to  conserve  and 
store  and  use  for  their  own  pufiJoses.  And 
so  in  order  to  comply  with  the  1|>22  compact 
the  upper  basin  States  entered  Into  an  agree- 
ment between  themselves  In  1948  whereby 
they  could  arrange  to  deliver  the  required 
water  to  the  lower  basin  States  over  the  10- 
year  period  by  storing  35  mUliOn  acre-feet 
In  the  upper  basin.  The  upper  basin  States 
agreed  to  a  division  of  the  balance  of  the 
total  water  of  the  upper  basin  States  re- 
maining after  all  obligations  have  been  met. 
And  so,  Mr.  President,  at  long  test  the  Ave 
upper  basin  States  are  here  today  knocking 
at  the  door  of  Congress  with  a  plan  of  action 
looking  toward  the  development  during  the 
next  generation,  at  least,  of  the  immense 
water  resources  of  the  upper  States.  The 
project  Is  sound  and  feasible.  By  and  large. 
Mr.  President,  the  authorization  of  this 
project  will  Insure  the  people  of  these  sov- 
ereign States  that  they  will  not  be  deprived 
of  their  heritage  to  use  the  waters  bestowed 
upon  them  by  a  beneficent  Creator.  It  will 
serve  as  an  Insurance  policy  guaranteeing 
that  they  will  not  lose  the  priority  right  to 
use  their  share  of  the  water  dedicated  to 
their  use  solely  because  they  have  failed  to 
put  the  water  to  beneficial  use. 

This  project  contemplates  the  Irrigation  of 
380,000  acres  of  land.  It  contemplates  the 
generation  of  large  blocks  of  vitally  needed 
hydroelectric  power  for  the  five-State  area. 
This  bill  authorizes  the  construction  of  five 
Initial  unit*  of  the  Colorado  River  storage 
project. 

The  most  Important  to  Wyoming  are  the 
Glen  Canyon  and  Echo  Park  reservoirs. 
These  two  units  are  essential  elemerts  of  the 
team  of  reservoirs  that  will  enabl*  the  upper 
States  to  meet  Its  obligations  to  the  lower 
basin  States  under  the  1922  compact  and 
to  produce  the  power  that  Is  so  desperately 
needed  In  the  five-State  area.  The  power 
Installation  planned  amounts  to  the  astound- 
ing figure  of  1,622,000  kilowatts.  The  power 
Installations  will  not  only  pay  for  them- 
selves in  a  relatively  short  period,  but  In 
addition,  the  Income  will  be  used  to  help  pay 
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for  the  irrigation  features  of  the  overall  proj- 
ect so  that  in  the  main  the  F>ederal  Govern- 
ment will  be  reimbursed  for  nearly  every  dol- 
lar advanced.  After  all  the  people  who  will 
use  the  power  and  make  the  power  revenues 
and  Income  available  for  that  pxirpoee  are 
the  people  of  the  five-State  area. 

Some  time  In  the  foreseeable  future  the 
Flaming  Gorge  project  shotild  be  built.  It 
will  back  the  water  up  close  to  the  town  of 
Green  River  in  my  State.  It  seems  to  me. 
Mr.  President,  that  It  would  be  wise  to  buUd 
an  access  road  from  a  Wyoming  railhead  to 
Echo  Park,  not  only  for  economical  trans- 
portation during  the  construction  period  but 
also  so  that  the  people  of  the  country  will 
have  a  north  and  south  road  to  use  for  ac- 
cess and  entrance  to  the  monument,  in 
order  to  enjoy  Its  recreational  advantages. 
I  was  pleased  to  see  921  million  authorized 
for  the  National  Park  Service  to  use  for  the 
development  of  recreation  potentialities  of 
Dinosaur  National  Monument.  Undoubtedly 
that  will  make  the  area  a  greater  attraction 
to  more  people. 

The  three  participating  projects  In  Wyo- 
ming proposed  at  this  time  are  La  Barge, 
Seekskadee,  and  Lyman.  These  three  will 
Irrigate  68,000  acres  of  new  land  and  provide 
supplemental  water  for  an  additional  40,000 
acres.  The  total  water  depletion  of  these 
three  projects  will  amount  to  about  35  per- 
cent of  the  water  allocated  to  Wyoming  un- 
der the  upper  basin  compact. 

The  Seekskadee  project  will  cost  $23,272,000 
and  will  bring  In  60,720  acres  of  land  on  both 
Bides  of  the  Green  River  in  my  State. 

The  La  Barge  project  will  cost  $1,673,000 
and  will  Irrigate  7.C70  acres  of  new  Idnd. 

The  Lyman  project  Is  an  old  project  and 
will  cost  »I0.5«4.500  and  will  Irrigate  11,000 
acres  of  new  land  and  provide  supplemental 
water  for  40,600  acres. 

The  Eden  project  wUl  cost  $7,287,000  and 
will  provide  supplemental  water  for  9,000 
acres  of  land. 

Mr.  President,  the  total  cost  of  the  four 
participating  projects  In  Wyoming  Is  esU- 
mated  at  $43  million.  The  Income  from  the 
public  lands  in  Wyoming  last  year  amounted 
to  a  total  of  $16  million  and  over  half  of  that 
amount  went  Into  the  reclamation  fund. 
We  have  tremendous  natural  resource  in 
the  Green  River  Valley  of  our  State.  The 
income  to  the  Federal  Government  from 
these  resources  Is  Increasing  at  a  high  rate. 
Coal,  oil,  gas.  trona.  oil  shale,  phosphate, 
uranium  and  many  other  minerals  are  found 
In  abundance  along  the  Green  River.  In  the 
long  run  the  yardstick  by  which  you  can 
measure  the  growth  and  development  of  this 
section  of  our  country  is  the  amount  of  water 
available  in  the  first  place,  for  application  on 
the  land  and.  secondly,  for  the  generation  of 
power. 

It  has  been  reliably  estimated.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, that  by  1975  we  will  have  a  population 
of  200  million  people.  Without  a  question 
of  a  doubt  the  security  of  our  country  In 
these  trying  and  treacherous  days  depends 
to  a  great  extent  upon  the  wise  development 
and  use  of  our  great  storehouse  of  raw  mate- 
rials. 

Mr.  President,  many  of  our  coal  mines  are 
closed  down  and  several  hundred  miners  in 
the  Green  River  area  of  southwestern  Wyo- 
niing  are  out  of  work.  Our  cattle  and  sheep 
growers  In  that  area  have  experienced  a  se- 
vere drought  last  year  and  to  a  lesser  degree 
this  year.  Mr.  President,  we  have  waited 
many  years  for  the  authorization  of  this 
project.  The  time  has  come  for  action.  I 
hope  that  S.  1565  wlU  receive  favorable  con- 
sideration here  and  now.  And  by  all  means, 
Mr.  President,  let  us  serve  notice  that  we  will 
insist  upon  early  action  on  this  bill  at  the 
next  session  of  the  Congress. 
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BLAIR  MOODY 

Mr.      MONRONEY.     Mr. 
will  the  Senator  yield? 


President. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Soiator  from  Nevada  has  the  floor 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yieW  for  an  insertion  In  the 

REOCHtO? 

Mr.  B4ALONE.  I  would  be  happy  to 
yield  to  the  distinguished  Senator  with 
the  understanding  that  by  unanimous 
consent  I  do  not  lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President  as 
we  come  to  the  close  of  this  83d  session 
of  the  Congress,  I  want  to  express  for 
myself  and  for  other  Senators  the  great 
sense  of  loss  we  all  have  in  the  untimely 
death  of  our  former  colleague,  the  Hon- 
orable Blair  Moody,  the  former  junior 
Senator  from  Michigan. 

Senator  Moody  was  indeed  a  great 
American,  dedicated  to  the  fundamen- 
tals of  our  democracy  and  to  our  form  of 
Government.  His  heart,  both  as  a  Sena- 
tor and  as  a  member  of  the  Capitol  Press 
Galleries,  was  attuned  to  the  needs  of  all 
the  people  of  this  Nation  and  in  their 
cause  he  worked  to  his  fullest. 

As  a  young  member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  I  first  met  him  and  was 
Immediately  impressed  by  his  sincere 
dedication  to  his  duty  as  a  newsp>aper- 
man  to  cover  all  the  news  and  to  be  sure 
that  he  told  the  entire  story. 

In  this  work  he  was  energetic  and 
courageous  and  determined  that  the 
average  American  would  get  the  story 
behind  the  story  in  the  events  that  oc- 
curred on  the  Capitol  scene.  Because  of 
his  ability,  understanding,  and  tireless 
work,  he  was  recognized  as  one  of  the 
leaders  in  the  newspaper  fraternity  and 
the  widespread  acceptance  of  his  dis- 
patches proved  the  value  of  his  work. 

On  his  entrance  into  the  United  States 
Senate,  the  devotion  to  duty  that  had 
marked  his  career  as  a  newspaperman 
remained  with  him.  As  his  seat  mate  in 
the  Senate.  I  know  the  long  hours,  and 
the  hard  driving  efforts  that  he  made  to 
serve  his  State  and  his  people.  The 
voice  of  the  little  man  and  the  friendless 
could  always  be  heard  by  Blair  Moody. 
The  Congressional  Record  attests  to 
the  efforts  he  made  in  behalf  of  the 
underprivileged  and  of  the  friendless. 
His  courage  as  a  legislator  and  his  under- 
standing of  the  issues,  that  had  marked 
his  work  as  a  newspaperman,  formed  a 
perfect  combination  to  win  recognition 
for  his  ability  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate. 
Blair  Moody  literally  worked  his  heart 
out  for  his  country.  He  would  be  alive 
today  if  he  had  permitted  himself  to 
enjoy  the  comfort  and  relaxation  that 
might  have  been  his.  So  determined 
was  he  to  carry  the  issues  In  which  he 
so  strongly  believed  to  the  people,  that 
he  overworked  and  brought  on  the  ill- 
ness that  led  to  hU  death. 

His  friends  in  the  Senate  wiU  miss  him 
deeply.  But  beyond  this  great  sense  of 
personal  loss,  the  people  of  Michigan  and 
the  Nation,  who  he  loved  and  served  so 
well,  will  feel  the  loss  of  a  devoted  and 
a  dedicated  friend. 

Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  include 
with  my  remarks  some  of  the  tributes  to 
Senator  Moody  from  the  newspapers 
both  of  Washington  and  of  Michigan,  to- 
gether with  the  tribute  paid  him  In  the 
funeral  sermon. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  express 
for  myself  and  other  Members  of  the 


Senate  the  great  sense  of  loss  w«  feel  as 
a  result  of  the  untimely  death  of  Hon. 
Blair  Moody,  the  former  Junior  S^iator 
from  the  State  of  Michigan. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  hare 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Recosd  the 
funeral  address  delivered  by  the  minister 
at  the  funeral  of  the  late  Senator  Moody, 
and  editorials  from  various  newspapers 
throughout  the  country. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
and  editorials  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Record,  as  follows: 
ADDaass    at    FtrmsaAi,    Scsvicbb    ro«    Wuyi 

MooDT,   Jttlt   24,    1954,   bt   Rev.   Jobh   B. 

FoasTTH,    or    Bobknklx.    CoHGaxoanoMaB 

CHuacH,  DETaorr 

The  Hebrew-Christian  religious  tradition. 
which  nurttired  and  shaped  the  culture  of 
the  Western  World,  has  at  Its  heart  the  con- 
viction that  God  has  created  man  In  hla 
own  image,  and  that  therefore  the  individual 
is  of  supreme  worth  and  Importance.  In 
history,  as  the  Hebrew-Christian  faith  aaaa 
it.  God  la  striving  to  win  man's  assent  to 
this  estimate  of  his  own  worth,  lor  only  thus 
will  man  want  to  establish  relationships. ot 
trust  and  good  will  in  which  eaclj  Individual 
can  develop  his  highest  poeslblUtles  ^nd 
find  the  fulfillment  of  his  hopes. 

The  Hebrew  prophets  800  years  before 
Jesus  reminded  the  people  that  men  must 
respect  one  another,  and  the  strong  must 
help  the  weak,  for  only  so  could  a  nation 
prosper.  Jesus  amplified  the  message  of  the 
prophets,  pointing  out  that  as  men  live  for 
others,  they  discover  their  true  selves,  de- 
velop their  capacities,  and  are  delivered  from 
their  fears — even  the  last  and  worst  of  th« 
fears  that  beset  mankind,  the  fear  of  death. 

At  times  men  coojierate  in  the  design  of 
God  for  the  beloved  community:  at  times 
they  resist  the  design,  and  suffer.  But 
through  the  centuries  the  struggle  goes  on. 
Inspired  by  the  vision  of  man  as  a  child  of 
God,  with  Inalienable  rights.  We  go  for- 
ward, we  slip  back,  we  go  forward  again;  but 
the  vision  persists,  and  claims  its  apoatlea 
and  prophets  In  every  age. 

Blair  Moody  was  an  apostle  and  prophet 
of  this  vision.  He  spent  much  of  his  life 
in  this  struggle  which  to  us  Is  the  main- 
stream of  history.  He  was  alive  to  people — 
all  kinds  of  people.  He  had  time  to  listen 
to  people,  even  In  the  busiest  days.  He  be- 
lieved that  men  must  have  facts  if  they  are 
to  act  wisely,  and  to  the  task  of  interpreting 
events  he  brought  a  sensitive  conscience,  as 
well  as  a  keen  mind. 

His  brief  but  outstanding  career  In  the 
United  States  Senate  was  guided  by  the  same 
point  of  view,  and  the  same  scale  of  values. 
Whether  men  agreed  with  him  or  disagreed. 
there  was  never  any  doubt  that  he  was  con- 
cerned with,  and  fought  for,  what  he  saw  as 
the  Interests  of  the  people. 

Blair  Moody  believed  in  human  beings 
enough  to  pour  out  the  energies  of  body  and 
mind  In  their  service.  In  every  way  that 
opened  to  him.  I  could  better  understand 
why  on  rereading  his  article.  What  My  Reli- 
gion Means  to  Me,  published  In  recent  years 
in  a  metropolitan  newspaper.  He  said,  in 
part: 

"Our  aUeglance  to  God.  oxir  obedience  to 
His  ccnunandment.  our  devotion  to  the  Ideals 
which  the  spiritual  sense  of  man  has  dis- 
covered and  recognised  beyond  shadow  of 
doubt  as  the  reflection  of  a  divine  plan — 
these  acts  of  faith  make  \u  kin.  binding  us 
in  a  fellowship  in  which  we  may  serve  cadk 
other  and  thereby  serve  our  Father. 

"We  need,  as  we  have  never  needed  hefors. 
the  strength  of  unity  and  the  unity  of  faith. 
We  need  them  In  order  to  stand  firm  gainst 
the  enemy.  We  need  them  to 
through  a  long.  Utter  stniKte  tbe  ^ 

It  Is  finally  not  the  sarrtval  etf  t 

that  Is  important,  but  Um  WHjujhi^  «r  «nr 
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null.  Agalntt  the  oonstant  tanptation  to 
boROW  tlM  Hgbting  methods  of  our  oppa- 
XMoto.  only  a  deeply  reUgloiu  poeture  c&n 
keep  US  unwk'verlngly  on  tbe  patb  of  de- 
cency.    And  only  tlie  neameaa  to  Ood  can 

aseure  us  that  the  right,  so  long  as  men 
remain  faithful  to  It.  will  In  the  end  win 
out." 

Blalr  Moody  bad  religious  Inslgbt  about 
tbe  direction  Ck>d  la  going,  and  tbe  direction 

men  must  go  If  their  life  upon  this  earth 
to  to  he  peaceful  or  secure.  So  he  labored 
to  the  limits  of  his  strength,  and  beyond 
tboae  Ilmlte,  to  see  that  our  decisions  take 
us  In  that  direction.  And  becaiise  he  waa  not 
•fndd  to  live  fully,  he  was  also  not  afraid 
to  die. 

Today,  before  God,  let  us  unite  our  grati- 
tude with  the  heartfelt  thankfulness  of  an 
uncounted  multitude  of  men  and  women. 
In  high  places  and  humble  places  through- 
out our  State  and  across  the  land,  for  the 
mighty  energy,  the  clear  mind,  and  the  big 
heart  of  this  great  and  good  man.  His  spirit 
will  continue  to  raise  our  courage  and  renew 
o\ir  hope. 

(Scripture  readings:  Selections  from 
Psalm  90:  Psahn  23;  Matthew  25:  34-40;  se- 
lections from  Romans  8.) 

[From  the  Washington  Post  of  July  23,  1954] 
Blaib  Moodt 

Arthur  Edson  Blalr  Moody,  who  is  dead  in 
Ann  Arbor,  will  be  remembered  as  a  Journalist 
no  less  than  as  a  Member  of  the  United  States 
Senate.  It  waa  In  newspaper  work  that  he 
won  the  reputation  which  led  Gov.  O.  Men- 
nen  Williams,  of  Michigan,  to  name  him  as 
the  successor  to  Senator  Artbur  Vandenberg. 
During  the  18  years  that  he  was  Washington 
correspondent  for  the  Detroit  News  he  be- 
came a  familiar  flgiire  In  all  places  where 
newspapermen  foregather.  Being  able,  en- 
ergetic, and  well  informed  on  national  and 
International  affairs,  he  shifted  from  the 
press  gallery  to  the  Senate  floor  with  little 
difficulty,  and  the  same  qualities  that  had 
made  him  a  successfiU  Journalist  contributed 
to  his  constructive  record  in  the  Senate. 

Although  Mr.  Moody  had  not  been  active 
In  politics  before  his  appointment  to  the 
Senate,  he  ran  a  strong  race  in  1962,  losing 
to  Senator  Chaujes  E.  Pottex  by  only  about 
46,000  votes  in  the  Elsenhower  landslide. 
In  part,  no  doubt,  this  was  due  to  his  vigor- 
ous campaigning.  Whatever  his  undertak- 
ing, he  pursued  it  with  the  relentless  energy 
of  a  human  dynamo.  One  of  his  friends 
described  him  as  tbe  sort  of  fellow  who 
might  leave  16  minutes  late  for  an  appoint- 
ment and  expect  to  be  there  on  time  in  spite 
of  writing  a  story  and  making  several  tele- 
phone calls  on  the  way. 

In  the  Senate  Mr.  Moody  identified  him- 
self with  the  liberal  wing  of  the  Democratic 
Party  and  became  a  somewhat  controversial 
figure,  especially  In  his  championship  of 
the  civil-rights  plank  and  loyalty  pledge  in 
the  1952  Democratic  National  Ck)nvention. 
Usually  he  avoided  extremism,  however,  aa 
Indicated  by  the  aid  he  gave  Senator  Van- 
denberg in  1945  in  preparing  his  now  famous 
speech,  which  laid  the  foimdatlon  for  the 
bipartisan  foreign  policy  of  the  postwar 
period.  When  he  seemed  to  be  recovering 
from  his  Illness,  It  was  widely  conceded 
that  he  would  win  the  Democratic  sena- 
torial nomination  In  Michigan  this  summer 
and  that  he  would  give  Senator  Piigcson, 
who  Is  unopposed  for  the  Republican  nomi- 
nation, a  hard  race.  His  death  at  the  rela- 
tively early  age  of  52  is  a  loss  that  will  be 
keenly  felt  by  his  party  and  hto  profession. 

(Prom  the  Washington  Star  of  July  23, 1964] 
Bi.Ant  MooDT 
The  untimely  death  of  BUlr  Moody  re- 
moves from  tbe  national  scene  a  man  whose 
versatile  talents.  Indefatigable  energy,  and 
capacity  for  friendship  were  especially  fa- 


miliar to  officialdom  and  memben  of  the 
press  In  Washington.  He  was  the  flfst  work- 
ing reporter  to  step  from  a  seat  In  the  press 
gallery  to  a  seat  on  tbe  Senate  floor.  He 
was   as   tireless   In   pursuing   bis   lagislatlve 

duties  as  he  had  been  in  exploring  the  news 
fronts  at  both  ends  of  Pennsylvania  Avenue. 
Long  a  correspondent  here  for  the  Detroit 
News,  bis  grasp  of  national  and  International 
affairs   was  widely   respected   In   and   out  of 

public  life.  Hla  21  months  in  the  Senate 
as  successor  to  the  late  Senator  Vandenberg 
reflected  this  understanding.  Unseated  in 
1952  by  Senator  Poma,  he  was  waging  a  vig- 
orous campaign  to  return  to  the  Senate  at 
the  time  of  hla  fatal  illness.  The  Star  shares 
with  others  who  knew  Blalr  Moody  and  his 
work  a  sense  of  personal  loss  in  his  passing. 

(From  the  Washington  Star  of  July  J2,  1954] 
Ex-Senatoh  Moody  Mourned  in  Michigan 

DETRorr,  July  22.— Michigan  began  a  period 
of  public  mourning  yesterday  for  Blalr 
Moody,  former  United  States  Senator  who 
died  of  virus  pneumonia  Tuesday  at  a  hos- 
pital in  Ann  Arbor. 

Flags  on  State  and  city  buildings  were  or- 
dered at  half  staff  for  30  days. 

Mr.  Moody's  body  will  He  in  state  at  De- 
troit's city  hall.  Here  Mr.  Moody,  as  city 
hall  reporter  for  the  Detroit  News,  began  a 
Journalistic  career  that  took  him  to  Wash- 
ington as  a  political  writer  and  In  1951  led 
to  his  appointment  to  the  Senate  to  succeed 
the  late  Arthur  H.  Vandenberg.  Mr.  Moody. 
who  was  defeated  in  his  bid  for  election  in 
1952.  was  seeking  the  Democratic  nomination 
for  Senator, 

Services  will  be  at  11  a.  m.  Saturday  at  the 
Hamilton  funeral  home  in  Detroit.  The 
Michigan  National  Guard  will  provide  a 
guard  of  honor.  Burial  will  be  In  Woodlawn 
Cemetery  in  Detroit. 


I 


•  [Prom  the  Detroit  Free  Press  of  July  $4,  1954] 

Sorrowing   CrrT  Pays   TRiBtn-E  to   Moody 

Thotjsands  Pass  CrrY  Hall  Bier;  SBxfridck 
BuGLZR  Sounds  Taps 

A  sorrowing  city  paid  tribute  Friday  to 
former  Senator  Blalr  Moody,  whose  body  lay 
In  state  in  the  Detroit  City  Hall,  where  he 
began  his  newspaper  career. 

Men  and  women  of  affairs,  supporters  in 
his  Democratic  campaign  for  the  Senate  and 
lesser  folks  filed  past  his  bier  in  respectful 
silence  all  day  long. 

By  midafternoon  12,000  had  paid  their 
respects. 

Governor  Williams  and  city  offlcials,  State 
Chairman  Neil  Staebler  and  Democratic  no- 
tables, and  the  Judiciary  paid  homage. 

Republican  State  Chairman  John  Felkens 
and  some  of  his  party  Joined  in  volclne 
sorrow. 

Workers  In  denim  overalls,  women  with 
filled  shopping  bags,  some  with  crutcbes,  city 
hall  veterans  who  had  recognized  Mr.  Moody's 
driving  force  during  his  cub  reportter  days 
filed  past  In  mournful  tribute. 

The  wife  of  Blair  Moody,  Jr..  who  was  a 
patient  in  thft  same  University  Hospital  at 
Ann  Arbor  when  the  former  Senator  died 
there,  was  with  her  husband. 

She  was  injured  in  an  automobile  crash 
near  Novi  on  Memorial  Day  and  has  Just 
reached  the  convalescent  stage. 

Staebler,  Miss  Adelaide  Hart.  Democratic 
vice  chairman.  Miss  Helen  Berthelot.  a  close 
friend  of  Mrs.  Moody.  sobt>ed  quietly  as  they 
passed  the  Moody  bier. 

At  noon,  as  the  parade  for  the  Detroit  air 
show  turned  from  Woodward  into  Michigan. 
It  halted  before  the  city  hall.    Traffic  stopped." 

The  bugler  of  the  Selfridge  Field  Ah-  Force 
band  stepped  out  to  sound  taps. 

Crowds  fctegan  to  gather  at  the  city  hall 
long  before  the  hour  set  for  the  Moody  trib- 
ute at  10  a.  m.  At  one  time  the  line  circled 
the  hall. 


In  Mayor  Cobo's  absence,  Council  Preel- 
dent  Louis  C.  Miriani  led  his  colleagues  and 
city  department  heads  past  tha  bier  in  the 
main  corridor. 

National  Guard  men  of  the  425th  Infantry 

Stood  guard  at  each  end  of  the  casket. 
Police  Commissioner  Edward  Plgglns  and 

Supt.  Edwin  Morgan  with  a  contingent  of 
officers  followed  the  councilmen.  aa  did  Plre 
Commissioners  Fred   Harris   and  James  Ma- 

hon,  and  Plre  Chief  Ed  Bloom,  and  a  group 
of  firemen. 

It  was  late  afternoon  before  Governor 
Williams  arrived. 

Veterans  estimated  that  the  city  hall 
mourners  equaled  in  numl>er  those  who 
viewed  the  body  of  former  Mayor  and  former 
United  States  Senator  James  Couzens.  who 
died  October  22,  1936,  or  Justice  Frank  Mur- 
phy, who  died  a  decade  ago. 

Murphy  had  been  mayor,  governor.  Attor- 
ney General,  and  Justice  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court. 

In  late  years,  the  service  of  former  Mayor 
Edward  J.  Jeffries.  Councllmen  John  C.  Lodge, 
and  John  A.  Kronk  was  similarly  honored. 

At  6  p.  m.  the  body  of  Mr.  Moody  was 
returned  to  the  Hamilton  Funeral  Home, 
3975  Cass  Street. 

Democratic  stalwarts  of  Detroit's  six  con- 
gressional districts  took  turns  there  Thurs- 
day evening  comforting  the  family  and  re- 
ceiving visitors. 

Services  will  be  held  at  11  a.  m.  Saturday 
morning  in  the  Hamilton  Chapel,  with  the 
Reverend  John  B.  Forsyth,  of  Bushnell  Con- 
gregational Church  In  charge. 

Six  former  close  newspaper  associates  will 
bear  the  bcdy  to  the  grave.  Mr,  Moody  will 
be  burled  in  the  family  plot  i«  Woodlawn 
Cemetery. 


(From  the  Detroit  Free  Press  of  July  22.  1954] 
Blair  Moodt— Untimelt  Loss  for  Michioaw 
The  sudden  and  untimely  death  of  former 
Senator  Blalr  Moody  must  be  regarded  as  a 
great  public  tragedy,  and  the  people  of  Mich- 
igan will  share  a  feeling  of  personal  loss. 

And  it  Is  sheer  tragedy  when  a  man  of  Mr. 
Moody's  comparative  youth,  he  was  only  52, 
who  has  earned  valid  recognition  as  an  im- 
portant public  figure,  and  who,  ordinarily, 
should  have  many  more  years  before  his 
destiny  Is  fulfilled,  Is  stricken  down. 

Ability,  Intelligence,  and  devotion  to  cause 
are  qualities  with  which  the  world  Is  not  so 
abundantly  endowed  that  it  can  afford  to  lose 
them  prematurely. 

Mr.  Moody  possessed  them  ail  In  good 
measure.  Those  who  knew  him,  particularly 
his  host  of  friends  In  Detroit,  recognized  his 
fine  qualities  of  mind.  His  ability  was  proved 
by  the  success  he  attained  in  his  chosen  pro- 
fession of  Journalism  and  In  the  field  of 
politics  which  he  occupied  briefly,  but  most 
effectively. 

Mr.  Moody  was  a  man  of  boundless  en- 
thusiasm and  unlimited  energy.  He  drove 
himself  at  a  pace  which  few  people  could 
long  have  maintained.  In  attempting  to 
reach  his  star  and  to  accomplish  the  tasks 
that  he  set  for  himself,  he  literally  wore  him- 
self out  and,  no  doubt,  hastened  his  death. 

This  newspaper  often  disagreed  with  Mr. 
Moody  In  political  principle  and  practice. 

His  was  a  political  philosophy  With  which 
we.  along  with  many  other  citizens  of  Mich- 
igan and  the  United  States,  might  concur 
Insofar  as  they  were  part  of  a  general  pat- 
tern. He  called  himself  a  liberal  and.  ac- 
cording to  his  lights,  undoubtedly  he  was 
Essentially  a  friendly  man,  he  felt  himself 
dedicated  to  adding  to  the  happiness  and 
security  to  "his  fellow  citizens. 

For  that  we  can  only  laud  him.  Those 
who  thoughtfully  opposed  him  felt  that 
while  he  was  sincere  in  his  efforta  to  attain 
his  political  ideals,  he  allowed  emotion  to 
take  the  place  of  reality.  Many  believed 
that  his  political  associations  sometimes  led 
to  factionalism. 
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But  such  discussion  now  has  little  mean- 
ing. What  does  remain  in  the  minds  of 
his  fellow  citizens  is  full  recognition  of  his 
stature  as  a  man  and  as  a  public  official.  Hla 
patriotism,    bis    courage,    bis    determination 

to  adhere  to  the  course  he  believed  to  be  the 
right  one  earned  him  the  devotion  of  his 
followers  and  the  respect  and  admiration  of 
his  political   opponents. 

Blalr    Moody    will    Ond    an    honored    place 

In  the  history  of  Detroit.  Mich.,  and  the 
Nation.  His  talents  will  not  be  soon  for- 
gotten. 

In  mourning  bin)  as  a  man  and  as  a  friend, 
we  must  also  deplore  the  loss  of  a  fine  talent 
and  energy  which  the  world,  in  these  trou- 
bled times,  could  use  to  such  good  advantage. 

[From   the   Detroit   Times   of   July   23,    1954] 
A  Crushing  Loss 

The  role  of  political  candidate  was  a  late 
phase  In  the  career  of  Blalr  Moody.  The 
greatest  part  of  his  working  life  was  de- 
voted to  building  a  solid  reputation  as  a 
newspaperman. 

Competitive  reporters  in  Detroit  and 
Washington  learned  to  respect  his  purpose- 
fulness  and  driving  energy.  In  a  profes- 
sion which  by  false  but  popular  legend  is 
given  to  relaxed  personal  habits.  Blair  Moody 
lived  by  a  code  of  austerity  that  was  a  wide 
cause  of  remark. 

He  chose  to  live  that  way  not  only  be- 
cause It  suited  his  own  tastes  but  it  per- 
mitted him  to  devote  all  of  his  forces  to 
whatever  Job  was  at  hand. 

When  he  abandoned  newspaper  work  for 
politics,  Blalr  Moody  conducted  himself  In 
the  same  way.  giving  everything  he  had  to 
the  Job. 

Almost  immediately  after  his  appoint- 
ment as  United  States  Senator,  his  place  in 
the  Democratic  Party  in  Michigan  became 
controversial  through  his  actlviUes  at  the 
national   convention   in   Chicago. 

But  if  the  Democratic  Parly  in  Michigan 
was  to  accept  Moody,  it  was  inevitable  that 
it  would  have  to  do  it  on  the  basis  that  there 
would  always  be  a  stir  around  him. 

There  Is  a  repcirt  current  In  some  political 
quarters  that  Mxxly  entered  the  senatorial 
race  this  year  reluctantly,  that  he  wished  to 
devote  all  of  his  time  to  his  business  Inter- 
ests. 

This  story  does  not  fit  In  with  the  char- 
acter of  a  man  who  never  had  entered  into 
anything  with  the  idea  of  giving  less  than 
100  percent  of  himself.  If,  however,  political 
loyalties  and  friendship  persuaded  him,  then 
his  memory  is  the  brighter  for  it. 

Moody's  career  in  public  office  was  so  brief 
that  an  appraisal  cannot  be  made  with  fair- 
ness. There  car  be  no  doubt,  though,  that 
the  Democratic  Party  In  Michigan  has  lost 
a  vigorous  campaigner. 

To  that  wing  of  the  Democratic  Party 
with  which  he  v.as  most  nearly  alined,  it  Ls 
a  crushing  loss. 

IFrom  the  Detroit  News  of  July  22,    1954] 
Blair  Moodt 

In  a  remembered  phrase  of  his  longtime 
friend,  the  late  I'rank  Murphy,  Blalr  Moody's 
life  was  one  of  gathering  in  the  years.  As 
a  tireless  correspondent  for  this  newspaper 
Irom  his  youth  onward,  he  lived  intimately 
with  the  making;  of  our  history  in  one  of  its 
Iinest  hours. 

It  is  idle  to  try  to  convey  the  feeling  of 
his  colleagues  for  one  who  was  so  close  for 
so  long,  or  to  dissect  his  nature  beyond  say- 
ing that  about  him,  at  the  end  as  in  his 
fledgling  newspaper  years,  there  was  an  aur:\ 
of  youth — youtli  of  an  Indestructible  and 
timeless  kind.  Blalr  Moody  was  a  living 
exemplar  of  the  comforting  and  familiar 
dictum  that  a  man  is  only  as  old  as  he 
feels. 

If  his  nature  contalnd  all  the  envied  attri- 
butes Of  youth— its  buoyancy,  its  forthright 


Mnae  of  dedication  and  absence  of  self-ques- 
tioning—it  Is  not  unfab-  to  say  that  with 
these  went  restlessness  and  an  impatience 
with  those  who  felt  that  patience  Itself  is 
sometimes  the  part  of  a  larger  wisdom. 

In  his  last  years,  with  the  national  destiny 
still  In  fltix.  he  came  for  a  time  as  Senator  to 
have  a  personal  share  In  Its  making.  To 
some,   looking  backward.   H   has  seemed    that 

his  talents  were  closer  perhaps  to  those  pre- 
sumed In  the  quick-footed,  quick-witted 
Congressman  than  in  solons  in  the  other 
more  august  House. 

The  easy  thing  to  say  Is  that  he  was  a  great 
reporter.  In  more  explicit  truth,  he  was. 
among  his  contemporaries  here,  the  only  one 
of  his  kind,  seeing  the  course  of  great  hap- 
penings through  his  own  eyes  and  telling  his 
story  in  his  own  way  through  18  crowded 
Washington  years.  It  is  this  storv,  told  al- 
ways with  feeling  and  often  with  eloquence, 
that  constitutes  his  considerable  contribu- 
tion to  his  time:  It  Is  In  this  that  his  nature 
and  true  quality  are  to  t>e  read. 

[From  the   Detroit  News  of  July  22,   1954] 
The  Commentator 
(By  W.  K.  Kelsey) 

a     real    AMERICAN 

There  Is  little  the  commentator  can  adrl  to 
what  has  already  been  said  about  Blalr  Moody 
and  his  untimely,  unexpected,  and  therefore 
shocking  death. 

In  age  Blalr  was  about  a  generation  behind 
the  commentator.  In  the  newspaper  field 
the  veteran  often  looks  over  his  shoulder  to 
see  who  is  comlnc  up.  who  Is  falling  behind; 
and  too  frequently,  remembering  the  revered 
and  mighty  men  who  instructed  him,  he 
wonders  if  the  profession  U  falling  into  a 
decline. 

Then  he  sees  someone  like  Blalr — eager, 
energetic,  determined,  balanced — and  he 
watches  him  closely.  It  presently  is  borne  in 
upon  him  that  the  younger  man  possesses 
still  other  qualities — a  knowledge  of  history. 
a  faith  In  democracy,  compassion  for  the 
underprivileged,  a  spirit  that,  however 
tempted,  refuses  and  refutes  cynicism,  the 
bane  of  so  many  newspapermen. 

Seeing  such  a  man  develop,  the  observer's 
hope  for  the  continued  success  of  the  Ameri- 
can experiment  Is  renewed.  As  long  as 
America  can  produce  men  like  Blair  Moody, 
Liberty's  torch  will  burn  bright.  And  she 
does  produce  them,  though  comparatively 
few  have  the  opportunity  to  become  political 
leaders,  or  even  the  desire.  In  all  walks  of 
life  they  are  to  be  found — men  of  under- 
standing and  integrity  and  a  sincere  belief 
in  what  this  country  stands  for. 

These  were  the  men  who  recognized  Blalr. 
cheered  hlra  on  and  followed  him.  These 
are  the  men  who  mourn  his  passing,  not  In 
fleeting  words,  but  In  the  sorrow  of  their 
hearts. 

[From    the   Detroit   News    of   July    25.    1954] 

Unions  Remember  Moody  as  Loyal, 
Learned  Friend 

(By  Asher  Lauren) 

In  union  halls,  they'll  never  forget  Blair 
Moody. 

No  outsider  won  the  rank  and  file  quite  so 
simply  and  thoroughly  as  he  in  the  brief 
time  spanned  by  his  political  career.  After 
his  appointment  as  United  States  Senator  In 
1951  by  a  labor-minded  Governor,  Moody 
beat  a  path  to  their  door  and  the  rank  and 
file  loved  It. 

He  had  the  democratic  touch,  carrying  into 
the  conclaves  of  the  factory  workers  the 
same  eager  and  interested  approach  which 
characterized  his  manner  at  the  White  House 
or  in  the  Halls  of  Congress.  At  first  they 
called  him  "Senator"  and  then  "Mr.  Moody." 
Finally,  they  caUed  him  Just  plain  "Blair," 
the  ultimate  in  acceptance. 
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Not  an  eloquent  speaker— he  was  too  much 

of  a  newspaperman  for  that — he  neverthelcM 
created  tbe  kind  of  enthusiasm  that  rsiipocl 
the  rank  and  file  to  cheer  themselvea  hoarM 

on  many  an  occasion. 

COMMON  LANOUACC 
The    explanation    for    this    was    that    b« 
talked   tbeir   language   on   tbe   Issues  of  tb« 
day. 

It  Is  no  secret  today  that  much  of  the  suc- 
cess of  the  CIOs  drive  for  $1  pollUcal  con- 
tributions from  the  rank  and  file  in  Detroit 
and  the  State  was  attributable  to  Moody's 
popularity  and  his  campaign  to  return  to  the 
Senate.  The  contributions  were  last  re- 
ported as  well  over  1100,000  and  still  grow- 
ing. The  money  Is  to  be  spent  here  and 
nationally  to  elect  congressional  candidates 
endorsed  by  the  clO. 

Huge  photographs  of  Moody  and  Governor 
Williams,  enlarged  to  5  or  6  times  life  sice, 
were  mounted  on  either  side  of  the  speakers' 
rostrum  at  the  recent  State  CIO  convention 
and  at  all  major  CIO  meetings  in  recent 
weeks.  Moody  held  the  ClO's  endorsement 
for  Senator  in  the  August  3  primary. 

Frequently,  when  labor-management  de- 
velopments took  the  national  spotlight  In 
Congress,  the  telephones  of  newspaper  col- 
leagues In  Detroit  would  Jangle  as  late  aa 
2  a.  m. 

"What's  Walter  P.  Reutber's  telephone 
number?  "  Moody  would  demand  in  Wash- 
ington. "And  see  If  you  can  find  out  where 
C.  E.  Wilson  is  and  call  me  back." 

Wanted  both  smES 

At  that  time  Wilson  was  president  of  Gen- 
eral Motors  Corp.  and  Reuther  was  a  UAW- 
CIO  vice  president  in  charge  of  the  union's 
General  Motors  department.  Moody  wanted 
to  get  both  sides  of  the  story. 

During  the  big  113-day  strike  at  General 
Motors  Corp.  in  the  winter  of  1945-46,  Moody 
was  as  famiUar  with  the  developmenU  as' 
any  reporter  covering  the  story  in  Detroit. 
In  fact,  the  headlines  in  regard  to  the  strike 
alternated  for  weeks  between  the  develop. 
ments  in  Detroit  and  those  In  Washington. 

Over  the  years  the  contacts  14oody  had 
with  union  leaders  from  the  late  Sidney 
Hillman,  founder  of  the  CIO's  political  ac- 
tion committee,  to  Reuther  grew  into  friend- 
ships with  many  of  them. 

He  and  Reuther,  now  CIO  president,  were 
particularly  friendly,  although  there  were 
plenty  of  arguments  between  them  at  times 
over  economic  and  other  issues  lacintE  the 
Nation.  *  . 

TRUE    TO   PtXSGR 

Often  they  met  by  chance,  during  one  of 
their  countless  flights  between  Willow  Run 
and  Washington,  or  Washington  and  WUlow 
Run. 

On  one  such  occasion,  Reuther  and  a  news- 
paperman aboard  the  same  ship  found  them- 
selves sitting  down  discussing  whether  Moody 
would  run  for  Senator  again.  Just  as  the 
ship  was  about  to  take  off.  Moody,  always  in 
a  hurry,  came  aboard. 

As  Moody  would  have  done,  the  newspaper- 
man plied  them  both  with  questions  over 
Moody  6  candidacy  and  Reuther's  ^pport  all 
the  way  to  Washington.  Both  said  nothing 
had  been  decided. 

In  Washington.  Moody  oonflded  to  the 
newspaperman  that  he  was  "extremely  reluc- 
tant" to  return  to  politics  because  of  the 
possible  detrimental  effect  to  the  printing 
and  publishing  ventures  into  which  be  had 
entered. 

The  climax  of  the  Moody  story  is  obvious. 
He  gave  his  life  to  fulfill  what  he  beUeved 
was  a  previous  commitment. 

[From  Holiday  magazine  of  February  19^4] 

Tbz  Unttzd  Statks  Sknatz 

(By  Blalr  Moody) 

To  one  looking  from  the  gallery  or  the  fire- 
side, the  Senate  of  the  United  States  must 
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•eeaa  the  most  casual,  eooafortable  "gentle- 
men'! elnb"  tn  ezletence,  as  well  aa  the  moat 
ezeltislTe.  It  la  certainly  the  hardest  dub  In 
the  world  to  get  Into  and.  u  this  writer 
know*  only  too  well,  to  stay  In. 

In  no  other  club  does  membership  bring 
free  haircuts,  or  trtpa  to  all  corners  of  the 
world  at  the  taxpayers'  expense.  Other  elubs 
hare  bigger  swimming  pools,  but  none  has 
three  finer  masseurs  to  minister,  at  day's  end. 
to  taut  or  aching  muacles.  Where  else  In  our 
land  can  be  found  porqulsltes  so  plentif uL 
traditions  so  rich.  Individual  respect  so  deep, 
power  (In  some  areas)  so  absolute,  dignity 
and  luxuv  so  complete?  Not  all  the  members 
like  one  another.  In  what  club  do  th«y? 
But  In  the  Senate  there  is  generally  a  cama- 
raderie that  shows  fine  disdain  for  the  politi- 
cal aisle  that  dlvidee  its  Members  up  the 
middle. 

Drop  Into  the  Senate  gallery  some  after- 
noon (ask  your  favorite  statesman  for  a 
ticket:  hell  produce  gladly)  and  you  may  see 
a  packed  floor,  a  scene  of  high  drama — a 
climactic  debate  and  rollcalL  The  vote 
may  decide  whether  the  free  world  is  to  be 
strong  enough  to  deflect  Bed  Rustia  from 
thoughts  of  war  (it  may  be  close,  too)— or 
how  much  you  will  pay  at  the  butcher's  for 
beefsteak  a  few  months  hence. 

Mcve  likely,  on  an  average  day.  you  will  be 
tempted  to  think,  from  the  empty  seats,  that 
the  b<^B  are  at  the  ball  game.  If  you  be- 
lieve this,  however,  your  impression  of  Senate 
life  will  be  Just  about  180  degrees  wrong. 
The  odds  are  at  least  100  to  1  that  the 
ninety-odd  Senators  you  may  not  see  on  the 
Senate  floor  are  not  at  the  ball  game.  They 
would  not  be.  even  in  the  unlikely  circum- 
stance that  Clark  OrllBth's  ban  club,  named 
In  tli«lr  Image,  was  fighting  for  the  American 
League  pennant.  Ifoet  United  States  Sena- 
tors are  too  busy  to  do  anything  but  attend 
to  their  Job. 

Taken  as  a  whole,  they  are  the  hardest- 
working  group  of  96  people  (or  any  other 
number)  I  have  known  anywhere.  Con- 
sidering what  most  of  them  could  be  earning 
outside,  they  are  grossly  underpaid.  And 
while  there  have  been  some  scalawags  and 
scampe,  and  quite  a  few  demagogs  among 
them,  their  average  of  devotion  to  their  re- 
sponslbllltlea  and  their  country  is  high  in- 
deed. In  most  cases,  they  would  not  be  there 
if  It  were  not. 

Should  your  visit  to  the  Senate  gallery 
come  on  one  of  tnose  days  when  only  a  few 
Senators  are  on  the  floor,  take  a  few  minutes 
anyway  and  listen  to  the  proceedings.  Not 
all  the  oratory  will  be  on  the  level  achieved 
by.  say.  the  late  William  E.  Borah.  But  listen 
on  and  you  wlU  probably  hear  trenchant  and. 
if  you  are  interested  in  your  Government, 
enlightening  facts  about  one  of  the  hundreds 
of  problems,  big  and  little,  that  come  before 
the  Senate  each  year.  It  may  miff  you  to 
realize  that  you  now  know  a  few  things  about 
one  issue  that  your  Senators,  if  they  are  not 
In  Bight,  perhaps  do  not  know.  You  may 
wonder  why  they  are  not  on  the  Job.  In  all 
probabUlty,  they  are  on  the  Job.  But  there 
are  simply  too  many  facets  to  the  Job.  and 
most  Senators  are  too  busy  elsewhere  to 
attend  every  session  of  the  Senate. 

Every  Senator  must,  in  a  sense,  be  his  own 
city  editor.  Each  morning  he  must  size  up 
the  day's  work,  assign  himself  to- the  Job  or 
jobs  that  seem  most  Important,  and  leave 
the  others  to  members  of  his  staff.  If  you 
glance  down  from  the  gallery  on  one  of  thoee 
dull  days,  past  the  Senators'  vacant  chairs, 
you  win  notice  that  the  couches  aroiind  the 
rear  of  the  Chamber  are  fuU.  Their  occu- 
pants are  primarily  administraUve  assistants, 
the  stand-in  Senators,  each  grounding  him- 
self to  report  the  day's  argument  to  his  boss. 
Many  of  these  AA's  are  brilliant  men;  mine 
was  Bob  Ball,  a  crack  Detroit  newspaperman 
with  splendid  background  and  intellect. 

The  Senator  must  pace  himself,  know  what 
his  physique  will  stand  and  not  go  down 
under  the  avalanche  of  problems  and  re- 


sponsibilities he  faces.  The  death  of  Senator 
Robert  A.  TUt,  which  put  a  sudden,  shock- 
ing end  to  what  had  seemed  a  bottomless 
well  of  personal  energy,  gave  many  of  his 
saddened  colleagues  pause.  The  cratkup  of 
two  other  great  statesmen  of  this  generation. 
Senator  Arthur  H.  Vandenberg.  of  Mfchlgan. 
and  Senator  Brlen  McMahon,  of  Connecticut, 
was  almost  as  abrupt.  All  three  died  pre- 
maturely of  cancer.  Their  colleagues,  no  ex- 
perts on  medical  matters,  can  easily  believe 
they  died  of  overwork.  Perhaps  there  was  a 
connection. 

If  your  Senator  is  not  on  the  floor  during 
debate,  where  could  he  be?  Best  guess :  In  a 
committee  meeting.  That's  where  the  grass- 
roots legislating  most  of  the  real  work  of  the 
Senate  is  done. 

Almost  every  Senator  feels  a  responsibility 
to  be  intimately  Informed  on  all  legislation 
moving  to  the  Senate  from  the  committees 
on  which  he  serves.  E?ven  this  la  not  always 
possible.  Sometimes  two  of  his  committees 
must  schedule  meetings  at  the  same  hour. 
Or,  as  Issties  multiply,  his  committee  chair- 
man may  assign  him  to  a  subcomBnittee, 
where,  often,  he  flnds  himself  holding  bear- 
ings alone  or  with  one  other  member  from 
the  opposite  party.  No,  the  Senators  who  are 
not  on  the  Senate  floor  are  not  lazy.  They 
simply  are  not  quadruplets. 

The  system  calls  for  extensive  flUlng  In 
of  one  Senator  by  another,  or  by  his  sdmln- 
istratlve  assistant  or  the  committee's  tech- 
nical expert,  on  the  facts  of  Issues  he  cannot 
follow  personally.  Naturally  you  also  tonsult 
those  you  trust  and  those  whose  Judgment 
you  feel  will  agree  with  yours.  Then,  when 
the  roll  is  called,  your  vote  declares  where 
you  stand. 
.  Most  Senators  make  It  a  strict  rule  not 
to  miss  roUcalls.  and  pride  themselves  on 
records  of  95  percent  and  better  In  standing 
up  to  be  counted.  They  feel  that  their  con- 
stituents send  them  to  Washington  to  exer- 
cise their  beet  Judgment  not  on  a  few  prob- 
lems, but  on  aU  of  them.  Men  who  do  not 
go  on  record  are.  Indeed,  shortchanging  their 
constituencies.  Many  issues  are  won  or  lost 
by  a  vote  or  two. 

Every  Senator  is  independent;  but  this 
sense  of  duty  also  makes  every  Senator  a 
slave — to  the  bells  of  the  Senate.  When  the 
clanging  alarm  goes  off  with  one  long  blast, 
Senators  drop  whatever  they  may  be  doing— 
adjourn  their  committees,  stop  signing  mall. 

excuse  themselves  from  their  constituents 

and  hiury  to  the  Senate  floor.  ThSt  one 
bell  means  a  vote  has  started.  A  Senator 
who  does  not  arrive  by  the  time  his  name  Is 
reached  In  the  alphabetical  rollcall  must  wait 
until  the  end,  then  stand  up  until  recog- 
nized by  the  Chair.  Otherwise,  he  goes  on 
the  record  as  absent. 

This  Is  the  best  reason  (next  to  providing 
rides  for  tbe  children  of  visiting  constit- 
uents) for  the  pair  of  underground  railway 
cars  that  run  between  the  Senate  Office 
Building  and  the  Senate  floor.  When  that 
clanging  alarm  rings,  you  have  only  minutes 
to  act.  I  had  been  In  the  Senate  6  months 
before  I  had  time  to  go  to  the  gym  In  the 
Senate  Ofllce  Building,  to  try  one  of  those 
famous  massages.  One  afternoon  about  4, 
when  a  colleague  noted  for  long-windtdness 
rose  with  a  thick  manuscript  In  hU  hand  I 
flgxired  my  opportunity  had  come.  Senator 
Blank  woiild  be  in  f uU  flight  for  at  least  an 
hour. 

Senator  "Mikx"  MoNaoNET,  of  Oklahoma. 
came  with  me.  We  rode  the  under^ound 
raUway  to  the  ofllce  building,  stripped  down 
to  punch  the  bag  for  a  bit,  spent  a  few  min- 
utes in  the  steam  room,  and  settled  back  on 
the  rubbing  tables  to  enjoy  a  luxurious  half 
hour. 

Suddenly  and  harshly,  the  bell  rang.  We 
smiled.  Surely  this  would  be  a  two-bell 
signal,  meaning  that  some  friend  of  Blank  s 
noUng  the  unpopulated  floor,  had  asked  for 
a  quorum  to  get  him  an  audience.  This 
was  one  we  could  miss« 


We  waited.  The  second  bell  did  not  ring. 
For  the  flrst  time  In  the  menuiry  of  man. 
Senator  Blank  had  made  a  short  speech. 
MomomET  and  I  leaped  from  the  tables, 
threw  our  clothes  on  oily  bodies,  and  dashed 
back  to  vote.  Thanks  to  the  underground 
railway,  we  got  there  in  the  nick  of  time. 

Senators  have  knowingly  laid  the  ground- 
work for  their  own  political  defeat  by  devo- 
tion to  duty.  This  happened  in  1946  to 
Senator  Robert  M.  La  Follette,  it.,  of  Wis- 
consin, one  of  the  most  effective  statesmen 
of  this  century,  a  man  with  tremendous 
grasp  of  Issues  and  tireless  devotion  to  re- 
sponsibilities— the  thoroiighly  worthy  son  ot 
a  great  father.  Together  with  Ccngressman 
(now  Senator)  Monronet,  he  was  busy  driv- 
ing through  Congress  the  famovis  reorgani- 
zation of  Congress  itself. 

Capitol  Hill  never  had  a  more  brilliant 
or  competent  team  than  Bob  and  Mike. 
They  Induced  seniority-laden  elder  col- 
leagues to  accept  reforms  that  flushed  out 
old  crannies  of  power,  a  feat  widely  termed 
Impossible.  Both  men  stuck  to  their  Jobs, 
refused  to  go  home  to  campaign  In  their 
primaries.  A  few  weeks  later,  MoNaoMsr, 
chosen  as  the  outstanding  Member  of  the 
House  by  a  nationwide  neutral  committee, 
had  the  closest  call  of  his  career.  La  Fol- 
lette, opposed  throughout  his  State  by  the 
regular  GOP  organlzaUon  and  In  MUwaukee 
by  the  Communist  wing  of  union  labor,  lost 
the  Republican  nomination  by  6,000  votes 
to  Joseph  R.  McCabtht. 

There  are  two  kinds  of  men  in  the  Sen- 
ate, as  elsewhere  in  politics.  SomS  are  main- 
ly partisan  and  self-serving.  They  are  not 
averse  to  doing  something  for  their  country, 
but  primarily  they  look  at  each  Issue  through 
political  eyes.  They  seem  to  search  for  ways 
of  appealing  to  the  prejudices  of  the  public. 
regardless  of  fact.    But  on  both  tfdes  of  the 

Senate  aisle  there  are  men  like  La  Follette 

like   Adlal   Stevenson    In   another  contest 

who  will  go  down  to  defeat  before  they  will 
try  to  bunk  the  people. 

Men  of  thU  type  give  the  Senste  Ite  real 
fiber  and  character.     They  are  not  blind  to 
political  advantage,  of  course.    But  they  In- 
sist that  any  act  of  theirs  be  compatible  with 
to  public  Interest.     Democrat  and  RepubU- 
can,  conservative  and  liberal,  they  get  along 
together,  In  committee  and  elsewhere,  be- 
cause they  have  confidence  In  each  other's 
Integrity.    ThU  was  one  reason  m»ny  Demo- 
crats who  rarely  agree  with  him  were  glad  to 
see  Senator  Wh-liam  P.  Knowland,  of  Cali- 
fornia, succeed  to  the  Republican  leadership. 
Though  at  times  it  takes  on  some  aspects 
of   a   dictatorship,   the   Senate    is  the   most 
democratic  body  In  the  world.     It  never  re- 
sorts to  "gag"  rules,  such  as  often  are  Jammed 
through  the  House  to  expedite  aotlon.    And 
the  gallery  watcher  often  sees  the  leaders  of 
the    two   parties   put    theU-   heada   together 
buddyllke.  to  decide  wjen  the  Senate  should 
adjourn,  whether  an  agreement  to  limit  de- 
bate can  be  reached,  who  still  wants  to  speak 
or  how  to  get  some  enthusiastic  Member  to 
stop  speaking.     Any  Member  can  keep   the 
Senate   In   session   as   long   as   he   can   talk 
Senator  Morse  kept  going  for  22  hours  and 
26  minutes  last  year  to  focus  public  atten- 
tion  on   what   he   considered   the   tldelanda 
steal. 

Despite  all  this  across-the-aisle  teamwork 
the  partisan  going  often  gets  pretty  rough! 
Sometimes  ill  feeling  develops  whteh  is  sus- 
tained for  years.  The  most  famous  such 
leud  of  modern  times  was  the  bitter  fight 
between  Senator  Joe  McCarthy  and  former 
Senator  William  Benton,  of  Connecticut  vho 
charged  that  McCartht  was  not  fit  to  sit 
In  the  Senate.  The  Wisconsin  Senator  reUll- 
ated  with  an  attack  on  Benton  and  carried 
the  personal  vendetta  Into  his  St»te 

The  same  bad  feeling  exists  between  Mc- 
Carthy and  the  only  woman  Senator.  Mas- 
GAHrr  Chase  Smith,  of  Maine,  whose  Declara- 
tion of  Conscience.  Joined  in  by  six  other 
Republicans,   said   more    than   any   of    the 
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Democrats  had  said  until  then.  McCarthy 
countered  by  having  Mrs.  SMrrn  removed 
from  the  Investigating  subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations.  He 
did  this  by  invoking  one  of  the  Senate's  sen- 
iority prerogat  ves,  which  gives  the  ranking 
minority  member  on  a  committee  a  special 
voice  In  deciding  who  gets  his  party's  Jobs 
on  subcommittees.  Senator  John  L.  Mc- 
Clellan,  of  Ar):ansas,  then  committee  chair- 
man, acceded  to  McCarthy's  demand  know- 
ing that,  should  the  Republicans  get  control 
of  the  Senate,  McCarthy  might  become 
chairman  and  lie  the  ranking  minority  mem- 
ber of  the  same  committee.  This  has  now 
happ>ened. 

As  the  Senate  has  Its  feuds.  It  also  has  Its 
fun.  One  of  the  most  colorful  funsters  in 
Senate  history  was  Huey  Long,  of  Louisiana, 
father  of  the  share-the-wealth  movement  of 
depression  days.  His  able  son,  Russell  B. 
Long,  now  sits  in  his  seat. 

Huey  was  a  deft  man  with  the  prankster's 
stiletto.     He    got    along    fine    politically    in 
Louisiana  but  he  knew  well,  without  resent- 
ment, that  in  8  3me  other  States  anyone  who 
entered   a  public   alliance   with    him   would 
be  courting  th*  kiss   of   death.     One  after- 
noon Huey  met  the  late  Senator  James  Cou- 
zens.  of  Michigan,  then  the  wealthiest  man 
in  the  Senate  and  a  ."Roosevelt  Republican," 
and  braced  hirr  with,  "I've  fixed  you." 
"What  do  you  mean?"  Couzens  asked. 
"Well,  they  wanted  me  to  write  a  book." 
said  Huey.  "so  J  decided  to  write  about  what 
I   would   do   if   I  were  President.     I  began 
thinking  what  I  would  do  If  I  were  Presi- 
dent, and  thought  to  myself:  Huey.  the  first 
think  1  would   do  as  President  would   be  to 
appoint  a  Cabinet.     And  that,  Jim,  Is  where 
you  come  in." 
"What  do  yoti  mean?"  demanded  Couzens. 
"I  put  you  In  it."  replied  Huey. 
Now  if  you  still  can't  spot  your  Senator 
from   that   gallery  seat,  or  track  him  down 
from  the  list  of  committee  meetings  for  the 
day.   remember   that    there   are   tremendous 
areas  of   senatorial   work   which   have   little 
to  do.  directly,  with  legislation.    One  is  the 
Job  of  acting   as   8p>okesman   and  advocate, 
before  the  Federal  Government,  for  his  State 
and  its  people.    A  major  industrv  may  need 
additional  allocf.tlons  of  metal  to  keep  pro- 
duction rolling.    The  Senator  must  meet  with 
its  spokesmen,  get  to  the  root  of  their  prob- 
lem,  decide  wht  t  Is  In  the  public  Interest, 
and  help  his  constituents  if  he  can.    A  dis- 
traught father  whose  wife  Is  dying  may  be 
desperate    to    bring    their    soldier-son    back 
from  from  overstias.    It  may  be  a  labor  prob- 
lem, or  a  small-business  problem  or  a  per- 
sonal problem.    Every  appeal  must  be  heard, 
weighed  and  handled,  either  by  the  Senator 
or  by  a  key  member  of  his  staff. 

A  Senator  can  set  a  business  back  on  Its 
feet,  saving  a  whole  town  from  being  parched 
or  Its  only  payrDll.  Sometimes,  by  a  tele- 
phone call  with  muscle  behind  it.  he  can  see 
that  personal  Justice  is  done  and  thus  change 
the  whole  course  of  a  family's  life.  A  little 
problem?  Not  to  the  family,  and  being  able 
to  do  that  sort  of  thing  brings  one  of  the 
great  inner  rewards  of  public  service. 

There  Is  also  an  occasional  soul-curdling 
experience.  Not  long  after  being  named  to 
the  Senate  Banking  and  Currency  Commit- 
tee. I  made  my  pasition  clear  on  a  bill  which 
1  considered  extremely  Important  to  a  great 
many  people.  It  was  also  Important.  In  re- 
verse, to  certain  interests  which  were  trying 
to  kill  it. 

One  morning,  two  men  came  to  my  office  to 
see  Ball.  They  said  their  organization  was 
Interested  in  beating  the  bill  and  would  give 
me  considerable  support,  clear  Implication: 
financial — if  I  changed  my  position.  Ball 
told  them  our  oflice  did  not  do  business  that 
way. 

One  of  the  visitors  replied.  "Well,  let  me 
warn  your  Senator.  We  dont  like  his  atti- 
tude. If  he  will  be  reasonable,  we  can  give 
him  a  lot  of  hel]).     But  if  he  keeps  on  this 
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way,    a   big   campaign   fund   will    be   raised 
against  him  and  hCU  be  beaten." 

That  was  not  the  only  time.  Some  months 
later  a  man  who  represented  one  of  the  Na- 
tlons  great  corporations  came  to  ask  that  I 
use  my  committee  position  to  put  through  a 
certain  amendment.  It  was  no  minor  modi- 
fication of  the  law.  but  one  which  would  have 
upset  world  markets  In  scarce  and  critical 
metals  and  resulted  In  a  drastic  rise  In 
prices.  It  would  also  have  wrecked  our  whole 
system  of  domestic  aUocations,  giving  carte 
blanche  to  big  and  powerful  buyers  to  grab 
the  share  of  scarce  metals  reserved  lor  the 
use  of  small  business. 

I  demurred  at  the  proposal,  reminding  my 
visitor  that  I  had  been  instrumental  in  get- 
ting more  metal  for  his  industry  when  cut- 
backs had  seemed  to  me  unnecessary. 

••I  know."  he  said,  "but  this  is  important. 
This  is  What  the  big  boys  really  want.  There 
is  a  campaign  coming  and  this  will  help 
make  up  their  minds.  You  know,  they  have 
a  lot  of  money  to  spend." 

My  answer,  of  course,  was  "No."  I  was 
shocked,  a  few  days  later,  to  tind  that  the 
same  amendment  had  been  Introduced  by  a 
colleague  and  slipped  through  as  a  quick 
rider  on  one  of  those  afternoons  when  most 
Senators  were  busy  elsewhere. 

Something  had  to  be  done  about  it.  I 
consulted  Senator  William  Fulbricht.  of 
Arkansas,  who  thoroughly  understood  the 
implications  of  this  "sleeper."  He  mtro- 
duced  another  amendment  to  knock  it  out 
To  make  the  real  Issue  evident  to  the  Senate, 
however,  I  made  an  emphatic  statement' 
Whenever  the  big  interests  of  my  State.  I 
said,  came  to  me  with  a  proposal  compatible 
with  the  public  Interest.  I  would  support 
them  with  as  much  vigor  as  anyone  else  in 
the  Senate— and  '  had.  But  when  they 
brought  In  a  selfish  proposition  which  would 
tend  to  undermine  the  defense  program  and 
strike  a  perhaps  catastrophic  blow  at  smaller 
business.  I  would  fight  them,  and  was  then 
doing  so.  I  am  happy  to  say  that  the  Ful- 
brlght  amendment  was  adopted  by  a  decisive 
vote. 

One  tremendous  Job  your  Senator  faces 
especially  if  he  is  from  a  big  State  Is  his 
dally  mall.  When  President  Truman  pro- 
posed sending  an  ambassador  to  the  Vatican, 
my  office  received  more  than  25.000  letters  on 
the  Issue  within  3  weeks.  Each  of  these 
writers  was  entitled  to  an  answer,  and  got  it, 
but  few  of  them  realized  how  many  hours 
of  midnight  oil  the  staff  burned  in  the 
process. 

Senators  "listen"  to  their  mall.  Most  Sen- 
ators win  adhere  to  a  position  if  they  think 
It  Is  in  the  Nation's  vital  Interest,  even 
against  a  public  opinion  which  they  may  feel 
to  be  temporarily  uninformed  of  all  the 
facts.  But  mall  makes  you  think.  I  had 
made  up  my  mind,  or  thought  I  had,  on  the 
issue  of  universal  military  training  from  the 
testimony  of  such  great  Americans  as  Gen. 
George  C.  Marshall,  Gen.  Omar  Bradley,  and 
Bernard  M.  Baruch.  The  church  people  of 
my  State  fiooded  my  office  with  so  many 
sound  and  fervent  arguments  against  It, 
however,  that  I  reexamined  my  position  and 
decided  to  support  it  only  if,  at  the  time  of 
the  rollcall.  It  seemed  absolutely  indispen- 
sable to  the  Nation's  safety.  That  time  did 
not  come. 

Most  Senators  try  to  write  their  constit- 
uents personally  if  an  Individual  problem  is 
presented.  Mall  on  legislation  sometimes 
lends  Itself  to  multiple  handling.  A  Sen- 
ator takes  his  position  on  an  Issue,  dictates 
a  letter  to  be  sent  to  those  who  have  written 
him.  and  leaves  It  to  his  staff  to  turn  out 
duplicate  copies.  Most  Senators  develop 
muscular  right  arms,  however. 

Hundreds  of  letters  cannot  be  answered 
Immediately.  They  require  Investigation, 
sometimes  consultation  with  a  Government 
department,  often  individual  and  sym- 
pathetic handling.  I  was  lucky  to  have  on 
my   staff    Miss    Marguerite    Doyle,    a    Grand 
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Rapids  Democrat,  who  had  worked  for  20 
years  for  Senator  Vandenberg.  When  Gov 
O.  Mennen  Williams  appointed  me  to  suc- 
ceed Vandenberg,  she  was  one  of  the  flrst  of 
my  staff  of  14  to  be  hh-ed. 

Many  Michigan  families  are  happier  todav 
because  Miss  Doyle  was  given  adequate  au- 
thority and  made  the  most  of  it  Now  re- 
tired, she  was  one  of  the  best  of  a  highly 
competent  corps  of  professional  womenwho 
make  Capitol  Hill  theU  career,  and  gettlnK 
action  from  the  Government  their  specialty 
When  you  get  quick  results  from  your  Sena- 
tor, do  not  give  him  all  the  credit:  there  is 
probably  a  Miss  Doyle  behind  him. 

So  If  your  Senator  is  not  on  the  fioor  or 
m  a  committee  meeting,  he  is  probably 
talking  With  someone  from  the  State  who 
has  a  special  problem  (selfish  or  otherwise) 
or  greeting  members  of  a  high -school  senior' 
class  come  to  study  Government  at  flrst 
hand,  or  going  to  bat  at  a  Government  de- 
partment, or  making  a  radio  transcription 
or  te  evision  film  In  Robert  Coar's  congr«s- 
sional  studio  (nearly  all  Senators  now  make 
weekly  reports  to  the  people),  or  merely 
^gning  mail.  Merely.  Indeed.  A  blg-Stato 
Senator's  mail  Job,  despite  the  help  of  nu 
staff  customarily  consumes  an  hour— or  two 
or  three—of  his  day. 

Nor  are  his  evenings  restful,  as  a  rule  The 
social  responsibilities  of  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  are  also  heavy,  and  only  sometimes 
«""■  »  ^w*    *^"*"    dinner-party    season. 

Senators  who  rise  at  6  or  7  a  m  havTS 
listen  to  not-always-fasclnatlng  conversa- 
tion until  late  at  night.  While  ^me  oflhL 
Is  charming  and  much  of  It  superficial  these 
functions  do  offer  a  quick  and  Informal  way 
to  make  acquaintances,  especially  with  dlo- 
lomats,  which  may  pay  Important  dividends 
when  some  unforeseen  Issue  or  emergency 
arises.  That  Is  why  so  many  prominent 
Senators  who  would  much  rather  go  fish- 
ing  turn  up  at  black-tie  parties  5  or  6  nlehta 
a  week.  * 

Those  Senators  who  do  not  get  to  their 
offices  at  7  a.  m.,  or  shortly  thereafter,  are 
fairly  certain  to  be  at  their  desks  before 
9:30.  They  dictate,  meet  constltuenU  or 
colleagues,  talk  over  Issues  with  thilr  com- 
mittee staffs,  occasionally  keep  appoint- 
ments at  the  White  House  (If  in  the  party 
in  power),  compress  enough  varied  actlvl- 
ties  Into  the  early  morning  to  make  It  dif- 
ficult to  reach  a  10-  or  10 :30.-o'clock 'commit- 
tee meeting  on  time. 

The  Senate  customarily  convenes  at  noon 
Most  Senators  lunch  In  the  family  dining 
room,  located  on  the  first  fioor  of  the  Sen- 
ate wing  of  the  Capitol,  or,  if  they  have  no 
constituents  to  entertain,  in  the  "Senators 
Only"  dining  room,  where  the  Democrats  and 
Republicans  sit  at  separate  oval  bachelor 
tables  In  separate  rooms. 

The  scene  In  the  Senate  Itself  is  often  an 
active  kaleidoscope.  Senators  move  on  and 
off  the  floor  repeatedly,  as  they  are  called  out 
to  the  reception  room,  or  to  the  telephone  in 
the  party  cloakrooms.  located  in  the  rear  of 
the  Chamber  on  each  side  of  the  center  door 
If  you  still  are  looking  for  your -tatesman! 
you  might  try  the  reception  room  Outside  the 
Vice  President's  office,  off  the  Senate  floor. 
Ask  a  doorman  to  tell  him  you  are  calling 
The  Senator  will  be  handed  a  card  showing 
your  name,  identification,  and  town.  If  he 
can  come  out  to  see  you  he  probably  will. 
If  he  Is  not  there  he  may  be  In  the  Marble 
room,  signing  or  dictating  mall,  or  In  the 
cloakroom,  talking  with  his  colleagues.  He 
also  may  be  In  the  President's  room,  in  the 
same  relative  location  to  the  Senate  as  the 
Vice  President's  room,  except  on  the  other 
side. 

The  Pr^ldent's  room  Is  the  handsome  and 
historic  sp>ot  where,  in  the  old  days,  the  Pres- 
ident came  to  sign  or  veto  bills,  or  to  close  a 
session  with  a  speech.  Today  It  has  become 
the  readiest  conduit  between  the  Senate  and 
the  corps  of  Washington  correspondents. 
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A  staff  of  able  Ualaoii  men.  who  know  all 
the  aetaaton  and  most  ot  tlio  reportwa.  stand 
by  tbe  President's  room  door.  By  cvHton.  tha 
newsman  "sends  In"  for  the  Senator,  who 
comes  out  for  a  conXerenoe  If  he  f!^«,  lAmy 
of  the  most  momentous  newsbrcaks  out  of 
Washington  oome  via  this  quidc  »^<l  oon- 
▼enJent  channel  from  the  Senate  floor  to  the 
wires.  This  door  is  strategically  located 
sqwely  on  the  path  to  the  Senators'  private 
powder  room.  As  a  result,  few  Senators  could 
evade  the  press  indefinitely,  if  any  were  so 
fooUsh  as  to  try.  Not  a  few  stories  derek^ 
en  route,  while  Senators  are  htjrrylng  to  more 
urgent  and  immediate  matters. 

In  most  respects,  a  Senator's  life  is  the 
most  ind^>endent  in  the  wcn-Id.  He  is  his 
own  complete  boss,  subject  only  to  his  con- 
stituents. He  can  pick  the  issues  he  wishes 
to  become  active  In.  and  he  has  a  certain 
say,  subject  to  prior  senlcnity  claims  of  his 
colleagues,  as  to  what  commlttes  he  will 
serve  on.  He  can  educate  himself  by  trav- 
eling overseas— and  the  Natlonli  retreat  from 
istHatlonism  is  best  proof  that  moet  of  these 
Junkets  are  worth  while. 

Under  hie  cloak  of  official  Immtmlty.  he 
cansay  anything  he  wishes,  responsibly  or 
Irresponsibly,  on  the  Senate  floor,  except  that 
he  may  not  reflect  on  the  integrity  or  char- 
acter of  fellow  Senators  or  Members  of  the 
House.  Thus  a  Senator  can  completely  de- 
atroy  your  reputation  by  caning  you  a  Com- 
munist or  a  thief,  and  you  have  no  recotirse 
against  him.  He  is  subject  only  to  the 
voters  of  his  State,  who  dont  know  you  and 
will  probably  have  forgotten  your  case  by  the 
next  election. 

If  be  Is  a  committee  chairman,  the  indi- 
vidual Senator  has  even  more  personal  power. 
Unless  he  flagrantly  flouts  decency  and  fair 
practice  in  a  manner  his  ccdieagues  cannot 
Ignore.  n«  can  appoint  and  control  a  com- 
mittee Staff,  slant  a  report,  bitrj  a  bill  or 
steer  it  to  the  floor.  Nevertheless,  to  this 
club,  varying  opinions  are  respected,  Indi- 
vidual Judgments  never  questioned.  There 
Is  an  ebb  and  flow  ct  votes  across  the  aisle, 
breaking  strict  party  Unes,  on  nearlv  everv 
rcrti  call.  '  ' 

A  SenatoriB  reaction  is  sometimes  a  bit 
wry.  however,  when  the  superfldal  rather 
than  the  vital  part  of  his  work  commands 
the  most  attention.  An  example  waa  a  trip 
I  made  to  Europe  to  1961,  at  my  own  ex- 
pense, to  an  effort  to  get  a  quick,  concise 
but  up-to-the-mtoute  siunmary  of  the  effec- 
tiveness of  our  military  and  economic  pro- 
gram to  Europe.  General  Bisenhow(»-,  like 
many  others,  had  said  that  peace  or  war  and 
tna  future  of  our  eotmtry  mlgbt  rest  on  the 
▼ottog  of  an  adequate  program  by  the  Con- 
B'***-  Yet  there  had  been  strong  signs  that 
»uch  a  program  would  be  torpedoed  or 
viuateo. 

In  8  days  of  close-packed  day-and-night 
scheduling.  I  talked  with  our  top  people  La 
foreign  leaders  to  five  countries— with  Hs^ 
hower,  -nto.  Pope  Plus,  and  British.  Ptench. 
Italian,  and  German  keymen.  I  put  S» 
.  ^^  conclusions  tato  a  Senate  speech 
embodying  suggestions  for  action.  Some  of 
my  colleagues  were  good  enough  to  listen. 
The  trip  wss  not  entirely  barren  of  results. 
«,•?-*"*!.  •*"•  *'t«™oon.  Bob  Ball,  my  ad- 
-,^f^*u'*.*"*^"*-  ««»•  ^to  my  office 
JLf^*^*^"*'"**"'*  »«*»«»<*•  Michigan^ 
beautiful  resort  area  was  having  troubleVlth 

^  ^?*'  ™*"  ^"»  experimenting  with 
^iJ^^  °'  ^'^""^  with  dry  ice  to^roduce 
S^.r,^^  auggested  that  we  write  a  letter 
?:!S^^S^.  ""*  "*•  schedule  of  seeding  be 
5^th^'^*1  prevailing  wtods  w^^^. 
tog  the  ratoclouds  across  the  country  just 
to  thne  to  epou  Michigan's  weekends 

We  put  out  two  releases  that  night  •  m 
copy  «^d  digest  of  my  Senate  sp^.  anj 
tee  ratoy,  weekend  letter.  My  release  beat 
Bob's  to  the  totelligentslaT  or  ^SS 
League,  with  a  modest  one-third  cohmn  to 
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the  New  TMk  Times.  But  his  hit  the  front 
page  of  papers  ttxxa  coast  to  coast.  Including 
Michigan,  uid  weeks  later  we  were  still  get- 
ting eUpptogs  from  as  far  away  as  England 
and  Japan. 

Often  a  lucky  break  will  bring  toto  prom- 
inence a  solid  Senator  who  merited  fame  all 
alongbut  somehow  had  not  achieved  It.  Sen- 
ator EsTES  KzvATTvxB,  of  Tennessee,  is  a  prime 
example.  He  had  long  been  at  work  to  build 
a  more  effective  code  of  laws  to  combnt  crime. 
He  had  written  a  thoughtful  book  proposing 
ways  to  streamline  Congress,  and  had  quietly 
nioved  toto  the  front  rank  of  Internation- 
alists In  the  Senate. 

KxrATTvxx's  BoUd  achievements  did  not  get 
him  major  attention,  however,  until  an  alert 
Detroit  reporter,  Allen  J.  Nleber,  thought  of 
putting  the  crime  hearings  on  television. 
Shortly  l>efore  the  Kefauver  comm»tt«e  was 
due  In  Detroit.  Nleber  flew  to  Clevebnd  and 
got  the  Senator's  consent  to  televise  the 
heartogs  over  his  paper's  station.  The  result 
was  senstitlonal.  Dishes  went  dirty  and  De- 
troit went  wild.  So  did  the  rest  of  the 
country  after  the  committee  hit  New  York. 
ECxrAuvxB's  name  became  a  household  word. 
Senator  McCaktht's  unusually  publicized 
career  also  started  rolling  quite  by  accident. 
Back  to  1950.  the  RepubUcan  National  Com- 
mittee wiu  priming  Its  most  effective  cam- 
paign speikers  on  the  various  Issues  on  which 
they  thought  they  could  whack  the  Demo- 
crats. One  Senator  was  assigned  "waste," 
another  "creeping  socialism,"  and  so  on. 
Each  was  given  whatever  material  happened 
to  be  on  band,  asked  to  bone  up  on  It  and 
hit  the  slump. 

McCabtht  was  assigned  "Commuiilsts  In 
Government."  Some  time  before.  In  the  clos- 
ing days  of  the  80th  (Republican)  Congress, 
a  rightwlng  conservative  and  Isolatlonist- 
mtoded  Republican  from  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich..  Representative  Bartel  Jonkman.  had 
headed  a  House  committee  appointed  to 
check  the  infiltration  of  Red  spies  Into  our 
Government  while  Rtissla  was  an  ally  during 
the  war.  In  his  report  Jonkman  said,  in 
effect,  that  the  situation  had  been  bad  In 
the  State  Department  but  that  an  outstand- 
ing cleanup  Job  had  been  accomplished  un- 
der Gen.  George  C.  Marshall  as  Secrstarv  of 
State. 

McCastht  was  given  the  old  files  of  the 
Jonkman  committee  as  they  had  been  before 
the  Jonkman  tovestlgatlon.  and  took  to  the 
road.  At  his  first  stop.  Wheeling.  W.  Va., 
he  told  a  group  of  gaping  ladies  that  205 
persons  known  to  be  Communists  were  mak- 
ing foreign  policy  in  the  State  Depvtment 
with  the  kQowledge  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
Later,  under  challenge,  his  shifts  to  81.  4. 
57,  and  other  numbers  of  alleged  diptomatlc 
subverslvee  launched  him  on  the  well-known 
adventure  which  has  made  him  one  of  the 
most  prominent  members  of  his  party. 

McCaktbt's  skUl  at  swivel-hipping  an  op- 
ponent to  debate,  on  the  Senate  floor  or  off 
was  never  better  Illustrated  than  on  a  tele- 
vision program.  Meet  Your  Congrtss,  of 
which  I  am  moderator.  It  was  back  In  the 
early  days  of  the  McCarthy  controversy 
Down  to  room  9-B  to  the  basement  of  the 
Senate  Office  Building,  the  show  was  rolling 
along  with  McCabtht  and  the  former  Sen- 
ator Owen  Brewster,  of  Maine,  a  deadly  de- 
bater, lined  up  against  Senator  Thbodorx 
FSancis  Crkem,  of  Rhode  Island,  and  Repre- 
sentative John  D.  Dingell,  of  Detroit. 

DiMGZLL,  who  is  as  blunt  as  he  Is  slight 
was  Bltttog  less  than  2  feet  across  a  narrow" 
table  from  the  rugged  McCarthy.  When  it 
came  his  turn,  the  little  Detrolter  leaned 
forward,  glared  at  the  big  Wisconsin  Senator 
and  said:  ' 

«"^°*"  !?'*'  *^®  °^"  **ay  that  you  Would 
repeat  off  the  Senate  floor  what  you  were 
then  saying  on  the  floor  behind  the  cloak 

Se°^,i^  r-  2"  *^  y°^  ^°"1^  «•««»§"  from 
the  Senate.'  Here's  your  chance.  Senator. 
A  lot  of  people  are  Ustenlnu.     Repeat  your 
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charge  Into  this  mike  or  resign  from  the 
Senate." 

Jumping  Joe  never  even  paused.  He  smiled 
at  DiNCKLi.  and  said,  "I'm  glad  you  brought 

that  up,  John.    But  first  I  want  to  say •• 

And  he  was  off  around  the  other  end  and 
50  yards  down  the  fleld.  Dikakll  did  not 
get  close  enough  to  tackle  him  agato  on 
that  one,  and  I  doubt  if  anyone  else  ever 
will. 

Even  though  It  can  give  its  Members  a 
plush  as  well  as  a  bxisy  life,  even  though 
It  sometimes  confers  on  todlvkluaU  power 
far  beyond  their  concept  of  rssponslblllty, 
the  Senate  offers  an  opportunity  for  public 
service  unmatched  anywhere  la  our  coun- 
try, outside  the  White  House.  A  Senator 
is  not  worth  his  salt  unless  he  Is  carrying 
on,  in  addition  to  all  of  his  crther  duties, 
at  least  one  crusade  of  his  own  for  his 
country. 

Senator  Paui,  H.  DoTJca.AS.  of  minols,  for 
example,  has  probably  saved  more  money  for 
the  taxpayers,  with  less  reduction  In  public 
service,  than  the  rest  of  his  colleagues  com- 
bined. He  needs  their  help  on  rollcalls,  of 
course,  but  EKduglas  has  provided  the  leader- 
ship for  real  as  conUasted  with  false 
economy.  Douglas  haa  been  chosen  the 
Nation's  No.  1  Senator  to  polls  of  Impartial 
close  observers,  such  as  the  press  gaUery, 
for  the  last  several  years.  He  is  actuaUy 
leading  the  way  toward  precisely  the  kind  of 
efficient  government  his  rivals  talk  about, 
yet  they  are  already  out  to  cut  him  down  In 
this  year's  election.  What  a  loss  to  the 
Nation  that  would  be. 

Douglas-  crusade  for  economy,  and  for 
many  liberal  measures  alongside  such  col- 
leagues as  LEHitAN,  of  New  York,  and 
Humphrey,  of  Minnesota,  U  matched'  from 
across  the  aisle  by  Senator  AikbWs  espousal 
Of  the  St.  Lawrence  Waterway,  and  by 
Senator  Md-ton  Yoxjnc's  battle  for  farm- 
price  supports  at  90  percent  of  parity.  The 
greatest  reward  the  Senate  can  give  comes 
at  the  end  of  a  fight,  such  as  the  one  some 
of  us  put  up  for  combat  pay  Xor  Korean 
veterans.  When  that  blU  went  through  after 
being  pronounced  "dead"  five  times,  we  felt 
we  had  really  done  something. 

These  personal  crusades  take  time-  they 
take  effort,  partience,  leadership^and  skiu 
at  parliamentary  maneuvering.  Sometimes 
the  correct  strategy  Is  not  clear,  and  then  one 
needs  expert  advice.  Probably  th*  most  use- 
ful man  In  the  Capitol,  from  this  itandpotot. 
Is  one  of  the  least  known.  Charley  Watklns 
the  Senate  Parliamentarian,  who  advises  aU 
Senators  with  great  understanding  and  com- 
plete impartiality. 

My  first  experience  with  Watklns"  role  as 
the  Indispensable  man  came  Just  10  minutes 
Mter  I  had  taken  the  oath  of  office  from  Vice 
President  Alben  Barkley  to  AprU  1951. 
Barkley  beckoned  me  to  the  rostrum,  handed 
me  the  gavel  and  whispered.  "Take  over  will 
you?    I'm  going  to  lunch."  j  *  ^ 

Alben  had  the  most  fecund  and  versatile 
sense  of  humor  In  the  Senate— the  whltecape 
Of  a  deep-running  tide  of  wisdom  and  of  a 
blithe  and  kindly  spirit.  Surely  he  was  Jok- 
ing. I  thought,  and  told  him  so.  He  laughed 
Come  on."  he  said.  "You've  been  around  a 
longtime.  You'll  do  this  all  right."  He  stood 
up  and  handed  me  the  gavel. 

In  progress  was  a  furious  debate  between 

Z\°i^  ?!  ^o'^^'*'"  '°°«*  resourceful  sp^^° 
ers.  the  late  Senator  Kenneth  Wherry,  of  Ne- 

Minn.^'  ?*^  ^^'^^  "^°«  H-  HtntSsxT.  of 
Minnesota.     Their  wrangle  was  on  a  thoray 

J«^?      .     !!  ^  '"^*-    **y  ^*  ''M  not  made 
easier  in  the  next  few  minutes,  when  I  be- 
came  the  first  Senator  In  history  I  feel  sure 
to  preside  over  the  Senate  whll^^lnrUSS 

^In.rTT'"^  V'''  r-^P*^  '^"P-  from  the  pr^ 
gallery  above,  fired  with  the  approval  of  the 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States. 

howtJ?^?f,  *°  ^^"^  ^^^  '■"^'"8  °'  *^*  Chair. 
how€V3r  (with  a  prayer  that  I  was  right),  i 
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heard  a  familiar  voioe  rising  from  beneath 
me  and  slightly  to  my  right-front — the  voice 
of  Mr.  Watklns.  He  was  giving  the  correct 
ruling — verbatim,  and  all  I  had  to  do  was  to 
catch  his  words  as  they  rose  vertically  and 
pitch  them  out  horizontally.  The  rultog 
stuck.  No  one  appealed.  No  one  even 
seemed  surprised  at  my  display  of  learning. 

When  Barkley  returned,  grinning  with 
mischievous  trixiriph,  I  went  down  to  Wat- 
klns to  thank  bin.  He  said.  "That  happens 
every  day."  In  IH  years  as  a  member  of  the 
Press  Gallery.  I  hid  never  learned  the  secret 
function  of  Char.ey  Watklns.  and  I  believe 
that  many  veteran  Washington  correspond- 
ents do  not  know  about  it  even  today.  The 
fact  Is  that,  with  the  exception  of  Barkley 
and  possibly  Senator  Dick  Russell,  of  Geor- 
gia, all  the  Senate's  Presiding  Officers  need 
and  get  the  same  sort  of  help.  My  sure 
handling  of  the  (complicated  rules  of  order 
was  no  more  synthetic  than  anyone  else's. 

Occasionally  straw  can  be  seen  protruding 
from  a  senatorial  collar.  But  the  stuffed 
shirts  are  a  tiny  minority.  In  the  main,  the 
Senate  is  an  Intensely  human  institution, 
one  that  usually  represents  well  the  current 
inclinations  and  prejudices  of  the  broader 
body  politic  for  wlitch  Its  Memt>er8  speak. 

In  the  Senate  you  learn  that  the  personal 
conviction  or  the  prejudice  or  the  foible  of 
a  single  man  may  sway  the  course  of  our 
history,  bring  on  g  xxl  times  or  throw  millions 
out  of  work,  Just  as  the  strength  of  an  In- 
spiring leader  car.  spur  us  to  our  national 
utmost.  You  learn,  too.  that  the  power  and 
the  political  victories  do  not  always  go  to  the 
straight  shooters  or  the  statesmen.  Above 
all.  in  the  Senate  one  learns  agato  that 
American  democracy  Is  vibrant,  ever  chang- 
ing with  events.  Kllve  with  great  power  for 
good  or  danger.  A  Senate  rollcall  can  bring 
us  prosperity  or  hunger;  by  a  narrow  mar- 
gin it  could  mean  peace  or  the  ruin  of  our 
civilization. 

Most  Senators  approach  their  assignments 
with  all  this  close  to  the  surface  of  their 
consciousness.  They  ask  for  power;  they  ac- 
cept with  It  the  retiponsiblllty. 
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THE  UPPER  COLORADO  RIVER 
BASIN 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President.  Inas- 
much as  it  is  now  apparent  that  S.  1555, 
the  Colorado  storage  project,  cannot  be- 
come law  this  year.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  ix)int  my  statement  on 
the  need  for  further  committee  study 
of  this  subject. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follo\*s: 

Statement  bt  Senatos  Kennedy 
Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  President,  the  last 
hours  of  the  83d  (Congress  are  no  time  for 
the  Senate  to  go  on  record  In  favor  of  a 
bill  which  U  so  11  :tle  understood  and  with 
so  many  troublesorae  features.  I  shall  state 
the  reasons  lor  further  study  very  briefly. 

X 
First,  this  bill  needs  further  study  in  order 
to  give  more  adequate  consideration  to  the 
requests  of  the  adTilnstratlon. 

(a)  The  Elsenhower  administration  recom- 
mended a  bill  Witt  a  total  estimated  cost  of 
$950  million.  The  pending  bill  Is  estimated 
by  the  committee  xt  cost  nearly  »1.5  billion. 

(b)  The  administration  requested  a  bill 
which  provided  en  overall  limit  on  the 
amount  of  appropriation  to  be  authorized, 
that  limit  being  fitSO  million.  The  pending 
bill  contains  no  l.mit  of  any  kind  on  the 
total  cost  of  this  project. 

(c)  The  administration  recommended 
Initial    authorization    of    only    two    stortsge 
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dams,  Olen  Canyon  and  Kcho  Park.  This  bOl 
authorises  6  storage  dams,  of  which  4  wer« 
not  toctuded  even  conditionally  to  the  ad- 
ministration's recommendations  as  being 
without  economic  Justification. 

(d)  The  administration  recommended  a 
bill  conditionally  authorlztog  11  participat- 
ing reclamation  projects.  The  pending 
measure  authorizes  14  participating  recla- 
mation projects,  only  2  of  which  are  con- 
ditional. 

(e)  The  President  and  the  Budget  Bureau 
specifically  stated  that  the  Shiprock  Unit  of 
the  Navaho  project  Is  not  recommended  at 
this  time,  until  "a  report  Is  completed  In- 
dicating Its  economic  Justification,  the  views 
of  the  affected  Ststes  and  agencies,  and  the 
relation  of  the  project  to  other  potential  uses 
of  water  of  the  San  Juan  River."  The  pend- 
ing measure  Inclades  (condltlonaUy)  the  en- 
tire Navaho  project,  about  75  percent  of 
Which  U  made  up  of  the  Shiprock  unit. 

(f)  The  administration  recommended  that 
authorization  to  construct  the  participating 
reclamation  projects  "not  become  effective 
until  the  Secretary  has  reexamined  the  eco- 
nomic justification  of  such  project."  The 
pending  measure,  with  two  exceptions,  gives 
final  authorization  for  such  construction 
without  waiting  for  economic  justification, 
and  merely  provides  that  the  initiation  of 
construction  should  wait  until  the  Secre- 
tary has  made  a  study  and  certified  his 
findings. 

(g)  The  administration,  and  particularly 
the  Army  and  the  FPC.  recommended  that 
the  bill  adhere  to  the  requirement  of  section 
1  (c)  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944  requir- 
ing the  submission  of  reports  on  projects  to 
the  affected  States  for  their  comments.  The 
pending  measure  waives  this  requirement  on 
all  but  two  of  the  participating  projects. 

(h)  The  administration,  and  particularly 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  recom- 
mended that  the  Secretary  of  Agrlculttire— 
who  can  more  realistically  appralse^he  agri- 
cultural benefits  which  might  jusOTy  these 
parUclpattog  projects — be  required  to  partic- 
ipate in  the  economic  evaluation  of  these 
projects.  The  pending  measure  weakens  that 
provision. 

In  short,  these  recommendations  of  the 
administration,  aimed  at  making  the  project 
leas  costly  snd  more  economically  Justifiable, 
have  been  Ignored  by  the  committee  and 
need  further  consideration. 

n 

Secondly,  this  bill  needs  further  study  In 
order  to  reexamine  Its  questionable  financial 
aspects.  I  have  found  very  few  Senators 
who  realize  that  this  bill  involves  on  Its 
face  91.6  billion,  a  tremendous  amount  to  be 
rushed  through  at  this  time  and  far  In 
excess  of  the  recommendations  of  the  ad- 
ministration and  the  House  committee. 
Moreover.  It  contains  the  following  unwise 
financial  aspects: 

(a)  Based  upon  figures  supplied  by  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation,  average  net  revenues 
from  irrigation  users  and  the  sale  of  electric 
power  are  estlmsted  to  be  approximately  $33 
million  a  year.  But  even  simple  toterest 
(and  In  reality,  the  Federal  Government 
wotild  have  to  pay  compound  interest  on  the 
money  it  borrows  to  construct  these  projects  > 
on  the  stated  Federal  Investment  of  nearly 
tl.5  billion  would  cost  approximately  g37 
million  a  year  (at  2>4  percent).  Thus.  aU 
the  revenues  of  this  project  cannot  even  pay 
for  the  simple  interest  on  Its  tovestment 
cost,  leaving  the  entire  capital  cost  of  nearly 
$1.5  billion  to  be  paid  by  the  Federal  tax- 
payers. This  Federal  subsidy  of  $1.5  billion 
Is  unprecedented,  for  never  before  has  the 
full  cost  of  power  projects  as  weU  as  partici- 
pating irrigation  projects  been  left  for  the 
taxpmyers.  I  understand  that  $1.5  billion  la 
$2,000  per  acre  of  land  to  be  benefited  by  the 
project,  or  approximately  $300,000  p>er  farm. 


basmuch  as  the  average  value  of  the  land 
Is  said  to  be  no  more  than  $160  to  $300  par 
acre,  this  U  completely  out  of  Itoe.  Kmy 
Senator  should  consider  carefully  the  shaiw 
of  this  $1.5  blUlon  which  will  be  borne  br 
his  State. 

(b)  According  to  figures  supplied  by  th* 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  to  the  committee,  th* 
average  project  cost  per  acre  for  the  central 
Utah  participating  project  was  $7»4.  and. 
for  the  newly  irrigated  land  whlch-jrlll  b« 
the  primary  beneficiary,  the  average  project 
cost  is  $1,874  per  acre.  This  U  10  times,  as 
high  as  the  actual  value  of  the  land  Itself. 
Similar  figures  are  Indicated  for  other  par- 
ticipating projects. 

(c)  Although  this  project  has  been  de- 
scribed as  a  means  of  low-cost  poww  for  th* 
West.  It  Is  not  as  widely  understood  that 
thu  power  wlU  be  sold  at  an  unneoeasarUy 
high  price  above  cost  in  order  to  pay  for 
more  than  87  percent  of  the  cost  of  the  par- 
ticipating reclamation  projects.  The  irri- 
gation users  who  will  receive  the  benefits  of 
this  bill  will  pay  for  only  a  smaU  fraction  of 
the  total  cost. 

(d)  Finally,  there  Is  great  confusion  sur- 
rounding the  schedule  of  repayments.  Tha 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  In  a  November  IS, 
1953,  report  to  the  Secretary  stated  that  "It 
Is  our  recommendation  that  repayment  of 
the  costs  which  are  allocated  to  irrigation 
and  assigned  to  be  repaid  from  power  rev- 
enues be  made  from  net  power  revenue* 
after  completion  of  the  return  of  the  cocn- 

merclai  power  Investment,  including  Interest 
during  construction  •  •  •  repayment  from 
power  revenues  will  be  accomplished  by  the 
application  of  the  net  power  revenues  after 
the  power  costs  are  repaid  •  •  •  within  ap- 
proximately 18  years  after  the  close  of  the 
49-year  period  of  full  operations  required 
for  repayment  of  the  power  allocations  of 
the  first  two  (power)  units."  On  page  23  of 
the  House  bearings.  Under  Secretary  Tudor 
Inserted  a  statement  saying  that  the  bulk 
of  Irrigation  repayment,  the  so-called  irriga- 
tion assistance,  "will  be  provided  from  net 
power  revenues  after  the  power  repayment  1* 
accomplished."  Bureau  Engtoeer  Jaoobson 
told  the  Upper  Colorado  River  Commiasioa 
on  September  15.  1952.  that  the  above  prto- 
clples.  which  are  similar  to  the  Collbran 
formula,  would  be  used  on  this  project;  and 
the  Bureau  Inserted  on  page  193  of  the  Hous* 
hearings  Its  repayment  schedule  demonstrat- 
ing that  the  portion  of  irrigation  costs  to  tM 
paid  for  from  power  revenues  would  not  begto 
until  after  a  period  of  44  years.  Thus,  I 
thtok  it  Is  very  clear,  as  Senator  Kxk:hxl  and 
others  have  pointed  out.  that  the  repayment 
of  $600  million  of  the  Irrigation  coats  to  b* 
repaid  from  power  revenue  will  not  begto 
until  a  period  of  40  to  50  years  when  th* 
power  costs  have  been  fully  repaid.  For  that 
period  of  time,  the  Federal  Government  must 
psy  compound  Interest  on  $600  million,  for 
a  total  debt  of  over  $2  billion,  of  which  $1JI 
billion  wotild  be  interest  which  under  our 
irrigation  policies  will  never  be  repaid  and 
must  be  borne  by  Federal  taxpayers. 

This  Is  the  Item  protested  by  spokesmen 
for  the  Hoover  Commission  before  the  Sen- 
ate committee;  protested  by  Senator  Kucna. 
and  12  Democratic  and  Republican  members 
of  the  House  committee;  and  the  subject  ai 
my  questions  to  Senator  Muxikih  ycstertlay. 

It  is  apparent,  however,  that — althooeh 
very  obviously  this  Is  the  formula  the  Bureau 
intends  to  apply — ^it  Is  not  so  understood  by 
the  members  of  the  committee.  Although 
the  bill  contains  no  provision  for  repayment 
of  this  portion  of  irrigation  costs  to  be  com- 
pleted concurrenUy  with  repayment  of  th* 
power  costs,  there  is  some  feeling  that  this 
was  the  totentlon  of  the  committee.  I 
am  certato  of  their  sinoerity  In  those  totett> 
tlons:  but  if  we  are  to  guarantee  procectioa 
to    the    taxpayers    from    an    unprecedented 
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hUUon-dollar  subsidy,  the  committee  should      added  to  excess  of  the  administration's  re- 
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bUlton-doU«r  mbaldy,  the  committee  ahould 
study  tills  question  more  tborougtaly  and  de- 
termine from  tbe  Bureau  the  exact  schedule 
of  repayment. 

in 

Third.  This  bill  needs  further  study  In  or- 
der to  permit  consideration  of  findings  of 
other  Investigations.  This  bill,  on  which  a 
rule  cannot  even  be  obtained  In  the  House, 
should  not  carry  the  Senate's  endorsement 
this  year  when  Its  reconsideration  next  year 
will  Involve  several  new  reports. 

(a)  The  Hoover  Commission,  represented 
by  ex-Governor  Miller  before  the  Senate 
Committee,  opposed  this  legislation  touch- 
ing upon  "so  many  broad  policies  In  the  field 
of  water  administration"  and  stated  that  It 
"should  not  be  entertained  by  tbe  Congress 
pending  the  making  of  the  Hoover  Commis- 
sion report,  with  Its  recommendations  in 
respect  to  long  range  policies"  (due  on  May 
81,  1966). 

(b)  The  United  States  Supreme  Court  Is 
currently  considering  litigation  Involving 
the  water  rights  of  California,  Mexico, 
Indian  tribes.  Federal  agencies  and  other 
States  In  the  area.  This  bill  makes  assump- 
tions which  must  necessarily  await  the  out- 
come of  that  litigation. 

(c)  Section  2  (d)  of  the  Boulder  Canyon 
Adjustment  Act  provides  for  a  study  of  the 
effect  of  such  a  project  on  the  quantity  and 
quality  of  the  water,  particularly  important 
to  Texas  and  California.  The  fact  that  con- 
siderable doubt  remains  with  respect  to  such  - 
Issues  requires  postponement  of  the  bill  un- 
til these  facts  can  be  fully  ascertained. 

(d)  This  bill  is  certain  to  require  further 
study  by  the  House  Interior  Committee,  and 
objections  raised  In  that  committee  should 
be  thoroughly  studied  in  the  Senate. 
Twelve  Republican  and  Democratic  members 
of  the  House  committee  opposed  this  bill 
for 'the  reasons  I  have  already  discussed  and 
because  It  would  require  the  sale  of  power 
at  high  cost  for  an  unrealistic  75  years,  dras- 
tically change  the  existing  law  on  repay- 
ment of  irrigation  Investment,  conceal  an 
ultUnate  cost  of  over  |e  bUUon,  delegate  un- 
limited  authority  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  Initiate  projects  not  yet  eco- 
nomlcaUy  Justified,  establish  an  obviously 
non-self-Uquldating  project,  provide  for 
unsound  and  unnecessary  projects  and 
many  other  reasons. 

IV 

Finally,  this  bill  needs  further  study  In 
order  to  give  more  adequate  consideration 
to  its  effect  upon  the  sanctity  of  our  na- 
tional park  and  monument  system.  The 
Echo  Park  Dam  recommended  by  this  bill 
would,  according  to  testimony  from  former 
park  directors  as  well  as  outstanding  con- 
servationists, spoU  the  inspirational  scenic 
treasures  of  Dinosaur  National  Moniunent. 
It  would,  moreover,  open  the  door  to  slmUar 
demands  for  dams  In  Glacier,  Kings  Canyon, 
Mammoth  cave,  and  Grand  Canyon  National 
Parks  and  permit  other  encroachments  by 
stockmen,  miners,  loggers,  power  companies, 
and  others.  Under  congressional  policies  In- 
sisted upon  since  enactment  of  the  National 
Park   Service   Act— if   not   the  YeUowstone 

National  Park  Act  more  than  80  years  ago 

such  areas  are  dedicated  for  the  unspoiled 
enjoyment  of  present  and  future  genera- 
tions. At  Dinosaur  National  Monument,  we 
cannot  hunt  Its  animals  and  birds,  cut  its 
trees,  mine  Its  minerals.  Irrigate  Its  lands,  or 
even  pick  Its  flowers.  S\irely,  U  It  la  at  all 
possible,  the  committee  should  give  further 
study  to  avoiding  a  tremendous  Federal 
damMdestroylng  one  of  tbe  unique.  Irreplace- 
*bl«>M'^°l<!  wonders  belonging  to  all  the 
peopn  of  this  country. 

The  oommlttee  should  consider  whether 
In  view  of  the  additional  storage  projects  It 


added  In  excess  of  the  administration's  re- 
quest, Echo  Park  Dam  Is  needed  today.  The 
conunittee  should  consider  wljether,  inas- 
much as  the  Bureau  has  admitted  that  the 
power  sold  at  Echo  Park  wUl  cost  more  than 
Its  reasonable  sale  price,  It  Is  tconomically 
Justifiable.  Most  important,  the  committee 
should  give  more  adequate  consideration  to 
alternative  sites,  which  have  thus  far  not 
been  adequately  discussed  by  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  except  In  terms  of  an  evapora- 
tion loss  which  ultimately  proved  to  be 
negligible.  I  think  it  Is  highly  Important 
that  the  Senate  urge  Us  committee  to  give 
further  study  to  a  matter  Involving  our 
fundamental  responsibility  to  our  national 
heritage  and  future  generations. 


J 


COUGAR  DAM  AND  RESITRVOIR 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  Inserted  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  at  some  aopro- 
priate  place  a  statement  which  I  have 
prepared  in  connection  with  H.  R.  7815, 
known  as  the  Cougar  Dam  bill. 

I  had  prepared  this  statement,  hoping 
to  use  it  in  the  debate  on  this  bill,  but 
unhappily  I  find  that  the  Cougar  Dam 
bill,  which  was  passed  by  the  House,  will 
not  come  before  the  Senate  during  this 
session.    At  least,  that  is  the  prospect. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President.  I  should  like 
to  have  this  statement  preserved  for 
posterity  in  the  Record.  It  Is  in  effect 
an  analysis  of  the  minority  views  on  this 
bill  as  expressed  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  on  behalf  of  him- 
self, the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  (Mr. 
Chavez],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Gore],  and  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Burke],  in  connection  with  the  bill. 

I  r<!gret  that  we  shall  not  have  an  op- 
portunity to  debate  this  bill  and  pass  it, 
because  I  think  it  is  a  very  constructive 
piece  of  proposed  legislation. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this 
statement  may  be  printed  in  ths  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

STATEMkNT  BY  SENATOR  Bt7SH 

COTTGAS    DAM    AND    RESEBVOIR     (H.    R.    7815) AN 

ANALYSIS    OF    THE    MINOBrTY     REPORT,     SENATB 
COMMnTEE  ON  PXTBLIC  WORKS 

Bills  to  authorize  Joint  construction  of 
Cougar  Dam  and  Reservoir  in  Or#gon  by  the 
CoriM  of  Engineers  and  the  city  of  Eugene. 
Oreg.,  were  Introduced  in  the  House  and 
Senate  early  this  year.  On  Febriiary  9,  1954 
the  House  bill,  H.  R.  7815,  was  introduced 
by  Representative  Harris  Ellswosth,  of  Ore- 
gon, and  S.  2920  was  introduced  in  the  Senate 
by  Senator  Guy  Cordon,  of  Oregon. 

The  House  held  hearings  on  March  19  and 
April  28,  and  the  measure  was  reported  fa- 
vorably by  the  House  Committee  on  Public 
Works  on  May  12  (Rept.  No.  1603). 

On  May  19,  1954,  the  House  passed  the 
measure,  and  on  May  20  the  SuOcommlttee 
on  Rivers  and  Harbors  and  Flood  Control 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Public  Works 
held  hearings  on  the  bill.  The  Bill  was  re- 
ported favorably  on  July  9  (S.  Kept.  1761). 
On  July  19  Senator  Wayne  Morss,  for  him- 
self and  Senators  Dennis  Chavez,  Albert 
GCttz,  and  Thomas  A.  Burke,  submitted  mi- 
nority views  on  the  bill  (S.  Rept.  No 
1761  (2)). 

This  analysis  will  examine  all  the  major 
assertions  set  forth  by  the  minority. 


Minority  vieioa 

The  Senate  Public  Works  Committee  has 
given  the  measure  only  superficial  consid- 
eration. 


The  committee  did  not  censlder  the  dis- 
ruptive impact  of  the  so-called  uartnershlp 
proposal,  of  which  this  bill  1$  only  one,  upon 
the  carefully  develop>ed  plans  for  compre- 
hensive regional  water  resources  develop- 
ment in  the  Pacific  Northwelt. 


195^ 


The  committee  declined  to  schedule  Joint 
hearings  in  the  field  to  obtain  evidence  on 
a  group  of  similar  projects  known  as  the 
partnership  proposals. 


The  committee  does  not  have,  and  the 
Senate  does  not  have,  rellatle  evidence  on 
whether  there  will  be  hydraulic  and  power 
integration  of  this  project  with  Federal 
flood-control  and  power  projects  in  the  Co- 
lumbia Basin:  and  If  there  Is  to  be  inte- 
gration how  it  could  be  acoompllshed;  the 
bill  does  not  require  integration. 
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The  Senate  ca-nmlttee  has  given  this  bm 
adequate  consideration.  Its  hearings  on  tlM 
bill  were  supplemented  by  Incorporating  la 
the  record  the  complete  hearings  held  by  tbm 
House  Committc«  on  Public  Works.  7'h* 
Senate  committee  has  also  received  engi- 
neering reports  and  reports  from  Inderal 
agencies  ooverlnf  the  proposal.  Any  addi- 
tional technical  cr  detailed  material  Is  prop- 
erly the  concern  af  the  FMeral  Power  Com- 
mission. 

The  minority  assertion  presumes  the  fact 
that  this  development  will  have  a  "disruptive 
impact."  Actually,  it  will  have  an  exactly 
opposite  effect,  rhls  proposal  represenu  a 
forward  step  in  the  development  of  water 
resources  in  the  Pacific  Northwest.  The 
project  will  be  ccnstructed  as  a  unit  of  the 
comprehensive  plan  outlin-d  by  the  Corps 
of  Engineers.  If  Federal  development  will 
be  beneficial,  then  so  will  development  un- 
der this  plan.  Ac  a  matter  of  fact,  partner- 
ship construction  will  accomplish  even  more 
than  can  be  aclueved  through  Federal  de- 
velopment, since  partnership  provides  for 
fuller  utilization  of  the  available  hydro- 
electric potential  at  the  project  site. 

Since  adequate  information  is  already 
available  with  regard  to  this  project,  ad- 
ditional hearings  would  not  develop  any- 
thing but  Buperflious  data.  The  only  re- 
sult of  hearings  In  the  field  would  have 
been  unwarranted  delay  in  getting  the  proj- 
ect authorized  for  construction.  Should 
some  reason  arise  for  holding  further  hear- 
ings to  obtain  specific  data,  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  has  authority  to  order 
such  hearings.  Tils  authority  is  contained 
In  section  4.33  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
which  govern  the  practice  and  procedure  of 
the  FPC. 

There  Is  complete  assurance  of  full  inte- 
gration of  this  project  with  other  flood-con- 
trol and  water-resources  projects  in  the 
Pacific  Northwest.  This  is  assured  by  sec- 
tion 2  of  the  bill  which  says,  'TThe  Cougar 
Dam  and  Reservoir  shall  be  constructed,  op- 
erated, and  maintained  by  the  Department 
of  the  Army  as  a  unit  of  the  comprehensive 
plan  for  the  Willamette  River  Basin  for  the 
control  and  utlllration  of  the  water  re- 
sources for  flood  control,  navigation,  power, 
conservation,  and  ether  beneficial  purposes." 
Another  assurance  that  the  project  will 
serve  to  develop  tho  water  resources  to  their 
fullest  is  contained  In  section  3  of  the  act 
which  requires  that  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
mission pass  on  any  license  under  which  the 
city  would  add  power  facilities  to  the 
project.  Under  law ,  the  FPC  la  required  to 
protect  the  public  interest  and  to  assure 
comprehensive  development  of  water  re- 
sources. 

Part  1.  section  10.  subsection  (a)  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  says.  "That  the  project 
adopted.  Including  the  maps,  plans,  and 
specifications,  shall  be  such  as  in  the  Judg- 
ment of  the  Commission  will  t>e  best 
adapted  to  a  comprehensive  plan  for  im- 
proving or  developing  a  waterway  or  water- 
ways for  the  use  or  benefit  of  Interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  for  the  improvement 
and  utilization  of  water  power  development, 
and  for  other  beneficial  public  uses,  in- 
cluding recreational  purposes;  and  if  neces- 
sary In  order  to  secure  such  plan  the  Com- 
mission shall  have  authority  tQ  require  the 
modification  of  any  project  and  of  the  plans 
and  specifications  of  the  project  before  ap- 
proval." 

Regarding  the  Integration  of  power  facili- 
ties, the  city  is  a  member  of  the  Northwest 
power  pool  and  will  always  remain  a  mem- 
ber. The  city  is  connected  to  the  pool 
through  a  permanent  tie  at  the  BonnevlUe 
Power  Administration  substation  In  Eugene. 
The  operation  of  the  Cougar  powerplant. 
and  all  other  generating  stations  owned 
by  the  city,  will  at  all  times  be  in  accord- 
ance   with    the    policies    set    forth    by    th« 
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The  committee  did  not  conduct  hearings 
on.  nor  does  the  Senate  have  sulBcient  evi- 
dence to  determine,  the  effect  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Interior's  AprU  7.  1954,  order  upon 
the  possibility  of  integrating  Cougar  power 
with  the  Northwest  Power  Pool. 

The  committee  did  not  consider  and  did 
not  hold  hearings  upon  the  Mcyse  bUl  lor 
full  Federal  development  of  this  project, 
although  the  measiu-e  was  sponsored  by  3 
conunittee  members  and  a  total  of  16  Sena- 
tors, and  a  similar  bill  had  been  before  the 
oomnUttee  since  January  1953. 


The  committee  did  not  consider  the  cost 
allocaUon  provisions  of  this  bill  as  they  com- 
pare to  past  practices  and  the  differing  cost 
allocaUon  provisions  of  other  partnership 
proposals. 


Tht  Senate  does  not  have  anything  resem- 
bling complete  data  on  electric  power  rates 
under  the  plan  proposed  by  this  measure  as 
compared  with  Bonneville  Power  Adminis- 
tration rates  to  meet  the  same  power  needs. 


There  Is  every  Indication  that  under  this 
proposal  power  rates  in  the  area  served  wlU 
be  higher  than  power  from  the  Bonneville 
system  which  1b  available  to  Sugene. 


Anal^tia 

Northwest  UtUlties  Conference  Committee, 
the  management  and  policy  arm  of  th* 
Northwest  power  pool.  Although  this  U  not 
contained  in  the  bUl.  it  is  inconceivable  that 
any  utUity  would  withdraw  from  the  pool- 
ing operation,  since  it  is  entirely  beneflclal 
to  aU  members. 

The  AprU  7  order  merely  clarified  the  posl- 
tlon  of  the  BonnevlUe  Power  Administration 
in  regard  to  its  marketing  responsiblUtiea. 
It  has  absolutely  no  effect  on  the  operaUon 
of  the  Cougar  powerplant  whether  by  th* 
city  of  Eugene  or  the  Federal  Government. 

Such  hearings  would  serve  only  to  delay 
the  construction  of  this  urgently  needed 
public  works  project.  In  effect,  the  Morss 
biU  has  already  been  considered.  It  merely 
provides  for  Federal  development  of  the  proj- 
ect, and  this  was  considered  by  both  the 
House  and  Senate  committees  as  an  alterna- 
tive to  partnership  construction.  Partner- 
ship was  found  to  be  superior.  prlnclpaUy 
because  it  accomplishes  all  that  Federal  de- 
velopment coxild  accomplish,  and  at  the  ^it*» 
time,  spares  the  Federal  Treasiiry  the  outlay 
now  of  nearly  |ii  mUUon. 

The  allocation  method  used  in  this  bill  was 
discussed  at  considerable  length  in  the  House 
hearings  on  the  bill.  On  page  61  of  the 
printed  report  of  that  hearing  Mr.  WUlard 
Gatchell,  general  counsel  of  the  FMeral 
Power  Commission,  says,  in  reference  to  the 
allocation:  "It  is  the  method  recommended 
by  the  Federal  Power  Commission  and  fol- 
lowed by  them  for  several  years.  It  was 
agreed  to  on  the  Federal  Interagency  River 
Basin  Committee  which  drafted  the  princi- 
ples of  allocation,  and  has  been  followed  by 
everybody  except  the  Department  of  Interior 
up  to  Just  recently.  Just  recently,  the  De- 
partment of  Interior  agreed  to  that  method." 
Further,  the  city  of  Eugene  has  said,  and 
It  is  so  stated  In  the  blU,  that  It  wiU  abide 
by  any  equlteble  method  of  allocation.  In 
any  case,  the  Federal  Power  Commission  will 
have  final  authority  Insofar  as  allocation  of 
costs  Is  concerned. 

The  Senate  has  access  to  complete  infor- 
mation regarding  comparative  costs  to  the 
city  of  Eugene.  This  is  contained  in  an 
engineering  report  submitted  to  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Public  Works  on  behalf  of  the 
city  by  the  engineering  firm  of  ComeU.  How- 
land.  Hayes  &  Merryfleld,  Corvalls.  Oreg. 
This  report  Is  printed  in  full  beginning  on 
page  74  of  the  report  of  the  Senate  com- 
mittee hearings  on  tbe  bUl. 

This  assertion  Is  completely  without  foun- 
dation. The  only  valid  test  on  this  point 
is  a  comparison  of  annual  energy  costs  to  the 
city  under.  ( 1 )  Its  plan  for  developing  power 
at  Cougar,  and  (2)  purchase  of  Its  requlre- 
menu  from  the  Federal  system. 

This  comparison  has  been  the  subject  of 
comprehensive  and  deUlled  studies  by  the 
city  and  by  consulting  engineering  and  con- 
struction firms.  The  comparisons  show  that 
the  city  will  save  from  $100,000'  to  $300,000 
annually  if  it  develops  Cougar  as  opposed  to 
buying  its  requirements  from  BPA. 

The  city  of  Eugene  Is  a  pioneer  In  the 
field  of  supplying  power  at  low  cost  to*  the 
consumer.  It  is  proud  of  its  accomplish- 
ments and  intends  to  remain  a  leader  In  tbe 
field.  It  has  not  developed  one  of  the  most 
successftil  UtUlties  in  the  United  States  by 
engaging  in  imeconomic  ventures.  Its  water 
and  electric  board  Is  satisfied  that  the  Cougar 
development  wlU  benefit  the  city,  and  the 
Northwest.  If  such  were  not  the  case,  the 
city  would  not  attempt  to  participate  In  Its 
construction.  The  city  has  bad  the  benefit 
of  complete  engineering  studies  and  com- 
parisons o<  this  project  and  many  oOaerm, 
Cougmr  has  been  found  to  b«  the  best  av«U- 
able  meUkod  by  which  ttee  ctty  can  wiett  tta 
needs  for  pfklny  paver. 

Boersy  from  the  Ooogv  atattoa  eiali  ks 
used  in  the  upper  part  of  Um  Aai|]p 
curve.  This  means  nceklnr  or  tewr-tesA  r 
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The  Mil  sets  a  pattern  for  Federal  Oot- 
eminent  payment  tor  nonrevenue  features 
at  multlpxirpoee  jvojeets  and  non^Federal 
operation  and  control  of  rerenue-prodiiclng 
power  featiires  of  such  projects. 


It  would  set  a  pattern  for  breaking  up  the 
Army  engineer's  comprehensive  plan  for  de- 
^lopment  on  the  Columbia.  A  comprehen- 
■Ivc  multiple-purpose  development  program, 
particularly  where  It  comprlBes  upstream  and 
storage  projects,  requires  a  single  plan  and  a 
single  management  agency,    ix  more  projects 


Analysis 

energy.  Based  on  the  full  costs  of  the  Cou- 
gar project,  including  costs  of  transmission 
and  the  reregtilating  dam,  the  energy  would 
cost  the  city  3.7  mills  per  kilowatt-hour. 
Under  the  present  Bonneville  rate  structure, 
energy  at  the  same  load  factor,  47  percent, 
would  cost  the  city  4.2  mills  per  kilowatt- 
hour.    This  cannot  be  disputed. 

It  is  true  that  the  average  rate  paid  by 
the  city  to  BPA  last  year  was  less  than  3.7 
mills.  This  average  ,rate.  however,  Included 
the  purchase  of  considerable  dump  energy 
at  2.5  mills  per  kilowatt-hour.  This  type 
energy  would  stUl  be  bought.  But  less  of 
the  high-coet  peaking  energy,  which  boosted 
the  rate  to  an  average  of  3.37  mUls,  would 
have  to  be  piu-chased.  Cougar  would  supply 
It  at  lower  cost.  As  a  result,  the  city's  aver- 
age cost  of  power  and  energy  would  be  re- 
duced and  the  city  would  save  a  great  deal 
of  money. 

Here  the  minority  is  saying  that  under 
this  bill  the  Federal  Government  would  pay 
for  the  nonpower  features  of  the  project  and 
the  city  would  pay  for  and  operate  the  power, 
or  revenue-producihg  feature.  This  is  a  cor- 
rect statement,  but  the  pattern  for  this 
was  set  long  before  Joint  construction  of  this 
project  was  considered.  The  miaority  seems 
to  reflect  the  opinion  that  the  power  fea- 
tiires  from  a  multiple-purpose  project  should 
provide  revenue  to  pay  for  other  features  of 
the  project. 

This  is  not  true,  either  In  theory  or  in 
fact.  Revenues  from  power  in  a  multiple- 
purpose  project  pay  for  power  and  nothing 
more.  This  is  provided  by  section  5  of  the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  1944.  Public  Law  534, 
78th  Congress,  Qd  session.  This  section  says : 
"Hectric  power  and  energy  generated  at 
reservoir  projects  under  the  control  of  the 
War  Department  and  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  not  required  in  the  opera- 
tion of  such  projects  shall  be  delivered  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who  shall  trans- 
mit and  dispose  of  such  power  and  energy 
In  such  manner  as  to  encouraae  the  most 
widespread  use  thereof  at  the  lowest  possible 
rates  to  consumers  consistent  with  sound 
business  principles,  the  rate  sehedules  to 
become  effective  upon  confirmation  and  ap- 
proval by  the  Pede|«l  Power  Commission. 
Rate  Bchediiles  shall  be  drawn  having  regard 
to  the  recovery  (upon  the  basis  of  the  appli- 
cation  of  such  rate  schedules  to  tflae  capacity 
of  the  electric  facilities  of  the  projects)  of 
the  cost  of  producing  and  transmitting  such 
electric  power  and  energy,  induding  the 
amortization  of  the  capital  investment  allo- 
cated to  power  over  a  reasonable  period  of 
years." 

This  basis  statute  refers  to  the  complete 
Investment  aUocated  to  power,  nothlne  more 
nothing  less. 

In  the  case  of  the  Cougar  partnership,  the 
non-Federal  partner  is  paying  all  the  money 
for  power  development.  The  Government  is 
paying  for  the  other  features.  If  the  Gov- 
ernment were  to  construct  the  whole  project 
it  would  collect  from  the  sale  of  power  only 
that  amount  which  would  pay  for  the  power 
portion  of  the  dam.  To  state  it  simply  the 
law  says  the  Federal  Government  shall 'col- 
lect from  power  sales  only  the  amount  of 
money  the  power  facilities  cost.  In  this  case 
there  is  no  cost  to  the  Federal  Government' 
hence  nothing  to  recover.  ' 

The  end  result  to  the  Government  will  be 
exactly  the  same,  regardless  of  who  builds 
the  power  facilities.  The  difference  is  that 
the  Government,  under  the  partnership  is 
spared  the  outlay  now  of  the  »11  million 
the  power  features  would  cost. 

This  assertion  has  already  been  answered 
The  project,  if  constructed  by  the  joint  ef- 
fort of  the  Corps  of  Engineers  and  the  city 
of  Eugene,  will  be  as  thoroughly  integrated 
with  other  Northwest  flood-control  projects 
and  with  the  Northwest  power  pool  as  if  the 
project  were  built  by  the  FederaJ   Govern- 


Minority  xHews 
are  broken  off  the  comprehensive  plan  known 
as  the  308  report,  the  multiplicity  of  manage- 
ment of  the  main  stem  and  upriver  projects 
will  contribute  to  inefficiency,  higher  costs, 
conflicting  plans  of  operation,  and  wastage 
of  the  full  potential  of  the  rtver. 

There  is  no  provision  in  H.  R.  7815  for 
public  body  preference  in  piuchase  of  electric 
energy  from  the  Cougar  project  surplus  to 
the  needs  of  the  city  of  E^l{gane. 


The  bill  to  authorize  the  Joint  construc- 
tion of  Cougar  Dam  and  Reservoir  embodies 
a  fundamental  change  of  national  policy  la 
power  and  river  development. 


On  page  8  of  the  minority  report,  several 
references  are  made  to  the  Morthwert  Power 
Pool  and  it  Is  Inferred  that  this  pool  Is  • 
Federal  operation.  It  is  f  urtijer  asserted  that 
the  Cougar  partnership  will  damage  the  re- 
gional efficiency  of  the  pool  operation. 
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ment  alone.  Joint  construction  will  have  no 
effect  whatsoever  upon  integration  or  upon 
the  comprehensive  plan  for  development  of 
the  Columbia  River  system,  except  to  speed 
up  that  development. 

This  is  a  correct  statement.  The  Inclu- 
sion of  a  preference  clause  in  this  bill  would 
be  a  useless  and  restrictive  act.  The  Eugene 
Water  and  Electric  Board  is  a  recognized 
public  agency.  Since  it  would  derive  the 
principal  benefit  from  the  power  facilities 
at  Cougar  Dam,  a  preference  clause  is  not 
needed.  All  power  from  Cougar  which  is 
surplus  to  the  city  would  flow  through  the 
lines  of  the  Northwest  power  pool.  Any  en- 
cumbrance which  would  restrict  the  delivery 
of  that  power  to  any  utility  would  be  detri- 
mental to  the  economic  operation  of  the 
project. 

This  proposal  Is  In  strict  keeping  with  na- 
tional power  policy  as  it  has  developed  over 
the  years.  There  is  no  departure  from  It.  It 
can,  however,  be  demonstrated  that  Federal 
development  of  the  power  potential,  in  face 
of  the  fact  that  a  local  governmental  body 
wishes  to  construct  the  power  facilities,  is  a 
radical  departure  from  the  national  power 
j.ollcy.  National  power  policy  caUs  for  the 
adoption  of  the  plan  that  wiU  result  in  the 
fullest  and  most  comprehensive  use  of  the 
resource.  In  this  instance,  joint  develop- 
ment results  in  a  better  use  of  the  water 
resource  than  does  the  Federal  plan. 

From  the  very  beginning  of  national  policy 
on  this  subject.  Federal  activity  has  t>een 
justified  only  in  instances  where  the  projects 
were  so  big  or  complicated  and  so  tied  in 
with  other  functions  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment had  to  do  the  job. 

Contrary  to  the  opinion  expressed  by  the 
minority  report,  national  water  power  policy 
does  not  declare  the  production  of  hydro- 
electric energy  to  be  a  fleld  in  which  the 
Federal  Government  has  monopoly  righU. 
This  charge  indicates  a  complete  lack  of 
knowledge  of  the  nature  or  operation  of  the 
Northwest  Power  Pool.  The  pool  U  a  co- 
operative, voluntary  organization  composed 
of  private  uUllties,  public  uUlities,  and  the 
Federal  Government.  The  Northwest  Power 
Pool  was  excellently  described  by  Mr.  Her- 
schel  Jones,  Acting  Power  Manager  of  the 
Bonneville  Power  AdmiiUstratlon.  Mr. 
Jones  made  his  remarks  before  a  hearing  on 
Interior  Department  Appropriations  held  by 
a  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  Jones'  statement  is  reported 
on  pages  487-8  of  Senate  Document  45992 
and  is  as  follows: 

"The  Northwest  Power  Pool,  as  you  know. 
Is  a  volunUry  organization,  and  is  governed 
by  an  operating  committee  consisting  solely 
of  operating  people  without  any  manage- 
ment people  participating,  and  their  objec- 
tive is  to  get  maximum  production  from  the 
hydroelectric  planU  in  the  Northwest,  oper- 
ated as  though  they  were  operated  by  a  single 
operator  or  as  though  they  were  under 
single  ownership. 

"The  i>articlpation  of  the  administration 
Is  Important  primarily  because  we  do  operate 
the  integrating  faculty,  namely,  the  high- 
voltage  grid. 

"The  administration  at  all  times  discusses 
its  operation,  release  of  storage  from  storage 
reservoirs,  for  example,  with  other  members 
of  the  pool,  before  actually  opening  the 
gates  and  letting  water  down  because  we 
want  to  be  sure  that  the  water  released  from 
Hungry  Horse  Reservoir  generates  as  much 
power  as  possible  for  the  Montana  Power 
Co.  at  the  Kerr  and  Thompeon  Palls  plants 
and  for  the  Washington  Water  Power  Co.  at 
Cabinet  Gorge,  and  so  on  down  the  river,  in 
addition  to  generation  at  Government  plants 
at  Coulee.  Bonneville,  and  McNary,  where  we 
have  agreements  with  the  generating  agen- 
cies with  respect  to  how  the  water  U  going 
to  be  used  and  how  the  units  shall  be  oper- 
ated." 
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The  entrance  Into  the  generating  field  by 
municipalities  and  public-utility  districts 
has  been  forced  by  the  starvation  of  the  Fed- 
eral dam-building  program  by  the  Elsen- 
hower administration. 


On  page  13  of  the  minority  report,  under 
the  heading  "Uncertain  Power  Costs  of  tbe 
Cougar  Project,"  and  following  on  pages  IS. 
14.  and  16.  there  appears  a  series  of  asser- 
tions all  related  to  the  basic  allegation  that 
the  city  of  Eugene  does  not  know  the  power 


Analysis 

The  Federal  Government  through  the  Bon- 
nevUle  Power  Administration,  Is  merely  m 
member  of  the  Northwest  Power  Pool. 

The  management  and  operating  arm  of  the 
pool  is  the  Pacific  Northwest  Utilities  Con- 
ference Committee.  In  regard  to  the  Cougar 
partnership,  the  Senate  Conmaittee  on  Pub- 
lic Works  received  the  following  statement 
from  the  pool  management: 

"The  Pacific  Northwest  Utilities  Confer- 
ence Committee,  the  policy  and  management 
arm  of  the  west  group  of  the  Northwest 
Power  Pool,  strongly  endorses  the  construc- 
tion of  Cougar  Dam  project  vmder  the  pro- 
visions set  forth  in  S.  2920. 

"The  Cougar  project  is  a  resource  develop- 
ment which  will  benefit  not  only  the  Eugene. 
Greg.,  community  but  wUl  also  benefit  the 
entire  Northwest. 

"The  operation  of  its  power  plant  by  the 
city  of  Eugene  will  not  act  to  the  detriment 
of  the  Northwest  Power  Pool,  but  will.  In 
fact,  benefit  that  system  of  interconnected 
utilities.  Without  the  capacity  of  Cougar 
available  to  it.  the  city  of  Eugene  would 
draw  its  requirements  from  the  Federal 
system  in  the  Northwest. 

•If  the  municipality  does  obtain  the  out- 
put of  Cougar,  the  equivalent  of  its  capacity 
would  remain  in  the  pool,  available  to  other 
utilities.  In  addition,  all  surplus  from  the 
Eugene  system  would,  as  in  the  past,  be 
available  to  any  utility  in  the  Northwest 
Power  Pool." 

The  statement  Is  signed  by  C.  A.  Brdahl. 
chairman  of  the  conference  committee.  It 
is  reported  on  page  67  of  the  printed  report 
of  the  Senate  Public  Works  Committee  hear- 
ing on  the  Cougar  partnership  plan. 

Simple  economics  and  common  sense  In- 
sure that  all  power  developments  of  the  city 
of  Eugene  will  be  integrated  into  the  North- 
west system.  The  Cougar  development  will 
be  integrated  in  the  exact  same  fashion  that 
any  other  development,  public  or  private, 
would  be  integrated.  Integration  is  by  no 
means  predicated  on  Federal  development  or 
control. 

The  three  most  successful  municipal  util- 
ity operations  in  the  Northwest  are  the  cities 
of  Eugene,  Seattle,  and  Tacoma.  These  three 
cities  entered  into  the  generating  fleld  near 
the  turn  of  the  century,  long  before  the  Fed- 
eral Government  began  generating  electric- 
ity. Where  economical  sites  are  available 
it  is  simply  less  costly  to  generate  energy 
than  It  is  to  buy  It. 

The  "starvation"  assertion  cannot  be  sup- 
ported by  facts.  At  the  present  time  a  sub- 
stantial part  of  total  funds  made  available 
for  the  construction  of  multiple-purpose 
projects  In  the  civil -functions  bill  is  foe  use 
In  the  Northwest.  The  civil -functions  bill 
for  fiscal  year  1955  makes  $208,620,000  avail- 
able for  the  construction  of  multiple-purpoae 
projects.  Of  this  amount.  $91  million,  or  43 
percent  of  the  total,  is  for  use  In  Washington 
and  Oregon.  Last  year  $99.7  million,  or  49 
percent  of  the  total,  went  to  those  2  States. 

In  fiscal  1951,  26  percent  of  the  civil  func- 
tions appropriations  went  for  multiple-pur- 
pose dams  in  the  Northwest — a  little  over ' 
$75  million.  This  compares  to  from 490  mil- 
lion to  $100  million  for  each  of  the  last  3 
years — ^nearly  half  of  the  total  multiple-pur- 
pose appropriation. 

This  does  not  Indicate  there  baa  been  any 
starvation  policy. 

The  situation  which  has  neceaaitated  a 
new  look  at  power  development  in  the  Nortli- 
west  has  been  the  rapidly  expanding  need 
for  power.  The  total  need  cannot  be  met 
by  the  Federal  Government  alone.  Local 
agencies  must  help,  and  this  bill  outlines 
the  method  by  which  that  can  be  done. 

This  assertion  is  apparently  designed  to 
confuse  the  issue  regarding  thm  anandal 
aspects  of  the  partnership  proposal. 

Primarily,  the  principle  tDTotred  Is  thm 
ImfKirtant  thing  to  consider.  T^at  is  staspiy 
that   the  Federal   Corernmeat   wUl  pay  £or 
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eoita  or  cno-gy  ooata  wUcb  would  derive 
trom  the  Cougar  project.  It  Is  further  as- 
serted that  the  city  withheld  oertJMn  Infor- 
mation which  the  committee  required.  The 
latter  refen  to  the  cost  of  the  reregulatlng 
dam  and  the  costs  of  transmission  and  ter- 
minal facilities,  the  capacity  and  produc- 
tion capability  of  the  reregulating  project. 
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On  page  13  of  the  minority  report  the  last 
Pjuiigraph  asks  whether  the  people  of  the 
city  would  benefit  more  from  partnoship  or 
Federal  construction  of  the  project.  , 


Analysis 
the  features  of  the  project  whleh  are  not  al- 
located to  power  and  the  non-Federal  part- 
ner will  pay  the  entire  portion  of  the  costs 
which  are  allocated  to  power. 

The  allocations  have  not  been  made  In 
final  form.  For  the  purp>oses  of  congr«s- 
slonal  consideration,  however,  tentative  al- 
locations were  presented  by  the  Corps  of 
Engineers.  These  allocations  placed  the  full 
cost  of  the  project  at  $37.4  million,  nonpower 
features  at  $26.9  million  and  power  features 
at  ♦10.5  million.  The  allocation  was  made 
on  the  basis  of  the  Federal  project.  This  was 
done  because  the  basic  consideration  for 
'the  Congress — regarding  the  financial  aspects 
of  the  partnership — is  how  much  money 
win  the  Federal  Government  be  relieved  of 
spending  under  partnership  development  as 
opposed  to  complete  Federal  davelopment. 

Insofar  as  non-Federal  participation  is 
concerned,  the  sole  point  aboot  which  the 
Congress  should  be  concerned  is  that  the 
local  partner  pay  all  the  costs  lor  power  de- 
velopment. That  the  non-Federal  partner 
will  provide  adequate  facilities  will  be 
assured  by  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
and  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 

All  the  Congress  is  asked  to  do  is  to  give 
the  city  of  Eugene  the  opportunity  to  provide 
power  facilities  at  a  multiple  purpose  project 
The  public  Interest  regarding  integration  and 
proj)er  use  of  resources  will  be  fully  protected 
by  the  Federal  Power  Commisslom.  The  basic 
economics  of  the  city's  plan  will  be  con- 
sidered by  the  voters  of  the  city  when  they 
are  asked  to  authorize  the  sale  of  bonds  to 
flna^ice  the  power  project. 

Af.  a  matter  of  record,  both  the  total  cost 
of  the  project  to  the  city  and  the  output  of 
the  reregulating  dam  are  contained  in  the 
printed  record  of  the  Senate  Public  Works 
Committee  hearings  on  the  proposal. 

Mr.  Byron  L.  Price,  then  assistant  to  the 
superintendent  of  the  Eugene  Water  and 
Electric  Board,  Is  quoted  on  page  58  as  say- 
ing: "We  also  find  that  the  cost  of  energy  on 
a  kllowatt-hovir  basis  would  be  approximately 
3.7  mills.  Colonel  Whipple  previously  testi- 
fied that  it  would  be  approximately  4  mills. 
The  difference  In  that  is  explained  by  the 
addition  by  ourselves  of  the  Strube  reregulat- 
ing powerplant,  which  would  produce  some 
12  million  kilowatt-hours  per  year  and 
thereby  reduce  the  overall  cost  per  kilowatt- 
hour  because  It  does  not  increase  the  cost  of 
operation  that  much." 

Oa  page  60,  Mr.  Price  says  taat  the  total 
cost  to  the  city  of  Eugene  for  the  power 
project  will  be  approximately  $18  million. 

Any  Inference  that  the  city  has  not  con- 
sidered all  the  costs  of  the  Cougar  project  is 
without  merit. 

Tlie  city  figured  all  the  costs  which  could 
possibly  accrue  if  it  constructed  the  power 
facilities  at  the  site.  The  total  cost  to  the 
city  win  be  $13,134,100.  This  Includes  not 
only  the  reregulating  dam  but  also  the  costs 
Of  transmission  lines,  substations,  terminal 
facilities,  and  switchgear.  The  average  an- 
nual cost.  Including  interest,  amortization 
operation,  and  maintenance  of  all  facilities 
will  be  $582,000.  The  output  of  the  genera- 
tors at  Cougar  and  Strube  will  be  156,600  000 
kilowatt-hours  per  year.  Thus  the  cost  of 
energy  from  the  project  will  be  3.72  mills  per 
kllov/att-hour. 

This  statement  betrays  a  serious  lack  of 
understanding  of  the  whole  power  question. 
Federal  construction  and  operation  of  Cougar 
power  faculties  would  have  no  effect  on  the 
rate  at  which  the  city  buys  power  from  the 
federal  system.  The  minority  Infers  that 
power  from  Cougar  would  be  sold  at  unique 
rates.  This,  of  course,  is  not  true.  Under 
Federal  construction,  the  high  cost  Cougar 
power  would  be  averaged  Into  the  whole  Fed- 
eral output  and  sold  at  the  stantterd  Bonne- 
ville rate.  The  fane  test  to  be  applied,  then 
la  to  compare  the  total  cost  of  energy  pe^ 
J*^.4*°^****  *^"^  assuming,  (i)  that  the  city 
builds  Cougar  power,  and.  (2)  that  the  city 


Minority  rfetos 


Page  14  of  the  minority  report  contains  a 
tabulation  of  figures  which  give  the  impres- 
sion that  the  costs  of  partnership  construc- 
tion of  Cougar  woxUd  be  unreasonably  high 
to  the  city. 


On  page  15  of  the  minority  report  it  Is 
stated  that  representatives  of  the  city  esti- 
mated interest  cost  would  be  8.75  percent 
annually.  The  minority  says  this  esthnate 
was  made  during  hearings  h«ld  by  the  House 
Subcommittee  on  Flood  Control. 


On  page  14  of  the  minority  report,  it  te 
stated  that  the  city  in  1953  purchased  79 
million  kllowatt-houni  of  energy  from  the 
BonnevlUe  Power  Administration  on  an  E-4 
rate  at  a  cost  of  S.oi  mlUs  per  kilowatt-hour. 
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does  not  build  and  must  buy  from  Bonne- 
ville. This  comparison  has  been  made,  and 
It  shows  that  the  community  wUl  save  under 
partnerahlp. 

This  tabulatloc  is  a  comparison  of  assumed 
Federal  costs  and  assumed  city  costs  and  Is 
almost  totally  Inaccurate. 

The  tabulated  annual  cost  of  Interest  and 
amortization  for  Federal  oonstructlon  was 
supposedly  comjiuted.  In  accordance  with 
current  practice,  on  2.5  percent  Interest  for 
50  years.  This  statement  U  made  In  footnote 
(2)  to  the  tabulation,  but  It  Is  not  true. 
The  actual  Interest  rate  used  to  arrive  at  the 
tabulated  figures  U  very  slightly  in  excess  of 
2  percent.  This  :&  a  rather  serious  misstate- 
ment of  fact  and  distorts  the  results 
materially. 

Instead  of  the  $357,645  annual  charge  for 
debt  service  givin  In  the  tabulation,  the 
correct  figure  is  1387.000.  This  Is  the  figiire 
used  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  in  theb-  latest 
study,  and  is  the  figure  that  anyone  can 
duplicate  by  proper  use  of  the  Interest  Ubles. 
Use  of  the  lower  and  incorrect  figure  results 
in  correspondingly  low  and  Incorrect  cosU 
per  kllowatt-houi-. 

Footnote  2  alto  states  that  an  Interest 
rate  of  3.75  percent  for  30  years  was  assumed 
for  partnership  <?onstructlon,  and  a  figure 
of  $616,000  Is  Ubulated  as  the  annual  costs 
of  Interest  and  amortization.  This  flgiire  is 
correct  for  the  assumptions  as  stated,  but 
the  assumed  Interest  rate  Is  too  high.  The 
Board  has  statements  from  three  prominent 
investment  broke-age  firms  that  the  current 
rate  of  Interest  for  the  proposed  revenue 
bonds  would  be  3  percent  or  less.  If  this 
more  nearly  correct  figure  Is  used,  again  for 
30  years,  the  conect  figure  for  debt  service 
is  $561,000  per  ysar.  Use  of  the  high  and 
incorrect  figure  results,  of  course.  In  high 
and  Incorrect  costs  per  kUowatt-hour. 

The  tabulated  comparison  Is  still  invalid. 
even  after  the  correction  of  the  figures,  be- 
cause It  does  not  take  into  account  the  fact 
that  the  city  would  retire  lU  debt  in  30 
years  and  hencp  would  have  no  annual 
charges  during  the  next  20  years  of  the  as- 
sumed life  of  the  project.  This  would  result 
in  greatly  reduce.1  costs  and  an  overall  sav- 
ing In  Interest  payments. 

Also,  for  the  lecord.  the  annual  output 
from  Cougar  alone  as  given  In  footnote  4 
to  the  tabulation  is  In  error.  The  actual 
figure  used  by  tlie  Corps  of  ETnglneers  and 
checked  by  consultants  for  the  city  is  ap- 
proximately 139  million  kilowatt-hours  per 
year  Instead  of  the  131,400,000  as  given  In  the 
minority  report. 

The  only  reference  made  by  city  repre- 
sentatives durlnf;  the  House  hearings  re- 
garding interest  cost  is  reported  on  page 
81  of  the  printed  report  of  the  hearing.  Mr. 
Byron  Price  said  "We  propose  on  that  and 
have  talked  to  in  /estment  bankers  and,  sub- 
ject to  further  de^terminatlon,  it  Is  felt  that 
revenue  bonds,  l«t  us  say  a  20-  or  30-year 
term  revenue  bond  at  a  rate  of  Interest  of 
3  to  3Vj  percent,  would  carry  the  financing 
of  this  project." 

In  the  Senate  committee  hearings  on  the 
bill  Mr.  Price  made  the  further  statement. 
"the  investment  bankers  with  whom  we  have 
discussed  this  problem  of  financing  have 
been  very  enthusiastic  In  sUtlng  that  they 
would  expect  this  project  or  this  financial 
requirement  or  the  bond  issue  to  sell  for  a 
little  less  than  3  percent." 

Current  estimates  from  promlhent  Invest- 
ment houses  In  the  Northwest  place  the  in- 
terest rate  at  3  percent  or  less. 

This  is  an  alnost  completely  erroneous 
statement.     The  facts  are  these: 

Energy  ptirchased  by  the  city  from  EPA 
In  1953  totaled  48362,725  kilowatt-hours. 
This  was  made  up  of  25,193,803  kilowatt- 
hours  of  firm  energy  and  23.658,922  kilowatt- 
hours  steam  replacement  dump  energy. 

The  billing  for  the  energy  was  made  under 
BPA  schedules  F  -4  for  firm  energy  and  H-3 
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On  page  14  of  the  minority  report  a  letter 
from  r>.  Wmiam  A.  Pearl;  BPA  Administrator 
U  quoted.  This  letter  says  BPA  does  not 
know  the  city's  figures  or  costs  regarding  the 
Cougar  development. 


On  page  15  of  the  minority  report  It  Is 
stated  that  the  Federal  Government  under 
the  partnership  Is  asked  to  put  up  71.9  per- 
cent of  the  cost  of  the  project  "In  order  to 
make  It  economically  feasible  lor  the  city  to 
Invest  Its  28.1  percent." 


On  page  16  of  the  minority  report  It  Is 
stated  that  the  city  would  pay  no  part  of 
the  costs  of  preconstructlon  activities  at 
Cougar. 

On  page  17  of  the  minority  repKirt  there  Is 
the  following  statement:  "There  are  other 
possible  iV>adblocks.  A  petition  to  intervene 
In  opposition  to  Eugene's  application  for  a 
preliminary  permit  has  been  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  The  majority 
report,  filed  July  9  (p.  3)  erroneously  states 
that  the  Federal  Power  Commission  has  is- 
sued a  preliminary  permit.  On  July  12,  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  Informed  us  that 
no  such  permit  had  been  Issued  and  many 
procedural  steps  remained  before  there 
could  be  a  ruling  on  the  application." 


On  page  30  of  the  minority  report  partner- 
ship is  described  as  an  administration  alter- 
native to  comprehensive  development  of 
water  resources  by  the  Federal  Government. 


AnalfH* 
for  dump  energy.  The  elty  paid  $105,679.73 
for  firm  energy  and  $69,147.32  for  dump. 
The  rates  were  4.19  mills  per  kUowmtt-how 
for  firm  energy  and  2.5  mUU  par  kilowaU- 
hoitt  for  dump.  The  dty^  total  puzvhana 
from  BPA  totaled  $164,827.06  f«  an  avw- 
age  rate  of  3.37  mills  per  kUowatt-hour. 

The  average  cost  trf  all  energy  purchikaad 
from  BonnevUle  In  1952  was  8.01  miUs  per 
kilowatt-hour.  This  lower  figure  icas  dua 
to  dump  replacement  for  steam  ennrgy  aoui 
to  the  intercompany  pod  because  of  a  crit- 
ical water  shortage  then  mstins  in  tha 
Northwest.  ^  ^ 

The  figtires  regarding  BPA  purchases  aerv* 
to  Illustrate  the  point  regarding  the  comparl- 
son  of  BPA  rates  to  the  city  to  the  costs  of 
city  generated  power  at  Cougar.  The  city 
will  continue  to  purchase  dump  energy  from 
the  Federal  system  at  a  rate  of  2.S  mllla  per 
kilowatt-hour.  Instead  of  buying  the  high- 
cost  firm  energy  from  BPA  at  the  rate  of  4.16 
mills,  the  city  will  provide  that  energy  from 
Cougar  at  a  cost  of  only  3.7  mills  per  kUo- 
watt-hour,  thus  saving  considerable  amoxinta 
of  money  for  Eugene  rate  payers. 

Dr.  Pearls  statement  was  of  course  true 
when  it  was  written,  but  It  was  based  on 
a  much  earlier  request  for  Information. 

On  July  2,  1954.  Dr.  Pearl  wrote  to  the 
superintendent  of  the  Exigene  Water  and 
Electric  Board  stating  that  the  partnership 
construction  of  Cougar  would  have  a  bene- 
ficial effect  on  the  Northwest  power  supply; 
that  the  city's  studies  tppear  sound;  that  It 
appears  economical  for  the  city  to  build  the 
powerplant  at  Cougar;  and  that  the  city  haa 
cooperated  fully  In  supplying  Information. 

The  Inference  Is  that  the  Government 
would  construct  the  nonpower  features  of  the 
dam  for  no  other  reason  than  to  allow  the 
city  to  Install  power  facilities.  This  is  not 
correct.  The  Government  portion  of  the 
project  is  justifiable  by  Itself.  Its  beneflt- 
to-cost  ratio  Is  1.88  to  1.  without  power  of 
any  sort,  and  is  2.06  to  1  for  fiood  control 
only.  This  Is  fa.  more  profitable  than  the 
power  feature  which,  according  to  the  Corps 
of  Engineers'  report  of  March  26,  1954,  shows 
a  beneflt-to-cost  ratio  of  only  1.29  to  1. 

This  Is  simply  not  correct.  The  allocation 
covers  all  preconstructlon  activities.  Such 
costs  which  are  allocated  to  power  will  be 
paid  by  the  city. 

The  portion  of  the  minority  statement 
which  purports  to  report  a  statement  made  In 
the  majority  report  Is  completely  wrong. 

The  true  statement  made  In  the  majority 
rejxart  is.  "The  site  of  the  Cougar  Dam  U 
above  and  near  the  service  area  and  existing 
facilities  of  the  Eugene  Water  and  Electric 
Board,  a  department  of  the  city  government 
of  Eugene,  Oreg.  A  preliminary  permit  haa 
been  Issued  to  the  board  by  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  for  investigation  of 
power  developments  on  the  upper  McKensle 
River  above  Cougar.  Tne  city  virlU  provide 
the  necessary  transmission  lines  from  the 
Cougar  project  to  connect  with  existing  lines 
in  the  region  for  distribution  of  the  power, 
thus  reducing  the  ultimate  costs  of  tb« 
project."  V 

The  statement  In  the  majority  report  in- 
fers very  clearly  to  other  planned  power  de- 
velopments, and  specifically  notes  tliat  tbey 
are  located  "above  Cougar." 

This  Is  a  misstatement  of  the  majority 
understanding  of  the  i>artnershlp  policy.  It 
appears  to  the  majority  that  if  the  Natloii  la 
going  to  get  the  electric  power  it  needs,  all 
utilities.  Federal  and  nonfederal,  public  and 
private,  must  do  their  share.  It  would  In- 
deed be  foolish  to  Insist  that  all  develop- 
ment be  Federal  at  the  expense  of  no  de- 
velopment at  alL  It  is  clear  that  the  Ptodenl 
Government  cannot  provide  the  total  invest- 
ment for  electric  power  which  will  be  p>edB< 
within  the  next  ao  years.  This  liCU.  an* 
others  like  tt.  merely  prortaie  a  hmwbs  « 
by  local  agencies  can  do  part  cC  Mm  ?St: ' 
must  be  done. 
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THE  UPPER  COLORADO  RIVER 
PROJEXTT 

ICr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorada  I  am 
very  much  pleased  that  the  Senator  has 
reodTed  assurances  from  the  very  able 
floor  leaders  of  the  two  partis.  Uncer- 
tainties have  been  mentioned  tonight. 
There  is  one  certainty.  I  shall  not  be 
vith  my  colleagues  in  January  In  per- 
son, hut  I  shall  be  watching  what  they 
do.  praying  for  than,  and  helping  them 
In  erery  way  I  can  to  have  the  bill 
brought  up  and  passed.  It  is  a  very  im- 
portant piece  of  legislatloa  The  Colo- 
rado is  a  great  river  in  an  arid  country. 
Every  drop  of  water  in  that  region  must 
be  conserved  and  put  to  good  use.  That 
Is  the  purpose  of  the  bill.  I  am  certain 
we  shall  have  better  fortune  in  the 
next  session  of  Congress.  I  am  glad  the 
Senator  has  moved  hi  that  direction  at 
this  particular  time. 

BCr.  MTTJ.TKTN.  I  thank  my  Col- 
league very  much.  \ 


THE  GOU>  REI^MPTION  ACT  OP 
1954 — STATEMENT  BY  SENATOR 
BRIDGES 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
RxcoRO  a  brief  statement  prepared  by 
me  regarding  the  Oold  Redemption  Act 
of  1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Recobd,  as  follows: 

Z  tntrodticed  In  this  present  session  of 
Ckmcress  a  bUl  8.  2332  entiUed  "Tbe  Oold 
Redemption  Act  of  1954."  After  careful 
eonsidention  at  the  time  of  introduction  I 
was  oonvlnced  that  this  legislation  was  nec- 
essary to  insure  a  stable  fiscal  and  monetary 
poUcy.  For  many  years  while  thla  country 
was  on  the  gold  standard  we  had  an  effective 
brake  on  Inflationary  fiscal  policy  and  I  was 
very  hopeful  that  the  Members  of  this  body 
would  have  the  opportunity  of  expressing 
their  opinion  on  the  reinstatement  of  a  pol- 
icy, proven  through  years  of  good  times  and 
bard  times  to  be  a  necessary  and  Integral 
part  of  sound  monetary  policy. 

I  can  conceive  of  no  adequate  reasoning 
or  ratlonaliaztlon  of  the  present  policy  which 
accords  to  foreigners  a  rignt  not  held  by 
our  own  citizens,  namely,  to  be  free  to  ex- 
change their  dollars  for  gold-  This  gold  be- 
longs to  our  citizens  and  the  right  to  acquire 
It  should  be  paramount  to  the  rights  of 
others,  whoever  they  may  be. 

I  intend  to  reintroduce  this  legislation  in 
the  84th  Congress  and  Tlgoroiuly  press  for 
passage.  I  feel  certain  that  many  of  my 
good  friends  and  colleagues  share  my  con- 
viction. 


I 


THE  SENIOR  SENATOR  FROM  NEW 
HAMPSHIRE  AND  THE  REPORTER 
MAOAZn^E 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  l>resident.  yes- 
terday evening  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  BRnxas],  the 
President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States,  the  chairman  of  the 
CiMnmittee  on  Appropriations,  addressed 
the  Senate  on  a  point  of  personal  priv- 
ilege. His  subject  was  a  smear  which 
was  directed  agahist  him  last  month  by 
a  certain  yeUow  JoumsJ  on  slick  paper. 


operated  by  a  cynical,  suHline  anti-anti- 
Communlst. 

I  did  not  have  an  opportunity  to  ad- 
dress myself  to  the  thoughts  I  have  had 
for  a  long  time  with  refer^ce  to  the 
subject  matter  under  discussion  at  that 
time,  and  with  reference  to  my  views 
and  estimation  of  the  great  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  there 
may  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  a  state- 
ment of  my  views,  which  I  would  have 
expressed  at  that  time. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  McCarran 
As  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
pointed  out,  he  was  not  the  flrst,  by  any 
means,  to  be  smeared  In  this  way;  and  so 
long  as  the  publication  which  attacked  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  oontinues  to 
receive  money  from  various  sources,  it  Is  to  be 
presumed  such  attacks  will  continue.  At- 
tacks have  been  made  by  this  same  yellow 
slick  on  the  McCarran  Act,  its  tuthors,  the 
reasons  for  it  and  its  operatien;  on  the 
Government  loyalty  program;  cn  congres- 
sional investigating  committees;  and,  as  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  pointed  out. 
on  numerous  Individuals  who  have  at  one 
time  or  anfcther  opposed  communism  and 
fought  for  .  restoration  and  pregervatlon  of 
the  principles  of  traditional  Americanism. 

I  will  not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate,  Mr. 
President,  to  make  a  defense  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  against  the  smear 
charges  leveled  at  him  through  the  pages  of 
this  yellow  slick  by  the  pink  slickers  who  run 
It.  But  I  do  want  to  say  a  few  words  about 
my  own  experience  with  the  senior  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire. 

I  have  been  closely  associated  with  the 
senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  as  a 
Member  of  this  body,  for  more  than  17  years. 
I  have  had  an  opportunity  to  observe  him  in 
action  and  inaction,  relaxed  and  Under  pres- 
sure, In  a  wide  variety  of  circumstances.  I 
know  him  to  be.  first  of  all  and  above  every- 
thing else,  a  man  of  honor  and  principle. 
His  word  is  not  given  lightly;  but  when  given, 
his  word  is  as  good  as  any  man's  bond.  He  Is 
a  man  of  strong  likes  and  dlslikeji.  but  he 
makes  his  decisions  on  the  basis  of  the  facts, 
and  never  on  the  basis  of  bias. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  Is  a  man 
of  great  energy,  an  active  man,  s  man  who 
drives  himself,  and  who  accomplishes  a  full 
60  minutes  of  work  In  each  hour  of  every 
day;  yet  he  always  manages  to  flsd  time  for 
those  courtesies,  large  and  small,  the  remem- 
brance and  performance  of  which  constitute 
the  haUmark  of  a  true  gentleman. 

I  have  served  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  on  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations during  all  of  his  tenure  on  that 
committee;  and  I  have  never  known  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  who  did  a  better  Job  on 
that  committee  than  its  present  chairman, 
Senator  Styles  Bridges.  As  chairman  of  a 
subcommittee,  he  has  demonstrated  a  com- 
plete and  Intimate  grasp  of  all  the  details  of 
the  complex  bUl  which  his  sulicommlttee 
handles;  and  as  one  who  has  been  himself  a 
subcommittee  chairman  over  a  jjerlod  of 
many  years,  I  know  how  much  midnight  oil 
he  has  had  to  biu-n  in  order  to  get  that  grasp 
and  that  understanding.  As  chairman  of  the 
full  Committee  on  Appropriations,  Senator 
BamcEs  has  made  It  a  point  to  become  fa- 
miliar with  the  essential  details  of  every  bill 
which  has  gone  through  that  committee,  and 
the  fact  that  he  has  succeeded  in  this  is  com- 
pelling testimony  concerning  the  acuteness 


of  his  Intellect,  the  retentlveness  of  his  mem- 
ory, and  his  industrious  dedication  to  hard 
work  in  pursuance  of  the  cail  of  duty. 

The  senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
is  stanchly  and  firmly  and  actively  anti- 
Communist.  He  talks  that  way  and  he  votes 
that  way  and  he  acts  that  w»y.  This  U,  un- 
doubtedly, one  of  the  principle  reasons  why 
he  has  been  subjected  to  »uch  a  virulent 
smear  campaign. 

The  State  of  New  Hampshire  Is  represented 
today,  in  its  senior  Senator,  by  a  man  of  un- 
excelled Integrity,  and  courage,  and  vision, 
and  patriotism.  The  senior  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  has  proved  bis  merit,  as  he 
has  proved  his  ability  and  his  capacity  and 
his  Americanism.  No  smear  campaign  can 
sully  his  reputation,  because  the  record  of 
his  service  here  refutes  and  will  refute  any 
smear  that  even  the  most  invidious  mind 
can  concoct. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  join  with  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  Nevada  in  his  statement 
regarding  the  senior  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
not  on  the  floor  when  the  senior  Senator 
from  New.  Hampshire  made  his  remarks 
with  respect  to  an  article  in  Reporter 
magazine.  Inasmuch  as  I  was  not  pres- 
ent at  the  time,  I  have  prepared  a  short 
statement  on  the  subject,  and  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  have  it  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senatob  Watkins 
Inasmuch  as  I  was  not  present  on  the  floor 
Thursday  when  the  personal  statement  was 
made  by  Senator  BamcEs  relative  to  the  sciir- 
rilous  attack  made  upon  hltn  by  Reporter 
magazine,  I  would  like  to  take  Just  a  few 
moments  to  join  in  the  remarks  made  on  ttiU 
subject  during  yesterday's  session. 

First  of  all.  I  would  like  to  add  my  personal 
tribute  to  those  expressed  yesterday,  attest- 
ing to  the  high  record  of  integrity,  courage, 
and  personal  achievement  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire  during  his  terms 
in  the  Senate.  His  is  a  record  of  words  and 
deeds  that  will  stand  like  the  Rock  of  Gibral- 
tar, unassailable  and  unyielding  to  the  puny 
assaults  by  radical  elements  Whose  only  ap- 
parent purpose  is  to  tear  down  and  destroy. 

In  view  of  the  circumstances  of  the  attacks 
made  upon  him,  and  in  view  also  of  the 
backgrounds  of  the  individuals  involved 
therein,  I  feel  that  the  Senntor  from  New 
Hampshire  was  fully  Justified  In  bringing  the 
matter  before  the  Senate  and  discussing  it 
candidly  and  frankly.  The  attempt  to  smear 
and  discredit  a  distinguished  member  of  this 
body  was  made  In  a  commerolal  publication 
purporting  to  express  honest  public  opinion, 
but  which  in  reality,  is  actually  a  subsidiaed 
propaganda  medium  of  dubious  origin  and 
sponsorship,  as  shown  by  ths  testimony  of 
Senator  BRmcEs  and  editorial  comment  he 
presented. 

I  regret  that  a  man  of  Senator  Bmdces* 
stature  and  reputation  has  tc  defend  him- 
self from  such  low  and  unwarranted  attacks 
but  I  feel  that  people  of  his  State  will  not  be 
misled  by  such  tactics  and  that  he  will  bene- 
fit from  the  support  so  promptly  and  whole- 
heartedly provided  by  Members  of  this  body. 


INDIAN    LEGISLATION    APPECTINa 
THE  INDIANS 
Mr.  WATKINS.     Mr.  President.  I  have 
prepared  a  statement  with  respect  to  leg- 
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islation  affecting  the  Indians  which  has 
been  passed  and  signed  into  law  in  the 
83d  Congre&i.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  statement  may  be  printed  in  the 
RxcoRO  at  tills  ix>int. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statxmsnt  bt  SxNAToa  Watkins 

The  rush  of  business  and  the  fatigue  of 
this  body  prevente  one  from  taking  the  time 
of  the  MemtMrs  in  presenting  the  type  of  a 
r^sum6  of  the  83d  Congress  record  on  Indian 
legislation  thut  I  would  have  liked  to  make, 
but  I  feel  that;  I  would  be  remiss  in  my  duty 
were  I  to  allo^v  this  session  to  recess  without 
briefly  recaplT.ulatlng  the  accomplishmenU 
of  this  Congress  in  a  field  long  recognized  as 
one  of  the  rial  legislative  challenges.  As 
a  result  of  ttese  accomplishments,  we  who 
have  worked  on  the  legislation  sincerely  hope 
that  this  cour  try  is  now  on  the  path  toward 
a  solution  to  the  long  standing  and  complex 
problem  of  acministering  Indian  affairs. 

No  one  person  or  subcommittee  can  or 
seeks  to  claim  the  credit  for  what  has  been 
done.  Rather,  thU  record  U  the  result  of 
the  finest  of  team  cooperation  between  your 
subcommittee  on  Indian  Alfairs  and  iU  com- 
panion body  in  the  Hovue,  the  Commissioner 
of  Indian  Aifalrs.  his  staff  and  Indian  Bureau 
personnel,  and  the  delegates  and  members  of 
the  Indian  tribes. 

Earlier  this  .session,  a  count  was  made  re- 
vealing that  ecme  sixty-odd  days  of  hearings 
had  been  held  In  conjunction  with  the  House 
committee.  Over  a  mUlion  words  went  into 
the  transcript  record  of  some  300  witnesses 
at  these  Joint  liearlngs.  The  witnesses  testi- 
fied on  the  question  of  termination  of  Fed- 
eral  supervisicn  over  several  Indian  tribes 
deemed  ready  for  full  citizenship 

My  purpose  :n  reciting  these  flgxires  is  not 
to  Impress  you  with  the  work  done  or  the 
transcript  compUed.  but  to  lay  a  foundation 
for  the  statement  that  what  has  been  done 
during  the  83d  Congress  has  been  done  after 
due  consultat.on  with  aU  the  interested 
parties. 

Besides  this  work,  the  Senate  has  passed 
approximately  50  lesser  Indian  bills  and4 
other  bills  dealing  with  a  major  change  in 
substantive  law  affecting  the  Indian  right 
to  own  and  sell  private  property,  carry  uid 
T^?".^**'°"'  P^chaae  and  possess  liquor. 
The  Indian  people  have  been  given  a  better 
health  service  through  the  passage  of  H.  R. 
JUJ  and  law  enforcement  on  Indian  reser- 
vations has  been  given  a  shot  in  the  arm  by 
the  passage  of  Public  Law  280 

i.w  ^Vl  '^"  '*""y  *^«^  P"*  2  years,  but 
labor  without  beneficial  results  U  little  or 
no  accomplishment  at  all.  The  next  few 
years  will  prove  the  wiwlom  of  what  we  have 
done  during  these  years.  Without  detract- 
ng  from  the  viUue  of  the  lesser  bills  passed 
lets  just  address  ourselves  to  the  major 
pieces  of  legislation  which  were  passed  so 
that  the  picture  can  be  clearly  seen  and 
adjudged. 

For  150  years  Uncle  Sam  has  been  perform- 
Ing  the  function  of  guardian  or  trustee  over 
our  Indian  population,  and.  despite  the  1934 
act  of  Congress  conveying  citizenship  on  aU 
Indians  in  our  country,  the  theory  has  been 
prevailing  in  the  minds  of  many  Indians  and 
non-Indians  th.it  the  Indian  citizen  was  per- 

f[i  T^**..***  ^  *  member  of  a  nation  within 
the  United  States  nation.  The  Indian  prob- 
lem for  years  has  been  like  the  weather— 
everyone  talked  about  it  but  nobody  did  any- 
thing about  it. 

In  the  80th  Congress,  the  problem  was 
surveyed  and  singled  out,  and.  as  this  83d 
congress  convened,  we  proceeded  to  define 
the  problem  and  call  upon  the  Secretary  of 
Interior  for  asaistance  In  accomplishing  a 
solution.  As  s  definlUon  of  the  problem 
»e  passed,  unanimously.  House  Concurrent 
Resolution  IDS— which  declares  it  to  be  the 
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Y°^V  ^^°«'*~  "*°  "«*e  the  Indian  wlth- 

Mbject  to  the  same  privileges  and  responsi- 
bilities as  are  applicable  to  other  citizens 
rtr  the  United  States,  to  end  their  status  as 
wards  of  the  United  States,  and  to  grant 
them  all  of  the  rights  and  prerogatives  per- 
taining to  American  citizenship  •• 

This  resolution  asked  and  directed  the 
Secretary  of  Interior  to  study  legislation 
desJlng  with  the  subject  of  terminating  Fed- 
eral  supervision  over  certain  prescribed  tribes 
and  report  to  Congress  his  recommendation 
for  such  legislation. 

During  the  fall  of  last  year,  the  Indian 
Bureau  circulated  tentative  drafts  of  legis- 
lation among  the  various  Indian  groups  af- 
fected by  House  Concurrent  Resolution  108 
and  as  the  second  session  opened,  the  Sec- 
retary made  his  report  to  the  Congress  and 
submitted  proposed  legislation. 

The  bills  were  introduced  and  followed  the 
routine  of  public  hearings,  amendment,  and 
reports.  Of  the  11  termination  bills  intro- 
duced, the  Congress  passed  8.  Some  reflec- 
tion must  be  given  on  this  to  realize  the 
fuu  meaning  of  the  passage  of  these  bills, 
^ese  are  the  first  bills  to  terminate,  rather 
than  to  extend  Federal  supervision  over  the 
lives  and  properties  of  the  Indian  peoples  of 
our  Nation.  This  starts  the  ball  rolling  on 
the  aim  of  getting  the  Ctoverrunent  out  of 
the  Indian  biosiness. 

The  bills  are  not  stereotyped.  Rather  they 
are  individually  drawn  to  attack  the  particu- 
lar problems  facing  the  group  or  tribe  con- 
cerned. Particular  State  problems  required 
difference  solutions:  treaty  rights  required 
specific  treatment  of  certain  bUls  In  order  to 
avoid  any  act  In  violation  of  a  treaty  provi- 
sion; economics  and  integraUon  differences 
required  various  lengths  of  time  for  accom- 
plUhing  the  transition. 

This  is  the  beginning  of  a  program  which 
wui  set  the  pattern  for  other  tribes.  I  feel 
sure  that  the  restate  wlU  prove  to  Indians 
and  non-Indiana  alike  that  with  the  en- 
coiiragement  placed  in  these  bUls,  the  Indian 
people  who  are  ready  can  shown  the  Initia- 
tlve  and  Industry  necessary  for  success  In 
society.  Indians  are  not  lazy,  but  they  can- 
not aU  be  forced  to  farm  or  raise  sheep  and 
catUe.  Given  his  property  and  the  right 
and  obligation  to  manage  it  wisely,  the  In- 
dian wiU  soon  prove  himself,  as  has  every 
other  minority  In  this  melting  pot  of  races 
The  tribes  and  bands  which  wUl  be  given 
full  freedom  at  certain  fixed  times  by  these 
bUls  are: 

1.  Menominee  of  Wisconsin. 
Klamath  of  Oregon. 
Alabama  and  Kooshada  tribes  of  Ttxas. 
Sixty  tribes  of  western  Oregon. 
Four  Palute  bands  of  Utah 
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same  technical  and  professional  level  pio- 
vlded  for  aU  the  non-Indian  people  of  tbls 
country.  *^  ^^ 

The  bUl  to  provide  a  mare  effective  agri- 
cultural  extension  service  among  the  to- 
dlans  has  passed  the  Senate  and  now  Ues  la 
the  House  Rules  Committee,  where  sqom 
good  legislauon  has  perished  trxxa  poliucal 
vengeance.  Opponents  to  this  bUI  are  de- 
priving their  Indian  people  of  much  valu- 
able and  avaUable  assistance  from  the 
county   agricultural    agents   of   our   Nation. 

The  need  for  a  more  effective  Indian  Bx- 
tenslon  Service,  which  this  bUl  would  have 
provided,  prompts  me  to  caU  upon  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  and  the  Secretarv  of 
Agriculture  to  obtain  as  many  of  the  b«H»- 
nts  of  the  transfer  proposed  in  this  bm  as 
are  possible  by  utUlzlng  the  exUtlng  lasta. 
latlve  authority  contained  In  secUon  SOlof 
the  act  of  June  30,  1932  (47  Stet  417  aa 
amended— 31  U.  S.  C.  636). 

r^I!^^^J^^°^^  **  °°  singular  accompUsh- 
ment,  Mr.  President.     I  will  not  attempt  to 

»^^*^"*^*'°^  '^^°  *^^«  P°ol«J  their  Urn. 
and  efforts  In  a  sincere  desire  to  come^ 
with  a  solution  to  the  ever-growing— but  up 
But°i°I;  l^J^^^  ^Ignored-Indlan  probleS 
f^l  \  ^^  *°  publicly  express  my  apprecU^ 
II  I^lw*"*  association  I  have  enjoyed  this 
year  with  the  ranking  minority  member  on 
the  subcommittee,  Mr.  AKiwsbN  from  Ne! 
Mexico  Sincere  devotion,  untirtog  energy, 
and  a  keen  Insight  into  the  Indian  proSS 

*^1.^°  *^*  <»^»"es  that  insured  ^ 
contrlbuuon  wbich  Senator  Ai«oso»madJ 
to  this  program.  I  bave  enjoyed  hwlng 
His  counsel  on  these  legislative  matters! 

Congressman  BxMT.  who  has  chairmanned 
the  House  Subcommittee  on  Indian  Affair^ 
has   done   a   mammoth   Job   thla    year    aiid 

^^I^''  °°L'*?  *^*"  *"•  ciperatlon^  ^ 
gram  would  have  floundenxl  and  been  tost 

trlbuted  to  our  achlevemenU  In  this  l«rto. 
UoZ^        '^  ^  "^'''^  "^y  heartfelt  wrSlT 


3. 
3. 
4. 
6.  

6.  Northern  Ute  Indians  of  Uintah -Otu-av 
Reservation  of  Utah. 

Diiring  the  hearings,  facts  were  developed 
concerning  other  tribes,  which  necessitated 
studies  and  proposals  to  solve  particular 
problems.  Hence,  the  bills  dealing  with  the 
liberation  of  Seminole.  Turtle  Mountain.  Sac 
and  Fox  of  Kansas.  Flathead  and  Indians  of 
California  must  await  another  Congress  for 
final  action.  Their  problems  are  not  Instir- 
mountable.  but  require  some  further  time 
and  study. 

Now.  aU  this  would  be  a  sizable  accom- 
plishment alone,  but  there  Is  more. 

H.  R.  303  was  signed  by  the  President 
recently.  Under  its  provisions,  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  will  transfer  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  Health,  EducaUon,  and  Welfare  aU 
his  duUes.  powers,  obligations,  responsibUi- 
tles,  and  authority  having  to  do  with  the 
establishment  and  administration  of  facili- 
ties for  the  health  and  hospitalization  of 
the   Indians   of  America. 

The  need  for  a  better  Indian  health  pro- 
gram has  long  existed.  This  Uw  is  designed 
to  accomplish  that  result,  and  given  a 
chance  it  will.  Today  the  Indian  Is  entitled 
to   a   nonsegregated   health   service   on   the 


coNCLUDma  remarks  op  thb 

MINORITY  LEADER 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presl- 
aent.  with  the  session  rapidly  coming  to 

fn^^^  *i  ^  °^°  ^^^^^  ^^^  autopsies  of 
the  83d  Congress.  '        . 

It  is  my  understanding  that  there  Is  a 
very  interesting  analysis  at  the  other 
%^^°J  ^^^^'^^v&i^si  Avenue.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  equally  Interesting  analyses 
are  rolling  off  the  mimeograph  machines 
c^ed  by  the  national  poUUcal  coMtnit- 

I  have  seen  already  references  to  this 
as  the  can  do  Congress.  I  suppose  from 
the  standpoint  of  statistics  that  is  an 
accurate  statement. 

This  Congress  has  passed  many  bills. 
It  has  approved  many  resolutions.  It 
has  spent  many  days-and  nights— In 
long  sessions  grappling  with  the  compli- 
cated problems  of  our  times. 

On  a  statisUcal  basis,  the  record  of 
this  Congress  will  probably  stack  up 
against  any.  However,  I  doubt  seriously 
whether  the  value  of  a  Congress  can  be 
judged  on  the  basis  of  bill  numbers 
wordage.  smd  hours  in  session. 

I  have  seen  many  so-caUed  bok  scores 
indicating  the  extent  to  which  the  Pres- 
ident's programs  have  been  approved  or 
disapproved.  There  are  some  who  ap- 
pear to  believe  that  the  worth  of  this 
Congress  can  be  determined  soldiy  by 
such  a  box  score. 

However,  I  doubt  seriously  whether 
the  people  sent  us  here  just  to  stamp 
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yea  or  nay  on  prc^rams  of  the  executlre 
agencies. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  fimction  of 
Congress  Is  to  legislate  for  our  people. 
Success  or  failure  in  this  field  can  be 
measured  by  one  yardstick  and  one 
yardstick  only. 

What  has  the  Congress  done  to  pro- 
mote the  security  of  America  and  the 
prosperity  and  freedom  of  its  citizens? 

We  will  be  deceiving  no  one  but  our- 
selves if  we  apply  any  other  test.  Cer- 
tainly, we  will  not  be  deceiving  the 
American  people.  They  have  never  used 
any  other  standard  for  determining  suc- 
cess or  failure. 

The  American  people  do  not  care 
whether  a  program  has  been  50  or  60  or 
even  80  percent  approved.  They  want 
to  know  whether  the  program  has 
sufficient  merit  to  be  approved  at  all — 
In  any  form  and  to  any  extent. 

Last  ye^,  I  described  the  first  session 
of  the  83d  Congress  as  a  "shakedown" 
cruise.  It  was  a  session  in  which  the 
new  Republican  administration  set  up 
its  study  grdups — an  earnest  endeavor 
to  find  a  Republican  program. 

During  that  period  there  was  little 
activity  that  was  startling  or  novel.  We 
extended  some  of  the  legislation  that 
had  been  passed  during  the  preceding 
two  decades.  The  administration  cut 
down  on  the  strength  of  our  defenses. 
There  were  some  minor  changes  in  the 
activities  of  the  executive  agencies. 

By  the  time  this  tmtkon  had  opened, 
however,  the  Republicans  had  finally 
found  their  program.  I  will  leave  it  to 
history  to  determine  whether  this  pro- 
gram was  "bold,  dsmamic.  and  progres- 
sive." There  can  be  no  doubt,  however, 
that  it  was  truly  a  Republican  pro- 
gram— ^with  a  few  exceptions. 

One  of  those  exceptions,  of  course, 
was  the  long-range  foreign  trade  pro- 
gram. I  believe  it  was  set  forth  by  some- 
thing called  the  Randall  Commission. 

The  name  of  the  commission  is  by  now 
academic.  It  had  the  support  of  the 
President  and  the  support  of  a  majority 
of  the  Democrats.  But  when  its  pro- 
posals hit  the  Senate  fioor.  this  part  of 
the  "bold,  new"  program  was  turned 
down  by  members  of  the  President's 
party— 100  percent. 

No  doubt,  this  is  why  the  President 
had  to  tour  the  Illinois  State  Fair  in  a 
search  for  more  Republicans  to  help  put 
his  program  across. 

In  all  fairness,  however,  it  must  be 
admitted  that  the  administration  will 
need  more  Republicans  to  put  many 
aspects  of  its  program  across.  This  ses- 
sion has  charted  for  the  American  peo- 
ple the  course  of  Republicanism.  It  has 
d^nitely  shown  what  can  be  expected 
In  the  future. 

The  record  of  the  83d  Congress  is  very 
clear.    It  consists  of: 

A  Republican  tax  revision  bill  which 
granted  relief  to  corporations  and  stock- 
holders and  overrode  Democratic  efforts 
to  obtain  relief  for  people  in  the  low-in- 
come brackets. 

A  Republican  farm  bill  designed  to 
solve  the  problem  of  farm  surpluses  by 
driving  farm  income  down  even  lower 
than  it  has  gone  already. 

A  RepubUcan  labor  bill  wanted  neither 
by  labor  nor  management  which  Demo- 


crats succeeded  in  returning  to  com- 
mittee. 

A  Republican  atomic  energy  bill  which 
safeguards  the  public  against  monopoly 
only  because  of  Democratic  amend- 
ments. 

A  statehood  bill  for  Hawaii  and  Alaska 
which  was  biu-led  because  Republicans 
refused — in  the  face  of  all  precedent— to 
consider  the  two  together. 

Legislation  to  control  subversion  fea- 
tured by  a  Democratic  amendment  to 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party  in  the 
United  States. 

Appropriations  for  rural  electrifica- 
tion which  were  brought  to  ade<iuate 
levels  by  successful  Democratic  efforts. 

Housing  legislation  which  provided 
35.000  housing  units  instead  of  the  140,- 
000  requested  by  the  President. 

Social  security  expansion  which  was 
supported  by  members  of  both  parties. 

This,  of  course,  is  not  an  exhaustive 
list  of  tlie  achievements  of  this  Congress. 
But  it  represents  in  my  mind  the  major 
issues  upon  which  this  Congress  must 
be — and  will  be — judged. 

I  do  not  believe  that  foreign  policy  will 
enter  too  much  into  the  final  judgment. 
There  were  few  clear-cut  votes  in  this 
session  which  highlight  differences  in 
basic  philosophy  in  this  field. 

It  is.  however,  about  the  only  field  in 
which  such  clear-cut  tests  did  not  exist. 
This  is  truly  the  session  which  separated 
the  men  from  the  boys — the  Democrats 
from  the  Republicans. 

There  were  even  a  few  outstanding  ex- 
amples of  that  rarity  in  Senate  history — 
100  percent  party  votes. 

For  example.  Senate  Republicans 
voted  100  percent  against  the  President's 
long-range  foreign  trade  program. 
Democrats,  on  the  other  hand,  voted  100 
percent  to  recommit  the  Taft-Hartley 
revision  bill. 

Party  votes  of  100  percent  are  rare, 
however.  Party  unity  must  be  meas- 
ured in  terms  of  less  ambitious  percent- 
ages— such  as  the  96  percent  Democratic 
vote  to  insist  upon  antimonopoly  amend- 
ments to  the  atomic  energy  bill. 

The  voting  statistics  clearly  demon- 
strate the  point.     They  include : 

Democrats  92  percent  for  and  Repub- 
licans 86  percent  against  a  motion  to  in- 
crease REA  funds. 

Democrats  95  percent  for  and  Repub- 
licans 93  percent  against  a  motion  to 
consider  Hawaiian  and  Alaskan  state- 
hood together. 

Democrats  91  percent  for  and  Repub- 
licans 97  percent  against  a  motion  to 
recommit  the  railroad  rate  increasing 
time-lag  bill. 

Democrats  93  percent  against  and  Re- 
publicanfe  98t>ercent  for  the  nomination 
of  Albert  C.  Beeson  to  the  National  La- 
bor Relations  Board. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  these  percent- 
ages paint  the  true  picture  of  this  ses- 
sion. The  83d  Congress  provided  the 
acid  test  of  the  basic  differences  in  Dem- 
ocratic and  Republican  philosophies.  It 
gave  the  Members  of  both  parties  an 
imexcelled  opportunity  to  stand  up  and 
be  counted. 

On  the  whole,  it  was  not  an  acrimoni- 
ous session.  Despite  the  differences  in 
oiu-  votes,  I  believe  I  can  count  close  and 


\\ 


personal  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle  as  well  as  on  this  side. 

I  also  believe  that  every  Member  voted 
his  honest  convictions.  I  do  not  chal- 
lenge the  sincerity  of  those  convictions 
whatever  I  may  think  of  their  wisdom. 

There  is  no  desire  on  my  part  to  ap- 
ply any  terms  or  epithets  to  this  Con- 
gress. It  has  been  an  arena  for  the  con- 
flict of  basic  viewpoints  in  American  life. 

The  merit  of  those  viewpoints  will  be 
decided  in  November  by  the  court  of  last 
appeals — the  voters  of  America. 

Mr.  President,  these  are  the  closing 
hours  of  this  session  of  the  83d  Congress. 

I  take  the  opportunity  to  thank  all 
those  whose  cooperation  and  courtesy 
have  helped  in  bringing  us  thr<)ugh  the 
gruelling  days  and  nights. 

This  has  been  an  exhausting  session — 
the  most  exhausting  in  my  memory.  It 
has  been  one  that  has  tested  not  only 
the  ability  of  each  Individual  Senator 
but  also  the  sheer,  physical  stumina. 

At  times,  it  has  assumed  th«  aspects 
of  a  marathon. 

First,  I  wish  to  thank  my  Democratic 
colleagues,  whose  patience,  understand- 
ing, and  forebearance  have  meant  so 
much  to  me  personally.  I  am  deeply 
grateful  to  them  for  their  cooperation 
with  a  junior  colleague  assigned  to  an 
exacting  and  very  difficult  task. 

I  have  always  looked  upon  the  leader- 
ship as  a  collective  responsibility.  I 
have  considered  it  a  position  In  which 
a  man  should  seek  the  cooperation  of 
all  his  colleagues,  whatever  may  be  their 
individual  points  of  view. 

I  believe  that  all  of  us  wortcing  to- 
gether have  produced  that  kind  of  co- 
operation. I  think  we  have  also  con- 
stituted a  minority  that  is  serious,  re- 
sponsible, and  ready  at  all  times  to 
debate  issues  without  respect  to  person- 
alities. 

The  record  of  the  minority  in  this  Con- 
gress is  one  of  which  I  am  very  proud. 
I  believe  it  reflects  collective  judgment, 
collective  effort,  and  a  mutual  effort  to 
solve  the  problems  of  a  nation  which  is 
vast  in  territory. 

It  would  be  impossible  in  the  limited 
time  available  to  recount  all  of  the  many 
acts  of  courtesy  and  cooperation  on  the 
part  of  my  colleagues.  But  I  do  want 
to  single  out  one  man — our  beloved  col- 
league, the  Democratic  whip.  Earlk 
Clements,  of  Kentucky. 

It  would  be  almost  impossible  for  any 
leader  to  function  without  a  strong  right 
arm  like  Earle  Clements.  Through  try- 
ing days  and  nights,  he  has  worked  hard 
and  faithfully.  I  believe  that  every 
man  in  this  Chamber  is  proud  to  call 
him  a  friend. 

Earle  Clements  is  an  able  man,  a  loyal 
man,  a  man  who  symbolizes  the  high 
traditions  of  leadership  and  statesman- 
ship of  his  native  State  of  Kentucky. 
He  has  worked  day  and  night  on  the 
problems  of  his  State  and  the  problems 
of  his  Nation  and  his  work  has  always 
been  effective. 

In  regard  to  the  Senate,  as  a  whole, 
I  express  my  thanks  to  the  majority 
leader  for  his  honorable  conduct  and  for 
the  fairness  which  he  has  consistently 
displayed. 

I  have  a  deep  affection  for  the  ma- 
jority leader  and  a  tremendous  respect 
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for  patriotism  and  his  integrity.  I  have 
disagreed  wiUi  him  frequently — within 
the  last  half  hour  we  had  2  or  3  disagree- 
ments— and  sometimes  quite  sharply. 
But  I  have  never  known  him  to  be  petty 
or  mean  in  his  dealings  with  the  mi- 
nority. 

The  majority  leader  is  a  loyal  and  sin- 
cere American  and  a  man  whom  I  am 
proud  to  call  a  friend.  We  are  on  oppo- 
site sides  of  the  political  fence,  but  our 
political  disagreement  shall  never  im- 
pair our  personal  friendship. 

I  express  my  gratitude,  appreciation. 
and  thanks  to  one  of  the  great  men  of 
the  Senate,  the  leader  of  the  Independ- 
ent Party,  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon [Mr.  Morse] .  He  renders  a  great 
service,  not  c>nly  to  the  Independent 
Party  and  to  the  minority  and  the  ma- 
jority, but.  wliat  is  more  important,  to 
the  entire  Nation.  Few  men  in  this  body 
have  the  conception  of  the  legislation 
that  is  considered  by  the  Senate  that  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  has.  Always  able, 
always  clear,  although  sometimes  not  ef- 
fective, when  the  majority  and  minority 
gang  up  on  him,  he  always  makes  a  rec- 
ord that  all  miist  respect,  and  I  know  all 
admire. 

I  thank  the  Vice  President  for  the  fair 
manner  in  which  he  has  presided  over 
the  Senate.  It  is  a  deep  pleasure  to  work 
with  men  who  are  capable  of  dealing 
fairly  with  their  colleagues. 

In  this  smnming  up,  we  should  not  for- 
get the  emplcyees  and  officials  of  the 
Senate.  Thej  have  worked  long  and 
hard  hours  ard  their  major  compensa- 
tion has  been  the  satisfaction  of  a  Job 
well  done. 

On  our  side  of  the  aisle  there  are  men 
like  "Skeeter"  Johnson  and  his  able 
assistant,  Bobby  Baker.  I  beUeve  that 
every  member  of  the  minority  will  agree 
with  me  that  having  men  like  that  on 
our  side  has  been  half  the  battle  in 
Democratic  successes. 

Skeeter  and  Bobby  are  two  most  in- 
dispensable mon  on  the  Democratic  side 
of  the  Chamt«r.  Their  patience,  tact 
and  deep  sense  of  patriotism  have  con- 
tributed as  much  as  any  other  single 
factor  to  this  Senate.  I  believe  that  all 
of  us  look  ur>on  them  as  friends  and 
advisers— and  few  of  us  would  do  so  well 
without  their  friendship  and  advice. 

We  could  call  a  long  list  of  Senate 
employees  who  have  worked  selflessly 
and  hard. 

Emery  Prazier,  our  Chief  Clerk,  who 
has  dealt  fairly  and  impartially  with 
Members  on  toth  sides  of  the  aisle. 

Ted  Mansur.  our  able  legislative  clerk, 
who  has  extended  to  all  of  us  many  cour- 
tesies under  trying  conditions. 

Charley  Wstkins.  our  Parliamentar- 
ian, who  has  tlie  heavy  burden  of  passing 
upon  the  nflei  governing  our  debate. 

Floyd  Riddiok.  who  has  filled  Charley 
Watkins'  place  so  ably  while  Charley  has 
been  recuperating  from  an  illness. 

Edward  Hickey.  our  Journal  clerk,  who 
has  worked  day  and  night  through  such 
exhaustive  circumstances. 

Lewis  W.  BaUey,  our  experienced  exec- 
utive clerk. 

James  W.  Murphy,  of  the  Official  Re- 
porters' staff,  who  stayed  In  his  office 
night  after  nl?ht  unUl  3  or  4  o'clock  in 
the   morning,   whipping   the   Congus- 


siONAL  RxcoRS  Into  Shape  in  order  that 
it  might  be  ready  for  us  the  following 
morning.  And  I  must  include  his  ex- 
tremely efficient  staff  of  Official  Report- 
ers in  this  well-merited  praise. 

Mr.  President,  this  rollcall  could  be 
interminable.  I  believe  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  has  some  of  the  hardest 
working  and  most  devoted  employees  in 
the  Nation.  Without  their  hard  work 
and  devotion,  representative  government 
would  soon  break  down. 

From  a  legislative  standpoint,  this  ses- 
sion of  the  83d  Congress  will  soon  become 
history.  It  will  be  the  subject  of  debate 
by  the  court  of  last  appeals — the  public. 
We  shall  all  go  forth  with  our  respective 
versions  of  what  has  happened.  I  sus- 
pect that  those  versions  will  differ  at 
times. 

But  at  this  time,  I  express  my  deep 
respect  and  affection  for  my  colleagues 
and  the  people  who  have  worked  cooper- 
aUvely  with  us.  AU  of  us  are  trying  to 
do  our  duty  as  we  see  it;  and  so  long  as 
that  is  the  case,  our  form  of  government 
will  survive.  1 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  respond  to  the  Senator  from  Texas, 
the  able  minority  leader  [Mr.  Johnson], 
by  saying  that  I  deeply  appreciate  his 
remarks  in  reference  to  the  representa- 
tive of  the  Independent  Party.  Also.  I 
wish  to  associate  myself  with  the  Senator 
from  Texas  in  the  statement  he  has 
made  in  regard  to  other  Members  of  the 
Senate,  including  the  majority  leader 
and  members  of  the  Senate  staff. 

To  the  majority  leader  and  to  the  mi- 
nority leader.  I  wish  to  say  this:  I  am 
deeply  appreciative  of  the  very  fair  and 
professional  treatment  they  have  ac- 
corded me  throughout  this  session  of  the 
Congress.  It  has  been  a  rather  rough 
and  tough  one  for  the  representative  of 
the  Independent  Party,  but  I  have  al- 
ways recei\'ed  from  the  majority  leader 
and  mmority  leader  very  courteous  and 
fair  treatment  withm  the  rules  of  the 
Senate.  But  I  have  received  something 
more,  which  is  probably  not  fully  known 
by  some  Members  of  the  Senate.  Al- 
though the  majority  leader  and  the  mi- 
nority leader  and  I  have  not  always 
agreed  on  the  merits  of  Issues,  I  have 
received  from  them  personal  considera- 
tion by  way  of  expressions  of  friendship 
which  have  deeply  moved  me  and  I 
would  not  be  human  if  I  did  not  ap- 
preciate it. 

I  mention  only  this  example  of  those 
expressions  of  personal  friendship.  At 
some  times  during  the  session,  the  ma- 
jority leader  and  the  minority  leader 
thought  that  some  of  my  prolonged 
speeches  might  have  a  possible  detri- 
mental effect  upon  me  physically.  I  wish 
my  colleagues  could  have  heard  some  of 
the  whispered  conversations  I  had  with 
them  during  the  course  of  those 
speeches,  because  what  they  said  to  me. 
Mr.  President,  were  statements  that 
came  from  the  heart  of  concerned  and 
sincere  friends.  I  want  them  to  know 
that  I  appreciate  that  kind  of  friend- 
ship. As  I  told  them,  there  was  no  need 
for  their  concern,  but  the  fact  that  they 
thought  enough  of  me  to  be  concerned 
was  very  decent  and  kind  of  them. 

So  far  as  my  course  of  action  in  the 
Senate  is  concerned.  I  am  perfectly  will- 


ing to  let  time  and  future  events  be  the 
Judges  of  the  rightness  or  the  wrong- 
ness  of  the  positions  I  have  taken.  I 
have  kept  faith  with  the  primiary  le- 
gation I  owe  to  the  great  people  of  my 
great  State,  and  that  is  to  exercise  an 
honest  independence  of  judgment  on  the 
merits  of  issues  in  accordance  with  the 
facts  as  I  have  beUeved  them  to  be. 

In  closing.  I  wish  to  say  also  that  I 
do  not  know  of  a  single  Member  of  the 
Senate  who  has  not  been  very  courteous 
and  fair  to  me.  I  leave  this  particular 
phase  of  this  session  of  the  Senate  with 
nothing  but  the  most  kindly  and  friendly 
feelings  in  my  heart  toward  my  friends 
in  the  Senate.  Not  only  have  the  major- 
ity  and  minority  leaders  carried  on  their 
relationships  with  me  on  a  high  profes- 
sional plane,  but  the  minority  whip,  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clkickmts]. 
has  been  very  kind  to  me  on  many,  many 
occasions.  He  has  cooperated  with  the 
Independent  Party  in  the  Senate  in  a 
great  many  parliamentary  situations. 
In  fact,  he  has  made  available  to  the 
Independent  Party  many  of  the  facilities 
of  the  Democratic  Party  here  in  the 
Senate,  and  I  wish  to  thank  him.  as  well 
as  the  minority  leader  for  those  accom- 
modations. 

As  we  go  forth  from  this  session  to 
discuss  with  the  American  people  our 
evaluations  of  the  work  of  this  Congress 
to  date  I  am  sure  that  we  go  forth  with 
great  pride  that  it  is  our  honor  and  privi- 
lege to  represent  a  free  people  In  the 
greatest  parliamentary  body  of  the 
world.  Let  each  one  of  us  pray  that  with 
Gods  help  we  can  be  worthy  of  that 
public  trust 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 
A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maxirer,  its  readW 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
to  the  concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con. 
Res.  266)  providing  for  adjournment 
sine  die  of  the  83d  Congress,  2d  session. 


CONSTRUCTION.  OPERA'HON,  AND 
MAINTENANCE  OP  COLORADO 
RIVER  STORAGE  PROJECT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1555)  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  construct, 
operate,  and  maintain  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project  and  participating 
projects,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  MirJ.TKTN.  Mr.  President.  I 
wonder  if  I  may  have  the  attention  of 
the  majority  leader  and  the  mmority 
leader  while  I  take  the  liberty  of  asking 
a  question. 

The  pendhig  bill  is  S.  1555;  Is  It  not? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MUJiTKIN.  There  are  10  Sena- 
tors who  are  sponsors  cf  that  bill,  and 
they  are  dead  serious  about  having  it 
passed.  Those  10  Senators  obviously  are 
aware  of  the  sitiiaUon  which  prevails  at 
the  present  time.  They  do  not  wish  to 
Inflict  unnecessary  impooitiODS  on  Xtuix 
colleagues. 

That  bill  relates  to  a  1.400-iiiile  river. 
and  the  questions  surrounding  II  teitt 
been  with  us  for  25  years.    la  Hi 
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near  future  we  want  to  start  the  con- 
struction of  the  other  things  which  will 
deyelop  that  river  for  the  neglected 
northern  upper-basin  States. 

If  we  were  willing  to  postpone  consid- 
eration of  the  subject  until  the  first  of 
the  next  session,  I  wonder  whether  we 
could  have  any  assurance  that  It  would 
be  considered  at  an  early  date.  X)f 
course,  I  understand  that  no  Senator 
can  be  assured  of  being  here  at  the  next 
Congress.  I  believe  I  know  what  the 
political  complexion  will  be  at  the  next 
session,  but  there  might  be  some  change 
by  way  of  accident  or  mistake.  In  such 
event,  I  should  like  to  ask  both  the  ma- 
jority leader  and  the  minority  leader 
whether  they  can  assure  us  that  this 
bill,  or  a  similar  bill,  will  be  brought  up 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Senate  and 
for  a  decision  very  early  in  the  next 
Congress. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, speaking  only  for  myself,  because 
I  am  the  only  person  for  whom  I  can 
speak,  and  I  am  not  sure  I  can  give 
assurances  for  next  January,  because  we 
shall  have  an  election  in  Texas  in  No- 
vember. 

Mr.  MTTT.TKTN.  My  remarks  left  lee- 
way. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  people 
might  make  a  great  mistake,  but  I  hope 
they  will  not. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  was  not  aiming 
that  remark  at  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  I  am  here 
next  January.  I  assure  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  that,  so  far  as  I  am  personally 
concerned  as  an  individual  Senator  from 
Texas,  I  shall  be  happy  to  cooperate  with 
him  in  seeing  that  this  measure  is  sched- 
uled for  debate. 

I  appreciate  the  Senator's  attitude. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  wHling 
to  remain  here  and  have  the  bill  dis- 
cussed, but  in  view  of  the  developments 
in  both  bodies,  I  realize  it  is  imprac- 
tical. 

I  shall  do  all  I  can  to  be  helpful,  not 
only  to  the  able  Senator  from  Colorado 
who  is  so  helpful  to  every  Member  of 
the  Senate  when  he  has  opportunity,  but 
to  his  colleagues  who  cosponsored  this 
proposed  legislation  with  him.    i  am  not 
passing  on  the  merits  of  the  bill.    I  can 
give  him  my  assurance  as  an  Individual 
without   reference   to   my   politics   and 
without  binding  any  other  Member  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle,  that  I  shall  con- 
tribute what  I  can  to  assist  the  ma- 
jority leader,  who  may  be  in  the  minority 
at  that  time— I  hope  he  is — to  have  the 
bill  considered  and  passed. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Whatever  the  official 
or  nonofHcial  capacity  of  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Texas,  assurances 
of  that  kind  are  heartwarming,  and  give 
US  great  encouragement 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.   Mr.  President,  I 

will  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Colorado  that  I  shall  be  prepared 
to  cooperate  with  the  Senator  and  see  to 
it  that  the  bUl  is  taken  up  for  Senate 
consideration  as  early  in  the  session  as 
It  can  be  brought  up. 

Mr.  MHJ.TKTN.  I  am  assuming— and 
1  think  justly  so — that  the  policy  com- 
mittee will  not  impede  us.  Some  of  my 
associates  are  technical  about  certain 


August  20 


things,  and  they  say,  "Why  did  you  not 
ask  about  the  policy  committee?"  I  can 
say  from  experience  that  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  keeps  his  word 
and  keeps  his  assurances,  and  I  feel 
very  sure  that  the  bill  will  be  brought 
before  the  Senate  early  next  year. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  it  is  an  im- 
portant bill.  A  great  many  States  and  a 
great  many  Senators  are  concerned  with 
it.  and  they  are  certainly  entitled  to  have 
the  subject  brought  before  the  Senate 
for  full  debate  and  discussion  as  early  in 
the  session  as  possible. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  assure  the 
Senator  that  I  shall  endeavor  to  keep 
'things  moving.    . 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President, 
while  it  is  a  pretty  hard  blow  not  to 
have  an  opportunity  to  see  this  under- 
taking through,  while  I  would  be  willing 
to  remain  here  a  long  time,  with  the  as- 
surances given  by  the  majority  leader 
and  minority  leader.  I  believe  we  have 
gone  about  as  far  as  we  can  go  with  it, 
taking  into  consideration  the  legislative 
situation  in  the  other  House. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  what  is 
the  parliamentary  situation? 

The  PRESipiNG__OFPICER.  The 
Senator  from  Nevada  has  the  flcor. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  Malone]  may  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  fMr.  Millikin]  while  we 
have  a  discussion  on  the  subject  of  this 
bill. 

Mr.  MALONE.  If  I  may  yield  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado  for 
the  colloquy  on  this  particular  subject 
without  losing  the  floor.  I  shall  be  happy 
to  do  so. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Colorado  asked  me 
whether  or  not,  as  one  of  the  sponsors 
of  the  bill,  I  approved  the  action  which 
was  being  taken  and  the  statements 
made. 

I  will  say  that  I  do.  I  appreciate  the 
courtesy  of  the  minority  leader  and  the 
majority  leader.  The  people  of  my  State. 
and  I  am  sure  of  the  other  States  in- 
volved, are  deeply  disappointed  that  this 
bill  has  not  received  action  in  this  Con- 
gress. 

We  shall  be  here  promptly — at  lea-st 
some  of  us  will,  the  Lord  willing— pound- 
ing on  the  doors  of  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress with  that  proposed  legislation,  be- 
cause it  is  badly  needed.  The  resources 
are  being  wasted,  and  they  should  be  put 
to  use. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  a?k 
the  distinguished  majority  leader.  What 

was  the  question  in  regard  to  the  upper 
Colorado  River  project?  If  the  major- 
ity leader  will  explain  the  situation  for 

benefit  of  the  Senate,  I  think  the  Situ- 
ation will  be  made  a  little  clearer  to  all 
Senators. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  As  I  understand. 
the  colloquy  which  has  taken  place  in- 
volved the  parliamentary  situation 
which  has  developed  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  and  the  situation  in  the  House. 
The  distinguished  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado [Mr.  MiLLKiN]  and  his  colleagues 
who  had  joined  with  him  in  the  spon- 
sorship of  the  proposed  legislation  are 


prepared  to  agree  to  its  being  set  aside 
as  the  unfinished  business  of  the  Senate, 
so  that  the  Senate  may  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  such  other  measures  as 
do  not  require  House  concurrence. 

In  other  words,  if  there  are  private 
claims  bills,  or  other  measures  which  the 
House  has  already  passed,  and  which 
would  not  be  required  to  be  returned  to 
the  House,  they  can  be  taken  up  by  the 
Senate.  I  have  been  informed  that  the 
House  adjourned  sine  die  at  7:39  p.  m 

Mr.  MALONE.  May  I  inquire  as  to 
what  the  situation  was  in  regard  to  the 
Colorado  River  bill  early  this  afternoon' 
If  it  had  passed  the  Senate,  what  would 
have  been  the  situation  in  the  House  if 
the  Senator  knows? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Of  course  early 
this  afternoon  the  House  was  still'in  ses- 
sion. I  do  not  know  whether  the  com- 
mittees of  the  House  had  held  hearings 
on  the  bill  or  what  the  situation  might 
have  been  in  the  House.  But  so  long  as 
the  House  remained  in  se-^^sion,  if  a  bill 
had  been  sent  to  the  House,  it  would 
aiways  have  been  possible,  so  long  as 
the  House  remained  in  session,  to  act 
upon  the  bill.  Obviously,  since  the  House 
has  adjourned,  it  is  not  possible  for  the 
House  so  to  act. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  simply  wished  to 
clear  up  the  situation.  I  think  the  Sena- 
tor from  California  knows  that  the 
Committee  on  Rules  of  the  House  had 
served  notice  that  the  bill  would  not  be 
taken  up.  Does  the  Senator  know  that 
or  does  he  not? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No ;  I  do  not  know 
It  personally  as  a  fact. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Had  the  Senator 
heard  of  that  noticp'' 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No;  I  did  not 
know  of  it. 

Mr.  MALONE.  As  a  matter  of  fact 
proposed  legislation  which  had  either 
passed  the  House,  or  as  to  which  no  no- 
tice had  been  served  that  it  would  not 
be  considered  if  it  passed  the  Senate  has 
not  been  delayed  by  any  address  liemg 
made  on  the  Senate  floor 

Mr^  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Nevada   asked  me   a  question.     I  have 

tried  to  explain  the  situation  as  I  under- 
stand it.  j 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  explanation  will 
kxjk  good  in  the  Record,     i  appreciate 

Mr  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr^ President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  short  statement? 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  what 
is  the  parliamentary  situation' 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor  from  Nevada  has  the  floor 

bu^ne^^'^'''''^-    ^^"'  ^^  ^^^  *^-^-^ 

ich^H^^^^^  PRESIDENT.     The  unfln- 

ished  business  is  Senate  bill  1553. 

Mr.  MALONE.     What  is  that  bilP 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.      That  is  the 
Colorado  River  bill. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  Situation,  then  is 
unchanged. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President  I 
am  simply  waiting  to  see  if  it  will  'be 
agreeable  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  to 
yield  the  floor.  If  so.  I  intend  to  move 
to  substitute  for  the  Colorado  River  bill 
another  bill,  which  is  a  House  bill 
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Mr.  MALONE.  I  will  jdeld  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  California  to 
permit  him  rjo  substitute  another  biU. 

I  believe,  then,  that  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  might  be  able  to  complete 
his  address  within  a  reasonable  time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  desire  to  call  up 
a  bill  which  1  have  previously  discussed 
with  the  minority  leader.  If  I  had  at- 
tempted to  call  it  up  under  the  previous 
parliamentary'  situation,  it  would  have 
required  unanimous  consent,  because 
there  would  h  ive  been  an  underlying  bilL 

Mr.  KUCHliX  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  In  connection  with  the  pend- 
ing business,  S.  1555.  I  had  intended  to 
make  some  comments,  parts  of  which  I 
have  reduced  to  writing.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  they  be  printed  In  the 
body  of  the  Record  in  connection  with 
the  debate  on  the  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

STATEMEirr    BT    SXNATOR    KUCHKI. 

In  taking  part  In  the  debate  on  this  bUI, 
which  I  must  In  good  conscience  criticize  at 
length  and  oppose,  I  occupy  a  very  unusual 
position.  I  also  must  perform  a  duty  which 
I  would  be  mv.ch  happier  if  I  could  avoid. 

In  the  hope  of  making  completely  clear 
the  position  wilch  I  am  taking.  I  want  to 
preface  my  remarks  with  an  emphatic  state- 
ment that  California,  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  represent  in  this  body,  sincerely  regrets 
that  this  legislation  has  been  brought  to 
the  floor  of  tho  Senate  and  the  basic  char- 
acter of  the  piogram  which  has  been  pro- 
posed cannot  l>e  given  the  support  of  our 
people. 

Through  the  century  that  has  seen  her 
amazing  growth  and  progress,  California  has 
had  repeated  sccaslons  to  appreciate  the 
blessings  bestowed  on  this  country  in  the 
shape  of  natural  resources.  Our  people  have 
moved  forward,  sometimes  in  sensational 
fashion,  becauce  of  ability  to  develop  and 
utilize  the  resources  of  land,  water,  minerals, 
timber,  and  other  assets  that  are  the  founda- 
tion of  this  Nation's  economy.  Uvlng  stand- 
ards, and  social  advancement. 

California,  possibly  ahead  of  all  other 
States  In  the  mountainoiu  and  semi-arid 
sections  of  oui  country,  has  tangible  and 
visible  evidence  of  the  benefits  which  come 
from  the  sound,  forward-looking,  well- 
balanced  planning  and  work  to  make  use 
of  natural  resources  such  as  the  sponsors  of 
this  legislation  are  eager  to  develop  for  the 
well-being  anc  future  progress  of  their 
States  and  their  people. 

It  was  a  realization  that  the  waters  and 
the  energy  of  the  Colorado  River  could  con- 
tribute above  any  other  force  to  the  expan- 
sion and  the  growth  and  the  ever-Increasing 
prosperity  of  th«  people  of  the  Colorado  River 
basin  which  Infplred  California  to  take  the 
leadership  more  than  3  decades  ago  In  work- 
ing out  the  7-State  compact  that  Is  the 
keystone  underlying  the  utilization  of  these 
resources.  If  riy  colleagues  will  pardon  a 
personal  reference,  Tlrtually  all  of  my  adult 
life  coincides  n-lth  the  era  In  which  Cali- 
fornia has  been  enjoying  the  benefits  brought 

through  development  of  the  lower  basin  of 

the  Colorado  River. 

Therefore,  I  bnve  a  deep  appreciation  of  the 
ambitions  and  motives  of  the  sponsors  of 
this  legislation.  Consequently.  I  am  deeply 
pained  that  I  cannot  join  in  piuhlng  for- 
ward at  this  time  proposals  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  ColDrado  River  for  the  advance- 
ment of  the  States  of  the  upper  basin. 

The  lower  basin  has  benefited  Immeasura- 
bly from  the  bringing  into  reality  of  vislona 
and  dreams  of  our  predecessors  who  realised 
the  potential  values  and  forces  In  the  water 
which  formerly  ran  unregulated  and  uncon- 


trolled down  the  Colorado  River  and  wasted 
Into  the  OiOf  «:>f  California.  Both  my  State 
and  her  nelgbbora,  Arizona  and.  to  a  lesser 
degree.  Nevada,  have  enjoyed  great  progress 
becatise  the  stream  was  harnessed  and  Its 
water  and  energy  made  available  to  serve 
man.  We  are  devout  adherents  to  the  princi- 
ples of  the  reclamation  laws.  We  offer  proof 
of  the  worthwhile  results  that  can  be 
achieved  by  applying  revenues  from  hydro- 
electric power  to  assist  irrigation  develop- 
ment. We  are  aware  constantly  of  the  tre- 
mendous values  of  the  electricity  which  can 
be  wrung  from  the  waters  of  this  river. 

California  and  its  people  firmly  believe 
that  the  States  of  the  upper  basin  are  fully 
entitled  to  obtain  similar  benefits,  and  we 
earnestly  wish  that  this  legUlatlon  was  In  a 
form  that  would  enable  us  to  give  it  oiir 
support. 

However.  California,  with  unchallenged 
rights  In  the  river  and  a  tremendous  obliga- 
tion to  discharge,  feels  that  thU  bUl  violates 
the  principle  of  equitable  treatment  for  all 
of  the  States  In  the  basin.  We  are  con- 
vinced that  In  evaluating  the  proposed  proj- 
ects for  the  upper  basin  the  Identical  set  of 
principles  should  apply,  the  same  tests  should 
be  passed,  and  the  equivalent  responsibili- 
ties assumed.  Since  there  are  grave  and 
undeniable  weaknesses  In  the  fundamental 
basis  of  this  legislation,  we  have  no  alterna- 
tive. If  we  are  to  make  sure  that  Califor- 
nia's rights  are  not  Jeopardized,  to  do  other 
than  argue  against  approval  of  this  measure. 

California's  record  regarding  the  develop- 
ment and  utilization  of  the  Colorado  River  Is 
one  of  sincerity  and  consistency.  Because 
ovu"  people  felt  deep  concern  about  protect- 
ing and  preserving  the  potential  and  actual 
values  of  this  stream,  my  predecessors  in  this 
body  fought  diligently  and  persistently — al- 
though Ultimately  to  no  avail— to  convince 
their  colleagues  that  possible  irreparable 
damage  to  the  entire  basin  would  result  from 
the  treaty  with  our  neighboring  Republic. 
Mexico,  under  which  she  was  guaranteed  a 
total  of  1.500,000  acre-feet  of  water  annually. 
In  repeated  Instances.  California  has  Joined 
hands  with  other  States  In  carrying  forward 
ideas  for  the  utilization  of  the  resources  of 
this  river  and  this  basin. 

The  history  of  the  last  quarter  of  a  cen- 
tury Is  studded  with  notations  of  California's 
participation  with  her  sister  States  in  work- 
ing out  plans  and  translating  them  Into  nec- 
essary legislative  authorization  eo  projects 
could  be  brought  Into  being.  In  no  case. 
Mr.  President,  did  California  block  merlto- 
rlois  projects.  On  the  contrary,  the  record 
will  disclose  that  California  Members  of  Con- 
gress on  a  variety  of  occasions  affirmatively 
voted  for  measures  that  cleared  the  way  for 
developments  now  in  existence  or  in  progress. 

Before  turning  to  a  discussion  of  this 
particular  piece  of  legislation,  I  should  like 
to  mention  some  of  the  Instances  In  which 

my  State  concurred  in  passage  of  bills  to 
benefit  the  upi>er  basin.  Among  these  are 
the  Provo  (Deer  Creek)  project  in  Utah,  the 
Mancos  project  In  Colorado,  the  Paonla  proj- 
ect In  Colorado,  the  Eden  project  In  Wyo- 
ming, the  Weber  Basin  project  in  Utah,  the 
Fort  Sumner  project  In  New  Mexico,  the  Ver- 
mejo  project  In  New  Mexico,  and  the  Big 
1*bonipaon  project  in  Colorado. 
Furthermore,  the  record  shows  California 

Joined  ofBclally  with  Representatives  of  other 

states  in  commending  the  efforts  of  the 
states  in  tbe  upper  basin  to  formulate  an 
upper-basin  compact.  After  a  technical  but 
significant  aqpendment  was  adopted  making 
plain  that  the  action  of  Congress  neither 
interpreted  nor  varied  the  terms  of  tbe  origi- 
nal Colorado  River  Basin  compact,  Calif or- 
nlans  raised  no  objection  to  passage  of  the 
bin  giving  approval  to  tbe  upper-basin  agree- 
ment. 

With  these  remarks  as  a  preface.  I  now 
desire  to  set  forth  and  explain  the  more 
important  reasons  why  it  is  impossible  for 


California  to  allow  this  bill  to  paw  without 
registering  strenuous  objections. 

CALIPOaNu'S  1945  WAXNING  IGNOUED 

Earlier  In  my  introductory  remarks  I  re- 
ferred to  the  opposition  my  predecessors  from 
California  presented  to  the  Mexican  Water 
"lYeaty. 

California  la  not  seeking  to  glory  In  the 
opportunity  to  say  "We  told  you  so."  How- 
ever, I  must  urge  this  body  to  take  cog- 
nizance of  the  fact  that  my  State  a  decade 
ago  foresaw  the  probablUty  that  the  United 
States  would  be  troubled  and  upset  by  the 
Implications  and  actualities  of  that  agree- 
ment. Before  giving  approval  to  new  legis- 
lation which  calls  for  substantial  deliverle* 
from  the  Colorado  River.  I  t>elleve  it  per- 
tinent to  review  the  history  of  tbe  Mexican 
treaty  ratification. 

When  that  document  was  before  this  body 
in  1945.  California  warned  that  not  only  Its 
rights  but  those  of  the  entire  basin  might 
be  placed  in  Jeopardy.  California  warned 
that  future  projects  might  be  impossible  be- 
cause even  then  there  were  signs  that  plans 
were  being  based  on  a  belief  that  the  flow 
of  the  Colorado  River  Is  greater  than  It  actu- 
ally has  turned  out  to  be. 

Nine  years  ago.  two  of  my  predecessors  in 
this  body  warned  repeatedly  and  earnestly 
that  careful  deliberation  should  be  given  the 
future  needs  of  the  United  States  for  water 
and  its  byproduct,  hydroelectric  power,  from 
this  stream.  Senators  Johnson  and  Downey 
did  their  utmost  to  persuade  the  Senate  that 
ratification  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  Mexico  guaranteeing  delivery  to 
our  sister  Republic  to  the  south  of  1.500.000 
acre-feet  of  water  annually  might  eventually 
blight  the  hopes  and  ambitious  of  our  own 
people  through  a  great  area  of  tbe  West. 

Nevertheless,  by  a  vote  of  76  to  10,  this 
body  gave  its  approval  and  consent  to  the 
Mexican  Treaty.  In  addition  to  the  two  11- 
histrluus  Senators  from  California,  only  one 
other  Senator  from  the  Colorado  River  Basin, 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada, voted  against  ratification. 

In  this  connection,  I  wish  to  recall  that  at 
the  first  session  of  the  subcommittee  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Interior  atKl  Insular 
Affairs  on  this  legislation  some  mention  was 
made  about  the  adverse  effects  of  the  treaty 
on  American  Interests.  A  careful  check  of 
the  CoKGXESsiONAL  RxcoKD  for  the  79th  Con- 
gress— during  which  the  Mexican  Treaty  was 
submitted  to  the  Senate  and  ratified — reveals 
that  the  two  California  Senators  presented 
strong  and  uncompromising  opposition  to 
that  document.  California's  fears  and  ob- 
jections were  unmistakably  plain,  begin- 
ning with  the  presentation  of  a  minority 
report  from  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
March  13.  1945.  by  Senator  Hiram  Johnson 
and  continuing  through  the  offering  of  reser- 
vations, all  of  which  were  rejected,  by  his 
junior  colleague,  Senator  Sheridan  Downey. 

Karller  in  my  reniarks  I  mentioned  that 
my  predecessors  warned  of  possible  Irrepara- 
ble damage  to  the  entire  basin  from  this 
guaranty  of  1.500,000  acre-feet  of  water  each 
year  to  Mexico.  Their  apprehensions  caused 
them  to  propoee  a  number  of  amendments  to 

the  treaty  and  to  carry  on  extended  debate. 
One  of  tbelr  amendments  to  a  reservation 
proposed  by  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
was  accepted,  but  the  remainder  were  turned 

down.  Thus,  a  never-ending  draft  wu  im- 
posed on  this  stream,  despite  the  fact  that 
even  tben  doubts  had  begun  to  appear  that 
the  flow  would  be  adequate  to  satisfy  the 
requirements  of  the  upper  and  lower  basin* 
In  this  country. 

The  history  of  the  treaty  consummation 
makes  plain  beyond  challenge  that  California 
was  ever  fearful  that  the  guaranty  to  Mexico 
would  return  to  plague  the  United  States, 
particularly  on  such  an  occasion  as  this  when 
the  upper  basin  States  finally  came  forward 
with  proposals  to  develop  their  reaouroea. 
As  far  back  as  June  8,  1M4.  more  than  a 
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•go,  th«  leglalature  of  Galtfor- 
bU  mOopUd  m  jcdnt  Naolutlon  ((nmally 
memorlaJlBlng  the  Senate  "not  to  advice  nor 
conacnt  to  md  propoeed  treaty." 

Kotblnc  eoQld  lie  clearer  than  the  aoond- 
aeaa  of  the  objections  Callfomla  made  toi  the 
Mestean  Tteaty.  The  guaranty  to  our 
neighboring  Republic  has  been  pushed  aside 
MltMly  by  the  adToeatea  of  the  upper  basin 
projeets  eoatm^itlated  under  this  bUL 

There  have  been  attacks  on  this  legisla- 
tion trcmx  various  angles  and  approaches. 
In  my  mind,  probably  the  moet  persuasive 
reason  why  this  bill  should  not  pass  at  this 
ttms  and  In  this  form  is  the  controversy  that 
has  been  going  on  and  stUl  Is  In  progress 
about  very  fundamental  legal  Issues. 

The  major  points  In  dlq>ute  about  In- 
terpretations <rf  the  ColonAo  River  Compact 
were  set  forth  in  the  minority  report  on 
8^656.  I  desire  to  review  several  of  theee, 
because  they  reflect  the  seriousness  of  the 
qnestton  whether  Congress  Is  Justified  in 
approving  an  ambitious,  a  costly  develop- 
ment program  at  this  particular  moment. 

Our  State  has  a  tremendous  Investment  In 
the  dsvekypment  of  the  resources  of  this 
■tveam  and  thU  basin.  We  are  convinced 
that  this  legislation  Is  premature,  to  say  the 
least,  and  has  not  received  the  amount  of 
carsful  study  and  deUberatlon  such  an  am- 
MttWMproposal  deserves. 

Dtadsr  provisions  of  the  Boulder  Canyon 
Project  Act  of  1928  and  of  the  Boulder 
Osnyosi  Project  Adjustment  Act  of  ISMO. 
OallfamU  entitles  have  contributed  sub- 
stantial sums  for  use  by  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment In  Investigating  various  project  poe- 
■IWUtles  and  In  formulating  a  oomprehenSve 
gMi  f or  the  utlll»tlon  of  the  waters  of  the 
Colorado  River  system.  Under  section  2  (n) 
of  the  Boulder  Canyon  Project  Adjustment 
ffL^"*'^  contributed  f*tMn  1©41  to  1965. 
«M0.000  per  year  or  $7,600,000  for  this  15- 
jew  period.  Is  for  use  exclusively  on  investl- 
gattons  within  Colorado.  New  liezioo.  Utah 
*nd  Wyoming.  The  Colorado  River  Dam' 
fund,  into  which  Hoover  Dam  revenues  are 
depoelted.  is  the  source  of  this  contributed 
money.  Bach  year  $500,000  Is  paid  from  this 
fund  to  the  Colorado  River  development  fund 
!i*  ***i?  *^  Secretary  In  these  Investlga- 
JSSl"l9^  *^"**  payment  will  oonttoSe 

This  mpport  of  such  a  fund  for  Investlsa- 
tlons.  which  is  significant  enough,  is  onlv  a 
smau  portion  of  California's  rtake  In  the 
Colorado  River.  On  behalf  of  Calif omla  and 
her  eltlaens  I  must  see  that  this  stake  in  the 
river  Is  protected. 

California  recognises  the  right  of  the 
upper  basin  States  to  utUlae  the  waters 
apportioned  to  that  basin  by  the  Colorado 
mw  compact  as  approved  by  the  Boulder 
Canyon  Project  Act.  but  we  My  that  W^«e 
are  many  issues  arising  out  of  the  compact 
currenUy  in  dispute,  the  resolution  of  wW* 

!I"  ^*'  **"  *"'•  considerable  impact 
on  the  utillsutlon  of  the  waten  of  the  rivSr 
in  both  upfm  and  lower  basins  of  this  ere^ 
river  ^rtem  Most,  If  not  aU.  of  these  iLuS 
form  the  subject  matter  of  the  case  of  Ari- 

t^^aiJ,'  Sifl^*^**  **  °* '  ""^  pending  In  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court.  I  want  the 
senate  to  know  these  Issues  and  the  way  in 

^.Tr*?  ^  ****™  ****^  resolution  wUl  affect 
all  of  the  states  of  the  Colorado  River  Basin 
and  «»esBamy.  such  projects  as  the  Colo-' 
rado  River  storage  project. 

-■Sf"***™**  ***■  *°  investment  of  nearly 
I^k"^**^  water-development  projects 

X°*****»  «lver  compact  and  the  BouWer 
Canyon  Project  Act.  A  substantial  portion 
of  this  Investment  was  committed  in  the 
few  years  following  the  passage  of  the  Boul- 
d«r  Canyon  Project  Act  in  1928,  and  was  made 
P««]i««t  to  contiacts  with  the  United 
States  for  power  and  f<»  the  beneflcUl  con- 
«^2^c  use  in  California  per  annum  of 
•362,000  acre-feet  of  Colorado  River  water 
The  economy  and  populaUon  of  more  than 


4  mlUlon  people  are  dependent  upon  the 
works  which  grew  oxit  of  these  contracts 
Legislation  which  in  our  view  woiHd  en- 
croach upon  the  rights  recognized  in  the 
lower  iMuln  States  by  these  doc\iments, 
mtist  be  resisted.    S.  1665  Is  such  legUlatlon 
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Bcore  or  thb  program 
It  should  be  understood  that  the  giant 
reservoirs   proposed    in    S.     1555    at    Glen 
Canyon.    Echo    Park,     Curecantl,     Flaming 
Gorge,  and  Cross  Mountain,  capable  of  stor- 
ing several  years'  flow  of  the  river,  for  the 
most  part,  will  provide  very  little  If  tny  Ir- 
rigation water  for  the  14  participating  recla- 
mation projects  proposed   In  the  bllL     The 
sixth  of  tne  proposed  reservoirs,  Navaho,  is 
not  a  power  dam  and  will  provide  some  stor- 
age for  irrigation  uses  below  the  dam.    The 
real  purpose  of  the  other  dams  Is  to  produce 
power,  thus  creating  a  bank   account   from 
which    the    Irrigation    features    may    be    fi- 
nanced.    I  do  not  wish  to  take  serious  Issue 
at  the  moment  with  this  feature  exoept  to 
note  that  In  the  absence  of  statutory  con- 
trols for  the  operation  of  tjiese  huge  reser- 
voirs, the  output  of  flrm  power   at  Hoover 
Dam  could  be  very  seriously  affected.     The 
United  States  and  those  entitles  which  con- 
tracted   to    purchase    the    power    at    Hoover 
Dam  at  the  same  time  that  they  contracted 
to  repay  the  major  portion  of  the  oost  of 
the  structure  rely   upon   a  definite   output 
of  firm  power.     Without  some   controls   In 
this   present    legislation,    the    use    of    such 
large  storage  could  so  curtail  the  revenues  at 
Hoover  Dam  and  at  other  dams  on  the  lower 
river  as  to  make  the  programed  financing  of 
lower  basin  projects  very  questionable.     It 
Is   against   the   best   interests   of   both    the 
power  users  In  the  lower  basin  and  the  Fed- 
eral Treasxu7  to  so  legislate. 

S.  1655  Includes  some  and  foreEhadows 
other  large  transmountaln  diversions  In  the 
upper  basin  which  would  use  several  million 
acre-feet  of  water  annually,  taking  it  from 
the  Colorado  River  Basin,  never  to  return. 
We,  of  the  lower  basin,  have  a  genuine  fear 
that  these  proposed  diversions  will  have  a 
marked  effect  upon  the  quality  as  well  as 
the  quantity  of  water  available  to  the  lower 
basin  and  to  which  the  lower  basin  to  en- 
titled under  the  Colorado  River  compact. 
Article  vm  of  the  compact  provides  that 
"present  perfected  rights  shall  remain  un- 
impaired by  this  compact."  We  say  that 
the  guaranty  of  unlmpalrment  relates  to 
quality  as  well  as  quantity. 

I  have  mentioned  the  case  of  Arizona  v. 
CaXifomia,  et  al.,  now  pending  In  the  Oinlted 
States    Supreme    Court.      This    action    was 
brought   by   the   State    of    Arizona    In    1952 
naming   as   defendants   the   State   of   Cali- 
fornia as  well  as  all  of  the  public  agencies 
and    municipalities    of    southern    California 
which    have    contracts    for    Colorado    River 
water.     The  United  States  sought   leave  to 
hitervene.    This  was  granted  by  the  8ui»eme 
Court   In   1953.     The  State   of   Nevada   also 
sought  leave  to  Intervene,  claiming  ',o  be  an 
indispensable   party,   and   this   was   granted 
by  the  Supreme  Court  on  June  1,   1954.     A 
nxunber  of  the   Issues   In   this   lawsuit   are 
directly  Involved  In  the  assumptions  «iade 
by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  in  planning 
the   project   now   before   this    body.     Before 
turning   to  these   I   would    like    to    dsvote 
a  moment  to  the  four  general  objectives  of 
the  legislation  now  before  us  as  I  see  them. 
The  aggregate  annual  consumptive  use  of 
the  some  14  Irrigation  projects  provided  for 
Is  said  to  be  about  1  mllUon  acre-feet  per 
annum.    The  storage  reservoirs  1  have  men- 
tioned will  Involve  an  evaporation  lov  of 
about  787.000  acre-feet  per  annum.     Tliese 
quantities,  or  about  1,787,000  acre-feet  per 
year,  added  to  about  2%  million  acre -feet 
said  to  be  required  by  projects  already  con- 
structed or  authorized  in  the  upper  basin 
would  represent  a  total  of  about  4,287000 
acre-feet  of  use  each  year  in  that  basin    this 
total.  conC3dcd:y,  is  well  within  the  use  of 


7.600.000  acre-feet  apportioned  to  the  upper 
basin  by  arUcle  HI  (a)  of  the  compact.  It 
should  be  noted,  however,  that  snglneerlng 
studies  Indicate  that  this  total  of  4,287,000 
acre-feet  could  be  put  permanently  to  use 
without  the  construction  of  any  new  hold- 
over storage  reservoirs. 

The  bill  authorizes  the  Glen  Cahyon,  Echo 
Park,  Curecantl,  Flaming  Gorge.  Cross  Moun- 
tain, and  Navaho  storage  reservoirs.  These 
6  dams  wovUd  account  for  about  45  million 
acre-feet  of  storage.  The  ultimate  storage 
program  contemplated  by  this  blU  would 
amount  to  over  48  mlUlon  acre-feet.  The 
purpose  of  constructing  these  reservoirs  now 
Is  to  create  the  bank  account  to  subsidize 
the  various  irrigation  projects  known  as 
participating  projects. 

The  bill,  under  section  2,  would  declare  it 
to  be  the  Intent  of  Congress  in  the  future 
to  authorize  the  construction  of  water  proj- 
ects, neither  named  nor  otherwise  Identified 
In  the  bill,  providing  they  meet  certain 
criteria.  Presumably  these  unnamed  proj- 
ects must  be  brought  back  to  Congress  for 
further  authorization.  The  Reclamation 
Bureau  has  inventoried  over  100  upper  basin 
projects,  notably  in  House  Document  No  419 
80th  Congress,  which  at  1947  prices  would 
cost  about  $5  billion.  In  any  event,  when 
they  are  built,  these  new  projects  will  share 
in  the  subsidies  afforded  by  the  sale  of  power 
at  Glen  Canyon  and  at  the  other  dams.  This 
development  presumably  Is  to  commence 
some  45  to  50  years  in  the  future  after  the 
storage  reservoirs  have  accumulated  sufficient 
funds  to  payout  the  costs  allocated  to  the 
power  features  to  be  constructed  under  thU 
bill.  At  that  distant  time  In  the  future  a 
fourth  function  of  these  great  storage  reser- 
voirs will  come  into  existence. 

If  the  additional  unnamed  projects  are 
built,  it  will  be  necessary  to  store  water,  not 
for  use  by  these  projects,  but  to  ensble  them 
to  Increase  the  consumptive  use  in  the  upper 
basin  above  the  total  of  4,287.000  acre-feet 
without  violating  article  lU  (d)  of  the  com- 
pact. 

From  the  foregoing  It  will  be  leen  that 
this  measure  Is  Intended  to  commit  Congress 
to  a  program  for  the  full  utilization  of  all  of 
the  water  which  upper  basin  clalais  under 
the  compact.  This  is  apparent  from  the  fact 
that  the  storage  reservoirs,  with  the  excep- 
tions I  have  noted,  are  not  needed  t©  put  any 
water  on  the  land.  They  are  strictly  power 
dams  to  produce  revenues  to  assist  In  paying 
for  the  reclamation  features  planned 


EFFECT  or  THE  COMPACT 

Basically  involved  in  all  of  this  is  the  Colo- 
rado River  compact.     California  la  a  party 
to  that  compact,  and.  accordingly,  is  directly 
concerned  by  the  interpretations  of  tiiat  com- 
pact implicit  m  the  Interior  Department  re- 
ports which  this  Mil  would  Implement  and  in 
the  InterpreUtlons  of  the  compact  which  will 
control   the  administration  of  these   reser- 
voirs.    The     storage     capacity     planned     U 
enough  to  Intercept  the  whole  fiow  of  the 
river  for  several  years.     Storage  wlU  be  held 
in  these  reservoirs  for  more  than  £0  years 
It  seems  to  me  that  there  should  be  firm' 
understandings  as  to  the  meaning  of   the 
compact  prior  to  the  Congress  authorizing 
the  works  envisioned  by  this  bUl.  eepecially 
as  the  measure  before  us  makes  no  provision 
fOT  participation   by  the   affected  States   In 
programing  the  storage  and  release  of  the 
waters  of  the  river  system. 

This  compact,  the  cornerstone  of  all  pres- 
ent  and  future  plans  for  utilization  of  the 
stream  now  is  in  litigation  before  the  Su- 
r^\  ?,'^^^-  "^^  pending  suit  Involves  In- 
terpretations of  the  compact  which  have  an 
undeniable  impact  on  this  bill  before  us 

The  entire  seven-State  agreemont,  Mr. 
President  is  under  scrutiny  because  several 
U^T  ^°*«^^^'ne-  The  most  pressing  ques- 
tions, however,  stem  from  article  m    the 

S  ^Tk  °^  ^''^  document.     This  se;:tlon 
deals  with  the  apportionment,  the  dlstrlbu- 
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tlon,  of  the  wafer  of  this  grest  river.  Vir- 
tually every  one  of  the  clauses  has  given 
rise  to  dUferences  of  interpretation,  con- 
flicts of  opinion,  which  must  be  resolved  by 
our  highest  trlbimal  If  future  development 
is  to  proceed. 

It  would  be  difficult  to  Indicate  the  rela- 
tive importance  of  these  Issues.  And  be- 
cause the  questions  are  so  complex.  I  can  do 
no  more  than  outline  them.  I  do  not  pre- 
tend to  have  answers.  Indeed.  It  would  be 
presumptuoxis  to  attempt  to  Indicate  what 
meaning  will  be  found  in  that  great  com- 
pact. 

One  of  the  fuiKlamental  problems  that 
must  be  solved  Is  the  method  to  l>e  used 
in  measuring  t>eneflclal  consumptive  use  of 
the  waters  of  the  river. 

Article  III  (a)  of  the  Colorado  River  com- 
pact Is  as  follows: 

"There  Is  hereby  apportioned  from  the 
Colorado  River  system  in  perpetuity  to  the 
upper  basin  and  to  the  lower  basin  respec- 
tively the  exclusive  beneficial  consumptive 
use  of  7,500.000  acre-feet  of  water  per 
annum,  which  shall  Include  all  water  neces- 
sary for  the  supply  of  any  rights  which  may 
now  exist." 

Obviously,  this  one  sentence  must  have 
the  same  meaning  in  both  the  basins  to 
which  it  refers.  A  number  of  questions 
have  come  up  under  it,  however,  and  among 
them  are:  What  Is  the  method  of  measure- 
ment of  "beneficial  consumptive  use"  and 
what  is  the  meaning  of  the  term  itself? 
There  Is  no  definition  within  the  confines  of 
the  compact.  Under  the  Boulder  Canyon 
Project  Act,  however,  consumptive  use  is 
defined  as  "diversions  less  returns  to  the 
river."  This  definition  is  reflected  in  some- 
what more  explicit  terms  in  the  Mexican 
Water  Treaty  (art.  I  (J) )  as  follows: 

"  'Consumptive  use"  means  the  use  of 
water  by  evaporation,  plant  transpiration 
or  other  manner  whereby  the  water  Is  con- 
sumed and  does  not  return  to  Its  source  of 
supply.  In  general  It  la  measured  by  the 
amount  of  water  diverted  less  the  part 
thereof  which  returns  to  the  stream." 

Now,  In  measuring  "beneflclal  consump- 
tive use"  under  the  compact.  Is  it  to  be  the 
quantity  In  fact  used,  measured  at  the  place 
of  use.  as  California  says  It  is.  or  Is  It  to 
be  measured  In  terms  of  depletion  of  the 
main  stream  at  some  point  hundreds  of  miles 
downstream  from  the  place  of  use.  such  as 
Lee  Perry  as  in  this  legislation?  The  same 
question  arises  under  the  Mexican  Water 
Treaty's  so-called  escape  clause,  which  pro- 
vides that  In  the  event  of  extraordinary 
drought  or  serious  accident  to  the  Irrigation 
system  In  the  United  States  making  deliv- 
ery of  the  1.500.000  acre-feet  guaranteed  by 
the  treaty  to  Mexico  difficult,  then  this  quan- 
tity "shall  be  reduced  in  the  same  propor- 
tion as  consumptive  uses  In  the  United 
States  are  reduced."  This  question,  under 
both  the  Colorado  River  compact  and  the 
Mexican  Water  Treaty,  Is  squarely  before  the 
Supreme  Court.  The  quantity  of  water  in- 
volved in  this  matter,  as  far  as  the  planning 
of  the  upper  basin  storage  project  is  con- 
cerned. Is  three  hundred  to  five  hundred 
thousand  acre-feet,  according  to  engineers' 
estimates.  The  Reclamation  Bureau  as- 
sumes that  the  measurement  Is  to  be  In 
terms  of  downstream  depletion  in  the  case 
of  the  upper  basin  project  and  the  central 
Arizona  project,  but  in  ternu  of  diversion 
minus  return  flow  measured  at  the  place  of 
use  with  respect  to  California. 

In  the  case  before  the  Supreme  Court. 
California  alleges  that  the  phrase  "bene- 
ficial consumptive  use"  means  the  amount 
of  water  lost  by  evaporaUon  and  transpira- 
tion In  the  course  of  Its  use  and  Is  ordi- 
narily determined  by  diversions  minus  re- 
turn flow,  measured  as  of  the  place  of  use. 
Arizona  denies  that  this  definition  applies  to 
her  uses  and  states  that  measurement  should 
be  in  terms  of  main  stream  depletion.    The 
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connection  with  this  project  is  that  the 
Beclamatlon  Bureau  assumes  that  the  Mexi- 
can Water  Treaty  deflnltlon  does  not  apply 
to  the  upper  l>asln,  although  the  projects  to 
be  built  under  the  bill  are  recognized  as  be- 
ing subject  to  the  terms  of  the  Mexican 
Water  Tteaty. 

If  this  depletion  theory  prevails,  there  Is 
a  further  problem.  Under  it,  when  water 
is  stored  in  a  reservoir,  the  stream  below  that 
reservoir  is  depleted.  Consumptive  use  takes 
place  then  and  there  in  the  year  when  the 
water  Is  put  into  storage,  not  when  It  Is 
taken  out  and  used.  To  which  years,  then. 
is  the  eventual  48  million  acre-feet  of  hold- 
over storage,  that  Is,  of  stream  depletion,  to 
be  charged?  How,  In  future  oijeratlons.  Is 
the  storage  of  more  than  7,500.000  acre-feet 
In  any  one  year  to  be  charged?  And,  what- 
ever the  principle  Involved  here  may  be.  Is 
it  applicable  as  well  to  the  lower  basin  reser. 
voirs? 

MEANING    OF    OTHER    PHRASES 

The  complex  nature  of  the  controversy 
over  the  compact  is  suggested  by  disagree- 
ments about  the  meaning  of  the  term  "per 
annum"  as  used   In   article   III    (a). 

Article  III  (a)  of  the  compact  apportions 
to  each  State  the  beneficial  consumptive  use 
of  7,500.000  acre-feet  of  water  per  annum. 
Does  this  mean  an  average  of  that  amount 
over  a  period  of  years,  or  does  It  mean  a 
maximum  In  any  one  year?  Whatever  It 
means.  It  must  be  given  the  same  Interpre- 
tation In  both  basins. 

In  the  project  before  us,  the  planning  of 
the  Reclamation  Bureau  assumes  that  the 
apportionment  means  an  average  over  an 
extended  period,  possibly  35  years  or  more. 
As  an  Illustration,  under  this  theory  the 
upper  basin  could  use  9  million  acre-feet  or 
more  of  water  in  1  year  If  it  uses  6  million 
acre-feet  or  less  In  some  other  year  so  as 
to  average  7,600,000. 

In  the  Supreme  Court  suit,  California  al- 
leges that  the  apportionment  means  a  ntaxi- 
mum  and  not  an  average.  Arizona  admits 
this,  but  says  that  the  issue  Is  not  yet  ma- 
terial In  the  lower  basin.  This  Issue  Is  of 
Importance  in  connection  with  this  bill  be- 
cause if  California  Is  correct,  all  water  in 
the  river  system  each  year  In  excess  of  15 
million  acre-feet  apportioned  by  article  III 
(a>  Is  unapportloned  surplus.  According 
to  the  compact  It  Is  from  surplus  waters  that 
the  Mexican  treaty  burden  Is  to  be  supplied, 
with  any  deflclency  to  be  borne  equally  by 
both  basins.  In  our  view.  If  the  upper  basin 
should  use  In  any  given  year  a  quantity  In 
excess  of  7,500.000  acre-feet.  It  Is  using  that 
water  out  of  unapportloned  surplus,  which 
surplus  is  not  only  subject  to  the  Mexican 
treaty  burden,  but  Is  also  available  for  use  In 
the  lower  basin.  The  large  quantity  of 
about  1.350.000  acre-feet  each  year  is  Involved 
In  this  particular  Issue.  In  other  words.  If 
California  Is  correct,  the  Reclamation  Bureau 
is  in  error  by  that  much  In  Its  assumption  as 
to  the  quantity  of  water  which  the  upper 
basin  can  lawfully  claim  under  article  III 
(a),  and.  accordingly,  that  much  more  water 
must  be  let  down  to  satisfy  the  Mexican 
Water  Treaty  and  prior  appropriations  of 
surplus  In  the  lower  basin.  By  way  of  con- 
trast, in  the  lower  basin  the  Reclamation  Bu- 
reau has  assumed  that  the  limitation  Im- 
posed upon  California's  uses  by  the  Boulder 
Canyon  Project  Act,  the  deliveries  which 
must  be  made  under  the  Mexican  Water 
Treaty  and  the  amounts  to  be  delivered  un- 
der water  contracts  between  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment and  Arizona,  California,  and  Ne- 
vada, are  all  maximums  and  not  averages. 

It  Is  our  position  that  one  assumption  can- 
not be  used  In  one  basin  and  another  as- 
sumption tised  in  the  other.  Only  one  inter- 
pretation of  "per  annum"  Is  correct  and  that 
must  apply  to  both  basins  under  the  compact. 

Another  difficulty  revolves  around  the 
phrase  "rights  which  now  exist"  as  this  is 
used  in  the  compact. 


It  will  be  recalled   that  article  m   (a), 
which  I  have  read,  states  that  the  appor- 
tionment of  the  use  of  7,500.000  acre-feet  per 
annum  "shall  include  aU  water  neoeasary  for 
the  supply  of  any  rights  which  may  now 
exist."    We  say  that  this  phrase  includes  two 
categories  of  uses  in  dlspyte  In  Arizona  v. 
CalifomUt.    The    flrst    is    the    usee   on   the 
lower    basin   tributaries,    particularly    those 
of  Ariaona  on  the  Gila  River  which  Arizona 
says  are  not  to  be  charged  against  the  lower 
basin's    apportionment    of    in    (a)     water. 
The  second  is  the  Indian  iises  in  both  basins. 
The  slgnlflcance  of  the  Gila  appears  in  con- 
nection  with    the   obligations   under   article 
in  (c),  under  which  both  t>asins  must  con- 
tribute equally  any  portion  of  the  water  allo- 
cated to  Mexico  which  cannot  be  supplied 
out  of  surplus,  as  well  as  under  article  UI 
(d)   of  the  compact  which  is  wholly  a  cove- 
nant by  the  upper  basin  not  to  deplete  the 
flow  of  the  river  below  a  speclfled  quantity 
each    10    years    In    continuing    progr^lvs 
series.    The  matter  of  Indian  uses  arises  un- 
der article  Vll  of  the  compact.    I  vrlsh  to 
discuss  these  matters  separately,  but  for  the 
moment  want  to  point  out  that  the  three 
large  problems  I  have  mentioned  so  far  all 
arise  under  article  III  (a)   of  the  compact, 
which  In  a  single  sentence  apportions  waters 
of  the  Colorado  River  system  in  perpetuity 
to  both  basins.     These  matters  are  now  be- 
fore  the   Supreme   Court.     Whatever  decree 
Is  made  In  connection  with  them  must  have. 
In  my  view,  equal  application  to  both  basins. 

MEXICAN    TREATT  IMPACT 

I  spoke  before  about  the  fears  of  California 
that  the  Mexican  water  treaty  would  blight 
the  future  development  of  tlUs  basin.  This 
bill  adds  force  to  questions  attout  how  this 
country's  obligations  to  our  neighboring  re- 
public can  be  carried  out  If  the  proposed 
upper  basin  projects  should  be  constructed. 

Under  subsection  (c)  of  article  III  of  the 
compact  It  is  provided  that  the  Mexican 
burden  shall  flrst  be  borne  out  of  surplus 
over  the  amounts  speclfled  In  subsections 
(a)  and  (b) .  If  the  surplus  Is  not  sufficient, 
the  burden  of  the  deficiency  Is  to  be  borne 
equally  by  the  upper  and  lower  basins,  and 
whenever  necessary  the  States  of  the  upper 
division  are  to  deliver  at  Lee  Ferry  water 
to  supply  one-half  of  this  deflclency  In  addi- 
tion to  the  water  provided  for  in  article 
m  (d).  This  requires  an  examination  of 
subsection  (d)  of  this  article. 

Subsection  (d)  of  article  III  provides  that 
the  States  of  the  upper  division,  which  are 
Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 
will  not  cause  the  flow  of  the  Colorado  River 
at  Lee  Ferry  to  be  depleted  below  an  aggre- 
gate of  75  million  acre-feet  for  any  period 
of  10  consecutive  years. 

Both  subsections  (c)  and  (d)  of  article  HI 
are  at  Issue  in  the  pending  Supreme  Court 
case  and  are  also  Involved  In  this  legislation 
before  us.  It  Is  apparently  an  assumption  of 
the  ReclfMnatlon  Bureau,  from  the  nuiterlal 
presented  to  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
Committee  on  this  project,  that  there  will 
be  available  at  Lee  Ferry,  after  all  of  the 
unnamed  projects  in  section  3  of  this  bill 
are  buUt,  only  about  75  million  acre-feet 
every  10  years. 

By  her  pleadings  In  the  Supreme  Court, 
Arizona  says  that  all  of  the  76  million  acre- 
feet  is  m  (a)  water,  or.  In  other  words,  that 
this  flgure  Is  merely  10  times  the  quantity 
apportioned  to  the  lower  basin  by  article  III 
(a)  of  the  compact,  and  that  ail  of  the  lower 
basin  uses  of  m  (a)  water  can  be  made  from 
the  main  stream.  Callfomla,  and.  I  believe. 
Nevada  as  well,  has  denied  this  and  says  that 
Arizona's  uses  on  the  Gila  and  the  uses  of 
Nevada  and  Utah  on  the  Virgin  River  are 
"rights  which  may  now  exist."  thus  falling 
within  article  in  (a)  and  subject  to  belag 
charged  as  well  as  protected  under  that 
clause.  Arizona's  response  to  this  ts  tbat 
her  uses  on  the  Gila  are  oovered  by 
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tton  (b)  flf  ■rtlde  m  of  th*  eooqwet  irlileh 
2  vUl  vioto  to  jott  M  foUovt: 

"la  addition  to  the  apportloiinMiit  In  ptf- 
•Craph  (a),  tiM  tower  tiaaln  la  boralST  glTan 
tlie  rlslit  to  tncraaae  Ito  beneficial  ooneuiBp- 
tlva  iiaa  of  audi  water*  hj  1  mlUlon  acre-feet 
per  aamnn.'* 

Wbat  would  be  the  residt  if  Ariaona  Is 
auetalaed  bj  the  Court  In  her  podtlon?  Ob- 
vtoualy.  there  would  be  no  water  for  llezleo 
In  the  75  million  acre-feet  at  laee  Ferry  re- 
ferred to  In  article  m  (d)  and  acocndlngly. 
the  upper  baaln  under  article  m  (e)  would, 
la  additton  to  meeting  the  oovenant  In  in 
(d).  be  required  to  releaae  water  to  supply 
one-half  of  any  deficiency  In  meeting  the 
Iftwrican  burden.  If,  however,  California  abd 
Hwaia  are  correct.  Kxne  portion  ot  the  75 
mlllton  aere-feet  at  Lee  Ferry,  equal  to  the 
total  of  the  water  supply  available  and  used 
on  the  OUa.  VtriKln.  and  other  tributaries 
under  article  in  (a) .  estimated  to  be  about 
a,MO,000  acre-feet  per  annum,  la  exceaa  or 
aurplua  water,  unapportloned  bji  the  com- 
pact, and  accordingly  aTailable  In  part  for 
the  aerrloe  of  the  Mexican  Water  Treaty  and 
In  part  for  appropriation,  contract,  and  use 
la  the  lower  basin.  California,  and  I  think 
Mevada  alao.  consider  the  75  million  acre- 
feet  referred  to  In  article  m  (d)  as  a  mini- 
mum at.  "wet  water,"  entirely  unrelated  to 
•rtlde  HI  (a)  and  a  covenant  by  the  upper 
basin  to  be  met  whether  or  not  there  re- 
mains available,  after  meeting  that  obliga- 
tion, water  to  sustain  a  maximum  use  of 
7.600,000  acre-feet  apportioned  under  article 
ni  (a). 

In  emmeetlon  with  this  matter,  the  Under 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  In  response  to  a 
question  propoimded  during  the  hearing,  ap- 
peared to  agree  that  the  compact  means  that 
If  the  upper  basin  lets  down  76  million 
aere-feet  In  each  10-year  period.  It  Is  en- 
titled to  keep  and  use  what  may  be  left. 
This,  from  our  viewpoint,  is  an  erroneous 
interpretation  <A  the  compact,  Mr.  President, 
and  Is  Illustrative  of  several  questionable 
interpretations  which  have  been  built  into 
the  planning  of  this  project  before  us.       t 

nrmiBASiN  psobi,kms 
The  compact  splits  the  whole  basin  Into 
two  sections.  Such  an  arrangement  has 
brought  fo^th  differences  about  the  respec- 
tive rights  of  the  lower  basin  to  demand, 
and  of  the  upper  basin  to  withhold,  water 
in  the  stream. 

Article  UI  (e)  of  the  compact  provides  as 
follows: 

"The  Stotes  of  the  upper  division  shall 
not  withhold  water  and  the  States  of  the 
lower  dlvlaton  shall  not  require  the  delivery 
of  water,  which  cannot  reasonably  be  ap- 
plied to  domestic  and  agricultural  uses." 

As  I  have  Indicated.  Glen  Canyon  Reser- 
voir and  certain  other  reservoirs  proposed  in 
this  legislation  will  be  so  located  physically 
that  none  of  the  waters  they  store  can  ever 
be  applied  to  domestic  or  agricultural  usee 
In  the  upper  basin.    At  the  same  time  such 
waters  will  be  needed  for  domestic  and  agri* 
cultural   uses   In   the   lower    basin   and    In 
Mexloo.    The  Stoto  of  Colorado  recently  had 
an  Independent  engineering  survey  made  of 
the  waters  available  to  that  Stoto  In  connec- 
tion with  a  dispute  between  users  on  the 
eastern  and  western  slopes  of  the  Conti- 
nental Divide.    Mr.  Raymond  A.  Hill,  of  the 
engineering  firm  of  Leeds,  Hill  tt  Jewett,  Im- 
pUee  in  his  report,  dated  1953.  that  if  Lake 
Mead,  the  reservoir  behind  Hoover  Dam.  Is 
not  filled  on  the  day  when  the  gates  ara 
closed  at  the  proposed  Glen  Canyon  Reser- 
voir, that  Lake  Mead  may  never  flu  again. 
The  blU  before  the  Senate  obvloiialy  will 
affect  this  provision  of  the  compact  which 
I  have  just  read.    California  f eela  that  some 
workable  eontrols  should  have  been  written 
Into  ttM  measure  to  protect  the  individual 
Stetes  of  the  basin.    To  our  regret,  there  Is 
nothing  of  this  sort  In  the  leglalatton  as  It 
stands. 


Presumably,  future  Secretaries  of  tbe  In- 
terior, each  in  his  own  wisdom,  will  deter- 
mine to  what  extent  water  which  would 
otherwise  ftow  Into  Lake  Mead  U  to  be  in- 
tercepted and  withheld,  and  will  also  de- 
termine how  rapidly  and  on  what  tertns  re- 
leases are  to  be  made.  To  be  sure,  the  bill 
does  provide  in  section  12  for  consent  by  the 
United  Stotes  to  suit.  This  Is  necessary  be- 
cause by  ruling  of  the  Supren^e  Court  the 
United  States  Is  an  Indispensable  pvty  to 
any  Utlgatlon  involving  the  Colorado  River. 
But  there  is  no  protection  prior  to  the  dam- 
age which  would  result  in  a  suit  such  as 
might  be  afforded  by  some  sort  of  State 
participation  in  the  scbeduUng  of  Impound- 
ing and  releasing  waters.  Without  some 
further  protection,  the  States  of  the  Colo- 
rado River  basin  may  as  well  concede  the 
vlrt\ially  complete  control  of  this  tremen- 
dous river  system,  without  any  lasting 
scheme  of  regulation  whatsoever,  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government. 

Article  IV  (b)  of  the  compact  reads  as 
follows: 

"Subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  com- 
pact, water  of  the  Colorado  River  system 
may  be  Impounded  and  used  for  the  genera- 
tion  of  electrical  power,  but  such  Impound- 
ing and  use  shall  be  subservient  to  tte  use 
and  consumption  of  such  water  for  agri- 
cultural and*  domestic  purposes  and  shall 
not  interfere  with  or  prevent  use  for  such 
dcnninant  purposes." 

Another  grave  problem  is  presented  by  this 
bill.  Because  of  the  fundamental  concept 
of  the  upper  basin  program,  trouble  may  be 
experienced  In  connection  with  Impound- 
ing water  for  generation  of  hydroelectric 
power.  • 

Mr.  President,  I  have  already  made  men- 
tion of  article  III   (e)    of  the  compact  per- 
taining to  demands  for  or  the  withholding 
of  water  which  can  be  applied  to  domestic 
and  agricultural  uses.     Here,  in  article  IV 
(b)    the  use  of  water  for  such  purposes  Is 
recognized   as  dominant  to   Its  use   for   the 
generation  of  electrical   power.     As  I  have 
already   stated,    none   of   the    waters  to   be 
stored  in  Glen  Canyon,  which  is  the  major 
unit,  as  well  as  in  certain  other  main-stream 
reservoirs  contemplated  in  this  bill,  can  ever 
be  used  physically  for  agricultural  or  domes- 
.  tic  purposes  In  the  upper  basin.    The  falling 
water  at  Glen  Canyon  and  at  the  other  stor- 
age  units  will   be   used  for   the   generation 
of  power  to  create  a  bank  account  in  order 
to  subsidize  irrigation  and  other  power  proj- 
ects envisaged  by  this  bill.    We  say  that  U  the 
waters  to  be  stored  are  in  fact  needed  for 
agricultural  and  domestic  use  In  the  lower 
basin,  the  right  of  the  Reclamation  Bureau 
or  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  or  anyone 
else  to  so  manipulate  them  as  to  maintain 
power  generation,  without  some  Arm  agree- 
ment made  with  the  affected  States,  is  sub- 
ject  to  challenge.     It   has   been   stated    by 
others  that  Glen  Canyon  and  other  off  the 
stor^e  reservoirs  are  necessary  so  that  the 
upper  basin  may  discharge  Its  obligation  un- 
der article  HI   (d)    of  the  compact.     As  I 
have   already   pointed   out.    these   reservoirs 
will  serve  no  purpose  whatsoever  under  the 
compact  for  a  period  of  at  least  50  years,  and 
even  more  if  the  unnamed  projects  contem- 
plated in  section  2  are  not  built.     Let  us 
assume  for  the  moment  that  this  function 
will  become  reality  In  50  years'  time.    Even 
so,  dTiring  that  period,  these  reservoirs  wUl 
evaporate  over  30  million  acre-feet  of  water 
at  the  cost  of  power  generation   and  agri- 
cultural use  to  which  this  water  could  have 
been  put  in  the  lower  basin  and  In  Mexico. 
With  this  In  mind,  how  can  It  be  urged  that 
Olen  Canyon  Is  to  be  built  to  accommodate 
the  lower  basin? 

INDIAN  «^.*TM8 

The  controversy  which  hsa  developed  about 
meaning  of  the  compact  has  become  taaro 
extensive   and   Important  because   the  suit 

now  pending  in  the  Supreme  Court  bilngs 


up  squarely  the  question  of  Indian  rights. 
The  way  these  rigbte  are  fixed  oould  have 
a  very  far-reaching  impact  on  the  feasibility 
of  the  upper  basin  projects  which  this  bill 
proposes. 

Article  vn  of  the  Colorado  River  Compact 
reads  as  follows: 

"Nothing  In  this  compact  shall  be  con- 
strued  as    affecting   the   obligations   of    the 
United  States  of  America  to  Indian  tribes." 
Article  VII  of  the  upper   Colorado  River 
Basin  compact  executed  by  Arizona,  Colo- 
rado, New  Mexico.  Utah,  and  Wyoming  in 
1948  provides  In  part:  "The  consumptive  use 
of  water  by  the  United  States  of  America  or 
any    other    agencies.     Instrumentelities.    or 
wards  shall  be  charged  as  a  use  by  the  State 
In  which  the  use  is  made."    California,  in 
the  pending  lawsuit,  takes  the  same  position. 
"The  United  States  has  denied  this  and  says 
"the  rights  to  the  use  of  water  of  the  In- 
dians and  Indian  tribes  are  in  no  way  sub- 
ject to  or  affected   by  the  Colorado   River 
compact."     As  a  part  of  the  Government's 
pleading   there   is   a   tabulation   of   1,747.250 
acre-feet  of  ultimate  diversion  claims  of  In- 
dians   in    the    lower    basin.      Of    this    totel. 
1,556,250  acre-feet  per  annum  are  In  Arizona! 
Arizona  has  taken  the  position  In  the  Su- 
preme Court  litigation  that  the  obligations 
of  the  United  States  to  the  Indians  are  not 
material  or  relevant  to  the  suit.     Thus  far, 
no  tabulation  of  the  extensive  Indian  claims 
in  the  upper  basin  have  been  made  in  this 
litigation.     It  is   known,  however,  that  the 
Office  of  Indian  Affairs  in  the  Department  of 
the    Interior    construes    article    vn    of    the 
compact  as  meaning  that  Indian  claims  are 
a  prior  claim  on  the  river  and  that  the  com- 
pact   just   divides   what   water   is   left   after 
the  Indian  claims  are  satisfied.    This  Bureau 
also  asserts  that  whether  or  not  put  to  use, 
Indian  claims  for  water  relate  back  to  the' 
date  of  establishment  of  the  various  Indian 
reservations  and  take  priority  over  any  other 
uses   no    matter   how    long   establtehed    and 
whether  or  not  those  uses  are  in  fact  prior 
to  any  Indian  uses.     Both  of  these  asser- 
tions can  be  made  within  the  context  of  the 
pleadings  made  by  the  Government  thus  far 
before  the  Supreme  Court.    Rather  recently, 
Arizona  declined  to  Join  with  all  of  the  other 
States  of  the  basin  in  a  common  Statement 
of  position  that  Indian  uses  are  to  be  charged 
under  the  compact  against  the  State  In  which 
they  are  made,  although  she  Is  a  signatory  to 
this  proposition  In  the  upper  basin  compact. 
These  Indian  claims,  the  manner  in  which 
they  have  been  put  forward,  and  the  doubt 
as  to  their  extent,  raise  extremely  trouble- 
some questions  as  to  the  water  supply  for 
projects  in  both  the  upper  and  lower  basins 
Not  only  will  this  question  remain  In  doubt 
until  the  suit  now  before  the  Supreme  Court 
Is  decided— the  United  States,  as  well,   has 
made  Independent  claims  of  rights  for  the 
use  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  the 
Forest  Service,  the  Park  Sarvice.  and  for  fish 
and  wildlife  \ises.  and  has  denied  that  all  of 
Its  rights  are  subject  to  the  Colorado  River 
compact.     The    extent    of    these    additional 
claims  has  not  yet  been  stated.     Whatever 
determination  may  be  made  as  to  them,  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  this  determination  will 
have  equal  impact  on  both  basins. 

Besides  future  rights,  the  uncertainty 
about  features  of  the  compact  and  the  effect 
of  this  bill  includes  present  perfected  righte 
to  water.  One  of  the  Issues  before  the  Su- 
preme Court  Is  whether  existing  rights  In- 
volve quality  of  water  as  well  as  quantities 
Article  vm  of  the  Colorado  Riyer  com- 
pact  reads,  in  pertinent  part,  as  follows: 
Present  perfected  rights  to  the  »eneflcial 
use  of  waters  of  the  Colorado  River  system 
are   unimpaired   by   this  compact." 

As  I  have  mentioned  previously.  In  the 
litigation  now  before  the  Supreme  Court 
California  alleges  that  "unimpaired"  mean^ 
unimpaired  as  to  both  the  quantity  and  the 
quality  of  the  water  to  which  these  perfected 
rights  relate.    It  is  California's  position  that 
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as  of  the  effective  date  of  the  compact,  her 
present  perfected  rights  were  not  less  than 
4.950,000  acre-feet  of  water  per  annum. 
What  will  be  the  effect  of  the  combination 
of  the  transnv^unt.aln  diversions  envisaged 
by  this  project,  together  with  other  upper 
basin  uses,  on  the  quality  of  water  which 
flows  to  the  lower  basin  for  reuse  there? 
Delph  Carpenter,  commissioner  for  Colorado 
In  connection  with  the  Colorado  River  com- 
pact negotiations,  formally  reported  to 
Governor  Shoup  of  his  Stete  on  December 
15,  1922,  in  recommending  approval  by 
Colorado  of  the  compact  which  had  just 
been  completed,  as  follows:  "Natural  limita- 
tions upon  the  use  of  the  water  within  each 
of  the  upper  States  will  always  afford  ample 
assurance  against  undue  encroachments 
upon  the  flow  at  Lees  Ferry  by  any  one  of  the 
four  upper  States.  Colorado  cannot  divert 
5  percent  of  Its  portion  of  the  river  flow  to 
regions  outside  the  river  basin."  He  had 
elsewhere  testified  that  Colorado's  trans- 
mountain  diversions  could  not  exceed  300,- 
000  acre-feet  per  annum.  Yet,  Colorado 
transmountaln  diversion  projects  Inven- 
toried in  the  Reclamation  Bureau's  various 
reports  aggregate  2  million  acre-feet,  which 
is  52  percent  of  the  water  allocated  to  that 
State  under  the  upper  Colorado  River  Basin 
compact.  The  loss  of  these  waters  to  the 
basin,  coming  as  they  do  from  the  upper 
reaches  of  the  main  stream  and  ite  tribu- 
taries and  consisting  mainly  of  pure  snow 
water,  would  obviously  affect  the  quality  of 
water  available  to  the  lower  States,  even  If 
present  uses  in  the  upper  basin  were  not  In- 
creased one  iota.  But,  add  to  this  the  Irri- 
gation uses  ix)ntemplated  by  the  Initial  rec- 
lamation projects  which  would  be  authorized 
under  this  legislation,  and  the  salte  which 
these  uses  V7ill  return  to  the  stream.  Ob- 
viously there  will  be  some  effect.  What  we 
want  to  know,  and  what  we  are  entitled  to 
know.  Is  what  the  effect  of  transmountaln 
diversions  plus  additional  uses  will  be,  and 
we  feel  that,  we  are  entitled  to  have  some 
serious  study  of  this  situation  before  It  Is 
too  late. 

AHX   THESX    PaUUEMT   UI  VISl'lCZMTST 

I  think  California's  position  can  be 
sununed  up  rather  readily.  When  the  com- 
pact was  negotiated  In  1922,  ratified  by  the 
various  Stetes,  with  the  exception  of  Ari- 
zona, In  th'S  period  1022  to  1028,  and  ap- 
proved by  the  Congress  In  the  jyassage  of 
the  Boulder  Canyon  Project  Act  of  1928,  there 
were  certain  Interpretations  of  this  basic 
document  under  which  California  negotiated 
contracte  for  water  and  power  with  the  Sec- 
retary of  th(!  Interior,  and  under  which  Cali- 
fornia agerxles  conmiitted  vast  sunui  of 
money  In  crder  to  construct  works  which 
would  permit  utilization  of  Colorado  River 
water.  We  cannot  stand  Idly  by  now,  one- 
quarter  of  A  century  later,  and  watoh  the 
fashioning  yt  legislation  under  Interpreta- 
tions widely  divergent  from  those  under 
Which  we  have  labored.  The  fact  that  the 
initial  stages  of  this  project  will  not  use  all 
of  the  water  claimed  by  the  upper  basin  docs 
not  quiet  oxa  concern.  There  would  be 
absolutely  ro  Justlflcatlon  for  the  construc- 
tion of  45  ralllion  acre-feet  of  storage  now, 
unless  all  of  the  water  presently  claimed 
were  ultimately  to  be  put  to  use.  This  bill 
contemplat(«  an  ultimate  comprehensive  de- 
velopment. This  is  what  It  claims  to  be, 
and  this  is  what  we  must  face.  It  would  be 
foolhardy  for  us  to  do  otherwise.  The  ques- 
tions I  have  raised  Indicate  considerable 
doubt  as  to  whether  the  water  claimed  will 
In  fact  be  iJiere  for  use.  These  legal  Issues 
should  be  resolved,  and  the  resolutions 
should  be  binding  upon  all  of  the  Stetcs, 
so  that  Con  ^ess  may  appropriate  funds  from 
the  general  treasury  in  confidence  that  the 
projecte  to  be  built  will  have  water  for 
their  use  under  the  law.  There  Is  no  sense 
in  committing  ourselves  to  the  expenditures 
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called  for  In  this  legislation  without  assur- 
ance that  there  wiU  be  water  available.  No 
one  wante  the  features  called  for  In  this  bill 
to  be  constructed  as  unused  monuments. 

California's  basic  position  is  that  our 
State  Is  conforming  to  the  Colorado  River 
Compact,  to  the  Boulder  Canyon  Project 
Act,  and  to  the  other  enactments  which 
comprise  the  law  of  the  river.  We  find  that 
the  Colorado  River  storage  project,  as  now 
planned  and  presented  to  the  Congress,  Is 
based  upon  interpretetlons  of  the  compact 
which  in  our  view  are  wrong,  and  which 
constitute  encroachments  upon  the  compact 
for  the  benefit  of  the  upper  basin  to  the 
extent  of  at  least  IV^  million  acre-feet  per 
year.  We  have  been  brought  before  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  as  de- 
fendante  in  a  suit  which  involves  many.  If 
not  all.  of  these  Interpretations.  We  are 
defending  against  them  there,  and  we  are 
defending  against  them  here.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, we  can  well  urge,  with  all  the 
vigor  at  our  command,  that  11.6  million  of 
funds  from  the  Federal  Treasury  should  not 
be  obligated  until  the  positions  which  we 
have  been  compelled  to  defend  have  come 
to  final  decision,  and  until  the  fundamental 
questions  of  reclamation  policy  Involved  In 
the  proposed  legislation  including  matters 
of  financing  and  Federal  subsidies,  are  re- 
solved, let  the  chips  fall  where  they  may. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Bartlett,  one  of  Its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  following  concurrent  reso- 
lution (H.  Con.  Res.  273),  in  which  it 
requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate : 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  concurring) ,  That  notwithstend- 
ing  the  sine  die  adjournment  of  the  two 
Houses,  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives and  the  President  of  the  Senate 
be,  and  they  are  hereby  authorized  to  sign 
enrolled  bills  and  Joint  resolutions  duly 
passed  by  the  two  Houses  and  found  truly 
enrolled. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  afiOxed  his  signature  to  the 
following  enrolled  bills,  and  they  were 
signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

S.  264.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance of  certain  land  in  the  Stete  of  Klaryland 
to  the  Dlsney-Beil  Post  66  of  the  American 
Legion,  Bowie,  Md.: 

S.  738.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria  Busa; 

8.  906.  An  act  to  esteblish  the  finality  of 
contracte  between  the  Government  and 
common  carriers  of  passengers  and  freight 
subject  to'^be  Interstate  Commerce  Act; 

S.  12&9.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anastasia 
Kondylls;  ♦ 

S.  1504.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estete 
of  Rev.  Pang  Wha  11; 

S.  1604.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margot 
Herte  Matulewlte; 

8.  1605.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James 
Arthur  Cimlno  and  Joan  Clmlno: 

8. 1687.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  T.  C. 
Elliott: 

8. 1873.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ursula 
Wllke  and  Mike  Mario  Wllke; 

8. 2008.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Praocesoo 
Marlnelll: 

8. 2074.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Basque  sheepherders: 

8.  2S01.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kathertna 
Ploerkona  and  her  minor  son.  Helmut; 

8.  2316.  An  act  for  the  rHlef  of  the  Bir- 
mingham Iron  Works,  Inc.: 

S.  3846.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Tun  Tal 
Mlao  and  bis  wife.  Chao  Pel  T^ang  Mlao; 


8.2366.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ito  Tu- 
klko; 

8.  2618.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Brtogroul 
Osman; 

8. 2686.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arturo 
Rodrlgues  Diaz; 

8.2839.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stsuko 
Tamald  (Shlmlzu); 

8.2640.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ssther 
Joanne  Potter; 

S.  2649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chaya 
Frangles; 

S.  2731.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jean  Cen- 
tal ini; 

8.3789.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ol&nnf 
Bernardis; 

S.2842.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Felix  de  Finite; 

S.  2849.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kllsa- 
Pompea  Roppo  (Qlsa-Pompea  Cardone); 

8.2879.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Peter 
Julian  Newbery  and  Prudence  Ellen  New* 
bery; 

8.2884.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bister 
Anna  Scrinzl,  Sister  GluUana  Paladlnl.  Sla- 
ter lolanda  Mazzocchl.  «nd  Sister  Glusep- 
plna  Zanchette; 

8. 2887.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hon  Cheua 
Kwan; 

8.  2893.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Seraphlna 
Papgeorgtou; 

S.  2941.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kim  Kwang 
Suk  and  Kim  Woo  Shik; 

S.  2945.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  EulaUo 
Rodriguez  Vargas; 

S.  2954.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Christine 
Thum; 

8.  2993.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ruth  Wehr- 
han; 

S.  3056.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  8.  Sgt.  8il« 
vestre  B.  Castillo; 

S.  3058.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
nationals  of  Itely; 

S.  3108.  An  act  to  modify  the  act  of  Oc- 
tober 8,  1940  (54  Stet.  1020),  and  the  act  of 
July  24.  1947  (61  Stet.  418),  with  respect  to 
the  recoupment  of  certain  public  school  oon« 
Etructlon  coste  in  Minnesota; 

S.  3112.  An  act  for  the  reUcf  of  Bmiko 
Watanabe; 

S.  3138.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wakako 
Nllml  and  her  minor  child,  Katherlne; 

S.  3145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bonlte  Lee 
Simpson; 

S.  3148.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francesco 
Pugllese; 

S.  3221.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ingeborg 
Otto; 

8.  3276.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cleophat 
Robert  Joseph  Caron; 

S.  3404.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Annl  Stroee 
Jacobsen; 

S.  3447.  An  act  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  permit  the  flIUng  of  oral 
prescriptions  for  certain  dnigs,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

S.  3485.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Uselotta 
Kunze; 

S.  3577.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mllos  Kneae. 
vlch; 

S.  3586.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Hllde- 
gard  Simon  Walley; 

S.  3601.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  Is  authorized  to  extend 
untU  not  later  than  October  18.  1962,  certain 
timber   righte    and   necessary   Ingress   and 
.egress,  and  for  other  purposes: 

S.  3625.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Juana 
Padilla  de  Caballero  (Mrs.  Jiiana  Padllla  de 
Ontiveros); 

8. 3652.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  FTaneta 
Timothy  Mary  Hodgson  (formerly  Victor 
Charles  Joyce); 

S.  3840.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Klyoe 
Motors,  Inc.;  and 

8.  3844.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  reciprocal 
and  more  effective  reuMdy  for  certain  flalwa 
arising  out  of  the  aete  of  military  penannH 
and  to  atithorlze  the  pro  rata  sharlac  ot  the 
cost  of  sucb  claims  wlttk  fuiclgu 
for  rther  purpoaca. 
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CONTROL  OF  LEVEL  OP  LAKE 
MICHIOAN 

BCr.  KNOWLAND.  Bir.  President,  Z 
move  to  supplant  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness and  to  proceed  to  the  consideration 
erf  Calendar  No.  1830,  H.  R.  3300,  the 
Lake  Michigan  water-diversion  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  QHflCER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  bill  by  tiUe  for  the 
inXormation  of  the  Senate. 

The  LBGisi^nvK  Clxrk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
3300)  to  authorize  tiie  State  of  Illinois 
and  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chicago 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  help  control  the  lake  level 
of  Lake  Michigan  by  diverting  water 
from  Lake  Michigan  into  the  Illinois 
Waterway.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  California. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works  with  amend- 
ments, on  page  2,  line  7,  after  the  word 
"of",  to  strike  out  "three  years"  and  in- 
sert "eighteen  months";  and  in  line  13. 
after  "January  31",  to  strike  out  "1957" 
and  insert  "1956." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, originally  there  was  an  objection 
to  the  bill  from  my  side  of  the  aisle.  The 
bill  is  very  Important  to  the  people  con- 
cerned. With  the  assistance  and  coop- 
eration of  the  junior  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee [Mr.  GoRB],  the  Senators  con- 
cerned have  been  consulted.  They  no 
longer  object.  I  hope  the  bill  will  be 
passed. 

Mr.  President,  In  behalf  of  the  senior 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas],  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  immediately  before  the 
vote  on  H.  R.  3300,  an  exchange  of  tele- 
grams between  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  DouGiJVS]  and  Col.  W.  T.  Trower, 
division  engineer.  Great  Lakes  Divi- 
sion, Corps  of  Engineers,  Chicago,  HI., 
and  a  statement  by  officials  of  the  Sani- 
tary District  of  Chicago,  confirming  the 
authority  of  the  Army  engineers  to  re- 
duce or  completely  cut  off  the  flow  of 
water  from  Lake  Michigan  into  the  Illi- 
nois waterway  in  case  of  threatened 
floods  downstream. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tele- 
grams and  statement  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

JULT  21,  1954. 
Col.  W.  T.  TSOWXB. 

Great  Lakes  Division  Engineer, 

Chicago,  III.: 
With  respect  to  H.  R.  SSOO  It  has  been 
stated  that  the  rate  of  diversion  of  water 
Xrom  Lake  Michigan  Into  the  IlUnols  River 
would  be  controlled  by  the  Army  engineers. 
Would  you  please  confirm  this  and  also  the 
fact  that  the  Corps  of  Engineers  will  not 
permit  Increased  diversion  to  add  to  flood 
problems  at  Beardstown  and  other  cities  on 
the  minolB  River? 

Paxil  H.  Dovglas. 
United  States  Senator. 

Dmorr,  Micb.,  July  22,  1954. 
Hon.  Pattl  R.  DotroLAs, 

United  States  Senate: 

In  reply  to  your  telegram  of.  July  21,  H.  R. 

S300  provides  that  the  withdrawal  from  Lake 

Michigan  of  a  total  annual  average  of  2,500 

cubic   feet   per   second    In    addition   to   all 


domeotie  pumpage  will  be  under  the  super-  plants) ,  based  on  the  removal  of  blochemi- 
Tlsion  and  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  cal  oxygen  demand  (BOD),  was  92.5  percent. 
Army.  lUe  district  engineer,  ehlcago  d'Atrlct,  In  1952  the  corresponcllng  figure  was  93.0 
Corps  of  Engineers,  would  be  assigned  the  percent.  These  results  were  somerwhat  bet- 
above  responslbUlty  under  the  Secretary  of  ter  than  the  90  percent  estimated  In  the 
the  Army  and  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  The  February  1952  memorandum." 
increased  diversions  would  be  so  controlled  Page  21,  2d  paragraph,  of  memorandum 
as   to   not    have    any    measurable    effact    on  (correction): 

flood  heights  at  Beardstown  and  other  cities  "A  continuing  deficiency  of  32,000  pounds 

on  the  IlUnols  River.  per  day  of  DO  will  probably  result}  In  a  pol- 

Col.   W.   P.   Tkower.I  luted    waterway    from    Chicago    to    a    point 

Division  Engineer,  Great  Lakes  DiviHon,  dovnstream  beyond  the  Dresden  Island  pool. 

Corps  of  Engineers.  In  this  statement  In  the  1952  memorandum, 

BOD,    or    biochemical    oxygen    demand,   waa 

STA-mfENT  or  THE  SAKrTART  DisTHicT  o»  Cht-  P>-J"<^-   »"   error,   in   place   of  DO.   or   dls- 

CAoo  FOE  Heakino  Aprh.  20.    1954,   Before  ■^^?y°^ll^^y^„.  „.„«„^ ♦.    ♦*..  «. 

THE  STjBCOMMirrEE  ON   PUBLIC  WorKs  OF  ,  ^"^  the  above  amendments,  the  memo. 

THE  UNTTED  STATES  SENATE.  ON  H.  H   3300  "«f  um  of  February  19d2   presents  the  prop- 

(Jonas    Bnx)    Passed    bt    the    HouteE    or  "J^,^"-"  '"  connection  w  th  the  pending  bill 

REPRESENTATlU.    FEBRUARY    4.     1954  '^     '        tT,        InH      ^                     ^^^ u""^^" ' ^^  ^^': 

.^  ^^     ^.  cago,    III.,    and    Is    respectfully    submitted 

At  the  2d  session  of  the  82d  Congress,  In  herewith. 
1952,  certain  House  resolutions  were  Intro-  At  the  hearings  In  1952.  before  the  Com- 
duced  In  the  House  of  Representatives  to  mlttee  on  Public  Works,  of  the  House  of 
authorize  the  diversion,  by  the  Sanitary  Dls-  Representatives,  Col.  William  B.  Milne  rep- 
trict  of  Chicago,  of  2,000  cubic  feet  per  second  resenting  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  United 
of  water  from  the  Lake  Michigan  watershed,  states  Army,  recommended  that  an  Increase 
in  addition  to  the  1,500  cubic  feet  per  second,  of  1.000  cubic  feet  per  second  In  the  diver- 
annual  average  diversion,  now  authorized,  sion  of  water  from  Lake  Michigan  at  Chicago. 
The  present  diversion  of  1,500  cubic  faet  per  be  authorized  for  a  period  of  3  years:  and 
second  is  made  under  the  permit  of  June  26,  that  during  this  period  the  Corps  of  Engl- 
1930,  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  in  pursuance  neers  be  authorized  to  review  previous  re- 
of  the  decree  of  April  21,  1930.  of  the  United  ports,  with  a  view  to  determining  whether 
States  Supreme  Court,  In  the  case  of  Wtscon-  any  increase  In  flow  through  the  Illinois  wa- 
sinet  al.v.  the  State  of  Illinois  and  the  Sani-  terway  is  necessary  or  desirable  to  the  In- 
tarjf  District  of  Chicago  (281  U.  S.  696,  14  Law  terests  of  commerce  and  navigation. 
Ed.  1123);  the  total  annual  average  diversion  The  original  resolution  in  the  82d  Con- 
of  3.500  cubic  feet  per  second  would  h.-\ve  gress.  for  an  Increase  in  diversion  of  2  000 
thus  been  authorized  If  the  resolutions  Intro-  cubic  feet  per  second,  was  thereafter  amend- 
duced  In  1952  In  the  82d  Congress  were  ed  by  the  House  Committee  on  Public  Works 
enacted.  to   provide   for   an   Increase  of   IjOOO  cubic 

A  memorandum  in  support  of  these  reso-  feet  per  second,  for  3  years,  and  for  a  study 

lutions  was  prepared  by  the  Sanitary  District  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  to  determine  the 

of   Chicago,    under   date    of   February    1952,  actual     needs.     The     resolution,     as     thus 

which    is    herewith    submitted.     The    facts  amended,  was  approved  by  the  House  Com- 

stated  in  this  memorandum  and  the  argu-  mittee  on  Public  Works,  in  June  1952,  but 

ments  on  behalf  of  Increased  diversion  of  due   to  the  early  adjournment  of   the  82d 

lake   water   at   Chicago   are    as    valid   today.  Congress  failed   to  receive  consideration. 

April  1954,  as  they  were  when  submitted  in  At  the  1st  session  of  the  83d  Oongress,  a 

February  1952.  similar  resolution,  to  permit  the  additional 

The  following  additional  statementi  may  diversion    of    1,000    cubic    feet    p6r    second, 

be  added  to  this  memorandum  to  bring  the  H.  R.  3300,  was  introduced  in  the  House  by 

factual  information  up  to  date:  Representative  Jonas  of  Illinois.     Hearings 

Page  8  of  memorandum:  on  this  resolution  were  held  July  15  and  16. 

"Annual     freight     traffic     on     the     Illinois  1953.  before  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

Waterway  has  Increased  as  follows:  °'    ^^^    House    of    Representatives.      Sutwe- 

fthr-rt  tn-n,  Qucntly  this  bill  was  approved  by  the  House 

^     ^  ^°  '  Committee  on  Public  Works,  but  again  be- 

;n^- - 12,893.114  cause  of  the  early  adjournment  Of  the   ist 

f^?? ]^-  *20.  000  session  of  the  83d  Congress,  failed  to  receive 

1951 17,617,900  consideration. 

10M ..  ^*^''   ^'^^    '^    ^    ^^^^    ^^  considered   by 

iwaa J the  House  of  Representatives,  at  the  2d  ses- 

Page  18  of  memorandum:                   I  slon  of  the  83d  Congress,  February  2,  3.  and 

••The  total  amount  expended  by  the  Sanf-  *•  ^^^*'  ^'^^  passed  February  4.  1964. 

tary  District  of  Chicago,  toward  facilities  for  '^^^  present  authorized  diversion  of  1.500 

sewage  treatment,  stated  as  $281   million  to  cubic  feet  per  second  from  the  Lake  Mlchl- 

December  31,    1951.   has   been    Increased    to  K*"  watershed,  at  Chicago,  include!  the  run- 

•308   million   by  December  31,    1953.     This  °^  ^^°^  ^^^  drainage  areas  of  the  Chicago 

amount  Is  subdivided  as  follows:  *"**  Calumet  Rivers,  which  averages  about 

intercepting  sewers     .155.  000.  000  IZuT.  Jra^ly^Yverirof  a?out^27l  iTublc 

SJai:  ?r"eTt^meit  ;  rt^-™     lis  Z  Z  '^^*  ^^^  ^^^^'^^  '"""  °"  ^^'"^  *^*  '»  *"  ^^ 

aewage  ueatment  plants 138,  000,  003  major  storms  which  occur  In  Chicago  each 

Total                                     -iOft  oon  non  l^"'    '^^  ^^^^  ^^"^  ™"^^  ^  handled  as 

^°^ ^°®-  ^^'  000  It  occurs  and  thus  results  at  such  times  in 

"This  figure  is  in  addition  to  $82  million  high  discharge  from  the  drainage  canal  at 

previously  expended  for  the  construction  of  Lockport.   but   for  short  periods,  seldom  as 

canals,  river.  Improvements,   etc.,   no   longer  long  as  24   hours.     During  such  storm  pe- 

of  direct  use  to  the  sanitary  district  fdr  the  rlods,  all  Inflow  from  Lake  Michigan  Is  shut 

disposal  of  sewage  (by  dilution) ;  but  of  great  off. 

value   to  the   general   public,   in   respect   to  Deducting  thU  270  cubic  feet  per  second  of 

navigation.     Total  expenditures  by  the  san-  storm  flow  from  the  1.500  cubic  feat  per  sec- 

itary    district    of    Chicago    have    thus    been  ond.    annual    average,    of    diverted    water 

•400  mUllon.     The.  State  of  Illinois  has  ex-  leaves    about    1,230    cubic   feet    n«r   second 

pended  wi  additional  W  million  towaiti  the  which  can  be  budgeted  throughout  the  year 

r.^^.  oo  «^^'            »-     ,  *"  *^*  manner  which  will  produce  the  best 

Page  20.  first  paragraph  of  memorandum:  effect    on    the    waterway,    from    a    sanitary 

In   1961  the  percentage  of  sewage  treat-  standpoint.     This  armual  budgeting  has  re- 

ment   by   the   sanitary    district    of    Chicago  suited  In  average  diversions  as  lowaa  700  to 

(on  sewage  passing  through  the  treatment  800  cubic  feet  per  second  in  cold  months 
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and  as  high  as  2,000  cubic  feet  per  second  in 

hot,  dry  months. 

Aware  of  the  fact  that  aome  downstate 
residents  along  the  Illinois  River  have  ex- 
pressed fear  of  flood  damage  due  to  any  un- 
usual Increase  In  the  authorized  diversion  of 
water  from  Lake  Michigan,  at  Chicago,  the 
board  of  trustees  of  the  Sanitary  District  of 
Chicago,  at  a  meeting  April  12.  1954,  paaaed 
an  ordinance  establishing  the  policy  of  the 
Santitary  District  of  Chicago  to  be  followed 
by  It  when  H.  R.  3300  is  enacted.  This 
policy,  as  established  by  the  Sanitary  District 
of  Chicago,  briefly  summarized,  provides: 

1.  The  mfxlmum  direct  diversion  at  any 
one  time  shall  not  exceed  5,000  cubic  feet  per 
second,  and  *hen  only  in  the  dry  warm  slim- 
mer montiiB. 

2.  The  sanitary  district  will  not  divert  any 
water  direct  from  Lake  Michigan  in  times  of 
flood. 

3.  The  amount  of  direct  diversion  shall  at 
all  times  be  under  the  direct  control  and 
supervision  of  the  United  States  district  en- 
gineer at  Chicago. 

4.  The  United  States  district  engineer  shall 
have  full  control  of  direct  diversion  In  times 
of  flood  in  the  Illinois.  Des  Plalnes,  Chicago, 
and  Calumet  Rivers. 

As  heretofore  emphasized  at  the  original 
hearings  before  the  House  commutes  In  the 
82d  Congres),  2d  session,  and  in  the  83d 
Congress.  1st  session,  the  Illinois  Waterway 
Is  an  artery  cf  commerce  of  great  and  steadi- 
ly increasing  Importance  to  the  Nation.  It 
connects  the  two  most  important  waterway 
systems  In  the  United  States,  namely,  the 
Great  Lakes  and  the  Mississippi  River.  7*he 
commercial  Importance  of  this  waterway 
has  been  recognized  by  Congress,  which  has 
approved  tte  project  for  widening  the 
main  drainage  canal  from  JoUet  to  Sag  and 
the  Calumet -Sag  Channel  to  extend  this 
waterway  to  the  important  Calumet  Indus- 
trial region. 

It  would  teneflt  the  welfare  of  the  users 
of  this  wattrway,  both  on  boats  and  on 
shore,  to  have  at  all  times  a  clean  stream  on 
and  about  which  to  operate.  Industry  and 
industrial  workers  would  be  benefited  by 
having  clean  water  for  plant  uses. 

Despite  the  fact  that  the  sanitary  district 
of  Chicago  Is  now  and  for  some  time  past  has 
been  providing  complete  treatment  for  sub- 
stantially all  of  Its  sewage  (to  the  extent  of 
reducing  Its  putrescence  by  more  than  90 
percent,  as  i.n  annual  average)  the  upper 
50  to  60  miles  of  the  Illinois  Waterway  Is  foul, 
and,  at  timei,  extremely  offensive.  ThU  Is 
particularly  the  case  In  respect  to  the  resi- 
dents and  wcirkers  along  the  Brandon  Road 
pool  in  Jollet  111.  No  sanitary  project  In  the 
entire  world  -quals  the  sewage  treatment  In 
the  sanitary  district  of  Chicago,  or  approaches 
It  In  volume. 

The  waterway  is  foul  because,  even  with 
the  highest  degree  of  sewage  treatment  prac- 
ticable, it  receives  each  day  a  considerable 
tonnage  of  suspended  sewage  solids  In  ap- 
proximately 1,100  MGD  (1.650  cubic  feet  per 
second)  of  treated  sewage,  having  a  bio- 
chemical oxygen  demand  In  excess  of  that 
which  can  be  satisfied  by  the  water  pres- 
ently diverted.  The  water  authorized  for 
navigation  and  now  available  in  the  canals, 
and  the  aerated  treated  sewage,  can  provide 
only  about  76  percent  of  the  dissolved  oxygen 
needed  to  sujiply  the  oxygen  dema:id  and  to 
stabilize  the  Holids  remaining  after  complete 
sewage  treatment.  Since  the  flow  Is  through 
quietly  movlag  streams  there  la  not  much 
aeration  of  Mf  water  and  little  oxygen  Is 
absorbed  trdl^  the  air.  The  digesting  of 
cludge  prevlcusly  settled  in  the  canals  and 
the  pools  of  the  waterway,  at  times,  Increases 
the  oxygen  demand. 

No  marked  Improvement  can  ever  be  ex- 
pected with  the  present  quantity  of  fresh 
water  availatle. 

An  additional  diversion  of  l.OCO  cubic  feet 
per  second  ol  water  from  Lake  Michigan,  In 


addiUon  to  the  presoiUy  authorUed  1.500 
cviblc  feet  per  second  from  the  Lake  Michi- 
gan watershed,  would  improve  the  condition 
considerably  and  we  believe  the  study  of  the 
situation  by  the  Army  engineers,  as  propoeed 
in  H.  R.  8800,  would  lead  to  a  recommenda- 
tion for  a  permanent  diversion  in  excess  of 
this  1,000  cubic  feet  per  second. 

The  need  of  water  for  the  waterway  be- 
tween Lockport  and  Grafton  was  not  con- 
sidered by  the  Supreme  Court.  In  the  Lake 
Level  case.  This  case,  between  SUtes.  was 
limited  to  the  Great  Lakes  and  to  ports  on 
the  lakes.  The  Supreme  Court  decision  of 
1929  (278  U.  8.  367)  held  that  the  authority 
of  the  Secretary  of  War  was  limited  to  au- 
thorization of  a  diversion  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  navigation  in  the  Chicago  River. 
The  study  of  the  amount  of  water  needed 
to  develop  a  commercially  useful  waterway 
in  the  Illinois  River,  required  In  the  River 
and  Harbor  Act  of  July  3,  1950.  and  made  1933 
(H.  Doc.  184,  73d  Cong,  2d  sees),  should 
now  be  completed  and  the  Indirect  needs.  In 
the  matter  of  securing  satisfactory  sanitary 
conditions  for  those  aboard  vessels  or  em- 
ployed at  terminals,  should  now  be  deter- 
mined. 

The  Army  engineers  at  the  original  hear- 
ings before  the  House  committee  In  the  82d 
Congress.  2d  session,  and  again  before  the 
House  committee  at  the  hearings  on  H.  R. 
3300.  In  the  83d  Congress.  1st  session,  recom- 
mended an  Increase  of  1,000  cubic  feet  per 
second  and  that  studies  contemplated  by  the 
pending  bills  be  undertaken  with  a  view  of 
determining  whether  or  not  an  increased 
permanent  diversion  was  necessary  for  the 
Illinois  Waterway;  their  report  and  recom- 
mendations to  be  thereafter  submitted  to 
the  Congress  for  their  consideration. 

We.  therefore,  respectfully  urge  that  an 
Increase  In  diversion  be  permitted  to  be 
effective  during  the  course  of  the  studies 
recommended  by  the  Army  engineers,  to  the 
end  that  Osngress  may  have  the  benefit  of 
this  advice  in  recommending  the  enactment 
of  necessary  legislation. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

The    Sanitary    District    of    Chicago. 
Board  of  Trustees:  Anthony  A.  Oils, 
President:  Frank  W.  Chesrow;  John 
A.  Cullerton;  Caslmlr  Grlglik;  John 
G.  Henneberger;   J.  B.  Martin;    Wm. 
8.  Nordburg;   William  F.  Patterson; 
Michael   J.   Rudnlk. 
Harry  E.  Eaton,  clerk;  William  A.  Dundas, 
general  superintendent;  WUllam  H.  Ttlnkaus. 
chief  engineer;  H.  P.  Ramey,  assistant  chief 
engineer;   Lawrence  J.  Fenlon.  principal  as- 
sistant attorney;  Russell  W.  Root,  attorney. 


PERMISSION  FOR  GOVERNMENT  EM- 
PLOYEES TO  ATTEND  PARADE  OP 
THE  AMERICAN  LEGION 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
J.ir.  President,  on  Friday  last,  upon  my 
own  responsibility  as  a  member  of  the 
Senate  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 
Committee,  and  as  a  long  time  active 
member  of  the  American  Legion.  I  intro- 
duced Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  No. 
105.  No  request  from  any  civil-service 
group  or  veteran  organization  solicited 
my  Interest  or  Intercession.  No  official 
of  either  of  these  groups  importuned  me 
to  sponsor  such  a  resolution.  The  bill 
was  unanimously  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 
and  is  on  the  calendar. 

Long  before  I  had  any  thought  of 
politics,  it  was  my  privilege  and  pleas- 
ure to  become  an  active  member  of  my 
local  post  No.  28  of  the  American  Le- 
gion at  Spartanburg,  S.  C.  Through  the 
years  it  has  been  my  honor  to  have  served 


as  a  delegate  to  several  of  Uie  State  and 
national  conventions  of  the  Legion.  The 
work  I  have  been  privileged  to  do  on 
behalf  of  the  organization  in  Its  grass- 
roots deliberations  and  in  its  State  and 
national  councils  has  drawn  me  more 
closely  through  the  years  to  Its  grei»t  ob- 
jectives and  purposes.  The  achievements 
of  the  American  Legion  on  behalf  of  our 
country  in  its  national  defense  program. 
its  long  determined,  and  continuing 
fight  against  communism,  its  ever-pres- 
ent and  active  program  to  foster  Amer- 
icanism, its  alertness  to  the  needs  of  our 
disabled,  their  widows  and  orphans,  are 
enduring  monuments  to  its  usefulness, 
unexcelled  in  scope  or  results  by  any 
other  patriotic  organization  within  my 
knowledge  or  memory.  I  am  proud  of  the 
opportunity  I  have  had  in  a  long-time 
membership  in  this  organization  and 
the  comradeships  I  have  thus  main- 
tained. 

In  attending  many  of  the  national 
conventions  I  have  noted  and  observed 
that  the  civil  affairs  of  the  ciUes  where 
the  conventions  were  being  held  wer* 
closed  during  the  mammoth  parades  that 
accompany  such  conventions.  Not  until 
I  saw  the  article  in  the  Washington  Post 
on  Friday  morning.  August  13.  1954,  had 
I  ever  observed  that  anyone  had  been  so 
callous  to  a  national  gathering  of  former 
soldiers — good  Americans  banded  to- 
gether "for  God  and  country" — as  to 
calculate  in  man-hours  an  estimated 
financial  loss  attending  the  proposed 
shutdown  of  our  civil  offices  here  for  the 
patriotic  purpose  of  witnessing  an  all- 
embracing  American  affair— the  nation- 
al convention  parade  of  the  American 
Legion. 

The  local  press  have  given  two  reasons 
for  the  action  of  the  administration  in 
refusing  to  give  the  Government  and 
District  employees  time  off,  namely: 

First.  A  loss  in  man-hours  estimated 
at  a  cost  of  $1,900,000;  and 

Second.  That  employees  may  see  a 
part  of  the  parade  which  will  continue 
past  the  normal  closing  of  offices. 

I  daresay  that  the  Individual  who  con- 
cocted these  reasons  for  the  administra- 
tion has  never  attended  a  national  con- 
vention of  the  Legion  or  become  imbued 
with  the  holiday  spirit  of  its  parade.  I 
daresay,  also,  that  such  an  Individual  has 
a  short  memory  of  reviewing  the  parades 
of  these  boys  just  before  any  of  them  left 
for  France  in  World  War  I,  or  to  all  parts 
of  the  world  In  World  War  n,  and  has 
even  forgotten  those  who  left  more  re- 
cently for  the  "police  action"  in  Korea. 
In  line  in  one  of  those  marches  I  saw 
men  waving  their  hands  In  farewell  to 
the  mothers,  wives,  sisters,  and  sweet- 
hearts. Many  were  weeping,  and  I  heard 
such  remarks  as:  "Nothing  is  too  good 
for  our  boys."  Did  that  mean  *^othing 
too  good"  for  our  boys  buried  here  and 
in  hundreds  of  foreign  fields,  in  marked 
or  unmarked,  or  even  watery  graves? 
Should  it  not  also  mean.  "Nothing  Is  too 
good  for  our  boys"  who  were  fortunate 
enough  to  return  to  carry  on  in  time  of 
peace  the  work  for  which  their  comnMiw 
have  given  their  lives?  While  it  Is  diA- 
cult  under  these  circumstaaoes  to  re- 
frain from  being  sentimental.  I  sbaU  en- 
deavor to  do  sa 
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Reasona  alleged  to  be  praetieal  are 
assigned  for  denying  free  leave  to  our 
civil  emplojrees  here  to  participate  In 
honoring  our  patriots  of  all  recent  wars. 
Let  us  not  forget  that  many  veterans 
will  thus  be  denlM  the  opportunity  of 
Joining  with  their  comrades,  for  over 
25  percent  of  our  civilian  employees  are 
veterans.  I  do  not  know  the  basis  or 
formula  adopted  to  reach  the  estimated 
cost  of  $1,900,000.  and  it  may  have  a 
semblance  of  truth  from  an  actuarial 
point  of  view.  As  a  more  practical  mat- 
ter, however.  I  know  that  those  who  may 
be  forcibly  kept  from  mingling  with 
their  friends  and  neighbors  from  back 
home,  their  former  comrades  in  arms, 
their  home  folks,  will  simply  be  putting 
in  time  rather  than  work  during  the 
3V^  or  4  hours  of  their  detention.  No 
theorist  or  economist  can  successfully 
dispute  this  commonsense  conclusion. 

I  wonder  how  much  we  would  have 
economized  by  keeping  our  civil   em- 
ployees at  theh:  desks  during  the  times 
they  were  let  out  to  see  our  visiting 
foreign   dignitaries.     I    do    not   decry 
these  turnouts  or  excusals  from  work. 
In  the  main,  they  have  a  good  effect 
upon  our  international  public  relations. 
But  what  did  It  cost  when  employees 
were  excused  to  get  a  look  at  Nehru,  at 
the  Emperor,  the  Lion  of  the  Tribe  of 
Judah.  at  the  Shah  of  Iran,  the  Premier 
of  Turkey,  the  President  of  the  Domini- 
can Republic,  and  the  numerous  persons 
Of  European  royalty  strutting  down  the 
avenue    In    regalia    purchased    with 
American  tax  dollars?    These  are  Just  a 
few  of  the  foreign  royalty  that  we  have 
honored  in  recent  years.    The  time  al- 
lowed employees  on  such  occasions,  if  It 
were  possible  to  calculate  the  cost,  may 
well  be  worthwhile.    To  my  mind  it  is 
the  poorest  kind  of  economy  and  public 
relations  to  get  out  the  slide  rule  to  start 
economizing  when  American  veterans 
visit  their  National  Capital  and  deny 
those  here  in  a  civil  capacity  the  fullest 
and    freest    opportunity    to    fraternize 
with    their   home    delegations    coming 
from  almost  every  city.  town,  and  ham- 
let in  the  United  States.   The  estimated 
cost  of  $1,900,000  will  be  greatly  offset 
by  the  lift  in  morale,  extra  effort,  and 
zeal  demonstrated  by  employees  on  the 
days  prior  to  the  parade  day  and  the 
morning  hours  preceding  the  parade. 
There  will,  in  my  Judgement,  be  no  loss 
in  money  at  all.  but  rather  to  the  con- 
trary, a  great  gain  in  terms  of  dollars 
and  cents  if  our  Government  employees 
are  given  time  off  as  provided  in  the 
resolution. 

The  reason  has  been  advanced  that 
inasmuch  as  the  parade  will  continue 
beyond  normal  working  hours,  employees 
may  then  see  a  part  of  the  parade.  This 
line  of  reasoning  makes  no  appeal  to  my 
mind  and  would  do  gross  violation  to  the 
sentiment  involved.  The  principal  units 
of  any  parade  are  at  its  head.  This  rule 
Is  foUowed  by  the  American  Legion. 
Places  of  honor  among  the  first  contin- 
gents of  the  parade  will  be  assigned  to 
those  Stete  departments  of  the  Legion 
excelling  In  membership  gains,  Ameri- 
canism endeavors,  and  other  outstanding 
achievements.  From  what  I  have  read, 
I  am  led  to  believe  that  the  coming  con- 


vention and  parade  will  be  the  Legion's 
greatest  and  nfost  memorable.  If  that  is 
true,  our  Nation's  Capital  will  witness  the 
largest  parade  it  has  ever  had-  here. 
Many  from  our  States  have  never  visited 
Washington,  and  they  are  glad  this  con- 
vention affords  an  opportunity  to  visit 
their  Nation's  Capital.  The  crowd  will 
be  immense  and  the  parade  of  such  pro- 
portions that  no  interruption  or  inter- 
ception will  be  permitted  in  the  line  of 
march.  Picture  the  resulting  confusion, 
delay,  and  costs  involved  in  keeping  85 
percent  of  our  Government  employees 
south  of  the  line  of  march  from  their 
normal  quitting  time  until  the  close  of 
the  parade  at  the  estimated  hour  of  11 
p.  m.  How  much  will  be  the  Govern- 
ment's loss  on  September  1,  1954,  from 
such  a  blow  dealt  on  August  31?  This 
question  should  be  propounded  to  the 
actuarial  specialists  and  economists. 

Small  communities  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  this  country,  in  the 
very  heart  of  America,  have  conducted 
drives  and  raised  funds  to  send  their 
contingents  here  for  this  convention. 
Large  and  small  industries  in  many 
States  are  sponsoring  their  local  groups 
who  will  attend.  The  expenses  involved 
have  been  tremendous  and  unsparingly 
supported.  We'  in  the  Congress  owe  a 
little  to  those  back  home,  and  it  is  our 
duty  to  see  that  these  former  soldiers 
and  their  families  are  welcomed  and 
greeted  by  their  relatives  and  friends 
working  here.  Any  other  course,  in  my 
judgment,  would  be  a  withholding  of 
hospitality  and  a  show  of  little  or  no 
appreciation  of  what  the  American  vet- 
eran has  meant  to  the  survival  of  our 
country.  j 

I  believe  in  and  practice  economy.  I 
want  my  Government  to  do  likewise.  My 
votes  here  in  the  Senate  reflect  this  posi- 
tion of  mine.  On  this  particular  occa- 
sion, however,  economy  comes  a  little  too 
dear  at  the  expense  of  those  who  have 
followed  the  flag,  and  those  of  their 
neighbors  from  every  State  in  the  Union 
employed  in  a  civil  capacity  here. 

Last  Saturday,  we  voted  about  |3  bil- 
lion to  add  to  the  unexpended  $D  bil- 
lion for  our  foreign  giveaway  programs. 
Think  of  it.    Over  twelve  thousand  mil- 
lions of  dollars  the  Congress  has  voted 
for    Mr.    Stassens    foreign-operations 
program.     This  is  a  figure  to  stagger 
the  imagination.     If  the  Congress  can 
earmark  so  much  for  foreign  aid  without 
revulsion,  certainly  the  sum  estimated 
as  a  loss  In  granting  employees  a  half- 
holiday  on  the  occasion  of  the  American 
Legion  national  parade  will  not  be  ad- 
versely felt,  and  is  a  mere  pittance  by 
comparison.    In  reality,  there  will  be  no 
loss  at  all.    The  folks  from  home  will 
be  cheered  by  the  recess  for  members 
of  their  families,  and  the  departments 
and   agencies  of  the  Government  will 
gain  in  increased  morale,  patriotic  zeal, 
and    Increased    productivity    preceding 
and  following  the  festivities. 

I  shall  always  contend  that  the  debt 
we  owe  our  own  people  exceeds  the  as- 
sumed obligations  it  is  contended  we  owe 
to  others.  I  shall  always  be  an  Ameri- 
can first — ^not  an  America-firster,  but 
an  American  first,  last,  and  alwayf.  it 
Is  my  sincere  conviction  that  no  loss  will 


be  sustained  by  excusing  the  Govern- 
ment employees  for  the  afternoon  of 
August  31,  1954,  and  any  presumed  loss 
will  be  more  than  compensated  by  the 
gains  I  have  enumerated. 

ORIGIN  AND  CHARACTERISTICS  OP 
THE  COLORADO  RIVER 

Mr.  CRIPPA.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
prepared  a  speech  on  the  Colorado  River. 
I  know  the  iiour  is  late,  and  I  know  that 
there  is  no  desire  on  the  part  of  other 
Senators  to  listen  to  speeches  at  this 
time.  Therefore,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  my  statement  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

The  Origin  and  Characteristics  of  thk 
Colorado  River — Statement  by  Senator 
Crippa 

The  United  States  Is  blessed  with  10  great 
river  systems  which  provide  wat<r  for  con- 
sumptive uses,  power  generation  find  Irriga- 
tion. Of  these,  the  Colorado  Rlfer  has  for 
years  been  the  topic  of  discussion  in  the  press, 
on  the  radio,  and  In  the  Halls  of  Congress. 
In  Congress,  legislation  relating  to  the  river's 
control,  development,  and  use  hat  been  un- 
der  consideration   since    1952. 

Approval  of  this  far-reaching  legislation 
will  make  possible  the  full  utilization  of  the 
Colorado  River  and  provide  the  power  and 
water  necessary  to  the  maximum  develop- 
ment of  municipal,  agricultural,  Industrial 
power  and  recreational  resources.  Passage  of 
this  legislation  will  mark  the  beginning  of 
100  years  of  sound  and  consistent  population 
and  economic  growth  In  the  four  States  of 
the  upper  Colorado  River  Basins-Colorado, 
New  Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 

The  Colorado  River  drains  part»  of  seven 
States  in  the  arid  West,  where  water  Is  lit- 
erally  the    llfeblood   of   the   economy.     The 
States  are   California,  Nevada,   and   Arizona 
In  the  lower  booin,  and  Colorado,  New  Mex- 
ico, Utah,  and  Wyoming  in  the  upper  basin. 
The  Colorado  Is  a  unique  river.     It  is  long 
and  crooked.     It  rises  In  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tains of   Colorado.   New    Mexico.   Utah,   and 
Wyoming,  and.  after  dropping  swiftly  down 
its   numerous   tributaries,   which   drain   the 
snow-capped  peaks.  It  enters  a  deep  gorge 
which  cuts   through   the   Colorado   plateau 
for   several   hundreds    miles.     Thi»   gorge    Is 
often  more  than  3,000  feet  deep,  with  nearly 
vertical    side    walls.     Along    this   stretch    of 
the  river,  there  Is  little  arable  land  and  few 
people.     Getting  the  water  out  of  the  river 
and  transporting  it  to  the  Irrigable    popu- 
lated valleys  near  this  section  of  the  river 
has  been  a  near-impossible  task  in  the  past 
After    the    river    leaves    the    deep    canyon 
near   Topock.   Ariz.,    however,   diversions    of 
water  for  irrigation  are  possible,  and  several 
such   diversions   were  made  half  a   century 
ago.     These  early  diversion  works,  however 
were   subject   to   frequent   damaging   floods! 
which   severely   limited    Irrigation   develop- 
ment.   On  the  upper  tributaries  of  the  river 
many  small  diversions  were  made  during  the 
same    period.      These,    too.    were   limited    by 
the  difBculty  of  controlling  the  widely  fluc- 
tuating flow  of  the  river. 

The  Colorado  River  Is  a  snow-fad  stream 
Its  origin  is  in  the  great  snow  blanket  which 
accumulates  each  winter  in  the  high  water- 
sheds of  the  Colorado  River  Drainage  Basin 
This  snow  blanket  Is  a  huge  natural  reser- 
voir, the  outlet  of  which  cannot  be  con- 
trolled by  man.  The  snow  melts  with  the 
rising  temperature  In  the  spring,  and  the 
rapidity  and  duration  of  rise  of  the  tem- 
perature, together  with  the  extent  and  wa- 
ter content  of  the  snow  cover,  determines 
the  river  flow. 
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Contrary  tC'  conditions  In  Eastern  streams, 
precipitation  falling  as  rain — being  a  minor 
part  of  the  total  annual  precipitation — has 
little  effect  on  the  flow  of  the  Colorado  River. 
The  lower  elevations  In  the  Colorado  E>raln- 
age  Basin  are  extremely  arid  and  contribute 
very  little  to  the  total  flow  of  the  river.  The 
lower  basin — yVrlzona.  Nevada,  and  Califor- 
nia— being  at  a  low  elevation,  contributes 
only  10  percert  of  the  total  flow.  In  fact, 
California  produces  none  of  the  water  of  the 
Colorado,  and  Nevada  very  little. 

E>ependlng  solely  on  a  preclpiutlon — rain 
or  snow — which  varies  widely  from  year  to 
year  and  on  an  unpredictable  temperature, 
the  flow  of  the  Colorado  River  varies  widely 
from  month  to  month  and  from  year  to  year. 
This  wild,  unruly  river,  which  defied  the  ef- 
forts of  man  to  control  it  up  to  the  time  the 
Hoover  Dam  Wis  built,  varied  from  a  virgin 
low  flow  at  Yuma.  Arizona,  of  about  1.200 
cubic  feet  per  second  to  a  virgin  high  flow 
of  approximately  300,000  cubic  feet  per  sec- 
ond. 

The  maximum  development,  without 
storage  for  regulation,  of  a  water  source  of 
this  kind,  which  varies  widely  and  is  dlflQcult 
to  control.  Is  limited  to  Its  low-water  flow. 
Prior  to  1920,  the  low-water  flow  was  fully 
appropriated  and  put  to  use.  Continued 
development  ir  the  upper  and  lower  basins 
began  to  Impinge  upon  existing  rights.  This 
situation  prompted  the  development  and 
signing  of  the  Colorado  River  Compact, 
which  divided  the  waters  of  the  river  be- 
tween the  upper  and  lower  basin  States  prior 
to  its  being  put  to  use. 

This  compact,  by  Itself,  had  no  effect  on 
the  flow  characteristics  of  the  river,  but  it 
provided  a  basis  for  the  development  of  nec- 
essary physical  controls  which  would  affect 
the  flow  characteristics.  Shortly  after  the 
Colorado  River  Compact  was  6igne<!l.  the 
Hoover  Dam  was  proposed,  and  by  1935  It 
was  completed  and  the  Colorado  River  below 
the  dam  was  under  complete  control.  This 
control  made  possible  the  full  and  complete 
use  of  the  witters  allocated  to  the  lower 
basin. 

Since  the  completion  of  the  Hoover  Dam, 
7  other  dams,  including  1  in  Mexico,  have 
been  complete<l  for  the  purpose  of  generat- 
ing power  or  Impounding  water  for  regula- 
tion or  diversion.  In  addition,  the  All  Amer- 
ican Canal  has  been  completed  to  deliver 
water  to  the  lanperlal  Valley,  and  the  Pilot 
Know  powerph  nt  on  the  All  American  Canal 
has  been  authorized. 

This  Pilot  K  low  powerplant  will  discharge 
water  into  the  Colorado  River  just  above  the 
Mexican  borde-.  where  It  will  be  of  no  fur- 
ther use  to  the  United  States.  The  construc- 
tion of  the  Hoover  Dam  and  other  facilities 
in  the  lower  lia^ln  has  completely  changed 
the  flow  char?  cterlstlcs  In  the  lower  basin 
and  made  possible  the  full  use  of  this  water 
and  power  resource,  not  only  that  which  the 
Colorado  River  Compact  allocates  to  the 
lower  bnsln.  but  the  entire  flow  that  passes 
the  Hoover  Dam. 

But  what  about  the  Colorado  River  above 
Lees  Ferry?  In  the  32  years  since  the  sign- 
ing of  the  compact,  except  for  the  Colorado- 
Elg  Thompson  transmountaln  diversion  and 
a  few  other  very  small  projects,  nothing  has 
happened   except   investigations. 

Tliese  inve.stigations,  however,  costing 
between  «7  million  and  »10  million,  have 
been  thorough  and  exacting.  They  showed 
that  almost  no  further  development  is  pos- 
sible in  the  upper  Colorado  River  Basin 
without  storage  for  regulation  of  the  river. 

Based  on  these  Investigations,  a  proposed 
plan  for  the  control  and  utilization  of  the 
waters  allocated  to  the  upper  Colorado  River 
Basin  under  the  Colorado  River  compact  has 
l)een  made  and  Is  now  before  Congress.  This 
plan,  when  carried  out,  will  complete  the 
control  of  the  river  and  make  possible  the 
beneficial  consumptive  use  of  the  water  al- 


located to  the  upper  Colorado  River  States 
by  the  compact.  Furthermore,  the  storage 
dams  proposed  for  the  project  wUl  generate 
hydroelectric  power  which  will  produce 
revenue  for  the  repayment  of  all  power  costs, 
with  Interest,  and  have  left  over  revenues  to 
help  pay  the  irrigation  costs,  all  within  50 
years,  and  then  yield  a  net  annual  revenue 
of  millions  of  dollars  for  public  benefit. 

Legislation  relating  to  this  project  U  now 
before  the  Congress.  Its  approval  means 
the  control  of  the  Colorado  River  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people,  by  providing  water  and 
power  for  the  agricultural.  Industrial,  and 
municipal  development  In  the  upper  basin 
States,  and  constitutes  an  Investment  In  the 
future   for   this   Nation. 


MESSAGE  FROM   THE   HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Maurer.  its  reading 
clerk,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  each  of  the  following  bills  of  the 
House: 

H.  R.  951.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Trust  Association  of  H.  Kempner;    and 

H.  R.  8606.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nell  C. 
Hemmer  and  Mildred  Hemmer. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  concurrent  res- 
olution (S.  Con.  Res.  109)  authorizing 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate  to  sign  enrolled  bills 
and  joint  resolutions,  notwithstanding 
the  sine  die  adjournment  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress, 2d  session. 


CONTROL  OP  LEVEL  OP  LAKE 
MICHIGAN 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3300)  to  authorize  the 
State  of  Illinois  and  the  Sanitary  District 
of  Chicago,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  to  help  control 
the  lake  level  of  Lake  Michigan  by  di- 
verting water  from  Lake  Michigan  into 
the  Illinois  waterway. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  what  is  the 
pending  business? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  pending 
business  is  House  bill  3300,  Calendar  No. 
1830. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  concerning 
that  bill.  I  should  like  to  make  a  very 
brief  statement. 

The  bill  simply  authorizes  the  State  of 
Illinois  and  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chi- 
cago, under  the  supervision  and  direc- 
tion  of   the   Secretary    of   the   Army — 

To  withdraw  from  Lake  Michigan  on  the 
Great  Lakes,  In  addition  to  all  domestic 
pumpage,  a  total  annual  average  of  2.500 
cubic  feet  of  water  per  second,  to  flow  Into 
the  Illinois  waterway  heretofore  authorized 
by  Congress  for  a  period  of  18  months  from 
and  after  the  enactment  of  this  act:  Pro- 
vided, That,  as  soon  after  the  enactment  of 
this  act  as  is  possible,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  shall  cause  a  study  to  be  made  of  the 
effect.  If  any.  In  the  improvement  in  condi- 
tions in  the  Illinois  Waterway  by  reason  of 
the  Increased  diversion  herein  authorized, 
and  shall,  on  or  before  January  31.  1956,  re- 
port to  the  Congress  as  to  the  results  of  said 
study  with  his  recommendation  as  to  the 
continuation.  Increase,  or  decrease  In  the 
amount  of  Increased  diversion  herein  author- 
ized. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  say  that  our 
committee — the    Committee    on   PubUc 


Works— reported  the  bill  favorably.  The 
Chicago  area— «is  we  heard  from  the 
testimony— fieemed  to  be  very  much  in 
favor  of  the  bill.  The  Governor  of  the 
great  State  of  Illinois  strongly  endorses 
the  bill. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Dlinois  has 
testified  strongly  in  favor  of  the  bilL 
The  senior  Senator  from  nUnois  has  not 
expressed  any  opposiUon  to  the  biU. 
There  was  some  mild  opposition  ex- 
pressed to  the  bill  from  down  the  Illinois 
River,  but  from  a  very  highly  centralized 
area.  On  the  whole,  it  seemed  to  our 
committee  that  the  weight  of  the  evi- 
dence favored  the  passage  of  this  bill. 
The  bill  has  a  temporary  Ufe.  •• 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  BUSH.    I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  it  not  true  that  when 
we  finally  voted  on  the  bill  in  the  Public 
Works  Committee  we  passed  it  imani- 
mously? 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  will  accept  the  Senator's 
statement  on  that  point.  I  cannot  recall 
exactly  what  the  vote  was.  My  recollec- 
tion is  that  the  sentiment  of  the  commit- 
tee was  very  strong,  and  perhaps  was 
unanimous  in  favor  of  the  bill.  I  do  not 
actually  remember  the  vote,  let  me  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  commend  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  because 
of  the  leadership  he  has  given  with  re- 
gard to  this  bill.  If  there  was  ever  a  bill 
before  us  thoroughly  considered  it  was 
this  bill,  and  the  bill  should  be  passed. 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  appreciate  the  remarks 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Several  Senators.  Vote!  Vote!  Vote! 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  Senate  disagree  to  the  commit- 
tee amendments  because  the  House  has 
adjourned  and  the  action  would  be  moot. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Th# 
questiorf  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendments. 

The  amendments  were  rejected. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed.         * 


ORDER  OP  BUSINESS 
Mr.  KERR  obtained  the  floor. 
Mr.  CLEMENTS.    Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  unanimous-con- 
sent request,  without  losing  his  rights  to 
the  floor? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  under  those  circum- 
stances. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  The  majority  lead- 
er might  desire  to  make  a  similar  re- 
quest. If  so.  I  wish  to  make  that  pos- 
sible, and  not  interfere  with  his  request. 

Does  the  majority  leader  wish  to  have 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield  to 
him? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  Senator 
would,  without  losing  his  right  to  the 
floor,  I  have  a  number  of  resolutions  and 
unanimous-consent  requests  which  are 
customary  in  the  functioning  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  KE31H.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  I  may  do  so. 
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THASKB  OF  THE  SENATE  TO  PRESI- 
DENT OF  THE  SENATE   .. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  to  the  desk  a  resolution,  ask  that 
it  be  read  by  the  clerk  for  the  informa- 
tlon  of  the  Senate,  and  that  it  be  imme- 
diately considered. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  319).  which  was  considered 
by  unanimous  consent  and  unanimously 
aerreed  to: 

Resolved.  That  the  thanks  of  the  Senate 
ars  hereby  tendered  to  Hon.  Ricrakd  M. 
Mzxoir,  Vice  President  of  tbe  United  States 
and  the  Resident  of  the  Senate,  for  the 
oourteoua,  dlgnllled.  and  Impartial  manner 
with  which  he  haa  presided  over  its  delibera- 
tlona  during  the  2d  session  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
briefly  referring  to  the  resolution,  I 
know  that  I  speak  the  sentiments  of  the 
entire  Senate  in  expressing  our  appre- 
ciation to  the  distinguished  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  a  former  Mem- 
ber of  this  body,  who  was  my  Junior  col- 
league for  2  years  before  moving  on  to 
the  high  ofiBce  he  now  occupies.  He  has 
presided  over  this  body  with  dignity  and 
with  fairness,  and  I  know  all  of  us  wish 
him  well. 


THANKS  OP  SENATE  TO  PRESIDENT 
PRO  TEMPORE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing resolution  (S.  Res.  320),  which 
was  considered  and  unanimously  agreed 
to: 

Resolved,  That  the  thanks  of  the  Senate 
are  hereby  tendered  to  Hon.  Styles  Banx^s, 
President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate,  for  the 
courteous,  dignified,  and  impartial  manner 
with  which  he  has  presided  over  Its  delibera- 
tions during  the  2d  session  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  both 
resolutions  are  offered  on  behalf  of  the 
majority  and  minority  leaders. 


NOMINATIONS  OP  POSTMASTERS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
after  a  discussion  with  the  minority 
leader  and  also  the  ranking  member  of 
the  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Com- 
mittee, a  number  of  nominations  of  post- 
masters and  others  have  been  cleared  by 
the  minority  as  well  as  the  majority. 

First.  I  ask  unanimous  consent,  as  in 
executive  session,  for  the  present  con- 
sideration of  sundry  nominations  of 
postmasters. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
nominations  will  be  stated. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  of  postmasters 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  ask  that  the  post- 
master nominations  be  confirmed  en 
bloc. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


Mr. 


MINISTER  TO  ICELAND 
KNOWLAND.    Mr.  President.  I 


send  to  the  desk  the  nomination  which 
was  reported  unanimously  by  the  For- 
eign Relations  Committee  today  of  Mr. 
John  Joseph  Muccio.  of  Rhode  Island,  to 
be  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister 


nenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  Iceland,  and  I  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration  as  in  executive 
session. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  clerk  will  state  the  nomination. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Jotm  Joseph  Muccio  to  be  Envoy 
Extraordinary  and,  Minister  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
Iceland. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed,  as 
in  executive  session. 


DISTRICT  JUDGES 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
understand  there  are  on  the  desk  two 
reports  of  nominations  of  district  judges 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the 
Senator  identify  the  numbers  of  the  re- 
ports? 

Mr."  KNOWLAND.  One  is  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  Sherrill  Halbert  of  Cali- 
fornia to  be  United  States  district  judge 
for  the  northern  district  of  California. 
Vice  Dal  M.  Lemmon,  elevated. 

The  other  is  the  nomination  of  Ver- 
non D.  Forbes  of  North  Dakota,  to  be 
United  States  district  judge  for  the  dis- 
trict of  Alaska,  division  4.  vice  Harry  E. 
Pratt,  retired. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  nominations,  as  in  executive  ses- 
sion? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
nominations  wUl  be  stated. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Sherrill  Halbert  to  be  United 
States  district  judge  for  the  northern 
district  of  California. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed,  as 
in  executive  session. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Vernon  D.  Forbes  to  be  United 
States  district  judge  for  the  district  of 
Alaska,  division  No.  4. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed,  as 
in  executive  session. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  ask  that  the 
President  be  immediately  notified  of  all 
nominations  confirmed  this  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without 
objection,  the  President  will  be  notified 
forthwith.  J 

PRINTING  MATTERS  IN  THE  REC- 
ORD AFTER  ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  wiD  the 
majority  leader  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Yes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Am  I  correct  In  my  un- 
derstanding that  any  Senator  who  de- 
sires to  insert  information  in  the  Rec- 
ord, such  as  speeches  and  newspaper 
material,  has  received  permission  to  do 
so? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    That  is  correct. 


NOTIFICATION  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing resolution  (S.  Res.  318),  which 
was  considered  and  agreed  to: 

Itesolved.  That  a  committee  of  two  Sena- 
tors be  appointed  by  the  President  of  the 


Senate  to  Join  a  similar  committee  appointed 
by  the  House  of  Representatives  to  wait  upon 
the  President  of  the  United  States  and  In- 
form him  that  the  two  Houses,  having  com- 
pleted the  business  of  the  present  session,  are 
ready  to  adjourn  unless  the  President  has 
some  further  communication  to  make  to 
them. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
appoints  the  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  KNOWLAND]  and  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  as  members  of  the 
committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


PAYMENT  OP  ADDITIONAL  MILEAGE 
TO  SENATORS  FOR  SPECIAL  SES- 
SION OF  SENATE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Texas )  submitted  the  follow- 
ing resolution  (S.  Res.  321).  which  was 
considered  by  unanimous  concent  and 
agreed  to:  T 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  ihe  Senate 
Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  pay 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate, 
fiscal  year  1955.  to  Senators  their  additional 
mileage  for  the  special  session  of  the  Senate 
of  the  83d  Congress,  convened  pursuant  to 
the  order  adopted  by  the  Senate  en  August 
20,  1954. 


UNEMPLOYMENT 


Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  It 
has  become  apparent  that  this  Congress 
is  not  going  to  act  on  a  matter  which 
ranks  among  the  important  issues  facing 
great  areas  of  the  Nation  today. 

This  Congress  is  going  to  do  nothing 
about  unemployment. 

In  a  recent  poll  conducted  in  my  State 
of  Kentucky,  I  asked  the  people — farm- 
ers, workingmen,  businessmen,  and 
others  forming  a  cross  section  of  the 
population — to  rate  in  order  of  impor- 
tance, those  issues  facing  the  State. 

Unemployment  was  rated  No.  1, 

I  have  seen  the  recent  figures  indicat- 
ing a  slight  drop  in  unemployment. 
They  do  not  minimize  the  need  for  ac- 
tion. 

The  fact  that  the  number  of  persons 
suffering  each  year  from  tuberculosis  is 
decreasing  does  not  mean  that  we  can 
relax  our  efforts  to  deal  with  this  dread 
disease. 

The  latest  figures  released  by  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  show  3,346.000  unem- 
ployed. This  figure  does  not  include 
those  who  may  be  temporarily  laid  off 
from  their  jobs.  Temporary  layoffs  can 
last  for  many  weeks. 

This  figure  does  not  include  those  who 
are  on  short  workweeks. 

Estimates  have  been  made,  I  under- 
stand, which  indicate  that  a  figure  of 
4  million  or  more  may  be  closer  to  the 
number  of  unemployed  in  the  country 
today. 

These  4  million  are  not  all  that  are 
affected.  I  have  here  the  last  issue  of 
the  United  Mine  Workers  Journal— the 
issue  of  August  1,  1954.  which  contains 
some  moving  words  concerning  the  un- 
employment problem. 

I  was  drawn  to  a  photograph  on  the 
front  cover  under  the  caption.  "These 
are  Hungry  Americans,  Uncle  Sam." 
This  photograph  shows  Norman  HUl  of 
eastern  Kentucky  and  his  family.  Mr. 
Hill  is  an  unemployed  miner.  Besides 
his  wife,  there  are  six  children. 
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In  the  magfizlne,  I  found  other  photo- 
graphs of  unemployed  workers  from 
Kentucky  having  famlhes  of  4,  6.  and  11. 

The  heads  of  these  families  show  as 
only  one  unemployed  person  In  the  fig- 
ure of  4  million.  The  fact  is  that  other 
millions — majbe  4  to  6  million — are  de- 
pendent on  them. 

Indirectly  other  millions  suffer,  for 
Mr.  Hill  and  his  family  and  the  other 
millions  of  unt  mployed  no  longer  patron- 
ize the  local  grocery,  the  filling  station, 
the  drugstore  the  dry -goods  merchant, 
or  the  hardwE.re  dealer. 

In  the  first  5  months  of  1954.  business 
failures  in  th^  Nation  were  39  percent 
above  the  sane  period  for  last  year. 
Most  of  these  failures  have  been  among 
small  businesses  with  average  liabilities 
of  less  than  $;),000.  This  is  the  highest 
record  of  business  failures  since  1941. 

Another  effect  of  the  severe  conditions 
can  be  seen  in  the  bankruptcies  taking 
place  in  the  Nation. 

During  the  first  half  of  this  year,  there 
were  307  bankruptcy  petitions  filed  in 
the  State  of  Kentucky.  Last  year  there 
were  442  failuies  for  the  entire  year.  In 
195Z,  there  were  6  fewer  failures  than 
there  have  been  in  the  first  6  months  of 
this  year.  This  is  the  highest  peak  since 
the  1930s. 

I  am  more  familiar  with  the  situation 
as  it  exists  in  my  own  State  of  Kentucky 
and  I  want  to  discuss  details  of  this  prob- 
lem as  they  exist  in  that  Commonwealth. 
Kentucky,  how  ever,  is  illustrative  of  the 
condition  existing  in  many  other  States. 
West  Viiginia  has  a  greater  unemploy- 
ment problem  than  Kentucky.  Michi- 
gan, New  York,  Massachusetts.  Perm- 
sylvania.  Tennessee,  and  Wisconsin,  to 
name  only  a  few,  also  face  a  serious 
problem. 

This  condition  has  been  increasing  in 
severity  during  the  last  18  months. 

In  January  of  1953,  there  were  only  34 
major  and  smaller  areas  of  substantial 
and  of  very  substantial  labor  surplus  in 
the  Nation,  out  of  the  182  covered  in 
the  survey. 

In  July  of  1954  there  were  138  major 
and  smaller  areas  of  substantial  and  very 
substantial  labor  surplus  in  the  Nation, 
of  the  149  areas  covered  in  the  survey. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent at  this  point  in  my  remarks  to  insert 
in  the  Record  a  table  which  I  have  pre- 
pared showing  the  location  by  States,  of 
the  areas  of  substantial  and  very  sub- 
stantial labor  surplus  as  of  January 
1953,  and  July  1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows; 

Labor  market  areas  of  substantial  labor  sur- 
plus as  of  January  1953  and  July  1954 


Jamary  lb53 


JVLT    li»54 


Ja«per 


ALABAMA 

Alrxandor  City 

Ariiiisida 

Gartwii 

TalliMlga 

JasiHT 

ARKANSAS 

Fort  Smitli 

COKNICTirrT 

Unstol 


labor  market  areaa  of  substantial  labor  ntr- 
plus  aa  of  January  19S3  and  July  19S4~~. 
Continued 


Jancaxt  19S3 


fn-T  1954 


oxoaniA 


Cedartown-Rockmart 

Columbus 

Cordele 


n.UNOIS 


DanvlIlP 

H  errin  -  M  urph  yyboro- 
West  FranJtfort 


Vinwnntss 


Cumberland 


Fall  River 

Lawrence 

Low.ll 

Miltoni 

New  Bedford 

Tauntou 


Iron  Mountain 


Aurom 

Davenport,  Iowa-Rock 
Islaml,  111. 

n  errin- M  urph  jsboro- West 

Frankfort 
Joliel 
l.itilifieM 

Mount  Vernon 
I'eorm 


INDIANA 

Fvan«:vi!lo 

Fort  Wayne 

Mieliiean  City-La  Porte 

South  Hend 

Terre  Haute 

Vinwanes 

IOWA 

Hurlinpion 
Otiumwa 

KANSAS 

I'ltlsburg 

KEXTITKT 

Ashland.    Ky.-nuntincton, 

W.Va. 
Frankfort 

(IWrllftlorO 

<"ortiin 

Har.:ird 

Henclrr«on 

Mudisoin  ille 

M  icldle,-.tioro-IIarlan 

raititsviUe-PrestotisbiTrp 

]'ik(\illc,   K.v.•^^  illiamson. 

\v    Vi 
M  orehead-U  rajson 

MAINK 

Biddeford 

WARVl.AND 

Cumberland 

MASSACIl'SETTS 

Fall  Kiver 

Low. '11 

Milford 

New  Beilford 

Norlli  Aduiii.s 

Lawrenr»' 

Soutlibndge- Webster 

mrni'-.AN 

Adrian 

Ann  Arbor-Ypsikntl 

Kalllr  Creek 

B:.y  Cily 

Benton  ilarbor 

I'elniit 

Ion  i;i- Held  Ipp-Circcnville 

Inm  Mouiilaiu 

J:ick>on 

Monroe 

Muskepon 

Owosso 

Port  Huron 


Minn  .-Superior, 


Atlantic  City 


Oloversvilte 
Utica-Kome 


MINNF-OOTA 

l>ululh, 

liLsjiis-Trn 
Jack.-vja 


msxorRt 

Jopiin 
Sprir.cfieM 

8t.  J<'M  pll 

St.  Louis 
KKW  JEK.<IET 

A  Han  lie  City^ 
I'at^rsou       ,«' 

MW  METiro  A 

Albuquenjue ' 

KEW  YORK 

A I  ban  y -SchcnecUd  y  •  Tro  y 

Buffalo 

H  udson 

J  amesto  <rn  -rhmkirk 

Oswefro-Fulton 

Vtica-Roroe 

Ani!!lerdam 

Gloversvilie 


Altnona 

Clearfield-DuBois 
I'olt.-villii 
ScranU)ii 

i>uiibury-Phamokin- 

Moiiiit  Carmel 
1'nioiiiown-Connell.sville 
W  ilkes- liarre- Uaiclton 


rrovidenc* 
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MOKTH  CAROUNA 

Asheville  Asheville 

Durham  Durham 

Winstou-Salem  Kinston 

WaynesvilV 
W'  inston  -Saiem 

OHIO 

Athens-Logan-Nelsonvillc    Canton 

Findlay-Tlffin-Fostoria 

Mansfield 

Newark 

Sanduskv-Fremont 

Pprinefleld 

Toledo 

OREfiON 

I'ortland 

FENNSriVANIA 

Berwick-Bloomsburg 

Erie 

New  Castle 

rhikdeli)hia 

Pitf;burt;h 

Reading 

Williamsport 

Altooiia 

Clearfield-Du  Bois 

Indiana 

Johnstown 

Kittanninp-Ford  City 

IxKk  Huvun 

I'oltsville 

Scran  ton 

Snnbnry-Shamokln-Mount 

Carnu'l 
T'ninntown-Connellsville 
Wilkes-B;irre-Uailelon 

BHODK    ISLAND 

I'rovidence 
KNNE.SSEK 

Bri.<:tfll-John!<on  Clty-Klnjs 

ixirt.  Teiin.-\'a. 
Chattanooga 
Know  ille 

1-a  KidletU'-JeUioo-TaMweU 
New  ()ort 

Ran  .\ntonlo 
I'exarlcaiui 

TEKMONT 

Sjirinpfleld 
TIRCIMA 

CovinrtoriClifffln  Fonw 

K;idf..rd  rula.ski 

Bi?  Stone  (lap  .Appalacbis 

Bic'hiiutdi-Bluefield 

WASniMITDN 

Tacoir.a 
WEST  VIRGINIA 

Fairmont 

Parkersburf  , 

Whi-^linE,  W.  Va.-Sl«ubcn- 
villf.  Ohio 
Sul-    Beck  lev 
Bluefield 
Ivopan 
Morcantown 
I'oinl  Pleasant 
Konceverle-Wbitc  Sulphur 

.'springs 
Wei  eh 
Charleston 
Clarksburg 

WISCONSIN 

Beaver  Dam 
Kenosha 
l>a  Crosse 
Kacine 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  should  like  also 
to  point  to  another  factor  which  must 
be  considered.  In  times  of  labor  sur- 
plus in  one  area  of  the  country,  It  might 
be  possible  to  shift  workers  to  areaa 
where  there  Is  labor  shortage. 

This  has  been  done  in  many  years 
since  the  end  of  World  War  IL  It  Is 
no  longer  possible. 

As  recently  as  July  of  1953  there  were 
areas  of  labor  shortage  in  the  Nation. 
In  the  149  areas  surveyed  last  year  5 
areas  of  labor  shortage  were  found. 
Today  there  is  not  one  such  area  listed 
in  the  latest  issue  of  BUnonthljr  Sum- 
mary of  Labor  Mai^et  Derelc^pneDiti;  sa 


Taooma 


Fairmont 

Martinshunt 
I'arkersburK 
I'oint  I'leasant 
Botieeverte- White 
pbur  t-prmga 


r^ 


M 


i- 


/ 


ip^i 


1 


l'-* 


if  ■: 

i 

I! 
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'I 


'  V. 
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Major  Areas,  rdeased  toy  the  Deportment 
of  lAbor. 

In  Kentucky,  it  is  estimated  that  in 
the  last  2  weeks  of  June  of  this  year 
at  least  105,000  peraons  were  unem- 
ployed. I  am  c<»indent  this  Is  a  con- 
servative figure. 

The  previous  high  of  postwar  unem- 
ployment in  Kentucky  occurred  Just  5 
years  ago  In  June  1949.  At  that  time, 
about  75,000  persons  were  without  work. 

In  June  1953  It  was  reported  that  un- 
employment in  Kentucky  amounted  to 
38,000,  Just  a  little  more  than  one-third 
the  figiire  today. 

The  number  of  Insured  unemployed 
has,  also,  risen  rapidly  to  a  point  that 
the  weekly  average  for  June  of  this  year 
was  12.1  percent. 

Of  the  120  counties  in  the  State.  106  of 
them  are  above  the  6-percent  unem- 
ployed average  set  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment as  one  of  the  standards  for  clas- 
sifying an  area  In  group  IV.  or  an  are$  of 
substantial  unemplosrment.  All  these 
counties  and  areas  have  not  been  classi- 
fied In  group  IV  because  they  do  not  fill 
other  technical  qualifications  for  classi- 
fication in  this  category. 

In  January  of  1953  not  one  area  of 
Kentucky  was  classified  as  group  IV  by 


the  Federal  Oovemment.  Today  there 
are  11  group-IV  areas  in  the  Sta»e  with 
30  counties— one-fourth  of  those  in  the 
State — placed  in  this  category. 

Many  other  counties  have  applied  for 
the  group  IV  classification. 

Much  of  the  most  severe  uneaiploy- 
ment  exists  in  the  mining  areas  of  Ken- 
tucky. The  most  recent  figures  avail- 
able show  that  more  than  25  percent  of 
the  mlneworkers  are  filing  weekly  un- 
employment claims.  Many  other  miners 
have  already  exhausted  their  rights  to 
unemployment  compensation. 

The  unemployment  is  not  limited  to 
the  mining  areas.  In  tobacco  manu- 
facturing, it  runs  21.6  percent.  In  ap- 
parel manufacturing,  23.5  percent  are  re- 
ceiving claims.  In  electrical-machinery 
manufacturing.  20.7  percent  are  unem- 
ployed. More  than  20  percent  of  those 
in  the  construction  industry  are  without 
work, 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks  a  table  setting 
forth  the  luiemployment  by  industry  in 
the  State  of  Kentucky  for  June  1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 


Average  weekly  number  of  continued  claimt  filed  against  Kentucky  industry  per  100  employed 

June  1964r 


Industry 


Ifanafactarlnf. 


Food  and  kindred  products 

Tobaooo  manufacturing...    . 
Clothing,  textile,  and  leather 


Textiles . 

Apparel . " " 

Leather """"IIIIIII 

Lomb«r.  wood  products,  furniture,  and  fixtures. 


Average 

weekly 

claims 

June  1954 


19,768 


2, 352 
1.921 
4,905 


Lumber 

Furniture  and  flxtures. 


VtinthiK,  publishing,  and  jjaper  products 

Printing  and  publishing 

Paper  products "I"™ 

Chemicals,  petroleum,  coal,  and  rubber  products. 


Chemicals.. 

Petroleum,  coal,  and  rubber  productsl 


Stone,  clay,  and  glass  products 

Primvy  metal  products 

Machinery,  metal  products,  and  equipment ' 


Employ- 
ment 


Aferaire 

weekly 

clijms  iks 

f>ertent  of 

employment 


159,216 


12.4 


25,  48.5 

8,  H«7 

24,  059 


263 

4.430 

212 


2.943 


2.028 
915 


»1 


fil 
40 

445 


3.121 

18.824 

2,714 


9.2 
21.6 
19.9 


8.4 
23.  ."5 

7.8 


17,0.S0 


10,802 
6,278 


17.2 


18.8 
14.6 


8,014 


yabrlcated  metal  products 
Machinery  (except  electrlcai). 

Klectrical  machinery.. 

lYaosportation  equipment.  J 


349 
96 

769 
1,138 
4,739 


Miscellaneous  manufacturing 
Mining  and  quarrying 


Coal  mining . . 
Other  minlnf. 


Construction..... 

IVaosportatioa.  eommuniaVionVand  uuii'tiea' 

Trusportation  (except  rail  way) 

Trade * 

Tlnanee,  Insaranoe.  and  real  Mtate 

Serrioe 

▲11  oUier  IndustriesIJ" 


587 
1,001 
2,726 

425 


,  (>")8 
946 

12,942 

10, 770 
2,172 


1.1 


.7 
4  2 

3.4 


3.2 
4  4 


5.013 

8.030 

45,  5«0 


11,672 

15.745 

13, 173 

4.990 


15.3 
14  2 

10.4 


5.0 

fi.  4 

20.7 

8.5 


465 
12,538 


11,582 
956 

10,193 
996 
774 

6,104 
207 

1,335 
174 


3,  526 

47,  152 


13.2 
26.6 


40,  921 
6,231 

49.040 
29,  670 
14,  027 
107,  .531 
15,021 
31,  4,35 
1,995 


28.3 
l.V  3 


21.2 
3.4 
6.5 
4.8 
1.4 
4.2 
8.7 


Mr.  CX£MENTS.  The  States  and  lo- 
eal  communities  are  extending  them, 
selves  to  deal  with  this  problem.  Last 
year  the  largest  amount  in  history- 
more  than  $76  million  of  Federal  and 


State  funds— was  spent  in  Kentuclcjr  on 
the  unemployed,  needy  aged,  blind,  and 
dependent  children  programs. 

The  Department  of  Economic  Security 
the  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Develop- 
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ment  Board,  and  other  State  agencies 
in  Kentucky  are  bending  ever;  effort  at 
relieving  this  situation.  Similar  agen- 
cies are  at  work  in  other  States. 

The  chamljers  of  commerce,  the  labor 
unions,  and  many  other  private  organi- 
zations are  devoting  time  and  energy  to 
aid  in  seeking  a  solution. 

There  are  two  needs  in  combating  un- 
employment.   One  is  a  long-range  pro-  ' 
gram  to  bring  new  industries  and  busi- 
nesses  into   one-economy  areas  which 
have  been  hard  hit. 

The  Federal  Government,  through  the 
Departments,  is  taking  some  action  in 
this  direction.  These  efforts  must  be 
increased  and  a  study  of  ways  and  means 
of  strengthening  thi.«?  work  should  be  high 
on  the  agenda  of  action  by  the  Congress 
which  will  convene  next  January. 

The  second  program  is  short  range • 

dealing  with  the  problem  of  unemploy- 
ment as  it  exists  now  and  as  It  will  con- 
tinue to  affect  the  country  until  next 
year,  when  further  action  can  be  taken. 

This  Is  the  area  in  which  this  Congress 
has  failed. 

On  March  1  of  this  year  my  distin- 
guished colleague  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Hill]  introduced  S.  3044.  Which  was 
cosponsored  by  my  colleague  from  Ar- 
kansas [Mr.  PuLBRiGHT]  and  myself. 
This  measure  would  amend  section  32 
of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  193$  to  make 
It  easier  and  less  expensive  fbr  States 
and  local  communities  to  obtain  surplus- 
food  supplies  to  use  in  the  relief  of  the 
needy  unemployed. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  has 
the  authority  to  move  limited  amounts 
of  food  into  areas  of  need  when  the  State 
agrees  to  handle  the  repackaging  and 
distribution.  This  is  ottzn  prohibitively 
expensive  to  the  local  community.  Sec- 
retary Benson  has  not  pressed  the  pro- 
gram. 

This  bill  introduced  by  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill]  and  cospon- 
sored by  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  PuLBRicHT],  and  myself,  would  give 
the  Secretary  additional  authority  to 
move  more  surplus  food  into  distress 
areas.  It  would  authorize  the  Agricul- 
ture Department  to  repackage  the  sur- 
plus food  into  smaller  units  and  dis- 
tribute them  to  areas  of  extreme  unem- 
ployment, designated  as  such  by  the  Bu- 
reau of  Employment  Security  of  the  De- 
partment of  Labor. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry  did  not  even  schedule 
hearings  on  the  bill. 

On  May  28,  of  this  year.  I  Introduced 
S  3531.  This  measure  would  expedite 
the  construction  on  navigation,  flood 
control.  Federal  building  and  olJier  con- 
struction projects  already  authorized  by 
Congress,  for  which  appropriations  and 
orders  for  the  beginning  of  construc- 
tion have  not  been  issued.  It  would 
give  the  President  the  authority  for 
selection  of  these  projects  in  the  areas 
Where  the  need  Is  the  gieatest. 

I  have  urged  upon  both  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Public  Works  and  the 
White  House  the  need  for  this  type  of 
activity  by  the  Federal  Government  as 
one  means  of  relieving  the  serious  con- 
dition that  exists  in  distress  areas. 

In  Kentucky  alone,  there  are  civU 
works  projects  in  the  amount  of  $525  - 
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180,400  which  have  been  authorized  and 
for  which  there  have  been  no  appropria- 
tions. 

If  appropriations  for  even  a  part  of 
these  projects  had  been  enacted  by  this 
Congress.  It  would  have  meant  Jobs  for 
thousands  of  the  imemployed  in  Ken- 
tucky and  it  would  have  provided  many 
thousands  of  jobs  for  those  In  other  areas 
of  the  country. 


Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  insert  In  the  Rxcon)  at  this  point 
In  my  remarks  a  table  prepared  for  me 
by  the  Department  of  the  Anny,  Office 
of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  which  sets 
forth  m  detail  the  number  and  loca- 
tion of  these  projects  in  Kentucky. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordo-ed  to  be  printed  in  the  Rscomo,  as 
follows: 


Active  civil  xcorkt  projects  in  Kentucky 


Project 


FkKxl  fonfrol: 

Ashlaiid 

BarhourTilfc*    

Burlklxim  Reservoir 

BooneviUe  Reservoir 

Catlctsburg 

Covin  pton 

Cumhirland 

Dewey  Kcsorvoir 

Hawosville 

Jiick.sun   

Ticwisjxirt 

l><Hiisville 

MuysTille 

Kewiiorl 

Nolin  Koservolr. 

No.  2  Barren  Rrwrvolr 

No.  2  (Irern  Resprvoir 

I'»dacah 

I'iDi'ViUe .   

Kou?h  River  Reservoir  and  channels. 

.'JturEi5 _ 

Van«>l«ar)f 

WV.it  Point 

Woli  Creek  Reservoir 


Total  esU- 

Dl«to<l  cost. 

fiscal  vrar 
19M 


Total,  flood  rontrol. 


Navication: 

(irwn  River  lock5  1  and  2 _ 

Ohio   Rivpr  locks  and  d.iins,   Pennsylvania, 
Ohio,  Indiana.   Kentucky,  and  West   Vir- 

fcinia. 
Ohio    River    open    channel.    Tenn.sylvania, 
Ohio,  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  West  Virginia. 

Total,  navigatioD 

Total,  civil  works 


S3.  71A,  000 

1,«»0,000 

7,  (»».  000 

17, 000, 000 

4,  .V53, 000 

7,  5S0,000 

bS.OOO 

6,  41.S,000 

970.000 

360.000 

44«.000 

2f>,  700. 000 

6,fi60,U00 

7,251,000 

14.300,000 

IK  .323.  000 

6.  HU),  (100 

4,fi3S,000 

1.730,000 

8, 96a  000 

.•.78, 000 

I,N6U,0(W 

1.4H0,  000 

TV.  278,000 

239.200,000 


Approprla- 

Uonsto 

date 


S3,  71(1.  000 

405,000 

65,000 


51,  TOO 
7,530,200 


«.  415, 000 

»70,000 

13,900 


23,  647.  §00 
6,110,800 
7.300.000 


25,000 


4,638,000 
904.000 
125,800 


10. 000,000 
S37,  200, 000 


22.700,000 


MU.  960, 000 


7B,27*i,000 
139,  095,  100 


Balance  to 
complete 


S1.M.V0O0 

6, 055, 000 

17, 000, 000 

4,501.400 

29,800 

89,000 


246, 100 

44s.ono 

3.152.200 

1,MU,200 

51,000 

14.  300.000 

19.  2UK,000 

&  800,  000 


Year  antborlied 


816,000 
8. 824.  300 

578.000 
1,  K61l,000 
1,480,000 


89,  213,  900 


5,rtOO,000 
112,429,700 


15,963,800 


133,9113,500 


4, 4fin,ooo 

424,  770, 300 


6,736,300 


43.S,  966.  .'iOO 


799, 169, 000 


1938. 

19.10. 

1938. 

1938. 

1938 

1937  and  1038. 

1950. 

193K. 
1938. 
1944. 
1938. 

1937  and  1938i. 

luatv. 

19.38. 

1938. 

I93H. 

19:m. 
1937. 
1936. 
1938. 
1938. 
193K. 
1 938. 
1938,  1941,  1946 


19.53. 

1918  and  prior  acts. 


1930  and  prior  acts. 


273, 988, 600       625, 180, 400 


Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Other  Federal  proj- 
ects of  public  buildings,  military,  and 
other  construction  would  provide  work 
if  this  Congress  and  the  administration 
had  given  its  support  to  S.  3531. 

Instead  of  support,  I  have  collected  a 
voluminous  file  of  correspondence  with 
the  White  House  and  others  who  should 
be  interested  in  taking  action. 

I  think  a  reading  of  this  correspond- 
ence is  most  revealing  of  the  views  of 
this  administration  and  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  at  this  point  to  insert  certain 
of  these  letters  In  the  Record  at  the 
conclusion  of  my  remarks. 

For  those  who  do  not  have  the  time  or 
the  inclination  to  read  this  correspond- 
ence. I  can  summarize  the  contents  of 
the  replies  I  have  written  in  a  few  words: 

"Unemployment  is  a  serious  problem. 
We  should  not  have  it.  We  do  have  it 
and  it  bears  watching.  You  may  rest  as- 
sured that  we  will  watch  it  most  care- 
fully." 

Mr.  President,  I  am  certain  that  Nor- 
man Hill  and  the  other  thousands  of  un- 
employed in  Kentucky  and  the  millions 
in  the  Nation,  and  their  families  and  the 
businesses  that  depend  on  them  are  most 
grateful  that  they  are  being  watched. 

I  am  more  confident,  however,  that 
these  miUions  of  Americans  would  rather 
have  a  little  less  watching  and  a  Uttle 
more  action. 


I  am  firmly  of  the  opinion  that  the 
administration  and  Congress  owed  them 
something  better. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Unttkd  States  8ekatk, 

COMMrrTEE    ON 
AGUCULTTTRZ    AlfD    FOKKSTST, 

June  10.  1954. 
Hon.  DwiCRT  D.  Eisenhowzx. 

President  of  ttie   United  States. 

The  White  House.  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dkas  Mr.  PmxsiDXMT:  Tlie  Census 
Bureau  bas  Just  released  statistics  for  the 
week  ended  May  8  which  Indicate  a  drop  In 
xuiemployment.  Although  it  was  encourag- 
ing to  note  that  unemployment  had  dropped 
slightly,  the  report  did  not  give  evidence 
that  our  general  economy  had  reversed  its 
downward  trend.  The  report  showed  that 
the  seasonal  rise  in  farm  and  farm  indus- 
tries employment  has  offset  a  continued  de- 
cline In  nonfarm  employment.  Unfortu- 
nately the  total  employment  Is  not  spread 
out  and  borne  equally  by  all  segments  of  our 
economy,  and  some  areas  of  our  Nation 
are  suffering  aeately  from  ezcewlve  )ob- 
toesness. 

I  am  concerned  over  serious  conditions  of 
nnemployinent  In  Kentucky,  the  arc*  with 
which  I  am  most  familiar.  In  addition  I 
note  trom  the  latest  report  larsued  by  the 
Department  of  Labor  there  are  numerous 
localities  throughout  tto*  country  having  a 
critical  surplus  o(  unemployed  persons.  The 
serlousneas  ot  the  situation  has  led  me  to 


iBteodace  a  bm.  8.  SOSl.  a  ec^iy  of  whS^  to 
■tfrhad.  that  would  provide  a  bans  upon 
which  some  eoiMiomic  stimulation  ooald  be 
given  to  those  areas  having  szoesalvs  un- 
employment. ProTlakmB  In  this  bm  author- 
ise  the  President  to  make  the  determination 
•a  to  whether  construction  of  any  project 
previously  authorlnd  by  Oongreas  wm  alle- 
viate or  prevent  unemployment  In  a  fltiti  ess 
area. 

WhUe  the  total  percentage  of  unemployed 
Is  not  great,  and  would  not  Justify  launch- 
ing a  mammoth  public-works  program,  those 
areas  which  have  critical  unemployment 
constitute  a  depressing  factor  upon  our 
entire  economy.  Steps  should  be  taken 
now  so  that  these  critical  areas  do  not  de- 
press our  national  economy  to  the  point 
where  the  contagious  effect  of  a  general 
depression   becomes   operative. 

This  situation  is  akin  to  a  leak  in  a  «t»»n 
If  early  action  U  taken  to  stop  water  seepage 
in  a  dam,  the  dam  is  saved.  wtUle  if  it  Is  per- 
mitted to  go  unrepaired,  the  dam  Is  lost. 
It  la  my  belief  constructive  steps  taken  In 
areas  of  substantial  imemployment  now 
through  pubUc  works  wiU  avert  greata  hard- 
ship to  our  economy. 

Kentucky  now  has  10  areas  designated  by 
the  Department  of  Labor  as  class  IV sub- 
stantial labor  areas.  Borne  sections  of  thess 
areas  have  unemployment  that  reach  the 
staggering  figure  of  nearly  40  percent  of  the 
insured  workers.  Today's  Kentucky  papers 
carry  an  announcement  from  the  Kentucky 
Department  of  Economic  Security  that  ons 
6-county  area  has  reached  an  unemployment 
flgiire  of  87.7  percent.  It  is  my  belief  that 
leglslaUon  along  the  line  of  8.  3631  wUl 
strengthen  these  areas  through  Increasing 
employment  opportunities. 

I  call  this  situation  In  Kentucky  and  this 
legislation  to  yoxu-  attention  in  the  belief 
that  you  too  wish  to  take  all  steps  necessary 
to  provide  the  greatest  economic  stabmty 
possible  In  these  areas. 

I   would  appreciate  yotir  comments  and 
advice  on  this  subject  of  such  great  concern 
to  the  people  of  these  labor  surplus  areas. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Earu  C.  Clemxnts, 
United  States  Senator. 

Tbk  Whttk  Hottsx, 
WashiTigton.  June  11.  1954. 
The  Hon.  Eaelx  C.  Clzments, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dkas  Sxnatos  Clkmknts:    This  Is  merely 
to    acknowledge    receipt    of    your    letter    of 
June  10  addressed  to  the  President. 

You  may  expect  a  further  reply  to  your 
communication  shortly. 
With  kind  regards. 
Sincerely, 

Oerau)  D.  MoacAjr, 
Administrative  Assistant  to  the  President. 

Thx  Whitk  HOtTBX. 
WasMnffton.  June  7. 1954. 
The  Honorable  Bablk  C.  CLUCzirrs, 
United  States  Senate. 

WashiTigtan.  Z>.  O. 

Dsjut  Skhatob  CLnaxim:  The  President 
has  handed  me  your  letter  at  June  10  and 
asked  me  to  acknowledge  your  thoughtful- 
nesB  in  sending  him  your  views  an  the 
employment  situation. 

Tlie  President  is  foUowing  the  economic 
situation  cloaely  as  he  has  been  for  many 
months.  He  beUeves  that  ths  downward  re- 
adjustment which  began  last  July  has  about 
spent  its  strength  and  he  brieves  that  It  has 
been  prevented  from  exnnulatlng  into  a  dm- 
preaslon  as  some  feared  last  winter. 

His  eonoem  now  is  with  the  enaetmsnt  of 
his  leglalattve  program  whose  many  ewiwiiie 
sections  have  billions  of  doUan  of  eco- 
nomic sUnmluB  In  them.  Admlnlateativeiy. 
through  credit  and  d^t  maiuigaaBeBt 
and    in   other   ways.   tlM 
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wwklTig  to  mlnhmltw  the  hardships  of  tnnal- 
tlon  mm  a.  war  to  »  more  nearty  pMoefttmo 
•oosMmy. 

Tb«  Preskteni  haa  Inatructad  me  to  b*Te 
ttM  BuTMu  at  tlie  Budget  prepare  «n  axudy- 
ala  of  your  bill  (8.  8531)  for  his  use  and  he 
la  detannlned  to  let  no  good  idea  go  unex- 
amined In  Ills  llgbt  to  •dale'v*  economic  ata- 
tolllty  and  a  growing  economy. 
Sincerely  yours, 

QuaSEL  Havgi, 
AdminUifUve  AasiHant  to  the  President. 

Jm.Y  16.  19&4. 
Mr.  OAsaiKL  Hattox, 

The  White  House,  i 

Washington,  D.  C.  1 

DBAS  IfB.  Ha  vox:  On  June  10,  I  wrote  to 
the  President  regarding  8.  3531,  a  bill  whlcn 
X  have  Introduced  in  the  Congress  to  expedite 
the  construction  of  authorized  public  works 
In  areas  of  substantial  unemployment.  On 
Jime  17, 1  received  your  answer  for  the  Pres- 
ident. Indicating  Interest  in  the  measure  and 
suggesting  that  you  had  instructed  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget  to  prepare  an  analysis  of 
the  bill  for  the  President's  iise  in  whatever 
action  he  might  deem  necessary. 

I  do  not  believe  the  situation  has  mate- 
rially changed  since  our  previous  conunu- 
nlcatlon.  I  bave  seen  tbe  recent  reports  of 
some  change  in  the  employment  picture,  but 
I  do  not  believe  that,  this  tells  the  whole 
story.  There  are  still  many  large  areas  of 
the  nation  where  the  unemployment  condi- 
tions are  desperate.  Unless  we  take  some 
action  before  the  end  of  this  seasslon  of  the 
Congress,  there  will  be  real  suffering  and 
hardship  in  these  areas  during  the  coming 
winter. 

Since  I  had  received  no. reply  to  my  pre- 
vious letter.  I  am  writing  again  to  ascertain 
the  |»-eaent  status  of  the  report  from  the 
Budget  Bureau  and  to  reexamine  my  strong 
convictions  that  action  Is  necessary. 
With  kindest  personal  regards.  I  am. 
Sincerely, 

KAXI.K  C.  CLncKirrs. 
United  States  Senator. 


Thx  Whttx  House. 
Washinsfton,  July  26,  1954. 
The  Honorable  Easlx  C.  Clsmknts, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
DxAX  Sknatok  Clzments:  Your  letter  of 
July  15  asks  the  status  of  the  report  from 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  your  bill,  S. 
3331,  relating  to  the  Construction  of  needed 
public  works  in  areas  of  substantial  unem- 
ployment, and  states  your  views  that  Imme- 
diate action  is  necessary. 

Enclosed  is  a  copy  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget's  report  to  the  chairman  of  the  Sen- 
ate Committee  on  Public  Works  on  S.  3531. 
The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  reports  substan- 
tial agreement  among  the  major  Federal 
agencies  that  undo-  existing  legislation  the 
Government  has  capacity  to  plan  and  pro- 
vide /or  the  construction  of  needed  public 
works,  and  that  the  President  is  already 
equipped  to  develop  and  recommend  public 
works  measures  which  he  may  and  to  be  in 
the  public  Interest. 

As  I  have  indicated  In  my  letter  to  you  of 
June  17.  the  President  is  following  the  eoo- 
noncilcsltuatlon  closely.  While  a  naUonal 
*'\WTg»Pcy  program  does  not  appear  to  be 
necessary  at  this  time,  the  administration  is 
seeking,  through  poUcles  embodied  in  legis- 
lative requests,  its  credit  and  debt  manage- 
ment poUcy,  and  In  various  other  ways,  to 
minimize  the  hardships  of  transition  from  a 
war  to  a  more  nearly  peacetime  economy  and 
to  stimulate  the  economy  to  a  new  advance. 
Slneerely  yours. 

QurnwL  Hahos, 

Administrative  Assistant  to  the 
President. 


JBut-unvB  Omcx  or  trk  Psxsidxmt,      ' 
BtrxxAu  OF  THz  Busorf, 
WasMTtgton,  D.  C,  July  23.  1954. 
Bon.  KDWABO  iiAMTUt, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Public  Works 
United  States  Senate, 
Washington.  D.  C. 
Mt-  Dkas  BdR.  CRAnMAN:   This   is  in  reply 
to  your  letter  of  May  29,  1954,  inviting  the 
Bureau   of   the   Budget   to  comment  on   8. 
3531,  a  bill  "To  expedite  the  construotlon  of 
needed  public  works  and  other  facilities  in 
areas  of  substantial  unemployment.'* 

S.  3631.  if  enacted,  would  constitute  a  find- 
ing by  the  Congress  that  immediate  action 
must  be  taken  to  alleviate  hardship  from 
the  serious  condition  of  unemployment 
which  exists  In  certain  areas  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  prevent  unenaploymeat  from 
becoming  more  widespread.  It  would  pro- 
vide authorization  for  appropriation  of  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  create  employ- 
ment in  distress  areas  by  carrying  out  or 
continiang  public  works  and  other  programs 
already  or  hereafter  authorized  by  law  to 
provide  needed  Improvements  and  facilities. 
Distress  areas,  or  areas  of  substantial  unem- 
ployment, would  be  determined  by  llje  Bur- 
eau of  Employment  Security  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Labor.  The  President  would  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  act  through  such 
Oovemment  departments  or  agencies  as 
he  would  designate. 

There  is  substantial  agreement  among  the 
major  Federal  agencies  that  under  existing 
legislation  the  Government  has  capacity  to 
plan    and    provide    for    the    construction    of 
needed   public   works.     As   Indicated  in   the 
Bureau's  letter  of  July  21,  1954,  to  you,  com- 
menting on  S.  2913.  a  somewhat  similar  bill 
the  Employment  Act  of  1946  estabUslied  the 
legislative  and  organizational  basis  for  a  con- 
tinuing review  of  economic  conditions,  and 
for  the  development  of  proposals  and  recom- 
mendations   to    promote     employment      as 
needed.    The  President,  therefore,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  Council  of  Economic  Ad- 
vUers.  the  departments  and  agencies  of  the 
executive    branch,    and   the   Bureau    of    the 
Budget,  is  already  equipped  to  develop  and 
reconunend    puWlc   works    measures    which 
he  may  find  to   be   m   the   public   Interest 
Recently  staff  have  been  added  to  the  Coun- 
cil of  Economic  Advisers  to  give  special  at- 
tention to  public  works  planning.     Aad  the 
Council  through  its  interagency  task  force 
on  public  works  Is  presently  engaged  In  de- 
veloping plans  to   assure   that   the   Federal 
Government  will  be  in  a  state  of  readiness  to 
expand  public  construction,  if  needed. 

S.  3531  would  authorize  appropriations  to 
finance  the  expediting  of  public  works.    Ad- 
ditional  congressional  action  would  still  be 
requh-ed.    however,    to    provide    appropria- 
tions before  the  work  could  be  put  under- 
way.   Actually,  the  Federal  Government  now 
has    a   substantial   reserve   of    construction 
work  which  has.  been  authorized,  either  by 
general  or  specific  legislation.     As  a  result 
of  advance  planning  funds  which  ar«  pro- 
vided for  various  agencies,  there  is  a  large 
amount  of  work  planned  to  a  stage  where 
construction  would  be  started  quickly   and 
advance  planning  is  in  various  stages  of  com- 
pletion on  other  authorized  work.     Accord- 
ingly, in  most  Instances,  the  only  legislative 
step  necessary  to  enable  t'  ?  agencies  to  un- 
dertake this  work  would  be  the  appropria- 
tion  of  funds   by   the   Congress.     In  most 
cases  where  contractual   authority  is  avail- 
able, such  as  the  Federal-aid  highway  pro- 
gram, additional  construction  could  be  un- 
dertaken without  prior  congressional  aetion. 
In  view  of  these  considerations,  the  Bur- 
eau of  the  Budget  recommends  that  S  3531 
not  be  enacted.  , 

Sincerely  yours.  | 

DONAI.D    R.    BELCWIS, 

Assistant    Director. 


Auoufr  2,  1954. 
Mr.  Gabrikl  Haoge. 
The  White  House, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
DcAt  Ms.  Haugk:  This  Is  to  acknowledge 
receipt  of  your  letter  of  July  20.  and  the 
attached  communication  from  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  regarding  8.  3831. 

I  am  naturally  disappointed  that  the  Bu- 
reau did  not  recommend  action  On  this  bill. 

The  emphasis  by  the  Bureau  Is  ajl  on  plan- 
ning. I  certainly  do  not  oppose  laying  plans 
so  that  the  program,  w^en  instituted  will 
function  smoothly  and  accomplish  the  great- 
est good.  There  Is  no  objection  to  a  bill 
such  as  S.  2913,  Introduced  by  my  colleague 
Senator  Paul  Dooglas  and  my  friend  in  the 
House,  Congressman  Richard  BoiXino.  This 
measure  was  Introduced  many  months  ago 
and  the  emphasis  at  that  time  was  on 
planning. 

Now  the  need  Is  for  action.  Unemployment 
Is  already  serious  and  people  are  suffering. 

According  to  reports  I  have  received  from 
Kentucky,  106  out  of  the  120  counties  have 
a  percentage  of  Insured  unemployed  higher 
than  the  6  percent  set  by  the  Administration 
as  the  point  at  which  areas  are  classified 
as  Group  IV.  Many  of  these  counties  have 
not  been  declared  Group  IV  t>ecause  they  do 
not  flu  some  of  the  other  technical  quali- 
fications for  classification  In  thle  category. 
This  does  not  minimize  the  fact  that  sub- 
stantial unemployment  does  exist. 

Of  course,  these  figures  represent  only 
the  Insured  unemployed  and  do  hot  reflect 
the  number  who  may  have  been  out  of  work 
long  enough  to  have  used  up  their  insurance, 
or  those  who  were  not  Insured  in  the  first 
place.  Kentucky,  as  with  many  other  States, 
is  suffering  Its  worst  period  of  unemployment 
since  before  World  War   II. 

I  am  Informed  that  at  the  present  time 
there  are  authorized  flood  control  and  navi- 
gation projects  In  Kentucky  amounting  to 
$525,180,400.  S.  3531  would  make  it  possible 
for  work  to  move  ahead  on  these  projects, 
providing  Jobs  for  many  of  those  suffering 
from  unemployment.  There  are  Federal  proj- 
ects In  buildings  and  other  construction 
which  could  provide  work.  Passage  of  the 
School  Construction  Act  would  give  a  meas- 
ure Of  relief  If  the  construction  could  be 
hurried  In  those  areas  where  the  Unemploy- 
ment Is  the  greatest. 

Watchful  waiting  and  the  best  laid  plans 
will  do  little  to  alleviate  the  misery  to  be 
faced  during  the  coming  months.  I  wlU  con- 
tinue my  efforts  In  the  Congress  to  bring  ac- 
tion. I  hope  that  you  may  find  It  within 
your  province  to  take  another  look  at  thU 
serious  condition  and  arrive  at  tbe  means 
whereby  the  Executive  can  move  beyond  the 
planning  state  and  into  the  arena  of  action 
With  every  good  wUh,  I  am, 
Sincerely  yours, 

Earle  C.  Clemewts, 
United  States  Senator. 

The  White  Ho^rss. 
Washington.  August  7,  1954. 
The  Honorable  Earle  C.  Clements, 
United  Senate.  Washington.  D,  C 
Dear  Senator  Clements:  Many  tihanks  for 
your  response  of  August  2.     I  watt  you  to 
know  that  the  matters  which  you  discuss  are 
very  much  In  the  minds  of  myself  and  my 
associates  and  we  will  continue  to  cXert  every 
*  owliT*'  ''*°  ^  ^^*^  '^*  economy  i^ble  and 
With  best  wishes. 
Sincerely  yours. 

.,,    ^    .  ^  Gabriel  HAttCx. 

Adminxstrative  Assistant  to  the  President. 


REPORT  OP  JUDICIARY  COMMITTEE 

Mr.   LANCER.     Mr.   President    I  ask 

unanimous   consent   that   I   may  have 

printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record  the 
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report  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee work  and  workload  from  the  begin- 
ning of  the  session  until  Aiigust  12.  1954, 
of  the  83d  Congress. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Recobd.  as  follows: 

Senate    Jttdiciaxt     Coicmittxm    Work     and 
WouLLOAO  AS  or  AoaOBT  12,  1954,  83d  Com- 
/    CUSS 

The  workload  of  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committee  during  the  83d  Congress,  as  of 
August  12.  1054.  comprised  47.8  percent  of 
all  Senate  bills  and  resolutions  introduced; 
55.9  percent  of  all  House  bills  and  resolu- 
tions presented  In  the  Senate;  49.9  percent 
of  all  bills  and  resolutions  irrespective  of 
origin. 

Not  only  has  the  Judiciary  Conunlttee  re- 
ceived a  far  larger  share  of  the  Senate's  total 
workload  than  any  other  standing  commit- 
tee of  the  Senate;  it  has  also  performed  a 
larger  share  of  all  committee  work  than  any 
other  comailttee.  Of  2,484  written  reports 
filed  on  legislation  in  the  Senate  by  all  com- 
mittees, the  Judiciary  Committee  has  filed 
1,440,  which  represents  67.9  percent. 

TTie  tot£.l  of  reports  filed  to  the  Senate 
does  not  give  the  whole  picture  of  committee 
activity,  tecause  committee  consideration 
of  many  bills  resulted  In  adverse  action  and 
Indefinite  postponement.  Furthermore,  the 
committee  has  handled  and  disposed  of  more 
than  11,425  Individual  immigration  cases. 
involving  suspension  of  deportation.  Each 
case  is  equ.valent  to  a  bill. 

As  of  August  12.  1954.  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee hac  received  2,136  Senate  bills  and 
resolutions  and  835  House  bills  and  resolu- 
tions, making  a  total  of  2,971  bills  and  reso- 
lutions. 

As  of  August  12.  1954.  the  committee  had 
disposed  of  1.751  Senate  bills  and  resolutions 
and  730  Ho'ose  bills  and  resolutions,  or  a  total 
of  2,481  bUs  and  resolutions,  which  includes 
12  bills  from  which  the  committee  was  dis- 
charged. 

Of  the  bills  thus  disposed  of.  310  were  gen- 
eral bills  other  than  claims  or  immigration, 
451  were  private  relief  bills.  1,694  were  pri- 
vate immigration  bills,  8  were  general  claims 
bills,  and  18  were  general  Immigration  bills. 

Conunitt<^  approval  was  granted  to  809 
Senate  bllL<  and  resolutions  and  630  House 
bills  and  resolutions,  or  a  total  of  1.445  bills 
and  resolutions  of  both  Houses. 

(It  will  be  noted  that  written  reports  were 
filed  by  the  committee  with  respect  to  all 
but  5  of  the  1.545  bills  and  resolutions  ap- 
proved.) 

Of  the  bills  and  resolutions  acted  upon 
favorably,  168  were  general  bUls  other  than 
claims  or  immigration,  270  were  private  re- 
lief bills,  l.COl  were  private  immigration  bills. 
7  were  general  claims  bills,  and  9  were  gen- 
eral Immigration  bills. 

Bills  postponed  indefinitely  by  the  com- 
mittee included  942  Senate  blUs  and  reso- 
lutions, 94  House  bills  and  resolutions,  or  a 
total  of  1.036  bills  and  resolutions  of  both 
Houses. 

Of  the  bills  thus  acted  upon  unfavorably. 
152  were  general  bills  other  than  claims  or 
immigration,  181  were  private  relief  bills, 
893  were  private  immigration  bUls.  1  was  a 
general  claim  bill,  and  9  were  general  immi- 
gration biih). 

Measures  pending  before  the  committee  as 
of  August  12.  1954.  included  386  Senate  blUs 
and  resolutions  and  105  House  blUs  and  reso- 
lutions, or  s  total  of  490  bUls  and  resolutions 
Of  both  Houses. 

Of  these  bills.  102  are  general  bills  other 
than  ImmifTatlon  and  claims.  104  are  pri- 
vate relief  liills.  237  are  private  immigration 
bUlB.  36  are  general  claims  bills,  and  11  are 

general   imrolgratlon  bills. 

It  Will  b«5  noted  the  committee  has  dis- 
posed of  730  Hcnise  bUls  and  resolutions  out 
Of  B35  such  measures  referred  to  it,  leaving 
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only  106  House  bills  and  resolutions  pending 
as  of  Atigust  12.  1954. 

This  means  the  committee  took  action  on 
87.4  percent  of  all  House  measures  received. 

In  comparison,  out  of  2.136  Senate  blUs 
and  restdutions  referred  to  it.  the  commit- 
tee acted  upon  1.751,  leaving  385  Senate  bills 
and  resolutions  pending.  This  means  that 
although  the  committee  had  to  start  from 
scratch  by  requesUng  departmental  reports 
in  most  such  cases,  action  was  taken  on  81.5 
percent  of  all  Senate  measures  received. 

Suspensions  of  deportation  by  the  AtUK'- 
ney  Oeneral,  and  adjustments  of  status  un- 
der section  4  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act, 
as  amended,  are,  under  authority  delegated 
by  the  Congress,  reported  to  the  Congress  In 
groups:  but  in  the  committee,  each  such  in- 
dividual case  reciulres  separate  investigation, 
appraisal,  and  action.  At  the  beginning  of 
the  83d  Congress,  there  were  pending  in  the 
committee  4,092  cases  of  suspension  of  de- 
portation, to  which  were  added  7,855  addi- 
tional cases  submitted  since  the  beginning  of 
the  Congress,  making  a  total  of  11.947  cases, 
of  which  9.949  were  approved.  129  were  with- 
drawn by  the  Attorney  Oeneral.  and  1,347 
cases  expired,  leaving  522  cases  "In  process" 
as  of  August  12.  1954. 

Through  Augtist  12.  1954.  the  committee 
received  and  FBI  reports  were  examined  by 
the  chairman  for  276  executive  nominations, 
of  which  1  was  a  Chief  Justice  of  the  United 
States.  66  were  Federal  Judges,  93  were  United 
States  district  attorneys,  75  were  United 
States  marshals,  3  were  Assistant  ComnUs- 
sioners  of  Patents.  1  was  Attorney  General 
of  the  United  States.  2  were  Deputy  Attor- 
neys Oeneral,  11  were  Assistant  Attorneys 
General.  3  were  Examiners  in  Chief.  Board  of 
Appeals.  United  States  Patent  Office.  4  were 
members  of  the  Subversive  Activities  Control 
Board.  2  were  Solicitors  General.  1  was  Com- 
missioner of  Immigration,  1  was  Commis- 
sioner of  Patents,  7  were  members  of  the 
Parole  Board.  3  were  members  of  the  War 
Claims  Commission.  3  were  members  of  the 
P>c»-elgn   Claims  Settlement   Conunlssion. 

As  Of  August  12, 1954.  nominations  pending 
totaled  four. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  the 
leadership  has  refused  to  appropriate  for 
the  Anti-Monopoly  Subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  of  which  I 
am  chairman,  any  funds  with  which  to 
hold  hearings  on  monopolies,  trusts,  car- 
tels or  measures  looking  to  a  better  en- 
forcement of  the  antitrust  statutes.  The 
hearings  will  be  held  anyway.  When  I 
became  attorney  general  of  my  State 
I  gave  up  all  my  law  work.  When  I 
became  governor,  I  again  gave  up  my  law 
practice  in  its  entirety.  When  I  became 
a  United  States  Senator  I  no  longer 
practiced  law  and  in  my  131/2  years  here  I 
have  had  only  two  law  cases,  both  for 
very  deserving  persons  and  in  one  of 
which  I  charged  no  fee  at  all. 

Owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Republi- 
can leadership  has  refused  to  give  our 
Antimonopoly  Committee  any  money 
which  was  unanimously  requested  by  the 
15-member  Judiciary  Committee,  and 
has  held  up  the  request  first  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration,  and 
then  by  the  Republican  Party  policy 
committee  of  the  Senate,  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  will  violate  a  rule 
he  has  never  violated  since  taking  pub- 
lic office.  Although  I  am  a  United 
States  Senator.  I  am  announcing  tonight 
to  the  world  that  I  will  accept  four  law- 
suits between  now  and  Jantiary  in  cases 
In  which  the  United  States  Govemment 
is  involved  neither  directly  nor  indirectly, 
and  all  the  money  that  I  get  from  those 


lawsuits  thai  is  necessary  to  be  used. 
after  we  have  exhausted  the  funds  now 
In  the  full  committee,  will  be  used  to 
c<»iduct  those  hearings  an  oyer  thft 
United  States  of  America. 

Let  the  chiiw  fall  where  they  may.  X 
am  serving  notice  now  on  those  who  taaye 
voted  to  send  $13  billion  of  Am>rf5.Mi 
money  all  over  the  world,  and  deny  the 
Antimonopoly  Subccunmittee  of  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee  enough  money  with 
which  to  conduct  hearings,  so  that  tbe 
subcommittee  can  investigate  public 
power  and  other  monopolies  and  the  al- 
leged monopoly  in  the  manufacture  of 
farm  machinery  and  a  score  of  other 
matters  like  the  monopc^  on  medicine, 
on  farm  and  small  business  that  should 
be  investigated.  That  will  not  stop  the 
senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  Just 
because  the  money  which  he  needs  has 
been  denied  the  committee.  These  in- 
vestigations will  take  place  as  far  as 
possible.  1  regret  very  much  if  it  hurts 
any  Senator  between  now  and  election 
time,  but  my  duty  is  to  the  people,  the 
I>eople  who  suffer  from  these  disgraceful, 
greedy,  unconscionable  "gougings."  and 
in  that  Job  I  shall  not  fail  them,  if  I  am 
alive. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  commend  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota for  his  announcement  that  he  will 
proceed  with  his  monopoly  investigation 
by  a  subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee. He  will  render  a  great  public 
service.  The  facts  are  crystal  clear  that 
monopolistic  tendencies  in  this  country, 
particularly  in  the  field  of  electric  power, 
call  for  a  thoroughgoing  investigation  of 
the  kind  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
will  conduct.  I  congratulate  him  on  the 
Etatemmt  he  has  made  to  the  Senate. 

TRIBUTES  TO  THE  SENATE  LEADERS 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President, 
when  I  listened  a  few  moments  ago  to 
the  very  fine  remarks  made  by  our  able 
minority  leader.  I  thought  it  was  only 
fitting  that  before  we  come  to  the  close 
of  the  session  a  word  or  two  should  be 
said  on  the  Democratic  side  of  the  aisle 
on  behalf  of  our  leader. 

In  the  first  place,  I  think  it  U  impor- 
tant to  remember  that  he  hsis  some  very 
fine  qualities  that  need  to  be  sKadily 
stressed.  The  first  one  is  his  abmty  to 
work  with  the  able  majority  leader. 

Our  leader  has  found  in  the  majority 
leader  a  man  of  character.  Being  a  man 
of  character  himself,  he  has  been  able  to 
work  with  the  majority  leader  on  an  ad- 
vantageous basis.  It  is  very  essential  in 
a  body  of  this  nature  that  the  two  leaders 
be  able  to  work  together.  Secondly.  I 
think  the  minority  leader  has  worked 
extremely  well  with  his  Democratic  col- 
leagues. Time  after  time  Democrats 
have  found  themselves  united  on  Issues 
on  which  they  thought  they  would  never 
be  able  to  unite.  For  that  we  pay  trib- 
ute to  our  able  minority  leader. 

Finally,  he  has  an  understanding  of 
how  a  minority  party  should  function. 
He  has  not  tried  to  take  the  leadership 
away  from  the  majority  leader.  He  has 
tried  at  all  times  to  function  as  I  bettere 
a  minority  leader  ougtit  to  functioa. 

Tonight,  when  he  wai 
Who  had  been  associated  wiUi 
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who  had  made  eontrfbutiont,  I  thousht 
bow  great  his  own  contribution  had  been. 
Mr.  President,  I  am  not  speaking  as 
one  who  has  been  selected  to  s]>eak  by 
the  Democratio  Party.  I  am  not 
prompted  by  anyone  to  make  these  re- 
marks. I  thought  It  would  be  too  bad 
to  have  this  session  close  without  pay-> 
ing  a  tribute  to  our  leader.  I  think  a 
tribute  should  be  paid  also  to  the  ma- 
jority leader,  because  those  two  men. 
Standing  side  by  side,  have  done  an  ex- 
cellent Job  in  the  conduct  of  the  business 
Of  this  legislative  body.    As  the  session 

comes  to  a  close,  a  tribute  shoiUd  be 
paid  to  their  fine  accomplishments. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  at  the 
present  moment  standing  at  the  desk  of 
the  majority  leader.  I  wish  to  make  a 
brief  comment  on  the  remarks  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Andkrson].  He  is  occupying  the 
position  of  the  minority  leader,  while  I 
am  occupying  the  position  of  the  ma- 
jority leader,  during  the  absence  of  the 
majority  leader  and  minority  leader,  as 
they  carry  the  message  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States  that  the  ^nate  Is 
about  to  adjourn. 

I  commend  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  for  having  spoken  as  he  did  of  the 
minority  leader. 

I  sit  in  the  rear  of  the  chamber. 
Therefore  the  entire  assembly  is  before 
me  ev^ry  day.  Time  after  time  I  have 
admired  the  manner  in  which  the  ma- 
jority leader  and  the  minority  leader 
have  conferred  with  one  another.  At  no 
time  did  they  break  faith  with  one  an- 
other. At  no  time  have  I  heard  any 
serious  disagreement  between  them 
They  may  have  disagreed  momentarUy', 
but  not  in  the  sense  that  it  injured  or 
delayed  any  legislative  process. 

That  has  been  a  most  commendable 
demonstration  of  what  two  able  and 
strong-minded  men  are  capable  of  doing. 

ITie  Senate  has  accomplished  a  great 
deal.  If  we  examine  all  the  legislaUve 
measures  which  have  been  enacted,  it 
will  be  found  that  they  have  been  bene- 
ficial. They  have  been  conservative  from 
the  standpoint  of  appropriations,  and 
the  Nation  has  therefore  been  benefited. 
The  leadership  of  both  Lyndon  Johnson 
of  Texas,  and  William  Knowland.  of 
California,  has  been  outstanding. 

I  had  to  take  this  moment  to  pay  trib- 
ute to  those  two  yoimg  men.  They  are 
younger  than  I  am.  and  therefore  I  am 
able  to  appraise  their  ability  and  their 
services  to  the  Nation. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  appreciate  what 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has  said 
about  the  leader  on  this  side  of  the  aisle 
and  I  Johi  with  him  in  praising  the  leader 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle.  They  are 
two  very  fine  men. 

Mr.KUCHEL.  Mr.  President.  I  would 
not  want  the  2d  session  of  the  83d 
Congress  to  close  without  attempting  In 
a  few  words  to  express  the  respect  I  have 
for  Members  of  the  Senate  with  whom 
I  have  been  privileged  to  serve  durlhg 
1853  and  1954. 

In  the  Presiding  Oftlcer's  chair  is  the 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  my 
predecessor  and  my  friend,  and  one 
whose  labors  in  the  Senate  are  making 
this  Government  a  success. 


1^  senior  colleague  from  the  State  of 
California  [Mr.  Kmowland]  .  the  majority 
leader  of  the  Senate,  could  not  have  been 
more  generous  with  me  had  he  been  my 
own  blood  relative.  I  know  something 
of  the  long  hours  he  has  put  in.  both  on 
the  floor  and  in  his  office  in  dealing  with 
a  situation  which  has  been  unique  and 
which  all  of  us  have  heard  him  dcBcribe 
on  many  occasions.  He  is  the  only  ma- 
jority leader  in  the  history  of  the  Nation 
Who  has  not  had  a  majority  to  lead.    On 

many   occasions  I   have   seen   Members 

from  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  join  with 

the  Republican  Members  on  this  ^de  of 
the  aisle  in  enacting  legislation  in  the 
interest  of  the  people  and  in  the  interest 
of  the  United  States. 

I  shall  return  to  California  with  that 
great  example  in  mind,  proud  to  have  sat 
in  the  Senate  in  the  two  sessions  of  the 
83d  Congress,  and  to  have  seen  the  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  several  States  act  as 
they  saw  their  duty  to  act  and  stand  up 
to  be  counted  in  the  interest  of  a  great 
and  glorious  future  for  our  families  and 
for  everyone  in  this  great  land  of  ours. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  as  we 
come  to  the  close  of  this  session,  as  has 
been  evident,  we  pay  tribute  to  the  lead- 
ers of  the  Senate.  One  of  the  tilings 
I  have  been  thinking  of  as  I  have  sat 
here  has  been  the  outstanding  leader- 
ship Which  the  minority  leader,  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Texas  (Mr. 
Johnson],  has  given  to  the  Democratic 
Party  in  the  Senate  and  the  contribution 
he  has  made  to  the  leadership  of  this 
t)ody.  He  has  been  courageous;  he  has 
been  intelligent;  he  has  been  patient; 
he  has  been  devoted  to  his  party,  and 
to  his  State,  and,  above  all,  he  has  been 
an  outstanding  and  great  American.  I 
am  happy  to  join  my  voice  in  tribute 
to  the  outstanding  leadership  he  has 
given  us. 

I  also  wish  to  congratulate  his  able, 
genial,  and  energetic  assistant,  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
CLEMENTS].  I  think  our  party  has  been 
fortunate  indeed  in  having  these  two 
outstanding  members  of  our  party  and  of 
this  body. 

I  pay  tribute  to  the  distinguished  ma- 
jority leader.  He  has  been  effective,  vig- 
orous, and,  at  times,  tough,  in  his  lead- 
ership. As  I  have  observed  him.  in  my 
judgment  he  has  been  extremely  fair 
and  just,  and  he  has  been  courtec^is  at 
all  times.  I  could  make  no  criticism  of 
him  other  than  that  by  a  Democrat  of 
a  Republican.  I  do  not  think  he  could 
have  been  any  more  fair  or  just-^nor 
do  I  think  anyone  else  could  have  been— 
to  the  Democratic  membership  of  the 
Senate. 

I  thank  the  Presiding  Officer  of  this 
body  for  his  unfailing  courtesy,  fairness 
and  justness. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  now  to  turn  to 
another  subject. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Coahoma  has  the  floor. 


ASSISTANCE  TO  DROUGHT  | 

DISASTER  AREAS 

Mr.   KERR.    Mr.    President,    a    little 

While  ago,  after  I  had  spoken  to  the  dis- 

Jinguiahed  Senator  from  Nevada   iMr 

MALONi]  and  asked  if  he  would  yield  to 


me  to  make  a  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest, and  after  he  had  told  me  that  he 
would  yield.  I  rose  and  asked  unanimous 
consent  that  I  might  make  a  unanimous- 
consent  request  without  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Nevada  losing  the  floor. 
Such  procedure  or  similar  procedure  had 
been  carried  on  for  some  hom-s  ttiis  after- 
noon, and  was  carried  on  for  some  hours 
thereafter  during  the  afternoon,  I  be- 
lieve, dozens  of  times,  without  objection 
being  heard  from  any  Senator.  I 
thought  that  was  unusual,  but  J  thought 
it  characterized  outstanding  attributes 
and  demonstrated  good  will,  an  attitude 
of  fairness,  and  a  purpose  to  get  along 
with  the  business  in  the  closing  hours  of 
the  session.  Therefore,  Mr.  President, 
I  v/as  somewhat  shocked  when  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
AiKEN]  objected  to  my  having  an  oppor- 
tunity to  propound  a  unanimous-consent 
request  to  the  Senate.  However,  he  was 
acting  within  his  rights.  I  do  not  criti- 
cize him.  I  do  say,  however,  that  I  was 
somewhat  surprised  and  shocked  at  what 
seemed  to  me  to  be  a  lack  of  courtesy  to 
another  Member  of  this  body. 

I  had  wished,  Mr.  President,  to  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  a  resolution 
considered.  I  wish  now  to  read  the  reso- 
lution which  at  that  time  I  intended  to 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  consid- 
ered, and  which  I  shall  later  in  my  re- 
marks present  and  ask  to  have  consid- 
ered: 

Resolved,  That  It  Is  the  sense  of  the  Sen- 
ate  that,   in   order   to   relieve   suffering   and 
distress    among    farmers    and    stockmen    In 
the    drought-stricken    areas    of    tlie    United 
States,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  should 
proceed     more    rapidly    and     effectively     to 
carry  out,  in  accordance  with  the  intent  ol 
the  Congress  in  enacting  such  provisions,  his 
powers  and  duties  under  section  2  <a)  of  the 
act  of  April  6.  1949  (relating  to  the  making 
of  loans  in  areas  In  which  production  dis- 
asters have  occurred);  section  2  (b)  of  such 
act    (relating    to    the    making    of    loans    to 
farmers  and  stockmen  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses In  areas  in  which  economic  disasters 
have   occurred):    section   2    (c)    of  such   act 
(relating  to  special  livestock  loanB  to  pro- 
ducers of  livestock  in  need  of  supplementary 
financing):   section  2   (d)   of  such  act  (re- 
lating to  the  furnishing  of  feed  for  livestock 
and    seed    for    planting    in    major    disaster 
areas):   section  208  of  the  Agricultural  Act 
of  1954   (authorizing  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation    to    sell    certain    feed    grains)- 
section  407  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of   1949 
as  amended   by  section  301   of  the  Agricul- 
tural   Trade    Development    and    Assistance 
Act    of    1954    (authorizing    the    Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  make  farm  commodi- 
ties and  products  thereof  available  for  use 
In  relieving  distress  in  disaster  areas)-   and 
any  other  provisions  of  law  authortzln'i?  the 
furnishing  of  relief   to   farmers  and   stock- 
men in  the  drought -stricken  areas. 

It  is  my  firm  conviction  that  those 
provisions  of  law  which  have  been  en- 
acted by  the  Congress  have  not  been 
carried  out  in  letter  or  in  spirit  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

It  is  my  firm  conviction,  based  on  first- 
hand knowledge  and  reliable  reports 
that  the  condition  of  farm  families  in 
many  States  which  have,  under  the  pro- 
visions referred  to,  been  declared  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  be 
drought  disaster  areas,  is  such  that  thou- 
sands of  farm  families  in  thosd  States 
and  areas  are  in  need  of  assistance  which 
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the  Secretary  is  authorized,  and.  In  my 
judgment,  in  spirit,  directed  by  the  law 
to  give.  Yet  such  assistance  is  not  being 
received. 

The  purpose  of  the  resolution  is  to 
show  that  it  is  the  sense  of  the  Senate 
that  in  order  to  relieve  suffering  and  dis- 
tress among  farmers  and  stockmen  in 
the  drought-stricken  areas  of  the  United 
States,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
should  proceed  more  rapidly  and  effec- 
tively to  carry  out.  in  accordance  with 
the  intent  of  the  Congress  in  enacting 
such  provisions,  his  powers  and  duties 
under  existing  law. 

Could  there  be  anything  more  fair 
than  that  objective?  Is  there  any  cause 
more  appealing  or  more  worthy  of  con- 
sideration than  that  of  relieving  suffer- 
ing and  distress  among  citizens  and 
families  oi  our  country  in  the  drought- 
stricken  areas  of  our  Nation? 

A  little  while  ago,  while  the  Senator 
from  Oklanoma  was  awaiting  an  oppor- 
tunity to  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pre- 
sent and  have  considered  this  resolution, 
a  telephone  call  came  to  me  from  the 
office  of  the  Governor  of  Oklahoma.  As- 
sembled in  the  Governor's  office  were 
the  distinguished  present  Governor  of 
our  State,  Senator  Raymond  Carey, 
Democratic  nominee  for  the  office  of 
Grovernor  o.f  Oklahoma,  and  Senator  Ray 
Fine,  one  ol  the  outstanding  State  sena- 
tors of  Oldahoma,  who  was  recently 
selected  by  the  Democratic  caucus  to  be 
the  president  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate 
of  the  Oklahoma  Legislature  when  it 
meets  in  session  next  January. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  course  of  that 
conversation  with  the  Governor  of  Okla- 
homa and  the  others  with  him,  word  was 
again  given  to  the  senior  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  i-hat  each  day  conditions  be- 
come more  serious  and  more  critical  to 
more  farm  famlUes  in  Oklahoma. 

I  was  advised  by  the  Governor  during 
that  conversation  that  several  thousand 
farm  families  are  now  in  the  process  of 
winding  up  their  business  and  disposing 
of  their  limited  assets  because  they  are 
being  literally  driven  from  the  farm  by 
the  devastating  drought  and  the  result- 
ing damage  and  disaster. 

The  Governor  of  Oklahoma  and  others 
with  whom  I  talked  in  that  conversation 
asked  me  tc  present  that  information  to 
the  Senate,  in  the  hope  that  even  In  the 
closing  hou!^  of  this  session  the  Senate 
might  call  upon  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture to  a4;t,  under  the  authority  which 
he  has  in  the  laws  referred  to  in  the  pro- 
posed resolution,  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  families  in  drought-stricken 
areas  to  avoid  total  and  complete 
tragedy. 

Mr.  President,  37  counties  In  Okla- 
homa have  been  declared  to  be  within 
the  area  where  the  citizens  are  entitled 
to  the  reliel  provided  by  these  sections. 
All  of  Oklahoma  has  been  declared  by 
the  President  to  be  a  drought-disaster 
area,  but  only  37  of  the  counties  have 
been  designated  as  entitled  to  the  assist- 
ance made  available  imder  these  sections 
of  the  law. 

The  law  Is  not  being  carried  out  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  He  has 
abundant  authority  to  act  and  to  meet 
the  needs. 


I  wish  to  read  one  section  of  the  law: 
Emergency  asslAtance  in  furnishing  feed 
and  seed;  utilizaUon  of  Agriculture  Depart- 
ment agencies. 

Being  subsection  (d)  of  secUon  1148a, 
United  States  Code,  Annotated,  Title  12, 
1953,  Ciunulative  Annual  Pocket  Part. 

The  Secretary  is  authorized  In  connection 
with  any  major  disaster  determined  by  the 
President  to  warrant  assistance  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  under  sections  1855-1855g 
of  title  42.  to  furnish  to  established  farm- 
ers, ranchers,  or  stockmen,  feed  for  livestock 
or  seeds  for  planting  for  such  period  or  pe- 
riods of  time  and  under  such  terms  and  con- 
ditions as  the  Secretary  may  determine  to 
be  required  by  the  nature  and  effect  of  the 
disaster.  The  Secretary  may  utilize  the  per- 
sonnel, facilities,  property  and  funds  of  any 
agency  of  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  including  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  for  carrying  out  these  func- 
tions, and  shall  reimburse  the  agencies  so 
utilized  for  the  value  of  any  commodities 
furnished  which  are  not  paid  for  by  the 
farmers  or  ranchmen,  and  for  costs  and  ad- 
ministrative expenses  necessary  In  {>erform- 
Ing  such  functions. 

Under  subsection  Cb")  of  that  same  act, 
Mr.  President,  is  this  language: 

The  Secretary  Is  authorized  In  connection 
with  any  major  disaster  determined  by  the 
President  to  warrant  assistance  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  under  sections  1855-18S5g 
of  title  42,  to  make  loans  to  established  farm- 
ers and  stockmen  for  any  agricultural  pur- 
pose in  the  area  covered  by  the  determina- 
tion of  the  President,  If  the  Secretary  finds 
that  an  economic  disaster  has  also  caused  a 
need  for  agricultural  credit  that  cannot  be 
met  for  a  temporary  period  from  commer- 
cial banks,  cooperative  lending  agencies,  the 
Parmer's  Home  Administration  under  Its 
regular  loan  programs,  or  other  responsible 
sources.  The  loans  shall  be  made  at  such 
rates  of  interest  and  on  such  general  ternas 
as  the  Secretary  shall  prescribe  for  such  area. 

Mr.  President,  the  authority  of  those 
2  sections  is  broad,  general,  and  sweep- 
ing, ample  and  adequate  for  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  to  meet  the  needs  of 
these  families,  not  only  in  Oklahoma  but 
in  a  dozen  other  States. 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  resolution 
which  the  Seriator  from  Oklahoma  will 
offer  in  a  few  moments — unanimous 
consent  for  the  consideration  of  which 
he  will  ask — to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  proceed  more  rapidly  and 
effectively  to  carry  out  the  authority  and 
responsibility  of  those  and  other  sections 
of  the  public  law. 

If,  however,  his  authority  were  not 
sufficient  under  those  two  sections,  I  re- 
fer to  title  m,  section  301,  of  Public  Law 
480,  approved  July  10,  1954,  passed  by 
the  83d  Congress: 

Section  407  of  the  AgrlciUtural  Act  of  1949 
Is  amended  br  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
the  following : 

"Notwithstanding  the  foregoing,  the  Ck)r- 
poratlon.  on  such  terms  and  conditions  as 
the  Secretary  may  deem  in  the  public  In- 
terest, shall  make  available  any  farm  com- 
modity or  product  thereof  owned  or  con- 
troUed  by  It  for  use  In  relieving  distress"— 

Where?— 

"(1)  In  any  area  in  the  United  States  de- 
clared by  the  President  to  be  an  acute  dis- 
tress area  because  of  unemployment  or  other 
economic  cause  if  the  President  finds  that 
such  tise  wUl  not  displace  or  interefere  with 
normal  marketing  of  agrlcultxiral  commodi- 
ties, and  (2)  In  connection  wltli  any  major 


disaster  determined  by  the  President  to  war- 
rant assistance  by  the  FMeral  Government 
under  Pul^lc  Law  875." 

Mr.  President,  It  is  hard  to  visualise  a 
tragedy  worse  than  that  of  an  American 
family  whose  property  is  destroyed  by 
drought,  whose  water  in  the  waterholes 
is  evaporating,  whose  pasture  in  the  fields 
is  burned  up.  and  who  is  confronted  with 
the  necessity  of  disposing  of  everything 
they  have  and  picking  up  and  leaving  the 
farm  and  moving  out  as  a  displaced  group 
of  American  citizens,  trying  to  find  in 
this  great  and  blessed  and  powerful 
country  the  opportunity  to  make  a  Uving. 
to  earn  enough  to  provide  meat  and 
bread  and  clothing  and  shelter  for  the 
family. 

Yes.  it  is  hard  to  imagine  ansrthing 
worse  than  that. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  teU  the  Senators 
something  worse  than  that,  and  that  is 
for  a  public  official— I  refer  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture — to  have  the  author- 
ity under  the  law  to  relieve  that  distress, 
to  give  the  opportunity  for  that  family  to 
have  another  chance  at  economic  secu- 
rity, and  then,  either  through  indiffer- 
ence or  premeditated  purpose,  to  fail  or 
refuse  to  meet  that  responsibiUty. 

Yet,  Mr.  President,  that  is  the  situa- 
tion in  many  States.  I  know  that  is  the 
situation  in  Oklahoma.  It  has  been  tes- 
tified on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  by  Sen- 
ators from  at  least  a  dozen  States,  that 
similar  situations  prevail  in  their  States. 
But  is  the  Secretary  moving?  Only  3 
or  4  days  ago.  after  a  group  of  Senators 
had  described  those  situations  in  their 
States,  a  conference  was  held.  The  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  George]  had  described  the  condi- 
tions in  his  State.  The  Senator  from  the 
great  State  of  Arkansas  [Mr.  FolbrightI 
had  questioned  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa with  reference  to  conditions  in 
Arkansas  and  Oklahoma.  Conferences 
were  held  between  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  and  other  Senators,  add  we 
agreed  that  it  would  be  well  to  call  the 
Secretary  of  Agricultvu-e  and  ask  him  for 
an  audience  in  order  that  we  might  pre- 
sent to  him  once  more,  to  the  extent  that 
we  could  a  picture  of  the  unfortunate  and 
distressing  conditions  in  our  States. 

The  Secretary's  office  was  called,  and 
we  were  advised  that  he  was  not  there. 
We  asked  where  he  was,  and  were  ad- 
vised that  he  was  not  available.  We 
then  advised  the  person  to  whom  we 
were  speaking  that  a  number  of  Senators 
desired  to  visit  with  the  Secretary  and 
tell  him  of  the  seriousness  of  the  prob- 
lem which  existed,  and  of  the  fact  that 
it  was  growing  more  seriotis  each  day. 
We  were  advised  that  the  Secretary  was 
on  vacation  and  could  not  be  reached, 
and  that  no  one  was  available  who  could 
speak  for  him. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  called 
the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture  

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator 

Mr.  KE3iR.  Does  the  Senator  desire 
me  to  yield  so  that  he  may  ask  a  ques- 
Uon? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaraliiML 
Yes.    Did  the  Senator  from 
learn  where  the  Secretajy  was? 
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Mr.  KEREl.  Mr.  President,  I  was  ad- 
vised only  today  that  he  was  not  In  his 
office,  that  he  was  not  arallable,  that  I 
could  not  be  told  where  he  was,  that  he 
was  on  vacatton.  that  he  nUght  return 
next  week,  and  he  might  not,  and  that 
there  was  no  one  there  who  could  speak 
uj         for  him. 

I  ^  Is  it  any  wonder  that  the  Senator  from 

Oklahoma  now  asks  the  Senate  to  agree 
to  a  resolution?  For  wliat  purpose? 
Merely  to  call  upon  the  Secretary  to  pro- 
ceed more  rapidly  and  elTectively  under 
the  authority  he  has.  For  what  pur- 
pose? To  relieve  suffeitoK  and  distress 
among  farmers  and  stockmen.  Where? 
In  the  drought-stricken  areas  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  President,  It  Is  unthinkable  that 
the  Congress  passes  laws  and  provides 
the  means  and  directs  a  public  official 
to  carry  out  the  mandate  of  the  Ck)ngres8 
,  to  relieve  human  suffering  and  distress 

among  families  in  the  drought-stricken 
areas,  and  tben  cannot  even  find  out 
When  the  Secretary  can  be  seen  or  talked 
to  about  such  a  grave  ar^  pressing  need. 

Oh,  yes,  on  August  2,  26  coxmUee  in 
OldahcMna  were  declared  to  be  In  a 
drought-disaster  area,  and  the  people 
were  told  that  help  was  on  the  way. 

Blr.  President.  I  wish  to  read  a  com- 
munication signed  by  the  chairman  of 
the  Rogers  County  Farmers'  Drought 
C<«nmlttee  of  Rogers  County,  Okla.,  Bill 
Briscoe;  by  Arnold  Wagoner,  president 
of  the  Farm  Bureau;  by  Elmer  Hopp. 
president  of  the  Farm  Union;  by  Clar- 
ence lipe,  president  of  the  Rogers  Coun- 
ty Fair  Board;  by  L.  A.  Riggs.  president 
of  the  Rogers  County  Round-up  Club; 
by  Herbert  Stout,  president  of  the  Feeder 
Calf  Association;  by  Bill  Van  Pelt,  vice 
president  of  Rogers  County  Livestock 
Marketing  Association;  by  Taylor  Faulk- 
ner, chairman  of  the  Board  of  County 
Commissioners  of  Rogers  County;  and  by 
E.  N.  Clift,  member  of  the  above  com- 
mittees except  the  board  of  county  com- 
missioners. 

Mr.  President,  that  list  represents  out- 
standing citizens  of  Rogers  County,  Okla. 
It  represents  almost  every  phase  of  farm, 
community,  and  official  life  in  that  great 
Oklahoma  county.  I  read  the  commu- 
nication because  it  shows  in  great  detail 
the  failure  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture to  meet  the  needs,  and  because  it  is 
so  characteristic  of  what  is  now  the  sit- 
uation to  most  of  the  counties  in  Okla- 
homa, and  in  many,  if  not  in  most,  of 
the  counties  of  at  least  a  dozen  other 
,     States. 

The  communication  ]s  addressed  to 
Hon.  Ezra  T.  Benson,  and  others,  and 
reads: 

OBrnxMXN:  While  we  were  Iznpresaed  by 
the  speed  with  which  you  gentlemen  acted 
when  we  appealed  to  you  for  drought  r«Uef 
SMlstance.  and  appreciative  of  your  efforts 
to  that  connection,  the  fact  remains  that 
the  program  initiated  for  our  benefit  Is  not 
reUevlng  the  situation.  Furthermore,  while 
some  amu  are  receiving  some  ralnlaU,  the 
fact  remains  that  no  great  benefit  can  -be 
obtained  f>om  any  rains  now  received  until 
-  a  new  crop  seascn  Is  with  us.  We  therefore 
hasten  to  further  apprise  you  at  our  situa- 
tion and  appeal  to  you  for  more  immediate 
and  effeetlv*  relief. 

The  purpoM  of  my  resolution  Is  to  ad- 
vise the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  that  it 


Is  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  he  move 
more  rapidly  and  effectively  U)  relieve 
suffering  and  distress  in  a  drought- 
stricken  area,  declared  to  be  such  by  the 
President,  imder  the  laws  of  the  Nation, 
because  the  program  initiated  by  the 
Secretary  is  failing  utterly  to  carry  out 
either  the  letter  or  the  spirit  of  the  law. 

Reading  fxirther  from  the  communi- 
cation: 

A  short  time  ago  a  number  of  stockmen 
and  farmers  representing  all  farm  organi- 
sations in  Rogers  County,  Okla.,  met  to 
discuss  the  situation  and  if  possible,  seek 
help  from  the  Oovernment  so  that  tliey 
co\Ud  continue  in  business.  It  was  the  con- 
sensus of  opinion  of  those  present  at  that 
time,  that  conditions  Justified  seeking  emer- 
gency relief  through  the  medium  of  the 
Federal  Oovemznent  and  we  acted  accord- 
ingly. 

Those  are  American  citizens  talking, 
Mr.  President,  in  the  exercise  of  the  con- 
stitutional right  to  petition  their  Govern- 
ment— their  Gfovernment.  not  Ezra  Ben- 
son's government,  but  the  Government 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
These  are  citizens  talking  to  theii  Gov- 
ernment, seeking,  courteously  but  in- 
sistently, to  have  their  rights  recog- 
nized and  to  have  the  law  which  their 
Government  has  enacted  executed. 

The  communication  continues: 

The  action  of  Governor  Murray,  find  of 
our  Representattves  in  Washington  and 
other  public  olflciala  who  were  required  to 
consider  the  matter  was  favorable  to  our 
plight  and  prompt,  but  it  is  oiu'  honest  and 
considered  opinion  that  the  relief  program 
now  being  put  In  force  by  the  Government 
is  not  furnishing  the  relief  intended,  par- 
ticularly to  the  persons  In  the  cattle  and  re- 
lated industries.  The  present  plan  will  pos- 
sibly be  of  some  aid  to  the  dairyman,  but 
to  the  beef  raiser  the  present  plan  furnishes 
no  help.  Under  the  present  plan  of  $12  a 
ton  subsidy,  the  cost  of  the  ration  necessary 
to  maintain  the  breeder  cow  is  higher  than 
a  protein  ration  that  can  be  furnished  with- 
out the  subsidy.  In  other  words,  the  present 
plan  offered  for  relief  will  cost  the  stock 
cow  man  more  than  it  would  cost  him  to 
procure  other  tyi>es  of  feed  In  regular  chan- 
nels without  Government  aid. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  a  terrible  indict- 
ment of  either  the  ignorance  or  the  in- 
difference of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture. They  are  saying  that  the  Govern- 
ment holds  out.  to  them,  in  one  hand,  a 
program,  by  which  it  says,  "This  Is  relief 
under  the  law  which  entitles  you  to  it." 
But  in  reality  they  can  go  to  the  feed- 
store  and  can  buy  the  same  amount  of 
feed  for  less  money,  in  commercial 
competitive  markets,  than  the  cost  to 
them  of  the  feed  being  offered  to  them 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  in  re- 
sponse to  the  mandate  of  the  Congress 
to  provide  help.  What  a  travesty.  Mr. 
President. 

I  read  further  from  the  letter: 

We  realize  and  agree  that  the  Goverament 
owes  no  duty  to  a  stockman  or  farmer  in 
distress  due  to  personal  mismanagement 
but  this  Is  not  oiur  case.  We  feel  that  the 
danger  created  by  present  drought  condi- 
tions Is  a  danger  that  exists  against  the 
entire  cattle  Indiistrles.  and  which,  if  per- 
mitted to  develop,  wlU  endanger  the  entire 
economy  of  the  country,  and  that  therefore 
Itto  a  problem  to  which  all  citizens  are  in- 
terested. The  distress  conditions  under 
which  we  are  now  laboring  are,  of  course 
not  to  due  to  personal  mismanagement,  but 


to  an  act  of  God  which  was  not  foreseeable, 
and  over  which  we  had  no  preventive  con- 
trol, and  although  we  as  Individuals  wiU 
benefit  from  any  adequate  relief  program, 
nevertheless  we  feel  that  the  problem  is  not 
so  much  one  of  helping  Individuals  as  it  is 
of  helping  an  industry  that  is  vital  to  the 
entire   Nation. 

Mr.  President,  if  a  tornado  had  struck 
eastern  Oklahoma  or  western  Arkansas 
or  Missouri  or  Texas  or  Colorado  or 
Wyoming  or  Mississippi  or  Alabama  or 
Georgia— yes — or  Vermont  or  any  other 
State,  the  President  would  have  asked 
Congress  immediately  to  provide  means 
with  which  to  relieve  the  disaster- 
stricken  people. 

Well,  Mr.  President,  a  prolonged 
drought  can  be  as  deadly  as  a  hurricane. 
A  prolonged  drought  that  bums  up  the 
feed  and  dries  up  the  stock  water  and 

makes  It  impossible  for  farmers  to  ex- 
ist under  the  environment  they  have  is 
as  deadly  as  though  it  were  a  flood.  Is 
there  less  reason  why  those  who  have 
been  the  victims  of  such  tragedies  should 
be  denied  the  aid  that  is  given  to 
others — when  they  are  stricken  through 
no  fault  of  their  own,  but— as  these 
good  people  say— by  an  act  of  God? 
I  read  further  from  the  letter: 

If  the  stockmen  are  to  keep  and  preserve 
their  base  herds,  It  Is  going  to  b«  necessary 
to  make  feed  available  to  them  at  a  cost 
that    win    at    least  •  let    them    market    their 
cattle,  and  break  even.     If  feed  U  not  made 
available  in  a  price  range  wherel»y  the  sale 
of  cattle  raised  can  be  sold  for  ait  least  the 
cost  of  production,  the  stockmen  are  going 
to  have  to  sell  their  base  herds.    Under  the 
present  plan  of  $12  per  ton  or  8d  cents  per 
one  hundred  pounds  subsidy,  with  only  cer- 
tain feeds  available,  this  cannot  be  accom- 
plished.   The  grains  now  made  avaUable  are 
corn,  barley,  oata,  and  sorghum  fe*d.     Singly 
or  mixed,  these  grains  would  make  a  satis- 
factory ration,  but  at  a  cost  that   is  pro- 
hibitive to  the  stockmen,  for  example:  Corn, 
which   Is  the  strongest  food  made  available 
under  the  present  relief  program,  costs  $3.80 
a  hundred  on  the  open  market  and  allowing 
for  a  60-cent  subsidy  would  cost  the  stock- 
men  $3.20.     A   maintenance   ration   of   corn 
with   forage   will   be  four   pounds  per   head 
and  would  cost   12.8  cents  per   animal  per 
day.     Cottonseed  meal  can  be  purchased  at 
a   cost   of  $4   per   hundred   pounds   and    no 
subsidy    is    allowed    on    It.     A    maintenance 
ration  of  cottonseed  meal  with  foeage  la  two 
pounds  per  head  and  would  cost  8  cents  per 
animal  per  day.     Thus  you  can  see  that  the 
cottonseed  meal  is  a  cheaper  feeding  pro- 
gram than  the  corn  program,  but  the  stock- 
men Just  can't  pay  $80  per  ton  for  cotton- 
seed cake  and  stay  In  business.     Nfelther  can 
the  stockmen  pay  the  present  price  on  grain 
offered  by  the  Government  and  stay  In  busi- 
ness. 

It  Is  the  honest  and  considered  opinion 
of  the  undersigned  that  if  feed  co\ild  t>e 
made  available  to  the  farmers  and  stockmen 
of  the  country  at  prices  comparable  to  the 
•relief  prices  '  which  were  made  available  ' 
to  them  in  the  fall  of  1953,  that  tihey  could 
maintain  their  base  herds,  and  stay  in  busi- 
ness, until  the  harvest  of  another  crop  sea- 
son could  be  made  available  to  them. 

We  sincerely  trust  you  gentlemen  wUl  re- 
ceive this  letter  in  the  spirit  In  vstolch  It  U 
written,  not  as  a  complaint,  but  as  a  factual 
report  upon  which  we  hope  you  wiU  see  your 
way  clear  tj  take  Immediate  acUpn  to  re- 
vise the  relief  program  to  give  more  ade- 
quate relief  from  the  drought  Oondltlons 
under  which  we  now  suffer. 

Mr.  President,  can  Senators  pay  that 
IS  anything   but  a  reasonable  request? 


15476 


I  i  ) 

'  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


August  20 


19  5  U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


15475 


Can  Senators  feel  that  a  resolution  that 
would  ask  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
under  the  law  now  In  force,  to  move 
more  speedily  and  more  rapidly  to  carry 
out  the  law  to  effect  that  purpose,  would 
be  ill-advised  or  untimely  or  unseemly? 
Briefly,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  read  a 
few  words  jrom  a  letter  from  another 
cattleman  hi  Oklahoma,  Mr.  N.  F.  Min- 
yard : 

Our  corn  crop  is  estimated  as  10  percent 
normal,  our  tay  crop  25  percent  normal,  our 
feed  crop  about  30  percent  normal,  our  cot- 
ton crop  60  j>ercent,  or  less.  Oxir  pastures 
In  Okmulgee  County  are  considered  to  be 
20  percent  fair,  and  80  percent  in  very  poor, 
or  bad  condition.  In  addition  to  this,  we 
are  faced  with  a  3-year  sliunp  in  cattle 
prices.  Unles-i  we  can  get  protein  feeds,  such 
as  cottonseed  soy  bean,  and  peanut  cake,  or 
meal.  Include!  In  the  relief  feed  program,  a 
number  of  cattlemen  In  our  section  of  the 
State  will  be  forced  to  liquidate  their  entire 
herd.  To  a  number  of  these  men,  as  well  as 
myself,  this  will  mean  a  sacrifice  of  their 
entire  life  savings. 

Our  county  was  later  declared  eligible  for 
drought  relief  feed.    We  recommended  to  Mr. 

Edmenson  thnt  they  try  to  get  Included,  for 
relief  feed,  such  protein  feeds  as  cottonseed 
cake,  soybean  cake,  and  peanut  cake,  and 
make  this  available  to  cattlemen  who  qualify, 
at  reduced  prices.  We  also  think  that  the 
12  cents  a  {xund  for  cutter  cows  on  foot 
would  be  a  n-llef  to  part  of  our  problems. 
My  grass  looks  like  a  pasture,  the  first 
of  March,  thai,  has  grazed  a  bunch  of  cattle 
all  winter. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  received  numbers 
of  communications  along  that  Une  from 
citizens  of  Oklahoma. 

In  the  Tulsa  World  for  Sunday,  Au- 
gust 15.  we  read  the  following: 

state  drought  chases  some  from  farms. 
Situation  critical  in  many  regions.  Relief 
program  is  criticized. 

Mr.  President,  how  could  they  fail  to 
criticize  a  relief  program  that  offers 
them  less,  in  terms  of  the  price  of  feed 
for  their  cattle,  than  the  price  at  which 
they  can  buy  comparable  feed  in  the  reg- 
ular channels  of  commerce  and  trade? 

According  to  this  article  Mr.  D.  C. 
Brant,  county  agent  of  Haskell  County, 
says  that  some  farmers  are  selhng  out 
and  going  to  California,  and  that  the 
bankers  are  at  the  end  of  their  rope  on 
extending  any  more  credit.  He  states 
that  conditions  are  almost  as  bad  as  in 
1936.  The  drought  program  does  not 
help  their  beef -cattle  program  because  it 
does  not  include  the  high-protein  feeds 
such  as  cottonseed  cake  or  meal. 

O.  P.  Teague,  Mcintosh  assistant 
county  agent,  says : 

The  word  "rough"  best  describes  condi- 
tions down  here.  All  crops  are  In  very  bad 
shape.     What  our  farmers  need  most  Is  cake. 

In  this  Important  drought  program 
they  have  not  included  that. 

Bob  Hemphill,  the  Cherokee  assistant 
county  agent,  says  that  the  relief  pro- 
gram will  not  help  much  because  of  the 
type  of  feed  used. 

Another  county  agent  reported  that 
there  was  general  dissatisfaction  appar- 
ent in  his  county  over  the  present  emer- 
gency drought  relief  organization. 

Mr.  President,  a  dozen  Senators  of  the 

United  States  Senate  cannot  even  find 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  talk  with 
him  about  this  problem.     Does  that  not 


make  It  even  more  in  order— yes.  Impera- 
tive— that  the  Senate,  which  helped 
write  these  relief  laws,  now  call  upon 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  carry 
them  out? 

Mr.  President.  I  shall  not  burden  the 
Rbcord  much  longer.  I  am  convinced 
that  tens  of  thousands  of  farm  families 
in  drought-stricken  areas  In  many 
States  have  already  been  displaced.     I 

know  that  the  situation  grows  daily 
worse.  I  know  that  unless  action  is 
expedited  and  speeded  the  prop>ortiorxs 
will  become  unthinkable  for  a  free,  rich, 
prosperous  America. 

I  and  others  have  sounded  the  call 
to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  over 
many  months,  and  especially  these  Isist 
days,  for  the  relief  which  he  is  entitled — 
which  he  is  authorized — which  he  is  di- 
rected under  the  law  to  give. 

Our  session  is  closing.  We  shall  be 
going  back  home.  The  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  will  be  going  back  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Oklahoma.  What  shall  I  say. 
Mr.  President,  to  the  farm  families  of 
our  State  who  have  been  told  they  are 
in  a  drought  disaster  area  and  that  help 
is  coming,  but  who  receive  no  help? 
What  shall  I  say  to  the  mothers  of  those 
families  as  they  wait  each  day  for  some 
word  of  hope  and  help,  and  it  does  not 
come? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  for  a  question. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
If  the  Senator  should  find  the  Secretary 
Of  Agriculture,  does  the  Senator  not 
know  exactly  what  the  Secretary's  reply 
would  be? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  have  a  great  fear  of 
what  it  would  be.  But  I  must  say.  Mr. 
President,  that  I  still  have  hope. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  knows  what 
the  Secretary's  reply  always  is;  does  he 
not? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  know  what  his  reply 
has  been  thus  far.  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
He  would  say  he  was  investigating  and 
looking  into  the  matter,  and  he  would 
report  to  us  later. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  am  not  sure.  I  have 
been  advised  by  some  members  of  the 
press  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
has  been  identified  as  the  "salesman  of 
the  year"  for  the  Eisenhower  adminis- 
tration, because  he  was  able  to  perform 
the  miracle  of  selling  Congress  on  his 
flexible  farm  price -support  program  and 
that  he  is  now  being  dispatched  by  the 
Eisenhower  administration  to  try  to  sell 
the  farmers  on  It  in  the  forthcoming  con- 
gressional campaign.  I  am  advised  that, 
instead  of  being  on  a  vacation,  the  Sec- 
retary might  be  on  a  campaign  tour. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  to  my  distin- 
guished colleague  for  a  question. 

Mr.  MONRONET.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  C^la- 
homa  a  question.  Before  doing  ao.  let 
me  say  I  concur  in  the  remarks  of  my 
distinguished  colleague  regarding  tint  in- 
tensity of  the  disaster  in  the  Great  Plains 
area.    I  know  our  people,  who  are  being 


driven  from  their  farms  by  the  third 
year  of  imprecedented  drought  condi- 
tions, get  Uttle  cheer  out  of  the  speed 
with  which  this  administration  has  been 
able  to  get  Czechoslovakia,  a  Commu- 
nist-controlled country,  to  accept  our 
foodstuffs  offered  to  them  as  a  result  of 
their  flood  disaster,  when  here  at  home 
the  very  same  farmers  who  produced 
much  of  the  food  which  is  now  being  sent 
abroad  are  denied  the  opportunity  of 
getting  it  when  the  drought  has  reached 
such  proportions  on  the  farms  of  Amer- 
ica. 

It  seems  to  me  that  if  there  is  a  great 
burden  of  stored  grains,  such  as  com,  and 
that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  be- 
labored the  Senate  with  the  fact  that  this 
is  a  great  threat  to  our  economy  and  our 
farm  stability,  if  that  situation  does  exist 
in  farm  storage  in  America  then  this 
would  be  an  ideal  time  to  treat  American 
farmers  w^ith  the  same  generosity  and 
with  the  same  speed  with  which  flood 
relief  is  being  sent  to  the  Communist- 
controlled  countries. 

1  am  perfectly  happy  to  see  the  people 
around  the  world  who  are  in  disaster 
taken  care  of.  but  I  am  also  a  believer 
that  "charity  begins  at  home."  When 
we  have  a  drought  relief  program  which, 
after  the  critical  emergency  areas  have 
been  found  and  declared  and  the  pro- 
gram put  into  force,  is  not  operative,  and 
when  the  feed  under  the  relief  program 
still  is  higher  in  price  for  the  farmer, 
with  all  the  Gtoverrunent  help  being 
given,  than  it  was  before  the  drought 
occurred,  we  can  see  little  results  from 
this  relief  program. 

I  think  it  would  be  a  very  salutary 
thing  if  the  Congress,  through  a  com- 
mittee or  a  "watchdog"  organization  of 
some  kind  could  do  something  to  see  that 
the  drought  relief  program,  as  passed  by 
the  Congress,  is  carried  out  as  we  in- 
tended it  to  be. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  appreciate  those  remarks 
from  my  distinguished  colleague,  Mr. 
President. 

Every  Senator  from  every  State  af- 
fected is  going  to  be  met  by  his  constitu- 
ents. Every  Senator  is  going  to  be  asked 
why  the  Congress  did  not  do  something. 
Mr.  President,  the  Congress  has  done 
something.  The  Congress  has  pamed 
the  law  and  made  the  faciUties  available 
for  the  Secretary  to  give  this  relief. 

I  know  that  there  is  diplomacy  in- 
volved in  piercing  the  Iron  Curtain  over 
yonder,  and  taking  reUef  through  it  to 
the  distressed  victims  beyond,  but  I  wish 
to  tell  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and 
the  Senate  that  there  is  an  Iron  Curtain 
out  yonder  on  the  plains  of  America, 
created  by  drought  and  disaster,  and 
there  are  Americans  behind  that  Iron 
Curtain  of  drought  and  disaster.  We  do 
not  have  to  go  across  the  ocean  to  pierce 
the  Iron  Ciu-tain  of  an  enemy  country  to 
find  people  in  distress. 

They  are  out  yonder  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain,  created  by  drought  here  in  our 
country,  and  Congress  has  paned  laws 
directing  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
pierce  that  Iron  Curtain  of  drought  and 
disaster  and  carry  assiatanre  to 
icancitinns. 

I  am  going  to  ask  the  Senafer.  Mr. 
Ident.  to  consider  and  adofM  tAus 
tion  in  a  f  er  mcmmts,  cmMmi  cnpon.  tSte 
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8ecretax7  of  Agrletiltuie  to  carry  out  his 
dntj  wider  the  laws  we  hare  passed. 

Mr.STMXNQTCMK.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  for  a  question  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  MlssourL 

Mr.  SYMINaTC»7.  I  thanlc  my  dis- 
tinguished colleague  from  OUahoma. 

The  Water  Facilities  Act  of  1937  was 
extended  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Under 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  on  March  10  of 
this  year.  The  people  in  Missouri,  the 
fanners,  are  badly  in  need  of  the  assist- 
ance which  will  be  provided  by  this  act 
80  they  can  develop  additional  water 
facilities. 

We  have  Just  received  a  letter  signed 
by  the  Administrator  of  the  Farmers' 
Home  Administration,  stating  that  the 
act  will  not  be  put  into  force  until  ap- 
proximately 30  days  after  it  was  signed 
by  the  President.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  if  he  does  not  feel  that  this 
30-day  delay  in  putting  this  act  into 
operation  is  inexcusable,  particularly  in 
View  of  the  fact  the  bill  was  pass^  by 
the  Congress  almost  a  month  ago  after 
being  requested  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture? 

Mr.  KERR.  It  Is.  It  reminds  me  of 
the  accused  man  who  was  standing  in 
court  after  having  been  convicted  of 
having  committed  a  capital  offense.  The 
Judge  directed  him  to  stand  to  receive 
sentence.  It  was  in  the  dead  of  winter. 
The  Judge  described  the  conditions  on 
the  outside.  He  described  the  thick  snow 
and  ice  on  the  ground,  the  bleak,  cold, 
frigid  temperature.  Then  the  Judge  pic- 
tured the  coming  of  the  glories  of  spring. 
He  talked  about  the  flowers  blooming  in 
the  meadows,  the  grass  growing  along 
the  creeks,  and  the  lambs  and  oUier  ani- 
mals grazing  on  the  abundance  and  ver- 
dure of  nature.  He  said  the  sun  would 
be  shining  and  the  clear  blue  sky  above 
would  remind  men  of  glory  and  abun- 
dance and  the  beneficence  of  Provi- 
dence. Then  he  said  to  the  accused. 
"But  that  won't  do  you  any  good,  be- 
cause next  Saturday  morning  at  10 
o'clock  you  are  going  to  be  hanged  by 
the  neck  imtil  you  are  dead.'* 

What  does  it  benefit  a  family  out  yon- 
der in  the  drought-stricken  and  parched 
plains  of  this  country,  whose  cattle  can- 
not survive  for  a  week  without  water,  to 
be  told,  "Be  at  ease.  Thirty  days  ft-om 
now.  who  knows;  maybe  we  will  do  some- 
thing"? 

Was  that  the  kind  of  operation  Con- 
gress visualized  when  it  enacted  these 
laws?  I  do  not  believe  so.  I  do  not 
believe  that  Senators  should  longer  tol- 
erate it  I  do  not  think  this  Congress 
should  adjourn  until  we  have  passed 
mandatory  legislation,  compelling  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  the  relief  laws  which 
have  been  enacted. 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  Senate 
should  adjourn  or  recess  until  it  has 
agreed  to  the  resolution  calling  on  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  relieve  suf- 
fering and  distress  and  to  proceed  more 
rapidly  and  effectively  to  carry  out  the 
law  that  makes  it  possible  for  him  to  do 
so. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President. 
vlU  the  distinguished  senior  Bsnator 


from  Oklahoma  yield  for  another  ques- 
tion?   

Mr.  KERR.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Missouri  for 
a  question. 

Bir.  SYMINGTON.  This  afternoon 
Mr.  Abbey  Story,  of  Charleston,  In  Mis- 
sissippi County.  Mo.,  one  of  our  out- 
standing citizens,  called  on  the  tele- 
phone to  protest  that  his  county  has  not 
been  Included  among  the  couaties  In 
Missouri  allowed  drought  relief.  Mr. 
Story  mentioned  the  fact  that  the  farm- 
ers were  willing  to  buy  some  of  the  ex- 
cess inventory  of  grain  in  order  to  hold 
their  hogs,  but  were  not  allowed  to  do 
so  at  any  favorable  price  because  it,  had 
not  been  decided  that  their  county  was 
a  drought  county  and  because  there  is 
no  provision  for  hog  raisers  in  the  pres- 
ent drought  assistance  program. 

Mr.  Story  asked  why  this  adminis- 
tration felt  it  could  give  millions  and 
millions  of  dollars'  worth  of  food  to  coun- 
tries beliind  the  Iron  Curtain  and  at  the 
same  time  be  unwilling  to  give  our  own 
farmers,  whose  taxes  in  previous  years 
have  made  it  possible  to  succor  these 
foreign  countries,  behind  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain, and  at  the  same  time  refuse  to  al- 
low his  county  to  be  considered  a  drought 
county  under  the  drought  act.  Many  of 
the  crops  in  that  county  have  already 
been  destroyed. 

I  ask  my  distinguished  colleague  from 
Oklahoma  what  he  thinks  of  that  type 
of  administration  with  respect  to  the  lot 
of  our  farmers? 

Mr.  KERR.  It  is  unthinkable  and 
tragic.  The  experience  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri  is  having  will  be  the 
experience  of  dozens  of  other  Seaiators, 
either  wliile  we  remain  here  or  after  we 
return  home.  Why  does  not  Congress 
act?  Are  we  not  going  to  admit  our 
inadequacy,  and-  are  we  not  going  to 
plead  guilty  either  to  being  indifferent 
or  inefficient  ourselves,  when  we  tell  our 
people  that  back  yonder  in  1949  we 
passed  a  law  to  take  care  of  thia  situa- 
tion, that  back  yonder  in  1953,  lb  July, 
we  passed  a  law  to  take  care  of  It,  that 
this  year  in  June  and  July  we  pas^d  two 
laws  to  take  care  of  it.  and  then  turned 
it  over  to  an  administrator,  and  went 
our  way,  oblivious  to  the  fact  that  the 
administrator  had  not  acted  uncfcr  any 
of  those  laws,  and  leaving  him  with  his 
head  buried  in  the  sand? 

Why?  We  will  be  in  a  fix  with  our 
constituents.  We  will  be  in  about  the 
same  fix  that  the  Flathead  Indian  chief 
was  in  when  he  expressed  his  deep-seat- 
ed humiliation  and  disappointment  in 
these  words: 

Spxxch  of  a  Flathead  Chiit,  1882 
I  come  to  you  over  a  trail  of  many  moons, 
f^om  the  setting  sun.  You  were  the  friends 
of  my  fathers,  who  have  all  gone  ttte  long 
way.  I  come  with  an  eye  partly  open  for  my 
people,  who  sit  in  darkness.  I  go  ba^k  with 
both  eyes  closed.  How  can  I  go  back  blind 
to  my  blind  people?  I  made  my  vray  to  you 
with  strong  arms,  through  many  enemies, 
aftd  strange  lands,  that  I  might  cany  back 
much  to  them.  I  go  back  with  both  arms 
broken  and  empty.  Two  fathers  came  with 
us.  They  were  the  braves  of  many  winters 
and  wars.  W  leave  them  asleep  Here  by 
jma  great  water  and  wigwams.  Thqr  were 
tired  with  many  moons  of  Joumeylag  and 
their  moccasins  nete  worn  out  on  the  trail. 


llj  people  sent  me  to  get  the  "White  ISan'a 
Book  of  Heaven."    You  took  nte  to  when 

you  allow  your  women  to  dance  $b  we  do  not 
ours,  and  ''.he  book  was  not  thero.  You  took 
me  to  where  they  worship  the  Oreat  Spirit 
with  candles,  and  the  book  was  not  there. 
You  showed  me  images  of  the  good  spirits 
and  pictures  of  the  good  land  beyond,  but 
the  book  was  not  among  them  to  show  us  the 
way.  I  am  going  back  to  the  lofig.  sad  trail 
to  my  people  In  the  dark  land.  You  make 
my  feet  heavy  with  gifts  and  my  moccasins 
win  grow  old  In  carrying  them,  yet  the  book 
Is  not  among  them.  When  I  tell  my  poor, 
blind  people  after  one  more  sno^r,  In  the  big 
council,  that  I  did  not  bring  the  book,  no 
word  will  be  spoken  by  our  old  men,  or  by 
our  young  braves.  One  by  one  they  wlU  rise 
up  and  go  out  in  silence.  My  people  will  die 
In  darkness,  and  they  will  go  a  long  path  to 
other  hunting  grounds.  No  white  man  will 
go  with  them,  and  no  White  Man's  Book  to 
make  the  way  plain.     I  have  no  more  words. 

So  spoke  a  Flathead  Indian  chief  many 
years  ago  when  he  came  seeking  relief 
for  his  people  and  obtained  nothing. 
What  shall  we  tell  our  people  when  we 
go  back  home  and  confess  to  them  that 
although  we  passed  the  law,  although 
we  provided  the  money,  we  left  here  in- 
different to  the  fact  that  the  administer- 
ing oflQcial  to  whom  the  task  had  been 
entrusted  had  utterly  failed  and  refused 
to  act,  and  we  walked  off  and  left  him 
in  complete  control  of  the  situation,  un- 
conditionally surrendering  to  his  mis- 
guided sense  or  lack  of  appreciation  of 
the  task  liefore  him. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  am- 
sent  to  submit  my  resolution,  and  I  ask 
that  it  be  considered  and  agreed  to  by 
the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  resolution  submitted  by  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  iStie  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  322),  as  foUows: 

Resolved,  That  it  is  the  sense  of  the  Sen- 
ate that,  in  order  to  relieve  suffering  and 
distress  among  farmers  and  stockmen  In  th« 
drought-stricken  areas  of  the  Uaited  State* 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  should  proceed 
more  rapidly  and  effectively  to  carry  out,  in 
accordance  with  the  Intent  of  tke  Congress 
In  enacting  such  provisions,  his  powers  and 
duties  under  section  2  (a)  of  the  act  of 
April  6.  1949  (relating  to  the  making  of  loans 
for  agricultural  punx>Bes  in  are^s  In  which 
production  disasters  have  occurred);  sec- 
tion 2  (b)  of  such  act  (relating  to  the  mak- 
ing of  loans  to  farmers  and  stockmen  for 
agricultural  purposes  In  areas  In  which  eco- 
nomic disasters  have  occurred) ;  section  2  (c) 
of  such  act  (relating  to  special  livestock  loan* 
to  producers  of  livestock  In  need  of  supple- 
mentary financing):  section  2  (d)  of  such 
act  (relating  to  the  furnishing  of  feed  for 
livestock  and  seed  for  planting  In  major 
disaster  areas);  section  208  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1954  (authorlsslng  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  sell  certain  feed 
grains);  section  407  of  the  Agrlcultiiral  Act 
of  1949.  as  amended  by  section  301  of  the 
Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  Assist- 
ance Act  of  1954  (authorizing  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  make  farm  commodi- 
ties and  products  thereof  available  for  use  in 
relieving  distress  In  disaster  areaa) ;  and  any 
other  pirovlslons  of  law  authorlziijg  the  fur- 
nishing of  relief  to  farmers  and  stockmen 
in  the  drought-stricken  areas. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  immediate  consideration 
of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  in  my  recol- 
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lection  there  has  never  been  a  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  more  sincerely.  honesUy, 
and  intelligently  Interested  In  the  agri- 
culture of  America  than  is  the  present 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Mr.  Benson. 
No  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  present 
company  excepted,  has  been  less  moti- 
vated by  political  oansiderations  in  his 
actions  than  has  the  present  Secretary 
of  Agriculture.  No  man.  Including  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Kkrr],  is 
more  truly  concerned  over  the  problems 
of  the  farmer  and  the  stockmen,  or  is 
more  anxious  to  provide  sane  and  sen- 
sible relief  than  is  the  present  Secretary 
of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  President,  I  object. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Objection  is 
heard.  The  resolution  (S.  Res.  322)  will 
lie  over,  under  the  rule. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  with 
reference  to  the  subject  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Kxsa]  has 
been  discussing.  I  desire  to  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  placed  in  the  Rec- 
ord a  telegram  and  a  letter.  The  tele- 
gram is  one  of  a  series  of  telegrams,  of 
which  I  have  received  a  great  many. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram 
and  letter  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

TncuMCAai.  N.  ICxz..  August  18.  1954. 
Hon.    CUNTON    P.    Andbuon. 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Ranchers  with  whom  we  have  talked  are 
disappointed  with  new  drought  program. 
Feel  they  are  being  let  down  when  ranges 
are  at  worst  condition.  Sixty  cents  per  hun- 
dredweight on  grain  used  wlU  not  enable 
them  to  maintain  foundation  herds  with 
no  grass  or  prospects  for  wheat  pasture. 
Would  like  to  have  cottonseed  products  In- 
cluded In  program.  Our  personal  opinion 
that  program  as  outlined  Is  not  adeqiute. 
Many  will  be  forced  to  Uquidate.  Do  favcM" 
strict  administration  of  program  but  a  better 
program  for  those  eligible  with  paupers  oath 
eliminated. 

BoAKD  or  DnacToaB.  Pakmbs 

COOFOUTm   AaSOCIATIOM, 

W.  C.  Lkr.  President, 
Chauxs  B.  Wn.ijs,  Manager. 


Thx  PasT  National  Bank. 
Tucumcari.  N.  Mez.,  August  17,  19S4. 
Hon.  ClXNTOM  P.  Amdebson, 
United  States  Senate. 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Deab  Senatok  Andebsom:  I  wrote  you  late 
last  evening  regarding  the  drought  emergen- 
cy feed  program  as  passed  recently  by  Con- 
gress. Since  writing  that  letter,  I  have  been 
doing  some  further  checking  regarding  the 
prices  of  feed  for  cattle  and  sheep  and  I  find 
that  the  following  are.  I  believe,  true: 

Under  the  old  drought  emergency  feed  pro- 
gram, cottonseed  cake  purchased  here  with- 
out benefit  of  the  program  cost  $78  per  ton. 
Under  the  program  the  price  was  $35  per 
ton.  This  made  it  possible  for  the  livestock- 
man  to  use  lots  of  the  feed  and  keep  his 
cattle  in  condition  where  they  could  be  sold 
in  case  the  drought  continued  on  and  It  was 
impossible  for  him  to  carry  on  any  further. 
As  I  understand  the  new  drought  emergency 
program,  the  only  feed  on  which  any  reduc- 
tion of  price  Is  aUowed  Is  the  grain  that 
actually  goes  into  the  feed,  and  this  at  the 
price  of  60  cents  i>er  hundredweight  reduc- 
tion. They  tell  me  that  1.200  pounds  of  grain 
Is  about  all  they  can  put  in  a  ton  of  feed, 
which  would  mean  that  on  the  1.200  pounds 
of  grain  a  reduction  erf  $7.20  per  toh  would  be 
allowed.  As  I  understand  the  new  program. 
there  is  no  allowance  for  cottonseed  meal  or 
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oOtm  pntetB  tliat  might  go  Into  tiie  feed, 
■o  tlM  $7  JO  per  ton  would  be  aU  the  aUow- 
anoii  that  would  be  made  for  the  Uvectock 
protfuoBT.  This,  going  back  to  the  original 
price  of  about  $78,  would  meui  that  a  ton  o* 
f«ed  would  ooct  the  producer  of  cattle  aome- 
wtaerc  In  Um  neighborhood  of  $70  in  place 

With  the  drought  continuing  as  It  Hn^  u  ia 
going  to  be  Impoulble  for  the  cattle  and 
•heep  producer  to  pay  any  more  for  his  feed 
than  he  has  been  paying  and  remain  in 
business. 

I  am  sorry  that  we  were  so  slow  in  flnrtir^g 
out  about  the  provisions  of  the  new  program 
and  that  we  are  so  late  In  calling  it  to  your 
attention.  We  sincerely  hope  that  something 
can  be  done  to  give  the  cattle  and  sheep  pro- 
ducers or  CUT  State  more  assistance  In  pur- 
chasing hU  feed. 

Anything  you  can  do  on  this  will,  of  course, 
be  greatly  appreciated. 

with  kindest  regards. 
Tours  very  truly, 

Habold  H.  Amx, 
Executive  Vice  President. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President.  I  re- 
ceived an  urgent  telephone  call  from  a 
lifelong  friend,  and  the  telegram  which 
I  have  placed  in  the  Record  is  from  the 
board  of  directors  of  the  Farmers  Coop- 
erative Association,  who  feel  that  the 
drought  program  needs  to  be  somewhat 
changed.  I  took  the  trouble  of  telephon- 
ing to  a  longtime  banker  friend,  who  is 
very  familiar  with  farm  subjects,  and  he 
has  written  letters  explaining  that  the 
old  system  of  selling  cottonseed  cake, 
which  had  sold  for  $78.  for  some  $35  was 
more  satisfactory  to  the  farmers,  and  he 
thinlcs  perhaps  it  may  be  used  again. 

From  my  own  point  of  view,  at  least. 
I  have  been  tolking  these  questions  over 
with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and 
with  individuals  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture.  I  feel  I  am  making  some 
headway  and  that  there  is  a  possibility 
that  in  those  areas  where  the  drought 
is  extreme  there  may  be  protein  meal 
made  available  quickly. 

The  Water  Facilities  Act  was  signed,  I 
think,  on  Tuesday  of  this  week.  Already 
I  tiave  been  In  correspondence  with  the 
individuals  in  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture who  administer  that  act.  Since 
the  particular  sections  which  deal  with 
the  development  of  irrigation  wells  was 
my  own  bill  incorporated  in  Senate  bill 
3137,  it  is  a  matter  of  sincere  pleasure  to 
me  to  know  tiiat  officials  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  have  told  me  they 
would  send  a  special  representative  to 
the  eastern  portion  of  my  State,  to  the 
city  of  Clovis,  and  that  he  will  be  there 
on  September  1.  They  asked  me  if  I 
would  meet  him  there  and  have  lined 
up  and  available  as  many  of  the  farmers 
who  wanted  relief  as  I  could  find.  The 
representative  of  the  Agriculture  De- 
psirtment  will  bring  appUcation  blanks 
and  try  to  see  to  it  that  the  applications 
are  processed  almost  immediately,  and 
that  as  soon  as  possible  the  authoriza- 
tion will  be  given  for  the  construction 
of  the  wells. 

I  do  not  know  that  my  experience  has 
been  unusual.  I  merely  say  that  I  have 
tried  to  realize  that  the  problems  of  the 
Department  are  enormous,  that  the  re- 
sponsibilities at  a  time  like  this  are  very 
heavy,  and  I  have  tried  to  follow  the  old 
theory  that  perhaps  we  can  catch  more 
flies  with  honey  than  with  vinegar.    I 


have  been  trying  my  best  to  obtain  eoop- 
eration  from  the  Departaaent  of  Afrleiil- 

ture. 

I  think  the  ration  needs  to  be  changed. 
There  are  many  people  in  the  Depart- 
ment who  believe  the  same  thing.  It  la 
a  very  serious  matter.  I  believe  that 
protein  feed  in  Oolorado.  New  Mtxiw>. 
and  Texas  needs  to  be  supplied,  and 
there  are  many  other  people  who  brieve 
the  same  thing. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  TenM.  I  am  stMim 
the  Senat(»-  from  New  Mexico  and  I  fed 
that  protein  meal  should  be  made  avail- 
able. I  hope  the  efforts  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  and  the  efforts  of 
others  will  be  successful  and  that  protein 
meal  can  be  made  available.  I  believe 
the  Secretory  will  feel  that  he  is  Justified 
in  taking  that  action. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  have  urged  the 
Secretary  that  he  proceed  immediat^ 
with  the  supplying  of  protein  feed  to 
Texas.  The  Senator  knows  that  it  caused 
trouble  some  time  ago.  but  they  have 
been  trying  to  avoid  trouble.  I  wish 
to  express  my  belief  that  progress  Is 
being  made.  I  hope  it  will  be  made 
faster  than  It  has  been  made  in  the  past 
The  Secretary  has  been  very  kind  to  me 
in  connection  with  the  matter,  and  I 
feel  tliat  we  shall  have  a  very  efflclent 
solution  of  the  drought  problem. 


FEDERAL  GRANTS  FOR  THE  CON- 
STRUCTION OF  SEWAGE  FACIU- 
TIES  TO  PREVENT  POLLUTION  OF 
INTERSTATE  WATERS  AND  THEIR 
TRIBUTARIES 

Mr.  NEELT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
body  of  the  Rxcoao  a  press  release  issued 
by  me  on  the  22d  day  of  July  1954,  rela- 
tive to  two  bills  which  I  introduced  on 
thar  day  in  behalf  of  Federal  grants  for 
the  construction  of  sewage  facilities  nec- 
essary to  prevent  pollution  of  intersUto 
waters  and  their  tributaries. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  press  re- 
lease was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RxcosD.  as  follows:    . 


Mattctw  M.  Nkslt  (Democrat,  of  West 
Virginia) ,  today  introduced  leglalation  In  tb« 
Senate  which  would  provide  60  percent  Fed- 
eral grants  for  the  construction  of  ecwag* 
facilities  necessary  to  prevent  pollution  of 
interstate  waters  and  their  tributaries. 

Acting  to  forestau  what  he  called  possible 
financial  ruin  of  various  West  Virginia  mu- 
nicipalities, which  have  been  ordered  to  pro- 
vide certain  sewage  treatment  under  the  8- 
State  Ohio  River  Valley  water  Banltatlon 
compact.  Senator  Nbclt  offered  3  alterna- 
tive bUls. 

He  asked  the  Senate  to  amend  the  Water 
Pollution  Act  of  IMS  to  provide  ovtrlght 
grants-in-aid.  Instead  of  the  3  percent  loans 
which  the  act  authorized  but  for  which  no 
appropriations  have  been  made.  W»tliw 
than  loans,  now  llmfted  to  $250,000  each,  b* 
asked  for  grants  not  excee«Ilng  50  percent 
of  the  estimated  reasonable  costs  to  any 
State,  municipality,  or  Interstate  agency  for 
the  construction  of  neeeesary 
works  to  prevent  discharge  at  ant 
Inadequately  treated  sewage  or  oCber 
into  interstate  waters  or  tnts  a  txfbmaxj  cC 
such  waters. 
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CMIiag  attmitloii  to  the  Ohio  Rtrer  eom- 
paot.  InvolTlng  th*  8t»tM  of  Oliio,  Illinois. 
jndUna,  N«w  Toilc.  Kentucky,  PennsylTanUi, 
•nd  TuuMMee  m  wall  as  his  home  State  ot 
West  Virginia,  Senator  Niblt  piUt  In  a  second 
bill  Which  woiUd  provide  grants  to  munici- 
palities In  those  States  to  aid  In  the  con- 
struction of  sewmge-treatment  works  to  pre- 
Tsnt  pollution  of  waters  In  the  Obk>  River 
Basin. 

Under  the  8-State  sanltatloa  omnpact. 
which  was  authorised  by  Congress  and  has 
been  held  constitutional  by  the  Bupreme 
Court.  Senator  N!Bn.T  said  that  municipali- 
ties are  required  to  build  certain  facilities. 
He  pointed  out  that  West  Virginia  cities 
have  been  notified  to  clean  up  the  pollution, 
and  that  the  State  supreme  court  has  held  in 
one  ease  involving  Huntington  that  the  city 
must  proceed  although  it  Is  financially  un- 
able to  do  so. 

Senates  NKblt's  proposed  legislation  Is 
baaed  on  his  belief  that  the  Federal  Oov- 
emment,  which  has  Jurisdiction  and  control 
of  all  navigaUe  waters,  shoiild  participate  in 
paying  the  costs,  along  with  the  ao  million 
people  who  live  in  the  8-8tate  area  of  over 
300,000  square  miles. 

Senator  Nselt  said  that  in  his  opinion  the 
Pederal  Oovemment  should  promptly  and 
generously  lend  its  helping  hand  to  this 
wcHTthy  cause.  Failure  to  do  so  would  be 
disastrous  to  innumerable  American  munici- 
palities. For  example,  it  would  cost  the  city 
of  Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  more  than  $20  i«illlon. 
and  handlciq)  it  financially  for  years  to  come 
if  it  were  in  this  nuitter:  compelled  to  bear 
Its  financial  burden  alone. 

The  Senator  said  the  organizations  which 
have  urged  Federal  assistance  include  not 
only  local  dty  government  agencies,  Mit  the 
Ohio  Valley  Trades  and  Labor  Assembly,  the 
Ohio  Valley  Board  of  Tirade,  and  the  West 
Virginia  League  of  ICxinicipaUties. 
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DROUGHT  CONDITIONS  IN  CERTAIN 
PORTIONS  OP  MISSOURI 

Mr.  SYMJNQTON.  Mr.  President,  I 
Mk  unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted 
in  Uie  RicoRo  a  letter  Just  received  from 
the  honorable  Thomas  P.  Brady,  Judge 
of  the  county  court  of  Gentry  County, 
Mo.,  in  regard  to  the  severity  of  the 
drought  in  this  section  of  northwestern 
Missoiurl. 

Gentry  County  is  one  of  the  counties 
which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has 
failed  to  designate  for  drought  assist- 
ance. 

This  letter  shows  clearly  that  the  need 
Is  there,  and  that  assistance  is  important 
in  that  county  as  well  as  in  the  other 
counties  of  the  State  not  yet  designated. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricoro, 
as  follows: 

COUNTT  COUBT  OV  OENTBT  COTTNTT, 

Stanberry,  Mo..  August  17, 1954. 
Hon.  Senator  SriciNaTON. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

DBAS  Sn:  Yesterday  at  Albany  we  circu- 
lated a  petition  to  have  this  county  declared 
a  drought  area.  After  two  consecutive  disas- 
trous years  In  which  we  have  lost  otir  clover- 
seedings  and  also  alfalfa,  we  feel  that  our 
county  shoiild  have  the  opportunity  to  se- 
cure assistance  in  a  reseedlng  program, 
rather  than  rely  once  again  on  an  expensive 
hay  program  such  as  during  the  past  winter. 
Kvery  farmer  we  contacted  signed  it  as  they 
lost  their  doverseed  and  also  alfalfa  the  last 
a  years  which  cost  fnnn  $160  to  $600  for  seed 
and  fertUiser. 

The  petitions  are  being  sent  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agricultive.     Could  get  every  farm 
in  county  to  sign  If  we  had  the  time. 
Tours  truly. 

Judge  Thos.  F.  Braot. 


Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Rkooro  a  letter  from  Mr.  Jack 
Baker,  president  of  the  Mexico  (Mo.) 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  with  respect  to 
drought  conditions  in  the  county  of  Aud- 
rain, presenting  the  same  type  and  char- 
acter of  problem. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Mexico  (Mo.)   CaAMBza  of  Cottttrntcr, 

August  18,  1954. 
Hon.  Stuabt  STicnrcroN, 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Sknatoi:  You  will  recall  my  tele- 
gram of  July  14,  In  which  I  reported  the 
severity  of  drought  conditions  in  Audrain 
County  and  asked  that  action  ba  Initiated 
in  an  attempt  to  cushion  the  shoclc  to  our 
economy. 

You  were  most  prompt  in  alerting  the  ap- 
propriate Federal  agencies  to  the  approaching 
emergency  and  in  notifying  us  of  yoiw  ac- 
tions and  deep  concern. 

As  you  know,  a  committee  from  the  Mexico 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  together  with  our 
farm  leaders  went  to  Jefferson  City  and  con- 
ferred with  State  officials  and  the  Oovernor's 
emergency  committee.  This  sama  commit- 
tee also  presented  the  facts  to  AssHtant  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  Ross  Riaiey,  who 
stopped  here  briefly  on  July  29. 

The  Governor's  emergency  osmmlttee 
agreed  with  our  appraisal  of  the  drought  and 
recommended  to  the  Governor  that  Audrain 
County  be  declared  In  an  emergancy  area. 
Governor  Donnelly  so  recommended  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States. 

President  Elsenhower,  on  August  2,  1954, 
designated  Audrain  County  as  a  drought- 
disaster  area. 

As  of  today.  August  18,  1954,  the  following 
■peolal-aid  programs  have  been  made  avail- 
able: 

1.  The  so-called  release  of  surplus  grains 
to  fanners  and  ranchers  found  eligible  by 
the  Farmers'  Home  Administration,  and 

2.  a  "new  agricultural  conservation  prac- 
tice," announced  by  Murray  C.  Colbert,  chair- 
man of  the  ASC  office  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  in  Missouri. 
This  new  practice  is  referred  to  as  No  13 
with  the  ASC. 

The  so-called  release  of  surplus  grains  in 
Audrain  County  Is  of  doubtful  heneflt  as 
assisting  In  the  basic  drought  problem.  The 
question  of  eligibility  and  who  Is  eligible  to 
buy  how  much.  Is  quite  confusing.  As  we 
understand  It,  farmers  declared  eligible  will 
be  permitted  to  buy  2  pounds  of  Srain  per 
day  for  60  days  per  beef  stock  cow  and  6 
pounds  per  day  per  dairy  cow  In  production. 
Using  today's  Kansas  City  grain  market  as 
the  basis  for  computation,  surplus  corn  will 
cost  eligible  Audrain  County  farmer*  approx- 
imately $1.55  per  bushel. 

It  Is  oiur  considered  opinion  that  farmers 
cannot  economically  afford  to  pay  the  price 
of  $1.66  for  siu-pluo  corn  to  feed  $10  per 
hundredweight  cows. 

In  1953  surplus  corn  was  made  available  in 
drought  areas  at  $1  per  bushel.  Further  the 
$1.66  Is  above  market  price  of  corn  In  areas 
not  affected  by  the  drought.  We  question 
«iat  In  this  emergency  surplus  grains  are 
being  furnished  at  reasonable  prices. 

The  program  announced  In  the  newspapers 
as  enabling  "drought-suffering  Missouri 
farmers"  to  provide  pasture  for  their  live- 
stock and  protect  their  lands  from  'water 
damage  during  the  winter"  could  be  a  great 
assistance.  It  Is  our  considered  opinion  that 
this  could  be  one  of  the  most  progressive 
programs  advanced  and  doubtless  It  would 
enable  a  great  many  farmers  to  oarry  on 
through  the  coming  winter. 

But  here,  too.  there  appears  to  bfl  an  ob- 
stacle which  makes  this  program  of  little,  if 


any.  assistance  to  a  farmw  of  our  ccanmu- 
nlty. 

Despite  the  news  announcement  that  the 
ASC  would  share  80  percent  of  the  cost  of 
materials  (seed  and  fertilizer)  needed,  ac- 
cording to  soil  tests,  we  discovered  during  a 
visit  to  the  ASC  State  office  at  Coliunbla  that 
funds  were  not  available  to  make  this  new 
practice  practical.  We  were  told  that  the 
practice  was  limited  to  apprcQ»-lated  funds 
remaining  In  the  1964  ASC  program,  which 
were  alloted  to  the  counties  at  the  beginning 
of  the  year. 

In  Audrain  County  the  funds  which  have 
not  been  spent  or  allocated  ane  so  insignifi- 
cant as  to  make  practice  13  virtually  of  no 
useful  piu-pose  here. 

Knowing  your  deep  Interest  la  the  problem, 
we  urge  you  to  use  your  good  offices  In  at- 
tempting to  secure  for  our  farmers  economic 
aid  in  fact,  which  will  assist  them  In  remain- 
ing on  the  farm  through  the  cpmlng  winter. 

If  aid  for  cover  crops  is  to  be  given  as  out- 
lined in  ASC  practice  13.  funds  must  be  made 
available  immediately  so  that  cropland  may 
be  seeded  not  later  than  Septesaber  15. 
Most  sincerely. 

Jack  Bakzb. 
President.  Mexico,  Mo.,  Chamber  of 
Commerce. 
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ROBERT  B.  McLEAlSH,  ADMINIS- 
TRATCR.  FARMERS'  HOME  AD- 
MINISTRATION 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  a  statement  re- 
garding the  excellent  work  of  Mr.  Rob- 
ert B.  McLeaish.  Administrator  of  the 
Farmers'  Home  Administration. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senator  Coopoi 

I  wish  to  take  a  moment  or  two  to  pay 
tribute  to  an  outstanding  Government  em- 
ployee, an  appointee  of  President  Eisen- 
hower, who  on  the  first  anniversary  of  his 
assuming  responsibility  for  heading  a  Gov- 
ernment agency  has  completed  a  year  of  ex- 
ceptional achievement. 

I  refer  to  Mr.  Robert  B.  McLeaish,  Ad- 
ministrator of  the  Farmers'  Hotne  Adminis- 
tration. 

In  July  1953  this  Texan,  who  In  private 
life  had  made  a  reputation  for  ability  and 
progresslveness  In  various  endeavors,  ac- 
cepted the  call  to  duty  in  Government  serv- 
ice. In  the  space  of  1  year  he  has  proven 
that  the  promise  of  President  Elsenhower  to 
provide  more  efficient  service  at  less  cost  to 
the  taxpayers  of  the  Nation  can  be  fulfHled. 

Briefly,  under  the  direction  of  this 
capable  administrator,  without  fanfare  or 
widespread  publicity,  these  things  have  been 
accomplished : 

A  reduction  of  $5 '4  million,  representing 
approximately  20  percent  of  prervlous  appro- 
priations, has  been  made  In  the  administra- 
tive cost  of  this  agency. 

At  the  same  time,  the  FHA  has  maintained 
the  efficient  operation  of  all  Its  previous 
activities,  and  in  addition 

1.  Has  assumed  responsibility  for  operat- 
ing the  livestock  and  disaster  loan  pro- 
grams authorized  by  the  Congress  last  year 
to  meet  drought  and  other  emergency  needs- 
and 

2.  without  seeking  additional  admlnUtra- 
tive  funds,  this  year  has  undertaken  the 
task  of  handling  the  water  facilities  and 
soil-conservation  loans  program  on  a  Nation- 
wide basis  as  ordered  by  the  present  Con- 
gress. 

Further,  despite  assuming  these  addi- 
tional responsibilities  with  reduced  person- 
nel and  under  a  sharply  reduced  budget.  I 
am    reliably    Informed    that    the    morale   of 


the  personnel  of  this  agency  is  exceptional; 
that  the  relationship  between  employees  »id 
the  administrative  corps  Is  most  warm  and 
friendly. 

I  know  from  personal  contact  with  ICr. 
McLeaish:  his  deputy.  Ur.  Henry  C.  wmith. 
a  fellow  Kentucklan;  with  others  of  the 
FHA  administrative  staff;  and  from  the 
comments  of  other  Members  of  the  Congress, 
that  this  agency  has  been  most  helpful  and 
cooperative  with  all  Members  of  the  Congress 
as  well  as  with  the  general  public. 

To  me  the  work  thus  far  done  by  Mr.  Mc- 
Leaish for  the  Farmers'  Home  Administra- 
tion typifies  the  spirit  of  the  Elsenhower 
program  to  restore  efficiency  and  economy  in 
the  Federal  Government  and  to  reestablish 
the  confidence  of  the  American  people  in 
the  honest,  Integrity,  and  tnistworthiness  of 
those  entrusted  with  administration  of 
their  Government. 
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CONDITION  OP  BITOMINOUS-CXJAL 
INDUSTRY 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  constmt  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Rbcomd  a  statement  I 
have  prepared,  ^hlch  I  had  Intended  to 
deliver  in  the  S(>nate.  upon  the  condi- 
tion of  the  bituminous-coal  industry. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statxkxnt  bt  Sskatob  CbOPIS 

A    PBOGSAM    TO    BMU    TBS  SOVT-COAI.    DrDOSTST 

The  bituminous-  or  soCt-ooal  industry  la 
one  of  the  most  Important,  if  not  the  most 
Important,  Industry  In  the  United  Btatea. 
Coal  Is  absolutely  esoentlal  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  steel  and  it  also  Is  the  basic  fuel  for 
electric  utilities,  home  heating,  and  many 
other  uses.  Without  coal  our  modem  civi- 
lization and  our  high  standard  at  living  in 
the  United  States  would  be  Impoastbla.  In 
spite  of  this,  tbe  ooiU  Industry  in  tne  United 
States  and  In  my  own  State  of  Kentucky  Is 
In  a  seriously  depressed  condition. 

This  Is  a  subject  which  is  very  close  to  me. 
Throughout  my  life  I  have  been  oonvlnoed 
of  the  importance  of  the  coal  industry  to  the 
State  of  Kentucky,  ss  well  as  to  the  national 
defense  and  national  welfare  of  the  United 
States. 

I  have  dealt  with  this  subject  a  number  at 
times  In  the  past,  and  I  want  to  again  em- 
phasize the  acute  situation  in  coal  in  my 
own  State,  and  again  point  out  tbe  tmpcr- 
tance  of  a  healthy  coal  mdustry  to  the  aoono- 
my  and  welfare  of  my  State  and  my  country. 
Production  of  eoal  in  the  Umt«d  SUtea  for 
the  first  half  of  1054  was  183.318.000  tons,  a 
decrease  of  162  percent  uiuler  1»S8.  Pro- 
duction of  coal  In  the  State  at  Kentucky  for 
the  same  period  was  26.963.000  tons,  a  de- 
crease  of  18.1  percent  under  105S. 

One  of  the  principal  reasons  for  the  re- 
duced production  of  coal  in  the  United  States 
is  the  Importation  of  residual  fuel  oU.  Z 
have  been  convinced  of  this  situation  for  a 
long  time.  Last  year  I  Introduced  a  bm  to 
limit  sharply  the  Importation  of  residual  olL 
In  the  Senate  and  elsewhere  I  spoke  In  sup- 
port of  my  proposal.  I  am  still  convinced 
that  something  must  be  done  about  these 
Imports.  Fbr  tbe  week  ended  July  23,  1964. 
these  imports  were  in  excess  of  a  mmion 
barrels,  equivalent  to  more  than  600,000  tons 
of  coal,  causing  a  loss  of  more  than  a  mlUlon 
dollars  In  wages  to  American  coal  miners. 

The  efforts  to  restrict  the  Importations  of 
residual  fuel  oil.  I  am  sorry  to  say  were  not 
successful.  Inability  to  develop  a  program 
in  this  field,  and  other  fields  calculated  to 
dlrecUy  deal  with  the  coal  problems,  led  me 
to  the  conclusion  that  adoption  of  a  national 
policy  In  connection  with  the  ooal  Industry 
was  necessary. 

With  this  In  mind.  It  has  been  my  pleasure 
to  work  with  a  group  of  outstanding  coal 


representatlvaa  over  the  past  few  months  to 
the  end  that  the  problems  of  the  industry 
and  solutions  to  theae  problems  might  ba 
presented  to  top  oflldals  of  the  Oovemment 
and  dealt  with  at  the  highest  level  of  Oov- 
emment responsibility,  in  line  with  this 
endeavw.  a  nimiber  of  conferences  were  held 
and  it  was  my  pleasure  to  arrange  for  and  at- 
tend with  reinesenUUves  of  the  Indtistry 
meetings  with  top-level  Government  policy 
makers.  We  first  met  with  the  Department 
of  Interior  officials,  and  then  on  June  29. 
1B54.  with  President  Elsenhower.  I  am  hap- 
py to  say  that  President  Elsenhower  cordially 
received  us  and  expressed  gentilne  interest 
and  a  determination  to  help  the  coal  indus- 
try. I  requested  the  President  to  appoint 
a  committee  of  outstanding  governmental 
officials  to  work  with  representaUves  of  the 
ooal  industry. 

Subsequent  to  the  meeting  with  President 
Bsenhower.  a  Oovemment  committee  was 
appointed  by  him  to  meet  with  coal-Industry 
"P«««nUtlves  and  work  diligently  in  search 
for  a  solution  to  oxir  problems.  Chairman  of 
the  committee  Is  Dr.  Flemming,  Director  of 
the  Office  of  Defense  MobUlzatlon.  On  the 
oouimlttee  with  Dr.  Flemming  are  Assistant 
Secretaries  of  Interior,  Labor,  SUte,  Com- 
merce and  Defense. 

The  first  meeting  of  the  governmental 
eommlttee  appointed  by  President  Klaen- 
bower,  and  the  committee  representing  the 
eoal  Industry,  will  be  in  Washington  next 
Monday.  Atigust  2S.  to  begin  thetr  efforts 
to  develop  a  national  coal  policy  to  Increase 
coal  markets  and  production,  to  Increase 
employment  and  thus  put  many  of  ovu' 
miners  back  to  work. 

I  have  written  Mr.  John  L.  Lewis,  president 
0*  the  United  Mine  Workers  of  America,  ex- 
pi  easing  the  hope  that  he  or  his  designated 
representative  will  associate  the  United  Mine 
Workers  of  America  already  so  active  In  their 
efforts  to  Improve  conditions  In  the  Indus- 
try, will  become  associated  with  theae  com- 
mittees. I  know  the  profound  knowledge, 
interest,  and  experience  of  Mr.  Lewis  and 
the  record  of  the  United  Mine  Workers  of 
America  in  Improving  the  working  condi- 
tions, the  safety,  and  the  wage  standards  of 
the  miners  of  Kentucky  and  America,  wotild 
add  great  strength  to  this  new  effort. 

Many  peofde  called  attention  to  tbe  Im- 
portance of  this  meeting  with  the  President 
at  tbe  White  House,  which  I  had  arranged, 
including  the  United  Mine  Workers  Journal 
in  its  Aug\ist  1.  1964.  Issue.  In  a  leading  ar- 
ticle in  the  Journal  on  that  date  by  Justin 
McCarthy,  entitled  "Move  for  National  Fuels 
PoUcy",  It  was  stated— "The  White  House, 
the  United  States  Senate  and  coal -State  gov- 
ernors with  an  increasing  awareness  of  the 
danger  to  American  security  caiised  by  the 
depressed  state  of  the  coal  Industry,  have 
moved  Into  action  with  plans  that.  It  Is 
hoped,  will  restilt  In  the  formulation  of  a 
national  fuels  policy  long  advocated  by  the 
United  Mine  Workers  of  America." 

This  Is  the  chief  purpose  of  the  President's 
committee,  the  Industry  committee,  and  the 
United  Mine  Workers  of  America. 

Since  designation  of  the  committee.  It  has 
been  my  pleasure  to  confer  with  Dr.  Flem- 
ming a  number  of  times,  and.  beyond  ques- 
tion, the  Oovemment  committee  Is  seriously 
engaged  In  a  program  calculated  to  investi- 
gate this  matter  and  assist  the  coal  Industry 
In  every  possible  way.  In  this  connection  It 
Is  Indeed  gratifying  to  note  that  a  few  weeks 
ago  the  Oovemment  annoxinced  the  financ- 
ing the  purchase  of  10  million  tons  of  Amer- 
ican coal  for  export  in  the  fiscal  year  ending 
Jxme  30,  1955.  This  Is  an  Increase  of  8.000.- 
000  tons  over  the  amount  so  purchased  m 
1954.  On  a  proportionate  basis,  this  step 
alone  should  mean  an  Increase  In  Kentucky 
production  ot  more  tban  1  mtinrMi  tons  in  the 
next  10  or  13  months. 

Bvery  cltlxen  does,  or  should,  appreciate 
that  a  strong  and  bealtby  ooal  Industry  Is 
absolutely  essential  to  the  welfare  and  de- 


tenae  of  the  United  SUtes  in  timaa  of  em«r> 
gency.  Moreover,  it  should  ba  reoocnlMd 
that  the  coal  mdustry  la  a  basic  industry  and 
one  which  cannot  be  turned  on  at  a  cUek  of  a 
■witch.  IT  we  are  to  have  a  strong  and  vigor* 
otu  coal  mdustry  in  Kentucky  and  elaewhar* 
In  times  of  emergency,  it  must  be  ^»*^*r^ntH 
and  encouraged  m  times  of  normal  activity. 
Moreover,  it  should  ever  be  kept  m  mtrt^  t^^t 
ooal  is  a  prtndpal  employer  of  workers  #nd 
that  It  is  tmreasonable  to  expect  coal  mlnan 
to  make  themselves  available  in  tlmas  ot 
emergency  If  there  Is  nothing  for  them  to  do 
m  normal  times.  I  am  stD«  the  coal  minen 
realize,  as  do  the  coal  producers,  that  work 
and  production  are  the  answers  to  maintain- 
ing productive  ci^jacity. 

I  repeat  that  coal  mming  Is  one  of  tha 
principal  Industries  In  Kentucky,  m  1958  It 
fumlshed  employment  to  62,888  people  in  th« 
SUte  of  Kentucky.  The  ooal  miners.  mam« 
hers  of  the  United  Mme  Workers  of  Amerloa. 
together  with  their  famUles  and  dependant^ 
consUtute  a  patriotic  group  of  our  popula- 
tion. They  make  a  most  important  contri- 
bution to  the  welfare  and  defense  of  our 
country.  They  should  be  encouraged  and 
helped  m  every  possible  way.  They  ask  only 
that  they  be  given  an  opportunity  to  work 
and  produce. 

Myself  a  native  and  a  resident  of  the  easU 
em  secUa|i  of  E^entucky  aU  my  Ufa.  I  bava 
always  been  mterested  m  the  problems  of 
the  coal  mdustry  and  those  who  mme  the 
ooal.  In  1947,  I  rotad  against  leglslatton 
that  would  have  destroyed  industrywide 
bargaining  for  the  United  Mins  Workeis  of 
America,  and  thus  destroyed  the  UMWA 
legtelatlon  that  was  defeated  by  only  ont 
vote.  I  voted  to  praservs  the  rights  ot  th* 
United  Mine  Workers  ot  America  to  »»t»nng> 
its  welfare  fund  as  It  now  does.  Lastjswr, 
when  the  matter  of  the  appointment  <tf  an 
administrator  of  the  Federal  mtnr  safety 
program  for  the  miners  of  America  was  bs* 
fore  the  President.  I  wrote  to  President  Bsen- 
hower. aaking  that  he  eoDsolt  with  Mr.  Jolm 
L.  ZawIs  about  tbe  appolntmant  of  a  f^n 
who  would  properly  »**— ***isti>r  the  law  to 
protect  the  lives  of  mmsrs. 

I  have  worked  to  secure  the  devalopoMBt 
of  the  upper  Kentucky,  the  Big  Sandy,  and 
the  Green  Rivers,  neglected  for  30  yeara.  to 
provide  cheaper  tranqjortatlon  for  ooal  ^»ut 
water  to  bring  Industries  mto  the  deprasssd 
coal  areas.  And  on  each  of  these  rlvsrs, 
neglected  for  so  many  years,  a  beginning  has 
been  made,  either  m  approprlatlona,  su- 
thorizatlons.  or  surveys.  These  impco^. 
ments  should  have  been  made  years  ago. 
They  are  now  on  the  way. 

Wben  It  became  necessary  for  the  Inderal 
Oovemment  to  send  surplta  foods  to  ths 
States  for  distribution  by  the  States  and 
county  authorltlea.  I  have  urged  ths  IMeral 
Government  to  rush  Its  shipments  ot  food 
and  at  one  time  when  ahipments  at  food  wora 
stopped  I  mtervened  with  the  Secretary  ot 
Agriculture,  and  shipments  of  food  wars 
started  agam  at  my  request.  These  ship- 
ments of  food  are  made  by  the  Federal  Oov- 
emment on  order  ct  tbe  State  government, 
and  they  are  distributed  by  tbe  local  au- 
thorities m  the  county. 

A  great  deal  of  misinformation  axul.  I  may 
say,  political  misinformation  has  been  broad- 
cast. These  are  the  facts  about  food  dtetrl- 
butlon  and  the  people  sbould  know  tbem: 

First.  The  local  county  autttorltaes  dedds 
what  persons  In  a  county  are  entitled  to  siv- 
pltu  food.  The  standards  are  Ubcral  but  ths 
local  ofllrlals  must  make  the  choice  ^tmI  send 
the  number  at  those  who  reeetw  food  to  ths 
State  Department  at  Agriculture  at  Ptank- 
Icrt. 

Second.    Then  the  Department  of  Agrtenl- 
ture  at  Ptankfort  certifies  to  the 
uent    of    Agriculture    at    Washington 
amount  of  food  tbe  State  oC 
the  vartoos  counties  need. 

Third.  Tbe  Department  at 
Washington  then  sends  the  food  to  tbe : 
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Which  dlitribiitM  tt  to  the 


lovcmnmiti 
eountlM. 

TlM  eoarta  of  »  few  poUtlelaiis  to  hlama 
their  own  feUnre  to  keep  the  mlee  on  the 
OoTtfmnent  In  Wuhlagton  Is  unworthy  Mid 
la  itlaTlng  poUtIca  with  the  unfortunate  need 
at  unemploTed  people. 

I  have  been  glad  to  aaalat  In  an  thaae  mat- 
ten  to  help  the  people  and  the  mlaera  of 
thcee  ooal  areaa,  hut  the  real  aolutlon  of  un- 
employment In  the  ooal-mlning  dlatrleta  la 
to  Inereaae  marketa  and  production  by  a 
national  ooal  policy  and  to  open  the  mlnea 
again. 

To  thla  end  the  program  which  we  have 
BUbmltted  to  the  Prealdent  and  other  top 
oOelala  of  the  Government  calls  for  a  pro- 
duction of  at  least  400  million  tons  annually, 
reetilcUon  of  rcatdual  fuel  oil  tanporta.  11ml- 
tatkm  on  uae  of  natural  gaa  for  boUer  fuel 
putpoaea.  uae  of  coal  In  aovemment  In- 
atallatlons  here  and  orcrseaa,  increaaed  coal 
oqxnts.  more  equitable  freight  ratts.  and 
other  atepa  calculated  to  maintain  a  strong 
coal  tndustry  In  Kentucky  and  elsewhere, 
and  to  maintain  and  encourage  the  many 
thousands  of  eoal  miners  without  whom  the 
coal  nerer  oould  be  produced  in  times  at 
peace  or  war. 


FEDERAL  HELP  POR  NATION'S 
8CHOOI£ 

lir.  COOPER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  In 
the  body  of  the  Rxcobd  a  statement  I 
liave  prepared  relative  to  Senate  bill 
8.  2601,  the  emergency  acbool-construc- 
tkm  bilL 

It  is  a  matter  of  deep  regret  to  me  that 
the  bill  was  not  considered  and  pa^ed 
by  the  Senate  at  this  sessicm.  It  repre- 
sented the  beginning  of  an  effort  to  meet 
the  deficiency  in  the  school  facilities  of 
this  dountry.  Second,  It  would  have 
helped  to  imidement  the  recent  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court  with  respect  to 
aegregation. 

I  cannot  let  this  night  pass  without 
saying  that  although  the  bill  may  not 
have  passed  in  the  House,  it  would  have 
been  a  fine  thing  for  it  to  have  passed 
the  Senate.  looking  forward  to  the  next 
pongress. 

I  firmly  believe  that  it  did  not  receive 
consideration  In  the  Senate  because  op- 
position to  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
had  been  expressed  on  the  DemocraUc 
side  of  the  aisle.  I  think  the  opposition 
grew  out  of  the  fact  that  It  was  known 
that  one  of  the  purposes  of  the  bill  was  to 
implement  the  decision  of  the  Supr«ne 
Court.  I  want  the  responsibility  to  be 
fixed  where  it  belongs— on  the  other  side 
of  the  aisle. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RicoBh,  as  follows: 

8TATXBCKNT   BT    SXIfATOa    CoOl 

THB  WATioir'a  scHooLa  icazD  ramsAi. 

UMKt  CamCAL  CLASaaOOlf  SHOBTACa 

PubUc  schools  In  America  are  faced  with 
a  real  crlala  aa  a  result  of  the  shortage  of 
achool  buUdlngs.  It  Is  a  national  problem: 
naany  of  Ito  causes  are  national  In  origin, 
and  It  wiu  take  national  action  to  solve. 
T^  emergency  is  so  serlotis  that  Immedi- 
ate steps  by  the  Federal  Government  are 
«!2!!?7  .^  provide  the  physical  faculties 
needed  to  give  our  children  a  basic  education. 

On  Auguat  8,  1968.  I  Introduced  In  the 
oenate.  &  aeoi.  to  provide  for  a  systemaUo 
ivogram  of  FMeral  financial  aid  for  the  con- 
atructlon  of  public  school  btiUdlngs.  The 
purpose  of  the  bUl  Is  to  aid  In  constructing 


phyaieal  f  aellltlea  within  which  the  normal 
State  educational  systems  can  function. 
The  UU  contains  no  factor  of  Federal  con- 
trol over  the  actual  educational  process. 

After  a  series  of  extensive  hearings  before 
the  Education  Subcommltte  of  the  O^mmlt- 
tee  on  Labor  and  PubUc  Welfare,  or  which  I 
am  chairman,  an  amended  bill  was  favorably 
and  vmanlmously  reported  to  the  Senate  on 
July  9  of  thla  year.  I  presented  the  blU  to 
the  Senate  and  Joining  with  me  were  my 
distinguished  coUeague  from  Kentucky.  Sen- 
ator Clements,  and  Senator  BujxtL  of  New 
Jersey,  Senators  Upton,  Bowking.  Mttskat, 
Hn.L,  NsKLT,  Douglas,  Kxnnkdt,  and  Mc- 
Clxllan. 

The  present  version  of  S.  2601  provides  an 
authorization  of  $250  million  per  year  for 
a  years  to  help  the  States  constrxict  public 
achool  buildings.  The  formxUa  for  the  allo- 
cation of  Federal  funds  is  based  on  both  the 


conducted  last  year  under  Public  Law  81 S. 
It  was  found  that  the  schools  oC  our  country 
need  340,000  additional  classrooms,  at  a  total 
construction  cost  estimated  near  $12  billion. 
The  need  for  school  space  iticreases  con- 
stantly and  one  additional  clacsroom  Is  re- 
quired each  15  minutes.  The  deficit  Is  In- 
creasing at  the  rate  of  67,000  classrooma  each 
year. 

The  result  of  the  tragic  shortage  of  school 
buildings  is  that  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
children  are  forced  into  unsafe,  unsanitary, 
unsulted  structures.  Other  hundreds  of 
thousands  are  already  deprived  of  a  fair 
education  by  being  placed  on  a  double  shift 
basis.  The  conditions  are  endangering  both 
the  health  and  the  minds  of  o\ir  children. 

The  situation  Is  further  complicated  by  the 
fact  that  dramatic  Inequities  exist  among  the 
States.    According  to  the  Utest  flgxires  made 


cBuiuu  ui  r«ierax  lunos  is  based  on  both  the  available  to  the  subcommittee,  the  averaee 
Khool  populauon  of  each  State  and  the  per  Investment  In  the  school  plant  Itself  iSS 
caplU  income.     Thus,  provision  is  made  to     from  $137  per  pupil  in  Mississippi  to  $790  in 


give  maximum  aid  to  the  poor  States,  with- 
out aacriflcing  the  interests  of  States  with 
higher  income  levels.  My  own  Stete  of  Ken- 
tucky would  be  entitled  to  nearly  fS  million 
per  year  under  this  formula. 

The  foUowlng  table  shows  the  allocations 
to  the  States  and  Territories: 

ZHstHhution  of  $250  million  to  48  States.  Dis- 


New  York.  The  national  average  is  only  $454 
per  child.  The  estimated  value  of  school 
property  In  my  own  State  of  Kentucky  is 
sixth  from  the  bottom,  $233  par  pupil. 

Kentucky  is  among  those  States  with 
greatest  need  for  additional  and  improved 
school  facilities.  The  State  educational  sys- 
tem is  handicapped  by  the  dual  difficulty  of 


Puerto  Xico.  and  the  Virgin  Islands,  ac 
cording  to  various  formulas  leith  restric- 
tions added ^ 


State  or  Territory 


United  States. 


TO 


Ahbams..... 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

CaUfomte "" 

Colorado. 

Connectlcat.. 

I>ehtware 

Ilorlda 

Georgia HI 

Idaho 

minols """ 

Indiana I"" 

Iowa Illllllllin 

Kansas "'.""I. 

Kentucky 211! 

Louisiana "'.'.. 

Maine '.'.V... 

Maryland "[[, 

Massachusetts I. II! 

Michigan "\ 

Minnesota I 

Mississippi II"' 

Missouri Ij 

Montana..^,.. „.„I! 

Nebraska ..IIIIII"" 

Nevada IIIIII 

New  Hampsbini ..IIII 

NewJersey 

New  Mexico 11 

New  York H" 

North  Carolina 
North  Dakota 

Ohio IIIIIII 

Oklahoma..,.^..... 

Oregon "I.IIIIIIIII" 

Pennsylvauia 

Rhode  Island 

South  Carolina 

South  Dakota 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah.. IIIi; 

Vermont 

Vir^nia 11111111' 

Washinfrton 

West  Virginia 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming IIII" 

District  of  CohUDbia ! 

A]aska 

Quam II 

Hawaii I" 

Puerto  Rico IIIIIII"' 

Virgin  Islands ..'.'.'.. 


Amount 


t250.  000,  000 


9,  724,  651 
1,776,275 
6,  769. 344 
la  618,  342 
2.152,941 
1,  924.  454 

296,399 
6. 687.  986 
9,  558, 387 
1, 232, 377 
8, 428,  724 
6,026,864 
4,126.411 
3,  222.  84« 
8,  095,  352 
7,034.640 
1.7»,084 
3,  280,  716 
6, 468.  573 
8,805,711 
S,  106,  957 
7,  768,  299 
6, 950,  678 

851,519 
2, 046, 098 

l.'».60« 

876.013 

4,896.400 

1,  796,  944 

11,815,316 

11.949.2.50 

1,  240,  274 
10,  069,  869 

6,067.613 

2.  19,\  723 
12.  500.  000 

962.284 

7.  068.  670 
1.  194.  588 
a  700.  652 

12.  500,000 

1.568.  168 

747,588 

7, 352,  427 

Z  988.  693 

8,  103.  336 
fi,  221.  399 

427.  787 
611,507 

300.887 

85.147 

823.620 

8.0O0.  000 

104.787 


Amount  per 

a^ool-age 

child 


r.36 


Irtct  of  Columbia.  Alaska,  GuoTn,  Hawaii      ^°'^  P®'  capita  Income  and  high  unemploy 

i> ►^   ».„    -_..  ...  „.     ....  ment  in  those  areas  which  depend  on  coal 

for  their  livelihood.  Without  Federal  assist- 
ance, there  is  no  way  of  giving  our  chUdren 
a  fully  adequate  education. 

Information  supplied  to  the  subcommittee 
by  the  Kentucky  Department  of  Education 
shows  the  magnitude  of  the  problem  Out 
of  4.600  schools,  2,600  are  one-teacher  schooU 
while  an  additional  1.000  are  2-  or  3-teacher 
schools.  Forty  percent  of  the  19,000  class- 
rooms In  Kentucky  should  be  Improved  for 
the  education  of  children. 

These  figures  illustrate  the  problem  in  mr 
State,  but  they  exist  In  greater  or  lesser  de- 
gree throughout  the  Nation.  Ttie  blU  pres- 
ently before  us  will  help  substantially  m 
taking  the  chUdren  of  this  country  out  of 
such  schools. 

It  has  often  been  argued  that  the  field  of 
education  U  one  In  which  the  Federal  Oov- 
ernment  should  take  no  part.  The  conten- 
tion is  based  on  the  premise  tUat  financial 
assistance  from  the  Federal  level  wlU  carry 
with  it  control  over  local  school  systems  I 
oppose  any  type  of  Federal  control  over  the 
schools,  school  teachers  or  school  children 
But  various  forms  of  Federal  aid  have  been 
made  available  for  education  for  100  years 
without  control  having  slipped  Into  Federal 
bands. 

The  argument  of  Federal  control  la  least 
applicable  to  the  present  bill.  This  is  legis- 
lation to  help  provide  school  buildings  It 
does  not  affect  the  processes  of  education 
Itself  It  is  merely  concerned  with  physical 
structures  within  which  a  State  and  local 
educational  system  can  function  more  effi- 
ciently and  more  effectively.  We  can  draw 
a  proper  parallel  between  this  bUl  and  the 
multitude  of  Federal-aid  prograois  in  such 
fields  as  highways  health,  agriculture  wel- 
fare,  social   security,   and   emergency  relief. 

Education  is  a  State  and  local  responsibility . 
,  primarily 

,r,„^.*  Federal  Government  has  estered  these 
many  fields,  because,  essentially,  they  are 
national  problems.  Education,  ti>o.  is  a  na- 
tional problem,  not  because  the  general  level 
of  education  affects  our  entire  poliUcal  and 
economic  life.  * 

The  proposed  school  construction  bill  has 
been   supported    by   many   national   and    lo- 
cal  organizations   In 
Ing     education, 
groups. 


11.95 
8.38 
11.99 
4. 95 
7.13 
4.79 
4.23 
8.99 
10.82 
8.33 
4.91 
6.90 
7.34 
7.8fi 
11.07 
10.39 
8.99 
6.30 
6.04 
6.14 
7.77 
13.14 
7.41 
6.26 
7.23 
4.41 
8.04 
6.23 
9.22 
4.31 
11.04 
8.27 
«.  01 
8.71 
6.57 
6.80 
6.33 
11.72 
7.96 
10.94 
6.73 
8.21 
8.90 
9.27 
6,91 
9.99 
6.96 
6.20 
4.00 

13.  14 

7.78 

7.07 

6.98 
13.  14 


.JH^"'™"^™„°'  «100,000  (other  than  for  Virgin  Islands 

S^rl,  «"h  ^«  ^  P*"""")  <»^  '"""°°>  maximum  for  rrri- 
tories,  and  S  perwnt  «12.500,000)  maximum  for  Statel 


various  fields,   includ- 
labor,     parents,     women's 


^  .„.  .,,,,^  I  nT  i'"°!,M^*''  '  "'^  "y  *»»*  the  bill 

The  critical  need  for  prompt  action  Is  lllus-  S^erai  tf,^=*tv,         ^^"^^^  at  this  session. 

trated  clearly  by  the  school  facilities  sur^y  ate   SenaSr  K~o^*^°     "^  '"*''"  °'  '""^  ^'" 

«*  vcy  aie,  oenator  Knowland,  announced  that  the 
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bill  was  among  those  that  vrere  on  the  sched- 
ule to  be  voted  upon  by  the  Senate  if  the 
imperative  appropriation  bills,  tax  bills,  the 
farm  bill,  and  others  which  had  to  be  con- 
sidered could  move  quickly.  Unfortunately, 
obstacles  arose  with  respect  to  these  bills, 
and  their  consideration  took  longer  than  ex. 
pected.  Also,  the  House  of  Representatives 
did  not  make  the  progress  In  committee  on 
their  school  construction  bill  as  we  were  able 
to  make  in  the  Senate  In  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welf;ire. 

I  am  glad  that  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  of  the  Senate,  Senator  Knowland,  has 
announced  his  support  of  the  bill.  I  am  glad 
that  the  11 -member  policy  committee  of  the 
Republican  Party  In  the  Senate  voted  that 
the  bill  should  be  considered,  and  I  am  glad 
that  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Re- 
publican policy  committee.  Senator  Fesctt- 
soN,  announced  his  supi>ort  of  this  bill.  It 
has  been  on  the  calendar  since  July  9. 

The  calendar  of  bills  has  been  called  many 
times.  There  has  never  l)een  an  objection  to 
the  passage  of  the  bUl  by  a  member  of  the 
majority  party,  my  party.  But  each  time, 
when  the  calendar  of  bills  has  been  called 
for  passage,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  passage 
of  this  school -construction  bill  on  the  cal- 
endar has  been  prevented  by  an  objection 
on  the  Democratic  side  of  the  Senate.  I 
want  to  make  It  clear  that  my  colleague. 
Senator  Clements,  of  Kentucky,  has  not  been 
one  of  those  on  the  minority  side  who  has 
objected  and  prevented  the  passage  in  the 
Senate  of  this  bill  to  aid  the  schools  of  the 
Nation.  He  supports  the  bill.  But  I  repeat, 
no  objection  to  thla  bill  has  come  from  my 
Side  of  the  Senate,  but  always  from  the  other 
side.  Only  last  evening,  when  I  made  a  last 
effort  to  bring  the  bill  to  consideration  and 
pa.ssage.  It  was  the  leader  of  the  minority. 
Senator  Johnson  of  Texiis,  who  made  clear 
the  opposition  of  members  of  his  party  to  the 
passage  of  this  bill. 

It  U  my  fervent  hope,  my  prayer,  that  the 
Senate  will  heed  my  pleac  next  year  and  will 
vote  for  this  biU  so  that  the  great  need  can 
be  met. 

Ours  is  a  land  of  opportunity.  We  have 
risen  to  leadership  in  the  community  of  na- 
tions, because  we  have  afforded  every  citi- 
zen the  opportunity  to  develop  his  abili- 
ties to  the  fullest,  to  participate  in  the  eco- 
nomic and  political  life  of  the  Nation.  No 
Bingle  factor  has  contributed  more  to  mak- 
ing that  opportunity  possible  than  the 
growth   of  our  educational   system. 

The  Issue  is  a  great  one.  It  U  the  funda- 
mental Issue  of  husbanding  our  most  val- 
uable resource,  the  children  of  the  Nation, 
the  men  and  women  who  will  manage  the 
affairs  of  the  Nation  tomorrow.  It  is  not  a 
polemic  over  Jurisdiction  and  control.  These 
are  but  technicalities  which  we  can  solve;  it 
Is  a  question  of  how  can  we  do  the  Job.  and 
do  It  now.  By  1960,  at  the  present  rate  there 
will  be  a  deficit  of  more  tlian  400.000  claaa- 
rooms.     That  is  the  issue. 

To  put  it  blunuy,  without  financial  aid 
from  the  Federal  Government,  the  States 
whose  financial  basis  is  already  seriously  Im- 
paired by  the  high  level  of  financial  taxa- 
tion, do  not  have  the  ability  to  meet  the 
need. 

Youth — or  greatest  resource — is  being  se- 
riously neglected  in  a  vital  respect. 
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THE  LATE  SENATOR  LESTER  C.  HUNT 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
it  was  my  sincere  hope,  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  our  very  distinguished  col- 
league, the  former  senior  Senator  from 
Wyoming.  Lester  C.  Hunt,  that  appropri- 
ate ceremonies  would  be  arranged  to  rec- 
ognize his  many  contributions  to  our 
great  system  of  constitutional  Oovem- 
ment.  It  was  my  privilege  to  serve  with 
Senator  Hunt  on  many  Senate  commit- 


tees. He  made  a  great  contribution  to 
the  cause  which  we  all  espoused. 

Because  the  business  of  the  Senate 
during  the  last  6  or  8  weeks  has  not  per- 
mitted the  holding  of  appropriate  cere- 
monies, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Rbcoro  the 
remarks  which  I  had  intended  to  deliver 
concerning  this  very  lovable,  fine,  and 
great  American. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcom), 
as  follows: 

Statbicknt  er  Senatob  Hendrickson 
Since  the  day  in  January  1949,  when  Les- 
ter Hunt  and  I  were  sworn  in  together  as 
freshmen  Senators.  I  have  learned  much 
about  the  qualities  of  the  man — his  quiet 
courtesy,  his  friendliness,  his  kindly  sense 
of  humor,  his  dedication  to  the  cause  of 
public  service. 

I  knew  him  as  a  fellow  member  of  the 
Armed  Services  C!ommlttee  of  the  Senate 
where  we  worked  together  on  several  sub- 
committees. As  a  member  of  the  conunittee. 
he  was  particularly  diligent  with  regard  to 
his  membership  and  attendance.  He  was 
present  at  pracUcally  every  meeting  of  the 
committee.  His  concern  was  with  the  whole 
Job  of  being  a  Senator  and  he  went  to  great 
pains  to  familiarize  himself  with  the  iKues 
of  any  particular  problem  before  it  was 
brought  up  in  the  conmaittee  or  discussed 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  so  that  he  would 
be  well  Informed. 

The  life  of  Lester  C.  Hunt  Is  to  my  mind 
a  great  story  of  the  vital  half  century  in 
which  he  lived.  I  am  told  that  be  first  saw 
the  State  which  was  to  send  him  to  the 
Senate  when,  as  a  19-year-old  Illinois  boy. 
he  pitched  a  no-hlt  game  which  led  to  his 
engagement  by  the  professional  baseball 
team  in  Lander,  Wyo.  He  decided  then  that 
this  State  would  be  his  home. 

He  served  his  country  in  World  War  I  in 
the  Army  Dental  Corps,  being  stationed  at 
about  12  camps  and  bases  In  this  country 
between  September  1917  and  May  1919. 
Shortly  after  being  discharged  as  a  major, 
he  entered  Northwestern  University  for  post- 
graduate study  of  dentistry  and  on  complet- 
ing his  course  in  1920.  he  returned  to  Lan- 
der to  resume  his  dental  practice  there. 

He  began  his  public  career  in  his  home 
town  as  a  scoutmaster,  as  a  member  of  the 
school  board,  and  as  the  president  of  the 
Freemont  County  Medical  and  Dental 
Society. 

He  served  his  State  as  a  member  of  the 
legislature,  as  Its  secretary  of  state,  and  then 
as  its  governor  from  1943  to  1948.  With 
typical  modesty.  Senator  Himt  claimed  that 
his  greatest  accomplishment  as  governcHr  was 
having  originated  the  "bucking  bronco"  used 
on  Wyoming  license  plates,  but  we  all  aware 
of  the  fact  that  he  made  a  great  record  as 
governor  as  well. 

He  was  prominent  In  the  Oovernors'  Con- 
ference at  Mackinac  Island.  Mich.,  in  1945, 
where  he  urged  that  small  btislness  "should 
have  the  first  opportunity  to  reconvert  and 
that  it  be  assured  of  adequate  materials." 
Three  years  later,  he  presided  over  the  Oov- 
ernors' Conference  in  Portsmouth,  N.  H..  and 
In  1949  he  was  elected  to  the  Senate. 

In  the  Senate  he  was  active  in  District  Af- 
fairs, served  on  the  Senate  Crime  Investigat- 
ing Committee,  and  was  a  long-time  advocate 
of  measures  looking  toward  wcn-ld  peace,  but 
his,  special  concern  was  with  the  health  of 
the'  Nation. 

During  1951,  he  was  active  In  the  enact- 
ment of  legislation  which  gave  more  au- 
tonomy to  the  Dental  Corps  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force  and  which  raised  the 
rank  of  the  dental  chief  of  the  Public  Bealtn 
Service  to  major  general.  He  was  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  which  created  the  Army 
Nurse  Corp*. 


Three  years  ago,  in  1961.  he  was  honored 
by  the  members  of  his  profession  by  *>«tM 
named  the  dentist  of  the  year.  The  cltattoa' 
acoompanylng  the  medal  reads: 

"For  dUtlngulahed  contributions  to  tha 
welfare  and  progress  of  dentistry.  parUeu- 
larly  his  service  In  protecting  the  best  lnter> 
ests  of  the  profession  and  public  health 
through  promoting  beneficial  legislation  and 
dlsootu-aglng  harmfiU  legisUtion  whUe  act- 
ing in  the  performance  of  his  duties  as  Sen- 
ator in  the  Congress  of  the  United  SUtea." 

I  Join  in  the  tributes  today  to  a  man  who 
has  demonstrated  all  of  the  beet  qualltlea 
of  cltlEenshlp  In  his  home  community  In 
his  State,  and  In  his  NaUon.  He  was  an 
exemplary  man,  an  able  pubUo  aervant.  and 
a  good  friend. 

I  have  lost  a  good  and  true  friend.  1 
mourn  hU  loss.  Mrs.  Hendrickson  joins  me 
in  offering  slnoerest  condolences  to  hU  good 
virtfe  and  famUy.  "^^ 


REMINISCENCES  OP  THE 
83D  CONGRESS 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  this  Is 
my  20th  adjournment  of  Congress.  I 
have  an  indeUble  impression  of  some  of 
the  tempestuous  adjournments  which 
have  occurred  on  other  occasions  and 
in  other  years.  A  rather  singular  tran- 
quility has  faUen  upon  the  Senate  Cham- 
ber tonight,  which  is  In  sharp  contrast 
with  some  adjournments  I  have  wit- 
nessed. But  It  Is  an  occasion.  I  think, 
when  we  can  reminisce  a  little;  and  I 
shall  not  be  guilty  of  impropriety  by  de- 
taining the  Senate  too  long. 

I  presume  that  for  some  persons  ad- 
journment Is  an  occasion  for  stampede 
and  frustration,  because  all  the  favorite 
legislative  brain  chUdren  which  did  not 
flnaUy  find  their  way  to  the  statute 
books,  but  somehow  got  lost  in  the  pro- 
cedural picture,  bring  a  sense  of  frustra- 
tion. But  we  shaU  live  through  it.  even 
as  the  country  will  live  through  it. 

As  we  appraise  the  work  of  the  83d 
Congress,  which  is  about  to  take  its  flight 
upon  eerie  wings,  the  flrst  thing  that 
comes  to  my  mind  Is  the  thought  of  <the 
stalwart  and  patriotic  Members  of  the 
Senate  who  are  not  here  to  flnish  their 
labors  during  this  Congress.  It  is  rather 
singular  that  two  Senators  should  have 
been  taken  from  the  State  of  Nebraska. 
It  is  equally  singular  that  two  Senators 
should  have  been  taken  from  the  State 
of  North  Carolina. 

Then,  too.  we  have  witnessed  the  passr 
Ing  of  the  splendid  gentleman  to  whom 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hkn- 
drickson]  has  just  alluded,  Senator  Les- 
ter C.  Hunt,  of  Wyoming.  Senator  Hunt 
always  fascinated  me,  because  he  was 
bom  In  a  little  country  town  In  Douglas 
County,  ni.  I  presume  that  at  the  time 
of  his  birth,  the  place  was  just  a  bump 
In  the  road.  He  began  life  as  a  rallrtMid 
telegrapher.  How  he  ever  wandered  out 
to  the  wide  open  expanses  of  Wyoming, 
I  shall  never  know.  In  any  event,  he  was 
a  gracious  person  and.  I  think,  one  of 
God's  noblemen.  So  there  is  the  pain  of 
regret  that  he  could  not  have  finished 
his  labors  and  have  been  with  us  tonight. 
Then,  there  is  one  who  was  near  and 
dear  and  very  close  to  me.  the  great. 
stalwart  American,  to  wham  I  lefetied 
in  the  convention  of  1953  as  "Mr.  Re- 
pubUcan."    ''Mr.    Integrity."   and    "Mr. 
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iHmerica."  the  Ulustrloiu  Bob  Taft.  It  is 
too  bad  that  he  is  not  here. 

I  maj  saj  for  oar  majority  leader: 
With  what  grace  an4  what  rar«  capacity 
iDd  ability  be  has  carried  on  tlie  leader- 
ship of  the  Senate. 

So  as  we  come  to  the  adjom-nment 
period,  -ire  Uilnk  ba^  up<»t  those  who 
win  not  be  around  the  Senate  elrde.  who 
win  not  carry  cm  as  a  put  of  the  Senate 
club.  I  am  always  delii^ted  to  think 
of  the  Senate  as  a  dub,  because  it  seems 
to  me  the  Senate  fimctions  effeGtively 
and  functions  earnestly  if  we  never  quite 
lose  the  "clubby"  spirit.  We  can  become 
very  angry,  and  at  times,  I  suppose,  so 
Intolerant  ot  one  another;  but  I  remem- 
b^  the  almost  iridescent  line  written  by 
the  great  sales  manager  of  Christianity, 
the  Apostle  Paul,  who  said: 

Let  your  f  orbemnee  be  known  In  the  sight 
of  men. 

Nothing  can  quite  equal  that  line,  be- 
cause this  is  an  arena  in  which  tolerance 
and  forbearance  are  so  urgently  neces- 
sary. 

There  is  a  gustlness  and  a  wTtinpss 
about  our  remarks,  on  occasion,  which 
is  best  exemplified  by  the  address  made 
so  very  recently  by  the  very  distinguished 
senior  Senator  frun  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
KkuI.  I  like  to  hear  Bob  K>xk.  His 
gustlness  reminds  me  of  the  great  open 
spaces  of  Oklahoma.  There  is  some- 
thing at  once  so  appealing  and  so  win- 
some about  Mm. 

Believe  me,  Oklahoma  is  *'the  great 
open  spaces."  Things  happen  there  that 
do  not  happen  anywhere  else. 

I  remember  a  man  from  my  home 
town,  who  went  to  Oklahoma.    After  he 
had  been  there  a  while,  he  decided  to 
pick  up  all  the  rocks  In  ^e  soil  and  build 
a  fence.    It  was  a  long  and  thick  fence. 
Oh,  the  labor,  sweat,  turmoil,  and  ach- 
ing that  went  into  its  building.    When 
a  neighbor  came  over  to  see  him  one 
day,  the  neighbor  said,  "Evidently  you 
are  a  stranger  here."    The  man  said, 
"So  I  am.  I  have  been  here  only  2  years." 
"Well."  the  neighbor  said,  "why  didn't 
you  ask  some  advice  before  you  picked 
up  those  rocks  and  built  that  stone  fence? 
Dont  you  know  that  the  great  winds  of 
Oklahoma  will  blow  the  fence  over?** 
My    friend    from    home    remarked 
"What  dUTerence  does  It  make?    If  the 
winds  blow  It  over,  it  Will  be  twice  as  high 
M  It  Is  now." 
Tliat  is  the  spirit  In  Oklahoma. 
When  I  heard  my  friend  from  Okla- 
homa pour  himself  with  vigor  and  aban- 
don Into  the  Wnd  of  address  he  delivered 
tonight,  I  thought  of  the  minister  In  a 
little  country  town  in  Illinois  who  for- 
got his  notes  for  a  sermon.    He  had  left 
them  on  the  pulpit,  and  the  sexton  of 
the   church    found    them    en    lilonday 
morning.     The    sexton    got    out    his 
"specs"  and  began  to  peer  at  the  notes. 
He  saw  many  strange  little  marginal 
markings.    In  the  second  paragraph  the 
minister  had  written:  "Throw  your  arms 
up  in  a  great  and  reverent  gesture."    A 
few  paragraphs  further  on,  he  had  writ- 
ten: "Throw  your  arms  up  with  a  wide- 
open  gesture  and  glower  at-  the  congre- 
gation."   When  the  sexton  got  to  the 
next  paragraph,  the  notation  there  was- 
Argument  weak  here.    Yell  like  hell " 
[Laughter.! 


So  I  have  listened  to  the  afgmnent  of 
my  distinguished  friend  ftom  Okla- 
hmna.  I  wish  be  were  here  with  all  his 
salty,  gusty  manner,  because  I  am  sure 
he  would  ainareciate  it. 

I  only  wish  to  say  this  about  his  ob- 
servations. Mr.  President,  as  they  may 
relate  to  the  Secretary  of  Afirriculture: 
Never  in  my  lifetime  have  I  encountered 
any  individual — and  I  am  moving  on 
toward  the  60-year  mark — whose  innate 
and  intrinsic  piety  I  have  felt  more 
clearly  than  that  of  Ezra  Taft  Benson. 
Everybody  knows  what  his  origins  are. 
Everybody  knows  what  his  background 
i».  Everybody  knows  that  t^  life  has 
been  devoted  to  the  land  a&d  to  the 
church.  He  has  been  a  missionary  for 
his  church,  and  his  church  recognizes  a 
tenet  under  which  every  youngster  at 
the  age  of  12  automatically  goes  Into 
the  priesthood  of  the  Mormon  church. 
He  has  carried  the  word  wherever  he 
has  gone,  and  he  has  sucked  real  vitality 
and  nourishment  from  the  soil. 

He  reminds  me  of  that  giant  who  was 
standing  in  that  land  where  Hercules 
was  supposed  to  carry  on  one  of  his 
labors.  He  found  that  others  who  had 
assaUed  this  giant  could  not  vanquish 
him.  But  Hercules — or  It  may  have 
been  Theseus — learned  something :  That 
so  long  as  the  giant  had  his  feet  upon 
the  soil,  he  gained  renewed  strength 
but  he  was  ultimately  vanquished  in  one 
of  these  labors,  by  simply  lifUng  him 
from  the  terrain  and  running  him 
through  with  a  sword. 

Ezra   Taft  Benson   has   derived   his 
strength  from  the  soil.    He  has  received 
sta^ngth  from  his  faith.    He  is  the  father 
of  6  children.  1  of  whom  Is  la  uniform 
He  has  given  his  life  to  this  country. 

Is  there  any  Member  of  the  Senate  or 
the  House  of  Representatives  who  has  a 
greater  or  even  an  equal  interest  In  the 
perpetuity  of  the  free  institutions  of  this 
land?  Would  it  not  be  singular,  indeed 
if  he  were  derelict  in  his  duty  as  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture? 

In  the  early  days  I  may  not  have 
agreed  with  him.  As  I  wandered  around 
the  country  making  speeches,  hither  and 
yon— on  the  prahles  of  South  Dakota 
and  out  in  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  in  a 
special  election— I  heard  people  assail 
Ezra  Taft  Benson,  and  I  stood  on  the 
platform  and  publicly  and  privately  de- 
fended him. 

Oh.  what  a  Joy  and  what  a  nurturing  it 
was  to  my  own  soul  when  I  saw  the  action 
of  the  Congress,  and  particularly  of  the 
Senate,  which  became  a  vindication  of 
the  courage,  fortitude,  and  judgment  of 
tols  public  servant!  He  may  turn  out  to 
be  wrong,  but  let  us  not  demean  him  let 
us  not  demean  his  faith,  his  integrity '  his 
Interest  in  the  perpetuity  of  this  Repub- 
lic and  the  free  institutions  which  are 
an  attribute  of  the  RepubUc. 

So  I  salute  him  as  a  great  public 
servant  from  the  West.  When  he  is 
wrong^  I  shall  be  just  as  quick  as  any 
other  Member  of  this  body  to  castigate 
him  for  his  errors  of  judgment.  But 
certainly  his  mistakes  will  never  be  mis- 
takes of  heart— they  will  be  mistakes  of 
the  mind,  and  no  more. 

I  rose,  Mr.  President,  not  to  discuss 
those  matters,  but  to  pay  a  little  tribute 
to  those  with  whom  I  have  had  the 
pleasure  of  serving,     i  shall  start  with 
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the  very  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon  Wayne  Morsk. 

I  remember  when  he  sppke  to  me,  long 
ago,  in  the  lobby  of  the  Itforrison  Hotel 
in  Chicago,  and  suggested  that  perhaps  I 
could  assist  him  by  coming  to  the  great 
Irish  State  of  O'Regan  and  aiding  him 
in  the  course  of  the  convention  and  in 
the  course  of  his  campaign.  He  has 
adorned  the  Senate  with  rare  ability  and 
with  rare  grace.  We  do  not  always  agree 
with  him.  I  do  not  know  how  nnn^y 
times  I  voted  with  him.  Perhaps  not 
at  any  time.  I  could  not  be  sure  unless 
I  read  through  the  Record. 

I  find  him  exceedingly  gracious  In  the 
positions  he  asserts  from  time  to  time. 
I  have  heard  him  excoriated  in  unprint- 
able terms  in  some  portions  of  the  coun- 
try. I  have  heard  him  uplifted  in  glow- 
ing terms  as  if  he  were  being  placed  in 
Abraham's  bosom,  in  other  sections  of 
the  country.  But  he  Is  a  man  of  geniality 
and  grace. 

So,  notwithstanding  the  differences 
we  have  had.  and  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  I  seldom  could  impel  myself  to 
vote  on  his  side.  I  salute  him  as  the 
leader  of  the  Independent  Party,  as  a 
gentleman,  and  as  a  public  servant;  and 
I  pray  for  him  in  the  hope  that  somehow 
he  may  yet  come  to  his  knees  to  confess 
the  error  of  his  ways. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator  for 
his  graciousness  and  kindness,  and  I 
particularly  appreciate  his  offer  of 
prayer. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  was  thoroughly 
distressed  tonight,  Mr.  President,  when 
I  saw  that  red  rose  In  his  lapel,  because 
I  have  learned  that  when  that  red  rose 
appears.  It  is  the  signal  for,  shall  I  say 
charitably,  a  rather  reasonably  pro- 
longed speech,  not  to  exoeed  12  or  15 
hours.  As  we  came  in  tonight  and  saw 
that  symbol  of  love  and  affection  and 
perfection.  I  had  the  idea  it  was  also  the 
symbol  of  another  great  rhetorical  effort 
tonight.  But  better  couneel  has  pre- 
vailed, and.  so  in  the  spirit  of  amity  and 
accord,  I  am  qiiite  sure  he  will  detain 
the  Senate  perhaps  no  longer  than  I 
Shall  detain  It  tonight. 

As  I  think  of  this  spirit  Of  accord  and 
amity  and  concord.  I  ajways  think. 
Wayne,  of  the  2  deacons,  the  Republican 
and  the  Democrat,  who  were  kneeling  to- 
gether in  their  supplications  in  a  little 
church  in  a  small  village  in  Illinois.  The 
Republican  deacon  was  praying  to  the 
Lord  and  saying,  "O,  Lord,  make  us  Re- 
pubUcans  unlike  the  Democrats;  make  us 
hang  together  in  accord;  make  us  hang 
together  in  concord."  And  jusrthen  his 
Democratic  brethren  said,  "Lord,  any 
cord  will  do."     ILaughter.l 

So  I  am  sure  that  there  are  times  when 
some  would  hang  you,  Wayne,  and  you 
would  hang  some  of  us.  but  what  an 
amazing  attribute  and  what  a  great 
testunony  it  is  to  the  world's  most  de- 
liberative and  unpredictable  body,  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  that  there 
can  be  such  amity  and  accord,  and  that 
we  can  get  along  in  the  spirit  of  grace 
and  unity. 

I  had  hoped  that  my  distinguished 
friend  and  colleague  from  Texas,  the 
minority  leader,  might  be  present.  I 
have  forgotten.  Mr.  President,  whether 
or  not  he  came  to  Congress  in  the  same 
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year  I  did,  but  if  not,  it  was  probably  <mly 
one  term  later. 

I  came  to  the  House  of  Representatives 
in  1933.  It  is  entirely  possible  that  he 
came  in  1935.  I  saw  the  facile  and  gra- 
cious and  kindly  way  ta  which  he  worked 
when  he  was  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.  It  was  a  great  training 
school.  There  we  became  the  firmest  of 
friends — so  friendly,  in  fact,  that  I  as- 
sured him  time  and  time  again  that  I 
would  not  lend  my  feeble  talents,  or  what 
little  vitality  or  energy  I  possessed,  to  at- 
tempt to  conquer  the  great  Common- 
wealth of  Texas  In  the  hope  that  we 
might  elect  a  Republican  there.  I  have 
stayed  religiously  away  from  that  great 
empire — and  not  the  least  of  the  reasons 
is  that  he  has  adorned  not  only  this  body. 
but  the  other  body,  with  grace  and  with 
distinction. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  a  word 
now  about  the  majority  leader  of  this 
body.  When  all  is  said  and  done,  even 
a  deliberative  body  can  fall  into  the  ways 
of  confusion,  but  I  learned  long  ago  that 
even  confusion  bears  analjrsis,  and  that 
confusion  and  deliberation  require  lead- 
ership. 

So,  tonight,  I  think  It  only  appropriate 
that  we  pay  testimony,  and  that  I  per- 
sonally pay  testimony,  to  a  very  distin- 
pulshed  Member  of  this  body,  Bn.L 
Knowland.  of  California,  for  whom  I 
have  developed  a  rich  and  rare  affection. 
I  think  the  first  thing  I  should  like  to 
do  is  to  pay  testimony  to  his  physical 
vitality.  I  always  thought  I  was  a  pretty 
vital  sort  of  fellow;  but  as  I  see  him 
operate  day  after  day.  week  after  week, 
over  long  hours  of  the  day,  I  get  to  feel 
like  the  veriest  amateui*.  It  is  at  once, 
I  think,  testimony  to  continent  Uving 
and  continent  habits,  testimony  to  his 
interest  in  the  business  of  the  pubUc 
and  in  the  job  that  is  his  responsibility. 
So  we  can  be  grateful,  indeed,  that  he 
is  a  very  physically  vital  person  who 
has  managed,  under  all  sorts  of  circum- 
stances, to  carry  on  and  to  do  a  most 
burdensome  job. 

The  second  testimony  I  would  pay  to 
him.  Mr.  President,  is  to  his  rare 
patience.  What  a  quality  it  is.  after  all; 
and  how  easy  it  is  to  los<>  patience  here! 
I  came  to  the  Senate  this  morning  at  20 
minutes  after  10.  I  scircely  left  this 
floor.  I  was  interested  in  one  thing ;  and 
Mr.  President,  you  must  lorbear  with  my 
selfishness,  but  early  in  July  there  was 
reported  by  the  Public  Works  Committee 
a  bill  that  meant  so  much,  I  think,  to  the 
people  of  Illinois,  and  particularly  to  7 
million  people  occupying  an  area  of  412 
square  miles  in  the  northern  end  of  the 
State  that  is  referred  to  as  the  quasi- 
municipal  corporation  known  as  the 
Sanitary  District.  The  House  passed  the 
bill.  I  was  so  hopeful  tiiat  the  Senate 
would  pass  it.  I  am  afraid  there  were 
times  when  I  lost  my  patience.  Once  I 
threatened  that  I  would  resign  from  my 
committees  if  this  one  Uttle  touch  could 
not  be  done  by  this  Congress.  That  was 
simply  an  expression  of  my  own  weakness 
and  my  own  frailty. 

But  little  by  little  the  thing  came  on 
until  the  last  day.  I  was  filled  full  of 
frustration  tonight;  and  at  one  time 
I  left  the  floor.  But  then  I  came  back, 
because,    oddly    enough,    the    Colorado 


River  project  bill  was  suddenly  with- 
drawn, after  colloquy;  and  that  most 
exuberant  and  vital  Member  from 
Nevada.  Obo«gi  Maixwi.  suddenly  ter- 
minated what  otherwise  would  have 
been  a  3-hour  speech,  and  quickly  we 
found  ourselves  back  on  the  regular 
order,  and  so  the  futility  of  unanimous- 
consent  procedure  feU  by  the  wayside; 
and  there  was  a  moment,  then,  when 
that  measure.  House  bill  3300.  which 
could  very  easily — to  use  the  vulgarity  of 
the  day— "put  me  on  the  spot,"  was 
suddenly  the  order  of  business.  It  was 
the  last  measure  passed  by  the  Senate; 
and  since  it  was  previously  passed  by 
the  House  in  the  language  in  which  it 
has  now  been  passed  by  the  Senate,  the 
biU  now  goes  to  the  White  House;  and 
If  the  good  Lord  is  willing  and  if,  with  my 
feeble  ability,  I  can  persuade  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  indicate  that  it  will  oe 
advisable  to  avoid  a  veto  of  that  bill,  then 
justice  will  be  dons,  and  7  million  people 
in  the  State  of  Illinois  will  be  happy. 

But,  Mr.  President,  in  the  last  analysis 
what  is  that?  It  is  testimony  to  a  great 
Member  of  the  Senate — not  a  Member 
from  Illinois,  but  a  Member  from  Cali- 
fornia, the  very  distinguished  Bill 
Knowland. 

Along  with  his  outstanding  ability, 
there  has  been  an  amazing  humihty 
about  him.  It  is  one  of  the  qualities,  I 
think,  that  has  all  too  often  gone  out  of 
hfe.  When  I  say  that.  I  think  I  can 
make  a  statement  that  will  stand  up:  It 
is  perhaps  accountable  for  the  fact  that 
manners  have  gone  out  of  government. 
I  remember  that  some  years  ago  a  busi- 
nessmen went  to  one  of  the  Government 
agencies  here  in  Washington,  and  when 
he  came  back  to  my  oflflce.  his  face  was 
red,  and  he  was  bristling,  and  then  he 
indulged  in  a  kind  of  classic  profanity 
that  would  have  done  justice,  I  think,  to 
the  Periclean  age  of  ancient  Greece. 
When  I  got  a  word  in  edgewise,  I  dis- 
covered what  the  trouble  was.  A  very 
humble  person  in  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  had  simply  forgotten 
his  manners;  and  when  that  substantial 
businessmen,  who  is  a  taxpayer,  and  who 
helps  the  wheels  of  business  and  of  Gov- 
ernment move,  walked  in,  that  young 
man  looked  at  him  and  barked  or 
snarled,  "What  do  you  want?" 

Mr.  President,  this  Government  be- 
longs to  the  people,  but  we  have  rather 
forgotten  it.  as  a  matter  of  fact.  So 
when  men  like  that  walk  in.  the  people 
in  Government  should  get  on  their  knees, 
because  their  salaries  and  their  jobs  are 
conditioned  upon  the  patience  of  the 
taxpayer.  That  is  what  I  call  good  man- 
ners— proper  courtesy  to  one  another. 
Let  it  be  said  to  the  everlasting  credit 
of  a  great  President,  whose  80th  anni- 
versary was  observed  recently — Herbert 
Hoover — that  one  of  the  things  he  in- 
sisted upon  was  good  manners,  good 
grace  in  government.  At  the  bottom  of 
it  all  is  Himtiility.  and  it  is  spelled  with 
a  capital  "H."  There  Is  no  greater  Chris- 
tian virtue  than  that. 

Let  me  say  of  Bn.L  Knowiamd  that 
not  only  is  he  a  m^n  of  patience,  but  he 
is  a  man  of  humility  and  of  forbearance, 
as  well.  Along  with  it,  think  of  the 
adapting  It  requires.  It  is  no  easy  thing 
to  sit  with  the  poUcy  committee  and  have 


15483 


first  one  Member  and  thm  another  Mem- 
ber come  m  and  insist  that  this  bill  be 
put  on  the  calendar,  or  that  that  bill  be 
put  on  the  calendar,  or  that  this  bill  bo 
given  an  order  of  business.  All  cannot 
be  accomplished,  all  cannot  be  achieved, 
wlthm  the  limitations  of  time  of  one 
session.  So  it  becomes  a  matter  of  judg- 
ment, finally;  and  he  has  endeavored  to 
exercise  it  as  best  he  can. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  look  back  over  Bnx 
Knowland's  leadership,  I  think  he  has 
done  a  splendid  job  m  the  field  of  judg- 
ment. I  think  he  has  brought  to  it  a 
patience  and  a  humility  that  I  have  never 
seen  excelled  in  this  body;  and  along 
with  it.  I  have  never  seen  him  angered. 
Oh.  what  a  horrible  business  this  would 
be.  and  how  quickly  the  spirit  of  good 
fellowship  would  go  out  the  door,  if  tem- 
pers were  asserted  too  frequenUy  here. 
It  is  written  in  the  sacred  parchments, 
"Let  not  the  sim  set  upon  your  wrath." 
If  wrath  or  anger  ever  takes  over,  the 
efficacy  of  this  deUberatlve  body  or  of 
any  deliberative  body  will  be  destroyed. 
I  learned  that  lesson  long  ago,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, because  I  saw  a  fist  fight  ta  the 
House  of  Representatives,  when  Members 
could  not  get  along.  Anger  was  the  basis 
of  it ;  anger  is  what  Impelled  them  to  do 
it.    They  simply  lost  their  tempers. 

It  is  easy  to  lose  one's  temper  here — 
how  easy,  when  one's  own  particular 
legislative     brain    child,     having    gone 
through  all  the  dangers,  all  the  fortui- 
ties, all  the  uncertataties  of  the  legis- 
lative process,  finally  comes  to  the  fioor, 
and  then  is  not  passed  and  enacted  into 
law.     Under  those  circumstances,  how 
eacy  it  is  for  one  of  us  to  lose  his  temper. 
So  here  we  have  an  opportunity  to 
demonstrate  whether  there  are  the  re- 
straints on  temper  that  maintain  a  tran- 
quil and  an  even  atmosphere  ta  this  body 
and  make  it  finally— notwithstanding  all 
the  things  that  are  said  about  us — a 
great  deliberative  body  that  resides  In 
the  good  temper  and  in  the  tranquility 
that  are  here;   and  along  with  It.  how 
genially    Bill    Knowland    could    differ, 
and  differ  vigorously,  with  other  Mem- 
bers on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  at 
the  same  time  always  do  It  In  good  fetUe. 
The  other  night  I  said  to  Bob  Hck- 
DRicKsoN,  ta  the  cloakroom,  after  he  got 
through  with  his  farewell  speech,  that  in 
my  judgment  the  measure  of  two  men 
is  their  capacity  to  differ  sharply  but 
never  become  angry  and  never  let  the 
fever  curve  of  anger  rise.     Bob  Hendrick- 
son  and  I  have  differed  on  a  number  of 
measures,  and  we  have  done  it  with  vigor 
and  with  firmness.    There  was  never  any 
necessity  for  "pulling  any  punches,"  to 
use  the  language  of  the  day;  but  at  no 
time  was  there  any  occasion  for  anger  to 
arise  or  for  any  other  factor  to  Impair 
the  feeling  of  friendship  and  fellowship 
and  the  feeling  of  affection  that  I  bear 
for  him  as  he  leaves  this  body.     We  sat 
in  the  Judiciary  Committee  for  a  long. 
long  time;  and  I  pay  testimony  to  him 
now. 

But  it  is  the  good  temper  ta  which  we 
finally  do  things  that  measures.  I  think, 
the  eCBcacy  of  this  body. 

And  so.  Bill,  all  praise  to  yon.  as 
you  go  on;  and  I  hope  you  viU  have  a 
well-deserved  resL 
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.  itfid,I^iidon,Iliopeyeu.too,wlllbave 
ft  frail-deserved  rest.  I  wish  you  had 
been  here  a  moment  a«o,  when  I  prom- 
ised that  I  will  not  eome  down  to  the 
empire  of  Tezaa  and  try  to  accomplish 
your  defeat  and  bring  a  Republican  back 
to  the  Senate  of  ttie  United  States — 
which  I  think  is  one  of  the  diniensions 
of  my  esteem  and.  frankly,  my  love  and 
affection  for  yp\i.  that  began  when  you 
and  I  were  soldiers  in  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

That  is  the  lowly  body  in  Congress:  it 
is  the  lower  House.  I  suppose  that  comes 
from  the  fact,  Mr.  President,  that  when 
the  Congress  met  in  New  York  during 
the  first  two  sessions  the  Senate  met  up- 
stairs and  the  House  met  downstairs,  so 
this  is  the  upper  body  and  that  is  the 
lower  body.  Having  served  in  both  these 
bodies  I  have  the  greatest  respect  for 
both. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
Will  the  Senator  yield? 

That  was  at  Philadelphia.  I  Just  de- 
sired to  be  historically  correct. 

Mr.  DIRESEN.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
amazing  how  my  historical  estimates  al- 
ways get  turned  upside  down. 

I  was  in  West  Virginia  one  night  mak- 
ing a  speech,  and  I  was  talking  about 
that  man  whose  name  was  lost  in  ob- 
scurity, who  went  up  around  the  path  at 
Thermopylae  and  told  the  Persians  how 
to  get  through  the  pass.  As  a  result  of 
his  treachery,  Leonidas  and  that  brave 
band  were  slaughtered  at  the  pass.  So 
I  made  a  point  of  the  tzc%  that  his  name 
was  lost  In  the  dust  of  obscurity. 

This  was  the  difficulty  I  got  into,  Mr. 
President:  when  It  was  all  over  a  very 
kindly  and  inoffensive  man  came 
around,  after  the  meeting  was  over,  and 
he  was  so  timid  he  was  afraid  to  talk  to 
me,  but  finally  he  got  me  off  in  the  cor- 
ner and  said,  "Senator,  I  hope  you  will  be 
a  little  more  careful  about  your  historical 
references  to  one  whose  name  was  not 
lost  In  the  dust  of  obscurity.  A  great 
historian  by  the  name  of  Josephus  has 
diligently  inscribed  his  name  among  the 
traitors  of  history,  and  his  name  was 
Ephialtes." 

So,  Mr.  President.  I  bow  as  a  disciple 
at  the  feet  of  the  Master,  and  I  stand 
corrected.  . 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas  rose.  ' 

Bffr.  DIRKSEN.  I  now  yield  to  my 
friend  from  Texas. 

Iti.  JOHtiSOU  of  Texas.  I  appreciate 
the  generous  sentiments  the  Senator  has 
expressed.  We  will  welcome  him  In 
Texas,  as  a  visitor,  as  a  friend,  or 
even 

Blr.  DIRKSEN.  Or  even  as  a  Repub- 
lican.   

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  did  not  de- 
sire to  make  that  correction  for  my  own 
State,  but  I  must  protect  my  neighboring 
States. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  sure  the  Sena- 
tor must. 

Mr.  President.  I  would  detain  the  Sen- 
ate no  longer  except  to  add  one  word 
about  the  appraisal  that  comes  at  the 
end  of  every  Congress.  It  will  only  be 
tomorrow,  shall  I  say,  or  the  next  day. 
that  we  will  get  the  various  appraisals 
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about  what  the  83d  Congress  has  done. 
One  of  the  most  singular  things  about  It, 
Mr.  President,  is  that  it  will  be  a  volume 
of  appraisal  by  a  good  many :  How  many 
bills  did  they  pass?  How  long  were 
they?  What  was  the  volimie  of  legisla- 
tion? How  did  it  compare  with  the  82d 
Congress?  Did  we  put  as  many  tons  of 
stuff  on  the  statute  books  as  our  prede- 
cessor Congresses? 

That  to  me  Is  the  most  singular  ap- 
praisal I  can  possibly  imagine  because 
Mr.  President,  I  remember  a  famous  and 
historical  line  that  the  eminent  historian 
Gibbon  wrote  in  his  great  history  "The 
Rise  and  Fall  of  the  Roman  Empire." 
when  he  said  "Progress  is  made  not  by 
what  goes  on  the  statute  books  but  by 
what  comes  off." 

More  often  than  not  it  is  the  things 
that  never  get  on  the  statute  books  and 
it  is  the  things  we  can  take  off  the 
statute  books  that  somehow  release  and 
remove  the  fetters  upon  the  bicentive 
and  vitality  and  ingenuity  and  talent  of 
people,  which  somehow  gives  expression 
to  the  soul  of  freedom,  which  finally 
results  in  progress. 

Then  of  course  there  will  be  the  group 
appraisals.  "How  much  did  we  get?" 
I  see  them  already.  Here  will  be  the 
labor  group.  Maybe  this  was  not  an 
effective  Congress  in  their  book,  because 
they  did  not  get  all  they  wanted. 

Here  are  the  farm  groups.  Perhaps 
they  will  not  appraise  us  too  well,  Mr. 
President,  because  they  did  not  get  all 
they  wanted. 

Here  will  be  the  veterans'  group — and 
I  belong  to  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars 
and  the  American  Legion — anfi  maybe 
they  will  demean  us  and  say  "This  was 
not  done  and  that  was  not  done." 

And  then  will  come  the  Federal  work- 
ers and  the  postal  workers  to  say  "You 
did  not  do  this,  or  you  did  not  do  that, 
or  you  did  not  do  It  recently." 

It  always  reminds  me  of  Barkleys  fa- 
vorite story  about  the  man  in  Louisville, 
who  said  he  was  against  Barkley.  When 
Barkley  said  to  him,  "Did  I  not  put  your 
girl  on  the  WPA?"  He  said  "So  you  did.' 
Then  Barkley  said  "Did  I  not  get  your 
boy  a  job  with  the  CCC?"  And  the  man 
said  "So  you  did."  And  Barkley  said 
"Did  I  not  get  you  a  job  on  the  PWA?" 
And  he  said  "So  you  did."  And  then  the 
question  Is.  Why  are  you  not  for  me? 
And  the  answer  is  "Well,  you  just  have 
not  done  anything  for  me  recently." 

So  it  may  be,  Mr.  President,  that  we 
have  not  done  things  for  some  F>eople 
recently.  But  when  all  is  said  and  done, 
Mr.  President.  I  think  this  Cbngress. 
when  the  record  Is  written,  can  take  a 
great  pride  in  the  fact  that  it  has  ex- 
emplified something  which  in  my  judg- 
ment must  necessarily  be  the  hope  of 
this  Republic.  What  is  that?  The  in- 
terest and  the  well  being  not  of  one 
group,  not  of  one  segment,  not  of  one 
portion  but  of  all  the  people  of  the 
United  States  of  America.  When  we 
lose  sight  of  the  larger  issue,  when  we 
lose  sight,  Mr.  President,  of  the  larger 
perspective — then  look  out. 

I  have  had  the  opportunity  of  going 
abroad  a  good  many  times.  I  saw  the 
political,  and  social,  and  economic  cleav- 
ages which  tore  Germany  apart  and 
which  tore  Italy  aoart.    I  hope  to  God 
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Almighty  that  no  such  cleavages  may 
ever  develop  in  this  blessed  Republic  to 
tear  us  apart. 

When  we  take  our  eye  off  the  larger 
star  that  Is  shining  in  the  firmament, 
the  star  of  the  benefit  of  all  the  i>eople 
in  this  country,  then  Indeed  are  we  in 
danger. 

So.  testifying  as  I  do  to  the  leader  of 
the  Independent  Party,  for  whom  I  have 
great  affection,  and  to  my  old  friend 
Lyndon  Johnson  of  Texas,  and  to  the 
great  and  courageous  and  redoubtable 
majority  leader,  who  carried  such  a  tre- 
mendous load  in  the  83d  Congress.  I  con- 
clude these  very  Informal  remarks  by 
simply  saying,  Mr.  President,  I  am  happy 
indeed  that  along  with  the  talent  and 
the  ingenuity  and  the  vision  in  the  legis- 
lative branch  there  is  an  equivalent 
vision  in  the  White  House;  for  over  and 
over  again,  on  those  occasions  when  I 
have  had  a  chance  to  breakfast,  to  lunch 
or  visit  with  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  he  has  constantly  emphasized  one 
thing,  and  that  is  his  interest  in  the  well 
being  of  all  the  people  and  all  the  groups 
and  all  the  segments  and  all  the  sections 
of  the  greatest  Repubhc  on  God's  foot- 
stool. 

With  that  kind  of  cooperation  this 
Republic  will  long  endure. 

I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  first 
I  wish  to  report  to  the  Senate  that  the 
distinguished  minority  leader  and  I  as  a 
committee  of  the  Senate  communicated 
with  the  President  of  the  United  States 
a  short  time  ago,  told  him  that  the  Sen- 
ate was  about  to  complete  its  labors,  and 
asked  if  he  had  any  messages  to  this 
body.  The  President  expressed  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  and 
to  me  his  appreciation  of  the  service  of 
the  83d  Congress  and  the  record  of  ac- 
complishment that  it  has.  The  Presi- 
dent said  that  he  had  no  additional 
messages  at  this  time,  and  he  asked  us  to 
extend  his  best  wishes  to  each  and  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  now  like  to  say 
just  a  few  words  as  this  session  comes 
to  a  close.  First,  I  wish  to  express  my 
deep  appreciation  for  the  remarks  of  my 
good  friend  from  Illinois,  the  senior 
Senator  from  that  State,  Evirett 
DiRKSEN.  I  also  wish  to  express  my  deep 
appreciation  to  all  of  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  for  the 
excellent  cooperation  we  have  had  in 
meeting  many  grave  problems  in  the  do- 
mestic and  international  field,  where 
there  is  no  center  aisle  in  this  Chamber. 

The  work  of  the  United  States  Senate 
could  not  be  conducted  unless  there  was 
a  high  degree  of  cooperation  across  the 
center  aisle.  I  do  not  belieVe  that  any 
majority  leader  could  have  had  finer 
cooperation  than  I  have  had  from  the 
distinguished  Senator  frcxn  Texas  IMr. 
Johnson],  the  minority  leader. 

To  be  sure,  we  belong  to  different 
political  parties.  To  be  sure,  on  many 
Issues,  as  is  customary  in  a  legislative 
body,  we  do  not  vote  in  the  same  way. 
But  over  the  long  years  ol  American 
history  the  Members  of  the  Senate  and 
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of  the  House  have  recognized  that,  after 
all,  they,  along  with  the  Executive,  are 
a  part  of  a  single  government,  and  they 
do  not  deal  at  swords'  points,  so  to  speak. 

In  the  80th  Congress,  when  our  party 
controlled  Congress,  and  the  party  rep- 
resented across  the  aisle  controlled  the 
White  House,  much  constructive  legisla- 
tion was  put  through  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  President,  with  the  assist- 
ance and  counsel  of  the  then  Republican 
majority  in  the  Senate.  So  It  must  be. 
because  in  the  83d  Congress,  \mlike  so 
many  Congresses  in  our  history,  we  end 
the  session  with  an  equally  divided  mem- 
bership, because  with  the  distinguished 
member  of  the  Independent  Party,  who 
has  at  least  temporarily  taken  his  leave 
from  the  Republican  Party,  we  have 
what  in  effect  is  an  equal  balance  in  the 
Senate. 

There  have  been  times,  when,  because 
of  the  losses  we  have  suffered,  our  party 
has  actually  been  in  the  minority  In  the 
Senate.  In  the  other  House  the  major- 
ity of  Republican  Members  is  only  five. 
In  a  great  body — and  it  is  a  great  body — 
of  435  Members,  with  such  a  narrow 
margin,  in  the  normal  course  of  Illness, 
the  balance  of  power  can  be  very  easily 
upset.  Therefore,  to  have  any  kind  of 
constructive  program  at  all.  it  is  neces- 
sary and  important  to  iuive  the  very  fine 
cooperation  which  we  have  had. 

I  should  also  like  to  say  a  word  of  great 
appreciation  to  the  employees  of  the 
Senate,  those  who  serve  at  jfche  desk  and 
work  the  same  hours,  and  many  times 
longer  hours  than  we  do.  This  has  been 
a  very  rigorous  session.  We  have  had  a 
number  of  night  sessions.  On  many 
days  we  have  worked  for  12  or  14  hours 
or  more.  As  we  have  left  our  duties  here, 
those  who  represent  us  at  the  desk  and 
those  who  serve  this  body  in  other  ca- 
pacities have  iiad  additional  hours  of 
work- 

I  wish  to  pay  tribute  to  our  own  repre- 
sentatives, the  secretary  for  the  majority. 
Mr.  Reed,  his  able  assistant,  Mr.  Brown- 
rigg,  and  all  the  others  who  have  as- 
sisted us. 

I  would  not  want  this  moment  to  pass 
without  saying  to  our  pages  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  tliat  their  efforts  for 
the  Senate  and  for  us  have  helped  us  to 
operate  this  great  body.  Their  efforts 
are  appreciated  by  both  the  Democrats 
and  the  Republicans  in  this  body, 

Mr.  President,  the  session  is  now 
drawing  to  a  close.  I  wish  to  express 
my  hope  that  everyone  may  return  to 
his  home  and  take  with  him  pleasant 
recollections,  not  recollections  of  the 
few  bitter  controversies  that  sometimes 
develop  in  this  Chamber,  but  of  the  cor- 
dial friendship  which  knows  no  party 
boundary. 

As  we  look  back.  I  know  that  so  long 
as  I  shall  live  I  shall  cherish  the  friend- 
ships and  associations  I  have  been  priv- 
ileged to  enjoy  among  my  Republican 
colleagues  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  and 
among  my  Democratic  colleagues  on  the 
othy  side  of  the  aisle.  I  have  found 
them  all  to  be  men  devoted  to  their 
country.  There  Is  no  question  in  my 
mind  that  should  our  great  Nation  ever 
be  challenged  from  any  section  of  the 
world,  every  Senator  in  this  Chamber 
will  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder,  just  as 


the  American  people  will  if  war  should 
challenge  us  from  any  quarter  of  the 
world,  standing  together  as  Americans 
united  in  a  great  cause. 

Mr.  mCKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  shall  not  attempt  to  gild  the  lily. 
Nor  shall  I  attempt  to  add  praise  to  the 
praises  that  have  already  been  given  to 
the  most  deserving  Members  of  this 
body. 

However  I  would  feel  remiss  Indeed  if 
I  did  not  say  that  I  appreciate  the  great 
cooperation  and  the  many  fine  rewards 
that  have  come  to  me  as  a  result  of  the 
understanding  cooperation  of  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  at  this  session 
of  Congress. 

First  I  should  like  to  say  that  we  have 
3  parties  in  the  Senate:  Democratic,  Re- 
publican, and  Independent.  I  shall  dis- 
cuss the  Independent  Party  first.  The 
membership  of  that  party,  collectively, 
is  to  me  very  dear,  because  there  is  a 
great  personal  attraction  and  a  great 
personal  friendship  on  my  part  for  the 
entire  membership  of  the  Independent 
Party. 

I  have  disagreed  in  a  great  measure 
with  the  voting  of  that  party,  but  my 
love  and  affection  for  the  member  of 
that  party  is  unbounded  and  sincere. 

Second,  from  the  Democratic  Party 
and  for  the  leadership  of  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Texas  I  have  found 
nothing  but  the  most  sincere  coopera- 
tion. I  have  foimd  vigorous  opposition 
on  occasions,  which  I  respect,  but  I  have 
always  found  the  most  courteous  and 
fair  treatment  and  fair  consideration 
with  respect  to  any  position  I  have  taken. 
I  respect  the  leadership.  I  respect  the 
courtesies  which  have  been  extended  to 
me. 

With  respect  to  my  own  party,  as  to 
which  I  am  probably  prejudiced  and 
whose  virtues  I  probably  extol  and  exag- 
gerate. I  wish  to  say  that  the  leader  of 
the  Republican  Party  in  the  Senate  in 
my  10  years  here  has  exhibited  more 
courtesy,  more  decency,  and  more  con- 
sideration for  the  members  of  his  own 
party  and  for  the  problems  confront- 
ing him — and  this  is  said  with  due  re- 
spect to  other  magnificent  leaders  I  have 
known — than  I  have  ever  come  in  con- 
tact with. 

Bnj.  KNOWLAND  at  times  has  been  a 
driver.  We  might  as  well  face  it.  He 
has  driven  us.  However,  when  the  chips 
were  down,  we  loved  him.  When  the 
chlpis  are  down,  we  know  he  is  working 
for  his  party  and  his  country  and  for 
the  cooperation  of  the  Senate. 

This  feeling  is  not  new  with  me.  It 
Is  not  a  feeling  I  have  arrived  at  after 
months  of  soul  searching.  I  have  known 
Bn.L  KNOWLAND  for  many  years. 

But  tonight  I  wish  to  pay  tribute  to 
two  great  Americans  who  disagree  po- 
litically, but  who  have  cooperated  to 
operate  the  business  of  the  greatest  de- 
liberative body  in  the  world — Bux 
KNOWLAND,  who  has  had  charge,  let  us 
say,  from  time  to  time,  of  the  majority 
of  the  Senate,  and  Ltndon  Johnson,  who, 
from  time  to  time,  was  not  quite  sure 
whether  he  had  a  majority  or  a  minor- 
ity, but  who  has  cooperated  in  loyalty 
to  his  own  party  as  Bill  Knowland  has 
to  his  party  in  his  leadership.  I  think 
there  ha«  been  no  more  magnificent  de- 
monstration of  cooperative  progress  to- 


ward the  good  of  the  country  than  we 
have  seen  in  tills  session.  It  has  been 
a  difllciilt  session  both  for  the  majority 
and  the  minority.  While  I  am  not  happy 
about  all  the  results  which  have  even- 
tuated, nevertheless.  I  pay  tribute  to 
those  great  Americans  who  have  been 
able,  under  trying  circumstances,  to  de- 
fend their  own  particular  interests  and 
views,  and  yet  have  met  their jreeponsi- 
bilities. 

Tonight  I  pay  tribute  to  a  great  coop- 
erative  effort  in  a  very  difficult  situation. 
And  to  Bn.L  Knowland,  my  leader — and 
I  am  for  him — I  want  to  say  that  one  of 
the  greatest  jobs  of  leadership  I  have 
ever  seen  in  a  great  many  years  of  pub- 
lic and  private  life,  not  only  here,  but  in 
my  home  State,  has  been  performed  by 
him,  and  tonight  I  tip  my  hat  to  him  in 
salute  for  a  great  Job  of  leadership. 

And  Ltndon  Johnson,  who  has  had  his 
own  problems.  I  salute  as  a  gallant  gen- 
tleman, a  gallant  American,  and  a  great 
cooperator  in  the  forward  progrdss  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  wish  to  associate  myself  with  the  re- 
marks of  the  Senator  from  Iowa. 

I  may  as  well  make  an  honest  confes- 
sion tonight  I  am  siu'e  that  our  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  is  not  fully 
conscious  of  what  I  am  going  to  say,  be- 
cause I  do  not  think  he  knew  that  when  I 
went  to  the  Republican  convention  in 
Chicago  in  1952,  as  a  delegate-at-large 
from  New  Jersey,  I  could  see  nothing  but 
a  deadlock.  In  my  briefcase  I  carried 
notes  among  which  were  notes  prepared 
from  which  I  tiad  hoped  to  make  a  nom- 
inating speech  if  there  should  be  a  dead- 
lock.  That  nominating  speech  would 
have  been  for  Bill  Knowland,  of  Cali- 
fornia. 

Why  did  I  select  him?  Because  as  I 
watched  him  in  my  freshman  years  as  a 
Senator  I  had  seen  in  h<m  talents  of 
great  leadership.  My  Judgment  has 
been  confirmed  in  this  sessicm.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. As  has  been  said  tonight,  he  oper- 
ated for  the  most  part  with  the  minority. 
His  patience  and  his  skill  are  outstand- 
ing. Is  he  a  driver?  No;  not  a  driver, 
just  a  patient,  Qod-fearing  man  who 
knew  things  had  to  be  done  and  that  we 
had  to  carry  on,  regardless. 

I  have  often  said  to  colleagues  of  mine 
on  the  fioor  that  if  I  had  to  be  engaged 
in  a  military  operation  where  courage 
and  steel  were  necessary  I  should  like  to 
serve  under  Bn.L  Knowland's  leadership. 
The  only  way  a  battle  can  be  won  is 
through  courage.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
battle  of  the  RepubUcan  Party  has  been 
won,  by  any  means.  We  still  have  to 
carry  on.  but  our  distinguished  majority 
leader  has  carried  us  far.  It  is  a  high 
privilege  and  a  great  honor  to  serve  im- 
der  the  leadership  of  the  distinguished 
majority  leader. 

I  know  these  accomplishments  could 
not  have  been  attained  without  the  full 
cooperation  of  our  distinguished  minor- 
ity leader.  I  have  enjoyed  service  under 
his  leadership.  We  have  had  a  great  and 
happy  team,  so  far  as  a  team  can  be 
made  out  of  opposing  parties. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  leave  this  body  I 
shall  always  remember  with  great  ap- 
preciation the  fine  example  of  states- 
manship which  has  been  exhibited  by 
our  majority  and  minority  leaders. 
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PREVENTION  OF  GENERAL  ASSEM- 
BLY OF  UNITED  NATIONS  FROM 
AUTHORIZINO  PAYMENT  TO  11 
AMERICAN  EMPLOYEES  DIS- 
MTSaRn  BECAUSE  OP  REFUSAL  TO 
TESTIFY 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  ^e 
only  resolution  we  have  at  the  desk  upon 
which  action  has  not  been  talcen  is  House 
Concurrent  Resolution  262  which  I  have 
discussed  with  the  minority  leader.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  be  stated 
and  that  it  be  considered  at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  concurrent  resolution. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  concur- 
rent resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  262)  as  fol- 
lows: 

Whereas  II  American  employees  In  the 
t7nlte<l  Nations  were  asked  In  1952  and  1953 
to  testify  before  the  Internal  Security 
Subcommittee  of  the  Senate  concerning 
their  membership  In  the  Communist  appa- 
ratus and  other  subversive  activities,  but 
refused  under  the  fifth  amendment  to  an- 
swer, with  the  result  that  such  subcommit- 
tee recommended  their  dismissal  from  such 
employment:  and 

Whereas  the  Secretary  General  of  the 
tTnlted  Nations  dismissed  the  11  employees 
from  their  employment  In  the  United  Na- 
tions, and  they  appealed;  and 

Whereas  on  appeal  the  United  Nations  Ad- 
mlnlatratlve  Tribunal  awarded  damages  to 
the  11  employees  In  a  total  amount  of  $179,- 
420  on  account  of  such  dismissal,  and  the 
International  Court  of  Justice  has  recently 
upheld  the  Administrative  Tribunal;  and 

Whereas  the  case  Is  now  before  the  Gen- 
eral Assembly  of  the  United  Nations,  which 
must  approve  the  award  of  such  damages  he- 
tore  payment  thereof  can  be  made;   and 

Whereas  the  United  States,  which  pays  ap- 
proximately one-third  of  the  expenses  of 
the  United  Nations,  should  not^  be  copi- 
pelled  to  contribute  any  of  its  funds  for  the 
payment  of  damages  in  a  case  of  this  kind 
to  persons  who  have  a  record  of  disloyalty 
to  the  United  States:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  RepresentatHoes 
{the  Senate  concurring).  That  It  Is  the  sense 
of  the  Congress  that  the  United  States  dele- 
gation to  the  United  Nations  should  take 
aU  possible  steps  to  prevent  the  General  As- 
sembly of  the  United  Nations  from  author- 
izing or  approving  the  payment,  to  the  11 
American  employees  In  the  United  Nations 
who  were  dismissed  because  of  their  refusal 
under  the  fifth  amendment  to  answer  proper 
questions  before  the  Internal  Seciirlty  Sub- 
committee of  the  Senate,  of  the  awards  of 
damages  (In  a  total  amount  of  tl79,490) 
made  by  the  United  Nations  Administrative 
Tribunal  and  recently  upheld  by  the  Intler- 
natlonal  Court  of  Justice,  and  that  no  ptu't 
of  the  funds  heretofore  appropriated,  or 
hereafter  appropriated  by  the  Congress  for 
the  United  Nations  shall  be  Used  for  the  pay- 
ment of  such  awards. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  immediate  consideration 
of  the  concurrent  resolution? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  ask  th&  majority  leader  one  ques- 
tion. 

Am  I  correct  In  my  understanding 
that  the  spirit  and  intent  of  this  reso- 
lution is  shared  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  by  the  American  Ambassador  to  the 
United  Nations,  Mr.  Lodge?  I  raise  the 
question  only  because  I  think  we  should 
be  very  careful  that  we  do  not  follow  a 
course  of  action  which  may  embarrass 


those  who,  under  the  Constitution,  have 
the  primary  obligation  in  developing 
American  foreign  policy.  It  is  my  un- 
derstanding that  the  spirit  and  intent 
of  the  resolution  are  shared  by  the  Presi- 
dent, the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the 
American  Ambassador  to  the  Uhited 
Nations. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon  that 
the  resolution,  as  I  imderstand,  appears 
to  express  the  sentiments  of  the  Congress 
relative  to  the  use  of  American  appro- 
priated funds  for  the  payment  of  dam- 
ages to  those  who  refused  to  testify  and 
who  based  their  refusal  on  the  fifth 
amendi^ent.  I  assume  it  does  not  go  to 
the  point  that  United  Nation  funds  from 
other  sources  could  not  be  used  for  such 
payment  of  damages,  but  that  funds  ap- 
propriated by  the  American  Congress, 
from  the  American  taxpayers,  should 
not  be  used  in  thfs  particular  type  of  sit- 
uation. I  cannot  specifically  answer  the 
Senator's  question  as  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  President.  I  think  the 
resolution  was  meant  to  express  the 
sentiment  of  the  Congress  in  the  situ- 
ation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  262)  was 
considered  and  agreed  to. 

The  preamble  was  agreed  to.        1 


AUTHORIZATION  TO  PRINT  MAT- 
TERS IN  THE  RECORD  AFTER 
ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  Senators 
may  be  permited  to  make  insertions  in 
the  Recobd  for  10  days  following  the  ad- 
journment of  Congress.  This  I  under- 
stand, is  the  procedure  we  have  followed, 
and  under  this  procedure  there  will  be 
required  requests  from  individual  Sen- 
ators. I  ask  that  on  behalf  of  both  the 
majority  and  minority  leaders. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


APPOINTMENTS 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT,    The  Secre- 
tary will  read  recommended   appoint- 
ments for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
UNrrED  States  Senate, 
Offict:  of  the  Democratic  Leadek, 
Washington,  D.  C,  August  20, 1954. 
Hon.  Richard  M.  Nixon, 

The  Vice  President,  i 

Unitecl  States  Senate.  I 
Mt  Deak  Mr.  Vice  President  :  I  am  pleased 
to  recommend  Senator  Albert  Gore  to  mem- 
bership on  the  United  States  delegation  to 
the  review  session  of  the  General  Agretment 
on  TarilTs  and  Trade.  T 

Sincerely,        '*'  I 

Ltndon  B.  Johnson. 

United  3tates  Senate,         | 
Office  of  the  Democratic  Leader, 

Washington,  D.  C,  August  20,  1^54. 
Hon.  Richard  M.  Nixon,  | 

The  Vice  President,  I 

United  States  Senate. 
Mt  Dear  Mr.  Vice  President:  I  am  pleased 
to  recommend  Senator  John  F.  Kennsdt  to 


the  subcommittee  established  by  Senate  Res- 
olution 214  to  study  technical  assistance  and 
related  programs. 
Sincerely, 

Ltndon  B.  Johnson. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
announces  two  appointments:  Senator 
Albert  GtCre  to  be  a  member  of  the 
United  States  delegation  to  the  review 
session  of  the  General  Agreement  on 
Tariffs  and  Trade,  and  Senator  John  F. 
Kennedy  to  the  subcommittee  estab- 
lished by  Senate  Resolution  214,  to  study 
technical  assistance  and  related  pro- 
grams. I 

CUSTOMARY  ORDERS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  a  series  of  customary  orders  which 
I  should  like  to  have  acted  on.  I  may 
say  they  have  all  been  prepared  In  agree- 
ment and  in  consultation  with  the  mi- 
nority leader. 


AUTHORIZATION  TO  MAKE  AP- 
POINTMENTS DURING  THE  AD- 
JOURNMENT PERIOD 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Knowland,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  it  was 

Ordered,  That,  notwithstanding  the  sine 
die  adjournment  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives and  the  temporary  adjournment  of 
the  Senate,  the  President  of  the  Senate  be, 
and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  to  make  ap- 
pointments to  commissions  or  committees 
authorized  by  law.  by  concurrent  action  of 
the  two  Houses,  or  by  order  of  the  Senate. 

AUTHORIZATION  TO  RECEIVE  MES- 
SAGES FROM  THE  HOUSE  AFTER 
ADJOURNMENT 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Knowland,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  it  was 

Ordered,  That,  notwithstanding  the  sine 
die  adjournment  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  the  temporary  adjournment  of  the 
Senate,  the  Secretary  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized  to  receive  messages  Irom  the 
House  of  Representatives  alter  tiie  afore- 
said adjournment. 


RECONVENING  OP  SENATE 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Knowlanh,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  it  was 

Ordered,  That  when  the  Senate  adjourns 
it  stand  adjourned  until  the  flfth  day  after 
the  Senators  are  notified  to  reassemble  by 
the  majority  and  minority  leaders  of  the 
Senate,  acting  Jointly,  whenever  In  their 
opinion  the  public  business  of  the  Senate  so 
requires. 

I 

ADDITIONAL  BILL  INTRObUCED 

An  additional  bill  was  introduced,  read 
the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, the  second  time,  and  referred  as 
follows : 

By  Mr.  HENDRICKSON   (for  himself. 

Mr.  Lancer,  Mr.  Kefauveb.  and  Mr. 

Hennings)  : 

5. 3893.  A    bin    to   amend    section    621    of 

Title  V  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended, 

and   for  other  purposes;   to  the   Committee 

on  Finance. 

(See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Hendrici«son  when 
he  Introduced  the  above  bill,  which  appear 
under  a  separate  heading.) 


world,  every  Senator  in  this  Chamber 
Will  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder,  just  as 


there  has  been  no  more  magnificent  de- 
monstration of  cooperative  progress  to- 


manshlp  which  has  been  exmoitea  tjy 
our  majority  and  minority  leaders. 


#*i 
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AMENDMENT  OP  SOCIAL  SECURITY 
ACT  RELATma  TO  JUVENILE  DE- 
LINQUENCY 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
on  behalf  of  myself,  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lancks].  the  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Kjefauvkr], 
and  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Hennings].  I  introduce  a  bill  for  appro- 
priate reference  to  amend  section  521, 
title  V,  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  bill  relates  to  the  subject  of 
juvenile  delinquency.  I  had  intended  to 
speak  to  the  Senate  about  it  tonight. 
However,  I  now  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  the  speech  I  had  prepared 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Rkcord. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred; 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  3893)  to  amend  section 
521  of  title  V  of  the  Social  Security  Act. 
as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes.  In- 
troduced by  Mr.  Hkndrickson  (for  him- 
self, Mr.  Lancer,  Mr.  KETAinrER,  and  Mr. 
Hennings),  was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  Hendrickson 
is  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Senatx)*  HxNSRiCKSoif 

The  welfare  of  a  child  who  runs  away 
from  his  own  home  is  gravely  periled. 

Unsupervised  and  on-the-loose,  many 
times  without  funds,  and  often  subjected  to 
bad  company,  the  runaway  child  all  too 
frequently  becomes  the  dRllnquent  one. 

Society's  goal  for  such  cliildren  should  be, 
first,  to  get  him  back  home  as  promptly  as 
possible  and,  secondly,  tc>  try  to  find  out 
why  he  ran  away  so  tbat  a  repeat  may  be 
avoided. 

To  what  extent  are  we  geared  to  achieve 
those  goals  today? 

What  Is  happening  to  tlie  runaway  child? 

For  the  past  several  months  the  Senate 
Subcommittee  To  Investlijate  Juvenile  De- 
linquency has  been  inquiring  Into  this  sub- 
ject. 

Data  are  not  yet  com)Dlete,  but  certain 
shocking  happenings  are  evident. 

The  fate  of  a  runaway  child  upon  being 
apprehended  by  the  police  depends  upon  the 
social  conscience  of  the  law  enforcement 
agency  and  the  resources  available  to  it. 

And  all  too  often  It  la  im  unkind  fate. 

If  a  runaway  child  is  ]7lcked  up  not  too 
far  from  his  home,  the  chances  are  that  his 
or  her  parents  wUl  be  ccntacted.  and  that 
those  parents  or  the  pollse  'will  be  able  to 
provide  the  modest  sxma  of  money  needed 
for  transportation  home. 

The  further  the  child  gets  away  from  home, 
these  chances  diminish. 

Runaway  children  picked  up  States  away 
from  their  home  may  be  more  likely  to  be 
given  a  "ride  on  the  boot,"  to  use  the  Jargon, 
than  returned  home. 

A  "ride  on  the  boot."  la  the  practice  of 
hauling  a  youngster  to  the  city,  county,  or 
state  limits  and  dumping  him  over  the  line. 

This  rids  the  officer's  own  Jurisdiction  of 
the  problem. 

And  many  youngsters  have  virtually 
crossed  this  country  "riding  on  the  boot." 

Individual  poUce  agencies  cannot  always 
be  condemned  for  this  prtictlce. 

Ofttimes  the  poUce  woiUd  have  no  place 
to  hold  a  child  but  In  a  conmion  adult  jaU. 

No  funds  are  available  to  the  police  for 
the  care  of  the  child  or  to  finance  his  return 
home. 


In  many  cases  no  other  agency  In  the  com- 
munity stands  ready  to  lend  the  p>oUce  de- 
partment help  with  the  problem. 

The  problem  reaches  such  proportions 
that  California,  the  end  of  the  Une  for  the 
"boot  rtders,"  makes  up  special  trains  each 
year  to  return  youngsters  to  homes  across 
the  Nation. 

This  Nation  cannot  afford  to  have  tens  of 
thoxasands  of  its  youth  Tirtually  forced  into 
delinquency  because  we  lack  the  machinery 
and  means  to  get  the  runaway  chUd  back 
home  and  adjusted  there. 

The  machinery  needed  Is  not  complex,  nor 
are  the  funds  required  to  establish  and  op- 
erate It  extensive. 

The  achievement  of  this  goal  will  require 
several  steps. 

A  few  days  ago  I  Introduced  a  resolution 
authorizing  States  to  enter  Into  an  inter- 
state compact  relative  to  the  return  home 
of  runaway  children  and  such  a  compact, 
when  entered  into  by  the  majority  or  aU  of 
the  States,  should  help  hnmeasurably. 

Recognizmg  the  serious  nature  of  the  run- 
away problem,  the  Congress  some  4  years  ago 
amended  title  5,  part  3  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  BO  as  to  permit  child-welfare  grants 
to  states  to  be  used,  among  other  purposes, 
for  the  return  of  runaway  children  from  one 
State  to  another. 

Experience  demonstrates  that  this  was  a 

wise  step. 

However,  the  language  and  age  limitation 
adopted  have  proven  too  restrictive  to 
achieve  the  maximum  potential  benefits 
through  this  device. 

I,  therefore,  offer  an  amendment  which 
would  enable  these  funds  to  be  used  relative 
to  the  destitute  and  out-of -State  runaway  of 
16  and  17  years  of  age,  as  well  as  those  under 
16. 

The  proposed  language  also  drops  out  the 
requirement  that  such  returns  be  In  the 
child's  best  Interest. 

Tills  restriction  is  dropped  because  expe- 
rience demonstrates  that  it  has  resulted  in 
costly  and  unreasonable  delays  in  retxu'ning 
youngsters  on  the  one  hand,  and  has  not 
resulted  In  other  plans  being  iiltlmately 
made  for  such  children. 

X  believe  that  the  adoption  of  this  pro- 
posed language  would  be  of  material  assist- 
ance In  saving  the  runaway  chUd  from  a 
delinquent  career. 

It  Is  not — and  Is  not  Intended  to  be — ^the 
total  answer  to  the  problem. 

The  subcommittee  intends  to  delve  into 
every  part  of  this  subject. 

However,  the  language  which  I  am  pro- 
posing should  remedy  some  of  the  more  ob- 
vious defects  in  the  existing  Federal  laws. 

Further  Federal  legislation  wiU,  no  doubt, 
be  needed  as  our  investigation  proceeds. 


ADDITIONAL  ENROLLED  BILL 
PRESENTED 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  reported 
that  on  today,  August  20,  1954,  he  pre- 
sented to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  bill  (S.  3706)  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party,  to  prohibit  members 
of  Communist  organizations  from  serv- 
ing in  certain  representative  capacities, 
and  for  other  purposes. 


ADDITIONAL     MATTERS     ORDERED 
PRINTED  IN  THE  RECORD 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, additional  addresses,  editorials,  ar- 
ticles, etc.,  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  KNOWLAND: 

The  RepubUcan  record  of  the  8Sd  Congress. 

By  Mr.  BRIDGES: 
Statement  prepared  by  him  as  to  the  rec- 
ord of  the  past  two  decades. 


ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President. 
pursuant  to  the  prior  order,  and  If  there 
is  no  further  business,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  stand  adjourned. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  10 
o'clock  and  50  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
adjourned,  the  adjournment  being  por- 
suant  to  the  order  previously  entered 
and  H.  Cchx  Res.  266. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  Aug^ust  20  (legislative  day  of 
Augusts),  1954: 

Untrd  Nanoira 

James  Phillip  Nash,  of  Texas,  to  be  an 
alternate  representative  ot  the  United  States 
of  America  to  the  ninth  session  of  the  Gen- 
eral Assembly  of  the  United  Nations,  to  serve 
no  longer  than  December  31,  1954. 

Diplomatic  and  Fobbcm  Sbvxcb 
John  J.  Muccio.  of  Rhode  Island,  a  Foreign 
Service  officer  of  the  class  of  career  minister, 
to  be  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  Iceland. 

In  tkx  Aairr 
The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
In  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United  States,  In 
the  grades  and  corps  specified,  under  the 
provisions  of  section  606  of  the  Officer  Per- 
sonnel Act  of  1047  (Public  Law  381.  80th 
Cong.),  title  n  of  the  act  of  August  6.  1947 
(Public  Law  365,  80th  Gong.),  Public  Lew 
759,  80th  Congress,  Public  Law  36.  80th  Con- 
gress, as  amended  by  Public  Law  87.  83d 
Congress,  and  Public  Law  626,  80th  Oongrees: 

To  be  majort 
Moyar,  John  B.,  MC,  01776049. 
Owens,  Ross,  MC,  0263873. 

To  be  captsiiM 

Farmer,  Oarland  R.,  VC.  0038989. 
McCabe,  MarshaU  E.,  MC,  01718628. 
Mehnert,  Enrich  C-,  VC.  01718887. 
Swelgart,  Thomas  T.,  DC,  0080803. ■ 
WlUlamson,  Walter  3.,  MC.  0901873. 

To  be  first  lieutenants 

Abagis,  Kenneth  M.,  JAOC,  0000617s 
Adams,  Harriet  M..  ANC,  N794&53. 
Boyers,  Robert  C,  DC. 
Carberry,  Barbara  O.,  ANC,  Ne00418. 
Cook,  Margaret,  ANC,  N762946. 
Daniels,  Mary  J.,  ANC,  N774004. 
Hacgele,  Ida  L.,  ANC,  NTTOieO. 
Hays.  William  L..  VO,  0970114. 
Isham.  Ruth  M.,  WAC,  LIOSOSSO. 
King,  Thomas  J.,  DC,  01917258. 
Koenlg,  Jane  L.,  ANC,  N805015. 
Koontz.  Rurth  L.,  ANC,  N79&036. 
Link.  LilUan  a.,  ANC,  N7233e2. 
Mathews.  Peggie  M..  ANC,  N80S214. 
Mobley.  Ruth  Z.,  ANC,  N805146. 
Moore,  Daisy  K.,  ANC.  N7eW784. 
Moseley.  Leanora  M.  W.,  ANC,  NW)514S. 
Neirby,  Gladys  O..  ANC,  N733074. 
Nichols,  Barbara  J.,  ANC,  N792485. 
Owen,  Ethel,  ANC.  N752149. 
Pel  ton,  Ella  M.,  ANC,  N790429. 
Roberts,  Alma  M.,  WMSC.  M2918.' 
Smettcrs,  George  W..  MC,  01934437. 
Swab.  Wealthy  E.,  ANC,  N706907. 
Travers,  Veronica  R..  ANC,  N804280. 
Weeks,  Nelda  L..  ANC.  N702e01. 

7*0  be  second  lieutenantt 

Craig.  Betty  J..  WAC,  L1010648. 
Evans,  Mary  L.,  ANC,  N900887. 
Foegen,  George  J..  MSC.  O8103S40. 
Rodgers,  Marie  L..  ANC,  NOOOSOa. 
RusseU.  Marilyn  J..  WAC,  L101070I. 
Slngletary,  Wtnfield  S..  Jr..  MSC.  OSOOMOti 
The  following-named  ollloars  for  appotnt* 
ment.    by   transfer,   in   the  Jud*»   Advocate 
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Oeneralli  Oorps,  Bcgular  Army  of  the  United 
StatM.  la  the  grades  apeelfled: 
To  be  mmjor 

Iwj.  Ztobert  H..  094849. 

To  be  captain 

Chase,  DayM  If.,  026213. 

The  foUowlng-named  person  for  appoint- 
ment in  the  Medical  Corps,  Regular  Jmay  of 
the  United  States,  In  the  grade  of  first  lieu- 
tenant, under  the  provisions  of  section  606 
of  the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947  (Public 
Law  381,  80th  Cong.),  subject  to  completion 
of  Internship: 

Chamblln.  Stuart  A.,  Jr.,  04016542. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appolnt- 
ment  in  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States,  In  the  grades  specified,  under  the 
provisions  of  section  606  of  the  Officer  Per- 
sonnel Act  of  1947  (Public  Law  381,  80th 
Cong.) : 

To  be  first  lieutenanta 
Atkinson.  Larry  R.,  01335098. 
Bauer.  Charles  J..  02028372.  h 

Black,  Roscoe,  0969056. 
Brooks.  Edwin  E.,  O3021103.'  | 

Ooyle,  ICarcxis  W.,  01342053.  '' 

Denny,  Lawrence  E.,  0955675. 
Dyer.  Robert  A.  J..  Jr..  0830433. 
Orammer,  William  C.  O2206026. 
HIU.  James  O.,  02208105. 
HoUls.  Rlcbard  C.  01330924. 
Johnston,  Walter  L.,  02026384. 
Kingston,  Robert  C,  01913235. 
Kllngelhoefer,  John  W.,  01924933. 
Meyer,  Keith,  02021094. 
Morris.  James  P..  Jr..  0963573. 
Mtdlett.  Edwin,  Jr.,  0094612. 
Maegele,  Eugene  L.,  0972696. 
Sherman,  Lee  M..  0952624'. 
Sidney,  Wilbur  A.,  01913208. 
Snowden,  Charles  8.,  Jr.,  0972949. 
Thralls,  Rodney  E..  02028369. 

To  be  second  lieutenants 
Amundson,  Donald  M.,  02263638. 
Baughman,  Larry  J.,  01935321. 
Berkey,  Ronald  R.,  04007169. 
Blanton,  Clay  £.,  01937155. 
Cate.  William  P..  Jr.,  02096508. 
Coffey,  Vernon  C,  Jr.,  04006173. 
Comer,  James  L.,  04013362. 
Davis.  Edwin  O.,  O400S180. 
Eckhart,  John  W.,  ni,  04009249. 
Forrest.  ETnest  B.,  Jr..  01695179. 
Oaspard,  George  W.,  Jr..  01882042. 
Graves.  Cbarles  E.,  02266318. 
Hammer,  Hoyt  M.,  Jr.,  01873771. 
Hasty,  Gerald  R.,  0948763. 
HUI,  Uoyd  H.,  01935778. 
Hlppler,  Richard  A.,  0969801. 
Hurd,  Philip  S.,  04009159. 
Jotinaon,  Gerald  K..  01877023. 
Kltts,  James  R.,  Jr.,  01926086. 
Koontz,  William  E.,  04013542. 
LaFranoe,  Raymond  J.,  01931561. 
Landry,  Robert  L..  01914645. 
Lawrence,  Paul  8.,  01925195. 
Lutz,  Bradley  T.,  01881509. 
McSorley,  Lester  P.,  04006587. 
Mennona,  Edward,  02265907. 
Morris.  Hubert.  01931324. 
Neely,  Albert  D.,  01882369. 
Paquette.  Dean  R..  01886333. 
Pfanzelter,  Max  R.,  01932252. 
Ponder,  Amo  L.,  Jr.,  04005141. 
Price,  Robert  E.,  0994924. 
Rorabaugb,  WUliam  P.,  01872474. 
Stern,  Jack  M.,  01889777. 
Stonecipher,  Robert  G.,  02026527. 
Tower,  John  B.,  04005273. 
Walker,  WUllam  O.,  01915636. 
Wootten,  James  P.,  Ol  894211. 
Wyatt.  James  E..  04012131. 
Toung,  Robert  8.,  0990360. 

The  following-named  distinguished  mili- 
tary student  for  appointment  in  the  Medical 
Service  Corps,  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States.  In  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant, 
under  the  provisions  of  section  606  of  the 


Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947   (Public  Law 
381,  80th  Cong.) : 

Conselman,  Charles  B. 

i  The  following-named  distinguished  mili- 
tary students  for  appointment  In  the  Regu- 
lar Army  of  the  United  States.  In  the  grade 
of  second  lieutenant,  under  the  protisions 
of  section  506  of  thte  Officer  Personnel  Act 
of  1947  (Public  Law  381,  80th  Cong.)  : 
Albert,  Yvan  J.  Labourdette.  Albert 

Anderson,  Cecil  M.,         H.,  Jr.,  01939085 
04023879  LaCour,  Hugh,  Jr. 

Archibald.   Robert   J., Leach,  Robert  A. 


Longanacre,  Louis  E.. 

04000610 
Longhofer,  MelTln  L. 
Ludwig,  Donald  J.. 

04020799 
Lybert,  Elmer  J, 
Lyles,  Jesse  D. 


Jr. 
Blanke,  Geral^  P. 
Boyd,  Bobby  K. 
Bramblet,  William  B. 
Bryan,  Robert  L. 
Burke,  Paul  J.,  Jr.. 

01940768 
Butterworth,  Louis  S.,Malt.  Martin  B. 

04024029  Marshall.  Raymond  E.. 

Christensen,  John  E.,       04018878 

04017503  McCord,  Thomae  B., 

Cleveland,  William  L.,     04023731 

Jr.  McGse,  Bernard  A.,  Jr. 

Convard,  Frank  L.,  Jr.McNell,  Frank  B., 
Cooper,  Joe  L.  01872502 

Costen,  Richard  O.       Mitchell,  Frederick  H. 


Craig,  Michael  P.. 

04004233 
Crall,  Ralph  L. 
Creel,  Tllford  C. 
Dailey,  Donas  H.. 

04012031 
Davis,  Bobby  J. 
Davis,  Vernon  E.. 

01939764 
Dick,  Bruce  R. 
Dickey,  Robert  R. 
Douglass,   Elmo  T. 
Dowdell,  Joseph  O. 
Dulln,  Ralph  W. 
Eberle,  John  S., 

04015865 
Erdal,  R^mus  A. 
Evans,  Bobby  G., 

01941055 
Pederovltch,  Frank  J. 


Moody,  Herbert  E. 
Morgan,  Jerry  T. 
Morrow,  Robert  D. 
Muldrow,  Robert,  IV, 

01939774 
Mullen,  Gordoa  R. 
Nanopoulos, 

Constantlne   T. 
Neronl,  Frederick  J. 
Paolettl,  Karl  P. 
Parry,  Raphael  P.,  Jr., 

01880999 
Peerenboom,  Maurice 

A..  Jr. 
Pierce,  James  R. 
Plnder,  Richard  8. 
Presley,  James  N.,  Jr. 
Rolph,  Paul  R.,  Jr. 
Sanders,  Drexel  E., 

Ol 679579 


Fernandes,  Vincent  R.Scott,   Richard  L. 
Focht,  Charles  W.         Shreeve,  Caleb  A..  Jr. 
Gerkey,  George  E.,  Ill    Simmons,  Ronald  F., 
Glnn,  Charles  J.  04013712 

Goebel.  James  R.  Smith,  Ivan  F. 

Ooss,  Gerald  D.,  Sontag,  Paul  D. ' 

O4004141  Thomas,  Nelson  H.,  Jr. 

Greenberg.  William  M  Thorp,  Lee  L. 
Herndon.  George  W.     Tlnsley,  Philip,  Jr., 


Herrmann,  Klaus  J. 
Hess,  Donald  L. 
Hill,  Mickey  E. 
Hlnes,  Thomas  G. 
Hlssong.  Fred,  Jr. 
Hoffert,  Charles  E., 

04004235 
Holland,  Evan  F. 


04015093 
Toner,  Francis  J. 
Traver,  Thomas  G. 
Traxler.  Grady  M., 

01940057 
Walker,  Robert  L. 
Wallace,  Alvln  J. 
Warren,  Carl   W. 
White.  Chad  B. 


Horlltz,  Alfred  E.  wi,.*  ^        rn        ,    ^ 

Hunter,  Kelvin  H  ,  Jr. ^^^^^SS^f  ^^^  G- 
Button,  William  E.  "*001103 


Johnson,  Moses  G  H, 
Justiss,  Robert  E. 
Kelley,  Paul  B., 

04013926 
Kirby,  James  W., 

04000292 
Kunkel,  Prank  J. 


Whltmore,  Wesley  C. 
Williams,  David  J. 
Wlze,  David  L. 
Wlsentelner,  Herman 
N. 

Zoldak,  Andrew  B., 

O4033000 
Zulu,  Andrew  W.,  Jr. 
In  TiiK  Aeb  Force 
The  following-named  person  for  reappoint- 
ment to  the  active  list  of  the  Regular  Air 
Force,  in  the  grade  of  lieutenant  colonel, 
from  the  temporary  disability  retired  list, 
under  the  provisions  of  section  407,  Public 
Law  351.  81st  Congress  (Career  Compensation 
Act  of  1949): 

Ellis  L.  Gottlieb,  2244A. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment In  the  Regular  Air  Force,  In  the  grades 
indicated,  with  dates  of  rank  to  be  deter- 


mined by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Porce 
under  the  provisions  of  section  906,  Public 
Law  381,  80th  Congress  (Officer  Petsonnel  Act 
of  1947);  title  11,  Public  Law  365.  80th  Con- 
gress (Army-Navy-Publlc  Health  Service 
Medical  Officer  Procurement  Act  of  1947); 
and  section  307  (b).  Public  Law  150,  82d 
Congress  (Air  Force  Organization  Act  of 
1951),  with  a  view  to  designation  for  the 
performance  of  duties  as  Indicated: 

To  he  majors,  USAF  (Medical) 

Eugene  R.  K.  Leiter,  A0511916. 
Lawrence  D.  Stuart,  A02241414.  , 
Fletcher  H.  White,  AO369072.      ! 

To  be  captains,  USAF  (Medical) 
Harry  T.  Cerha.  0411960. 
Fritz  M.  G.  Holmstrom,  AO1906782. 

To   be   captains,    VSAF    (Dental) 

Dewey  M.  Metts,  Jr.,  AC)660782. 
William   T.   Stillson,   AO2240433. 

To  be  first  lieutenants,  USAF  (Uedical) 

Claude  T.  Anderson,  AO703082. ; 

Ned  B.  Chase,  Jr. 

James  R.  Clay 

George  P.  Collins 

Richard  C.  Dinmorc,  A0817639.J 

Dale  E.  Domlny 

Charles  M.  Earley.  Jr..  A022617J9. 

George  C.  Hamlll,  A02261357.     , 

Paul  H.  Jacobs,  01324541.  | 

Carlton  E.  Jones,  AO2091535. 

Bruce  R.  Little 

William  C.  Mccormick.  A02261668. 

Esteban  Moreno-Salas,  AO30003J4. 

Dwight  E.  Newton,  AO703781.     , 

Paul  C.  Peters.  A02261679.  I 

Lawrence  W.  Pollard,  Jr.,  A02261681. 

Jay  H.  Poppell 

Harold   C.  Sadln 

William  I.  Sllvernall.  Jr. 

George  G.  Susat 

James  P.  Taylor 

Kermlt  Q.  Vandenbos,  AO401383B. 

Julian  E.  Ward,  A01858964. 

To  be  first  lieutenant,  USAF  (|fedicoJ 
Service )  i 

George  F.  Allen,  AO2239083. 

The  following-named  persons  far  appoint- 
ment in  the  Regular  Air  Force,  In  the  grade 
indicated,  with  dates  of  rank  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
under  the  provisions  of  section  506,  Public 
Law  381,  80th  Congress  (Officer  Personnel 
Act  of  1947)  : 

To  be  first  lieutenanta\ 
Vincent  O.  Adams,  Jr.,  A02215252. 
Dale  A.  Blttinger,  AO2218078. 
Stuart  E.  Burtt,  A0712375.  | 

William  A.  French,  A02217565.    I 
Prank  W.  Harding  III.  AO186010B. 
James  B.  Hughes,  A0943116. 
Eugene  D.  Levy.  A02232213.         j 
George  J.  Morton,  A02228684. 
Edwin  E.  Thompson.  A01859135. 
Joseph  B.  Wratten.  Jr.,  A018574io. 

POSTMASTEK 

John  B.  Baxley  to  be  postmaster  at  Barn- 
well. 8.  c,  in  place  of  J.  H.  Witherspoon, 
resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  conflrmed  by 
the  Senate  August  20  (legislative  day  of 
August  5),  1954: 


UNrTED  Nations 
James  Phillip  Nash,  of  Texas,  to  be  an 
alternate  representative  of  the  United  States 
of  America  to  the  ninth  session  of  the  Gen- 
eral Assembly  of  the  United  Natiorw,  to  serve 
no  longer  than  December  31,  1954. 

Unpted  States  Ciacurr  Junes 
Martin  Donald  Van  Gosterhout.  of  Iowa,  to 
be  United  States  circuit  Judge  for  the  eighth 
circuit. 
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Vernon  D.  Forbes,  of  North  Dakota,  to  be 
United  States  district  Judge  for  the  district 
of  Alaska,  division  No.  4. 

Sherrlll  Halbert,  of  California,  to  be  United 
States  district  Judge  for  the  northern  dis- 
trict of  California. 

Diplomatic  and  FoancN  Sxavicx 
John  J.   Mucclo,  of   Rhode   Island,   to  be 
Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary of  the  United  States  of  America  to 

Iceland. 

ROUTINE  APPOINTMENTS  OE  PaOMOTIONS  IN  THE 
DIPLOMATIC  OS  FOKEION  EEXVICX  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES  OF  AMXEICA 

Thomas  J.  Maleady.  of  Massachusetts,  for 
promotion  from  Foreign  Service  officer  of 
class  2  to  class  1. 

Douglas  Henderson,  of  Massachusetts,  for 
promotion  from  Foreign  Scjrvlce  officer  of 
class  4  to  class  3. 

Hermann  F.  Eilts,  of  Pennsylvania,  for  pro- 
motion from  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class 
5  to  class  4. 

Herbert  E.  Welner,  of  New  York,  for  pro- 
motion from  Foreign  Servlct;  officer  of  class 

5  to  class  4  and  to  be  also  a  consul  of  the 
United  States  of  America. 

Charles  H.  Fletcher,  of  Mlr.nesota,  for  pro- 
motion from  Foreign  Servio;  officer  of  class 

6  to  class  5. 

The  following-named  persons  to  be  also 
consuls  general  of  the  United  States  of 
America: 

R.  Borden  Reams,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Arthur  L.  Richards,  of  California. 

R.  Smith  Simpson,  of  Virginia,  to  be  a 
consul  general  of  the  United  States  of 
America. 

The  following-named  persons  to  be  consuls 
general  of  the  United  States  of  America: 

Ernest  H.  Flsk.  of  Ohio. 

Elvln  Selbert,  of  New  York. 

Robert  B.  Dreeseen,  of  Missouri,  to  be  a 
consul  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Joseph  B.  Phillips,  of  Virginia,  for  appoint- 
ment as  a  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  1. 
a  consul,  and  a  secretary  in  the  diplomatic 
service  of  the  United  Stater  of  America. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  Foreign  Service  oaicers  of  class  2, 
consuls,  and  secretaries  In  the  diplomatic 
service  of  the  United  State;,  of  America: 

Edmund  H.  Kellogg,  of  Virginia. 

William  R.  Tyler,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  3, 
consuls,  and  secretaries  in  the  diplomatic 
service  of  the  United  States  of  America: 

Hubert  M.  Curry,  of  Illinois. 

Roy  I.  Kimmel,  of  New  Mexico. 

James  H.  Lewis,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Edward  A.  Mag,  of  Connecticut. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  4.  con- 
suls, and  secretaries  in  the  diplomatic  service 
of  the  United  States  of  America: 

James  N.  Cortada,  of  Florida. 

Theo  E.  Hall,  of  Kansas. 

Guy  O.  Long,  of  Pennsylvania. 

George  Moffltt.  Jr.,  of  Connecticut. 

Stephen  C.  Worster,  of  Maine. 

Miss  Anna  E.  Simmons,  of  Texas,  for  ap- 
pointment as  a  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class 
5.  a  vice  consul  of  career,  and  a  secretary  in 
the  diplomatic  service  of  the  United  SUtes 
of  America. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  6, 
vice  consuls  of  career,  and  .secretaries  in  the 
diplomatic  service  of  the  United  States  of 
America : 

Miss  Katharine  8.  Chase,  of  Connecticut. 

William  A.  Hayne,  of  California. 

James  R.  Huntley,  of  Washington. 

Laurence  G.  Pickering,  of  Nebraska. 


The  following-named  Foreign  Service  staff 
officers  to  be  consuls  of  the  United  States  of 
America: 

Miss  Sc^la  P.  Kearney,  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Puerto  Rico. 

Roland  W.  Kenney,  of  Connecticut. 

J.  H.  Cameron  Peake,  of  New  York. 

Robert  L.  Ware,  Jr.,  of  New  Jersey. 

The  following-named  Foreign  Service  Re- 
serve officers  to  be  consuls  of  the  United 
States  of  America: 

Vincent  J.  Augllere,  of  Virginia. 

J.  Raymond  Ylltalo,  of  Minnesota. 

George  H.  Owen,  of  New  York,  to  be  a  sec- 
retary in  the  diplomatic  service  of  the  United 
States  of  America. 

POSTMASTESS 
ALABAMA 

Silas  H.  Anderson,  Bynum. 
Earney  W.  Shaw,  Holly  Pond. 
Ralph  D.  Buster,  Sardis. 
William  J.  Murphy,  West  Blocton. 

ARIZONA 

Klyle  N.  Stall,  Chandler. 

ARKANSAS 

Robert  C.  Hixson,  Paris. 

CALIFORNIA 

Emma  M.  Fernald,  Julian. 
Gust.  J.  Allyn,  Richmond. 
Lionel  J.  Worden,  San  Jose. 
John  C.  Cummings,  Yucalpa. 

COLORADO 

Theodore  M.  Erickson,  Wheat  Ridge. 

coNNEcnctnr 
Edward  J.  Butner.  Sr.,  Westport. 

DELAWARE 

Howard  W.  Dill,  Harrington. 

GEORGIA 

Thomas  Adamson  3d,  Cedartown. 
Ralph  C.  Key,  Tallapoosa. 

ILLINOIS 

Ray  C.  Rogers.  Bonnie. 
Vernon  W.  Dickey,  Marissa. 
Owen  W.  Morell,  Shobonler. 
James  W.  O'Brien,  Thayer. 

INDIANA 

Robert  D.  Sanders,  Franklin. 
Apphia  L.  Hess,  Griffith. 
Fred  V.  Hayden,  LoweU. 
Richard  L.  Pickett,  Sheridan. 

IOWA 

Keith  Gray,  PostvUle.  - 

KENTUCKY 

Georgia  R.  Callahan,  Canmer. 

LOUISIANA 

Leo  S.  Behrens,  MadlsonvlUe. 
Joseph  Lubln  Jewell,  Jr.,  Maringouln. 

MAINS 

Leo  T.  Spain,  Houlton. 

MARTLAND 

James  W.  Scott,  La  Plata. 

MICHIGAN 

Edward  L.  Baker,  Detroit. 
Calvin  C.  Oke,  Richmond. 
Almon  Schoch,  Romeo. 

MINNESOTA 

Erling  M.  Wollan,  Glenwood. 
Siegfried  E.  Schmldtke,  Morrlstown. 
Henry  J.  Schwegman,  Taylors  Falls. 

MISSISSIPPI 

John  H.  Magee,  Magee. 
Virgmia  M.  Hatcher,  Scott. 
Keith  D.  Davis,  Terry. 

MISSOURI 

Allen  B.  Cooper,  Charleston. 

NEW    JESSET 

Harry  C.  Lake,  Hampton. 
Chester  A.  Newton.  MiUtown. 
Elmer  B.  Reed,  Sea  Isle  City. 


Abel  V.  Del  Vecchlo.  Springfield. 
Agnes  V.  Huenke,  Thorofare. 
John  Dawson,  Trenton. 
George  Ekbolm,  Whitehouse. 

KEW    MEXICO 

Hugh  P.  Cooper,  Albuquerque. 

NEW  TORX 

Edward  W.  Gent,  WellsviUe. 

OHIO 

Talmage  O.  Nelson,  Crestline. 
Homer  H.  Goltzene,  Defiance. 

OREGON 

Mary  J.  Rugg,  Pilot  Rock. 
Lola  M.  Steagall,  Seneca. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Harry  H.  Blrney,  Athens. 
America  P.  Campagna,  Lilly. 
Robert  Howard  McFarland,  Jr.,  Oaks. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

John  B.  Baxley,  Barnwell. 
Clara  C.  Drake,  Blenheim. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Percy  C.  Heinzen.  Frederick. 

TKNNKSSZS 

William  T.  Starbuck,  Hohenwald. 
Runa  S.  White,  MaryvlUe. 
Johnie  E.  Law,  Westmoreland. 

TEXAS 

Charles  A.  Joplin.  Littlefleld. 

VERMONT 
Francis  A.  BoUes,  Bellows  Falls. 

VIRGINIA 

George  C.  Burnop,  Chatham  Hill. 

WASHINGTON 

Joseph  E.  Shannon,  Dash  Point. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Adrian  Fray  Lilly,  Beckley. 
Helen  J.  Kemper,  Dawes. 
Oble  H.  Young,  Dunbar. 
Frank  J.  Alllff,  Fort  Gay. 
Leland  S.  Griffith,  Jr.,  Hurricane. 
Harry  O.  Rogers,  Keyser. 
Victoria  B.  Lindamood,  Omar. 

WISCONSIN 

Lawrence  T.  Hoyt,  Rosendale. 
Maurice  W.  Schaefer,  Sauk  City. 
Irene  Peterson,  Wilson. 
Albert  O.  Olson,  WoodvlUe. 


WITHDRAWAL 

Executive  nomination  withdrawn 
from  the  Senate  August  20  (legislative 
day  of  August  5 ) ,  1954. 

Unitis  Nations 

Wright  F.  Morrow,  of  Texas,  to  be  alter- 
nate representative  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  the  ninth  session  of  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  United  Nations,  to  serve  no 
longer  than  December  31,  1954,  which  was 
sent  to  the  Senate  on  July  26.  1954. 

■■        ■■»        II 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIYES 

Friday,  August  20, 1954 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Most  merciful  and  gracious  Ood,  may 
our  thoughts  now  go  out  toward  Thee  in 
adoration  and  thanksgiving,  for  hitherto 
Thou  hast  blessed  us  and  daily  we  have 
dwelt  in  safety  under  the  canopy  of  Thy 
divine  providence. 

Grant  that  when  the  hour  of  adjoumo 
ment  comes  we  may  have  within  our 
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mindB  and  hearts  the  tesUmony  of  hav- 
iner  sincere^  tried  to  dlacharge  the 
duties  and  responsil^ties  of  our  high 
caUing  with  a  mire  and  steadfast  dero- 
tfam  to  Thee  and  our  fellow  men. 

We  lure  leftving  this  Chamber  com- 
mending and  committing  one  another  to 
Thy  love  and  eare  and  beseeching  Thee 
that  the  benediction  of  Thy  praise  and 
peace  may  rest  upon  our  President,  our 
l^peaker.  our  chosen  Representatives, 
and  all  who.  in  this  83d  Congress,  have 
had  the  sacred  prlvllese  of  serving  our 
beloved  ooimtry. 

May  the  Lord  bless  us  and  keep  us; 
may  the  Lord  make  His  face  to  shine 
upon  us  and  be  gracious  imto  us;  may  the 
Lord  lift  upon  us  the  light  of  His  coun- 
tenance and  give  us  peace.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  communi- 
cated to  the  House,  by  Mr.  Tribbe.  one 
of  his  secretaries,  who  also  informed  the 
House  that  on  the  following  dates  the 
President  approved  and  signed  bills  and  a 
joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  fol- 
lowing titles: 

On  August  13,  1964:  \ 

H.  R.  2098.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  oom- 
penaatiota  of  certain  persons  whose  lands 
have  been  flooded  and  damaged  by  reason 
of  fluetviatlons  In  the  water  level  of  the  Lake 
of  the  Woods. 

On  August  16,  1954: 

H.  R.  2763.  An  act  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930.  BO  as  to  modify  the  duty  on  the 
Importation  of  wood  dowels,  and  for  other 
purposes: 

H.  R.  8300.  An  act  to  revise  the  internal 
revenue  laws  of  the  United  States;  and 

H.  R.  9077.  An  act  to  amend  section  405 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  Law  Enforce- 
ment Act  of  1953.  to  make  available  to  the 
Judges  of  such  Distrl6t  the  psychiatric  and 
psychological  services  provided  for  In  such 
section. 

On  Augxist  18,  1954: 

H.  R.  1337.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Ftanca  Oatti  Ohta; 

H.  R.  1462.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fotlnl 
Z.  Parlsls; 

H.  R.  1768.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Claire 
ZiOiUae  Carey  and  Vincent  F.  Carey: 

H.  R.  1788.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wanda 
Lueerl,  also  known  as  Sister  Ceclliaj  Maria 
D«  Padova.  also  known  as  Sister  Roeanna; 
Anna  Bantoro,  also  known  as  Sister  Matallna; 
▼alanUna  Buffonl.  also  known  as  Slater  Sev- 
•nna;  Coalma  Rusao.  also  known  as  Sister 
CamnHns; 

H.  R.  2028.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Antonletta  Palmlerl; 

H.R.aiSS.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Karo- 
llne  Dlekmeyer; 

H.  R.  2619.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Aurelia  Yanguas  Teres  and  Slater  Matilde 
Cuevas  San  Martin; 

H.  R.  2880.  An  act  for  the  relief  ot  SUter 
Anna  Kttl; 

H.  R.  7145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  An- 
nelieae  Catalino; 

H.  R.  7494.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Elisa- 
beta  Forster  Austin;  and 

H.  J.  Bea.  560.  Joint  resolution  to  author- 
ise tne  Conunlasloners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  promulgate  ipeciar  regulatioiu 
for  the  period  of  ths  American  Leilon  Na- 
tional Oonventlon  of  1964.  to  authorlee  the 

granting  of   certain   permits  to  the   Amerl- 


-eaa  Lagion  IIM  Convention  Corporation  on 
the  occasion  of  such  convention.  ,and  for 
other  purposes. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Ast,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bill  and  a  concurrent  resolution 
of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  7840.  An  act  to  amend  the  Kailroad 

Retirement  Act.  the  Railroad  Retirement  Tax 
Act.  and  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insur- 
ance Act;  and 

H.  Con.  Res.  271.  Conciirrent  resolution  au- 
thorizing the  Clerk  to  make  correotlons  in 
the  enrollment  of  H.  R.  1005  L  j 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed  a  concurrent  resolu- 
tion of  the  following  title,  in  which  the 
concurrence  of  the  House  is  requested: 

S.  Con.  Res.  103.  Concurrent  resolution  to 
correct  enrollment  in  H.  R.  7840. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  1  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2235)  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  construct  the  Santa 
Maria  project.  Southern  Pacifle  Basin, 
Calif. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10051)  entitled  "An  act  making  appro- 
priations for  mutual  security  for  the  fis- 
cal year  ending  June  30.  1955,  and  for 
other  purposes." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendmente  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  Senate 
amendments  Nos.  1,  2,  3,  9.  12,  23,  25.  26, 
31,  32,  and  33  to  the  above-entitled  bill. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  reports  of  the  com- 
mittees of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  bills  of  the  House 
of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  2236.  An  act  for  the  establishment 
Of  a  Commission  on  Area  Problema  of  the 
Greater  Washington  Metropolitan  Area;  and 

H.  R.  7886.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Cecil  Norton  Broy.  j 


SPEAKER  EMPOWERED  TO  DECLARE 
A  RECESS 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  coiLsent  that  for  the  balance 
of  the  week  it  may  be  in  order  for  the 
Speaker  to  declare  a  recess  at  any  time 
subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PROVIDINO  RELIEF  FOR  THE  3HKKP- 
RAISINQ    INDUSTRY 

Mr.  GRAHAM.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 

consideration  of  the  biU  (S.  2862)  to  pro- 
vide relief  for  the  sheep-  raising  industry 


by  making  special  nonquota  Immigrant 
visas  available  to  certain  skilled  ahen 
sheepherders. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAICER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  {gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Graham]? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  this  is  the 
bill  that  was  called  up  yesterday  on  2 
difTerent  occasions  and  after  6ome  reser- 
vations of  objection  it  was  objected  to  on 
2  different  occasions.  The  gentlemen 
who  made  the  objections  do  hot  happen 
to  be  on  the  floor  at  this  time.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  record  does  not  show  that 
any  of  those  official  objections  that  were 
made  have  been  withdrawn. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Spealfier,  wiU  the 
gentleman  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  am  glad  to 
yield. 

Mr.  WALTER.  In  the  first  place,  the 
gentleman  is  in  error  about  the  first  ob- 
jection. The  gentleman  from  Michigan 
fMr.  Ho^FM.^Nl  made  an  objection,  not 
to  the  bill  but  to  the  continuing  debate. 
The  objection  was  made  by  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler]  when 
the  bill  was  called  up  the  second  time. 
I  can  assure  the  gentleman  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler] 
told  both  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Reed]  and  myself  that  he  was  not 
objecting  any  longer  and  it  was  entirely 
satisfactory  to  him  to  call  up  the  bill. 
That  is  the  reason  why  it  is  being  caUed 
up. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  state 
that  he  also  was  advised  of  that  position 
of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
Celler ] . 

Mr.  WALTER.  If  the  gentleman  wiU 
yield  further,  I  should  like  to  caU  the 
gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there  will  be  an  amendment  offered  to 
this  bill  which  will  affect,  among  others, 
the  wives  of  many  servicemen  who  are 
excludable  now  because  of  the  commis- 
sion of  minor  offenses.  Thia  bill  is  the 
only  vehicle  available  for  the  committee 
to  bring  about  a  modification  of  sec- 
tion 212  (a)  (9)  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act.  So  that  if  there  is  an 
objection,  it  will  mean  not  only  that 
the  sheep  and  wool  industry  will  be  af- 
fected, but  many  alien  wives  of  Amer- 
ican soldiers  will  not  be  permitted  to 
come  to  the  United  States  with  their 
American  babies.  Right  now  we  have 
before  us  22  private  bills  for  the  relief  of 
such  persons  and  there  is  no  time  to  act 
on  them. 

I  want  to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that 
the  amendment  I  intend  to  offer  would 
apply  not  only  to  the  benefloiaries  of  S. 
2862,  but  to  any  alien  who  may  be  ex- 
cludable under  section  212  (a)  (9)  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act. 

In  enacting  that  section,  the  Congress 
drew  a  distinction  between  the  youthful 
Offender  guilty  of  the  commission  of  one 

crime  only,  and  the  alien  whose  trans- 
gression occurred  after  he  had  reached 
18  years  of  age. 

Since  the  enactment  of  that  provision, 
however,  it  has  become  apparent  to  the 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary  that  Amer- 
ican consular  officers  are  excluding  en- 
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tirely  too  many  aliens  on  very  technical 
grounds.  Case  after  case  has  been 
brought  before  us  under  private  legisla- 
tion, in  which  visas  are  being  denied  to 
persons  who  committed  such  petty  crimes 
as  theft  of  a  loaf  of  bi-ead  during  the 
famine  days  of  1946  in  Germany,  or  for 
failure  to  return  a  ration  card  when  re- 
quired to  do  so  in  England,  or  for  kiU- 
ing  and  roasting  a  duck  while  on  an 
outing,  and  so  forth. 

The  purpose  of  my  amendment  is  to 
modify,  or  rather  clarify,  the  purport  of 
paragraph  (9).  subsection  (a)  of  section 
212  of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act.  so  as  to  bring  it  in  conformity  with 
section  1  of  title  18.  United  States  Code, 
as  enacted  into  positive  law  on  June  25, 
1948.  In  other  words.  I  want  to  make 
certain  that  section  212  (a)  (9)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  will  be 
administered  in  accordance  with  Amer- 
ican legal  standards  as  set  out  in  title 
18  of  United  States  Code  which  classifies 
offenses  and  draws  a  vei-y  clear  line  be- 
tween a  felony,  a  misdiimeanor,  and  a 
minor  offense. 

I  hope  that  the  other  b^dy  will  go  along 
with  my  amendment  and  that  upon  the 
enactment  of  this  bill,  the  Department 
of  State  will  expeditiouily  proceed  with 
the  promulgation  of  necessary  regula- 
tions and  instructions,  so  that  when  the 
Congress  convenes  in  January,  the  hun- 
dreds of  private  bills  designed  to  waive 
misdemeanors  commiti:ed  abroad  by 
aliens  who  intend  to  come  to  the  United 
States  will  not  be  introduced  again  to 
plague  our  committee  and  to  take  up  so 
much  of  the  time  of  the  House  and 
Senate.  

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  did 
I  understand  the  Speaker  to  say  that  it 
was  his  understanding  that  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler  1  had 
indicated  that  he  would  have  no  further 
objection  to  the  passage  of  this  biU? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  is 
correct.  The  Chair  wsis  advised  that  Mr. 
Celler  had  withdrawn  his  objection  to 
the  bin. 

Mr.  REED  of  IllinoL«;.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED  of  niinoif..  Mr.  Speaker, 
Mr.  Celler  spoke  to  me  Just  before  leav- 
ing for  New  York  last  night  and  asked 
me  to  noUly  the  Speaker,  the  majority 
leader,  and  the  minority  leader  that  he 
had  withdrawn  his  objection. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
that  case,  and  in  view  of  the  amendment 
to  be  offered.  I  withdraw  my  reservation 
of  objection.  

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Graham]? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
resui  the  bUl.  as  foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  a  period  of  1 
year  after  the  effective  date  of  this  act.  In 
any  case  in  which  the  Attorney  General, 
under  the  authority  of  section  304  of  the 
Inunlgratlon  and  Nationality  Act,  grants  per- 
mlasion  ror  the  Importation  of  a  sklUed  alien 
Bheepherder  Into  the  United  States  and  the 

investigation  of  the  application  for  luch 
importation  dlBcloaet  that— 

(1)  the  employment  ofTered  mch  skilled 
alien  Bheepherder  la  pemoanent;   and 


(9)  BO  Immigration  quota  number  of  the 
quota  to  which  such  skUled  alien  sheep- 
herder  Is  chargeable  under  section  202  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  is  then 
available,  a  special  nonquota  immigrant  visa 
may  be  Issued  to  such  skilled  alien  sheep- 
herder  as  provided  in  this  act:  Provided. 
That  such  skilled  alien  Bheepherder  is 
otherwise  eligible  to  receive  an  Inunigrant 
visa  xinder  the  Inunlgratlon  laws. 

Sic.  2.  The  Attorney  General  shall  certify 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  the  name  and 
address  of  every  skilled  alien  Bheepherder  for 

which  an  application  for  Importation  under 
section  304  has  been  approved.  If  a  quota 
number  is  not  then  available  for  such  skilled 
alien  sheepherder.  the  proper  consular  officer 
may  issue  a  special  nonquota  immigrant 
visa  to  such  skilled  alien  Bheepherder. 

Sac.  3.  (a)  There  shall  not  be  issued  more 
than  385  special  nonquota  immigrant  visas 
under  this  act. 

(b)  Nothing  contained  In  this  act  shall 
be  construed  as  increasing  the  Immigration 
quota  of  any  country  or  of  altering  the  re- 
quirements for  admission  of  aliens  into  the 
United  States. 

Sic.  4.  The  quota  numbers  deducted  from 
the  appropriate  quotas  on  account  of  Public 
L.aw  587  (81st  Cong.)  and  Public  Law  307 
(82d  Cong.),  to  the  extent  that  they  reduce 
the  Immigration  quota  of  any  country  sub- 
sequent to  July  1,  1954.  are  hereby  canceled. 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 
ment: 

Page  2,  line  23,  strike  out  all  of  section  4. 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Waltxe,  page 
a,  line  23,  insert: 

"Sec.  4.  Any  alien  who  Is  excludable  be- 
cause of  the  conviction  of  a  misdemeanor 
classifiable  as  a  petty  offense  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  l  (3)  of  title  18.  U.  8.  C. 
by  reason  of  the  punishment  actually  im- 
posed, or  who  is  excludable  as  one  who  ad- 
mits the  commissions  of  such  misdemeanor, 
may  hereafter  be  granted  a  visa  and  ad- 
mitted to  the  United  States,  if  otherwise 
admissible:  Provided.  That  the  aUen  has 
committed  only  one  such  offense." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  place  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  several  telegrams 
which  I  received  this  morning.  They  all 
pertain  to  the  legislation  under  con- 
sideration. S.  2862. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(The  matter  referred  to  follows:) 

Ogdzn.  Utah,  August  19,  1954, 
Representative  Chauncit  Rcbd, 
Chairman.  House  Judiciary, 

WashiT^gton,  D.  C: 
lAbor  situation  remains  critical.      We  urge 
S.  3802  b«  given  reconsideration  as  eeaentlal 

to  malntam  domestic  sheep  operatloiu  in 
West.    Idaho  operators  here  at  national  ram 

sale  ask  this  becaxise  they  need  replacement 
works   to  flu   losses   due  to   death,  sickness. 


l^anka  for  yo« 


and   natural   mortality, 
consideration. 

Idaho  VTotn.  Obowsbs  Asao* 

CUTION. 

W.  u.  Claab,  Secretory. 

Sah  Ahoklo,  Tkz..  August  19. 1954. 
Hon.  Chattnczt  Rked. 

Ctiairman.  Judiciary  Committee,  House 
Of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Have  Just  learned  House  rejected  S.  2863, 
sheepherder  bill.  Especially  in  view  of  pas- 
sage of  agriculture  bill  and  its  wool  provi- 
sion additional,  sheepherders  very  necessary 
in  western  sheep  country.  We  sincerely  luge 
that  House  consider  again  8.  2861  and  act  In 
time  for  Senate  to  agree  to  House  amend- 
ment. 

BaNssT  WnxiAica, 
Secretary,  Texas  Sheep  and  Ooat 
Raisers  Association, 

nuESNO,  Calit.,  AufntSt  19.  1954, 
Hon.  Chauncit  Rced, 

Chairman,  House  Judiciary  Comniitteet 
WashingtoTiy  D.  C: 
Understand  CEixza  has  withdrawn  objec- 
tion S.  2862.     Imperative  this  bUl  be  passed 
this  session.     Need  for  sheepherders  Is  crit- 
ical. 

Oaklst  HnNTOt, 
Member  of  Cojigreu, 

Fresno,  Calif.,  August  19,  1954. 
Congressman  Chaitncet  Rod. 

Judiciary  Committee  Chairman.  House 
Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Please  urge  House  consider  again  S.  2862 
and  act  in  time  for  Senate  to  agree  to  House 
amendment.  Must  have  action  on  this  bill 
dealing  with  sheepherders.  Many  domestic 
western  wool  growers  have  quit  or  curtailed 
operations  as  adequate  help  not  available  In 
this  country.  Would  appreciate  any  action 
you  can  take  to  get  reconsideration  of  this 
bill. 

John  P.  Bdmuulat, 
President,  California  Range  Assoda- 
tion. 

San  FkANCisco,  Caut.,  August  20.  19S4. 
Congressman  Chauncit  Rud, 

Chairman,  Judiciary  Committee, 
House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D-  C- 
We  are  disturbed  concerning  rejection  of 
Bheepherding  bUl.  8.  2862.  In  House  today 
and  wUl  greatly  appreciate  if  Ho\we  wiU  con- 
sider it  again  and  act  in  time  for  Senate  to 
agree  to  House  amendment.  Need  for  cap- 
able, reliable  sheepherders  In  California  U 
urgent.  They  are  only  available  from 
Basque  country.  Please  urge  House  to  con- 
sider again. 

CALXFoamA   Wool.   Oaowxaa 

Association, 
W.  P.  Wmo. 

PiNDiXTON,  Oaxo.,  Au^iust  20,  1954. 
Chauncit  Rixd. 

Chairman,  Judiciary  Committee. 

House  Building,  Washington,  D.  C 
We  urge  thtf  House  consider  ag«m  8.  2803 
and  act  in  time  for  Senate  to  agree  to  House 
amendment.     Sheep  industry  needs  herders 
In  order  to  survive. 

Oeioon  Wool  Oaowxas  Absociation.  Inc., 
VxcTOE  W.  Johnson,  Secretary. 

Slko.  Nxv..  August  20.  19S4. 
Qongressznan  Ckauncbi  Rbb>, 

Chairrt%Mn  of  House  Judiciary  Committee, 

Bouae  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

TTrge    early    consideration    on    Friday    of 
Sheepherder   bUl   No.  S.   2883  eo  Scnat*  baa 
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to  eoaogr  in  ncmw  oaeunitto*  mpmimI- 
mcnt  before  adjoiimxnent.  MevMla  doapw.- 
•tely  Bead*  eliaepherdere. 

Rbtaoa  Wooc  Gaofwsu  Association, 
B.  Chobch. 


r,  ntAH.  ilKOlut  19,  i9S4. 
Hon.  Cbavwcxt  W.  Bobi. 

Hotue  of  Bepre»entativeM. 

Waahinffton,  D.  C 
OaattWDOt  at  Sha^men,  National  Ram 
(Bale,  Ogdan.  Utah,  today  ezpregied  great  con- 
earn  over  lack  of  action  by  ttie  Houae  relative 
to  8.  S863.  It  la  Imperatl-ve  to  the  aheep 
mdurtry  of  tbe  Weat  tbat  tbla  bin  again  be 
given  eonalderatlon  at  the  earlleat  poaalble 
mooMnt  to  enable  favorable  action  tbla 
aeaalon. 

Nmsoival  Wool.  Oaowaas  Association, 
,    By  J.  M.  JoMss,  Secretary, 
^         Montana  Wool  OaowziS  Association, 
By  BVBXTT  E.  Shxtst,  Secretary. 

OoLOBADO  Wool  Gtaownui  Association. 
By  Bbrt  Gray.  Secretary, 

Idaho  Wool  Obowiu  Assocutiok, 
ByM.  C.  Claab.  Secretory, 

IfBVABA  Wool  Oaowsas  Asbociation, 
By  CBAiTBLsa  Chusch,  President, 

Caufobkia  Worn.  Giowksb  Assocuoion. 
By  W.  P.  WiNO,  Secretary, 

OasooN  Wool  Obowkis  Association, 
By  yacftOB  W.  Johnson,  Secretary. 
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MUTUAL  SECURITY  PROGRAM- 
MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  (H,  DOC. 
NO.  495) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and,  together  with  acconH^anjrtng 
pi4>ers.  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  print- 
ed, with  illustrations: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 
1  am  transmitting  herewith  the  report 
on  the  Mutual  Security  Program  cover- 
ing operations  during  the  6-month 
period  ended  June  30,  1954,  in  further- 
ance of  the  purpose  of  the  Mutual  Se- 
curity Act  of  1951.  as  amended. 

The  mutual  security  programs,  as  car- 
ried out  through  the  Foreign  Operations 
Administration,  are  effectively  advanc- 
Iner  the  security  of  the  United  States  and 
of  our  cooperating  partners  in  tbe  free 
world. 

DwiGHT  D.  Eisenhower. 
Thx  WHzn  Housi,  August  20,  1954. 


THE  LATE  PAUL  W.  SHAFER 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormack] 
may  extend  his  remarks  at  this  point  in 
the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
death  of  Paul  Shafer  takes  from  our 
midst  one  of  our  most  beloved  members. 
For  18  years  he  represented  the  people  of 
his  district  with  devotion.  As  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  his 


contributions  to  the  national  defense  of 
our  country  will  be  long  remembered. 

But  he  will  always  be  remembered  by 
those  who  served  with  him  because  of 
his  kindly  disposition. 

While  of  opposite  political  parties,  I 
entertained  for  Paul  Shafer  a  deep  feel- 
ing of  respect  and  of  friendship.  Our 
associations  became  close  as  a  result  of 
our  service  in  the  House,  and  as  the  years 
rolled  by  a  strong  friendship  developed 
between  us,  a  friendship  that  I  valued 
very  much. 

His  friends  in  and  out  of  the  Congress 
will  miss  Paul  Shafer  very  much. 

To  his  loved  ones  left  behind,  to  the 
people  of  his  district,  and  to  the  Michi- 
gan delegation,  I  extend  my  deep  sym- 
pathy in  the  loss  they  have  sustained. 


JUVENILE  DEUNQUENCY 

BCrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts?  , 

There  was  no  objection.  \ 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts. 
Mr.  Speaker,  "  read  an  editorial  from  the 
Washington  Post  of  today  entitled 
"Grace  After  Meat" : 

Oiir  towDfiwoman,  Mtss  Selma  Boichardt, 
haa  come  up  with  an  Interesting  and  per- 
haps valuable  notion  about  the  perplexing 
problem  of  juvenile  delinquency,  which  haa 
been  giving  so  many  of  us  so  mucli  worry 
of  late.  Speaking  not  long  ago  In  Chicago 
at  tbe  convention  of  the  American  Federa- 
tion of  Teachers,  MUs  Borchardt  siiggested 
that  a  good  deal  of  the  ethical  inadequacy 
of  oiu*  modern  youth  can  be  attributed  to 
tbe  decline  of  the  family  dining  table.  Her 
Idea,  if  we  understand  it,  is  that  the  old- 
fashioned  family  mealtime  provided  an  ad- 
mirable and  relatively  painless  disciplinary 
ritual,  emphasizing  as  it  did  both  the  cor- 
porate unity  and  the  natural  hierarchy  of 
the  family,  with  papa  at  the  head  and  mama 
at  the  foot,  and  the  children  somewhere  at 
the  sides.  But  nowadays.  Miss  Bc^chardt 
lamented,  "the  catch-as-catch-can  food  sup- 
ply for  youth,  from  can  to  stove  to  gulp 
down — or  perhaps  from  icebox  directly 
down — is  a  part  of  the  loss  of  family  disci- 
pline. •  •  •  Teachers  wish  that  parents 
could  have  more  time  together  with  their 
children  as  a  family.  We  believe  it  would 
reduce  the  problem  of  school  discipline." 

The  more  we  think  of  this  the  more  we 
are  inclined  to  believe  there  Is  a  greet  deal 
In  what  Miss  Borchardt  says.  After  all, 
pater  famllias  has  always  been  the  syikibol  of 
authority,  and  the  fact  that  it  was  formerly 
his  function  to  serve  the  principal  course 
tended  to  exemplify  his  Importance  as  the 
breadwinner;  and  the  fact  that  It  lay  In  his 
power  to  punish  obstreperous  or  unsocial 
conduct  by  temporary  banishment  from  the 
table  tended  in  turn  to  emphasize  the  im- 
portance of  the  bread  that  was  won.  It  was 
almost  as  good.  Indeed,  as  one  of  these  aca- 
demic coiirses  In  economics.  Again,  papa,  in 
his  capacity  as  moderator  of  dinner-table 
conversation,  coiUd  enforce  a  certain  rele- 
vance and  decorum  In  family  discussion, 
especially  when  conducted  in  thj  presence 
of  guests. 

We  recognize,  of  course,  that  in  this  matter 
many  factors  wholly  beyond  the  control  of 
either  parents  or  schoolteachers  have  been 


at  work;  the  ever-growing  scarcity  of  domes- 
tic servants  for  one  thing,  and  the  fact  that 
urban  congestion  and  rising  construction 
costs  have  made  both  dining  rooms  and  din- 
ing tables  an  expensive  luxury,  ^ell  beyond 
the  means  of  many  families.  All  the  same, 
we  agree  that  a  parallel  might}  easily  be 
found  between  the  decline  of  the  famUy 
dinner  on  the  one  side  and  thft  decay  of 
parental  authority,  and  the  pitiful  degrada- 
tion of  pater  famllias  into  the  comic  figure 
of  contemporary  folklore,  on  the  Qther.  And 
so  we  commend  Miss  Borchardt's  suggestion 
as  a  research  project,  either  to  some  ambi- 
tious candidate  for  a  doctorate  in  sociology 
or  to  a  foundation  looking  for  a  suitable 
subject  of  statistical  study. 

I  am  sure  many  of  the  Members  of  the 
House  and  Senate  who  know  her  agree 
with  me,  that  she  is  a  very  fine  American. 
She  counts  many  of  us  her  friends.  She 
was  president  of  the  Teachers*  Associa- 
tion of  the  American  Federation  of  La- 
bor and  has  done  a  very  great  deal  in 
seeing  that  our  educational  institutions 
are  allowed  to  grow  and  improve.  She 
has  fought  a  courageous  and  ceaseless 
fight  against  communism.  She  has  been 
a  strong  upholder  of  the  Constitution 
and  has  worked  to  see  that  freedom  of 
religion  is  preserved  and  that  l^eedom  of 
all  personal  rights  and  privileges  be 
maintained.  We  owe  her  a  debt  of 
gratitude. 


STATUS  OP  APPROPRIATION  BILLS 
FOR  1955 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  2  minutes  and  to  include  a  table 
indicating  the  progress  of  appropriations 
and  budget  estimates  this  year. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have 
now  finished  all  of  the  appropriation 
bills  for  this  session  of  Congress.  The 
final  figures  show  overall  appropriations 
including  deficiency  and  supplemental 
acts  of  $47,642,195,205.  This  figure  is 
$2,596,395,780  below  the  budget  esti- 
mates. The  House  of  Representatives 
cut  in  the  bill  was  $617,470,476  more, 
but  the  figures  in  the  law  were  higher 
because  of  the  increases  that  were  placed 
upon  the  bill  in  the  Senate. 

The  figures  show  drastic  reductions 
from  earlier  years  because  of  the  de- 
cided reductions  in  the  foreign  aid  and 
the  Defense  Department.  The  total  ap- 
propriations are  $6,897,000,000  under 
last  year  and  $27,714,000,000  below  the 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  1953. 
This  has  been  possible  only  by  the  hard- 
est kind  of  work  on  the  part  of  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  and  the  cooper- 
ation of  those  who  were  anxious  to  save 
money  in  the  House  of  Representatives — 
on  the  floor  and  in  the  committee. 

Of  course,  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  reduction  has  been  possible  because 
of  the  slackening  of  the  active  war  hi 
Korea  and  the  reduction  in  foreign  aid, 
but  the  Military  Establishment  has  left 
unobligated  funds  available  to  commit 
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aggregating  $15,706,806,000  as  of  July  1. 
This  has  been  because  it  has  been  found 
that  the  MiUtary  Establishment  esti- 
mated its  expenditures  way  above  their 


requirements  and  it  has  been  foimd  that 
spare  engines  and  spare  parts  for  the 
armed  services  are  not  required  in  such 
volume  as  had  been  planned. 


I  am  submitting  the  table  shewing  the 
progress  of  the  apprcH^rlation  bills 
through  the  Congress  in  aocordanoe  witti 
the  request  which  was  granted  me: 


Title 


Regular  annual: 

Trea-niry-Post  Office: 

Treasury ^ — 

Post  Office 

Total 

f  late,  Justice,  and  Commerce: 

State 

Jastioe 

Commerce - 

U6IA 

Total 

Civil  funcOons 

Indeiwndenl  offices 

Interior 

Agriculture 

Department  of  Defense: 

Indepen<lent  Agency 

Office  of  .'■^•relHry 

Interservice  activities 

Army 

Navy 

Air  Force — 

Total 

Legislative  and  Judiciary: 

liPjrislative - 

Judiiuiry 

Total 

Lahor-TIKW: 

Ijibor.- 

Health,  Education,  and  WcUare 
Itelat*^  apencics 

Total 

District  of  Columbia 

Fpilcrul  contributions.. 

Mutual  si'curity 

.'Subtotal  re^larbilb 

The  siiiiplcmcutal,  1955 

Subtotal,  1965 

Dcficipncy  and  supplemental  arts: 

Comniodiiy  Cnnln  Corporation 

2d  sniipl'iiii'ntal.  I'J.'vJ   ..     

Mexican  farmlaNir  program 

3d  suppk'mcntal.  li«.>4 

Subtotal.  1054  and  prior 

Grand  total,  session 


Budget  esti- 
mates con- 
sidered by 
Congress 


$578.7<O,000 
2.  700.  000,  000 


Reported  to 
Uouae 


J577.  MS,  600 
2,755.386,000 


3, 33S.  7S3. 000       3,333,241.600 


Passed 
UouM 


$577,R55,«00 
2,  755,  3h6,  000 


3,333.241,600 


116.191.PfiO 
1 1 7.  7.52.  000 

aw,  %:,  000 

88,000,000 


1,  .313,  920,  960 


.IOfi.410,000 

176,542.000 

-ST.,  222.  000 

75.814.000 


1. 146,  968. 000 


IOS.410.000 

176.  542.  000 

808.222.000 

76.  h.M.  (KX) 


1. 168.  9RS.  000 


Beported  to 
Seoat* 


2,  7M,  877. 100 


8.332.732,700 


113.783,2fl0 

177,352,000 

76P.  072,  000 

80.614,000 


1,140.821,280 


465.  IfO.  000 

5.  987. 622,  ;<«) 

427.  7,M,  no 

6118,741.813 


43a  983.  700 

6,566.118,703 

363.  .160.  989 

698.741,813 


4.30.  983.  700 

5,566.  118,761 

364.  337.  988 

720.102,654 


484.095,500 

6,700,729,413 

427.601.006 

722.  TBI,  971 


Passed 

Seoato 


1577,855.600 
2.  754. 677. 100 


3,332,732,700 


113,7?a.2» 

177,362,000 

769,072.000 

80,  614.  000 


1,140,821,280 


484,096.600 

5, 700,  775,  413 

427,601.008 

725, 361. 971 


.W.  000 

13,  5WMI00 

.M7,  500.  000 

8,211.000.000 

9.  91.S.  000.  (N)0 

11,200.000.000 


65.000 

12,500,000 

527.  500,  OOU 

7,615.  .S23.  000 

9.  70.1.  81 K  500 

10,819,310,000 


55.000 

12.  ."iOO,  000 

627.  500.  000 

7, 619.  tm.  986 

9,  705,  8U4,  500 

la  819,310.  000 


55.000 

1.3,000,000 

527,  500.  000 

7,61i(,0fi6.9e6 

9,719,102,500 

10,  982, 860. 000 


29.  887.  aw.  000  !  28.  680.  706.  500 


73.  704.  406 
28,  04.^  505 


54,  72.'i,  995 
27,  579,  950 


28,  684.  2.%.  486      28,  861  584, 486 


6\000 

13,  000,  000 

527,500.000 

7,  890.  067,  9S6 

9,  725, 602,  800 

11,060,881,000 


29,217, 106. 4» 


64.775,995 
27,  57y.  950 


102,  349.  91 1 


299.  fS^  000 

1,  652,  709,  261 

13,141.000 


1,065,486,261 


(I  ri,  650,  626) 

21 .  890.  (KIO 

3. 438.  549.  805 

47, 647, 309.  220 
2.132.330,908 

49,779.640. 12>< 


82,  .305.  945 


298.704,000 

1,637.615.011 

12,627,-000 


1,948,946,011 


(168,487.838) 

17. 89a  000 

2.  895.  M4.  000 


45, 16.').  227, 321 
1,194.  18,H,079 


(741.  54S. 

7s.<;) 

27.942. 

616 

,W. 

00(1 

430.  4,'1&. 

■:ii 

46.3.W.41,';.400 


(741.  M8.  788) 

25,  78.S,  707 

47N  000 

394.521.596 


458.  9.''.0.  857 


420,  7K^  303 


82,  355.  945 


298.714.000 

1,658.913.761 

12.751.000 


1,970.378,761 


(168.487,838) 

21.890.000 

2.  895,  944,  000 


45,238,591.898 
1.303.3;<4.r,28 


46,  541.926. , 126 


(741,.14<!.788) 

25,  7>«,  707 

47S,000 

4.V.,  47(1,  496 


482.734,203 


71,009,006 
27,  739,  135 


08.748,  141 


208.  943,  000 

1.  670.  768.  761 

12.758,000 


1, 982. 469,  761 


71,034.006 
27.  730, 136 


86.  773, 141 


299,286,000 

1,671,138,761 

IZ  768. 000 


1.983,182,761 


(170.3.W.  816) 

21 .  890. 000 

2,990.824.816 


45,764,289,074 

2.015.788.574 


780,077,648 


(741,  .M8, 788) 

27,  917.  616 

478,000 

442. 348. 741 


470.  744,  357 


(170,438,847) 

21,800,000 

2.790,824,816 


45. 023. 166. 074 
2.  034,  513,  740 


47, 0.-)?,  668, 823 


(245, 900, 917) 

27,917,616 

542,000 

476.248,741 


504.708,367 


PnbUclftw 


$677,858,000 
2,764,877,100 


S,332.73Z7D0 


]13,«ia000 

176,864,860 

837,022.000 

73,014.000 


1. 201.  710, 600 


467. 071. 900 

6,661,770,089 

406,036.149 

723,683.180 


66,000 

is,75aoen 

627,  500, 000 

7,619,066,986 

9,  71Z  833, 600 

10,  027.  030, 000 


28. 80a  126. 486 


7O.806.«tf 
27,  Al,  7M 


08, 107,  404 


209, 

1,868. 

U 


030,000 
418, 7«t 
764,600 


1,075,108.261 


(lf», 
21, 

«,78l. 


928,000) 
800,000 
499, 81« 


45,449, 
1.650. 


814, 919 
101,920 


47,108,916,848 


(681,769, 7fi3) 

27.517.616 

642.000 

606. 218. 741 


633, 214. 357 


50.  23^  590,  985      46,  780,  200,  703      47, 024.  600,  729      48,  250,  822,  005      48,  462,  377.  180      47.  642. 196.  205 


ACCOMPLISHMENTS  AND  FAILURES 
OP  THE   83D  CONGRESS 

Mr.  RAYBURN,  Mr.  Speaker,  most  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States  and  many 
peoples  in  free  and  enslaved  lands  over 
the  world  helci  high  hopes  for  the  success 
of  the  Republican  administration  when 
it  assumed  the  solemn  respKjnslbility  of 
guiding  this  great  and  powerful  Nation 
on  January  20.  1953. 

President  Eisenhower  and  the  Repub- 
lican Party  were  looked  to  for  vigorous 
and  creative  leadership.  What  a  disap- 
pointment we  all  have  suffered. 

As  we  look  around  us  at  the  end  of  the 
83d  Congress,  we  see  that  the  grand 
hopes  of  our  people  and  of  friendly 
peoples  in  foreign  lands  have  been 
crushed  on  the  bitter  walls  of  disillusion- 
ment. We  witness  confusion  instead  of 
confidence.  We  see  dismay  and  uncer- 
tainty, instead  of  pride  and  courage. 

In  the  20  months  since  the  Eisenhower 
administration  and  the  Republican  Party 


took  over,  we  have  seen  our  courti-y  un- 
dergo an  amazing  transition;  we  have 
seen  our  Government  lose  prestige  and 
power  throughout  the  world;  we  have 
seen  our  influence  as  a  leading  Nation 
diminish,  sind  here  at  home  we  have  seen 
great  segments  cf  our  economy  struck 
down. 

If  there  is  one  word  in  the  English  lan- 
guage that  would  properly  describe  this 
Republican  administration,  it  is  the  word 
"inept."  For,  my  colleagues,  this  ad- 
ministration has  bungled  our  foreign 
relations  through  an  ineptness  that 
astounds  those  of  us  who,  even  though  in 
the  minority  in  Congress,  want  to  protect 
this  great  Government ;  want  it  to  occupy 
the  same  eminence  it  should  occupy  in 
world  affairs,  and  want  it  to  survive, 
above  all  else. 

But  the  sad  fact  before  us  is  this :  Since 
the  Eisenhower  administration  took  over, 
this  Government  has  not  won  a  battle  on 
a  foreign  diplomatic  front. 


On  domestic  issues,  the  Eisenhower 
administration  has  exhibited  an  inept- 
ness in  considering  what  is  best  for  all 
the  people,  an  ineptness  magnified  by  its 
desire  and  programs  to  benefit  selected 
groups ;  groups  of  tremendoiis  wealth  and 
privilege;  groups  that  ignore  the  in- 
creased power  of  the  masses  of  work- 
ing men  and  women  and  the  millions  of 
farmers,  who  provide  the  food  and  fiber 
which  create  the  basic  wealth  of  this 
Nation. 

If  I  were  addicted  to  making  predic- 
^4|ons,  I  would  say  that  if  the  Eisenhower 
a^unistration  and  the  RepubUcan  Party 
continue  on  the  course  they  have 
adopted,  the  reaction  of  the  people  of 
this  country  will  be  dangerous. 

Hiis  so-called  Eisenhower  business 
administration  and  RepubUcan  Congress 
have  proved  by  their  programs  and  ac- 
tions that  they  are  strictly  for  btff 
business. 
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The  measures  they  have  espoused  and 
enacted  which  oouM  be  dassifled  as  of 
bMteflt  to  the  people  are  merely  eocten- 
sions.  or  modlflcatloDS  axKl  expansions, 
of  policies  and  laws  which  originafced  in 
previous  Democratic  adminlstratlans.  I 
refer  to  bousing,  reciprocal  trade,  social 
security,  mutual  aid — all  of  which  were 
Initiated  hy  Democrats  and  all  of  which 
were  once  denounced  and  fought  by  Re- 
publicans. 

The  voters  of  this  country  canAot  be 
fooled  forever.  They  know  the  Repub- 
licans realised  tiiat  they  would  have  to 
have  something  to  use  In  their  political 
campaigns,  that  they  would  have  to  have 
some  bolt  to  try  to  attract  voters,  so  they 
can  stay  In  power. 

The  people  also  know  by  now.  how- 
ever, that  the  Eisenhower  administra- 
tion and  the  Republican  Congress  have 
done  a  big  Job — a  big  job  on  the  farmer, 
the  consumer,  the  laborer,  and  the  family 
with  a  small  income. 

The  administration  and  the  Republi- 
can Congress  have  driven  down  prices 
for  farm  products  and  have  driven  up 
prices  for  the  consumer.  They  gave  big- 
moneyed  people  handsome  tax  advan- 
tages over  the  people  who  earn  their  In- 
come by  tolL  And  all  this,  my  friends, 
is  what  our  Republican  colleagues  hail 
as  stabilized  economy. 

We  Democrats  do  not  want  a  stabilized 
economy  for  this  country.  We  Demo- 
crats want  a  thriving  and  growing  econ- 
omy for  this  country. 

A  stabilized  economy  is  easily  recog- 
nized as  the  old  Republican  squeeze 
play — squeeze  the  little  fellow  and  make 
the  big  fellow  bigger.  It  is  a  vise — a 
vise  to  get  the  last  dollar  from  the  con- 
sumer and  to  pay  the  least  dollar  to  the 
farmer  and  worker. 

If  the  Republican  Congress  and  the 
Eisenhower  administration  had  paid  as 
much  attention  to  the  problems  con- 
fronting the  Nation's  future  security  as 
they  have  paid  to  their  program  to  re- 
duce the  American  farmer  to  the  state 
of  Hoover-advocated  peasantry  and  to 
their  program  to  reduce  labor  to  the 
Impotent  state  of  Hoover  poverty,  we 
would  feel  safer  in  our  position  in  world 
affairs.    . 

Yes,  my  friends.  It  is  a  sad  fact  that 
many  good  people  voted  for  a  change 
in  1952,  and  it  is  a  sadder  fact  that 
many  of  them  have  gotten  a  change  with 
a  vengeance. 

When  the  Republican  candidate  for 
President  and  Republican  orators  went 
all  over  the  country  in  the  fall  of  1952 
they  denounced  the  Tnmian-Acheson 
foreign  policy.  They  ate  up  the  agree- 
ments of  Yalta,  Potsdam,  and  Teheran 
blood  raw  every  morning  for  breakfast. 

Since  coming  Into  power,  I  presume 
somebody  in  the  State  Department  read 
the  provisions  of  these  agreements  and 
understood  them.  I  have  heard  nothing 
about  them  since — ^not  even  a  sugges- 
tion of  a  change  in  them.  Neither  do 
I  hear  the  Republicans  repeating  their 
campaign  calls  for  a  change  in  the 
Truman-Acheson  policy.  The  fact  is 
that  since  this  Republican  administra- 
tion came  into  power  no  attempt  has 
been  made  to  change  the  Truman - 
Acheson  policy.    But  they  did  make  one 


change.  They  administer  it  in  a  sorry 
fashion.  I  am  sad  to  say  the  Repub- 
licans have  administered  it  in  such  a 
blundering  way  that  we  now  have  fewer 
friends  in  the  world  than  we  ever  had 
in  the  history  of  the  United  States. 

Yes,  we  have  witnessed  a  new  aggres- 
sive power  rise  in  Communist  countries 
due  to  Republican  faltering  steps  in  our 
foreign  relations.  We  are  now  witness- 
ing failure  upon  failure  in  Asia  and 
Europe  through  ineptness.  We  can  see 
a  drift  away  from  American  leadership 
abroad,  a  drift  of  once  friendly  nations 
to  the  powers  on  the  plains  of  Asia. 

Neither  the  people  of  America  nor  the 
peoples  of  friendly  or  unfriendly  nations 
know,  from  the  welter  of  conflicting 
stetements  by  Republicans  in  the  execu- 
tive branch  and  Republicans  in  the  leg- 
islative branch,  who  is  speaking  for  this 
Nation  on  international  affairs.  But 
the  unfriendly  nations  do  see  clearly 
that  in  this  confusion  the  Republican 
leaders  do  not  know  what  they  are 
doing  or  where  they  are  going.  And, 
my  friends,  the  Reds  are  taking  full  ad- 
vantage of  it. 

This  83d  Republican  Congress  ended 
its  deliberations  with  a  smidgen  of  posi- 
tive legislation  and  with  a  mass  of  prob- 
lems unsolved  through  ineptness  md  the 
lack  of  constructive  ideas  on  what  to  do. 

Unfortunately  for  the  people  of  this 
great  country  in  a  perilous  period  yet 
unequaled  in  our  history,  this  83(J  Con- 
gress will  blot  our  record  with  the  repu- 
tation of  having  worked  harder  and  pro- 
duced less  original  legislation  than  any 
of  its  predecessors. 

The  Republicans  hailed  their  legisla- 
tive program  as  "dynamic"  and  "for- 
ward-looking." 

It  was  as  "dynamic"  as  the  dodo,  as 
"forward-looking"  as  yesterday. 

It  was  not  conceived  for  the  benefit  of 
the  best  interests  of  all  the  people,  but 
for  big  business  and  the  privileged  peo- 
ple. 

Of  all  the  major  legislation  enacted, 
only  five  bills  would  fall  into  the  cate- 
gory of  positive  Jaw.  In  the  first  session, 
the  tidelands  oil  and  emergency  refugee 
bills  became  law.  In  the  second  session, 
the  St.  Lawrence  Waterway,  the  revision 
of  the  tax  structure,  and  the  Democratic 
anti -Communist  bills  were  enacted.  It 
was  in  the  maze  of  so-called  minor  legis- 
lation that  the  Republican  Party  and  the 
Republican  administration  did  most  of 
the  work  for  the  privileged  people  and 
big  business,  excepting,  of  course,  the 
vast  advantages  granted  them  in  the 
Revenue  Revision  Act. 

What  about  the  remainder  of  the  Pres- 
ident's program  that  became  law  ?  Again 
I  say,  it  was  either  extension,  revision,  or 
modification  of  basic  laws  enacted  in 
previous  Democratic  administrations. 
Without  the  help  of  the  Democrats  who 
voted  in  the  interest  of  the  people,  much 
of  this  part  of  President  Eisenhower's 
program  would  have  gone  the  way  the 
rest  of  his  program  did — the  bills  he  pro- 
posed which  were  either  defeated,  side- 
tracked, or  ignored  by  the  Repidalican 
leaders  in  the  position  of  responsibility. 

The  record  shows  that  the  Repuhflican- 
controUed  Congress  repudiated  certain 
proposals  of  the  party's  elected  leader, 


scorned  many  of  their  and  President 
Eisenhower's  bright  campaign  promises, 
abandoned  pronounced  principles,  and 
handed  their  chief  bitter  morsels  of  com- 
promises. Yet  the  Republican  adminis- 
tration and  the  Republican  press  have 
the  audacity  to  hail  these  compromises 
as  "victories." 

As  an  American,  as  leader  of  the  Dem- 
ocratic minority  in  the  House.  I  cannot 
take  partisan  comfort  from  this  record, 
dismal  as  it  is,  distorted  as  It  is,  by  Re- 
publican publicists  and  apologists,  who 
brazenly  hail  defeats  as  victories  and 
embarrassing  compromises  as  achieve- 
ments. 

It  is,  to  me,  a  solemn  and  tmgic  spec- 
tacle that  portends  ill  for  our  country 
and  for  our  people. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  now  served  longer 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
than  any  Member  presently  sitting  in 
the  House  of  Representatives.  I  do  not 
contend  that  this  endows  me  with  any 
special  wisdom.  It  is  an  accident  of  fate 
which  leaves  me  in  this  position  of  sen- 
iority after  so  many  other  of  our  col- 
leagues have  left  this  scene. 

Out  of  that  long  experience  of  more 
than  40  years,  however,  has  grown  the 
deep  conviction  that  the  continued  ex- 
istence of  our  free  political  institutions 
rests  upon  two  bulwarks: 

First,  the  two-party  system.  Second, 
party  responsibility. 

It  is  with  grave  sense  of  sorrow  that  I 
say  we  have  seen  those  foundations 
shaken  and  weakened,  and  the  future  of 
our  Nation  threatened. 

The  Republican  Party,  entrusted  with 
the  reins  of  Government  at  both  ends  of 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  for  the  first  time 
in  20  years,  has  demonstrated  in  20 
months  its  complete  inability  to  govern. 

It  has  revealed  an  ineptitude  that  is 
shocking  to  those  of  us  who  have  devoted 
our  lives  to  the  service  of  our  people. 

Excepting  in  its  determination  to  ad- 
vance big  business  over  the  Interest  of 
the  mass  of  individuals,  the  Republican 
administration  has  disclosed  a  complete 
lack  of  unity,  an  utter  division  of  aims 
and  goals. 

It  has  unveiled  an  unparalleled  vacu- 
um of  leadership. 

It  has  uncovered  a  rash  of  Conflicting 
elements  and  contentious  views. 

It  has  brought  before  the  American 
people  the  spectacle  of  a  Republican 
President  pleading — and  often  pleading 
in  vain — with  a  Republican  Congress  to 
support  his  proposals. 

It  could  be  that  since  the  Republicans 
labored  so  long  and  so  faithfully  in  the 
fields  of  the  minority — hurling  stones 
at  constructive  Democratic  measures — 
their  power  to  function  as  a  responsible 
majority  has  atrophied. 

It  is  evident,  whatever  the  cause,  that 
the  Republican  Party  has  spawned  a  gen- 
eration of  habitual  obstructionists  as 
varied  as  the  fish  in  the  sea— obstruc- 
tionists who  are  incapable  of  acting  co- 
hesively and  constructively. 

The  GOP  today  is  not  a  unified  politi- 
cal entity.  It  is  a  conglomeration  of 
splinter  groups,  each  of  which  considers 
that  it  and  it  alone  should  rule— rule  not 
only  the  party,  but  the  Nation.    For  this 
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^reat  democracy,  the  situation  in  the 
Republican  Party  is  pitiful. 

The  American  people  tell  us  that  they 
are  confused  by  the  erratic  gyrations 
of  this  Republican  Congress  and  this 
Republican  administration.  Well,  they 
should  be. 

E>eliberations  of  this  Congress  have 
been  hampered  and  impeded,  and  actu- 
ally stalled,  by  constant  conflicts  which 
have  raged  between  Republican  conserv- 
atives and  Republican  progressives — with 
the  middle-of-the-roaders  fighting  both. 
The  Republican  nationalists  and  the  Re- 
publican internaUonalists  have  engaged 
in  constant  cat-and-dog  fights,  while  the 
Republican  intervehtionists  and  Repub- 
lican isolationists  cut  each  other  up. 

Then  we  see  the  Republican  chief 
executive  using  hammer  and  tongs  on 
his  own  forces  In  the  GOP  Congress  to 
try  to  get  what  he  wants. 

The  picture  of  the  Republican  Party 
strife  was  not  painted  by  the  Democratic 
minority.  The  Republicans  did  it  them- 
selves. An  artist,  at  least  an  amateur 
artist  himself.  President  Eisenhower  rec- 
ognized the  painting.  In  a  desperate  and 
almost  frantic  appeal  to  end  the  free-for- 
all  Republican  fracas.  President  Eisen- 
hower publicly  called  for  more  poUtical 
fusion  and  less  political  fission. 

Bitter  seeds  of  collapse  have  been  sown 
by  RepubUcan  dissension  and  the  fruit 
will  be  a  sour  crop  of  disintegration.  To 
me,  it  is  a  dire  warning  that  our  Ameri- 
can way  of  political  life  is  endangered 
by  a  breakup  of  what  purports  to  be  the 
conservative  poUtical  party. 

Under  a  system  of  two  strong  and  uni- 
fied political  parties,  this  Nation  has 
grown  and  prospered.  We  Democrats  are 
alarmed  over  the  growth  of  spUnter 
parties  under  the  Republican  banner, 
over  the  desertion  of  principles  of  the 
founders  of  the  party,  and  the  failure  to 
follow  their  elected  chief.  For  we  know 
the  wisdom  of  the  doctrine  of  two  uni- 
fied parties.  It  has  been  proved  in  the 
history  of  other  countries  where  splinter 
parties  have  strangled  parliamentary  ac- 
tion, and  their  nations  have  been  reduced 
to  impotency  as  a  result. 

This  is  the  most  crucial  of  all  times 
for  the  United  States.  Yet,  we  find  our- 
selves with  an  elected  leader  who  does 
not  lead,  because  the  men  and  women 
in  his  party's  rank  and  file  refuse  to  fol- 
low. Even  though  these  people  wear 
the  Republican  insignia,  they  ignore  the 
discipline  of  party  res|X)nsibility,  wan- 
der off  on  tangents  and  desert  their  party 
standard. 

How  can  the  Republican  leadership 
have  the  audacity  to  ask  the  voters  of 
America  to  elect  more  irresponsibles  to 
Congress  in  November?  How  can  they 
ask  the  voters  to  compound  an  existing 
evil? 

President  Eisenhower  voluntarily  set 
the  standard  by  which  the  American 
electorate  is  to  decide  on  how  to  vote 
in  November.  On  the  recent  date  of 
August  4,  the  President  announced  at 
his  press  conference  that  the  issue  of  the 
1954  election  was  the  enactment  of  a 
program  based  on  the  Republican  plat- 
form. 

The  record  shows  tliat  in  contrast  to 
the  Republican  pledges  to  the  people  in 


the    1952    National    Convention,    their 
platform  is  now  in  shambles. 

In  ffxeign  policy  the  platform  prom- 
ised for  America  a  "dynamic  initiative"; 
a  course  of  action  "animated  by  cour- 
age, self-respect,  steadfastness,  vision. 
purpose,  competence,  and  spiritual 
faith." 

What  have  we  had  for  the  past  20 
months? 

We  have  had  indecision,  instead  of 
initiative;  we  have  had  timidity  instead 
of  courage;  we  have  had  abasement  in- 
stead of  self-respect;  retreat  instead  of 
steadfastness;  blindness  instead  of 
vision ;  bundling:  instead  of  purpose ;  and 
incompetence  instead  of  competence. 

We  have  witnessed  a  startling  exhibi- 
tion of  evasiveness,  of  alternate  threats 
and  withdrawals,  of  contradictory  state- 
ments from  immature  voices  high  in  Re- 
publican circles;  voices  that  have  not 
quit  sounding  off  despite  repudiation  by 
their  Chief  Executive. 

The  Vice  President  of  the  United 
Stetes  announced  one  day  that  Ameri- 
can ground  troops  were  going  to  be  sent 
to  Indochina.  Another  day,  the  White 
House  denied  it.  "Massive  retaliation" 
was  threatened  against  Red  aggressors 
by  the  Secretory  of  State.  Yet  the  Reds 
march  on  and  prove  his  words  empty. 

The  President  asserts  we  can  find  a 
means  of  i>eacefvil  coordination  with  the 
Reds,  even  as  they  gain  ground  and  our 
position  in  the  world  grows  graver.  Yet 
almost  at  the  same  time  the  Republican 
leader  of  the  Senate  calls  for  war  against 
Red  China.  To  cap  the  climax  of  inde- 
cision and  lack  of  determination  or  ideas 
of  how  to  meet  the  situation,  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense  takes  a  "new  look"  at  the 
latest  defense  New  Look  suid  pronounces 
that  it  is  all  "poUtical"  and  not  a  "miU- 
tary"  matter. 

In  the  midst  of  this  whlrUgig  came  the 
fall  of  Dien  Blen  Phu;  the  surrender  at 
Geneva,  the  abandonment  of  12  ipilUon 
people — once  free  people — in  Indochina 
to  Commtmist  slavery;  and  an  uneasy 
truce  dictated  by  the  Reds,  a  truce  as 
shaky  and  as  unsure  as  the  truce  the 
Chinese  wrung  from  us  in  Korea.  After 
all  this,  the  brave  ajid  almost  forgotten 
words  of  the  1952  RepubUcan  platform 
come  to  haunt  us  as  an  echo  of  a  once 
great  party.    That  platform  promised: 

Our  Nation  viU  become  again  tbe  dynamic 
moral  and  spiritual  force  which  was  the 
despair  of  the  despots  and  tbe  hope  of  the 
oppressed. 

I  say  again,  if  there  is  any  one  word 
that  can  fully  describe  this  administra- 
tion, it  is  the  word  "inept." 

By  the  most  recent  ineptness  of  this 
administration,  we  have  not  only  lost 
face  in  Asia,  but  we  probably  have  lost 
all  Asia.  We  have  lost  prestige  in  Eu- 
rope, where  our  alUes  are  confused  and 
confounded  by  the  ever-shifting  actions 
and  stetements  of  the  RepubUcan  ad- 
ministration. Threats  by  the  Secretary 
of  Stete  to  retaUate  against  friendly  na- 
tions have  aUenated  the  once  warm 
friendship  they  held  for  iis.  These  na- 
tions have  given  evidence  of  wanting  to 
go  their  way  on  independent  paths,  and 
that  has  given  aid  and  comfort  to  our 
enemies,  potential  and  actual. 


And.  my  friends,  what  has  happened 
to  that  RepubUcan  platform  pledge  of 
"Uberation"?  Imagine  the  disillusion- 
ment of  enslaved  peoples  in  Commimist- 
controUed  countries,  when  they  recogniae 
that  the  RepubUcans  also  have  failed  on 
that  one. 

To  be  honest  we  must  stamp  the  word 
"failure"  on  that  flowing  RepubUcan 
platform  promise: 

We  wiU  come  to  enjoy  the  reality  at  peace. 

To  speak  on  Republican  promises  and 
Republican  performances  is  like  shooting 
fish  in  a  barreL 

Take  the  field  of  foreign  economic 
poUcy.  in  which  Uie  RepubUcan  admto- 
istration  promised  "trade,  not  aid." 

President  Eisenhower  surely  knows  by 
now  that  we  must  encourage  the  free 
flow  of  international  commerce;  that  we 
must  buy  from  other  countries  if  they  are 
to  get  the  dollars  needed  to  pay  for  goods 
bought  from  us.  He  must  know  also,  by 
this  time,  that  international  friendships 
are  buUt  upon  trade  and  good  will  and 
not  upon  threats  of  reprisals. 

President  Eisenhower  did  embrace  the 
reciprocal  trade  poUcy  instituted  a  score 
of  years  ago  by  a  Democratic  adminis- 
tration. But  his  RepubUcan  Party, 
wedded  to  high  protective  tarifiTs.  fought 
him  down.  In  the  first  session,  the  Re- 
ciprocal Trade  Act  was  extended  for  only 
1  year  with  the  aid  of  Democrate  who 
furnished  more  votes  for  it  than  th^Re- 
pubUcan  majority.  The  Presidenl^was 
placed  in  the  negative  position  of  prom- 
ising his  RepubUcan  leaders  that  he 
would  not  negotiate  any  new  trade  pacte 
and  that  he  would  destroy  the  biparti- 
sanship of  the  Federal  Tariff  Commlsaion 
by  surrendering  to  demands  to  put  an 
additional  RepubUcan  "protectionist"  on 
the  majority  side. 

Only  with  the  help  of  the  Democrats 
did  the  President  succeed  in  getting 
another  bare  1-year  extension  of  this  act 
in  the  second  session.  Again  we  Demo- 
crats provided  more  votes  than  did  the 
RepubUcans.  Amid  much  ballyhooing 
the  RandaU  Commission  was  created,  a 
group  of  businessmen  and  legislators,  to 
bring  forth  recommendations  for  pro- 
moting trade  abroad.  He  endorsed  its 
recommendations  for  a  3-year  extensioh 
of  the  trade  act,  with  additional  power 
for  the  President  to  reduce  terifls,  and 
for  a  reduction  in  taxes  on  American 
corporations  doing  business  abroad. 

On  this,  the  RepubUcan  Congress 
handed  the  President  one  of  his  most 
severe  rebuffs.  It  tossed  the  tax  and 
tariff  proposals  out  of  the  window. 

On  national  defense  the  RepubUcans 
slogan  makers  promised  a  New  Look 
and  more  "boom  for  a  buck."  Ignorinc 
the  tense  international  problems  in  the 
Eastern  Hemisphere,  the  President  and 
his  economy-minded  coworkers  looked 
at  national  defense  from  a  dollar  angle 
and  not  from  the  broad  view  of  national 
safety. 

Since  then,  the  Repuldicans  have 
vacillated  on  national  security  as  much 
as  they  have  on  foreign  iralicy.  The 
Secretary  of  Defense  announced  the 
Nation  was  going  to  have  fewer  war 
planes  and  better  defense.  He  said  he 
was  going  to  economize  by  cutting  th« 
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iBtfbttiiff  forees,  and  that  this  would  ii»t>- 
due*  iBOte  iftfety  for  the  MiUon.  How 
eaa  yoa  nconelle  ttiew  BtataaMits? 

The  President  went  along  cm  this  pro- 
cram,  which  purported  to  prepcure  for 
any  tjrpe  of  war  with  emphasis  on  re- 
taliatory atomic  attacks.  Econrany  was 
the  key.  but  safety  was  sidetrselced.  By 
last  May,  events  In  the  Far  East  dis- 
closed the  weakness  of  the  plan.  The 
admlnlstratimi  took  a  new  look  at  the 
New  Look,  and  since  then  they  have 
been  locddzig  over  old  problems  and  new 
problems. 

Manpower  goals  destined  to  go  down, 
new  are  to  go  up. 

Defense  spending  was  to  decline.  Now 
it  U  to  rise. 

Tb»  Air  FtNTCe  was  to  have  fewer  light- 
ing wings.  Now  It  is  to  have  more  fight- 
ing wings,  near^  as  many  as  the  Truman 
administi':^ti<ni  said  were  needed. 

Universal  military  training  is  out  one 
day.  In  another  day.  and  denied  by  the 
White  House,  xmtil  at  least  after  the 
Novonber  elections. 

The  Republican  platform  had  pledged: 

We  will  strip  It— 

Our  iNreparedness  program^ 
dear  of —lack  of  coonUnation. 

On  national  economy,  the  Republican 
platform  said: 

Our  goal  Is  a  balanced  budget,  a  reduced 
national  debt. 

The  budget  has  not  been  balanced. 

The  national  debt  limit  has  been  in- 
creased by  $6  bilUon.  to  $281  billion. 

Large  annual  deficits  continue. 

We  saw  the  unusual  situation  of  the 
RepuUicans  promising  to  balance  the 
budget,  cut  taxes,  stop  deficit  spending 
and  reduce  the  national  debt — and  then 
claim  credit  for  a  percent  reduction  in 
individual  income  taxes  the  Democrats 
had  provided  to  take  effect  on  January  1 
this  year. 

At  no  time  after  World  War  n  did  the 
then  President  Truman  ever  recommend 
deficit  financing.  The  fact  is  that  the 
Truman  administration,  despite  the  cost 
of  the  Korean  conflict,  operated  the 
Government  on  a  cash  basis..  For  the 
8  years.  1946  to  1953.  inclusive,  cash 
operating  inc(Hne  of  the  Government 
exceeded  operating  outgo  by  $6,862,000.- 
000.  Excepting  1949.  1952,  and  1963,  a 
surplus  in  revenue  was  recorded. 

At  the  outset,  this  administration  in- 
stituted a  "hard-money"  policy.  It 
boosted  the  Interest  rate  on  new  Gov- 
ernment securities  and  withdrew  sup- 
port from  outstanding  obligations.  Cer- 
tain Government  bonds  dropped  10  per- 
cent in  market  value.  The  smart  opera- 
tors and  bankers  grabbed  these  low- 
priced  securities,  thereby  boosting  their 
interest  return. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  his 
other  hard-money  advocates  soon  were 
forced  to  abahdon  this  policy  and  be- 
gan to  support  the  bonds  through  pur- 
chases. President  Eisenhower,  using 
his  Inlhience  on  the  Federal  Reserve 
Board,  supposedly  an  independent 
agency  created  by  Congress,  and  on  the 
Treasury,  shifted  to  a  soft-money 
policy,  to  counteract  the  effect  Uie 
hard-money   policy   had    on    business. 


employment,  and  the  economy  as  a 
whole. 

The  Republicans  wanted  to  avoid  an 
economic  recession.  Since  then  the 
Federal  Reserve  System  has  pumped 
money  into  the  economy,  booming  cer- 
tain securities  on  the  stock  n»rket. 
many,  far  beyond  their  true  earning 
value.  If  such  an  operation  had  been 
imdertaken  under  a  Democratic  ad- 
ministration, the  Republicans  would 
have  condemned  it  as  inflation. 

In  the  first  session,  the  Republican 
Congress  dealt  a  defeat  to  the  President 
when  it  rejected  his  plea  to  increase  the 
national  debt  limit  from  $275  bilUon  to 
$290  billion.  This  session  granted  the 
administration  a  temporary  1-year  in- 
crease of  $6  billion  after  refusing  to  ful- 
fill a  request  for  a  $15  billion  permanent 
increase. 

The  Republican  platform  advocated 
an  economy  of  "full  production." 

In  December  1952,  the  last  month  of 
the  Democratic  administration,  the 
Federal  Reserve  Board's  seasonally  ad- 
justed -index  of  industrial  production 
stood  at  133  percent  of  the  l$47-49 
average,  the  accepted  base  of  100  per- 
cent. For  June  of  this  year,  it  was  124 
percent,  a  drop  of  9  percent. 

Another  promise  was  eclipsed  by  per- 
formance. 

Fewer  people  were  working  in  JUly  of 
this  year  than  in  the  same  month  in  the 
last  year  of  the  Trvunan  adminis^ation. 
In  July  1952,  the  number  of  jobless  was 
at  1,942,000.  In  July  1954,  the  jobless 
numbered  3,346,000,  an  increase  of  40 
percent,  and  the  working  force  is  in- 
creasing a  million  a  year. 

Republicans  dismiss  the  increased  un- 
employment as  conditions  resulting 
from  soft  spots  in  the  economy.  In- 
dividuals without  jobs  or  income  may  be 
soft  spots  for  the  Republicans,  but 
idle  workers  are  in  a  depression  oi  their 
own. 

This  administration  pays  more  atten- 
tion to  the  manufacturers  and  their 
profits  than  to  the  condition  of  the 
workers.  It  points  with  pride  to  "profits 
after  taxes  of  manufacturing  corpora- 
tions in  1953,"  described  by  a  joint  re- 
port of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
and  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Com- 
mission as  "6  percent  higher  tiian  in 
1952." 

To  counteract  the  decline  in  earnings 
of  workers  and  income  of  farmers,  we 
Democrats  sought  to  get  the  Republican 
Congress  to  increase  the  personal  ex- 
emption on  individual  income  taxes 
from  $600  to  $700.  This  would  have 
saved  the  taxpayers  around  $2'^  bil- 
lion— money  which  could  have  been 
used  to  buy  food  and  goods,  thereby  stim- 
ulating business  activity  and  more  nn- 
ployment.  But  -the  Republicans  de- 
feated this  effort.  They  succeeded  in 
winning,  however,  on  a  proi)osal  to  ex- 
empt from  taxation  a  portion  of  income 
from  dividends  on  stocks,  thereby  giving 
relief  to  individuals  on  unearned  in- 
come— more  relief  than  granted  to  per- 
sons who  work  for  a  living. 

The  Republicans  dropped  the  ekcess- 
profits  taxes  on  corporations.  This  ben- 
efited the  most  profitable  of  corpora- 
tions because  of  the  450,000  operating  in 


this  country,  only  about  50,000  Were  pay- 
ing excess-profits  taxes. 

While  the  Republicans  did  reduce  ex- 
cise taxes  by  $990  miUion.  they  continued 
for  a  year  the  Korean  increases  in  excise 
taxes  amounting  to  $1,077,000,000,  mak- 
ing the  so-called  excise-tax  reduction 
actually  an  increase  of  $87  million.  The 
Republicans  sought  to  make  those  excise 
levies  E>ermanent,  but  we  Democrats  mus- 
tered enough  strength  to  defeat  that 
move,  which  would  have  saddled  the 
people  and  business  with  these  levies 
forever.  The  Republicans  also  con- 
tinued for  another  year  the  corporate 
tax  rr.te  of  52  percent,  to  bring  in  $2 
billion.  The  peacetime  rate  previously 
was  42  percent. 

Now  the  Republicans  continue  to  claim 
credit  for  the  11  percent  tax  reduction 
on  individual  income,  which  we  Demo- 
crats provided  for  in  the  81st  Congress. 
\/hat  the  Republicans  did  on  this  was 
purely  negative. 

The  Individual  Income-tax  payers  will 
save  $3  billions  through  positive  action 
taken  by  the  Democrats,  yet  the  Repub- 
licans claim  they  did  it. 

The  Republicans  also  allowed  the 
social-security  taxes  to  increase  from  3 
to  4  percent  on  payrolls,  half  to  be  paid 
by  the  workers  and  half  by  the  employers. 

On  agriculture,  the  Republicans  made 
big  promises  in  the  1952  campaign.  At 
the  national  plowing  contest  in  Kasson, 
when  he  was  a  candidate,  Mr.  Eisen- 
hower stated  that  he  not  only  favored 
90  percent  of  parity  on  farm  commodity 
prices  but  he  favored  100  percent  in  the 
market  place  for  1954.  But  at  Brook- 
ings, S.  Dak.,  later,  he  placed  no  time 
limit  on  his  pledge. 

After  the  election.  President  Eisen- 
hower changed  his  mind.  He  went  all 
out  for  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Ben- 
son's proposal  for  flexible  price  supports 
from  75  to  90  percent.  Whenever  a  min- 
imum is  set  on  price  supp>orta,  it  auto- 
matically beccanes  the  maximum. 

The  Eisenhower  administration  put 
full  pre -cure  on  Congress  to  adopt  the 
flexible  provision.  Republicans  were 
told  that  if  they  reenacted  the  Demo- 
cratic 90  percent  rigid  price  support  for 
the  basic  commodities  of  cotton,  com. 
wheat,  rice,  tobacco,  and  peanuts.  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  would  veto  the  bill, 
thereby  placing  into  effect  the  old  Aiken 
Act,  passed  by  the  Republican -controlled 
80th  Congress.  This  would  have  made 
the  maximum  price  support  7$  percent. 

The  Republican  compromise  of  82  Vi 
percent  was  adopted  in  view  of  this 
threat.  Despite  the  fact  that  It  was  a. 
compromise,  President  Eisenhower  hailed, 
it  as  a  victory  over  the  farm  bloc  in 
Congress. 

This  victory  over  the  farmers  and 
the  farm  bloc  in  Congress  comes  at  a 
time  when  farmers  are  getting  20  per- 
cent less  for  their  prdoucts  than  they 
were  getting  2  years  ago.  This  means 
another  cut  of  71/2  percent  to  producers 
of  the  basic  crops. 

The  victory  was  a  repudiation  of  the 
President's  own  campaign  promises  for 
the  Republican  platform  said: 

We  favor  a  farm  program  aimed  at  full 
parity  prices  for  all  farm  produets  In  the 
market  place.  •  •   •    The  Republican  Party 
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win  create  conditions  pro^idmg  for  farm 
prosperity  and  atabUlty. 

In  20  months,  Secretary  Benson  ac- 
complished an  unprecedented  thing. 
They  turned  the  town  people  against  the 
farmer.  I  think  this  effort  to  turn  the 
townfolks  against  the  farmer  was  one 
of  the  cruelest  things  I  have  ever  heard 

of. 

Why  they  did  It  Is  pretty  obvious. 
They  did  it  for  political  reasons,  and 
they  used  the  false  argument  that  Gov- 
ernment-held farm  sun>luse8  increase 
the  cost  of  living.  This  discreditable  and 
demagogic  tactic  will  rise  to  haunt  the 
Republican  Party,  even  though  they  did 
it  because  they  are  tnriiig  to  lure  into 
the  GKDF  fold  the  huge  vote  in  the  vast 
cities  across  the  land. 

The  Republican -controlled  House 
Committee  en  Agricult\u-e  repudiated 
the  false  argument  that  six)red  farm  sur- 
pluses increased  the  cost  of  living.  In 
a  special  study  of  the  problem  the  com- 
mittee found  that  while  the  prices  the 
farmer  receives  have  drojiped,  the  retail 
prices  paid  by  consmners  have  risen. 

Out  of  each  dollar  spent  by  the  house- 
wife for  food  produced  ia  this  country, 
the  report  said  the  farmer  receives  44 
cents  gross,  or  14  cents  net,  after  paying 
the  cost  of  production,  including  gaso- 
line, fertilizer,  seed,  labor,  trucks,  trac- 
tors, and  other  supplies.  Thus  with  a 
heavy  investment  and  for  the  labor  of 
himself  and  his  family,  the  farmer  gets 
but  14  cents  of  each  consumer's  dollar, 
a  small  margin. 

The  56  cents  of  the  consumer's  dollar 
goes  to  the  processor,  the  middleman, 
and  the  retailer. 

A  typical  example  cited  by  the  com- 
mittee was  wheat.  It  reached  a  peak 
price  of  $2.81  a  bushel  in  January  1948. 
The  average  price  of  a  loaf  of  bread  was 
then  13.9  cents.  Wheat  is  now  $1.91  a 
bushel,  and  the  average  price  of  a  one- 
pound  loaf  of  bread  has  increased  to  17 
cents. 

Who  are  the  profiteers  under  the  Re- 
publicans— big  business'  The  great 
mass  of  consumers  and  the  struggling 
farmers  do  not  profit. 

The  Republicans  pledged  a  stabilized 
economy  in  their  campaign  pledges.  The 
cost  of  living  has  been  constantly  in- 
creasing. The  costs  have  been  increased 
not  only  on  food,  but  on  utility  rates  as 
well.  The  vast  power  companies  and  the 
telephone  companies  have  increased 
their  rates;  the  price  of  gasoline  heis 
raised  the  cost  of  transportation;  and 
hikes  have  occurred  In  almost  all  lines 
of  services.  This  accounf.s  for  increased 
earnings  by  certain  elements  of  indus- 
try. 

President  Elsenhower  embraced  the 
principle  of  the  houslnil  program  ini- 
tiated in  previous  Democratic  adminis- 
trations— a  program  which  has  made  it 
possible  for  millions  of  young  couples  to 
acquire  homes,  for  millions  of  city  dwell- 
ers to  move  out  of  slums  into  modem, 
healthy  apartments. 

The  Republican  Party  has  made  prom- 
ises for  improved  housing  and  slum 
clearance.  President  Elsenhower  asked 
Congress  to  authorize  the  construction 
of  140,000  units  of  low-cost  housing.  But 
the  Republicans  rebuffed  him,  75  percent 


of  the  G<M»  Members  of  the  House  vot- 
ing against  his  recommendation. 

The  Republicans  cut  his  request  down 
to  35,000  low -cost-housing  units,  just 
one-fourth  of  his  request.  On  the 
straight  rollcall  for  the  140,000  units, 
only  51  House  RepubUcans  voted  for  the 
President's  program,  and  150  voted 
against  him.  On  the  same  vote,  124 
Democrats  voted  for  the  140,000  units 
while  61  voted  against.  In  other  words, 
66%  percent  of  the  Democrats  voted  for 
his  proposal  and  75  percent  of  the  Re- 
publicans voted  against  it. 

Yet  the  compromise  on  35.000  units 
wsis  hailed  by  administration  ballyhooers 
as  a  victory  for  President  Eisenhower. 

It  seems  that  the  Republican  publicists 
around  the  White  House  are  trying  to 
brainwash  the  American  people  to  a  point 
where  one  must  ask:  "When  is  a  victory 
a  defeat,  and  when  is  a  defeat  a  victory?" 

The  answer  could  be:  "In  Republican 
administration  propaganda." 

Certainly  the  Republicans  cannot 
claim  a  victory  for  the  President  on  his 
proposals  they  rejected: 

First.  Revision  of  the  Taft-Hartley 
Labor  Act. 

Second.  Statehood  for  Hawaii  and 
Alaska. 

Third.   The  trade,  not  aid,  program. 

Fourth.  The  health  Insurance  pro- 
gram. 

Plfth.  Give  18-year-olds  a  vote. 

Sixth.  The  internal  security  proposals. 

The  Republicans  did  revise  and  extend 
the  social-security  progrram,  instituted  by 
the  Roosevelt  administration  in  1934, 
and  passed  by  Democrats  despite  the 
GOP  cries  of  "socialism"  and  "radical- 
ism." 

When  the  social-security  proposal  was 
brought  before  the  House  20  years  ago, 
every  Republican  Member  who  voted, 
voted  to  kill  the  measure  on  a  motion  to 
return  It  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

Even  the  revision  was  a  compromise  as 
compared  with  the  request  of  President 
Eisenhower,  who  proposed  to  cover  10,- 
500,000  in  the  old-age  and  survivors  in- 
surance system.  The  Republican  Con- 
gress slashed  the  coverage,  deaUng  the 
President  another  blow.  It  did  raise  the 
monthly  benefit  payments  in  the  belief 
that  this  would  be  politically  adroit. 

It  was  a  strange  scene  in  the  House 
for  us  Democrats  to  see  this  program 
espoused  by  reactionary  Republicans, 
who  had  denounced  the  social -security 
system  as  "socialistic"  and  "radical"  in 
the  days  of  Roosevelt  and  Truman. 

The  mutual-seciu-ity  program,  also 
Initiated  by  the  Democrats  to  aid  Euro- 
pean. Asiatic,  and  other  countries  to 
combat  communism  in  the  early  post 
World  War  n  years,  was  continued  after 
the  Republicans  cut  the  President's  pro- 
posal to  $2.7  billion.  The  President 
needed  Democratic  assistance  in  both 
sessions  to  defeat  the  Republican  isola- 
tionists. In  the  session  just  closed.  141 
Democrats  and  only  118  Republicans  in 
the  House  supported  Mr.  BLsenhower. 

Both  the  President  and  the  Republi- 
can Congress  displayed  their  opposition 
to  public  power,  as  embodied  in  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  and  great 
Federal    projects    that    have    brought 


cheap  power  into  western  regions  which 
have  since  prospered. 

The  determined  efforts  of  this  admin- 
istration to  give  away  to  big  business 
electrical  power,  developed  by  taxpay- 
ers' money,  and  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment's great  timber  and  oil  reserves  and 
grazing  lands  are  revealed  in  policy  and 
legislation.  Much  of  this  has  been  ac- 
complished through  so-called  minor 
bills,  rushed  through  in  more  or  less  dis- 
guised form  to  benefit  selected  groups 
and  special  interests  which  contribute 
substantially  to  Republican  campaign 
funds. 

During  his  presidential  campaign,  Mr. 
Eisenhower  pledged  in  Tennessee  to  sup- 
port the  Temiessee  Valley  Authority. 
He  later  reversed  himself  and  cited  TVA 
as  "creeping  socialism."  His  recent 
order  to  the  TVA  to  let  its  faciliUes  be 
used  by  a  new  power  corporation  set  up 
after  he  entered  the  White  House  was  a 
shocking  act.  Nbt  in  my  memory  has 
a  Chief  Executive  taken  such  a  d]*astlc 
step,  particularly  when  an  established 
government  function  was  involved. 

This  development  has  caused  alarm 
among  many  people,  especially  since  the 
administration  has  committed  Itself  to  a 
giveaway  poUcy — a  policy  by  which  pri- 
vate interests  in  many  lines  are  acqiilr- 
ing  projects  developed  at  taxpayers'  ex- 
pense for  the  benefit  of  the  entire  coun- 
try. 

The  administration  giveaway  policy 
would  have  gone  so  far  as  to  let  business 
take  over  Government  patents  on  atomic 
energy,  which  truly  belong  to  the  tax- 
payers— the  taxpayers  who  contributed 
$10  billion  to  the  development  of 
this  source  of  limitless  energy.  Only  the 
determined  efforts  of  the  Democrats  in 
Congress  prevented  this  policy  beini; 
written  into  law  as  a  part  of  the  revised 
atomic  energy  bill. 

The  Republican  Party  is  determined 
to  take  care  of  its  own.  Thus,  legisla- 
tion to  bolster  the  shipyards  by  authoriz- 
ing modernization  of  old  ships  and  the 
building  of  new  merchant  marine  vessels 
xmneeded  while  thousands  of  wartime 
and  postwartime  vessels  rot  at  their 
hawsers  has  been  speeded  through  Con- 
gress in  the  final  days  of  the  session. 

Now,  let  lis  go  back  for  a  brief  review 
of  the  "dynamic"  and  forward-looking" 
Republican  program: 

The  major  bills  enacted  were,  as  Z 
said  before,  originally  instituted  by 
Democratic  administrations;  namely: 

First.  Reciprocal  trade. 

Second.  Mutual  security. 

Third.  Housing. 

Fourth.  Social  security. 

Fifth.  Farm  price  supports. 

As  for  the  five  positive  pieces  of  leg- 
islation enacted  by  this  Congress,  the 
tidelands  and  St.  Lawrence  Waterway 
bills  had  been  before  Congress  for  a 
long  time,  and  before  World  War  n  we 
Democrats  initiated  a  study  lo<Aing  to 
the  revision  of  the  revenue  bill,  but  wer«L 
interrupted  by  the  emergency  of  the  all- 
out  war  in  the  early  forties.  TTie  emer- 
gency refugee  bill  was  supplemental  to 
previous  refugee  legislation  enacted  toy 
the  Democrats  after  World  War  n. 
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Tbls  admlniBtrfttton  said  it  wanted  an 
Antt-Communlst  law.  But  then  It  be- 
came appareofc  that  the  kind  of  law 
wanted  bjr  the  admlnlstratioda  was  a 
weakHMHwater  measure  which  would 
have  alapped  the  Communists  on  their 
wrists  and  told  them  not  to  be  naughty 
boys.  Tbfe  strong  anti-Communist  bill 
finally  enacted  into  law  was  Initiated  by 
the  Democrats  and  passed  over  admin- 
istration c^n^odtifm.  It  answers  effec- 
tiTdy  the  R^blican  charge  that  Dem- 
ocrats are  traitors  to  their  country,  a 
falsehood  of  the  lowest  type. 

"niroughout  this  Conerress.  the  Re- 
publicans have  shown  hostility  toward 
veterans  of  our  wars  and  legislation  ben- 
efiting them.  They  have  clipped  ap- 
propriations where  possible  and  blocked 
measures  proposed  to  Improve  the  con- 
dition of  the  veterans. 

Throughout  this  Congress,  the  lack  of 
resoivcefulness  of  the  Republicans  has 
become  more  and  more  obvious,  the  ab- 
sence of  vision  has  become  more  pro- 
nounced, and  the  negative  approach  to 
critical  problems  confronting  the  Nation 
Is  glaringly  apparent. 

The  situation  is  such  between  the 
President,  who  has  embraced  much  of 
the  Democratic  legislative  program,  and 
the  RemiUlcans  in  Congress,  who  have 
resisted  it^  that  the  coimtry  will  be  bet- 
ter off  if  it  returns  a  Democratic  Sen- 
ate and  House  in  the  November  elec- 
tions. 

But  there  la  one  slgnlflcant  thing  that 
must  be  cited.  While  the  Republicans 
denounced  the  Roosevelt  and  Truman 
legislative  programs,  during  two  entire 
sessions  of  this  Congress,  they  have  not 
sought  to  repeal  one  piece  of  welfare 
legislation. 

In  1952  the  people  of  the  United 
States  concluded  that  they  wanted  a 
change.  Let  me  repeat,  many  of  them 
got  it  with  a  vengeance.  After  these 
months  of  change,  I  want  to  ask  you, 
Mr.  Itemer.  Mr.  Laboring  Man,  Mr. 
Small-Budness  Man.  "What  is  your  fi- 
nancial condition  in  1954  compared  to 
what  it  was  tai  1951  and  1952?"  and  ask 
3W>u  wherever  you  live,  in  any  section  of 
the  United  States.  "Have  you  been  bene- 
fited by  and  are  you  proud  of  the 
change?" 

— ^—  ( 

NORTH  PACIFIC  FISHEEUES  "niEATr 
LEGISLATION 

Mr.  TOU2PSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  ther»  ibbJecUon 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington? 

There  was  no  objection.  | 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  Uc.  Speaker,  on 
July  23  the  House  approved  H.  R.  9786- 
S.  3713  which  provided  for  the  Interna- 
tional Convention  for  the  High  Seas 
Fisheries  of  the  North  Pacific  Ocean.  It 
implements  the  fishery  treaty  entered 
Into  between  the  United  States,  Canada, 
and  Japan. 

•nirough  taadvertenee,  one  sentence 
was  omitted  from  the  committee  report 
The  sentence  reads  as  follows: 

K  Is  th*  view  of  the  committee  that  noth- 
ing In  thla  bUl  should  be  construed  as  In  any 
way    abandoning    the    so-called    abstention 


doetrlnft  with  regard  to  the  protection  to  its 
coastal  fisheries  as  a  legal  pilnclple  tc  which 
the  United  SUtea  adheres  as  a  matter  of 
sound  policy.  , 

ADMINISTRATION   OP   FARM   PRO- 
GRAM BY  SECRETARY  BENSON 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
Bouse  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 
.  The  IS^EAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mlssoiiri?  I 

There  was  no  objection.  I 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  want  to  make  a  public  apology  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  a  statement 
made  last  Tuesday  which  appeared  In 
the  Congressional  Record  on  page  14844 
when  I  stated  that  "the  Secretary  does 
not  answer  letters  written  by  Members 
of  Congress." 

In  this  morning's  mail  I  received  a  let- 
ter signed  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture replying  to  my  telegram  of  August 
12  requesting  that  the  ASC  county  elec- 
tions in  Missouri  be  postponed. 

I  realize  the  Secretary  is  a  busy  man 
and  that  he  is  surrounded  by  a  group  of 
people  who  are  solicitous  of  his  health 
and  welfare  and  possibly  he  is  so  pro- 
tected and  surrounded  that  he  Is  not 
permitted  to  come  in  contact  with  some 
of  the  problems  which  are  facing  the 
farmers.  I  can  understand  that  may 
be  the  reason  wliy  in  the  past  some  of 
my  letters  have  been  answered  by  assist- 
ants of  the  Secretary,  and  why  1  may 
have  gained  the  impression  that  the  Sec- 
retary does  not  personally  reply  to  his 
mail. 

Now  that  I  have  had  this  letter  signed 
by  Secretary  Benson  I  am  encouraged 
to  believe  that  his  attention  may  have 
been  caUed  to  some  of  the  problems 
which  are  facing  our  farmers.    His  at- 
tention may  have  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  some  of  the  people  responsible 
for  administering  the  farm  program  are 
considering  disregarding  the  intantion 
of  Congress  by  amending  the  ASC  regu- 
lations to  comply  only  with  the  letter  of 
the  law  and  ignoring  the  spirit  of  the 
amendment   recently   adopted   to   the 
Agricultural  Act  which  says  that  the 
Secretary  is  prohibited  from  imposing 
any   limitations   upon   the   number   of 
terms  for  which  members  of  county  com- 
mittees may  be  reelected.    For  the  same 
reason  that  there  should  be  no  limita- 
tion on  the  terms  of  county  committee- 
men, there  likewise  should  be  no  limita- 
tion on  the  terms  of  community  com- 
mitteemen, and  the  farmers  themselves 
should  be  left  free  to  make  their  own 
selections.    That  was  the  intention  of 
Congress   when   the    original    law    was 
passed,  and  I  believe  that  is  the  inten- 
tion of  Congress  now.  as  Indicated  by  the 
amendment  adopted  just  this  week. 
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DANGER  OF  EXCESSIVE  OIL 
IMPORTS 
Mr.   JARMAN.     Mr.   Speaker,   r  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 


The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  May 
25.  1954,  I  addressed  the  House  as  to 
the  dangers  of  continued  excessive  oil 
ixoports. 

Since  that  address  the  gravity  of  the 
situation  in  Oklahoma  has  increased. 
This  is  exemplified  by  the  fact  that  oil 
production  in  my  State  has  declined  from 
538.000  barrels  daily  in  May  to  about 
490.000  barrels  per  day  for  the  month 
of  August — a  cut  of  approximately  50,000 
barrels  daily.  Oklahoma  production  is 
almost  100,000  barrels  per  day  below  the 
corresponding  month  in  1953. 

This  cut  is  reflected  in  a  sharp  drop 
in  collections  from  Oklahoma's  5-percent 
gross  production  tax.  I  quote  from  an 
editorial  in  the  Daily  Oklahoman  of 
August  16.  1954: 

Collections  from  the  S-percent  gross  pro- 
duction tax  dropped  a  half  mllUon  dollars 
below  collections  from  the  same  source  m 
the  corresponding  month  a  year  ago.  The 
decline  was  the  result  of  drastic  reductions 
in  oil  allowables  reflecting  the  global  glut 
of  petroleiun. 

Claude  Barrow,  oil  editor  of  the  Daily 
Oklahoman.  had  a  recent  coaunent  in 
regard  to  the  disturbing  influeaice  of  oil 
imports  on  Oklahoma's  economy  in  his 
column  on  August  11, 1954: 

In  spite  of  the  Industry's  expressed  desire 
to  reduce  excessive  stocks  of  crude  oU  and 
products  this  year,  there's  no  relief  la  sight 
from  imports.  Last  year  foreign  oU  deUv- 
erles  of  aU  oils  averaged  1,023,000  barrels 
daily — equal  to  more  than  a  months'  produc- 
tion of  Oklahoma  fields.  Estimates  for  this 
year  indicate  receipts  of  1.057.000  barrels 
dally. 

It  is  clear  that  oil  Imports  are  injuring 
Oklahoma  oil  producers. 

Add  to  this  local  picture  the  antici- 
pated  return  of  Iranian  oil  on  the  hiter- 
national  and  national  scene  at  a  time 
when  an  excessive  amount  of  foreign  oil 
is  already  finding  its  way  into  the  coun- 
try, and  you  will  have  a  situation  which 
calls  for  the  close  scruUny  of  the  Con- 
gress. It  may  be  too  late  in  these  closing 
days  of  the  83d  Congress  for  congres- 
sional action.  I  cite  you  these  facts  to 
insure  a  congressional  awarenoss  of  the 
problem.  It  is  a  problem  which  must 
be  dealt  with  at  the  earliest  opportunitr 
by  the  84th  Congress. 


STRIKE  AGAINST  AlylERlCAN 
AIRLINES  j 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  to  include  s<Mne  news- 
paper items. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
strike  of  the  pilots  against  American 
Airlines  is  most  unfortunate,  most  un- 
wise, most  unwarranted,  and  most  sense- 
less and  is  causing  much  inconyenience 
to  passengers  traveling  by  air.  This 
strike  should  be  ended  immediately  in 
the  public  interest.    Under  leave  to  ex- 
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tend  my  remarks  I  am  Including  edi- 
torials on  this  distressing  situation 
which  have  appeared  in  the  Fort  Worth 
(Tex.)  Star  Telegram,  the  New  York 
HeAild  Tribune,  the  Cincinnati  Inquirer, 
the  Ohio  State  Journal,  the  Washington 
(O.  C.)  Sunday  Star,  the  San  Diego 
Union,  the  Richmond  News-Leader,  the 
New  York  Times,  and  the  Stamford 
Advocate: 

[Prom  the  Fort  Worth  Btar -Telegram  of 
August  12,  1954] 

A  SXNSKLSSS  Btukk 

American  Airlines,  in  formally  suspend- 
ing Its  1,343  striking  pilots  and  copilots, 
again  has  urged  them  to  return  to  their  Jobs 
and  get  the  system  back  into  operation. 
Hope  that  the  fliers  will  <x>ine  to  a  realiza- 
tion of  the  economic  havoc  they  are  creating, 
for  themselves  and  for  otliers,  and  stop  the 
senseless  affair  should  not  be  relinquished. 

The  strike.  Insofar  as  tlie  public  can  see, 
has  nothing  to  recommend  it.  It  simply 
does  not  reflect  common  horsesense.  Why 
a  thing  like  this  should  (;o  on,  with  heavy 
loss  to  the  airline,  to  the  fliers,  to  the  other 
employees  of  the  line  whc  are  beginning  to 
be  furloughed  from  their  Jobs,  and  at  vast 
inconvenience  to  the  public,  is  more  than 
we  can  fathom. 

The  central  issue  Is  not  complicated.  It 
Involves  the  fiylng  time  on  east-west  trans- 
continental nonstop  flights  which  were 
started  last  year  with  the  appearance  of  the 
faster  DC-7  planes.  The  trip  is  scheduled 
In  8  hours  and  35  mlnut<«.  The  pilots  do 
not  want  to  make  this  exception  to  the  old 
safety  rule  limiting  them  to  8-hour  flights — 
a  rule  which  went  into  effect  23  years  ago 
In  the  horse-and-buggy  days  of  conunerclal 
aviation. 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  Is  the  United 
States  agency  charged  with  the  responsi- 
bility of  determining  and  regulating  avia- 
tion safety  and  the  prote<tion  of  the  pub- 
lic. It  reviewed  the  situation  and  held 
that  the  safety  of  the  public  would  not  be 
adversely  affected.  It  wnlved  the  8-hovir 
limit  and  permitted  the  (;cheduling  of  10- 
hour  flights  on  transcontinental  operation. 
The  United  States  circuit  court  of  appeals 
refused  to  reverse  this  ruling.  That  is  where 
the  matter  stood  when  the  Airline  Pilots  As- 
sociation, after  conferences  had  faUed, 
struck  to  enforce  the  8-hcur  limit. 

Inasmuch  as  12  hours  of  pilot  duty  are 
permitted  on  overseas  flights  without  affect- 
ing safety,  and  inasmuch  aa  the  Federal 
agency  charged  with  prfserving  aviation 
safety  considers  the  domestic  10-hour  limit 
reasonable,  the  striking  pilots  cannot  (.:.;u 
to  have  much  of  a  case. 

It  Is  true  that  scheduled  flight  time  and 
actual  flight  time  may  vary,  depending  upon 
headwinds  and  other  cor.ditlons,  but  the 
average  time  on  the  westtound  transconti- 
nental flights  has  been  oniy  slightly  greater 
than  the  scheduling.  The  pUots  are  not  be- 
ing fatigued.  Nonstop  flights  are  less  trying 
than  flights  having  intermediate  stops. 
Modern  aviation  has  navig:itlonal  aids  never 
heard  of  when  the  8-houj-  rule  was  estab- 
lished. The  transcontinental  planes  carry  a 
pilot,  copilot,  and  a  flight  engineer — 3  men 
to  handle  the  craft,  and  thi;y  fly  only  10  days 
a  month. 

The  coast-to-coast  nonstop  flights  repre- 
sented a  great  improvement;  in  aviation  serv- 
ice to  the  public,  and  It  is  unrealistic  to 
believe  that  their  discontinuance  can  be 
forced  by  the  methods  of  a  strike.  The  pub- 
lic cannot  be  blamed  If  It  gets  the  Impres- 
sion the  pilots  are  attempting  a  featherbed- 
ding  demand  and  standing  In  the  way  of 
aviation  progress. 

Over  this  dispute  the  larf^t  airline  in  the 
country  has  been  shut  dovn.  It  has  17,463 
employees,  many  of  whom  have  dependents 
and   must   be   laid   off   as   the  strike   con- 


tinues, or  the  one-thousand-two-hundred- 
and-odd  striking  pUota  and  copilots,  only 
some  60  were  engaged  In  the  nonstop  op- 
eration. Thus  the  whole  vast  atoppage. 
damaging  to  the  interests  of  thousands  not 
directly  Involved,  affecting  livelihoods  and 
family  welfare,  and  crippling  the  company's 
abUity  to  earn  the  money  from  which  wages 
are  paid,  stems  from  50  men's  argument  over 
flight  time.  The  strike  Is  unjustifiable  from 
any  consideration,  and  la  an  attempt  to  bring 
hurtful  economic  presstire  upon  a  question 
of  safety,  which  properly  is  the  function  and 
the  responsibUity  of  the  ClvU  Aeronautics 
Board. 

[From   the   New  York   Herald   Tribime   of 
Augtist  17,  1954] 

An  Unwibx  Strike  CoNmms 
The  case  of  the  pilots  striking  against 
American  Airlines  has  not  Improved  In  the 
last  2  weeks.  Its  effects,  moreover,  are 
steadily  becoming  wc»se.  The  Air  Line  Pilots 
Association,  by  insisting  on  flights  limited  to 
8  hours,  is  hampering  the  development 
of  nonstop  flights  across  the  continent,  a 
logical  and  almost  necessary  stage  of  prog- 
ress in  air  transportation.  It  has  flouted  the 
Judgment  of  the  Civil  Aeronsutlcs  Board  and 
of  the  CivU  Aeronautics  Administration,  Ig- 
nored a  court  decision  on  the  legal  aspect  of 
its  flight,  disregarded  the  experience  of 
transoceanic  flights,  and  spread  a  good  deal 
of  confusion  throughout  the  airline  system. 
Now  the  nonpilot  personnel  of  American 
Airlines  are  also  affected;  the  company  has 
felt  impelled  to  remove  more  than  15,000  em- 
ployees from  the  payroll  because  of  the 
grounding  of  Its  planes  by  the  1.200  strikers. 
From  the  standpoint  of  the  general  public, 
this  Is  not  a  pretty  record.  A  nonstop  flight 
across  the  continent,  with  two  pHpts  and  an 
engineer,  does  not  Impose  any  hea^i^r  strain 
on  the  personnel  than  many  shorter  ffghts 
with  more  frequent  landings  and  taked^s — 
Indeed,  the  CAB  has  found  it  to  be  safer. 
Considering  the  hours  flown  by  pilots  each 
month,  the  extra  time  over  8  hours  In- 
volved in  the  nonstop  flights  Is  by  no  means 
excessive.  It  has  been  limited  to  10  hours  by 
the  CAB.  and  the  plausible  expectation  Is 
that  with  the  Improvement  in  planes  the 
time  required  to  cross  the  country  will  di- 
minish. Thus  the  precedent  can  hardly 
operate  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  pilots,  any 
more  than  the  similar  but  longer  leeway  al- 
lowed for  transatlantic  flights.  The  pilots 
cannot  expect  to  win  popular  support  on  this 
issue;  whether  or  not  they  have  exposed 
themselves  to  legal  penalties  will  be  known 
when  the  breach-of-contract  action  filed  by 
American  Airlines  is  decided  in  the  courts. 
Meanwhile  the  best  advice  that  could  be 
given  the  pilots  would  be  to  get  back  on  the 
Job  and  into  the  air. 

[Prom  the  Cincinnati  Enquirer  of  August  15, 
1954] 

A  Stopid  Strike 

The  longer  the  strike  persists,  the  more 
puzzled  the  public  becomes  at  the  position 
taken  by  the  Air  Line  Pilots  Association 
against  transcontinental  nonstop  service  by 
American  Airlines.  The  more  puzzled,  and 
certainly  the  less  sympathetic. 

It  borders  upon  the  unt>ellevable  that  the 
1,150  pilots  employed  by  American  are  will- 
ing economically  to  crucify  their  airline 
rather  than  permit  it  to  continue  service 
on  a  coast-to-coast  filght  which  involves 
only  35  minutes  flight  overtime,  in  one  direc- 
tion, and  for  which  the  senior  pilots  are  paid 
at  the  rate  of  $18,000  a  year,  working  only 
10  days  each  month. 

Actually,  only  some  50  pilots  are  directly 
concerned.  And  they,  for  that  matter, 
chose  the  transcontinental  runs  for  them- 
selves. 

The  company  bought  Its  fleet  of  25  DC-7 
long-range  airliners  at  a  cost  of  more  than 


$40  million  for  the  ezpren  pxirpoee  of  pro- 
viding nonstop  service  acroai  the  Nation. 
The  estimated  flight  time  of  8  hours  Is  ex- 
ceeded In  a  westerly  dlrecttoa  only  tottmuee 
the  preTalling  winds  were  found  stronger 
than  anticipated.  Butbound  flights  tr*t« 
correspondingly  shorter. 

The  aaf ety  and  fatigue  consideratloQs  have 
been  examined  by  competent  authorities, 
and  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  autbariaed 
the  8-hour-and-3S-minute  flight  Ume  be- 
tween IdlewUd  and  Los  Angeles.  The  pilota' 
association,  ignoring  the  fact  that  mudi 
longer  tours  of  duty  are  routine  in  trans- 
oceanic flights,  insists  that  none  of  its  men 
can  fly  more  than  8  hours  on  a  domestic 
route.    Arbitration  is  refused. 

The  clear  intent  either  Is  to  make  Ameri- 
can Airlines  pay  some  special  form  of  eztor- 
tion  to  operate  Its  DC-7*s  (although  eco- 
nomic demands  have  been  kept  out  of  the 
picttire)  or  else  terminate  nonstop  trans- 
continental flights  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

In  the  very  nature  of  the  operation,  aa 
intermediate  stop  to  keep  a  pilot  from  put- 
ting in  35  minutes  overtime  in  the  air  would 
increase  rather  than  decrease  any  possible 
hazard,  for  it  would  mean  an  extra  landing 
and  takeoff  for  the  big  plane,  plus  the  long 
and  wasteful  descent  and  ascent  to  the  up- 
per air  strata  in  which  the  nonstop  flights 
operate. 

The  pilots'  association  has  won  many  con- 
cessions from  the  airlines  (and  the  public), 
but  it  risks  more  than  it  realizes  in  this 
stupid  stand  against  progress. 

[Prom  the  Ohio  Stste  Journal  of  August  18, 
1954] 

Unreasonable,  Unwarranted  Aixlxkb  Btkosm 
Shoitu)  Be  Ended 
The  strike  of  pilots  which  has  grounded 
all  flights  of  the  American  Airlines  is  one 
of  the  most  astonishing  work  stoppages  of 
all  time.  The  nominal  Issue  is  whether  the 
crews  on  American  Airlines  nonstop  coast* 
to-coast  flights  can  be  required  to  fly  more 
than  8  hours  a  day  in  order  to  consummate 
the  mghte. 

nonstops  at  btaxb 

Actu^y,  it  simmers  down  to  an  Issue  of 
whether  nonstop  transcontinental  air  sched- 
ules can  be  ^sontlnued,  or  the  union  can  de- 
prive the  pubUc  of  thU  service  they  want 
and  need.  What^the  Pilots'  Association,  an 
American  Federatibn  of  Labor  union.  Is  say- 
ing In  effect  is  that  n^stop  air  service  crois- 
country  from  New  YorK  to  ,Loe  Angeles  and 
from  Washington  to  Los'^^ngeles  should  be 
abandoned.  \ 

And  why  does  the  union  ^y  this?  Be- 
cause the  flight  from  east  to\test.  due  to 
strong  prevailing  winds  through  a'inMd  part 
of  the  year,  requires,  on  an  average?^  min- 
utes over  8  hours.  And  an  8-hour  woKkday 
has  been  in  the  union's  contract,  under  ClvU 
Aeronautics  Board  rules,  since  1931.  The 
union  wants  Intermediate  stops  on  the  trans- 
continental route,  with  changes  of  crews. 
so  as  to  keep  each  crew  member  within  the 
former  8-hour  limit. 

The  pUots'  stand  does  not  take  Into  ac- 
count the  fact  that  when  the  union  contract 
was  flrst  drawn  up  23  years  ago,  there  was 
no  nonstop  transcontinental  service  even 
contemplated.  In  those  days  there  weren't 
any  airplanes  which  could  fly  nonstop  from 
New  York  to  Chicago  with  a  payload. 

CHANQINC  OONDnXONS 

In  the  intervening  years,  mechanical  proff- 
ress  and  public  adoption  of  air  travel  hSTe 
advanced  to  the  stage  wliere  planes  can  fly 
not  only  from  coast  to  coast  on  nonstop  daUy 
schedules,  but  cross  the  Atlantic  Ocean  non- 
stop in  12  hours. 

The  flight  crew  on  an  American  Alrllses 
nonstop  oo(wt-to-coast  trip  consists  of  two 
pUots  and  a  flight  engineer,  ■seh  pUot  on 
a  nonstop  fUght  makes  5  round  trtpe  • 
month — a  toUl  of  10  individual  flights.     B« 
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Is  <m  fll^&ft  doty  10  diiyi  of  the  mntb:  off 
.&atf  M  (toys.  Oftptetna  oC  DO-7  iiaiii«op 
ooMt-to-eoMt  ttttmm  snncBd  •  monthly  p«y 
«<  $l.i17.68  in  JUM.  captetaa  of  DO-61i  and 
ZX>-aB1i  mir«i«ed  $1,897M.  THo  BT«n«*  f  or 
oopUota  lA  the  a  cfhiw  of  jtlenfla  was 
•8B1.44  and  ms  JO.  raqMCtlwly.  S?«iiwlth 
iwrlodtit  phystael  *»*»"«"itf«»'t  and  training 
t— ta  to  maintain  hla  ofwn  effleleney.  the  pUota 
do  not  ipend  aa  many  aa  16  day*  ont  of  a 
month  on  dutle*  or  raqulnmenta  coi^iected 
with  their  employment. 

It  doee  not  leem  unreaaonable  that  pUota 
ahonld  be  aeheduled  In  this  nonstop  ae^hrlce 
to  fly  an  estra  35  minutes  orer  the  fanner 
•-hour  maximum,  when  pilot  members  of 
the  same  union  are  flying  nonstop  tr^  in 
serrloe  with  limits  up  to  lar  hoxirs. 


RXiOT  UlflOIT   OTSaVDX.B> 

Trom.  the  beginning  of  the  8-hoiir  rule  In 
1981.  It  always  was  stipulated  In  contracts 
and  CAB  ruUngi  that  the  mBTimiim  nmit 
oould  be  waived  by  the  CItU  Aeronautics 
Board  Ua  good  reason.  When  the  American 
Airline  nonst<9  fllglits  wo-e  Inaugurated  It 
was  contemplated  that  they  could  be  made 
Just  under  8  hours,  but  ezi>erlence  showed 
that  an  additional  35  minutes  shcnild  be 
allowed.  It  should  be  noted  that  this  much 
time  Is  not  always  reqxilred  to  make  the 
fllgbt. 

A  hearing  was  held  on  this  matter  by  the 
CItU  Aeronautics  Board,  before  which  the 
Pilots'  Aaaodatlon  stated  Its  positloa  In  de- 
tail. The  CAB  ruled  that  "All  of  theae  con- 
siderations lead  the  Board  to  the  concliulon 
that  the  continued  application  of  the  8-hour 
rule  with  reepect  to  the  transcontinental 
nonstop  Is  not  necessary  In  the  Interests  of 
safety."  Hie  union  appealed  the  ruling  to 
the  United  Statea  court  of  appeals  for  an 
order  staying  the  Board's  decision'  pending 
final  appeal.    The  court  refused  the  stay. 

ACTION  IS  Tr>naAaoMABi.s 

Ruled  against  by  the  CAB  and  the  Federal 
courts,  the  Pilots'  Association  scorned  pro- 
poaals  of  arbitration  and  resorted  to  a  strike. 
No  Am  wUl  gainsay  the  pUota  the  right  to 
Btrllce,  but  their  stand  in  thia  instance  is 
unreasonable  from  start  to  finish.  Certainly, 
the  public  which  needs  and  supports  com- 
mercial airlines  has  some  rights  in  the  mat- 
ter. And  one  of  these  la  the  right  to  expect 
the  pilots  to  make  the  small  concession  in- 
volved— 36  minutes — in  the  interest  of  prog- 
rees  In  air  transit,  the  very  business  in 
Which  they  are  engaged. 

Twelve  American  Airline  flights  into  Co- 
Imnbus  alone  have  been  canceled  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  strike.  The  air  travel  of  more 
than  aO.OOO  persons  a  day  throughout  the 
country  Is  affected.  So  are  more  than  17,000 
American  Airlines  employees.  Worse,  there 
Is  a  threat  that  the  strike  may  spread  to 
other  lines,  out  of  sympathy. 

In  the  absence  of  any  convincing  proof 
that  there  would  be  greater  safety  to  air 
travelers  if  transcontinental  flights  were 
broken  up  with  intermediate  stops  and 
changee  of  crews,  pilots  would  be  well  ad- 
vised to  call  off  their  strike  and  agree  to 
arbitration,  at  least. 

(Prom    the    Washington    Sunday    Star    6t 

August  15.  1954] 

Oboitmdkd  AnuicB 

At  midnight  tonight  most  of  16.000  em- 
ployees of  Amwlcan  Airlines  will  be  dropped 
from  the  company  payroll  or  will  receive  the 
required  notlee  for  such  severance.  The  rea- 
eon  for  Oils  drastic  action  by  the  Nation's 
biggest  air  carrier  is  that  Its  entire  fleet  of 
planes  has  been  grounded  since  midnight  of 
July  SO  by  a  strike  of  its  1,200  pUots. 

The  real  Issue,  directly  affecting  only  about 
60  of  theee  1,200  pilots,  is  whether  American 
may  operate  a  nonstop  transcontinental 
schedule  Involving  more  than  8  hours  of  con- 


tlnaovM  flying  by  a  single  crew,  "^ot  more 
than  ao  years  there  has  been  an  8-hour  lim- 
itation, by  Oovemment  regulation,  on  over- 
land commercial  flying.  When  .^nerlcan 
aet  up  Its  nonstop  cross-country  schedule  it 
hoped  to  make  the  trip  in  less  than  8  hours 
each  way.  Experience  proved  that  the  west- 
bound flight,  against  prevailing  winds,  took 
more  time.  The  company  accordingly  asked 
and  received  from  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Bocu-d  express  permission  to  schedule  trans- 
continental nonstop  service  wlthla  a  10- 
hour  limit.  Both  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Ad- 
ministration and  the  CAB  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  longer  flying  time — for  a 
nonstop  operation — would  not  "have  an  ad- 
verse eitfect  on  safety."  The  company  then 
scheduled  its  eastbound  flights  In  7  hours  35 
minutes  and  its  westbound  in  8  hours  35 
minutes. 

The  Air  Line  PUots*  Association  objected 
to  the  breaking  of  the  8-hour  rule  and  Issued 
a  strike  notice.  National  Mediation  Board 
efforts  to  produce  an  agreement  failed  and 
the  Board's  proposal  for  arbitration  was  re- 
jected by  the  union  although  accepted  by  the 
company. 

The  croes-country  airliners  are  operated 
by  a  pilot,  copilot  and  flight  engineer.  They 
average  five  ro\md  trips  monthly,  meaning 
10  working  days  per  month.  Plying  time  is 
limited  to  85  hours  per  month.  Salvles  run 
Close  to  aao.OOO  yearly.  Flying  a  modem  air- 
liner by  a  three-man  crew  without  interme- 
diate landings  and  takeoffs  permits  relaxa- 
tion for  the  pilots  en  route — -unless  weather 
conditions  are  unusually  severe.  It  is  diffi- 
cult to  believe,  particularly  In  view  of  the 
CAB'S  consideration  of  the  point,  that  there 
is  any  danger  involved  In  the  extm  flying 
time  required  for  five  westbound  flights  per 
month. 

It  has  been  proved  that  there  Is  a  public 
demand  for  the  nonstop  service.  The  Pilots' 
AssoclaUon  wUl  be  doing  Itself,  the  airline 
indtistry,  and  the  public  a  real  injury  If  Its 
action  forces  abandonment  of  this  service. 

[From  the  San  Dlego  Union   of  Augxtst   13 
1954 J  I 

Mattex  or  MnfDTxa        ' 

Airline  pilots  are  flndlng  little  public  sym- 
pathy for  their  strike  against  American 
Airlines. 

In  effect,  what  the  pilots  want  Is  a  feather- 
bedding  provision  (adding  an  unneedtd  third 
pilot) ,  or  a  halt  to  aviation  progress.  Neither 
request  is  reasonable. 

The  protest  of  the  pilots  does  not  Involve 
working  conditions  or  pay.  The  alronen  are 
striking  because  transcontinental  flights 
from  east  to  west  will  take  slightly  more  than 
the  a  hours  of  their  usual  shift.  American 
estimates  the  extra  time  at  35  minutes.  The 
pilots  claim  the  flight  takes  0  hours,  some- 
times 10. 

The  fliers'  contention  that  piloting  beyond 
the  8-hour  mark  automatically  impedes 
safety  is  disputed  by  the  Civil  Aeranautica 
Board,  which  has  issued  a  temporary  order 
extending  flying  time  to  10  hours  for  a  crew. 
The  CAB  U  charged  with  enforcing  strict 
safety  rules. 

With  two  pilots  and  an  engineer  the  flight 
crew  is  not  eonflned  during  the  usual  trip. 
And  the  8-hour  day  is  not  involved  In  a  40- 
hour-week  question,  or  anything  like  It. 
The  pilots  fly  only  10  days  a  month.  The 
schedule  does  not  appear  exhausting  to  a 
point  of  creating  danger. 

On  overseas  airlines  pilots  often  fly  as 
long  as  12  hours,  although  they  usually  have 
3  men. 

Within  a  short  time  we  will  have  planes 
with  speed  to  make  this  dispute  academic. 
Meanwhile,  it  seems  foolish  to  halt  welcome 
nonstop  cross-country  flights  becauae  of  35 
minutes'  difference  for  a  pilot  who  flies  10 
days  out  of  30. 


[From  the  Richmond  News  ZiOader  of 
August  14.  1954] 

Stakd  Pat,  AMxaiCAif 

American  Airlines  has  an  opportunity  ]ust 
now — a  terribly  painful  c^portnnlty,  to  be 
sure — to  render  a  service  of  Incalculable 
value  to  the  entire  air-transportation  indus- 
try. If  American  can  stand  fast  in  the  face 
of  an  unwarranted  strike  of  its  1,200  pilots, 
the  industry  may  be  saved  in  the  future  the 
catastrophic  effects  of  the  labor  practlcee 
that  have  so  harassed  the  railroad  industry. 

Let  us  put  it  bluntly:  This  Is  a  feather- 
bed strike  the  pilots  are  staging.  The  aim 
is  to  force  American  Airlines,  as  a  price  for 
maintaining  transcontinental  nonstop  serv- 
ice, to  employ  additional  pilots  that  are  not 
needed  to  perform  work  that  does  not  have 
to  be  done.  This  is  the  sort  of  make-work 
agreement  devised  by  the  railroad  unions 
and  extended  to  outrageous  limits  by  the 
musicians'  union.  It  cannot  be  jiistifled  in 
economics,  in  law,  or  in  the  long-term  wel- 
fare of  the  union  members  thezaselves. 

The  American  labor  movement  has  been 
marred  by  some  strange  and  unwarranted 
strikes,  but  none  has  been  stranger  or  more 
unwarranted  than  this  ens.  Only  50  pilots 
actually  are  involved  In  a  dispute  that  on 
Monday  will  throw  more  than  16,000  em- 
ployees off  American's  payroll.  These  60 
pilots  are  the  aristocrats  of  the  air — the 
senior  pilots  and  copilots,  earning  from  $10,- 
000  to  120,000  a  year,  who  fly  the  transcon- 
tinental runs.  In  a  normal  month  they  work 
only  10  days  and  are  off  20,  and  the  Imme- 
diate cause  of  their  dispute  Is  that  on  5  days 
a  month  American  would  require  them  to 
fly  an  extra  35  minutes  to  an  hour  beyond 
the  pilot's  customary  8-hour-fl|ght  limita- 
tion. This  flying  time  is  necessary  to  main- 
tain westbound  nonstop  service  from  New 
York  to  Los  Angeles;  on  eastbound  flights, 
from  Los  Angeles  to  New  York,  prevailing 
tallwlnds  permit  nonstop  service  within  the 
8-hour  limit. 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  has  approved 
American's  westbound  schedule  as  a  safe  one. 
The  ClvU  Aeronautics  AdmlnUtrstion.  which 
enforces  CAB's  orders,  also  ha«  found  no 
hazard  In  the  extra  35  minutes.  A  Federal 
court  has  refused  to  set  aside  the  CAB's 
ruling. 

Plainly,  the  pilots  would  not  be  subjecting 
their  own  company  to  heavy  loss  of  revenue. 
Imposing  upon  their  fellow  employees,  and 
damaging  their  own  high  reputations,  if  they 
did  not  feel  that  a  labor  gain  off  great  im- 
portance is  at  stake.  They  must  know  the 
absurdity  of  their  contention  that  the  extra 
35  minutes  of  flying  time  Is  not  safe.  They 
do  know  that  within  a  few  years  new  Jet- 
liners will  permit  westbound  transcontinen- 
tal runs  in  much  less  than  8  hours  and  thus 
make  the  question  academic.  But  if  they 
can  win  this  strike,  establishing  a  feather- 
bed practice  and  usurping  the  clear  preroga- 
tives of  management,  the  pilots  will  have 
established  a  make-work  precedent  for  all 
airlines. 

The  railroads  wents  through  this  and  stir- 
rendered  and  came  bitterly  to  regret  it. 
If  this  time  American  refuses  to  surrender 
to  the  pilots'  economic  rough  stuff,  the 
entire  Industry  will  be  In  Ameiflcan's  debt 
for  years  to  come. 

[Prom  the  New  York  Times  of  August   16, 
1951] 

The  Aieunk  Strikx  ! 

The  walkout  of  1,243  pllote  otf  American 
Airlines  is  well  Into  Its  third  week  and  the 
financial  losses  are  rapidly  mounting.  While 
other  air  transport  companies  have  sched- 
uled additional  flights  and  are  taking  up 
some  of  the  slack  left  in  the  Nation's  vital 
communications  system,  nevertheless  thou- 
sands of  Innocent  bystanders  are  being  In- 
convenienced and  hurt. 
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Apart  from  the  many  customers  of  the  air- 
line business  who  cannot  travel  as  they  wish 
the  strike,  beginning  todsy,  will  result  In  the 
disbanding  of  the  company's  scattered  staffs, 
affecting  a  total  of  about  16,000  persons.  If 
the  company  carries  out  its  announced  plan, 
nearly  1,900  employees  will  be  dropped  from 
the  payroll  immediately.  Two-week  layoff 
notices  will  go  out  to  IS.tQl  others. 

To  these,  and  to  the  watching  public,  this 
seems  an  unfortunate  spectacle  of  failure  in 
labor-management  relations.  The  issue  in- 
volved Is  so  complicated  tind  technical  that 
the  outsider  finds  It  difficult  to  place  the 
blame.  But  there  is  obviously  need  for  medi- 
ation. Before  the  strike  the  Air  Line  PUots 
Association  told  the  Ntitlonal  Mediation 
Board  that  suggestions  of  arbitration  of  the 
issue  were  "Inappropriate  and  impractical." 
American  Airlines  has  said  It  was  ready  to 
arbitrate  its  "legal"  right  to  maintain  pres- 
ent nonstop  schedules.  The  phrasing  of  this 
offer  apijears  to  place  a  limitation  on  the 
arbitration,  but  the  company's  position  is 
that  neither  the  line  nor  the  pilot  has  the 
right  to  arbitrate  or  modify  safety  standards 
approved  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Adminis- 
tration. 

The  suffering  public  and  the  many  workers 
who  are  losing  their  means  of  livelihood  are 
not  Interested  In  the  legalistic  aspects  of 
the  dispute.  Is  there  any  reason  why  the 
National  Mediation  Board  cannot  ask  the 
disputing  parties  to  sit  down  and  start  talk- 
ing things  over  again? 

(From   the   Stamford    (Conn.)    Advocate   of 
August  6,  1954] 

Thx  Axxunx  Sranot 

The  issues  In  the  present  strike  being  con- 
ducted  by  the  Airline  Pilots'  Association 
Against  the  American  Airlines  are  not  too 
dlfllcult  to  understand.  It  Is  hard  to  under- 
stand, however,  what  the  pilots  expect  to 
gain  by  their  action. 

A  nonstop  transcontinental  flight  from 
New  York  to  California  takes  8  hours  and 
SS  minutes  because  of  prevailing  headwinds. 
The  eastward  flight  takes  about  an  hour 
less.  The  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 
alter  a  thorough  study  extended  the  time 
a  pilot  can  be  In  the  air  on  continuous  land 
flight  from  8  hours  to  10  hovirs.  The  CAA 
decided  that  there  was  no  violation  of  safety 
in  the  longer  schedule.  It  has  been  pointed 
out  that  transoceanic  air  service  allows  for 
12  hours  In  the  air  and  that  the  safety  rec- 
ord has  been  almost  perfect. 

The  pilots  say  that  they  have  a  2-hour 
preparation  period  before  the  flight  starts 
and  that  they  also  have  a  30-mlnute  de- 
briefing period  at  the  end  of  the  trip.  The 
airlines  point  out  that  actually  the  3-man 
crew  only  works  10  calendar  days  a  month 
and  that  the  wages  for  captains  run  to  $1,600 
a  month. 

The  striking  pilots,  however,  claim  that 
they  are  striking  purely  In  the  interest  of 
safety.  Here  they  place  their  Judgment  di- 
rectly atfainst  the  opinion  of  the  CAA.  Also  it 
Is  Ironical  that  members  of  the  same  asso- 
ciation find  that  it  Is  safe  enough  to  fly 
planes  on  the  same  schedule  for  Trans-World 
and  United  Airlines.  It  has  t)een  noted  that 
pilots  have  shown  a  distinct  preference  for 
the  transcontinental  flight  since  the  DC-7s 
were  put  Into  operation  late  last  year. 

What,  then,  are  the  pilots  seeking?  Their 
wage  rate  seems  well  above  the  average.  The 
hours  are  not  burdensome.  The  CAA  has 
certified  that  their  working  conditions  are 
safe.  Is  It  possible  that  the  pilots  are  strik- 
ing merely  to  show  their  strength? 

Whatever  the  reason,  the  airline  is  losing 
•750,000  a  day  In  receipts  and  the  public  Is 
learning  that  there  are  other  means  of  trans- 
portation. 


PROGRAM  FOR  1955 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  azid  to  revise  arv^ 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
should  like  to  have  the  attention  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Raybxtrn]. 
I  would  like  to  inquire  what  the  program 
of  the  new  leadership  In  power  in  the 
House  will  be  beginning  on  January  5. 
next.  Will  it  be  one  of  a  strong  national 
defense  program,  fight  against  Commu- 
nism, 90  percent  parity  for  the  farmers 
and  protection  of  servicemen,  aged,  vet- 
erans, small  business,  irrigation,  soil 
conservation,  REA.  the  rights  of  labor? 
I  would  inquire  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  what  the  program  of  the  majority 
leadership  will  be  beginning  in  January 
when  our  party  takes  control. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  do  not  know  who 
will  be  in  charge  of  the  leadership,  but  If 
it  is  the  Democratic  Party,  we  are  always 
for  the  people  and  the  answer  to  the 
gentleman  is  strongly  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman. 

The  people  will  look  forward  to  the 
new  leadership  and  its  important  pro- 
gram. 

THE    SCHOOL   SITUATION 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute,  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
asked  for  this  1  minute  to  express  my 
utter  disappointment  at  the  failure  of 
the  administration  and  the  83d  Con- 
gress to  do  something  about  the  serious 
situation  confronting  the  schools  of  our 
Nation. 

I  was  very  much  impressed  with  an 
article  appearing  in  one  of  the  local 
papers  only  yesterday,  telling  about  the 
serious  situation  in  the  city  of  Baltimore. 
It  is  true  that  that  situation  exists 
throughout  the  Nation.  There  will  be 
700,000  boys  and  girls  without  satisfac- 
tory schoolrooms,  having  to  attend 
school  in  double  sessions  this  coming 
year.  It  is  a  really  serious  situation,  and 
I  cannot  understand  why  the  Congress 
can  further  delay  meeting  what  is  al- 
ready a  national  disgrace,  and  continu- 
ing a  disgrace,  for  us  to  disregard  this 
problem. 

ALCIDE  DE  GASPERI'S  VISIT  TO 
CHICAGO  RECALLED 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Sr>eaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  roQuest  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  O'HARA  of  lUizMis.     Mr.  Speaker. 

I  wish  to  associate  myself  with  Uie  gen- 
tleman from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Rodino] 
and  others  who  have  voiced  the  dee^ 
grief  of  the  Members  of  this  body  at 
the  sudden  passing  of  former  Premier 
Alclde  De  Gaspert.  of  Italy.  He  was 
one  of  the  great  men  of  our  times,  on* 
of  the  truly  great  men  of  the  ages. 

Minutes  before  his  pas^ng.  with  his 
family  gathered  about  him,  with  Msgr. 
Rodolfo  Grandi.  who  gave  Mm  extreme 
unction,  he  said:  "I  say  goodby  to  aU 
people  who  loved  me." 

Thus  he  took  his  leave  of  us,  for  num- 
bered among  the  countless  thousands  In 
all  the  nations  of  the  free  world,  who 
truly  loved  him  were  we  In  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

Possessed  of  the  simple  goodness  of 
Francis  of  Asslsi.  he  kept  the  Iron  Cur- 
tain from  descending  on  his  country. 
Pressed  between  the  totalitarian  left  and 
the  totalitarian  right,  he  steered  a  coune 
which  was  bringing  about,  culturally  and 
economically,  something  of  a  renaissance 
In  Italy.  The  evidence :  the  Andria  Doria 
and  the  Christoforo  Columbo  In  ship- 
building; the  purchase  of  400,000  acres 
of  land  from  absentee  landlords  for  set- 

lement  by  landless  peasants.  It  is  \m- 
derstandable  that  in  Italy  Signor  De 
Gasperi's  death  Is  mourned  by  g.'eat  and 
small. 

In  a  special  manner  the  people  of 
Chicago  will  join  in  that  grief.  For  we 
recall  with  pleasure  the  visit  of  the  great 
Premier  and  his  daughter  Maria  to  our 
city  in  January  1947.  On  that  occasion 
we  shared  with  him  the  exhibition  of 
modem  art,  displas^ed  at  our  Art  Insti- 
tute, and  congratulated  De  Oasperi  and 
all  Italy  on  the  textiles,  ceramics  and 
Other  evidences  of  the  cultural  and  eco- 
nomic renaissance  which  was  taking 
place  under  his  guidance  and  encour- 
agement. 

We  in  the  United  States  Join  with  the 
people  of  the  free  world  in  the  sense  oi 
loss  which  we  share  with  the  people  of 
Italy.  With  Adenauer  of  Germany, 
Schuman  of  France,  Spaak  of  Bel- 
gium, De  Oasperi  was  endeavoring  to 
weld  a  United  States  of  Europe  which 
would  be  a  bulwark  of  free  nations 
against  the  executioner  state.  Pr^nley 
De  Gasperi,  in  death,  has  thrown  ttm 
torch  of  democracy  and  unity  to  the 
free  world.  His  monument  must  be  a 
free  and  United  States  of  Europe. 


DEFENSE    CONTRACTS 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  fnmx 
Pennsylvania  ? 

There  was  no  objectioiL 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr, 
Speaker,  the  Defense  Department  has 
issued  a  new  invitation  for  bids  on  Army 
tanks.  This  invitation  contains  a  pro- 
vision that  makes  it  almost  impossible 
for  any  concern  but  General  Motors  to 
get  this  tank  contract. 
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The  Defense  Department's  decision 
last  year  gare  an  exchistve  contract  for 
M<-48  tanks  to  Oexteral  Motors.  It  forced 
tbe  CkMtng  ot  an  other  sources  of  supply. 
The  Ooremment  ordered  the  facility  at 
BirdslMro  In  my  district  to  be  put  in 
raothbaOa.  Several  hundred  workers 
lost  their  Jobs.  The  Government  lost 
miiHAtyt  of  dollars  it  had  invested  in  the 
plant  UKl  In  tnUning  employees  tor  the 
required  skill. 

And  now  General  Motors  is  again 
favored  by  this  provision  In  the  new 
Invitation  for  tank  bids. 

Here  is  the  unfair  provision  which  kills 
all  chances  for  fair  bidding  and  for  the 
oj^MXtunity  for  GM  competitors  to  get 
the  tank  contract: 

In  the  •vent  tbat  this  award  reqxiires  a 
reopening  of  a  facility  that  has  been  In 
atandbjr  cr  la  now  In  the  process  of  being 
placed  in  standby,  the  cost  of  the  Govem- 
snent  for  such  layaway  «nd  the  cost  required 
for  reopening  will  be  considered  In  evaluat- 
ing this  {OoposaL 

This  kind  of  procedure  may  be  good 
for  General  Motors.  But  It  is  bad  for 
Pennsylvania  and  it  Is  not  good  for  the 
Nation. 

What  chance  will  there  be  in  the  fu- 
ture for  anyone  to  compete  successfully 
with  General  Motors?  Great  damage  Is 
being  done  to  free  enterprise  by  practices 
of  ttiis  administration  in  favoring  giant 
moncq^wlies  without  consideration  for 
small  business  or  the  public  welfare. 


WE  STILL  T.TKTI!  TRT? 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  ocmsent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  r«narks. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to 
the  requert  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  !vas  no  objection. 

Mr.  BBNDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have 
written  the  record.  I  hope  we  play  It 
long  and  often  between  now  and  No- 
vember. If  we  do,  the  voters  are  going 
to  Join  in  a  revived  chorus  of  the  one 
they  sang  back  in  1952.  This  time  they 
are  going  to  say  "We  still  Uke  Ike." 

I  also  wish  to  express  my  appreciation 
at  this  time  to  my  colleagues  on  both 
aides  of  the  aisle  for  their  friendship  and 
their  good  wilL  I  have  thoroughly  en- 
joyed my  service  here. 

I  would  especially  like  to  express  my 
deep  appreciation  to  the  Republican 
leadership  of  the  House,  our  Speaker. 
JOK  Martdt;  our  floor  leader.  Chakux 
Hallxck;  our  whip.  Lks  Arxnds;  Lko 
Allxn  ;  and  all  the  others  who  have  pro- 
vided leadership  for  the  Elsenhower  pro- 
gram. 

Never  in  the  history  of  the  Congress 
have  we  had  a  finer  demonstration  of 
elfective  leadership  for  a  forward-look- 
hig  program  than  has  been  evidenced 
here  during  the  past  2  years.  No  Presi- 
dent in  our  time  was  more  worthy  of  the 
support  of  Congress  and  no  President  in 
our  time  has  received  the  kind  of  cooper- 
ation that  Dwlght  Eisenhower  has  had. 


CORRBCTING  ENROLLMENT  OF 

BILL 
Mr.  WOLVERTON.    Mr.   Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  immedl- 
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ate  consideration  of  the  resolutioa  (S. 
Con.  Res.  108)  that  was  adopted  uiiani- 
mously  by  the  Senate  last  evening. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  Houee  of 
Representatives  concuTTing) ,  That  the  Clerlt 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  in  tlae  en- 
rollment of  the  bUl  (H.  R.  7840).  entitled 
"An  act  to  amend  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Act,  the  Railroad  Retirement  Tax  Act,  and 
the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act," 
Is  authorized  and  directed  to  make  the  fol- 
lowing  corrections : 

On  page  9  of  the  House  engrossed  bill,  after 
line  3,  Insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  206.  (a)  Section  3201.  EectioQ  3202 
(a),  section  3211,  and  section  3221  cif  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  are  hereby 
amended  by  striking  out  '$300'  each  place  it 
appears  In  each  such  section  and  ii^trtlng 
In  Ueu  thereof  '$350.' 

"(b)  Section  3231  (e)  (1)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  hereby  amended  by 
Inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
sentence:  'Compensation  for  service  as  a 
delegate  to  a  national  or  international  con- 
vention of  a  railway  labor  organlzatlooi  de- 
fined as  an  "employer"  in  subsection  (a) 
of  this  section  shall  be  disregarded  tot  pur- 
poses of  determining  the  amount  of  taxes 
due  pursuant  to  this  chapter  if  the  individ- 
ual rendering  such  service  has  not  pre- 
viously rendered  service,  other  than  as  such 
a  delegate,  which  may  be  included  tn  his 
"years  of  service"  for  piu-poses  of  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Act.'  " 

On  page  13,  of  the  House  engrossed  bill, 
after  line  19,  Insert  the  following: 

"Sbc.  407.  The  amendments  to  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  made  by  section  206 
shall  become  effective  as  if  enacted  as  a  part 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954." 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  a 
motion  to.  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  In  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker, 
Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  108  pro- 
vides a  technical  amendment  to  H.  R. 
7840.  This  amendment  to  the  RaCroad 
Retirement  Act.  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Tax  Act,  and  the  Railroad  Unemploy- 
ment Insurance  Act  was  passed  by  the 
Senate  last  evening  after  it  had  adopted 
H.  R.  7840  as  previously  passed  by  the 
House. 

This  amendment  is  necessary  because 
since  the  bill  passed  the  House  a  new 
revenue  act  was  adopted  by  Congreas  and 
signed  by  the  President.  This  latter  act 
not  being  in  existence  at  the  time  this 
House  passed  H.  R.  7840,  reference  was 
made  to  the  Revenue  Tax  Act  then  In  ex- 
istence. Hence  the  necessity  to  bring 
,the  act  as  passed  in  the  Senate,  contain- 
ing the  original  reference,  in  accord  with 
the  present  law.  The  amendments  are 
purely  technical  and  do  not  change  any 
substantive  part  of  the  bill  as  passed  by 
the  House  and  Senate. 

It  is  most  gratifying  to  me  as  the  spon- 
sor of  the  legislation  contained  in  H.  R. 
7840,  and,  which  was  introduced  by  me  at 
the  request  of  the  23  Railroad  Brother- 
hoods, and,  also  equally  gratifying  to  all 
who  have  supported  the  legislation,  to  re- 
alize that  now  it  is  an  accomplished  fact 
so  far  as  cong^^esslonal  action  is  con- 
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cemed.  All  that  it  needs  now  U>  become 
law  is  the  approval  of  the  President.  X 
feel  confident  he  will  give  the  bill  his  ap- 
proval. 

The  bin  Is  exceedingly  meritorious.  It 
is  particularly  so  In  reducing  the  retire- 
ment age  of  women  workers  and  as  sur- 
viving beneficiaries  to  60  years  instead 
of  65  years  as  it  was  In  the  preVious  law. 
It  also  enables  children  of  deceased 
workers,  who  are  handicapped  mentally 
or  physically  to  be  continued  as  bene- 
ficiaries beyond  the  present  18-year-old 
limitation.  It  also  permits  railroad 
workers  who  continue  to  work  beyond  85, 
and,  at  a  reduced  wage,  to  have  the  full 
benefit  of  the  larger  wages  earned  by 
them  before  reaching  the  65-year  age. 
It  also,  among  many  other  benefits,  per- 
mits retired  workers  to  earn  $100  per 
month  by  employment  other  than  on 
railroad.  In  addition  to  retirement  bene- 
fits, also  increases  the  benefits  of  those 
railroad  workers  who  under  the  new  law 
will  pay  Into  the  retirement  fund  on  the 
basis  of  $350  instead  of  $300  monthly 
earnings.  For  all  such  it  will  mean  a 
substantial  Increase  in  their  retirement 
benefits  based  on  the  additional  amount 
paid  into  the  fund. 

The  new  law  is  also  noteworthy  in  that 
It  increases  substantially  the  per  diem 
pay  when  the  worker  is  unomployed. 
This  is  in  recognition  of  the  higher  cost 
of  living  that  now  exists  as  contrasted 
with  the  lower  cost  of  living  that  pre- 
vailed when  the  per  diem  pay  for  unem- 
ployment was  originally  adopted. 

There  are  many  other  changes  con- 
tained in  the  new  law  designed  to  be 
helpful,  but.  I  think  I  have  mentioned  a 
suflQcient  number  to  clearly  demonstrate 
the  merit  of  the  legislation  that  passed 
the  House  by  a  vote  of  367  to  0.  and,  the 
Senate  by  almost  a  unanimous  vote. 

The  members  of  the  railroad  brother- 
hoods, and,  their  representatives  who 
worked  so  hard  and  faithfully  for  the 
passage  of  the  bill,  are  highly  grateful 
and  appreciative  of  the  favorable  action 
taken  by  Congress,  and,  may  I  In  extend- 
ing their  appreciation  also  express  my 
own  for  the  help  and  cooperation  ex- 
tended to  me  as  sponsor  of  the  legislation. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  I  know  that  the 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  men  and 
women  who  work  on  American  railroads 
are  gratified  today  because  of  the  ap- 
proval last  night  in  the  other  body  of 
H.  R.  7840,  the  Wolverton  bill  to  amend 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  and  the 
Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act, 
It  will  be  recalled  that  this  bill  passed 
the  House  on  July  30  by  a  vote  of  360 
to  0.  Since  that  time,  the  able  repre- 
sentatives of  railroad  brotherhoods, 
having  the  responsibility  for  seeking 
final  action,  have  done  excellent  work 
and  they  are  to  be  congratulated  not 
only  for  their  consistent  and  patient 
efforts  but  for  their  success  of  last  night. 
I  am  confident  that  the  bill  will  be  signed 
by  the  President  so  that  these  much 
needed  Impro/ements  in  the  Railroad 
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Retirement  Act  and  the  Railroad  Unem- 
ployment Insurance  Act  will  become  ef- 
fective soon. 

I  want  to  add  that  it  seems  most  de- 
sirable to  enact  Senate  Concurrent  Res- 
olution 108  at  this  time  which  would 
make  technical  changes  in  order  to  bring 
the  bill  mto  accord  with  the  recently 
enacted  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954. 
It  is  my  understanding  that  there  is  no 
objection  to  enactment  of  this  resolu- 
tion on  the  part  of  those  wlio  have  had 
the  responsibility  of  developing  and  pre- 
senting these  amendments. 


The  conference  report  was  agreed  to, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


MRS.  CECIL  NORTON  BROY 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois  submitted  the 
following  conference  report  and  state- 
ment on  the  bill  (H.  R.  7886)  for  the 
relief  of  Mrs.  Cecil  Norton  Broy: 

CONFKRENCi:  Repokt  (H.  Rept.  No.  2677) 
The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H. 
R.  7886)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Cecil  Norton 
Broy.  having  met  after  full  and  free  con- 
ference, have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as 
follows : 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend- 
ment numbered  1. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendments  of  the  Sanate  num- 
bered 2  and  3,  and  agree  to  the  same. 
Edgak  a.  Jonas. 
E.   L.  FoaaESTTR. 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

V^ILUAM    LANCni, 

Pat  McCakran. 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statxmkkt 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  dUagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7886)  for  the  relief 
of  Mrs.  Cecil  Norton  Broy.  submit  the  fol- 
lowing statement  in  explanation  of  the  ef- 
fect of  the  action  agreed  upwn  and  recom- 
mended In  the  accompanying  conference  re- 
port as  to  such  amendments,  namely: 

The  bill  as  passed  the  House  would  appro- 
priate the  sum  of  S3.000  to  Mrs.  CecU  Norton 
Broy,  In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against 
the  United  States  for  medical  and  hospital 
expenses  incurred  by  her  husband.  Charles 
Clinton  Broy.  as  a  result  of  his  having  been 
struck  by  a  train  ojjerated  by  the  Imperial 
German  Government  and  the  German  Na- 
tional Railways  at  a  crossing  in  Berghelm, 
Germany,  on  August  29.  1940,  whUe  he  was 
employed  by  the  United  States  Government 
In  the  diplomatic  service. 

The  Senate  increased  the  sum  to  $10,000 
and  made  other  minor  amendments  to  the 
bill.  At  the  conference  the  Senate  conferees 
receded  from  Its  amendment  No.  1.  and  the 
House  conferees  receded  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos. 
a,  3.  and  agreed  to  the  same. 

Edgak  A.  Jonas, 
E.    L.    Forrester, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  call  up  the  conference  report  on  the 
bUl  (H.  R.  7886)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Cecil  Norton  Broy,  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  statement  of  the  man- 
agers on  the  part  of  the  House  be  read 
In  lieu  of  the  report 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  nu- 
nois? 

I      There  was  no  objection. 

i      The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 


ESTATE  OF  REV.  PANG  WHA  IL 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  immedi- 
ate consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1504)  for 
the  reUef  of  the  estate  of  Rev.  Pang 
Wha  n. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
IlUnois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Tre«wury  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  estate  of  Rev. 
Pang  Wha  II,  deceased,  the  sum  of  $10,000. 
in  full  satisfaction  of  all  claims  against  the 
United  States  for  compensation  for  the  death 
Of  the  said  Rev.  Pang  Wha  II.  eustatned  on 
December  10,  1952,  as  a  result  of  having  been 
severely  assaulted  by  a  second  lieutenant  In 
the  Army  of  the  United  States  while  such 
second  lieutenant  was  leading  a  raiding  party 
In  tbe  village  of  Dong  Chang  Rl  in  Korea: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  ap- 
propriated in  this  act  shall  be  paid  or  de- 
Uvered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  un- 
lawful, any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  violating  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  fined  in  any  svun  not  exceeding 
$1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

THE    FISCAL    SITUATION    OF    THE 
UNITED   STATES   GOVERNMENT 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentlemsin  from 
Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Eberhartui]  is  rec- 
ognized for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
had  mtended  to  make  some  rather  ex- 
tensive remarks  concerning  the  fiscal 
situation,  the  ta,^  situation,  appropria- 
tions and  so  forth,  but  I  am  not  quite 
preptired  at  this  time  to  do  so  other  than 
make  some  general  observations. 

I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  member- 
ship to  some  statements  made  by  the 
present  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in 
the  January  report,  pages  237  and  238, 
wherein  he  stated  what  he  considered 
to  be  the  fiscal  policies  the  Department 
had  established  and  what  he  conceived 
to  be  the  true  aims  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment.   Among  those  aims  he  said: 

We  have  a  sound  stable  dollar,  not  one  of 
declining  value. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  seems  to  me  when  It 
comes  to  that  objective  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  has  changed  his  policies 
quite  radically  from  what  they  were 
about  a  year  ago.  At  that  time  he  start- 
ed out  to  have  what  he  called  a  hard  dol- 
lar. Of  course,  that  policy  was  followed 
with  so  much  inflexibility  that  the  first 
reaction  of  business  and  the  consuming 
pubUc  was  that  the  dollar  became  so 
hard  to  get  that  we  were  heading  into 
a  recession.    Now  we  have  the  exact 


opposite  policy  being  followed  by  the 
Treasury  Depulanent  in  which  they  are 
trying  to  have  a  little  bit  of  Inflation — 
Just  a  httle  bit  of  inflation.  Of  course, 
he  admitted  after  a  period  of  time  that 
the  Government  securities  were  bringing 
a  lower  interest  rate  now  than  at  any 
time  for  many  years.  He  stated  also 
as  one  of  his  policies: 

The  Government  should  not  spend  more 
than  It  takes  In. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  record  shows  that  for 
the  fiscal  year  just  ended  more  money 
was  spent  by  the  Federal  Government 
than  was  spent  by  tbe  Truman  adminis- 
tration. I  call  attention  to  an  edi- 
torial which  appeared  in  the  Chicago 
Tribune  of  July  27.  1954.  in  which  it  was 
stated: 

When   Mr.   Eisenhower   wai   campaigning 

for  his  office  he  promised  to  bring  about  a 
sharp  reduction  in  expenditures.  In  the 
year  which  ended  in  mid  1952,  Just  before 
the  campaign  started,  the  Government  dis- 
bursed $65.4  billion.  The  achievement  of 
Mr.  Elsenhower  In  bringing  about  eoonomles 
must  be  measured  by  how  much  he  has  cut 
the  spending  below  this  figure  of  $65.4  bil- 
lion. He  has  not  reduced  It  at  all.  Instead 
he  has  Increased  It.  The  Treasury  outgo  In 
the  year  he  has  just  reviewed  was  $3  bU- ' 
lion  more  than  was  spent  by  his  predecessor 
whose  record  he  had  criticized. 

Contmuing  from  this  editorial: 

The  administration  has  indicated  what 
the  outgo  Is  going  to  be  for  the  new  fiscal 
year  which  will  end  June  30,  1956.  The  total 
as  Is  set  down  by  the  Treasury  buUetin  Is 
$65.6  billion,  or  a  little  more  than  Truman 
spent  in  his  worst  year,  and  Truman  at  least 
had  two  excuses  for  a  swollen  budget.  Ha 
was  fighting  a  war  in  Korea  that  has  been 
over  since  July  27,  1953.  Moreover,  he  was 
carrying  cut  the  program  of  economic  aid 
under  the  Marshall  plan.  Economic  aid, 
we  are  told  time  and  again,  haa  been  almost 
completely  stopped. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  also  refer  to  the 
fact  that  the  administration  is  attempt- 
ing to  take  credit  for  cutting  taxes  by 
over  $7  billion. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is,  Mr.  Speaker. 
right  or  wrong,  that  the  present  admin- 
istration has  Increased  taxes  by  contta- 
uing  ones  which  would  have  been  auto- 
matically reduced,  such  as  $2  billion  on 
corporations,  on  which  the  rates  would 
have  gone  from  52  percent  to  47  percent 
on  April  1.  The  administration,  in  effect, 
raised  those  taxes  from  47  percent  to 
52  percent,  so  they  did  not  reduce  those 
taxes;  they  increased  them.  Excise 
taxes  which  were  to  have  been  reduced 
on  cigarettes,  liquor,  and  other  bever- 
ages, auttmiobiles,  trucks,  and  so  on.  in- 
creased rates  which  were  to  have  expired 
April  1,  were  continued  for  1  year  to 
the  extent  of  $1  billion,  so  that  was  an 
actual  increase  in  excise  taxes.  Of 
course,  another  instance  is  that  of  the 
excess-profits  tax.  There  the  adminis- 
tration got  an  extension  of  those  taxes 
for  6  months  amounting  to  an  increase 
of  $800  miUion. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  should  like  to  make 
this  further  point.  Whenever  the  gen- 
eral public,  the  ordinary  taxpayer,  comes 
to  fill  out  his  income-tax  return  next 
April  15,  he  will  find,  unless  he  has  been 
a  very  imfortimate  person  during  the 
calendtu:  year  1964.  that  be  is  not  cx^ 
titled  to  any  tax  reducttons  under  the 
measure  passed  by  the  administration. 
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lir.  SpMker.  they  talk  a  lot  about  the 
bmeati  to  the  ordinary  taxpayer.  What 
Are  tbe  benefits?  The  benefits  go  to 
somelKMSy  who  has  been  so  unfortunate 
as  to  have  very,  very  large  medical  ex- 
penses during  the  year.  The  benefits  go 
to  people  who  have  been  so  unfortunate 
as  to  beeome  widowers,  people  who  w«re 
so  unfortunate  as  to  lose  their  wives 
within  the  past  few  years  and  have  to 
hire  someone  to  take  care  of  their  chil- 
dren, niey  are  the  ones  to  whom  these 
fringe  benefits  go.  Of  course,  there  are 
aome  benefits  to  persons  who  are  past 
65  or  who  are  retired  on  a  pension  or 
Who  get  an  annuity.  But  the  ordinary 
worklngman.  the  ordinary  salaried  man. 
the  ordinary  businessman,  gets  no  bene- 
fit whatsoever. 

Of  course,  all  these  statements  were 
put  out  by  hucksters  for  the  adminis- 
tration who  are  tnring  to  create  an  im- 
pression throughout  the  eotmtry  that 
taxes  were  reduced  for  everyone.  So  we 
have  this  picture  as  it  is  today  and  one 
that  is  being  misrepresented.  And  do 
not  let  us  kid  ourselves,  the  people  are 
going  to  have  a  sad  awakening  and 
they  are  not  going  to  like  it. 

The  fact  is  also,  I  rhoxild  like  you  to 
keep  in  mind,  that  this  administration 
actually  spent  more  money  than  we  did 
during  the  last  year  of  the  Truman  ad- 
ministration, even  though  we  were  fight- 
ing In  Korea. 

I  want  you  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  in- 
come tax  reductions  which  the  adminis- 
tration has  actually  made  go  largely,  so 
far  as  individuals  are  concerned,  to  those 
who  are  rich  enough  to  own  stock  and 
get  their  Income  from  dividends — over 
one-third  of  the  total  relief  for  indi- 
viduals goes  to  this  very  small  group.  I 
want  you  also  to  know  that  corporations, 
by  taking  advantage  of  the  new  depreci- 
ation methods  alone,  will  save  $19  bil- 
lion in  the  next  16  or  18  years.  That  is 
all  relief,  not  to  the  individual  taxpayer, 
the  worklngman.  but  to  larger  busi- 
nesses and  corporations.  I  wish  the  gen- 
eral public  could  become  properly  in- 
formed as  to  just  what  the  financial  and 
fiscal  situation  under  this  administra- 
tion has  been  and  realize  fully  that  it 
has  resurrected  the  long  since  discred- 
ited "trickle-down"  theory  of  taxation 
of  the  Republican  twenties. 

Mr.  McVEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  ? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  am  delighted 
to  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  McVEY.  I  have  been  listening 
very  closely  to  the  information  the  gen- 
tleman has  been  giving  us,  but  it  does 
not  seem  to  me  that  he  has  given  the 
complete  picture.  The  gentleman  has 
spoken  about  the  slight  increase  in  ex- 
penditures during  the  first  year  of  the 
present  administration  over  the  previous 
administration.  Is  it  not  true  that  many 
of  those  expenses  were  caused  by  au- 
th<Hlzations  which  had  been  made  be- 
fore? That  is.  we  were  authorized  to 
make  eertahi  expenditures,  and  some  of 
those  things  could  not  be  cut  down.  We 
had  to  go  through  with  the  expenses  in- 
curred during  the  previous  admlnistra- 
tioa    

Mr.  EBSRHARTER.  I  am  certain  all 
of  us  must  realize,  and  the  gentleman 
must  realize,  too,  in  order  to  have  a  con- 


tinuing defense  program  or  any  other 
program  of  the  Government,  authoriza- 
tions must  be  made  perhaps  many  years 
in  advance^ 

Mr.  McVEY,    I  agree  with  that. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  For  defense  pur- 
poses, for  flood-control  purposes,  for  any 
kind  of  program  of  a  continuing  nature 
which  Is  brought  before  the  Congress 
and  recommended  by  administrations, 
there  is  required  a  program,  not  jost  a 
1-year  program.  That  is  why  there  are 
authorizations  in  advance. 

Mr.  McVEY.  If  we  are  going  to  give 
the  story,  should  we  not  tell  that  part 
of  the  story? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Certainly.  I  do 
not  call  defense  spending  any  extraor- 
dinary expense  in  these  times.  We  need 
plenty  of  it  for  our  own  good.  I  think 
defense  spending  should  be  called  a  cur- 
rent expense,  because  ever  since  we  have 
been  established  as  a  Government  we 
have  had  to  spend  money  for  defense 
pvuposes,  to  maintain  an  Army  and  a 
Navy  and  an  Air  Force  and  everything 
like  that.  That  is  not  an  extraordinary 
expense.  Of  course,  sometimes  the  bill 
for  defense  costs  more  than  at  other 
times. 

Mr.  McVEY.  Is  it  not  the  gentle- 
man's feeling  that  the  Eisenhower  ad- 
ministration has  cut  down  both  expendi- 
tures and  taxes  during  the  time  it  has 
been  in  oflBce?     Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  They  did  not  cut 
taxes  to  the  extent  of  $7  billion.  They 
merely  let  laws  reducing  taxes  go  into 
effect  to  the  extent  of  $5  billion.  The 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  I  think  the 
gentleman  will  remember,  opposed  in 
his  earUer  indications  the  reduction  of 
10  percent  in  individual  income  taxes 
until  we  balanced  the  budget.  That  was 
to  go  into  effect  under  the  law  that  had 
already  been  passed  by  the  Congress 
when  they  were  increased  during  the 
Korean  incident.  I  do  not  say  1  can 
quote  the  Secretary  exactly,  but  that  was 
his  position  earlier  and  the  one  the 
members  of  our  committee  had. 

Mr.  McVEY.  The  question  I  asked  was. 
Is  it  not  the  gentleman's  feeling  that 
the  Eisenhower  administration  has  cut 
taxes  and  cut  expenditures?  Will  the 
gentleman  answer  that'question? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  It  has  cut  taxes 
primarily  by  letting  the  law  take  effect 
as  enacted  before  it  came  into  control. 
and  I  say  the  benefits  went  in  the  wrong 
direction  in  the  areas  in  which  the  ad- 
ministration took  affirmative  action. 
That  has  not  been  a  well-balanced  re- 
duction. The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
himself  In  stating  some  of  the  aims  of 
the  Treasury  said  any  tax  reduction 
should  be  for  the  welfare  of  the  con- 
suming public,  but  he  has  not  followed 
that  principle  out  in  his  reductions  pro- 
»posed  to  the  Congress. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  was  in- 
terested in  the  gentleman's  discussion 
concerning  the  increases  we  permitted 
to  lapse  the  first  of  this  year.  Do  1  cor- 
rectly understand  that  the  gentleman's 
position  on  that  is  that  those  were  not. 
therefore,  tax  reductions,  because  we 
simply  let  the  existing  law  take  effect. 


which  existing  law  automatically  pro- 
vided for  reductions? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Certainly  they 
are  tax  reductions,  but  I  am  referring  to 
the  claims  for  the  credit  for  letting  them 
take  place. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Tax  re- 
ductions approved  by  this  amendment. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  The  previous  ad- 
ministration had  put  onto  the  statute 
books  laws  which  provided  for  those 
reductions.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  about 
$8  biilion  in  reductions  would  have  taken 
place  had  nothing  been  done  by  the  ad- 
ministration. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  The  gen- 
tleman does  not  consider  those  reduc- 
tions? 

Mr.  e:BERHARTER.  Those  are  re- 
ductions; but  I  say  the  Democratic  ad- 
ministration put  those  reductions  on  the 
statute  books. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  5 
minutes  today,  following  the  conclusion 
of  the  legislative  program  and  special 
orders  heretofore  ente.-ed. 


INVESTIGA'nON  OF  BENEFTTS  FOR 
DEPENDENTS  OP  MEMBERS  OF 
ARMED  FORCES 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  House  Resolution  549, 83d  Con- 
gress, the  Chair  appoints  as  members 
of  the  select  committee  to  conduct  an 
investigation  and  study  of  the  benefits 
provided  under  Federal  law  for  the  sur- 
viving dependents  of  deceased  members 
and  former  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  the  following  Members  of  the 
House :  Mr.  Bates,  Massachusetts,  chair- 
man; Mr.  Kean,  New  Jersey;  Mr. 
Kearney,  New  York;  Mr.  TeaguI:,  Texas; 
Mr.  Hardy,  Virginia. 


SPECIAL    ORDERS    GRANTED 

Mr.  HARDY  asked  and  was  given  per- 
mission to  address  the  House  for  5 
minutes,  following  the  conclusion  of  the 
legislative  program  of  the  day  and  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts 
asked  and  was  given  permission  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  5  minutes,  following 
the  legislative  program  of  the  day  and 
any  special  orders  heretofore  entered, 
and  to  revise  and  extend  her  remarks 
and  include  an  editorial  or  editorials. 


THE  LATE  HONORABLE  ALCIDE  DE 
GASPERI 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  all  of  those  of  Italian  descent 
in  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts, 
and  in  my  own  district,  and  I  have  many 
of  them,  mourn  deeply  as  do  all  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  the  passing  of 
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the  late  Alcide  De  Gasperl,  the  soldier 
and  statesman  and  former  Premier  of 
Italy.  It  was  my  honor  and  privilege  to 
meet  the  great  Italian.  We  admire 
greatly  his  fight  against  terrible  odds  in 
Italy  against  communism  and  his  fight 
for  a  free  world.  We  can  ill  afford  to 
lose  him.  His  loss  seems  almost  irrepar- 
able. But  I  believe  someone  in  Italy 
must  rise  up  to  carry  the  torch  he 
carried  so  valiantly  so  long. 

The  following  is  an  editorial  from  the 
Lowell  Sun: 

Loss  OT  A  PKnNB 

The  sudden  death  of  Alcide  De  Gaaperi, 
former  premier  of  Italy,  renovcs  a  friend  of 
America  from  the  tense  Eiujpean  diplomatic 
scene  It  was  only  a  little  more  than  a  year 
ago  that  thl8  Italian  patrlat  lost  a  vote  of 
conndence  In  the  Italian  chamber  of  deputies 
and  waa  forced  to  resign,  but  that  incident 
in  no  way  diminished  hie  interert  in  the 
political  welfare  of  his  country. 

He  was  a  strong  advocate  of  the  ETuropean 
Defense  Community  plan,  and  was  prac- 
tically m  total  agreement  with  Secretary  of 
State  John  Foster  Dulles  as  to  the  methods 
lor  organizing  and  making  this  alliance  func- 
tion. He  had,  within  a  matter  of  hours  be- 
fore his  death,  expressed  himself  as  vehe- 
mently opposed  to  the  wiitered-down  EDO 
proposed  by  Premier  Mendes-France  of 
France,  contending  that  the  new  plan 
merely  created  a  shell  which  could  not  hold 
together  under  dire  inti;rnatlonal  emer- 
gency. 

He  was  a  foe  of  communism,  both  at  home 
and  abroad,  and  made  no  attempt  to  com- 
promise his  opinion  under  any  circum- 
stances. Two  years  ago  when  the  Red  mem- 
bers of  the  chamber  of  dc^putles  started  to 
throw  their  weight  arou}id  and  the  Red 
underground  came  to  the  surface  In  an  ef- 
fort to  Incite  trouble,  De  Gasperl  took  a  firm 
stand  against  the  Communist  threat.  In  a 
historic  speech  In  the  chwnber,  he  warned 
the  Reds  that  they  had  no  right  to  incite 
a  revolution  In  Italy  and  added  that  "U 
existing  laws  are  not  8Ufni;ient  to  curb  you. 
we  will  make  new  ones." 

The  United  States  needs  more  friends  of 
that  type.  As  time  goes  ty.  It  becomes  dis- 
tressingly evident  that  too  many  European 
statesmen,  who  hitherto  tiave  professed  un- 
dying friendship  for  America,  are  losing 
their  strength  of  purpose  and  are  trying  to 
etraddle  the  barrier  between  the  two  political 
worlds.  De  Gasperl  never  straddled — he  was 
forthright  In  his  opinions,  and  never  feared 
the  results. 

He  performed  an  exemplary  Job  of  helping 
lead  Italy  back  from  the  slough  of  despond 
after  World  War  II,  and  in  that  achievement, 
one  of  his  most  difficult  tasks  was  to  put 

down  the  ever-present  threat  of  CkjmmunlBt 
domination.  We  hope  that  his  high  Ideals 
and  traditions  wUl  be  carried  forward  and 
that  the  memory  of  his  statemanahip  will 
serve  to  guide  Italian  officials.  And  in  the 
meanwhile,  the  United  SiAtee  and  all  free- 
dom-loving nations  moura  the  passing  of  a 
loyal,  unwavering  and  courageous  friend. 


% 


THE  APPROPRIA'nON  BILLS 


Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  stand- 
ing here  on  this  floor,  I  have  witnessed 
the  close  of  53  sessions  of  the  United 
States  Congress.  And  *«his  is  the  gloom- 
iest close  of  any  session  of  the  Congress 
I  have  attended  in  those  44  years. 

Both  at  home  and  abroad,  we  are  con- 
fronted with  failure  of  American  poli- 
cies and  a  consequent  menace  to  Amer- 
ican prosperity  and  security  imprece- 
dented  in  the  history  of  our  Government 
from  1784  down  to  th<:  present  day. 


Abroad  our  prestige  and  influence  is 
at  its  lowest  ebb. 

Here  in  the  House  at  the  close  of  the 
fiscal  year,  we  have  failed  to  achieve 
vital  assiu'ances  given  the  American 
people  when  Congress  met  in  January 
of  1953. 

When  this  Congress  convened  we  had 
unqualified  assurance — as  announced 
through  the  press  and  from  the  hus- 
tings— by  those  in  a  position  to  speak 
with  authority,  that  this  Congress  would 
balance  the  budget;  that  it  would  reduce 
the  national  debt;  that  it  would  elimi- 
nate deficit  spending;  that  it  would  en- 
hance the  buying  power  of  the  dollar; 
and  that  it  would  reduce  the  cost  of 
hving. 

President  Eisenhower,  in  his  cam- 
paign, had  promised  to  reduce  spending 
by  40  percent.  Secretary  Humphrey 
haA  assured  us  that  a  balanced  budget 
was  possible  by  July  1.  Chairman 
Taber  told  the  newspapers  it  would  be 
no  trouble  to  wipe  out  the  anticipated 
$2.9  billion  deficit,  and  Budget  Director 
Dodge  reiterated  that  there  was  no  qual- 
ification of  any  kind  in  the  Eisenhower 
administration's  determination  to  bal- 
ance the  budget. 

They  came  in  at  the  opening  of  the 
session  with  a  long  and  ambitious  list  of 
promises  of  drastic  retrenchment.  As 
the  session  proceeded  they  have  had  to 
rep>eatedly  revise  their  schedule  and 
back  away  from  their  widely  advertised 
programs  and  bring  in  supplementals  to 
replace  the  cuts.  As  the  WaU  Street 
Journal  disconsolately  inquires,  "If  the 
1955  deficit  exceeded  expectations  it  is 
fair  to  ask  when,  if  ever,  the  administra- 
tion proposes  to  balance  the  budget." 

Today  Congress  is  adjourning  and  the 
Government  reports  that  it  had  gone 
into  the  red  by  $2  billion  during  the 
month  of  July — the  first  month  of  the 
new  fiscal  year  1955. 

This  deficit  resulted  from  the  expend- 
iture of  $4,827,000,000  during  the  month 
of  July  as  against  receipts  of  $2,828,000,- 
000. 

It  is  to  be  noted  that  this  deficit  for  the 
first  month  of  the  fiscal  year  1955  was 
higher  than  the  deficit  for  the  first 
month  of  the  fiscal  year  1954. 

Congress  voted  $54.3  bilUon  in  new 
money  for  Federal  operations  in  fiscal 
1955.  which  is  $2.6  billion  below  the 
budget  estimates. 

"There  have  been  some  bigger  cuts  but 
not  in  recent  years,"  said  Chairman  Ta- 
ber. But  the  82d  Congress  is  within  re- 
cent years  and  the  cut  below  the  budget 
estimates  for  that  year  was  $10  billion 
after  the  last  conference  report  was 
signed — and  then  $8.5  biUion  after  the 
Senate  had  reopened  the  appropriation 
for  atomic  energy. 

Two  of  the  supply  bills  sent  to  the 
White  House  this  session  actually  ap- 
propriated more  money  than  the  admin- 
istration asked.  And  a  third  reached  the 
President  in  exactly  the  amount  he  had 
requested.  It  has  been  some  time  since 
we  heard  of  the  meat  ax. 

Following  the  failure  of  the  special 
squad  of  business  experts  drawn  from 
the  financial  centers  of  the  Nation  in 
the  80th  Congress,  the  system  was  re- 
vised in  the  83d  Congress.  Instead  of 
taking  the  corporation  executives  them- 


selves, they  mobilized  some  29  or  more 
first  lieutenants  from  the  big-business 
units  to  knock  the  billions  out  of  the  ad- 
ministration's budgets.  The  identities 
of  these  Sherlocks  are  a  carefully 
guarded  secret  and  there  is  no  way  of 
knowing  whether  they  pass  on  the 
amount  of  the  funds  for  Federal  agencies 
which  regulate  the  business  of  the  in- 
vestigators under  the  law,  or  whether 
in  some  instances — notably  REA  and 
TVA  and  so  forth — they  are  recruited 
from  interests  which  hope  to  take  over 
the  business  of  the  units  which  they  in- 
vestigate or  otherwise  promote  private 
enterprises  in  that  particular  field.  Or 
whether  farm  cooperatives  and  Federal 
farm  agencies  are  being  investigated  and 
criticized  by  men  in  the  grain  or  packing 
industries  whose  profits  are  enhanced  by 
low  prices  for  farm  products.  It  is  all 
done  in  the  dark  and  is  strictly  a  star 
chamber  proceeding. 

It  is  doubtless  true,  as  the  chairman 
explains,  that  these  business  representa- 
tives are  "some  of  the  highest  grade  peo- 
ple in  the  country."  But  their  point  of 
view  is  not  necessarily  that  of  the  con- 
sumers whom  the  Federal  utilities  serve 
or  of  the  Members  of  the  Congress  who 
wrote  the  laws  and  established  and 
financed  the  agencies  imder  investiga- 
tion. And  as  has  been  seen,  they  were 
no  more  successful  in  balancing  the 
budget  than  their  predecessors  in  the 
80th  Congress.  In  the  end  the  effective 
work  of  the  hearings  had  to  be  turned 
out  by  the  staff  of  the  committee. 

In  this  connection,  it  is  to  be  noted ' 
that  a  local  paper  editorially  referreds 
to  the  passage  of  the  10  supply  bills  be- 
fore June  30,  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year, 
as  a  major  achievement  and  tiie  Presi- 
dent addressed  a  letter  to  the  chairman 
of  the  House  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions f  eUcitating  him  on  this  exceptional 
accomplishment. 

I  am  always  glad  to  see  the  House  given 
credit  where  credit  is  due.  But  it  must 
be  confessed  that  the  enactment  of  the 
supply  bills  before  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  year  is  a  Senate  achievement. 
When  we  reported  the  one-package  bill 
in  the  81st  Congress,  it  included  aU  bills 
enacted  before  the  June  30  deadline  thia 
year.  The  committee  reported  it  out 
March  21  and  notwithstanding  the  ob- 
stacles placed  in  its  way.  it  passed  the 
House  May  10 — more  than  a  month  be- 
fore the  last  of  the  same  bills  passed  the 
House  this  year.  The  only  difference 
was  that  the  Senate,  unable  to  get  in 
many  increases,  as  they  did  this  year,  de- 
layed consideration  of  the  bill  until 
August.  Had  the  Senate  acted  as 
promptly  that  3rear  as  this  year,  we  would 
have  made  a  record  indeed.  So,  reluc- 
tantly, it  must  be  conceded  that  the 
credit  is  due  the  Senate  rather  than  the 
Hoiise. 

Notwithstanding  the  assurances  of 
every  congressional  and  administration 
leader,  the  budget  has  not  been  balanced 
and  there  is  no  indication  that  it  can 
be  balanced  In  the  remaining  2  years  of 
this  administration. 

And  for  every  deficit  expenditure 
there  is  a  corresponding  increase  hi  the 
national  debt.  This  administration  waa 
swept  into  office  on  a  platform  promising 
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or  in  the  next  germane  bill  enacted — that 
the  flivt  96  hllllon  paid  Into  the  Treasury  of 


to  deficit  spending  and  &  reduc- 
tion in  tbft  national  debt.  The  only  at-  ^^^  „  .*-^  =*  *  w  -  ,  w  ,^  »^ 
tentlon  tt  baa  given  the  subject  la  to^J^^^  ^^^^^'^J'^^^J^^.^^f^^ 
-^_M_..^  ^_«t^>(»  A«.»«4..«F  ««<«  «-<%  i«t  ^^Sppliea  ••  »  payment  on  tne  national  debt. 
oontinua  deflelt  flnanciM  and  to  in-  i^t  should  be  the  minimum.  Even  at  that 
crease  tbe  pul^o  debt  until  it  was  neces-  •»""*«"»»"»  ui^ 
aary  to  enact  a  bill  raising  the  statutory 
limit  on  the  debt  from  $275  billion  to 
$M0  bUlion.  Ab  a  result  the  purchasing 
power  oi  the  dollar  has  dropped,  the 
cost  of  living  has  increased,  the  value  of 
Government  bonds  has  deteriorated,  and 
tbe  United  States  Government  is  that 
much  further  along  the  road  to  bank- 
ruptcy. No  more  deplorable  record  has 
ever  been  made  in  the  fiscal  history  of 
the  country. 

On  March  18  last,  I  miMle  some  re- 
marks in  the  House  on  the  measure 
pending  at  the  time  to  revise  the  in- 
ternal-revenue laws  of  the  United  States, 
a  revenue-reducing  measure.  These  re- 
marks apprc^riately  aiq;>ly  here  and  I 
wish  to  voice  them  again.    I  said: 

If^.  Chairman,  Z  am  in  favor  of  tax  reduc- 
tion. X  think  there  can  be  no  Member  of 
the  Congress  on  this  floor  or  on  the  floor  of 
the  other  body,  who  has  been  or  is  today 
more  emphatic  and  insistent  in  his  ad- 
vocacy of  approximate  tax  reduction. 

Both  political  parties,  in  their  platforms, 
and  every  Member  of  the  House  and  Senate, 
eoUectively  and  Indlvldnally  are  committed 
to  tax  reduction:  have  pledged  themaelvea 
dlreetly  or  indirectly,  to  their  various  con- 
stituencies to  retrench  expenditures,  to  bal- 
ance the  budget,  to  lower  the  national  debt 
and  to  reduce  taxes,  especially  to  reduce 
taxes. 

Notwithstanding  these  assurances  we  have 
not  balanced  the  budget.  We  are  every  day 
oonsistently  spending  more  than  we  take  in. 
The  national  debt  U  growing  steadily,  and 
we  are  now  asked  to  ndse  the  statutory 
ceUlng  on  the  debt  so  that  we  may  Increase 
It  Instead  of  decreasing  It. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  In  favor  of  lower  taxes, 
not  only  because  we  have  promised  it  but 
because  It  is  imperative  if  we  are  to  avoid 
flnanclal  and  economic  castro^e. 

But  for  everything  under  Heaven  there  Is 
an  appointed  season  and  an  appropriate 
time.  '"There  is  a  time  to  weep  and  a  time 
to  laugh.  There  Is  a  time  to  mourn  and  a 
time  to  dance."  There  Is  a  time  to  levy 
taxes  and  a  time  to  reduce  taxes. 

And  this  is  not  the  appointed  or  appro- 
bate time  to  reduce  taxes. 

Never  before  In  the  history  of  the  Repub- 
lic, since  Hamilton' took  office  as  the  first 
Secretary  of  the  "neasury.  have  our  na- 
tional finances  been  In  such  desperate 
■traits.  And  the  situation  grows  daily  pro- 
greesively  worse. 

X  daresay  a  majority  of  the  Members  of 
the  Oongress  are  on  the  boards  of  directors 
of  hometown  banks.  There  are  Members  of 
the  Ocmgress  who  are  serving  today  on  the 
boards  of  directors  of  some  of  ttie  greatest 
banks  in  the  United  States.  There  are  many 
more  Members  who  like  myself  are  on  the 
boards  of  various  small  country  banks  of 
such  limited  capacity  and  resources  as  to  re- 
quire minute  scrutiny  of  every  application 
for  credits  and  discounts.  But  there  is  not 
a  Member  here  serving  on  the  board  of  any 
bank,  large  or  small,  who.  if  the  United 
States  were  a  corparatlon  or  an  individual, 
applying  for  a  loan  of  $6  or  $5  billion,  wo\ild 
not  immediately  upon  the  submission  of 
Its  statement  of  financial  worth,  demand 
that  the  i4>pllcant  immediately  come  In  and 
■tart  payment  on  its  obligations  and 
promptly  and  drastically  curtail  its  over- 
drafts of  deficit  spending. 

And  that  is  what  we  should  do  here  today. 
We  should  provide  irrevocably — ^in  this  bUl 


pitiful  rate  of  payment  it  would  require  58 
years  to  liquidate  the  debt.  It  would  be  the 
year  of  our  Lord  2009  before  the  last  of  the 
bondholders  were  paid  in  full.  And  unless 
some  steps  are  taken— and  taken  soOn — tne 
bondholders  will  eventually  find  thetnselves 
with  these  beautifully  engraved  certificates 
fit  only  to  be  used  as  wallpaper  alocg  with 
similar  certificates  issued  by  fly-b^-night 
gold-mine  promoters  and  duster  oil  stocks. 

Mr.  Chairman,  these  are  times  of  peace, 
such  as  we  had  from  tbe  close  of  the  Second 
World  War  in  1945.  Let  ub  look  at  the  record 
of  those  years.  In  194€  we  took  in  945  mil- 
lion more  than  we  paid  out.  In  1947  We  took 
in  $6  billion  more  than  we  paid  out.  In  1948 
we  took  in  $6  billion  more  tban  we  paid  out. 
In  1960  we  took  in  $450  million  more  tnan 
we  paid  out,  and  in  1951  we  took  in  over  a 
billion  dollars  more  than  we  paid  out.  But 
today,  with  no  all-out  war,  and  with  tbe 
highest  national  income  and  highest  Fed- 
eral revenues  in  history  we  are  spending 
vastly  more  money  than  we  take  in. 

Notwithstanding  all  our  pledges  to  balance 
the  budget,  we  are  not  balancing  the  budget 
and  there  is  no  prospect  that  we  will  balance 
even  next  year's  budget.  At  the  close  of  the 
World  War  iiw  1945,  the  national  dettt  stood 
in  round  figures  at  $279  billion.  We  steadily 
reduced  that  debt  until  at  the  close  of  1952 
it  had  dropped  to  approximately  tS67  bll- 
Uon.  Today  they  are  clamoring  to  raise  the 
legal  debt  celling  of  $275  bUllon.  Instead  of 
retrenching  expenditure  and  balancing  the 
budget  and  reducing  the  national  debt  they 
propose  further  deficit  spending,  and  an  in- 
crease in  the  national  debt,  and  a  corre.spond- 
ing  reduction  in  the  buying  power  of  the 
dollar. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  ask  a  very 
serious  question,  and  the  country  la  en- 
titled to  an  honest  answer.  If,  with  the 
revenue  coming  in  from  all  these  taxes,  we 
cant  pay  expenses  and  balance  the  budget 
and  hold  the  national  debt  down  to  where 
it  is  now,  how  can  we  hope  to  pay  expenses 
and  hold  down  the  national  debt  and  keep 
the  dollar  at  its  present  value,  wben  we 
cancel  these  taxes,  and  all  this  revenue  we 
have  derived  from  these  ta^es  stops  coming 
in?  That  is  the  one  question  before  the 
Congress  and  tbe  country  today. 

And  twisting  statements  of  facts  will  not 
help  the  situation.  It  was  astonishing  to 
hear  on  the  fioor  recently — after  repeated 
and  complete  disproval  in  former  sessions — 
the  claim  that  the  80th  Congress  balanced 
the  budget.  Nothing  could  be  fiirther  from 
the  facts.  We  went  in  the  red  in  the  Hoover 
administration.  We  took  over  the  Govern- 
ment in  1933  still  in  the  red.  We  turned  It 
back  in  1948  in  the  black.  The  budget  was 
not  balanced  by  the  80th  Congress.  If  any- 
one has  any  apprehension  of  misgivings  on 
that  score  they  have  but  to  turn  to  table  5, 
on  page  AlO,  of  the  budget  submitted  In 
1948.    It  is  there  in  black  and  white. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  not  a  simple 
matter  of  political  or  partisan  issues.  It  Is 
a  matter  fraught  with  the  most  serious  con- 
sequences. We  are  engaged  today  la  a  cold 
war  of  extermination.  It  is  a  battle  for  sur- 
vival. It  is  nonetheless  awesome  because  It 
is  an  economic  war.  Because  if  we  lose  the 
economic  war,  we  have  lost  the  military  war. 
Stalin  sat  by  waiting  for  us  to  spend  our- 
selves into  bankruptcy  and  then  expected 
to  take  us  over  without  a  blow.  This  bill, 
reducing  the  national  revenues,  accelerates 
our  rate  of  speed  on  the  downgrade  to  the 
very  situation  for  which  he  was  waiting. 

This  bill  is  a  bill  to  reduce  national  rev- 
enues, a  bill  to  defer  indefinitely  kope  of 
balancing  the  budget,  a  bill  to  IncraBse  the 


national  debt,  a  bill  to  fxirther  decrease  the 
purchasing  power  of  the  dollar,  a  bill  to  for- 
feit the  confidence  of  the  investing  public. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  appeal  to  eound  busi- 
ness commonsense.  Let  us  refiise  to  spend 
more  money  than  we  take  in.  Let  us  retain 
sufllcient  taxes  to  pay  our  way.  Let  us  insist 
on  the  adoption  of  some  orderly  method  of 
servicing  the  national  debt  that  will  bring 
oxu:  bonds  back  to  par.  While  we  continue 
to  negotiate  with  every  form  of  foreign 
banditry,  let  us  pay  our  debts  and  keep  our 
powder  dry.  • 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Missouri  has  expired. 


RECESS 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  declares 
a  recess  until  2:30  p.  m. 

(Thereupon  (at  12  o'clock  and  54  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  House  stood  in  recess 
until  2:30  p.m.) 


AFTER  RECESS 


The  recess  having  expired,  the  House 
was  called  to  order  by  the  Speaker  at  2 
o'clock  and  30  minutes  p.  m. 


STUDY  OP  TRANSPORTATION  PROB- 
LEMS IN  THE  WASaiNQTON 
METROPOLITAN  AREA 


Mr.  BROYHILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call 
up  the  conference  report  on  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2236)  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Commission  on  Area  Problems  of  the 
Greater  Washington  Metropolitan  Area, 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
statement  of  the  managers  on  the  part 
of  the  House  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia?      

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  MT.  Speaker. 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  would  like 
to  inquire  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia what  effect,  if  any,  does  this  have 
on  the  transportation  facilities  on  the 
Virginia  side  of  the  river? 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  It  has  absolutely 
none. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statemeat. 

The  conference  report  and  statement 
are  as  follows; 


CoNJTaxNCE  Repoht  (H.  Rxpt.  No.  2584) 
The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Hoxises  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  blU  (H.  B. 
2236)  for  the  establishment  of  a  Commis- 
sion on  Area  Problems  of  the  Greater  Wash- 
ington Metropolitan  Area,  having  met,  after 
full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  rec- 
ommend and  do  recommend  to  their  respec- 
tive Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 2.  3,  4.  5.  6.  7,  8,  9.  10,  11,  It.  13,  14,  15. 
16,  17.  18.  19,  20,  21,  22,  23,  24,  25.  26,  27,  28, 
29.  30.  31.  32,  33,  34.  35.  36.  37.  38,  39.  40.  41. 
42,  43.  and  44.  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  1 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  1,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In   lieu   of    the   matter   propoecd   to   be   in- 
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serted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the 
following: 

"TTTLX  I RICnrATlON  OF  rEAlTSPMlTATIOW 

"Short  title 

"Section  1.  This  title  may  l>e  cited  ss  the 

'Washington     Metropolitan     Area     Transit 

Act'. 

"Necessity  for  leeislation 

"Sec.  2.  The  Congress  hensby  finds  (1)  that 
the  vast  majority  of  the  passengers  carried 
in  the  Washington  metrcpoUtan  area  are 
transported  within  the  Dls:rlct  of  Columbia 
or  In  interstate  commerce;  and  (2)  that  the 
furnishing  of  an  efficient  and  economical 
passenger  transit  system  which  will  meet  the 
needs  of  the  Inhabitants  of  the  said  area  and 
of  the  Federal  agencies  located  therein  re- 
quires that  transit  faculties  within  the  area 
be  regulated  by  a  single  a(;ency  without  re- 
gard for  State  lines,  because  (a)  interstate 
and  Intrastate  operations  are  intertwined 
both  economically  and  in  actual  operation; 
(b)  it  is  necessary  that  interstate  and  Intra- 
sute  operations  each  contr-lbute  their  share 
of  the  carriers'  revenues,  und  no  more;  (c) 
to  allow  separate  regulat.on  of  particular 
intrastate  operations  would  be  Impracticable 
and  may  lead  to  dlscrlmlna"lon  against  Inter- 
state commerce;  and  (d)  intrastate  opera- 
tions within  the  area  which  compete  with 
regulated  Interstate  operations  are  likely  to 
lessen  the  effectiveness  of  regulation  of  the 
latter. 

"Definitions 

"Sbc.  3.  As  used  in  this  title— 

"(a)  The  term  •metropolitan  area'  means 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  the  counties  of 
Montgomery  and  Prince  Georges  in  the  State 
of  Maryland. 

"(b)  The  term  'transportation  subject  to 
this  title"  means  transportation  of  persons, 
by  a  common  carrier  for  hire,  either  over  a 
regular  route  or  routes  or  by  taxlcab,  from 
any  point  in  the  metropolitan  area  to  any 
other  point  In  such  area,  except — 

"(1)  such  transportatlcn  performed  by  a 
common  carrier  by  rallroal  subject  to  part  I 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  as  amended; 

"(2)  such  transportation  performed  In  the 
course  of  an  operation  over  a  route  the 
major  portion  of  which  is  outside  of  the 
metropolitan  area; 

'•(3)  such  transportatlcn  performed  by  a 
person  which  engages  thi-reln  solely  wltliln 
the  State  of  Maryland  and  which  proves  to 
the  Commission  that  it  does  not.  in  the 
course  of  performing  any  such  transporta- 
tion, transport  any  passengers  traveling  to  or 
from  the  District  of  Colutabla;  and 

"(4)  such  transportatioQ  performed  solely 
for  sightseeing  purposes. 

"(c)  The  term  'metropDlltan-area  carrier' 
means  any  person  engaged  as  a  conunon  car- 
rier for  hire  In  transportation  subject  to  this 
title. 

"(d)  The  term  'person'  means  any  indi- 
vidual, firm,  copartnership,  corporation,  com- 
pany, association,  or  Joint -stock  association; 
and  includes  any  trustee,  receiver,  assignee, 
or  personal  representative  thereof. 

"(e)  The  terms  'Interstate  commerce'  and 
'Interstate  operations'  Inc.ude  commerce  and 
operations  between  the  State  of  Maryland 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

"Washington  Metropolitan  Area  Transit 
Commission 

"Sec.  4.  (a)  There  Is  hereby  established  in 
the  executive  branch  of  -he  Government  an 
Independent  agency  to  be  known  as  the 
Washington  Metropolitan  Area  Transit  Com- 
mission (hereinafter  refeiTed  to  as  the  'Com- 
mission'). The  Commission  shall  be  con\- 
posed  of  three  Commissi  oners  appointed  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  con:}ent  of  the  Senate. 
For  at  least  2  years  Immediately  prior  to 
taking  office,  one  of  the  Commissioners  shall 


have  been  a  resident  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia and  one  shall  have  been  a  resident 
of  that  part  of  Maryland  which  is  in  the 
metropolitan  area.  Not  more  than  two  of 
the  Commissioners  shall  be  members  of  the 
same  political  party.  Each  Comissioner 
shall  be  appointed  for  a  term  of  six  years,  ex- 
cept that  the  Commissioners  first  appointed 
shall  be  appointed  one  for  a  term  of  two 
years,  one  for  a  term  of  four  years,  and  one 
for  a  term  of  six  years,  and  whenever  a  va- 
cancy shall  occur,  other  than  by  expiration 
of  term,  tbe  person  appointed  to  fill  such 
vacancy  shall  hold  office  for  the  unexpired 
portion  of  the  term  of  his  predecessor.  Each 
Commissioner  shall  receive  a  salary  at  the 
rate  of  $15,000  per  annum. 

"(b)  Any  Commissioner  may  be  removed 
by  the  President  for  Inefficiency,  neglect  of 
duty,  or  malfeasance  In  office,  and  shall  not 
engage  In  any  other  business,  vocation,  or 
employment.  No  person  In  the  employ  of 
or  holding  any  official  relation  to  any  metro- 
pralltan-area  carrier,  or  owning  stocks  or 
bonds  thereof,  or  who  Is  In  any  manner  pe- 
cuniarily interested  therein,  shall  enter  upon 
the  duties  of  or  hold  such  office.  No  vacancy 
in  the  Commission  shall  Impair  the  right  of 
the  remaining  Commissioners  to  exercise  all 
the  powers  of  the  Commission.  Upon  the 
expiration  of  bis  term  of  office  a  Commis- 
sioner shall  continue  to  serve  until  his  suc- 
cessor is  app>olnted  and  shall  have  qualified. 

"(c)  The  Commission  shall  have  a  chair- 
man who  shall  be  selected  annually  by  the 
Commission  from  among  Its  members,  and 
may  serve  In  such  capacity  for  more  than 
one  term  if  reselected  by  the  Commission. 
Such  chairman  shall  be  vested  with  respon- 
sibility for  administrative  functions,  effi- 
ciency, and  staff  supervision  of  the  Commis- 
sion, and  shall  assign,  and  reassign  for  expe- 
dition, matters  for  hearings,  and  for  reports, 
all  to  the  end  that  public  Interest  may  be 
promptly  and  adequately  served. 

"Certt/lccfes  of  public  convenience  and 
ne<^ssity 

"Sec.  B.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  sub- 
section (b).  no  person  shall  engage  in  trans- 
portation subject  to  this  title  unless  there 
is  in  force  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  Issued  by  the  Commission  au- 
thorizing such  person  to  engage  in  such 
transportation. 

"(b)  Any  person  which,  immediately  prior 
to  the  date  this  section  takes  effect,  was  law- 
fully engaged  in  any  transportation  which, 
by  section  3  (b).  Is  defined  as  transpwrtation 
subject  to  this  title,  shall  be  under  the  duty 
to  continue  to  furnish  the  transportation  In 
which  It  was  so  engaged  until  a  certificate  Is 
Issued  to  such  person  in  accordance  with  this 
subsection.  The  Commission,  at  the  earliest 
practicable  time  after  this  section  takes 
effect,  shall  issue  to  such  person  a  certificate 
authorizing  such  person  to  engage  in  the 
transportation  In  which  it  was  so  engaged. 
The  Commission  may  require  persons  referred 
to  in  this  subsection  to  furnish  to  the  Com- 
mission such  Information  as  may  be  neces- 
sary for  the  purpKJse  of  carrying  out  the  pro- 
visions of  this  subsection. 

"(c)  Where  an  application  is  made  under 
this  section  for  a  certificate  and  subsection 
(b)  does  not  apply,  the  Commission  shall 
issue  a  certificate  authorizing  the  whole  or 
any  part  of  the  transportation  covered  by  the 
application  if  it  finds  that  the  applicant 
is  fit.  willing,  and  able  to  perform  such  trans- 
portation properly,  and  to  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  this  title  and  the  rules,  regula- 
tions, and  requirements  of  the  Commission 
thereunder,  and  that  such  transportation  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity;  otherwise  such  application  sliall  be 
denied.  The  Commission  shall  act  upon  ap- 
plications under  this  subsection  as  speedily 
as  possible,  after  affording  interested  persons 
a  reasonable  opportunity  for  hearing.     Ap- 


plication for  a  certificate  under  this  section 
shall  be  made  in  writing  to  the  Commission 
and  shall  be  so  verified,  shall  be  in  such 
form,  and  shall  contain  such  information,  as 
the  Commission  by  regulations  shall  require. 

"(d)  Each  certificate  issued  under  this 
section  shall  specify  the  routes  over  which 
the  carrier  Is  authorized  to  engage  in  trans- 
portation subject  to  this  title  and  the  service 
to  be  rendered. 

"(e)  The  Commission,  upon  petition  or 
complaint  or  upon  Its  own  initiative,  after 
affording  a  reasonable  opportunity  for  hear- 
ing to  Interested  persons,  may  by  order  amend 
any  certificate  Issued  under  this  section  If 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity  so  re« 
quire. 

"(f)  No  certificate  issued  undei'  this^see> 
tlon  may  be  transferred  unless  such  transfer 
is  approved  by  the  Commission  as  being  con« 
sistent  with  the  public  interest. 

"General  duties  of  metropolitan -area 
carriers 

"Sec.  6.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  metro- 
politan-area carrier  to  furnish  transporta- 
tlon  subject  to  this  title  as  authorized  by 
Its  certificate  and  to  establish  reasonable 
throxigh  routes  with  other  metropolitan-area 
carriers;  to  provide  reasonably  safe  and  ade- 
quate service,  equipment,  and  faciUties  in 
connection  with  such  transportation:  to 
establish,  observe,  and  enforce  Just  and  rea- 
sonable individual  eind  Joint  fares,  and  Just 
and  reasonable  regulations  and  practices  re- 
lating thereto;  and.  In  case  of  Joint  fares. 
to  establish  just,  reasonable,  and  equitable 
divisions  thereof  as  between  the  carriers  par- 
ticipating therein  which  shall  not  unduly 
prefer  or  prejudice  any  of  such  carriers. 
"Schedule  of  fares,  regulations,  and 
practices 
"Sec.  7.  (a)  Each  metropolitan-area  car- 
rier shall  file  with  the  Commission,  and 
print,  and  keep  open  to  public  inspection, 
schedules  showing  (1)  aU  fares  it  charges 
tor  transportation  subject  to  this  title,  in<- 
cluding  any  Joint  fares  established  for 
through  routes  over  which  it  performs  trans- 
portation subject  to  this  title  in  conjunc- 
tion with  another  metropolitan-area  carrier, 
and  (2)  to  the  extent  required  by  regula- 
t^pns  of  the  Conunlsslon,  the  regulations  and 
practices  of  such  carrier  affecting  such  fares. 
Such  schedules  shall  be  filed,  posted,  and 
published  in  such  form  and  manner,  and 
shall  contain  such  information,  as  the  Com- 
mission by  regulations  shall  prescribe.  Th« 
Commission  may  reject  any  schedule  so  filed 
which  Is  not  consistent  with  this  section  and 
such  regulations.  Any  schedule  so  rejected 
shall  be  void. 

"(b)  Each  metropolitan -area  carrln  which, 
inunediately  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
this  section,  was  engaged  in  transportation 
which,  by  section  3  (b) .  Is  defined  as  trans- 
portation subject  to  tills  title,  shall  fi;e  a 
schedule  in  compliance  with  sulMection  (a) 
within  thirty  days  after  such  date.  The 
fares  shown  In  such  schedule  shall  be  the 
fares  which  such  carrier  was  authorized  to 
charge,  immediately  prior  to  such  date, 
under  the  law  under  wliich  it  was  then  regu- 
lated, and  the  regulations  and  practices  af- 
fecting such  fares  which  shall  he  shown  in 
such  schedule  sliall  be  such  of  the  regula- 
tions and  practices,  then  in  effect  under  such 
law.  as  the  Commission  shall  by  regulations 
require. 

"(c)  Any  metropolitan-area  carrier  which 
desires  to  change  any  fare  specified  in  a 
schedule  filed  by  it  under  this  section,  or 
any  regulation  or  practice,  specified  in  any 
such  schedule,  affecting  such  a  fare,  may  file 
a  schedule  In  compliance  with  this  section, 
showing  the  change  proposed  to  be  made. 

"(d)  Each  schedule  filed  under  this  sec- 
tion shaU  state  a  date  on  which  the  schedule 
shall  take  effect.  Except  in  the  case  of  a 
schedule  filed  under  subsection  (b) ,  the  date 
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w  at  1— ■>  thirty  tfays 
th*  data  CB  wbleb  Um  Mtbwlato  la  flMk  Be- 
eept  fijr  any  fkra.  ragnlatloii,  or  pNettot 
rixMm  tiMnta  whieh  la  aosprndad  Jhy  fha 

(e) ,  tlM  ■ebetfol*  aban  take  effect  on  tuft  (tot* 
•0  atatad,  uakaa  the  OaaunlwUm  toy  order 
anttaorlaaa  Ita  takixic  affaet  on  an  aaitlar 
data. 

"(•)  Mo  metrtvoUtanraraa  eairler  shaD 
c9iarg«,  for  any  tranaportatlon  rabjeet  to  this 
tttl*.  any  fare  other  tban  tbe  appUeable  fare 
apaetflad  la  a  acbedula  filed  by  It  undar  thla 
■action  and  In  affect  at  tlie  ttme.  During 
tba  period  before  a  achednle  filed  by  It  un- 
dar tlila  aecUou  baa  beoosne  effective,  no  car- 
rier referred  to  In  aubaecUon  (b)  ahaU 
<!barga>  ^*  ai^T  transportation  subject  to  this 
title,  any  fare  other  than  the  fare  iHilch  It 
waa  avttorlaed  to  charge  for  socli  traaspor- 
tatlon  Immediately  prior  to  the  effective  data 
of  this  aactlon,  under  the  law  under  which 
It  was  then  regrulated. 

"(f)  Xvary  metropoUtan-area  carrier  shall 
keep  currently  on  file  with  the  Commission, 
If  the  Commission  so  requires,  the  estab- 
lished divisions  of  all  Joint  fares  for  trans- 
portation aubject  to  this  titls  In  which  such 
carrier  participates. 

"Power  to  Tpreteribe  farea.  reguJationB,  and 
practice* 

"Sac.  8.  (a)  (1)  The  Commission,  upon 
complaint  or  upon  its  own  initiative,  may 
susiiend  any  fare,  regulation,  or  practice 
dMiwn  In  a  schedule  filed  with  It  under  sec-, 
tlon  7  (except  a  schedule  to  which  section 
7  (b)  applies) ,  at  any  time  before  such  fare, 
regulation,  or  practice  would  otherwise  take 
effect.  Such  suspension  shall  be  accom- 
plished by  filing  with  the  schedule,  and  de- 
livering to  the  carrier  or  carriers  affects 
thereby,  a  statement  in  writing  of  the  rea- 
aona  for  such  suspension.  Tbm  period  of 
auapanaloa  aliall  terminate  nlaety  daya  after 
the  date  on  which  the  fare,  regulation,  or 
practice  involved  was  suspended,  iinlnss  the 
Commission  extends  such  period  as  provided 
In  paragraph  (2). 

"(3)  If,  after  affording  to  interested  per- 
sons laaaonable  c^yportunlty  for  hearing,  the 
OoaamlHloa  finds  that  any  fare,  regulation, 
or  pnMtlee  ao  auspended  la  tmjust  or  un- 
reasonable, it  shall  issue  an  order  preecrlblng 
the  lawful  fare,  regulation,  or  practice  to  be 
in  effect.  The  fare,  regulatlim,  or  practice 
so  iHrescrlbed  shall  take  effect  on  the  date 
specified  In  such  order.  If  such  an  order 
has  not  been  issued  within  the  ninety-day 
suspension  period  provided  for  in  paragraph 
(1),  the  Commission  may  from  time  to  time 
extend  such  period,  but  In  any  event  the 
suspension  period  shall  tomlnate  no  later 
than  one  hundred  and  eighty  days  after  the 
date  the  fare,  regulation,  or  practice  Involved 
was  suspended.  If  no  such  order  is  issued 
Within  the  auspenslon  period  (Including  any 
extension  thereof),  the  fare,  regillatton,  or 
practice  Involved  shall  take  effect  at  the 
termination  of  such  period. 

"(b)  Whenever,  upon  complaint,  or  tipon 
tta  own  Initiative,  and  after  affording  to 
Interested  persons  reasonable  opportunity  for 
hearing,  the  Oommisslon  finds  that  any  in- 
dividual or  Joint  fare  in  effect  for  transpor- 
tation subject  to  this  title,  or  any  regtila- 
tion  or  practioe  affecting  such  fare,  is  unjust 
or  uazaaaonBtde,  the  Gommlaalon  shall  Issue 
an  order  prescribing  the  lawful  fare,  regula- 
tion, or  practice  thereafter  to  be  In  effect. 

Towers  aa  to  through  routes  and  joint  fares 
"Sec.  9.  (a)  Whenever,  upon  complaint  or 
tipon  Its  own  Initiative,  and  after  affording 
to  Interested  persons  reasonable  opportunity 
for  hearing,  the  Commission  is  of  the  opin- 
ion that  the  divisions  ot  any  Joint  fare  for 
transportation  subject  to  this  title  are  or  will 
be  uajuat,  unreasonable,  inequitable,  or 
unduly  preferential  or  prejudicial  as  between 
the  participating  carriers,  the  Commission 
ahall    prescribe    the    Jxist,    reasonable,    and 


eqvltable  dlvlrtons  thereof  to  be  reeeMred  tiy 
tbe  partldpatlng  cairlerB.  Tbe  Conuaisslon 
foay  raquira  the  adjustment  of  dlvlsldns  be- 
tweea  such  carriers  from  the  date  oi  filing 

the  eomirtalnt  or  entry  of  the  order  of  In- 
vestigation, or  such  other  date  subsequent 
thereto  as  the  Commission  finds  to  be  Just. 
leaaonable,  and  equitable. 

"(b)  Whenever  required  by  the  public  con- 
venience and  necessity,  the  Comnllsslon. 
upon  complaint  or  upon  Its  own  Initiative, 
and  after  affording  to  Interested  penotis  rea- 
sonable opportimlty  for  bearing,  shall  estab- 
lish throtigh  routes  and  Joint  fanes  for 
transportation  subject  to  this  title,  or  the 
regulations  or  practices  affecting  such  fares, 
and  the  terms  and  conditions  under  which 
such  through  routes  shall  be  operated. 
"Changes  in  routes  and  services 

"Sk.  10.  (a)  The  Commission,  by  order, 
may  require  any  metropolitan-area  carrier 
to  extend  any  route,  to  establish  a  new  route, 
or  to  make  any  other  addition  to  service,  for 
the  furnishing  of  transportation  subjlect  to 
this  title  If,  upon  complaint  or  upon  tta  own 
Initiative,  and  after  affording  to  Interested 
persons  reasonable  opportunity  for  hearing, 
it  finds  that  such  extension  of  route,  new 
route,  or  addition  to  service  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity. 

"(b)  No  metropolitan-area  carrier  shall 
abandon  any  route  or  discontinue  any  serv- 
ice specified  In  a  certificate  Issued  to  such 
carrier  under  section  6,  unless  such  carrier  Is 
authorized  to  do  so  by  an  order  issued 
by  the.  Comnllsslon.  The  Commission  shall 
Issue  such  an  order  If.  upon  application 
by  such  carrier,  and  after  affording  interest- 
ed persons  reasonable  opportunity  for  hear- 
ing. It  finds  that  the  abandonment  of  such 
route  or  the  discontinuance  of  such  service 
Is  consistent  with  the  public  Interest.  The 
Conunlsslon,  by  regulations  or  otherwise,  may 
authorize  such  temporary  suspensions  of 
routes  or  services  as  may  be  consistent  with 
the  public  interest.  The  fact  that  a  carrier 
is  operatlfig  a  route  or  ftunishlng  a  service 
at  a  loss,  or  is  not  realizing  a  reasonable 
profit  from  such  route  or  service,  shall  not,  of 
Itself,  determine  the  question  of  whether 
abandonment  of  the  route  or  discontinuance 
of  the  service  is  consistent  with  the  public 
Interest,  so  long  as  the  carrier  Is  rsalizlng 
a  reasonable  profit  on  its  operatlona  as  a 
Whole  In  performing  transportation  subject 
to  this  title. 

"Exclusive  jurisdiction  over  routes  and 
operations 

"8sc.  11.  (a)  With  respect  to  transporta- 
tion subject  to  this  title,  the  Commission 
shall  have  the  sole  power  to  regulate  the 
equipment  of  all  metropolitan-area  carriers, 
and  in  the  case  of  such  carriers  operating 
over  a  regular  route  or  routes,  to  prescribe 
the  routes  over  which  they  shall  operate,  to 
regulate  their  operating  schedules  and  their 
loading  and  unloading,  and  to  locate  their 
stops,  platforms,  and  loading  and  unk>ading 
zones,  and  to  require  tbe  appropriate  mark- 
ing thereof.  The  Commission  shall  have  the 
sole  power  to  establish  taxlcab  stafids  on 
public  space  In  the  metropolitan  area. 

**(b)  No  order,  rule,  or  regulation  shall  be 
made  by  the  Commission  under  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section  without  prior  consulta- 
tion on  the  matter  with  the  appropriate  of- 
ficials Of  any  State,  county,  or  munieipallty 
to  be  directly  affected  thereby. 
"Security  for  the  protection  of  the  public 

"Sac.  12.  No  certificate  of  public  conven- 
ience and  necessity  shall  be  Issued  under  sec- 
tion 6,  and  no  certificate  Issued  under  such 
section  shall  remain  in  force,  unless  the  per- 
son applying  for  or  holding  such  certificate 
complies  with  such  reasonable  regulations  as 
the  Commission  shall  prescribe  governing  tbe 
filing  and  approval  of  surety  bonds,  policies 
of  Insurance,  qualifications  as  a  self -Insurer 
or  other  securities  or  agreements,  la  such 
reasonable  amount  as  the  Commission  n...y 


require,  eondltioned  to  pay.  vMthin  tbe 
amoimt  of  such  surety  bonds,  pollolea  of 
insurance,  quallflcatlona  aa  a  ■elf-Insurer 

or  other  securities  or  agreements,  any  final 

Judgment  recovered  against  such  motor  car- 
rier for  bodily  Injuries  to  or  the  daath  of  any 
person,  or  for  loss  or  damage  to  property  of 
others,  resulting  from  tbe  operation,  main- 
tenance, or  use  of  motor  vehicles,  streetcars, 
or  other  equipment  or  facilities  utilized  In 
furnishing  transportation  subjedt  to  this 
title. 

"Accidents  reports  and  investigations 

"Sac.  13.  Whenever  there  occurs  In  the 
metropolitan  area,  either  on  the  property  of 
any  metropolitan-ares  carrier  or  directly  or 
Indirectly  arising  from  or  connected  with  the 
maintenance  or  operation  of  equipment  or 
facilities  vised  by  such  carrier  la  the  per- 
formance of  transportation  service  to  which 
this  title  applies,  any  accident  attended  with 
loss  of  human  life  or  personal  Injiiry  without 
loss  of  life,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  car- 
rier to  give  immediate  notice  of  such  acci- 
dent to  the  Commission.  Thereupon  the 
Commission.  If  in  its  opinion  the  public 
Interest  will  be  served  thereby,  shall  cauM 
an  Investigation  to  be  made  of  the  accident. 

"Accounts,  records,  and  reports;  depreciation 

"Bmc.  14.  (a)  The  Commission  may  require 
annual  or  other  periodic  reports,  and  spe- 
cial reports,  from  any  metropolitan-area  car- 
rier; prescribe  the  manner  and  form  in 
which  such  reports  shall  be  made;  and  re- 
quire from  any  such  carrier  specBc  answers 
to  all  questloLs  upon  which  the  Commis- 
sion deems  Information  to  be  necessary. 
Such  reports  shall  be  xmder  oatJi  whenever 
the  Commission  so  requires. 

"(b)  Each  metropolitan-area  carrier  shall 
keep  such  accounts,  records,  and  memo- 
randa with  respect  to  activities  to  which  it 
U  engaged  (whether  or  not  such  activities 
constitute  transportation  subjeet  to  this 
title) ,  Including  accounts,  records,  and  mem- 
u-anda  of  the  movement  of  trafflo,  as  well  as 
of  the  receipts  and  expenc^itures  of  money, 
as  the  Commission  by  regulation  prescribes. 
The  Commission  shall  by  regulation  prescrltw 
the  form  of  such  accounts,  records,  and  mem- 
oranda, and  the  length  of  time  they  shall 
be  preserved.  No  such  carrier  nuiy  keep  any 
additional  accounts,  records,  or  memoranda 
which  Impair  the  Integrity  of  those  pre- 
scribed or  approved  by  the  Commission  or 
constitute  a  financial  burden  on  the  carrier. 

"(c)  The  Commission  shall  prescribe  reg- 
ulations requiring  metropolitanrarea  car- 
riers to  maintain  i^)proprUte  reserves 
against  depreciation.  The  Commission  shall 
prescribe  the  classes  of  property  for  which 
depreciation  charges  may  properly  be  In- 
cluded under  operating  expenses  and  the 
rate  of  depreciation  which  shall  be  charged 
with  respect  to  each  of  such  classes  of  prop- 
erty, and  may  classify  the  carriers  as  it  may 
deem  proper  for  this  purpose.  The  Cc«n- 
mission  may,  when  It  deems  necessary,  mod- 
ify the  classes  and  rates  so  prescribed. 
Metropolitan-area  carriers  shall  not  charge 
to  operating  expenses  any  depreciation 
charges  on  classes  of  property  other  than 
those  prescribed  by  the  Commission,  or 
charge  with  resp>ect  to  any  class  of  property 
a  rate  of  depreciation  other  than  that  pre- 
scribed therefor  by  the  Commission,  and  no 
metropolitan-area  carrier  shall  include  un- 
der operating  expenses  any  depreciation 
charge  other  than  as  prescribed  by  the  Com- 
mission. 

"(d)  At  all  times  the  CommAssion  and 
each  of  its  members  shall  have  access  to  all 
lands,  buildings,  and  equifMnemt  of  all 
metropolitan-area  carriers,  and  to  all  ac- 
counts, records,  and  memoranda  kept  by 
such  carriers.  When  authorized  by  the  Com- 
mission to  do  so,  any  employee^of  the  Com- 
mission may  Inspect  any  such  land,  bulld- 
Ines,  equipment,  accounts,  records,  and 
n..  moral.  Ja.    Tills  section  shall  apply,  to  the 
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extent  found  by  the  ComnUssion  to  be  i^a 
sonably  neceaaary  for  tha  administration  of 
this  title,  to  any  person  oontroUlng.  con- 
trolled by,  or  \inder  common  control  with. 

any   metropolitan -ares   carrier. 

"(e)  Every  metropolitan-area  carrier  shall 
have  an  office  within  the  metropolitan  area 
and,  except  as  provided  in  subsection  (f )  of 
this  section,  shall  keep  In  such  ofllce  all  ac- 
counts, records,  and  memcranda  which  the 
Commission  shall  require  to  be  kept  there. 
Such  accounts,  records,  and  memoranda 
shall  not  be  removed  from  the  metnqxdltan 
area  except  under  such  condlttons  as  the 
Commission  shall  preecrilx!. 

"(f)  Any  metropolitan-area  carrier  which 
operates  both  Inside  and  outside  of  the  met- 
rop>olltan  area  and  which  has  Its  principal 
office  outside  of  the  metro])olltan  area,  may 
keep  all  of  its  accounts,  records,  and  memo- 
randa at  such  principal  office  but  shall  pro- 
duce such  accounts,  records,  and  memoranda 
before  the  Commission  whenever  tbe  Com- 
mission shall  so  direct. 

"(g)  Nothing  in  this  title  shall  Impair  any 
authority  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission, the  Public  Dtllitltis  Commission  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  or  the  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission  of  Maryland  to  exercise,  with 
respect  to  any  metropolitan-area  carrier, 
powers  similar  to  those  granted  to  the  Wash- 
ington Metropolitan  Area  Transit  Commis- 
sion by  this  section,  where  *he  exercise  of 
such  powers  Is  necessary  or  appropriate  to 
enable  such  Commission  to  regulate  any 
matter  which  tbe  Washington  Metropolitan 
Area  Transit  Commission  is  not  authorized 
to  regulate. 

"(h)  The  Commission  may  by  regulation, 
order,  or  otherwise,  to  the  extent  deemed 
by  It  to  be  consistent  with  the  public  In- 
terest, exempt  from  the  operation  of  sub- 
sections (c)  and  (e)  of  this  section  any 
carrier  by  taxlcab  which.  If  required  to  com- 
ply therewith,  would  be  subjected  to  an 
undue  financial  burden  because  of  the 
small  scale  of  Its  operations. 

"Issuance  of  securities 

"Stc.  is.  (a)  As  used  in  this  section  the 
term  'securities'  means  stocks;  stock  cer- 
tificates; or  bonds,  mortgages,  or  other  evi- 
dences of  indebtedness  payable  In  more  than 
one  year  from  date  of  Issuance. 

"(b)  Subject  to  subsection  (g)  of  this 
section,  no  metropolitan-area  carrier  shall 
issue  any  securities,  or  directly  or  mdlrectly 
receive  any  money,  property,  or  services  In 
payment  of  securities  Issued  or  to  be  Issued 
by  it,  until  tbe  Commission,  by  order,  shall 
have  approved  the  issuance  of  such  secu- 
rities. 

"(c)  Upon  application  made  to  It  by  any 
such  carrier  for  approval  of  the  Issuance 
of  secxu-ities,  the  Commission,  after  afford- 
ing reasonable  opportunity  for  hearing  to 
interested  parties,  shall  by  order  approve  or 
disapprove  the  issuance  of  such  securities. 
The  Commission  shall  give  ita  approval  if 
it  finds  that  the  proposed  issuance  of  secu- 
rities Is  in  the  public  Interest. 

"(d)  Any  such  order  of  the  Commission 
approving  the  Issuance  of  securities  shall 
specify  the  purposes  for  which  the  proceeds 
from  the  sale  or  other  disposition  thereof 
are  to  be  used  and  the  terms  and  conditions 
under  which  such  securities  shall  be  Issued 
and  disposed  of.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for 
the  applicant  to  apply  such  proceeds,  or 
to  Issue  or  dispose  of  such  securities.  In 
any  manner  other  than  as  specified  by  tbe 
Commission  in  its  order. 

"(e)  Any  securities  Issued  in  violation  of 
this  section  shall  be  void. 

"(f)  Nothing  In  this  title  shall  Impair 
any  author  icy  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  or  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion of  Maryland  to  regulate  the  issuance 
of  seciirities  by  any  metropolitan-area  car- 
rier which  does  not  operate  exclusively  in 
such   area. 
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"(C)  The  Cotnmlsslon  may  by  regulation, 
order,  or  otherwise,  to  the  extent  deemed 
by  It  to  be  consistent  with  the  public  Ih- 
terest,  ezen^it  from  the  operation  of  this 
section  any  metropcaitan-area  carrier  whldi 
does  not  operate  exclusively  In  such  area 
and  which,  before  issuing  securities,  must 
obtain  the  approval  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Oommisslon  or  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland. 

"(h)  Any  metropolitan-area  carrier  or  any 
agent,  director,  or  oflBcer  thereof,  who  shall 
directly  or  indirectly  issue,  or  cause  to  be 
issued,  any  securities  contrary  to  the  provi- 
sions of  this  section,  or  who  shall  apply  the 
proceeds  from  the  sale  or  other  disposition 
of  seciuitles  for  any  pur]x>6e  not  authorized 
by  the  order  of  the  Commission  approving 
the  Issuance  of  such  securities,  shall  forfeit 
and  pay  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  a  sum  not  less  than  $1,000  nor  more 
than  SIO.CXK)  for  each  offense. 

"(i)  Whoever,  t>elng  an  officer,  agent,  or 
employee  of  a  metropolitan-area  carrier.  Is- 
sues or  negotiates  any  securities  of  such  car- 
rier, or  causes  such  securities  to  be  nego- 
tiated, knowing  that  in  violation  of  section 
1001  of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code 
any  person  has  falsified,  concealed,  or  cov- 
ered up  a  material  fact,  or  has  made  any 
false,  fictitious,  or  fraudulent  statement  or 
representation,  or  has  made  or  tised  any 
false  writing  or  document,  in  connection 
with  any  application  made  under  this  sec- 
tion with  reepect  to  such  securities,  shall 
be  fined  not  more  than  $10,000  or  imprisoned 
not  more  than  five  years,  or  both. 

"Consolidations,   mergers,   and   acquisitions 
of  control 

"Sec.  16.  (a)  It  shaU  be  unlawful,  without 
approval  of  the  Commission  in  accordance 
with  this  section — 

"(1)  for  two  or  more  metropolitan-area 
carriers,  each  of  which  operates  exclusively 
in  that  area,  to  consolidate  or  merge  their 
properties  or  franchises,  or  any  part  thereof, 
into  one  person  for  the  ownership,  manage- 
ment, or  operation  of  properties  theretofore 
under  separate  ownership,  management,  or 
operation;  or 

"(2)  for  any  metropolitan-area  carrier 
which  operates  exclusively  in  such  area  or 
any  person  controlling,  controlled  by,  or 
under  common  control  with,  such  a  carrier 
(.)  to  purchase,  lease,  or  contract  to  operate 
the  properties,  or  any  substantial  part  there- 
of, of  any  metropoUtan-area  carrier  which 
operates  exclusively  in  such  area,  or  (11) 
to  acquire  control,  through  ownership  of  its 
stock  or  otherwise,  of  any  metropolitan-area 
carrier  which  operates  exclusively  in  such 
area. 

"(b)  Any  person  seeking  approval  of  any 
transaction  to  which  subsection  (a)  applies 
shall  make  application  to  the  Commission 
in  accordance  with  such  regulations  as  the 
Commission  shall  prescribe.  If,  after  af- 
fording Interested  persons  a  reasonable  op- 
p>ortunlty  for  bearing,  the  Commission  finds 
that,  subject  to  such  terms,  conditions,  and 
modifications  as  it  shall  find  to  be  Just  and 
reasonable,  the  proposed  transaction  Is  con- 
sistent with  the  public  Interest,  it  shall  en- 
ter an  order  approving  and  authorizing  such 
transaction  upon  the  terms  and  conditions, 
and  with  the  modifications,  so  found  to  be 
Just  and  reasonable. 

"(c)  It  shall  t>e  unlawful  to  continue  to 
maintain  or  exercise  any  ownership,  man- 
agement, o|>eratlon  or  control  accomplished 
or  effectuated  in  violation  of  subsection  (a) 
of  this  section. 

"(d)  Persons  participating  In  any  trans- 
action approved  by  the  Commission  under 
this  section  are  hereby  relieved  from  the  op- 
eration of  all  restraints,  limitations,  and  pro- 
hibitions of  law,  FedertJ  at  State,  Insofar 
as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  them  to  carry 
into  effect  the  transaction  so  approved  In 
accordance  with  tbe  terms  and  conditions, 
if  any,  imposed  by  the  Commission. 


"Admtnistrstftw  provUion* 

**Sac.  17.  (a)  The  Oommisslon  may  makt 
and  amend  such  general  or  special  mlea  and 

regulations,  and  issue  such  orders,  aa  may  b« 
tieceaeary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  ot  this 

Utle. 

"(b)  The  Commission  may  appoint  and  fix 
the  compensation  of  such  officers  and  em- 
ployees, and  make  such  expenditures,  as  may 
be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  at 
this  title. 

"(c)  In  the  conduct  of  any  hearings  or  in- 
vestigations authorized  by  this  title,  the 
Commission,  any  of  its  members,  or  any  duly 
designated  examiner  shall  tiave  the  same 
powers  to  take  evidence,  issue  subpenas.  take 
depositions,  and  compel  testinMiny  as  are 
vested  in  members  of  the  ClvU  Aeronautics 
Board  and  its  duly  designated  examiners  by 
section  1004  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of 
1938  (49  U.  S.  C.  sec.  644).  AcUons  of  tha 
Commission,  its  members,  or  its  examiners 
In  such  cases  shall  be  governed  by  the  proce- 
dures specified  In  such  section,  and  be  en- 
forced in  the  mazuier  provided  therein. 

"(d)  The  Commission,  with  the  consent 
of  any  department  or  agency  of  the  Oovern- 
ment.  may  avail  itself  of  the  use  of  informa- 
tion, service,  facilities,  officers,  and  employees 
thereof  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
this  title. 

"Poirer  to  require  compliance  voith  title 

"Szc.  18.  (a)  Any  person  may  file  with  the 
Commission  a  complaint  in  writing  with  re- 
spect to  anything  done  or  omitted  to  be  done 
by  any  peison  in  contravention  of  any  pro- 
vision of  this  title,  or  of  any  requirement 
established  pursuant  thereto.  If  the  person 
complained  against  shall  not  satisfy  the 
complaint  and  there  shall  appear  to  be  any 
reasonable  grounds  for  an  investigation,  the 
Commission  shall  Investigate  the  matters 
complained  of.  Whenever  the  Commission  is 
of  the  opinion  that  any  complaint  does  not 
state  facts  which  warrant  action  on  ita  part, 
it  may  dismiss  the  complaint  without  hear- 
ing. At  least  ten  days  before  the  date  it  sets 
a  time  and  place  for  a  hearing  on  a  com- 
plaint, the  Commission  shall  notify  the  per- 
son complained  of  that  the  complaint  has 
been  made.  _ 

"(b)  The  Commission  may  Institute  an  in- 
vestigation at  any  time,  on  its  own  initiative, 
in  any  case  and  as  to  any  matter  concerning 
which  complaint  is  authorized  to  be  made 
to  or  before  the  Commission  by  any  provision 
of  this  title,  or  concerning  which  any  ques- 
tion may  arise  under  any  of  the  provisions 
of  this  title,  or  relating  to  the  enforcement 
of  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  title.  The 
Commission  shall  have  the  same  power  to 
proceed  with  any  investigation  instituted 
on  Its  own  motion  as  though  it  had  been 
appealed  to  by  complaint. 

"(c)  If,  after  affording  to  interested  per- 
sons reasonable  opportunity  for  hearing,  tba 
Commission  finds  In  any  Inveatigation  in- 
stituted upon  complaint  or  upon  Its  own 
initiative,  that  any  person  has  failed  to  com- 
ply With  any  provision  of  this  title  or  any 
requirement  established  purstiant  thereto, 
the  Conunlsslon  shall  issue  an  appropriate 
order  to  compel  such  person  to  comply 
therewith. 

"Reconsideration  of  orders 

"Sec.  19.  Any  person  affected  by  any  final 
order  or  decision  of  the  Commission  may. 
within  thirty  days  after  the  publication 
thereof,  file  with  the  Commission  an  appli- 
cation In  writing  requesting  a  reconsidera- 
tion of  the  matters  involved,  and  stating 
specifically  the  errors  claimed  as  grounds  for 
such  reconsideration.  No  person  shall  In  any 
court  urge  or  rely  on  any  ground  not  so 
set  forth  In  such  application.  The  Oom- 
misslon, within  thirty  days  after  tbe  filing 
of  such  application,  shall  either  grant  or 
deny  it.  Failure  by  the  CommlsBlon  So 
upon  such  application  vrlthln  »\K>fc 
Shall  be  deemed  a  denial  thefvcuf      n 
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tai>pUe*tlon  !•  granted,  tbe  Oommlaslon. 
•rter  glTlBg  notice  thereof  to  all  Interested 
peraon*.  shall,  either  with  or  without  hear- 
ing, rescind,  modify,  or  afBrm  Its  order  or 
decision.  The  filing  of  such  an  application 
shall  act  as  a  stay  upon  the  execution  of 
the  order  or  decision  of  the  Commission  until 
the  final  action  of  the  Ck>mml8slon  upon  the 
application,  except  that  upon  written  con- 
sent of  the  applicant  such  order  or  decision 
snail  not  be  stayed  tinless  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Ck»xunlsslon.  No  appeal  shall  lie 
from  any  order  of  the  Commission  until  an 
application  for  reconsideration  has  been 
made  and  determined. 

"Judicial  review 
•Sec.  20.  Notwithstanding  section  26  (a) 
of  this  title,  paragraphs  65  to  eQa,  inc^ive. 
of  section  8  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  IOI3  (37 
fiKat.  989,  ch.  ISO),  as  amended  (D.  C.  Ipode, 
sections  43-705  to  43-710,  inclusive),  which 
provide  for  Judicial  review  of  orders  and 
decisions  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion of  the  District  of  Columbia,  shall  apply 
In  the  same  manner  and  to  the  same  extent 
with  respect  to  orders  and  decisions  of  the 
Washington  Metropolitan  Area  Transit  Com- 
mission. 

"Judicial  enforcement 

"Sac.  21.  (a)  If  any  person  violates  any 
provision  ot  this  title,  or  of  any  regulation, 
order,  or  certificate  Issued  thereunder,  the 
Commission  or.  in  the  case  of  a  violation 
of  section  6  (a),  any  party  in  Interest,  may 
apply  to  the  United  States  district  court  for 
any  district  in  which  such  person  resides  or 
carries  on  t-usiness  or  In  which  the  violation 
occurred  for  an  order  enjoining  such  viola- 
tion or  enforcing  compliance  with  such -pro- 
vision. Such  court  shall  have  Jiirlsdlctlon, 
by  injunction  or  other  process,  mandatory 
or  otherwise,  to  restrain  such  person,  his 
officers,  agents,  employees,  and  representa- 
tives from  further  violation  of  such  provi- 
sion, and  to  enjoin  upon  them  obedience 
thereto. 

"(b)  Upon  the  request  of  the  Commission, 
any  United  States  attorney  shall  institute 
in  the  proper  court  and  prosecute  under  the 
direction  of  the  Attorney  General  any  neces- 
sary proceeding  for  the  enforcement  of  any 
provision  of  this  title,  or  of  any  regulation, 
order,  or  certificate  Issued  thereunder,  or 
for  the  punishment  of  any  violation  of  any 
such  provision.  The  coets  and  expenses  of 
such  prosecutions  shall  be  paid  out  of  the 
appropriations  for  the  expenses  of  the  courts 
of  the  United  States. 

"Experises  of  im>estigations,  valuations,  and 
other  proceedings 

"Sac.  32.  (a)  All  expenses  of  any  investi- 
gation, valuation,  or  other  proceeding  of  any 
nature,  conducted  by  the  Commission,  of  or 
concerning  any  metropolitan-area  carrier, 
and  all  expenses  of  any  litigation,  including 
appeals.  arlBlng  from  any  such  investigation, 
valuation,  or  other  proceeding,  shall  be 
borne  by  such  carrier.  Such  expenses,  with 
Interest  at  6  per  centum  per  annum,  may 
be  charged  to  operating  expenses  and  amor- 
tized over  such  period  as  the  Commission 
shall  deem  proper  and  be  allowed  for  in  the 
rates  to  be  charged  by  such  carrier.  When 
any  such  investigation,  valuation,  or  other 
proceeding  has  been  initiated  it  shall  l>e  the 
duty  of  the  carrier  to  pay  to  the  Commls- 
aion,  from  time  to  time,  such  reasonable  sum 
or  s\mis  as,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
sion, are  necessary  to  cover  the  expenses 
which  by  this  section  are  required  to  be 
borne  by  such  carrier.  The  money  so  paid 
by  the  carrier  shall  I9e  deposited  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  in  the  name 
and  to  the  credit  of  the  Commission,  and 
may  be  disbursed  by  the  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  defraying  expenses  of  the  Inves- 
tigation, valuation,  proceeding,  or  litigation 
in  question.  Any  unexpended  balance  of 
the  sum  or  sums  so  paid  by  such  carrier  re- 


maining after  the  payment  of  such  ei^enses 
shall  be  returned  to  such  carrier. 

"(b)  The  amount  expended  by  the  Com- 
mission in  any  calendar  year  in  all  iCivesti- 
gatlons,  valuations,  or  other  proceedings  of 
or  concerning  any  one  metropolitan -area 
carrier  shall  not  exceed — 

"(1)  one-tenth  of  one  per  centum  of  the 
gross  operating  revenues  of  such  carrier,  de- 
rived from  transportation  subject  to  this 
title,  for  its  last  preceding  fiscal  year;  or 

"(2)  in  the  case  of  a  carrier  which  was  not 
engaged  in  such  transportation  during  the 
whole  of  its  last  preceding  fiscal  year,  one- 
tenth  of  one  per  centum  bf  the  average  gross 
operating  revenues,  derived  from  transpor- 
tation subject  to  this  title,  of  all  other  met- 
ropolitan-area carriers  (exclusive  of  oarriers 
to  which  this  subparagraph  (2)  applies)  for 
their  last  preceding  fiscal  years. 

"(c)  For  the  purposes  of  subsections  (a) 
and   (b)   of  this  section — 

"(1)  The  tern*  'metropolitan-area  earrier' 
includes}  in  addition  to  any  perso6  to  which 
section  3  (c)  of  this  title  applies,  any  person 
which  makes  application  under  section  5 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity;  except  that  such  term  does  not 
Include  any  carrier  by  taxlcab,  or  any  appli- 
cant for  such  a  certificate  to  engage  in 
transportation  by  taxicab. 

"(2)  The  term  'transportation  subject  to 
this  title'  means  any  transportation  which, 
by  section  3  (b)  of  this  title.  Is  defined  as 
transportation  subject  to  this  title,  whether 
such  transportation  was  engaged  in  before 
or  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this 
title. 

"(d)  The  unobllgaied  balance  on  the  date 
this  sectloh  takes  effect,  of  any  sum  which 
was  paid  as  a  special  franchise  tax  under 
paragraph  42  of  section  8  of  the  Act  of 
March  4,  1913  (37  Stat.  974,  ch.  iSO).  as 
amended  (D.  C.  Code.  sec.  43—412).  by  any 
carrier  which  by  section  3  (c)  of  this  title  is 
defined  as  a  metropolitan-area  carrier,  shall 
be  returned  to  such  carrier. 

"Penalty  for  violations 
"Sec.  23.  Whoever  knowingly  andl  willfully 
commits  any  violation  of  any  provision  of 
this  title  or  any  order,  rule,  or  regulation 
issued  imder  this  title  or  any  term,  condi- 
tion, or  limitation  of  any  certificate  issued 
under  this  title,  for  which  no  penalty  (other 
than  a  forfeltvu-e)  is  otherwise  provided  by 
this  title,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $5,000. 
For  the  purpose  of  this  section,  the  act,  omis- 
sion, or  failure  to  act,  of  any  ofBcer,  agent, 
or  employee  of  a  metropolitan-area  carrier, 
acting  within  the  scope  of  bis  employment, 
shall  be  deemed  the  act  of  such  carrier. 


"Continuing  violations 

"Sec.  24.  Every  day  during  which  any  per- 
son shall  fail  knowingly  or  willfully  to  com- 
ply with  any  order  or  direction  of  the  Com- 
mission, or  to  perform  any  duty  enjoined 
by  this  title,  shall  constitute  a  separtte  and 
distinct  violation  of  such  order,  direction,  or 
duty. 

"Applicability  of  other  laics 

"Sxc.  25.  (a)  Section  8  of  the  Act  of  March 
4,  1913  (37  Stat.  974  ch.  150),  as  amended 
(D.  C.  Code,  title  43),  shall  not  apply  with 
respect  to  metropolitan-area  carriers,  ex- 
cept that — 

"(1)  the  application  of  the  following  pro- 
visions of  such  section  shall  not  be  affected 
by  this  title:  Paragraph  3  (D.  C.  Code,  sec. 
43-302),  which  relates  to  the  use,  by  public 
utilities,  of  equipment  belonging  to  other 
utUltles  doing  business  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  paragraph  75  (D.  C.  Code,  sec. 
43-804) ,  which  prohibits  public  utilities  from 
issuing  certain  types  of  dividends,  and  para- 
graph 100  (D.  C.  Code,  sec.  43-1004),  which 
relates  to  the  number  of  directors  of  public 
UtUltles. 

"(2)  the  application  of  the  foUowltig  pro- 
visions of  such  section  shall  not  be  iiffected 
by  any  provision  of   this  title  other   than 


section  18  (d) :  Paragraph  64  (D.  C.  Code, 
sec.  43-501),  which  relates  to  assignments 
of  franchises,  and  acquisitions  of  stocks  and 
bonds,  of  public  utilities,  and  paragraph  76 
(D.  C.  Code,  sec.  43-805).  which  relates  to 
reorganizations  and  consolidations  by  pub- 
lic utilities; 

"(3)  paragraph  77  of  such  section  (D.  C. 
Code,  sec.  43-806) ,  which  relates  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  public  utilities  may  apply  the 
proceeds  of  securities  issued  by  them,  shall 
apply  In  the  case  of  securities  with  respect 
to  which  certificates  were  Issued  Kinder  such 
paragraph  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this 
section; 

"(4)  provisions  of  such  section  which  re- 
late to  the  administration  and  enforcement 
of  the  provisions  referred  to  in  paragraphs 
(1)  (2),  and  (3)  of  this  subsection,  and  to 
Judicial  review  of  orders  and  decisions  made 
in  the  course  of  such  administration  and  en- 
forcement, shall  continue  to  apply  to  the 
extent  necessfiry  to  carry  out  this  subsection; 
and 

"(5)  the  application  of  such  section  with 
respect  to  services  performed  by  »ny  metro- 
politan-area carrier  which  do  not  constitute 
transportation  subject  to  this  tltl«  shall  not 
be  affected  by  this  title. 

"(b)  The  Public  Utilities  Conmilsslon  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  may  not  exercise, 
with  respect  to  any  metropoUtaa-area  car- 
rier, any  regulatory  authority  vested  in  such 
Commission  by  the  Joint  resolution  entitled 
'Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  merger 
of  street-railway  corporations  operating  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses', approved  January  14.  1938  (47  Stat. 
752) ,  as  amended. 

"(c)  The  vehicles  of  the  metropioUtan-area 
carriers  shall  not  be  subject  to  regulations 
made  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  under  the  provision 
of  law  codified  as  the  third  sentence  of  sec- 
tion 47-2331  (d)  of  the  Code  of  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

"(d)  Nothing  In  this  title  shall  affect  the 
applicability  of  the  Act  of  February  25,  1931 
(46  Stat.  1419,  ch.  302;  D.  C.  Code,  sec.  44- 
214) ,  or  paragraph  nineteenth  of  the  unifica- 
tion agreement  set  forth  In  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion entitled  'Joint  Resolution  tc  authorize 
the  merger  of  street-railway  corporations 
operating  in  the  District  of  Colijimbla',  ap- 
proved January  14.  1933  (47  Stat.  759.  D.  C. 
Code,  sec.  44-214  note),  which  relate  to  the 
transportation  of  school  children  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  at  reduced  fares,  except 
that  the  functions  thereby  imposed  upon  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  shall  be  exercised  hereafter  by 
the  Washington  Metropolitan  Area  Transit 
Comnilsslon.  Nothing  In  this  tltfle  shall  af- 
fect the  applicability  of  the  provision  of  law 
codified  as  section  44—213  of  the  Code  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  which  relates  to  the 
transportation  In  the  District  of  Columbia, 
free  of  charge,  of  policemen  and  iremen. 

"(e)  The  following  provisions  of  law  are 
hereby  repealed:  Section  4  of  the  Act  of 
January  4.  1933  (47  Stat.  760.  O.  C.  Code, 
sec.  44-201 ) ,  which  relates  to  the  Issuance  of 
certificates  of  public  convenience  and  neces- 
sity by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of 
the  District  of  Columbia;  and  section  16  of 
the  Act  of  May  23,  1908  (35  StatJ.  250.  D.  C. 
Code,  sec.  44-202),  which  relate!  to  equip- 
ment and  services  to  be  furnished  by  street 
railways. 

"(f)  The  Interstate  Commeroe  Act,  the 
laws  of  the  District  of  Columbia  other  than 
those  provisions  of  such  laws  which  are  re- 
ferred to  In  subsections  (a) ,  (b) ,  (c).  and  (d) 
of  this  section,  and  the  laws  of  Maryland, 
shall  be  Inapplicable  to  metropolitan-area 
carriers  and  to  transportation  subject  to  this 
title  to  the  extent  that  such  laws  are  incon- 
sistent with,  or  are  In  duplication  of,  any 
provision  of  this  title  or  any  rule,  regulation, 
or  order  lawfully  prescribed  or  iasued  under 
this  title. 
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"Existing  rules,  regulations,  orders,  and 
decisions 

"Szc.  26.  Notwithstanding  any  provlslou 
of  section  25,  all  rules,  regulations,  orders, 
decisions,  or  other  action  prescribed,  issued, 
made,  or  taken  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  the  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion of  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland,  and 
which  are  in  force  at  the  time  this  section 
takes  effect,  with  respect  to  carriers  which, 
by  section  3  (c)  of  this  title,  are  defined 
PS  metropolitan-area  carriers,  in  relation  to 
matters  concerning  transportation  which, 
by  section  3  (b)  of  this  title,  is  defined  as 
transportation  subject  to  this  title,  shall 
remain  in  effect,  and  be  enforceable  under 
this  title,  according  to  their  terms,  as  though 
they  had  been  prescribed,  issued,  made,  or 
taken  by  the  Washington  Metropolitan  Area 
Transit  Commission  pursuant  to  this  title, 
unless  and  until  otherwise  provided  by  such 
Commission  In  the  exercise  of  Its  powers 
under  this  title. 

"Transfer  of  records 

"SBC.  27.  The  Public  Utilities  Commission 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  shall  transfer 
to  the  Washington  MetropoUt&n  Area  Traxislt 
Commission  such  of  their  records  as  pertain 
to  matters  which  by  this  title  are  placed 
under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  latter  com- 
mission. The  Washington  Metropolitan  Area 
Transit  Conunisslon  Is  authorized  to  receive 
from  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Maryland  any  records  pertaining  to  matters 
which  by  this  title  are  placed  under  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Washington  Metropolitan 
Area  Transit  Commission. 

"Pending  actions  or  proceedings 

"Sec.  28.  (a)  No  suit,  action,  or  other  Ju- 
dicial proceeding  lawfully  commenced  by  or 
against  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  or  the  Public  Service 
Commhslon  of  Maryland,  or  any  officer  of 
any  such  commission  in  his  official  capacity 
or  in  relation  to  his  discharge  of  official 
duties,  shall  abate  solely  by  reason  of  the 
taking  effect  of  any  provision  of  this  title. 
The  court  before  which  any  such  suit,  action, 
or  other  proceeding  is  pending  may,  upon 
the  filing  at  any  time  within  eighteen  months 
after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  title 
of  a  motion  or  supplemental  jietltlon  show- 
ing a  necessity  for  survival  of  such  suit, 
action,  or  other  proceeding  In  order  to  ob- 
tain a  settlement  of  the  questions  involved, 
allow  the  same  to  be  maintained,  with  such 
subsTitutlons  as  to  parties  as  are  appropriate. 

"(b)  To  the  extent  that  the  Washington 
Metropolitan  Area  Transit  Commission  de- 
termines such  action  to  be  necessary  or  ap- 
propriate In  the  exercise  of  the  powers  and 
duties  vested  In  or  Imposed  upon  It  by  this 
title,  such  Commission — 

"(1)  shall  continue  and  carry  to  a  con- 
clusion any  proceeding,  hearing,  or  Investi- 
pation  which,  at  the  time  this  section  takes 
c.Tect.  Is  pending  before  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  of  the  District  of  Columbia  or 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Conunisslon;    and 

"(2)  with  the  consent  of  the  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission  of  Maryland,  may  continue 
and  carry  to  a  conclvislon  any  proceeding. 
liearing,  or  investigation  which  Is  pending 
bef<  re  that  Commission  at  the  time  this 
Eectlon  takes  effect. 

"Prorisionj  inapplicable  to  taxicabs 

"Sec.  29.  To  the  extent  that  provisions  of 
this  title  relate  to  routes,  through  routes, 
and  Joint  fares,  such  provisions  shall  not 
apply  with  respect  to  carriers  by  taxicab. 

"Annual  report  of  Commission 

"Sec.  30.  The  Conunisslon  shall  make  an 
annual  report  to  the  Congress  as  soon  as 
practicable  after  the  first  day  ot  January  oC 
each  year,  which  shall  contain,  in  addition 
to  a  report  of  the  work  performed  under  this 


title,  snch  other  information  and  recommen- 
dations coQoerning  passenger  transportation 
within  the  metropolitan  area  as  the  Com- 
mission deems  advisable. 

"Effective  dates 

"Sec.  31.  This  section  and  sections  1.  2,  3, 
4,  and  17  shall  take  effect  on  the  date  on 
which  this  act  Is  enacted.  The  remaining 
provisions  of  tills  title  shall  take  effect  July  1, 
1955. 


"11T1.E  n- 


lETSOPOLITAN    WASHIMCTOM 
COMMISSION" 


And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment  to  the   amendment  to  the   title   and 
agree  to  the  same. 

Carsoll  D.  Keaxks. 
Joel  T.  BaoYHiix, 
James  C.  Davis, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Andrew  F.  Schoeppel, 
John  M.  BmxER. 
Ed  C.  Johnson, 
Jlfana^ers  or.  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  2236)  for  the 
establishment  of  a  Commission  on  Area 
Problems  of  the  Greater  Washington  Metro- 
politan Area,  submit  the  following  statement 
In  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action 
agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and  recom- 
mended In  the  accompanying  conference  re- 
port: 

The  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  provided 
for  the  establishment  of  a  temporary  com- 
mission with  the  duty  to  study  and  make 
recommendations  pertaining  to  (1)  high- 
way, bridge,  and  traffic  problems  allecting 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  the  counties 
of  Arlington  and  Fairfax  and  the  cities  of 
Alexandria  and  Falls  Church  in  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Virginia  and  the  coimtles  of 
Montgomery  and  Prince  Georges  In  the  State 
of  Maryland  for  the  purpose  of  expediting  the 
movement  of  traffic  in  the  Greater  Wash- 
ington Metropolitan  Area,  and  (2)  the  inte- 
gration of  the  public  transportation  system 
for  the  Greater  Washington  Metropolitan 
Area,  and  the  need  for  additional  public 
transportation  facilities  for  such  area. 
The  Senate  made  44  amendments. 
Amendments  numbered  2.  3,  5,  6,  0,  10, 
11,  12,  13.  14,  15,  16.  17.  18,  19,  20,  21.  22.  23, 
24,  25,  26.  27.  28,  29.  30.  31,  32.  33.  39.  40.  41. 
43,  and  44:  These  amendments  merely  made 
Clerical,  conforming,  or  minor  drafting 
changes,  largely  made  necessary  because  of 
the  few  Senate  amendments  which  were  sub- 
stantive in  character.     The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  numbered  4:  The  bill  as  it 
passed  the  House  provided  that  the  Com- 
mission should  be  known  as  the  "Commis- 
sion on  Area  Problems  of  the  Greater  Wash- 
ington Metropolitan  Area."  This  amendment 
changed  the  name  to  "Metropolitan  Wash- 
ington Commission."     The  House  recedes. 

Amendments  numbered  7  and  8 :  The  Hotise 
bill  provided  that  the  Commission  should 
consist  of  11  members.  Of  these  4  were  to 
be  appointed  by  the  President  from  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  or  from  private  life,  2  from 
the  majority  party,  and  2  from  the  minority 
party.  These  amendments  changed  the 
number  to  be  appointed  by  the  President 
from  4  to  2  (thus  reducing  the  Commission 
membership  to  9),  and  eliminating  the  pro- 
vision with  respect  to  appointment  from  the 
majority  and  minority  parties.  The  House 
recedes. 

Amendments  numbered  34,  35,  36,  37,  and 
38:  These  amendments  modified  the  specifi- 
cation of  matters  to  be  studied  and  reported 
on  by  the  Commission,  some  of  the  changes 
being  merely  clarifying.  However,  a  sub- 
stantive change  was  to  eliminate  the  lan- 


guage directing  the  Oommlwrion  to  study 
"the  Integration  of  the  public  transporta* 
tlon  system  for  the  Greater  Waatiingtoa 
Metropolitan  Area,  and  the  need  folk- addi- 
tional public  transportation  facilities  for 
such  area".  Also  eliminated  was  the  sen- 
tence directing  the  Commission  to  give  con- 
sideration to  the  establishment  of  a  Great- 
er Washington  Metropolitan  Area  Transpor- 
tation Commission  to  regulate  public  traoa- 
portatlon  In  nearby  Virginia  and  Mary- 
land and  In  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
House  recedes  on  these  amendments. 

Amendment  numbered  42:  This  amend- 
ment granted  to  the  Commission  certain  ad- 
ditional powers  which  are  appropriate  for 
the  conduct  of  Its  studies  and  investiga- 
tions, including  the  power  to  require  by  sub- 
pena  the  attendance  of  witnesses  and  the 
production  of  books,  documents,  and  pa- 
pers, and  the  power  to  administer  oatha. 
The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  numbered  1 :  This  amendment 
inserted  In  the  bill  a  new  title  creating  a 
Washington  Metropolitan  Area  Transit  Com- 
mission, and  authorlElng  it  to  regulate  pub- 
lic transportation  by  bus,  streetcar,  and  taxi- 
cab  in  the  area.  The  conferees  have  agreed 
to  a  substitute  for  this  amendment,  which  Is 
generally  similar  to  the  Senate  amendment, 
except  that  the  new  Commission  will  not  be 
authorized  to  regulate  transportation  in  the 
Virginia  portions  of  the  metropolitan  area, 
and  the  conference  substitute  spells  out  the 
powers  of  the  new  Commission  In  greater 
detail  than  the  Senate  amendment  did,^ 

Hie  conference  substitute  for  this  amend- 
ment will  constitute  title  I  of  the  act. 

Title  I  provides  for  an  Independent  agency, 
to  be  known  as  the  Washington  Metropoli- 
tan Area  Transit  Commission,  which  Is  to 
consist  of  three  Commissioners  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  President  by  and  with  the  ad- 
vice and  consent  of  the  Senate,  and  which, 
stated  generally,  will  have  the  function  of 
regulating  public  transportation  by  street- 
car, motorbus,  or  taxicab  in  an  area  (referred 
to  as  the  "metropolitan  area")  consisting 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the  counties 
of  Montgomery  and  Prince  Georges  in  the 
State  of  Maryland. 

The  regulatory  provisions  of  such  title 
would  not  become  effective  until  July  1* 
1955. 

More  spedflcally,  the  transportation  to  be 
regulated  by  the  new  Commission  is  the 
transportation  of  persons  by  any  comimon 
carrier  for  hire,  either  over  a  regular  route 
or  routes  or  by  taxicab,  from  any  point  in  the 
metropolitan  area  to  any  other  point  in  such 
area,  with  certain  exceptions  referred  to 
below. 

In  general,  the  regulatory  scheme  provided 
for  by  title  I  Is  the  same  as  that  firovlded  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  PubUc  UtUltles  Law 
and  in  part  11  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  which  relates  to  motor  carriers.  The 
main  points  of  difference  between  tile  I  and 
District  of  Ck)lumbla  law  are  as  follows: 

1.  The  new  Commission  could  require 
metropolitan  area  carriers  to  establish 
through  routes  and  Joint  fares  with  other 
such  carriers;  there  is  no  similar  provision 
in  District  of  Columbia  law. 

2.  The  new  Commission  could  require 
metropolitan  area  carriers  operating  over 
regular  routes  to  carry  Insurance  or  make 
other  arrangements  for  satisfying  llabMltiea 
for  personal  injuries,  death,  or  property  dam- 
age arising  out  of  their  operations;  there  is 
no  similar  provision  in  District  of  Columbia 
law.  There  Is  a  provision  In  District  of  Co- 
lumbia law  requiring  carriers  by  taxicab  to 
carry  Insurance. 

8.  Under  District  of  Columbia  law.  the 
Public  UtUltles  Commlaslon  is  required  to 
determine  the  value  of  the  property  of  DU- 
trlct  of  Columbia  carriers:  the  new  Commis- 
sion would  not  be  required  to  value  the  prop- 
erty of  metr<^x)UUn  area  carriers,  but  could 
do  so  where  necessary  to  fix  rates. 
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In  all  three  of  the  above  cases,  title  I  Is 
Bitwnar  to  part  ZX  of  tbe  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act. 

The  language  used  in  many  provisions  of 
title  I  differs  considerably  from  the  corre- 
sponding provisions  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia law;  this  results  In  most  cases  from  an 
effort  to  expreas,  jtkotv  clearly  than  the  Dis- 
trict Of  Columbia  law  does,  the  effect  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  law  as  it  Is  now  Inter- 
preted and  applied. 

Following  is  an  explanatory  statement  re- 
garding some  of  the  principal  provisions  of 
title  I. 

Section  8  defines  the  kinds  of  transporta- 
tion and  carriers  covered.  Carriers  subject 
to  regulation  under  the  title  are  called 
"metropolitan  area  carriers."  and  are  de- 
fined as  peraozil  engaged  as  common  carriers 
for  hire  in  "transportation  subject  to  this 
title."  The  latter  term  covers  transporta- 
tion of  persons  by  a  common  carrier  for  hire 
either  over  regular  routes  or  by  tazlcab  from 
one  point  in  the  metropolitan  area  to  an- 
other point  in  the  area.  The  charter  opera- 
tions of  streetcar  and  bus  companies  are  ex- 
cluded by  the  phrase  "over  regular  routes." 
There  are  fo\ir  exceptions  to  this  general 
definition.  First,  railroads  regulated  under 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  are  excluded 
from  regulation  under  the  title.  Second, 
transportation  is  not  regulated  if  it  is  per- 
formed In  the  course  of  an  operation  over  a 
route  the  major  portion  of  which  is  outside 
the  metropolitan  area.  For  example,  if  a 
carrier  runs  a  biis  from  Pittsburgh.  Pa.,  to 
Washington.  D.  C,  which  picka  up  passengers 
In  Rockvllle,  Md.,  and  discharges  them  in 
Washington,  the  fare  for  the  Bockvllle- 
Washlngton  transportation  would  not  be 
fixed  under  the  title,  but  would  continue  to 
be  fixed  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission. But  if  the  same  carrier  established 
•  route  which  served  Rockvllle  and  Wash- 
ington only,  that  service  would  be  regulated 
under  the  title.  The  third  exception  Is  that 
carriers  which  operate  wholly  inside  Mary- 
land, and  which  prove  to  the  new  Conunls- 
•ion  that  they  do  not  transport  passengers 
traveling  to  or  from  the  District  of  Columbia, 
are  not  to  be  regulated  \inder  the  title.  The 
fourth  exception  is  for  sight-seeing  vehicles. 
Section  4  provides  for  the  new  Commission 
above  referred  to.  There  is  a  residence  re- 
quirement that  for  at  least  2  years  prior  to 
Ta\a  appointment  one  Commissioner  shall  have 
resided  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  one 
shall  have  resided  in  that  part  of  Maryland 
within  the  metropolitan  area.  The  term  of 
office  in  6  years,  and  the  salary  is  $15,000  per 
annum.  The  section  also  provides  for  re- 
moval of  a  Commissioner  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances, and  places  certain  restrictions 
on  holding  the  office  of  Commissioner.  In 
addition,  this  section  provides  for  the  selec- 
tlcn,  and  specifies  the  powers,  of  the  chair- 
man of  the  Commission. 

Under  section  6,  metropolitan  area  car- 
riers would  be  required  to  obtain  from  the 
new  Commission  certificates  of  public  con- 
venience and  necessity  authorizing  them  to 
engage  in  transportation  subject  to  the  title, 
but  certificates  would  be  Issued  to  existing 
carriers  without  necessity  for  a  showing  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  This  sec- 
tion corresponds  to  section  44-201  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  Code,  and  sections  206, 
207,  208,  and  212  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  The  section  spells  out  some  matters 
which  are  not  specified  in  the  very  brief  pro- 
vision of  the  District  of  Columbia  law;  for 
example,  tbe  title  makes  it  clear  that  the 
new  Conunlsalon  would  have  power  to  amend 
a  certificate  issued  by  it,,  and  to  approve  or 
disapprove  the  transfer  of  such  a  certificate. 
The  new  Commission  would  have  no  general 
power  to  revoke  a  certificate,  as  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  has  under  sec- 
ti03  212  of  its  act,  but  section  12  of  this  title. 
which  relates  to  insurance  and  other  security 
arrangements,  authorizes  the  new  Commis- 


sion to  revoke  a  certificate  for  failure  to  com- 
ply with  requirements  established  under  that 
section. 

Section  6,  which  specifies  the  general  duties 
of  metropolitan  area  carriers,  is  substantial- 
ly similar  to  section  216  (a)  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act.  It  provides,  itmong 
other  things,  that  carriers  are  under  a  duty 
to  establish  reasonable  through  routes  with 
other  carriers,  and  to  establish  reasonable 
Joint  fares  in  connection  with  such  toutes, 
and  reasonable  divisions  of  such  fares  be- 
tween the  participating  carriers.  The  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  law  does  not  contain  such 
a  provision. 

Section  6  requires  each  metropolitan  area 
carrier  "to  provide  reasonably  safe  and  ade- 
quate service,  equipment,  and  facilities"  In 
connection  with  the  transportation  it  Is  re- 
quired to  perform.  This  and  other  provi- 
sions of  the  title  make  it  unnecessary  to  in- 
clude detailed  provisions  as  to  maintenance 
and  repair  of,  and  additions  to,  equ^ment 
and  facilities,  such  as  sections  43-2(i3  and 
44-202  of  the  District  of  Columbia  Code. 

Sections  7  and  8,  which  relate  to  fares  and 
regulations  and  practices  affecting  fares,  give 
to  the  new  Commission  powers  of  substan- 
tially the  same  type  as  those  given  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion and  the  Interstate  Commerce  Coonmis- 
slon  by  sections  43-32^  to  43-330,  inclusive, 
and  section  43-411,  Of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia Code,  and  sections  216  and  217  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Under  section  9,  the  new  Commission 
could  require  metropolitan-area  carriers, 
other  than  carriers  by  taxlcab,  to  establish 
through  routes, and  Joint  fares  with  other 
such  carriers,  and  could  regulate  the  divi- 
sions of  such  fares  between  the  participating 
carriers.  There  is  no  corresponding  provi- 
sion in  District  of  Columbia  law,  but  the 
Interstate  Conunerce  Commission  has  powers 
of  substantially  the  same  type,  with  respect 
to  motor  carriers,  under  sections  216  (e)  and 
216  (f )  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Under  section  10  (a),  the  Commission  may 
require  any  metropolitan-area  carrier  (other 
than  a  carrier  by  taxlcab)  to  extend  any  of 
its  routes  or  establish  a  new  route,  and  may 
require  any  metropolitan-area  carrier  (In- 
cluding a  carrier  by  taxicab)  to  make  any 
Other  addition  to  service  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  Tlie  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion and  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion now  have  substantially  the  same  powers. 

Section  10  (b)  provides  that  a  metropoli- 
tan-area carrier  may  not  abandon  a  route 
or  discontinue  a  swvice  specified  in  Its  cer- 
tificate of  public  convenience  and  necessity, 
unless  the  Commission  authorizes  it  to  do 
so.  Where  a  carrier  is  realizing  a  profit 
from  its  operations  as  a  whole,  the  Commis- 
sion would  not  be  required  to  approve  aban- 
donment of  a  particular  route  which  Ie  being 
operated  at  a  loss. 

Section  11  is  derived  from  the  last  two 
provisos  of  section  40-603  (e)  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  Code.  The  first  of  these  pro- 
visos, together  with  section  47-2331  (d)  of 
the  District -of  Columbia  Code,  gives  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion certain  powers  over  the  routes  and  op- 
erations of  streetcars,  busses,  and  tftxlcabs 
operating  in  the  District.  The  second  pro- 
viso creates  a  Joint  board  composed  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  Commissioners  and  the 
members  of  the  District  of  Columbia  Public 
Utilities  Commission.  This  Joint  board  Is 
authorized  to  give  full  force  and  effect  of 
law  to  actions  taken  by  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia Public  Utilities  Commission  under 
the  first  proviso. 

Section  11  (a)  vests  these  powers  over 
routes  and  operations  exclusively  in  the  new 
Commission  as  to, transportation  subject  to 
this  title.  Section  11  (b)  provides  that  the 
new  Commission  shall  consult  with  the  ap- 


propriate State,  county,  or  municipal  officials 
before  taking  any  action  under  tbe  section. 
Section  12  authorizes  the  Commission  to 
issue  regulations  requiring  each  person  ap- 
plying for,  or  holding,  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  to  file  surety 
bonds,  policies  of  insurance,  or  to  make 
other  financial  arrangements  to  insure  pay- 
ment of  any  Judgment  recovered  against  it 
for  damages  resulting  from  its  operations 
in  furnishing  transportation  subject  to  the 
title.  Under  section  215  of  the  Interstate 
Conamerce  Act,  as  Interpreted  and  applied, 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  has 
the  same  type  of  powers  with  respect  to 
motor  carriers  under  its  Jurisdiction.  The 
District  of  Columbia  Commissicoi  has  no 
similar  p>ower  as  to  streetcar  and  bus  opera- 
tions of  the  type  regulated  by  this  title,  but 
it  does  have  a  similar  power  to  require 
insurance  In  case  of  taxicab  operations  in 
the  District. 

Section  15  provides  that  each  metropolitan 
area  carrier  shall  obtain  approval  of  the  new 
Commission  before  Issuing  securities.  Car- 
riers subject  to  the  District  of  Cohimbla  law 
are  now  required  by  section  43-602  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  Code  to  obtain  approval 
of  the  District  of  Colimibia  Public  Utilities 
Commission  before  issuing  securities,  and 
carriers  subject  to  part  n  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  are  required  by  section  214  erf 
that  act  to  obtain  approval  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  before  issvdng  securi- 
ties. It  is  provided  In  this  section  that  the 
Commission  may,  to  the  extent  deemed  by  it 
to  be  consistent  with  the  public  interest, 
exempt  from  the  operation  of  the  section  any 
metropolitan  area  carrier  which  does  not 
operate  exclusively  in  the  area  and  which, 
before  issuing  securities,  must  obtain  ap- 
proval of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion or  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Mau-yland. 

Sections  43-501,  43-502,  and  43-805  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  Code  place  certain  re- 
strictions on  consolidations,  mergers,  and 
acquisitions  of  control  which  involve  carriers 
operating  In  the  District  of  Columbia.  Sec- 
tion 16  of  this  title  provides  that  any  such 
transaction  which  involves  two  or  more 
metropolitan  area  carriers  operating  exclu- 
sively in  the  metropolitan  area  shall  be  un- 
lawful without  approval  of  the  new  Com- 
mission. Section  16  (d)  profldes  that 
persons  participating  in  any  transaction 
approved  under  the  section  are  relieved  of 
all  restraints  and  prohibitions  of  law  Insofar 
as  necessary  to  effectuate  the  transaction. 
Except  for  the  relatively  few  cases  covered 
by  this  section,  existing  District  of  Columbia 
laws,  other  Federal  laws  (Including  sec. 
5  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act) ,  and  State 
laws  would  continue  to  apply. 

Section  22  of  this  title  and  section  43-412 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  Coda  both  pro- 
vide that  expenses  of  Investigations,  valu- 
ations, and  other  proceedings.  Including  liti- 
gation arising  therefrom,  shall  be  paid  by  the 
carrier  involved.  The  principal  difference  be- 
tween the  two  Is  that  the  limit  which  a 
District  of  Columbia  carrier  can  be  required 
to  pay  Is  a  specific  percentage  of  Its  present 
valuation,  while  under  this  title  the  limit  Is 
a  specific  percentage  of  the  metropolitan  area 
carrier's  gross  operating  revenues  for  the  pre- 
vious year.  Another  difference  Is  that  money 
paid  by  a  District  of  Columbia  carrier  can  be 
expended  "for  such  purposes  as  may  bo 
approved  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion," while  under  this  title  money  paid 
by  a  metropolitan  area  carrier  Can  be  ex- 
pended by  the  new  Commission  only  to 
defray  expenses  of  Investigations,  valuations, 
proceedings,  or  litigation.  A  third  difference 
is  that  carriers  by  taxlcabs  will  be  exempt 
from  the  operation  of  this  section. 

The  District  of  Columbia  Code  contains 
numerous  penalty  provisions  for  violations 
of  the  District  of  Colvunbla  laws  regulating 
public    utilities.     Most    of    these    provisions 
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vrere  enacted  some  years  ago  and  the  penal- 
ties, especially  the  fines.  Jire  so  slight  as  to 
be  of  little  punitive  vahie  today.  In  the 
interest  of  simplicity,  section  23  of  this  title 
contains  a  single  pentJ  provision  covering 
all  violations  of  the  title  other  than  viola- 
tions specifically  provided  for  in  section  15. 
Under  section  23  fines  up  to  fS.OOO  may  be 

imposed. 

The  first  4  subsections  of  section  25 
deal  with  the  effect  of  th.j  title  on  specified 
provisions  of  District  of  Cfflumbla  law.  Sub- 
section (a)  would  make  tae  basic  act  under 
which  District  of  Columbia  public  utlllUes 
are  regulated  largely  Inapplicable  to  metro- 
politan area  carriers.  C«-rtaln  of  the  pro- 
visions of  that  act,  however,  would  continue 
to  apply  and  be  admlniRt«red  by  the  District 
of  Columbia  Public  Utiltles  Commission. 
These  relate  to  such  matters  as  the  use  by 
one  public  utility  of  another's  equipment; 
prohibitions  against  pubic  utilities  issuing 
certain  types  of  dividends,  and  the  number 
of  members  of  boards  of  directors  of  public 
utilities.  Under  subsection  (d)  the  provi- 
sions of  District  of  CoUmibia  law  relating 
to  reduced  fares  for  schoDlchildren  and  free 
transportation  for  polic-imen  and  firemen 
would  continue  to  apply,  except  that  the  new 
Commission  would  administer  them. 

Subsection  (e)  makes  the  provisions  of 
District  of  ColtunbU  law  not  specifi- 
cally dealt  with  in  the  first  four  subsections, 
and  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Inws  of  Maryland,  inoperative  to  the  ex- 
tent they  are  inconslst'mt  with  or  dupli- 
cate provisions  of  this  title. 

Section  29  provides  that  the  provisions  of 
the  title  which  relate  to  routes,  through 
routes,  and  Joint  fares  shall  not  apply  with 
respect  to  carriers  by  taxicab. 

Section  31  deals  with  the  time  when  the 
various  provisions  of  the  title  are  to  become 
cJTectlve.  The  regulatory  provisions  of  the 
title  will  not  become  effective  until  July 
1,  1955.  This  postponement  of  the  eflec- 
tive  date  of  the  regulatory  provisions  will 
give  the  new  Commission  time  to  get  organ- 
ized and  will  give  affected  carriers  time  to 
prepare  themselves  for  operations  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  new  title. 
CAxao-^  D.  KzASMs, 

JOXL    T.    BaOTHUJ., 

JAMKS  C.  Davis, 
Manager i  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKEH.  Is  the  gentleman  op- 
posed to  the  conference  report? 

Mr.  ROONEY.     I  am. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Motion  offered  by  Mr.  Roomxt  to  recommit 
the  conference  report  with  instructions  to 
eliminate  section  1  pertaining  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Washington  MetropollUn 
Area  Transit  Regulator:/  Commission. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  question  was  taken:  and  on  a  divi- 
sion (demanded  by  Mr.  Roonky)  there 
were— ayes  28.  noes  72. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object 
to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quortun 
is  not  present  and  make  the  point  of 
order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will 
count.  [After  counting.]  One  hundred 
and  ninety  Members  are  present,  not  a 
quorum. 

The  E>oorkeeper  will  close  the  doors, 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  notify  absent 
Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 


The  question  wsis  taken:  and  there 
were— yeas  95,  nays  164,  not  voting  172, 
as  follows: 

(Roll  No.  148] 


Abemethy 

Addjnlzlo 

Albert 

Alexander 

Andrews 

Ashmore 

Barrett 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Hoggs 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Buchanan 

Burdlck 

Burleson 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Campbell 

Cannon 

Carlyle 

Camahan 

ChudoS 

Cooper 

Crosser 

Dawson.  lU. 

Delaney 

Dlngell 

Dodd 

DolUnger 

Donohue 

Dowdy 

Durham 

Eberharter 

Evins 

FaUon 


Abbltt 
Allen.  Calif. 
Allen.  Ul. 
Andresen. 

August  H. 
Arends 
Asplnall 
Auchludoes 
Bailey 
Bates 
Battle 
Becker 
Belcher 
Bender 

Bennett,  Mich. 
Berry 
Betts 
Boland 
Bolton, 

Frances  P. 
Bolton, 

Oliver  P. 
Bonln 
Bow 
Boykln 
Bramblett 

Bra: 

Brown,  Oa. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Brownson 

BroyhlU 

Budge 

Bush 

Byrd 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Chenoweth 

Cole.  Bio. 

Coon 

Corbett 

CreteUa 

Cunningham 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Dague 

Davis,  Oa. 

DavU.  WU. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Derounian 

Devereux 

Donovan 

Dom.  N.  T. 

Edraondson 

Elliott 

Fenton 

Femandes 

Forrester 

Frazler 


Adair 
Andenen* 
H.Okrl 
AngeU 
Ayres 
Baker 


TEAS— 95 

Felgban 
Fogarty 

Forand 

Fountain 

Frledel 

Oarmatz 

Gentry 

Granahan 

Green 

Hagen,  Calif. 

Hart 

Hays,  Ark. 

E?rlong 

Holtzman 

Ikard 

Johnson,  Wis. 

Jones,  Ala. 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Kee 

Kelley.  Pa. 

Kilday 

King,  Calif. 

Lane 

Lanham 

McCarthy 

Mabon 

Marshall 

Matthews 

Miller.  Calif. 

Mills 

Multer 

NAYS— 164 

Frellnghuysen 

Pulton 

Gamble 

Gary 

Gavin 

Goodwin 

Graham 

Grant 

Gross 

Gwlnn 

Hagen.  Minn. 

Hale 

Halleck 

Harden 

Hardy 

Harrison.  Nebr. 

Heseltou 

Hess 

Hillings 

Holmes 

Hope 

Hyde 

James 

Jarman 

Javlts 

Jenkins 

Jensen 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Jonas,  111. 

Jonas,  N.  C. 

Jones,  Mo. 

Judd 

Kean 

Kearney 

Keating 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Long 

McConnell 

Mclntire 

McMlUan 

McVey 

Mack.  Wash. 

Magnuson 

MalUlard 

Martin,  Iowa 

Merrill 

Merrow 

MUler,  Kans. 

MUler,  Md. 
Morano 
Mum  ma 
Natcher 
Neal 

Nlcbalson 
O'Brien,  N.  T. 
O'KoDSkl 

NOT  VOTTNO — 172 

Barden  Boiling 

Bcamer  Bonner 

BenUey  Bosch 

Bentaen  Bowler 

Bishop  Brooks.  La. 

Blatnlk  Buckley 


Murray 
OHara,  m. 

O'Neill 

Patman 

Perkins 

Pfosl 

Poage 

Polk 

Price 

Priest 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Rodino 

Rogers.  Fla. 

Booney 

Selden 

Shelley 

Sbeppard 

Shuford 

EiemlQskl 

Smith.  Miss. 

SiJence 

Staggers 

Steed 

Sullivan 

Button 

Thomberry 

Trimble 

Watts 

Whitten 

WUIlams.  Miss. 

W  instead 


Ostertag 
Passmaa 
Phllbin 
Phillips 
Pillion 
Poff 
Prouty 
Radwan 
Ray 

Rayburn 
Reams 
Reece,  Tenn. 
Reed,  Ul. 
Reed,  N.  Y. 
Rees,  Kans. 
Rhodes,  Ariz. 
Roberts 
Robeson,  Va. 
Rogers,  Colo. 
Rogers,  Mass. 
Rogers,  Tex. 
8k  George 
Saylor 
Scbenck 

Scherer 

Seely-Brown 

Blmptson,  Pa. 
,   Small 

Smith,  Va. 

Smith,  Wis. 

Springer 

Stauffer 

Taber 

Talle 

Teague 

Thomas 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Tollefson 

Tuck 

Van  Zandt 

Vorys 

Walter 

Wampler 

Warbtirton 

Wharton 

Wickersham 

Wlgglesworth 

WUUs 

WUson.  Calif. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Wl  throw 

Wolverton 

Young 

Younger 

Zablockl 


« 
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Busbey 

Hlnabaw 

Oakman 

Canffeld 

Hoeven 

CBrlen.  ni. 

'r-,fWM 

Carrlgg 

Hoffman,  HI. 

O'Brten,  Midi. 

^■fffli 

Cederberg 

O'Hara.Minn. 

"  '  il^^^B 

Celler 

HoUfield 

Oamers 

i^HHaVHl 

Chatham 

Holt 

Patten 

Chelf 

Koran 

Patterson 

iSjK|^J3 

Chlperfleld 

Hoemer 

PeUy 

raw^f^ 

Church 

Howell 

PUcher 

.c'^^aHnfMrfi 

Clardy 

Hruska 

PoweU 

'W 

Clevenger 

Hunter 

Preston 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Jackson 

Rabaut 

■bkMmi 

CX»lmer 

Keama 

Rains 

'  i<^M 

Condon 

Kelly,  N.  T. 

Regan 

Cooley 

Keogh 

Richards 

^1^^ 

Cotton 

Kllbum 

Rlehlmap 

'  'a^-)ifa 

Coudert 

King,  Pa. 

Riley 

'  '■  ''^W^ 

Crumpacker 

Klrwan 

Rivers 

*■   -''-alH 

Curtis.  Mo. 

Klein 

Robalon.  Ky. 

'*■'■"  Iw 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Kluczynskl 

Boosevelt 

■■  Hm 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Knox 

Sadlak 

Deane 

Krueger 

Scott 

Dempsey 

Laird 

Scrlvner 

'.i^WM 

DEwart 

Landrum 

Scudder 

*'  «al^| 

Dies 

Lantaff 

Secrest 

Dolllver 

Latham 

<fm 

Dondero 

LeCOmpte 

Short 

Dom,  S.  C. 

Leslnskl 

Slkes 

^*i'*'"-o** 

Doyle 

Lipscomb 

Simpson,  m. 

*  sisyfafei 

Ellsworth 

Lovre 

Smith,  Kans. 

Engle 

Lucas 

Stringfellow 

^-1^^ 

Fine 

Lyle 

Taylor 

•  •CH^'^^4 

Fino 

McCormack 

Thompson.  La. 

Fisher 

McCuUoch 

ThomiMon, 

Ford 

McDonough 

Mich. 

Gathings 

McGregor 

Utt 

',^.^9H 

George 

Machrowica 

Van  Pelt 

'  *  y  .fTiBBB 

Golden 

Mack.  Ul. 

Velde 

^jH^ffi! 

Gordon 

Madden 

Vinson 

Gregory 

Mason 

Vursell 

i^M^ 

Gubser 

Meader 

Wamwrlght 

U-  ^fWB^m^ 

Haley 

Met,oalf 

Welchel 

Hand 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Westland 

Hams 

Miller.  N.  Y. 

Wheeler 

lijS 

Harrison,  Va. 

MoUohan 

WidnaJl 

Harrison,  Wyo 

.    Morgan 

Wler 

"40^9^ 

Harvey 

Morrison 

Williams,  N.  J. 

.  ^H|^ 

Hays,  Ohio 

Moss 

Williams,  N.  T. 

,;t^H^ 

Ilebert 

Moulder 

Wilson.  Tex. 

m 

Hiestand 

Nelson 

Wolcott 

Hill 
Hilielson 

Norblad 
NorreU 

Yates 
Yorty 

So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  re> 
Jected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

Mr.  Canfleld  with  Mr.  McCormEKik. 

Mr.  Hand  with  Mr.  Fine. 

Mr.  Adair  with  Mr.  Colmer. 

Mr.  Miller  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Gregory. 

Mr.  LeCompte  with  Mr.  Haley. 

Mr.  Horan  with  Mrs.  Kelly  of  New  York, 

Mr.  Busbey  with  Mr.  Bowler. 

Mr.  Rlehlman  with  Mr.  PUcher. 

Mr.  Pelly  with  Mr.  WiUiams  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Harvey  with  Mr.  Riley. 

Mr.  Wolcott  with  Mr.  Slkes. 

Mr.  Jackson  with  Mr.  Harrison  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Kansas  with  Mr.  Barden. 

Mr.  Clevenger  with  Mr.  Keogh. 

Mr.  Mason  with  Mr.  NorreU. 

Mr.  Wldnall  with  Mr.  Leslnskl. 

Mr.  Patterson  with  Mr.  Gathings. 

Mr.  Norblad  with  Mr.  Dom  of  South  Caro- 
lina. 

Mr.  Curtis  of  Missouri  with  Mr.  Chatham. 

Mr.  VurseU  with  Mr.  Vinson. 

Mr.  Bishop  with  Mr.  Yorty. 

Mr.  HUl  with  Mr.  Blatnlk. 

Mr.  Short  with  Mr.  'WBieeler. 

Mr.  Ayres  with  Mr.  H6bert. 

Mr.  McDonough  with  Mr.  Bonner. 

Mr.  Cotton  with  Mr.  Thompson  of  Xiool- 
siana. 

Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen  with  Mr.  Roosevelt. 

Mr.  WUIlams  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Flshar. 

Mr.  Carrlgg  with  Mr.  Dies. 

Mr.  King  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  0<mlbn. 

Mr.  McGregor  with  Mr.  Brooks  of  Louis- 
iana. 

Mr.  McCuiloch  with  Mr.  Wilson  of  Texas. 

Mr.  George  with  Mr.  Rivers. 

Mr.  Harrison  of  Wyoming  with  Mr. 

Mr.  WestUnd  with  Mr.  Landrum. 

Miss    Thcmipson    of    Michigan    wttb 
Buckley. 
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August  20 


Mr. 


lir. 
ICr. 
Ut. 
Ux. 
Ut. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr 
Mr, 


Mr 

Mr 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mrs 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 
ban. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Ux. 


Baker  with  Mr.  HowelL 
I)f>tf*«ffT"  with  Mr.  Boning. 

Bbli  wltli  Mr.  Davla  of  Teim< 

BtJlnsCdlow  wltb  Mr.  Harris. 
Utt  witb  Mr.  Lyle. 

Kaanu  with  Mr.  HoUfleld. 

Vahte  with  Mr.  CheU. 

Boach  with  Mr.  Sngle. 

Van  Felt  with  Ux.  Klein. 

TTin«i«ft«  with  Mr.  Haye  of  Ohio. 

SooU  with  Mr.  Lantaff. 

INvd  with  Mr.  Deane. 

Dondeto  with  Mr.  Kluczynski. 

Oubeer  with  Mr.  Macdirowlcz. 

Kllburn  with  Mr.  Doyle. 

Walnwright  with  Mr.  Klrwan. 

KnoK  with  Mr.  Dempaey. 
,  stmpeon  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Lucas. 
,  Krueger  with  Mr.  Cooley. 
,  Sheehan  with  Mr.  Mack  of  Illinois. 
,  Laird  with  Mr.  Tatee. 
,  Bniska  with  Mr.  Condon. 
.  Bentley  with  Mr.  Madden. 
,  Hoeven  with  Mr.  Secrest. 

Beamer  ,wlth  Mr.  Bentsen. 

.  Church  with  Mr.  Metcalf. 

Hunter  with  Mr.  Richards. 

Osmen  with  Mr.  O'Brien  of  Illinois. 

KUswcrth  with  Mr.  Morrison. 

Hoemer  with  Mr.  Regan. 

Flno  with  Mr.  Moss. 
Header  with  Mr.  Rains. 
Oakman  with  Mr.  M<»rgan. 
Crumpacker  with  Mr.  Rabaut. 
Hoffman  of  Michigan,  with  Mr.  Mollo- 


Bcudder  with  Mr.  O'Brien  of  Michigan. 
ChlperT  -id  with  Mr.  CeUer. 
Hoffman  of  lUlnols  with  Mr.  Preston. 
Cole  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Patten. 
Hlestand  with  Mr.  Powell. 
Co\idert  with  Mr.  Moulder. 


Bir.  FRIEDEL  changed  hifi  vote  from 
"nay"  to  "yea." 

liCr.  BYKD  changed  his  vote  from 
"yea"  to  "nay." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  doors  were  opened. 

The  SPEAKE31.  The  question  Is  on 
the  conference  report. 

ThB  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

ICr.  HYDE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Rkcord. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  oh}ection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland? 

There  was  no  ohjection. 

Mr.  HYDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  law 
which  was  enacted  today  for  creating  a 
Washington  Metropolitan  Area  Transit 
Commission  for  the  regulation  of  trans- 
portation of  passengers  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  in  Montgomery  and  Prince 
Georges  Coimties.  Md.,  and  also  creating 
a  Metropolitan  Washington  Commission 
for  the  study  of  mass  transportation  in 
the  greater  Washington  Metropolitan 
area  is  the  first  real  concrete  step  in  the 
direction  of  providing  adequate  and  up- 
to-date  mass  transportation  for  this 
area. 

Title  I  of  the  bill  establishes  a  Com- 
mission to  regulate  the  transportation 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  Mary- 
land counties  and  title  n  of  the  bill 
establishes  a  Commission  to  study  the 
area  teansportation  problem.  For  the 
residoits  of  Montgomery  and  Prince 
Georges  Counties,  Md..  this  is  good  news. 

The  new  regulatory  Commissi  on  could 
require  metropolitan  area  carriers  to 
establish  through  routes  and  j<rfnt  fares 
with  other  such  carriers;   there  is  no 


similar  provision  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia law.  The  new  Commission  could 
require  metropolitan  area  carriers  to 
carry  insurance  or  make  other  arrange- 
ments for  satisfying  liabilities  for  per- 
sonal Injuries,  death,  or  property  dam- 
age arising  out  of  their  operations ;  there 
is  no  similar  provision  in  the  DUtrict  of 
Columbia  law.  Under  District  of  Co- 
lumbia law,  the  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission is  required  to  determine  the 
value  of  the  property  of  District  of  Co- 
lumbia carriers;  the  new  Commission 
would  not  be  required  to  value  the  prop- 
erty of  metropolitan  area  carriers,  but 
could  do  so  where  necessary  to  flx  rates. 

In  all  three  of  the  above  cases,  the  bill 
Is  similar  to  part  II  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 

The  language  used  in  many  provisions 
of  the  bill  differs  considerably  from  the 
corresponding  provisions  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  law;  this  results  In  most 
cases  from  an  effort  to  express,  more 
clearly  than  the  District  of  CJolumbia 
law  does,  the  effect  of  the  DUtrlct  of 
Columbia  law  as  it  is  now  interpreted 
and  applied. 

COVEBAGE  or  THE  BILL        | 

Section  3  defines  the  kinds  oif  trans- 
portation and  carriers  covered  by  the 
bin.  Carriers  subject  to  regulation  un- 
der the  bill  are  called  metropolitan-area 
carriers,  and  are  defined  as  perBons  en- 
gaged as  common  carriers  for  hire  in 
transportation  subject  to  this  act.  The 
latter  term  covers  transportation  of  per- 
sons by  a  common  carrier  for  hire  over 
regular  routes  on  public  streets  or  high- 
ways from  one  point  in  the  metropolitan 
area  to  another  point  in  the  area.  Taxi- 
cabs  and  charter  operations  of  streetcar 
and  bus  companies  are  excluded  by  the 
phrase  "over  regular  routes." 

There  are  four  exceptions  to  this  gen- 
eral definition.  First,  railroads  regulated 
under  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  are 
excluded  from  regulation  under  the  bill 
if  it  is  performed  in  the  course  of  an 
operation  over  a  route  the  major  portion 
of  which  is  outside  the  metropolitan 
area.  For  example,  if  a  carrier  runs  a 
bus  from  Pittsburgh  to  Washington, 
which  picks  up  passengers  in  Rockville 
and  discharges  them  in  Washington,  the 
fare  for  the  Rockville-Washington  trans- 
portation would  not  be  fixed  under  the 
bill,  but  would  continue  to  be  fixed  by 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
But  if  the  same  carrier  established  a 
route  which  served  Rockville  and  Wash- 
ington only,  that  service  would  be  regu- 
lated under  the  bill.  The  thind  excep- 
tion is  that  carriers  which  operate  whol- 
ly inside  Maryland  or  wholly  inside  Vir- 
ginia, and  which  prove  to  the  new  Com- 
mission that  they  do  not  transport  pas- 
sengers traveling  to  or  from  the  District 
of  Columbia,  are  not  regulated  under  the 
bill.  The  fourth  exception  is  for  sight- 
seeing vehicles. 

C^TmCATES   OF   FDBUC   CONVENIEtrCX   AKD 

macESsrrr 

Under  section  5  of  the  bill,  metropoli- 
tan area  carriers  would  be  required  to 
obtain  from  the  new  Commission  certifi- 
cates of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  them  to  engage  in  ta-anspor- 
tation  subject  to  the  bUL  This  section 
corresponds  to  section  44-201  of  the  Dis- 


trict of  Columbia  Code,  and  sections  206, 
207,  208,  and  212  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act.  The  section  spells  out  some 
matters  which  are  not  specified  in  the 
very  brief  provision  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  law;  for  example,  the  bill 
makes  It  clear  that  the  new  Commission 
would  have  power  to  amend  a  certificate 
issued  by  it,  and  to  approve  or  disapprove 
the  transfer  of  such  a  certificate,  as  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  has 
under  section  212  of  its  act,  but  section  12 
of  the  bill,  which  relates  to  Insurance 
and  other  security  arrangements,  au- 
thorizes the  new  Commission  to  revoke  a 
certificate  for  failure  to  comply  with  re- 
quirements established  under  that  sec- 
tion. 

GENERAL  DTTTIES  OT  METRO!>OLrrAN  ASEA  CABBmS 

Section  6  of  the  bill,  which  specifies  the 
general  duties  of  metropolitan  area  car- 
riers, is  substantially  similar  to  section 
216  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 
The  corresponding  provision  of  District 
of  Columbia  law,  section  43^01  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  Code,  Imposes  the 
same  duties  on  District  of  Columbia  car- 
riers, except  that  it  does  not  provide,  as 
does  section  6  of  the  bill,  that  carriers  are 
under  a  duty  to  establish  reasonable 
through  routes  with  other  carriers,  and 
to  establish  reasonable  joint  lares  in  con- 
nection with  such  routes,  and  reasonable 
divisions  of  such  fares  between  the  par- 
ticipating carriers. 

Section  6  requires  each  metropolitan 
area  carrier  to  provide  reasonably  safe 
and  adequate  service,  equipment,  and 
facilities  in  connection  with  the  trans- 
portation it  is  required  to  perform.  This 
and  other  provisions  of  the  bill  make  it 
unnecessary  to  include  detailed  provi- 
sions as  to  maintenance  and  repair  of, 
and  additions  to.  equipment  and  facili- 
ties, such  as  sections  43-208  and  44-202 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  Code. 

TARES RECTJUlTIOlfS   AND   FaACTlCES    AITECTINO 

FARES 

Sections  7  and  8  of  the  bill,  which  re- 
late to  fares  and  regulations  and  prac- 
tices affecting  fares,  give  to  the  new 
Commission  powers  of  substantially  the 
same  type  as  those  given  the  District  of 
Columbia  Public  Utihties  Commission 
and  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion by  section  43-323  to  4J-330,  inclu- 
sive, and  .section  43-411,  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  Code,  and  sections  216  and 
217  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  An 
attempt  hsis  been  made  to  specify  these 
powers  more  clearly  in  the  bill  than  they 
are  specified  in  those  provisions  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  law.  For  example, 
there  is  no  specific  authority  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Coliunbia  law  for  the  PubUc 
Utilities  Commission  to  sxispend  the  op- 
eration of  a  proposed  increaeed  fare,  but 
it  is  the  practice  of  that  Commission  to 
do  so.  The  bill  specifically  authorized 
the  Washington  Metropolitan  Area 
Transit  Commission  to  suspend  any  pro- 
posed new  fare  filed  with  it,  and  spells 
out  the  procedure  for  such  suspension. 

TBXOUCH    ROinXS    AMD    JOIKT   FABSB 

Under  section  9,  the  new  Commission 
eould  require  metropoUtan  area  carriers 
to  establish  through  rout^  and  joint 
fares  with  other  such  carriers,  and  could 
regulate  the  divisions  of  such  fares  be- 
tween the  participating  carriers.    There 
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is  no  corresponding  provision  in  District 
of  Columbia  law,  but  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  has  powers  of  sub- 
stantially the  same  type  under  sections 
216  (e)  and  216  (f)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 


CHAMOI 


IK    SOT^ 


AHD    BIBVICC8 


Section  10  (a)  of  the  bill  provides  that 
the  Commission  may  require  any  metro- 
politan area  carrier  to  extend  any  of  its 
routes,  establish  a  new  route,  or  make 
any  other  addition  to  service  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
Tlie  District  of  Coliunbia  PubUc  Utilities 
Commission  and  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  now  have  substan- 
tially the  same  powers,  but  these  powers 
are  not  spelled  out  in  any  single  provi- 
sion of  the  acts  involved.  It  is  not  en- 
tirely clear  whether  these  commissions 
may  require  a  carrier  to  establish  a  new 
route,  as  opposed  to  extending  an  exist- 
ing route,  but  the  bill  would  expressly 
grant  this  power  to  the  new  Commission. 

Section  10  Cb)  provides  that  a  metro- 
politan area  carrier  may  not  abandon  a 
route  or  discontinue  a  service  specified 
in  its  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  unless  the  Commission 
authorizes  it  to  do  so.  Where  a  carrier 
is  realizing  a  profit  from  its  operations 
as  a  whole,  the  Commission  would  not  be 
required  to  approve  abandonment  of  a 
particular  route  which  is  being  operated 
at  a  loss.  Section  10  (b)  is  a  specific 
statutory  expression  of  existing  law  in 
abandonment  cases  arising  under  the 
District  of  Columbia  law  and  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act,  as  those  laws  are 
interpreted  and  applied. 

EXCLUsrvx  jmisoicnoM  ovex  roxttes  and 

OPERATIONS 

Section  11  of  the  bill  is  derived  from 
the  last  2  provisos  of  section  40-603  (e) 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  Code.  The 
first  of  these  provisos  gives  the  District 
of  Columbia  Public  Utilities  Commission 
certain  powers  over  the  routes  and  oper- 
ations of  motor  carriers  operating  in  the 
District.  The  second  proviso  creates  a 
joint  board  com];x>sed  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  Ccmmifsioners  and  the  mem- 
bers of  the  District  of  Columbia  PubUc 
Utilities  Commission.  This  joint  board 
is  authorized  to  give  full  force  and  effect 
of  law  to  actions  taken  by  the  District 
of  Columbia  Public  Utilities  Commission 
under  the  first  proviso. 

Section  11  (a)  of  the  bill  vests  these 
powers  over  routes  and  operations  ex- 
clusively in  the  Washington  Metropoli- 
tan Area  Transit  Commission  as  to 
transportation  subject  to  the  bill.  Sec- 
tion 11  (b)  of  the  bill  provides  that  the 
new  Commission  shall  consult  with  the 
appropriate  State,  county,  or  municipal 
officials  before  taking  any  action  under 
the  section. 

No  similar  provision  is  contained  in 
part  II  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

SECXJRrrT  FOB  THE   PROTECTION   OF  THE  PUBLIC 

The  power  given  to  the  new  Commis- 
sion by  section  12  of  the  bill  represents 
one  of  the  major  differences  between  the 
bill  and  existini;  District  of  Columbia 
law.  Under  section  12  the  Commission 
would  issue  regulations  requiring  each 
person  appljring  for,  or  holding,  a  cer- 
tificate of  pubhc  convenience  and  neces- 


sity under  the  bill  to  file  surety  bonds, 
poUcies  of  insurance,  or  to  make  other 
financial  arrangements  to  ins\u-e  pay- 
ment of  any  judgment  recovered  against 
it  for  damages  resulting  from  its  opera- 
tions in  furnishing  transportation  sub- 
ject to  the  bill.  Under  section  215  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  mterpreted 
and  applied,  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  has  the  same  type  of  powers 
with  respect  to  motor  carriers  under  its 
Jurisdiction.  The  District  of  Columbia 
Commission  has  no  similar  power  as  to 
streetcar  and  bus  operations  of  the  type 
regulated  by  the  bill.  The  law  of  Vir- 
ginia imposes  a  similar  security  reqmre- 
ment,  but  with  specific  limits  on  the 
amount  of  security  required. 

ISSUANCE    OF    SECURITIKS 

Section  15  of  the  bill  provides  that 
each  metropoUtan  area  carrier  shall  ob- 
tain approval  of  the  new  Commission 
before  issuing  securities.  Carriers  sub- 
ject to  the  District  of  Columbia  law  are 
now  required  by  section  43-802  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  Code  to  obtain  ap- 
proval of  the  EHstrict  of  Columbia  Pub- 
Uc Utilities  Commission  before  issuing 
securities,  and  carriers  subject  to  part 
n  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  are 
required  by  section  214  of  that  act  to 
obtain  approval  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  before  issuing  securi- 
ties. 

In  general,  a  metropoUtan  area  carrier 
operating  exclusively  in  the  metropoU- 
tan area  would  not  be  required  to  obtain 
the  approval  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  the  District  of  Columbia 
PubUc  Utilities  Commission,  or  the 
Maryland  or  Virginia  pubUc  utiUties 
commissions  before  issuing  securities  to 
which   this   section  appUes. 

In  the  case  of  a  metropoUtan  area 
carrier  which  operates  partly  outside  the 
metropoUtan  area  in  Maryland  or  Vir- 
ginia, the  bill  would  leave  unimpaired 
any  authority  which  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  or  the  Maryland  or 
Virginia  pubUc  utiUties  commissions 
have  over  securities  issued  by  the  carrier. 
In  order  to  avoid  unnecessary  overlap- 
ping of  regulations  in  such  a  case,  sec- 
tion 15  (g)  provides  that  the  new  Com- 
mission may  exempt  the  carrier  from 
the  operation  of  section  15,  leaving  the 
security  issue  to  l)e  regulated  by  the 
other  Commission.  No  such  exemption 
provision  is  contained  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  law  or  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act. 

CONSOLIDATIONS,     MERGERS,     AND     ACQUISITIONS 
OF    CONTROL 

Sections  43-501.  43-502,  and  43-805  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  Code  plac  :;er- 
tain  restrictions  on  consolidations,  merg- 
ers, and  acquisitions  of  control  which  in- 
volve carriers  operating  in  the  District 
of  Columbia.  Section  16  of  the  bill  pro- 
vides that  any  such  transaction  which 
involves  two  or  more  metropoUtan  area 
carriers  operating  exclusively  in  the 
metropoUtan  area  shaU  be  unlawful 
without  approval  of  the  new  Commis- 
sion. Section  16  (d)  provides  that  per- 
sons participating  in  any  transaction 
approved  under  the  section  are  reUeved 
of  all  restraints  and  prohibitions  of  law 
insofar  as  necessary  to  effectuate  the 


transaction.  Except  for  the  relatively 
few  cases  covered  by  this  section,  exist- 
ing District  of  Columbia  laws,  other  Fed- 
eral laws  (Including  section  5  of  the  In« 
terstate  Commerce  Act) .  and  State  laws 
would  continue  to  apply. 


SB  OF  1 

Section  22  of  the  bill  and  section 
43-412  of  the  District  of  Columbia  Code 
both  provide  that  expenses  of  mvestiga- 
tions,  valuations,  and  other  proceedings, 
including  Utigation  arising  therefrom, 
be  paid  by  the  carrier  involved.  The 
principal  difference  between  the  two  is 
that  the  limit  which  a  IXstrtct  of  Colum- 
bia carrier  can  be  required  to  pay  is  a 
specific  percentage  of  its  present  valua- 
tion, while  under  this  biU  the  limit  is  a 
specific  percentage  of  metropolitan  area 
carriers'  gross  operating  revenues  for  the 
previous  year.  Another  difference  is 
that  money  paid  by  a  District  of  Colum- 
bia carrier  can  be  expended  "for  such 
purposes  as  may  be  approved  by  the 
Public  UtiUties  Commission,"  while  un- 
der this  bill  money  paid  by  a  metropoU- 
tan area  carrier  can  be  expended  by  the 
n3w  Commission  only  to  defray  expenses 
of  investigations,  valuations,  proceed- 
ings, or  Utigation. 

PENALTIES 

The  District  of  Columbia  Code  con- 
tains numerous  penalty  provisions  for 
violations  of  the  District  of  Coliunbia 
laws  regulating  pubUc  utiUties.  Most 
of  the  provisions  were  enacts  some 
years  ago  and  the  penalties,  especially 
the  fines,  are  so  slight  as  to  t)e  of  Uttle 
punitive  value  today.  In  the  interest  of 
simplicity,  section  23  of  this  biU  con- 
tains a  single  penal  provision  covering 
all  violations  of  the  bill  other  than  vio- 
lations speciflcaUy  provided  for  to  sec- 
tion 15.  Under  section  23  fines  up  to 
$5,000  may  be  imposed. 

APPLICABIUTT  OF  OTBXK  LAWS 

The  first  four  subsections  of  section  25 
deal  with  the  effect  of  the  bill  on  speci- 
fied provisions  of  District  of  Columbia 
law.      Subsection  (a)   would  make  the 
basic  act  under  which  District  of  Colum- 
bia pubUc  UtiUties  are  regulated  largely 
inappUcable  to  metropoUtan  area  car- 
riers.    Certam  of  the  provisions  of  that 
act,  however,  would  conUnue  to  apply 
and  be  administered  by  the  E>istrict  of 
Columbia   Public  Utilities   Commission. 
These  relate  to  such  matters  as  the  use 
by  one  public  utiUty  of  anoUier's  equip- 
ment; prohibitions  against  pubUc  utili- 
ties issuing  certam  types  of  dividends, 
and  the  number  of  members  of  boards  of 
directors  of  pubUc  utiUties.    Under  sub- 
section (d)  the  provisions  of  District  of 
Columbia  law  relating  to  reduced  fares 
for  school  children  and  free  transporta- 
tion for  poUcemen  and  firemen  would 
continue  to  apply,  except  that  the  new 
Commission  would  administer  them. 

Subsection  (e)  makes  the  provisions 
of  District  of  Colimibia  law  not  specifi- 
cally dealt  with  in  the  first  four  subsec- 
tions, and  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
and  the  laws  of  Maryland  and  VlrglniA, 
inoperative  to  the  extent  they  are  incon- 
sistent with  or  dupUcate  provisions  of 
the  biU. 
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SENATE 

,  A  Airttier  message  from  ihe  Senate. 
\9  Mr.  A8t»  one  of  its  derks.  announeed 
that  the  Senate  had  passed,  with  amend- 
ments In  wbich  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  Is  requested,  a  bffl  of  the  House 
tA  the  following  title: 

B.R.T774.  An  act  to  estsbtUi  s  untform 
system  for  the  grmnting  of  InoentlTe  amuds 
to  oflMn   and   umptoytm  of   the   Untted 

ktae,  and  for  other  purpoeea. 


THE  MATIONAIi  CUBTOlifS  SERVICE 
ASSOCIATION 

Mr.  FCX3ART7.  Mr.  I^;)eaker.  I  ask 
unanimoos  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCorhack] 
may  extend  his  remarks  at  this  point 
In  theRicoBB^ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr,  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
cently the  National  Customs  Service  As- 
sociation, representing  employees  of  the 
United  States  Customs  Service,  held  its 
16th  biennial  convention  in  Boston. 
Mass.  Some  23  branches  of  this  nation- 
wide organization  were  represented  at 
the  meeting. 

I  have  more  than  a  casual  interest  In 
this  group  since  I  have  come  to  know 
personally  many  of  its  members  over  the 
years  and  I  have  an  intimate  knowledge 
of  their  activities  and  their  problems. 

The  custtxns  service.  In  which  these 
enudoyees  take  great  pride,  is  the  sec- 
ond oldest  unit  of  the  administrative 
branch  of  the  Federal  Govemmezxt  and 
I  know  something  of  its  fine  history  and 
traditions. 

Does  the  customs  service  of  today 
differ  from  the  customs  of  yesterday? 
In  many  particulars,  yes;  basically,  no. 
The  functions  assigned  to  It — of  super- 
vision and  inspection  and  protecting  the 
revenue — remain  the  same,  but  the  way 
in  which  these  functions  are  adminis- 
tered Is  very  different  from  that  of  yes- 
teryear. Iliere  has  been  a  substantial 
curtailment,  and  in  some  cases  abandon- 
ment, of  responsible  protective  proce- 
dures. I  refer,  in  particular,  to  those 
measures  which  guard  oiu:  ports  against 
smuggling. 

There  is  in  the  United  States  today, 
and  rightfully  so,  much  public  alarm 
over  the  Communist  menace,  and  be- 
cause of  it  we  are  operating  on  a  war 
economy.  But  while  we  have  been  ex- 
panding our  military  strength  we  have 
failed,  for  the  sake  of  economy,  to  deal 
adequately  with  a  highly  dangerous 
political  weapon  of  the  Commimist,  de- 
signed to  weaken  the  moral  fiber,  the 
health,  and  the  sanity  of  our  youth — 
the  narcotics  evil. 

It  has  been  stated  on  numerous  occa- 
sions by  respcmsible  pers(ms.  including 
spokesmen  for  the  American  delegation 
to  the  United  Nations,  that  narcotic 
drugs  are  being  used  by  Communist 
countries  as  a  weapon  in  the  cold  war. 
Dope  is  being  poured  into  the  country 
as  part  of  a  calculated  plan  to  under- 
mine our  young  men  and  women. 


The  dangers  and  horrors  of  dmg  ad- 
diction— and  how  the  drugs  are  smug- 
gled into  the  country — have  been 
farou^t  home  to  us  by  the  alert  Ameri- 
can press  which  has  done  a  splendid 
service  in  awakening  the  public  to  this 
evU. 

Hearings  have  been  held  by  congres- 
sional committees  on  the  subject  of  ju- 
venile delinquency  and  through  them  all, 
when  seeking  cause,  runs  the  pattern  of 
narcotics  addiction.  How  long  can  we 
remain  complacent,  or  ignore  the  condi- 
tions which  can  make  even  an  8-yf  ar-old 
child  a  user  of  narcotics? 

Hearings  by  the  Senate  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee,  under  the  chairman- 
ship of  the  distingiushed  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin,  Senator  Alexander  Wiley, 
on  the  subject  of  international  coatrol  of 
opiiun  production,  reveal  that  opium  is 
imported,  as  are  its  derivatives,  mor- 
phine and  heroin.  These  drugs  are 
clandestinely  introduced  into  the  United 
States  from  abroad — smuggled  across 
our  borders  and  through  our  seaports. 

Congress  has  recognized  that  mer- 
chant seamen  are  frequently  used  as  car- 
riers of  narcotics,  and  attempted  to  curb 
the  practice  by  the  enactment  of  Pub- 
lic Law  500,  approved  by  the  President 
en  July  15,  1954.  This  law  pruvides  for 
the  revocation  or  denial  of  merchant 
marine  documents  to  persons  involved  In 
narcotics  violations.  But  further  steps 
are  necessary. 

The  narcotic  problem  has  become  so 
acute  in  the  city  of  New  York  that  the 
police  narcotics  squad  has  had  to  in- 
crease its  personnel  from  30  men  and 
women  in  1951  to  132  at  the  present  time 
and  they  admit  they  find  it  increasingly 
difBcult  to  cope  with  the  situation  even 
with   an   expanded   force. 

Inspector  Peter  Terranova,  who  heads 
the  narcotics  squad  in  New  York,  places 
the  responsibUity  on  the  United  States 
Customs  Service  which  is  charged  with 
the  prevention  of  smuggling.  At  the 
Senate  hearings  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. Inspector  Terranova  urged  that 
the  customs  service  abandon  its  present 
system  of  spotchecking  the  luggage  of 
I>assengers  arriving  from  abroad  and 
that  Inspectors  be  directed  to  inspect 
every  piece  of  baggage.  He  also  recom- 
mended the  formation  of  a  port  patrol 
and  a  border  patrol  to  combat  smug- 
gling. The  customs  patrol  along  the 
borders  was  abolished  some  time  ago  as 
an  economy  measure,  and  the  seaport 
patrol  has  been  reduced  to  an  impotent 
force. 

Recently  at  the  port  of  New  York. 
according  to  press  reports,  merchant 
seamen  of  a  foreign  freighter  decked  at 
a  Brooklyn  pier,  walked  ashore  with 
quantities  of  opium  concealed  on  their 
persons,  and  were  apprehended  by  the 
New  York  police  far  from  the  wharf. 
No  customs  guard  of  any  kind  was  being 
maintained  on  the  ship  or  at  the  berth, 
presumably  in  an  effort  to  save  a  few 
dollars. 

Customs  enforcement  has  been  re- 
duced to  the  extent  that  at  the  port  of 
Boston  there  are  times  when  ttiere  is 
not  a  single  port  patrol  on  duty.  Simi- 
lar conditions  prevail  In  San  Francisco, 
Philadelphia,  New  York,  and  othfr  large 
seaports. 


It  invites  speculation  to  note  that  the 
customs  service  has  been  reducing  its 
staff  at  a  time  when  full-scale  attempts 
to  flood  the  country  with  narcotics  are 
in  progress.  The  origin  of  these  drugs 
is  said  to  be  Communist  Asin  and  the 
plan  to  use  them  to  demoralize  the 
youth  of  the  United  States  is  obviously 
Communist  Inspired.  The  customs 
service  is  the  barrier  past  which  this 
tide  of  dope  must  pass.  As  such,  it  is 
one  of  the  most  sensitive  agencies  in  our 
Government,  and  should  be  the  last  de- 
partment to  feel  the  effects  of  an  econ- 
omy program.  All  changes  in  the 
methods  of  enforcement  and  supervision 
have  been  made  by  administrative  regu- 
lation, presumably  to  meet  budget  re- 
ductions. 

In  answer  to  a  direct  question  by  a 
Member  of  Congress  at  a  recent  hearing, 
an  official  of  the  Customs  Bureau  stated 
that  the  situation  as  to  narcotic  drugs 
is  definitely  improving  and  that  there 
has  been  a  reduction  in  the  number  of 
addicts  and  the  amount  of  drugs  smug- 
gled into  the  United  States.  The  view- 
point expressed  by  this  customs  ofBcial 
is  hard  to  reconcile  with  testimony 
brought  out  during  other  hearings 
which  indicated  that  narcotics  addiction 
is.  in  fact,  increasing.  What  are  the 
true  facts?  Competent  authority  in 
other  enforcement  activities  agree  that 
narcotics  addiction  is  increasing,  even 
while  admitting  that  they  have  only  a 
percentage  of  the  cases  of  addiction. 
Police  authorities  state  that  more  and 
more  crimes  are  found  to  have  a  nar- 
cotic background.  They  also  agree 
that  the  only  effective  means  of  com- 
batting addiction  is  to  prevent  the 
smuggling  of  the  drug  by  seizing  it  be- 
fore it  enters  the  country  and  before  it 
is  adulterated  and  passed  on  to  the 
sellers. 

The  Customs  Bureau  is  now  offering 
a  reward  of  $500  for  information  lead- 
ing to  the  seizure  and  arrest  of  persons 
involved  in  smuggling  of  heroin,  pro- 
vided the  amount  of  drug  is  one  kilo- 
gram—2.2  pounds.  The  vahie  of  this 
amount  of  heroin  in  the  illicit  market 
would  run  into  astronimical  figures  and 
the  inducement  of  a  $500  reward  with 
ths  attendant  danger  to  the  Informer  is 
not  calculated  to  be  very  effective.  This 
approach  seems  to  be  rather  unrealistic 
and  is  an  indication  of  the  futility  of 
the  customs  attempt  at  solving  a  very 
serious  problem. 

On  March  15.  1854,  an  interim  report 
was  made  by  the  Senate  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  in  connection  with  its  in- 
vestigation of  juvenile  deUnquency.  and 
the  report  stated  that  New  York  is  the 
major  port  for  heroin  in  the  United 
States.  On  August  9,  1954.  Chief  Mag- 
istrate John  M.  Murtagh,  of.  New  York 
City,  stated: 


Almoet  every  addict  in  the  city  Is  an  ac- 
tive criminal  and  the  Federal  Oovemment 
is  falling  miserably  In  dealing  wtth  the  pub- 
lic bealtb  and  enXorcement  aspects  of  tbe 
problem.  Despite  the  extent  of  the  problem, 
the  Federal  authorities  take  a  rather  Indif- 
ferent attitude.  They  refuse  to  reeognize 
that  the  problem  has  reached  the  propor- 
tions It  has.  They  take  the  attltvide  that 
there   Is   no   seriously   alarming   Increase   In 
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the  use  of  narcotics.     Our  experience  In 
the  courts  is  to  the  contrary. 

How  can  we  reconcile  such  statements 
with  those  of  the  Customs  Bureau  that 
there  is  no  danger  or  problem? 

It  is  hard  to  fathom  why  It  has  not 
been  more  generally  understood  that  the 
core  of  the  entire  problem  is  the  com- 
plete breakdown  of  supervision  and  en- 
forcement at  the  customs  level.  Customs 
officers  are  charged  with  the  prevention 
of  smuggUng  of  all  descriptions,  includ- 
ing dope,  obscene  material,  subversive 
literature,  and  are  the  first  line  of  de- 
fense against  the  smuggling  of  atomic 
weapons  which,  admittedly,  may  be  con- 
cealed in  hand  luggage  of  travelers. 
This  aspect  of  smuggUng  tias  moved  the 
Congress  to  provide  rewards  for  infor- 
mation leading  to  the  apprehension  of 
individuals  atempting  to  smuggle  atomic 
weapons  into  the  country.  If  the  offi- 
cers who  are  charged  with  intercepting 
these  smuggling  attempts  are  rendered 
impotent  by  administrative  regulations 
which  make  this  function  a  token  action 
only,  the  odds  on  the  side  of  the  smug- 
gler or  subversive  are  thereby  greatly  in- 
creased and  the  intent  of  Congress  com- 
pletely nullified. 

The  Customs  Bureau  has.  In  recent 
years,  extended  the  calculated-risk  the- 
ory in  connection  with  the  supervision 
of  the  activities  of  carriers.  Importers, 
travelers  and  others  to  an  extent  never 
contemplated  by  Congress  when  it  passed 
the  Tariff  Act.  Congress  never  planned 
that  the  iaarrier  of  customs  protection 
should  be  made  vulnerable  by  adminis- 
trative relaxation  of  safeguards  to  an 
extent  entirely  out  of  keeping  with  the 
original  intent. 

Packages  arriving  by  mall  are  passed 
with  only  the  briefest  screening,  and 
95  percent  of  them  receive  no  examina- 
tion. Upon  the  arrival  of  vessels  and 
aircraft  only  a  spot-check  examination 
is  made  of  passengers'  luggage.  The 
physical  searching  of  vessels  and  aircraft 
and  other  carriers  has  been  lessened. 
The  once  vigorous  routine  of  customs  in- 
spection is  no  longer  vigorous  or  routine. 

The  implications  In  this  situation 
should  be  a  matter  for  deep  concern.  It 
has  been  said  that  appropriation  diffi- 
culties make  changes  necessary  and  that 
budget  directives  determine  whether  a 
job  is  to  be  done  in  a  particular  manner, 
or  even  done  at  all.  It  is  said.  too.  that 
customs  budget  requests  are  In  competi- 
tion with  the  many  others  presented  by 
other  departments  and  must,  therefore, 
expect  to  share  In  across-the-board  cuts 
which  are  Imposed  in  order  to  effect 
economies  in  the  overall  budget  pre- 
sented to  the  Congress. 

Rather  than  upset  this  budget- 
imposed  ceiUng  figure,  customs  must 
administer  its  program  with  a  reduced 
staff  irrespective  of  whether  it  means 
relaxation  of  controls  and  opening  the 
doors  of  the  ports  of  entry  to  smugglers. 
This  matter  should  be  investigated  and 
if  Congress  or  the  Budget  Bureau  has 
erred  the  mistake  should  be  corrected  at 
once.  The  problem  is  so  serious  that  an 
appropriate  committee  or  subcommittee 
of  the  House  should  investigate  why  our 
controls  have  been  curtailed  and  aban- 
doned and  why  responsible  protective 
procedures  are  not  reinstated  in  con- 


nection with  the  smuggling  of  narcotics. 
I  beUeve  the  narcotics  problem  is  second 
only  in  importance  to  the  Commiinlst 
problem.  The  menace  is  real  and  the 
present  danger  should  no  longer  be  ig- 
nored. I  realize  that  it  is  late  in  the  ses- 
sion to  expect  action  by  this  Congress, 
but  Congress  and  the  present  adminis- 
tration should  give  some  thought  to  the 
matter  in  order  that  a  subcommittee  or  a 
special  committee,  if  not  aN>ointed  to  in- 
vestigate this  alarming  situation  between 
now  and  next  January,  may  be  appointed 
m  the  next  Congress,  probably  in  Janu- 
ary, to  investigate  all  phases  of  this 
matter.  If  our  Inspection  forces  are 
too  small.  If  Congress  is  at  fault  in  not 
providing  sufficient  funds,  if  our  enforce- 
ment agencies  need  strengthening,  if  the 
Budget  Bureau  is  imposing  economies 
which  are  threatening  to  wreck  our  bar- 
riers against  smugglers,  then  such  an 
investigation  should  reveal  the  reason 
and  provide  the  remedy.  Unless  the 
dangers  and  horrors  of  narcotics  addic- 
tion is  lessened  we  cannot  for  long  main- 
tain the  economic  and  military  and  mor- 
al strength  to  fight  the  greatest  of  all 
evils — communism. 


His  passing  Is  mourned  by  all  lovers  of 
democracy.  His  place  \n  history  will 
surely  be  a  high  one.  May  the  ideals 
that  guided  him  throughout  his  long  and 
illustrious  career  be  victorious  in  the 
struggle  between  the  democratic  and 
totaUtarian  worlds. 


.  tvf. 


THE  LATE  ALCIDE  DE  GASPERI 

Mr.  ADDONIZIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ADDONIZIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
free  world  is  shocked  and  saddened  by 
the  passing  of  the  noble  statesman  Al- 
clde  De  Gasperi.  eight-time  Premier  of 
Italy.  Dr.  Konrad  Adenauer  spoke  for 
the  free  world  when  he  exclaimed  "This 
is  indeed  a  grievous  blow"  ujxjn  receipt 
of  the  sad  news.  The  free  world  owes 
much  to  this  great  leader  who  led  his 
country  out  of  postwar  chaos  and  allied 
it  firmly  with  the  Western  World  against 
Communist  aggression.  He  was  one  of 
the  leading  spirits  in  Western  Europe's 
progress  toward  unification,  and  news 
reports  Indicate  he  fought  for  the  Euro- 
pean army  almost  to  the  very  hour  of  his 
death.  Under  his  leadership  Italy  made 
a  remarkable  recovery  from  the  ravages 
of  war  and  became  one  of  the  most  polit- 
ically stable  covmtries  in  Western  Eu- 
rope. 

Mr.  De  Gasperi  dedicated  his  life  to 
Italy's  welfare  and  future.  He  suffered 
hardship  and  imprisonment,  but  he 
never  wavered  in  fighting  for  democracy 
which  was  the  guiding  principle  of  his 
Ufe.  As  he  stated  in  his  address  to  the 
United  States  Congress  in  September 
1951.  the  events  of  his  political  life  led 
him  "to  experience  different  regimes,  to 
sustain  struggles  for  national  independ- 
ence and  freedom,  to  witnes.s  the  sup- 
pression of  the  democratic  parliamen- 
tary system,  and  finally  to  see  the  tri- 
lunph  of  our  free  institutions."  It  was 
my  privilege  to  spend  some  time  with 
this  truly  great  man  during  his  visit  to 
this  country,  and  I  was  most  Impressed 
with  his  sincerity  and  simpUcity  of  man- 
ner, with  his  gentleness  and  goodness 
of  heart  as  well  as  by  his  sagacity  and 
vision. 


SPECIAL  COMMITTEK  TO  INVESTI- 
GATE CERTAIN  MATTERS 

Mr.  DEROUNIAN.  Bir.  Speaker.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  gentie- 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ray]  may 
extend  his  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 

RZCOSD.  

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentieman  from 
New  York? 
There  was  no  obJecti<m. 
Mr.  RAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  June  8, 1 
Introduced  House  Resolution  574,  asking 
for  the  appointment  of  a  special  com- 
mittee to  Investigate  and  report  to  the 
House  on  two  matters: 

First.  The  ways  in  which  and  the  ex- 
tent to  which  actions  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  including  its  recog- 
nition of  the  Soviet  Oovemment.  have 
contributed  or  may  contribute  to  the 
growth  of  communism  or  the  spread  of 
communistic  influence  in  this  country. 

Second.  Whether  or  not.  and  if  so,  to 
what  extent,  the  charter  of  the  United 
Nations  and  the  privileges  and  immuni- 
ties extended  to  its  members  and  em- 
ployees have  contributed  or  may  con- 
tribute to  the  growth  of  communism  or 
the  spread  of  communistic  influence  in 
this  country. 

On  that  same  date,  a  duplicate  of  that 
resolution  was  introduced  by  Hon.  P«ah- 
cis  K  DoiiN,  and  each  of  us  made  a 
brief  statement  to  the  House  of  his  rea- 
sons for  introducing  such  a  resolution. 
The  resolution  was  referred  to  the 
Rules  Committee,  and  in  due  course  we 
had  a  fair  hearing  before  that  commit- 
tee, with  nearly  all  members  in  attend- 
ance. The  notice  I  received  of  the  time 
of  the  hearing  was  so  short  that  other 
Members  of  the  House  who  were  Inter- 
ested in  the  resolution  were  unable  to 
appear.  The  list  of  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  who  have  expressed 
interest  in  and  approval  of  the  resolution 
is  impressive. 

We  read  and  hear  too  much  about  fear 
of  this  and  fear  of  that.  House  Resolu- 
tion 574  was  not  born  In  fear.  It  reflects 
a  widely  held  conviction  that  we  must 
learn  what  our  dangers  are  and  then  face 
up  and  prepare  to  jneet  them.  Also,  that 
the  dangers  from  within  are  Just  as  real 
as  those  from  outside.  This  resolution 
would  break  new  ground  and  would  ex- 
plore and  bring  to  pubUc  attention  the 
ways  in  which  and  the  extent  to  which 
actions  of  om*  Government  have  contrib- 
uted or  may  contribute  to  the  errowth  of 
this  danger  from  within.  With  such 
knowledge,  and  only  in  that  way.  can  we 
measure  and  deal  effectively  with  the 
problem. 

I  have  been  informed,  and  have  heard 
no  one  question  the  fact,  that  no  other 
committee  is  studying  the  ways  In  which 
and  extent  to  which  actions  of  our  Qofv- 
emment  have  contributed  or  may  con- 
tribute to  the  growth  of  ooaMMoni^ 
within  our  borders.    The  cha.iniiaa  cff 
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the  TTb'Ameriean  Activities  Committee. 
Hon.  Hasolo  Vblos  and  the  former  chair- 
man of  that  committee,  Hon.  Martin 
Dns.  autborized  me  to  make,  and  I  did 
make,  that  statement  before  the  Rules 
Committee. 

In  common  with  many  others  whose 
bills  have  been  heard  but  not  reported 
out  by  the  Rules  Committee,  I  am  deeply 
disappointed  that  House  Resolution  574 
has  not  come  to  the  floor  for  a  vote. 

Believing  as  I  do  that  the  problem  Is 
important,  and  that  work  in  the  field  is 
necessary.  I  Intend  to  devote  all  the 
time  I  can  between  now  and  the  end  of 
this  year  to  a  personal  inquiry  into  the 
subject  matter  of  the  resolution.  I  will 
do  this  with  a  hope  that  a  factual  study 
can  be  presented  early  in  the  next  ses- 
sion of  Congress  which  will  convince  the 
leadership  and  the  Rules  Committee  of 
the  necessity  for  immediate  action  on 
the  new  resolution  which  will  be  intro- 
duced at  that  time. 


BALTIC  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad- 
ministration, I  call  up  House  Concurrent 
Resolution  272  and  ask  for  its  immediate 
consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Retolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
{the  Senate  concurring).  That  tbere  be 
printed  for  tbe  use  of  the  Select  Committee 
To  Investigate  the  Incorporation  of  the 
Baltic  States  into  the  U.  S.  S.  R.,  1,000  addi- 
tional eoplea  of  part  1  of  the  hearings  on 
the  Baltic  States  investigation,  held  by  the 
■aid  select  committee  during  the  83d  Con- 
gress, 1st  session. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  

EFFECT  ON  AMERICAN  INDUSTRY 
AND  LABOR  OP  UNITED  STATES 
FOREIGN  POLICY 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Oross]  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  OROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  to  include  a  speech 
made  by  Mr.  Swanson. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  OROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  be- 
cmnlng  increasingly  clear  to  those  who 
are  willing  to  give  sober  thought  to  the 
situation  that  United  States  foreign 
policy  Is  placing  American  industry  and 
labor  In  an  increasingly  severe  strait- 
jacket. 

Mr.  Speaker,  a  prominent  businessman 
of  Iowa.  Mr.  Fred  W.  Swanson,  chairman 
of  the  boards  of  the  Globe  Hoist  Co.  and 
the  Olobe  Machinery  &  Supply  Co.,  of 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  recently  completed  a 
world  tour.  Upon  his  return  he  spoke 
to  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Iowa  Manu- 
facturers' Association  in  Des  Moines, 
and  he  said,  among  other  things: 

From  vmrj  foreign  trip  I  take  I  return 
more  and  more  of  a  nationalist,  a  strong 
nationalist,  if  you  please.    Unafraid,  I  am 


willing  to  stand  up  and  be  counted  as  one  of  ' 
those  who  are  for  America  first  and,  as  well, 
for  America  last.  With  3,000  different  lan- 
guages In  the  world,  with  hundreds  of  dif- 
ferent races  tn  the  world,  educated  anti  un- 
educated races,  civilized  and  savage  races, 
and  with  coimtless  different  Ideals.  Ideologies, 
and  religions  In  the  world,  the  position  of 
those  who  propagandize  for  a  one-world  gov- 
ernment is  simply  Incomprehensible  to  me. 
They  would  submerge  us  with  those  who  are 
Jealous  of  and  covet  our  wealth.  They  would 
shackle  lis  to  a  dictatorial  overall  majority 
of  foreign  peoples  to  control  our  affairs  and 
stifle  every  natural  impulse  and  drive  what 
from  the  beginning  has  made  America 
greater  than  all  other  nations  of  the  world. 

Following  is  the  address  of  Mr.  Swan- 
son: 

Mr.  President,  fellow  members  and  guests, 
a  few  winters  ago  an  acquaintance  vacation- 
ing in  Florida  dropped  into  a  small  tabacco 
shop  and  asked  the  little  old  gentleman 
behind  the  case  for  his  favorite  brand  cigar. 
"Sorry,  Sir,"  the  proprietor  said.  "We  don't 
carry  that  brand."  Exasperated,  my  ac- 
quaintance said,  "Well,  why  don't  you?  It's 
the  best  cigar  made."  The  proprietor  re- 
plied. "My  friend,  if  you  would  Just  add 
three  words  to  your  statement,  if  you  would 
Just  say,  'Well,  why  don't  you?  It's  the  best 
cigar  made,  in  my  opinion.'  then  no  one 
could  take  exception.  You  know,  what  may 
be  the  best  cigar  to  you,  may  not  be  the 
best  cigar  to  the  next  customer  that  comes 
into  my  shop.  Opinions  vary."  Today  my 
remarlEs  are  expressed  In  my  opinion  and  are 
not  Intended  -to  reflect  any  views  but  my 
own. 

Sell — where?  Speaking  generally  as  Iowa 
manufacttu-ers,  we  must  sell  in  export  mar- 
kets, in  domestic  markets,  or  in  both 

Let  us  consider  expwt  markets  flrst.  Ex- 
port sales  are  important  to  industry  and  of 
importance  to  the  economy  and  well-being 
of  our  Nation. 

The  trade  publication,  American  Exporter. 
recently  sent  out  a  questionnaire  to  2,137 
American  manufacturers  doing  an  export 
business. 

Replies  were  received  from  470  manufac- 
turers employing  a  labor  force  of  838,4*70  and 
doing  a  combined  export  business  of  f  1,500,- 
000,000. 

Estimates  supplied  by  the  470  manufac- 
turers revealed — 

That  if  the  current  export  level  were  re- 
duced by  50  percent,  the  470  manufacturers 
would  have  to  discharge  26.201  workers  or 
3.1  percent. 

That  if  all  exports  were  permanently  elim- 
inated, the  470  manufacturers  would  have  to 
discharge  46.837  employees  or  5.8  percent. 

That  the  total  dollar  sales  of  the  470  man- 
ufacturers in  1952  were  $12,683,000,000.  of 
which  export  sales  were  10.47  percent. 

That  if  all  export  business  of  the  470  man- 
ufacturers reporting  were  lost,  their  profits 
would  be  reduced  (as  a  few  estimated)  from 
not  very  much  to  (as  many  estimated)  most 
drastically. 

That  447  of  ttie  470  manufacturers  re- 
ported their  exports  would  increase  substan- 
tially if  dollars  were  freely  available  abroad. 
That  135  of  the  470  maniif  acturers  reported 
their  belief  that  European  competition  and 
tariff  and  protection  of  local  industry  abroad 
were  the  deterrents  to  increased  experts. 

That  58  percent  of  the  exporting  manufac- 
turers were  not  in  favor  of  a  fuller  trade  with 
Bastem  Europe  and  Russia  in  nondefense 
exports. 

That  regardless  of  the  cold  war.  59  percent 
of  the  exporting  manufacturers  would  not 
encourage  West-East  Etu-ope  trade. 

That  58  percent  of  the  reporting  manu- 
facturers felt  that  United  States  foreign  aid 
should  be  given  to  only  noncompetltors. 

Sell — where?  For  3  months  this  year  it 
was  my  privilege,  on  a  flight  around  the 


world,  to  visit  many  countries  in  all  of  whicli 
my  company  has  scdd  Olobe  hoists.    Fcv  a 
better   knowledge    of    our    country's    export 
possibilities   in   a  large   part   of    the   world 
visited,  I  invite  your  interest  to  certain  ob- 
servations and  facts  as  developed  on  my  trip. 
Hawaiian  Islands:  Beautiful,  a  vacationers' 
paradise,  but  islands,  outside  of  sugar  and 
pineapples,  largely  dependent  upon  tourists 
and  the  defense  expenditures  of  Uncle  Sam. 
Local    manufacturing    Is    wanting    but    very 
much  wanted.     I>ue  to  the  absence  of  even 
limited    opportunities    in    industry,    in   the 
years  1948-50  the  Caucasian  population  de- 
creased and  Is  only  now  leveling  off.     The 
cry   there    la    for   more    local   man^ifacturlng 
and  for  the  protection  of  local  manufactur- 
ing,  but   it   Is   acknowledged  that   if   more 
manufacturing  Is  to  be  secured  labor-man- 
agement  relations   In   industry,   transporta- 
tion, and  agriculture  must  improve.     As  to 
the  agricultural  workers  of  the  Islands,  they 
are    paid    higher    wages    than    in   any    other 
place  in  the  world  and.  on  a  per  capita  basis, 
Hawaii  today  enjoys  the  highest  standard  of 
living  of  any  Island  in  the  world. 

New  Zealand  and  Australia:  Two  countries 
down  under  with  populations,  after  a  settle- 
ment of  nearly  150  years,  of  approximately 
2  million  and  8.500,000  people  respectively 
in  areas  of  104,000  and  3  million  square 
miles.  Do  these  two  countries  have  there 
what  we  want  here?  They  have  among  other 
things — 

The  virtual  control  of  wages  by  the  govern- 
ment. 

The  control  of  many  prices  by  tbe  govern- 
ment. 

The  control  of  materials  and  ctf  building 
by  the  government. 

The  control  of  milk  distribution  by  many 
of  their  cities  as  sole  milk  distributors. 

And  among  other  commodities  the  con- 
trol and  monopoly  of  the  sale  of  tobacco  by 
the  government. 

True,  in  a  land  nearly  the  size  of  the 
United  States,  they  have  beautiful  cities  in 
Australia — the  cities  of  Sydney.  Melbourne, 
Brisbane.  Adelaide,  with  a  combiaied  popu- 
lation of  4,500,000  out  of  a  total  population 
of  8,500.000.  but  they  have  far  too  many  de- 
terrents to  attract  migration  and  for  needed 
growth.  In  1953.  with  an  objective  of  250,000. 
they  had  to  be  content  with  a  net  gain  in 
population  of  but  42,883,  only  a  one-half  of 
1  percent  gain.  They  are  not  going  socialis- 
tic. They  are  socialistic.  For  years,  under 
a  labor  government,  socialism  was  encour- 
aged and  now  many  Australians  consider  it 
too  far  advanced  and  too  late  for  them  to 
retrace  their  steps  to  free  enterprise  as  we 
know  It  here  in  the  United  States. 

It  was  In  Sydney  a  leading  attorney  in- 
formed me — I  quote — "Quite  contrary  to  the 
United  Stater,  where  a  great  majority  of  your 
labor  leaders  are  sincere  and  honest  and  in 
favor  of  private  enterprise,  Diogenes,  with 
his  lantern,  would  And  but  few  sincere,  hon- 
est labor  leaders  in  all  of  Australia  in  favor 
of  private  enterprise." 

It  was  in  Sydney  that  the  Australian  man- 
ager of  one  of  the  largest  worldwide  com- 
panies doing  business  In  Australia  and  New 
Zealand  said  to  me,  "Mr.  Swanson,  when  is 
your  country  going  to  make  up  and  quit  giv- 
ing handouts  to  Great  Britain  and  France?" 
Handouts — yes;  In  the  period  July  1,  1945,  to 
December  31,  1952.  the  United  States,  in 
addition  to  military  aid,  gave  outright  gifts 
to  these  two  countries  of  $6,262,498,000. 

And.  It  Is  In  the  Province  of  New  South 
Wales  that  by  law  every  worker  must  belong 
to  a  union.  The  only  exceptions  are  unless 
an  Australian  ex-serviceman;  or  one  engaged 
in  controlling  other  employees;  olr  one  under 
18  years  of  age;  or  one  engaged  in  an  in- 
dustry covered  by  a  federal  award;  or  one  in 
receipt  of  an  Income  In  excess  of  $112  a  weelc 
or  $5,600  a  year.  Every  other  wortcer  is  com- 
pelled by  law  to  be  a  member  ©f  a  union. 
In  New  Zealand  and  Australia  a  $10,000-a- 
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year  man  la  a  Tery  high  aalaiiad  exeentlT*. 
For  example.  September  15  of  last  year  th* 
order  in  council  incr«aaed  th«  salarlM  of 
managers  of  orchards  to  $30  per  week,  male 
workers  31  and  over  to  $26J>4  p«  week,  fe- 
male workers  to  $18.48  per  week. 

New  Zealand  and  Australia,  members  of 
the  Ckjmmonwealth  of  Nations,  are  British 
to  the  core  in  their  loyalties  to  Britain  and 
to  British-manufactured  products.  Of  this 
I  will  comment  later. 

Manila  and  the  Philippines:  Manila,  for- 
merly the  Pearl  of  the  Pacific,  a  city  of 
nearly  1  million,  rebuilding  from  the  ter- 
rific destruction  Inflicted  by  the  Japanese. 
The  Philippine  Islands,  rich  In  natural  re- 
sources and  with  more  potential  than  any 
group  in  the  Malayan  Archipelago — islands 
friendly  to  American  products,  but  Islands 
already  encouraging  and  protecting  local 
products  and  manufacturers  by  imposing  re- 
stricted allocations  of  American  product  Im- 
portations (drugs  and  tobaccos  for  ex- 
ample.) In  the  postwar  p«^od  July  1.  1945, 
to  December  31,  1952,  the  PhUlppines  re- 
ceived $892,762,000  in  outright  gifts  from 
the  United  States.  In  1953  we  exported 
products  to  them  in  the  value  of  $351  mil- 
lion and  imported  from  them  products  to 
the  value  of  $276  million. 

Japan:  a  nation  of  85.500,000  people,  that 
from  July  1,  1945.  to  December  31.  19&3.  has 
received  in  gifts  from  the  United  States  the 
sum  of  $2,073,705,000;  a  nation  that  Is  re- 
gaining fast  its  manufacturing  facilities  and 
ability  to  produce  quality  products  at  low 
cost  efficiency;  a  nation  claimed  by  some  to 
be  the  most  heavily  taxed  people  in  the 
world,  a  nation  with  a  per  capita  income  of 
$167  in  terms  of  United  States  dollars,  small 
indeed  when  compared  with  America's  per 
capita  income  of  $1,894.  of  Canada's  $lut96. 
of  Denmark's  $697.  of  Norway's  $698.  of  Eng- 
land's $633;  a  nation  that  practically  makes 
it  Impossible  to  bring  in  products  that  com- 
pete with  products  manufactured  in  their 
country;  a  nation  that,  because  of  its  high 
taxes,  its  stagnation  in  foreign  trade,  due 
partly  because  of  inflation,  and  its  living 
discomforts  and  tax  harassment  of  foreign 
business  houses,  has  caused  in  the  past  year 
a  shrinkage  from  417  to  308.  or  of  109  Ameri- 
cans employed  in  United  States  trading 
firms  in  the  Tokyo  area. 

It  is  impossible  today  to  export  a  great 
many  American-made  products  into  that 
country  that  compete  with  local  industry. 

Hong  Kong:  A  British  Crown  Colony,  32 
square  miles  in  area,  a  port  of  great  com- 
mercial value,  one  of  the  greatest  trans- 
shipment ports  In  the  world — a  port  that  has 
only  been  partially  cooperative  and  only  par- 
tially successful  in  cutting  shipments  to 
Communist  China  of  materials  the  United 
States  considers  essential  to  war  uses. 

The  British  are  shrewd  traders  and  look 
after  themselves.  Believe  it  or  not,  last 
March  5  the  chairman  of  the  powerful  and 
Infiuentlal  Hong  Kong  and  Shanghai  Bank- 
ing Corp.  said.  "It  is  Britain's  policy  to  en- 
courage trade  with  China." 

Hong  Kong  is  a  valuable  piece  of  property 
for  Great  Britain.  An  oil  ofllclal,  looking  for 
sites,  told  me  that  business  property  well 
located  sells  from  $32  to  $40  per  square  foot; 
In  other  words,  a  filling-station  prof)erty  100 
feet  by  60  feet,  6,000  square  feet,  would  cost 
the  oil  company  the  sum  of  $240,000. 

Singapore :  An  island  British  Crown  Colony 
with  an  area  of  217  square  miles  and  with  a 
population  of  over  1  million,  80  percent 
Chinese.  Here,  as  in  all  British  Common- 
wealth countries,  the  Importer  of  American- 
made  goods  encounters  severe  handicaps  In 
trading  against  the  British. 

Thailand  and  Burma:  Thailand,  a  country 
of  17  million  well-nourished  people  friendly 
to  America,  a  country  that,  like  Burma,  is 
closing  in  on  landownershlp  by  other  than 
natives.  In  Thailand.  I  beUeve,  a  foreigner 
can  now  own  his  home  and  2%  acres.    In 


Burma.  aU  land  has  been  nationalized  and  the 
foreigner  la  prohibited  from  any  ownership 
wbataoever.  In  Burma  the  peasant  farm 
family  has  an  annual  Income  of  from  50  to 
es  American  dollars.  Burma,  tied  to  sterling, 
dlacrlxnlnatea  In  favor  of  England  against 
Imports  from  America.  And.  by  the  way. 
I  found  In  Bangkok.  Thailand,  that  your 
money  was  being  spent  by  8  or  9  agencies  of 
the  United  Nations  which,  as  you  know,  is 
largely  supported  by  the  United  States. 

India:  In  the  cities  of  Calcutta,  New  Delhi, 
and  Bombay,  besides  discussions  with  many 
people.  I  bought  every  newspaper  as  pub- 
lUhed. 

India,  a  country  with  an  area  of  1.221.880 
square  miles,  a  little  more  than  Vs  tiie  size 
of  the  United  States  and  with  a  population 
In  1951  of  356.829.485— or  more  than  twice 
that  of  the  United  States. 

India,  a  member  of  the  British  Common- 
wealth of  Nations,  a  participant  in  the  ster- 
ling area. 

India,  a  land  of  some  very  thick  cream  at 
the  top.  of  a  very  thin  body  of  skim  milk  in 
the  scant  middle  and  of  millions  and  mil- 
lions of  crowded  poverty-stricken  people, 
99.99  percent  poor,  at  the  bottom. 

India,  a  land  that  2.500  years  ago  gave  the 
world  one  of  its  greatest  religious  teachers, 
the  founder  of  a  religion  with  pure  and  lofty 
philosophy,  but  nevertheless,  a  land  today 
where,  in  places,  begging  is  carried  on  as  an 
organized  business. 

India,  a  land  of  at  least  40  different  main 
languages,  an  estimated  287  different  dialects, 
and  of  at  least  40  different  concepts  of  de- 
mocracy, a  land  fiush  In  the  newness  of  its 
independence,  a  land  opposed  to  anything 
and  everything  that  isn't  India  and  Asiatic. 
"Asia  for  the  Asiatics"  is  no  idle  slogan.  It 
is  the  serious  Intent  of  over  one  billion  peo- 
ple of  this  world.  There  is  considerable 
doubt  whether  "Whites"  will  either  control 
or  manage  business  anywhere  In  the  East 
within  10  to  20  years. 

India,  a  land  of  many  provinces,  in  some 
of  which  English  is  no  longer  allowed  to  be 
taught  in  the  lower  grade  schools. 

India,  a  land  where  the  average  annual 
Income  of  an  agricultural  laboring  family  is 
$92.40,  the  average  daily  wage  of  casual 
workers — men,  21  cents;  women,  11  cents. 

India,  a  land  that  recently  forced,  through 
their  exacting  demands  for  operation,  the 
closing  of  the  General  Motors  and  Ford  Motor 
plants. 

India,  with  a  Premier  it  would  seem  un- 
friendly to  America  but  a  Premier  who  never 
spoke,  if  he  did  speak  as  rumored,  truer 
words  than,  "Just  mention  conununlsm  and 
the  United  States  Government  will  give  you 
millions." 

India,  a  land  where  the  Union  Planning 
Minister  could  say  on  March  25  last.  "Nobody 
can  at  present  tell  what  will  happen  to  pri- 
vate enterprise  in  the  future.  There  is  a 
demand  for  greater  equality  In  the  country 
today  and  unlimited  freedom  to  capitalists 
neither  desired  nor  desirable,  because  people 
have  been  more  conscious  and  have  now 
been   awakened." 

India,  a  land  where  on  March  18  last,  the 
Union  Minister  for  Commerce  and  Industry 
could  threaten  commercial  Interests  by  say- 
ing, "Industrialists  must  reconcUe  them- 
selves to  the  possibUity  of  greater  measure 
of  government  control  and  direction  In  the 
economic  sphere."  And,  further,  this  Minis- 
ter would  not  wholly  endorse  without  radical 
qualifications  the  right  of  employers  to  dis- 
miss laborers  In  what  he  called  a  "Welfare 
State."  An  acquaintance  of  mine,  thinking 
to  enlarge  his  small  plant  in  India,  now,  to 
the  contrary,  considers  closing  it  as  his  labor 
force,  on  hearing  of  his  plans,  presented 
demands  for  an  agreement  that  after  6 
months'  employment  his  workers  must  be 
kept  on  the  payroU  for  life. 

To  India  last  year  we  exported  nearly  $100 
million  less  than  we  Imported  from  them. 


Today,  U  India  manufacturers  cant  fumlrit, 
British  manufacturers  have  an  advantav* 
over  American  manufacturers.  In  apiXm  of 
their  troubled  history  the  past  SCO  yean 
with  England.  India  stoutly  defends  Ita  par- 
ticipation In  the  sterling  bloc  and  I  beUeva 
is  more  pro-British  than  pro-Amertean  with 
Nehru,  its  Prime  IClnlster.  favoring  com- 
munism,     v,^ 

Ceylon:  a  British  crown  colony  of  S5.SS1 
square  miles  and  8.103.000  clean,  eontented 
and  prosperotis  people.  Oood  roads  connect 
all  parts  of  the  island.  There  la  little  beg- 
ging and  education  Is  fostered.  Notwith- 
standing that  it  is  a  British  crown  colony. 
I  found  American  products  and  Americans 
most  welcome. 

Pakistan:  A  dominion  of  36S.907  squara 
miles  area  and  with  a  population  of  7S,e87.« 
000  people.  Pakistan,  a  member  of  the  Brit- 
ish Commonwealth  of  Nations.  Notwith- 
standing American  aid  and  our  mUltary  alli- 
ance with  it,  American  Imports  are  diacrlm- 
inated  against.  Their  Import  trade  control 
provides  that,  I  quote.  "Where  an  Item  Is 
licensable  on  the  dollar  as  well  as  a  non- 
dollar area  but  a  license  tar  the  dollar  area 
Is  not  issued  to  an  Importer  In  spite  of  his 
holding  a  category  for  the  dollar  area,  a 
license  will  be  issued  to  him  for  the  non- 
dollar area  on  the  basis  of  his  dollar  plus 
nondollar  categories."  It  Is  tine  oxir  exports 
to  Pakistan  In  recent  years  have  exceeded 
our  Imports  from  there.  But  there  Is  much 
In  Industrial  and  automobile  equipment  that 
If  made  In  America  cannot  be  shipped  Into 
the  dominion. 

Iraq:  I  was  In  Bagdad,  Its  capital.  B  days. 
This  country  has  116.600  square  miles  and 
6,100,000  people.  It.  too.  Is  tied  to  sterling. 
The  largest  dealer  there  in  automobUes  and 
in  the  distribution  of  car  parts  told  me  that 
if  he  could  import  American  cars  without 
restriction,  he  could  sell  75  percent  of  all 
the  cars  sold  In  the  entire  country  but.  as 
It  was.  he  was  allotted  only  a  small  per- 
centage of  his  requirements.  whUe  British 
cars  suffered  under  no  such  severe  aUoca- 
tion.  (It  may  be  of  interest  for  you  to  know 
that  in  1952  Great  Britain  exported  twice 
as  many  automobiles  as  did  the  United 
States— 309,832  against  141.026;  but  that 
Great  Britain  imported  only  1,452  passenger 
cars  against  the  United  States  33,306.  As 
a  plain  American  or  English  subject,  try  and 
Import  an  American  car  into  England.) 

And  it  was  on  the  plane  from  Bagdad 
to  Rome  that  the  sole  Iraq  representative 
returning  to  serve  on  an  international  or-' 
ganizatlon  with  headquarters  in  Geneva  said 
to  me,  "Why  does  yoiir  country  give  money 
to  my  country  or  help  In  military  prepara- 
tions for  defense?  We  are  one  of  the  great 
oil-producing  countries  of  the  world.  It  Is 
my  belief  that  the  common  people  of  every 
country  receiving  your  gifts  of  money  and 
aid  feel  that,  as  a  result,  their  rich  are  made 
richer  and  that  your  country  Is  simply  help- 
ing to  perpetuate  their  present  political  con- 
ditions." 

Italy :  I  was  In  Rome  6  days.  Tourist  trade 
was  good.  Hotels  were  aU  fUIed  to  capacity 
and  the  city  gave  every  evidence  of  pros- 
perity, and  why  should  Italy  not  be  pros- 
perous? The  United  States  from  July  1, 1946, 
to  December  31,  1952,  gave  it  $2 .209 .206 ,000. 
Its  Industrial  production  Index  for  January 
this  year  stood  at  166  as  compared  to  101  In 
1938.  But  you  should  not  have  been  sxir- 
prlsed  to  learn  from  the  U.  S.  News  h  World 
Report  of  March  6,  1954,  that  the  United 
States,  pumping  dollars  and  arms  Into  Italy 
In  an  effort  to  keep  the  country  out  of  tlie 
grip  of  Oxnmunlsts.  doesnt  seem  to  be  win- 
ning many  friends  or  Influencing  Italian 
opinion  much  In  the  proceas. 

Sixty-nine  percent  of  the  Italian  puhUe  fn 
a  recent  poll  said  that  the  statement.  "TIm 
United  States  Is  trying  to  dotnlnata  Um 
world."  was  true  or  partly  true^ 

Forty-three  percent  of  the 
■aid  that  either  the  United  States 
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too  much  in  Xtallan  affair*  or  wasnt  In- 
tcTMtad  moMgti. 

And.  thm  most  aUurmlng  attitude  of  all. 
moat  Itallana  polled  expresaed  tbeir  belief 
that  the  United  Statea  has  aelflsh  motlTea  for 
helping  the^r  country  financially. 

May  we  add,  that  notwithstanding  this 
country.  In  the  period  July  1. 1945.  to  Decem- 
ber 81.  19S2.  gave  Prance  outright  the  huge 
■urn  of  gS.lOT^SO.OOO.  I  believe  a  poll  there 
would  show  a  far  less  favorable  attitude  to- 
ward America.  In  my  opinion,  all  around 
the  globe  there  is  far  less  respect  for  America 
today  than  In  any  period  In  our  lifetime.  We 
are  envied  and  suffered  because  of  our  wealth. 
We  are  not  liked  and  as  long  as  our  foreign 
policy  will  let  the  nations  of  the  world  con- 
tinue to  bleed  us,  they  will  bleed  us  with  de- 
light and  with  cunning  diplomacy. 

England:  My  last  stop,  England,  the 
mother  of  the  British  Commonwealth  -of 
Nations.  The  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Northern  Ireland,  with  London 
the  capital,  has  an  area  of  94,279  square 
miles,  and  a  population ,  of  50,368,455. 

A  population  of  50.368,455  Is  Just  the  be- 
ginning. The  British  Commonwealth  of  Na- 
tions covers  12,993,272  square  miles  of  the 
world's  land  surface  and  has  a  population 
of  619,178,882,  a  population  more  than  one- 
foitrth  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  world. 
Within  this  huge  sterling  area  and  huge 
population  the  products  of  Great  Britain 
have  in  meet  cases  a  duty  preference  of  10 
percent  and  in  many  countries  of  the  Com- 
monwealth it  is  Just  impossible  to  Import 
American  products  If  like  products  are  made 
in  England  but  not  in  the  importing  Com- 
monwealth Nation.  (For  example,  no  mat- 
ter how  badly  wanted,  it  Is  impossible  today 
to  Import  my  company's  product  into  New 
Zealand,  Australia,  Pakistan,  etc.)  Add  to 
the  Commonwealth  Nations,  excluding  Can- 
ada and  Newfoundland,  the  countries  closely 
tied  to  sterling,  Norway,  Sweden,  Denmark, 
Holland,  Belgium,  Portugal,  etc..  and  you 
have  a  good  look  at  the  shrewdness,  inge- 
nuity, sagacity,  and  ability  xil  the  British 
traders  to  create  a  preferred  position  for 
British  manufactured  products.  As  I  see  it, 
through  one  way  or  another,  they  have  a 
trading  advantage  with  nearly  one-third 
of  the  people  of  the  world;  pretty  good,  isn't 
it,  for  the  tight  little  Island? 

July  4  next  will  be  England's  Independence 
day,  as  on  that  day  all  rationing  will  have 
been  abandoned.  The  women  are  well 
dressed,  the  shops  are  full  of  merchandlEe, 
confidence  is  mounting,  industries  are  hum- 
ming, with  production  at  the  highest  ever. 
Exports  are  rising:  in  fact,  while  the  exports 
of  the  United  States  declined  the  first  2 
months  of  this  year  compared  to  the  first  2 
months  of  last  year,  the  exports  of  Great 
Britain  were  greater. 

Yes,  it  is  true,  rich  old  Uncle  Sam  in  the 
period  July  1, 1945,  to  December  31, 1952,  gave 
Great  Britain  $3,226,924,000  outright  part  of 
which  was  used  to  reduce  their  outstanding 
debt,  and  it  Is  also  true  that,  while  the 
United  States  Government  is  still  operating 
at  a  loss  of  billions  of  dollars  a  year,  the 
British  Government  expects  to  end  this  year 
with  a  small  surplus. 

Sell — where?  In  England,  If  you  have  the 
materials  and  products  they  dont  have  and 
need.  England  Is  our  best  export  c\istomer 
and,  considering  what  we  have  done  for  It. 
why  shouldn't  it  be? 

Before  I  discuss  sell — where?  From  the 
domestic  standpoint,  I  want  to  express  my 
opinion  that  if  the  United  States  is  to  give 
away  outright  the  sum  of  $30,246,609,000  as  It 
did  In  the  period  July  1,  1945,  to  December 
31,  1852,  with  total  aid,  economic  and  mili- 
tary, given  or  promised  of  $60  billion,  it 
should  sealously  look  after  the  Interests  of 
Its  producers  and  secure  equal  opportunities 
for  them  to  trade  in  those  countries  benefited 
by  our  aid  and  gifts. 

In  many  ways  I  resent  the  smug  self-as- 
svu-ance  of  the  British  people,  their  assump- 


tion that  they  are  a  superior  race  to  the 
manor  and  purple  bom.  But  in  many  ways  I 
admire  tbcm  for  not  only  their  high  quali- 
ties of  personal  standards  In  business  but 
for  their  constant  and  steady  p\u'8ult  of  Great 
Britain's  greatness.  They  are  not  afraid  to 
stand  up  and  be  counted  for  Great  Sritaln 
and  for  whatever  Is  in  the  interests  of  Great 
Britain  first  and  that's  an  attitude,  in  my 
opinion,  we  are  in  sore  need  of  today  here 
in  America.  It  was  Theodore  Roosevelt  who 
said,  "The  man  who  loves  other  countries  as 
much  as  his  own  stands  on  a  level  with  a  man 
who  loves  other  women  as  much  as  he  loves 
his  own  wife." 

From  every  foreign  trip  I  take,  I  return 
more  and  more  of  a  nationalist,  a  strong  na- 
tionalist, if  you  please.  Unafraid,  I  am  will- 
ing to  stand  up  and  be  counted  as  one  of 
those  who  are  for  America  first  and,  as  well, 
for  America  last.  With  3,000  different  lan- 
guages in  the  world,  with  hundreds  of  differ- 
ent races  In  the  world,  educated  and  unedu- 
cated races,  civilized  and  savage  races,  and 
with  countless  different  ideals.  Ideologies  and 
religions  Ip  the  world,  the  position  of  those 
who  propagandize  for  a  one-world  govern- 
ment is  simply  incomprehensible  to  me. 
They  would  submerge  us  with  those  who 
are  Jealous  of  and  covet  our  wealth.  They 
would  shackle  us  to  a  dictatorial  overall  ma- 
jority of  foreign  peoples  to  control  our  af- 
fairs and  stifle  every  natural  impulse  and 
drive  that  from  the  beginning  has  made 
America  greater  than  all  other  nations  of  the 
world. 

powever,  I  venture  the  opinion  that  It  will 
soon  be  patriotic  for  the  voices  of  Americans 
to  again  proclaim  the  necessity  of  protect- 
ing the  precious  heritage  bestowed  upon  our 
great  Republic  by  the  Founding  Fathers, 
and  that  those  visionaries  and  pied  pipers 
who,  as  self-acclaimed  oracles  of  advanced 
thought,  would  now  lead  us  into  the  abyss 
of  destruction,  will  be  silenced. 

Listen  to  these  statements  made  by  Brit- 
ish Sir  Gerald  Templer,  High  Commtesloner 
for  the  Federation  of  Milaya,  as  published 
in  the  March  21,  1954,  issue  of  Bombay  Times 
of  India: 

"Thirty  years  ago  it  would  have  seemed 
strange  if  T;he  British  administration  of  the 
colonial  tyjie  should  be  devoting  all  the  re- 
sources at  :t8  command  for  the  formation  of 
a  Malayan  nation. 

"It  was  fashionable  then  to  regard  na- 
tionallzaticm  as  a  great  evil,  cause  of  wars. 
and  the  greatest  barrier  to  the  spirit  of  peace 
and  understanding  over  the  whole  human 
race. 

"We  know  now  that  the  emotional  force  be- 
hind modem  wars  of  aggressors  may  be  ideo- 
logical or  racial,  but  is  never  likely  to  be 
national;  and  that  a  sense  of  nationhood  is 
perfectly  compatible  with  a  determination 
to  work  together  with  other  nations  ior  the 
establishment  of  a  lasting  peace." 

I  cant  understand  how  one  can  widely 
travel  and  not  realize,  if  economic  and  gov- 
ernmental policies  of  the  nations  visited  are 
studied,  that  every  country  is  today  think- 
ing and  planning  on  how  to  make  their 
country  stronger  and  more  self-suataining 
and  self-sufficient.  Certainly,  such  an  ob- 
jective is  legitimate  and  commendatory, 
even  if.  In  the  world  we  live  in  today  with 
its  wants,  needs,  desires,  etc.,  it  could  never 
be  100  percent  attained.  India  toda/y.  with 
356  million  people  Including  82,381  un- 
wanted foreigners,  of  whom  5,261  are  Ameri- 
cans, is  willing  to  go  to  any  lengths  to  have 
the  goods  and  products  consumed  and  used 
in  India  produced  in  India  and  sold  in  India 
hy  Indians.  They  are  willing  to  heavily  sub- 
sidize, to  pay  more,  to  do  anything  if  only 
what  they  consume  can  be  produced  to  India 
by  Indian  labor. 

It  is  not  one  country  that  Is  alonf  in  its 
aspiratidns  to-  become  as  independent  as 
possible  of  outside  sources.  Nearly  all  coun- 
tries have  that  aspiration.     And  it  is  in  the 


Interest  of  that  aspiration  that  we  see  British 
diplomacy  at  its  best  in  promoting  the 
British  Commonwealth  of  Nations  with  Im- 
port preferences  to  such  nations. 

British  diplomacy.  In  my  opition,  is  a 
national  one,  concerned  first  and  always  for 
British  interests,  as  witness  their  handsprings 
throughout  their  entire  history  in  the  inter- 
est of  British  trade  and.  as  you  hate  recently 
read,  running  true  to  form,  they  now  want 
almost  unlimited  trade  with  Oommunlst 
Russia.  "God  save  the  King"  has  an  abiding 
meaning  to  them.  It's  a  symbol  of  national 
unity;  it  means:  God.  look  after  and  carry 
on  eternally  our  precious  and  noble  land. 
Would  that  Americans  exercise  a  like  fore- 
sight and  cherish  a  like  allegiance  to  this 
wonderful  land  of  America,  the  home  of  the 
free  and  of  the  brave  of  which  we  proudly, 
though  sometimes  thoughtlessly,  glng. 

I  do  net  agree  with  the  recommendations 
of  those  Americans,  regardless  of  their  sta- 
tion or  position  in  our  society.  Who  profess 
to  believe  that  the  United  States  world  policy 
doesn't  make  sense  and  that  our  tariff  walls 
should  gradually,  then  completeQy,  be  re- 
moved. I  believe  in  fully  prottcting  our 
American  workers,  in  fully  protecting  our 
American  agriculture,  and  In  fully  protecting 
our  American  industry  against  the  competi- 
tion of  cheap  foreign  labor.  To  be  sure. 
conditions  change  as  times  change  but.  if 
in  the  moral  or  spiritual  world  certain  prin- 
ciples are  right  to  follow  through  the  years 
of  the  past,  present,  and  the  future,  so  like- 
wise in  the  political,  economic,  and  free 
world  certain  sound  and  fundamental  prin- 
ciples, that  have  helped  to  build  America 
into  the  rich  and  marvelous  Nation  it  is, 
are  right  to  follow  through  the  years  of 
the  past,  present,  and  the  future.  Why 
should  America  without  restriction  and  with- 
out regard  to  its  own  interests  open  wide  its 
markets  to  the  world  when  practically  every 
country  in  the  world,  to  encourage  and  pro- 
tect Its  local  manufacturln?.  is.  more  or  less, 
as  much  and  as  fast  as  it  can,  closing  its 
markets  to  the  world? 

I  believe  in  friendship,  intercourse,  and 
trade  among  nations.  I  realize  that  our 
country  cannot  wholly  exist  within  the 
fences  of  its  national  boundaries.  I  realize 
we  are  dependent  upon  certain  materials 
that  are  available  only  from  foreign  coun- 
tries. I  believe  in  well-balanced  reciprocal 
trade  agreements  where  when  you  give 
something  you  get  something  for  the  some- 
thing you  give,  but  I  do  not  be'.ieve  in  a 
Simple  Simon  role  for  the  United  States, 
in  PoUyanna  thinking  or  in  suicidal  policies 
Just  because  in  the  past  we  have  built  suc- 
cess upon  success  and  become  Strong  and 
powerful.  Tiie  lowering  of  duties  on  im- 
ports into  America  should  be  dont  with  cau- 
tion and  without  injustice  to  our  own 
economies;  never,  in  my  opinion,  unless 
compensating  opportunities  are  secured  for. 
exports  that  benefit  America  and  our  own 
economies. 

Here  we  are,  a  country,  because  of  our 
generosity  in  aiding  and  in  giving  some- 
thing for  nothing,  deeper  in  debt  than  all 
other  nations  of  the  world  combined  and 
now.  according  to  some  of  those  who  would 
lead  us.  not  satisfied  with  our  distinction  of 
being  "Uncle"  to  the  rest  of  the  world  to  the 
tune  of  nearly  S40  billion  given  away  since 
1945  to  not  less  than  80  countries  of  the 
world.  We  are  expjected  to  lead  off  with  the 
removal  of  tariffs,  trusting  them  to  follow 
once  our  gifts  are  curtailed  or  completely 
eliminated.  We  are  expected  to  aay  to  them 
and  to  the  rest  of  the  world,  "Come,  one  and 
all,  feast  on  our  energy  and  on  our  initia- 
tive; feast  on  the  better  things  for  better 
living  that  we  have  been  able  to  secure  for 
ourselves  and  our  posterity;  com^,  share  our 
wealth  and  our  prosperity  that  through  our 
toil  and  our  private  enterprise  system  and 
our  constitutional  freedoms  and  our  am- 
bitions and  our  genius  we  have  created,  and 
so  forth.     We  will  be  happy  if  you  buy  of 
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us  what  you  cant  produce,  but,  no  matter, 
come,  sell  tis  anyway;  SanU  Claus  lives  here 
In  Amertca."  Should  the  gates  of  our  mar- 
kets be  opened  gradually,  then  completely, 
as  recommended,  I  wonder  whose  ox  will  be 
gored  first?    I  am  sure  it  will  be  the  other 

fellow's. 

And  I  am  sure  that,  if  they  can  prevent 
It,  it  will  not  be  England's  ox  that  will  ever 
be  gored. 

England's  policies  are  long-range  policies 
for  England  to  endure  as  ours  should  be  long- 
range  policies  for  America  to  endure.  April 
6.  R.  A.  Butler,  the  British  Chancellor,  pre- 
sented his  new  budget  to  the  English  Par- 
liament. Only  a  few  changes  were  made  from 
his  last  year's  budget  but,  think  of  this  as 
coming  from  free-trade  England,  the  new 
budget  included  a  proposed  increase  in  the 
Eiigllsh  duty  on  imported  chicory  of  79  cents 
per  100  pounds,  with  farmers  and  small 
holders  naturally  delighted.  Only  a  9,000- 
ton -a-year  crop,  used  mainly  for  mixing  In 
extract  form  with  coffee,  is  grown  in  E'ngland 
and  only  $190,000  worth  was  Imported  in 
1952.  But  as  was  said,  "This  Increase  In  duty 
will  be  a  great  help  and  protection  to  grow- 
ers." The  London  newspapers  rightfully 
dubbed  the  Butler  figures  the  "chicory 
budget."  I  dub  It  as  another  revelation  of 
how  one  very  farsighted  country  notices 
•even  Its  smallest  sparrow." 

Sell— where?  We  have  already  expressed 
our  belief  that  we  must  strive  to  trede  with 
all  nations.  Our  re<;ommendatiorjj  to  Iowa 
manufacturers,  for  such  as  they  are  Worth, 
are  to  sell,  if  they  can.  In,  what  I  call  for 
many,  the  unlimited  and  the  limited  world 
export  markets,  but  to  sell  all  they  can  In 
the  tremendous,  unlimited,  here  at  home 
United  States  markets.  What  they  can  sell 
in  an  export  market  depends  upon  the  prod- 
uct they  make  and  whether  a  like  or  similar 
product  Is  made  In  the  foreign  market. 
What  they  can  sell  In  the  United  States  de- 
pends only  upon  their  engineering,  manu- 
facturing, and  merchandising  ability  and 
upon  the  effort  they  are  willing  and  capable 
of  making. 

On  my  trip,  I  ■^f&s  proud  to  find  the  great 
variety  of  American  goods  sold  overseas.    In 
Singapore  I  quickly  listed  from  memory  over 
60  American  products  that  I  had,  up  to  then, 
noticed  advertised  or  displayed.    Never  in  my 
life  have  I  seen  a  finer  dealer's  display  of 
Sheaffer  pens  than  I  saw  In  Hong  Kong,  or  a 
bipger    billboard    advertising    Sheaffer    pens 
than  I  saw  at  the  airport  In  Bangkok.    How- 
ever. I  soon  learned  that  Sheaffer  has  fac- 
tories in  Canada  and  Australia;  that  General 
Motors,    Ford,    Gillette,    Firestone,    Interna- 
tional Harvester,  and  a  great  percentage  of 
the  manufacturers  of  American  goods  I  saw 
advertised  and  displayed,  had  found  it  nec- 
e*;sary.  not  alone  because  of  dollar  shcx-tages 
abroad,  but  because  also  of  import  restric- 
tions abroad,  to  establlbh  foreign  plants  in 
the  British  sterling  bloc  and  in  other  weas. 
Sell— Where:    in    the    greatest    and    most 
marvelous  market  in  the  world,  the  home 
market.    Our  f>opuUtlon  Is  Increasing  at  an 
astounding  pace.    In  the  12  years  after  1940 
we  enjoyed  an  Increase  of  8.827,000  and  an 
additional  Increase  In  the  year  August  1, 1953. 

over  August  1,  1952,  of  2,725,000. 

Mr.  McKeehan,  Jr.,  in  a  talk  made  in  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  January  12.  1954,  before  the 
10th  Annual  White  Hotise  Conference  of 
Business  and  Industry  Associates  of  Adver- 
tising Council  gave  these  facts: 

"We  are  gaining  more  new  families. 

"We  are  raising  bigger  families. 

"Our  people  are  living  longer. 

"We  have  more  Jobs— 62306.000  In  Sep- 
tember 1953 — 20  million  higher  tlian  the 
1939  average. 

"We  are  earning  more  money.  In  1952. 
the  average  middle-income  family  earned 
$3,981.  Discretionary  spending  power  of  the 
ponulatlon  is  now  five  times  as  great  as  in 
1940. 


*'Our  farms  have  become  mechanized  and 
are  far  more  efficient. 

"We  have  more  high-school  graduates — 7,- 
266.000. 

"We  have  more  students  in  college — 2,- 
377.000. 

"We  have  more  savings — $244  billion  In 
1962.  The  ownership  of  life  Insurance  rose 
from  $111  biUlon  in  1940  to  $276  bllUon  In 
1952. 

"We  are  making  great  technological  prog- 
ress. 

"We  are  eating  better  and  eating  better 
food. 

"We  have  more  lelsvu-e  time  and  more 
travel  time. 

"We  have  broadened  our  horizons;  27  mil- 
lion of  our  homes  have  television  sets,  almost 
all  of  our  homes  have  radios. 

"We  have  experienced  Important  cultural 
prosress. 

"We  are  experiencing  a  great  renewal  of 
spiritual  interest. 

"And  nothing  has  been  said  about  the  com- 
ing atomic  age,  the  age  of  medicine,  and  the 
age  of  electronics,  guided  missiles,  radar,  cal- 
culators, and  electronic  brains — new  devel- 
opments so  fantastic  as  to  be  almost  unreal." 
And  may  1  add  that,  more  Important  than 
all  else,  we  are  a  compact,  prosperous  people, 
100  million  strong,  speaking  one  language  in 
a  territory  comparable  to  the  size  of  Europe, 
but,  contrary  to  Europe,  with  its  scores  of 
nations,  scores  of  different  languages,  cen- 
turies-old hatreds,  and  tariff  barriers,  we  have 
not  only  no  hatreds,  no  tariff  barriers,  but  we 
have  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
our  land  the  same  ambitions  and  the  same 
most  wonderful  opportunities  for  all  who 
are  alert  and  who  will  really  work  to  gain 
their  desires. 

Yes,  America,  your  land  and  my  land,  with 
6  percent  of  the  world's  population,  creates 
nearly  50  percent  of  the  world's  wealth.  And 
what  opportunities  for  business  success  lie 
before  us.     As  McKeehan  said: 

"Our  school  facilities  ought  to  be  almost 
doubled  in  the  next  few  years. 

"We  need  more  and  better  highways.  (We 
have  70  percent  of  the  world's  motor  vehi- 
cles— 1  to  every  2.9  persons  of  our  population, 
unlike  Japan  with  1  to  every  159,  Sweden.  1 
to  every  15,  Spain,  1  to  every  160,  Russia, 
1  to  every  742.  and  India,  1  to  every  1,253 
persons.) 

"We  must  rebuild  or  remodel  the  great  ma- 
jority of  our  dwellings. 

"We  must  rebuild  many  of  our  cities. 
••We  need  to  expand  hospital  facilities. 
•'We  must  modernize  much  of  Industry. 
"We  need  to  Increase  our  output  of  elec- 
trical energy  by  250  percent." 

Yes,  a  $500  billion  program  In  these  fields 
alone.  In  1948  the  United  States  output  of 
goods  and  services  was  $246.7  billion.  In 
1960  the  figure  Is  estimated  at  $416  bllUon. 
A  vast  potential  of  the  future  that  calls  upon 
every  American  to  realize  that  here  In  Amer- 
ica, as  In  no  other  country,  he  can  be  master 
of  his  fate. 

I  leave  a  closing  thought  with  you.  You 
remember  the  story  of  Elijah  and  Elisha  and 
their  Jotuney  together  to  the  banks  of  the 
River  Jordan.  And  of  Elijah's  statement  to 
Elisha  before  be  was  carried  up  into  heaven 
in  a  chariot  of  fire.  "Ask  what  I  shall  do  for 
thee,  before  I  be  taken  away  from  thee." 
And  Of  the  response  of  ElUha,  "I  pray  thee, 
let  a  double  portion  of  thy  spirit  be  upon 
me."  What  was  the  spirit  of  Elijah  that 
Elisha  would  be  prompted  to  request  in  a 
double  portion?  In  my  opinion  it  was  not 
only  the  spirit  of  faith,  the  spirit  of  hope, 
the  spirit  of  courage,  the  spirit  of  will  but, 
as  God  gave  him  the  power  and  resources 
and  the  opportunities  so  ricWy  to  do.  It  was 
the  spirit  to  carry  on  fearlessly  and  relent- 
lessly in  God's  truths  to  insure  forever  the 
destinies  of  hU  people. 

Again,  in  my  opinion,  that  is  what  Amer- 
ica needs  today — not  only  a  double  portion 


of  the  faith,  the  character,  and  the  right 
spirit,  but  the  will  to  follow  thro\igh,  and  to 
carry  on  fearlessly  and  relentlessly  the  des- 
tinies of  ovir  people  In  the  paths  and  ways 
that  have  made  our  country  great.  Nowhere 
else  in  the  world  can  practically  every  work- 
man, if  he  will  work,  buy,  and  enjoy  every 
comfort  for  better  living — truly  with  his  pos- 
sessions he  is  a  capitalist.  And  nowhere  else 
In  the  world  can  capital,  if  but  well  man- 
aged, become  such  a  productive  worker  for 
increased  wealth.  Labor  and  capital  In 
America  are  one,  for  in  America  tnily  all  of 
us  are  workers  and  truly  all  of  mb  can  be 
capitalists.  I  know  statistics  and  compari- 
sons are  boring  and  odious  but.  In  my  opln. 
ion,  here  in  America  we  need  right  now  as 
never  before  to  think  straight  for  Americans, 
to  count  our  blessings  and  privileges,  one  by 
one,  and  to  one  by  one  guard  and  preserve 
o\ir  freedoms  and  policies  that  made  our 
blessings  and  our  prosperity  and  our  priv- 
ileges possible. 

The  world  has  given  much  to  America  and 
has  much  to  offer  America.  But  America 
has  given  much  and  more  to  the  world — hope 
and  ideals,  material  goods  and  aid.  Twice 
we  have  gone  to  the  rescue  of  those  fighting 
dictatorships.  We  in  America  realize  full  well 
that  we  are  not  superior  in  all  things.  Far 
from  it.  But.  this  we  know,  we  are  superior 
in  the  privilege  and  freedom  we  have  to  take 
advantage  of  untold  opportunities  unknown 
to  any  other  peoples  of  the  world  and  to  have 
and  enjoy,  what  we  have  earned  to  enjoy, 
the  highest  standards  and  ways  of  living  of 
any  people  that  have  ever  lived. 

Let  us  then,  as  Iowa  manufacturers,  be 
business  builders  for  America  and  for  tlie 
world,  producing  products  to  serve  at  home 
and  abroad  wherever  there  is  an  opportunity 
and  the  need.  But  let  us,  as  Americans,  be 
mindful  of  our  heritage  and  (rf  our  obligation 
to  those  who  follow  us  and  be  forever  im- 
bued with  the  courage  to  defend  and  the 
foresight  to  stand  up  and  i>e  counted  for 
America's  welfare  and  for  America's  everlast- 
ing and  enduring  prosperity  and  growth. 
first,  last,  and  forever.  Let  us  hold  fast  to 
that,  whatever  it  Is,  whatever  It  has  been  in 
the  past,  that  has  been  good  for  America  and 
made  America  great.  To  much  of  what  I  have 
said  I  hope  you  can  say  "Amen." 


FINALITY  OP  CONTRACTS  BETWEEN 
GOVERNMENT  AND  COMMON  CAR- 
RIERS 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Vlr- 
pinia  [Mr.  Hardy]  is  recognized  for 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  HARDY.    Mr.  Speaker,  on  August 
12,    when    the    Consent   Calendar    was 
called,   I   objected   to   consideration   of 
S.  906.    This  was  a  bill  which  proposed 
to  establish  the  finality  of  section  22 
contracts  between  common  carriers  and 
the  Government.    I  explained  my  objec- 
tions privately  to  the  genUeman  from 
Mirmesota  [Mr.  O'Hara]  and  called  his 
attention  to  the  extremely  short  period 
of  time  which  the  biU  allowed,  and  sug- 
gested that  I  would  withdraw  my  objec- 
tion if  the  bill  were  amended  to  provide 
more  reasonable  time  limits.    The  gen- 
tleman from  Minnesota  agreed  to  the 
amendments  which  I  suggested,  but  It 
later  developed  that  there  were  others 
who  objected  to  the  measure,  and  as  a 
consequence  he  did  not  call  it  up  again 
with  the  amendment. 

I  was  amazed  to  find  from  the  R«oo«d 
of  yesterday  that  S.  906  was  called  up 
by  unanimous  consent  and  passed  with-  * 
out   the   amendment   which   had   been 
agreed  upon  between  the  genUeman  from 
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know  ttiat  In  Its  present  form  the  U31  Is 
conaktered  unwise  by  many  Membos  of 
tills  Bouse;  and,  in  my  Judgment,  tf  this 
bOl  flnaUy  becomes  law,  it  will  cost  the 
taxpayers  of  the  miited  States  many 
wiiiiifMi  of  doUars. 

Tbcre  are  now  iiending  a  number  of 
reparations  suits  which  nm  into  stu- 
pendkius  sums  and  which  grow  out  of  sec- 
tion 32  rates  entered  into  in  World 
Wkt  n.  I  do  not  understand  that  these 
suits  would  be  affected  by  the  legislation. 
but  they  indicate  the  octent  to  which 
possible  excessive  costs  to  taxpayers  can 
result  tturough  section  22  contracts.  I 
think  it  deplorable  also  that  these  suits 
have  beoi  pending  for  such  a  long  period 
of  time  and  necessarily  leave  the  carriers 
in  a  diflicult  position.  I  believe  that 
there  should  be  legislation  similar  to  that 
of  &  906,  but  I  think  that  the  time  limits 
are  oitirely  inadequate:  180  days,  or 
2  years  in  the  case  of  contracts  entered 
into  during  a  national  emergency  de- 
clared by  the  Congress,  is  entirely  too 
short  a  period.  All  of  you  know  that  in 
the  course  of  regular  govenunental  busi- 
ness the  redtape  that  is  involved  would 
make  it,  in  many  instances,  impossible 
for  the  Government  to  file  claims  for 
refund  of  excessive  charges. 

I.  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  fre- 
quently, especially  in  emergency  periods, 
^e  authOTity  to  negotiate  section  22  con- 
tracts is  delegated  to  officers  of  little 
experience  with  railroad  tariffs.  Errors « 
in  Judgment  are  not  surprising  and  fre- 
quently section  22  contracts  have  in- 
volved substantial  miscalculation.  Only 
yesterday  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Jems]  called  attention  to  inferior 

type  of  equipment  frequently  used  by 
the  railroads  to  transport  National 
Guard  men.  ETe  stated  also  that  the 
rates  charged  were  not  less  than  the 
rates  applicable  to  a  single  Individual. 
It  would  seem  to  me  that  here  is  a  case 
Where  section  22  rates  might  have  been 
appropriately  negotiated.  Another  spe- 
cific tsrpe  of  case  would  have  to  do  with 
the  introduction  of  new  items  of  mili- 
tary hardware.  On  such  new  items 
there  would,  of  course,  be  no  commodity 
rate  applicable,  and  a  reasonable  rate 
would  have  to  be  negotiated  imder  sec- 
tion 22,  the  only  alternative  being  the 
use  of  a  class  rate  which  is  always  very 
high. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  think  that  these 
matters  can  be  properly  disposed  of  with 
finality  in  a  period  of  180  days  in  peace- 
time, or  within  2  years  during  periods  of 
national  emergency  declared  by  the 
Congress.  I  am  surprised  that  Oiia  bill 
was  called  up  on  yesterday  by  th^  gen- 
tleman from  Minnesota  and  disappoint- 
ed that,  since  he  knew  my  position  and 
since  he  had  agreed  to  the  amendment 
which  I  requested.  I  am  disappointed 
tliat  he  f aUed  to  offer  that  amendment. 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  only  course  now  (^en 
to  prevent  this  improper  legislation  from 
becoming  law  Is  for  the  President  to 
^  withhold  his  aiq;>roval.  I  sincerely  trust 
that  he  will  do  so,  and  it  is  my  Intention 
to  urge  him  to  do  so. 


SPECIAL  COMMITTEE  ON  TAX- 
KXEMPT  FOUNDATIONB 

Mr.  lUEECE  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise 
and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee?  i 

There  was  no  objection.  | 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  had  hoped  to  avoid  the  necessity  of 
making  these  remarks  concerning  the 
work  of  the  Si>ecial  Committee  To  Inves- 
tigate Tax-Exempt  Foundations,  but  re- 
cent events  which,  while  not  materially 
affecting  the  work  of  this  coftimittee, 
have  been  damaging  to  the  entire  prin- 
ciple of  congressional  investigations  have 
left  me  no  choice. 

In  my  years  of  service  in  the  Congress, 
I  have  never  observed  a  better  organized 
smear  campaign  against  a  congressional 
committee  nor  such  wanton  distortion 
of  the  facts  by  the  public  press.  The 
editorials  and  articles  appearing  concur- 
rently in  the  Daily  Worker,  the  New 
York  Times  and  Herald  Tribune  attack- 
ing the  committee  and  its  work  would 
appear  to  be  more  than  a  coincidence. 

Let  me  go  back  to  the  beginning  of  the 
work  of  this  committee.  As  a  member 
of  the  Cox  committee,  the  predecessor  of 
this  committee.  I  had  observed  three 
bodies  of  evidence  which  seemed  to  me  of 
great  Importance:  The  first  pointed  to 
Communist  or  Communist  sympathizer 
infiltration  into  the  foundations;  the 
second  pointed  to  a  much  broader  con- 
dition, namely,  foundation  support  of 
Fabian  socialism  in  America;  and  the 
third  pointed  to  the  financial  aspect  of 
the  foundations. 

There  are  presently  some  7,000  foun- 
dations with  assets  in  excess  of  $10  bil- 
lion and  with  an  annual  income  in  ex- 
cess of  $300  million. 

Less  than  a  dozen  of  these  foundations 
are  widely  known  to  the  public. 

There  is  much  to  indicate  that  the 
thousands  of  foundations  unknown  to 
the  public  are  set  up  generally  to  avoid 
payment  of  taxes. 

The  number  of  foundations  is  rapidly 
increasing  each  year.  They  now  have 
tremendous  resources,  which  largely  are 
taken  out  of  our  taxable  income. 

The  tax-exempt  foundations  in  Amer- 
ica— big  and  little — are  becoming  a  ma- 
jor concern. 

Fabian  socialism  is  not  communism; 
it  is  a  technique  of  nonviolent  revolution 
by  the  consent  of  a  duped,  propagan- 
dized population. 

It  Is  the  technique  that  brought  social- 
ism to  Great  Britain. 

In  tlie  United  States  Fabian  socialism 
has  taken  the  name  "New  Deal"  and 
"Pair  peal." 

Of  this  there  can  be  no  doubt. 

Norman  Thomas,  the  long-time  head 
of  the  Socialist  Party  in  the  United 
States,  has  publicly  admitted  that  the 
New  Deal  almost  put  the  Socialist  Party 
out  of  business  by  taking  all  of  the  prin- 
cipal planks  from  its  platform. 

Parenthetically,  I  want  to  say  a  brief 
word  to  those  Americans  who  approve  of 
the  New  Deal-Fair  Deal-Fabian  revolu- 


tion, and  therefore  might  call  thi:;  inves- 
tigation a  tempest  in  a  teapcit. 

It  is  their  privilege  to  do  6o,  but  it  Is 
my  privilege  to  oppose  this  overt  subver- 
sion of  traditional  American  ideals. 

I  have  fought  it  for  20  years  during  Its 
steady  progress,  and  as  long  as  I  con- 
tinue to  serve  the  pubhc  I  will  continue 
to  fight  it. 

Although  the  Cox  committee  was  not 
looking  for  Fabian  socialism,  the  evi- 
dence presented  before  it  disclosed  to  me 
what  might  be  an  important  clue  to  the 
location  of  the  nerve  center  of  subversion 
in  America — the  left-wing  intellectuals, 
whose  prestige  and  influence  seemed  to 
be  the  product  of  the  tax-exempt  foun- 
dation grants. 

I  therefore  suggested  to  the  Congress 
that  the  investigation  be  extended. 

In  doing  so,  I  realized  that  If  my  sus- 
picions were  true  all  of  the  enormous 
I>ower  and  prestige  of  the  foundations, 
and  to  some  extent  that  of  the  corpora- 
tions from  which  they  sprang,  would  be 
pitted  against  the  committee. 

If  I  were  wrong,  the  investigation 
would  cause  no  more  excitement  than 
did  the  Cox  committee  investigation. 

I  also  realized  that  if  my  surmise  con- 
cerning Fabian  sociaUsm  was  correct, 
every  left-wing  group  that  is  participat- 
ing in  or  benenting  from  the  intellectual 
revolution  would  join  in  the  attack  on 
the  committee. 

I  also  realized  that  the  left-wing  press 
and  the  pseudoconservative  press  would 
be  under  terrific  pressure  from  these  in- 
tellectuals and  organizations  to  discredit 
the  committee  and  distort  the  facts  con- 
cerning its  work. 

What  I  did  not  realize  was  that  this 
influence  would  reach  even  into  the  con- 
servative press.  . 

And  from  what  has  happened  in  the 
last  month,  it  is  obvious  that  the  large 
foundations  are  trying  to  make  certain 
that  never  again  will  a  mere  committes 
of  the  Congress  have  the  temerity  to  look 
into  their  social  and  political  science 
activities  and  into  their  financial  power. 

Let  me  review  the  method  adopted  by 
the  committee. 

After  discussing  with  the  staff  the  best 
and  fairest  method  of  approaching  this 
inquiry,  we  decided  to  inform  the  foun- 
dations in  advance  of  the  main  lines  of 
Investigation. 

To  me,  this  offered  the  foundations  a 
tremendous  advantage,  knowing  in  ad- 
vance the  area  of  the  inquiry. 

But  this  step  was  violently  attacked  as 
prejudgment  of  the  case,  in  spite  of  the 
fact  that  when  the  outline  was  presented 
by  Mr.  Dodd,  the  committee'te  director  of 
research,  he  statefi.  and  I  quote: 

As  this  report  w  .11  hereafter  contain  many 
statements  which  appear  to  be  conclusive,  I 
emphasize  here  that  each  of  them  must  be 
•understor^i  to  have  resulted  from  studies 
which  .Tere  essentially  explorBtory;  In  no 
sense  sfcoi'ld  they  be  conslderefl  proved. 

As  the  hearings  got  under  way.  it  be- 
came very  obvious  that  the  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  committee  had 
no  intention  of  permitting  orderly  hear- 
ings and  was  determined  to  discredit  and 
harass  the  investigation. 

Throughout  the  hearings  Mr.  Hats  as- 
sumed an  attitude  of  aggressive  suspi- 
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don  and  insulting  distrust  of  the  major. 
ity  members  of  the  committee  and  of  the 
committee  staff. 

He  covild  not  have  made  it  clearer  that 
he  intended  to  fiiistrate  to  the  limit  of 
—iifi  abilities  any  orderly  procedure. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  Mr.  Hats. 
the  minority  member  in  question,  is 
representative  of  the  political  group  that 
has  benefited  most  from  the  intellec- 
tual revolution  that  has  taken  place  in 
America,  and  it  seems  probable  to  me 
that  his  rude,  unreasoning,  and  ruthless 
attitude  during  the  foundation  hearings 
is  one  of  defending  an  important  source 
of  New  Deal  strength  in  America. 

I  do  not  know  whether  one  of  Mr. 
Hays'  objectives  was  to  force  the  dis- 
continuance of  the  public  hearings,  but 
at  least  he  was  successful  in  making 
that  decision  necessary. 

I  would  like  to  take  a  moment  to 
describe  to  you  !>he  tactics  of  Mr.  Hays 
that  eventually  forced  this  action. 

In  his  role  of  a  skillful  provocateur, 
he  interrupted  witnesses  beyond  all  rea- 
son, attempting  to  frighten  witnesses 
and  to  disorganize  both  their  initial 
presentations  ard  orderly  Interrogation 
by  othe/s. 

During  one  of  the  3-hour  sessions. 
Mr.  Hays  interrupted  one  witness  246 
times. 

During  the  public  hearings  he  Indulged 
in  intemperate  attacks  upon  the  staff 
and  upon  the  majority  members  of  the 
committee. 

He  accused  the  chairman  of  lying  and 
being  a  coward  and  accused  Mr.  Good- 
win of  duplicity  and  cowardice. 

As  an  example  of  the  Marxian  tech- 
nique of  attacking  a  messenger  when  the 
message  cannot  be  attacked,  he  cast  as- 
persions upon  the  character  and  record 
of  a  distinguished  Catholic  nun,  the 
daughter  of  Senator  McCarran,  whose 
scholarly  work  on  Fabian  socialism  in 
Great  Britain  had  been  placed  in  evi- 
dence. 

As  further  examples,  Mr.  Hays  char- 
acterized an  outstanding  group  of  Amer- 
ican scholars  appearing  as  committee 
witnesses  as  "crackpots,"  "dredged  up" 
by  the  committee. 

As  was  written  to  the  chairman  of 
U-ie  committee  by  the  eminent  Prof. 
Kenneth  Colgrove,  subsequent  to  his  ap- 
pearance before  the  committee,  Mr. 
Hays  created,  and  I  quote: 

A  fear  among  competent  persons  who 
might  otherwise  question  the  omniscience 
of  the  directors  of  those  foundations.  Wit- 
nesses are  thereby  warned  that  no  matter 
how  objective  their  testimony,  no  matter 
how  legitimate  their  questions,  their  char- 
acter would  be  smeared  and  their  testimony 
ridiculed. 

In  spite  of  the  sniping  by  Mr.  Hats 
Professor  Colgrove  was  able,  on  a  piece- 
meal basis,  to  get  a  very  valuable  body 
of  evidence  Into  the  record  concerning 
the  deplorable  lack  of  science  contained 
in  so  many  of  the  foundations'  social 
science  projects. 

Actually,  a  great  deal  of  so-called  so- 
cial science,  as  carried  on  with  founda- 
tion funds,  is  little  more  than  an  elabo- 
rate argument  that  Government  can 
take  better  care  of  the  people  than  the 
people  can  take  care  of  themselves. 


Prof.  A.  H.  Hobbs  was  criticised  for 
his  attack  upon  the  Kinsey  report,  which 
initially  was  a  foundation  project 

ActtiaUy.  anyone  who  had  taken  the 
time  to  examine  this  highly  questionable 
statistical  study  cannot  help  but  agree 
with  Professor  Hobbs,  even  if  only  for 
one  reason,  namely,  that  it  makes  a 
laughing  stock  of  morahty  and  reduces 
human  love  to  the  animal  level. 

In  his  letter  to  the  chairman.  Pro- 
fessor Colegrove  also  states: 

Obviously,  no  self-respecting  scholar  would 
care  to  testify  before  such  a  committee  un- 
der such  circimistances. 

When  the  truth  is  known  concerning 
the  work  of  this  committee,  a  large  sec- 
tion of  the  American  press  which  printed 
virtually  none  of  the  competent  and  per- 
tinent testimony  presented  to  the  com- 
mittee and  has  printed  practically  all  of 
Mr.  Hats'  tidbits  of  character  assassina- 
tion and  so-called  witty  barbs,  will  be 
faced  with  an  embarrassing  situation. 

It  seems  to  me  that  a  suitable  subject 
for  congressional  investigation  would  be 
the  source  and  nature  of  the  pressure 
which  is  behind  ^Jie  terriflc  attack  upon 
the  committee  by  three  large  papers,  in 
addition  to  the  Daily  Worker — the  New 
York  Times,  the  New  York  Herald  Tri- 
bune, and  the  Washington  Post  and 
Times  Herald. 

The  promptness  and  uniformity  with 
which  a  large  section  of  the  press  has 
attacked  the  committee's  decision  to  dis- 
continue the  public  hearings  on  the  false 
ground  that  the  foundations  would 
thereby  be  deprived  of  a  chance  to  de- 
fend themselves,  indicates  the  thorough- 
ness of  the  plans  and  press  coverage  be- 
hind Mr.  Hays'  effort  to  frustrate  the 
hearings. 

Regarding  the  cry  of  injustice  result- 
ing from  the  discontinuance  of  the  pub- 
lic hearings,  let  me  point  out  that  it  is 
only  common  sense  to  conclude  that  no 
action  could  have  been  more  favorable 
to  the  foundations  because  they  were 
thereby  given  an  opportunity  to  speak 
in  their  own  defense  and  completely 
avoid  having  to  substantiate  their  claims 
through  cross-examination. 

Some  of  the  foundation  answers  have 
not  yet  been  received,  but  thus  far  there 
has  been  very  little  to  refute  the  basic 
suspicion  that  caused  me  to  suggest  this 
investigation,  namely,  that  the  large 
foundations  have  supplied  the  bulk  of 
the  money  that  has  been  used  to  lay 
the  intellectual  base  for  and  perpetuate 
the  prestige  of  the  New  Deal. 

In  fact,  one  of  the  briefs  filed  by  the 
Carnegie  group  states  that  one  of  their 
projects  which  had  been  criticized  as 
being  socialistic,  namely,  the  report  of 
the  Commission  on  Social  Studies  by  the 
American  Historical  Association,  was  not 
socialistic. 

Here  are  the  exact  words  used  by  Mr. 
Charles  Dollard.  president  of  the  Carne- 
gie Corp.  of  New  York,  in  refuting  that 
charge. 
I  quote: 

The  worst  that  can  be  aald  la  that  the 
authors  not  only  reported  this  trend  but 
appeared  to  accept  It  cheerfuly.  What  they 
were  accepting  was  not  social  tun — it  was 
the  New  Deal. 


.V  sa'.>a¥ 


^1^ 


I  believe  that  special  attention  should 
be  given  to  the  foundations'  charge  that 
the  discontinuance  of  the  hearings  will 
deprive  them  of  proper  publicity  for 
their  filed  statements. 

A  good  example  of  the  degree  to  which 
they  will  be  penalized  is  found  in  a  single 
issue  of  a  single  newspaper — the  New 
York  Times  of  July  25— published  the  ,    , 

day  after  the  Pord  Foimdation  released  ^.1^ 

its  statement  attacking  the  committee. 

In  that  1  issue  there  were  3  completely 
favorable  stories  regarding  the  Pord 
Foundation,  totaling  approximately 
4,000  words,  that  went  into  more  than  a 
million  American  homes. 

One  of  the  articles  was  a  front-page 
feature  carried  over  to  the  pages  ad- 
jacent to  the  other  two  articles. 

Nothing  could  have  been  planned 
more  meticulously. 

This  was  their  own  story  and  con- 
tained many  derogatory  statements 
which  would  have  had  to  have  been  cor- 
roborated had  the  Ford  Foimdation 
been  subjected  to  the  normal  procedure 
of  cross-examination. 

Every  citizen  who  read  the  New  York 
Times  July  25— Sunday — was  com- 
pletely assured  of  the  purity  of  the  Pord 
Foundation, 

It  will  be  interesting  to  see  how  many 
words  of  these  remarics  are  carried  by 
the  same  paper. 

In  spite  of  the  fact  that  through  this 
superb  public  relations  smear  campaign 
in  an  effort  to  exonerate  the  tax-exempt 
foundations  of  all  blame,  even  before 
the  committee  report  has  been  prepared. 
I  am  determined  that  the  committee 
work  shall  proceed  normally,  that  an 
adequate  public  record  shall  be  de- 
veloped, and  that  a  fair,  objective  report 
of  findings  will  be  rendered. 

This  is  the  task  to  which  I  have  set 
myself  and  this  is  the  task  which  I  pro- 
pose to  finish,  regardless  of  the  forces 
attempting  to  stifle  and  discredit,  the 
investigatory  iMwers  of  this  legislative 
body. 

If  I  have  seemed  to  have  been  silent 
under  this  abuse  for  too  long  a  time,  it  is 
because  I  am  confident  that  in  the  end 
the  truth  will  prevail. 

In  sununing  up,  I  woxild  like  to  speak 
with  more  bluntness  than  is  my  usual 
custom.  This  conunittee  has  been  sub- 
jected to  various  and  strange  pressures 
and  harassments.  It  began  to  be  reviled 
from  many  directions  very  early  in  its 
career. 

A  steady  procession  of  condemnatory 
resolutions  emanating  from  a  puzzling 
assortment  of  organizations  have  fol- 
lowed its  work.    As  I  mentioned  before, 
several  of  the  major  newspapers — nota- 
bly the  New  York  Times,  the  New  York  :f 
Herald   Tribime,   and   the  Washington  H 
Post   and   Times   Herald — have   Joined         ^   ■ 
with  the  Daily  Worker  in  a  steady,  con-  ' 
stant,  almost  daily  campaign  of  savage 
attacks,  tx>th  in  editorials  and  what  pm-- 
ported  to  be  news  reports. 

These  savage  attacks  have  been  of  a 
nature  so  venomous  and  untruthful  as  to 
eliminate  any  explanation  but  one. 

The  attitude  of  the  committee  and  of 
its  staff  and  the  occurrences  at  thehear- 
ings  have  been  deliberately  misrepre- 
sented to  the  pubUc  wiih  swch  obviamtr 
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T"«*M<^*   tbat   no  WQiilaiiatton 

nttoiua  but  tbat  the  power  of 

aomeol  the  major  touDdattonB  and  their 

afcopfaanta  is  truly  great 

It  lias  been  said  tbat  tbe  foundations 
are  a  power  eeoond  only  to  tbat  of  the 
Federal  Oovemment  itself.  Perhaps  this 
■tatimifnt  should  be  modified  because  it 
seems  to  Iiave  becotoe  an  affiront  for  a 
^Hmgrf^4»*»^  eommlttee  to  dare  to  sub- 
ject foundations  to  criticism.  Perhaps 
the  Congress  now  should  admit  that  the 
foundations  have  beccmie  more  powerful, 
in  some  areas  at  least,  than  tlie  legisla- 
tive branch  of  the  QoTemment. 


FROCXDURE  IN  THE  HOUSE  OF 
REPRESENTATIVES 

Ifr.  MARSHAZXfc  Mr.  Spealcer,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mlnnfwota? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
longer  I  am  a  Member  of  this  body  the 
more  appreciation  I  have  for  the  rules  of 
the  House,  and  the  greater  respect  for 
my  colleagues.  Under  our  rules  we  ex- 
pedite matters.  We  get  our  work  done. 
In  the  years  I  have  been  her^  we  have 
always  been  ahead  of  the  other  body  in 
that  regard. 

We  are  alwajrs  appreciative  of  the 
guests  we  have  that  come  to  Uils  Cham- 
ber.  They  come  from  all  over  the  world. 

The  other  body  has  certain  ways  of 
informing  their  guests  by  handing  out 
pamphlets  showing  where  they  are 
seated  and  so  on.  In  this  way  they  are 
identified.  The  Members  of  this  body 
are  of  fully  as  great  stature  as  Mem- 
bers of  the  other  body.  Guests  who 
come  from  an  over  the  world  have  no 
way  of  identifying  Members.  I  hope 
sometime  something  can  be  done  to 
identify  the  Members  of  the  House  so 
that  guests  may  recognize  them.  I 
would  suggest  two  electric  signs  similar 
to  Uie  signs  they  liave  in  Qrifflth 
Stadium  carrying  the  names  of  Mem- 
bers so  that  the  guests  can  see  who  is 
speaking.  Electric  lights  could  easily 
idoiti^y  the  Member  speaking  and  the 
district  in  the  State  he  represents,  per- 
haps, since  we  have  f  otmd  committee  ac- 
tion so  important  that  committee  could 
be  identified. 


HON.  DAVID  LYNN,  ARCHTTBCT  OF 
THE  CAPITOL 

Mr.  CANNON.  BCr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

Hie  SPEAEXn.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  cer- 
tain every  Member  of  the  House  noted 
with  the  deepest  regret  the  decision  of 
the  Architect  of  the  Capitol.  Blr.  Lynn,  to 
retire  at  the  end  of  this  year.  We  realize 
that  he  is  richly  entitled  to  a  vacation. 
But  it  is  the  removal  of  a  landmark.  It 
Is  the  end  of  a  notable  era  in  congres- 
sional and  Capitol  history.    It  is  as  if  we 


looked  around  one  momlns  and  found 
the  done  of  the'  Capitol  missing. 

Mr.  Lyim  has  rendered  exceptional 
service  in  that  very  Important  national 

position.  He  is  one  of  the  seven  men 
wlio  have  served  as  Architect  of  the 
Capitol  since  1793. 

On  August  22,  1954.  he  will  have  com- 
pleted his  31st  year  of  service  as  Archi- 
tect of  the  Capitol  and  more  than  53 
years  of  service  here  on  Capitol  Hill. 

He  was  appointed  Architect  of  the 
Capitol  by  President  Coolidge  August  22, 
1923. 

During  his  tenure  of  office,  there  have 
been  constructed  under  his  supervision 
and  added  to  the  buildings  under  his 
charge  the  New  House  Office  Building. 
the  First  Street  wing  of  the  Senate  Office 
Building,  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  Building,  the  central  refrigeration 
plant,  and  other  additions  to  the  Oapitol 
Power  Plant  supplying  services  to  the 
buildings  on  Capitol  Hill,  the  annex  and 
addition  to  the  Main  Library  of  Congress 
Building,  and  the  legislative  garage. 

In  that  time  the  62  acres  of  land  im- 
mediately north  of  Constitution  Avenue 
have  been  acquired  and  developed  as  a 
part  of  the  Capitol  Grounds  park  area, 
affording  a  direct  vista  of  the  Capitol 
Building  from  the  Union  Station.  The 
Capitol.  Senate  and  House  Office  Build- 
ings have,  been  completely  air  condi- 
tioned and  changes  and  additions  to 
bookstacks  and  other  improvements 
have  been  made  at  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress. One  of  the  most  interesting  and 
difficult  tasks  accomplished  during  this 
period  was  the  reconstruction,  in  1949- 
50.  of  the  90-year-old  roofs  over  the 
Senate  and  House  wings  of  the  Capitol 
and  the  remodeling  of  the  interior  of 
the  House  and  Senate  Chambers,  origi- 
nally completed  and  occupied  in  1857 
and  1859,  respectively. 

All  of  us  can  testify  that  Mr.  I^nn  is 
a  man  of  patience,  tact,  and  diplomacy. 
His  duties  require  frequent  contact  and 
consultation  with  the  leaders  Of  the 
House  and  Senate,  as  well  as  congres- 
sional committees  and  individual  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  and  their  staffs,  and 
he  has  met  all  tests  with  unfailing  cour- 
tesy and  kindness. 

Mr.  Lynn  has  Served  longer  than  any 
predecessor,  with  the  exception  of  Ed- 
ward Clark  who  served  for  37  years. 
William  Thornton,  appointed  by  Presi- 
dent Washington,  served  as  Architect  of 
the  Capitol  from  1793  to  1794;  B.  H. 
Latrobe,  apc>ointed  by  President  Jeffer- 
son, from  1803  to  1811  and  1815  to  1817; 
Charles  Bulflnch,  appointed  by  President 
Monroe,  from  1818  to  1829;  Thomas  U. 
Walter,  appointed  by  President  Fillmore, 
from  1851  to  1865;  Edward  Clailc.  ap- 
pointed by  President  Johnson.  frcMn 
1865  to  1902;  Elliott  Woods,  appointed 
by  President  Theodore  Roosevelt.  1902  to 
1923;  and  David  Lynn,  appointed  by 
President  Coolidge,  from  1923  to  1954. 

During  this  eventful  period  of  more 
than  30  years  Mr.  Lynn  has  disbursed 
millions  of  dollars  and  had  the  responsi- 
bility for  the  construction  cmd  main- 
tenance of  some  of  the  most  famous  and 
most  artistic  buildings  in  the  world. 
They  wiU  stand  forever  as  a  memorial 
to  his  distinguished  service  and  the  in- 
tegrity of  his  flawless  administration. 


I  am  certain  Z  express  tbe  regret  of 
all  Members  of  the  Congress  tthat  he  Is 

retiring  and  the  universal  appreciatiim 
of  the  historic  service  rendered  in  one 

of  the  most  exacting  positions  on  the 
face  of  the  globe. 

His  charming  wife,  a  daughter  of  a 
former  Member  of  Congress  and  Clerk  ol 
the  House,  the  beloved  South  Trimble, 
has  had  a  large  part  in  his  career  and 
his  accomplishments. 

We  wish  for  them  health,  happiness, 
and  contentment,  and  length  of  days. 


HON.  ROBERT  GROSSER.  A  REPRE- 
SENTATIVE FROM  THE  STATE  OP 
OHIO 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  cannot 
see    this   session   close   without   paying 

tribute  to  one  of  the  truly  great  men  of 
the  Congress  and  the  Nation. 

With  this  session  of  the  Congress,  om* 
friend — and  the  friend  of  all  mankind — 
Bob  Grosser,  completes  one  of  the  nota- 
ble services  in  length  of  tenure  and 
record  of  accompUshment  in  the  history 
of  the  House.  He  was  first  elected  to 
Congress  40  years  ago.  It  has  been  a 
notable  40  years.  Great  changes  have 
taken  place  and  great  progress  has  been 
made.  And  Bob  Grosser,  the  great  com- 
moner, has  had  a  very  large  part  in  the 
procedure  of  the  House  and  all  industrial 
legislation  in  particular  throughout  those 
fruitful  years.  His  service  to  his  fellow 
man  is  written  where  it  can  never  be 
forgotten.  There  is  not  an  enactment 
concerned  with  social  progress  upon  the 
statute  books  but  bears  the  imprint  of 
his  service  and  his  devotion. 

And  now,  at  the  close  of  his  long  and 
distinguished  career  here  on  this  floor, 
I  join  the  Members  of  the  House  in  wish- 
ing him  every  happiness  in  the  years  to 
come — "the  last  for  which  the  first  was 
made." 

We  wish  him  good  health  and  good 
fortune  and  Godspeed. 

Mr.  FEIGHAl'J.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CAl^NON.  I  yield. 
Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon] 
has  ably  described  the  character,  per- 
sonality, and  devotion  to  the  cause  of 
his  fellow  man,  of  our  distinguished  col- 
league. Bob  Grosser,  when  he  said  that 
he  has  made  an  imprint.  Indeed,  the 
imprint  which  Bob  Grosser  has  indelib- 
ly impressed  in  the  economic  and  social 
life  of  our  beloved  country,  shall,  I  hope. 
never  be  erased.  The  nanae  of  Bob 
Grosser  shall  always  be  remembered  as 
the  father  of  the  railroad  retirement 
law.  Only  those  who  served  with  Mr. 
Grosser  could  adequately  describe  the 
uphill  fight  in  which  he  engaged  against 
Strong  odds,  to  bring  to  fruition  this  leg- 
islation which  now  is  acclaimed  by  so 
many,  including  those  who  at  first  bit- 
terly opposed  such  legislation.  The 
same  could  be  said  about  many  other 
legislative  battles  to  improve  the  con- 
ditions of  the  workingmen  in  which  Bob 
Grosser  has  taken  a  leading  role.  A 
most  distinguished  gentleman  is  leaving 
the  Halls  of  Congress  in  which  he  has 
established  an  enviable  recond,  and  be 
will  be  sorely  missed.  I  join  with  my 
colleagues  in  wishing  you,  Bob  Grosser, 
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the  blessinss  of  the  infinite  Ood  above 
who  watches  over  aU  of  us. 

Mr.  POLK.    Mr.  Speaker,  wHI  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  POLK.     Mr.  Speaker — 

RoBinr  Ckossb,  Democrat,  of  Qeveland, 
Ohio,  wa«  bom  at  Holytown,  Lanarkshire, 
Scotland,  and  moved  to  Cleveland.  Ohio,  with 
hlB  parents  In  September  1881;  attended  the 
public  schools  at  SalinevlUe.  Ohio,  graduat- 
ing from  the  high  school  In   1893;   entered 
Kenyon  CkAiege,  Oambier,  Ohio,  In  Septem- 
ber 1893,  and  graduated  in  June  1887  with 
the  degree  of  A.  B..  M.  C.  L..  honorary,  June 
1929;   LL.  D.,  honorary.  May  1942;   professor 
of  law  of  torts,  Baldwin  Wallace  Law  School. 
1904-5;  entered  the  law  school  of  Columbia 
University  in  October  1897,  remaining  part 
of  a  year,  and  the  Cincinnati  Law  School  in 
October  1898.  graduating  from  the  latter  In 
June   1901   with  the  degree  of  Ua.  B.;   was 
admitted  to  the  bar  of  Ohio  in  June  1901. 
and   entered   upon   the   practice  of   law   in 
Cleveland  in  September  1901;  was  a  member 
of     the     Ohio     House     of     Representatives, 
1911-12;  was  elected  a  member  of  the  Fourth 
Constitutional   Convention   of   Ohio,   which 
convened  at  Columbus  on  January  9.  1912, 
and  adjourned  August  26.   1912,  serving  as 
chairman  of  the  Initiative  and  referendum 
committee,  and  was  the  author  of  the  initia- 
tive   and     referecdum    amendment     to    the 
constitution;    member  Cleveland  City  Club 
and    Phi    Delta    Phi    legal    fraternity:    was 
elected  to  the  OSd  Congress  from  the  State  at 
large;  reelected  to  the  S4th  Congress  from  the 
21st  Ohio  District,  and  reelected  to  the  86th 
Congress;    again   elected   to  the  68th,  69th, 
70th.  71st.  72d,  73d,  74th.  76th.  76th.  77th. 
78th,    79th.    80th,    81st.    82d    and   83d    Con- 
gresses;   author   uX    the    railroad   retirement 
law,  the  railroad   unemployment  Insurance 
law,    and   the   Rtaiway   Labor    Act   of    1934: 
member  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mittee. 

This  is  the  brief  biography  of  the  dean 
of  the  Ohio  Democratic  congressional 
delegation,  the  Honorable  Robert  Gros- 
ser, of  Cleveland,  which  appears  on  page 
115  of  the  1954  Congressional  Directory. 

This  biography  is  so  brief  and  so  typi- 
cal of  the  innate  modesty  of  Mr.  Cro6Scr 
that  I  think  it  appropriate  for  me  to  add 
something  to  it  by  way  of  elaboration 
and  to  record  some  of  my  personal  expe- 
riences with  and  observations  of  Boa 
Gbosser.  whom  it  has  been  my  privilege 
to  know  since  November  of  1930. 

Soon  after  my  election  to  the  72d 
Congress,  I  came  to  Washington  to  con- 
fer    with     the     Democratic     leadership 
about   committee   assignments  for   the 
72d  Congress  and  other  matters  relating 
to  my  approaching  service  in  Congress. 
Then  as  now  Mr.  Crosssr  was  one  of  the 
most  resiJfcCted  and  respwnsible  leaders  of 
our  party.    He  was  one  of  the  first  to 
whom  I  went  for  counsel  and  guidance. 
I  shall  never  forget  our  first  meeting. 
Mr.  Crosses  said,  "Young  man,  you  are 
Mr.  Polk  but  your  name  should  be  Mr. 
Pollock  for  it  was  Pollock  In  ScoUand 
from    whence    your    ancestors    came." 
This  reference  to  my  Scottish  ancestors 
was  naturally  surprising   to  me  and  I 
was  glad  to  tell  Mr.  Crosses  that  I  am 
a  direct  descendent  of  Robert  Bruce  Polk 
or  Pollock  who  migrated  as  a  young 
man  from  Scotland  to  Ireland,  where  he 
married  and  later  came  to  the  Elastem 
Shore  of  Maryland,  about  1672  with  his 
wife  and  family.    The  name  Pollock  had 
been  shortened  to  Polk  by  Robert  Bruce 
Polk  in  Ireland. 
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It  Is  charsu;teristic  of  Mr.  Caossxa, 
an  expert  on  Scottish  genealogy  and  his- 
tory, that  he  had  taken  the  time  to 

check  upon  the  name  and  family  back- 
ground of  a  newly  elected  member  of 
his  delegation  and  he  already  knew  that 
one  of  my  paternal  ancestors  came  from 
Scotland. 

Because  of  Mr.  Csosses's  support  in 
my  behalf  before  the  Democratic  mem- 
bers of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
and  with  Speaker  John  N.  Oamer.  I 
was  placed  on  a  select  committee — the 
Committee  of  Agriculture— something 
unusual  for  a  first-term  member  in  those 
days.  For  this  loyal  support  and  ad- 
vocacy of  my  cause  by  Mr.  Grosser,  I 
am  deeply  grateful. 

Mr.  CROssnt  is  a  master  of  detail  and 
a  master  of  the  art  of  tracing  ideas  to 
their  basic  fundamentals.  His  clear  and 
logical  and  honest  thinking  has  served 
him  and  his  constituents  well  in  his  long 
and  successful  legislative  career. 

No  other  representative  from  the  State 
of  Ohio,  in  the  history  of  our  Govern- 
ment, has  served  as  long  as  Bob  Grosser. 
He  first  came  to  Congress  on  March  4, 
1913.  Only  one  other  Uving  Member  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  former 
Speaker  Sam  Rayburn.  of  Texas,  the 
dean  of  the  House,  began  his  service  on 
that  date. 

Except  for  4  years.  Congressman 
Grosser  has  served  continuously  as  a 
Representative  from  Cleveland  since 
March  4,  1913. 

The  watchword  of  his  service  can  well 
be  summed  up  by  the  word  "integrity." 
Bob  Grosser  Is  the  soul  of  integrity. 

While  Bob  Grosser  was  always  loyal  to 
his  party,  he  always  placed  principle 
above  party  and  he  did  not  always  fol- 
low the  course  of  action  recommended 
and  advocated  by  other  party  leaders. 
For  example,  on  March  11,  1933,  he  led 
the  opposition  in  the  House  against  the 
so-called  Veterans  Economy  Act.  a  bill 
to  cut  veterans'  pensions  and  comi>en- 
sation.  I  was  glad  to  join  with  Mr.  Gros- 
ser In  this  controversy  with  President 
Roosevelt.  We  temi>orarily  lost  the  fight 
In  the  House  but  a  few  days  later  the 
Senate  Uberalized  the  bill  to  some  extent 
and  a  few  months  later  the  law  was  re- 
pealed. Our  fight  against  practicing 
economy  at  the  expense  of  war  veterans 
and  their  dependents  aroused  pubUc 
sentiment  throughout  the  counliy  to 
such  an  extent  that  these  pension  cuts 
were  soon  restored. 

Every  veteran  in  the  United  States 
owes  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  Congressman 
Grosser  for  his  fight  against  this  so- 
called  Economy  Act  of  1933.  Never,  since 
that  date  has  a  similar  attempt  been 
made  to  cut  veterans'  pensions  and  com- 
pensation benefits. 

Ftor  his  work  and  service  in  their  be- 
half, all  veterans  should  be  grateful  to 
Bob  Grosser. 

In  the  field  of  railroad  labor  legisla- 
tion, Mr.  Grosser  has  long  been  acknowl- 
edged the  supreme  authority  in  the 
United  States.  He  authored  and  steered 
through  Congress,  in  the  face  of  strong 
opposition,  the  railroad  retirement  law, 

the   railroad   xmemployment   insurance 

law  and  the  Railway  lAbor  Act  of  1934. 

It  WM  my  privilege  to  be  associated  with 

him  in  all  three  of  these  legislative  bat- 


tles and  thus  I  learned  to  know  his  deep 
sympathy  with,  and  understanding  of, 
the  problems  of  all  those  who  woi^  In 

the  various  laboring  crafts. 

In  every  legislative  controversy.  Bob 
Crosses  always  championed  tbe  cause  of 
the  underprivileged,  ttie  defenseless,  and 
the  downtrodden. 

What  is  best  for  the  pubhe  interest, 
for  the  welfare  of  all  the  people  of  our 
great  country  has  alwajrs  been  upper- 
most  in  his  mind  and  heart. 

Mr.  Grosser's  retirement  from  active 
pubUc  service  wiU  leave  a  great  void  in 
the  84th  and  succeeding  Congresses. 

The  following  lines  were  recently  writ- 
ten of  h<n^  by  an  imknown  admirer: 
Fomr  YxAss  nc  Cohouess 

Congressman  CRoasia,  of  Cleveland.  Ohio, 

A  mcnt  remarkable,  wonderful  man. 
Forty  years,  has  been  a  Member  of  Congress; 

And,  ever  since  his  career  here  began. 
He  has,  because  of  his  marvelous  merit. 

Grown,  as  a  statesman  of  national  fame. 
Until  not  only  the  Hovise,  but  the  Senate, 

Loves  to  do  honcw  to  his  worthy  name. 

His  graduation  from  high  school  and  college. 

Paved  the  way  for  honorary  degrees; 
And  his  devotion  to  every  known  dutj- 

Oave  him  the  vision  and  courage  to  aetM 
E^very  worthwhUe  opportunity  offered. 

Keeping  himself  always  under  control. 
Onward    and   upward  1^  climbed,   without 
ceasing. 

Toward  the  high  peak  of  his  coveted  goaL 

As  an  example,  for  others  to  foUow, 

His  loyal  life  is  a  bright  polar  star — 
After  he's  gone.  It  will  ever  keep  shining. 

Prom  the  celestial  regions  afar. 
May    he    be    spared    many    more    years    of 
service — 
But.  when  hel  caUed  by  his  Maker  to  go. 
With  his  last  breath,  as  he  from  the  earth 
passes. 
May  he  "Praise  God  from  whom  aU  hleaa- 
Ings  flow." 

In  1793.  Robert  Bums  wrote  a  sons 
entitled  "Bannockbum,"  a  sort  of  Scotch 
ode.  that  one  might  suppose  to  be  Robert 
Bruce's  address  to  his  followers  on  the 
morning  of  the  battle  of  Bannockbum: 

BAMItOCKBURM 

Soots,  wha  hae  wl'  WaUaoe  Med, 
Boots,  wham  Bruce  has  aften  led; 
Welcome  to  your  gory  bed. 
Or  to  glorious  vlctorle. 

Now's  the  day,  and  now*!  the  boor; 
See  the  front  o'  battle  lower; 
See  approach  proud  Bdward's  power- 
Edward!  chains  and  slaverlel 

Wh*  WiU  be  a  traitor  knave? 
Wha  c^ui  All  a  coward's  grave? 
Wha  sae  base  as  be  a  slave? 

Traitor!  coward!  turn  and  fleet 

Wha  for  Scotland's  King  and  law 
Freedom's  sword  will  strongly  draw, 
Freeman  stand,  or  freeman  fat 
Caledonian  I  <m  wl'  met 

By  oppression's  woes  and  pains  I 
By  your  sons  In  servile  chalnsi 
We  wm  dram  otir  dearest  velna. 

But  tbey  sball— tbey  ihaU  be  fntl 

Lay  the  proud  usurpers  lowl 
Tyrants  faU  In  every  fOel 
Uberty's  In  every  blowl 

VorwurfXl  let  us  do.  or  dlel 

Like  Robert  Bruce,  who  fought  far  po- 
litical freedom  for  Scotland  and  ec^** 
F"g»ah  oppression  and  tyranny,  Robbks 
CaossBs  has  always  fought  le»*^l«j*y» 
battles  for  the  ccunmon  peoide.  tte 
people  of  America  and  for  aU  ^" " 
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hftTe  needed  help  and  support  In  their 
efforts  for  eeonomic  and  social  hetter- 
mmt. 

To  an  the  seliUh  interests  and  poww- 
f 111  monopolies.  Bob  Cxossn  would  say. 
In  the  words  of  Robert  Bums — 

Lay  the  proud  ustupen  lowl 

Tynuito  CaU  in  •very  foel 
Libwty's  In  every  blowl 

PorwardI  Let,  us  do.  or  diet 

Mr.  FRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentteman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Tennessee  [Mr.  PrxkstI,  the 
whip  of  the  House. 

Mr.  PHIEST.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  has  been 
my  pleasiure  and  very  great  privilege  to 
serve  on  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Fbrelgn  Commerce  with  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  for  quite  a  niunber  of 
years.  During  all  that  association.  I 
found  hlxn  to  be  a  man  of  great  courage 
and  high  principles — a  man  of  keen  in- 
tellect, devoted  to  the  public  Interest 

I  tlilnk  his  unfaltering  devotion  to 
principles,  what  he  believed  to  be  in  the 
public  interest,  are  perhaps  outstanding 
characterisUcs  as  far  as  he  is  concerned. 
I  have  learned  a  great  deal  from  him. 
I  have  learned  a  great  deal  with  refer- 
ence to  the  very  Important  matters  com- 
ing before  that  great  committee.  I  shall 
personally  miss  him  here  and  miss  him 
on  that  committee  a  great  deal. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  gentlewoman  from  Ohio  [Mrs. 
Francis  P.  Bolton]. 

Mrs.  PRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  cannot  possibly  let  the  day 
go  by  without  expressing  something  of 
my  very  warm  affection  for  our  distin- 
guished colleague.  Boa  Crossir.  When 
my  husband  came  here  In  1928.  he  and 
Robert  Crossbr  were  alreac^  great 
friends.  His  friendship  was  deep  and 
lasting  and  it  has  been  my  good  fortune 
to  have  fallen  heir  to  it.  I  often  wonder 
whether  this  "dour  Scot"  knows  how 
great  a  pleasure  it  has  been  to  me  to  feel 
that  he  would  sit  and  talk  with  me  about 
so  many  things.  Especially  have  I  ap- 
preciated the  quality  of  our  regard  for 
each  other  which  permitted  us  to  tease 
each  other  about  this  and  that  as  only 
good  friends  can. 

We  are  going  to  miss  him.  Cleveland 
is  going  to  miss  his  representation  here 
in  this  House.  We  were  truly  shocked 
when  we  found  that  his  vote  had  not 
carried.  We  felt  it  always  would;  but. 
Bob.  3rou  are  going  to  be  here  with  us. 
because  you  have  been  here  so  long  that 
you  have  left  an  imprint  on  this  House 
of  your  very  deep  interest  in  the  welfare 
of  the  people  which  will  be  a  very  real 
challenge  to  all  who  follow  you.  Al- 
though I  have  not  been  a  member  of 
your  etmunittee.  I  have  appeared  before 
you  where  I  have  always  been  given  every 
courtesy.  It  is  with  the  greatest  reluc- 
tance that  we  let  you  go.  But  perhaps 
you  will  take  with  you  something  so 
warm  that  you  will  be  amazed  how  often 
your  vpAxii  will  come  to  us  here  just  as 
ours  will  go  to  you  wherever  you  are. 

We  wish  you  well  whatever  you  do. 
wherever  you  go.  May  Heaven  be  ever 
kind  to  you. 


Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Ray- 
burn]. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr,  Speaker,  when 
I  came  to  the  63d  Congress,  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  [Mr.  Crosszr]  oame  to 
the  same  Congress.  With  a  slight  varia- 
tion, we  have  been  in  the  Congress  ever 
since.  He  and  I  sought  positions  on  the 
great  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce,  which  I  still  think  is  one 
of  the  greatest,  if  not  the  greatest,  legis- 
lative committee  in  this  House.  It  has  a 
varied  and  wide  jurisdiction.  Having 
served  on  that  committee  for  24  years, 
and  as  its  chairman  for  5  years,  it  has 
been  one  of  my  prides  that  I  have  been 
associated  with  it  and  with  such  out- 
standing and  noble  characters  as  Bos 
Crosscr.  I  never  knew  a  man,  in  or  out 
of  private  life,  that  I  thought  had  a 
higher  sense  of  justice,  a  greater  devo- 
tion to  the  public  service,  and  trying  to 
serve  his  day  and  generation  well,  and 
make  this  country  better  while  he  lived 
and  leave  it  better  for  those  who  come 
after,  than  Bob  Crosser. 

I  shall  miss  his  personal  friendship 
here.  I  shall  miss  his  fine,  warm  per- 
sonality. I  wish  for  him  throughout  the 
years  that  are  allotted  to  him  that  his 
life  may  lead  through  green  pastures  and 
by  still  waters. 

Ood  bless  you,  Bob,  and  keep  you 
many  years  to  come. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  LMr. 
Reece]  . 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Speaker, 
for  many  years  it  was  my  pleasilre  to  be 
associated  with  my  friend,  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Ohio,  on  the  im- 
portant committee  to  which  the  former 
great  Speaker  referred.  In  my  years  of 
service  here,  I  have  never  been  asBociated 
with  a  man  who  had  a  broader  concept  of 
justice,  a  deeper  sense  of  responsibility 
to  duty,  than  has  been  demonstrated 
by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio.  As  a  re- 
sult of  his  service  and  endeavors  his 
name  has  become  associated  with  much 
of  the  important  legislation  dealing  with 
matters  affecting  interstate  connmerce 
that  is  on  the  statute  books  today. 

He  is  a  man  who  has  the  qualities  of 
heart  and  mind  which  endear  him  to  the 
people  who  luiow  him.  He  has  just  as 
strong  friends  on  one  side  of  the  table 
as  he  has  on  the  other. 

Although  he  has  devoted  himself 
wholeheartedly  to  his  work  as  a  Member 
of  Congress  and  to  his  membership  on 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce,  he  has  other  interests.  Some 
of  his  interests  and  mine  have  followed 
parallel  paths.  He  is  a  great  student  of 
Andrew  Johnson.  I  like  to  think  of 
Andrew  Johnson  and  read  about  him. 
Bob  and  I  have  frequently  undertaken  to 
analyze  the  life  and  character  of  that 
great  American.  While  I  can  readily 
recognize  that  some  of  our  colleagues, 
Bob,  might  not  share  our  estimate  of 
that  great  American,  that  is  because 
they  have  not  studied  him  as  Biuch  as 
you  and  I  and  are  not  r.s  familiar  with 
his  real  record  of  achievements. 

In  all  my  work  on  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  there 
has  never  been  a  time  when  there  was 
any  feeling  between  Bob  Crosseh  and  me 


despite  at  times  our  divergent  views  on 
legislative  matters,  because  everyone  re- 
spects the  opinion  and  sincerity  of  Bob 
Crosser. 

We  are  going  to  miss  him  in  this  legis- 
lative Chamber.  There  is  no  man  on  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  who  will  be  missed  more  than 
Bob  Crosser.  He  has  endeared  himself 
to  that  particular  segment  of  American 
life  known  as  railway  labor;  but  in  his 
efforts  which  caused  that  grectt  segment 
of  the  American  people  to  become  en- 
deared to  him,  he  at  no  time  htis  offended 
the  other  segments  of  our  citizenry,  or 
other  segments  of  the  industry  wlilch  has 
legislative  matters  pending  before  that 
committee. 

I,  too.  want  to  join  the  othfr  Members 
of  the  House  in  wishing  Bos  Crosser 
health  and  happiness  as  he  proceeds  on 
his  Journey  through  life  which,  I  am 
sure,  will  be  more  peaceful  and  restful 
than  have  been  the  38  years  he  spent 
here  as  a  Member  of  Congress. 

I  am  sure  he  leaves  with  the  love  and 
affection  of  every  Member  Of  Congress 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  5  legislative  days  In  which  to 
extend  their  remarks  at  this  point  on  the 
life,  character,  and  public  service  of  Mr. 
Crosser. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to 
say  a  word  in  tribute  to  my  good  friend 
and  distingviished  colleague.  Bon.  Robert 
Grosser,  of  Ohio,  the  ranking  minority 
member  and  former  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

I  have  a  feeling  of  deep  regret  since 
Bob  Grosser  will  not  be  serving  with  us 
in  the  next  Congress  and  I  am  sure  that 
his  many  friends  in  this  body  feel  the 
same  way.  When  he  leaves  us  at  the  end 
of  this  session,  perhaps  this  evening,  we 
will  lose  a  most  distinguished  and  able 
statesman.  While  he  has  had  a  com- 
mendable record  during  his  38  years  of 
service,  I  think  the  crownihg  achieve- 
ment in  his  long  legislative  career  here 
in  the  House  was  the  enactment  of  the 
original  Railroad  Retirement  Act.  He 
has  every  reason  to  feel  proud  of  being 
known  as  the  father  of  railroad  retire- 
ment. Railroad  workers  throughout  the 
Nation  have  a  great  reverehce  for  this 
kindly  gentleman  who  for  so  many  years 
has  been  one  of  their  best  friends  and 
ablest  advocates. 

My  association  with  him  has  l>een  most 
cordial  and  pleasant  and  his  successful 
sponsorship  of  legislative  reforms  needed 
by  the  workingmen  will  always  stand  bs 
a  monument  to  his  devotion  to  their 
cause.  I  hope  that  he  will  enjoy  many 
more  years  of  good  health,  happiness, 
and  the  comfort  and  rest  which  he  has 
richly  earned. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would 
like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  pay  trib- 
ute to  my  colleague  and  aasociate,  the 
Honorable  Robert  Grosser.  For  14  years 
I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  serving  In  the 
Congress  with  Bob  CrossBr,  or  "Mr. 
Bob,"  as  he  is  affectionately  known  to 
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most  of  us.  For  12  years  out  of  those  14 
years.  I  have  been  intimately  associated 
with  b<wi  on  the  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  Committee.  And  for  4  years, 
during  the  81st  and  82d  Congresses.  Mr. 
Bob  served  as  chairman  of  our  com- 
mittee. 

Bob  Grosser  has  given  unstintingly  of 
his  time  and  talents  to  the  service  of 
his  fellowmen.  If  you  try  to  describe 
Mr.  Bob.  you  run  into  some  difBculties. 
because  he  does  not  fit  any  conventional 
pattern.  Bom  in  Scotland,  he  has 
brought  with  him  to  this  country  a  her- 
itage of  rugged  mdependence.  He  has 
coupled  this  independence  with  indomi- 
table courage.  A  lesser  man  might  have 
given  up  struggling  against  difficult 
physical  odds.    Not  so  Mr.  Bob. 

One  reason,  perliaps.  apart  from  his 
Scotch  ancestry,  for  his  courage  and 
perseverance  is  Bob  Crosskr's  deeply  re- 
ligious attitude.  Again,  Mr.  Bobs  re- 
ligion does  not  fit  a  conventional  mold. 
Recently,  we  had  an  informal  farewell 
luncheon  in  honor  of  Mr.  Bob.  The 
luncheon  was  attended  by  the  Speaker. 
Mr.  Martin;  the  majority  leader.  Mr. 
Halleck;  the  former  Speaker,  Mr.  Ray- 
BtTRN ;  and  most  of  the  members  of  our 
committee.  They  spoke  at  the  luncheon 
of  Bob  Crosser's  service  in  Congress  and 
on  the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
Committee.  When  it  was  Bob  Crosser's 
turn  to  say  a  few  words,  he  did  not  speak 
of  the  many  years  which  he  has  spent 
in  Gongress  auid  of  his  achievements  in 
the  legislative  field.  Mr.  Bob  spoke  \n 
deeply  felt  words  of  his  conception  of 
man's  relation  to  God. 

If  he  were  not  the  modest  man  that 
he  Is,  Bob  Grosser  might  well  have 
spoken  on  ttiis  occasion  of  his  achieve- 
ments throughout  his  many  years  of 
service  in  Congress.  He  might  have 
spoken  of  his  struggle  for  the  passage  of 
legislation  to  achieve  better  working  con- 
ditions for  the  worlting  people  and  par- 
ticularly for  railroad  workers.  He  might 
have  spoken  of  his  untiring  efforts  to 
secure  legislation  providing  for  retire- 
ment benefits  for  railroad  workers. 

Recently  the  House  unanimously 
passed  amendments  to  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Act  broadening  the  benefits 
provided  under  that  act.  Bob  Grosser  is 
generally  considered  the  father  of  this 
legislation.  When  these  amendments 
were  considered,  many  Members  of  the 
House  paid  tribute  to  Bob  Grosser  and 
his  achievements  m  the  Gongress  in  be- 
half of  railroad  workers.  Today.  I  want 
to  take  this  opportunity  to  jom  the  Mem- 
bers who  spoke  then  praising  Mr.  Cros- 
ser's accomplishments. 

As  I  have  said,  all  through  these  years. 
Mr,  Bob  has  maintained  an  independ- 
ence of  action  and  thought  that  has 
made  him  respected  and  honored  by  his 
colleagues  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  All 
through  his  long  years  of  service,  he  has 
been  proud  of  the  fact  that  he  was  not 
beholden  to  any  political  organization 
and  that  his  actions  and  his  votes  in  the 
Congress  viere  dedicated  solely  by  his 
best  judgment  of  what  is  best  for  his  fel- 
lowmen. His  retirement  will  lose  to  the 
Congress  and  to  our  committee  the  serv- 
ices of  a  man  whose  services  and  talents 
are  hard  to  replace  and  I  assure  you  that 


I  feel  a   great   personal   loss  in  Bob 
Crosser's  retirement. 

Mr.  PATMAN.     Mr.  Speaker,  Robert 
Crosser,  who  is  retiring  at  the  end  of 
the  83d  Congress,  has  a  great  record  to 
his  credit.    I  have  never  known  a  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  to  have  such  a  conscien- 
tious feeling  about  his  duty  to  his  con- 
stituents.    It  has  been  my  privilege  to 
serve  with  Bob  Grosser  25  >>^  years,  and 
during  that  time,  I  have  been  closely  as- 
sociated with  him.     His  every  thought 
and  action,  as  a  true  Representative  of 
the  people  of  his  district,  were  in  con- 
sideration of  whether  or  not  they  would 
redound  to  the  benefit  and  help  of  the 
people  he  represented.    In  order  to  effec- 
tively represent  his  people,  it  was  neces- 
sary that  he  have  a  fine  working  rela- 
tionship   with    his    colleagues    in    the 
House.    This  he  succeeded  in  doing — not 
by  yielding  his  beliefs  and  principles  in 
any  respect,  but  by  fair  dealings,  loyalty, 
and  faithful  performance  of  duty.    Such 
a  Member  always  has  the  admiration 
and  respect  of  his  colleagues,  and  no 
Member  was  admired  or  respected  more 
by  Democrats  smd  Republicans  than  Bob 
Crosser.    He  was  always  on  the  side  of 
right  and  never,  knowingly,  on  the  side 
of  wrong.     His  quick,  intelligent  mind 
and  tremendous  backlog  of  knowledge 
and  information  caused  him  to  be  one  of 
the  most  powerful  Members  of  Congress. 
Bob  was  an  able  debater  and  was  al- 
ways fair  and  honorable.    He  did  more 
for  the  retired  railroad  worker  than  all 
the  rest  of  the  Congress  combined  while 
he  was  serving.    He  was  our  leader  in 
that  fight,  and  without  his  vigorous  and 
intelligent  leadership,  the  railroad  work- 
ers would  probably  not  have  the  most 
generous  and  favorable  retirement  sys- 
tem in  the  United  States  today. 

Bob  was  also  a  great  friend  of  inde- 
pendent business,  particularly,  small 
business.  He  was  always  fighting  for 
rights  and  benefits  for  the  workers,  vet- 
erans, aged,  and  particularly,  the  classes 
and  groups  of  j)eople  who  did  not  have 
special  representatives  in  Washington  to 
look  after  their  interests. 

Although  Bob  Grosser  has  retired,  I 
am  sure  he  will  be  called  upon  many 
times  for  his  advice  and  counsel  in  con- 
nection with  so  many  public  questions 
and  proposals  that  he  knows  so  much 
about,  and  many  of  them  he  knows  more 
about  than  any  other  person.  In  his 
case,  there  will  be  no  retirement  because 
I  know  that  he  will  continue  to  work 
m  the  interest  of  the  people  of  this  Na- 
tion and  the  country  in  the  way  and  in 
the  capacity  that  it  will  be  possible  for 
him  to  serve  without  being  a  Member  of 
Congress. 

The  example  set  by  Bob  Grosser  to  his 
conduct  as  a  Member  of  the  House,  as 
chairman  of  one  of  the  greatest  commit- 
tees of  the  United  States  Congress,  as 
a  great  debater  upon  the  floor  of  the 
House,  and  for  the  many  far-reaching 
achievements  to  his  personal  credit  will 
continue  to  be  an  inspiration  to  the  pres- 
ent Members  of  the  United  SUtes  Con- 
gress and  those  who  serve  after  us. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
farewell  to  my  good  friend  Bob  Ciossei 
awakens  in  me  a  deep  sense  of  sorrow 


far  in  him  I  have  had  always  an  md- 
vlaer.  a  leader,  and  a  friend. 

Nearly  always  we  voted  together  as 
Uberals.  as  progressives,  especially  bo  In 
legislation  pertaining  to  the  great  rail- 
way brotherhoods  and  their  members 
for  whom  Bob  spoke  and  carried  on  even 
before  my  arrival  on  the  scene  In  this 
Chamber  22  years  ago.  He  was  my 
guide  and  I  voted  with  him  because  he 
was  railway  labor's  outstanding  friend, 
and  I  had  confidence  in  the  course  he 
outlined.  In  turn  the  dean  of  Ohio's 
congressional  delegation  consulted  and 
voted  with  me  in  matters  pertaining  to 
taxes,  social  seciu-ity.  and  other  impor- 
tant measiu^s  brought  forth  by  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

I  shall  miss  him  as  will  so  many  ct 
you.  He  will  never  be  forgotten  because 
of  the  splendid  service  he  rendered  unto 
all  the  people  of  this  Nation,  and  par- 
ticularly to  Ohio  and  his  own  district. 
He  will  t>e  succeeded  by  another,  but 
never  quite  replaced,  for  the  Cbossbb 
course  was  always  lofty,  but  not  always 
the  easiest  to  follow. 

Good  luck  Bob.  and  may  God  bless  and 
keep  you  always  safe  and  happy. 

Mr.  GROSSER.  Mr.  Speaiker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Rbooro. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  CMiio? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  GROSSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  and  my 
beloved  friends,  it  was  always  aomewhat 
natural  for  me  to  express  myself  vigor- 
ously in  behalf  of  causes  to  which  I  am 
wholeheartedly  devoted,  but  I  am  some- 
what awkward  m  trying  to  reply  to  such 
complimentary  remarks  in  regard  to  my- 
self by  good  friends. 

Many,  many  years  ago.  at  the  request 
of  Memt>ers  of  the  House,  I  endeavored 
to  pay  a  most  deserved  tribute  to  a  dis- 
tinguished   colleague,   who    as   a   very 
young  man  had  enlisted  in  the  Union 
Army  as  a  private  at  the  beginning  of 
the    war    against    secession.    He    had 
served  with  distinction  throughout  that 
war.    was    frequently    praised    by    his 
superior  officers  and  was  discharged  at 
the  end  of  the  war  with  the  rank  of 
brevet    brigadier    generaL    He    served 
later  in  pubUc  office,  including  a  number 
of  terms  in  Congress.    He  #a8  90  years 
of  age  and  was  leaving  the  House  at  the 
close  of  the  session  on  March  3.  1925. 
He  passed  from  this  earthly  scene  within 
a  few  months  i^ter  the  Congress  had 
adjourned.    He  had  served  his  country 
with  great  distinction  in  time  of  war 
and  also  as  a  public  official  in  time  of 
peace. 

At  the  beginning  of  my  tribute  I  ex- 
pressed myself  substantially  as  follows: 
"Earnest  and  continuous  devotion  to 
one's  best  understanding  of  right  is  the 
sublimest  expression  of  life." 

In  what  I  trust  has  been  the  attitude 
of  true  humiUty.  in  an  effort  to  enable 
my  fellow  man  to  enjoy  equal  rights  In 
the  boimty  of  the  Creator,  I  have  tried 
constantly  to  observe,  uphold,  and  pro- 
mote the  standard  of  life  which  I  hav« 
Just  stated.  ^^ 

Men  may  continue  to  talk  learnedly 
on  subjects  labeled  with  impressive  tttte 
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■odi  u  monl  v^iOoK^bj,  poUtieal  eoon- 
omy,  poUticftl  idenee.  religion,  ethics, 
metbaiAiTBies.  and  other  titles  to  lden> 
tuy  their  dtaoourses  and  may  be  expert 
eloeutkmists  or  aklUful  dramatlste  in 
their  pffceentatiops  to  assemblies,  but 
when  all  will  ha?e  been  said,  that  which 
more  than  all  dse  every  person  desires 
Is  to  know  what  is  rlsht,  otherwise  called 
the  truth  or  the  real. 

If.  eonstantly.  day  after  day  without 
evasion.  equlTocation,  or  hesitation,  the 
individual,  during  every  mtmient  when 
he  is  oonseious,  instantly  obeys  the 
**8tm  small  voice,"  or  as  William  Ellery 
Channing  urged  when  he  said,  "be  obedi- 
ent to  the  promptings  of  your  own  soul" 
or  as  others  sometimes  say,  "obey  your 
highest  inspirations  or  intuitions,"  then 
the  individual  will  know  the  right,  that 
is,  the  truth  which  will  make  men 
free.  Moreover  the  more  constantly  and 
persistently  we  obey  the  promptings  of 
"the  still  small  voice."  the  more  clearly 
will  be  realized  certain  and  unerring 
guidance  and  the  more  vivid  will  be  the 
joy  and  bllss'in  realizing  the  right,  that 
Is  to  say  the  truth. 

Regular  and  immediate  response  to 
one's  inspiration,  or  as  Channing  urged, 
"obedience  to  the  promptings  of  your 
own  soul"  makes  certain  that  there  will 
soon  awaken  in  the  individual,  the  fuller 
reallBati<m  of  reliable  guidance  toward 
Increasing  enjoyment  of  unalloyed  good. 

Long  ago  I  became  convinced  that  the 
philosophy  of  democracy  is  substantially 
the  same  in  principle  as  that  which  bad 
been  taught  almost  2,000. years  ago  by 
the  Oalilean,  as  the  universal  brother- 
hood of  man,  the  understanding  and 
realization  of  which,  I  have  strived 
earnestly  to  promote. 

Because  of  my  unquidiiled  acceptance 
of  and  support  of  that  principle,  as  Just 
explained,  and  in  order  to  have  freedom 
of  mind,  I  have  considered  it  proper  to 
deny  myself  membership  in  himianly 
devised  organizations  which  might  In  any 
way  induce  partiality  on  my  part  in 
deciding,  according  to  principle,  what  is 
right  or  wrong.  In  deciding  what  is 
right  between  persons  or  even  groups  of 
persons,  our  minds,  so  to  speak,  should 
proceed  on  the  straight  line  of  principle 
to  the  Just  decision,  without  any  inclina- 
tion toward  one  side  or  the  other  because 
of  partiality  or  attachment  to  any  per- 
son or  persons.  We  should  endeavor 
continually  to  have  the  freedom  of  mind 
which  makes  it  possible  to  decide  and  to 
act  at  all  times  according  to  the  right, 
the  truth,  which  embodies  the  eternal 
principles  of  Justice. 

I  have  given  much  study  and  thought 
to  such  subjects  as  ethics,  political 
science,  political  economy,  metaphysics, 
and  so  forth.  After  all.  however,  trea- 
tises in  regard  to  such  subjects  are  sim- 
ply classiflcatlons  for  the  purpose  of 
simplifying  the  task  of  ascertaining  what 
in  any  case  may  be  designated  as  the 
right,  the  truth  or  the  real  As  already 
stated,  right  Is  that  which  is  in  accord 
with.  Indeed  is  identical  with  the  Su- 
preme Power  of  the  Universe  and  its  ac- 
tivity. Truth  means  the  same  as  right 
and  both  words  mean  the  same  as  the 
word  "reaL" 


I  am,  at  course,  well  aware  of  the  fact 
that  when  one  emphasizes  the  impor- 
tance and  necessity  of  knowing  and  liv- 
ing the  truth,  the  sneering  egotist  is  al- 
ways ready  to  bark  the  hackneyed  ques- 
tion: "What  is  truth?" 

Instead  of  giving  what  might  be  called 
the  stereotyped  answers  of  the  market 
place  or  the  street.  I  would  say  that  the 
most  perfect  answer  to  that  question  was 
given  by  the  man  of  Nazareth  to  Pontius 
Pilate,  who  was  at  the  time  groping  for 
some  excuse  for  his  decision  to  execute 
Jesus.  Pilate  stated  that  the  people 
were  angry  because  He — Jesus — claimed 
to  be  their  king.  Jesus  explained  to 
Pilate  that  he  had  made  no  such  state- 
ment but  had  said  to  the  people  that  the 
kingdom  of  heaven  Is  within  and  that  he 
had  also  told  "his  hearers  that  if  they 
would  live  the  truth  as  he  had  explained 
it  to  them  they  would  experience  joy 
and  bliss  always.  Pilate,  again  trying 
to  excuse  his  cowardice  and  still  trying 
to  baflSe  Jesus,  then  asked  him  "What  is 
truth?"  Jesus  instantly  answered  Pilate 
saying  "he  that  doeth  the  will  of  the 
Father  shall  know  of  the  doctrine."  By 
the  word  "doctrine,"  Jesus,  of  oourse, 
meant  the  truth.  Pilate  then  snapped 
back,  "How  can  we  know  the  will  of  the 
Father?"  Jesus  answered,  "Be  obedient 
to  the  still  small  voice." 

As  I  have  already  noted,  Channing 
said,  "Be  obedient  to  the  promptings  of 
your  own  soul."  Other  statements  of 
that  tiTith  might  be  quoted,  but  It  is  un- 
necessary to  do  so. 

A  more  complete  statement  of  the 
principle  Just  mentioned  is  that  in  order 
to  realize  fully  the  life  with  which  man 
is  endowed  by  the  Creator,  it  is  neces- 
sary to  think  and  act  in  harmony  with 
the  Supreme  Power  and  the  law  of  crea- 
tion. 

With  no  intention  of  being  In  the  least 
sacrilegious  in  the  analogy,  I  might  sug- 
gest that  if  a  person  should  devise  a  very 
useful  mechanism  which  would  increase 
man's  comfort  and  improve  human 
standards  of  life,  everybody  would  as- 
sume that  the  device  in  question  should 
be  operated  in  accordance  with  the  plans 
and  ideas  of  the  person  who  had  devised 
or  invented  the  mechanism.  Now,  if 
that  is  the  proper  action  in  the  use  of 
What  is  humanly  constructed  and  ar- 
ranged, then  surely,  in  order  to  make 
the  best  use  of  our  lives,  we  must  live  the 
right,  which  means  the  truth,  that 
which  is  in  accord  with  the  law  of  the 
Infinite  Mind,  the  individual  should 
comply  with  the  directions  of  hi*  Cre- 
ator, must  constantly  accept  the  guid- 
ance designated  by  the  greatest  of  all 
men  as  "the  still  small  voice." 

There  are  many  distractions,  mistak- 
enly believed  to  be  harmless  but  which 
obstruct  the  prompt  recognition  and 
availment  of  the  perfect  unfolding  guid- 
ance of  the  all-knowing,  unlimited 
mind  and  its  activity,  which  is  the  source 
of  aU  that  may  be  designated  as  truth, 
the  real,  or  the  right 

Many  persons,  for  example,  engage  in 
the  observance  of  conventional  formali- 
ties of  one  kmd  or  another,  various  sym- 
bolisms, ceremonies,  and  other  erroneous 
conceptions  which  are  of  a  concrete  na- 
tiu-e,  and  generally  materialistic.    As  a 


result  of  such  practices  men  become  con- 
tentious in  their  efforts  to  uphold  and 
promote  programs,  and  even  fetishes  or 
cults  of  groups  with  which  they  may  be 
associated.  The  more  numerous  may  be 
such  distractions,  however,  the  more  it 
must  be  emphasized  that  always  the 
most  important  requirement  is  that  the 
individual  be  constantly  conscious  of  the 
existence  of  absolute  right.  There  is  no 
other  reality  or  existence  whatsoever. 
Whether  or  not  we  fully  understand  at 
any  moment  the  exact  nature  of  right, 
if  nevertheless  we  continue  to  know  that 
right,  the  truth,  the  real  is  all  that  exists 
or  can  exist,  we  can  be  sure  that  a  state 
of  true  happiness  will  be  experienced 
more  and  more  fully  as  the  iaidlvidual 
continues  to  be  In  accord  with  the  law  of 
the  perfect  government,  which  may  be 
called  the  true  law  of  life  if  you  will. 
It  is  the  only  law  which  can  be  prop- 
erly observed.  Failure  to  observe  that 
law  results  in  the  so-called  evil  or  wrong 
which  seems  to  plague  mankind. 

For  the  purpose  of  illustration,  let  us 
take  the  oflflce  of  the  legislator,  that  Is 
membership  in  the  policy  determining 
branch  of  government,  in  other  words, 
the  body  which  officially  determines  the 
policies,  the  interpretations  of  the  ever- 
prevailing  absolute  right,  the  truth, 
which  is  to  prevail  among  the  people 
collectively.  Unless  the  person  who  at- 
tempts to  be  a  legislator,  is  whlit  may  be 
described  as  afire  with  zeal  for  a  specific 
policy  or  policies  which  he  Is  certain 
would  increase  the  people's  realization 
of  justice,  their  fuller  enjoyment  of  In- 
finite good,  he  should  not  even  seek 
membership  in  any  lawmaking  body. 
Indeed  it  may  be  truly  said  that  when  a 
person  seeks  membership  in  any  law- 
making body,  because  of  the  desire  for  a 
title,  he  greatly,  and  very  harmfully 
lessens  his  fellowman's  enthusiasm  in 
the  search  for  and  understanding  of  the 
"Truth  that  will  make  men  free."  Such 
a  title  seeker  promotes  one  of  the  worst 
of  all  evils  which  the  cynics  call  "playing 
the  game  of  politics." 

The  principle  which  I  have  been  trying 
to  explain  is  expressed  in  the  lines  of 
Horatio  Bonar,  as  follows: 

Thy  soul  must  overflow  If  thou 
Another's  soul  wouldst  reach; 

It  needs  the  overflow  of  heart 
To  give  the  lips  full  speedh. 

Think  truly  and  thy  thoughts 
Shall  the  worlds  famine  feed; 

Bpeak  truly,  and  each  word  of  thine 
Shall   be  a  fruitful  seed; 

Live  truly,  and  thy  life  shall  be 
A  great  and  noble  creed. 

In  these  lines  the  poet  haj  made  it 
clear  that  in  everything  we  do.  but  more 
especially  when  as  lawmakers  we  under- 
take to  formulate  public  policies,  we 
should  search  our  consciences  thoroughly 
and  constantly  to  make  sure  that  we  are 
not  trying  to  serve  what  is  wrongly  con- 
sidered to  be  even  personal  material  ad- 
vantage instead  of  promoting  the  good  of 
all.  No  person,  young  or  old,  should  seek 
office  in  the  lawmaking  branch  of  gov- 
ernment of  any  kind,  imless  he  is  con- 
stantly obedient  to  the  still,  small  voice. 
He  may  believe  that  no  one  will  know 
the  difference,  but  finally  when  less  and 
less  often  the  promptings  of  right  elevate 
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his  thought  he  will  then  realize  the  fatal 
error  of  promoting  what  is  mistakenly 
regarded  as  the  material  interests  of  so- 
called  self. 

Some  may  say,  of  course,  that  no  per- 
son controls  his  own  conduct  in  accord- 
ance with  the  strict  standards  just  now 
discussed.  Such  reputation  assassins 
will  sneeringly  say  that  even  those  who 
sincerely  advocate  and  work  earnestly 
for  fundamental  principles  which  they 
are  certain  would  promote  justice,  yes, 
such  malicious  slanderers  say  that  such 
earnest,  sincere  workers  for  the  right  are 
first  of  all.  if  not  altogether  concerned 
about  personal  profit,  personal  advance- 
ment and  glorification. 

Cynics  may  ask  if  I  have  at  any  time 
set  aside  what  was  regarded  as  being  of 
great  material  advantage  to  me  in  order 
to  make  certain  of  better  serving  the 
cause  of  justice  for  our  fellowmen. 

My  answer  to  such  questions  is  that 
not  once  but  many,  many  times  have  I 
disregarded  what  was  generally  consid- 
ered to  be  of  great  material  advantage 
to  me  in  order  that  I  might  do  my  very 
best  to  establish  and  to  promote  the 
success  of  a  principle  which  I  knew  would 
make  men  free  in  a  politico-economic 
sense,  and  which  would  hasten  and  fi- 
nally bring  into  actual  experience  the 
equal  rights  provided  by  the  Creater  for 
all  mankind. 

Because  it  was  one  of  the  earliest  tests 
of  my  fidelity  to  a  great  cause,  yes,  a 
sacred  principle,  I  mention  an  instance 
which  might  be  regarded  by  the  cynic 
as  trifling,  although  I  did  not  so  consider 
it.  When  I  had  graduated  from  Cincin- 
nati Law  School  and  began  the  practice 
of  law  in  Cleveland.  I  Immediately  ten- 
dered my  services  to  Tom  Johnson,  the 
greatest  mayor  in  Cleveland's  history, 
who  was  serving  his  first  term.  My  rea- 
son for  doing  so  was  that  before  I  had 
settled  in  Cleveland.  I  had  learned  that 
Johnson  had  become  an  earnest  advo- 
cate, champion,  and  I  might  almost  say 
evangelist  for  a  great  principle  of  po- 
litical economy  advocated  by  P.  E.  Dove, 
the  French  physiocrats,  John  Stuart 
Mill.  Herbert  Spencer,  and  by  Henry 
George. 

I  had  previously  become  a  convert  to 
the  same  principle  of  political  economy. 
Promptly  therefore  after  I  arrived  in 
Cleveland,  I  volunteered  my  help  to  Mr. 
Johnson  when  I  learned  that  Johnson 
had  abandoned  a  marvelously  successful 
business  career — which  fxxjm  his  start  as 
a  new.spaper  boy,  during  the  war  against 
secession,  had  made  him  a  millionaire 
shortly  after  he  was  30  years  of  age — 
yes.  had  quit  a  most  prosperous  business 
in  order  to  promote  the  cause  which  he 
believed  would  enable  all  of  his  fellow- 
men  to  actually  enjoy  equal  rights  and 
would  abolish  the  distress  and  suffering 
of  humanity  and  assure  all  men  of 
justice. 

Shortly  after  I  had  settled  in  Cleve- 
land, some  of  the  people  in  the  neigh- 
borhood where  I  resided  were  urging  me 
very  earnestly  to  be  a  candidate  for  the 
city  council.  I  was,  of  course,  compli- 
mented by  their  urgence,  but  to  make 
sure  of  not  doing  anything  that  would 
harm  the  cause  to  which  I  was  as  much 
devoted  as  was  my  then  leader,  Tom 


Johnson.  I  called  to  see  Mr.  Johnson  and 
asked  him  what  he  thought  of  the  sug- 
gestion that  I  become  a  candidate  for 
the  coimcil.    He  was  very  complimen- 
tary, and  said  that  he  was  very  desirous 
of  having  my  cooperation.    He  said  that 
he  was  aware  of  my  devotion  to  the 
principle  of  political  economy  of  which 
he  had  become  such  an  earnest  cham- 
pion.    He  said,  however,  that  for  the 
advantage  of  the  cause  which  he  knew 
was  close  to  my  heart,  as  it  was  to  his, 
he  thought  that  it  would  be  better  to 
support  another  man  who  h£ui  already 
become  a  candidate  and  was  a  long-time 
resident  of  the  ward,  and  for  that  reason 
might  be  more  certain  of  election  than 
myself.    He  explained  that  he  knew  that, 
like  himself,  I  would  be  concerned  pri- 
marily  with   the   cause   for   which   he, 
Johnson,  was  fighting  and  like  himself, 
my  first  concern  would  be  to  make  sure 
of  the  election  of  a  sufficient  number  of 
coimcilmen  who  would  be  friendly  to 
our  cause.    I  promptly  agreed  and  said 
that  I  was  not  there  to  ask  for  his  sup- 
port or  to  urge  any  special  viewpoint, 
but  because  I  regarded  him  as  the  leader 
in  a  struggle  for  the  governmental  ap- 
proval of  the  sound  principle  of  politi- 
cal economy  which,  if  put  into  effect, 
would  assure  justice  to  all  men.    I  cheer- 
fully assured  him  at  once  that  I  would 
not  be  a  candidate  because  he  had  satis- 
fled  me  that  for  the  good  of  the  cause  I 
should  accept  his  judgment  &s  to  what 
was  the  best  course  under  the  circum- 
stances. 

At  the  risk  of  overemphasis,  but  be- 
cause of  the  transcendent  importance  of 
the  principle,  let  me  again  stress  the 
fact  that  what  may  be  designated  as  the 
truth,  the  right,  the  real,  has  always  ex- 
isted. Infinite  mind,  infinite  spirit,  or 
principle  and  the  law  of  its  action  are  all 
in  all.  All  that  really  exists  is  one.  The 
leading  physicists  agree  that  there  is  no 
independent  entity  called  matter.  It  is 
clear  therefore  that  the  individual  can 
create  nothing.  He  can.  however,  be- 
come conscious  of.  that  is  discover,  the 
right  and  continue  to  do  so  with  joy 
unlimited. 

Everyone  who  has  had  experience  in 
public  life,  or  indeed  has  been  engaged 
m  any  field  of  human  activity,  is  well 
aware  of  the  efforts  to  sway  him  from 
what  he  believes  to  be  right  and  that 
the  human  inclination  is  to  try  to  please 
our  fellows  as  far  as  possible. 

Since  I  started  as  a  Member  of  the 
House  on  March  4,  1913.  it  has  been  my 
desire  to  merit  the  good  will  of  all  of  my 
colleagues  and  I  do  not  believe  that  I 
have  neglected  any  prop)er  course  of  ac- 
tion to  earn  such  good  will.  My  philoso- 
phy of  life  does  not  permit  me  to  hate  a 
single  human  being,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  many  times  in  election 
strifes  I  have  been  the  victim  of  tactics 
which  most  people  would  have  felt  justi- 
fied a  person  to  be  not  only  hostile  but 
almost  violent  in  retaliation. 

It  is  well  known  that,  as  a  close  stu- 
dent of  the  philosophy  of  democracy.  I 
have  always  contended  that  as  Thomas 
Jefferson  insisted,  every  individual  must 
have  absolute  freedom  of  thought  and 
speech  and  be  subject  to  no  coercion  m 
the    performance    of    his    public    duty. 


That  is  the  way  in  which  we  secure  the 
cross  section  of  pubUc  opinion,  that  is 
to  say.  ascertain  the  voice  of  democracy. 
I  have  felt  also  that  it  was  especially 
important  that  a  person  who  aspires  to 
public  office  should  be  always  absolutely 
free  in  mmd  to  decide  what  he  believes 
to  be  right  in  reference  to  any  particular 
subject  that  may  require  a  decision  dur- 
ing his  tenure  of  such  public  office. 

In  my  effort  to  uphold  that  standard 
of  conduct  I  realize  that  I  have  dis- 
pleased persons  whom  I  would,  of  course, 
have  preferred  to  please,  if  I  could  have 
done  so  consistently  with  what  I  believed 
to  be  the  requirements  of  ethics  and 
justice.  Let  me  say  again,  ^owever.  that 
whether  or  not  I  have  displeased  or  dis- 
appointed persons  in  connection  with 
political  campaigns  in  my  home  territory 
or  disappointed  some  of  my  colleagues  in 
the  House,  with  whom  I  may  have  found 
it  necessary  at  times  to  disagree,  I  bear 
no  ill  will  to  anyone. 

We  should  all,  of  course,  as  already 
said,  earnestly  endeavor  always  to  up- 
hold, that  is  to  live,  the  right,  truth,  the 
real,  existing  eternally  by  virtue  of  the 
Supreme  Power,  the  only  lawgiver,  in  the 
£.bsolute  sense.  In  earnestly  serving  the 
cause  of  truth,  let  us,  however,  avoid 
any  histrionics  about  the  sacrifice  made 
in  doing  so.  We  often  hear  sentimental 
balderdash  about  dying  for  one's  faith, 
and  as  answer  to  that  kind  of  talk,  my 
colleagues,  I  shall  close  this  address  by 
quoting  the  lines  of  Ernest  Crosby: 
Lite  and  Death 

So  he  died  for  hU  faith.    That  Ib  fine. 

More  than  most  of  uc  do. 

But,  say.  can  you  add  to  that  line 

That  he  lived  for  It.  too? 

In  his  oeath  he  bore  witness  at  last 

As  a  martyr  to  the  truth. 

Did  his  life  do  the  same  In  the  past. 

From  t^e  days  of  hU  youth? 

It  Is  easy  to  die.     Men  have  died 

For  a  wish  or  a  whim — 

Prom  bravado  or  passion  or  pride, 

Was  It  harder  for  him? 

But  to  live — every  day  to  live  out 

All  the  truth  that  he  dreamt. 

While  his  friends  met  his  conduct  with  doubt 

And  the  world  with  contempt. 

Was  It  thus  that  he  plodded  ahead. 

Never  turning  aside? 

Then  we'll  talk  of  the  life  that  he  lived. 

Never  mind  how  he  died. 


NATIONAL  SALVATION  ARMY  WEEK 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  joint  resolution  (S. 
J.  Res.  173)  to  authorize  the  President 
to  proclaim  the  week  of  November  28. 
1954,  through  December  4,  1954,  as  Na- 
tional Salvation  Army  Week. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  joint 
resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  jomt  resolution, 
as  follows: 

Whereas  In  October  of  1879  a  lone  woman 
Salvation  Army  officer .  Lt.  Blxa  Shirley,  en- 
couraged the  formation  of  an  officlAl  party. 
comprUlng  7  women  ofScers  and  Cfwnmi»- 
sjoner  George  Soott  R&iiton.  to  exUJwS  the 
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Off  tiM  SalTntlon  Ansf  in  Um  UaUed 
Btstami  moA 

WbearaM  today  tta«  SalT»tlon  Army  baa 
grown  Into  a  huge  operation  wttb  tta  8;990 
offlean  admlnlaterlng  6,400  eentws  of  ebar- 
tUbla  and  rrtlgtooa  work  aateted  by  M.087 
promliMnt  clttema  at  an  races  and  oeeda 
wbo  ha«*  formally  aaneiated  tliemaelT«a  in 
tb«  doaa  xalatkmablp  of  lay  leadcnbip;  and 

Wbercaa  tba  Salvation  Army,  acting  under 
a  charter  imued  by  the  State  of  New  York  in 
1889,  Is  an  organixation  designed  to  operate 
as  a  religious  and  charitable  organization 
with  the  following  purpoeee:  The  apirttual, 
moral,  and  physical  refnmation  of  aU  who 
need  it;  the  reclamation  of  the  vicious,  erlm- 
Snal.  dissolute,  and  degraded;  visitation 
»i»M»ng  the  poor  and  Ixmely  and  sick;  the 
limafblng  of  the  Gospel  and  dissemination 
of  Christian  truth  by  means  of  open-air  and 
indoor  meetings:  Therefore  be  it 

Beaolved.  etc..  That  the  President,  of  the 
United  States  is  requested  and  authoriaed  to 
offlelaUy  proclaim  the  week  beginning  No- 
vember 28.  1964,  through  December  4.  1954. 
••  National  Salvation  Army  Week. 

The  Joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED' 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previotis 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentlewoman 
from  Bfassachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogxrs]  is 
recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
my  time  be  postponed  until  later  today, 
by  which  time  I  expect  to  have  certain 
Information  that  I  hope  to  have  before 
speaklnK.        

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts?  , 

There  was  no  objection. 


RECESS    APPOINTMENT    OP 
COMPTROLLER  GENERAL 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unaalmous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  th«  bill  (S.  3868)  au- 
thorizing the  payment  of  salary  to  any 
Individual  given  a  recess  appointment 
as  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  before  the  beginning  of  the  84th 
Congress. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwltlutandlng 
section  1761.  as  amended,  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  any  individual  appointed  by  the 
President  to  the  offlce  of  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States  before  the  t>egln- 
ning  of  the  first  regular  session  of  the  84th 
Congress  may  be  paid  the  salary  for  such 
office  as  provided  by  law. 

Sac.  2.  This  act  shall  cease  to  be  in  effect 
upon  the  4l8t  day  following  the  beginning 
of  the  first  regular  session  of  the  84th  Con- 
gress unless  prior  to  such  day  the  President 
shall  have  submitted  to  the  Senate  a  nomi- 
nation to  fill  such  offlce. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


WHY  I  CAME  TO  CONGRESS 
Mr.  MIUiER  fA  Kansas.    Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  genUeman  from 
Kansas?  1 

TTiere  was  no  objection.  I 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  S|)eaker, 
I  think  it  is  weU  known,  under  what  un- 
usual circumstances  I  came  to  the  House 
of  Representatives.  It  was  because  in- 
advert«itly  the  House  had  made  an  ap- 
prt^riatlon  to  build  a  dam  in  my  district, 
which  the  people  did  not  want  SkXid  they 
expressed  their  disapproval  by  defeating 
the  former  Member  from  that  district 
who  had  advocated  the  construction  of 
that  dam,  and  by  electing  a  man  who 
opposed  its  construction.  There  came 
a  time  when  an  amendment  was  offered 
to  an  appropriation  bUl  to  continue  con- 
struction of  that  dam,  and  it  is  uni- 
versally conceded  that  on  account  of  my 
activity  here  that  amendment  was  de- 
feated. Something  else  has  happened 
since  then.  The  same  influences  that  had 
brought  about  the  authorization  of  this 
dam  have  also  brought  about  an  au- 
thorization for  two  additional  dams  in 
my  district  xmder  exactly  similar  circum- 
stances. The  people  out  there  are  abso- 
lutely opposed  to  these  dams,  as  they 
were  and  stUl  are  opposed  to  construc- 
tion of  Tuttle  Creek  Dam.  They  proved 
it  m  the  primary  campaign.  I  had  no 
opposition  in  my  party  for  the  nomina- 
tion, but  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
rivalry  for  the  nomination  on  the  Re- 
pubUcan  ticket  and  the  issue  was 
definitely:  "Shall  these  dams  be  con- 
structed?" The  gentleman  who  was  op- 
posed to  those  dams  won  by  a  decisive 
majority,  which  shows  again  that  the 
people — the  majority  of  the  Republicans 
as  well  as  Democrats  in  that  district  are 
still  opposed  to  the  building  of  those 
dams.  The  nomination  hinged  upon 
that  issue. 

You  Members  of  Congress  passed  a 
bill  providing  pilot  watershed  projects 
to  demonstrate  the  best  methods  of  con- 
trol of  excess  water.  That  program  is 
well  under  way.  It  was  in  the  first  ses- 
sion of  this  Congress  that  you  provided 
for  the  first  time  an  appropriation  of  $5 
million  to  implement  the  development 
of  these  pilot  watershed  programs,  and 
It  is  being  done.  One  project  Is  being 
developed  in  the  valley  of  the  Delaware 
River,  where  one  of  the  three  big  dams 
is  authorized  to  be  built.  Th.  people 
are  progressing  with  it.  Last  Thursday, 
they  had  a  demonstration  out  there  in 
the  neighborhood  of  a  little  town  of  less 
than  200  people.  There  were  perhaps 
5,000  people  there  to  see  what  could  be 
done.  Louis  Bromfield  was  there  to  give 
the  main  address.  There  were  soil  con- 
servation experts  from  the  surrounding 
States  to  observe  the  success  of  the  proj- 
ect. It  was  shown  conclusively  that 
floods  can  be  prevented  by  controlling 
the  flow  of  the  water  from  raindrop  to 
the  river  channel. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  understand  that  It  is 
a  well-established  custom  to  give  due  re- 
gard to  the  interests  and  opinions  of  the 
people  and  the  Members  of  Congress  of 


all  the  congressional  districts.  This 
being  the  case  I  am  confident  that  no 
future  Congress  will  make  appropria- 
tions to  implement  construction  of  these 
dams  now  that  better  methods  of  flood 
control  are  being  demonstrated  in  the 
various  projects  authorized  and  provided 
for  by  this  preceding  Congress.  The 
more  than  $150  million  that  would  be 
necessary  to  build  these  danks  of  ques- 
tionable value  would  be  more  than 
enough  to  finance  the  Implementation  of 
modern  upstream  water  control  meas- 
ures and  have  money  left  over  for  chan- 
nel improvement  measures  by  way  of 
dikes,  flow  ways,  and  bank  stabiliza- 
tion, which  in  all  probability  would  be 
all  the  protection  necessary  for  the  cities 
of  Topeka,  Lawrence,  and  Kansas  City, 
when  the  upstream  measures  have  been 
taken. 

Now  that  the  pilot  watershed  program 
has  proved  the  effectiveness  of  upstream 
water  control,  I  confidently  believe  that 
future  Congresses  will  appropriate  the 
necessary  funds  to  develop  this  program 
with  great  speed  and  efiQcieocy. 
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ESTABUSHING  UNIFORM  SYSTEM 
FOR  GRANTING  INCENTIVE 
AWARDS  TO  OFFICERS  AND  EM- 
PLOYEES OF  THE  UNTTBD  STATES 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  may  be  in 
order  for  the  Speaker  to  recognize  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  ReesI  to 
move  to  suspend  the  rules  and  pass  the 
bill  (H.  R.  7774)  to  establish  a  uniform 
system  for  the  granting  of  incentive 
awards  to  officers  and  employees  of  tl.s 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes, 
as  amended  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  Objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  I  should  like 
to  inquire  of  the  majority  leader,  since 
he  is  requesting  permission  to  suspend 
some  more  rules  and  have  some  more 
unanimous-consent  requests,  if  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  consider  the  Washita 
project.  S.  118,  which  passed  the  Senate 
unanimously,  which  was  strongly  recom- 
mended by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  in  his  budget  message,  and  in 
which  no  later  than  yesterday  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  stated  he  favored 
and  which  the  Department  of  the  Air 
Force  has  indicated  it  is  highly  essential 
to  the  air  base  at  Clinton,  Okla. 

Would  the  gentleman  consider  calling 
up  this  measure  under  unanimous  con- 
sent or  under  suspension?  Three  weeks 
ago  the  same  bill  was  reported  out  of 
committee  by  a  10  to  3  vote.  At  the 
same  time  the  Rules  Committee  was 
meeting  and  the  administration  leaders 
informed  us  that  they  would  not  meet 
any  more.    Is  there  any  chance? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman  has 
discussed  this  matter  with  me  several 
times.  My  position  with  respect  to  it  is 
unchanged.  There  are  a  great  many 
measures  that  will  not  be  acted  upon  at 
this  session  of  the  Congress  for  one 
reason  or  another.  That  is  alll  can  say 
to  the  gentleman  at  this  time. 


Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  I  withdraw  my 
reservation  of  objection,  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  trust  that  the  majority  leader  may 
reconsider  and  change  his  attitude  in 
the  future. 

Mr.  Speaker  I  wish  to  read  the  copy 
of  a  letter  to  the  majority  leader,  which 
the  Air  Force  delivered  to  me  today. 

I  quote  the  letter: 

Depahtment  or  the  Am  PomcE. 
Washington,  D.  C,  August  20,  1954. 
Hon.  Charles  A.  Halleck, 

Uou.ie  of  Representatives, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Hallbck:  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  S.  118.  a  bill  '"to  autiiorlze  ttie 
Secretary  of  tiie  Interior  to  construct,  oper- 
ate, and  maintain  tiie  Initial  ptiase  of  the 
Washita  River  Basin  reclamation  project. 
Oklahoma." 

A  development  of  an  irrigation  and  recla- 
mation project  In  this  area  will  undoubtedly 
have  several  beneficial  effects  upon  the  Clin- 
ton-Sherman Air  Force  Base.  We  are  In- 
formed that  the  water  table  which  serves 
the  wells  supplying  the  alrbase  has  been 
falling.  Thus,  the  Impounding  of  water 
may  serve  as  a  potential  standby  for  these 
wells.  Furthermore,  we  envision  several 
thousand  military  personnel  and  civilian  de- 
pendents as  ultimately  being  stationed  in 
the  area.  Owing  to  the  nonavailability  of 
on-base  family  housing,  it  Is  clear  that  ad- 
jacent communities  will  be  augmented, 
which  In  turn  will  serve  to  place  a  further 
drain  on  the  present  water  supply  In  those 
surrounding  communities.  Another  con- 
siderable benefit  of  this  project  would  be 
the  creation  of  a  potential  recreation  area 
for  our  personnel. 

In  consequence  of  the   benefits    we   have 
mentioned,  we  feel  that  passage  of  this  bill 
would  be  In  the  overall  interest  of  the  De- 
partnient  of  the  Air  Force. 
Sincerely  yours. 

James  H.  Douclas, 

Under  Secretary. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  does  the 
gentleman  know  what  this  new  bill  is? 

Mr'.  HALLECK.  Yes,  I  think  I  know 
fairly  well  what  it  Is. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Would  the 
gentleman  impart  that  same  Information 
to  the  membership  of  the  House? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Yes.  It  is  a  bill,  the 
principal  part  of  which,  of  course  is  the 
Senate  amendment,  which  was  just 
adopted  today.  It  provides  in  its  gen- 
eral terms  for  a  5-percent  increase  for 
postal  employees  and  a  5-percent  in- 
crease for  classified  employees.  It  has 
certain  other  features,  one  of  which  is 
the  appointment  of  a  commission  to 
study  the  matter  of  reclassification. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
further  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
there  are  29  Members  of  the  House  who, 
feeling  very  deeply  that  it  was  necessary 
to  reduce  expenditures  here  and  balance 
the  budget,  went  out  right  far  on  the 
limb  the  other  day  in  order  to  try  and 
sustain  the  position  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  who  had  the  same  ob- 
jective in  view,  according  to  his  state- 
ments. 

I  would  like  to  know  in  determining 
whether  I  should  object  to  this  request  or 
not,  whether  the  President  has  aban- 
doned his  previous  expressions  of  his  in- 
tent to  see  that  this  budget  was  not  fur- 
ther unbalanced  by  this  proposition  un- 
less the  necessary  revenues  to  meet  the 
payments  were  included  in  the  bill. 


Mr.  HALLECK.  Let  me  say  to  the 
gentleman,  as  far  as  I  know,  the  Presi- 
dent has  not  reversed  his  position.  I 
think  that  was  expressed  in  the  other 
body  by  those  qualified  to  speak  there  in 
the  debate. 

May  I  also  say  to  the  gentleman  that 
as  far  as  I  am  concerned  my  pei^onal 
position  has  not  changed. 

I  took  the  position  from  the  beginning 
that  there  should  be  an  increase  in  post- 
al rates,  may  I  say  an  increase  that  I 
think  has  been  long  overdue,  to  offset 
this  cost.  That  is  my  present  position. 
We  have  all  got  to  be  practical. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Yes,  yes. 
And  this  matter  of  balancing  the  budget 
I  consider  the  most  practical  with  which 
we  have  to  deal. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Yes,  that  is  right, 
that  is  very  true. 

And  may  I  say  to  the  gentleman  he 
and  I  have  been  great  friends  for  a  long  ^ 
time,  and  I  will  put  my  record  up  against 
his  in  that  regard. 

May  I  also  say  to  the  gentleman  that 
in  asking  this  consent  request  do  not  get 
the  impression  I  am  indicating  support 
for  this  bill.  t)ecause  I  am  not.  I  want 
that  imderstood. 

It  is  quite  apparent  to  me  that  this 
Congress  is  not  going  to  adjourn  until 
this  measure  is  acted  upon.  When  the 
sine  die  adjournment  resolution  is 
adopted,  as  I  hope  it  will  be  adopted  to- 
day after  the  social-security  conference 
report  is  suited  upon  here  and  acted 
upon  in  the  other  body,  I  hope  that  the 
amended  adjournment  resolution  which 
we  sent  to  the  other  body  some  days  ago 
will  then  come  before  us. 

My  whole  purpose  here  Is  to  dispose  of 
the  matter  at  this  time  ahead  of  the  vote 
on  the  sine  die  adjournment  resolution 
in  order  that  our  work  may  be  quickly 
terminated. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  am  won- 
dering if  we  will  have  copies  of  the  bill 
available  when  it  comes  over  here. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  think  the  amend- 
ment was  printed  in  the  other  body.  I 
am  quite  sure  that  it  was,  and  undoubt- 
edly those  copies  will  be  available. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  May  I  say  to 
the  majority  leader  that  his  friendship 
for  me  is  fully  reciprocated.  I  have  ad- 
mired his  courage  through  the  years 
that  I  have  served  with  him.  What  I 
have  had  to  say  here  is  no  criticism  of 
the  majority  leader,  for  whom  I  have 
the  highest  regard  and  affection;  but 
I  would  like  to  repeat  that  those  of  us 
who  have  felt  so  deeply,  I  am  sure,  the 
desirability,  and  the  necessity  of  bring- 
ing this  budget  within  reach  of  balance, 
it  is  difBcult  for  us  to  understand  when 
we  support  the  President  at  some  per- 
sonal and  political  sacrifices  in  his  de- 
clared efforts  to  do  certain  things  that 
will  bring  that  about,  it  is  difficult  for 
us  to  understand  why  suddenly  the  rug 
is  pulled  out  from  under  us,  leaving  us 
in  midair. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  May  I  say  to  the 
gentleman,  if  he  will  yield,  that  the  rug 
is  not  being  pulled  out  from  vmder  any- 
one. 

The  gentleman  will  remember  that 
some  days  ago  we  took  action  on  a  com- 
bined bill.    It  was  the  text  of  both  bills 


that  had  been  reported  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Offlce  and  Civil  Service.  One 
provided  for  an  increase  of  rates — and 
may  I  say  a  reasonable  increase  in  rates, 
a  needed  increase  in  rates,  and  what  we 
conceived  to  be  a  reasonable  Increase  in 
pay  for  postal  employees  and  provision 
for  reclassification  subject  to  veto  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States. 

I  did  everything  in  my  power  to  bring 
that  bill  to  passage  because  I  thought  it 
was  right,  and  the  Record  will  disclose 
that  of  the  Republicans,  all  but  two  voted 
for  it.  We  tried  to  enact  a  program,  the 
kind  of  a  program  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  talks  about.  We  did  not  suc- 
ceed in  that  attempt  because  there  were 
not  enough  votes  on  that  side  to  pass  the 
measure.  Here  we  are  confronted  with 
a  practical  situation.  The  House  of 
Representatives,  not  with  my  vote, 
passed  some  days  ago  a  bill  for  postal 
employees.  The  other  body  by  an  over- 
whelming vote,  may  I  say  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia — I  understand  69  to 
4 — passed  this  bill.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  do  not  think  it  is  inciunbent 
upon  me  or  the  Speaker  to  take  the  indi- 
vidual responsibility  of  saying  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  that  under 
those  circumstances  you  cannot  act  on 
the  measure. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Perhaps  the 
gentleman  is  right,  but  it  does  not  seem 
to  me  to  be  the  proper  way  to  legislate; 
that  is,  to  bring  in  a  new  bill  here  that 
the  Members  do  not  know  anything 
about  and  have  never  seen  and  pass  it 
without  any  opportunity  for  amendment 
or  discussion. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  and  I  shall  not 
object,  I  want  to  ask  what  I  believe  to 
be  a  pertinent  question.  I  may  say  to 
my  friend  from  Indiana,  the  majority 
leader,  that  frankly  I  am  not  satisfied 
even  with  a  5-percent  increase.  I  think 
it  might  well  be  7  or  10  percent.  We 
have  been  lagging  behind  this  prdgram 
all  of  these  years.  But  I  would  like  to 
know  now  at  this  late  hour  that  we  may 
finally  have  an  increase  in  pay  for  the 
postal  employees  and  for  other  classi- 
fied Federal  employees  whether  the  bill 
provides  a  retroactive  Increase  in  pay 
or  will  the  pay  increase  be  current  or 
after  enactment,  and,  if  so,  when? 

Mr.  HALLECK  I  am  Informed  it  Is 
current.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  that  what  we  are  doing 
now  is  to  complete  the  procedure.  I  take 
it  a  second  will  be  demanded,  which  will 
give  20  minutes  of  debate  on  each  side. 
I  do  not  pretend  to  be  an  expert  on  all 
features  of  this  bill.  We  have  had  a 
number  of  things  here  that  have  come 
along  rapidly  in  recent  days. 

Mr.  DINGEUj.  I  am  not  going  to  ask 
for  a  second  because  I  want  to  speed  up 
the  moment  when  these  employees  will 
know  that  they  are  going  to  get  a  pay 
increase. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKL  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object  to  ask  one 
question:  Does  this  companion  bill  giv- 
ing a  rate  increase  with  a  salary  increase 
encompass  the  proposition  that  rates  will 
be  increased  to  wipe  out  the  whole  postal 
deficit,  or  are  we  putting  thb  on  a  spe- 
cial chai-ge  account  levied  acmiost  the 
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pnvle,  sUn  leartnc  the  eommercial 
uaen  of  the  malls  to  ran  riot  to  the  ex- 
tent of  •  deficit  of  orer  $400  mlUion? 
Do  you  lump  them  together  or  is  ttila  a 
q>eeifled  rate  increase  lot  a  speeifled 
purpoee? 

Mr.  HAIiXJSCK.  The  bill  we  brought 
in  under  tuspenaion  would  hsYe  raised 
or  would  have  increased  the  rates  about 
$230  million.  It  would  not  have  wiped 
out  the  current  deficit  of  $400  million. 
This  bill  has  no  provision  at  all  for  rate 
increase.  It  wiU  cost  the  Post  Office 
Department  and  also  the  taxpayers  an 
additional  $112  million.  That  is  not  good 
business. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  ho  objection.  | 


AMENDMENT  TO  SOCIAL  SECORmT 
ACl' AND  THE  INTERNAL  REVENUE 
CODE 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York  submitted  the 
following  conference  report  and  state- 
ment on  the  bill  (H.  R  9366)  to  amend 
the  Social  Security  Act  and  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  as  to  extend  coverage 
under  the  old-age  and  survivors  insur- 
ance program,  increase  the  benefits  pay- 
able theretmder,  preserve  the  insurance 
rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and  in- 
crease the  amount  of  earnings  permitted 
without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other 
purposes: 

CONratBMCZ  RXFOET   (H.  REFT.  No.  2879) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  th^  bill  (H.  R. 
9366)  to  amend  the  Social  Security  Aet  and 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  bo  as  to  extend 
coverage  under  the  old-age  and  survivors  in- 
surance program.  Increase  the  benefits  pay- 
able thereunder,  preserve  the  insurance 
rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and  Increase 
the  amount  of  earnings  permitted  without 
loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other  pxirpoaes,  hav- 
ing met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have 
agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to 
their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend- 
ments numbered  1.  2.  9.  10,  13,  13,  80.  45. 
47.  48,  SO,  61,  62.  124,  125.  137,  139,  140.  141. 
183.  190.  196,  201.  202.  239,  254,  295.  267. 
375.  and  399. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 4.  6.  6.  14.  15,  16.  17.  18.  19.  20.  21,  22. 
23,  24.  25.  26.  27.  28.  39.  31.  32.  36.  37.  39. 
40,  41.  43,  43.  44.  46,  65,  66,  67.  68,  69.  60. 
61.  63.  63.  64.  66,  66,  67.  68,  69,  70.  71.  72. 
73,  74,  76.  76,  77,  78.  79.  80,  81,  83.  88.  84. 
86.  86.  87.  88.  89,  90,  91.  93.  93,  94,  06.  96. 
97.  98.  99.  100.  101.  103,  103.  104.  106.  106. 
107,  108.  109.  110.  Ill,  113,  113.  114,  116, 
116.  117.  118.  119.  130.  131.  133.  133.  136. 
137.  138,  129.  130.  131.  132.  133.  134.  135.  136. 
142.  143.  144.  145.  146,  147,  148.  149.  160.  151. 
163.  153.  164.  155.  166.  167.  158.  169.  163.  166. 
167.  168,  169,  170,  171,  178,  176,  177,  178,  179, 
180.  182.  183,  184,  185,  188,  191,  193.  193. 
194,  196.  187.  198.  199.  303.  304,  306, 
306,  307,  308,  309.  310.  311.  212.  218.  214. 
315,  316.  317.  318.  319.  330.  331.  223.  333. 
234.  336.  230.  237.  338.  330.  330.  331.  333, 
333,  3S4.  336,  336,  337,  340,  341,  343,  343,  344, 
346.  346.  347,  348,  349,  360,  351,  363,  383,  298, 
360.  360,  361.  363,  363,  364,  367,  268,  272, 
378.  978.  377,  278,  270,  380,  28|.  383,  283, 
384,  386.  386.  387,  388.  389,  390.  391,  292, 
393,  3te,  396.  896.  897,  398,  300,  801.  303, 
803,  804,  305,  306,  807.  308,  309.  310.  311. 
318.    313,   314,    315,   316,   317.   318,    319,    320, 


aai.  833,  833.  834.  335,  836.  337.  828.  329. 
830.  881.  833.  834.  336.  336,  337.  838.  339. 
and  340  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  3:  That  the  Ho\ue 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment at  the  Senate  numbered  8,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted 
by  the  Semite  amendment  insert  the  fol- 
lowing: "8100";  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  7:  That  the  House 
recede  from^  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  7,  a>nd  agree 
to  the  same  with  the  following  amend- 
ments: 

Restore  the  matter  proposed  to  ya  stricken 
out  by  the  Senate  amendment. 

On  page  4,  of  the  House  engrossed  bill, 
strike  out  lines  20  and  21. 

On  page  4.  of  the  House  engrossed  bill, 
strike  out  "(C)"  on  line  22  and  Insert  "(B)." 

On  page  6,  lines  6  and  7,  of  the  Souse  en- 
grossed bill,  strike  out  "(other  than  the 
retirement  system  of  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority)." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  8:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  8,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  the  following  amendments : 

On  page  2,  line  10,  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendments,  strike  out  "(c)  (1)"  ahd  Insert 
the  following:   "(d)    (1)." 

On  page  2,  line  15,  of  the  Senate  tn^ossed 
amendments,  strike  out  "sentence''  and  in- 
sert the  following:   "sentences." 

On  page  3,  line  6,  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendments,  strike  out  "(7)"  and  Insert 
the  following:  "(6)  (as  renumbered  by  sub- 
section (g)   (1)  Of  this  section)." 

On  page  8,  line  7,  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendments,  strike  out  "paragraph  (7)" 
and  Insert  the  following:  "such  paragraph 
(6)." 

On  page  3,  line  9,  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendments,  strike  out  "(8)"  aad  insert 
"(7)." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  sam^. 

Amendment  numbered  11:  T"-at  the  House 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  11,  »nd  agree 
to  the  same  with  the  following  ametdments : 

Restore  the  matter  proposed  to  b4  stricken 
out  by  the  Senate  amendment. 

On  page  11,  of  the  House  engrossed  bill, 
strike  out  lines  3  through  9  and  msert  the 
following: 

"(4)  Section  211  (c)  (5)  of  suCh  Act  is 
amended  'to  read  as  follows : 

"•(5)  The  performance  of  service  by  an 
individual  in  the  exercise  of  his  profession 
as  a  physician,  lawyer,  dentist,  osteopath, 
veterinarian,  chiropractor,  natvirofath,  op- 
tometrist, or  Christian  Science  practitioner; 
or  the  performance  of  such  service  by  a  part- 
nership.' " 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  33 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  33,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  the  following  amendments : 

On  page  7,  line  10,  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendments,  strike  out  "(1)"  aad  Insert 
"(J)." 

On  page  7,  line  12,  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendments,  strike  out  "(g)"  aad  insert 
••(h)." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  34 :  That  ttoe  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  34,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  a«  follows : 
On  page  8,  line  11,  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendments  strike  out  "(J)"  aad  insert 
"(k)";   and  the  Senate  agree  to  tihe  same. 

Amendment  numbered  35 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  nximbered  36,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  b«  Inserted 


by  the  Senate  amendment  tnseitt  the  foUow- 
Ing:  "(1) ";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  38 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  $8,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendmeqt  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  1x>  be  inserted 
by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the  fol- 
lowing: "(m)";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  49 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  49,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendmeht  as  follows: 
Restore  the  matter  proposed  to  be  stricken 
out  by  the  Senate  amendment,  and  on  page 

23,  line  15,  of  the  House  engrossed  bill  strike 
out  "paragraph  (2)  of;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  53:  That  the  Hoxise 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  63,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendmeat  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted 
by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the  follow- 
ing: "(j)  and  (m)":  and  the  Sonate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  54 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  64,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendmeat  as  follows: 
Restore  the  matter  proposed  to  be  stricken 
out  by  the  Senate  amendment,  and  on  page 

24.  line  6.  of  the  House  engrossed  bill,  strike 
out  "paragraph  (2)  of";  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  138:  That  the 
House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  138,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  Restore  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
stricken  out  by  the  Senate  amendment,  and 
on  page  57,  line  25.  of  the  HoUse  engrossed 
bill,  strike  out  "and  (4)"  and  Insert:  ",  (4), 
and  (5)  ":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  niunbered  160:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  160,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  Strike  out  the  matter  proposed  to 
be  stricken  out  by  the  Senate  amendment 
and  Insert  the  following: 

"termination  of  benefits  upoM  depoktation 

"Sec.  107.  Section  202  of  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Act  is  amended  by  adding  after  subrec- 
tlon  (m)  thereof  (added  by  section  102  (i) 
of  this  Act )  the  following  new  tubsection : 
"  'Termination  of  Benefits  Upon,  Deportation 
of  Primary  Beneficiary 

"'(n)  (1)  If  any  Individual  is  (after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  subsection)  de- 
ported under  paragraph  (1).  (2),  (4),  (6), 
(6).  (7),  (10).  (11).  (12),  (14),  (16).  (16), 
(17),  or  (18)  of  section  241  (a)  of  the  Immi- 
gration and  Nationality  Act,  then,  notwith- 
standing any  other  provisions  Of  this  title — 

"  '(A)  no  monthly  benefit  uader  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  paid  to  such  individual,  on  the 
basl  of  his  wages  and  self -employment  in- 
come, for  any  month  occ\irrlng  (1)  after  the 
month  in  which  the  Secretary  Is  notified  by 
the  Attorney  General  that  suth  individual 
has  been  so  deported,  and  (11)  before  the 
month  in  which  such  individual  Is  thereafter 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence, 

"  '(B)  if  no  benefit  could  be  paid  to  such 
individual  (or  if  no  benefit  could  be  paid  to 
him  If  he  were  alive)  for  any  ntonth  by  rea- 
son of  subparagraph  (A),  no  monthly  ben- 
efit under  this  section  shall  be  paid,  on  the 
basis  of  his  wages  and  self-emplo3rment  in- 
come, for  such  month  to  any  other  person 
who  is  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
is  outside  the  United  States  for  any  part  of 
such  month,  and 

"'(C)  no  lump-stun  death  payment  shall 
be  made  on  the  basis  of  such  individual's 
wages  and  self-employment  income  if  he 
dies  (1)  in  or  after  the  month  in  which  such 
notice  is  received,  and  (il)  before  the  month 
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in  which  h«  la  thereafter  lawfully  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  permanent  reatdence. 
SecUon  203  (b)  and  (c)  at  this  Act  shaU  not 
apply  with  respect  to  any  such  Individual  for 
any  month  for  which  no  monthly  bena&t 
may  be  paid  to  him  by  reason  of  thia 
paragraph. 

"  '(2)  As  soon  as  pracUeable  after  the  de- 
portation of  any  individual  under  any  of  the 
paragraphs  of  section  241  (a)  of  the  Immi- 
gration and  Nationality  Act  enumerated  In 
paragraph  ( 1 )  in  this  subeectlon,  the  Attor- 
ney General  shall  notify  the  Secretary  of 
such  deportation.'  " 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Amendment  numbered  161:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  161.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
IoUowb:  In  heu  of  the  matter  proposed  to 
be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert 
the  following:  "108";  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  164:  That  the 
House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  164.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to 
be  stricken  out  by  the  Senate  amendment 
insert  the  following: 

"(b)  Subparagraph  (B)  of  section  213  (a) 
(2)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  inserting 
'(except  wages  for  agricultural  labor  paid 
after  1954)'  after  '850  or  more  In  wages' 
in  that  part  of  such  subparagraph  which 
precedes  clause  (1),  and  by  striking  out 
clause  (iv)  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following: 

"  '  ( Iv )  If  an  individual  is  paid  wages  for 
agricultural  labor  in  a  calendar  year  after 
1954,  then,  subject  to  clause  (1),  (a)  the 
last  quarter  of  such  year  which  can  be  but 
is  not  others  Ise  a  quarter  of  coverage  shall 
be  a  quarter  of  coverage  if  such  wages  are 
less  than  $200:  (b)  the  last  2  quarters  of 
such  year  which  can  be  but  are  not  other- 
wise quarters  of  coverage  shall  be  quarters 
of  coverage  J  such  wages  equal  or  exceed 
$200  but  are  less  than  $300:  (c)  the  last 
3  quarters  of  such  year  which  can  be  but 
are  not  otherwise  quarters  of  coverage  shall 
be  quarters  of  coverage  if  such  wages  equal 
or  exceed  $300  but  are  less  than  $400;  and 
(d)  each  quarter  of  such  year  which  is  not 
otherwise  a  quarter  of  coverage  shall  be  a 
quarter  of  coverage  If  such  wages  are  $400 
or  more;  and 

"•(v)  no  quarter  shall  be  counted  as  a 
quarter  of  coverage  prior  to  the  beginning 
of  such  quarter. 

If.  in  th)  case  of  any  Individual  who  has 
attained  retirement  age  or  died  or  Is  under 
a  disability  and  who  has  been  paid  wages 
for  agricultural  labor  in  a  calendar  year 
after  1954,  the  requirements  for  insured 
status  in  subsection  (a)  or  (b)  of  section 
214,  the  requirements  for  entitlement  to  a 
computation  or  recomputation  of  his  pri- 
mary Insiirance  amount,  or  the  reqiilrements 
of  paragraph  (3)  of  section  216  (1)  are  not 
met  after  assignment  of  quarters  of  coverage 
to  quarters  in  such  year  as  provided  in  claxise 
(iv)  of  the  preceding  sentence,  but  «rauld 
be  met  if  such  quarters  of  coverage  were 
assigned  to  different  quarters  in  such  year, 
then  such  quarters  of  coverage  shall  instead 
be  assigned,  for  purposes  only  of  determining 
compliance  with  such  requirements,  to  such 
different  qufjters.'  *• 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Amendment  numbered  165:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  niunbered  165,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
inserted  by  the  Seriate  ankendment  Insert  the 
following:  "106";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment    numbered     173:     That    the 
Bouse  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 


it  of  the  Senate  numbered  173.  and 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
foUows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  propoaed  to  be 
tnaerted  toy  the  Senate  amendment  Insert  the 
following:  "110":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 


Amendment  numbered  174:  llxat  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendnaent  of  the  Senate  niunbered  174,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  propoaed  to  be 
inserted  by  the  Senate  amendoMnt  insert  the 
following:  "111":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  176:  That  the 
Hotise  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  176,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  ameixlment  as 
follows :  In  lieu  of  the  matter  propxxed  to  be 
inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  Insert  the 
following:  "112";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  181 :  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  181,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the 
following:  "113";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  186:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  186,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  In- 
serted by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the 
following:  "114";  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  187 :  That  the  Hotise 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  numbered  187,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  Ueu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  In- 
serted by  the  Senate  amendment  Insert  the 
following: 
"covxam    iMPLOTMrNT    not    counted    TTNDXa 

OTHEB    rEDEKAL    aXTOLEMENT    SYSTEMS 

"Sec.  115.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro- 
vision of  law,  in  determining  eligibility  lor 
or  the  amount  of  any  benefit  (other  than  a 
benefit  under  title  II  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  (X  under  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended)  under  any  retirement 
system  established  by  the  United  States  or 
any  instrumentality  thereof,  there  shall  not 
be  taken  Into  account  any  service  which. 
by  reason  of  the  amendments  to  section  210 
(a)  of  the  Social  Sscurlty  Act  made  by  sec- 
tion 101  (c)  of  this  Act,  constitutes  em- 
ployment as  defined  in  such  section  210 
(a)." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  189:  That  the 
House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  189,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  the  following  amend- 
ments   to    the    House    engrossed    bill: 

Restore  the  matter  proposed  to  be  stricken 
out  by  the  Senate  amendment. 

On  page  93,  line  5,  strilte  out  "481  (a)" 
and  insert  "1402  (a)." 

On  page  93,  line  6,  after  "Internal  Rev- 
enue Code",  insert  "of  1954." 

On  page  93,  line  7,  strike  out  "There"  and 
insert  "there." 

On  page  93,  line  13.  strike  out  "481"  and 
insert  "1402." 

On  page  93,  line  14,  after  "Code",  insert 
-of  1954." 

On  page  93,  line  16,  strike  out  "and  (7)," 
and  insert  "(7),  and  (8),". 

On  page  93,  line  17.  strike  out  "and  (6)." 
and  insert  "(6).  and  (7).". 

Page  04,  line  2.  strike  out  "1426  (h),"  and 
Insert  "3131    (g),". 

Page  94.  line  6,  strike  out  "per  centum" 
#.Tvi  insert  "percent." 

And   the   Senate   agree   to   the  eame. 

Amendment  numbered  200 :  That  the  nouee 
recede  Xrom  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 


ment of  the  Senate  nnmbered  300.  aad  agree 
to  the  same  with  the  f^Iowlng  amendmenta: 
On  page  SI.  line  10,  at  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendmcnta.  strike  out  "■entenoe"  and  in- 
sert the  f (blowing:  "sentences". 

On  page  S3.  In  lines  IS  and  14.  at  the  Sen- 
ate engrossed  amendments,  strike  out  "asrv- 
ice.  described  in  subeectlon  (c)  (4)  or  (8)." 
and  insert  the  following:  "aervloe  deacrlbed 
in  subsection  (c)  (4) ,  or  service  deacrlbed  In 
subsection  (c)  (6)  Inaofar  as  It  ralatea  to  the 
performance  at  service  by  an  Individual  In 
the  exercise  of  his  profession  as  a  Christian  • 
Science   practitioner.". 

On  page  32  of  the  Senate  engrossed  amend- 
ments, beginning  with  "(computed"  In  line 
20,  strike  out  all  through  line  3  on  page  33 
and  insert  the  foUowing:  "(computed.  In  the 
case  of  an  Individual  referred  to  In  para- 
graph (1)  (A),  without  regard  to  subsection 
(c)  (4).  and.  in  the  case  of  an  Individual 
referred  to  in  paragraph  (1)  (B).  without 
regard  to  subeectlon  (c)  (6)  Insofar  as  It 
relates  to  the  performance  of  service  by  an 
individual  in  the  exercise  of  his  profession 
as  a  Christian  Science  practitioner)  of  8400 
or  more,  any  part  of  which  was  derived 
from  the  performance  of  service  described  In 
subsection  (c)  (4),  or  from  the  perf<Mrmanoe 
of  service  described  in  subsection  (c)  (6)  in- 
sofar as  It  relates  to  the  performance  of  serv- 
ice by  an  individual  in  the  exercise  of  fate 
profession  as  a  Christian  Science  practi- 
tioner, as  the  case  may  be." 

On  page  33.  line  14,  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendments,  strike  out  "(8) "  and  insert  the 
following:  "(7)  as  renumbered  by  subeectlon 
(a)   (2)  of  this  section)." 

On  page  33,  line  15,  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendments,  strike  out  "paragraph  (8) "  and 
Insert  the  following:  "such  paragraph  (7)." 
On  page  33,  line  17,  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendments,  strike  out  "(9)"  and  Insert  the 
following:  "(8)." 

On  page  34  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendments  strike  out  lines  6,  7,  and  8  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"(5)  Section  1402  (c)  (5)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  is  amended  to  read  aa 
follows :  • 

•• '  ( 5 )  the  performance  of  service  by  an  In- 
dividual in  the  exercise  of  his  profession  as  a 
physician,  lawyer,  dentist,  osteopath,  veteri- 
narian, chiropractor,  naturopath,  optome- 
trist, or  Christian  Science  practitioner;  or 
the  p>erf  ormance  of  such  service  by  a  partner- 
ship.' " 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Amendment  numbered  288:  That  the 
House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  288,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  the  following  amend- 
ment: On  page  99.  lines  3  and  4,  of  the  House 
engrossed  bill  strike  out  "1430  (e)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code"  and  Insert  "8122 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1064";  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  256:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  366. 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  matter  proposed 
to  be  Inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment 
Insert  the  foUowlng:  "$100";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  ntimbered  366:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  Uy  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  366. 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  the  foUowlng 
amendments  to  the  House  sngroseed  bUl : 

Restore  the  matter  proposed  to  be  strldcea 
out   by   the   Senate   amendment. 

On  page  102,  Une  4,  strike  out  "1436  (b) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code"  and  laaert 
"3121  (b)  of  the  Internal  Beveniae  Code  ot 
1964." 

On  page  103.  line  6,  strike  orot  '1 
Insert  "serv-." 

On  page  103.  strike  out  lines  10  and  II. 
On  page  102.  line  12.  strike  a«rt  "(C)"  aaC 
insert  "(B)." 
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109.  Una  S.  strtk*  out  "Scrrlo*" 


On  pat*  109.  tn  Unas  38  and  M.  atrlka  out 
"(otbar  tban  ttaa  reUrammt  aTatem  of  tha 
Tennaaaaa  Vallay  Authority).** 

On  pagM  IM  and  106.  strike  out  autiaectloii 
(e). 

And  tlM  Sanata  agraa  to  tba  aame. 

It  numbered  306:  That  the  Houaa 
from  Ita  dJaagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment ct  the  Senate  numbered  360,  and  agree 
to  tha  aame  with  an  amendment  aa  foUowa: 
In  Ilea  of  the  matter  propoaed  to  be  ln> 
aerted  by  the  Senate  amendment  Insert  the 
following:  "(e)":  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  360:  That  the 
House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  369.  and 
agree  to  the  aame  with  an  amendment  aa 
foUowa:  In  heu  of  the  matter  propoaed  to 
be  Inaerted  by  the  Senate  amendment  In- 
sert the  following:  "(f)":  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  aame. 

Amendment  numbered  370:  That  the 
Houae  recede  from  Iti*  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  270, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
aa  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed 
to  be  Inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  in- 
sert the  foUowlng:  "(c).  (d),  and  (e)";  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  -  271 :  That  the 
House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  271, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
aa  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  propoaed 
to  be  Inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  in- 
aert  the  foUowlng: 

"MMonaaxn  ixlatino  to  collbctiom  or 

SMPLOTB  TAX  ' 


aOSA.  Section  3102  (a)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  1954  la  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  tlie  foUowlng  new 
sentence:  'An  employer  who  in  any  calen- 
dar quarter  pays  to  an  employee  ca^  re- 
muneration to  which  paragraph  (7)  (B) 
or  (C)  or  (10)  of  section  3121  (a)  is  appU- 
cable  may  deduct  an  amoiint  equivalent  to 
such  tax  from  any  such  payment  of  remuner- 
ation, even  though  at  the  time  of  payment 
the  total  amount  of  such  remuneration  paid 
to  the  employee  by  the  employer  In  the 
calendar  quarter  is  less  than  $50;  and  an 
employer  who  in  any  calendar  year  pays  to 
an  employee  cash  remuneration  to  which 
paragraph  (8)  (B)  of  section  3121  (a)  la  ap- 
plicable may  deduct  an  amount  equivalent  to 
auch  tax  from  any  such  payment  of  remun- 
eration, even  though  at  the  time  of  payment 
the  total  amount  of  such  remuneration  paid 
to  the  employee  by  the  employer  in  the  cal- 
endar year  Is  less  than  $100'." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbwed  274:  That  the 
Houae  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  274. 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows:  Strike  out  the  matter  proposed 
to  be  stricken  out  by  the  Senate  amendment 
and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"nUKO  or  STTFPUHCXNTAL  LISTS  Or  ZMFLOTEIS 

BT  cBSTAnr  NONPHorrr  obgamizations 
"Sac.  307.  (a)  Paragraph  (1)  of  section 
3121  (k)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  third 
sentence  thereof  and  Inserting  in  lieu  there- 
of the  following:  'Such  list  may  be  amended 
at  any  time  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the 
twenty-fourth  month  following  the  flivt  cal- 
endar quarter  for  which  the  certificate  is  in 
effect,  by  filing  with  the  prescribed  oflOcial  a 
supplemental  list  or  lists  containing  the  sig- 
nature, address,  and  social  security  account 
number  (if  any)  of  each  additional  employee 
who  concurs  in  the  filing  of  the  certificate.* 
"(b)  Paragraph  (1)  of  auch  aecUon  3 121 
(k)  la  furthar  amended  by  atrlklng  out  the 
period  at  the  end  of  the  fifth  sentence  there- 
of and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  follow- 


ing: *,  except  that.  In  the  case  of  service 
performed  by  an  Individual  whose  name  ap- 
pears on  a.  supplemental  list  filed  after  the 
first  month  following  the  first  calendar  quar- 
ter for  which  the  certificate  Is  in  eflect,  the 
certificate  shall  be  in  effect,  for  purposes  of 
such  subsection  (b)  (8)  and  for  purposes 
of  section  210  (a)  (8)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  only  with  respect  to  service  performed 
by  such  Individual  after  the  calendar  quar- 
ter In  which  such  supplemental  list  la  filed.'  " 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Amendment  numbered  333:  That  the 
House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  833,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  On  j^age  47.  line  2.  of  the  Senate 
engrossed  amendments,  strike  out  "209"  and 
Insert  "210";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendntent  numbered  341 :  That  the 
House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  341, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  the  fcUowing 
amendments: 

On  page  50,  line  21,  of  the  Senate  en- 
grossed amendments,  after  "paid"  insert  the 
following:  "prior  to  the  enactment  of  this 
Act." 

On  page  51,  line  3,  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendments,  after  "filed"  Insert  the  fol- 
lowing: "on  or  before  January  1.  1997,  and." 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  sadie. 
Amendment  numbered  342:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  342,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  On  page  51,  line  16.  of  th*  Senate 
engrossed  amendments,  after  "Secretary"  In- 
sert the  following:  "of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Danizl  a.  Reed, 
Thomas  A.  Jenkin^ 
Richard  M.  SiMPsdsi, 
Jkre  Cooper,  j 

John  D.  Dincell.  ' 
the   Part   of    the    House. 

ET7GENE    D.    MlLUKHf, 

Edward  Martin, 
John  J.  Willjams, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  ! 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  Boiise  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9366)  to  amend 
the  Social  Security  Act  and  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  so  as  to  extend  coverage  under 
the  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  pro- 
gram. Increase  the  benefits  payable  there- 
under, preserve  the  insurance  rights  of  dis- 
abled individuals,  and  Increase  the  amount 
of  earnings  permitted  without  loss  of  bene- 
fits, and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  fol- 
lowing statement  in  explanation  of  the  ef- 
fect of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  con- 
ferees and  recommended  In  the  acccmpany- 
Ing  conference  report: 

The  following  Senate  amendments  made 
technical,  clerical,  clarifying,  or  oonform- 
Ing  changes  (Including  changes  in  section 
references  made  necessary  by  the  enactment 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954)  :  5,  9, 
10.  13,  15,  25,  28-30.  32,  35.  37-44,  46-60.  61-63. 
67.  68,  71-73,  79,  80,  83.  84,  86.  87,  97,  100-110. 
112-124.  135.  138,  142,  143,  146.  147,  149, 
150.  152,  153,  155-159.  161.  162,  165,  166, 
16»-18e,  188,  190-199,  201-237.  239-253. 
257-259.  261-264.  266-270.  272,  273.  275-297, 
298-318,  320.  321,  323-328,  330-333,  335-337, 
339.  and  340.  With  respect  to  these  amend- 
ments (1)  the  House  either  recedos  or  re- 
cedes with  amendments  which  are  technical, 
clerical,  clarifying,  or  conforming  la  nature, 
or  (2)  the  Senate  recedes  in  order  to  con- 
form to  other  action  agreed  upon  by  the 
committee  of  conference. 

Amendments  Nos.  1.  2.  and  3:  The  House 
bill  amended  section  209  (h)  of  the  Social  Se- 
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ciuity  Act  so  as  to  exclude  from  wagea.  for 
piu-poses  of  old-age  and  sxirvlvorv  insurance, 
cash  remuneration  paid  by  an  employer  to 
an  employee  In  any  calendar  year  for  agricul- 
tural labor  unless  such  remuneration  is  $200 
or  more.  This  provision  would  replace  the 
provision  in  present  law  (eliminated  by 
section  101  (a)  (4)  of  the  bill,  which  ex- 
cludes agricultural  labor  performed  in  a 
calendar  quarter  from  covered  employment 
unless  the  cash  remuneration  paid  for  such 
labor  is  $50  or  more  and  the  individual  per- 
forming such  labor  is  "regularly  employed" 
for  that  purpose.  Under  the  Seeate  amend- 
ments, coverage  for  agricultural  labor  would 
depend  upon  the  payment  to  the  employee 
of  $50  or  more  in  a  calendar  qiiarter  rather 
than  $200  or  more  In  a  calendar  year.  The 
Senate  recedes  from  amendments  Noe.  1  and 
2,  and  the  House  recedes  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  amendment  No.  3  with  an  amend- 
ment reducing  the  amount  of  sUch  cash  re- 
muneration from  $200  to  $100,  With  the  re- 
sult that,  under  the  conference  agreement, 
coverage  for  agricultural  labor  depends  upon 
the  payment  to  the  employee  .by  any  one 
employer,  of  $100  or  more  In  a  calendar  year. 

Amendment  No.  4:  The  House  bill  removed 
the  exclusion  from  "employment"  of  services 
p)erformed  in  connection  with  the  produc- 
tion, harvesting,  or  processing  oC  crude  gum 
(oleo-resln) ,  thereby  covering  such  services 
under  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  on 
the  same  basis  as  other  agrlciiltural  labor. 
The  Senate  amendment  restored  the  pro- 
vision excluding  such  services  from  the 
coverage.     The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  6:  The  House  bill  con- 
tinued in  eflect  the  provisions  of  the  pres- 
ent law  excluding  from  "employment"  serv- 
ices performed  by  foreign  agricultural 
workers  under  contracts  entered  into  in  ac- 
cordance with  title  V  of  the  Agricultural  Act 
of  1949.  The  Senate  amendment  provided  in 
addition  for  the  exclusion  frctn  "employ- 
ment" of  services  performed  by  foreign  agri- 
cultural workers  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  from  the  Bahamas,  Jamaica, 
and  the  other  British  West  Indies  on  a  tem- 
porary basis  to  perform  agricultural  labor. 
The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  7:  Section  1(>1  (c)  of  the 
House  bill  extended  coverage  to  most  service 
(now  excluded)  performed  by  employees  of 
Federal  instrumentalities  who  are  not  al- 
ready covered  by  a  federally  established  re- 
tirement system.  It  also  extended  coverage 
to  service  performed  by  two  groups  of  em- 
ployees (employees  of  Federal  home  loan 
banks  and  Individuals  subject  to  the  retire- 
ment system  of  the  TVA)  who  are  now  cov- 
ered by  other  retirement  systems.  Paragraph 
(3)  of  section  101  (c)  made  certain  admin- 
istrative provisions  applicable  to  civilian  em- 
ployees of  Coast  Guard  exchanges  and  other 
activities  (who  constitute  one  at  tl«e  groups 
brought  under  coverage  by  the  bill).  The 
Senate  amendment  deleted  these  provisions, 
thereby  continuing  the  exclusion  of  these 
employees  from  coverage.  The  House  recedes 
with  an  amendment  which  In  effect  restores 
the  House  language  but  continues  the  exclu- 
sion from  coverage  of  employees  of  Federal 
home  loan  banks  and  Individuals  subject  to 
the  retirement  system  of  the  TVA. 

Amendment  No.  8:  Section  101  (d)  (1)  of 
the  Rouse  bill  provided  for  the  coverage  of 
certain  ministers  and  members  of  religious 
orders  employed  by  nonprofit  tax-exempt  or- 
ganizations upon  the  filing  by  the  organi- 
zation concerned  of  a  certificate  (concurred 
in  by  two-thirds  of  the  clergymen  employees) 
waiving  its  exemption  from  the  taxes  im- 
posed by  the  Federal  Insurance  Cbntrlbutlons 
Act.  Clergymen  who  concur  In  the  filing  of 
such  certificate,  and  those  employed  by  the 
organization  thereafter,  would  be  covered  on 
a  compulsory  basis.  Section  101  (d)  (2)  of 
the  House  bill  provided  for  the  coverage,  on 
a  compulsory  basis,  of  self-employed  min- 
isters and  members  of  religious  orders  (as 
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well  M  other  mlnletert  and  memben  of  re- 
Ugloua  orders  to  the  estent  that  their  in- 
come la  derived  from  self -employment ) . 
Section  101  (d)  (3)  of  the  Ho\is«  bill  made 
It  clear  that  nothlJog  in  the  bill  should  be 
construed  to  mean  that  any  minister  is  an 
employee  of  an  organization  for  any  pur- 
poeea  other  than  those  specified. 

The  Senate  amendment  struck  out  these 
provisions  of  the  House  bill,  and  substituted 
•  new  provision  which  would  permit  both 
employed  and  self-employed  ministers  and 
members  of  religious  orders  (other  than 
those  who  have  taken  a  vow  of  poverty) 
to  elect  voluntarily  and  on  an  individual 
basis,  as  provided  in  section  1402  (e)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (added 
by  amendment  No.  200) ,  to  be  covered  under 
old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  as  seLf- 
employed  individuals.  The  substituted  pro- 
vision would  also  permit  Christian  Science 
practitioners  (who  under  the  Houae  bill  are 
covered  on  a  compulsory  basis  as  professional 
self-employed )  to  elect  coverage  on  the  same 
individual  basis.  In  addition,  the  Senate 
amendment  contained  a  new  provision  pro- 
viding that  ministers  and  members  of  re- 
ligious orders  (and  United  States  citizens 
performing  ministerial  services  in  the  em- 
ploy of  American  employers)  shall  compute 
their  net  earnings  from  self -employment  de- 
rived from  such  services  without  regard  to 
certain  provisions  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1964  relating  to  income  from  sources 
outside  the  United  States.  The  House  re- 
cedes with  a  clerical  amendment. 

Amendment  No.  11:  SecUon  101  (g)  (1)  of 
the  House  bill  extended  coverage  to  self- 
employed  farm  operators  having  annual  net 
earnings  of  ^400  or  more  from  self -employ- 
ment. It  also  provided  for  self-employed 
farm  operators  an  optional  method  of  re- 
porting Inccme  for  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  purposes:  under  this  provision,  the 
farm  op>erator  could  presume  his  net  earn- 
ings from  farming  to  be  50  per  centimi  of 
his  groes  income  from  farming  if  such  gross 
Income  is  less  than  $1300,  and  could  pre- 
sume his  net  earnings  from  farming  to  be 
$900  If  such  gross  income  Is  more  than 
$1,800  and  such  net  earnings  (otherwise 
computed )  would  be  less  than  $900.  SecUon 
101  <g)  (2)  of  the  House  bill  provided  that. 
In  determining  net  earnings  from  self-em- 
ployment, rentals  paid  in  the  form  of  crop 
shares  should  not  be  Included. 

Section  101  (g)  (4)  of  the  House  bill  ex- 
tended coverage  to  all  professional  self-em- 
ployed individuals,  except  physicians,  on  the 
same  basis  slu  nonprofessional  self-employed 
Indlvlduala  axe  now  covered.  Among  those 
to  whom  coverage  would  be  extended  by  this 
provision  are  lawyers,  dentists,  osteopaths, 
veterlnarianiN,  chiropractors,  naturopaths, 
optometrists  Christian  Science  practltlon«'s. 
architects,  accountants  (of  several  specified 
types ) .  f unf-xal  directors,  and  professional 
engineers. 

The  Senate  amendment  strikes  out  these 
provisions,  thereby  continuing  in  effect  the 
present  excl'osion  from  coverage  of  self-em- 
ployed farm  operators  and  self-employed 
professional  indlvlduala. 

The  Houae  recedes  with  an  amendment 
which  (1)  restores  the  Hoiise  provisions  re- 
lating to  the  coverage  of  self-employed  farm 
operators,  and  (2)  continues  the  present  ex- 
clusion froDi  coverage  of  most  professional 
self-employed  indlvldiuds  but  extends  cov- 
erage to  architects,  accountants,  funeral  di- 
rectors, and  engineers  (along  with  Christian 
Science  practitioners  on  the  basis  provided 
by  amendments  Nos.  8  and  200). 

Amendment  No.  12:  lliis  amendment, 
which  relates  to  the  exclxulon  of  coal  roy- 
alties in  computing  net  earnings  from  self- 
employment,  merely  restores  a  provision, 
contained  in  section  101  (g)  (3)  of  the  House 
bill,  which  was  stricken  out  by  amendment 
No.  11  along  with  the  provlsioos  relating  to 
coverage  of  self-employed  farm  operators 
and  self-employed  professional  individuals. 


In  view  at  the  action  taken  by  the  eonf  owes 
on  that  amendment,  the  Senate  recedes. 

Amendments  Nos.  14,  16,  17.  18.  and  19: 
SecUon  101  (h)  (1)  of  the  House  biU,  re- 
lating to  the  prohiblUon  against  coverage  of 
employees  in  positions  under  a  State  or  local 
retirement  system,  made  such  prc^bltlon 
Inapplicable  to  employees  who  (while  hold- 
ing such  positions )  are  ineligible  to  be  mem- 
bers of  such  system.  The  same  provision 
of  the  House  bill  provided  that  individuals 
in  positions  under  such  a  system  (other  than 
those  ineligible  for  membership  and  police- 
men and  firemen ) ,  either  on  the  date  of 
the  enactment  of  the  bill  or  on  the  date 
the  State  agreement  is  made  applicable  to 
their  coverage  group,  can  be  covered  for  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  purposes  only 
upon  a  referendum.  The  Senate  amend- 
ments, which  are  technical  in  nature,  di- 
vided this  provision  Into  two  subparagraphs 
in  order  to  permit  the  application  of  sepa- 
rate effective  dates  to  the  two  parts.  The 
House  recedes. 

AmendmenU  Nos.  20.  21.  22,  23.  and  24: 
The  House  bUl  provided  that  90  days'  no- 
tice be  given  all  eligible  employees  of  any 
referendum  held  on  the  question  of  whether 
service  subject  to  a  State  or  local  retirement 
system  should  be  covered  under  a  State 
agreement  for  old-age  and  survivors  Insur- 
ance purposes.  It  also  provided,  as  a  condi- 
tion of  such  coverage,  that  a  majority  of 
the  eligible  employees  must  vote  In  the  ref- 
erendum and  that  two-thirds  of  those  voting 
must  vote  In  favor  of  coverage.  The  Senate 
amendments  would  require  that  not  less 
than  90  days'  notice  be  given,  and  that  a 
majority  of  the  eligible  employees  vote  in 
favor  of  coverage.    The  House  recedes. 

Amendments  Nos.  26  and  27:  The  House 
bill  provided  that,  if  a  State  or  local  re- 
tirement system  covers  positions  of  State 
employees  and  employees  of  one  or  more 
political  subdivisions,  or  covers  employees 
of  two  or  more  political  subdivisions,  each 
such  subdivision  (and  the  State,  if  its  em- 
ployees are  also  covered)  may  be  deemed  to 
have  a  separate  retirement  system  for  pur- 
poses of  section  218  of  the  Social  Security 
Act.  The  Senate  amendments  provided  that 
any  one  or  more  of  the  subdivisions  con- 
cerned (or  any  one  or  more  of  such  subdivi- 
sions and  the  State,  If  State  employees  are 
covered)  may  be  deemed  to  have  a  separate 
retirement  system;  the  subdivisions  could 
thus  be  grouped  together,  if  desired,  ac- 
cording to  size,  location,  number,  or  type  of 
personnel  Involved.  The  Senate  amend- 
ments also  provided  that,  where  a  retire- 
ment system  covers  positions  of  employees 
of  more  than  one  Institution  of  higher 
learning  (including  a  junior  college  or  teach- 
ers' college),  the  employees  of  each  such 
Institution  shall  (If  the  State  so  desires)  be 
deemed  to  have  a  separate  retirement  system 
for  purposes  of  section  218.  The  House  re- 
cedes. 

Amendment  No.  31:  This  amendment 
added  to  the  House  bill  a  new  provision, 
effective  January  1,  1965,  permlUlng  a  State 
to  deem  certain  Inspectors  of  agrlculttiral 
products  to  be  State  employees  who  would 
constitute  a  separate  coverage  group  for 
ptirpoaes  of  section  218  of  the  Social  Security 
Act.     The  Hoxise  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  83:  This  amendment 
added  to  the  House  bUl  a  new  provision 
permitting  the  modification  of  the  agree- 
ment entered  into  with  the  State  of  Utah 
pvirsxiant  to  section  218  of  the  Social  Securtty 
Act  so  that  the  agreement  will  apply  to  serv- 
ices performed  by  employees  of  certain  des- 
ignated schools  and  State  agencies  (with 
the  employees  of  each  such  school  and 
•gency  constituting  a  separate  coverage 
group).  The  State  may  Include  any  one  or 
more  of  these  groups  imder  the  agreement; 
and  any  group  so  Included  by  a  modlflcaUoa 
•greed  to  before  1956  may  be  covered  ret- 
roactlvely  with  respect  to  services  performed 
after  any  date  specified  In  the  mndlflratinn. 


but  not  eerUer  ttma  Decenabor  SI.  1950. 
The  House  reeedea  with  a  clerical  amntd- 
ment. 

Amendment  Mo.  84:  Tlila  ankendmant 
added  to  the  House  bill  a  new  provlaion  pro- 
viding that  If  the  agreement  entered  Into 
with  the  State  of  Arlaona  pursxiant  to  eec- 
tlon  218  of  the  Social  Security  Act  la  modi- 
fied prior  to  January  1,  1966.  so  as  to  make 
such  agreement  applicable  to  servtoe  par- 
formed  by  employees  in  poeltlona  eovered  by 
the  Arizona  teachers'  retirement  system  (all 
of  whom  shall  be  deemed  to  oonaUtute  a 
separate  coverage  group),  such  modification 
may  be  made  effective  with  respect  to  service 
performed  in  such  positions  after  any  effec- 
tive date  specified  therein,  but  not  earlier 
than  December  31,  1960.  The  Houae  reeedea 
with  a  clerical  amendment. 

Amendment  No.  36:  Section  101  (J)  «f  the 
House  bill  established  a  presumption  that 
work  deductions  have  been  made  from  the 
benefits  of  certain  State  and  local  employees 
whose  services  prior  to  1965  were  covered 
retroactively  by  a  State  under  an  agreement 
entered  into  under  section  218  of  the  Social 
Security  Act.  This  presumption  would  en- 
able employees  who  were  entiUed  to  old-age 
and  survivors  Insurance  benefits  (and  not 
subject  to  deduction  under  section  208  (b) 
of  the  Social  Security  Act)  at  the  time  the 
services  were  performed  to  qualify  for  re- 
computation  of  their  primary  Insurance 
amounts,  and  would  arise  solely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  determining  entlUenvent  to  such  a 
recomputatlon.  (Under  existing  law  such  a 
recomputation  is  authorlaed  only  where  the 
primary  beneficiary  has  had  deductions  from 
benefits  on  account  of  services  performed 
during  12  months  out  of  a  period  of  S6 
nvonths.  This  amendment  makes  clarifying 
changes  with  respect  to  the  method  of  re- 
computation  and  provides  additional  datae 
as  of  which  an  individual  may  be  presumed 
to  become  entitled  to  old-age  inauranoe 
benefits,  but  it  makes  only  minor  changes  In 
the  substance  of  the  House  bill.  The  Hojoae 
recedes. 

Amendment  Mo.  45:  "nils  amendment 
would  remove  funeral  directors  from  the  list 
of  the  professions  excluded  from  coverage  by 
section  211  (c)  (5)  of  the  Social  Security  Act. 
thereby  covering  them  under  old-age  and 
survivors  Insurance  on  a  compulsory  basis. 
In  view  of  the  action  taken  by  the  con- 
ferees on  amendment  No.  11  (relating  to  pro- 
fessional self-employed),  the  Senate  reeedea. 
Amendments  Nos.  64,  66,  and  66:  The 
House  bill  provided  that  the  determination 
of  an  individual's  starting  and  closing  dates 
for  purposes  of  computing  his  average 
monthly  wage  should,  where  more  than  one 
date  was  possible,  be  made  on  the  basis  of 
the  dates  yielding  the  higher  average  month- 
ly wage.  The  Senate  amendments  would 
base  this  determination  Instead  on  the  dates 
yielding  the  higher  primary  insurance 
amount,  in  order  to  avoid  the  necessity  of 
using  the  date  which  produces  the  higher 
average  monthly  wage  even  though  use  of 
an  alternative  date  would  produce  a  higher 
primary  Insurance  amount  and  therefore  a 
higher  benefit.     The  Hotise  recedes. 

Amendments  Nos.  69  and  70:  Section  102 
(e)  (2)  of  the  Hotise  bill  provided  that  an 
individual.  In  computing  his  average  month- 
ly wage,  cotild  drop  out  the  5  years  of  lowest 
earnings  (Instead  of  the  4  such  years)  only 
If  he  had  at  least  20  qxiartera  of  ooverage 
prior  to  hla  closing  date.  The  Senate  amend- 
ment eliminated  the  requirement  that  the 
20  quarters  occur  prior  to  the  eloeing  date, 
thereby  permitting  the  6-year  drop-out  in 
the  caae  of  any  individual  having  at  leaat  90 
quarters  of  coverage  regardless  of  when  the 
quarters  occurred.    Tt^  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  74:  The  House  bill  pro- 
Tided  that  an  individual  could  eecure  a 
••work  recomputation-  of  his  primary  loaor- 
ance  amount  (to  take  aooount  ct  eamtwga 
after  the  last  j»evious  coeaputatlow  ttarasf ) 
only  if  he  has  earninp  of  not  ie*  tiMa  %I^M 
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la  «  oaleadw  jmi  af«r  19M  and  •ftor  th» 
iMt  pfcyhwM  oomimtaitloii  of  such  UBptmi. 
mia  n"^'"*'"*"*.  In  anl«r  to  eonform  uttli 
tiM  111  III  w  mnA*  by  •maodnMnt*  MOs.  Ito- 
IM,  la  tlM  ■— ipt  amoant  for  retta«iiMnt 
t««t  pvrpoMB,  votmi  nqvim  ttarntngi  of  more 
tluui  tl^M  (ratliflr  than  eamlnp  of  "not  tois 
tlum  $1,000")  IB  any  such  calendar  year  ak  a 
coodttlcm  ot  the  raeomputatlon.    Tha  Booae 


Aokandiaant  Mo.  78:  This  amendment  add- 
ed to  the  Boose  blU  a  prortelon  making  It 
clear  that  an  tndlrldiial  can  qualify  for  only 
one  *Mrark  reoomputatlon"  on  the  basis  of 
tn  any  one  calendar  year.     The 


Amendment  No.  76:  Under  the  House  bill, 
an  Individual  who  qualified  tot  a  work  re- 
compuUtlon  before  19U.  and  who  also  bad 
rnnemgtt,  samlngs  during  19M  to  qualify  him 
for  a  work  reoomputatlon  imder  the  new  pro- 
Tlalons  added  by  the  bill,  would  have  to 
choose  one  or  the  other  since  the  raeompu- 
tatlon under  existing  law  would  preclude  a 
reoomputatlon  under  the  new  provisions  on 
the  basis  of  his  lOM  earnings.  The  Senate 
amendment  eliminates  tbe  necessity  for  this 
chotoe,  thereby  making  It  poesible  for  the 
Individual  to  obtain  the  reoomputatlon  un- 
der existing  law  and  also  (If  It  would  In- 
crease the  benefit)  under  the  new  provisions. 
The  House  recedes. 

Amendmenta  Nos.  77.  78,  81,  and  83:  Un- 
der the  House  bill,  In  the  first  work  reoompu- 
tatlon to  which  an  Individual  becomes  en- 
titled after  enactment  all  applicable  start- 
ing and  closing  dates  and  benefit  formulas 
would  be  used,  even  though  the  4  or  S  years 
of  loweet  earnings  were  dropped  out  in  a 
previous  computation  of  such  individual's 
prlnuury  Insurance  amount.  The  Senate 
amendments,  to  avoid  a  complete  reopening 
of  the  benefit  reoomputatlon  provisions  and 
the  necessity  of  redetermining  data  already 
available,  would  provide  that  where  the  drop- 
out provisions  have  previously  been  applied 
In  computing  an  Individual's  primary  insur- 
ance amount,  any  recomputatlon  shall  be 
made  only  through  use  of  the  new  benefit 
formula  in  section  215  (a)  (1)  (A)  of  the 
Bodal  Security  Act,  as  amended  by  the  bill. 
The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  85:  The  House  bill  per- 
mitted the  inclusion,  in  the  computation  or 
recomputatlon  of  'an  individual's  primary 
Insurance  amount,  of  earnings  for  the  year 
In  which  the  Individual  became  entitled  to 
old-age  insxxrance  benefits  or  filed  his  appli- 
cation for  re<x)mputatlon,  but  only  upon 
application  filed  after  the  close  of  that  year. 
If  he  should  die  in  the  year  In  which  he 
became  entitled  to  old-age  insurance  benefits 
or  filed  his  application  for  a  recomputatlon, 
however,  the  survivors  could  not  obtain  a 
recomputatlon  of  his  primary  insurance 
amount  since  they  would  be  entitled  to  such 
a  reoomputatlon  only  if  the  individual  him- 
self could  have  obtained  the  recomputatlon 
upon  filing  an  application  therefor  in  the 
month  of  his  death.  The  Senate  amendment 
would  make  it  clear  that  the  survivors  could 
obtain  the  recomputatlon.  The  House  re- 
cedes. 

Amendments  Nos.  88.  89,  00,  91.  92,  9S,  94, 
96.  96.  and  98:  Section  102  (e)  (5)  of  the 
House  bill  contained  provisions  preserving 
the  rights  of  individuals  to  qualify  for  cer- 
tain recomputatlona  under  existing  law  prior 
to  1966.  These  amendments  make  it  clear 
that,  If  an  Individual  dies  without  filing  his 
application  for  such  a  recomputatlon.  any 
of  his  survivors  entitled  to  monthly  benefits 
or  a  lump-sum  death  pajrment  on  the  basis 
of  his  earnings  could  file  an  ai^llcation  and 
secure  the  recomputatlon  to  which  he  would 
have  been  entitled.    The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  99:  The  House  bill  pro- 
Tided  that  the  closing  date  for  an  Individual 
who  diss  or  who  becomes  entitled  to  old-agS 
Insurance  benefits  in  1986  would  be  July  1. 
1956  (Instead  of  January  1.  1966).  U  use  of 
the  later  date  would  result  In  a  higher  pri- 


mary Insurance  amount  and  the  Individual 
had  not  less  than  six  quarters  of  cc^erage 
after  1964;  and  the  later  closing  date  would 
be  permitted  in  all  such  cases  regardless  of 
which  starting  date  or  benefit  formula  was 
used.  The  Senate  amendment,  to  take  care 
of  Individuals  newly  covered  in  1955,  pro- 
vided that  the  later  closing  date  would  be 
used  only  with  a  starting  date  of  E>eeember 
81.  1054.  and  only  in  computing  the  primary 
Insurance  amount  under  the  new  formula 
contained  in  section  216  (a)  (1)  (A)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  as  amended  by  tfce  bllL 
The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  ill:  The  House  bill  pro- 
vided that  the  recomputatlon  of  an  Indi- 
vidual's primary  insurance  amount  shall  be 
effective  (where  he  has  not  died)  for  and 
after  the  month  in  which  he  filed  the  appli- 
cation for  such  recomputatlon.  The  S3n- 
ate  amendment,  to  provide  old-age  'Insur- 
ance beneficiaries  on  the  rolls  In  Septem- 
ber 1954  with  an  adequate  opportuolty  to 
file  applicaticns.  would  provide  that  the  re- 
computatlon can  be  effective  for  up  to  12 
months  retroactively.    The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  125:  The  House  bill  pro- 
vided that  the  amount  of  a  lump-sum  death 
payment  under  section  202  (1)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  may  not  exceed  $255,  which  is 
the  maximum  (three  times  the  maximum 
primary  Insiirance  amount)  permitted  un- 
der existing  law.  The  Sanate  Bmeadment 
would  eliminate  this  limitation,  so  that  the 
lump-sum  death  payment  based  on  an  in- 
dividual's earnings  would  continue  to  be 
equal  to  three  times  the  amount  of  sQcb  In- 
dividual's primary  Insurance  amount.  The 
Senate  recedes. 

Amendments  Nos.  12fl,  127.  128,  1J9,  13S, 
145,  148,  and  154:  The  House  bill  retained  as 
a  part  of  the  retirement  test  the  provisions 
of  present  law  (section  203  of  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act)  which  provide  that  deductions 
from  benefits  on  account  of  earning  shall 
be  made  only  for  months  in  which  the  bene- 
ficiary concerned  (or,  in  the  case  of  de- 
pendents' benefits,  the  old-age  insurance 
beneficiary)  is  under  the  age  of  75.  The 
Senate  amendment  lowered  from  79  to  72 
the  age  above  which  such  deductions  will 
not  be  imposed  under  the  amended  provi- 
sions of  section  203  (or  un.der  those  of,  the 
present  provisions  of  section  203  which,  to 
take  care  of  individuals  whose  taxable  years 
do  not  coincide  with  the  calendar  year,  will 
remain  in  effect  for  months  after  1954) ,  The 
House  recedes. 

Amendments  Nos.  130.  131.  132,  1$3.  134, 
and  144:  The  House  bill,  in  placing  the  re- 
tirement test  entirely  on  an  annual  basis, 
provided  that  no  deductions  from  benefits 
would  be  made  on  account  of  earndngs  If 
such  earnings  do  not  exceed  $1,000  for  a 
taxable  year  of  12  months  (or  a  proportion- 
ate amount  for  a  shorter  taxable  year) .  The 
Senate  amendment  increased  the  amount  of 
earnings  permitted  without  deduction  from 
benefits  to  tl,200  for  a  taxable  year  of  12 
months  (or  $100  times  the  number  of  months 
Involved  for  a  shorter  taxable  year).  The 
House  recedes. 

Amendments  Nos.  137.  139,  140.  and  141: 
The  House  bill,  in  combining  wages  snd  net 
earnings  from  self-employment  as  "earn- 
ings" for  retirement  test  purposes,  included 
earnings  derived  from  noncovered  employ- 
ment within  the  United  States  as  well  as 
net  earnings  from  self-employment  derived 
from  certain  noncovered  trades  and  busi- 
nesses. The  Senate  amendment  provided 
that  only  earnings  arising  from  covered  em- 
ployment and  self-employment  shall  be  in- 
cluded in  "earnings"  for  retirement  test 
purposes.  (It  Is  expected  that  the  possi- 
bility of  changing  the  date  for  filing  reports 
of  earnings  for  retirement  test  purposes,  so 
as  to  conform  with  the  new  April  1$  filing 
date  for  income-tax  retiirns.  will  be  con- 
sidered early  in  the  next  session  of  Congress.) 
The  Senate  recedes. 


Amendment  No.  151:  The  House  bUl  con- 
tained a  provision  requiring  that  deductions 
be  made  from  the  benefits  of  survivors  and 
dependents  who  are  residing  abroad,  except 
in  certain  specified  cases.  The  Senate 
amendment  deleted  this  provision.  The 
House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  160:  Section  107  of  the 
House  bill  provided  that  any  wagea  and  self- 
employment  Income  earned  by  an  individual 
while  he  Is  unlawfully  in  the  United  States 
may  not  be  counted  in  computing  his  bene- 
fits. If  the  Attorney  General  has  notified 
the  Secretary  of  such  unlawful  residence. 
Section  108  of  the  House  bill  provided  that 
no  benefits  shall  be  paid  under  section  302 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  on  the  basis  of 
the  wages  and  self-employment  income  of 
any  individual  after  such  indiyidual  has 
been  deported  under  any  one  of  14  specified 
paragraphs  of  section  241  (a)  of  the  Immi- 
gration and  Nationality  Act,  If  the  Attorney 
General  has  notified  the  Secretary  of  such 
deportation.  The  Senate  amendment  de- 
leted these  provisions  of  the  House  bill. 

The  House  recedes  with  an  amendment 
providing  that  (1 )  no  such  beaeflts  shall 
be  paid  to  any  individual  on  the  basis  of 
his  wages  and  self-employment  Income  for 
any  month  after  the  Attorney  Oetieral  noti- 
fies the  Secretary  that  such  individual  has 
been  deported  under  one  of  the  specified 
paragraphs  and  before  he  has  been  law- 
fully readmitted  to  the  United  States,  (2) 
no  benefits  shall  be  paid  to  any  survivor  or 
dependent  of  an  individual  so  de|>orted  and 
not  lawfully  readmitted  for  any  month  In 
which  such  survivor  or  dep>endant  Is  out- 
side the  United  States,  except  Iti  the  case 
of  survivors  and  dependents  who  are  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  and  (3)  earnings  by 
such  Individual  after  he  has  been  to  deported 
shall  not  deprive  als  survivors  aad  depend- 
ents ( under  section  203  of  the  Social  Security 
Act)  of  benefits  to  which  they  are  otherwise 
entitled. 

Amendment  No.  163:  The  Houte  bill  pro- 
vides an  alternative  basis  for  determining 
fully  insured  status  in  the  case  of  Individuals 
newly  covered  on  January  1.  1955  (and  others 
living  on  that  date).  Under  this  provision, 
the  Individual  would  be  fully  Insured  for 
old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  pxirposes  if 
all  of  the  quarters  elapsing  after  1954  and 
before  July  1,  1956,  or  (If  later)  before  the 
quarter  in  which  be  attains  retirement  age 
or  dies,  are  quarters  of  coverage.  The  Senate 
amendment  makes  It  clear  that  there  must 
be  at  least  six  of  such  quarters  so  elapsing. 
The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  164:  Section  109  (b)  of 
the  House  bill  amended  section  213  (a)  (2) 
(B)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  so  as  to  pro- 
vide a  method  for  crediting  quarters  of  cover- 
age on  the  basis  of  annual  amounts  of  wages 
received  for  agricultural  labor.  The  Senate 
amendment  deleted  this  provision  as  being 
unnecessary  when  it  placed  the  coverage  test 
for  agricultural  labor  on  a  quarterly  rather 
than  an  annual  basis.  The  House  recedes 
with  an  amendment  which  in  effect  restores 
the  House  language  with  an  appropriate 
modification  to  conform  with  the  action 
taken  by  the  conferees  on  amendments 
Nos.  1-3  (relating  to  coverage  fbr  agricul- 
tural labor). 

Amendment  No.  167:  The  House  bill  pro- 
vided that  any  Individual  who  died  prior  to 
September  1.  1950,  having  at  least  six  quar- 
ters of  coverage  but  not  being  fully  insured 
under  the  law  in  effect  at  that  time,  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  died  a  fully  insured  Indi- 
vidual (except  for  purposes  of  determining 
entitlement  of  a  former  wife  divorced). 
Such  Individual's  primary  Insurance  amount 
would  be  computed  under  the  provisions  of 
section  215  (d)  (4)  of  the  present  Social 
Security  Act.  except  that  his  closing  date 
would  be  the  first  day  of  the  quarter  in  which 
he  died.  The  Senate  amendmedt  provided 
that  if  the  individual  was  curreoitly  Insured 
when  he  died,  and  some  other  person  was 
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entitled  to  a  benefit  on  the  basis  of  his 
wages,  his  primary  Insurance  benefit  would 
be  computed  under  the  act  as  in  effect  prior 
to  September  1950;  in  all  other  cases  the 
computation  would  be  as  provided  in  the 
Hoiise  bin.     The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  187:  This  amendment 
adds  to  the  bill  a  new  section  providing  that 
service  which  is  performed  after  1954  in  the 
employ  of  the  Federal  Government,  and 
which  constitutes  ■"employment"  under  sec- 
tion 210  (a)  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  shall 
not  be  credited  toward  benefits  luder  any 
Federally-established  retirement  system 
other  than  the  old-age  and  survivors  insur- 
ance system  and  the  railroad  retirement 
system.  The  House  recedes  with  an  amend- 
ment limiting  the  application  of  the  section 
to  Federal  service  newly  covered  by  the  bill. 
Amendment  No.  189:  This  amendment 
would  delete  section  201  (a)  of  the  House 
bill,  which  made  the  necessary  changes  in 
the  provisions  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
relating  to  the  exclusion  of  farm  income 
from  "net  earnings  from  self-employment" 
for  purposes  of  the  Self-Employment  Con- 
tributions Act  to  correspond  with  the 
changes  made  in  section  211  (a)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  (relating  to  coverage 
of  self-employed  farm  operators  for  old-age 
and  survivors  Insurance  purposes) .  To  con- 
form with  the  action  taken  by  the  conferees 
with  respect  to  the  coverage  of  these  farm 
operators,  the  Senate  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  200:  This  amendment 
would  delete  section  201  (c)  of  the  House 
bill,  which  made  the  necessary  changes  In 
the  provlsloru  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
relating  to  the  exclusion  of  professional 
services  from  the  definition  of  "trade  or 
business"  for  purposes  of  the  Self-Employ- 
ment Contributions  Act  to  correspond  with 
the  changes  made  by  the  House  bill  in  sec- 
tion 211  (c)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  (re- 
lating to  the  exclusion  from  coverage  of  pro- 
fessional self-employed  individuals  for  old- 
age  and  survivors  insvu-ance  purposes. 

In  addition,  this  amendment  would  add 
new  provisions  to  section  1402  of  the  Inter- 
nal Revenue  Code  of  1964  to  replace  the  pro- 
visions stricken  out  by  amendments  Nos.  8 
and  274.  and  to  conform  with  the  new  provi- 
sions added  by  amendment  No.  8  (as  well  as 
those  added  by  amendment  No.  45,  relating 
to  coverage  of  funeral  dlrect<»8).  Section 
1402  (e) .  as  added  by  this  amendment,  would 
permit  any  employed  or  self-employed  min- 
ister or  member  of  a  religious  order  (other 
than  one  who  has  taken  a  vow  of  poverty), 
and  any  Christian  Science  practitioner,  to  file 
a  certificate  certifying  that  he  elects  to  be 
covered  by  the  old-age  and  survivors  Insur- 
ance system  established  by  title  n  of  the 
Social  Seciirlty  Act.  Any  such  individual 
would  be  covered  as  a  self-employed  Indi- 
vidual (and  subject  to  the  self-employment 
tax)  for  the  taxable  year  with  respect  to 
which  the  certificate  Is  filed  and  all  succeed- 
ing taxable  years,  but  he  would  be  required 
to  file  such  certificate  on  or  before  the  due 
date  of  the  return  for  his  second  taxable 
year  ending  after  1954  for  which  he  has  net 
earnings  from  self-emplojrment  (some  part 
of  which  was  derived  from  service  as  such 
minister,  member,  or  practitioner)  of  $400 
or  more. 

The  House  recedes  with  amendments  (1) 
conforming  with  the  action  taken  by  the 
conferees  on  amendment  No.  11  (relating  to 
the  coverage  of  self-employed  professional 
Individuals),  and  (2)  making  certain  cleri- 
cal, clarifying,  and  conforming  changes. 

Amendment  No.  228:  This  amendment 
would  delete  section  203  of  the  House  bill, 
which  made  the  necessary  changes  In  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  to  correspond  with 
the  changes  made  by  the  House  bill  in  sec- 
tion 205  (p)  (3)  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
(relating  to  the  application  of  certain  special 
rules  to  civilian  employees  of  Coast  Guard 
exchanges ) .  To  conform  with  the  action 
taken  by  the  conferees  with  respect  to  the 


coverage  of  Federal  employees,  the  Senate 
recedes. 

Amendments  Nos.  254,  255,  and  256: 
These  amendments  make  changes  in  the 
provisions  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  re- 
lating to  the  exclusion  of  cash  remunera- 
tion paid  for  agricultural  labor  from  "wages" 
for  purposes  of  the  Federal  Insurance  Con- 
tributions Act  which  correspond  with  the 
changes  made  by  the  Senate  amendments  In 
section  209  (h)  of  the  Social  Secxirlty  Act 
(relating  to  coverage  of  agricultural  labor 
for  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  pur- 
poses). The  Senate  recedes  from  amend- 
ments Nos.  254  and  255.  and  the  House  re- 
cedes from  Its  disagreement  to  amendment 
No.  256  with  an  amendment  to  conform  with 
the  action  taken  by  the  conferees  on  amend- 
ments Nos.  1-3  (relating  to  coverage  of  agri- 
cultural labor). 

Amendment  No  360:  This  amendment 
makes  changes  in  the  provisions  ol  'he  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  relating  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  certain  forms  of  agricultural  la- 
bor from  "employment"  for  purposes  of  the 
Federal  Insurance  Contributions  Act  which 
correspond  with  the  changes  made  by  Sen- 
ate amendmentc  Nos.  4  and  6  in  section  210 
(a)  (1)  of  the  Social  Seciirlty  Act  (relating 
to  the  exclusion  from  coverage  for  old-age 
and  survivors  Insurance  purposes  of  services 
performed  as  crude  gum  workers  and  as 
West  Indian  agricultural  workers  lawfully 
admitted  to  the  United  States  on  a  tempo- 
rary basis).  To  conform  with  the  action 
taken  by  the  conferees  with  respect  to  the 
coverage  of  such  services,  the  House  recedes." 
Amendment  No.  265:  This  amendment 
would  delete  section  205  (d)  of  the  House 
bill,  which  made  the  necessary  changes  in  the 
provisions  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  re- 
lating to  the  exclusion  of  Federal  service  .  rom 
"employment"  for  purposes  of  the  Federal 
Insurance  Contributions  Act  to  correspond 
with  the  changes  made  by  the  House  blU  In 
section  210  (a)  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
(relating  to  the  exclusion  of  Federal  service 
from  "employment"  for  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance  purposes). 

This  amendment  would  also  delete  section 
205  (e)  of  the  House  bill,  which  made  the 
necessary  changes  In  the  provisions  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  relating  to  the  exclu- 
sion from  "emplojrment"  of  services  per- 
formed In  the  employ  of  nonprofit  tax- 
exempt  organizations  for  purposes  of  the 
Federal  Insurance  Contributions  Act  to  cor- 
respond with  the  changes  made  by  the  House 
bill  in  section  210  (a)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  (relating  to  the  exclusion  from  coverage 
for  old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  purposes 
of  services  performed  In  the  employ  of  such 
organizations ) . 

The  House  recedes  with  an  amendment  to 
conform  with  the  action  taken  by  the  con- 
ferees on  amendment  No.  7  (which  in  effect 
restored  the  House  language  relating  to  cov- 
erage of  Federal  employees  but  continued 
the  exclusion  from  coverage  of  Federal  home 
loan  bank  employees  and  TVA  employees) 
and  amendment  No.  8  (which  provided  for 
the  coverage  of  ministers  on  an  individual 
voluntary  basis). 

Amendment  No.  271:  The  Senate  amend- 
ment added  to  the  House  bill  a  new  section 
making  It  clear  that  an  employer  may  deduct, 
from  the  remuneration  paid  by  him  to  an 
employee  for  domestic  service,  for  service  not 
in  the  course  of  his  trade  or  b\islness.  for 
agricultural  labor,  or  for  Industrial  home- 
work, an  amount  equivalent  to  the  em- 
ployee tax  imposed  by  section  3101  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  even  though 
at  the  time  of  pa3rment  he  csmnot  be  cer- 
tain that  the  test  for  liability  to  the  tax  wlU 
be  met.  The  House  recedes  with  an  amend- 
ment designed  to  conform  with  the  action 
taken  by  the  conferees  in  placing  the  cov- 
erage and  taxability  tesU  for  agricultural 
labor  on  an  annual  basis. 

Amendment  No.  274 :  This  amendment  de- 
letes the  provisions  of  the  House  bill  which 


established  procedures  for  the  filing  of  cer- 
tificates by  nonprofit  organizations,  waiving 
their  tax  exemption  with  respect  to  ministers 
and  members  of  religious  orders  in  their  em- 
ploy, in  order  to  enable  such  ministers  and 
members  of  religious  orders  to  obtain  cover- 
age under  the  old-age  and  stirvlvors  insur- 
ance system.  To  conform  with  the  action 
taken  by  the  conferees  on  amendments  Nos. 
8  and  200,  the  House  recedes,  with  an  amend- 
ment providing  that  the  list  accompanying 
any  certificate  filed  by  a  nonprofit  organiza- 
tion with  respect  to  its  lay  employees  may 
be  amended  (by  filing  a  supplemental  list,  as 
provided  in  existing  law)  only  within  a 
period  of  2  years  after  the  certificate  takes 
effect. 

Amendment  No.  319:  The  House  bill  pro- 
vided that  whenever  a  domestic  corporation 
enters  into  an  agreement  to  have  the  em- 
ployees of  one  or  more  of  Its  foreign  sub- 
sidiaries covered  under  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors Insurance,  and  such  agreement  is 
terminated  in  its  entirety,  the  domestic  cor- 
poration may  not  again  enter  into  such  an 
agreement.  Under  the  Senate  amendment, 
the  prohibition  against  entering  Into  a  later 
agreement  would  exist  only  if  the  former 
agreement  was  terminated  by  a  notice  of 
termination  filed  by  the  domestic  corpora- 
tion or  by  the  Secretary  or  his  delegate.  The 
House   recedes. 

Amendment  No.  322:  The  House  blU  pro- 
vided that  all  amounts  received  by  the  Sec- 
retary from  a  domestic  corporation  pursuant 
to  an  agreement  for  the  coverage  of  the  em- 
ployees of  a  foreign  subsidiary  of  such  cor. 
poratlon  should  be  regarded  for  purposes  of 
section  201  of  the  Social  Security  Act  (relat- 
ing to  the  Federal  Old-Age  and  Survivors 
Insurance  Trust  Fund)  as  taxes  collected 
under  the  Federal  Insurance  Contributions 
Act.  The  Senate  amendment  provided  that, 
for  purposes  of  section  201,  remuneration 
(paid  for  services  covered  by  the  agreement) 
which  would  constitute  wages  If  the  services 
constituted  employment,  and  which  is  re- 
ported to  the  Secretary  or  his  delegate  pur- 
suant to  the  agreement  or  appropriate  regu- 
lations, shall  be  considered  wages  subject 
to  employment  taxes.     The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  329:  This  amendment 
added  to  the  House  bill  a  new  provision  re- 
quiring that  each  domestic  corporation  which 
enters  Into  an  agreement  for  the  coverage 
of  the  employees  of  one  or  more  foreign  sub- 
sidiaries shall  be  considered  an  employer  in 
Its  capacity  as  a  party  to  such  agreement, 
separate  and  distinct  from  its  identity  as  an 
employer  of  individuals  on  its  own  account. 
The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  334:  Section  301  Of  the 
House  bill  extended  for  1  additional  year 
(to  September  30,  1955)  the  prp vision  of  the 
1952  amendments  to  the  Social  Security  Act 
which  increased  the  proportion  of  State  pub- 
lic assistance  expenditures  to  be  borne  from 
Federal  funds.  The  Senate  amendm#nt  ex- 
tended that  provision  for  2  additional  years 
(to  September  30.  1956) .  The  House  recedes. 
Amendment  No.  338:  This  amendment 
lowers  from  75  to  72  the  age  above  which 
deductions  from  railroad  retirement  sur- 
vivor benefits  on  account  of  outside  earn- 
ings will  not  be  Imposed  under  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937.  In  order  to  confwm 
with  the  action  taken  by  the  conferees  in 
dealing  with  the  corresponding  age  require- 
ment for  the  retirement  test  In  section  203 
of  the  Social  Security  Act,  the  House  recedes. 
Amendment  No.  341:  This  amendment 
would  add  to  the  House  hill  a  new  section 
403,  relating  to  service  performed  in  the  em- 
ploy of  certain  tax-exempt  organizations 
after  1950  and  prior  to  1956.  Under  this 
amendment,  if  an  individual  was  employed 
during  such  period  by  a  tax-exempt  organ- 
isation which  faUed  to  file  a  walvar  oartlfl- 
cate  under  section  1426  (1)  (1)  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  19S9,  and  htaaerr- 
ice  would  have  constituted  employiwMat  It 
the  organization  had  filed  such  MrtAAoat*, 
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tiM  individual  wiU  be  dwm>d  to  hav*  ra- 
c»ived  remuneration  foe  einploymanfe  (m  de- 
Aned  In  aeetlon  210  of  tbe  8oolal  Becurlty 
Act  and  Mctkm  1430  (b)  of  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  of  1989)  to  the  extent  that  em- 
ployment taaea  (not  refunded)  have  been 
paid  with  reepect  thereto.  Taxes  paid  prior 
to  Um  enactment  of  the  bill  must  have  been 
paid  In  good  faith  and  upon  the  aaeunptlon 
that  the  certincate  wae  filed.  Similarly,  If 
the  arganlaatl(»  filed  the  oertlflcate  but  the 
Individual's  algnature  did  not  am>ear  on  the 
Hat  of  concurring  employeee,  his  remunera- 
tion may  be  deemed  to  constitute  remunera- 
tion for  employment  to  the  extent  that  em- 
ployment taxes  (not  refimded)  were  paid 
with  respect  thereto.  The  House  recedes 
with  an  amendment  mafclng  It  clear  that  in 
either  case  a  part  of  the  employment'  taxes 
must  have  been  paid  before  the  enactment  of 
the  bill,  and  providing  that  the  Individual 
concerned  (where  the  certificate  was  filed  but 
his  signature  did  <not  appear  on  the  list) 
must  file  his  request  to  have  such  remunera- 
tion treated  as  remuneration  for  employ- 
ment within  a  years  after  the  enactment  of 
thebilL 

Amendment  Mo.  342:  This  amendment 
added  to  the  House  bill  a  new  section  404. 
which  would  direct  the  Secretary  to  conduct 
a  full  and  complete  study  of  the  feasibility 
of  providing  increased  minimum  benefits 
(t65.  $60.  or  t75  a  month)  under  title  n  of 
the  Social  Security  Act.  The  study' would 
Include  estimates  of  the  Increased  costs  in- 
volved, the  impact  on  tthe  Trust  Fund,  and 
the  reductions  in  public  assistance  grants 
which  might  result  from  such  increased 
benefits.  The  House  recedes  with  an  amend- 
ment to  make  it  clear  that  the  "Secretary"  is 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare. 

Danixl  a.  Rxed, 

TROMAS  a.  jENKIIfS. 
RiCHAKO  M.  SiMFSON, 

Jbbx  Ckmrxa. 

JOHK  D.  DnfCDX, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  Tork.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  call  up  the  conference  report  on  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9366)  to  amend  the  Social 
Becurlty  Act  and  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  so  as  to  extend  coverage  under  the 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  pro- 
gram. Increase  the  benefits  payable 
thereunder,  preserve  the  insurance  rights 
of  disabled  individuals,  and  increase  the 
amount  of  earnings  permitted  without 
loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other  purposes, 
uid  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
statement  of  the  managers  on  the  part 
of  the  House  be  read  in  lieu  of  the 
report 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bin. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  record  set  out  above. ) 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  9366, 
now  before  us  represents  a  magnificent 
victory  for  this  House. 

The  other  body  struck  out  of  the  bill 
our  provisions  extending  social-security 
protection  to  farm  operators  and  self- 
employed  professionals.  I  am  gratified 
to  report  that,  under  the  conference 
agreement,  the  American  farmer  and  his 
family  will  be  entitled  to  the  social-secu- 
rity coverage  provided  in  the  House  bllL 
This  means  that  about  3.6  million  farm- 
ers, their  wives,  and  their  children,  will 
now  have  this  essential  basic  retirement 


and  survlvon  protection.  I  estimate  that 
these  individuals  ultimately  will  become 
entitled  to  about  $40  billion  in  benefits. 

We  also  succeeded  in  extending  social- 
security  protection  to  about  100,000  pro- 
fessionals— namely,  accountants,  engi- 
neers, architects,  and  undertakers. 

The  House  bill  would  have  added  about 
1.3  million  farm  workers  to  the  system. 
The  Senate  bill  added  about  2.3  million. 
Under  the  conference  agreement,  about 
2  million  of  these  workers  and  their  fam- 
ilies will  now  become  entitled  to  ttiis  pro- 
tection for  the  first  time. 

In  all,  the  bill  as  agreed  to  in  confer- 
ence will  add  more  than  10  million  per- 
sons to  the  social-security  system.  Thus, 
substantially  all  of  the  employed  and 
self-employed  people  of  this  country  will 
now  be  entitled  to  this  protection.  In 
practical  effect,  we  have  finally  achieved 
the  goal  of  universal  coverage. 

Insofar  £^  benefits  are  concerned,  both 
bills  were  in  complete  agreement  and  no 
changes  have  been  made.  Thus,  those 
now  receiving  benefits  will  start  drawing 
their  increased  payments  about  Octo- 
ber 1. 

The  conferees  accepted  the  liberalized 
retirement  test  contained  in  the  Senate 
bill.  Once  an  individual  reaches  age  72, 
he  will  be  able  to  draw  full  benefits  irre- 
spective of  any  outside  earnings.  Under 
present  law,  he  is  imable  to  do  this  until 
he  reaches  75.  We  also  agreed  that  an 
Individual  could  earn  up  to  $1,200  a 
year — instead  of  $1,000  as  in  the  House 
bill — ^without  loss  of  benefits.  Finally, 
the  conferees  agreed  to  the  House  pro- 
vision which  requires  that  all  earnings, 
and  not  just  covered  earnings,  be  counted 
in  determining  whether  an  iniUvidual 
has  in  fact  retired.  | 

I  think  that  this  bill  repr^ents  a 
splendid  victory  for  the  American  farmer 
and  his  family.  The  bill  as  a  whole  is 
one  of  the  truly  magnificent  achieve- 
ments of  this  Congress  and  of  this  ad- 
ministration. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  enumerate 
briefiy  the  action  of  the  conferees  with 
respect  to  the  substantive  differences  be- 
tween the  House  passed  version  and  the 
Senate  passed  version.  In  this  discus- 
sion I  will  use  as  a  reference  the  num- 
bers of  the  respective  Senate  amend- 
ments. 

Amendments  1,  2  and  3  amend  section 
101  (a)  of  the  bill.  The  House  bill  cov- 
ered farm  workers  who  are  paid  at  least 
$200  in  cash  wages  by  any  one  employer 
in  a  calendar  year.  The  Senate  bill  cov- 
ered farm  workers  who  are  paid  at  least 
$50  in  cash  wages  by  any  one  employer 
in  a  calendar  quarter.  The  Senate  re- 
ceded and  concurred  in  the  House  ver- 
sion with  an  amendment  providing  that 
coverage  would  be  extended  to  farm 
workers  who  are  paid  at  least  $100  in 
cash  wages  by  any  one  employer  in  a 
calendar  year.  It  is  estimated  that  this 
change  in  present  law  will  result  in  ex- 
tending coverage  to  an  additional  2.1 
million  agricultural  workers. 

Amendment  No.  4  also  amendj  section 
101  (a)  of  the  House  bill.  The  House 
bill  would  have  covered  individuals  per- 
forming services  in  connection  with  pro- 
duction or  harvesting  of  gum  naval 
stores.  The  Senate  bill  would  continue 
the  present  exclusion  of  this  group  of  in- 


dividuals.   The     House     receded     and 
concurred  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

Amendment  No.  6:  This  amendment 
also  pertains  to  Section  101  (a).  The 
Senate  bill  excluded  from  coverage  tem- 
porary agricultural  workers  who  have 
been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  from  the  Bahamas,  Jamaica,  and 
the  other  British  West  Indies.  There 
was  no  comparable  provision  In  the 
House  bill.  However,  this  exclusion  of 
temporary  agricultural  workers  from 
the  British  West  Indies  will  be  somewhat 
similar  to  the  present  exclusion  of  agri- 
cultural workers  from  Mexico. 

Amendment  No.  7.  This  amendment 
amends  section  101  (b)  of  the  bill  and 
relates  to  extension  of  coverage  to  cer- 
tain Federal  employees.  The  House 
bill  covered  most  Federal  employees  not 
previously  covered  by  old-age  and  survi- 
vors insurance  and  not  covered  by  Fed- 
eral staff  retirement  systems  including 
temporary  employees  in  the  field  services 
of  the  Post  OflBce  Department,  census- 
taking  employees  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Census,  civilian  employees  of  the  Coast 
Guard  Post  Exchanges,  employees  paid 
on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  employees 
whose  compensation  is  nominal,  employ- 
ees of  the  district  Federal  home  loan 
banks  and  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority who  already  have  existing  retire- 
ment systems,  and  so  forth.  The  con- 
ferees accepted  the  extended  coverage  as 
provided  in  the  House  bill  with  the  ex- 
ception that  the  district  Federal  home 
loan  bank  employees  and  the  Tennes- 
see Valley  Authority  employees  will  not 
be  brought  in  under  the  OASI  system. 
The  conferees  in  taking  this  action  in- 
structed the  committee  staffs  and  the 
staff  of  the  Department  of  Health.  Edu- 
cation, and  Welfare  to  make  a  study  of 
dual  coverage  under  the  OASI  program 
and  Federal  retirement  systems. 

Closely  related  to  the  extension  of  cov- 
erage to  certain  Federal  employees  is 
amendment  No.  187  which  adds  section 
114  to  the  bill.  As  adopted  by  the  Sen- 
ate, this  amendment  would  have  pro- 
vided that  Federal  service  credited  under 
the  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  pro- 
gram for  benefit  purposes  oould  not  be 
used  to  establish  retirement  credit  under 
any  other  Federal  retirement  system. 
The  conferees  modified  this  provision  to 
provide  that  its  limiting  effect  would  be 
applicable  to  only  those  groups  newly 
brought  into  the  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  program  by  H.  R.  9366. 

The  action  of  the  conferees  with  re- 
spect to  extending  coverage  to  Federal 
civilian  employees  will  extend  coverage 
to  approximately  150,000  persons  not 
presently  participating  in  the  system. 

Amendment  No.  8:  This  amendment 
applies  to  section  101  (d)  of  the  bill  and 
relates  to  the  extension  of  coverage  to 
ministers.  The  House  bill  would  cover 
ministers  and  members  of  religious  or- 
ders employed  by  nonprofit  organiza- 
tions other  than  employees  of  religious 
orders  who  have  taken  a  vow  of  poverty, 
on  the  same  voluntary  group  basis  as 
lay  employees  of  such  organizations  are 
covered  under  present  law.  Self-em- 
ployed ministers  under  the  House  bill 
would  be  covered  compulsorily.  Under 
the  House  bill.  Cliristlan  Science  prac- 
titioners are  treated  as  professional  self- 
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employed  and  are  covered  on  a  compul- 
sory basis.    The  Senate  bill  would  per- 
mit ministers.  Christian  Science  practi- 
tioners, and  members  of  religious  orders 
who  have  not  taken  a  vow  of  poverty, 
whether  employees  or  self-employed,  to 
secure  coverage   as  self-employed  per- 
sons but  on  an  individual  voluntary  basis. 
Ministers.  Christian   Science   practi- 
tioners, and  members  of  religious  orders 
who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States 
employed  outside  the  United  States  by 
an  American  employer  would  be  covered 
on  the  same  voluntaiy  basis.   They  would 
not  be  covered  if  employed  by  a  foreign 
employer    outside    the    United    States. 
Self-employed     ministers     outside     the 
United  States  would  be  treated  like  other 
self-employed    citizens    of    the    United 
States  who  are  in  a  foreign  country. 
Related    to    this    amendment,    amend- 
ment  No.   200   provides   the   procedure 
to  be  followed  for  voluntary  coverage 
under  which  the  individual  must  elect 
coverage  within  2  years.     A  certificate 
must  be  filed  by  the  individual  on  or 
before  the  due  date  of  his  tax  return 
for    the    second    taxable    year    ending 
after  1954  for  which  he  has  net  earn- 
ings of  $400  or  more.    In  determining 
the    period    during    which    a    certifi- 
cate  may   be  filed   there   shall   not  be 
included  any  taxable  year  for  which  the 
individual  has  no  income  from  the  per- 
formance of  service  as  a  minister  or 
Christian   Science   practitioner.     Like- 
wise, in  determining  such  period  there 
is  not  counted  any  year  in  which  his 
total     self-employment     income     from 
whatever  sources  totals  less  than  $400. 
This  provision  would  extend  coverage 
to  about  250,000  individuals. 

Amendment  No.  11:  This  amendment 
applies  to  section  101  (g)  of  the  bill  and 
relates  to  the  coverage  of  farm  operators 
and  profejisional  self-employed  individ- 
uals. The  House  bill  would  cover  self- 
employed  farm  operators  whose  net 
earnings  from  farm  self -employment  to- 
taled $400  or  more  in  a  year.  The  Sen- 
ate bill  deleted  the  House  provision,  thus 
continuing  the  exclusion  of  farmers  from 
coverage.  The  conferees  have  agreed  to 
extend  coverage  to  farm  operators  un- 
der the  terms  of  the  House  bill.  It  is 
pointed  out  that  this  coverage  of  farmers 
will  be  effective  January  1.  1955.  with 
the  payment  of  contributions  due  in 
April  1956  in  virtually  aU  cases.  This 
will  extend  coverage  to  approximately 
3.6  million  farmers. 

The  House  bill  would  also  have  ex- 
tended coverage  to  all  professional  self- 
employed    persons    except    physicians. 
The  Senate  bill  continued  the  present 
law  exclusion  of  these  professionals  ex- 
cept for  Christian  Science  practitioners 
and  for  self-employed  funeral  directors. 
In  addition  to  the  exclusion  of  physi- 
cians, the  conferees  agreed  to  exclude  the 
following  categories  of  professional  self- 
employed  persons:  lawyers,  dentists,  and 
other  medical  practitioners.    They  have 
brought  in  to  the  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  system  self-employed  profes- 
sional architects,  accountants,  and  engi- 
neers.   This  action  of  the  conferees  will 
extend  coverage  to  approximately  100.- 
000  persons  not  heretofore  covered. 

Amendments  22  and  24:  These  amend- 
ments apply  to  section  101   (g)   of  the 


bUl  and  relate  to  the  referendum  pro- 
cedure for  the  coverage  of  State  and  lo- 
cal emidoyees.  The  House  bill  would 
require  that  in  order  for  State  and  lo- 
cal retirement  system  members  to  be 
covered  under  OASI  (a)  a  majority  of 
the  members  eligible  to  vote  in  the 
referendum  would  so  vote  and  (b)  two- 
thirds  or  more  of  those  voting  voted  in 
favor  of  coverage.  The  Senate  bill 
would  require  that  a  majority  of  the 
employees  eligible  to  vote  in  the  referen- 
dum would  have  to  vote  in  favor  of 
coverage.  The  House  receded  and  con- 
curred in  the  Senate  amendments. 

Amendments  26.  27,  31,  33,  34,  and 
36:  These  amendments  all  relate  to  the 
extension  of  coversige  to  State  and  lo- 
cal employees  and  make  minor  changes 
in  the  provisions  of  the  House -passed 
bill  relating  thereto.  The  House  con- 
curred m  the  Senate  amendments. 

Amendment  61:  This  amendment  per- 
tains to  the  effective  date  for  benefit 
changes.  It  is  technical  in  nature  and 
is  occasioned  by  the  lengthy  considera- 
tion given  to  this  important  legislation 
by  the  Congress.  As  was  intended  at 
the  time  of  House  action  on  H.  R.  9366, 
the  benefit  changes  will  be  effective  with 
respect  to  the  month  of  September  1954 
and  will  be  refiected  in  the  checks  re- 
ceived in  the  early  part  of  October. 

Amendment  125  pertains  to  section 
102  (i)  relating  to  maximum  lump-sum 
death  pajonents.  The  House  bill  would 
have  limited  this  maximum  to  $255.  The 
effect  of  the  Senate  amendment  was  to 
make  the  maximum  $325.50.  The  Sen- 
ate agreed  to  the  House  version  provid- 
ing for  a  maximum  lump-sum  death  pay- 
ment of  $255. 

Amendment  126:  This  amendment  ap- 
plies to  section  103  (a)  of  the  bill  and 
relates  to  the  age  at  which  the  retire- 
ment test  no  longer  applies.  The  House- 
passed  version  of  H.  R.  9366  retained  the 
present  law  provision  making  the  re- 
tirement test  applicable  to  all  persons 
who  have  not  attained  age  75.  The  Sen- 
ate bUl  reduced  this  age  to  age  72  for 
retirement  test  purposes.  The  House 
receded  and  concurred  in  the  Senate 
amendments. 

Amendments  130,  137.  138,  139,  140, 
and  141:  These  amendments  also  apply 
to  section  103  and  relate  to  the  amount 
of  earnings  permitted  to  beneficiaries 
without  loss  of  benefits.  Under  the 
House  bill  the  exempt  amount  permitted 
without  loss  was  $1,000  a  year.  The 
Senate  bill  raised  this  exempt  amount 
to  $1,200  per  year  and  the  conferees 
adopted  the  Senate  version.  In  de- 
terming  the  amount  of  earned  income 
which  a  beneficiary  has  received,  the 
House  bill  would  have  counted  earn- 
ings from  covered  and  non-covered  em- 
ployment. The  Senate  bill  would  have 
counted  earnings  only  from  covered  em- 
ployment. The  conferees  adopted  the 
House-passed  version. 

Amendment  No.  151:  The  House  bin 
would  have  provided  for  the  denial  of 
benefits  to  dependents  and  survivors  of 
an  insured  worker  under  certain  ch-- 
ciunstances  when  such  person  reside  out- 
side the  United  SUtes.  The  Senate  de- 
leted this  provision  and  the  House  con- 
curred in  the  Senate  amendment,  thus 
continuing  present  law  in  this  respect. 


Amendment  No.  160:  This  amendment 
relates  to  the  House  provisions  denying 
benefit  payments  and  disallowing  wage 
credits  in  the  case  of  persons  during  a 
period  of  unlawful  residence  and  upon 
deportation.  The  Senate  had  acted  to 
delete  these  provisions  from  the  bill.  Be- 
cause of  administrative  problems  which 
existed  in  regard  to  the  House  version, 
the  conferees  agreed  to  retain  the  House 
version  but  to  limit  its  applicability  to 
cases  where  there  was  actual  reporta- 
tion  and  have  it  affect  only  the  primary 
insured  individual. 

Amendment  No.  334 :  This  amendment 
applies  to  section  301  of  the  bill  and  re- 
lates to  pubhc  asistance.  The  House  bill 
would  have  continued  the  present  match- 
ing formulas  for  old-age  assistance,  aid 
to  the  blind,  aid  to  the  permanently  and 
totally  disabled,  and  aid  to  dependent 
children  until  September  30,  1955.  The 
Senate  bill  extended  the  provision  imtll 
September  30,  1956,  and  the  conferees 
adopted  the  Senate  amendment. 

Amendment  No.  342 :  This  amendment 
applies  to  section  404  and  relates  to  in- 
creasing minimum  old-age  insurance 
benefits.  The  Senate  bill  added  a  provi- 
sion directing  the  Secretary  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare  to  conduct  a 
study  with  a  view  to  determining  the 
feasibility  of  increasing  the  minimum 
old-age  insurance  benefit  to  $55.  $60, 
and  $75.  The  study  is  to  Include  an 
analysis  of  the  increased  cost  offset  by 
the  saving  to  the  Federal  Government 
in  grants  to  the  States  for  pubUc  assist- 
ance. The  House  conferees  agreed  to 
the  Senate  amendment. 

The  amendments  to  which  I  have  not 
specifically  referred  in  the  foregoing 
numeration  are  considered  to  be  tech- 
nical, conforming  or  clerical  in  nature 
and  were  approved  by  the  conferees. 

Mr.  JAVrrs.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    I  yield. 
Mr.  JAVITS.    May  I  ask  the  gentle- 
man, are  ministers  covered  by  the  con- 
ference agreements? 
Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    Yes. 
Mr.  JAVITS.    They  are  covered  on  a 
voluntary  basis? 
Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    Yes. 
Mr.  JAVITS.    I  wish  to  congratulate 
the  gentleman  and  his  collei^ues  on  a 
great  Job.    I  wish  lawyers  and  doctors 
had  been  included,  but  I  think  the  gen- 
tleman and  his  colleagues  have  done  a 
great  Job  for  the  coimtry. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  such  time  as  he 
may  desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Niew 
Jersey    [Mr.  Kean]. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  most 
happy  to  support  this  conference  report. 
We  have  won  a  tremendous  victory  for 
the  good  of  the  American  people.  Now 
we  will  have  what  I  have  worked  for  for 
years:  practically  universal  coverage. 

It  Ls  imfortunate  that  the  Senate  con- 
ferees would  not  agree  to  include  lawyers. 
It  is  unfortunate  that  doctors  still  will 
have  no  protection.  But  these  are  com- 
paratively small  groups. 

Nearly  every  American  worker  ^f^J^^ 
have  protection  for  his  old  age; 
tion  for  his  widow  and  children  in 
of  his  premature  death. 
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We  moBt.  of  ooorw.  eomUniie  to  work 
to  strengthen  the  old-age  mnd  surrivors 
Insuranoe  Bsrateni.  Improreinexits  .  can 
Btin  be  made.  Ineqidttes  win  continue 
to  show  up  In  the  future.  But  this  bUl 
Is  a  far-reaching  step  in  the  right  direc- 
tion. 

Enormous  credit  is  due  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Rbd].  who  so 
▼allantly  pUoted  this  Mil  and  who  fought 
in  conference  fur  the  House  position  as 
to  coTerage.  The  American  worlter  owes 
him  a  real  debt  of  gratitude. 

iti.  REED  Of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  3rleld  such  time  as  he  may  desire  to 
the  genUonan  from  New  York  [Mr. 
DnouKiAir]. 

Bflr.  DEROUNIAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
should  like  to  take  this  occasion  to  ex- 
press my  very  keen  gratification  and  also 
thanks  to  the  conferees  of  the  House  on 
the  social-security  bill  with  reference  to 
a  provision  in  which  we  have  concinred. 
A  very  serious  problem  had  presented 
Itself  with  reference  to  certain  chari- 
table institutions — ^nonprofit  organiza- 
tions— which  because  of  routine  admin- 
istrative omission  or  inadvertence  found 
themselves  barred  from  extending  the 
benefits  of  social  secviril7  to  their  em- 
ploye«.  The  North  Shore  Hospital  in 
my  congressional  district  is  such  a  non- 
profit group  that  was  affected.  The  Sen- 
ate amendment  in  which  we  have  con- 
eurred  gives  authority  for  the  retroac- 
tive flUng  of  certain  certificates  required 
Iqr  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue. 
Without  this  authority  we  would  have 
had  a  very  unjust  situation  and  the  chief 
sufferers  would  have  been  the  employees 
affected. 

It  is  definitely  Indicated — and  I  do  it 
with  great  emphasis — that  I  express  my 
thanks  particularly  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York,  our  great  chairman  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  CcHnmittee,  and 
to  the  members  of  his  group  and  to  the 
members  of  our  conference  committee, 
on  both  ^des,  who  Joined  in  making  cor- 
rection of  this  situation  possible. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  srield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper]  . 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  Is 
usually  the  case  of  a  conference  on  major 
legislation,  there  are  conference  agree- 
ments in  this  conference  report  with 
which  I  was  entirely  in  accord  and  there 
are  others  about  which  I  have  questions. 
However,  in  order  to  get  a  bill  aiacted 
into  law.  it  was  necessary  that  certain 
comprcunises  be  made. 

I  will  summarize  the  major  conference 
agreements  and  pohit  out  the  difference 
between  the  House  and  Senate  bills. 
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FAXM      OPXKATOR8      AND      BZLr-KMPLOTKD      FBO- 
FB88XOKAL  OSOUFS— VASM  OPBaAXOSS 

The  House  bill  provided  for  coverage  of 
self-employed  farm  operators  who  have 
net  eamlngs  from  their  fanning  opera- 
tions of  $400  or  more  in  a  year.  The 
Senate  deleted  this  provision  from  the 
House  bill,  having  the  effect  of  excluding 
farmers  from  social-security  coverage. 

The  conference  agreement  would  ex- 
tend coverage  to  self-employed  fkrm  op- 
erators as  provided  for  in  the  House  bill. 
I  peraooally  questiaii  whether  or  not  the 
majority  of  farm  oipen,toTB  desire  social- 
eecurlty  coverage.  It  has  alwaiys  been 
my  position  that  self-employed  groups 


who  destred  coverage  should  have  it  ex- 
tended to  them.  At  the  same  time,  I 
have  felt  that  those  ktouijs  who  have  not 
bidicated  pretty  clearly  that  they  want 
coverage  should  not  be  covered.  The 
Senate  was  not  convinced  that  the  ma- 
jority of  individual  farmers  did  want 
coverage,  and  therefore  excluded  them 
from  coverage.  It  is  my  feeling  that  the 
Congress  should  have  waited  until  in- 
dividual farmers  more  clearly  indicated  a 
desire  for  coverage  before  it  should  have 
been  extended  to  them. 

As  in  the  case  of  most  of  the  other 
newly  covered  groups  in  this  bill,  the 
coverage  would  be  effective  on  January  1, 
1955.  The  conferees  felt  that  if  fanners 
do  not  desire  to  \x  covered,  and  manifest 
that  position  to  the  Congress,  it  would 
be  ixMsible  to  conform  to  their  wishes  by 
repealing  this  extension  of  coverage  to 
them,  since  like  other  self-employed  per- 
sons, they  do  not  file  and  pay  their 
social-seciu^ty  tax  until  after  the  close 
of  their  taxable  year,  which  in  the  case 
of  most  farmers  would  be  by  April  15. 
1956. 

About  3^  million  self -employed  farm 
operators  would  l>e  covered  under  this 
provision. 

BXUr-atWUOTKO  PKOIXSSION.U.  caiOTTPS 

The  House  bill  extended  compulsory 
coverage  to  all  self-employed  profes- 
sional groups  except  physicians.  The 
Senate  excluded  all  these  groups  except 
Christian  Science  practitioners,  on  a 
voluntary  basis,  and  funeral  directors. 

In  addition  to  the  coverage  of  Christian 
Science  practitioners  and  funeral  di- 
rectors, the  conference  agreement  would 
extend  coverage  to  architects,  engineers, 
and  public  accountants.  The  other  pro- 
fessional groups  now  excluded  would 
continue  to  be  excluded,  namely:  lawyers, 
physicans.  dentists,  osteopaths,  veter- 
inarians, chiropractors,  naturopaths,  and 
optometrists.  Many  lawyers  in  my  dis- 
trict have  indicated  a  desire  for  social- 
security  coverage.  I  regret  that  lawyers 
were  not  covered.  . 

EETTREMEirr    TEST 

The  House  bill  provided  that  a  bene- 
ficiary could  earn  $1,000  a  year  in  cov- 
ered or  noncovered  employment  and 
self- employment  without  loss  of  benefits. 
The  Senate  raised  this  amount  to  $1,200 
a  year.  The  Senate  bill  also  reduced 
from  age  75  to  age  72  the  age  above 
which  a  beneficiary  can  earn  any  amount 
of  money  without  loss  of  benefits.  The 
House  conferees  accepted  these  two 
Senate  amendments. 

The  House  bill  provided  that  earnings 
in  lx)th  covered  and  noncovered  employ- 
ment and  self-employment  would  be 
counted  in  determining  whether  or  not 
a  beneficiary  exceeds  the  work-clause 
amount.  The  Senate  provided  that  only 
earnings  in  covered  emplojmftent  and 
self-employment  would  be  counted  in 
making  this  determination.  The  Sen- 
ate accepted  the  House  amendment, 
which  would  also  take  into  account 
earnings  from  noncovered  employment 
and  self -employment. 

FBDEKAI.  nCPLOTZXS 

The  House  bill  extended  coverage  to 
most  Federal  employees  not  covered  by 
Federal  staff  retirement  ssrstemt.  includ- 
ing  temporary   employees   in  the   field 


service  of  the  Post  Office  Department. 
census- taking  employees  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Census,  civilian  employees  of 
Coast  Guard  post  exchanges,  employees 
paid  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  em- 
ployees whose  compensation  is  nominal, 
and  so  on.  In  addition,  the  House  bill 
extended  coverage  to  employees  of  dis-' 
trict  Federal  home  loan  banks  and  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  who  al- 
ready have  retirement  systems.  The 
Senate  bill  deleted  the  House  provisions, 
and  also  provided  that  services  per- 
formed after  1954  for  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment which  were  covered  by  the  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  program 
shall  not  be  credited  toward  benefits — 
other  than  OASI  or  railroaid  retirement 
l>enefits — under  any  retirement  sjrstem 
established  by  the  United  States  or  a 
Federal  instrumentality. 

The  conference  agreement  extended 
coverage  to  the  same  persons  as  the 
House  bill  did,  except  employees  of  the 
district  Federal  home  loan  l)&nks  and 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  who  al- 
ready have  retirement  systems.  I  was 
very  disappointed  that  coverage  was  not 
extended  to  these  two  groups,  since  em- 
ployees of  the  Federal  Reserve  l>anks 
and  certain  other  agencies  who  already 
have  retirement  sj^tems  of  their  own 
are  now  under  social  security  coverage. 

The  conferees  did  direct  that  a  study 
be  made  of  the  duplication  and  over- 
lapping of  l}enefits  for  the  same  Federal 
service.  The  conference  agreement  also 
would  prohibit  duplicate  credits  for  the 
same  Federal  service  in  the  case  of  the 
Federal  employees  who  are  being  covered 
for  the  first  time. 

MIKISTBtS 

The  House  bill  extended  coverage  to 
ministers  and  members  of  religious  or- 
ders employed  by  nonprofit  organiza- 
tions other  than  employees  of  religious 
orders  who  have  taken  a  vow  of  poverty 
on  tlie  same  voluntary  group  basis  as  lay 
employees  of  such  organizations  are  now 
covered  under  present  law.  Self-em- 
ployed ministers  under  thie  House  bill 
would  have  been  covered  on  a  compul- 
sory basis.  Christian  Science  practi- 
tioners under  the  House  bill  were  treated 
as  professional  self-emplosred  persons, 
and  would  have  been  covered  on  a  com- 
pulsory basis. 

The  Senate  bill  would  have  permitted 
ministers.  Christian  Science  practition- 
ers, and  members  of  religious  orders  who 
have  not  taken  a  vow  of  poverty,  whether 
employees  or  self-employed,  to  secure 
coverage  as  self-employed  persons  on  an 
individual  voluntary  basis.  In  the  case 
of  ministers.  Christian  Science  practi- 
tioners, and  members  of  religious  orders 
who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  but 
employed  outside  the  United  States  by 
an  American  emplosrer,  coverage  under 
the  Senate  bill  would  have  been  granted 
on  the  same  voluntary  basis.  Under  the 
Senate  bill  these  groups  would  be  re- 
quired to  elect  coverage  within  2  years. 
The  filing  of  a  certificate  would  be  re- 
quired by  the  individual  on  or  before  the 
due  date  of  his  tax  return  f0r  the  second 
taxable  year  ending  after  1954  for  which 
he  has  net  earnings  of  $400  or  more.  In 
determining  the  period  during  which  a 
certificate  may  be  filed,  the  Senate  bill 
would  have  excluded  any  taxable  year 
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for  which  the  individual  has  no  income 
from  the  performance  of  service  as  a 
minister  or  Christian  Science  practi- 
tioner. Also,  in  determining  such  period 
a  year  in  which  his  total  self-employ- 
ment income  from  whatever  source  to- 
tals less  than  $400  would  not  be  counted. 
The  House  conferees  accepted  the  Sen. 
ate  amendments. 

FAIM   WOMUSS 

The  House  bill  covered  farm  workers 
who  are  paid  at  least  $200  in  cash  wages 
by  any  one  employer  in  a  calendar  year. 
The  Senate  bill  would  cover  farm  work- 
ers who  are  paid  at  least  $50  in  cash 
wages  by  any  one  employer  in  a  calendar 
quarter. 

The  conference  agreement  would 
cover  farm  workers  who  are  paid  at  least 
$100  in  cash  wages  by  one  employer  in  a 
calendar  year.  This  would  extend  cov- 
erage to  about  2.1-million  farm  workers. 

EMPLOYEES    CCNNBCTTD    WTTH    THE    PBODUCTION 
or    CVM    NAVAL    STORES 

The  Hou^e  bill  would  have  covered 
individuals  performing  services  in  con- 
nection with  production  or  harvesting  of 
gum  naval  stores.  The  Senate  bill  would 
retain  the  provision  of  present  law  and 
thus  continue  to  exclude  from  coverage 
individuals  performing  such  services. 
The  House  conferees  accepted  the  Senate 
amendment. 

rOSEICN    ACKICULTTntAL    LABORERS 

Tlie  Senate  bill  would  exclude  from 
coverage  temporary  agricultural  work- 
ers who  have  lieen  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  from  the  Bahamas. 
Jamaica,  and  the  other  British  West 
Indies.  The  House  conferees  accepted 
the  Senate  amendment. 

ELECTION  OF  COVEHACE  BT  STATE  AJTO  LOCAL 
EMPLOYEES  WHO  ALKXADT  RAVE  RETIREMENT 
SYSTEMS 

The  House  bill  would  require  that  in 
order  for  State  and  local  retirement  sys- 
tem membei-s  to  be  covered  under  OASI 
( a  t  a  majority  of  the  members  eligible  to 
vote  in  the  referendum  would  so  vote  and 
<b'  two-thirds  or  more  of  those  voting 
voted  in  favor  of  coverage.  The  Senate 
bill  would  require  that  a  majority  of  the 
employees  eligible  to  vote  in  the  refer- 
endum would  have  to  vote  in  favor  of 
coverage.  The  House  conferees  accepted 
the  Senate  amendment. 

The  House  bill  permits  the  State  to 
treat  a  statewide  retirement  ssrstem 
either  as  a  single  system  or  as  consisting 
of  a  separate  system  for  the  employees 
of  the  State  and  each  political  subdi- 
vision concerned.  The  Senate  bill  per- 
mits the  State  one  additional  alternative 
with  respect  to  a  statewide  reirement 
system:  Any  one  political  subdivision  or 
any  combination  of  one  or  more  political 
subdivisions — or  of  the  State  and  any 
one  or  more  political  subdivisions — could 
be  considered  a  separate  retirement  sys- 
tem for  purposes  of  the  referendum. 
The  House  conferees  accepted  the  Sen- 
ate amendment. 

Under  the  House  biU  public  colleges 
and  universities  would  not  be  able  to 
act  independently  of  public  schools  when 
the  employees  of  the  public  schools  and 
the  emplo3rees  of  public  colleges  and 
universities  are  under  the  same  retire- 
ment system.    The  Senate  bill  provides 
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that,  if  a  State  desires,  the  employees  of 
each  institution  of  higher  learning  could 
be  treated  as  having  a  separate  retire- 
ment system  for  the  purpose  of  the  ref- 
erendum and  coverage  under  OASI. 
The  House  conferees  accepted  the  Sen- 
ate amendment. 

INSPECTORS  OF  ACIITCTT1.TT7RAI,  FRODTJCTS 

The  Senate  bill  adds  a  provision  under 
which  persons  employed  as  inspectors  of 
agricultural  products  pursuant  to  agree- 
ments between  a  State  and  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  may 
be  deemed,  at  the  option  of  the  State,  to 
be  State  employees.  Such  isersons  would 
be  considered  a  separate  coverage  group 
for  the  purposes  of  the  State  and  local 
coverage  provisions.  The  House  con- 
ferees accepted  the  Senate  amendment. 

EDUCATIONAL  EMFLOTEKS  OF  THE  STATE  OF  LTAH 

The  Senate  bill  adds  a  provision  under 
which  certain  groups  of  educational 
employees  of  the  State  of  Utah  may  be 
deemed  to  be  separate  coverage  groups. 
These  employees  may  be  covered  retro- 
actively to  January  1.  1951  if  they  are 
covered  before  January  1.  1955.  This 
provision  would  make  it  possible  to  afford 
these  educational  employees  of  the  State 
the  same  combination  of  protection  af- 
forded by  OASI  and  the  State  retire- 
ment system  that  other  educational  em- 
ployees in  the  State  of  Utah  now  have. 
The  House  conferees  accepted  the  Sen- 
ate amendment. 

MEMBERS     or    THE     ARIZONA     TEACHERS     RETTRE- 
MENT   STSTEM 

The  Senate  bill  adds  a  provision  which 
would  enable  the  State  of  Arizona  to 
obtain  coverage  retroactive  to  January 
1.  1951  for  members  of  the  Arizona 
Teachers  Retirement  System  if  a  modi- 
fication of  the  State  agreement  is  en- 
tered into  prior  to  January  1,  1956.  The 
House  conferees  accepted  the  Senate 
amendment. 

RCCOMPUTATIONS    IN    THE   CASE    OF    RETROACTIVE 
COVERAGE   UNDER   CTATE   AGREEMENTS 

This  provision  was  added  in  the  Sen- 
ate bill  at  the  request  of  representatives 
of  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  to  carry  out  what  was  be- 
lieved to  be  the  intent  of  the  House  bill. 

This  section  of  the  bill  relates  to  work 
recomputations  resulting  from  presumed 
work  deductions  in  case  of  individuals 
covered  under  retroactive  State  agree- 
ments such  as  in  the  State  of  Virginia. 
The  Senate  bill  changes  the  provision  of 
the  House  bill  in  the  following  respects: 
The  Senate  amendment  enables  survi- 
vors of  persons  who  died  before  January 
1,  1956.  without  having  filed  applications 
for  recomputations  to  obtain  recomputa- 
tions even  though  the  survivors  do  not 
file  for  such  recomputations  until  sub- 
sequent to  January  1.  1956.  The  House 
bill  vould  have  given  recomputations 
only  to  those  survivors  who  filed  before 
January  1,  1956.  The  Senate  amend- 
ment also  adds  additional  points  for 
deeming  when  the  appUcation  for  the 
recomputation  was  filed  in  order  to  pro- 
vide more  equitable  results  in  the  recom- 
putation of  benefit  amounts  and  clari- 
fies the  provisions  of  the  House  bill  with 
respect  to  the  closing  dates  to  be  used 
in  connection  with  the  recomputations. 
The  Senate  amendment  also  specifically 


requires  the  filing  of  applications  in  or- 
der to  i-eceive  benefits  rather  than  im« 
posing  upon  the  Department  the  neces- 
sity of  determining  the  individuals  to 
whom  the  provisions  might  apply. 

The  House  conferees  accepted  the  Sen- 
ate amendment. 

ErFECTTVE    DATE    OF   VENinT   INCSBABRS 

The  Senate  bill  specifies  the  effective 
date  for  benefits  changes — September 
1954.  The  House  bill  uses  the  language 
"after  the  last  day  of  the  month  follow- 
ing the  month  in  which  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  Amendments  of  1954  are  en- 
acted." Whenever  the  House  bill  uses 
the  quoted  provision  the  Senate  bill 
makes  the  effective  date  Septemt>er 
1954  by  using  the  language  "after  Au- 
gust 1954."  The  House  conferees  ac- 
cepted the  Senate  amendment. 

WITHOIJMNC    or    BOClAL-at  URIT  t    TAXtt 

Under  the  Senate  bill,  new  provision 
is  added  authorising  employers  of  agri- 
cultural workei's,  caual  workers,  do- 
mestic workers,  and  home  workers  to 
withhold  the  employees'  share  of  social- 
security  taxes  prior  to  the  time  the 
worker  meets  the  $50  cash  wage  test  for 
coverage  under  the  program.  This  pro- 
vision was  added  for  the  purpose  of  mak- 
ing it  clear  that  the  employer  would  not 
have  to  gage  the  exact  time  at  whxh 
$50  uas  reiched.  such  as.  for  apple  and 
l}erry  piclcers.  The  provision  was  made 
applicable  to  all  cases  where  the  $50 
cash-wage  test  is  used  for  uniformity. 

Under  the  conference  agreement,  ag- 
ricultural workers  would  be  covered 
only  if  they  earn  $100  from  one  em- 
ployer in  a  calendar  year,  and  the  Sen- 
ate provision  was  accepted  with  an 
amendment  refiecting  this  change  as  to 
agricultural  workers. 


CONTINUATION     OT     PRBSEMT     MATCHING     FOR- 
MUL.^S    FOR    PUBLIC -ASSISTANCE    PAYMENTS 

The  House  bill  wq^d  have  continued 
the  present  matching  formulas  for  old- 
age  assistance,  aid  to  the  blind,  aid  to 
the  permanently  and  totally  disabled, 
and  aid  to  dependent  children  until 
September  30,  1955.  The  Senate  bill  ex- 
tends the  provision  until  September  30, 
1956.  The  House  conferees  accepted  the 
Senate  amendment. 

KicPLOTERs  or  MOKnoriT  mirinunoits 
The  Senate  added  two  provisions: 
First.  To  provide  for  coverage  prior- 
to  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  bill  of 
employees    of    certain    tax-exempt    or- 
ganizations which  have  failed  effectively' 
to  waive  their  tax  exemption  so  as  to 
cover  their  employees,  but  which  had 
paid   taxes  with   respect  to  their  em- 
ployees under  tlie  belief  that  they  had 
effectively  fUed  a  waiver.     This  applies 
only  to  the  years  prior  to  January  1. 
1955.     The  House  conferees  accepted 
this  provision. 

Second.  To  provide  retroactive  cover- 
age in  the  case  of  an  individual  wbo 
was,  prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of 
the  bill,  an  employee  of  a  tax-exempt 
organization  which  had  filed  a  tax 
waiver  so  as  to  provide  social -security 
coverage  for  its  employees,  but  such 
waiver  was  not  effective  In  tbe  case  «< 
such  individual  because  he  failed  to  a|»- 
pend  his  s^nature  to  tbe  list  required  to 
accompany  such  waiver.    The  provstion 
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would  be  applicable  only  in  the  ease  of 
an  individual  with  respect  to  whom 
taatea  were  withheld  and  paid  by  the 
onployer.  This  provision  is  effective 
only  with  respect  to  service  performed 
IMTior  to  enactment  of  the  biU.  The 
Bouse  conferees  accepted  this  provision 
with  an  amendment  requiring  that 
proper  action  must  be  taken  within  2 
years. 

The  House  bill  contained  a  provision 
which  permitted  an  Individual  who 
failed  to  sign  the  list  required  to  accom- 
pany a  waiver  to  sign  a  supplemental 
Ust  at  a  subsequent  time  thus  per- 
mitting the  waiver  to  bec(»ne  effective 
with  respect  to  such  individual  as  of  the 
time  he  signs  the  supplemental  list. 
The  Senate  struck  this  provision.  The 
Senate  conferees  receded  with  an 
amendment  putting  a  2-year  limitation 
on  the  time  within  which  action  must 
be  taken. 

laCOMFOTATION  OP  BKflKrXTB 

Under  the  House  bill,  once  a  worker 
on  the  rolls  earns  $1,000  tn  a  year  after 
1953  he  establishes  eligibility  for  a  work 
recomputation  but  through  an  oversight 
in  drafting  he  is  not  required  to  earn 
$1,000  in  another  year  before  he  can  get 
another  recomputation.  The  Senate  bill 
raises  the  qualifying  requirement  from 
$1,000  of  earnings  in  a  year  to  more  than 
$1,200  to  make  it  comparable  to  the  ex- 
empt amount  in  the  retirement  test  con- 
tained in  the  Senate  bill.  The  Senate 
bill  also  corrects  the  drafting  enicr,  thus 
avoiding  the  administrative  problem  of 
having  a  large  number  of  individuals 
appljring  for  recomputations  whon  there 
would  be  little  change  in  their  benefit 
amounts  resulting  from  such  recompu- 
tations. The  House  conferees  accepted 
the  Senate  amendment. 

BKNsrm  or  DXPnrDKifTs  amo  bukvivoks 

BKSIDINa    ABBOAD 

The  House  bill  would  have  ilrovlded 
for  the  denial  of  benefits  to  dependents 
and  survivors  of  an  insured  workjer  when 
such  dependents  and  survivors  reside 
outside  the  United  States  unless  they 
could  show  a  residence  in  the  United 
States  for  3  out  of  the  last  5  years,  or 
unless  it  could  be  shown  in  the  case  of 
a  child  less  than  3  years  old  that  he 
was  bcnn  in  the  United  States,  or  unless 
the  wages  of  the  Insured  worker  gave 
him  a  currently  insured  status  on  the 
basis  of  military  service  or  covered  earn- 
ings accrued  from  work  outside  the 
United  States.  The  Senate  bill  deletes 
this  provision  and  continues  present  law. 
The  House  conferees  accepted  the  Sen- 
ate amendment.  i 


WAOB  BBCOKD  AND  BBMBFRS  OW  PBflOatS  nXK- 
OAIXT  nr  THX  TTNITKD  STATKB  OB  WHO  ABB 
DBPOBTBD  FBOM  TRB  UITITBD  STATES 

The  House  bill  provided  for  Uie  dele- 
tion from  the  wage  record,  both  for  pur- 
poses of  determining  insured  status  and 
computing  benefits,  the  earnings  of  an 
individual  during  any  period  in  which  he 
may  have  been  in  tills  country  illegally. 
The  House  bill  also  would  have  termi- 
nated all  benefits  passable  on  an  individ- 
ual's wage  record  upon  notification  by 
the  Attorney  General  that  the  person 
has  been  deported  from  the  United 
States  because  of  unlawful  entry,  con- 
viction of  a  crime,  subversive  activity, 


and  so  on  as  set  forth  as  grounds  for  de- 
portation in  the  Immigration  and  Na- 
tionality Act  The  Senate  deleted  these 
provisions  from  the  House  bill. 

The  conference  agreement  would  deny 
benefits  to  persons  who  are  deported, 
while  still  pa3^ng  benefits  to  the  depend- 
ents and  survivors  of  such  persons  unless 
they  are  outside  of  the  United  States  and 
are  not  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

I.X71CF-STTM    DEATH    PAYMENTS 

The  House  bill  would  have  limited  the 
maximum  Iiunp-sum  death  payment  to 
$255.  The  Senate  deleted  this  limitation, 
and  this  had  the  effect  of  permitting  a 
maximiun  lump-sum  death  payment  of 
three  times  the  amount  of  the  primary 
beneficiary's  benefit.  The  conferees 
agreed  to  the  House  limitation  of  $255. 

SrUDT  OF  MINIMUM  BENEFITS 

The  Senate  added  an  amenc&nent  di- 
recting the  Secretary  of  Health,  Educa- 
tion and  Welfare  to  conduct  a  study  with 
a  view  to  determining  the  feasibility  of 
increasing  the  minimum  Old -Age  and 
Survivors  Insurance  benefit  to  $55,  $60, 
and  $75.  The  study  is  to  include  an  anal- 
ysis of  the  increased  cost  offset  by  the 
saving  to  the  Federal  Government  in 
gi*ants  to  the  States  for  public  assistance. 
The  House  conferees  accepted  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  JemkinsI. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  today 
the  House  is  called  upon  to  accept  the 
conference  report  on  another  major 
piece  of  legislation  which  has  been  pre- 
sented to  the  Congress  by  the  CJommittee 
on  Ways  and  Means.  The  legislation  be- 
fore us  today  is  the  Social  Security 
Amendments  of  1954,  H.  R.  936«.  By  ap- 
proving the  conference  report  relating 
thereto,  we  will  have  sent  to  the  Senate 
and.  I  am  confident,  to  the  President  for 
approval,  a  bill  that  will  mean  security 
and  well-being  to  virtually  every  Ameri- 
can during  the  period  of  his  retirement. 
It  will  also  mean  security  and  well-being 
to  every  American  family  in  the  event 
that  the  wage  earner  meets  an  untimely 
death. 

It  was  my  privilege  as  a  ranking  Re- 
publican member  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  to  serve  as  a  conferee  on  the 
conference  committee.  The  House  con- 
ferees have  met  with  the  Senate  con- 
ferees for  several  days,  and  we  have 
emerged  from  that  conference  with  the 
finest  social-security  legislation  that  has 
ever  been  written. 

This  social-security  bill  was  a  long 
time  in  the  preparation.  It  is  a  major 
part  of  the  President's  legislative  pro- 
gram. The  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  has  held  lengthy  public  hearings 
and  equally  lengthy  executive  sessions  in 
preparing  this  bill  for  the  consideration 
of  Congress.  Similarly,  the  Senate  Fi- 
nance Committee  has  given  it  careful 
consideration.  It  was  passed  by  an  over- 
whelming vote  in  both  Chambers  of  the 
Congress.  The  conferees  have  perfected 
it  in  the  final  form  in  which  it  is  now 
presented  to  this  distinguished  body. 

As  approved  by  the  conferees,  the  se- 
curity and  protection  afforded  under  the 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  pro- 
gram are  extended  to  10,200,000  workers 


who  were  previously  excluded  from  par- 
ticipation in  the  system.  I  would  like  at 
this  time  to  enumerate  these  major  cate- 
gories which  are  newly  covered  and  Indi- 
cate the  number  of  individuals  coming 
within  each  group: 


Farm  operators 

Farm   workers 

Domestic  workers ^ 

State  and  local  employees 

Jillnlsters 

Home  workers ^__ 

Fishermen 

Employees    of    foreign    BUbsl41- 

aries - 

Employment    not    In    cotirse    of 

trade  or  business _ — 

Professional   self-employed .__ 

Federal  employees - 

Total 


3,  800,000 

2,  100.000 

200,000 

3,500.000 

250. 000 

100.000 

60.000 

100,000 

50.000 
100.000 
150,000 


10,200,000 

Thus,  under  the  Social  Security 
Amendments  of  1954,  we  have  achieved 
virtually  universal  cover»ge  of  the 
American  public. 

With  respect  to  coverage,  we  have  ex- 
cluded certain  professional  self-em- 
ployed persons,  such  as  doctors,  dentists. 
other  related  medical  professions,  and 
lawyers.  It  is  my  hope  that  these  groups 
who  have  been  excluded  will  undertake 
to  make  their  desires  known  to  the  Con- 
gress in  future  years  as  to  whether  or 
not  they  wish  to  come  under  this  sys- 
tem. Doctors  were  originally  included 
in  the  program  during  the  work  by  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  on  the 
social  security  amendmente.  However, 
knowing  the  wishes  of  the  doctors  of 
Ohio  as  I  do,  I  made  a  successful  motion 
to  have  them  excluded  from  coverage. 
Our  Ohio  doctors,  as  well  as  the  medical 
profession  throughout  the  Nation,  work 
endlessly  in  behalf  of  their  f  ellowmen. 

I  am  also  pleased  that  we  were  able 
to  extend  coverage  to  ministers.  Chris- 
tian Science  practitioners,  and  members 
of  religious  orders  on  ah  individual 
voluntary  basis  as  self-employed  m- 
dividuaLs.  It  is  appropriate  that  mem- 
bers of  the  clergy  should  be  permitted 
to  decide  for  themselves  as  to  whether 
or  not  they  will  participate  in  the  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  program. 

The  bill,  as  approved  by  the  conferees, 
gives  greater  protection  and  Increased 
opportunity  for  self-determination  as  to 
coverage  to  teachers  and  other  State 
and  local  employees  who  are  covered 
under  State  and  local  retirement  sys- 
tems. As  approved  by  the  conferees, 
H.  R.  9366  has  greater  safeguards  to 
protect  State  and  local  employees  from 
being  forced  involuntarily  into  this  sys- 
tem. I  have  worked  particularly  hard 
to  see  that  our  outstanding  State  and 
local  employees  are  not  compelled  to 
accept  OASI  coverage  in  op[>osition  to 
their  own  desires.  I  am  sure  this  bill 
successfully  meets  this  problem.  I  have 
worked  tirelessly  to  ent^ely  exclude 
policemen  and  firemen  from  the  OASI 
system.  I  have  also  worked  successfully 
to  make  certain  that  before  OASI  cover- 
age would  apply  to  other  State  and  local 
employees,  that  a  majority  of  eligible 
voters  in  an  employment  group  would 
have  to  vote  afiOrmatively  in  favor  of 
coverage.  This  safeguard  will  apply  for 
the  protection  of  teachers  and  other 
public  employees. 
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Farm  operators  will  be  given  coverage 
effective  January  1,  1955.  but  they  will 
not  be  called  upon  to  make  contribu- 
tions to  the  system  until  April  1956. 
This  time  sequence  will  permit  the 
American  farmer  to  make  his  views 
known  to  Congress  as  to  whether  or  not 
he  desires  xo  remain  in  the  system. 
Certainly,  the  Congress  was  advised  by 
the  majority  of  the  national  farm  or- 
ganizations that  farmers  did  desire  old- 
age  and  sui'vivors  insurance  coverage. 

Another  feature  of  H.  R.  9366  which 
particularly  pleases  me  is  the  Uberaliza- 
tion  of  the  retirement  test.  The  con- 
ferees approved  a  provision  permitting 
a  retired  individual  to  earn  up  to  $1,200 
a  year  without  loss  of  benefits.  Present 
law  permits  employed  individuals  to  earn 
only  $75  per  month  without  loss  of  earn- 
ings. A  self-employed  individual  can 
earn  $900  per  year  under  present  law. 
By  putting  both  the  employed  and  self- 
employed  on  an  annual  basis  and  by  in- 
creasing the  limitation  to  $1,200,  a  bene- 
ficiary will  have  greater  flexibility  in 
arranging  periods  of  employment  for 
himself  to  supplement  his  annuity.  We 
have  also  reduced  from  age  75  to  age  72 
the  age  at  which  the  work  clause  be- 
comes inapplicable.  Thus,  persons  who 
have  attained  age  72  will  be  permitted 
to  continue  working  and  draw  benefits 
without  regard  to  the  $1,200  limitation. 

We  have  also  continued  until  Septem- 
ber 30.  1956,  the  present  matching  for- 
mulas for  old-age  assistance,  aid  to  the 
blind,  aid  to  the  permanently  and  totally 
disabled,  and  aid  to  dependent  children. 
Without  thLs  action  such  public-assist- 
ance payments  would  have  been  reduced 
effective  September  30,  1954. 

The  bill  ^Yxn  it  becomes  pubUc  law 
will  mean  that  the  over  6  million  t)enefl- 
CiRi  ies  now  on  the  OASI  rolls  will  re- 
ceive increaf^ed  annuities  ranging  from 
$5  to  $13.50  i>er  month.  These  increases 
Will  be  effective  with  respect  to  the  month 
cf  September  and  will  be  reflected  in 
the  checks  which  will  be  received  on 
approximately  October  1  of  this  year. 

For  those  persons  retiring  in  the  fu- 
ture, further  liberalization  is  made  in 
the  benefit  amounts.  The  present  range 
of  benefits  from  $25  to  $85  per  month  for 
a  primary  msured  individual  will  be 
increased  to  a  range  of  from  $30  per 
month  to  $108.50.  H.  R.  9366  increases 
maximum  family  benefits  from  $168.75 
per  month  to  $200  per  month.  A  worker 
and  his  wife  retiring  in  the  future  after 
attaining  age  65  will  be  able  to  receive  a 
maximum  benefit  of  $168.75  per  month 
instead  of  $127.50  per  month  as  under 
present  law. 

Thus,  I  have  summarized  the  high- 
lights of  the  many  beneficial  changes 
that  have  been  made  in  our  social  secu- 
rity law  by  the  Social  Security  Amend- 
ments of  1954,  H.  R.  9368.  By  extending 
coverage  to  over  10  million  American 
workers,  by  s-ubstantially  increasing  ben- 
efits and  by  greatly  liberalizing  the  re- 
tirement test,  we  have  succeeded  in  re- 
moving many  of  the  inequities  that  have 
heretofore  been  present  in  the  law.  We 
have  provided  a  realistic  floor  of  protec- 
tion for  our  senior  citizens.  We  have 
made  substantial  progress  in  providing 
an  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  pro- 


gram that  properly  meets  the  needs  of 
the  American  petqile. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  IMr.  Diifczu.1. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  sub- 
stance of  what  I  have  to  say  is  likely 
something  that  I  have  said  on  this  floor 
time  and  again.  I  Just  want  to  tell  my 
I>mocratic  friends  that  they  have  noth- 
ing for  which  they  need  make  any  apolo- 
gies if  and  when  they  go  home  to  their 
constituents.  You  can  be  proud  of  the 
fact  that  throughout  the  20  years  of  the 
Social  Security  Sjstem  you  have  had 
spokesmen — and  I  am  proud  to  say  that 
I  have  perhaps  been  in  the  vanguard 
among  those — who  have  advocated  more 
or  less,  mostly  more  than  anything  that 
exists  in  this  bill:  and  had  the  Repub- 
licans voted  with  us  while  they  were  in 
the  minority,  as  we  are  going  to  vote  with 
them  today  as  the  minority  group,  most 
of  the  provisions  of  this  bill  would  long 
ago  have  been  law  and  would  have  been 
enjoyed  by  the  people  of  this  United 
States. 

As  I  say.  this  is  another  part  of  the 
Eisenhower  program  that  stems  from  the 
hearts  and  philosophy  of  the  Democrats. 
It  is  not  a  question  of  saying  who  de- 
serves the  credit.  It  has  been  a  great 
job,  and  I  will  say  to  my  friends  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle,  I  am  most  happy  that 
at  long  last  our  Republican  friends  have 
recognized  the  real  value  of  the  social- 
security  sy.5tem.  When  we  get  hospitali- 
zation and  disability  provisions  m  the 
law,  which  I  have  also  advocated  and 
pioneered  in  the  proposal  for  years,  then 
and  only  then  will  we  have  a  rounded  out 
system.  I  say  to  you  now,  as  I  have  said 
in  the  past,  that  the  day  is  coming  when 
hospitalization  and  disability  benefits 
will  be  provided.  I  know  my  good  friends 
on  the  committee,  the  Republicans,  are 
going  to  see  through  that,  and  despite 
any  conservative  tendencies  they  are 
going  to  admit  that  it  is  essential  to  the 
welfare  of  the  people. 

The  social -seciurity  system  has  put  out 
of  business — paralyzed  and  put  out  of 
busmess  the  old  poorhouses.  They  are 
going  out  of  business.  There  Is  no  use 
for  them.  Ma  and  Pa  are  living  together 
at  home,  either  with  a  son  or  a  daughter; 
or  they  have  a  little  piece  of  mud.  with 
a  cow  or  a  goat,  and  they  raise  a  little 
f rxiit  and  a  few  vegetables  and  they  have 
their  own  milk  and  they  live  happily 
together  instead  of  being  separated  in 
two  different  poorhouses  and  dying  of 
broken  hearts. 

I  am  happy  to  have  lived  to  see  the 
day  when  I  find  such  wonderful  coopera- 
tion between  the  members  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  and  the  Republican  Party 
working  together  for  the  social  better- 
ment and  the  welfare  of  our  people. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  indeed  a  very 
happy  occasion  for  me.  For  many  years 
I  have  introduced  legislation  which 
would  make  coverage  under  social  se- 
curity liberal  and  practically  universaL 
When  H.  R.  9366  passed  the  House  cov- 
erage was  extended  to  practically  every- 
one who  is  not  now  covered  under  the 
old-age  insurance  program.  The  only 
exception  as  far  as  any  large  group  is 
concerned  was  physicians.  The  confer- 
ence agreement  as  contained  in  the  con- 


ference report  while  excluding  In  addi- 
tion to  physicians,  lawyers,  dentists,  os- 
teopaths, veterinarians,  chiropractors, 
naturopaths,  and  optometrists,  extenils 
coverage  to  most  of  the  persons  whioii 
the  House  bill  covered.  I  regret  that 
coverage  was  not  made  all-inclusiTe.  "Bm 
assured  exclusion  was  not  my  idea. 

I  stated  regret  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  when  H.  R.  9366  was  being  con- 
sidered that  more  realistic  benefits  are 
not  being  provided  for  retired  persons. 
their  dependents,  and  survivors.  We  are 
increasing  benefits  to  some  extent  but 
they  are  still  deficient  and  not  what  I 
believe  they  should  be. 

I  am  particularly  disappointed  that 
my  efforts  to  have  disability  insurance 
payments  included  in  this  legislation 
were  unsuccessful.  This  is,  in  my  opin- 
ion, one  of  the  two  great  shortcomings  of 
our  present  social-security  system.  As 
long  as  I  have  strength  I  shall  continue 
my  fight  to  provide  disability  insurance 
payments  to  disabled  workers  and  their 
dependents.  In  most  cases  these  persons 
are  as  worth>-  and  much  more  in  need 
of  benefit  payments  than  those  who  are 
now  eligible  for  them  because  the  bread- 
winner in  a  family  may  become  disabled 
when  his  financial  obligations  to  his 
family  and  on  his  home  are  the  greatest, 
and  he  may  also  be  faced  with  heavy 
medical  exF>enses. 

The  other  major  shortcoming  is  the 
lack  of  a  provision  for  hospitalization 
benefits  for  social -security  beneficiaries. 
Here  again  I  have  long  fought  to  for- 
mally provide  such  benefits  and  I  shall 
continue  to  do  so  until  they  are  enacted. 

On  the  whole,  with  the  exceptions  I 
have  pointed  out  above,  the  pending  con- 
ference report  is  a  big  step  forward  in 
liberalizing  our  social -security  system. 
No  one  man  can  take  an  undue  share 
of  credit  for  the  advancements  contained 
in  the  pending  legislation.  However,  in 
all  modesty,  I  state  without  fear  of  con- 
tradiction that  major  improvements  and 
liberalizations  in  the  system  have  been 
one  of  my  major  aims  and  accomplish- 
ments ever  since  social  security  was  first 
proposed  and  enacted  into  law.  I  will 
not  take  the  time  of  the  Members  to 
enumerate  the  provisions  in  the  confer- 
ence report  which  were  contained  in  leg- 
islation which  I  have  previously  intro- 
duced in  each  and  every  Congress  from 
the  very  beginning  of  the  system.  The 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  has  given  an 
excellent  statement  on  the  provisions  as 
agreed  to  m  conference.  It  is  a  matter 
of  record  that  most,  if  not  all.  of  these 
are  contained  in  legislation  which  I  first 
introduced  years  ago. 

There  is  another  reason  why  this  is 
somewhat  of  an  occasion  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned.  Our  friends,  the  Republic 
cans,  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  for 
years  fought  the  efforts  of  those  of  us 
on  this  side  to  improve  the  social-secu- 
rity system.  They  liave  finally  seen  the 
Ught  and  I  welcome  their  arrival  in  our 
camp,  belated  as  it  may  be.  Had  the 
Republicans  while  they  were  in  the  so- 
nority voted  with  us  Democrats  then  in 
the  majority  all  these  improvements,  and 
many  more,  would  long  ago  have  been 
enacted  into  law  and  the  benefits 
joyed  by  many  who  are  to  receive 
at  this  late  date. 
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Tt-fi,:  :s  to  be  done  not  only  by  lecruit- 
iTsz  tbe  best  qualified  persons  for  Gor- 
err2ner.t  >ob5  but  also  by  retaining  tbeir 
semces  by  ginng  them  reasonable  in- 
d\icenient  to  remaic  in  the  Federal  serr- 
ice.  Such  an  inducement  has  not  been 
grren  Federal  employees.  Tbat  has  been 
proved  tjy  the  unduly  high  rate  of  trim- 
over  in  Government  jobs,  a  rate  vhich 
does  not  compare  favorably  «rith  Indus- 
try. It  is  neither  possible  tor  feasible 
for  the  Government  to  offer  the  unusual 
rewards  industry  provides  for  its  admin- 
istrative and  technical  people  in  the  up- 
per salary  levels.  It  is  possible,  boverer. 
for  the  Government  to  provtide  salaries 
that  buy  as  much  today  as  ttiey  did  be- 
fore World  War  IL 

For  that  reason  and  to  aiUeTiate  the 
hardship  that  so  many  persons  are  fac- 
ing with  prices  rising  so  sharply  in  recent 
years.  I  am  strongly  in  favor  of  the  best 
possible  improvement  of  [Mty  rates  ve 
can  make  at  tliis  time.  Certainly  this 
83d  Congress  should  not  adjotim  without 
recognizing  the  imperativeness  of  grant- 
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Ing  an  equitable  pay  increase  to  all  Fed- 
eral employees. 

I  am  voting  m  favor  of  H.  R.  7774  «-hich 
provides  a  S-fercent  increase  for  postal 
and  classified  Federal  employees,  and 
urge  all  Meml^ers  of  the  Hoiise  present 
to  do  likewise.  This  is  the  final  oppor- 
tunity of  the  83d  Congress  to  begin  to 
bring  the  standards  of  our  public  serv- 
ants to  their  deserved  level. 

Mr.  JAVITS  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  grati- 
fying that  by  concurrence  of  both  Houses, 
some  recognition,  even  though  inade- 
quate, has  been  given  to  the  postal  em- 
ployees and  employees  of  the  Federal 
Government.  No  one  can  pretend  that 
this  increase  is  equivalent  to  the  financial 
necessities  involved  but  it  is  at  least  a 
token  of  good  faith  on  a  really  minimal 
basis  and  should  be  so  considered. 

Postal  and  Federal  employees  are  de- 
pendent for  ad<^uate  compensation  upton 
the  sense  of  justice  of  the  Congress  and 
the  country.  There  is  no  question  but 
what  their  pay  scales  do  not  refiect 
realisticaliy  either  present-day  costs  of 
living  or  the  prevailing  rates  of  comjaen- 
£.ation  in  private  employment.  In  addi- 
tion, consideration  must  be  given  to  the 
limitation  upon  opportunity  in  the  Fed- 
eral employment  which  must  be  com- 
pensated for  in  adequate  pay.  security  of 
tenure  and  retirement,  and  high  morale 
of  Government  service. 

I  hope  vei-y  much  that  the  President 
will  approve  this  bill.  It  is  understand- 
able that  the  financial  agencies  of  Gov- 
ernment should  want  the  Post  Office 
delicit  reduced  before  raising  compensa- 
tion of  postal  workers  but  this  is  the 
responsibility  of  Congress  and  not  the 
pobtal  worker.  The  President  should  not 
penalize  the  postal  workers  for  the  Con- 
liress'  judgment  on  this  matter.  For,  it 
is  only  fair  to  state  that  as  the  p>eoples' 
elected  representatives  the  Congress  may 
choose  to  express  its  representative 
capacity  by  holding  postal  rates  where 
they  are  and  causing  the  postal  deficit 
to  be  paid  out  of  taxes.  I  hope  very 
much  that  this  distinction  will  be  very 
clear  to  the  executive  department  and 
that  this  bill  so  long  needed  will  be 
sisned  into  law. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  a 
tribute  to  the  fairness  of  this  Congress 
and  the  Eisenhower  administration  that 
the  pay  raise  for  our  good  postal  and 
Federal  employees  has  now  passed  the 
Senate  and  the  House. 

Today  is  a  time  of  accomplishment  for 
tho.«e  of  us  who  have  fought  for  so 
many  months  to  obtain  a  cost  of  living 
increase  for  these  loyal  employees. 
While  it  is  not  quite  the  raise  we  had 
asked  for,  it  is  nevertheless  a  fine  step 
in  the  right  direction. 

May  I  compliment  the  fine  cooperation 
and  excellent  representation  given  dur- 
ing this  long  and  trying  period  by  the 
officers.  l)oth  national  and  local,  of  the 
postal  unions. 

Good  unionism  makes  good  employ- 
ees and  good  representation.  Coiint  on 
my  continued  support  of  our  fine  postal 
and  Federal  employees. 

Mr.  DONOHUE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am 
happy  to  rise  in  support  and  urge  prompt 
passage  of  this  bill  granting  a  reasonable 
cost-of-living    pay    adjustment    to    our 


postal  and  Federal  employees,  togrether 
with  certain  other  so-called  fringe  bene- 
fits. 

We  all  know  that  whenever  the  cost 
of  living  rises,  as  it  has  been  doing  for 
the  past  several  years,  persons  with  fixed 
incomes  suffer  the  most.  Some  workers 
can  obtain  raises  to  offset  at  least  a  por- 
tion of  the  increased  cost  of  living,  but 
those  whose  incomes  are  stationary  or 
whose  salaries  are  set  by  law  have  seri- 
ous trouble  trying  to  keep  up  with  rising 
prices  and  maintain  their  family  on  a 
decent  living  scale. 

Such  is  the  current  predicament  of  our 
Federal  employees.  Their  salaries  are 
set  by  law,  and  it  takes  action  by  the 
Congress  to  raise  their  compensation. 
An  important  consideration  in  this  con- 
nection is  that  while  Federal  employees 
may  organize,  they  are  not  allowed  to 
strike;  and,  to  have  the  record  present 
the  truth  on  this  subject,  let  us  remind 
ourselves  that  they  have  never  shown 
any  disp>osition  to  strike.  They  have 
been  content  to  rely  upon  a  sense  of  fair 
play  on  the  part  of  Congress  and  the 
general  public. 

May  I  also  remind  you  that  the  best 
insurance  against  any  misguided  recep- 
tion of  false  Communi.<!t  propaganda  by 
our  Government  employees  is  to  wisely 
and  practically  extend  them  adequatie 
salaiy  compensation. 

It  is  only  ordinary  common  sense  and 
recognition  of  the  facts  of  life  that  if  our 
Government  employees  are  sufficiently 
compensated  to  enable  them  to  meet 
their  personal  and  family  obligations 
with  confidence  and  a  high  morale,  then 
there  will  be  no  doubt  of  their  loyalty 
as  good  Americans  and  their  repudiation 
of  Communist  ideas. 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  passage  today  of  the  in- 
crease for  the  salaries  of  postal  workers 
and  other  Federal  employees  is  well 
merited.  Postal  employees  and  other 
Federal  employees  do  not  have  a  labor 
union  to  bargain  for  them.  They  are 
employees  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment and  therefoi-e  do  not  enjoy  the 
right  of  collective  bargaining.  There- 
fore we  in  Congress  have  a  special  duty 
to  see  that  they  receive  a  just  wage.  All 
too  often  the  postal  employees  have  had 
to  do  supplemental  work  in  order  to  eke 
out  a  living  wage  for  themselves  and 
families. 

The  postal  employees  of  Milwaukee, 
like  every  other  large  city,  perform  a 
vital  service  for  the  community  both  for 
industry  and  the  millions  of  private 
communications.  They  are  deserving  of 
adequate  support  in  this  vital  service. 

Mr.  REBS  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  bill  that  carries  the  numt>er  H.  R. 
7774,  as  it  passed  the  House  related  only 
to  what  is  known  as  the  incentive  awards 
program  for  Federal  departments  and 
agencies.  Similar  legislation  relating  to 
awards  program  was  approved  by  the 
House  and  the  other  body  in  another 
bUl. 

So  the  Senate  struck  out  all  the  pro- 
visions of  H.  R.  7774,  being  the  incen- 
tive awards  program  and  substituted  a 
bill  relating  primarily  to  salary  in- 
creases.   So,  in  reality,  you  have  a  Sen- 


ate proposal  under  a  House  bill  num- 
ber. It  contains  provisions  of  a  bill  now 
pending  before  the  other  body.  As 
chairman  of  the  Hotise  Post  OfDce  and 
Civil  Service  Committee  I  am  reporting 
the  amended  bill  to  the  House. 

The  measure  before  you  contains  the 
following  provisions: 

First.  A  permanent  S-pereent  in- 
crease in  the  minimum  rate  of  each 
grade,  through  QS-17.  of  all  employees 
paid  under  the  Classification  Act  of  1949. 
with  a  minimum  increase  to  each  em- 
ployee of  $170  a  jrear  aixl  a  maximum  in- 
crease of  (440  a  year.  The  bill  also  pro- 
vides an  incresise  of  5  percent  with  a 
minimum  of  $170  and  a  maximum  of 
$440  per  annum  for  legislative  employ- 
ees, certain  judicial  officers  and  employ- 
ees, officers,  and  employees  in  the  De- 
partment of  Medicine  and  Surgery  in  the 
Veterans'  Administration,  and  employees 
in  the  Foreign  Service  of  the  State  De- 
partment. In  addition,  the  bill  contains 
a  provision  increasing  the  maximum 
compensation  payable  to  officers  and  em- 
ployees of  the  Central  Bank  for  Coopera- 
tives, or  any  production  credit  corpora- 
tions, production  credit  associations,  or 
bank  for  cooperatives,  so  as  to  permit  the 
granting  to  such  employees  of  increases 
corresponding  to  those  provided  other 
employees  by  the  bill.  No  rate  of  basic 
compensation  which  is  $14,800  or  more 
per  annum  shall  be  increased. 

Second.  The  annual  salary  for  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States  is  in- 
creased from  GS-18  to  OS-IB. 

Third.  An  increase  in  the  maximum 
allowable  per  diem  for  Federal  employ- 
ees to  $12  per  day  from  the  present  rate 
of  $9  per  day. 

Fourth.  A  permanent  5-percent  in- 
crease for  all  postmasters,  officers,  and 
employees  in  the  postal  field  service  with 
a  minimum  of  $200  and  a  maximum  of 
$440  except  in  the  case  of  fourth-class 
postmasters,  hourly  rate  employees, 
skilled -trades  employees  of  mail  equip- 
ment shops,  job  cleaners  in  first-  and 
second-class  post  offices,  and  employees 
paid  on  a  fee  or  contract  basis. 

Fifth.  An  increase  of  5  percent— com- 
puted to  the  nearest  half  cent — with  a 
minimum  of  $200  in  the  rate  of  basic 
compensation  of  each  employee  paid  on 
an  hourly  basis. 

Sixth.  An  increase  of  5  percent  in 
each  rate  of  basic  compensation  for 
postmasters  in  post  offices  of  the  fourth 
class. 

Seventh.  An  increase  in  the  allow- 
able per  diem  for  employees  in  the 
transportation  service  to  $9  per  day 
from  the  present  rate  of  $6  per  day. 

Eighth.  A  biweekly  pay  period  for  per- 
sonnel of  the  postal  field  service. 

Ninth.  Establishes  a  Commission  on 
Postal  Field  Service  Classification  to 
conduct  an  investigation  and  study  for 
the  purposes  of  developing  a  plan  for 
the  establishment  of  a  unifonn.  inte- 
grated, and  equitable  classification  and 
pay  system  for  all  postmasters^  olBeera. 
employees,  and  positions  in  tbe  postal 
field  service.  The  CommissioKi  is  directed 
to  report  the  results  of  its  study  tocether 
with  recommendations  to  the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives  on  or 
before  March  1,  1955. 
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Estimated  oo»ts  \ 

fuj     Inereaaes     (postal     field 

aerriee) IIOI.SOO.OOO 

Pay   Inereaaea    (daaaifled   and 

otber) aia.000.000 

Per     diem     travel     allowance 

(Poatal  Ttansportatlon  Senr- 

ioe) - 4. 500. 000 

Per     diem     travel     allowance 

(claaatfled  and  otber)    (ap- 

prozimtttcly) . ao.  000. 000 


Total  estimated  coat. 


338.000.000 


While  the  provisions  of  this  bill  have 
not  been  considered  specifically  by  the 
House,  we  have  approved  a  number  of 
them.  For  example,  we  have  approved 
some  salary  increases  and  other  fringe 
benefits  for  postal  employees.  Our  com- 
mittee has  recommended  salary  in- 
creases for  Federal  employees  in  much 
the  same  manner  as  is  contained  In  this 
bill.  I  do  feel  It  only  fair  to  point  out. 
however,  that  with  respect  to  postal 
employees,  some  ftqsects  of  this  bill  are 
not  as  generous  as  the  bill  which  was  ap- 
proved by  a  majority  of  the  Members  ot 
this  House  on  July  21  but  failed  passage 
because  it  was  brought  up  on  suspension 
of  rules,  that  required  a  two-thirds  vote 
in  order  to  pass.  It  did  receive  a  ma- 
jority vote  of  the  House.  Scnne  of  the 
objection  to  that  particular  bill  was  that 
it  was  ecMnbined  with  postal  rate  in- 
creases. One  of  the  main  beneficial 
features  not  in  this  bill  that  was^  in  the 
other  bill  Is  the  additional  lozigevity 
grade  for  postal  employees. 

I  should  like  to  i>oint  out  fiui.her  that 
while  the  objection  is  voiced  to  increases 
In  postal  rates  to  cover  postal  employees 
salaries,  and  these  objections  c(Hne  from 
employees  themselves,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  employees  probably  are  more  liber- 
ally treated  in  such  bills  than  bills  which 
deal  solely  with  pay  increases.  For  ex- 
ample, in  the  80th  Congress  postal  rate 
increases  were  combined  with  salary  in- 
creases and  postal  employees  received  the 
largest  single  increase  they  have  ever 
received  in  their  salary  scale,  $450  per 
year. 

As  chairman  of  the  committee.  I  am 
making  this  motion  to  pass  H.  R.  7774 
as  amended  by  the  Senate  because  I  re- 
alize at  this  late  date  it  appears  to  be  the 
last  possible  chance  for  Members  to  vote 
on  a  legislative  vehicle  for  salary  adjust- 
ment for  postal  employees  and  Federal 
employees.  As  stated  at  the  beginning, 
I  feel  as  in  considering  any  legislation, 
Members  should  be  familiar  with  provi- 
sions in  legislation  submitted  for  vote. 

This  may  be  described  as  the  twilight 
hour  of  ^he  83d  Congress.  Throughout 
the  two  sessions  of  this  Congress  I  have 
worked  ceaselessly  on  the  problem  of 
salary  adjustments,  and  the  revenue 
with  which  to  pay  them.  Our  commit- 
tee held  hearings  over  a  period  of  many 
months  on  both  of  these  subject  mat- 
ers and  problems  relating  thereto.  All 
groups  interested  were  given  opportu- 
nity to  be  heard.  The  Postmaster  Oen- 
eral  and  his  assistants  made  a  complete 
and  exhaustive  presentation  on  these 
problems.  Also  on  the  question  of  re- 
dassffleation.  All  agreed  reclassifica- 
tion In  postal  service  is  long  past  due. 
I  submitted  a  plan  on  reclassification  ap- 


proved by  a  majority  of  members  of  our 
committee  that  to  be  fair  and  equitable 
to  all  parties  concerned.  I  regret  to  say 
this  proposal  did  not  even  receive  con- 
sideration in  the  other  body.  I  don't 
understand  why  my  proposal  for  reclas- 
sification could  not  at  least  be  consid- 
ered. 

At  the  moment  the  action  we  are  tak- 
ing today  is  approached  with  misgivings. 
I  state  here  as  I  did  on  July  21  when  I 
proposed  to  link  a  pay  bill,  a  bill  provid- 
ing similar  salary  benefits  as  those  in 
this  bill  plus  an  additional  longevity 
grade,  with  a  bill  providing  bcth  rev- 
enue and  reclassification:  "From  the  best 
information  I  have  been  able  to  obtain 
both  revenue  and  job  reclassifications 
are  'musts'  on  any  pay  adjustments." 

I  also  stated  I  would  be  willing  to  take 
such  parliamentary  action  which  at  the 
time  had  the  best  prospect  of  success. 
As  I  have  said.  I  am  presenting  this  mat- 
ter with  misgivings  but  at  this  hour  it  is 
the  only  alternative.  I  would  say  this 
bill's  final  approval  is  a  possibility,  but 
my  proposal  with  revenue  and  a  begin- 
ning on  reclassification,  was  in  my  opin- 
ion a  certainty. 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, now  that  we  have  approved  and  sent 
to  the  President  this  much  needed,  great- 
ly desired,  and  long  delayed  pKistal  and 
Federal  employee  pay  legislation,  let  us 
take  a  look  at  its  provisions  and  fea- 
tures. 

However.  I  first  want  to  thank  the 
House  for  accepting  and  unanimously 
approving  H.  R.  7774,  of  which  I  was  the 
first  author.  It  was  originally  known  as 
the  Hagen  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  es- 
tablish a  uniform  system  for  the  grant- 
ing of  incentive  awards  to  ofBcers  and 
employees  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes."  It  passed  the  House  on 
April  5. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Post  OflBce 
and  Civil  Service  later  amended  it  with 
the  Carlson  pay  proposal.  This  was  the 
measure  adopted  by  the  Senate  this 
morning  by  a  vote  of  69  to  4.  So  it  came 
back  to  the  House  still  carrying  the  same 
niunber  and  first-page  title  as  the  origi- 
inal  Hagen  bill,  H.  R.  7774,  greatly 
amended,  and  with  a  new  last-page  title. 
"An  act  to  increase  the  rates  of  com- 
pensation of  classified,  postal,  and  other 
employees  of  the  Government,  and  for 
other  purposes."  H.  R.  7774  will  now 
carry  this  new  title. 

Since  there  was  little  or  no  opposition 
to  this  new  improved  measure  and  every- 
one apparently  believed  that  it  was  ac- 
ceptable as  to  its  pay  raise  and  other 
provisions,  it  was  not  even  necessary  to 
give  an  explanation  of  it  prior  to  passage. 

This  legislation  has  been  before  the 
House  for  many  months  and  every  Mem- 
ber was  somewhat  aware  of  the  major 
parts,  if  not  the  details  of  the  various 
measures  which  have  been  up  for  con- 
sideration. 

So  it  was  most  gratifying  to  me  to 
have  the  House  and  Senate  accept  and 
so  strongly  approve  a  measure  which 
myself  and  others  on  both  the  House 
and  Senate  Post  Offlce  Committees 
thought  was  necessary  to  meet  the  sit- 


uation.   Our  original  views  and  position 
certainly  have  been  vindicated. 

I  believe  a  brief  explanation  of  the 
measure  as  it  was  passed  by  the  Senate 
and  the  House  and  as  it  goes  to  the  Presi- 
dent is  desirable. 

The  provisions  of  H.  R.  7774  follow: 

First.  A  permanent  5-percent  increase 
m  the  minimum  rate  of  each  grade, 
through  GS-17,  of  all  employees  paid 
under  the  Classification  Act  of  1949.  with 
a  minimum  increase  to  each  employee  of 
$170  a  year  and  a  maximum  increase  of 
$440  a  year.  The  bill  also  provides  an 
increase  of  5  percent  with  a  minimum  of 
$170  and  a  maximum  of  $440  per  annum 
for  legislative  employees,  certain  judi- 
cial ofBcers  and  employees,  officers  and 
employees  in  the  Department  of  Medi- 
cine and  Surgery  in  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration, and  employees  in  the  For- 
eign Service  of  the  State  Department. 
In  addition,  the  bill  contains  a  provision 
increasing  the  maximum  compensation 
payable  to  officers  and  employees  of  the 
Central  Bank  for  Cooperatives,  or  any 
production  credit  corporations,  produc- 
tion credit  associations,  or  bank  for  co- 
operatives, so  as  to  permit  the  granting 
to  such  employees  of  increases  corres- 
ponding to  those  provided  other  em- 
ployees by  the  bill.  No  rate  of  basic 
compensation  which  is  $14,800  or  more 
per  annum  shall  be  increased. 

Second.  The  annual  salary  for  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States  is  in- 
creased from  GS-16  to  GS-18. 

Third.  An  increase  in  the  maximum 
allowable  per  diem  for  Federal  employees 
to  $12  per  day  from  the  present  rate  of 
$9  per  day. 

Fourth.  A  permanent  5-percent  in- 
crease for  all  postmasters,  ofBcers.  and 
employees  in  the  postal  field  service  with 
a  minimum  of  $200  and  a  maximum  of 
$440  except  in  the  case  of  fourth-class 
postmasters,  hourly  rate  employees, 
skilled-trades  employees  of  mail-equip- 
ment shops,  job  cleaners  in  first-  and 
second-class  post  offices,  and  employees 
paid  on  a  fee  or  contract  ba£is. 

Fifth.  An  increase  of  5-percent  (com- 
puted to  the  nearest  half  oent)  with  a 
minimum  of  $200  in  the  rate  of  basic 
compensation  of  each  employee  paid  on 
an  hourly  basis. 

Sixth.  An  increase  of  5  percent  in  each 
rate  of  basic  compensation  for  post- 
masters in  post  offices  of  the  fourth  class. 

Seventh.  An  increase  in  the  allowable 
per  diem  for  employees  in  the  transpor- 
tation service  to  $9  per  day  from  the 
present  rate  of  $6  per  day. 

Eighth.  A  repeal  of  present  law  which 
restricts  the  number  of  permanent  ap- 
pointments, promotions,  and  transfers  in 
the  Federal  service. 

Ninth.  A  biweekly  pay  period  for  per- 
sonnel of  the  postal  field  service. 

Tenth.  Establishes  a  Commission  on 
Postal  Field  Service  Classification  to 
conduct  an  investigation  and  study  for 
the  purposes  of  developing  a  plan  for  the 
establishment  of  a  uniform.  Integrated, 
and  equitable  classification  and  pay  sys- 
tem for  all  postmasters,  officers,  em- 
ployees, and  positions  in  the  postal  field 
service.  The  Commission  is  directed  to 
report  the  results  of  its  study  together 
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with  recommendations  to  the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives  on  or  be- 
fore March  1,  1955. 

The  Commission  will  be  composed  of 
fA»  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  of  the  Senate.  <B) 
the  chairman  and  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Post  Offlce 
and  Civil  Service  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
.sentatives,  (O  the  Postmaster  General, 
(D>  two  officers  or  employees  of  the  Post 
Offlce  Department  to  be  appointed  by 
the  President,  and  (E)  two  representa- 
tives of  postal  employee  organizations 
to  be  appointed  by  the  President. 


ANNOUNCEMENT 


Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  take 
this  time  in  order  to  announce  to  the 
House  that  I  expect  the  other  body  will 
act  on  the  conference  report  on  the  so- 
cial-security measure  very  shortly. 
Upon  the  adoption  of  that  conference 
report  I  sincerely  hope  they  will  send 
back  to  the  House  the  amended  sine  die 
adjournment  resolution  which  we  passed 
some  time  ago.  It  w^ill  provide  for  sine 
die  adjournment  of  the  House  but.  of 
course,  include  provisions  that  the  other 
body  n\ay  remain  in  session  or  at  least 
in  recess.  We  will  adopt  that  here,  and, 
so  far  as  I  can  see,  we  will  be  ready  to 
move  to  adjourn  today,  which  will  bring 
about  a  sine  die  adjournment  until  Jan- 
uary 5,  1955. 

Mr.  Speaker,  of  course  any  Member  of 
the  House  could  force  a  record  vote  on 
the  motion  to  adjourn.  I  trust  that 
Members  will  stay  here  until  we  do  finally 
get  the  sine  die  adjournment  resolution 
agreed  to. 


CLERK    AUTHORIZED    TO    RECEIVE 
MESSAGES  FROM  THE  SENATE 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  notwithstand- 
ing: the  sine  die  adjournment  of  the 
House  the  Clerk  be  authorized  to  receive 
me.ssages  from  the  Senate  and  that  the 
Speaker  be  authorized  to  sign  any  en- 
rolled bills  and  joint  resolutions  duly 
passed  by  the  two  Houses  and  foiuid 
truly  enrolled. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  by  the  privileges  of  thlg 
Rouse  no  evidence  of  a  documentary  char- 
acter under  the  control  and  In  the  possession 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  can,  by  the 
mandate  of  process  of  the  ordinary  courts 
of  Justice,  be  taken  from  such  control  or 
possession  but  by  its  permission;  be  it 
further 

Rfsolved,  That  In  all  cases  Involving  the 
failure  of  witnesses  to  appear  or  refusal  of 
witnesses  to  answer  questions  before  com- 
mittees of  the  House  of  Representatives 
properly  certified  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  104  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of 
the  United  States  as  amended,  or  involving 
a  charge  of  p>erjury  before  such  committees, 
pending  during  a^y  period  of  adjournment 
of  the  83d  Congress  In  any  court  of  the 
United  States  where  subpenas  duces  tecum 
may  be  issued  by  the  due  process  of  said 
court  and  addressed  to  the  Clerk  or  any  other 
otBcer  or  employee  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives directing  them  to  appear  as  wit- 
nesses before  the  said  court  at  any  time 
during  any  such  jjerlod  of  adjournment  and 
to  bring  with  them  certain  and  sundry 
papers  in  the  possession  and  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  House  of  Representatives  wherein 
such  documentary  evidence  is  needful  In  any 
said  court  of  the  United  States,  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  House,  or  any  other  officer  or 
employee  of  the  House,  be  authorized  to' 
appear  during  any  such  period  of  adjourn- 
ment at  the  place  and  before  the  courts 
named  In  the  sutpenas  duces  tecum  sa^ 
issued,  but  shall  not  take  with  them  any 
papers  or  documents  on  file  in  their  offlce  or 
under  their  control  or  in  their  possession  as 
officers  or  employees  of  the  House;  and  be 
it  further 

Re!tolv-ed.  That  when  any  said  court  deter- 
mines upon  the  materiality  and  the  rele- 
vancy of  the  papers  and  documents  called 
for  In  .the  subpenas  duces  tecum  then  any 
said  court  through  any  of  its  officers  or  agents 
have  full  permission  to  attend  with  all 
proper  parties  to  the  proceeding  and  then 
always  at  any  place  under  the  orders  %ind 
control  of  this  House  and  take  copies  of  any 
documents  or  papers  in  possession  or  con- 
trol of  said  officers  or  employees  that  the 
court  has  found  to  be  material  and  relevant, 
except  minutes  and  transcripts  of  executive 
sessions,  and  any  evidence  of  witnesses  in 
respect  thereto  which  the  court  or  other 
proper  officer  thereof  shall  desire,  so  as,  how- 
ever, the  possession  of  said  documents  and 
papers  by  the  said  officers  or  employees  shall 
not  be  disturbed,  or  the  same  shall  not  be 
removed  from  their  place  of  file  or  custody 
under  said  officers  or  employees;  and  be  it 
further 

Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  these  resolutions 
be  transmitted  by  the  Clerk  to  any  of  said 
courts  whenever  such  subpenas  are  issued 
as  aforesaid. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to.  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  I 


may  be  printed  by  the  Clerk  as  reports  of 
the  83d  Congiess. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


FAILURE  OP  WITNESSES  TO  APPEAR 
OR  REFUSAL  OF  WITNESSES  TO 
ANSWER  QUESTIONS  BEFORE 
COMMITTEES  OP  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  House  Resolution  711. 


AUTHORIZATION  TO  SIGN  EN- 
ROLLED BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESO- 
LUTIONS 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  House  Concurrent  Res- 
olution 273. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  concurring).  That  notwith- 
standing the  sine  die  adjournment  of  the 
two  Houses,  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  the  President  of  the 
Senate  be.  and  they  are  hereby,  authorised 
to  sign  enrolled  bills  and  Joint  r«solutions 
duly  passed  by  the  two  Houses  and  found 
truly  enrolled. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  ft 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

APPOINTMENT  BY  SPEAKER  OF 
COMMISSIONS.  ETC. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  notwithstand- 
ing the  sine  die  adjournment  of  the 
House  the  Speaker  be  authorized  to  ap- 
point commissions,  boards,  and  commit- 
tees authorized  by  law  or  by  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


REPORTS    PILED    WITH    CLERK 
FOLLOWING  ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  reports  filed 
with  the  Clerk  following  the  sine  die 
adjournment  by  committees  authorized 
by  the  House  to  conduct  investigations 


PRINTING  OF  REPORTS  OF  COMP- 
TROLLER GENERAL 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  imifiediate 
consideration  of  House  Resolution  712. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Resolved,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  the 
sine  die  adjournment  of  the  House,  reports 
of  the  Comptroller  Oeneral  of  the  United 
States  made  to  the  Congress  pursuant  to  the 
Government  Corporation  Control  Act  (59 
Stat.  597)  shall  be  printed  during  such 
adjournment  as  House  documents  of  the 
2d  session  of  the  83d  Congress. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to.  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


PRINTING  OF  RULES  AND  MANUAL 
OF  HOUSE 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  House  Resolution  713 
providing  for  the  printing  of  a  revised 
edition  of  the  Rules  and  Manual  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  for  the  84th 
Congress  as  a  House  Document. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Reaolved.  etc..  That  a  revised  edition  ot  th« 
Rules  and  Manual  of  the  House  of  Rcpre- 
aentatives  for  the  84th  Congrew  be  prtnt«d 
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■■  a  BouH  document,  and  that  1,6()0  addi- 
tional eopics  •ban  be  printed  and  boiund  for 
the  UM  cH  the  Hotue  of  BepreeejatatlTes.  of 
whieli  TOO  oopiee  ehaa  be  bound  In  leather 
with  thumb  lades  and  dellTeivd  u  may  be 
directed  by  the  Parliamentarian  of  the 
House  for  dlatrlbutton  to  ofllcen  and  Mem- 
bers of  Congress. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  a 
motion  to  rec<»isider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  I 

GENERAL  LEAVE  TO  EXTEND 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Mendwrs  of 
the  House  shall  have  the  privilege  imtil 
10  days  after  the  adjournment  sine  die 
of  the  House  to  extend  and  revise  their 
own  remarks  in  the  CoirGMEssioNAL  Ric- 
<»D  on  more  than  one  subject,  if  they  so 
desire,  and  also  to  include  therein  such 
tfiort  quotations  cu  may  be  necessary  to 
explain  or  complete  such  extension  of 
remarics,  but  this  order  shall  not  apply 
to  any  subject  matter  which  may  have 
occurred  or  to  any  speech  delivered  sub- 
sequent to  the  adjournment  of  Congress. 
-The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ADDITIONAL  COMPENSATION  TO 
CERTAIN  EMPLOYEES  OP  THE 
HOUSE 

Bfr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  House  Resolution  714. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  effective  September  1, 1954, 
there  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  House,  until  otherwlBe  provided 
by  law,  additional  basic  compenaatlou  to  cer- 
tain employees  of  the  House,  as  follows: 

omcc  or  the  fakuairmtasuk 

Messenger  at  the  Spesker's  tabl«  (whoee 
title  shall  be  changed  to  "clerk  to  the  Parlia- 
mentarian"), at  the  rate  of  9680  pes  annum. 

OVnCK    <^  THX   CLXIK 

Enrolling  clerk,  at  the  rate  of  $800  per 
Annum. 

Chl^  bill  clerk,  at  the  rate  of  $500  per 
annum. 

Property  custodian,  at  the  rate  of  $1,540 
per  annum. 

Tlie  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

II 

HON.  EDWARD  J.  HART 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes 
the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
SmnMsxi]. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Bdr.  Speaker,  it  has 
been  said  that  one  of  the  greatest^  orators 
ever  to  grace  these  Chambers,  at  least 
in  our  time,  is  spending  his  last  day  heiv 
with  us  today.  I  refer  to  the  Honorable 
EkiwABT  J.  Ha>t,  representing  the  14th 
District  of  New  Jersey,  who  finishes  20 
srears  of  dedicated  and  distinguished 
service  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 

When  Congressman  Hart  recently  paid 
his  respects  to  the  late,  eminent  Joseph 
Tumulty,  aide  to  President  Woodrow  Wil- 
son, those  who  heard  Congressman  Hart 


know  that  they  experienced  one  of  the 
rare  occasions  of  this  House-  It  was  a 
higlilight  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. Congressman  Hast  is  v^untarily 
retiring  at  the  end  of  this  term,  finish- 
ing 20  years  of  brilliant  service. 

Being  one  of  the  junior  members  of  the 
delegation  from  New  Jersey,  I  was  ac- 
corded this  courtesy  because  it  is  to  Con- 
gressman Hart  that  I  owe  my  election 
to  the  Congress.  I  was  in  Korea  in  No- 
vember of  1950  when  it  was  announced 
to  me  that  I  had  won  a  seat  in  the  House 
of  Representatives.  When  I  returned 
home.  I  learned  that  it  was  Congressman 
Hart  who,  with  Mrs.  Sieminski  and  the 
Honorable  John  V.  Kenny  went  up  and 
down  my  district,  as  well  as  his  own,  to 
make  my  election  and  his  possiDle.  You 
will  therefore,  I  am  sure,  forgive  me  for 
taking  this  valuable  time  of  yours  to  say : 

Ed,  in  the  presence  of  our  colleagues, 
on  behalf  of  Mrs.  Sieminski  and  all  of  the 
district,  to  you  and  to  your  lovely  wife, 
Loretta.  thank  you  very  much.  No 
greater  love  hath  a  man  than  to  do  what 
you  did  in  my  absence,  to  help  our  little 
family,  and  our  great  district,  do  its 
share  in  seeing  that,  during  the  Korean 
war.  and,  we  hope,  in  the  daj^  ahead, 
that  the  Stars  and  Stripes  mean  what 
they  did  inen,  do  now.  and  shall  in  the 
futui-e.  Thank  you  very  much.  Con- 
gressman Hart. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  1  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  there 
are  few  men  in  my  time,  which  has  been 
a  long  time  as  some  things  go,  who  have 
retired  from  this  House  whose  leaving 
causes  greater  regret  to  me  than  the  re- 
tirement of  Ed  Hart.  He  has  given  me  a 
rich  friendship  ever  since  I  came  to  know 
him.  The  elements  are  mixed  in  Ed 
Hart  in  such  a  fashion  that  he  elicits 
friendship  from  other  people  because  he 
knows  what  friendship  means  and  knows 
how  to  give  it  in  unmeasured  terms. 

I  have  visited  with  him  in  his  great 
State,  and  he  has  introduced  me  to  his 
friends  and  his  neighbors  in  terms  more 
glowing  than  I  deserved.  In  my  opinion, 
Ed  Hart  is  not  only  a  seasoned  states- 
man, a  great  patriot,  but  he  is  ome  of  the 
greatest  orators  it  has  ever  been  my  priv- 
ilege to  listen  to.  All  over  he  is  a  man — 
fundamentally  sound — kind,  tolerant, 
and  great.  I  trust  in  the  years  that  are 
allotted  to  me,  our  paths  may  cross  often 
and  in  the  years  that  are  to  come,  I  hope 
and  pray  I  might  touch  a  few  more  men 
as  great  and  as  fine  as  I  know  Ed  Hart 
to  be. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  "Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Tenenssee  [Mr. 
Cooper  ] . 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  could 
not  feel  right  if  I  failed  to  embrace  this 
opportunity  to  raise  my  voice  in  this 
brief  but  very  sincere  tribute  to  my  good 
friend  and  distinguished  colleague,  Ed 
Hart,  of  New  Jersey.  I  have  enjoyed  a 
very  waim  and  close  friendship  with  him 
throughout  his  period  of  service  here. 
and  have  admired  him  greatly  through- 
out all  that  time.  I  feel  I  express  the 
true  sentiment  and  feeling  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  this  body  when  I  say  to  him  that 


he  enjoys  the  very  highest  degree  of  con- 
fidence, respect,  esteem,  and  genuine  af- 
fection of  all  of  his  colleagues  in  this 
Chamber.  He  is  a  man  of  the  very  high- 
est character  and  integrity,  recognized 
ability  and  demonstrated  devotion  to  the 
public  service.  I  am  happy  to  Join  in  the 
expressions  of  this  tribute  to  this  great 
and  distinguished  American  who  has 
been  with  us  here  throughout  these  years. 
We  now,  with  deep  regret,  recognize  that 
he  is  voluntarily  retiring  from  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  does  not  choose 
to  continue  his  most  distinguished  serv- 
ice here. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
WolvertonI. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  it 
has  been  my  privilege  to  have  been 
cloEely  associated  with  our  departing 
coxleague,  Mr.  Hart,  of  New  Jersey,  dur- 
ing his  membership  in  this  House.  Dur- 
ing the  20  years  that  it  has  been  my 
privilege  to  be  so  associated  with  him, 
I  have  had  abundant  opportunity  to  ob- 
serve something  of  the  character,  the 
honesty,  and  purpose,  and  integrity  of 
this  distinguished  American.  In  this  life, 
I  have  lived  long  enough  to  learn  that 
you  gain  much  by  the  associations  you 
have  in  life.  I  have  gained  much  by  my 
association  with  Ed  Hart.  To  come  in 
contact  with  him  is  to  be  impressed  with 
the  spirit  of  service  that  has  actuated 
him  throughout  his  20  years  in  this  body 
and  which  will  actuate  him  when  he  has 
left  this  body.  He  leaves  a  record  of 
distinguished  service  of  whidh  he  and  his 
family  can  be  justifiably  proud.  I  say 
to  you,  as  one  who  comes  from  New  Jer- 
sey, there  is  no  one  in  the  State  of  New 
Jersey  for  whom  there  is  higher  regard 
and  respect  regardless  of  political  aflBli- 
ation  than  there  is  for  Ed  Hart. 

I  assure  you  that  it  is  wltih  a  sense  of 
great  personal  loss  that  I  see  him  leave 
this  House.  If  it  shall  be  my  good  for- 
tune to  return  in  the  session  to  be  held 
in  January  next.  I  will  come  back  feeling 
that  we  have  suffered  a  great  loss  in  not 
having  in  our  midst  this  splendid,  out- 
standing American,  one  who  has  been 
so  anxious  to  serve,  and  who  has  served 
so  well. 

He  goes  to  high  office  in  our  State  as 
a  result  of  the  recognition  by  the  Giov- 
ernor  of  our  State  of  his  great  ability,  his 
honesty,  and  his  integrity.  Although  he 
leaves  us,  I  am  certain  that  he  will 
render  that  type  of  service  in  the  new 
office  that  will  continue  to  bring  honor 
to  him,  to  his  party,  and  to  all  who  claim 
his  friendship. 

What  finer  tribute  could  I  pay  to  our 
departing  friend.  Ed  Hart,  than  to  say, 
he  has  served  faithfully  and  well  the 
people  of  the  congressional  district  he 
has  had  the  privilege  to  represent  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  St$tes,  seeking 
always  to  promote  their  welfare  as  well 
as  the  welfare  of  all  our  peOpIe,  without 
rancor  to  anyone  and  with  friendship 
for  all.  Never  has  he  spoken  an  unkind 
word  of  anyone.  He  leaves  the  House 
with  a  host  of  friends  because  he  has 
been  a  friend  to  all.  God  bless  him  in 
all  his  endeavors  through  the  years  to 
come. 
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Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr. 

DlNCtLLl. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  day 
would  not  be  complete  for  me  were  I  not 
to  indulge  my  desire  to  pay  tribute  to 
my  good  friend  Ed  Hart,  of  New  Jersey. 
I  have  known  him  for  20  years.  We  have 
been  friends,  not  only  Democratic 
friends  but  i^ersonal  friends,  warm 
friends.  intima;e  friends.    ^ 

I  have  listened  to  his  eloquent  remarks 
on  this  floor  on  rare  occasion,  and  I  have 
drunk  deeply  of  his  philosophy  and  of 
his  understanding,  and  the  expounding 
of  certain  problems  that  he  was  privi- 
leged to  place  before  the  assembly. 

I  feel  that  I  have  grown  richer  spirit- 
ually and  mentally  by  the  fact  tlaat  I 
have  been  here  to  listen.  Ed  Hart  is  a 
man  of  the  finest  character.  He  is  gra- 
cious, kind,  deeply  religious,  friendly, 
and  has  a  keen  desire  to  extend  a  help- 
ins  hand  to  anyone  who  needs  it.  I,  for 
one.  shaU  miss  him  henceforth.  God 
willing,  I.  too,  shall  t>e  back  here  in  Jan- 
uary, and  this  Chamber  without  Ed 
Hart  will  not.  to  me  at  least,  be  the  same. 
The  well-beaten  path  to  this  Chamber 
should  serve  his  successor  as  a  guide  and 
as  a  direction  .n  which  he  might  well 
follow  if  he  wants  to  render  unfaltering 
and  the  highes;  form  of  service  to  his 
people,  to  his  State,  to  his  district,  and 

to  his  country-. 

I  bid  him  Godspeed,  and  the  happi- 
ness and  health  that  he  deserves  for  a 
job  well  done. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  permission  to  extend  their  re- 
marks at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  with  regret  that  I  see  Con- 
gressman Edward  J.  Hart,  of  New  Jersey, 
retire  from  the  House.  For  20  years  he 
has  been  a  valuable  Member  of  the 
House.  An  eloquent  orator,  a  solid 
statesman,  and  a  fine  patriot:  he  has 
served  with  ability  and  distinction.  As 
chairman  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Com- 
mittee he  had  an  important  part  in 
keeping  the  American  flag  on  the  high 
seas. 

To  know  Ed  Hart  is  to  love  and  re- 
spect him.  We  are  all  sorry  to  see  him 
leave  and  he  carries  with  him  to  his  new 
post  in  New  Jersey  the  sincere  wishes 
of  all. 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
hi:;hest  regards  and  deepest  affection  for 
my  valued  friend.  Ed  Hart,  and  I  greatly 
regret  his  decision  to  retire  from  this 
House. 

Few  men  indeed  in  the  history  of  the 
Congress  could  possibly  have  equaled  the 
record  and  career  of  this  distinguished 
son  of  New  Jersey.  Great  statesman, 
great  patriot,  great  student  of  Govern- 
ment, great  in  his  devotion  to  humanity, 
gieat  in  the  depth  and  warmth  of  his 
patriotism,  and  great  in  his  love  of  his 
innumerable  friends,  Ed  Hart  leaves  a 
Slorious  legacy  of  service  in  this  body. 

A  lawyer  of  superlative  distinction,  a 
mentahty  of  alertness  and  penetration. 


a  heart  of  gold,  Ed  Hart  h£is  served  his 
district.  State,  and  Nation  with  remark- 
ably outstanding  ability,  zeal,  and  un- 
selfishness. 

His  many  contributions  to  the  cause  of 
forward-looking  government,  his  un- 
swerving, untiring  devotion  to  his  sworn 
duty,  his  impeccable  integrity,  lofty 
character,  and  his  unfiinching  loyalty 
indelibly  mark  Ed  Hart  with  the  insig- 
nia of  greatness. 

With  all  my  heart,  I  wish  him  good 
health,  peace,  and  happiness.  I  will  al- 
ways cherish  his  friendship. 

Mr.  OUARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
if  in  the  graciousness  of  my  constituents 
I  am  returned  to  the  84th  Congress  I 
shall  miss  Ed  Hart  and  Bob  Crosser,  and 
this  historic  Chamber,  where  so  many  of 
America's  great  have  left  the  imprint  of 
their  lofty  genius,  will  feel  the  lonesome - 
ness  of  their  alwence.  None  has  ever 
served  the  Congress,  the  country,  God, 
and  fellow  men  with  greater  devotion  or 
with  higher  abiUty.  Their  names  are 
enrolled  forever  in  the  affectionate  mem- 
ory of  their  countrymen. 

The  farewell  address  today  of  Bob 
Crosskr  and  the  eloquent  remarks  of  Ed 
Hart  will  never  be  forgotten  by  their  col- 
leagues who  were  privileged  to  be  here. 
Printed  as  they  wUl  be  in  the  Congres- 
sional Record  of  this  day  they  will  be 
read  and  reread  during  the  years  as 
strengthening  inspiration  to  the  genera- 
tions to  come. 

I  could  not  permit  this  occasion  to  pass 
without  mention  of  the  late  dean  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  A.  J.  Sabath. 
who  was  reelected  to  the  83d  Congress 
but  passed  to  his  eternal  rest  before  the 
day  of  our  swearing  in.  We  of  the  Illi- 
nois delegation  have  missed  him  so  very, 
very  much.  Congressman  TnoiiAS 
O'Brien,  dean  of  the  Democratic  delega- 
tion, has  commissioned  me  to  express 
this  sentiment  of  himself  and  all  of  us. 
I  am  sure  the  members  of  the  delegations 
from  all  the  other  States  have  shared  our 
feeling  of  great  loss. 

Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS.  Mr.  Speaker, 
when  I  first  heard  that  Ed  Hart  had  de- 
cided to  retire  I  found  it  hard  to  believe 
that  the  people  he  has  represented  so 
long  in  Congress  would  permit  him  to  do 
so.  but  it  is  his  own  decision  and  on  his 
insistence  his  retirement  will  take  place 
at  the  close  of  this  session.  It  is  need- 
less to  say  that  Congress  will  lose  a  very 
able  and  greatly  beloved  Member.  Al- 
though it  has  not  been  my  privilege  to 
hear  Ed  Hart  speak  on  many  occasions 
on  the  fioor  of  the  House.  I  have  heard 
him  elsewhere  and  I  wish  that  every 
Member  had  been  able  to  listen  to  his 
flow  of  oratory.  Rich  in  humor,  sincere 
in  sentiment,  devoted  to  truth,  he  stirs 
his  listeners  and  arouses  the  best  in  them. 
Ed  Hart  is  an  ardent  Democrat  and 
loyal  to  the  cause  of  his  party.  At  the 
same  time,  however,  he  has  an  abiding 
beUef  in  friendship  and  would  never  do 
anything  to  harm  a  friend  no  matter 
what  his  politics  might  be.  Liberties 
taken  in  f  riendships  name  generally  lead 
to  disaster  but  Eo  Hart  treats  friendship 
as  a  sacred  thing  and  for  that  reason 
men  are  drawn  to  him. 


He  has  earned  a  rest  and  I  hope  he 
will  enjoy  the  days  to  come  in  the  sun- 
shine found  in  wide  open  spaces.  May 
God's  rich  blessings  shower  down  upon 
him  and  his  good  wife  for  many,  many 
years  to  come. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  one  of 
the  great  men  of  this  House  is  the  genial, 
scholarly,  and  distinguished  gentleman 
from  the  14th  District  of  New  Jersey, 
my  colleague  and  good  friend  Hon.  Ed- 
ward J.  Hart  who  has  decided  to  retire 
after  20  years  of  service. 

I  am  sorry  to  see  him  leave  us  since 
during  more  than  half  of  that  time,  Ed 
Hart  has  been  most  kind  and  helpful 
to  me.  I  feel  privileged  to  have  this 
opportunity  to  pay  tribute  to  our  es- 
teemed and  beloved  colleague  who  has 
served  his  district,  his  State,  and  his 
country  so  ably  and  conscientiously.  He 
is  one  of  the  most  capable  and  diligent 
men  of  our  time  and  during  his  two  dec- 
ads  of  service  has  won  for  himself  the 
enthusiastic  commendations  of  his  col- 
leagues on  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  He 
has  been  a  most  faithful  pubhc  servant 
and  deserving  of  every  bit  of  praise  that 
may  be  showered  upon  him. 

I  wish  Ed  Godspeed  and  hope  that  he 
will  live  many  many  years  to  enjoy  hap- 
piness and  success  in  his  new  undertak- 
ings and  surroundings. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to 
join  with  his  other  colleagues  in  paying 
a  tribute  of  affectionate  regard  and  ad- 
miration to  Ed  Hart. 

When  he  first  came  to  Congress  20 
years  ago  a  mutual  friend  who  had 
served  here  a  long  time  said  to  me.  "A 
new  Member  has  come  from  New  Jer- 
sey. You  will  hear  from  him.  He  speaks 
with  fluency  and  eloquence  and  is  a  man 
of  great  capacity  and  sincerity."  This 
prediction  has  been  fulfilled  for  Ed  Hart 
has  grown  in  the  admiration,  respect  and 
confidence  of  his  colleagues  through  the 
years. 

He  has  served  his  constituents  with 
fidelity  and  with  intense  zeal.  He  be- 
came an  outstanding  chairman  of  a 
great  committee.  His  splendid  service  to 
his  district.  State  and  Nation  entitle 
him  to  their  eternal  gratitude;  and  with 
all  he  is  a  kindly,  modest  man  who  makes 
friends  because  he  gives  friendship.  His 
fine  disposition  and  good  will  have 
gained  him  an  enviable  place  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States.-  He  is 
retiring  of  his  own  voUtion.  and  we  all 
know  that  he  could  stay  here  as  long  as 
he  desired. 

We  hope  in  his  retirement  that  he  may 
have  all  things  which  he  desires,  *hat  he 
may  have  a  long  life,  health,  and  happi- 
ness and  may  be  showered  with  God's 
greatest  blessings  all  his  days. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  one 
of  the  greatest  pleasures  of  my  years  of 
service  in  the  National  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives is  the  fact  that  it  enabled  me 
to  meet  and  know  our  distinguished  said 
brilliant  colleague,  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Hart].  During  our  20 
years  of  service  together  there  has  de- 
veloped between  us  a  close  and  lasting 
friendship.  En  Hart's  friendship  will 
always  remain  as  one  of  my  treasured 
memories. 
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For  ttie  pMt  30  yean  Congressman  Ed 
Hast  has  been  one  of  the  outstanding 
Members  of  the  Congress. 

During  that  period  he  has  been  the 
no8t  Sequent  Ifeml^er  of  the  House, 
which  body  numbers  among  its  member- 
ship many  Members  of  outstanding  abil- 
ity in  the  field  of  oratory.  Ed  Hakt  is 
not  only  eloquent  but  sound  in  thoughts 
he  expressed  when  he  addressed  the 
Omse.  His  devotion  to  duty  has  been 
eridenoed  by  his  close  attendance  to  his 
committee  work  and  to  the  House  during 
its  sessions. 

Among  those  who  served  with  each 
other  there  is  no  Member  who  has  more 
favorably  impr(>s8ed  himself  upon  his 
colleagues  than  has  Ed  Habt. 

Congressman  Hast  is  not  seeking  re- 
election and  is  retiring  from  the  House. 

I  shall  miss  Eo  Hast.  I  shall  miss 
him  personally  because  of  our  close 
friendship.  I  shall  miss  him  as  one  of 
the  Democratic  leaders  because  we  could 
alwasrs  depend  upon  the  support  of  Ed 
Habt.  His  sense  of  loyalty — strong  and 
lasting  loyalty— is  a  trait  Ed  Hakt  pos- 
sesses and  evidenced. 

In  retirement  from  the  House,  I  wish 
Ed  Hakt  every  happiness  and  success  he 
so  richly  deserves. 

My  wish  is  that  he  will  in  the  future 
frequently  visit  Washington  and  the 
Chamber  he  loves,  the  National  House  of 
Representatives.  Ed  Hart  will  always  be 
welcomed  by  his  friends  and  those  who 
served  with  him. 

Mr.  SHELLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  I 
was  elected  to  the  House  5  years  ago  and 
became  a  member  of  the  Merchant  Ma- 
rine and  Fisheries  Committee  Ed  Hart 
was  chairman  of  that  committee.  As 
a  freshman  member  of  the  House  and  of 
the  committee  I  was  a  little  green  about 
procedures  and  perhaps  a  little  inclined 
to  be  impetuous  in  some  of  my  actions 
on  legislative  matters.  Fortunately  for 
me  Ed  Hart  was  on  hand  to  lend  me  the 
benefit  of  his  kindly  wisdom  and  to  steer 
me  on  the  right  course — the  course 
which  he  has  followed  through  his  20 
years  of  service  in  this  House.  By  fol- 
lowing that  course  "En  Hart  has  accom- 
plished much  for  his  district,  for  the 
country,  and  particularly  for  our  mari- 
time industry;  and  he  has  done  so  with- 
out sacrificing  the  personal  friendship 
of  those  with  whom  he  has  worked  and 
with  whom  he  may  have  been  forced 
to  disagree  at  times.  That,  it  seems  to 
me.  proves  the  measure  of  the  man. 

I  know  that  I  shall  sorely  miss  Ed  Hart 
personally  and  that  the  loss  of  his  won- 
derful moderating  influence-  will  make 
the  work  of  our  committee  and  of  the 
House  Just  that  much  more  difficult. 
But  certainly  hLs  tireless  efforts  during 
the  past  20  years  have  entitled  him  to 
some  measure  of  rest  from. the  strain  of 
his  congressional  labors.  His  home 
State  of  New  Jersey  could  have  made  no 
wiser  choice  in  picking  a  man  to  fill  the 
important  post  which  he  is  about  to  as- 
sume there.  I  am  sure  that  he  will  give 
to  that  service  to  his  own  people  the  same 
unstinting  devotion  that  has  character- 
ized the  broculer  duties  he  has  performed 
here  in  Congress,  and  that  the  people  of 
New  Jersey  will  be  the  richer  for  his  ef- 


forts, just  as  the  national  scene  will  be 
the  poorer  for  his  retirement. 

Mr.  Sp>eaker.  I  do  not  intend  to  say 
goodby  to  Ed  Hart  either  publicly  in 
these  remarks  w  privately  later.  This 
could  not  be  a  permanent  farewell  to  a 
man  who  has  ahead  of  him  many  years 
of  fruitful  life,  and  during  those  years  I 
sincerely  hope  and  expect  to  see  Ed  many 

times  and  to  continue  to  glean  from  him 
the  sage  advice  and  good  counsel  which 
he  has  so  generously  given  during  the 
too  short  years  I  have  served  with  him 
here.  So,  to  Ed,  I  will  now  say  only  "so 
long  until  next  time,  and  may  that  next 
time  be  soon." 

In  the  meantime,  I  will  carry  in  my 
mind  and  in  my  heart  the  fond  remem- 
brance of  ElD  Hart  as  a  great  anfl  kind 
gentleman :  a  distinguished  leader  of  his 
party;  a  statesman  whose  service  to  his 
country  was  unmarked  by  any  consid- 
eration other  than  the  good  of  the  peo- 
ple as  a  whole;  and  an  outstanding 
friend.  To  say  that  Ed  Hart  is  all  of 
those  things  is  no  exaggeration.  To  say 
that  the  Congress  and  the  Nation  suffer 
an  irreparable  loss  with  his  self-chosen 
retirement  is  also  no  exaggeration.  But 
the  ill  wind  which  blows  him  away  from 
Washington  will,  I  trust,  in  bringing  him 
home  to  New  Jersey  and  his  new  career 
carry  with  it  every  possible  source  of 
personal  satisfaction  and  contentment. 
Certainly  he  has  richly  earned  those 
blessings.  If  the  people  of  New  Jersey 
appreciate  him  as  we  do  here  he  cannot 
fail  to  find  them.  May  God  blass  you 
and  care  for  you,  Ed,  for  many  years  to 
come. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  Ed  Hart 
is  retiring  as  a  Member  of  Congress  at 
the  end  of  this  Congress.  He  will  never 
retire  from  public  service  because  Ed 
will  continue  to  be  in  the  harness  work- 
ing in  the  public  good  as  long  as  he  lives; 
he  is  just  that  type  citizen  and  devoted 
servant  of  the  people. 

It  has  been  my  privilege  to  work  with 
Ed  Hart  on  a  number  of  important  con- 
gressional matters.  Ed  is  entitled  to  a 
lion's  share  of  the  credit  for  the  passage 
of  the  Maximum  Employment  Act  of 
1946.  He  was  on  the  committee  that 
considered  the  proposal  and  assisted  in 
getting  the  bill  favorably,  reported  by 
the  committee  and  assisted  in  getting 
the  bill  pa.ssed  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, which  resulted  in  the  bill  be- 
coming a  law.  It  is  now  one  of  the  laws 
that  is  recognized  as  containing  more  of 
our  Government's  economic  policy  than 
any  other  law  that  has  ever  been  en- 
acted. Ed  Hart  was  a  member  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  the  Economic  Re- 
port since  its  organization  8  years  ago. 
This  committee  has  made  a  number  of 
wonderful  and  lasting  contributions  to 
the  economy  of  our  Nation. 

He  has  always  been  an  aggressive,  vig- 
orous fighter  in  the  interest  of  the  plain 
people  of  the  country  and  just  as  hard 
a  fighter  against  special  interests  and 
benefits  for  a  few.  He  demonstrated  his 
loyalty  to  the  little  man,  the  small-busi- 
ness man,  the  independent  meix;hant, 
and  for  the  competitive  free-enterprise 
system.    He  was  a  bitter  foe  of  njonop- 


oly  and  always  an  effective  Watchman 
for  the  people. 

The  people  of  his  district  were  fortu- 
nate in  having  a  Representative  like  Ed 
Hart.  His  record  as  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress proves  conclusively  that  the  people 
who  elected  him  have  a  right  to  be  very 
proud  of  the  type  service  he  has  rendered 
and  the  fine  Representative  that  he  has 
made.  Ed  Hart  is  highly  regarded  and 
admired  by  all  of  the  Members  of  Con- 
gress on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  who  served 
with  him. 

I  personally  regret  very  much  to  see 
him  leave  as  I  have  learned  to  depend 
upon  him  for  guidance  and  advice.  Al- 
though he  does  not  expect  to  continue 
as  a  Member  of  Congress.  I  understand 
he  will  continue  in  public  service,  and 
we  expect  to  see  him  on  Capitol  Hill 
from  time  to  time  and  as  often  as 
po.s.sib!e. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  many 
years,  the  House  of  Representatives  has 
gained  from  the  presence  of  Edward  J. 
H.art.  His  well-informed,  reasoned 
counsel  has  guided  the  Houae  to  wise 
decisions  on  many  occasions.  While  con- 
stantly devoted  to  the  needs  of  his  con- 
stituents in  Hudson  County,  he  was  able 
at  all  times  to  perceive  and  understand 
national  needs. 

When  I  first  came  to  Congress  in  1949, 
I  benefited  greatly  from  the  advice  that 
Ed  H.'vrt  freely  gave  me.  I  am.  sure  that 
all  of  us  from  New  Jersey  on  the  Demo- 
clatic  side  of  the  aisle  have  been  able 
to  perform  our  duties  with  greater  effec- 
tiveness because  of  Ed  Hart's  personal 
interest  in  our  activities  and  problems. 

As  chairman  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
and  Fisheries  Committee,  he  used  his 
expert  knowledge  of  maritime  affairs  to 
the  be.«t  advantage.  His  interest  in  ship- 
ping grew  from  the  great  port  of  New 
York,  an  important  part  of  which  was 
included  in  his  district.  The  committee 
will  miss  his  thorough  understanding  of 
the  shipping  industi-y. 

Ed  Hart  has  given  the  rich  years  of  his 
life  to  his  State  and  country.  With  his 
retirement,  the  Nation,  New  Jersey,  and 
Hudson  County  lose  a  true  friend  and 
a  devoted  public  servant. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  California  LMr. 
Johnson  I. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  one  of  the  pleasures  of  coming 
to  Congress  is  to  meet  the  fine  men  and 
women  who  are  Members  of  this  body. 
My  colleague  Bud  Gearhart  introduced 
me.  in  the  early  days  of  my  service,  to 
Ed  Hart,  of  New  Jersey.  At  the  time  he 
mentioned  to  me  the  fact  that  he  con- 
sidered Mr.  Hart  the  greatest  orator  in 
the  House  of  Representatives.  So  I 
watched  carefully  and  waited  for  the 
time  when  I  could  hear  him  ^eak.  He 
really  and  truly  is  a  fine  orator ;  but  like 
many  men  who  speak  well,  he  talked  very 
seldom.  When  he  told  me  the  other  day 
that  he  was  leaving  the  Congress  and 
gave  me  some  of  the  reasons  which  con- 
vinced him  that  he  should  retire  from 
the  House,  which  I  thought  were  very 
plausible  and  convincing.  I  told  him  I  was 
sorry  he  had  not  talked  more  during  the 
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time  we  were  both  in*  the  Congress.    To 
hsten  to  him  was  a  real  pleasure. 

Ed  Hart  is  an  honest,  friendly  individ- 
ual; he  is  not  moved  by  rabid  partisan- 
ship, and  he  is  a  man  who  tries  in  every 
way  to  be  kind  and  helpful  to  bis  col- 
leagues in  the  House. 

To  me  it  has  been  a  great  pleasure 
to  know  Mr.  Hakt;  for  one  reason  be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  my  wife  came  from 
that  part  of  New  Jersey  where  he  lives. 
I  certainly  wish  for  him  the  rest  and 
leisure  he  deserves.  After  commuting 
back  and  forth  from  New  Jersey  for  20 
years  and  working  hard  at  his  congres- 
sional duties,  he  deserves  a  good  rest. 
My  association  with  Ed  Hart  has  been 
very  pleasant  and  has  increased  my  faith 
in  human  nature. 

My  best  wishes  follow  him  in  all  his 
endeavors. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  I  yield. 
Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN.  I.  too,  should 
like  to  join  in  tribute  to  our  colleague, 
Ed  Hart.  Asa  junior  member  of  the  New 
Jersey  delegation  it  has  not  been  my 
privilege  to  know  him  for  many  years, 
but  I  have  certainly  enjoyed  my  asso- 
ciation with  him.  His  friendly  attitude 
makes  us  all  regret  his  retirement.  He  is 
in  every  sense  of  the  word  an  inspira- 
tion to  us  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  He 
has  been  a  devoted  public  servant  in  the 
best  sense  of  the  word,  not  only  to  the 
Slate  of  New  Jersey  but  to  the  Nation. 

At  this  time  I  wish  him  and  Mrs.  Hart 
health  and  happine;»s  in  the  years  ahead. 
Ed  Hart,  even  in  retirement,  will  contin- 
ue to  be  an  inspiration  to  all  of  tis. 

Mr.  THORNBERRY.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  I  yield. 
Mr.  THORNBERRY.  I  wish.  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  join  with  my  other  colleagues 
in  paying  tribute  to  Eo  Hart.  When  I 
first  came  here  almost  6  years  ago  Mr. 
H'.rt  began  to  take  a  friendly  interest  in 
me  as  a  new  Member  and  has  continually 
since  then  encouraged  me.  Ed  Hart  has 
in  many  ways  demonstrated  the  great 
depth  and  breadth  of  his  character  as  a 
man. 

I  want  him  to  know  that  I  wish  him 
well.  I  am  grateful  that  I  had  the  op- 
portunity of  serving  with  Ed  Hart. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  could  not  let  this  opportunity 
go  by  without  adding  my  words  of  trib- 
ute to  Ed  Hart.  I  served  on  the  commit- 
tee with  him  for  a  number  of  years,  part 
of  which  time  he  was  chairman.  He 
was  a  kind,  interested  chairman;  es- 
pecially considerate  of  his  subcommittee 
chairmen,  one  of  which  I  was. 

I  cannot  say  that  I  blame  him  for 
wanting  to  stay  home  and  enjoy  the 
comparative  rest  I  am  sure  he  has  in 
mind.  I  have  a  hunch,  however,  that 
he  will  never  be  out  of  public  service, 
and  while  I  do  not  wish  him  the  burdens 
that  sometimes  beset  public  servants,  yet 
I  do  want  to  say  that  I  hope  the  country 
will  continue  to  have  the  benefit  of  his 


services.  Z  join  with  his  host  of  other 
friends  in  wishing  him  well. 

Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS.  Mr.  Speaker. 
will  the  gentleooan  yield?  i 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.    I  yield.  I 

Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
consider  Ed  Hart  one  of  my  best  friends 
and  I  am  full  of  affection  for  him. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks.  I  make  this  re- 
quest because  my  heart  is  too  full  and 
I  have  many  things  I  want  to  say. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  ?  , 

There  was  no  objection.  j 

Mr.   WICKERSHAM.      Mr.    Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.   SIEMINSKI.     I  yield. 
Mr.  WICKERSHAM.     Mr.  Speaker,  I 
served  for  some  time  under  the  chair- 
manship of  Mr.  Hart.    He  is  one  of  the 
most  capable,  honest,  efficient  chairmen 
I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  serving  with. 
Coming  from  Oklahoma,  I  would  like 
to  compare  him  as  having  the  sterling 
qualities  of  the  late  Will  Rogers.    We 
are  going  to  miss  Eo  Hart  in  this  Cham- 
ber. 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  I  yield. 
Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  has 
been  my  privilege  ever  since  I  came  to 
Congress  to  serve  on  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries,  of  which 
our  colleague  is  and  has  been  a  member, 
and  during  several  years  of  that  time 
chairman  of  the  committee. 

I  am  sure  that  in  ability,  fairness,  and 
effectiveness  Ed  Hart  has  no  peer  in  the 
House.   The  merchant  marine,  the  mari- 
time industry,  the  fishing  industry  of 
America  are  indebted  to  Ed  Hart  for  the  • 
service  he  has  rendered  in  Congress  in 
behalf  of  their  welfare.    Before  actually 
coming  to  Congress  after  my  first  flec- 
tion,  one   of  my   friends  said   to  me: 
"You  are  going  to  the  big  league  nowu" 
After  I  came  to  Congress  and  served, 
with  men  like  Ed  Hart,  I  knew  what  my 
friend  was  talking  about,  because  Ed 
Hart  in  Congress  has  been  a  big  leaguer. 
The  Congress  will  lose  the  services  of  a 
most  capable  individual,  the  people  of 
his  district  will  lose  the  services  of  an 
able  Representative.    We  regret  his  de- 
cision to  leave  us,  but  that  is  his  decision. 
Mr.  SIEMINSKI.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to    the    gentleman   from   Illinois    I  Mr. 
Prici]. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  cannot  let 
this  occasion  pass  without  joining  my 
colleagues  of  the  House  in  paying  this 
well-deserved  tribute  to  our  very  fine 
friend  from  New  Jersey.  Ed  Hart.  As  a 
member  of  the  Illinois  delegation  I  can 
say  that  frequently  we  have  spoken  about 
Ed  Hart,  and  the  unanimous  opinion  of 
the  members  of  the  Illinois  delegation 
has  been  that  he  is  a  fine  gentleman  and 
an  able  statesman.  I  know  that  every 
member  of  the  Illinois  delegation  joins 
in  this  tribute  that  is  being  paid  to  Ed 
Hart.  He  has  performed  a  great  service 
to  his  district.  State,  and  Nation.  He 
has  been  of  invaluable  service  to  the 
Nation  in  helping  to  build  and  maintain 
an  adequate  merchant  marine.    He  has 


performed  magnificently,  and  we  all  wish 
him  well. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  C^dahbma  LMr. 
Albbt]. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  met  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  LMr.  Hakt] 
on  the  very  first  day  I  came  to  Congress. 
I  have  been  his  friend  ever  since.  To  be 
a  friend  of  Ed  Hart  is  to  be  a  friend  of  a 
great  American  and  a  great  man. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  LMr. 
Judd]. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speal^r,  when  I  cam« 
to  Congress  1^  years  ago  I  was  assigned 
to  the  Committee  on  Education.  One  of 
the  senior  members  of  that  committee 
and  therefore  one  of  the  first  men  I  was 
privileged  to  observe  and  know  was  ouf 
good  friend  and  colleague  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Hart]. 

For  almost  every  man  there  is  some 
word  that  more  accurately  describes 
than  any  other  or  suggests  his  most  out- 
standing qualities.  Without  in  the  least 
minimizing  the  extraordinary  ability, 
the  diligence,  the  integrity,  the  good 
judgment  and  the  skill  of  Mr.  Hart  as 
a  legislator,  all  of  w^lch  have  been  re- 
ferred to  here  today,  I  would  say  that 
the  word  most  applicable  to  him.  as  I 
got  to  know  him  as  a  new  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Education  when  ho 
sort  of  took  me  under  his  wing,  is  the 
word  "kindliness."  First  and  most  of 
all  Ed  Hart  is  a  kindly  gentleman.  I  do 
not  believe  anyone  ever  heard  him  raise 
his  voice  in  anger  or  personal  bitterness, 
either  in  conversation  or  in  debate.  He 
never  uttered  a  sentence  that  had  a  sting 
or  a  barb  or  an  innuendo.  He  did  not 
speak  often,  but  when  he  did,  it  usually 
'  summed  up  cogently  the  essentials  of  th4 
matter  at  hand.  "^ 

Ed  Hart  is  known,  admired,  and  loved 
for  his  fairness,  his  straight-forward- 
ness, his  kindliness.  He  has  left  an  in- 
delible impression  on  the  mind  and  char- 
acter of  every  one  of  us  who  has  been 
privileged  to  know  him. 

We  certainly  wish  Ed  Hart  the  best 
of  all  good  things  In  the  years  ahead. 

Mr.  jSIEMINSKL  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  California  LMr. 
Allen  1. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  California.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  would  like  to  join  with  others^in 
expressing  the  thankfulness  I  have  for 
the  privilege  of  having  served  on  the 
Committe  on  Merchant  Marme  and  Fish- 
eries with  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Hart].  Be  is  now  the  dean 
of  our  committee. 

During  the  early  days  that  I  served 
on  that  committee  I  recognized  the  ex- 
perience and  the  knowledge  of  problems 
of  the  committee  which  he  brought  to 
us.  Diu"ing  the  time  he  was  chairman 
he  demonstrated  to  me  many  of  hs  moat 
accomplished  and  outstanding  abittties. 
It  has  been  a  great  pleasure  to  serve  with 
him.  I  admire  him  greatly.  He  has  done 
a  great  service  for  the  committee  and  the 
industries  with  which  it  is  concerned  and 
I  join  with  others  in  wishing  for  him  the 
best  of  things  in  the  years  ahemd. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  Vbm 
gentleman  yield  to  me? 
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l£r.  8IEMIN8KI.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylyania. 

llr.GAyiN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I.  too.  want 
to  join  my  colleagues  in  pasrbig  tribute  to 
my  very  good  and  able  friend,  Ed  Hakt — 
a  great  legisiator  and  a  great  American. 

I  have  known  Ed  Hakt  since  coming  to 
Congress  some  12  years  ago.  He  has  al- 
ways been  a  friendly  and  kind  associate. 
Always  glad  to  greet  you  and  always 
ready  to  offer  his  good  counsel  and  be 
helpful  to  a  colleague  in  any  way  he 
could. 

His  work  here  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  has  been  outstanding.  He 
commands  the- respect  and  aiimiration  of 
the  membership  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle. 

We  here  today  cannot  attempt  to  errasp 
and  sum  up  the  aggregate  of  his  service 
in  the  Congress  in  a  short  space  of  time; 
and  it  Is  needless. 

However,  I  will  say  that  by  his  work 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
stimulated  by  his  love  of  country,  -he  has 
produced  a  record  which  I  may  say 
genuinely  has  won  for  him  the  hearty 
commendations  of  not  alone  his  col- 
leagues but  the  people  of  his  State  and 
Nation  as  well. 

I  sincerely  regret  to  hear  of  his  retiring 
from  this  body  after  20  years  of  public 
service.  My  wish  for  our  good  friend, 
Ed,  is  good  health,  happiness  and  con- 
tentment, and  all  the  good  things  in  life 
over  the  years  ahead. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Iowa. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  I  wish  to  join 
my  colleagues  in  all  that  they  have  said 
about  my  friend  Ed  Hast.  I  wish  him 
well  always. 

Mr.  SIEMINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  before 
yielding  to  Congressman  Hart,  I  shoxild 
like  to  make  these  few  observations.  If 
anyone  will  look  at  the  Congressional  Di- 
rectory, he  will  see,  perhaps,  on  Ed  Hart, 
the  briefest  biography  of  any  Member  of 
Congress:  A  handful  of  words  which  say: 
"Bom—"  and  the  date;  "Jersey  City, 
N.  J.;  lawyer,  Democrat." 

If  you  ask  Ed.  If  he  will  talk  about  It. 
you  get  the  impression  that  one  reason 
he  does  not  say  much  is  that  it's  like 
going  to  the  opera.  Many  people  go  to  an 
opera  without  knowing  the  plot  or  under- 
standing the  words.  Nevertheless,  they 
are  moved  by  the  music.  Ed  believes 
that  no  matter  what  he  says  of  himself 
unless,  when  he  is  with  you,  he  does 
something  for  you,  all  that  Is  written  may 
fall  to  earth  as  ashes. 

Gentlemen,  I  think  you  will  be  re- 
warded for  staying  to  listen  to  the  fare- 
well remarks  of  our  dear  and  beloved 
friend,  the  Honorable  Edward  J.  Hart  of 
New  Jersey,  to  whom  I  now  yield. 

Mr.  HART.  Mr.  Speaker  and  my  col- 
leagues of  this  great  deliberative,  legisla- 
tive body;  to  use  a  common  phrase,  it  is 
kind  of  tough  to  take  it.  To  sit  here 
with  all  these  splendid  Representatives 
of  various  sections  of  the  United  States 
and  to  hear  the  encomiums  that  in  their 
supreme  generosity  they  have  showered 
upon  me  has  been  a  very  difficult  if. 
nevertheless,  much  enjoyed  experience. 
I  am  not  going  to  do  what  my  beloved 
colleague,    Mr.     Sikminski,     suggested. 


namely:  deUver  a  farewell  speech.  Un- 
less a  speech  Is  delivered  from  the  heart, 
it  is  not  worth  delivering.  But  there  are 
times  when  the  heart  Is  too  overflowing 
with  sentiment  and  emotion  to  permit 
one  to  make  the  kind  of  speech  one  would 
like  to  make,  if  circumstances  were  oth- 
erwise. 

My  good  friend  from  California,  Mr. 
Johnson,  referred  to  the  pleasure  of  serv- 
ing here  with  so  many  fine  people.  And 
my  equally  good  friend,  Mr.  Tollefson, 
referred  to  the  membership  here  as  big 
leaguers.  The  greatest  joy.  the  greatest 
solace  in  the  midst  of  many  difiBculties 
that  can  come  to  a  Member  of  this  Bouse, 
it  seems  to  me,  is  that  which  comes  from 
his  association  with  the  greatest  cross 
section  of  Americans  that  is  to  be  found 
anywhere  in  the  world;  and  that  is  in  the 
membership  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. 

The  one  great  and  abiding  regret  that 
I  shall  take  with  me  is  not  the  severance, 
of  course,  but  the  disruption  of  the  many 
beautiful  friendships  that  it  ha«  been 
my  privilege  to  form  in  this  House 
through  the  years  with  so  many  splendid, 
patriotic,  able,  conscientious  American 
gentlemen. 

I  know  that  the  hours  are  going  to  be 
lonely  for  a  long,  long  time  to  come 
because  of  the  deprivation  that  will 
come  to  me  of  the  association  and  the 
friendships  of  the  Members  of  this  House. 

Gratitude  is  the  fairest  flower  that 
blossoms  in  the  human  heart,  and  my 
heart  today  is;  full  of  gratitude,  gratitude 
for  many  things:  Gratitude  to  Ood  for 
the  many  blessings  and  benefits  that  he 
has  endowed  me  with;  gratitude  for  the 
privilege  of  having  served  in  this  great 
body  for  20  years;  gratitude  for  the 
friendships  that  have  accumulated  in 
that  time;  gratitude  for  the  opportuni- 
ties th^t  have  been  given  to  me  to  be 
helpful  on  occasion  to  many  Members 
of  the  House;  and  gratitude  above  all 
to  all  of  those  who  either  today  publicly 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  or  who  during 
the  past  few  weeks  privately  have  ex- 
pressed their  sincere  regret  over  the  fact 
that  at  the  end  of  the  present  session  I 
shall  no  longer  be  a  Member  here. 

This  is  indeed  a  great  institution,  my 
colleagues  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tlves.  It  has  performed  its  tasks  su- 
premely well.  George  Washington,  after 
the  Constitution  had  been  adopted,  said : 

Let  us  raise  a  banner  to  which  tlie  wise 
and  honest  can  repair.  The  event  Is  In  the 
hands  of  God.  j 

The  banner  was  raised,  and  it  was  the 
great  work  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  keep  that  banner  ever  unsullied 
and  ever  waving.    That  it  has  done. 

In  a  famous  speech  delivered  In  Mount 
Vernon  the  great  President  Woodrow 
Wilson  said: 

What  we  seek  Is  the  relgn  of  law.  based 
upon  the  consent  of  the  people  and  sus- 
tained by  the  organized  opinion  of  man- 
kind. 

The  House  of  Representatives  has  been 
faithful  to  the  task  of  maintaining  that 
reign  of  law  with  the  consent  of  the 
people  and  In  the  hiterest  of  the  peo- 
ple and  for  the  welfare  of  the  great 
RepubUc — a  great  task  nobly  done. 


I  have  often  observed  that  it  is  absurd 
to  attempt  to  particularize  one  party  as 
against  another  in  the  matter  of  patriot- 
Ism  and  the  desire  to  serve  the  pubUc 
welfare.  In  this  Chamber  and,  Indeed, 
In  party  politics  all  over  the  country 
there  is  no  room  for  rancor — because 
we  are  all  Americans,  we  all  address 
ourselves  to  the  great  object  Of  preserv- 
ing and  prospering  this  great  Republic. 
If  on  occasion  we  differ  as  to  the  method 
of  doing  so,  it  raises  no  reason  in  the 
world  for  anybody  to  feel  rancorous  to- 
ward a  member  of  the  opposing  party 
for  pursuing  the  methods  that  he  as- 
sumes to  be  the  best. 

So,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  it  has  been 
a  magnificent  experience  to  have  served 
in  this  House  through  20  years.  It  is 
an  honor  beyond  description  to  be  a 
Member  of  this  House  for  only  1  term,  for 
only  1  month,  for  only  1  week.  This 
House  breathes  the  spirit  of  r>opular 
sovereignty.  This  House  breathes  the 
spirit  of  Amei'icanism  and  of  what  Amer- 
ica is  and  of  what  Americanism  was  in- 
tended to  be.  The  principles  espoused 
by  the  Founding  Fathers  were  not  theirs. 
The  piinciples  of  the  Declaration  of  In- 
dependence did  not  find  their  source  In 
that  age.  Those  principles  were  the  ex- 
pression of  the  spiritual  hopes  of  men 
which  had  prevailed  over  centuries. 
Nevertheless,  the  Republic  of  the  United 
States  marked  the  first  opportunity  that 
those  principles  had  to  be  applied  on  a 
universal  scale  in  a  great  country.  It 
was  not  easy  to  maintain  them  at  first. 
It  is  not  easier  to  maintain  them  today 
because  maintaining  a  republic  is  not  a 
static  job.  It  is  a  job  of  continuous  ac- 
tion. It  is  a  job  that  requires  dedication 
on  the  part  of  the  membership  of  both 
Houses  of  Congress.  That  dedication 
has  been  displayed — manifested  time  and 
time  again,  year  in  and  year  out  in  the 
recognition  by  the  Members  of  this 
House  of  the  great  part  that  they  have 
to  play  in  maintaining  the  great  mission 
of  America,  which  is  not  only  to  conserve 
these  immortal  principles  for  our  own 
people,  but  in  God's  good  time  to  scatter 
them  all  over  the  earth  so  that  in  the 
words  of  one  who  I  do  not  recall  "There 
shall  come  a  day  when  the  whole  heaven 
will  dome  and  bend  above  a  world  with- 
out a  serf,  a  servant,  or  a  slave." 

I  would  be  presumptuous,  my  friends, 
if  I  were  to  detain  you  any  longer  at  this 
late  hour,  the  closing  hour,  perhaps,  of 
this  session  of  the  83d  Congress.  But 
I  do  want  to  say  I  am  not  making  a  fare- 
well speech— I  am  not  saying  goodby  to 
my  friends  whom  I  expect  to  see  here 
frequently  in  the  future  and  whose 
friendships  I  expect  to  continue  to  cul- 
tivate. I  shall  merely  say  with  gratitude 
to  all,  to  those  who  have  spoken  here 
today  and  to  those  who  have  been  my 
friends  and  associates  through  the  years, 
and  to  those  especially  from  my  own 
State  who  have  given  so  many  expres- 
sions of  their  regard  and  affection — to 
the  Speaker  of  this  House  whose  friend- 
ship I  glory  in— to  my  beloved  friend, 
the  ex -Speaker  of  the  House  and  minor- 
ity leader,  one  of  the  great  Americans  of 
our  time,  Sam  Rayburn.  and  to  all  others 
with  whom  I  have  had  the  privilege  of 
consoi-ting,  I  say  not  goodbye  but  Ave 
atque  Vale,  hail  and  farewell. 
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REPRESENTATIVES  FROM  THE 
STATE  OF  OHIO 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  5  minutes  and  to  revise  and  extend 
mv  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  appre- 
ciate it  would  take  more  temerity  than 
I  have  to  attempt,  without  apology,  to 
address  this  House  after  the  great  speech 
we  have  Just  listened  to  by  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  HartI.  I 
have  a  duty,  however,  that  I  feel  I  must 
perform. 

I  have  been  a  Member  of  this  House 
for  quite  a  while,  and  it  has  been  my 
privilege  to  see  15  Congresses  close.    We 
always  had  a  fine  time  in  these  closing 
exercises  and  we  are  having  a  fine  time 
at  the  close  of  this  session.     There  is  a 
tendency  on  the  part  of  some  of  those 
who  have  been  here  a  good  while  to  take 
up  considerable  time.     But  this  after- 
noon we  gave  some  time  to  .show  our 
esteem  and  respect  for  a  fellow  Ohioan 
who  has  served  longer  than  most  of  us. 
I  refer  to  my  good  friend.  Hon.  Robert 
Grosser.    I  think  he  has  served  longer 
than  any  Democrat  from  Ohio.     At  the 
same  time  I  think  I  can  claim  the  honor 
of  having  served  longer  than  any  Re- 
publican from  the  State  of  Ohio.    I  am 
not  sure  that  I  am  right  with  reference 
to  this  service.     But  what  I  rose  for  was 
two  things,  one  of  which  is  this:  I  heard 
what  I  thought  was  a  very  eloquent  short 
5peech  a  few  months  apo.    It  was  de- 
livered on  this  floor  by  our  good  friend, 
the  former  Speaker,  Hon.  Sam  Rayburn. 
As  I  remember  it  was  on  the  occasion  of 
some  ceremony  here,  perhaps  his  birth- 
day.    At  any  rate.  Sam  Rayburn  stood 
there  where  he  is  now  sitting  and  he  said 
.■something  to  the  effect  that  he  was  very 
proud  of  the  fact  that  his  people  had 
elected  him  21  consecutive  times  to  high 
place  in  this  great  body.    Just  think  of 
that.     The  finest  thing  that  came  to  his 
mind  was  the  fact  of  having  been  elected 
21  times  by  his  own  home  folks.    I  do 
want  to  compare  myself  to  him.  but  one 
of  the  finest  thoughts  that  comes  to  me 
is  that  my  people  have  elected  me  15 
.successive  times  to  this  the  greatest  leg- 
islative body  in  the  world. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  arose  for  another  mat- 
ter and  it  is  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  great  State  of  Ohio  loses  four 
veiT  fine  Members  of  this  House  at  the 
close  of  this  session. 

We  lose  Robert  Crosser.  He  is  an  in- 
stitution unto  himself.  I  knew  him  long 
before  I  came  here,  knew  him  and  re- 
spected him  liecause  of  the  great  hon- 
esty of  purpose  he  displayed  when  he 
was  a  member  of  the  constitutional  con- 
vention In  Ohio. 

We  are  going  to  lose  another  fine  Dem- 
ocrat. Hon.  Robert  Secrest.  I  am  sorry 
he  is  not  here  today.  Bob  Secrest's  dis- 
trict adjoins  mine.  He  is  a  Democrat 
and  I  am  a  Republican.  We  do  not  al- 
ways agree  and  we  did  not  always  help 
each  other  very  much  politically  but  we 
never  did  throw  any  rocks  into  each 
other's  backyard.     Robert  Secrest  has 


been  promoted  to  a  position  to  which  a 
Republican  President  must  appoint  a 
Democrat.  He  is  a  fine  American  citi- 
zen and  will  render  good  service  in  the 
high  position  to  which  he  has  been  ap- 
pointed. 

On  the  Republican  side  wp  are  going 
to  lose  another  fine  Meml>er.  The  heavy 
hand  of  adversity  has  stricken  him.  He 
has  suffered  from  a  pernicious  sickness 
that  has  made  it  impossible  for  him  to 
carry  on.  I  refer  to  Hon.  Alvin  Weichel. 
He  is  from  Ohio.  Both  Democrats  and 
Republicans  are  sorrj*  that  Al  is  going, 
but  I  want  him  to  know  that  he  has  our 
very  kindest  regards. 

Another  man  is  going  to  leave  us  vol- 
untarily. He  is  well  on  his  way  to  a  po- 
sition over  in  the  Senate.  He  thinks  it 
is  a  promotion.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  is  or  not.  Anyway,  he  wants  to  be 
promoted  and  the  people  of  Ohio  want 
to  promote  him.  I  refer  to  George 
Bender. 

Being  the  great  Republican  State  that 
Ohio  is.  we  feel  that  the  Republicans  of 
Ohio  with  a  good  many  Democrats  will 
elect  Senator  Bender.  You  may  never 
have  thought  of  it  but  it  is  true  that 
every  Republican  President  from 
Lincoln  to  Herbert  Hoover,  who  was  se- 
lected by  convention,  came  from  Ohio. 
Let  me  explain — the  Republican  Party 
was  founded  by  Abraham  Lincoln  and  he 
was  the  first  Republican  President.  All 
the  Republican  Presidents  from  Lincoln 
to  Hoover  came  from  Ohio  except  Theo- 
dore Roosevelt  and  Calvin  Coolidge. 
Each  of  these  two  fine  gentlemen  in- 
herited the  Presidency  by  reason  of  his 
having  been  a  Vice  Piesident.  Yes,  Ohio 
is  truly  the  mother  of  RepubUcan  Presi- 
dents. There  are  enough  Republicans 
in  Ohio  to  elect  a  Republican  Senator. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Yes.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr. 
Brown  1 . 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker. 
Ohio  is  a  proud  State;  it  is  proud  of  its 
beautiful  land.  It  is  known  in  song  and 
story  as  "Beautiful  Ohio."  It  is  known 
for  its  great  cities,  for  the  large  number 
of  its  educational  institutions,  but  per- 
haps above  everything  else  it  is  known 
for  the  men  and  women  it  has  contrib- 
uted to  the  Nation. 

Ohio  is  proud  of  the  representation  it 
has  had  in  the  past  and  at  the  present 
time  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  I  am  happy  to  join  with  the 
dean  of  the  Ohio  delegation,  Thomas 
Jenkins,  in  paying  tribute  to  3  of  the 
members  of  the  Ohio  delegation,  2  Dem- 
ocrats and  2  RepubUcans.  who  at  the 
end  of  tins  session  when  the  final  gravel 
falls  sometime  this  evening  will  no  long- 
er be  Members  of  this  body  or  at  least 
will  not  participate  in  our  dehberations. 
As  Mr.  Jenkins  has  said,  my  good 
old  friend.  Bob  Crosser.  the  great  Scots- 
man, has  been  an  institution  not  only 
in  Washington  and  Congress,  but  also  in 
Ohio  for  many,  many  years,  for  far 
longer  than  one-third  of  a  century. 

And  Bob  Secrest  has  been  a  great 
Representative  of  the  people. 

And  Al  Weichel,  whom  I  have  known 
for  at  least  25  or  30  years.  sUyed  here 
and  served  his  constituency,  his  State. 


and  his  country  to  the  detriment  of  his 
own  health  and  perhaps  of  his  own  life. 
Our  best  wishes  and  our  personal  regards 
go  out  to  him. 

Then.  George  Bender  who  served 
Ohio,  if  I  remember  correctly.  14  years 
as  Congressman  at  large,  and  since  has 
represented  the  new  23d  District  in 
northern  Ohio.  He  leaves  us.  and  yet  he 
does  not  leave  us.  for  the  reason  that 
there  is  the  feeling  out  in  Ohio  that  he 
is  going  to  be  elected  to  the  other  body 
come  November  and  that  he  win  be  back 
here  and  we  will  be  able  to  hear  him 
singing  Onward  Christian  Soldiers,  and 
a  few  of  the  other  old-time  songs  as  we 
get  together  in  some  friendly  affair. 

I  have  known  Oborge  Bendkk  for  a 
great  many  years.  My  fi.rst  acquaint-  ■ 
ance  with  him  came  back  in  1930  when 
he  was  elected  as  a  kid  senator,  a  young 
boy  senator  from  Cuyahoga  County.  He 
served  in  the  Ohio  Legislature  when  I 
was  a  youngster  serving  as  Lieutenant 
Governor.  I  have  watched  George 
Bender  grow  and  develop  throughout  the 
years.  To  prove  to  all  of  us  and  the 
people  of  Ohio  that  he  did  have  and  does 
have  now  the  qualities  of  statesmanship 
that  have  made  him  the  splendid  and 
truly  great  representative  of  the  people 
that  he  is  in  this  body. 

And  with  him  as  he  leaves  this  Cham* 
ber  tonight.  Mr.  Speaker,  go  the  best 
wishes.  I  am  sure,  just  as  they  go  with 
all  members  of  the  Ohio  delegation  wh» 
are  leaving  us,  our  best  wishes  and  God- 
SF>eed. 

I  am  looking  forward  to  seeing  all  of 
of  these  men  in  the  future.  May  I  say 
in  conclusion  I  hope  we  may  have  the 
opportunity  to  continue  working  In  be- 
half of  the  great  State  which  we  repre- 
sent in  this  body. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  aSk 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 

my  remarks.   

The   SPEAKER.     Is   there   objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.    VORYS.    Mr.    Speaker,    today 
George  Bender  leaves  the  House,  but  not  . 
Capitol  Hill. 

Mr.  Speaker,  my  association  in  legisla- 
tive work  with  George  Bende«  began  32 
years  ago  when  I  was  elected  to  the  Ohio 
General  Assembly  and  he  was  reelected 
to  the  Ohio  Senate.  Two  years  later  I 
joined  him  in  the  State  Senate. 

We  both  were  elected  to  Congress  in 
1938  and  have  served  together  almost 
continuously  ever  since.  Until  1953  he 
was  Ohio's  Congressman  at  large  and  was 
in  the  comphcated  position  of  being  the 
Congressman  of  other  Congressmen;  we 
of  the  Ohio  delegation  were  both  his  col- 
leagues and  his  constituents.  It  is 
significant  that.  In  that  position,  he  had 
the  support  of  his  RepubUcan  colleagues 
throughout  the  SUte  at  every  primary 
and  election. 

Now  he  is  leaving  us  in  the  House,  but 
he  is  not  leaving  Capitol  Hill.  He  will 
be  back  next  year,  a  Member  of  the  other 
body.  We  will  miss  him  here  m  the 
House,  but  once  more  we  RepubUcan 
Congressmen  will  rely  upon  him  to  rep- 
resent us.  At  the  same  time  he  wtU  be 
representing  all  the  people  of  Ohfe,  in 
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tte  tpirit  of  his  sreat  BepvAUesn  prede- 
iiwiii.  Boiiert  A.  Taft.  In  cmxrjfat  for- 
VBrd  tbe  eanrtmofciTe  procnm  of.tliie 
ReimbUcans    under    President    Eten- 


Getwie.  we  aay  to  you  today  goodbye, 
win  be  aeeinc  you  back  in,  the 
CSapttol  next  January. 


RECESS  ! 

Hie  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  declares 
tbe  Bouae  in  leoess  subject  to  tbe  call 
•(  ttw  Chair,  the  bells  to  be  rung  15 
w»Hiiit»«  before  reassembiy. 

Tlaneupop  (at  5  o'clock  and  29  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  House  stood  in  recess  subject 
to  the  call  of  the  Chair. 


ASTER  RECESS 
The  recess  baying  eapired.  the  House 
was  caned  to  order  by  the  Speaker  at  7 
o'clock  and  20  minutes  p.  m. 


STILL 


FURTHER    MESSAGE    FROM 
THE  SENATE 

A  sUIl  further  mes^ige  from  the  Ben- 
ate,  by  Mr.  Ast.  one  of  its  clerks,  an- 
noonoed  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
without  amendment  bills  and  a  conctu'- 
rent  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  fol- 
lowing titles: 

H.  B.  4340.  An  set  for  tbe  relief  of  CUarlefl 
J.  Abamo  and  ottaerB; 

H.R.StaS.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Federal  Republic  of  Germany:  and 

H.  Con.  Bea.  373.  Concurrent  resolution  au- 
thnrtBtng  the  printing  of  additional  copies  of 
part  1  of  the  hearings  on  the  Baltic  States 
investigation. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed,  with  amendments  in 
which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  bills  and  a  coix:urrent  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  S51.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Trust 
Association  of  H.  Kempner; 

H.  R.  aeoe.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nell  C. 
Benuner  and  Mildred  Heminer;  and 

H.  Con.  Res.  366.  Concurrent  resolution 
providing  for  adjournment  sine  die  of  tbe 
83d  Congress,  2d  session. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendment  of  the 
House  to  a  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  fol- 
lowing title: 

8.9863.  An  act  to  provide  relief  for  the 
•haep-ralslng  Industry  by  making  special 
nonquota  Immigrant  visas  available  to  cer- 
tain skilled  alien  shecpherders. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed  a  concurrent  resolu- 
tion of  the  following  title,  in  which  the 
concurrence  of  the  House  is  requested: 

8.  Con.  Res.  109.  Concurrent  resolution  au- 
thorising the  President  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  to  sign  enrolled 
bills  and  Joint  resolutions. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
Totes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R 
9366)  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  the  So- 
cial Security  Act  and  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  so  as  to  extend  coverage  un- 
der the  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
program,  increase  the  benefits  payable 


thereunder,  preserve  the  insurance 
rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and  in- 
crease the  amount  of  earnings  penmitted 
without  loss  of  benefits,  and  fot  other 
purposes."  ^^^^^^^^^        j 

PROVIDING  FOR  ADJOURNMENT  OF 

THE     SENATE     AND     HOU^     OP 

REPRESENTATIVES 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  call  up  the  concurrent  resolution  (H. 
Con.  Res.  266)  providing  for  adjourn- 
ment sine  die  of  the  83d  Congress.  2d 
session,  with  an  amendment  of  tbe  Sen- 
ate thereto,  and  move  that  the  House 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  con- 
current resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  Insert  '  That  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives shall  adjourn  on  August  20.  1954.  and 
that  when  it  adjourns  on  said  day,  it  stand 
adjourned  sine  die. 

"Resolved  further.  That  the  consent  of  the 
~  House  of  Representatives  is  hereby  given  to 
an  adjournment  sine  die  of  the  Senate  at 
any  time  prior  to  December  25.  1954.  vhen  the 
Senate  shall  so  dettrmine;  and  that  the  Sen- 
ate. In  the  meantime  may  adjourn  or  recess 
for  such  periods  in  excess  of  3  days  as  it  may 
detemUne." 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table.  1 

AUTHORITY    TO     SIGN     ENROLLED 
BILLS    AFTER    ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Dlinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  Senate  Concurrent  Res- 
olution 109. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
lows: j 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  Housi  of  Rep- 
resentatives concurring).  That  notwith- 
standing tbe  sine  die  adjournment  of  the 
House  of  Repre:sentatives  and  the  tempo- 
rary adjournment  of  the  Senate,  the  Spealcer 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the 
President  of  the  Senate  be  and  they  are 
hereby  authorized  to  sign  enrolled  bills 
and  joint  resolutions  duly  passed  by  the 
two  Houses  and  found  truly  enrolled. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request,  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois?  J 

There  was  no  objection.  \ 

The  concurrent  resolution  wBs  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  tabl3. 


The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  appoints 
as  a  committee  to  wait  upon  the  President 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  Mr.  Allen, 
and  the  gentleman  from  Texas;,  Mr.  Rat- 


BUHN. 


COMMITTEE  TO  NOTXPY 
PRESIDENT 


THE 


TRUST  ASSOCIATION  OF 
H.  KEMPNER 

Mr.  HYDE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  Hsk  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's 
desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  951)  for  tbe  relief  of 
the  Trust  Association  of  H.  Kempner, 
with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  4.  after  "hear",  insert  ",  deter- 
mine, and  render  judgment  on." 

Page  1.  line  8,  after  "by  *,  Insert  "as- 
signors of."  I 

Page  1.  line  10.  striite  out  "any.** 

Page  1.  line  10,  after  "losses".  Insert  ",  If 
any." 

Page  1.  line  10.  after  "to".  Insert  "hear." 

Page  1.  lines  10  and  11,  after  'Idetermlne", 
Insert  ".  and  render  Judgment  on  the  claims 
against  the  United  States  for." 

Page  1.  line  11.  strike  out  "various." 

Page  1,  line  11,  Jifter  "amounts".  Insert 
",  if  any." 

Page    2.    line    2.    after    "Custodian" 
"after  seizure  during  World  War  I  " 

Page  2,  line  2.  after  "Custodian.' 
"Suit  may  be  it«tltuted  In  the  Court  of 
Clalnas  pursuant  to  this  act  at  any  time 
within  1  year  from  date  of  approval  of  this 
act  by  the  President." 

Page  2.  line  12.  striee  out  all  after  "States" 
down  to  and  Including  "States,"  In  line  14. 

Page  3.  line  3.  after  "1924".  insert  ".  If  such 
claims  have  been  determined  to  be  valid  by 
the  Cotirt  under  section  I  of  this  act." 

Page  3.  line  6.  after  "1948".  Insert  **:  Pro- 
vided further.  That  no  payment  shaU  be 
made  pursuant  to  this  act  from  the  appro- 
priated funds  in  the  United  States  Treas- 
ury: And  provided  further.  That  nothing 
contained  here  shall  be  construed  as  an  In- 
ference of  liability  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States  Government,  the  Government  of 
Germany,  or  nationals  thereof." 

The  SPEAKER.  Ts  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland?  | 

There  was  no  objection.     ' 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con- 
curred in,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


Insert 


Insert 


Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
offer  a  resolution  (H.  Res.  715)  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideratioiL 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  two  Mem- 
bers t>e  appointed  by  the  House  to  wait  upon 
the  President  of  the  United  States  and  in- 
form him  that  the  House  of  Representatives 
has  completed  its  business  of  the  session  and 
Is  ready  to  adjourn,  unless  the  President  has 
some  other  communication  to  males  to  it. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mi'.  Speaker,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Is  it  necessary  in  the 
next  few  days  to  ask  permission  to  ex- 
tend remarks? 

The  SPEAKER.  No;  Members  have 
10  days  within  which  to  extend  their  own 
remarks  without  requesting  permission. 


A  WORD  OF  APPRECIATION 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentlewoman 
from  Massachusetts  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  still  waiting  to  hear  about 
a  matter  that  I  think  interests  all  of 
us.    Before   speaking   I  had  hoped   to 


105^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


15595 


have  that  information.  It  has  not  come 
yet  but  I  shall  pray  for  it  and  I  believe 
every  Member  here  will  pray  for  it.  It 
is  the  signing  by  the  President  of  vet- 
erans' bills. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  the  House  to 
know  of  my  deep  appreciation  of  the 
Members  of  our  Committee  on  Veterans" 
Affairs  and  of  its  staff  and  their  coopera- 
tion. 

I  wish  to  take  this  opportunity  to 
thank  the  membership  for  any  and  all 
courtesies  shown  to  me  and  for  their 
forbearance.  I  know  it  has  been  a  very 
busy  year,  a  hard  year  for  all  of  us;  it 
has  been  a  trying  year.  We  have  had 
numerous  deaths  in  our  midst,  we  have 
had  many  sorrows  and  many  joys — but, 
when  the  smoke  clears  away  we  shall 
feel  we  have  accomplished  much — we 
look  hopefully  toward  a  bright  and 
happy  future. 

We  go  away  with  a  light  heart  in 
5ome  ways,  a  light  heart  because  we  re- 
turn to  our  homes;  but  a  heavy  heart  in 
others  because  we  are  leaving  one  an- 
other. The  internatione  1  situation  is  not 
too  bright.  We  may  have  to  return, 
but  thank  Gkxi  our  sous  are  not  now 
at  war. 

I  would  like  to  thank  the  staff  and 
everybody  who  works  here  at  the  Capitol 
for  their  endless  patience,  the  Parlia- 
mentarians, the  Clerk  of  the  House,  and 
the  other  clerks,  the  reporters,  the  men 
on  the  doors,  the  telephone  operators, 
the  pages,  and  all  who  make  the  wheels 
cf  Congrress  go  around.  I  am  devoted 
to  you  all, 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  imagine  the  gentle- 
woman would  agree  with  me  that  when 
Members  get  to  the  closing  hour  of  a 
Congress  there  is  a  grand  feeling. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts. 
That  is  right. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  But  the  feeling  when 
one  returns  the  following  January  is  a 
much  grander  one. 

Mrs.  ROGEaiS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
agree  with  the  gentleman,  and  at  the 
close  of  this  Congress  we  can  all  feel 
that  many  benefits  will  come  to  all  be- 
cause of  the  legislation  we  have  passed. 
So  many  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  have 
been  very  helpful  to  me.  I  hope  I  will 
iee  each  one  of  you  back. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
In,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


NEIL  C.  HEMMER  AND  MILDRED 
HKalaLER 

Mr.  HYDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's 
table  the  bill  (H.  R.  8606)  for  the  reUef 
of  Neil  C.  Hemmer  and  Mildred  Hemmer, 
with  a  Senate  amendment  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bilL 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment, 
as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  5,  after  "appropriated,"  in- 
sert "to  Nell  C.  Henxmer  and  MUdred  Hem- 
mer of  Austin,  Minn." 

Page  2,  lines  2,  and  3,  strike  out  "[In  ex- 
cess of  10  per  cent  thereof. 1" 


COMMITTEE  TO  INFORM  THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
your  committee  appointed  to  inform  the 
President  that  the  House  is  ready  to  ad- 
journ, and  to  ask  him  if  he  has  any  fur- 
ther communications  to  make  to  the 
House,  has  iierformed  that  duty.  The 
President  has  directed  us  to  say  that  he 
has  no  further  communication  to  make 
to  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Will  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  LMr.  Cooper  J  kindly  take 
the  chair?  ) 

Mr.  COOPER  assumed  the  chair. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Cooper  > .  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  [Mr.  Rayburn]. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  resolution  that  I  am  very  happy  to  pre- 
sent because  we  are  thanking  one  of  the 
finest  men  who  has  ever  served  as 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

I  know  Joe  Martin.  I  have  known 
him  a  long  time.  He  is  easy  to  deal  with. 
His  word  is  his  bond.  I  only  have  to 
talk  to  him  once  about  anything.  So, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  happy  to  present  this 
resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows :  ■ 

House  Resolution  716 
Resolved.  That  the  thanks  of  the  House 
are  presented  to  the  Honorable  Joseph  W. 
Maitin,  Je.,  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, for  the  able,  impartial,  and  dig- 
nified manner  in  which  he  has  presided  over 
the  deliberations  and  performed  the  arduous 
duties  of  the  Chair  during  the  present  term 
of  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously 
agreed  to,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  words  cannot  fully  express  the 
sentiment  and  emotion  I  feel  on  the 
ad(H>tion  of  this  resolution.  I  deeply  ap- 
preciate the  words  of  my  very  good  and 
beloved  friend  of  many  years,  Sam  Ray- 
burn,  the  minority  leader.  Sam  and  I 
have  been  around  here  a  good  many 
years.  We  have  worked  together.  We 
have  accomplished,  I  believe,  a  great 
deal  for  the  good  of  the  country.  Any 
words  of  praise  he  may  say  about  me 
I  return  to  the  fullest  extent  because 
he  was  a  great  Speaker  and  one  for 
whom  we  have  the  greatest  affection. 
There  Is  one  thing  that  can  be  said, 
that  while  there  were  differences  of 
opinion  there  never  was  any  obstruc- 
tion. 

I  want  to  thank  the  majority  leader. 
Mr.  Halleck,  for  his  loyalty,  for  his 
strong  cooperation.  He  has  proved 
himself  to  be  one  of  the  great  majority 
leaders  of  our  time. 

I  am  also  deeply  appreciative  of  the 
cooperation  and  the  good  will  of  every 
Member  of  this  House,  no  matter  on 


which  side  of  the  aisle  he  may  sit.  In 
order  for  a  record  to  be  achieved  it  is 
necessary  for  a  Speaker  to  have  the  co- 
operation of  the  entire  membership  of 
the  House.  I  have  had  that  cooperation 
to  a  rare  degree. 

I  want  you  all  to  know  as  we  leave 
Washington  and  go  back  to  the  poUtical 
wars  that  may  be  ahead  that  every  one 
of  you  carry  with  you  my  deepest  ap- 
preciation for  your  warm  friendship. 

This  has  been  a  great  session  of  Con- 
gress; it  has  been  an  historic  session  of 
Congress.  Many  things  have  been  done 
in  this  Congress  that  will  leave  their 
imprint  upon  American  life  in  the  years 
that  are  ahead.  All  of  us,  no  matter 
which  side  of  the  aisle  he  sits  upon,  may 
feel  genuinely  proud  of  the  fact  that  aU 
had  a  part  in  that  record. 

The  parting  of  friends  is  always  an 
occasion  of  regrets. 

Two  years  of  intimate  association  here 
in  this  great  legislative  body  bring  to 
me  the  real  merits  of  our  associates. 
Loyal  and  lasting  friendships  develop. 
With  all  my  heart  I  believe  that  we  here 
in  this  great  American  Congress  are 
meeting  the  great  challenge  of  our  era. 
I  believe  here  is  one  of  the  real  citadels 
of  freedom  and  its  fullest  expression  of 
popular  government.  And  I  am  very 
proud  that  I  have  had  the  privilege  of 
presiding  here  over  this  House  for  the 
last  2  years. 

My  friends  on  the  Republican  side 
have  been  so  good  to  me  through  the 
years,  not  only  as  their  leader  for  14 
years,  but  in  making  me  the  Speaker  of 
the  House.  I  can  never  forget  the  loy- 
alty of  their  support.  And  I  want  to 
thank  those  on  the  Democratic  side  for 
their  many  courteous  demonstrations  of 
friendship  and  assistance. 

In  conclusion,  I  again  thank  the  House 
for  this  resolution.  I  want  to  repeat 
what  I  said  before;  may  all  of  you  go 
back  to  your  homes  safely  and  may 
health  and  prosperity  follow  you  in  the 
years  ahead. 

I  thank  you  very  much  for  your  many 
kindnesses.  [Applause,  the  Members 
rising.] 

ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  bills  of  the  House  of  the 
following  titles,  which  were  thereupon 
signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  179.  An  act  to  amend  section  7  of 
the  Administrative  Expenses  Act  of  1946,  aa 
amended; 

H.  R.  1461.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Kenneth 
McRlght: 

H.  R.  1665.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carl 
Piowaty  and  W.  J.  Piowaty; 

H.  R.  1980.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  construction  of  bridges  over  the  Potomac 
River,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  2263.  An  act  to  provide  certain  em- 
ployment benefits  for  employees  of  the  Fed- 
eral Ctovernment.  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  2781.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
Matook: 

H.R.3014.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Dr. 

Alfred  L.  Smith: 

H.  R.  3232.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dennis 
P.  Guthrie: 

H.  R.  3384.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  B. 
Daniel.  Inc.; 
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.S446.  An  act  for  tbe  i«Uef  d  Ifcn 
■.  R.  tT9T.  An  act  for  tbe  rtllef  of  Dorotfay 

.«n7.  An  aet  to  ptovlda  for  ttio  eon- 
oC  otrtaln  land  and  impravcana&tB 
to  the  BngUnd  Special  Seliocrt  IMstrtct  of 
tiM  Stat*  of  ftrtan— : 

H.B.48ia.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Badn 
Tloreseu  and  Hloole  KUzabetta  Ifldicl  Flo- 


H.  B.  S4M.  An  act  to  prorlde  for  the  eon- 
atrvetfOB.  malntenanoe,  and  operation  of  the 
af***—*"^  nata  project  for  trrtgatlon  In  tbe 
State  of  Idmbo: 

H.R.«a87.  An  act  to  extend  and  annul 
tta*  BencfBtlatlon  Act  of  1951; 

B.B.SaBO.  An  act  to  dlaocmtlnue  certain 
reporta  now  required  \rj  law; 

H.  B.  9Sa».  An  act  for  tbe  reUef  of  Balelgb 
BUI; 

H.  B.  TTaS.  An  act  to  amend  tbe  CItU  Serv- 
ice Betlrement  Act  of  liay  30.  1930,  to  make 
pennancnt  the  tncrcaaei  In  regular  annuities 
provided  by  tbe  act  of  July  16,  1952.  and  to 
extend  sucb  increaaes  to  additional  annuities 
purebaaad  \>j  voluntary  contributions: - 

H.  B.  7853.  An  act  to  permit  retired  police- 
men and  firemen  ct  the  District  of  ColQmbia 
to  waive  all  or  part  of  tbelr  relief  or  retire- 
ment eompenaatlon; 

H.  R.  1881.  An  act  to  validate  a  ecnveyancif 
of  certain  landa  by  Soutbem  Pacific  Kaliroad 
Co.  and  Ita  leaaee,  Soutbem  PadOc  Oo..  to 
IfOrgan  Bopklna.  Inc.; 

H.  R.  8498.  An  act  authorizing  coDf truc- 
tkm  of  works  to  reestablish  for  thij  Palo 
Verde  Irrigation  District,  California,  a  means 
of  diversion  of  Its  irrigation  water  supply 
from  the  Colorado  River,  and  for  other 
purpoaea: 

H.R.8647.  An  act  to  amend  Revised 
SUtutes  4426: 

HL  R.  9115.  An  act  to  provide  that  con- 
tribotlona  received  under  Public  Law  485. 
40th  Congress,  for  the  construction  of  a 
merchant  marine  chapel  shall  be  inverted 
in  Gknremment  obligations  pending  their  use 
for  such  construction; 

H.  R.  9709.  An  act  to  extend  and  improve 
tbe  unemployment  compensation  program: 

'S.  R.  9712.  An  act  granting  the  conaent  of 
Congress  to  certain  New  gngland  States  to 
enter  into  a  compact  relating  to  higher  edu- 
cation in  the  New  England  States  and  estab- 
lishing the  New  England  Board  of  Higher 
Education; 

H.  R.  97M.  An  act  to  Increaie  the  borrow- 
ing power  of  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion: 

H.  R.  9909.  An  act  to  prohibit  payment  of 
annuities  to  officers  and  employees  of  the 
United  Statea  convicted  of  certain  offenses, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

BLB.9034.  An  act  to  provide  for  family 
quarters  for  personnel  of  the  military  de- 
partments of  the  Department  of  Defense  and 
tbelr  dependenU.  and  for  other  ptirpoees; 

BLR. 9936.  An  act  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1955.  and  for  other  purpcaea:  and 

H.  R.  10009.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  relief 
of  customs  tariff  schedules,  to  Improve  pro- 
cedures for  tbe  tariff  claaalffcaUon  of  imenu- 
merated  articles,  and  for  other  ptirposes. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signa- 
ture to  enrolled  bills  of  the  Senate  of  the 
following  titles: 

8. 364.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
anee  <a  certain  land  in  the  SUte  of  Mary- 
land to  the  Disney-Bell  Poet  06  of  the  Amer- 
ican Legion,  Bowie.  Bid.: 

8.  738.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ifaria  Busa; 

8.906.  An  act  to  establish  the  finality  of 
eon  tracts  between  the  Oovemment  and  com- 
mon carriers  of  passengers  and  freight  sub- 
ject to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act; 

S.  1259.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anastasia 
Xondylls; 


8. 1S04.  An  act  for  the  rriief  of  tiK  estate 
of  Bev.  Pang  Wha  H; 

S.  1004.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Uargot 
Herta  Ifatulewltz; 

8. 1605.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  el  James 
Arthur  Clmlno  and  Joan  Cimlno: 

8. 1687.  An  act  for  the  relief  oC  T.  C. 
EUiott: 

S.  1873.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ursula 
WillLe  and  Mike  Mario  Wllke: 

S.  3033.  An  act  relating  to  the  labeling  of 
packages  containing  foreign-produced  trout 
sold  in  the  United  States,  and  requiring  cer- 
tain information  to  appear  in  public  eating 
places  serving  such  trout: 

S.  3068.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francesco 
Marinelli; 

8. 2074.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Barque  sheepherders; 

S.  2301.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katherlna 
Picerkona  and  her  minor  eon.  Helmut; 

S.  2316.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Uie  Bir- 
mingham Iron  Works.  Inc.; 

S.  2345.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tun  Tal 
Miao  and  his  wife.  Cbao  Pel  Tsang  Miao: 

8.  2366.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ito  Yu- 
klko: 

S.  2818.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  ft-togroul 
Osnuin; 

S.  2636.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arturo 
Rodriguez  Diaz: 

8. 2639.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Etsuko 
Tamakl  (Sbimlzu); 

S.  2640.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther 
Joanne  Potter; 

6.2849.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chaya 
Pranglee: 

8.2731.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jann  Can- 
talinl: 

8.2789.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gianni 
Bernardis: 

8.  2842.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Felix 
de  Plnles; 

8. 2849.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ellsa- 
Pompea  Roppm  (Ellsa-Pompea  Cardcne); 

S.  2879.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Peter  Julian 
Newbery  and  Prudence  Ellen  Newbery; 

8.  2884.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister  Anna 
Scrlnzi.  Sister  Giullana  Paladinl,  Sister  lo- 
landa  Ma^socchl,  and  Sister  Giusepptna  Zan- 
chetta; 

S.  2887.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hon  Cheun 
Kwan; 

S.  2893.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S«raphlna 
Papgeorglou; 

8.  2941.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kim  Kwang 
Suk  and  Kim  Woo  Shik; 

S.2945.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eulalio 
Rodriguez  Vargas; 

8.2954.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Christine 
Thum; 

8.  2993.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ruth  Wehr- 
han; 

8.3056.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S.  Sgt. 
Silvestre  E.  Castillo; 

8. 3058.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
nationals  of  Italy; 

8.  3108.  An  act  to  modify  the  act  of  October 
8.  194C  (54  Stat.  1020)  and  the  act  of  July 
24,  1947  (81  Stat.  418)  with  respect  to  the 
recoupment  of  certain  public-school  con- 
struction costs  in  Minnesota; 

8.3112.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Emlko 
Watanabe; 

S.  3138.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wakako 
Nilmi  and  her  minor  child.  Katberiae; 

8.  3145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bonlta  Lee 
Simpson; 

8.3148.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ftancesco 
Pugliese; 

8.3221.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ingebore 
Otto; 

8.  3276.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cleopbat 
Robert  Joseph  Caron; 

8. 3404.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anai  Stroee 
Jacobsen; 

S.  3447.  An  act  to  amend  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  to  permit  tbe  filling  of  oral  pre- 
scriptions for  certain  drugs,  and  fer  other 
purposes; 


8.  3465.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lisclotta 
Kunxe: 

S.  3577.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Milos  Kne- 
xevlch; 

8.  3586.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Hllde- 
gard  Simon  Walley; 

S.  3601.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  Is  authorised  t  ,  extend 
until  not  later  than  October  18,  1962.  certain 
timber  rights  and  necessary  Ingress  and 
egress,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3625.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Juana 
Padilla  de  Caballero  (Mrs.  Juana  Padilla  de 
Ontlveros) ; 

8.  3652.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francis 
Timothy  Mary  Hodgson  (formerly  Victor 
Charles  Joyce ) ; 

S.  3706.  An  act  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party,  to  prohibit  members  of  Communist 
organizations  from  serving  in  certain  repre- 
sentative capacities,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3840.  An  act  for  the  relief  uf  Klyce  Mo- 
tors. Inc.;  and 

S.  3844.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  reciprocal 
and  more  effective  remedy  for  certain  claims 
arising  out  of  the  acts  of  military  p>ersonnel 
and  to  authorize  the  pro  rata  sharing  of  the 
cost,  of  such  claim.s  with  foreign  nations,  and 
for  other  purposes. 


BILLS      AND      JOINT      RESOLUTION 
PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRBSIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  the  following 
dates  present  to  the  President,  for  his 
approval,  bills  and  a  joint  resolution  of 
the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

On  August  19.  1954: 

H.  R.  697.  An  act  for  the  relief  Of  Demetrlos 
Christos  Mataraggiotis,  and  2Jol  Demetre 
Matagraggiotis,  his  wife,  and  Cbrlstos  Mat- 
araggiotis and  Constantinos  Mataraggiotis, 
their  minor  son; 

H.  R  717.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henrlette 
Matter; 

H.  R  822.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Giuseppina  Giaccone; 

H  R.  832.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katharine 
Balsamo; 

H  R  834.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
J    Boucher; 

H  R  839.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Mary  Gertrude  ( Mary  Gertrude  Kelly) ; 

H  R.  877.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nascer 
E."?phahanian; 

H  R.  1622.  An  act  for  the  relietf  of  Agustin 
Mo  nd  real; 

H  R.  1627.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Johann 
Groben; 

H  R.  1904.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Patricia 
A.  Pembrolce: 

H.  R  1975  An  act  to  amend  section  2201  of 
title  28,  United  States  Code,  to  extend  the 
Federal  Declaratory  Judgments  Act  to  the 
Territory  of  Alaska; 

H.  R.  2061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Regine 
du  Planty: 

H  R.  2154.  An  act  authorizing  the  Issuance 
of  a  patent  In  fee  to  Leona  Hungry; 

H.  R.  2393.  An  act  for  the  relietf  of  Brother 
Eugene  Cumerlato; 

H.  R.  2480.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Char- 
lotte Margarita  Schmidt; 

H.  R.  2483.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Giacomo 
Bartolo  Vanadia; 

H.  R.  2500.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanls- 
law  Majzner  (alias  Stanley  Maisher) ; 

H  R  2794.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Claire  Godreau  Daigle; 

H.  R.  3024.  An  act  for  the  rellief  of  Sergio 
Emeric; 

H.  R,  3388.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis 
Ella  Attaway; 

H.  R.3447.  An  ^,ct  for  the  relief  of  Maria 

Paccione  Pica; 
H.  R.  3507.   An 


Elias  M.  Tsougranis; 


act   for   the   relief   of   MaJ. 
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H  R.  3520.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
fratt.  Roelts  Pont  (formerly  Bm»  Roalta 
Michel) ; 

H.  R-  3568.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pinten 
Maiimovitch  Sofronov; 

H.  R  3665.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marko 
Ribic: 

H  R  3750.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Inge 
Beckmann: 

H  R.  3869.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  GUbert 
ritcanah  Richards.  Adelaide  Gertrude  Rlch- 
a.'ds.  and  Anthony  Gilbert  Richards; 

H  R  3874.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roberto 
Johnson: 

H  R.  4015.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Josef. 
Paila.  and  Kurt  Prledberg: 

H.  R.  4064.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jorge 
fV^le  Massana  and  Montscrrat  Thomasa- 
Sandhez  Massana; 

H  R  4426.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andrea 
P.tulette  Quatrehomme  and  her  child: 

H  R  4427  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Helena  masecka; 

H  R.  4437.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louise 
R..:-.k; 

H  R  4'i22  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Petrus 
Van  Keer; 

H  R  4815.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alexan- 
der Petsche; 

H  R.  4908.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pietro 
PctraMa; 

H  R.  4969  An  act  for  the  relief  of  BaslUos 
X.irhovilacos: 

H  R  5119  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Augusta 
Oppacher  Blalek; 

H  R  5194.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pauline 
Katzmann; 

H  R  5319.  An  set  for  the  relief  of  Henry 
•  also  known  as  Heinrich)  Schor.  Sally  (also 
known  as  Sail)  Schor.  and  Gita  (also  known 
as  Gitta  A'Viva)  Schor; 

H  R  5344.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bob 
K.m  and   Fourere  Kan: 

H  R.  5459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Takeko 
I^biki; 

H  R  5553  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Lu   Jen-lung: 

H  R  5718.  An  act  to  limit  the  period  for 
c  Election  by  the  United  States  of  compen- 
sation received  by  officers  and  employees  in 
violation  of  the  dual  compensation  laws; 

H  R  5749.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Teresa  Lubiato; 

H  R  6266.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Prank 
Robert   Gage; 

H  R  6355  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elena 
Sc.irpetti  Savelll; 

H  R.  6442.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tamlko 
Fujlwara: 

H  R  6492.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rodolfo 
Navarro; 

H  R  6498  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elfrlede 
Lina  Avitable.  nee  Roaer; 

H  R  6672.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  tem- 
porary increase  In  the  public  debt  limit; 

H  R  6752.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Maria  Oluseppa  De  Lisa  Quagliano: 

H.  R.  6762.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Irmgard  (Chrapko)  Broughman; 

H.  R  6858.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Erihemia   Soteralis; 

H  R.  7031.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
George  A.  Meffan; 

H  R.  7033.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Anna  J.  Weigle; 

H  R.  7151.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maial 
Kolman; 

H  R.7217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Astor 
Vergata; 

H  R.  7229.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance to  T.  M.  Pratt  and  Annlta  C.  Pratt 
of  certain  real  property  in  Stevens  County. 
Wash.; 

H  R.  7581.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gaetano 
Conti; 

H  R.  7813.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  adjust  or  cancel  cer- 
tain charges  on  the  Milk  River  project; 

H.  R.  7734.  An  act  to  amend  section  47  of 
the  National  Defense  Act  concerning  the 
requirement  for  bond  covering  certain  prop- 
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eKy  lasued  by  tbe  United  Statea  for  uw  by 
Reserve  OAoers'  Tr^ning  Corps  units  mjOn- 
tained  at  educational  institutions; 

H.  R.7828  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marl- 
ana  George  Loiaos  Kelils; 

H.  R.  7&19.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Shimasol 
Mlchiko; 

H.  R.  7834.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  l^lka 
Schneider  Buonasera; 

H.  R.  7805.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sohan 
Singh  Ral  and  JogUidar  Kaur  RaI; 

H.  R.  7938.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Miss 
Martha  Heuschele; 

H  R.  7»47  An  act  for  the  relief  ol  Mrs. 
Krika   (HolMnleitner)    Stapleton: 

H  R  8065.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carlos 
Francisco.  Martqueta  Mina,  and  Roberto  Mina 
Ver; 

H.  R.  8305.  An  act  to  authorlEe  the  con- 
veyance by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
Virginia  Electric  &  Power  Co.  of  a  perpetual 
easement  of  right-of-way  for  electric  traiis- 
mlsslon  line  purposes  across  lands  of  the 
Richmond  National  Battlefield  Park,  Va.. 
such  easement  to  be  granted  in  exchange  (or. 
and  iu  consideration  of.  the  conveyance  (or 
park  purptoses  of  approximately  6  acres  of 
land  adjoining  the  park; 

H.  R  8244  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Dorothy  Nell  Woolgar  Allen; 

H  R.  8375.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Use 
Radler  Hughes; 

H  R.  8434.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Else  Johnson; 

H  R.  8554.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
M    Khoe; 

H  R.  8557.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  EeIo 
Bertonl; 

H  R  8828.  An  act  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930  to  Insure  that  crude  silicon  carbide 
lmp>orted  into  the  United  States  will  continue 
to  be  exempt  from  duty,  and  with  respect  to 
duties  applicable  to  certain  prepared  hsh: 

H.  R.  8850.  An  act  to  convey  the  reversion- 
ary Interest  of  the  United  States  in  certain 
lands  to  the  city  of  Pawnee.  Okla.; 

H.  R.  8932.  An  act  to  reclassify  dictaphones 
In  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930; 

H  R.  8936.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dana 
Evanovlch; 

H.  R.  9029.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Paul 
James  Patrie; 

H.  R.  9348.  An  act  to  amend  section  308 
(5)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as  amended: 

H.R.9496.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elisa- 
beth Hoeft; 

H  R  9512.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Franzlska  (Han)   Rlgau; 

H.  R  9790.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
June  30.  1948,  so  as  to  extend  for  1  year  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
Issue  patents  for  certain  public  lands  in 
Monroe  County,  Mich.,  held  under  color  of 
title: 

H.  R.9953.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  Fu- 
Ho  Chan.  Mrs.  Fu-Ho  Chan,  and  their  child. 
Richard  Chan;   and 

H.  J.  Res.  585.  A  resolution  fixing  the  time 
of  assembly  of  the  84th  Congress.  j 

On  August  20.  1954: 
H.  R.  270.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  control 
and  extinguishment  of  outcrop  and  under- 
ground fires  In  coal  formations,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  1461.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kenneth 
McRlght; 

H  R.  1514.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clint 
Lewis: 

H.  R.  1797.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  to  the  Stote  of  Okla- 
homa for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  Eastern 
Oklahoma  Agricultural  and  Mechanical  Col- 
lege at  Wllbtirton,  Okla..  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  1912.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Haylk 
(Jlralr)  Vartlyan,  Annemarle  Vartlyan,  and 
Susanlg  Armenuhi  Vartlyan; 

H.  R.  1980.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  construction  of  bridges  over  the  Potomac 
River,  and  for  other  purposes; 


An  act  for  the  relief  of  Xsthar 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ployd 


3014    An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Al- 

Smith: 

3216,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  E.  C. 


H.  IL  aoOO.  An  act  to  authuriaa  tlic  aala  of 
certain  Und  In  Alaskm  to  the  NUUlcnik  Bo*. 
pi  tal  AsKtciatton.  of  Nlnllchik.  Alaaka.  for 
tbe  uae  as  a  boapital  ait«  and  related  pur- 
poaea: 

H.  R.  3010.  An  act  to  authorlaa  tbe  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaaka  to  tbe  Alaska  Kvan- 
gellzation  Society,  of  Levelock.  Alaaka,  for 
missionary   purpoeee; 

H  R  3012.  An  act  to  authoriae  the  sale  of 
certAln  putillc  lands  in  Alaska  to  tbe  Alaska 
Council  of  Boy  Scouts  of  America  for  a  camp« 
site  and  other  public  purpoaaa: 

H  R  3014  An  act  to  authoriw  tb«  sale  of 
certain  public  land  In  Alaska  to  tbe  ComniU- 
nlty  Club  of  Chuglak.  Alaska: 

H.  R.  3015.  An  act  to  authoriae  tbe  aale  of 
certain  land  In  Alaska  to  Lloyd  H.  Turner,  u( 
Wards  Cove,  Alaska: 

H  R.  2024.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ftank  U. 
Peyton; 

H.  R.  2j6S.  An  act  to  provide  certain  em- 
ployment  benefits  (or  employees  of  the  PM» 
eral  Government,  and  (or  other  purposes; 

H  R  3615.  An  act  fur  the  relief  of  Julio 
Mercado  Toledo; 

H  R  2645  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Donald 
James  Darmod^-, 

H  R.  2781.  An  act  fur  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
Matcx>k; 

H  R  2791 
E    Ellicott; 

H   R.  2815 
C    Barber; 

H  R  2881.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mra. 
Rosaline   Spagnuln; 

H  R.  3008.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bather 
Smith; 

H  R 
fred  L 

H  R. 
Mills; 

H.R.  3217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mra. 
Florence  D    Grimshaw; 

H.  R.  3232.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dennis 
F   Guthrie; 

H  R. 3273. 
B;Ueau,  Sr.; 

H  R  3384. 
Daniel.  Inc.; 

H.  R.  3440.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mra. 
Emily  WUhelm; 

H.  R  3516.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna  K. 
McQuUkln: 

H.  R  3522.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
£.  Roslchan; 

H  R  3732,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cath- 
erine (Cathrlna)   D.  PUgard; 

H.  R.  3854.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  public  land  In  Alaska  to  the  Turn- 
again  Arm  Community  Club  of  Anchorage. 
Alaska; 

H.R  3951,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
G.  Koch; 

H.  R.  4118.  An  act  to  authorlce  the  prepa- 
ration of  rolls  of  persons  of  Indian  blood 
whose  ancestors  were  members  of  certain 
tribes  or  bands  in  the  State  of  Oregon,  and  to 
provide  for  per  capita  distribution  of  funda 
arising  from  certain  Judgments  In  favor  of 
such  tribes  or  bands; 

H.  R.  4175.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charlea 
R.  Logan; 

H.  R.  4329.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Hunt- 
ington. McLaren  &  Co.; 

H,  R.  4474.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Fted- 
erick  Joseph  Buttacclo  jmd  others; 

H.  R.  4531.  An  act  lor  tiie  relief  of  Lyman 
Chalkley: 

H.R.  4580.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  tb« 
Florida  StaU  Hospital; 

H.  R.  5028.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Petra 
Ruiz  Martinez  and  Mr.  and  Mra.  Marcelo 
Mayeonet  Mirell; 

H.  R.  5088.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Oeorg* 
Eldred  Morgan; 

H.  R.  5092.  An  act  for  the  relief  <rf  Bobert 

Leon  Rohr:  

H.  R.  50M.  An  act  for  the  rellrf^  of  tne  swr- 
Tivors  of  Melvtn  Edward  Williams; 


An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edgar  A. 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  B. 
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B.  S.  5460.  An  set  far  the  relief  of  CSianey 
C.  IHweoui  and  ttie  legal  cuanUan  <tf  Susan 
IC.  we  worn,  a  minor; 

H.  H.  5461.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  on 
the  claim  of  Wah  Chang  Corp.  against  the 
United  SUtes: 

R.  B.  5480.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rocco 
Forglone: 

H.  R.  5086.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
S.  Wahlherg; 

H.  R.  6387.  An  act  to  extend  and  amend 
the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951; 

H.  R.  6390.  An  act  to  discontinue  certain 
reports  now  required  by  law; 

H.  R.  0883.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James 
Philip  Odyle; 

H.  R.  6465.  An  act  to  create  a  National 
Monument  Commission,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  6529.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Raleigh 
Hill; 

H.  R.  6563.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Capt. 

C.  R.  MacLean; 

H.  R.  6566.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Daniel 

D.  Poland: 

H.  R.  6814.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  acqui- 
sition of  non-Pederal  land  within  the  exist- 
ing boundaries  of  any  national  park,  and  for 
other  purpoees; 

H.  R.  6959.  An  act  to  auth<n-lze  the  sale  of 
certain  land  In  Alaska  to  the  Baptist  Mid- 
Missions,  an  Ohio  nonprofit  corporation,  for 
use  as  a  church  site; 

H.  R.  7046.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Marclano  Gutierrez,  Dr.  Amparo  O.  Joaquin 
Outlerres.  and  their  children,  Rosenda,  Re- 
becca, and  Raymundo,  and  Mrs.  Brlglda  de 
Gutierrez; 

H.R.  7290.  An  act  to  authorize  an  appro- 
priation for  the  construction  of  certain  pub- 
lic-school facilities  on  the  Klamath  Indian 
Reservation  at  Chiloquln,  Greg.; 

H.  R.  7413.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold  J. 
Davis;  i 

H.  R.  7835.  An  act  for  the  relief  df  S.  Bgt. 
Frank  C.  Maxwell;  T 

H.  R.  7853.  An  act  to  permit  retired  police- 
men and  firemen  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
to  waive  all  or  part  of  their  reUef  or\  retire- 
ment compensation; 

H.  R.  8020.  An  act  authorizing  the  transfer 
of  certain  property  of  the  United  States 
Government  (in  Klamath  County,  Greg.)  to 
the  State  of  Oregon; 

H.R. 8027.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
March  6,  1962  (86  Stat.  16),  to  ex\«nd  the 
time  during  which  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior may  enter  Into  amendatory  repayniient 
contracto  under  the  Federal  reclamation 
laws,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8128.  An  act  to  amend  section  1089 
of  the  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  attachment  proceedings; 

H.  R.  8183?  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elfriede 
Ida  Oeissler; 

H.  R.  8193.  An  act  to  amend  the  Refugee 
Relief  Act  of  1963; 

H.  R.  8252.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  city 
of  port  Smith,  Ark.; 

H.  R.  8647.  An  act  to  amend  Revised  Sta- 
tutes 4426; 

H.  R.  8763.  An  act  to  amend  the  ^deral 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949.  as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Admin- 
istrator of  General  Services  to  establish  and 
operate  motor  vehicle  pools  and  systems  and 
to  provide  office  furniture  and  fumlidiings 
when  agencies  are  moved  to  new  locations, 
to  direct  the  Administrator  to  report  the  un- 
authorized use  of  Government  motor  ve- 
hicles, and  to  authorize  the  United  States 
Civil  Service  Commission  to  regulate  oper- 
ators of  Government-owned  motor  vehicles, 
and  tar  othw  ptirposes; 

H.  R.  8915.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled  "An  act  to  consolidate  the  police  court 
of  the  EHstrict  of  Columbia  and  the  munici- 
pal court  of  the  District  of  Coltmibla.  to  b* 


known  as  the  mtmiclpal  court  for  the  District 
of  Columbia,  to  create  the  munlclt>al  court 
of  appeals  for  the  District  of  Columfbia,  and 
for  other  purposes"; 

H.R. 9357.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S.  H. 
Prather,  Mrs.  Florence  Prather  Penman,  S. 
H.  Prather.  Jr.; 

H.R.  9712.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of 
Congress  to  certain  New  England  States  to 
enter  into  a  compact  relating  to  higher  edu- 
cation In  the  New  England  States  and  estab- 
lishing the  New  England  Board  of  Higher 
Education; 

H.  R.  9757.  An  act  to  amend  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9868.  An  act  to  amend  the  Merchant 
Ship  Sales  Act  of  1946  to  provide  for  the 
charter  of  passenger  ships  in  the  domestic 
trade; 

H.R. 9910.  An  act  to  amend  section  413 
(b)  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946; 

H.  R.  9924.  An  act  to  provide  far  family 
quarters  for  personnel  of  the  mtlltary  de- 
partments of  the  Department  of  Defen.se 
and  their  dependents,  and  for  otlier  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  9936.  An  act  making  supplemental 
appropriations  JTor  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1955,  and  for  other  purpoBes;    and 

H.  R.  10090.  An  act  to  provide  for  the 
review  of  customs  tariff  schedules,  to  Improve 
procedures  for  the  tariff  classification  of 
unenumerated  articles,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. I 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  permission  to 
extend  remarks  in  the  Record,  or  to  re- 
vise and  extend  remarks,  was  granted  to : 

Mr.  McCORMACK  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Priest)  and  to  include  an  address. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Wisconsin  in  one  Instance 
to  Include  his  voting  record  in  the  2d 
session  of  the  83d  Congress. 

Mr.  Lane  and  to  include  additional 
matter. 

Mr.  Fernandez  and  to  include  addi- 
tional matter.  j 

Mr.  Hacen  ocf  California  and  to  include 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Bender  in  eight  instances. 

Mr.  DORN  of  New  York. 

Mrs.  ProsT  and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  POAGE. 

Mr.  O'Brien  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Cttrtis  of  Massachusetts  in  two 
instances. 

Mr.  Reed  of  Illinois  and  to  include  a 
report  of  the  activities  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciai-y.  i 

Mr.  YoTTNG  in  four  instances.    | 

Mr.  Philbin  in  two  instances  and  to 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Price  in  four  instances. 

Mr.  Garmatz. 

Mr.  Feighan  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  Hagen  of  Minnesota  in  three  in- 
stances and  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  BRAY  in  three  instances. 

Mr.  Brownson. 

Mr.  Edmondson. 

Mr.  BuRDicK. 

Mr.  Grosser  in  two  sei>arate  instances. 
In  each  to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  Hyde  in  two  instances  within  5 
legislative  days  after  adjournment. 

Mr.  WoivERTON  In  eight  Instances  and 
to  include  additional  matter. 


Ctf'i 


Mr.  Heselton  and  to  incilude  addi- 
tional matter. 

Mr.  Rodney  and  to  include  extrane- 
ous matter. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  move  that  the  House  do  now  adjour^ 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  House  Concurrent 
Resolution  266,  the  Chair  declares  the 
House  adjourned  sine  die. 

Accordingly  <at  7  o'clock  and  38  min- 
utes p.  m. )  the  House  ol  I^epresenta- 
tives  adjourned  sine  die. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE  AFTER 
SINE  DIE  ADJOURNMENT  OP  THE 
HOUSE 

Pursuant  to  a  special  order  agreed  to 
on  August  20.  1954,  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  received  a  message  from  the  Sen- 
ate announcing  that  on  August  20,  1954, 
the  Senate  had  passed  bills  and  a  con- 
current resolution  of  the  House  of  the 
following  titles: 

H.  R.  3300  An  act  to  authorlte  the  State 
of  Illinois  and  the  Sanitary  DLstrtct  of  Chi- 
cago, under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level 
of  Lake  Michigan  by  diverting  water  from 
Lake  Michigan  Into  the  Illinois  Waterway: 

H.R.  10187.  An  act  to  amend  <he  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  appraisers',  auctioneers',  and  brokers' 
fees  from  the  proceeds  of  disposal  of  Gov- 
ernment surplus  real  prop>erty,  and  for  other 
purposes;   and 

H.  Con.  Res.  262.  Concurrent  resolution  ex- 
pressing the  sense  of  the  Congress  with 
respect  to  the  payment  of  damages  to  certain 
American  employees  In  the  Unjted  Nations 
who  were  dismissed  b-cause  of  their  refusal 
under  the  fifth  amcr.  .lent  to  answer  ques- 
tions before  a  commit. ue  of  Congress. 


APPOINTMENTS  BY  THE  SPEAKER 
AFTER  SINE  DIE  ADJOURNMENT 
OP  THE  HOUSE 

TWO  HUNDREDTH  ANNIVERSART   Of  THE  SIXTH 
or  JOHN  MARSHALL 

The  SPEAKER,  pursuant  to  the  provi- 
sions of  section  2,  Public  Law  581,  83d 
Congress,  and  the  order  of  the  House  of 
August  20,  1954,  empowering  him  to  ap- 
point commissions,  boards,  and  commit- 
tees authorized  by  law  or  by  the  House. 
did.  on  August  21.  1954,  appoint  as  mem- 
bers of  the  United  States  Commission  for 
the  celebration  of  the  200th  anniversary 
of  the  birth  of  John  Marshall  the  follow- 
ing members  on  the  part  of  the  House  to 
serve  with  himself:  Mr.  Betts,  Ohio;  Mr. 
PoFT,  Virginia;  Mr.  Walter.  Pennsyl- 
vania; Mr.  Gary,  Virginia. 

ALErXANDER      HAMILTON     BICENTCNNLiL 
COMMISSION 

The  SPEAKER,  pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  Public  Law  601,  83d  Congress, 
and  the  order  of  the  House  of  August  20, 
1954,  empKJwering  him  to  appoint  com- 
missions, boards,  and  committees  au- 
thorized by  law  or  by  the  House  did,  on 
August  21,  1954,  appoint  as  members  of 
the  Alexander  Hamilton  Bicentennial 
Commission  the  following  members  on 
the  part  of  the  House  to  serve  with  him- 
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self:  Mr.  Maitw.  Iowa;  Mr.  Coudbit. 
New  York;  Mr.  RooKrY,  New  York;  Mr. 
RoDiNO,  New  Jersey. 

WOOOaOW    WILSON   ckmtxnnial  m.nt«4T10K 
COMMISSION 

The  SPEAKER,  pursuant  to  the  provi- 
sions of  Public  Law  705,  83d  Congress, 
and  the  order  of  the  House  of  August  20, 
1954.  empowering  him  to  appoint  com- 
missions, boards,  and  committees  au- 
thorized by  law  or  by  the  House,  did,  on 
September  2,  1954,  appoint  as  members 
of  the  Woodrow  Wilson  Centennial  Cele- 
bration Commission  the  following  mem- 
bers on  the  part  of  the  House:  Mr. 
Wamplik.  Virginia;  Mr.  Harrison, 
Virginia. 

COMMISSION       ON       GOViaNMCNTAL       CSX       Or 
INTKBNATIONAL      TXLCOOMMTJNICATIONS 

The  SPEAKER,  pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  section  2,  Public  Law  558.  83d 
Congress,  and  the  order  of  the  House  of 
August  20,  1954,  empowering  him  to  ap- 
point commissions,  boards,  and  commit- 
tees authorized  by  law  or  by  the  House, 
did,  on  September  14,  1954,  appoint  as 
members  of  the  Commissicn  on  Govern- 
mental Use  of  International  Telecom- 
munications the  following  members  on 
the  part  of  the  House:  Mr  Vorys,  Ohio; 
Mr.  Richards,  South  Carolina. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  llESOLUTION 
ENROLLED  APTER  SINE  DIE  AD- 
JOURNMENT OP  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  subsequent  to 
the  sine  die  adjournment,  repwrted  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  bills  and  a  joint  resolution 
of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H  R  951.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Trust 
Association   of  H.   Kempner; 

H  R  1107.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  J.  A. 
Vance  Co  : 

H  R.  1254.  An  act  to  provide  authorization 
fi  r  certain  uses  of  public  lands; 

H  R  2032.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence 
D    Newland; 

H  R  2233.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  ac- 
quisition of  lands  by  the  United  States  re- 
quired for  the  reservoir  created  by  the  con- 
struction of  Oahe  Dam  on  the  Missouri  River 
and  for  rehabilitation  of  the  Indians  of  the 
Cheyenne  River  Sioux  Reservation,  S.  Dak.. 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  2235.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct  the  Santa 
Maria  project.  Southern  Pacific  Basin,  Calif.; 

H.  R.  2236.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  commls- 
eion  to  regulate  the  public  transportation 
c.f  passengers  by  motor  vehicle  and  street 
railroad  within  the  metropolitan  area  of 
WashlnRton.  D.  C,  and  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  metropolitan  Wasblngton  com.mls- 
s:on: 

H  R.  2876.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leo  P. 
P.nder; 

H  R.  3300  An  act  to  authorize  the  State  of 
Illinois  and  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chicago, 
tinder  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level  of  Lake 
Michigan  by  diverting  v»ater  from  Lake  Mich- 
igan Into  the  Illinois  Waterway: 

H.  R.  4340.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Cbarles 
J   Abarno  and  others; 

H  R.  4638.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  David  W. 
Wallace; 

H  R.5420.  An  act  to  amend  section  161. 
title  35.  United  States  Code,  relating  to  the 
patenting    of    plants; 


H.  R.  M61.  An  act  to  ivovlde  for  the  eon- 
▼eyancc  at  certain  public  lands  In  Utah  to 
the  occupants  of  the  land; 

H.  R.  6593.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  pro- 
aDOtl(»i.  precedence,  constructive  credit,  dis- 
tribution, retention,  and  elimination  of  offl- 
cers  of  the  Beeenre  components  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  SUtes.  and  for  other 
purpoees; 

H.  R.  6616.  An  act  to  amend  tlUe  17,  United 
States  Code,  entitled  "Oopyrights"; 

H.R.  6806.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Col. 
Samuel  J.  Adams,  and  others; 

H.  R.  7130.  An  act  to  amend  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act  to  provide  for  the 
loss  of  nationality  of  persons  convicted  of 
certain  crimes: 

H.  R.  7774.  An  act  to  Increase  the  rates  of 
compensation  of  classified,  postal,  and  other 
employees  of  the  Government,  and  for  other 
purpoees: 

H.  R.  7840.  An  act  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act.  the  Railroad  Retirement  Tax 
Act.  and  the  Railroad  Unemployment  In- 
surance Act; 

H.R.  7886.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Cecil  Norton  Broy; 

H.  R.  8606.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nell  C. 
Hemmer  and  Mildred  Hemmer; 

H  R.  9366.  An  act  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  and  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
so  as  to  extend  coverage  under  the  old-age 
and  survivors  Insurance  program.  Increase 
the  benefits  payable  thereunder,  preserve  the 
Insurance  rights  of  disabled  Individuals,  and 
increase  the  amount  of  earnings  permitted 
without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other  ptu- 
poses; 

H.  R.  9580.  An  act  to  revise  and  extend  the 
laws  relating  to  espionage  and  sabotage,  and 
for  other  purpoees; 

H.  R.  9680.  An  act  to  provide  for  greater 
EtabUlty  In  agriculture;  to  augment  the 
marketing  and  disposal  of  agricultural  prod- 
ucts;  and  for  other  purp>oseB; 

H.  R.  9728.  An  act  to  revise,  codify,  and  en- 
act Into  law,  title  21  of  the  United  States 
Code,  entitled  "Pood,  Drugs,  and  Cosmetics"; 
H.  R.  9729.  An  act  to  revise,  codify,  and 
enact  Into  law.  title  13  of  the  United  States 
Code,  entitled  "Census"; 

H.  R.  9730.  An  act  to  amend  various 
statutes  and  certain  titles  of  the  United 
States  Code,  for  the  purpose  of  correcting 
obsolete  references,  and  for  other  purposes; 
H.  R.  9859.  An  act  authorizing  the  con- 
struction, repair,  and  preservation  of  cer- 
tain public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for 
navigation,  fiood  control,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  9987.  An  act  to  amend  certain  provi- 
sions of  title  XI  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936,  as  amended,  to  facilitate  private  financ- 
ing of  new  ship  construction,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  9988.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Federal  Republic  of  Germany; 

H.R.  10051.  An  act  making  appropriations 
for  Mutiial  Security  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30.  1955,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  10187.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
19<9.  as  amended,  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  appraisers',  auctioneers',  and  brok- 
ers' fees  from  the  proceeds  of  disposal  of 
Government  surplus  real  property,  and  for 
other  purposes;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  565.  Joint  resolution  to  amend 
the  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  mem- 
bership of  the  United  States  In  tbe  Pan 
American  Institute  of  Geography  and  His- 
tory and  authorize  appropriations  therefor. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESO- 
LUTIONS SIGNED  APTER  SINE  DIE 
ADJOURNMENT  OP  THE  HOUSE 

The  SPEAKER  announced  that  pur- 
suant to  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution 
109,  83d  Congress,  that  he  did  on  August 


23.  1954.  sign  enrolled  bills  axMl  a  joint 
resolution  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  951.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  tbe  Trtist 
Association  of  H.  Kempner; 

H.  R.  1107.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  J.  A. 
Vance  Co.; 

H.  R.  1254.  An  act  to  provide  authorisation 
for  certain  uses  of  public  lands; 

H.  R.  3032.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence 
D.  Newland; 

H.  R.  2233.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  acqui- 
sition of  lands  by  the  United  States  required 
for  the  reservoir  created  by  the  construction 
of  Oahe  Dam  on  the  Misaouri  River  and  for 
rehabUlUtlon  of  the  Indians  of  the  Chey- 
enne River  Sioux  Reservation.  S.  Dak.,  and 
for  other  purpoees; 

H  R.  2235.  An  act  to  authorlae  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct  the  Santa 
Maria  project.  Southern  Pacific  Bacin.  Calif.; 

H.  R.  2236.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  Com- 
nriilsslon  to  regulate  tbe  public  transporta- 
tion of  passengers  by  motor  vehicle  and 
street  railroad  within  the  metropolitan  area 
of  Washington.  D.  C.  and  for  the  establlah- 
ment  of  a  Metropolitan  Washington  Com- 
mission: 

H  R  2876.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Leo  F. 
Finder; 

H.R. 3300.  An  act  to  authorice  the  Stat« 
of  Illinois  and  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chi- 
cago, under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level  of 
Lake  Michigan  by  diverting  water  from  Lake 
Michigan  Into  the  Illinois  Waterway: 

H.  R.  i340.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
J.  Abarno  and  others; 

H.  R.  4638.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  David 
W.  WaUace: 

H.R.  5420.  An  act  to  amend  section  161. 
title  35.  United  SUtes  Code,  relating  to  tlM 
patenting  of  plants; 

H.R.  6451.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  public  lands  in  Utah  to 
the  occupants  of  tbe  land; 

H  R.  6573.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  pro- 
motion, precedence,  constructive  credit,  dis- 
tribution, retention,  and  elimination  of  offi- 
cers of  the  Reserve  components  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  6616.  An  act  to  amend  title  17,  United 
States  Code,  entitled  "Copyrights"; 

H.  R.  6808.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  CoL 
Samuel  J.  Adams  and  others; 

H.  R.  7130.  An  act  to  amend  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act  to  provide  for  tbe 
loss  of  nationality  of  persons  convicted  of 
certain  crimes; 

H.  R.  7774.  An  act  to  Increase  the  rates  of 
compensation  of  classified,  postal,  and  othet* 
employees  of  tbe  Government,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  7840.  An  act  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act,  the  Railroad  Retirement  Ta» 
Act,  and  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insur- 
ance Act; 

H.  R  7886.  An  set  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Cecil  Norton  Broy; 

H.  R.  8606.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Neil  O. 
Hemmer  and  Mildred  Hemmer; 

H.  R.  9366.  An  act  to  amend  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  and  tbe  Internal  Revenue  Code  so 
as  to  extend  coverage  under  tbe  old-age  and 
survivors  Insurance  program,  increase  the 
benefits  payable  thereunder,  preserve  the  in- 
surance rights  of  disabled  individuals,  and 
Increase  tbe  amount  of  earnings  permitted 
without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  9580.  An  act  to  revise  and  extend  the 
laws  relating  to  espionage  and  sabotage,  and 
for  other  purpoees; 

H  R  9680.  An  act  to  provide  for  greater 
stablUty  in  agriculture;  to  augment  tbe  mar- 
keting and  disposal  of  agricultural  prodticta; 
and  for  other  purposes: 

H.  B.  9738.  An  act  to  revise,  eodlTf.  aatf 
enact  into  law.  title  21  of  tbe  United  Sai»» 
Code.  entlUcd  "Food.  Drxigs.  and  Oos^woacs"; 
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B.R.07a0.  An  act  to  rerlae.  Modify,  and 
enact  Into  Uw.  tltta  is  of  th«  Uiiitod  State* 
cod*.  Mitttiad  "Cmsua"; 

R.B.97S0.  An  act  to  amend  Tarloua  atat- 
ut««  and  certain  titles  of  tkut  United  States 
Code,  for  tbe  purpose  of  correcting  obsolete 
referencea.  and  for  otber  purpoees: 

H.B.98M.  An  act  authorizing  the  oon- 
stmetion.  repair,  and  preservation  of  cer- 
tain pablle  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for 
navigation,  flood  control,  and  for  other  pur- 


R.B.9967.  An  act  to  amend  certain  pro- 
visions (tf  title  ZI  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1086,  as  amended,  to  facilitate  private 
,  jlnaadng  of  new-ship  construction,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.R.  9088.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Wdn«l  Republic  of  Oermany; 

H.  B.  10051.  An  act  making  appropriations 
for  nnitual  security  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  SO,  1956,  and  for  other  ptirposes; 

H.  R.  10187.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  appraisers',  auctioneers',  and  brokers' 
fees  from  tbe  proceeds  of  disposal  of  Oov- 
emment  surplus  real  property,  and  for  other 
purposes;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  565.  Joint  resolution  to  amend 
the  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  mem- 
bership of  the  United  States  in  the  Pan 
American  Institute  of  Oeography  and  History 
and  authcHlze  appropriations  therefor. 


SENATE  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLU- 
TION SIGNED  AFTER  SINE  DIE  AD- 
JOURNMENT OP  THE  HOUSE 

The  SPEAKER  announced  that  pur- 
suant to  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution 
109,  83d  Congress,  that  he  did  on  August 
23,  1954.  sign  enrolled  bills  and  a  joint 
resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
UUes: 

8.2802.  An  act  to  provide  relief  for  the 
sheep-raising  Industry  by  making  special 
nonquota  immigrant  visas  available  to  cer- 
tain skilled  alien  sheepherders; 

S.  3868.  An  act  autborlzlng  the  payment 
Of  salary  to  any  individual  given  a  recess  ap- 
pointment as  Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  States  before  the  begjlnning  of  the 
84th  Congress:  and 

8.  J.  Res.  173.  Joint  resolution  to  author- 
lj»  the  President  to  proclaim  the  week  of 
November  38. 1964.  through  December  4,  1054. 
as  National  Salvation  Army  Week. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 
PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 
AFTER  SINE  DIE  ADJOURNMENT 
OP  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  LiCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  subsequent  to 
the  sine  die  adjournment  of  the  House, 
reported  that  that  committee  did,  on 
the  following  dates,  present  to  the  Pres- 
ident for  his  approval  bills  and  Joint 
resolutions  of  the  House  of  the  following 
titles: 

On  August  21.  1854: 

H.  R.  179.  An  act  to  amend  section  7  of  the 
Administrative  Zxpexues  Act  of  1946.  as 
amended: 

H.  R.  1605.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carl 
Plowaty  and  W.  J.  Plowaty: 

H.  R.  3757.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dorothy 
Kilmer  Nlck^rson; 

H.  R.  4017.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  and  Improvements 
to  the  Kngland  Special  School  District  of  the 
8tato  of  Arkansas: 

H.  R.  4813.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Radu 
Florescu  and  Nicole  Elizabeth  Michel  Flor- 
escu: 


H.  R.  S49B.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction, malatonanee.  and  operation  of  the 
Michaud  Flats  project  for  irrigation  in  the 
State  of  Idaho: 

H.  R.  7785.  An  act  to  amend  the  Oivll  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  to  make 
permanent  the  Increases  in  regular  annui- 
ties provided  by  the  act  of  July  16,  1952.  and 
to  extend  such  Increases  to  addltloiial  annui- 
ties purchased  by  voluntary  contrlttutlons; 

H.  R.  7881.  An  act  to  validate  a  conveyance 
of  certain  lands  by  Southern  Paclflo  Railroad 
Co.,  and  its  lessee.  Southern  Pacldc  Co.,  to 
Morgan  Hopkins,  Inc.; 

H.  R.  9709.  An  act  to  extend  and  Inrprove 
the  unemployment  compensation  program: 

H.  R.  8498.  An  act  authorizing  construc- 
tion of  works  to  reestablish  for  the  Palo 
Verde  Irrigation  District,  Calif.,  a  means  of 
diversion  of  Its  irrigation  water  supply  from 
the  Colorado  River,  and  for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  9115.  An  act  to  provide  that  coiitrl- 
butioru  received  under  Public  Law  485.  80th 
Congress,  for  the  construction  of  a  mer- 
chant marine  chapel  shall  be  Invested  in 
Government  obligations  pending  their  use 
for  such  construction; 

H.  R.  9756.  An  act  to  increase  the  borrow- 
ing power  of  Commodity  Credit  Corixsration; 
and 

H.  R.  9909.  An  act  to  prohibit  payment  of 
annuities  to  officers  and  employees  of  the 
United  States  convicted  of  certain  offenses, 
and  for  other  purposes.  j 

On  Augast  25,  1954  r  ' 

H.  R.  951.  An  act  for  the  relief  ol  the  Trust 
Association  of  H.  Kempner; 

H.  R.  1107.  An  act  for  the  relief  ol  the  J.  A. 
Vance  Co.; 

H.  R.  1254.  An  act  to  provide  authorization 
for  certain  uses  of  public  lands; 

H.  H.  2032.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence 
D.  Newland; 

H.  R.  2233.  An  act  to  provide  for  lihe  acqui- 
sition of  lands  by  the  United  States  reqviired 
for  the  reservoir  created  by  the  construction 
of  Oahe  Dam  on  the  Missouri  River  and  for 
rehabilitation  of  the  Indians  of  the  Chey- 
enne River  Sioux  Reservation,  S.  Dak.,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  2236.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  com- 
mission to  regulate  the  public  tranaportatlon 
of  passengers  by  motor  vehicle  and  street 
railroad  within  the  metropolitan  area  of 
Washington,  D.  C,  and  for  the  establishment 
of  a  Metropolitan  Washington  Commission; 

H.  R.  2876.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leo  F. 
Plnder; 

H.  R.  3300.  An  act  to  authorize  the  State  of 
Illinois  and  the  Sanitary  District  ot  Chicago, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level  of  Lake 
Michigan  by  diverting  water  from  Lake  Mich- 
igan Into  the  Illinois  Waterway: 

H.  R.  4340.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
J.  Abarno  and  others: 

H.  R.  4638.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  David 
W.  Wallace; 

H.  R.  5420.  An  act  to  amend  section  181, 
title  35,  United  States  Code,  relating  to  the 
patenting  of  plants; 

H.  R.  6451.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  public  lands  la  Utah  to 
the  occupants  of  the  land: 

H.  R.  6573.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  pro- 
motion, precedence,  constructive  credit,  dis- 
tribution, retention,  and  elimination  of 
officers  of  the  Reserve  components  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8616.  An  act  to  amend  title  17.  United 
States  Code,  entitled  "Copyrights"; 

H.  R.  6808.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Col. 
Samuel  J.  Adams  and  others; 

H.  R.  7130.  An  act  to  amend  the  Immigra- 
tion and  NationaUty  Act  to  provide  for  the 
loss  of  nationality  of  persons  convicted  of 
certain  crimes; 

H.  R.  7774,  An  act  to  increase  th«  rates  of 
compensation  of  classified,  postal,  and  other 
employees  of  the  Government,  and  for  other 
purposes; 


H.  R.7840.  An  act  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act.  the  Railroad  Retirement  Tax 
Act.  and  tbe  Railroad  UnemplG(yment  Insur- 
ance Act; 

H.  R.  8606.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nell  c, 
Hemmer  and  Mildred  Hemmer; 

H.  R.7886.  An  act  for  the  itelief  of  Mrs. 
Cecil  Norton  Brov;  | 

H.  R.  9366.  An  act  to  amend  the  Social 
Security  Act  and  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
so  as  to  extend  coverage  under  the  old-age 
and  survivors'  insurance  program,  increase 
the  benefits  payable  thereunder,  preserve  the 
Insurance  rights  of  disabled  Individuals,  and 
increase  the  amoimt  of  earnings  permitted 
without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  9580.  An  act  to  revise  and  extend  the 
laws  relating  to  espionage  and  sabotage,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H  R.  9680.  An  act  to  provide  for  greater 
Btability  in  agriculture,  to  augment  the  mar- 
keting and  disposal  of  agricultural  products, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R.  9728.  An  act  to  revise,  codlfv,  and 
enact  into  law  title  21  of  the  United  States 
Code,  entitled  "Food.  Drugs,  and  Cosmetics"'; 

H.  R.  9729.  An  act  to  revise,  codify,  and 
enact  into  law  title  13  of  the  United  States 
Code,  entitled   "Census"; 

H.  R.  9730.  An  act  to  amend  varioiu  stat- 
utes and  certain  titles  of  the  United  States 
Code  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  obsolete 
references,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R.  9859.  An  a:t  authorizing  the  con- 
struction, repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navi- 
gation, flood  control,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R  9987.  An  act  to  amend  pertain  provi- 
sions of  title  XI  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act.  1936,  as  amended,  to  facilitate  private 
financing  of  new  ship  construction,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R  9988.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Federal  Republic  of  Germany; 

H  R.  10051.  An  act  making  Hipproprlations 
for  mutual  security  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30,  1955.  and  for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  10187.  An  set  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949.  as  amended,  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  appraisers'  auctioneers',  and  brokers' 
fees  from  the  proceeds  of  disposal  of  Gov- 
ernment surplus  real  property,  and  for  other 
purposes;   and 

H.  J  Res  565.  Joint  resolution  to  amend 
the  Joint  re.'=oIutio:i  providing  for  the  mem- 
bership of  the  United  States  In  the  Pan 
American  Institute  of  Geography  and  His- 
tory and  authorized  appropriations  therefor. 
On  August  26,  1954: 

H.R.  2235.  An  act  to  authorlEe  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interkr  to  construct  the  Santa 
Maria  project,  Soui-heru  Paculc  Basin,  Calif. 


BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS  AP- 
PROVED AFTER  SINE  DIE  AD- 
JOURNMENT OP  THE  HOUSE 

The  President  of  the  United  States, 
subsequent  to  the  sine  die  adjournment 
of  the  House,  notified  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  that,  on  the  following  dates,  he 
had  approved  and  signed  bills  and  joint 
resolutions  of  the  House  of  the  following 
titles: 

On  August  20,  1954: 

H.  R.  7486.  An  act  to  amend  section  1071 
of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  relating  to 
the  concealing  of  persons  from  arrest,  so  as  to 
Increase  the  penalties  therein  provided; 

H.  R.  8034.  An  act  for  the  Incorporation 
of  the  Sons  of  Union  Veterans  of  the  Civil 
War; 

H.  R  8384.  An  act  to  authorise  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct,  opierate. 
and    maintain    the    Talent    division    of    the 
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Rogue    River    Basin    reclamation     project, 

Oregon; 

H  R.  8858.  An  act  to  amend  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  to  provide  for  tbe  punlsbnaent 
of  persons  who  Jiunp  ball; 

H  R  8921.  An  act  to  establish  the  rate  of 
compensation  for  the  position  of  the  Gen- 
eral Counsel  of  the  Deparlment  of  Com- 
merce; 

H.  R  9888.  An     act     to    amend     the     laws 
granting  education  and  training  beneflu  to 
certain  veterans  to  extend   the   period  dur- 
ine  which  such  benefits  may  be  offered:  and 
H  J  Res.  561.  Joint   resolution  to   author- 
ize tJie  quartering  In  public  buildings  In  the 
District    of    Columbia    of    troops    participat- 
ine  in  activities  related  to  the  Amercan  Le- 
gion National  Convention  of  1954. 
On  August  21,   1954: 
H  R.  686.  An    act    for    the    relief    of    Mrs. 
ErnA    Gronowskl: 

H  R.  787.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Israel 
Rali^precher  and  Maryse  Ratsprecher; 

H  R  795.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jean 
Hollls  Vock; 

H  R  1463  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ilona 
Eli7abeth  Carrier;  | 

H  R  2371  An  act  for  th*  relief  of  Mrs. 
Maria  M.  Broix; 

H  R  2403.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Laszlo 
Varpa  and  Nike  Varga; 

H  R  2440.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lldija 
Clmze;  1 

H  R  2499.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Adolf o 
L   Kaib.  and  hU  wife.  Mrs.  Eugenia  G.  Kalb; 
H  R  2627.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ceceha 
Lucv  Bovack; 

H  R  2793.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mlyoko 
Nagare; 

H  R  2901.  An  act  for  the  k-ellef  of  Tokuko 
Kobavashl.  and  her  minor  son; 

H  R  3017.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Felix 
Petrover; 

H  R  3238.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Danica 
Maria  Vavrova; 

H  R  3344.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carmen 
Salvador  and  her  daughter.  Ruby  Salvador; 
H  R  3675.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Herre 
van  der  Veen.  Mrs.  Marie  van  der  Veen,  Helen 
Winifred  van  der  Veen,  and  J*n  Herre  van 
der  Veen;  | 

H.  R  3743.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cbalm 
Ezemaja  Segal  and  Icek  HerSz  Segal; 

H  R.  4248.  An  act  for  the  |reUef  of  Albertas 
Bauras;  i 

H  R  4330.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Or- 
lando Artuso  and  family; 

H  R.  6026.  An  act  for  the  belief  of  Gertrud 
O    Heinz; 

H  R  6553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esterina 
Pella  Bellucci; 

H  R  6982.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Elizabeth  Sanchez  Y  Moreno; 

H  R.7041.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wal- 
truade  Elsa  Solleder; 

H.R  7152.  An  act  for  thfc  relief  of  Jozef 
Van  den  broeck. 

H  R.  7593.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Theresia 
Probst  Uhl; 

H  R  7629.  An  act  for  tl^e  reUef  of  Mrs. 
Ruth  Gruschka  Krug: 

H  R.  7761.  An  act  for  th(e  relief  of  John 
Lewis  Pyles,  Jr.; 

H  R.  7807.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Heln* 
Gerhard  Rolappe; 

H  R.  7924.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gluseppl 
Clementl; 

H  R.  7925.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Dina  Mlanulle  (nee  Kratzer): 

H  R.  8066.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Gertrud  Eckerl  Strickland; 

H.  R.  8152.  An  act  to  extend  to  June  30. 
1955,  the  direct  home  and  farmhouse  loan 
authority  of  the  Administrator  of  Veterans' 
Affairs  under  title  III  of  the  Servicemen's 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944,  as  amended,  to 
make  additional  funds  available  therefor, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8180.  An  act  to  Increase  the  amount 
of  Federal  aid  to  State  or  Territorial  homes 
for  the  support  of  disabled  soldiers,  sailors, 
and  airmen  of  the  United  States; 


H.  R.  8334.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Helmut 
Cermak  and  Hana  Oermak; 

H  R.  8520.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  in- 
clusion of  tbe  Alnrwortb,  Lavaca  Fists. 
Mirage  Flats  Extension,  and  O'Neill  irriga- 
tion developments  in  the  Missouri  River 
Basin  project: 

H.  R.  8694.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Suzanne 
LUeureux; 

H.  R.  9000.  An  set  to  integrate  the  Judge 
Advocate's  promotion  list  with  that  of  the 
Army  to  restore  lost  seniority  and  grade,  and 
for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  9336.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marianne 
Gejrmeler; 

H.  R.  9390.  An  act  to  extend  certain  clvU- 
ian-lnternee  and  prisoner-of-war  benefits 
under  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948,  as  amend- 
ed, to  civilian  Internees  and  American  prison- 
ers' of  war  captured  and  held  during  the 
hostilities  in  Korea: 

H.  R.  9406.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  real  properly  to  the  town 
of  Beaufort,  N.  C: 

H.  R.  9889.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  to  execute  an  amenda- 
tory contract  with  American  Falls  Reservoir 
District  No.  2,  Idaho,  and  for  other  purposes; 
and 

H.R.  9996.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Susan 
Ellen  Helney. 

On  August  23.  1954: 
H.  R.  669.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
D.  Kymlnas; 

H.  R.  804.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  Enrl- 
chetta  F.  C.  Meda-Novara; 

H.  R.  818.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Emma  Martha  Staack: 

H.R.  868.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clriaco 
Catino; 

H.  R.  905.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pran- 
clszek  Wolczek; 

H.  R.  950.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Panoula 
Panagopoulos. 

H.  R.  970.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Economos; 

H.  R.  977.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Aimee  Dutour  Rovzar: 

H.R.  1171.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Wal-Jan  Low  Fong; 

H.  R.  1324.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Georglna 
Chlnn; 

H.  R.  1697.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Mrs. 
Katharina  Batke; 

H.  R.  1897.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Betty  E.  LaMay: 

H.  R.  1974.  An  act  to  amend  the  third  para- 
graph of  section  4,  chapter  1.  title  I,  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  making  further  provi- 
sion for  a  civil  government  for  Alaska,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  6,  1900 
(31  SUt.  322:  48  U.  S.  C  sec.  101).  as 
amended: 

H.  R.  1976.  An  act  to  amend  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  to  permit  the  registration  of 
Judgments  in  or  from  the  District  Cotirt  lor 
the  Territory  of  Alaska; 

H.  R.  2051.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ivo 
MarkuUn; 

H.  R.  2224.  An  act  to  amend  the  Army- 
Navy  Medical  Services  Corps  Act  of  1947  (61 
Stat.  734),  as  amended,  so  as  to  authorize 
the  appointment  of  a  Chief  of  the  Medical 
Service  Corps  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other 
purpoees: 

H.  R.  2358.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Vahram  Uluhoglan; 

H.  R.  2359.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Veich,  also  known  as  Guiseppe  Velc; 

H.  R.  2635.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Olga 
AbiUa; 

H.  R.  2654.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sisters 
Linda  Salerno.  Lulgtana  C.  Cairo,  Antonletta 
Implerl,  Anna  Implerl,  Rosina  Scarlato. 
lolanda  Gaglianone.  Maria  Assunta  Scara- 
muzzo.  Franceschina  Cauteruccl,  and  Pllo- 
mena  Luplnacci; 

H.  R.  2843.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  investigate  and  report 
to  the  Congress  on  the  conservation,  develop- 
ment, and  utilization  of  the  irrigation  and 
reclamation   resources    of    the    Waimanalo. 


Oahu:  Walmea.  Island  of  Hawaii;  and  Mol- 
okal  projects,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 

H.  R.  2879.  An     act    to    stay    deportation 
proceedings  on  Juan  Onatlvla; 

H  R.  3116.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Dlmltr* 
Makhavltzkl; 

H.  R.  3125.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alex- 
ander Hahn  and  Suzanne  Hahn; 

H  R  3144.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Klias  T. 
Rlcha; 

H.R  3444.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tokl 
Taeko; 

H  R  3616.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nloo- 
letta  Dl  Donate; 

H  R  3677.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  BXaVa 
Paolina  ( Angela  Dl  Franco ) ; 

H.  R.  3759.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Babette 
Mueller  Bsposlto; 

H  R.  3855.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Agrlppina  (Agrlppina  Palermo),  Sister  Bat- 
tistlna  (Franceschina  Serpa).  Sister  Romana 
(Angela  lolanda  Morelll) .  Sister  Franceschina 
(Maria  Caruso),  and  Sister  Bnuia  (Giuaep- 
plna  I>e  Carol; 

H.  R.  4092.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mira 
Telllnl  Napoleone; 

H.R.  4371.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jime 
Ann  Sakurai; 

H.  R.  4740.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Kaoru 
Yoshioka: 

H.  R.  4881.  An  act  to  amend  the  Canal  Zone 
Code  in  reference  to  the  survival  of  things 
in  action; 

H.  R.  4998.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Paul 
Frkovich; 

H.  R.  5072.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carmen 
D'Ottavlo,  also  known  as  Cameron  D'Ottavto; 
H.  R.  5077.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Sophia 
Nassopoulos; 

H.  R.  5443.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Eva 
Lo  winger; 

H.  R.  5639.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kdel- 
traud  Kamberg  Douglass; 

H.R.  5816.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mm. 
Carldad  Rosa  Avila  Leyva  de  Ernest; 

H.  R.  5822.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Evan- 
thia  Demetrlos  Makrozonari; 

H.  R.  5944.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alberto 
Ugo  Landry; 

H.  R.  6280.  An  act  to  extend  temporarily 
the  rights  of  priority  of  nationals  of  Japan 
and  certain  nationals  of  Germany  with  re- 
spect to  applications  for  patents; 

H.  R.  6885.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of 
Joint  Resolution  12  enacted  by  the  SSth 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  In  tha 
regular  session  of  1949  and  approved  by  tha 
81  St  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America 
at  the  2d  session  (PUbllc  Law  746,  ch.  833); 
H.  R.  7334.  An  act  to  authorize  certain 
property  transactions  in  Cocoll,  C.  Z.,  and  for 
other  ptirposes; 

H.  R.  7987.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roger 
Feghall; 

H.  R.  8570.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  to  dispose  of  certain  un- 
completed naval  vessels,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: 

H.  J.  Res.  356.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  erection  of  a  memorial  gift  from  tbe 
people  of  the  Netherlands;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  359.  Joint  resolution  designating 
the  period  from  October  11  to  October  10, 
inclusive,  1954,  as  National  Nurse  Week. 
On  Augiut  24,  1954: 
H.  R.  6314.  An  act  to  extend  tbe  coverage 
of  the  Servicemen's  Indemnity  Act  to  mem- 
bers of  the  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corpa 
when  ordered  to  active-training  duty  for  pe- 
riods in  excess  of  14  days; 

H.  R.  5340.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tlbor, 
Szuzsa  (Stisanne),  and  Judith  Sauer; 

H.  R.  5354.  An  act  lor  tbe  relief  of  Llborto 
Guido  Rutilio; 

H.  R.  5832.  An  act  to  authorlae  the  com- 
missioner of  public  lands  of  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii  to  sell  public  lands  to  certain 
lessees,  permittees,  and  others; 

H.R.  5997.  An  act  to  enable  the  I^flaU- 
ture  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  authoria* 
the   issuance  of   general   obltfaUoo 
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tte  proeeecto  tbereof  to  be  used  far  veterans* 


B.B.eiU.  An  act -to  amend  title  18  of  the 
United  State*  Code,  eo  as  to  Increase  tbe 
irt^'ftW  aK>lJ^c*^le  to  tbe  smiiggUng  of 
(oods  into  the  United  States: 

H.  R.  €807.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Nobu 
Nogawa  Mitta: 

H.  B.  6308.  An  act  cnnting  tbe  consent  and 
approval  of  Congress  to  an  interstate  forest- 
ftre  proteettem  ocnnpact; 

H.  B.  6414.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Barbara 
Pator  Allen: 

H.  R.  88&5.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs. 
XUnbeth  Metziz«  Rink; 

H.R.  6880.  An  act  to  ratify  and  oonflrm 
MCtiona  6  and  6  of  Act  254  and  Act  280  of 
the  Seesion  Laws  of  Hawaii  1953  and  to 
auttaoiise  the  issuance  of  certain  public  Im- 
provement bonds  by  the  Territory  ot  Hawaii; 

H.R.7061.  An  act  tor  the  relief  of  Mary 
George  flolomon; 

B.B.7131.  An  act  to  repeal  a  limitation 
on  pay  of  certain  officers  of  the  Navy; 

H.  R.  7140.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Robert 
A.  Duval; 

H.  R.  7398.  An  act  to  repeal  the  require- 
ment of  section  3921  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
that  postmasters  report  to  the  Postmaster 
General  fail\ire  to  cancel  postage  stamps; 

H.  R.  7309.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
postage-due  stamps  for  philatelic  purposes; 

H.  R.  7411.  An  act  for  the  relief -of  Mrs. 
Bsterlee  Hutzler  Welnhoeppel; 

H.  R.  7451.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Erlka 
Jette  Lavery; 

H.  R.  7460.  An  act  to  pay  Warren  P.  Hoover 
for  services  rendered  the  Army  of  the  United 
States: 

H.  R.  7517.  An  act  to  enable  the  Iicglsla- 
ture  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  authorize 
the  city  and  county  of  Honolulu,  a  municipal 
corporation,  to  issue  public  improvement 
bonds; 

H.  R.  7618.  An  act  to  enable  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  to  authorize 
the  city  and  county  of  Honolulu,  a  municipal 
corporation,  to  issue  public  improvement 
bonds; 

H.  R.  7668.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Farm  Loan  Board  of  Hawaii  to  convey 
certain  land  and  to  ratify  and  confirm  cer- 
tain acts  of  said  Farm  Loan  Board; 

H.  R.  7660.  An  act  to  authorize  the  removal 
of  a  restrictive  covenant  on  land  patent 
No.  9028,  issued  to  tbe  board  of  the  Hawailait 
KvangaUcal  Association  on  January  18.  1929. 
and  covering  lota  5  and  6  of  Waimea  townlots. 
situated  in  the  county  of  Kauai.  T.  H.; 

H.  R.  7684.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Angele 
Marie  Boyer  (nee  Pieniazeck); 

H.  R.  7606.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Michael 
Henry  LaFleur; 

H.  R.  7612.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Enrico 
lutravaia; 

H.  R.7628.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs. 
Adriazui  M.  Truyers  Aretz; 

H.  R.  7945.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bart 
Blaak  (formerly  Johannes  J.  M.  Oijsbers); 

H.  R.  8006.  An  act  to  authoriise  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  issue  patents  for  cer- 
tain lands  in  Wisconsin  bordering  yipon  in- 
land lakes  or  rivers; 

H.  R.8038.  An  act  to  authorize  tbe  con- 
veyance to  the  Hot  Springs  School  District 
and  to  Garland  County,  Ark.,  for  school  and 
for  other  public  purposes,  of  certain  land 
originally  donated  to  tbe  United  States  and 
situated  in  Hot  ^jvings  National  Park,  Ark., 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8041.  An  act  to  provide  benefits  un- 
der the  laws  administered  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration  based  upon  service  in  the 
Women's  Army  Auxiliary  Corps  under  cer- 
tain conditions; 

H.B.8115.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tan- 
nous  Xstephan; 

H.  R.  8146.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Palmiua 
SmarreUi  (nee  Lattanzio); 

H.  R.8239.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fung 
Ping  Wah  (also  known  as  Reginald  Plhg 
Wah  Fung)  and  his  wife.  Fung  Wal-Yln  LI 
(also  known  as  Doris  Fung); 


H.  B.  8365.  An  act  to  oonflrm  the  authority 
of  the  Secrettiry  of  the  Interior  to  Issue  pat- 
ents-in-fee  to  allotments  of  lands  of  tbe 
Mission  Indians  in  the  State  of  California 
prior  ta  the  expiration  of  the  tr«st  period 
specified  in  the  act  of  January  13,  1891.  as 
amended; 

H.R.  8385.  An  act  to  amend  seetlon  2382 
of  the  Revised  statutes,  in  order  to  malce  tbe 
size  of  townlots  conform  in  size  to  local 
standards; 

H.  R.  8501.  An  act  to  provide  fof  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  In  Sumter  County. 
Ga.,  to  the  Amerlcus  and  SumtSr  County 
Chamber  of  Commerce; 

H.  R.  8736.  An  act  to  authorize  the  issu- 
ance of  a  land  patent  to  certain  public  lands, 
situate  in  the  county  of  Kauai,  T.  H.,  for 
school  purposes; 

H.  R.  8821.  An  act  to  authorize  the  ex- 
change of  lands  acquired  by  tbe  United 
States  for  tbe  Catoctin  recreationltl  demon- 
stration area,  Frederick  County,  Mid.,  for  the 
purpose  of  consolidating  Federal  holdings 
therein; 

H.  R.  8897.  An  act  to  authorize  snd  direct 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  transfer  40 
acres  of  land  In  the  northern  Cheyenne  In- 
dian Reservation,  Mont.,  to  school  district 
No.  6,  Rosebud  County,  Mont.; 

H.  R.  9194.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  owned  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  near  Vlcksburg,  Miss.,  to 
Vicksbiu-g,  Mi.ss.: 

H.  R.  9236.  An  act  to  amend  tbe  Federal 
Credit  Union  Act,  as  amended; 

H.  R.  9582.  An  act  to  provide  far  the  dis- 
position of  surplus  personal  property  to  the 
Territorial  government  of  Alaska; 

H.  R.  9630.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  execute  aa  amenda- 
tory contract  with  the  Black  Canyon  Irriga- 
tion District,  Idaho,  and  for  other  purposes; 
H.  R.  9671.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Liang  Nun  Wang  and  his  wife  fend  child. 
Fa-chi  Ling  Wang  and  Eileen  Wang; 

H.  R.  9814.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alflo 
Capizzi; 

H.  R.  9821.  An  act  to  amend  titles  18  and 
28  of  the  United  States  Code;  and 

H.  R.  9882.  An  act  to  incorporate  the 
Foundation  of  the  Federal  Bar  A^oclatlon. 
On  August  26,  1954: 
H.  R.  697.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Deme- 
trlos  Ctirlstos  Mataragglotls,  and  Zol  Deme- 
tre  Mataraggxotia,  his  wife,  and  Chrlstos  Ma- 
taragglotls and  Constantlnos  Mataragglotls. 
their  minor  sons; 

H.  R.  803.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chrls- 
takls  Modlnos; 

H.  R.  822.  An  act  for  the  rellel  of  Sister 
Glusepplna  Giaccone; 

H.  R.  832.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katha- 
rine Balsamo; 

H.  R.  839.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sister 
Mary  Gertrude   (Mary  Gertrude  Kelly); 

H.  R.  877.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nasser 
Esphahanlan; 

H.  R.  1627.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Johann 
Groben; 

H.  R.  1646.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
Neustadt  and  Mrs.  Emma  Neustadt; 

H.  R.  2393.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Brother 
Eugene  Cumerlato; 

H.  R.  2480.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Char- 
lotte Margarita  Schmidt; 

H.  R.  2483.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Giacomo 
Bartolo  Vanadla; 

H.  R.  2500.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanls- 
law  Majzner  (alias  Stanley  Malsner) ; 

H.  R.  3794.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Claire  Godreau  Dalgle; 

H.  R.  3024.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sergio 
Emeric; 

H.  R.  3388.  An  act  for  the  relletf  of  Louie 
Ella  Attaway;     ^ 

H.  R.  3447.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Pacclone  Pica; 

H.  R.  3520.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Frna  Roslta  F'ont  (formcr'iy  Erna  Rosita  Mi- 
chel;;    ^ 


H.  R.  3566.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Plmen 
Maxlmovltch  Sofronov; 

H.  R.  3665.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marko 
Ribic: 

H.  R.  3869.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gilbert 
Elkanah  Richards,  Adelaide  Gertrude  Rich- 
ards, and  Anthony  Gilbert  Richards; 

H.  R.  3874.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roberto 
Johnson: 

H.  R.  4015.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Josef. 
Paula,  and  Kurt  Frledberg; 

H.  R.  4054.  An  act  for  the  Belief  of  Jorge 
Sole  Massana  and  Montserrat  Thomasa-San- 
chez  Massana: 

H.  R.  4426.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andrea 
Paulette  Quatrehomme  and  her  child; 

H.  R.  4427.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Helena  Piasecka; 

H.  R.  4437.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louise 
Rank: 

H.R.4522.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Petrus 
Van  Keer; 

H  R  4620.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Natale 
Joseph  John  Rattl; 

H.  R.  4903.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pletro 
Petralia: 

H.  R.  4959.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Muhlttln 
Schuer: 

H  R.  5119.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Augusta 
Oppacher  Bialek: 

H.  R.  5194.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pauline 
Katzmann: 

H.  R.  5459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Takeko 
Ishikl: 

H.R.5749.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Teresa  Lublato; 

H.  R.  6266.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
Robert  Gage; 

H.  R.  6442.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tamlko 
Fujlwara: 

H.  R.  6498.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elfrlede 
Lina  Avltable.  nee  Roser: 

H  R.  6752.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Maria  Gluseppa  De  Lisa  Quagllano; 

H.  R.6858.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mn. 
Efthemla   Soteralls; 

H.  R.  6955.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margers 
NuUe-Slecenleks: 

H.  R.7033.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Anna  J.  Welgle; 

H.  R.  7045.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Marciano  Gutierrez.  Dr.  Amparo  O.  Joaquin 
Gutierrez,  and  their  children.  Rosenda.  Re- 
becca, and  Raymundo,  and  Mrs.  Brlgida  de 
Gutierrez: 

H.  R.  7088.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Cazzato: 

H.  R.  7138.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Rosa 
Marie  Adelheld  Herok; 

H.  R.  7150.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thora 
June  Grumbles; 

H.  R.  7151.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mazal 
Ko'.man: 

H.  R.  7581.  An  act  for  the  reKef  of  Gaetano 
Conti: 

H.  R.  7635.  An  act  for  the  rtUef  of  Marttl 
limari  Timonen.  MaJ-Lls  Tlmoben,  and  Marja 
Tlmonen; 

H.  R.  7828.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mariana 
George   Lolzos   Kellls: 

H.  R.  7829.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Shlmasol 
Mlchlko: 

H.  R.7834.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Erlka 
Schneider  Buonasera; 

H  R.  7885.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sohan 
Singh  Ral  and  Jogindar  Kaur  Rai; 

H.  R.  7938.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Miss 
Martha  Heuschele; 

H  R.  7947.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Erlka  (Hohenleitner)  Stapleton; 

H.  R.  8065.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carlos 
Francisco.  Manrlqueta  Mlna.  and  Roberto 
Mina  Ver; 

H  R.8375.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Use 
Radler  Hughes; 

H  R  8424.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Else  Johnson; 

H  R  8554.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
M.   Khoe; 

H.R.8557.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Erlo 
Bertoni; 

H.  R.  SO.IS.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dana 
Evauovlch; 
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H.  B.  9029.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Paul 
James  Patrie; 

H.  R.  9496.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elisa- 
beth Hoeft; 

H.  R.  9512.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Franzlska  (Han)   Rlgau: 

H.  R.  9678.  An  act  to  promote  the  security 
and  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States  by 
lurnishing  assistance  to  Jrlendly  nations, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R.  9936.  An  act  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1955.  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9953.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Mr. 
Fu-Ho  Chan,  Mrs.  Fu-Ho  Chan,  and  their 
child,  Richard  Chan. 

On  August  27.  1954: 

H.  R  1843.  An  act  to  increase  the  retired 
pay  of  certain  members  of  the  former  Light- 
house Service: 

H  R  2015.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale 
of  certain  land  In  Alaska  to  Lloyd  H.  Turner, 
of  Wards  Cove.  Alaska: 

H.  R  2024.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
L.  Pevton: 

H  R  2815.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Floyd  C. 
Barber: 

H  R  2874.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
vipon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
M.iry  K.  Reynolds,  as  successor  in  interest 
to  the  Colonial  Realty  Co.; 

H  R.  3419.  An  act  to  authorize  a  650  i>er 
capita  payment  to  members  of  the  Red  Lake 
Band  of  Chippewa  Indians  from  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  tlmk>er  and  luinber  on  the  Red 
Lake  Reservation. 

H.  R  4175.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
R   Loean; 

H  R.  4213.  An  act  to  authorize  works  for 
development  and  furnishing  of  water  sup- 
plies for  waterfowl  management.  Central 
Valley  project,  California,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H  R  4474.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred- 
erick Joseph  Buttacclo  and  others; 

H  R.  4690.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  erec- 
tKin  of  appropriate  markers  in  national  cem- 
tteries  to  honor  the  memory  of  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces  missing  ta  action; 

H  R  5092.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
Leon  Rohr; 

H  R  5553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Lu 
Jeii-lung; 

H  R  5986.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
E   Wahlberg: 

H  R  6223.  An  act  to  amend  section  87  of 
the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3,  1916,  as 
amended  (32  U.  S.  C.  47 >.  to  relieve  the 
States  from  accountability  and  pecuniary 
liability  for  property  lost,  damaged,  or  de- 
.•^troyed  except  In  cases  where  It  shall  appear 
that  the  loss,  damage,  or  destruction  of  the 
ITToperty  was  due  to  carelessness  or  negll- 
pence  or  could  have  been  avoided  by  the 
exercise  of  reasonable  care; 

H  R.  6658.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  lands  by  the  United 
States  to  the  county  of  Cumt>erland,  State  of 
North  Carolina,  without  remuneration; 

H  R.  6987.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gene  C. 
Pzuto  and  Florence  C.  Szutu; 

H  R.  7251.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  transfer  to  Vernon  F. 
Parry,  the  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  the 
United  States.  In  foreign  countries,  in  and  to 
a  certain  Invention; 

H.  R  7508.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James 
Dore.  Jr.; 

H.  R.  8155.  An  act  to  continue  until  the 
close  of  June  30.  1955,  the  suspension  of 
duties  and  Import  taxes  on  metal  scrap,  and 
lor  other  purposes; 

H.  R  8634.  An  act  to  amend  section  22  of 
the  Organic  Act  of  Guam;  and 

H  R.  9584.  An  act  to  protect  the  rights  of 
vessels  of  the  United  States  on  the  high 
seas  and  in  territorial  waters  of  foreign 
countries. 

On  August  28,  1954: 
H.  R.  717.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henrl- 
ette  Matter; 


H.R.  834.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur 
J.  Boucher: 

H.  R.  1623.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Agustin 
Mondreal; 

H.  R.  1904.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Patricia 
A.  Pembroke; 

H.  R.  1975.  An  act  to  amend  section  2201 
of  title  28,  United  States  Code,  to  extend  the 
Federal  Declaratory  Judgments  Act  to  this 
Territory  of  Alaska; 

H.  R.  2154.  An  act  authorizing  the  issu- 
ance of  a  patent  In  fee  to  Leona  Hungry; 

H.R.  3507.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  MaJ. 
Ellas  M.  Tsougranls; 

H.  R.  4721.  An  act  to  provide  that  the 
excess-land  provisions  of  the  Federal  recla- 
mation laws  shall  not  apply  to  lands  in  the 
Owl  Creek  unit  of  the  Missouri  Basin  project; 

H.R.  4815.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alex- 
ander Petsche; 

H.  R.  4969.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  BasUios 
Xarhoulacos; 

H.  R.  5319.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry 
(also  known  as  Helnrlch)  Schor.  Sally  (also 
knovm  as  Sail)  Schor.  and  Glta  (also  known 
as  Gitta  Avlva)    Schor; 

H.  R.  5344.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bob 
Kan  and  Fourere  Kan; 

H.  R.  5718.  An  act  to  limit  the  period  for 
collection  by  the  United  States  of  compensa- 
tion received  by  officers  and  employees  in 
violation  of  the  dual  compensation  laws; 

H.  R.  6127.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  create  a  Board  for  the  Con- 
demnation of  Insanitary  Buildings  In  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." approved  May  1.  1906,  as  amended, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  6355.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elena 
Scarpetti  Saveili; 

H.  R.  6492.  An  act  for  the  rfellef  of  Rodolfo 
Navarro; 

H.  R.  6672.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  tem- 
porary increase  In  the  public-debt  limit; 

H.  R.  6762.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Irmgard  (Chrapko)  Broughman; 

H.R.  7031.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
George  A.  Meffan; 

H.  R.  7217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Astor 
Vergata; 

H.  R.  7221.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anders 
Tar  anger; 

H.  R.  7229.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance to  T.  M.  Pratt  and  Annlta  C.  Pratt 
of  certain  real  property  in  Stevens  County. 
Wash.; 

H.  R.  7734.  An  act  to  amend  section  47  of 
the  National  Defense  Act  concerning  the  re- 
quirement for  bond  covering  certain  property 
Issued  by  the  United  States  for  use  by  Re- 
serve OfBcers'  Training  Corps  units  main- 
tained at  educational  institutions; 

H.  R.  7762.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  M. 
Hess; 

H.  R.  7813.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  adjust  or  cancel  cer- 
tain charges  on  the  Milk  River  project; 

H.  R.  8205.  An  act  to  authorize  the  convey- 
ance by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  Vir- 
ginia Electric  &  Power  Co.  of  a  perpetual  ease- 
ment of  right-of-way  for  electric  transmis- 
sion line  pvirposes  across  lands  of  the  Rich- 
mond National  Battlefield  Park,  Va.,  such 
easement  to  be  granted  in  exchange  for,  and 
in  consideration  of.  the  conveyance  for  park 
purposes  of  approximately  6  acres  of  land 
adjoining  the  park; 

H.  R.  8244.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mn. 
Dorothy  Nell  Woolgar  Allen; 

H.  R.  8628.  An  act  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930  to  Insure  that  crude  silicon  carbide 
Imported  into  the  United  States  will  con- 
tinue to  be  exempt  from  duty,  and  with  re- 
spect to  the  duties  applicable  to  certain 
prepared  fish; 

H.  R.  8859.  An  act  to  convey  the  rever- 
sionary Interest  of  the  United  States  in  cer- 
tain lands  to  the  city  of  pawnee,  Okla.; 

H.  R.  8932.  An  act  to  reclassify  dictopboncs 
in  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930. 

H.  R.  9020.  An  act  to  provide  Increases  In 
the  monthly  rates  of  compensation  payable 
to  certain   veterans  and  their  dependents; 


H.R.  9248.  An  act  to  amend  section  308 
(5)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended: 

H.  R.  9302.  An  act  to  permit  retired  mem- 
ben  of  the  uniformed  services  to  revoke  elec- 
tions made  under  the  Uniformed  Services 
Contingency  Option  Act  of  1953  in  certain 
cases  where  the  elections  were  made  because 
of  mathematical  errors  or  misinformation; 

H.  R.  9680.  An  act  to  provide  for  greater 
stability  In  agriculture;  to  augment  the  mar- 
keting and  disposal  of  agricultural  products; 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9790.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
June  30.  1948,  so  as  to  extend  for  1  year 
the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  issue  patents  for  certain  public 
lands  in  Monroe  County,  Mich.,  held  under 
color  of  title; 

H.  R.  9962.  An  act  to  increase  by  5  percent 
the  rates  of  pension  payable  to  veterans  and 
their  dependents; 

H.  J.  Res.  257.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  to  invite  the  States  of  the 
Union  and  foreign  countries  to  participate 
in  the  First  International  Instrument  Con- 
gress and  Exposition  to  be  held  in  Phila- 
delphia, Pa.,  from  September  13  to  Septem- 
ber 25.  1954;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  585.   Joint   resolution   fixing  the 
time  of  assembly  of  the  84th  Congress. 
On  August  30,  1954: 

H,  R.  1797.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  to  the  State  of  Okla- 
homa for  the  \XBe  and  benefit  of  the  Eastern 
Oklahoma  Agrlcultuiral  and  Mechanical  Col- 
lege at  Wilburton,  Okla.,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  1980.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  construction  of  bridges  over  the  Potomac 
River,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  2009.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Nlnllchlk  Hos- 
pital Association,  of  Nlnllchlk,  Alaska,  for  the 
use  as  a  hospital  site  and  related  purposes; 

H.  R.  2010.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Alaska  Evan- 
gelization Society,  of  Levelock.  Alaska,  for 
missionary  purposes; 

H.  R.  2012.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  public  lands  In  Alaska  to  the  Alaska 
Council  of  Boy  Scouts  of  America  for  a  camp 
site  and  other  public  purposes; 

H.  R.  2014.  An  act  to  authorie  the  sale  of 
certain  public  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Commu- 
nity Club  of  Chuglak,  Alaska; 

H.  R.  2061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Reglne 
du  Planty; 

H.  R.  2781.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
Ma  took; 

H.  R.  3384.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John 
B.  Daniel,  Inc.; 

H.  R.  3750.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Inge 
Beckmann; 

H.  R.  3854.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  public  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Turn- 
again  Arm  Community  Club  of  Anchorage, 
Alaska; 

H.R.  4118.  An  act  to  authorize  tlie  prepa- 
ration of  rolls  of  persons  of  Indian  blood 
whose  ancestors  were  members  of  certain 
tribes  or  bands  in  the  State  of  Oregon,  and 
to  provide  for  per  capita  distribution  of  funds 
arising  from  certain  Judgments  in  favor  of 
such  tribes  or  bands; 

H.  R.  6290.  An  act  to  discontinue  certain 
reports  now  required  by  law; 

H.  R.  6959.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  land  in  Alaska  to  the  Baptist  Mid- 
Missions,  an  Ohio  nonprofit  corporation,  for 
use  as  a  church  site; 

H.  R.  7290.  An  act  to  authorize  an  appro- 
priation for  the  construction  of  certain  pub- 
lic-school facilities  on  the  Klamath  Indian 
Reservation  at  Chiloquin,  Oreg.; 

H.R.  8020.  An  act  authorizing  the  trans- 
fer of  certain  property  of  the  United  States 
Government  (in  Klamath  Cotmty,  Oreg.)  to 
the  State  of  Oregon; 

H.  R.  8183.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Bfrled* 
Ida  Gelssler; 

H.  R.  8252.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  city 
of  Fort  Smith,  Ark.; 
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■.B.«Tl|r  An  set  gnntlag  tke  eodiMBt  of 
Oongwi  to  ovutn  N«w  iDcUad  SUtM  to 
eator  Into  a  »emp«ct  rriatftnc  to  blgfanr  adm- 
cfttloa  im  th*  New  T»»g**»H^  Stotea  mMI  a»tob» 
Itahtac  th«  M«w  mglMid  Bo«rd  oC  Hlgbw 
Kduftloa;  and 

H.II.97f7.  An  act  to  •wmaCL  tba  Atomic 
Xnnqiy  Act  cf  1»46.  ■•  amanded.  and  for 
otbar  pforpoata. 

Ob  Ai«ttat  31.  1»64: 

H.It^l79.  An  act  to  anwnd  Mctlon  7  at 
the  AdmlnlstratlTe  Bqwrnas  Act  of  IMC,  aa 
ameadad: 

H.  R.3iaL  An  act  to  provide  tor  tlie  oon- 
tK<ii~and  ^ctlagiitehment  of  outcrop  maA  un- 
davgRmnd  fl>«a  in  coal  formations,  and  for 
oUMT.pwpoaea: 

H.  R.  1461.  An  act  for  the  relicff  of  Kenneth 
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H.B.M14.  Aa  act  f or  tlM  reUef  of  GUnt 

H.R.aeiBb  An  act  for  the  reUef  at  Julio 
llercado  Toledo; 

H.  R.  SMft.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  D(»ald 
Jamea  Oaimody; 

H.  R.  3991.  An  act  for  the  rcUcC  of  Ksiher 

E.  XUloott; 

H.  R.  2876.  An  act  for  the  rtil^  of  Leo  P. 
Plnder; 

H.  R.  S006.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Rither 
Smith: 

H.R.S014.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Alfred  L.  Smith; 

H.R.3216.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  1.  C. 

iiuW 

H.R.Sai7.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs. 
Florence  D.  Orlmatiaw; 

H.  R.  tasa.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dennis 

F.  Outhrle; 

H.  R.S273.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edgar 
A.  Relleau.  Sr.; 

H.R.3448.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
EmUy  Wllheim; 

H.  R.  SSaa.  An  act  for  the  reUef  cA  Arthur 
8.  Roatchan; 

H.R.  3782.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cather- 
ine (Cathrlna)  D.  Pllgard: 

H.  R.  3757.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dorothy 
Kllmo'  NlGkerson; 

H.R.3951.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank 
O.  Koch; 

H.  R.  4017.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  land  and  improvements 
to  the  England  Special  School  District  of  the 
State  of  Arkansas; 

H.  R.  4329.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hunt- 
Ifigton,  McLaren  A  Co.; 

H.  R.  4340.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Charles 
J.  Abarno  ai^  others; 

H.  R.  4531.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lyman 
Chalkley: 

H.  R.  4580.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Florida  State  Hospital; 

H.  R.  5038.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Fetrs 
Ruiz  Martinez  and  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Mazcelo 
Maysonet  Mtrell; 

H.  R.  soee.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  George 
Eldred  Morgan; 

H.  R.  SOBS.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  sur- 
vivors of  Melvln  Edward  Williams; 

H.  R.  5400.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chancy 
C.  Newaom  and  the  legal  guardian  of  Susan 
M.  Newsom.  a  minor; 

H.  R.  5489.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rocco 
Forgione; 

H.  R.  5490.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction, maintenance,  and  operation  of  the 
Mlchaud  Ftata  project  for  Irrigation  In  the 
State  of  Idaho: 

H.  R.  6382.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James 
Pbmp  Coyle; 

H.  R.  6461.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance o*  certain  public  lands  in  Utah  to 
the  oceupanta  of  the  land; 

H.R.  6455.  An  act  to  create  a  National 
Monument  Commission,  and  for  other  pur- 


H.  R.  6860.  Aa  act  for  the  relief  of  Capt. 

C.  R.  MacLean; 

H.  R.  6666.  An  act  ft>r  the  relief  of  Daniel 

D.  Poland: 

H.  R.  6«ie.  An  act  to  amend  title  17,  United 

Slates  Code,  entUIed  "Copyrights"; 


H.R.680e.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  CoL 
Samuel  J.  Adams,  and  others; 

H.  R.  6814.  An  act  to  facUltate  the  acquisi- 
tion of  non-Federal  land  within  the  existing 
boondarlea  of  any  national  park,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7413.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
J.  Davis; 

H.  R.  7786,  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930.  to  make 
permanent  the  increases  In  regular  annuities 
provided  by  the  act  of  July  16,  1962,  add  to 
extend  such  increases  to  additional  annui- 
ties purchased   by  voluntary  contributions; 

H.  K.  7835.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  a  Sgt. 
Frank  C.  Maxwell; 

H.  R.  7840.  An  act  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act,  the  Railroad  Retirement  Tax 
Act.  and  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insur- 
ance Act; 

H.  R.  7853.  An  act  to  permit  retired  police- 
men and  firemen  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  waive  all  or  part  of  their  relief  Or  re- 
tirement compensation; 

H.  R.  7881.  An  act  to  validate  s  conveyance 
of  certain  lands  by  Southern  Paciflc  Railroad 
Co.,  and  Its  lessee.  Southern  Paclftc  Cb.,  to 
Morgan  Hopkins,  Inc.; 

H.R. 7886.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Cecil  Norton  Broy; 

H.  R.  8027.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of 
March  6,  1963  (68  Stat.  16).  to  extend  the 
time  during  which  the  Secretary  of  tl>e  In- 
terior may  enter  into  amendatory  repay- 
ment contracte  under  the  Federal  reclama- 
tion laws,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R.  8138.  An  act  to  amend  section  1089 
of  the  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia relating  to  attachment  proceedings; 

H.  R.  8193.  An  act  to  amend  the  Refugee 
ReUef  Act  of  1953; 

H.  R.  8498.  An  act  authorizing  construction 
of  works  to  reestablish  for  the  Palo  Verde 
Irrigation  District.  California,  a  means  of 
diversion  of  its  irrigation  water  supply  from 
the  Colorado  River,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8606.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Neil  C, 
Hemmer  and  Mildred  Hemmer; 

H.  R.  8647.  An  act  to  amend  Revised  Stat- 
utes 4426; 

H.R.  8915.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  consolidate  the  police  court 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the  munici- 
pal court  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be 
known  as  the  municipal  court  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  to  create  the  municipal 
court  of  appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  for  other  ptirposes"; 

H.R.  9115.  An  act  to  provide  that  contri- 
butions received  under  Public  Law  485,  80th 
Congress,  for  the  construction  of  a  merchant 
nuu*ine  chapel  shall  be  Invested  in  Govern- 
ment obligations  pending  their  use  for  such 
construction: 

H.R. 9729.  An  act  to  revise,  codify,  and 
enact  Into  law,  title  13  of  the  United  States 
Code,  entitled  "Census"; 

H.  R.  9756.  An  act  to  Increase  the  borrow- 
ing power  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation: 

H.  R.  9868.  An  act  to  amend  the  MercSiant 
Ship  Sales  Act  of  1946  to  provide  for  the 
charter  of  passenger  ships  in  the  domestic 
trade; 

H.  R.  9910.  An  act  to  amend  section  41$  (b) 
of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946; 

H.  R.  9988.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Federal  Republic  of  Germany; 

H.  R.  10187.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949.  as  amended,  to  provide  for  the  payment 
of  appraisers',  auctioneers',  and  brokers'  fees 
from  the  proceeds  of  disposal  of  Government 
surplus  real  property,  and  for  other  purposes; 
and 

H.  J.  Res.  565.  Joint  resolution  to  amend 
the  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  mem- 
bership of  the  United  States  in  the  Pan 
American  Institute  of  Geography  and  History 
and  authorize  appropriations  therefor. 
On  September  1,  1954: 

H.  R.  1912.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ifeyilc 
(Jlralr)  Vartlyan.  Annemarle  Vartlyan.  and 
Susanig    Armenuhi    Vartlyan; 
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H.R.  2263.  An  act  to  provide  cettaln  em- 
ployment Ijeneflts  for  employees  of  the  Fed- 
eral Oovernmnet,  and  for  other  puffposcs; 

H.R.  4813.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rado 
Florescu  and  Nicole  Elizabeth  Michel  Flo- 
rescu; 

H.R.  5461.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  on 
the  claim  of  Wab  Chang  Corp.  aglainst  th* 
United  States; 

H.  R.  6287.  An  act  to  extend  and  amend 
the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951; 

H.  R.  8753.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Adminis- 
trator of  General  Services  to  establish  and 
operate  motor  vehicle  pools  and  systems  and 
to  provide  office  furniture  and  furnishings 
when  agencies  are  moved  to  new  looations.  to 
direct  the  Administrator  to  report  the  un- 
authorized use  of  Government  motor  ve- 
hicles, and  to  authorize  the  United  Stetes 
Civil  Service  Commission  to  regulate  opera- 
tors Of  Government-owned  motor  vehicles, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9366.  An  act  to  amend  the  Social 
Security  Act  and  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
so  as  to  extend  coverage  under  the  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  program,  increase 
the  benefits  payable  thereunder,  preserve 
the  insurance  rights  of  disabled  individuals, 
and  increase  the  amount  of  earnings  per- 
mitted without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  9709.  An  act  to  extend  and  improve 
the  unemployment  compensation  program; 

H.  R.  9909.  An  act  to  prohibit  piipnent  of 
annuities  to  officers  and  employe^  of  th« 
United  States  convicted  of  certain  offensea. 
and  for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  9924.  An  act  to  provide  for  family 
quarters  for  personnel  of  the  military  de- 
partments of  the  Department  of  Defense  and 
their  dependents,  and  for  other  purposes; 
and 

H.R   10009.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  re- 
view of  customs  tariff  schedules,  to  improve 
procedures  for  the  tariff  classification  of  un- 
enumerated  articles,  and  for  other  purposes. 
On  September  3.  1954: 

H.R.  1107.  An  act  for  the  relieff  of  the 
J.   A    Vance  Co.; 

H  R.  1254.  An  act  to  provide  authoriza- 
tion for  certain  uses  of  public  laods; 

H  R.  2032.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clar- 
ence D.  Newland; 

H.  R.  2233.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  ac- 
quisition of  lands  by  the  United  States  re- 
quired for  the  reservoir  created  by  the  con- 
struction of  Oahe  Dam  on  the  Missouri  River 
and  for  rehabilitation  of  the  Indians  of  the 
Cheyenne  River  Sioux  Reservation,  S.  Dak., 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  2235.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  construct  the  Santa 
Maria  project.  Southern  Pacific  Basin.  Calif.; 

H.  R.  4638.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  David 
W.  Wallace; 

H.  R.  5420.  An  act  to  amend  section  161, 
title  35.  United  States  Code,  relating  to  the 
patenting  of  plants; 

H  R.  6573.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  pro- 
motion, precedence,  constructive  credit,  dis- 
tribution, retention,  and  ellminatioD  of  offi- 
cers of  the  Reserve  components  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes: 

H.  R.  7130.  An  act  to  amend  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act  to  provide  for  the 
loss  of  nationality  of  persons  contlcted  of 
certain  crimes; 

H.  R.  9580.  An  act  to  revise  and  eJBtend  the 
laws  relating  to  espionage  and  sabotage,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9730.  An  act  to  amend  various  stat- 
utes and  certain  titles  of  the  United  States 
Code,  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  obsolete 
references,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R.  9859.  An  act  authorizing  tihe  con- 
strvictlon.  repair,  and  preservation  of  cer- 
tain puiJlic  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for 
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navigation,  flood  control,  luid  for  other  piir- 
poses; 

H.  R.  9987.  An  act  to  amend  certain  pro- 
visions of  title  XI  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1836,  aa  amended,  to  facilitete  private 
financing  of  new  ship  construction,  and  for 
other  purposes;   and 

H.  R.  10051.  An  act  making  appropriations 
for  mutual  secxirity  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30,  1855,  and  for  other  piu-poses. 


BILLS  DISAPPROVED  AFTER  SINE 
DIE  ADJOURNMENT  OP  THE 
HOUSE 

The  President  of  the  United  States, 
subsequent  to  the  sine  die  adjournment 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  on  Sep- 
tember 8,  1954,  transmitted  to  the  Clerk 
of  the  House  a  list  of  bills  disapproved, 
together  with  his  reasons  for  such  ac- 
tions, as  follows: 

FEDERAL    EMPLOYEES    COMrENSATION, 
H.   R.   7774 

H.  R.  7774.  In  order  that  Federal 
workers  may  not  have  to  undergo  a  pe- 
riod of  uncertainty  as  to  my  action  on 
H.  R.  7774,  "An  act  to  increase  the  rates 
of  compensation  of  classified,  postal,  and 
other  employees  of  the  Government,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  I  wish  to  announce 
that  I  shall  withhold  my  approval  from 
this  bill. 

The  American  people  desire  to  reward 
properly,  even  generously,  dedicated  and 
faithful  service  on  the  part  of  their  Gov- 
ernment career  employees.  In  return  for 
the  taxes  they  pay,  they  expect  to  have 
a  civil-service  system  that  is  free  of  par- 
tisan pohtics,  encourages  eCBcient  opera- 
tion, rewards  merit,  and  provides  steady 
pay  increases  as  the  value  of  each  em- 
ployee increases  with  service  and  experi- 
ence. I  am  wholeheartedly  in  accord 
with  those  desires. 

Since  taking  office,  this  administra- 
tion has  developed  a  personnel  program 
applying  the  best  practices  of  progressive 
employers  to  the  requirements  of  public 
service.  In  furtherance  of  that  program, 
recommendations  were  made  by  this  ad- 
ministration to  the  Congress  for  reason- 
able pay  increases  and  adjustments  in 
pay  scales.  H.  R.  7774  is  inconsistent 
with  these  principles.  Unfortunately. 
tlie  general  pay  increase  proposed  by  this 
bill  ignores  and  therefore  tends  to  per- 
petuate the  inequities  we  must  correct. 

On  February  24.  1954,  I  approved  and 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Congress  the 
program  to  which  I  have  just  referred. 
It  is  the  broadest  and  most  constructive 
of  its  kind  ever  placed  before  the  Con- 
gress. Most  of  its  impwrtant  provisions 
were  passed  at  this  session  and  these 
measures,  in  themselves,  are  so  impor- 
tant as  to  constitute  a  milestone  in  the 
Improvement  of  the  civil-service  system. 
These  provisions  include: 

1.  Por  the  first  time  an  inclusive  sys- 
tem of  group  life  insurance  and  unem- 
ployment compensation  benefits  similar 
to  those  enjoyed  by  workers  in  private 
industry,  have  been  provided  for  Federal 
employees. 

2.  Restrictions  on  permanent  promo- 
tions and  reinstatements  of  former  ca- 
reer employees  have  been  removed. 

3.  The  statutory  limit  on  the  number 
of  employees  in  the  executive  branch  has 
been  adjusted  to  meet  present  day  needs. 


4.  The  Incentive  awards  progranuB 
have  been  liberalized  and  made  applica- 
ble to  all  employees. 

5.  Arbitrary  restrictions  upon  the  ac- 
cumulation of  annual  leave  have  been 
repealed. 

6.  Longevity  pay  increases  have  been 
authorized  for  aU  except  the  three  high- 
est classified  service  grades. 

7.  An  equitable  system  for  overtime 
pay  has  been  established. 

These  measures  not  only  will  benefit 
our  Federal  career  system  and  its  em- 
ployees, but  also  will  improve  the  sound 
management  of  the  Federal  Government, 
to  whose  eflBciency  this  administration  is 
resolutely  dedicated.  H.  R.  7774  is  not 
a  part  of  a  progressive  and  efficient 
program. 

An  important  part  of  the  administra- 
tion's program  that  was  not  enacted  into 
law  involves  general  pay  increases  based 
upon  the  purposes  of  correcting  inequi- 
ties, promoting  eflBciency,  and  rewarding 
merit  and  experience. 

In  withholding  my  approval  from  Uiis 
bill,  I  want  to  make  it  absolutely  clear 
that  the  administration  is  not  departing 
from  the  principles  and  purposes  which 
it  has  hitherto  advocated.  I  shall  con- 
tinue to  urge  the  enactment  of  the  re- 
maining i>arts  of  the  personnel  program 
which  was  submitted  to  this  session  of 
Congress  so  that  obvious  distortions  in 
the  pay  scales  of  both  the  postal  and 
classified  services  can  be  corrected:  so 
that  adjtistments  and  more  equitable  re- 
lationships between  grades  and  steps 
within  those  grades  can  be  made,  and 
so  that  a  proper  and  effective  relation- 
ship between  pay  and  work  performed 
will  be  established  and  maintained. 

Legislation  is  obviously  unwise  that 
disregards  these  principles  of  sound  per- 
sonnel management  and  ignores  the 
necessity  of  revenue  to  pay  for  salary 
increases. 

This  measure,  because  it  Ignores  the 
administration's  recommendations  for 
postal-rate  increases,  would  add  $112 
million  to  the  cost  of  operating  the  Post 
Office  Department  which  is  operating  at 
a  deficit  of  $400  million  this  year.  It  is 
well  to  remember  that  since  1945  the 
accumulated  postal  deficit  has  reached 
the  staggering  total  of  $4  billion.  Like- 
wise, this  measure  would  add  more  than 
$200  million  to  civil  service  pay  without 
providing  any  revenue  to  meet  it. 

My  remarks  in  Washington  on  June  10 
are  now  particularly  pertinent.  I  then 
said: 

We  hope  to  uproot  the  Ingrained  habit  of 
operating  the  vast  Post  Office  Department 
in  an  extravagantly  wasteful  and  unbusi- 
nessllke  manner.  We  cannot  permit  the 
deliberate  operations  of  our  Postal  Depart- 
ment at  a  gigantic  loss  because  a  few  are 
opposed  to  adequate  postel  rates.  And  we 
must  have  classification  and  promotional 
procedures  for  postal  personnel  that  wiU 
serve  the  best  interest  of  the  Government, 
the  public  and  the  postal  workers  them- 
selves. 

Legislation  for  pay  Increases  and  clas- 
sification adjustments  related  to  work 
performed  is  still  vital  and  urgently 
needed.  The  inequities  presently  exist- 
ing in  pay  scales  must  still  be  corrected. 
I  shall  therefore  resubmit  to  Congress 
when  It  convenes  in  January  the  recom- 
mendations previously  made  by  the  ad- 


ministration, toeether  with  such  addi- 
tional r^wftiwm^tv^B^iCTTg  as  aoj  Change 
in  conditions  then  *!«ii«ting  m^j  warrant. 

While  this  bill  is  limited  to  civilian 
personnel.  I  must  obaenre,  parentheti- 
cally, that  consideration  of  a  complete 
Federal  personnel  prograai  must  even- 
tually meet  certain  imperative  needs  of 
the  members  of  the  Armed  Forces.  These 
patriotic  men  and  women,  whose  morale. 
skill,  and  dedication  to  service  are  80> im- 
portant to  us  all,  now  lack  adequate  med- 
ical care  for  dependents  and  reasonable 
survivorship  benefits  for  their  families. 
It  is  most  important  that  these  needs 
of  Armed  Forces  personnel,  serving  their 
country  often  m  remote  comers  of  the 
world,  engage  our  serious  consideration. 

I  am  confident  that  the  Congress  will 
consider  all  of  these  recommendations 
promptly  and  that  the  American  people 
will  regard  them  as  fair  and  just. 

DWIGHT  D.  ElSBNHOWn. 

The  White  House.  August  23,  1954. 

NINA  BERBEROVA,  H.  t.  608 

H.  R.  692.  I  am  withholding  my  ap- 
proval of  H.  R.  692.  for  the  relief  of  Nina 
Makeef,  also  known  as  Nina  Berbcrova. 

This  alien  entered  the  United  States 
as  a  visitor  and  has  not  departed  within 
the  time  permitted.  She  Is  now  unlaw- 
fully in  the  United  States.  The  bill 
would  grant  her  the  status  of  a  lawful 
permanent  resident  upon  payment  of  the 
required  visa  fee.  The  alien  is  a  native 
of  Russia,  53  years  of  age,  who  appar- 
ently is  stateless.  She  entered  the 
United  States  in  November  1950.  Prior 
to  that  entry  she  had  been  a  long-time 
resident  of  France.  It  appears  that  she 
can  return  to  Prance. 

Upon  the  alien's  failure  to  depart 
when  her  period  of  lawful  stay  expired, 
deportation  proceedings  were  instituted. 
She  was  accorded  a  hearing  and  ordered 
deported.  However,  the  Board  of  Immi- 
gration Appeals  granted  the  alien  the 
privilege  of  departing  voluntarily  from 
the  United  States,  and  alternatively  or- 
dered that  in  the  event  she  failed  to 
depart  the  order  of  deportation  should 
be  reinstated.    She  has  failed  to  depart. 

This  alien  has  been  permitted  to  re- 
main in  the  United  States  beyond  the 
period  of  time  authorized  by  law  and  she 
should  be  required  to  depart  in  accord- 
ance with  the  terms  under  which  she 
was  granted  admission  to  this  country. 
There  are  many  other  aliens  in  foreig^ 
countries  who  are  awaiting  an  oppor- 
tunity to  come  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  but  who  are  re- 
quired to  follow  the  regular  meanii  of 
obtaining  permanent  resident  status. 
There  are  no  facts  present  in  this  ease 
justifying  the  enactment  of  special  14g- 
islation  granting  this  alien  preferential 
treatment  over  others  seeking  to  enter 
•  the  United  States. 

The  enactment  of  this  bill  undoubt- 
edly would  encourage  other  aliens  to  at- 
tempt to  enter  the  United  States  as 
visitors  for  a  temporary  period  and 
thereafter  seek  exemption  from  require- 
ments of  the  immigration  laws  through 
special  legislation. 

Accordingly,  I  am  constrained  to 
withhold  my  approval  from  the  biH 

DwiGHT  D.  KtsEKHOwra. 

THE  White  House,  Auffust  24.  19S4. 
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rUlUC  BSALTK  SntVXCB,  rOtXIGN  QVAUlK- 
Tzm  BIVZaiDN,  R.  K.  •*•> 

H.  R  625S.  I  am  withholding  my  ap- 
pnmX  of  H.  R.  8253,  s  bill  to  amend 
PubUe  Law  410.  78th  Congress,  with  re- 
gard to  eompensatton  for  overtime,  Sun- 
day, and  holiday  wcHic  of  employees  of 
the  imited  States  Public  Health  Service. 
F(H?eign  Quftrantine  Divtsicm. 

This  bill  would  amend  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  In  two  major  re- 
spects. First,  It  would  establish  special 
rates  of  overtime,  Sunday,  and  holiday 
pay  for  certain  quarantine  inspection 
personnel  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
comparable  to  those  received  by  customs 
Inspectors  of  the  Treasury  Department 
and  Immigrant  inspectors  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  under  special  premium 
pay  statutes  enacted  many  years  ago. 
Second,  with  certain  important  excep- 
tions. It  would  require  that  when  night- 
overtime.  Sunday,  or  holiday  inspections 
are  performed  at  the  request  of  the 
owner,  agent,  master,  or  other  shipping 
company  representatives,  the  requesting 
party  shall  reimburse  the  United  States 
for  the  extra  cost  represented  by  over- 
time compensation. 

It  is  important  to  note  that  no  charges 
would  be  payable  by  the  carrier  for  serv- 
ices performed  in  connection  with  the 
Inspection  of  persons  arriving  by  (1)  In- 
ternational highways,  ferries,  bridges,  or 
tunnels.  (2)  regularly  scheduled  aircraft 
or  trains,  or  (3)  regularly  scheduled 
Great  Lakes  vessels  or  vessels  operated 
between  Canadian  ports  and  Puget 
Sound,  or  for  services  in  connection 
with  the  inspection  of  the  conveyances 
or  vessels  in  which  such  persons  arrive. 

Under  existing  law,  the  inspection 
services  are  rendered  without  charge, 
regardless  of  the  hour  at  which  they  are 
rendered.  However,  the  Surgeon  Gen- 
eral, under  his  statutory  authority  to  fix 
the  hours  during  which  quarantine  serv- 
ice shall  be  performed  at  each  quaran- 
tine station  has — at  most  places  other 
than  airports — fixed  the  regular  hours  of 
quarantine  service  from  6  a.  m.  to  6  p.  m., 

7  days  a  week  (Sundays  and  holi- 
days included).  When  a  vessel  arrives 
within  that  time,  quarantine  service  is 
rendered,  and  rendered  free,  even  if  it 
extends  beyond  that  time.  If  the  vessel 
arrives  after  6  p.  m.,  service  will  be  ren- 
dered on^  If  the  vessel  is  in  distress,  or 
there  is  illness  aboard,  or  there  are  other 
emergency  conditions;  otherwise  the 
vessel  Is  required  to  anchor  at  quaran- 
tine until  the  following  morning  and 
must  await  Its  turn  for  inspection.  The 
delay  Incident  to  this  waiting  period  is 
expensive  to  the  owner  of  the  vessel— it 
may  nm  as  much  as  $5,000  per  day — ^and 
thus  the  owners  are-  willing,  indeed 
anxious,  to  pay  whatever  premium  rates 
for  out-of -hours  inspection  are  author- 
ized by  law. 

Although  the  bill  would  require  cer-' 
tain  reimbursements  as  indicated  above, 
it  would  also  require  all  employees  per- 
forming these  inspectional  or  quarantine 
services  to  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  one-half 
a  day's  pay  for  each  two  hours  of  over- 
time (or  fraction  thereof  of  at  least  one 
hour)  between  5  p.  m.  and  8  a.  m..  with 
a  limit  of  two-snd-one-halX  days'  pay 
for  the  full  period  from  5  p.  m.  to  8  a.  m. 
For  any  Simday  or  holiday  duty,  how- 
ever brief  or  fleeting,  the  employee  would 


be  entitled  to  two  "additional"  days'  pay. 
If  the  day  falls  within  the  employee's 
regular  tour  of  duty,  this  would,  appar- 
ently, entitle  him  to  three  days'  pay. 
This  means  that  the  Government  must 
pay  the  premium  rates  in  all  cases  re- 
gardless of  whether  reimbursement  is 
later  made.  The  Federal  Employees'  Pay 
Act  of  1945,  as  amended,  under  which 
these  employees  are  now  paid,  provides 
for  twice  the  regular  rate  of  pay  only 
for  holiday  work  (and  correspondingly 
less  for  less  than  a  day's  work  > ,  no  extra 
pay  for  Sunday  work  (unless  perfoiined 
in  excess  of  40  hours  a  week ) ,  and  over- 
time pay  at  the  rate  of  time  and  one- 
half  for  employees  whose  annual  salaries 
are  less  than  $2,980.  Employees  at 
higher  salaries  are  entitled  to  overtime 
pay  on  the  basis  of  a  rate  schedule  which 
decreases  as  the  basic  salary  increases 
until  their  overtime  rates  of  pay  are  less 
than  the  rates  payable  for  straight  time. 

The  special  rates  of  pay  proposed  for 
these  employees  have  been  justified  on 
the  ground  that  these  rates,  and  to  a 
large  extent  the  other  provisions  of  the 
bill,  are  patterned  after  similar  legisla- 
tion which  has  long  been  in  effect  for 
customs  and  immigration  inspectors  (19 
U.  S.  C.  267.  1451;  5  U.  S.  C.  3420.  and 
that,  like  suc.h  inspectors,  the  irregular, 
sporadic,  and  unpredictable  nature  of 
their  overtime,  Sunday,  and  holiday  serv- 
ices is  different  in  character  from  that 
to  which  most  other  Federal  employees 
are  subject  and  is  more  burdensome. 

These  contentions  require  close  exam- 
ination. The  claims  of  the  shipowners 
for  out-of -hours  service  have  merit.  The 
claims  of  the  inspectional  employees  for 
equal  treatment  with  other  inspectional 
groups  have  much  merit,  but  equality  of 
treatment  for  all  inspectional  employees 
Is  not  brought  about  by  this  bill.  Fur- 
thermore, the  special  pay  features  of  the 
bill  depart  from  principles  of  overtime 
and  premium  pay  set  forth  in  the  so- 
called  fringe  benefits  bill  recently  enacted 
by  the  Congress.  This  factor  and  the 
reimbursement  requirement  combine  to 
make  it  impossible  for  me  to  give  my 
approval  to  this  bill. 

I  recognize  that  the  existence  of  the 
highly  preferential  rates  of  customs  and 
immigration  premium  pay  statutes  cre- 
ates severe  administrative  problems  for 
the  Public  Health  Service,  since  quaran- 
tine inspectors  work  in  close  proximity 
with  these  other  inspectional  services. 
However,  the  premium  rates  for  the  cus- 
toms and  immigrant  inspectors  are  so 
far  out  of  line  with  prevailing  industrial 
and  governmental  practice  that  I  do  not 
believe  extending  their  use  to  other 
groups  of  Federal  employees  would  be 
good  management.  Legislation  relating 
to  groups  of  inspectional  employees 
should  seek  to  improve  the  overall  pat- 
tern of  premiimi  compensation  rather 
than  to  attempt  to  patch  the  existing 
imcoordinated  pay  stiaicture. 

In  the  recently  enacted  liberalizations 
of  existing  law  governing  overtime  and 
holiday  pay  there  are  several  special  fea- 
tures; for  example,  provisions  for  call- 
back time,  standby  pay  in  lieu  of  over- 
time, and  the  like,  which  will  make  con- 
siderably more  equitable  the  premium 
pay  available  to  these  inspectional  em- 
ployees. Overtime  compensation  at  the 
full  rate  of  time  and  one-half  will  be 


based  on  regular  pay  up  to  an  amount 
equal  to  the  entrance  salary  of  grade 
GS-9  instead  of  the  present  $2,9JB0  limit 
of  the  Federal  Employees'  Pay  Act.  The 
large  majority  of  these  employees  are 
classified  in  that  grade. 

In  circumstances  such  as  these.  I  can- 
not give  my  approval  to  H.  R.  6353  even 
though  the  problems  which  the  bill  seeks 
to  solve  are  real  and  pressing.  I  intend 
to  have  these  problems  further  explored 
as  they  relate  to  both  domestic  and  inter- 
national carriers.  I  shall  also  direct  fur- 
ther study  of  effective  means  to  rational- 
ize and  coordinate  overtime  and  fM-emiiun 
pay  for  all  inspectional  service  in  relation 
to  that  for  other  Federal  employees. 
Upon  completion  of  these  studies.  I  hope 
to  be  able  to  make  recommendations  to 
the  Congress  for  necessary  legislation. 
DwiGHT  D.  Eisenhower. 

The  White  House.  August  27,  2954. 


ANNA   K.    M'QUILKIN,   H.    R.    3518 

H.  R.  3516.  I  have  withheld  my  ap- 
proval from  H.  R.  3516,  for  the  relief  of 
Anna  K.  McQuilkin. 

The  bill  provides  for  a  direct  payment 
award  of  $6,125  to  Mrs.  McQuilkin.  who 
claims  that  her  brother,  a  World  War  I 
veteran  who  died  in  the  service  In  1918, 
applied  for  and  was  issued  yearly  renew- 
able term  insurance  in  the  sum  of  $10,000 
and  that  she  is  entitled  to  the  proceeds 
thereof  as  the  sole  beneficiaiT. 

The  Veterans'  Administration  and 
predecessor  agencies  have  disputed  her 
claim  over  a  number  of  years,  contending 
that  their  records  and  those  of  the  Mili- 
tary Department  fail  to  disclose  that  the 
brother  made  application  for  insurance. 
In  1922  the  Veterans'  Bureau,  after  care- 
ful consideration  of  the  evidence  pre- 
sented in  support  of  the  claim,  rejected 
it.  Upon  this  denial,  an  award  of  auto- 
matic insurance  of  $25  a  month  was 
made  to  the  deceased  veteran's  father, 
based  on  the  determination  that  there 
had  been  no  application  for  insurance. 
A  total  sum  of  $3,875  had  been  paid  to 
the  father  at  the  time  of  his  death  in 
1930.  The  $6,125  proposed  for  payment 
by  H.  R.  3516  represents  the  difference 
between  the  amount  paid  to  the  father 
and  the  sum  of  the  insurance  for  which 
application  was  allegedly  made. 

During  the  period  1920  to  19 J2  Mrs. 
McQuilkin  engaged  the  services  of  a 
number  of  attorneys  to  prosecute  her 
claim.  New  counsel  in  July  1932  insti- 
tuted suit  against  the  Government  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Northern  District  of  Illinois  and  Secured 
a  judgment  in  the  amount  of  $12,592.50. 
The  lower  court  decision,  however,  was 
reversed  on  appeal  to  the  circuit  court  of 
appeals  on  the  ground  that  the  statutory 
period  of  hmitations  for  filing  such  a  suit 
had  expired. 

The  Judiciary  Committees  appear  to 
have  accepted  the  lower  court  decision 
against  the  Government  as  now  conclu- 
sive of  the  merits  of  Mrs.  McQuilkin's 
claim.  This  would  not  seem,  however. 
to  be  the  case  in  view  of  the  procedural 
turn  of  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  ruling 
which  precluded  review  of  the  substan- 
tive question  of  whether  there  was  sub- 
stantial evidence  to  support  the  findings 
of  the  district  court. 

I  also  agree  with  the  Veterans*  Ad- 
ministration that  the  case  does  not  pro* 
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sent  any  equitable  consideration  which 
warrants  the  direct  gratuity  award  pro- 
posed. Unfortunately  the  procedural 
reversal  by  the  circuit  court  of  appeals 
has  left  the  parties  in  the  unsatisfactory 
position  which  existed  prior  to  the  dis- 
trict court  suit.  The  evidence  in  this 
case  is  complex  and  controversial.  I  be- 
lieve, therefore,  that  in  fairness  to  Mrs. 
McQuilkin  she  is  entitled  to  a  day  in 
court  for  decision  of  her  claim  on  its 
merits,  and  I  would  be  willing  to  approve 
a  jurisdictional  enactment  waiving  the 
bar  of  any  statute  of  limitations. 

DwiGHT  D.  Eisenhower. 
The  White  House.  August  31.  1954. 

S.  H.  PRATHER  ET  AL.,  H.  I.  9357 

H.  R.  9357.  I  have  withheld  my  ap- 
proval from  the  bill  <H.  R.  9357)  for  the 
relief  of  S.  H.  Prather.  Mrs.  Florence 
Prather  Penman.  S.  H.  Prather,  Jr. 

The  bill  proposed  to  pay  the  sums  of 
$5,000  to  S.  H.  Prather.  $2,000  to  Mrs. 
Florence  Prather  Penman,  and  $1,000  to 
S.  H.  Prather.  Jr.,  for  personal  injuries 
and  property  damages  sustained  at  Quit- 
man. Ga..  as  the  result  of  a  collision  of 
their  family  automobile  with  a  car  driven 
by  one  Howard  Hart,  an  alleged  boot- 
legger. The  committee  report  on  this 
bill  (H.  Rept.  No.  2208)  indicates  that 
the  collision  occurred  on  August  6,  1935, 
when  Hart  was  l)eing  pursued  by  an  in- 
vestigator of  the  Alcohol  Tax  Unit.  Bu- 
reau of  Internal  Revenue,  Treasury  De- 
partment, and  by  a  State  officer.  The 
report  of  the  Treasury  Department  em- 
bodied in  the  House  report  states  that 
the  officers,  while  traveling  at  approxi- 
mately 70  miles  per  hour,  had  pursued 
tlie  car  for  a  distance  of  about  2  miles, 
but  had  slowed  down  when  Hart  turned 
into  a  dirt  side  street  of  the  town  of 
Quitman,  picked  up  speed  to  75  miles 
an  hour,  and  collided  with  the  Prather 
car.  which  was  proceeding  at  a  lawful 
rate  of  20  to  25  miles  per  hour.  Hart's 
car  contained  approximately  43  gallons 
of  illicit  whisky  at  the  time. 

The  officers  in  this  instance  were  act- 
inK  in  the  p>erformance  of  their  cfBcial 
duties  in  attempting  tc  apprehend  per- 
sons who  were  violating;  the  law  in  their 
presence.  The  report  of  the  special  in- 
vestigator of  the  Alcohol  Tax  Unit  states 
that  Mr.  Prather  conceded  when  inter- 
viewed that  the  officers  were  doing  their 
duty  and  were  without  blame,  "but  that 
he  felt  someone  should  compensate  him 
for  the  damages  suffered."  since  the  vio- 
lators who  had  caused  the  wreck  had  no 
financial  responsibihty. 

The  misfortune  suffered  by  this  family 
as  a  result  of  the  automobile  accident, 
for  which  they  were  in  no  manner  re- 
sponsible, is  most  lamentable.  While  it 
is  true  the  accident  might  not  have  hap- 
pened if  the  law-enforcement  officers 
had  not  been  pursuing  the  txx>tleggers, 
there  is  nothing  in  th<?  file  to  indicate 
the  law-enforcement  oGcers  were  acting 
negligently  or  were  doing  anything  other 
than  their  duty.  Ur-fortunately.  the 
culprits  legally  and  mcirally  responsible 
for  the  injuries  cannot,  be  made  to  re- 
spond in  damages.  Enactment  of  the 
bill  would  constitute  a  gratuity  and 
would  create  a  dangerous  precedent 
which  might  set  in  motion  a  chain  of 
endless  requests  for  the  payment  of  dam- 


ages by  the  Government  arising  out 
of  accidents  In  which  law-enforcement 
officers  may  have  been  remotely  involved. 

Accordingly,  I  am  constrained  to  with- 
hold my  approval  from  the  bill. 

DwiGHT  D.  Eisenhower. 

The  White  House,  August  31.  1954. 

MKTROPOLITAN    WASHINGTON    AREA    TRANS- 
PORTATION. H.  R.  2236 

H.  R.  2236.  I  have  withheld  my  ap- 
proval from  H.  R.  2236.  entitled  "An  act 
to  provide  for  a  Commission  to  regulate 
the  public  transportation  of  passengers 
by  motor  vehicle  and  street  railroad 
within  the  metropolitan  area  of  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  and  for  the  establishment 
of  a  Metropolitan  Washington  Commis- 
sion." 

Title  I  of  this  enactment  would  estab- 
lish a  Washington  Metropolitan  Area 
Transit  Commission  to  regulate  public 
transportation  by  bus,  streetcar,  and 
taxicab  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
the  counties  of  Montgomery  and  Prince 
Georges  in  the  State  of  Maryland.  The 
bill  would  grant  to  the  proposed  new 
Commission,  in  strengthened  form,  most 
of  the  powers  now  separately  exercised 
in  this  regard  by  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  and  the  Public  Util- 
ities Commissions  of  the  State  of  Mary- 
land and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Title  II  of  the  bill  would  create  a  tem- 
porary Metropolitan  Washington  Com- 
mission to  study,  investigate,  and  make 
recommendations  with  regard  to  certain 
aspects  of  the  Washington  metropolitan 
area  transportation  problem. 

The  regulation  of  public  transportation 
in  the  greater  Washington  area  must 
contend  with  the  growth  of  an  integral 
economic  community  spreading  far  be- 
yond the  boundaries  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  include  Montgomery  and 
Prince  Georges  Counties  in  Maryland 
and  Arlington  and  Fairfax  Counties  and 
the  cities  of  Alexandria  and  Falls  Church 
in  Virginia.  Within  this  community, 
the  daily  travel  of  persons  back  and 
forth  across  State  lines  has  reached  di- 
mensions with  which  present  facilities 
cannot  cope.  Under  these  circumstances, 
it  is  understandable  that  the  present 
division  of  responsibility  for  regulation 
among  four  different  agencies  no  longer 
meets  the  needs  of  the  area.  This  divi- 
sion of  responsibility  has  contributed,  as 
it  could  not  help  but  do.  to  the  develop- 
ment of  an  inadequate  system  of  public 
transportation.  The  situation  plainly 
requires  unification  of  regulatory  au- 
thorities over  pubhc  transportation 
throughout  the  metropolitan  area. 

The  present  enactment,  however,  falls 
substantially  short  of  this  objective.  Its 
failure  to  include  the  Virginia  segment 
of  the  metropolitan  area  within  the  ju- 
risdiction of  the  proposed  Commission 
is  a  fundamental  deficiency.  Through 
this  omission  of  an  integral  and  impor- 
tant part  of  the  greater  economic  com- 
munity, a  system  of  fragmented  and  di- 
vided regulatory  authority  is  continued. 
What  is  worse,  the  Federal  Government 
is  placed  in  the  position  of  treating  the 
carriers  and  persons  within  one  segment 
of  the  area  on  a  different  and  discrimi- 
natory basis  from  those  in  the  remain- 
der of  the  area.  In  the  absence  of  any 
substantial  grounds  for  this  differentia- 


tion, the  measiire  Is  luiacceptable  even 
as  a  temporary  exi}edient. 

This  bill  is  also  unsatisfactory  because 
It  extends,  without  sufficient  safegiuirds, 
the  authority  of  the  Federal  Government 
to  matters  that  have,  hitherto,  been  con- 
sidered as  primarily  the  concern  of  the 
Ehstrict  of  Columbia  and  of  the  States. 
The  problem  is  difficult  because  the 
urgency  of  need  and  the  extent  of  Fed- 
eral interest  in  the  Nation's  Capital  both 
argue  for  unification  of  regulatory  au- 
thorities imder  Federal  auspices,  at  least 
for  the  time  being.  However,  in  any  such 
arrangement  means  must  be  found  to 
give  adequate  recognition  to  the  rights 
and  responsibilities  of  the  District  and 
of  the  States  involved.  Specifically,  pro- 
vision should  be  made  to  enable  the 
States  of  Maryland  and  Virginia  and  the 
District  of  Columbia  eventually  to  make 
airangements  for  the  exercise  of  this 
function  under  joint  responsibihty.  In 
tliis  regard,  it  would  appear  desirable  to 
explore  the  feasibility  of  utilizing  an  in- 
terstate compjact  or  other  cooperative 
arrangements  in  which  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment would  participate  and  the  Fed- 
eral interest  would  be  fully  protected. 
In  addition,  every  effort  should  be  made 
to  minimize  the  impact  of  any  new  Com- 
mission upon  the  internal  affairs  of  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

With  respect  to  title  n  of  the  enact- 
ment. I  agree  that  further  study  of  met- 
ropolitan transportation  problems  is  de- 
sirable. The  primary  mission  assigned 
to  the  Commission  is  related  directly  to 
highway,  bridge,  and  trafBc  problems. 
In  emphasizing  this  role  rather  than 
consideration  of  mass  transit  problems. 
the  bill  unnecessarily  complicates  rela- 
tionships with  the  National  Capital  Plan- 
ning Commission  and  the  National  Capi- 
tal Regional  Plaruiing  CounciL  I  l)eUeve 
that  further  consideration  by  the  Con- 
gress will  result  in  a  more  orderly  allo- 
cation of  responsibiUties  between  the 
Commission  and  these  existing  planning 
agencies.  Title  II  also  establishes  un- 
desirable limitations  governing  the  ap- 
pointment and  qualification  of  members 
of  the  Commission. 

I  hope  that  the  84th  Congress  will 
promptly  enact  a  measure  to  unify  regu- 
latory authorities  over  pubhc  transpor- 
tation and  provide  for  a  further  transit 
study  with  adequate  coverage  and  recog- 
nition of  State  and  District  responsibiU- 
ties. Since  title  I  of  this  bill  would  not 
have  become  fully  effective  until  July  1. 
1955,  there  need  be  no  significant  loss 
of  time  in  obtaining  its  objectives.  Simi- 
larly, time  did  not  permit  the  Congress 
to  provide  funds  for  title  II  befgre  ad- 
journment. Therefore,  since  an  appro- 
priation cannot  be  made  until  after  the 
Congress  convenes  in  January,  little 
time,  if  any,  need  be  lost  in  the  studies 
which  a  revised  title  II  would  encompass. 

D WIGHT  D.  ElSKlfHOWBR. 

The  White  House.  September  3. 19S4. 


ICRS.  ROSALINE  SPAGNOLA,  R.  R.   SSSl 

H.  R.  2881.  I  have  withheld^  my  ap- 
proval from  H.  R.  2881.  a  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Mrs.  Rosaline  Spagnola. 

This  enrolled  enactment  would  pay  to 
Mrs.  Rosaline  Spagnola  the  sum  of 
$675.50  as  additional  compensation  oa 
accoimt  of  the  accidental  death  of  ber 
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•on  in  1M7  *t  Schofield  Barracks,  Ha« 
wall 

As  a  moBber  of  the  Armed  Forces,  the 
baMfletarsfs  son  had  been  convicted  of 
honsebreaklDs  by  a  court-martial,  sen- 
tenoed  to  5  years'  connnement,  and 
given  a  suspended  dishonorable  dis- 
charge. While  confined  in  a  post  stodk- 
ade  he  was  shot  and  killed  during  an 
abortiye  Jailbreak.  It  was  subsequently 
determined  that  the  decedent  was  not 
tnyolved  in  the  attempted  escape  in  any 
way,  and  Us  deatti  was  declared  to  have 
occurred  in  line  of  duty.  On  the  basis 
of  this  determination  the  beneficiary 
was  paid  the  usual  6  months'  death 
gratuity. 

Earlier  In  his  military  career  the  bene- 
ficiary's son  had  taken  out  a  $10,000  na- 
tional service  life  insurance  policy,  des- 
ignating his  mother  as  beneficiary,  and 
paying  the  premiums  on  his  policy  by 
allotments  from  his  pay.  However, 
since  he  had  forfeited  all  pay  and  allow- 
ances while  In  confinement  his  allotment 
became  ineffective,  causing  the  policy  to 
lapse  for  lack  of  premium  payment. 
When  the  beneficiary  made  application 
after  her  son's  death  for  regular  monthly 
payments  under  the  policy,  the  Veterans' 
Administration  made  such  payments  to 
her  over  a  period  of  several  years  in  an 
aggregate  amount  of  $4,324.50  before  dis- 
covering that  the  policy  had  not  actually 
been  in  effect  at  the  time  of  the  son's 
death.  Under  discretionary  authority 
which  it  possesses,  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration waived  recovery  of  the  amount' 
thus  erroneously  paid  to  the  beneficiary 
on  the  grounds  that  she  had  received  it 
in  good  faith  and  to  require  repayment 
would  work  an  undue  hardship  on  her. 
In  this  connection,  it  may  be  noted  that 
the  award  proposed  by  the  present  meas- 
ure is  i>ased  on  the  difference  between 
the  aggregate  amount  of  the  erroneous 
insurance  payments  and  $5,000,  the  svun 
deemed  by  the  Congress  to  be  a  reason- 
able total  payment  in  the  light  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  case. 

It  appears  that,  even  if  she  were  de- 
pendent upon  her  son  for  support,  which 
she  was  not,  the  beneficiary  is  ineligible 
for  survivorship  benefits  under  laws  ad- 
ministered by  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion, because  such  benefits  are  denied  In 
cases  in  which  the  serviceman  died  while 
in  confinement,  regardless  of  whether  or 
not  his  death  was  incurred  In  line  of 
duty. 

The  only  question  presented  by  this 
case  is  whether  its  special  facts  warrant 
the  additional  relief  which  the  bill  would 
afford  the  beneficiary.  It  might  be  ar- 
gued that  such  relief  is  warranted  not 
only  because  the  beneficiary,  apart  from 
the  issue  of  dependency,  is  ineligible  for 
benefits  under  laws  administered  by  the 
Veterans'  Administration  even  though 
her  son  died  in  line  of  duty  but  also  be- 
cause neither  she  nor  her  son  was  ever 
spedlfically  notified  by  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration that  this  insurance  had 
lapsed.  Even  if  such  argiunents  were 
valid,  and  I  do  not  consider  that  they 
are.  I  still  believe  that  there  would  be 
no  Jiistificatlon  for  the  award  proposed 
here.  I  believe  that  any  equities  which 
might  have  existed  in  favor  of  the  bene- 
ficiary were  more  than  satisfied  when 
the  Vetei-ans'  Administration  waived  re- 


covery of  the  insurance  payments  erro- 
neous made  to  her. 

DWIGHT  D.  ElSENHOVfVR. 

Thk  Wktr  House,  September  1.  19 54. 


RAIXIGB  HILL,  R.  K.   6529 

H.  R.  6529.  I  am  withholding  my  ap- 
proval from  the  bill.  H.  R.  6529,  83d 
Congress,  an  act  for  the  relief  of  Raleigh 
Hill. 

The  bill  would  authorize  and  direct  the 
Administrator  of  Veterans'  AffaUs  to 
pay  the  proceeds  of  national  servioe  life 
insurance  of  Walter  H.  Nichols.  Jr..  to 
Raleigh  Hill,  uncle  of  the  insured  and 
designated  principal  beneficiary  of  such 
insurance. 

National  service  life  insurance  in  the 
amount  of  $10,000  matured  on  Apiil  8, 

1945.  the  date  of  death  in  service  of 
Walter  H.  Nichols,  Jr.  The  Veterans' 
Administration  denied  the  claim  of  his 
uncle.  Raleigh  Hill,  the  designated  prin- 
cipal beneficiary,  on  the  ground  that  he 
did  not  stand  in  loco  parentis  to  the  in- 
sured and  was  therefore  not  within  the 
permitted  classes  of  beneficiaries,  a  stat- 
utory requirement  applicable  to  national 
service  life  insurance  maturing  prior  to 
August  1.  1946.  The  correctness  otf  the 
Veterans'  Administration  determination 
under  the  applicable  law  Is  not  disputed. 

Favorable  action  appears  to  have  been 
predicated  on  a  belief  that  because  the 
restriction  concerning  the  permitted 
classes  of  beneficiaries  has  been  removed 
as  to  national  service  life  insurance  ma- 
turing on  and  after  August  1,  1946.  pay- 
ment should  be  made  to  an  ineligible 
beneficiai-y  in  this  case  involving  insur- 
ance which  matured  prior  to  August  1, 

1946.  and  further,  that  the  Government 
failed  to  advise  tlie  insured  properly  con- 
cerning classes  of  eligible  beneficiiiries. 
I  am  advised  that  the  latter  view  is  not 
supported  by  the  record.  As  to  the  form- 
er, a  similar  view  was  urged  in  support 
of  H.  R.  3733.  83d  Congress,  which  like- 
wise proposed  to  pay  an  ineligible  bene- 
ficiary the  proceeds  of  a  national  seavice 
life  insurance  policy.  In  my  message  of 
February  23.  1954.  returning  the  bill 
without  approval.  I  said  that  it  seemed 
t'^  me  irrelevant  and  unwise  to  accept  as 
justification  for  that  bill  the  fact  that 
the  inehgible  beneficiary  could  at  the 
time  of  the  me&sage  qualify  as  a  bene- 
ficiary under  existing  law  which  was  not 
made  retroactive.  My  view  has  not 
changed  and  applies  with  equal  force  to 
the  present  case. 

Furthermore,  approval  of  H.  R.  6529 
would  be  discriminatory  and  preceden- 
tial. I  am  advised  that  of  the  approxi- 
mately 3.600  claims  for  the  proceeds  of 
national  service  life  insurance  denied  by 
the  Veterans'  Administration  because  the 
claimants  were  not  within  the  classes  of 
beneficiaries  permitted  by  law,  it  is  esti- 
mated that  a  majority  were  cases  simi- 
lar to  Mr.  Hill's,  where  the  claimants 
had  been  designated  as  beneficiaries. 

As  stated  on  previous  occasions,  1  am 
opposed  to  setting  aside  the  principles 
and  rules  of  administration  prescribed 
in  the  general  law  relating  to  veter- 
ans' benefit  programs.  Uniformity  and 
equality  of  treatment  to  all  who  are 
similarly  situated  must  be  the  steadfast 
rule  if  the  Federal  programs  for  veterans 
and  theii-  beneficiaries  are  to  be  cpenated 


successfully.  Approval  of  H.  R.  6529 
would  not  be  in  keeping  with  these  prin- 
ciples. 

DwiGHT  D.  EXSEimOWZK. 

The  Wnm  House,  September  1.  1954. 

CARL   PIOWATY   AND   W.    J.   PIOWATY, 

H.  R.  lees 

H.  R.  1665.  I  have  withheld  my  ap- 
proval from  H.  R.  1665.  for  the  relief  of 
Carl  Piowaty  and  W.  J.  Piowatjr. 

This  bill  authorizes  and  directs  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  pay  to  Carl 
Piowaty  and  W.  J.  Piowaty  the  sum  of 
$4,450  in  full  settlement  of  their  claim 
against  the  United  States  for  war-crop 
advances  made  to  them  by  the  Regional 
Agricultural  Credit  Corporation  prior  to 
April  16,  1943. 

The  claims  of  the  United  States 
against  these  two  persons  and  their 
claims  against  the  United  States  have 
been  adjudicated  in  the  courts  where 
both  sides  were  afforded  an  opportunity 
to  present  all  pertinent  evidence  on  the 
issues  involved.  The  case  was  tried  be- 
fore a  jury  in  the  circuit  court  of  Orange 
County,  Fla..  on  May  22  and  23.  1947,  and 
a  judgment  was  obtained  against  both 
Carl  Piowaty  and  W.  J.  Piowaty  for  the 
full  amount  they  owed.  They  appealed 
the  verdict  to  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Florida  where  the  lower  courts  judg- 
ment was  sustained  on  February  13, 
1948.  Appeal  for  a  rehearing  was  there- 
after denied. 

In  1950,  W.  J.  Piowaty  and  his  wife  in- 
stituted an  action  in  the  circuit  court  of 
Orange  County.  Fla.,  seeking  a  declara- 
tory judgment  relieving  their  real  prop- 
erty from  the  lien  of  the  judgment. 
That  suit  was  dismissed  on  motion  of  the 
United  States.  In  1951.  suit  was  filed 
by  the  United  States  against  Carl  Pio- 
waty. W.  J.  Piowaty.  and  the  Qlobe  In- 
demnity Co.  on  the  bonds  which  were 
posted  when  the  appeal  was  taken  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Florida.  Carl  Pio- 
waty and  W.  J.  Piowaty  filed  an  an- 
swer in  that  suit,  but  on  motion  for  sum- 
mary judgment,  judgment  was  rendered 
against  all  the  defendants  in  favor  of 
the  United  States  on  October  29,  1952. 

In  the  light  of  this  history  of  repeated 
judicial  review,  I  cannot  agree  that  Carl 
Piowaty  and  W.  J.  Piowaty  should  be 
given  the  special  consideration  and  re- 
lief which  the  bill  would  provide. 

DwiGHT  D.  Eisenhower. 

The  White  House,  September  2.  1934. 

TRUST   ASSOCIATION   OF   H.    KEMPNER, 
H.  R.   951 

H.  R.  951.  I  have  withheld  my  ap- 
proval from  H.  R.  951,  for  the  relief  of 
the  Ti-ust  Association  of  H.  Kempner. 

This  bill  would  provide  an  indirect 
means  for  payment  of  approximately  $1 
million  by  the  United  States  for  cer- 
tain peacetime  commercial  losses  of  the 
Kempner  Trust  Association.  To  accom- 
plish this  purpose  the  bill  would  require 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  determine  the 
amount  that  the  trust  association  lost 
as  a  result  of  cotton  sales  made  to  cer- 
tain private  business  firms  In  Germany 
during  1923  and  1924.  The  bill  would 
then  require  that  the  Court  of  Claims  de- 
termine how  much  of  the  property  seized 
during  World  War  I  by  the  United  States 
from  a  German  firm  wholly  unconnected 


195^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


15569 


with  Kempner  or  the  cotton  sales.  Oer- 
mann  ii  Co.,  had  been  lost  through  im- 
proper administration  by  the  Alien  Prop- 
erty Custodian.  The  determined  amount 
of  the  loss  of  the  Germsnn  k  Co.  vested 
property  would  be  then  withdrawn  from 
the  war  claims  fimd  and  used  to  com- 
pensate the  Kempner  Trust  Association 
to  the  extent  of  Its  loss. 

Following  World  War  I  the  Kempner 
Trust  Association  through  subsidiary 
corporations  entered  Into  contracts  for 
the  sale  of  cotton  with  a  niunber  of 
German  textile  manufacturers  for  fu- 
ture delivery.  A  fall  in  cotton  prices  be- 
fore delivery  led  the  German  firms  to 
breach  their  contracts  with  the  associa- 
tion. The  amounts  payable  by  the  Ger- 
man debtors  on  account  of  the  breaches 
of  contract,  as  determined  by  judgments 
am'  .legotiated  settlements,  could  not  be 
paid  through  the  subsequent  period  be- 
fore World  War  II  because  of  German 
foreign  exchange  controls,  and.  as  a  re- 
sult, the  trust  association  lost  money 
on  the  transactions.  Ttiese  losses  would 
be  paid  by  the  United  States  if  this  bill 
were  enacted  although  it  is  clear  that 
the  United  States  bears  no  moral  or  legal 
liability  for  the  transactions  which  re- 
sulted in  the  losses  in  question. 

Moreover,  the  method  of  payment  pro- 
posed by  the  bill  raises  serious  questions 
of  propriety.  The  matter  involving  Ger- 
mann  ti  Co.  has  no  relationship  to  the 
claim  which  the  Kempner  Trust  Asso- 
ciation seeks  to  have  paid.  During  World 
War  I  the  Alien  Property  Custodian  had 
seized  the  property  of  Germann  &  Co., 
a  firm  in  the  Philippines,  as  enemy  prop- 
erty. When  the  property  was  returned 
to  Germann  ti  Co..  following  enactment 
of  legislation  authorizing  return  of 
seized  property  after  World  War  I.  it  was 
claimed  that  the  firm's  assets  had  been 
depleted  by  approximately  $1  million 
during  the  period  of  its  administration 
by  the  Alien  Property  Custodian  through 
allegedly  improper  pajmients.  The 
Treaty  of  Berhn  which  terminated  World 
War  I  between  the  United  States  and 
Germany,  however,  precludes  Germann 
&  Co.  from  asserting  any  claim  against 
the  United  States  on  account  of  the 
seizure  of  its  property  or  any  losses  dur- 
ing the  period  it  was  held  by  the  United 
States.  There  is,  thei'efore.  no  valid 
claim  to  be  asserted  by  Germann  L  Co. 
as  the  basis  for  the  proposed  determina- 
tion by  the  Court  of  Claims.  Even  if  such 
a  claim  existed,  however,  the  proposed 
payment  of  its  proceeds  to  the  Kempner 
Trust  Association  instead  of  to  Germann 
&  Co.  would  not  appear  to  be  a  proper 
disposition  of  the  rights  of  the  latter 
company. 

Furthermore,  the  bill  confers  upon  the 
United  States  Court  of  Claims  jurisdic- 
tion to  sit  in  judgment  upon  the  acts  of 
the  former  German  Government  with 
respect  to  acts  committed  in  Germany. 
I  am  informed  that  this  would  be  con- 
trary to  a  well -recognized  principle  of 
international  law  and  practice. 

For  these  reasons,  the  purpose  and 
method  of  payment  would  not  appear 
justified.  Moreover,  enactment  of  this 
bill  would  establish  an  undesirable  prec- 
edent for  the  assumption  by  the  United 
States  for  the  commercial  losses  of  Amer- 
ican citizens,  even  where  no  governmen- 
tal sponsorship  of  the  commercial  ven- 


ture appeared.  It  would  also  set  an  un- 
desirable precedent  for  the  use  of  the 
German  and  Japanese  assets  vested  dur- 
ing World  War  n  for  commercial  losses 
suffered  during  peacetime  in  Ueu  of  their 
present  use  through  the  war  claims  fund 
as  the  source  of  payment  of  the  wartime 
personal  injury  damages  suffered  by 
American  nationals. 

Accordingly,  I  am  constrained  to  with- 
hold my  approval  from  the  bill. 

DwiCHT  D.  Eisenhower. 

The  White  House,  September  3. 1954. 

SANITARY   district  OF  CHICAGO.  H.  R.   3300 

H.  R  3300.  I  have  withheld  my  ap- 
proval of  H.  R.  3300.  to  authorize  the 
State  of  Illinois  and  the  Sanitaiy  Dis- 
trict of  Chicago,  under  the  direction  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  to  help  con- 
trol the  lake  level  of  Lake  Michigan  by 
diverting  water  from  Lake  Michigan  into 
the  Illinois  Waterway. 

The  bill  would  authorize  the  State  of 
Illinois  and  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chi- 
cago, under  the  supervision  and  direc- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  to 
withdraw  from  Lake  Michigan,  in  addi- 
tion to  all  domestic  pumpage,  a  total  an- 
nual average  of  2,500  cubic  feet  of  water 
per  second  into  the  Illinois  Waterway 
for  a  period  of  3  years.  This  diversion 
would  be  1,000  cubic  feet  per  second  more 
than  is  presently  permitted  under  a  de- 
cree of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  dated  April  21,  1930.  The  bill 
also  would  direct  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  to  study  the  effect  in  the  improve- 
ment in  conditions  in  the  Illinois  Water- 
way by  reason  of  the  increased  diversion, 
and  to  report  to  the  Congress  as  to  the 
results  of  the  study  on  or  before  January 
31,  1957.  with  his  recommendations  as 
to  continuance  of  the  increased  diver- 
sion authorized. 

The  bill  specifies  that  the  diversion 
would  be  authorized  in  order  to  regulate 
and  promote  commerce,  to  protect,  im- 
prove, and  promote  navigation  in  the 
Illinois  Waterway  and  Mississippi  Val- 
ley, to  help  control  the  lake  level,  to  af- 
ford protection  to  property  and  shores 
along  the  Great  Lakes,  and  to  provide 
for  a  navigable  Illinois  Waterway.  No 
mention  is  made  of  possible  improve- 
ment of  sanitary  conditions  or  increase 
in  hydroelectric  power  generation  on  the 
waterway. 

I  am  unable  to  approve  the  bill  because 
(1)  existing  diversions  are  adequate  for 
navigation  on  the  Illinois  Waterway  and 
Mississippi  River.  <2)  all  methods  of 
control  of  lake  levels  and  protection  of 
proiierty  on  the  Great  Lakes  should  be 
considered  before  arbitrarily  proceeding 
with  the  proposed  increased  diversion. 
(3)  the  diversions  are  authorized  with- 
out reference  to  negotiations  with  Can- 
ada, and  (4)  the  legitimate  interests  of 
other  States  affected  by  the  diversion 
may  be  adversely  affected.  I  wish  to 
comment  briefiy  on  each  of  these  points. 

I  understand  that  waterborne  traffic 
on  the  Illinois  Waterway  has  grown  in 
the  last  20  years  from  200.000  tons  to 
16  million  tons  annually.  The  Corps  of 
Engineers  advises,  however,  that  the  ex- 
isting diversions  of  water  are  adequate 
for  navigation  purposes  in  the  Illinois 
Waterway  and  the  Mississippi  River. 
Surveys  are  now  underway  by  the  In- 


ternational Joint  Commission  and  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  to  determine  the  best 
methods  of  obtaining  improved  control 
of  the  levels  of  the  Great  Lakes  and  of 
preventing  recurrence  of  damage  along 
their  shores.  Reasonable  opportunity 
to  complete  these  surveys  should  be  af- 
forded before  legislative  action  Is  under- 
taken. 

The  diversion  of  waters  Into  and  out 
of  the  Great  Lakes  has  historically  been 
the  subject  of  negotiations  with  Canada. 
To  proceed  unilaterally  in  the  manner 
proposed  in  H.  R.  3300  is  not  wise  policy. 
It  would  be  the  kind  of  action  to  which 
we  would  object  if  taken  by  one  of  our 
neighbors.  The  Canadian  Government 
protested  the  proposed  authorization 
when  it  was  under  consideration  by  tho 
Congress,  and  has  continued  Its  objec- 
tion to  this  bill  in  a  note  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  dated  August  24. 1954.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  additional  diver- 
sion is  not  of  such  national  importance 
as  to  justify  action  without  regard  to 
the  views  of  Canada. 

Finally,  as  is  clear  from  the  report  of 
the  Senate  committee,  a  major  purpose 
of  the  proposal  to  divert  additional  water 
from  Lake  Michigan  into  the  Illinois 
waterway  is  to  determine  whether  the  in- 
creased flow  will  improve  existing  ad- 
verse sanitation  conditions.  The  waters 
of  Lake  Michigan  are  interstate  in  char- 
acter. It  would  seem  to  me  that  a  di- 
version for  the  purpMjses  of  one  State 
alone  should  be  authorized  only  after 
general  agreement  has  been  reached 
among  all  the  affected  States.  Offlcials 
of  several  States  adjoining  the  Great 
Lakes,  other  than  Illinois,  have  protested 
approval  of  the  bill  as  being  contrary  to 
their  interests  and  not  in  accord  with 
the  diversion  authorized  under  the  1930 
decree  of  the  Supreme  Court.  Under  all 
of  these  circumstances.  I  have  felt  that 
the  bill  should  not  be  approved. 

DwiGHT  D.  Eisenhower. 

The  White  House,  September  3. 1954. 


FEDERAL  FOOD,  DRUG.  AND  COSMETIC   ACT, 
H.  R.  9728 

H.  R.  9728.  I  have  withheld  my  ap- 
proval from  H.  R.  9728,  to  revise,  codify, 
and  enact  into  law.  title  21  of  the  United 
States  Code,  entitled  "Food,  Drugs,  and 
Cosmetics." 

The  legislative  history  of  this  meas- 
ure indicates  that  it  was  enacted  in  the 
view  that  existing  law  would  not  be  sub- 
stantially changed  by  the  bill  or  that  no 
changes  in  existing  law  would  be  made 
which  would  not  meet  with  substantially 
unanimous  approval. 

Notwithstanding  this,  the  bill  makes 
one  very  important  substantive  change 
and  casts  serious  doubts  on  the  status 
and  interpretation  of  other  statutory 
provisions.  The  most  important  change 
is  the  deletion  from  the  multiple  seizure 
powers  of  the  present  law  the  authority 
which  the  Pood  and  Drug  Administra- 
tion has  had  for  a  number  of  years  to 
make  more  than  one  seizure  of  food. 
drugs,  and  cosmetics,  where  they  bear 
identical  labeling  which  is  believed 
fraudulent  or  so  materially  misleading 
as  to  injure  or  damage  the  purchaser 
or  consumer.  In  the  cases  subil«ct  to 
removal  of  authority  made  by  U»  biU. 
the     Food    and     Dn^     AdBunistratKm 


- 1  •:■. 


m 


itmm 


•5fl 


-^ 


^*>1 


;  -^^^    ' 


r^ 


15570 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  ^  HOUSE 


August  20 


'V. 


m 


irould  be  aUe  to  8ei«  only  one  shipment 
of  the  articles  beUeved  to  be  so  nds- 
branded.  Such  a  limitation  would  make 
It  poesibie  for  fraud  and  material  decep- 
tion to  i^ontlmie  unabated  until  the 
▼aUditjr  ot  the  labeling  involved  in  the 
seisure  case  Is  definitely  settled  by  the 
courts. 

The  enactment  also  contains  a  new 
substantive  provision  affecting  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  poBDietic  Act,  the  meaning  of  which 
is  v:eaT.  uncertain,  namely,  that  the  Ad- 
ministrative Procedure  Act  "shall  con- 
tinue to  apply  to  all  activities  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration."  The 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  already 
apjdles  to  both  rulemaking  and  adjudica- 
tion under  this  regulator  statute,  as  it 
does  to  other  acts  of  Congress  not  ex- 
pressly excepted.  The  Federal  courts,  I 
am  informed,  have  discussed  on  several 
occasions  the  relationship  of  these  two 
enactments.  The  new  language,  unless 
it  should  be  regarded  as  mere  surplusage, 
might  be  held  to  effect  basic  changes  in 
existing  procedures,  thereby  placing  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  under  re- 
quirements not  applicable  to  any  other 
Federal  agency.  Such  a  change  in  the 
scope  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  should  not  be  adopted  without  full 
consideration. 

The  Interest  of  the  consumer  public 
Is  the  principal  objective  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act.  I  be- 
lieve that  substantive  changes  which  may 
seriously  affect  the  administration  of  this 
law  should  not  be  placed  in  the  stat- 
ute books  without  extending  to  the  re- 
sponsible enforcement  agency,  the  great 
industries  affected,  and  the  consiuner 
public,  the  full  opportunities  for  hearing 
and  discussion  afforded  by  the  usual  op- 
eration of  the  legislative  process  both  in 
the  committees  and  in  both  Houses  of 
the  Congress. 

Finally,  the  enactment,  through  over- 
sight, may  nullify  the  provisions  of  leg- 
islation relating  to  the  importation  of 
animals  and  poultry  into  the  Virgin  Is- 
lands, approved  on  July  22  of  this  year 
(PubUc  IjBW  517).  The  enrolled  meas- 
ure apparently  does  not  take  into  con- 
sideration the  amendments  to  the  Or- 
ganic Act  of  the  Virgin  Islands  which 
were  made  by  that  act.  Here  again  the 
adverse  effects  would  be  serious. 

DWIGHT  D.  ElSXNHOWXR. 

The  Whitx  House,  September  3. 1954. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  executive 
commiuiications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1847.  A  letter  from  the  AaslAtant  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  bUI  entitled  "A  bUl  to  amend 
■ectlon  83  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of 
June  3.  1918  (39  Stat.  198),  as  amended  (33 
V.  8.  C.  1946  ed.,  aec.  4c),  to  include  Amer- 
ican Samoa,  Guam,  and  the  Virgin  Islands": 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  SerTices. 

1848.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency,  transmitting  the  annual  report  of 
the  Com|»troUer  of  the  Currency  for  the  year 
1953.  pursuant  to  section  333  of  the  United 
States  Revised  Statutes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

1849.  A  letter  from  the  Director,  A^^cul- 
tural  Credit  Serrlees,  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, transmitting  reports  showing  the  names 
Of  all  persons  against  whom  clsims  in  excess 


of  (IXMO  have  been  compromised  duriag  the 
fiscal  year  1954.  pursuant  to  section  4l  (g) 
(4)  of  the  Farmers'  Home  Administration  Act 
of  1948.  Public  Law  731.'  79th  Congreaa;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

1850.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the. Chief 
oi  Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army,  dated 
January  23,  1953,  submitting  a  report,  to- 
gether wkth  accompanying  papers  aad  an 
lUustratlon.  on  a  review  of  reports  on  Deni- 
son  Reservoir.  Red  River,  Tex.,  and  Okla..  with 
a  view  to  determining  whether  any  modi- 
fication of  the  recommendations  contained 
therein  is  advisable  at  this  time,  partic- 
ularly with  reference  to  crossing  over  Lake 
Texoma  at  the  Willis  site.  This  Investiga- 
tion was  requestf^d  by  resolutions  otf  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works.  House  of  Bepre- 
sentatives,  and  the  Committee  on  |»ublic 
Works,  United  States  Senate,  adopted  on 
AprU  21,  1950,  and  August  18,  1949.  respec- 
tively (H.  Doc.  No.  496);  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1851.  A  lettei  from  the  Secretary  <if  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army,  dated 
AprU  15,  1964,  submitting  an  interim  neper t, 
together  with  accompanying  papers  and  an 
Illustration  on  a  survey  of  Truckee  River  and 
tributaries,  California  and  Nevada,  coTerlng 
only  the  Immediate  flood  problems  on 
Truckee  River.  This  report  Is  submitted  Under 
the  authority  for  a  preliminary  examination 
and  surrey  of  Truckee  River  and  tributaries. 
In  California  and  Nevada,  authorized  by  the 
Rood  Control  Act  approved  on  June  23,  1938 
(H.  Doc.  No.  497);  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1862.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers.  Department  of  the  Army,  dated 
May  28,  1954,  submitting  an  interim  report. 
together  with  accompanying  papers  attd  an 
illustration,  on  a  survey  of  Richland, 
Chambers,  and  Cedar  Creeks.  Tex.  This  in- 
terim report  is  submitted  in  response  to 
resolutions  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and 
Harbors,  House  of  Representatives,  adopted 
on  March  31,  1944,  and  February  28,  1945, 
requesting  a  review  of  reports  on  TYinity 
River  and  tributaries,  Texas  (H.  Doc.  No. 
498) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

1853.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  o(f  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army,  dated 
February  19.  1954,  submitting  a  report,  to- 
gether with  accompanying  papers  and  an 
illustration  on  a  review  of  reports  on,  and 
preliminary  examinations  and  surveys  of 
White  River  and  tributaries,  Missouri  and 
Arkansas,  made  pursuant  to  several  congres- 
sional authorizations  listed  in  the  report.  It 
is  also  submitted  in  response  to  preliminary 
examinations  and  surveys  of  White  River, 
Ark.,  and  Black  River,  Mo.  and  Ark.,  au- 
thorized by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  ap- 
proved August  30,  1935.  and  the  Flood  Con- 
trol Act  approved  June  28,  1938,  respectively 
(H.  Doe.  No.  499;i;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1854.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army,  dated 
June  7,  1954,  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanyinK  papers  and  an  illustra- 
tion, on  a  review  of  reports  on  Saginaw  River. 
Mich.,  requested  by  a  resolution  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works,  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, adopted  on  August  17,  194J  (H. 
Doc,  No.  600);  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1865.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army,  fiated 
April  8,  1954,  submitting  an  Interim  rsport, 
together  with  accompanying  papers  and  Il- 
lustrations, on  a  preliminary  examination 
and  survey  of  harbors  In  Alaska,  wtth  a 
▼lew  to  determining  the  advisability  of  im- 
provements la  the  Interest  of  navigation, 
flood  control,  hydroelectric  power,  and  re- 


lated water  uses,  authorized  by  the  Flood 
Control  Act.  approved  on  June  30,  1948.  It 
Is  also  submitted  in  final  response  to  a  num- 
ber of  other  congressional  authorizations 
listed  In  the  report  (H.  Doc.  No.  601);  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUB- 
LIC BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm,  reports 
of  committees  were  delivered  to  the 
Clerk  for  printing  and  reference  to  the 
proper  calendar,  as  follows: 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts:  Commit- 
tee on  Veterans'  Affairs.  H.  R.  9171,  A  bill  to 
provide  additional  time  to  disabled  veterans 
for  filing  application  for  asslstanoe  In  pur- 
chasing an  automobile  or  other  conveyance 
and  to  make  such  a.ssistance  available  to 
certain  disabled  persons  who  have  not  been 
separated  from  the  active  service;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2676).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON:  Committee  On  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce.  A  report  pur- 
suant to  House  Resolution  127,  relating  to 
the  work  of  the  committee;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2678).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York:  Committee  of  Con- 
ference. H.  R.  9366.  A  bill  to  amend  the 
Social  Security  Act  and  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  so  as  to  extend  coverage  under  the  old- 
age  and  survivors  Insurance  program,  in- 
crease the  benefits  payable  thereunder,  pre- 
serve the  insurance  rights  of  disabled  indivi- 
duals, and  Increase  the  amount  of  earnings 
permitted  without  loss  of  benefits,  and  for 
other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2679).    Ordered  to  be  printed. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PRI- 
VATE BELLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm.  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  CHerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  JONAS  of  Illinois:  Committee  of  Con- 
ference. H.  R.  7886.  A  bill  for  th*  relief  of 
Mrs.  Cecil  Norton  Broy;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2677) .    Ordered  to  be  printed. 


PUBLIC  BELLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  4  of  rule  XXII, 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Massachusetts  latroduced 
a  bill  (H.  R.  10286)  to  amend  section  1717  of 
title  18  of  the  United  States  Code,  so  as  to 
make  nonmailable  certain  defamatory  and 
other  matter,  which  was  referred  tO;the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXll,  private 

bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 

severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON: 
H.  R.  10287.  A  bill  for  the  relief  at  Kazuko 

Iwata    Rauscb;    to    the    Committee    on    the 

Judiciary.  i 

By  Mr.  HILLINGS:  | 

H.  R.  10288.    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  J.  Ross 

Reed,  Jr;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

1146.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the 
President.  House  of  Representatives.  Monte- 
video, Uruguay,  pietitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  Guate- 
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malan  situation  and  express.ng  its  solidarity 
and  friendship  to  cooperate  with  its  sister 
nation,  and  so  forth;  to  th<2  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

1147.  Also,  petition  of  Henri  Bonnet.  Am- 
bassador of  Prance  to  the  United  States, 
Washington,  D.  C.  petitioning  consideration 
of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  express- 
ing sincere  and  heartfelt  condolences  on  the 
occasion  of  the  death  of  Repiresentatlve  Paul 
W.  Shafer;  to  the  Committee  on  House 
Administration. 


REGULATION  OF  LOBBYINO  ACT 

In  compliance  with  Public  Law  601, 
79th  Congress,  title  HI,  Regulation  of 
Lobbying  Act.  section  308  (b) ,  which  pro- 
vides as  follows: 

(b)  All  Information  required  to  be  filed 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  with  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  shall  be  compiled 
by  said  Clerk  and  Secretary,  acting  Jointly, 

QUARTERLY  REPORTS  I 


as  soon  as  practicable  after  the  close  of  the 
calendar  quarter  with  respect  to  which  such 
Information  la  filed  and  shall  be  printed  In 
the  CoNCBXssioN&i,  Racoao. 

The  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
jointly  submit  their  report  of  the  com- 
pilation required  by  said  law  and  have 
included  all  registrations  and  quarterly 
reports  received  for  the  second  calendar 
quarter  of  1954. 


The  following  quarterly  reports  were  submitted  for  the  second  calendar  quarter  1954: 

(Note. — The  form  used  for  reports  is  produced  below.  In  the  interest  of  economy  questions  are  not  repeated  only  the 
answers  are  printed  and  are  indicated  by  their  respective  letter  and  number.  Also  for  economy  in  the  Record,  lengthy  answers 
are  abridged.) 

File  two  copies  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  file  three  copies  with  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

This  page  (page  1)  is  designed  to  supply  identifying  data:  and  page  2  (on  the  back  of  this  page)  deals  with  financial  data. 

Place  an  "X"  below  the  appropriate  letter  or  figure  in  the  box  at  the  right  of  the  "Report"  heading  below: 

"Preliminary"  Report  ."Registration")  :  To  "register."  place  an  "X"  below  the  letter  "P"  and  fill  oat  page  1  only. 

"QUARTERLY"  RrPOBT :  T3  indicate  which  one  of  the  four  calendar  quarters  is  covered  by  this  Report,  place  an  "X"  below  the  appropriate 
figure.  Fill  out  both  page  1  and  page  2  and  as  many  additional  pages  as  may  be  required.  The  first  additional  page  should  be 
numbered  as  page  "3."  and  the  rest  of  such  pages  should  be  "4."  "5."  "6."  etc.  Preparation  and  fiUng  in  accordance  with  inatruc- 
tlons  will  accomplish  compliance  with  all  quarterly  reporting  requirements  of  the  Act. 


Year:    19 


REPORT 
Pvjlsvakt  to  Federal  Regulation  or  Lobbying 


Act 


p 

quarter                 1 

1st 

2d 

Sd 

4th 

(Mark  one  square  only) 

Note  on  Item  "A". — (a'    In  General:  This  "Report"  form  may  be  used  by  either  an  organization  or  an  Individual,  as  follows: 

(I)  "Employee". — To  fil*  as  an  "employee,"  state  In  Item  "B"  the  name,  address,  and  nature  of  business  of  the  "employer."  (If  the 
"employee"  is  a  firm  [such  as  a  law  firm  or  public  relations  firm],  partners  and  salaried  staff  members  of  such  firm  may  join  In  filing  a 
RcjKirt  as  an  "employee.") 

(il)    "Employer" . — To  fi:e  as  an  "employer,"  write  "None"  as  answer  to  Item  "B." 

(b)    Separate  Reports.— An  agent  or  employee  should  not  attempt  to  combine  his  Report  with  the  employer's  Report. 
(i)    Employers  subject  to  the  Act  must  file  separate  Reports  and  are  not  relieved  of  this  requirement  merely  because  Reports  are  filed 
by  their  agents  or  employee*.. 

( II )  Employees  subject  :x>  the  Act  must  file  separate  Reports  and  are  not  relieved  of  this  requirement  merely  because  Reports  are  filed 
by  their  employers,  ,  ;  ^ 


-^1 


Organization  oa  Individual  Filing. — (1)   State  name,  address,  and  nature  of  business; 
of  agents  or  employees  who  will  file  Reports  for  this  Quarter. 


(2)  if  this  Report  Is  for  an  Employer,  list  names 


Note  on  Item  "B". — Rejwrts  hy  Agents  or  Employeex.  An  employee  is  to  file,  each  quarter,  as  many  Reports  as  he  has  employers:  except 
that:  (a)  If  a  particular  urdertaking  is  Jointly  financed  by  a  group  of  employers,  the  group  Is  to  be  considered  as  one  employer,  but  tUl 
members  of  the  group  are  to  be  named,  and  the  contribution  of  each  member  Is  to  be  sf)ecifled;  (b)  If  the  work  Is  done  In  the  interest  of 
one  person  but  payment  therefor  Is  made  by  another,  a  single  Report — naming  both  persons  as  "employers" — is  to  be  filed  each  quarter. 

B    Employer. — State  name,  address,  and  nature  of  business.     If  there  Is  no  employer,  write  "None."  -- 


r#'ii»i 


Note  on  Item  "C". — (a]  The  expression  "In  connection  with  legislative  Interests,"  as  used  In  this  Report,  means  "in  connection  with 
attempting,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  influence  the  passage  or  defeat  of  legislation."  "The  term  'legislation'  means  bills,  resolutions,  amend- 
ments, nominations,  and  other  matters  pending  or  proposed  In  either  House  of  Congress,  and  includes  any  other  matter  which  may  be  the 
subject  of  action  by  either  House" — Section  302  (e). 

(b)  Before  undertaking:  any  activities  In  connection  with  legislative  Interests,  organizations  and  Individuals  subject  to  the  Lobbying 
Act  are  required  to  file  a  "Preliminary"  Report  (Registration). 

(r)  After  beginning  such  activities,  they  must  file  a  "Quarterly"  Report  at  the  end  of  each  calendar  quarter  in  which  they  have  either 
received  or  expended  anything  of  value  In  connection  with  legislative  interests. 


C.  Legislative  Interests,  and  Publications  In  connection  therewith: 


1.  State  approximately  how  long  legisla- 
tive interests  are  to  cominue.  If  receipts 
and  expenditures  in  connection  with  leg- 
islative interests  have  terminated,  place 
C  an  "X"  In  the  box  at  the  left,  so  that 
this  Office  wiU  no  longer  expect  to  receive 
Repxjrts. 


2.  State  the  general  legislative  Interests  of 
the  person  filing  and  set  forth  the  specific 
legislative  Interests  by  reciting:  (a)  Short 
titles  of  statutes  and  bills;  (b)  House  and 
Senate  numbers  of  bills,  where  known;  (c) 
citations  of  statutes,  where  known;  (d) 
whether  for  or  against  such  statutes  and 
bills. 


3.  In  the  case  of  those  publications  which 
the  person  filing  has  caused  to  be  issued 
or  distributed,  in  connection  with  legislative 
interests,  set  forth:  (a)  description;  (b) 
quantity  distributed,  (c)  date  of  distribution, 
(d)  name  of  printer  or  publisher  (if  publica- 
tions were  paid  for  by  person  flUng)  or  name 
of  donor  (if  publications  were  received  as  a 
gift). 


(Answer  Items  1.  2,  and  3  in  the  space  below.    Attach  additicmal  pages  if  more  space  is  needed.) 

//  this  Is  a  "Preliminary"  Report  (Registration)  rather  than  a  "Quarterly"  Report,  state  below  what  the  nature  and  amount  of  antici- 
pated expenses  will  be;  and  If  for  an  agent  or  employee,  state  also  what  the  dally,  monthly,  or  annual  rate  of  compensation  Is  to  be. 
//  this  is  a  "Quarterly  '  Report,  disregard  this  Item  "C  4"  and  fill  out  Items  "D"  and.  "E"  on  the  t>ack  of  this  page.  Do  not  attempt  to 
combine  a  "Preliminary"  Report  (Registration)  with  a  "Quarterly"  Report. 


AFFIDAVIT 

(Omitted  In  printing] 
PAGE  1 
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Wo™  OK  iTM  "D."— (a)  /»  Genera.  The  term  "contribution"  Includes  mnything  tyf  value.  When  an  organization  or  Individual  uaea 
printed  or  dapUcated  matter  in  »  oampidgn  attempting  to  Innuence  legislation,  money  received  by  such  organization  or  Individual— for 
•uch  inrlntcd  or  dupUeatcd  matter— la  a  "contribution.-  "The  term  'contribution'  includes  a  gift,  subscription,  loan  advance  ar  denoaU 
of  money,  or  anything  of  value,  and  imdudes  a  contract,  promlae,  or  agreement,  whether  or  not  legally  enforceable,  to  make  a  contribution^ 
Sactlon  303  <a)  of  the  Lobbying  Act.  vu  wju 

(5)  If  TBm  Rxpost  Is  roa  am  Kmplotd.— (1)  In  General.  Item  "D"  Is  designed  for  the  reporting  of  all  receipts  from' which  exoendU 
turea  are  made,  or  will  be  made,  in  accordance  with  legislative  Interests.  *-        «>  y  w    ^^  c^jjcuai 

(11)  MeotipU  of  Biuineaa  Firms  an*  Individuals.— A  business  firm  (or  individual)  which  is  subject  to  the  Lobbying  Act  bv  reason  of 
expenditure*  which  it  makes  in  attempting  to  Influence  legislation— but  which  has  oo  funds  to  expend  except  those  which  are  avaUable 
In  the  ordinary  course  of  opea^tlng  a  business  not  connected  In  any  way  with  the  Influencing  of  legislation— will  have  no  receipts  to  reoort 
even  though  it  does  have  expenditures  to  report.  ^  ^i^fui  w 

(ill)  Receiffta  of  Multipurpose  Organizations.— Some  organizations  do  not  receive  any  funds  which  are  to  be  expended  solelv  for  thi. 
purpose  of  attempting  to  Influence  legislation.  Such  M-ganlzatlons  make  such  expenditures  out  of  a  general  fund  raised  bv  dues  asse^ 
ments,  ot  other  contributions.  The  percentage  of  the  general  fund  which  is  used  for  such  expenditures  indicates  the  percentaee  of  dues 
assessments,  or  other  contributions  which  may  be  considered  to  have  been  paid  for  that  purpose.  Therefore  in  reportine  receiots  such 
organlaatlons  may  specify  what  that  percentage  1;!,  and  report  their  dues,  assessments,  and  other  contributions  on  that  basis  However 
each  contributor  of  $500  or  more  Is  to  be  Usted.  regardless  of  whether  the  contribution  was  made  solelv  for  leelslative  purooses  >^"'^''"' 

(c)   I»  This  Report  Is  fob  an  Agent  ox  Employee.— (1)    In  General.    In  the  case  of  many  employees,  all  receiots  will  come  under  It#.m« 

-D  5"  (received  for  services)  and  "D  12"  (expense  money  and  reimbursements).    In  the  absence  of  a  clear  statement  toThec^tra.?™ 
'"*  }T,.^V^^  **"^^°*"^K"'!?^°y.*5c?«*°  reimburse  you  for  all  expenditures  which  you  make  in  connection  with  legislative  Interlste 

(11)   Employer  as  Contributor  of  $500  or  More.— When  your  contribution  from  your  employer  (In  the  form  of  salarv   fee  '"i^rcsw. 

to  »600  or  more.  It  Is  not  necessary  to  report  such  contribution  under  "D  13'  and  "D  14."  since  the  amount  has  alreadv' 
under  "D  5,"  and  the  name  of  the  "employer"  has  been  given  under  Item  -B"  on  page  1  of  this  report 


etc,)  amounts 
been,  reported 


D.  Receipts  (Including  CoNTKiBxrriONs  anb  Loans)  : 

Fill  in  every  blank.    If  .the  answer  to  any  numbered  Item  is 

Receipts  (other  than  loans) 

1.  a Dues  and  assessments 

2.  $ Gifts  of  money  or  anything  of  value 

S.  i Printed  or  duplicated  matter  received  as  a  gift 

4.  $ Receipts  from  sale  of  printed  or  duplicated  matter 


B. 

6. 

7. 
8. 


$ Received  for  services  (e,  g.,  salary,  fee,  etc.) 

9 Total  for  this  Quarter  (Add  Items  "1"  through  "5"') 

• Received  during  previous  Quarters  of  calendar  year 

$ Total  from  Jan.  1  through  this  Quarter    (Add  "6" 

and  "7") 


'None,"  write  "None*'  in  the  space  following  the  number. 

Contributors  Of  $500  or  more 

(from  Jan.  1  through  this  Quarter) 

13.  Have  there  been  such  contributors' 

Please  answer  "yes"  or  "no": 

14 


Loans  Received 

"The  term  'contribution'  Includes  a  .  .  .  loan  .  .  .* — Sec.  302 
9.  • Total  now  owed  to  others  on  account  of  loans 

10.  • BorrDwed  from  ethers  during  this  Quarter 

11.  $ Repaid  to  others  during  this  Quarter 


(a). 


.  In  the  case  of  each  contributor  whose  contributions  (Including 
loans)  during  the  "period"  from  January  1  throu^  the  last 
days  of  this  Quarter  total  $500  or  more: 

Attach  hereto  plain  sheets  of  paper,  approximately  the  size  of  this 
page,  tabulate  data  under  the  headings  "Amount"  and  "Name  and 
Address  of  Contributor";  and  indicate  whether  the  last  Cay  of  the 
period  is  March  31.  June  30.  September  30.  or  December  31  Prepare 
such  tabulation  in  accordance  with  the  following  example: 
Amount 


Niame  and  Address  of  Contributor 

("Period"  from  Jan    1  through  _. 

$1,500.00     John  Doe,  1621  Blank  Bldg.,  New  York' NY         * 

$1,785.00     The  Roe  Corporation,  2511  Doe  Bldg.,  Chicago  111 


19. 


.) 


12.  $ "Expense  money" 

Quarter 


and  Reim1|>ursements  received  this 


$3,285.00     Total 


Note  on  Itim  "E".— (a)  In  General.  'The  term  'expenditure'  includes  a  payment,  distribution,  loan,  advance  deposit  or  eift  of  moneT 
or  anything  of  value,  and  Includes  a  contract,  promise,  or  agreement,  whether  or  not  legally  enforceable,  to  make  an  expenditure"— Section 
c302  (b)  of  the  Lobbying  Act. 

..  ,    ^^^  J',,T"®.^^"  ^  '°*  *^  AoiNT  OR  Emflotm.    In  the  case  of  many  employees,  all  expendltiires  will  come  under  telephone  and 
telegraph  (Item  "K  6")  and  travel,  food,  lodging,  and  entertainment  (Item  "E  7").      ,  ^ic^Byne  ana 

E.  ExPiNomnos  (Including  Loams)  in  connection  with  legislative  interests:  ' 


Pill  in  every  blank.    If  the  answer  to  any  numbered  item  la  "None, 
Expenditures  (other  than  loans)  _ 

1.  • Public  relations  and  advertising  services 

2.  $ Wages,  salaries,  fees,  commissions  (other  than  Item 

"1") 

t.  • — Gifts  or  contributions  made  during  Quarter 

4.  $ Printed  or  duplicated  matter,  including  distribution 

cost 
B.  • OOce  overhead  (rent,  supplies,  utilltlea,  etc.) 

6.  $ Telephone  and  telegraph 

7.  $ Travel,  food,  lodging,  and  entertainment 


"  write  "None"  In  the  spaces  following  the  number. 
Loans  Made  te  Others 


"The  term  'cjcpenditure'  Includes  a  .  .  .  loan  , 

12.  $ Total  now  owed  to  person  Ollng 

13.  $ Lent  to  others  during  this  Quarter 

14.  $ Repayment  received  during  this  Quarter 


."—Sec.  302  (b). 


15 


8.  • All  Other  expendlturea 


Recipienta  of  Expenditures  of  $10  or  More 

In  the  case  of  expenditures  made  during  this  Quarter  by  or 
on  behalf  of  the  person  filing:  Attach  plain  sheeto  of  paper 
approximately  the  size  of  this  page  and  tabulate  data  as  to 
expenditures  under  the  following  heading:  "Amount."  "Date 
or  Dates,"  "Name  and  Address  of  Recipient,"  "Piirpoae."  Pre- 
pare such  tabulation  in  accordance  with  the  following  example: 


Amount 
$1,750.00 


9.  $ Total  tot  this  Quarter  (Add  "l"  through  "8**) 

10.  • ,..^qiended  during  previous  Quarters  ot  calendar  year 


11.  9-.^^.. Total  from  jMUury  1  through  this  Quarter  (Add  "9" 
"10-) 


Date  or  Dates — Name  and  Address  of  Recipient^— Purposa 

7-11:         Roe  Printing  Co.,  3214  Blank  Ave.,  Bt.  Louis. 

Mo. — Printing  and  mailing  circulars  on  the 

"Marshbanks  Bill." 

$2,400.00     7-16,  8-15.  9-15;     Britten  &  Blatten,  3127  Gremlin  Bldg., 

Washington.  D.  C. — ^Public  relations 
service  at  $800.00  per  month. 


$4,150.00     Total 


PAGE  a 
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A.  Claris  Adams,  1701  K  Street  NW.,  Waah- 
tngton,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Life  Convention.  230  North 
Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  TXL 

C.  (2)  All  existing  and  prospective  legisla- 
tion which  may  affect  the  life  insurance 
business.  i 

D.  (6)   $1,406.25.  ' 

A.  J  Carson  Adkerson,  976  National  Press 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affe<ting  strategic 
minerals,  including  manganete. 

D.  (6)  $250. 

E  (4)  $10.25:  (7)  $7.65;  (8)  $1;  (9)  $18.90; 
(11)    $18.90. 

A    Aircraft  Industries  Association  of  America, 
Inc.,  610  Shoreham  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 
C    (2)     Generally    any    legislation    which 
will  affect  the  aircraft  Industry. 
D    (6)   $5,046.49. 

E  (2)  $3,750;  (4)  $788.79;  (7)  $507.70; 
(9 1    $5,046.49;    (10)   $4,768.13;    (11)   $6,814.62. 

A    W    L.    Allen.   5913   Georgia   Avenue   NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B    The   Commercial   Telegraphers'  Union, 
5913  Georgia  Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  li^troduced,  repealed,  or 
modified  which  may  affect  the  Interests  of 
employer  union,  or  allied  and  afBliated  or- 
ganizations, or  other  labor  organizations 
concirned. 

A.  Allied  Wool  Industry  Committee,  414  Pa- 
cific National  Life  Building.  Salt  Lake 
Cltv,  tJtah. 

D.  (6)   $1,000. 
E-    (11)    $2,000. 

A  W  R.  AUstetter.  616  Investment  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  NaUonal  Fertilizer  Association.  Inc.. 
616  Investment  Building.  Washington.  D.  C 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  might  affect  the 
manufacture  or  distribution  of  fertilizer  or 
the  general  agricultural  economy. 

D.  (6)   $100. 

A  Thomas  H.  Alphln,  M.  D.,  1523  L  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D,  C. 

B.  American  Medical  Association,  535 
North  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  All  bills  (Senate  and  House)  rela- 
ting to  health  and  welfare. 

D.  (6)    $620. 

E  (7)  $33.71;  (9)  $33.71;  (10)  $27.04;  (11) 
$60.75. 

A.  Amalgamated  Association  of  Street,  Elec- 
tric Railway  and  Motor  Coach  Employes 
of  America.  1214  Grlswold  Street,  De- 
troit, Mich. 

E.  (11)  $321.40. 

A  Joseph  Amann,  711  West  Lake  Street. 
Minneapolis.  Minn. 

B  Engineers  and  Scientists  of  America, 
711  West  Lake  Street.  Minneapolis.  Minn. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  inter- 
ests of  professional  engineers  and  other 
members  of  aJBliated  units. 


A.  American  Cancer  Society,  47  Beaver  Street, 
New  York  City.  N.  Y. 

C.   (2)  Appropriations  for  public  health. 

E.  (1)  $4,999.98:  (7)  $1,304.19;  (9)  $6,- 
304  17;  (10)  $6,462.35;  (11)  $12,766.52. 


A.  American  Cotton  Manufacturers  Institute, 
Inc..  203-A  Liberty  Life  Building.  Char- 
lotte. N.  C. 

C.  (2).' 

D.  (6)    $3,321.62. 

E.  (2)  $2,781.77:  (4)  $46.73:  (5)  $80«.2«: 
(6)  $75.86:  (7)  $111:  (9)  $3,321.62;  (10) 
$2,098.51:    (11)    $5,420.13;    (15).' 

'Not  printed.  Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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A.  American   Dental   Association.   222   Bast 
Superior  Street,  Chicago,  m. 

C.  (2)  To  protect  and  further  the  Interests 
of  the  public  and  the  dental  profession  la 
matters  of  pwtents.  legislation,  and  regula- 
tions. 

D.  ;«)  $14,988.81. 

E.  (2)  $7,850.63:  (4)  $3,948.09:  (6)  $950  83; 
(7)  $2,239.36:  (9)  $14,988.81;  (10)  $9,897.75; 
(11)    $24,886.56;    (15).' 


A.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  La  Salle  SUeet,  Chicago.  111.,  and 
261  Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  agriculture. 
(3)  Nation's  Agriculture  and  Newsletter. 

D.  (6)  $33,774. 

E.  (2)  $19,755;  (4)  $4,422;  (5)  $2,093;  (6) 
$1,653:  (7)  $766:  (9)  $28,689;  (10)  $26,616; 
(11)   $55,305;    (15).' 


A.  American  Federation  of  Labor,  901  Massa- 
chusetts Avenue  NW„  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  Interests  of 
working  people.     (3)  American  Federatlonist. 

E.  (1)  $6,734.08;  (2)  $19,351.24;  (4)  $3,- 
959.28;  (5)  $892;  (9)  $30,936.60;  (10)  $27.- 
616.65;    (11)   $58,553.25;    (15).' 


A.  American  Federation  of  the  Physically 
Handicapped,  Inc..  1370  National  Press 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2) To  establUh  the  Federal  Agency  for 
Handicapped;  tax  exemptions  for  handi- 
capped and  for  those  who  support  handi- 
capped who  cannot  care  for  themselves. 

D.  (6)   $5,000. 

E.  (2)  $1,000:   (4)  $900:   (6)  $350;   (7)  $200: 

(10)     $2,750;     (11) 


(8)     $2,000; 
$7,200. 


(9)     $4,450; 


East 


A.  American    Hospital    Association,    18 
Division  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  which  may  affect  the 
ability  of  hospitals  to  render  good  care  or 
which  may  affect  care  for  the  American 
people. 

D.  (6)    $13,716.81. 

E.  (2)    $6,793.54:    (4)    $131:    (5)    $1,676.05; 

(6)  $541.79;     (7)    $417.96;    (8)    $778.97;     (9) 
$10,339.31;    (10)    $10,543.02;    (11)    $20382.33. 

A.  American  Hotel  Association,  221  West  57th 
Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  All  bills  and  statutes  of  Interest  to 
the  hotel  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $130,500.80. 

E.  (9)   $12,996.66. 

A.  American  Legion,  National  Headquarters, 
700  North  Pennsylvania  Street,  Indian- 
apolis, I]^. 

C.  (2).'  (3)  American  Legion  magazine. 
Legislative  Bulletin,  Merchant  Marine  Bul- 
letin, and  Air  Review.  , 

D.  (6)   $6,224.83.  I 

E.  (2)  $10,363.89:  (4)  $2,774.94;  (5)  $2,- 
338.92;  (6)  $421.90;  (7)  $278.97;  (9)  $16,- 
178.62;     (10)    $22,484.38;     (11)    $38,663. 

A,  American  Life  Convention,  230  North 
Michigan   Avenue.   Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  All  existing  and  prospective  legisla- 
tion which  may  affect  the  life  Insurance 
business. 

D.  (6)    $3,092.98. 

E.  (2)    $2,477.64:    (5)    $387.09:    (6)    $203.25; 

(7)  $25:    (9)    $3,092.98;    (10>    $8,267.92;    (11) 
$11,360.90;    (15).' 

A.  American  Medical  Association,  535  North 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  El. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  Interest  Is 
to  advance  the  science  and  art  of  medicine.' 
(3)    Information  bulletins. 

D.  (6)   $10,000. 

E.  (2)  $6,709.42;  (4)  $211.86;  (5)  $1,. 
230.30;     (6)     $236.40;     (7)     $425.34;     (8)     $1.- 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


097.66:    (0)    $9,910^8: 
$20,041,11:    (15). » 
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(10)    $10,180.13;    (11) 


A.  American  National  Cattlemen's  Aaaocia- 
tion,  515  Cooper  Building,  Denver,  Colo. 

C.  (2)  Supported  or  oppoeed  legialatlon 
affecting  cattle  Industry,  Including  reciprocal 
trade,  support  prices.  approprUUons.  etc. 
(3)    The  American  Cattle  Producer. 

D.  (6)    $42,995.23. 

H.  (2)  $5,250:  (6)  $57.97;  (7)  $1.93660; 
(8(  $16.90;  (9)  $7,261.47;  (10)  $9,603.15;  (11) 
$16364.62. 

A.  American  Nurses'  Association.  Inc..  2  Park 
Avenue,  New  York,  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  relating  to  health. 
nurses,  or  nursing.  (3)  Federal  Legislation 
News. 

D.  (6)    $335,029.10. 

E  (2)  $1,464.61;  (4)  $24;  (5)  $339.96:  (6) 
$88.22;  (7)  $211.48:  (8)  $1.25;  (9)  $2,129.62; 
(10)     $2,321.32;     (11)    $4,450.84. 

A.  American  Osteopathic  Association.  212 
East  Ohio  Street.  Chicago,  HI. 

C.  (2)   Bills  affecting  the  public  health. 

D.  (6)    $508.80. 

E.  (2)  $375;  (4)  $29.41;  (5)  $69;  (6) 
$35.39;  (9)  $508.80;  (10)  $497;  (11)  $1,005.80. 

A.  American  Paper  and  Pulp  Association. 
122  East  42d  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests  are  those  af- 
fecting the  pulp  and  paper  Industry,  its  op- 
erations, properties,  and  practices. 

D.  (6)   $1,165. 

E.  (2)  $750;  (6)  $185;  (7)  $230;  (9)  $1,165; 
(10)   $895;   (11)   $2,060. 

A.  American  Parents  Committee,  Inc..  132 
Third  Street  SE.,  Washington,  D.  C,  and 
52  Vanderbllt  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  Federal  aid  for  school 
construction,  etc' 

D.  (6)    $1,290.17. 

E.  (2)  $1,147.71;  (4)  $103.44;  (S)  $130i26; 
(6)  $61.91:  (7)  $24.07;  (8)  $507.41:  (»)  $1.- 
974.80;    (10)    $5,144.80;    (11)   $7,119.60. 

A.  American  Petroleum  Institute,  BO  West 
50th  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  petroleum 
Industry. 

D.  (6)    $1,240. 

E.  (2)  $6,145;  (5)  $3,500;  (6)  $872;'  (8) 
$1,022;  (9)  $11,039;  (10)  $12,176;  (11)  $23.- 
215;   (15).' 

A.  American  Pulpwood  Association,  220  East 
42d  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 
C.   (2)   Legislative  interests  are  those  af- 
fecting  the   pulpwood   industry,  its  opera- 
tions, properties,  and  practices. 

A.  American  Retail  Federation.  I(t25  I  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Registrant  Is  generally  interested 
In  all  legislation  and  legislative  proposals 
affecting  the  retail  Industry. 

D.  (6j    $49,915.97. 

E.  (2)  $8.75C;  (4)  $226.70;  (5)  $77333:  (6) 
$602.54:  (7)  $310.98:  (9)  $10,66335;  (10) 
$10,359.49;    (11)    (21,023.04. 

A.  American  Short  Line  Railroad  Avocla- 
tlon.  2O0O  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

D.  (6)   $3,13139. 

E.  (2)  $737.50;  (3)  $500:  (5)  $875;  (6) 
$85.50;  (7)  $1,433.89;  (9)  $3,13139;  (10)  $1,- 
965.33;  (11)  $5,097.12;  (15).^ 


A.  Auaerlcan    Tariff    League,    Inc..    19    West 
44th  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)   H.  R.  8860,  H.  R.  8159.  H.  R.  M74. 
and  H.  R.  9476. 

D.  (6)    $17,299.17. 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
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S.  (9)  99.009;  (4)  92.449.44;  (5)  91.648.88; 
(9)  93M.15;  (7)  9530.24;  (8)  92,414.15;  (9) 
919.731.99:    (10)    939.747.82;    (11)    946.479.48; 

A.  American  Tiextlle  Machinery  AsBOclatlon, 
98  Orand  Street,  Worcester,  Man. 

C.  (2)  TlM  general  legislative  Interests  of 
the  aModatlon  consist  of  matters  affecting 
tbe  textile  macliiiiery  industry. 

D.  (6)  912.98. 

A.  American  Veterans  Ck>mmlttee,  Inc.,  1751 
New  Hampshire  Avenue  NW..  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 
C  (3)    Legislation    affecting    the    general 
welfare,  especially  in  the  fields  of  interna- 
tional affairs.  dvU  rights,  liberties,  and  vet- 
erans boneflts. 
D.   (8)  9762.32. 
«.  (2)  91.480;  (8)  920;  (9)  91.500. 

A.  American  Ttamp  Shipowners  Association, 
Inc..  11  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Hie  association  la  Interested  In 
amending  existing  shipping  legislation  in 
order  to  extend  operating  and  construction 
differential  subsidies  to  American-flag  vessels 
engaged  In  so-called  tramp  trades. 

D.  (6)  93,600. 

X.  (2)  92.062.50;  (4)  9158.05;  (5)  9208.34; 
(6)  9105.64;  (7)  9625.58;  (8)  9263.05;  (9) 
93.423.16;  (10)  917,485.83;  (11)  920.908.99; 
(15).> 

A.  American  Zionist  Committee  for  Public 
Affairs.  1737  H  Street  NW..  Washington, 
D.  C. 
C.  (2)   In    favor    of   the    mutual -security 
|>rogram. 

O.  (6)    91,689.96. 

E.  (1)  9400;  (2)  91,004;  (5)  9208.96;  (6) 
943.25;  (7)  954.60;  (9)  91.710.81;  |11) 
91,710.81;   (15) «. 

A.  America's  Wage  Earners'  Protective 

ference,  815  15th  Street  NW..  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Tariff  and  customs  bills. 

D.  (6)  92.060. 

K.  (2)  93.028.90;  (9)  93.028.90;  (10) 
93.256.85:    (11)   96.285.76. 

A.  Richard  H.  Anthony,  19  West  44th  Street, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  The  American  Tariff  League.  Inc..  19 
West  44th  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  8860.  H.  R.  9159.  H.  R.  9474, 
and  H.  R.  9476. 

D.  (6)   93.376. 

E.  (7)  9355.95;  (9)  9355.95;  (10)  9143.73; 
(11)  9409.68. 

A.  John  R.  Arent.  1102  Ring  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  American  Mining  Congress,  Ring  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Measures  affecting  mining,  such  as 
income  taxation,  social  security,  public  lands, 
stockpUlng,  monetary  poUcy,  etc.  T 

D.  (6)  9900.  : 

E.  (7)  9148.60:  (9)  9148.60;  (10)  960.95; 
(11)  9200.55. 

A.  Hector  M.  Arlng,  826  Woodward  Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Johns-Manvllle  CJorp..  22  East  40th 
Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Revenue  bill  of  1954.  social  secu- 
rity, housing  and  reciprocal  trade. 

D.  (6)   91.250. 

E.  (8)  9398.65;  (9)  9398.55;  (10)  9624.64; 
(11)   91.023.09, 

A.  Arkansas  Railroad  Committee,  1115  Boyle 
BuUdlng,  Little  Rock,  Ark. 
B.  Class  1  railroads  operating  in  the  State 
of  Arkansas. 


•Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


C.  (2)  Generally  legislation  affecting  Ar- 
kansas railroads. 

D.  (6)   93.000. 

E.  (7)         92.848.47:       (9)       $2,848.47;       (10) 
93.363.16:    (11)    96.211.63. 


A.  W.  C.  Arnold.  200  Colman  Building,  Seat- 
tle, Wash. 
B.  Alaska  Salmon  Industry,  Inc.,  200  Col- 
man Building,  Seattle,  Wash. 


A.  Arthritis  and  Rheumatism  Foundation, 
23  West  45th  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  Appropriations  for  public  health. 

E.  (1)  9900:  (7)  9234.77:  (9)  91,134.77; 
(10)    91.163.22:    (11)    92,297.99. 

A.  Associated  General  Contractors  of  Amer- 
ica, Inc.,  Munsey  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C.  1 

C.   (2).»  •  I 

A.  Associated  Third-CIass  Mail  Users,  1406  O 
Street  NW.,   Washington,    D.   C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  relating  to  postal  laws 
and  regulations. 

D.  (6)   91.665. 

E.  (2)  93,545;  (4)  $590.64;  (5)  9280  05; 
(6)  970.66;  (7)  91,138.13;  (8)  $75;  (0)  $5,- 
708.48;   (10)   $7,773.64;   (11)   $13,482.12;    (15). > 


A.  Association  of  American  Physicians  & 
Surgeons,  Inc.,  360  North  Michigan  Ave- 
nue, Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  The  association  concerns  Itself  with 
only  proposed  legislation  affecting  physicians 
and  surgeons  in  the  practice  of  their  profes- 
sion. 

D.  (6V  $1,500. 

E.  (4)   $1,500;    (9)   91,500;    (11)   $1,500. 


A.  Association  of  American  Railroads.  929 
Transportation  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  legislation  members  be- 
lieve to  be  in  their  Interest  and  in  the  in- 
terest of  a  sound  national  transportation 
policy;  oppose  legislation  which  they  believe 
contrary  to  such  Interest.i 

D.  (6)   $67,632.21. 

E.  (2)  $35,046.90;  (3)  $22,600;  (4)  $670.21; 
(5)  $3,977.33:  (6)  $494.59;  (7)  $966,96;  (8) 
93,876.52;  (9)  967,632.21;  (10)  956,832.14;  (11) 
9124,464.35;   (15). > 

A.  Association  of  American  Ship  Owners.  90 
Broad  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 


A.  Association   of   Casualty  &   Surety  Com- 
panies, 60  John  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  casualty  and 
surety  companies.  (3)  Casualty  and  Surety 
Journal. 

D.  (6)   91.932.48. 

E.  (2)  91.456.26:  (4)  988.94;  (5)  9132.70; 
(6)  928.85;  (7)  $80.77;  (8)  $194.96;  (9)  $1,- 
982.48;    (10)   $2,127.77;    (11)    94,110.25. 

A.  Association     of     Western     Railways.     474 
Union  Station  Building.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  All  Federal  legislative  proposals 
which  do  or  may  affect  the  western  railroads. 

D.  (2)  9506.67. 

E.  (2)  9240.31;  (7)  9266.36;  (9)  9506.07; 
(11)  9506.67. 

A.  Edward  Atkins,  51  East  42d  Street.  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

B.  National  Association  of  Shoe  Chain 
Stores,  Inc.,  51  East  42d  Street,  New  York. 
N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  regarding  labor  laws  and 
revenue  act. 


aws 


A.  Await.  Clark  &  Sparks,   822   Connecticut 
Avenue,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  National  Association  of  Electric  Com- 
panies, 1200  18th  Street  NW..   Washington 
D.  C. 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


C.  (2)  All  legislation  that  might  affect 
member  companies  as  going  electric  utili- 
ties.' 

D.  (6)   91.250. 

E.  (6)  90.11;  (7)  90.82;  (9)  90.93;  (10)  97.93; 
(11)  $8.86. 

A.   Charles   E.   Babcock,   Route   4,   Box   73, 
Vienna.  Va. 

B.  Junior  Order  United  American  Me- 
chanics, 3027  North  Broad  Street.  Pblladel- 
phia,  Pa. 

C.  (2)  Control  of  Immigration:  Improve- 
ment of  free  public  schools;  and  suppres- 
sion of  communism. 

D.  (6)    $179.67. 

E.  (5)  $4;  (7)  $12.41;  (8)  $1.25;  (9)  $17.66; 
(10)   $78.25;   (11)   $95.91. 


A.  Glbbs  L.  Baker.  917  15th  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B  Mast«rcraft  Linen  Fabrics  Corp.,  1071 
Sixth  Avenue,  New  York.  N.  Y.;  Frederick  J. 
Pawcett,  Inc.,  129  South  Streft,  Boston, 
Mass.;  and  Hughes  Fawcett,  Inc.,  115  Frank- 
lin Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Introduction  and  enactment  of 
tariff  legislation. 

E.  (6)  $2042;  (7)  $69.81;  (8)  912.15;  (9) 
$102.38;     (10)    $11775;    (11)    $220^13. 

A.  John  A.  Baker,  1404  New  York  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington  D.  C. 
B.  Farmers  Educational  and  Cooperative 
Union  of  America  (National  Farmers  Union), 
1404  New  York  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
DC.  1 

D.  (6)    $2,400. 

E.  (7)  $542.58;  (9)  $542.58;  (10)  $364.11; 
(11)    $906.69. 

A.  J.  H.  Ballew,  Nashville,  Tenn. 

B.  Southern  States  Industrial  Council. 
Stahlman  Building,  Nashville,  Tepn. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  legislation  favorable  to 
free  enterprise  system  and  opposition  to  leg- 
islation unfavorable  to  that  system. 

D.  (6)   $2,250. 


A.  Hartman    Barber.    10    Indep>endence    Av- 
enue SW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Rallwav  and  Steamship 
Clerks,  Freight  Handlers.  Express,  and  SU- 
tion  Employees,  1015  Vine  Street,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  all  legislation  affect- 
ing labor,  especially  rahroad  labor. 

D.  (6)   $1,904.19. 

E.  (6)  $111.64:  (7)  $59.33:  (8)  9398.25;  (9) 
$569.22;    (lOj    $539.49;    (11;    $1,108.71. 

A.  Joel   Barlow.   701   Union   Trust   Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Hudson  Bay  Mining  &  Smelting  Co., 
Ltd.,  500  Rojal  Bank  Building,  Winnipeg, 
Manitoba.  Canada,  et  al  ' 

C.  (2)    Current   revenue  revision. 

E.  (4)  $0  60:  (6)  $7.37;  (g)  f7.97;  (10) 
944.34;    (11)   $52.31.  i 

A.  Joel   Barlow,    701    Union  Trust  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C 
B    National    Machine    Tool    Builders'    As- 
sociation, 10525  Carnegie  Avenue.  Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  machine 
tool  industry. 

A.  Arthur  R.  Barnett.  1200  18th  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  National   Association   of  Electric   Com- 
panies,   1200   18th  Street  NW.,   Washington. 
DC. 

D.  (6)    $742.50. 

E.  (6)  $2.90;  (7)  $59.43;  (8)  96.16;  (9) 
$68.49;    (10)   $91.34;    (11)   $159.83. 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  ClerJ;  and  S3C- 


^ 


19  Sit 


CCWGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


A  Irvln  L.  Barney.  Room  412,  Railway  Labor     A.  Joe  Betts   261  Ck»uititutinn  a....,,,  mw       «    t  v      «    «  ^ 

Building,  10  Independence  Avenue  SW,  Wsahington.  D   c  '   ^^^^^'  '5 

Washington,  D.  C 


B.  Brotherhood  Railway  Carmen  of 
America.  4929  Main  Street,  Kansaa  City.  Mo. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  356,  S.  1911,  H.  R.  7840,  8. 
2930,  and  all  other  legislatiOD  of  Interest  to 
railroad  employees  and  labor  in  general. 

D.  (6)   92,424.90. 

A.   A.  K.  Barta.  810  18th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 
B.  The  Proprietary  Asaoclatlon,  810  18th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 


B.  Anoericaa  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  LaSaUe  Street.  Chicago.  U\. 

C.  (2).« 

D.  (6)  91365. 

B.   (7)   9132.86;    (9)    9132A6;    (10)    98639; 
(11)  9219.25. 

A.   Andrew   J.   Blemlller.   901    Massachusetts 
Avenue  NW..  Wasblngton.  D.  C. 
B.  American  Federation  of  Labor.  901  Mas- 


15575 

Macon  Avenue. 
AahevUle.  N.  C.  and  1029  OoonecUeut 


Avenue  NW,  Washington.  IX  C 
B.  CoQsoUdated     Natural    Oaa     Oon».    90 

Rockefeller  Plaaa.  New  York,  N.  T. 
D.   (6)    $4,500. 
E   (5)   9688.67:    (6)    9185.81;    (7)    9970.08: 

(0)  91.753.43;   (10)  91.840.77;  (11)  99.504.90^ 

A.  Paul  H.  Bolton.  1001  OoonecUeut  Avenue 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  National  •Association    of    Wholeeatera, 


C   (2)   Measiu^  affecting  the  proprietary      the  country  generally,  andf  specifically  bilU 


sachusetts  Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D.  C.     Inc.,  1001  Connecticut  Avenue  NW    Weah 

C.    (2)    All   bills   affecting    the   welfare   of      ington,  D.  C 


medicine  industz^ 
E.   (7)    $125;     (9) 
$250. 


9125;     (10)     9125:     (11) 


A.  Ralph  E.  Becker,  1346  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Association  of  the  Legi- 
timate Theatre.  Inc.,  and  the  League  of  New 
York  Theatres.  Inc. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  excise 
tax  on  admissions  to  the  legitimate  theater. 

D.  (6»    $1,250. 

E.  (6)  $317.38:  (6)  9486.23;  (7)  9186.39; 
(9)  $993:  (10)  94.472.63:  (11)  95.465.63. 

A.  Mrs.  Rachel  8.  Bell,  1025  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 
B    Legislative  Committee  of  the  Commit- 
tee for  a  National  Trade  Policy.  1025  Con- 
necticut Avenue  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  relating  to  foreign  eco- 
nomic policy. 

D.  (6)   91.800. 

E.  (7)    938.08;    (9)   938,08;    (11)   938  08. 

A.  Julia    D.    Bennett.    Hotel    Congressional. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Library  Association,  50  East 
Huron  Street.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  legislation  affecting 
libraries  and  librarians. 

E.  (2)  91.511.20;  (3)  95;  (4)  997.95;  (5) 
90.65;  (7)  928.38;  (8)  92;  (9)  $1,640.23;  (10) 
$1,664.14;  (11)  93.304.32. 

A    Ernest  H.  Benson.  10  Independence  Ave- 
nue SW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Maintenance  of  Way 
Employees,  12050  Woodward  Avenue,  Detroit. 
Mich. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  railway 
employees  and  labor  in  generaL 

D.  (6)    $4,500. 

A.  Preston  B.  Bergin,  Room  1121.  1001  Con- 
necticut Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 
B    Jewelry  Industry  Tax  Committee,  Inc.. 
R')om   1121.   1001   Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C    (2)  Repeal  of  the  excise  tax  on  Jewelry 
ap.d  Jewelry  store  merchandise. 
D.    (6)    $4,250. 

(5)     $634.71:     (6)     9361.52: 
92,404.71;    (10)    93,217.57; 


E.  (2)  $534.68; 
(7)  9373  80:  (9) 
(11)  95.622.28. 


A.  Sam  B.  Berrong,  1214  C3rlswold  Street. 
Detroit.  Mich. 

B  Amalgamated  Association  of  Street. 
Electric  Railway,  and  Motor  Coach  Em- 
pluyees  of  America,  1214  Orlswold  Street,  De- 
troit. Mich. 

C.  (2)  Laws,  proposed  la^-s,  and  propvosed 
amendments  to  laws  affecting  the  interests 
of  the  members  of  the  Amalgamated 
throughout  the  United  States. 

E.   (10)   9321.40;    (11)   9321.40. 

A.  J.  Raymond  Berry,  85  John  Street,  New 
York.  N.  Y. 

B.  National  Board  of  Fire  Underwriters,  85 
John  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  stock  fire-in- 
surance  companies. 

D.  (6)    $700. 

E  (5)  $882:  (7)  $132.45;  (9)  $1,014.45;  (10) 
$153.85;    (11)    91.168.30. 


affecting  workers. 

D.  $2,720. 

E.  (6)   $25.75;     (7)    $266.25;    (8)    $97; 
9380;  (10)  9368;  (11)  $757. 


(9) 


A.  Walter  J.  Bierwagen.  900  F  Street  NW., 
Washington.    D.    C. 

B.  Amalgamated  Association  of  Street, 
Electric  Railway,  and  Motor  Coach  Employees 
of  America.  1214  Grlswold  Street,  Detroit, 
Mich. 

C.  (2)  Laws,  proposed  laws,  and  proposed 
amendments  to  laws  affecting  the  Interests 
of  the  members  of  the  Amalgamated 
throughout  the  United  States. 

A.  Blgham.  Englar.  Jones  &  Houston.  99  John 
Street,  New  York.  N.  Y..  and  932  Shore- 
ham  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  American  Institute  of  Marine  Un- 
derwriters, the  Association  of  Marine  Under- 
writers of  the  United  States.  American  Cargo 
War  Risk  Reinsurance  Exchange.  American 
Marine  Hull  Insurance  Syndicate. 

C.  (2)  General  questions  affecting  the  in- 
surance of  ships  and  their  cargoes  against 
marine  risks,  reparations,  subrogation. 

E.  (5)  $58;  (6)  $5;  (7)  $80;  (9)  $93;  (10) 
$93;    (11)    $186. 


A   Henry   Bison.   Jr.,   917    15th   Street   NW.. 
Washington,  D.   C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Retail  Grocers, 
360  North  Michigan  Avenue.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)    Legislation   affecting  the   busineas 
enterprises  of  independent  retail  grocers. 

D.  (6)    $1,151.67. 

E.  (5)    $90;    (6)    $20.51;    (7)    $41.16;    (9) 
$151.67;   (10)  $133.60;   (11)   $285.27. 


A.  John  H.  Blvlns,  50  West  50th  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

B.  American  Petroleum  Institute,  50  West 
60th  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  aSectliig  the  petroleum 


indiutry. 


r 


A.  James  C.  Black,  1625  K  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Republic  Steel  Corp..  Republic  Build- 
ing. Cleveland.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)   Legislation  affecting  employer. 

D.  (6)    $600. 

E  (7)  9500;  (9)  9500;  (10)  9500;  (11) 
$1,000. 

A.  William  Rhea  Blake.  162  Madison  Avenue, 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

B.  National  Cotton  Council  of  America. 
Post  Ofllce  Box  18.  Memphis,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  raw-cot- 
ton industry  as  will  promote  the  purposes 
for  which  the  council  is  organized. 

E.  (10)    $13036;    (11)   $130.36.  | 

A.  Blue  Cross  Commission.  425  North  Mich- 
igan Avenue.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  General  interest  in  legislation  for 
payroll  deductions,  war  damage,  economic 
controls,  taxation  of  fringe  benefits,  and  hoa- 
pital  and  health  matters. 

E.    (2)    93.150:   (8)   $76262. 


'  Not  printed, 
tary. 


Filed  with  C!er!:  and  Srcre- 


A.  Sanford    H.    Bolz.    927    15th    Street    NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B    American  Jewish  Congress,  16  East  84th 
Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  ( 2 )  To  oppose  antisemltism  and  racism 
In  all  its  forms  and  to  defend  civil  righU 
Incident  thereto. 

D.  (6)    $187.50. 

E-  (7)   92;   (0)  92;  (11)  9a. 

A.  Sanford  H.  Bolz.  827  15th  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Cigarette  Lighter  Manufacturer!  As«>. 
elation.  Inc.,  303  Fifth  Avenue.  New  York, 

C.  (2)  Revision  of  method  of  collection  of 
manufacturers'  excise  tax  on  cigarette 
lighters. 

E.  (10)    $3.30;   (11)  93.30. 

A.  Joseph    L.    Borda.    918    16th   Street   NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

A.  Robert  T.  Borth.  777  14th  Street  WW, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  General  Electric  Co..  670  Leziagtoa 
Ave..  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Labor  reUtions.  wage  and  hour 
matters,  controls  over  wages  and  salaries, 
and  social  security.     (3)  >. 

D.  (6)   $375. 

E.  (4)  $44;  (5)  $130;  (6)  95;  (7)  975;  (9) 
$254;   (10)  $331.50;   (11)   $585.50. 

A.  R.  B.  Bowden.  100  Merchants'  Exchange 
Building.  St.  Louis,  Mo.  and  600  Hibbs 
Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Grain  &  Feed  Dealers  National  Associa- 
tion, 100  Merchants'  Exchange  Building,  Bt. 
Louis.  Mo. 

C.  (2)  General  legUlatlon  affecting  the 
grain  and  feed  trade. 

E.   (6)  92;   (7)  911. 

A.  Charles  M.  Boyer  and  Justice  M.  Cham- 
bers. 2517  Connecticut  Avenue  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Reserve  Officers  Association  of  the 
United  States.  2517  Connecticut  Avenue  NW„ 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  for  development  of  a 
military  policy  for  the  United  States  which 
will  guarantee  adequate  natloiud  security. 
(3).' 

A.  Joseph  E.  Brady,  2347  Vine  Street,  Cincin- 
nati. Ohio. 

B.  International  Union  of  United  Brewery. 
Flour,  Cereal.  Soft  Drink,  and  DlstUlery 
Workers  of  America,  2347  Vine  Street,  Cin- 
cinnati. Ohio. 

C.  (2)  AU  legislaUon  involving  or  in  the 
direction  of  national  prohibition,  taxation 
of  alcoholic  beverages,  etc. 

E.  (6)  910.70;  (7)  9204.53;  (9)  9294.23; 
(10)  915070;   (11)  9434in. 

A.  Harold    P.    Braman.    907    Ring   Building. 

18th   and   M   Streets  IfW..  Washington. 

DC. 

B.  Nation  Savings  and  Loan  League.  SOT 

Ring    Building.    I8th    and    M   Streets   KV.. 

\  a&iiington.  D.  C. 


•  Not  printed 
retary. 


Filed  with  Ci«!?*  anC  l9er- 


feii 


r.v! 


r^ 


i^ 


It  - 


Pl 


1; 
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C  (9)  Support  of  bllla  to  improye  facUl- 
tlM  <tf  MiTliiga  and  lo«n  Msoclatloiu  for  en- 
ooar«gnn«nt  of  thrift  and  home  financing. 
Oppose  legiaUrtlon  adverse  to  savlngB  and 
lean  aaaodatlona. 

D.  (0)  $1,000. 

A.  Harry  R.  Braahear,  610  Shoreham  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Alreraft  Industries  Association  of 
Amoica.  Inc.,  610  Staoreham  Building,  Wash- 
Ingtcm,  D.  C.  * 

C.  (3)  Any  legislation  affecting  transpor- 
tation matters  in  wbich  members  of  tbe 
association  are  interested.  p 

A.  Breed,  Abbott  &  llorgan,  1317  F  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
C.  (3)  8.  ISfiO— a  bUl  for  the  reUef  of  Dr. 
John  D.  MacTiennan. 

^  A.,  James  M.  Brewbaker,  918  16th  Street  KW.. 

%  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

h  A.  David  F.  Brlnegar. 

^]  B.  Central    Arlsona    Project    Association, 

$1  510  Goodrich  Building,  Phoenix,  Arls. 

4  C.  (3)  Water  and  soil  legislation  affecting 

il  Ariaona. 

I?  D.  (6)  WJWO. 

fi  K.  (6)  944.80;  (7)  $191.21;  (9)  $236.01;  (10) 
$65.22:   (11)  $301.23. 

«A.  W.  8.  BKMnley,  220  East  42d  Street,  New 
Tork,  N.  T. 

B.  American  Pulpwood  Association,  820 
Kast  42d  Street,  New  Tork,  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests  are  those  of 
employer. 

A.  William  F.  Bnx^,  604  Hibbs  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Grain  Ttade  C!ouncil,  604  Hlbbs 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (3)  Bills  to  increase  foreign  trade  in 
surplus  agricultural  commodities  and  pro- 
posals relative  to  basic  far  n  legislation. 

A.  C.  R.  Brown,  10  In^pendence  Avenue 
8W.,  Washln^on,  1$/ C. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Maintenance  of  Way 
Employees,  12050  Woodward  Avenue,  Detroit, 
Mich. 

C.  (2)  All  bUls  affecting  railway  labor  and 
labor  in  general. 

D.  (6)  $3,186.49. 

A.  Brown,  Lund  ft  Fitzgerald,  900  F  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  ft  Fweign  Power  Co.,  Inc.,  2 
Rector  Street,  New  Tork,  N.  T. 

C.  (3)  Revenue  Act  of  1954. 

B.  (6)  $8539;  (7)  $43.60;  (8)  $30;  (9) 
$158.89;    (11)    $168.89;    (1S).> 

A.  Brown,  Lund  ft  Fitzgerald,  Washington 
Loan  &  Thrust  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Blectric  Com- 
panies, Ring  Building.  Washington.  D.  O. 

C  (3)  Any  legislation  that  might  afliect 
the  members  of  the  NABC. 

D.  (6)  $5,949.99. 

B.  (2)  $5,47749;  (5)  $282.50;  (6)  $1359; 
(8)  $30:  <9)  $5,783.38;  (10).  $5,771.84;  (11) 
$11,656.23:   (16).i 

A.  Paul  W.  Brown,  925  South  Roman  Avenue, 
Chicago.  111. 

B.  Sears.  Roebuck  ft  Co.,  925  South  Ro- 
man Avenue.  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (3)  Postal  legislation. 

D.  (6)  $178.23. 

R.  (6)  $1.75;  (7)  $168.86;  (9)  $170.60;  (10) 
•3754K);  (11)  $546.40. 


^Not  printed, 
retory. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


A.  RtiaeeU   B.   Brown,    1110   Ring    Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Independent  Petroleum  Association  of 
America.  1110  Ring  Building.  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  might  affect  the 
petroleum  industry  and  taking  such  action 
with  respect  to  such  legislation  as  directed 
by  the  association. 

E.  (8)  $25.15;  (9)  $25.15;  (10)  $13.83;  (11) 
$39.  I 

A.  Thad  H.  Brown.  Jr..   1771  N  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Radio  and  Tele- 
vision Broadcasters,  1771  N  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C 

C.  (2)  Legislation,  local,  State  or  %deral, 
which  relates  to  the  television  broadcasting 
industry.  ■ 

A.  John  M.  Brumm,  2212  M  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Committee  for  the  Nation's  Health,  2212 
M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  In  all  legislation  regard- 
ing national  health  insurance. 

D.  (6)    $2,374.98. 

E.  (8)  $19.70;  i,9)  $19.70;  (10)  $21.85;  (11) 
$41.55. 

A.  Henry     H.     Brylawskl,     1030     Woodward 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  District  of  (Columbia  Business  Practice 
Council.  1030  Woodward  Building.  Wash- 
ington D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  bufiiness- 
men  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

D.  (6)   $225. 

E.  (6)  $16;  (10)  $20:  (11)    $36. 


1, 


A.  Henry  H.  Buckman,  4805  Dorset  Avenue 
Chevy  Chas<^  Md. 

B.  Florida  Inland  Navigation  District  Citi- 
zens Bank  Building,  Bunnell,  Fla. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  river  and  har- 
bor works,  flood  control,  and  other  water  use 
and  conservation,  and  related  subjects. 

D.  (6)   $1,350. 

B.  (6)  $4.23;  (8)  $15.38;  (9)  $19.61;  (10) 
$29.11;  (li;  $48.72. 


lan,  4805  Dorset  A 


venue 


A.  Henry  H.  Buckman,  4805  Dorset 
Chevy  Chase,  Md. 
B.  The   Vulcan    Detlnning    Co..   Sewaren, 
N.  J. 

A.  George  J.  Burger,  740  Washington  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Burger  Tire  Consultant  Service.  250 
West  57th  Street,  New  Tork,  N.  T.,  add  Na- 
tional Federation  of  Independent  Business, 
740  Washington  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  rubber  tires  bill,  bas- 
ing point  legislation,  antitrust  law  legisla- 
tion, quantity  limit  discount  case,  spare  tire 
monopoly.  Senate  Resolution  213 — all  legis- 
lation affecting  Independent  small  business. 

A.  Donald  T.  Burke,   1200   18th  Street  NW., 
Suite   510,   Ring   Building,   Washington. 
D.  C. 
B.  National   ABSoclatlon   of  Electric   Cos., 

1200  18th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

D.  (6)   $391.66. 

E.  (7)  $65;  (8)  $9.52;  (9)  $72.52:  (10) 
$83.75;   (11)  $156.27.  | 

A.  Thomas  H.  Burke,  718  Jackson  Place  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  United  Autr>moblle,  Aircraft  and  Agrl- 
cultiu-al  Implement  Workers  of  America.  8000 
East  Jefferson  Avenue.  Detroit,  Mich. 

C.  (2)  Support,  all  legislation  favorable  to 
the  national  peace,  security,  democracy,  pros- 
perity and  general  welfare;  oppose  legislation 
detrimental  to  these  objectives. 

D.  (6)    $1,495. 


E.  (7)  $962;  (9)  $962;  (10)  $962:  (11)  $1, 
024. 

A.  Burley  &  Dark  Leaf  Tobacco  Eitfport  Asso- 
ciation, post-offlce  box  860,  Lexington. 
Ky. 

D.  (6)    $9,865.25. 

E.  (2)  $3,668.32;  (5)  $393.50;  (6)  $218; 
(7)  $460.66;  (8)  $820.55;  (9)  $5,561.03;  (10) 
$5,062.05:   (11)   $10,623.08. 


A.  P.    Hugh    Burns,    821    Cafrltz    Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  Association, 
821  Cafrltz  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)   Any  legislation  affecting  improve- 
ments in  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawreme  system. 

D.  (6)    $750. 

E.  (8)    $50;     (9)    $50;     (10)    $336.80;    (11) 
$386.80. 


A.  Robert   M.   Burr.    155   East  44Hh    Street, 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

B.  National  Electrical  Manufacitxirers  As- 
sociation, 155  East  44th  Street,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  regarding  excise  taxes 
on  electric  refrigerators,  electric  ranges,  elec- 
tric water  heaters,  domestic  electric  appll. 
ances,  commercial  electric  cooking  equip- 
ment, electric  fans,  and  legislation  affecting 
Imports  of  products  Into  the  United  States. 

D.  (6)    $204.75. 


A.  Orrln  A.  Burrows,  1200  15th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  International  Brotherhood  of  Electrical 
Workers,  1200  15th  Street  NW..  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  All  legislation  dealing  with  the  elec- 
trical workers  in  particular  and  labor  in 
general,  such  as  annual  and  sick  leave;  Fed- 
eral retirement  liberalization;  unemploy- 
ment Insurance  and  severance  pay;  and  other 
liberal  benefits  for  the  workers. 

D.  (6)    $2,874.99.  | 

A.  Eugene    J.    Butler,    1312    Maasachusetts 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Catholic  Welfare  Conference, 
1312  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.,  Washington. 
DC. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  religious, 
charitable,  and  educational  institutions  and 
organizations. 

D.  (6)  $2,874.99. 

E.  (8)  $49.75;  (9)  $49.75;  (10)  $33.70;  (11) 
$83.45. 


A.  Lawrence    V.    Byrnes,    10    Intlependence 

Avenue  SW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers, 

B.  of  L.  E.  Building.  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)    Legislation     affecting     labor     and 
transportation. 

D.  (6)    $3,313.50. 


A.  C.  G.  Caffrey,  1625  I  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

B.  American  Cotton  Manufacturers  Insti- 
tute, Inc.,  203-A,  Liberty  Life  Building,  Char- 
lotte, N.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  to  promote  the  ad- 
vancement and  best  Interest  of  the  cotton 
textile  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $760.20. 

E.  (6)  $3;  (7)  $10;  (8)  $10;  (9)  $23;  (10) 
$23;   (11)  $46.  I 

A.  James  A.  Campbell,  room  716.  OOO  F  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  Government 
Employees,  room  716.  900  P  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  bills  of  Interest  to  Federal  Gov- 
ernment employees  and  District  Of  Colum- 
bia   government   employees. 

D.  (6)    $2,307.66. 
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E.  (7>  $330.76;  (9)  $230.76;  (10)  $269.22; 
(11)   $499.98. 

A.  Canal  Zone  Central  Labor  Union  &  Metal 
Trades  CounclL  Box  471,  Balboa  HeighU, 
Canal  Zone. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  welfare  of 
United  States  citlaens  in  Canal  Zone. 

D.  (6)  $4,696.50. 

E.  (2)  $1,800:  (7)  $1300;  (9)  $3,600;  (10) 
13.600;    (11)   $7,200. 

A.  Julian  W.  Caplan,  1028  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Retail  Furniture  Association, 
666  Lake  Shore  Drive.  Chlciigo  11.  111. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  affects  retail  trades. 

A.  John  L.  Carey,  270  Madison  Avenue,  New 
York  16.  N.  Y. 

B.  American  Institute  of  Accountants,  270 
Madison  Avenue.  New  York,  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  certified  public 
accountants. 

D.  (6)   $87.50. 

E.  (6)   $10:    (9)   $10;    (10)  $10;    (11)   $20. 

A.  James  K.  Carr,  2101  K  Street,  Sacramento, 
Calif. 
B    Sacramento  Municipal   Utility  District, 
2101  K  Street,  Sacramento,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Matters  pertaining  to  Central  Valley 
project  (Calif.)  which  affe<:t  the  Interest  of 
the  Sacramento  Municipal  Utility  District. 

D.  (6)   •735.28. 

E  (7)  $33.75:  (8)  $366.28;  (9)  $400.03;  (10) 
$266:  (11)  $666.03. 

A.  T.   C.   Carroll.   12050  Woodward  Avenue, 
Detroit,  Mich. 
C.   (2)   Legislation  of  interest  to  railroad 
employees.  | 

A.  Henderson  H.  Carson.  6i)0  First  National 
Banlc  Building.  Canton,  Ohio. 

B.  East  Ohio  Gas  Co.,  1405  East  Sixth 
Street.  Cleveland.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  o!!  Interest  to  the 
natural  gas  industry. 

D.  (6)  $631.50. 

E.  (1)  $163.40;  (2)  $20;  (4)  $44;  (5)  $2.50; 
(6)  »32.40;  (7)  $96.50;  (8)  $26.70;  (9) 
$385.50;    (10)    $631.50;    (11)    $1,017. 

A.  Albert  E.  Carter,   1026  16th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B    Pacific  Gas  ft  Electric  Co.,  245  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Retained  to  represent  the  company 
before  administrative  agencies  and  commis- 
sions and  on  legislative  matters  affecting 
company's  interest. 

D.  (6)   $3,000. 

E  (5)  $723:  (6)  $21.70;  (7)  $12.40;  (8) 
$426.80:  (9)  $1,183;  (10)  $1,031.76;  (11) 
$2,215.66. 

A.  Clarence  B.  Carter.  Poet  Office  Box  798. 
New  Haven.  Conn. 

B.  Railroad  Pension  Conference,  Post  Office 
Box  798,  New  Haven.  Conn. 

C.  (2)  For  H.  R.  122— to  amend  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Act  of  1937. 

A.  Ralph  H.  Case.  889  National  Press  Build- 
ing, Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Sioux  Tribe  of  Indians,  Cheyenne  River 
Reservation.  South  Dakota. 

C.  (2)  S.  695  and  H.  R.  2233.  Oahe  Dam 
project. 

D.  (6)    $2,000 

A.  Benjamin   P.    Castle.    1625   I  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  O. 
B.  Milk  Industry  Foundation,  1625  I  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C.       j 

A.  Larry  Cates.  861  National  Press  BuUdlng, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Clarence  N.  Sayen.  president.  Air  Line 
Pilots   Association.   55th   Street   and   Cicero 
Avenue,  Chicago,  111. 


C.  (2)  Aviation  legislation  and  Rallwsy 
Labor  Act. 

D.  (6)   $2,372.  I 

A.  Central  Arizona  Project  Association,  510 
Goodrich  Building,  Phoenlz.  Ariz. 

C.  (2)  Water  and  soil  legislation  affecting 
Arizona. 

D.  (6)  $10,471. 

E.  (1)  $50:  (2)  $5,076:  (4)  $737.22;  (5) 
$1,112.40:  (6)  $116.76:  (7)  $823.81;  (8)  $58.54; 
(9)   $7,974.73;   (10)  $8,065.83;   (11)  $16,040.56. 

A.  Central  Electric  &  Gas  Co.,  114  South 
12th  Street,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

C.  (2)  Proposing  an  amendment  to  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933  to  Increase  the  exemp- 
tion for  small  Issues  of  securities. 

E.   (9)   $1,550;   (11)  $1,550.  , 

A.  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United 
States  of  America.  1615  H  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

A.  Justice  M.  Chambers,  2517  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  M.  Golodetz^ft  Co..  120  WaU  Street,  New 
Tork.  N.  Y. 

C.  Congressional  activity  In  the  develop- 
ment of  the  strategic  stockpiling  program  of 
the  United  States.  > 

D.  (6)    $625.  I 

A.  Walter  Chamblin.  Jr.,  918  16th  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 
918  16th  Sti^t  NW.  Washington,  D.  C. 

A.  Christian  Amendment  Movement,  804 
Penn  Avenue.  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

C.  (2)  Promoting  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
87  and  House  Joint  Resolution  289,  a  pro- 
posed Christian  Amendment  to  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States.  (3)  The  Chris- 
tian Patriot. 

D.  (6)    $2,797.14.  I 

E.  (1)  $1,196;  (2)  $5,600.70:  (4)  $2,426.84; 
(5)  $20535;  (6)  $20;  (7)  $460.62;  (9)  $9,- 
909.51;  (10)  $6,585.43;   (II)  $16,494.94;   (15).' 

A.  Ablah  A.  Church.  1771  N  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Radio  and  Tele- 
vision Broadcasters,  1771  N  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  which  affects  the 
broadcasting   Industry. 

A.  Omer  W.  Clark.  1701  18th  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.   C. 

B.  Disabled  American  Veterans.  1423  East 
McMillan  Street,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  war  veterans, 
their  dependents,  and  survivors  of  deceased 
veterans.     (3)  DAV  semimonthly. 

D.  (6)    $2,769.24. 

A.  Rolsert  M.  Clark.  525  Shoreham  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  The  Atchison.  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Co.,  80  East  Jackson  Boulevard, 
Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  Pending  and  prospective  legisla- 
tion affecting  the  interest  of  the  railway 
company. 

D.  (6)  $5,025. 

A.  Clear  Channel  Broadcasting  Service,  532 
Shoreham  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 
C.  (2)  Opposed  to  any  proposed  legislation 
calling  for  the  duplication  of  class  I-A  clear 
channel  frequencies  or  the  limitation  of  the 
power  of  class  I-A  standard  broadcast  sta- 
tions. 

E.  (7)  $18.90;  (9)  $18.90;  (10)  $123.41; 
(11)    $142.31. 


A.  Coal    Producers*    Committee    on    Under- 
ground Gas  Storage  Safety,  care  of  W.  G. 
Stevenson,  Grant  Building.  PittsAnuigh. 
Pa. 
C.  (2)    Legislation   pertaining  to   under« 

ground  storage  of  gas. 

A.  Russell  Coleman,  616  Investment  Build« 
Ing.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Pertillaer  Association. 
616  Investment  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  might  affect 
the  manufacture  or  distribution  of  fertiliser 
or   the  general   agricultural  economy. 

D.  (6)    $125. 

A.  Howard  O.  Colgan,  Jr..  15  Broad  Street, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  11  WaU 
Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  Federal  tax  legislation 
affecting  the  interests  of  the  New  Tork  Stock 
Exchange  and  its  members. 

D.  (6)    $360. 

E.  (7)    $6.76;    (9)    $6.75;    (11)    $6.75, 

A.  Colorado  Railroad  Legislative  Committee. 
615  C.  A.  Johnson  Building,  Denver.  Colo, 

C.  (2)  All  legislation,  both  general  and 
special,  that  affects  Colorado  railroads. 

£.   (11)   $826.20. 

A.  Colorado  River  Association,  306  West 
Third  Street.  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Opposes  any  legislation  Jeopardiz- 
ing California's  water  rights  on  the  Colorado 
River. 

E.  (2)  $2,250:  (4)  $183.93;  (5)  $601.62;  (6) 
$38079:  (7)  $2,083.80:  (9)  $5,500.14;  (10) 
$4,842.56;   (11)  $10,342.70;  (15).» 

A.  Committee  for  Defense  of  the  Constitu- 
tion by  Preserving  the  Treaty  Power,  36 
West  44th  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Opposing  any  amendment  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  which 
would  change  the  traditional  treatymaking 
power  or  hamper  the  President  In  his  con- 
stitutional authority  to  conduct  foreign 
affairs. 

D.  (6)  $95. 

E.  (2)  $43.17:  (4)  $1,281.07;  (5)  $16.64; 
(6)  $42.40;  (8)  $80.26  (9)  $1,463.64;  (10) 
$24,902.09;   (11)  $26365.63;   (15).« 

A.  Committee  on  Foreign  Trade  Education. 
Inc..  270  Park  Avenue.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  impcn't  and  ex- 
port trade  of  United  States. 

D.  (6)   $415. 

E.  (4)  $130;  (5)  $116.63:  (6)  $28.88:  (7) 
$9.27;   (8)  $6.39;  (9)  $291.17;  (11)  $291.17. 

A.  Committee  on  Laws,  National  Board  of 
Fire  Underwriters.  85  John  Street,  New 
York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  stock  fire  In- 
stirance  companies. 

D.  (6)    $1,268. 

E.  (2)  $1,150:  (4)  $250;  (5)  $1,449;  (7) 
$539;    (9)    $3388;    (10)    $6,145;    (11)    $9,683. 

A.  Committee  far  the  Nation's  Health.  23iS 
M  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  all  legislation  regard* 
Ing  national  health  insurance. 

D.  (6)  $12,880.08. 

E.  (2)  $6,754.86:  (4)  $520.81;  (5>  $1.42S.4«: 
(6)  $174J>5:  (7)  $239i>»:  (8)  $76.50;  (9) 
$9311.57;  (10)  $11,408.41;  (11)  $30,614.98: 
(15).' 

A.  Committee  for  Pipe  Line  Companies.  Ml 
Munsey  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  ( 2 )  Punctlcms  to  protect  the  legtUmat* 
interests  of  petroleum  pipetinea. 

D.  («)  $1,017. 
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(«) 


«U4isM:     (s>    tijunjMi    («> 
(7)    •«a«.M:    <•)    •a.oei.93:    (9) 
•i7ja«jB;  (10)  «04OiMi  (11)  «ae,MB.73: 

A.  OoiDmlttae  far  the  Bctum  at  Ccmflacptod 
Oennan  and  Japanese  Rnperty.  1013 
l«tk  Straet  MW,  WfTNnfltTW.  D.  a 

O.  (2)  Amendment  at  XXm  TtatUnff  With 
tlM  lawBy  Aet  to  authoclpe  the  ntnm  of 
Genoaaa  and  Japanese  property  oonflaeated 
bjr  the  Oovcmment  ot  the  United  States. 

D.  («)  •1.74t. 

K.  (3)  $143.79:  (4)  9300:  (6)  flSS;  (9) 
•468,73;  (11)  (405.73.  | 

A.  Arthur  D.  Condon,  1000  Verm(»t  Aveoiue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Amana     Befrtgeratlon,     Inc.,     Amana. 
Iowa. 

A.  Arthur  D.  Condon,  1000  Vermont  Avenue 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Independent  Advisory  Committee  to  the 
Trucking  Industry,  Inc. 

A.  Arthiir  D.  Condon,  1000  Vermont  Avenue 
MW..  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Salt  Producers  Association,  726  LaSalle. 
Wackw  Building.  Chicago.  HI. 

A.  Lawrence  R.  Condon.  165  Broadway,  New 
Tork.  N.  Y. 

B.  Estate  of  Mary  Claric  DeBrabant  and 
Katherlne  C.  Williams.  120  Broadway,  New 
Tork.  N.  T. 

e.  (2)  Legislative  interests  relate  to  a  poa- 
slhle  revision  of  section  7  of  the  Technical 
Chantes  Act  of  1940  <63  Stat.  896).  \ 

E.  (10)   $2,500.  " 

A.  John  C.  Cone.  815  15th  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  c. 

B.  Pan  American  World  Airways  System. 
815  15th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Supporting  or  opposing  any  avia- 
tion legislation  that  mig^t  have  a  bearing 
on  the  operation  of  Pan  American  World 
Airways  System. 

A.  Conference   for  Inland   Waterways   Dry- 
Bulk    Regulation,    402    Commonwealth 
BuUdlng,  Washington.  O.  C. 
C.  (3)  The  legislative  interest  is  to  bring 
about  an  amendment  of  section  303  (b)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.     (3).* 

B.  (4)  $2,909.48;  (6)  $109.05;  (7)  $217.45; 
(8)  $638.62;  (9)  $3,764.80;  (10)  $10,417.76; 
(11)  $14,182.86;   (15).» 

A.  Conference  on  State  Defense.  Ill  8th  Ave- 
nue. New  York  City.  N.  Y. 

C.  (3)  Opposition  to  Federal  taxation  of 
State  and  local  government  bond  interest 

D.  (6)   $1,000. 
B.  (6)  $09.53;  (6)  $173.69;  (9)  $242.22;  (10) 

$1,606.25;   (11)  $1,848.47.  ^      ' 

A.  Richard  J.  Congleton.  763  Broad  Street. 
Newark.  N.  J. 

B.  Prudential  Instirance  Company  of 
America.  768  Broad  Street,  Newaiic.  N.  J. 

C.  (2)  General  Interest  in  all  legislation 
affecting  the  business  of  the  company. 

E.  (7)  $2,976.69;  (9)  $2,976.69;  (10) 
$888.06;   (11)  $3364.75. 

A.  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations,  718 
Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C 

C.  (2)  Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 
the  national  peace,  security,  democracy, 
prosperity,  and  general  welfare;  oppose  leg- 
islation detrimental  to  those  objectives.  (3) 
Report  on  Congress. 

D.  (V)    $34,935.45. 
K    (3)    $14,464.90:    (3)    $488.92;    (4)    $16.- 

424J8;  (5)  $1,675.91:  (6)  $1X)34.50:  (7) 
$5,583.12;  (8)  $1,366.73;  (9)  $34M5.45:  (10) 
•18,468.36:    (11)   $53,393.18;    (15).> 

'Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  Julian  D.  Conover.  Ring  Building  Wash- 
ington, D.  O. 

B.  American  Mining  Congreas,  Ring  BuUd- 
lng. Washington,  D.  c. 

C.  (3)  Ifeasurea  affecting  mining,  tuch  as 
Income  taxation,  social  security,  public 
lands.  stockplUng.  monetary  poUcy,  etc. 

D.  (6)   $2,500. 
B.  (6)  $37.03;  (7)  $74.02;  (9)  $lllil6;  (10) 

|81.3«:    (11)   $192.iO. 

A.  Cooke  and  Beneman,  1632  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  J.  R.  Watkina  Co..  Winona,  Minn. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  Revenue  Code  ©f  1954 
(H.  R.  8300),  seeking  clarincatlon  of  lan- 
guage regarding  specially  denatured  alcohol. 

A.  J.  Milton  Cooper.  505  Washington  BuUd- 
lng, Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Amueement 
Paries,  Pools,  and  Beaches,  203  North  Wabash 
Avenue,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)    H.  R.  8224.  1 

A.  J.  MUtoB  Co<^>er,  505  Washington  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Coal  Association,  Southern 
Building,  15th  and  H  Streets  NW.,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (3)  Legislative  Interests  arc  general  In 
character  and  those  affecting  the  coal  in- 
dustry. 1 

A.  J.  MUton  Cooper.  505  Washington  Build- 
ing. Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Natlon-Wide  Trailer  Rental  System,  512 
South  Market  Street.  Wichita,  Kans. 

(C)   Excise  tax  on  utility  trailers. 

A.  J.  Milton  Cooper,  505  Washington  Build- 
ing. Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  New  York  Stock  Exchange.  11  Wall 
Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Federal  tax  legislation  affecting  the 
Interests  of  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange 
and  its  members.  i 

A.  J.  Milton  Cooper.  505  Washington  "Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Sullivan,   Bernard,   Shea    and   Kinney 
Ring  Building.  Washington,  D.  C.       , 

C.  (2)   H.  R.  8300.  I 

A.  Wilmer    A.    Cooper,    104    C    Street    NE 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legis- 
lation. 104  C  Street  NE.,  Washington.  D.  c. 

C.  (2).»      (3)    Washington  Newsletter. 
£>.    (6)    $1,312.50. 
E.    (6)    $3.38;    (7)    $116.34;    (8)    $3.36;    (9) 

$122.97;   (10)  $96.72;   (11)  $217.69. 

A.  J.  G.  Corona,  suite  101,  1405  G  Street  NW 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Western  Union  Telegraph  Co.,  60  Hud- 
son Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  Interests  cover 
any  leglslaUve  proposals  affecting  the  Inter- 
ests of  the  telegraph  company. 

E.  (7)  $45:  \9)  $45:  (10)'  $38.50;  (11) 
$83.50.  I 

A.  Cotton,   Brenner  A  Wrlgley,   225   Broad- 
way. New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  Martin  Aloysius  Madden,  27  Weef  96th 
Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  S.  3216.  for  the  relief  of  Martin  Alo- 
ysius Madden. 

B.  (4)  $431.84;  (6)  $103.74;  (7)  $840.84- 
(9)   $1,376.42:      (U)   $1,376.42;    (15).»      1 

A.  Cox.  Langford,  Stoddard  ft  Cutler,  1625 
I  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Henry  Field.  3551  Main  Highway,  Coco- 
nut Grove,  Fla. 

C.  (2)  Private  Law  164.  83d  Coagress 
(H.  R.  786).  to  record  the  lawful  admission 

'  Not  printed.  Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


for  permanent   residence   of  Yuauf    (Uaah) 
Lazar. 

D.   (6)   $779.06. 

A  A.  M.  F.  Crass.  Jr..  1635  I  Street  »W..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Manufacturing  ChemlsU'  Association 
Inc..  1625  I  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  chem- 
ical industry. 

D.  (6)    $250. 

A.  Robert  A.  Crichton,  1701  K  Street.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  American  Life  Convention.  330  North 
Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  All  existing  and  prospective  legis- 
lation which  may  affect  the  life-insurance 
business. 

D.  (6)   $725. 

$37175!'    •''^'    ^^'    ^^''    ^^°^    ^^'^^''    "^^ 


$360.75; 


A.  Edwin  L.  Crosby,  M.  D.,  18  East  Division 
Street.  Chicago.  111. 

B.  American  Hospital  Association.  18  East 
Division  Street.  Chicago.  Ill, 

D.  (6)   $625. 

E.  (7)   $52.65;    (9)   $52.65;    (11)   $52.66. 

A.  Edward  B.  Crosland.  195  Broadway.  New 
York.  N.  Y.,  and  1001  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue  NW..   Washington.   D.   C. 
B    American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co 

195  Broadway.  New  York.  N.  Y.  ' 

C.  (2)    Matters  affecting  communicatlora. 

D.  (6)   $6,000. 


A.  Leo  J.  Crowley,   540  Equitable  Building, 
Denver,  Colo. 

B.  Colorado  Railroad  Legislative  Commit- 
tee, 615  C.  A.  Johnson  Building  Denver 
Colo.  • 

C.  (2)    All    legislation    both    general    and 
special  that  affects  the  railroads, 

E.  (10)   $826.20. 


-  i 


A.  John  C.  Cuneo,  Box  1054.  Modesto,  Calif. 

B.  The  Townsend  Plan,  Inc..  6$75  Broad- 
way Avenue,  Cleveland.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  The  Townsend  bills  in  Congress 

D.  (6)    $2,210.58. 

E.  (1)  $407.30;  (5)  $547.67:  (6)  $115  14- 
(7)  $148.98:  (8)  $163.42;  <»)  $13$2.51;  (10) 
$1,833.41;    (11)    $3,215.92.  -»»-       .    i      ; 


A.  Ralph  E.  Curtiss,  944  Washington  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Licensed  Beverage  Aesoclation 
420  Seventh  Stree  ,  Racine,  Wis. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  tavern  and 
restaurant  Industry.  j 

D.  (6)  $2,250.  I 

E.  (4)    $40.45;    f6)    $0.56;    (7)    $121.81;    (8) 
$0.90;    (9)    $163.72;    (10)   $5828;    (11)    $233. 

A.  Bernard  Cushman,  1001  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  O.    David    Zlmrlng.    1001    Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 


A.  N.    R.    Danlelian.    821    Cafrltz    Building 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  AssocUtion 
821  Cafrltz  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  8.  2150,  Participation  by  United 
States  with  Canada  in  construction  of  the 
St.  Lawrence  Seaway;  proponent. 

D.  (6)   $2,083.33. 

E.  (7)  $192;  (9)  $192;  (10)  $436.59;  (11) 
$628.59. 

A.  Paul  J.  Daugherty,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

B.  Ohio  Chamber  of  Commerce,  830  Hun- 
tington Bank  Building,  Columbus.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Matters  affecting  business  and  com- 
merce In  Ohio. 

D.  (6)    $720.  I 

I;   (11)  $32048. 


E.    (7)  $320.48;   (9)  $320.48; 
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A.  Joan  David,  1625  I  Street  NW..  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

B.  National  Committee  on  Parcel  Poat  Sine 
And  Weight  Umltations.  1I63S  I  Straet  NW„ 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (3)  To  obtain  repeal  Of  Public  Law  199. 
1st  session.  83d  Congreas.    1 

E.  (2)  $1,501;  (3)  $6.7^;  (5)  $3.30;  (6) 
$1.40;    (8)    $55.70.  I 

A.  Charles  W.  Davis.  1  North  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  111. 

B.  Chicago  Bridge  A  Iron  Co..  1306  West 
105th  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  8300.  the  proposed  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954.  relating  to  the  tax 
treatment  of  income  derived  from  foreign 
sources. 

E.  (6)  $5.40;  (7)  $151.66;  (9)  $15696;  (11) 
$156.96. 

A    Charles  W.  Davis.  1  NoHth  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  lU.  I 

B.  Clearing  Industrial  j  District.  Inc..  38 
South  Dearborn  Street.  Cqioago,  111. 

C.  (2»  Provisions  of  195JI  revenue  revision 
bill  relating  to  taxation  off  gains  and  losses 
upon  sale  of  real  property  by  dealers. 

E.  (6)  $44.81;  (7)  $344.97;  (9)  $289.78; 
(in   $289.78. 

A.  Charles  W.  Davis,  1  North  La  Salle  Street. 
Chicago.  111. 

B.  John  Stuart.  846  Merchandise  Mart. 
Chicago,  Ul. 

C.  (2)  Provisions  of  1951*  revenue  revision 
bill  relating  to  corporate  distributions  and 
adjustments. 

E  (6)  $63.42:  (7)  $21.51;  (9)  $84.93;  (10) 
$487.56;    (11)   $573.49. 

A    Sherlock   Davis.    1117   Barr  Building,   910 
17th  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  United  States  Cuban  Sugar  Council.  910 
17th  Street  NW.,  Washlngttm.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Anything  which  pertains  to  sugar 
or  trade  with  Cuba. 

A    T.  C.  Davis.  230  Park  ill 
N    Y. 

B  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co.,  35  Broad 
Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  ( 2 )  S.  978  and  any  other  legUlation  af- 
fecting Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co. 

A.  Donald  S.  Dawson,  731  Washington  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C. 
B   Motor  Carriers  Leasing  Conference,  4195 
Central  Avenue,  Detroit.  Mich. 

C.  (  2 )  For  passage  of  H.  R.  3303. 

D.  (6)  $625. 

A    M.   D.  DeTar.  1001   Connecticut  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Oil  Jobbers  Council,  Suite  708. 
Ferguson  Building   Springfield.  III. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  matters  which  would 
restrict  Importation  of  crude  oil  and  hinder 
petroleum  production,  and  establish  a  na- 
tional fuels  policy. 

E    (2)    $10;    (4)    $135.81;    (5)    $382.82;    (6) 
$2.10;   (9)  $580.73;  (11)  $530.73;  (16).' 
A.  R.  T.  DeVany.  918  16th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 
918  16th  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

A    Cecil  B.  Dickson.  1600  I  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Motion  Picture  Association  of  America. 
Inc..  1600  I  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  motion- 
picture  industry. 

D.  (6)   $3,900. 

E.  (7)  $1300;  (9)  $1,300;  (10)  $1300;  (11) 
$2,600. 


Ivenue,  New  York, 


"  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  Timothy  V.  A  DUlon.  1001  15th  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Sacramento- Yolo  Port  District,  813 
Court  House.  SacrameDto,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  in  support  of  the  Sac- 
ramento River  Deep  Water  Channel  project. 

D.  (6)   $3.4$8.65. 

B.  (8)  $68.55;  (9)  $88.55;  (10)  $117.70;  (11) 
$206.26. 

A.  Disabled  American  Veterans,  1423  East 
McMillan  Street.  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  war  veterans, 
their  dependents  and  survivors  of  deceased 
veterans.     (3)  The  DAV  Seml-Monthly 

E.  (3)  $6,628.81;  (7)  $103.09;  (9)  $6,731.90; 
(10)    $3,197.65;    (11)    $9,929.55. 

A.  Disabled  Officers  Association,  1604  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  AU  legislation  affecting  disabled 
veterans  and  their  dependents,  and  survi- 
vors of  deceased  veterans. 

E.  (2)  $2,750;  (9,  $2,750;  (10)  $2,750;  (11) 
$5,500. 

A.  Walter  L.  Disbrow.  900  F  Street  NW.. 
Room  314,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Retirement  Federation  ot  Civil  Service 
Employees  of  the  United  States  Government, 
900  F  Street  NW.,  Room  314.  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Retention  and  improvement  of  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  and  United  States 
Employees'  Compensation  Acts. 

D.  (6)   $1,463.93. 

E.  (7)    $111;    (9)   $111;    (11)   $111. 

A.  Wesley  E.  Disney,  601  World  Center 
Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Thomas  J.  Green  and  Edward  Slmone, 
70  Pine  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (3)  In  favor  of  proposed  repeal  of  tax 
on  preferred  stock  of  banks  which  have 
made  loans  or  issued  preferred  stock  to  Re- 
construction Finance  Corporation. 

A.  Wesley  E.  Disney  World  Center  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Independent  Natural  Gas  Association 
of  America.  World  Center  Building,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

C.  (3)  General  legislative  interests  in- 
clude any  matters  affecting  the  natural  gas 
industry. 

D.  (6)   $333333. 

E.  (6)  $8.75;  (8)  $1.60;  (9)  $10.35;  (11) 
$1035. 

A.  Wesley  E.  Disney,  World  Center  Building. 
Waahington.  D.  C 

B.  National  Building  Granite  Quarries 
Association.  1038  Connecticut  Avenue,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Specific  legislation  is  for  percentage 
depletion  In  H.  R.  8300,  relating  to  granite 
and  other  minerals. 

D.  (6)  aJOO. 

E.  (6)  $4;  (8)  $230;   (9)  $630;  (11)  $6.20. 

A.  District  Lodge  No.  44,  Intenuitlomd  As- 
sociation of  Machinists.  1029  Vermont 
Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Supporting  or  opposing,  as  t)M  case 
may  be.  legislation  affecting  working  condi- 
tions of  Government  employees  and  inci- 
dentally organised  labor  in  generaL 

D.  (6)  $16,087.17. 

E.  (2)  $5348^1;  (4)  $500;  (5)  $138Sj01: 
(6)  $297S«:  (7)  $3.00835:  (8)  t3,S71.7e:  (9) 
$13.99239;  (10)  $1938831;  (11)  $33381.70; 
(15).» 


>  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A  Division  341 .  Amalgamated  Assodatloa  o( 

Street.    Bectric    RaUway.    and     Motor 

Coach  Bmpk>y««8  of  America.  IMS  W<«$ 

Van  Buren  Avenue.  Chicago.  III. 

C.    (3)    Legislative  interests  Include   lawa. 

proposed  laws,  and  proposed  amendments  to 

laws  affecting  the  interests  of  its  members 

and  their  families. 

A.  Doherty.  Rumble  A  Butler.  W-I006  Flrat 
NaUonal  Bank  Building.  St.  Paul.  Minn. 

B.  Iron  Ore  Lessors  Association.  Inc., 
W-1451  First  National  Bank  Building.  St. 
Paul,  Minn. 

C.  (2)  Amendment  of  Internal  Revenua 
Code. 

^.  (7)  $282.13;  (9)  $283.13;  (10)  $234.94: 
(11)  $507.06. 

A.  William  C.  Doherty,  100  Indiana  Avenua 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Letter  Car- 
riers, 100  Indiana  Avenue  NW..  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legUlation  pertaining  to  postiU 
and  Federal  employees. 

D.  (6)  $1,500. 

A.  W.  J.  Donald.  165  Bast  44th  Street.  Mew 
York.  N.  Y. 

B.  National  Electrical  Manufacturers  As- 
sociation. 155  Bast  44th  Street.  New  Tork. 
N.  Y. 

C.  (3)  Legislation  regarding  excise  taxes 
on  electric  refrigerators,  electric  ranges,  elec- 
tric water  heaters,  domestic  electric  appli- 
ances, commercial  electric  cooking  equip- 
ment, electric  fans,  and  legislation  with  re- 
spect to  amendment  of  the  Labor  Manage- 
ment Relations  Act. 

A.  James    L.    Donnelly,    39    South    La    Ball* 
Street,  Chicago.  III. 

B.  Illinois  Manufacturers'  Association.  39 
South  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  AU  legislation  of  general  interest  to 
manufacturers.  (3)  Industrial  Review  and 
miscellaneous  bulletins. 

E.  (7)  $541.39;  (9)  $541.39;  (10)  $67037} 
(11)  $1.21226. 

A.  Robert  F.  Donoghue.  $43  Wyatt  Building; 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Pacific  American  Tankship  Assodatloa. 
25  California  Street.  San  Francisco.  Calif. 

C.  (3)  Legislation  affecting  the  merchant 
marine,  particularly  the  tankar  dlvlsioa 
thereof. 

D.  (6)  $1,635. 

E.  (6)  $37.67;  (7)  $1.60;  (9)  $39.17;  (11> 
$39.17. 

A.  James   J.   Donohue,    610   Ring   Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Blectrlcal  Contractors  Associa- 
tion, Inc..  610  Ring  Building.  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  affects  the  building 
construction  and  electrical  Indtistrles.  (8) 
Weekly  News  Letter;  monthly  tnag»»tn^^ 
Qualified  Contractor. 

A  Thomas  J.  Donovan.  155  East  44th  Street; 
New  York.  N.  Y. 
C.  (3)   Legislation  affecting  excise  tax  oa 
alcoholic  beverages. 

A.  J.  Dewey  Dorset  t.  60  John  Street.  Mew 
Yortt,  H.  T. 

B.  Asaociatkm  of  Casualty  and  Sorety  Oona* 
panles.  60  John  Street.  Mew  Tork.  M.  T. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  aSecttng  eaaualtj  and 
surety  ootnpanlea. 

D.  (6)  $11330. 

A.  C.  L.  Dorson.  900  F  Street  HW..  Washing- 
ton. D.  C.  (Room  314). 
B.  Retirement  Federatkm  of  CTttX 
employees  at  the  United  State 
900  F  Street  NW..  Washingt«m.  IX  C 
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C  f3)  I«c] 


n.  {91  9unjMi 

m,  iWI  tMMi  (11) 


tlic  p«tro(raa> 

(10)  4sci.2a: 


Hotel 
140   ll'Ji 


'.  Kiev  Tark.  K.  T,  ana 
WW,  Wasluzsigx&c.  D  C. 
C.  r2)  Mactfien  affcctLr^  sieatpackers. 
O.  (fl)  MO  le. 

K.  <»)  007:4:  IS)  tl.5»:   I4>  tiija:   (5»  98 
9Bta-      txntmr.    m   02*jaa-.    (»,   50  c*nta.    (9r   »56  13; 
(10)   •ao.ao;   (11)   985  43:    (15).' 


A.  Ufa.  r.  p.  OoogDw.  1000  17tli  Street  HW, 
WMktagtoa.  O.  C 

B.  Lcacoc  of  Wooaen  Voptcrs  of  Oinltcd 
Btmtm,  uns  ITtli  acreet  jrw^  Waataii«ton. 
O.  C. 

D.  (0)  0M0.J0 

1.  (7>  »22;  (t>  122;  (10)  •30.70;  (11) 
042.-10, 


W.  OovsUiat,  •!«  MUi  Screet  »W.. 
Wwhtngton.  D.  C. 
B.  Batlonal  AModatka  of  Mairafaetvren. 


Monwy  BntUWtic  W 


A.  Fayllt  B. 
tjoffton.  D.  C. 

B.  OnamiliUia    ior   Pipe  X^ne 
TWai.  Okki. 

C.  (2)  Tbc  eommlttoe  to  oppoMd  to  S.  t07S 
vlUeli  tf  enacted  would  Otvarei  ptpcUacs: 
and  tBtW€«fd  la  an  approprteUon  lev  tlic 
Infant  at*  CoKnaacrca  rniiiiiilailiiii  adequate 
to  caatola  It  to  perform  tta  ngaiMtarj  du- 


A.  JC.  J.  Dowd.  n  Centro.  Call/.  |j 

B.  Imiwtlal  Irrlsatkm  DUtrUrt,  B  Centre. 

Calif. 

^.  (r    02.190. 

K.  (7)  00743;  (0)  007 J3;  (11)  OAHJO. 

A.  Atfto  M.  Downer.  010  Wtara  BuUdlnc,  1000 
Vannont  Avenue  WW..  Waabtaffton.  D.  C. 

B.  Veterans  im  Foreign  Wars  ot  tbe  United 
Btataa. 

C.  (2)  Leglslatton  affecttn^  all  veterans 
and  their  dcpendenta.  (3)  VFW  Magazine 
•ad  VPW  Lcgtolative  Bcwriettcr. 

D.  (6)    01.750. 

B.  (7»  OUl.TO:  (0)  OlJOl.TO:  (JO)  0112^; 
(11)  OSU^l.  ^         , 

A.  W.  A.  Dodcr.  Jr..  17  Molton  Street.  Mont- 
Vomery.  Ala. 
B.  Medical    Awoclatlon    of   the    8Ut«   of 
Alahama.  037  Dexter  Avenue.  Montgomery, 


C.  (2)  All  health  matters  covered  by  lec- 
Islattva  action.     (3)  P.  B.  Botes. 

D.  (0)   OlAOO. 

B.  (4)  oaao:  (O)  0225;  (lo)  0220;  (ii)  04«o. 

A.  Bead  Dunn.  Jr.,  1032  U  Straat  KW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Watlonal  Cotton  CouacO  of  Anuf^rfk 
Poet  OOee  Box  10,  Memphis.  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  raw-cot- 
ton Industry  aa  will  promota  the  purposes 
for  which  the  council  Is  organized. 

D.  (0)  0430. 
B.  (7)  000.20;  (0)  000.20;  (U)  fOOJO. 

A.  Henry  I.  Dworshak.  1102  Bing  Building. 
Waahlngton.  D.  C. 

B.  AOMrlesB  Mining  Cwigrass,  Ring  BxiOd- 
Ing.  Waahlngton.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Measures  aflActing  mining,  such  as 
Inoome  taxation,  social  security,  poMlc  lands, 
stoekpUlng.  monetary  policy,  etc 

D;  (0)  $000. 

A.  Joseph  L.  Dwyer,  1025  K  Street  BW..  Wash. 
Ington.  D.  C. 
B.  American  Petroleum  Institute.  50  We«t 
60th  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

A 


A.  Georye  S.  Eaton,  907  Public  Square  Build- 
ing. Oerfdand.  Ohio. 

B.  Wattrwa}  Tboi  aad  Dte  Masnfactur^ra 
AiffctiTlop.  ttn  PuMk:  Sqxiare  Bhaiidmg. 
devdaiid.  OtJo. 

C.  (2|  BUU.  e^jcdallj  affecting  the  In- 
tcrcsu  of  contract  Vxi  acd  die  shops,  viucb 
***  small  bin1nfi<«.  including  the  extension 
of  Uic  Beneg-sttaoon  Act.  sex^eral  tax  revi- 
sion, awimrtment  cX  ciie  TatT-.-HarUei  Acu 

D.  (0)    512:. 


I  tiie  Tatr-.-Hanlev 


A  John  W.  laelman.  Oil  Warr.er  Building. 
Waatitngton.  D.  C. 

B.  Textile  Workers  Union  of  AmAica.  S>9 
University  PLice.  New  York.  It.  T. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  an  legislation  fivorable 
to  **•  natloxial  peace,  security,  democracy, 
and  feneral  aelfare;  oppose  leg:is!atic«:  detri- 
mental to  tJM«e  objectives.  | 

D.  (•»    •1.0M.17  I 

B.  (7»  0300.17;  (9)  •300,17;  (10)  $22492; 
(11)   0S34XO. 


A.  Herman    Ddelsberg.    1C03    K    Stree*.    VW  . 
Waahlngton.  D.  C. 

B.  Antldefamatlon  League  of  B'nal  B'rlth 
212  PUth  Avenue.  Hew  Tork.  N   T 

C.  (2)  Sup;)ort«  legislation  which  pro- 
motes the  clTll  rights  of  all  Amcrtcans  and 
opposes  imdemocratlc  discrimination  against 
any  Amerlcacs. 

D.  rO)   0140. 

,    E.   (7)  $15;  (9)  $15:  HO)  $15;   fll)   $30. 

A.  JosefHi  H.  Ehlcrs.   1020   17th  8tre«t  WW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Society  of  Civil  Engineers.  33 
West  39th  Striiet.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  LegULative  interests  relate  to  mat- 
ters affecting  the  engineering  profe&sfcin 

E.  (4)  $25;  (5>  $50;  (9,  $75;  ^O)  $«.  (11) 
$140. 

A.  Bernard  H.  Khrlich.  1367  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue KW..  Waahlngton.  D    C. 

B.  National  Association  and  Coiuicil  of 
Business  Schools,  418  Homer  Building.  13ih 
Btrttt  at  P  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  interest  on  all  bills  relat- 
ing to  the  education  and  training  of  veter- 
ana  and  an  o9;her  leglsUtlon  aflectlag  pro- 
prietary schools.  I 

D.  (0)  $1,050.  1 

B.  (4)  $15:  (6)  $35.28:  (8)  $87JB  (9) 
$137.54;  (10)  $103.51:  (11)  $241  05. 


A.  Oscar  Bder,  1771  N  Street  NW..  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Radio  A  Tele- 
vUlon    Broadcasters.     1771    N     Streei    NW 
Waahlngton.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Beglstrsmt  Is  Interested  In  a$y  leg- 
Ulatlon— local,  SUte,  Pederal.  or  Interna- 
tional— which  affects  the  broadcasting  in- 
dustry. I 

A.  John  Doyle  Elliott.  305  Pennsylvania  Ave- 
nue SB..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  The  Townsend  Plan.  Inc.,  0875  Broad- 
Way  Avenue.  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

C.  (3)  Enactment  Into  law  of  H.  R.  2446 
generally  known  as  the  Townsend  plan. 

D.  (0)  0010. 


A.  Otis  H.  BIls.   1001  Connectirut  Avenue. 

Washington.   D.   C. 

B.  National  OU  Jobbers  Couneil.  TOO  Pcr- 
gnson  Botkltng,  fi|KlngAeld.  UL  ' 

C.  <2)  AAant  Is  interested  In  jgeacral  leg- 
telattem  which  might  affect  the  boalnew  In- 
teT«ats  of  mdepeiident  oU  Jobbers  ^^mI 
krters. 

D    t6;   $4,500. 


'Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  Newen  W.  B'.lson.  701  Union  Trust  Bnild- 
ing.  Washington.  D    C. 

B.  Empire  Zinc  Division,  the  New  Jersey 
Z;.-.c  Co  .  Oilman.  Colo. 

C.  (2)  Bills  to  amend  the  mlncral-leaslrg 
laws  to  provide  for  mult: pie- mlherml  devel- 
c^ment  of  the  same  tracts  of  the  public 
lancU    aLnd  for  otter  purposes. 

E    i6)   $25;    (8;   $5;    (9;  $30;   (U)   $30. 


A  Newell  W  EIi»i:.n,  701  Caion  Trjst  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C. 

B  Theodore  Roosevelt  Assodadon.  38  East 
20-.n  Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C  !2i  General  interest  Is  to  protect  the 
rights  of  the  Theodore  Rooaevelt  Assodatlcn 
under  the  act  of  May  21.  1032  (4t  Stat.  103). 

E  (6)  $0.41.  1 81  $0.40;  (9)  $17A7;  (10) 
$92  72;    (11)    »1 10-58. 


A  Jihr.  H.  Kse,  302  Ring  Bjiljing.  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B  National  Retail  Lumber  DeaJen  Aseo- 
Ciation.  302  Ring  Building.  Waahlngton.  D.  C. 

C  i2i  Housing  and  lat>or  legislation  and 
all  measures  ailectlng  retail  limolaer  dealers 

D    (61   $3i>50. 

E  (7)  $286  30,  '9)  $286  30;  (101  $300;  111) 
$646  50. 


A  Northcutt  Ely.  120O  Tower  Building. 
Waahlngton.  D  C. 

B.  .American  Public  Power  Assodaticn, 
1757   K   Street    NW.,   Washlngtoa.    D.    C. 

C  i2)  Legislation  a£ecting  public  power 
projects  generally. 

E    .10)    $138  14.    (Ill    $138.14.  , 


Tower     Building. 


A    Northcutt     Ely.     1200 
Washington.  D   C. 

B  Department  of  Water  and  Power  of  the 
city  of  Las  Angeles.  207  South  Broadway, 
Los  Angeles.  c:allf. 

C  f  2  »  legislation  affecting  the  Htys  rights 
In  the  Oilorado  River  and  related  matters, 
and  legislation  affecting  public  power  proj- 
ects. 

D    <«)   $li»0. 


A      Northcutt    Ely.     1200    Towei*    BuUdlng. 
Washington.   D    C 
B    East  Bay  Municipal  Utility  DUtrict,  512 
16th  Street.  Oakland.  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Interior  Department  appropria- 
tions bUl.  1955.  and  legislation  affecting  so- 
cial-security coverage  for  munlcUMd  em- 
ployees. 

D.  (6)  $2,100. 


A.     Northcutt     E!y.     1200    Tower    Building 
Washington,  D.   C. 

B  Imperial  Irrigation  District,  B  Centra 
Calif. 

C  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  district's 
rlghu  In  the  Ck>lorado  River  and  related 
matters. 

D    (6)  $2,100. 
^^  ««>  •*5.05;   (8)   $12.40;   (9)  $07.45;    (11) 

A.    Northcutt    By.     1200    Tower     BuUdlng, 
Waahlngton,  D.  C. 

B.  Six  Agency  Committee  and  Colorado 
River  Board  of  California,  315  South  Broad- 
way, Los  Angeles.  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  California's 
Interest  in  the  Colorado  River  and  legisla- 
tion relating  to  reclamation  and  water  re- 
sources policies. 

D.  (6)    $10,658.26. 

E.  (4)  $15.75;  (6)  $56.43;  (9)  061.08;  (9) 
1133.26;     (10)     $96.67;     (11)     $229  $3 
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A.    Northcutt    By,     1200    Tower    Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Water  Project  Authority  of  the  State 
of  California,  Sacramento.  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Interior  De]>artment  Appropria- 
tions bin.  1954,  and  legislation  affecting 
the  Central  Valley  Project  and  Federal  rec- 
lamation   and    power    policies    generally. 


A    Northcutt    Ey,    1200    Tower    Building. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Water  Resources  Board  of  the  State  of 
California.  Sacramento,   Calif. 

C.  (2)  Army  civil  functions  appropriations 
bill,  1955,  and  legislation  affecting  flood- 
control  projects  generally. 

A.  Emergency  Committee  on  Natural  Re- 
sources, 709  Wire  Building.  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C    (2)  Conservation  of  natural  resources. 

(31'. 

D     (6)    $345  50. 

E     (5)    $258.09:    (9)    S258  09:    (11)    $258.09. 

A.  K    Blyth  Emmons,  )25  15th  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B    National  Small  Businessmen's  Associa- 
tion. Inc.,  2834  Central  Street.  Evanston,  111. 

C.  (2)  All  leglslatlor.  pertaining  to  small 
business,  either  directly  or  indirectly.  (8) 
Pulling  Together. 

D.  (6)  $2,475. 

E  (7»  $300  45;  (9)  |i300.45;  (10)  $$88  75; 
(11)    $6C9  20. 

A    Enelneers  and  Scientists  of  America,  711 
West  Lake  Street,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
C    (2)   Any  legislation  affecting  the  Inter- 
ests   of    professional    engineers    and    other 
members  of  alBliated  units. 

A  Myles  W.  English.  952  National  Press 
'building,   Washington.  D.   C. 

B.  National  Hlghwtiy  TTsers  Conference. 
Inc  .  952  National  Press  Building,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C  (2)  Legislation  pending  before  the  Con- 
ere.ss  dealing  with  Pederal  grants-in-aid  to 
Slates  for  highways,  or  repeal,  modification, 
or  extension  of  Federal  excise  taxes  on  motor 
\ehicles.  gasoline,  oil,  tires,  or  auto  parts. 


A  Walter  M.  ITvans,  51 
Richmond,  Va. 

B  Virginia  Associati 
Travelers  Building,  Ric 

C  (2)  Legislative  actl 
v.ifh  respect  to  action  a 
p,ress  to  equalize  taxes 
luals  and  the  cooperal 
business  enterprises  w: 
pete.      (3).> 


2  Travelers  Building, 

^d  Businessmen,  512 
hmond.  Va. 
vities  were  conducted 
t  tMs  session  of  Con- 
as  between  the  mu- 
Ives  and  the  private 
th  which  they  com- 


A    Edward  Palck  &  Co.,  1625  I  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B  Southern  California  Gas  Co.,  810  South 
Flower  Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  All  legUlatioQ  of  Interest  to  the 
r.atur.11  gas  Industry. 

D.  (6)  $4,000. 

E.  (2)  $600;  (5)  $450:  (6)  $246.53;  (7) 
(373.98;  (9)  $1,669.51;  (10)  $4,086.51;  (11) 
$5,756.02;    (15)  ». 

A.  Farmers  Educational  and  Cooperative 
Union  of  America  (National  Farmers 
Union),  1417  California  Street,  Denver, 
Colo.,  and  1404  New  York  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  National  Farmers  Union  is  inter- 
ested in  all  Federal  legislation,  bills,  resolu- 
tions, appropriations  and  other  proceedings 
affecting  American  agriculture  and  farmers, 
either  directly  or  indirectly. 

D.  (6)    $42,704.37. 

E.  |2)  $10,873.89;  (3)  $187.50;  (4)  $264.21; 
(5)  $3,181.34:  (6)  $1,81165;  (7)  $6,879.26; 
(81  $511.98:  (9)  $23,709.83;  (10)  $29,584.90: 
(11)    $53,294.73;    (15).' 

'  Not  printed.  Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  Un.  Albert  K.  Parwell,  Box  204A,  Route  2, 
Vienna,  Va. 

B.  National  Congress  of  Parents  and  Teach- 
ers, 700  North  Rush  Street,  Chicago,  Hi. 

C.  (2)  Measures  which  affect  the  welfare  of 
children  and  youth  In  fields  of  education; 
■oclal  and  economic  well-being;  child  labor 
and  environmental  situations:  Federal  re- 
search agencies  in  education,  health.  Juvenile 
protection  and  homemaklng;  world  under- 
standing and  peace  among  nations. 

A.  Joseph  G.  Feeney,  1209  WhltehaU  Build- 
ing. 17  Battery  Place,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  National  St.  Lawrence  Project  Confer- 
ence, 814  Transportation  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  with  reference  to  the 
St.  Lawrence  waterway  and  power  project 
(opposed). 

D.  (6)  $1,200. 

E.  (7)  $616.62;  (9)  $616.02;  (10)  $751.65; 
(11)   $1,368.27. 

A.  Harold    E.   FeUows.    1771    N   Street   NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Radio  and  Tele- 
vision Broadcasters.  1771  N  Street  NW.. 
Waahlngton.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation— local.  State,  Federal, 
or  international— which  affects  the  broad- 
casting industry. 

A.  John  A.  Ferguson,  918  16th  Street  NW., 
Suite  501,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Independent  Natural  Gas  Association 
of  America,  918  16th  Street  NW..  Suite  601, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  pertaining  to 
natural  gas. 

D.  (0)  $3,750. 


A.  John  H.  Ferguson,  1025  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Legislative  Committee  of  the  Committee 
for  a  National  Trade  Policy,  1025  Connecti- 
cut Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  G. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  relating  to  foreign  eco- 
nomic policy. 

D.  (5)   $300;  (6)  $300;   (7)  $375;   (8)  $675. 

A.  Josiah  Ferris,  510  Union  Trust  Bulldtn:;, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  United  SUtes  Sugar  Corp.,  Clewlston, 
Fla.;  Fellsmere  Sugar  Producers  Association, 
Fellsmere,  Fla.;  American  Sugar  Cane 
League,  New  Orleans,  La. 

A.  Maurice    W.    FlUius,    703    National   Press 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Alcoholic  Bev- 
erage Importers,  Inc. 

C.  (2).'  I 

D.  (6)   $375.  ' 

A.  James   Flnucane,    1013    18th   Street   NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Committee  for  the  Return  of  Con- 
fiscated German  and  Japanese  Property,  1013 
18th  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Amendment  of  the  Trading  with 
the  Knemy  Act  to  authcn-lze  the  return  of 
German  and  Japanese  property  confiscated 
bv  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

'd.  (6)  $142.73. 

A.  James  Flnucane,    1013    18th   Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Council  for  Prevention  of  War, 
1013  18th  Street  NW.,  Waahlngton,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  In  support  of  legislation  and  legis- 
tlve  policy  dealing  constructively  with 
foreign  affairs. 

D.  (6)  $1,225. 

E.  (7)  $107;  (8)  0107;  (9)  $107;  (10)  $100; 
(11)  $207. 


A  Adrian  8.  Plsher.  701  Union  Trust  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Theodore  Roosevelt  Association,  SO  Bttt 
20th  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  To  prevent  any  action  being  taken 
under  H.  R.  5471  which  Is  In  violation  of  the 
act  of  May  31,  1932. 

E.  (6)  $941:  (8)  $8.40;  (9)  $17.87;  rtO) 
092.72;   (11)  1110.59. 

A.  Bernard  M.  Fitzgerald,  Washington  Loan 
and  Trust  BuUdlng.  Waahlngton.  D.  C. 

B.  Brown.  Lund  A  Fitsgerald.  Washington 
Loan  and  Trust  Building,  Washington.  D.  C, 
representing  National  Association  of  Blectrio 
Companies,  1200  18th  Street  NW..  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legUlatlon  that  might  alTect 
the  members  of  the  NABC. 

D.  (6)  0472.50. 

A.  Stephen  Fitzgerald  A  Co..  502  Park  Ave- 
nue, New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  Creole  Petroleum  Corp.,  350  Fifth  Ave- 
nue, New  Tork.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Support  for  the  Reciprocal  Trade 
Agreements  Act  and.  more  specifically,  to 
oppose  legislation  such  as  the  Simpson  bill 
(H.  R.  5894). 

D.  (6)   185.157.76. 

E.  (1)  $12,725;  (2)  $15,529.86;  (4>  06,»4O: 
(6)    $54373:     (7)    $8,158.88:     (8)    $10,008.10; 

(9)  $53,914.68;     (10)     $12,482.17:     (11)     $66.- 
398.80. 

A.  F  Stuart  Fltzpatrick,  1615  E  Street  NW, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
3.  Chamber  of   Commerce   of   the  United 
States  of  America.  1615  H  Street  NW..  Wastai- 
ington.  D.  C. 

A.  Roger  Fleming.  261  Constitution  Avenue 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Pedniktlon,  221 
North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago.  IlL 

C.  (2).' 

D.  (6)   $1,500. 

E.  (7)  $43.40;  (9)  $43.40;  (10)  003.70;  (11) 
$102.10, 

A.  Donsid  a.  Fletcher.  745  McKnlght  Build- 
ing, Minneapolis.  Minn. 

B.  Rust  Prevention  Association.  745  Mo- 
Knight  Building.  Minneapolis.  Minn. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  funds  for  re- 
search on  plant-disease  control  and  txop 
Improvement. 

D.  (6)  $2,175. 

E.  (2)  $558.33:  (4)  $18:  (5)  0272A8;  fO) 
$129.83;  (7)  $565.04;  (9)  $1,544.48;  (10) 
$708.00;    (11)02,343.67. 

A.  Florida  Citrus  Mutual  (Legislative  Fund), 
Lakeland,  Fla. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  affects  the  cit- 
rus Industry. 

E.  (2)  $2,499.09:  (4)  $2.87:  (5)  $40;  (0) 
$8.46;  (7)  $380.10;  (8)  $1.56;  (0)  02.93t.9t; 
(10) $2,601.73;   (11)  $5,630.71. 

A.  Florida  Inland  Navigation  DUtrict,  Citi- 
zens Bank  Building.  Bunnell.  Fla. 

C.  (2)  Potentially  Interested  in  all  legisla- 
tion affecting  river  and  harbor  works,  flood 
control,  and  other  water  use  and  conserva- 
tion, and  related  subjects. 

E.   (2)    $13&0;    (8)    $19.61:    (0)    $1,360.01; 

(10)  $1,279.11;    (11)    $2,740.72. 

A.  Florida  Railroad  Association.  404  Mld- 
yette-Moor  BuUdlng.  Tallahassee,  Fla. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  legislation  of  interest  to 
members  of  Florida  Railroad  Association. 

D.  (6)   02.512.50. 

E.  (2)  $1,875:  (6)  0333:  (7)  $34X33:  (0) 
02,220.56;    (10)    $2,396.60;    (11)   $4.8IT.SS. 
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Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


>  Not  printed.    Filed  aith  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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A.  Jotm  J.  nyni^,  734  IStb  Street  NW..  Wasb* 
ington,  D.  C. 

B.  International  Union  of  Beetrlcal.  Radio, 
and  Machine  Workers,  734  16tb  Street  NW., 
Waahlngton,  D.  C. 

O.  (a)  Any  and  all  legislation  affecting 
the  welfare  and  security  of  working  men  and 
women  and  their  families. 

D.  (6)  •1.426. 

E.  (7)  tlSO;  (9)  tl30:  (10)  tlOO;  (11) 
•230. 

A.  Aaron  L.  Ford.  Munsey  Building.  Wtish- 
ington,  D.  C,  and  Plaza  Building,  Jack- 
son. Miss. 

B.  Otho  P.  Hipkins.  4316  Santiago  Straet, 
Tampa,  Pla. 

C.  (2)  Retained  to  assist  in  obtaining 
passage  of  a  private  bill.  H.  R.  4790.  i 

K.  (7)  »150:  (8)  »6:  (9)  tiss. 

A.  lira.  J.  A.  Pord.  305  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
SB..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Townsend  Plan.  Inc.,  6675  Broadway. 
Cleveland.  Ohio. 

a  (2)   H.  R.  2446  and  H.  R.  2447.  i 

A.  Forest  Conservation  Society  of  America, 
2144  P  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)   Forest  conservation. 

E.  (2)  1185;    (4)   112;    (6)    $25;    (0)    ta22: 

(10)  $232;  (11)  6454. 

A.  Forest  Farmers  Association  Cooperative. 
Post  Office  Box  7284.  Station  C,  Atlanta. 
Oa. 
C.  (2)   1956  agricultxiral  apprc^rlation  bill 
and  general  tax  revision  bill.     (3)  The  For- 
est Fanner. 

E.  (4)  $62:  (6)  6160:  (7)  $333.49;  (9) 
$535.49:    (10)  $246.35:    (11)   $781.84.  | 

■  ♦  i 

A.  J.  Carter  Fort.  929  Transportation  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Association  of  American  Railroads. 
TransporUtion  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  aflTecting  transporta- 
tion. 

D.  (6)  $6,563.34. 

«.   (7)   $179.76;    (9)    $179.75;    (10)    $151.«8: 

(11)  $331.23. 

A.  Charles  S.  Fwrter,  1701  18th  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B-  DIsaMed  American  Veterans,  1423  Ehst 
McMillan  Street.  Cincinnati.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  The  DAV  Is  Interested  in  all  leg- 
islation affecting  war  veterans,  their  depend- 
ents and  survivors  of  deceased  veterans.  (3) 
DAV  Semimonthly. 

D.  (6)   $1314.40. 

A.  Ronald  J.  Foulis,  196  Broadway,  New  York. 
N.  T.,  and  1001  Connecticut  Avenue  NW  . 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  .Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co., 
105  Broadway,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2 V  Matters  affecting  commimlcations. 

D.  (6)  $4,000. 

A.  Fowler.  Leva.  Hawes  and  Symington,  1701 
K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Waterways  Council  Opposed  to  Regula- 
tion Bitenslon,  21  West  Street,  New  York. 
N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  S.  3111  and  legislation  related  to 
extension  of  regulation  to  bulk  carriers  on 
waterways. 

D.  (6)   $3,500. 

B.  (4)  $4.29;  (6)  $14.62;  (7)  $32.12;  (9) 
•60.93:   (11)  $60.03.  ^   ' 

A.  L.  a  FtankUn,  Box  401,  Greensboro.  K.  C. 

B.  National  Tax  Relief  Coalition,  Box  401 
Greensboro.  N.  C. 

C.  (2)  Tax  limitation. 

D.  (6)   $650. 

E.  (2)  $375;  (5)  $26;  (7)  $250;  (9)  $650; 
(10)  $860;    (11)   $1,610.  ^   '  ' 


A.  Robert  Franklin.  3438  Tulare  Btreet. 
Fresno,  Calif. 

B.  AlUed  Wool  Industry  Committee,  414 
Pacific  National  Life  Building,  Salt  Lake  City. 
Utah.  , 

B.   (10)    $2,000.  I 

A.  Robert  Franklin.  2438  Tulare  Street, 
Fresno,  Calif. 

B.  National  Wool  Growers  Association.  414 
Pacific  National  Life  Building,  Salt  Lake  City. 
Utah. 

C.  (2)   Legislation  affecting  wool  Industry. 
E.   (10)    $3,382^21. 

A.  Robert  W.  Prase,  812  17th  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Book  Publishers  CouncIS,  Inc.. 
2  West  48th  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  Interests  In- 
clude all  matters  affecting  the  general  book- 
publlshlng  industry  except  for  postal  rates. 

D.  (8)   $1,750. 

E.  (2)  $780;  (4)  $175;  (5)  $345;  (6)  $185; 
(7)  $227.50;  (8)  $65;  (9)  $1,777.50:  (10) 
$776.98^    (11)    $2,554.48;    (15).»  J 

A.  George  H.  Prates.  1163  National  Press 
Building,   Washington,   D.   C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Retail  Drug- 
gists. 

C.  (2)  To  oppose  legislation  detrimental 
to  independent  retail  druggists  and  to  fur- 
ther legislation  favorable  to  the  profession. 
(3)   N.  A.  R.  D.  Journal.  i 

D.  (6)   $2,800.  I 

E.  (2)   $675;  (5)  $399;  (6)  $80;  (9)  |1,154; 

(10)  $2396;    (11)   $3,550. 

A.  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legisla- 
tion. 104  C  Street  NE..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2).>     (3)   Washington  Newsletter. 

D.  (6)    $26,954.56. 

E.  (2)  $10,511.53;  (3)  $181.86;  (4) 
$1,097.06;  (5)  $2,059.89;  (6)  $212.23;  (7) 
$1,006.32;  (8)  $831.04;  (9)  $15,899.93;  (10) 
$16,395.12;    (11)   $32,295.05;    (15).' 

A.  George  M.  Fuller,  1319  18th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Lumber  Manufacturers  Asso- 
ciation, 1319  18th  Street  NW.,  Washington 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  No  particular  bills,  but  any  legisla- 
tion inimical  to  the  Interests  of  the  lumber 
ind\i8try,  American  industry,  and  free  enter- 
prise. 1 

D.  (6)    $4399.98.  } 

E.  (7)   $843.38;    (9)   $843.38;    (10)   $989.29; 

(11)  $1,832.67. 

A.  Wallace  H.  Fulton,  1625  K  Street  NW. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Securities  Deal- 
ers, Inc..    1625   K  Street   NW.,   Washington, 

C.  (2)  S.  2846,  H.  R.  7550,  and  H.  R.  8300. 

D.  (6)   $625.  1 

A.  John  F.  Gale,  616  Investment  Building 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Fertilizer  Association,  Inc  , 
616  Investment  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  might  affect 
the  manufacture  or  distribution  of  fertilizer 
or  the  general  agricultxiral  economy. 

D.  (6)  $30.  j 

A.  Lawrence  H.  Gall,  Suite  501,  918  16th 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Independent  Natural  Gas  Association  of 
America.  918  16th  Street  NW.,  WashiiKton 
D.  C.  -o        , 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  pertaining  to  natu- 
ral gas. 

D.  (6)  $1,450. 

*  Not  printed.  Piled  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


A.  M.  J.  Oalvin,  207  Union  Depoti  BiUldlnc 

St.  Paul.  Minn. 

B.  Minnesota  Railroads.* 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  all  matters  affecting 
railroads. 

D.  (6)    $500. 

E.  (7)  $1,102.97;  (9)  $1,102.97;  (10)  $420.90; 
(11)    $1,523.87. 

A.  Earl  II.   Gammons,   1735  De  Sales  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Columbia    Broadcasting    System.    Inc.. 
485  Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  applicable  to  or  affecting 
the  radio  and/or  television  industry. 

A.  Gwynn  Garnett.  261  Constitution  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago,  111, 

C.  (2)   Foreign  aid. 

D.  (6)    $1,187.50. 

E.  (7)  $78.85;   (9)  $78.85;   (10)  $62.75;   (11) 
$131.60.  ^ 


$78.85;   (10)  $52 


A.  Marlon  R.   Garstang,   1731   I  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Milk  Producers  Federation. 
1731  I  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect  milk 
producers  or  the  cooperatives  through  which 
they  act  together  to  process  and  market  their 
milk  (3)  News  for  Dairy  Co-ops  and  the 
Alert. 

D.  (6)   $2,511.96. 

E.  (8)  $12;  (9)  $12;  (10)  $111.48;  (11) 
$123.48. 


$12;     (10)    $111. 


A.  Gas  Appliance  Manufacturers  Association. 
Inc..  60  East  42d  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  In  general,  legislation  wlilch  con- 
cerns or  affects  members  of  the  Oas  Appll- 
ance  Manufacturers  Association,  Inc.,  includ- 
ing H.  R.  8224  and  H.  R.  8300.  1 

D.  (6)    $2,020.52. 

E.  (2)  $1,500;  (4)  $95.60;  (6)  $424.92-  (9) 
$2,020.52;  (10)  $500;  (11)  $2,520.52. 

A.  Mrs.     Paul     Gehbahr.     830     Wttherspoon 
Building,    Philadelphia.    Pa. 
B.  The   Board   of   Christian   Education   of 
the  Presbyterian  Church. 

A.  Gus  P.  Gelssler.  1404  New  York  Avenue 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  Farmers  Educational  and  Cooperative 
Union  of  America  (National  Partners  Un- 
ion) 1404  New  York  Avenue  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, DC.  I 

D.  (6)    $1,000.  I 

E.  (7)    $125;    (9)    $125;    (11)    $12$. 

A.  J.  M.  George.  165  Center  Street.  Winona, 
Minn. 

B.  The  Inter-State  Manufacturers  Asocia- 
tlon.  163-165  Center  Street,  Winona,  Minn. 

C.  (2).' 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 


A.  J.  M.  George,  H.  K.  Brehmer,  and  C.  8. 
McMahon.    165    Center    Street,    Winona. 

Minn. 

B.  National   Association  of  Direct  Selling 
Cos..   163-165  Center  Street,  Winona.  Minn 

C.  (2).> 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 


A.  Leo  E.  George,  711  14th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  National  Federation  of  Pcct  Office 
Clerks,  711  11th  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
u.   ^ . 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  pertaining  to  the 
postal  service  and  the  welfare  of  Postal  and 
Federal  employees.     (3)   Union  Postal  Clerk. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

E.  (10)    $200;    (11)    $200. 


■  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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A.  Stanley   Oewlrtz.    1107    leth   Street   WW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Air  Transport  Association  of  America* 
1107  16th  Street  NW.,  Washinfftoo,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  welfare  of  air- 
lines and   air   transport  industry. 

E.  (7)  $51.75;  (9)  $51.75;  (10)  $38.66:  (11) 
$90.40. 

A.  Walter  A.  Giblln.  room  413.  10  Independ- 
ence Avenue  SW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  Railway  Carmen  of  Amerl. 
ca.  4929  Main  Street.  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  356,  S.  1911,  H.  R.  7840,  and 
S    2930. 

D.  (6)    $2,424.99. 

A.  Ernest  Glddlngs.  1201  16th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Legislation-Federal  Relatkms  Division 
of  the  National  Education  Association  of 
the  United  States,  1201  16th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Bills  pending  before  the  83d  Con- 
gress   relating    to   public   education. 

D.  (6)    $137335. 

E.  (7)  $104.57;  (9)  $104.67;  (10)  $9335; 
(11)    $197.92. 

A  Hugh  V.  Glttlnger.  Jr.,  312  Wire  Build- 
ing. 1000  Vermont  Avenue  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Washington  Real  Estate  Board.  Inc..  812 
Wire  Building.  1000  Vermont  Avenue  NW.. 
Washington.   D.   C. 

C.  (2)  All  local  measures  affecting  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  are  of  interest. 

A.  Nathaniel  H.  Goodrich,  1625  I  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Jewish  Committee,  386  Fourth 
Avenue.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2).> 

D     (6)    $162  49. 
E    (71   $5;    (9)    $5. 

A.  Dr.  H.  T.  Gordon,  P.  O.  Box  2214,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  The  Townsend  Plan,  Inc.,  6876  Brokd- 
v,ay.  Cleveland.  Ohio. 

C    (2)   H.  R    2446, 

D    (6)    $813  10. 

E     (7)    $367.25. 

A.  James  J.  Gormley.  260  St.  John  Avenue, 
Staten  Island.  New  York. 

B.  Amalgamated  Association  of  Street. 
Electric  Railway  and  Motor  Coach  Employees 
of  America,  1214  Griswold  Street,  Detroit. 
Mich. 

A    Philip  p.  Gott,  221  North  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago.    111. 
B     National    Confectioners'   Association    of 
the  United  States,  Inc.,  221  North  La  Salle 
Street,    Chicago,   111. 

C.  (2 1  Legislative  proposals  affecting  the 
confectionery    industry. 

D.  |6|   $2,000. 

E.  (8)    $794.74. 

A  Lawrence  L.  Gourley,  1757  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B  American  Osteopathetlc  Association.  212 
E.i.st  Ohio  Street.  Chicago.  111. 

C    (2>   Bills  affecting  the  public  health. 

D.   (6)    $375. 

A.  Government  Employees'  Council,  Ameri- 
can Federation  of  Labor,  100  IndUna 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  that  affects  Govern- 
ment employees  is  of  interest  to  this  coun- 
cil. 

D.  (6)    $5,168.38. 

E.  (2)  $3,620.96;  (4)  $318.38;  (5)  $650; 
(6)  151.30;  (8)  $881.86;  (9)  $5,622.50;  (10) 
$5,518.32;     (11)    $11,140.82;     (15) .» 

•  Not  printed.  Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


A.  Oraln  and  Feed  Dealers  National  Associa- 
tion. 100  Merchants  Exchange,  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

O.  (2)  Legtelatioa  affecting  the  grain  and 
feed  trade. 

D.  (6)  $150. 

E.  (2)  $40;  (4)  $60;  (6)  $2;  (0)  $92;  (10) 
•».4«;   (11)   $181.46. 

A.  Grand  Lodge  of  the  Brotherhood  of  Loco- 
motive Firemen  and  Enginemen,  318/418 
Keith  Building.  Cleveland.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  To  promote  general  interests  of  lo- 
comotive firemen  and  enginemen. 

D.  (6)   $24.50. 

E.  (2)  $4,975.17;  (4)  $126.78;  (5)  $609.07; 
(6)  $182.45;  (7)  $2,627.16;  (8)  $31.79;  (9) 
$8,641.42;     (10)     $8,687.03;     (11)     $15328.45; 

A.  S.  H.  Grauten,  3743  Upton  Street,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Recognition  of  services  of  clvUians 
employed  on  construction  of  Panama  Canal 
by  amending  act  of  May  29,  1944  (Public 
Law  319,  78th  Cong.). 

E.  (4)  $27.97;  (7)  $2.88;  (9)  $30.85;  (10) 
$53;    (11)    $83.85.  . 

A.  Mra.  Virginia  M  Gray.  3501  WlUlamsburg 
Lane  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Citizens  Committee  for  UNICEF,  132 
Third  Street  SE.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislstive  matters  affecting  the 
United  Nations  Children's  Fund.  I 

D.  (6)   $500.  I 

E.  (S)  $25.22:  (6)  $6.80;  (7)  $17.70;  (9) 
$49.72    (11)    $49.72. 

A.  Mrs.  Virginia  Gray,  3501  Williamsburg 
Lane  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Congress  of  Parents  and 
Teachers,  700  North  Rush  Street,  Chicago 
HI. 

C.  (2).»     (3)  National  Parent -Teacher. 

A.  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  Association.  821 
Cafrltz  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  S.  2150.  to  authorize  United  States 
participation  with  Canada  in  construction  of 
the  St.  Lawrence  seaway. 

D.  (6)    $6,000. 

E.  (1)  $10336.71;  (2)  $1332.46;  (4)  $14531; 
(5)  $714.65;  (6)  $490.92;  (7)  $508.63;  (8) 
$382.73:  (9)  $17,461.41;  (10)  $64338.88;  (11) 
$81,995.29;    (15).' 

A.  Paul  S.  Green,  1737  H  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  American  Zionist  Committee  for  Public 
Affairs,     1737    H    Street    NW.,    Washington 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  In  favor  of  the  mutual  security  pro- 
gram. 

D.  (6)   $400. 

E.  (7)   $22.60;   (9)   $22.60;    (11)   $22.60. 

A.  Ernest  W.  Greene.  731  Investment  Build- 
ing, Washington.  D.  C. 
B.   Hawaiian   Sugar   Planters'  Association, 
Post  Office  Box  2450,  Honolulu.  T.  H. 

A.  Francis  Thornton  Greene,  1701  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Merchant  Marine  Institute, 
Inc.,  1701  K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C, 
and  11  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interest  la  to 
support  all  legislation  favorable  to.  and  to 
oppose  all  legislation  hostile  to.  maintenance 
of  the  American  merchant  marine.* 

D.  (6)  $2,600. 

E.  (7)  $312.79;  (9)  $312.79;  (10)  $379.97; 
(11)   $802.76. 


A.  Jerry  If.  Qriffln,  731  Washington  Building; 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Coal  AssocUtlon,  15th  and  H 
Streets  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  interests  are  general  In 
character  and  we  are  interested  In  any  tag. 
Islation  which  affects  the  ooal  industry. 

D.  (6)   $1300. 

A.  Weston  B.  Grimes,  436  Bowen  Bulldinc. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Cargill.  Inc.,  200  Grain  Exchange.  Min- 
neapolis, Minn. 

C.  (2).' 

D.  (6)  $6,874.08. 

E.  (7)  $7;   (9)  $7;  (10)  $1;   (11)  $8. 

A.  I.  J.  Gromfine,  1001  Oonnecticut  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  O.    David    Zimring,    1001    Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

A.   John     J.     Gunther.     1341     Oonnecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Americans  for  Democratic  Action,  1841 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  bills  covered  by  convention- 
adopted  platform. 

D.  (6)  $1619.96. 

E.(7)  $47931;  (9)  $47931;  (10)  $156.88: 
(11)  $636.19. 

A.  Violet  M.  Gunther,  1341  Connecticut  Av- 
enue NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Americans  for  Democratic  Action.  1841 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  bills  covered  by  convention- 
adopted  platform. 

D.  (6)  $1669.08. 

E.  (7)  $20531;  (9)  $20531;  (10)  $263; 
(11)  $4683L 

A.  Prank  E.  Haas.  280  Union  Station  Build- 
ing, Chicago,  ni. 

B.  The  Association  of  Western  Railways. 
474  Union  Station  Building. 

C.  (2)  Federal  legislative  ptroposals  which 
may  or  do  affect  western  railroads. 

D.  (6)   $24031. 

E.  (7)    $286.36;    (9)    $26636;    (11)    $266.38. 

A.  Hugh   F.   Hall,   261    Constitution   Avenue 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation.  221 
North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  m. 

C.  (2)  Revenue  revision;  agricultural  ap- 
propriations; ACP  payments;  REA;  appro- 
priation. Agricultural  Extension  Service  and 
Research;  control  and  eradication  of  animal 
and  plant  diseases  and  pests;  social  security, 
coverage  of  farmers  and  farm  labor;  re- 
stricted retirement  pensions  with  premiums 
tax  deductible. 

E.  (7  $26.44;  (9)  $25.44;  (10)  $24.45;  (11) 
$49.89. 

A.  Radford  Hall,  515  Cooper  Building,  Den- 
ver. Colo. 

B.  American  National  Cattlemen's  Associa- 
tion. 516  Cooper  Building.  Denver.  Colo. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  cattle  indus- 
try. 

D.  (6)  $1,950. 

E.  (6)     $11.73;     (7)     $148.54;     (9)    $160.27; 

(10)  $661.89:    (11)    $822.16. 

A.    E.  C.  Hallbeck.  711  14th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.  , 

B.  National  Federation  of  Post  Office  Clerks. 
711  14th  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legisIaUon  pertaining  to  the 
postal  service  and  the  welfare  of  postal  and 
Federal  employees.  (3)  Federation  News 
Service   Bulletin. 

D.  (6)    $237512. 

E.  (7)    $40936;    (9)   $400.06;    (10)   CeaSJ*: 

(11)  $832.64. 


.  «J '    i: 


M 


"^'li 


^> 


'  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


<  Not  printed.    Filed  with  CltA  and  Secre- 
tary. 
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New 


A.  JoMpli  J.  Hunmer,  26  Brottdway. 
Tort,  H.  T. 

B.  Soecay-Vaeuiim  Oil  Co..  Inc.,  96  Broad- 
way, New  Tork.  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  XiSglaUtlon  of  Intorast  to  tbe  petro- 
leum taOvrntrj. 

D.  (6)  $1,536.06. 

K  (6)  $14.48:  (7)  $385.68:  (9)  $400.06;  (10) 
$482.61:    (11)   $882.67. 

A.  WUllam  A.  Hanacom.  1700  I  Street  NW., 
Suit*  4,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Oil  Workers  International  Union,  1840 
CalUomla  Street,  Denver.  Colo. 

C.  (3)  Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 
the  national  peace,  security,  democracy,  pros- 
perity, and  general  welfare — oppose  legisla- 
tion detrimental  to  tbose  objectives. 

D.  06)  $a.0S6. 

X.  (7)  $180:  (0)  $180:  (10)  $540:  (ii)  $720. 


A.  Murray  Amson.  1625  K  Street  NW.,  Wasta- 
^  ington.  D.  C. 

B.  Investment     Bankers     Association     of 

America,   1625   K  Street  NW.,   Washington, 

D.  C,  and  33  South  Clark  Street,  Chicago, 
•?  m. 

>  C.  (2)  Tax  and  other  legislation  affecting 

the  securities  business.     (3).^ 
-t  D.  (6)    $600. 

|f  K.  (2)   $07.50;    (4)   $39.52;   (5)  $126.96;   (6) 

1^  $45.35;  (7)  $104.28;  (9)  $413.61;  (10)  $837.42; 

(11)   $1,251.03. 

'%  

*T  A.  Bugene   J.   Hardy.   018   16th   Street    NW., 

■m  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Manufactiuers. 

A.  Ralph  W.  Hardy,  1771  N  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Radio  &  Tele- 
vision Broadcasters,  1771  N  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, O.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation— local,  State,  Federal,  or 
International — which  affects  the  broadcasting 
Industry. 

A.  Winder  R.  Harris.  441  Washington  Build- 
^  ing,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Shipbuilders  Council  of  America,  21 
West  Street.  New  Tork.  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Idarltime  matters. 

A.  Merwin  K.  Hart,  7501  Empire  State  BuUd- 
ing.  New  Tork,  N.  T. 

B.  National  Economic  Council, -Inc.,  Em- 
pire SUte  Building.  New  Tork,  N.  T. 

C.» 

D.  (6)  $600. 
i^                      B.  (7)    $40.38:   (9)   $40.38.  j 

A.  Stephen  H.  Hart,  520  Equitable  Building, 
Denver,  Colo. 

B.  National  Uve  Stock  Tax  Committee, 
615  Coo]>er  Building,  Denver,  Colo. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  general  livestock  tax 
matters  Including  specifically  proposed 
amendments  to  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
concerning  capital  gains  on  sale  of  breeding 
livestock  and  deduction  of  soil  conservation, 
brush  control  and  other  ranching  expendi- 
tures; and  livestock  accounting  methods. 

A.  Paul    M.    Hawkins.    1625    I    Street    NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  American    Itetall    Pederatlon,     1625    I 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C-  '  il 

D.  (6)   $3,375. 

E.  (7)  $117.05;  (9)  $117.05;  (10)  $48.15; 
(11)    •166.20. 

A.  Edward  B.  Hayes,  room  2500,  135  South 
La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

B.  A.  L.  Mechllng  Barge  Lines.  Inc.,  51 
North  Desplalnea  Street.  Jollet.  Ml. 

C.  (2)  All  legislative  activities  relating  to 
or  affecting  the  transportation  of  commodi- 
ties by  water. 


■Not  printed.     Plied  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


E.  (6)  $6.11:  (7)  $30.35;  (8)  $74.90:  (9) 
$11136;    (10)    $124.62;    (11)    $285i)8;    (15). > 

A.  Joseph  H.  Hays.  280  Union  Station  BuUd- 
ing,  Chicago.  HI. 

B.  The  Association  of  Western  Railways, 
474  Union  Station  Building. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  proposals  which  may  or 
do  affect  Western  railroads. 

A.  Jfbhn   C.   Hazen.   808   Sheraton   Building, 
711  14th  Street  NW.,  Washington.  t>.  C. 

B.  National  Retail  Dry  Gkxxls  Association, 
100  West  31st  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2).' 

E.  (7)  $104.02;  (8)  $1.25;  (9)  $105.2r»  (10) 
$21.15;   (11)  $126.42.  I 

A.  Patrick  B.  Healy.  1731  I  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  National  Milk  Producers  Pederatlon, 
1731  I  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  may  affect  milk 
producers  or  the  cooperatives  through  which 
they  act  together  to  process  and  market 
their  milk.  (3)  News  for  Dairy  Co-ops  and 
The  Alert. 

D.  (6)   $2,070.90. 

E.  (8)  $10.26;  (9)  $10.25;  (11)  $10.25. 

A.  K.  W.  Heberton.  room  101.  1405  G  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Western  Union  Telegraph  Co..  60  Hud- 
son Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  proposals  affecting  the 
interests  of  the  telegraph  company. 

E.  (7)  6145.20;  (9)  $145.20;  (10)  $188.70; 
(11)  $333.90. 

A.  George  J.  Hecht.  52  Vanderbllt  Avenue. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

B.  American  Parents  Committee,  Inc.,  132 
Third  Street  SE.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  Federal  aid  for  school 
construction,  etc.*  1 

A.  P.  Cleveland  Hedrlck.  Jr..  1001  Contiectl- 
cut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Bridgeport  Brass  Co.,  Bridgeport,  Conn. 

C.  (2)  Tax  legislation. 

A.  P.  Cleveland  Hedrlck,  Jr..  1001  Connecti- 
cut Avenue,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Radio- Electronics-Television  Manufac- 
turers Association.  777  14th  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C.  1 

C.  (2)   Tax  legislation.  \ 


A.  Robert  B.  Helney.  1133  20th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Canners  Association,  1133  20th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Long-range  plans  for  agriculture 
and  other  legislation  directly  affecting  the 
food-canning  Industry,  and  opposition  to 
mandatory   marketing   orders. 

D.  (6)    $833.33. 

E.  (7)  $347.25;  (9)  $347.25;  (10)  $103.46; 
(11)   $450.71.  J 

A.  Kenneth  G.  Helsler,  907  Ring  Building. 
18th  and  M  Streets  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

B.  National  Savings  and  Loan  League.  907 
Ring  Building,  18th  and  M  Streets  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  bills  to  Improve  facil- 
ities of  savings  and  loan  assoclatlont  for 
encouragement  of  thrift  and  home  financing. 
Oppose  legislation  adverse  to  savings  and 
loan  associations. 

D.  (6)    $375.  1 

A.   Maurice  G.   Herndon.   1002   Washington 
Loan    &    Trust    Building.    Washington, 
D.  C. 
B.      National      Association      of     Insurance 

Agents,  96  Fulton  Street.   New   York,   N.   Y., 

1002    Wa^lngton    Loan    &   Trust    Buildingi 

Washington.  D.  C. 


*  Not  printed, 
tary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 


C.  (2)  Any  legislation  which  aiffecU,  di- 
rectly or  Indirectly,  local  property  Insurance 
agents.     (3)  The  American  Agency  Bulletin 

D.  (6)    $104. 

K.  (7)  $104;  (9)  $104;  (10)  $1462.90;  (11) 
$246.90. 

A.  Clinton  M.  Hester,  426  Shoreham  Building, 
Washington,   D.   C. 

B.  Boston  Wool  Trade  Association,  263 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.;  Pt^ladelpbia 
Wool  and  Textile  Association;  National  Wool 
Trade  Association. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  proposed  legislation 
affecting  the  wool-trade  industry. 

D.  (6)    $400. 

E.  (6)  $11.49;   (9)   $11.49. 

A.  Clinton  M.  Hester,  426  Shoreham  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Hot  House  Vege- 
table Growers,  Post  Office  Box  $59,  Terre 
Haute.  Ind. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  proposed  legislation 
affecting  the  hothouse  vegetable  industry. 

A.  Clinton  M.  Hester,  426  Shoreham  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  United  States  Brewers  Poundiatlon,  535 
Fifth  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  proposed  legislation 
affecting  the  brewing  industry. 

D.  (6)   $5,000. 

E.  $91.42;    (9)    $91.42. 


A.  Robert    C.    Hibben,    1105    Barr    Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  International  Association  of  Ice  Cream 
Manufacturers,  1105  Barr  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  may  affect- the 
Ice-cream  Industry. 


A.  W.  J.  Hickey.  2000  Massachusetts  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Short  Line  Railroad  Associa- 
tion, 2000  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

D.    (6)    $187.50. 


A.  Ray  C.  Hlnman,  26  Broadway,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 

B.  Socony-Vacuum  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  26  Broad- 
way. New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  of  interest  tp  the  pe- 
troleum  Industry.  I 

D.  (6)   $1,596.90.  I 

E.  (6)  $20.12;  (7)  $326.78;  (9)  $346.90; 
(11)   $346.90. 

A.  Charles  M.  Holloway,  1201  16th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.   C. 

B.  Division  of  Legislation  and  Federal  Re- 
lations of  the  National  Education  Associa- 
tion of  the  United  States,  1201  leth  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Bills  pending  before  the  83d  Con- 
gress relating  to  public  education. 

D.  (6)    $352.50. 

E.  (7)    $13  50;    (9)    $13.50;    (11)    $13.50. 


A.  Fuller  Holloway,  1000  Shoreham  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  The   Toilet    Goods   Association,   Inc.,   9 
Rockefeller  Plaza,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

D.  (6)    $3,450. 

E.  (6)    $23.35;    (7)    $39.50;    (8)    $15.66;    (9) 
$78.51;   (11)   $78.51. 


A.  Oscar  W.  Holste,  Room  407,  10  Independ- 
ence Avenue  SW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Railway  and  Stetunshlp 
Clerks,  Freight  Handlers,  Express  and  Sta- 
tion Employees,  1015  Vine  Street,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  all  legislation  affect- 
ing labor  and  especially  railroad  labor. 

D.  (6)    $1,640. 
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A.  J.  M.  Hood,  3000  Massachusetts  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Short  Line  Railroad  Associa- 
tion, 2000  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

D.   (6)  $300. 

A.  Victor  Hood,  4310  Queensbury  Road,  Rlv- 
erdale,  Md. 

B.  Journeymen  Barbers,  Hairdressers.  Cos- 
metologists, and  Proprietors  International 
Union,  1141  North  Delaware,  Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  labor,  district 
barber  laws,  veterans'  education  laws,  social - 
security  laws,  workmen's  compensation  laws, 
etc. 

D.  (6)   $2,227.58. 

E.  (7)    $652.58;    (9)    $652.58;    (11)    $652.58. 

A.  Samuel  H.  Home,  Munsey  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Underwriters  Service  Corp.,  Meridian, 
Miss. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954:  H. R.  8300. 

A.  Jesse  V.  Horton.  Post  Office  Box  2013, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Postal  Super- 
visors, Post  Office  Box  2013.  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  postal  em- 
ployees, including  Hupervlsors.  and  the  pxMtal 
service.  (3)  Semi-monthly  News  Letters,  and 
the  Postal  Supervisor. 

D.  (6)   $2,375. 

E.  (7)  $142.88;  (9)  $142.86;  (10)  $173.74; 
(11)  $316.60. 

A.  Mrs.  Jency  Price  Houser.  1420  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  No.  914,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)   Housing  Act. 

D.  (6)   $2,713. 

E.  (1)  $25.50:  (2)  $1,560:  (3)  $20;  (4) 
$125.22;  (5)  $150:  (6)  $60;  (7)  $50;  (8) 
$726.43;    (11)    $2,717.15. 

A  S.  H.  Howard,  1414  Evergreen  Avenue, 
Millvale,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Signalmen  of 
America.  503  Wellington  Avenue.  Chicago, 
111. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  of  Interest  to  railway 
employees  ana  lab^r  in  general. 

D.  (6)   $600. 

A  Harold  K.  Howe,  Suite  C,  2480  16th  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Institute  of  Laundering,  Box 
1187,  Jollet,  111. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  laundry 
industry  and  the  members  thereof. 

D.  (6)   $2,649.99. 

E.  (2)  $1,154;  (7)  $375.97;  (9)  $1,529.97; 
(10)   $1,662.45;    (11)    $3,192.42. 

A.  Harold  K.  Howe.  207  Mills  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  Lawn  Mower  Institute,  Inc.,  207 
Mills  Building,  Wajshlngton,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  matters  of  into-est  to  the  lawn 
mower  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $1  800. 

A.  Hudson,  Creyke,  Lipscomb  k  Gray,  400 
Washington  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

A.  William  T.  Huff.  806  Connecticut  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  10  Richards 
Road,  Kansas  City.  Mo. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  of  Interest  to  air 
transport  opwratloos. 

D.  (6)    $2,319.84. 

E.  (7)  $284;   (9)  $284. 

A.  Raymond  E.  Hughes,  85  John  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 
B.  National  Board  of  Fire  Underwriters,  85 
John  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 


C.  (9)  Legislation  affecting  stock  fire  In- 
surance companies. 

D.  (6)  6450. 

E.  (6)    ase?;   (7)  $406.45;   (9)  $©73.45;   (10) 
H41.78;   (11)   $1,416.23. 

A.  C.  A.  Hummel,  122  West  Washington  Ave- 
nue, Madison,  Wis. 

B.  Wisconsin     Railroad     Association,     122 
West  Washington  Avenue.  Madison,  Wis. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  railroads  and 
transportation  generally.  . 

D.  (6)   $593.30.  I 

E.  (7)   $524.64;    (9)    $524.64;    (11)    $524.64; 
(15)'. 


A.  C.  E.  Huntley,  2000  Massachusetts  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Short  Line  Railroad  Associa- 
tion. 2000  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

D.   (6)    $250.  I 

A.  John    M.     Hurley.  515     Hoge    Building, 

Seattle,  Wash.  i 

D.  (6)    $349.95.  I 

E.  (7)  $467.91:  (9)  $467.91;  (10)  $529.27; 
(11)  $997.18;   (15)>. 

A.  Kenneth    N.    Hurley.    2700    South     16th 
Street,  Arlington,  Va. 

C.  (2)   Tax  and  finance. 


A.  W.  C.  Hushing.  901  Massachusetts  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  Labor,  901 
Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  bllU  affecting  the  welfare  of  the 
country  .generally,  and  6p>eclflcally  bills  af- 
fecting w^orkers. 

D.  (6)   $3,110. 

E.  (6)  $24.50;  (7)  $273;  (8)  $86;  (9)  $384; 
(10)  $378;  (11)  $762. 

A.  Illinois  Railroad  Association,  room  1626, 
33  South  Clark  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)   Legislation   affecting   railroads. 

E.  (2)  $825;  (9)  $825;  (10)  $825;  (11) 
$1,650. 

A.  Independent  Natural  Gas  Association  of 
America,  918  16th  Street  NW.,  Suite  601, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  pertaining  to  nat- 
ural gas. 

D.  (6)    $26,930. 

E.  (2)  $7,200;  (5)  $375;  (9)  $7,575;  (10) 
$7,575;   (11)  $15,150;  (15)'. 

A.  Indiana    Tax    Equality    Committee,    Inc.. 
2d    Floor,    Board    of    Trade    Building, 
Indianapolis,  Ind. 
E.  (10)  $1;  (11)  $1. 

A.  Ingoldsby  &  Coles,  813  Washington  Build- 
ing, Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  The  American  Tramp  Shipowners  Asso- 
ciation, Inc.,  80  Broad  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  The  association  is  Interested  in 
amending  existing  shipping  legislation  in 
order  to  extend  operating  and  construction 
differential  sul>sldles  to  American-flag  ves- 
sels engaged  in  so-called  tramp  trades,  and 
In  other  legislative  matters  affecting  Ameri- 
can-flag shipping. 

E.  (6)  $14.25;  (7)  $115.43;  (9)  $129.68; 
(10)    $88.47;    (11)    $218.15;    (15). » 

A.  Institute  of  Scrap  Iron  &  Steel,  Inc.,  1729 
H  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 
C.  (2)  Activity  consisted  of  furnishing  in- 
fcwmatlon  to  the  House  Subconunlttee  on 
Intergovernmental  Relations  and  written  and 
oral  presentations  to  the  House  and  Senate 
Armed  Services  subcommittees  of  the  Appro- 
priations Committees  on  H.  R.  8873,  Defense 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


Department  appropriation  bill  for  flaeal  year 
1955,  with  reference  to  section  715. 
D.  (6)  $350. 

A.  International  Association  of  Machlnlsta. 
Machinists  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  socio- 
economic and  political  interests  of  the  Amer- 
ican worklngman. 

D.  (6)   $2,150. 

E.  (1)  $1,250;  (4)  $250;  (5)  $150;  (6)  $200; 
(7)  $300;  (9)  $2,150;  (10)  $2,150;  (11)  $4300. 

A.  International  Union  of  Electrical,  Radio 

and  Machine  Workers.   734   15th  Street 

NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  welfare  and 

security  of  working  men  and  women  and 

their  families. 

E.  (2)  $1,425:  (7)  $130:  (9)  $1,555;  (10) 
$1,525;   (11)   $3,080. 

A.  The  Inter-State  Manufacturers  Associa- 
tion, 163-165  Center  Street,  Winona. 
Minn. 

C.  (2)  S.  R.  49:  H.  R.  2685;  H.  R.  8353; 
H.  R.  6052:  S.  586;  S.  3263:  S.  2836;  H.  R. 
8654;  H.  R.  8300;  H.  R.  3509;  H.  R.  7136; 
H.  R.  5860. 

D.  (6)  $3,000. 

E.  (4)  $41.55;  (9)  $41.55;  (10)  $20.70;  (11) 
$62.25. 

A.   Investment   Triist   Lecture  Bureau,    1318, 
New  Hampshire  Avenue  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

B.  Robert  Bruce  Edwards,  1316  New  Hamp- 
shire Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Seeking  hearings  by  joint  Senate 
and  House  Banking  and  Currency  Commit- 
tees to  remove  the  opposition  to  mutual 
funds  by  stock  dealers,  bankers,  and  papers, 
etc. 

D.  (6)  $200. 

E  (1)  $500:  (2)  $600:  (3)  $50:  (4)  $200: 
(6)  $2-300:  (7)  $2,000;  (9)  $3,650;  (10) 
$5,000;   (11)  $8,650. 

A.  Iron  Ore  Lessors  Association,  Inc.,  W-1481 
First  National  Bank  BuUding,  St.  Paul. 
Minn. 
C.    (2)    Amendments  of  Internal  Revenue 
Code. 

O.  (6)  $5,030. 

E.  (2)  $1,500;  (6>  $128.81;  (7)  $3,452.07; 
(9)  $5,080.88;  (10)  $11,401.90;  (11)  $16,482.78; 
(15).' 

A.  Boyd  J.  Jackson,  Klamath  Indian  Tribe, 
Klamath  Agency,  Oreg. 

B.  Klamath  Indian  Tribe,  Klamath  Agency. 
Oreg. 

C.  (2)  Supporting  H,  R.  0188;  seeking 
amendments  to  S.  2745. 

A.  Robert  C.  Jackson,  1625  I  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Cotton  Manufactiuers  Insti- 
tute, Inc.,  203-A  Liberty  Life  Building,  Char- 
lotte. N.  C. 

C.  (2).' 

D.  (6)    $737.50. 

E.  (7)  $88;  (9)  $88;  (10)  $97.24;  (11) 
$185.24. 

A.  Seward  H.  Jacobi,  119  Monona  Avenue, 
Madison,  Wis. 

B.  Wisconsin  State  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
119  Monona  Avenue,  Madison,  Wis. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  business  and 
industry.' 

D.  (6)    $2,750. 

A.  C.  Clinton  James,  900  P  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  District  of  Columbia  BuUding  and  Loan 
League,  l  Thomas  Circle.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Federal  legLBlatlou  affecting  saTlngB 
and  loan  business. 


Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 


tary. 
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K.  (B)  (las:  (8)  tias:  (0)  iias:  (io>  $135; 

<11)  f20O. 


A.  JaiMiin—  .Mnarlean  CMIaeiu  I<Mkcue.  1758 
ButUr  StrMt.  8mi  Vtanelaoo,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  To  intMBote  the  vwUare  of  peraons 
Of  JapansM  •noestry  in  tbt  United  SUtct 
aiHl  Hawaii. 

D.  (e)  $375. 
■L  (»)   taeO;  (11)  tMO;  (16).» 


\ 


A.  Ray  I<.  Jenkins.  641  Washington  Building, 

VaalUngton.  D.  C. 

1 ;  B.  Boetete  Intmiatlmiale,  Poor  ParUcipa- 

,.'  tlbna  IndxutrleUes  Bt  Commerclalee.  8.  A., 

|.  Peter  Kerianatr.  19  Baale  8tr.,  Switzerland. 

O.  (9)  Aiiiy  legislation  affecting  the  client. 

A.  Jewelry   Industry  Tax   Oommittee,  Inc., 
1001  Connecticut  Avenue,  Washington, 
|i  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  Interests  of 
the  corpcMvtlon  are  to  obtain  repeal  of  the 
exclae  tax  on  Jewelry  and  Jewelry  store  mer- 
chandise. 

D.  (6>  •9.641. 

E.  (2)  $4,618;  (4)  $216.32;  (5)  $1,524.17: 
(6)  $371.48;   (7)  $1,980.21;   (8)  $1,409.09;   (9) 

.  $10^19X7;    (10)    $18,719.36;    (11)    $28,738.63. 

A.  William   T.   Jobe.   810    18th    Street   NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 
I  B.  national  Association  of  Ice  Industries. 

I'  810  18th  Stree;;  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  OenotU  interest  In  matters  affect- 
ing Ice  Industry. 

A.  Peter  Dtarks  Joers,  Mountain  Pine,  Ark. 

B.*  Dlerks  Lumber  *  Goal  Co.,  1006  Grand 
Avenue.  Kansas  City,  Ifo. 

C.  (2)  Flood  'Control  Act  of  1945.  Mill- 
wood Dam,  and  legislation  affecting  lumber 
Industry. 

A.  Johns-ManvUle  C(»p.,  22  iMt  40tli  Stre«t. 
New  York.  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Revenue  hUl  of  1954.  social  secu- 
rity, boiasing.  and  reciprocal  trade. 

E.   (2)    $1,260;    (8)    $398.56;    (9)    $1,648.55; 

(10)  $1374.64;  (11)  $3,533.00. 

A.  Gilbert  R.  Johnson,  1208  Terminal  Tower, 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 

B.  Lake  Carriers'  Anoelatlon,  805  Rocke- 
feller Building,  Cleveland.  Ohio. 

C.  (3)  Legislation  relating  to  Great  Lakes 
Shipping. 

D..  (6)  $3,750. 

B.  (7)    $104.39;   (9)    $104.39:    (10)    $45.17; 

(11)  $149.56. 

A.  Reuben  L.  Johnson,  Jr.,  1404  New  Tork 
Avenue  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Farmers  Bducational  and  Cooperative 
Union  of  America  (National  Farmers  Union) . 
1404  New  Tork  Avenue  NW..  Washington, 
D.  C. 

D.  (6)   $1,350. 

;,  E.  (7)  $69.10;  (9)  $69.10;  (11)  160.10. 

it  ____ 

A.  W.  D.  Johnson.  10  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Order  of  RaUway  Conductors,  ORG 
Building,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 

C.  (2)  St.  Lawrence  seaway  project  and 
all  legislation  directly  and  Indirectly  affect- 
ing the  interests  of  labor  generally  and  em- 
ployees of  carriers  under  the  Railway  Labor 
Act,  in  particular. 

A.  Bascom  F.  Jones.  930  Broadway.  Nashville. 
Ttenn. 
B.  Class  I  railroads  In  Tennessee. 

c.  (2).»  i 


>  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.  Charles  W.  Jones.    1832   M  Street   NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Cotton  Council  of  Atterlca, 
Post  Office  Box  18,  Mrmphls,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  The  National  Cotton  CouncU  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legislation 
affecting  the  raw-cotton  Industry  as  wlH 
promote  the  purposes  for  which  the  council 
la  organised.  ,  j 

D.  (6)   $525.  \ 

K.  (7)  $92.71;  (9)  $92.71;  (10)  $46.20;  (11) 
$138.91. 


i 


A.  Jones,  Day.  Gockley  &  Reavis,  1750  tJnlon 
Commerce  Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
and  1135  Tower  BuUdlng,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

B.  The  M.  A.  Hanna  Co..  Leader  Building. 
Cleveland.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  S.  2150  which  became  Public  Law 
358,  83d  Congress,  2d  session. 

E.  (6)  $32.79;  (7)  $76.32;  (0)  $109.11;  (10) 
$89.37;    (11)   $198.48.  j 

A.  J.  M.  Jones.  414  Pacific  National  Life 
BuUdlng,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

B.  National  Wool  Growers  Association.  414 
Pacific  National  Life  BuUdlng,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah. 

C.  (2)  S.  2911.  H.  R.  7775,  3.  2313,  S.  2548, 
H.  R.  6787,  and  S.  2862. 

£>.   (6)  $2,500. 

B.  (6)  $284.02;  (7)  $3,083.81;  (8)  $988.83; 
(9)   $3,956.66;    (10)    $2,874.67;    (U)   $6,«31.33. 

A.  L.  Dan  Jones,  1110  Ring  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Independent  Petroleum  Association  of 
America,  1110  Ring  BuUdlng,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  might  affect  the 
petroleum  Industry. 

E.  (8)  $24.30;  (9)  $24.30;  (10)  $19.38J  (11) 
$43.68. 

A.  Lyle  W.  Jones,  501  13th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  United  States  Potters  Association. 
East  Llverp(K)l,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Interested  In  all  legislation  affect- 
ing the  pottery  Industry. 

D.  (6)  $2,500. 

E.  (5)  $262.76;  (6)  $104.53;  (7)  $10.7$;  (8) 
$102.48;  (9)  $480.65;  (10)  $687.78:  (11)  $1,- 
068.33. 

A.  Phillip  E.  Jones,  920  Tower  Building, 
Washiniiiton,  D.  C. 

B.  United  States  Beet  Sugar  Association. 
920  Tower  BuUdlng,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  any  legislation  af- 
fecting sugar,  particularly  the  Sugar  Act  of 
1948  and  related  legislation.  1 

D.  (6)  $4,250.  1 

A.  Rowland  Jones,  Jr.,  1625  X  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Retail  Pederation,  1|25  I 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Registrant  Is  generaUy  interested  in 
all  legislation  and  legislative  proposals  af- 
fecting the  retaU  industry,  including  the 
Indxistry's  relations  with  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, with  its  suppliers,  with  its  em- 
ployees and  with  Its  ciutomers.  1 

D.  (6)   $3,000.  I 

E.  (7)  $150.98;  (9)  $150.98;  (10)  $2*9.89; 
(11)   $360.87. 


A.  Join-neymen — Barbers,  Hairdressers.  Cos- 
tnetoIoglstjB.  and  Proprietors  Interna- 
tional   Union    of    America,    1141    Forth 

Delaware,  Indianapolis.  Ind, 
C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  labor. 

E.   (2)    $2,227.58;    (9)    $2,227.58;    (11)    $2,- 
2C7.58. 


A.  Jerome  J.  Keating,  100  Indiana  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Letter  Carriers, 
100  Indiana  Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D.  c! 

C.  (3)   All  legislation  pertaining  to  Postal 
and  Federal  employees. 

D.  (6)  $1,374. 


A.  Francis  V.  Keesling,  Jr.,  315  Mdntgomery 
Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

B.  City  and  County  of  San  FTaneisco,  City 
Rail,  San  Francisco.  Calif. 

C.  (2)  LegUIatlon  of  interest  to  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

D.  (6)   $3,000. 
B.    (5)   $934:    (6)   $273.85;    (7)   $5M.66;    (8) 

$51.30:     (9)     $1,855.81;     (10)    $1,51732;     (11) 
$3,373.13. 

A.  Nathaniel  S.  Keith.  3212  Macomb  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Redevelopment  Builders  of  New  York, 
110  East  42d  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  In  support  of  the  Housing  Act  of 
1954,  H.  R.  7839  and  S.  2938.  | 

D.  (6)   $5,000.  I 

E.  (6)  $10;  (7)  $35.70;  (9)  $45.70;  (10) 
$40.35;    (11)    $86.05. 

A.  Miss  Elizabeth  A.  Kendall,  23  West  Irving, 
Chevy  Chase,  Md. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  related  directly  or 
Indirectly  to  the  development  of  the  Antarc- 
tic Continent.' 

For  H.  J.  Res  353.  S.  J.  Res.  127,  S.  3381, 
and  H   R.  8954. 

E.  (4)  $5:  (6>  $20;  (8)  $5;  (9)  $30;  (10) 
$100:   (11)  $130. 

A.  I.  L.  Kenen.  1737  H  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

B.  American  Zionist  Committee  for  Public 
Affairs.  1737  H  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  In  favor  of  the  mutual  security  pro- 
gram. 

D.  (6)   $583.33. 

E.  (7)  $32;   (9)  $32;   (11)  $C2. 

A.  Harold  L.  Kennedy,  203  Cbnunonwcalth 
Building,   Washington.   D.  C. 

B.  The  Ohio  Oil  Co..  Flndlay.  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Generally  interested  In  all  legisla- 
tive matters  that  would  affect  the  oil  and  gas 
Industry. 

D.  (6)  $500. 

E.  (2)  $125:  (5)  $75:  (7)  $25;  (9)  $225;  (10) 
$210;  (11)  $435.  I 

A.  Miles  D.  Kennedy.  1608  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  American  Legion,  700  North  Penn- 
sylvania Street,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

C.  (2).»  (3)  American  Legion  magaxlne 
and  legislative  bulletin. 

D.  (6)  $3,100. 

E.  (7)  $231.65:  (8)  $116.13:  (9)  $347.78; 
(10)   Slse.lS;    (11)    »503.93;    (15).» 

A.  Ronald  M.  Ketcham.  1757  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Los    Angeles    Chamber    of    Commerce. 
1151  South  Broadway.  Los  Angeles.  Calif. 

D.  (6)   $2,750. 

E.  (2)  $2,750;  (9)  $2,750;  (10)  $2,750;  (U) 
15.500. 


A.  Omar  B.  Ketchum.  610  Wire  Building, 
1000  Vermont  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

B.  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  tlie  United 
States. 

C.  (2).'       (3)     VFW    magazine    amd    VFW 
Legislative  Newsletter. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

E.  (7)  $225;  (9)  $225;  (10)  $270;  (11)  $495 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with   Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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Longshoremen's 
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Memphis    tenn                   ^    ^^^    ^"  legislation  affecting  Isbor  or- 

end         B   National'   cv,tton   fv^.n^n   ^f    ^        .  ganizatlons  in  general  and  raUroad  labor  in 

Warehousemen's    Union,    150    Golden    Gate      Posi  oSce^x^^.  J^h^   ^          America,  particular. 
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B.  Independent  Advisory  Committee  to  the 
Trucking  Industry,  inc. 


bers  and  the  maritime  industry  as  well. 

D.  (6)  $821.72. 

E.  (2)  $325:  (5)  $100.15:  (6)  $68.46:  (8> 
$68.39:   (9)  $562;   (10)  $498.33;  (11)  $1,060.33. 

A.  John  A.  KllUck,  740  11th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Eastern  Meat  Packers  Association,  Hotel 
Statler,  New  York,  N.  Y..  and  740  11th  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Matters  affecting  meat  packers. 

D.  (6)  $583.34. 

E.  (7)  $80.87;  (9;  $80.87;  (11)  $80.87. 

A  John  A.  KUlick.  740  11th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Independent  Meat  Pack- 
ers Association,  740  11th  Street  NW..  Wash- 
int;ton.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  S.  2404.  posting  of  bonds  for  llve- 
8tcx;»c  purchasing;  Taft-Hartley  Act  revision; 
tax  law  revision.  H.  R.  8300. 

D.  (6)   $109.76. 

E.  (7)  $42.50;  (9)  $42.50;  (10)  $30.74;  (11) 
$73.24. 

A.  H.  CecU  Kilpatrick,  912  Amerlcsn  Security 
Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B  Minot,  DeBlcls,  and  Maddison,  294 
Washington  Street.  Boston.  Mass. 

C.  (2»  H.  R.  6418  and  H.  R.  8300,  to  tax 
real  estate  Investment  trusts  like  security 
iiivestment  trusts. 

E.  (4)  $185.51;  (6)  $12.25:  (7)  $63.66:  (8) 
$1.25;  (9)  $262.67;  10)  $198.48;   (11)  $461.15. 

A.  H.  Cecil  Kilpatrick,  912  American  Security 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Estate  of  Harry  C.  Trexler  (a  charitable 
trust),  1227  HamUton  Street.  Allentown,  Pa. 

C.  (2)  Amendment  of  section  421  (c),  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code,  to  alleviate  hardships 
of  tax  on  income  of  charities:  amendment  to 
section  512  (b)  (11)  of  H.  R.  8300,  relating 
to  charitable  deductions. 

E.  (4)  $7.94:  (6)  $3.44:  (7)  $23.63  (8) 
$1.25;    (9;    $36.26;    1 10)    $17.08;    (11)    $53.34. 

A.  Jcseph  William  Klnghorne,  1365  Iris  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Broiler  Association,  Inc..  77 
West  Washington  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  may  tend  to  affect 
the  production  and.'or  marketing  of  com- 
mercial broilers. 

D.  (6)  $300. 

£.  (7)   $150.59;    (9)   $150.59;    (11)   $150.59. 

A.  Vance  N.  Klrby.  123  South  Michigan  Ave- 
nue. Chicago.  111. 

B.  Central  Electric  and  Gas  Co.;  144  South 
12ih  Street,  Llncolr,  Nebr. 

C.  (2)  Proposing  an  amendment  to  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933  to  Increase  the  exemp- 
tion for  sniall  issues  of  securities. 

D.  (6j   $1,550. 

A.  Vance  N.  Klrby,  122  South  Michigan  Ave- 
nue. Chicago,  m. 

B.  The  Peoples  Oas  Light  and  Coke  Co., 
122  South  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2i  Proposing  an  amendment  to  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  to  provide  for  adjusted 
original   cost  depruclatiou   for   Income  tax 

purposes. 

O.    (6)    S1.640. 

E.  (9)    »305.87;    (10)    $536.27;    (11)    $641.94. 

A.  Jesse  L.  Kirk.  Klamath  Agency,  Oregon. 

B.  Klamath  Indian  Tribe,  Klamath  Agei'cy. 
Oregon. 

C.  (2)     Supporting    H.    R.    9188;    seeking 

amendments  to  S.  2745. 


affecting  the  raw  cotton  industrv  as  will 
promote  the  purposes  for  which  the"  council 
is  organized. 

D.  (6)    $360. 

E.  (7)  $28.60;  (9)  $28.60;  (10)  $34.52;  (11) 
$63.12. 


A.  Alfons  Landa,  1000  Vermont  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Salt  Producers  Association,  726  La  Salle, 
Wacker  Building,  Chicago,  lU. 


A.  Fritz  G.  Lanham.  2737  Devonshire  Place 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 


A.  C.  W.  Kitchen,  777  14th  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B.  United  Fresh  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Asso- 
ciation.   777    14th    Street    NW.,    Washington, 

^S:  i  2 )   Interested  in  any  legislation  affect  -      wSt  mh  ATen'^ue'  O^V  S,"°'"'  '"'-  '*"* 
ing  the  marketing  and  distribution  of  fresh          d    (6)   $^               ^' 
Iruiu  and  vegetables,  directly  or  indirectly.  

A.  Fritz  G.  Lanham.  2737  Devonshire  Place 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Patent  Coimcll.  Inc.,  1434  Weet 
11th  Avenue,  Gary,  ind. 

D.   (6;  $2,000. 


E.  (2)   $85.70:    (6 J   $14.53;    (9>   $100.23;   (11) 
$100.23. 

A.  Allan  B.  Kline,  221  North  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  111. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
North  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2»  Legislation  adectlng  American  agri- 
culture. 

D.  (6)   $1,230. 

A.  Robert  E.  Kline.  Jr..  917  Munsey  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Palmer-Bee  Co..  Detroit.  Mich. 

C.  (2)    BUI   for   relief   of    Palmer-Bee   Co. 

E.  (6)    $6.94:    (7)    $114.87:    (8i    $16.23;    (9) 
$138.04;    (10)    $177.59:     (11)    $315.63. 


A.  Burt  L.  Knowles,  Munsey  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B.  The  Associated  General  Contractors  of 
America,  Inc.,  Munsey  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C. 


A.  Robert  M.  Koch,  619  F  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  National  AgrlcuKural  Limestone  Insti- 
tute. Inc.,  619  F  Street  NW.,  Washlnglcu, 
D.   C. 

C.  (3)  All  legislation  which  directly  or  In- 
directly affects  the  interests  of  agricultural 
limestone  producers. 

E.  (7)  $48.50;  (9)  $48.50;  (10)  $68.70;  (11) 
$117.20. 

A.  John  T.  Koehler,  1039  Investment  Build- 
ing, Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Embassy  of  Denmark.  2374  Massacliu- 
setts  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  authorizing  final  settle- 
ment of  claims  arising  from  the  requisition- 
ing of  40  Danish  vessels  by  the  United  States 
In  1941. 

A.  John  Kolanda,   10  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.   C. 

B.  Railway  Employees'  Department,  A.  F. 
of  L.,  220  South  State  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  of  interest  to  rail- 
road employees  and  labor  In  general. 

D.  (6)    $1,999.98. 


A.    Lake     Carriers' 
Ohio. 


Association,     Cleveland. 


A.  Horace  R.  Lamb.   15  Broad  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

B.  St.  Regis  Pap>er  Co..  230  Park  Avenue, 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  To  provide  information  for  the  prep- 
aration Of  a  special  act  to  authorize  the 
execution  of  a  deed  conveying  certain  r^ts 
in  real  property  erroneously  conveyed  to  the 
United  States. 

E.   (10;   $10.24. 

A.  A.  If.  Lampley.  10  Independence  Avenue 

SW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  Brotherhood     o^     LocomotiTe    Firemen 
and  Englnemen,  318  Keith  BuiUding,  Cleve- 
land, Ohio. 


A.  Fritz  O.  Lanham.  2737  Devonshire  Place 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  State  Tax  Association,  Post  Office  Box 
2559.  Houston.  Tex. 

C.  (2).> 

A.  Fritz  G.  Lanham.  2737  Devonshire  Place. 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Trinity  Improvement  Association,  Inc.. 
1308    Commercial    Standard    Btaidlne.    Fort 
Worth,  Tex. 

D.  (6;   $1,175. 

A.  La  Roe.  Winn,  and  Moerman,  743  Invest- 
ment Buildii.g.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Eastern  Meat  Packers  Association.  Inc- 
Statler  Hotel.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2).» 

D.  (6)   $1,500. 

E.  (5)  $2,018.61:  (7)  $117.88:  (8>  $13; 
(9)   $2,149.34;    ^0)   $2,280.09;    (11)   $4,4364)3. 

A.  La  Roe,  Winn,  and  Moerman.  74$  Invest- 
ment Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Independent  Meat  Pack- 
ers Association,  740  11th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2).« 

D.  (6,    $4,500. 

E.  (5)  $2,018.51;  (6)  $33.01;  (7)  $444.24: 
(8)  $84.26:  (9)  $2,580.03;  (10)  $2M9.28; 
(11)    $5,529.30. 

A.  J.  Austin  Latimer.  1420  New  York  Avenue 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Postmasters  of 
the  United  SUtes,  1111  17th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  appertaining  to  the 
United  States  Postal  Service. 

A.  John  V.  LaaTence,  1424  16th  Street  NW« 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Trucking  Associations,  Inc.. 
1424    16th    Street   NW.,    Washington.   D.    C. 

D.  (6)   •7.500. 

E.  (7>  $14.10;  (9)  $14.10;  (10)  $16.a0;  (11) 
$29.90. 

A.  League  of  New  York  Theaters.  234  West 
44th  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  exclae 
tax  on  admissions  to  the  legitimate  theater. 

A.  League  of  Women  Voten  of  the  United 

states,   loae   17tta  Street  NW..  Waahlng- 
ton.  D.  C. 

C.  (2».'      (3).» 

D.  (6)    $1,811.48. 

E.  (2|  $6M.»S:  (4)  I2.097.IS:  (f)  II 119: 
(9,    $2,689.20:    (10)   $3,547.29:    (11)    $«.33«.4*. 


*  Not  printed, 
retary. 
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A.  Jm&m  R.  Lee.  1426  Q  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Water  Heater  Dlvifllon.  Oas  Appliance 
ICanufacturers  Aaaociatlon,  iO  East  42d 
SCTMt.  lf«w  York.  K.  T. 

C.  (2)  In  general,  legislation  which  cbn- 
'cenu  water  liMiter  manuXacturen,  particu- 
larly the  excUe  tax. 

D.  (8)  91 .500. 

K.  (5)  $585;  (6)  $54.12:  (7)  $186.15;  <9) 
$825.27:    (10)    $302.^4;    (11)    $1,127.61. 

A.  Ivy  liee   and  T-  J-  Roas.  405  Lexington 
Avenue.  New  Tork.  N.  T. 

B.  Committee  of  American  Steamship 
Lines.  1701  K  Street  NW..   Vashlngton.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  United 
States  merchant  marine.     (3).* 

D.  (6)   $11,851.30. 

E.  (2)  $2,166.68;  (4)  $2,273.91:  (6)  $95.24; 
(7)  $1,036.10:  (8)  $1,780.37:  (9)  $7,351.30; 
(10)  $4,275.86;   (11)   $11,627.16;   (15).* 

A.  Ivy  Lee  and  T.  J.  Ross,  405  Lexington 
Avenue.  New  Tork.  N.  T. 

B.  United  States  Cuban  Sugar  Council. 
910  17th  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2).>     (3).> 

D.  (fly  $2,300.73. 

E.  (4)  $2,157.49;  (6)  $24.46;  (8)  $118.78; 
(«)  $3,300.73;  (10)  $2,288.92;  (11)  $4,589.65; 
(15). » 

A.  Legislation-Federal  Relations  Division  of 
the  National  Education  Association  of 
the  United  States.  1201  16th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
a  (2)  Bill*  pendlBg  before  the  83d 
gress  relating  to  public  education.     (3 
E.  (2)    $2,335;    (4)    $2,038.70;    (5)    $1 
(6)  $161.12;  (7)  $1,959.19:  (9)  $6,677.29;  ( 
$<>.«60.S8:    (11)    $ie.33'/.67:    (15).* 


A.  Leglalatlv*  Committee  of  the  Comml 
for  a  National  Trade  Policy,  1025  COn 
necticut  Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D. 
C.  (2)  Legislation  relating  to  foreign  eco 
nomlc  policy. 

IX  (7)   $4,005.18.  i 

E.  (2)  $2,700;  (4)  $545.17;  (7)  $38.08:  (8) 
$117:  (9)  $3,400.25;  (10)  $2,405;  (11) 
$5,806.26. 

A.  Legislative  Committee  of  Office  Equip- 
ment Manufacturers  Institute,  777  14th 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

A.  G.  I.  Lelgbty,  10  Independence  Avenue 
SW..  Washington.  D.  C. 
C.  (2)  All  legislation  of  interest  to  raUway 
employees. 

A.  Mrs.  Newton  P.  Leonard.  841  Sharon 
Street.  Providence.  R.  I. 
C.  (2)  The  general  leglsUtlve  Interests  of 
tho  National  Congress  are  concerned  with 
maastires  which  affect  the  welfare  of  chil- 
dren and  youth  in  the  field  of  education; 
social  and  economic  wMl-belng;  child  labor 
and  envlranmental  sltuaUans;  Federal  re- 
search agencies  In  education,  health.  Juve- 
nile protection,  and  hraneniaking:  world  un- 
derstanding and  peace  among  watJons, 

A.  Dr.  WiUlam  KI.  Leonard.  Railway  Progress 
Building,  Washington.  D.   C. 

B.  Federation  for  Railway  Progress.  Rail- 
way Prrgreas  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)   TransporUtlon  legislation. 

D.  (6)  $600. 


A.  The  Liaison  Committee  of  the  Mechanical 
Specialty  Contracting  fodustrles.  610 
King  BuUdlng.  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All       legislation       affecting      the 
mechanical  specialty  contracting  industries. 

D.  (6)   $8,213.02. 

E.  (2)   $6,000;   (8)  $2,213.02;   (t)   $2.213.«2: 
(10)    $8,410.02:    {in  $16,633.04;    (16).* 


A.  Frederick  J.  Libby,  1013  18th  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Council  for  Prevention  of  War. 
1013  18th  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

O.  (2)  Bills  affecting  world  peace. 

D.  (6)   $1,324.99. 

E.  (10)    8173.42;    (11)    $173.42. 

A.  Walter    Llchtensteln,    105   West   Mhdison 
Street,  Chicago,  El. 
B.  Gardner  b  Jones.  105  Madison  Street, 
Chicago.  111. 


A.  Life  Insurance  Association  of  America, 
488  Madison  Avenue.  New  York  22,  N.  Y., 
and  1701  K  Street  NW,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  might  affect  the 
welfare  of  policyholders  and  annuitants. 

D.  (6)      $8,391.48. 

E.  (3)  $6,934.37;  (5)  $2,084.03;  (6)  $249  49; 
(7)  $122.49;  (9)  $8,391.48;  (10)  $5,494.45; 
(11)   $13,885.93.  1 

A.  Life  Insurance  Policyholders  Protective 
Aseocintion.  116  Nassau  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Creneral  education  concerning  the 
effect  of  inflation  on  the  purchasing  power 
and  value  of  life  insurance,  as  affected  by 
Federal  policies  or  measures  which  are 
deemed  to  be  Inflationary,  or  Inflationary- 
retarding,    in    character.      (3).' 

D.  (6)    $5,622.65. 

E.  (2)  $1,369.13;  (4)  $1,044.01;  (5)  $773. 14; 
(6)  $210.71;  (7)  $41333;  (9)  $3,810.32;  (10) 
$6,388.02;    (11)    $10.19834;    (15).' 

A.  Leo  F.  Llghtner,  717  National  Press  Build- 
ing, Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Engineers  and  Scientists  of  America,  711 
West  Lake  Street,  Minneapolis.  Minn. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  Inter- 
ests of  professional  engineers  and  other 
members  of  affiliated  units.  1 

A.  L.  Blaine  Llljenqulst,  917  15th  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Western  States  Meat  Packers  Associa- 
tion, Inc..  604  Mission  Street,  San  Francisco 
Calif. 

C.  (2)  I  support  or  oppose  legislation  af- 
fecting the  livestock  and  meat  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $3,016.64. 

E.  (7)  $10.17;  (9)  $10.17;  (10)  $57.90;  (11) 
$68.07. 

A.  John  W.  Lindscy,  1625  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Securities 
Dealers,  Inc. 

C.  (2)  S.  2846,  H.  R.  7550,  and  H.  R,  8300 
(3).'  1 

D.  (6)   $375.  I 

A.  Esther  Llpsen,  Railway  Progress  Bulldine 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Federation  for  Railway  Progress,  Rail- 
way Progress  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Transportation  legislation. 

D.  (6)   $25.03. 

E.  (6)  $60;  (7)  $400;  (9)  $450;  (IG)  $181.59; 

A.  Robert  O.  Lltschert,  1200  1 8th  Street  NW., 
Suite  510.  Ring  Building,  Washington' 
D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Electric  Compa- 
nies. 1200  18th  Steeet  NW.,  Washington,  D  C 

C.  (2).« 

D.  (6)   $495. 

E.  (6)  $4.42:  (7)  $124.30;  (8)  $22.40;  (9) 
$151.12:    (10)    $132.76;    (11)    $283.88. 


A.  Walter  J.  Little,  510  West  Sixth  Street. 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

B.  Major  Steam  Railroads  of  California. 

C.  (2)  In  opposition  to  St.  Lawrence  sea- 
way and  repeal  of  dual  beneflu  imder  Rail- 


•  Kot  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Secre-        « Not  printed.    Piled  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
^^7'  retary. 
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road  Retirement  Act;  in  suppwrt  ot  repeal  <rf 
excise  transportation  taxes  and  time  lag  bill. 

D.  $2,451.12. 

E.  (6)  $33.94;  (7)  $1.04635;  (8)  $3«6.65: 
(9)  $1346.44;  ^0)  $1,042.42;  (11)  $2388.86 
(15).' 

A.  John  M.  Llttlepage,  840  Investment  Build- 
ing, 15th  and  K  Streets  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

B.  The  American  Tobacco  Co.,  Inc..  Ill 
Fifth  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  a  company 
engaged  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  to- 
bacco products. 

A.  Cordon  C.  Locke,  643  Munsey  Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Committee  for  Pipe  Line  Companies,  35 
East  Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  IlL 

C.  (2)  Legislation  favorable  to  the  pipe- 
line Industry.  j 

D.  (6)   $5,000.  I 

A   Benjamin  H.  Long,  2746  Penobscot  Build- 
ing, Detroit.  Mich. 
B    Blue     Cross     Commission,     425     North 
Michigan  Avenue.  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  for  payroll  deductions, 
war  damage,  economic  controls,  taxation  of 
fringe  benefits,  and  hospital  and  health 
matters. 

D.  (6)   t3.150. 

E.  (6)  $100.93:  (7)  $1,068.24;  (8)  $74.78; 
(9)  $1,243.95;  (10)  $619.95;  (11)  $1,863.90; 
(15).' 

A.  Leonard  Lopez,  room  303,  Medleal  Science 
Building,    1029    Vermont    Avenue    NW, 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B    District  No.  44.  I.  A.  of  M.,  Room  303, 

Medical     Science     Building,     1029     Vermont 

Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  working  condi- 
tions of  Government  employees  and  inci- 
dentally organized  labor  In  general. 

D.  (6)   $1,166.66. 

E.  (7)    $10;    (9)    $10;    (11)    $10. 

A.  Lord.  Day  &  Lord,  25  Broadway,  New  York, 
N.  Y..  and  500  Wyatt  Bulldlhg,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Agency  of  Canadian  Car  &  Foundry  Co, 
Ltd.,   30   Broadway,   New   Tork.  N.   T. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  having  relation  to  World 
War  I  claims. 

A.  Lord,  Day  &  Lord,  25  Broadway,  New 
York.  N.  Y..  and  500  Wyatt  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  S.  A.  Healy  Co.,  61  Westchester  Avenue, 
White  Plains.  N.  T. 

C.  (2)    S.  1762. 

A.  Otto  Lowe,  820  Woodward  Bulldtog,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  National  Canners  Association.  1133  20th 
Street,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  canning  of 
food  products. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

E.  (7)  $500;  (9)  $500;  (10)  $600;  (11) 
$1,000. 

A.  James  C.  Lucas,  1625  I  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  American  Retail  Federation,  1625  I 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2).' 

D.  (6)    $750. 

A.  Lucas  tt  Thomas.  1025  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Acacia  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Co, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  In  Federal  tax  matters 
affecting  life-insurance  companies. 

D.  (6)    $750. 


'  Not  printed, 
retajy. 


Filed  with  Clerk    and  Sec- 
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A.  Lucas  A  Thomas.  1025  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington.  D.  C 

B.  American  Finance  Conference.  176  West 
Adams  Street,  Chlca|;o.  Dl. 

C.  (2)  CSeneral  legislation. 
D    (6)   $1,250. 

A.  Liicas  A  Thomas.  1025  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B  Mobile  Homes  Manufacturers  Associa- 
tion. 20  North  Wacker  Drive.  Chicago.  111. 

C  (2)  General  legislation  affecting  mobile 
bomes.  i 

D.  (6)    $1,000.  I 

A    Lucas  &  Thomas.  1025  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW  .  Washington.  D.  C. 
B    Revere  Copper  and  Brass,  Inc.,  230  Park 

Av?nue,  New  York.  K.  Y. 

C  (2)  Legislation  providing  for  continu- 
ation of  the  suspension  of  certain  import 
taxes  on  copper. 

A.  Lucas  A-  Thomas.  1025  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B  Adolph  von  Zedlitz,  care  of  100  Park 
Avenue,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  S.  155  and  H.  R.  3594.  to  amend 
section  32  of  the  Trading  With  the  Enemy 
Act. 

A  John  C.  Lynn.  261  Constitution  Avenue 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  221 
Ncirth  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2).' 

D.  (6)    $2,343.75. 

E  (7)  $94  10;  (9)  $94.10;  (10)  $103.90; 
(11)    $198. 

A  A  E.  Lyon,  10  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington.   D.   C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  labor — 
e<^peclally  railroad  labor.  < 

D.  (6)   $750. 

A  Avery  McBee.  610  Shoreham  Building, 
Washington.   D.    C. 

B    Hill  <t  Knowltcn.  Inc. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  aviation,  the 
steel  industry,  and  other  industries  which 
m.ty  be  clients  of  Hill  4  Knowlton.     (3).* 

A    Robert  J.  McBride,  1424  16th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B   Regular  Common  Carrier  Conference  of 
American  Trucking  Associations,  Inc.,  1424 
16th  Street.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  The  general  legislative  Interest  is 
protection  and  fostering  of  the  Interest  of 
federally  regulated  motor  common  carriers 
of  general  commodities. 

D.  (6)    $975. 

A.  John  A.  McCart,  room  716,  900  F  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  Government 
Employees,  room  716,  900  F  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C  (2)  All  bills  of  Interest  to  Pyderal  Gov- 
ernment employees  and  District  of  Colum- 
bia employees. 

D.  (6)   $1,507.69. 

E.  (7)  $27.75;  (9)  $27.75;  (10)  $16.90;  (11) 
144.65. 

A    Frank  J.  McCarthy.  211  Southern  Build- 
ing. 15th  snd  H  Streets  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 
B.    The    Pennsylvania   Railroad    Co.,    1740 

Suburban    Station    Building,    Philadelphia, 

Pa. 

A.  J.  L.  McCasklll.  1201  16th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  Division  of  Legislation  and  Federal  Re- 
lations, National  Education  Association  of 
the  United  States,  1201  16th  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 


C.  (2)  BUls  pending  before  the  83d  Con- 
greee  relating  to  public  education.      i3)  » 

D.  (6)   $5Sa 

E.  (7)  $30537;  (9)  $305J27;  (10)  $8203; 
(11)   $38730. 

A.  McClure  A  Updike,  626  Washington  BuUd- 
lng. Washington.  D.   C. 

B.  Iron  Ore  Lessors  Association.  Inc., 
W-1481  First  National  Bank  Building.  St. 
Paul.  Minn. 

C.  (2)  Amendments  of  Internal  Revenue 
Code. 

D.  (6)    $6,000. 

E.  (4)  $15  66;  (6)  $164  81:  (7)  $1.222  19; 
(8(  $835;  (9)  $1,411.01;  ^10)  $855.72.  (11) 
$2,266.73;    (15).' 

A.  Angus  McDonald. 

B.  Farmers  Educational  &  Cooperative 
Union  of  America.  1404  New  York  Avenue 
KW  ,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  '. 

D    (6)   $1,500. 

E  (7)  $268.75;  (9)  1268.75;  (10)  $285  07; 
(11)  $601.82. 

A    Edwin  McElwaln,  701  Union  Trust  Build- 
ing. Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Machine  Tcx>l  Builders'  Asso- 
ciation. 10525  Carnegie  Avenue,  Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  machine 
tool  industry. 

A.  Joseph    A.    McElwaln,    500    Main    Street. 
Deer  Lodge,  Mont. 

B.  Montana  Power  Co.,  Butte,  Mont. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  Montana 
Power  Co. 

D.  (6)  $1,000. 

E.  (6)  $90;  (7)  t200;  (8)  $50;  (9)  $340; 
(10)  $230;  (11)  $570. 

A.  Rev.    A.    J.    McFarlaud,    126    North    eth. 
Sterling,  Kans. 

B.  Christian  Amendment  Movement,  804 
Penn  Avenue.  Pittsburgh.  Pa. 

C.  (2)  The  Christian  Amendment  Reso- 
lution.    (3)   The  Christian  Patriot. 

D.  (6)   $810. 

E.  (7)  $350;  (9)  $350;  (10)  $250;  (11) 
1600. 

A.  Ernest   W.   McFarland,   LaSalle   Building, 
1028  Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 
B.  American    Cable    and    Radio   Corpora- 
tion; RCA*Communicatlons,  Inc.;  and  West- 
ern  Union   Telegraph   Co..   New    York   City, 
N.  Y. 

D.   (6)  $7,500. 

A.  Thomas     Edward     McOrath,     4012     14tb 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  Taxp>ayer8,    United    States    of    America, 
4012  14th  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 


A.  M.  O.  UcKercher,  3860  Llndell  Boulevard, 
St.  Louis.  Mo. 

B.  The    Order    of    Railroad    Telegraphers. 
O.  R.  T.  Building.  St.  Louis.  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  welfare  of 
railroad  employeer . 

D.  (6)  $1,440. 

A.  Joseph  V.  McLaughlin.  1503  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Railway  Express  Agency.  Inc.,  219  East 
42d  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  in  connection  with  par- 
cel poet. 

D.  (6)   $5,000. 

E.  (7)    $742.95;    (9)    $742J5;    (10)   $©91.56; 
(11)  $1,734.51. 

A.  W.    H.    McMalns.    1135    National    Press 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  EMstlUed  Spirits  Institute.  1135  National 
Press  BuUdlng.  Washington.  D.  C 


C.  (3)  Legl&Utlon  affecting  the  domesUe 
distilling  industry. 

A.  Ralph  J.  licMalr  1701  K  Street  MW., 
Washington,  D.  C- 

B.  Life  Insurance  Asaociatlon  of  America. 
488  Madison  A\-enue.  New  York.  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  LeglaUUou  whicb  might  affect  the 
welfare  of  policyholders  and  aunultanu. 

D.  (6)  $375. 

A  Daniel  J.  McNamara.  1608  Wwt  Van 
Buren  Avenue.  Chicago,  111. 

B  Division  341,  Amalgamated  Association 
of  street  Electric  Railway  and  Motor  Coach 
Employees  of  America.  1608  West  Van  Buren 
Avrnue.  Chicago,  111.  ^ 

C.  (2)  Laws,  proposed  lava,  and  propoeed 
smendmenu  tu  lawn  affeciliig  the  interest* 
of   Its   members  and   their   famlliee. 

A.  Ji»eph  P.  McSparrtm.  Machinists  Bulld^ 
Ing.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B  International  Assoclatlv>n  of  Machin- 
ists. Machinists  Bulldli\g.  Wushlngton.  D.  O. 

C  (2)  Legislation  aftecUng  the  socioeco- 
nomic and  political  interesu  of  the  Amerl- 
ran  worklngman.  Including  all  pending  leg- 
islation dealing  with  railroad  matters. 

D     (6)  »1.037,50. 

E  (7)  $96U;  (B)  $960;  (10)  $240;  (11) 
$1,200. 

A.  James  B.  Mack.  1028  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 
B    National  Confect loners'  Association.  321 
North  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislative  proposals  Affecting 
the  confectionery  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

E.  (8)   $573.35. 

A.  W.  Bruce  Macnamee,  1701  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C,  and  11  Broadway, 
New  York,  N.  T. 

B.  American  Merchant  Marina  Institute, 
Inc..  1701  K  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 
and  11  Broadway.  New  York.  N.  T. 

C.  (3)  Legislation  favorable  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  American  merchant  marlnt. 

D.  (6)    $1,000. 

E.  (7)  $29.58;  (9)  $20.58;  (10)  $28.41;  (11) 
$57.90. 

A.  James  B.  Madarls,  Room  41S,  10  Inde- 
pendence Avenue  SW,,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  Railway  Carmen  of  Amer- 
ica, 4929  Main  8tre<!l.  Kansas  City.  Mo. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  366.  8.  1911,  H.  R.  7840,  8.  3830. 

D.  (6)   $2,424.99. 

A.  Carter  Manasco.  4201  Chesterbrook  Road. 
Falls  Church.  Va. 

B.  National  Business  Publications.  Inc.. 
1001  15th  Street  NW,.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislstion  affecting  the  mem> 
hers  of  the  above-named  trade  asaociatlon. 

D.  (6)   $2,400. 

E.  (6)  $43.10:  (7)  $86.90;  (9)  $130;  (10) 
1167.52;   (11)   $297.52. 

A.  Carter  Manasco.  4201  Chesterbrook  Road. 
Falls  Church,  Va. 

B.  National  Coal  Association.  Southern 
Building.   Washington.  D.   C. 

C.  (2)  All  legisUtion  affecting  the  mem- 
bers of  the  above-named  trade  association. 

D.  (6)  $2,800. 

E.  (6)  $43.10;  (7)  $86.90:  (9)  $130;  (10) 
$167.52;    (11)    $297.52. 

A.  Manufacturing  Chemists'  Aaaociatlon. 
Inc..  1625  I  Street  KW,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  LegisUtion  affecting  the  cbewilral 
Industry.     (3)'. 

D.  («»    82.375. 


If 


^    - 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 

c 931 


'  Not  printed.    Filed  wiih  Oerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


Nci  pntted     nied  w;tl:  Clerk  anC  Secre- 
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m.  (1)   $500:    (8>  $1^75:    (9)    $2^75;   (10) 

ta^s:  (11)  H,76o. 

A.  Olya  llwgolln.  l«87  Ifaaiachusetti  Ave- 

nue  NW..  Waslilngton.  D.  C. 

B.  -NatlmuU  CouncU  of  Jewteb  Women, 
1  WMt  4Tth  StFWt,  New  T«rk,  If .  T. 

O.  (2)  N6t  onployed  ipedflcally  to  sup- 
port or  oppoM  any  lef^atlon.  but  fo»  tlie 
purpoM  of  securing  InXonnation  to  be  trans- 
mitted to  headquarters  tor  tbe  i»«paratloa 
of  aduestlcmal  and  otber  material. 

D.  (6)  I1.636.78. 

X.  (8)  fSSM:  (9)  $53.84;  (10)  $60.85;  (11) 
$114.60.  

A.  Winston  W.  ICkrsh.  777  14th  Street  NW., 
Washingten.  D.  C. 

B.  "me  National  Association  of  Independ- 
ent Tire  Dealers,  Inc.,  777  14th  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (a)«.     (3)». 

D.  (6)  $19. 

B.  (7)  $2.50;  (9)  $2.50;  (y))  $2.50;  (11) 
$5.  

A.  TKd    T.    Marshall,    1112-18    19th    Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  B.  P.  Goodrich  Co.,  500  South  Main 
Street,  Akron,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  and  of  Interest 
to  the  B.  F.  Goodrich  Co. 

A.  Edwin    G.    Martin,    717    National    Press 

Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
^  B.  Morton  Co.,  Worcester,  Mass. 

(2)  Tariff  status  of  silicon  carbide. 

(«)    $2,250. 

(6)    $11.70;    (7)    $130.71;    (9)    $140.47; 


C. 
D. 

E. 
(11) 


$142.47. 


4l 


A.  Robert  P.  Martin,  931  Washington  Buhd- 
Ing,  Washington,  D.  C.  . 
B.  vitrified    Cbln»  Association,    Inc..   931 
Washington  BiiUdlng.  Washington.  D.  C. 

A.  Mike  M.  Masaoka,   1787  H  Street   NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Japanese  American  Citizens  League. 
1759  Sutter  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  persons  of  Jap- 
anese ancestry  in  the  United  States  and  Ha- 
waii. 

D.  (8)    $300. 

E.  (8)  $25;   (9)  $25;   (10)  $15;   (11)  $40. 

A.  Walter  J.  Mason,  901  Massachusetts  Av- 
enue NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  Labor.  901  Mas- 
sachusetts Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  bills  affecting  the  welfare  of  our 
country  generally,  and  specifically  bills  af- 
fecting workers. 

D.  (6)    $2,720. 

B.  (6)  $22.65;  (7)  $271;  (8)  $92J5:  (9) 
$386;  (10)  $370;  (11)  $756.  ' 

A.  P.  H.  Mathews,  Transportation  Building, 
Washington.  D'.  C. 

B.  Association  of  American  Railroads. 
IVansportatlon  Building.  Washington.  D.  c. 

C.  (2)  Generally  to  support  legislation 
which  the  railroads  believe  to  be  in  their 
Interest  and  In  tbe  interest  of  a  sound  na- 
tional transportation  policy,  and  to  oppose 
legislation  which  they  believe  to  be  contrary 
to  such  Interest. 

D.  (6)   $4,749.97. 

B.  (7)  $521.66;  (9)  $521.66;  (10)  $507.30; 
(11)  81,028.96. 

A.  C.  V.  and  R.  V.  Maudlin.  1111  B  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Waste  Material 
Dealers.  Inc.,  271  Madison  Avenue,  New  York, 
N.  T. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  pertaining  to  or  af- 
fecting the  waste  materials  industry. 

D.  (6)   $1,800. 

E.  (4)  $68.30:  (6)  $23.40:  (7)  $18.20;  (9) 
$109.90;  (11)  $109.90;   (15). » 


*Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  "vith  Clerk  and  Sec- 


A.^  Cyrus  H.  Maxwell,  M.  D..  1523  t  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Medical  Association,  5|5  North 
DearlMrn  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  All  bUls  relating  to  bealth  and  wel- 
fare.    (3>  InfOTmational  bulletins.  I 

D.  (6)  $625.  \ 

E.  (7)  $46.96;  (9)  $46.96;  (10)  $59.78;  (11) 
$106.74. 

A.  Medical  Association  of  the  State  of  Ala- 
bama, 537  Dexter  Avenue,  Montgomery, 
Ala.    \ 

C.  (2)  All  health  matters  covered  by  legis- 
lative action.     (3)  P.  K.  Notes.  I 

D.  (6)   $19,020.  \ 

E.  (2)  $1,800;  (4)  $225;  (9)  $2,02o;  (10) 
$2,025;   (11)  $4,050. 

A.  Medical  Society  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. 1718  M  Street  NW..  WasliingtOn.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  legislation  pertaining 
to  the  practice  of  medicine  and  all  related 
services  and  that  affecting  the  public  health, 
Including  extension  of  social  security  into 
the  field  of  the  practice  of  medicine.  (3) 
Medicals  Annals  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

D.  (6)    $4,497.50. 

E.  (8)  $4,497.50;  (9)  $4,497.50;  (lO)  $21.- 
650;    (11>   $26,147.50. 

A.  Merchants  National  Bank  and  Trust   Co. 
of  Syracuse.   216   South   Warren   Street, 
Syracuse,  N.  Y. 
C.  (2)   Discontinuance  of  the  Postal  Sav- 
ings System  by  H.  R.  6939. 

E.  (6)  $0.88;  (7)  $178.94;  (9)  $17982;  (10) 
$154.20;   (11)  1334.02. 

A.  William  R.  Merriam,  Railway  Progress 
Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Federation  for  Railway  Progress.  Rail- 
way Progress  Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)   Transportation  legislation. 

D.  (6)  $300. 

E.  (6)  $15;  (7)  $70;  (9).  $85;  (10)  $70; 
(11)  $155. 

A.  James  Messer,  Jr.,  404  Midyette-Moor 
Building,  Tallahassee,  Fla. 

B.  Florida  Railroad  Association.  404  Mid- 
yette-Moor Building,  Tallahassee,   Fla. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  legislation  of  Interest  to 
members  of  Florida  Railroad  Association. 

D.  (6)    $1,875.  I 

A.  Rosa  A.  Messer,  724  Ninth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Post  Odce  and 
General  Services  Maintenance  Employees  724 
Ninth  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  beneficial  legislation  affecting 
custodial  employees  of  the  Post  OfBce  and 
General  Services  Administration.  (3i  The 
Post  Office  and  General  Services  Maintenance 
News.  1 

D.  (6)    $500.  I 

E.  (7)  $258.60;  (8)  $302.04;  (9)  $560  64 ■ 
(10)  $114.86;   (11>  $675.50. 


A.  J.  T.  Metcalf,  1002  L.  &  N.  Building.  Louis- 
ville, Ky. 
E.   (7)    $322.90;    (9)    $322.90;    (10)    $352.57 
(11)  $675.47. 

A.  Clarence    R.   Miles.    1615    H   Street    NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  IJ.  S.  A. 

A.  Harold  M.   Miles,   65  Market   Street,  San 
Franciao,  Calif. 

B.  Southern  Pacific  Co.,  65  Market  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 

C.  (2)   All  legislation  affecting  the  inter- 
ests of  the  major  steam  railroads. 

A.  Milk  Industry  Foundation,  1625  I  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 


A.  Benjamin  R.  Miller,  1424  16th  Stre^ 
Washington,  D.  C. 


NW.. 


A.   Dale   Miller,   Mayflower   Hotel,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

B.  Dallas  (Tex.)  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

C.  (2)  General  legislation  affecting  Dal- 
las and  Texas,  such  as  appropriations  and 
revenue  bills. 

D.  (6)  $1,500. 

E.  (5)  $76.07;  f6)  $26.17;  (7)  $728.50:  (8) 
$97.36;  (9;  $928.10;  (10)  $900;  (11)  $1,828.10 


A.  Dale    Miller,    Mayflower   Hotel,    Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

B.  Intracoasta)  Canal  Association  of  Loui- 
siana and  Texas.  Second  National  Bank 
Building.  Houston.  Tex. 

C.  (2)  For  adequate  river  and  harbor  au- 
thorizations and  appropriations;  H.  R.  8367 

D.  (6)  $2,250. 

E.  (6)  $28.63;  (7)  $174.34;  (9)  $202.97- 
(10^    $47.66;    (11)    $250.63. 


A.  Dale   Miller.  Maynower  Hotel,   Washing- 
ton. D.  c. 

B.  Texas  Gulf  Sulphur  Co.,  Nowgulf,  Tex., 
and  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  General  legislation  affecting  sul- 
phur industry. 

D.  (6)    $2,250. 

E.  (5)  $920.05:  f6>  $172  26:  (7)  $273  96- 
(8t  $23:  (9)  $1,389.27;  (10;  $1,503.85;  (11) 
$2,893.12. 


A.  Paul  I.  Miller,   104  C  Street  NE..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legis- 
lation.  104   C  Street   NE  .   Washington.  D.   C. 

C.  (2i.'     (3»  Washington  New^etter. 

D.  (6)    $1,000. 

E.  (7)    $164.90;    (9)    $164.90;    (10)    $25.70; 
(11)   $190.60. 


A.  John  Minadeo.   10  Independence  Avenue 
SW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  Railwav  Carmen  of  Amer- 
ica, 4929  Main  Street.  Kansas  City.  Mo 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  356,  H.  R.  7840.  S.  1911  S 
2930. 

D.  (6)    $2,424.99. 

A.  Douglas    G     Mode.    705    Ring    Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Bridgeport  Brass  Co..  Bridgeport.  Conn. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  providing  for  continua- 
tion of  the  suspension  of  certain  import 
taxes  on  copper. 

D.  (6)    $600. 

E.  (6)    $50;   (7)   $100;    (9)   $150;   (11)  $150. 


A.  Harry    L.    MofTett.     1102    Ring    Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Mining  Congress.  Ring  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Measures  affecting  mining,  such  as 
Income  taxation,  social  security,  public 
lands,  stockpiling,  monetary  policy,  etc. 

D-    (6)    $1,250. 

E.  (6)  $2;  (7)  $149.92:  (9)  $151.92;  (10) 
$17.95;    (11)    $169.87. 

A.  Justus  :?.  Moll.  1001  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C.  [ 

B.  O.  David  Zimring.  | 

A.  F.  E.  Mollin,  515  Cooper  Building,  Denver. 
Colo. 

B.  American  National  Cattlemen's  Afso- 
ciation.   515   Cooper   Building.   IDenver,   Colo. 

C.  (2)  Supported  or  opposed  legislation 
affecting  cattle  industry,  including  recipro- 
cal trade,  support  prices,  appropriations,  etc. 

D.  (6)    $3,300. 

E.  (6)  $46.24;  (7)  $546.68;  (8)  $16.90;  (9) 
$609.82;   (10)   492.29;   (11)  $1,102.11, 

A.  Albert  H.  Monacelli,  161  East  42d  Street, 
New  York.  N.  Y. 
B.    Stockholders    of    Bessemer    Securities 
Corp..  465  East  57th  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

'  Not  printed.  Filed  with  Clerk  and  S^re- 
tary. 
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C.  (2)  H.  R.  8300  (Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954). 
E,  (6)  $0.30;  (7)  $22.14;  (9)  $22.44. 


A.  Donald  Montgomery,  777  14th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Hotel  Asaociatlon,  221  West 
57th  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  bills  fnd  statutes  of 
interest  to  the  hotel  Industry. 

D.  («)    $1,875. 

E.  (7)  $146.40;  (9)  $146.40;  (10)  $139.45; 
(11)   $285.85. 

A.  George  W.  Morgan,  90  Broad  Street,  New 
York.   N.   Y. 

B  Association  of  American  Ship  Owners, 
»0  Broad  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  with  respect  to  mari- 
time matters  and  transportation. 


A.  Morris  Plan  Corporation  of  America,  103 
Park  Avenue,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C  (2)  Bank  bolding  company  bills  and 
similar  legtslatJon. 

E  (4)  $10,065.67;  (7»  $946.39;  (8)  $15;  (9) 
$11,027.06;    (11)    $11,027.06;    (15).' 

A    Giles   Morrow.   Suite   610,    1111    E   Street 
NW  .  Washington.  D.  C. 
B    Freight  Forwarder*  Institute.  Suite  610, 
HUE  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2).'  1 

D.  (6)    $4,374.98. 

E.  (5)  $37.82:  (6)  $6.50;  (7)  $40  03;  (0) 
t83  50;    (10)    $145.04;    (U)    $228.54. 

A  Harold  G.  Mosler,  610  Sboreham  Build- 
ing, Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Aircraft  Industries  Association  of  Amer- 
ica. Inc  .  610  Sboreham  Building,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  of  Interest  to  the 
aircraft  manufacturing  industry. 

D    (6)   $3,750. 

E  (4)  $3.12:  (7)  $608.65;  (9)  $611.97;  (10) 
t880;    (11)    $1,491.97. 

A    William  J.  Mougey,  802  Cafritz  Building, 
Washington.   D.    C. 
B   General  Motors  Corp..  3044  West  Grand 
Boulevard.  Detroit,  Mich. 

A  T.  H.  Mullen.  711  14th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B  American  P."  per  k.  Pulp  Association, 
122  East  42d  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

D    (6)    $250. 

E.  (6)  $35;  (7)  $C0;  (9)  $65;  (10)  $45;  (11) 
tllO. 

A    Allen   P.   Mulllnnlx,   1616   I   Street   NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B    Retired     Officers     Association.     1616     I 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)'.     (3)   The  Retired  Officer. 

D.  (6)    $1,200. 

A.  Howard  E.  Munro,  901  Massachusetts  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B  Central  Labor  Union  and  Metal  Trades 
Council  of  the  Panama  Canal  Zone,  Post 
Office  Box  471,  Balboa  Heights.  C.  Z. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  A.  F.  of  L, 
union  members  employed  on  the  Canal  Zone. 

O.    (6)    $1,800. 

E  (3)  $196.72;  (5)  $73.44;  (6)  $104.39;  (7) 
$76863;  (9)  $1,143.18;  (10)  $1,394.12;  (11) 
$2  537.30. 

A.  Walter  J.  Munro,  Hotel  Washington, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Trainmen. 

C.  (2)  Advocating  favorable  latMr  legis- 
lation and  opposing  unfavorable  labor  leg- 
islation. 


'  Not  printed, 
tary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secrc- 


A.  Dr.  Smmett  J.  Murphy.  5737  ISth  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National   Chiropractic   Insurance   Co., 

Webster  City.  Iowa. 

C.  (3)  Legislative  interest  of  employer  is 
to  pnnoote  the  welfare  of  its  policyholders 
and  prevent  discrimination  agiRnst  tbe 
chiropractic  profession. 

D.  (6)  $300. 

E.  (8)  $300;  (9)  $300;  (10)  $300;  (11) 
$600. 

A.  Ray  Murphy,  60  John  Street.  New  York, 
N.  Y. 

B.  Association  of  Casualty  and  Surety  Com. 
panies.  60  John  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  LegialaUon  affecting  casualty  and 
surety  companies. 

D.  (6)   $112.50. 

A.  J.  Walter  Myers,  Jr..  Poet  Office  Box  7284, 
Station  C.  Atlanta,  Ga. 

B.  Forest  Farmers  Association^  Coopera- 
tive, Poet  Office  Box  7284,  Station  C,  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

C.  (2)  1955  Agriculttiral  appropriations 
bill  and  general  tax  revision  bill. 

E.  (6)  $50;  (7)  $333.49;  (9)  $383.43;  (10) 
$246.35;   (11)  $629.84. 


A.  National  Agricultural  Limestone  Insti- 
tute, Inc.,  619  F  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  which  directly  or  in- 
directly affects  the  interests  of  agricultural 
limestone  producers. 

D.  (6)    $1,951.02. 

E.  (2)  $1,500;  (4)  $197  64;  (5)  $128.38;  (6> 
$76.50;  (7)  $48.50;  (9)  $1,951.02;  (10) 
$1,180.45;   (11)   $3,131.47;   (15)'. 

A.  National  Association  and  Council  of  Busi- 
ness Schools,  601  13th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  concerning  education 
of  all  kinds,  particularly  bills  relative  to  GI 
education  for  Korean  Veterans  (Public  Law 
650). 

D.  (6)   $2,270.11. 

E.  (2)  $1,050;  (4)  $15;  (6)  $35.26;  (8) 
$87.28;  (9)  $1,187.54;  (10)  $1,178.96;  (11) 
$2,366.50. 

A.  National  Association  of  Direct  85lling 
Companies.  163-165  Center  Street,  Win- 
ona, Minn. 

C.  (2).> 

D.  (6)    $14,175. 

E.  (4)  $141.67:  (8)  $5.13  (9)  $146.80;  (10) 
$79.50;    (11)    $226.30 


A.  National  Association  of  Electric  Com- 
panies, 1200  18th  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  might  affect  mem- 
bers as  going  electric  utilities.' 

D.  (6)    $5,671.33. 

E.  (1)  $5,479.80;  (2)  $16,237.51;  (4)  $720.22; 
(5)  $1,527.12;  (6)  $517.24;  (7)  $1,360.18;  (8) 
$279.27;  (9)  $26,121.34;  (10)  $21,528.25;  (11) 
$47,649.59;    (16).' 

A.  National  Association  of  Independent  Tire 
Dealers.  Inc.,  777  14th  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Statutes  or  bills  which  will  affect 
tbe  interests  of  Independent  tire  dealers.' 
(3)    Dealer  News. 

D.  (6)    $53.40. 

E.  (2)  $19;  (4)  $31.90;  (7)  $2.50;  (9)  $53.40; 
(10)   $74.78,    (11)   $128.18. 


K.  (2)  $8,378.48;  (6)  $405.45;  (6)  $182.33: 
(7)  104;  (9)  $4,160.16;  (10)  $4,688.17;  (11> 
$8,826.33;    (15). > 

A.  National    Association    of   the   Legitimate 
Theatre,  Inc..  234  West  44th  Street,  New 
York.  N.  Y. 
C.  (2)  Any   legislation    affecting   the  ex- 
cise   tax    on    admission    to    the    legitimate 
theater. 

E.  (2)  $1,250;  (9)  $1,350;  (10)  $1,360;  (11) 
$2,600. 

A.  National  Association  of  Letter  Carriers, 
100  Indiana  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  pertaining  to  postal 
and  Federal  employees. 

D.  (6)    $131,23211. 

E.  (1)  $7,625.05:  (2)  $5,000:  (4)  $2,219.30; 
(6)  $3,113:  (7)  $12,256.42;  (8)  $6,700;  (9) 
$36,913.77;   (10)  $13,425.32;  (11)  $50,339.00. 

A.  National  Association  of  Margarine  Manu- 
factxirers,  Munsey  Building,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

A.  National  Association  of  Mutual  Savings 
Banks.  60  East  42d  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Supported  S.  975,  tbe  savings  and 
loan  branch  bill;  H.  R.  7839  and  S.  2938,  the 
Housing  Act  of  1954;  and  S.  76  and  S.  118, 
the  bank  holding  company  bills. 

D.  (6)  $506.61. 

E.  <2)  $337.50:  (8)  $169.11:  (9)  $506.61; 
(10)   $553.89;   (11)   $1,060.50;   (15).' 


A.  National  Association  of  Insurance  Agents, 
96  Fulton  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  which  affects,  direct- 
ly or  indirectly,  local  property  insurance 
agents. 

D.  (6)  $3,079. 


'  Not  printed, 
rotary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


A.  National  Association  of  Post  Office  and 
General  Services  Maintenance  Employ- 
ees, 724  9th  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D  C. 

C.  (2)  Beneficial  legislation  affecting 
postal  employees  and  General  Services  em- 
ployees, and  Post  Office  custodial  employee* 
and  G.  S.  A.  in  P.  B.  S.  employees,  in  particu- 
lar. (3)  The  Post  Office  and  General  Serv- 
ices Maintenance  News. 

D.  (6)   $10,374.22. 

E.  (2)  $680.16:  (4)  $254.78;  (5)  $155;  (6) 
$160.55;  (7)  $258.60;  (8)  $302.04;  (9)  $1,- 
811.14;    (10)    $1,233.36;    (11)   $3,044.50;    (15).» 

A.  National  Association  of  Postal  Supervisors, 
Post  Office  Box  2013.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  postal  em- 
ployees, including  supervisors,  and  the  postal 
service.  (3)  Semimonthly  News  Letters  and 
the  Postal  Sujjervisor. 

D.  (6)    $7,740.69. 

E.  (2)  $2,375:  (4)  $4,121.26;  (5)  $300:  (6) 
$22;  (7)  $142.86;  (9)  $6,961.12;  (10)  $5,462.96; 
(11)   $12,424.08. 

A.  National  Association  of  Postmasters,  1111 
17th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

D.  (6)   $20,071.99. 

E.  (2)  $1,500;  (6)  $21.32;  (7)  $100.46;  (9) 
$1,621.78;  (10)  $505;   (UJ  $2,126.78. 

A.  National  Association  of  Retired  Civil 
Employees.  1625  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Retired  Civil 
Employees.  1625  Connectloit  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  LegislaUon  affecting  retired  civil 
employees.     (3)  Tbe  Annuitant. 

D.  (6)  $275. 

E.  (2)  $275;  (9)  $275;  (10)  $275;  (11)  $550. 

A.  National  Association  of  Storekeeper- 
Gangers,  1218  Locust  Avenue,  Baltimore, 
Md. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  Federal 
classified  employees,  and  that  in  particular 
which  would  affect  our  position — United 
States  storekeeper -gaugers. 

D.  (6)  $645.90. 


'  Not  printed. 
tary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
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c  (»)  9600;  np)  •»«>;;  (ii) 


•1.000. 


A.  MttUonal  AwoeUtl^  of  TraTel  Organi^- 
tlflii^liH  K  StxMt  RW..  Waabtnglbn. 

D.a 

O.  (9)  MflBtaUan  affecting  tlM  t»«lf«r«  of 

X.  (3)  «nSJO;  (S)  090;  (S)  070:  (6)  «^; 
(0)  omJ^.  (10)  HT8M;  (11)  |e47Je.     - 

A.  National  Brotlar  AHoetatkm.  77  Wast 
WMhtngton  Streat,  Chicago,  HI. 

O.  (9)  tiAglalatlon  that  may  tend  to  affect 
tha  prMtactkm  and/or  marketU^;  of  ooni'- 
incTcial  DCfnUHa. 

D.   («)  tSOO. 

B.  (3)  0800:  (0)  013^:  <7)  0318.78;  (8) 
•881.38:  (10)  010333;  (11)  0004.10. 


20th 


4.  irattonal  Catinen  AMddatlon,  1133 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (3)  Ixug  range  plana  for  agriculture 
and  other  l^^aiatlon  directly  affecting  the 
food  canning  Indostry,  and  opposition  to 
mandatory  marketing  orders,  title  IV,  SL 
8063. 

D.  (0)  0809,710.71. 

S.  (3)  08.806.49:  (4)  01.044.37;  (5)  8358.69; 
(7)    00.710.31;    (8)    8303.04;    (9)    811.610.60; 

(10)  84,608.44;  (11)  816,374.04:   (16).* 

A.  National  Coal  Association.  802  Southern 
Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 
C.  (3)  All  measures  affecting  bltumlnous- 
coal  Industry.  | 

A.  Nation*!  Committee  on  Parcel  Post  Slae 
and  Weight  Zilmltations.  1635  I  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (3)  PubUe  Law  199,  H.  R.  3685.  8.  3363. 
parcel  post  stae  and  weight  limitations. 

O.  (8)  01.186.86. 

X.  (3)  81.584JW:  (3)  86.73;  (4)  81,141.19; 
<5)  869.83;  (6)  816.86:  (8)  863.44;  (9) 
02321.60;  (10)  08,929:95:  (11)  $6,751.55: 
(18).» 

A.  National  Committee  of  Shippers  and  He- 
eetvers,  100  West  31st  Street,  New  York, 
N   T 

C.  (3)  Section  403  (c)  of  the  Interstate 
Conunerce  Act. 

D.  (0)   83.760. 

B.  (3)  81.89;  (5)  82.30;  (6)  856.36:  (7) 
0165.40;   (8)  86.21;  (9)  8232.15;  (10)  861.85; 

(11)  8294. 

A.  National  Conference  for  Repeal  of  Taxes 
on  Transportation,  care  of  D.  O.  Ward, 
llathleson  Building,  Baltimore,  Md. 

C.  (2)  Legialation  which  will  repeal  the 
agisting  excise  taxes  on  the  transportation  of 
persons  and  property. 

D.  (6)   8233530. 

X.  (3)  848:  (4)  81371.37;  (S)  843.64;  (9) 
81.40131;   (10)   836.49;    (11)  81.407.40;   (15).* 

A  National  Cotton  Compress  and  Cotton 
Warehouse  Association,  1065  Shrine 
Building.  Ifamphls,  Tenn. 

C.  (3)  All  matters  affecting  the  cotton 
compress  and  cotton  warehouse  industry. 

D.  (6)  8846.13. 

X.  (3)  8301.67;  (5)  8131.56;  (6)  812.90;  (9) 
8346.13;  (10)  8349.17;  (11)  869S30. 

A.  National  Cotton  Council  of  America,  Post 
OfBoe  Box  18,  Memphis,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  The  National  Cotton  Council  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legisla- 
tion affecting  the  raw-cotton  Industry  as  wUl 
promote  the  purposes  for  irhich  the  council 
Is  or|8iitMd. 

Dl  (•)  04,78838. 

X.  (3)  844)44.70:  (4)  834.70;  (5)  8199.80: 
(6)  •1430:  (7)  850438:  (9)  84.788.38;  (10) 
83337.77;   (11)  88,016.15;   (IS).* 


*Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Se^- 


A.  Nhtkmal  Obunell  on  Business  Mall,  Inc., 
106  West  Monroe  Street.  Chicago,  DL 

d.  (3)  All  legislation  relating  to  the  p<1bU1 
•errice. 

D.  (0)  81,764.74. 

X.  (1)  81300;  (6)  89.55:  (7)  $149.30;  (8) 
8106.89;  (»)  81,764.74;  (10)  83,037.46;  (11) 
88.78330;   (15).*  ' 

A.  National   Council,   Junior   Order  United 
American  Mechanics,  3027  North  Btoad 
Street,  PhUadelphia,  Pa. 
C.  <3).*     (3)   The  Jtmior  American. 
X   (3)    8183.33;    (4)    $58.65;    (5)    $10;    (9) 
8961.08;  (10)  8833.49;  (11)  8574.47. 

A.  National  Council  for  Prevention  of  War, 
1013  18th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  t>.  C. 

C.  (3)  Bills  affecting  world  peace.  (3) 
Peace  Action. 

D.  (6)   88.457.74. 

K.  (3)  84.043.06;  (3)  $135;  (4)  8721.50;  (5) 

8884.85;    (6)    8121.48;  (7)    $235.49:    (8)    $1.- 

;988.66;    (9)    88331.06;  (10)    89,012.08;    <11) 
817333.14;   (15)  '. 


A.  National  Kconomlc  Council,  Inc.,  Empire 
State  BuUdlng,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (3)  K     (3)  '.  ' 

D.  (6)   834.477.18. 

X  (2)  817,004.12;  (4)  $8,569.70;  (5)  $3.- 
377.15;  (8)  $1.42834;  (7)  $3,124.57;  (8) 
$979.88;  (9)  836.983.77;  (10)  $30,085.54;  (11) 
007,06031;  (15)  >. 

A.  National  Electrical  Contractors  Associa- 
tion, Inc.,  1200  18th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, O.  C 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  that  affects  the 
building  construction  and  electrical  inHus- 
trles.     (3)  QualUled  Contractor. 

A.  National  Federation  of  Business  and  pro- 
fessional Women's  Clubs.  Inc.,  1790 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

D.  (6)   87.138.53. 

K  (2)  82,716.74;  (4)  $753;  (5)  8220;  (6) 
8304.15;  (8)  8104.87;  (9)  $3,998.76;  (10)  $5,- 
170.06;   (11)   $9,168.82;   (15)  >. 

A.  National  Federation  of  Post  Office  Cltrks, 
Suite  503.  711  14th  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  pertaining  to  postal 
service  and  the  welfare  of  postal  and  Federal 
employees.     (3)   The  Union  Postal  Clerk. 

D.  (6)  8153,683.62. 

E.  (2)  87.136.84;  (4)  $17,354.63;  (5)  8380; 
(6)  83.75536;  (7)  81,963.97;  (8)  $5,844.09;  (9) 
»36,434.49;  (10)  $21365.30;  (11)  $57,790-79; 
(15)  ••  I 

A.  National  Pt>od  Brokers  Association.   527 
Munsey  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
D.  (6)  81343.43. 

B.  (3)  81.000;  (4)  8313.43;  (5)  $30;  (9) 
$1342.43;    (10)    $3,128.77;    (11)    #4.371.20. 

A  National  Hoiising  Conference.  1129  Ver- 
mont Avenue  NW..  Washington,  D.  O. 

C.  (2)  Housing  legislation  and  appropria- 
tion measures  affecting  housing.  (3)  Bnilcl- 
ing  a  Citizens  Housing  Association  and  tbe 
Housing  Yearbook — 1954. 

D.  (6)  $23,785.20. 
X.  (3)    $8373.49;     (4)    82.608.47;     (5)    82.- 

645.18;  (6)  $45633;  (7)  $642.88;  (8)  89333.04; 
(9)  $24,607.36;  (10)  $16,339.06;  (11)  840.- 
949.42;   (15)  *. 


1 


L 


A.  National  Independent  Meat  Packers  Asso- 
ciation, 740  11th  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (3)  S.  3404,  posting  of  bonds  for  live- 
stock purchasing:  Taft-Hartley  Act  revision; 
tax  law  revision,  H.  R.  8300. 

D.  (6)    $3356.98. 

E.  (1)  $156.27:  (3)  $556.18;  (3)  $2  50;  (4) 
8165.50;   (5)   848.49;    (6)   $28.48;    (7)   $136.29; 


'  Not  printed, 
tary. 


riled  with  Clerk  and  Stcr 


(8)   $78.79:    (9)   $1,163.50;    (10)   $83746;   (11) 
81.999.86;  (IS)  >. 

A.  National  Institute  of  Diaper  Sertlcea.  67 
West  44th  Street,  New  York.  N.  ;y. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  interests  to  secure  deduc- 
tion for  income  tax  purposes  for  ^mounts 
paid  for  antiseptic  diaper  service  {used  to 
cure  or  prevent  akin  Infection,  in  acciordance 
with  H.  R.  5502. 

D.  (6)     $13,314.39. 

E.  (1)  $800.37;  (2)  $750;  (6)  835.77;  (8) 
$67.28;  (9)  $1,653.42;  (10)  $2,631.08;  (11) 
$4,281.50. 

A.  National  Labor-Management  Covincll  on 
Foreign  Trade  Policy,  815  ISth  Street 
NW.,   Room   424,  Washington.  IX   C. 

C.  (2)  To  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  ^930  and 
customs  simplification  bills. 

D.  (6)   $9325. 

E.  (2)  $3,021.33;  (4)  $2234;  (5)  8618.15: 
(6)  $110.79;  (7)  $1735;  (8)  $1.60;  (9)  $3.- 
791.45;    (10)    $4,472.79;    (11)    $83643«;    (15).* 

A.  National  Live  Stock  Tax  Committee,  515 
Cooper  Building.  Denver,  Colo. 
D.   (6)    $447.50. 

A.  National  Liunber  Manufacturers  Associa- 
tion, 1319  18th  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  c. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  afTectlng  the  tnteresta 
of  the  lumber  manufacturing  Industry. 

D.  (6)    $2,528.50. 

E.  (9)  $4,288.33;  (10)  $7,875.45;  (11)  $12.- 
163.78;   (15).' 

A.  National  Milk  Producers  Federation,  1731 
I  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  O. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect 
milk  producers  or  the  cooperatives  through 
which  they  act  together  to  process  and 
market  their  milk.  (3)  News  for  Dairy  Co- 
ops and  the  Alert. 

D.  (6)    $63,785.54. 

E.  (2)  $34,713.49;  (4^  $4,056.12;  (5)  $0.- 
574.10;  (6)  $1,465.33;  (7)  $4,715.27;  (8)  $2.- 
584.69:  (9)  857.099;  (10)  883.802.30;  (11) 
$140,901.30;   (15).' 

A.  National  Multiple  Sclerosis  Society.  270 
Park  Avenue.  New  York,  N.  T. 

C.  (2)   Appropriations  for  public  health. 

E.  (1)  $600;  (7)  $156.50;  (9)  $756.50;  (10) 
$775.50;    (11)    $1,532. 


A.  National  Reclamation  Association,  897  Na- 
tional Press  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  statutes  relating  to  water  and 
land   conservation   measures. 

D.  (6)    $14,907. 

E.  (2)  $5,614.79:  (4)  $2,493.96:  (5)  $1.- 
330.72;  (6)  $284.75;  (7)  $1,015.09;  (8) 
$825.98:  (9)  $11,565.29;  (10)  $10,464.09;  (11) 
$22,029.38;    (15).' 

A.  National    Retail    Dry   Goods    Associat...^n, 
100  West  31st  Street,  New  Yorti,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2).»      (3).' 

D.  (6)   $4,125. 

B.  (2)  $3376;  (A)  $2.576  48:  (5)  $517.60; 
(6|  $59.73;  (7)  $104.02;  (8)  $2.30;  (9>  $6,- 
635.33:   (10)  $5395.07;   (11)  $12,530.40;   (15).* 

A.  National     Retail     Furniture     Association. 
666  Lake  Shore  Drive,  Chicago,  Hi. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  affects  retail  trades. 

E.  (4)  $75;  (9)  $75;  (11)  $75. 


A.  National    Rivers    and    Harbors    Congress. 
1720  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
C.  (2)  All  matters  pertaining  to  rtver  and 
harbor  improvement,  flood  control,  naviga- 
tion, irrigation,  reclamation,  soil  aad  water 
conservation,  and  related  subjects. 
D.  (6)   $7,405. 


'Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  $nd  Sec- 
retary. 
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E.  (1)  0450;  (3)  $3,04030;  (4)  8662.04;  (5) 
8328.45;  (6)  $83.85;  (7)  853533;  (8)  83366.57; 
(9)  86347.43;  (10)  86.7163»:  (11)  813,664.40; 
(16).'  

A.  National  St.  Lawrence  Project  Conference, 
814  Transportatkm  Building,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (3)  Any  legislation  with  reference  to 
the  St.  Lawrence  Waterway  and  power  proj- 
ect. 

D.  (6)  $35310. 

E.  (1)  $8,308.10:  (2)  $10,126.50:  (4) 
$3,423.68;  (5)  $1,722.29;  (6)  $48636;  <7) 
$1,502.72;  (8)  $36231;  (9)  $25,830.96;  (It) 
$23391.31;   (U)   $49,12237;   (16).' 

A.  National  Savings  and  Loan  League.  007 
Ring  Building,  18th  and  M  Streets  :<rw., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  bills  to  improve  facilities 
of  savings  and  loan  associations  for  encour- 
agement of  thrift  and  home  financing.  Op- 
pose legislation  adverse  to  savings  and  loan 
associations. 

D.  (6)    $6,571.69. 

E.  (2)  $1378;  (4)  $41231;  (6)  $100;  (9) 
$1,887.31;  (10)  $1,792.37;  (11)  $3,679.68; 
(15).'  

A.  National  Small  Business  Men's  Associa- 
tion. 3834  Central  Street.  Evanston,  111. 

D.  (6)  $5:000. 

E.  (2)  $4,597.92;  (5)  $1,524.26;  (6)  $228.96; 
(9)  $6,351.14;  (10)  $6,273.80;  (11)  $2,624.94; 
(15).' 

A.  National  Society  of  Professional  Engineers. 
1121  15th  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (3)  All  legislation  affecting  the  interests 
of  professional  engineers. 

D.  (61    $102,410.25. 

E.  (2)  $1,183;  (4)  $47357;  (9>  $1,658.57; 
(10  $1,744.45;    (11)    $C,403.03;    (15).' 

A.  National  Tax  Equality  Association,  331 
South  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  relate 
to    corp>orate    income-tax    legislation.      (3).' 

D.  (6)   $13,103. 

E.  (1)  $1,895.43;  (3)  83.189.97;  (4)  $3,178- 
83:  (5)  $497.63;  (6)  $1.87331:  (7)  $3.015  16; 
(9)  $12.64932;  (10)  $7,190.78;  (11)  $19,- 
840.05;    (15).' 

A.  The  National  Woman's  Christian  Temper- 
ance Union,  1730  Chicago  Avenue,  Evans- 
ton.  111. 
D.   (6)   $4,471.54. 

E  (2)  $1,100;  (5)  $406.58;  (6)  $45.48;  (7) 
$62.79;  (8)  $14;  (9)  $1,628.85;  (10)  $1,428.10; 
(11)   $8,056.95;    (15).' 

A.  National  Wool  Growers  Association.  414 
Pacific  National  Ufe  Building,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah. 

C.  (2)  S.  2911.  H.  R.  7775,  S.  2313,  S.  2548, 
H   R.  6787  and  S.  2882. 

D.  (6)   $942. 

E.  (1)  $2,000;  (2)  $2,500:  (6)  $284.02;  (7) 
$308331;  (8)  $588.83:  <9)  $8,456.66;  (10) 
$15,434.81;   (11)  $23391.47;   (15)  >. 

A.  Natlon-Wide  Connnlttee  of  Industry,  Ag- 
riculture and  Labor  on  Impxjrt-Export 
Policy.  815  15th  Street  NW.,  Room  424, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  7'o  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  and 
customs  simplification  bills.     (S)  '. 

D.  (6)    $7,945.78. 

E.  (1)  $27,579.38;  (2)  $9.68837:  (4)  81.- 
871.66;  (5)  $444.94;  (6)  $443.88;  (7)  $618.59; 
(8)  $12.14;  (9)  $40,503.86;  (10)  $18,90535; 
(11)   $50,40931;    (15).' 

A.  William    S,    Neal.    018    16th   Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 


A.  Alan  M.  Nadry,  1001  Oonnaetlcut  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Otis  H.  Xllls,  General  Oounael.  National 
Oil  Jobbers  Council,  1001  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue, Washington,  D.  O. 

C.  (3)  General  leglalative  matters  which 
might  affect  business  interests  of  Inde- 
pendent oil  jobbers. 

D.  (6)    $225. 

X  (7)  $75;  (9)  $75;  (10)  $15;  (11)  $90. 


'  Not  printed, 
tary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 


A.  Samuel  E.  Neel,  1001  ISth  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Mortgage  Bankers  Association  of  Amer- 
ica, ill  West  Washington  Street,  Chicago, 
Hi. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  mort- 
gage banking  industry.     (3)  '. 

D.  (6)    $6,747.75. 

B.  (2)  $240.72:  (4)  $185.51;  (5)  $1,592.97; 
(6)  $383.09;  (7)  $595.46;  (9)  $2,997.75;  (10) 
2,407.16;   (11)   $5,404.91. 

A.  J.  L.  Nellis,  General  Counsel,  Midwest 
Conference  on  Truck  Reciprocity.  908 
Colorado  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)   H.  Res.  407.      (3)  '. 

E.  (1)  $1,500;  (2)  $350:  (4)  $334.34;  (5) 
$271.12;  (6)  $200;  (7)  $125;  (8)  $95;  (11) 
$3325.46;   (15)  >. 

A.  G.  W.  Nelson,  10  Independence  Avenue 
SW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Trainmen. 

C.  (2)  Advocating  legislation  favorable  to 
labor  and  opposing  unfavorable  legislation. 

A.  George  R.  Nelson,  Machinists  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  International  Association  of  Machin- 
ists. MachlnlsU  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  socio- 
economic and  p>ollticaI  interests  of  the 
Amer'can  workingmen. 

D.  (6)  $900. 

A.  Herbert  U.  Nelson,  22  West  Monroe  Street. 
Chicago,  m.,  and  1737  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Real  Estate 
Boards,  22  West  Monroe  Street,  Chicago,  111., 
and  1737  K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2>  Any  legislation  affecting  the  real 
estate  industry. 

D.  (6)   $1,250. 

E.  (2)  $229.64;  (3)  $17;  (6)  $13.42;  (7) 
$2,085.22;  (8)  $1,089.38:  (9)  $3,434.66;  (10) 
$1,5&9.S3;  (11)  $5,024.19:  (15).' 

A.  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  11  Wall  Street, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
C.  (2)  Proposed  Federal  tax  legislation  af- 
fecting the  Interests  of  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange  or'lts  members. 

E.  (2)  $3,350:  (7)  $137.99;  (8)  $6.75;  (9) 
$3,494.74;  (10)  $3,396.38;  (11)  $6,891.12;  (15).' 

A.  Russ  Nixon.  930  P  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

B.  United  Electrical,  Radio  &  Machine 
Workers  of  America,  11  East  51st  Street,  New 
York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 
national  peace,  security,  democracy,  pros- 
perity, and  the  general  welfare.  Oppose 
legislation  detrimental  to  these  objectives. 

D.  (6)  $1,170. 

F.  (7)  $105;  (9)  $195:  (10)  $195;  (11) 
$390. 

A.  William  R.  Noble,  Suite  509,  1028  Con- 
necticut Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  National  Retail  Farm  Equipment 
Association,  1014  Lociut  Street,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  and  National  Retail  Hardware  Associa- 
tion, 964  North  Pennsylvania  Street.  Indi- 
anapolis, Ind. 


O.  (3)  Inform  associations  as  to  r—*d«"g 
legtslatloii  and  furnish  intarpretatiooa. 
D.  (6)  88375. 

A.  Nordlioger,  Riegalmaa,  Baaetar  *  Char- 
ney.  420  Lexington  Avenue,  Naw  Tork. 
N.  Y. 

B.  Webb  &  Knapp.  Inc.,  888  Madison  Ave- 
nue, New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2).' 

D.  (6)   86.000. 

E.  (11)  $1,03039. 

A.  O.  L.  Norman,  1200  18th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
B.  National  Association   of  Electric   Cos., 
1200  18th  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

D.  (6)   $582. 

E.  (7)  $13.32;  (8)  $2.16;  (9)  $16.48;  (10) 
$5.60;    (11)   $21.08. 

A.  Harry  E.  Northam,  360  North  Michigan 
Avenue,  Chicago,  111. 

B.  Association  of  American  Physicians  and 
Surgeons.  Inc.,  360  North  Michigan  Avenue. 
Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2).'     (3).* 

'  Not  pi  in  ted.  Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 

A.  Northern  Hemlock  A  Hardwood  Manufac- 
turers Association,  Washington  Bxiildlng. 
Oshkosh,  Wis. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  timber 
industries  of  Wisconsin  and  Michigan,  taxa- 
tion, forestry,  and  labor-management  rela- 
tions. 

D.  (6)   $100. 

E.  (8)   $15;   (9)   $15;   (10)   $10;    (11)   $25. 


'  Not  prlntad. 
retary. 


A.  E.  M.  Norton,   1731   I  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  National  Milk  Producers  Federation, 
1731  I  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect  milk 
producers  or  the  cooperatives  through  which 
they  act  together  to  process  and  market 
their  milk.  (3)  News  for  Dairy  Co-ops  and 
the  Alert. 

D.  (6)  (4.962.68. 

E.  (7)  $68.80;  (0)  $6830;  (10)  0100.12; 
(11)    $177.92. 

A.  Charles  E.   Noyes,  370  Madison  Avenue. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  American  Institute  of  Accountants, 
270  Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  certified  pub- 
lic accountanta. 

D.  (6)    $037.50. 

E.  (6)  $40;  (7)  $170.88;  (9)  $210.88;  (10) 
$127.66;    (11)    $338.54. 

A.  Donald    W.    Nyrop,    710    Ring    Building, 
Washington,  D.  C 

B.  Conference  of  Local  Airlines,  710  Ring 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  legislation  which  is  in  the 
interest  of  a  sound  national  air  transport 
policy  and  oppose  legislation  contrary  to 
such  Interesta. 

D.  (6)   $449.87. 

E.  (2)  8360;  (4>  $77.87:  (7)  013;  (9) 
$449.87;    (10)    $308.41;    (11)    $75838. 

A.  John    Lord    CBrlan,    701     Union    Trust 
BuUdlng,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Theodore  Roosevelt  Association,  38  East 
20th  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  General  Interest  la  to  protect  tha 
rights  of  the  Theodore  Roosevtit  Aseocla- 
tion  under  ^he  act  of  May  31,  1983  (47  Stat. 
163). 

E.  (6)  00.41;  (8)  00.40;  (0)  OHAT.  (10) 
$92.72;    (11)    $11039. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Bee- 


m  ^  \ 
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xrcoojoae,  119  Wast  Adams 

»,  DL 

B.  Inauranoe  Soonomlcs  Sectotf  of 

left. 

-  O.  (9)  JUB  Wli  propcwtng  to  nan 
Soelia  SMurttT  Aet.    <t)^ 
D.  (•)  95.544. 

A.  BarlMrt  R.  OXTonor,  1701  K  Strwt  HW.. 
WMbtoston,  D.  C. 

B.  Amarlcan  Merchant  liarlna  Institute, 
Inc.,  1701  K  Street  MW..  Waetitngton,  IX  C^ 
and  11  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C,  D.  aad  X.^ 

A.  Herliert  B.  O'Conor.  Ifatbleeon  Building. 
Baltimore,  ICd. 

B.  Worthington  Corp..  99  Park  Arenue, 
New  Tork.  N.  T. 

C.  (3)  Tax  revenue  legislation. 

A.  Herbert  B.  COonor,  Jr..  10  Ught  Street. 
Baltimore,  Md. 

B.  National  Automobile  Dealers  Associa- 
tion. 1030  17tb  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  S.  S696,  In  support  thereof.  , 

D.  (6)  $1,260.  I 
B.  (0)   $10;    (7)   •44.90;    (9)   •54,40;    (11) 

•54.40. 

A.  Xugehe  ODunne,  Jr.,  Southern  BulkUng, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Wool  Manu- 
facturers. S86   Fourth   Avenue,   New  York. 

N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Laglslatton  having  direct  or  spe- 
cific Impact  on  the  wool  textile  Industry. 

D.  (0)   •2.600. 

B.  (6)  •44;a0;  (8>  •!•;  (9)  •57.60;  (10) 
$130.98;    (11)   •188.68. 

A.  Kugene  CDunne.  Jr.,  Southern  Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  WUbur-XlUs  Co..  Inc..  820  CalUomta 
Street,  San  Ftandsco.  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  having  direct  or^pe- 
dflc  Impact  on  any  food  products  produced 
or  handled  by  this  company. 

D.  (8)  81.000.  II 

A.  Graeme  O'Geran.  131  Orvllton  Drive.  He- 
witt. N.  T. 

B.  Merchants  National  Bank  &  Triist 
Co..  214  South  Warren  Street.  Syracuse.  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Discontinuance  of  the  postal  sav- 
ings system  and  refimd  of  earnings  to  mem- 
ber banks  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System 
based  on  the  maintenance  of  reserves  re- 
quirement of  the  Federal  Reserve  System. 

E.  (8)  80.88;  (7)  8178.04;  (9)  •190.83;  (10) 
•154.20:  (11)  •834.02;   (16).^ 


N.  OUvsr.  110  Bast  42d  Street,  New 
Tork,  N.  T..  and  Investment  Building. 
WltdklngtoB,  D.  C. 

B.  Natlonid  Aasoelatlon  of  Mutual  Savings 
Banks.  80  Bast  42d  Street.  New  Tork,  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Ijeglslatlon  which  the  mutual  sav- 
ings hanks  have  an  interest  in  opposing  or 
supporting. 

A.  Robert  Oliver.  718  Jackson  Place  HW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations, 
718  Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C 

C.  (2)  Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 
the  national  peace,  security,  democracy, 
prosperity,  and  general  welfare;  oppose  leg- 
islation detrimental  to  these  objectives. 

D.  (6)   81,624.98. 

E.  (7)  81.230.66;  (9)  •1,230.66;  (11)  $1,- 
230.66.  j 

A.  Clarence   H.   Olson,    1608   K   Street   NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  American  Legion,  700  North  Penn- 
sylvania Street,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

C.  (2).»     (3).» 

D.  (8)    $3,250. 

E.  (7)   $317.80;    (9)    $317.80;    (10) 
(11)  $330.25;  (15).> 


A.  W.  Raymond  Ogg.  261  Constitution  Ave- 
n\M  NW..  Waahington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation.  221 
North  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago,  m. 

C.  (2)  Government  credit  policies:  Imikil- 
gratlon  legislation;  increased  lending  Au- 
thority for  B!qiort-Import  Bank;  foreign 
aid;  Customs  Simplification  Act;  St.  Lawrence 
seaway;  sales  of  United  States  surpliu  farm 
products  for  foreign  ctirrencics:  United 
States  relationships  to  North  Atlantic  Tre$ty 
nations;  extension  of  Redinocal  .Trade 
Agreements  Act;  repeal  or  modification  of 
buy-American  legislation. 

D.  (6)  $1,226. 

E.  (7)  $2248;  (9)  •22,93;  (10)  •29.17;  (11) 
•52.10.  i 

A.  The  Ohio  Railroad  Assoctetlon,  18  bst 
Broad  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  LeglsUtl(»  affecttag  railroad  inter- 
•sts. 

X.  (7)  •422.48:  (9)  •423.48;  (11)  •433j48; 
(16).x 


A.  Parker,  MUliken  ft  Kohlmeler,  620  South 
Spring  Street.  Los  Angeles,  CaUT. 
6.  The  Farmers  and  Merchants  National 
Bank  of  Los  Angeles,  as  trustee  of  the  Mary 
Paula  Ball  Trust,  Fourth  and  Main  Streets, 
Loe  Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  To  establish  the  value  at  the  date 
of  death  of  Mary  Paula  Ball,  deceased,  as  the 
income  tax  basis  for  certain  property  In- 
cluded In  the  estate  of  said  dec^ent  for 
Federal  estate  tax. 

D.  (6)   $10,000. 

E.  (6) $44.64;  (7)  $923.87;  (9)  •968.61: 
(11)   $068.51. 


*Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


D.  (6)   $5,350. 

*  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  ^cre- 
tary. 


I 

$12.45; 

I 

A.  Joseph  C.  O'Mahoney.  236  Southern 
Building.  Washington,   D.   C. 

B.  Upper  Missouri  Development  Associa- 
tion. 

C.  (3)  Legislation  affecting  constniction 
of  dams  and  reservoirs  on  interstate  streams 
Including  appropriation  bills,  and  In  support 
of  3.  1857.  1 

A.  Order  of  Railway  Conductors  of  America, 

O.  R.  C.  Building,  Cedar  Rapids.  Iowa. 

E.   (3)    $3,125:     (5)    $1,220.74;    (6)    $65.55; 

(9)   $3,411.29:   (10)   $3,276.01;   (11)   $6,686.30. 

A.  Morris  E.  Osbxirn.  Central  Trust  Bulfcllng, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo. 

B.  Missoml  Railroad  Committee. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  Missouri  rail- 
roads. 

E.  (7)  $1,039;  (9)  $1,029;  (10)  $690;  (11) 
$1,719;    (15).» 

A.  Pacific  American  Tankshlp  AssoclStlon, 
35  California  Street,  San  Francisco, 
Calif. 

C.  (3)  Legislation  affecting  the  merchant 
marine,  particularly  the  tanker  division 
thereof. 

D.  (6)  $300. 

E.  (2)  $1,625;  (6)  $20.65;  (9)  $20.65;  (10) 
$1,636;    (11)    $1,645.66.  . 

A.  Robert  S.  Palmer,  204  State  Ofllce  Build- 
ing, Denver.  Colo. 

B.  Colorado  Plateau  Uranium  Committee. 

C.  (3)  Legislation  affecting  mining  la  gen- 
eral and  uranium  in  particular. 

E.  (7)  $2,524.01;  (9)  $2,524.01;  (11) 
$2,624.01. 

A.  Lovell  H.  Parker,  611  Colorado  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Coal  Association  and  National 
Coiindl  of  Coal  Lessors,  Washington.  t>.  C; 
Iron  Ore  Lessors  Association,  St.  Paul,  Minn.; 
Maryland  Electronic  Manufacturing  Corp., 
College  Park,  Md.;  Pittsburgh  Plate  Glass  Co., 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  W.  A.  Shaeffer  Pen  Co,  Fort 
Madison,  Iowa. 

C.  (2)  Tax  legislation  affecting  the 
bituminous  coal  Indxistry;  the  iron  ore  in- 
dustry; the  pen  and  pencil  industry,  the 
plate  glass  industry,  and  legislation  dealing 
with  excess  profits  tax  relief  in  haMsbip 


A.  James  G.  Patton. 

B.  Farmers  Educational  and  Cooperative 
Union  of  America,  1417  California  Street, 
Denver,  Colo.,  and  1404  New  Tork  Avenue 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C.  i 

C.  (2).' 

D.  (6)    $1,250.  i 

E.  (7)   $509.96;    (9)    $509.96;    (11)    $509.96. 

A.  Paul.  Weiss.  Rifkind.  Wharton  ft  Gar- 
rison, 1614  I  Street  NW..  Washington. 
D.  C. 

B.  Allstate  Insurance  Co..  7447  Skokla 
Boulevard,  Skokle.  111. 

C.  (2)  Elimination  of  disparities  in  tax 
treatment  between  stock,  mutual,  and  re- 
ciprocal fire  and  casualty  Insurance  com- 
panies. 

E.  (6)  $81.79:  (8)  $3.42;  (9)  $85.21;  (10) 
$50.35;    (11)    $135.56. 

A.  Paul.  WelES.  Rlfklnd.  Wharton  ft  Gar- 
rison. 1614  I  Street  NW..  Washington. 
D.  C. 

B.  Blue  Cross  Commission,  420  North 
Michigan.  Chicago,  m. 

C.  (2)  Equitable  tax  treatment  of  pay- 
ments made  by  employers  for  employee  cov- 
erage and  benefits  received  under  prepaid 
hospitalization  and  medical  plans. 

E.  (4)  $35.62:  (6)  $44.90;  (8)  $10.23;  (9) 
$88.75;   (10)   $17.75;   (11)   $106.60. 


A.  Paul,  Weiss,  Rifkind,  Wharton  ft  Gar- 
rison. 1614  I  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

B.  Estate  of  Mary  Clark  de  Brabant  and 
Katherlne  C.  Williams.  120  Broadway.  New 
York.  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Propose  revision  of  section  7  of  tha 
Technical  Changes  Act  of  1949.  as  $mended. 

E.  (6)  $880:  (7)  $1.70;  (9)  $ia50:  (10) 
$20.10;    (11)   $30.60. 


A.  Paul.  Weiss.  Rifkind.  Wharton  ft  Gar- 
rison. 1614  I  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

B.  Field  Enterprise — Educational  division. 
Merchandise  Mart  Plaza.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  To  obtain  equitable  tax  treatment 
for  taxpayers  electing  to  use  the  installment 
method  of  accounting. 

£.  (6)  $29.70:  (7)  $432.30:  (8)  8^.34;  (9) 
$506.34;    (11)   $506.34. 


_  I 


A.  Paul,  Weiss.  Rifkind,  Wharton  ft  Gar- 
rison, 1614  I  Street  NW..  Washington. 
D.  C. 

B.  Field  Foundation.  Inc..  135  South  La 
Salle  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  To  obtain  amendment  in  proposed 
tax  law  affecting  real  estate  holdings  of 
charitable  organizations. 

E.  (6)  $116.24;  (7)  $191.22;  (8)  $34.42; 
(9)  $351.88;  (11)  $331.88. 

A.  Paul,   Weiss,    Rifkind.    Wharton   ft   Gar- 
rison,   1614  I  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 
B.  Howard  F.  Knlpp,  8101  South  Hanover 

Street,  Baltimore,  Md. 


'  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 
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C.  (2)  Amendment  to  the  partnership 
provisions  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to 
provide  that  a  partnership's  fiscal  year  does 
not  terminate  upon  the  death  of  a  partner. 

A  Paul,  Weiss.  Rifkind.  Wharton  ft  Gar- 
rison,   1614   I   Street  NW..   Washington, 

D.  C. 

B.  The  Sixty  Truut.  1109  Hospital  Trust 
Building.  Providence.  R.  I. 

C.  (2)  To  obtain  amendment  in  proposed 
tax  law  affecting  inveetmenta  of  pension  and 
profit-sharing  trust*. 

E.  (6)  $8.73:  (7)  $65.78;  (8)  $15.27;  (9) 
$89.78;    (11)    89.78. 

A  Edmund  W.  Pavenstedt.  in  care  of  White 
&  Case,  14  Wall  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

B  International  Minerals  and  Chemicals 
Corp  .  20  North  Wacker  Ehive.  Chicago.  lU. 

C.  (2)  To  amend  section  34  of  the  Trad- 
ing With  the  Enemy  Act  to  protect  the  in- 
terests of  domestic  corporations  owning 
stock  in  enemy  corporations,  assets  of  which 
h*ve  been  seized  by  the  Allen  Property  Cus- 
todian. ^  _„ 

E.   (7)   $62.89;    (9)   $62.89;    (11)    $62  89. 

A    Albert    A.    Payne.    1737    K    Street    NW., 
Washington.  D   C 
B    Realtors'  Washington  Committee  of  the 
National   Association  of  Real   Estate  Boards, 
1737  K  Street  NW.    Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  leglfilation  affecting  the  real 
estate  industry. 

D.  (6)  $2,650. 

E  (6)  $8  10:  (7)  $13060:  (8)  $45.51;  (9) 
$18421:     (10)     $284  17;     (11)     $488.38. 


A.  Peoples  Gas  Ligit  ft  Coke  Co..  122  South 
Michigan   Averue.  Chicago.  111. 

C  (2)  Proposinf;  an  amendment  to  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  to  provide  for  ad- 
Justed  original  cost  depreciation  for  in- 
come-tax purposes. 

E.  (9)  $1,981.77;  (10)  $3,570.46;  (11)  $5,- 
55223. 

A.  J    Hardin    Peterson,    Cochrane    Building, 
Lakeland,  Fla. 
B   Florida  Citrus  Mutual.  Lakeland.  Fla. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  any  legislation  that 
affects  citrus  industry. 

D.  (6)   $2.490  99. 

E    (4)  $2.87:  (5)  MO:  (6)  $8.46:  (7)  $386  10; 

(8)  $1.56;     (9)    $438.69;     (10)    $101.34;    (11) 
$540.33. 

A.  J.  Hardin  Peterson,  cdchrane  Building, 
Lakeland.  Fla. 

B  West  Coast  Inland  Navigation  District, 
Court  House.  Brandenton,  Fla. 

C.  (2)  Any  river  and  harbor  bill  affecting 
the  intercoastal  waterway  from  the  Caloo- 
sahatchee  to  the  Anclote  on  the  west  coast 
of  Florida. 

D    16)  $200. 

E.  (5)  $10:   (6)   15  18:   (7)  $4.80:   (8)  $3.50; 

(9)  $23.48;   (11)  $34.48. 


A.  Andrew  A.  Pettis.  1404  New  York  Avenue 
NW..    Washington,    D.    C. 
B    Industrial  Union  of  Marine  and  Ship- 
building  Workers   of    America,    534    Cooper 
Street.  Camden.  N.  J. 

C.  (2)  All  statutes  and  bills  pertaining  to 
ship  construction,  ship  repair,  and  all  stat- 
utes and  bills  perttilning  to  labor. 

D.  (6)    $2,192.28. 

E.  (5)  $234.61;  (6)  $80.97;  (7)  $1,523.17; 
(9)    $1,838.75;    (10)   $1,185.44;    (11)   $3,024.19. 

A.  Albert  T.  Pierscn.  54  Meadow  Street.  New 
Haven.  Conn. 

B.  The  New  York.  New  Haven  ft  Hartford 
Railroad  Co..  64  Meadow  Street,  New  Haven, 
Conn. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  which  might  affect 
the  New  Haven  Railroad  and  its  subsidiaries 
(the  Connecticut  Co.,  New  England  Trans- 
portation Co.). 

D.  (6)  $2,300. 


A.  Albert  Pike,  488  Madison  Avenue,  New 
Tork.  N.  T. 

B.  Life  Insurance  Association  of  America. 
488  Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  might  affect  the 
welfare  of  policyholders  and  annuitants. 

D.  (6)  $115. 

E.  (7)    $42.52;    (9)    $42.52;    (11)    $42.52. 

A.  Rufus  G.  Poole,  1625  K  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  National  Automobile  Dealers  Associ- 
ation, 1026  17th  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Amendments  to  Taft-Hartley  act 
affecting  retail  automobile  and  truck  dealers. 

D.  (6)  $5,025. 

E.  (6)  $8.64:  (8)  $14;  (9)  $22.64;  (10) 
$592.79;    (11)   $615.43. 

A.  Poole,    Shroyer   ft   Denbo,    1625    K.    Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 
B   The  American  MeUl  Co.,  Ltd.,  61  Broad- 
way, New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  directly  affecting 
lead  or  zinc  industry. 

D.  (6)    $817.50. 

E.  (6)  $31.34:  (8)  $15.45;  (9)  $46.79;  (10) 
$192.65;   (11)   $239.44. 

A.  Frank  M.  Porter,  50  West  50th  Street,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 
B.  American  Petroleum  Institute.  50  West 
50th  Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

A.  Stanley  I.  Posner  and  Bernard  H.  Ehrlich, 
1367  Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

B.  National  Institute  of  Diaper  Services,  67 
West  44  th  Street,  New  York,  NY. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interest  to  secure  deduc- 
tion for  income-tax  purposes  for  amounts 
paid  for  antiseptic-diaper  service — H.  R. 
5502. 

D.  (6)  $750. 

E.  16)  $35.77:  (8)  $67.28;  (9)  $103.05;  (10) 
$716.98;  (11)  $820.03. 

A.  wmum  I.  Powell,  Ring  Building,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  American  Mining  Congress.  Ring  Build- 
ing. Washington  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Measures  affecting  mining,  such  as 
income  taxation,  social  security,  public  lands, 
stockpiling,  monetary  policy,  etc. 

D.  (6)   $1,125. 

E.  (7)  $27.90;  (9)  $27.90;  (10)  $16.40;  (11) 
$44.30. 

A.  Homer  V.  Prater,  900  F  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  Government 
Employees,  900  F  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  bills  of  Interest  to  Federal  Gov- 
ernment employees  and  District  of  Columbia 
employees. 

D.  (6)    $1,500. 

E.  (10)   $3.50. 

A.  John  H.  Pratt.  905  American  Security 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  Association, 
821  Cafrltz  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  S.  2150  and  related  leg- 
islation. 

D.  (6)  $650. 

E.  (8)  $6.55;  (9)  $6.55;  (10)  $30.25;  (11) 
$36.80. 

A.  WilUam  H.  Press,  1616  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Washington  Board  of  Trade,  1616  K 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  District  of 
Coltunbia  of  interest  to  the  Washington 
Board  of  Trade. 

D.  (6)  $4,500. 


A.  Murray    Preston,    901     Hibbs     Building, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  Association. 
821  Cafrltz  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  8.  2150.  to  authorlBs 
United  States  participation  in  construction 
and  operation  of  a  St.  Lawrence  seaway, 
enacted  Into  law  May  13,  1954. 

D.  (6)   $1,790.50. 

E.  (7)   $28;   (9)   $28:    (11)   $28. 


A.  Allen   Pretsman.   50  West  Broad   Street, 
Columbus.  Ohio. 
B.  Scioto-Sandusky  Conservancy  District, 
50  West  Broad  Street.  Columbtis,  <Xilo. 


A.  Harry  E.  Proctor,  1110  Investment  Build- 
ing. Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Mutual  Savings 
Banks.  60  E^ast  42d  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Savings  and  loan  branch  bill.  Hous- 
ing Act  of  1954:  bank-boldlng  company  bills. 

D.  (6)  $337.50. 

E.  (6)  $2.60;  (7)  $103.38;  (9)  $106.98;  (10) 
$6.65;  (11)  $112.63. 

A.  Proprietary  Association,  810  18th  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Measures  affecting  proprietary  medi- 
cine Industry. 

E.   (7)  $125;  (9)  $125;  (10)  $125;  (11)  $250. 


A.  Prudential  Insurance  Company  of  Amer- 
ica, 763  Broad  Street,  Newark,  N.  J. 

C.  (2)  General  interests  in  all  legislation 
affecting  the  business  of  the  company. 

E.  (2)  $6,500:  (7)  $4,863.12:  (9)  $11363.12; 
(10)    $5,305.92;    (11)    $16,669.04;    (15). > 


A.  Ganson    Purcell,    910    17th    Street    NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Insular  Lumber  Co.,  1406  Locust  Sixeet, 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  of  cli- 
ent are  those  affecting  foreign  commerce  of 
the  United  States,  including  tax  and  tariff 
legislation. 

E.  (6)  $1.76:  (8)  $9.33;  (9)  $11.09;  (10) 
$28.19;    (11)   $39.28. 


A.  Alexander   Purdon,    1701   K   Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Committee  of  American  Steamship 
Lines,  1701  K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  legislation  in  connection 
with  the  promotion  and  advancement  of  the 
American  merchant  marine. 

D.  (6)   $750. 

E.  (7)  $109.93;  (9)  $109.93;  (10)  $161.87; 
(11)   $271.80. 

A.  Edmund  R.  Purves,  1735  New  York  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Institute  of  Architects,  1736 
New  York  Avenue  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  relating  to  architectural 
profession. 

D.  (6)  $200. 

E.  (4)  $35;  (6)  $25;  (7)  $160;  (10)  $210; 
(11)  $210. 

A.  C.   J.   Putt,   920  Jackson   Street.  Topeka, 
Kans. 

B.  The  Atchison,  Topeka  ft  Santa  Fe  Ry. 
Co.,  920  Jackson  Street,  Topeka,  Kans. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  Interest  in  mat- 
ters affecting  railroads. 

E.  (7)  $409.76;  (9)  $409.76;  (10)  $339.78; 
(11)  $749.54. 

A.  Luke  C.  Qulnn,  Jr.,  1001  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  American  Cancer  Society,  47  Beaver 
Street;  United  Cerebral  Palsy  Association, 
369  Lexington  Avenue;  Arthritis  and  Rheu- 
matism Foundation,  23  West  46th  Street; 
National  Multiple  Sclerosis  Society,  270  Park 
Avenue,  New  York  City,  N.  T. 
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C  (ft)  Pnkllo  hMltti.     • 
D.  («)  rr.^M-*?. 

(7)  ia.ai<Jt;  (•)  N3«&M(  (u>)  t«.M7^ 

(11)  |».4MJ1.  

A.  F.  HUM  Wfi-'ll*"    laOO  IStlk  StrMt  MW, 
WMblncton.  D.  C. 
B.  MatkniAl  Auoclstlon  of  Baetrle  Com- 
imnlM,  laOQ  Ittb  8trMt  NW..  WMhlngtpn. 

D.  C. 

O.  (2)  X<«KteUtkm  that  vai^fiA  affect  Botng 
electric  utUtttes. 

D.  (fl)  tl«. 

K.   (7)   t?*^©;    (»)    •76.1»;    (10)   $13».86; 

(11)  laiSiM. 

A.  Ale«  Badln.  VKl  K  Street  MW,  Waeh- 
IngtOB.  D.  C. 

B.  AmerleMi  Public  Poiwer  Association. 
1767  X  Street  HW..  Weshlngtow.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  taglsUtloB  •ffeetlng  the  gen- 
eratton.  transmission  and  dlstrlbutlDn  of 
dectrtoal  energy  by  local  publicly  owned 
electric  systems,  and  the  management  pnd 
operation  of  such  systems.  j 

D.  (0)  $2,500.  ' 

A.  BaQnMtd  Pension  Conference.  Post  Office 
Bos  798.  New  Haven,  Conn. 

C.  (3)  For  H.  B.  122.  to  amend  the  Ball- 
road  Batlrement  Act  of  1937. 

D.  (9)  ta^.TS. 

E.  (*)  174.30:  (5)  $195.03:  (0)  $2.15:  (7) 
$14.86:  (8)  $0.37:  (9)  $295.20;  (10)  $208J27: 
(11)  $508.47. 

A.    Ballway   Labor    Bxecutlves'   Association.  . 
10   Independence   Avenue   8W..   Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 
C.    (2)    Any  legislation  affecting  railroad 

labor.  I 

A.  Alan  T.  Rains.  777  14th  Street  NW..  M^sh- 
Ington.  D.  C. 

B.  tmited  Fresh  Frutt  &  Vegetable  Aaso- 
clatlon.  777  14th  Street  NW..  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  any  legislation  affect- 
ing the  marketing  and  distribution  of  Cresh 
fruits  and  vegetables,  directly  or  Indirectly. 

A.  DeWltt  C.  Ramsey.  010  Shoreham  Build- 
ing. Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Aircraft  Industries  Association  of  Amer- 
ica. Inc..  610  Shoreham  Building.  Washlng- 

•  _ton,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  avia- 
tion industry. 

A.  Dtmald    J.   Ramsey.    1612    I   Street  KW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  SUver  Users  Association.  1012  I  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  2518  and  S.  2565.  to  repeal 
certain  legislation  relating  to  the  purthase 
of  silver,  and  for  other  purposes. 

D.  (6)   $4,249.98. 

E.  (7)  $082.74;  (9)  $662.74:  (10)  $0S6.37: 
(11)  $1,319.11. 

A.  Stanley   Rector,   Washington   Hotel    506, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Unemployment  Benefit  Advisors,  Inc., 
Hotel  Washington.  Washington,  t>.  C. 

C.  (2)  The  overall  field  of  social  security. 
(3)   The  Advisor. 

D.  (6)  $4,999.98. 

A.  Otie    M.    Reed.    777    14th    Street    NW., 
Washington.  D.  C- 

B.   National    Creameries    Association.    817 
Mew  York  BuUding.  St.  Paul,  liinn. 
.    C.  (2)  Any  leglslatKm  that  may  affect  mUk 
producers  and  dairy  products  manufacturing 
firms. 

D.   (6)    $1,678.50. 

K.  (2)  $1,687.50:  (4>  $147.49;  (5)  $150;  (9) 
$1,984.99:    (10)    $2,206.17;    (11)    $4,191.16. 


A.  B(«alar  Ooaamoa  Carrier  Conference  of 
the  American  Trucking  Associations, 
Inc.,  1424  l,0«lft  Street  NW.,  Wasbiqgton. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Tbe  genena  legislative  Interest  U 
protection  and  fostering  of  the  interest  of 
federally  regulated  motor  common  carriers 
of  general  commodities. 

D.  (6)   $3,057.36. 

E.  (2)  $2,533.33;  (4)  $399.02;  (5>  $125; 
(9)  $3,057.35:  (10)  $3,801.07;  (11)  $6,868.42; 
(15). >  

A.  Qvnri  D.  Rellly.  1120  Tower  BuBdlng, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Foremanshlp  Foundation,  512-20  Har- 
ries Building.  Dayton,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Supporting  provisions  relating  to 
supervisors  in  the  Labor-Management  Rela- 
tions Act,  1947,  and  opposing  bills  contem- 
plating modification  or  repeal. 

D.  (6)    $1,250.01. 

A.  James  PrancU  ReUly,  1625  K  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co..  929  E  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  S.  1691  and  H.  R.  4830,  which  be- 
came Public  Law  323. 

D.  (6)  $3,750. 

E.  (6)  $10;  (7)  $50;  (8)  $10;  (91  $70; 
(10)   $110;   (11)   $180.  I 

A.  Reserve  OflBcers  Association  of  the  United 

States.   2517  Connecticut   Avenue  NW., 

Wasbington,  D.  C. 

C.   (2)    Legislation  for  development   of   a 

military  p<dlcy  for  the  United  States  which 

-  will   guarantee   adequate   national   serurlty. 

(3)   The  Reserve  Ofllccr. 

A.  Retired  Officers  Association,  1C16  I  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2).'    (3)  The  Retired  Officer. 

D.  (6)  $25,121.58. 

A.  Retirement  Federation  of  Civil  Service 
Employees  of  the  United  States  Clovern- 
ment.  900  F  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Retention  and  improvement  of  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  and  United  States 
Employees'  Comjjensatlon  Acts.' 

D.  (6)  $10,682.50. 

E.  (2)  $3,504.75;  (4)  $593.40;  (5)  $364.48; 
(6)  $30.75;  (7)  $148.91:  (8)  $1,776.05.  (9) 
$8,418.92;  (10)  $5,094.80;  (11)  $lli513.72; 
(15).' 


A.  George  D.  Riley.  901  Massachusetts  Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  Labor.  901  Mas- 
sachusetu   Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  K\\  bills  affecting  the  welfare  of 
the  country  generally  and  specifioally  bills 
affecting   workers. 

D.  (6)    92.720. 

E.  (6)  $25.85;  (7)  $263;  (8)  $9)4.15:  (9) 
$383. 


A.  E.    W.    Rising.     1215     16th    Street    NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Water  Conservation  Confer- 
ence. 341  Suburban  Station  Building,  Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  relative  to  develop- 
ment, utilization,  and  conservatlofi  of  nat- 
ural resources.  Including  bills  to  authorize 
projects,  and  appropriations  for  construction 
of  projects. 

E.  (2)  $193.73:  (4)  $185.41;  (5)  $135;  (6) 
$19.89;  (7)  $2.40;  (9)  $536.43;  (10)  $620S5; 
(11)    $1,157.38. 

A.  E.  W.  Rising.  1215  16th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
Irigton.  D.   C. 

B.  Western  Beet  Growers  Association,  Post 
Office  Box  742,  Great  Falls,  Mont. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  may  affect  or  limit 
the  right  of  the  American  farmer  to  grow 
and  market  sugar  beets. 

D.  (6)    $450. 

E.  (2)  $46.15:  (4)  $13.10;  (5)  $31.35;  (6) 
$25.34:  (7)  $183.73;  (9)  $299.67;  (10)  $347.44; 
(11)    $647.11.  I 

A    Paul   H.  Robblns.   1121    15th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.   D.   C. 

B.  National  Society  of  Professional  Engi- 
neers, 1121  15th  Street  NW..  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  the  inter- 
ests of  professional  engineers. 

D.  (6)    $2:0. 


Ii51 
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A.  Andrew   E.    Rice,    1751    New   Hampshire 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Veterans  Committee.  Inc.. 
1761  New  Hampshire  Avenue  NW..  Washing- 
ton, D.   C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  general 
welfare.  es|>ecially  in  the  fields  of  interna- 
tional affairs,  civil  rights  and  liberties,  and 
veterans  benefits. 

D.  (6)    $1,480.  { 

E.  (7)   $20;   (9)   $20.  I 

A.  Roland     Rice,     618     Perpetual     Btilldlng, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Regular  Conunon  Carrier  Conference  of 
the  American  Trucking  Associations,  Inc.. 
1424  16th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D,  C. 

C.  (2i  The  general  legislative  Interest  of 
registrant  is  the  protection  and  festering 
of  the  interests  of  federally  regulated  motor 
common  carriers  of  general  commodities. 

D.  (6)   $900. 

A.  Siert  F.  Rlepma.  Munsey  Building,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 
B.  National      Association      of     Margarine 
Manufacturers,  Munsey  Building.  Wiashing- 
ton.  D.  C.  1 


A.  Edward  O   Rodgers.  1107  16th  Street  NW, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Air  Transport  Association  of  America, 
1107  16th  Street  NW..  Washington  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  legislative  interests  for  the 
proper  advancement  of  the  airline  Industry.' 

D.  (6)    $1,250. 

E.  (7)  $431;  (9)  $451;  (10)  $i70.77;  (11) 
$921.77. 

A.  Frank  W.  Rogers.  Suite  801.  1791  K  Street 
NW  .  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Western  Oil  and  Gas  Association,  510 
West  S*xth  Street.  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Federal  legislation  affecting  the 
petroleum  Industry  in  Washington,  Oregon, 
CalKornia,  Arizona,  and  Nevada.  | 

D.  (6)   $3,000.  I 

A.  Watson     Rogers,     527    Munsey    Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Food  Brokers  Aspoeiatlcn,  527 
Munsev  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2).' 

D.  (6)   $1,000. 


A.  W.    Crosby    Roper.    Jr.,    701    Union    Trust 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Empire  Zinc  Division,  the  New  Jersey 
Zinc  Co.,  GUman.  <Dolo. 

C.  (2)  S.  3344  and  H.  R.  88$6,  bills  to 
amend  the  mineral  leasing  laws  to  provide 
for  multiple  mineral  development  of  the 
same  tracts  of  the  public  lands,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

E.   (6)  $25;   (8)  $5;   (9)  $30;   (U)  $30. 


A.  George  B.   Roscoe.   1200    18th  Btreet  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  National    Electrical    Contraetors    Asso- 
ciation, Inc.,  1200  18th  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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C.  (2)  Leglalation  that  affects  the  building 
construction  and  electiteal  Industries. 

A.  Boss-Meehan     Foundries.     Chattaaoaca, 
Tenn. 
E-  (2)  $4,325;  (7)  $3,261;  ($)  $7,570. 

A.  Delbert  I*.  Ruckar,  C16  Investment  Build- 
ing, Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  The  National  Fertilizer  Associstlon, 
Inc.,  616  Investment  Bulldlag,  Washington, 

DC. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  might  affect 
the  manufacture  or  distribution  of  fertUlxer 
or  the  general  agi-lcultural  economy. 

D.  (6)  $25. 

A.  Albert  R.  Russell.  162  Madison  Avenue. 
Memphis.  Teim. 

B.  National  Cotton  CouncU  of  America. 
Post  Office  Box  18.  Memphis.  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  The  NsUonal  Cotton  CouncU  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  any  legisla- 
tion affecting  the  raw  cotton  Industry  as  will 
promote  the  purposes  for  which  the  council 
is  organized. 

D.  i6)   $277.20. 

E.  (7)  $120.70;  \9)  $120.70;  (10)  $48;  (11) 
$168.70. 

A.  Francis  M.  Russell.  1025  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Broadcasting  Co..  Inc..  1625  K 
Sueet  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  LegUlatlon  affecting  National  Broad- 
casting Co.,  Inc.,  and.  or  affiliated  con>panles. 

E  (7)  $117,  (9)  $117;  (10)  $58.75;  (11) 
$175.75. 

A.  Horace  Russell  221  North  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  ni. 

B  United  States  Savings  and  Loan  League. 
221  North  La  SaUe  Street.  Chicago.  111. 

C  (2)  LegUlatlon  directly  or  Indirectly  af- 
fecting the  savings  and  loan  business. 

D.  (6)    $3,750. 

E.  (7)  $104.19;  (9)  $104.19;  (10)  $131.60; 
(11)    $235.69. 

A.  M.  O.  Ryan.  777  14th  SUeet  NW..  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 
B    American   Hotel   Association,   221   West 
57th  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Any  and  all  bills  and  statutes  of 
Interest  to  the  hotel  Industry. 

D.  (6)   $3,750. 

E  (7)  $375.61;  (9)  $37661;  (10)  $508.30; 
(11)    $883.91. 

A.  William  H.  Ryan,  1029  Vermont  Avenue 
NW..  Waahlngton,  D.  C. 

B.  District  Lodge  No.  44,  International  As- 
soclaUon  of  Machlntete.  1039  Vermont  Ave- 
nue  NW..  Washington.  D.   C. 

C  (2)  Legislation  affecting  working  condi- 
tions of  Government  employees  and.  inci- 
dentally, organized  labor  in  general. 

D.    (6)    $2,083.33. 

n.   (7)  $50;   (9)   $50;   (10)   $15;   (11)  $«5. 

A   Robert  A.  Saltstein,  777  14th  Street  N  W., 

Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Smaller  Magazinea  Postal  Oommlttec, 
305  East  4«th  Street.  New  York.  N-  Y. 

C.  (2)  Interested  In  matters  affecting  sec- 
ond-class postal  rates. 

D.  (6)   $1,250. 

E.  (2)  $17.63;  (4)  $27.18;  (6)  $SOi»0;  (7) 
477  56;  (9)  $153.18;  (10)  $221.54;  (11)  $374.72. 

A.  Charles  E  Sands,  4211  Second  Street  NW., 
Waahlngton,  D.  C. 

B.  Hotel  and  Restaurant  Employee  and 
Bartenders  International  Union.  625  Walnut 
Street.  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Labor  and  social  legislation. 

D.  (7)    $1,600. 

E.  (5)    $111.25;    (9)    $111.25;    (11)    $222.50. 


A.  John  T.  Saptaua,  711  UnlOB  Tnist  Build- 
tag.  Waahlngton.  D.  C. 

B.  Fulton  Lnad  *  Timber  Co..  711  Or- 
chard Road.  Ha«erstown.  Md. 

&  (8)  CuRvnt  rctenue  proposals. 


1S597 

14th   StrMt    NW, 


A.  John  T.  aaplestM.  701  Unk»  Trust  BuUd- 
ing. Waahlw^twn.  D.  C. 

B.  Lessees  of  B.  V.  Hedrlck  Gravel  U  Sand 
Co.,  UlesvUle,  N.  C. 

C.  (2)  Depletion  legislation,  and  in  par- 
ticular, the  depletion  provisions  of  B.  R. 
8SO0. 

A.  John  T.  Saplenaa,  701  Union  Trust  Build- 
ing, Waahlngton.  D.  C. 

B.  Hudson  Bay  Mining  ft  Smelting  Co., 
Ltd.,  et  al..>  600  Royal  Bank  Building.  Winni- 
peg, Manitoba,  Canada. 

C.  (2)  Revenue  revision. 

E.    (4)    $0.00;     (6)    $7.37;    (0)    $7.97;     (10) 


'Not  printed, 
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144.34;    (11)   $5231. 

A.   Harrison  Sasscer,   1931    16tb   Street   NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Division  of  Legislation  and  Federal  Rela- 
tions of  the  National  Bducatlon  Association 
of  the  United  SUtes.  1301  lOth  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Bills  pending  before  the  83d  Con- 
gress relstlng  to  public  education. 

D.  (6)  $59.25. 

E.  (7)  $12X0;  (0)$12.S0:  (10)  $5;  (11) 
$17.50. 

A.   Satterlee.    Warfleld    &    Stephens.   49   Wall 
Street,  New  York.  N.  T. 

B.  American  Nurses*  Association,  9  Park 
Avenue,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  relating  to  nurses,  nurs- 
ing, or  health. 

D.  (6)  $8,200. 

E.  (7)  $126.62;  (9)  $126.62;  (11)  $126.62. 

A.  Henry  P.  Schmidt,  10  Independence  Ave- 
nue SW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Railway  and  Stesmship 
Clerks.  Freight  Handlers.  Express  and  Sta- 
tion Employees,  1016  Vine  Street,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Interested  In  all  legislation  affecting 
labor  and  especially  raUroad  labor. 

D.  (6)  $1,540. 

A.  Schoene  ft  Kramer,  1625  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.   Railway   Labor   ExecuUves   Association. 
10   Independence    Avenue    SW..   Washington. 
D  C. 

C   (2)  Against  H.  R.  356;  for  8.  2930  and 

If   R   7040 

E.  (6)   $14.03;    (9)   $14.03;    (11)    S14j03. 

A.  Ed  D.  Schorr.  33  North  High  Street,  (Colum- 
bus. Ohio. 

B.  The  Coal  Producers'  Committee  on 
Underground  Gas  Storage  Safety,  care  of 
yf.  G.  Stevenson,  Grant  Building.  Pittsburgh. 
Pa. 

C.  (2)  Interest  Is  In  legUlation  pertaining 
to  underground  storage  of  gas. 

E  (2)  $00;  (4)$144:  (5)  8315.64;  (7) 
$678.08;  (9)  $1,198.32;  (11)  $1,198.32. 

A.  Mildred  Scott.  1370  National  Press  BuUd- 
ing, Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  the  Physically 
Handicapped.  Inc..  1370  National  Press  Build- 
ing. Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Tto  eetabllsh  Oie  ^deral  Agency  for 
Bandlcapped.  etc* 

D.  (6)    «S00. 

E.  (7)  $SO:   (9)  $50;   (10)  $»:  (11)  $75. 


A.   Durward   Seala,    TTT 
Washington.   D.   C. 

B.  United  Fteah  Fruit  ft  Ve 
elation,  777  14th  Street  MW.. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  any  legUlation  affect- 
ing the  marketing  and  distrttnitloa  et  freah 
fruits  and  vegetablea.  directly  or  indirectly. 

A.  HoUis  M.  Seavey.  532  Shoreham  BuUdlng. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Clear  Channel  BroadoasttBC  Serviee, 
532  Shoreham  Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (3)  Opposed  to  any  proposed  leglalation 
oalUng  for  the  duplication  of  elaaa  I-A  clear 
channel  frequencies  or  the  limitation  of  the 
power  of  class  I-A  sUndard  broadcast  stA> 
tlons. 

E.  (7)  $18.90;  (9)  $18.90;  (10)  $123.41;  (11) 
$142.31. 

A.  Harry  See,  10  Independence  Avenue  8W., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Trainmen. 

C.  (2)  Advocating  favorable  labor  legisla- 
tion and  opposing  unfavorable  labcw  leglala- 
tion. 

E.  (7)  $42.96;  (9)  $42.96;  (10)  $31.35:  (11) 
$74.31. 

A  P.  L.  Shackelford,  Boom  413,  10  Independ- 
ence Avenue  SW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Sheet  Metal  Workers'  InternaUon$l 
AssocUtlon.  642  lYanaportatlon  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C 

C  (2)  H.  R.  356.  8.  1911,  H.  R.  7$40.  and 
S.  2930. 

D.  ($)  $2,260. 

A.  A.  Manning  Shaw,  Washington  Loan 
and  Trtut  Bulldlag,  Washington,  D.  C. 
B  Brown.  Lund\ft  Fitzgerald,  Washing- 
tlon  Loan  and  TTun  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C,  for  National ,  AsaocUUon  of  BlecUlo 
Companies,  1200  18t^  Street  NW..  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  might  affect 
the  members  of  the  N.  A.  B.  C. 

D.  (6)  $8,799.99. 

A.  Mark  B.  Shaw,  114  Trenton  Street,  Mel- 


B.  National  Council  for  Prevention  of 
War,  1013  18th  Street  NW..  Waahlngton.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Favor  economic  aid  to  Europe  and 
Asia,  etc.'     (3 1  Peace  Action. 

E.  (7)  $62.01;  (9)  $62.01;  (10)  $41.50;  (11) 
$103.51. 

A.  Leander  T.  Shelley,  SO  Broad  Street,  New 

York.  K.  T. 

B.  American  Association  of  Port  Author- 
Itles,  Washington.  D.  C.  and  Airport  Oper- 
ators CouncU.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C 

D.  ($)   $»75. 

E   (9)   $356.01;   (10)   $850.01;   (11)   $712.07.. 

A,  Bruce  B.  Shepherd.  488  Madison  Avenue 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

B.  Life  Insurance  Association  of  America, 
488  Madison  Avenue.  New  York.  H.  T. 

C.  (3)  Legislation  which  might  affect  the 
welfare  of  policyholders  and  annuitants. 

D.  (6)  $120. 

A.  Robert  H.  Shields.  820  Tower  BufUflng, 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  United  atates  Bert  Sugar  Aaeodstlon. 
$30  Tb>wer  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  bxtesested  In  any  leglrtstVin  affect- 
ing sugar,  particularly  the  &v^fa  Act  c€  IMS 
and  reUted  legisUtlon. 

D.  (6)  glOjOOO. 


>  Not  printed.    FJcd  Ti:h  OfESk  and  Sec- 
retary. 
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A.Wk\  C.  Shlwty.  16  EMt  BiMd  Btrtet. 
ColnmlraB.  (Milo. 

B.  TUB  OldB'RaflrcMd  hmoHkaXkm,  IC  iMt 
Broad  Stnat,  CSMamkus.  Olils.- 

C.  <a)    litglaUtton  affecting   rallroMl  la* 
terMto.* 

X.  {ly  %»aiM',   (9>  t439.4t;  (11)  M».4». 


A.  81lT<r  Vwmu  AwoeUtton.  118 1  Staract  N^, 
W—tilngton.  D.  C. 
O.  (S)  Ii»glBl«ttewi  regarding  sUver. 

D.  (6)  glM. 

E.  (9)  t8.aM.9e;  (»)  $ft:  (S)  t0M.si:  (6) 
•8as4:  (7)  •en.74:  (S)  hism:  <o)  98.- 
esa-ia;  (lo)  9e,a«e.«8:  (ii)  9i7.a94.«o. 

A.  six  Agency  Committee,  315  South  Broad- 
way. Lm  Angelea,  Caltf. 

C.  (2)  Laglalatlon  affecting  California's  in- 
twest  la  tbe  Ookvado  Blver.  etc.* 

X.  (a)  98.806:  (8>  9183.28:  (»>  98.438.28; 
(10)   93,098.87;    (11)   90.534.93;   (15)  .> 

A.  StqAMSt  SUpbOT.  711  14th  Street  NW.. 
Waablngtoo.  D.  C. 

B.  United  States  Savings  A  Xjoan  League. 
221  Nortli  La  Oalle  Street.  Cbtoago.  lU. 

C.  (2)  Interested  In  legisUtlon  affecting 
savings  and  loan  associations,  housing,  home 
financing.  tlirUt.  and  financial  Institutions. 
(3)  Waalilngtoa  Motes. 

O.  (8)  81.800. 

S.  (7)  937.75:  (9)  927.75;  (10)  939.70;  (11) 
987.45. 

A.  Smaller  Itagadnes  Postal  Committee, 
Boom  301.  305  Cast  46th  Street.  New 
Ti^rk.  H.  T. 

C.  (2)  Postal  rate  legisUtlon. 

D.  (8)  91.081. 

E.  (9)  91A99k87:  (4)  9360:  (5)  94.50;  (8) 
989.89;  (7)  9911.84;  (9)  949.05;  <9)  93.157.99: 
(10)  91.886.38;  (11)  94.043.37:  (16).* 

A.  Miss  Sllsabeth  A.  Smart.  138  Constitu- 
tion Avenue  HE.,  WasliUigton.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Woman's  Christian  Tonper- 
ance  Union,  1730  Chicago  Avenue,  Svans- 
ton,  ni. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  dealing  with  alcohol, 
narcotics.  International  relations,  wtnnen 
and  children.* 

D.  (6)  9808.12. 

E.  (5)  9110.25:  (6)  965.48;  (9)  9165.73; 
(10)  9723.32;  (11)  8889.06. 

A.  Anthony  W.  Smith,  718  Jackson  Place 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Congress  of  Znd\istrlal  Organizations, 
718  Jackson  Place  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (3)  Regional  development,  resource 
conservation,  labor  relations.  i 

D.  (6)   930. 

A.  Carl  K.  Smith,  10  Independence  Avenue 
8W.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  International  Brotherhood  of  Electrical 
Workers.  330  South  Wells  Street,  Chicago, 
111. 

C.  (2)  H.  B.  356.  S.  1911;  H.  R.  7840  and 
S.  2930. 

D.  <6)   91,328. 

A.  Fred  Smith  ft  Co..  Inc..  161  East  43d 
Street,  New  Ywk.  N.  Y. 

B.  Edward  Mallinckrodt.  16  West  Moreland 
Place,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  Involving  conservatipn 
principles,  including  modification  of  S.  1555 
and  H.  R.  4449  to  protect  Dinosaur  National 
IConument. 

D.  (8)    83.000. 

X.  (2)  91.250:  (4)  91,024:  (5)  9472.30:  (8) 
9388.73;  (7)  91.069.10;  (8)  9709.55;  (9)  94,- 
761.76:  (10)  94300.75:  (11)  99,063^0;   (IS^).* 


A.  James  It.  Smith,  Manager.  719   Oni9ha 
National  Bank  Building.  Omaha,  N^r. 

B.  MUslsBlppl  Valley  Aasotilatlon.  11978 
Railway  Exchange  Building.  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

C.  (3)  Leglalatlaai  rdaUng  to  river  *nd 
harbor  maintenance  Improvement:  the 
Amarloaa  merchant  marine:  soil  conaMva- 
tlon;  flood  control;  regulation  of  domestic 
traai^KHTtatioh. 

D.  (6)    $2,400. 
X.   (10)    8308.79. 

A.  Lloyd  W.  Smith,  416  Shoreham  Bullcing, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Chicago,  Burlington  A  Qulncy  Raileoad 
Co..  547  West  Jsckson  Boulevard.  Chicago. 
111.,  and  Oreat  Northern  Railway  Co..  175 
East  Fourth  Street,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

C.  (3)  Any  legislation  affecting  directly  or 
indirectly  the  Chicago.  Burlington  A  Qulncy 
Railroad  Co.  and  the  Great  Northern  Rail- 
way Co.  1 

D.  (6)   93.500.  I 

A.  Purcell  L.  Smith,  1200  18th  Street  ITW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Asaoeiatlon  of  Electric  Oom- 
panles,  1300  18th  Street  KW.,  Waablngtoo, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2).« 

D.  <6)   93.750. 

E.  (6)  96.93;  (7)  $190.37;  (8)  $56.91;  (9) 
9264.21:  (10)  $328.80:   (11)  $583.01; 

A,  Robert  E.  Smith,  116  Nassau  Street,  New 
York.  N.  Y. 

B.  Life  Insurance  Policyholders  Protective 
Association,  116  Nassau  Street,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 

C.  (3)  General  education  concerning  the 
effect  of  Inflation  on  the  purchasing  power 
and  value  of  life  insurance,  as  affected  by 
Federal  policies  or  measures  which  are 
deemed  to  be  inflationary,  or  inflationary 
retarding,  in  character. 

E.  (7)  $496.20:  (9)  $496.20;  (10)  $866.55; 
(11)   $1,361.75. 

A.  Spencer  M.  Smith,  Jr.,  2144  P  Street  trw.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Forest  Conservation  Society,  2144  P 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Forestry  appropriations  and  con- 
servation. 

O.   (6)   $150. 


X.  (3)  $16,787.60:  (4)  $4,401.38:  (6) 
92.018.38:  (6)  $166.58;  (7)  $2,fl65.$a:  (8) 
$481.97:  (9)  926,120J8:  (10)  |34,072.^:  (11) 
$50,192.89. 


».0O,       \  f  )       va,jBuw.<fa. 

J8;  (10)  ♦34.072.16; 


A.  Lyndon  Spencer.  305  Rockefeller  Building. 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 

B.  Lake  Carriers'  Association.  305  Rocke- 
feller Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

A.  Spokesmen    for    Children.    Inc..    90    East 
93d  Street.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Better  laws  for  maternal  aad  child 
health  and  welfare. 

D.  (6)    $631.13. 

E.  (1)    $25:     (4)     $133.90:     (5)     $35211;     (6) 
$29.07;  (9)  $213.18;  (10)  $230.05;  (11)  $443.23. 


1  Not  printed, 
retary. 


A.  A.  L.  Spradllng,  1214  Orlswold  Stiteet,  De- 
troit. Mich. 

B.  Amalgamated  Association  of  Street. 
Electric  Railway  and  Motor  Coach  Employees 
of  America.  1214  Orlswold  Street.  Detroit. 
Mich. 

C.  (2)  Laws,  proposed  laws,  and  ]^roposed 
amendments  to  laws  affecting  the  Interests 
of  the  members  of  tbe  Amalgamated 
throughout  the  United  States.  T 

A.  Thomas  G.  Stack,  1104  West  104th  Place. 
Chicago.  111. 

B.  National  Railroad  Pension  Fomm,  Inc., 
1104  West  104th  Place.  Chicago.  HI. 

C.  (2)  Bills  pending  before  the  83d  Con- 
gress relative  to  increasing  benefit*  for  all 
railroad  employees  covered  by  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act.     (3)  Rail  Pension  News. 

D.  (6)  $1,500. 

E.  (1)  $214.50;  (2)  $1,500:  (4)  $1,400;  (6) 
$93:  (7)  $1,129.67;  (9)  $4,337.17;  (10) 
$5,190.09;   (11)   $9,537.26. 


A.  Sylvester  C.  Smith,  Jr..  763  Broad  Street, 
Newark.  N.  J. 

B.  Prudential  Insurance  Company  of 
America,  783  Broad  Street,  Newark,  N.  J. 

C.  (2)  General  Interest  in  all  legislation 
affecting  the  business  of  the  company. 

A.  J.  D.  Snyder,  1040  La  Salle  Hotel,  Chicago, 
111. 

B.  Illinois  Railroad  Association,  33  South 
Clark  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)   Legislation  affecting  railroads. 

D.  (6)   $825.  , 

A.  J.  Taylor  Soop,  10  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  International  Brotherhood  of  Electrical 
Workers,  330  South  Wells  Street,  Chicago, 
HI. 

C.  (2)   H.  R.  7840,  H.  R.  356,  and  S.  1911, 

D.  (6)   $585.  j 

A.  Southern  States  Industrial  Council,  1103 
Stahlnian  Building.  Nashville,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  Support  of  legislation  favorable  to 
free  enterprise  system  and  opposition  tb  leg- 
islation unfavorable  to  that  system.  (3) 
Southern  States  Industrial  Council  Bulletin. 

D.  (6)  917,209.50. 


FUed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A  Howard    M.    Starling,    837    Washington 
Building.   Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Association  of  Casualty  and  Surety 
Companies.  60  John  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  casvifilty  and 
surety  companies. 

D.  (6)    $150. 

E.  (7)  $12.50;  (9)  912.50:  (10)  $8.75:  (11> 
$21i25. 

A.  Mrs.  Nell  F.  Stephens.  Post  Office  Box  6234. 
Northwest  Station,  Washington,  D.  C. 
C.  (2)   Health  and  nursing  care. 

A.   Mrs.    Alexander    (Annalee^    Stewart.   214 
Second  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Women's  International  League  tor  Peace 
and  Freedom.  214  Second  Street  NE.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

C.  (3)  Four  Lights  and  Washington  News- 
letter. 

D.  (6)    $11J38.20. 

E.  (2)  $7,559.86;  (4)  $1,177.70;  (6)  93,' 
345.30:  (6)  $300.53;  (7)  $077.07;  (9)  $13.- 
360.45;  (10)  $9,393.35;  (11)  $22,753.89. 

A.  Charles  T.  Stewart.  1737  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Re4I  Estate 
Boards.  22  West  Monroe  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  real- 
estate  industry. 

D.  (6)    $3,650.14. 

E.  (7)  $115.29:  (8)  $34.85;  (0)  9159.14;  (10) 
$225.35:    (11)    $375.49. 


A.  Ersklne  Stewart,  711  14th  Street  NW, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association. 
100  West  3l8t  Street,  New  York,  N.  IT. 

C.» 

E.  (8)  $1.25;  (9)  91.25;  (10)  91,25;  (11) 
92.50. 


>  Not  printed.    Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 
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A.  Edwla  L.  Stoll,  1737  K  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Baal  ftUte 
Boards.  22  West  Monroe  Btreet.  Chicago.  lU. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  real- 
estate  industry. 

D.  (8)    93,888.46. 

E.  (8)  933.46;  (9)  $33.46;  (10)  $104.19;  (11) 
$137.65. 

A.  Sterling  F.  Stoudenmlre,  Jr..  61  St.  Jo- 
seph Street,  Mobile,  Ala. 

B.  Waterman  Steamship  Corp..  61  St.  Jo- 
seph Street,  Mobile,  Ala. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  Amer- 
ican Merchant  Marine  and  transportation 
generally.  I 

D.  (6)   $1,000.        ' 

A  Paul  A.  Strachan.  1370  National  Press 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Federation  of  the  Physically 
Handicapped.  Inc..  1370  National  Press  BuUd- 
Ing.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  To  establish  the  Federal  agency  for 
handicapped,  etc. 

D.  (S)   $700. 

K.  (7)  $160;   (9)  $180:   (10)  $75;   (11)  $225. 

A.  O.  R.  Strackbeln,  executive  secretary, 
America's  Wags  Bamers'  Protective  Con- 
ference. 815  15th  Street  NW..  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. 

C.  (2)  To  amend  Tariff  Act  of  1930  and 
customs  simplification   Oilla. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

A.  O.  R.  Strackbeln.  815  15th  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C.  legislative  counsel  for 
International  Allied  Printing  Trades 
Association.  Box  738,  Indianapolis.  Ind. 

C.  (2)  Copyright  convention  bills  and  liq- 
uor advertising  bills. 

D.  (6)   $625. 

A  O.  R.  Strackbeln,  as  chairman  of  Na- 
tional Labor-Management  Council  on 
Ptorelgn  Trade  Policy,  815  15th  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  To  amend  Tariff  Act  of  1930  and 
customs  simplification  bills. 

D.  (6)    $1,625. 

A.  O.  R.  Strackbeln,  as  chairman  for  Nation- 
wide Committee  of  Industry.  Agricul- 
ture, and  Labor  on  Import-Export  Policy, 
815  15th  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  To  amend  Tariff  Act  of  1930  and 
customs  simplification  bills. 

D.  (6)    $7,500. 

A.  Arthur  D.  Strong,  1034  Midland  Bank 
Building,  Minneapolis.  Minn. 

B.  Upper  Mississippi  Waterway  Association. 
1034  Midland  Bank  Building,  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

C.  (2)  All  legisUtlon  relating  to  the  hn- 
provement  and  development  of  navigable 
waterways  In  the  upper  Mississippi  River. 
etc 

D.  (6)    $1,332.24. 

A  Arthur  Sturgla,  Jr..  1625  I  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Retail  Federation,  1625  I 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Registrant  is  generally  interested 
in  all  legislation  and  legislative  proposals 
affecting  the  reUll  industry,  including  the 
Industry's  relations  with  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, with  its  suppliers,  with  its  em- 
ployees, and  with  Its  customers.* 

D.  (6)    $636. 

E.  (7)  $15.50:  (9)  $15.50;  (10)  $3;  (11) 
118.50. 


A.J.M.Bturrotik,yiostOMecBoKaaa4.Cavltol     A. 
Statlan.  Austin.  IMx. 

B.  Ttsas  Water  Conserratlon  Association. 
Poet  OOce  Box  3064,  Capitol  auUon.  Austin. 
■Btx. 

C.  (3)  LaglslatloB  eoncernlag  the  develop- 
ment, coosertatlon.  protection,  and  utiliaa- 
tion  of  Texas  land  and  water  resotuves 
througli  eslstlng  State  and  Federal  agencies, 
etc.'     <S)    T^exas  water. 

D.  (6)    $1,600. 

E.  (2)  $51.26;  (S)  $13.95;  (6)  $5433;  (7) 
$884.79:  (8)  988.05:  (9)  91,090J7;  (10) 
9^405.10;   (11)  93,125.47. 


Mward  D.  nqrUw.  777  Z4tto  Stivet  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  Manufacturers     lasUtute.     777     I4tli 

o.c. 


A.  Sullivan.   Bernard.    Shea   &   Kenney,    804 
Ring  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Brown  Co..  Berlin.  N.  H. 

C.  (2)  Modifications  of  the  Clayton  and 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Acts. 

A  Svilllvan.    Bernard,    Shea    A    Kenny.    804 
Ring  Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Charles  T.  MacDermott,  Jr..  34 
Mechanic  Street,  Worcester.  Mass..  acting 
as  chairman  for  a  group  of  companies  af- 
fected by  proposed  revenue  revision. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  1954  revision  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code,  H.  R.  8300. 

E.  (10)   $2,508 J>4. 

A.  Sullivan.    Bernard.   Shea   A   Kenny,    804 
Ring  Biilidlng,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Southern  Pacific  Co.,  65  Market  Street, 
San  Franciaoo,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  1954  revisions  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code. 

A.  Sullivan.    Bernard.   Shea   A   Kenny,    804 
Ring  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Standard  Fruit  A  Steamship  Co..  944 
St.  Charles  Avenue  at  Lee  Circle,  New  Or- 
leans, La. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  1954  revisions  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code. 

A.  Noble  J.  Swearingen,  1790  Broadway.  New 
York.  N.  Y. 

B.  National  Tuberculosis  Association,  1790 
Broadway.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  general  pub- 
lic health,  tuberculosis  in  particular. 

D.  (6)    9865.60. 

E.  (4)  $122.16;  (6)  $30.84;  (7)  $446.54; 
(9)   $599.54;  (10)$292.97:  (11)  $892.51;  (15).' 

A.  Charles  P.  Taft,  1025  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Legislative  Committee  of  the  Commit- 
tee for  a  National  Trade  Policy,  1023  Con- 
necticut Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  relating  to  foreign  eco- 
nomic policy  (Reciprocal  Trade  Agreements 
Act). 

D.  (6)    $600. 

A.  TtCL  Equality  Committee  of  Kentucky,  310 
Commerce  Building,  Lousvllle,  Ky. 

C.  (2)  Advocating  revision  of  section  101, 
IRC. 

D.  (6)    $513. 

E.  (2)  $146  25;  (4>  $23.50;  (8)  $135:  (8) 
$11.69:  (0)  $316.44:  (10)  $1,565.59;  (11) 
$1,882.03:  (15).» 

A.  Dwight  D.  Taylor,  Jr..  Room  400.  918  16th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Airlines,  Inc.,  Room  400,  918 
16th  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)   Legislation  affecting  civil  aviation. 

D.  (6)    $1,150. 

E.  (7)  $152;  (9)  $152;  (10)  $317;  (11) 
$469. 


A.  Jay  Taylor.  713  Ftist  Natkxial  Bank  Build- 
ing. Amarlllo,  Tax. 

B.  Amoieaa  Watloaal  CatWsassnls  Aswda- 
tion,  515  Cooper  Building,  Dsnvsr,  Oola 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  cattle  Indns- 
try. 

A.  Tyre  Tkykr,  917  15tli  Street  FW..  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Southern  States  Industrial  Oounell. 
Stahlman  Building.  NashvlUe,  Tenn. 

C.  (3)  Legislation  favon^le  to  the  main- 
tenance of  a  free  enterprise  system. 

D.  (5)   $3,009. 

E.  (5)  $235.12:  (6)  966J5:  (7)  9141.10; 
(9)  $442.07;  (10)  $392.71;  (11)  $834.78;  (15)  •. 

A.  Marjorie  L.  Temple,  Room  300,  1917  I 
Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Federation  of  Buslnesi  and 
Professional  Women's  Chibs,  Inc.,  1790 
Broadway.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)>.      (3)'. 

A.  John  U.  Twrell,  424  Wyatt  Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Colorado  River  Association,  308  West 
Third  Street.  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  H.  R.  4449,  S.  1555,  S.  964,  and  H.  R.  236. 

D.  (6)    $3,000. 

A.  Texas  Water  Conservation  Association, 
207  West  15th  Street.  Post  OOice  Box  2084. 
Capitol  Station,  Austin,  Tex. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  concerning  the  develop- 
ment, conservation,  protection,  and  utilisa- 
tion of  Texas'  land  and  vrater  reaotiroes 
through  existing  SUte  aiMl  Federal  agencies. 
(3)   Texas  Water. 

D.  (6)   $4,227.18. 

E.  (1)  $568M:  (2)  $1.908.A0:  (4)  91.058.93: 
(5)  t82e.84:  (6)  $170.12:  (7)  $«71.4S;  (8) 
$844.10;  (9)  $1.04680;  (10)  $6,816.82:  (11) 
$12,363.62:    (15)>. 

A.  Oliver  A.  Thomas,  43  Sierra  Street,  Reno. 
Nev. 

B.  Nevada  Railroad  Association,  48  Sierra 
Street,  Reno,  Nev. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  the  interests- 
of  Nevada  railroads. 

D.  (6)   $675. 

E.  (6)  $34.70:  (7)  $003.40:  (9)  $718.10;  (10) 
$549.23;   (11)   $1,267.33:   (15).* 

A.  Chester  C.  Thompson,  1319  F  Street  HW^ 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  The  American  Waterways  Operators, 
Inc.,  1319  P  Street  NW.,  Washlagtoc.  D.  C. 

C.  (2;  All  matters  affecting  barge  and 
towing  vessel  industry  and  water  transpor- 
tation. 

D.  (6)  $6,500. 

E.  (7)  $165.30;  (9)  $165.30:  (10)  $27485; 
(11)    $440.15. 

A.  Julia  C.  Thompson,  711  14th  Street  KW, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Nurses'  Association.  Inc..  8 
Park  Avenue,  New  York.  N.  7. 

C.  (2).'     (3).' 

D.  (6)    $1,464.61. 

A.  Eugene  M.  Thor*.  1701  K  Street,  Wash' 
ington.  D.  C. 

B.  Life  Insurance  Association  of  America. 
488  Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  LeglslaUon  which  might  affect  tho 
welfare  of  policyholders  and  annuitants. 

D.  (6)   $3,000. 


'Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


•Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  See- 
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m  n)  fJMT;  (»)  ITOJT;  <10)  fai;41;  (11) 

•101  ja. 

A.  O.  D.  Tllshiiuni.  t0M  K  StVMt  NW^  WaA* 
Ingtow.  D.  O. 

B.  TTIrtlrltn  OAe«n  AMOdatlon,  1004  K 
Street  RW^  Waehington,  D.  C. 

O.  (9)  fegloletlfwi  pertalalng  to  tlw  piy 
of  muatafy  peneiuMl. 

X>.  (0)  W.TOO. 

B.  (10)   0«S.50:   (11)   M8.M. 

A.  X.  W.  Tlnlur.  Ua  Kwt  42(1  Street,  New 
York,  K.  T. 

B.  AoMrtoaa  Paper  *  Pulp  AatociaUoo. 
laa  Ka«t  430.  StrMt.  N«w  Tork.  N.  T. 

C.  (3)  X«8UUUt«  IntensU  are  tHose  ct 
•nplojrer. 

D.  (6)  $600. 

■.  (•)  $160:  (7)  laoo:  (»)  ISM;  (10)  0350; 
(11)   0700. 

A.  WllUam  H.  Tlnney.  211  Southom  Build- 
ing. l»tli  aim  H  Streets  NW^  Wa^ihlng- 
ton,  D.  C. 
B.  Tbe  Pemuylvanla  Railroad  Co.,   1740 

Suburban    Station    Building.    PbUadelpbla. 

Pa. 

A.  H.  Willis  Tobler.  1731 1  Street  MW..  Waeh- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  National  Ifilk  Producers  Federation. 
1731  I  Street  NW..  Waablngton.  D.  C. 

C.  (3)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect  milk 
producers  or  the  cooperatives  tlirough  whicti 
they  act  together  to  proceess  and  market 
their  milk.  (3)  News  for  Dairy  Co-ops  and 
the  Alert. 

D.  (8)    03.481.40. 

X.  (5)  073.00;  (8)  $10.83;  (7)  $31.85;  (9) 
$106.43;   (10)  $589.80:   (11)  $896.22. 

A.  John  a.  Todd,  1085  Shrine  Building. 
Memphis.  Tenn. 

B.  National  Cotton  Compress  ft  Cotton 
Warehouse  Association,  1086  ffiirlne  Build- 
ing. Memphis,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  legislation  affecting  the  cotton 
compress  and  cotton  warehouse  industry. 

D.  (8)   $188.87.  I 

A.  Barnard  Topkls.  1318  New  Hampshire 
Avenue.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Hickory  Handle  Aaeoclatlon,  Jonesboro, 
Ark. 

C.  (3)   Improve  trade  legislation.  i 

A.  Wallace  Townsend.  308  Commercial  Na- 
tional Bank  BviUding.  Uttle  Rock,  Ark. 

B.  Southwestern  Gas  de  Electric  Co., 
Shrereport.  La. 

C.  (3)  Appropriation  for  the  Southwestern 
Power  Administration. 

D.  (8)  $800. 

A.  Bstate  at  Barry  C.  Trexler,  1237  Hamilton 
Street.  Allentown,  Pa. 
C.  (3)  Seeking    amendment    to    Internal 
Revenue  Code. 

A.  Harold  J.  Turner.  Henry  Building, 
Portland.  Oreg. 

B.  Spokane,  Portland  ft  Seattle  Rallwlty 
Co.,  Southern  Pacific  Co.,  and  Union  Pacific 
Railroad  Co.,  Henry  Btiildlng,  Portland.  Qreg. 

C.  (2)  AU  bills  which  directly  affect  rail- 
roads of  Oregon. 

A.  Unemployed     Service     Association.     633 
Third  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
C.  (3)  Various  proposals  for  xinemployed. 

A.  United  Cwebral  Palsy  Associations,  Inc.. 
309  Lexington  Avenue,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Appropriations  for  public  health. 

K.  (1)  $009.09:  (7)  $280.84;  (9)  $1,280.83: 
(10>  $2,825.88;   (11)  $3,888.69. 


A.  tniltod  8ta$M  OulMUi  Sugar  Council,  910 
ITth  Street  MW..  WMhington,  D.  C. 

O.  (2);«      (3).» 

D.  (6)  $4aja7BJBO. 

M.  (1)  $8,794.56:  (2)  $1,230.50;  (4)  $2.- 
070J8:  (6)  $306.04:  (8)  $58.53;  (9)  $737X79; 
(10)    H,406.76:    (11)    $11,778.56;    (15)  .> 

A.  United  States  Savings  &  Loan  League. 
221  Ncvth  LaSalle  Street.  Chicago,  III. 

C.  (2).»     (3).» 

D.» 

K.  (2)  $4ja0.00;  (4)  $9,504.42;  (5)  $70037; 
(8)  $584.27;  (7)  $193.13;  (8)  $430.10;  (9) 
$18,333.89:  (10)  $19,416.40;  (11)  $35,64929; 
(15)-^ 

A.  Arvin  E.  Upton,  1826  Jefferson  Place  KW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  St.  Regis  Paper  Co.,  230  Park  Avefiue, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  L^lalatlon  to  authorize  tbe  Socre- 
tary  of  Defense,  on  behalf  of  the  Ui^ited 
States,  to  execute  and  deliver  a  deed  td  St. 
Regis  Paper  Co.  conveying  to  said  company 
certain  rights  in  real  property  located  in 
Jefferson  County.  N.  Y.,  erroneoualy  conveyed 
to  the  United  States  by  said  paper  company 
in  a  deed  dated  October  6,  1941,  aa  a  part 
of  the  lands  acquired  by  the  Oovernmeni  for 
Pine  Camp  Military  Reservation,  now  known 
as  Camp  Drum. 

X.  (6)  $8.13;  (8)  $1.48;  (0)  $4.61;  (10) 
$7.65;    (11)   $12.26. 

A.  A.  L.  Vlles,  444  Madison  Avenue,  New  York. 
N.  Y. 

B.  The  Rubber  Manufacturers  Association. 
Inc.,  444  Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y., 
and  1832  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D-  C. 

A.  Virginia  Associated  Businessmen,  512 
Travelers  Building,  Richmond,  Va. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  to  equalize  Income  ^xes 
of  the  mutuals.  the  cooperatives,  and  simi- 
lar organizations  with  their  taxpaylng  eom- 
petitors.      (3).< 

D.  (6)  $1,191. 

B.  (2)  $1,000;  (4)  $964.57;  (5)  $300;  (6) 
$2.78;  (7)  $127.37;  (8)  $143.62;  (9)  $2,- 
638.84;   (10)   $2,910.80;    (11)   $5,248.94;    (15).> 

A.  Vitrified  China  Association,  Inc.,  931 
Washington  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 


A.  The  Vulcjfti  Detlnnlng  Co.,  Sewaren,  N.  J. 


A.  Qualfe  M.  Ward,  1625  I  Street  NW^  Waeh- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  American  Retail  Federation,  :1625  X 
Street  N.  W.,  Waahlogton.  D.  C. 

C.  (3).' 

D.  (6)   $1,000. 

E.  (7)   $27.45;  (9)  $27.45;  (11)  $27.45. 

A.  Mllo   J.   Warner,   904   Nicholas   BUUding, 
Toledo.  Ohio. 

B.  The  Prudential  Insurance  Com|>any  of 
America,  Newark,  N.  J. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  may  af!^  the 
Interests  of  the  mutual  pollcyholdert  of  the 
Prudential  Insurance  Company  of  America. 

D.  (6)    S10.500. 

E.  (5)  41386.43:  (7)  $1,886.43;  (8)  $417.- 
86;  (9)  $2,304.29. 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and'  Sec- 


A.  Washington    Board     of    Trade.     1618    K 
Street   NW..  Washington.   D.   C. 
C.    (2)    Legislation    affecting    the    District 
of  Columbia,  of  Interest  to  the  Waaihlngton 
Board  of  Trade. 

A.  Washington  Home  Rule  Committee.  Inc.. 
1717  Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  S.  2413.  a  bill  to  provide  local  self- 
government  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

D.  (6)    $4,842.73. 

E.  (2)  $1,963.04:  (4^  $389.58:  (5)  $937.11: 
(6)  $157  18:  (81  $856.26:  (9)  $4,303,17;  (10) 
$4,200.08;    (11)    $8,503.25;    (15).' 


A.  Paul  H.  Walker,  1701  K  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Life  Insurance  Association  of  America, 
488  Madison  Avenue,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  might  affect  tbe 
welfare  of  policyholders  and  annuitante. 

D.  (8)   $50. 

A.  Stephen  M.  Walter,  1200  18th  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  National  Association  of  Electric  Com- 
panies, 1200  18th  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

D.  (6)   $2,091.24. 

E.  (7,  $97.47;  (8)  $16.76;  (9)  $114.23;  (10) 
$62.12;   (11)  $17835. 

A.  Thomas  O.  Walters,  100  Indiana  Atenue 
NW.,  Ro<xn  509,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Oovemment  Employees'  Council,  Room 
509,  100  Indiana  Avenue  NW..  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (3)  Duties  are  to  represent  the  mem- 
ber unions  and  the  Government  Employees' 
Goundl  on  matters  affecting  them  before 
the  Congress.  ,  i 

D.  (8)   $3,835.  f  I 


A.  Washington  Real  Estate  Board,  Inc.,  312 
Wire    Building.    1000    Vermont    Avenue 
NW  ,   Washington.   D.   C. 
C.  (2)    All    local   measures   affecting   the 

District   of   Columbia. 

A.  Vincent  T.  Wasllewski.  1771  N  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Radio  and  Tele- 
vision Broadcasters.  1771  N  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Registrant  is  Interested  In  any  leg- 
islation— local.  State.  Federal,  or  interna- 
tional— which  affects  the  broadcasting  in- 
dustry. 

A.  Waterways  Council  Opposed  to  Regula- 
tion Extension,  Room  1610,  21  West 
Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  S.  3111.  (3)  Pamphlet  entitled  "A 
Danger  to  American  Industry  and  to  the 
Public." 

D.  (6)    $25,450. 

E.  (2)  $5,548.93:  (4)  $1,355.93:  (5)  $261.81; 
(6)  $53  75:  (8)  $150;  (9)  $7,370.42;  (11)  $7.- 
370.42:    (15).' 

A.  J.  R.  Watson.  Room  1.  I.  C.  R.  R.  Pas- 
senger Station.  Jackson,  Miss. 

B.  Mississippi  Railroad  Association.  Room 
1.  I.  C.  R.  R.  Passenger  Station,  Jackson, 
Miss. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  railroads  In 
Mississippi. 


A.  William    H.    Webb.    1720    M    StiWt    NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Rivers  and  Harbors  Congress. 
1720  M  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  matters  pertaining  to  river  and 
hartxjr  improvement,  flood  control,  naviga- 
tion, irrigation,  reclamation,  soil  atid  water 
conservation,  and  related  subjects. 

D.  (6)    $2,148.93. 

E.  (4)  $122:  (7)  $235.26:  (8),  $306:  (9) 
$663.26;  (10)  $568.55;  (11)  $1,231.61;  (15).> 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  with  Clerk  and  Sec- 
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A.  B.  X.  Webster,  10  Independence  Avenue 
SW..  Washington,  D.  C 

B.  Brotherhood  of  Maintenance  of  Way 
Employees,  12050  Woodward  Avenue,  Detroit. 
Mich. 

C.  (2)  All  bills  affecting  railroad  employees 
and  labor  In  general. 

D.  (6)   $3158.69. 

A.  Wayne  M.  Welshaar,  1115  17th  Street  NW.. 
Wasblngton,  D.  C. 

B.  Aeronautical  Training  Society,  1115  17th 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Registrants  is  generally  interested 
in  legislation  affecting  aviation  training  or 
contract  overhaul  of  aircraft  and  supports 
in  principle  Increased  use  of  civil  aviation 
know-how  by  the  armed  services  through  use 
of  the  contract  principle. 

D.  (8)    $3,300. 

E.  (3)  $230:  (4)  $638:  (7)  $2;  (9)  $0.88: 
(10)    $1:    (11)   $11.68. 

A.  Bernard   Weitser,   3147    16th   Street   NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Jewish  War  Veterans  of  the  United 
States  of  America.  1712  New  Hampshire  Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2).' 

D.  (6)    $2,499.96. 

E.  (5)  $121.73:  (8)  $24.20:  (7)  $266.93:  (8) 
$16.84;  (9)  $429.70;  (10)  $489.49:  (11)  $919.19. 


A.  Don  Welch,  Post  Office   Box  231.  Madlll, 
Okla. 

C.  (2)   The  Interests  of  the  railroad  Indiu- 
try  generally. 

D.  $2,866.81. 

E    (7)  $1,388.49:  (9)  $138849:  (10)  $568.40: 
(11)   $1,952.89:    (15).> 


A.  William  E.  Welsh.  897  National  Press 
Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B  National  Reclamation  Association.  897 
National  Press  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Reclamation  Act.  1902.  and  all 
amendatory  and  supplementary  acts  thereto; 
all  other  statutes  relating  to  water  and  land 
conservation  measures. 

D     (6)    $3.249  99. 

E  (7)  $439.11:  (8)  $94.89:  (9)  $534:  (10) 
1518  47:    (11)    $1,052.47. 

A.  Wenchel.  Schulman  ft  Manning,  1625 
K  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Estate  of  Mary  Clark  deBrabant  and 
Katherine  C.  Williams,  120  Broadway,  New 
York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests  relate  to  a  pos- 
sible revision  of  section  7  of  the  Technical 
Changes  Act  of  1949  (63  Stat.  895). 

E.    (6)    $46.73   (9)   $46.73;    (11)    $46.73. 

A  Charles  F.  West.  Machinists  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  International  Association  of  Machin- 
ists. Machinists  Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  substantially  all  leg- 
islation affecting  the  socio-economic  and  po- 
litical interests  of  the  American  workine- 
man.  including  all  pending  legislation  deaJ- 
ing  with  social  security,  national  health,  aid 
to  physically  handicapped,  labor  relations, 
displaced  persons,  etc. 

D.  (6)  $500. 

A.  West  Coast  Inland  Navigation  District. 
Court  House.  Bradenton,  Fla. 
C.  (2)  Any  river  and  harbor  bill  affecting 
the  Intercoastal  waterway  from  the  Caloosa- 
hatchee  to  the  Anclete  on  the  west  coast  of 
Florida,  its  rights-of-way  and  appropriations 
therefor,  for  authorization  of  alternate 
route  and  appropriation  therefor. 

E.  (2)  $200;  (6)  $5.18;  (7)  $4.80;  (8)  $3.50; 
(9)  $213.48;    (11)  $213.48. 


'  Not  printed.     Filed  with  Clerk  and  Secre- 
tary. 


A.  A.   L.    Wheeler,   911    Sheraton   Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Marvin  SmaU,  53  Park  Place,  New  York 
City,  and  J.  George  Spttaer,  033  CMd  Nepper- 
han  Avenue.  Yonkers,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Section  1235  of  H.  R.  8300  only. 

D.  (8)   $1,000. 

E.  (6)  $19.03;  (7)  $86.28  (9)  $105.31;  (11) 
$10531. 

A.  Oeorge  Y.  Wbeeler  2d.  1625  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  1625  K 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  National 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.  and.'or  Its  affiliated 
companies. 

E.  (7)  $15.70;  (9)  $15.70;  (10)  $11.50;  (11) 
$27.20. 

A.  Wheeler  ft  Wheeler.  704  Southern  Build- 
ing, Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  MlEsourl  Pacific  Railroad  Co..  25 
Broad  SUeet.  New  York.  NY. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  counsel  for  the  above- 
named  organization  on  any  legislation  af- 
fecting it. 

E.  <e)  $30:  (7)  $35:  (8)  $20:  (9)  $85:  (10) 
$75;    (11)   $160. 

A.  John  C.  White.  838  Transportation  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  American  Cotton  Shippers  Association. 
Cotton  Exchange  Building.  Memphis,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  cotton  and 
foreign  trade. 

D.  (5)   $500. 

E.  (6)    $15.73. 

A.  Richard  P.  White.  635  Southern  Building, 
Washington.   D.    C. 

B.  American  Association  of  Nurserymen, 
Inc..  635  Southern  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  nursery 
industry  directly. 

D.  (6)  $3,125.02. 

E.  (2)  $31.25:  (4)  $11.42:  (5)  $16.01:  (6) 
$4.89:  (7)  $4.06;  (9)  $67.63;  (10)  $84.74: 
(11)    $15237. 

A.  H.  Leigh   Whitelaw,   60  East  42d   Street, 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

B.  Gas  Appliance  Manufacturers  Associa- 
tion, Inc.,  60  East  42d  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  particularly  affecting 
the  interests  of  manufacturers  of  gas  ap- 
pliances and  equipment. 

A.  Louis  E.  Whyte.  Suite  501.  918  16th  Street 
NW.,   Washington.   D.   C. 

B.  Independent  Natural  Gas  Association 
of  America.  Suite  501,  918  16th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.   D.    C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  pertaining  to  nat- 
ural gas. 

D.  (6)  $750. 

A.  Elizabeth  Wickenden,  544  East  86th  Street, 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

B.  American  Association  of  Social  Work- 
ers. 1  Park  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Social  security  and  related  wel- 
fare legislation.  (3)  Public  Social  Policy 
Bulletins. 

D.  (6)  $475. 

A.  John  J.  Wicker,  Jr..  501  Mutual  BuUdlng. 
Richmond.  Va. 

B.  Mutual  Insurance  Committee  on  Fed- 
eral Taxation,  20  North  Wacker  Drive,  Chi- 
cago, 111. 

C.  (2)  All  measures  affecting  taxation  of 
mutual  fire  and  casualty  insurance. 

D.  (6)    $2,298.64. 

E.  (2)  $1,550:  (5)  $487.85:  (6)  $12.93: 
(7)  $247  86:  (9)  $2,298.64;  (10)  $1,790.72; 
(11)   |4,0e936. 


A.  A  B.  Wilkinson.  1511  K  Street  NW.,  Waeh- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Anaconda  Copper  Mining  Co..  616  Huk- 
neasy  BuUdlng.  Butte,  Mont. 

C.  (2)  In  favor  of  legislation  to  suapand 
excise  import  tax  on  imptnted  copper. 

D.  (6)  $750. 

E.  (6)  $38.76;  (7)  $116;  (8>  178;  (9) 
$227.75;   (10)   $184.51:   (11)  $412.96. 

A.  V/ilkinaon.  Boyden.  Cragun  ft  Barker,  744 
Jackson  Place  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Arapahoe  Indian  Tribe,  Wind  Blver 
Reservation,  Fort  Washakie,  Wyo. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  Indians  or 
Indians  tribes. 

A.  Wilkinson.  Boyden.  Cragun  ft  Banker,  744 
Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Indians  of  California,  care  of  Clyde  P. 
Thompson,  Poet  Office  Box  901,  Redding, 
Calif. 

C.  (2)  Registrants  are  seeking  authori- 
sation to  use  funds  to  the  credit  of  the  In- 
dians of  California  for  prosecution  of  the 
case  entitled  Indians  of  California  v.  United 
States.  Docket  No.  31.  before  the  Indian 
Claims  Commission,  and  possible  related 
legislation. 

A.  Wilkinson.  Boyden,  O-agun  ft  Barker,  744 
Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Klamath  Indian  Tribe,  Klamath  Agency, 
Oreg. 

C.  (2)  Supporting  H.  R.  9188;  seeking 
amendments  to  S.  2745. 

E.   (9)   $7.90. 

A.  Wilkinson,  Boyden,  Cragun  ft  Barker,  744 
Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Menominee  Tribe  of  Indians,  Menomi- 
nee Indian  Agency,  Neoplt,  Wis. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  relating  to  Indian 
tribes. 

E.  (6)  $1639:  (7)  $2230:  (8)  $333;  (0) 
$41.92;    (10)   $229.99:    (11)   $27131. 

A.  Wilkinson,  Boyden,  Cragun  ft  Barker,  744 
Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Northern  Cheyenne  Tribe  of  Indians, 
Tongue  River  Reservation,  LanM  Deer,  Mont. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  Indians  or 
Indian  tribes. 

A.  Wilkinson.    Boyden,    Cragun    ft    Barker. 
744  Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Shoshone-Bannock  Tribes  of  the  Fcrt 
Hall  Reservation,  Idaho. 

C,  (2)  Interested  In  all  legislation  afllect- 
Ing  Indians  or  Indian  trlk>es  or  groups. 

E.  (9)  $730. 

A.  Wilkinson,    Boyden,    Cragun    ft    Barker, 
744  Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Southern  Ute  Tribe  of  the  Southern  Ute 
Reservation,  Colo.;  Consolidated  Ute  Agency, 
Ignaclo,  Colo. 

C.  (2)  Supported  legislation  to  authorize 
rehabilitation  program  from  tribal  funds  of 
the  Southern  Ute  Tribe  of  Indians  in  Colo- 
rado. 

E.  (4)  $4.75;  (7)  $1430;  (8)  $7.44;  (9) 
$2639. 

A.  Franz  O.  Wlllenbucher,  1616  I  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Retired  Officers  AssocUtion.  1616 1  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2).<     (3)  Tlie  Retired  Officer. 

D.  (6)  $1,800. 

A.  Leon  W.  WUllams.  3  Oouverneur  Plaoai. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  4106. 

D.  (6)  $1.25. 
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>Not  printed, 
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A.  C.  J.  8.  WimMMM.  M 

B.  qutfonte  ateto  Obnakv  o< 
SSO  Boab  Btrwt.  San  ftaaelaoow  CMU. 

C.  (M  Tiagl»l«ttnn  an«  spaeUe  MUa  or 
reculanoaa  of  Inlaicwt  to  OOtforala  ficoncw>y. 

D.  (6)  •S.9S3. 

X.  <a)  m;os;  ^7)  •ear:  (»>  •3;»8a. 

A.  Hugh  8.  WilltMnaon,  1631  K  Street  NW-. 
WuhtngtoB,  D.  C. 

B.  4—nrlntlim  o<  American  Sh^  Owners, 
00  Broad  Street.  New  York.  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Leglalatlon  with  reapect  to  marl- 
tlate  BMtUr*  ladudlag  rlvar  and  barbor  Im- 
proveaaenta. 


If.    WUllamaoa.    1000    Shnreham 
Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  J.  B.  WatUns  Co^  Winona.  Minn. 

C.  (3)  Propoaed  RCTenue  Ckxto  ol  1054 
(B.B.8a00). 

A.  John  C.  WUUamson.  1737  K  Street  NW^. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Realtors'  Washington  Committee  of  the 
National  Association  of.  Real  Estate  Boaz!ds, 
1737  K  Street  NW..  WashiDgtcm.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  affecting  the  real- 
catate  Industry. 

D.  («)  34.800. 

S.  (8)  313.50:  (7)  31.038.78:  (8)  312.60:  (9) 
31.067.78;  (10)  3477.62;  (11)  31.546.40. 

A.  Kenneth  WllUamson.  MUls  Building.  17th 
and  Pennsylvania  Avenue  HW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 
B.  American  Hospital  Association.  18  Bast 

Division  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

D.  (6^  32jli6837. 

E.  (9)  $322J«;  (10)  3119.99;  (11)  $142.55. 

A.  James    L.    Wllmeth.    3027    NorUi    Broad 
Street.  Philadelphia.  Pa. 

B.  The  National  Ccuncll  of  the  JuQior 
Order  of  TTnited  American  Mechanics  of  the 
United  States  of  North  America.  Inc. 

C.  (3)  S.  3191  and  H.  R.  8963,  to  make  xin- 
lawfol^  to  alBllate  with  Conmninlst  Party; 
H.  R.  8199  and  H.  R.  8499.  revise  laws  relat- 
ing to  Immigratlcxi,  etc.  (3)  Junior  Am^- 
can. 

D.  (3)   368.65. 

K.  (4)  368.86;  (5)  310;  (9)  368.65;  (10) 
373.50;  (11)  3141. 


A.  B.  Rsymond  Wilson,  104  C  Street  BE.. 
WadilBgton,  D.  C. 
B.  mends    Committee    on    National    Iieg- 
Islatton,  104  C  Street  NE.,  Washington,  £».  C. 


OL  (3>.*    (3)  Waahlngton  Newsletter. 
D.  (6)  31.875. 

■.  (8)  37JVr;  (7)  8371.00:  (9)  3278.96;  (10) 
3893^4;  (11)  8374.10.  J 

A.  ntmk  S.  Wnson,  M.  D.,  1533  L  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Medical  Association.  535 
North  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  AU  bills  relating  to  health  and 
welfare.  1 

D.  (6)  3900.  1 

B.  (7)  3S21.5S:  (9)  3321.55;  (10)  32D8.10; 
(11)  3619.65. 

A.  Everett  T.  Winter,  1978  Railway  Exchange 
Building.  St.  Louis.  Mo. 

B.  Mississippi  Valley  Association.  1978 
Railway  Exchange  Building,  St.  Louis.  Ijlo. 

C.  (2)  Leglalatlon  relating  to  rivet  and 
harbor  maintenance  and  Improvement;  the 
American  Merchant  Marine:  soil  conserva- 
tion; flood  control;  regulation  of  domestic 
transportation. 

D.  (6)  33.750. 

E.  (7)  3558.04;  (9)  3558.04;  (10)  34B2.32; 
(11)  31.040.36.  ■ 

A.  Theodore    Wlprud,    1718    M    Street    NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  The  Medical  Society  of  the  District  of 
ColimibU.  1718  M  Street  NW.,  Washlagton, 
D.  O. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  pertaining  to  the  prac- 
tice of  medicine  and  all  related  services  and 
that  affecting  the  public  health,  including 
extension  of  social  security  Into  the  field  of 
the  practice  of  medicine.  (3)  Medlctd  An- 
nals of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

A.  Wisconsin  Railroad  Association,  122  West 
Washington  Avenue.  Madison,  WlSv 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  railroads  and 
transportation  generally. 

D.  (6)  91,117.94. 

E.  (2)  3593.30;  (7)  3524.64;  (9)  31,117.94; 
(11)   31.117.94. 

A.  Walter    P.    Woodul.    Chronicle    BuDdlng. 
Houston,  Tex. 

B.  Angelina  tt  Neches  River  Railroad  Co., 
Keltys.  Tex.,  et  al.* 

C.  (3)  Generally  legislation  affecting  Texas 
railroads. 

D.  (6)  36.663.23. 

E.  (6)  3147.73;  (7)  31.700.78;  (9)  31.948.51; 
(10)  31.519.83;  (11)  33,368.34;  (15).' 


>Not  printed.     PUed  wltn  Clerk  and  Sec- 
retary. 


A.   Walter   P.   Woodul,    Chronicle  Building, 
Houston,  Tex. 

B.  Humble  Oil  A  Refining  Co.,  Houston. 
Tex. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  that  may  affeft  the  oil 
and  gss  Industry. 

D.  (6)  $873.46. 

E.  (6)     •73.87:     (7)     3850.39:     (9)    3924.26; 

(10)  3759.91;    (11)    31.604.17;    (15).^ 

A.  Albert  Toung  Woodward.  1626  I  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Signal  Oil  &  Oas  Co..  811  West  Seventh 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  Introduced  In  the  Con- 
gress affecting  the  Signal  Oil  A  Qaa  Co.  and 
Its  operations  and  Intn^sts. 

E.  (2)  3526.10;  (6)  3223.48;  (7)  81,687.79: 
(8)  $499.21;  (9)  $2,836.58;  (11)  82,836.58; 
(15).' 

A.  Frank  K.  Woolley.  261  Constitution  Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  Farm  Bureau  Peder3tlon,  231 
North  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  t«glslatlon  affecting  agrloulture.' 

D.  (6)   $2,250. 

E.  (7)  300.25;  (9)  380.25;  (10)  3100.04;  (11) 
$181.29. 

A.  Edward  W.  Wootton.  900  Natldnal  Press 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Wine  Institute,  717  Market  Street,  San 
Francisco.  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  Calif crnla  wine 
and  brandy  industry.' 

A.  Donald    A.    Young.    1615    H    Street    NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
B.  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  V.  S.  A. 

A.  J.  Banks  Young.  1832  M  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  National  Cotton  Council  of  America, 
Post  Ofllce  Box  18,  Memphis,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  The  National  Cotton  CouncU  of 
America  favors  such  action  on  aqy  legisla- 
tion affecting  the  raw  cotton  Industry  as  will 
promote  the  purposes  for  which  t^e  council 
Is  organized. 

D.  (6)  $1,800. 

E.  (7)   $10:    (9)   $40:    (11;    $40. 

A.  O.  David  Zlmrlng,  11  South  La  Salle 
Street,  Chicago.  111.,  and  1001  Connecti- 
cut Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Railroad  latx>r  organizations. 

E.   (6)    327J22;    (9)    327.22:    (10)    31.106.33: 

(11)  31.223.55. 


'  Not  printed, 
retary. 


Filed  wltb  Clerk  and  Sec- 
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REGISTRATIONS 
The  following  registrations  were  submitted  for  the  second  calendar  quarter  1954 : 

(NoTs. — The  form  used  for  registration  is  reproduced  below.  In  the  interest  of  economy,  questions  are  not  repeated,  only 
the  answers  are  printed,  and  are  indicated  by  their  respective  letter  and  number.  Also  for  economy  in  the  Rgcoas.  lengthy 
answers  are  abridged.) 

Fn^  Two  Conxs  Wrra  thz  SacaxTAaT  or  thx  Skkatx  and  Pn.x  TRaxx  Conxs  Wrra  tkk  Clxxk  or  trx  House  or  RxmasBNTATtvis: 

This  page  (page  1)  is  designed  to  supply  Identifying  data;  and  page  2  (on  the  back  of  this  page)  deals  with  financial  data. 

PI.ACE  AN  "X"  Bklow  the  APPsonuATx  LrTTzx  oa  Ficuax  n«  thx  Box  at  thx  Right  or  thx  "Rxport"  Hkadino  Bxlow: 

"Pkkuminaxt"  Rxpokt  ("Registration")  :  TO  "register."  place  an  "X"  below  the  letter  "P"  and  fill  out  page  1  only. 

"QuAKTXBLT"  Rxpoar:  To  Indicate  which  one  of  the  four  calendar  quarters  Is  covered  by  this  Report,  place  an  "X"  below  the  appropriate 
figiire.  Pill  out  both  page  1  and  page  2  and  as  many  additional  pages  as  may  be  required.  The  first  additional  page  should  Da  num- 
bered as  page  "3."  and  the  rest  of  such  pages  should  be  "4."  "5,"  "6."  etc.  Preparation  and  filing  In  accordance  with  Instructions  will 
accomplish  compliance  with  all  quarterly  reporting  requirements  of  the  Act. 


Year:    19. 


REPORT 
PnasuAWT  TO  PxoaaAL  Resuijition  or  Lobbying  Act 


1 

p 

1st 

ad 

Sd 

4th 

( Mark  one  square  only )      ' 

(b) 


Ncm  OH  Itxm  "A". — (a)   Ik  OcKsmAL.     This  "Report"  form  may  be  used  by  either  an  organisation  or  an  Individual,  as  follows: 

(i)    "Employee". — To  file  as  an  "employee",  state  (In  Item  "B ')  the  name,  address,  and  nature  of  business  of  the  "employer".     (If  the 

"employee"  Is  a  firm  [such  as  a  law  firm  or  public  relations  flrm|.  partners  and  salaried  staff  members  of  such  firm  may  Join  In 

filing  a  Report  as  an  "employee".) 
(11)    "Employer". — To  file  as  an  "employer",  write  "None"  In  answer  to  Item  "B". 
Sepaxatx  Reports.    An  agent  or  employee  should  not  attempt  to  combine  his  Report  with  the  employer's  Report: 

(I)  Employers  subject  to  the  Act  must  file  separate  ReporU  and  are  not  relieved  of  this  requirement  merely  because  Reports  are 
filed  by  their  agents  or  emplovees. 

(II)  Employees  subject  to  the  Act  must  file  separate  Reports  and  are  not  relieved  of  this  requirement  merely  because  Reports  are 
filed  by  their  employers. 

OaCANIZATION  oa  iMDlytttJAL  FILING : 

1.  State  name,  address,  and  nature  of  business.  2.  If  this  Report  Is  for  an  Employer,  list  names  or  agents  or  employees 

who  will  file  Reports  for  this  Quarter. 


Note  on  Ithi  "B". — Reports  by  Agents  or  Employees.  An  employee  Is  to  file,  each  quarter,  as  many  Reports  as  he  has  employers,  except 
that:  (a)  If  a  particular  undertaking  Is  Jointly  financed  by  a  group  of  employers,  the  group  Is  to  be  considered  as  one  employer,  but  all 
members  of  the  group  are  to  t>e  named,  and  the  contribution  of  each  member  Is  to  be  specified;  (b)  If  the  work  Is  done  In  the  Intereat  of 
one  person  but  payment  therefor  Is  made  by  another,  a  single  Report — naming  both  persons  as  "employers" — Is  to  be  filed  each  quarter. 

B.  EMPLom. — State  name,  address,  and  nature  of  business.    If  there  Is  no  employer,  write  "None." 


Note  on  Ite**  "C". —  (a)  The  expre«lon  "In  connection  with  legislative  InteresU."  as  used  In  this  Rer>ort.  means  "In  connection  with 
attempting,  directly  or  Indirectly,  to  Infiuence  the  passage  or  defeat  of  legislation."  "The  term  legislation'  means  bills,  resolutions,  amend- 
ments, nominations,  and  other  matters  pending  or  proposed  In  either  House  of  Congress,  and  Includes  any  other  matter  which  may  be  the 

Bubjectof  action  by  either  House"— J  302  (e).  .  ,   ^,  ,^     .        .....    .w    ,   w.„. 

(b)  Before  undertaking  any  actlvlUes  In  connection  with  legUlatlve  InteresU,  organizations , and  Individuals  subject  to  the  Lobbying 
Act  are  required  to  file  a  "Preliminary"  Report  (Registration). 

(CI  After  beginning  such  activities,  they  must  file  a  "Quarterly"  Report  at  the  end  of  each  calendar  quarter  in  wbtcb  they  bave  either 
received  or  expended  anything  of  value  In  connection  with  legislative  Interests. 

C.  Legislative  iNTiuaTs.  and  Pubucations  In  connection  therewith: 


1 


1.  state  approximately  how  long  legisla- 
tive interests  are  to  continue.  If  receipts 
and  exp>endltures  in  connection  with 
legislative    Interests    have    terminated, 

place  an  "X"  In  the  box  at  the 
left,  so  that  this  Office  will  no 
longer  expect  to  receive  Reports. 

I  (Answer  Items  1,  2,  and  3  In  the  space  below 


2.  state  the  general  legislative  interests  of 
tbe  person  filing  and  set  fortn  tbe  specific 
legislative  Interests  by  reciting:  (a)  Short 
titles  of  sUtutes  and  bills;  (b)  House  and 
Senate  numbers  of  bills,  where  known;  (c) 
citations  of  statutes,  where  known:  (d) 
whether  for  or  against  such  statutes  and 
bills. 


3.  In  the  case  of  those  publications  whleh  the 
p>erHon  tiling  has  caused  to  be  lasiiad  or  dis- 
tributed, in  connection  wltb  legislative  In- 
terests, set  forth:  (a)  Description,  (b)  quan> 
tlty  distributed;  (c)  date  of  dlstrtbution,  {d) 
name  of  printer  or  publisher  (If  publications 
were  paid  for  by  person  flllz>g)  or  name  of 
donor  (IT  publications  were  received  as  a 
gHt). 


Attach  additional  pages  If  more  space  Is  needed) 


4  If  this  Is  a  "Preliminary"  Report  (R^lstratlon)  rather  than  a  "Quarterly"  Report,  state  below  what  Uie  natiu*  and  amount  of  antld- 
pated  expenses  will  be  and  if  for  an  agent  or  employee,  state  also  what  the  daUy.  monthly,  or  annual  rate  of  compensation  Is  to  be. 
If  this  is  a  "Quarterly"  Report,  disregard  this  Item  "C4"  and  fiU  out  item  "D"  and  "E"  on  the  biuik  of  this  page.  Do  not  attempt  to 
combine  a  "PrellmUiary"  Report  (ReglstraUon)  with  a  "Quarterly"  Report. <  ;«-^ 
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A.  AnMrleui  SupcrpluMi^luit*  XiMtl«ute»  Fort 

Ofllee  Box  906.  Alotandrte.  Va. 

C.   (3)    Iioslslatlon  wUcH  wUl  affect  tlM 

broad  pbaaa*  (tf  •grteultnre  and  Um  w»U- 

feittv  «(  ftd  «op«pftoipbAtt  maortrf  J   <4) 

tgwiii'  MdacT.  (BUMM  pir  ■nwiia;  aliilel« 
patod  expanses  mot  to  exceed  9800. 


Boolst  Oommittee  for  9nbUe 

AffalzB.  1737  H  Street  NW..  WMhlngton. 

D.  C. 

C.  (3)  The  mutual-security  prosraiai    (4) 

galartes  and  publications  eetlmated  at  •10.- 

000. 

A.  JoM  Bartow.  Walter  Slowlnskl,  and  Walker 
Winter.  701  Union  ttust  Bonding.  Waah- 
tncton.  D.  C. 

B.  Xastem  Corp..  Bangor,  Maine. 

C.  (3)'  Tbe  general  leglalatlTe  Interests 
coneem  the  current  revenue  revlalon. 

A.  P.  W.  H.  Beauehamp.  at  OTarrell  Street. 
San  VkuneiBco,  Calif. 

B.  Transportation  Association  of  America^ 
130  North  WeUs  Street.  Chicago.  Dl. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  having  anything  to  do 
With  transportation.  (4)  $12,000  yearly  sal- 
ary and  eoq^enses  Incurred  In  connectloa!,  with 
Bsobctatlon  business.  jj    ' 

A.  Fleming  Bomar  and  Robert  J.  Bird.  306 
Southern  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Community  Services,  Inc.,  OranltCfvllle. 

C.  (3)  H.  B.  9388. 

A.  Richard  Fyfe  Boyce.  Boute  1,  Box  284. 
Alexandria,  Va. 

B.  Diplomatic  and  consular  oOoer*.  retired. 
S816  Httntlngton  Street  NW..  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (3)  XiSgldatlon  affecting  the  foreign 
aervloa  and  its  active  and  retired  personnel. 

A.  Boykln  A  DeFranels.  Shoreham  Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Studlengesellschaf t  fur  Privatrechtllche 
Auslandslnteressen  E.  V..  Contrescarpe  40, 
Bremen.  Germany. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  all  bills  affecting  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act. 

A.  BOmer  I*.  Brlnkley,  744  Jackson  Place  NW.. 
Wsshlngton,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Council  of  Fanner  Coopera- 
tives. 744  Jackson  Place  NW..  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (4)  Annual  rate  of  compensation, 
•20.000. 

A.  Derek  Brooks,  5700  Franklin  Avenue,  Falls 
Church.  Va. 

B.  New  York  Board  of  Trade,  International 
Trade  Section,  391  Broadway,  New  York.  N.  T. 

C.  (3)  Ouarantlea  against  the  risk  of  non- 
payment by  foreign  debtors  due  to  currency 
Inconvertibility,  exchange  transfer  block, 
and  other  noncommercial  hazards.  (4) 
•42.50  per  diem,  plus  expenses. 

A.  Brown.  Lund  A  Fitzgerald,  900  F  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  American  and  Foreign  Power  Co.,i  Inc., 
3  Rector  Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Revenue  Act  of  1954. 


A. 


Woodward 


Henry    H.    Brylawskl,    1109 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  District  of  Columbia  Business  Practices 
Council,  1109  Woodward  Building,  Washing- 
ton. D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  business- 
men in  the  District  of  Columbia.  (4)  Ordi- 
nary office  expenses;  compensation.  $200  per 
month. 

A.    Francis    J.    Buckley,    2423    West   Secpnd 
Street,  Chester,  Pa. 
B.   Ross-Meehan   Foundries,    1601    Carter 
Street,  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 


O.  (3)  Ooatteuatkm  of  broad  production 
base  policy  for  defense  materieL  (4)  Ap- 
proximately 91.000. 

A.  jrustlco  M.  Chambers,  2517  Com|ectlcut 
Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  M.  Golodetz  &  Co.,  120  Wall  Street,  New 
York,  N.  T. 

C.  (3)  Congreeslonal  acUvlty  In  the  devel- 
opment of  the  strategic  stockpiling  program 
of  the  United  States.  > 

A.  Warren    A.    Clohlsy,    1500    Massaohuaetts 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  If  all  Order  Association  of  America.  1500 
Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (3)  Postal  legislation  bills  affecting  the 
mail-order  business,  both  as  to  ma^l-order 
companies  and  tbelr  customers. 


iidl 


A.  Committee  for  Collective  Security.  W)  John 
Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 
C.  (2).'     (3).'     (4)    approximately  •1.000, 


A.  Committee  on  Foreign  Trade  Education, 
Inc.,    Building    A.   Room    801,    2t0    Park 
Avenue,  New  York.  N.  Y. 
C.    (2)    Legislation  affecting  Import  and 

export  trade  of  United  States.     (3)    COFTE 

News.      (4)    Anticipated   expenses  would  be 

•107  per  montb. 

A.  Conunlttee  tta  the  Return  of  Confiscated 
German   and   Japanese   Property,   1013 
18th  street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 
C.  (2)  It  Is  the  purpose  of  this  committee 
to  support  the  sanctity  of  private  property 
in  International  relations,  and   hence  It   is 
promoting  the  amendment  of  the  Trading 
With  tbe  Xnemy  Act  to  authorize  the  re- 
turn of  Oerman  and  Japanese  property  con- 
flacated   by   tbe   Oovernment   of    the   XTnlted 
states.     (4)  91300  per  month.  1 

A.  Conference  on  State  Defense.  Ill  Eighth 
Avenue,  New  York.  N.  Y. 
C.   <2)   Opposition  to  Federal   taxation  of 
State  and   local  government   bond  Interest. 
(4)  ^1,000  per  annum. 

A.  Cotton,  Brenner  A  Wrlgley.  225  Broadway, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  Martin  Aloysliis  Madden.  27  west  96th 
Street.  Hew  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)   For  the  relief  of  Martin  ^loysius 
Madden. 


r 


A.  Dr.  Edwin  L.  Crosby,  18  East  Division 
Street.  Chicago.  HI. 

B.  American  Hospital  Association.  IB  East 
Division  Street.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  hospltlls.    (4) 
Annual  rate  of  salary.  ascOOO.  I 

A.  Charles  W.  Davis,  1  North  La  Salle  Street. 
Cblcago.  lU. 

.  B.  Chicago  Bridge  &  Iron  Co..  1305  West 
l»5th  Street,  Chicago,  HI. 

.  C.  (2)  Proposed  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954,  relating  to  the  tax  treatment  of  in- 
come derived  from  foreign  sources. 


A.  Waters  8.   Davis.  Jr..  League   City,  Tex. 

B.  The  National  Association  ot  Soil  Con- 
serration  Distnets,  League  Olty,  Vex. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests  wilt  be  exdu- 
Blvely  thoee  of  my  employvr  as  sMted  In  ita 
preliminary  report.  (4)  Antidplited  travel 
exf>enses  for  legislative  purpoaea.  i9660. 

A.  M.   DeTar.  Suite   1131,    1001   Connscttctit 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Oil  Jobbers  Council.  Suite  70S, 
Ferguson  Building.  Springfield,  til. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  which  would  restrict  im- 
portation of  crude  oil  and/or  petroleum  prod^ 
ucts.  and  establish  a  national  fuels  policy. 
(4)  Expenses  estimated  at  %\,bOQi 

A.  District  of   Columbia   Business  Practices 
Council.  1100  Woodward  Building.  Wash- 
ington. D.  J. 
C.   (2)    Legislation,  affecting  businessmen 
In  the  District  of  Columbia.     (4)   Salary  of 
executive  secretary  and  expenses. 


A.  Charles  W.  Davis,  1  North  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  HI. 

B.  The  Copley  Press,  Inc.,  428  Downer 
Place.  Aurora.  Dl. 

C.  (2)  Provisions  of  1954  revenve  revi- 
sion bill  relating  to  corporate  distributions 
and  adjustments,  including  corporate  liqui- 
dations, j 

A.  Charles  W.  Davis,  1  North  La  Salle  Street. 
Chicago,  ni. 

B.  The  Singer  Manufacturing  Co.,  149 
Broadway.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954,  relating  to  the  tax  treatment  of  in- 
come derived  from  foreign  sovu'ces. 

>Not  printed.  Filed  with  Clerk  and 
Secretary. 


A.  Eastern    Corp.,    Bangor.   Maine. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  interests  concern  the 
current  revenue  revision. 

A.  A.  J.  Edgar.  1601  Carter  Street,  Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn. 

B.  Ross-Meehan  Foundries,  1601  Carter 
Street.  Chattanooga.  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  Continuation  of  broad  production 
base  policy  for  defense  materlll.  (4)  Ap- 
proximately ai.ooo.  I 

A.  Newell  W.  Ellison.  701  Union  Trust  Bulld- 
irg,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Empire  Zinc  Division,  the  Kew  Jersey 
Zinc  Co.,  Oilman,  Colo. 

C.  (2)  S.  3344  and  H.  R.  8898 — bills  to 
amend  the  mineral  leasing  laws  to  provida 
for  multiple  mineral  development  of  the 
same  tracts  of  the  public  lands,  aAd  for  other 
purposes. 

A.  Emergency  Committee  on  Natural  Re- 
sources, 700  Wire  Building.  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Conservation  of  natural  Resources. 


A.  Charles  J.  Fain,  1303  New  Hampshire  Av- 
enue NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Rural  Electric  Cooperative  As- 
sociation, 1303  New  Hampshire  Avenue  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  rural  electri- 
fication programs.    (4)  910,000  amiual  salary. 

A.  Forest  Conservation  Society  of  America, 
2144  P  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 
C.   (2)   Forest  conservation. 


A.  Fowler.  Leva,  Hawes  tt  Symington.  1701  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Waterways  Council  Opposed  to  Regula- 
tion Extension,  21  West  Street.  New  York. 
N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  related  to  extension  ot 
regulation  to  bulk  carriers  on  waterways. 
(4)  Compensation  based  on  time  spent, 
minimum  •3,500,  maximum  •10,000  and  ex- 
penses. 

A.  Nolen  J.  Fuqua,  Duncan,  Olcla. 

B.  Tbe  National  Association  of  Soil  Con- 
servation Districts,  League  City.  Tex. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  Interests  will  be  exclu- 
sively those  of  my  employer  as  stated  in  Its 
preliminary  repoTt.  (4)  Anticipated  travel 
exi>enses   for   legislative   purposes,   9550. 

A.  Daniel  B.  Goldberg,  111  Eighth  Avenue. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

B.  Conference  on  State  Defense,  ill  Eighth 
Avenue.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Opposition  to  Federal  taxation  of 
State  and  local  government  bond  interest. 
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A.  Charles  A.  Grant.  1460  Broadway,  Mew 
York.  N.  Y. 

B.  SUk  and  Ragron  Printers  and  Dyers  Asso- 
ciation of  America,  Inc.  14M  Broadway,  New 

York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Seeks  legislation  creating  a  regula- 
tory commission.  (4)  RegiUar  aalary  and 
expenses. 

A.  Paul  S.  Green,  1737  H  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  American  Zionist  Committee  for  Public 
Affairs.  1737  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  The  mutual  aecurlty  program.  (4) 
Compensation  alt  the  rate  of  SSOO  a  month. 

A.  John  H.  Ounn,  Boatmen's  Bank  Building. 
St.  Louis.  Mo. 

B.  Transportation  Association  of  America. 
130  North  Wells  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  having  anything  to  do 
with  trsnsporUtlon.  (4)  •7.800  yearly  sal- 
ary and  reimbursement  of  actual  expenses 
incurred. 

A.  HardtMard  Association.  30  North  LaSalls 
Street,  Chicago,  111. 
C.  (2)  Legislation  that  would  change  the 
classification  of  hardboard  tariffwise.  protec- 
tion against  dumping  and  increased  imports. 
(A)   Estimated  expenses  •3.000. 

A.  Bernard  C.  Barter.  5402  Albemarle  Street. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B  Dr.  A.  B.  Baker,  chairman,  the  Commit- 
tee for  Research  in  Neurological  Disorders, 
University  Hospital.  University  of  Minnesota. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

C.  (2)  Appropriation  bills  In  House  and 
Senate  on  neurological  research.  (4)  Annual 
compensation,  •7.500  and  travel  expenses. 


A  Patrick  B  Healy.  1731  I  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B  National  Milk  Producers  Federation. 
1731  I  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect  milk 
producers  or  the  cooperatives  through  which 
they  act  together  to  process  and  market  their 
milk  (4)  Salary  of  •lO.OOO  per  annum  and 
expenses. 

A.  George  R.  Heldrlch.  Charles  Town.  W.  Va. 

B.  The  National  Association  of  Soil  Con- 
servation Districts,  League  City.  Tex. 

C.  (2i  Legislative  Interests  will  be  exclu- 
sively those  of  my  employer  as  stated  in  ita 
preliminary  report.  (4)  Anticipated  travel 
expenses  for  legislative  purposes.  9400. 


A.  ftank   a.   Johnaon.   82S    Dupont    Circle 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C.  and  K^e, 


B.  National  Congress  of  American  Indiana, 
•3S  Dupont  Circle  BuUdlng,  Washington. 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  Indians,  Indian 
tribes,  bands,  mr  groups  in  the  United  States 
and  Alaska.  (3)  The  Washington  Bulletin. 
(4)  •OS  per  week. 

A  Reuben  L.  Johnson.  Jr. 

B.  Farmers  Educational  and  Cooperative 
Union  of  America.  1417  California  Street. 
Denver.  Colo.,  and  1404  New  York  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  on  matters  of  interest 
to  the  National  Farmers  Union.  (4)  ^5,400 
per  annum,  all  expenses  incurred  by  me  are 
paid  by  tbe  National  Farmers  Union. 

A.  PhUlIp   E.   Jones.    1001    Tower    Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  United  States  Beet  Sugar  Association. 
lOOi  Tower  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Interested  in  any  legislation  affect- 
ing sugar.  (4)  •17,000  annual  salary  plus 
expenses. 

A.  James  P.  Kem,  1625  K  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Conference  for  Inland  Waterways  Dry- 
Bulk  Regulation.  402  Commonwealth  Build- 
ing. Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislative  interest  Is  to  bring 
about  an  amendment  of  section  303  (b)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

A.  James  P.  Kem.  1625  K  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Field  Enterprises — Educational  Division, 
Merchandise  Mart  Plaza,  Chicago,  III. 

C.  (2)  To  obtain  change  in  tax  treatment 
for  taxpayers  electing  to  use  the  Installment 
method  of  accounting. 

A.  James  P.  Kem.  1625  K  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Field  Foundation.  Inc..  135  South  La- 
Salle  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  To  obtain  amendment  in  proposed 
tax  law  affecting  real-estate  holdings  of  char- 
itable organizations. 


A.  Samuel  H.  Home,  Munsey  Building.  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Chicago  Bridge  A  Iron  Co.,  1305  West 
lOdih  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954. 

A.  Samuel  H.  Home.  Munsey  Building,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  The    Singer    Manufacturing    Co..    149 
Broadway.  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2;    Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954. 

A.  Samuel  H.  Home,  Munsey  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Underwriters  Service  Corp.,  Uerldlan, 

Miss. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954.  I 

A  Kenneth    V,    Hurley,    2700    16th    Street 
South,  Arlington,  Va. 
C.  (2)  Tax  and  finance. 

A.  Whitney  W.  Orona,  Post  OOce  Box  48,  Sea- 
brook,  Ifd. 
C.  (2>  Any  leglalation  which  may  affect, 
directly  or  indirectly,  the  value  of  my  per- 
sonal investment  in  railroad  aecurltica. 
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A.  Rowland  F.  Kirka.  1028  17Ui  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National    Automobile    Dealers    Asaocla- 
tlon,  10a«  17th  Strwt  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any     legislaUon     aSectlnf    retail 
automobile  and  truck  dealers. 


A.  Edith  C.  Krogh.   130  North  WelU  Street. 
Chicago.  lU. 

B.  Transportation  Association  of  America. 
ISO  North  Wells  Street.  Chicago,  m. 

C.  (2)  Leglslstlon  having  anything  to  do 
with  transportation.  (4)  99.200  yearly  sal- 
ary; reinabursement  of  actual  expenses 
incurred. 

A.  Dlllard  B.  Lasseter,  Chery  Chaae  Club. 
Chevy  Chase,  Md. 

B.  Organization  of  Professional  Employees 
of  the  United  States  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, Post  Office  Box  381,  Waahlngton, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  to  enable  Federal  em- 
ployees to  qualify  for  United  States  civil 
service  retirement  service  credit  for  time  for- 
merly spent  working  in  Federal-State  pro- 
grams, such  as  H.  R.  1553.  (4)  9500,  to  in- 
clude all  expenses  Incvured  by  me. 

A.  Leon  B.  Lent.   14th   and  F  Streets  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Federal  Retirement  Protective  Associa- 
tion, room  1147.  National  Press  BuUdlng.  14th 
and  F  Streets  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  retirement  in- 
terests of  Federal  employeea.  (S)  •aoo  per 
month. 

A.  Walter   Llchtenstein.    105   West   Madison 
Street.  Chicago,  111. 
B.   Gardner   k.  Jones.   105   West  Madison 
Street,  Chicago,  111. 


A.  Norman  M.  Llttell.    1826  Jefferson   Place 
NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Wade  Crawford  and  11  associated  Klam- 
ath Indians.' 

C.  (2)    H.  R.  7320  and  S.  2745.     (4)  Com- 
pensation ai.lOO  pliu  expenses. 


A.  James  P.  Kem,  1625  K  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  Johnston,  Lemon  *  Co.,  Southern 
Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  The  legislative  interest  is  opposition 
to  R.  R.  3998. 

A.  I.  L.  Kenen.  1737  H  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  American  Zionist  Committee  for  Pub- 
lic Affairs,  1737  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

C.  (2)  The  mutual  security  program.  (4) 
•1,106.66  a  month. 

A.  John  A.  Kllllck.  Hotel  Statler.  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  and  740  11th  Street  NW.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Eastern  Meat  Packers  Association,  Hotel 
Statler,  New  York.  N.  Y..  and  740  11th  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  General  interest  in  legislation  af- 
fecting meat-packing  Industry.  (4)  •35.  esti- 
mated for  legislature  purposes. 

A.  Joseph  William  Klnghome.  1365  Iris 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Broiler  Aaaodation.  Inc..  77 
West  Washington  Street,  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (S)  La«lslatlon  that  may  tend  to  affect 
the  production  and/or  marketing  ol  com- 
mercial iHXiUen.  (4)  Annual  salary  Is  ^1,200 
plus  incidental  office  expense. 


A.  Leonard  Lopez,  1029  Vermont  Avenue  NW, 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  District  Lodge  No.  44.  International  As- 
sociation of  Machinists.  1029  Vermont  Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

A.  Lucas  &  Thomas.  1025  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Mobile  Homes  Man\ifacturera  Associa- 
tion, 20  North  Wacker  Drive.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  General  legislation  affecting  mobile 
homes.  (4)  Comp>ensation  •l.OOO  per  quar- 
ter and  •ZOO  expenses. 

A.  Roy    M.    Lynnes,    77    West    Washington 
Street.  Chicago,  HI. 

B.  National  Broiler  Association.  Inc.,  77 
West  Washington  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Interested  In  any  legislation  that 
may  tend  to  affect  the  production  and/or 
marketing  of  commercial  broilers.  (4)  An- 
nual salary  91,200. 

A.  Charles  T.  McGavln,  711  14th  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Parking  Association.  Inc..  711 
14th  street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Oppoaed  to  encroachawnt  of  Oov- 
ernment into  field  of  private  enterprlae.  (4) 
•4  per  hour. 

A.  ElUs  W.  Manning,    1625  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
B.  SheU  OU  Co.,  50  West  50th  Street.  Mew 
York.  N.  Y. 


H 


>  Not    printed. 

Secretary. 


FUed    with    Clerk    and 
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O.  (3)  PropoMd  rerislon  of  sectlain  BOl 
(e)  at  H.  B.  8300. 

A.  mis  W.  Ibnning,  182S  K  Street  NW.. 
Wadtilngton,  D.  C. 

B.  SheU  OU  Co..  50  West  60th  Street.  New 
Tork,  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  Senate  amendment  to  sec- 
tion 403  (c)   (3)  of  H.  B.  8300. 

A.  KUis  W.  Manning.  1025  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Oeneral  Ifbtors  Corp..  Detroit,  Mich. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  revision  of  seetlon  861  (a) 
(1)  of  H.  R.  8300. 

A.  XUls  W.  Manning.  1625  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  General  Motors  Corp.,  Detroit,  Mich. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  revision  of  section  1035  of 
H.B.8300.  I 

A.  Miller  ft  Chevalier.  1001  Connecticut 
Avenue,  Washington,  D.  C.  1 

B.  AOllated  Oas  Bqiilpment,  Inc.. '  17877 
St.  Clair  Avenue.  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

C.  (2)  Affiliated  Is  Interested  in  provisions 
of  H.  R.  8300  having  to  do  with  restricted 
stock  options. 

A.  Miller  ft  Chevalier,  1001  Connecitlcut 
Avenue.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Sears,  Roebuck  ft  Co.,  Homan  ft  Artblng- 
ton,  ChicaRo.  m. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  8300.  having  to  do  with 
pension  and  profit-sharing  trusts,  deduction 
for  dividends  received,  and  Income  from  re- 
tall  estahUshments  in  foreign  coimtries. 

A.  Miller  ft  Chevalier,  1001  Connedticut 
Avenue.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Toung  &  Rublcam,  Inc..  286  Madison 
Avenue,  New  Tork,  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Interest  is  in  the  enactment  of 
R.  R.  6339,  a  bill  to  amend  section  469  (d)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

A.  Miller  ft  Chevalier,  lOOl  Connecticut 
Avenue,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Sierra  Talc  &  Clay  Co..  Post  Office 
Box  390,  South  Pasadena,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  8300.  covering  percentage 
depletion. 

A.  Joseph  L.  Miller,  1025  Connecticut  Avenue. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
C.  (2)  All  Federal  legislation  of  comcem 
to  the  northern  textile  industry.     (4)  $1,500 
fees;  $150  expenses. 

A.  Seymour  S.  Mintz.  William  T.  Plumb,  Jr., 
and  Robert  K.  Elfler,  810  Colorado  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  John  H.  DavlB  et  al..  Seattle,  Wash, 

C.  (2)  Revision  of  the  proposed  Infernal 
Revenue  Code  of  1964  (H.  R.  8300). 

A.  Seymour  S.  Mintz,  William  T.  Plumb,  Jr.. 
and  Robert  K.  Elfler,  810  Colorado  Build- 
ing, Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Hughes  Tool  Co..  Houston,  Tex. 

C.  (2)  Revision  of  proposed  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code  of  1964  (H.  R.  8300). 

A.  Mobile  Homes  Manufacturers  Association. 
20  North  Wacker  Drive,  Clilcago.  nii 
C.  (2)  Housing  Act  of  1954,  as  well  as  all 
legislative  measures  affecting  mobile  homes. 
(4)   anticipated  expenses  $6,000.  ^ 

___  11 

A.  Douglas  a.  Mode.  705  Ring  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Bridgeport  Brass  Co..  Bridgeport.  Conn. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  providing  for  continua- 
tion of  the  suspension  of  certain  import  taxes 
on  copper;  (4)  annual  compensation  and 
expenses  $3,000. 


A.  Albert  H.  MonaceUl.  161  East  42«  Street. 
New  York,  N.  T. 

B.  Stockholders  of  Bessemer  Secxirltles 
Corp.,  466  East  67th  Street,  New  York,  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  H.  B.  8300  (Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954).  j 

A.  Francis  A.  Mulhern,  111  8th  Avedue,  New 
York  City,  N.  Y. 

B.  Conference  on  State  Defense,  111  8th 
Avenue,  New  York  City,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  OppoBltlon  to  Federal  taxation  of 
State  and  local  bond  Interest. 

A.  Andrew  P.  M\irpky,  Jr.,  1028  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  National  Association  of  Home  Builders 
of  the  United  States,  1028  Connecticut  Ave- 
nue NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Oenerslly  Interested  in  legislation 
affecting  construction  and  housing.  (4) 
Annual  salary  $9,000,  expenses  about  $20  per 
month.  j 

A.  National  Association  of  Soil  Conservation 
District,  League  City.  Tex. 
C.   (2)  National  legislation  relating  to  the 
soil  resources  of  the  Nation. 

A.  National   Congress   of   American   Indians, 

Dupont     Circle     Building,      Room     823, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  This  association  is  Interested  in  all 

legislation  affecting  Indians,  Indian  tribes, 

bands,  or  groups  in  the  United  States  and 

Alaska.     (3)    The  Washington  Bulletin. 


A.  National  Council  of  Salesmen's  Organi- 
zations, Inc.,  80  West  40th  Street.  New 
York.  N.  Y. 
C.   (2)    General   legislation   of  Interest   to 
wholesale    salesmen    Including    Federal    in- 
come  tax.    Jenkins-Keogh    bill,    H.    R.    6483. 
(4)  $500  per  year. 

A.  National  Federation  of  Post  OfBce  Motor 
Vehicle  Employees,  412  5th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 
C.   (2)    All  legislation  of  interest  to  post 

office  motor  vehicle  employees. 

A.  National  Wool  Growers  Association,  414 
Pacific  National  Life  Building,  Salt  Lake 
City.  Utah. 
C.   (2)   S.  2911  and  H.  R.  7775.  Wool  Act: 

S.  2313.  to  Include  grease  wool   under  the 

Commodity  Exchange  Act;  S.  2548  and  H.  R. 

6787,  grazing  bill;   S.  2862.  McCarran  labor 

bill. 

A.  NordllngeEj^Riegelman,  Benetar  ft  Char- 
ney.  420^«xington  Avenue.  Ntw  York. 

B.  Silk  and  Rayon  Printers  and  I>yers  As- 
sociation of  America.  Inc.,  1450  Broadway, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Enactment  of  a  law  creating  regu- 
latory commission. 

A.  Nordlinger,  Riegelman,  Benetar  "si  Char- 
ney,  420  Lexington  Avenue,  Ntw  York. 
N.  Y. 

B.  Webb  ft  Knapp,  Inc.,  383  Madison  Ave- 
nue, New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Redevelopment  of  southwest  sec- 
tion of  Washington,  D.  C. 

A.  Prank  Norton.  Mercantile  aecuritles 
Building.  Dallas.  Tex. 

B.  Transportation  Association  of  Amer- 
ica. 130  North  Wells  Street.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  I  am  Interested  in  all  legislation 
having  anything  to  do  with  transportation. 
(4)  $9,600  yearly  salary.  i 

A.  James  L.  Cakes,  139  Main  Street.  Brattle- 
boro.  Vt. 
B.  Edgar    C.    Salvesen.    2    Country    Hill, 
Brattleboro,  Vt. 


C.  (2)  To  prevent  prejudice  to  persons 
currently  receiving  social  security  benefits 
who  are  now  In  noncovered  employment. 
(4)   Total  compensation  not  in  excess  of 

$100. 

A.  Herbert  R.  O'Conor,  MathlesOn  Building, 
Baltimore,  Md. 

B.  Worthington  CcHix)ratlon,  8  Park  Ave- 
nue. New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  H.  R.  8300,  tax  revision  legislation. 

A.  Herbert  R.  O'Conor,  Jr.,  10  tight  Street, 
Baltimore,  Md. 

B.  National  Automobile  Dealers  Associa- 
tion, 1026  17th  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  aimed  at  enabling 
automobile  manufacturers  and  their  auth- 
orized dealers  to  enter  Into  legal  agreements 
prohibiting  the  sale  of  new  motor  vehicles 
by  authorized  dealers  to  unauthorized  per- 
sons for  resale  to  customers  and  Include  in 
their  selling  agreements  with  their  author- 
ized dealers  legally  enforceable  exclusive  rep- 
resentation provisions.  (4)  $1,250  per  quar- 
ter. 

A.  Alvin  E.  Oliver.  600  Ribbs  Building.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

B.  Grain  and  Feed  Dealers  National  Asso- 
ciation. 100  Merchants  Exchange  Building, 
St.  Louis.  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  tKe  grain  and 
feed  trade. 


A.  Robert  Oliver,  718  Jackson  Place  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations. 
718   Jackson   Place  NW..   Washington.  D.   C. 

C.  (2)  Support  all  legislation  favorable  to 
the  national  i>eace.  security,  democracy, 
prosfierity.  and  general  welfare;  oppose  legis- 
lation detrimental  to  these  objectives. 

A.  Robert  S.  Palmer.  203  State  Office  Build- 
ing, Denver,  Colo. 

B.  Colorado  Plateau  Uranium  Committee. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  mining  In  gen- 
eral and  lu-anium  in  particular, 

A.  Lovell     H.     Parker.     Colorado     Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
C.  (2)  Tax  legislation  with  respect  to  ex- 
cise tax  on  automobile  accessoiles. 

A.  Parker,  Mtlllken  &  Kohlmeler,  650  South 
Spring  Street,   Los   Angeles.   Calif. 

B.  The  Farmers  ft  Merchants  National 
Bank  of  Los  Angeles,  as  trustee  of  the  Mary 
Paula  Ball  Trust,  Fourth  and  Main  Streets. 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

C.  (2)  To  establish  the  value  at  the  dste 
of  death  of  Mary  Paula  Ball,  deceased,  as  the 
income-tax  basis  for  certain  property  In- 
cluded in  the  estate  of  said  decedent  for  Fed- 
eral estate  tax.  (4)  $10,000  compensation, 
plus  $1,000  estimated  expenses. 

A.  Paul,  Weiss.  Rlfklnd.  Wharton  ft  Gar- 
rison, 1614  I  Street  NW..  Washington, 
D.  C. 

B.  Field  Enterprises — Educational  Divi- 
sion. Merchandise   Mart  Plaza.   Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  To  obtain  change  In  tix  treatment 
for  taxpayers  electing  to  use  the  Installment 
method  of  accounting. 


A.  Paul,  Weiss.  Rlfklnd.  Wharton  ft  Gar- 
rison. 1614  I  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

B.  Field  Foundation.  Inc.,  135  South  La 
Salle  Street.  Chicago.  111. 

C.  (2)  To  obtain  amendment  In  proposed 
tax  law  affecting  real-estate  holdings  of  char* 
Itable  organizations. 
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A.  Paul.  Weiss.  Rlfklnd.  Wharton  ft  Gar- 
rison, 57S  Madison  Avenue,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 

B.  Fifty  Broadway  Building.  Inc..  50 
Broadway.  New  York.  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Representation  In  connection  with 
obtaining  an  ami-ndment  to  proposed  pro- 
visions In  H.  R.  8300  with  respect  to  corpo- 
rate liquidation. 

A   Paul.   Weiss.    Rlfklnd.    Wharton   ft   Gar- 
rison.   1614   I   Street   NW..   Washington. 
D.  C. 
B   The  Sixty  Trust.  1109  HoeplUl  Trust 
Building,  Providence.  R.  I. 

C.  (2)  To  obtain  amendment  in  proposed 
tax  law  affecting  Investments  of  pension 
and  profit-sharing  trusts. 


A.  Catherine  A.  Pearce.  130  North  Wells 
Street.  Chicai^.  III. 

B.  Transportation  Association  of  America, 
130  North  Wells  Street.  Chicago.  111. 

C  (2)  Leglslatiion  having  anything  to  do 
with  transportation.  (4)  $5,100  yearly  sal- 
ary, plus  actual  expensas. 


A.  Mrs  Helen  L.  Peterson.  823  Dupont  Circle 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B  National  Congress  of  American  Indians. 
823  Dupont  Circle  Building.  Washington. 
D   C. 

C.  (2)  I  sm  Interested  In  all  legislation 
affecting  Indians,  Indian  tribes,  bands,  or 
f^roups  in  the  United  States  and  Alaska.  (3) 
The  Washington  Bulletin.  (4)  $600  per 
month. 


A.  J.  Hardin  Peterson.  Lakeland.  Fla. 

B  Tomoka  Land  Co.,  8-10  West  Center 
Street,  Sebring.  Fla. 

C  (2)  For  modification  of  section  1237. 
H  R  8300.  making  same  applicable  to  cor- 
porations on  lands  held  more  than  10  years 
and  for  similar  legislation.  (4)  $500  retainer, 
plus  expenses. 


C.  (2)  Continuation  of  broad  production 
base  policy  for  defense  materlaL  (4)  Approxi- 
mately $2,000. 

A.  G.  A.  Robinson.   1630   18th  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  National  Clay  Pipe  Manufacturers.  Inc.. 
1520  18th  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  affecting  business, 
particularly  public  health  and  sanitation. 
(4)  Expenses  of  less  than  $200  a  month. 

A.  Robert  Kmmet  Rodes,  34  West  65th  Street, 
New  Tork.  N.  Y. 
C.   (2)      Enforcement     of     United     States 
treaties   with   Morocco. 

A.  W.    Crosby    Roper,    Jr..    701    Union   Trust 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Empire  Zinc  Division,  the  New  Jersey 
Zinc  Co.,  Oilman.  Colo. 

C.  (2)  8.  3344  and  H  R.  8896.  bills  to 
amend  the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

A.   Roas-Meehan      Foundries.      Chattanooga, 
Tenn. 
C.   (2)    Continuation  of  broad  production 
base  policy  for  defense  materiel.    (4)  Approx- 
imately $5,000. 


A.  J.  Hardin  Peterson.  Cochrane  Building, 
Lakeland.  Fla. 

B  West  Coast  Inland  Navigation  DUtrict. 
Court  House.  Bradenton,  Fla. 

C  (2)  Any  river  and  harbor  bill  affecting 
the  Intercoastal  West  Coast  Waterway,  ita 
rlifbt-of-waya,  and  appropriations  therefor; 
for  authorization  of  alternate  route  and  for 
appropriations  therefor.  (4)  $200  per 
month. 

A.  Percy  W.  Phillips  and  Robert  J.  Bird.  306 
Southern  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  The  Minot  Mercantile  Corp..  care  of 
Equitable  Trust  Co..  Wilmington,  Del. 

C.  (2)    H.  R.  8300. 

A.  Radner,  Zito.  Kiomlners  ft  Fort.  520  Tower 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B  Pacific  Far  East  Line.  Inc.,  141  Battery 
Street.  San  Francisco.  Calif. 

C  (2)  Legislation  authorizing  Federal 
Maritime  Board  to  reprice  and  sell  certain 
Government-owned   vessela. 

A.  Redevelopment  Builders  of  New  Tork.  1 10 
East  42d  Street.  New  York  City.  N.  Y. 
C.   (2)    In  favor  of  certain  redevelopment 
housing  legislation.     (4)  Total  fee  $10,000. 

A.  James  Francis  Rellly,  1625  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.,  929  B  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.     (2)  S.  3387,  8.  1403.  and  H.  R.  3998. 

A   Harry  Rleck.  Preston.  Md. 

B.  The  National  Association  of  Soil  Con- 
servation Districts.  League  City.  Tex. 

A.  Frank    M.    Bobbins.    1601    Carter    Street. 
Chattanooga.  Tenn. 
B.  Ro6£-Meehan    Foundries,    1601     Carter 
Street,  Chattanocpa,  Tenn. 


A.  Jack  Garrett  Scott.  839  17th  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.   C. 

B.  National     Association     of     Motor     Bus 
Operators. 

C.  (2)  All  proposed  legislation  which  would 
affect  the  Intercity  motorbus  Industry. 


A.  Salvage,  Lee  ft  Chase,  1625  I  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange, 
113  Pearl  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 

C.  (3)    All    legislation    affecting    the    New 
Tork  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange. 

A.  Silk  ft  Rayon  Pi  Inters  ft  Dyers  Associa- 
tion   of    America.    Inc..    1450    Broadway, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
(C)    (2(   Seeks  enactment  of  law  creating 

regulatory   commission. 


A.  Rufsell  Singer,  1712  G  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington. D  C:  Fleming  Bomar  &  Robert  J. 
Bird.  306  Southern  Building.  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

B.  American  Automobile  Association. 

C.  (2)   H.  R.  8300. 

A.  Fred  Smith  ft  Co..  Inc.,  161  East  42d 
Street.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

B.  Edward  Malllnckrodt.  16  West  More- 
land  Place.  St.  Louis.  Mo. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  involving  conservation 
principles,  including  modification  of  S.  1555 
and  H.  R.  4449.  to  protect  Dinosaur  National 
Monument.  (4)  $3,000  per  quarter,  plus  ex- 
penses. 

A.  Spencer  M.  Smith,  Jr..  2144  P  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Forest  Conservation  Society,  2144  P 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)   Forest   Conservaton. 

A.  Samuel  Elliot  Stavlsky.  9307  Singleton 
Drive.  Bethesda.  Md. 

B.  United  States  Cuban  Sugar  Council.  910 
17th  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  pertaining  to  sugar 
and  Cuban  trade.  (4)  $15,000  anntialiy, 
plus  expenses. 

A.  D.  M.  Strickland,  1520  18th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Nstional  Clay  Pipe  Manufacturers.  Inc.. 
1520  18th  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  AU  legislaUon  aflecUng  busineaa. 
particularly  public  health  and  sanltatiaa. 

A.  Sullivan.   Bernard.  Shea  ft   Kenney.   804 
Ring  Building.  Wasbingtcm.  D.  C. 
B.  Brown  Co..  Berlin.  N.  H. 


C.  (2)  Modifications  of  the  Clayton  and 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Acta. 

A.  Sulllvmn.  Barnard.  Shea  k  Kennty,  804 
Ring  Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Southern  Pacific  Co^  85  Market  Streat. 

San  Francisco.  Calif. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  1954  revisions  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code. 

A.  Sullivan.  Bernard.   Shea  ft   Kenney.  MM 
Ring  Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Standard  Fruit  and  Steamsh^  Co.,  B4i 
St.  Charles  Avenue  at  Lee  Circle,  New  Or- 
leans. La. 

C.  (2)  Proposed  1954  revisions  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code. 

A.  Maude  M.  Taylor,  220  East  42d  Street,  Mew 

York.  N.  Y. 

B.  Transportation  Association  of  Amerioa, 
130  North  Wells  Street.  Chicago,  til. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  having  anything  to 
do  with  transportation.  (4)  $8,400  per  y«ar 
and  actual  expenses. 

) 

A.  Ruth  H.  Tegtmeyer.  Statler  Office  Build- 
ing. Boston.  Mass. 

B.  Transportation  Association  of  America. 
130  North  Wells  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  All  legislation  having  anything  to 
do  with  transportation.  (4)  $9,600  per  year 
and  expenses  Incurred. 

A  Austin  J.  Tobln.  Ill  8th  Avenue,  New  Tork 
City,  N.  Y. 

B.  Conference  on  State  Defense,  111  8th 
Avenue,  New  Tork  City.  N.  T. 

C.  (2)  Opposition  to  Federal  taxation  of 
State  and  local  government  bond  Interest. 

A.  H.  WlllU  Tobler.  1731  I  Street  NW..  Wash- 
ington, D  C. 

B.  National  Milk  Producers  Federation. 
1731  I  Street  NW..  Waahlrigton.  D.  C. 

C.  (2)  Any  legislation  that  may  affect  milk 
producers  or  the  cooperatives  through  which 
they  act  together  to  process  and  market  their 
milk.    $10,000  per  annum,  plus  expenses. 

A.  Tomoka  Land  Co..  8-10  West  Center  Street, 
Sebring,  Fla. 
C.  (2)  For  mcdlflcstlon  of  section  1237, 
H.  R.  8300.  making  same  applicable  to  cor- 
porations  on  :snd6  held  more  ttian  10  years, 
and  for  similar  legislation.  $600  t—  and  ap- 
proximately $400  expenses. 

A.  Steve  Toney.  600  57th  Avenue,  Capttol 

HelghU.  Md. 
C.  (2)  Work  for  the  reduction  of  taxes  and 
raising  exemptions. 

A.  H.  F.  Torek,  1601  Cuter  Street,  CbatU- 
nooga.  Tenn. 

B.  Ross-Meehan  Foiuidries.  1601  Carter 
Street.  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 

C.  (2)  Continuation  of  broad  production 
base  policy  for  defense  material.  (4)  Ap- 
proximately $1,000. 

A.  Noel  T.  Tweet.  Town  House,  Ifsneas  City, 
Kans. 

B.  Missouri -Arkansas  Basins  Flood  Control 
Association,  Town  House,  Kansas  City,  Sana. 

C.  (2»  Legislation  pertaining  to  flood  eoo- 
trol  and  soil  conservation.  (4)  $8,400  per 
year  and  $1,000  e^>ensea. 


A.  Vegetable  Growers  Association  of 

ica.  Inc..  528  Mills  Building.  I7tta  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW..  Washlnfton. 
D.  C. 

B.  Vegetable  Growers  Association  c€ 
lea.    Inc.    £3$    UiUm    BoUdii^.    ^ 
D.  C. 

C.  <2)  Agricultural  Intarests  pertaining  to 
tlie  vegetable  ;jMlu£trr.     (4)  81.560  axmuO^f. 
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A.  Paul  H.  Walker,  1000  Vermont  Atientie. 
Wasblngton.  D.  C. 

B.  Life  Insurance  Anoclatlon  of  AmArlea, 
MB  liadleon  Avenue,  New  Tork,  N.  T. 

C.  (a)  LeglalatUm  which  might  affect  the 
wtifare  of  policyholders  and  annuitants. 
(4)  $10,000  per  annxiTn. 

A.  Frank  J.  Waters,  727  West  7th  Street.  Z<os 
Angeles,  Calif.  J 

B.  Hughes  Tool  Co..  Houston,  Tex.       ] 

C.  (3)  Bvrlston  of  proposed  Internal  Bflve- 
Bua  Code  of  19M  (B.  B.  8300). 

A.  Thames  Watters.  Jr..  161  William  Street. 
Hew  Tork,  N.  T..  and  Shoreham  Building. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Blgham,  Knglar,  Jones  A  Houston.  99 
Jcltm  Street.  Tew  Tork.  M.  T.,  and  Shoreham 
Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

C.  (3)  Matters  affecting  marine  insurance 
eompanles  as.  subrogees  of  property  owxwrs 
whose  property  wss  damajsed  or  destroyed  by 
the  enony  during  World  War  IL 

A.  West  Coast  Inland  Navigation  District, 

Governmental  Corporation  Court  House. 

Brsndenton,  Tla. 

C.  (3)  Any  river  and  harbor  bill  affecting 

the  Intemstlonsl  West  Coast  Waterway,  its 

light-of-ways   and   i4>propriatlons   therefor 

for  authorisation  of  alternate  route  and  for 

appropriation  therefor. 

A.  A.  Ifc   Wheeler,   911    Sheraton   BuUdlng. 
Washington.  D.  C. 

B.  Marvin  Small.  63  Park  Place,  New  TOrk 
City.  N.  T.  and  J.  George  Spltzer,  928  Old 
Nepperhan  Avenue,  Tonkers.  N.  Y. 

C.  (3)   Section  1336  of  H.  B.  8300  only. 

A.  Joseph  r.  Wildebush,  7  Church   Street, 
Paterson.  N.  J. 
B.  Silk  A  Rayon  Printers  A  Dyers  Associa- 
tion of  America,  Inc..  1480  Broadway.  New 
Tor^  N.  T. 


C.  (3)  Seeks  legislation  creating  a  regula- 
tory commission  for  printers  dytrs,  and 
finishers  of  silk  and  manmade  flbera^ 


A.  W.  E.  Wilkinson.  Glenn  Building.  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

B.  Transportation  Association  of  America, 
130  North  Wells  Street,  Chicago,  ni. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  having  anything  to  do 
with  transportation.  (4)  $7,800  yearly 
salary;  reimbursement  of  actual  expenses  in- 
curred. ,  1 

A.  Wilkinson,  Hoyden.  Cragun  &  Barker.  744 
Jackson  Place  NW.,  Wastilngton,  D.  C. 

B.  Indians  of  California,  care  of  Clyde  F. 
Thompson,  Post-Offlce  Box  901,  Bedding, 
Calif. 

C.  (2)  Registrants  are  seeking  avthorlsa- 
tlon  to  use  funds  to  the  credit  of  the  Indians 
of  California  for  prosecution  of  the  case  en- 
titled "Indians  of  California  v.  United 
States,"  Docket  No.  31,  before  the  Indian 
Claims  Commission,  and  possible  related 
legislation.  ■ 

A.  Wilkinson,  Hoyden,  Cragun  &  Barker.  744 
Jackson  Place,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Klamath  Tribe  of  Indians,  Klamath 
Agency,  Greg. 

C.  (2)  Supporting  H.  R.  9188;  seeking 
amendments  to  S.  3532.  (4)  Expenses  not  to 
exceed  $1,000. 

-  I 

A.  Wilkinson,  Boyden,  Cragun  &  Barker.  744 
Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washlngtoq,  D.  C. 

B.  Sh(»hone-Bannock  Trlt>es  of  the  Fort 
Ball  Reservation,  Idaho. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  affecting  Indians  or 
Indian  tribes  or  groups.  (4)  Annual  com- 
pensation of  $5,000. 


A.  Wilkinson,  Boyden,  Cragun  A  Barker,  744 
Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Southern  Ute  Tribe  of  the  Southern  Ute 
Reservation,  Consolidated  Ute  Agency,  Ign- 
aclo,  Colo. 

C.  (2)  Support  legislation  to  authorize  a 
rehabilitation  program  from  tribal  funds  of 
the  Southern  Ute  Tribe  of  Indians  In  Colo- 
rado. (4)  Expenses  not  expected  to  exceed 
$100. 

A.  Leon  W.   Williams,   2   Gouverneur  Place, 
Bronx,  N.  Y. 
C.   (2)  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  teon  W.  WU- 
Uams.     (4)   Expenses  about  $100  per  year. 

A.  Williams,  Myers  &  Qulggle.  817  Munsey 
Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

B.  Bristol  Laboratories,  630  ^th  Avenue, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

C.  (2)  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954.  (4) 
Compensation — $1,000  retainer,  plus  $30  per 
hour. 


A.  Edward  L.  Wilson.  20  North  Wacker  Drive. 
Chicago,  111. 

B.  Mobile  Homes  Manufacturers  Associa- 
tion. 

C.  (2)  Specific  Interest  relative  to  the  cur- 
rent Housing  Act  of  1954 — H.  R.  7839  and  8. 
1472 — as  well  as  all  legislative  measures 
afTectlng  mobile  homes.  (4)  Sajlary  $130  per 
month.  Expenses  estimated  ouarterly  In- 
cluding transportation  $1,000. 


I 


A.  Harry  E.  Zwlnggl,  Clark  Building,  Pitts- 
burgh. Pa. 

B.  Transportation  Association  of  America, 
130  North  Wells  Street.  Chicago,  111. 

C.  (2)  Legislation  having  an(ythlng  to  do 
with  transportation.  (4)  $10,000  yearly 
salary;  reimbursement  of  actual  expenses 
Incurred. 


EXTENSIONS    OF    REMARKS 


Oadawmg  Commiuism 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  USHER  L  BURDICK 

or  NOBTH  BAKOT* 
IN  THB  HOUSE  OP  RXPRESBNTATIVBS 

Friday,  August  20. 1954 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Speaker.  Con- 
gress in  a  state  of  hysteria  about  com- 
munism, fanned  by  the  action  of  Russia 
against  the  United  States  and  the  con- 
stant propaganda  put  oat  here  In  Wash- 
ington by  the  Rusisian  Embassy  against 
the  United  States,  and  the  convictions 
obtained  by  the  Oovemment,  made  a 
bold  stroke,  as  it  thought,  to  ooD^ilete  the 
destruction  of  Communist  thinking  in 
the  United  States.  Under  this  law,  and 
the  laws  we  have — the  Smith  Act — a 
card-carrying  Communist  must  register 
or  be  guilty  of  a  crime.  Under  this  new 
law,  as  it  left  the  house,  if  his  registra- 
tion shows  him  to  be  a  Communist,  he  is 
ipso  facto  a  felon.  Anyone  who  has 
spent  a  week  in  a  law  school  knows  such 
action  is  unconstitutional.  This  process 
repeals  the  fifth  amendment  of  the  Con- 
stitution completely. 

Congress  has  declared.  In  this  bill,  that 
omnmunlsm  is  a  felonious  conspiracy 
against  the  United  States.  Tomorrow  or 
next  year  the  Congress  can,  in  like  man- 


ner, declare  any  organization.  In  their 
opinion  engaged  in  a  conspiracy  against 
the  United  States  and  make  advocates  of 
that  movement  felons.  Many  good  peo- 
ple In  the  United  States  are  working 
daily  and  assiduously  to  build  a  world 
government  that  will  be  superior  to  our 
own  Government,  and  destroy  the  Con- 
stitution Of  the  United  States.  That 
movement  is  going  on  while  this  anti- 
Communist  bill  was  being  debated. 

It  makes  no  difference  the  way  in 
which  people  contrive  to  destroy  our 
Government,  whether  by  force  or  vio- 
lence, or  through  any  other  means,  de- 
signed and  intended  to  destroy  our  Con- 
stitution. When  the  Constitution  is 
destroyed,  our  Government  is  destroyed. 
Has  anyone  made  any  move  to  "outlaw" 
these  builders  of  a  world  government? 

In  the  interest  of  this  great  Hepublic, 
does  it  make  any  difference  what  ism  is 
set  up  to  destroy  it?  Is  not  naEism  just 
as  bad  as  communism?  Is  not  fascism 
just  as  bad?  While  we  seek  to  destroy 
one  ism  why  should  we  be  so  hysterical 
as  to  allow  the  other  two  to  progress? 

We  have  destroyed  communiim  in  the 
United  States,  the  proponents  of  this 
biU  say,  by  legislative  flat  exactly  in  line 
with  the  means  employed  by  Hitler  and 
his  gestapo.  By  this  action  we  have 
ceased  to  operate  as  a  democracy. 

While  we  have  put  communism  out  of 
business  here — as  believed — we  foster  it 


in  the  United  Nations.  That  organiza- 
tion is  full  of  Communists,  and  many  of 
them  are  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
We  continue  our  appropriations  to  keep 
Communists  there,  as  was  evidenced  by 
the  mutual  security  appropriation  bill, 
which  passed  the  House— 45 ,788 ,000— 
just  ahead  of  the  anti-Communist  bill. 
We  oust  Communists  from  the  payroll  of 
the  United  Nations  and  the  United  Na- 
tions puts  them  back  and  pays  them 
damages.  We  do  nothing  about  that 
but  continue  our  appropriations  to  that 
organization. 

Both  the  Bible  and  the  st$tutes  of  the 
world  outlaw  murder,  arsnn,  and  all 
other  major  crimes,  but  has  that  stopped 
murder  and  all  the  restt  We  have 
stopped  Communists,  but  will  that  stop 
communism?  Not  at  all.  Communism  is 
a  condition  of  mind,  and  no  matter  what 
the  penalty  some  people  will  keep  on 
thinking  what  they  want  to  think.  Con- 
gress cannot  stop  thinking  lor  if  it  does, 
more  violence  has  been  done  to  our  Con- 
stitution and  the  Government  than  the 
tninking  of  these  misguided  people. 

Up  to  the  time  people  do  some  overt 
act,  the  thinking  of  communism  is  a 
right  any  individual  has  under  the  Con- 
stitution. If,  however,  he  takes  part  in 
any  undertaking  to  destroy  the  Govern- 
ment, either  in  planning  it  or  acts  com- 
mitted in  execution  of  the  design,  the 
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thinker  of  communism  has  committed  a  place  of  business — ^who  are  paid  $50  In  rv.  comfotatiom  or  ■simira 

punishable  act  agahist  the  Government,  cash  wages  by  an  employer  in  a  calendar  The  individual  will  be  enttttod  to  droD 

This  bill  really  Is  designed  to  keep  men  quarter,  regardless  of  the  24-day  test  out  from  the  compuUtlon  of  his  avwaM 

from  thinking  whatever  they  want  to  required  to  the  present  law.    This  pro-  monthly  wage  for  benefit  purposes  iSto 

think,  and  that  Is  clearly  unconsUtu-  viakm   will   extend  coverage   to   about  5  years  of  his  lowest  earningsT^ 

tional.  250.000  persons.  ^^ 

-^— ^^■^—  Seventh,  Miscellaneous:  The  bill  also  ^  amsncDrr  nsr 

extends  social  security  coverage  to  the  "^^  earnings  limitation  would  be  re- 

RepablicAB  Social  Secwity  Program  foUowing  groups  for  the  first  time:  moved  entirely  at  age  72— tostead  of  at 

<a)   American  citizens  employed  out-  "^5.  as  imder  present  law.    For  benefiel- 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS  ^*^*  "»«  United  SUtes  by  foreign  sub-  ff^es  under  age  72   the  earnings  VmlttL- 

r^xru  o  v^    ^    xv^  sldiarles  of  American  companies,  under  '^°°  ^ouW  be  made  the  same  for  wage 

.  ^^.    ^ . »....    .    ■„.,-.-.  voluntary  agreements  between  the  Fed-  earners  and  self-employed  persons.    A 

HON.  DANIEL  A.  REED  eral  Government  and  the  parent  Ameri-  beneficiary  could  earn  as  much  as  $1,200 

or  NSW  TosK  c*n  company — about  100,000  *^  *  y®*""  '^o™  covered  work  without  loss 

Tw  TH.  HonsK  OF  MPMSDfTATnns  ^^^  Ho™«  workers  who  are  now  ex-  ?^  benefits.    He  would  lose  a  month's 

IN  Tffli  HOUSE  OP  RiPRKsniTATlvES  ^j^^^   ^^^   coverage   as  employees—  ^^^^^  'or  each  unit  of  $80— or  fracdtn 

Friday.  August  20,  1954  whether  or  not  they  are  now  covered  as  thereof— of  covered  earnings  to  excess  of 

Mr  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  self-employed  persons— because  their  ^j.-^^:  ^^^  ^°  ^^  <^***  Would  he  lose  ben- 
enactment  of  my  bill  H.  R.  9366.  to  ex-  services  are  not  subject  to  State  licens-  ^^^  ]P^  months  to  which  he  neither 
tend  and  improve  the  social-security  tog  laws-about  100.000.  h!!!^  "^f  "Jf^  **°  H^ ''*!**  °« '"*°' 
system,  represents  one  of  the  most  out-  <c)  Employees  engaged  in  fishing  and  „f!^.^/"^*S''  i  .services  in  self -em- 
standing  achievements  of  this  Repub-  related  acUvities,  on  vessels  of  10  net  P^°^*°J;.  Beneficiaries  engaged  to 
lican  Congress.  It  extends  vital  retire-  tons  or  less  or  on  shore— about  50,000.  S°"?/^^***,^'^°''^  ♦H'l^^l.***^*  ^^^ 
ment  and  survivorship  protection  to  over  <d)  American  citizens  employed  by  States  would  have  their  benefits  with - 
10  million  Americans  for  the  first  time.  American  employers  on  vessels  and  air-  "*^*t,  '°^  V^  month  to  which  they 
Moreover,  the  bill  provides  subsUntial  craft  of  foreign  registry.  worked  on  7  or  more  days. 
increases  in  benefits  both  for  those  who  'e^  Cotton-gin  workers:  The  follow-  vi.  njoiBnjTT  ro«  Btnrrm 
are  already  drawing  benefits  and  for  iriK  is  a  breakdown  of  the  additional  (a)  As  an  alternative  to  the  present 
those  who  will  become  entiUed  to  benefits  coverage:  3.600,000  farmer  operators,  requirements  for  fully  insured  status  an 
in  the  future.  Tiie  foUowing  are  the  2,100.000  farm  workers.  200,000  domestic  individual  would  be  fully  insured  If  all 
highlights  of  this  new  social  security  workers.  3.500.000  State  and  local  em-  the  quarters  elapsing  after  1954  and  tip 
legislation:  ployees.  250,000  ministers,  100,000  home  to  the  quarter  of  his  death  or  attato- 
I.  nrreNSTOM  or  covnucr  workers,  50.000  fishermen,  100,000  em-  ment  of  age  65  were  quarters  of  coverage. 

First.  Farmers:  The  bill  extends  social  Jj^j^ff"  ^IJ^'i^Yi^"**^***^'^^;  5°^  ^  Provided  he  had  at  least  6  quarters  of 

security  coverage  for  the  first  time  to  l^Sl?^^^}^'^  *Sr«f°^L-i  ^'"T?*'^'"  ^^o^^^-^^e  ^'^"^  1»54. 

self-employed    farm    owners    and    op-  ^S^^**'   l°°v2S*LS  ^  °?*L*^,""''""  ^^'  Benefits  would  be  paid  to  the  sur- 

erators.    This  means  that  old-age  and  Fi?J,1lL^"„^i?^xSJ^  ^^''^^  employees;  vivtog  aged  widow,  widowed  mother,  and 

survivors  insurance  protection  will  be  "'^»""»  lu.^oo.ooo.  children,  or  parents  of  any  todlvldual 

extended  to  about  3.6  milUtm  farmers,  °  iwc«iam  m  benettts  who  died  after  1939  and  prior  to  Septem- 

their  wives  and  their  chUdren.  First.  More  than  6.5  million  persons  ber  1,  1950,  and  had  at  least  6  quarters 

Second.  Farm  workers:  The  bill  also  "°^  °^  *^*  benefit  rolls  wiU  have  their  of  coverage. 
extends  coverage  to  about  2  million  farm  benefltstocreased  as  of  September  1,  yn.  priservatiow  or  BCNxrrr  biobts  worn 
workers  who  are  not  covered  today.  In  1*54.  The  average  increase  for  retired  oxsablzs 
general,  farm  workers  who  are  employed  worken  will  be  about  $6  a  month.  wiUi  ^he  period  during  which  an  todlvldual 
regularly  by  one  farmer  are  covered  at  ProporUonate  tocreases  for  dependents  ^^  ^^^^j.  ^^  extended  total  disabUltr 
the  present  time.  The  bill  extends  this  f  "d  survivors.  The  range  in  primary  ^^^^  j^  excluded  in  determining  his  to- 
same  protection  to  those  farm  workers  ^"™"*'*  *S°i?Jl  J^^f^  ^^'^  °^  ^  sured  status  and  the  amount  of  beneflU 
who  earn  $100  or  more  in  the  course  of  f^^f  J°"^**  J?  ^^^J^  ***^°'  as  compared  payable  to  him  upon  retirement  or  to  hU 
a  year  from  one  employer.  to  »,2S  to  »85  under  present  law.  survivors    to    the    event   of   his   death. 

Third.  Professional   groups:  The  bill  ,^S^°<*-  Persons  who  retire  or  die  in  Qnly   disabilities   lasting   more   than   6 

extends  social  security  coverage  to  ac-  J^*  '"'"re  would,  to  general,  have  their  months  would  be  taken  toto  account. 

countants.    architects,    engineers,    and  benefits  computed  by  the  following  new  Determinations  of  disabilities  generally 

morticians.    As  a  result,  the  only  profes-  formula:  55  Percent  of  the  first  $110  of  ^^^^^  ^^  j^^^  ^  g^^^  vocational  re- 

sional  groups  which  will  not  be  covered  average  monthly  wage-rather  tl^an  $100  habilitation  agencies  or  other  approprl- 

by  social  security  to  the  future  are  law-  as  In  prwent  law— Pjus  20  iwrcent  of  the  ^^^  g^^^  agencies  pursuant  to  agree- 

yers,  doctors,  dentists,  and  other  med-  ««*'  *\*iz^^^^           M^^T^f^^  °'  nients   with   the   Secretary  of  Health; 

ically  related  professions.  J?^  °"l ii^«*^,Vtf °  h? k'**"^  nVf;  Education,  and  Welfare. 

Fourth    Ministers-  The     hill     covers  tirement  benefit  will  be  as  high  as  $108.50 

minSs    a^  mlmS!    of    reS^LS  a  month,  and  he  and  his  wife  together  vm.  "-"^i^-,.^',;^  ->«  wo.. 

orders     whether    self-emnlnved    nr    em.  COUld  receive  as  much  as  $162.75  to  re- 

ployeek  if  they  ^iMt^Sualhr  Sr  tirement  benefits.  An  todividual  may  have  his  benefit  re- 
coverage  on  the  same  basis  as  self-  Third.  The  minimum  monthly  benefit  computed  to  take  toto  account  addi- 
employed  individuals.  It  Is  estimated  amount  for  a  retired  worker  would  be  tional  earnings  after  entitlement  if  he 
that  this  amendment  wiU  extend  cover-  $30.  and  the  minimum  amount  payable  has  covered  earnings  of  more  than  $U00 
age  to  about  260  000  persons  where  only  one  survivor  is  entitled  to  "»  a  calendar  year  after  1953  and  after 

Fifth.  State  and  local  employees  •  The  benefits  on  the  deceased  insured  person's  the  year  to  which  his  benefit  was  last 

bill  extends  coverage  to  the  employees  earnings,  would  be  $30.  computed, 

of  State  and  local  governments  who  are  Fourth.  The  maximum  monthly  fam-  a.  cowtbibutiow  kathi 

covered  by  State  and  local  retirement  ^^  benefit  of  $168.75  would  be  tocreased  Employers   and   employees   win   con- 

systems--<,ther  than  policemen  and  fire-  J?  J^M;  the  provisi^^  ^^^^  ^  ^^^^                ^.^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^ 

men— under  voluntory  agreements  be-  that  total  family  benefits  caimot  exceed  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^  follows- 

tween  the  States  and  Federal  Govern-  80    percent    of    the    worker's    average  jj^^^ 

ment.  if  a  majority  of  the  members  of  monthly  wage  would  not  reduce  total  calendar  year:                                {percent) 

the  system  vote  in  a  referendum  in  favor  family  benefits  below  IV2  times  the  to-        1954-59 s 

of  coverage.    There  are  about  3.5  mil-  sured      worker's      primary      insurance        i9eo-64 t«4 

lion  persons  to  this  group.  amount,  or  $50.  whichever  is  the  greater.        i9«s-08 s 

Sixth.  Domestic  workers:  The  bill  ex-  nx.  eabwiwcs  basc                             \Vlt'^* J^ 

tends  coverage  to  domestic  workers  in  The  total  annual  earnings  on  which        n>75  and  after « 

private  homes — and  others  who  perform  benefits  will  be  computed  and  contrlbu-  The  self-employed  would  pay  I's 

work  not  in  the  course  of  the  employer's  tions  paid  is  raised  from  $3,600  to  $4,200.  the  above  rates. 


15»0 


I 

CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD^ HOUSE 


August  20 


i: 


1^ 


rl 


m 


1 

"ii 

1' 

« 

«ii 

_ 

Tb»  proTlaloDa  of  the  1952 
lents.  pwentty  Mbednled  to  ex- 
pire on  Soptamber  M.  1954*  with  ropect 
to  tonporary  IncreaKS  m  Vederal  pay- 
ments to  State  for  old-age  assistance,  aid 
to  deip^dait  children,  aid  to  the  blind. 
^»y<  aid  to  the  permanently  and  totally 
diaalded  are  extended  through  Septem- 
ber 30. 1956. 

Second.  ThB  proviskms  of  the  1950 
amendments  for  approval  of  certain 
State  plans  for  aid  to  the  blind  which 
did  not  meet  the  requirements  of  clause 
(S)  of  section  1002  (a)  of  the  Social  Se- 
eurity  Act  are  extended  from  June  30, 
1955.  to  June  30.  1957. 


Grayer  for  Peace 


BXnOiTSION  OF  REMARKS 

or 

RON.  LEO  W.  O'BRIEN 

or  NXW  TOUE 

m  IBX  HOUSB  OF  BKPBXSENTAUVXS 
Fridav.  August  20. 1954 

Ifr.  03RIEN  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Squeaker,  many  Members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  on  this,  the  final  day  of 
the  second  session  of  the  83d  Congress, 
are  revising  and  extending  remajto  in 
theRBCORD. 

Some  are  devoting  their  remarks  to 
the  aoeomplishments  or  lack  thereof  of 
this  particular  Congress.  That  is  their 
right,  and  their  duty,  because  the  people 
are  entitled  to  those  views  in  determin- 
ing their  choices  for  Federal  offices  in 
November. 

I  should  like  to  address  myself,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  something  alien  to  politics — 
something  which  may  be  the  true  and 
final  key  to  the  closed  door  of  world 
peace. 

It  is  my  privilege  to  conduct,  over  sta- 
tion WROB  in  Schenectady.  N.  HT.,  a 
we^dy  television  commentary  which  is 
nonpartisan  and  nonpolitlcal.  Two  and 
one-half  years  ago.  diuring  one  of  those 
programs.  I  remarked: 

Wouldn't  It  be  a  wonderfol  tbing  if  aU  the 
people  of  tiie  world  who  bMeve  In  the  pomet 
of  a  Supreme  Being  were  to  itOn  slmulta- 
neouAly.  say  at  noon.  London  time,  on  a 
apedfled  day.  In  a  mighty  prayer  for  peace? 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  expressed  conviction 
that  such  an  assault  upon  the  gates  of 
Heaven,  joined  in  by  the  bus  driver  at 
an  American  street  comer  and  the  camel 
driver  in  some  faroff  desert;  by  the 
policeman  in  New  York  City  ai^  the 
store  clerk  in  Paris;  by  the  housewife  in 
Des  Moines  and  the  lawmaker  in  Bom- 
bay, would  surely  produce  what  every 
decent  human  heart  is  aching  for — a 
world  untroubled  by  war  and  threat  of 
war. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  usual  mail  response 
to  my  program  is  not  great  because  I 
avfdd  controversy  as  religiously  as  pos- 
sible. 

But  during  the  we^  following  the 
suggntlon  of  a  moment  of  simultaneous 
prayer  I  received  more  than  400  letters, 
some  of  them  signed  by  entire  families. 
They  came  from  40  communities  and  4 


States.  Tliey  came  from  wives  and 
mothers,  fathers,  children,  cleisymen. 
and  college  students. 

Those  letters  overwhelmed  me  with 
their  deep  sincerity  and  their  humble 
belief  that  prayer  would  bring  peace. 

I  felt  that  I  had  been  handed  a  great 
responsibility  to  further  what  I  tiad  sug- 
gests and  what  those  people  so  strong- 
ly e:a^rsed.  I  wrote  to  the  Governor  of 
New  York  State  and  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  asking  them  to  use 
their  greater  power  and  influence  to 
bring  about  that  moment  of  imlversal 
and  simultaneous  prayer.  Their  re- 
sponses were  cordial  but,  tintil  today.  I 
have  felt  that  the  pleas  of  those  people 
had  gone  unanswered  and  that,  some- 
how. I  had  failed  them. 

Mr,  Speaker,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  delivered  a  speech  on 
Thursday  of  this  week  at  Evanston.  111. 
Among  other  things,  he  said  tills; 

The  goal  should  be  nothing  shoft  of  In- 
Tltlng  every  single  person  In  eve»y  single 
country  of  the  world  who  believes  In  the 
power  of  a  Supreme  Being  to  Join  in  a 
mighty,  simultaneous,  intense  act  of  faith. 
The  act  of  faith  might  take  the  form  of  a 
personal  prayer  by  the  hundreds  of  mll- 
llona — deUvered  simultaneously  and  fervent- 
ly for  the  devotion,  wisdom,  and  stamina  to 
work  unceasingly  for  a  Just  and  lasting  peace. 

Mr.  Speaker,  on  tomorrow,  with  the 
cares  and  concerns  of  the  session  24 
hours  and  350  miles  away  from  me.  I 
shall  report  back  to  those  wonderful 
people  who  wrote  me  2  V2  years  ago. 

I  shall  tell  them  that  their  voices  did 
not  cry  out  in  the  wilderness  and  that 
what  they  fervently  desire  has  now  been 
endorsed  in  the  strongest  posslUe  terms 
by  the  powerful  leader  of  the  most  pow- 
erful nation  on  earth. 

I  shall  suggest  to  them,  also,  that  they 
write  to  President  Eisenhower,  telling 
him  what  they  told  me  so  long  ago,  and 
urging  him  to  set  in  motion  at  once  the 
international  machinery  for  carrying 
into  effect  this  mighty  and  simulltaneous 
plea  to  Almighty  God. 


Eiflity-tiiird  Coafrest,  Second  Session, 
Second  Report  to  the  People  of  the  Fifth 
Congressional  Dutrict  of  Maryland 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  FRANK  SMALL,  JR. 

or  MABTUkND 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  SMALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  With  the 
adjourtmient  of  the  83d  Congress  at 
hand,  it  is  only  natural  that  attention 
will  be  focused  on  oui-  accompttshments 
diulng  the  two  sessions  of  this  Congress. 
I  therefore  submit  the  following  report 
to  my  constituents: 

PUBUC  WORKS  COMMITTEK 

As  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works.  I  have  continued  to  devote 
much  time  to  legislation  dealing  with 
this  subject.  Certain  public  works  proj- 
ects, such  as  those  involving  roads,  navi- 
gable streams  and  tidewater,  where  local 


governments  cannot  act  without  Federal 
participation — as  In  the  case  of  Peace 
Cross — and  those  projects  wbtch  are  in- 
terstate in  nature,  must  neceanarily  have 
Federal  participation  and  coordination. 
The  consideration  of  legislation  cover- 
ing such  matters  involves  endless  hours 
of  hearings,  including  the  presentation 
of  highly  technical  data. 

Another  subject  coming  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  Is  the  study  of  our  water  supply 
and  water  pollution.  One  of  our  basic 
resources  is  water.  We  are  nipnlng  short 
on  this  resource  in  the  United  States,  and 
are  faced  with  the  necessity  of  finding 
some  economical  way  to  take  the  salt 
out  of  the  ocean  water,  so  that  it  will  be 
usable  in  supplementing  our  fresh  water 
supply.  The  shortage  of  water  directly 
affects  the  growth  of  Industry.  For  in- 
stance, the  production  of  etery  ton  of 
steel  involves  the  use  of  8.00<l  gallons  of 
water.  Herein  enters  the  problem  of 
pollution.  The  water  taken  out  of  our 
streams  for  industrial  iHirposes  is 
dumped  back,  contaminated  with  chem- 
icals, and  this  polluted  water  kills  ma- 
rine life.  We  have  here,  then,  a  twofold 
problem,  not  yet  solved;  accordingly, 
much  research  and  work  reonain  to  be 
done  before  we  can  arrive  at  the  answers. 

PEACE     CKOSS 

"Why  doesn't  somebody  do  something 
about  the  floods  at  Peace  Cross?"  For 
20  years  or  more  this  question  has  been 
pressed  by  residents,  businessmen,  and 
motorists  who  have  been  plagued  by  the 
ever-increasing  floods  at  the  Intersec- 
tion of  United  States  Rout€B  1  and  50, 
in  Bladensburg.  Therefore,  upon  com- 
ing to  Congress  in  January  1953,  as  Rep- 
resentative of  the  Fifth  congressional 
District  of  Maryland,  one  of  the  first 
things  I  did  was  to  inquire  into  the  leg- 
islative steps  necessary  to  get  fiood  re- 
lief at  Peace  Cross.  It  was  a  pleasure 
for  me  to  spearhead  the  drive  In  Con- 
gress for  the  Anacostia  River  fiood-con- 
trol  project. 

One  of  the  problems  not  generally 
known  to  the  public  was  the  fact  that  the 
Anacostia  River  is  considered  a  navi- 
gable river  and  therefore  oomes  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States 
Army  engineers.  Even  though  the 
Maryland  State  Legislature,  on  April  11, 
1953.  made  available  $4,250,000  for  the 
Peace  Cross  flood-control  project,  this 
money  could  not  be  used  until  a  Federal 
appropriation,  also,  was  available,  which 
would  enable  the  Army  engineers  to  go 
in  and  supervise  the  work.  It  was  neces- 
sary, therefore,  that  the  Army  engi- 
neers make  a  comprehensite  stirvey  of 
the  project  and  submit  their  report  and 
recommendations. 

Early  in  the  1st  session  of  the  83d 
Congress  I  started  my  campaign  lor 
"project  Peace  Cross."  On  March  6, 
1953.  I  called  in  person  on  Director 
Joseph  M.  Dodge,  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  At  that  time  I  urged  Director 
Dodge  to  include  funds  for  Peace  Cross 
in  the  budget  that  he  was  then  prepar- 
ing for  submission  to  the  Congress.  Re- 
peatedly thereafter  I  made  strong  rep- 
resentations to  Director  Dodge ;  the  Hon- 
orable John  Taber,  chairman  of  the 
House  Appropriations  Committee;  and 
the  Honorable  Glenn  R.  Davis,  chairman 
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of  the  Subcommittee  on  Army  Civil 
Functions  and  Military  Construction.  I 
presented  In  evidence  photographs,  car- 
toons, editorials,  articles,  and  letters  re- 
ceived from  individuals  and  citizens' 
groups,  all  of  which  pointed  up  the  seri- 
ousness of  the  situation.  Not  once  were 
these  gentlemen  permitted  to  forget  the 
urgent  need  for  an  appropriation  to  clean 
up  the  mess  at  Peace  Cross.  On  March 
18,  1953. 1  asked  Chairman  Taber  for  an 
opportunity  to  present  testimony  and 
witnesses  before  the  House  Appropria- 
tions Subcommittee  then  about  to  con- 
sider the  Army  civil  functions  appropria- 
tion bill.  During  April  and  May  I  con- 
tacted the  leaders  of  the  House,  out- 
lining to  them  the  deplorable  conditions 
that  existed  in  the  Bladensburg  area  and 
urging  their  support  of  the  project.  On 
May  13  I  testified  before  the  Army  Civil 
Functions  Subcommittee  of  the  House 
Appropriations  Committee. 

Back  in  April  1953.  while  contacting 
the  Army  engineers.  I  was  reminded  that 
the  overall  policy  announced  by  the  Pres- 
ident for  the  entire  country  was  "No  new 
starts  on  construction  in  1953."  This 
meant  that  any  project  on  which  work 
had  not  already  been  started  was  a  hope- 
less cause  for  that  year.  Nevertheless, 
I  continued  to  present  the  Peace  Cross 
project  at  every  opportunity,  and  on  May 
22,  1953,  I  testified  before  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Appropriations.  When  the 
Army  civil-functions  appropriation  bill 
left  the  House,  it  did  not  include  funds 
for  the  Anacostia  River  Basin  fiood- 
control  project,  but  through  the  efforts 
of  Senator  John  Marshall  Butler  and 
Senator  J.  Glenn  Beall.  an  item  of  $500.- 

000  was  inserted  on  the  Senate  side  and 
received  Senate  approval.  To  our  great 
disappointment  the  item  was  knocked 
out  by  the  conferees,  and  the  bill  that 
went  to  the  President  for  signature  con- 
tained no  funds  for  Peace  Cross. 

Another  attempt  was  made  on  July  30. 
1953.  to  obtain  construction  funds  for 
Peace  Cross  when  the  supplemental  ap- 
propriations bill  was  amended  by  the 
Senate  to  provide  $200,000  for  this  pur- 
pose, but  again  the  item  wsis  struck  out 
when  the  bill  went  to  conference.  On 
August  1, 1953, 1  went  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  with  the  purpose  in  mind  of  offer- 
ing a  motion  to  have  the  House  put  this 
item  back  in  the  supplemental  appropri- 
ations bill.  However,  after  discussing 
the  matter  with  the  conferees  I  realized 
that  they  were  working  under  extreme 
pressure  and  that  there  were  a  number  of 
other  Items  that  would  have  to  be  con- 
sidered if  the  debate  were  opened  for 
consideration  of  the  Peace  Cross  item. 
To  force  the  issue  at  that  time  was  not 
practicable.  In  spite  of  all  our  efforts, 
another  appropriation  bill  had  been 
passed  without  any  provision  for  flood 
relief  at  Peace  Cross. 

So,  wo  had  to  start  all  over  again  in 
the  2d  session  of  the  83d  Congress.  More 
representations  were  made  to  the  Bureau 
cif  the  Budget,  to  the  c<mgressional  lead- 
ership, and  to  the  committees.     Finally 

1  appealed  directly  to  the  President,  and 
this  time  I  got  results.  My  first  infor- 
mation that  Peace  Cross  was  included  in 
the    proposed    budget    came    from    the 


White  House.  This  was  clear  evidence 
that  the  President  had  acted  in  our 
behalf. 

Inclusion  of  the  Item  in  the  budget 
was  the  first  and  most  important  step. 
The  next  step  was  to  again  appear  before 
the  House  and  Senate  committees.  This 
I  did,  presenting  additional  arguments 
and  material.  I  displayed  a  map  show- 
ing that  civil-defense  highways  led.  of 
all  places,  directly  to  Peace  Cross.  I 
showed  the  committee  blowups  of  pho- 
tographs depicting  actual  flood  condi- 
tions, with  buses  and  ambulances  bogged 
down  in  the  middle  of  the  Peace  Cross 
puddle.  I  quoted  reports  telling  of  the 
man-hours  lost  by  Federal  and  District 
of  Columbia  Government  employees 
when  Peace  Cross  was  flooded,  because 
they  were  daily  commuters  between 
Prince  Georges  County  and  the  Nation's 
Capital  and  must  go  through  Bladens- 
burg. 

Now  we  were  getting  somewhere.  The 
House  approved  an  item  of  $1  million  for 
Peace  Cross;  the  Senate  lowered  the 
amount  to  $900,000  but  approVed  the 
item:  and  the  conferees  approved  this 
latter  amount.  At  long  last  an  appro- 
priation bill  containing  funds  for  Peace 
Cross  was  on  Its  way  to  the  White  House. 
The  President  signed  the  bill  on  June  30, 

1954. 

So,  in  the  end.  somebody  has  done 
something  about  Peace  Cross. 

AID   TO    EDUCATION 

Although,  as  a  businessman,  I  am  gen- 
erally opposed  to  Federal  grants  and  sub- 
sidies and  the  Intervention  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  which  usually  goes  with 
such  aid,  there  is  an  instance  in  '\)i'hich  I 
make  exception — that  is.  Federal  aid  to 
our  schools  in  Government-impacted 
areas.  In  this  situation,  where  the  Fed- 
eral Government  causes  an  impacted 
condition  In  certain  areas  by  the  Instal- 
lation of  Its  agencies,  resulting  in  an 
additional  financial  burden  on  l^al  gov- 
ernments, I  feel  It  Is  only  fair  that  the 
Federal  Grovernment  contribute  toward 
that  financial  res]X)nsibility. 

The  Fifth  Congressional  District  has 
several  areas  that  are  highly  yhpacted 
as  a  result  of  the  expansion  of  Federal 
projects  and  installations.  We  are  vi- 
tally affected  because  of  the  heavy  ex- 
pense Incurred,  not  only  In  the  construc- 
tion of  schools  but  also  in  the  construc- 
tion and  maintenance  of  roads;  main- 
tenance of  police  and  fire  protection, 
sanitary  facilities,  and  various  other  fa- 
cilities which  are  normal  and  necessary 
adjuncts  to  our  schools.  The  Federal 
Govenunent  has  taken  thousands  of 
acres  of  our  ground,  causing  a  heavy  loss 
in  tax  revenue.  At  the  same  time  we 
are  confronted  with  a  continuing  heavy 
Influx  of  population  coincidental  with 
the  expansion  of  F^eral  projects  and 
installations.  This  increase  in  popula- 
tion adds  to  the  overburdening  of  our 
already  crowded  school  systems. 

While  I  am  basically  committed  to  and 
support  reduction  In  Government  ex- 
penditures and  balancing  the  budget.  I 
think  it  would  be  wrong  to  start  with  our 
schools  and  our  schoolchildren.  I,  there- 
fore, voted  to  restore  the  Item  providing 
aid  to  schools  in  the  second  supplemental 


appropriations  bill  and  supported  the 
school  construction  In  federally  affected 
areas  bill  and  legislation  for  emergency 
school  construction. 

Other  legislative  action,  not  involving 
appropriations,  Is  sometimes  necessary 
to  aid  our  schools.  For  instance,  early 
in  1953,  the  Prince  George's  County 
Board  of  Education  sought  my  assistance 
in  obtaining  a  much-needed  site  for  a 
proposed  new  school  in  the  Oxon  Hill- 
Porest  Heights  area.  The  site  in  ques- 
tion was  part  of  the  St.  Elizabeths  Hos- 
pital tract.  I  ascertained  that  con- 
gressional action  would  be  necessary  to 
effect  a  transfer  of  this  land  from  the 
Federal  Government  to  the  Prince 
George's  County  Board  of  Education 
Accordingly,  I  promptly  introduced  ap- 
propriate legislation.  By  diligently  pur- 
suing, step  by  step,  the  legislative  pro- 
cedure essential  to  passage  of  a  bill  in 
Congress.  I  succeeded  in  obtaining  ap- 
proval of  this  transfer  of  land.  The  bill 
has  now  been  signed  by  the  President 
and  has  become  law. 

Another  notable  instance  of  legisla- 
tive action  involving  school  property  is 
found  in  Charles  Coimty  where  the 
Board  of  Education  is  seeking  title  to 
the  ground  on  which  Lackey  High  School 
and  the  Indian  Head  Elementary  School 
are  located.  This  ground  is  owned  by 
the  Federal  Government  and  is  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Navy  Department 
until  transfer  Is  effected.  The  Navy  De- 
partment recommended  approval  of  the 
request  for  a  transfer,  and  subsequently 
the  Department  of  Defense  gave  approv- 
al as  disposal  project  No.  24,  subject 
to  approval  of  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  and  Senate.  Ap- 
proval was  given,  also,  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 
Complsring  with  my  urgent  requests,  re- 
peatedly emphasized,  that  action  be 
taken  prior  to  adjournment  of  the  83d 
Congress,  the  Senate  and  House  ccmi- 
mittees  have  now  given  their  approval 
of  the  transfer. 

THI  HATCH  ACT 

From  the  time  this  legislation  was  en- 
acted I  have  felt  that  the  sections  pro- 
hibiting Federal.  State,  or  local  govern- 
ment employees  from  taking  an  active 
part  in  political  management  or  in  politi- 
cal campaigns  are  unfstir.  I  am  sure 
that  I  have  as  many  clvll-service  em- 
ployees in  my  district  as  any  Member  of 
Congress,  and  I  feel  that  they  should 
have  the  right  to  go  out  and  get  on  a 
stump  and  express  themselves  freely  as 
to  why  they  think  I  should  or  should  not 
be  reelected  to  Congress.  They  pay 
taxes  and  they  have  the  same  obligations 
as  other  citizens.  They  should  not  be 
penalized  because  they  happen  to  earn 
their  bread  and  butter  by  working  for  a 
Government  agency. 

The  bill  that  I  introduced  to  amend 
the  Hatch  Act  is  a  simple  one.  It  would 
merely  eliminate  the  two  sections  of  the 
act  that  prohibit  Government  employees 
from  participating  in  political  cam- 
paigns. The  other  portions  of, the  act 
that  now  protect  them  from  pressure, 
coercion,  and  compulsion  to  contribute 
to  political  campaigns  are  still  retained. 
With  the  adoption  of  my  amendment. 
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the  employees  would  sUn  have  the  pro- 
teetSon  of  the  miginal  act,  plus  the  resto- 
yatkm  of  their  tigtA  to  exxnress  them- 
aelree  like  other  cltiiena. 

Two  dajrs  of  heartnga  were  held  on 
my  Un  in  February  of  this  year  before 
the  GNdicommittee  on  Elections  of  the 
House  Administration  Committee.    The 
CMl  Senriee  Commission  expressed  itself 
dwing  the  hearings  as  opposed  to  my 
•oicndment.    The  Commission  argued 
that  the  poravisiMi  of  the  Hatch  Act  that 
states.  "MO  ofDcer  or  employee  in  the 
cueuttve  branch  of  the  Federal  Oovem- 
ment,   or  any  agency  or   department 
thereof,  shall  take  any  active  part  in 
political   management   or   in   political 
campaigns."  while  set  up  in  restricting 
language,  is  actually  a  "protection"  for 
Federal  employees,  since  it  applies  to 
supervisors  as  well  as  subordinates  and 
"protects"  the  individual  employee  from 
political  coercion.    I  cannot  agree  with 
this  theory.    You  can  set  up  all  sorts  of 
"protection"  around  people.    Tou  can 
put  them  in  Jail  in  order  that  they  will 
not  be  hit  by  an  automobile,  and  keep 
them  there  the  rest  of  their  lives — ^if  you 
consider  such  action  "protection."    But 
I  do  not  think  this  kind  of  protection  is 
justifiable.    As  I  have  stated,  the  main 
portion  of  the  Hatch  Act  which  is  pur- 
ported to  be  for  the  protection  of  Oov- 
emment  en^iloyees.  is  r^ained.    I  fail 
to  see  where  my  proposed  amendment 
r^noves  this  protection  from  any  Gov- 
ernment employee:  it  simply  restores  the 
right  to  individual  citizens  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  express  themselves. 
The  hearings  were  adjourned,  subject 
to  eall  of  the  chairman,  and  no  further 
action  has  been  taken  on  my  bilL    But 
some  good  did  result  from  the  hearings. 
During  the  consideration  of  this  legis- 
lation, it  was  pointed  out  that  unduly 
severe  penalties  could  be  Imposed  upon 
a  State  or  local  employee  for  minor  in- 
fractions of  the  Hatch  Act,  such  as  wear- 
ing an  oversized  political  button.    The 
penalty  for  such  violation  would  be  the 
same  as  if  the  employee  had  hired  a 
sound  truck  and  actively  campaigned. 
Attention   having   been  called   to   this 
Situation,  the  question  was  raised:  "What 
advisability  is  there  of  giving  more  dis- 
cretion to  the  Commission  on  the  supen- 
slon  or  removal  of  State  and  local  em- 
plosrees?"   This  question  was  referred  to 
the  dvil  Service  Commission  for  study, 
and  the  Chairman  requested  that  the 
Commission  report  back  to   the   sub- 
committee.    After  ivceiving  the  Com- 
mission's report,  the  full  Committee  on 
House  Administration  repOTted  favor- 
*  ably  on  a  bill  granting  the  Commission 
more  discretion  in  imposing  penalties 
on  State  and  local  employees. 

This  liberalization  is  indicative  of  the 
growing  sentiment  with  respect  to  the 
prohibitive  and  punitive  features  of  the 
Hatch  Act,  and  I  shall  continue  to  press 
for  further  liberalization  for  all  Oovem- 
ment  nnplosrees. 

AMDUWS  \tJM     rOKCV    BASS      AMD     nUXmSHIP 

urmicATioif AL  ahfobt 

I  have  conferred  with  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  and  other  high  officials  of  the 
Government  to  emphasize  our  continued 
opposition  to  proposed  partial  com- 
mercialization  of   Andrews   Air   Force 


Base.  At  a  conference  with  the  Secre- 
tary of  Commerce  and  representatives 
of  the  commercial  airlines  as  recently  as 
June  22.  1954.  Senator  Johh  Marshall 
BuTLxa  and  I  advocated  the  Use  of 
Friendship  International  Airport  to 
handle  the  overflow  of  transoceaaic  and 
transcontinental  air  trafBc  which  cannot 
be  readily  accommodated  at  Washington 
National  Airport. 

JONKS   POINT  BSIDGK  I 

Legislative  action  was  completed  in  the 
House  on  August  17.  authorizing  con- 
struction of  the  Jones  Point  Bridge  across 
the  Potomac  from  Prince  George's  Coun- 
ty to  Alexandria.  This  bill  will  now  go 
to  the  White  House  for  final  approval. 
This  new  bridge  will  be  an  important 
link  in  the  development  of  the  metro- 
politan area,  and  I  have  supported  this 
legislation  actively  in  committee  and  on 
the  floor  of  the  House.  A  central  area 
bridge  to  serve  the  downtown  area  of 
Washington  was  included  in  the  liuthor- 
izaUon. 

DZLAWARE    AND    CHZSAPZAKZ    CAMAI. 

I  supported  in  committee  and  on  the 
floor,  legislation  for  widening  and  deep- 
ening the  Delaware  and  Chesapeake 
Canal.  ITiis  project,  when  completed, 
should  be  a  great  benefit  to  the  port  of 
Baltimore  and  to  the  whole  State  of 
Maryland. 

GOOD  MANACEMKNT 

The  83d  Congress  set  a  modem  speed 
record  June  30  when  it  completed  action 
on  every  regular  appropriation  bill  a  day 
before  the  new  fiscal  year  began,  and 
saved  money  in  the  process.  Disregard- 
ing all  other  achievements,  this  is  a  note- 
worthy accomplishment  indicative  of 
good  management.  The  second  session 
of  the  80th  Congress  was  the  only  other 
in  the  past  25  years  to  operate  so  efB- 
ciently.  The  total  amount  approved  in 
the  appropriation  bills  this  year  was  $47,- 
642,131,205 — almost  $7  billion  less  than 
in  1953.  We  have  achieved  a  tax  cut  of 
over  $7  billion. 

The  Immense  volume  of  legislation 
confronting  Members  of  Congress  is 
better  understood  when  you  know  that 
10,695  measures  were  introduced  in  the 
Senate  and  House  in  1953,  and  by  June 
30.  1954.  the  number  had  climbed  to 
15,133.  The  President  has  signed  into 
law  in  this  Congress  more  than  500  bills. 

The  United  States  Department  of 
Commerce  reports  that  the  gross  na- 
tional production  for  1953  reached  $365 
billion,  the  greatest  in  all  our  history, 
exceeding  1952  by  $19  billion,  tt  is  be- 
lieved that  1954  will  top  any  previous 
year.  Personal  services  and  personal 
income  are  proportionately  higher  than 
any  previous  years.  Employment  for  the 
month  of  July  this  year  showed  >.n  in- 
crease of  50,000  over  the  previous  month. 
Virtually  all  business  indicators  show  an 
optimistic  picture. 

Construction  also  is  hitting  all-time 
highs,  and  is  expected  this  year  to  ex- 
ceed any  previous  year  by  $3  billion. 
All  of  this,  plus  an  estimated  increase 
of  19  million  in  our  population  in  the 
next  6  years,  heralds  an  era  of  continued 
production  and  prosperity.  It  is  largely 
up  to  everyone  to  take  advantage  of  his 
opportunities  under  such  an  e;5)anding 


peacetime  economy.  It  is  my  puriMse  to 
serve  the  best  interests  of  the  people  of 
the  Fifth  Congressional  District  of  Mary- 
land and  the  best  interests  of  the  United 
States.  I  have  an  efficient  Staff  dedi- 
cated to  the  ideal  of  service  and  always 
ready  to  assist  in  every  way  we  can  in 
any  worthy  matter  before  the  Govern- 
ment. You  will  find  us  on  the  job 
daily  at  1608  New  House  Office  Building. 
Washington.  D.  C. 
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Eisenhower-McKay  Power  Policy  Loses 
$21  MUUoa  Payroll  for  Paciic  Nortk- 
west 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  WARREN  G.  MAGNUSON 

OF  WASHIKGTOW 

IN  THE  SEKATE  OF  THE  UNTTED  STATES 

Friday.  August  20, 1964 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  prhited 
in  the  Record  a  statement  I  have  pre- 
pared relative  to  the  loss  of  $21  million 
in  payrolls  in  the  Pacific  Northwest,  due 
to  the  Eisenhower-McKay  power  policy. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement   bt   8enato«   ilJtCJfvson 

A  $21  million  annual  payroll  ttas  been  loct 
to  the  Pacific  Northwest  by  the  Eiaenbower- 
McKay  power  policy. 

That  policy  has  decreed  no  new  starts  on 
the  Columbia  River  or  Its  trlbutHrtes. 

That  power  policy  has  assxiretf  that  there 
will  not  be  a  single  new  kilowatt  on  the 
line — put  there  by  this  administration. 

That  policy  has  substitute^  the  word 
"partnership"  for  performance.  It  has  sub- 
stituted "confusion"  for  comprehensive  de- 
velopment. 

It  has  driven  «  1270  million  Investment 
and  a  $21  million  yearly  payroll  from  the 
Pacific  Northwest  into  the  arms  of  British 
Columbia. 

I  now  document  these  statentents. 

On  August  5  the  lead  story  in  (he  American 
Metal  Market  bore  this  headline.  "Reynolds 
Metals  To  Participate  In  Big  Froblsher  Proj- 
ect— American  Aluminum  Plrm  To  Rave  Role 
in   Vast   Development." 

Now  what  Is  the  Froblsher  project  and 
what  is  the  role  of  Reynold*  Aluminum 
Co.  in  that  project? 

The  Froblsher  project  Is  a  pifojected  $700 
million  power  and  metallurgical  development 
on  the  headwaters  of  the  Yukon  River  In 
British  Columbia.  The  project  Itself  Is  to 
be  undertaken  by  Northwest  Power  Indus- 
tries, Ltd.,  a  subsidiary  of  Quebec  Metallurgi- 
cal Industries  and  Froblsher,  Ltd.;  which  in 
turn  are  subsidiaries  of  Vefitures.  Ltd. 
These  are  Canadian  firms  but  their  main 
financial  substance  is  United  States  capital. 
As  I  have  already  stated,  the  entire  project 
is  estimated  to  cost  $700  million;  $270  mil- 
lion of  this,  according  to  the  American  Metal 
Market,  will  be  spent  by  1963,  "by  which 
time  It  is  hoped  that  880,000  horsepower  will 
have  been  developed." 

Still  quoting  the  American  Metal  Market, 
"Site  of  the  huge  project  is  the  Atlln  Lake 
region  along  the  British  Columbia- Yukon 
border,  800  miles  north  of  Vancouver." 

What  is  the  role  of  Reynoldi  Aluminum 
Co.?  Again  I  quote  from  ttte  American 
Metal  Market. 
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"Reynolds  Metals  •  •  •  la  taking  a  30  per- 
cent inUrest  In  the  Joint  enterprlae."  and 
again.  "Reynolds  Aluminum  Co.  hare  atgned 
lor  30  percent  of  the  hydroelectric  power."* 

Now.  what  does  this  mean  for  the  Pactfle 
Northwest?  It  means  that  Reynolds  has  liad 
to  sign  up  for  a  share  in  tbt  Canadian  proj- 
ect In  order  to  get  the  cheap  kUowatta  it 
needs  for  aluminum  production.  Amerlcaa 
capital  which  should  be  available  for  deTel- 
opment  in  the  Pacific  Northwest  la  moTing  to 
Canada.  Tbe  aluminum  Industry  now  must 
consider  the  poaslblllty  of  moving  eUe- 
^■here — and  out  of  the  United  States — ]\]>t 
as  the  teztUe  industry  has  moved  out  of 
New  England. 

One- third  of  the  electric  output  at  tbe 
Froblsher  project  will  provide  power  for 
about  300,000  tons  of  new  aluminum  capac- 
ity. It  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  the 
American  company.  Reyncrids.  would  have 
brought  these  potlines  to  the  Northwest  had 
the  cheap  kilowatts  been  available.  If  the 
announcement  in  the  American  Metal  Mar- 
ket is  true,  the  Pacific  Nortiiwsst  has  already 
lost  this  investment  and  this  payroll. 

Now.  let's  translate  this  into  an  economic 
]o.ss — spelled  out  in  terms  of  Jobs  and  pay- 
rolls. 

Tht  potential  economic  loss  to  Washington 
and  Oregon  can  be  reckoned  best  in  terms  of 
potential  payrolls  which  have  now  been  di- 
verted elsewhere.  A  ISM  study.  The  Im- 
pact of  the  Aluminum  Industry  on  the 
Economy  of  the  Paclflc  Northwest,  prepared 
by  the  Stanford  Research  Institute  for  the 
Aluminum  Company  of  Amertca,  identified 
7.600  employees  actually  In  the  Northwest 
aluminum  industry  In  1953.  of  which  about 
4.800  were  employed  in  the  production  of 
330.000  tons  of  primary  alumlnum^.  and  the 
balance  In  fabrication  of  baste  aluminum 
commodities  such  as  sheet,  cable,  wire  and 
rod. 

Allowing  for  a  potential  of  200.000  tons  of 
aluminum  in  the  Canadian  project,  that 
project  reprenents  a  potential  permanent 
payroll  of  2.600  workers  diverted  from  V7aah- 
ington  and  Oregon  by  the  administration's 
short-sighted  policy  of  blocking  further  de- 
velopment of  low-cost  power  In  that  area. 

Add  a  proportionate  anK>unt  of  baaic  fabri- 
cation and  this  becomes  a  permanent  payroll 
of  4,000  workers,  enough  to  support  a  city  tbe 
size  of  Wenatchee,  Wash, 

With  tbe  addition  of  the  community  serv- 
ices and  related  employment,  which  such  a 
payroll  would  create,  the  total  becomes  7,000 
employed  persons;  which,  with  famUles,  is  a 
city  the  si£e  cf  Everett,  Wash. 

Furthermore  the  initial  6-year  construc- 
tion program  ($270  million  of  an  ultimate 
$700  mUUon)  for  the  Canadian  project  calls 
for  steady  work  for  4.000  to  6.000  construc- 
tion and  related  service  workers  throughout 
that  period — with  practlcaUy  permanent 
employment  for  that  many  assured  through- 
out the  duration  of  the  overall  30-year-con- 
structlon  program. 

Now,  let's  translate  Into  dollars  the  loss  of 
200.000  tons  of  new  aluminum  capacity.  I 
have  already  demonstrated  that  a  plant  of 
that  size  would  create  employment  for  about 
7.0OO  people.  Assuming  an  average  yearly 
earning  of  $3,000  per  worker,  which  is  con- 
servative, this  means  that  the  Republican 
administration  through  Its  poUcy  of  blocking 
Northwest  power  development  has  cost 
Washington  and  Oregon  a  potential  payroll 
of  more  than  $21  million  per  year. 

This  Is  a  single  example  of  what  the  Elsen- 
hower-McKay power  poUcy  has  done  to  oiir 
region.  Seven  thousand  Jobs  at  a  single 
crack  Is  a  price  too  high  to  pay  for  a  slogan. 
I  refer,  of  course,  to  the  word  "partnership"— 
coined  in  the  last  campaign  and  parroted 
ever  since. 

Low-cost  power  Is  the  greatest  economic 
resource  of  our  Pacific  Northwest.  By  block- 
ing further  rapid  development  of  that  re- 
source  the   administration   has   placed   us 


la  a  poaltioo  of  •cooomle  cotoniallsm,  and 
has  made  feaslMe  the  Canadian  competition 
which  X  have  Just  recounted.  The  Impact  on 
our  economy  of  no  new  starts  will  have  dis- 
astrous and  long-range  implications. 

Someone  has  sold  the  Pacific  Northwest 
down  the  river.  Along  with  that  they  have 
•old  Alaaka  down  the  river — because  Alaska. 
too.  was  schednled  for  hydroelectric  and 
aluminum  development. 

The  Paclflc  Northwest  has  been  and  could 
continue  to  be,  the  aluminum  capital  of  the 
world — provided  the  cheap  kilowatts  are 
on  the  line  for  aluminum  production.  But 
tbe  Slsenhower-McKsy  power  policy  has  de- 
creed thst  the  kilowatts  will  not  be  on  the 
line  and  that  when  and  If  they  do  come  on, 
they  will  not  be  cheap  but  blgh-coet  kllo- 
watu. 

Who  has  sold  the  Paclflc  Northwest  down 
the  river?  Eisenhower  and  McKay — and  the 
fact  that  a  great  American  aluminum  com- 
pany has  decided  to  move  to  Canada  with 
7.000  Jobs  and  a  $21  million  payroll  cUnches 
the  point. 


New  Eaf laaJ's  Great  Textile  Iniustrj 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  PHIUP  J.  PHILBIN 

or  iCASSACHvsTrrs 

IN  TSX  HOUSE  OF  RXPRKBENTATIVES 

Friday.  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
noted  Senator  Orxem's  very  able  state- 
ment appearing  in  yesterday's  Rccord 
regarding  the  textile  industry  in  New 
England  and  mish  to  commend  him  for 
his  clearly  stated  views  on  this  subject 
of  such  great  importance  to  Massachu- 
setts and  New  Eiigland. 

It  is  incredible  that  anyone  should  dis- 
count the  importance  of  the  textile  in- 
dustry. It  is  even  more  incredible  that 
a  banker  and  economist  should,  if  he  is 
correctly  quoted,  state  or  intimate  that 
the  New  Kngland  economy  should  be 
predicated  on  products  for  export.  The 
direct  contrary  is  true  and  has  been  true 
for  many  years,  namely,  that  the  New 
Englamd  economy,  to  achieve  maximum 
prosperity,  must  strengthen  ite  greatest 
markets,  the  markets  of  America. 

If  there  are  those  who  wish  to  sacrifice 
the  great  textile  industry  because  it  hsis 
stifTered  temporary  reverses  and  is 
undergoing  a  period  of  readjustment, 
they  must  never  forget  that  this  industry 
at  the  present  time,  as  Senator  Quzif 
so  aptly  pointed  out.  employs  over 
200,000  men  and  women,  who  with  their 
famiUes  are  directly  dependent  upon  this 
great  industry.  Every  intelligent  eco- 
nomic report,  as  well  as  sound  economic 
theory,  tends  to  support  the  thesis  that 
it  is  imperative  to  retain  a  vital,  dsmamic 
textile  industry  in  New  England.  As  the 
report  of  Prof.  Seymour  B.  Harris,  of 
Harvard  University  stated: 

Tills  Is  a  mstter  of  outstanding  importance 
whose  significance  we  cannot  overewiphaslwr. 

An  industry  with  a  pajrroll  of  $750  mil- 
lion a  year  is  certainly  favcurable  and 
vital  to  any  area  and  obviously,  since 
it  is  the  second  largest  source  of  indus- 
trial wages  in  our  region,  it  is  of  utmost 
essentiality  to  preserve  it  as  a  healthy 
economic  unit.  There  is  a  great  deal  of 
misrepresentation  concerning  the  Kev 


&iglanrd  textile  industry  ftnd  this  Is  de- 
plorable. Not  only  are  its  total  wages 
hich  but  it  has  spent  huge  sums  mod* 
emising  its  plant  and  equipment,  pur- 
chasing products  of  other  New  England 
industries  and  paying  substantial  taxes 
In  maixy  communities. 

Senator  Qmxm's  analysis  of  the  impor- 
tance of  the  textile  industry  to  New  Sag- 
land  is  not  only  admirable  but  eonvlne- 
ing.  How  any  banker  could  be  unaware 
of  its  importance  is  a  deep  msrstery  to 
me.  as  it  will  be  to  other  persons  in- 
terested in  our  New  England  economy. 
Of  course,  there  are  some  who  favor 
opening  the  doors  wide  to  the  influx  of 
cheaply  produced  foreign  goods.  If  this 
is  done  to  a  greater  extent  than  it  has 
been  done,  there  can  be  but  one  definite 
result  and  Uiat  will  be  to  destroy  a  great 
many  of  our  New  England  and  American 
industries,  which  depend  largely  upon 
our  own  markets  and  pay  wages  and  in- 
sure working  conditions  that  cannot  be 
compared  with  those  of  any  other  nation. 
In  fact,  our  standards  are  Infinitely 
higher  Uian  those  of  any  other  nation 
and  must  be  preserved  at  all  costs. 

I  must  be  frank  and  say  that  when  I 
read  of  a  responsibly  placed  leader  of 
finance  making  such  indiscriminate  at- 
tacks upon  a  great  industry  lilce  the  tex- 
tile industry  it  does  much  to  break  my 
confidence  in  that  kind  of  leadership 
and  makes  me  feel  that  fuzgymlnded 
thinking  has  more  influence  In  our  finan- 
cial and  economic  policies  than  Is  gen- 
erally supposed  by  the  American  people. 

I  hope  there  will  be  no  repetition  of 
such  unwarranted  criticism  of  a  great 
industry  upon  which  so  many  dtixens 
of  New  E^igland  depend  to  such  a  large 
extent  for  their  Uvelihood. 


Tkc  Bif  suae  of  lf54 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  W.  R,  POAGE 

or  TEXAS 

IN  THI  HOUSE  OP  RIPBISINTA'ninBB 
Friday.  August  2f,  2954 

Mr.  POAOE.  Mr.  Speaker.  Mr.  Farm- 
er, can  you  feel  the  price  supports  on 
which  you  have  so  long  rdied  sUding 
out  from  under  you  Just  when  you  need 
them  most?  American  farmers  asked  Mr. 
Benson  for  a  fish  but  were  given  a 
serpent:  they  asked  for  a  loaf  but  were 
handed  a  stone  by  the  present  Heputdi- 
can  administration.  The  farmers  of 
America  have  asked  for  90  pocent  (tf 
parity  sui^wrts.  and  in  the  campaign  of 
1952  were  prooused  those  siwports  by 
the  party  now  in  power.  In  a  speech 
made  by  General  Eisenhower  at  Brook- 
ings. S.  Dak,  during  that  campaign,  we 
find  tbe  foUowlDg  statement: 

Tbe  BepnbUoan  Party  Is  pisdgB*  to  tlie 
Bustaining  of  a  OO-pereent  partty 
port,  and  tt  Is  pledged  even  bjocc 
to  helping  the  farmer  obtain  his  fuD  partty— 
100   percent   at   parity— vttti   tbe 
•nd  ttie  prftee  aopparts  of  9 


This    was    not 
speech  but  a  weU  Uwusbt  o«t 
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fann  fotes.  Tbe  above  quotation  ap- 
peared In  the  news  release  handed  out 
before  the  q;)eeeh  by  the  Republican 
Campaign  Oranmittee,  as  well  a>  in  the 
speech  itself. 

On  July  1  of  this  year  the  House  Of 
Representativee  was  called  upon  to  re- 
deem that  pledge.  I  doubt  that  duringr 
the  past  18  years  I  have  been  a  Member 
of  this  House  that  I  have  ever  witnessed 
a  more  cruel  exhibition  than  that  day's 
repiMliation  of  the  party  pledge  and  of 
aU  party  members  who  tried  to  honor 
It.  On  that  day  we  saw  a  coalition  of 
those  who  were  determined  to  pull  the 
foundations  out  from  under  all  price 
supports,  repudiate  not  only  their  party's 
pledge,  but  also  repudiate  the  only  real 
farm  leaders  their  party  has  produced, 
including  Chairman  Hopk.  of  the  Agri- 
culture C(»unittee.  Everyone  ^tgreed 
that  farm  prices  were  low — ^too  low — ^yet 
the  overwhelming  majority  of  the  Re- 
publicans voted  for  a  "flexible"  plan,  a 
"sliding  scale."  Now  I  ask  you.  have 
you  ever  seen  anything  slide  uphill?  In 
spite  of  any  explanations  or  excuses  they 
may  offer,  the  Republican  leaders  de- 
manded and  received  unwaivering  sup- 
port of  lower  farm  prices,  and  this  pro- 
gram does  mean  lower  supports  every 
time  supports  are  needed.  Let  no  one 
deceive  you.  When  the  country  suf- 
fers a  widespread  disaster  like  drought, 
production  will  naturally  decrease,  the 
prices  will  go  up  without  any  supports. 
Farmers  do  not  need  price  supports 
when  production  is  short — but  that  is  the 
only  time  this  sliding  program  would 
give  90-percent  supports.  Farmers  need 
supports  when  the  market  is  low.  That 
is  exactly  when  the  Republican  plan  will 
•  slide  right  out  from  imder  them.  Any 
time  farm  prices  start  sliding  down.  Mr. 
Benson's  supports  will  sUde  right  down 
with  them.  Reminds  me  of  buying  a 
lead  life  i»eserver. 

Much  of  our  fuzzy  ttiinklng  on  price 
supports  stems  from  the  fact  that  most 
people  do  not  know  or  do  not  remember 
that  the  great  bulk  of  our  losses  have 
occurred  on  commodities  which  were 
being  supported  by  the  very  flexible  plan 
which  the  Republicans  are  now  extend- 
ing to  all  crops.  Our  greatest  losses, 
on  potatoes,  occurred  while  the  support 
on  potatoes  was  flexible.  Supports  on 
daily  products  were  and  still  are  flexible. 
On  the  ottier  hand,  supports  on  the 
basic  commodities  have  not  been  flex- 
ible and  up  until  the  day  the  present 
administration  came  Into  power  had 
not  cost  the  taxpayers  one  thin  dime. 
In  fact  as  of  January  1,  1963,  the  basics 
showed  a  net  proflt  to  the  Government 
of  $13,011,290.  True.  Mr.  Benson  has 
lost  more  than  $100  million  on  basics  dur- 
ing the  past  18  months.  But  about 
fourteen-flf teenths  of  all  price-support 
costs  have  involved  nonbasics — and 
most  of  his  losses  have  been  under  flex- 
ible programs.  How  stupid  can  we  get? 
Here  we  abandon  the  cheapest  and  most 
effective  support  program  we  have  yet 
devised  and  substitute  a  program  which 
has  proven  to  be  both  costly  and  ineffec- 
tive. Does  anyone  think  flexibles  kept 
us  from  growing  excessive  surpluses  of 
potatoes? 

Another  widespread  fallacy  which  has 
received  general   acceptance   in  recent 


months  te  the  belief  that  lower  farm 
prices  would,  of  themselves,  elliainate 
our  surplus  problem.  A  lot  of  people 
seem  to  believe  if  you  will  but  lower  the 
price  of  farm  products  you  will  mate- 
rially reduce  farm  production  without 
any  {governmental  controls.  Mr.  Benson 
points  to  the  evils  of  large  surpluses 
knd  then,  without  one  scintilla  of  proof, 
assumes  that  if  we  would  lower  the  price 
of  our  basic  commodities  we  wovild  auto- 
matically reduce  our  surpluses.  There 
never  was  a  more  fallacious  conclusion 
pres<!nted  to  the  American  people.  If 
you  do  not  control  the  production  of  ag- 
ricultural commodities,  lowering  the 
price  will  simply  result  in  the  production 
of  more  and  more  of  the  things  you  do 
not  need,  until  everyone  goes  broke  to- 
gether. 

Let  me  illustrate  this  with  the  example 
of  cotton.  In  1937  we  produced  our  larg- 
est cotton  crop.  At  that  time  we  had 
supports  of  53  percent  of  parity.  The 
farmers  knew  their  product  would 
brint;  a  smaller  amount  of  money  per 
unit  of  production.  They  reacted  as 
farmers  always  have  and  "always  will 
reacu;  they  tried  to  make  up  In  in- 
creased units  of  production  what  they 
stood  to  lose  in  price.  With  53  percent 
supports  they  grew  our  largest  cotton 
crop.  How  can  anyone  seriously  believe 
75  percent  supports  would  control  pro- 
duction? 

Do  not  tell  the  American  people  you 
Will  restore  the  farmer's  freedom  if  you 
destroy  his  livelihood.  You  do  not  re- 
store anybody's  freedom  by  making  him 
an  economic  slave.  The  latest  statistics 
Show  that  even  now  all  farmers,  includ- 
ing the  most  prosperous,  in  our  rich 
Texas  blacklands  just  barely  make  75 
cents  per  hour  for  their  labor.  The  Re- 
publican Party  wants  these  farmers  to 
work  for  less  than  the  legal  minimum 
wage  for  industry,  and  for  less  than  one- 
half  of  the  actual  average  industrial 
wage. 

The  farmer  will  work  in  the  face  of 
seemingly  insurmountable  difi&culties 
to  provide  for  his  family.  If  he  has  to 
grow  twice  as  much  to  receive  the  money 
necessary  to  pay  his  obligations,  tben  he 
will  attempt  to  grow  such  an  amount, 
and  oiu*  surplus  problem  is  only  aggra- 
vated. Of  course,  the  present  adminis- 
tration's program  will  bring  about  a  re- 
duction of  svupluses  in  time — after  it  ha^ 
bankrupted  enough  farmers.  What 
American  wants  that  kind  of  produc- 
tion control? 

The  Republicans  speak  of  a  flexible 
program  as  opposed  to  what  they  call 
the  rigid  system  which  is  now  in  ef- 
fect. Let  me  point  out  that  we  have  no 
rigid  system,  and  that  just  as  parity  in 
Itself  is  flexible  so  is  90  percent  of  parity. 
Parity  is  that  price  for  farm  products 
which  will  return  to  the  farmer  today 
a  buying  power  comparable  to  that 
which  his  production  had  during  the 
base  period — generally  July  1,  1909, 
through  June  31,  1914.  In  other  words, 
parity  relates  the  present  value  of  the 
farmer's  products  to  the  cost  of  things 
he  has  to  buy.  It  goes  up  when  farm 
costs  go  up;  it  comes  down  when  the 
general  level  of  prices  comes  down.  It 
is  not  a  fixed  amount  in  dollars  and 
cents,  but  is  intended  to  retain  a  maxi- 


mum degree  of  stability  In  fartfters'  buy- 
ing power.  That  is  all  the  "flex"  I  want 
to  see. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  agriculture 
is  still  the  basis  of  our  entire  economy. 
History  has  proven  that  any  time  we  let 
the  price  of  the  basic  agricultaral  com- 
modities drop  to  as  low  as  76  p>ercent 
of  parity,  our  country  has  differed  a 
devastating  depression.  Prom  past  ex- 
Ijerience  we  know  that  jackrabbit  stew 
and  other  such  dishes  do  not  compare 
very  favorably  with  the  meals  of  pros- 
perity we  have  enjoyed  during  the  past 
20  years  of  Democratic  administration. 
In  fact,  when  the  farmer  caxinot  buy 
and  a  depression  comes,  it  is  likely  to  be 
more  difficult  to  catch  a  jackrabbit  in 
Pittsburgh  than  in  Punkin  Center. 
Many  of  our  great  labor  organizations 
have  realized  this  fact,  and  I  have  been 
heartened  to  see  them  take  a  flrm  stand 
for  national  prosperity  against  the 
Eisenhower-Benson  policy  of  creep- 
unemployment. 

We  have  heard  a  lot  of  talk  about 
principle  in  connection  with  the  farm- 
price-support  program.  I  have  listened 
to  some  very  tear-jerking  speeches  about 
*I  stand  above  petty  politic^'  and  "I 
base  my  stand  on  principle,"  and  "I  am 
for  75  or  82 '2  percent  of  parity  sup- 
ports because  it  would  be  wrong  in  prin- 
ciple to  get  90  percent." 

Now  let  us  be  sensible.  What  Is  the 
difference  in  principle  betweem  90  and 
75  percent?  It  is  merely  a  question  of 
arithmetic.  True.  It  is  a  matter  of  tre- 
mendously important  economics,  but 
there  is  no  principle  involved  in  the 
choice  of  figures.  It  is  pure  hogwash 
to  tell  the  American  people  that  the  level 
of  support  is  a  matter  of  principle. 

I  think  it  is  a  sound  principle  to  give 
price  supports  to  the  American  farmer 
when  he  cooperates  by  accepting  con- 
trols to  bring  his  production  in  balance 
with  consumptive  demands.  I  tJiink  such 
supp>orts  should  be  high  enough  to  keep 
the  farmers'  children  in  shoes,  and 
maybe  to  invite  Santa  Claus  to  visit  the 
farm  home  at  Christmas.  I  am  for  that 
principle.  The  Democratic  F%irty.  and 
19  independent  acting  Republican  Con- 
gressmen are  for  that  principle. 

Why  should  we  accept  82 '/fe  percent 
of  parity  next  year?  Why  Should  we 
accept  75  percent  of  parity  the  follow- 
ing year?  The  proponents  of  the  ad- 
ministration have  not  told  Us.  They 
have  talked  in  generalities  about  the 
evils  of  the  present  program.  "They  have 
talked  about  the  immorality  of  90-p)er- 
cent  supports.  The  freedom  about 
which  Mr.  Benson  talks  will  not  be  re- 
stored by  this  cut  in  farm  income,  be- 
cause even  Mr.  Benson  admits  we  will 
have  to  maintain  exactly  the  tame  con- 
trols which  we  have  today.  We  will  still 
have  acreage  allotments.  We  will  still 
have  marketing  quotas.  We  will  still 
have  surpluses.  We  will  still  ppend  tax 
money  to  move  these  surpluses;  but  we 
will  have  less  tax  money  because  there 
will  be  less  income.  We  will  re(tain  every 
evil,  but  we  will  lose  most  of  the  bene- 
fits of  the  present  program. 

We  will  not  get  lower  pricfs  for  thi 
consumer.  The  producer  of  basic  com- 
modities always  gets  a  very  small  part 
of  the  consiuner's  dollar:  about  2V2  cents 
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out  of  a  17-cent  loaf  of  bread,  about  two 
bits  out  of  a  $3.99  shirt,  possibly  half 
a  cent  out  of  a  21-cent  box  of  corn- 
flakes. Actually,  the  price  of  wheat  has 
dropped  10  to  15  percent  since  this  ad- 
ministration came  into  office,  but  the 
price  of  bread  has  gone  up  by  a  like  per- 
centage. If  Mr.  Benson  is  able  to  cut 
the  farmer's  price  of  com  by  25  cents  per 
bushel,  how  much  do  you  believe  that 
will  reduce  the  price  of  grits?  The  only 
reduction  in  the  price  of  food  will  be 
the  result  of  lessened  consumer  buying 
power,  as  unemployment  increases. 

In  the  final  analytis.  you  get  neither 
a  reduction  of  surpluses  nor  an  increase 
in  freedom  for  the  farmer.  You  get 
neither  lower  prices  to  consiuners  nor 
any  saving  to  the  taxpayer.  The  only 
thing  you  do  get  is  less  income  for  the 
farmer,  less  buying  power  in  farm  areas, 
and  a  lesser  degree  of  prosperity 
throughout  the  entire  country.  This  Re- 
publican plan  for  flexible  supports  is 
nothing  more  than  the  revival  and  ex- 
pansion of  a  system  which  has  already 
failed.  It  proposes  that  you  bum  the 
house  down  b<>cause  you  cannot  afford 
a  new  living  room  carpet,  and  that  you 
move  the  family  out  and  live  under  the 
trees.  I  think  we  had  better  remember 
that  those  trees  will  shed  their  leaves, 
come  winter. 


Report  to  tk  People  ef  tke  Eiglitk  (m- 
Distiict  9i  WiscMsw— VIII 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  JOHN  W.  BYRNES 

or  WISCONSIN 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATTVKS 
Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  under  leave  to  extend  my  re- 
marks, I  include  a  report  to  the  people 
of  the  Eighth  Congressional  District  of 
Wisconsin  on  my  voting  and  attendance 
record  for  the  2d  session  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress. 

No  attempt  has  been  made  to  include 
votes  on  all  of  the  numerous  bills,  mo- 
tions, and  amendments,  but  the  report 
does  include  all  roUcall  votes,  all  quorum 
calls,  and  my  votes  on  some  pther  meas- 
ures on  which  there  was  no  record  taken, 
but  which  I  believe  are  of  importance 
and  concern  to  the  people  of  my  district. 
The  purpose  of  this  report  is  to  collect 
in  one  place  and  in  concise  form  infor- 
mation which  is  scattered  through  some 
14,000  pages  of  the  Conckessional  Rec- 


otD.  It  also  contains  information  which 
is  not  available  from  any  public  record 
but  which  I  feel  should  be  made  avail- 
able to  the  people. 

The  descriptions  of  the  bills  and  the 
amendments  or  motions  as  contained  In 
the  report  are  for  the  purposes  of  identi- 
fication only;  no  attempt  is  made  to  de- 
scribe the  legislation  completely  or  to 
elaborate  upon  the  issues  Involved.  I 
believe  this  word  of  caution  is  advisable. 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  descrlptiona 
used  are,  for  the  most  part,  taken  from 
the  of&cial  titles  of  the  bills  which  im- 
fortunately  do  not  always  reflect  the 
nature  or  true  purpose  of  the  legislation. 
Upon  request,  I  will  be  pleased  to  furnish 
more  complete  information  concerning 
any  particular  bill,  as  well  as  a  summary 
of  the  issues  involved  and  the  reasons  for 
my  vote. 

The  furnishing  of  this  report  continues 
a  service  I  began  in  the  1st  session  of  the 
80th  Congress.  This  is  the  eighth  report 
of  my  voting  and  attendance  record. 
These  eight  reports  show  how  I  voted 
on  1.252  questions  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. Based  on  quonim  calls  and 
the  record  votes,  they  also  show  an  at- 
tendance record  of  95  percent. 
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IS 

iG 

17 

19 
20 

21 

24 


19Si 
Jan.      6 
J  tin.    30 

Jan     21 

Jan     27 


do.. 

Feb. 

Feb. 

.do... 

Feb. 

..do... 


..do-... 

..<!• 

..do... 

Feb.    16 

.<lo.... 
Feb.  17 


u  )rum  call 


S' 


R.  .VST,  provldtnK  for  the  esfablishmpnt  of  a  United  Stat«  Air  Force  Academy: 

On  (ia.-<!WKr.     ( ra!isp<1   32»  to  .■«;  

H.  J.  Riii  S58,  to  dbtrharrc  indeblMncss  ot  Cammodity  Credit  CuriMirution: 

On  (Msmfcr.    (Paased.  323  toZTi 

II.  R   ~i*».  continuing  the  pflrrtivencss  uT  the  Missing  Pontons  Art  untilJuIy  1,  1066.  allow  ing  the  contiUued  p^y  and  alio  wancvs  o(  aFrTloMnen 

oibtsinfE  in  Kurra: 


On  jKUS-sage. 
lUNiini  call 


(Passed,  voice  vote^ 


-v»- 


r 
2y 

31 
32 


Ao 

Feb.   18 

Feb.  25 
Mar.    1 

<lo 

Mar.    2 

-do.... 
-do..., 
-do.... 

-do 

Mar.    4 


Mar.    5 

-    do... 

Mar.    a 

...do.... 


Mar.  » 
Mv.  10 

..do 

..do-.., 
Mar.  11 
Mar.  15 
..do.... 


do 

ii .  R .  3300.  authorizing  the  i>tate of  Iliinoi« and  the  S«nitary  I >istrict  of  Cbkaieo,  under  direc lion  of  U>e  i^erretary  o(  the  Army,  to  divert  wmter 
from  I,ake  Mirhifcan  into  Illinois  Waterviiy: 
On  amendmentdeslniod  to  pre  vent  additional  divers  ion  of  water  until  survey  o(  lake  levels  had  been  completed  by  Corp50f  En  flneeniad 
submitted  to  toncres*.     (Krjf<-ted.  177  to  200.' 

On  motion  to  rpcommit.     (Kc.ectrd,  150  to  234J .. 

On  |Ht<««Ke.     (Passed,  voice  vote) ...... 

Quirum  call ...... 

...  do _ 

...  do 

II.  R  **Wt.  providinf  for  the  exchanfre  of  certain  public  and  (irivate  lands  in  order  to  prevent  Federal  lands  acquirttioo  (rotu  interfering  with 
aii^t  ailed -yield  timber  openition';: 

On  motion  to  recommit,    (.\dopted.  226  to  160 

Quorum  mil 


U.  Ke5.  400.  to  provide  funds  for  the  operatiou  of  the  Committee  oo  Vn-American  .\rtivities: 

On  iiwuMce.    (Pa«sed.363  to  1) 

Qu  iriira  call 


do. 

...  do 

H.  J.  Ren.  3,V>.  rehttinR  to  .•■upphinr  of  agricultural  worker,  from  Mc\ifo: 

On  motion  to  recommit.     (Rrjectcd,  150  to  250) 

On  iwswre.    (Passed,  voice  vote) 

Quonjm  call 


do- 


ll. R.  80f>7.  making  appropriations  for  the  DepartmentsofSute,  Justice. and  Commcrre.and  tiie  I  nited  Stotes  iDfomtatioa  Ageney,  for  Bscal 
1955- 

On  an  amendment  to  increeje  funds  for  subsidies  to  air  carriers  from  S23.000.000  to  HAJBOHJXKi.    (.Adopted.  265  to  106> — 

On  |ias.«ge.     (Passed,  voiw  vote) - 

Quorum  call ..- -. - - ------  —  -: - 

H.  R.  8127,  amending  and  supplementing  the  Federal  -\ id  Roud  .\ct  to  iulhorirc  ap(roprutM>n5  tor  roulinuinr  the  coDSrucUon  of  hifEbwayK 
On  iios.<«are.     (Passed,  voice  vote' ■- - -  ;   ■; ",1. ^' 

H.  R.  814W,  nuthoruiDK  further  Federal  a.-wisUnee  to  the  States  tor  surveyujg  the  need  tar  AtafneeiK  or  treatmewt  centers,  lor  taospitafc  lor  the 
c'lronically  ill  and  impaired,  for  rehabilitation  facilities,  and  fof  Dur^ini;  homes^  luid  to  provkk  assiiiiaee  m  const-ut-tion  of  aich  lanlitle* 
ttirou«li  itrant    to  public  and  nonprofil  agencies: 
On  (lassa^e.     (Passed   voice  vote'. 

Qo'srum  call. 

U.  R.  8224,  reducing  and  extending  certain  excise  taxes: 

On  motion  to  recommit,  with  instructions  to  remove  taxes  on  admissi»i»s«i  SO  re«ls  or  ,*«.    (Rcjerted.  3M  to  TIX.) 

On  passage.    (Passed,  411  to3.) 

Qumiracall.. — 

...do 


Present. 
PrraeuL 

Nay. 


Ye». 

Present. 
Present. 
Preaent. 
Present. 
Preaeat. 


Vca. 
Nay. 
Present. 

Prewnu 
Present 


Nay. 
PraaraC 


Vea. 

Present. 
Prewnt. 
Present. 


Nay. 

Yea. 

Present. 

Preanit. 

Preeent. 


— J 


Nay. 
Vea. 
Piueut. 

Yta. 


Nay. 
IVcamL 

Nay. 
Y«. 


-do. 


rmanaa. 


i 

■1? 

1 
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1 

i 
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fc.    -; 
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M 
35 

as 

37 


41 
42 

43 

44 

4A 


48 
47 
48 
49 
W 


n 

62 
83 
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M 

67 

68 
fi» 
fiO 
fll 


« 
«3 
«4 
6S 


66 
67 


68 

60 

70 
71 

72 
73 

74 
73 

76 

77 


78 


Mar.  17 

Mar.  18 

...do..i. 
Mw.  22 
..do..-. 
Mar.  23 
Mar.  24 

...do 

Mar.  29 

Mar.  30 
Mar.  31 

..do.... 

...do 

Apr.    1 

Apr.     2 

...do 

..do-rt.- 
..do.... 
Apr.  S 
Apr.  7 
Afv.    8 


..do.... 

...do... 

Apr.  13 

Apr.  14 


Apr.  36 
Apr.  27 


...do... 
Apr.  28 
Apr.  29 

..do.... 

May    S 

...do.... 

May    6 


.^.do 

..do 

May  10 
—do. — 


...do..... 
May  11 

...do. 

May  12 

...do..... 
May  13 

...do... 
May  19 

...do... 
May  26 

...do.... 

Jane    1 


.do. 


June    7 


79 

June  8 
June    9 

8G 

June  11 

SI 
82 

...do... 
June  14 

83 
84 

June  15 
June  16 

8S 
68 

...do.^... 

Jane  17 

87 
88 

...do..... 
Jane  28 

Qaomm  oall. 

H.  H.  8300,  revisinK  the  internal  revenue  laws: 

On  motion  to  recommit  witb  instructions  to  increase  personal  exemptions  and  eliminate  section  dealing  with  double  taxation  of  dividends. 
(Rejected,  204  to  210.) 

Onpaaaoge.    (Faased,  399  to  80.) 

Quorum  call. 


H.  R.  81S2,  eitending  for  one  year,  nntil  June  30,  1955,  the  Veterans'  Administration's  din-rt  loan  pru^rani  for  V.\  honi(-!<  and  familiousps: 

On  passage.    (Passed,  voiee  vote.) ,._ 

lUiHrum  call. 


i' 


1° 


.  R.  8^,  raducbig-and  eitendlng  certain  excise  taxes: 

On  adoption  of  confereuoe  report.    (Adopted,  305-1.). 
quorum  caO. 


R.  8883,  ^propriating  funds  tar  various  independent  offio's  for  fiscal  19.'i5: 

On  motion  to  recommit  with  instructions  to  adopt  language  preventing  FN'M.V  froni  liquidating  mortgagps.    (Rejectwl,  IHO  to  214.) 

On  passage.    (Passed,  voice  vote.) , 

Quonun  eaU.... 

H.  R.  7839,  aiiding  in  the  provision  aiid  improvemeut.of  housing,  the  elimination  an'l  preVontioii  of  slum?,  and  the  coTi.^'rvation  and  develop- 
ment of  urban  communities: 
On  motion  to  recommit  with  instructions  to  provide  S-ijOOO  public  housing  units  each  year  for  4  years.    (neii'cle<l,  17<i  to  211  ) 
Onpiassage.    (Passed,  352  to 46.) ..  

Qaomm  call _ , 

H.  R.  8649,  authorizing  the  admission  into  evidence  in  certain  criminal  proceedinv;s  of  wircttii)  information  secureil  in  national  security  invest! 
gations: 

On  amendment  requiring  a  coart  order  in  order  to  make  wiretap  evidence  admi.ssilila.    (Passi'd.  221  to  Ififi). 

On  passage.    (Pasaed,  379  to  10.) ,.. 

Qoorumcall.. 

H.  R.  303,  transferrtag  the  administration  of  health  services  for  Indians  and  the  otK>ratiin  of  Indian  hospiUils  to  the  I'nited  States  Public 
Health  Service,  now  imder  the  Department  of  Interior  and  Bureau  of  Indian  AtTuirs: 

On  passage.    (Passed,  voice  vote) , 

Qoorumcall... .  '     "''""""] 

H.  R.  7397,  amending  tJie  Public  Health  Orant-in-Aid  Act  by  consolidating  and  siinplifvlng  ilic  ,s»'v«rjl  l>u^.lR■  hi-ullh  griiiil-iii-a  d  irograms 
for  assisting  States  and  local  communities  in  providing  necessary  public  health  st-rvio'S: 

On  passage.    (Passed,  voice  vote) _ 

Quorum  call >...  


..:..do .( V....W.V//^. 

H,  R.  8873,  appropriating  funds  for  the  Defense  Department  for  fiscal  195.';; 

On  passage.    (Passed,  377  to 0) __ 

Quorum  call !"].]"]"'!!]]!!!'"'!'"'" 

do - -.----  .  - --- 

8.  2150,  providing  for  creation  of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Coriwration  to  coii.struct  part  of  tin-  m,  Lawrence  seaway  In  Uh- 
United  States  territory: 

On  motion  to  recommit.     (Relected,  157  to  242.) 

On  passage.    (Passed,  241  to  158.) .-. _ ""  '"""VV. 

Quorum  call.... ... .  

H.  H,  2556,  amending  United  States  Code  relative  to  extradition  of  certain  fugitives  from  United  Stales  lo  eountrie.'.o<xupM<l  by  Inited  Slates 
Jointly  with  1  or  more  powers: 

On  motion  that  enacting  clause  be  stricken  out  (that  the  bill  l)e  kilk-di.     (.\dopted.  t2K  to  •W.^.  . 
oorum  call  ' "" ' 


I' 


Res.  533,  citing  Bemhard  Deutch  for  contempt  of  House  of  Representatives  by  refusal  to  answer  (lue-stious  before  the  f'onimitlw  on  Vn- 
Amencan  Activities: 

On  adoption.    (Adopted,  346  toO) 

H.  R.  9040,  authorizing  cooperative  research  in  education: 

On  passage.    (Passed,  296  to  55) _ _ 

H.  Res.  532,  providing  fOr  ooMideration  of  H.  R.  7434,  establishing  a  National  .\ilvisory  Committi*  on  Kducatioti" 

On  resolution.    (Adopted,  IM  to  140) 

uonnn  call  


S 


R.  7434,  establishing  a  National  AdvisoryCommittee  on  Education: 


On  passage.    (Passed,  179  to  157.) 
Quorum  call 


H.  R.  7601,  providing  for  a  White  House  Conference  on  Education:  

On  passage.    (Passed,  269  to  69.) 

Quorum  call '"'"'" 

H.  R.  9242,  authorizing  certain  construction  at  military  and  naval  installations  and  for  the  Ala.skaeommunioitirinsxvsi.-ni 

Onpassage.    (Passed,  346  too.).  _ _ 

H.  Res.  568,  providingfor  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  936C,  amending  the  Social  .Security  .4et  luid  Internal  Kev.nue  ('o.le 

Onadoption.    (Adopted,  270  to  76) 

H.  R.  9360,  amending  the  Social  Security  .^ct  and  the  Internal  Revenue  Cole  so  as  to  extj-ml  ci>vrrage  iimler  the  <)M-a«!r  hihI  <iirv Ivors  in 
surance  luogram,  increasing  the  benefits  payable  thereunder,  preserving  the  iiLsuranco  rigtiis  of  disable.!  in<li\  i.luals,  and  iiiereasing  tne 
amount  of  eammgs  permitted  without  loss  of  benefits: 

Onpassage.    (Passed,  355  to  8) 

H.  J.  H«.  243,  amending  the  pledge  of  aUegiance  to  the  flag  of  the  United  s'tati*  of  .\oierica  by  adiliug  the  words  'undiT  iiod  "  aflcr  the 
words    one  nation ': 

Onpassage.    (Passed,  voice  vote) 

H.  R  2828,  providing  for  per  capita  paymenU  to  members  of  the  Sienominee  tribe  of  Iniiuns  from  ihe  trust  fumls  cre<Jiied  to  the  trit*  and 
for  veemg  the  tnbe  from  Federal  supervision  over  a  period  of  years: 

On  adoption  of  conference  report.   (Adopted,  voice  vote.).. _ 

Qaomm  caU _• ^    

H.  Res.  580,  providing  for  the  consideration  of  H .  R.  7494,  extending'  the  Trade  AgroemeB is  Art  for  i  "year : 

Onadoption.  (Adopte<l,  273to63.) 

H.  R.  7494,  extending  toe  authority  of  the  President  to  ent«-  into  trade  agreements  undtr  sec.  350  of  the  T-uitT  Act  of  ISW,  as  amended  lor 
1  year:  ' 

On  passage.   (Passed,  281  to  53.) 

Qoorumcall """' ' 

H.  R.  9617,  appropriating  funds  for  the  government  of  the  liistrict  of  Columbia  for  fi.s«iV9."i."i: 

Son  amendment  fixing  the  Federal  payment  to  the  District  of  Columbia  at  $20  mUlioto  instead  of  $16  million.    (ra.sse<l  iSf.  to  108  ) 
uonuncall.. _ 
.  R.  8729,  extendtag  for  2  years  the  present  authority  of  tbe'YederarReserve'banks  to  purchase  'securities  directly  from  the  Treasury'in 
amounts  not  to  exceed  $6  billfon  outstanding  at  any  one  tune. 

On  motfon  to  recommit  with  instructions  to  limit  bond  piirchasing  authority  to  periods  when  no  cash  is  available.     (Rejected   80  to  250  ) 
loonun  caU. 


i' 


'^^il^'iP™^!^^.''"  '**»"Wf««'°*nt  to  a  Senate  amendment  to  the'Housing  biJi  providing;  for  pubiic  housing  and  agreei^^^ 


Onpassage.    (Pasnd.360tol9.). 
Quorum  call ... 


If  preadit,  would  have  voted  "yea.' 


Present. 

Nay. 

Yea. 

Prp,sent. 

Present. 

Hrest-nt. 

Present. 

Yea. 
Prvaent, 

Yea. 
Present. 

Xay. 

Present. 
Present. 


Xay. 
Yea. 

Present. 
Present. 
Present. 


Kay. 
Tea. 
Present. 
Present. 


Vea. 

Present 


Yea. 

Pre.senf. 
Present. 

Vea, 

Pri'sent. 
I'n's«nt. 
Presi'nL 


Vav. 
Ym 

Present. 
Present 


Xay. 
ibsent. 


Absent.i 
Yea. 

Yes. 

fresent. 

Yea. 
Present. 

Yea. 

F  resent. 

Yea. 

Yea. 


tea. 


Yea. 


Yea. 

Present, 

ibsent.i 


Abiwit." 
Present. 

Xay. 
Present. 


KTay. 
Present. 


t«i 

Present. 


|i«,. 
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roll 

■-.ill 

>o. 


Date   ' 


Measure,  quest  if>n.  and  result 


l»Si 


so     .lime  29 
yu  I  June  ao 


fcl    ...do. 


V.' 


90 


..do 

.do 

Julv      1 
July     -i 


..do.... 

...do.... 

Julv      7 


97 

July 

8 

1« 

-do. 
..do- 

---• 

ir., 

do. 

MI 

July 

1-' 

]('-' 

July 

13 

.do. 

Jaiy 

ib 

10- 

1(11, 

do 

July 

ii 

I'l: 

.  do. 

... 

liw 

-do. 

... 

Kiy 

July 

21 

lln 

do. 

_- 

in 

-do. 



9.  Cor.  Res.  91,  expressing  the  sen*  of  Coneress  that  the  t'nited  .^states  .support  the  Orpaniiation  of  .American  Sutes  in  taking  appropriate 
arti<'n  lo  prevent  interfenm-e  in  Western  Hemisphere  affairs  by  the  international  Conimuuisi  movenien; 

On  |in.ssage.     (Tassed.  37^'  loU.  i 

Quorum  <t»11 .'.!."'.'[...."....'...'..     

11.  K.  iWTH,  promoting  the  sit  uni  v  and  torei»;ii  |X)llcy  of  the  (riiled  Si:iie-!  ii'v  fiVriiishiiig  a's-rLMancT  to  friVn'dl'v'm'itiou.«  (m 

On  amendment  stating  It  lo  t>e  the  .vase  of  Congress  that  no  funds  should  1n>  usi-d  lor  governments  which  are  committed  by  tr*«ty  to 

maintain  Communist  rule  over  any  defined  territory  of  Asia.     { l'as.-ed.  3»y  lo  c.i 

Oil  iKLSsage.     (l'a-sse<l,  'M'  to  IJb.l. _ " "_'_  _'" ' 

Quonim  call .".'.'.'.'..."."-".'.".'.".."."".'""" 


.do. 
.du 


do... 


do 

112 

July 

22 

ii:( 

Jiilv 

23 

lit 

do 

-- 

ir 

InIv 

24 

110 

July 

-J6 

117 

.  dn. 

ll"* 

-do 

llf 

July 

27 

V.M 

July 

2!» 

i:i 


do.... 


^y2   ...do. 
i.a   .  .do. 


124      -do.... 

l.'o     July    29 

T?fi  I.     do 

1.-7  I-     do.... 

i."*  I  July  ao 


129 


n2 

laa 


-do... 
do... 
do.... 


H.  K.  WiHn,  providing  for  continued  pritr  >up|torl  for  agrlrulturjl  produtts.  augnieiitiug  the  market iiigiiiid  diVposirofsucil  products 'aiid' 
providing  lor  greater  stabiliiy  m  the  prixlucls  of  agrieultii.'e- 

OnameiKimeni  to  proMde  fleiibiliij  ui  prKi  sup|>orls  Ironi  MJi  to*  jK-rdnt  olpurit\  for  Ihe  lUvV.  crops  of  basic  commodities.    (Passed, 
2n>  lo  irn^ 

On  iMLSsage.     fl'n.<se<l.  voire  vo(e'> ' 

H.  h.  ivM2.  amending  the  I'ublic  Muilding.-  .\ct  of  IWWndulive  to  ac<iuisitioii  of  nai  iiruiierlj  and  Ibe  (.■ouslructiou  oi  puiilK' buildingj  for 
housing  Kwlenil  agencies,  including  ixjsl  offices,  by  execulmc  |»U(X'ha.v  conlra<-l.»: 

On  ado|ition  o(  fiiiiffTTiui'  rr|HirI,     i  ^di>i>tf>l.  voi«'  \  ott- 

H.  R.  904(1.  amending  iIm-  Vocational  Ktliutiilitalion  Act  so  a.'  to  pronioi.  urnl  :i.s.mM  in  the  eMenslon  and  linprovemeiit  of  viirationui  relia- 
billtalion  servjws.  |>rovKle  for  a  more  elTeiiive  use  of  available  1  i-dcrui  fuuil>  and  oHierwi-v  imiinue  llie  pl■ovl^ioIl^  ol  that  act; 

On  pas-sage.     i  I'ivv>i<m1,  .■M7  to  o.^. 

H.  R.  9709.  a  bill  to  extend  and  improve  the  uneiiiptoynieiit  comiienNiImri  pidi'i.iin 

On  rnolkm  U>  r>-«>niniil  »  Itli  iti.-itruclions  lo  iui|tutie  tederal  siundards  uikiu  Si  at.-  programs.     (Re.iocl.Mi.  liotu  241.1 

On  pa.<ss;ige.     i  l'ass«><l,  ;«**  l<i  a«'.'..   .  '.. . .._ 

H.  R.  95*10  revising  :ind  extending  the  laws  relating  toespioiiage  and  .siibdiuge: 

On  pa.^sage.     (I'-is-xed,  SJi  toO.) 

Quorum  c:ill ,  

H.  Res.  tiiil.  providing  for  the  c\)iisiderutioii  ol  H.  K.  KiAi,  the  lieallh  s»tvio'  prepu)  iiiein  pbiii  rein,sunance  bill: 

On  pa.'i.sage.     (I*a,ssed.  274  lo  wt.» 

U.  R.  8;i.V>,  Ihe  health  .service  [»rei>a.\  nient  plan  rein.Hurance  bill: 

On  motion  to  ri>commil.     i.Kclopled.  '2'SS  lo  134.1 

Quorum  Dili - -.     .   .   .   

H.  Hes.  f>27,  reiterutiiig  the  ojiitoMiiou  of  the  House  ol  Kei»reKntatives  to  the  seating  of  the  Commiuu.»i  regime  .n  China  in  the  United 
Nations: 

On  (NLosage.    (Passed.  381  to  0" 

Quorum  call . 

11.  K.  TK39,  the  HuiLMUg  .^ct  of  1U.M: 

On  n-coniniitlul  motion  drsigiic<1  to  provide  140,(fl0new  unil,«of  put  die  hou-«ine  over  a  4-vear  i«eriod  in  lien  of  the  .V.OOOnew  units  for  fiscal 
year  I«.'i^.     (KeM-cttHi.  l.W  to  294.^ _ 

On  adoption  of  ("onferetiee  ri'V>ort.     (Adoptnl  H."*  toaiti. 
IT.  R.  9MM,  eiteodiiiK  the  time  for  initiatiuK  training  luider  the  Konntii  Ul  bill  of  rights  to  '6  years  instead  of  the  present  2  yeui^  after  date  of 
induction: 

On  ii«.s«arf .    (P.'V^.oed.  MOtoOi 

II.  R,  iHian.  granting  lncrra«'>-  in  mmpeiLVilion  and  in'iision  to  veteran*  of  all  »ur>  and  theii  deix-mlciits. 

On  ptuksage.     (Hitsaexl,  aw  to  O.i.- .  

U.K.  viif>,  |)rovi<ling  (Nistal  nite  increase"!  and  imstal  i>ay  increa-vs: 

On  motion  to»usi>end  ruk'sand  pass  with  an  amendment.     (Kelectcl,  ?2Stol71.    A  *4  majority  is  necessary  for  i>a»sace  under  sii.<pension 
of  the  ruk*».1 
n.  R.  7130,  provitiingfor  loss  of  nationality  Ivy  native-l»om  or  naturalized  citizens  ujioii  conviction  of  advocating  or  conspiring  to  advocate  the 
overthrow  of  the  I'nite*!  Statj-s  by  use  of  force  or  violence; 

On  passage.     (Pasiie<l,  voice  vote  ) .... 

H.  R.  8180,  inrreatiiJiR  federal  contributions  to  t»tate  homes  for  dlNabled  American  veterans: 

On  pas-tagc.     (Passed,  voice  vole) 

Quorum  call -- -   -  - -   ---     

IJ.  Kes.  fiM,  citing  Holia  Bailer  for  cx)ntcmpl  of  the  House  of  Representatives  by  lelusal  lo  answer  questions  belore  the  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities: 

On  passage.    (Passed,  376  lo  0.) 

Quorum  call   — — — • -— 

II.  R.  9757,  amending  the  Atomic  Energy  .4ct  of  HH6,  as  aniende<l; 

On  amendment  relatUig  lo  atomic  iwients.    (1'a.ssed,  303  to  159.) 

Suorum  call .........—-.. 
.  K,  V7.S7,  amendiiut  the  .Momie  Energy  .\cl  of  1M6,  as  amended; 

On  motion  to  recommit,    (Kejected,  IW  to  222) 

On  [tas-soge.    (Passed,  Zll  to  IM; 

Quorum  mil 


Vote 


II.  R    lOIVM,  the  mutual  security  appropriation  bill  hv  fiscal  19,V.: 

On  iias.'Mge.    (PaK.*d,  afifi  to  I2Ht.-- - - - 

H.  R.  8300,  a  bil!  to  revi!>e  the  internal  revenue  laws  of  the  Initeti  States- 

On  motion  to  recximmil  with  in<tnirtioiis  for  House  conferees  to  agree  to  .>^n.ue  rimendment  which  deleted  section  providing 
agMinst  the  income  tax  of  an  indi\  idual  of  a  percentage  of  the  dividend;  received  from  cerl:iiu  domestic  cxjrjwrations.  (Rejected, 
227.) 

On  adopt  ion  of  conference  report.    (Adopted,  316  to  77.) — . — 

Quorum  cafi . — 

U.  Res.  CJ8,  provtding  for  the  coiisidenit ion  H.  R.  23fi.  authoriting  the  con.slruct ion,  0{MTatu>n,  and  mamlenuiu«  by  tbe  secretary 
Interior  of  the  Fry  iiifinui  Arkansas  pro>eot,  Colorado: 

On  riassage.     (Rejecte<l.  IShto  19.^.l - 

H.  R.  9/.'i«,  increasing  Ihe  InM-rowlng  power  of  the  Commo<ii«y  Credit  CoriionilMin; 

On  p«.<i!(age.    (Pas!<e<l,  317  to  57.) - ---- 

II.  Con   K«>.  265,  i>rovi«ling  for  sine  die  adjourument  of  the  2d  se-ss.  of  the  Wd  C  ong.  on  July  Ji: 

On  pa.'tsage.    (Kejected.  IsO  to  193  ) - 


credit 
169  to 


Y.-a. 
Present. 


Yea. 
Ye*. 

Prnw^nt. 
Present. 
Present. 


Vea, 
Yeti. 

Yefc 

Yea. 

Nay. 

Yea. 

Yea. 
Absent. 

Ye*. 

Nay. 
Present. 


Vea. 
Pris»>nt. 


Kay. 
Vea. 


Vea. 
Yea. 
Yea. 

Ye». 

Yea. 
Present. 


Vea. 
PresenC 

Yea. 
lYesoiC 

N'ay. 
Yea. 
Present. 


Kay. 
Kay. 


of  tbe 


..do 


..  do- 
-do. 


Aug.     3 

..do 

-do..... 


-do..... 

...-L.do 


il"  R,  TMOrariiendinVthe  Kai'lrt>i«d  RetireinenY  Art^^        Railroad  Retiremenl  Tax  Act.  and  the  Kuilroad  InemplojTnent  Insurance  Act: 

On  pnitsage.     (Pa.'cted,  :«fi  lo  O.) 

n.  R.  9666,  amending  sec.  1U»1,  i«ir  i\2.  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  IKW  with  resjiecl  to  hanlU«anl: 

On  iwisage.    (Parsed,  r.r,  to  IfiP, i  - •  ■   -  

H.  Con.  Res.  266,  pn.vkling  few  sine  die  :»'l>>umuieut  ol  the  2d  sws.  ofihe  .vw  t  one.  on  July  31: 

n.  R.^lM'Tauliiorizing'the  ixcrxtary'of  "the  iii't'crior't'o  construct,  oiitra'tc",  and  maintain  the  'i'ak  ut  division  of  the  Rogue  River  Basin  recla- 
matinn  proJ«Tt,  Oregon- 
On  (>as.sage.     (Passed,  163  to  114.) - -- - - — — 

h"r"w2*1i!  p"r"o'vid'i'n'c'forordcrl'}''lernn'iiaiioiVoifederai  supervision  over  the  KOi>erly  and  members  of  the  Menominee  Indian  Tribe  of  Wis- 
consin: 

On  passage.    (Pa.ssed,  voiee  vote.) .-v,vv.:""'""V;"-* ;';  ■. 

H.  R.  7TW>,  making  jurmanent  Ihe  incnases  in  regular  annuili«-s  under  Ihe  Civd  ^ervlCl'  Ketirrmeut  .\cl 

^n  iMLssage.     (  Passed,  voice  vote  ) -- ;"," "' ■ """*' 

H.  R.  9909,  prohibiting  i)ayment  ol  annuities  to  Federal  officers  and  employ .<es  cunvicled  of  ft'rtain  cnmrs: 

Onpassage.    (Pa,s.sed,  voice  vote.) - •-   ^ - — •■ :"  .' :'i':^ 

II.  R.  HWW,  safeguarding  the  rights  of  rii.arian  landowners  in  WiscxMioiii  who*  lilW  to  l*wpeny  has  been  hcxHight  mio  question  by  reason  or 
errors  in  original  .sjirvey  and  grant: 

On  passage.     (l'a.sse<l.  voice  vole.> - ,---::,. -_ .- ,----:j:i-i^iii:i  .1^^41.1:" 

P.  36H1.  luiihoriring  Civil  S.rvici-  Commission  to  make  availabfc'  gnwip  hie  in.tuninee  for  cirilun  officer?  and  emptoyees  in  rexierai  srrrirr.^ 

On  i>assage.     (l'a.ssed,  voici-  X'ote.)........ -- * " 


Ye*. 
I'rusent 


Yea. 

Yea. 

Ye*. 

Piewfit. 

Pment. 

Yea. 

Ye*. 

Ycfc 


Ye*. 
Abscuk 


Ye*. 
Y'e*. 
Ye». 

T»ek. 
V«*. 


^ 


■i 
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No. 


135 
US 


137 
138 
139 
140 
141 

142 


143 


144 

145 
146 


147 
148 


Date 


Anc    4 

..do. 

Aac    9 

.-do.... 
..do.... 
..do.... 
..do.-.. 

AacM 

—do—.. 

...do. 

...dO-_.. 

—do 

Aa«.   17 


Measure,  question,  and  result 


Vot« 


aaorumnkD - -  ,  
.  Mt.  ■meadiDg  Um  imiBunity  proTSsion  rcl»tinK  to  testimony  given  by  witnesses  before  either  House  of  Congress  or  its  committres: 
On  pasaace.    (Faaaed,  293  to  69.) - --.- 


ciUl. 


R.  iKMS,  MtabUihing  •  Joint  oommittM  of  Congress  to  study  postal  field  service  reclaasitcalion  and  providing  a  T-ixrcent  iwy  incri-ase  for 
post*!  empioy«es: 
On  motHm  to  dJoehaiga  the  Committee  on  Rules  from  further  consideration  of  H.  Res.  590,  the  rule  provi<lini!  for  consideration  of  H.  R. 

9345.    <Paand.  348  to  39.) 

OBpuM«e.    (Pa«Md.352to».) 

H.  B«s.  687,  providing  for  ooMidetation  of  S.  3033,  relating  to  the  labeling  of  foreign-produfled  trout  sold  in  the  United  States: 

Onpanage.    (PaaMd.a09to  159.) .  

H.  EU  W78.  promoting  the  security  and  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States  by  furnishing  nesislance  U>  friendly  nations: 

Cteaetka  to  reeemmit.    (Rejected,  97  to  206.) - 

On  passage.    (Passed.  302  to  55.) 

QaonmcaU ...- 

8.  3706,  ooUawiDK  the  Communist  Party,  prohibiting  members  of  Communist  organizations  fioni  serving  in  certain  reprosentativo  capac- 


ItiK.  and  for  otner  purposes: 
On  tmmms^    (Passed,  306  to  2). 


-do 


Aug.   19 
—do 


..do. — 
Aog.  20 


8.  3308,  authorlxing  and  directing  the  investigation  by  the  Attorney  General  of  certain  ofTtnses  by  Uovernment  oflicers  and  employees  with 
Other  Oovemmental  agencies: 

Onpasaage.    (Paaaed.  voice  vote) -  .  

H.  Rm  705,  providing  (or  Hmise  agreement  to  Senate  amendment  to  H.  R.  tiUTA  providing  for  a  tcmporaiy  inciTase  in  statutory  debt  limit 
until  June  30, 1A55: 

Onpassage.    (Passed,  193 to 31.) 

H.   R.   S680,    providinK   for  oontlnoed  price    support  for  agricultural  products,  augmenting  the  marlccting  and  disiwsal  of  .vucli   |>rodu<'l.s 
and  providing  for  greater  stability  in  toe  products  ot  afcriculture: 

On  reoommlttai  of  conference  report.     (Rejected,  voice  vote.) .,. 

On  adoption  onoonlerence  report.    (Adopted,  208  to  47.) 

H.  R.  10303,  providlDg  rewards  for  information  concerning  illegal  manufaclurc  or  ac(|uii>ili*u  of  .spi'iial  uiiilear  material  and  atomic  wraiions: 

On  passage.    (Passed,  voice  vote.) 

Quonimcall 

S.  3706,  outlawing  ttie  (Tommunist  Party,  prohibiting  members  of  Cominunii^t  organizations  from  serving  in  oertain  representative  ca(>a('itii'S, 
and  for  other  purposes: 

On  motion  to  instruct  conferees  to  accept  Senate  amendments.     (.Vdopted,  208  to  100) -.- - 

H.  R.  10051,  making  appropriations  for  Mutual  Serurity  for  fiscal  year  1U55: 

On  adoption  of  conference  report.    (Adopted,  18S  to  77) 

On  motion  ordering  previous  question  on  amendment  providing  S.U  million  and  providing  M)  [lerccni  o.  the  foreign  currency  generated 
shall  be  used  to  strengthen  and  improve  the  civilian  economy  of  Spain.    (Adopted,  iMi  to  7ti.) 
8. 3706,  outlawing  the  Communist  Party,  prohibiting  membership  of  Communist  organizations  from  serving  in  certain  representative  csijJaci 
ties,  and  for  other  purpoees: 

On  adoption  of  conference  report.    (Adopted,  265  to  2.). 

H.  R.  2236,  providing  for  regulation  of  certain  public  transportation  in  the  Washington  mi'tropolitan  wro-.v. 

On  recommittal  of  conference  report  with  instructions  to  eliminate  establishment  of  Washington  ^letropolitan  Area  Transit  Regulatory 
Commission.    (Rejected,  95  to  164.). 


Present. 

Y»a. 
Pfcsent. 


X6y. 
N6F. 

Y«a. 

Nay. 
Yea. 
Present. 


Yea. 


Yra, 


.J. 


Vf-a. 
Niay. 

Vra. 
l^-senL 


N!«y. 

Nay. 
iVCay. 


Yrs. 

>4ay. 


AM'KZPLAXATIOH  OV  XZKKS 

Of  necessity  the  report  contiUns  par- 
liamentary and  legislative  terms  witti 
which  the  reader  may  not  be  familiar. 
An  explanation  of  some  of  these  terms 
may,  therefore,  be  helpful: 

A.  A  quorum  call  consists  of  a  calling 
of  the  roll  of  Members  to  determine 
whether  or  not  a  quorum — a  majority  of 
Members— is  present.  No  business  may 
be  conducted  when  it  is  found  that  a 
quorum  is  not  present. 

B.  Recommittal:  Generally,  on  all  im- 
portant bills,  a  motion  to  recommit  the 
bill  to  a  committee,  with  or  without  in- 
structions, is  voted  upon  by  the  House 
before  it  votes  upon  passage  of  the  bill. 
If  such  a  motion  is  adopted,  it  means 
that  the  bill  will  be  changed,  delayed, 
or  even  killed.  However,  when  a  motion 
to  recommit  is  accompanied  by  instruc- 
tions, the  vote  generally  indicates 
whether  the  Member  is  in  favor  of  or 
opposed  to  the  change  in  the  legislation 
proposed  by  the  instructions  and  does 
not  necessarily  indicate  his  position  on 
the  bill  as  a  whole.  A  motion  to  recom- 
mit with  instructions,  if  adopted,  does 
not  kill  the  bUl. 

C.  The  type  of  bill  can  be  determined 
by  the  letters  which  precede  its  number. 
All  bills  that  originate  In  the  House  are 
designated  by  an  H;  those  that  originate 
in  the  Senate  by  an  S.  There  are  four 
main  types: 

First.  H.  R.  (S.)  designates  a  bill 
which  when  passed  by  both  Houses  in 
identical  form  and  signed  by  the  Presi- 
dent, becomes  law. 

Second.  H.  J.  Res.  (S.  J.  Res.)  desig- 
nates a  Joint  resolution  which  must 
pass  both  Houses  and  be  signed  by  the 


President  before  becoming  law.  It  is 
generally  used  for  continuing  tlie  life 
of  an  existing  law,  or  in  submitting  to 
the  States  a  constitutional  amendment, 
in  which  case  it  does  not  require  the 
signature  of  the  President  but  must  be 
passed  by  a  two-thirds  majority  of  both 
Houses. 

Third.  H.  Con.  Res.  (S.  Con.  Res.) 
designates  a  concurrent  resolution.  To 
become  effective  it  must  be  passed  by 
both  the  Hotise  and  Senate  but  does  not 
requira  the  President's  signature.  It  is 
used  to  take  joint  action  which  is  purely 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  Congress. 
Many  emergency  laws  carry  the  provi- 
sion that  they  may  be  terminated  by 
concurrent  resolution,  thus  eliminating 
the  possibility  of  a  Presidential  veto. 

Fourth.  H.  Res.  (S.  Res.)  desigi|ates  a 
simple  resolution  of  either  body.  It  does 
not  require  approval  by  the  other  body 
nor  the  signature  of  the  President.  It  is 
used  to  deal  with  matters  that  concern 
one  House  only,  such  as  changing  rules, 
creating  special  committees,  and  so  forth. 

D.  Rule:  Important  bills,  after  ap- 
proval of  the  committee  concerned,  go  to 
the  House  Committee  on  Rules  where  a 
rule,  in  the  form  of  a  House  resolution 
(H.  Res.),  is  granted  covering  the  time 
allowed  for  debate,  consideration  of 
amendments,  and  other  parliamentary 
questions. 

E.  Conference:  Representatives  from 
both  Houses  of  Congress  meet  in  confer- 
ence to  work  out  differences  existing  in 
the  legislation  as  passed  by  the  two 
bodies.  Upon  conclusion  of  their  con- 
ference, a  report  is  submitted  to  each 
House  setting  forth  the  agreements 
readied.    Each  House  then  must  act  by 


way  of  adopting  or  rejecting  the  report 
in  whole  or  in  part. 

P.  Ordering  the  previous  question:  A 
motion  to  order  the  previous  question,  if 
adopted,  shuts  off  further  debate  on  the 
question  liefore  the  House  and  prevents 
further  amendments  to  such  proposition. 

G.  A  bill  may  pass,  or  be  defeated,  by 
one  of  the  following  kind  of  Totes: 

First.  Voice  vote:  The  Speaker  first 
asks  all  in  favor  to  say  "aye"  then  those 
opposed  to  say  "nay."  If  there  is  no 
question  as  to  the  result,  this  is  sufficient. 

Second.  Division:  If  the  result  of  the 
voice  vote  is  in  doubt,  the  Spflaker  asks 
those  in  favor  to  stand,  then  those  op- 
posed to  stand.  He  counts  in  each  In- 
stance and  announces  the  resQlt.  If  he 
is  in  doubt,  or  if  demand  is  made  by  one- 
fifth  of  a  quorum,  then — 

Third.  Tellers  are  ordered.  A  Mem- 
Ijer  on  each  side  of  the  question  is  ap- 
pointed as  teller,  and  they  take  their 
places  at  each  side  of  the  center  aisle. 
Those  in  favor  walk  through  and  are 
counted.  Those  opposed  do  likewise. 
The  result  settles  most  questions,  but 
any  Member,  supported  by  one-flfth  of 
a  quorum,  can  ask  for  a  rolloall.  This 
privilege  is  guaranteed  by  the  Constitu- 
tion. 

Fourth.  RoUcalls  place  each  Member 
on  record  on  the  particular  measure  in- 
volved. Each  Member's  name  is  called 
and  his  vote  recorded.  RoUcalls  consti- 
tute the  official  voting  record  of  the 
House. 

The  outcome  of  various  votes  &re  indi- 
cated in  parentheses  in  the  record  above. 
In  the  case  of  roUcal'  votes,  ttie  actual 
vote  is  shown — the  y^as  first;  and  the 
nays  last. 
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EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  UURENCE  CURTIS 

or  MASSACBUBrrrs 

IN  THE  ROUSK  OF  RZPRESENTA-nVSS 

Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  during  the  closing  days  of  the 
session  a  report  on  the  subject  of  hate 
mail  from  the  Postmaster  General  was 
received  by  the  chairman  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv- 
ice. This  report  resulted  from  the  initia- 
tive of  our  colleague.  Representative 
Jacob  K.  Javits.  of  New  York,  who  has 
filed  a  resolution  requesting  it. 

There  is  general  aversion  in  this  coun- 
try to  certain  willful  purveyors  of  false- 
hood concerning  racial  and  religious 
groups  whose  one  object  seems  to  be  to 
divide  class  against  class  and  group 
against  group,  and  hold  up  to  contempt 
the  ideals  of  liberty,  equality  before  the 
law.  and  brotherly  human  consideration 
which  have  been  foundation  stones  of 
our  American  civilization  since  the  days 
of  our  Founding  Fathers. 

This  type  of  propaganda  is  bad  enough 
during  ordinary  times;  but  it  is  unbearr 
able  during  a  period  of  cold  war  when 
cunning  adversaries  are  seeking  every 
means  to  infiltrate,  subvert,  and  divide 
the  American  people. 

The  time  has  come  to  find  a  way  of 
curbing  this  evil.  Tliat  must  be  done 
without  encroaching  upon  time-honored 
American  freedoms  granted  by  the  Bill 
of  Rights,  and  particularly  freedom  of 
the  press.  Here  is  another  example 
where  puireyors  of  division  use  the  cloak 
of  American  constitutional  freedom  in 
order  to  undermine  those  very  freedoms. 
Constitutional  protections  were  never 
intended  to  serve  as  a  cloak  for  such  ac- 
tivities. A  way  must  be  fovmd  within 
the  framework  of  the  Constitution  to  put 
some  limit  on  this  type  of  activity,  and  I 
believe  it  can  be. 

Existing  law  is  inadequate  to  restrain 
this  menace.  That  fact  was  spelled  out 
in  detail  in  the  above-mentioned  report 
from  the  Postmaster  General     He  said: 

The  Congresa  baa,  over  the  years,  pre- 
scribed what  may  or  may  not  be  transmitted 
through  the  malls.  •  •  •  Section  1717  of 
title  18,  United  States  Code,  provides  that  cir- 
culars, postcards,  prints,  newspapers,  etc.. 
which  contain  matter  advocating  or  urging 
treason,  insurrection,  or  forceful  resistance 
to  any  law  of  the  United  States  are  nonmaU- 
able.  This  same  section  also  provides  that 
matter  in  violation  of  a  number  of  other  sec- 
tions of  title  18  Is  likewise  nonmail- 
able. •  •  •  It  should  be  noted,  however, 
that  these  sections  do  not  expressly  provide 
for  the  exclusion  from  the  United  States 
maUs  of  matter  attacking  a  particular  re- 
ligion, religiovu  group,  or  race.  •  •  •  It  Is, 
of  course,  regretted  that  the  postal  faclUtles 
are  employed  for  the  dissemination  of  mate- 
rial of  this  type.  However,  in  the  absence  of 
authority  to  exclude  It,  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral has  no  alternative  but  to  accept  the 
material  and  deUver  It  to  destination. 

This  report  from  the  Postmaster 
General  came  too  late  in  the  session  to 
make  possible  the  drafting  and  mature 
consideration  and  enactment  of  legis- 


lation at  the  present  session.  However, 
this  deficiency  in  our  laws  must  be  rem- 
edied, and  I  have  therefore  filed  a  bill 
which,  during  the  adjournment  of  Con- 
gress, will  be  available  to  Members  and 
to  the  many  persons  and  organizations 
interested  in  this  subject. 

It  is  clear  that  there  are  principles  of 
law  which  can  be  relied  uixin  to  provide 
some  measure  of  remedy  to  the  intoler- 
able abuse  above  referred  to.  The  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  has 
many  times  held  that  even  freedom  of 
speech  is  not  unlimited. 

The  most  frequently  cited  limitation 
was  that  voiced  by  Mr.  Justice  Oliver 
Wendell  Holmes  when  he  pointed  out 
that  freedom  of  speech  could  not  be 
construed  so  as  to  p>ermit  a  prankster  to 
shout  "fire"  while  sitting  in  a  crowded 
theater.  Even  more  to  the  point  is  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  Beau- 
harnais  v.  lUinois  (343  U.  S.,  p.  250\  in 
which  it  upheld  the  provisions  of  an  Illi- 
nois statute  making  it  a  crime  to  exhibit 
in  any  public  place  any  publication 
which  "portrays  depravity,  criminality. 

unchastity,  or  lack  of  virtue  of  a  class  of 
citizens,  of  any  race,  color,  creed,  or  re- 
ligion" which  "exposes  the  citizens  of 
any  race,  color,  creed,  or  rellglcn  to 
contempt,  derision  or  obloquy." 

In  the  chapter  of  the  Criminal  Code 

dealing  with  postal  crimes  and  nonmail- 
able matter,  there  is  a  catchall  provision 
making  letters  and  writings  nonmailable 
Which  are  used  in  the  commission  of 
other  crimes  which  are  there  listed.  The 
dissemination  of  hate  mail  during  these 
days  of  the  cold  war  might  properly  be 
attacked  as  an  attempt  at  salx>tage  or 
subversion;  and  a  provision  might  be  in- 
serted in  the  chapter  dealing  with  that 
subject,  and  then  included  in  the  above- 
mentioned  list.  However,  in  view  of  the 
difficult  constitutional  questions  in- 
volved, it  seemed  better,  at  least  for  the 
time  being,  to  limit  the  remedial  provi- 
sions to  one  making  the  dissemination  of 
such  material  nonmailable. 

The  bill  which  I  am  filing  was  drafted 
along  the  above  lines  and  reads  as  fol- 
lows: 

A  bin  to  amend  section  1717  of  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code,  so  as  to  make  non- 
mailable certain  defamatory  and  other 
matter 

That  section  1717  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  relettermg 
subsections  (b)  and  (c)  thereof  as  (c)  and 
(d).  respectively,  and  by  inserting  after  sub- 
section (a)  of  such  section  a  new  sutxectlon 
as  foUows: 

"(b)  Any  written  or  printed  matter  or 
thing  upon  which  is  written,  printed,  or 
otherwise-  impressed  any  epttbet.  term,  or 
language  of  Ubelous,  scurrilous,  defamatory, 
or  threatening  character  as  regards  an  Indi- 
vidual or  religious  or  racial  group,  or  calcu- 
lated by  the  manner  or  style  of  display  and 
obviously  Intended  to  reflect  Indecently  and 
Injuriously  upon  the  character  or  conduct 
of  another  or  which  portrays  depravity,  crim- 
inality, unchastity.  or  lack  of  virtue  of  a 
class  of  ctttaens  of  any  race,  color,  creed,  or 
religion,  or  which  exposes  the  citiaena  of  any 
race,  color,  creed,  or  religion  to  contempt, 
derision,  or  obloquy  is  nonmallabl*  matter, 
and  shaU  not  be  conveyed  in  tbe  malls,  nor 
delivered  from  any  post  o4Bc«.  nor  by  any 
letter  carrier,  and  sludl  be  wltndrawn  from 
the  malls  under  stich  regulations  as  ttie 
Postmaster  General  shall  prescribe." 
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EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  WILUAM  F.  KNOWLAND 

or  CALirOKKXA 

IN  THS  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATSS 
Friday,  Augnst  20.  1954 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Concrissional  Rscoro,  The  Re- 
publican Record  of  the  8Sd  Congress.  It 
Is  understood,  pursuant  to  the  prior  or- 
der, that  additions  and  corrections  may 
be  made  at  a  later  publication  date;  but 
I  desire  to  have  the  material  printed  in 
today's  Rscoao. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, reserving  the  right  to  object,  and 
I  ShaU  not  object,  is  this  confined  to  the 
Republican  record  of  the  83d  Congress,  or 
is  it  the  record  of  the  83d  Congress? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     It  Is  the  record  Of 

the  83d  Congress;  but  I  believe  It  is  cus- 
tomary for  both  the  majority  leader  and 
the  minority  leader  to  have  it  printed. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  mate- 
rial was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rac- 
ORD,  as  follows: 

Thk  Republican  Record 

The  Elsenhower  adminUtratlon  and  the 
S3d  Congress  worked  together  and  our  Joint 
efforts  resulted  In  the  foUowlng  notabla 
achievements : 

We  ended  the  fighting  and  aacrlflcM  of 
American  lives  in  Korea;  kept  the  United 
States  out  of  the  war  In  Indochina;  liqui- 
dated the  Communist  foothold  in  Oxiate- 
mala:  strengthened  the  free  natlona;  and 
confronted  Russian  imperialism  and  Com- 
munist aggression  with  the  firm  determina- 
tion to  safeguard  freedom  and  attain  genu- 
ine peace. 

We  reorganized  and  strengthened  the  na- 
tional defense  l>y  policies  and  programs 
capable  of  providing  security  over  the  long 
pull  at  substantial  savlngi  and  without  tm- 
due  strain  on  the  national  economy. 

We  acted  decisively  to  safeguard  the  Na- 
tion from  enemies  within  Its  borders  and  to 
rid  government,  labor,  education,  and  aU 
other  phases  of  American  life  from  Ctom- 
munlst  infiltration  and  subversion. 

We  successfully  bridge  the  difficult  transi- 
tion from  war  to  peace  and  maintained  pros- 
perity at  the  highest  level  In  the  Nation's 
history-  Price,  wage,  and  rent  controls  were 
ended,  freeing  American  enterprise  from  un- 
due Government  Interference.  The  national 
economy  was  stabilized  and  the  value  of  the 
dollar  strengthened,  ending  the  cheating  of 
our  people  by  Inflation  and  avoiding  tbe  dis- 
tress of  deflation,  while  em|rioyment,  pro- 
ductirn,  wages,  and  —'•"'"gr  remalnMl  lUgh. 

We  cut  taxes  by  nearly  87^  bUUon.  re- 
ducing Individual  Income-tax  pi^oMBta.  •■• 
else  taxe;  on  goods  consiimsrs  buy,  and  pro- 
viding substantial  beneflts  In  other  dadue- 
tlona  and  aUowances  for  Individuals  and 
enterprise. 

We  acted  to  end  tbe  shameful  waste  of 
farm  surpluses,  and  to  provide  farmflra  with 
a  long-range  program  for  an  Independent. 
self-reliant  agriculture,  with  Oorcmmcnt 
providing  a  shield  against  destine Uve  forces 
beyond  farmer  control. 

We  continued,  strengthened,  and  enlargSd 
programs  to  meet  human  neids.  to 
strengthen  dvO  rights,  to  aid  oar 
to  become  estabUabed  In  dvHtea  ttfc. 
to  provide  adequate  care  for  tlM  dla»Med.  to 
expand  social  security,  and  to  aastie  tiae 
aged,  tbe  blind,  and  depen<tent  widows  and 
children. 
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We  arrestad  ttie  trend  toward  destructive 
■oelmlUtift  tende&etes  In  GoTemment  by  the 
•meouragement  of  private  competitive  en- 
terprtw.  ttelXt.  and  the  aelf-rellance  of  our 
people. 

Wa  anoowafad  tbe  Statea  to  meet  tbelr 
pi^par  taaponslbmtles:  urged  labor  and  pri- 
vate enterpriae  to  solve  their  own  problems 
without  Oovenunent  interference:  and 
worked  to  make  all  our  people  more  self- 
reliant.  We  restored  to  the  SUtes  the  rights 
ot  the  States  to  develop  submerged^  lands, 
and  other  resources  within  their  boundaries. 

In  these  and  all  otlier  respects  a  Repub- 
lican administration  and  Congress  fostered 
the  forward  progress  of  a  free  nation  under 
«  government  without  favoritism,  without 
eorrupftton.  without  waste  or  extravagance. 
but  eBetent,  economical,  trustworthy,  and 
fair  to  aU. 

OUTSTAIfDXMG     PKOCaAJC     KKACTXD     DCSFTrS 

sunnna  bcabgin 
In  two  bvisy.  exacting  seasl(Hia.  the  83d 
Congress  carried  through  to  enactment  an 
outstanding  program  of  constructive  legis- 
lation. It  did  this  even  though  Republican 
coatrol  rested  on  slender  voting  margins. 
The  Senate  began  and  ended  with  a  bare 
Republican  majority  of  one.  For  almost  a 
year  after  the  death  of  Senator  Taft,  Re- 
publicans were  actuaUy  in  the  minority.  In 
tbe  Home  the  Republican  margin'  In  tne  first 
Ml  Minn  started  at  7  taut  f  eU  to  4  at  tbe  close 
of  the  second  seasion  through  deaths  and 
resignationa. 

The  achievements  of  the  Congress  were 
made  possible  by  close  coordination  between 
House  and  Senate  and  harmonious  relations 
with  the  President  and  the  executive  de- 
partments and  agencies.  Congress'  heaviest 
workload— the  regular  annual  appropriation 
bUls — ^wae  cfllciently  handled  and  fully  com- 
pleted in  the  19S4  session  before  the  start  of 
the  new  fiscal  year  July  1.  This  removed 
confualon  and  uncertainty  from  Government 
administrative  In  the  executive  branch — 
'  an  achievement  which  Democratic-controlled 
Congresses  utterly  failed  to  accomplish  in 
recent  years. 

Party  support  of  the  Republican  leadership 
and  of  the  President  ran  exceptionally  high. 
Congress  was  neither  a  rubber-stamp  nor 
an  unruly  critic  of  the  President's  program. 
Beginning  with  White  House  conferences 
with  Republican  leaders  in  both  Houses 
Including  standing  conunlttee  chairmen, 
and  continuing  with  weekly  conferences 
throughout  the  session.  Congress  and  the 
President  cooperated  for  the  good  of  the 
Nation.  Detailed  and  continuous  bipartisan 
consultations,  not  only  on  foreign  ixJllcy 
but  on  domestic  legislation  as  well,  were 
carried  on  by  the  President  and  the  Republi- 
can leadersiUp  wltb  Democratic  Party  leaders 
In  both  Houses  of  Congress. 

The  major  accomplishments  in  detail  are: 

mBraaucAMa  wan  xoaxAH  wax  anb  fbsss  roa 

FBACX    WTTB    aOKOm. 

By  placing  American  interests  foremost 
and  with  firm,  realistic  policies,  the  Repub- 
lican administration  accompllehed  the  fol- 
lowing in  Its  conduct  of  foreign  relations: 

K  ended  the  fighting  in  Korea,  secured 
the  exchange  of  prisoners,  and  began  the 
peacefiil  reconstruction  of  that  war-torn 
country.  By  strengthening  Korean  troops, 
the  administration  was  able  to  bring  home 
several  American  divisions. 

It  kept  America  out  of  a  hot  war  in  Indo- 
china while  giving  France  aid  and  support 
until  a  negotiated  truce  was  signed. 

It  played  an  effective  part  tn  ending  the 
Communist  regime  which  had  seised  power 
In  Guatemala. 

It  took  the  initiative  against  c<»nmunism 
in  aU  parte  of  the  world — 

By  exposing  Communist  hypocrisy,  de- 
signs, and  tactics  at  Berlin  and  Geneva 
conferences. 


By  a  congressional  resolution  supporting 
a  united  Germany. 

By  a  Senate  resolution  condemning  the 
Soviet  mistreatment  of  minorities  and  its 
callous  disregard  of  hiunan  rights. 

By  reafflrmlng  offlclal  policy  denying  Red 
China's  admission  to  the  United  Natioas. 

By  leading  American  states  at  Caraoas  In 
the  adoption  of  a  resolution  declaring  com- 
munism to  be  a  threat  to  freedom  and  peace 
in  the  Americas  and  pledging  full  consul- 
tation in  the  event  of  any  aggression. 

By  negotiating  arms  pacts  to  strengthen 
eentral  An^rican  countries  against  Com- 
munist subversion. 

By  taking  appropriate  steps  to  oust  Ameri- 
cans in  the  United  Nations  who  serve  the 
Communist  cause  and  by  instituting  an 
FBI  check  on  the  fitness  of  Americans  for 
loyal  service. 

By  undertaking  to  share  Information  on 
atomic  weapons  with  allies  in  the  coaimon 
defense  against  Communist  aggression. 

And  by  proposing  an  international  pool  of 
atomic  energy  for  peace. 

At  the  same  time  the  administration 
acted  resolutely  to  reinforce  the  defenses  of 
the  free  world.  It  pressed  France  and  Italy 
for  action  on  the  European  Defense  Com- 
munity by  Indicating  that  American  aid  may 
not  be  forthcoming  unless  EDO  or  a  satis- 
factory alternative  is  carried  through.  It 
continued  to  train  and  build  up  the  KATO 
forces  and  to  equip  them  with  planes. 
guided  missiles  atomic  weapons,  and  other 
materiel.  New  air  bases  were  acquited  in 
Spain  and  the  bases  elsewhere  improved. 
European  recovery  and  security  are  now  so 
well  advanced  that  American  aid  may  be 
steadily  and  safely  reduced.  Military  aid 
waa  given  to  Pakistan  and  aid  to  Nationalist 
China  continued. 

Security  pacts  I 

In  addition  to  our  network  of  security 
pacts  with  39  nations,  a  treaty  waa  con- 
cluded with  Korea,  a  mutual  asslatance 
agreement  was  signed  with  Japan,  and  ne- 
gotiations were  begun  on  a  security  pact  for 
aoutbeast  Asia.  Tbe  Senate  ratified  three 
treaties  providing  for  the  legal  status  of 
United  States  forces  in  Europe,  and  four 
treaties  to  settle  claims  and  improve  re- 
lations with  Germany.  The  Senate  ap- 
proved authority  for  the  President  to  take 
appropriate  steps  consistent  with  coastltu- 
tional  processes  to  restore  German  sover- 
eignty. 

Working  strongly  for  world  economic 
progress,  the  Congress  and  administration 
simplified  customs  procedures,  made  new 
studies  of  the  trade  agreements  program 
and  extended  the  act  for  another  year,  and 
continued  the  International  Wheat  Agree- 
ment. It  concluded  treaties  of  commerce 
and  friendship  with  several  nations,  agree- 
ments on  sugar  production  and  marketing, 
and  treaties  concerning  German  debt  settle- 
ments, Mexican  migratory  labor  and  duty- 
free trade  with  the  Philippines.  It  climaxed 
years  of  hope  and  effort  by  arrangtng  for 
American  participation  in  the  St.  Lawrence 
Seaway,  oper.ing  the  heart  of  the  Nation  to 
ocean  shipping.  i 

Humanitarian  deeds 

Continuing  its  great  humanltaglnn  tradi- 
tion the  United  States  sent  food  to  East 
Germany,  wheat  to  Pakistan,  and  entered 
upon  a  comprehensive  program  for  distribut- 
ing fann-surplus  commodities  for  famine 
and  distress  relief,  and  In  exchange  for  stra- 
tegic raw  materials.  A  program  was  enacted 
offering  refuge  for  314,000  Iron  Curtain  refu- 
gees, including  nuiny  orphaned  children. 

By  many  changes  and  Improvements,  the 
administration  has  achieved  better  manage- 
ment in  handling  foreign  affairs.  The  State 
Department  was  reorganized.  The  Foreign 
Operations  Administration  and  United  States 
Information  Service  were  set  up  as  inde- 
pendent agencies.    The  Voice  of  America  was 


greatly  improved.  Regulations  on  security 
risks  have  been  tightened  and  at  the  same 
time  the  rights  of  individuals  have  been  pro- 
tected. By  a  complete  overhaul,  national- 
defense  policies  and  programs  were  brought 
into  more  realistic  relationship  with  foreign 
policies  and  commitments.  And  in  this  field 
of  heavy  executive  responsibility  for  the  con. 
duct  of  foreign  affairs,  the  President  worked 
in  close  cooperation  with  Congress  and  with 
bipartisan  representatives  in  both  Bouses. 

REPUBLICANS  IKCREASI  NATION  S  DEFENSE  AT 
LESS  COST 

By  departmental  reorganization,  better 
management,  and  a  thorough  overhaul  of 
the  entire  national-defense  program,  the  Re- 
publican administration  has  built  a  highly 
flexible,  mobile  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force 
capable  of  handling  anything  short  of  a 
major  international  war  requiring  all-out 
mobilization.  Should  an  all-out  war  occur. 
this  program  would  and  could  be  rapidly 
enlarged. 

Most  significant  are  the  actions  (1)  to 
maintain  a  large,  well-rounded,  highly 
trained  and  equipped  military  forte  for  the 
Indefinite  future:  (2)  to  incorporate  atomic 
and  other  new  weapons  into  the  regular 
military  arsenal  for  strategic  and  tactical 
use;  (3)  to  establish  an  Air  Force  Academy 
comparable  to  West  Point  (Army)  and  An- 
napolis (Navy);  and  (4)  to  gear  oUr  military 
program  to  our  foreign  policies  and  commit- 
ments. 

These  are  history-making  decisions.  They 
result  from  a  fresh  appraisal  of  ottr  defense 
f>rogram  by  a  new  team  of  military  and  civil- 
ian ofBcials  following  the  end  of  ftghtlng  in 
Korea.  Their  main  object  is  to  bring  our 
defense  program  abreast  of  latest  develop- 
ments In  policy,  technology,  strategy,  and 
tactics.  Recognizing  the  long-tej-m  threat 
and  varied  tactics  of  Communist  aggression, 
the  new  program  replaces  crisis  planning  for 
peak  danger  years  with  continuous  combat 
readiness  for  any  contingency.  Research, 
production,  procurement,  and  expenditures 
are  l>etter  coordinated  to  fit  the  large  mili- 
tary program  into  the  framework  Of  a  sound 
civilian  economy  which  the  Nation  can  afford 
to  sustain  indefinitely  if  necessary. 

Many  billions  available  for  dtfenae 

Defense  Department  appropriations  for 
1955  alone  total  a28.8  billion  of  which  a7.6 
billion  is  for  the  Army.  aB.7  bUUpn  for  the 
Navy.  110.9  billion  for  the  Air  Force,  with  ths 
remainder  for  other  departmental  expenses. 
Supplemented  by  $55  billion  in  carry-over 
funds,  the  total  available  for  expenditure 
will  be  asS.S  billion.  In  addition.  tl.S  bil- 
lion has  been  authorised  for  military  public 
works  and  large  sums  for  atomic  energy,  mer- 
chant marine,  and  other  programs  related  to 

the  regular  defense  establithment.  For  1955 
it  la  planned  to  bave  an  Air  Force  of  120 
wings  with  970,000  men  and  women  as  part 
of  a  planned  buildup  to  137  winjs  by  1957; 
an  Army  of  17  divisions  with  l.lW.OOO  men 
and  women;  and  a  Navy  and  Marine  Corps 
of  689,000  personnel  operating  1,080  ships  and 
13,200  aircraft.  Plans  for  improving  the 
Reserve  force  are  in  the  making. 

Compared  with  previous  yeart,  the  Ad- 
ministration has  achieved  greater  actual  de- 
fense power  at  lower  costs  and  with  substan- 
tial savings  to  taxpayers. 

The  new  program  Includes  greater  atten- 
tion to  continental  defense  by  ettension  of 
the  radar  system  to  the  Far  Nortih  in  coop- 
eration with  Canada,  by  a  new  oontinental 
aid  defense  command  with  Improved  fighter- 
interceptor  forces  and- antiaircraft  weapons, 
by  coordinating  communications  systems 
throughout  the  country,  by  increasing  the 
role  of  the  National  Guard  in  ^ome  defense, 
and  by  building  cooperation  in  ctvil  defense 
between  local,  State,  and  Federal  unite. 
NATO  forces  improved 

Our  striking  and  defensive  forde  in  global 
operations  has  been  strengthened  by  the  ac- 
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quisltion  of  bases  in  Spain  and  by  improve- 
ments In  other  foreign  installations  provided 
for  m  military  public  works  appropriations. 
NATO  forces  in  E\UY>i>e  have  been  improved 
In  organisation,  by  |>rovUions  for  the  ex- 
change of  information  on  atomic  technology, 
by  new  equipment  for  conventional  weapons, 
guided  missiles,  and  etomlc  cannon,  and  by 
enlarged  training  p'ograms  for  handling 
these  newer  weapons. 

By  extended  research  and  development, 
advances  in  technology  and  new  production 
arrangements,  all  the  armed  services  are  im- 
provmg  the  effectlveiiess  of  equipment  and 
material.  Congress  provided  a6  million  for 
special  air  research  and  facilities  at  selected 
airbase  laboratoriea  The  President  ap- 
proved an  expanded  stockpiling  program  for 
the  purchase  of  some  35  to  40  strategic  metals 
and  minerals  from  domestic  producers  wher- 
ever possible.  The  Army  concentrated  its 
medium-tank  production  for  greater  eSl- 
cieucy  at  less  cost. 

Many  changes  have  been  instituted  to  im- 
prove service  morale.  Legislation  was 
passed  to  provide  control  of  promotions  and 
better  proportion  l>etween  grades  of  officers. 
The  program  for  handling  security  risks  has 
been  firmed  up.  Commissions  will  l>e  dented 
to  doctors  and  dentists  if  they  turn  out  to  be 
security  risks.  Segregation  In  the  services 
has  been  ended. 


NATION 


SErOBLICANS 


President  Elsenhower  and  the  Republican 
Congress  have  given  the  Nation  Its  greatest 
period  of  prosperity  in  history — and  have 
done  so  despite  the  acljvistments  required  in 
changing  from  a  war  to  a  peacetime  economy. 

The  depression  predicted  by  calamity 
howlers  and  partisan  critics  did  not  mate- 
rialize. 

Prosperity  was  not  accident,  however. 
The  Republican  Congress  and  Administra- 
tion took  positive  steps  to  Instill  public  con- 
fidence, to  smooth  out  the  bumps  that 
nppep.red  here  and  there,  and  to  spur  peace- 
time activity  to  sui)plant  declining  war 
demands.  Yet  the  Government  did  not  re- 
sort to  any  of  the  deadly  socialistic  drugs 
prescribed  by  left-wing  economic  medicine 
men. 

Cost  of  living  stabilized 

The  cost  of  living  was  stabilized.  In  con- 
trast to  the  8  percent  average  annual  in- 
crease In  living  costs  under  the  Truman  ad- 
ministration, the  cost  of  living  has  been  held 
down  to  only  alightly  more  than  1  percent 
since  Republicans  tcok  charge.  Likewise 
the  rapid  decline  In  purchasing  power  of  the 
dollar  occurring  under  the  Democrats  has 
been  stayed.  The  value  of  the  dollar  has 
raried  only  one -half  cent  in  the  past  18 
months. 

Republicans  moved  quickly  to  wipe  out 
restrictive  controls.  Less  than  a  month  .after 
Inauguration  the  President  voluntarily  ended 
wage  controls.  Price  controls  were  removed 
by  March  17,  1953.  Federal  consumer  and 
real  estate  credit  controls  were  alxjlished. 
Many  other  emergency  powers  over  various 
aspects  of  the  Nation's  economy  were  re- 
pealed by  law.  although  Congress  continued 
to  June  30.  1965,  the  President's  authority  to 
allocate  scarce  and  strategic  materials  in 
emergency  and  under  the  V-loan  program, 
whereby  the  Government  guarantees  quali- 
fying types  of  defense  contract  loans. 

In  line  with  Republican  campaign  pledgee 
to  remove  the  Government  from  competition 
with  private  business,  the  Congress  acted  to 
dispose  of  some  38  federally  owned  synthetic 
rubber  plants  and  restored  to  States  their 
rights  to  develop  oil.  minerals,  and  other 
natural  resources. 

Constrvxtion  tictivities  encouraged — svmM 

business  aided 

Congress  enacted  a  great  number  of  laws  to 

help  maintain  a  healthy,  growing  economy. 

In  the  construction  field  alone,  this  Congress 

compiled  a  notable  record.     It  voted  funds 
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and  enootiraged  the  building  of  such  things 
as  houaea.  shlpa,  hosplUls.  health  clinics, 
hlghwaya,  airports,  and  rivers,  harbors,  and 
flood-control  projects. 

Small  business  already  is  benefiting  from 
the  Small  Business  Administration,  created 
by  the  Republican  83d  Congress  to  make 
loans,  sublet  prime  contracts,  and  otherwise 
strengthen  the  backttone  of  America. 

All  business  will  be  stimulated  and  more 
Jol>s  created  as  a  result  of  the  tax  laws  en- 
acted by  the  eSd  Congrees. 

Congress  increased  Federal  research  funds 
so  that  new  ideas  and  technological  pro- 
ceases  can  be  made  available  for  conunerclal 
uses,  in  tiu'u  meaning  more  Jobs  and  better 
products. 

In  a  variety  of  ways  the  Republican  Con- 
gress and  administration  moved  to  aid  thoee 
relatively  few  areas  of  chronic  and  temporary 
unemployment.  At  least  a  dozen  projects 
worth  Oiore  than  a20  million  are  being  built 
in  distressed  communities  through  the  tax- 
Ijeneflt  program  of  the  Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization.  Congress  extended  unemploy- 
ment compensation  coverage  to  some  4  mil- 
lion workers.  It  also  strengthened  the 
unemployment  compensation  system  by  set- 
ting up  a  reserve  of  a200  million  from  which 
States  may  borrow  when  necessary,  and  in 
addition  it  provided  for  the  refund  of  ex- 
cess tax  collections  to  States,  enabling  them 
to  increase  benefits  to  unemployed  workers, 
as  25  States  have  already  done. 

In  addition,  the  Government  has  a  whole 
araenal  of  economic  weapons  which  Repub- 
licans have  pledged  to  use.  if  it  should  l>e- 
come  necessary,  to  maintain  a  high  standard 
Of  living  for  our  people. 

Under  Republican  leadership,  the  Nation's 
economic  ijarometers  read  "fair  weather 
ahead." 

BEinTaLICANS    MAKE    XECOKD-BXEAKTNC    TAX 

azDXTcnoNs 

Republicans  kept  their  pledge  to  reduce 
taxes — by  a  whopping  17.4  billion  in  1954,  the 
largest  tax  cut  the  American  people  ever  en- 
Joyed  in  a  single  year. 

Individual  Income  taxes  were  reduced  by 
about  11  percent  beginning  January  1,  1»54. 
the  first  tax  cut  since  the  Republican  80th 
Congress.  Only  because  the  Republican 
Congress  and  administration  slashed  Gov- 
ernment spending  by  billions  of  dollars  was 
the  as  billion  income-tax  reduction  possible. 

By  contrast,  under  Democrats  taxes 
reached  an  all-time  high  in  1952.  In  fact. 
Democratic  Congresses  voted  14  out  of  16 
Income-tax  Increases  since  the  first  income 
tax  law  was  passed  in  1913  by  Democrats. 

Excise  tax  cuts  voted  by  the  83d  Congress 
means  savings  for  everybody — in  all.  some 
$899  million — and  will  stimvilate  business 
activity  and  employment.    Excise  taxes  were 

reduced  on  such  things  as  stoves,  refrigera- 
tors, clothes  driers,  bandbags.  cosmetics,  ad- 
mission tickets,  sporting  goods,  telephone 
calls,  and  telegrams.  To  offset  this  loss  to 
the  United  SUtes  Treasury,  existing  excise 
rates  were  continued  on  such  items  as  liquor, 
beer,  cigarettes,  gasoline.  automoDiles.  and 
cabaret  admissions. 

The  excess-profits  tax  on  business  was 
continued  for  8  months,  to  December  31. 
1953,  to  coincide  with  the  date  of  tax  cuts 
for  individuals  and  to  bring  in  some  $800 
million  of  needed  revenue  to  the  United 
States  Treastiry. 

MUlioru  benefit  from  tax  revition  law 
Millions  of  persons  and  thousands  of  busi- 
nesses will  enjoy  additional  tax  cuts  under 
the  far-reaching  tax  revision  law  the  Repub- 
lican 83d  Congress  enacted  this  year. 

Over  00  percent — $827  million — oS  the  $1.4 
billion  of  tax  relief  provided  in  the  law  goes 
to  individuals. 

The  first  complete  revision  of  the  Internal 
revenue  Isws  in  more  than  75  years,  the  tax 
reform  law  represents  the  combined  efforts 
of  congressional  committees  and  administra- 


tion officials  to  simplify  Federal  tas  laws,  re- 
move Inequitiea,  close  loopholes,  and  atimu- 
late  the  country's  economic  growth  wlttoout 
at  the  same  time  endangering  the  Govern- 
ment's financial  condition. 

New  tax  features  of  particular  benefit  to 
individuals  Include: 

Larger  deductions  for  medical  expenses. 
affecting  some  8,500.000  persons; 

Tax  deductions  up  to  $600  for  costs  of  ear* 
of  dependents  (child  under  12  or  other  de- 
pendent mentally  or  physically  unable  to 
care  for  himself),  affecting  some  2.100.000 
working  people; 

Fairer  treatment  of  persons  receiving  re- 
tirement income,  affecting  some  1300.000 
people;  more  generous  treatment  of  annu- 
ities, affecting  some  800,000  people; 

More  liberalized  deductions  for  depend- 
ents, affecting  some  1,400,000  taxpayers: 

More  flexible  provisions  for  depreciation, 
affecting  some  9,600,000  persons; 

Partial  relief  from  double  taxation  of  divi- 
dends, affecting  some  7,100.000  of  the  47  mil- 
lion taxpayers  in  this  coimtry; 

More  liberal  deduction  for  interest  under 
installment  purchase  contracts,  affecting 
some  1.600,000  people:  and 

More  liberal  allowance  for  soil  and  vrater 
conservation  expenses,  affecting  some  500,000 
farmers. 

Some  $536  million  in  tax  relief  will  fiow  to 
business  under  the  new  tax  code.  At  the 
same  time.  Congress  continued  for  1  year  the 
52  percent  tax  on  corporate  earnings  over 
$25,000  which.  It  is  esUmated,  will  bring  in 
$1.2  billion  in  revenue. 

Features  'Of  the  new  tax  code  designed  to 
Stimulate  business  growth  and  create  Joba 
include : 

More  flexible  provisions  for  depredation, 
affecting  some  600,000  corporations; 

A  long^  period  for  applying  net  operating 
losses  against  profits  and  allowance  for  divi- 
dent-received  credit  and  percentage  deple- 
tion in  computing  losses,  affecting  some 
50.000  businesses; 

An  option  to  taxpayers  to  deduct  research 
and  experimentation  costs  from  current  ex- 
penses or  to  amortize  tbe  costs,  affecting 
countless  btislnesses; 

Less  stringent  tax  treatment  of  "surplus" 
earnings  accumulated  by  businesses  to  allow 
btisiness.  especially  small  enterprises,  greater 
freedom  in  retaining  funds  for  growth  and 
expansion; 

Increased  rates  of  percentage  depletion  on 
a  variety  of  critical  and  strategic  minerals 
in  order  to  encourage  tbe  development  of 
domestic  sources  of  supply; 

More  equitable  treatment  of  partnerships: 
and   tax   accounting   in   closer   accord    with 
business  accounting. 
Congress  closed  over  50  loopholes  through 

whlcb  taxp&jrments  had  been  avoided  in  the 
past  and  improved  the  law  by  many  mora 
technical  provisions. 

Honesty  and  fairness  replace  corruption  in 
tax  collecting 

Besides  providing  generous  tax  cuts  for  the 
American  people.  Republicans  cleaned  up  tl»« 
mess  found  in  the  Nation's  tax  collection 
agency,  the  Internal  Revenue  Service. 
Shown  to  be  riddled  with  corruption  under 
the  Democratic  administration,  the  agency  is 
now  well  on  its  way  toward  becoming  a  model 
of  honesty  and  fairness  under  the  Eisen- 
hower administration.  The  crooks  and 
grafters  have  been  weeded  out.  Tax  casea 
are  being  vigorously  prosecuted. 

The  up-to-date  business  methods  Installed 
by  Republicans  are  giving  taxpayers  quicker 
rulings,  faster  audita,  and  earlier  refunds. 

Msw  ofpuaiuwiim.  roa  ansaicaw  raiouas  to 

BAVK  COOO  BOmS  OT  THUB  OWH 

The  Republican  «8d  Congress  haa  mad* 
It  possible  to  help  fulfill  the  fundamental 
desire  of  American  families  to  have  good 
homes  of  their  own. 
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SnaetaMBt  of  the  Botislng  Act  ct  1964  »nd 
r*l»tad  bim  eonsUtute  »  progrmm  designed 
to  meet  the  problems  of  bouetng,  for  both 
etTtltene  mmI  aervleeiBen.  while  pro^ldliig 
aound  oominunlty  development  end  maln- 
talnlag  •  growlag  eoonomy. 

President  Slaenhover  MMrted  in  his  hous- 
ing mesMf*  to  Congress  last  Jsnusry  25  that 
the  majcv  objective  of  the  Republican  ad- 
nlnlstratlon'B  national  bousing  policy  was 
**the  development  of  conditions  under  which 
•very  American  can  obtain  good  housing." 
When  he  signed  the  new  law  August  2.  he 
hailed  the  congressional  action  as  "a  major 
advance  toward  meeting  America's  housing 


£otper  dotonpttyments,  longer  periods  to  repay 
The  Republican-sponsored  housing  law 
pomlts  lower  downpayments.  lower  monthly 
payments,  longer  repayment  temu  of  up  to 
80  yean,  and  increased  mortgage  limits  of 
up  to  930.000.  More  money  Is  made  avall- 
sble  for  home  loans  by  the  merger  of  all 
FHA  mortgage  Insurance  activities  into  one 
authorisation  which  was  increased  by  $1.S 
billion. 

Under  the  new  FHA-lnsured  mortgage 
program,  it  is  possible,  for  example,  to  buy 
a  90,000  new  home  for  9460  down  and 
monthly  payments  of  940.88. 

This  example  of  the  new  lower  downpay- 
ment — ^In  this  case  less  than  half  the  former 
downpayment  rate— indicates  how  housing 
opporttmltles  can  open  up  in  areas  and  for 
incoqae  groups  never  before  reached.  Mort- 
gage amoimts  under  the  new  law  are  now  95 
percent  of  the  first  99.000  of  the  value  of  a 
new  home  plus  75  percent  at  the  value  in  ex- 
cess of  99.000.  A  912.000  home  can  be  pur- 
chased for  91.200  down,  instead  of  92,400, 
with  monthly  payments  of  less  than  960. 
Home  buyers  also  are  protected  by  guaranties 
required  from  builders  or  seUers  using  FHA- 
lnsured  mtntgages. 

HotMng  metiona  result  from  Intensive  study 

Within  a  few  weeks  after  taking  ofOce  in 
1953.  the  Republican  Admlnlnsratlon  ordered 
a  complete  review  of  all  Government  housing 
activities  and  policies.  A  23-member  Presi- 
dential Advisory  Committee  on  Housing  was 
appointed.  The  Senate  and  Bouse  Banking 
and  Currency  Committees  held  extepded 
hearings  in  the  Ist  session  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress. These  resulted  in  the  Omnibus  Bous- 
ing Amendments  of  1953,  which  encouraged 
construction  of  lower  priced  sale  and  rental 
housing  and  authorised  construction  of  33.- 
000  public  housing  units.  More  than  1,100.- 
000  new  homes  were  constructed  during  the 
first  year  of  the  new  administration.  Then, 
with  the  study  of  the  Bousing  and  Bome 
Finance  Agency,  the  recommendations  of  the 
Presidential  Advisory  Commission,  and 
testimony  received  by  congressional  com- 
mittees, a  broad-scale  housing  program  has 
become  law.  This  Housing  Act  of  1954  pre- 
sents a  coordinated  pattern,  instead  of  a 
patchwork  of  assorted  hoxising  laws. 

Protections  for  home  oumers  provided 
Also  during  the  second  session  of  this 
Congress,  congressional  committees  un- 
earthed a  major  scandal  wherein  many  al- 
leged Irregularities  and  the  taking  of  wind- 
fall profits  were  found  to  have  occurred  in 
the  administration  of  hotising  laws  under 
the  TVuman  administration.  Republicans 
were  determined  to  stop  profiteering  and 
other  abuses  and  tightened  up  provisions  of 
the  1954  Isw  with  this  end  in  view.  The 
law  also  provides  protection  to  home  owners 
trom  shoddy  repair  work  by  making  lenders 
take  part  of  the  risk  in  each  FHA-lnsured 
loan  tor  home  improvements  or  repairs. 
PBA  cracked  down  on  luxury  repairs  hy 
Issuing  an  ord«r  in  June  1054  prohibiting 
loans  for  such  purposes. 

Th«  nsw  housing  law  includes  a  new  ele- 
ment. This  is  the  urban  renewal  ivogram 
to  save  our  cities  by  cleaving  slums  and  re- 
developing blighted  housing  areas.     Where 


salvage  of  blighted  areas  Is  Impossible,  slum 
clearance  is  promoted  and  families  are  pro- 
vided with  public  housing.  The  law  allows 
commitments  for  upwards  of  35.000  such 
public  housing  units  during  the  coming  year 
for  low-income  families. 

Early  in  1054  the  volume  of  private  hous- 
ing construction  began  to  move  ahead  of 
1953.  In  midsummer  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics  reported  that  for  the  first  6  months 
of  this  year  564,100  units  had  been  com- 
pleted, indicating  that  the  1954  rate  may 
come  close  to  the  all-time  record.  Housing 
is  geared  into  almost  every  Industry  to  the 
co\intry.  Tbee«  feeder  Industries  cover  the 
whcde  range  of  consumer  durable  goods. 
Taken  as  a  whole,  they  add  up  to  employ- 
ment for  some  5  million  persons  and  a  $ound 
prosperous  economy. 

The  lOng-standlng  concern  for  servleemen 
and'  their  families  received  action  by  the 
Republican  Congress  in  a  new  law  authoriz- 
ing up  to  9175  million  for  13,613  unftts  of 
family  housing  for  personnel  in  the  military 
services.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  would 
certify  the  necessity  for  such  housing  to  be 
provided  by  the  military  departments  near 
military  bases.  Military  statisticians  esti- 
mated that  the  cost  of  the  units  would  be 
amortized  over  a  period  of  14  years  because 
no  housing  allowance  would  have  to  be  paid 
for  each  family  occupying  the  housing  units 
that  could  be  constructed  under  this  law. 

The  CongresH  also  authorized  home  and 
farmhouse  loans  to  veterans  and  granted 
Korean  war  veterans  the  same  preference  as 
World  War  n  veterans  In  admission  ta  Oov- 
emment  housing. 

BUIUtlMG    Tax    NATION DrVXLOPING    XES^TTXCEB 

Under  Republicans,  the  Nation  moved  for- 
ward with  a  great  program  of  public  works 
and  with  outstanding  measures  to  develop 
our  natural  resources. 

The  Republican  Congress  authorized  over 
91  billion  for  183  navigation,  fiood  cdntrol, 
and  beach  erosion  projects  throughout  the 
Nation. 

It  approved  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  proj- 
ect. 

The  administration,  through  the  Inderal 
Power  Commission,  approved  construction  of 
the  St.  Lawrence  River  power  project  by  the 
State  of  New  York  and  the  Province  Of  On- 
tario. When  completed,  the  project  will  gen- 
erate the  second  largest  amoimt  of  power  of 
any  similar  project  in  the  country. 

The  83d  Congress  approved  the  largest  Ped- 
eral  coast-to-coast  roadbulldlng  and  Im- 
provehient  program  In  history. 

It  authorized  an  9837  million  military  and 
naval  public  worlEs  construction  program. 

It  modernized  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  to 
speed  up  the  development  of  nuclear  energy 
for  peacetime  use. 

It  revised  Federal  land  acts  for  a  more 
economical  development  of  mineral  lands 
and  other  natural  resources. 

It  authorized  irrigation  and  reclamation 
projects. 

It  made  surplus  seed  available  for  leseed- 
Ing  of  rangelands. 

It  revised  the  Water  Facilities  Act  to  aid 
conservation  of  land  throughout  the  United 
States,  its  Territories,  and  possessions. 

The  Republican  Congress  returned  to  the 
States  their  rights  to  submerged  lands,  but 
retained  for  the  Federal  Government  almost 
nine-tenths  of  the  offshore  lands  and  83  per- 
cent of  the  estimated  mineral  deposits. 

It  provided  for  upstream  watershed  pro- 
tection and  fiood  prevention  under  local  con- 
trol, thereby  helping  reverse  the  ao-year 
trend  toward  a  policy  of  having  the  Bederal 
Government  hand  down  decisions  on  what 
projects  are  needed  and  where. 

It  permitted  the  Federal  Power  Cotnmla- 
slon  to  license  local  public-utility  districts 
and  private  j>ower  companies  to  pay  fer  and 
construct  their  own  power  projects  at  no  cost 
to  the  Federal  Government.  Such  projects 
would  be  operated  on  a  partnership   basis 


with  the  Government,  with  the  Army  engi- 
neers handling  navigation  and  flocfd-control 
features  of  such  projects. 

It  authorized  what  potentially  will  be  the 
third  largest  public  power  dam  in  the  Na- 
tion— Priest  Rapids  Dam  on  the  Columbia 
River.  Construction  of  other  dama  also  was 
authorized. 

It  authorized  construction  of  new  tankers 
for  defense  purposes. 

It  approved  a  modernization  program  for 
merchant  ships  and  created  a  Federal  Ship 
Mortgage  Insurance  Fund  to  facilitate  prl* 
vate  financing  of  new  ship  construction. 

It  approved  a  leaae-purchaae  program 
whereby  rent  money  may  be  used  for  even- 
tual purchase  of  Government  buildings,  sav- 
ing taxpayers  millions  of  dollars  In  outlays 
for  new  f>ost  offices  and  other  Federal  struc- 
tures. 

It  approved  legislation  for  various  services 
to  Improve  public  lands. 

The  President  proposed  a  vast  950  billion 
national  road-butlding  program,  most  of 
which  would  be  self -financing. 

Plat  form  pledge  on  rr  source  devt&opment 
fulfilled 

The  record  of  this  Congress  in  the  fields 
of  public  works,  natural  resources,  and  water 
policy  fulfilled  in  deUil  the  promlaes  in  the 
Republican  platform  adopted  in  1953.  For 
example,  the  platform  stated:  "We  favor 
restoration  to  the  States  of  their  rights  to 
all  lands  and  resources  beneath  navigable 
Inland  and  offshore  waters  within  their  his- 
toric boundaries."     This  was  done. 

In  the  first  session,  two  long-standing  and 
Important  questions  relating  to  uee  of  sub- 
merged lands  and  the  historic  rights  of 
States  were  resolved.  The  Submeilged  Lands 
Act  of  1953  confirmed  the  ownerahlp,  title 
rights,  development  rights,  and  leading  rights 
of  States  to  the  lands  and  resources  under 
navigable  waters  out  to  their  historic  bound- 
aries. The  Federal  Government's  authority 
Is  preserved  in  the  case  of  navigation,  com- 
merce, national  defense,  and  related  matters. 

Another  new  law.  the  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  Lands  Act,  extended  the  Jurisdiction 
and  control  of  the  Federal  Government  to 
the  subsoil  and  seabed  of  the  eutlre  Con- 
tinental Shelf  adjacent  to  the  shore  of  the 
United  States. 

The  Federal  Aid  to  Highways  Act  author- 
izes a  2-year  program  of  91. 9  bllll<)n  in  Fed- 
eral aid  for  building.  Improving,  and  modern- 
izing roads  in  every  State.  It  will  make  pos- 
sible the  improvement  of  about  40,000  miles 
of  highways;  stimulate  the  Nation 'v  economy 
through  additional  employment  and  increase 
business  for  manufacturers  of  road  building 
materials  and  equipment:  strengthen  na- 
tional defense:  it  means  less  tralic  conges- 
tion and  safer  travel.  In  July  1954,  the  Pres- 
ident proposed  a  950  billion' con tructlon  and 
modernization  program  for  the  Nation's 
highways.  The  plan  is  based  on  a  system  of 
properly  articulated  highways  that  Is  Intend- 
ed to  help  solve  the  problems  of  speedy,  safe 
transcontinental  travel  and  Inteitelty  com- 
munication, plus  a  financing  proposal  based 
on  self- liquidation  of  each  project  where  that 
Is  possible. 

Dream  of  seaway  to  Atlantic  Ocean  realized 
The  dream  of  an  all -water  route  from  the 
Atlantic  through  the  Great  Lakes  to  the 
Midwest  for  most  oceangoing  ships  was 
realized  in  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  legis- 
lation. Increased  expansion  In  bommeree 
and  trade  will  in  all  probability  run  into 
the  billions.  The  seaway  will  bolster  the 
line  of  communication  In  our  national  de- 
fense system.  Cost  of  the  project  Is  to  be 
financed  by  bonds  which  will  be  paid  off 
by  tolls. 

The  omnibus  rivers  and  harfsors  and 
flood  control  bill  authorized  more  than  91 
billion  for  105  navigation  projects  at  an  esti- 
mated cost  of  9319.2  million.  56  floOd-control 
projects  at  9413.3  mlUion,  22  beach -erosion- 
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control  projects  at  a  cost  of  914  million,  and 
modifications  for  a  variety  of  existing  proj- 
ects. Almost  every  area  of  the  Nation  Is 
benefitted  by  the  law. 

The  Republicans  gave  more  Impetus  than 
ever  before  to  the  development  of  atomic 
energy  for  peacetime  use  by  our  pec^e. 
The  Congress  passed  legislation  bringing 
the  Atonxlc  Knergy  Act  of  1946  up  to  date  for 
the  conun<»i  defense  of  free  nations,  for 
the  promotion  of  peacetime  uses,  and  to  meet 
other  realistic  and  fast-moving  developments 
In  the  fields  of  nuclear  energy.  The  act  per- 
mits limited  exchange  with  United  States 
allies  of  information  about  atomic  develop- 
ments and  authorizes  and  encourages  atomic 
development  by  private  Industry.  The  Atom- 
ic Energy  Commission  Is  permitted  to  dis- 
pose of  electric  energy  It  produces  in  the 
course  of  Its  own  operations,  but  not  to  pro- 
duce electricity  for  commercial  purposes 
unless  authorlxcd  by  Congress.  Private  in- 
dustry will  be  permitted  to  use  atomic  re- 
actors and  related  faolllties  under  a  licensing 
system.  The  Congress  expressed  Its  belief 
that  atomic  power  at  competitive  and  con- 
sequently lower  cost  could  be  reached  more 
quickly  If  private  enterprise  were  encouraged 
to  participate.  The  A£C  entered  Into  an 
agreement  with  the  Westlnghouse  Co.  to 
develop  and  build  an  atomic  powerplant 
near  Pittsbiu-gh.  The  Duquesne  Light  Co.. 
a  privately  ownsd  public  utility  serving  the 
Pltuburgh  area,  was  licensed  to  operate  the 
atomic  generating  station,  paying  the  Gov- 
ernment for  the  atomic  heat  generated  at 
the  Westlnghouse  plant.  The  heat  would 
be  used  to  make  electricity.  The  AJBC  also 
announced  It  was  negotiating  with  a  private 
utility  in  the  South  to  furnish  AEC  with 
power.  The  ABC  in  turn  would  feed  the 
power  to  TVA  which  is  running  short  of 
electricity  because  of  atomic  demands.  The 
AEC  also  entered  into  a  contract  with  North 
American  Aviation  for  an  atomic  power  test 
plant  near  Los  Angeles. 


BXFUSUCAM    aCHlSVKMXirra   SSHXTIT   WOKl 

Without  fanfare  and  without  the  aid  of 
a  lot  of  new  laws,  the  Republican  administra- 
tion set  a  record  of  substantial  achievements 
benefiting  workers  throughout  the  Nation. 

Foremost  among  these  was  the  successful 
transition  from  a  war  to  peace  economy  with- 
out serious  effects  on  the  workers.  The  pic- 
ture for  the  first  half  of  1954  shows  that 
after  a  slight  dip  in  economic  activity,  prices 
were  stabilized.  Indxistrlnl  production  raised 
above  135  percent  of  tbe  1947-49  base  of 
100,  employment  pushed  to  62  million,  snd 
personal  income  headed  for  an  annual  total 
of  9285.5  billion,  over  three-quarters  of  a 
billion  better  than  the  same  period  In  1953 
which  was  the  most  proeperous  year  in  Amer- 
ican history.  Extremes  of  infistlon  snd  de- 
flation, most  harmful  to  wage  earners,  were 
avoided  by  Government  policies  and  actlvl- 
Ues. 

Where  employment  difficulties  arose,  as  In 
scattered  pockets  of  labor  surplus  areas,  the 
administrstion  moved  swiftly  to  meet  them 
with  a  corrective  program.  The  Labor  De- 
partment gathered  and  analyzed  data  from 
150  labor  market  areas,  pinpointing  those 
in  need  of  aid.  The  Commerce  Department 
set  up  a  development  division  to  aid 'de- 
pressed areas  in  locating  new  Indiutrles  and 
launching  new  products.  The  Small  Busi- 
ness Administration  set  up  by  the  83d  Con- 
gress Increased  Its  loans  to  small  business, 
helped  small  producers  to  bid  en  defense 
work,  and  pressed  prime  contractors  to  sub- 
contract work  to  snuiU  firms.  Tbe  Ofllce  of 
Defense  Mobilization  modified  its  Dssnpower 
policies  to  help  sbsorb  unemployment  and 
eased  tax  amortization  procedures  to  aid 
firms  in  depressed  areas.  Special  "set 
asides"  In  defense  procurement  were  held 
open  for  firms  having  Id.e  capacity  and  sux- 
plus  labor. 


Unemployment  eompensmtion  reserve 
established 

Congress  strengthened  tbe  Federal -StaU 
system  ot  tmcmployment  oampensatlon  by 
providing  for  s  9300  million  reserve  out  of 
unemploynaent  tax  revenues  and  earmark- 
ing this  ressin  for  loans  to  SUtes.  In  addi- 
tion, the  excess  tax  revenues  will  be  re- 
tiimed  to  the  States  to  stimulate  them  to 
provide  larger  benefits.  Since  Republicans 
took  ofllce  In  January  1953.  25  States  (19 
with  Republican  admlnistraUons.  8  with 
Democratic)  have  increased  their  unem- 
ployment Insurance  benefits.  These  actions, 
supplemsntad  by  sutMtantial  tax  cuts,  price 
sUbUlty.  and  general  stimulation  of  the 
economy,  prevented  these  pockets  of  labor 
surplus  from  resulting  In  severe  hardships 
to  wof^kers  and  communities  or  endanger- 
ing s  sound  sconotny  during  the  change- 
over from  war  to  peace. 

Making  good  on  the  Republican  pledge  to 
encourags  an  era  of  Industrial  peace,  the 
President  announced  a  ]>ollcy  of  keeping  the 
Government  out  of  labor  disputes  and  the 
administration  moved  to  restore  collective 
bargaining  to  full  force  and  effect.  It  ended 
wage  controls,  releasing  the  backlog  of 
negotiated  wage  Increases  blocked  by  Gov- 
ernment regulations  under  the  previous  ad- 
ministration. The  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  speeded  up  its  procedures  for  han- 
dling elections,  settling  labor  disputes,  and 
disposing  at  cases  of  unfair  labor  practices: 
while  the  Labor  Department  Increased  its 
disposition  of  wage  violation  cases  under  the 
Davis-Bacon  Act. 

Taft-Hartley  Act  changes  stymied  by 
Democratic  votes 

The  Republican  administration  proposed 
and  Congress  carefully  considered  over  a  score 
of  Improvements  In  the  Taft-Hartley  Act 
which  experience  had  indicated  were  fair 
and  necessary,  but  Democrats  in  the  Senate 
killed  the  legislation.  By  voting  solidly  to 
send  the  bill  back  to  committee.  Senate 
Democrats  clearly  labeled  their  action  as 
political  In  order  to  discredit  the  law  and 
to  save  the  issue  for  another  Democratic 
Party  bid  for  tbe  favor  of  labor  leaders  In 
future  campaigns.  Tet  the  law  had  been 
passed  originally  over  President  Truman's 
veto  with  Democratic  support  In  both  Houses, 
had  not  been  repealed  afterward  by  two 
Democratic-controlled  Congresses,  and  has 
for  more  than  6  years  successfully  safe- 
guarded the  rights  of  union  members  against 
labor  bosses  and  management  alike. 

Under  the  act  strike  losses  to  workers  have 
been  greatly  reduced,  collective  bargaining 
strengthened,  and  the  growth  of  labor  unions 
stlmulsted.  As  Iste  as  last  fall  at  lU  St. 
Louis  convention.  It  was  announced  that  the 
A.  F.  of  L.  had  a  million  and  a  half  more 
members  than  It  had  In  1952;  while  President 
Walter  Reuther  announced  to  the  CIO  con- 
vention In  November  that  "The  CIO  •  •  • 
is  at  the  strongest  point  in  its  history,  both 
In  respect  to  the  size  of  our  membership  and 
our  financial  structure." 

The  administration  aided  labor  in  many 
other  respects.  A  new  clause  was  put  Into 
effect  in  all  Government  and  defense  con- 
tracts eliminating  discriminations  on  ac- 
coimt  of  race,  religion,  color,  or  national 
origin  in  the  recruitment,  employment,  pay, 
training,  and  promotion  of  employees.  The 
cost  of  living  has  been  kept  down  and  tax 
reductions  amounting  to  more  than  97.4  bil- 
lion in  1954  practically  amount  to  a  raise  In 
pay  for  all  workers,  with  a  large  number  of 
additional  benefits  going  to  workers  In  tax- 
revision  legislation.  Average  hourly  and 
weekly  wages  are  again  rising.  Social  secu- 
rity has  been  broadened  and  benefits  In- 
creased. Congress  enacted  an  expanded  pro- 
gram of  vocational  rehabilitation  which'  in 
5  years  will  raise  the  niunber  of  disabled 
persons  restored  to  setf-sunxrting  lives  from 
the  present  60,003  to  200.000  per  year. 
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In  policy  and  action  the  SSd  Coe 
the  Risen hower  administration  folly 
nlaed  the  Importance  of  fsnxMrs  and  fanning 
to  the  national  welfare. 

The  agricultural  progrees  record  to  Impres- 
sive. Chief  among  the  aooompUslunents  was 
the  slowing  of  the  decline  in  farm  prtees 
a  decline  that  registered  Its  greatest  drop 
during  the  last  2  years  of  the  Truman  admin- 
istration. 

From  February  1951  to  January  105S.  Just 
before  Republicans  took  control  of  ths  Gov- 
ernment, the  farm  price  average  dropped 
17  percent.  Since  then,  there  has  been  a 
further  trend  downward  from  the  war  and 
postwar  price  peaks,  but  the  decline  has  been 
held  to  less  than  8  percent. 

The  Congress  and  administration  together 
have  acted  to  strengthen  the  farm  eoonomy 
In  the  following  ways: 

1.  Developed,  with  the  cooperation  of 
farmers,  farm  organization  leaders,  land* 
grant  colleges,  and  others,  a  new  farm  price- 
support  program  keyed  to  peacetime  condi- 
tions and  directed  toward  assuring  agricul- 
ture its  rightful  share  of  the  national  income 
while  preserving  the  American  farmer's  tra- 
ditional independence  and  initiative. 

2.  Reduced  taxes  and  changed  certain  tax 
law  provisions  to  make  them  more  equitable 
to  farmers. 

3.  Expanded  both  off-farm  and  on-farm 
grain  storage,  essentlsl  to  the  proper  func- 
tioning of  price-support  operations. 

4.  Launched  a  large-scale  farm-surplus 
disposal  program  In  an  effort  to  move  some 
of  the  surplus  into  stomachs,  instead  of 
storage. 

5.  Provided  far  more  than  did  the  preeed* 
Ing  Democratic  Congress  and  administration 
for  REA  loan  funds  for  extension  of  rural 
electrification  and  telephones. 

6.  Stepped  up  soil-,  water-,  and  forest- 
conservation  work. 

7.  Gave  generous  assistance  to  drought- 
stricken  farmers  and  stockmen  in  the  South- 
western States  in  the  form  of  credit,  low-cost 
feed,  hay.  and  reduced  rail  rates. 

8.  Stabllleed  cattle  prices  by  the  purchase 
of  250  million  pounds  of  beef  in  1053  and 
programs  to  stimulate  beef  consumption. 

9  Sent  speclsl  trade  missions  abroad  to 
explore  poaslbilitles  of  expanding  United 
States  agricultural  trade. 

10.  Supported  continued  United  States 
participation  In  a  revised  Zntematlonal 
Wheat  Agreement  with  an  average  increase 
In  price  of  25  cents  a  bushel  for  whest. 

11.  Intensified  agricultural  research  and 
education  activities. 

12.  Increased  the  1954  national  cotton- 
acreage  allotment  to  21.4  million  acres,  to 
alleviate  hardship  on  many  cotton  farms 
that  would  have  resulted  from  the  18-mll- 
Ilon-acre  allotment  reqxilred  under  previous 
legislation. 

13.  Reorganized  the  Agriculture  Depart- 
ment to  effect  better  supervision,  coordi- 
nation, and  review  of  farm  problems  and  also 
established  the  National  Agricultural  Ad- 
visory Commission  to  advise  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture. 

President  Elsenhower  and  his  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  carried  out  fully  the  President's 
assurances  at  the  outset  of  his  adininlstra>- 
tlon  to  support  existing  agricultural  laws, 
including  continuance  through  lOSA  of  price 
suppxirts  on  basic  commodities  at  00  percent 
of  parity.  However,  in  transmitting  to  Con- 
gress on  January  11.  1954.  his  recommenda- 
tions for  a  new  farm  program.  President 
Eisenhower  observed: 

"Present   laws   disoourage   Increased 
sumption  of  wheat,  com.  oocton.  and 
etable   oils,  and  encourage 
production.     Tbe    huge 

pluses   held   by   the   Govcranent   act   as  a 
constant  threat  to  normal  markets  for 
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prbdaeti.  niiu,  present  law  producea  re- 
■olta  wlileh  in  torn  are  hurtful  to  those 
VIKMB  tte  !««■  are  Intended  to  help.  Part- 
ly becanee  at  theee  «aeeaaiTe  atodca,  farm 
InooBM  taaa  f aU«a  steadily  over  the  past  8 
yean." 

The  Prealde&t  recommended  flexible— in 
Idaee  of  rlcld—prloe  supports  for  the  basic 
comniodittee.  with  adjustment  to  the  flez- 
IMe  program  to  be  accompltshed  gradually 
In  the  iBtfliest  ot  both  the  fanners  and  the 
Nation's  economy  as  a  whole.  Congress  re- 
spottded  with  legislation  adhwlng  in  prin- 
ciple to  the  ilezible-stu>pcvt  provisions  of 
the  bipartisan  AgrinUtural  Acts  of  1948  and 
1M0.  but  which  the  Democratic  81st  and  sad 
rnniiinisns  did  not  permit  to  take  effect. 

Under  the  new  legislation,  the  Agricul- 
tural Act  of  1954.  mandatary  price  support 
for  the  19S5  crop  of  Ave  basic  commodities — 
wheat,  com.  cotton,  rice,  and  peanuts — ^wiU 
be  within  a  range  of  82V&  to  90  percent  of 
parity,  depending  upon  the  supply  outlook 
for  each  ctmunodity.  Tobacco  price  support 
will  be  malntatned  at  90  percent  of  parity 
as  long  as  marketing  quotas  are  in  effect. 

Senator  Ancnr,  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  AgrUnilture  and  Forestry,  said  the 
yTtintminr>  level  of  suppcvt  for  the  basic  com- 
modities next  year,  in  view  of  the  supply  sit- 
uation, would  be:  tobacco,  90  percent;  cot- 
ton. 90  pcroent;  rice.  89  percent;  com.  90 
percent;  peanuts.  80  percent;  and  wheat, 
8avft  percent. 

Monbasio  commodltiss  for  which  price 
support  is  required  are  milk  and  butterf  at 
and  their  products,  at  levels  between  Tfi  and 
90  percent  of  parity  necessary  to  assure  ade- 
quate" suppUes:  honey  and  timg  nuts,  at  60 
to  90  percent  of  parity,  and  wool  including 
mohair. 

Price  support  for  wodl  and  mohair  is  de« 
signed  to  increase  production.  Fcht  wool, 
support  is  to  be  eetabllshed  at  a  level  neces- 
sary to  enooura^  production  of  300  million 
pounds  of  shorn  wool  annually.  For  mohair. 
4t  Is  to  be  at  the  parity  percentage  necessary 
to  obtain  a  dsslrsd  level  of  yearly  produc- 
tion. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorlaed. 
but  not  required,  to  support  other  nonbasic 
coaunpdities  at  variable  levels. 

The  law  also  provides  for  a  gradual  transi- 
tion after  January  1.  1956,  from  the  "old 
parity"  to  the  "modemlsfd  parity"  formiUa 
in  computing  parity  prices  for  the  basic  oom- 
moditlea  to  which  the  "modernized  parity" 
formula  does  not  now  apply. 

Among  other  provlaiona  in  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1964  arc  incentives  for  good  and  proper 
land  use  practices  and  the  transfer  of  agrl- 
etattiral  attach^  in  foreign  countries  from 
the  State  Depcu'tment  to  the  Deparment  of 
Agriculture. 

On  the  Rural  Beetrlflcatlon  Administra- 
tion programs,  the  Republican  record  was 
considerably  better  than  that  of  the  Demo- 
crats in  the  preceding  Congress.  For  the  2 
fiscal  years  1954  and  1955  the  Republican  83d 
Congress  approved  total  loan  authorisations 
tor  the  electric  program,  including  contin- 
gency authorisations,  of  $350  million.  Hie 
83d  Congress,  under  Democratic  control, 
voted  total  loan  authorizations  for  this  pro- 
gram, including  contingency  authorizations, 
of  only  837S  million. 

RKA  electric  loans,  in  the  first  full  fiscal 
year  under  the  Republican  administration 
ending  June  80.  1954,  totaled  $167,104,100 
compared  with  $164,973,602  for  fiscal  1953. 

The  fiscal  1956  regular  loan  authorisation 
for  the  RSA  telephone  program  of  $75  million 
voted  by  the  83d  Congress  Is  the  highest  for 
any  single  year  since  the  start  of  this  pro- 
gram in  1950.  The  amount  authorized  for 
fiscal  year  1954  for  telephone  loans,  $67.5 
million,  was  the  second  highest  for  any  1 
year.  Fiscal  year  1954  telephone  loans  to- 
taled $74,712,000.  compared  with  $41,727,000 
made  by  the  Ttuman  administration  in  fiscal 
1953. 


These  figures  tnake  a  mockery  of  the  claim 
of  critics  that  Republicans  are  unsympa- 
thetic to  RBA. 

Two  impcntant  agricultural  conservation 
measures  enacted  by  the  83d  CongreaS  were 
extension  of  the  Water  Facilities  Act.  here- 
tofore applicable  only  to  17  Western  States, 
to  all  of  the  United  States,  its  Territories 
and  Poeeesaions,  and  the  Watershed  Protec- 
tion and  Flood  Prevention  Act. 

Both  enable  and  encourage  expanalon  of 
conservation  and  improved  use  of  Anaerlca's 
two  greatest  nstural  resources — soil  and 
water. 

Aids  to  farmers  in  tax  laws 
Tax  laws  enact<!!d  by  the  83d  Congress  are 
of  benefit  to  fanners  and  farm  famlllts  In  a 
number  of  ways.    Under  the  tax  revision  law, 
farmers  can  claim  a   $600  dependency  de- 
duction fca*  a  child  regardless  of  the  child's 
earnings  If  such  dependent  is  receiving  on- 
the-farm  tralnlnc  and  the  farmer  continues 
to  furnish  more  than  half  of  his  suppDrt. 
The  revision  law  also  allows  for  fafmers: 
Deductions  up  to  25  percent  of  farm  income 
for  soil  and  water  conservation  expenses; 

More  rapid  writeoff  of  the  cost  of  new  de- 
preciable assets — farm  machinery,  equip- 
ment, etc.  Under  the  declining  balance 
method  of  depreciation  now  permitted,  the 
farmer  can  write  off  in  the  first  year  twice 
the  amount  allowed  under  the  straight-line 
method; 

Removal  of  the  tax  on  proceeds  from  sale 
of  cattle  when  the  sale  Is  necessitated  by 
disease,  provided  the  proceeds  are  reinvested 
in  cattle  within  1  year  after  the  close  of  the 
taxable  year. 

Previously  where  a  farmer  did  not  file  a 
declaration  of  estimated  tax  by  January  IS, 
he  had  to  file  his  final  Income-tax  return  by 
January  31.  This  deadline  is  now  extended 
to  February  IS.  Also,  where  a  farmer  files 
a  declaration  by  January  15,  his  final  return 
is  now  not  due  until  April  15. 

Farmers'  accounting  requirements  are 
eased  to  permit  the  use  of  the  farmer-pre- 
ferred hybrid  bookkeeping  system. 

Another  Republican-passed  tax  law  pro- 
vides for  rapid  amortization  of  farm  grain- 
storage  facilities.  Whereas  before  such  fa- 
cilities could  be  amortized  only  ovef  their 
"useful  life."  this  now  can  be  done  over  a 
5-year  period.  This  provision  was  included 
in  the  Technical  Changes  Act  of  1B53  (P.  Lb 
287,  approved  Aug.  15,  1953 ) ,  which  vas  re- 
enacted  by  the  tax-revision  law. 

XXFtTBUCAMS     8KT     MKW    LANDMARKS     lit     CIVIL 
AMD  POZJTICAI.  RIGHTS 

The  Republican  Party  has  been  tradi- 
tionally the  party  of  civil  and  political 
rights.  In  1953-54  the  frontier  of  progress 
In  these  basic  rights  moved  forward. 

The  historic  United  States  Supreme  Court 
decision  of  May  17,  1954.  outlawing  segrega- 
tion In  the  Nation's  public  elementary  and 
high  schools  set  another  great  landmark. 

Under  the  Republican  pledge  to  press  for 
equality  of  rights  of  all  citizens  of  every  race, 
color,  and  creed,  the  Justice  Department  filed 
a  brief  and  a  Justice  Department  official 
appeared  before  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  on  December  8.  1953,  to  urge.  In  be- 
half of  the  Republican  administration,  that 
the  Court  find  public  school  segregation  to 
be  in  violation  qf  the  14th  amendment  to 
the  Constitution.  The  decision  of  the  Court 
was  unanimous. 

Among  the  forthright  actions  taken  by  the 
administration  since  it  took  office  in  Janu- 
ary 1953  was  that  of  eliminating  segregation 
in  the  Armed  Forces.  That  action  was 
coupled  with  the  abolition  of  segregation  in 
military  poet  schools  and  among  civilian  em- 
ployees In  military  and  naval  installations 
and  in  Federal  civilian  employment. 

A  Oovemment  Contract  Conamlttee  has 
been  established  to  promote  equal  Jpb  op- 
portunities on  all  Government  work  done  by 
private  Industries,    This  is  a  direct  etort  to 


prevent  discrimination  among  employees  of 
thoee  industries  engaged  in  Oovemment 
work. 

The  Veterans'  Administration  w^  ordered 
to  eliminate  segregation  in  all  veterans'  hos- 
pitals as  rapidly  as  possible  without  sacri- 
ficing medical  considerations.  Thi^t  program 
is  well  on  its  way  to  ftilfillment. 

Various  steps  have  been  taken  to  eliminate 
segregation  in  the  Nation's  Capital.  The 
Department  of  Justice  argued  successfully  la 
the  case  of  a  restaurant  before  th^  Supreme 
Court  with  the  result  that  all  restaurants 
and  public  places  In  the  District  of  Columbia 
are  now  open  to  all  persons.  Slnte  the  Su- 
preme Court's  May  17  decision,  plana  have 
been  initiated  by  District  of  Columbia  offi- 
cials to  bring  segregation  to  an  eud  in  their 
schools,  city  playgrounds,  institutions,  and 
agencies. 

Negroes  receive  important  posts 

Negroes  have  been  given  high  pdlitical  ap- 
pointments In  the  Republic  admttiistratlon, 
including  delegate  to  United  Nations;  legal 
counsel.  Post  Office  Department:  minority 
groups  consultant.  Labor  Department;  mem- 
ber, Caribbean  Commission:  Amtaaasador  to 
Liberia;  adviser  and  consultant.  War  Claims 
Commission;  member,  Federal  Parole  Board; 
Register,  Treasury  Departnient;  adviser  on 
business  affairs.  Commerce  Department; 
Special  Assistant  to  Commissioned  of  Public 
Hovising  on  Racial  Affairs;  Advisory  Commit- 
tee on  Government  Housing  Pdllcles  and 
Programs;  member,  International  Develop- 
ment Advisory  Board;  assistant  counsel.  For- 
eign Operations  Administration;  Clovemor  of 
Virgin  Islands;  Assistant  Secretary,  Labor 
Department;  head  of  United  States  Kduca- 
tlonal  Mission  to  Afghemlstan;  National 
Board  of  Field  Advisers  to  Small  Business 
Administration;  member  of  Board  of  Foreign 
Scholarships;  and  in  many  other  depart- 
ments and  agencies. 

The  83d  Congress  passed  legislation  to 
remove  certain  restrictions  against  Indians 
and  to  give  them  more  rights  of  American 
citizenship.  Public  Law  281  gives  the  In- 
dians personal-property  rights  whereby  they 
may  sell  or  buy  without  permission  of  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs.  Public  Law  280 
provides  that  Indians  can  obtain  the  same 
rights  as  others  in  clvU  and  crlntlnal  cases. 
Indians  are  also  permitted  to  neg<>tlate  their 
own  land  leases. 

The  Federal  Voting  Assistance  Act  of  1954 
makes  it  possible  for  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  and  civilians  serving  overseas  to  vote 
In  national  and  State  elections  provldod  they 
are  qualified  voters  in  their  respective  SUtes. 

Solid  Democratic  Party  oppoetUon  defeated 
the  passage  of  a  bill  to  give  the  vote  to  18- 
year-old  citizens. 

Statehood  for  Hawaii  was  Voted  but 
blocked  by  Democratic  Party  tactics  in  the 
Senate  tying  statehood  for  AlaAa  in  the 
same  bill,  despite  the  fact  that  Alaaka  and 
Hawaii  present  entirely  different  problems  of 
statehood. 

BKTTXR      HEALTH.      EDT7CATIOK,      WBlVARX,      AND 
SOCIAL  SSCURlTt  | 

To  expedite  and  Improve  human  welfare 
and  social  progress  many  agencies  operating 
in  these  fields  were  drawn  into  a  new  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare  Departaient  with 
Cabinet  status.  For  the  first  time,  all  such 
problems  are  receiving  systematic  and  com- 
prehensive study  instead  of  piecemeal  con- 
sideration. , 
Education             I 

Recognizing  Federal  responsibility  in  dis- 
tricts which  are  overcrowded  becatise  of  Fed- 
eral activities,  the  83d  Congress  provided  fi- 
nancial aid  for  school  construction.  Con- 
gress also  continued  to  July  1,  1956,  Federal 
aid  in  the  maintenance  and  operation  of 
schools  in  these  areas.  These  funds  will 
cover  the  expenses  of  about  1  million  school 
children. 
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The  Office  of  Education  was  authorized 
to  contract  and  cooperate  with  universities, 
colleges,  and  State  educational  agencies  for 
research,  surveys,  and  demonstrations,  and  to 
establish  a  nine-member  National  Advisory 
Committee  to  aid  in  sui>ervlsing  educational 
problems.  A  $1  million  fund  was  approved 
for  allotment  to  States  for  conferences  on 
educational  problems  preliminary  to  a  White 
House  conference  scheduled  for  November  30, 
1955. 

Health 

To  safeguard  the  Nation's  health  the  Hill- 
Burton  Act  was  extended  to  1957  and  ex- 
panded for  hosptal  facilities  for  the  aged, 
chronically  ill.  and  phsylcally  disabled. 

A  broader  program  of  vocational  rehabili- 
tation has  been  established  to  increase  State 
financing  and  activities,  and  to  encourape 
closer  Pederal-State-local  cooperation.  It 
Includes  the  training  of  doctors,  physical 
therapists,  occupational  therapists,  rehabili- 
tation counselors,  psychologists,  and  social 
workers.  Increased  emphasis  Is  placed  on 
improvement  of  rehabilitation  techniques 
and  special  facilities  such  as  community 
workshops,  speecb  and  hearing  clinics,  and 
Initial  staffing  of  such  facilities. 

Increased  grants  were  made  for  research  on 
cancer,  heart,  mental  health,  and  arthritis. 
A  new  clinical  center  of  the  National  Insti- 
tutes of  Health  in  Betbesda.  Md..  was  opened 
with  SCO  beds  to  seek  curen  for  such  diseases. 

As  a  health  protective  measure,  Congress 
passed  a  law  specifically  giving  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  power  to  inspect  fac- 
tories where  pharmaceutical  and  food  prod- 
ucts are  manufactured. 

The  Robert  A.  Taft  Sanitary  Engineering 
Center  was  opened  for  the  piupose  of  re- 
search in  '(.he  public  sanitation  field.  ■ 

Social  security 

A  social  secivlty  act  was  passed  bringing 
some  7  million  more  persons  Into  the  Federal 
retirement  system  and  Increasing  the  bene- 
fits of  the  5  million  already  retired. 

Under  this  act,  social  security  beneficiaries 
now  have  the  advantage  of  a  much  more  lib- 
eralized program.  They  may  now  earn  as 
much  as  $1,200  a  year  from  covered  work 
without  loss  of  benefits.  In  addition,  the 
new  formula  makes  it  possible  for  benefi- 
r'aries  to  earn  more  than  $100  in  any  one 
month  without  losing  all  12  months'  bene- 
fits. 

Tbe  age  of  beneficiaries  for  earning  un- 
limited amounts  without  losing  their  bene- 
fits has  been  lowered  from  75  to  72  years. 

Those  under  the  railroad  retirement  sys- 
tem have  benefited  by  a  change  in  tbe  law 
which  increases  the  benefiu  of  some  36.000 
an  average  of  $24  a  month,  retroactive  to 
October  30.  1951. 

W*J/are 

As  the  new  and  expanded  programs  of  vo- 
cational rehabilitation,  hospitals  for  the 
Chronically  111,  and  lncrea«ed  social  security 
benefits  go  Into  effect,  the  need  for  other 
temporary  forms  of  public  assistance  should 
decrease.  Persons  receiving  such  relief  eith- 
er are  being  returned  to  a  productive  life 
or  are  being  cared  for  under  the  new  pro- 
grams which  give  them  greater  freedom  as 
individuals. 

AID  TO   VKTKR.t.MS 

This  administration  Insisted  that  the  hu- 
man approach  rather  than  the  cold  casework 
approach  be  made  toward  veterans  and  their 
problems.  This  resulted  in  a  reorganization 
of  the  Veterans'  Administration  along  func- 
tional lines,  giving  veterans  and  their  de- 
pendents faster,  better  service  at  less  over- 
head cost. 

Among  the  more  important  specific  bene- 
fits given  to  our  veterans  was  the  increase 
in  compensation  payments  to  those  with 
service-connected  disabilities  as  well  as  an 
increase  in  the  monthly  payments  to  widows 
and  dependent  parents  oi   veterans.     Non- 


service-connected   disability   pensions   were 
also  Increased. 

The  83d  Congress  extended  to  July  1,  1855. 
the  act  providing  for  Federal  contributions 
of  dependency  allotments  for  more  than 
I  million  enlisted  personnel.  Over  11,000 
Korean  war  prisoners  and  soldiers  missing  in 
action  were  benefited  for  a  period  well 
beyond  the  truce  by  extension  of  the  Miss- 
ing Persons  Act  to  July  1.  1955.  providing 
for  a  continuance  of  pay  checks  and  family 
allotments.  Privileges  of  soldiers  overseas 
to  send  home  gifts  duty-free  and  bring 
back  their  personal  possessions  free  of  duty 
were  extended  for  another  2  years. 

The  Congress  increased  by  SlOO  million  the 
revolving  fund  to  finance  direct  Veterans' 
Administration  loans  t )  war  veterans  unable 
to  finance  home  and  farmhouse  loans 
through  private  lending  sources. 

Under  the  old-age  and  survivors  insurance 
system,  military  personnel  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances are  provided  wage  credits  for 
active  duty  without  payment  to  the  OASI 
fund. 

Congress  simplified  the  handling  of  vet- 
erans' life  Insurance  policies,  giving  better 
protection  for  the  insured  veteran  as  well 
as  realizing  savings  of  about  $600,000  a  year 
through  less  paperwork.  ? 

A  law  was  passed  which  provides  that  all 
types  of  tuberculosis  among  veterans  causing 
10  percent  disability  within  3  years  of  dis- 
charge is  presumed  to  be  service-connected. 

Korean  War  veterans  were  granted  the 
same  preferences  as  World  War  II  veterans 
in  war  housing,  in  civil -service  appointments, 
and  In  free  postage  service.  Time  has  been 
extended  for  Korean  veterans  to  initiate 
training  under  the  GI  bill  of  rights. 

Funds  for  hospital  beds  larjfest  ever  voted 

To  take  care  of  the  ever-increasing  load 
of  bospitallaed  veterans  and  to  provide  them 
with  adequate  facilities,  the  Congress  en- 
acted the  largest  appropriation  ever  provided 
for  a  total  of  114,415  beds,  tbe  highest  num- 
ber the  VA  feels  It  can  use  and  staff  properly. 

Federal  payments  for  each  veteran  oared 
for  m  a  State  soldiers'  home  have  been 
increased. 

Under  appropriations  passed  all  veterans' 
hospitals  will  continue  to  operate.  Since 
January  1953,  new  veterans'  hospitals  have 
been  opened  at  Birmingham,  Ala;  Byracuse, 
N.  Y.;  and  Durham.  N.  C.  Further,  a  portion 
of  the  new  hospital  at  West  Haven,  Conn., 
providing  396  beds  for  tuberculosis  cases,  has 
been  opened  and  the  hospital  at  Indian- 
apolis. Ind..  has  been  converted  to  a  tuber- 
culosis hospital. 

Construction  was  completed  on  hospitals 
at  Chicago  and  Oklahoma  City  as  well  as  at 
Minneapolis.  New  hospitals  are  being  built 
and  completed  at  Ann  Arbor,  Mich.,  Brock- 
ton. Mass.;  Chicago:  Cincinnati;  New  York 
City:  two  at  Pittsburgh:  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.: 
Salisbury,  N.  C;  and  Los  Angeles.  Addi- 
tions are  being  made  to  existing  hospitals  in 
Dallas  and  Houston.  Tex.,  and  conversion 
projects  started  on  the  hospitals  at  West  Rox- 
bury,  Mass.:  Dearborn,  Mich.;  and  Jefferson 
Barracks.  Mo.  Additional  hospitals  are  be- 
ing planned  for  early  construction  at  Cleve- 
land; San  Francisco;  and  Topeka,  Kans. 

RKPUBUCAN    ACTION    ON    THX   COMICONIST    ISSI7X 

The  Republican  83d  Congress,  acting  In 
concert  with  the  Eisenhower  administration, 
was  able  to  put  the  full  weight  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  behind  the  effort  to  deal 
with  communism  as  a  domestic  issue  in  the 
United  States.  Action  has  been  vigorous  and 
results  tangible. 

With  the  threat  of  Communist  domination 
hanging  ov«-  the  entire  world,  Americans 
sometimes  forget  that  for  20  years  the  Re- 
publicans— with  the  aid  of  thoee  Democrats 
who  had  not  surrendered  to  the  New  Deal — 
fought  this  battle.  Never  in  control  of  the 
executive  branch,  and  always  a  minority  in 


the  National  Legislature — except  during  the 
80th  Congress — it  was  a  ceaseless  Republican 
effort  that  brought  about  tbe  great  exposures 
and  forced  through  the  first  Installments  of 
remedial  legislation.  The  breaking  of  the 
Alger  Hiss  case  was  a  Republican  achieve- 
ment. So  was  the  William  Remington  case. 
The  revelation  of  the  destruction  of  subver- 
sive records  in  the  armed  services  was  brought 
about  by  Republicans.  When  a  Journalist's 
beat  revealed  that  ^ere  was  a  secret  military 
directive  permitting  the  commissioning  of 
Communists  in  the  Army,  it  was  the  Repub- 
lics attack  that  forced  the  Truman  adminis- 
tration to  cancel  the  order.  In  the  field  of 
legislation  It  was  the  Republicans  who  passed 
the  Taft-Hartley  Act — with  Its  non -Commu- 
nist oath — over  Truman's  veto.  What  even- 
tually became  the  Internal  Seciu-ity  Act  of 
1950  was  initiated  by  Republicans  dxiring 
the  80th  Congress,  and  It  was  Republican  de- 
termination that  provided  the  pressure  to 
pass  the  final  act  over  the  Trtuian  veto. 

With  tbe  installation  of  the  Eisenhower 
administration,  action  on  the  Communist  is- 
sue began  at  once.  The  Truman  Loyalty 
Order  (Executive  Order  9835  of  March  21. 
1947)  was  revoked  and  on  April  29,  1953,  the 
President  Issued  a  new  order  completely  re- 
organizing security  procedures.  The  execu- 
tive branch  moved  forward  using  existing 
law.  The  Congress  pushed  on  with  investi- 
gations of  infiltration  and  simultaneously 
began  the  consideration  of  new  laws. 

A  series  of  measures,  passed  by  both 
Houses  and  sent  to  the  President,  strength- 
ens the  hand  of  the  executive  in  combating 
the  Communist  conspiracy  in  this  country. 

These  measures  include: 

1.  S.  3706,  which  outlaws  tbe  Communist 
Party  and  provides  for  the  determination  of 
the  Identity  of  certain  Commimlst-lnfll- 
trated  organizations  was  passed  with  almost 
unanimous  support  of  both  parties  in  the 
House  and  Senate. 

2.  S.  16,  which  mak^  possible  the  grant- 
lug  of  immunity  to  witnesses  testifying  be- 
fore congressional  committees.  Under  this 
measure  subversives  will  no  longer  find  an 
easy  refuge  in  the  fifth  amendment.  F\ir- 
thermore,  witnesses  who  otherwise  might 
be  perfectly  willing  to  testify  but  who  dread 
penalties,  are  now  encouraged  to  give  evi- 
dence that  wUl  throw  additional  light  on 
the  conspiracy. 

3.  H.  R.  7486,  which  imposes  heavier  pen- 
alties for  concealing  persons  frran  arrest. 
Only  Ught  penalties  could  be  imposed  upon 
the  four  Communists  who  concealed  Robert 
Thompson  in  the  Sierra  Mountains  for 
months  before  the  FBI  ran  him  to  ground. 
Thompson  was  one  of  the  11  Oommtinlst 
leaders  convicted  in  1949  in  the  first  Smith 
Act  trial.  Under  the  new  measure  much 
Btiffer  penalties  can  be  Imposed  for  harbor- 
ing fugitives. 

4.  H.  R.  8658,  which  impoaes  heavier  pen- 
alties on  ball  Jumpers.  The  genesis  of  this 
measure  was  the  Gerhardt  BtslM*  case. 
Eisler,  a  top  Communist  sgent.  escaped  from 
New  York  on  the  Polish  ship  Batory  after  ha 
had  been  indicted  for  passport  violation. 

5.  H.  R.  9009,  known  as  the  Alger  Hiss 
bill.  The  measure  denies  a  Government 
pension  or  retirement  benefits  to  any  Gov- 
ernment employee  convicted  of  a  felony. 

Still  another  measure,  approved  by  the 
President  July  29,  1954.  amended  the  Inter- 
nal Security  Act  by  requiring  that  all  print- 
ing presses  owned  or  controlled  by  Commu- 
nists must  be  registered  with  the  Attorney 
General. 

Meantime  investigations  were  continued 
by  congressional  committees.  The  most  sen- 
sational single  revelation  was  the  Senate 
Internal  Security  Subcommittee's  disclosure 
of  the  circumstances  surrounding  Tnunan's 
promotion  of  Harry  Dexter  White  from  the 
Treasury  to  the  International  Monetary 
Fund.    This  promotion  had  been  made  in  the 
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fM*  At  mMtad  warning*  tram  the  FBI  con* 
*— *«"y  Iralte^  subvcnlTe  activities  and  aa* 
800l«tt0|ia.  Amoxv  the  mor^  notable  con« 
greaelonal  docnmenta  was  tbe  aama  aubcom- 
mUtaa'k  nport,  Xntarlocklng  Subveralon  In 
aoiwmvaum  X}«i»rtm«nta.  pubUabed  July  30. 
1983. 

Proof  thit  the  eiploration  of  the  past  Is 
atUl  a  hot  laeue  was  shown  by  the  fact  that 
durlnc'the  year  196S,  no  fewer  thui  305  wlt- 
neeeee  before  congreeslonal  committees  in- 
Toked  the  Sth  amendment.  A  substantial 
number  would  not  answer  questions  about 
their  past  aflUlatlons.  During  the  2d  session 
of  this  nd  congress.  37  recalcitrant  witnesses 
before  the  Bouse  Un-American  Activities 
Committee  Were  dted  for  contempt  of  Con- 
greee;  5  mch  wltneeses  before  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Oovemment  Operations  were 
cited. 

Whfie  these  efforts  were  being  pursued  In 
Oongress.  the  czecutlye  branch  was  pressing 
action  under  already  existing  law.  A  new 
Division  of  Internal  Security  has  been  set  up 
In  the  Justice  Department.  In  charge  of  an 
Assistant  Attorney  Oeneral.  This  Division 
will  have  the  handling  of  all  coiirt  proceed- 
ings In  matters  afTecting  internal  secxirlty. 

Since  January  1953,  50  high-ranking 
Communists  have  been  convicted  xmder  the 
Smith  Act.  which  provides  drastic  penalties 
for  those  advocating  the  overthrow  of  gov- 
ernment by  force  and  violence.  During  tbe 
same  period— aince  January.  1953 — ^three 
Communiat  leaders  have  been  convicted  of 
flUng  faiae  afldavlts  imder  the  non-Com- 
monlat  oath  section  of  the  Taft-Hartley  Act. 
Pour  more  are  under  indictment  and  are 
•bout  to  go  to  trial. 

The  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board, 
operating  under  the  provisions  of  the  In- 
ternal Securl^  Act.  held  lengthy  hearings 
and  finally  Issued  an  order  requiring  the 
Communist  Party  to  register  tbe  names  of 
its  oOloers  and  membsrs  wltb  the  Attorney 
OeneraL  The  Communists  appealed  the 
order  and  th«  dedslon  of  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  has  yet  to  be  announced. 
Meantime,  after  other  hearings,  the  Boiurd 
ordered  the  lAbor  Toutb  League  to  register 
as  a  Oommunlst-front  organization. 

In  addition  to  the  various  types  of  action 
enumerated  above  some  2,400  security  risks 
were  weeded  out  from  Federal  employment 
between  January  19S3  and  June  30.  1954. 
A*  of  August  16.  1854.  105  aUen  subTerslves 
had  been  deported  since  January  1958  and, 
m  addition,  S80  new  deportation  proceedings 
and  warrants  for  arrest  had  been  Issued 
against  alien  subversives. 


The  RepubUcaai  Party,  when  It  came  into 
oflhse  In  January  1953,  Inherited  a  mess. 
Members  of  the  Truman  administration  had 
been  oonvlctacr  at  fraud.  Tbe  involvement 
of  no  lees  tban  14  Government  oOclals  In  in- 
stancea  of  favoritism  and  influence  had  been 
esposed.  Members  of  TTumanis  oOdal  fam- 
ily had  aeoepted  valuable  gifts;  mink-coat 
and  doep-fteeas  scandsls  had  disgusted  the 
Katlooi.  Hundreds  of  Federal  employees  bad 
been  caugbt  trying  to  Improve  tbelr  private 
fortunes  through  their  positions  on  the  pub- 
lic payrolL  Ten  Federal  agencies  were  en- 
tangled In  shadowy  manipulations. 

There  were  78  headlined  scandals  in  the 
Agriculture  Department.  48  In  the  Internal 
Revenue  Bureau.  19  in  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment. 10  in  the  RFC,  9  In  the  Jxastlce  De- 
partment. 6  in  the  Post  Oflloe  Department. 

Machinations  of  Influence  peddlers  ^^vd 
spread  through  the  land.  Mixed  up  in  the 
awarding  of  many  Oovemment  loana  and 
contracts  were  oorrupt  political  boasm  and 
underworld  eharacters. 

Pledge  to  oiuf  erooIlM  kept 

In  their  19S3  platform,  the  Xtepubllcaiu 
pledged  to  put  an  end  to  corruption,  to  oust 
tbe  crooks  and  grafters,  and  to  restore  honest 
government  to  the  people. 


That  pledge  is  being  kept.  Under  leader- 
ship intent  upon  exposing  rather  than  cotfer- 
ing  up  eorruption.  the  Congresa  and  ^e 
Bxeeutive  are  cooperating  in  providing  the 
Icind  of  government  in  which  decent  citizens 
can  take  pride. 

The  Internal  Revenue  Bureau  is  one  Gbv- 
mrnment  agency  which  has  felt  the  impact 
of  this  teamwork.  Following  the  ezposA  of 
malpractice.,  unheeded  by  the  Truman  kd- 
minlstratlon.  a  total  of  388  revenue  offlclala 
were  separated  and  60  convicted  In  the  year 
1953  alone.  Even  a  former  Commissioacr, 
topman  of  the  Bureau,  Joseph  D.  Nuoan. 
Jr.,  has  been  found  guilty  of  cheating  the 
Government  of  $91,000  on  his  own  incoime 
taxes  and  sentenced  to  5  years  in  prison. 

By  the  end  of  1953.  Attorney  General 
Brownell  had  referred  614  tax-evasion  caecs 
for  prosecution,  cases  which  had  been  bid- 
den in  desk  drawers  during  the  previous  ad- 
-  ministration.  Many  of  the  tax  cases  involted 
tax  exemption  of  racketeers  who  had  made 
campaign  contributions  to  Democrats.  One 
such  case  resulted  in  a  5-year  prison  tcnrm 
for  Frank  Costello.  Infamous  New  York 
racketeer  of  the  Truman  era.  Another  «ras 
the  case  of  the  notorious  underworld  char- 
acter, Frank  Cammarata,  whose  Income-tax 
delinquency  was  whitewashed  by  New  Deal- 
Fair  Deal  ofllcials  for  8  years. 

Tlie  Senate  Banking  Conxmlttee  has  un- 
covered enormous  windfall  profits  under  the 
Federal  Etousing  Administration's  constrtic- 
tion  program.  Top  Trvunan  officials  In  the 
FHA.  Including  Assistant  Commlssiotier 
Clyde  L.  Powell  and  Oeneral  Counsel  Burton 
C.  Bovard,  have  been  fired. 

Use  of  restricted  information  uncovered. 

The  use  of  restricted  information  by  Tru- 
man officials  for  financial  gain  has  been  Wn- 
oovered.  A  high  Agricultural  E>epartmtnt 
olBctal,  Jack  Cowart.  accepted  shares  of  8t6ck 
In  a  company  having  dealings  with  the  De- 
partment; Cowart  has  been  found  guilty  of 
perjtiry  In  connection  with  this  irregularity. 
Steps  have  been  taken  to  strengthen  the 
oonfllct-of -interests  law,  which  is  intended  to 
prevent  Federal  officials  from  serving  the 
interests  of  themselves  and  friends  wben 
their  official  responsibility  is  to  serve  the 
Interests  of  the  Government. 

A  searching  inquiry  by  the  Senate  Agri- 
culture Conimittee  uncovered  many  irregu- 
larltlea  in  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion during  tbe  Truman  administration.  As 
of  January  1,  1964,  shortages  involved  some 
911310,000.  The  Republican  administration. 
in  its  first  few  weeks  in  office,  discovered  in 
the  CCC  txxiks  some  70  shortages  which  Oc- 
curred during  New  Deal-Fair  Deal  days. 

K.  Men  Young,  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation,  peddled  influence: 
Young  has  been  convicted  of  perjury.  An 
investigation  by  a  Senate  committee  <Sls- 
cloaed  that  the  RFC  Board  of  Directora 
poured  about  94  million  into  an  obviouely 
bankrupt  firm;  this  is  still  under  investiga- 
tion.   The  RFC  has  been  abolished. 

Sine  indicted  in  surplus  ship  deal 

Nine  individuals  have  been  Indicted  la  a 
crooked  surpliu  ship  deal. 

The  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  found  In 
the  OlSce  of  Allen  Property  a  number  of 
employees  who  were  on  the  subversive  list. 
It  also  found  irregularities.  One  alien  bissl- 
nessman  was  found  to  have  been  drawing  a 
salary  of  $97,000  a  year  from  a  defuact 
company. 

The  Republican  administration  exposed  a 
casta -for-I«ave  scheme  which  was  operated 
in  the  previous  administration.  It  was  cBs- 
covered  that  more  than  50  employees  of  the 
Rent  Stabilization  Office  had  been  filed 
for  bookkeeping  purposes  as  of  a  certain 
day,  given  cash  for  up  to  90  days'  accumu- 
lated leave,  rehired  the  next  day  on  a  tefn- 
porary  basis,  and  30  days  later  restored  to 
the  permanent  payroll.    Ofllcials  responsible 


in  this  case  have  been  fired,  and  a  change  in 
the  law  now  prevents  such  abuses. 

Other  abuses  are  being  corrected.  For  ex- 
ample, Truman  pardoned  many  crl|ninals 
secretly,  some  of  them  members  of  tjbe  old 
Pendergast  machine  of  Kansas  City.  Now, 
the  Department  of  Justice  makes  puhllc  all 
pardons.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  all  Federal 
pardons  were  made  public  until  Franklin 
D.  Roosevelt  took  office.  Then  the  Curtain 
of  secrecy  fell,  not  to  be  lifted  until  the 
Republicans  came  back  into  office. 

Congressional  investigations  continue  to 
turn  up  shocking  cases  of  corruption  and 
crookedness  during  preceding  administra- 
tions. Thousands  of  pages  of  testimony 
have  lieen  placed  in  the  official  record.  And 
the  complete  story  has  not  yet  been  told. 

KEPtTBLICANS  REVTXSE  THE  TSEN'O  TOWAKO  BIG 
GOVERNMENT — PRACTICX  XrVlClINCT  AND 
ZCONOMT 

Through  reorganization  of  executive  de- 
partments and  agencies,  reduction  of  Federal 
personnel,  and  large-scale  paring  of  appro- 
priations and  expenditures,  the  83d  Congress 
and  the  Elsenhower  administration  made  the 
Government  more  efficient  and  economical, 
cut  down  its  size,  and  checked  the  New 
Deal -Pair  Deal  trend  toward  an  all-powerful 
central   Government. 

These  were  the  accomplishments: 

In  1953  and  1954.  the  Congreae,  wlith  the 
administration's  cooperation,  cut  appropri- 
ations by  many  billions  of  dollars. 

The  new  obllgatlonal  authority  voted  for 
fiscal  year  1954  was  close  to  930  bUlion  be- 
low the  amount  ($80.2  bUllon)  provided  for 
Ilscal  year  1953.  This  n  as  by  far  tbe  largest 
peacetime  decline  in  the  level  of  appropria- 
tions in  a  single  year  in  the  history  of  the 
Government. 

For  fiscal  year  1955  the  Eisenhower  admin- 
istration's budget  request  was  the  lowest  in 
years.  Therefore,  the  appropriation  reduc- 
tion by  Congress  was  considerably  le«e  than 
for  the  previous  year.  Budget  requests  sub- 
mitted for  the  10  regular  annual  appropria- 
tions for  fiscal  year  1955  were  944.2  'billion 
and  the  actual  amount  appropriated  was  a 
little  under  $42.7  billion — a  cut  of  about  $1.5 
billion.  Substantial  reductions  also  were 
made  in  two  other  large  money  bills,  the  fis- 
cal 1955  foreign  aid  and  the  supplemental 
measures. 

Also  In  concluding  action  on  the  regular 
annual  appropriation  bills  for  the  new  1955 
fiscal  year  which  began  this  July  1,  the 
Congress  set  a  record  for  expeditious  han- 
dling of  these  bills.  This  was  only  the  second 
time  since  World  War  II  that  Congrass  fin- 
ished work  on  the  regular  appropriations 
before  the  start  of  the  new  fiscal  year.  The 
first  time  occurred  In  the  second  sesllon  of 
the  Republican  80th  Congress  in  19481 
Truman  budget  cut  by  more  than  $10  billion 

The  spending  budget  for  the  fiscal  year 
1954.  proposed  by  Triunan  before  he  left 
offlce  in  January  1953.  was  reduced  b|  more 
than  $10  billion.  Also,  the  Republican  ad- 
ministration actually  cut  fiscal  1954  spend- 
ing by  more  than  $6Vi  billion  under  ths 
amount  spent  In  fiscal  1953. 

As  President  Eisenhower  remarked  on 
July  22  this  year  In  reporting  on  the  idmln- 
Istratlon's  fiscal  progress,  "We  have  come 
over  two-thirds  of  the  way  toward  balancing 
the  budget.  As  we  have  done  this  while 
putting  into  effect  a  tax  program  wbieh  will 
return  nearly  $7'i  billion  to  the  people." 
Truman's  budget  deficit  for  fiscal  19M  was 
$9  4  billion  and  he  had  forecast  a  deficit  for 
fiscal  year  1954  of  $9  9  billion.  The  actual 
fiscal  1954  deficit  was  approximately  93  bil- 
lion. 

Over  200,000  taken  off  Government  payroll 
Well   over   200.000   persons   were   repooved 

from  the  Federal  civilian  payroU. 

Congress    approved    all     12    of    President 

Elsenhower's      Government      reorganization 

plans.    These  plans  Included  creation  of  the 
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Deptartment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare and  authorized  departments  and 
agencies  to  operate  on  a  sounder,  nu>rc  busi- 
nesslike basis. 

Congress  also  established  two  commissions. 
the  Commission  on  Organization  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Branch  of  the  Government  (called 
the  Hoover  Commission)  and  the  Conunis- 
slon  on  Intergovernmental  Relatlotu. 

The  Hoover  Commission  has  a  mandate  to 
survey  all  Federal  functions  and  recommend 
changes  to  promote  economy  and  eflVclency, 
including  stMlition  of  any  functions  found 
no  longer  to  l>e  of  value  to  the  American  peo- 
ple. The  Intergovernmental  Relations  group 
is  studying  such  problems  as  overlapping 
jurisdictions  between  Federal  and  State  Gov- 
ernments, Federal  grants-in-aid  to  States, 
and  conflicts  between  Federal  and  State  Gov- 
ernments over  tax  resources. 


Statement  by  Hoa.  St7le$  Bridget,  of  New 
Hampshire,  About  tkc  Record  of  Neariy 
Two  Dccadca  of  His  Scrrice  m  tbe 
Senate 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  STYLES  BRIDGES 

or  NSW  HAMPSIIiaS 

IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Friday,  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
to  have  printed  in  the  Racoao  a  state- 
mnt  prepared  by  me  regarding  happen- 
ings during  the  nearly  two  decades  of 
my  service  in  the  Senate. 

There  being  no  objections,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

AoDKEss  or  SxifATOB  Sttixs  Banxsxs,  or  New 
Hampshibi 

within  a  few  hours  the  Vice  President  of 
tbe  United  States  will  bring  down  the  gavel 
and  the  83d  session  of  the  Congress  will 
come  to  an  end.  Soon  thereafter  each  of 
us  will  return  to  the  tasks  and  duties  which 
await  us  at  home. 

In  my  case,  I  intend  to  present  n>y  record 
to  tbe  people  of  New  Hampshire  and  aak 
that  they  return  me  to  tbe  United  States 
Senate.  I  am  not  unmindful  that  the  voters 
of  my  Sate  have  seen  fit  to  repose  great  trust 
and  confidence  in  me  for  many  years.  I 
know  that  my  energies  have  been  dedicated 
to  tbe  meeting  of  that  challenge,  and  I  take 
personal  satisfaction  in  feeling  that  I  have 
done  so  successfully. 

The  people  of  my  State  have  extended  to 
me  the  highest  honors  possible  for  them  to 
extend  to  any  citlaen.  for  which  I  am  deeply 
grateful.  They  elected  me  as  their  chief 
executive  in  1934  and  I  had  the  privilege  of 
serving  as  Governor  during  1935  and  1936. 
I  was  elected  to  the  United  States  Senate  in 
1936  and  I  am  now  completing  my  eighteenth 
consecutive  year  of  service  in  that  body. 

My  colleagues  in  the  United  States  Senate 
have  tionored  me  with  electing  me  President 
pro  tempore  of  that  body.  In  addition,  I 
am  now  serving  as  chairman  of  the  Appro- 
priations Committee,  ranking  member  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Arnied  Services  Preparedness  Subcom- 
mittee, member  of  the  Republican  Policy 
Committee,  member  of  the  Senate  Personnel 
Committee,  and  member  of  the  Nonessential 
Expenditures  Committee.  Prior  to  my  elec- 
tion as  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate, 
I  served  during  the  82d  Congress  as  tbe 
Republican  leader  of  the  Senate. 


This  session  of  Congress  has  been  con- 
structive and  fruiUul.  In  all  fairness  It 
must  be  stated  that  its  accomplishments 
have  been  under  Republican  leadership  with 
tbe  cooperative  effort  of  thoughtful  mem- 
bers of  both  poUtlcal  parties  who  have  ex- 
amined each  legislative  proposal  on  Its  mer- 
its and  have  supported  this  weU-balanced 
American  program  without  allowing  blind 
partisanship  to  destroy  their  perspective. 

We  liave  all  worked  together  and  we  have 
accomplished  much: 

(1)  For  the  first  time  in  two  decades  we 
have  overhauled  our  tax  structure.  The  new 
tax  bill  removes  many  of  the  inequities  and 
injustices  and  makes  a  sound  start  toward 
producing  the  required  revenue  for  the  Gov- 
ernment. The  new  law  provides  the  neces- 
sary incentives  to  business  and  to  labor  so 
that  we  may  continue  to  expand  our  econ- 
omy and  to  enjoy  the  fruits  of  our  labor. 

(2)  We  have  made  a  realistic  start  toward 
reduction  of  taxes  which,  together  with  our 
program  of  economy  in  Government,  has 
narrowed  the  gap  between  income  and  ex- 
penditures so  that  otn-  budget  is  very  nearly 
in  balance. 

(3)  Our  Defense  Establishment  is  realls- 
tically  organized  to  meet  the  demands  of 
modern  warfare.  The  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force  appropriations  are  consistent  with 
present  needs  and  provide  the  essential  flexi- 
bility that  will  enable  us  to  adjust  ourselves 
as  the  military  situation  requires. 

(4)  We  have  revised  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1946  to  provide  a  sound  program  for 
the  development  of  atomic  energy  for  pri- 
vate indtistry  and  peaceful  iiae.  At  the  same 
time,  the  ITatlon's  atomic  weapon  stockpile 
has  grown  rapidly  in  total  numbers,  in- 
creased variety  and  versatility  of  weapons. 
In  the  last  3  years  tbe  development  of  ther- 
monuclear weapons  has  l>een  vigorously 
pro— cuted.  Tbls  Nation  has  avaUable  now 
for  its  own  defense,  and  the  defense  of  the 
free  world,  weapons  whoee  blast  effect  la 
measured  in  millions  of  tons  of  d3rnamlte. 
The  present  state  of  our  military  prepared- 
ness should  give  would-be  aggressors  cause 
for  reflection. 

(6)  A  few  other  of  the  administration 
programs  which  have  been  adopted  are:  (a) 
The  Korean  defense  pact,  (b)  the  highway 
program,  (c)  the  housing  program,  (d)  the 
reciprocal -trade  program,  (e)  various  appro- 
priation bills  for  the  defense  and  other  exec- 
utive departments. 

(6)  Additionally  I  should  like  to  point  out 

that  legislation  has  been  enacted  to:  (a) 
provide  a  Federal  program  of  fiexible  sup- 
ports for  farm  prices,  (b)  put  teeth  Into  our 
war  against  subversion,  (c)  provide  for  a 
multi-million-dollar  Federal-State  program 
for  specialised  medical  facilities,  (d)  pro- 
vide increased  aid  to  veterans  with  service- 
connected  dlaabUltles,  (e)  extend  Federal 
unemplo3rment  comiwnsation  benefits  to  an 
estimated  4  million  persons,  (f)  provide 
wider  coverage  under  the  social -security 
program,  including  for  example,  plans 
whereby  9  million  additional  workers  wUl 
receive  tbe  benefits  of  the  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors' insiiranoe  system. 

Theee  are  but  a  few  of  the  legislatlye  ac- 
complishments that  this  Congress  has 
achieved  under  Republican  leadership.  Time 
does  not  permit  me  to  discuss  the  many  de- 
sirable measures  which  have  been  enacted. 
It  is  stiSclent  to  say  that  the  record  is  avail- 
able for  puldlc  examination. 

There  have  been  sharp  dilferences  of  opin- 
ion on  some  of  these  issues,  and  tbe  deci- 
sions which  we  have  reached  followed  full 
discussion  and  debate.  Tbe  fact  that  we 
reached  decisions  has  again  demonstrated 
the  strength  of  our  free  institutlona. 

The  ending  of  this  session  of  Oongress  will 
have  a  deep  personal  significance  for  me. 
It  will  mark  tbe  completion  ot  my  IStb  year 
as  a  Member  of  the  United  States  Senate. 
Eighteen  years  is  a  large  part  of  a  man's  life. 


During  those  two  decades  there  have  been 
many  changes  In  this  world  In  which  we  Uve. 
This  ooxmtry  emerged  from  a  worldwide  de- 
pression; In  Europe  a  FBaeist-totaUtarlanlsm 
threat  appeared,  and  was  finally  defeated  by 
free  men;  another,  more  sinister  form  of 
oppreeslon  now  stalks  the  world:  there  have 
been  political  upheavals  in  Europe  and  Asia 
and  tbe  Near  East;  armed  aggression  was  oiet 
and  partially  repelled  in  Korea;  and  the 
world  is  now  sharply  divided  into  two  armed 
camps  which  glare  at  each  other  over  forti- 
fied boundary  lines. 

No  man  among  us  can  predict  when  the 
tinder  will  light  in  this  dry  forest  of  bate 
and  engulf  the  world  in  another  conflagra- 
tion. At  home  there  have  been  marvelous 
changes  in  our  society — ^television,  electron- 
ics, refrigeration,  air -conditioning,  and  the 
marvel  of  the  atom  which  promises  so  many 
benign  uses  for  the  health  and  prosperity  of 
man.  Our  people  are  better  fed.  better 
clothed,  better  educated  and  more  healthy 
than  people  have  ever  been  since  the  begin- 
ning of  time. 

There  have  been  many  changes,  some  good, 
some  bad,  some  will  have  a  profound  effect 
upon  the  heritage  which  we  transmit  to  our 
children. 

Since  I  have  played  a  part  in  the  delibera- 
tions leading  toward  the  decisions  in  many 
of  the  events  of  the  last  two  decades.  I  ask 
the  forbearance  of  my  colleagues  to  recall 
some  of  these  events  and  to  make  some  re- 
flections upon  them. 

SOIOE   THINOS    DO    NOT   CRAWOS 

I  suggest  that  in  the  ever -changing  eoelety 
of  the  world  community  of  nations  In  Wblcb 
we  live,  there  are  some  things  that  do  dot 
change.  There  are  certain  eternal  valuea 
which  stand  the  test  of  time  and  provlda 
guldepoets  for  those  who  would  live  In  dig- 
nity and  In  freedom.  Perbape  It  Is  old- 
fashioned,  and.  if  so.  I  confess  that  sin,  to 
emphasise  that  truth,  morality,  Justice,  cour- 
age, honesty,  fidelity,  and  devotion  are  quali- 
ties which  cannot  be  eroded  by  time.  Amer- 
ica was  a  great  land  wban  Chrlstopber  C6- 
Iximbus  discovered  it.  It  bad  Its  fruitful 
fields;  it  bad  its  mountains.  Its  forests,  Ita 
streams.  But  a  race  of  hearty  forbean,  dedi- 
cated to  the  fundamental  beliefs  which  I 
have  listed,  made  this  country  a  great  Katkm. 

AIX  CBAMGK  IS  MOT  PBO«aB8S 

The  only  lamp  by  which  our  feet  can  he 
guided  is  the  lamp  oi  experleDce.  I  there- 
fore suggest  to  you  that  all  change  Is  not 
progress.  I  have  observed  In  my  18  yaars  in 
this  most  honored  of  leglslattve  aisninlillris 
that  whenever  we  have  equivocated  or  com- 
promised on  the  fundamental  phUoaophy  of 
decent  living,  which  I  have  briefly  iHeruwect 
we  have  ultimately  paid  tbe  price. 

As  a  young  boy.  bom  on  tbe  farm.  X  early 
learned  the  reaUtles  of  life.  I  learned  thtf 
meaning  of  labor,  of  management,  of  fru- 
gality, and  the  conforting  emotions  that  one 
derives  from  earning  his  way  in  the  world. 
I  also  learned  that  you  cant  get  something 
for  nothing.  And  when  I  came  to  tbe  Senate 
of  tbe  United  States  in  the  rear  1936  I  was 
one  of  a  lonely  group  of  16  IQeimbUcaiu  lost 
in  a  Sargasso  Sea  of  Demoerata.  We  tried 
to  stem  tbe  tide  ot  the  New  DeaL  We  did 
manage  to  erystalllae  opposltton  to  the  plan 
to  "padc"  the  Supreme  Court  of  th«  United 
States  and  to  destroy  Its  equal  sovereignty 
with  the  other  branches  of  our  Oovemment. 
We  did  hold  the  line  m  some  other  basle 
issues  but  by  and  large  it  was  a  pertod  of 
excesses  and  creeping  socialism;  a  system  of 
Oovemment  controls  in  the  gtilse  of  security, 
supplanted  Individual  freedom  at  enterprise 
through  which  Amolca  had  grown  great. 
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Wbj  warn  It  not  Appareat  to  more  fmopM 
Tttmam  tetaUtattea  phtlomopbimm  «*'H'  ailxl  th* 
dignity  of  man.  Xaey  motta  blm  tlM  slSTe 
Of  tlM  alato,  ibmy  cnubod  oaliiorlty  groiqis, 
fnttlklnlEon,  oad  refimented 
I's  aalada.  WO  kaov  theoe  thlago  la 
Wo  couUI  not  elaim  icnoranoo  of 
tbo  fOeto.  And  yet  we  appeaoed.  we  oom- 
proaJoed.  w«  equivocated.  In  the  year  1037 
Whoa  X  Introduood  a  reoolutlon  in  this  Senate 
to  at^  tlio  shipment  <rf  war  materials — In- 
cluding scrap  iron  and  steel  to  Japan — that 
reedutton  was  defeated.  We  met  tliat  steel 
and  scrap  Iron  Just  S  years  later  on  that 
tracJc  Sunday  wben  the  Japanese  bomtM 
nlnsd  OB  Foarl  Hartxw. 

I  was  one  of  the  few  Senators  who  voted 
against  the  neutrality  Act  in  which  we  pro- 
teased tliat  tbe  struggle  between  nsslsin  and 
the  free  world  was  none  oX  our  iMislness.  That 
act  was  passed,  and  we  tried  to  sit  smugly 
aside  while  other  men  died.  But  again  the 
attempted  compromise  with  haslc  principles 
failed.  Shortly  tJiereafter.  I  was  this  time 
one  of  the  nuuiy  who  voted  to  repeal  the  Neu- 
trality Act  and  assume  our  rlgfatfiil  re- 
sponsibntties  In  world  airalrs.  Who  knows 
how  the  course  of  history  could  have  been 
changed  If  we  had  recognised  the  Mszi- 
rascist  threat  and  taken  piompt  action  be- 
fore it  devek^ed  into  the  mlUtary  machine 
which  almost  domlnsted  Xarope.  We  do 
know  that  the  price  of  appeasement  was 
huadrsds  of  thousands  of  lives  and  untold 
suifering  on  f arflung  batUeflelds  of  the  worUL 
We  do  know  that  by  failure  to  foresee  we 
dlssipatsd  the  greatest  ssset  of  this  Nation— 
the  lives  of  its  young  men. 

X  know  there  are  many  people  in  the 
United  States  who  woiUd  like  to  forget  that 
there  was  a  war  in  Korea.  But  unfortunate- 
ly there  were  33.417  young  American  men 
who  gave  their  lives  In  that  fruitless  strug- 
gle. There  are  108.650  Amsrtcan  boys  who 
were  wounded — some  of  them  maimed  for 
life — ^who  will  never  be  the  same  as  a  re- 
sult of  that  lU-fated  eonfllct.  Tou  wlU  re- 
call that  when  General  of  the  Army  Douglas 
MacArthttt'  was  summarily  dismissed  from 
his  position  as  Commander  In  Chief  of  the 
Far  Bsst.  that  he  told  us  the  truth  and  the 
truth  was  bitter.  He  ssld  in  war  "there  Is  no 
subattttito  for  vietary."  He  said  we  can- 
not buy  time  with  American  Uvea.  He  told 
us  that  if  as  a  nation  we  felt  resort  to  arms 
was  necessary,  we  should  bring  aU  of  our 
power  to  bear  to  bring  the  eonfllct  to  a  vlc- 
torlouB  ooDduslon.  But  again  we  equivo- 
cated. We  fought  a  stalemate  war.  Though 
every  sctaoolehlld  In  America  knows  thst  we 
were  ttghUng  Red  China.  oAdaUy  our  cUplo- 
mau  refuse  to  aooept  that  fact  and  to  the  end 
dsuned  that  our  enemies  were  guerrillas. 

We  never  doclarad  war  on  Red  China.  We 
nsver  tocric  action  against  our  opponent  where 
such  aetioas  would  damage  hhn.  We  never 
even  stopped  our  allies  from  continuing  their 
trade  with  the  Reds.  On  several  occasions 
when  we  had  victory  within  our  grasp,  we 
denied  our  mlUtkrj  loaders  the  right  to  push 
forward  to  that  victory. 

It  is  a  tragedy  that  I  have  to  discuss  the 
Korean  war.  X  know  it  must  be  unpleas- 
ant. There  are  many  who  got  ttieir  lee- 
hoTso  they  (ot  tlMir  trtevlston  oets.  their 
autoe,  and  miak  coato-rlmt  there  were  many 
famiUeo  who  got  death  notices  from  the  War 
Depsotment.  These  dead  and  wounded 
American  young  men  cannot  be  forgotten 
or  igaorad.  They  gave  their  ttvee  for  a 
principle  and  we  aa  a  nation  did  not  stand 
behind  them.   At  the  time  of  the  MacArthur 


I X  Joined  with  seven  of  my  colleagues 
In  a  report  wfalCh  stated  any  settlemeat  of 
war  based  upon  the  status  quo 
vU  bo  g  Ifimldi-Uko  respite  which  wiU 
make  the  ultimate  reckoning  Infinitely  more 
eostly.  Z  dont  like  to.  but  I  must,  suggest 
that  'the  first  part  of  that  reckoning  was 
paid  a  few  weeks  ago  at  Geneva  when  world 
communism  engulfed  more  millions  of  hu- 
man souls. 

wscsssiTT  roe  a  stbong  kconomt 

During  tnese  trying  years  I  more  than 
once  recalled  the  statement  of  Abraham 
Lincoln  that  "if  this  country  Is  to  be  de- 
stroyed it  will  be  destroyed  from  within." 
For  18  years,  therefore,  I  have  worked  as  a 
Jdember  of  the  Senate  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee In  an  effort  to  balance  tbe  budget 
and  promote  sound  fiscal  policies.  I  know 
that  government  cannot  continue  to  spend 
more  than  it  takes  in  any  more  than  a 
private  family  can  spend  more  than  It  earns 
without  eventual  bankruptcy.  TlilS  Is 
truth.  AU  of  those  who  do  not  recognl^  It 
are  compromising  with  the  fundamental 
principles  which  are  eternal.  Therefore, 
while  I  have  consistently  voted  to  increase 
American  military,  naval  and  air  power,  I 
have  Insisted  that  America  must  be  strong 
economically  as  well  as  militarily. 

In  the  80th  Congress,  in  cooperation  with 
my  Senate  colleagues,  we  balanced  the 
budget.  For  the  first  time  in  22  years  we 
reduced  the  national  debt  and  checked  war- 
time infiatlon  and  saved  more  than  09  bil- 
lion. I  think  we  proved  that  the  Job  can 
l>e  done  If  there  Is  a  will  to  do  It. 

I  am  an  advocate  of  the  free  enterprise 
system — a  capitalist  as  the  left-wingers  put 
it.  I  believe  government  should  stay  out 
of  business  as  much  ss  possible  In  order 
to  avoid  competition  with  taxpayers.  Gov- 
ernment competition  will  ultimately  drive 
those  taxpayers  into  bankruptcy  and  dry  up 
the  source  of  Government  revenue.  I  have 
not  been  able  to  understand  why  Uncle  Sam 
must  make  rc^M.  Ice  cream,  chewing  gum, 
and  false  teeth;  operate  schools  and  movies, 
and,  believe  it  or  not,  even  run  undertakers' 
parlors. 

Some  small  measure  of  success  has  at- 
tached Itself  to  my  efforts  In  this  direction, 
but  there  Is  much  to  be  done  and  I  earnestly 
enlist  the  support  of  all  who  are  wlllli^g 
to  admit  that  they  too  are  free  enterprtoers. 

ATOMIC  ENSaCT  | 

It  was  my  privilege  In  the  year  1942  to  be 
one  of  four  Members  of  the  United  States 
Senate  to  be  told  of  the  Government's  plans 
to  probe  the  mysteries  of  nuclear  fission  in 
an  effort  to  construct  the  first  atomic  bcmb. 
As  a  member  of  the  Appropriations  Oom- 
mlttee  during  these  war  years,  I  was 
charged,  with  my  colleagues,  with  the  re- 
sponsibility for  secretly  providing  the  funds 
required  for  this  project. 

It  would  be  amusing,  if  It  were  not  so 
tragic,  that  although  we  kept  this  secret 
from  the  Members  of  this  Senate  and  from 
the  American  people,  we  were  apparently 
stolen  deaf,  dumb,  and  blind  by  the  Itus- 
sians.  Perhaps  by  this  time  we  have 
learned. 

X  suggest  that  there  is  more  to  the  atom 
than  military  weapons.  We  have.  d\|ring 
this  session  of  Congress,  listened  to  ex- 
tensive discussions  which,  had  they  been  on 
other  subjects* would  have  been  roundly  de- 
noimced  as  filibuster.  But  there  has  oome 
from  these  discussions  a  residual  vglue. 
Those  of  UB  who  have  followed  the  progress 
of  atomic  ene^^  know  the  hopeful  sltle  of 
the  atom.  We  realize  that  the  Indusla-lal. 
medical,  agrlculttmil  and  research  applica- 
tions of  this  force  will  play  a  vital  h>le  la  oiir 
future  development.  The  American  people 
have  Invested  almost  00  billion  in  capital, 
plants,  and  equipment  in  our  atomic  energy 
program.  It  is  comforting  to  be  sble  to  as- 
sure you  that  this  Investment  is  a  wise  one. 


Our  atomic  strength  has  undoubtedly  re- 
strained the  barbarians,  and  its  benign  ap- 
plications give  promise  limited  only  %j  man's 

Ingenuity  and  resourcefulness. 


coMMxnnsic 

My  views  on  conununlsm  are  the  same  as 
they  were  toward  fascism,  since,  though  the 
enemy  has  changed  his  color  to  red.  the 
danger  to  free  institutions  is  Indenttcal. 

As  early  as  1943  I  began  to  publiQly  ques- 
tion the  administration's  appeasement  of 
Soviet  Russia.  It  was  apparent  that  a 
philosophy  based  upon  force,  denying  God. 
and  ruthlessly  exterminating  all  opposition, 
would  eventually  slake  its  thirst  with  the 
blood  of  free  people.  Again  the  fscts  were 
apparent.  Again  we  disavowed  truth,  hon- 
esty, and  courage,  and  even  denied  Our  Ood. 
There  were  many  voices  raised,  including 
mine,  against  the  sell-out  deals  in  Asia  and 
Southeast  Europe,  but  we  ignored  the 
warnings  of  conscience  and  again  set  in  mo- 
tion  events   which   ultimately   engulfed    us. 

During  this  period  I  have  been  an  Sdvocste 

of  coUectlTe  security.  It  may  be  a  siirprlse 
to  some  of  my  critics,  but  I  voted  fCr  aid  to 
Turkey.  Greece,  the  EGA.  the  North  Atlantic 
Pact,  the  Military  Aid  Pact,  and  other  pro- 
grama  of  a  like  nature  which  seemed  to  me 
to  provide  strength  to  the  free  World.  I 
advocated  the  United  Nations  Charter,  but  I 
refuse  to  distort  the  lessons  of  history  and 
therefore  warned  when  the  charter  was  for- 
Tnulated  that  the  veto  provision  in  the  hands 
of  the  Russians  was  likely  to  render  the  peace 
organization  ineffective.  I  have  opposed  the 
scoop-shovel  approach  to  foreign  aid,  and 
those  who  would  dissipate  the  wsets  of 
the  United  States  In  gigantic  Santa  Claus 
giveaway  operations.  Mutual  assistance  and 
aid  for  those  who  will  help  themeelvies  is  the 
philosophy  which  I  have  consistently  backed. 
The  shores  of  history  are  strewn  With  the 
wrecks  of  nations  which  have  tried  to  buy 
freedom.  Freedom  is  not  for  sale,  tf  people 
want  It  they  have  to  fight  for  U — Uncle 
Sam  cannot  export  it. 

STOMACH    COMMITNISIC 

There  is  a  basic  fallacy  in  the  approach 
Of  some  people  to  the  problem  of  commu- 
nism. They  believe  that  Lf  by  magic  the 
United  States  can  feed  and  clothe  «nd  pro- 
vide the  people  of  the  world  with  all  of  the 
material  goods  from  televisions  to  bathtubs, 
that  communism  will  disap{>ear  from  the 
face  of  the  earth.  This  is  the  dootrine  of 
stomach  communism,  the  thesis  thest  com- 
munism thrives  in  undeveloped  regions  of 
the  earth,  that  it  spreads  among  under- 
nourished people,  that  a  correlation  exists 
between  man's  material  possessions  and  his 
political  philosophy.  In  the  two  decades 
which  I  have  watched  this  insidious  force 
develop.  I  have  concluded  that  this  thesis 
is  false.  Communism  is  a  state  of  mind,  not 
a  question  of  calorics.  Political  philosophy 
is  that  of  the  soul,  not  of  the  stomach. 

Call  the  roll  of  the  traitors  of  freedom. 
Mention  Fuchs.  Alger  Hiss,  the  Rosenbergs. 
Greenglass.  Gold.  May,  and  others.  Were  any 
of  these  underprivileged  people?  Were  they 
poor?  Were  they  undernourished?  Or  did 
they  accept  the  benefits  and  privileges  of 
free  society  without  accepting  the  respon- 
sibilities that  adhere  to  freemen? 

And  I  say  to  you,  and  I  beg  of  you  to  listen, 
that  the  only  force  in  the  world  ca|>able  of 
combating  the  political  philosophy  of  com- 
munism Is  the  political  philosophy  of  Inde- 
pendence. The  state  of  New  Hampshire  Is 
far  from  the  most  wealthy  State  in  oiir  great 
Nation.  The  income  of  our  people  does  not 
rank  high  In  comparison  with  the  pedple  who 
live  In  some  other  localities,  but  we  have 
few  Communists,  and  relatively  few  fellow 
travelers,  because  we  are  God-fearing,  truth- 
ful, honest,  industrious,  frugal  people  who 
have  adhered  to  the  faith  of  our  tathers. 
You  may  not  find  many  televisions  <)r  bath- 
tubs in  the  mountains  of  Tennessee,  but  It  is 
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a  sure  bet  that  if  you're  looking  for  a  Com- 
niunist  you  bad  better  take  one  with  you. 

Germany,  under  Hitler,  was  the  best  fed, 
best  equipped,  moot  Industrial  society  In  Eu- 
rope. If  there  was  anything  to  the  theory 
that  totaUtarlanlsm  depetuls  on  lack  of  cal- 
ories, the  Germans  would  have  never  faUen 
for  it. 

Fancy  names  for  policies  of  appeasement  do 
not  Impress  me.  I  did  not  believe  15  years 
ago  that  you  could  do  business  with  Hitler, 

and  I  solemnly  warn  you  today  that  you  can- 
not do  business  with  the  Kremlin.  Any 
cpintual  compromise  which  we  make,  any 
dishonesty  with  which  we  delude  ourselves, 
has  a  price  tag  attached,  and  that  price  will 
be  meastired  in  the  lives  of  American  boys. 

As  you  would  expect,  the  Communists  do 
not  take  kindly  to  my  philosophy.  Frankly. 
I  receive  some  satisfaction  from  the  fact  that 
they  have  on  numerous  occasions  attacked 
me.  I  had  the  special  honor  to  be  singled 
out  by  TAS8,  the  Soviet  News  Agency,  as 
"one  of  the  principal  enemies  of  communism 
In  the  world."     Radio  Moscow,  I  am  pleased 

to  say.  described  me  as  "An  American  can- 
nibal who  has  been  the  foremost  enemy  oi 
communism  in  the  American  Congress  since 
1936."  Now  I  dont  want  to  profess  to  steal 
the  laurels  from  some  of  my  coUeagues.  but 
that  is  a  title  which  I  have  been  aspiring  to 
attain  for  the  last  18  years.  Pravda  stated 
that  "far  from  being  a  pawn  of  the  Wall 
Street  imperialist.  Fascist  clique.  Bridges  is 
one  of  its  leaders  •  •  •  who  was  largely 
instrumental  in  blocking  the  peaceful  inten- 
tions of  the  Soviet  Oovemment." 

Thoughtful  people  wiU  refiect  on  these 
statement  when  occasionally  my  opponents 
fabricate  mysterious  tales  ol  the  Chins  lobby. 
The  explanation  for  the  attention  which  I 
have  gotten  from  Moscow  \a  simple  enough. 
The  masters  of  the  Kremlin  know  that  I  will 
never  compromise  my  convictions  in  the  face 
of  their  pressure.  The  Kremlin  knows  that 
I  do  not  share  the  hopeless  Illusion  that  Com- 
munists are  men  of  good  will. 

UBSSAia  vxasus  comssbvattvxs 

One  of  the  most  interesting  and,  In  some 
ways,  most  amusing  changes  that  I  have  wit- 
nessed in  the  last  18  yearii  is  the  confusion 
that  certain  pressure  groups  have  created  in 
the  public  mind  as  to  the  definition  of  the 
words  liberal  and  conservative. 

In  the  year  1776  by  the  Declaration  of  In- 
dependence "a  new  order  was  given  to  the 
world."  This  new  order  wss  a  liberal  order 
based  upon  the  fundamental  belief  that  man 
had  certain  inalienable  rights  and  that  gov- 
ernments among  men  derived  their  Jiut 
powers  from  the  consent  of  the  governed. 

This  new  liberal  order  was  a  doctrine  of 
individuality,  of  self-reliance,  and  it  stressed 
the  importance  of  each  penon  over  and  above 
the  importance  of  the  State.  It  recognized 
the  Innate  divinity  of  man  as  one  of  God's 
creatures  and  the  capacity  of  man  of  char- 
tering his  own  way.  Now  the  liberals  of  this 
age,  and  of  any  age,  are  the  people  who  sup- 
port that  doctrine.  They  co  not  beUeve  that 
government  should  encroach  on  the  private 
life  of  the  individual  unless  such  encroach- 
ment Is  imperative  In  the  national  welfare. 

In  1934  I  was  elected  Governor  of  the  SUte 
of  New  Hampshire  at  the  relatively  young  age 
of  36.  I  was  labeled  a  Uberal  at  that  time. 
I  would  say  that  the  program  of  my  admin- 
istration was  Uberal.  We  adopted  a  pay-as- 
you-go  finance  In  State  government.  We  bal- 
anced our  budget  without  curtailing  essen- 
tial services  or  cutting  back  necessary  relief 
progranvs  during  that  depression  period. 
New  Hampshire  was  a  pioneer  in  the  inter- 
6Ute  pacts  and  social  legislation.  It  was  the 
first  State  to  qualify  under  the  Federal  So- 
cial Security  Act  and  the  second  to  enact 
legislation  to  provide  unenxployment  insur- 
ance for  workers.  Under  my  administration 
We  developed  and  provided  funds  for  a  State 
cancer  commission  for  clinics  snd  detection 
of  this  dreaded  killer.    We  extended  State  aid 


to  widowed  mothers.  aiKl  1  achieved  some 
personal  satisfaction  from  being  the  first 
Governor  of  New  Hampshire  to  appoint  a 
woman  Judfe  and  other  women  to  executive 
poaltions  within  the  State  government. 

I  was  then,  and  am  stiU.  dedicated  to  the 
political  phUoeophy  as  in  the  Declaration  of 
Independence.  I  believe  this  Is  a  liberal  phi- 
losophy, and  I  believe  that  by  any  proper 
definition  of  the  term.  I  am  a  liberal. 

Now.  regimentation,  totalitarianism,  and 
autocracy  are  aa  old  as  pages  of  history. 
People  have  been  regimented  by  military  op- 
pressors since  the  days  of  Genghis  Khan.  It 
is  no  trick  to  organize  a  society  when  you 
force  the  people  to  obey  your  wUl  beneath 
the  roughshod  boots  of  storm  troopers.  The 
new  order  of  our  country  was  a  new  order 
because  it  reposed  its  power  in  the  people. 
So  I  say  to  you  with  great  solemnity  that 
any  person,  no  matter  under  what  excuse,  no 
matter  what  guise,  no  matter  what  tempo- 
rtury  expedient  Is  used,  who  attempts  to  take 
power,  responsibility,  and  authority  from  the 
people  and  place  it  in  the  hands  of  a  cen- 
tralized government,  that  man  is  an  antl- 
llberal.  He  opposes  the  new  order.  He  turtu 
back  the  pages  of  history. 

How  strange  that  In  this  very  Chamber  we 
hear  over  and  over  again  the  voices  of  those 
who  would  increase  Government  power,  ex- 
tend controls  over  our  people,  describe  them- 
selves as  liberals  while  we  who  would  keep 
our  i>eople  free  are  termed  conservatives  or 
reactionaries,  depending  upon  who  is  de- 
scribing them.  Again,  this  is  an  example  of 
intellectual  dishonesty  for  which  we  wUl 
ultimately  pay  the  price.  The  time  has  come 
when  we  must  stop  turning  horse  chestnuts 
Into  chestnut  horses  and  to  recognlxe  that 
the  philosophy  which  made  this  Nation  great 
was  a  phUosophy  not  of  buresucracy  and 
hypocrisy,  but  one  of  truth  and  reason. 

CONCI,tTSIOI« 

I  am  not  unmindful  of  the  strains  and 
stresses  of  the  closing  days  of  a  Congress  or 
of  the  demands  which  are  made  upon  the 
time  of  individual  Senators.  However,  I  have 
believed  It  proper  that  I  shoTild  make  the 
principles  for  which  I  stand  a  matter  of 
public  record. 


Hoadoats   to   tlie   Greedj,   BrvtholFs   to 
kkc  Needy 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  ISIDORE  DOLUNGER 

or  MKW  TOSK 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  DOLLINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
chose  as  the  title  of  my  report  to  my  con- 
stituents this  year  "Handouts  to  the 
Greedy.  Brushoffs  to  the  Needy."  We 
have  had  2  years  of  Republican  admin- 
istxation;  nothing  has  been  accom- 
plished; the  campai£:n  promises  which 
garnered  Republican  votes  were  con- 
veniently forgotten;  effective  leadership 
and  a  constructive  forward-looking  pro- 
gram have  been  found  completely  lack- 
ing; the  critical  needs  of  the  people  of 
our  cotmtry  have  been  ignoi"ed;  the  re- 
siwnsibilities  of  our  Govemment  in  these 
crucial  days  have  not  been  met  at  home 
or  abroad. 

The  Republican  Party  will  point  with 
pride  to  certain  beneficial  measures 
pa&sed  during  this  session,  such  as  the 
^^oclal-security  amendments.  Bear  in 
ntind  that  in  each  instance,  they  were 
only  carrying  out  a  continuation  of  the 


Democratic  program.  Also  remember 
that  they  succeeded  in  scuttling  more 
beneficial  laws  than  they  enacted— pub- 
lie  housing  among  them.  The  Republi- 
cans would  have  you  believe  that  we  are 
enjoying  prosperity.  Who  is  enjosring 
the  prosperity  and  what  kind  is  it?  The 
stock  market  in  June  was  breaking  1929 
peak  prices— yet  United  States  indus- 
try was  operating  far  below  capacity. 
If  you  own  proF>erty  your  income  has 
increased,  but  if  you  are  a  worker,  job 
prospects  are  not  too  good,  and  unem- 
ployment in  July  passed  the  3  million 
mark.  Facts  do  not  bear  out  the  claim 
of  prosperity  asserted  by  the  adminis- 
tration. 

One  clear  and  irrefutable  fact  has 
emerged:  the  Republican  philosophy  of 
govenunent  has  not  changed.  AU  noa- 
jor  legislation  pushed  by  the  Republi- 
cans has  been  based  on  their  theory  that 
if  you  make  the  well-to-do  more  pros- 
perous, some  benefits  will  tridde  down 
to  those  less  fortunate.  The  Democrats 
have  always  legislated  on  the  principle 
that  the  masses  must  have  direct  help; 
that  when  the  vast  majority  enjoy  even 
reasonable  financial  security,  those  at 
the  top  of  the  economic  ladder  benefit 
accordingly.  Let  us  not  forget  that  this 
same  Republican  philosophy  and  type 
of  leadership  which  backed  big  budness 
and  huge  profits  to  the  utmost  in  the 
1920  s  also  disregarded  the  little  people, 
the  wage  earners,  farmers,  and  small 
business.  Our  Nation,  as  a  result,  suf- 
fered the  worst  depression  in  our  his- 
tory; millions  lost  their  homes,  and  14 
million  men  were  unemployed. 

We  must  avoid  a  repetition  of  such  a 
tragic  period.  A  depression,  with  its  at- 
tendant factors  of  disunity,  discontent, 
and  panic,  invites  an  upsurge  of  com- 
munism. It  was  during  1931  and  1932' 
that  the  Communists  made  their  first 
real  progress  and  gained  a  strong  foot- 
hold here — ^those  were  depression  years. 
When  we  legislate  for  the  benefit  of  all 
the  people,  when  we  make  it  possible  for 
all  to  enjoy  security,  we  provide  effective 
weapons  against  communism.  To  for- 
get the  human  element  in  our  Govern- 
ment is  to  foster  communism.  The  Re- 
publicans, as  proven  by  their  legislative 
record,  have  not  profited  by  the  lessons 
their  past  mistakes  should  have  taught 
them;  their  aims  remain  unchanged-^- 
help  those  who  have,  and  ignore  all 
others. 

CSEAT  CZVKAWAT8 

The  Republican  administration  has  al- 
ready given  away  to  private  ownership, 
industry,  and  monopolies,  billiODS  of  6<A- 
lars  of  natural  resources  of  our  country, 
which  rightfully  belong  to  all  the  peo- 
ple. More  such  giveaways  are  contem- 
plated. The  first  major  legislation 
steered  through  the  Republican  Con- 
gress turned  over  to  oil  mooopolies  up- 
wards of  $70  biUion  in  tidelands  oil. 
President  Truman  twice  vetoed  this  oil 
giveaway  and  protected  puldic  ownership 
of  these  vast  reserves.  President  Eisen- 
hower, during  his  campaign,  promised  to 
TwaiTitjtin  TVA;  ah-eady  the  utmty  and 
power  interests  have  be«i  sneoessfnl  in 
undermining  TVA  which  provides  mil- 
lions with  electricity  and  power  at  rea- 
sonable rates.     PubUc   lands,    grasixic 
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irttMa.  timber  rights,  m  wen  m  water  and 
power  defelemnent  rights  are  an  threat- 
cnetf ;  itviD  tek»  oonstast  vlgilaiioe  and 
ifcilewiliiaHon  to  in«?«bt  Ibeae  from  f  aU- 
log  Into  the  hands  of  private  ownerriilp. 
The  administratkm  has  also  proposed  to 
dispose  of  the  Qorenmient's  muItl-ma- 
Uon-doOar  heUum.  titanium,  and  sir- 
taatan  produetioKi  facilities,  another 
windfan  for  trig  busineas  and  loss  to  the 


The  latest  giveaway  was  provided  by 
the  atooBle  energy  bUL  The  American 
taxpayers  have  Invested,  so  far,  $12  bil- 
lion to  advance  research  and  experiment. 
Ifow  the  way  is  clear  for  a  few  favored 
utilities  to  reap  huge  profits,  with  no 
aafeguards  provided  to  protect  the 
people  against  this  subsidized  private 
monopoly.  We  already  have  proof  of 
wtaOUIlB  to  big  business  under  the  new 
atomic  bin;  the  President  ordered  award- 
ing of  a  contract  to  a  ssnuUcate  which 
was  ^M>  million  higher  than  that  offered 
by  a  rival  syndicate  and  $140  million 
more  than  TVA  would  require  to  supply 
the  power. 

TAZa 

During  the  1952  cynpaign,  the  Repub- 
licans promised  to  ease  the  tax  load  of 
the  American  people.  Their  failure  to 
do  80  amounts  to  a  betrayaL 

The  tax  biU  as  passed,  provided  for  a 
reduction  of  taxes  by  $1.4  billion.  About 
cme-fourth  of  these  reductions  will  go  to 
individuals,  and  the  remaining  ones  will 
go  to  corporations.  Of  the  one-fourth 
which  win  benefit  individual  taxpayers, 
more  than  one-ttiird  of  the  benefit  will 
go  to  those  who  have  income  from  stock 
dividends. 

Instead  of  increasing  the  individual 
tax  exemption  which  is  wholly  inade- 
quate under  present  high  living  costs, 
the  Republican  administration  has  hb- 
erallsed  tax  deductions  only  for  those 
taxpayers  who  suffer  some  misfortune, 
such  as  those  required  to  pay  tremendous 
medical  expenses,  but  the  majority  who 
would  have  benefited  by  an  increase  of 
individual  tax  reduction  of  even  $100  per 
year  were  completely  ignored. 

The  tax  bill  is  neither  equitable 
nor  economically  sound.  Unemployment 
oontlnues  at  a  high  rate,  purchasing 
power  is  shrinking.  T^e  need  for  an 
intelligent  and  construcldve  tax  p(^cy 
which  would  increase  mass  purchasing 
power  and  stimulate  industrial  produc- 
tion is  urgent 

BOTTSnfO 

A  critical  housing  ahortage  still  exists; 
millicms  (rf  Anericans  are  without  homes 
or  living  ^oarters  of  their  own;  millions 
exist  in  substandard  dwellings;  the  need 
for  new  housing  in  our  countiy  has  not 
been  met  fcur  decades,  and  although  it 
is  a  disgrace  to  us.  we  have  refused  to 
provide  adequate  shelter  for  our  people. 

The  President,  in  a  special  message, 
asked  for  authority  to  malce  140,000  pub- 
lic-housing starts  over  a  4-year  period. 
The  housing  bill  as  passed,  authorizes 
only  Z5JM0.  However,  these  are  only  to 
replace  buildings  torn  down  for  Oxtm 
clearance.  It  stands  to  reason  that  since 
there  wiU  be  no  new  building,  there  wiU 
be  no  tearing  down  of  adUm  dwellings  as 
there  would  be  no  housing  units  to  re- 
place them. 


•nie  law  is  a  far  cry  from  the  great 
need  which  exists  and  is  a  sham  and  a 
delusion.  The  public-housing  progtam 
started  under  the  Democratic  leadership 
provided  for  135.000  housing  starts  each 
year  for  a  6-year  period.  The  Republi- 
cans have  now  scuttled  this  program. 
Under  the  law,  bankers  and  builders 
profit,  but  the  very  needy  who  must  rely 
on  assistance  from  the  Government, 
through  the  public-housing  program,  are 
forgotten.  This  measure  is  another  re- 
pudiation of  the  Republican  campaign 
promise  to  help  the  little  fellow. 

I  have  fought  for  public  housing  and 
the  protection  of  tenants.  I  did  all  in 
my  power  to  have  the  public -housing 
program  extended.  The  housing  bill 
which  came  before  us  was  inadequate 
and  unfair.  Thi;;  is  one  more  Instance 
where  the  Republican  administration 
failed  to  meet  its  responsibility  to  the 
people. 

rABoa 

The  Republicans  wooed  the  labor  vote 
by  definite  promises  to  revise  objection- 
able features  of  the  Taft-Hartley  law 
and  to  make  it  fair  and  acceptable  to 
imlon  labor  and  millions  of  other  work- 
ing persons  in  our  country.  The  Repub- 
lican administration  did  nothing  what- 
ever to  correct  the  law;  the  hardships 
and  inequities  go  on.  In  view  of  the 
definite  promises  made,  this  is  a  rank  be- 
trayal of  labor,  and  it  will  not  be  forgot- 
ten by  all  those  who  relied  upon  the 
Republicans  to  keep  their  word. 

Living  costs  have  continued  to  rise  and 
wage  increases  have  not  been  adequate 
to  meet  the  increased  cost  of  living.  I 
introduced  a  measure  to  increase  the 
mintmnm  wage  now  set  by  law  to  $1.25 
per  hour,  but  no  action  was  taken  on 
such  legislation  by  the  Republican  lead- 
ership. 

IMMICEATIOM 

Another  high-sounding,  fine  promise 
by  the  Republicans  that  they  would  re- 
vise the  Naturalization  Act  of  1952. 
known  as  the  McCarran-Walter  Immi- 
gration Act.  has  been  ignored.  Nothing 
has  been  done  to  wipe  out  the  inequities, 
injustices,  and  unfaii-ness  of  this  law. 
As  the  law  stands,  it  causes  untold  hard- 
ships; it  has  earned  us  criticism  and  dis- 
respect; It  is  contrary  to  the  very  prin- 
ciples of  democracy  and  brotherhood  of 
man  upon  which  our  Nation  was  founded. 

I  voted  against  the  McCarran  Act 
when  it  came  before  us;  I  voted  to  Sus- 
tain former  President  Truman's  veto  of 
the  measxu^.  Tliereafter.  I  introduced 
a  bill  to  repeal  the  McCarran  Act.  I 
also  Joined  with  a  number  of  members 
of  Congress  in  an  effort  to  have  the  Mc- 
Carran Act  changed,  and  introduced  an 
omnibus  immigration  and  naturaliza- 
tion bill  to  revise  and  replace  it.  These 
efforts  have  all  been  in  vain,  and  sus- 
picion, racial  discrimination,  and  fear, 
continue  to  fiourish  under  our  present 
law-  No  longer  can  we  be  looked  upon 
as  a  place  of  refuge  for  the  oppressed, 
no  longer  can  visitors  and  immigrants 
feel  welcome  in  our  great  land.  The 
failure  of  the  Republican  Congress  to 
meet  its  obligation  in  this  regard  has 
lowered  our  standing  among  the  great 
nations  of  the  world. 


SOCIAI.    SXC'UXn'T 


The  social-security  amendments 
passed  provide  benefits  that  will  be  a 
great  boon  to  the  mllliaDs  dependent 
utxin  social  security,  and  some  of  tho^ 
who  have  suffered  hardships  because  of 
lack  of  coverage  under  the  law  or  in- 
sufficient payments  In  these  days  of  high 
living  costs.  The  amendments  ar<  a  step 
in  the  right  direction,  but  there  is  still 
much  need  for  Improvement. 

The  Republicans  are  taking  pride  in 
this  accomplishment,  but  we  must  re- 
member that  formerly  they  opposed  the 
program,  cut  down  on  the  coverage  of 
the  law  and  fought  against  liberalizing 
the  benefits.  Do  not  forget  that  the 
leadership  under  the  Democratic  Party 
began  this  great  program  which  is  so 
helpful  to  workers,  that  they  saw  the 
need  for  safeguards  against  unemploy- 
ment, destitution,  and  dependenoy. 

The  major  new  amendments  provide 
coverage  for  additional  millions  of  per- 
sons, a  raise  in  the  ceiling  of  allowable 
earnings  for  social -security  beneficiaries, 
and  an  increase  in  benefits  iot  each 
beneficiary. 

POSTAI.   AND    rXDEXAL    SAI.AXIXS 

After  much  delay,  wrangling,  and  bit- 
ter debate,  the  Republican  leadership 
finally  permitted  passage  of  a  bill  pro- 
viding for  the  long-overdue  pay  raises 
for  FKJstal  and  Federal  employees.  The 
bill  «'as  inadequate,  and  does  not  grant 
sufficient  increases  to  assure  the  em- 
ployees of  a  decent  living.  Our  faith- 
ful postal  and  Federal  employeeis  mer- 
ited better  and  more  generous  treatment, 
but  once  again  false  economy  prevailed, 
and  they  are  victims  of  the  Republican 
drive  to  save  at  the  expense  of  the  little 
fellow. 

I  shall  continue  my  efforts  to  obtain 
an  adequate  wage  for  all  Federal  aad 
postal  employees. 

CENESAL  TOPICS 

I  have  always  vigorously  opposed  any 
reductions  in  appropriations  for  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration.  Any  economy 
measure  which  brings  hardship  to  oui- 
veterans,  their  widows,  and  dependents, 
is  unjustified.  Our  veterans  should  have 
adequate  medical,  hospital,  and  domicil- 
iary services,  and  I  shall  not  spare  my 
efforts  in  their  behalf. 

Although  an  effort  was  made  to  give 
some  assistance  to  veterans,  yet  very 
little  was  done  during  this  session  as 
compared  to  the  needs.  The  5-perc«it 
pension  raises  voted  for  most  deF>endents 
Is  inadequate  in  these  days  of  high  prices, 
but  the  administration  insisted  on  paring 
the  figure  from  the  10  percent  requested 
to  the  5  percent  finally  allowed.  The 
watered -down  veterans  bills  finally 
passed  leave  much  to  be  desired — once 
again  the  Republican  administration 
saved  a  few  dollars  at  the  expense  of  the 
needy  veterans. 

Another  big  problem  was  ignored  by 
the  administration  and  another  promise 
broken  when  consumers  were  left  with 
no  protection  against  runaway  prices 
and  profiteers.  The  Republicans  elimi- 
nated price  controls  and  at  the  same  time 
assured  the  public  that  prices  would  re- 
main stable.  Living  costs  continued  to 
soar  and  have  reached  a  new  high.    I 
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reintroduced  my  bills  providing  for  a 
Constuners'  Advisory  Bureau  and  a  Joint 
Committee  on  Consumers,  to  try  to  help, 
but  was  unable  to  get  Congress  to  take 
action  on  them. 

I  have  lost  no  opportunities  to  fight  for 
civil  rights,  and  reintroduced  my  bilb  to 
prohibit  discrimination.  It  Is  only  by 
continued  vigilance  and  striving  that  we 
can  hope  to  end  the  evils  of  diacrimi- 
nation  which  exist  in  our  country. 

Space  does  not  permit  my  giving  com- 
plete details  regarding  all  major  ques- 
tions and  all  my  efforts  in  behalf  of  the 
people  I  represent.  Unfortunately,  some 
must  be  omitted  from  my  report.  I  have 
advocated  an  investigation  as  to  the  re- 
siu-gence  of  fascism  and  anti-Semitism 
in  Germany;  I  have  worked  for  all  pos- 
sible assistance  under  our  foreign-aid 
bills;  Federal  aid  to  education  and  con- 
struction of  schools. 


BKOKZ   OOMCKl 


oMAL  omcs 


I  wish  to  remind  my  constituents  that 
I  maintain  a  congressional  ofDce  at  936 
Simpson  Street.  Bronx,  which  is  open 
daily.  They  are  welcome  to  call  there 
and  to  take  up  their  problems.  I  also 
invite  them  to  write  me  so  that  I  may 
have  the  benefit  of  their  views  and  sug- 
I,estions  regarding  legislation. 

It  is  my  aim  to  render  faithful  and 
conscientious  service  to  the  i>eople  who 
have  chosen  me  to  represent  them  in 
Congress  and  I  have  tried,  to  the  best 
of  my  ability,  to  fulfill  my  duties  to  the 
satisfaction  of  my  constituents  in  the 
23d  District  of  New  York. 


Pert  Staatoa  Graxiag  Laad 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  ANTONIO  M.  FERNANDEZ 

OP  Mvw  mxico 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  RZPRZSKRTATIVSS 

Friday.  August  20,  19S4 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Mr.  Speaker,  at 
about  this  time  last  year.  Just  before  the 
adjournment  of  Congress,  I  inserted  in 
the  Congressional  Rscosd  a  warning 
that  the  General  Services  Administration 
and  the  Department  of  Health.  Educa- 
tion, and  Welfare  did  not  seem  disposed 
to  comply  with  the  law  requiring  grazing 
lands  carved  out  of  the  pubUc  domain  to 
be  returned  to  the  pubUc  domain  when 
the  use  for  which  they  were  withdrawn 
had  been  terminated.  I  called  attention 
to  a  tract  of  land  comprising  27,000  acres 
at  Fort  Stanton.  N.  Mex.  This  land  liad 
been  used  for  the  raising  of  beef  in  con- 
nection with  the  Fort  Stanton  hospital. 
The  utilization  of  that  hospital  by  the 
Public  Health  Service  had  been  termi- 
nated as  of  June  30.  1853.  The  hospital 
facilities  with  250  acres  of  land  had  been 
transferred  to  the  State  welfare  depart- 
ment of  New  Mexico  for  its  use. 

The  balance  of  the  27.000  acres  under 
the  law  should  have  been  returned  to 
the  public  domain  from  which  it  was 
carved.  Subsequent  events  proved  that 
my  concern  about  Uie  matter  was 
justified. 

Instead  of  returning  this  land  to  the 
public  domain,  the  Public  HcaKh  Serv- 


ice proposed,  and  the  General  Services 
Administration  agreed,  that  12,760  acres 
of  this  land  should  be  transferred  to  the 
New  Mexico  Department  of  Public  Wel- 
fare purportedly  for  the  protection  of 
the  water  rights  and  water  supply  of  the 
hospital. 

Since  the  Mescalero  Indians  claimed  a 
right  to  the  property,  I  introduced  one 
bill  transferring  all  the  grazing  land  to 
the  Indians  in  order  that  the  Indians 
might  have  the  opportunity  of  presenting 
their  claim  thereto.  At  the  same  time 
I  hitroduced  a  bill  directing  that  it  be 
returned  to  the  pubUc  domain,  as  the  law 
requires. 

The  Indians  presented  their  claim  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs.  At  the  same  hearings  I  submit- 
ted to  the  committee  on  behalf  of  the 
State  department  of  public  welfare  a 
memorandum  which  had  been  prepared 
to  show  the  need  of  these  lands  by  the 
hospital  to  protect  its  water  rights  and 
water  supply.  However,  the  memoran- 
dum actually  showed  exactly  the  con- 
trary. The  memorandum  and  the  evi- 
dence showed  first,  that  aU  the  water 
rights  and  water  supply  going  to  the 
hospital  originated  at  a  point  several 
miles  up  the  stream  above  the  land  in- 
volved: and  second,  that  all  of  the  water- 
shed from  which  it  draws  its  water  supply 
lay  several  miles  above  the  land  involved 
from  whence  the  water  is  piped  to  the 
hospital.  True,  the  evidence  showed  also 
that  there  were  water  rights  appxu-ten&nt 
to  a  small  40-acre  tract  within  the  reser- 
vation; but  it  was  admitted  that  the 
water  owned  under  this  water  right  was 
also  being  piped  in  at  the  point  of  diver- 
sion atxnre,  and  luul  so  been  piped  in  for 
approximately  20  years.  The  memoran- 
dum above  referred  to  also  stated  that 
application  had  been  made  for  the  formal 
transfer  to  the  water  pipe  intake. 

The  Department  thereupon  asserted 
that  the  land  was  needed  also  for  the 
purpose  of  raising  beef  for  the  hospital. 

I  believe  I  represented  the  consensus 
of  opmion  in  the  State  when  I  lu^ed  that 
a  hospital  has  no  more  business  running 
a  ranch  for  the  production  of  beef  than 
a  ranch  has  in  running  a  hospital. 

As  proof  of  that  I  call  attention  to  the 
manner  in  which  they  propose  to  break 
up  this  big  ranch.  Although  It  is  nicely 
subdivided  and  fenced  into  a  bull  pas- 
ture, a  dairy  pasture,  and  several  rotat- 
ing pastiu-es,  the  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  Department  is  undertaking  to 
cut  across  all  those  fences  without 
rhyme  or  reason,  leaving  a  long  narrow 
strip  of  several  miles  high  and  dry  on  one 
side  which  would  render  it  useless  for  any 
purpose.  Every  fence  except  a  portion 
of  the  south  boundary  fence  will  have 
to  be  removed  and  relocated.  I  have 
been  unable  to  find  out  who  will  bear 
this  expense.  Nor  have  I  found  out  what 
is  the  sense  of  this  foolish  and  extrava- 
gant decision.  Certainly  no  man  with 
any  knowledge  of  land  or  ranching  wo\ild 
ever  undertake  the  division  of  any  such 
tract  of  land  in  the  al>surd  maiuier  pro- 
posed. This  tract  of  grazing  land  should 
be  retiu-ned  immediately  to  the  public 
domain  for  administration  by  the  Bu- 
reau of  Land  Management  Of  course,  if 
the  Mescalero  Indians  are  entitled  to  it. 


they  may  assert  those  rights  at  any  time 
80  kmg  as  the  land  Is  hekl  by  tbe  Federal 
Government  and  so  long  as  the  Qovem- 
ment  does  not  divest  Itself  of  tbe  fee 
Utle  to  tbe  land. 

If  the  hospital  is  to  be  supplied  a  ranch 
for  the  raising  of  beef,  then  the  entire 
tract  already  fenced  and  subdivided  Into 
pastiu«8  should  be  turned  over  to  the 
hospital.  Wherever  it  goes  it  should  go 
as  an  entity.  It  is  folly  to  break  it  up 
in  the  manner  proposed  by  the  Depart- 
ment and  as  shown  by  the  map  on  file 
with  the  committee  and  with  tbe  Gen- 
eral Services  Administration. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  shall  con- 
tinue to  protest  the  breaking  up  of  t>n»T 
land  in  this  fashion,  and  I  shall  continue 
to  protest  its  being  left  idle  and  useless 
as  it  has  been  for  over  a  year.  The  duty 
of  the  Department  to  return  this  land  for  , 
utilization  is  plain.  The  livestock  Indus-  ' 
try,  as  well  as  the  Mescalero  Indians, 
have  been  hard  hit  for  pastiu*e.  This 
land  should  be  utilized  immediately.  As 
every  good  rancher  knows,  fences  have  to 
be  kept  up  and  in  order.  As  it  stands 
now,  it  is  no  man's  land,  and  no  one,  has 
the  responsibility  to  protect  it. 

The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Com- 
mittee, after  hearing  the  testimony  of 
the  Mescalero  Indians,  did  not  approve 
that  bill.  It  did  not  report  out  any  bill, 
undoubtedly  because  as  urged  by  the 
Department,  the  General  Services  Ad- 
ministration Act  contains  sufficient  au- 
thority for  the  General  Services  Admin- 
istration and  the  Department  to  act  if 
they  will  only  act.  The  committee^ 
decision  not  to  repori  any  bill  out.  checks 
the  matter  back  to  the  General  Services 
Administration. 

The  people  of  New  Mexico  are  watch- 
ing and  wondering  at  the  fumbling 
manner  in  wtiich  this  Uttle  matter  is  be- 
ing handled.    And  they  wonder  why. 


Wkerc  Is  EnglanJ  Gmag? 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  GEORGE  H.  BENDER 

or  OHIO 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENT ATTVSS 

Friday,  August  20. 1954 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  under 
the  English  governmental  system,  the 
"loyal  opp>osition"  is  almost  a  part  of  the 
ruling  organization.  WMere  there  has 
been  a  relatively  close  division  of  author- 
ity between  the  majority  and  the  minor- 
ity, the  activities  and  efforts  of  the  party 
out  of  power  are  often  closely  identified 
with  the  Government  itself.  In  the  pres- 
ent situation,  the  British  Labor  Party, 
headed  by  former  Prime  Minister  Cle- 
ment Attlee.  is  almost  a  second  voice  of 
the  Government  itself,  and  its  official  ac- 
tions take  on  great  importance. 

Because  of  this  unique  parliamentary 
background,  the  visit  of  Attlee  and  seven 
other  leaders  of  the  British  Labor  Party 
to  Moscow  and  Peiping  has  been  prop- 
erly noted  as  an  item  of  major  coo- 
cem  to  our  own  country.  Ib  conjunc- 
tion with  the  apparent  easing  of  trade 
relations  between  Britain  and  Russaa, 
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the  oordialttar  demonatrated.on  this  trip 
IniiiBtt  tiM  Iroii  CurUIn  aiMl  the  woem- 
Imr  ilwtfiiiliiatlim  of  Oreat  Britain  to 
Iday  the  rtfls  ol  world  arbitrator  on  some 
xnroeram  of  'Deaeeful  coexistence"  must 
tire  Amerleaasmueh  food  for  somewnat 
indigestible  thoiwht.  If  the  BriUsh 
Bnqiire  la  to  reeeiye  substantial  assist- 
ance from  the  United  States  and  is  then 
to  vtUiae  this  opportunity  to  deal  with 
Comnmnlst-led  nations  as  if  they  were 
9ood  fMsnds.  perhaps  it  is  time  for 
Uncle  Sam  to  take  still  another  good 
look  at  our  foreign  pcdicy.  Our  entire 
purpose  has  been  the  development  of 
stanch  friends  and  warm  allies.  If  we 
are  to  find  than  something  less  than 
stanch  and  considerably  north  of  warm, 
we  may  be  constrained  to  look  elsewhere. 


Hoaae  Rettaaraat 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARES 

OF 

HON.  JOHN  J.  ROONEY 

t9  mm  TOBX 

IN  THB  BOUBB  OF  RXPRSSBNTA'ITVBS 

Friday.  August  20. 1954 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  with  ref- 
erence to  the  remarks  I  made  here  cm 
the  floor  of  the  House  yesterday  concern- 
ing the  splendid  management  of  the 
Rouse  restaurant  facilities.  I  include  the 
f oUowing  figures  which  show  the  appro- 
priatioDS  made  for  o?er  7  years  for  the 
House  and  Senate  restaurants: 

Bo%ua  rettaunntt* 


Appropriattona 

Op«!rm- 
Uoaa 

CapiUl 

ToUl 

10-W 

m» „ 

n7.fiOO 
37,800 
47,800 
47,800 
47,800 
47,500 

47,  am 

137,800 
27,800 

]MU . 

47,800 
47,600 
47,600 

1951 

ivia 

l»fl3 

ia54...    

«23,000 

70,800 
47,500 

1055  (pment  year)..     . 

292,800 
12,800 

29,000 

315,800 
12,600 

Total     

108,000 

23,000 

a28,000 

■  Include  Houm  dining  rooma  and  coffee  shop  In 
Capitol:  <sfet«Tim  In  New  House  Offloe  BaikUng;  and 
carryout  aerrim  in  both  offloe  baildlnca. 


Senate  restaurants'^ 

Appropriation 

Opera- 
tions 

Capital 

Total 

W» 

$45,000 
42.800 
42,900 
42,800 
42,800 
68,000 
65.000 

$84,000 
15,000 
11,000 

1,600 
4,350 

$129,000 
67.800 
66,800 
76,800 
61.000 
06,600 
60.250 

IM« 

luao 

1051 

losa 

1M3 

19H . 

19U  (present  year)     _. 

M6.ono 

67,800 

170,380 

616,380 
67.800 

Total 

412,800 



«2,88D 

'  Inchade  Scoste  dining  rooms  aad  eoflee  shop  in 
Capitol:  ruCet^ria,  carryout  aurvice  and  oofloe  anop. 
S«'natr  Offloe  BuUdiug. 


Sedsl-^ecwity  AmcadiMBts  IstprsTf 
Sodal^Sccvily  Beaefits 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or   - 

HON.  CHARLES  A.  WOLVERTON 

or  NSW  jnsxT  j 

IN  llHK  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENT ATTVeI 

Friday,  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  It 
is  gratifying  to  realize  that  after  months 
of  hearings  and  consideration  the  bill 
providinsr  improvements  in  benefits  and 
coverage  under  social  security  has  at  last 
come  to  Congress  for  final  action. 

While  I  would  have  liked  to  see  ad- 
ditional improvements  made,  yet,  I  re- 
alize that  the  amendments  as  adopted 
do  provide  a  considerable  increase  In 
benefits  to  those  now  under  social  se- 
curity and  those  who  will  come  under 
its  provisions  in  the  future.  It  Is  likewise 
commendable  in  the  increased  number  of 
individuals  who  have  been  brought  with- 
in social-security  provisions  and  who 
previously  did  not  have  its  benefits. 

In  all.  the  bill  will  add  more  than  10 
million  persons  to  the  social-security  sys- 
tem. When  this  additional  number  is 
added  to  the  individuals  already  under 
the  bill  it  will  mean  that  a  very  large 
percentage  of  all  our  workers  will  have 
been  provided  for  under  our  social-se- 
curity program. 

Included  in  this  number  of  new  addi- 
tions there  will  be  approximately  2,100.- 
000  agricultural  workers;  150,000  Fed- 
eral civilian  employees  not  presently  par- 
ticipating in  the  S3^tem:  250,000  of  cer- 
tain individuals  cliissed  as  ministers  and 
members  of  religious  orders,  with  certain 
restrictions  and  limitations;  3,600.000  of 
farm  operators  and  professional  self-em- 
ployed individuals.  In  my  opinion  It  is 
unfortunate  that  physicians,  lawyers, 
dentists,  and  other  medical  practitioners 
are  not  included  in  the  bill  as  self-em- 
ployed persons.  The  bill  does  Include 
self-employed  professional  architects, 
accountants,  and  engineers.  This  will 
extend  coverage  to  approximately  100,- 
000  persons  not  heretofore  covered.  I  tee 
no  valid  reason  why  any  professionally 
employed  person,  regardless  of  the  type 
of  his  or  her  employment,  should  have 
been  excluded.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that 
this  exclusion  will  be  remedied  in  the 
next  session  of  Congress.  I  certainly 
hope  so. 

Under  the  terms  of  this  bill  State  and 
local  employees  would  be  entitled  to 
come  under  the  social-security  system 
if  a  majority  of  the  employees  of  the 
particular  organization  so  applyhig 
should  vote  in  favor  of  coverage.  Under 
this  provision  there  can  be  several  mil- 
lion more  new  additions.  It  depends 
upon  the  result  of  referendums  that  may 
be  held. 

There  are  many  other  changes  con- 
tained in  this  new  law,  all  of  which  are 
designed  to  broaden  and  improve  the 
provisions  of  the  present  act.  For  In- 
stance, the  age  at  which  the  retirement 
test  no  longer  applies  with  respect  to 
Imitation  of  earnings  of  those  under  so- 
cial security  has  b<?en  reduced  from  age 


75  to  age  72  and  the  limitation  of  earn- 
ings to  those  under  72  has  been  raised 
to  $1,200  per  year.  Thus,  the  reduction 
of  the  age  to  72  and  the  increase  bf  al- 
lowable earnings  to  $1,200  is  a  decided 
improvement  with  respect  to  our  aged 
persons. 

In  conclusion,  it  is  particularly  grati- 
fying that  In  addition  to  the  imi^rove- 
ments  already  mentioned  there  have 
been  substantial  Increases  to  be  paid 
present  beneficiaries  under  the  social- 
security  system.  The  Increases  under 
the  present  bill  range  from  the  present 
$25  to  $85.  to  $30  to  !^98.50.  But  indi- 
viduals who  retire  In  the  future  will  get 
higher  benefits,  up  to  a  maximum  of 
$108.50  Instead  of  $98.50  for  thoee  al- 
ready retired.  Since  a  wife  who  is  65 
gets  half  of  the  husband's  benefit,  a  cou- 
ple both  over  65  could  draw  $162.50  a 
month. 

There  may  be  many  changes  that  ex- 
perience under  the  new  law  will  show  to 
to  be  necessary,  yet  It  is  a  great  Victory 
to  have  attained  what  has  been  accom- 
plished under  the  bill  now  before  us.  It 
has  my  support,  with  the  hope  that  any 
further  improvements  found  necessary 
can  be  given  further  consideration  at  the 
next  session. 


Amendiaf  the  McCarraa- Walter  Act 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARK^ 

HON.  UURENCE  CURTIS 

or  icAsaACHtjarrrs 
IN  THE  ROUSE  OF  REPRBSENTATtVXS 

Friday,  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Bilassachusetts,  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  need  for  amendment  of  the 
McCarran-Walter  Act  was  pointed  up 
in  the  debate  yesterday  regarding  the 
bill  to  admit  outside  the  quotas  provided 
by  that  law  a  large  number  of  Spanish 
sheepherders  needed  on  the  western 
ranges.  The  Spanish  quota  is  only  250. 
yet  upward  of  600  sheepherders  were 
admitted  in  this  manner. 

The  same  need  is  also  pointed  up  by 
the  number  of  private  bills  acted  on  by 
the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
on  which  I  serve.  These  bills  are  passed 
to  relieve  injustices  caused  by  the  pres- 
ent law.  We  should  either  enforce  the 
McCarran-Walter  Act  with  its  restric- 
tions, or  amend  it,  rather  than  circum- 
vent it  in  this  piecemeal  fashion.  This 
procedure  is  not  fair  because  those  who 
have  some  measure  of  influence  or  who 
happen  to  know  a  Congressman  secure 
an  advantage. 

Pour  thousand  such  private  bills  were 
Introduced  at  this  session.  The  num- 
bers favorably  acted  upon  by  the  past 
four  Congresses  were:  79th  Congress,  14 
bills:  80th  Congress.  80  bills;  81st  Con- 
gress. 81  bills;  82d  Congress,  729  bills. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  in 
his  state  of  the  Union  message  stated 
that  there  were  injustices  in  the  present 
law,  and  urged  that  they  be  corrected. 
When  the  present  law  was  passed,  a 
Presidential  commission  was  appointed 
to    study    the    law    and    recommend 
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amendments.  This  Commission  Issued 
its  report  on  January  1.  1953,  and  bills 
have  been  offered  based  on  that  report 
and  otherwise  by  both  RepubUcans  and 
Democrats.  I  filed  one  of  several  simi- 
lar bills  filed  in  the  House.  Yet  no 
action  has  been  had. 

Many  Members  will  leave  this  session 
regretting  this  result.  This  is  a  subject 
of  great  interest  in  the  district  which 
I  represent.  It  should  be  given  priority 
at  the  next  session. 


StateMeot  by  Hon.  Stuart  SymiaftoB, 
of  Missouri 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  STUART  SYMINGTON 

OF  1CISSOI7U 

IN  THB  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  SYMINOTON.  Mr.  President, 
because  of  the  drought  in  Missouri, 
farmers  in  my  State  need  action  now 
under  S.  3137,  the  extension  of  the 
Water  Facilites  Act  of  August  28.  1937. 
This  bill  has  now  been  signed  by  the 
President  and  is  Public  Law  597. 

Provisions  of  this  law  should  be  made 
immediately  available  to  drought- 
stricken  farmers. 

Since  this  legislation  is  now  public 
law,  the  benefits  of  this  legislation 
should  be  made  immediately  available. 
Further  delay  seems  inexcusable. 

Despite  the  immediate  need,  however, 
Mr.  R.  B.  McLeatsh.  Administrator  of 
the  Farmers'  Home  Administration,  has 
Just  written  me  that  it  will  be  approxi- 
mately 30  days  from  date  of  signature 
by  the  President  before  the  rules  and 
regulations  will  be  issued. 

This  means  it  will  be  the  latter  part  of 
September  before  the  county  FHA 
supervisors  will  be  in  a  position  to  re- 
ceive and  process  appUcations  for  loans. 

The  basic  provisions  of  S.  3137  are  not 
new.  Loans  for  development  of  facili- 
ties for  water  storage  and  utilization 
have  been  made  in  the  arid  and  semi- 
arid  states  of  the  United  States  smce 
August  28.  1937. 

As  the  farmers  in  Missouri  and  other 
midwestem  States  suffered  the  ravages 
of  drought,  they  repeatedly  requested 
that  the  provisions  of  this  act  be  made 
available  for  them. 

On  March  10.  1954,  True  D.  Morse. 
Under  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  wrote 
to  the  President  of  the  Senate,  sub- 
mitting a  proposed  bill  to  make  this  as- 
sistance available  throughout  the  Nation. 
On  March  16  Senator  Ajkim  introduced 
the  bill.  S.  3137. 

The  bill  was  reported  by  the  Senate 
Agriculture  Committee  on  May  17,  and 
was  passed  by  the  Senate  on  May  24, 
and  by  the  Hoxise  with  amendments  on 
July  27.  The  Senate  agreed  to  the  House 
amendments  July  28. 

On  August  5  the  bill  was  sent  to  the 
President. 

In  view  of  the  history  of  this  legis- 
lation and  the  fact  that  the  basic  pro- 


visions had  the  approval  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  more  than  5  months 
ago.  and  the  last  amendments  were 
adopted  nearly  a  month  ago,  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  understand  why  the  necessary 
instructions  and  regulations  are  not 
ready  now. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  inserted  in  the  Record  a  letter 
which  I  wrote  to  Mr.  McLeaish  on  Au- 
gust 19;  a  copy  of  his  letter  dated 
August  17;  a  copy  of  my  letter  to  Mr. 
McLeaish  dated  August  9;  and  a  copy 
of  a  letter  from  Mr.  McLeaish  dated 
July  2S,  1954,  received  by  the  Honorable 
PAm.  C.  JoNKs,  Congressman  from  Mis- 
souri's Tenth  District. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

CiNrrxD  States  E>epakticent 

OP  Aoucxtltukz, 
Farmers'  Home  Administration, 

July  is,.  1954. 
Hon.PATTL  C.  Jones, 

House  of  Reitresentatives. 

Dear  Oohgrbbsmah  Jones:  Thla  is  In  re- 
cponM  to  your  letter  of  July  21  regarding 
tbe  extCDElon  of  the  Water  Facllltlet  Act 
now  being  coiuldered  by  tbe  Congreas. 

Tbe  amendment  to  the  act  being  ooneid- 
erad  by  the  Congreaa  provides  for  loans  for 
■oU-  and  water-conservation  measures  for 
tbe  installation  of  water  facilities.  These 
loans  may  be  made  as  direct  Government 
loans  or  Insxired  by  the  Government  in  the 
same  maner  as  loans  are  now  insured  under 
the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act.  As 
the  result  of  these  new  features,  present  poli- 
cies and  procedures  for  making  water-facili- 
ties loans  wUl  have  to  be  revised  extensively 
to  provide  for  the  making  and  senrlcing  of 
both  direct  Oovemment  loans  Vnd  insured 
loans.  At  the  present  time  the  new  features 
are  being  stxidled  carefully,  and  the  new 
policies  and  procedures  are  being  developed. 
It  Is  expected  that  within  approElmately  80 
days  after  the  bill  Is  signed  by  the  President 
the  Farmers'  Home  Administration  will  b« 
in  a  position  to  announce  tbe  new  program 
to  the  public  and  to  its  field  officials. 

The  program  will  be  administered  by  tbe 
Farmers'  Home  Administration  through  Its 
State  and  county  offices.  Each  agricultural 
county  of  tbe  country  Is  served  by  a  county 
offloe  of  tbe  Farmers'  Home  Administration, 
with  a  county  supervisor  In  charge.  Farmers 
Who  are  interested  in  receiving  assistance 
under  the  program  wUl  file  their  applica- 
tions with  tlie   county   supervisor. 

You  wlU  observe,  from  tbe  enclosed  pam- 
phlet entitled  "lioans  for  Water  in  tbe  West." 
which  briefly  explains  tbe  water  facilities 
[HOgram  as  it  Is  presently  administered  by 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration,  that 
farmers  are  expected  to  pay  as  much  of  tbe 
cost  of  the  facilities  from  their  own  funds  as 
they  are  able.  However,  these  loans  have 
been  made  for  100  percent  of  the  cost  of 
facilities  when  it  appears  that  applicants 
are  carrying  on  sound  farming  programs  and 
have  some  equity  in  tbelr  property  after 
providing  reasonable  security  for  tbe  loans. 

The  enclosed  pamphlet  stataa  that  the  In- 
terest rates  on  water  facilities  loans  Is  3  pmr- 
cent.  Under  the  preeent  act  and  the  pro- 
posed amendment,  the  Secretary  oC  Agricul- 
ture Is  authorized  to  fix  the  rate  of  interest 
on  insured  loans.  It  provides,  however,  for 
a  loan  Insurance  charge  of  not  leas  than  1 
percent  on  outstanding  principal  balances. 
In  view  of  this  provision,  the  Interest  rate  on 
both  direct  loans  and  Insured  loans  likely 
wiU  be  between  4  p«txnt  and  S  percent. 


If  we  can  furnish  you  addittonal  tnfonni^ 
tlon.  we  shall  be  pleased  to  do  so  upOa  your 
request. 

Sincerely  yourt. 

R.  B.  McLbabv. 

AoovBT,  e.  1954. 
Mr.  R.  B.  McLbauh. 

Administrmtor.  Farmers  Horn* 
Administration, 
Department  of  Ayrieultura. 

Washington,  D.  O. 

Dear  Ma.  Mc1<kaish:  As  I  am  sure  you  ar« 
aware,  thousands  of  farmers  In  MiaKmrl. 
suffering  as  they  are  from  the  third  straight 
year  of  drought,  are  intensely  interested  iB 
tbe  Water  FaciUtles  Act  as  amended  by  tbe 
Congress. 

It  Is  our  understanding  from  eonversa- 
tlons  with  your  office  that  it  will  take  ap- 
proximately 30  days  after  the  biU  Is  signed 
by  the  President  before  the  Ftemers  Home 
Administration  will  be  in  a  position  to  make 
available  the  provisions  oX  the  new  pro- 
gram to  the  public. 

As  shown  by  a  recently  completed  survey 
of  the  State  by  Dr.  Bdward  L.  Clark.  State 
geologUt,  60  counUes  in  Missouri  are  in  erit- 
leal  to  bad  condition  and  29  are  in  only 
fair  condition,  insofar  as  water  suppUes  are 
concerned. 

More  than  200  well  drillers  in  Missouri 
now  have  a  big  backlog  of  orders  for  wells 
as  soon  as  information  is  ready  on  these 
loans.  Thousands  of  other  farmers  will  or- 
der wells  drilled  just  as  soon  as  they  are 
sure  they  can  obtain  tbe  financial  backing 
for  this  purpose. 

In  many  sections  of  Missouri  the  hauling 
of  water  became  a  commercial  business  in 
recent  weeks.  Much  of  this  would  not  have 
been  necessary  had  It  been  possible  for  tbe 
drought-stricken  farmers  to  drm  wells  or 
install  other  water  faeillUet. 

For  the  above  reasons  I  urge  that  every- 
thing  possible  be  done  to  expedite  pi^yvlitoas 
for  tbe  new  watcr-facUlties  program  in  MIs- 
souii  and  will  appreciate  your  keeping  my 
office  Informed  as  steps  are  taken  to  ttla 
end. 

With  kind  regards,  I  am. 
Sincerely  yours. 

BrVAStt  Stmzmotow. 


Untteb  Stai 

or  AaRXcuLTOEs, 
Farmers'  Home  AsMnnsraAnoir. 
Washington,  D.  C,  Auguet  17, 1$S4. 
Bon.  Stoabt  STMnfOTOM, 
United  States  Senate. 

Deab  Senator  StOinotow:  This  Is  In  reply 
to  your  letter  of  August  •  regarding  tbe 
critical  condition  of  the  water  supply  and 
the  Interest  of  farmers  in  Missouri  in  the 
proposed  amendment  of  the  Water  FaeUiUes 
Act,  which  Is  now  on  the  President's  desk. 

When  it  became  ^parent  the  bill  would 
likely  become  law.  present  policies  and  pro- 
cedures for  making  water  facilities  loaas 
were  examined  to  determine  revisions  that 
would  be  required  to  provide  for  making  and 
servicing  of  both  direct  Oovemment  loans 
and  insured  loan^  Mew  poUclas  aad  pro- 
cedures are  t»ein^  developed  as  rafrtdly  as 
possible.  It  is  espeeted  that  wltliln  approsl- 
mately  80  days  after  the  bUl  Is  signed  l>y 
tlie  President,  rutes  and  regnlatloiis  wm  Im 
issued  and  ootmty  supeivisotE  will  be  la 
a  position  to  receive  aad  procees  appUeattons 
for  loans. 

We  wm  be  glad  \o  keep  you  Infonnad  d 

the  p»  ogress  made  In  expedtttx^  pravislaBe 

for  the  water  fartllttw  pragraai  in 

Sincerely  yours. 

a.  B. 
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Avmmt  19.  1954. 
Bon.B.  B.  McIiSunc. 

iUfmtiilttrstDr,  Tmrmer^  acme  ildmin- 
<«tr«t<cm,  i>epartment  o/  ilflpricul* 
tiir«,  Wotftln^ton,  0.  C 

DBAS  Mk.  MdJUXSR:  Thia  Is  to  uknowl- 
edga  leoapt  of  your  letter  of  August  17. 
replying  to  mine  of  August  9. 

On  liarcii  15.  Senator  Azkot  Introduced 
»  bUl  to  extend  tbe  Water  Faculties  Act. 
It  WS8  pMHd  by.  the  Senate  on  May  24  and 
by  the  Houae  on  July  27.  Tbe  Hooae  changes 
were  adopted  by  the  Senate  on  tbe  next 
day  and  it  went  to  tbe  President  for  sig- 
nature OB  August  ft. 

The  water-wpply  emergency  In  MlMourl 
has  bewi  tect  for  months  and  such  fact  has 
be«a  fully  known  to  the  Department  of  Agri- 
eultare.  As  you  know,  I  have  been  urging 
action  for  sohm  time. 

On  July  as.  in  a  tetter  to  Oongreesman 
Pavl  C.  JamwB,  you  stated  that  your  program 
would  be  ready  within  approximately  80  days 
after  tbe  blU  is  signed  by  the  President. 
Tbat  meant  you  would  be  prepared  to  act 
on  or  about  the  asth  of  this  month. 

Since  the  purpose  and  major  provisions  of 
the  bill  have  been  known  to  you  for  months. 
It  was  dUBeult  to  understand  why  the  neces- 
sary instructions  and  procedures  could  not 
have  been  ready  in  anticipation  of  the  Presi- 
dent's action. 

However,  you  advise  that  it  will  take  still 
another  30  days  after  presidential  signa- 
ture— which  has  not  yet  taken  place. 

This  delay  appears  to  me  to  be  inexcus- 
able, in  face  of  the  dire  distress  of  thou- 
sands of  American  farmers.  I  would  be  in- 
terested in  knowing  the  cause  of  the  delay. 
I  would  be  even  more  Interested  in  learning 
'hat  you  have  changed  yoiu'  plans  and  will 
act  Immediately  upon  learning  of  pnnlden- 
tlal  action  on  this  bill. 

Sincerely.  ' 

Etuabt  STicurcToir. 


HislMT  wf  H.  R.  73M,  T«  Prarwt  Dn- 
I  by  Scgref  ati»B  ia  Interstate 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  JOHN  W.  HESELTON 

or  KASSACRVSKTTS 

IN  THX  HOUSE  OF  RSPBESENTAUVSS 
Friday.  August  20. 19S4 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
deeply  regret  tbe  events  which  maSde  it 
ImpoiwtiMe  to  secure  a  vote  in  the  House 
on  H.  R.  7304.  Prom  conversations  I 
liave  tiad  with  many  of  my  colleagues  I 
am  convinced  that  it  would  have  passed 
the  House  with  a  substantial  majority. 
It  is  a  most  unfortunate  instance  of  how 
a  majority  of  the  House  can  be  deprived 
of  their  clear  right  to  cast  their  votes  on 
meritorious  proposals  which  they  favor. 

Because  of  this  and  because  of  the 
many  toquiries  I  have  received  as  to  the 
possiUUty  of  voUng  on  the  bill.  I  feel 
compelled  to  make  a  brief  statement  as 
to  the  facts. 

I  introduced  H.  R.  7304  on  January  18. 
1054.  It  was  referred  to  the  House 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce,  of  which  I  am  a  member. 

Public  hearings  were  held  on  May  12. 
13.  and  14. 

The  bill.  In  a  slightly  amended  form, 
was  favorably  reported  to  the  House  by 
a  vote  of  18  to  7  on  July  21.  1954.     On 


that  date,  the  gentleman  from  New  Jer- 
sey [Mr.  WoLvnTONl.  chairman  of  the 
committee,  wrote  the  following  letter: 

House  or  Rxpsxsxktativks, 
CoMicriTKs  ON  Intxbstats  and 

POBXICN    COMMXBCX, 

Waahtngton.  D.  C.  July  21,  1954. 
Hon.  Lxo  E.  Aixxif. 

Chainnan,  BuU»  Committee, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dbab  Mb.  Chaikican:  I  am  attaching  h«e- 

to  a  copy  of  tbe  blU  H.  R.  7304 — providing 

relief  against  certain  forms  of  discrimination 

In  interstate  transportation— together  With 

a  copy  of  House  Report  No.  2480. 

The  committee  Is  very  anxious  to  have  this 
bill  brotight  up  piromptly  on  the  floor  of  the 
House,  and  I  would  appreciate  it  If  you  could 
arrange  to  set  a  date  for  the  grant  .ng  of 
such  rule  as  promptly  as  posslMe.  1 

Sincerely  yours.  1 

CHAKLKS  a.   V^OLVERTOl*, 

Chairman. 

No  hearing  was  scheduled  before  the 
Rules  Committee  and  no  rule  was 
granted  as  requested. 

After  it  was  announced  on  July  30 
that  susp>ensions  would  be  in  order  on 
August  3. 1  conferred  with  Speaker  Mak- 
TiN  and  told  him  I  would  like  to  be  rec- 
ognized to  call  up  H.  R.  7304.  He  said 
he  would  be  very  glad  to  recognize  atie. 

However,  under  the  procedures  pre- 
vailing in  the  House  in  connection  with 
suspensions,  it  is  also  necessary  to  re- 
ceive the  approval  of  the  leadership  on 
both  sides.  For  this  portion  of  the  rec- 
ord I  now  quote  certain  questions  asked 
of  me  and  the  replies  I  made  in  the 
House  on  August  4: 

Mr.  Hownx.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  very  mach 
Interested  in  a  bill  which  lias  been  reported 
out  of  the  Oonunittee  on  Interstate  and  l%>r- 
eign  Commerce,  H.  R.  7304.  1  know  many 
of  the  members  are  anxious  for  that  bill  to 
come  to  a  vote.  It  deals  with  the  prohibi- 
tion of  segregation  in  Interstate  travel.  I 
wonder  if  anyone  could  tell  me  what  the 
sltiiatlon  is  and  what  the  prospects  are  of 
that  bill  coming  to  a  vote. 

Mr.  HssKLTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  If  tbe  gentle- 
man will  yield.  I  happen  to  be  the  author 
of  that  bill.  It  was  reported  out  of  my  cosn- 
mlttee  by  a  vote  of  IB  to  7.  I  am  extrenjely 
anxious  to  have  It  come  up  for  a  vote,  be- 
cause I  am  convinced  that  an  overwhelming 
majority  of  the  Members  of  the  House  woUld 
like  to  vote  on  that  bill.  I  am  doing  every- 
thing I  can  to  bring  that  about,  but  I  can- 
not give  the  gentleman  any  assurance  at  Uiis 
time  that  It  will  be  possible  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Hov/KZjL.  Is  there  any  chance  of  get- 
ting a  rule  on  that  bill? 

Mr.     HxszLTON.  I     cannot     answer     that, 

either    We  were  told  that  the  Committee 

on  Rules  has  suspended  meetings.     I  do  not 

know  whether  that  wUl  be  changed  or  not. 

•  •  •  •  • 

B«r.  McCaktht.  I  understood  It  was  to 
have  been  called  up  under  suspension  of  the 
rules.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Massacbu- 
setts  know  whether  that  plan  has  been 
changed  or  what  will  be  necessary  In  order 
to  tnlng  It  up? 

Mr.  HsBSLTON.  I  understand.  In  order  to 
do  that,  it  has  to  receive  the  approval  of 
the  leadership  on  both  sides.  | 

Since  that  time,  with  many  others  in- 
terested in  this  legislation,  I  consistently 
sought  reconsideration  so  that  either  a 
rule  could  be  granted  or  arrangements 
could  be  made  for  my  recognition  for 
a  suspension.    But  all  this  was  without 


success.  However,  again  I  want  to  pay 
a  deserved  tribute  to  Speaker  Martht 
who  did  everjrthlng  possible  to  assbt  me 
in  my  efforts. 

Nevertheless,  I  believe  much  has  been 
accomplished  toward  early  enactment  of 
this  legislation.  I  shall  refile  the  bill  on 
January  5  next,  when  the  84th  Congress 
convenes.  Both  the  chairman  $f  the 
committee,  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Wolverton].  and  the  rank- 
ing minority  member,  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Prixst],  have  as- 
sured me  that  prompt  hearing  on  the 
bill  will  be  scheduled.  In  view  of  the 
understanding  the  committee  has  of  the 
pertinent  evidence  and  of  the  bill,  an 
early  favorable  report  can  be  expected. 
In  connection  with  floor  consideration. 
I  recommend  strongly  that  all  who  are 
interested  in  having  this  bill  become  law 
make  their  wishes  known  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Rules  Committee  and  to  the 
House  leadership. 

The  report  of  the  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce  is  House 
Report  No.  2480. 

The  text  of  H.  R.  7304  as  reported  by 
the  committee  is  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  all  persons  trav- 
eling within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  T7ntted 
States  shaU  be  entitled  to  the  full  and  equal 
enjoyment  of  the  accommodations,  advan- 
tages, and  privileges  of  any  public  oonvey- 
ance  operated  by  a  common  carrier  engaged 
In  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  and  all 
the  facilities  furnished  or  connected  there- 
with, subject  only  to  conditions  and  limita- 
tions applicable  alike  to  all  persons.  Without 
discrimination  or  segregation  based  oki  race. 
color,  religion,  or  national  origin. 

Sec.  2.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  com- 
mon carrier  engaged  in  interstate  ^r  for- 
eign commerce,  or  any  officer,  agent,  nr  em- 
ployee thereof,  to  segregate,  or  atteSnpt  to 
segregate,  or  for  any  other  person  to  aid  or 
assist  any  such  officer,  agent,  or  employes 
In  segregating  or  attempting  to  segregate, 
paraengers  using  any  public  conveyance  or 
facility  of  such  carrier  engaged  In  Intcrestate 
or  foreign  commerce,  on  account  ot  race, 
color,  religion,  or  national  origin  of  such  pas- 
sengers. Any  such  carrier  or  officer,  agent, 
or  employee  thereof  who  unlawfully  and 
willfully  segregates  or  attempts  to  sefregate 
such  passengers  on  account  of  race,  color, 
religion,  or  national  origin,  or  any  sucb  other 
person  who  aids  or  assists  any  such  officer, 
agent,  or  employee  In  segregating  or  attonpt- 
ting  to  segregate  such  passengers  o«  such 
account,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  shall,  upon  conviction,  be  subject  to  a 
fine  of  not  to  exceed  Si. 000  for  each  Offense, 
and  shall  also  be  subject  to  suit  by  the  In- 
jured person  In  an  action  of  law.  suit  in 
equity,  or  other  proper  proceeding  lot  dam- 
ages or  preventive  or  declaratory  or  other 
relief. 


Pay  Increase  for  Postal  and  Otker 

Government  Employees 

I 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  CHARLES  A.  WOLVERtON 

or  NEW  JESSZT 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  RKPRKSKNTATlVBS 

Friday,  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am 
pleased  to  know  that  we  will  get  a  chance, 
even  at  this  last  hour,  to  vote  an  increase 
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of  pay  to  our  faithful  postal  and  other 
Government  employees.  They  are  en- 
titled to  it. 

The  bill  now  before  us  provides  a 
straight  5  percent  increase  for  all  classi- 
fied employees  with  a  minimum  increase 
for  such  workers  of  1170  and  a  maximum 
of  $440. 

The  minimum  rate  of  each  grade  is  to 
be  increased  by  5  percent  and  this 
amount  will  be  carried  over  to  all  other 
within-steps  of  the  grade,  subject  to  the 
minimum  and  maximum  standards. 

The  saleries  of  postal  workers,  will  be 
Increased  by  a  flat  5  percent;  aith  a  $200 
minimum  and  $440  maximum. 

It  is  pleasing  to  realize  that  the  in- 
creases are  granted  to  the  postal  workers 
without  an  Increase  of  the  rate  for  flrst- 
class  mail.  This  is  a  separate  and  dis- 
tinct subject.  It  should  come  before  the 
Congress  in  a  bill  that  relates  to  that  sub- 
ject and  no  other.  It  can  then  be  de- 
cided on  its  own  Individual  merit.  It 
was  unfair  and  unjust  to  demand  that 
the  postal  workers  should  have  no  in- 
crease unless  and  until  Congress  passed 
legislation  that  would  provide  an  increase 
of  rates  for  fkrst-class  mail.  Such  an 
increase  would  have  been  unfair  to  the 
users  of  first-class  mail.  At  the  present 
time  this  type  of  mail  is  providing  rev- 


enue that  amounts  to  over  a  $150  million 
more  per  year  than  the  expense  of  serv- 
icing such  mail.  Thus,  it  would  be  im- 
Just  to  put  an  additional  burden  upon  the 
only  class  of  mail  that  is  paying  its  own 
way  and  showing  a  substantial  profit. 
It  was  wise  and  just  to  separate  the  ques- 
tion of  an  Increased  mail  rate  from  the 
question  of  an  increase  for  postal 
workers. 

It  is.  Indeed,  most  pleasing  that  our 
efforts  In  behalf  of  our  postal  employees 
and  other  governmental  workers  have 
proved  successful.  Now.  it  is  my  hope 
that  the  President  will  give  his  approval 
to  the  legislation. 


Report    to    tlic    People    of    tbe  Second 
CoBfrestional  District  of  Wisconsin 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  GLENN  R.  DAVIS 

or  WISCONSIN 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday,  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  include  herewith  my  sixth  annual  re- 

Voting  record — 1954 


port  to  the  people  of  the  Second  Con- 
gressional District  of  Wisconsin.  In  the 
5  immediately  preceding  jrears  I  pre- 
pared reports  on  my  voting  and  attend- 
ance records  for  the  sessions  of  Congress. 
This  is  a  similar  compilation  for  the  2d 
session  of  the  83d  Congress  complete  to 
the  date  of  sine  die  adjournment  on 
August  20. 

By  means  of  newsletters  and  confer- 
ences throughout  the  district  during 
congressional  recesses.  I  have  at- 
tempted to  Inform  my  constituents  and 
report  to  them  on  my  stewardship  as 
their  Representative  in  Washington. 
This  voting  report  is  in  keeping  with  my 
purpose  of  keeping  the  people  of  my  dis- 
trict as  fully  informed  as  possible  on 
congressional  issues. 

It  is  a  complete  record.  It  is  not  a 
hand-picked  list  of  a  few  so-called  key 
votes  compiled  by  some  lobbyist,  pres- 
sure group,  or  political  campaign  com- 
mittee. The  whole  record  is  here  in  con- 
cise form  for  the  people  to  examine  and 
evaluate  for  themselves. 

If  more  complete  information  on  any 
measure  considered,  or  an  explanation 
of  any  particular  vote  is  desired.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  respond  to  such  requests,  as 
I  always  have  in  the  past. 

The  report  follows; 


R»II 
No 


1 
3 

3 
4 

t 
6 

7 
8 

e 

10 


11 

12 
1.3 
14 
IS 

1« 
17 

18 
19 
20 
21 
23 
23 
24 
2.'i 

V, 
27 
28 

2» 
:m) 
.31 
32 
Xi 
U 


Date 


Jan.  6 

Jan.  an 

Jan.  21 

Jan.  27 

Feb.  J 
Keb.  3 
do  .. 
Keb.  4 
..do.... 
...do..-. 


-do... 

Fob.  16 
.  do  ... 
Feb.  17 
..do 

Feb.  18 
Feb.  2S 
Mar.    1 

.do. 

Mar.    2 

.do 

Mar.    S 

do..... 

-Miir.    4 

Mar.    6 


\Tar.  8 
Mar.  10 
..do 

..do 

-Mar.  11 
Mar.  15 
do... 
Mar.  17 
Mar.  18 


Itlcn'iflcation  and  result  of  vote 


Quorum  call.. „ 

...do ""."-"""""!-'""""!"""""!III!!I!I"^!! 

H.  K.  5337,  authorlxInK  aii|>roprmtiun  of$26niinion  to  Initiate  construction  of  a  I'.  8.  Alt  Force  Academy.     (Patwed,  32Blo.3«.) 

H.  J.  Rw.  3.W,  to  discharge  iiidebt«diie6«  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  thus  lncrea.slng  available  lending  funds  by  $UO,000,000. 

(Passed,  323  10  27.; 
Quorum  call 


do. 
do. 


...do 

.. -do r"!!!"!! 

Amendment  toH.  R.3300  to  authorixe  tbe  8tate  of  lUinote  and  the  Chicago  Saniury  DUtrlct  to  divert  a<lditlnnal  wat(>r  from  Lake  Michigan 
to  the  Illinois  Waterway,  which  amendment  would  prevent  any  a<ldltlonal  divorsion  until  pending  siirvey  of  lake  levels  by  Corps  of 
Engineers  hail  been  com|ik'tiHl  and  submitted  to  Congress.    (Rejected,  177  to  302  ) 

MoUon  to  recommit  (kill)  H.  R.  3.300,  to  authorize  tbe  State  of  Illinois  and  the  Chicago  .'^aniUry  District  to  divert  •ddltiooa]  water  from 
Lake  Michigan  Into  the  Illinois  Waterway.    (Rejected.  ISO  to  234.) 

Quorum  call.. ...................... 


do. 
do. 


Motion  to  recommit  (kill)  H.  R.  4MA,  to  provide  for  exchange  of  certain  iHiblic  and  private  lands,  to  prevent  Federal  lands  aoquMtion  from 

interfering  with  sustained  .yield  timber  operations.     (Agreed  to,  TK-lai.) 
Quorum  call „., 


II.  Res.  400.  providing  $275,000  lor  the  o|>eratioD  of  the  Committee  on  Un-American  Activities.    (Adopted,  963  to  1.). 
(juonim  call 


-do. 
.do^ 


Motion  to  recommit  tkUI)  11.  J.  Res.  355,  relating  to  tbe  supplying  of  agricultural  workers  from  Mexico.    (Rejected,  66  to  197.). 
Quorum  call -. 


.do. 
do 


A  mendment  tb  H .  R.  8067,  mak  ing  appropriations  (or  Departments  of  State.  Justice,  and  C<mimerce,  to  increaae  from  tB/tOUjOOO  t«  M0.O0O.0O0 

the  amount  allowed  for  subsidy  payments  for  air  owriers.    (Adopted.  Mi  to  1<B.) 
Quorum  call -. 


.do. 


My  TOt* 


MoUon  to  recommit  H.  R.  S224,  to  reduce  excise  taxes  whieti  exceed  10  peroeDt  t«  tliat  Scare,  and  extend  certain  exphtug  exctae  taiei  for  1 

year,  with  instructions  to  Insert  provision  repealing  all  taxes  on  admissioos  of  50  cents  or  km.    (Rejected,  aob  t«  211 ) 
H.  R.  8334.  to  reduce  excise  taxes  which  exceed  10  percent  to  that  figore,  and  extend  ortain  expiriiic  exdae  tasec  for  1  rnr  (Paaed,  <I1 1«  X.) 
Quorum  call. -.-.._ __.. 

do 

...do _ 


Motion  to  recommit  H.  R.  K300.  general  tax  revision  bill.  corrMting  liieQttities  and  lM|«lMlee  tn  F«<der^  t&x  law«.  and  extwKiiut  B 

corporate  tax  foi  I  year,  with  Instructions  to  increase  personal  income  t»iexMBptx««5frwBi  !•»  to  $?Cf'.     (Rcjntne*!.  an  to21llJ 


Preaent. 
Present. 
No. 
Ajra. 

Prennt 
Pretout. 
Present. 
Preaent. 
Present. 


Present, 
PrMsnt. 
Present. 
Noi 

Preaent 

Aye. 

PrciRit. 

Present. 

Present. 

No. 

Present. 

Present 

Present 

No. 

Present 
Pnseat 

N4L 

Aj» 


in^ 

X^Bk-  ''* 

i^H^^H 

^^K-- 

f-^^^^Sa 

Bn& 

Mi 


4  " 

i 


4^ 


i  '. 
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August  20 


36 

» 

SO 
40 
41 
42 
43 

44 
4S 

44 

47 

48 

4S 
SO 
61 

•2 


C5 
06 

S7 

n 
w 

61 

a 

64 

es 


r 


70 
71 

n 
n 

74 

n 
n 
n 


i» 

M 


M 


Mar.  a 

Mar.  M 
Mar.  at 


Mw. 
Mar. 

...do. 

Apr. 
Apr. 
-do. 


Apr. 
Apr. 
Apr. 
..do. 

...do.. 


B.  B.not.  B«Banl  taxrerialaH  tam,  Mrracilng  ta»qaltiea  aod  loopholM  In  Federal  tax  laws,  add  eitendins  52-percent  cori>oi  ate  tax  for  1  year. 
(nasad,S30toMJ 

Qoommcall ...._ 

do . ..".". 

...do 


Sf- 


ith  instructions 
ite  enterprise  In 


Conference  report  on  H.  B.  8324,  to  reduce  excise  taxes.    (Adopted,  395  to  1.) 

Qaoramcall.. , 

Motion  to  reoonunlt  H.  B.  8H8,  Independent  offices  approprlstfon  bill,  with  Instruction?  to  tisert  prwLsiMi  to  prevent  th«  Fe<l«Tal  National 

Mortgage  AasociatiaD  from  selling  mortgagee  below  par  value.    (Rejected,  180  to  214.) 
QnommeaD ; _  ___ 

Motion  to  reeoBUiit  H.  R.  7836,  to  aid  in  provision  and  improvement  of  housing,  and  eliralnttion  and  prevention  of  slums,  w 
to  add  proTiaiea  lor  8t.000  low-rent  public  boosiag  units  for  each  of  next  4  years     (Rpjeotod.  176  to  211.) 

H.  R.  7880,  to  aid  In  prorislm  and  Improvement  ol  tumslng  and  eliminatloD  and  preveotiOn  o'  slums  by  eocouragmg  pnv) 
boUding.    (Paased,  362to36.) 

QaorameaB . ... _ 

do.„. ".."!!""""""'""!!!!!""""! 

Willis  substltate  amendment  to  H.  B.  8649.  to  authorlie  admission  Intoevidence  of  wiretap  iriformation  in  cxses  involving  tra.tors.  saboteurs, 
and  spies.  reQUiriHK  prior  court  order  for  wiretapping.     (Adopted,  221  to  l«6  ) 

H.  B.  8640,  toauthorlxe.  upon  order  of  Federal  courts,  admission  Into  evidence  of  wirttaplnfonnatiun  in  c-ases  involving  prosecution  for  tralton. 
aaboteurs,  and  splea.    (Passed,  377  to  10.)  j 

Qnoramcsn Jj 

do. I^.~""~'""""~™'        ' 


May  u 


—do 

May  U 


•0 

•1 


M 
M 


7nai    1 


Jnao   • 


JOM  M 
JOM  M 


JOMlT 


H.  R.  8873,  Department  of  Defense  appropriation  bill  for  1955  fiscal  year,  containing  $28,7004)0C,000.    (Passed.  377  to  0.) . . 
Quorum  call 

— do ^.-"----"--"---!!!""""'"I"..'"!!!!!!!!.!""!!!!"!' 

Motion  to  recommit  (kJll)  8.  2150,  providing  for  creation  of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Corporation.     (Rejected.  157  to  242,i 

8.  2150,  providing  for  creation  of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Corporation.    (Passed,  241  to  158.) 

Qoommcall , 

—..do '  " " 


Motion  to  strike  enacting  clause  of  H.  B.  2556.  to  permit  extradiction  of  certain  fugiUves  froia  United  Suics  to  countries  occupied  by  United 

State*  Jointly  with  1  or  more  other  powers.    (This  action  killed  the  bill.)    (Carried,  228  to  68.) 
Quorum  call 


H.  B«s.  533,  dting  Bcmbard  Doateh  to  eontempt  of  the  House  of  RepresentaU  ves  (or  lailuae  to  answer  questions  before  the  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities.    (Agreed  to.  34«  to  0.) 

H.  R.  0040,  to  aotborize  cooperative  research  in  education.    (Passed.  296  to  55) 

H.  Bes.  532.  the  rule  providing  tor  consideration  of  H.  B.  7434,  to  esUblish  a  National  Advisory  Commiitee  on  Edi^ation.    (.Vdoptedri»4 

Quorum  can .... 


H.  B.  7434,  to  establish  a  National  Advisory  Committee  on  Education.    (Passed,  179  to  157). 
Qooram  can 


H.  B.  7601.  to  iiravlde  for  a  Wbtu  Hooae  Confereooe  m  Education  to  be  held  prior  to  Nov.  M,  l»55w    (Paned  2W  to  09) 
QuwumcaO 


H.  R.  9342,  to  aottaoriia  oonatraotion  at  military  and  naval  installations  in  amount  of  $877,0«),(I00.    (Passed,  345  to  0) 

H.  Bea.  868.  closed  rule  providing  Ux  3  hours  of  debate  on  and  waiving  points  of  order  against  H.  R.  9366,  to  amend  tiU'socil  S^lti'Act 
(Adopted,  270  to  76.)  , 

H.  B.  •366.  amending  the  Social  Security  Act.  to  extend  coverage  under  old  age  and  survlvogs  Insurance  program,  increase  benefits,  preserve 

insuranoe  ri^ts  of  disabled  Individuals  and  tocrease  earnings  permitted  without  loss  of  b^ieflts.    (Passed  355  to  8  ) 
QoMTim  caU....„ „ 


H^os.  Iga,  providfaigfar  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9474.  to  extend  the  authority  of  the  Pn»ldenrto"enVeVlnto"n^'pr^Y^e'agi^^u 
■»r  1  year.    (Adopted.  273  to  63). 

H.  B.  0474.  to  extend  th«  authority  of  the  President  to  enter  too  reciprocal  trade  agreemenU  for  1  year.    (Passed  281  to  53) 
Qoorumcall.... '  /—— 


Ji 

JoM  30 
-do. -J 


...do 

Jaty  1 
July  S 
-d» 


^Sl^^°*™°***?*  *  •«7,  making  appropriations  for  the  government  of  the  DlstVicrof  Columbiarw'hich'ai^endmenrw^^^ 

Ftd«imlpaym«nt  to  the  District  at  mO0O,O0O,  instead  Of  $16,000,000.    (Adopted,  186  to  161)  aswnxwe 

()aorum  call _ 

Motion  to  TMonmlt  H.  B.  8720,  to  extend  for  2  years  the  authority  of  the  Federal  RVse'rv7b^kg'to"p'iLVhI^'s^ri'tiMdir^^^^ 
Tnaaory  In  amounta  not  to  nteed  $6,000,000,000  outstanding  at  any  one  time,  which  moUon  would  require  the  Govemmcat  to  use  cash 
that  Is  now  to  buks  before  borrowing.    (Bejeeted,  80  to  250.)  h«i»b«»» 

Qnana  eall 


"(AdSS  £0  toW?  '"  '"''*"*"*°*  *•  ^**'  amendrnwits  to  and  aendingto"  wnfe^i.^' HrR.TSM.'pro^'H^^^ 
Quorum  call 


o.S^  *^  "•  *•  •"*""•  ***  ""^  "  0««»«« ">  l«tori*reBce  to  Western  Hemlsi.he"re'ifl^*bVsi^i«^t"c^'iiiiUr  VAd^'tei's^^ 


Quotum  oaD 


Voryi  amendment  to  H.  R.  9«8,  roniga  Aidstanoe  Ext«uion  Act  of  ma^YagVtto"  be^he  senseoi'coogr^"  thaVno  iui"^^ 
TT  »  JS.*7T^^^"'*  ate  committed  treaty  to  matotato  Communist  rule  over  any  defined  territory  of  Asia.    (Adopted 
QwromaUl  "*^  Aastotanee  Extension  Act  of  1964,  authorizing  $3,400,000,000  in  assistance  to  friendly  nations.    (Passed,  260  to 

-".viri"""i"iiin'"ni~iizi™!ii"i™"z".''~~~"""; ■* 

s'ir;!iL^ai'«^Td;pt:5r2\o'!™7''''  '^''°'"'^"* '''''''''  "-'^'"'^ '-  "^*-  ^^--^^  ^-  «•-■  ^ — --  --- 


should  be 
389  too.) 
126) 


products, 

t  of  parity 


Aya» 

Pregrot 

Preaent. 

Pn?*nt. 

Preaent. 

Present.- 

Aye. 

Prewnt. 

NolI 

Pre^mnt. 
Present. 
No., 


lyol 


Preaent 
Present. 
Present. 
No. 

Aye. 

Pmnit. 

Preaent. 

Pre*nt. 

Pre^nt. 

Pr««nt 

Aye. 

Pre^nt 

Present. 

No. 

Aye. 

Preaent. 

Preaent. 

Na. 

Presnt 
Aye, 

Aya^ 
Ay.^ 

Prca»ot 
Aya* 

Present 
Aye. 

Pmmt. 

AyaJ 
Ayfci 

Ayeu 

Pre>$nt 
Paired  For. 

Paired  For 

Present 

Noi. 

1 
Present 
No. 


PrfsODt. 
Aye. 


Aye. 

Present 

Ay«. 

I 
No. 

Presnt 
Prseoit 
PreMM- 
Aye. 


19o!t 
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15637 


r  .11 
( >ii 


97 


Date 


July     8 


98      ..do.... 

W    ...do 

I       . 
1  »i        lio  ... 

MI     July    12 
1  r:  ^  July    13 

!  C,  flo  . . . . 

1  H      July    IJ 

11'   !       do  ... 


m: 

1  » 
1  "y 

lid 
III 


July    20 
do  .... 

■lo      .. 

July    21 

.<io  ... 
...do 


11;      July  22 

111  '  July  23 

lit  '    'I'  .. 

!!•    '  July  24 


I'- 
ll: 
11- 
119 
I'Ji 
l.'l 

\T. 

J. '4 

12.-. 

iy< 

IJT 

12s 
i^y 
no 

i:il 

1?2 
13 

i:.4 

IV, 

1:1: 

lo'9 

1(0 
141 


Ju'y  36 
..  do.  .. 
..  do  .. 
July  27 
July  38 
do 


.  <io  .... 

..  do 

do 

July  29 

do... 

do  . 
July    30 

-do 

-do... 

do... 

do... 
Aug.  3 
.4ii|!.  4 
-do.... 


Aiiz.    9 
-do  „.. 

-do  ._ 

..do.._ 

-do 

Auk.   16 
.do 


»«3      Auf.  17 
H<       -do... 


14U 


Au«.   19 
-do..... 


u:    .  do.... 


U" 


Aug    30 


Identification  and  result  of  vote 


".  "  "^'1  *^1^!1I^'*T^  RehabniUtlon  Ae<  to  extend  «.d  Improve  the  ro«tlonal  rehabilitation  .^lc«.  pr.,vlde  tornKW  .4bc- 
«7;^"Tp^  irH)  "*  «thori»tk«  for  the  President-,  (  omn.i.te.  for  KmpV.yiug  ST  Physl  JTuST- 

Motioo  to  recommit  H.  R.  9807.  to  ext«d  and  Improve  the  mwnployirent  «mpen«tion  program,  with  In.struct loos  to  Incrwse  the  benefits 
and  provide  X  weeks  of  eeverage  by  Federal  mandate.    (Re)eried.  lOU  to  241 ,)  ««Tno 

H  B.  »i»7.  to  eiund  ««« »»P«^'*  the  unemployment  compensation  progr^im  by  Including  4.noo.(W)  workers  not  now  eovef*d.  en.ployers  of 
4  or  more  empleyeee  In  Mcfa  of  20  weeks  per  ye«.  aod  Federal  civilian  employees.     ( Passrd   30D  to  3«V.  1 

"ei^^tl"  *tpt^d,°3a'to  cT"^  '^"'"^  *^  '■'""*'^  '^'*"*  ^^  au^euding  .su,uies  relaUaglo  eM.,onas<".  sabotage,  and  regblraUon  of  for- 

Quorum  call , 

H  Res.  633.  p,  ov  iding  for  the  con.siderat  Ion  of  H.  R.  8336.  health  >erv  ite  i.rV'»>  mViit  i.7uL"reui.suranW  bJl,  •  aiylngpolnu  of  order." '  "(Adopted 

Motion  to  r(«romm  It  H.  R.83,y),  health. w  vice  prepayment  plan  reinsurance  I  m.    (.\gTfied  to,  Its  to  1.14> 

Quorum  call ..         "*"' 

H    R«s  827,  reltwattn*  th«.  op[>ositlon  of  ll»*  House  of  Re|>rtacnuiives  to  the  staling  of  the  Communi>t  regime  in  China  In  the  InitedVa^ 

tion!>.    (Adopted,  381  too.) 

Quorum  call 

.Motion  tor«^>mmit  the  conferene*  n»|K>rt  on  H   R   TWO,  the  HouMnr  Act  of^i^'wit^YnMnKtlonVVo  Inciu'dea"  provLMOo"forV40  0^^^ 

units  of  public  h«u»ing  over  a  4-yaw  p«>rifid  in  lieu  of  .■«,000  new  unlt.'<  for  fi.-ical  year  19AV     (Kejecled,  IM  to  234.) 
Conference  report  on  H.  R,  7839.  the  Hou-ving  Act  of  10.S4.    (Adopted,  XVtto.lOi 
H.  R.  9H(«.  euendint  the  time  foi  tnitiaUng  training  under  the  Korean  0 1  bill  of  rlghu  from  2  vears  to3  v.-ars  from  Indui tlon  dau     VpMWd 

399  too.)  •     V  . 

H.  R.9f»30.  granting  as  percent  increa.«e  In  comj^ensation  and  [len.vion  to  vctoran.^  of  all  war  and  fo  fhrif  deepndentv    ( Passed,  .'tttt  to  0).. 
H.  R.  9245.  providing  for  postal  pay  increa.^'s.  amended  to  provUie  for  i»OfcUl  niie  inc  re!isc>  and  ntlxviiflc  at  ion  of  emplo>-eei.    (Failed.  228^  171.' 

a  two-tblnls  niAiorliy  being  Bcoessary  for  passage  under  su^|<eDsion  of  rules.) 
QuoruBi  call 

U   Res.  664.  citing  BoUa  Baiter  for  contemi.t  of  the  Hou.-*  of  ReiKwenUtives  by  refu-sa:  to  answer  (juRstioiis  before  the  Comniittw  on  I'n- 

Anierican  Activltit*.    (Adopted,  37t>-0.) 
Quorum  ran  

Cole  amendment  to  U    R   97,S7.  .\tomlc  Kncrvy  Act  of  ia.M.  subslilutinu  a  requirement  that  sliovk  iug  I*  made  that  patentable  Idm  was  not 

developed  while  employed  by  A  EC.  for  ramiHibory  licensing  of  (tateats.     (Agreed  to.  ao  159.) 
Quorum  call   

Motion  to  reromra  It  H  R  97,'7,  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1»54.    (Rejected.  16i  to  222) "."^'.",.". 

B.  R.  9757.  the  Atomic  Rnergy  Act  of  1954.    (Passed,  231  to  l,-,4.) !'."'-"..!!!"*"*!"''""!["!!"]'*""* 

Quonim  call __  _  "' 

H.  R    inw>I.  the  Mutual  Security  appropriation  bill  for  19U,  totaling  (2.895.944,000.     (Passed.  2U6  to  1281 .".."."".""" 

Molwn  to  recommit  the  conference  report  on  H  R.  8300.  Tax  Revision  Act  of  1954.  with  Instruction  to  .kUtesec.  34  providihg  credit  arainsi 
the  inoome  tax  of  an  indir  dual  of  a  fierrenlage  of  the  dividends  received  from  certain  domestic  corporations.    (Rejected.  109  to  227.J 

Conffffiice  report  on  H.  R.  6300.  Tax  Revision  Act  of  1954.    (Adopted,  3IG  to  77) 

QuoruiB  call 

H.  Rea.  eae.  providing  (or  lh»  consideralioa  ol  H.  R.  33«,  to  authorize  the  conftruction  of  the  Frjingiiaa  Arkan<<«E  project  Colorado  (Re- 
jected, 188  to  198.) 

n.  R.  9756,  increasing  the  liorTowinj:  power  ol  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  from  $8,.'>00,000,000  to  $10,000,000,000.    (PMsed,  317  to  87>. 

H.  Con.  Res.  365,  fixing  Saturday,  July  31,  for  sine  die  adjournment.    (Rejected,  183  to  193; 

Quonim  call , . . ...... 

...do "^"!r."*""""*"'"!"!"!"!r..!!!!!!"..!!""""!"y.[" 

H.  R.  7H40.  to  Increase  railroad  retirement  benefits  and  taxes,  and  amend  the  Railroad  Cnemployment  Insurance  Act.    (Passed.  300  toO)... 

n.  R.9MA.  to  include  hardboard  in  the  laritT.vheduIes  rriating  to  wood  and  manufacturers  of  a ood.    (i'assed,  Zib  to  109y 

H.  Cob.  Res.  2«f.  fixing  Saturday.  July  31.  for  sine  die  adjournment.    (Agreed  to,  179  to  187) 

H.  R.  8S84.  to  authorize  the  construction  ol  the  Talent  division  of  the  Rogue  River  Basin  reclamation  project,  Oregon.    (I'assed,  163  to  144).. 
Quorum  call..... ..... 

...do- ^-"'-"!"""!'""""!"'"'!!!!""~""'"! 

S.  16,  authorizing  Federal  courts  to  grant  immunity  from  prosecution  to  witnesses  who  testify  before  cither  House  of  Congress  on  its  commit- 
tees.   (Passed,  293  to  5&.) 
Quorum  call   ' _ 

Motion  to  di-scharge  the  Committer  on  Rules  from  further  ooosideration  of  U.  R.  924J,  postal  workers  (tay-raise  bill.     (Agreed  to. 348  to  V)... 

H.  R.  9245,  postal  workers  [<a>  rabe  bill.     (ra.s.«ed,  S-W  to  29< 

II.  Res.  r>87,  providing  lor  consideration  of  S.  3033.  relating  to  the  labeling  of  package*  containing  firoign -produced  trout  sold  in  I'olted 
States,  and  requiring  crrUiin  information  to  be  posted  in  public  eating  places  serving  such  trout.    (Agreed  to,  201  to  159.) 

Motion  to  reconsider  the  conference  reiiort  on  H.  R.  9678,  Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1954.    (liejectod,  97to26«.) 

Quonim  call 

S.  370»i,  to  amend  the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Act  to  firovide  lor  determination  of  identity  of  eertain  Communist-inflltnttedorgani- 
iatlons,  and  to  outlaw  the  CommunLNt  Tarty.    (Passed,  305  to  2.) 

Quonim  call 

Motion  to  instruct  IIou.se  conferee*  on  S.  370C,  to  amend  the  Subversive  -Actirities  Control  .Act.  to  provide  for  determination  of  identity  of 
certain  Communist -infiltrated  organitatian.s,  to  agree  to  Senate  amendments  to  House  amendments  to  the  bilL    (.Adopted,  208  to  100.) 

Conference  report  on  H.  R.  10061,  foreign  assistance  appropriation  bill  (or  1»,"ol    (.Adopted.  188  to  77). _ 

.Motion  lor  the  previous  question  on  Taber  motion  to  recMle  and  concur  luth  an  amendment  on  Senate  amendment  No.  31  to  H.  R.  lOOSI. 
foreign  a.<isLstanoe  appropriation  bill.  (This  amendment  included  proviso  requiring  80  perorat  of  lorei^  currencief  generate  by  «ir  aid 
to  Spain  to  be  for  ilevelopment  of  civilian  economy,  instead  of  00  i>ertent  t>eing  avMlahir  ior  military  construction,  as  provided  by  our 
treaty.    Adoption  i>f  motioti  for  previou.s  question  prevente<i  my  motion  to  strike  proviso. 1    (.Adopted.  IK  to  76.)' 

Conference  report  on  S.  3706.  to  amend  the  Subversive  Activities  Control  .\ct,  to  outlaw  ibe  Communist  Party,  and  provide  for  tiir  deter- 
mination of  the  idrntity  of  certain  Communlst-ln&ltrated  organizatioDS.     (.Vdopicd.  a&.'>  u>  2  1 

Motion  to  recommit  conference  repori  on  H.  R.  2236,  for  the  establishm««t  of  a  Conuausioo  ma  Area  Problems  •(  the  Greater  Wa^ington 
MetroiX)Iilan  Area,  to  study  transportation  problems.    (Rejected,  K  to  161) 
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C—gftttiwiil  Report 


KZIZNBION  OP  REMAREB 


HON.  SIDNEY  R.  YATES 


IN  IBS  BOINU 


arnxarou 

OP  BBPRSSBNTATTVXS 


Friday,  August  20, 1954 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  in- 
cluding in  my  report  to  my  constituents 
letters  on  Captain  Ridcover  to  point  out 
an  important  congressional  activl^.  A 
Congressman  does  not  concern  himself 
only  with  legislation.  He  is  the  advocate 
and  champion  of  individuals  who  are 
caught  in  the  frightening  and  frustrating 
male  of  the  impersonal  bureaucracy  and 
endless  redtape  of  big  government.  He 
may  be  called  upon  to  help  work  out  im- 
migration difficulties,  veterans  needs,  so- 
cial-security adjustments,  or  he  may 
suddenly  be  thrust  into  an  almost  hope- 
less case,  as  I  was  in  the  case  of  a  Navy 
captain  named  Hyman  O.  Rickover. 

A  graduate  of  the  Naval  Academy,  a 
Chicagoan,  Rickover  was  the  man  who 
envisioned  and  planned  the  atomic  sub- 
marine. His  work  was  described  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  "the  most  im- 
portant in  the  history  of  ihe  Navy."  Yet 
for  reasons  imknown  and  undisclosed, 
the  Navy  twice  refxised  to  promote  him 
to  admiral,  an  action  which  Time  maga- 
sine  called  "brazen  prejudice."  As  a  re- 
sult he  was  faced  with  compulsory  re- 
tirement at  age  53. 

I  was  asked  to  help  Rickover  and  I 
agreed  to  do  so.  When  he  received  his 
promotion  to  admiral,  and  was  retained 
on  active  duty  in  the  Navy,  I  felt  I  had 
made  a  real  contribution. 

I  am  alBO  including  in  this  report  the 
following  excerpts  from  a  newsletter  to 
my  constituents  on  the  atomic  energy 
bill; 

JULT  26,  1954. 

Atomic  Enkbct  Boa.  / 

(Newsletter  No.  158) 

The  atomic  energy  bill  had  Just  been  called 
up  for  consideration  In  the  House.  Speaker 
JOK  ICastin  and  Majority  Leader  Craruk 
Haujbck  were  determined  to  bolster  the  flag- 
ging hopes  of  Republican  Senators  by  driving 
the  bUl  through  the  House  In  1  day,  and  this 
tbey  did.  It  was  a  sleepy  3:15  in  the  morn- 
ing before  we  adjoiirned.  Those  of  us  who 
opposed  the  bill  saw  our  efforts  to  correct 
Its  worst  f eat\ires  defeated  by  the  Republican 
majority  voting  solidly. 

Perhaps  the  principal  reason  underlying 
opposition  to  the  bill  was  the  feeling  that 
the  $13  billion  Investment  of  the  people  of 
the  United  States  In  the  development  of 
atomic  energy  was  being  given  away  to  a 
few  companies  whose  vast  wealth  and  re- 
sources permitted  them  to  qualify  to  r^elve 
licenses.  Kven  with  respect  to  these  giant 
corporations,  the  probability  existed  that 
they  would  have  to  be  given  additional  sub- 
sidies for  some  time. 

It  seemed  to  me  that  the  Government 
should  not  overlook  the  feasibility  of  requir- 
ing the  payment  of  compensation  for  the 
valuable  rights  It  granted,  and  I  offered  an 
amendment  which  would  require  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  to  take  Into  considera- 
tion the  payment  of  a  franchise  fee  as  a  pos- 
sible condition  In  the  licenses  it  granted  for 
the  development  of  atomic  energy  for  com- 
mercial purposes.  I  pointed  out  to  the  House 
that  under  the  terms  of  the  act.  licenses 
could  be  granted  for  40  years.     "Certainly 


within  that  pwiod  of  time."  I  said.,  "such 
fantastic  progress  wUl  be  made  In  the  use 
and  application  of  nuclear  energy  as  will 
dwarf  the  pioneering  efforts  made  thus  far. 
*  *  *  Should  not  the  people  of  the  United 
States  who  have  already  contributed  so  much 
to  the  development  of  atomic  energy,  and 
who  are  now  asked  to  license  their  exclusive 
ownership  to  prospective  developers,  be  paid 
compensation  in  the  nature  of  royalties  just 
as  are  the  patentees  for  whose  benefit  the 
House  has  already  adopted  an  amendment?" 
The  amendment  was  rejected  when  Congress- 
man CoLK,  Republican,  of  New  York,  Who  op- 
posed my  amendment,  argued  that  the 
licensees  would  pay  compensation  through 
Increased  taxes.  This  caused  Congr«ssman 
Aunrr,  Democrat  of  Oklahoma,  to  murmur: 
"Well,  give  me  a  railroad  and  I'll  pay  taxes, 
too." 

It's  anybody's  guess  when  Congress  will 
adjourn.  I  hope  our  adjournment  does  not 
depend  upon  an  occurrence  similar  to  that 
of  the  city  council  meeting  in  California, 
which  was  disrupted  by  an  eartbquak#.  The 
councllmen  hastily  timibled  out  of  the  build- 
ing to  safety,  leaving  only  the  clerk  to  con- 
clude the  meeting.  He  hesitated  Juit  long 
enough  to  write  across  his  minutes:  "On 
motion  of  the  city  hall,  the  council  ad- 
journed." 

Your  friend. 

SroNTT    R.    YATKSi 

Meynber  of  Confess. 


Second  laterim  Report  of  the  Committee  on 
Communist  Aggression       i 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  EDWARD  J.  BONII< 

or  PENNSYLVANIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday.  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  BONIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Monday, 
August  9.  1954.  the  Committee  on  Com- 
munist Aggression  filed  its  second  in- 
terim report  of  its  hearings  recently  con- 
cluded in  the  United  States  and  Europe. 
As  a  member  of  that  committee,  1  wish 
to  report  some  of  my  personal  observa- 
tions about  Communist  aggression  and 
the  methods  by  which  It  is  perpetuated. 

I  noticed  that  from  the  moment  the 
Communists  become  the  bosses  their  ac- 
tivity is  marked  by  brutality  and  terror. 
Murder  and  robbery  are  common.  Any- 
one opposed  to  their  violence  and  threats 
are  assassinated  by  party  men  or  front- 
organization-  leaders. 

We  discovered  that  certain  class  groups 
are  especially  earmarked  for  the  death 
penalty  without  any  form  of  legal  or 
judicial  justification.  This  is  particu- 
larly true  of  priests  and  stanch  support- 
ers of  Christianity.  The  same  fate  is 
accorded  to  public  ofiBcials,  right-wing 
political  leaders,  and  those  sympathetic 
to  law  and  order.  Judges,  lawyers,  and 
heads  of  veterans'  organizations  are 
speedily  liquidated  without  the  slightest 
effort  to  give  them  a  fair  and  impartial 
trial. 

In  thousands  upon  thousands  of  fam- 
ilies, the  male  members  are  murdered  or 
sent  to  concentration  camps  deep  In  the 
heart  of  Siberia.  The  same  fate  is  ap- 
plied to  many  of  the  women,  but  it  is 
common  practice  to  violate  the  persons 
of  these  women  before  their  fate  is 
sealed. 


These  crimes  against  the  life  and  free- 
dom of  the  people  of  the  captive  nations 
proceeds  hand  in  hand  with  every  out- 
rage against  manlcind's  most  Cherished 
possessions,  public  as  well  as  private; 
moral  as  well  as  material;  reli|ion,  cul- 
ture, art.  and  even  the  national  treasure, 
suffer  the  destructive  blows  of  terror  and 
violence.  Under  Marxism,  all  property, 
whether  real  or  personal,  is  confiscated. 
Industrial  plants,  family  dwellings,  small 
shops  and  stores  become  the  property  of 
the  state  for  the  enrichment  of  the 
bosses  in  the  Kremlin. 

Another  common  practice  after  the 
Communists  take  over  is  the  invasion  of 
all  churches  and  property  imder  its  con- 
trol. The  Marxist  plan  to  wipe  out  re- 
ligion is  the  same  in  every  country.  The 
assassination  of  the  clergy  ranges  from 
the  highest  ecclesiastical  authorities 
down  to  the  humblest  clergjrman. 

When  the  hard  core  of  the  Communist 
Party  moves  in,  they  dismantle  the  in- 
terior of  practically  every  church  with 
speed  and  alacrity.  Altars,  tables,  and 
statues  disappear  and  are  replaced  by 
portraits  of  Lenin  and  Stalin.  In  some 
instances,  they  permit  a  few  churches  to 
remain  untouched  for  the  purpose  of 
using  them  as  a  showplace  to  outsiders 
that  freedom  of  religion  is  permitted. 

The  local  party  leaders  also  confiscate, 
for  their  own  use.  churches  and  convents 
and  then  use  them  for  prisons,  shops, 
warehouses  and  even  theaters. 

Innocent  men  and  women  ta3cen  pris- 
oners are  beaten  with  clubs  and  butts  of 
guns  until  they  faint.  When  they  suc- 
cumb to  this  violence,  they  are  doused 
with  cold  water  to  revive  them.  In  this 
way,  thousands  upon  thousands  lose 
their  lives. 

Prisoners  are  locked  in  dark,  damp  and 
unsanitary  cells.  At  12  o'clock  midnight, 
they  are  removed  from  their  cells  and 
escorted  to  the  interrogation  room  where 
they  are  cross-examined  amid  curses,  in- 
sults and  beatings.  At  six  in  the  morn- 
ing, they  are  returned  to  their  cells  but 
not  allowed  to  sleep.  One  witness  testi- 
fied that  he  was  confined  in  sudh  a  small 
cell  that  he  was  forced  to  stand  in  a 
stooping  position  for  many  weelcs. 
Water  is  kept  on  the  floor  of  the  cell  so 
he  could  not  sit  down.  Those  who  are 
confined  in  such  cells  usually  die  from 
spinal  disturbances  or  go  insane. 

The  Communi-sts  use  the  most  refined 
tortures  to  obtain  confessions.  Large 
numbers  of  prisoners  die  as  a  result  of 
their  sufferings  and  ill  treatment. 

The  committee  heard  about  the  50- 
called  amnesty  offered  by  the  Kremlin. 
This  amnesty  is  granted — not  a  general 
pardon,  a  means  which  had  until  recent 
date  been  applied  in  free  nations  and  in 
the  Civilized  world,  exclusively  to  politi- 
cal offenses — to  murders,  thieves,  rob- 
bers, and  other  criminals.  The  use  of 
the  term  "amnesty"  has  been  distorted 
to  include  the  foulest  types  of  criminal 
that  humanity  abhors.  It  is  almost  un- 
believable that  a  government  could 
stoop  to  such  distortions  of  accepted 
practices  in  a  civilized  nation. 

After  the  "amnesty"  to  common  crim- 
inals, the  rabble  led  by  these  criminals 
are  equipped  with  arms  furnished  by  the 
Kremlin.  Thereafter,  they  begin  their 
crimes    of   violence,   robbery,   burglary. 
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and  murder  to  terrorise  the  unsuspect- 
ing public.  The  terrwiaed  putdlc  re- 
mains passive  because  of  fear;  fear  of 
what  might  happen  to  them  today,  to- 
morrow, or  next  week.  Fear  for  the  Mfe- 
ty  of  father,  mother,  husband,  wife,  or 
children.  Fear  of  starvation,  fear  of  Im- 
prisonment, fear  of  arrest  and  torture. 
Fear  is  everywhere  in  captive  nations 
and  no  segment  of  life  has  any  feeling 
of  security. 

Every  means  is  used  by  the  Commu- 
nists to  instill  fear.  The  man  on  the 
street,  the  farmer  in  the  country  are 
made  to  realize  that  their  very  existence 
is  dependent  upon  the  good  will  of  the 
Communists  in  power. 

The  people  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  are 
suffering  cruel  and  barbai-ous  treatment 
but  no  matter  how  dark  the  present  may 
be  for  these  people  they  refuse  to  sub- 
mit to  atheistic  communism  or  to  accept 
the  abject  slavery  under  Russia.  Once 
again  they  will  be  free. 


Intellif  eat  Solution  of  Labor  Problems  bj 
Labor  Grovps 


EXTENSION  OF  RI:^tARKS 
or 

HON.  GEORGE  H.  BENDER 

or  OHIO 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  RKPRESKNTATIVK3 

Friday,  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  best 
way  to  settle  labor -management  disputes 
is  within  the  famib'  itself.  Both  man- 
agement and  labor  understand  better 
thin  any  outsiders  exactly  what  the  is- 
sues really  involve,  how  far  they  can 
go  in  reaching  an  understanding,  and 
where  the  basic  troubles  lie.  Govern- 
ment intervention  is  always,  at  best,  a 
last  resort  technique,  to  be  used  where 
all  else  has  failed. 

In  the  recent  Studebaker  Co.  difficulty, 
the  workers  of  the  company  accepted  a 
voluntary  pay  cut  designed  to  keep  the 
organization  in  operation  in  the  face  of 
a  serious  competitive  situation.  Other 
instances  in  which  labor  organizations 
have  cooperated  to  keep  their  employer 
in  business  have  occurred  in  the  imme- 
diate past.  These  are  evidence  of  in- 
telligent labor  statesmanship,  and  the 
examples  merit  pubUc  notice  and  com- 
mendation. 

The  arbitration  decision  recently 
handed  down  in  the  railway  trainmen 
controversy  proposed  an  acceptance  of 
the  original  offer  of  a  5  cents  per  hour 
increase  which  was  made  by  manage- 
ment originally,  to  the  disappointment 
of  the  brotheriiood  membership.  But 
the  use  of  the  machinery  provided  by 
the  Railway  Labor  Act  was  employed  in 
accordance  with  its  procedural  structiure, 
and  represents  again  a  victory  for  the 
orderly  processes  of  govenunent.  There 
is  growing  evidence  that  the  day  of 
violence  in  labor  disputes  has  come  to  an 
end.  Sober  reason,  good  judgment,  and 
the  establishment  of  l^al  techniques 
designed  to  faciUtate  the  consideration 
of  facts  are  a  better  answer  every  time. 


SUCMgress 

EXTENSION  0¥  REMARBS 

or 

HON.  CHARLES  B.  BROWNSON 

or  nmtAMA 

IN  rra  house  of  rkprksehtattvks 

Friday.  August  20. 1954 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
constructive  record  of  the  83d  Congress 
is  proof  that  the  Congress  and  the  Presi- 
dent can  work  together.  This  success- 
ful cooperation  between  the  executive 
and  the  legislative  is  in  marked  contrast 
to  the  bitter  struggles  which  have  been 
so  evident  in  previous  administrations 
with  almost  disastrotis  results  to  our  na- 
tional welfare. 

With  mutual  respect  and  a  shared 
goal  great  enough  to  command  a  com- 
mon loyalty.  President  Eisenhower  and 
the  RepuWican  83d  Congress  have  suc- 
ceeded in  reversing  long  standing  trends 
toward  higher  and  higher  spending,  have 
overhauled  income-tax  laws  and  reduced 
income  taxes,  and  have  accomplished 
the  happy  transition  from  war  to  peace 
with  minimum  disturbance  of  the  econ- 
omy, now  virtually  free  of  shackling  con- 
trols. 

The  theme  of  this  cooperative  effort 
on  the  part  of  Congress  and  the  White 
House  is  best  expressed  in  the  simple 
philosophy  of  President  Eisenhower  as 
I  heard  him  state  it  at  the  Lincoln's 
Birthday  rally  in  Waslaington,  this  year. 
He  said: 

In  all  those  things  which  deal  with  people, 
be  liberal,  be  human.  In  all  those  things 
which  deal  with  the  people's  money  or  their 
economy,  or  their  form  ot  government,  be 
conservative — and  don't  be  afraid  to  use  the 
word. 

During  the  fir:  1 18  months  of  each  t:-rm 
I  have  been  given  the  privilege  of  pre- 
senting a  weekly  report  to  the  citizens  of 
the  11th  Indiana  District  over  radio 
staUons  WIBC,  WIRE,  and  WISH.  As 
the  date  of  a  campaign  approaches  this 
privilege  is  quite  properly  suspended.  Be- 
cause I  beUeve  that  the  folks  back  home 
are  entitled  to  know  in  detail  the  accom- 
plishments of  the  83d  Congress  and 
exactly  what  part  I  played  and  how  I 
voted  on  the  major  issues  as  their  repre- 
sentative. I  am  making  this  report  to 
them  on  this,  the  closing  day  of  the  sec- 
ond session  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. 

This  has  been  a  Congress  of  construc- 
tive achievement.  The  people  did  get  Uie 
change  for  the  better  they  voted  for  in 
1952.  This  has  been  a  "can  do"  and  a 
"will  do"  Congress.  Its  program  has 
been  neither  New  Deal  nor  ultrareac- 
tionary.  On  the  whole,  this  Congress 
has  wisely  applied  traditional  American 
principles  in  working  out  thoughtful  so- 
lutions to  today's  serious  problems. 
BCoiroMXc  arram    arajtMKc 

The  Republican  83d  Congress  appro- 
priated, overall.  $26  bilUon  less  to  run  the 
Government  for  2  Hscal  years  than  the 
last  Democratic  Congress  anMropriated 
In  1951  and  1952.  In  his  flrs^t  rear  in 
office  President  Eisenhower  and  the  On- 
gress  cut  over  $12  billion  from  th*  bud"!** 


Presid«it  Truman  aobmiUed  and  em- 
phatically said  could  not  be  cut. 

Even  though  the  Etamhower  bwiKet 
requests  for  the  last  2  years  were  aboat 
$23^  billion  below  thoee  of  the  preced- 
ing Truman  administration.  Congress 
cut  an  additional  $4.6  billion  from  his 
budget  requests  during  the  first  sessloa 
and  trimmed  an  additional  $av^  billtoa 
from  the  administration's  estimates  dur- 
ing the  second  session,  which  has  Just 
adjourned.  Congress  took  $m  mUIton 
from  the  President's  requests  for  foreign 
aid,  alone,  in  this  year's  economy  drive. 

These  economies  were  effected  by  ex- 
ercising rigid  controls  over  spending  by 
reducing  the  Federal  payroll  by  4|ir 
200.000  employees,  by  taking  a  new  lUSd 
realistic  look  at  defense  requirements, 
and  through  14  reorganization  plans  sub- 
mitted to  the  Congress  by  the  President 
and  considered  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives by  the  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations,  of  which  I  am  a  mem- 
her  and  a  subcommittee  chairman. 

As  a  "watch  dog"  committee  charged 
with  examining  into  the  economy  and 
efficiency  of  nonmilitary  activities  over- 
seas, the  International  Operations  Sub- 
committee was  gratified  to  be  singled  out 
by  Herbert  Hoover  for  mention  In  his 
nationwide  broadcast  from  the  Govern- 
ment economy  rally  of  the  farm-city 
conference.  May  25.  1954.  In  comment- 
ing on  the  Brownson  subcommittee  in- 
vestigation of  the  construction  of  staff 
quarters  in  Germany  during  a  previous 
administration,  former  President  Hoover 
said: 

While  the  authorities  can  carefully  watch 
efficiency  and  waste  In  Washington,  their  in- 
fluence seems  to  decrease  inversely  with  dis- 
tance. 

Working  closely  with  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  in  cooperation  with  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  the  General 
Accounting  Office,  investigating  commit- 
tees of  the  Congress  are  credited'by  re- 
sponsible students  of  the  Government 
scene  with  major  achievements  in  cut- 
ting Federal  spending. 

TAXES 

In  order  to  understand  fully  the  sig- 
nificance of  the  83d  Congress  actions  in 
cutting  excise,  excess-profits,  and  income 
taxes  it  is  necessary  to  review  briefly  23 
years  of  recent  history. 

In  the  20  years  of  Democratic  Presi- 
dents there  were  many  new  taxes  im- 
posed, many  tax  rates  raised,  and  many 
tax  exemptions  cut.  Direct  tax  collec- 
tions from  individual  citizens  went  up 
from  $427  million  in  1933  to  more  tlian 
$30  billion — 70  times  as  much.  The  in- 
dividual was  also  paying  the  Federal 
Government  more  than  3  times  as  much 
tax  on  his  automobile,  twice  as  much  tax 
on  his  gasoline,  twice  as  much  tax  on  his 
radio,  25  percent  more  tax  on  cigarettes. 
50  percent  more  tax  on  his  beer,  and  10 
times  as  much  tax  on  Uquor. 

Between  1932  and  1952,  personal  In- 
come tax  exemptions  fell  from  $1,500  to 
$500.  .The  •Tittle  man,"  for  whom  the 
Democrats  profess  so  much  sympathy,  in 
1952  pmid  seven  times  the  inrosne  taxes 
he  paid  in  1933.  World  War  n.  tlie  Ko- 
rean p(di£e  action,  and  the  efforts  of  the 
New  Deal  to  spend  tts  wncr  <"A  of  a  dr- 
pmssKm  were  luuptw  tasA 
err^.'^.jr-srtj:  $o«Br  rf  !t3w«ie  Tar 
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&»  ttMse  ao  yean  of  tax  increases, 
there  were  <mly  a  tax  reductioos.  Tbe 
Unt  was  when  the  cxcees-prollta  tax  was 
aUowed  to  lapse  temporarUy  after  World 
War  n.  The  second  was  when  the  Re- 
publican 80th  OongresB  balanced  the 
budget  and  cut  inc<»ne  taxes  in  1948  over 
the  veto  of  President  Truman. 

In  contrast,  the  overall  tax-cut  pro- 
gram of  the  Eisenhower  administration 
and  the  Republican  83d  Congress,  the 
greatest  in  all  history,  will  save  the  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States  $7.4  billion 
every  jrear.  Of  the  total  amoimt.  indi- 
viduals will  receive  an  overall  tax  saving 
of  nearly  $4%  billion.  Most  of  the  re- 
mainder will  be  translated  into  invest- 
ments that  will  create  more  employment 
for  more  people. 

The  10  percent  reduction  In  Federal 
income  taxes  which  went  Into  effect  last 
January  1  saves  individual  taxpayers  a 
total  of  $3  billion  annually.  This  tax 
cut  would  not  have  been  possible  if  Con- 
gress and  the  administration  had  not  cut 
the  Tnunan  budget  for  fiscal  year  1954 
by  $12  billion.     Nor  would  the  $2  billion 

tax  saving  by  elimination  of  the  excess- 
profits  tax  have  been  possible  without 
this  budget  cutting.  It  is  significant 
that  the  52  percent  Income  tax  on  cor- 
porations tiad  to  be  retained. 

The  Republican  excise  tax  reduction 
law  will  save  taxpayers  nearly  a  billion 
dollars  more  a  year  by  reducing  the  Fed- 
eral tax  on  such  every-day  purchases  as 
bus.  train,  and  airplane  tickets,  house- 
hold appliances,  cosmetics,  movie  admis- 
sions, telephone  calls,  and  telegrams. 

The  omnibus  tax  revision  act  will  not 
only  save  taxpayers  $1.4  billion,  of  which 
$827  million  is  for  individuals,  but  will 
help  millions  of  Americans  by  giving 
them  fairer  tax  treatment  than  they  now 
receive.  This  is  the  first  complete  re- 
vision of  the  Federal  tax  code  in  75  years. 
It  will  help  parents  of  dependent  chil- 
dren who  work,  retired  persons,  and 
widows  living  on  retirement  income, 
fanners  active  in  soil  and  water  conser- 
vation and  working  widows  and  mothers 
with  child-care  expenses,  persons  receiv- 
ing sick  benefits,  and  those  burdened 
with  large  medical  expenses. 

In  signing  the  nearly  1,000-page  meas- 
ure. President  Elsenhower  said: 

X  congratulate  the  Congress  and  its  lead- 
ers for  having  enacted  this  monumental  tax 
revision.  •  •  •  In  addition  to  removing  In- 
equities in  oxa  tax  system,  this  law  will  help 
our  economy  expand  and  thus  add  material- 
ly to  the  strength  of  our  Nation.  It  wUl  help 
our  people  produce  better  goods  at  cheaper 
prices — and  It  wUl  help  to  create  more  Jobs. 

rABM  POUCT 

President  Eisenhower  sought  to  re- 
place the  wartime  system  of  high,  rigid 
price  supports  for  farm  products  with  a 
flexible,  or  sliding-scale.  rule.  The  aim 
was  to  provide  leeway  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  encourage  production  of  needed 
crops  by  high-support  prices  and  to  dis- 
courage surpluses  of  others  by  dropping 
the  support  level.  Specifically,  the  pro- 
posal was  for  authority  to  support*  prices 
of  five  basic  commodities;  wheat,  com, 
rice,  cotton,  and  peanuts;  between  75 
and  90  percent  of  parity.  Support  at 
90  percent  was  mandatory. 

The  House  approved  the  flexible  sys- 
tem but  limited  the  range  to  82.5  and 


90  perc^xt  of  parity  for  the  first  year. 
The  Senate  followed,  five  weeks  later, 
with  the  same  action. 

It  Is  interesting  to  note  that  through- 
out the  entire  United  States  only  20 
percent  of  cash  receipts  to  the  farmer 
come  from  the  5  basic  commacilties 
affected  by  this  legislation.  In  Indiana 
only  14  percent  of  the  farmers  ca^  re- 
ceipts are  derived  from  wheat,  corn*  rice, 
cotton  and  peanuts,  but,  68  percent  of 
agricultural  cash  receipts  come  from 
meat  animals  and  dairy  and  poultry 
products  for  which  price  supported  feeds 
are  an  element  of  cost. 

A  majority  of  Indiana  farmers  insist 
that  the  flexible  system  is  the  sensible 
solution  to  the  growing  problem  of  over- 
production and  costly  Federal  aquieition 
of  surpluses.  i 

TAnr-HAKTLET  ' 

The  President,  though  accepting  in 
spirit  the  Taft-Hartley  Labor  Act.  nev- 
ertheless had  promised  to  revise  that  act 
to  meet  some  union  objections.  The  bill 
that  eventually  issued  from  the  Senate 
Labor  Committee   was   not   in   fact   an 

administration  bill.  It  was  a  compro- 
mise that  apparently  did  not  totally 
please  any  faction. 

On  August  21  the  New  York  Times  de- 
scribed the  result  of  the  Senate  action 
in  the  following  words: 

The  net  of  it  was  that  the  Democrats  rose 
In  great  strength,  all  members  of  the  party 
present  standing  together,  and  tbe  measure 
was  killed  by  vote  of  50  to  42. 

Three  Republicans,  and  the  Independent, 
Mr.  MossE,  joined  the  46  Democrats  against 
the  bill  as  a  motion  of  Senator  Listzr  Hill, 
Democrat,  of  Alabama,  to  send  it  back  to 
committee.  Forty-two  Republicans  were 
quickly  overcome. 

KEMOVINa     GOVERNMENT     COMPETmON 

As  a  result  of  20  years  of  big  govern- 
ment, bureaucrats  in  Washington  man- 
aged to  poke  their  noses  into  over  100 
different  private  business  enterprises  in 
competition  with  taxpaying  small-busi- 
ness men.  This  was  an  almost  inevitable 
result  of  the  previous  administration's 
theory  of  centralized  power  and  the 
matching  philosophy  of  tax  and  tax, 
spend  and  spend,  elect  and  elect. 

But  President  Eisenhower,  his  Repub- 
lican administration  and  his  Republican 
Congress  brought  a  different  policy  to 
Washington — less  government  in  busi- 
ness. The  executive  and  the  legislative 
branches  are  cooperating  in  a  large»scale 
reduction  of  Federal  commercial-type 
services  and  manufacturing  operations, 
with  accompansring  cuts  in  the  Federal 
payroll  and  budget.  Up  to  now,  it  is  es- 
timated that  the  sale  of  the  Govern- 
ment's commercial -type  enterpriaes  to 
private  taxpaying  owners  would  return 
as  much  as  $40  billion  to  the  Treasury. 

Specific  programs  where  marked  prog- 
ress has  already  been  made  include : 

Sale  of  the  Inland  Waterways  Cor- 
poration for  $9  million. 

Liquidation  of  the  Reconstruction  Pi- 
nance  Corporation. 

Sale  of  Bluebeard's  Castle  Hotel  bi  the 
Virgin  Islands  for  $410,000.  This  is  a 
48-room  luxury  establishment  bujlt  in 
1934  as  a  New  Deal  public  works  project. 

Disposal  of  tin  and  rubber  facilities. 

Closing  of  a  uniform  factory  in  the 
Brooklyn  Navy  Yard. 

Reducing  paint  manufacturing., 


Eliminating  some  sawmill  operations. 

Reducing  coffee-roasting  opemtions  in 
the  Armed  Forces. 

Returning  certain  airport  control 
towers  to  city  govenmients. 

Eliminating  certain  mapmaking  activ- 
ities in  the  highway  field. 

Much  of  the  exhaustive  study  on  the 
problem  of  effectively  eliminating  Gov- 
ernment competition  with  private  enter- 
prise has  been  undertaken  by  the  House 
Committee  on  Government  Operations, 
of  which  I  am  a  member.  Special  credit 
should  go  to  my  colleague  and  fellow 
subcommittee  chairman,  Hon.  Cecil  M. 
Harden,  of  Indiana,  whose  work  in  this 
field  has  continued  the  efforts  of  the 
Bonner  subcommittee,  on  which  I  served, 
and  has  attracted  national  attention. 

The  President,  his  Cabinet,  and  the 
Republican  83d  Congress  have  accepted 
the  challenge  of  Abraham  Lincoln's  defi- 
nition of  the  proper  function  of  govern- 
ment, first  laid  down  on  July  1.  1854. 
when  he  was  an  unsuccessful  candidate 
for  the  United  States  Senate.  The  legit- 
imate object  of  government  is  "to  do  for 
the  people  what  needs  to  be  done,  but 
which  they  cannot,  by  individual  effort, 
do  at  all,  or  do  so  well,  for  themselves." 

HEALTH   AND   WELJ-ARX 
HOUSING 

The  heart  of  the  President's  housing 
program  was  the  liberalization  of  FHA 
home  mortgage  loan  terms  and  the  con- 
struction of  35.000  new  low-rental  pub- 
lic-housing units  every  year  for  4  years. 
Slum-clearance  measures  were  also  rec- 
ommended. 

The  83d  Congress  did  llbemlize  the 
program  for  insurance  of  loans  for  home 
building  and  home  improvement.  In- 
cluded in  the  law  was  the  Brownson 
amendment,  the  only  amendment  passed 
by  the  House,  which  ultimately  provided 
for  reducing  downpayments  required  on 
new  housing  from  $2,000  on  a  $10,000 
house  to  $700,  with  authorization  for  the 
President  to  reduce  these  requirements 
further  to  $oOO  at  his  discretion.  This 
should  provide  an  expanded  m»rket  for 
new-home  construction  and  make  It  pos- 
sible for  many  veterans  who  have  used 
up  their  GI  loan  privileges  to  trade  in 
the  equity  they  now  have  in  a  small 
house  as  downpayment  on  a  larger  home 
to  meet  the  space  requirements  of  ex- 
panding families. 

Public  housing  was  limited  to  35,000 
units  for  a  single  year.  While  this  is  at 
the  rate  of  construction  requested  by  the 
President,  some  critics  have  stated  that 
restricted  language  in  the  bill  makes  at- 
tainment of  the  full  number  of  starts 
doubtful.  Administration  supporters 
generally  believe  that  the  omnibus  hous- 
ing bill  will  result  in  additional  employ- 
ment in  the  building  industry,  increase 
the  numbers  of  low-cost  housing  units 
built  by  private  enterprise,  and  tighten 
up  the  loopholes  which  made  possible 
the  FHA  scandals  of  the  previou$  admin- 
istration that  have  come  to  light  during 
the  past  year,  l 

HEALTH  I 

Congress  approved  two  major  items  in 
President  Eisenhower's  health  program. 
These  were  bills  granting  Federal  money 
to  the  States  to  help  build  diagnostic  and 
treatment  centers,  rehabilitation  facili- 
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ties  and  nursing  homes  and  expanding 
the  vocational  rehabilitation  plan. 

One  major  proposal  for  health  legisla- 
tion was  killed  in  the  House.  It  was  a 
plan  to  set  up  a  $25  million  Federal  fund 
to  reinsure  private,  voluntary  health  in- 
surance policies  involving  exceptional 
risks  not  ordinarily  covered  now.  This 
plan  received  support  from  many 
medium  and  smaller  sized  insurance 
companies  and  Blue  Cross  groups.  It 
was  opposed  by  the  American  Medical 
Association  at  the  last  minute. 

The  defeat  of  this  plan  was  a  blow  to 
the  President  from  the  Democrats  who 
opposed  it  with  an  almost,  solid  bloc  of 
162  votes,  many  from  the  same  Congress- 
men who  were  most  entha-siastic  In  sup- 
port of  the  Ewing  sociaLzed  medicine 
proposals.  The  bill  fell  under  a  strange 
crossfire.  On  the  one  side,  ultracon- 
servatives  in  both  parties  claimed  It  ap- 
proached socialism.  On  the  other  side. 
New  and  Fair  Deal  Democrats  spurned 
the  Eisenhower  approach  as  altogether 
loo  tame  for  them. 

soCTAL  SEcnrrr 

In  this  field,  the  83d  Republican  Con- 
gress gave  the  President  a  victory  that 
was  in  strictly  human  terms  the  most 
significant  of  his  administration.  Feel- 
ing that  It  was  time  the  Il<>publicans  put 
some  gold  in  the  gold  painted  brick  called 
.social  security.  Congress  allowed  the 
rate  to  rise,  raised  the  ba.se  from  $3,600 
to  $4,200  and  extended  th<'  protection  of 
old-age  pensions  and  survivors  insurance 
to  10  million  additional  Americans.  Be- 
ginning in  October  the  6.3  million  now 
receiving  old-age  and  sur/ivors  benefits 
will  get  from  $5  to  $13.50  more  in  their 
monthly  checks. 

This  was  not  a  contentious  issue.  In 
the  House  both  parties  overwhelmingly 
approved  the  administration's  proposal. 
in  fact  the  vote  was  355  to  8.  Nowhere 
during  the  long  discussion  of  this  issue 
was  there  a  significant  and  informative 
record  vote.  The  83d  Congress  also 
broadened  the  unemployment  compen- 
sation system  to  cover  Federal  employees 
and  workers  in  thousands  of  small  busi- 
ness establishments  and  reaffirmed  the 
principle  of  State  control  of  these  funds. 
After  December  31.  1955.  the  law  will 
apply  to  employers  of  four  or  more  work- 
ers, extending  protection  to  nearly  a  mil- 
lion more  employees. 

vrrxxANS 

Besides  providing  generously  for  the 
operations  of  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
.  tion  and  its  hospitals,  the  83d  Congress 
approved  a  5  percent  increase  in  service- 
connected  disability  compensation  to  2 
million  eligible  veterans  end  increased 
pensions  and  compensation  of  widows 
and  dependent  parents. 

A  1-year  extension  during  which  Ko- 
rean veterans  are  eligible  to  start  and 
complete  Gl-bill  training  under  Public 
Law  550,  82d  Congress  was  approved. 

jrORCICN   AITAIRS 
rORSION    AD 

The  foreign-aid  program  was  extend- 
ed for  another  year,  but  the  President's 
request  for  nearly  $3.5  billion  was  cut 
by  the  Congress  to  just  over  $2.7  billion, 
as  compared  with  the  $4.5  bilUon  ap- 
propriated last  year.  Included  in  the 
authorization  law  was  the  strong  request 
that  the  President  explain  the  situation 


to  Congress  If  Red  China  is  admitted  to 
the  United  Nations. 

VORXJCN  TRAOX 

Here  the  Congress  gave  the  President 
considerably  less  than  he  had  requested. 
On  the  basis  of  a  study  made  for  him  by 
a  special  commission  headed  by  Clarence 
B.  Randall,  an  industrialist,  he  had 
strongly  appealed  for  a  3-year  extension 
of  a  reciprocal-trade,  tariff-cutting  pro- 
gram and  had  asked  for  authority  to 
make  further  tariff  reductions  up  to  15 
percent.  Congress  voted  a  1-year  exten- 
sion with  no  additional  tariff-cutting 
power. 

Part  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  per- 
mits limited  exchange  of  atomic  material 
and  Information  with  allies  and  thus  be- 
comes a  foreign  policy  measure. 

A  treaty  of  mutual  defense  with  South 
Korea  cleared  the  Senate  easily. 

PUBLIC  WORKS 
HIGHWAYS 

Fiom  the  roads  subcommittee  of  the 
House  Conunittee  on  Public  Works,  of 
which  I  am  a  member,  came  a  2 -year 
Federal-aid  highway  program  authoriz- 
ing $975  million  annually  for  1956  and 
1957  to  be  spent  in  cooperation  with  the 
States.  This  is  an  increase  of  approxi- 
mately $500  million  in  Federal  moneys 
available  annually  to  the  States  for  road 
work  and  represents  the  return  of  vir- 
tually all  of  the  Federal  gasoline  tax 
money  to  the  States. 

New  emphasis  is  being  placed  on  the 
Interstate  highway  system  establishing  a 
new  formula  of  60  percent  Federal  funds 
and  40  percent  State  funds.  Helpful  to 
Indiana  will  be  the  new  provision  that 
half  of  the  fimds  for  interstate  high- 
ways will  be  apportioned  among  the 
States  in  the  ratio  of  each  State's  popu- 
lation  to   the   national   population. 

ST.  LAWRENCE  SEAWAT 

Herbert  Hoover  and  every  President 
since  has  favored  United  States  partici- 
pation with  Canada  in  building  on  the 
St.  Lawrence  River  a  seaway  linking 
the  Atlantic  Ocean  to  the  Great  Lakes. 
This  year  a  bill  authorizing  the  seaway, 
the  cost  of  which  to  the  United  States  is 
indicated  in  this  legislation  to  be  about 
$105  million,  was  passed  by  the  House, 
241  to  158.  In  the  Senate  the  vote  was 
51  to  33. 

Although  I  originally  supported  the 
Dondero  bill  which  provided  for  sale  to 
private  investors  of  seaway  bonds,  I  op- 
posed the  Wiley  bill  in  committee  and  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  because  I  felt  that 
the  estimated  $105  million  represented 
only  a  fraction  of  the  ultimate  cost  of  the 
seaway  to  the  taxpayers  and  because  it 
seemed  obvious  that  if  the  project  had 
merit  private  investors  would  buy  the 
bonds  and  eliminate  this  drain  on  the 
Treasury. 

ATOMIC    ENRRGT 

The  President's  request  for  legislation 
encouraging  private  enterprise  to  par- 
ticipate in  the  development  of  peacetime 
atomic  power  was  bitterly  contested  by 
Democrats  in  a  13 -day  Senate  fUibuster. 
They  predicted  private  monopoly  of 
atomic  power  and  high  rates  to  users. 
But  the  measure,  which  also  authorizes 
fuller  International  cooperation  in 
atomic -energy  matters,  was  passed  by 
both  Houses. 


AKl'lSUBVKRSIOIC 


Passage  of  legislation  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party,  to  grant  witness  im- 
munity, to  make  peacetime  espionage 
and  sabotage  ptuiishable  by  death,  and 
to  provide  for  citizenship  forfeiture,  was 
enacted  in  the  closing  days  of  the  83d 
Congress.  The  President's  request  that 
evidence  secured  through  wiretapping  be 
made  admissible  passed  the  House  and 
died  in  the  Senate. 

The  bill  outlawing  the  Commimist 
Party  declares  as  "findings  of  fact"  that 
the  Communist  Party  is  an  "instrumen- 
tality of  a  conspiracy  to  overthrow"  the 
Government  and  is  "the  agency  of  a  hos- 
tile foreign  power."  This  bill  also  de- 
prives the  party  of  "the  rights,  privileges, 
and  immunities  attendant  upon  legal 
bodies  created  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  laws  of  the  United  States  or  any 
political  subdivision  thereof."  Under 
this  provision  the  Communist  Party 
would  be  prohibited  from  holding  bank 
accounts,  obtaining  enforcements  of  con- 
tracts in  the  court,  or  filing  candidates 
for  public  oflBce. 

The  an ti -Communist  bill  also  makes 
anyone  "knowingly  or  willfully"  a  party 
member  "subject  to  all  the  provisions  and 
penalties  of  the  Internal  Security  Act  of 
1950  as  a  member  of  a  'Communist- 
action'  organization."  In  other  words 
the  new  bill  would  require  that  party 
members  must  now  register  individually, 
regardless  of  whether  the  party  itself 
ultimately  registers.  This  legislation 
also  provides  that  in  determining 
whether  a  person  is  a  Communist  Party 
member,  juries  shall  consider  evidence 
under  14  headings  including  whether  he 
is  on  a  membership  list,  has  contributed 
money  to  the  party,  has  written,  spoken, 
or  otherwise  carried  out  its  orders,  or 
indicated  willingness  to  carry  'out  its 
purposes. 

nSKNHOWXR  SCORXS  o.sso 

Today  the  White  House  issued  a  list 
of  64  bills  requested  by  the  President, 
only  11  failed  to  pass.  Figured  as  we 
are  used  to  In  computing  batting  aver- 
ages, this  would  give  him  a  percentage  of 
0.830.  Last  year  President  Elsenhower 
scored  0.727.  This  compares  with  Pres- 
ident Truman's  averages  for  the  years 
1947  through  1952  of  0.477.  0.457,  0.441, 
0.442.  0.404,  and  0.349. 

Of  the  64  measures  listed  by  the  White 
House  as  major  legislation  on  the  ad- 
ministration program  for  the  second  ses- 
sion, 7  were  considered  by  the  Senate 
only  and  did  not  reach  the  House  for  a 
vote. 

The  implementation  of  the  remaining 
57  programs  required  action  m  84  in- 
stances by  the  House.  Out  of  these  84 
chances  to  support  the  administration's 
program.  I  voted  with  the  President  72 
times;  against  his  program  8  times,  and 
was  absent  4  times.  This  gives  me  a 
batting  average  of  0.857.  for  the  year.  I 
voted  against  the  administration  pro- 
gram only  9.5  percent  of  the  time  and 
missed  balloting  on  4.8  percent  of  the 
issues  on  that  official  list. 

So  noncontroversial  was  much  of  the 
Eisenhower  program  that  on  29  of  the 
84  votes  which  implemented  the  64-item 
list  no  roUcalls  were  demanded.  Con- 
sidering only  the  55  cases  in  which  there 
were  record  votes,  r^pported  the  Presi- 
dent 80  percent  of  the  time  and  opposed 
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his  procnun  only  14  percent  of  ttie  time. 

lir.  8pem)cer,  I  am  proud  of  the  record 
cf  the  Ssenhower  admintetratfcm  mnd 
of  tlie  83d  congress.  TUs  has  been  a 
*DD-8ometlitaig"  Oongren.  Itsprofram 
has  been  cuuatrucUye  and  Its  accomplMi- 
nent^  baw  been  evohittonary  rather 
than  revolutionary.  As  the  President 
said: 

Tbe  seoMomlc  program  tMing  enacted  by 
tha  |»ssimt  Oongrw  marks  a  mllestons  In 
eanstmetlTC  leglsUtlon.  It  win  brtp  to  re- 
auoe  imemplnjimnt  and  to  attmulate  ahiter- 
and  derslopment  In  aU  directions. 


ZX)  you  rcsnember  1952?  That  was  the 
year  mhea.  they  told  us«  'HTou  never  had 
it  so  good."  President  Elsenhower  com- 
paUng  the  first  half  of  1954  wttta  the 


same  period  in  1952,  President  Truman's 
last  year  in  offlce,  said  he  found  Indus- 
trial productimi  up  3.3  percent;  the  gross 
national  production  up  4.4  percent;  non- 
agricultural  employment  up  1.1  percent; 
personal  incomes  up  7.2  percent;  dispos- 
able personal  income  up  8.8  percent;  per 
capita  disposable  income  up  &.3  pdrcent; 
and  bank  debits  outside  New  York  City 
up  10  J  percent. 

The  daring  young  men  who  came  to 
Washington  with  President  Roosevelt  are 
old  and  tired  and  disillusioned  now.  All 
they  can  predict  for  the  future  of  their 
great  country  is  doom,  disaster,  apd  de- 
pression. They  insist  on  campaigning 
again  and  again  on  the  basis  of-  a  de- 
pression they  were  unable  to  Uck  until 


World  War  II  came  along  and  bailed 
them  out.  Why,  the  Democrats  in  the 
Senate  even  killed  the  President's  pro- 
posal to  grant  voting  prlvilegjes  to  18- 
years-old  because  they  were  afraid  to 
trust  anyone  with  the  ballot  who  was  so 
young  he  could  not  remember  the  last 
depression. 

The  record  of  the  83d  Congress  and 
the  Elsenhower  administration  will  speak 
for  Itself  to  people  who  are  looking  ahead 
toward  the  future.  Under  consent  I  in- 
clude in  the  Record  the  following  tabula- 
tion of  the  official  list  of  major  legislation 
on  the  administration  program  together 
with  my  voting  record  on  each  issue  so 
that  my  constituents  will  know  exactly 
where  their  Representative  stood: 
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H.  R.  7434. 


8. 2475. 


H.  B.  53^7. 
H.  R.  »757- 


H.B. 

P.  2714 

H.  R.V796. 
H.  R.  7130. 
8.3708 


8.18 

H.  R.9040. 

H.  R.  ma. 

H.  R.MM. 

H.  R.  8007. 
H.  R.  0B17. 
H.  R.tt873. 


8.23 

S.J.  Res.  A3. 


S.3245 

H.  R.S580. 
H.  R.  8224 


8.: 

H.  R.  9860. 

8.3681 

H.  R.3388. 
H.  R. 


H.  R.  7488. 
H.  R.  3575. 


H.  R.  83S3. 
H.  R.  8127. 

8.987. 

H.  R.  7879. 


KseeutlTe  B. 
Executive  A. 


H.  R.  6843 

8.3388 

H.  J.  Res.  356. 


H.  R.  9042.. 
H.  R.  8878.. 


H.R.  10051. 


H.  R.  9345. 


H.  R.  7774... 
H.  R.9474... 
8.3i.fl 


Description 


My  vote 


Date 


Score 


Advlaary  Council  on  Education: 
Rok 


Agrieoltorel  surplus  disposal: 


Abwnt. 
Nay... 


!  May  12.  1054  I  Ah^nt. 

. ' <lo I  WroDK. 


Confennc* - - 

Air^Foroe  Academy,  pbmmkc - --- 

Atomic  Enersy  Act  amendment): 

Patents ---- 

Beoommit - 

Passatn — — 

Bail  lumping,  pimsge - 

CCC  borrowing  power,  t6,7».000,0no  to  $8,500,000,000 

CCC  bonrowinR  power,  $8JK)0,000,000  to  $10.000,000,000. . . 

CitiMBeiiip  forMture.  pennce - -■ 

Communist  infiltration  and  outlawing!  Conunuuist  Party: 


Pasa>ige. 


Aooept  8«nste  amendment 

Adopt  conCscnmcpoTt 

Compnliery  Twtimooy  or  A\  itness  Immunity  kct,  i)a'5sage 

CooperKtlve  research  on  education,  posnite 

Cotton  aereace  adjustment  markretinK  quota*,  passage 

Customs  valuation,  pasaaire.    (Died  in  Senate  committer.) .. 

District  of  Colambia  public  worl[S,pa.<Haite ; 

District  of  Colambia appropriations  amendment  to  implement  aulhorizaiion  i^ssage 
Debt  limit  increase: 

Recommit  with  instructions 


■^'ea  (not  record^ 
AliSJ-nt 


Vea 

.Nay 

Yea.. 

Ye  I  (lUit  re<t)rilt .  . 
Yea  'not  records. 

Yea 

Yea  (not  retord;.. 


June  Ifi.  19.M  I  (Rieht  1 
June  Ai.  I"M  (KtKht.) 
Jan.    21,  I'JM  '  A».sen:. 


Passage. 


Defense  (acflities  protection.    (Died  in  Senate.) } 

18^year-old  votinir  Rejected  in  8fnate  (.34  yeas.  24  nays-^la<-lrr.|  rniiiin-il  ^i  rSujority.   Kor 


Yea. 
Yes. 
Yea. 
Yea 


Ji:lv  24.  19.%4 

July  ■>>,  I'J.M 

.     <lo 

July  21.IU.VI 

M.T.  \  1().VI 

July  2«,  iaS4 

July  21,  l\t.'A 


■Knt. 
.\up. 
Aug 
Aur 


IS.  u»s4 

17.  I9.M 

1«.  19.^ 

4.  Ifl.M 


Yea I  .May  12.  1<»64 


Yea  (not  reoortl ) . 
Yea  (not  rroord  ^ 
Yea  ^not  recx)r>li . 
Yea 


Julv 
Jiitv 
Mar 


.31.  IB53 
TKt.  IftM 

23.  le.^4 


X:»y. 
Yea. 


27 


June  ]5,I9&4 


RirM. 

Rtehf. 

Ritht. 

(Kifht). 

fRisht). 

Richt. 

(HiRht). 

RiRht. 

Wroiig. 

Ki«ht. 

Rieht 

itirht. 

(Riltht.) 

(RIeht.) 

(Ritht.) 

Kight. 


July   31,  lAM  I  Richt. 
do.. Kicht. 


ll'.M. 


Repabncons,  7  Democrats:  against:  0  Republicans,  24  Dtmocrai!!)  .May  21, 

Emerfency  farm  loans,  pasaaKe - 

Espionage  and  sabotage,  passage \. 

Excise  taxes  reduction: 

Recommit  with  instruct  ions _ 

Passage ..- -- 

FBI  investigation  antbority,  passage - 

Farm  program,  flexible  parity  amendment 

Federal  employees  group  life  insurance,  pa.ssage -  — -- 

Federal  employees  fringe  benefits,  passage 

Foreign  economic  policy: 

Kean  bill  introduced... - -.- 

No  action  In  House  committee 

Fogitive  harboring,  convicted  felons,  passage .-. 

Hawaiian  statehood: 

Recommit - — 

Passage 

Senate  included  Alaska,  House  Rules  Cominitt«>e  rcfiLVil  (o  S4>nrl  bill  to  confercucv. 

Health  reinsurance,  recommit .-. , 

Highway  Act  extension,  rassage.    (I  supr)ort^  in  subcninnijiti>i-  :iii>l  in  comiiiiltee.) 

Hospital  Survey  and  Construction  .Vet  amendment,  passage _ 

Housing: 

Rooommit  with  instnictions .- 


Yea  (npt  record). 
Y.-a  ..' - 


Nay 

Yea 

Yra  (not  rreonl). 

^'ea     

Yea  (not  ri'coril). 
Yea  (not  ri'CoTfli. 


A  IK.  4.  19.M 

July  K 1954 

Mar  10,  I0.S4 
-do..      .. 

Aur.  l«.  11>M 

July  2.  1954 

Aug.  3.  IV.^ 

.May  3,  \^hi 


Yea  (not  record). 
Nay 


July 


Yea. 


Passage. 


Recommit  oooferenoe  report  with  instructions j 

Adontion  of  conference  report - 

Interna tion'Bl  Sugar  .Agreement:  Executive  treaty  ratified  by  the  Senate,  Iloase  action  not 

required. 
Korean  Security  Treaty:  Executive  Korea  Mutual  Defense  Treaty  nitiDo<l  by  tHe  S<-nate,  Hoti.-ic 
action  net  required. 

liCaae  purchase,  passage.    (I  supported  in  subcommittee  and  in  committee.). 

Medical  care  military  dependents.    (Xo  committee  actioa.) 

Migratory  labor,  Mexican  farm  labor: 

Reoommit 4 - 

Pasean. 


Kay. 

Yea  fnot  reeor.n 
Yea  (not  rcfxinl   . 


Yea. 
Yea 
N-ay. 
Yea. 


.Mar.  10,  1953 
...do. 


Yea  (not  record) 


July  l.\  1054 
.Mar.  H.  I9.^4 
.Mar.    i»,  1054 

I  Apr.    21,  19.H 

I....   rk) 

;  July  2(1,  la^ 

I.,      do     .     ,. 

Apr.    28,  1054 

Jan.    26.  1954 

July    24,195.1 


Kay 


Military  Family  Housing:  Passage 

MilitarT  Public  Works-  Passage 

Mutual  security  program: 

Anti-Communist -unendment 

Pass-«ge 

Recommit  conler«noe  report 

Mutual  security  appropriations: 

Passage „ 

Adqstion  ofoonlsrenoe  report... 

fipapJah  amtndment 

Postal  rates,  reclassiflcation,  pay  adjustments: 

(FailodmidariiiisjMBfion) 

Diaehorge  Rules  Committee 

Paasase... ... .. 

Seniate  amsadmeat . 

Reciprocal  trade,  passage 

ReeBlMaaent  boniu,  passage 


Vi-a  fnof  reconl'. 
Yea  (not  record). 
Yea 


Yea. 

Yea 

Nay 


Yea 
Yea 
Yea. 


Yea 

Yea  

Yea.- 

Yea  (not  record)    . 

Yea     --     

Yea  (not  record; . . 


(Right). 
Right. 

Right. 

Right. 

(Rirbt  ) 

Right. 

(Right.) 

(Right.) 


(Right.) 

Right. 
Right. 

Right. 

(Right.) 

(Right.) 

Right. 
lUght. 
Wron;. 
Right. 


(Rieht.) 


Mar.    2, 1051  :  Right, 

.do         -.  !  (Right.) 

July   29.  IM.M  I  (Right.) 

.May  2ti,  1054  Right. 

June  .W,  I9&4  '  RiKht. 

do .,  i  Right. 

Aup.     0,  IP54  Right. 


July  7K.  1954 
Aug.  10,  1951 
do ,. 


July  21.1054 
Aug.     9,1054 

. .    -  -do 

Aup,  20.1054 
June  11.1064 
July    11,  ll>54 


Right. 
Rieht. 
Right. 

Right. 

Wrong. 

Wrong. 

(Wrong.) 

Right. 

(Right) 


See  footnoteo  at  end  of  table. 
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BiU 


U.  R.«2>«7 
M,  R.  i»*50 
s^.  2150 


4S  n.  R6276.. 
4«i  ii.X>V<-  ... 
47      H.R.WWe. 


n.  R  .'.173. 
S.  »i.M» 

.-5.  »4.W 

S    24t^ 

h.'r.  '\i*m 
H.  K.  iiJUu. 

I(.  R.  4449. 

H.  R.  fiTW. 

u.  R.  yrow. 
H.  R.  oftan. 

H.    K.  UNKH. 

H.  K  HI.S2. 
H.  H    0&40. 

.<   31(0  

S.  3i;t7  .. 
H.  R.  rtilll. 
H.  R.  MilU. 


Deseription 


Renegotiatinn  Art,  passage..  

Risers,  harior^.  flfK«l  control,  {lassace.    (i'supportidVhis  buVin' commit t^    

bl.  Ijiwrence  Seaway:  

Kecoiuuti'   .. 

Pa.t.siige     *"" " 

1  oljen^d  an  aniendmwt  in  rommUtWandYn  Vhe "lVou..e  Vo  "smenVlYh 
priVKte  ttnancing  to  he  rrimid  Irom  U.lln  to  wve  the  tiximver!*  over  SKki  (k*i  uoo     AN  hen  this 
aiTJendmeiil  wa..  rejected  I  was  lorced  lo  oppum  the  bill  a.s  fi.scHllN  uns..uiid 

Ship  Mortgv.ge  .\rt  amendments 

Ship  rei>air,  for  merchant  marine '.'.'...".". ' 

Social-s«iiri'y  program.  amendnient.<<:  " 

Adopt  io  a  oif  rule _ 


Passage. 


.•state  tinemr  lormenf  fund-",  reeottiniK 

Tuft-Martle|   Art  anien<lnie?it.'i.     Ri>commil1ed  by  SfHiatV,  .Vt  to  42,  .V 
milal;  46  1  keiuocrat.^.  3  RepuMicans.  1  lnde|iendenl;  atnlntd  rvtx>mni 

Tanker  coii-MructkiM,  Navy  ctiurter 

Tanker  eon^fnictton,  trade  In .'.'...'.'..'. 

Tariff  schwl  lie  and  cu.>»toms  !>lniplLfication...".!!"'!^"l]" 

Tux  revision: 

Rmxhuu  it  with  In.structkta* 

}'as!>age  , --.".".'.'.".".*_'."'"."."."" 

Recomii  it  oonhrenee  rejiort  with  iu-structitins.m*!."'"  1 
Ado|>ttoi  conference  report ""I"I!1I  ' 

Up|ier  (  oioiado  |>ro)e<4. .'.   ". 

.Never  I  irought  to  vote  in  e  It  her  House  or  Smate. 

T'listream  fliKxl  control 

I'neinpkiyinent  insurtmce  coverage: 

Re<y}mnilt  with  instrurtions 

I'uKMige r.'ji 

Yetentiu' couipen.^tk>n,  pasiiage      .""!'!     !"""!!!""! 

Yeleran.*'  education  and  training  (Korean  veteronsii,  iwsaaiie 

Yeteraiis' bc'tne  loan,  passage 

Vocal kjiial  rehabilitation,  t>a!«saKe li^II.m!!]!!!!!!!!!!].! 

War  |¥>vier5  eiifn.slon,  passage.  ''"JI"1J.".^ 

Water  Karilitieti  .\ct  amendment*,  (la-wtge '"."1""".[.' 

White  Hou.v- Conference  on  Eihu-itkm.  |>a.«sage ".       '.. 

Wlretapiiint.  aineudiuent  requiring  authorization  by  court  order 
IVHsage 


lav  7. 
itiil,  4: 


I9.S4.     K 
2  Republ 


or  recom- 

i(«HS. 


My  vote 


(p 


\trx  (not  record) 

Ye:i 

Nay 


Vea  fnof  record) . . . 
Yea  (not  record)... 


O  e  n  e  r  a  I 
uiinuuiiced 

Ci  r  n  e  r  a  1 
iitinounoed 

Nay 


pair 
for. 

pair 
for. 


Yea  fnot  reconn. 
■^'ea  (not  record*. 
Yea  (nut  record ). 


Date 


Julv   22,l»n 
July   a6,lW4 

May     fi,  1054 
do_ 


Nay 

Vea 

Nay 

Yea 


Yea  (not  rerordj . 


1  D.f.Mt  orsdiniTii.<(tration  program. 
( ,  .\ui  a  record  vote. 


Nay 

Yea  

Yea 

Yea  -     - 

Yen  (not  record). 

Y«i ... 

Yea  (not  rcoor<li. 
Yea  (not  retvrd^. 

Yea 

Nav 

Yea 


June  7.I«M 
July   »,  1054 

June    1.  lOM 

do 

July    g,  l«St 

Julv  14, 10M 
July  «.10M 
July   »,ia64 

Mar.  18. 1»M 

do... 

July  JH.  1054 
do 


Mar.  n,19M 

July     8, 1054 

do. 

July    21,1054 

..      do 

Mar.  24. 1054 
July  8.IW64 
Jime  22.1054 
July  77,1054 
lO.lOM 
8,  UkM 
.....do 


May 
Apr. 


(Right.) 
(Kicht.) 

Wrong. 
W  roug. 


fRirM.) 

(Rl«hl.) 
Absent. 
Absent 
Rifht. 

(Right.) 
(RJirht.) 
(RlKht.) 

Right. 
Right. 
Right. 
Right. 

(Right.) 

Right. 

Right. 

Right. 

Right. 

(Right.) 

Right. 

(Right.) 

(RlKht.) 

Right. 

Rlxht. 

Righu 


m 


MaaafemcRt    Problems    af    GoTcrameRt 
Dwarf  TkoM  of  Our  BiffMl  Corpora- 

tioBS 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OP 

HON.  STUART  SYMINGTON 

or  Mxasoun 
IN  THE  SENATB  OF  THR  UNITED  STATES 

Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  Include  a 
statement  in  the  Record  on  the  manage- 
ment problems  of  Government. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  even  if  we  consider  only 
those  actlvltlea  which  every  one  ot  us  would 
agree  must  be  done  by  Oovemment.  the 
management  probtems  dwarf  those  of  our 
biggest  corporations. 

The  direction  In  these  times  of  such  di- 
verse areas  as  foreign  policy,  national  de- 
fense. Oscal  affairs,  agricultural  policy,  and 
many  more  comparable  management  prob- 
lems demands  great  numbers  of  able  and 
e.tperienced  top  executives,  backed  up  by  a 
large  group  of  capable  career  people. 

The  problem  of  how  to  recruit  and  retain 
this  body  of  management  skill  is  one  of  the 
most  difficult  challenges  to  the  success  of 
democratic  government. 

The  problem  becomes  diminished  In  time 
of  actual  shooting  war,  because  It  Is  rela- 
tively easy  to  persuade  men  from  outside 
Government  to  serve  as  a  patriotic  act. 

Since  World  War  11. 1  have  heard  Innumer- 
able people  say:  "I'd  be  gUd  to  serve — If  we 
got  Into  a  war." 

But  the  irony  Is.  that  under  the  ruthless 
lf>Kic  of  modern  war.  our  ability  to  win 
*ould  depend  upon  what  had  been  done  In 
the  years  before  war  started. 


The  greatest  patriotic  service  can  be  done 
by  those  who  serve  when  the  need  for  their 
help  is  great — as  It  Is  now — and  there  is  not 
the  obvious  compulsion  of  wartime. 

I  have  long  t>een  Interested  in  this  problem 
of  getting  men  to  run  our  Ooveriunent.  In 
1945  I  left  business  to  come  to  Washington; 
and  have  ^ad  some  first-hand  knowledge  of 
the  dilBcultles  faced  by  the  previous  ad- 
ministration in  persuading  businessmen  to 
take  on  the  top  policy  Jobs  in  an  administra- 
tion with  which  the  majority  of  busineas- 
men  were  not  in  sympathy. 

As  example,  after  Korea  started,  and  while 
thousands  of  American  boys  were  being 
wounded  and  killed  on  the  field  of  battle, 
for  months  it  was  Impossible  to  obtain  any- 
one to  accept  the  vitally  Important  post  of 
Economic  Stabilizer. 

The  first  man  who  finally  took  that  Job, 
months  after  we  had  gone  to  war,  was  the 
34th  asked. 

When  tbe  administration  changed,  we  had 
hoped — every  public  spirited  American 
would  have  hoped — that  this  was  one  prob- 
lem of  government  which  would  diminish 
considerably. 

After  all,  the  new  administration  had  the 
support  of  a  majority  of  executives  in  indus- 
try. 

It  seemed  logical,  therefore,  to  expect  that 
Industry  would  do  everything  in  its  power 
to  assure  that  the  new  administration  would 
be  able  to  obtain  adequate  assistance  from 
the  ranks  of  business,  and  retain  that  execu- 
tive talent  necessary  to  perform  Its  exacting 
tasks. 

There  has  recently  been  published  two 
significant  analyses  of  tbe  record  of  this  ad- 
ministration In  manning  direction  of  its 
responsibilities  throtigb  calling  upon  busi- 
ness executives  to  accept  management  Jobs 
in  government. 

The  first  of  these  is  a  report  by  Fcvtune 

magazine. 

The  second  is  an  editorial  which  recently 
appeared  in  one  of  the  world's  great  news- 
papers, the  St.  Louis  Poet-Dispatch. 

The  conclusions  of  those  carefully  written 
anaiyses  are  pessimistic. 


The  Fortune  report  concluded  that  "tbe 
administration  from  now  on  will  find  it 
harder  to  locate  buslnesamen  who  are  will- 
ing to  serve." 

Not  only  are  businessmen  hard  to  get  for 
Government  poets,  but  the  Fortune  report, 
and  the  Post-Dispatch  editorial,  conclude 
that  even  if  buainessmen  are  sucoeaaful  In 
making  the  change  from  industry  to  gov- 
ernment, they  are  in  general  inclined  to  con- 
sider their  government  service  as  an  Inter- 
lude, to  be  made  as  brief  as  decently  poaslble. 

Apparently,  the  problem  of  getting,  anil 
keeping,  good  men  is  to  remain  acute. 

Apparently  it  is  becoming  steadily  nu>ra 
difflcult  for  this  administration  to  get  good 
men  into  goveriunent. 

When  they  do  come  in,  it  is  equally  diffl- 
cult to  persuade  them  to  stay  long  enough 
to  learn  what  it  is  all  about,  so  that  they  may 
contribute  not  only  on  tbe  basis  of  their 
Inherent  ability,  but  also  from  a  background 
of  real  knowledge  of  government  environ- 
ment. 

Experience  is  fully  as  impcvtant  In  gor- 
ernment  as  it  is  m  busmess. 

Let  us  imagine  the  consternation  in  Gen- 
eral Motors  If  a  new  president  was  to  be 
appointed  from  outside  the  company;  one 
who  knew  very  little  about  the  c<nnpany'S 
problems:  and  one  who.  It  was  tuiderstood. 
planned  to  remain  only  a  little  over  a  year. 

This  would  not  be  btiaincaslike  In  buaineas. 
but  it  is  apparently  accepted  as  standard 
procedure  In  the  management  of  our  Oov- 
emment. 

The  Post-DUpatch  editorial  said:  "Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  licKay,  hims^  a  busi- 
nessman •  •  •  la  quoted  by  Fortune  as 
believing  that  for  top  Jobs  in  tbe  Oovera- 
ment,  the  Oovemment  will  have  to  depend 
In  the  long  nui  mainly  on  men  willing  to 
aUy  m  poUtical  life." 

That  is  the  only  way  we  can  obtain  tho 
expMienoe  mo  vital  for  good  government. 

Despite  this  need,  no  real  effort  has  been 
made  to  retain  such  public  suvkaa.  In  fact. 
since  January  1953,  we  have  lost  tbe  t 
of  many  devoted  and  able  men  for 
the  government  service  was  a  career. 
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TiMtr  loH  «u  far  won*  tlian  th*  highly 
touUd  Industry  men  vbo  caina  dofm  f  or  » 
*U  month  or  so  fling.'* 

IHf    eOllMCMi    who    MTV*    OB    tb«    CItII 

Bonh<  OooBBlttee  knew  mueh  better  than 
X  wiMt  haa  fniy*"^^  to  tha  group  of  people 
Jnafe  beneath  the  top  poUey  larela. 

Ooncemtng  them,  the  Paet-XMqmtch  eald: 
*tlr  M  Cahtfl  Pbinipa,  a  WUhlngtoD  oo)rre« 
qpondent  of  the  Sunday  New  Toik  Timet, 
wrote  In  Harper's  magazine:  'When  the  bust- 
neenaan  came  to  Waahlngton  some  of  them 
had  *  pnt^  deftalte  comTletlon  that  the 
•104100  and  912.000  career  people  they  found 
In  tbolr  department!  oooldnt  be  mneh  good; 
otharwlae  they  would  bare  left  k>ng  ago  to 
make  more  money  elaewheie.'  * 

The  Foet-Diepateai  concludee  that  the 
Govenunent  has  "lost  some  unusually  ezpe- 
rleneed  people  whoee  counterparts  it  will  be 
vlrtaaUy  Impoaslble  to  recruit  from  the  busl- 
nea  workl.  replacing  them  in  large  measure 
with  lawyers  and  business  executives  on  loan, 
who  have  no  Intention  of  making  gorem- 
ment  a  career." 

But  the  loss  of  top-kvel  clTll-8en4cc  career 
men  and  women  has  not  been  the  full 
measure  of  the  loes  of  the  experience  so 
vitally    needed    to    manage    the    executive 


The  policy  of  replacing  exp«leneed  peo- 
ple alTMdy  In  Govenunent  now  afreets  even 
Prealdentlal  appointees  who  rose  fitxn  the 
career  ranks  and  had  little  or  no  partisan 
political  background. 

IVhat  happened  to  the  widely  endorsed 
Hoover  Commission  idea  of  career  Assistant 
Secretaries  who  were  to  furnish  the  conti- 
BUi^  so  neoeesary  to  the  orderly  operation 
of  large  aov«nment  departments? 

Let  us  look  at  what  happened  recently  in 
the  Atomic  Energy  Conunisslon. 

This  agency,  charged  with  so-much  of  the 
reeponslbillty  for  the  future  of  each  one  of 
xm,  was  traated  in  the  last  administration  so 
noopotttieaUy  that  the  first  Commission  was 
eomposed  of  4  Republicans  and  1  Democrat. 

On  June  SO  the  term  of  Atomic  Xnergy 
Onmmlssloner  Eugene  M.  Zuekert  expired. 

In  Bky  Judgment.  Bfr.  Zuekert  was  one  of 
the  most  competent,  aaost  respected,  and 
most  patrtotteatly  eoostnictive  men  who  ever 
devoted  his  energiee  to  the  public  scrvloe. 

And  his  Is  a  remarkable  record. 

After  obtaming  a  publie-school  education' 
In  New  York,  Mr.  Zuekert  enrolled  at  Tale 
University,  from  where  he  received  a  B.  A. 
tfagree  In  1083. 

V^our  year*  later  be  received  a  bachelor  of 
law  degree  from  Tale,  and  eertlflcatton  for 
aompl«iing  a  combined  law  and  business 
course  at  Harvard  and  Tale. 

With  that  tmusual  training,  Ifr.  Zuekert 
then  became  a  member  of  the  bar  In  both 
Oonneettcut  and  New  York;  and  practiced 
law  In  both  Statee. 

Most  of  his  professional  career,  however, 
haa  been  devoted  to  the  public  service. 

Ftom  1837  to  1940,  Ifr.  Zuekert  had  hte 
'flrst  eiqjenenoe  in  Oovenunent  when  he  be- 
eame  an  attorney  for  the  Securities  and  Ex- 
change Commission. 

Later,  at  the  age  of  39,  he  became  a  dum- 
ber of  the  faculty  of  the  Harvard  Graduate 
School  of  Business  Administration. 

Mr.  Zuckart  advanced  in  rank  in  this  pro- 
fession, bec<»ning  assistant  dean  of  the 
lebocd  and  saving  as  adminlstratlTs  head 
of  the  flrst  advanced  management  course 
ever  given  at  the  Harvard  Graduate  School. 

Zhxrlng  this  same  period.  Mr.  Zuekert 
served  aa  a  qieclal  consultant  to  the  com- 
manding general  of  the  Air  Vorce.  assisted  in 
the  training  of  thouaands  of  Air  Force  of- 
ficers, and  carried  out  a  nmnber  of  «ecial 
assignments  for  the  Air  Force's  conunanding 
genaraL 

In  1044  and  1945.  Mr.  Zuekert  served  in 
the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations. 
Be  vras  released  from  the  Navy  In  Bteptmva- 
hsr  1945,  to  become  my  executive  assistant 


when  X  was  Administrator  of  ths  Sxirplus 
Propel ty  Administration. 

When  I  moved  from  Surplus  Ptoperty  to 
become  Assistant  Secretary  of  W«  for  Air, 
lb-.  Zuekert  went  with  me  as  H>eGftal  aaslst.- 
ant. 

In  September  1947  the  Air  Foroe  became 
coequal  with  the  Army  and  Navy  in  the  Na- 
tional Defense  Bstablishment.  As  Secretary 
of  the  Air  ]^>rce,  I  was  fortunate  ta  have  Mr. 
Zuekert  as  Assistant  Secretary.  His  contri- 
butions to  efficient  management  of  this  new 
Z>epartment  were  Invaluable. 

In  January  1952,  Mr.  Zuekert  was  nomi- 
nated for  appointment  as  a  member  of  the 
United  States  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 
This  appointment  was  confirmed  by  tbe  Sen- 
ate on  February  4,  and  he  served  in  tbU 
responsible  position  until  June  30, 1954. 

The  above  recital  of  some  of  the  major 
responsibilities  of  Oene  Zuekert  in  no  way 
gives  adequate  measure  of  the  great  worth 
of  this  able  man.  His  industry,  his  Integ- 
rity, bis  sense  of  perspective,  bis  analytical 
ability,  and  his  practical  efficiency  combine 
to  make  blm  a  most  valuable  public  servant. 

It  la  incredible  to  me  that  this  great  Amer- 
ican patriot  was  not  only  thrown  Sut  of  the 
Government  by  tbe  administration  appar- 
ently for  no  other  reason  than  tbe  fact  he 
was  a  Democrat,  but  was  not  even  thanked 
by  his  chief  when  he  left  after  sucjb  an  out- 
standing Job. 


TIm  Trip-Lease  BiU 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  A.  S.  MIKE  MONRONEY 

or  OKLAHOMA 

IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITEO  STATES 
Friday.  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  PreBident.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  include  in  the 
RkcokD  a  statement  prepared  by  me  on 
the  trip-lease  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  one  of  the  great  disappoint- 
ments of  this  83d  Congress  has  lieen  our  fail- 
ure to  act  and  secure  final  passage  of  H.  R. 
3203.  Tbis  bill,  which  deals  primarily  with 
tran^iortation  of  agrlcultiiral  cocnmodltles 
from  farm  to  market,  was  passed  by  the 
House  on  June  24.  1953. 

It  was  exhaustively  studied  by  two  com- 
mittees of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Conunerce — bvt  due  to 
some  unknown  obstruction  in  the  committee 
it  was  never  sent  to  the  floor  for  considera- 
tion. Tfeel  certain  that  many  members,  if 
not  most  members  of  the  Senate  oonunittee, 
favored  its  passage. 

Lengthy  hearings  were  held  IxAh  in  the 
Hotise  and  Senate  on  this  trip-leasing  bill. 
A  total  of  702  printed  pages  of  testimony  was 
taken  by  tbe  subcommittee  under  the  late 
Senator  Dwight  Griswold,  of  NeMaska,  and 
later  by  the  full  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mittee. Hearings  requiring  520  pages  of  tes- 
timony were  also  held  by  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  and  Interstate  Conunerce 
before  its  overwhelming  passage  of  the  bill 
through  that  body  more  than  a  y#ar  ago. 

Rarely  haa  any  measure  had  the  unani- 
mous support  from  all  farm  organizations 
that  this  bill  enjoyed.  Recent  testimony 
from  farm  groups  included  the  American 
Farm  Bureau  Federation,  the  Farmers 
tTnion.  the  National  Grange,  the  National 
Coun^l  of  Farmw  Cooperatives,  tlie  United 
Fresh  FTult  and  Vegetable  Association,  and 
many  others.     They  all  expressed  to  both  the 


House   and    Senate   conunlttees   the   \irgent 
need  of  agricultural  interests  f0r  its  passage. 

On  May  0.  1954,  Secretary  off  Agriculture 
Ezra  T.  Benson  testified  befoito  the  Senate 
GtHiunittee.  Tbe  following  excerpt  from  his 
testimony  is  particularly  convincing  and  in 
point: 

"A  great  deal  of  confusion  over  a  long 
period  of  time  has  resulted  In  growing  un- 
certainties and  conflicting  opinions  with  re- 
spect to  the  matter  of  trip  leasing.  In  order 
that  all  parties  may  be  properly  guided  by 
the  intent  of  Congress,  it  is  our  hope  that 
H.  R.  3203  will  be  enacted  14to  law.  thus 
removing  the  multiple  uncertainties  con- 
cerning the  activities  of  vehicles  embraced 
within  the  provisions  of  section  203  (b)  (4a) , 
(5) ,  and  (6)  of  the  Interstate  Qommerce  Act. 

"We  believe,  however,  that  ttte  Conunis- 
slon's  amended  order  does  not  restore  the 
flexibility  which  Congress  Intended  should 
accompany  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  sec- 
tion 203  (b)  (4a).  (5).  and  (6)  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act.  We  wish,  therefore, 
to  express  our  continuing  interest  in,  and 
support  of,  the  legislation  proposed  by  H.  R. 
3203. 

"The  flexible,  efllcient.  and  economic  move- 
ment of  exempt  and  processed  agricultiu-al 
conrunodities  may  not  be  adequately  accom- 
pliEhed  under  tbe  rules  presently  prescribed 
by  the  Commission." 

I  bad  been  extremely  hopeful  that  fa- 
vorable action  could  be  taken  on  the  mea- 
sure by  the  Senate  conunittee  and  by  tbe 
Senate  before  adjournment:  however,  the 
press  of  other  business  haa  been  such  that 
we  have  been  precluded  from  further  con- 
sidering the  matter  in  committee  with  the 
result  that  it  has  been  impoesible  to  pre- 
sent the  bill  for  final  action  Qn  tbe  floor. 

Tbis  bill  is  designed  to  provide  a  flexible 
pool  of  motor  carriers  which  can  be  used  in 
the  marketing  of  agricultural  commodities, 
particularly  at  harvest  time,  and  utilized  to 
serve  producers  and  consumers  alike  in  the 
better  distribution  of  commercial  goods  all 
nt  lower  cost  and  quicker  service  than  would 
otherwise    be    possible. 

In  addition  the  biU  gives  tbe  IntersUte 
Commerce  Commission  certain  authority  not 
heretofore  speclflcally  provided  by  statute 
to  regulate  leasing  practices  Of  authorized 
motor  carriers,  and  promote  tafety  on  the 
highways. 

The  bill  goes  further  than  this,  however,  in 
that  It  preserves  the  right  of  the  farmer  and 
the  small  truck  owner  to  leasA  their  trucks 
without  restrictive  and  unjustified  regrula- 
tion  which  would  have  tbe  eSsct  of  increas- 
ing costs  to  the  farmer  and  fhe  consumer, 
load  the  highways  with  empty  returning 
trucks,  and  throw  many  truck  Owners,  small- 
business  men  out  of  business.  It  should  be 
remembered  also  that  during  World  War  n 
the  Defense  Transportation  Administration 
speclflcally  ordered  the  utlllzaticm  of  our 
trucking  facilities  on  an  oll-out  trip-leasing 
basis  as  the  most  economical  and  efficient  op- 
eration of  our  national  truck  fleet — a  prin- 
ciple  which   still   holds  good   today. 

The  practice  of  leasing  trucks,  particularly 
those  of  farmers  on  a  single-trip  basis  or  for 
short  periods,  has  been  the  custom  In  the 
trucking  business  since  time  immen>orial. 
Under  such  a  practice  the  moist  economical 
and  efficient  use  is  made  of  the  farmer's 
truck  and  the  small-business  man's  trusk, 
subject  to  all  the  safety  regulations  pre- 
scribed by  the  Commission  and  at  approved 
rates  under  the  full  supervisioti  of  duly  au- 
thorized carriers.  If  the  practice  Is  discon- 
tinued by  administration  regulation,  as  is 
threatened,  untold  damage  wfll  be  done  to 
our  system  of  marketing  farm  products. 
The  passage  of  this  biU  will  prevent  such  a 
disaster. 

It  has  been  sincerely  felt  by  some  that  the 
changes  proposed  by  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Conunisslon  would  rectify  the  damage 
about  to  be  done  and  protect  the  farmer. 
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This  is  not  the  case  as  can  be  clearly  seen 
from  a  reading  of  the  testimony  of  every 
leading  farm  group  in  this  country.  Tlis 
record  before  the  committees  of  lx>th  Houses 
shows  that  without  exception  the  farm 
groups  that  testifled  support  the  bill  in  Its 
entirety. 

I  am  convinced  by  careful  study  that  the 
proposed  changes  do  not  protect  the  farmer, 
and  by  the  same  token  the  consumer,  and  the 
small-business   man   truck  owners. 


The  Granf e  Staails  for  Good  Goyerament 


REMARKS 
or 

HON.  RUSSELL  V.  MACK 

or  WASHIIfCTOIf 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  RKPRSSENTATIXIS 

Friday.  August  20,  1954 
Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  Grange  is  the  greatest  farm 
organization  in  the  world.  One  of  the 
things  in  which  every  granger  is  deeply 
interested  is  good  government — govern- 
ment that  is  progressive,  forward  look- 
ing, efllcient,  economical,  and  humane. 

The  Grange  through  its  national  offi- 
ces has  spoken  out  for  many  programs 
it  favors  in  its  goal  of  obtaining  better 
Government. 

I  am  happy  to  report  to  my  Grange 
brothers  and  sisters  that  the  present 
Congress  enacted  many,  of  course  not  all. 
ideas,  either  In  whole  or  In  part,  for 
which  we  grangers  stand. 

socuL  sxcuirrr 

Grangers  will  recall  that  about  a  year 
a^o  I  took  an  opinion  poll  among  all  of 
tlie  99  granges  of  my  district  as  to  how 
Grange  members  felt  about  farmers  be- 
ing covered  by  social  security.  Replies 
from  grangers  showed  that  more  than 
90  percent  of  all  those  answering  my  poll 
wanted  farmers  to  get  the  benefits  of 
social  security. 

I  am  happy  to  report  that  the  social- 
security  bill  passed  by  this  Congress  pro- 
vides social-security  coverage  for  the 
Nation's  3 '  '2  million  farm  owners.  I  was 
happy  to  work  and  vote  for  social -secu- 
rity protection  for  the  farmers.  The 
grangers  wanted  this.  Tliey  got  their 
wish. 

WHAT     rASMESS     MUST     PAT 

The  new  law  treats  farmers  as  self- 
employed  people,  not  employees.  When 
an  employee  is  covered  by  social  secu- 
rity, his  withholding  tax  is  4  percent  of 
his  income.  Half  of  this  tax  is  paid  by 
the  employee  and  half  by  the  employer. 

In  the  case  of  farmers  and  all  self- 
employed  pei-sons  the  tax  rate  is  3  per- 
cent instead  of  4  percent  and  the  full 
3  percent  is  paid  by  the  self-employed 
peison. 

Thus,  if  your  annual  income  as  a 
farmer  is  $2,000,  your  3-percent  with- 
holding t^  for  that  year  will  be  $60:  if 
your  Income  is  $3,000,  your  tax  will  be 
$90;  and  if  your  income  is  $4,200,  your 
social-security  tax  will  be  $124  a  year. 

A  farmers  social-security  tax  does  not 
become  due  until  he  pays  his  income  tax. 
In  short,  his  first  withholding  tax  for  so- 
cial security  will  not  l>e  due  and  payable 
until  April  1.  1956.  This  tax  will  be  on 
the  farmer's  income  for  the  year  1955. 


"<*w  TO  QnaLOT  roB  BKKxrrrs 

A  perscm  to  start  drawing  a  social-se- 
curity pension  must  be  65  years  of  age. 

A  person  must  be  in  a  sense  a  retired 
person.  He  is  allowed  to  earn  from  his 
profession  or  trade  up  to  $1,200  a  year 
Without  this  income  affecting  his  right 
to  a  pension.  However,  If  he  earns  in 
salary  or  wages  from  his  business  or 
farm  more  than  $1,200  a  year  net,  the 
pensioner  forfeits  1  month's  pensions  for 
each  $80  he  earns  above  $1,200. 

The  pensioner  must  have  paid  into  the 
social-security  fund  withholding  taxes 
for  one-half  the  years  between  his  start 
under  the  system,  January  1,  1955,  and 
his  65th  birthday.  Thus,  if  you  are  62 
years  old  on  January  1,  1955,  you  must 
pay  into  the  fund  for  18  months  before 
you  are  fully  covered.  If  you  are  59 
years  old,  you  must  pay  into  the  fund 
for  3  years.  If  55  years  old  now,  srou 
must  pay  into  the  fund  for  5  years. 

Yoimg  farmers,  who  are  under  45,  will 
be  piennanently  insured  when  they  have 
paid  into  the  fund  for  10  years. 

Farmers  over  65  may  qualify  by  paying 
into  the  fund  for  18  months.  Eighteen 
months  is  the  minimum  one  must  be 
covered  to  get  benefits. 

HEBE    IS    WHAT    TOU    GET 

Upon  retirement  at  age  65  you  are  en- 
titled to  a  pension  equal  to  55  percent  of 
the  first  $110  of  your  average  monthly 
earnings  plus  20  percent  of  that  part  of 
your  average  monthly  earnings  that  are 
above  $110  a  month. 

Example:  If  your  average  monthly 
earnings  were  $200  you  get  $60.50 — 
which  is  55  percent  of  the  first  $110 — 
plus  $18 — which  is  20  percent  of  the  re- 
maining $90.  Thus,  on  $200  a  month 
earnings  you  receive  $78.50  a  month. 

If  your  average  earnings  were  $300  you 
receive  $60.50  on  the  first  $110.  plus  $38 — 
which  is  20  percent  of  the  remaining 
$190— or  a  total  pension  of  $98.50. 

If,  and  when,  your  wife  becomes  65, 
she  is  entitled  to  half  of  what  you  get. 
If  you  receive  a  pension  of  $78.50  a 
month,  she  will  be  paid  an  additional 
$39.25.  If  you  receive  $98.50,  she  will 
receive  $49.25,  the  2  of  you  receiving 
a  total  monthly  pension  of  $147.75. 

When  an  iivsured  farmer  dies,  his 
widow  is  entitled  to  receive,  starting  at 
age  65,  three-quarters  of  the  pension  the 
farmer  received.  If  he  received  $100  a 
month,  she  will  get  for  the  rest  of  her 
life  or  until  she  remarries,  a  pension  of 
$75. 

The  system  also  provides  a  small 
amount  of  death  benefits  to  cover  fu- 
neral expenses. 

I  will  be  glad  to  discuss  with  you  or 
groups  of  your  farmers,  the  new  social- 
security  law  as  it  affects  farmers  and  all 
other  groups.  Most  people  are  interested 
in  this  new  law. 

CaANCK    HICKWAT    DEA    ACC^TED 

The  National  Grange  always  has  held 
that  all  gasoline  tax  money  should  go 
Into  highway  building  and  not  be 
diverted  to  other  purposes. 

The  present  Congress  enacted  a  bill 
which,  in  effect,  approves  this  Grange 

Solicy  by  compelling  the  use  of  all  funds 
erlved  from  the  2-cent-a-gallon  Fed- 
eral gasoline  tax  on  highway  building. 


Heretofore,  for  many  years  past,  our 
Government  has  been  collecting  about 
$875  million  a  year  from  Its  2-cent  Fed- 
eral gas  tax. 

Of  this  $875  million  collected  from 
the  Federal  gas  tax.  Congress  spent  only 
$575  million  in  past  years  on  highways 
and  diverted  $300  million  or  more  to 
other  purposes,  some  of  It  to  fore^rn  aid. 
Some  of  the  gasoline  tax  money  was  ac- 
tually diverted  to  build  highways  in  for- 
eign countries  at  a  time  when  we  des- 
perately needed  better  roads  in  our  own 
country. 

This  Congress  authorized  the  expendi- 
ture of  $875  million  annually  on  building 
highways,  or  $300  million  more  than  ever 
has  been  authorized  heretofore.  Thus, 
all,  or  practically  all,  of  the  gasoline  tax 
revenues  will  go  into  highway  building. 
As  a  result  of  this  expanded  highway 
program  Washington  State  will  receive 
more  than  $5  million  a  year  of  additional 
Federal  funds  for  building  highways. 

This  is  what  the  Grange  wanted.  I 
was  happy  to  support  this  legislation.  I 
not  only  supported  It,  but  since  I  am  a 
member  of  the  Public  Works  Oommittee. 
which  prepared  this  legislation.  I  was  in 
a  position  to  help  write  it. 

THX  PTTBLIC   POWZS  OUaSIlOlC 

I  am,  as  you  know,  an  advocate  of  pub- 
lic power  development  of  the  Columbia 
River  and  its  tributaries.  I  know  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  talk  about 'President 
Eisenhower  planning  to  scuttle  all  pub- 
lic power  development  on  the  Columbia. 
I  put  such  talk  down  to  politics. 

There  is  talk  that  there  will  be  no  new 
starts  on  the  Columbia  River  in  the  fu- 
ture. There  is  no  foundation  for  such 
talk. 

It  was  Truman,  himself,  when  the  Ko- 
rean war  began,  who  issued  the  order 
against  new  starts  on  river  and  harbor 
flood -control  work.  That  Truman  order 
remained  in  effect  until  after  the  Ko- 
rean war  ended,  which  was  well  Into 
Eisenhower's  first  year.  Truman,  not 
Eisenhower,  was  the  author  of  the  no- 
new -starts  policy. 

The  Flood  Control  Committee,  of 
which  I  am  chairman,  in  its  bill  this  year 
authorized  the  expenditure  of  $180  mil- 
lion for  power-dam  building  during  the 
next  2  years  on  the  Columbia  River. 
That  was  the  largest  amount  authorized 
for  any  river  developmeiit  In  any  one 
area  of  the  entire  Nation. 

This  $180  million  for  Columbia  power 
development  was  approved  by  the  United 
States  Army  Engineers  and  by  the 
Budget  Bureau,  which  organizations  are 
the  President's  spokesmen  on  river- 
development  matters. 

This  bill  authorizing  this  huge  $180 
million  sum  passed  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress and  will  be  signed  by  the  President. 
This  does  not  look  like  the  President  is 
going  to  scuttle  Columbia  River  power 
development,  does  it?  Perhaps  all  this 
talk  about  Ike  scuttling  Columbia  River 
power  development  Is  mainly  directed 
at  making  election  votes  rather  than 
hydroelectric  kilowatts. 

Of  course,  I  know.  President  Elsen- 
hower says  we  ought  to  develop  power 
by  partnership  arrangements. 

Development  of  power  exclusively  and 
solely  by  the  Federal  Government  never 
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has.  aad  is  not  now,  getting  the  North* 
west  addltJonal  power  m  fast  ms  the 
Northwest  needs  it.  Building  of  Federal 
power  dams  on  the  Columbia  started  21 
yean  ago.  m  those  21  yean  the  Federal 
C3oveminent  has  completed  little  more 
than  S  million  Idlovolts  of  installed  ca- 
padty  an  average  of  only  about  1504KK) 
kJOovolts  of  installed  hydroelectric  pow- 
er eonutleted  a  year.  We  must  have  SOO,- 
000  kilovolts  of  additional  power  an- 
nually to  keep  up  with  the  growing  de- 
mand of  our  region.  We  have  been  in- 
creasing our  power  supply  less  than  one- 
third  of  the  amount  we  require  for 
growth. 

Dee  wants  the  local  interests,  the 
States,  the  eountywide  FDD's  and  the 
municbal  public-power  utilities  to  get 
into  ttie  picture  and  help  develop  power. 

By  State,  county  and  municipal  bodies 
woi±ing  together  with  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, we  can  get  more  power  sooner 
and  that  Is  what  the  Northwest  needs 
and  I  think  what  the  Northwest  wants. 
The  Priest  Rapids  Dam  proposal  is  one 
example  of  what  can  and  should  be  done. 


COTTUra 
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Fmt  several  years,  the  National  Grai^e 
as  pursued  with  great  vigor  a  campaign 
for  the  elimination  of  waste  and  ex- 
travagance from  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment azul  the  achievement  of  more 
efficient  and  effective  Government. 

Great  progress  has  been  made  in  this 
direction  tqr  the  present  Congress.  In 
the  fhst  19  months  of  the  Elsenhower 
administration  $14  billion  of  wasteful 
and  extravagant  spending  were  elimi- 
nated. 

President  Truman  as  he  left  office 
submitted  a  budget  which  he  said  pro- 
vided for  spending  $10  billion  more  than 
would  be  taken  in  from  revenues.  In 
other  words,  he  predicted  a  $10  billion 
deficit  for  the  first  12  months  of  Eisen- 
hower's administration. 

Eisenhower  gave  a  tax  reduction  not 
contemplated  by  Truman.  Eisenhower 
raised  veterans'  pensions.  Eisenhower 
increased  social-security  and  railroad- 
retirement  pensions.  Elsenhower  pro- 
vided more  money  to  ease  credits  in 
order  to  encourage  more  home  building. 
Despite  all  these  and  other  expanded 
services  which  President  Elsenhower  put 
into  effect.  Ike  cut  the  deficit  which 
President  Tnmian  predicted  would  be 
$10  billion  to  approximately  $3  billion — 
made  a  budget  deficit  reduction  of  $7 
billion.  He  did  this  by  eliminating  or 
lessening,  as  Grangers  suggested,  waste 
and  extravagance  from  Government. 
AUM  TO  wuaaaB  nr  tax  X.AWS 

Tax  laws  enacted  by  the  83d  Congress 
are  of  benefit  to  farmers  and  farm  fami- 
lies in  a  niunber  of  ways.  Under  the  tax- 
revision  law,  farmers  can  claim  a  $600 
oependency  deduction  for  a  child  regard- 
less of  the  child's  earnings  if  such  de- 
pendent is  receiving  on-the-farm  train- 
ing and  the  farmer  conttaiues  to  furnish 
more  than  half  of  his  support. 

The  revision  law  also  allows  for 
farmers: 

Deductions  up  to  25  percent  of  farm 
Income  for  soil  and  water  conservation 
expenses. 

More  rapid  writeoff  of  the  cost  of  new 
depreciable     assetsr-farm     machinery. 


equimnent,  and  so  forth.  Under  tike  de- 
clining balance  method  of  depreciation 
now  permitted,  the  farmer  can  write  off 
In  tte  first  year  twice  the  amount  allowed 
under  the  straight-line  method. 

Removal  of  the  tax  on  proceeds  from 
sale  of  cattle  when  the  sale  is  necesattated 
by  disease,  provided  the  proceeds  are 
reinvested  in  cattle  within  1  year  after 
the  close  of  the  taxable  year. 

Previously,  where  a  farmer  did  not  file 
a  declaration  of  estimated  tax  by  Janu- 
ary 15.  he  had  to  file  his  final  inconle-tax 
return  by  January  31.  The  deadline  is 
now  extended  to  February  15.  Also, 
where  a  farmer  files  a  declaration  by 
January  15,  his  final  return  is  noiw  not 
due  until  April  15. 

Farmers'  accounting  requirements  are 
eased  to  permit  the  use  of  the  farmer- 
preferred  hybrid  bookkeeping  sysUm. 

Another  Republican-passed  tax  law 
provides  for  rapid  amortization  of  farm 
grain-storage  facilities.  Whereas  before 
such  facilities  could  be  amortized  only 
over  their  useful  life,  this  now  can  be 
done  over  a  5-year  period.  This  provi- 
sion was  included  in  the  Technical 
Changes  Act  of  1953 — Public  Law  287, 
approved  August  15,  1953 — which  was 
reenacted  by  the  tax-revision  lavr- 

Tribate  to  Hon.  Thomas  E.  Martia, 
of  Iowa  I 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  DANIEL  A.  REED 

or  NKW  TOBK 

IN  TSE  HOU81S  OF  REFRESENTAltVES 

Fr^iay,  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
now  that  this  83d  Congress  is  drawing  to 
a  close,  I  wish  to  take  the  opportunity  of 
paying  a  tribute  to  our  distinguished  col- 
league, the  Honorable  Thomas  E.  IjIartim 
of  Iowa. 

ToM  Martin  has  been  one  of  the  most 
distinguished  and  valuable  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
His  service  on  that  committee,  of  which 
I  have  ttie  honor  to  be  chairman,  has 
been  marked  by  sound  judgment,  great 
integrity,  hard  work,  and  a  conscientious 
sense  of  duty  both  to  the  people  of  Iowa 
and  to  the  American  people  as  a  whole. 
He  has  made  a  splendid  record  of 
achievement  on  our  committee. 

Tom  became  a  member  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means  in  1947.  Since 
that  time,  he  has  actively  fostered  the 
welfare  of  the  farmer,  businessman,  and 
laborer.  Duririg  this  past  session  alone, 
his  contributions  toward  overiciuling 
oiu"  tax  system  and  improving  our  social- 
security  program  have  proven  invaluable. 
He  has  worked  to  see  that  our  domestic 
producers  and  workers  are  ade(]uately 
protected  from  excessive  imports  cf  for- 
eign goods.  He  has  continued  to  con- 
scientiously represent  the  interest  of  his 
Iowa  constituents  and  has  also  served 
equally  well  the  people  of  the  United 
States. 

I  must  note  with  regret  that  Ton  Mar- 
tin is  now  leaving  this  House  where  he 


has  served  so  notably.  However,  as 
United  States  Senator  from  Iflie  great 
State  of  Iowa  he  will  continue  to  serve 
his  State  and  his  country  with  distinc- 
tion.   I  wish  him  every  success. 


The  Advantafes  and  DUadvaoftafes  for 
the  United  States  of  Economic  Self' 
Sufficiency 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

I 

HON.  HARLEY  M.  KILGORE 

or  WEST  VIRCINIA 

IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
Friday,  August  20.  195t 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  paper  on  the  advantages 
and  disadvantages  for  the  United  States 
of  economic  self-sufflciency  which  I  have 
had  my  staff  prepare  in  cooperation  with 
various  experts  in  tliis  field  and  drawing 
upon  governmental  and  private  studies. 
This  is  a  subject  which  I  feel  iB  of  great 
importance  in  the  shaping  of  national 
policy.  It  cannot  be  covered  in  all  its 
aspects  in  a  brief  paper,  but  I  believe 
that  this  is  a  very  valuable  discussion  of 
some  of  the  problems  and  I  should  like 
to  invite  this  paper  to  the  attention  of 
the  congressional  committees  which  are 
concerned  with  this  subject. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  paper 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricoro, 
as  follows: 
Thi  Advantacis  and  DiSADVANTACts  rem.  mm 

United  States  or  Economic   Self-Sutfi- 

CIENCT  I 

There  Is  little  doubt  that  no  other  de- 
veloped nation  In  the  world  out»lde  of  the 
Soviet  empire  could  attain  economic  »elf- 
eufflciency  so  readily  as  could  the  United 
States,  If  self-Eufficlcncy  Is  used  to  mean 
the  situation  In  which  there  a»e  no  eco- 
nomic dealings  with  other  nations  while 
the  existing  standard  of  living  does  not  fall 
drastically.  This  paper  will  seek  to  ex- 
amine some  of  the  advantages  Und  disad- 
vantages of  a  policy  deliberately  designed 
to  make  the  United  States  economically 
self-sufficient.  Such  a  policy  would  Involve 
economic  changes  so  numerous  and  com- 
plex that  there  is  no  pretense  in  this  brief 
paper  to  have  done  more  than  touch  on  a 
few  of  the  more  obvious.  The  efffct  of  end- 
ing International  capital  movement  is,  for 
example,    Ignored    completely. 

Clearly  a  policy  pointed  toward  economic 
self-sufficiency  would  involve  tubstantial 
economic  dislocation  within  this  country  at 
least  during  a  transition  period.  At  present 
over  4  million  people  earn  their  living  from 
international  trade.  These  p>eaple  would 
have  to  find  other  Jobs.  Many  Industries  are 
dependent  on  foreign  sources  of  supply  for 
raw  and  partially  fabricated  materials. 
These  Industries  would  have  to  develop  do- 
mestic sources  of  supply  or  where  this  is 
impossible  they  would  have  to  develop  sub- 
stitutes. If  this,  too,  is  impossible  they 
would  have  to  change  their  production  or  go 
out  of  business.  Undoubtedly  tbere  would 
be  a  difficult  period  during  wltich  many 
industries  would  have  to  operate  at  less 
than  full  capacity.  It  is  assumed  herein  that 
the  transition  period  to  complete,  or  vir- 
tual. Independence  In  the  economic  sphere 
from   all   other   nations   would   be   tolerable 
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although  no  study  has  t)een  made  which 
conflrms  or  denies  thla  assumption. 

After  examining  the  case  of  complete  aelf- 
sufflciency.  the  paper  wm  go  on  to  eEamine 
two  other  posslbmtles  which  are  aomethlng 
less  than  complete  economic  nlf-iuffldency. 
First  of  these  other  possibilities  would  In- 
volve making  the  V^estern  Hemisphere  Into 
an  economic  unit  In  which  the  United 
States  would  inevitably  be  the  dominant 
member.  The  second  would  Involve  ending 
our  economic  dependence  on  other  nations 
for  everything  except  those  commodities 
which  we  could  not  produ>:;e  at  all  within  the 
United  States  or  only  at  very  high  cost. 
There  are,  of  course,  many  other  variations 
between  complete  self-sufflciency  and  sub- 
stantial economic  relations  with  other 
friendly  nations  which  are  not  dlsctissed. 

THE  ADVANTAGES   OF  COICPU.TX    ECOMOIUC   BELF- 
BTTFTICIXMCT 

In  a  world  full  of  threats  of  war  probably 
the  greatest  single  advantage  arising  from 
economic  self -sufficiency  \Fould  be  the  com- 
plete freedom  from  any  dependence  on  for- 
eign sources  of  supply  and  the  elimination 
thereby  of  certain  vulnerable  points  in  our 
national  strength. 

Overseas  supply  lines,  as  we  have  learned 
in  two  World  Wars,  are  vulnerable  to  enemy 
attacks.  There  Is  also  the  danger  that  many 
of  our  overseas  sources  of  supply,  partlcu- 
L-irly  those  sources  located  in  southeast  Asia 
and  the  Middle  East,  might  either  be  de- 
stroyed or  seized  by  hostile  forces.  The 
threat  of  having  all  or  a  slgnlflcant  part  of 
our  overseKs^  supplies  of  materials  cut  off  In 
this  manner  and  our  Industrial  production 
thereby  disrupted  would  be  eliminated  by 
economic  aelf-sufflclency  However,  even 
though  our  own  production  would  be  un- 
affected by  the  loss  of  foreign  supply  sources. 
their  loea  would  have  an  adverse  effect  on 
the  industrial  output  of  our  allies,  and  the 
burden  on  our  production  would  be  Increased 
as  we  tried  to  compensate  for  this  decline  In 
our  allies'  output.  Presumably  we  would 
do  this  so  long  as  our  mi:itary  strategy  con- 
tinues to  be  based  on  a  system  of  alliances 
as  It  is  today. 

Development  of  atomic  weapons  has 
reached  the  point  where  our  major  ports  are. 
or  soon  will  t>e.  vulnercble  either  to  air- 
borne or  submarine  attack  which  might  ren- 
der these  ports  useless  fi>r  periods  of  time. 
The  significance  of  this  threat  to  our  security 
would  be  greatly  diminished  by  economic 
self-sufficiency  even  thouijh  we  would  prob- 
ably still  have  need  of  our  ports  for  the 
movement  of  troops  and  supplies  overseas. 

The  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and  to  a  lesser 
extent,  the  Army,  In  the  event  of  war  would 
l-ave  to  devote  some  of  rhelr  forces  to  the 
protection  of  ocean  supply  lines  and  foreign 
sources  of  materials. 

Economic  self-sufficiency  would,  therefore, 
relieve  the  Armed  Forces  of  certain  responsi- 
bilities. Likewise  certair.  of  our  Industrial 
resources  would  be  freed  since  the  need  for 
a  merchant  marine  would  be  reduced.  The 
only  threat  to  our  sourcei.  of  supply  remain- 
ing should  we  attain  self-sufflciency  would 
be  direct  attacks  on  thli  country. 

A  second  benefit  to  be  expected  is  that  cut- 
ting off  International  tr:ide  would  give  an 
extremely  powerful  impetus  to  the  discov- 
ery of  new  domestic  resources  or  the  devel- 
opment of  substitutes  for  imports.  The  sit- 
uation on  petroleum  reserves  Is  a  classic  ex- 
ample of  how  the  apparently  alarming  deple- 
tion of  a  domestic  resource  caused  the  Gov- 
ernment to  give  a  specliil  stimulus  to  new 
discoveries  which  have  caused  proven  re- 
serves to  expand  over  the  years.  CkMnplete 
self -sufficiency  would  cause  this  experience 
to  be  repeated  In  many  other  areas.  The 
development  of  substltut<!a  and  technological 
improvemenU  which  conserve  materials  or 
permit  us  to  use  lower -grade  raw  materials 
have  frequently  {M-evented  us  from  suffering 


the  ooDsequences  from  losses  of  foreign 
sources  of  supply.  Artificial  rubber,  ayn- 
thetlc  textllea.  and  atabrin  are  famous  ex- 
amples of  substitutes  developed  to  replace 
natural  imports.  The  increased  use  of  taco- 
nlte  Is  helping  to  replace  the  depleted  rich 
domestic  Iron  <m«s.  although  at  a  higher 
cost.  It  ahould  be  kept  In  mind,  however, 
that  ending  aU  International  trade  might 
easily  cause  us  to  exhaust  certain  of  our 
natural  resources  much  more  quickly  than 
we  would  if  we  continued  to  meet  part  of 
the  domestic  demand  from  Imports.  Fur- 
thermore, it  Is  likely  that  no  satisfactory 
replacement  Is  possible  for  all  omx  essential 
imports. 

The  third  benefit  to  be  gained  from  eco- 
nomic self-sufficiency  would  be  the  possibility 
that  It  would  Insure  a  more  continuously 
high  level  of  employment.  Although  there 
U  no  way  of  proving  this  point — Indeed 
some  recent  evidence  points  to  the  opposite 
coDduaion,  it  seems  possible  that  by  elimi- 
nating foreign  sources  of  supply  we  would 
generate  a  demand  for  the  domestic  pro- 
duction of  many  of  the  things  which  we 
now  secure  from  abroad.  Any  g^ln  In  em- 
ployment resulting  from  such  a  demand 
would  have  to  be  offset  against  the  loss  of 
employment  resulting  from  ahrinklng  ex- 
port markets  In  order  to  arrive  at  the  net 
effect  of  self-sufficiency  on  domestic  em- 
plojrment.  (It  might  be  considered  con- 
sistent with  a  policy  of  self-sufficiency  to  con- 
tinue grant  aid  to  foreign  countries  for  the 
sake  of  our  political  and  security  require- 
ments even  though  we  had  ceased  to  Import 
from  abroad.  To  the  extent  that  grant  aid 
replaced  normal  dollar  earnings  of  other  na- 
tions arising  from  their  exports  ta  the 
United  States,  the  reduction  in  employment 
r^ultlng  from  declining  exports  wotild  be 
reduced.)  Since  the  United  States  probably 
would  be  an  inefficient  producer  of  a  num- 
ber of  the  things  we  now  Import,  the  real 
cost  of  these  goods  would  be  high,  which 
would  probably  mean  that  a  large  amount 
of  labor  would  be  required  for  their  pro- 
duction. If  the  demand  for  these  goods  did 
not  drop  off  too  severely  as  a  result  of 
higher  prices,  considerable  employment 
might  be  generated,  although  the  low  pro- 
ductivity of  such  labor  would  imply  that 
the  wages  paid  this  labor  would  be  low. 

A  related  benefit  to  the  one  mentioned 
above  would  be  the  elimination  of  a  possi- 
ble element  of  instability  In  the  domestic 
economy.  Economic  fluctuations  in  other 
nations  can  be  transmitted  to  this  Nation 
through  declines  or  Increases  In  the  demand 
for  our  exports,  through  variations  in  prices 
of  our  imports  and  In  other  ways.  (The 
great  slae  of  the  United  States  economy  rela- 
tive to  all  other  free  nations,  even  taken 
together,  however,  indicates  that  we  are 
likely  to  be  the  single  n>oet  important  ele- 
ment in  determining  the  level  of  economic 
activity  In  the  free  world.)  It  Is  possible, 
on  the  other  hand,  that  international  trade 
is  on  balance  a  stabilizing  Influence  on  our 
domestic  economy.  In  any  event,  the  effect 
of  Imports  and  exports  on  the  general  level 
of  economic  activity  in  this  country  Is  slight 
when  compared  with  more  powerful  factors, 
such  as  consumer  spending,  private  invest- 
ment, and  the  Federal  budget. 

There  Is  no  question  but  that  certain  par- 
ticular Interests  In  the  United  States  wotild 
be  greatly  benefited  from  the  termination 
of  all  foreign  trade.  Industries  such  as  lead 
and  zinc  mining,  woolgrowlng,  watch  manu- 
facturing, pottery,  and  hand-blown  glass 
manufacturing,  which  now  produce  less  than 
the  total  domestic  denumd.  would  enjoy  a 
great  expansion  in  the  demand  for  their 
output,  althotigh  they  oould  not  expect  to 
take  over  the  entire  share  of  the  markets 
now  supplied  by  imports. 


nzsAovAHTacxs  or  comflctk  sklm-iuhw  iluuct 

There  are  also  disadvantages  to  aucdi  a 

policy.    Were  there  not,  it  would  be  hard 


to  understand  why  we  had  not  loag  ¥*vr9 
adopted  It. 

The  first  Important  drawteek  to  a  policy 
of  aelf-suOclency  Is  that  It  would  bs  aooom- 
panled  by  a  general  lowerlof  of  our  standanl 
of  living.  The  taak  oT  evaluating  the  coat  of 
this  country  of  a  complete  lossatliiu  oX  Inter- 
national trade  would  be  a  massive  one  whlela 
goes  tHtck  far  beyond  the  scope  ot  this  paper. 
The  pattern  of  production  within  the  coun- 
try would  be  shifted,  in  some  fields  quit* 
markedly,  consumer  preferences  would  alter 
as  imported  products  ceased  to  be  available. 
wage  structures  would  have  to  adjust  to 
reductions  In  output  In  certain  fields  and  to 
Increase  in  others.  It  can  be  said  with  osr- 
talnty,  however,  that  our  standard  of  Uving 
would  decline  with  such  a  stoppage  of  inter- 
national trade.  Some,  posslbty  many,  prices 
would  go  up  and  the  quaUty  of  goods  would 
deteriorate;  wage  levels  woubt  decline  to 
some  extent:  and  the  range  of  goods  aviil- 
able  to  consumers  would  be  restricted.  Tlie 
basic  cause  for  su^  a  decline  In  Uvlng 
standards  goes  to  the  heart  ot  the  theory  of 
international  trade. 

We  engage  In  International  trade  for  the 
same  reason  that  we  have  domestle  trade; 
that  Is  because  as  Individuals  and  m  a 
Nation  we  have  discovered  that  we  can 
secure  the  things  we  want  with  the  least 
effort  by  producing  those  things  at  which  w* 
are  most  efficient  and  trading  our  products 
for  the  specialties  of  others.  This  principle 
of  obtaining  the  biggest  return  for  one's 
efforts  by  concentrating  on  the  things  where- 
in one  is  most  efficient  and  ■E«>H«ng^pg  the 
surplus  of  that  product  for  the  products  of 
others,  applies  to  nations  as  strongly  as  It 
does  to  individuals. 

A  few  Indications  can  be  given  to  whaw 
what  the  effect  might  be  of  stopping  inter- 
national trade.  These  Indlcattona,  whldi 
must  be  heavily  qualified,  are  only  hints, 
and  there  Is  no  pretense  that  the  full  rami- 
fications of  such  a  change  in  our  economle 
life  have  been  considered.  In  19S0  the 
United  States  was  deficient  In  the  domestle 
production  of  raw  materials  to  the  extent 
of  about  9  percent.  th»  balance  being  sup- 
pUed  by  Imparts.  If  it  Is  assumed  that  the 
total  output  of  the  raw  material  consuming 
industries  would  have  been  reduced  by  ap- 
proximately the  same  percentage  In  the  ab- 
sence of  Imports,  the  groes  national  prod- 
uct would  have  been  less  by  roughly  110 
billion  in  that  year.  Since  both  Imports  and 
exports  would  have  been  eliminated,  thla 
$10  billion  drop  would  have  been  offset  by 
the  amount  of  the  export  surpltis  (In  that 
year  it  was  $1.4  billion)  leaving  a  reduction 
in  goods  and  services  available  In  the  United 
States  of  $8.5  billion.  Obviously,  the  actual 
situation  might  not  have  been  this  bad  slnoe 
under  these  circumstances  there  would  have 
been  many  compensating  changes,  such  as 
an  increase  In  the  domestic  output  of  raw 
materials,  a  switch  In  the  pattern  of  eon- 
sumption  of  raw  materials  to  those  Items 
which  are  more  plentiful  In  this  country, 
and  the  development  of  synthetic  substi- 
tutes. These  changes  might  largely  offsst 
the  physical  reduction  in  supply  of  raw 
nuiterials,  but  only  at  higher  casta.  Tbm 
effect  of  the  Increaaed  raw  materials  prices 
alone  may  be  Illustrated  by  the  fact  that  a 
2-cent  increase  per  pound  In  the  price  oC 
basic  metala  would  add  roUghly  92Ji  bUlkm 
to  our  annual  bill  for  these  metals.  Whereas 
the  Nation  was  only  slightly  In  deficit  la 
the  production  of  its  raw  materials  In  1950. 
there  Is  every  Indication  that  our  depend- 
ence on  foreign  sources  of  supply  win  tn- 
creskse  rather  sharply  so  that  the  real  oast  of 
shutting  off  International  trade  will  prob- 
ably go  up  markedly  over  the  yeaiB. 

The  detrimental  effect  of  ending  oar  Inter- 
natlonai  trade  would  be  oansUsrably  ■■«• 
Important  than  Just  ttie  shnrlegs  ea  rmm  asM- 
terlals  which  such  aetioa 
We  would  be  forced  ta  cut  bs«k 
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en  tte  pvodaetkm  of  many  items  wbtn  w» 
art  higUy  «ABl«nt,  for.  «Eainpl«.  many  types 
fit  BMOliliMry  and  major  fana  pioduets  audi 
aa  eoMoB.  irtiaat.  and  tobacco.  Tbaae  types 
vt  ptodnetton  ylald  high  ratums  becausa 
tbay  an  sOelaiit.  We  would  la  turn  azpazid 
ptodneHon  tn  the  relattvaly  IndBdent  InduB- 
trlM  wlilflb  yield  lower  retuma.  It  la  ap- 
parent under  tlieae  conditions  tbat  our  fac- 
torlea  and  farms  would  be  producing  less  to 
aoaaa  SKtent  than  they  now  do..  Declining 
total  ovtimt  can  only  mean  a  falling  stand- 
fVdoriMiW. 

I  indication  of  the  possible  coat  to  the 
'  tn  flnlehed  goods  from  stopping  all 
oaa  be  gained  from  comparing  Import- 
ed and  domsstic  prices  for  comparable  goods. 
DMac  data  prepared  by  the  Tarlfl  Commls- 
Bku  with  the  necessary  adjustments  to  make 
tha  foreign  values  shown  roughly  comparable 
to  domsstle  prtcss.  It  i^pears  likely  that  con- 
auasts  would  have  had  to  pay  $40  million 
mora  In  1900  than  they  actually  expended  to 
buy  the  same  amo\ut  of  china  tableware  If 
they  had  bought  mtlrely  at  domestic  prices. 
This  Is  not  a  prediction  that  they  would  have 
done  so.  but  Is  rather  a  hint  as  to  the  pos- 
sible magnitude  of  the  added  cost.  Similarly 
In  tha  field  of  motorcycles  consumers  in 
1860  would  have  had  to  pay  some  $1  million 
more  than  they  actually  did  If  they  had 
bought  the  same  quantity  of  motorcycles  en- 
tirely at  domestic  prices.  The  total  addi- 
tional OQSt  to  consumers  of  ending  Interna- 
tional trade  could  only  be  guessed  at  after 
a  men  detailed  analysis  of  hundreds  of 
items. 

Attainment  of  economic  self-sufflclency 
very  possibly  might  have  an  adverse  effect 
on  the  vigor  and  productivity  of  the  Amer- 
ican capitalist  Systran  which  in  txim  would 
weaken  our  Industrial  base  for  war  produc- 
tion. Numerous  examples  are  available  both 
at  home  and  abroad  to  show  how  lack  of 
foreign  competition  has  led  to  stagnation  In 
an  Industry.  Watches  and  opticals  are  two 
Important  Indiistrles  in  this  country  which 
dalm  an  lmp(»tant  defense  role.  Foreign 
eompetltlon  in  both  canes  has  been  a  slg- 
nlllcant  element  in  keeping  American  tech- 
nology up  to  date  with  foreign  technology. 
On  a  bigger  scale  one  can  point  to  Trance  as 
*n  example  of  wbat  happens  to  an  entire 
economy  which  systematically  isolates  itself 
from  foreign  competition,  economic  stag- 
nation in  France  is  one  of  the  major  sources 
of  weakness  in  the  whole  free  world  today. 
By  oontraat  otber  Xuropettn  nations  wblcli 
suffered  as  beavUy  as  France  In  the  last  tyio 
wars  have  today  much  more  vigorous  econ- 
omies in  part  as  a  result  of  permitting  more 
free  International  competition. 

Thm  whole  system  of  military  alliances 
on  wbidi  this  Nation  bas  built  its  postwar 
security  eould  be  seriously  weakened  by  a 
United  States  policy  oi.  seeking  self-ruffl- 
oleney.  In  the  flnt  place  it  is  recognized  both 

here  and  abroad  that  the  relationship  of 
giver  and  aid  recipient,  wlxlcb  has  character- 
teed  United  States  relations  with  many  other 
naUons  since  the  end  of  World  War  n  Is 
highly  undesirable  and  damaging  to  good 
relatione  between  nations.  We  have  been 
willing  to  assume  the  burden  of  foreign  aid 
because  we  felt  it  desirable  to  have  friends 
with  strong  economies  and  military  estab- 
lishBMnts.  Other  free  naticms  are  depend- 
ent upon  the  United  SUtes  for  many  raw 
and  manufactured  materials  which  they  now 
finance  largely  by  their  exports  to  us.  U  we 
became  eoonmnlcally  self-sulBclent.  we 
would  be  faced  with  the  choice  of  seeing  the 
military  eatabUShments  of  our  allies  begin  to 
deteriorate  rather  rapidly  (moat  foreign 
economies  are  now  in  suffldently  good  con- 
dition to  be  able  to  survive,  although  with 
lower  standards  of  living,  without  United 
SUtea  esporU  If  they  cut  back  their  mili- 
tary aflorta  aharply;  Japan  Is  probably  the 
major  exception)  or  increasing  our  aid  sub- 
stantially. 


On  psyefaolo^eal  grounds  our  alliances 
would  suffer  from  a  policy  of  economic  self- 
sufficiency.  Other  nations  have  long  been 
fearful  that  t^  United  States  would  return 
to  Isolationism.  It  would  be  bard  to  con- 
vince them  that  our  cultural  and  political 
interests  in  the  rest  of  the  world  were  as 

great  as  ever  after  we  had  closed  one  of  the 
main  channels  of  contact  between  natlens. 

Althoxigh  this  paper  does  not  deal  with  the 
reasons  which  might  cause  this  counitry  to 
desire  economic  self-sxifficiency,  it  is  probable 
that  the  major  reason  usually  given  for  ad- 
vocating this  course  is  the  desire  to 
strengthen  the  Nation  in  the  event  at  war. 
There  should  be  a  brief  discussion,  there- 
fore, of  the  deslrnbllity  of  terminating  inter- 
national economic  relations  prior  to  the 
time  when  such  relations  might  be  ttroken 
off  as  a  result  of  war.  Since  we  only  engage 
in  international  trade  to  the  extent  that  it  is 
profitable  to  the  Nation,  we  can  increase  our 
-  wealth  to  a  greater  extent  by  permittitig  in- 
ternational trade  to  go  on  as  long  as  possible 
than  we  can  by  stopping  it.  If  properly 
used,  this  greater  wealth  can  increase  our 
ability  to  wage  war  rather  than  decreBse  it. 
Furthermore,  we  can  add  to  our  military 
strength  by  Increasing  our  supplies  prior  to 
hostilities  through  imports  of  those  ma- 
terials which  are  useful  to  our  war  potential 
and  which  are  inefficiently  produced  tn  this 
country.  Included  within  this  group  of 
commodities  are  many  raw  materials  and 
certain  manufactured  items. 

If  the  Nation  were  actually  preparing  for 
the  most  efficient  conversion  to  a  wartime 
economy,  we  shoiild  deliberately  seek  to  dis- 
courage domestic  production  in  peacetime  of 
those  things  which  we  will  not  produce  in 
war,  either  because  they  are  luxuries  or  be- 
cause they  depend  for  their  production  on 
Imports  which  would  not  be  available  in  war- 
time. Conversely  we  should  seek  to  expand 
production  beyond  normal  peacetime  needs 
the  industries  whose  production  Is  in  greater 
demand  in  war — e.  g.,  steel,  aluminum,  cer- 
tain chemicals,  etc.  International  trade 
would  be  an  invaluable  counterpart  to  such 
a  program.  In  peacetime  we  could  Satisfy 
through  Imports  the  consumer  demand  for 
those  goods  which  we  would  not  manufac- 
ture while  providing  a  market  in  i>eacetline 
through  exports  for  the  industries  we  wish 
to  expand  In  anticipation  of  abnormally 
large  wartime  demands.  Such  a  pattern  of 
international  tnide  might  have  the  inciden- 
tal advantage  to  us  of  causing  production  of 
goods  not  essential  in  war  to  expand  In  po- 
tentially hostile  countries  while  causing  pro- 
duction of  war  essentials  to  be  retarded  in 
those  countries.  These  considerations  would 
Indicate  that  if  the  United  States  we«e  now 
preparing  to  make  itself  as  self-sufficient  as 
possible  in  war.  it  should  probably  aeelc  to 
expand  international  trade  prior  to  the  war. 

TWO  MODIFICATIONS  ON  COMPLETE  ECONOMIC 

EmCIENCY 

The  first  variation  involving  something 
less  than  complete  self-sufflclency  would  be 
to  make  an  economic  entity  out  of  the  West- 
ern Hemisphere  or  a  major  portion  thereof. 

The  Western  Hemisphere  as  a  self-con- 
tained unit  would  be  free  of  many  of  the 
drawbacks  which  face  economic  self-suffl- 
clency for  the  United  States  alone.  The 
Western  Hemisphere  is  much  more  nearly 
self-sufficient  In  raw  materials  than  the 
United  States.  Being  a  larger  area  than  the 
United  States,  it  would  be  less  injured  by 
the  reduction  in  economic  competition,  and 
there  would  be  more  opportunity  within 
the  areas  for  specializing  on  produciag  the 
things  at  which  each  nation  is  most  effi- 
cient. The  military  advantages  and  disad- 
vantages of  this  possibility  would  hSve  to 
be  considered. 

There  is  one  fatal  difficulty  in  this  pro- 
posal which  probably  would  prevent  its  ever 
becoming  a  reality;  the  other  nations  in 
the  hemisphere,  or  at  least  very  important 


ones,  would  not  willingly  agree  to  such  an 
arrangement.  There  would  be  for  one  thing 
serious  economic  drawbacks  in  such  an  ar- 
rangement for  several  nations,  particularly 
in  Latin  America,  Brazil,  Chile,  aOd  Argen- 
tina, for  example,  all  have  big  markets  out- 
side the  Western  Hemisphere.  Many  of  their 
products  are  also  exported  by  tbe  United 
States.  They  would  therefore  suffer  hard- 
ships by  the  loss  of  non-Western  Hmnispheric 
markets.  The  United  States  might  compen- 
sate them  for  this  loss  but  the  heavy  cost 
would  raise  doubts  as  to  the  worth  of  the 
policy. 

There  are  political  forces  which  would  also 
work  against  making  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere a  self-sufficient  bloc.  The  ties  of 
the  commonwealth  are  still  strong,  so  there, 
is  little  reason  to  believe  that  Canada  would 
agree  to  a  system  which  would  cut  her  off 
econotnlcally  from  the  other  comcSonwealth 
countries.  To  the  south  we  find  bo<.h  friend- 
liness and  willingness  to  cooperate  with  us 
and  also  considerable  resentment  of  what 
is  considered  Yankee  imperialism.  Argen- 
tina is  deliberately  trying  to  organize  an 
anti-United  States  bloc  in  South.  America. 
Some  of  the  other  big  Latin  American  na- 
tions have  been  cultivating  their  relations 
with  Western  European  nations  recently  as 
a  counterweight  to  American  influence.  Ih 
such  a  situation  an  attempt  by  the  United 
States  to  form  a  self-sufficient  economic 
grouping  of  nations  in  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere would  seem  almost  certain  to  provoke 
a  strong  anti-United  States  reaction.  This 
modification  of  complete  economic  self-suffi- 
ciency, therefore,  appears  not  to  be  feasible. 

The  other  possibility  would  involve  at- 
taining as  complete  a  degree  of  economic 
self-sufficiency  as  possible  while  still  im- 
porting those  materials  which  it  would  be 
impossible  or  very  costly  to  produce  in  this 
country.  This  modification  would  avoid  the 
difficulties  which  would  arise  under  complete 
self-sufficiency  from  not  being  able  to  re- 
place certain  Imported  items  front  domestic 
sources,  but  it  would  also  reduce  the  mili- 
tary advantages  of  self-sufficiency  since  the 
dependence  on  foreign  sources  of  materials 
would  not  have  been  ended.  Indeed  such  a 
policy  might  ba\'e  the  serious  disadvantage 
of  pinpointing  for  a  potential  enemy  exactly 
ttiose  imported  Items  which  it  would  be  most 
difficult  for  us  to  replace. 

There  is  real  question  as  to  whether  such 
a  policy  could  be  successful  because  of  the 
likelihood  that  the  nations  which  are  the 
materials  suppliers  would  not  agr^  to  sup- 
ply xu.  only  with  raw  materials.  Most  of  the 
nations  which  are  the  main  suppliers  of  raw 
materials  resent  a  relationship  in  which  they 
are  only  suppliers  of  raw  materials,  and  they 
are  seeking  to  industrialize  their  economies. 
Furthermore,  many  of  the  areas  Which  are 
major  suppliers  of  materials  are  associated 
With  Western  European  nations  Which  are 

anxious  to  sell  their  manufactured  goods  to 
the  United  States.  These  European  nations 
mlgl:  t  not  agree  to  have  the  territories  and 
countries  associated  with  them  supply  mate- 
rials to  the  United  States  when  tShe  parent 
countries  have  little  or  no  economic  rela- 
tions with  the  United  States.  It  is  entirely 
possible  that  the  other  free  nations  would 
set  out  purjxjsefully  to  make  themselves  eco- 
nomically indeF>endent  of  us  if  we  sought  to 
make  ourselves  largely  Independent  of  them. 
It  is  certainly  possible,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  other  nations  when  faced  with  a  grad- 
ual decline  in  United  States  imp()rts  would 
strive  even  more  vlgorotisly  to  maiatain  their 
dollar-earning  capacity  which  would  cause 
them  to  maintain  or  expand  their  exports 
of  raw  materials  to  the  United  States.  All 
the  same,  a  policy  which  restricted  United 
states  imports  to  raw  materials  would  un- 
doubtedly re-create  a  dollar  shortage  prob- 
lem which  would  tend  to  causa  all  non- 
dollar nations  to  expand  their  trade  with 
each  other  in  order  to  secure  the  materials 
which  they  otherwise  might  buy  from  us. 
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This  development  could  %o  on  to  the  extent 
that  our  access  to  foreign  raw  materials 
might  be  slgnlflcantiy  reduced. 

Like  the  first  modification  of  complete 
economic  self-sufficiency,  therefore,  the  sec- 
ond possibility  appears  to  face  Important, 
practical  obstacles.  If  the  above  analysis  Is 
correct,  one  would  probably  have  to  assume 
that  there  would  be  a  great  chance,  should 
we  ever  set  out  to  attain  a  large  degree  of 
economic  self-sufflclency.  that  the  process 
would  be  difficult  to  arrest  and  might  go  on 
to  a  state  of  complete  self-sufficiency. 


Eifhty-Uiird  Coafress,  2d  Session: 
AccoBplisknents  Worthy  To  Be  Re- 
membered 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  CUFTON  (CLIFF)  YOUNG 

or  NEVADA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATTVES 

Friday.  August  20,  19S4 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  has 
been  aptly  said  that  there  are  two 
dangers  to  the  American  form  of  govern- 
ment. The  first  is  a  Communist  con- 
spiracy which  threatens  our  way  of  life: 
the  second  is  the  growing  complexity  of 
our  Government  which  makes  it  difficult 
for  citizens  to  know  what  is  being  done 
on  their  behalf. 

Therefore,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  believe  It  my 
responsibility  as  Nevada's  Representative 
in  Congress  to  make  this  report  to  the 
people  of  my  State  on  overall  accom- 
plishments during  the  2d  session  of  the 
83d  Congress. 

Representative  government  can  work 
only  if  the  people  are  well  informed.  If 
we  are  to  keep  this  experiment  in  free- 
dom from  p>erishlng  at  the  hands  of  our 
enemies,  It  Is  imperative  that  the  peo- 
ple know  what  Is  beinp  accomplished  at 

the  national  level  and  the  direction  in 
which  we  are  moving.  With  this  thought 
in  mind.  I  am  going  to  summarize 
achievements  which  I  believe  will  be  of 
particular  interest  to  the  people  of 
Nevada. 

XKmNATIONAt   ArrAIXB 

First,  I  should  like  to  speak  on  develop- 
ments in  the  international  field.    For  the 

first  time  in  17  years  there  are  no  wars 
being  fought  in  the  world.  Our  foreign 
policy  is  based  on  i^olution.  firmness. 

patience,  and,  above\aU,  upon  strength. 
Our  Government  has  been  working 
diligently  toward  the  formation  of  the 
European  Defense  Community:  a  settle- 
ment is  near  on  the  Iranian  oil  problem 
and  the  British  dispute  In  the  Suez  Canal 
area;  the  Communist  threat  in  Guate- 
mala has  been  stopped.  Although  the 
situation  remains  tease  in  Korea  and 
Indochina,  a  regional  pact  of  the  anti- 
Communist  nations  of  this  area  appears 
to  offer  the  best  hope  for  peace,  and  Its 
formation  Is  being  steadfastly  pursued  by 
our  Government. 

JCUTUAL  SrCt'KlTT 

The  83d  Congress  continued  the 
mutual  security  program,  but  on  a 
E  reatly  reduced  basis.  The  total  amount 
voted  was  $2.7  billion.     Of  this  sum,  85 


percent  was  allocated  directly  or  indi- 
rectly for  military  assistance. 

While  I  voted  to  continue  authority 
for  this  program,  I  opposed  appfspria- 
tlons  when  it  appeared  that  the  Foreign 
Operations  Administration,  as  A  result  of 
loose  bookkeeping  procedures,  could  not 
present  to  Congress  an  accurate  and 
businesslike  record  of  its  financial  trans- 
actions. Furthermore,  it  was  shown  that 
even  if  additional  funds  were  not  appro- 
priated this  year,  the  program  could  be 
continued  for  another  18  to  24  months  by 
using  the  unexpended  and  unobligated 
funds  on  hand. 

I  concluded,  therefore,  that  the  ques- 
tion of  additional  appropriations  should 
be  deferred  until  next  year,  when  Con- 
gress receives  a  clearer  picture  of  finan- 
cial requirements.  With  so  much  belt 
tightening  here  at  home,  it  seemed  unfair 
to  ask  American  taxpayers  to  give  addi- 
tional money  to  an  agency  which  already 
has  more  than  it  will  use  during  the  next 
18  months. 

NATIONAL  sEcuarrr 

Our  national  security  program  is  a 
subject  of  paramount  interest  to  all 
Americans.  While  economies  have  been 
effected  in  the  armed  services,  they  have 
not  been  made  by  sacrificing  our 
strength.  Only  the  fat  and  waste  have 
been  removed;  the  sinew  and  muscle  of 
our  military  strength  have  been  im- 
proved with  the  changes. 

Our  air  strength  is  today  superior  to 
that  of  any  other  nation,  and  a  power- 
ful air  force  will  continue  to  be  the  cor- 
nerstone of  our  security  program. 

For  the  first  time  in  many  years  we 
are  making  plans  for  a  strong,  weU- 
equlpped  Reserve  force — ready  for  in- 
stant action.  Although  our  primary  pur- 
pose is  to  deter  military  aggression,  our 
military  experts  recognize  the  possibility 
of  either  small  brush-flre  wars  or  all- 
out  conflicts.  They  have  planned  ac- 
cordingly. 

ECONOMIC  HEALTH 

Mr.  Speaker,  with  civilization  under 
the  greatest  siege  in  history,  it  is  apc>ar- 
ent  our  country  faces  a  period  of  pro- 
longed peril.  The  so-called  New  Look  in 
our  preparedness  plans  means  merely 
that  it  Is  a  security  program  for  the  long 
pull. 

Because  military  strength  and  eco- 
nomic health  are  indivisible,  I  should  like 

also  to  discuss  the  condition  of  our 
national  economy. 

There  are  those  who  predicted  that 

the  transition  from  wartime  to  peace- 
time economy  could  not  be  made  with- 
out a  severe  depression.  Events  of  the 
past  j^ear  have  proved  they  were  wrong. 
Today  the  Nation's  economic  health  is 
good  and  getting  better. 

The  elimination  of  unnecessary 
spending  and  the  enactment  of  sound 
legislation  In  the  fields  of  taxation, 
housing,  atomic  energy,  highway  de- 
velopment, public  works,  and  agriculture 
have  strengthened  our  economy.  We 
have  again  demonstrated  the  ability  and 
resourcefulness  of  democratic  govern- 
ment to  meet  and  dispose  of  problems 
that  face  us. 

TAX  KB)TrcnoNS 

In  the  field  of  taxation,  the  83d  Con- 
gress was  responsible  for  the  biggest  tax 


cuts  in  the  history  of  our  coun^— 
nearly  tiy^  billion. 

For  the  first  time  In  78  yeazs  there 
was  a  complete  revision  of  our  tax  laws. 
Benefits  to  taxpayers  include  inefeaaed 

allowance  for  medical  expenses,  exemp- 
tion of  retirement  Inc^ome  for  peracms 
over  65  years  of  age.  and  deductions  for 
widowed  mothers  who  work  and  must 
pay  for  child  care,  to  mention  only  a  few 
of  the  3,000  changes. 

Congi-ess  also  removed  and  reduced 
the  annoying  taxes  on  items  such  as 
washing  machines,  telephone  calls, 
ladies'  handbags,  baby  oils,  cosmetics, 
jewelry,  cigarette  lighters,  and  many 
other  things  that  we  purchaae  daily.  I 
will  be  pleased  to  send  a  more  detailed 
explanation  on  tax  changes  to  thoee  who 
write  to  my  office. 

These  tax  cuts  were  made  possible 
only  by  reductions  in  Government  ex- 
penditures and  elimination  of  unneces- 
sary jobs.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that 
more  Federal  jobs  were  abolished  than 
there  are  people  in  the  entire  State  of 
Nevada. 

ATOmc   ZNKBCT 

Shackles  were  removed  from  develop- 
ment of  atomic  energy  Ijy  amending  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946.  This  legis- 
lation should  hasten  the  day  when  the 
atom  will  become  the  tireless  servant  of 
mankind,  instead  of  a  threat  to  its  exist- 
ence. 

The  new  law  eliminates  Government 
monopoly  in  the  field  of  atomic  energy, 
and  permits  International  cooperation 
for  both  peacetime  and  military  pur- 
poses. 

BOUSING 

With  the  passage  of  the  Housing  Act 
of  1954,  it  should  be  easier  for  Nevada 
citizens  to  buy  their  own  homes.  The 
law  provides  for  lower  down  pasonents. 
extended  mortgage  periods,  and  other 
advanUges.  Also,  loopholes  which  per- 
mitted past  abuses  were  closed. 

This  legislation  should  result  in  an 

unprecedented  period  of  home  construc- 
tion. Certainly  nothing  could  do  more 
to  prevent  the  spread  of  socialism  or 
communism  than  making  it  possible  for 
every  American  citizen  to  own  a  home. 

ACKICTn.Tl7KX 

An  important  achievement  of  the  83d 
Congress  was  the  adoption  of  a  flexible 
price-support  program  for  agriculture. 

with  supports  from  82.5  percent  to  90 
percent  of  parity. 

The  high,  rigid  support  program  of 
recent  years  resulted  in  huge  surpluses. 
These  surpluses  not  only  drained  our 
soil  resources,  but  now  cost  the  Govern- 
ment— and  the  American  taxpayers — 
$7(K).000  a  day  for  storage  costs  alone. 

Of  interest  to  the  Nevada  wool  indus- 
try Is  the  provision  made  for  incentive 
payments  to  wool  producers,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  guaranteeing  a  miniTpum  domes- 
tic production  for  national  defense  pur- 
poses. 

COMMTTNISlf 

Several  legislative  blows  were  struck 
at  communism  by  the  enactment  of  bUls 
that  outlaw  the  Ccmimunist  Party;  grant 
Immunity  to  fifth-amendment  witnesses 
to  compel  testimony ;  deprive  persons  of 
rights  as  American  citizens,  upon  con- 
viction of  subversive  activities;  increase 
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for  sutorenlirB  Jtcttvltics;  and 
the  tbne  befoiv  the  atotole  <tf 


Wttli  rigam  to  tliis  latter  proviaioa. 
yMTfHIl  nmD  tittt  Alter  HIM  oouki  not 
kelrlid  for  emkwgr  beeanae  tbe  stat- 
vt»  of  Ifiltattnno  prenrntod^Wia  on  thte 
atiayju.  Bb  was  finally  convteted  odt  per» 
Jury  before  a  cningrfiaricwnil  eanunittee. 

A  aetlai  of  mtaaor  taUls  Increaaed  the 
penaltf  for  harboring  fugitlTei.  required 
ndalEmllDn  of  prluUug  equUane&t  used 
for  prihWetilwc  wilfveialve  or  Oommunist 
.and  provided  fa:  special  actioii 
to  tbe  Chnrenmient's  present 
lofalty  and  leearity  program  to  keep 
subrerahice  out  of  defense  plants. 

In  addition,  more  tban  2,400  security 
tWtt  bave  been  renof ed  from  FMeral 
icba;  and  the  Department  of  Jostioe 
has  sought  out  and  conTleted  41  top  lead- 
ers of  the  communist  Party,  and  has  de- 
ported 105  BubveiBlrea — an  within  the 
brief  period  of  the  past  18  months. 


Veterans'  compensation  and  pension 
benefits  have  been  increased  and  im- 
proved; the  time  extended  withm  which 
disabled  v^orans  may  secure  vocational 
edunUtan;  and  a  record  number  of  beds 
provided  for  hospitalisation  of  omr  vet- 


AMB  aanjMMP  ■rriiBimrr 

The  social  security  program  was  ex- 
panded and  benefits  Increased.  If  de- 
tails of  these  changes  are  desired,  I  will 
be  glad  to  furnish  them  upon  request 
to  my  ofllee. 

Similar  action  was  taken  with  respect 
to  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act. 

BOBTRAL  CAU  AITS  VOCATIONAI. 
BBKABIUTATIOlf 

The  hospital  construction  program  was 
continued  and  more  funds  appropriated 
for  medical  research.  I  regret  that  time 
does  not  permit  me  to  tell  of  the  out- 
standing gains  being  made  in  the  battle 
against  cancer,  heart  disease,  and  ottier 
diseases  by  your  Oovemment. 

Tlie  vocational  rehabilitation  progmn 
was  strengthened  as  Congress  provided 
for  ^  greatly  expanded  program  in  the 
years  ahead  to  aid  disabled  persfms  in 
becoming  economically  Independent. 

aacLAicATioN  AWB  nooo  oomaoL 

Ifr.  Speaker,  I  should  like  now  to  dis- 
cuss matters  which  are  in  some  ways 
of  more  direct  concern  to  the  people  of 
Nevada. 

I  was  pleased  to  support  in  the  83d 
Consress  the  following  reclamation  and 
flood  control  measures  of  benefit  to  my 
State:  $118,000  appropriate*,  for  recla- 
mation work  on  the  Humboldt  River  in 
the  vldnity  of  Battle  Mountain;  $40,000 
appropriated  for  flood  control  planning 
at  Matthews  Canyon  in  Uncoln  Coun- 
ty; authorized  flood  c<mtroI  work  on  the 
Trudcee  River  in  the  so-called  Washoe 
project;  oontinued  work  on  the  Las  V^as 

pumping  project,  a  study  to  find  ways 
of  using  water  from  Lake  Mead.  The 
final  report  on  this  study  is  scheduled 
for  January  19S6. 

Also,  legation  was  aiH;>roved  grant- 
ing rifiA>t8-<rf-way  to  the  Las  Vegas  Val- 
ley Water  District,  to  bring  water  from 
Lake  Mead  to  the  Las  Vegas  area. 


A.  reclamation  measure  was  passed  by 
the  House  to  encourage  joint  Foderal- 
State  and  local  cooperation  in  small 
reclamation  projects  up  to  $5  million  in 
siae.  This  law  would  have  resutted  in 
both  economy  and  decen<3raUzati<m.  but 
unf ortunatdy  failed  to  obtain  Senate  ap- 
IMTOval  in  the  closing  di^s  of  this  session. 
rvBuc  lAKoa 

With  nearly  85  percent  of  Nervada's 
total  area  imder  Federal  control,  we  are 
vitolly  c<HM;emed  with  the  admiaistra- 
tion  of  this  great  natural  resource.  A 
Jungle  of  outdated  laws  and  InsufBcient 
personnel  in  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  are  hampering  propier  ad- 
ministration of  the  public  domain. 
Reorganization  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  and  assignment  of  more 
personnel  to  Nevada  have  helped  con- 
siderably in  this  situation.  But  more 
employees  are  needed  to  clear  the  back- 
lc«  of  pending  claims  and  a  number  of 
changes  in  existing  laws  are  necessary. 

I  sponsored  a  bill  to  establish  a  com- 
mission to  make  a  complete  study  of 
some  5.000  public-land  laws  and  bring 
them  up  to  date.  Countless  confBcts  in 
southern  Nevada  between  small  tract  ap- 
plicants and  mining  claimants  po&nt  up 
the  need  for  prompt  action  in  this  field. 

A  serious  problem  in  northern  and 
central  Nevada  Is  the  presence  of  haloge- 
ton,  a  poisonous  weed  which  is  dangerous 
to  the  livestock  industry. 

I  assisted  in  a  successful  move  to  re- 
store funds  for  the  halogeton  control 
program.  A  large  part  of  the  total  ap- 
propriation will  be  spent  in  Nevada. 

A  grazing  bill  which  would  have  pro- 
vided greater  stability  to  livestock  oper- 
ations of  Nevada's  sheep  and  cattle 
growers  was  defeated  in  the  closing  days 
of  Congress. 

IftNING 

The  83d  Congress  enacted  a  nuiltiple 
mineral  development  bill — Public  Law 
No.  585 — wlUch  will  open  additional 
lands  for  mining  claims  in  Nevada  and 
eliminate  doubts  heretofore  arising  over 
the  validity  of  claims  based  on  a  dis- 
covery of  uranium. 

Because  of  the  complex  nature  of  this 
bill,  which  changes  basic  mining  law,  I 
prepared  a  summary  of  it  for  Nevada 
miners.  Copies  have  been  sent  to  each 
county  recorder  in  o\u-  State  for  distri- 
bution when  mining  claimants  file  their 
affidavits  of  performance  of  annual  as- 
sessment work.  Additional  copies  are 
available  from  my  office. 

Encouragement  has  been  given  western 
mizkers  by  the  President's  announcement 
of  a  new  stockpiling  program  based  on 
long-range  security  requirements.  Al- 
though this  will  be  of  some  assistance, 
new  laws  will  be  required  in  the  future 
to  protect  our  mining  Industry  from  the 
vmfair  competition  of  foreign  imports. 

Specifically,  legislation  is  necesiary  to 
give  our  lead  and  zinc  industry  stability, 
and  to  prevent  the  violent  ups  and  downs 
that  have  plagued  the  lead  and  zinc  pro- 
ducers in  the  past.  In  foreign-aid  legis- 
lation, Congress  ended  a  policy  f(^owed 
for  many  years  of  using  United  States 
money  to  build  up  mines  in  foreign  coun- 
tries which  later  compete  with  American 
producers. 


AMTX-CAKBUMO  SILLS 


A  number  of  antl-gambllng  bills  were 
Introduced  in  both  Houses,  several  of 
which,  if  enacted,  would  have  bad  a  dis- 
astrous effect  upon  the  legalised  gam- 
bling industry  in  Nevada.  I  appeared  at 
several  committee  hearings,  testifying  on 
a  bill  Introduced  by  Representative 
Kkatiitg,  of  New  York,  which  presented 
the  most  direct  threat  to  Nevada's  gam- 
bling industry.  I  am  glad  to  rtport  that 
we  were  able  to  work  out  an  amendment 
which  would  have  protected  Nevada's  in- 
dustry from  the  effects  of  this  measure. 
Willie  the  adjournment  of  Congress  pre- 
vented passage  this  session.  It  can  be 
expected  that  similar  legislation  will  be 
introduced  in  a  future  Congress. 

HIGHWAYS   AND  AIX  TKANSPOKtATION 

The  Federal  Highway  Act  passed  by 
the  83d  Congress  provides  for  an  ex- 
penditure of  $966  million  during  each  of 
the  next  2  years  for  highway  construc- 
tion. This  is  the  greatest  sum  of  money 
ever  authorized  for  this  purpose.  It  will 
mean  that  the  State  of  Nevada  will  re- 
ceive approximately  $8,719,541  for  each 
of  the  next  2  years. 

Air  transportation  also  receiTed  assist- 
ance this  year  when  Congress  voted  to 
continue  the  Federal  aid-to-aifport  pro- 
gram. This  should  be  of  assistance 
to  communities  like  Reno  and  Elko, 
where  municipal  airport  development  is 
planned. 

I  was  successful  In  obtaining  passage 
of  my  amendment  in  the  House  for  the 
appropriation  of  $69,449  to  cover  dam- 
ages caused  by  Federal  Oovemment 
planes  to  the  Elko  Municipal  Airport  in 
1952. 

INDIANS 

I  am  proud  to  report  that  the  83d 
Congress  made  a  better  record  toward 
Improving  conditions  of  our  Indian  citi- 
zens than  any  Congress  since  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
over  100  years  ago.  Legislation  was  en- 
acted to  provide  for  termination  of  Fed- 
eral control  over  some  10,000  Indians 
during  the  next  few  years. 

The  bill  which  I  introduced  and  which 
afTected  certain  Nevada  colonies  and 
reservations,  was  not  perfected  prior 
to  adjournment.  However,  valuable 
groundwork  was  done.  Still  to  be 
worked  out  are  provisions  far  Federal 
contributions  for  welfare  services  to  In- 
dians during  the  transition  period,  and 
improvements  to  be  made  prior  to  ter- 
mination of  Federal  control.  The  ty- 
phoid case  at  the  Elko  colony  and  the 
lack  of  authority  of  local  health  officials 
to  institute  proper  health  measures,  in- 
dicates need  for  prompt  action  in  this 
field. 

OKE  HUNDRED  PERCENT  VOTOfC  RECORD 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  sorry  that  time  does 
not  permit  greater  detail  on  many  of 
these  measures;  and  there  are  other 
items  of  importance  which  I  have  not 
been  able  to  discuss.  However,  I  am 
planning  a  tour  of  my  State  following 
adjournment,  when  I  will  be  able  to  pre- 
sent personally  further  information  to 
my  constituents. 

It  is  my  belief  and  hope  that  most 
Nevadans  will  approve  in  general  the 
measures  I  have  supported,    "niere  per-^ 
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haps  will  be  smne  bills  or  parts  of  legis- 
lation enacted  by  the  Congress  which 
will  not  receive  the  unqmlifled  approval 
of  all  of  my  constituents.  Mr.  Speaker. 
this  is  to  be  expected  in  a  legislative  body 
made  up  of  435  Representotives  from  48 
States  and  all  walks  of  life.  The  com- 
promise of  conflicting  and  differing  view- 
points is  an  indispensable  part  of  demo- 
cratic process.  However,  I  should  like 
the  citizens  of  my  Stole  to  know  that  in 
my  efforts  to  represent  them  faithfully 
I  have  been  present  for  every  roll  call 
vote  during  my  term  in  ofBce. 

I  trust  that  the  record  of  accomplish- 
ment outlined  in  this  report  will  be  of 
interest  to  them ;  I  sincerely  hope  it  will 
assist  in  an  understanding  of  the  some- 
times conftising  picturt;  of  their  National 
Le«?islature. 

Engraved  on  the  wa]l  over  the  Speak- 
er's rostrum  is  a  quotation  from  Daniel 
Webster,  which  reads: 

Let  us  develop  the  resources  of  our  land. 
call  forth  Its  powers,  build  up  Its  institutions, 
promote  aU  Its  great  Interests,  and  see 
whether  we  also  In  our  <lay  and  generation 
may  not  perform  something  worthy  to  be 
remembered. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  that  the  83d 
Congress  has  performed  well  in  its  efforts 
to  follow  the  advice  of  this  great 
American. 
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EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  GEORGE  H.  BENDER 

or  OHIO 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  RIPRESENTATIVES 

Friday.  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  every- 
one who  has  studied  tlie  Kremlin's  basic 
policies  insists  that  the  one  elenlent 
which  matters  in  the  thinking  of  the 
Communist  clan  is  the  knowledge  that 
deterrent  force  is  available  to  cut  them 
down  to  size.  Nothing  in  the  history  of 
the  recent  past  suggests  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  Moscow  powers  will  re- 
spect the  integrity  of  small  nations  in 
any  degree,  unless  the  prospect  of  su- 
perior force  provided  by  large  nations  is 
on  the  horizon. 

Red  China  is  making  loud  noises  on 
the  subject  of  Formosfi.  Her  intentions 
are  clear,  no  matter  how  much  we  may 
seek  to  delude  ourselves  on  the  ques- 
tion. China  means  to  seize  Formosa  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment,  and  she 

is  waiting  only  for  the  opportimlty. 
Here  is  a  case  where  the  difference  be- 
tween American  foreign  policy  under 
Pre*dent  Eisenhower  and  oiu"  policy  un- 
der former  President  Harry  Truman  be- 
comes evident.  We  did  not  clarify  our 
intentions  in  1950,  and  the  Chinese  con- 
strued our  silence  as  an  open  inviU- 
tion  to  aggression  in  Korea.  This  time, 
we  have  spoken,  and  no  one  will  be  able 
to  say  that  Uncle  Sam  remained  silent 
when  he  had  a  duty  to  speak. 

Our  Seventh  Fleet  is  protecting  For- 
mosa.    This  is  the  order.     Red  China 


knows  It  Moscow  knows  it.  If  any  at- 
tack is  made  on  the  Island,  we  shall  re- 
sist it  becatise  we  must.  The  Free 
World's  future  Is  at  stake.  No  new 
Commtmlst  aggression  will  go  unchal- 
lenged, and  the  knowledge  of  this  truth 
Is  the  greatest  deterrent  we  can  present 
to  the  Reds  in  our  time. 


RepMt  to  Coastihicats  of  tbc  12tli  Coa- 
fressional  District  of  New  York 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  FRANCIS  E.  DORN 

or  NEW  TOKK 

IN  THE  BOUSE  OF  RKPR£8ENTATIVB8 

Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  DORN  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
since  my  elecUon  to  Congress.  I  have 
endeavored  to  remain  in  close  contact 
with  the  people  of  the  12th  Congressional 
District  whom  I  have  the  honor  to  rep- 
resent. 

My  congressiorial  offlce  here  in  Wash- 
ington and  my  offlce  in  the  Federal 
Building  in  Brooklyn  have  been  open  to 
them  at  all  times.  It  has  been  my  aim 
to  assist  them  in  their  problems  with 
the  Federal  Oovemment.  I  have  not 
waited  for  my  constituents  to  seek  me. 
Sometime  ago  I  attached  a  trailer  to  my 
car  and  I  have  traveled  throughout  the 
district  giving  to  each  and  every  person 
an  opportunity  to  present  to  me  his  or 
her  problem  and  to  inform  me  of  their 
views  and  advise  me  how  they  thought 
I  might  be  of  the  greatest  service  to 
them  and  the  community  in  which  we 
Uve. 

Shortly  after  the  President  delivered 
his  stete  of  the  Union  message  this  year. 
I  mailed  a  questionnaire  to  the  regis- 
tered voters  of  the  district,  requesting 
that  they  express  their  opinions  concern- 
ing the  legislative  program  the  Presi- 
dent had  recommended.  I  deeply  ap- 
preciate the  assistance  which  I  received 
from  the  thousands  of  voters  who  re- 
plied to  the  questionnaire.  Knowing  the 
will  of  the  people,  as  their  representa- 
tive, I  was  enabled  to  vote  so  as  to  re- 
flect their  views.  It  is  also  my  pleasure 
to  report  that  the  answers  were  over- 
whelmingly in  support  of  the  President's 
program. 

Now  that  the  83d  Congress  is  complet- 
ing its  work.  I  believe  it  only  fair  to  let 
the  people  of  my  district  know  of  my 
efforts  to  serve  them,  and  in  sui^jMrt 
of  the  President's  program,  I  have  pre- 
pared a  report  which  I  submit  to  the 
House,  and  which  I  shall  give  as  wide 
circulation  as  possible  in  the  12th  New 
York  Congressional  District. 

The  duties  and  rfaqy>nsibilities  of  a 
member  of  the  majority  are  heavy.  Con- 
stant attendance  at  committee  meeCiz«s 
and  a  great  deal  of  study  is  necessitated. 
My  committee.  Merchant  liaiizie  and 
Fisheries,  has  met  most  regularly  and 
has  fostered  important  measures  kxiking 
toward  the  improvement  of  tbe  condi- 
tion of  our  depleted  mercbajit  manne. 
The  committee  initiated  action  to  make 
the  Merchant  Marine  Academy  at  Kings 


Point.  N.  Y.,  a  permanent  service  Institu- 
tion. 

In  addition.  I  wish  to  report  that  bills 
which  I  personally  sponsored  have  been 
enacted  into  law.  One  of  the  bills  was  a 
measure  to  Increase  the  penalties  for 
smuggling,  from  $5,000  to  810.000,  and  the 
term  of  impriaonment  th«refor  from  2 
years  to  6  years.  The  bill  was  strongly 
urged  by  the  Treasury  Department 
Also  enacted  was  my  proposal  for  Con- 
gress to  authorise  the  President  to  pre- 
sent a  gold  medal  to  Irving  Berlin  in 
recognition  of  his  services  in  oompostng 
many  patriotic  songs,  including  God 
Bless  America.  Legislation  to  assist 
some  of  our  future  citiams.  as  well  as 
other  persons  whose  difficulties  could 
only  be  resolved  by  the  Congress,  has  also 
been  part  of  my  program. 

In  addition  to  the  legislation  which  I 
personally  sponsored,  I  am  proud  of  my 
membership  in  the  Republican  88d  Con- 
gress, which  has  become  known  as  the 
"can  do"  Congress,  for  it  has  established 
an  outstanding  record  of  legislative 
achievement.  The  Fair  Deal  spending 
spree  has  been  halted :  inflation  has  been 
checked;  long-suffering  taxpayers  will 
benefit  from  the  first  comprehensive  tax 
revision  in  this  century:  national  defense 
has  been  tightened ;  social-security  bene- 
fits have  been  expanded ;  homeownership 
has  been  made  easier;  the  St.  Lawrence 
Seaway  is  on  the  wyr  to  reality;  Commu- 
niste  and  security  risks  have  been  ex- 
pelled from  Oovemment;  and  the  people 
have  at  long  last  seen  honesty,  integrity, 
and  forihrightness  restored  in  Washing- 
ton  Above  aU.  the  Nation  Is  at  peace. 

The  record  of  accomplishments  by  the 
Republican  Congress  is  a  long  one.  but 
here  is  a  summary  of  major  achieve- 
ments: 

Taxes:  Taxes  are  being  reduced  by 
nearly  $7,500,000,000  this  year— the 
largest  savings  to  taximyers  in  any  year 
in  our  history.  These  tex  savings  have 
been  achieved  in  this  way :  A  10-peroent 
cut  in  individual  iiu»me  taxes,  effective 
January  1.  1954.  and  the  ending  of  the 
corporation  excess-profits  tax  on  Decem- 
ber 31,  1953.  both  of  which  were  made 
possible  as  the  result  of  slashes  made  in 
the  previous  administration's  spending 
program ;  the  excise-tax  reduction,  effec- 
tive AprU  1.  1954.  which  lowered  rates  on 
most  items  to  10  percent  and  on  house- 
hold appliances  to  5  percent;  and  the 
general  tax  revision,  giving  $S27  million 
relief  to  individuals  and  $53C  million  re- 
hex  to  conwrations. 

Social  security:  A  greatly  expanded 
and  improved  social  security  program 
will  bring  under  coverage  approxlaiatdy 
9  million  more  of  our  dtiseas.  who  will 
also  receive  the  increased  bencOts  pro- 
vided by  the  new  law. 

Housing:  The  Republican  83d  Con- 
gress approved  a  bousing  program  vlitcb 
will  greatly  accelerate  private  baJkUng. 
principally  through  towered  duiupay- 
ments  oo  boCh  aid  mud  new  PHA-«p- 
proved  hoiBes.  with  10  addttkmal 
to  repay  mortgages.  Congress  alsi 
Tided  for  a  1-ycar  txUnaim  idOmi 
honnng  f  catoes  €d  tbe 
thcr.  ttie  widespread  szaft 
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rtlTlfwrrl  and  remedial  inroiisioDS 
plaeed  la  the  present  housing  law. 

Atiwrir  energy:  The  Atomic  Boergy 
Act  4Xf  1M9  baa  been  brought  up  to  date 
mod  atFtngtbened.  It  win  pomit  de- 
velopaMint  and  use  of  Atomic  energy  by 
larlvate  industry  under  ABC  licenaes. 

Dtfense;  Tbe  Defense  Department  and 
th0  Qaosnm  cut  the  fiscal  1954  ap|»:o- 
prfatibn  \9  approximately  $6,500,000,000 
beiBW  tbe  last  Truman  budset  request 
for  flaeal  1064.  For  fiscal  1056,  the  C(m- 
srewanpraved  a  iKK^et  for  the  Defease 
X>epartaMnt  of  $30300,000.000.  which 
repreieateda  reduction  <^  apmrozlmatdv 
00  union  below  the  last  Truman  budget 
rsqwest.  ISeqdte  this  reduction  In  ap- 
pcoprlations.  our  national  defense  has 
beao  strengthened.  The  Army  has  main- 
tained its  20  dlviskme  and  10  regimental 
eoa^bat  taasas  with  65.000  fewer  men.  It 
has  added  five  antiaircraft  battalions 
With  zadu-  units.  Since  January  1953, 
Araqr  effectlvmess  and  capability  have 
beat  Increased  fay  introductim  of  the  280 
mUUaatcr  atomic  cannon  and  the  Nike 
guided  missile.  The  Navy  added  19.000 
men  to  the  allowance  for  the  active 
fleets.  The  Air  FcHve  is  growing  strcmger 
and  more  eOeetive  and  will  ht^ve  121 
wlnfs  by  June  30.  1965.  and  137  wings 
bar  June  30.  1957.  The  effectiveness  of 
aU  branches  has  been  increcMed  by  mod- 
emlaed  mettiodB  and  equipment.  This 
Congnaa  also  i^vroved  legislation  cre- 
ating an  Air  Force  Academy. 

Mutual  security:  Authorized  and  ap- 
propriated funds  to  continue  our  Mutual 
Saeurity  Program  of  technical  and  fi- 
nancial assistance  to  friendly  nations. 
One  provlaicm  of  the  measure  requires 
that  the  Foreign  Operations  Adminis- 
teatkm  discontinue  Its  operations  by 
June  30. 1955.  at  which  time  its  technical 
aasiMance  programs  will  be  turned  over 
to  the  State  Department. 

fiatemal  security:  Approved  legisla- 
tion which  will  remove  the  legal  rights 
and  privileges  of  the  Communist  Party, 
and  will  impose  stiff  penalties  on  mem- 
bers of  "Communist  acUon"  groups  who 
did  not.  register  under  the  Subversive 
Activities  Control  Act.  It  will  abolish 
the  Oovemment-guaranteed  bargaining 
rights  of  business  or  labM-  organizations 
fooDd  by  the  Subversive  Activities  Con- 
tnd  Beard  to  be  "Communiet  infil- 
trated." Also  approved  was  legislation  to 
cancti  the  dtlaenship  of  anyone  found 
guilty  in  Federal  court  of  c<mspirihg  to 
overthrow  the  Government. 

Veterans:  Passed  legislation  to  give  a 
5  percent  Increase  In  compensation  to 
2  million  veterans  with  service-con- 
nected disabilities.  Under  the  new  law 
there  will  also  be  Increased  compensa- 
tion payments  for  childless  widows  of 
veterans  and  to  a  dependent  mother  or 
father  of  a  disabled  veteran. 

Farm  prtces:  The  Congress  approved 
legislation  to  provide  for  flexible  farm 
supports.  This  will  result  in  lessened 
cost  of  ctmuBoditles-.  and  the  consumer 
will  see  It  In  the  cheaper  cost  of  foods 
at  the  markets. 

8t  Lawrence  Seaway:  The  St.  Law- 
rence Seaway  project  was  apinroved  by 
Congress  this  year  after  30  srears  as  an 
also-ran.    Work  has  already  started  on 


the  big  ditchdigging  and  hydroelectric 
undertaking. 

GoTemment  in  business:  With  ena- 
bling legislation  enacted  by  the  Republi- 
can 83d  Congress,  the  President  hgs  been 
able  to  take  the  Federal  Government  out 
of  some  100  different  private  business 
enterprises,  into  which  the  iH-evious 
Damocratic  administrations  had  be- 
come involved.  These  include  such  odd 
ventures  as  baking,  furniture  repair, 
sawmills,  ropemaking.  laundrios  and 
dry  cleaning,  tire  retreading,  the  manu- 
facture of  paint  and  ice  cream,  making 
motion  pictures,  writing  life  insurance. 
and  operating  railroads  and  ships. 

All  of  the  foregoing,  together  with 
other  cuts  in  Federal  appropriations, 
has  enabled  the  budget  to  come  within 
$3  billion  of  being  balanced,  whereas. 
the  last  Truman  budget  put  the  Nation 
$9.5  billion  in  the  red. 

Of  course,  in  the  short  space  of  2 
years,  it  would  be  completely  impossible 
to  correct  the  errors  of  the  previous 
Democratic  administrations.  But.  a  fine 
start  has  been  made  and,  with  another 
Repuldican  Congress,  there  will  be  more 
strides  forward. 

The  record  of  legislation  enacted  by 
this  Congress  is  by  no  means  a  complete 
measure  of  the  activities  of  your  Repre- 
sentative in  the  Congress  and  in  his 
office.  My  work  entails  many  calls  upon 
members  of  the  Cabinet  and  to  the  vari- 
ous commissions  and  executive  agen- 
cies. Yet,  during  this  session  off  Con- 
gress, I  have  missed  only  one  vote,  and 
that  was  because  I  was  in  the  office  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  attempting  to 
assin-e  that  the  construction  bf  the 
Navy's  new  CVA-62  would  be  assigned 
to  the  New  York  Naval  Shipyard  in 
Brooklyn.  I  might  say,  at  this  point, 
that  my  colleague.  Representative  John 
Rat.  and  I,  with  the  assistance  of  our 
good  Senator  Ives,  were  successful  in 
this  endeavor  and  the  keel  is  due  to  be 
laid  early  next  year. 

Along  this  same  line.  I  have  mice 
every  effort  to  keep  the  Federal  agen- 
cies in  Brooklyn  so  there  would  be  as 
little  displacement  of  employees  as  pos- 
sible. While  I  have  been  only  nioderate- 
ly  successful  in  this.  I  have  been  able 
to  have  other  agencies  moved  in  to  re- 
place those  which  were  taken  away. 

Among  my  other  accomplishments,  of 
which  I  am  justly  proud,  is  the  pin- 
pointing of  funds  for  the  Port  Hamilton 
Veterans'  Hospital,  so  that  the  hospital 
could  be  operated  at  its  full  capacity,  and 
in  cooperation  with  other  local  Congress- 
men obtaining  funds  for  the  deepening 
of  Gowanus  Canal. 

My  Washington  office  is  lined  with 
cabinets  filled  with  the  files  of  those  of 
my  constitutents  Who  have  come  to  me 
with  their  problems  with  the  Federal 
Government.  I  have  done  my  utmost  to 
be  helpful  to  those  who  have  aslged.  for 
I  sincerely  believe  I  am  here  at  their  re- 
quest to  act  in  their  stead. 

The  Washington  ofBce  of  your  Repre- 
sentative in  Congress  is  a  busy  place. 
The  mail  Is  heavy  and  I.  with  my  staff, 
often  answer  as  many  as  100  letters 
a  day.  Many  of  the  good  people  of 
Brooklyn  have  called  at  my  offlce,  where 
they  are  most  welcome.     My  office  in 
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Washington  will  remain  open,  in  compe- 
tent hands,  for  those  having  problems  in 
the  Capital.  Also  I  can  be  reached  at 
my  Brooklyn  offlce  by  those  wishing  to 
see  me  on  any  matter.  I  wiant  all  of 
the  residents  of  the  12th  New  York  Con- 
gressional District  to  know  that  I  am 
at  their  service  whenever  they  need  me— 
and  that  I  am  "on  the  job." 


De  Gaspcri:  Fighter  for  ftttinm  to  His 
Last  Breath       ^ 

REMAR] 
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HON.  THOMAS  J.  UNE 

or  iCASSACHCsrrrs 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESETfrATTVEa 

Friday,  August  20, 19$4 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  uhder  leave 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Recoko,  I 
want  to  pay  tribute,  along  with  so  many 
millions  of  others,  to  that  great  friend 
of  the  West.  Alcide  De  Gasperl,  who  lived 
and  died  for  freedom,  passing  to  bis 
eternal  reward  on  August  19.  1954. 

ALCIDE    DE    CASPZKI A    STANCS    AU.T 

Seven -time  Premier  of  Italy. 

Uncompromising  foe  of  fascism,  com- 
munism, and  neutralism. 

Early  in  life  he  took  his  stand  for  free- 
dom and  remained  loyal  to  it  until  the 
end. 

'•Q3SU.  Gesu,"  were  his  last  words,  as 
he  called  to  Jesus,  before  he  died,  heart- 
broken over  the  betrayal  Df  his  battle  for 
a  united  Europe. 

As  he  heard  of  those  who.  through 
fear,  through  lack  of  moral  integrity,  and 
through  greed  for  temporary  gain,  would 
sell  out  freedom  to  Communlaft  slavery. 

Alcide  De  Gasperi  was  a  shining  ex- 
ample of  the  true  Italian,  faithful  to  his 
God  and  to  his  country. 

He  was  a  world  figure  as  weD.  with  the 
foresight  and  the  will  to  wofk  for  the 
unification  of  free  Europe,  as  the  only 
means  of  curbing  the  Communist  appe- 
tite for  conquest. 

He  went  to  prison  rather  than  fight  for 
Austria  and  against  the  Allies  during 
World  War  I. 

Later,  he  was  elected  to  the  Italian 
Chamber  of  Deputies,  but  walked  out  in 
protest  against  the  Fascists  and  their 
methods.  He  was  jailed  and  persecuted 
by  the  Fascists.  After  the  end  of  World 
War  II.  and  in  recognition  of  his  life- 
long devotion  to  freedom,  he  was  elected 
Premier  of  Italy.  He  held  this  key  post 
from  December  1945  to  July  1953.  He 
thwarted  the  Communists  at  every  turn ; 
led  Italy  from  the  prostration  of  defeat 
up  the  difficult  road  of  economic  recovery 
to  the  position  of  partner  in  the  defense 
of  Western  Europe.  With  De  pasperi  as 
the  leader  of  Italy  during  thdse  critical 
years,  w^e  gained  a  trusted  and  valuable 
ally.  He  wore  himself  out  in  his  suc- 
cessful efforts  to  save  war-ravaged  Italy 
from  the  clutches  of  communism. 

He  was  a  humble  nan  who  put  prin- 
ciple above  personal  ambitioq. 

His  impressive  strength  was  in  his 
faith,  his  sincerity,  and  his  courage. 
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A  devout  CathoUc,  he  lived  his  faith 
day  in  and  day  out,  helping  others,  trans- 
lating Christian  ideals  into  Christian 
practice,  and  stressing  the  need  for  faith, 
hope,  and  charity  in  the  solution  of  all 
human  problems. 

He  saw  through  the  deceptive  slogans 
of  communism. 

He  exposed  its  fundamental  cruelty, 
its  terror,  and  its  contempt  for  God  and 
man. 

To  combat  it.  he  brought  a  construc- 
tive program  to  Italy  and  the  world, 
based  upon  reason,  upon  real  coopera- 
tion, upon  sublime  faith  in  God  and  the 
unimpeachable  honesty  of  his  own 
character. 

It  is  not^enough  to  say  that  we  shall 
miss  him.    V 

Real  men  with  the  courage  of  their 
convictions  are  rare  in  this  age  of  ex- 
pediency and  of  shameful  compromise. 

De  Gasperi  was  one  of  these  good  men 
and  true. 

His  death,  at  the  end  of  a  long  and 
fruitful  life,  is  a  loss  that  defies  measure- 
ment 

All  of  us  in  the  United  States  and 
throughout  the  civilized  world  grieve  over 
the  passing  of  an  able  statesman  and  a 
dear  friend. 

The  record  of  his  exemplary  life  will 
strengthen  and  support  us  in  the  strug- 
gle against  communism  to  make  the 
world  that  better  place  for  which  Alcide 
de  Gasperi  worked  with  all  his  heart 
and  soul. 


Tkc  CoBUBemaratHNi  of  tbe  Acadiaas 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  LEVERETT  SALTONSTAU 

or  MASSACHUSRTS 
IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNFTED  STATES 

Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  include  in 
the  CONCRKssiOMAL  RscoKo  a  statement 
made  by  me  in  regard  to  the  commemo- 
ration of  the  Acadlans. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  printed  in  the  Recoio,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Henry  Wadsworth  Longfellow  a  century 
ago  In  hU  poena.  Evangeline,  described  a 
people  remarkable  for  the  aimpliclty  of  their 
manners,  the  ardor  of  their  piety  and  the 
purity  of  their  morals.  A  century  before,  in 
1755  and  in  1768.  the  AcadUn  people  were 
forcibly  deported  into  exile.  Some  12.000 
were  scattered  along  the  coast  from  Boston 
to  Georgia;  some  thousands.  acroM  the  ocean. 
Some  otlicrs  escaped  to  the  torwU.  Others 
found  graves  In  the  cole  Atlantic.  For  11 
years  the  survivors  were  deprived  of  free- 
dom and  religious  liberty. 

Today,  descendants  of  the  Acadlans  num- 
ber close  to  400.000  in  Lotilslana.  300.000  in 
New  Brunswick.  400.000  in  Quebec:  others 
are  scattered  throughout  Canada  and  the 
United  SUtea.  Many  thousands  at  th«m  are 
my  constltuenu  in  Massachusetts.  Marvelous 
to  relate,  almoat  all  the  AcadUn  descendanU, 
though  thoroughly  merged  Into  the  mass 
and  almost  Indistinguishable,  proudly  bear 
and  carefully  spell  out  an  original  Acadian 
name,  and  along  with  their  English  still 
speak  the  soft  tongue  of  their  forefathers. 
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mlUlon  proud  descendants  of  those  Acadlans.  coming  conflict,  and  lie  realised  ttM 

tlUa  week  have  begun  a  commemoration  of     ^^^  ^°'  prepw^Uon  for  the  eoOlUct  by 

the  second  century  of  the  expulsion  of  their  ^^ing  critical  materials  available  for 
anoeitora  from  ihehr  Acadie.  -nils  com-  Utilisation  in  building  a  war  machine 
memorauon  u  obswvcd  also  in  MaasMbu-     Consequently,  he  was  very  active  m  aeu 

setU.   LoulaUna.   and    In   the   Provinces.      I      -  -  "=  *"•  »«=»T  •««▼«  m  »««- 

Join  with  them  in  this  commemoraUon.  I 
■end  my  greetings  and  best  wishes  to  the 
'*P'*»*ntatlve8  met  in  Memramcook  where 
the  Acadlans  upon  their  return  from  exile, 
erected  their  first  permanent  church  struc- 
ture and  later  their  first  college. 

My  conaUtuenU  of  Acadian  descent  know 
that  abundant  providence  answered  the 
labor,  the  tears,  and  the  prayers  of  their 
forebears.  And  recognition  should  be  given 
to  the  devoted  clergy  who  came  to  their  side 
from  France  and  Quebec.  Today,  more  than 
300  Acadlans  are  ordained  priests,  thousands 
are  in  the  learned  professions,  others  are 
known  to  lu  as  successful  business  men. 

The  Acadian  people  of  1755  suffered  for  its 
resistance  in  a  cause  which  was  not  under- 
stood. The  children  suffered:  the  issue  pros- 
pered. That  resistance  and  providence  with 
them,  made  the  Acadian  descendant  a  fine, 
prosperous,  and  thoroughly  happy  people.  I 
am  happy  on  this  occasion  to  offer  my  sin- 
cere fclicttattona  and  hearty  greetings  to  the 
Acadian*. 


Thomas  E.  Martia,  CkaaM>ion  Stockpiler 
of  tkc  Coafrcss 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 


or 

HON.  LEROY  JOHNSON 

or  CALIrOKKU 

IN  THX  ROUSE  OF  REPRESENTATI\'V3 

Friday.  August  20, 1954 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker.  Hon.  Thomas  E.  Martiiv.  with 
whom  I  have  served  for  12  years,  is  leav- 
ing the  House  of  Representatives.  I 
served  with  him  on  the  Military  Affairs 
Cinnmittee  for  several  terms  up  to  the 
time  that  he  transferred  his  committee 
assignment  to  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee. 

We  were  serving  together  when  the 
Stoclcpiling  Act.  under  which  we  are  now 
operating,  was  first  enacted.  The  bill. 
which  inwvided  for  stockpiling,  became  a 
statute  on  July  23,  1946.  On  that  day, 
it  was  signed  by  President  Truman.  It 
seemed  almost  incredible  to  me  that 
within  1  year  after  the  shooting  war  had 
stopped,  we  were  again  developing  a 
stockpiling  program. 

The  purpose  of  building  a  stockpile 
is  to  have  available  certain  critical  ma- 
terials, which  in  the  event  of  war  may  be 
denied  us,  so  we  may  have  them  for  use 
in  waging  a  victorious  conflict.  The 
most  conspicuous  example  of  being  shut- 
ofT  from  critical  materials  necessary  in 
the  conduct  of  a  war  was  the  sealing  off 
of  southeast  Asia  by  Japan  in  1942. 
Southeast  Asia  had  been  our  traditional 
supply  of  rubber,  and  the  result  of  our 
being  denied  our  usual  source  of  rubber, 
was  that  we  set  up  a  large  domestic  rub- 
ber program,  including  synthetic  rubber. 

I  soon  learned  that  Bfr.  Maktix  was 
Intensely  interested  in  the  stockpiling 
program.  I  wondered  why  he  was  so 
interested.  The  reason.  I  beheve.  was 
because  when  he  entered  Congress  in  the 


ting  two  laws  enacted,  which      

Public  Law  117  of  the  7eth  Coognn  and 
Public  Law  530  of  the  79th  Congren. 

AU  during  the  years,  since  thptt  time, 
even  though  his  committee  duties  have 
Uken  him  into  another  field,  he  has 
Uken  a  keen.  acUve,  and  isktidligeot 
interest  in  the  problem  of  itodcpUlng. 
He  is  recognised  by  the  mineral  industry 
as  «n  intelligent  and  ardmt  stockpile 
advocate.  He  keeps  in  contact  with  the 
developments  and  the  varying  needs  of 
our  stockpiles.  There  is  a  provision  in 
the  law  that  requires  the  filing  of  a 
stockpiling  progress  sheet  every  <|uarter 
with  the  Armed  Services  Committees. 
For  a  time  I  was  on  the  subcommittee,  of 
which  Mr.  Dukham  was  the  ehalnaan, 
to  determine  and  check  as  to  the  prog- 
ress of  oiu*  stoclcpiling  program. 

Mr.  MAirnr  has  kept  abreast  of  what 
has  been  going  on.  althotigh  he  has  never 
asked  us  on  the  suboommittee  that  Is  re- 
quired to  check  on  the  stodviling  prog- 
ress, for  any  information. 

I  proclaim  him  the  champion  stockpil- 
ing Member  of  the  g3d  Congress.  He  has 
contributed  much  toward  the  reallaation 
that  a  sound  stockpiling  system  it  one 
step  in  the  direction  of  adequate  national 
security.  No  man  in  the  Congress  that 
I  know  of.  or  have  heard  of.  has  pur- 
sued the  problem  as  much  as  Thomas  E. 
MAKTnr. 

We  are  sorry  that  he  is  leaving  the 
House  of  Representatives.  We  are  hop- 
ing that  he  may  be  successful  in  his  pres- 
ent endeavor  to  change  his  congressional 
service  to  another  body.  His  knowledge 
in  a  vital  national  defense  field  should  tiot 
be  lost  now.  considering  the  critical  sit- 
uation in  which  our  cotmtry  finds  Itself. 


Democrats  Fifkt  Ag akst  Atoaic 
Maaepoly 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  MELVIN  PRICE 

or  nxnrois 
DC  THX  HOOSK  OP  RXPRSBERTATIVES 

Friday,  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  I^>eaker,  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  in  the  83d  Congress  waged 
a  fight  to  protect  the  puUlc  Interest  in 
atomic  energy  development.  We  were 
deteimined  that  the  people's  investment 
of  $12  billion  in  the  atomic  energy  pro- 
gram should  provide  a  broad  base  f<M- 
the  industrial  development  and  appli- 
cation of  the  pearetlme  u)es  of  atomic 
energy. 

We  wanted  all  business  to  be  on  an 
equal  footing,  to  have  equal  opptntoni- 
ty.  We  did  not  propose  to  stand  aside 
and  permit  a  few  large  corporatioos.  al- 
ready possessed  of  inside  information  as 
contractors  of  the  Atomic  Enagy  Com- 
mission, to  monopolise  the  fotore  de- 
velopoient  of  atomic  enterprise. 
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A^ktf  i«sa«  M  tb»  Demoentle  fight 
•gfcfaMt  mowHlwly  otmtrol  of  aton^ 
tnutf  wn  ttie  oomiralBoiy  Ucensliig  of 
patenta.  Ab  amaadmait  to  ttie  atomic 
etMnjr  UH  niBhed  threap  the  Howe  hf 
tbB  nepabXttma  steamroller  would  have 
<9eae4  the  door  to  mirate  patenttng  of 
loTBDitoaa  In  ttie  atomic  energy  field 
wftboot  any  •afeguards  against  monopo- 
ly botUenecits.  This  amemhnent  would 
hairv  allowed  a  handful  of  gkmt  cor- 
porations to  get  a  stranglehold  <m  the 
dVfihiliiiMint  of  atomic  technology.  The 
bSMflts  of  this  technology,  built  up  by 
putalle  funds,  would  have  been  ehan- 
nded  Into  the  hands  of  a  few  eompa- 
nlM  strategleally  idaeed  in  the  atomic 
CDiiiy  program. 

The  Democratic  Party  stood  ffarm 
against  restrtetivr  patents.  We  wanted 
the  door  opened  to  private  enteirrlse. 
but  not  to  be  dammed  ^ut  again  in  the 
face  of  all  Amnriean  indus^  by  a  few 
cmperate  patent  holden.  We  taislsted 
on  an  amendment  In  ocmference.  to  re- 
(Tiire  that  aU  patents  of  iprlmary  im- 
portance to  the  atomic-energy  program 
wittdn  a  5-year  period  must  be  licensed 
to  othMT  qoaUfled  companies  desiring  to 
use  them  on  payment  of  a  reasonable 
royalty  fee. 

The  osnal  false  cry  of  "socialism"  was 
raised  against  the  Democratic  Party  po- 
sition. Our  oiqxnients  tried  to  ignore 
the  fact  that  the  omnpulsory  patent  into- 
Tiakm  qwosored  by  Democratic  Men- 
bcxs  ot  Omgress  also  was  supported  by 
the  President  of  the  United  SUtes.  the 
Ameilffan  Bar  Anodation,  a  majority 
oT  the  Senate,  and  outstanding  patmt 
lawyers.  Our  positioQ  was  vindicated  by 
the  whole  Gongrcss. 

A  recent  editorial  in  the  Wall  Street 
JouRU  J  suggests  that  repeal  of  the  pat- 
ent praivteions  should  be  an  early  order 
of  bnt  nesB  in  the  next  Congress.  I  be- 
lieve, en  the  contrary,  that  the  period 
of  eompolsoxy  patent  UeeDslng  should  be 
extended  from  5  years  to  10  years,  as 
pn^oeed  in  the  Kerr  amendment  which 
passed  the  Scaaate.  Furthermore.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  Congress  should  correct 
other  weaknesses  in  the  atomic-energy 
bill  which  was  rushed  through  the  Con- 
gress by  the  Republican  leadership  in 
the  closing  days  of  this  session. 

Democratic  Members  made  valiant 
efforts  to  plug  the  loopholes  in  the  bill 
against  monopoly  and  corporate  favorit- 
ism and  to  prevent  an  atomic  giveaway, 
but  were  successful  only  in  part.  The 
next  Congress  should  take  a  close  look 
at  this  legislation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  one  man  stands  out 
above  all  others  in  the  fight  to  safeguard 
the  public  interest  in  atomic  energy  de- 
v^opment.  That  man  is  Chit  HounxLo 
from  the  19th  District  of  Cahfomia. 
The  Nation  owes  Chit  B.ourxKLD  an 
everlasting  debt  of  gratitude  for  his 
courage  and  leadership  in  the  atomic 
energy  fight. 

As  a  distinguished  member  of  the 
Joint  Oommlttee  on  Atomic  Energy. 
Representative  Holxfixlo  insisted  on  ex- 
ploring in  full  public  hearings  the  many- 
sided  features  of  the  atomic  energy  bill. 
He  exposed  many  of  the  legislative 
looplMdes  by  which  self-seeking  interests 
couM  monopoliae  the  peacetime  benefits 
of  atomic  energy. 


He  placed  upon  the  public  record  es- 
sential facts  about  the  notorious  Dixon - 
Yates  deal  in  an  effort  to  stop  this  raid 
on  the  Public  Treasury. 

I  was  honored  to  join  with  !Repre- 
sentative  Houtold  in  a  separate  report 
on  the  atomic  energy  bill  which  revealed 
many  of  Its  basic  defects  and  which  told 
what  could  be  done  constructively  to 
protect  the  people's  $12  billion  Invest- 
ment in  atomic  etaergy. 

Without  the  Holifleld-Price  report  and 
the  courageous  support  given  to  it  by 
many  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate, 
the  atomic  energy  bill  would  have 
slipped  through  the  Congress  without 
full  realization  9y  the  Members  of  its 
implications  for  the  future  of  atomic 
energy  development. 


My  Report  to  the  People— The  Work  of 
the  1954  Session  of  the  83d  Contresi 


EZn^SION  OP  REMARKS 


or 


HON.  HARLAN  HAGENI 

or  CALirORMlA 

D*  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday,  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  HAQEN  of  California.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  am  entitling  these  remarks  "My  Re- 
port to  the  People— The  Work  of  the 
1954  Session  of  the  83d  Congress."  I  will 
deal  exclusively  with  those  acts,  ap- 
proved by  both  Houses  of  Cdngress. 
which  are  of  most  immediate  Interest 
to  the  people  of  my  district.  I  feel  that 
this  report  Is  a  necessary  part  of  ttie  best 
performance  of  my  Job.  Almost  every- 
one has  decisions  important  to  his  wel- 
fare which  turn  on  the  state  of  some 
Federal  law  ihcluded  among  those  which 
I  will  hereafter  describe  and  the  over- 
whdmlng  number  of  people  do  net  have 
personal  access  to  information  concern- 
ing Federal  statutes.  With  respect  to 
those  matters  which  are  not  hereinafter 
touched  upon  I  hold  myself  and  my  office 
available  at  all  times  for  the  furnishing 
of  information. 

The  Congress  substantially  revised  the 
tax  laws  to  create  the  following  tax  sit- 
uation: 

THS  XZCISZ  TAX  UDUCTION  AClj 

(a)  Extended  through  April  1,  1955. 
existing  rates  on  Uquor — Including  beer 
and  wines— cigarettes,  gasoline  and  die- 
sel  fuel,  trucks  and  autos  and  their  parts 
and  accessories. 

(b)  Reduced  from  20  to  10  percent  the 
tax  on  furs,  jewelry,  luggage,  toilet  prep- 
arations, electric  bulbs  and  tubes,  cam- 
eras and  their  lenses,  and  films. 

(c)  Reduced  from  15  to  10  percent  the 
tax  on  sporting  goods,  lighters,  mechan- 
ical pens  and  pencils;  reduced  the  tax  on 
pistols  and  revolvers  by  1  percent. 

(d)  Reduced  from  10  to  5  percent  the 
tax  on  electric,  gas.  and  oil  appliances, 
refrigerators,  and  freezers — exclusive  of 
air  conditioners. 

(e)  Reduced  to  10  percent  the  tax  on 
long-distance  telephone  and  telsgraph 
messages  and  local  telephone  and  trans- 
portation charges. 


(f)  Renewed  the  20-perce^t  tax  on 
nightclub  and  horse  and  dog  track  ad- 
missions but  reduced  tax  on  movies  and 
other  admission  charges  ovet  50  cents 
from  20  to  10  percent.  Admissions  to 
almost  all  school  and  collegie  athletic 
events  and  nonprofit  civic-type  perform- 
ances employing  only  amatexut  are  made 
tax  exempt.  ' 

THX    IlfCOMX    TAX    ACT    OT    }tS4 

(a)  The  deadline  for  filing  Income- 
Xax  returns  is  extended  by  1  month.  Per- 
sons now  required  to  file  returns  are  per- 
sons under  age  65  with  a  grossi  income  of 
$600  or  more  and  persons  over  age  65 
with  a  gross  income  of  $1,200  or  more. 

(b^  Dividend  income:  The  first  $50  of 
dividend  income  is  not  Included  In  tax- 
able income.  Amounts  in  excess  of  $50 
are  included  but  after  calcitlating  his 
tax  with  such  income  Included  the  tax- 
payer can  deduct  an  amount  equal  to  4 
percent  of  the  value  of  such  excess  divi- 
dend receipts. 

(c)  Child -care  expenses:  Amount 
actually  expended  for  the  car^  of  a  child 
under  12  years  or  an  incapacitated  child 
are  deductible  by  the  following  people: 
An  unremarried  widow,  widolrer.  or  di- 
vorced or  legally  separated  person;  a 
wife  whose  husband  is  unable  to  work; 
a  working  husband  and  wife  beam  but  If 
their  Joint  income  exceeds  $4,500  every 
dollar  of  such  excess  reduces  the  child- 
care  deduction. 

(d)  All  persons  over  age  65  and  those 
persons  under  that  age  who  have  retired 
under  a  nonmilitary  Government  retire- 
ment plan  can  claim  a  $1,200  maTimnm 
retirement  income  deductiori.  Retire- 
ment income  includes  pensions,  annu- 
ities, dividends,  interest.  |md  rent. 
Amounts  of  income  already  i^ontaxable, 
such  as  social  security,  rallrciad  retire- 
ment, and  miUtary  pension^  are  de- 
ductible from  the  maytmifm  $1,200 
amount  and  this  taxpayer  c^  deduct 
from  his  tax  only  20  percent  of  the  re- 
mainder. 

(e)  Children's  earnings:  Heretofore  If 
a  chUd  earned  over  $600  the  parent  lost 
his  exemption.  Under  the  new  law  par- 
ents can  still  claim  the  chll4  as  a  de- 
pendent regardless  of  eamlngis  provided 
they  furnish  over  half  his  8i<>port  and 
he  or  she  is  under  19  years  of  age  or.  If 
older,  is  attending  school  continuously 
during  any  5-month  period.  Scholarship 
receipts  of  the  child  are  ignored  in  cal- 
culating dependency. 

(f)  The  denmtlon  of  othet  depend- 
ents for  exemption  purposes  has  been 
liberalized.  The  test  is  the  p^vislon  of 
over  half  of  the  dependent's  $upport  or 
at  least  10  percent  of  a  mutqal  contri- 
bution of  relatives  to  over  half  the  sup- 
port of  a  relative.  Close  relatives  need 
not  live  with  the  taxpayer  and  nonrela- 
tives  can  be  claimed  if  they  llvfe  with  the 
taxpayer.  ; 

(g)  Farmers:  Can  claim  as  a  business 
deduction  the  cost  of  all  soil  |uid  water 
conservation  work,  including  Ifind  level- 
ing, ditch  building,  windbreaks,  up  to 
25  j)ercent  of  his  gross  income.  Amounts 
in  excess  of  the  25-percent  igure  can 
be  deducted  from  subsequent  year's  in- 
come. 

Note:  I  secured  a  similar  law  for  Cali- 
fornia during  my  service  in  the  State 

legislature. 
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(h>  Depreciation:  Farmers  and  otlier 
businessmen  can  depreciate  ttieir  in- 
come-earning property  with  a  life  of 
ever  3  years  by  new  methods  which 
permit  accelerated  amounts  of  deprecia- 
tion during  the  early  life  of  the  property. 

(1)  Medical  expenses:  Taxpayers  can 
take  the  standard  deduction  but  if  ex- 
penses are  large  ttiey  can  itemiae  and 
deduct  the  cost  of  all  expenditures  in 
excess  of  3  percent  of  their  groes  income 
up  to  a  maximum  amount  of  $2,500  per 
person  or.  In  the  case  at  a  family, 
$10,000. 

NoTK. — ^Bff orts  to  Increase  the  personal 
exemption  over  $400  were  defeated. 
The  bill  extended  the  present  52  percent 
corporate  inoMne  tax  for  1  year. 

FAKIC    I.»BT»lJ>T101f 

The  much-disputed  farm  legislation 
does  the  following: 

(a)  For  1955  crops  of  cotton,  com, 
wheat,  rice,  and  peanuts  establishes  a 
parity  support  pnce  which,  in  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
can  range  from  82'^  to  00  percent  of 
parity.  Without  further  congressional 
action,  support  on  po8t-195S  crops  will 
range  between  75  and  00  percent  of 
parity. 

(b)  So-called  modernized  parity  with 
respect  to  cotton,  com.  wheat,  and  pea- 
nuts will  apply  beginning  in  1966.  This 
parity  concept  will  reduce  the  actual 
support  level  on  these  crope  and  it  Is 
provided  that  such  reducti<m  can  occur 
only  at  the  rate  of  5  percent  each  year 
until  the  modernized  pckrity  level  is 
reached. 

(c)  Cotton:  In  addition  to  reducing 
the  parity  level  oi  cotton,  provision  was 
made  for  permitting  county  committees, 
in  their  discretion,  to  distribute  quota 
acreage  on  a  history  rather  than  a  tilled 
acreage  basis.  Also  provision  is  made 
for  surrender  of  acreage,  in  a  quota 
year,  wlttiout  future  loss  of  such  acres. 

(d)  Dairy  products:  Fliiid  milk  is 
added  to  the  list  of  dairy  products  made 
eligible  for  suppoit  but  the  level  of  sup- 
port remains  the  present  scale  of  75  to 
90  percent  of  parity  diacretionary  with 
the  Secretary.  The  expenditure  of  $50 
million  annually  by  the  CCC  to  increase 
consumption  of  milk  by  school  children 
is  directed  and  provision  Is  made  for  free 
distribution  to  the  armed  services  and 
to  veterans'  hospitals  of  soridus  dairy 
products  when  such  distrilnition  will  not 
supplant  the  ncn-mal  requirements  of 
such  bodies. 

(e)  Wool:  For  a  4-year  period  begin- 
ning April  1, 1955,  wool  will  be  supported 
up  to  110  percent  of  parity  through  a 
system  of  pasrments  back  to  growers  to 
give  them  ttie  dUferenoe  between  the 
parity  figure  and  the  maricet  price  of 
wool  if  below  that  figure.  The  price  re- 
ceived by  the  individual  grower  is  vhrtu- 
ally  ignored  in  making  this  rebate  which 
will  come  out  of  funds  received  from  tar- 
iffs on  wooL  Wool  is  presently  supported 
at  90  percent  of  parity  and  this  is  an 
experiment  in  something  similar  to  the 
Brannan  plan. 

Note:  Growers  t-hould  be  reluctant  to 
commit  their  clip  for  sale  until  the  ef- 
fective date  of  this  act  in  order  to  secure 
the  best  price. 


(f)  The  authority  of  the  Secietary  to 
impoee  regulation,  under  certain  criteria, 
on  the  use  of  acres  diverted  from  quota 
crops  is  recognised.  In  addition  he  is 
authorized  to  deny  ACP  payments  to  a 
t^rmttx  who  knowingly  violates  his  acre- 
age allotment. 

(g)  Marketing  agreements:  Canned  or 
f roaen  grapefruit  is  added  to  marketing 
agreement  ellglbles.  Agreements  can  be 
retained  in  force  though  products  selling 
above  parity  and  order  can  include  spec- 
ifications  of  packaging.  In  addition  for- 
eign fruits  and  vegetables  may  be  re- 
quired to  comply  with  American  market- 
ing agreement  standards  as  to  maturity 
size,  and  quality. 

Note:  Quotas  on  cotton  are  almost  a 
certainty  in  1055  and  farmers  must  work 
to  secure  the  best  regulations  governing 
diverted  acres  and  agitate  for  that 
method  of  county  distribution  of  acres, 
historical  versus  tilled  acres,  which  they 
deem  desirable. 


Oealk  of  a  Patriot:  De  Gasperi 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  LOUIS  C.  RABAUT 

or  mcmcAit 

XM  THS  H008B  OP  RXPBESBRTATIVES' 

Friday.  Auffust  20.  1954 

Mr.  RARAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  times 
such  as  these  in  the  world's  history, 
when  losralty  and  dedication  to  princi- 
ples of  national  honor  are  attributes  not 
always  found  in  persons  of  hijh  place 
in  government,  all  of  us  note  with  a  sin- 
cere and  profound  sorrow  the  p««s<ng 
away,  on  August  19.  of  Alcide  De  Oas- 
peri.  $  times  Premier  of  Italy  and  a  true, 
friend  of  the  cause  of  democracy. 

He  was  our  friend  and  he^afUl  be 
missed.  "  _^ 

Premier  De  Oasperi  turned  his  every 
effort  and  energy,  throughout  the  com^e 
<rf  his  73  years  of  life,  to  the  cause  of 
his  native  land.  He  fought  the  good 
fight,  from  early  youth,  to  raise  the  lot 
of  his  countrymen.  His  record  of  par- 
ticipation in  public  affairs  is  unexcelled. 
Under  his  leadership,  the  popular  party 
of  Italy  broke  with  Mussolini.  For  this 
he  was  forced  into  retirement  and  later 
JaUed. 

But  his  spirit  never  broke. 

His  continued  opposition  to  the  forces 
of  tyranny  which  had  seized  .power  al- 
most cost  him  his  life  on  a  number  of 
occasions.  He  was  forced  to  seek  sanc- 
tuary in  the  Vatican,  together  with  oth- 
ers who  were,  dtiring  World  War  n. 
working  to  advance  the  cause  of  free- 
dom. 

At  the  close  of  the  conflict  on  Italian 
sou  he  became  leader  and  party  secre- 
te ry  of  the  newly  formed  Christian 
Democrat  Party.  His  rise  was  swift  and 
by  1945  he  had  become  Premier. 

De  Oasperi,  taking  over  the  reins  of 
government  at  a  time  when  Cipnfusion 
and  chaos  seemed  ready  to  submerge  all 
beneath  its  weight,  accomplished  in- 
credlMe  changes.  He  strove,  with 
marked  success,  to  raise  conditions 
among  the  rank-and-file  and  it  might 


w^  be  said  that  he.  tay  the  power  of  hia 
character  and  by  dint  of  his  »"*«»«  yy*-^ 
energies,  turned  the  tide  for  ChrlstiaDlty 
against  commmilsm  in  the  famous  ftft>- 
tion  of  104$. 

Since  that  time,  he  battled  the  Com- 
munists m  Italy,  "trfirting  graatly  In 
the  work  of  European  unity  and  def  enaa 
withm  the  framework  of  the  North  At- 
lantic Treaty  (X-ganization.  It  was  ha 
who  was  most  responsible  for  Italian 
participation  in  that  group. 

It  has  been  said  that  in  the  turbulent 
story  of  many  republics,  the  fate  of  all 
may,  at  one  time  more  than  all  others, 
hang  upcm  a  peoiriie's  ability  to  bring 
forth  from  their  midst  the  man  to  meet 
the  moment,  and  so  doing,  provide  the 
strength  to  meet  the  hour. 

Such  a  man  was  De  Oaqierl 

He  seems  to  have  been  divinely- or- 
dained to  light  the  way  in  the  dilBcult 
task  of  reconstruction  of  his  beleaguered 
country.  His  name  and  his  stature  were 
enough  to  swing  the  tide  against  the  Bed 
plagiie  of  commiuilsm,  which  irtnre  the 
end  of  World  War  II  has  beset  his  coun- 
try on  all  sides.  In  fighting  the  cause 
of  freedom  at  home,  he  greatly 
strengthened  the  position  of  the  free  al- 
liance in  Europe  and  throu^wut  the 
world.  Italy's  situation  was  such  that, 
had  she  fallen  to  communism,  the  West 
might  have  suffered  an  Irreparalde  loss, 
not  to  mention  the  suffering  which 
would  have  been  Infhcted  upon  a 
troubled  people,  weary  frtmi  over  a  dec- 
ade of  strife  and  weakened  by  internal 
difficulties. 

The  name  De  Oasperi,  as  long  as 
faith  and  courage  and  loyalty  are 
counted  as  desirable  taraits  m  a  man.  will 
stand  for  firmness  of  character  and 
strength  of  ndnd  and  purpose  m  the 
never-ending  quest  for  freedom  among 
"he  peoples  of  the  earth. 

As  an  implacable  arehantagonist  of 

communism,  he  demonstrated.  Irrefuta- 

^  biy,  that  «^«»w"""'km  can  be  beaten,  if 

'4|)06e  who  have  the  opportunity  wilt  but 

ttuEe  atrength  and  heart  to  do  so. 

He  proved,  through  every  day  of  his 
long  and  useful  hfe.  that  it  matters  not 
what  the  odds  may  be.  so  loog  as  you 
work,  uncotfingly  with  what  you  have  to 
further  the  cause  of  that  which  you 
know  to  be  just  and  right.  ' 


*  H 


EXTENSION  OF  RQfARKS 

HON.  WILUAM  S.  HILL 


IN  THE  HODSE  OP  BXPBBBrTATEVSS 
Friday.  August  29. 1954 

Mr.  HTT.Ti  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  like 
to  call  your  attention  to  an  agency  in 
the  United  States  Department  of  AJEri- 
culture.  the  Farmers  Home  Adminlstta- 
tion,  where  some  remarkable  hm>rove- 
ments  have  been  made  under  the  Elsen- 
hower administration. 

The  Farmers  Home  Administration. 
through  loans  and  other  awlstance, 
helps  small  farmers  plaoe  th^  opera- 
tions on  a    more  efficient 
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wtmtf  >bo  provktef  tBnttgtBuey  Iomu 
fioc  Huiiwif  who  beci>nie  of  droucht, 
floodt.  or  ■imilmr  dlaaotcn  need  m  sop- 
pwiiiwuuu  eouree  oz  crean. 

UDdor  the  SIsenhower  adintnistnitton 
Xb»  Iwkteg  ytlTttica  of  this  aceocy 
hftve  hetn  Inueued  28  pereent.  Ad- 
mlnlairmiire  oirerheed  eoets  hare  been 
eataOpa«axt.  LcMmmftklncandeervie- 
ing  MithorltT  has  been  decentraUaed 
end  pteeed  at  the  county  level  close  to 
the  f  amen.  Additional  powers  have 
boeoftren  ttie  agency  that  tremendously 
broaden  its  abill^  to  help  fanners  de- 
^nSap  their  farms,  build  and  improve 
f  ann  hemes,  acquire  land,  weather  oner- 
histall    irrigation    and    other 
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water  facilities,  and  carry  out  soil  con- 
servation measures. 

Let  me  review  each  of  these  improve- 
meiits  briefly. 

Vtarst.  tlM  expansion  of  lending  activ- 
ittos.  m  fiscal  1954,  during  the  first  full 
year  under  the  Eisenhower  administra- 
tion, the  Farmers  Home  Admihlstrati<m 
made  or  insured  loans  totaling  $292,- 
452,000.  This  was  a  28-percent  Increase 
over  the  amount  loaned  in  1953 — and 
more  funds  had  been  advanced  in  1953 
than  in  any  previous  year. 

T>vo-thlrds  of  the  funds  loaned  were 
advanced  through  the  regulsur  programs 
of  the  agency  to  operators  of  f  amlly-tsrpe 
farms,  who  needed  credit  to  in^mrove  and 
adjust  their  operatlonB,  buy  and  io^prove 
farms.  More  credit  was  advanced  to 
these  small  farmers  than  had  ever  been 
advanced  in  any  year  by  the  Farmers 
Home  Admlnistratiim  or  its  predecessor 
agendea. 

About  one-third  of  the  amovnt  loaned 
was  handled  through  the  emergency- 
loan  programs  which  serve  the  emer- 
gehcy  CEredlt  needs  of  all  farmers,  in- 
cluding small  ones.  These  loans,  which 
include  the  livestock  and  economic  emer- 
gency loans  authorised  in  the  1st  session 
of  the  83d  Congress,  have  enabled  thou- 
sands of  drought-stricken  farmers  to 
keep  going,  have  prevented  countless 
foreclosures  and  forced  liquidations. 

Now  let  us  see  what  the  Eisenhower 
administration  has  accomplished  in  this 
ageney  in  the  way  of  more  efficient  and 
eoonoinieal  administration.  Since  July 
1,  1953,  the  administrative  budgets  for 
this  ageney  have  been  reduced  by  $5,800.- 
000,  or  approximately  20  percent. 

It  is  hard  to  believe  that  such  a  re- 
duction in  the  eost  of  operation  could 
be  made  while  activities  were  being  in- 
creased.   But  such  is  the  case. 

Here  are  s(»ne  of  the  things  that  were 
done  to  cut  overhead  ooats.  Four  area 
finance  offices  and  the  national  finance 
office  of  the  ageney  were  combined  into 
one  office  in  St.  Louis.  The  Washing- 
taa  staff  waa  reduced  by  35  percent. 

The  State  office  staffs  were  also  re- 
duced. However,  at  the  county  level 
where  the  agency  comes  in  direct  con- 
tact with  the  fanner,  care  was  taken  In 
reaWnlng  the  offices  to  maintain  an  ade- 
quate number  of  contact  points  for  loan 
maklDg  and  servicing. 

nnrthcr  savings  in  time  and  money 
were  a^ileved  by  eliminating  a  duplicate 
set  of  files  on  80,000  real-eetate  loans, 
but  cutting  out  unnecessary  reporte  and 
forms  by  simpll^ring  procedures. 


At  the  same  time  the  services  of  the 
agency  were  greatly  strengtheiled  and 
Iminroved  by  the  placing  of  added  au- 
thority in  the  hands  of  the  men  #ho  run 
the  program  at  the  county  level. 

The  importance  of  this  step  catinot  be 
overstated.  In  the  long  run  it  maty  prove 
to  be  the  greatest  Improvement  measure 
taken  in  the  reorganization  of  the 
agency.  . 

Here  is  what  was  done.  I 

County  supervisors,  the  men  who  work 
directJIy  with  the  farmers,  are  being  given 
the  power  of  final  approval  on  a  much 
larger  percentage  of  the  loans.  Many 
loans  that  in  the  past  were  held  ap  until 
an  official  from  a  higher  echelon  could 
find  time  to  review  and  approve  them 
will,  in  the  future,  be  approved  quickly 
in  the  county. 

County  supervisors  have  also  been 
given  more  authority  in  dealing  with 
farmers  and  local  lenders  on  loan -serv- 
icing matters. 

To  expedite  real-estate  loanjnaking 
the  appraisal  work  of  the  agency  is  being 
placed  in  county  offices,  closer  to  the 
farmers  to  be  served.  Practically  all  the 
handling  of  real-estate  insurance  has 
been  transferred  from  State  to  county 
offices. 

In  addition,  greater  use  is  being  made 
of  State  and  county  committees.  The 
new  State  committees,  made  up  of  five 
State  agricultural  leaders,  are  being 
asked  to  take  an  extremely  independent 
view  of  the  operations  of  the  agency  in 
their  State.  Any  further  improvements 
they  suggest  will  be  given  the  most  care- 
ful consideration. 

The  three-member  county  committee, 
composed  of  men  whose  Judgment  is 
highly  respected  in  their  communities, 
will  alto  be  relied  upon  to  a  greatet  extent 
than  in  the  past  to  help  adapt  ^tional 
policies  to  local  needs.  These  committee- 
men hai-e  all  been  reminded  that  It  is 
their  decision  and  not  the  Oovemment's 
as  to  whether  or  not  a  farmer  meets  the 
eligibility  requirements  for  the  agency's 
services. 

Services  of  other  public  and  private 
organizations  are  being  used  to  the  full- 
est extent  possible.  During  the  past 
year  the  Farmers  Home  Administration 
entered  into  an  agreement  with  the  Fed- 
vnl  Extension  Service  under  which  the 
services  of  the  extension  home  demon- 
stration agents  are  being  used  to  the 
greatest  extent  possible  by  the  farm  fam- 
ilies who  borrow  from  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration. 

Every  possible  step  Is  being  taken  to 
make  suj-e  that  no  Government  funds 
are  advanced  when  private  or  coopera- 
tive credit  is  available  to  meet  the  needs 
of  the  applicants.  The  agency  does  not 
lend  funds  when  the  farmer  can  obtain 
the  funds  from  his  regular  credit  sources. 
During  the  past  year  agency  officials 
have  contacted  private  lenders  through- 
out the  country  to  make  sure  tl»t  this 
policy  was  understood. 

The  record  on  legislation  affecting  the 
activities  of  this  agency  is  as  spectacular 
as  all  of  the  other  improvements.  I  have 
already  mentioned  the  special  livestock 
and  emergency  loans  provided  by  the  83d 
Congress  last  summer. 

In  addition,  Bankhead-Jones  Farm 
Tenant  Act  amendments,  placed  on  the 


statute  books  a  few  days  ago,  Mil  greatly 
Increase  the  abiUty  of  the  Fartners  "BamK 
Administration  to  meet  the  needs  of 
small  farmers  who  turn  to  VtM  agency 
for  assistance.  ! 

Here  is  the  background  behind  these 
amendments.  Under  the  insured  mmt- 
gage  program  admministertd  by  the 
Farmers  Home  Adnxinistration.  farmers 
can  obtain  loans  to  buy  or  develop 
family-type  farms  or  to  enlarge  small 
farms  to  a  point  where  they  ftre  ancient 
family-type  units. 

Fund^  for  insured  loans  can  be  sup- 
plied by  banks,  insurance  Companies, 
or  any  other  source  of  private  or  co- 
operative credit.  The  full  vtlue  of  the 
loan  is  insured  by  the  Oovemfnent.  Ftor 
several  years  the  interest  that  private 
lenders  receive  on  these  loans  has  been 
set  by  law  at  3  percent,  and  the  money 
market  has  been  such  that  Only  a  few 
insured  loans  have  been  made  each  year. 
Lenders  found  they  could  g<t  a  better 
return  elsewhere.  Public  Lalv  521  per- 
mits the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
change  the  interest  rate  to  ofiatch  fluc- 
tuations in  the  money  market.  If  neces- 
sary, he  can  place  the  return  to  the 
lender  on  insured  loans  as  high  as  4 
percent. 

As  of  today  It  Is  not  known  exactly 
what  rate  will  bring  In  sufficient  funds 
to  carry  on  a  reasonable  program  of 
adequate  size  to  meet  the  nfceds.  The 
agency  is  surveying  the  market  and  will 
set  its  sights  accordingly. 

The  one  thing  that  Is  clear,  and  the 
most  important  element,  is  that  in  the 
future  thousands  of  ehgible  f grmers  will 
not  be  turned  away  because  of  lack  of 
funds. 

The  agency  has  on  hand  about  24.000 
applications  for  farm  ownerihip  loans. 
Many  of  these  applicants  are  eligible  for 
insured  loans.  There  are  alsoi  thousands 
of  farmers  who  need  a  loan  of  this  type, 
who  have  not  applied  for  one,  because 
It  is  common  knowledge  In  rural  areas 
that  the  agency  for  years  has  lacked 
funds  for  farm  purchase  and  develop- 
ment. In  addition  these  Insured  loans 
will  take  the  place  of  direct  Government 
loans  for  farm  housing. 

The  principle  of  Insuring  private  loans 
rather  than  making  direct  Government 
loans  will  soon  be  carried  a  st^p  farther. 
with  further  Immense  besiellts  to  the 
farmers  of  our  country. 

S.  3137,  recently  passed  by  both 
Houses,  will  make  water  faculties  and 
soil -conservation  loans  available  on  a 
direct  and  on  an  Insured  basis  through- 
out the  Nation.  > 

This  is  an  extremely  impoitant  piece 
of  legislation.  The  water-fadlUty  loans 
enable  farmers  to  buy  pumps,  drill  wells. 
Install  irrigation  systems,  and  take  simi- 
lar steps  needed  to  supply  their  fields, 
their  stock,  and  their  families  with  an 
adequate  water  supply.  The  soU-conser- 
vatlon  loans  will  enable  farmers  to  build 
terraees,  improve  their  pastjures,  and 
finance  a  wide  variety  of  soil-fonserving 
measures.  , 

At  a  time  when  drought  #T>nM^"y 
threatens  thousands  of  farm  efiterprises. 
when  soil  conservation  Is  needed  on  mil- 
lions of  acres,  these  new  loansi— only  the 
water-facility  loans  have  been  available 
before,  and   they   were  limitid  to  the 
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Western  States — tliese  new  loans  will 
give  farmers  throughout  the  width  and 
breadth  of  the  land  a  chance  to  build  for 
themselves  a  kind  of  security  that  here- 
tofore they  have  always  wanted  but  were 
never  able  to  finance. 

All  in  all.  the  record  set  by  the  Eisen- 
hower administration  in  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration  is  one  worth 
noting. 

A  great  increase  has  been  made  in  the 
scope  and  the  size  of  the  services  ren- 
dered the  Nation's  fiirmers.  At  the  same 
time  major  economies  tiave  been 
achieved  in  admirdstration.  It  is  a 
record  of  which  we  t:an  all  be  proud. 

United  States  Depabi-memt  or  AcKictrLTUu. 
Fakmbm  Home  AoicutisraATiON 

Comparison  of  amounts  loaned  in  fiscal  years 
1953  and  1954 
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Congressman  Wayae  L  Hays,  of  Okie, 
Reports  to  His  CoattitaeBts 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OI' 

HON.  WAYNE  L  HAYS 

or  OHIO 
IN  THE  ROUSE  OF  RKPRESKNTATIVB8 

Friday,  August  20.  1954 
Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
under  leave  to  extend  my  remarks.  I  in- 
clude a  report  to  the  people  of  the  18th 
Ohio  Congressional  District — Belmont. 
Carroll,  Colvmibiana,  Harrison,  and  Jef- 
ferson Coimties: 

Iw  WASHmcTON  WnH  Wathi  L.  Hats 

AmSTJBT  19,  1954. 

THE   NATIONAX.   XCONOIIT 

•trmted  states  Acting  To  Olve  Business  a 
"■od."  reads  a  headline  In  the  New  York 
Times  of  July  30,  1954.  The  article  goes  on 
to  say  that  the  Oovemment  is  speedUig  up 


planned  Fsderal  expenditures  in  the  hope  of 
prodding  the  naUonal  economy  Into  greater 
acttvlty.  aooordlng  to  the  Secretary  of  Oom- 
merce.  Because  I  urged  some  weeks  ago  that 
the  administration  take  poelUye  action  to 
avert  depression,  my  opponent.  In  a  televi- 
sion appearance,  called  me  a  "Fear  Dealer." 
I  believe  that  the  humor  of  this  phrase  wlU 
escape  my  constituents  who  have  lost  their 
Jobs  because  of  the  decline  in  business  acUv- 
Ity.  As  the  Representative  in  Congress  of  a 
district  hard  hit  by  unemployment.  I  have 
considered  it  no  more  than  my  duty  to  speak 
out  on  this  subject,  and  will  continue  to 
work,  through  every  avenue  open  to  me,  for 


restriction  of  Imports  of  foreign  reiltfttal  toM 
oU,  which  have  had  an  adverse  effect  on  our 
ooal  industry.  The  motion  to  aand  It  back 
to  oommlttm.  which  I  oppoMd.  in  effeet 
killed  the  bm.  I  voted  "Mo."  July  SS.  1»5S. 
Mutual  Securtty  Act  ot  1B6S.  H.  R.  6710: 
This  was  a  bill  to  carry  on  the  program  to 
strengthen  the  United  States  by  providing 
economic  and  military  aid  to  free  and 
friendly  countries  of  Europe  and  Asia.  X 
voted  "Yes."    June  19.  196S. 

Second  session 

Tax  revision  bill,  H.  R.  8SO0:  This  bill,  the 
first  comprehensive  revision  of  the  InterxuU 


the  prosperity  oX  our  area  and  the  country     Revenue  Code  In  many  year*,  dlsappolntad 
as  a  whole.  me  in  some  respecU,  notably  Ito  failure  to 

HEwsLETTm  MATLiNO  LIST  increase  tlie  personal  exemption  and  grant 

This  newsletter  is  being  distributed  to 
some  persons  who  have  not  received  previoiu 
Issues.  If  you  have  received  more  than  one 
copy  because  of  duplication  in  mailing  liste, 
I  would  appreciate  your  passing  the  extra 
one  on  to  someone  else.  I  would  be  glad  to 
have  the  names  and  addresses  of  any  of  my 
constituents  not  now  on  the  regular  news- 
letter list  who  might  find  these  occasional 
communications  from  Washington  of  Interest. 

HOW     TOCm     BKFKESKKTATIVX    VOTED    ON     MAJOB 
LXGISLATIOIt   BlrORE   THE    S3D   CONGRESS 

It  has  been  my  privilege  to  serve  the  people 
of  the  18th  District  for  3  terms  in  the  House 
of  RepresenUtlves.  During  the  83d  Con- 
gress, tor  the  first  time,  I  have  been  a  mem- 
ber of  the  minority  party  in  the  Congress 
and  the  party  in  opposition  to  the  adminis- 
tration. I  have  sought  conscientiously  to  act 
as  one  of  a  responsible  minority  and  a  loyal 
opposition,  casting  my  vote  on  each  issue 
according  to  my  evaluation  of  its  effect  on 
our  district  and  the  Nation.  A  brief  expla- 
nation of  some  of  the  Important  leglslaUon 
before  this  Congress  and  my  position  on 
these  bills  Is  given  below. 

First  session 

Hawaiian  statehood.  H.  R.  3576:  First  ma- 
jor point  in  President  Eisenhower's  legisla- 
tive program  to  come  before  the  Hoxise,  this 
bill  was  opposed  by  many  Democrats  because 
the  administration  had  not  endorsed  Alaskan 
statehood  also.  I  t>elleved  tliat  both  Terri- 
tories deserved  statehood  but  could  not  Jus- 
tify voting  against  admission  of  Hawaii  on 
that  groiind.    I  voted  "Yes."    March  10,  1953. 

Tidelands  bill.  H.  R.  4198:  Posed  as  a 
States'  rights  issue,  this  leglsUtion  was  in 
fact  a  measure  to  give  away  to  a  few  coastal 
SUtes  the  offshore  oil  and  gas  resources 
which  I  believed  should  be  developed  for  all 
of  the  American  people.  Ohio  schools  would 
have  benefited,  as  would  those  of  other 
States,  from  a  share  in  the  revenue  from 
Federal  leases,  under  an  amendment  which 
I  supported.    I  voted  "Wo."    April  1,  1963. 

Agriculture  appropriation  bill,  H.  R.  5227, 
amendment  to  reduce  soil -conservation  funds 
by  $55  million :  The  worth  of  this  program  to 
conserve  the  productive  soil  of  America's 
farmlands  has  been  amply  demonstrated. 
One  of  the  few  farmers  in  the  House.  I  was 
particularly  concerned  about  this  threat  to 
the  effective  operation  of  the  soil-conserva- 
Uon  program.    I  voted  "No."    May  30,  1953. 

Reciprocal  trade  agreements  extension. 
H.  R.  5405:  The  trade-agreements  program. 
In  effect  since  1934,  is  baaed  on  a  sound 
principle,  for  economic  Isolationism  Is  as 
unrealistic  in  the  world  in  which  we  live  as 
political  isolationism.  However,  excessive 
concessions  made  under  the  program  have 
worked  to  the  detriment  of  domestic  indus- 
try, including  the  pottery  and  glass  Indus- 
tries of  our  area.  Because  It  did  not  afford 
sufficient  protection  I  could  not  support  the 
biU.    I  voted  "Mo."    June  15.  1068. 

Reciprocal  Trade  Agreements  Act  amend- 
ments, H.  R.  6894.  motion  to  recosninlt:  A 
major  provision  of  this  bin.  to  glv«  mocfa- 
needed  protection  to  domestic  Industries  in- 
jured by  unfair  foreign  competition,  was  the 


meaningful  relief  to  the  small  taxpayer.  B«. 
cause  it  partially  eliminated  double  taxa- 
tion of  dividends  and  included  other  good 
provisions.  I  supported  the  measure.  I  voted 
"Yes."     March  18.  1954. 

Social  Security  Act  amendments.  H.  R. 
9366:  This  was  a  bUi  to  extend  the  coverage 
and  increase  the  benefits  of  the  old-age  and 
survivors  Insurance  program.  Further  Im- 
provements in  the  social-security  system  ar« 
needed  but  must  wait  for  another  iOislon. 
I  voted  "Yes."    June  1,  1954. 

Agricultural  Act  of  1954.  H.  R.  8680:  Th* 
Wall  Street  Journal,  which  has  a  few  farm 
readers,  explains  that  flexible  means  lower. 
Ninety  percent  of  parity  means  90  percent 
of  a  fair  price.  There  are  some  who  would 
like  to  see  the  farmer  get  75  percent  of  a 
fair  price  under  some  conditions.  The  bill 
was  finally  compromised  in  the  House  at 
82  >4  to  90  percent.  This  is  far  removed 
from  the  100  percent  of  parity  promised  in 
1952  campaign  speeches.  As  a  farmer  I  look 
for  the  day  when  farm  legislation  will  not 
be  written  for  the  special  interests  of  the 
wheat  growers  west  of  the  Mississippi  and 
the  cotton  farmers.  Because  better  legisla- 
tion could  not  be  secured  In  this  Congress 
I  voted  for  this  bill.  Passage  came  on  a 
voice  vote.    I  voted  "Yes."    July  3.  1964. 

Health  service  prepayment  plan  relnstir* 
ance  bill.  H.  R.  8366,  motion  to  reoommlt: 
The  health  needs  of  the  people,  and  tbelr 
need  for  protection  against  the  heavy  flni^- 
clal  strain  occasioned  by  serious  tUness,  would 
not  have  been  met  by  this  legislation.  In- 
deed, its  principal  beneficiaries  would  Iuit* 
been  the  Insurance  companies  to  which  sub- 
scribers to  voluntary  health  plans  pay  their 
premiums.  The  motion  to  reoomnUt  killed 
the  bill.     I  voted  "Yes."     July  18,  1964. 

Reiterating  opposition  of  House  RepreeenS- 
atives  to  seating  of  Communist  regime  in 
China  in  United  Nations,  Hoiise  Resolution 
634:  To  seat  Red  China  in  the  United  Na- 
tions would  be  to  give  the  regime  responsi- 
ble for  vast  loss  of  American  Uvea  and  treas- 
ure an  opportunity  to  further  puah  the  de- 
signs of  the  Communist  world  and  to  Im- 
pede the  policies  of  the  United  States  and 
our  friends.  I  was  proud  to  Join  my  col- 
leagues in  a  renewed  expreasi<Hi  of  firm  oppo- 
sition to  any  such  proposal.  I  voted  "Tea." 
July  15,  1954. 

Veterans  compensation  and  pension  la* 
crease.  H.  R.  9090:  The  principal  prorlsloii 
of  this  bill  was  a  5  percent  Increase  in  all 
monthly  wartime  rates  of  disability  compen- 
satlon.  It  also  increased  payments  to  vrld- 
ows.  children,  and  dependent  parents  of  vet- 
erans. This  was  little  enough  for  those  to 
whom  the  country  owes  ao  much.  I  votatt 
"Yes."     July  21,    1954. 

Atcnnic  Kueigy  Act  amendments.  H.  R. 
9757:  With  this  bUl's  statMl  objective  I  fuUy 
agreed— to  taring  the  1946  law  Into 
with  atotnlc  progiCM.  to 
controls  better  conform  with  tlie  TimtHlr. 
technical,  econnwitr.  and  poUtlcal  iacta  at 
atomic  energy  as  they  exls*  today, 
of  certain  harmful  laoilsluMs  tn  ttae 
tkm  ■•  reported  to  th»  Bomm.  bovwer.  I 
could  not  consrtentlously  «o4*  tat  tL  "nm 
American  peopte  have  a  aaattl-Mlftonf-^onag 
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tldpsttan  te  •totnle  po««r.  uid  It  did  not 
proTtd*  tor  eaaqpulKvy  Itowwlng  xA  pvUnts. 
I  voted  "Ho."  July  aa.  lOM.  Tlw  confer- 
ene*  iipaW  liav«T«r.  ineluded  tii*  oompul- 
■orjr  llfiwiitng  prorlition.  X  thoretor*  sup- 
poitad  tU  afeotpUukoe.  PMMft  cama  on  a 
Toie*  Tote.  Z  Tf^ed  'nr«."  August  17.  19M. 
CSooamunlat  control  bill.  8.  3706.  motion  to 
dlrttct  Bouae  oonfereea  to  agree  to  Senate 
•mmttaMBti  to  Boom  aatendmaitB:  B«falnd 
•&  tntrkate  pwiUmentarjr  sttuatkm  Uy  • 
•tmpto  iMHM— «fter  jmn  at  denounelng  the 
Ounantnlst  oonsplraoy  umI  eeeklng  to  place 
the  lilanie  for  its  Inroads  Into  OoTemment 
aad  other  areas  of  our  American  national 
Ufs,  should  the  Congress  make  knowing  and 
wlllftd  membership  In  tb»  Communist 
Party  a  crime  and  prorlde  punishment 
therefor.  Opposed  by  the  present  leader- 
ship, the  proposal  came  before  us  as  a  result 
at  skOlful  management  by  Senator  Him- 
PHacr,  Demoent,  of  lOnneaota,  and  Repre- 
seirtattve  IXtss.  Democrat,  of  Texas.  Al> 
thoui^  tt  was  brought  up  late  In  the  session* 
after  many  Members  had  returned  to  thetr 
dlstrlete.  It  pasaed  208  to  100.  I  voted  "Tes.** 
August  17.  1964. 


Trai*  Witk  t^  PkSvpiMs 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  HERBERT  C  BONNER 

or  NOBTH  CASOUTTA 

X2V  TBS  HOUSE  OF  RSPRESENTAITVES 

Friday.  August  20. 1954 

iCr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  first 
ot  last  July  this  Congress  passed  H.  R. 
9315  amending  the  Philippine  Trade  Act 
of  1946  by  delaying  the  imposition  of 
graduated  tariffs  on  imports  fr<xn  the 
Philippines  into  the  United  States,  which 
would  have  begun  July  4. 

When  this  matter  was  first  brought 
up  in  this  Chamber  on  June  22.  I  ob- 
jected to  its  consideration  Ixy  unanimous 
consent. 

These  objections  were  based  on  the 
f«ct  that  the  Philippines,  hy  Act  698. 
had  materially  Umited  the  importation 
of  American  leaf  tobacco  and  leaf-to- 
bacco products  into  the  Philippines,  in 
violation  of  the  spirit  and  intent  of  its 
trade  agreement  with  tlie  United  States. 
under  the  Philippine  Trade  Agreement 
of  1946. 

Subsequently.  Oen.  Carlos  P.  Romulo, 
special  representative  of  President  Mag- 
saysay  of  the  Philippines,  with  the  rank 
of  Ambassador,  communicated  and  as- 
sured me,  for  the  President  and  him- 
self, that  this  situation  wotild  be  elimi- 
nated at  a  special  s^sion  of  the  Phil- 
ippine Congress  to  be  held  shoitly  there- 
after. 

In  view  of  these  assurances  from  such 
high  sources.  I  withdrew  my  objections 
and  the  bill  passed  the  House,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  on  June  23.  Within  the 
past  a  weeks  the  Philippine  Congr»s  has 
passed  a  bill,  which  not  only  fails  to 
eliminate  the  discrimination  against 
Ameriean  leaf  tobacco,  but  actua^  adds 
further  restrictions  to  its  impoartation 
into  the  Philipirfnes.  This  new  law  pro- 
vides that  for  1056  and  succeeding  years. 


no  American  tobacco  can  be  imported 
into  the  Philippines,  except  in  quanti- 
ties sufficient  to  maintain  the  manu- 
facture at  tobacco  products  in  the  Philip- 
pines at  the  level  of  the  preceding  year, 
after  all  locally  produced  tobacco  has 
been  bought  and  used.  It  further  pro- 
vides excessive  and  arbitrary  support 
prices  for  local  tobacco  production,  far 
in  excess  of  world  prices. 

Mr.'  Speaker,  the  Philippines  have 
failed  to  live  up  to  their  agreements, 
both  in  violating  their  trade  agreement 
with  the  United  States  and  failing  to 
live  up  to  t'le  promises  given  me  per- 
sonally. 

Any  restriction  on  \,he  volume  of  im- 
portation of  tobacco  from  the  United 
States  into  the  Philippines  is  a  viola- 
tion of  their  agreement  with  us. 

Increasing  allowable  imports  for  1954 
from  25  to  40  percent  of  1950  imports 
is  a  mere  gesture  and  is  continuing  a 
material  violation. 

But,  in  1955  they  go  back— now  by 
law  and  not  by  regulation— to  the  sit- 
uation existing  when  I  objected  to  con- 
sidering H.  R.  9315  and  then  in  1956 
they  go  to  a  formula  far  more  restric- 
tive than  those  I  called  attention  to  on 
June  22. 

Mr.  Speaker,  presiunably  there  will  be 
conferences  between  the  Philippines  and 
the  United  States,  on  an  executive  level, 
in  the  next  few  months.  But,  ultimately. 
this  Congress  must  act  to  efTect  any 
change  In  the  existing  trade  relations  as 
requested  by  the  Philippines. 

I  serve  notice  now  that  at  that  time 
I  will  remember  commitments  made,  ad- 
hered to.  and  violated,  and  be  influenced 
by  the  failure  of  the  Philippine!  to  live 
up  to  tlieir'  commitments. 


S^dal-Secnrity  Law  Is  Greatly  Iiaprovcd 

EXTENSION  OP  REMAKES 

OF 

HON.  RUSSELL  V.  MACK 

or  WASHINGTON 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTAfTIVES 

Friday,  August  20.  1954 


Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  present  Republican  Con- 
gress did  more  to  broaden,  improve,  and 
better  the  social-security  law  than  any 
Congress  ever  has  done  since  social  secu- 
rity was  first  started  in  1937. 

The  new  Social  Security  Act.  passed 
in  August  by  Congress,  gives  the  protec- 
tion and  benefits  of  social  secarity  to 
10,200.000  new  and  additional  Americans. 
It  gives  coverage  to  3,500,000  fartn  own- 
ers, to  2.500,000  farmworkers,  to  50,000 
commercial  fishermen,  and  to  250,000 
ministers,  none  of  whom  have  bad  the 
protection  of  this  law  heretofore. 

About  the  only  groups  now  left  uncov- 
ered by  social  security  are  lawyers,  phy- 
sicians, dentists,  osteopaths,  chiroprac- 
tors, and  veterinarians.  Any  of  these  will 
be  covered  by  social-security  protection 
if  and  when  members  of  the  grotp  con- 
vince Congress  that  they  want  this  pro- 
tection. 


The  new  social-security  laRr  inereasea 
the  benefits  of  the  6  million  Ipeople  now 
drawing  social -security  penslpns  by  $5  to 
$13.50  a  month  for  single  persons.  It  m- 
creases  the  benefits  by  $7.50  to  $30.76  for 
married  couples  where  the  man  and  wife 
both  are  65  years  of  age  or  older. 

In  some  cases  the  tncrea4ed  benefits 
are  larger  due  to  changes  in  the  formula 
on  which  the  amount  of  an  elder  citizen's 
pension  ts  based. 

WORKIX    CAN   EASN    ICCHa 

When  I  first  came  to  Congi^ess,  8  years 
ago,  if  a  retired  social -security  worker 
earnetl  more  than  $14.99  in  any  calen- 
dar month  his  pension  was  taken  away 
from  him  for  that  month. 

This  I  thought  cruel  and  a  great  in- 
justice. My  first  work  in  trying  to  re- 
form the  social-security  law  was  in  try- 
ing to  get  this  measly  limit  of  $14.99  a 
month  on  earnings  increased. 

Personally,  I  felt  there  should  be  no 
limit  on  earnings.  I  regarded  social  se- 
curity as  a  form  of  insurance.  The 
worker  had  paid  for  his  policy  through 
monthly  withholding  taxes.  I  thought 
he  should  get  his  pension  check  regard- 
less of  what  his  monthly  earnings  were. 
Also,  I  regard  it  as  not  only  wrong  but 
uneconomic  to  discourage  a  person,  who 
wants  to  work,  from  working.  The  more 
goods  produced  the  more  goods  there  are 
to  divide  up  among  our  people  and  the 
higher  the  general  average  of  prosperity 
is.  Men  should  not  be  penalized  for 
working. 

But  I  could  not  get  my  way  with  Con- 
gress that  year.  We  could  not  get  the 
limit  on  a  pensioner's  earnings  elimi- 
nated entirely. 

A  number  of  us  moved  to  have  the 
limit  raised  from  $14.99  a  month  to  $50 
and  introduced  bills  to  accomplish  that 
purpose.  Our  proposal  for  raising  the 
limit  from  $14.99  to  $50  prevailed. 

Next  year,  I  put  in  a  bill  Ik)  raise  the 
limit  on  earnings  to  $100  a  month.  The 
committee  and  Congress  that  year  raised 
the  limit  on  earnings  to  $75.  While  this 
was  not  as  much  as  I  had  asked  and 
thought  it  should  be,  it  helped.  It  is 
always  wife,  I  think,  to  take  a  half  a  loaf 
if  you  cannot  get  a  whole  on«. 

The  83d  Congress,  which  just  ad- 
journed, raised  the  limit  on  earnings.  It 
raised  it  to  $1,200  a  year. 

Under  this  provision,  a  porker  can 
earn  $200  a  month  for  6  montiis  and  still 
draw  his  pension  for  all  12  nionths  pro- 
vided his  annual  earnings  do  not  exceed 
$1,200.  If  his  annual  earnings  do  ex- 
ceed $1,200  for  the  calendar  year,  the 
pensioner  must  forfeit  1  month  of  his 
pension  for  each  $80  of  eamtigs  he  has 
above  $1,200. 

By  "earnings"  is  meant  the  money  you 
receive  in  wages  or  salary  on  profits 
from  your  business.  If  you  h|ive  income 
from  rents,  dividends,  or  interest  these 
do  not  count  in  making  up  the  $1,200 
limit  on  earnings. 

BEBE    IS    WHAT    TOU    GEJ 

Here  Is  how  social-security  benefits  are 
figured : 

Upon  retirement  at  age  el5  you  are 
entitled  to  a  pension  equal  to  55  percent 
cf  the  first  $110  of  your  average  monthly 
earnings  plus  20  percent  of  that  part  of 
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your  average  monthly  earnings  that  are 
above  $110  a  month. 

Example:  If  your  average  monthly 
earnings  were  $200,  you  get  $60.60 — 
which  is  55  percent  of  the  first  $110-^ 
plus  $18,  which  is  20  percent  of  the  re- 
maining $90.  Thus,  on  $200-a-month 
earnings,  you  receive  $78.50  a  month. 

If  your  average  earnings  were  $300. 
you  receive  $60.50  on  the  first  $110  plus 
$38 — which  is  20  percent  of  the  remain- 
ing $190 — or  a  total  pension  of  $98.50. 

If  and  when  your  wife  becomes  65.  she 
is  entitled  to  half  of  what  you  get.  If 
you  receive  a  pension  of  $78.50  she  will 
be  paid  an  additional  $39.25.  If  you  re- 
ceive $98.50,  she  will  receive  $49.25.  the 
two  of  you  receiving  a  total  monthly 
pension  of  $147.75. 

When  an  insured  person  dies,  his 
widow  is  entitled  to  receive,  starting  at 
age  65,  three-quart^ers  of  the  pension 
the  insured  received.  If  he  received 
$100  a  month,  she  will  get  for  the  rest 
of  her  life  or  until  she  remarries,  a  pen- 
sion of  $75  a  month. 

The  system  also  provides  a  small 
amount  of  death  benefits  of  $90  to  $255 
to  cover  funeral  expenses.  This  must  be 
applied  for  by  the  heirs  in  order  to 
obtain  It. 

WHAT  Tuuama  icttst  pat 

The  new  law  treats  farmers  as  self- 
employed  people,  not  employees.  When 
an  employee  is  covered  by  social  seciulty. 
his  withholding  tax  -is  4  percent  of  his 
income.  Half  of  this  tax  is  paid  by  the 
employee  and  half  by  the  employer. 

In  the  case  of  farmers  and  all  self- 
employed  persons  tlie  tax  rate  is  3  per- 
cent instead  of  4  percent  and  the  full 
3  percent  is  paid  ty  the  self-employed 
person. 

Thus,  if  your  annual  income  as  a 
farmer  is  $2,000,  yovu*  3-percent  with- 
holding tax  for  that  year  will  be  $60; 
if  your  Income  is  $3,000  your  tax  will 
be  $90,  and  if  your  income  1$  $4,200  your 

tax  will  be  $124  a  year. 

A  farmer's  social- security  tax  does  not 
become  due  until  he  pajrs  his  income 
tax.  In  short,  his  first  withhholding  tax 
for  social  security  will  not  be  due  and 
payable  until  April  1,  1956.  This  tax 
will  be  on  your  income  for  the  year  1955. 

FASMim    PIOnECTXON 

Two  years  ago  when  a  social-security 
bill  was  imder  consideration  the  Demo- 
crats refused  to  pnivide  social-security 
coverage  and  protection.  Mr.  Doughton,. 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  said 
there  was  no  indication  that  farmers 
wanted  coverage. 

I  rather  felt  farmers  did  want  social- 
security  coverage.  I  prepared  a  poll  of 
public  opinion  and  sent  it  to  the  99 
granges  in  my  dUtrict.  I  asked  the 
grange  oflQcers  to  disciiss  the  matter 
with  their  farmers  and  report  back  to 
me  how  their  farmers  felt  about  social- 
security  coverage.  More  than  90  percent 
of  the  answers  received  from  farm 
groups  were  in  favor  of  social-security 
coverage  for  the  farmer. 

Some  of  us  Congressmen  kept  work- 
ing for  farmer's  social -security  coverage. 
Now  the  farmer  has  It. 

MINISTKRS  AND  nSHStllKlf 

The  Republican  801  h  Congress  and  the 
Democratic  81st  and  82 d  Congresses  re- 


fused to  provide  soelal-aecurity  protee- 
tidn  for  ministers  and  for  fishermen  and 
shellfish  bed  workers.  Members  of  these 
former  Congresses  felt  ministers  and 
fishermen  did  not  want  this  protection. 

I  talked  to  many  fishermen  in  my  area. 
I  talked  to  ministers  about  social  secu- 
rity.  Most  of  them  said  they  wanted  it 

I  sent  a  poll  to  ministers  and  asked 
their  opinion.  In  almost  150  replies  from 
ministers  all  but  6  said  they  thought 
ministers  should  be  covered  by  social  se- 
curity. I  was  happy  to  work  to  have  the 
ministers  obtain  the  protection  of  this 
law. 

LXXZ  INSTTSANCS 

Social  security  is  somettiing  like  insur- 
ance, during  the  earning  years  of  your 
youth  you  pay  something  into  an  insur- 
ance fund  every  payday.  Then,  when 
you  are  65,  you  are  entitled  to  draw 
monthly  pension  benefits,  that  is  social 
security. 

Tliis  is  xx>t  charity.  You  pay  for  your 
own  old-age  protection.  You  get  your 
pension  as  a  matter  of  right  as  some- 
thing you  bought  and  paid  for. 

Much  of  the  credit  for  the  develop- 
ment of  a  soimd  Federal  social  security 
law  belongs  not  to  us  politicians  but  to 
the  members  of  the  Fraternal  Order  of 
Eagles,  and  sisters  of  their  auxiliaries. 
It  was  the  Eagles  who  sponsored  the 
first  old-age  pension  laws.  Colorado,  in 
1933,  was  the  first  State  to  adopt  an  old- 
age  system'  and  Washington,  also  in  1933. 
the  second  State  to  adopt  such  a  law. 
I  am  proud  that  my  own  aerie  in  Ho- 
quiam,  Wash.,  and  my  neighboring  aerie 
in  Aberdeen,  supplied  the  leaders  in  this 
fight  for  the  first  old-age  pension  laws  in 
our  State. 

I  have  been  happy  during  my  8  years 
in  Congress  to  work  for  a  sound  and  en- 
during system  of  social  security.  I  am 
glad  that  the  83d  Republican  Congress 
has  enacted  the  best  social-security  law 
ever  enacted. 

This  does  not  mean  that  the  new  law 
Is  perfect.  It  is  not.  It  still  needs  im- 
provements to  eliminate  remaining  in- 
justices and  inequahUes.  These,  in  time, 
will  come. 

The  new  law,  however.  Is  a  very  good 
one.  Most  Americans,  I  think,  will  be 
happy  with  it. 
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Report  to  WiscoBttB  oa  My  Activities 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  ALEXANDER  WILEY 

OP  wiscoM  SUV 

IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Friday.  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimotis  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  CONCRBSsiONAL  RECORD  a  Summary 
of  my  activities  during  the  past  two  ses- 
sions of  the  83d  Congress. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  sima- 
mary  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RxcoKo,  as  follows: 

"What  happened  in  Washington  affectmg 
our  State  during  the  83d  Oongrcas?" 

"What  did  oxir  Eenlor  Senator.  Aixz  WBXT. 
do  for  hiM  SUte?     Wliat  legl&Ution  was  ba 


Interested  In?    Wbat  WlaeonMn 
h*  advanoet    What  sort  of 
•chlevcT** 

7>o  these  and  a  great  many  similar  ques- 
tions, the  people  of  WlsoonsUn  have  a  right 
to  receive  factual  answers. 

Here,  then,  is  my  blanniial  report  to  you. 

After  each  Congress.  I  make  a  sUnllar  r*« 
port  to  the  people  of  our  State. 

I  am  deeply  appreciatlTe  of  the  wonderful 
reaction  which  these  previous  reports  have 
received.  UteraUy  thousands  of  letters  have 
poxu-ed  Into  my  olBce  commenting  faTOrabiy 
upon  my  overaU  record  down  hers. 

8T.  LAWXXNCZ  BUlWAT  lAW 

First  off,  the  greatest  single  success  Insofar 
as  Wisconsin  la  concerned  during  the  SSd 
Congress  was,  of  course,  the  passage  of  the 
WUey  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  law. 

As  you  know,  for  three  long  decades, 
we  of  the  Badger  State  had  been  fighting  for 
the  seaway.  Always  we  faced'  a  denieraU  up- 
hill batUe. 

A  mass  of  selfish  lobbyist  Interests  had 
combined  to  prevent  Wisconsin  and  the  othsr 
Lake  States  from  having  deep-water  scnnss 
to  the  world. 

Now.  however,  with  Preddent  Elsenhower^ 
signature  of  Public  Law  3S8,  the  dream  of 
three  decades  has  come  to  PMS. 

In  my  ofllce  is  a  memorable  picture  of  the 
President  signing  the  WUey  law;  alongside 
is  one  of  the  pens  which  the  President  used 
In  the  signing  and  which  he  then  presented 
as  a  gift  to  me. 

I  wUI  treasure  these  remembrances,  sym- 
bolizing the  climax  of  a  legisUtlve  battle 
which  I  have  waged  since  I  came  to  the  Sen- 
ate 15  years  ago. 

I  am  grateful  tiiat  I  was  In  a  position,  aa 
chairman  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Etelatlons 
Committee  to  lead  the  fight  for  this  historic 
law. 

ULXM  OOttmCTOtG  CTLkmrBM 

Next,  one  of  the  highest  prlcrlty  Issues  In 
the  coming  Congress  wlU  be  the  passage  of 
appropriations  to  deepen  the  connectlxkg 
channels  to  the  upper  Great  Lakes. 

During  this  past  8Sd  Congress,  I  helped 
lay  the  basis  for  this  future  oonnsctU^ 
channel  legislation. 

Again  and  again  I  pointed  out  that  Wis- 
consin must  have  27-foot  deep-draft  chan- 
nels In  order  to  get  the  fuU  benefit  of  the 
Qreat  Lakes  seaway. 

Now.  I  am  confident  of  early  passage  of 
the  channel  legislation.  I  have  been  wmklng 
continuously  with  my  colleagues  to  round 
up  the  necessary  votes  to  help  clinch  this 
final  chapter  of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway 
story. 

m  Bnxa 


Another  highlight  of  the  SSd  Ocmgreas 
the  passage  of  antlsubverslon  legislation. 

My  readers  are  familiar  with  the  fact  that 
X  am  particularly  Interested  In  this  subject 
becaiue  of  my  dual  capacity  as  ehainnaa  of 
the  Foreign  Relations  Oommittee  and  aa 
ranking  RepubUcan  on  the  Judiciary  Ooas- 
mittee  (which  Is  the  group  noat  direct^ 
concerned  with  internal  security  lagtA*- 
Uon ) . 

Throughout  the  2  years  of  ths  SSd  Con- 
gress (as  In  prerlous  Congreaaea)  I  had  urged 
that  we  paas  neceasary  bills  against  tha 
Communist  menace  at  home  and  abroad. 

A  great  many  of  these  bills  fortunatdy 
were  enacted,  notably  the  bUl  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party;  the  bUl  to  oonfer  immv- 
nlty.  where  necessary,  so  as  to  open  up  tba 
closed  mouths  at  the  stubborn  **I  refuse  to 
answer  back";  the  biU  to  punish  aaplouige  In 
peacetime  with  the  severest  penalty:  tlia 
provision  to  end  Communist  domlnatAoai  oC 
unions;  and  a  great  many  otbcr 

Unfortunately,  not  aU  <rf  the 
aive  MUs  for  whidi  I  bad  feogM ' 
but  at  least  many  of  the  ImpottaBt 
goals  for  which  I  had  Uborcd 
Into  law. 
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;  wttt  thto  Meonnt  of  ib*  S-yew 
fMragrmm.  osace  h(»Xi^  *n  ^W*  Mad  IMM.  I  oon* 
ttauMl  mf  IgM  for  tlw  protaetton  of  Wb- 
eoodD'k  moMliMs  at  tbottMadi  of  Hobm  and 
Industrial  oonstnMni  of  nstwal  gaa. 

Ittair  ■■•  rmUa  bavwfoiur  up  mnA  up  and 
vpaadupw  ncy roc^atlng ratea  ttrnw  added  to 
tba  coat  of  Uvtag.  Tliay  IwTe  aiMad  to  tba 
coat  of  Wlaoosialn  baaUuaa;  and  tbla  has 
eanaadhann  In  our  stata. 

TbanCora.  I  fought  on  tba  floor  of  the  8en> 
ata.  fouglit  In  m ■■■■»»■  to  tha  Vederal  Fowar 
Owninfaaton,  to  protect  Wlaconain  odoaumeri 
from  arl^trary  unjusttfled  Increaacs  In  gaa 
rataa. 

Z  prslaed  the  Supreme  Court  dedalon 
which  finally  required  protection  of  con- 
aumers  from  unfair  treatment.  Now  that 
deelaiim  must  be  faithfully  Implemented. 

Another  Issue  on  which  I  fought  to  pro- 
tect our  people  was  in  relation  to  our  natural 
raaoureaa.  I  fought  against  efforta  to  de- 
qxrtl  our  public  lands,  to  open  them  up  to 
certain  private  intereats  which  might  not 
have  the  wM-belng  of  the  Nation's  heritage 
at  heart. 

So,  too,  I  fought  to  safeguard  the  right  of 
the  4S  States  to  the  oil-rich  submerged  tlde- 
landa. 


rasrafa  worn  r&ai 

X  feel  that  special  note  should  now  be 
talwn  of  efforts  on  behalf  of  the  great  farm 
aegment  of  our  State. 

As  my  readers  Imow.  X  hare  always  felt  that 
upon  a  healthy  agriculture  depends  a  healthy 
busineaa  and  healthy  labor  aegment  of  our 
population,  and  vice  versa. 

Accordingly,  X  fought  to  raise  dairy  parity, 
which  has  not  been  at  fair  levels  in  relation 
to  the  dalrymanii  heavy  toil  and  heavy  in- 
vestment. 

I  fought,  too,  for  adequate  soil-conserva- 
tion funds,  adequate  rural-electrlflcatlon 
funds,  adequate  rect^nitlon  of  Wisconsin's 
and  the  Nation's  great  system  of  coopera- 
tives. 

X  fought  for  greater  agricultural-research 
funds  so  aa  to  And  more  uses  for  dairy  prod- 
ucts. X  urged  stepped-up  education  to  in- 
crease vital  dairy  conaumption — the  drink- 
ing of  more  miUc  and  eating  of  far  nuure 
vitamln-rlch  cheeae,  butter,  and  ice  cream. 

•ixzviNC  torn  nucB 

A  great  deal  of  my  efforts  were,  of  course, 
directed  toward  that  greatest  of  all  goals — 
world  peace. 

■veryone  realizes  what  an  atomic-hydro- 
gen war  would  mean:  Jiass  slaughter  of 
civilians,  destruction  of  cities,  the  turning 
back  of  civilization  into  the  Dark  Ages. 

Therefore,  aa  chairman  of  the  Senate  For- 
eign Relations  C!ommittee.  X  devoted  my 
principal  endeavor  toward  strengthening  the 
free  world  alliance  against  communism. 

Uhfortimately,  the  Red  menace  continues 
to  surge  against  our  ramparts  across  the 
earth.  Half  of  Indochina  has  fallen  to  the 
Kremlin.  Ssewhere  throughout  tha  world 
Ccnnmunlst  internal  subversion  and  exter- 
nal aggression  threaten. 

Right  In  our  own  backyard,  so  to  speak. 
X  particularly  directed  my  fire  against  the 
Communist-dominated  Government  of  Guat- 
emala, which  held  power  in  a  land  but  a 
few  hours  bombor  time  away  from  the  Pan- 
ama Canal.  Fortunately,  the  Red  regime 
fell  at  long  last,  thanks  to  the  courage  of 
men  who  were  willing  to  lay  down  their 
Uvea  for  Guatemala's  liberty. 

X  aaay  note  now  that  a  review  of  all  my 
other  activities  on  the  Senate  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Conunlttee — together  with  the  activi- 
tiea  of  my  eoUeaguea.  is  being  published  as 
a  aaparate  Sanato  document. 

During  a  period  of  2  years,  for  example, 
our  eommlttaa  held  over  370  meetlnga.  We 
evaluated  a  great  many  treaties,  resolutlona, 
and  nominations.     As   the  World  situation 


draaaatieaUy  changed  from  day  to  day,  often 
from  hour  to  hour.  I  called  my  oolleaguea 
repeatedly  together  so  that  oiir  cbmmlttee 
might  consult  with  the  highest  leaders  of 
.our  Government — military,  political,  diplo- 
matic, economic— <on  matters  affecting  world 


BATTt*  TO  PaoraCT  CONffl  11 U llOlf 

Looking  back,  one  of  the  early  battles  In 
the  8Sd  Congress  was  over  this  issue:  "Shall 
the  traditional  system  of  checks  and  bal- 
ances within  the  United  States  Government 
continue?" 

In  other  words,  shall  the  systefa.  which 
has  served  us  so  weU  for  a  century  and  tiiree 
qxiarters,  the  system  of  checks  and  balances 
between  the  executive,  legislative,  and  Ju- 
dicial branches — shall  It  endure  or  shall  we 
start  tinkering  and  tampering  with  the  Con- 
stitution, upsetting  it  and  endangering  it 
by  giving  more  power  to  one  bratich  over 
another? 

Fortunately,  President  Elsenhower  riglily 
advised  the  Congress  not  to  upset  the  deli- 
cate checks  and  balances  under  the  Consti- 
tution—not to  pass  a  dangerous  amendment, 
identified  as  Senate  Joint  Resolution  1 — an 
amendment  which,  in  spite  of  its  glittering 
dressing,  contained  so  much  legal  dynamite 
that  no  one  knew  how  severely  It  might  ex- 
plode  our    delicate    international    relations. 

And  so,  it  was  my  privilege,  with  the  Presi- 
dent's backing,  to  lekd  the  fight  against  the 
amendment,  against  those  who,  in  the  name 
of  allegedly  protecting  the  Constitution, 
were  imwittlngly  endangering  it. 

This  was  not  only  the  President^  and  my 
position — ^to  keep  the  Constitution  intact, 
unimpaired — ^but  U  was  the  position  ol  his 
entire  Cabinet  and  administration,  and  the 
position  of  a  great  many  legal,  business, 
women's,  church,  conservation,  aad  other 
organisations  throughout  the  Nation. 

Fortunately,  we  prevailed  in  this  fight  to 
protect  the  Constitution.  We  defeated  Sen- 
ate Joint  Resolution  1.  Even  its  backers 
retreated  and  never  dared  to  offer  for  a  vote 
some  of  the  worst  features  of  the  proposed 
amendment. 

siGivincAirr  anti-bzd  pitblicat»3ns 
Tinning  to  still  other  matters,  ditrlng  the 
Congress.  I  helped  bring  at>out  publication 
of  numerous  congressional  booklets  which.  I 
am  glad  to  say,  many  observers  have  kindly 
and  highly  commended.  ] 

They  include:  | 

(a)  A  28S-page  Internal  Security  Manual, 
Senate  Document  No.  47,  containing,  for  the 
first  time  within  the  covers  of  one  book,  all 
the  laws.  Executive  orders,  and  resolutions 
of  the  United  States  on  internal  security. 
This  book  is  sold  for  70  cents  by  the  Govern- 
ment Printing  Office;  already  thousands  have 
been  purchased. 

(b)  A  booklet  on  Worldwide  Strength  of 
the  Communist  Movement,  exposing  Red 
power  in  each  region  and  country  through- 
out the  world,  as  well  as  many  other  pub- 
lications. 

riTTEXN    GOALS   OTHEXS   AND    I   rOUClrr   FOE 

Of  course,  there  were  a  great  many  Issues 
in  which  all  of  us  in  the  congressional  ma- 
jority Joined  for  final  successful  action. 
These  issues  proved  to  be  the  major  mile- 
stones of  the  83d  Congress.  Among  them 
were: 

1.  The  reduction  of  taxes  by  $7  billion; 

a.  The  revision  and  reform  of  the  Nation's 
complicated  huf^  obsolete  internal  revenue 
system  (which  for  the  first  time  in  three- 
quarters  of  a  century  was  slmplllled  and 
overhauled) ; 

3.  The  extension  and  broadenln|  of  the 
Nation's  social-security  program,  thius  help- 
ing to  assure  a  square  break  for  the  more 
than  10  percent  of  our  population  65  years  of 
age  and  older  and  for  all  those  approaching 
elderly  years; 
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4.  Private  development  of  ^he  miracles 
of  atomic  energy,  yet  with  adeq\iat«  protec- 
tion of  the  people's  investments: 

6.  Greater  economy  In  Government — re- 
duction of  the  Federal  payroll  and  budget- 
so  as  to  conserve  the  taxpayers"  resouroea; 

8.  More  effective  United  States  defense 
measiuvs;  i 

7.  Stimulation  of  wider  ftrivale  homeown- 
ership  by  better  mortgage  termf ; 

8.  Progress  toward  improved  health  for  our 
people.  Including  legislation  for  diagnostic 
centers,  and  hospitals  for  the  chronically  ill; 

9.  Expansion  of  vocational  riBhabllitatlon 
so  that  the  handicapped  are  not  left  as  drains 
on  themselves,  on  their  loved  oaiea.  on  their 
community,  but  can  gainfully  earn  their  own 
way; 

10.  Research  on  the  Nation's  heavy  chal- 
lenges for  expanded  education;' 

11.  Foiu-teen  reorganization,  plans  to 
streamline  Government — wipe  afway  the  cob- 
webs, the  overlapping  and  duptcatlon; 

12.  Strengthening  of  the  vital  new  Small 
Business  Administration; 

13.  Curbing  of  the  inflationary  price  rise 
by  sound  fiscal  policy; 

14.  Cost-of-Uvlng  increases  In  veterans' 
pensions  and  aid  to  their  depeildents; 

15.  Expansion  of  our  Fed^^  highway 
system. 

All  of  these  and  other  actlona  were  princi- 
ples for  which  Alkx  Wnxv  stands  and  for 
which  he  voted;  they  are  principles  for  which 
the  Republican  83d  Congress  stood  and  voted. 

Basically,  they  are  the  goals  spearheaded 
by  the  great  man  who  occupies  the  White 
House.  Dwlght  D.  Eisenhower.. 

TAiciNG  xjr  iNDivmuAi.  M^rms 

No  report  on  the  work  of  the  tod  Congress 
would  be  complete  without  referring  to  that 
great  mass  of  Wisconsin  mattera  which  neyer 
reached  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  refer  to  the  hundreds  of  appeals  from  in- 
dividual constltuenu  asking  aome  redress 
or  action  from  some  Federal  Government 
agency,  perhaps  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture or  the  Veterans'  Admlnlstmtlon.  or  the 
Department  of  Commerce  or  the  Department 
of  Labor  or  any  of  the  other  soores  of  Gov- 
ernment agencies,  commissions,  bureaus,  or 
divisions. 

In  each  of  these  instances,  it  was  my 
pleasure  carefully  to  weigh  each  appeal,  then 
I  did  what  I  could,  wherever  I  Jelt  that  the 
cause  of  an  Individual  Badger  citizen  mer- 
ited submission  of  the  case  to  ggovemmental 
officials. 

As  a  result,  I  am  deeply  appreciative  of 
the  many  kind  letters  which  have  come  to 
my  office  In  response  to  these  actions  m  our 
people's  behalf.  But  such  effwu  for  our 
citizens — for  our  farmers  or  our  city  people, 
for  our  Wisconsin  tourist  indu$try.  for  our 
boys  In  the  Armed  Forces,  for  citizens  and 
Immigrants,  for  lawyers  and  doctors,  house- 
wives and  white-collar  worlcers,  factory 
hands  and  miners — should  not  surprise  any- 
one. 

After  all,  we.  In  the  United  States  Senate, 
or  In  the  House  of  Representatives,  have 
been  sent  down  here  to  Wasbln^ton  In  order 
to  serve  you,  to  fulfUl  your  needs,  to  rep- 
resent you  In  the  best,  worthiest  possible^ 
way.  We  are  your  servants:  thfe  Joy  of  being 
a  public  servant  Is  to  perform  tl>e  Job  faith- 
fully and  well. 

THE    nCHT    AGAINST    CaiME 

All  In  all,  this  Is  only,  of  coume,  a  partial 
report  on  2  years  of  work  in  1963  and 
1954. 

I  could  refer  to  a  great  many  other  issues: 
To  my  battle,  for  example,  against  the  forces 
of  crime  at  home  and  abroad. 

In  this  respect.  I  fought  for  the  enactment 
of  the  international  opium  protpool  to  con- 
trol the  vicious  worldwide  dope  tfafBc  (which 
has  already  cost  us  so  much  harm,  par- 
ticularly    to    our    younger    citizens.       I'ae 
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protocol  was  ratified  unanimously  by  the 
Senate. 

I  fought,  too,  for  the  maaa  of  legislation 
which  had  been  recommended  by  the  Ke- 
fauver  Senate  crime  committee,  of  which  I 
had   been  a  member. 

Not  only  did  I  fight  for  tmis  which  I  re- 
garded as  sound,  but  I  fought  against  bills 
which  I  regarded  as  unsound,  notably  tha 
infamous  Chicago  water-steal  blU.  which  has 
been  traditionally  opposed  by  otir  own  and 
otber  Lake  States,  and  wbich  President 
Eisenhower  fortunately  and  wisely  vetoed. 

BuocxanoHa  ow  paxamamAi.  aprourrnKwra 
And  while  I  fo\aght  for  good  bills  and  op- 
posed bad  onea,  I  f otight  for  food  leadership 
as  well. 

I  submitted  various  suggestions  to  the 
White  House  on  Executive  appointments, 
and  I  am  exceedingly  gratified  that  several 
such  suggestions  were  adc^ted  by  President 
Elsenhower,  notably  In  his  selection  of  able 
Wlsconain-born  Lewis  Castle  to  head  up  the 
St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corp- 
oration. 

OONCLUSIOIf 

And  so  I  bring  this  brief  report  to  an 
end.  I  hope  you  have  found  that  it  answers. 
If  only  in  brief  summary,  your  question, 
"What  did  Alzx  Wuxt  do  for  his  State  and 
Nation?"  The  answer  Is:  Be  did  everything 
he  could  to  report  what  he  humbly  feels  are 
the  best  interests  of  31.4  million  Wlscon- 
slnltes  and  100  million  otber  Americana. 

I  want  to  thank  my  readers  for  their  at- 
tention and  to  Invite  their  reactions  to  this 
report. 


Hoasifif  Act  of  1954 — Gross  Inadeqiucy 
■  Face  •!  Growiag  Need 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  LOUIS  C.  RABAUT 

or  MICHICAM 

IN  THE  HOUSK  OF  RXmBSBrrATTVES 

Friday.  August  20.  19S4 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  one  of 
the  most  crying  needs  of  our  economy  in 
this  year  of  1964  Is  an  enlarged  and  re- 
vitalized housing  program. 

Coming  from  the  Detndt  area  as  I 
do — one  of  the  most  hard-hit  and  af- 
flicted regions  In  this  matter  of  public 
hoasing — I  can  appreciate  the  inade- 
quacies of  legislation  which  passed  the 
Congress  this  July  and  was  approved  by 
the  President  during  the  early  part  of 
August.  • 

The  Housing  Act  of  1954  is  an  un- 
realistic approach  to  a  problem  which, 
in  its  immensity  and  urgency,  and  in 
terms  of  Internal  economic  stahllity.  Is 
exceeded  by  few  others. 

The  necessity  for  more  low-cost  hous- 
ing Is.  at  this  time,  desperate. 

The  truth  of  the  matter  is  that  pri- 
vate industry.  ZK>twithstanding  the  fine 
Job  it  does,  cannot  provide  sufficient 
housing,  at  a  cost  which  low-income 
families  can  afford.  At  a  time  in  our 
history  when  population  is  Jumping  by 
unprecedented  leaps  and  bounds,  this 
situation  is  one  which  calls  for  the  most 
immediate  type  of  relief. 

We  have  asked  for  bread  and  we  have 
been  given  crumbs. 

Of  the  37.1  millicm  housing  units  in 
existeisce  today,  9  BiiUion,  or  approxi- 


mately 34  percent,  are  considered  sub- 
standard. 

Eight  million  Aourican  families  still 
live  in  houses  unfit  for  human  habita- 
tion. 

Out  of  more  than  40  million  nonfarm 
homes,  20  percent  are  classed  as  sub- 
standard because  of  structural  condi- 
tion or  lack  of  basic  sanitary  facilities. 

In  addition  to  these  30-pe7cent  sub- 
standard homes.  4  million  American 
families  live  in  houses  that  have  deterio- 
rated to  near -alum  cmxiitions  ajKl  do  not 
naeet  health  and  safety  standards. 

The  housing  bill  which  was  passed  by 
this  Ccmgress  authorizes  a  start  in  con- 
striKtion  of  a  maximum  of  35,000  low- 
rent  public-housing  units  between  now 
and  next  June  30. 

The  original  1954  recommendation— 
and  it  was  by  any  standards  insuffi- 
cient— ^was  for  140.000  units  over  a  4- 
year  period. 

The  proposal  hit  upon  what  seems  to 
be  a  traditional  snag  in  housing  legisla- 
tion. 

The  Public  Housing  Act  was  begun  in 
1937.  It  called  for  federally  aided  low- 
rent  housing  projects  that  would  be 
locally  owned  and  operated.  Included 
also  was  a  PHA -administered  slum- 
clearance  and  low-rent  housing  pro- 
gram. 

The  Housing  Act  of  1949  set  up  the 
first  realistic  postwar  public-housing 
policy  on  a  long-term  basis.  It  called 
for  135,000  new  starts  for  federally  sub- 
sidized housing  units  a  year.  This  pro- 
gram, in  1951.  was  diminished  to  a  limit 
of  50,000.  A  year  later  it  was  further 
reduced  to  35.000. 

In  1953.  the  last  of  President  Truman's 
budget  messages,  the  need  was  estimated 
at  75.000  public-housing  uni^ 

Thus,  the  need  Increases  while  pro- 
visions for  housing  decrease. 

It  can  be  shown  that  slums  and  blight- 
ed areas  comprise  about  one-fifth  of  the 
total  metropolitan  area.  In  these  con- 
fined and  inadequate  quarters  some  33 
percent  of  the  population  is  housed.  It 
can  also  be  shown  that  these  same  re- 
gions account  for  a  ti'emendously  over- 
proportionate  amount  of  major  crimes. 
Juvenile  delinquency,  fires,  and  tubercu- 
losis. 

And  yet  it  cannot  be  said  to  be  abso- 
lutely and  entirely  the  fault  of  those  who 
are  forced  to  live  in  these  areas,  detri- 
mental to  health  and  invitational,  at 
times,  to  certain  elements  of  the  people 
who  are,  on  occasion,  unmindful  of  their 
duties  to  society. 

We  are  giving  billions,  as  well  we 
must  for  the  sake  of  national  security. 
to  the  raising  of  standards  in  under- 
develCH>ed  countries  all  over  the  world, 
btit  we  seem  to  be  forgetting  ttaoae  of 
our  own  citizenry  to  whom  we  owe  first 
allegiance  and  from  whom  we  expect  so 
much  in  the  continuation  of  the  free 
American  way  of  life. 

On  March  30  of  this  year,  while  the 
House  was  debating  upon  the  Independ- 
ent OHIces  appropriation  bill  dealing  with 
slum  clearance  and  possible  housing 
projects,  I  said  that  it  was  a  privilege  to 
stand  in  the  well  of  the  House  and  rep- 
resent the  litUe  people  of  this  Nation, 
those  receiving  $2,000  a  year  or  less. 


I  said  at  that  time  that  it  Is  , 

enough  to  dangle  before  tbeir  cgrcs  ti- 
year  mortgages -and  more  expemtvc 
homes,  but  it  is  impossible  for  tbem  to 
attain  such  homes.  I  asked  mqr  col- 
leagues  whether  they  knew  that  the 
home  in  America  Is  sometimes  the  most 
treasured  among  thoae  who  have  tbt 
least  of  this  world's  goods.  "But  for 
people  and  for  homes  and  for  the  small 
folk  of  this  Nation."  I  steted  *'«e  will 
wreck  the  housing  program  and  wnd 
than  honeyed  -words." 

It  is  my  sincere  belief  that  we  should. 
as  soon  as  is  humanly  possible  to  do  so, 
set  about  to  pump  life  into  our  houring 
program,  and  take  vigorous  steps  hi  the 
direction  ot  slum  clearance  and  redevel- 
opment of  urban  centers. 

Otherwise,  it  becomes  the  rankest  type 
of  hypocrisy  to  preach  equality  and  op- 
portunity abroad  and  yet  deny  to  thoae 
at  home  the  first-class  dtiieoship  status 
which  a  decent  dwelling  or  home  ean 
help  to  provide. 

Happiness  at  home,  be  it  ever  ao  hum- 
ble, could  well  be  said  to  be  the  basia  of 
contentment  and  proq;>ertty  within  a  na- 
tion. Surely,  in  this  day  and  age,  and 
in  this  land  whicl.  has  done  so  much  to 
raise  the  standards  of  human  dignity  for 
so  many,  siich  a  goal  cannot  be  unattain- 
able. 

Our  potential  is  so  great,  if  we  will  but 
make  the  effort. 


Hif  Uigkts  of  New  Sedal  Secailiy 
LcfislatioB 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  JOHN  L  FOGARTY 

or  KBont  tBLAin 

IN  THE  HOUSK  OP  RXFRESERTATIVgS 

Friday.  August  20. 1954 

Mr.  POGARTY.  Mr.  I^)eaker,  under 
leave  to  extend  my  i^emarks,  I  wish  to 
insert  at  this  p(^nt  a  brief  summary  of 
what  I  believe  are  the  hlghliiAits  of  the 
new  social  security  legislation  whksh  the 
Congress  has  approved.  It  la  my  feeling 
that  many  pe(H>le  would  Uke  to  have  a 
concise  r6sumi  of  the  principal  features 
of  this  important  milestone  in  the  field 
of  social  legislation. 

Exmrsioir  or  covauoa 

Farmers:  The  bill  extends  social- 
security  coverage  for  the  first  time  to 
self-employed  farm  owners  and  opera- 
tors. This  means  that  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors' insurance  protectton  will  be  ex- 
tended to  about  3.6  million  fanners,  their 
wives,  and  ttielr  children. 

Farm  workers:  The  bin  alao  extends 
coverage  to  about  2  millioa  farm  workers 
who  are  not  covered  today.  In  general, 
farm  workers  who  are  empkved  regu- 
larly by  one  farmer  are  covered  at  the 
present  tune.  The  bill  extends  tlds  same 
protection  to  those  farm  workera  who 
earn  $100  or  more  in  the  course  of  a ; 
from  1  empk^er. 

Prcrffrional  groups:  The  Mil 
social-security  coverage  to 
architects.    ensine;rs. 
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Mialiteni:  The  un  ooven  ministers 
ftBd  BMntan  of  rdlglons  orders— exeept 
them  ti^o  taATe  taken  the  tow  of  pov- 
erty—wbetber  aelf-eandoTcd  or  em- 
ployeee,  If  tbey  elect  IncBvidiially  for 
eofCfBge  on  the  same  basis  as  self- 
emplo90d  IndlTlduals.  It  is  estimated 
that  this  amendment  will  extend  cover- 
age to  about  960.000  persons. 

State  and  local  anpIoyeoB:  The  bin  ex- 
teaaB  ooverage  to  the  employees  of  State 
and  local  fovemments  who  are  covered 
br  state  and  local  retiranent  systona — 
other  than  poUconen  and  firemen — ^un- 
der vohmtary  agreements  between  the 
States  and  Federal  Government,  if  a  ma- 
jority of  the  members  of  the  system  vote 
in  a  refermdum  in  favor  of  coverage. 
There  are  about  3.5  million  persons  In 
this  group. 

Domestic  woilcers:  The  bUl  extends 
coverage  to  domestic  workers  in  private 
hoBwa — axul  others  who  perform  work 
not  in  the  eourse  of  the  employer's  place 
of  business— who  arc^poid  $$0  in  cash 
wages  by  an  employer  in  a  calendar 
quarto*,  regardless  of  the  24-day  test 
required  in  tbe  pr««nt  law.  This  pro- 
vision  will  extend  coverage  to  about  250,- 
000  persons. 

The  bill  also  ^  extends  social-security 
coverage  to  the  followtng  groups  for  the 
first  time: 

First.  American  ciUzens  emplosred  out- 
side the  United  States  by  foreign  sub- 
sidiaries of  American  companies  under 
voluntary  agreements  between  the  Fed- 
eral  Qovemment  and  the  parent  Ameri- 
can company— about  100,000. 

Second.  Hone  workers  who  are  now 
excluded  from  coverage  as  employees — 
whether  or  not  they  are  now  covered  as 
self-employed  persons — because  their 
services  are  not  subject  to  State  licens- 
ing laws— about  100.000. 

Third.  Employees  engaged  in  fishing 
and  related  activities,  on  vessels  of  10  net 
tons  or  less  or  on  shore— about  50,000. 

Fourth.  American  dtisens  employed 
by  American  employers  on  vessels  and 
aircraft  of  foreign  registry. 

Fifth.  Oottoa-gin  workers:  The  fol- 
lowing is  a  breakdown  for  the  additional 
coverage — 3,600,000  farmer  operators, 
2,100,000  farmworkers.  200.000  domestic 
workers,  3.500.000  State  and  local  em- 
ployees, 250.000  ministers.  100,000  home- 
workers,  50.000  fishermen,  100,000  em- 
ployees of  foreign  subsidiaries,  50,000  in 
employment  not  in  course  of  trade  or 
business,  100.000  professional  self-em- 
ployed, and  150,000  Federal  employees; 
totaling  10,200,000. 

XNCaBASS  IK  BUniTTS 

More  than  6.5  million  persons  now  on 
the  benefit  rolls  will  have  their  benefits 
Increased  as  of  September  1,  1954.  The 
average  increase  for  retired  workers  will 
be  about  $6  a  month,  with  proportionate 
increases  for  dependents  and  survivors. 
The  range  in  primary  Insurance  amounts 
for  those  now  on  the  rolls  would  to  $30 
to  $98.50,  as  compared  to  $25  to  $85  un- 
der present  law. 


Persons  who  retire  or  die  in  the  future 
would,  in  general,  have  their  b«kieflts 
cMnputed  by  the  following  new  f ormxila : 
55  percent  of  the  first  SI  10  of  avierage 
monthly  wage — rather  than  $100  as  In 
present  law— plus  20  percent  of  th«  next 
$240— rather  than  15  percent  of  th«  next 
$200.  Thus,  an  individual's  retirement 
benefit  will  be  as  high  as  $108.50  a  month, 
and  he  and  his  wife  together  could  re- 
ceive as  much  as  $162.75  in  retlroment 
benefits. 

The  minlmtim  monthly  benefit  amount 
for  a  retired  worker  would  be  $30.  and 
the  minimum  amount  payable  where 
only  one  survivor  is  entitled  to  benefits 
on  the  deceased  insured  person's  Earn- 
ings, would  foe  $30. 

The  maxim\im  monthly  family  benefit 
of  $168.75  would  be  Increased  to  8200; 
the  provision  of  existing  law  that  total 
family  benefits  cannot  exceed  80  per- 
cent of  the  worker's  average  monthly 
wage  would  not  reduce  total  family  bene- 
fits below  1  y2  times  the  insured  worker's 
primary  insiu-ance  amount,  or  $50, 
whichever  is  the  greater. 

EABKIlf GS  BASK 

The  total  annual  earnings  on  which 
benefits  will  be  computed  and  conta-ibu- 
tions  paid  is  raised  from  $3,600  to  $4,200. 

COMPtrrATICN  OF  BENETITS 

The  individual  will  be  entitled  to  drop 
out  from  the  computation  of  his  aver- 
age monthly  wage  for  benefit  purposes 
up  to  5  years  of  his  lowest  eaming$. 

■mKKMXMT    TEST 

The  earnings  limitation  would  Yue  re- 
moved entirely  at  age  72 — instead  of  at 
75,  as  under  present  law.  For  bene- 
ficiaries under  age  72,  the  earnings  lim- 
itation would  be  made  the  same  for  wage 
earners  and  self-employed  persons.  A 
beneflciarj'  could  earn  as  much  as  $1,200 
in  a  yew  from  covered  work  without  loss 
of  benefits.  He  would  lose  a  momths 
benefit  for  each  unit  of  $80 — or  fraction 
thereof — of  covered  earnings  in  excess 
of  $1,200,  but  in  no  case  would  he  lose 
benefits  for  months  in  which  he  neither 
earned  more  than  $80  in  wages  nor  ren- 
dered substantial  services  in  self-em- 
ployment. Beneficiaries  engaged  in 
noncovered  work  outside  the  United 
States  would  have  their  benefits  with- 
held for  any  month  in  which  they  worked 
on  7  or  more  days. 

ixicisiLrTT  roR  BENErrrs         i 

As  an  alternative  to  the  present  re- 
quirements for  fully  insured  statue,  an 
individual  would  be  fully  insured  if  all 
the  quarters  elapsing  after  1954  and  up 
to  the  quarter  of  his  death  or  attainment 
of  age  65  were  quarters  of  coverage,  pro- 
vided he  had  at  least  6  quarters  of  cov- 
erage after  1954. 

.  Benefits  would  be  paid  to  the  surviving 
aged  widow,  widowed  mother,  and  chil- 
dren, or  parents  of  any  individual  who 
died  after  1939  and  prior  to  September 
1,  1950.  and  had  at  least  6  quarters  of 
coverage. 


tTATION  or  BEMU'IT  RIGHTS  FOR  DiaABI.XD 

The  period  during  which  an  individual 
was  under  an  extended  total  disability 

would  be  excluded  In  determining  his 
insured  status  and  the  amount  of  bene- 
fits payable  to  him  upon  retiremeat  or 


to  his  survivors  in  the  event  of  his  deatK, 
Only  disabilities  lasting  more  than  8 
months  would  be  taken  into  account. 
Determinations  of  disabilities  generally 
would  be  made  by  State  vocational  re- 
habilitation agencies  or  other  appropri- 
ate State  agencies  pursuant  to  agree- 
ments with  the  Secretary  of  Health.  Edu- 
cation, and  Welfare. 
RzcoMPirrATioN  or  Bzxxrrrs  roR  w<nuc  Arm 

XNTTTLUCXMT 

An  individual  may  have  hi$  benefit 
recomputed  to  take  into  accoumt  addi- 
tional earnings  after  entitlemimt  if  he 
has  covered  earnings  of  more  than  $1,200 
in  a  calendar  year  after  1953  aind  after 
the  year  in  which  his  benefit  Was  last 
computed. 

C0NTRIBT7T10N  RATXB 

Employers  and  employees  \fill  con- 
tinue to  share  equally,  with  the  rates  on 
each  being  as  follows:  , 

I    Bate 
Calendar  year:  fperctnt) 

1954-59 _„      ,  a 

1960-64. ""     21/ 

196&-69 ,  ""     }« 

1970-74 ^11"     31' 

1975  and   aUer 4' 

The    self-employed    would 
times  the  above  rates. 

PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE 

The  provisions  of  the  1952  amend- 
ments, presently  scheduled  to  eocpire  on 
September  30.  1954,  with  respect  to  tem- 
porary increases  in  Federal  payinents  to 
State  for  old-age  assistance,  aki  to  de- 
pendent children,  aid  to  the  blind,  and 
aid  to  the  permanently  and  totally  dis- 
abled are  extended  through  September 
30.  1956. 

The  provisions  of  the  1950, amend- 
ments for  approval  of  certain  State 
plans  for  aid  to  the  blind  which  did  not 
meet  the  requirements  of  claxiae  (8)  of 
section  1002  (a>  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  are  extended  from  June  30,  1955  to 
June  30.  1957. 
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A  Report  od  the  AfricaUural  Coascrvatioa 
Program  ia  Ohio 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  JAMES  G.  POU 

or  OHIO 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday,  August  20.  195i\ 

Mr.  POLK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  recently 
expressed  my  concern  over  the  policies 
of  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Benson  in 
administering  the  agricultural  •  conser- 
vation program.  He  seems  not  to  fully 
understand  the  importance  of  conserv- 
ing our  Nation's  greatest  asset-uoutside 
of  our  children — our  topsoil.  Since  1936 
we  have  made  great  strides  in  Ohio  to 
assisting  farmers  in  carrying  out  soil 
conservation  practices.  Prior  to  the  ACP 
we  used  only  175.000  tons  of  limfe  and  in 
1952  we  used  2.641,173  tons.  But  in  1954 
we  are  going  to  use  less  than  2)  milUon 
tons— possibly  as  low  as  1.500.000  tons. 
Our  lime  needs  in  Ohio  are  4.900JD00  tons 
annually,    according    to   soil    specialists 


■i 


at  Ohio  state  Univenity.  Why  have  we 
reversed  this  trend? 

Prior  to  the  agricultural  ooaccrvation 
program,  we  used  15.862  tons  of  super- 
phosphate in.  Ohio  and  in  1952  we  used 
84,199  tons  of  superphosphate  under  the 
ACP  on  pastures  and  seedings  of  le- 
gumes. In  1954,  to  date,  our  farmers 
have  not  applied  for  one-third  this 
much. 

In  1963  the  91,S4«  Ohio  farmers  par- 
ticipating in  the  agricultural  consora- 
tion  program  seeded  388.706  acres  of 
green  manure.  In  1854  this  very  impor- 
tant practice  has  bem  completely  elim- 
inated from  the  ACP.  Why?  To  date, 
less  than  half  of  the  91.946  Ohio  farmers 
participating  in  this  conservation  pro- 
gram in  1952  have  carried  out  any  con- 
servation practices  under  the  1954  pro- 
gram   Why? 

Prom  an  examination  of  the  1952  Ohio 
ACP  Handbook  and  of  the  1954  Hand- 
book it  is  quite  aiiparent  what  the  rea- 
sons are.  Between  the  restrictions  im- 
posed in  connection  with  the  price-sup- 
port program  and  the  regulations  set 
forth  in  the  1954  ACP  Handbook.  Ohio 
farmers  are  subject  to  more  regimenta- 
tion than  at  any  time  in  our  history.  For 
example,  practice  2.  on  page  6,  is  item- 
ized as  follows: 

InlUal  •stAUlstuQicnt  on  cropljuid  of  al- 
falfa, timottiy.  red  clover,  Ladlao  clover,  and 
bromegraas  to  retard  erosion  and  to  Improve 
Eotl  structure,  penneaMUtj,  or  water-holdlnf 
capacity,  u  •  part  of  crop  rotation. 

This  practice  la  applicable  only  In  oountlea 
or  parts  of  a  county  where  It  la  determined 
tluit  crop  rotatioca  for  aoU  Improretnent 
which  Indudaa  perennial  gnirata.  perennial 
aud  biennial  leguotea.  or  mizturea  of  such 
legumes  and  i>erennial  graaaes  are  not  now 
generally  In  use. 

Federal  cost -sharing  will  be  allowed  for  the 
establlahment  on  cropland  of  legumee  or 
legumea  and  graaeeR,  up  to  38  percent  of  the 
cropland  and  where  the  county  committee 
determines  It  la  not  now  an  accepted  practice. 

The  seeding  muit  be  for  the  purjxiee  of 
improvement  of  Ute  aoU  structure,  retard 
erosion,  permeability  or  water-holding 
capacity. 

Federal  coat-sharing  will  be  limited  to  an 
acreage  increase  up  to  3S  percent  of  the  crop- 
land aa  of  January  I.  1954.  excluding  land  to 
be  plowed  for  grain  during  1964  and  all  ap- 
provals wUl  be  subject  to  a  further  deter- 
mination of  ellglbUity  of  acreage  on  or  after 
July  1,  1954. 

The  application  of  lime  will  apply  only  to 
land  that  shows  n<sed  of  at  least  3  tons  of 
lime  per  acre  by  an  accepted  soil  test  and 
then  the  minimum  amount  required  4>y  the 
aoU  teat,  or  on  hua<l  that  has  not  grown  al- 
falfa or  sweet  clover  satlafactorUy  in  the  laat 
4  years.  If  a  seedbed  is  prepared  In  the  sum- 
mer or  fall,  the  surface  of  the  soil  should  be 
UUed  so  aa  to  provide  stifflclent  looee  soil 
needed  to  establlah  a  firm  seedbed. 

Federal  coat  sharing  will  be  llinltad  to  the 
following  operations: 

(a)  Applying  minimum  total  of  90  pounds 
of  avaUable  phosphate,  potaah.  and  nitrogen. 

<b)  Applying  a  minimum  at  2  tons  per  acre 
of  agricultural  ground  limestone  or  lu 
equivalent  or  that  s<klltlonal  amount  of  lime 
required  as  determined  by  tbe  method  Indi- 
cated above. 

(c»  Seeding  a  minimum  of  one  of  the  fol- 
lowing mizturea  on  each  acre: 

1.  Alfalfa,  10  pounds;  timothy.  2  i>ounds. 

2.  Alfalfa,  7  pounds;  medium  red  clover,  3 
pounds:   timothy.  U  pounda. 

3.  Alfalfa.  4  pounds:  medium  red  clorer, 
4  pounda:  liatUno  clover,  one-half  pound: 
timothy,  2  pounds. 


4.  Midium  rsd  clover,  7  .  ■,, 

ctovw.  one-balf  pound:  timothy,  a  pounda. 

5.  AUaifa.  10  pounda;  braiMKraaar« 
pounda. 

(MM-hatf  of  X  pooad  «r  lAdlno  dover  may 
be  adMd  to  any  1  oC  tbe  above  mtctona. 

Orasliig  Burt  be  dalayad  uatu  tbt  new 
■Mdbig  baa  obtained  a  near  mazimuia 
gTMrtb. 

The  county  committee  may  approve  sub- 
stltuttons  for  the  above  seedlnga  If  the  coat 
irf  tbe  ■abatttuted  seeds  are  aa  much  or  more 
tban  tba  ooet  of  tbe  above-mentlonad  aaeda 
and  tbe  paroentage  ot  legumea  or  g.issin  la 
about  tbe  same,  and  U  76  percent  of  the  aub- 
Btltutad  aeeda  are  of   perennial   nature. 

The  aeedlng  muat  remain  for  at  least  2 
years. 

All  of  the  above-mentioned  operations 
murt  be  carried  out  In  order  to  receive 
^^deral  coat  sharing. 

Thla  practice  wUJ  not  apply  In  a  county 
unleea  tbe  PMA  committee  can  supply  evi- 
dence to  the  SUte  PICA  committee  to  the 
effect  that  thia  pracUce  is  not  now  generally 
iiaed  In  tbe  county. 

Now.  lir.  Speaker,  did  you  realize  how 
many  restrictions  are  spelled  out  in  this 
practice?  Fanners' experiences  in  estab- 
lishing this  practice  are  to  be  completely 
ignored  and  each  farmer  must  follow  this 
practice  to  the  letter  to  be  enUtled  to 
any  assistance.  Less  than  2  percent  of 
Ohio  farmers  have  signified  their  inten- 
tion of  utilizing  this  practice. 

Ohio  farmers  are  experienced  busi- 
nessmen. They  furnish  all  the  work 
and  most  of  the  money  under  the  ACP 
program.  Would  it  not  be  a  sound  pub- 
lic policy  for  the  USDA  to  encourage 
them  to  engage  in  the  agricultural  con- 
servation program  instead  of  mairing  it 
difBcult  or  impossible  for  them  to  do  eo? 
I  am  firmly  convinced  that  we  certainly 
should  be  getting  the  maximum  of  soil 
conservation  out  of  the  ACP  money 
which  is  appropriated  instead  of  setting 
up  administrative  red  tape  to  prevent 
farmers  from  fully  utilizing  the  program 
Ccmgress  has  provided. 

In  1952  a  farmer  could  seed  alfalfa  by 
applying  the  amounts  of  lime,  fertilizer. 
and  seed  he  deteimined  were  proper. 
Under  this  administration,  the  farmers 
are  directed  from  Washington  as  to  the 
exact  amoimt  of  lime  to  use.  the  exact 
amount  of  seed,  and  the  minimum 
amount  of  fertiliser,  ftu meis  who  have 
found  that  other  rates  are  equally  sat- 
isfactory are  denied  as^tance  under 
Mr.  Benson's  program. 

I  will  not  take  the  time  to  go  into 
the  other  practices  in  tbe  1954  Agricul- 
tural Ccnservation  Program  Handbook 
but  they  are  equally  wrapped  in  red 
tape. 

Could  it  be  that  Secretary  Benson  and 
his  assistants  are  taking  this  means  to 
overcome  the  wishes  of  Congress?  When 
the  Secretary  asked  that  this  program 
be  drastically  reduced  to  $140  miUion 
for  1954.  the  Congress  insisted  on  a 
minimum  of  $195  million.  Oould  it  be 
that  the  Secretary  has  written  m  all 
theee  restrictions  so  that  farmers  will 
not  earn  more  than  the  $140  mUhon  he 
originally  wanted?  Many  of  my  coostit- 
uents  who  have  used  lime  in  the  past, 
seeded  clovers,  and  alfalfa.^  and  carried 
out  many  otho-  conservation  |»actices 
since  193C  under  the  ACP  with  great  suc- 
cess, cannot  understand  ythj  they  mtKt 
change  their  procedures  to  roswpty  with 
rules  laid  down  in  Washington. 


loid  they  must  da  this,  «r  th9  mwt  «• 
that,  an  thieir  farma.  tfacy  ar*  rr  fling 
to  participate  m  the  1954  sfiicllwal 
f»«rvatkm  procraK.  Is  Ik  jiMt  Um 
farmers  who  are  the  iQMn?  Oii.i».ifir. 
Speaker,  it  ia  our  ratire  Nation  and  par- 
ticulaiiy  future  gesierattons.  If  w*  da 
not  continue  eoDservinc  our  aoU.  our 
Natkm's  leadhac  soil  aeientiBtB  t^  m  ttaie 
Natten  oeuM  have  <Uf&eult3r  provMUoc 
the  food  and  fiber  future  generattons 
will  need. 

Under  previous  agtieuRural  eonserva- 
tion  programs,  we  hwreaaed  the  acreage 
of  legumes  and  new  seedinfi  aever»l 
hundred  percent;  the  use  of  agricuHural 
limestone  went  up  over  It  ttmes:  tike  um 
of  cover  crops  also  went  up  over  10  ftmsi. 
Even  so.  our  sou  spedahsto  at  Ohio  State 
University  estimate  we  were  only  iMinf 
50  percent  of  the  practices  neoesaary  to 
get  our  conservatloii  job  done.  Now.  in- 
stead of  helping  come  closer  to  our  goal. 
we  find  the  trend  has  been  reversed. 

Thousands  of  Ohk>  farmers  have  de- 
cided tliat  the  red  tape  and  reatriotlODS 
are  too  complicated  to  allow  them  to  con- 
tinue their  partnerahlp  with  the  Federal 
Government  in  carrying  oat  soll-oon- 
servatioQ  practices.  Unless  hnmedlate 
changes  are  brought  about,  Ohio  will 
this  year  tinn  back  the  largeat  amount 
of  conservation  funds  since  theee  pro- 
grams were  begun.  Not  because  they  are 
not  needed  to  bring  about  ooneenration 
practices  on  Ohio  farms,  but  becauae 
Ohio  farmers  cannot  comply  with  the 
red  tape  and  restrictions  prescribed  by 
Secretary  Benson. 


Social  Secerily— A  Story  of  Pregress  fa 
aa  Uaccitafa  World 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  LOUIS  C.  RABAUT 

or  KscRiaAir 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OV  RSFRBSKNTATIVZ8 

Friduw.  Auffiut  2$.  1954 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  one  of  the 
most  fundamental  yeaminss  of  every 
man.  aside  from  a  natural  desire  to  de- 
rive a  full  measure  of  enjoyment  from 
the  fruits  of  his  own  labor,  is  to  l)e  able 
to  Uve  out  the  last  years  of  his  Ufe  peaoe- 
fully  and  without  dependence  upon 
others,  secure  in  the  kapwledge  that, 
should  be  pass  away,  either  during  his 
working  di^  or  retirement,  his  wife  and 
minor  children  will  be  provided  for. 

It  was  in  the  middle  thlxttes  that  a 
program  was  inaogurated.  the  Intent  of 
which  was  to  make  available  to  oar  dder 
citizens  some  of  the  wi^mh^  with  wfaidi 
they  might  Uve  oot  tbetar  Uvea.  bcyocJ 
their  years  of  active  productivity,  and 
look  to  the  care  of  their  loved  onea.  with 
dignity  and  artf- 
is  aocaal  aecority. 

It  was  never  intended,  nor  «•  its 
SOTS,  of  which  I  have  been  ene  of  the 
most  articntote  since  its  h 
tbat  aoetei  seeuritv  ia  t»  S^»  tbe 
of  private  savtags.  insaraaee  cr 
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CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE  August  20 

It  is  to  <i9pleaie&t  tbom  flnaaebitnfe-  aTcnge  i^Mmthly  wage  for  benefft  pur-  Aafato't  Great  Record  as  Cowresnaaa 

n  Is  to  prorkte  a  baaa  1900  poses  up  to  5  years  ol  his  lowest  earn-                                 ^ 

ke  Mtt  other  fonns  of  mo-  iw  EXTENSION  OP  REMAJIKS 

_,  ^*                           w  ^'  dtoabied  peraoos.  certain  provi-  _, 

m  ttwsrear of  19f4.soeial a«eiirity  takes  sk>ns  are  made.  By  freezing  old-a^e  and  „^„   -„«„»,„  .   „„w^.. 

B  aa  InereaMd  rwnlng  to  tbosa  who  survivors  insurance  status  during  ex-  HON.  EUGENE  J.  KEOGH 

^_^ ^  ^"_^*"  *•  eovwed  to  the  tended  total  dlsabiUty.  these  periods  of  of  hxw  touc 

fOUve  19  Iti  provMons.   RMag  costs  of  non-wage-eamlng    time    are    excluded  n,  thk  HonsK  of  MPHKwwtATnnes 

IMV  have  made  the  <Mlar  dtaninish  in  from  any  computoUon  of  retirement  or  °    RKPRXSENTATIVIS 

bdow,   to  comparattre  survlvoiv  benefits.    In  addition.  t|iere  is  Friday,  August  20. 1954 

^<*to*  had  be»  antMpated  when  available  to  the  disabled  individual  the  Mr.  KEOOH.    Mr.  Speaker,  It  Is  my 

was  first  passed  by  Con-  4-  (v  5-year  dropout  mentioned  above,  distinct  pleasure  to  address  the  House 

_  ..                 «*i_«^                 ..       ,,  Many  persons  will  be  Interested  to  of  Representatives  regarding  owr  former 

«.2r  JSw*   citlsens    are    faartmuaily  know  that  the  earnings  limitation  wiU  colleague,  the  Honorable  Victbr  L.  An- 

faeod  with  greater  ^Ap^uMstf  ^vtog.  now  be  removed   entirely   at   age   72.  fuso,  of  New  York,  who  has  distinguished 

*C  ^  -'**y  ^**"  ^^-  ^  ^  "Vf^'  Previously,  it  has  been  age  75.  himself  as  a  jurist  on  the  bench  in 

?"°1*t*™".  *^  * '°?°*"jy"°**  In  the  matter  of  increase  of  benefits,  Brooklyn. 

■^  **  '"•  •••••c  neoeauues  or  ninnan  the  range  in  primary  insurance  aitiounts  Many  of  you.  I  am  sure,  will  remember 

^JL  A-^  «  -#  ♦».».  .^.    v«-M-    M  '**'  ******  ***""^  ®°  ****  ">^  would  be  $30  Judge  Anf  use  who  served  in  the  83d  Con- 

w^2J^^-L?L!^  ^^iw   ^T^  *^  ^  $98.50,  compared  to  previous  highs  Kress  during  the  years  1951  and  1W3.   In 

SSSS^Ji.IS'hS^  I2L^3?!!.  ^  of  $25  to  $85.  that  short  period  of  only  2  years  he  es- 

^S  SSS^^JS^SLSS^  ?£J^  '"**  foUowIng  chart  will   show   how  tablished  a  brilliant  record  m  a  great 

SS^,S^^SJ!^SS^^SS^!^  SJ-  -SSL*  «>«»«  »-al«»  WiU  affect  the  many  classes  legislator  and  humanitarian.     He  con- 

^y^!!!^^S^^!^!rSr??^  ^^^'  ^  persons  covered  by  social  secuHty:  tinued  that  record  on  the  bench  where 

SaSTfftS  iS^rf  J2L^iL5j"  lietired  worker  (65  or  over)  1  ^^'  ^^^^^^  "^^^'"^^^  '^'^  ^^  *»«^0°» 

parattvejtai  the  Ught  of  prafnt  eost-of-  ««»»"««  «'<^*«''  ("  or  oier)  |  j^^^^  ^^^^                        ^  recogni- 

llvtog  and  SCOinflnitC  conditions.  New  inonthly  tion  for  him                                         »«wBiii 

Stooe    that    time,    the    CongreflS    hn^  °^<*  monthly  payment:                    paytnent 

wisdy  acted  to  extend  protection  and  £* wo.oo  postal  ams  rraaAt  wo«xns 

cQirirafe  oil  6  of  the  7  pctots  and  on  II? *^-  ^  ^^  Congress.  Anfuso  was  a  member  of 

the  seventh  it  took  partial  action.    The  iS ??  9^  the  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serrlce  Com- 

provisians  to  which  I  addressed  my  re-  $85                                                    og  m  °****^«®'  where  he  took  to  his  work  most 

marfca  to  that  earlier  q;ieech  follow:  diligently.     He  sponsored  legiislatlon  to 

nrat.  The  present  bill  extends  old-age  worker  and  wife  («  or  over)  better  the  lot  of  the  postal  workers  and 

and  sunriTon  eoverage  to  ^yprozimately  ^'v;  j^nthiy  Government  employees,  he  labored  ear- 

10  mllUoD  mart  peoide.  ^^^  monthly  payment:               payment  nestly  to  Improve  their  working  condi- 

Second.  The  federal  Oovemment  has  S2f2 ***  °°  tions  and  to  enable  them  to  cope  with  the 

acreed  to  conttoue  contribatlons  to  the  Sn     SZ  ***  *^^^  ^°^^  °^  living  by  advocating  sub- 

Stoto  for  public  and  old-age  assistance  J^                ii?  Jo  ^**"*^^*^  ^^^  increases. 

to  those  Who  are  not  included  within  the  liaTioVJlVJlT.''"'"" 147  no  Congressman  Anfuso  was  thefi  the  only 

insurance  system.  _.                 ""  Member  on  the  committee  l!rom  New 

Third.  It  was  agreed  that  the  $75  widote,  widower,  parent,  or  chm  York  City,  which  has  the  large^  number 
limitotions  on  monthly  earnings  should  ^.^  Newnionthip  of  postal  and  Federal  employees.  He 
be  toereased  to  $100.  ccnnputed  on  a  «*»»  mo"«»iy  payment:  payment  was  literally  deluged  with  letters,  tele- 
yearly   basis.    This   would   mean   that  £5     sao .00  grams,   and   personal  calls   to  use  his 

$1^00  could  be  earned  In  any  given  year,  SiJo J?  52  ^^^^  influence  and  prestige  in  behalf  of 

or  In  any  segment  of  that  year  before  $62.6oI"                                        Ja  90  ^^^^  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people 

benefits  would  be  lost                                      $63.80 Z>IIZI      Z "'    73  90  ^^^  ^^^^  families.    He   was   only  too 

Fourth.  Provision  has  been  made  for  wi«i««.  ^,vA~i"Ht~i^  happy  to  champion  their  cause  In  Con- 

those  worlcers  who  become  permanently  irioow  ana  1  cntia  ^j.^^  because  he  regarded  it  as  fair  Just, 

and  totally  disabled.  They  will  be  eligi-    om  m«„t»,i.  ^, ♦            "^^  rtionthiy  and  humane. 

ble  for  benefits,  to  be  computed  on  perl-  l,^  '*"^  P?^°* '               ^^^^^  After  many  months  of  effort  and  un- 

ods  of  time  other  than  their  disability  sssIm                H a?  bo  ^^^  obstacles,  a  pay  increase  biU  was 

toterval.                                                             sso _"_'.'                           9000  ^^^^^    *oted    out    by    the    committee. 

Fifth.  Monthly  beneflts.have  been  in-  $106 "_"_'_  i^'  bo  thanks  to  the  untiring  work  of  Congress- 
creased.  $127.©) 147. 80  man  Anfuso  and  some  of  his  aoUeagues. 

Sixth.  The  3-percent  contribution  re-  widow  and  2  children  "^^  ™*°  *"**  women  of  the  postal  service 

mains  to  effect  as  is.  «on/h  j«  ^^^oughout  the  country  have  given  evi- 

Seventh.  The  earnings  base  on  which  Old  monthly  payment-                 paupient  **^°<^«  o'  ^^^^  appreciaUon  of  the  unself- 

bdiefits  win  be  computed  and  contrlbu-       $46.io .450  oa  *sh  services  of  Representative  Anfuso  on 

tions  paid  Is  Increased  from  $3,600  to  $M.ao r.'."!"!!!!!    67  eo  **^^""  b«half. 

f1'!22'    '  *****  ■"^**'  *****  **  ***  raised  to        J??i-" --    ^  20  In  his  own  Borough  of  Brooklyn  the 

^Hy-  5im  oa **■'  ^°  P*^^^  employees  presented  him  with  the 

The  great  majority  of  those  things  •^"•»« 197.10  following  citaUon: 

whU^  I  recommoided  have  been  carried  It  has  been  a  gratifying  thing  to  ob-  in  appreciation  to  Hon.  victor  l.  Annuo 

Km    SSf  ^          ****  social-security  aerve,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  one  of  those  who  'o""  yo^r  magnificent  effort  in  behalf  of  aii 

bilL    This  meamre  is  part  of  a  conttnu-  at  its  beginning,  and  through  the  years  Po»tai  personnel,  your  approacb  and  study 

tog  effort,  begun  tmder  a  Democratic  has  worked  to  make  social  security  a  *''  °^^   problem  while   a  member  of  tiM 

administration  and  effectuated  by  sub-  reality,  to  note  the  beneficial  extent  to  "°y?w  ^°"*  °"**  committee,  your  careful 

aequwit  Congresses,  to  perfect  the  social-  which  the  program  has  come.    It  is  my  ^.on-  ,°n,?r"!^  consideration  during  long  •«.. 

aecurlty  system.  aincerest  hope  that  social  se^uritw^  ,^11  alrn!'  ^      «i"»**bie  and  just  conclusion,  re- 

^present  bill  makes  coverage  avn.  c^t^.l^S'^^'t^^t'^^'Z^f,  '^fS%^Zf:^J^'^r.'^^^''^L^'- 

able  to  approximately  3.6  milUon  farm-  all  Americans,  and  that  in  line  with  Resolved.  That  we.  through  ow-  eiec'tMi 

ers  and  to  certato  professional  people,  sound  fiscal  requirements  its  provisions  representatives,  hereby  express  our  heartfelt 

including  accountants,  archtteets,  eogl-  will  be  examined  constantly  by  our  Con-  sratitude. 

neers.  and  morticians.     It  also  covers,  grras  to  assure  the  most  equitable  and  bhookltn  postal  miployses 

on   a   voluntary    basis,   ministers,   and  substantial  benefits  and  protection  to  thp  hiii  » «« r^cc^^  »^h  *i,    J!«,. 

members  of  religious  ordersL  our  elder  citizens,  through  whose  efforta  noS?  JSh!^?^^^  *"**""*  ,^""**°**'i 

The  indivldmu.  for  purpo.es  of  com-  our  Nation  has  become  g^earid  to  S  f amfurwe'rlTr^wS''''*''^  "^ 

putotion  of  benefits.  wiU  be  able  now  to  their  dependents  who.  one  day  will  f ol-  Son  Zpr^J  rLcf-?    *^w,  s.«i  « 

drop  out  from  the  computation  of  his  low  in  their  footsteps.'         "'''  "^^  res^tat^vf  AXr^ancelS'^^S''^^' 
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abroad  to  order  t^  make  a  study  of  the 
postal  service  to  his  own  Stote.  He 
traveled  from  to^m  to  town,  city  to  city, 
at  his  own  cost  and  expense  to  the  wtoter 
of  1951.  visiting  large  and  small  post 
offices,  to  order  that  he  could  learn  at 
first  hand  the  working  conditions  of 
those  who  handle  our  mail. 
vrrzaAHB 

But  it  was  not  only  on  the  Post  Ofllce 
and  Civil  Service  Committee  that  Rep- 
resentative Anfuso  distinguished  him- 
self. 

He  also  championed  the  cause  of  the 
veterans  and  len^  his  full  support  to  the 
GI  bill  of  rights.  To  raise  the  morale  of 
our  troops  to  foreiem  lands  he  totroduced 
a  bill  to  provide  free  i>ostage  for  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  Stotes 
serving  outside  i;he  continental  United 
States  and  Alaska. 

He  was  to  Coni^'ess  less  than  1  month 
when  he  took  up  the  fight  of  the  hope- 
lessly crippled  veterans  who  were  threat- 
ened with  eviction  from  Halloran  Hos- 
pital. He  also  received  this  commenda- 
'  tion  from  the  veterans: 

To  Hon.  victor  L.  Anfuso.  presented  In  be- 
half of  the  grateful  veteraiu  of  Brooklyn  In 
appreciation  for  y«]Ur  genuine  and  untiring 
efforts'  in  retaining  a  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion regional  office  in  BrooUyn. 

The  veterans  of  BrooUyn  will  be  forever 
thankful  for  your  endeavors  In  their  behalf. 

PlANK    J.    NEWXLL, 

Chairmen,  Citizens  Committee. 

Pbfd   ScHErr. 
BK00KI.TI*.  N.  T.,  May  ZS.  1951. 

ncxiaaATioN 

The  first  day  he  was  in  Congress  Rep- 
resentative Anfuso,  who  had  previously 
served  as  special  assistant  to  the  Com- 
missioner of  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
sation Service,  totroduced  a  bill  to  im- 
prove the  iinmigration  laws  and  to  admit 
34.000  aliens  of  Italian  nationality  un- 
able to  enter  the  United  Stotes  during 
the  war  years. 

Because  of  the  inequities  of  the  McCar- 
ran-Walter  immigration  bill,  he  spoke 
several  times  on  the  floor  of  the  House  in 
opposition  to  that  bill,  pointtog  out  its 
discriminatory  and  racist  features  and 
the  injustices  it  contains.  He  did  every- 
thing possible  to  defeat  that  obnoxious 
bill.  He  not  only  voted  against  it  but 
urged  many  of  his  colleagues  to  vote 
against  it.  When  President  Truman 
vetoed  the  bill  to  1952  Congressman 
Anfuso  voted  to  uphold  the  President's 
veto  to  the  hope  of  prevenUng  enact- 
ment of  the  measure. 

Even  after  he  left  Congress  at  the  end 
of  1952,  Anfuso  continued  his  fight 
against  the  McCarran-Walter  Immigra- 
tion Act  to  the  liope  of  amending  it  to 
make  it  more  Uberal.  He  became  chair- 
man of  the  National  Committee  To 
Amend  the  McCarran  Act  and  thus  con- 
tinued his  efforts  to  eliminate  those  fea- 
tures which  are  discriminatory  against 
all  races  and  nationality  groups. 

When  he  returns  as  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress next  January  Anfuso  will  make 
the  immigration  problem  the  first  item 
on  his  legislative  program  to  Congress. 

SBCUaiTI   OF  OUB  couimT 

Ehiring  his  service  to  the  82d  Congress 
Representotive  Anfuso  took  a  deep  inter- 
est in  matters  pertaintog  to  the  defense 


and  security  of  the  United  Stotes.  He 
totroduced  a  bill  to  increase  the  Marine 
Corps  to  help  fight  the  war  to  Korea. 

He  tovestigated  the  security  of  the 
Panama  Canal  and  rendered  a  report 
warning  the  country  that  Panama  was 
open  for  air  attock.  On  March  24.  1951, 
following  this  report.  President  Truman 
took  precautionary  steps  to  safeguard 
this  strategic  arsenal  of  defense  to  the 
Western  Hemisphere. 

As  far  back  as  August  1951  Represent- 
ative Anfuso  cautioned  oiu-  allies  not  to 
deal  with  the  North  Korean  truce  nego- 
tiators as  they  "were  unscrupulous 
agents  and  stooges  of  Russia  and  that 
for  us  to  place  any  faith  to  Communist 
promises  would  be  a  clear  betrayal  of 
American  toterests  and  security." 

POLISH  KEFUGKES 

The  Polish  newspapers  of  America 
praised  Representative  Anfuso  foi;  his 
great  service  regarding  Polish  refugees 
and  stated  that  "he  had  won  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Poles  of  Brooklyn  and 
New  York  for  his  actions  to  Congress." 

fTWB  AMB  CRtMK  PKKVKNTION 

First.  Narcotics:  On  June  21,  1951, 
Representative  Anfuso  introduced  a  bill 
to  estoblish  a  customs  port  patrol  to 
order  to  improve  the  enforcement  of  the 
antlsm\iggltog  laws.  The  bill  was  prto- 
cipally  directed  against  the  smugglers 
Of  narcotics  into  the  United  States.  Its 
purpose  was  to  apprehend  the  drug  be- 
fore It  got  into  the  country  and  thus 
rob  the  smuggler  of  the  great  profit  he 
would  have  derived  from  its  sale  to 
this  country,  Wcmien's  organizations 
throughout  the  country,  toterested  to 
the  welfare  of  their  children,  supported 
this  legislation. 

Second.  Bureau  of  Crime  Prevention: 
On  April  1,  1952,  Representotive  Anfuso 
offered  a  bill  to  conduct  a  study  of  the 
causes  of  juvenile  deUnquency  and  to 
create  imder  the  E)epartment  of  Justice 
a  Bureau  of  Crime  Prevention  which 
he  regarded  as  more  importont  than 
fighting  crime. 

He  had  been  interested  to  this  prob- 
lem ever  stoce  1936  when  he  founded  the 
Italian  Board  of  Guardians  to  curb  crime 
and  prevent  Juvenile  delmquency  among 
youths  of  Itollan  extraction. 

For  his  humanitarian  work  regardtog 
youth  he  was  first  to  be  knighted  to 
1946  by  Pope  Pius  XI  a  commander  of 
the  Knights  of  the  Holy  Sepulcher,  one 
of  the  highest  honors  ever  to  be  awarded 
to  a  layman  by  the  Catholic  Church. 

UBCOCNTnON    or    BBOOKI.TN 

Representotive  Anfuso  brought  recog- 
nition and  fame  to  Brooklyn  with  the 
Battle  of  Brooklyn  commemorative 
stamp  issue.  The  Brooklyn  Eagle  of 
September  25,  1951,  steted  editorially 
that  "the  people  of  Brooklyn  are  to- 
debted  eq?ecially  to  Representotive  An- 
fuso for  this  action." 

ISaAKL 

In  Congress,  Representotive  Anfuso 
voted  for  grants-to-aid  to  Israel  to  en- 
able that  coimtry  to  absorb  the  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  Jewish  immi- 
grants who  settled  there  stoce  Israel 
was  estoblished  as  an  independent  stote. 
On  several  occasions  he  urged  the  United 
Stotes  Government  to  give  full  support 


to  Israel  im  a  bastion  of  democracy  to 
the  Middle  East.  He  will  conttoue  these 
efforts  also  to  the  next  Congress: 

AKrUBO  AKD  nXJMAIf 

In  1952,  due  to  reapportionment  of 
the  congressional  districts  to  Brooklyn. 
Anfuso  had  to  step  aside  as  the  Junior* 
Congressman  of  the  borough  and  accept 
a  Judicial  post.  All  his  friends  to  Con- 
gress and  all  those  who  observed  his 
work  to  Washington  regretted  his  depar- 
ture. Among  these  was  President 
Truman. 

Drew  Pearson,  on  May  1,  1952,  wrote 
of  Representotive  Anfuso's  conference 
with  President  Truman  as  follows : 

President  Truman  was  very  blunt.  As 
Anfuso  was  leaving.  lYuman  asked  how  the 
New  Yorker's  own  campaign  was  going. 

"I  may  not  be  back."  repUed  Anfuso,  "the 
party  has  other  Ideas." 

"Oh.  no."  objected  Triuxum,  vehemently, 
"you  should  come  back.  We  nee<l  men  like 
you  In  Congress.  Don't  you  agree  to  any- 
thing like  that.  Give  'em  bell.  You  did  it 
before,  and  you  can  do  it  agato." 

COMCLUSIOW 

Anfuso  did  not  return  to  Congress  for 
reasons  beyond  his  control.  He  was  ap- 
pointed to  the  bench  where  he  served 
with  great  disttoction  as  a  Jiuist.  This 
year  the  people  of  his  district  have  once 
again  turned  to  him  for  representotion 
to  Congress. 

By  public  demand  and  popular  acclaim 

Anfuso  was  prevailed  upon  to  run  for 
Congress.  He  has  received  formal  des- 
ignation of  the  £>emocratic  Party  as  its 
stondard  bearer  for  Congress  in  the 
Eighth  Congressional  District  of  Brook- 
lyn. The  citizens  of  that  district  now 
have  the  opportunity  to  return  Anfuso 
to  Congress,  where  he  has  served  them 
so  well  and  so  devotedly  to  the  past. 


AccomplisluBeBts  of  the  2A  Sessioa  of  IIm 
834  Coagress 


EXniNSION  OF  REMAREIS 
or 

HON.  EDNA  F.  KELLY 

OF  H«W  Toax  "   ^ 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVSS 
Friday,  August  20,  1954 

Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  83d  Congress  has  a^oumed. 
The  record  of  this  Congress  is  now  his- 
tory. The  future  will  Judge  what  con-, 
tribution  this  record  will  have  made  to- 
ward the  prestige  of  the  United  Stotes  at 
home  and  abroad.  Whether  issues  were 
faced  fairly  and  decisions  were  made 
courageously,  remato  to  be  seen.  To 
what  degree  the  action  or  lack  of  action 
affected  both  home  and  world  conditions 
or  whether  a  new  historic  pattern  was 
set  up  will  be  decided.  Conclusions  will 
be  drawn  also  from  the  promises  pledged 
by  this  administration  and  from  their 
fulfillment. 

At  the  end  of  the  1st  session  of  the 
83d  Congress.  I  reported  to  my  constit- 
uents on  that  session.  In  that  report.  I 
summarised  the  action  of  the  first  ses- 
sion by  stoting  that  most  of  the  laws  en- 
acted were  extensions  of  the  laws  of  the 
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Public  lAW  Sl«  ttw  ttddands  oU  bill, 
giving  the  StetM  tbA  ndmerged  lands 
bBPaath  navlgftbLe  waters  wlthki  bound- 
aries of  affected  8tate»— within  the  3- 
mlle  limit  except  on  the  Texas  and  Flor- 
ida gulf  coasts,  10V&  miles: 

PtdiiUe  Law  112.  the  submerKed  lands 
amendment  eonflxmtng  Federal  Jurisdlc- 
tioo  ofcr  the  natural  resources  of  the 
subscril  and  seabed  of  the  submerged 
lands  seaward  from  historic  State  bound- 
arles  in  the  Continental  Shelf; 

Public  Law  205.  autborbdng  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Government-owned  rub- 
ber producing  facilities;  and 
^  PuhUe  Zaw  S03.  providing  for  the  ad- 
misstoii  of  21AJ0QO  jwftaeeo  and  mweial 
quota  Immigranta.  teof  Friday,  August 
13.  1954.  only  3.731  ntagees  had  been 
admitted  under  the  proyldons  of  this 
act. 

Ate  during  the  period  of  the  1st  ses- 
skm  of  the  83d  Congress,  numerous  com- 
missions were  created,  to  report  their 
III  flndlngs  to  the  Ezecutiye  and  to  make 

reeonmendatioDs  for  change  in  the  sub- 
ject of  eadi  asslgranent. 

Tlie  3d  session  of  the  8Sd  Congress 
began  with  action  anticipated  to  estab- 
lish ttM  New  Look  program  of  the  Re- 
pnttMcan  Party.  To  accomplish  this,  the 
New  Deal  legislation  of  the  past  30  years 
was  to  be  repealed.  Study  eommlsBion 
rn>ozts  were  submitted,  their  findings  to 
be  used  to  auet  the  new  legislation 
n^leh  would  amend  or  discredit  the  old. 

A  check  with  Library  of  Congress  re- 
veals 35  adTlsory  or  study  groups  hare 
been  established  since  President  Eisen- 
hower took  office.  Of  these  35  groups. 
15  have  reported,  10  have  not  reported 
their  findings,  and  the  remaining  10 
8Toui)8  are  of  a  continuing  nature. 

As  one  examines  the  record  of  the  83d 
congress,  it  is  difficult  to  characterize. 
Nimierlcally  controlled  by  the  Republi- 
cans, with  a  President  representing  the 
more  liberal  Republican  viewpoint,  it 
followed  a  continuously  see-saw  move- 
ment in  an  attempt  to  overcome  intra- 
par^  dUBcultles.  causing  confusion  and 
uncertainty  which  previdled  on  almost 
every  issue.  This  contributed  to  the  in- 
definite foreign  policy  and  to  the  misun- 
derstanding of  that  policy  by  our  allies. 
Such  en^msatical  phrases  as  "massive 
retaliatton"  and  the  "united  action" 
policy  f oir  southeast  Asia  have  in  no  way 
helped  to  dear  the  atmosphere.  When 
the  actual  recommendations  of  the  Pres- 
ident were  sutnnitted  to  Congress,  the 
true  division  within  the  party  emei^ed. 

The  findings  of  the  various  study 
groups  referred  to  above,  did  not  repu- 
diate the  Donocratlc  legislation  of  the 
past  as  had  been  predicted  diiriz^t  the 
1952  campaign.  It  was  realized  that  the 
Donoeratle  policies  were  substantially 
sound.  Tbmf  were  well  conceived  and  of 
long-range  character.    Instead  oi  being 

repudlatacL  they  have  been  amended  and 
broadened  to  fit  present  needs.  For  ex- 
ample, the  soeial-security  laws  and  the 
unemployment-cfmipeniwrtion  law  wnre 
accepted  by  this  R^^liean  administra- 
Uod;  the  Reciprocal  Ttade  Agreements 
Act  was  attended  for  1  yeur,  and  the 
Public  Housing  Act  of  1954.  although 


nominally  extended  for  1  year,  was)  actu- 
ally killed  by  a  Rq;mblican  amendment 

Democratic  suppcnt  saved  the  Elsen- 
hower program  is  so  many  Instances  it 
brought  forth  this  remark  from  one  of 
ttie  Old  Ouard  Republicans.  "You  have 
no  strong  virile  party  if  you  contiitue  to 
do  tlw  things"— as  a  member  of  the  ma- 
jority— ^"which  you  condemn  as  the  op- 
position." 

The  Mvestlgatlons  which  consumed  so 
much  time  in  this  session  have  widened 
the  great  cleavage  in  the  Republican 
Party  and  caused  unnecessary  mlsimder- 
standing  and  distrust  at  homq  and 
abroad. 

President  Elsenhower  has  declared 
many  times  ttiat  the  program  emerging 
from  this  Republican  Congress  mast  be 
the  issue  on  which  the  new  Congress  will 
be  chosen.  My  report  to  you  briefly 
covers  the  work  of  the  2d  session  cf  the 
83d  Congress. 

nrmuf  ATiOMAL — mtttcal  SKCxmrrr  scr 

The  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954  is  the 
Implementation  of  our  United  States  for- 
eign policy.  It  represents  the  cost  to  the 
United  States  of  collective  security.  It  is 
the  United  States  share  of  our  partner- 
ship with  other  free  nations  for  the  secu- 
rity of  the  Free  World. 

The  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954  pro- 
vides the  basic  authorization  for  assist- 
ance to  two  groum  of  nations.  Th<  first, 
which  receives  approximately  75  percent 
of  this  year's  funds,  consists  of  nations 
which  have  Joined  with  us  in  carrying 
out  a  common  military  effort  These 
nations  must  have  either  Joined  with  us 
in  a  regional  defense  undertaking~f-such 
as  NATO— or  have  entered  into  fittn  bi- 
lateral agreements  with  iis  for  mi^tary 
cooperation.  Most  of  this  aid  is  ta  the 
form  of  weapons,  airplanes,  tank%  am- 
munition, and  so  forth,  for  the  use  pi  the 
armed  forces  of  the  cooperating  coiin- 
trles.  In  addition,  direct  forces  siipport 
Is  given  in  limited  amounts.  This  con- 
sists of  commodities  and  other  aid  to 
maintain  larger  forces  than  could  other- 
wise  be  provided  in  certain  nations 
where  their  military  budgets  are  over- 
extended. Some  defense  support  lb  also 
given  to  a  few  of  our  military  allies. 
This  consists  of  aid  to  support  the  econ- 
omies of  these  coimtrles  so  as  to  make  it 
possible  to  devote  a  larger  proportion  of 
their  resources  to  military  purposes  than 
would  otherwise  be  possible. 

The  other  group  of  nations  provided 
for  In  the  mutual  security  program  are 
those  which  have  not  yet  been  able  to  de- 
velop effectively  their  own  resources. 
Assistance  is  given  In  the  form  of  tech- 
nical cooperation — Point  4 — and  also  as 
"development  assistance."  The  aot  this 
year  specifically  limits  the  use  of  techni- 
cal cooperation  fimds  to  technical  train- 
ing purposes  together  with  equipment 
and  commodities  necessary  for  instruc- 
tion or  demonstration  purposes.  These 
restrictions  have  been  enacted  to  pre- 
vent large-scale  economic  or  commodity 
assistance  to  be  given  imder  the  guise  of 
technical  cooperation. 

In  the  case  of  certain  underdeveloped 
countiles.  it  is  recognized  that  major 
capital  investments  are  essential.  -  This 
is  particularly  the  case  where  land  rec- 
lamation and  water  development  pro- 


grams are  needed.  The  act  { provides 
that  assistance  of  this  character  can  be 
given  for  1  year  only.  Development 
assistance  must  terminate— except  for- 
necessary  liquidation — after  June  30, 
1955.  I 

The  Mutual  Sectuity  Act.  as  has  been 
the  case  in  previous  years,  also  continues 
the  authorization  for  a  niimber  of 
smaller  programs  which  have  to  do  with 
foreign  nations.  These  lnclu()e  provi- 
sion for  United  States  contributions  to 
the  Intergovernmental  Conm^ttee  for 
European  Migration,  for  the  United  Na- 
tions Children's  Fund,  for  the  Palestine 
refugees  in  the  Near  East,  for  ocean 
freight  charges  on  relief  shipments  by 
United  States  voluntary  nonprcflt  relief 
agencies,  for  Chinese  and  Korean  stu- 
dents, and  for  United  States  support  of 
multilateral  technical  cooperation  pro- 
grams of  the  United  Nations  and  the 
Organization  of  American  States. 

For  the  administration  of  the  Mutual 
Security  Act  of  1954  the  President  re- 
quested an  appropriation  of  $3^438,549.- 
805.  The  Congress  allowed  ah  appro- 
priation in  the  amount  of  $2,781,499,816. 

I  sponsored  In  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Affairs  an  amendment  to  the  Mu- 
tual Security  Act  to  prevent  the  supply- 
ing of  military  aid  to  Iraq.  Although 
my  amendment  was  defeated,  language 
was  included  in  the  bill  as  enacted  which 
should  assure  that  military  al4  to  Iraq 
cannot  be  used  for  aggression  against 
Israel. 

The  Foreign  Aid  Act  also  contains  au- 
thority for  the  expenditure  of  «  million 
Irish  pounds  In  Ireland.  This  sum  re- 
mained in  the  accoimts  from  former 
ECA  programs  for  Ireland  and  will  be 
used  to  develop  the  agricultural  produc- 
tion and  marketing  potential  oC  Ireland 
and  for  the  exchange  of  students  be- 
tween the  United  States  and;  Ireland. 

The  new  legislation  continues  the  pro- 
gram ICMME  for  the  movement  of  mi- 
grants and  refugees,  escapees  and  ex- 
pellees, from  Europe  to  other  parts  of  the 
world.  Tills  provision  was  Included  In 
the  original  Mutual  Security  Act  as  a 
result  of  an  amendment  which  I  spon- 
sored— called  the  Kelly  amendfment. 

At  the  request  of  President  Eisenhow- 
er, the  new  law  gives  greater  authority 
to  the  President  than  that  given  in 
previous  legislation.  The  President  can 
terminate  the  Foreign  Operations  Ad- 
ministration whenever  he  chdoses  and 
can  turn  over  its  functions  to  any  exist- 
ing department  of  the  Government  or  to 
a  new  agency  at  his  discretion. 

Included  In  the  Mutual  Secui!ity  Act  is 
a  section  which  tightens  the  controls  of 
shipments  of  arms,  ammunitton.  and 
Implements  of  war  Into  or  out  of  the 
United  States.  Because  of  my  special  In- 
terest in  this  subject.  In  connection  with 
my  work  on  the  Battle  Act— which  deals 
with  strategic  exports  by  foreign  coiin- 
tries  to  the  Soviet  bloc — I  regard  this  as 
important  because  of  the  unwise  decision 
of  this  Administration  to  alter  the  stra- 
tegic list  under  the  Battle  Act. ' 

During  this  Congress,  there  has  been 
a  powerful  drive  from  abroad  to  seat 
Communist  China  In  the  United  Nations. 
Red  China,  with  its  long  record  of  crime 
and  violence,  which  violates  all  the  prin- 
ciples upheld  by  the  United  Nations,  has 
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rightly  been  termed  an  aggressor.  Red 
China  Is  still  at  war  with  the  United  Na- 
tions. North  Korea  is  still  occui>ied  by 
Chinese  soldiers. 

Fear  that  the  present  administration 
might  succumb  to  an  acceptance  of  this 
pressure,  led  the  Congress  to  pass  several 
resolutions  and  amendments.  I  was  one 
of  the  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  who  wrote  President 
Eisenhower  warning  him  that  accept- 
ance of  a  Locarno  pact  with  Soviet  Rus- 
sia and  Red  China  would  result  in  a 
complete  reappraisal  of  the  foreign-aid 
program.  Our  letter  was  timed  to  arrive 
at  the  White  House  on  the  day  of  the 
conference  with  the  British  on  the  south- 
east Asia  policy. 

BKCIFKOCAL    nUDB 

The  CommLssion  on  Foreign  Economic 
Policy,  known  as  the  Randall  Commis- 
sion, submitted  a  report  which  became  a 
matter  of  controversy.  Basically.  It 
recommended  "trade  not  aid"  with  the 
nations  of  the  free  world.  At  the  same 
time,  it  recommended  retention  of  the 
peril -point  artd  escape-clause  features. 
These  are  extremes,  diametrically  op- 
posed to  each  other. 

If  the  United  States  wants  to  maintain 
its  present  world  markete  and  Its  high 
record  of  indtistrial  expansion,  it  not 
only  must  seek  new  markets,  but  also  It 
must  meet  competition  from  foreign 
trade.  With  the  dollars  thus  gained,  the 
foreign  nations  can  then  piirchase  United 
States  goods.  Otherwise,  our  aUies  will 
be  forced  to  trade  with  Russia  and  her 
satellite  nations  in  order  to  sxurlve. 
There  Is  grave  danger  that  this  Is  hap- 
pening at  the  present  time.  Because  of 
the  uncertain  policy  <»i  trade  of  the 
present  admlnistraticm.  nations  have 
made  trade  atrreements  with  the  Russian 
bloc.  Previously,  this  had  been  pre- 
vented by  for>iign  aid  which  was  equiva- 
lent to  the  dollar  gap— difference  be- 
tween umted  States  exports  of  about 
$15  bllUon  and  United  States  Imports  of 
about  $10  billion.  The  average  amount 
of  foreign  aid  was  about  $5  billion  a  year. 

The  recent  decision  of  President  Elisen- 
hower  to  increase  by  50  percent  the 
tariff  on  Swiss  watehes  is  inconsistent 
with  his  advocacy  of  freer  trade.  This 
strikes  at  the  one  nation  which  pays 
wages  comparable  to  the  wage  levels  in 
the  United  States.  It  is  shocking  to 
have  the  President  assure  the  world  that 
this  action  Is  In  the  Interest  of  the  United 
States  national  defense.  It  is  also 
shocking  when  one  realizes  that  the  Swiss 
are  one  of  the  largest  Importers  of 
United  States  industrial  products. 

In  March,  President  Eisenhower  se- 
lected certain  recommendations  from  the 
report  of  the  Randall  Commission.  One 
was  a  3 -year  extension  of  the  reciprocal 
trade  program.  The  system  had  been 
set  in  motion  two  decades  ago  in  the 
first  administration  of  President  Frank- 
lin D.  Roosevelt.  Republican  resistance 
was  so  strong  that  President  Eisenhower 
agreed  to  settle  for  a  1-year  extension. 
He  made  It  clear  that  he  would  have 
more  to  say  on  the  subject  next  year. 
This  Is  ducking  the  issue  until  next  ses- 
sion. The  RepubUcans  did  this  last  year, 
too.  Their  excuse  then  was  to  gain  time 
for  a  comple'^  study  of  the  foreign  eco- 
nomic   policy.    But,    economic    condi- 


tions have  a  way  of  not  waiting  while 
their  ramifications  are  being  investi- 
gated. 

BTATXHOOD  VOB  lUWAn  AND  AT.Al|ir* 

The  President  approved  of  statehood 
for  Hawaii  but  not  for  Alaska.  A  bill  ad- 
mitting Hawaii  to  the  Union  passed  the 
House  and,  along  with  many  of  my  col- 
leagues. I  tried  to  have  Alaska  admitted 
at  the  same  time.  This  action  failed. 
In  the  Senate,  the  one-package  bill  ad- 
mitting both  passed  by  a  vote  of  48  to  43. 
When  this  issue  reached  the  House,  how- 
ever, individual  bills  were  presented  and 
at  the  request  of  the  Republican  leaders, 
the  measures  were  killed.  Incidentally. 
I  was  honored  to  receive  from  the  Ha- 
waiian Legislature  a  commendation  for 
my  favorable  action  to  the  Territory. 

NATIONAI. 

In  my  1953  report  to  my  constituents 
on  the  1st  session  of  the  83d  Congress. 
I  commented  on  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury Humphrey's  statements  concerning 
the  $81  billion  carryover  which  he 
claimed  was  the  I O  U  of  the  past  admin- 
istration about  which  he  could  do  noth- 
ing. At  that  time.  I  pointed  out  that 
74  percent  or  more  than  $62  biUion  of 
this  $81  biUion,  was  for  national  defense, 
with  charges  included  for  guns,  tanks, 
planes,  ete.    I  charged  then  that  the 


President  and  the  Secretary  of  tha 
Treasxiry  were  presenting  this  carryover 
as  waste  and  unnecessary  authorisations 
and  appropriations  by  Congress  and  If 
they  wanted  to  do  something  about  it. 
they  could  ask  the  Congress  to  rescind 
these  pi-ograms  for  defense.  This  they 
did  not  do  and  it  is  Interesting  to  note 
that  we  no  longer  hear  the  Secretary 
referring  to  the  $81  billion  carryover 
as  ani  O  U  of  the  previous  administra- 
tion. 

After  the  Republican  administration 
had  analyzed  these  authorisations,  they 
no  longer  criticized  this  balance,  but 
used  It  for  their  so-called  New  Look 
economy.  They  deemed  it  possitde  to 
reduce  appropriations  in  1054-65  pro- 
grams on  account  of  this  camrover. 

It  is  important  to  note  that  deliveries 
made  now,  along  with  those  which  have 
been  made  for  the  past  2  years,  are  car- 
nring  out  programs  which  were  gener- 
ated by  the  previous  Democratic  admin- 
istration. Jet  planes  being  delivered 
now.  those  deUvered  to  Formosa,  JM>an. 
and  Indochina,  were  authorized  3  years 
ago.  The  lead  time  in  new  acientlfie 
equipment  is  long.  Therefwe,  what  the 
RepubUcan  admlnistrati<m  has  econo- 
mized on  is  the  future  security  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  is  my  reason  for 
criticizing  this  as  false  ecfmomy. 
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>  Does  not  Include  permanent  and  Indefinite  appropriations,  inch  as  interest  on  the  public  debt,  88.800  mlDtoii 
(estimated):  refundini;  internal  revenue  collections.  $2,728  million  (estimated);  and  disbursement* {rom  trust  fonds, 
such  as  old-atre  and  survivors  insurance.  S5.U80  million  (estimated),  unemployment  insuranoe,  etc. 

>  AI.SO  carried  in  this  bill,  hut  not  tnr)u<led  in  above  flirures,  are  appropriations  for:  National  Labor  IMatioaa 
Board.  18.400,000;  National  Mediation  Board,  $1,220,800;  and  the  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Serrioe,  13,184,000. 

•  Payable  from  District  of  Columbia  revcnueK  except  for  Federal  ountribution  of  $21,890,000. 
•.Also  carried  in  this  bill  $2,462,075,979  of  unobligated  funds  prerioasly  approprteted. 

deposit  boxes,  and  most  general  admis- 
sions if  price  exceeds  50  cents;  the  25- 
percent  tax  on  long  dlstsmce  tel^ihone 
calls;  the  16-percent  tauc  on  qwrtlng 
goods,  mechanical  pens,  pencils,  and 
lighters,  transportation,  auid  local  tele- 
phone and  telegraph  messages. 

Reduced  to  5  percent  the  10-peroent 
tax  on  home  appliances — r^rigerators 
and  freezers — but  excluding  air  condi- 
tioners. 

Exempted  from  any  excise  tax  all  ad- 
missions costing  50  cmts  or  less.  «md 
admission  to  school  athletics,  to  amateur 
civic  theater  performances,  and  to  non- 
profit museums  and  planetariiuaa. 


nrCEEASIMO   NATIONAI.  DKBT  LUCTT 

The  administration  succeeded  in  rais- 
ing the  national  debt  limit  from  $275 
billion  to  $281  billion.  Interest  on  this 
debt  Is  nearly  $7  billion. 

KXdSK   TAXES 

Public  Law  324.  the  Excise  Tax  Reduc- 
tion Act  of  1954.  reduced  revenues  by 
$999  million  a  year ;  extended  for  1  year 
certain  excise  taxes  which  woxild  auto- 
matically have  been  reduced  April  1. 1954 
(these  included  the  tax  on  distilled  spir- 
its, wine,  beer,  cigarettes,  gasoline,  cars, 
trucks,  buses,  motorcycles,  parts  and  ac- 
cessories, and  diesel  fuel) ;  and  made  the 
following  reductions; 

Reduced  to  10  percent  the  20-percent 
excise  tax  on  furs,  jewelry,  toilet  prep- 
arations, electric  light  bulbs  and  tubes, 
cameras,  lenses  and  film,  leases  of  safe 


TAX  nu. 
Before  giving  details  on  the  to  bm 
which  was  enacted  in  the  2d  session  of 
the  83d  Congress.  I  would  Uke  to  point 
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IP  p<icBiit  tex  rcdoctfani 
eflcettw  Jtaamrj  U  lt54, 
tiM  only  xMl  tez  rdM  ■Horded  the 
sverBC*  tsavayer  and  this  was  ctten  by 
tlM  DnnoaiBtle  tad  Contnas. 

nw  Bcvemw  Act  of  1964  is  a  rceodifl- 
eatian  of  the  tex  lavs.  Inelnded  In  this 
nag  lay  axe  the  fioUowiBg  provlstoas: 

nrst.  It  fiMmlTMitei  ineqnities  on  many 
lodlTidaali  wllli  qiedal  needs  or  prob- 
Icam;  tar  exaaode.  allowanees  for  medi- 
cal oqwnaes.  child-care  expenses,  and  so 
forth. 

BetinBMnt  income:  Allows  reared  tax- 
payars  66  years  or  older  who  have  earned 
mora  thui  $600  in  any  10  years  prior  to 
Tetinnent  to  ertJnde  from  taxes  the 
first  $1,306  of  retiremmt  income  from 
rents,  pmstons.  annuities.  diTidends.  and 
interest.  It  extoids  the  retirement  in- 
ooma  credit  to  persons  under  65  whose 
retirement  income  is  derived  from  puhllc 
retirement  lystems. 

Charity:  Under  tlie  new  law.  the  maxi- 
mum deductitm  for  charitable  contribuo 
tlons  is  raised  from  20  percent  to  30  per- 
crat  of  adjusted  cross  income  but  an 
addtthwml  10  percent  deduction  can  ap- 
lAy  only  to  contributions  to  educational 
institutioos.  hospitals,  ehur^ea.  conven- 
tions of  churches,  noi^izoflt  cemeteries 
and  burial  companies. 

Child-care  expenses:  The  new  law 
PJ^^ts  a  woiUngwoman.  widower,  di- 
vorced perscm.  or  workhic  wife  who  flies 
a  J<Mnt^  return  with  h«:  husband  and 
whose  combined  income  does  not  exceed 
$4,500.  to  deduct  for  tax  purposes  up 
to  0600  for  actual  child-care  expenses. 
This  deduction  can  be  taken  only  for 
children  undei>  12  years  except  in  the 
case  of  a  worklngwoman  or  widower 
whose  dependent  is  mentally  or  physi- 
cally handicapped.  This  last  Item  is  of 
special  Interest  to  me  because  I  was  the 
oridnal  apanaor  of  the  law  to  grant  such 
tax  reUeff  to  widows  and  widowers.  I 
regret  the  Concrress  did  not  see  fit  to 
allow  a  more  liberal  deduction.  Where 
$600  a  year  is  actually  spent  for  child 
care,  the  deduction  amount  to  appnud- 
mately  $12JM  per  week. 

Dependents:  Parents  can  now  claim 
$600  dependency  exemption  for  chUdren 
who  are  under  19  and  who  are  students 
in  high  achocd  or  college.  regardlMs  of 
the  dependent's  eaminga. 

Second.  The  second  category  Includes 
benefits  for  corporations  and  other  bus- 
iness firms.  It  permits  companies  to  de- 
predate new  plants  and  equipment 
faster  in  the  early  years  of  use. 

Third.  The  date  for  filing  individual 
Income  tax  returns  is  changed  in  the 
new  law  from  March  15  to  April  15. 

The  tax  bin  of  the  83d  Congress  gives 
vnry  little  reUef  to  the  average  taxpayer. 
Eighty  percent  of  our  people  earn  less 
than  $5,000  a  year.  This  group  receives 
$311  million  reduction— approximately 
9  percent — while  corporations  and  in- 
dividuals earning  over  $5,000  a  year  will 
enjoy  90  percent  of  the  tax  relief  pro- 
vided in  this  act.  This  is  known  as  the 
"trickle  down"  policy  under  which  tax 
eoncessionsiiare  made  to  the  well-to-do 
with  the  hcqw  that  they  will  seep 
through  to  those  below. 

I  voted  to  increase  the  individual  tax 
exemptions  which  would  benefit  all  tax- 
payers but  this  motion  was  not  adopted. 


It  failed  fa  the  House  by  a  210  to  204 
vote;  a  vlctofy  as  narrow  as  it  Vas  im- 
portant 

ATOKK  nrBMT 

The  2d  session  of  the  83d  Cbngress 
enacted  a  bill  for  the  revision  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946— the  Mc- 
Mahon  Act.  The  act  of  1946  liras  es- 
sentially concerned  with  the  at<an  as  a 
weapon.  Control  of  the  atomic  poten- 
tial was  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  for  military  purposes.  One 
does  not  have  to  be  a  scientist  to  realize 
what  a  stupendous  move  it  is  to  view 
this  power  In  another  perspective. 

Because  of  the  far-reaching  impor- 
tance of  the  bill  for  the  revision  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act,  it  should  have  been 
brought  to  the  floor  at  the  beginning  of 
the  session  to  permit  ample  discussion 
and  debate.  Instead,  it  was  brought  up 
during  the  closing  days  of  the  session 
under  the  suspension  rule  which  limits 
debate  to  40  minutes  and  prohibits 
amendments.  It  was  a  one-package  bill 
cmnbining  both  international  ahd  do- 
mestic provisions.  Although  there  is 
urgency  in  the  international  concept,  the 
d(Hnestic  provisions  look  to  the  distant 
future  and  shoiild  be  weighed  prudently. 

The  bill  was  divided  into  three  parts: 
First.  To  enable  the  United  States  to 
give  nuclear  weapons  information  to  its 
allies  ; 

Second.  To  share  peacetime  informa- 
tion with  friendly  nations;  and 

Third.  To  turn  over  to  private  Ameri- 
can enterprise  industrial  application  of 
atomic  energy. 

In  respect  to  the  first  and  second,  the 
law  is  so  restrictive  that  it  is  meaning- 
less. In  respect  to  the  third,  which  reg- 
ulates the  role  private  enterprise  should 
play,  the  bill  is  so  loose  as  to  eixianger 
the  pubUc  interest.  This  involves  the 
private  against  public  power  issue  along 
with  the  nonmllitary  use  of  atomic 
energy. 

A  provision  of  the  bill  has  made  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  a  power 
broker  between  TVA  and  a  private  utility 
group.  A  directive,  requested  by  the 
President,  instructed  the  CommisBion  to 
buy  its  additional  power  from  a  private 
powerplant  which  would  be  constructed 
for  that  purpose  with  public  Government 
funds. 

Here  is  another  giveaway  program. 
Fourteen  billion  dollars  of  public  funds 
have  been  used  for  research  and  build- 
ing of  atomic-energy  plants.  Wljen  the 
Government  disposes  of  its  investanents. 
it  should  be  reimbursed  by  the  private 
investors.  These  funds  could  then  be  re- 
layed to  the  taxpayers  in  the  form  of 
tax  reductions.  i 

HOUSINO  f 

Public  Law  570  is  the  Housing  Act  of 
1954.  Public  housing  is  a  necessity  but 
the  83d  Congress  ended  this  noteworthy 
program.  It  is  true  that  there  may  have 
been  some  mistakes  in  the  execution  of 
the  housing  program,  but  the  good  far 
surpassed  the  errors.  Because  of  the 
PHA-engineered  revolution  in  bousing 
finance,  nearly  60  percent  of  United 
States  families  own  their  own  homes 
today  or  have  good  equity  in  them.  Prior 
to  1934,  the  average  family  of  moderate 
means  was  unable  to  own  or  to  look  for- 
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ward  to  owning  a  home.  The  lower 
downpayment.  lower  interest  rates,  and 
long-torm  self-amortizing  mortgages 
sponsored  by  FHA  changed  all  this. 

The  Democratic  Party  accepted  gov- 
ernmental responsibiUty  in  iMmltttlng 
low-income  groups  to  obtain  decent 
housing.  It  recognized  this  program  as 
a  social  and  moral  imperative  and  initi- 
ated it  for  that  reason. 

I  have  always  given  full  support  to 
public-housing  legislation.  bOt  I  voted 
against  the  Housing  Act  of  1054  because 
I  desired  no  part  in  any  fr|kud.  This 
law  put  an  end  to  public  housing.  Fbr 
many  years,  a  bloc  in  Congress  has  led 
the  fight  against  this  criticailly  needed 
social  legislation.  This  same  group  can 
vote  for  subsidies  to  other  facets  of 
American  life  and  yet  claim  i|  is  social- 
istic to  make  decent  homes  available  to  a 
large  number  of  people,  "^his  same 
group  can  vote  to  draft  all  boys  to  pro- 
tect our  homes  but  they  deny  the  veter- 
ans and  the  low -income  groups  the 
homes  they  fight  to  protect.  When  pri- 
vate enterprise  or  local  governments 
are  unable  to  cope  with  a  problem,  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  Federal  Government 
to  encourage  and  initiate  a  solution. 

This  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  con- 
tained no  future  public -hou|ing  units. 
The  Senate  restored  the  original  request 
for  additional  units  but  when  the  bill 
was  reported  from  conference,  it  stipu- 
lated new  units  could  be  bujlt  only  to 
house  persons  displaced  from  slum- 
clearance  projects.  This  meains  no  new 
units  will  be  built.  A  bill  with  a  title 
only  is  the  record  of  the  83d  Congress 
in  public  housing. 

Senator  Ivas  declared  "It  sounds  the 
death  knell  for  Federal  public  housing 
which  is  so  desperately  needed  to  prevent 
further  deterioration  of  our  main  urban 
communities."  and  again  in  referring  to 
this  bill  he  pointed  out  that  the  com- 
promise rules  out  adequate  public  hous- 
ing in  any  part  of  the  country  and  par- 
ticularly hits  the  State  of  New  York. 

Senator  Lehman  charged: 
This  bill  actually  prohiblta  public  hous- 
ing,  •   •   •  In  the  guise  of  »  1-fear  exten- 
sion It  snuffs  the  whole  progrAia  out. 

AGBICTn.TTT«« 

The  Agricultural  Act  of  1954  estab- 
lishes new  flexible  farm  price  supports. 
The  admixiistration  asked  supports  rang- 
ing from  75  to  90  percent  of  parity  while 
the  farm  bloc  fought  for  retention  of 
the  present  90-percent  rigid  supports. 
Congress  accepted  the  flexible  principle 
but  narrowed  the  range  from  82.5  to  90 
percent. 

I  believe  in  farm  price  supports,  but 
I  do  not  believe  that  these  supports 
should  provide  waste  in  the  form  of  Gov- 
ernment storage  of  perishable  food  siu-- 
pluses.  The  present  support  program 
was  initiated  in  an  emergency  period 
when  the  economy  of  the  country  was  at 
its  lowest  ebb.  At  that  time,  this  agri- 
cultural support  program  of  parity  sta- 
bilized the  economic  life  of  thds  Nation. 
President  Roosevelt  claimed  it  an  emer- 
gency program  as  did  President  Tru- 
man. Both  Presidents  appitoved  the 
Brannan  plan  which  permitted  perish- 
able goods  to  be  sold  in  the  opein  market. 
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In  the  1948  campaign  President  Tru- 
man recommended  flexible  supports,  and 
later,  in  his  sttite  of  the  Union  message, 
he  recommended  these  be  written  into 
the  law.  The  law  was  «>ntn»t^  because 
it  was  recognized  that  rigid  supports  did 
not  fit  present-day  needs.  During  the 
Korean  war.  our  agricultural  products 
were  disposed  of  and  the  law  was  not 
enacted. 

At  the  present  time,  the  whole  farm 
program    must    be    reviewed    to    meet 
changing  co^itions.    I  voted  for  fiexi- 
ble  supports  aii  a  step  in  this  direction, 
but  I  realize  that  It  is  far  from  being 
the  complete  answer.   The  issue  must  be 
faced  "head  or"  and  looked  at  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  ccxisumer,  the  tax- 
payer, and  the  industrialist  as  well  as 
the  farmer.    The  consumer  is  overtaxed 
and  overchargiHl  in  this  process  which 
encourages  the  excessive  production  of 
food,  not  for  Uie  consumer's  family,  but 
for  storage  anc  spoilage.    The  food  sur- 
pluses cannot  lie  dumped  on  the  foreign 
market.    Greater    adaptability    in    the 
farm  program  !s  needed  to  allow  for  al- 
locating surpk^es  to  school  lunch  pro- 
grams, institutions,  and  to  our  armed 
services.    Some  of  these  provisions  are 
now  being  adopted.    Along  with  other 
colleagues.  I  have  recommended  them. 
In  1952, 1  sougl- 1  to  have  the  armed  serv- 
ices   supplied    by    these    Government- 
owned  stocks.     This  has  not  been  car- 
ried out.   The  p  resent  administration  has 
sold  surpluses  to  the  services  at  a  lower 
price  over  and  above  the  normal  pur- 
chase of  the  sei-vices.    This  does  not  al- 
leviate conditio:is.    During  the  next  ses- 
sion I  hope  thai,  this  problem  will  be  ex- 
tricated from  poUtical  entanglements 
and  be  studied  by  a  commission.    Then 
it  wUl  be  viewed,  as  it  should  be,  as  a 
factor  in  the  economy  of  the  whole  coun- 
try.   The  cost  tc  the  Federal  Oovernment 
to  store  its  surpluses  is  about  $750,000  a 
day. 

ACIUCUI.Tt7mAX,  niAOB  AIVO  DKTSLOPlCXirr  ACT 

This  act  gave  the  President  authority 
to  dispose  of  $1  billion  of  surplus  com- 
modities to  foreign  countries  during  the 
next  3  years.  To  relieve  famine  and 
other  emergencies,  $300  million  may  be 
given  away.  Foreign  currencies  can  be 
collected  for  that  which  is  sold,  and  those 
currencies  must  be  used  abroad.  This 
is  an  attempt  to  reduce  the  stockpUe  of 
agricultural  surpluses  owned  by  the 
Government.  It  is  not  a  solution  to  the 
basic  problem  which  will  have  to  be  met 
after  the  effects  of  the  flexible-support 
program  are  detormined. 

coicif  ODirr  casDrr  ooaPOBAnoif 

Pubhc  Law  312  increases  the  borrow- 
ing power  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration from  its  present  borrowing  limit 
of  $6.75  billion  to  $8.5  bilUon.  I  was  not 
in  favor  of  this  increase  of  $1.75  billion 
as  it  means  the  right  to  purchase  more 
agricultural  surpluses.  As  of  August  19, 
1954,  the  Government  owned  the  fol- 
lowing: 457  million  pounds  of  butter  rep- 
resenting $S06  milUon;  430  million 
pounds  of  cheese  representing  $171  mil- 
lion; 254  BsilUon  pounds  of  dry  milk  rep- 
resenting $43  milUon;  324  miUion  bushels 
of  com  representing  $538  million;  756 
million  bushels  of  wheat  representing 
$1,928,000,000,  803  million  pounds  of  oot- 
c »se 


tonseed  oil  representing  $143  million. 
Total  holdings  including  the  above 
amounted  to  $3,739,000,000.  This  does 
not,  however,  represent  the  total  invest- 
nient  by  the  Government  in  agricultural 
support,  which  is  evident  by  the  author- 
ity granted  to  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation. 

rtmiAc  woucs 

PubUc  Law  358  authorises  United 
States  participation  with  Canada  in  the 
devek>pment  of  the  St  Lawrence  Sea- 
way, a  construction  project  which  will 
deepen  the  St.  Lawrence  River  channel 
to  permit  ocean  shipping.  This  will  en- 
able large  vessels  to  sail  from  the  At- 
lantic ports  to  ports  on  the  Great  Lakes. 
Every  President  since  World  War  I  had 
recommended  this  action.  Beneficial 
economic  aspects  and  continental  de- 
fense aspects  caused  many  previous  op- 
ponents to  vote  favorably  on  this  meas- 
ure in  this  Congress.  Its  soundness  is 
still  questioned  because  it  is  felt  that  the 
27-foot  channel  will  prove  too  shallow  for 
oceangoing  ships  and  that  severe  winters 
will  make  traffic  icelwund  for  r.t  least  5 
months  of  the  year. 

Public  Law  350  authorized  $900  mil- 
lion for  highway  construction  in  fiscal 
1956  and  1957. 

Also  authorized  is  $1.08  billion  for 
rivers  and  harbors  improvements  and 
fiood-  and  beach-erosion  control  proj- 
ects. 

SOCIAL  SXCVRITV 

The  Social  Security  Act  of  1954  ex- 
pands and  increases  the  benefits  of  old- 
age  and  survivors  insurance  system.  The 
1954  amendments  to  this  law  extend 
coverage  of  the  old-age  pension  plan  to 
10  million  persons  and  grant  a  slight 
increase  ta  the  monthly  t)eneflt  pay- 
ments. When  this  bill  was  imder  con- 
sideration by  the  House  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means,  I  urged  the  committee 
to  extend  coverage  to  self-employed 
farmers  and  professional  people,  and  to 
repeal  that  provision  of  the  law  which 
limits  to  $75  per  month  the  right  of  a 
recipient  to  earn  by  his  own  labor  more 
than  that  figure.  I  stated  that  persons 
able  and  willing  to  continue  working  past 
retirement  must  be  encouraged  to  do  so 
without  penalty  of  loss  of  benefits.  I 
recommended  a  gradual  increase  in 
social  security  payments  so  that  the  ulti- 
mate return  to  the  retired  worker  might 
be  greater.  The  committee  recom- 
mended raising  the  limitation  on  earn- 
ings to  $1,000  a  year  in  accordance  with 
the  President's  wishes.  But.  this  merely 
allows  a  recipient  of  social  security  bene- 
fits to  earn  $83.33  per  month  instead  of 
the  original  $75  a  month,  if  the  worker's 
earnings  are  spread  over  a  12-month 
period. 

Among  other  programs  continued  by 
the  83d  Congress  were  the  extension  of 
Federal  aid  for  construction  of  medical 
facilities;  aid  for  improvement  of  voca- 
tional rehabilitation  services  to  handi- 
capped persons;  aid  to  schools  in  defense 
areas;  assistance  to  construction  indus- 
try and  Federal  insurance  of  home  mort- 
gages. It  will  be  noted  that  these  laws 
continue  worthwhile  projects  originally 
enacted  by  previous  Dnnocratic  admin- 
Istrationa. 

"iTie  unemployment  compensation  sys* 
tem  was  extended  to  cover  Federal  em- 
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ployees  and  workers  In  thousands  of 
small  business  establishments.  After 
December  31,  1955.  the  law  will  apply 
to  emidoyers  of  4  or  more  workers.  Ttib 
old  law  applied  to  employers  of  8  or  men. 

VCTKEANS  ANO  SBtVICnCXN 

Tht  3d  session  of  the  83d  Congress  en- 
acted the  following  laws  of  benefit  to 
veterans  and  servicemen: 

Extending  for  1  year  the  time  limit  for 
initiating  training  under  the  OI  Mil  of 
rights  for  veterans  of  the  Korean  con- 
flict; 

Providing  a  5-percent  Increase  In  rates 
of  compensation  for  service-connected 
disabled  veterans  of  all  wars,  survivoia 
and  dependents; 

A  similar  increase  in  rates  of  non- 
service -connected  pensions  for  veterans 
and  dependents; 

Extending  to  July  1,  1955,  authoriza- 
tion to  continue  pay  and  allowances  of 
servicemen  missing  in  Korea; 

Exempting  from  limiUtion  on  dual 
compensation  certain  officers  retired  for 
disability; 

Extending  for  1  year  to  June  30.  1055, 
authority  of  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion to  make  direct  loans  for  home  ^nd 
farm  purchase; 

Prohibiting  reduction  of  disability  rat- 
ing in  effect  for  20  years  or  more; 

Increasing  reenlistment  bonxises; 

Extending  time  for  filing  claims  by 
prisoners  of  war; 

Increasing  Federal  aid  to  State  homes 
for  disabled  veterans; 

Giving  veterans  of  Korean  conflict  the 
same  preference  right  of  entry  to  home- 
steads as  World  War  n  veterans;  and 

Making  WAC's  eligible  for  veterans' 
benefits  under  certain  conditions. 

AXX    rOBCK    ACADXMT 

Public  Law  325  established  a  United 
States  Air  Force  Academy  similar  to  the 
Military  Academy  at  West  Point  and  the 
Naval  Academy  at  Annapolis.  The  first 
class  of  300  cadete  wUl  be  enrolled  in 
July  1955.  Each  Member  of  Congress 
from  New  York  will  be  permitted  to  ap- 
point 10  candidates  to  compete  in  the 
entrance  examinations.  Twenty-one 
boys  from  New  York  Stete  will  be  chosen 
to  entCT  the  first  class  at  the  Academy. 
I  welcome  appUcations  from  those  boys 
residing  in  my  congressional  district  who 
are  interested  in  a  career  in  the  United 
Stetes  Air  Force. 


MZASTTXES 
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The  following  measures  faOed  of  en- 
actment in  tills  Congress: 

Hawaiian  statehood:  The  House  Rules 
Committee  refused  to  consider  the  Sen- 
ate version  of  this  bill  and  the  measure 
was  thereby  killed. 

Taft-Hartley  law  amendmente:  The 
House  Committee  on  Labor  idgeonhtded 
all  bills  designed  to  o(HTeet  inequities  in 
this  labor  law. 

Wiretapping  evidence:  The  Senate 
shelved  the  bill  to  permit  the  use  of  evi- 
dence gathered  by  wiretapping  in  crim- 
inal cases  of  treason,  espionage,  and  se- 
dition. 

Constitutional  amendment:  Hie  Sen- 
ate defeated  an  amendment  to  lower  the 
voting  age  fnmi  31  to  18. 

McCarran-Walter  Inunigratkm  Act: 
No  action  was  taken  in  this 
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jpravkto  eorrectlon  of  ineqoHtes  in  this 
Hmnigration  and  Nattonalt^  Act. 

The  Oosigress  failed  also  to  adopt  uni- 
fomi  rata  of  procedure  to  control  the 
eonduet  of  legfalattTe  4nyestigating  com- 
mtttees. 

Health  idan:  This  was  actually  a  re- 
iBsuDanoe  plan,  it  provided  a  $25-mil- 
lion  fund  which  would  guarantee  the 
losses  to  insurance  companies  hy  their 
expansion  of  voluntary  health  insurance. 
This  bill  was  defeated  in  the  House  on 
the  grounds  that  it  was  unworkable  uid 
Inadequate. 


tn  an  elfort  to  obtain  passage  of  a  bill 
to  increase  flrst-class-postage  rates^he 
Republican  leaders  in  Congress  tied  this 
ptorlslon  into  the  bill  to  increase  the 
salaries  of  postal  employees.  The  rate 
Increase  was  originally  contained  in  a 
■eparate  bill  but  this  measure  had  been 
unpopular  in  the  House  and  the  leader- 
ship felt  that  by  including  it  In  the  popu- 
lar pay-raise  bill,  the  administration  rec- 
ommended rate  increase  would  win  sup- 
port Also  included  in  the  pay-raise  bill 
was  a  provision  giving  the  Postmaster 
Cteneral  the  authority  to  reclassify  p<^- 
tions  in  the  post  office.  The  tactics  used 
In  the  consideration  of  this  ^legislation 
were  unwise  and,  in  my  opiiiion,  mere 
subterfuge.  Those  of  vtz  who  voted 
against  this  bill  did  so  with  the  under- 
standing that  this  was  not  the  only  way 
to  Mng  the  postal  pay-raise  bill  to  the 
floor. 

In  the  final  days  of  the  sesidon,  the 
Congress  passed  a  bill  granting  a  5-per- 
coit  pay  Increase  to  classified  Govern- 
ment employees  and  postal  worker^.  It 
was  obTious  to  the  supporters  of  this 
measure  that  the  Republican  leader- 
ship, in  permitting  the  bill  to  be  brought 
up  in  the  final  week  of  the  session,  did 
so  in  the  complete  knowledge  that  the 
President  would  veto  the  bill  and.  with 
the  Ocmgreas  in  adjournment,  there 
would  be  no  opportunity  to  override  his 
veto.  I  ^vored  an  increase  in  salary  for 
Ftederal  employees;  I  signed  the  petition 
to  discharge  the  committee  on  the  Cor- 
bett  bill  and  I  voted  against  adjourn- 
ment of  the  session  when  an  attempt  was 
made  in  July  to  adjourn  without  giving 
consideration  to  the  needs  of  our  postal 
workers  and  other  employees  of  the  Oov- 
eminent. 

AMTWUBTUaiOir  lAWS 

.  The  Communist  threat  Is  the  basic 
problem  of  the  whole  free  world.  It 
should  be  faced  squarely  outside  the 
realm  of  partisan  politics  because  it  un- 
dermines the  f otmdation  principles  of 
our  Government.  Those  ill-advised  in- 
dividuals who  make  it  a  political  issue 
are  plajring  into  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
munists who  view  with  equal  hatred  an 
freedom-loving  individuals.  The  gravity 
of  this  menace  warranted  sincere  con- 
sideration of  anti-Communist  legislation 
early  in  the  session.  Instead,  bills  were 
brought  up  near  the  end  of  the  session, 
when  debate  was  limited  and  amend- 
ments prohibited.  The  Congress  enacted 
the  following  laws  on  the  subject  of 
internal  security: 

Making  the  death  sentence  instead  of 
life  imprisonment  the  mftTimnni  penalty 


for  peacetime  espionage  an4  otherwise 
strengthening  present  law; 

Outlawing  the  Communist  Party  and 
bringing  Communlst-infiltr<ited  labor 
unions  under  authority  of  the  Subver- 
sive Activities  Control  Board; 

Increasing  the  penalty  fot  harboring 
convicted  felons; 

Making  bail  Jiunping  by  Federal  prls- 
(mers  a  separate  offense  and  Imposing 
stronger  penalties; 

Authorizing  congressional  committees 
to  grant  Immunity  to  witnesses  xmder 
certain  conditions ; 

Revoking  the  citizenship  of  persons 
convicted  of  conspiring  to  advocate  the 
overthrow  of  the  United  Stales  Govern- 
ment by  force  or  violence ; 

Denying  retirement  annuities  to  Fed- 
eral officials  convicted  of  Federal  felonies 
or  pleading  fifth  amendments; 

Requiring  all  organizations  required  to 
register  under  the  Internal  Security  Act 
to  register  with  the  Attorney  Oeneral  all 
printing  and  publication  equipment. 

When  the  administration-ibacked  bill 
depriving  Communist-inflltmted  labor 
tmions  of  their  rights  to  collective-bar- 
gaining privileges  reached  the  floor  of 
the  Senate.  Democratic  Members  at- 
tached a  rider  outlawing  the  Communist 
Party  and  maldng  membership  in  it  a 
crime.  This  was  passed  by  the  Senate, 
with  the  vote  85  to  nothing.  In  the 
House  the  bill  to  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party  was  passed.  I  am  recorded  for 
this  bill.  In  conference  tlje  bill  was 
changed,  and.  when  finally  enacted,  the 
Communist  Party  was  outlawed,  but 
membership  in  it  was  not  declared  a 
crime.  Instead,  individual  members  of 
the  Communist  Party  were  put  under 
obligation  of  registering  with  the  Gov- 
ernment or  being  subject  to  fltie  and  im- 
prisonment. Under  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Act.  Communist-action  groups  had 
already  been  thus  listed. 

Let  us  recaU  the  bitter  critieism  by  the 
Republicans  of  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
previous  Democratic  administrations. 
The  Republicans  pledged  that  commu- 
nism would  be  stopped;  that  Soviet-dom- 
inated nations  would  be  libeiated;  that 
the  United  States  would  have  a  new, 
dynamic  foreign  policy. 

What  is  the  record  of  the  past  2  years? 
As  a  result  of  the  unsatisfactory  truce  in 
Korea,  the  Communists  control  the 
northern  sector.  This  success  of  the 
Soviet  strategy  for  world  conquest  per- 
mitted the  buildup  of  forces  in  Indo- 
china and  the  catastrophe  ai  the  cen- 
tury— the  partition  of  Vietnam  with  mil- 
lions added  to  the  tyrannioal  rule  of 
communism.  The  so-called  peace  has 
been  purchased  at  a  dreadful  price.  In- 
stead of  a  new,  dynamic  policy,  the  unity 
of  the  free  world  has  been  crumbling 
imder  this  administration's  leadership, 
and  the  nations  of  the  world  are  seeking 
to  appease  rather  than  to  retard  the 
Conununiste. 

In  addition  to  the  Commiunist  ad- 
vances in  Asia  and  the  weakeaing  of  Al- 
lied unity  in  Europe,  the  Western  Hem- 
isphere is  facing  a  grave  threat  in  Cen- 
tral America — Guatemala.  Di  spite  of 
these  advances,  miUtary  appropriations 
were  cut  back,  funds  were  deoreased  for 
the  mutual-seciu-ity  program — includ- 
ing Point  4 — and  for  anti-Oommunist 
propaganda.    All  this  in  a  world  where 


the  Soviet  Union  is  bending  every  effort 
to  launch  a  successful  large-scale  prop- 
aganda campaign. 

I  believe  in  a  careful  spending  of  the 
taxpayers'  money,  and  I  have  great  con- 
cern that  a  sound  economic  policy  be 
established,  but  I  do  n^t  believe  that 
drastic  cuts  in  defense  should  be  made  at 
the  expense  of  the  security  of  the  United 
States.  The  failure  of  the  New  Look 
is  admitted.  The  bluff  of  "massive  re- 
taliation" did  not  work.  As  a  result,  the 
National  Security  Counctfl  has  ordered 
several  groups  of  experts  to  analyze  the 
plan  of  United  States  strategy  in  its  mili- 
tary, economic,  and  diplomatic  phases. 
This  is  the  reappraisal.  It  is  predicted 
that  the  agonizing  result  will  be  a  siz- 
able increase  in  security  spending  be- 
cause of  the  great  advances  of  the  Com- 
munists. 

Russia  has  not  increased  her  divisions 
but  has  mechanized  them  with  the  most 
advanced  equipment.  Meanwhile,  the 
United  States  has  lulled  herself  into  a 
cruising  speed  In  order  to  balance  the 
budget  and  is  depending  u|pon  retaliation 
with  the  bomb. 

Today  the  world  is  at  a  critical  period. 
Each  day  brings  about  pfet>blcms  which 
can  be  faced  only  by  a  responsible  citi- 
zenry. It  is  urgent  that  each  one  bear 
his  responsibility  with  a  Sense  of  under- 
standing based  on  equity.  One  must  al- 
ways bear  in  mind  the  common  good — 
the  common  goal.  In  this  way  the  prin- 
cipal figures  in  public  life  throughout 
the  world  will  be  given  the  help  they 
need  to  bear  their  extraordinary  bur- 
dens. We,  as  Americans,  are  singularly 
blessed  because  loyal  citizens  of  this  free 
country  can  help  to  make  the  world  a 
better  place  for  everyone;  That  is  why 
I,  as  a  legislator,  want  to  emphasize  this 
fact:  achievements  must  be  viewed  as 
to  whether  they  are  contributions  to- 
ward our  ultimate  goal,  or  whether  they 
are  roadblocks  which  may  be  used  as  a 
breathing  spell  for  oiu:  enemies. 

Whether  we  like  it  or  not,  America 
cannot  stand  alone  in  a  place  of  isola- 
tion. Scientific  accomplishments  have 
taken  us  out  of  the  stronghold  to  which 
we  once  adhered.  Knowing  this,  we  can- 
not be  optimistic  about  a  world  where 
the  resolution  of  so  many  grave  prob- 
lems is  still  pending.  An  uneasy  truce 
in  Korea,  the  unhappy  settlement  in 
Indochina,  and  the  growing  menace  of 
communism  are  not  accomplishmiftits. 
They  constitute  a  serioiis  challenge  to 
be  faced  only  with  forthright  decisions 
by  all  Americans  and  the  free  world.  We 
must  not  only  pray  for  piace,  but  pray 
for  a  peace  under  God,  for  without  God 
there  can  be  no  just  peace. 
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Qnettion  of  the  Week 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 


or 


HON.  GEORGE  H.  BENDER 

or  OHIO 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRaSENTATIVSS 

Friday.  August  20. 1954 
Mr.    BENDER,    Mr.    Speaker,    after 
Attlee  et  al.  return  to  England,  what  will 
Churchill  have  to  say? 


E2CTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  MELVIN  PRICE 

or  XLUMOXi 

IN  THE  HOUSX  OF  RXPRESENTATXVXS 
Friday.  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  today,  we 
and  all  freedom-loving  peoples  find 
ourselves  gravely  threatened  by  the  force 
ot  aggressive  Soviet  communism.  This 
is  not  the  first  time  our  Nation  has  been 
threatened  by  external  foes.  We  have 
prevailed  before — and  we  will  prevail 
again. 

Let  lis  recognize,  however,  the  unique 
dimensions  of  the  threat  now  confront- 
ing us.  In  the  form  of  the  Soviet  dic- 
tatorship, we  face  an  enemy  whose  mad 
ambition  is  the  domination  of  our  entire 
planet.  In  the  eyes  of  the  Russian  rulers, 
peace — if  by  peace  we  mean  the  absence 
of  actual  armed  conflict — is  but  a 
breathing  spell  which  must  be  used  to 
prepare  for  fresh  aggression.  More- 
over, the  Russian  rulers  now  have  at 
their  command  a  growing  stockpile  of 
atomic  and  hydrogen  bombs,  plus  the 
planes  needed  to  carry  these  weapons  to 
targets  here  in  America.  In  short,  a 
totalitarian  regime  whose  aim  is  the 
total  conquest  of  the  entire  world  is  com- 
ing into  the  possession  of  total  military 
power. 

Reflect  with  me  for  a  moment  on  how 
atomic  weapons  have  changed  the  stra- 
tegic position  of  our  Nation.  Up  to  now, 
our  American  atomic  stockpile  has  been 
probably  our  greatest  material  asset  in 
our  effort  to  prevent  the  outbreak  of  a 
third  world  war.  We  and  our  allies  have 
not  begim  to  matoh  the  Communist 
world  in  number  of  men  under  arms. 
Yet  our  atomic  preponderance  has  served 
to  offset  this  disadvantege — we  have  can- 
celed out  Communist  superiority  in  raw 
brawn  power  with  the  superiority  of  our 
air-atomic  power. 

So  long  as  we  possessed  a  monopoly  in 
atomic  and  hydrogen  weapons,  it  was 
reasonable  to  hope  that  the  fact  of  our 
monopoly  could  indefinitely  deter  the 
Soviets  from  launching  an  all-out  war. 
But  we  have  such  a  monopoly  no  longer. 
In  1949.  the  Russians  tested  their  first 
atomic  bomb — sooner,  much  sooner,  than 
most  of  us  had  expected.  A  year  ago  this 
month,  the  Russians  also  achieved  a 
thermonuclear — a  hydrogen — explosion, 
only  9  months  after  our  own  first  fall- 
scale  hydrogen  test.  As  if  this  were  n^t 
enough,  we  learned  tbis  spring  of  .ti^ 
existence  of  two  Uew  Snf^A  Jet  bombers, 
comparable  to  Our  own  B^7  and  B-52. 
'-^ce  more,  most  officials  in  Washhigton 
were  surprised  at  the  speed  with  which 
the  Russians  mastered  the  art  of  pro- 
ducing high-performance  bombers. 

The  meaning  of  these  ominous  in- 
creases in  Russian  air-atomic  power  for 
our  strategic  position  in  the  world  should 
be  plain  for  all  to  see.  In  World  War  I 
and  World  War  II,  the  cities  and  indus- 
tries of  America  enjoyed  immunity  from 
direct  enemy  attack— thanks  to  the  3.000 
miles  of  ocean  which  separated  us  and 
our  enemies  In  Asia  and  Europe.  When 
^e  found  ou^s^lves  at  war.  we  thererore 


still  had  time  to  convert  our  unrivaled 
economy  to  the  production  of  arma- 
ments, and — despite  initial  setbacks— to 
triumph  in  the  end. 

Today,  bombers  now  actoally  in  the 
Red  Air  Force  can  take  off  from  Russian 
bases  and  reach  the  cities  of  America  in 
a  few  hours.  Carrying  the  nuclear  bombs 
which  are  today  actually  in  Russia's 
stockpile,  such  planes  might  devastate 
our  Nation  and  keep  up  from  undertak- 
ing the  industrial  mobiliaation  which 
made  possible  our  victory  in  the  First 
and  Second  World  Wars. 

I  am  sometimes  forced  to  believe  that 
too  many  Americans  are  whistling  in  the 
dark  when  they  speculate  on  the  conse- 
quences of  a  nuclear  attack  against  our 
Nation.  Perhaps  this  is  not  too  sur- 
prising except  for  those  of  us  who  have 
served  in  the  Armed  Forces,  or  who  have 
seen  the  devastated  cities  of  Europe  or 
Japan,  few  of  us  can  comprehend  the 
effecte  of  even  a  World  War  II  block- 
buster bomb— which  contained,  at  most 
a  few  tons  of  TNT.  How,  then,  can  we 
comprehend  the  real  meaning  of  atomic 
and  hydrogen  weapons— whose  destruc- 
tive force  is  measured  in  thousands  or 
millions  of  tons  of  TNT  equivalent. 

Think  back  for  a  moment  to  the  de- 
strucUon  inflicted  on  Germany  and  Ja- 
pan during  World  War  II.  Today,  as  a 
result  of  the  development  of  hydrogen 
weapons,  a  single  plane— on  a  single 
mission— can  carry  a  cargo  of  destruc- 
tive force  greater  than  the  force  of  all 
the  tombs  dropped  by  all  the  planes  on 
all  of  Germany  and  Japan  during  all  the 
6  years  of  the  Second  World  War. 

I  am  not  sure  how  many  of  you  wit- 
nessed. In  the  movie  theater  or  over  your 
television  screen,  the  pictures  of  our  first 
fuU-scale  hydrogen  test,  held  at  our  Pa- 
cific proving  grounds  in  the  fall  of  1952. 
The  effects  of  that  hydrogen  explosive 
extended  over  an  area  covering  300 
square  miles.  If  a  weapon  of  equal  de- 
structive force  were  dropped  over  St. 
Louis,  that  city  would  cease  to  exist.  It 
is  as  simple  and  terrible  as  that. 

One  thing  is  certain.  All  our  history 
proves  that,  when  the  American  people 
are  acquainted  with  the  hard  facts  of 
national  survival,  they  measure  up  to 
them.  It  is  not  in  our  American  tradi- 
tion to  turn  our  backs  upon  reality,  and 
to  close  our  eyes  to  it.  We  cannot  wish 
Russian  atomic  and  hydrogen  bomb«  »^ 

of  existence.    They  are  real,  a^-r^iiiingi^ 
real.  .»«*"*»^»j 

I  b^eve  it  U  high  t»„e  that  the  Amer- 
ican p^til>  te  told  more  about  the  na- 
PlCt  of  the  atomic  peril  now  facing  us, 
and  about  what  we  must  do  to  overcome 
it.  Do  not  mistake  my  meaning.  It  is 
vital  that  atomic  secrets  be  kept  closely 
guarded.  The  American  people  neither 
want  to  know  nor  need  to  know  the  secret 
details  of  our  national  atomic  program. 
But  they  do  want — and  they  do  need — 
to  know  the  precise  nature  and  dimen- 
sions of  the  threat  now  facing  our 
country. 

Our  civil-defense  oflBcials.  I  hasten  to 
add.  have  said  many  times  that  a  Soviet 
nuclear  attack  could  now  inflict  grave 
damage  upon  our  Nation  and  that  the 
capacity  of  the  Russians  to  wound  us  is 
rapidly  increasing.  But  the  real  mean- 
lug  of  these  absU'act  phras3s  has  som;v 
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how  not  been  driven  home  to  the  people. 
Our  fellow  countrymen  do  not  yet  really 
know,  in  terms  they  can  reaUy  under- 
stand, the  calamitous  nature  of  atomJo 
warfare.  I  do  not  say  this  in  any  par- 
tisan sense,  stoce  I  can  sympathise  with 
the  difficulties  of  bringing  this  message 
home.  Nonetheless,  I  urge  with  all  tha 
power  at  my  command  that  the  admin- 
istration now  leave  no  stone  unturned 
in  getting  across  to  all  Americans 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
our  land  the  true  meaning  of  the  ominous 
growth  in  Soviet  air-atomic  power. 

I  reject  the  notion  that  atomic  war  Is 
inevlUble.  But  in  the  same  breath  I. 
warn  you  that  atomic  war  could  be  made 
inevitable  by  the  weakening  of  our  re- 
solve to  remain  militarily  and  economi- 
cally strong  and  by  any  faltering  to  our 
determination  to  help  other  free  nations 
help  themselves  in  our  common  task  of 
standing  up  to  aggressive  communism. 

Do  all  of  us  regret  the  necessity  of  us- 
ing our  moneys,  our  skills,  and  our  re- 
sources to  manufacture  armaments?  Of 
course  we  do.  But  aU  recorded  history 
Fhows  that  dlcUtors  have  only  contempt 
for  military  weakness.  If  we  now  make 
the  misteke  of  failing  to  build  the  de- 
fenses we  need  to  stay  alive  and  free,  we 
may  never  have  a  chance  to  correct  this 
mistake. 

Strong  mllltery  defense  Is  a  strong  of- 
fense. The  first  mllltery  requirement  of 
national  survival  is  therefore  an  air 
force  capable  of  answering  any  nuclear 
attack  against  us  with  devastating 
atomic  reprisal.  Our  military  posture 
must  be  such  that  an  aggressor  wUl  know 
an  atomic  attack  against  the  cities  of 
America  would  mean  the  Inevitable  ruin 
and  downfall  of  the  dictator  who  perpe- 
trated it.  We  must  not  stop  there,  how- 
ever. The  threat  of  atomic  retaliation 
must  remain  the  foundation  of  our  na- 
tional mlUtary  strategy  to  this  nuclear 
age.  The  threat  of  reprisal— by  itself— 
is  not  enough.  We  also  need— if  it  is 
possible  to  secure  them — a  continental 
defense  and  civil  defense  of  such  effi- 
ciency that  our  enemies  will  know  that 

an  atomic  attack — even  a  sneak  attack 

could  never  destroy  us. 

All  of  us  hope  that  the  fcpr  of  r»- 

?™^  TSL"^^^^  -^^  our  enemies 
rrom  striking.  But  we  can  never  be 
sure  tbif  '^\  be  the  case.  Therefore.  IT 
our  enemies  do  strike,  we  need  a  con- 
tinental defense  program  capable  of  In- 
tercepting and  destroying  attacking 
bombing  fleets,  and  a  civil  defense  pro- 
gram capable  of  nUntrntong  the  conse- 
ruences  of  the  bombs  which  penetrate 
our  defenses  and  fall  on  our  cities.  In 
fact,  an  offensive  continental  iMid  civil 
defense — coupled  with  twitintjiintng  our 
capacity  of  retaliation — ^represent  our 
best  and  siuest  way  of  preventing  a  nu- 
clear attack.  The  reason  for  this  is  ap- 
parent. If  our  foes  know  that  we  can 
blunt  the  power  of  their  offensive  «gy«t|ft 
our  Nation,  and  destroy  the  fndustrlea 
of  their  natkm  at  the  same  time,  they 
may  choose  never  to  strike. 

Do  we  have  an  offensive  defense  to- 
day. The  answer  is  'Tto."  Today,  we 
ooukl  in  all  probability  dsstray  not 
than  a  small   fraction  at  any 

aerial  fleets  which  ■ughft  be        

o.^  coontxy.    VTH  mv  have  an  eCextlve 
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and  etvil  cteienae  S  or  4 

I  from  BOW,  in  1957  or  1»S8?  Unless 
thov  is  A  bidd  stefiup  in  oar  progruns 
in  the  nwanwhlls.  ttie  answer  sinst  again 
Ve'Vo."  It  is  true  tliat  new  inventions 
In  tlie  lleild  of  guided  missiles  and  radar 
detection  are  improving  our  ability  to 
Intereqyt  enemy  bmnUng  idanes.  But 
oar  defenses  are  growing  more  slowly 
ttmaKUtte  growth  which  is  now  taking 
Iteee  in  Russian  (rfloisive  strength.  So- 
li^ scientists  are  feverishly  working  to 
develop  mme  powerful  and  more  eOcient 
nuclear  bombs.  The  result  is  that,  with- 
out a  stepiqi  in  our  own  defefli^ve  prepa- 
rations, an  attack  against  us  3  or  4  years 
ftom  now  would  be  far  more  devastating 
than  an  attack  today. 

m  this  age  of  offensive  missiles,  hy- 
drogen bombs,  and  Jet  bombers  flying 
at  almost  the  q;>ecd  of  sound,  no  defense 
against  air  attack  can  even  begin  to  be 
100  percent  effective.  Yet  there  is  much 
we  can  do — and  must  do — to  achieve  a 
higher  level  of  continental  defense  than 
we  enjoy  presently.  If  we  now  step  up 
the  rate  of  our  defensive  preparations — 
without  «iimtni«h<t>g  our  Offensive 
strength — ^we  may  have  it  in  our  power 
to  create  a  continental  defense  of  such 
efBdency  as  to  tip  the  *^lflniTi»  against 
war  and  for  peace. 

Let  us  never  make  the  mistake,  how- 
ever, of  imagining  that  the  threat  of  air- 
atomic  attack  is  the  only  danger  now 
confronting  us— though  it  is  by  far  the 
greatest  danger.  We  must  reckon  with 
the  tremendous  c<mventlonal  military 
forces  of  the  Red  army  and  the  satellite 
nations.  We  must  also  reckon  with  the 
fact  that  the  Communists  are  adept  in 
using  the  techniques  of  subversion.  Infil- 
tration, propaganda,  and  political,  and 
economic  warfare  to  achieve  their  ends. 

When  we  say  that  the  Communist 
threat  is  a  total  threat,  we  should  not 
be  blind  to  the  full  meaning  of  that 
phrase.  To  meet  a  total  threat  we  must 
develop  a  total  response.  As  in  the  case 
of  the  downfall  of  Czechoslovakia,  com- 
munism often  achieves  Its  ends  through 
political  hiflltration — and  you  cannot 
stcqp  infiltration  with  an  atomic  bomb. 
TDd&y  untold  numbers  of  misguided  peo- 
pte  throughout  the  world  have  been 
duped  by  the  vicious  outpourtngs  of  the 
Moscow  prc^paganda  xnachinl^— -and  you 
cannot  counter  lies  with  atomic  bombs. 
Today  also  mlllldns  of  people  in  Asia 
and  Africa— lacking  the  elementary 
necessities  of  a  life  of  dignity— have 
been  tempted  to  cast  their  lot  with  the 
way  of  Moscow— and  you  cazmot  fill 
empty  stomachs  with  atomic  bombs. 

I  have  spent  my  entire  period  as  a 
United  States  Congressman  working  for 
the  military  defenses  our  country  needs 
If  It  Is  to  survive.  I,  nonetheless,  tell  you 
most  solemnly  that  armed  strength, 
standing  by  Itself,  cannot  bring  to  this 
world  a  Just  and  lasting  peace.  We  of 
this  free-world  civilization  know  that  In 
its  fundamentals  the  wanting  and  main- 
tenance of  true  peace  depends,  not  on 
things  material  but  on  things  spiritual 
We  know  that  the  only  lasting  founda- 
tion of  true  peace  is  the  brotherhood  of 
«Mn.  We  also  know  that  material 
1  orce»— even  the  terrible  forces  of  atomic 
energy — cannot  be  held  accountable  for 


the  plight  In  which  the  world  now  finds 
itself. 

Uke  any  other  force  in  tlie  physical 
world,  atomic  energy  Is  inittfferent  to 
the  hopes  of  man.  Like  e^ery  other 
force  in  the  physical  world,  atomic 
energy  is  neither  good  nor  is  it  bad.  It 
is  for  man  to  choose  whether  the  atom 
will  be  used  to  lighten  man's  burdens 
and  to  improve  our  material  lot  here  on 
earth  or  whether  It  will  be  ised  to  de- 
stroy man.  The  Identical  atcaoaic  mate- 
rial which,  in  the  form  of  atomic  bombs. 
can  lay  our  cities  waste  Is  the  same  ma- 
terial which,  in  the  form  off  fuel  for 
peacetime  atcxnic-power  reactors,  can 
bring  new  riches,  new  dignity,  and  new 
hope  to  the  peoples  of  the  world.  Every 
pound  of  uranlum-235— the  material 
which  can  be  used  either  in  an  atomic 
bomb  or  in  a  power  reactor  capable  of 
lighting  citi^  and  running  the  wheels 
of  factories— contains  more  eaergy  than 
2^  mlUion  pounds  of  coal.  This  in- 
credible fact  will  be  the  key  to  a  world 
in  which  civilization  as  we  know  it  will 
be  destroyed  or  to  a  world  made  richer 
beyond  the  wildest  dreams  of  our  fore- 
fathers. 

Within  the  neJtt  decade,  oar  country 
will  have  in  actual  operation  several 
atomic  power  reactors  which  will  be  ac- 
tually producing  electricity.  In  time. 
atomic  power  will  provide  an  important 
supplement  to  our  coal,  oil,  and  hydro- 
electric resources.  Our  Nation,  however, 
is  uniquely  endowed  with  great  quanti- 
ties of  cheap  natural  fuels  which  can  be 
used  in  power-production.  Other  na- 
tions are  far  less  fortunate.  For  such 
nations,  atomic  power  will  represent  a 
Ood-glven  opportunity  to  raise  stand- 
ards of  living. 

I  am  sure  I  voice  the  deepest  thoughts 
of  every  person  here  today  When  I  say 
that  we  Americans  stand  ready  to  share 
the  benefits  of  the  peacetime  atom  with 
all  those  who  share  our  vision  of  a  better 
world.  Last  December,  when  President 
Elsenhower  addressed  the  United  Nations 
and  expressed  our  willingness  to  explore 
with  other  nations  the  possibility  of  using 
the  atom  in  a  common  fight  against  com- 
mon enemies  of  all  mankind — poverty 
and  disease— I  believe  he  spoke  for  the 
conscience  of  all  America.  It  now  ap- 
pewrsall  too  clear  that  the  Russian  rulers 
would  be  imwllllng  to  join  in  a  peacetime 
idftemational  atomic  energy  agency,  and 
to  assure  tllg  minimt^  requirements  of 
membership  in  suo^fi  an  agency.  This 
fact,  however,  need  not  keep  ujr  from 
Joining  with  the  free  nations  isi  such  an 
international  pool.  I  earnestly  hope  that 
President  Eisenhower  will  now  move  af- 
firmatively and  vigorously  to  bring  such 
an  international  atomic  energy  agency 
into  being. 

The  prospect  of  Intemationul  regula- 
tion of  nuclear  weapons,  and  all  other 
weapons  as  well,  now  appears  dim.  But 
let  us  never  cease  hoping — and  work- 
i»«-^for  that  goal.  If  all  the  energies 
now  expended  on  the  output  o<  the  tools 
of  war  could  somehow  be  diverted  to  a 
crusade  against  poverty  and  want,  the 
consequences  would  stagger  the  imagi- 
nation. Were  this  to  happen,  those  who 
follow  us  might  be  able  to  look  upon  a 
world  transformed.  They  might  be  able 
to  look  upon  a  world  in  which,  thanks 


to  the  atom,  the  age-old  poverty  of  Asia 
and  Africa  was  conquered — a  world  in 
which,  thanks  again  to  the  atom,  the 
scourge  of  cancer  was  eliminated.  Al- 
most a  century  ago.  when  our  Nation 
was  locked  In  a  terrible  struggle  which 
pitted  brother  against  brother.  Abraham 
Lincoln  spoke  to  his  fellow  countrymen 
in  words  whose  wisdom  has  not  been 
diminished  by  the  passage  of  time.  He 
said:  "We  cannot  escape  history."  He 
said,  "We  will  be  remembered  In  spite 
of  ourselves." 

Neither  can  we  Americans  of  ttils  gen- 
eration escape  history.  We.  too,  will  be 
remembered  in  spite  of  ourselves.  We 
in  America  represent  the  last  bright  hope 
of  the  decent  people  of  the  world  for 
a  better  tomorrow.  This  responsibility 
has  been  thrust  upon  us,  and  we  cannot 
evade  it — even  if  we  would. 

Let  us  therefore  now  pledge  our  minds, 
our  hearts,  and  our  souls  to  the  great 
task  of  this  generati(Mi-.-bullding  the 
better  world  of  tomorrow. 
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Mr.  GWINN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  April 
27,  1954,  I  appeared  before  the  Senate 
Committee  on  the  Judiciaor  which  was 
then  holding  hearings  on  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  23,  the  so-called  Reed-Dirk- 
sen  tax  limitation  amendment.  The  im- 
derlying  theory  of  the  proposed  amend- 
ment has  my  enthusiastic  Support  as  the 
following  excerpts  from  my  testimony 
indicate : 

Statement    or   How.    Ralph    W.    Owtnn,    a 
repaeskntative    im    concksss    p»om    thk 

State  op  New  Yokk 

We  have  been  for  some  yedra,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, in  the  House,  submitting  proposed  con- 
stitutional amendments  limiting  the  power 
of  Congress  to  tax  and  spend  iind  borrow. 

One  of  those  limits  the  total  amount  that 
Congress  may  tax  and  spend  for  the  civilian 
purposes  of  Government  to  BVi  percent  of 
the  national  Income. 

Excluding  the  military,  vetterans,  and  In- 
terest charges  on  the  national  debt  2V4  per- 
cent of  the  national  Income,  or  roughly  $7 
btlllon  will  cover  all  legitimate  civilian 
TiinctionB  Of  the  Oovemment. 

Another  resolution  limits  ithe  total  tax 
that  may  be  taken  to  one't«<kth  of  the  na- 
tional income,  which  would  t>e  rouKiiiy  *2Q 
billion  for  all  purposes.  Including  war,  vet- 
erans, and  interest  charges  except  that  three- 
fourths  of  the  membership  of  Congreaa  may 
increase  that  percentage  as  an  emergency 
such  as  war  might  require. 

I  appear  for  this  resolution,  the  Dlrksen- 
Reed  resolution,  because  it.  t^.  propoMs  to 
pull  the  purse  strings  and  to  take  from  Con- 
gress unlimited  power  to  tic  and  spend. 
That  Is  the  only  way  to  stop  the  socializing 
of  our  economy. 

We  thought  we  had  defined  and  limited 
the  funcUona  of  Govemmen|  In  tlie  Con- 
stitution. The  forefathers  provided  a  second 
limitation  on  Congress  by  depriving  It  origi- 
nally of  the  power  to  tax  as  we  now  have  It. 
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Slnea  we  haw  todken  down  the  oonstl- 
tutlonal  limitation  oonocpC  and  Oongreaa 
can  do  anything  that  It  wants  to  do.  pro- 
vided it  can  find  the  money,  we  must  pro- 
vide a  defense  for  ourselves. 

We  now  have  no  defense  as  liembera  of 
Congress  against  the  demands  of  a  multi- 
tude of  groups.  Any  group  that  Is  organ- 
ised, and  they  seem  to  be  coming  up  In 
increasing  numbsrs.  can  come  forward  and 
say,  "Tou  gave  these  people  houses  across 
the  street;  you  buUt  power  |Hants  for  this 
group  in  1  or  2  or  10  States;  you  have  made 
loans;  you  hiive  given  subsidies  bore,  there. 
and  yonder;  nam  we  have  Just  organised 
the  fruit  Industry,  or  the  spinach  Industry, 
and  we  want  subsidies  for  our  group." 

Congrees  is  unable,  so  long  as  it  has  this 
unlimited  power  to  tax.  to  defend  Iteelf 
against  thoec  groups.  Nobody  knows  that 
better  than  the  chairman. 

We  are  not  going  to  defend  ourselves 
against  any  group  so  long  as  any  group  weU 
organized  caii  come  to  Congrees  and  say. 
"Tou  have  dcme  It  for  others,  you  must  do 
it  for  us." 

The  equalltarlan  rule  In  politics  Is  an  ab- 
solute rule. 

The  Beed-Dlrksen  proposal  limits  the 
power  to  tax  and  relieves  those  who  carry 
the  principal  burden  of  aU  taxes,  viz.  the 
workers  who  earn  $5,000  or  less.  They  pay 
about  85  percent  of  all  taxes  however  levied. 

This  proposal  Is  honest.  It  tells  each 
group  the  truth  of  tax  burdens  it  must  bear. 
It  reduces  tte  amount  all  must  pay.  In- 
stead of  com  sealing  or  pretending  to  shift 
the  burdens  cf  taxes,  it  limits  the  total  taxes 
for  the  benef  t  of  all. 

We  have  aheady  limited  State,  county,  and 
city  taxes.  By  this  proposed  amendment. 
Congress,  toe,  wlU  bs  limited  as  the  city 
council  or  tte  board  of  supervisors  or  the 
state  legislatures  are  limited  as  to  what  they 
may  tax.  sper.d,  or  borrow. 

We  do  not  have  socialism  In  Milwaukee 
or  Bridgeport  although  we  elect  a  Socialist 
mayor.  We  do  not  have  Communists  and 
Socialists  down  at  the  city  haU  in  our  smaller 
political  subdivisions  for  the  simple  reason 
that  all  thoce  poUtlcaa  subdivisions  have 
exhausted  the  amount  of  nu>ney  they  have 
by  the  time  they  have  provided  for  their 
streets,  poUce  health,  and  education.  They 
levy  their  24  percent  on  the  real  esUte  or 
their  ssles  Uies,  spend  it  all  for  their  regu- 
lar, constitutional  functions  and  go  home. 
Very  few  ha\e  income  taxes,  but  even  if 
they  do.  thej-  arc  Uxnlted  in  functions  so 
they  can't  go  Socialist.  They  are  aU  forced 
to  spend  whatever  they  have  on  their  tra- 
ditional servl:es.  They  have  nothing  left 
for  socialism.  There  Is  nothing  left  in  the 
till,  so  Social  lata  and  Communists  do  not 
hang  around  the  tlUs.  Tliey  go  to  Wash- 
ington. 

You  And  no  group  going  down  to  city 
liali  In  any  of  our  cities  and  saying.  "We 
^ave  organixe-l  a  lltUe  group  of  voters  in 
the  east  end  that  want  some  houses  and 
we  have  1.500  votes  out  there.  If  you  wUl 
build  us  the  houses  we  wiU  deUver  you 
\ote8." 

It  sounds  »b8unl  Juft  because  we  have 
not  done  it  in  the  dtles  where  the  money 
is.  It  U  really  absurd  because  we  have  done 
it  in  Washington  where  the  money  Is  not. 
n  we  are  going  to  go  Socialist  or  Commu- 
nist why  not  jo  Socialist  in  tlie  city  where 
the  money  Is? 

I  resent  the  Federal  Oovemment  coming 
Into  Tonkers.  taking  •1,400  per  famUy  out 
of  that  comnmnlty,  bringing  It  down  to 
Washington  and  mushing  it  around  for  an 
incredible  period  of  time  and  then  sending 
it  back  only  2  or  S  cents  on  the  dollar  to 
build  houses  or  remove  slunu  or  make  power 
or  loans  or  gU-;s. 

Now,  we  must  limit  the  power  of  the 
Congress  to  do  theee  outrageous  things  un- 
der pressure,  to  come  into  those  communi- 
ties to  take  th'i  money  away  and  then  come 


back  and  say  they  are  going  to  give  us  our 
dams,  OUT  power,  our  housca,  our  loans,  our 
subsidies,  or  what  not. 

We  cannot  repeal  the  socialism  that  we 
have.  The  big  argument  for  this  type  at 
legislation,  it  seems  to  me,  is  that  by  oon- 
stttuttonal  procediuv  an  overaU  limitation 
on  all  functions  of  Government  Is  jwo- 
▼kled.  Ho  particular  group  geUlng  special 
benefito  will  be  hurt  while  the  others  wlU 
continue  to  receive  their  special  benefits. 
All  WlU  oe  treated  alike.  AU  wUl  be  deprived 
of  qiecUl  privilege  and  the  free  economy 
thus  restored  at  once.  We  must  resort  to 
constitutional  procedures  to  restate  the 
theory  of  government  for  all  because  Con- 
gress cannot  repeal  our  Socialist  measures 
one  at  a  time. 

We  cannot  say  to  any  group.  "Come  up  to 
the  mourner's  bench  now  and  confess  your 
sins  «nd  give  up  your  loot  thst  you  are  get- 
ting." 

1  have  tried  It.  I  have  talked  to  the  farm- 
ers in  Indiana,  in  Iowa,  and  Nebraska  only 
*•**  week.  They  say.  "We  know  this  is  bad. 
We  are  not  comfortable  about  taking  this 
money,  having  our  corn  and  wheat  put  In 
the  cribs  and  bins  to  be  owned  in  common. 
We  don't  believe  in  Oovemment-owned  or 
communal  com,  wheat,  cotton,  and  aU  the 
rest.  But  dont  talk  to  us  about  giving  up 
our  particular  benefits  so  long  as  the  other 
groups  are  getting  theirs." 

So  Congrees  la  in  the  hopeless  situation  of 
being  unable  to  repeal  laws  one  at  a  time 
and  restore  our  constitutional  limited  func- 
tioning volimtarUy. 

UnUl  we  restate  the  constitutional  theory 
of  government  and  limit  iU  taxing  and 
spending  power  Congrees  wUl  go  on  and  on 
voting  special  favors  for  one  group  after  the 
other.  Kach  group  will  insist  upon  getting 
theirs  for  no  other  reason  than  that  the 
others  are  getting  theirs. 

The  genUeman,  Mr.  Ruttenberg,  suggested 
that  many  of  these  things  ought  to  be  de- 
cided at  the  ballot  box.  Tou  cannot  decide 
these  questions  at  the  ballot  box.  You  can- 
not even  frame  the  questions  to  go  before 
the  people  in  s  vote. 

How  sbsurd  It  would  be  to  say  to  the 
people,  how  many  houses  do  you  want?  How 
many  loans  would  you  like  to  have?  How 
many  dams  do  you  want?  How  many  sub- 
sidles,  this,  that,  and  the  other. 

Mr.  RuntMsnc.  Tou  got  a  vote  on  the 
wheat  quota  restrictions. 

Representative  Owimk.  We  certainly  did. 
Seven  to  one. 

Mr.  RuTRjraxao.  Overwhelmingly  for  it. 

Repreeentative  Owinm.  That  la  right. 
That  does  not  make  It  right. 

Mr.  Rormrsxao.  That  is  what  the  people 
want. 

Representative  Owxmr.  But  when  the  peo- 
ple are  in  the  position  I  described  of  having 
to  get  thein  because  the  otben  are  ge^lng 
theirs,  you  don't  have  a  democratic  election 
procees  «^  a  constitutional  character;  you 
have  an  aucUon.  Our  candidates  on  the 
Federal  aide  are  travellixg  acroas  thla  country 
now  in  contrast  with  our  local,  State,  and 
county  and  city  candidates  for  office,  saying. 
"How  inuch  do  you  bid  for  the  vote  of  Ten- 
nesaes  ui  terms  of  appropriations  for  Ten- 
nessee Vailey  for  the  aoth  year  straight  on 
end?  How  much  for  the  subsidiea  for  wheat 
in  Kansas?"  and  so  on,  State  after  State 
afUr  State. 

Our  Federal  candidates  are  In  this  humU- 
lating  position  of  trying  to  outbid  the  other 
candidates  for  the  vote. 

That.  I  submit,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  not  a  free 
elactkm  In  a  free  country.  It  is  not  a  con- 
stitutional republic  fimctioning  at  aU. 

It  makes  our  party  system  ridiculous  and 
It  already  Indicates  that  we  are  at  tike  point 
where  We  must  do  away  with  the  par^  sys- 
tem If  we  are  going  to  have  that  kind  of 
bidding  for  isrgssse  from  the  Treasury. 

The  proposed  amendment  before  the  oom- 
mlttee,  as  I  understand  It,  is  an  effort  to  re- 


store the  ccmstltutlonal  theory  et  iimra- 
ment,  Mr.  Chtirmaa.  We  hav«  no  ttuory 
now.  Kaoh  day  we  cqierate  aooocdiag  to  ttta 
day's  needs  or  preesurea.  We  have  no  eoa- 
stltutlonal  ItanltaUon  on  what  we  may  do. 

It  U  Just  as  If  we  were  going  to  ooort  eaeh 
day  with  no  theory  of  contract  or  tort  or 
equity  by  which  to  reeolve  the  questions  be- 
fore the  ootn^ 

It  U  even  suggested  that  we  submit  every- 
thing to  the  vote  of  the  jury,  ineloitag  the 
validity  of  the  contract  Itself.  We  ai«  In 
that  Impossible  position  In  Washlnatoa  to- 
day. 

Now.  If  the  constitutional  or  contract  the- 
ory of  government  can  be  restored  by 
limiting  the  amount  of  taxea  that  can  be 
collected  to  the  point  where  the  tases  col- 
lected wiu  be  exhausted  vrtien  the  trmdlttonal 
functions  of  the  Oovemment  are  provided 
for,  then  we  will  restore  the  repuMle  by  that 
process. 

With  this  evil  progressive  tax  we  now  have, 
the  Senators  in  1918  predicted  when  the 
10th  amendment  was  propoeed  Just  exactly 
what  has  happened.  I  would  like.  Mr. 
Chairman,  to  give  you  some  interesttng  ex- 
cerpts from  the  debates. 

Many  of  them  predicted  that  this  was  the 
beginning  of  the  sociallxation  of  our  econ- 
omy. Congrees  would  have  no  limitation  on 
Its  power  to  tax  and  therefore  would  be  un- 
defended by  constitutional  limitations  on 
what  could  be  demanded  of  them. 

The  atutude  of  the  American  people  re- 
garding income  taxes  prior  to  the  passage 
of  the  leth  amendmeixt  deeenree  more  study 
than  It  has  received.  Most  a<  us  ate  fa- 
mlUar  with  the  incident  that  occurred  In 
Congress  wherein  one  Member  of  that  body 
was  derisively  hooted  down  Whmu  he  pre- 
dicted that  the  rates  of  the  propoaed  la- 
come  tax  might  conceivably  reach  10  per- 
cent of  a  man's  Income.  His  fears  came  to 
pass  at  the  early  date  of  101B.  Just  6  years 
after  the  19th  amendnoent  became  law.  Xa 
1018  the  maximum  rate  of  the  tax  climbad 
to  66  percent. 

Justice  Brevrar  of  the  United  States  Su- 
preme Court,  speaking  at  a  graduation  exer- 
cise in  Oregon  said  this: 

"We  shaU  probably  have  an  i««r»n^  tax. 
They  wUl  amend  the  Constitution  so  as  to 
permit  it.  None  of  lu  are  very  long  remem- 
bered but  if  I  should  be  remembered  at  all. 
I  should  like  to  be  remembered  for  my  posi- 
tion on  this  question.  Let  me  Indulge  In 
a  Uttle  prophecy.  •  •  •  We  ahaU  have,  aa 
I  remarked,  an  income  tax.  It  vriU  turn  out 
to  be  the  greatest  incentive  to  «xtrav^;anoe 
the  world  has  ever  seen.  The  boyi  on  C^tol 
Hill  will  think  that  they  can  put  the  acxcws 
on  a  comparative  few  without  endangering 
their  popvilarlty.  and  they  wlU  increase  the 
preesure  and  squeeze  untU  there  Is  ~»*>'«"g 
left  to  squeece." 

Oongreisman  Sereno  Payne,  of  Mew  Tork. 
speaking  on  the  floor  of  the  House  oA  July 
13.  191B.  made  thla  observation: 

"The  character  oC  the  argument  v^Uch 
has  been  made,  that  this  tax  Is  tor  uss  In 
time  Gf  war,  leads  me  to  observe  that  the 
chief  purpose  (tf  the  tax  is  not  financial  bat 
social.  It  is  not  primarUy  to  raise  money  for 
the  State,  but  to  regulate  the  c^tlaen  and 
to  regenerate  the  naoral  nature  of  man.  •  •  • 
Tou  are  creating  here  an  Ideal  coodttlon  for 
ouTuption  and  for  the  political  Jack  Cade  of 
the  future  to  levy  blackmalL" 

Both  Justice  Brewer  and  Congressaaaa 
Payne  proved  to  be  good  prophets.  Xnoome. 
tax  rates  are  now  at  the  eonflacatory  levM  oC 
91  percent  of  the  Incomea  in  the  htghaet  tax 
bracket  and  the  monef  is  used  to  institute 
a  new  aoclal  order.  Undo-  this  social  order, 
or  New  Oesd  as  It  has  been  called,  certain 
of  the  dtlaenry  are  provided  with  low-rent 
housing,  cheap  power.  subakUas.  haatfoata. 
and  the  myriad  other  <diaraetarMta  of  ttt 

soclallasd  state.    Tlte  cost  of  tite 

distributed   mMuat^  the  res*  cT  « 
vrho  are  tdd  that  the 
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«ha  Itvtiic  twwdtttiwii  tad  l^nia 
o(  the  f«w  to  k*  haoBftlMl.    Tb* 

;  «c  ttUa  xobMag  of  «  tlnmiwrt  riilaii 

to  pay  »  f«v  Vrals  !•  «b1j  Umttatt  to  tlM 
TiQilBiM  «(  vtetiw  ftt  ttM  monawat  nwraUlnc 
IB  WMldagtoB. 

Mow  ra^  »  pragrato  !•  doooMtf  to  f«U.  It 
kas  fktlad.  A  few  aaaaitlea  win  toiUesta  tbe 
coEtant  of  tha  f  aUure.  TVA  Is  tmm  ot  the  pat 
■Bh—M  or  tha  aodttUMca^  wbo  JoatUy  this 
VMt  —OMopoly  bf  tha  low  ntos  »t  which  H 
Mili  tha  pomr  tt  produoaa.  Thow  ebaap 
ntmm  mly  poaalMa  baoatiaa  tha  paapla. of 
41  Btotas  are  eompellad  to  pay  each  year  $180 
to  •aw  mHHwns  to  TVA  to  make  up  the 
Valletta  lacurrad  In  Its  operations.  It  Is  fur- 
thar  ashaldlaed  by  eoaxpimtm  asenpikm  from 
loeal.  8tote.  and  Mdaral  taaaa.  Tboaa  facts 
are  eomawn  knoMedsa.  It  la  not  widely 
known,  howevar,  that  sUtlstlca  prove  that 
tha  paodnctlTity  at  the  people  in  Ttameaaee 
has  sererely  declined  since  the  advent  of 
TVA.  T1»e  natural  oonsequenoe  of  that  loss 
la  that  they  beooma  eyer  more  dependant  on 
tha  Padaral  dole.  ^^ 

PuhUe  housing  U  another  ezampia.  Again 
It  Is  eonmon  knowledge  that  Ckrvemment 
housing  units  are  paid  for  out  of  general 
ftada  aod  are  tax  exempt.  But  the  Socialists 
Jmtify  iNibllc  housing  bacauae  it  tands  to 
decrease  crime  rates.  The  facts  prove  them 
wrong,  m  the  etty  of  Los  Alleles,  according 
to  poUee  records,  toe  Incidence  of  ertate  In 
toe  public  housing  derelopmenta  la  M  per- 
eent  greator  than  In  tbe  aluma  ttaamatires 
•Bd  14X)0  parcent  greater  tlian  In  prlTate 
howsing  developaients. 

One  of  the  characteristics  eomoKm  to  toe 
aoclallsttc  projecto  Is  the  exemption  fnmt 
taxation  an|o|M  by  tbim.  Thus  a  Ooram- 
mcnt  paojeot  appears  to  opvate  mora  cheaply 
and  adMently  than  the  private  entCTprlsea 
wltowhleh  It  competes.  TIm  f  allaey  of  tne 
reasoning  Is  obvknis  of  course.  The  prac- 
tical results  at  toe  fallaetotis  reaaonlng  are 
not  alwayi  Immediately  apparent  and  thus 
feapoBsiMe  eltlsens  are  often  not  aroused 
until  they  are  faced  wlto  the  accomplished 
fact  aS  the  soclallstle  state.  It  Is  brought 
about  In  this  manner: 

Suppose  X  represetitB  a  Government  proj- 
ect lueh  as  TVA.  which  la  tax  exempt  and 
■ubsfdlaed  from  tax  revenues.  Let  T  rep- 
recent  a  private  enterjnise  In  competition 
wtth  Z  and  which  pays  toe  taxes  necessary 
to  subsldlae  X.  Now  it  Is  fundamental  that 
X  can  operate  only  as  long  as  T  operates 
and  pays  taxes.  In  order  that  toe  existence 
o*  Xcsn  be  Justified,  It  must  be  able  to  sell 
Its  product  mere  cheaply  than  T.  and  In  ao 
dotoff.  X  attracts  buslneas  away  ftom  Y.  T, 
faced  wlto  this  loss  of  business,  while  Its 
operating  costs  and  tax  burden  remain  con- 
•tant.  Is  forced  to  go  out  of  b\istoa8f.  Re- 
sult— abolition  of  private  enterprise  and 
o<mapIeto  Oovemment  monopoly  which  Is 
now  to  .  a  position  to  ehaige  whatever  It 
wishea  for  Its  product.  X  can  now  charge 
three,  ton,  or  a  hxindred  times  m<»e  for  Its 
product  toan  T  and  could  m  a  free  economy. 
WltiMM  what  has  happened  In  RuaihL  In 
my  event.  X  must  now  base  Its  prices  on 
toe  actual  costs  of  production  since  taxes 
from  T  can  no  longer  hide  the  deficits. 

latere  Is  another  result  of  this  evil  cycle. 
So  long  as  customers  ot  X  can  get  a  product 
at  half  coat,  an  exaggerated  demand  for  toe 
product  will  be  created.  The  demand  wlU 
tocrease  so  enormously  that  the  whole  com- 
munity will  be  threatoned  wlto  a  shortage 
Of  the  product  and  the  Oovemment  cannot 
tax  T  fast  enou^  to  meet  the  abnormal 
demand. 

What  I  have  Just  described  Is  not  Just 
theoretlcaL  It  has  happened.  When  TVA 
went  toto  the  Tennessee  Valley.  21  private 
power  companlea  were  forced  out  of  the  area. 
IViday  tha  people  of  T^nneaaee  muat  pay 
whatever  rataa  TVA  may  see  fit  to  exact. 
What  those  rates  would  be  If  toe  TVA  were 
run  as  an  honest  bustoess  and  ooukl  not  de- 


pend so  the  anmial  lubsldy  from  Congress, 
X  leave  to  your  imagination. 

Further,  toe  cheap  power  produced  and 
sold  by  TVA  has  led  Its  consumera  to  aban- 
don the  naa  of  coal  and  oU  as  fviel,  and  has 
created  such  a  tremendous  demaoxl  for  the 
ehe^  electrid^,  that  toere  Is  a  serious 
shortage  of  power  In  the  TVA  area 

There  is  an  estimated  $19  blllkin  worth 
of  taxable  property  in  the  city  of  *ew  Tork. 
or  this  amount  •?  ttllllon.  including  public 
housing'  and  the  subway  sjrBteiA.  is  tax 
exempt  and  the  city  Is  now  In  desperate 
financial  straits  because  it  can  find  no  more 
vrays  to  tax  the  Y's  toat  are  stUl  In.  business. 
The  subway  system  in  New  Yotk.  City  Is 
classic  instruction  In  the  lessons  of  eoclallam. 
T]ie  subways  are  owned  and  operated  by  the 
city  and  toe  whole  system  Is  tat  exempt. 
Vor  3rears  the  nickel  fare  was  cited  as  proof 
of  toe  proposition  that  governmfltit-owned 
and  operated  transportation  was  the  best, 
cheapest,  and  most  efficient  transportation. 
But  what  has  happened?  Tbe  roIUng  stock 
has  become  old  and  needs  replacement.  The 
fare  has  gone  from  a  nickel  to  a  dime  to  15 
cents  and  a  20-cent  fare  Is  probable.  Tbe 
service  often  leaves  much  to  be  desired.  The 
city  cannot  raise  any  more  revenues  for 
furtoer  subsidies  since  it  has  reached  the 
nuizlmiun  rate  level  of  2V^  percent  on  the 
assessed  valuation  of  taxable  property  In  the 
city.  The  State  legislature  In  Albany  has 
refused  city  requests  for  further  $tate  aid. 
Thus  tbe  millions  of  New  Yorkers  who  must 
depend  on  the  subway  for  their  dally  trans- 
portation are  faced  with  the  grim  prospect 
of  riding  In  ancient  trains  and  paying  higher 
and  higher  fares. 

The  corruption  and  crime  in  New  York 
City  is  wen  known.  But  at  least  the  amount 
of  waste,  graft,  and  corruption  is  limited 
to  tolerable  proportions  by  the  municipal 
ctiarter  which  limits  taxes  to  214  percent  of 
the  assessed  valuation  and  city  debts  to  10 
percent  of  such  valuation.  The  Federal  Oov- 
emment Is  under  no  such  prohibition,  and 
consequently  the  possibilities  of  graft,  waste, 
and  corruption  are  unlimited.  The  ex- 
posures of  toe  corruption  that  have  already 
taken  place  should  not  have  eurprleed  any- 
one. They  were  Inevitable,  for  If  money  is 
taken  forcibly  from  the  people  of  Massa- 
chusetts to  provide  cheap  power  for  the 
people  of  Tennessee,  it  is  perfectly  obvious 
that  everyone  connected  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  toat  operation  is  tempted  to  graft, 
waste,  and  steal.  For  if  aovernmeat  Is  dis- 
honest and  Immoral  It  follows  thiat  those 
who  conduct  toe  affairs  of  Oovemment  are 
or  will  become  dishonest  and  Immotal. 

This  proposition  is  proved  In  the  case  of 
public  housing.  There  Is  no  moraillty  In  a 
transaction  where  private  property  Is  taken 
from  one  group  to  provide  half-eoet  tax- 
exempt  houstog  for  another  grobp,  with 
schools,  streete,  and  police  thrown  in  for 
free.  Witness  toe  current  expoeares  and 
scandals  of  FHA.  Yet  the  apologists  for 
socialised  housing  and  similar  schemes  find 
notolng  immoral  in  this.  Their  thesis  Is 
simply  toat  thefe  dishonest  schemes  fall 
merely  beeaiise  they  cannot  get  hotaest  ad- 
ministrators. Thst  is  the  same  w  sajring 
toat  toe  only  toing  wrong  with  the  harcotlcs 
traffic  is  toat  Lucky  Luciano  conducts  It. 

The  immorality  of  public  housing  and  the 
corruption  of  ite  administrators  Is  bad 
enough,  but  toere  is  yet  a  greater  evil,  and 
that  is  toe  corruption  of  toe  tenante.  The 
regulations  in  effect  at  a  public  housing 
development  in  Houston,  Tex.,  allow  each 
i^artment  one  illegitimate  child;  biit  if  the 
offense  should  be  repeated,  the  whole  family 
xa.\ist  move  out,  toe  innocent  as  well  as  the 
guilty.  Now  Isnt  it  perfectly  obvldiis  from 
this  iUustratlon  that  as  the  Oovemment 
undotakes  to  provide  near-free  bo\jsing, 
cheap  power,  and  the  like,  for  toe  people,  in 
thjit  very  process  toe  Government  becomes 
the  scde  arbiter  of  what  Is  moral,  of  what  Is 
right  and  wrong? 
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The  bins,  cribs,  and  storage  faelHtlea  of 
the  Nation  are  bulging  with  colnmunal  agri- 
cultural property,  the  purcb|aae  price  of 
which  was  wrongfully  taken  fkosn  the  tax- 
payers. Now  we  dont  know  what  to  do  with 
the  ill-gotten  goods  that  remlUn  after  the 
rate  and  mildew  have  done  tl|eir  week.  It 
Is  even  suggested  toat  toe  cure  for  this  im- 
moral consequence  of  the  original  lnmx>ral 
act  is  to  sell  our  conununalieed  buMer  at 
30  cente  per  pound  to  our  brothers  and 
sisters  In  Russia  suffering  from  the  poor  pro- 
duction of  their  particular  kiqd  of  commu- 
nism, while  our  own  taxpayiqg  botuewives 
must  pay  80  cents  per  poiind. 

The  charge  that  the  Income  toz  leads  to 
Eocialism  and  communism  was  advanced  at 
a  very  early  date.  Senator  Baitlett  in  1894 
said  the  following  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate: 

"Mr.  Chairman,  tola  Is  not  democracy;  It 
Is  communism.  •  •  •  Such  a  toad  leads  on 
to  the  social  conditions  of  aemlbarbairous 
countries,  where  no  one  dare  aliow  any  sign 
of  the  possecslon  of  wealth  unless  he  be  to 
a  position  to  heavily  bribe  Oovemment 
officials. " 

On  April  9.  icei,  S3nator  BiU,  of  New 
Tork,  branded  the  proposed  income-tax  law 
"a  step  toward  socialism."    He  sctd: 

"It  is  charged  agains  toe  friends  of  a  Fed- 
eral income  tax  that  they  are  arfcfuUy  driving 
a  thin  edge  of  a  wedge  to  offset  a  forced  re- 
distribution of  property.  •  •  •  Ttxatlon  of 
all  Borte,  taxation  at  every  turn,  taxation 
upon  income,  with  all  the  necessary  bureauc- 
racy, machinery,  and  Inquisition,  has  long 
been  the  appropriate  and  moalt  perfect  in- 
strument with  which  European  govemmente 
have  multiplied  their  functions  and  pro- 
longed their  Bupervlslon.  toelr  fxintrol,  toelr 
repression  of  the  people'a  doings." 

Joseph  Choate,  noted  attorney  who  argued 
for  the  aopellanti!  In  tbe  famo\is  case  of 
Pollock  v.  Farmer's  Loan  ond  Trkst  Company, 
made  this  argument  when  appearing  before 
the  Supreme  Court: 

"The  act  of  Congress  which  We  are  •  •  • 
[attacking]  •  •  •  i«  communistic  in  Ite  pur- 
pose and  tendencies  as  Is  defencfcd  here  upon 
principles  so  communistic,  soctalistlc   •   •   • 

as  ever  have  been  addressed  to  any  political 
assembly  in  the  world." 

The  question  of  limiting  the  power  of  toe 
Government  to  tax  received  attention  In  the 
1913  detmtes  regarding  the  income  tex. 
Listen  to  the  exchange  betvfeen  Senator 
Weeks,  of  Massachuaette,  and  Sdnator  Norris. 
of  Nebraska: 

'Senator  Weeks.  I  would  Uke  to  ask  toe 
Senator  from  Nebraska  where  we  are  likely  to 
stop  In  the  unequal  taxation  Which  is  pro- 
posed In  this  Income -tex  provilslon,  and  I 
think  the  country  would  like  to  know  where 
the  limit  is  to  be  placed.  Are  we  to  adopt 
the  suggestion  of  the  gentlemeb  to  whom  I 
refer  that  eventually  if  a  noan  has  S100,000 
Income  we  wlU  take  one-half  Of  It,  on  the 
theory  that  he  will  have  enoug^i  left,  or  are 
we  to  approach  this  subject  in  moderaUon 
and  determine  where  we  can  get  the  most 
income  with  the  least  danger  of  unduly  sac- 
rificing reasonable  equality  In  oto  system  of 
taxation? 

"Senator  Nomsis.  The  question  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusette  could  b«  raised  every 
day  upon  a  proposition  to  tax  anything  to 
raise  revenue  anywhere.  You  cculd  ask. 
Where  is  the  limit  going  to  be?  Every  man 
must  know  that  there  is  no  limit." 

Senator  Norris"  candor  is  engaging  but  his 
premise  is  faulty.  There  is  a  limit.  That 
limit  Is  reached  when  you  tex  the  tacenUve 
for  profit  to  death.  That  limit  has  been 
reached  already.  Everyone  has  heard  or 
knows  of  cases  whsre  an  Indlvtduai  simply 
ceases  working  for  more  tosn  s  certain  salary 
on  the  grounds  toat  his  take-hoxie  pay  Is  too 
small  to  be  worth  the  additional  effort.  Such 
an  attitude,  had  it  existed  earlier  in  our 
history  would  never  have  developed  the  tre- 
mendous, capitalistic  Industrial  domplez  toat 
characteriees  America.     Does  anyone  believe 
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that  Henry  F>rd  would  have  buUt  his  em- 
pire if  he  haci  known  that  his  personal  to- 
come  woxild  be  subject  to  a  91 -percent  tex 
and  that  his  estote  vrould  be  subject  to  a 
T7-percent  bttet  Or  even  If  he  were  per- 
sonsUy  wilUnt;,  does  anyone  believe  that  he 
could  have  Bu<xeeded  had  he  been  subject  to 
such  rates?  C>f  course,  if  the  premise  is  thst 
America  does  not  need  men  like  Henry  Ford. 
or  toat  large  inrlvate  Industry  is  undesirable, 
tbe  question  tieoomes  academic. 

The  proponents  of  toe  amendment  to  limit 
the  power  of  tbe  Federal  Oovemment  to  tax, 
borrow,  and  spend  have  several  reasons  for 
their  proposal. 

1.  Encourage  toe  profit  incentive  of  Ameri- 
can ingenuity. 

2.  Reduce  toe  number  of  Federal  em- 
ployees. 

3.  Eliminate  bureaucracy  as  far  as  possible. 

4.  Reduce  t-ie  poeslblUtles  of  graft,  waste, 
and  corruption  in  the  Federal  Oovemment. 

5.  Reassert  toe  Jurisdiction  of  the  Stetes 
over  matter*  of  Stote  concern,  1.  e.,  redefine 
the  concept  ol  the  division  of  powers. 

e.  Use  tax  moneys  for  the  benefits  of  tooee 
communities  which  paid  the  taxes. 

7.  Retum  tc  the  philosophy  of  taxstion  for 
raising  revenues  and  not  u  a  device  to  ac- 
complish political  and  social  ends. 

8.  Oet  the  Federal  Oovemment  out  of 
competition  «ltb  private  entarprlse. 

9.  Eliminate  subsidising  special  groups  at 
the  expense  ol  the  whole  Nation. 

10.  Retina  liie  Federal  Oovemment  to  Its 

legal  and  morU  functions  of  preserving  tbe 
peace  and  protecting  tbe  life,  liberty,  and 
property  of  its  dtlaenry. 

Most  of  the  10  propositions  hsve  been  al- 
ready discussed  but  I  would  like  to  say  Just 
a  few  additional  words  about  2  of  them. 

The  number  of  Federal  employees  totels 
today  3.361,067,  costing  In  payrolls  alone 
SI0.5  billions  snnually.  The  number  of  em- 
ployees In  1930  waa  604M8.  costing  $1  blUlon 
and  serving  a  population  of  138,191,000. 
Stated  in  percentages,  tbe  poptilatlon  of  the 
United  States  increased  SO  percent  between 
1930  and  1954  whUe  the  number  of  Federal 
employees  Increased  SOD  percent;  toe  pay- 
roll Increased  BOO  percent.  If  the  number 
of  Federal  employees  had  tocreased  to  direct 
proportion  with  the  increase  In  population, 
the  figure  would  be  around  900,000,  costing 
an  annual  gft  billion.  I  submit  900,000  em- 
ployees is  enough  to  administer  the  proper 
functions  of  toe  Federal  Oovemment. 

The  16th  amendment,  more  than  anytotog 
else,  is  responsible  for  the  complete  break- 
down of  toe  trtoltlonal  American  concept  of 
the  divialon  of  powers.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered thst  the  founders  of  the  Republic  in- 
tended the  Constitution  to  be  a  contract 
between  toe  States  and  the  Federal  Oovem- 
ment wherein  toe  latter  was  given  only  stich 
powers  as  were  surrendered  by  toe  former. 
The  bulk  and  residue  of  governmental  power 
was  Intended  to  remato  to  toe  hands  of 
the  Ststes.  T!ie  tremendous  revenues  made 
possible  by  the  income  tax  has  been  used 
to  bribe  tbe  ttotes  to  surrender  practically 
all  of  their  remaining  powers.  The  device 
Used  is  toe  now  familiar  Fsderal  grant-in- 
aid.  The  Stees  today  are  mere  agente  of 
the  Federal  Oovemment.  The  prostitution 
of  the  Stetes  Is  so  complete  that  only  very 
little  Federal  money  is  required  in  many 
cases  to  keep  toe  Stetes  quiescent.  For  ex- 
ample. In  the  year  19S3,  toe  Bureau  of  In- 
ternal Revenve  collected  $12,996,197,025  to 
the  State  of  New  York.  During  toat  same 
year  New  York  received  from  the  Federal 
Government  tlie  prtocely  sum  of  $286,076,874, 
representing  a  2.90-percent  retum.  I  have 
no  doubt  If  the  above  figures  bad  been  avail- 
able to  the  pe>p}e  of  New  York  in  17a9,  toey 
would  never  luivs  ratified  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  Stotee.  Oertoinly  they  would 
never  have  oorsented  to  toe  proposition  toat 
the  boundarlefi  of  New  York  Stete  were  to  be 
only  convenleat  geographical  aids  without 
any  political  significance. 


Ifr,  Chairman,  the  history  of  the  years 
that  have  transpired  stoce  toe  adoption  of 
the  leto  amendment,  and  particularly  toe 
last  25  years,  present  powerful,  pereuaslve, 
and  irraalstible  proof  that  the  people  must 
curb  the  powers  of  toe  Federal  Oovemment. 
Since  It  has  been  amply  demonstrated  that 
the  Oonstltotlon  as  It  now  Is  written  and 
Interpreted  la  not  sufficient,  we  m\ist  amend 
it,  if  constitutional  government  is  to  survive. 

The  principal  toreat  to  America  Is  not  Rus- 
sian communism,  but  our  own  attempte  at 
socializing  the  Nation.  I  frankly  admit  that 
I  support  tola  amendment  because  I  view  it 
as  sn  instmment  to  dry  up  the  soclalUtlc 
swamp.  If  the  Federal  Oovemment  has  only 
a  limited  amount  of  funds  at  Ite  disposal,  it 
will  be  deterred  from  embarking  on  any  fur- 
th«r  socialistic  ventxn-es  and  will  be  com- 
pelled to  abandon  those  to  which  it  is 
already  committed. 

I  win  not  admit  that  the  concept  of  a  con- 
stitutional republic  is  obsolete.  I  consider 
It  my  obligation  and  duty  to  preserve  the 
RepubUc  of  the  United  Stetes  of  America; 
tt  Is  not  my  obligation  and  duty  to  be  party 
to  any  furtoer  attempte  at  aovletlxing  the 
Republic. 

"The  power  to  tax  is  the  power  to  destroy": 
it  Is  the  better  part  of  wisdom  to  contato 
such  power  with  the  fetters  of  constitutional 
llmltetlons. 

It  Is  appropriate  to  include  in  my  remarks 
a  story  that  Dean  Clarence  Manion,  farmer 
dean  of  toe  Notre  Dame  Law  School,  tolls. 

and  which  was  recently  placed  In  the  Con- 
cacasiOMAi,  Racoas.    It  goes  like  this: 

"TUf  woeaa 

*7  rode  to  Chicago  on  an  airplane  a  short 
time  ago  wlto  a  very  tofiuential  man  from 
New  York.  I  gave  him  this  business  aU  the 
way  mm  LaOuardla  Field  te  the  Midway 
Airport.  He  aat  sUently,  stoically  listening 
and  nodding.  Finally  he  began  to  take 
notes.  I  felt  encouraged,  and  gave  him 
more;  but  when  he  left  the  airplane  he  gave 
me  his  notes.  He  said:  'Manion.  wateb  your 
blood  pressure,  my  friend.'  He  said:  *You 
cant  do  anythtog  about  this  despotic  trsnd. 
The  fste  of  our  civilisation  Is  la  the  cards. 
Here,'  he  said,  'is  the  10-word  cycle  ot  civi- 
lisation. It  has  happened  to  everybody:  It 
wtu  happen  to  us.'  Tbe  10  words  burned 
themselves  toto  my  recollection. 

"Do  you  know  toem?  Ten  short  word»— 
none  of  them  very  sweet. 

"CivUlsation  begins  to  'bondage.'  Bond- 
age Is  word  No.  1. 

"And  out  of  bondage  comes  f  alto  to  Ood.' 
word  No.  2. 

"And  wlto  faith  to  Ood  comes  'courage,' 
and  ite  comes  from  no  otoer  place.  Courage 
is  word  No.  8. 

"And  wlto  courage,  men  acquire  their 
liberty,'  No.  4. 

"And  after  liberty  comes  'abundance.' 
word  No.  6. 

"And  toen,  after  abundance,  'selfishness.' 

"And  after  selflshness  'complacency.' 

"And  torn  after  complacency,  'apathy.' 

"And  after  apathy  'dependency.'  the  'gim- 
me' stage. 

"And  after  that  beck  to  bondage  agato: 
Bondage  to  bondage  to  10  fateful  steps. 

"Where  are  we  on  this  vicious  circle  of 
civilisation?  Would  you  basard  a  gueaa? 
We  have  passed  toe  potot  where  falto  gave 
us  liberty  and  procured  abundance.  Are  we 
in  the  stage  of  selfishness,  or  complacency, 
or  apatoy,  or  perhaps  even  dependency? 
Ood  save  the  mark." 

I  want  to  conclude  on  a  happier  note  than 
that  which  U  struck  by  Dr.  Manlon's  fatalis- 
tic little  story.  The  brl^  toterlude  In  man's 
political  history  alluded  to  In  toe  10  words 
as  "Uberty"  and  "abundance"  Is  like  the  short 
time  to  the  flight  of  a  bird  when  it  peaaes 
through  a  lighted  room  in  Ite  Journey  from 
outer  darknaas  to  outer  darknses.  That  light 
Is  only  effective  as  long  as  the  waUa  kaap  oat 
the  overwhelming  darkness.     Even  eo.  the 


light  of  liberty  can  only  shine  aa  long  aa  tha 
walls  of  oonstitutkMial  lioattattons  i»ri  < 
tbs  surge  of  totalitarian  rtsrkniei     Tbe  1 

genius  of  the  Amertean  p^Ultlfsi         

Is  ito  recognition  of  the  immutable  lew  that 
toe  degree  of  liberty  of  tbe  Individual  to  In 
direct  proportion  to  the  degree  of  raetratot 
on  governmental  power. 

This  Nation  was  conceived  to  bondage,  t 
was  born  when  the  chains  of  bondage 

broken.    Our  conatltutlonal  ahleld  haa 

battered  and  buffeted  by  thcee  who  would 
deliver  us  agata  toto  bondage,  and  it  la  **»th> 
that  we  strengthen  ova  defense  by  agato  re- 
asserting the  concept  of  coiMtltottonel 
limited  government.  If  we  do  this  we  need 
not  f  ulflll  the  prophecy  of  the  10  words,  but 
remato  forever  to  toe  Hgbted  room. 

I  would  like  to  Insert  to  the  Saooas  aa  part 
of  my  remarks,  tbe  following  survey  r»»— ^p^Hd 
by  the  Tax  Foundation,  regarding  debt  IbsU- 
tetlons  on  the  various  Stotes  and  toe  gen- 
eral remarks  on  this  subject  of  Dean  Clarence 
Manion,  former  dean  of  the  Notre  r>>«»«^ 
Law  School: 

"Alabama:  Governor  may  nsgotiato  taoa- 
porary  loans  up  to  $300,000  to  meet  treesury 
deflclenclea.  After  1983  no  additional  Stete 
debt  is  poasibls  without  e  constitutional 
amendment. 

"No  amount  beyond  money  on  hand  ^^il 
appropriated  shaU  be  apent. 

"ArlBona:  The  Stete  may  contract  dehte 
for  casual  defldte  up  to  a  •SSO.OOO  total.  Ad- 
ditional borrowings  require  oonstitutional 
amendments  with  retirement  within  28  years 
specified. 

"Legislattire  must  provide  for  revenues, 
sufficient  to  meet  the  *»wii^i  f»ptnffs  ol  tha 
Stote,  tocluding  debt. 

"Arkansas:  Except  for  highway  purposea. 
educ&tlon,  war  pensions,  and  existing  debte. 
the  general  assembly  is  pntoiblted  from  ap- 
propriating or  expending  tasxtt  than  9i\i 
million  to  any  blennlum  which  may  be  ex- 
ceeded by  three-fourths  vote  to  boto  houeea. 
Additional  Stete  debt  m\ist  be  approved  by 
a  nuijorlty  of  toe  voters  at  a  general  or  ^>a- 
clal  election. 

"Calif omla:  Legislature  may  create  dain 
up  to  $300,000.  Additional  debt  requlrea 
authorisation  by  voters  at  an  election  and 
must  be  accompanied  by  provisions  by  which 
the  prtocipal  and  totcrest  can  be  met  wlthto 
75  years.    A  siniring  fund  alao  Is  re(|ulred. 

"If  expenditures  to  the  propoeed  bodget 
exceed  revenues,  tbs  governor  must  reoom- 
naend  additional  revenue. 

"Colorado:  If  tbe  approprletoms  of  the 
legislature  exceed  the  total  tax  provided  for 
by  law  additional  tlxas  must  be  levied  wlthto 
the  defined  llmlte  or  the  appropriations  re- 
duced. 

"Limit  of  $8,015,000  by  leglaUturs  per- 
mitted for  public  buildings,  rtfundiitf.  aikd> 
casual  deficite.  Additional  debt  requires  a 
oonstltotlnal  amendment.  Ssistlng  amend- 
mente  authoriae  highway  bonds  and  ear- 
mark certato  revenxisa. 

"Connecticut:  No  appUcaMe  provlsUm. 

"Delaware:  Debt  may  be  created  by  con- 
currence of  three-fourths  of  a)^,nwmbei»  of 
each  house. 

"norlda:  A  constitutlooal  amendment 
would  be  needed  to  create  State  debt. 

"The  legislature  must  provide  for  raising 
revenue  sufficient  to  meet  expenses  and  re- 
tire Stete  debt. 

"OeorgU:  Debt  shall  not  ercead  taxee  law- 
fuUy  levied  each  year;  however)  gSOOJWO  is 
permitted  to  meet  casual  deftcJencleB.  plus 
$SJS  million  for  school  teachers'  salaries. 
Additional  todebtedness  requires  g^iytV^  by 
constitutional  amendment. 

"Tbe  leglalature  may  make  supplementary 
amMx^vlatkms  only  when  there  Is  an  un- 
^pniprlated  surplus  to  the  trsaaury  or 
tax  to  raise  the  money  hes 

"Idaho:    Approprlettons   a 
may  not  exceed  tbs  total  tax 
vision  te  made  to  Incrsese  the  tax 
tbe  overall  llmitetton. 
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CNAte  4W>t  of  M  mUUon 
lot  laj  iimpo— w 

■eMdtacta  aaliBoa  totti 
«niBl  be  weoampmsOad  by  «— htm  to 
tt»  BMMnry  aaooimt  to  paj- Interest 
ptlaelpel  vlthla  ao  yeen. 

♦TlMnoto:  Loane  up  to  tM0t90O  an  per- 
to  Bnat  raeinl  delleita.  AtMtttonal 
aunt  be  ■ubmlttad  to  the  voters 
•t  A  9MMral  election  and  recdve  the  ap- 
at  a  majortty.  Frorislon  sauat  be 
I  tor  a  tax  to  be  itrrtmA  «uaetont  to  maet 
the  Intersst  paynaents.  'with  the  tax  alao 
epipeeeea  pf  the  voters. 

"Approeed  by  the  voters. 

"Approprlatlona  may  not  exceed  revenues, 
and  an  ^HP^oie^tlons  requiring  money  to 
be  paid  out  of  the  traeenry  shall  expire  at 
the  end  <tf  the  fiscal  period. 

"Ihdlaaa:  With  passage  of  law,  debt  may 
be  ooBtraoted  for  the  purpoae  at  meeting 
casual  defldts  in  the  revenue  end  to  pay 
Intstept  on  the  State  debt. 

"Additional  debt  must  be  authorlaed  by  a 
eonstitutlonal  amendment. 

"tow:  Debts  up  to  $360,000  are  permitted 
to  meet  casual  deficits.  Ottier  debts  mtut 
be  stithorlaed  by  law  which  shidl  also  pro- 
vide revenues  to  meet  interest  and  repay 
the  ptindpel  within  20  years.  Law  creating 
additional  debt  and  the  tax  for  revenue  to 
rethe  It  must  be  approved  by  majority  of 
'votes  east  In  general  electkm. 

lUiuas:  Debts  up  to  $1  million  are  per- 
mitted for  extraordinary  expenses,  (very 
other  debt  shall  be  authorized  by  a  vote  of 
the  eleetan^t  a  general  election;  such  debts 
m»*  be  seeompanled  by  provlsKm  Cor  taxss 
to  pay  the  principal  and  interest.  Debt  for 
highways  Is  specifically  prohibited. 

"Kentucky:  Debt  not  to  exceed  $800,000 
may  be  contracted  to  meet  casual  deficits  or 
fatluras  In  revenue.  Additional  debt,  along 
with  provision  for  a  tax'  to  pay  principal 
and  tfitenst  within  80  years,  must  be  ap- 
proved by  majority  vote  at  a  general  election. 

"The  legislature  shall  pro'vldc  for  an  an- 
nual tax  whlcb.  with  other  resources,  meets 
the  estimated  expenses  of  each  fiscal  year. 

'I'OulBlana:  Borrowings  to  meet  deficien- 
cies In  revenue  are  limited  to  $1  million  dur- 
ing  a  fiscal  year  and  cannot  at  any  time 
•xeaed  #2  million.  Additional  bozxxmlngs 
xeqfulre  constitutional  amendment. 

"Maine:  Aggregate  debt  created  by  the 
legislature  may  not  exceed  $2  mllUan.  Ad- 
dltioaal  debt  must  be  ai^roved  by  a  aMJority 
<rf  voters  At  a  special  or  gcnoral  election. 

"N^rylaad:  X^eglslatuie  may  borrow  up  to 
MMMXW  to  meet  temporary  deflclenclea  in 
the  treasury.  Additional  debt  may  be  au- 
thoriasd  by  the  leglsUture,  with  a  tax  en- 
eblfng  retirement  within,  15  years.  How- 
ever, veteraha'  compensation  bonds  author- 
iaed  by  the  toflslature  mmt  be  approved  by 
the  people. 

"Revenues  sulBclent  to  cover  appnmrla- 
tlone  most  be  provided. 

"MkaseehusetU:  The  leglsUture  may  bor- 
row In  aatleipatlon  a<  revenues,  with  pay- 
ment of  the  loan  made  within  the  year.  Ad- 
dHtoaal  debt  may  be  created  by  two-thirds 
approval  of  each  house  of  the  leglaiatttre. 

"The  Oovsmor's  budget  must  Include 
'taxes,  revonues.  loans,  and  other  means  to 
meet  propoeed  expenditures. 

"MldUgan:  $360,000  is  debt  limtt  to  meet 
defidts  in  revenue.  Flf^  million  may  be 
borrowed  for  highways. 

"The  legieiature  must  provide  an  ^nn^i^i 
tax.  sufllcient.  with  other  resources.,  to  pay 
estimated  expenses.  Interest  on  debt,  and 
deficiencies  that  occur  in  resources. 

"lilaMBOta:  For  meeting  extraordinary  ex- 
peaeaa.  up  to  §360,000  m»y  be  borrowed  by 
law  whkd)  shaU  include  a  tax  soAdent 
to  retire  debt  wtthln  10  yewe.  Zjaglslature 
may  authortae  highway  bonds  not  to  exceed 
$75  mllllon  at  any  one  time.     Additional 


loans  would  require  a  oonstitutitmal  amend- 
ment. 

"MIsslsslOT*-  No  I4>plicable  jH-ovlfion. 

"Missouri:  Vrom  the  present  time  on  bor- 
rowing in  excess  of  $1  million  musl  be  sub- 
mitted by  the  assembly  to  the  voiers  who 
must  give  the  measure  approval  by  a  major- 
ity of  those  qualified.  Assembly  must  pro- 
vide for  the  retirement  of  bond«  so  epproved 
within  25  years. 

"TtM  Governor's  budget  must  reoommend 
revenues  sufllcient  to  meet  expenditures. 

"Montana:  No  appropriation  shall  exceed 
the  total  tax  provided  by  law  applicable  to 
such  expenditure. 

"Borrowing  for  casual  deficits  must  not 
exceed  $100,000.  Additional  debU  jnust  be 
approved  by  a  majority  of  tbe  voters  and 
means  mxist  be  provided  to  meet  principal 
and  interest. 

"Nebraska:  Legislature  may  borrow  up  to 
$100,000  for  casual  deficits.  Additional  debt 
requires  constitutional  amendments. 

"Appropriations  cannot  exceed  revenue  au- 
thorized to  be  raised  in  a  fiscal  period. 

"Nevada:  Debt  must  not  exceed  1  percent 
of  assessed  valuation.  All  debt  a\|thorlza- 
tion  must  be  accompanied  by  protlsion  to 
pay  principal  and  interest. 

"The  leglslattu'e  must  provide  ad  annual 
tax  sufficient  to  meet  estimated  expanses  for 
each  fiscal  year.  When  yearly  expenses  ex- 
ceed income,  a  tax  sufficient  to  remove  the 
deficiency  must  be  provided. 

"New  Hampshire:  No  applicable  pfovlsion. 

"New  Jersey:  Debt  is  limited  to  I  percent 
of  appropriations  in  general  appropriation 
law,  and  must  be  approved  by  a  mt^jorlty  of 
voters  at  an  election.  Provision  to  pay  In- 
terest and  extinguish  principal  in  35  years 
must  be  made  for  all  debt. 

"No  appropriations  shall  be  mMle  In  a 
fiscal  period  which  exceed  tbe  total,  amount 
of  revenue  on  band  and  anticipated. 

"New  Mexico:  Debt  of  5200,000  is  permit- 
ted for  casual  deficits.  Additional  debt  must 
be  spproved  by  a  majority  of  State  electors 
and  there  must  be  provision  for  payment  of 
interest  and  principal  within  50  years.  Ad- 
ditional debt  may  not  exceed  1  percent  of 
the  assessed  valuation  of  all  property  subject 
to  taxation.  In  some  cases.  howcv«r,  high- 
way bonds  may  exceed  the  1  percent  llmlU- 
tion.  except  tbat  those  payable  from  pro- 
ceedis  of  taxes  on  pr<^>erty  may  not  exceed 
$3  million. 

"New  York :  Legislature  may  borrow  In  an- 
ticipation of  revenues.  All  other  Sttite  debt 
requires  approval  by  majority  of  vokers,  ex- 
c^t  tbat  debt  not  exceeding  $300  million  for 
tbe  elimination  of  grade  crossings  does  not 
reqidre  approval  of  voters. 

"The  Govemor  miut  recommend  legisla- 
tion when  necessary  to  provide  revenue  suffi- 
cient to  meet  proposed  expenditures  in  bis 
budget.  All  pasrments  from  the  treasury 
must  lie  under  appropriation,  and  sech  pay- 
ments muBt  be  made  within  2  years  after  the 
appxopriation  act. 

"North  Carolina :  Tbe  legislature  may  bor- 
row in  anticipation  of  taxes  due  within  the 
year  not  to  exceed  50  percent  of  sush  taxes, 
to  meet  a  casual  deficit  and,  in  a  blennlum, 
up  to  two-thirds  of  tbe  amount  by  which  the 
State's  outstanding  debt  was  reduced  in  the 
preceding  blennlimi.  Additional  dabt  must 
be  approved  by  the  voters. 

"North  Dakota:  State  may  borrow  up  to 
$3  million,  with  borrowing  beyond  that  se- 
cured by  mortgage  on  State  properl^r.  Bor- 
rowing beyond  the  value  of  State  property 
requires  constitutional  amendment. 

"Ohio:  Debts  to  meet  casual  deficits  are 
limited  to  $750,000.  Additional  debt  must 
be  by  means  of  constitutional  amendment 
and  there  must  be  means  provided  to  meet 
intnest  payments  and  to  provide  a  sinking 
fund  to  redeem  the  principal. 

"The  legislature  must  provide  for  raising 
revenue  sufllctent  to  meet  annual  oBcpenses. 
and  able  to  pay  the  interest  on  the  State 
debt. 


"Oklahoma:  $500,000  may  be: borrowed  to 
meet  casual  deficits.  Additional  IXMTowia^ 
must  be  authorized  by  law  aed  approved 
by  a  majority  of  tbe  people  voUpg  at  a  gen-> 
eral  election.  Such  law  must  i  provide  for 
payment  of  interest  and'princippa  within  25 
years. 

"The  legislatvu-e  in  tbe  year  following  one 
in  which  expenditures  exceed  Revenues  must 
levy  a  tax  which,  with  other  rssources,  re- 
moves the  deficiency. 

"Oregon:  $50,000  debt  Is  permitted  and 
up  to  4  percent  assessed  valuation  for  high- 
ways. Other  debts  require  constitutional 
amendment. 

"The  legislature  shall  provide  for  raising 
revenues  sufficient  to  meet  annual  expenses 
and  to  pay  Interest  on  the  State  debt,  if  any. 

"Pennsylvania:  $1  million  is  permitted  for 
deficiencies  in  revenue  and  $100  million  may 
be  borrowed  for  highways — by  legislative 
action. 

"Rhode  Island :  $50,000  is  the  express  limit 
on  borrowing  by  the  general  aseembly.  but 
it  may  also  borrow  in  anticipation  of  reve- 
nues up  to  30  percent  of  actual  receipts  from 
taxes  during  the  prior  fiscal  jiear.  Money 
BO  borrowed  must  be  paid  back  within  the 
fiscal  year.  The  consent  of  the  people  must 
be  given  for  further  borrowing. 

"South  Carolina:  The  legislature  can  bor- 
row for  the  ordinary  and  currsnt  business 
of  tbe  State.  Additional  debt  must  be  ap- 
proved by  two-thirds  of  the  State's  voters 
and  the  assembly  shall  levy  a  tax  sufficient 
to  pay  Interest  on  debt  approved  by  voters. 

"An  annual  tax  sufficient  to  eieet  annual 
expenEes  must  be  levied  and  the  legislature 
in  the  year  following  one  In  which  expendi- 
tures exceed  revenues  must  levy  s  tax  suffi- 
cient with  other  income  to  reinove  the  de- 
ficiency. 

"South  Dakota:  $100,000  may  be  borrowed 
for  casual  deficits.  Other  IndeUtedneas  (for 
rural  credits)  up  to  one-half  of  ;1  percent  of 
valuation  may  be  made  by  a  twQ-ttilrds  vote 
of  the  members  of  each  branch  of  the  legis- 
lature. 

"An  annual  tax  sufficient  to  meet  annual 
expenses  must  be  levied,  and  the  leglslsture 
In  the  year  following  one  In  which  expendi- 
tures exceed  revenues  must  levy  a  tax  suffi- 
cient with  other  income  to  remove  the  de- 
ficiency. 

"Tennessee:  No   applicable   pnovision. 

"Texas:  $200,000  may  be  berrowed  for 
casual  deficiencies  In  revenuei  Veterans' 
land  bonds  limited  to  $25  million  (legisla- 
tive approval  only).  AddlUonaU  borrowing 
requires  a  constitutional  amendment. 

"If  an  appropriation  blU  exceeds  sstimat3d 
revenue,  tbe  appropriation  m\i$t  either  be 
reduced  or  additional  revenue  provided. 

"Utah:  Appropriations  must  not  exceed 
the  total  tax. 

"Borrowings  to  a  maximum  of  1^  percent 
of  assessed  valuation  may  be  m$de  for  rev- 
enue deficiencies. 

"Vermont:   No  applicable  provision. 

"Virginia:  Casual  deficits  may  be  met  by 
borrowing.  Other  debts  must  be  approved 
by  the  voters  and  a  sinlcing  fund  must  be 
provided,  but  such  debt  may  not  exceed  1 
percent  of  assessed  real  property  In  the  State. 

"Washington:  $400,000  may  be  borrowed  to 
meet  failures  In  revenues.  Additional  debt 
must  be  approved  by  voters  and  provide 
means  to  pay  Interest  and  principal  within 
20  years. 

"West  Virginia:  Debt  may  be  contracted 
to  meet  casual  deficits. 

"When  expenditures  exceed  re<venues  in  a 
fiscal  year,  the  legislature  shall  In  the  en- 
suing year  levy  a  tax  sufficient  with  other 
Income  to  remove  the  deficiency. 

"Wisconsin :  $100,000  debt  is  permitted  for 
extraordinary  expenditures. 

"Legislature  must  provide  an :  annual  tax 
sufficient  to  meet  estimated  expenditures  of 
the  States  for  1  year.  If  expenditures  exceed 
Income  in  any  one  year,  tbe  leglslsture  muct. 
In  the  ensuing  year  levy  a  tax  sulBclent  with 
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other  income  to  remove  the  deficiency  and 
sufficient  to  pity  the  estlmatad  axpenaas  for 
that  year. 

"Wyoming:  1'otal  debt  created  by  the  legis- 
lature msy  not  exceed  1  percent  of  the  as- 
sessed value  of  taxable  property. 

"No  debt  in  excess  of  taxes  for  current 
year  may  be  critated  without  approval  of  the 
voters." 

"THB  ooNcrrnmoM  u  romi  aosunss 
"(B3  Clarence  Manion) 
"We  are  a  oountry  of  highly  organized 
special  interests.  Kvsrybody  is  concerned 
with  his  special  Intsrsst  and  Indeed  has  to  be 
In  this  highly  o  'ganlzed  and  thoroughly  com- 
petitive age.  But  what  alarms  me  is  tbat  sel- 
dom, if  ever.  dC'  I  find  any  crganiaation  that 
Is  brought  together  In  the  general  Interest. 
And  It  is  preclssly  the  general  interest  of  the 
United  States  that  Is  in  need  of  belp  and 
attention.  If  ]:  should  aak  you  to  tell  ms 
what  phase  or  branch  of  industry  you  rep- 
resent, we  wotild  call  the  roll  of  all  the 
enterprises,  manufscturlng,  merchandising, 
exploration.  fdvertlslng.  transportation. 
That's  your  business,  isn't  it?  That's  tbe 
great  mlstalce  v?e  all  make.  Totir  business 
is  only  Inclder  tally  the  business  of  mer- 
chandising and  manufacturing  and  selling 
and  transporting. 

"The  Constitution  is  your  business.  It's 
the  only  buslnecs  you  have.  If  It  weren't  for 
the  Constltutlor  .  there  wouldn't  l>e  sny  btisl- 
ness  in  this  country  that  Is  private  in  nature. 
And  If  you  permit  tiM  foundation  of  all  busi- 
ness enterprise  to  be  Innervated  or  subverted, 
then  you  won't  be  In  business  any  longer. 
You  will  be  St  the  beck  and  the  call  of  total- 
itarian dlrectloE. 

"Let  me  give  you  two  recent  historical 
events,  both  of  v  hlch  ought  to  be  well  known 
to  you.  A  few  raonttis  ago,  the  Government 
of  Guatemala  setsed  380,000  acres  of  land  be- 
longing to  the  iJnlted  Pruit  Co.  What  did 
the  United  Fruli.  Co.  do  about  it?  Nothing. 
There  isn't  any:hing  tbat  anybody  can  do 
about  the  selzur>}  of  their  property  in  Guate- 
mala. There  Isn't  any  constitution  In  Gua- 
temala worthy  of  the  name.  Its  full  of 
escape  hatches  through  which  the  dlctstor 
can  crawl  st  hlit  convenience.  And  Ouste- 
mala  Is  not  be  bind  tlie  Iron  curtain  yet. 
Guatemala  to  just  behind  our  backs. 

"About  the  same  time,  tbe  then  President 
of  the  United  Ststes  seised  the  steel  proper- 
ties of  the  country  and  what  did  the  owners 
of  the  steel  mllli  do  sbout  it?  They  went  to 
the  courts  and  iisaerted  tbelr  constitutional 
rights.  The  courts  and.  ultimately,  the  Su- 
preme Court  decided  that  the  President  had 
exceeded  his  powers  and  they  ordered  the 
President  to  return  tbe  properties  to  tbelr 
owners,  which  tae  President  did.  All  of  us 
took  that  newt  calmly.  Here  and  there, 
there  was  a  toait  to  the  good  old  Constitu- 
tion. Beyond  tlist,  there  wasn't  s  Hpple  of 
Interest  or  of  resollectlon. 

"But  I  want  to  remind  you  and  urge  you 
to  remember  the  disparity  between  the 
Guatemalan  sebnire  and  the  selsure  in  the 
United  States  ol  America.  What  took  place 
la  Guatemala  Is  what  is  taking  place  all 
over  the  world.  Not  merely  l>ehind  the  Iron 
Curtain  but  in  front  of  it.  What  took  place 
in  tlM  Steel  case  takes  plaos  only  in  tbe 
United  States  of  America. 

"This  Is  the  oaly  place  on  earth  where  an 
Individual  can  force  hU  Government  to  re- 
spect his  rights  •  •  •  and  that's  the  very 
definition  of  Uberty:  and  that  U  why  I  say 
the  Constltutlor,  is  your  businsss.  It  is  the 
license  under  whlcb  you  continue  to  operate 
as  a  private  prtqwrty  owner  and  as  a  prlyi£ 
enterpriser.  Anl  I  direct  your  atUntion  m 
the  Constitutioa  and  to  tbe  jeopardy  in 
Which  it  finds  itself. 

„ '"^e  United  .3tates  of  America,  which  Is 
the  hope  and  en  rj  of  mankind,  is  merely  tbe 
incarnation  of  foin-  basic  poUtlcal  convic- 
tions; snd  when  those  convictions  disappear. 


dialnteirate,  or  are  subverted,  the  United 
States  wlU  collapse.  The  hope  of  the  world 
wiu  disappear. 

"What  are  thoss  four  fscU?  After  all  it 
lent  difficult  to  recall  when  the  United 
BUtea  was  a  vacant  lot  and  there  waant  any 
United  SUtes:  and  onto  that  vacant  space 
some  architecU  came  with  a  plan  for  reoon- 
structlon— the  only  time  in  the  world  when 
a  poUtlcal  organizaUon  was  planned  in 
advance.  It  dldnt  evolve;  it  was  made,  de- 
Uberately.  according  to  a  prescription  which 
was  .advertised  to  the  world.  And  that  ex- 
pression, that  plan,  that  blueprint.  U  known 
as  ths  American  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence. 

"Did  you  ever  hear  of  it?  Well,  try  to  find 
a  copy  some  place.  It's  dlfllcult.  There  you 
find  the  four  facts  of  American  life  expressed 
with  the  first  breath  of  the  new  life  of  this 
Republic. 

"No.  1 :  'We  hold  this  truth  to  be  self-evi- 
dent.' they  said,  'that  all  men  are  created 
•  •  *.'  There  Is  a  God.  In  other  words. 
God  exists  according  to  thU  blueprint,  not 
as  a  matter  of  faith,  but  as  a  matter  of 
fact;  the  fact  of  God's  existence  Is  postulated 
and  buUt  into  cornerstone  No.  1  of  the  Re- 
public. And  remember  that  'We  hold  this 
truth  to  be  self-evident  •   •  •.' 

"No.  2:  That  all  men  are  created  equal." 
And  here  Is  the  most  bedeviling  phrase  in 
anylxxly's  language  today — human  equality. 
How  equal  can  people  be?  What  are  the 
limitations  snd  potentialities  of  human 
equaUty?  The  Russians  are  selling  a  brand 
of  human  equality  around  the  world,  and 
millions  of  people  are  buying  it.  They  want 
to  l>e  equal.  What  is  tbe  natural  law  of 
equaUty?    What  U  the  fact  of  equaUty? 

"It  ssys  here,  'All  men  are  created  equal.' 
All  men,  in  other  words,  are  equal  in  God's 
sight.  That's  the  precise  expression,  'in 
God's  sight':  and  for  that  reason,  they  are 
equal  lief  ore  the  law  of  the  land,  because  if  I 
know  anything  almut  the  law  of  the  Und 
it  is  merely  a  projection  of  God's  law — 
equality  before  God — equality  before  the  law 
and  beyond  tliat  inequality  in  every  con- 
ceivable way.  Did  you  ever  bear  anyixxly 
advertising  the  llmlUtlons  of  human 
equality?  Do  you  think  you're  all  equsl,  one 
to  snother?  Do  you  think  it  Is  possible  to 
make  you  equal  7 

"I  ask  you  to  take  a  look  at  that  fingerprint 
of  yours.  J.  Kdgar  Hoover  ssys  there  is  only 
one  like  it  on  earth.  You  are  the  only  man 
or  woman  who  now  lives  or  who  has  ever 
lived  who  had  that  distinctively  individual 
trade-mark.  Contemplate  It.  Think  of  an 
all -wise  providence  that  breathes  into  you 
a  mark  of  difrerentiatlon  from  everybody  else 
on  earth.  And  do  you  think  that's  the  end 
of  yoiir  individuality?  No,  that's  only  tbe 
beginning.  Sverything  about  you  is  differ- 
ent. God  made  men  and  wonien.  each  of 
wliom  is  different  from  every  other  one;  and 
In  that  difference  lies  the  secret  of  civiliza- 
tion. 

"Thank  God  for  those  differences.  Some 
want  to  he  farmers,  some  whst  to  be  fsbrlca- 
tors,  some  want  to  be  poUticians.  professors; 
out  of  that  great  difference  in  ambition  and 
in  energy  and  in  aptitude  and  in  intellect, 
we  are  fed  and  clothed.  Did  you  ever  realize 
that?  There's  only  one  thing  missing  in 
that  great  beterogeneovis  mass  of  differences 
necessary  to  spark  a  great  civUization  like 
ours — that's  freedom.  These  intellects,  these 
energies,  these  smbitions,  this  enterprise 
need  to  be  free  in  order  to  achieve;  and  that 
brings  va  to: 

"No.  S:  "We  hold  this  truth  to  be  self- 
evident,'  they  said,  'that  all  men  are  endowed 
( not  by  the  Constitution  or  the  Bill  of  Rights. 
but)  by  their  Creator  with  certain  tmallen- 
able  rights  and  amongst  theee  are  life  and 
liberty.'  It  so  says,  'life  and  Uberty'  joined 
together,  inseparable,  unalienable,  as  gifts  of 
Ood.  Liberty  is  as  Important  to  taunuua 
nature  as  life  is.  Without  liberty,  man  dis- 
integratss— so  that's  the  third  great  fact  of 
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life — the  divine  origin  of  rights  •'vl  obUga» 
tlons  because  obligations  are  Jisit  the  i«« 
versa  aids  of  the  ooln  of  right.  ~  ~ 
flnaUy,  for  ths  fourth  fact  of  Ufei 
"Bow  to  preserve  this  human 
that's  the  $04  question.  How  to  kaap 
free?  Mow,  they  bad  not  to  obasrva  but  to 
Invent  *  •  •  to  make  something — Pact  Mo. 
4:  'We  hold  this  truth  to  be  sdf -evident' 
they  said,  that  to  secure  these  rii^ta.  to  pro- 
tect these  gifts  of  Ood.  govsnunants  am  in- 
stltuted  among  men.  deriving  their  Just  pow- 
ers from  tbe  oonaent  of  the  governed.  Man 
makes  government  to  protect  ths  gift  God 
gsve  to  man. 

"We  begin  to  get  perspective.  Government 
is  last,  not  first.  God  is  first;  government  U 
last:  and  now  the  oppoaition  to  communism 
begins  to  be  rationalized.  It's  the  fast  of 
God's  exUtence  that  puts  government  in  Ite 
Pl»ce — that  puts  natiu-al  UmlUtions  upon 
government  which  man  has  a  moral  obliga- 
tlon  to  enforce— tliat  keep*  government  a 
servant,  lest  It  develop  into  a  maatar. 

"Every  totalltarlahlam  that  svsr  existed 
was  materialistic  and  godleaa  bocatise  where 
there  Is  no  God  government  is  God.  Tlaafs 
why  oommunlom  Is  godless — that's  why  avwy 
tyranny  froln  Herod  to  Hitlar  ww  godleaa. 
It's  the  fact  of  God  that  subottflnatae  gov- 
ernment. Tou  businessmen  batter  adTWiflse 
ttie  fact  of  Ood.  mot  to  save  yovsr  souls  (I'm 
not  worried  about  them) :  I'm  worried  about 
saving  your  civilization.  Ths  fact  of  Ood 
is  first  in  the  order  of  importance. 

"Mow  aljout  government — how  to  kaop  it 
confined — how  to  keep  it  in  tta  plaoa.  That* 
are  many  unfortunate  notions  about  govern- 
ment today.  Government  la.  aooording  to 
these  speciflcaOons.  a  tool,  a  devloa.  manu- 
factured to  do  a  special  Job,  like  a  lathe  or  a 
drill  press.  It's  a  dangerous  tool.  And  than. 
for  the  first  time.  In  any  aga  at  history,  tbey 
tied  theb'  government  down,  thay  limited  It 
they  controlled  it.  They  made  it  ssrve  rather 
than  master  them..  And  that's  the  rationale 
of  your  history,  this  InseparaMe.  logical  Unk- 
ing between  the  Declaration  of  Independenoe 
and  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

"There  arc  three  things  that  you  fnust  aelL 
You  must  sell  the  Declaration  of  Ihdepend- 
ence.  the  Constitution  of  the  Uni&d  Stetea. 
and.  yee.  tbe  Ten  Oommandmenta  of  Ood 
Because  when  «U  thU  was  done.  sometKMlv 
asked  James  Madison  why  this  Oovomment 
won't  work.  'Nobody  has  ever  dons  this  to 
government  before.  It  wont  fanetkm.  You 
can't  treat  government  like  thla;  It  has  no 
power.'  And  MadlMn  anewarad  ctaMlcaUy 
He  said.  -We  have  staked  the  whole  future 
of  American  civilization  not  upon  the  pow«r 
of  government,  far  from  it,  but  upon  the 
capacity  of  mankind  for  self-government  * 

"Better  advertise  thst.  Tell  them  what 
WUlUm  Penn  said.  100  years  before  the 
Declaration  of  Independence  was  written. 
"Thoee  pw^ie  who  will  not  be  gowmed  by 
God  will  be  ruled  by  tyranU.'  The  Vtound- 
ing  Fathers  knew  it.  Our  generatkm  ahould 
know  It.  TtKMe  people  who  wlU  not.  In 
other  words,  govern  themselves  according  to 
the  laws  of  their  Crsator.  will  be  ruled  by 
a  despotism.  It  was  so  in  every  age  of  his- 
tory.   It  will  be  so  with  us. 

"Self-government,  self-rastratnt,  morel 
oonaciousnass.  that's  the  price  of  your  eon- 
stitutlonal system,  and  so  the  ten  coauaand- 
ments  have  come  back  into  currency.  Sell 
thoee  three  things:  God's  oommandmenta, 
the  bliieprint  for  freedom,  the  Deelaratloti 
of  Independence,  and  the  oonstitutloiuil  oon- 
finement  of  govemmant  in  the  intereeta  of 
freedom  because  there  isn't  any  dsflnltten  of 
freedom  tbat  Isn't  oontaiaed  In  tbe  pbraao 
'limited  gtiremment.' 

"Forty  pears  ago.  Woodrow  WUma  aaM 
sotnethiof  thst  ought  to  be  on  a  few  MU- 
boaxda.  Woodrow  Wilson  said.  The  hlsfearr 
of  liberty  is  the  history  at 
of  governmental  power.'    H 

resist    tbe    concentration    of   , 

power,  we  resist  the  processes  o:  deaik. 


VM% 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  ^  HOUSE 


il 


August  20 


19  5  U 


CONGRESSIONAL  -rr, 


^-vnv* 


151178 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  ^  HOUSE 


August  20 


11 


•Bd  thla  la  iBBportasrt.  '» 
k  «C  flOTanunmtal  power  1b  wliat 
I  Xb»  daath  of  inmuus  UtMrty.' 
**roday,  40  jMn  Utter,  the  Oommmitoto 
hsra  ttfBHi  WllMm's  phriwe  and  parapiirMed 
ik  into  a  t-0mMtt»anA  iiw  oemmunlit*  My, 
'A  itwntn*Tw"'"^  of  gowmmimtal  power  la 
wlwt  anat  preeed*  the  deeib  of  btunaa  free- 
dom' And  ao  ttoey  ftret  coneentwtte  power 
•Bd  «lM&  «MT  Mln  it.  M  tbey  aalaed  it 
tn  QMlKMdOftkte  and  in  Hungary  and  in 
BUlfarla  and  Rumania  and  Latvia  and  Uth- 
iiaai»— in  15  separate  nattone  containing 
goo  i««tt|toi»  peofrie.  slnoe  the  end  oi  Wwld 

War  O. 

"mat.  tbey  eonaolldated  control  over  the 
ptdlea;  tlMn  they  eonaolldated  oonttvd  over 
«be  hallat  Ixnes;  and  then  the  people.  In 
tacNT  of  the  police,  voted  themstives  he- 
bind  tha  iron  Curtain.  There  waant  any 
m—wiMwy  BuMtan  army.  There  waa  no 
drappad  bomba.  C^Mchoalovakla  voted  al- 
Btoat  vnanlmoualy  to  go  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain:  ao  did  000  million  people  in  that 
greateat  conquest  at  ell  time. 

"Ton  thtwir  they  vron't  toy  It  on  us?  Their 
fliat  obJeeUve  la  to  concentrate  power  and 
whMi  tba  Communlat  oonaplratOT  oomea  to 
thla  eountry  ha  looka  first  for  the  centralised 
control  of  the  police.  And  where  doea  he 
find  that?  He  goes  to  Waahlnffton.  He  baa 
I»astar  White  or  Alger  Hlaa  or  aomebody  ready 
to  take  over  tta  Job.  But  he  cant  find  the 
eantraliaad  oootrol  over  the  police  becauae, 
with  the  remarkable  previsions  of  their  gen- 
aratton,  the  Founding  Fathers  decentralised 
Xbm  eoDtiol  eC  the  police.  >  It  la  not  In  Waah- 
Ington.  Police  are  controlled  in  the  Statea 
of  the  Union,  and  the  dtlea  and  the  hamleta 
of  tha  United  Statea,  by  constitutional  provi- 
sion. TlMre  Isn't  any  eonaolldatlon  over  the 
power  at  the  police.  PcAlce  control  Is  a  State 
ooBtrol.  not  becauae  of  anything  you  did  or 
I  did  but  because  of  something  the  Pounding 
lathers  wlaely  did  before  the  word  'Commu- 
nlat' waa  current. 

"And  then  they  look  for  the  bidlot  boxes, 
and  where  do  they  find  those?  In  Waahlng- 
ton.  eontndled  by  the  minister  of  voting? 
They  find  the  ballot  bozee  dispersed  through 
40  Independent  oonatltutlonal  Jurladlctlona 
called  Statea.  Voting  qualification  ia  a  State 
right;  48  different  places.  48  different  rules. 

"And  last  of  aU  la  the  land.  The  land 
which  they  want  to  confiscate  la  the  first  act 
of  Um  Commiinlst  government.  Where  la 
the  central  control  of  the  land?  How  can 
they  get  their  handa  on  that?  They  look  for 
it  In  Washington  and  they  don't  find  It  there. 
They  find  land  controlled  by  the  wise  pre- 
vision of  the  Founding  Fathers — not  in 
Washington  but — in  48  separate,  individual 
^constitutional  Jurisdictions  called  State  land, 
and  prt^Mrly  Is  locally  controlled  under  State 
law..  Keep  it  that  wi^;  States  rights  is  your 
beat  defense  against  communism.  Defend 
States  rights.  Learn  about  them.  Under- 
stand them. 

"Of  course,  the  Pentagon  has  its  part  to 
play;  ao  do  the  other  expensive  measuree  that 
wa  uaa  to  defend  ourselvee  against  marching 
Runtan  armiee  and  dropping  Ruulan  bomba. 
But  I  remember  what  the  Ctmununlat  told 
me  In  Notre  Dame,  who  had  lat^y  eacaped 
from  the  Dally  Worker,  a  decade  ago.  The 
Craatltutlon,'  he  said,  'is  the  greateat  frus- 
tration of  the  Communist  coa[q>lratorB  in 
the  United  States  of  America.'  And  how  few 
of  us  know  It.  They  know  it.  The  Constitu- 
tion of  this  counlTy  Is  your  greatest  pro- 
tection. 


"I  know  how  human  we  are,  how  reluctant 
to  take  upon  ourselves  the  buirden  of  saving 
our  feUow  man.  but  it  isn't  OeOTge'h  Job. 
Dont  ^qMCt  Oeorge  to  do  it.  He  wont  do  it. 
Be  baant  done  it.  I've  talked  to  him.  He 
lant  IntcKBtad  at  aU.  Tou  must  do  it.  each 
and  every  one  of  you.  If  you're  troubled 
with  ^Mthetle  sickness.  I'U  teU  you  how  to 
get  rid  of  it. 


*7  had  a  client  the  other  day.  believe  it  or 
not;  and  what  is  more  extraordinary,  a  pay- 
ing client.  We  had  been  working  with  blm 
for  weeks  to  try  to  insulate  him  against  the 
post  mortem  Impacts  of  the  Federal  tax 
coUector.  Tou  know  what  I  meant  Dont 
know  how  much  good  we  did  but  tre  went 
through  all  of  the  usual  motions.  We  had 
created  a  big  tnist  agreement.  He'd  rewrit- 
ten his  will  and  the  will  of  his  wife.  #e  made 
gifts.  Inter  vivos  of  course.  They  were  all 
inter  vivos;  none  of  them  were  causa  mortis, 
lawyers  take  notice.  We  had  had  deeds  of 
land,  oh  yea,  life  insurance  poUctes  reas- 
signed, bank  accounts  readjusted,  a  ilg  stack 
of  documents  on  the  desk. 

"My  client  had  reached  the  signing  stage 
and  he  was  signing  away  with  a  btg  smile 
on  hla  face.  At  that  point,  I  Interrupted 
him.  I  said,  'John,  you  seem  to  be  getting 
a  kick  out  of  this.'  I  wasn't  getting  any 
kick  out  of  It.  I  was  fed  up  with  it,  tired 
and  disgusted. 

"John  laid  down  his  pen  and  looked  at  me, 
still  smUlng.  He  said.  'Pat.  I  certainly  do 
get  a  kick  out  of  this.  You  know.  Via  an  old 
man.  I'm  ready  to  admit  it  to  you.  I've 
been  pretty  successful.  I've  acc\«nulated 
quite  a  bit  of  property,  more  than  I  ever 
thought  I  would  be  able  to  count.  Unfor- 
tunately. I  lost  my  wife  a  few  years  ago.  I 
have  some  lovely  childrfen  and  gmndchll- 
dren.  I'd  like  to  have  them  have  some  of 
this  property.  I  knew  that  unless  I  0at  down 
and  did  something  like  this,  it  wiould  all 
go  to  the  four  winds  and  the  rest  of  It  would 
go  to  the  Qovernment.'  He  said.  .'I  think 
we've  done  the  best  we  could.  I'm  very 
happy.  I'm  going  to  sleep  tonight.'  He 
started  to  sign  again. 

"At  that.  I  interrupted  him  a  secotid  time. 
I  said.  'John,  now  that  you've  taked  care  of 
their  property,  what  are  you  going  to  do 
about  their  liberty?'  John  didn't  eten  stop 
this  time.  He  Just  laughed  oi|t  loud. 
shrugged  his  shoulders.  'Liberty,'  he  said, 
'I  dont  know  anything  about  liberty.  I'm 
Just  a  merchant.  Ill  have  to  leave  liberty 
to  the  politicians  and  the  professors.' 

"Then  I  told  him  something  that  I'm  go- 
ing to  tell  you.  'Tear  up  the  trust  agree- 
ment. Tear  up  the  will.  Throw  away  the 
life-insurance  policies.  Forget  the  Dank  ac- 
coimt.  Forget  the  common  stock.  I\)rget 
everything,  because  unless  you  learve  your 
children  liberty,  you  leave  them  nothing  at 
all.' 

"Ask  the  JewjB  in  Germany.  Ask  tfce  well- 
propertied  Jews  in  Germany  what  good  their 
property  and  their  wealth  did  theto  when 
they  were  faced  up  against  the  concentrated, 
unlimited  power  In  the  hands  or  Adolf  Hitler. 
Aak  the  ghoats  of  10  million  kulaks  miirdered 
by  Joe  Stalin.  Ask  those  ghosts.  "Say,  fel- 
lows, you  had  lots  of  property.  What  good 
did  it  do  you  when  you  were  faced  up  against 
the  concentrated  unlimited  powet  called 
communism?" 

"Wherever  you  ask  the  question  and  of 
whomsoever  you  ask  It.  the  answer  comes 
back,  always  the  same.  In  time  of  unlimited, 
concentrated  government,  your  property  is 
going  to  buy  your  children  just  one  thing — 
a  ticket  to  the  concentration  campM-a  one- 
way ticket  to  the  point  of  no  retu|-n.  So, 
will  you  please  think  about  that  t^ie  next 
time  you  pay  that  life  Insurance  ptemlum, 
the  next  time  you  put  a  codicil  on  that  will, 
the  next  time  you  stash  away  a  few  dollars 
for  the  new  grandchild?. 

"Think  about  It,  please,  particularly  when 
you  look  at  those  children  and  those  grand- 
children. Gather  them  around  you  and  take 
a  look  at  them,  as  I  have  looked  ait  mine. 
Then  ask  yourself  one  question :  'HoW  much 
power,  how  much  unlimited,  concentrated 
power  Is  my  Government  going  to  hate  when 
these  youngsters  are  as  old  as  I  am?' 

"Ask  yourself  that  question,  my  friends. 
That  will  do  it.  I  guarantee  that  It  will 
do  it.    Then  and  there  you'll  make  a  resolu- 


tion that  your  legacy,  not  of  prqperty  but  of 
liberty,  to  these,  your  children,  is  going  to 
compare  favorably  to  the  big  fortune  of  free- 
dom that  the  Founding  Fathers  left  to  you." 


Nevada  Miners  Helped  by  83d  CoBfrcM 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OT 

HON.  CUFTON  (CUFF)  YOUNG 

or  NEVADA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESElTTATIVZS 

Friday,  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  YOXJNG.  Mr.  Speaker^  for  nearly 
a  century  the  rugged  hills  of  Nevada 
have  poured  forth  mineral  wealth  in 
abundance.  Indeed,  so  fabulous  were 
shipments  of  precious  metaU  from  Vir- 
ginia City  and  other  mines  in  my  State 
that  th^  impact  of  this  newly  mined 
wealth  was  felt  in  foreign  capitals. 

Historians  say  the  Euro'peftn  nations 
commanding  top  positions  In  world 
monetary  circles  viewed  wlthl  alarm  the 
Immense  silver  production  from  the 
Comstock  lode.  Their  efforts  to  demon- 
etize silver  were  eventually  crowned 
with  success  by  the  enactmfnt  of  leg- 
islation that  came  to  be  known  as  the 
"Crime  of  '73."  Thereafter,  taie  price  of 
silver  declined;  and  numerous  western 
mines  were  closed. 

During  the  past  several  decades,  for- 
eign influence  has  again  exerted  its  bane- 
ful effects  on  western  mining.  At  pres- 
ent the  chief  concern  is  not  the  pro- 
duction of  silver  or  precious  metals,  but 
the  production  of  lead,  zino,  mercury. 
and  strategic  minerals  vital  to  national 
security.  The  harmful  Influence  Is  in 
the  form  of  imports  which  threaten  the 
very  existence  of  important  s^ments  of 
the  American  mining  industry. 

There  are  some  in  our  country  who 
say  that  we  should  obtain  our  minerals 
abroad  and  thereby  conserve  the  limited 
quantities  we  have  in  this  country.  Still 
others  say  we  must  trade  with  other  na- 
tions or  lose  our  friends  in  foreign  lands. 
Whatever  the  reasons  for  supporting  the 
purchase  of  metals  abroad,  records  show 
that  from  January  1,  1951.  to  June  1, 
1953,  nearly  $180  million  wa*  spent  by 
our  Government  in  developing  and  ex- 
ploiting mineral  resources  in  foreign 
countries.  In  the  same  period  the  De- 
fense Minerals  Exploration  Administra- 
tion, which  was  set  up  to  encovrage  min- 
eral development  In  our  country,  spent 
less  than  $25  million. 

Mr.  Speaker,  while  at  flrst  glance  the 
arguments  in  favor  of  securing  our  met- 
als from  foreign  countries  miay  appear 
sound,  they  do  not  stand  up  under  care- 
ful analysis. 

First.  If  we  depend  largely  on  foreign 
sources,  then  in  time  of  war  thpse  sources 
of  supply  may  not  be  accessible — or 
worse — they  may  even  fall  into  enemy 
hands.  We  do  not  depend  on  foreign 
munitions  factories  for  our  grenades 
and  shells  and  bombs.  Strategic  min- 
erals are  of  no  less  importance  to  our 
national  security  program. 

Second.  Experience  shows  that  as  our 
dependency  on  foreign  sources  increases. 
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the  price  o(  miDs^  ;^ j  ^^  ^^  ^^^^ 

tl  corresponding  rise.  What  wsis  a  de- 
ceptive bargain  initially  becomes  an  ever 
more  costly  expe<llent. 

Third.  America  is  far  from  being  a 
have-not  nation  in  the  field  of  mineral 
resources,  as  some  people  advancing  this 
economic  theory  would  have  us  believe. 
We  have  only  scratched  the  surface  of 
metal  reserves.  To  develop  our  domestic 
sources  we  must  stimulate  exploratory 
and  development  work:  we  must  fumisli 
prospectors  with  incentives;  we  must  en- 
courage additional  investment.  These 
things  cannot  be  done  without  a  sound, 
well-defined,  long-range  mineral  pro- 
gram. 

Fourth.  Friends  and  allies  are  neces- 
.''ary  in  a  world  confronted  by  a  Commu- 
nist menace,  but  we  should  not  buy  them 
at  the  sacrifice  of  a  sturdy  domestic 
mining  industry,  which  is  capable  of  sup- 
plying our  wartime  needs  in  conjunction 
with  a  sound  stockpiling  program.  This 
15  too  great  a  price  to  pay. 

There  are  those  who  say  that  if  Amer- 
ican mines  cannot  compete  with  foreign 
producers,  it  is  against  our  national  eco- 
nomic interest  to  give  them  protection 
from  imports.  They  do  not  consider  the 
many  factors  which  place  the  American 
mining  industry  at  a  disadvantage,  no 
matter  how  e|&cient  its  operations,  no 
matter  how  rich  the  ore  bodies,  no  mat- 
ter how  sound  the  mana«anent.  Foreign 
producers  have  at  their  disposal  an 
arsenal  of  economic  weapons  not  avail- 
able to  American  miners  operating  with- 
in the  traditional  structure  of  our  Amer- 
ican economy.  These  include  currency 
manipulations,  international  cartels,  na- 
tionalize<'  industries  which  can  place  the 
total  resources  of  a  country  behind  its 
exports,  and  low-cost  labor  which  re- 
ceives in  some  cases  one-tenth  of  the 
wages  paid  in  this  country.  Against  this 
formidable  array  of  economic  weapons. 
all  foreign  to  our  way  of  life.  American 
miners  have  no  hope  whatsoever  of  com- 
peting successfully.  Without  protection 
our  mines  become  mere  puppets,  opening 
and  closing  as  the  economic  strings  are 
loosened  or  pulled  by  foreign  Interests. 

I  am  pleased  to  report  a  ehange  in  the 
policy  followed  by  our  Government  In 
past  years,  which  showed  more  apparent 
concern  for  mining  welfare  In  foreign 
lands  than  in  our  eountry.  This  previous 
policy  was  well  illustrated  by  the  state- 
ment made  by  former  President  Truman 
when  he  signed  the  Strategic  and  Critical 
Materials  StockpiUng  Act.  His  state- 
ment revealed  that  the  previous  admin- 
istration had  little  regard  for  the  welfare 
of  the  domestic  mining  industry.  Mr. 
Truman  said: 

It  is  only  because  of  the  overriding  Impor- 
tance of  tills  purpoes  tbat  I  am  able  to  over- 
come my  reluctance  to  sign  a  bm  which  re- 
affirms the  application  to  stockpile  purchases 
of  the  provisions  of  title  in  of  the  act  of 
March  3,  1933,  known  as  the  Buy-American 
Act  •  •  •  there  can  be  a  serious  conflict 
between  lu  provisions  and  the  foreign  eco- 
nomic policy  whlcb  this  Oovernment  U  ac- 
tively pursuing. 

In  most  instances,  former  President 
Truman's  administration  ignored  the 
provisions  of  the  Buy-American  Act  in 
making  stockpUe  purchases,  by  declar- 
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ing  that  such  purchases  were  detennixked 
to  be  Inconsistent  with  the  public  in- 
terest or  the  cost  to  be  unreasonable." 

I  should  like  to  use  this  opportunity  to 
summarise  briefly  developments  occur- 
ring during  the  past  year  which  are 
grounds  for  optimism  about  the  mining 
future  In  this  country. 

First  The  83d  Congress  has  discon- 
tinued the  practice  of  spending  funds 
to  develop  mines  in  foreign  countries 
which  will  later  compete  with  United 
States  producers.  Furthermore.  Con- 
gress abolished  the  MeUls  and  Minerals 
Staff  of  the  State  Department  and  di- 
rected that  the  Department,  in  dealing 
with  the  metals  and  minerals  prx>gram 
should  look  to  the  Interior  £>epartment 
for  information  and  policy  guidance. 

Second.  Congress  in  the  past  2  years 
has  made  the  most  thorough  investiga- 
tion in  the  history  of  our  country  on  the 
sUtus  of  production  in  the  strategic  min- 
eral field.  This  invesUgation  should 
make  possible  the  formulation  of  recom- 
mendations for  a  sound,  long-range  dto- 
gram  in  the  years  ahead. 

Third.  The  President  aimounced  early 
this  year  a  new  stockpiling  program 
based  on  long-range  requirements  recog- 
nizing the  nonavailability  of  metals  from 
foreign  sources  and  the  dangers  of  in- 
terference with  these  sources  through 
enemy  action.  The  announcement  of  a 
program  to  purchase  200,000  tons  of 
lead  and  300.000  tons  of  sine  in  newly 
mined  ore  from  domestic  sources  during 
the  next  few  months  is  further  evidence 
of  concern  for  the  welfare  of  this  indus- 
try. Such  a  measure  is,  of  course,  a 
short-range  policy,  but  it  should  help 
sustain  lead  and  zinc  producers  until  a 
long-range  policy  of  quota  limitation 
against  foreign  imports — or  a  flexible 
tariff — can  be  developed. 

Fourth.  A  determined  effort  is  under 
way  to  return  our  currency  to  the  gold 
standard.  Our  departure  innn  this 
helpful  restraint  against  inflation  is  the 
cause  of  many  of  our  monetary  ailments 
today.  For  the  first  time  in  many  years 
there  are  strong  forces  in  Washington 
worlting  for  the  return  of  the  gold 
standard. 

Fifth.  The  83d  Congress  passed  legis- 
lation in  the  field  of  taxation  providing 
for  greater  depletion  allowances  and  de- 
ductions for  cost  of  exploration,  both  of 
which  should  stimulate  mining  activities. 
Sixth.  In  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior a  new  concern  for  the  welfare  of 
the  western  mining  industry  has  been 
evidenced.  A  thorough  study  of  the  op- 
erations and  organization  of  the  Bureau 
of  Mines  has  been  completed.  This 
should  result  not  only  in  greater  effi- 
ciency, but  in  better  service. 

Seventh.  A  Minerals  Policy  Commis- 
sion of  Cabinet  level  has  been  appointed 
to  woiic  out  a  minerals  policy  for  our 
country.  It  is  hoped  that  the  recom- 
mendations of  this  Commission  will  con- 
tain elements  of  a  long-range  program 
and  a  discontinuance  of  the  day-to-day 
operations  causing  such  uncertainty  in 
the  past.  The  program  of  geological 
survey  In  Nevada  has  already  been 
greatly  accelerated. 

Eighth.  A  multiple-mineral  develop- 
ment bUl  was  enacted  mhlch  win  open 
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additional  lands  for  iwIhI^tj  claims  in 
Nevada  and  eliminate  douMs  heretofor* 
arising  over  the  validity  of  ria<m«  >^i^ 
on  a  discovery  of  uranium.  Pft^mift  of 
the  complex  natiu«  of  this  bill,  which 
changes  basic  mining  law.  I  prepared 
a  siunmary  of  it  for  Nevada  mlnen. 
Copies  have  been  sent  to  each  oountj 
recorder  in  our  State  for  distribution 
when  mining  claimants  fUe  their  affi- 
davits of  performance  of  annual  asMss- 
ment  work.  Additional  oc^Dies  are  avail- 
able from  my  office. 

Mr.  Speaker,  these  are  the  hlghlighU 
of  advances  in  the  mining  field  during 
the  past  year.  While  much  remains  to 
be  done,  we  have  made  significant  prog- 
ress ir  the  right  direction.  I  Join  with 
other  Congressmen  from  mining  States 
in  expressing  hope  that  our  Qovernment 
win  continue  its  progress  in  formulat- 
ing a  sound,  long-range  mineral  pro- 
gram, giving  not  only  sorely  needed  sta- 
biUty  to  American  miners,  but  also  com- 
plete assurance  to  those  remonsible  for 
national  security  that  minerals  neces- 
sary for  free-world  defense  will  be 
available  in  the  event  of  a  national 
emergency. 


Tax  iUfwB  tmi  Otker  ftrMsTfiti 
Hie  Eiseakower  AdmUstralioa 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  BOB  WILSON 

or  cAUrosMu 

IN  THK  HOUSX  OP  RXKaBBEMTATIW 
Friday.  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  WILSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  perhaps  the  most  notable  m- 
compUthment  of  the  Eisenhower  admin- 
istration has  been  the  tax-reduction  bill, 
a  monumental  act  that  grants  benefits 
to  every  citizen  \n  every  walk  of  life. 

Because  it  covers  so  many  situatlcms, 
I  feel  my  constituents  in  the  30th  XDlstiict 
of  California  would  appreciate  kaowlne 
the  more  salient  features  of  this  biU.  I 
am  going  to  list  them  here,  but  first.  I 
want  briefly  to  review  the  significant  per- 
formance of  the  Eisenhower  administra- 
tion, which,  since  January  I,  Uft3: 

Acted  resolutely  to  stop  the  war  in  Ko- 
rea and  put  an  end  to  the  casualty  lists. 

Ended  burdensome  price  and  economic 
controls  and  gave  our  people  more  free- 
dom. 

SUbilized  the  dollar  and  the  soaring 
cost-of-living  that  bad  increased  50  per- 
cent in  10  years. 

Gave  Industry  incentives  to  provide 
new  Jobs,  and  to  build  a  sound  peacetime 
economy. 

Returned  ownership  of  the  Udelands. 
with  valuable  oil  reserves,  back  to  tbe 
States. 

Cut  taxes  $7.4  billion — inchiding  a  10- 
percent  income  tax  cut — the  greatest 
total  cut  in  history. 

Reorganized  our  military  defense  wfth 
new  emphasis  on  air  power.  ^n^hMt^f 
naval  air. 

To(A  courageous  action  m  fann  sur- 
pluses in  an  attempt  to  end  iw«»mMng 
excesses. 


i 


IBM 


CONGRESSIONAL  REC0R5  — HOUSE 


August  20 


195U 


CONGRESSIC»JAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


itu^-i 


tmo 


I 

CONGRESSIONAL  RECORS  — HOUSE 


AugxLst  20 


I 


■ 


I  . 


"\ 


III 


r  Beffsed  the  Hoosliig  talB  to  proTlde  bet- 
tor'tmBSttMl  Qwdftl  pxtyvlslonB  for  mill- 


Q/Kf  Ineressed  benefits  to  social- 
■eearltgr  recipients  and  disabled  veterans. 

FMMd  stringent  antl-Cranmunist  laws 
•addfrnlpftted  diidoyal  workers  from  ttie 
CKif  eminent. 

'Am  aan  Dt^to^s  Representative  In  Con- 
gxen.  I  zmtnrally  had  a  special  Interest 
In  legislation  and  attanlnistratlve  de- 
eMoos  tbat  benefited  the  area.  These 
are  seme  I  worked  on: 

Fsderal  Narcotics  Office  eartaUlshed  in 
Ban  Dlcfo  for  the  first  time. 

BfiMon  Bay  chanod  dredi^nff  appro- 
priatloD  of  $750,000  to  end  the  bottle- 
nadc  there. 

Additional  beds  at  the  Naval  Hospital 
for  veterans  of  San  Z>ieKo  Cotmty. 

Addtttonal  Judgeship  for  the  San  Diego 
area,  inelndlng  $220,000  for  new  court- 
room. 

Plshemian's  Protective  Act  to  help  our 
tuna  lldiermen  r^ain  their  freedom  of 
the  seas. 

BKtension  and  revision  of  legislation 

to  tarins  over  $10  mimon  to  San  Diego 
•chools. 

Simplified  customs  clearance  for  boats 
entering  and  leaving  Mexico  via  our  port 

Sale  of  Linda  Vista  homes  to  the  oc- 
cupants, and  elimination  of  temporary 
housing. 

Awarding  of  the  P-102  contract  at  San 
IMego  by  insisting  tm  ooodemned  lease  of 
plant  2. 

Wetback  eontrol  bill  to  provide  orderly 
system  and  eontrol  of  Mexican  worlcers. 

Fifteen  mUUon  dollar  naval  construc- 
tipn  authorisations  and  annropriations 
for  this  area. 

Actlcm  by  Maritime  Administration  in 
reducing  rates,  $5  per  ton  at  port  of  San 

meluslon  of  Ban  Diego  In  proposed 
■ea-water  conversion  program. 

Stabilization  of  employment  at  naval 
station,  repair  facility,  and  naval  air 
station. 

Repeal  of  Thomas  rider  and  passage  of 
Vital  fringe  benefits  laws  for  Federal 
workers. 

Increase  of  military  household  goods 
allowance,  and  repeal  of  restrictions  on 
retirement. 

Three  new  harbor  patrol  boats  to  the 
Ban  Diego  Coast  Ouard  station. 

The  83d  Congress  has  given  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  more  tax  relief 
than  at  any  time  in  the  history  of  oiir 
country; 

BcvcMimm 

First.  A  parent  can  claim  a  deduction 
of  $600  for  each  child  regardless  of  the 
child's  earnings  if  the  child  is  under  19 
and  the  parent  continues  to  furnish  more 
than  half  the  child's  support. 

Second.  A  parent  can  also  claim  the 
$600  dependency  deduction  for  a  child 
over  18  regardless  of  the  child's  eamWs 
if  the  child  is  attending  school  or  college, 
or  receiving  on-the-farm  training,  and 
the  parent  .continues  to  fumiafa  more 
than  half  the  child's  support. 

Third.  An  aged  parent  or  other  de- 
pendent cared  for  by  several  members 
of  a  family  can  be  claimed  as  a  deduction 
by  one  of  the  members  of  the  family. 

Fourth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  a  foster  child. 


Fifth.  A  taxpayer  can  claiii  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  a  child  await- 
ing adoption. 

Sixth.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  any  0ther  per- 
son, regardless  of  relationship,  tf  the  tax- 
payer supports  that  person  in  his  home. 

Seventh.  A  taxpayer  can  claim  a  $600 
dependency  deduction  for  a  cousin  who 
is  institutionalized  because  of  physical 
or  mental  disability. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $35  million. 

CBXLO-CAac  XXPENSK8 

First.  Single  working  parents,  such  as 
a  widow,  are  allowed  a  deduction  up  to 
$600  for  the  expense  of  child-care  for 
children  up  to  12  years  of  age. 

Second.  The  same  deductien  is  al- 
lowed for  a  married  woman  Who  must 
work  because  her  husband  is  Incapaci- 
tated. 

Third.  The  same  deduction  Is  allowed 
with  respect  to  any  dependent,  regard- 
less of  age.  who  is  mentally  or  physically 
incapable  of  caring  for  himself. 

Fourth.  A  similar  deduction  is  allowed 

a  married  woman  if  the  combined  income 
of  her  husband  and  herself  does  not  ex- 
ceed $5,100. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $130  million. 

KXDICAL    ZXPZMSZ8 

First.  Medical  expenses  can  be  de- 
ducted when  they  exceed  3  percent  of 
income,  instead  of  5  percent  as  under 
present  law. 

Second.  Example:  A  family  with  $3,000 

gross  income  and  medical  expenses  of 
$150  will  be  able  to  deduct  $60.  The  same 
family  can  deduct  nothing  today. 

Third.  The  bin  doubles  the  present 
maximum  limit  on  the  amount  that  can 
be  deducted. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $80  million. 

HZAO  or  rAMILT 

First  A  single  taxpayer  who  has  a  de- 
pendent son  or  daughter  will  be  entitled 
during  the  first  2  years  after  the  death 
of  his  spouse  to  the  same  income -split- 
ting privilege  as  is  accorded  married 
couples. 

Second.  A  single  individual  can  re- 
ceive half  the  benefits  of  incc^ne  split- 
ting if  he  has  a  dependent  parent  and  if 
the  taxpayer  maintains  a  household  for 
the  father  or  mother. 

Savings  to  the  taxpayers,  $11  million. 

■XTntEMEMT  INCOME  CRESlt 

First.  All  retired  people  65  and  over, 
including  schoolteachers,  nremen.  po- 
licemen, and  civil  servants,  will  in  effect 
be  exempt  on  all  retirement  income  up 
to  $1,200.  This  will  mean  a  tax  reduc- 
tion for  these  retired  people  of  up  to 
$240  a  year. 

Second.  Example:  A  retired  single  in- 
dividual over  65  who  has  a  total  retire- 
ment income  of  $3,000  today  pays  about 
$300  in  income  tax.  Under  the  bill,  his 
tax  is  reduced  to  $60 — a  saving  of  $240. 

Third.  The  same  exemption  will  ex- 
tend to  individuals  under  65  if  they  re- 
ceive a  pension  from  a  public -retirement 
system,  such  as  do  teachers. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $141  million. 

CSKOrr   FDBCHASXS  I 

This  bill  allows  a  deduction  tor  inter- 
est up  to  6  percent  on  installment 
piu'chases. 

Total  saving  to  taxpayers,  $10  million. 


CHAXTTABU  CONTIIWVau*.* 

This  bill  increases  from  JiO  to  30  per- 
cent the  allowable  deduction  for  chari- 
table contributions  to  churches,  hospi- 
tals, and  educational  institutions. 

Total  saving  to  taxpayers,  $25  million. 

AID    TO    rAKMXBa 

First.  Deductions  up  to  25  percent  of 
farm  income  are  allowed  for  soil  and 
water  conservation. 

Second.  The  bill  permits  more  rapid 
writeoff  of  the  expense  otf  farm  ma- 
chinery, equipment,  and  coAstruction. 

Third.  Removes  tax  on  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  cattle  when  the  sale  is 
necessitated  by  disease. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $10  million. 

SICKNXSS   AKD  ACCBDZNT  PI.AIfS 

First.  Premiums  paid  by  employers  to 
health  and  accident  plana  will  not  be 
taxable  to  their  employees. 

Second.  All  accident  and  health  bene- 
fits paid  as  reimbursement  for  actual 
medical  expenses  to  employees,  their 
Wives,  or  children,  are  completely  ex- 
empted from  tax. 

Third.  Payments  to  employees  for  loss 
of  wages  due  to  injury  o^  iUness  are 
exempted  up  to  $100  a  week. 

Savings  to  taxpayers:  No  estimate 
possible. 

DEATH  BEmnra 

The  bill  exempts  all  death  benefits  up 
to  $5,000  paid  by  an  empfloyer  to  the 
widow  or  other  beneficiary  of  an 
employee. 

Savings  to  taxpayers:  No  estimate 
possible. 

PENSIONS   AND   ANNXrtnES 

In  addition  to  the  $1,200  exemption 
extended  to  retirement  income,  the  bill 
also  provides  a  simpler  melShod  for  tax- 
ation of  pensions  and  annuities,  ends 
annual  3-percent  tax  paid  on  annuities, 
and  provides  instead  a  melSiod  of  com- 
puting tax  on  basis  of  cost  divided  by 
years  of  life  expectancy. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $10  million. 

DIVIDEND    CRKDIT 

First.  Excludes  first  $50  In  dividends 
from  taxation  and  provides  a  credit 
against  tax  equal  to  4  percent  of  the 
balance. 

Second.  Example:  An  individual  with 
$50  or  less  in  dividends  from  his  savings 
will  be  entirely  exempt  from  tax  on  that 
amount. 

Third.  Example:  An  individual  with 
$250  in  dividends  from  his  savings  will 
exclude  the  first  $50  entirely,  and  then 
reduce  his  total  tax  by  $8—4  percent  of 
the  balance  of  $200. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $204  million. 

DEPRECIATIOIf 

The  bill  will  permit  the  more  liberal 
writeoff  of  the  cost  of  new  equipment. 
For  example,  in  the  first  year  of  life  of 
new  equipment  the  taxpayer  will  be 
able  to  write  off  twice  the  amoimt  now 
allowed. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $376  million,  of 
which  $75  million  represents  savings  to 
individuals,  such  as  farmers,  shop- 
keepers, and  salesmen. 

DECLARATIONS  OF  ESTIICAIVD  TAX 

The  requirements  are  eased  for  filing 
declarations  of  estimated  tax.  Upward 
of  a  million  taxpayers  will  be  relieved  of 
the  present  requirement  for  flUng. 
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ynsma  tax  iRvuti 

Tax  returns  will  be  due  April  15 
instead  of  March  IS.  giving  taxpayers 
1  additional  month  in  which  to  prepare 
their  final  tax  returns  and  make  their 
final  tax  payments. 

KXaXABCH  AND  KXnsncXNTATtOM 

The  bill  grants  taxpayers  an  option 
to  either  deduct  as  an  expense  or  to 
amortize  research  and  experimental 
expendltiu'es. 

No  revenue  estimate  possible.  The 
provision  is  designed  to  encourage  busi- 
ness research,  with  the  objective  of 
creating  new  products,  new  processes, 
and  new  jobs. 

BCXTHODa  OP  Acoomrmvo 
The  biU  brings  tax  accounting  rules 
into  harmony  with  business  accounting, 
thereby  eliminating  to  a  great  extent 
two  sets  of  lx)oks.  It  provides  realistic 
computation  of  net  income  for  tax  pur- 
poses, in  conformity  with  sound  busi- 
ness practices. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $47  millioa 

tmruenoM 
The  biU  increases  the  rate  of  percent- 
age depletion  on  a  variety  of  critical 
and  strategic  minerals  in  order  to  en- 
courage the  development  of  domestic 
sources  of  supply. 

Savings  to  taxpayers.  $34  million. 
Tuxnnaaaan 

First.  The  bill  adopts  comprehensive 
provisions  concerning  the  tax  treatment 
of  partners  and  partnerships  in  order  to 
remove  confusion  of  existing  law.  Prin- 
cipal objectives  are  simplicity,  fiexibility, 
and  equity  between  partners. 

Second.  Certain  proprietorships  and 
partnerships  are  given  the  option  to  be 
taxed  as  corporations. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $20  million. 
nrvnmoNs 

The  bill  extends  capital-gains  treat- 
ment to  proceeds  reaUzed  by  an  inventor 
on  the  tale  or  exchange  of  a  patent. 

No  revenue  estimate  possible.  The 
new  pro^'islon  is  designed  to  encourage 
invention  and  thereby  promote  a  healthy 
economy  and  an  Improving  standard  of 
living. 

Wrr  OPISATIHG  LOSS 

The  bill  extends  the  net  operating  loss 
carryback  to  2  years  and  makes  certain 
other  adjustments. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $120  million. 

xxn  zMsiniANCx 

The  biU  lessens  the  estate  tax  on  the 
proceeds  of  certain  life-insurance  pol- 
icies. 

Saving;}  to  individual  taxpayers,  $25 
million. 

OONaOUSATSD    BSTXntXB 

The  bill  removes  the  2-percent  penalty 
tax  with  respect  to  consolidated  returns 
filed  by  regulated  pubUc  utiUties. 

Savings  to  taxpayers,  $35  miUion. 

IMPKOFn  ACCUMULATIONS 

The  bill  eases  the  penalty  tax  on  cer- 
tain accumulated  earnings  in  order  that 
businesses,  especially  small  businesses, 
may  have  greater  freedom  in  retaining 
their  func.s  for  legitimate  business  pur- 
poses. 

Savings  to  Uxpayers,  $10  million. 


15^81 


OOKKUUTIOM  nOOMZTAZ 

TheWU  extends  for  1  year  the  present 
52-percent  corporation  income  tax. 

The  total  increase  in  revenue.  $1.2 
billion. 

txruvucux  ACTION  rot  TAzrArsss 
The  lO-percent  reducUon  In  Federal 
income  taxes  which  went  into  effect  last 
January  1  saves  Individual  taxpayers  a 
total  of  $3  bUlion  annually.  This  tax 
cut  would  not  have  been  possible  if  the 
Congress  and  the  administration  had  not 
cut  the  Tnmian  budget  for  fiscal  1954  by 
$12  billion. 

Nor  would  the  $2  billion  Ux  saving  by 
elimination  of  the  excess-profits  tax 
have  been  possible  without  this  budget 
cutting. 

The  Republican  excise-tax  reduction 
law  saves  Uxpayers  an  additional  $1 
billion. 

The  Tax  Revision  Act  wiU  save  tax- 
payers $1,400,000,000. 

A  total  of  $827  million  of  this  tax  sav- 
ing 18  for  Individuals.  The  remainder. 
$536  million,  is  tax  relief  for  business! 

The  overaU  tax -cut  program  will  save 
$7,400,000,000.  Of  this  amoimt,  indlvid- 
xials  receive  an  overall  total  tax  saving 
Of  $4,700,000,000.  The  tax  savings  so 
far  surpass  any  previous  total  in  the 
history  of  Congress. 


Report  to  tbe  People  of  tkc  Sixth  District 

l>y  Hob.   DeWitt  S.  Hyde,  of  Blary- 
laad 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 


or 

HON.  DeWITT  S.  HYDE 

or  ICAXTLAND 

IN  THB  HOUSE  OF  RKPRESENTATIVI8 
Friday,  AugtLst  20.  1954 

Mr.  HYDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  made 
a  report  to  the  voters  of  the  Sixth  Con- 
gressional District  of  Maryland  on  my 
voting  record  during  the  2d  session  of 
the  83d  Congress.  At  this  time,  I  wovUd 
nice  to  make  a  short  report  on  my  work 
and  some  of  the  things  I  was  able  to 
accomplish  during  my  first  term  in  Con- 
gress. 

I  was  fortunate  enough  to  have  11  of 
my  own  bills  enacted  into  law.  So  far  as 
we  have  been  able  to  discover  from  the 
record,  which  is  not  complete  at  this 
time,  we  succeeded  in  enacting  more  of 
our  own  bills  into  law  than  any  other 
freshman  Congressman;  we  do  know 
that  was  true  so  far  as  the  first  session 
was  concerned. 

For  the  benefit  of  the  Sixth  District 
of  Maryland,  one  of  my  bills  enacted  into 
law  will  permit  the  industries  and  mu- 
nicipalities of  Maryland  to  have  access  to 
and  use  of  the  water  in  the  Potomac 
River  by  giving  authority  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Interior  to  grant  rights-of-way 
across  the  canal. 

Another  bill  provides  for  the  transfer 
of  national  park  lands  in  Frederick 
County.  It  permits  a  consolidation  of 
Federal  holdings  through  an  exchange 
for  lands  owned  by  the  Church  td  the 
Brethren.  The  church  owns  two  tracts 
in  the  area,  separated  from  each  other 
by  Government-owned  tracts,  therefore 


the  bin  is  of  benefit  to  the  Ctmreh  of  the 
Brethren  and  to  the  Federal  Oovem- 
ment. 

We  also  Introduced  a  bill  providing  for 
a  metropolitan  area  transit  omimisikm 
to  regulate  public  transportation  in  the 
Washington  metropoUt&n  area.  This  Mil 
was  passed  by  Congress  in  the  form  of 
an  amendment  to  another  bill  which  had 
been  introduced  on  this  subject. 

We  had  adopted  by  the  PubUc  Works 
Committee,  a  resolution  providing  for  a 
review  of  records  and  surveys  to  deter- 
mine what  might  be  done  at  the  Savage 
River  Dam  and  Reservoir  to  provide  a 
water  su^Dly  for  the  town  of  Western- 
port. 

As  a  member  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee and  of  SubcommiUee  No.  1  of  tbat 
committee,  we  handled  all  of  the  ma:|ar 
bills  dealing  with  the  control  of  com- 
munism. An  examination  of  the  record 
win  show  that  I  took  a  major  part  in 
the  action  on  the  fioor  of  the  Bouse 

Which  resulted  in  the  favorable  adoptloD 
of  the  bill  to  control  espionage  and  sab- 
otage: the  bUl  to  grant  Immunity  la  sub- 
versive tnvesUgations  before  congres- 
sional committees  and  the  so-called 
Wiretapping  evidence  bill. 

I  was  also  a  member  of  the  Ccmunlt- 
tee  on  the  District  of  Columlria  which 
is  an  important  committee  to  western 
Maryland  becaiise  of  its  control  over 
laws  dealing  with  the  Washington  mUk- 
shed.  As  a  member  of  this  committee  I 
introduced  six  bills  which  became  law 
and  which  are  of  vital  importance  to 
residents  of  Maryland  who  have  busi- 
nesses or  business  connections  In  the  Na- 
tion's Capital. 

There  are,  of  course,  many  othet  ma- 
jor pieces  of  legislation  on  whiCh  I  took 
an  active  part  either  before  committees 
or  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  Some  of 
these  are:  The  railroad  retirement  bill, 
a  biU  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party, 
a  bUl  of  benefit  to  labor-surplus  areas 
by  authorizing  loans  to  assist  in  build- 
ing industrial  plants— incidentally,  we 
also  introdix^  a  bill  to  help  obtain  Gov- 
ernment contracts  for  labor-surplus 
areas  and  we  were  happy  to  see  that  as 
a  resiilt  of  such  congressional  proposals, 
the  President  executed  directives  which 
were  helpful  in  locating  the  new  Pitts- 
burgh Plate  Glass  Co.  in  AUegany  Coun- 
ty. Other  bills  on  wiilch  I  took  an  ac- 
tive part  were  a  biU  to  continue  the 
flood-control  project  in  Allegany  Coun- 
ty; the  control  of  slum  areas  in  the  Na- 
tion's Capital;  a  bill  to  repeal  the  16 
percent  transportation  tax — this  was  cut 
to  10  percent  in  the  excise-tax  bUl;  » 
bill  to  provide  assistance  to  federally  im- 
pacted areas  in  school  oonstructkm;  a 
bill  for  which  I  was  coauthor  and  whkbti 
became  law  to  authorise  the  DIstrtet  ot 
Columbia  to  enter  into  civU-dcfense 
compacts— this  will  allow  oooperatloii 
betweoi  District  and  Maryland  nt^^^^ 

While  engaged  in  this  heavy  legisla- 
tive schedule,  our  ofllce  has  managed  to 
handle  the  problems  of  hundreds  of  reat- 
dents  of  the  Sixth  Ooogresslooal  Dia- 
triet  inndving  the  FedCTal  OovenuBcnt. 

We  are  grateful  to  the  people  of  tte 
Sixth  District  of  Maryland  Cor  tte  «p- 
portunity  to  serve  theas  and  tte  1 
as  a  Member  of  the  United  Stataa : 
of  R^resentatives. 


tmNaiiiiSiSiciiNAi.  PFmiir>_HnfTCF 


A  'U  ntijtf-    0/% 
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XnWSION.  or  J(EMARKS 


HON .  HtVni  PltlCE 


or 

WHitm,  AMgntt  29, 1954 

'"  lib.  VSaOL  Hr.  speaker,  ttie  83d 
OoQgnM  hu  eoaie  to  a  doee. 

It  «M  tbe  first  Hemiftncan-eontroBed 

OoBsreH  since  fibe  tOtti  Cdngress.    It 

;%as  tbe  first  BombBcan  COogresa  stzkce 

1939  to  aetve  under  a  RemibUcan  Presi- 

deob, 

XJt^fkJb  the  80th  CoDgiess.  the  83d 
OoDgrcsB  has  dven  no  one  JusUflcation 
to  refer  to  It  as  a  "do  uothixig"  Congress. 
As  a  matter  of  f  aet»  with  the  close  of  the 
aecand  session,  the  adtnlnlstration  lead- 
ers eould  Trery  properly  point  to  it  as 
having.  In  varying  degrees,  accomplished 
a  Igxge  portion  of  President  Baenhow- 
er*afaoimm.  It  was  an  active  Congress, 
fhoui^  dow  moving  throughout  tbe  first 
■fston  and  for  several  months  of  the 
final  session.  In  the  last  3  months,  how- 
ever.  it  became  a  bard-worUng  Con- 
gie»  tod  produced  a  fair  volume  of 

Saving  said  an  these  things,  however. 
I  do  not  wish  to  convey  the  Impression 
that  I  was  In  fun  agreement  with  every- 
thlns  done  in  the  83d  Congress.  Ifound 
It  necessary  at  times  to  vigorously  op- 
pose much  of  this  l^lslative  effort, 
.fgytally  when  It  tended  toward  the 
oftttme  mefiittoned  giveaway  program. 
I  did.  however,  support  a  great  deal  of 
the  administration's  prt^ram.  I  think 
the  vottng  record  of  the  83d  Congress 
will  show  that  I  probably  gave  more  sup- 
port to  the  Presidents  program  than 
many  of  my  Republican  ccdieagues  from 
the  8Ptate  of  Illinois.  This.  I  might  add. 
is  true  of  the  entire  Democratic  delega- 
tion from  the  State  of  Illinois. 


In  Its  aeeomplishments  and  achieve- 
ments, ttie  asd  Congress  could  take  ttttle 
credit  for  originality.  Most  of  its  major 
efforts  were  directed  toward  the  oon- 
tliwatton  of  programs  initiated  in  mwi- 
•ons  DoBoeratic  adminirtrations  under 
-PnsMent  Booeevdt  and  President  Tru- 
jnan.  Among  these  were:  The  Mutual 
Seeurltar  program,  housing  legislation. 
eapansian  of  social  security,  unemploy- 
menfe  Inaurance.  railroad  retirement, 
•lomie  energy,  vocational  rehabilitation. 
iMMpttal  eoDstructian,  public  health 
garaal-ln-aid.  reciprocal  trade  agree- 
■mbAs,  highway  construction,  and  ex- 
tension of  othier  programs  created  by 
DenoenMo  Congresses. 

I  euinot  think  at  a  single  program 
consMered  in  the  8Sd  Congress  which 
was  Inttlated  by  the  new  administration 
^Boept  its  giveaway  program,  such  as 
tMefaukto  eti,  the  Dixon-Tatea  oontimct, 
ndds  <m  national  porks  and  far^ts,  an- 
JMWHKied  new  policies  oo  redamatian,  br- 
and power,  and  timbertand 
Many  of  these  did  not  show 
vea  ia  the  final  box  score  of 
beeauae  an  admbilstrattve  vq- 
proaeh  was  und  to  ihsUtute  new  poli- 


cies in  ttaeie  fields,  which,  in  my  opinion, 
were  not  in  the  public  interest. 

Fteoiiently.  however,  as  in  tbe  timber- 
land  grab,  the  grasing  grab,  and  a  few 
other  grabs,  it  was  necessary  that  the 
groupa,  seeking  distribution  of  our  na- 
tional resoturces  to  private  interest,  bad 
to  come  to  Congress  to  get  what  they 
wanted.  And.  although  they  came  with 
White  Boose  approval,  we  were  able  to 
muster  sufflclent  support  to  defeat  their 
plans.  These  defeats  rightfully  should 
be  charged  against  the  President's  pro- 
gram. 

MtFUm.lTAIfS    OPFOSBD    BISSNBOWn 

Major  controversies  during  ^he  83d 
Congress  evolved  around  increasing  the 
debt  limit  and  tax  revision,  bousing, 
flexible  price  supports  in  agrtculture. 
Taft-Hartley  revision,  and  on  the  final 
form  most  of  the  legislation  previously 
mentioned  was  to  take.  In  most  of  the 
instances,  the  Democratic  minority  was 
found  8un?orting  the  request  of  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  while  the  obstacles  and 
major  opposition  to  many  of  hiai  propo- 
sals were  coming  from  within  bis  own 
party.  It  was  not  an  infrequenjt  situa- 
tion in  tbe  83d  Congress,  both  the  first 
and  second  session,  to  find  the  Demo- 
craU  carrying  the  baU  for  the  White 
Hoi;se  and  pushing  the  enactment  of  the 
worthwhile  sections  of  the  Prasident's 
program. 

The  box  score  on  the  success  of  Presi- 
dent Elsenhower's  program  during  the 
8Sd  Congress,  as  annoimced  by  the  White 
House,  is  most  certainly  open  to  chal- 
lenge. It  is  ridiculous  for  White  House 
aides  to  claim  that  nearly  all  the  legis- 
likticn  the  President  asked  for  was  en- 
acted, and  more  ridiculous  still  is  their 
claim  that  his  batting  average  in  this 
regard  was  .830  or  that  he  strack  out 
only  11  times  in  65  trles^as  his  press  sec- 
retary. James  C.  Hagerty.  stated. 

Actually,  little  of  the  President's  pro- 
gram was  enacted  in  the  form  he  re- 
quested. In  many  cases,  the  on^  simi- 
larity between  the  legislation  be  sug- 
gested and  the  final  bill  enacted  into 
law  was  the  title.  Throughout  beth  ses- 
sions of  the  Congress,  it  was  apparent 
that  administration  congressional  lead- 
ers eithei  were  not  dear  on  the  Presi- 
dent's position  on  housing,  social  secu- 
rity, atomic  energy,  reciprocal  trade 
agreements,  and  foreign  aid.  or  they  were 
careless  in  presenting  his  position  in 
floor  debate.  j 

■KMOCSATS  TOOK  ImTXATIVB 

In  many  cases,  the  action  of  both  the 
House  and  the  Senate  on  important  parts 
of  the  administration's  legislatite  pro- 
gram was  considered  in  the  Congk-ess  It- 
self as  defeats  for  the  administration. 
In  many  more  instances  the  Deniocratic 
min<»-ity  took  the  Initiative  to  save  major 
pcurts  of  the  President's  program.  On  at 
least  four  different  occasions  the  mi- 
nority embarrassed  Republican  leader- 
ship In  the  House  into  following  Demo- 
cratic efforts  to  enact  vital  sections  <rf 
legislation  reqiiested  by  the  President. 

It  was  noted  also  that  the  White  House 
claimed  credit  for  the  enactment  of  sev- 
eral pieces  of  veterans'  leglslatiod.  The 
record  will  show,  however,  that  ttie  ad- 
ministration vigorously  opposed  fihe  en- 
actmsnt  of  several  of  these  veterans' 


measures,  for  which  it  now  tnkes  credit, 
to  the  extent  of  threatening  veto.  The 
administration's  attitude  on  H.  R.  9030. 
p.  bill  to  increase  benefits  f^r  veterans 
was  such  as  to  draw  oondemi|ation  fnms 
the  National  Tribune,  regarfded  as  the 
voice  of  the  veterans  of  the  United  States. 
It  comes  in  poor  grace  now"  for  White 
House  aides  to  claim  any  credit  for  the 
veterans'  legislation  enacted '  during  the 
83d  Congress. 

In  retrospect,  reviewing  the  first  3  years 
of  the  new  administration,  lis  successes 
and  failures,  I  Intend  to  comment  herein 
principally  on  Its  legislative  program,  but 
I  do  not  feel  that  we  can  overlook  action 
early  in  the  present  administration  to 
create  tbe  "hard  dollar."  Mor  can  we 
overlook  the  failure  of  the  Republican 
administration  to  arrest  Inflationary 
trends  or  to  stop  the  rising  cob',  of  living. 

TALtTB  or  DOLLAS  SBCLI^SS 

Hearing  the  half-way  mirk  in  the 
Eisenhower  administration  ind  at  the 
end  of  the  first  Congress  during  that  ad- 
ministration, we  find  that  Uie  value  of 
the  dollar  is  at  its  lowest  mark  in  history 
and  living  costs  are  at  an  all-time  high. 
Quite  naturally,  these  portend  serious 
problems  for  the  administration  to  solve 
in  its  remaining  2  years.  Up  do  this  time, 
and  with  little  hope  for  success  in  ths 
future,  the  administration  has  not  been 
able  to  balance  the  budget. 

It  has  increased  the  natiopal  debt  to 
$18  billion,  which  they  seek  to  hide  with 
tricky  bookkeeping. 

Under  previous  methods  of  determin- 
ing the  public  debt,  a  $100  ssivings  bond 
was  charged  as  a  $100  obligation  of  the 
Federal  Government.  Under  the  Eisen- 
hower administration,  the  obligation  is 
chargred  as  a  $75  obligation  although  at 
its  maturity  the  Government  owes  the 
holder  of  that  bond  $100.  With  this 
bookkeeping  gimmick,  the  Eisenhower 
debt  of  $274  billion  would  be  1286  bUUon. 
$18  billion  greater  than  the  $268  billion 
debt  under  President  Truman. 

Undoubtedly  in  1952  numy  people 
turned  to  President  Eisenhower  for  lead- 
ership  with  the  feeling  that  he  could 
bring  unity  to  the  Nation  ^nd  to  the 
world.  These  must  be  sorfely  disap- 
pointed when  they  look  at  the  lack  of 
unity  and  the  steadily  increasing  con- 
flict among  the  nations  supposed  to  be 
allied. 

CONTTTSIOW  INSTEAD  OF  CONTtDINCS 

As  we  look  around  us  at  the  end  of  the 
83d  Congress,  we  see  that  the  grand 
hopes  of  our  people  and  of  friendly  peo- 
ple of  foreign  lands  have  been  crushed  in 
disillusionment.  We  witness  confusion 
instead  of  confidence.  We  See  dismay 
and  uncertainty.  Instead  of  pride  and 
courage.  We  have  lost  the  faiitlative  In 
foreign  policy,  and  we  have  seen  our  in- 
fluence diminish. 

Despite  boasts  of  a  firm  foreign  policy 
dressed  with  high-sounding  slogans,  we 
at  the  moment  see  the  European  Defense 
Community,  which  is  the  cornerstone  of 
the  NATO  program,  near  collapse.  It  is 
Ironical  that  the  build-up  of  WATO  and 
the  ground  work  of  EDC  was  one  of  the 
greatest  achievements  of  General  Eisen- 
hower, serving  under  appointment  of 
President  Truman. 
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But  tlM  lad  fact  is.  since  the  Bsen- 
hower  i  administration  took  over,  this 
Oovemoent  has  not  won  a  battle  on  a 
foreign  •liplomatic  front. 

NATioiTAi,  sacTTBirr 

As  a  Eiember  of  the  House  Committee 
cm  Armod  Services  and  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Atomic  Energy,  my  time  and 
interest  have  been  directed  principally 
to  matters  of  national  security. 

Durinir  the  first  session.  Congress  cut 
$5  billion  from  the  Air  Fbrce.  and  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  said  he  was  going 
to  econoioize  by  having  .fewer  war  planes, 
but  bette;*  defenses.  Senator  Russxll.  of 
Georgia,  'vas  prompted  to  suggest  that  we 
might  be  even  stronger  if  the  adminis- 
tration cut  $10  billion  from  the  Air  Force. 

In  the  1954  budget,  some  of  the  Air 
Force  strength  was  restored,  but  there 
were  still  cuts  in  the  defense  budget. 
These  wei-e  instituted  over  the  objections 
of  our  miUtary  leaders — whose  selection 
had  been  heralded  with  the  thought  of 
having  n(  w  men  take  a  New  Look  at  re- 
quirements. Following  the  unprece- 
dented a(  tion  of  having  the  Budget  Di- 
rector sit  in  on  sessions  of  the  National 
Security  Council,  the  dollar  philosophy 
overrode  Jie  safety  philosophy. 

The  19!>4  cut  was  sold  by  the  slogan- 
makers  as  giving  more  "bang  for  a 
buck."  and  being  a  "New  Look."  based 
upon  "instant,  massive  retaliatory"  pow- 
er. When  the  facts  were  closely  ana- 
lyzed, it  >itas  found  that  we  were  getting 
less  bang}  for  fewer  bucks;  that  our 
power  of  retaliation  was  decreased 
rather  then  increased. 

Events  :n  the  Far  East  of  last  spring 
brought  home  the  weaknesses  of  the  plan 
to  substitute  economy  for  safety  in  the 
defense.  Since  then  the  administration 
has  been  giving  the  New  Look  a  new 
look. 

Manpover  goals  destined  to  go  down, 
now  are  to  go  up. 

I>f  ense  spending  was  to  decline.  Now 
it  is  to  rise. 

The  Air  Force  was  to  have  fewer  fight- 
ing wings.  Now  It  Is  to  have  more  fight- 
ing wings — ^nearly  as  many  as  the  Tru- 
man adnt-nistration  said  were  needed. 

Universtil  miUtary  training  is  out  one 
day.  in  anc  ther,  and  denied  by  the  White 
House,  until  at  least  after  the  November 
elections. 

ATOMIC  KMOtOr 

In  the  field  of  atmnic  energy.  Congress 
provided  a  pretty  good  bill.  Except  in 
the  section  applying  to  international 
sharing  ol  materials,  the  bill  was  not 
the  one  re<iuested  by  the  administration. 
Domestically,  the  Repubbcan  leadership 
would  hav>}  gone  so  far  as  to  let  a  rela- 
tively few  private  interests  take  over 
Government  patents  on  atomic  energy, 
which  tnil:/  belong  to  the  taxpayers  who 
contribute*!  $10  bilUon  to  the  develop- 
ment of  this  sotutse  of  limitless  energy. 
Only  the  determined  efforts  of  the  Demo- 
crats In  Congress  prevented  this  policy 
being  written  into  law  as  a  part  of  the 
revised  atxnlc-energy  bill.  We  were 
given  a  last-minute  assist  from  the  Pres- 
ident. 

onrsAWAT  moir-TATB  contsact 
The   adrainlstration's   giveaway  pro- 
gram start<.Hi  early;  perhaps  the  first  bill 


to  go  through  the  «3d  Congress  was  one 
turning  over  to  a  few  coasUl  States  the 
offshore  oU  resources  that  are  properly 
tbe  property  of  all  the  people.  In  their 
seal  to  achieve  this  giveaway,  which  re- 
versed several  Supreme  Court  decisions. 
Congress  and  the  administration  went 
too  far  even  for  themselves.  They 
quickly  enacted  another  law  taking  back 
anything  beyond  the  continental  shelf. 

The  uUUty  interests  then  began  de- 
manding the  giveaway  of  the  Tennessee 
VaUey  Authority.  They  have  continued 
their  efforts,  azxl  finally  may  have  suc- 
ceeded in  the  form  of  an  indirect  attack. 
The  Dixon-Yates  contract  with  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  is  designed 
to  hamstring  TVA's  abUity  to  serve  as 
a  }rard8tick  for  electric-power  rates  I 
have  opposed  this  contract  because  I  do 
not  beUeve  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion should  be  used  for  this  purpose. 

The  Commission  has  enough  to  do  to 
handle  our  nuclear  weapons  and  atomic 
energy  program  for  peaceful  uses  with- 
out involving  Itself  hi  the  controversy 
over  power  policy. 

A  bold  attempt  was  made  to  give  away 
our  Umberlands.  but  fortunately  enough 
Members  of  Congress  saw  the  dangers 
to  stop  It.  Under  the  terms  of  this  bUl, 
cutover  timberland.  acquired  by  the  Gov- 
ernment in  connection  with  dams  or 
target  ranges,  would  have  paid  for  by 
an  equivalent  area  of  virgin  timberland 
from  the  national  forests.  At  present 
owners  of  such  land  are  reimbursed  in 
cash. 

Two  attempts  were  made  to  turn  over 
the  national  forests  to  the  big  cattle- 
grazing  interests,  but  this,  too,  was  de- 
feated. 

▼mXAK* 

Veterans  have  received  few  benefits 
from  this  Congress  and  from  the  ad- 
ministration. In  the  administration  of 
veterans'  affairs,  as  in  all  other  matters, 
the  administration  looks  at  the  dollar 
sign  rather  than  the  service  rendered. 
Appropriations  have  been  cut,  and  many 
needed  services  have  been  curtailed. 
The  administration  has  had  the  hospi- 
talization program  under  constant  at- 
tack. 

In  Congress,  in  response  to  great  de- 
mand to  enable  veterans,  widows,  and 
dependents  to  help  meet  rising  living 
costs,  the  Committee  on  Veterans'  Af- 
fairs—whwe  bipartisanship  actually 
workft—brought  out  a  bill,  H.  R.  9020.  It 
was  roadblocked  for  weeks  by  the  Re- 
publican leadership,  mho  used  the  threat 
of  a  veto.  They  finally  forced  the  com- 
mittee to  vastly  curtail  the  measure,  so 
that  millions  of  disabled  veterans,  as 
well  as  all  veterans  of  the  Spanish-Amer- 
ican War.  were  denied  increases.  Then 
it  was  brought  up  under  a  gag  rule,  so 
that  it  had  to  be  accepted  as  it  was.  or 
completely  rejected.  This  was  the  rea- 
son for  the  unprecedented  censure  in  the 
pages  of  the  National  Tribune. 

The  President  recommended,  and  Con- 
gress agreed,  that  the  day.  November  11, 
be  renamed  Veterans  Day. 
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Candidate  Elsenhower  told  the  Ameri- 
can Federation  of  Labor  that  he  thought 
certain  provisions  of  the  Taft-Hartley 
law  could  be  used  to  break  unions.    He 


promised  to  repeal  thcae  onlon-bustinff 
■ecUons.  In  Sqitember  1»53,  Ifitftln 
Durkin,  who  had  been  --rfgnirfl  the  Job 
of  eliminating  these  provlaionB.  rwlgnwl 
as  Secretary  of  Labor,  claiming  !ie  had 
been  douUecrosaed.  Wbeo  the  TUt- 
Hartley  recommendations  were  finallr 
sent  to  Congress,  tbe  sections  labor  felt 
were  union  busting  were  Intact.  Con- 
gress then  failed  to  act;  in  fact  only 
united  DemocraUc  ^ort  hi  the  Senate 
prevented  even  more  obnoxious  provi- 
sions from  being  written. 

ACUCTTLTinB 

Candidate  Elsenhower  told  an  audi- 
ence at  Brookings.  S.  Dak..  In  1962.  that 
the  Republican  Party  was  pledged  to  give 
the  farmer  100  percent  of  parity,  with 
the  guaranty  of  the  price  supports  of  90. 

In  June  of  this  year  the  President  told 
a  news  conference  he  never  implied  or 
Insinuated  any  such  thing. 

Meanwhile,  he  and  his  Secretary  of 
Agrlciilture.  Ezra  Taft  Benson,  were 
asUng  for  a  flexible  support  system. 
with  the  minimum  of  75  percent  of 
parity.  When  Congress  gave  him  a  bill 
putting  price  supports  at  fxtnn  83Vi  to 
90  percent,  he  and  his  White  House  aids 
proclaimed  a  victory. 

Had  no  bill  been  written,  the  Presi- 
dent  would  have  had  his  75  to  90  percent 
of  parity. 

The  administration,  which  campaigned 
so  ardently  against  what  it  caUed  tbe 
socialistic  Brannan  plan,  recommended 
a  Brannan  plan  for  wool,  and  pomts  to 
this  measure  as  a  victory. 

Secretary  Benson  told  a  congreasIOQal 
committee  that  the  Nation  can  remain 
prosperous  with  farmers  receiving  a 
gradually  declining  percentage  of  na- 
tional income.  He  said  this  Just  a  few 
weeks  after  he  had  reduced  the  price  of 
dahy  products  by  20  points,  although 
there  was  no  correspondingly  large 
decrease  in  the  price  to  tbe  consiuner. 

One  of  the  early  acts  of  the  new  ad- 
ministration was  to  wreck  the  Soil  Con- 
servation Service  by  a  reorganiiatlon 
which  left  much  of  the  work  up  to  indi- 
vidual States.  This  resulted  in  the  loss 
of  most  of  the  highly  trained  e3q>ert8  in. 
this  field  from  the  program. 

The  1954  drought,  which  InxMight  suf- 
fering to  Illinois  farmers,  dramatically 
highlighted  the  need  for  a  program 
which  would  assure  an  ever-normal 
reservoir  of  water,  one  of  the  goals  of 
a  well-rounded  soil-conservatkm  pn>- 
gram. 

SSIWISITI 


The  social-security  expansion  bill  was 
the  major  highlight  of  the  positive  aetkm 
of  the  Congress,  but  in  ps  wring  this  leg- 
islation the  President  was  dealt  a  blow. 
for  the  congressional  leadership  failed  to 
achieve  his  goal  of  increasing  coverage 
by  10.500.000. 

We  of  the  minority,  however,  wel- 
comed the  final  endorsement  <rf  this  pro- 
gram by  the  Republicans.  When  this 
program  was  instituted  by  the  Rooaevelt 
admhiistration  m  1934.  it  was  met  by  Re- 
pubUcan  cries  of  "socialism"  and  "radi- 
calism." Every  Republican  on  the  Ways 
Means  Committee  in  1934  voted  to  kill 
the  bill.  The  Repuldican  pfaitforts  of 
1936  contained  a  plank  promising  to 
repeal  the  law. 
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zstei  benefits. 


.  no  lass  cf  «q«ICy  f  or  tbe 
toteHy  dtebtod.  and 

Of  %tm  wdfore  procnun 
wi^.  The  Iwalth  lein- 
[  was  dofcotod:  while  the 
hWMing  protram  was  Tirtoally  emaseu- 
Tlie  RresldeBt  had  reauerted  a 
publie-boualns  procram 
-a<MtO»i  BBtts  a  year  for  4  years.  Dcmo- 
crata  tried  desperatdly  to  save  this  impo- 
gram;  the  best  that  could  be  accom- 
pilsbed  was  35.000  units  for  1  year.  The 
txkSkj  language  of  the  Mil  Is  such,  how- 
cnrer.  ttiat  only  a  very  smaU  portion  of 
fbeae  needed  homes  win  ever  be  con- 
stmeted. 

aehocd  construction  legislation,  inom- 
tsed  by  Candidate  Eiaenhawer»  was  not 
even  reoouunended  by  the  adnainistra- 
tlon.  deq;»ite  a  survey  by  the  Ofllee  of 
Education,  showing  the  need  for  345,000 
new  elassToams. 

Anthortsations  to  expand  grants  in  aid 
for  health  services,  vocational  rehabill- 
tatioa  and  hospital  construction  were 
enacted.  Much  of  this  worthwhile  pro- 
gram— idl  of  it  carrying  out  legldation 
adfifited  by  the  previous  Democratic  ad- 
ministrations— ^was  negated  by  budget 
eatr. 

.    TmADX  NOT  AXD 

The  Republicans  in  1953  offered  a 
esteby  phrase,  'Trade,  not  aid."  m  or- 
der to  carry  out  this  program,  the  Presi- 
dent fbrwarded  a  comprehensive  foreign 
trade  Wl  to  the  Congress,  which  pro- 
vided for  a  3-year  extension  of  the  Re- 
ciprocal Ttade  Agreements  Act  (a  Dem- 
ocratic program) .  and  asked  for  permis- 
sloai  to  further  reduce  tariffs.  The  best 
he  could  obtain  was  a  flat  1-year  exten- 
sion, and  the  threat  was  made  that  he 
probably  would  not  get  more  than  that 
next  year.  if.  in  fact  the  Republican 
leadership  did  not  repeal  the  whole  pro- 
pyn.  This  has  been  one  of  the  vic- 
tories Maimed  by  the  White  House  staff. 

The  extension  adopted  by  the  Con- 
gressdoes  nothing  to  further  the  expor- 
tation of  ftmn  products,  of  which  we 
have  a  surplus,  nor  does  it  provide  any 
means  of  correcting  inequities  tn  the 
•dminlstration  of  the  law  which  have 
been  hannfid  to  such  Indus  tiles  as  coal 
and  chemicals. 

XAX  BSVX810K  \ 

Individual  income-tax  reductions  went 
&ito  effect  at  the  beginning  of  1954.  They 
were  autoesatic.  having  been  provided 
for  In  a  law  passed  by  a  Democratic  Con- 
gress and  awroved  Xns  a  Democratic 
President.  The  83d  Congress  adopted  a 
fesx-revision  law,  wUch  provided  for 
some  worthwhile  reductions,  and  which 
I  supported.  I  Joined,  however,  the  Dem- 
ocratic effort  to  increase  the  personal 
exemptions  of  Individual  taxpayers  which 
would  have  greatly  increased  general 
consumer  purchasing  power. 


rAL  AMS 


FAT 


Bouse  and  Senate  Membos  were  prac- 
tically unanimous  in  approving  a  5-per- 
cent pay  raise  for  aU  Federal  employees 
InchidlBg  all  emirioyees  in  the  postal 
•erviee.  It  was  vetoed,  however,  by 
PrcBldokt  EisMihower  because  it  did  not 
carry  with  it  postal  rate  increases.   Con- 


gress had  refused  to  Increase  postal  rates 
at  the  request  of  Postmaster  Oeneral 
Summerfield,  particularly  due  to  opposi- 
tion to  any  increase  in  first-clats  mail 
rates.  j 


On  the  whole  it  would  seem  thai  claims 
of  administration  victory  fall  far  short 
when  it  is  remembered  that  the  foUow- 
ing  major  proposals  were  rejected  by  the 
Congireas: 

First.  Revision  of  the  Taft-Hartley 
Jjabor  Act. 

Second.  Statehood  for  Hawaii  and 
Alaska. 

Third.  Trade,  not  aid. 

Fourth.  Health  insurance. 

Fifth.    Eighteen-year-old  votes, 

Sixth.  Internal  security  proposals. 

Of  all  the  bills  enacted  in  the  program, 
even  those  which  were  watered  down  by 
compromise,  only  five  fall  into  the  cate- 
gory of  positive  law.  These  were  the 
tidelands  bill;  the  emergency  refugee 
act — the  beneficial  effects  of  whioh  have 
been  negated  by  the  investigative  zeal  of 
ScoU  McLeod  in  the  State  Department; 
the  St.  Lawrence  waterway — long  advo- 
cated by  the  Democratic  administra- 
tions; the  tax  revision  law;  and  the  anti- 
Oommunist  bill.  This  last  bill  ^as  not 
requested  by  the  administration  but  was 
enacted  under  the  leadership  of  the 
Democrats  in  Congress  and  is  a  stiff  er  bill 
thsji  that  requested  by  the  White  House. 

One  thing  stands  crystal  cleat  about 
the  83d  Cozigress.  While  it  spent  many 
hours  in  oratory  denouncing  the  Roose- 
velt and  Tnmian  administrations,  it  did 
not.  during  2  entire  sessions,  seek  to  re- 
peal 1  piece  of  welfare  legislation  initi- 
ated under  Democratic  administration. 

For  political  reasons  they  have  not 
dared  to  make  a  direct  approach,  but 
have  chose,  rather,  to  wreck  theSe  pro- 
grams by  the  indirect  method  o|  with- 
holding appropriations,  or  feet  dragging 
in  the  administrative  level. 

Scaator  Wiley  lausU  Foreign  Aid  Is  a 

Bargain   For   Wisceasia    Taxpayers — 

,  I  Do  Not  Agree 


I 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 


or 


HON.  UWRENCE  H.  SMITH 

or  WISCONSIN 

IN  THE  BOUSE  OP  REPRESENTAlTVES 

Friday.  August  20.  1954 

Ut.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, my  good  friend  and  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Wisconsia,  Mr. 
WiiET,  has  replied  to  my  statemenMn 
the  RxcoRD  on  August  5.  In  it  I  called 
attention  to  an  extended  statement  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  by  him  in  which 
he  asserted  that  the  foreign-aid  p]X>gram 
was  a  highly  profitable  scheme  lor  the 
people  of  Wisconsin  and  the  Nation. 

I  pointed  out.  Mr.  Sp^iker,  that  it  was 
true  some  business  firms  in  Wisconsin 
did  secure  some  contracts  for  goods  and 
services,  thus  giving  employment  to  their 
employees  but  notwithstanding,  Wiscon- 
sin taxpayers  paid  out  $2  for  every  dollar 
received  under  the  for«gn-aid  program. 


The  Senator  did  not  answer  tl|at  charge, 
except  to  say  that  it  was  not  pi  new  one 
and  has  been  repeated  many  times. 

He  then  proceeds  to  mention  many  in- 
tangible benefits  of  "what  niight  have 
happened"  if  we  had  not  engaged  in  this 
great  giveaway  program. 

Nor  does  he,  Mr.  Speaker,  meet  the 
main  contention  of  my  argument,  that 
although  foreign  aid  has  cost  the  United 
States  more  than  $00  billion  that  com- 
munism still  marches  on.  Twelve  million 
Indochinese  have  just  disappeared  be- 
hind the  Iron  Curtain  while  American 
military  equipment  is  about  to  be  seized 
by  the  same  Communists  and  in  the  last 
3  years  $2  billion  of  American  dollars 
have  gone  down  the  drain.  And  it  will 
be  only  a  matter  of  a  few  months  when 
all  of  Indochina  will  be  lost  to  the  free 
world. 

Prance  and  Italy,  the  Senator  says, 
might  have  succumbed  to  c<>mmunism 
but  they  have  not.  Well,  there  Is  con- 
siderable doubt  about  that  statement. 
Italy  teeters  on  the  brink  of  commu- 
nism— the  Communists  are  so  powerful 
that  they  control  all  labor  Unions  and 
the  Oovemment  is  impotent  to  proceed 
against  them. 

And  Prance,  Mr.  Speaker,  which  is  the 
key  to  the  NATO  organization,  backed  so 
strongly  by  the  United  States,  is  at  the 
mercy  of  the  Commiuiists.  They  have 
succeeded  in  preventing  approval  of  the 
European  Defense  Community  and  it 
now  appears  that  EDC  is  on  the  rocks. 

How  can  it  be  said  that  France  and 
Italy  have  successfully  prevented  d<uni- 
nation  by  tlie  Reds?  In  outward  appear- 
ances only  is  that  true.  Prance  and  Italy 
are  not  presently  on  the  Soviet  time- 
table, not  until  all  of  Asia  is  safely  under 
control  of  the  godless  Communists. 

American  dollars.  Mr.  Speaker,  are  not 
the  answer  to  this  problem.  Public  offi- 
cials and  private  citizens  in  untold  niun- 
bers  who  have  been  abroad  have  said 
that  the  foreign-aid  program  is  not 
meeting  its  objective.  We  cannot  help 
people  who  do  not  want  to  be  helped. 
Nor  will  dollars  buy  friends.  Oh  yes, 
there  are  many  countries  that  want  our 
money  but  without  strings  attached. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  issue  of  communism  is 
a  political  one.  It  is  not  prin^rily  eco- 
nomic or  military  and  until  we  realize 
those  facts,  American  dollars  are  going 
down  a  rathole. 

In  the  matter  of  following  the  Presi- 
dent, who  is  the  leader  of  my  party.  I 
can  only  say  that  I  opposed  this  policy 
when  a  Democrat  was  in  tjhe  White 
House.  My  respectful  disagreement  with 
the  President  and  with  my  good  friend. 
Senator  Wilky,  is  based  on  ttxe  convic- 
tion that  the  foreign-aid  program  has 
not  and  is  not  now  suceeding.  Time 
only  will  tell.  I  realize,  too.  that  Mr. 
WiLET  has  supported  the  program  under 
Mr.  Truman  as  well  as  under  Mr.  Eisen- 
hower, and  he  no  doubt  is  convinced  that 
foreign  aid  is  doing  a  good  Job.  We  are 
in  respectful  disagreement. 

Mr.  Speaker,  do  we  provide  hope  to 
enslaved  millions,  as  the  Senator  has 
said?  I  do  not  agree.  Every  day  there 
are  reports  that  our  allies  and.  yes,  the 
United  States,  through  Mr.  Stassen  are 
actively  engaged  in  a  drive  to  do  busi- 
ness with  Russia  and  its  satellites.    The 
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friendly  imderground  movement  In  those 
countries  are  alarmed  over  the  prospect 
that  war  material  will  begin  to  flow  to 
the  industrial  machine  that  is  building 
weapons  and  ammunition  to  put  down 
the  underground  and  ultimately  to  be 
used  againi)t  our  own  armies. 

What  an-  we  doing  to  encourage  these 
people?  Oar  State  Department  has  re- 
fused to  consider  breaking  off  diplomatic 
relationshliw.  No.  our  policy  seems  to 
be  that  wo  will  do  business  with  the 
Communists,  as  usual.  Britain,  France, 
and  Germany  are  all  striving  for  in- 
creased trade  with  the  Reds. 

There  Is  very  little  encouragement  for 
the  underground  under  these  circxmi- 
stances. 

Mr.  Speaier,  yes,  Wisconsin  is  willing 
to  pay  its  share  toward  foreign  aid.  It 
has  no  other  choice.  But  the  people  of 
Wisconsin  ind  in  all  the  other  States 
should  have  an  opportunity  to  express 
themselves  on  this  issue. 

In  a  verj'  recent  poll  of  my  constit- 
uents, I  atiked  the  question  of  their 
attitude  on  the  foreign-aid  program. 
Result:  Yes.  443;  no,  828.  Statewide,  I 
believe  the  same  results  would  prevail. 

And  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  it  is  quite 
significant,  as  one  attempts  to  analyze 
the  sentiment  of  the  pe<H>le  of  Wiscon- 
sin on  this  subject,  to  note  that  the  vote 
in  the  Wisconsin  delegation  to  CongreEs 
was  8  to  4  .igainst  the  foreign-aid  pro- 
gram. 


CoflUBemsra  mmi  die  Adnitsion  of  Red 
Ckks  to  tkc  Uaited  Nations 


EXTE3>TSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  LOUIS  C.  RABAUT 

or  MICHIGAN 

IN  THE  HC<DSB  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

FYiday,  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  much 
as  any  time  in  the  history  of  our  Nation 
and  the  lon{;  course  of  its  extcmai  rela- 
tions with  neighbor  countries  of  the 
world,  we  are  being  called  mx>n  con- 
tinually to  adjust  our  thinking  to  the 
changing  pivce  of  international  events. 
We  su-e  face<i — as  the  leader  of  the  free- 
world  alliaxce — with  the  necessity  for 
maintenance  of  peace  and  security. 
Cognizant  of  our  strength,  it  is  to  us 
that  our  less  fortunate  friends  have 
turned,  for  assistance  in  the  age-old  bat- 
tle against  the  ravages  of  hunger  and 
poverty,  and  the  diseases  of  despotism 
which  woxdc  crush  the  spirits  and  warp 
the  minds  oi'  all  mankind. 

In  the  field  of  foreign  affairs  the  prob- 
lem hauntln?  us  today  is  unquestionably 
godless  comoiunlsm.  Its  poisoned  ten- 
tacles seek  to  pervade  the  lives  and  way 
of  life  of  e^'ery  human  upon  the  face 
of  this  eartli.  It  feasts  upon  weakness 
and  indecision.  It  preys  especially  upon 
those  who  have  little  of  this  world's  pos- 
sessions, pnimlslng  always  the  millen- 
nium and  milking  pajmient  ever  in  terms 
of  himian  slavery,  torture,  and  anxiety. 
Its  argument,  is  a  compelling  and  persua- 
sive one,  yet  a  so-called  logic  which,  car- 
ried to  its  correct  and  final  conclusion, 
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denies  the  freedom  of  men's  mhids  and 
wills  and  substitutes  therefor  an  all- 
thinking  and  an-provlding  state.  It  is 
a  highly  malignant  cancer  which  may 
strike  all  of  us  down. 

There  are  many  areas  of  the  world  In 
which  this  global  conspiracy  is  at  work. 
Hardly  a  day  passes  by  in  which  we  do 
not  hear  of  some  new  Red  atrocity  or 
do  not  become  painfully  aware  of  some 
new  Communist  tension  or  aggression. 
Working  in  the  shadows  of  human  indif- 
ference and  ignorance,  it  woos  and  wins 
by  lies  and  trickery  what  it  has  failed 
to  subjugate  by  force  of  arms. 

To  many  Americans,  one  of  the  most 
brazen,  though  certainly  not  the  latest 
act  of  Communist  efTrontery,  is  the  at- 
tempt by  the  Red  China  "peoples'  re- 
public" of  Peiping  to  gain  admission  into 
the  United  Nations.  Many  of  its  friends 
have  argued  that  it  is  in  the  interests  of 
world  peace  that  this  be  done.  However, 
a  look  at  Red  China's  record  can  only 
serve  to  convince  us  otherwise. 

It  has  been  almost  5  years  since  the 
Communists  seized  power  in  China. 
Since  that  time,  and  with  a  ruthless  dis- 
patch, they  have  moved  to  wipe  out  all 
vestige  of  political  freedom  for  their  op- 
ponents. In  November  of  1950.  without 
cause  or  reason,  they  turned  loose  into 
Blorea  hundreds  of  thousands  of  troops, 
who  engaged  the  United  Nations  and 
Republic  of  Korea  In  battle.  The  Chi- 
nese were  supplied  with  munitions  and 
materiel  by  the  Soviets.  If  there  could 
have  been  any  questions  about  the  peace- 
ful tendencies  of  the  Mao-Tse-Tung 
regime  before  this,  the  invasion  of  Korea 
dlspeUed  those  doubts. 

As  a  result  of  this  open  and  unpro- 
voked act  of  hostility  the  Red  Chinese 
were  branded  as  aggressors  by  the 
United  Nations. 

Since  the  conclusion  of  the  Korean 
armistice,  on  July  27.  1953.  there  hsts 
been  little  indication  that  the  Peiping 
government  has  changed  its  views,  in- 
temationallywise.  in  any  important  re- 
spect. 

It  supported  the  Communist  inspired 
and  led  Viet  Minh  army  in  its  predatory 
moves  against  the  rightful  Indochina 
States  of  Cambodia,  Vietnam,  and  Laos. 

It  has  given  aid  and  comfort  to  the 
divisive  and  subversive  forces  of  Com- 
munist guerrillas  in  nations  within  the 
southeast  Asian  sphere. 

It  has  maltreated  and  humiliated,  on 
many  occasions,  nationals  from  foreign 
nations  who  had  the  misfortune  to  be 
detained  within  China's  borders. 

The  Red  Chinese  have  continued,  un- 
abated, their  campaign  of  hate  against 
the  United  States  ainl  other  Asian  and 
western  nations  with  whom  we  have 
allied  ourselves  in  the  furtherance  of 
peace. 

They  have  violated,  ctmsistently  and 
with  a  shameless  lack  of  concern,  many 
of  the  solemn  provisions  of  the  Korean 
Armistice. 

Following  that  truce  meeting,  and  in 
direct  and  diametrical  contravention  of 
its  terms,  they  have  stjrmied  the  neutral 
Nations  Supervisory  Commission  in  the 
work  which  had  been  assigned  to  it  in 
North  Korea.  They  have  made  a  mini- 
mum and  disruptive  effort  to  carry  into 
effect  the  provisions  of  the  armistice 


with  regard  to  the  holding  of  the  politi. 
cal  conference,  which  would  have  dealt 
with  smne  of  the  many  proUems  which, 
following  the  Korean  conflict,  remained 
to  be  settled.  The  Reds  did  everythinc 
in  their  power  to  block  the  sucoeasful 
accompUshment  of  that  aspect  of  the 
agreement  pertaining  to  n<»repatrlated 
priaoners  of  war. 

Those  in  authority  In  the  Peijrfng  gov- 
ernment have  demonstrated,  In  the 
clearest  and  most  unmistakeaMe  of 
terms,  that  they  are  not  to  be  trusted 
and  that  to  them  the  honor  which  civil- 
ized men  attach  to  a  solemn  promise  is 
worth  nothing. 

Of  greater  importance  than  aU  these 
considerations  is  the  fact  that  the  Com- 
munists do  not  represent  the  millions 
who  populate  their  country.  Order. 
such  as  it  is,  is  maintained  there  only  by 
the  strongest  and  most  stringent  type  of 
controls,  and  police  action.  Property, 
belonging  to  both  native  Chinese  and  to 
foreigners  has  been  confiscated.  The 
family,  basic  unit  of  society  that  It  is, 
has  been  attacked  with  an  increased  and 
malevolent  dedication.  To  the  author- 
ities there,  human  life  and  liberty  are  the 
cheapest  of  commodities. 

It  is  e^jecially  important  to  Ameri- 
cans that  they  take  an  increased  notice 
of  this  attempt  by  the  Red  Chinese  to 
"shoot"  their  way  into  the  council  haDs 
of  the  United  Nations.  It  is  important 
because  efforts  will  be  made,  at  ttie  time 
that  or?anizati<m  convenes  eaitv  this 
fall,  to  plead  the  unholy  cause  of  its  ad- 
mission. It  is  alarming,  for  the  United 
Nati<ms  was  originally  set  up  as  an  in- 
ternational group  dedicated  to  woiid 
peace. 

Red  China's  friends,  however,  will  say 
that  we  must  face  reaUty.  To  them  we 
say  that  if  we  would  truly  face  reality. 
we  would  realize,  in  our  heart  of  hearts. 
that  there  can  be  no  dealing  with  the 
Communists  on  an  honoraMe,  brother- 
to-brother  basis.  The  Iron  and  Bamboo 
Curtains  which  move  farther  and  far- 
ther over  the  earth  each  day  leave  with- 
in their  awful  confines  many  peoples  and 
nations  who  believed  the  promises  which 
communism  made  and  reached  for  the 
sugar-coated  delights  which  communins 
has  always  offered  to  the  unwary  and  the 
guileless. 

We  cannot  compromise  nor  bargain 
nor  coexist  with  communism. 

No  amount  of  rationalizatton  or  pres- 
sxire  should  compel  us  to  admit  Red 
China  to  the  United  Nations.  In  every 
agreement  to  which  the  Reds  have  be- 
come a  signatory  party,  th^  have  vio- 
lated their  word.  Th^  have  been 
branded  as  aggressors,  and  are  stUl,  actu- 
ally, at  war  with  the  very  groiq;)  to  which 
they  se^  admission.  In  Korea  and  IdOo- 
china  they  have  perpetrated  the  most 
unbelievable  atrocities.  Murder,  pil- 
lage, and  attack  upon  unarmed  and  de- 
fenseless peoples  are  their  nmrmal  stand- 
ards of  btiiavior. 

And  even  so.  for  sake  of  trade  consid- 
erations, or  for  lack  of  moral  strength 
and  courage,  many  nations  would  do 
business  with  them,  even  upon  au^ 
terms  as  the  Reds  themselves  lay  down. 

The  Commimist  Chinese  have  shown 
neither  the  abili^  nor  the  dl^josition 
to  put  aside  their  warlike  tendencies  and 
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idMicfev  nonnalt  etvUiMd  iiil«i  of  human 


W«  would  f»a  to  kMp  faith  with 
thai*  of  our  aona  who  died  on  Korean 
aafl  in  deTanae  <tf  Ireedom—aoofte  of  them 
the  ▼tettaai  of  the  moat  unuttarafale  bru- 
tality and  mlculatwl  murder—were  we 
to  allow  PiMng'a  repreeentatlvee  to  en- 
ter Into  tbe  oondavea  and  couasUs  of 
the  United  Matione. 

It  would  be  the  gravest  ci  mlHtekw  to 
permit  the  entry  of  Red  China  into  the 
United  Nations,  there  to  Impede  and  dis- 
rupt the  cause  of  peace  to  wtakdi  that  in- 
ternational arganlzation  professes,  above 
all.  to  be  dedicated. 

At  ttiis  time  a  matter  of  such  para- 
mount importance  merits  the  thoughtful 
refleetion  and  consideration  of  every 
logral  American. 


My  Record  k  the  83d  Ceagiess 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  EDWARD  J.  BONIN 

or  raamtrwkMVi. 
nf  TBX  BOU8B  OF  RBPUKUEMTATTVES 

Friday,  August  20. 1954 

Mr.  BONIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  dose 
of  my  first  term  in  the  House  of  iRepre- 
sentMives  I  talce  this  means  to  report  to 
my  ooDstltuents.  The  pecH^  of  Luseme 
County  elected  me  to  oHlce  because  they 
wanted  a  change  from  what  th^  had.  I 
feel  that  it  is  now  my  ^ty  to  tell  them 
what  I  have  cione,  and  equally  iauwr- 
tant,  what  I  have  not  done. 

It  has  been  a  great  honor  for  me  to  be 
a  Member  of  the  Republican  8Sd  Con- 
gress. In  spite  of  a  slim  OOP  majority, 
we  have  accompUahed  more  in  2  years 
than  any  Congress  before  us.  The  task 
has  not  been  easy.  It  has  involved  long 
hours  of  work  and  little  relsaation.  I 
have  probably  seen  less  of  Washington 
than  most  tourists.  However,  the  record 
we  achieved  is  well  worth  the  effort  put 
into  it.  We  can  truthfully  announce 
that  over  90  percent  ci  our  campaign 
promises  have  been  ouusted  into  law 
during  the  first  half  of  the  President's 
term.  Ike's  program,  which  I  have  sup- 
ported, has  been  truly  dynamic  and 
energetic. 

During  the  first  session  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress the  Republican  Party  was  smeared 
by  its  cq^pcments  as  the  "do-nothing 
party  with  the  do-nothing  Congress." 
They  could  not  have  been  more  wrong. 
This  slogan  backfired  in  their  faces.  In- 
deed, the  press  has  consistently  referred 
to  tte  2d  session  of  the  8Sd  Congress  as 
the  "get  it  done"  Congress.  We  did  not 
rush  into  hasty  measures  merely  to  get 
our  names  in  the  newspapers.  Instead, 
we  spent  almost  an  entire  jrear  in  study 
and  thoughtful  planning.  This  year  the 
planning  bore  fruit  in  the  tremendous 
legislative  accompUshments  of  the  Re- 
publican Party. 

IMOtKLATlTm  AOOOMPUnnCBrTa 

The  primary  Job  of  a  Congressman  is 
to  pass  the  laws  necessary  to  preaerve 
the  national  well-being.  We  have  dcme 
that  Job.  The  economy  and  efficiency 
achieved  by  the  83d  Congress  ia  only  a 
&mall  example  of  what  can  and  will  be 


done  in  the  future.  We  have  kept  our 
campaign  pledges.  The  Korean  "police 
action"  has  been  stopped;  the  mad 
spending  spree  and  giveaway  program 
has  come  to  a  halt;  inflation  has  been 
checked  without  a  nationwide  depres- 
sion—although the  anthracite  industry 
in  our  area  has  been  sick  for  many  years, 
it  now  appears  that  some  real  help  will 
soon  restore  its  place  in  our  national 
economy  through  the  export  ot  coal  to 
E^m^ean  countries — the  national  de- 
fense has  been  streamlined  and  we  are 
receiylng  more  protection  for  much  less 
money;  social  security,  railroad  retire- 
ment, and  veterans'  benefits  lifive  been 
liberalized;  fringe  benefits  for  Federal 
employees  have  been  greatly  increased; 
home  ownership  has  been  made  easier; 
tie  program  for  starting  new  public 
works,  discontinued  by  the  Demi)crats  in 
1950.  has  been  revitalized  with  Luzerne 
County  receiving  a  share;  the  absiird 
high  parity  for  western  millionaire 
wheatgrowers  has  been  equalized  in  an 
atteippt  to  lower  food  prices;  some  sur- 
plus foods  have  been  distributed  to  im- 
employed  families,  and  plans  are  under 
way  to  expand  this  program;  a  record- 
breaking  highway-construction  program 
has  been  approved,  with  Pennsylvania 
receiving  a  grant  of  $38,513,000;  foreign 
aid  has  been  wisely  reduced;  the  budget 
has  been  brought  closer  to  balance  by 
careful  expenditure  and  economy  with- 
out reducing  services;  the  Government 
is  getting  out  of  business  and  such  cor- 
rupt institutions  as  the  RFC  are  ilnished ; 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  has  been  revised 
to  allow  citizens  to  receive  the  blessings 
of  atomic  energy  without  harming  the 
security  of  the  Nation ;  Communists  and 
security  risks  have  been  expelled  from 
the  Government;  loyal  and  honest  Indi- 
viduals have  been  appointed  to  Govern- 
ment positions;  and  an  aggressive  for- 
eign policy  has  recouped  many  of  the 
former  administration's  blunders. 

TAX   LXCISLATIOir 

The  Republican  Congress  reduced 
taxes  by  $7,400,000,000.  This  is  the  larg- 
est sbigle  tax  cut  in  the  history  of  the 
world.  It  is  a  very  detailed  piece  of 
legislation,  which  revised  the  entire  code 
of  internal  revenue  laws.  The  Hepubli- 
can  Congress  was  able  to  reduce  your 
taxes  by  reducing  the  Truman  badget  by 
813  billion  and  by  plugging  former  loop- 
holes which  enabled  large  industries  and 
wealthy  taxpayers  to  evade  paying  their 
full  share.  I  am  now  preparing  an  ex- 
planaticm  of  this  law  for  distribution 
to  you. 

rpUXXGK  POLICT 

The  Republican  administration  has 
supidanted  former  appeasement  policies 
with  new  and  vigorous  stands.  We 
ended  the  war  in  Korea.  We  averted  a 
war  in  Indochina  without  involving  a 
single  American  soldier  and  without  giv- 
ing up  territory  not  already  lost.  On 
the  other  hand,  we  are  attempting  to  re- 
deem the  tragedies  of  Yalta  and  Pots- 
dam. Every  effort  is  being  made  to  aid 
the  people  of  Poland,  Lithuania.  Hun- 
gary, Eastern  Germany,  and  other  coun- 
tries to  maintain  their  faith  in  Ood  and 
democracy.  We  have  vowed  that  we  will 
not  surrender  them  completely  to  Com- 
munist subjugation  but  will  take  every 
step   possible    to    peacefully    raise    the 


bloody  heel  of  bolfihevlsm.  from  their 
backs. 

BOX  SCOKB 

What  we  have  not  done  i^  just  as  im- 
portant as  what  we  have  done.  The  Re- 
publican Party  lias  not  succumbed  to  the 
Communist  hoax.  We  ha^  prevented 
the  attempt  of  New  Dealers  to  social- 
ize medicine  and  other  phas^  of  Ameri- 
can life.  We  have  not  allowed  the  Fed- 
eral Government  to  spend  u|  to  destruc- 
tion with  lavish  giveaway  programs  to 
false  foreign  friends.  We  jhave  elimi- 
nated the  practice  of  paying  pB^eral  em- 
ployees a  full  day's  wage  for,  a  few  hours 
work.  We  have  not  accepted  any  mink 
coats  or  deep  freezers.  And  we  have  not 
paid  spies  high  salaries  that  they  might 
eat  well  while  they  stole  pvki  secrets. 
Nor  have  we  knowingly  hired  or  pro- 
moted any  spies  or  subversives. 

What  is  our  box  score?  The  ^Repub- 
lican 83d  Congress  batted  aa  average  of 
almost  .950  on  campaign  pledges  and 
major  legislation,  leaving  the  past  Demo- 
cratic Congress — whose  average  was  only 
.420— well  in  the  cellar. 

COMMTrm  ASSIGNMZ9TS 

In  my  first  2  years  here.  I  have  served 
on  four  different  congressional  commit- 
tees. According  to  veteran  Congress- 
men, this  is  quite  unusual,  as  new  Con- 
gressmen generally  receive  only  one  com- 
mittee post.  I  was  quite  hctiored  when 
one  old  and  distinguished  Member  of 
Congress  told  me :  "Your  exoessive  num- 
ber of  committee  assignmentis  Is  a  fitting 
tribute  to  your  reliability,  reaponsibility. 
integrity  and  willingness  to  serve  your 
people."  I  have  endeavored  to  do  no 
more  than  to  give  Luzerne  .County  my 
best  in  this  job  and  I  am  highly  encour- 
aged that,  through  me,  Luzame  County 
is  honored  by  such  statements.  How- 
ever, I  am  not  a  vain  man  and  wish  no 
greater  reward  save  that  of  knowing  that 
I  have  fulfilled  the  obligations  I  assumed 
when  I  came  to  Washington. 

My  first  conunittee  assignment  was  the 
Post  OfDce  and  Civil  Service  Committee. 
This  committee  has  been  very  busy  with 
salary  proposals  and  position  reclassifi- 
cation programs  for  the  2,600,000  Fed- 
eral employees.  These  measmres  re- 
quired months  of  study  and  debate. 
This  committee  also  initiated  the  action 
which  deprived  Alger  Hiss  and  other 
traitors,  employed  by  the  Democratic 
administration,  of  their  pension  rights. 
While  the  salary  increase  was  vetoed  by 
the  President  this  year,  the  fringe  ben- 
efits provided  in  other  bills  should  prove 
a  real  boon  to  the  career  official  whether 
he  be  a  civil  servant  or  a  mailman. 

The  Veterans'  Affairs  Committee,  my 
second  post,  dealt  with  all  of  the  legis- 
lation concerning  our  veterans.  Much 
detailed,  noteworthy  legislation  was 
written  in  this  committee.  Ais  a  veteran 
who  served  as  an  enlisted  imn  in  both 
the  Army  and  the  Navy,  I  have  been 
acutely  aware  of  the  veteran^'  problems 
and  have  worked  for  their  best  interests. 
Disability  schedules  were  revamped  this 
year.  The  educational  benefits  for  Ko- 
rean veterans  have  been  extended. 
And  I  have  made  great  effoH,  both  in 
committee  and  In  individual  qases.  to  cut 
redtape  left  over  from  the  Old  admin- 
istration. I  have  also  worked  in  close  co- 
operation with  all  the  veterans'  organi- 
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zations  and  smi  very  grateful  for  their 
advice  on  veterans'  legislation. 

My  third  committee  assignment  was 
to  the  Committee  of  Objectors.  Much  of 
the  work  of  the  Congress  consists  of  pri- 
vate bills  authorizing  relief  in  hard^p 
cases  and  those  involving  immigration 
and  naturalization  problems.  While 
each  of  thf^se  appear  small,  they  repre- 
sent a  tremendous  amount  of  work.  It 
was  my  duty  to  study  an  of  these  biDs 
and  decide  that  public  funds  were  not 
spent  unwisely  or  that  subversives  did 
not  sneak  into  this  country.  This  work 
took  a  gre£.t  deal  of  time,  especially  at 
night,  wheri  I  studied  these  bills.  It  also 
brought  me  into  close  liaison  with  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  Humplirey  and 
the  FBI. 

My  final  committee  assignment  was  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  Communist  Ag- 
gression. This  committee  investigated 
the  methoGS  of  Communist  Infiltration, 
take-over,  find  subjugation  of  the  Baltic 
States  and  the  eastern  and  central  Eu- 
ropean nadons.  We  heard  witnesses 
from  all  of  the  Communist-dominated 
peoples  of  the  world.  The  reports  of  the 
Conunittee  an  Communist  Aggression  are 
now  available  in  limited  quantity  and  I 
shall  be  mtist  happy  to  supply  individ- 
uals with  a  copy  so  long  as  the  supi^ 
holds  out. 

aTTKKOANCS    KKCOKO 

I  am  happy  to  state  that  my^  attend- 
ance record  is  one  of  the  best  in  Con- 
gress. According  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  who  lieeps  the  records.  I  answered 
100  percent  of  the  rollealls  until  late  in 
June  of  this  year.  The  only  votes  I 
missed  were  those  which  took  place  dur- 
ing my  abs«nice  on  official  business  ol 
Congress. 

LXmiS    mOM    COWSIITUEMTg 

The  letters  and  telegrams  sent  to  me 
have  been  most  helpful  in  my  work  here. 
The  advice,  the  encouragement,  and  the 
criticism  ha\'e  aided  me  in  all  of  my  ac- 
tiviUes.  I  received  an  average  of  300 
letters  a  week  from  Luseme  County,  plus 
others  from  various  sections  of  the  State 
and  Nation.  I  have  answered  each  of 
these  letters  and  explained  my  stand  on 
the  issues.  1  have  always  told  the  truth 
in  my  letters  home,  because  I  sincerely 
believe  that  tlie  people  of  Luzerne  Coimty 
have  had  enough  political  bltifflng  in  re- 
cent years.  I  do  not  beUeve  in  making 
false  statements  merely  to  get  votes;  for. 
if  I  do  not  live  up  to  my  oath  of  office, 
I  do  not  deserve  to  be  here. 

All  letters  are  filed  according  to  the 
subject  matter,  ha  the  case  of  bills  before 
the  Congress.  When  legislation  came 
before  the  House,  or  when  attempting  to 
decide  how  I  should  vote  on  any  issue. 
I  went  through  the  appropriate  files  to 
see  for  a  second  or  third  time  what  had 
been  written.  Tl>e  suggestions  and  rec- 
ommendations, as  expressed  in  your  let- 
ters and  in  the  questionnaires,  were  im- 
portant factors  in  making  my  decisions. 
I  have  supported  most  of  the  President's 
program  because  the  people  believed  In  it 
and  becaiise  it  was  obviously  in  tbe  best 
interests  of  the  Nation. 

It  Is  my  conviction  that  I  have  an  ob- 
ligation to  keep  my  constituents  cur- 
rently informed  on  issues.  With  the 
start  of  both  sessions,  I  circulated  a  de- 
tailed   questionnaire   on    public    policy. 
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Many  thousands  of  these  were  returned. 
AH  were  studied,  analyzed,  and  xised.  I 
pubUsbed  the  results  of  this  survey  in  the 
CONcaissiOHAL  RscoKo  and  received 
many  comments  on  it  from  other  Con- 
gressoMn.  I  also  had  the  results  printed 
at  my  own  expense  and  circulated  to 
those  who  sent  in  questionnaires  and  to 
many  others  who  requested  the  results. 
These  questionnaires  have  been  a  con- 
stant source  of  information  and  guid- 
ance: I  am  greatly  appreciative  of  yqur 
help  in  answering  them. 

A  second  practice  which  I  initiated 
was  my  bimonthly  newsletter.  This 
newsletter  is  published  at  my  own  per- 
sonal expense  and  contains  a  brief  re- 
port of  my  activities  during  the  preced- 
ing 2  weeks.  The  newsletter  currenUy 
has  a  circulation  of  over  12,000  and  is 
growing  rapidly  as  more  people  request 
it.  It  is  my  hope  to  continue  these  news- 
letters now  that  Congress  has  adjourned. 
The  administrative  branch  of  our  Gov- 
ernment will  be  JMniing  regxilations  with 
wWch  many  people  will  be  concerned. 
I  win  be  able  to  report  on  new  legislation 
before  us  during  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress. Committees  in  Congress  will  be 
hearing  testimony  on  various  important 
issues,  and  the  nati<mal  current  events 
will  keep  me  well  supplied  with  data  for 
you. 

irNXMPLOTiaafT 

Much  time  has  been  spent  in  discuss- 
ing what  should  be  done  about  our  im- 
emplosanmt  situation.  However,  I 
should  like  to  point  out  what  has  been 
done.  I  have  made  it  a  practice  not  to 
issue  publicity  statements  on  these  things 
and  will  only  briefiy  touch  on  my  inten- 
sive activities  in  this  field. 

Luseme  County  has  received  a  large 
share  of  Federal  funds  for  construction 
and  reconstruction.  The  sum  of  $800,000 
has  been  appropriated  during  my  2  years 
for  the  river-control  project  at  Swoyers- 
ville  and  Forty  Fort. 

A  new  Reserve  armory  is  to  be  con- 
structed at  Wilkes-Barre  to  replace  the 
present  building,  which  has  been  con- 
dnnned.  This  will  enaUe  more  men  to 
receive  the  financial  benefits  of  the  ac- 
tive Reserve.  The  new  armory  will  be 
heated  with  anthracite,  not  oil,  as  some 
individuals  nmiored  in  the  Luzerne 
County  pi^Ders. 

I  was  able  to  secure  an  appropriation 
for  the  necessary  expansion  and  com- 
pletion of  the  xxmtrol  tower  at  the  Avoca . 
Airport. 

A  large  portion  of  the  highway  devel- 
opment funds  will  be  spent  in  Luzerne 
County  as  the  new  Turnpike  extension 
is  pushed  nmthward. 

I  was  successful  in  stoiH>ing  any  fur- 
ther conversion  from  coal  to  oil  in  all 
Federal  buildings  in  our  area.  Such  con- 
version plans  were  apparently  "to  the 
mill"  when  the  RepubUcan  Congress  took 
controL 

I  have  been  in  constant  contact  with 
many  of  our  manufacturing  firms  re- 
garding Government  contracts.  Al- 
though not  widely  puUicized,  many  of 
these  small  firms  have  received,  or  are 
imder  consideration  for,  contracts  or 
subcontracts.  Through  the  Small  Busi- 
ness Administration,  established  by  this 
Congress,  small  manufactiu-ers  are  to  a 
bettef  position  to  obtain  Government 
contracts. 


The  program  of  importing  cheap  re- 
sidual oil  which  cut  out  anthracite  mar- 
kets has  received  much  of  my  attention. 
This  practice  was  Initiated  by  tlw  past 
administratton  supported  by  the  oil 
lobby.  I  totiroduoed  legislation  to  pro- 
hlMt  this  but  those  same  toterests  were 
able  to  km  it.  The  fight  was  coDthmed 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  i^iere  I  op- 
posed the  extension  of  the  ti«atles  which 
permitted  such  importation.  While  w« 
could  not  kill  this  legtriation  eoanAeiOy. 
we  did  limit  its  extension  to  1  more  year. 
I  am  confident  that  a  Rc^blican  Con- 
gress win  put  an  end  to  this  disastrous 
practice  next  January. 

I  am  using  my  efforts  to  have  an  In- 
ternal Revenue  Service  field  office  estab- 
lished to  Kingston. 

The  United  Mine  Workers  Journal 
said  the  Eisenhower  administration  is 
doing  something  definite  to  help  the  aU- 
tog  coal  todustry: 

Increastng  OoTemment  coneem  over  the 
sagging  economy  of  the  American  ooal  indus- 
try, which  thr«at«Ds  the  national  security 
in  cue  oT  war,  has  brought  concrete  action 
by  Uncle  Sam  In  the  aanoaneement  tbak 
10  mllUon  tons  of  anthracite  and  bitumtxiotta 
coal  wUl  be  purchaaed  by  the  Federal  Otov- 
emment  for  ahtpment,  under  the  eeoaoiaie 
aid  program,  to  fuel-short  Allied  Nations  to 
Euroi>e  and  Asia. 

I  am  pleased  to  have  an  active  part  to 
revitalizing  the  anthracite  coal  industry. 
With  the  continued  cooperation  of  the 
coal  mtoe  workers,  it  is  hoped  tiiat  the 
coal  industry  win  regato  its  market  and 
bring  increased  employment  to  the 
people  of  Luzerne  County. 

Several  conferences  have  also  been 
arranged  by  me  with  the  President  and 
Cabinet  members  for  our  community 
bustoess  leaders  to  discuss  our  situation. 
I  have  perscmally  discussed  various  con- 
crete proposals,  with  the  President.  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  Wilson,  and  Mobiliza- 
tion Director  Flemming.  Tliey  have  as- 
sured me  that  everything  possible  will 
be  done  to  aid  our  community  and  plans 
are  ciurently  being  studied  to  devise  an 
active  program  to  accomplish  this  end. 
The  President  told  me.  however,  that  he 
wants  a  long-range,  sound  program  and 
not  half-baked  measures  designed  to  get 
a  few  votes.  I  think  we  wiU  aU  agree 
with  Ike  on  this. 

During  the  past  20  years,  many  tem- 
porary solutions  were  tried — look  what 
they  resulted  in.  I  am  confident  that 
we  wiU  see  great  changes  to  the  next 
few  years  of  tiie  Republican  adminis- 
tration— changes  which  wiU  buUd  for 
the  future  and  not  for  election  day. 

I  also  made  a  protest  over  the  alleged 
removal  of  our  social-security  offices  to 
Baltimore,  only  to  verify  that  the  loeal 
newspaper,  carrytog  tbe  sUxy,  had  not 
pulxUstied  the  trutti.  Mrs.  Oveta  Culp 
Hobby.  Secretary  of  Health.  Education, 
and  Welfare,  called  me  personally  to  tell 
me  ttiat  the  story  was  untrue.  Actually, 
my  Democratic  predecesatur  TOted  both 
in  the  Am>roprlations  Committee  and  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  to  construct  the 
new  building  to  Baltimore.  Mrs.  Hobby 
has  told  me  that,  under  revised  plans, 
they  win  be  moving  only  old  papers  and 
records  to  the  new  building  and  thag 
Luseme  County  wiU  not  lose  any  jobs. 
She  has  stated  that  the  President,  deeply 
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MDMrned  with  oar  conununlty,  tfoei  xx)t 
'Vint  anythiiiff  done  which  wlU  hurt  us. 

ooHCbmioir 

X  xceret  that  this  report  is  all  too  brief  . 
M  I  fed  that  you  are  all  entitled  to 
know  what  went  on  In  Washtngtnn 
Bvwevcr.  beeause  I  am  cireulatinf  this 
at  mj  own  expense,  I  iniist;jQC  neocs- 
sttir.  keep  it  slaert.  If  any  of  you  have 
any  QOeafions  about  my  activities,  I  diall 
be  glad  to  answer  them  f;or  yoo.  It  has 
been  a  high  hcKior  to  serve  Laaeme  Goun- 
ty  In  this  olBoe,  and  I  sincerely  hope 
that  I  have  fulfilled  the  confidence  which 
70U  i^aced  In  me. 
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is  my  duty  to  make  a  repori  of  my  vot« 
iag  record  to  the  voters  of  the  Sixth 


Ripert  to  My  CeMtitaieBb  ia  l$e  Sixth 
CoagressieBal  District  of  Haiylaad 


EXTENSION  OF  REMAB(KS 
:     o» 

HON.IkWITTS.HYI)E 

OW  MASTUUtD  j 

nr  TEE  HOUSE  OF  representAttvss 

« 

Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  HYDE.     Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  close 
Of  my  first  term  in  Congress'  I  feel  it 


Congrressional  District  of  Maryland.  An 
analysis  of  this  report  will  khow  that  I 
cast  my  vote"  on  every  bui  that  was 
brought  to  a  vote  except  oile  which  in- 
volved water  control  of  Lake  Michigan. 
I  missed  this  vote  because  i  was  absent 
from  the  city  on  official  b^isiness  as  a 
member  of  a  special  commlt|tee  studying 
immigration  and  labor  problems  in  the 
Virgin  Islands. 

Following  is  the  itemized  Statement  of 
my  complete  voting  record,  for  the  ad 
session  of  the  83d  Congress:! 


Dsto 


7sn.  31 
Jan.  37 
Feb.    4 


Do.... 

Ttib.  17 
rtb.  25 

Mv.  a 

Mw.   • 

Mar.  10 
Do.... 

IV)...- 
Msr.  » 
Mv.  n 

Apt.    3 

Do.-.: 
Asr.    • 

'  Do.... 
Apr.  3» 

May    e 

Do.... 

May  10 

May  11 

May  13 
Do 

May  lil 
May  1« 
May  at 

Jtme    1 
Do 

June  11 
Do 

June  Ifi 
June  18 
Jnm  17 
June  39 
Jnna  30 

Do.... 

July     2 

July    8 

Do.... 
Do... 
Do... 


BiU 


H.  B.  BSSr. 

H.J.R«s.36B... 
H.  B.  3300. 

.....do 

H.  R.  46«6 

H.  Ret.  400 

H.  J.  Res.  3»... 

H.B.80S7. 

H.  R.823I 

do 

H.  R.  8300 

do 

H.  R.  8234 

U.  B.  8SB3 

H.  R.  7830 .... 

.do. 


Description  and  v4ta 


H.  R.  8040 

do 

H.  B.  3873 

8.21» 

do 

H.  R.36M.. 

H.  Res.  8S3_, 

H.  R.  0040 , 

H.RM.O:; 

H.  R.  7434 

H.  R.  7W)1 

H.  B.  8342...... 

H.  R«s.  868 

H.  R.  tt06..»... 

H.  Rea.  MO. 

H.  R.  0474...... 

H.  R.  0517 

H.  H.  8729...... 

H.  Re«.  B6SJ..... 

8.  Con.  Res.  91.. 
H.  R.  9«S...^. 


H.  R.  9080... 


25  5r?l5***'  ««*«*»lfahment  of  an  U.  8.  Air  Force  Academy.    {Passed,  331  to  .lfi.1 

TL^5S?R  ^j^^lSgP'?'  0'  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  thus  inenwinit  avaliable  lendiniYundV.^P^ed.'MJ'to'r  r'"T"' 

gama  MH;  on  motfai  to  recommit.    (FaiM,  ISO  to234.). 

Provide  lor  the  wdianie  ot  certain  public  and  private  lands;  on  motion  't«  re<»mmlt.  'rPniwd.'aetoYsY') *"" 

VJSIS^SL'^^^^V*?'?™*^.?'*™  Committee  on  Un-American  ActivftiM;  on  attreeinp  to  the  resolution.'Tp^ii^"  Mfl'toY )""" 
■^iSSSf  MM  tO»  )  **^'^"*' °  "'^  worJters  fr«m   U»e  ReKubUc  of  .Mexico,  on  motion   to  recomilY." 

^W^:^ISii!SllS^t'^fp^'!«riJfA?'^'^''^  "^  '•'•  ^'-  ^-  ^'o^^^^l'""  -^K-"<=y  to^  ^^  J*^  endln,  June.30. 

To  redoce  extewtaxes;  on  motion  to  rec<mimlt.    (Failed,  300  to  213) ...  ...  , 

Same  bai;  vote  on  iiaaaage.    (PaMed,  411  to  3) ,        -'— 

RevMtm  of  Um  tatemal  rerniue  laws  of  tbe  United  Statee;  on  motion  toreo^Mumit  with  iiistructlous 
tHBaJ  exemption.    (Failed,  204  to  210.) 

On  same  bOl;  on  paaaace  of  bin.    ( Pawed,  340  to  79) . 

To  reduce  exelse  taaea;  on  ad<q>tion  of  conference  report.    (Pa-i.sed,  :<itt  to  I)  

^sssaSuo^i^^^^Ss  j:?^pa^.^?FS^^ 

''Sr  »i:n"SSSSuS?^1a^?^^;S^                                 '*'^*°*^''  "'''^'  •^^'^  "■*  conservation  and  developmpt 
Mll:,0n i;«nfa.  (Paned,3S3to3».). /....^ , 


on  dividend  credit  and  iiooaijdi- 


.  with  in- 


inrcstl 


^«!S!?S?!ll2?i!S^*"'  i3J?  •'**««»'«>  «*ri*''»  crimiimf  procepVungi  of  iAformiti^ritViutVrwpti^Yi-n'iiitfoM^^ 
sJmbfflT^pSM^   (p5S^37?to  lo'?*'"    ^^^"^  ™  '"  ^^-^    '■^  belfvcd  it  would  caiuc  uA^,lu«  delay.)  »«^"y 

■^^KSdOTto^)**'^*"*  "^  Defense  and  oth«'«iated"indeii«mdei4  agVndw  (or  fls^^^ 


(Failed,  157  to  242.). 


f— 


St.  Lcwrenoe  seaway;  on  motion  to  recommit. 
Same biQ; on paaiBSe.   (PasMd.341toUS8.).. 

^So.uSiSSf.Sli'K!  i?!.yi?aP?^'L.i?.ff'^.^.!'!  •'»»«'">«  <•'*«««  "to  Peim'it  ertraditioK"of"<;.;rt;Un'fugYtiTe^from  u'nitVd  Sta^^ 
.  y^^^y-Ofemted  by  Umted  Statee  jointly  with  1  or  more  othfr  powgjl    (Pasaed.  22*  to  «H.)  irom  c  niiea  bwm^  w> 

tSS^SSSSSSfSL^i^^t^^  ^''"'»"«  -I  to  refusal  of  Bernhard  Deutoh  to  answer  question. 

To  aotborise  ooopwatlTe  reaeandi  in  edocation;  on  paantre,    (Pajised,  296  *>  .VS.) 

lUjol^pro^^fwooo^tlon  of  H.  R.  7434,  to  establish  a  National  Advi;jrVcJm^Vi;i"i^  £du«"tiJn:  onai^ini' ii' 

T«2^^i5wSS^4^^**?J^  Committee  on  Education;  on  pasJWKe.    CPa.'wed.  179  to  157.) 

lo  Peoywg  lor  a  WMte  House  Gon/erenee  on  Kducation;  on  passaire.    (PaSix^  2«9  to  «» )  ** *♦"" 

To^«ttartae^«tBln  eonstruction  at  military  and  naval  installations  and  for  the  Alaski  TOmiiiiii«tli)i.s  "li^item;  "m 


passage. 
(Passed,  270  to 


H.  R.  9040. 

H.  R.  9709. 
...do 

H.  R.  9880. 


July  13 

H.  Res.  «a 

Do.... 

H.  R.  83M 

July  16 

H.  Res.  «27.       . 

July  30 

H.R.  7839 

Do.... 
ItOr  21 

-.-.«o 

H.R.  9888 

Do 

H.  B.  ano 

D«.... 

B.R.«3(«...._ 

Taly  33 

H.Ros.«t4. 

Do... 

H.R.  9787 

Pwldlng  tor  eanalder«tfc»  of  H.  R.  9366,  a  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Secutlty  Act;  on  ordering  previous  question. 

'"i^SSS  ftt!2S«J^*^  -***  '^V^  Internal  Revenw  Code  to  exfend  covereftp  under  tbe  old-a»e  and  survlvo™  Insurant 

"^l^STJ^ST^,^^-^'  S?4TS'') '"''^"^  °'  '^*  '''"*•"*  '»  '"^"  '""'  '"^'  <^n^i.  under  sec.  350  of  *• 
^awtfi?"  Mthority  of  the  Presidect  to  enter  into  trade  apeeiuents  un^er  sec.  350  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930;  on  passage.  (Passed. 
'^^!S?^«ti°M&'^"™"*'*'"*  ^^'^  of  Cohimbia  tor  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 1955;  on  motion  to  increase  oontributfcm. 
'^liS^iod  5aT  "^°^*^  •*'  ^'^^^  ^**^'  ^*°^  ">  purchase  seturlties  directly  from  Treasury;  on  motion  to  ,eoomn<lt. 
ffSS  MtSi^  **  conference  H.  R.  7880.  a  bffl  to  aid  in  the  provlsioli  and  improvement  of  housing;  on  agreeing  to  resolutkin. 
''ItSS?,  OT  re  "^  *'**«™"  *»  taterference  In  Western  Hemisphere  af(»irs  by  tbe  Soviet  Communists;  on  agreeing  to  resohithia. 

'^*£SjMS3222e!M!2l5^  >>y  fumisimg  asststance  to  friendly  nations;  on  Vorys  amendmilit 

„  S?Sfi?iy&3i:^S5^^  (P^  ^"S  of  ««*••'"'"-«*  *■»'»<=*'  -^-  «"'-'tU^a  b,  treaty  to  main'SS  cSmm^l 
8«Mb^flopM«fe.    (Pawed,  380 to  136.) 


^'i^^^S^''^^^Xt)^'^  ^  promote  and  assist  In  the  exteOslon  and  improvement  of  vocational  rehabUitation  seiV- 
toJhffi SSST" (P^iSTjW  tW  """P"^*^  P™«^-  »n  °'«^n  'o  recommit.    (Failed,  110  to  241.) ^.. 


§w!*lffiS?!52?J2P**\^°'**?P'*^-    (Pa*wl.  3S8  to  30) 

?S?5Sdpr?pJS5?«Wr"*" 

■^dSSdr&SoT  *"  ~"'P««*'»''  «"*  P««^  t«  ^•»*™»'  Of "»"  -^  -^  their  dependeuLs;  on  motion  to  suspend  rules  and  p^.- 


!'S?5'^SflSr»^17'?.r?^^  ^  P^^'  ™^  ^«"^  -^^  recUussiflcation;  on  motion  to  susp«Kl  rules  a*l 

To  amend  the  Atomic  Energy  Act;  on  Cole  amendment 


I  as  to  refusal  tf  golta  Baxter  to  answer  questions  before  committee;  <kt 
on  patent •«.     (F'as.«il,  202  to  Ifil) 


My  vota 


Yea. 
Pairwl;lbr. 

Paired;  for. 
>aa. 
Yea. 
Nay. 


N«y. 
Ym. 
Nay. 

Yea. 

Y«k. 
Nay. 

Nay. 

Yea, 
Nay. 

Yea. 
lea. 

Y»». 
N«y. 
Nay. 

Ym. 

Y»«. 
Yea. 

Yea. 

Yea. 
Yea. 

Ye: 

Ye* 


Ye*. 
Yea. 
Yml 
Nay. 
Yea. 
Ye*. 
Ye*. 


Y««. 
Ye*. 


Ye*. 

Nay. 
Ye*. 
Y»*. 
Ye*. 

Nay. 

Ye*. 

Nay. 

Ye*. 
Ye*. 

Ye*. 

Ye*. 

Ye*. 

Yea. 
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Date 


Bm 


July  30 

Do --. 
July  28 

no... 

I>o.... 

Do.... 

July   2« 

Do  .. 

July   30 

I>o.... 

Do... 

Do... 


Aug.     4 
Aug.    9 

1*0... 

Aug.     9 

Do  ... 

Aug    16 

Auc   17 
A  UK.    Itt 

IV).... 

l»o.... 

Aug    20 


H.  R.  war....... 

do 

H.  R.  10051 

H.  H.8300- 

do 

H.  Kes.  026 

H.  R.  97.16 

H.  Con.  Ree.  266 
U.  R.  7M0 

H.  R.0666 

H.  Con.  Res.  206 
U.  R.  8384 

8.  16 

n.  Res.  590 

n.  R.9245 

H.  Res.  687 

H   R.  9678 

8.3706 

do 

H.  R.  I005I 

do 

8.3706 

H.  R.  2^ 


Deseriptioa  aod  vote 


l^^^'^^,  ^(pSd^lai'S^K"".'*.':^"'"'":.  ^^*'^' '"  ^ ^^- 


Appeopriatioru'for  Mutimi  StC!!^*^  '"''  ?**'  y**^  endlne  June  SO,  Y9S5;  on  p*ss*ge.    (P».<3ie<1,  2A6  to  128) 

To  revise  the  internal  revenue  laws;  eonnC!!?'^  rerwrt.  on  motion  to  recommit.    (Failed,  160  to  227) 

Sj?!5,]':!l'ir**'*''''^"^"^'^'.°.'!*^oP*'0'»-    (Passed,  9t.^  IC  ^,   


ion  I  and  m&mtenanoe  by  Secretary  of  Interior  of  Fryin^an^' 


Providing  for  consideration  of  H.  R.  236  to  authoriic'construciL"  "  ~ 

Arkansas  project.  Colorado;  on  afreeini  to  resolution.     (Fall^','l8h  to  IW) 
ro  mCTeone  the  borrowing  power  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  on  nawBn*      rPacten  11'  '"  HT"    ~ 

T?ii^nffi'i;:LS"i^ti;irer^^^^  »" aS^i^g^'S.^'Er- i^a^mLm-.-rr. ....  - 

?IWI  MYtSTj  '^""°'^''»  A**-  ^  R»iln»d  Reurement  Tax  Act  and  tbe  Railroad  Unemployment  InsurancTArt'^pi 
Zt.VPZlt^r*'  if*'  f*""  "^°'  ^^  '^'^"  Art  with  respect  to  hardhoard;  on  passage     (Passed  235  to  K9  ) 
T^^w&w  t?^&!rrv  o'nh •*  nf 'S^.^*'"''  •  °"  '*^'"'^ '°  resolution.    ffiS".  lll^tii)^.^.^^:]" ' 

''°co'sin'rt^t^:'o';Sir[o^;^^*rir±7«^"        Jo"  ^r^^  ^"^  "^'^  ^^^^  ^^^  =«-«  -^  ^«*«»  -  ^ 

^4)1  to  ».^  **"  oonsideraUon  of  H.  R.  9245;  on  motion  lo  discharge  Committee  on  Rules  from  farther  considenOion.    (Passed. 
Providing  for  postal  p*y  increases,  amended  to  provide  for  postal  rat*  increases  and  rt>cla.«isifl«tion-  on  oassaee     fPasnd  362  to  « 1 
'^u1i!^'o^^^:S^^'^^^^rL'^r.l}^-^^^^        "-^""^  ^  P^-^agos  «>ntainlng  .c^i^-p^SSIJout^tt^l^n^tid- 
^"^jS^VtowaT""  "^  '°^^  '*^''  *"  "'*  ^'°*'*^  ^^^  ^^  furnishing  assistance  to  friendly  nations;  on  motion  to  recommit. 

'^°J!^^Z!^S^'^'"'^^I'^^^S  ^  Pro*'^'"  """whers  of  Communist  organisations  from  serving  in  certain  i«pr«ieDtatlve  caDaclUes: 
on  motion  to  suspend  rules  and  paits.    (Passed,  3a'i  to  2  )  -^  •«  ««  wui  icpicMuwuve  cwinciura, 

*^JIl^^'L°i^J^''2i'  is  '"'1™'^  conLTee;;  to  agr^^  Ui  Senate  amendment  to  the  Hou!»  amendment.    (Passed.  308  to  100.) 

R^SThfir  ^  J^i^'(*'li!!r"'"I  •"  "**^  y**"  *'"''"''  J""''  *•  '»":  ""  adoption  of  the  conference  report.    (pSaed.  iwto"  77  )" 
Same  hill,  on  inolion  to  recede  and  concur  in  Senate  amendment  No.  31.  assistance  to  Spain.     (I'assed,  1^  to  7^)  ">-— 

I'^^Vl'^  Communist  Party,  to  prohibit  members  of  Communist  organlrallons  from  servmg  In  certain  r™entaUve  "ipiiiuei' 
on  adoiMion  of  conierrnoe  report.     (Pa.«aed,  365  to  2  )  «»«•"•  i^iJicacuiawve  i»}»ciuob, 

'^^rln'^i-ft.^^^.'J!'^^?"  Area  Problems  of  Oreater  WasJilngton  Metropolitan  Area  and  to  set  up  a  Commission  to  regulate 
transportation  In  the  Greater  Yt  ashmgton  metropolitan  area:  on  motkm  to  mmmmit     f  Failert  uf,  t«  wu  \  -^u-ic 


My  vote 


^ashmgton  metropolitan  area;  on  motion  lo  recommit.    (Failed,  95  lo  164.) 


Nay. 

Ye*. 
Ye*. 
Nay. 
Yea. 
Yea. 

Ye*. 
Ye*. 
Ye*. 

Ye*. 
Ye*. 
Ye*. 

Ye*. 

Yo*. 

Ye*. 
Ye*. 

Nay. 
Yec 

Nay. 

Yea. 
Nay. 
Ye*. 

Nay. 


Tkc  Committee  on  Lai»or  ami  Peblk 
Welfsre  m  tke  83d  Cosfrest 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  H.  ALEXANDER  SMITH 

or  mew  jnnflKT 

IN  THS  8EMATK  OP  THE  UNITKD  8TATBS 

Friday,  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. It  has  been  a  high  privilege  for 
me  to  serve  as  chairman  of  this  Impor- 
tant committee  as  successor  to  the  late 
beloved  Senator  Robert  A.  Taft  But  I 
cannot  claim  sole  credit  for  the  fine 
accomplishments  of  this  committee. 
Every  member  of  the  committee,  both 
Democrats  and  Republicans,  has  con- 
tributed to  our  record,  and  I  want  to 
take  this  occasion  to  thank  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  for  their  con- 
structive cooperation. 

It  is  with  great  s<htow  that  we  record 
the  death  of  Senator  Dwight  Griswold. 
of  Nebraska,  who  served  this  committee 
faithfully  and  effectively  in  the  83d 
Congress  until  his  untimely  death  on 
April  12.  1954.  Mrs.  Eva  Bowfing,  of 
Nebraska,  who  was  appointed  to  fill  the 
vacancy,  has  served  on  this  committee 
since  her  appointment  with  great  and 
deeply  appreciated  effectiveness. 

The  work  of  the  committee  was  done 
by  the  standing  Subcommittees  cai  La- 
bor, CivU  Rights.  Health,  Education,  and 
Veterans'  Affairs  and  the  special  Sub- 
committee on  Railroad  Retirement  Leg- 
islation. I  owe  a  special  debt  of  grati- 
tude to  Senator  Ivis  for  his  constructive 
work  in  the  field  of  civil  rights,  and  his 
initiation  of  the  investigation  of  em- 
ployee welfare  and  pension  funds,  as 
recommended  by  President  Eisenhower. 
Senator  Ives  also  served  as  chairman 
of  our  special  Subcommittee  on  Com- 
mittee Rules  and  Procedure. 

In  the  field  of  health,  the  initiative 
has  been  vigorously  carried  forward  by 
Senator  Purtkll  and,  as  the  following 


report  shows,  we  have  gone  a  long  way 
toward  carrying  out  the  President's 
rec<«unendations  by  the  important 
health  legislation  passed  this  year.  The 
failure  to  make  definite  progress  in  the 
health-reinsurance  program  was  due 
primarily  to  the  apparent  misunder- 
standing on  the  part  of  the  House  of  the 
experimental  nature  of  the  proposals. 
We  plan  to  pursue  this  matter  vigorously 
in  1955. 

Senator  Cooper,  of  Kentucky,  has 
headed  up  the  committee's  efforts  in 
the  field  of  education.  The  measures 
recommended  by  the  administration 
were  all  adopted.  The  committee  re- 
grets that  the  important  emergency 
school -construction  program  was  not 
adopted  this  year. 

Senator  Goldwater.  of  Arizona,  acted 
as  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs.  The  report  brings  out 
clearly  the  accomplishments  in  this  field. 
Following  the  death  of  Senator  Gris- 
wold.  Senator  Goldwater  took  over,  as 
additional  duty,  the  chairmanship  of  the 
Special  Subcommittee  on  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Legislation. 

I  desire  to  add  a  word  of  special  ccnn- 
mendation  for  all  members  of  our  staff 
for  their  faithful  and  ancient  work. 

I  also  want  to  express  my  gratitude  to 
the  Secretary  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Mrs.  Hobby,  and  to  Mr.  Nelson 
Rockefeller  for  their  aid  and  guidance  in 
the  field  of  welfare  legislation;  and  to 
Secretary  Mitchell,  of  the  Department 
of  Labor,  for  his  advice  in  the  field  of 
labdr  legislation. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Appendix  of 
the  Record  the  report  of  the  committee 
activities  in  the  83d  Congress. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcoro, 
as  follows: 

RzpoKT  ON  Coac^giTT^  Aciiwirua 
The  Oonumttee  on  Lkbor  nnd  Public  Wd- 
f*re  la  1  of  the  1ft  atanrting  Ooinmltae*  of 
the  8en*te.  Ita  *re*  of  respoaalbUlty.  m 
defined  by  the  Leglalatlve  Reorg*nla*Uon  Act 
of  1846.  ooy««  *  wide  an*  of  legtelaUv*  mat- 


tera  in  the  eocUl  field.  In  general.  the«Mn- 
mlttee  has  Jurisdiction  over  legUlation  of  a 
substantive  natiuv  relating  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Labor  and  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare.  It  deals  with  bo*pl« 
tallzatlon  and  medical  care,  vooattonal  re- 
habUitation, education  and  training  matters, 
and  soldiers'  and  saUors'  civil  reUef  matteta, 
all  of  which  are  within  the  purview  at  tha 
Veterans'  Administration.  Railroad  rettre- 
ment  matters,  United  States  en^loyaes'  com- 
pensation matters,  the  Federal  scfaool-Iundi 
program,  the  National  Science  Foundation, 
and  certain  educational  and  welfare  activi- 
ties of  tbe  government  of  the  DIatrtet  of 
Columbia  also  come  before  this  oomntittaa. 

HEALTH  LSnaUtTIOM 

Diiring  the  83d  Congress.  43  bills  dealisf 
with  various  aspects  of  the  Nation's  health 
problems,  exclusive  of  meastires  relating  to 
health  problems  of  veterans,  were  Introduoetf 
and  referred  to  this  committee.  Theee  MIU 
were  subsequently  assigned  to  the  Suboom- 
mlttee  on  Health  for  preliminary  oonsldera- 
tion  and  report.  Among  these  bills,  which 
covered  a  great  range  of  health  subjects,  w^je* 
the  following  principal  measures  upon  which 
action  was  coaipleted  by  tbe  committee. 

(a)    Extension  of  the  Hoapital  Survey  mttd 
Construction  Act 


During  the  lat  session  of  the  88d  Cbngrem, 
the  committee  considered  and  favorably  re- 
ported 8.  967,  which  had  been  introduoed  on 
February  16,  196S,  and  which  extends  for  9 
additional  years,  that  is  to  Jtine  80.  1967.  the 
Hoepital  Survey  and  Construction  Act.  Bi- 
perience  has  demonstrated  the  value  of  this 
program  and  the  soundness  of  Its  bade  ad- 
ministrative proTlsioiu.  Its  survey  and  plan- 
ning provisions  have  promc^ted  ordinary 
planning  for  hospital  service  In  all  of  tlie 
States.  A  total  of  106.000  beds  have  been  oon- 
structed  or  have  been  approved  for  c»natruc- 
tton  under  this  act.  S.  967  became  PubUo 
Law  151  on  July  27.  1953. 

(b)  MediooJ  Focatttes  Svrvey  and  Construe- 
tion  Act  of  1954 

During  the  ad  session,  the  committee  con- 
sidered and  favoraldy  reported  a  bill  (H.  K. 
8149)  to  broaden  the  base  of  the  boqittal 
construction  program.  This  bill,  which  was 
a  cr>mpanlon  io  8.  3758.  was  (kislgnad  to 
ciuTy  oat  this  part  of  the  pragraoa  oC  ttM 
PresMoit  as  submitted  to  ODograas  la  him 
health  mtissage  of  Janoazy  18.  lt«4.  R  a«. 
thcrteed  approprlatkma  of 
nually  for  the  conatTucttoa  of  < 
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i  fft^UtiM.  tao  aUlUui  MUHUkUf  for 
the  ocmaMnietlon  of  luairttftlB  for  the  chroni- 
tuSScg  m.  $10  million  umually  for  tlw  oon- 
■tjrttetlun  of  oomprebenslT*  rebablUtetlon 
faetUtMk  and  ti»  mllUm  aiutiMaiy  for  tb* 
oonctmetlaii  or  narstnf  or  eoaTilwcunt 
liauM*.  Hm  \A\  abo  «uihoriaed  an  aiiiiio- 
prtotlOB  of  (3  mUHffin  In  ordor  to  enablo  tba 
Stataa  to  rarwy  tiMtr  tMrpocttre  naods  for 
tbow  mogoil—  of  f •cUlttoa  ^nf}  iggc  rvvlibut^ 
SUte  plm  to  gTOTMt  i^.^  oTeraU  program 
vx  Hli  M»'l'i«tttoB  of  SUA  fadutlea. 

Bsteaatv*  Itoarlngi  were  bald  on  the 
meann*.  It  waa  paaaed  by  the  Senate  on 
June  at  of  tble  year  and  waa  algned  Into 
law  by  tbe  Prealdcnt  on  Jtily  12  of  this  year. 
It  la  now  Ftoblie  Law  483  of  tba  8Sd  OongrMB. 

(e>  Voeoftonol  reHaMKtoMon 

A  bin  (8.  37S0)  to  amend  ttae  Vocational 
Xtebabilltatlon  Act  waa  introduced  on  Jan- 
uary 10,  1064,  to  Implement  another  aspect 
of  the  Prealdent's  health  program  contained 
In  hla  apadal  health  meaaage  of  January  18, 
1984.  After  eatenslTe  heartnga  on  this 
measure,  the  bUl  waa  reported  to  the  Senate 
on  June  22,  1954.  The  Senate  pi  wed  the 
biU  on  J^  7,  10M.  and  on  August  S.  10M, 
It  waa  signed  into  law  by  the  President. 
(Public  Law  565.) 

This  bill  Is  one  of  the  moat  Important 
pieces  of  welfare  legislation  enacted  by  the 
CnngriiM  In  aaany  years.  In  general.  It  pro> 
vktaa  for  greatly  Incraasfag  our  efforts  to 
rahabllttate  the  physicaUy  bandicappad.  It 
autbui  lass  annual  anproprtatkma  for  raha- 
bUttatlosi  purposes  of  080  BKllUoa  for  fUeal 
yew  10M.  #48  mUUon  for  flecal  year  1088. 
888  mllUon  for  flaeal  year  1067.  888  BiUUon 
for  flaoai  yaar  1088.  and  for  each  year  tbere- 
sf «v  sueh  auna  as  riiiiigisas  may  determine. 

AaaoDg  tbe  lanoratlona  irfTMalnri  In  this 
Icgtslatlosi  Is  antharlMttoB  for  ttae  Ozafc  time 
for  ttae  making  of  Psdaral  ipaats  for  tbe 
purpoaa  of  tralBtag  tha  pvof eational  person- 
nel laqulrad  in  rahabUltatton  wortc  The 
rehabUttatioa  of  oar  ptayateally  handicapped 
baa  lagged  for  aumy  yaam  beeauae  of  failure 
to  train  and  utlllae  the  nacesaaiy  personnel. 
Furthermore,  new  technlquea  in  i>hyBlcal 
medicine  hate  been  developed  tn  recent  years 
which  mate  poeslble  the  rebabllltatioti  of  a 
mu^i  larger  proportion  of  our  handicapped 
people  than  was  true  In  earlier  years.  Tbia 
act  seeka  through  demonstratton  and  $peelal 
project  grants  not  only  to  encourage  the 
training  of  peraonnel  but  also  to  make  more 
widely  applicable  throughout  ^e  Hatlon 
these  new  dlacorerlea  In  phy^cal  medlelne. 
The  act  alao  gaTa  greater  latitude  to  the 
Statea  In  the  administration  of  the  rehabUN 
tatlon  program  on  tte  mata  and  local  level. 

It  is  expected  that  the  number  of  handi- 
capped pereoos  rehabilitated  each  year  will 
inoraase  fTosn  the  past  level  of  80.000  to  a 
total  of  aoo.000  per  year  by  1050. 

(d)  rmctory  ttupeettont 

On  July  20. 10S8.  the  nommlttee  faaorably 
reported  to  the  Senate,  with  an  amendment. 
H.  B.  6740.  enactment  of  whldbi  had  been 
requested  by  tbe  President  In  order  to  mora 
fully  safeguard  the  public  health. 

The  bill  waa  daaigned  to  provide  dedr  and 
enforceable  statutory  authority  for  llsderal 
Food  and  Drug  Admlnlatratlon  Inapectton  of 
factory  and  other  eatabUahmenta  In  which 
food,  dnigs,  devices,  or  ooametles  are  manu- 
factured. Legislation  of  this  Und  became 
necessary  as  the  result  of  a  Supreme  Court 
decision  which  indicated  that  existing  law 
did  not  proTldc  proper  authority  to-  make 
the  necessary  Inspections. 

The  measure  was  passed  by  tbe  Beimte  on 
August  3,  1983.  The  Zbnise  disagreed  with 
the  Senate  amendment  and  thereafter  the 
Senate  receded  from  Its  *»»^>lM^«»l^w^^^  >^4 
passed  tbe  measure  without  amandiMnt. 
On  August  7,  1058.  the  Prealdant  ann>Ted 
the  bill  and  It  became  Public  Law  217. 


<e)  food  stendardr  reyuiof ton* 

On  ICarah  0.  1064.  the  committea  favor- 
ably reported  to  the  Senate,  with  an  ^unend- 
ment,  H.  B.  0484,  which  amended  various 
sections  of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  a|id  Coa- 
metie  Act  so  as  to  simplify  the  piocedure 
govamlng  the  eatablishment  of  2s^**lnd 
ards  The  bill  w«  j.^--^  -^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^ 
AjaU  a.  i^t.  Sum  was  signed  Into  Uw  by 
the  President  on  AprU  15,  1954.  (Public 
Law  888.) 

This  important  measure  was  destrned  to 
facilitate  the  making  of  changes  In  food 
standards  regulations,  the  old  standard  mak- 
ing prooeduree  having  become  alaw  and 
cumbersome.  The  old  standards  fequlred 
formal  hearings  whether  or  not  a  ilroposed 
regulation  was  controversial.  These  old  pro- 
cedureH  res\iltect  In  useless  expenditure  of 
time  and  money  by  both  the  Federal  Oov- 
mment  and  the  food  industry  cdncernd. 
This  measure  (H.  R.  6434)  wUl  greatly  ex- 
pedite the  prescribing  of  food  standards,  and 
thus  will  aid  in  the  protection  of  tha  public 
health. 

(/)  Regvlationa  goveming  residues  of  pes- 
ticide chemicals  on  agriculturai  com- 
modities 

The  committee  conducted  hearings  and 
thereafter  acted  upon  and  favoradbly  re- 
ported. With  an  amendment,  H.  S.  7125. 
The  measure,  as  amended,  was  pacsed  by  the 
Senate  (m  July  6.  1954.  The  Senate  amend- 
ment was  concixrred  in  by  the  HoUae,  and 
on  July  22.  1964,  the  Preaident  signed  the 
meas\u%  Into  law.     (Public  ILaw  51S4) 

This  measure  is  designed  to  insuro  greater 
protection  of  public  health  by  improving, 
simplifying,  and  speeding  up  the  pibcedure 
under  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cbametlc 
Act  for  regulating  the  amoimt  of  reildue  of 
peatletde  efaemicals  which  may  reiaaln  on 
agricultural  commoditiea.  It  la  clear|y  In  the 
Intereat  of  protecting  the  public  health  that 
polaonoua  substances,  as  contained  in  most 
peeticide  chemicals,  be  kept  out  of  loods  to 
the  fullest  extent  possible.  When  the  use 
of  pesticide  chemicals  Is  required  in  the  pro- 
duction of  agricultural  crops,  a  tolerance 
must  be  established  in  order  to  otercome 
poeslble  injurious  effects  of  such  cl^micals. 
Tbe  old  procedures  governing  the  eatablish- 
ment of  sucb  tolerances  were  cumltersome, 
ttme-consuming,  and  Impracticable.  Under 
this  meeaure,  the  procedure  will  be  more 
simple  and  the  process  speeded  up  without 
Jaopardlring  the  public  health.  1 

It)   Health  Service  prepaj/ment-plan 
reinsurance 

In  bis  health  message  of  January  |8,  1954, 
tbe  President  recommended  the  establish- 
ment of  ii  limited  Federal  Relnauranee  Serv- 
ice to  encourage  health-Insurance  otganlEa- 
tlons  to  offer  broader  health-protection  poU- 
dss  to  more  people.  A  bill  to  carry  forward 
this  reoranmendation,  S.  3114,  was  introduced 
In  tba  Senate  on  March  11,  1954.  .  It  was 
subjected  to  extensive  hearings  In  tt|e  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  and  was 
favorably  reported  to  the  8enat#,  with 
amendmtinta.  on  July  12,  1954. 

This  measure  would  provide  suppoH  serv- 
ices and  a  financial  Isackstop  for  private 
efforta  for  the  expanaion  of  prepaymcint  pro- 
tection against  the  cost  of  medical.  Hospital, 
and  other  health  care.  It  ia  designed  to  re- 
move obstacles  to  the  extension  of  doverage 
for  broader  ranges  of  benefits  and  tD  addi- 
tional groups  of  people.  This  would  be  ac- 
compliahed  through  the  reinsurance  of  pre- 
payment offeringa  to  groups  with  difficult 
enrollment  problems,  and  the  relnauaance  of 
health  pLins  which  offer  new  or  mOre  lib- 
eral benefits,  so  that  prepayment  inaurance 
carriers  may  be  encouraged  to  exi>«rlmeat 
In  extending  coverage  and  benefits. 

This  measure  frankly  seeks  to  entourage 
a  greater  risk  taking  by  health-insurance 
organizations  with  a  view  to  bringing  about 
necessary  improvements  in   the  scope  and 


the  coverage  offered  by  voluntary  health-In- 
surance plans.  The  bill  proceeda  on  the  as- 
sumption that  voluntary  prepayment  health- 
insurance  plans,  with  further  e^n^xi^^iAij**,' 
tlon  and  exp^jrtsav,  can  ^^\  the  need  f w 
2^--  1— -  ^atuit  the  costs  of  ilUneas  for  a 
large  majority  of  the  populatic^n  who  are 
able  and  willing  to  give  voluntary  health- 
insurance  premliims  a  priority  In  their 
family  budgets. 

The  bill  proposes  a  self-suppoktlng,  com> 
pletely  voluntary  reinsiirance  program.  It 
would  establish  a  central  pooled  reserve  or 
reinsurance  fund  to  consist  of  reinsurance 
premiums  and  of  fund  earnings.  While  this 
fund  is  designed  to  be  self-sustaining,  pro- 
vision is  made  for  repayable  Capital  ad- 
vances to  the  fund  by  the  Federal  Oovem- 
ment  to  the  extent  of  S2S  million.  If  need- 
ed. Participation  In  the  program  by  In- 
surance carriers  is  entirely  voluntary  in  the 
same  manner  as  participation  in  prepay- 
ment health-Insurance  plans  la  entirely 
voluntary  with  respect  to  the  individual  cit- 
izen. Reinsurance  premiums  to  be  charged 
to  participating  Insurance  carriers  would  be 
calculated  with  a  view  both  to  keeping  the 
fund  self-sustaining  and  to  stimulating  and 
encouraging  plans  in  furtherance  of  the  pro- 
gram's objectives.  There  are  provisions  In 
the  bill  designed  to  preclude  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  who 
would  administer  the  program,  from  exer- 
cising control  over  the  carrier^*  premium 
rates  or  aubacrlptlon  chargea.  ]^  every  re- 
spect, the  bin  seeks  to  follow  tike  principle 
of  furthering  the  development  0*  voluntary 
health -insurance  protection  by  itiaintalnlng 
and  fostering  competition  among  private 
health-insurance  plans. 

A  similar  measure,  H.  R.  8356.  ^as  brought 
before  the  House  of  Representattves  on  July 
13.  1954,  and  by  a  vote  of  238  to  134,  was 
recommitted  to  the  House  Committee  on  In- 
terstate and  Foreign  Commerce.  The  bill  be- 
fore the  Senate,  S.  3114,  was  on  the  Senate 
calendar  when  tlie  Senate  recea^d  on  Fri- 
day, August  20,  1954. 

I  was  so  much  shocked  by  the  action  of  tba 
House  in  recommitting  the  President's  health 
service  prepayment  plan  reinstirance  pro- 
posal that  I  released  a  statement  to  ttae 
press,  dated  July  14.   1954.  as  fotlows: 

"Washiwcton,  July  14. — Aa  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  fubllc  Wel- 
fare I  feel  very  much  concemod  over  tbe 
action  of  the  House  yesterday  in  sending 
back  to  committee  and  virtually  killing 
President  Eisenhower's  Federal  health  rein- 
surance bill,  which  is  really  the  heart  of 
the  President's  health  program.  Our  com- 
mittee in  the  Senate  has  Just  reported  this 
bin  to  the  floor  and  we  had  expeoted  to  have 
it  come  up  for  debate  here  within  the  next 
week  or  10  days. 

"I  have  been  in  the  Senate  for  10  years 
and  have  been  on  the  Committae  of  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  lor  that  entire  period. 
We  have  had  facing  us  each  year  the  con- 
sideration of  an  overall  health  program  for 
the  American  people  which  would  avoid 
the  dangers  of  socialized  medicine,  but 
which  would  establish  a  voluntary  system 
providing  for  our  families  the  necessary 
health  care,  and  particularly  would  provide 
for  those  catastrophles  overtaking  famillee 
with  a  sudden  or  prolonged  illnes|,  especially 
of  the  breadwinner. 

"We  have  seen  the  failure  o|  socialized 
medicine  in  England  and  I  liavfc  been  op- 
posed to  any  such  approach  to  the  questloa. 
I  am  a  son  of  a  physician  and  my  younger 
years  were  lived  in  a  physician'a  family 
where  I  came  to  understand  the  vaiuea  of  tba 
relationship  of  doctor  and  patient.  There  la 
no  profession  I  respect  more  than  the  medi- 
cal profession,  and  I  admit  I  am  prejudiced 
from  the  noble  life  that  my  fatl*r  lived.  I 
never  could  tolerate  the  thought  Of  mechan- 
ized medicine  where  the  patient  becomea  a 
number  merely  and  he  may  be  .".sKigned  to  a 
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doctor  that  may  be  good,  or  may  be  second 
rate.  Anything  that  even  tends  to  threaten 
the  intimate  relationship  between  patient 
and  doctor  it^  a  distinct  loss  to  this  country. 
For  that  reason  in  talking  over  some  kind 
of  voluntary  health  insurance  with  Secretary 
Hobby  and  her  very  efficient  staff,  it  was 
decided  that  we  should  endeavor  to  build 
on  the  volunvary  health  insurance  plans  that 
have  been  growing  up  in  this  country,  as  the 
Blue  Cross,  and  the  Blue  Shield,  and  on  the 
plans  of  th>)  many  insurance  companies 
wlilch  have  been  studying  this  subject  for 
years.  The  rroblem  waa  whether  these  in- 
surance coverages  could  be  expanded  in  two 
directions  (1)  to  cover  more  of  our  popula- 
tion at  a  reasonable  premium,  and  (2)  to 
widen  the  si^ope  of  the  coverage.  As  of 
today  I  am  ac  vised  that  there  are  54  mllUon 
persons  covered  by  the  Blue  Cross  and  29 
mlUlon  persoos  covered  by  the  Blue  Shield 
in  addition  to  the  various  insivance  com- 
pany coverages,  etc. 

"Secretary  Hobby  has  mobilized  all  the 
Important  Inturance  experts  in  the  country, 
as  well  as  otJier  advisers  who  have  studied 
both  the  medical  side,  and  the  social  side  of 
the  problems  involved.  We  have  come  up 
with  a  plan,  which,  admittedly,  may  not  be 
perfect,  but  vhlch  has  all  the  earmarks  of 
InteUlgent  ex.oerlmenutlon  with  the  prin- 
ciple Involved.  With  our  48  States  as  labora- 
tories we  should  find  an  ultimate  sound 
solution. 

"We  want  no  interference  with  the  indi- 
vidual family  Jiavlng  Its  own  family  doctor, 
but  we  do  want  to  develop  that  sense  of 
security  in  our  people  so  that  if  catastrophic 
Illness  overtakes  them  they  will  have  at  least 
reasonable  covmtige  against  such  a  disaster. 

"lifuch  to  my  amazement  the  opposition 
to  this  wonderful  conception  has  come  prin- 
cipally from  two  group*  of  people.  First,  the 
American  Medical  Assodation,  which  short- 
sightedly and  without  adequate  study,  has 
suggested  that  thU  plan  is  a  step  in  the 
direction  of  socialized  medicine,  and,  second, 
from  our  large  labor  groups  who  have  been 
favoring  the  ccmpulsory  program  of  social- 
ized medicine. 

"I  have  been  conscious  In  my  own  office 
as  chairman  of  the  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare Committee  of  a  barrage  of  high-pressure 
endeavors  to  kill  this  biU  based  on  state- 
menU  which  art  toUlly  inadequate  and 
totally  untrue,  which  can  have  no  motive 
other  than  the  desire  to  frustrate  this  im- 
portant program  which  President  Eisen- 
hower and  hla  (roup  are  trying  to  offer  the 
American  people  at  this  critical  time. 

"As  Chairman  of  tbe  Labor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare Committee,  as  I  said  at  the  opening  of 
these  remaris,  I  must  protest  vigorously 
against  this  sort  of  thinking  and  against 
this  hysterical  runaway  under  pressure  of 
political  groups  from  the  responsibUlties  that 
lie  before  us." 

{h)  Overtime  compensation  for  United 
States  Public  Health  Service  Quarantine 
Service  employees 

On  June  22,  1953,  there  was  introduced  a 
bnr,  S.  2167,  which  posed  to  entitle  Foreign 
Quarantine  Divlt^ion  employees  of  the  United 
Statea  Public  He.-Uth  Service  to  overtime  and 
holiday  payments  Identical  with  those  pay- 
able to  Customs  and  Immigration  employees. 
The  bill  also  provided,  Just  as  do  the  special 
statutes  applicable  to  the  Customs  and  Im- 
migration employees,  that  the  carriers  re- 
serving such  overtime  or  holiday  services 
would  reimburse  the  Federal  Government 
for  the  amount  thereof. 

A  companion  bUl,  H.  R.  6253.  was  Intro- 
duced in  the  House.  Public  hearings  were 
held  thereon  and  the  House  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  reported 
H.  R.  6353  favorably,  with  an  amendment  re- 
lieving motorbus  carriers,  as  weU  as  rail 
and  air  carriers  operating  on  published 
schedules,  from  the  obligation  of  reimburs- 
ing the  Federal  Oovenunent  for  overtime  and 
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holiday  services  recel\ed.  As  amended  the 
bill,  H.  R.  6263,  passed  the  House  on  the  call 
o'  the  calendar  on  July  6,  1954,  and  was 
referred  to  this  committee  on  Jvily  7.  1954. 
This  committee  unanimously  approved  the 
House  bill.  H.  R.  6253,  and  it  passed  the  Sen- 
at  on  the  call  of  the  calendar  on  August  11, 
1»64.  It  was  vetoed  by  the  President  on 
August  27,  1954. 

LBCXSLATION  KnATINC  TO  BmCATIOlf 

Growing  out  of  its  responsibUlties  in  the 
field  of  education,  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  received  46  bills  during 
the  83d  Congress  dealing  with  problems  of 
education,  exclusive  of  biUs  concerned  with 
veterans'  education  and  Federal  aid  for  edu- 
cation in  the  health  field.  These  bills  were 
sulMequently  assigned  to  the  Subcommittee 
on  Education  for  preliminary  consideration 
and  report  to  the  full  committee.  Among 
these  bills,  which  covered  a  wide  range  of 
educational  matters,  were  the  following 
principal  measures  upon  which  the  commit- 
tee acted. 

(fl)  Federal  assistarux  for  school  construc- 
tion in  areas  affected  by  Federal  activities 
In  the  first  session  the  committee  consid- 
ered and  formally  reported  a  bill,  H.  R.  6049, 
the  purpose  of  which  was  to  amend  and  ex- 
tend for  1  year  PubUc  Law  815  of  the  Blst 
Congress  which  had  been  enacted  in  1950 
primarily  to  deal  with  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment's responslbUlty  for  aiding  school  con- 
struction in  communities  that  had  been  bur- 
dened with  substantial  increases  in  school 
attendance  as  a  result  of  defense  and  related 
Federal  activities.  This  was  in  accordance 
with  a  request  of  the  President.  The  Senate 
passed  the  measure  on  August  1,  1953,  and  it 
waa  signed  by  the  President  on  Augvist  8, 
1963.  It  became  Public  Law  246  of  the  1st 
session  of  the  83d  Congress. 

In  the  closing  days  of  the  second  session, 
another  bill  was  reported  from  the  committee 
to  further  extend  Public  Law  815.  This  bill, 
S.  3628,  authorized  appropriations  for  school 
construction  in  so-called  impacted  areas  for 
3  additional  years,  namely,  1956.  1957, 
and  1958.  It  proposed  also  to  extend  for  an 
additional  3  years  the  authority  of  tbe 
Commlaaloner  of  Education  to  provide  mini- 
mum school  facilities  for  the  education  of 
Children  residing  on  Federal  property  with 
respect  to  whom  no  local  educational  agency 
is  able  to  provide  suitable  free  public  educa- 
tion. 

The  bill,  8.  8628,  was  passed  by  the  Senate 
on  August  11,  1954.  On  Augtist  16,  1954,  the 
bill  was  amended  (reduced  by  1  year)  and 
was  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives. 
The  Senate  thereafter  agreed  to  the  House 
amendments  and  at  the  time  this  statement 
was  sent  to  the  printer.  S.  3628  had  already 
gone  to  the  President. 

(b)  Federal  assistance  for  maintenance  and 
operation  of  schools  in  areas  affected  by 
Federal  activities 

In  the  first  session  the  conunittee  con- 
sidered and  favorably  reported  a  bill,  H.  R. 
6078,  to  amend  and  extend  Public  Law  874 
of  the  81st  Congress  which  had  been  enacted 
to  provide  a  program  of  financial  assistance 
for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  schools 
in  areas  affected  by  Federal  activities.  The 
bill  was  passed  by  the  Senate  on  August  1, 
1953,  and  was  signed  into  law  by  the  Pres- 
ident on  August  8.  1953.  This  bill,  which 
had  been  requested  by  the  President,  be- 
came Public  Law  248  of  the  1st  session  of 
the  83d  Congress. 

In  tbe  closing  days  of  the  2d  session 
of  tbe  83d  Congress,  the  committee  consid- 
ered and  favorably  reported  a  bill,  S.  3629.  to 
eliminate  the  so-called  3 -percent  abscnrp- 
tlon  requirement  contained  In  Public  Law 
248  of  tbe  1st  sesrton  of  the  88d  Congress. 
S.  3629  was  passed  by  the  Senate  on  Augtist 
II,  1054.  The  bill  was  passed  by  tbe  House 
on  August  16.  1954.  and  at  the  time  this 


statement  was  sent  to  the  printer  8. 
had  gone  to  the  President. 

(c)  State  and  WhiU  Bouse  Conferences  on 
Education 
After  hearings  on  a  companion  Senata 
measure  (8.  2723).  tbe  oommlttee  reported 
H.  R.  7601.  to  provide  for  State  and  White 
House  Conferences  on  Education.  The 
measure  autb(»lzed  H>proprlattoiM  to  tba 
States  In  order  to  assist  them  In  taoldlna 
State  conferences  and  preparing  reports 
prior  to  the  holding  of  a  White  Houae  Con- 
ference in  1955  to  consider  and  advise  ttae 
President  on  significant  and  pressing  prob- 
lems in  the  field  of  education.  This  i^ma- 
tion  was  specifically  requested  by  tbe  Piesl- 
dent  in  order  that  careful  deUberatlon.  be- 
ginning at  the  State  and  local  level,  oould 
be  given  to  the  Nation's  educational  prob- 
lems. The  Senate  passed  the  measure  on 
June  17,  1954,  and  on  July  26.  1064,  It  became 
PubUc  Law  530. 

(d)  jvotionaz  Advisory  Committee  on 

Education 
Following  bearings  on  a  companion  Sen- 
ate measure  (3.  2724),  the  committee  re- 
ported H.  R.  7434  to  establish  In  ttae  De- 
partment of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfai* 
a  9-member  National  Advisory  Oommlttee 
on  Education.  The  committee  Is  required  to 
meet  not  leas  than  three  times  each  calen- 
dar year.  Ita  function  is  to  recommend  to 
the  Secretary  the  initiation  of  studies  of 
national  concern  In  the  field  of  education 
and  the  law  requires  that  it  propose  to  tiie 
Secretary  appropriate  action  Indicated  by 
such  studies.  In  addition,  the  committee  ia 
required  from  time  to  time  to  advise  the 
Secretary  on  the  progress  being  made  in 
carrying  out  ita  reconunendations.  The  Sec- 
retary, in  turn,  ia  required  to  advise  the 
Congress  annually  in  regard  to  the  studlea 
initiated  under  the  act,  the  reoommendatlona 
made  by  the  committee,  and  the  action  taken 
with  respect  to  such  reoommendatlona.  Thla 
bill  was  passed  by  the  Senate  on  Jxme  17. 
1954,  and  became  PubUc  Law  532  on  July  28, 
1954. 

(e)  Cooperati%>e  research  in  education 
The   committee   alao   held   hearings  on  S. 

2866,  a  blU  which  had  been  lntrod\iced  to 
authorize  cooperative  reaearcb  in  education. 
Committee  action  was  taken,  however,  <m 
H.  R.  0040,  a  companion  measure  which  bad 
been  received  from  the  House  of  Repreeenta- 
tlves.  This  measure  authorlaed  the  <Mlee  of 
Education  and  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  to  enter  Into  con- 
tracts on  Jointly  financed  cooperative  ar- 
rangements vrith  universltiee  and  eolleges 
and  State  educational  agenclee  for  the  con- 
duct of  research,  surveys,  and  demonstra- 
tions in  the  field  of  education.  Prior  to  tbe 
enactment  of  this  bill,  the  Office  of  Educa- 
tion had'  no  legislative  authority  to  enter 
into  such  arrangements.  A  prime  advantage 
of  cooperative  research  work  with  organlaa- 
tions  in  the  field  of  education  is  that  sucb 
procedure  makes  full  use  of  existing  facili- 
ties and  avoids  the  centralisation  of  tbe  staff 
and  facilities  in  Washington.  D.  C.  The  same 
general  procedure  has  been  followed  In  ttae 
field  of  public  health,  and  In  that  field  has 
resulted  In  notable  improvements  and  great 
returns  for  each  Federal  dollar  expended. 
This  bill  became  Public  Law  631  on  July  98, 
1954. 

Z.ABOB  IXraBLATtOW 

(a)    National  Labor  Relations  Act  amend' 
ments 

During  tbe  1st  seaslon  of  the  8Sd  Congrsaa. 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
conducted  extensive  bearings  lasting  0  weeks 
on  proposed  revision  of  our  fundamental 
labor  relations  laws.  Scores  of  wit 
representing  labor,  management,  and 
public  testified  inr  person  before  tbe  oom- 
mlttee or  submitted  statements  dealing  with 
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ttecqMrtmM  of  T 
I  alBtat*  tad  Aovn  to  ta  dartnMa. 
StHnataBKiiMiy  wtth  tlia  tsm^  of  tlw 
yiwldnuf  BMHlHiB  and  In  f»d«r  to  omtj 
f ormrd  and  plM»  in  taglsteUT*  focm  tue 
rvMMaBt%  recomBModatloaa,  X  Inttodoeed 
a  byi.  a  Saao.  T«d  and*  ona-half  waeks 
of  iNibUe  iMtartngi  war*  than  bald  during 
whieb  taatUnony  waa  takan  on  arary  pliaae 
ot  fba  MIL  Tlaen  foQowad  numerous  meet- 
ings of  tlie  oommlttee  In  wblch  erery  pro- 
TMoa  er  tta  MU  was  tborougbly  debated 
dissuiisd.  On  AspM  1S>  10S4.  €ta  Mn 
tavoaably  reported  to  the  Senate  wltH 
eertatn  msdlfleatlona  and  amoidmema.  On 
Vttf  7>  1M4.  tHe  fiftb  day  of  debate  on  the 
MU.  »  motion  to  rsooouBlt  waa  carried 
br  *>  yOtm  of  W  to  49  la  whldk  48  Oemo- 
eratia  MsBiliers  of  the  Senate  voted  solidly 
Cor  raaowitnttttal.  This  action,  for  an  prmc- 
tleal  pwpuees.  rsmoved  all  posslMU^  of  se* 
ewlng  dteJishiu  or  neeeastfy  amandmente  to 
ear  tatoov-^Banacament  rtfattoni  laws  dur- 
tng  tta  nmalnder  of  tta  8Sd 


ib)  tnv0tti§«iticm  of  employee  velfare  mnd 
pention  funOa 

Tta  Prasident,  In  hla.  laXnr  maasace  of 
^Miiiaiy  11. 1964.  xaoommendad.  among  other 
tblBCi.  ttat  'XJongreas  lattlato  a  thorough 
study  of  welfare  and  penaton  funds  oovered 
by  eollaettTe  bargaining  agreements,  with  a 
view  of  enacting  such  legislation  as  will  pro- 
tact  and  eoneerre  these  funds  for  tta  mil- 
lions of  woriElng  men  and  women  vrtio  are 
the  benefldarles." 

Unplemepttog  this  reoommendatlon,  the 
OonunKtae  on  Labor  and  PuUle  Welfare  con- 
eldsred  and  reported  Senate  Reaotutlon  aas. 
This  rsaSlutlon.  which  waa  i^qmved  by  tta 
Senate  on  AprU  28. 19S4.  auttarlsed  tta  cna- 
tkm  of  a  special  suboommlttae  "to  make  a 
full  and  eomplete  study  and  Investigation 
with  respect  to  tta  estaMlahment  and  txp- 
eratloB  ot  eaaployee  welfare  and  pensfam 
funda  under  ooUeetlve-bargalnlng  agree- 
teonta.  for  tta  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether  laglsaltlon  la  necessary  for  tta  con- 
servsttou  of  such  funds  and  tta  protection 
of  the  tnteresta  of  the  beneflclarles  there- 
of." Tta  reeoluttao  authorlaed  ezpendl- 
turea  not  to  exceed  $7ft.O0O  for  carrying  out 
Its  objective.  Ttareafter,  the  coonmlttee 
conalderad  and  adopted  a  aseond  reaolutlon. 
SMiate  Beaolutlon  370,  to  broaden  tta  scope 
of  tta  Inquiry  to.  im'-iwft  all  "plans  and 
funds  subjMt  to  collective  bcrgab^ng."  This 
resolution,  which  also  r»lasd  fta  limit  of  al- 
lowable azpndlturaa  to  gUMSO.  was  ap- 
proved by  tta  Senate  on  July  17.  IWL 

Sfnatnr  Ivaa  was  dtsignitied  chairman  of 
tta  aubcommlttae  and  with  grmtuytng  celer- 
ity choee  a  highly  competent  staff  of  trained 
apedallsti.  Without  dilaj.  tta  ■aboommit- 
tee  began  to  develop  the  data  ahd  Informa- 
tion essential  lor  tta  "«*'^«"t  of  sound  racom- 
mendatlona  In  this  area,  xrnder  tta  able 
^ttreetlen  of  the  dlstlngulahed  senior  8«urtor 
from  New  Toric.  tta  suboommlttee  Is  enlisting 
tta  eooperatlon  of  labor  untana.  employws. 
larainoa  and  buikiag  iwtltutkns.  M  waU  aa 
•wvprlato  Vadaral  and  State  agaaeias  and 

an  objective  and  Impartial  ftelMotk.     Tta 

tta   facts   upon   whlah 'to   b«w   f«ma«al 
legisiatkm  In  tta  intareate  of  tta  mUlkms 


and  women  wta  are  the 
of  theee  nmda.  | 

(e)  JBcpeal  a/  tta  «m<  herulU*  prohibition 
of  tta  Jtattroad  Jtetirement  4et 

Tta  Labor  Oommlttee%  special  9ubcom- 
mtttee  on  mdlroad  Retirement,  ui^er  the 
^hatrmaaddp  of  the  lat^Benator  drlawold, 
held  4  days  of  hearings  in  Februiiy  19&4, 
on  &  S178.  H.  R.  856  (a  prevlouBly.  House- 
passed  bUl)  and  other  bills  to  repeal  pit  duel 
benefit  prohibition  of  the  Railroad,  Retire- 
ment Act.  This  prohibition  had  be^n  writ- 
ten Into  tta  Railroad  Retirement  Act  In 
1051. 

Witnesses  before  tta  subcommltt«|e  repre- 
sented All  interested  parties.  Spokeemen  of 
the  operating  railroad  groups  and  p^aionera 
testlfled  In  favor  of  this  legislation.  Spokes- 
men for  the  nonoperatlng  rallrcmdl  groups 
and  the  mllroada  oppoeed  it.  The  iubcom- 
mlttee,  alter  careful  consideration  of  the 
matter,  concluded  that  the  so-call«d  "dual 
taneflt  ban"  was  unfair  and  prodtsctive  of 
undue  hardship  on  persons  who  were  eligible 
for  benefl-^  under  both  the  social  security 
and  railroad  retirement  systems. 

On  May  24.  liMM,  the  committee  fgvorably 
reported  K.  2178.  which  was  a  companion 
measure  t<>  H.  R.  356.  already  passed  by  the 
House.  Ttie  bUl  waa  passed  ty  the  Senate 
on  June  '<i,  1954^  and  it  was  approved  by 
tta  Presldont  on  June  16.  1954.  It  la  now 
Public  Lav  398  of  the  83d  Congress 

(<1)  JteiZroad  retirement  amendr^enta 
Late  In  the  ad  session  the  cotrunittee 
favorably  reported  H.  R.  7840,  a  codipanlon 
bill  to  8.  2930,  upon  which  hearitga  had 
been  htid  by  the  Special  Subcommittee  on 
Railroad  Retirement  Legislation,  wtaftch  waa 
then  under  the  chairmanship  of  ISenator 
OouiWATKa.  These  bills  proposed  a  #eries  of 
amendments  to  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Act.  the  Riiilroad  Tax  Act  and  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act. 

H.  R.  7840  waa  favcM-ably  reported  by  the 
committee  on  Augxist  2.  1054.  it  wa4  passed 
by  tta  Semite  by  a  voice  vote  on  August  10. 
1964.  and  at  tta  time  this  statement  Was  sent 
to  the  iNrlnter,  H.  R.  7840  had  already  gone  to 
the  President. 

In  genenil,  H.  R.  7840  liberalized  the  so- 
called  fringe  benents  for  various  beneficiaries 
under  the  Railroad  ReUrement  Act.  It 
amended  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insvir- 
anoe  Act  so  as  to  increase  the  msxlmum 
monthly  compensation  for  both  tandflt  pur- 
poaes.  It  increased  the  tax  base  from  8300 
to  8800  a  zniicth.  eflectiTe  July  1,  1944.  The 
tax  rate  of  6^  percent  was  left  unchanged. 

(e)  Fedeial  Equality  of  Opportunity  of 
Employment  Act  ' 

Tta  Subcommittee  on  Civil  Rights  of  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  held 
6  days  of  hearings  during  February  and 
March  1954  on  S.  692,  a  bill  to  prohibit 
discrimination  In  employment  because  of 
race,  color,  religion,  national  origin.,  or  an- 
cestry. This  bill  was  introduced  by  Senator 
Jvas.  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  on 
January  29,  1953.  for  himself  and  18  co- 
sponsora. 

During  tbe  hearings  all  witnesses  testified 
ttat  tta  bill  would  not  be  disruptive^  would 
ta  workable,  and  would  be  a  significant  step 
forward.  No  witnesses  appeared  In  ppposi- 
tlon  to  tta  blU. 

Ob  AprU  28,  1B54,  tta  bill  was  f^rorably 
nported  by  ttie  full  committee  and  -was  on 
tta  Senate  calendar  awaiting  actio*  when 
tta  Senate  adjourned  on  Augiist  20,  1954. 

VXTXaAMS'   ATWA-ntB  I 

During  the  3d  session  of  the  83d  Gbngress 
tta  oommlttee  acted  upon  a  number  pt  bills 
relating  to  veterans'  affairs,  among  which 
the  following  are  the  moet  Important: 

(•)  ^Eteneion  o/  educational  privileges  for 
veteran*  of  the  Korean  war 
Oa  Auguet  2.  1964,  the  committee  reported 
•ad  thereafter  oa  August  11. 1954.  the;  Senate 


passed  H.  R.  9888.  to  require  ttat  vatarans  of 
the  Korean  war  Initiate  oouraasi  of  Instruc- 
tion or  training  under  tta  Veterans'  Read- 
justment Act  of  1952  by  August  20.  1964^  or 

2  years  after  discharge,  whlctairer  Is  later. 
Section  1  of  this  bill  simply  ektends  ttat 
period  for  Initiating  a  co\irse  fropt  2  years  to 

3  years  after  date  of  discharge.  |The  present 
law  requires  that  a  course  of  'training  ta 
completed  within  7  years  from  ilate  of  h<«- 
charge  and  this  la  extended  for  %  «H^t^j^m| 
year. 

Sections  2  and  3  relate  exclusively  to  vet- 
erans undergoing  training  under  Public  Law 
16  of  the  78th  Congress  (World  |War  II  vet- 
erans)  ,  or  Public  Law  894  of  the  81st  Congress 
(Korean  veterans),  both  of  whl^  relate  to 
education  and  training  for  service-connected 
disabled  veterans.  There  la  no  tlpoe  limit  set 
in  which  to  Initiate  training  ^mder  these 
acts.  Howevar.  ttare  Is  an  overall  completion 
date  of  0  years  after  date  of  djscharga  for 
World  War  II  veterans  which  wIU  expire  on 
July  25.  1956.    This  date  would  ^  extended 

4  years  for  those  persons  who  h^ve  not  (a) 
attained  vocational  rehabllitatloa  because  of 
mental  or  physical  disability,  (^)  bad  not 
met  nature  of  discharge  requlre^nts.  such 
requirement  later  being  eorrectad  pursuant 
to  law,  (c)  had  not  timely  eatwUshed  tta 
existence  of  compensable  disability  connect- 
ed with  service. 

Section  3  of  tbe  bUl  provides  tta  same 
coverage  to  a  Korean  veteran  training  under 
Public  Law  894.  and  at  the  same  time  limits 
vocational  rehabilitation  in  lin|B  with  tta 
precedent  set  with  World  War  n  training  to 
9  years  alter  the  enactment  of  this  proposal 
or  9  years  after  date  of  dlscharn^of  tta  vet- 
eran, whichever  is  the  earlier. 

H.  R.  9888  was  signed  into  law  by  the 
President  on  August  20,  1954.  It  Is  Public 
Law  610. 

(b)  Increased  Federal  aid  for  State  veterans' 

homes 

In  the  closing  days  of  the  seobnd  seeslon 
the  committee  favorably  reported  H.  R.  8180, 
a  bill  to  increase  from  $500  to  8l00  per  year 
the  Federal  aid  to  Stetes  for  th«  support  of 
veterans,  domiciled  or  hoepltall^d  in  Stete 
homes,  who  are  eligible  for  such  4are  In  Fed- 
eral hospitals  or  domic llUriee.  prior  to  en- 
actment of  this  measure  the  payiaent  of  the 
•500  rate  waa  restricted  to  JuHe  80,  1966. 
This  bill.  In  addition  to  raising  tta  rate  from 
8500  to  8700.  would  remove  the  restrictive 
date  of  June  SO.  1956.  thus  establtahlng  8700 
ag  a  permanent  rate  for  Federal  8id  to  Stete 
homes. 

Th:3  bill  was  slffned  Into  Isw  bt  tta  Presi- 
dent on  August  21,  1954,  and  U  how  Public 
Law  613. 

(c)  Hospitalization  of  Filipinos  fcho  served 

in  the  United  States  Armed  forcea 
On  June  2,  1954.  the  committee  consid- 
ered and  favorably  reported  H.  R.  8944.  a 
House-passed  bill  which  extended  for  8  »d- 
dltlonal  years  the  authority  for  )the  Ameri- 
can Government  to  bear  a  por1|lon  of  the 
expense  Incident  to  hospitelteattm  of  Fili- 
pinos with  service-connected  disabilities  In- 
curred in  behalf  of  the  United  Stetes  during 
World  War  H.  ~ 

The  bill  was  amended  by  the .  committee 
to  make  payments  on  a  graduated  acale.  to 
expire  In  E>ecember  of  1950  wheh  the  pro- 
pram  Itself  will  come  to  an  end.' 

The  bill,  as  amended  by  the  icommtttee. 
was  passed  by  the  Senate  on  Jube  7,  1964. 
The  Senate  amendments  were  accepted  by 
the  House  and  on  June  18,  1954,  itie  bill  was 
clgned  by  the  President.  It  Is  Aow  Public 
Lew  421.  J 

(d)  Outpatient  dental  service  ftlfr  Spanish- 

American  War  veteran^ 
The  conunittee  considered  and  favorably 
reported  without  amendment,  H.  |R.  6418.  to 
restore  for  Spanish-American  Wi^  VMetaas 
and  veterans  taking  training  ux^der  PuMte 
Law  16.  their  ellgibUlty  for  outpatient  dental 
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servloe.  Public  Law  16  provides  In  general 
for  tta  education  and  training  of  veterana 
of  World  War  n  and  tta  Korean  War  suf- 
fering from  sail  tie  uhiiwn  tad  dtatbUlttea. 
H.  R.  6413  would  allow  such  veterana  to  iw- 
celve  ou^wttent  Hental  asiiius. 

The  bin  was  passid  by  tke  Suaate  osi  July 
6.  1864.  and  to  now  PubUe  Law  494. 

In  addition  to  tta  atave  blUs.  tta  eom- 
xcittae  acted  upon  aevaral  bills  of  a  min/y 
nature  In  regard  to  veterans  siTalrs.  Among 
these  was  a  bin  (S.  3719)  to  permit  tta  Vet- 
erans' Administration  to  deny  or  to  order 
dtecontinued  the  pursuit  of  tta  ooune  of 
education  or  training  by  a  vataran  In  a  for- 
eign country  If  tta  pursuit  of  such  course 
oi  education  or  training  waa  determined  by 
the  Veterans'  Administration  not  to  be  to 
the  best  totereste  of  either  the  veteran  or 
the  Government  of  the  United  Stetea. 

Among  tta  bills  of  a  minor  nature  and  of 
a  somewtat  different  character  eonaldered 
and  reported  by  the  committee  was  S.  8388, 
which  authorlaed  tta  conveyance  te  Mil- 
waukee County,  Wis.,  or  28  acres  of  land, 
located  on  tta  Veterans'  Administration  cen- 
ter at  Wood,  Wis. 

There  waa  also  reported  from  the  com- 
mittee 8.  681.  a  bill  to  permit  veterans  to 
suspend  or  delay  their  programs  of  educa- 
tion or  training  under  tta  Gl  bill  of  rlghte 
in  order  to  perform  aervteas  as  rellglotis  mis- 
sionaries. ThU  totter  biU  was  paMnrt  by 
the  Senate  and,  along  with  the  abore-men- 
tioned  minor  bUla,  was  still  pending  In  tta 
House  of  Bepreaentatlvas  when  tta  Congress 
ndjourned.  Enactment  of  this  measure  Is 
no  longer  necessary,  however,  toasmuch  as 
Its  purpoae  has  be««  achieved  by  adminU- 
tratlve  action  of  the  Veterans'  Admlnlstra-' 
tion. 


;i  r 


In  addltton  to  Ito  leglstotlve  ftmctlons.  tta 
committee,  during  the  88d  Oongreas.  con- 
sidered, approved,  and  recommended  tta 
confirmation  of  hundreds  of  nominations. 
Among  these  were  tta  Secretaries  and  other 
top  echelon  officials  in  the  Departmento  of 
Labor  and  Health,  Bducatlon.  and  Welfare. 
Tbe  oommlttee  also  eonaldered  and  approved 
nomlnaUons  to  the  FKleral  Coal  Mine  Safe- 
t7  Board  of  Review  In  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  tta  Pederal  MedtoUon  and  Oon- 
clliaUon  Servloe,  the  National  Labor  Reto- 
Uons  Board,  tta  National  Mediation  Board. 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Board,  and  tta  Na- 
tional Science  Board.  Most  numerotia  cf 
the  nominations  considered  were  appolnt- 
mente  and  promotions  in  the  regular  corps 
of  the  United  Stetes  Public  Health  Service. 
The  most  controversial  and  time  consum- 
ing nomination  considered  by  tta  commit- 
tee was  that  of  Albert  C.  Beeaon  to  be  a 
member  of  tta  National  Labor  RetoUons 
Board.  None  of  the  nominations  passed  on 
by  the  committee  were  rejected  by  the  Sen- 
ate. 

coicMrrrsK  KTn.x8 

At  its  meeUng  on  March  24.  1954,  the  com- 
mittee adopted  and  incorporated  Into  its 
standing  rules  suggestions  In  regard  to  rules 
and  policies  governing  Senate  tovestlgatlng 
committees  and  subcommittees  which  had 
been  made  by  the  majortty  policy  oommlttee. 
These  rules  governing  investigations  were 
Incorporated  Into  the  committee  rules  as 
rule  14.  Committee  rule  14  was  redesig- 
nated as  rule  15. 

At  the  aame  time  that  thte  action  was 
token,  the  chairman  waa  authorlaed  to  ap- 
point a  five-member  subcommittee  to  study 
the  subject  and  report  tack  to  the  com- 
mittee wtth  specific  suggestions  in  regard 
to  rules  for  govo-nlng  tovestlgatlons  to  ta 
made  by  thto  committee  or  any  of  ite  sub- 
committees. 

To  thU  date,  only  three  other  committees 
of  the  Senate  have  foHowed  the  example 
of  the  Labor  Committee  in  adopting  the 
majority  policy  committee's  suggestion. 
These  committees  are  Armed  Services,  Select 
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obwmrrcc  STAFT 
Tta  record  of  aooompUahment  made  by 
the  Oommlttee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
totta  8M  Congrees  wcvld  not  have  been 
poastble  without  elBclent  and  able  aastatanoe 
at  tta  staff  teval.  Tta  penaanent  staff  of 
tta  conunittee  In  tta  83d  Congress  oonstoted 
o*  ^|y  14  employees.  Of  ttat  number,  six 
snplnyees.  todudlng  tta  majority  and  mi- 
nority staff  directors,  are  profeaalonaJ  em- 
P>*>y*«^  The  remaining  eight  employees  are 
clerical. 

A  special  Subcommittee  To  Investigate 
Bmployee  Welfare  Funds  was  authorlaed  late 
In  toe  second  session.  ThU  subcommittee's 
functions  ar«  kept  separate  frt>m  those  of 
tta  standing  committee.  Ito  personnel,  con- 
stotlng  of  7  professional  employees  and  4 
clerical  employees,  are  not  Integrated  with 
tta  staff  of  the  parent  committee. 

comcrrm  bubcbt 

During  tta  63d  Congrees,  there  was  appro- 
priated from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
Senate  a  total  of  81S.0OO  for  the  use  of  the 
full  committee  for  tta  peyment  of  oon- 
Ungent  expenses.  An  addlUonal  8126.150 
was  appropriated  for  expenditure  by  tta 
^Mdal  subcommttee  on  employee  welfare 
funds  for  tato  contingent  expensee  and  sal- 
ariee  of  personnel  assigned  to  that  subcom- 
mittee. TDgether.  these  amoimu  total 
8140,150.  This  latter  figure  does  not  Include 
the  salartes  of  tta  staff  of  the  full  com- 
mittee which  are  estimated  at  8109,450.39 
for  tta  whote  of  toe  88d  Oongnas. 

Thto  oomparea  with  total  oommlttee  ex- 
penditures of  8476,300.01  m  tta  gad  f^mgrsia 
and  8335.178.64  In  tta  8Ut  CongressT^ 
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KZTKNSION  OF  REMARKS 

HON.  WILL  E.  NEAL 

or  wKsr  vnuoriA 

□f  THB  HOUSE  OP  RS'REBKNTATIVBS 

Friday.  August  20.  19S4 

Mr.  NEALu  Mr.  Speaker,  the  83d  Con- 
sress  18  DOW  put  history.  It  has  set 
an  outstanding  record  of  achievement. 
Houae  leaders  and  committee  chairmen 
have  worked  hard  and  long  to  evolve  a 
legislative  program  designed  to  turn  the 
Nation  from  a  highly  geared  foreign-war 
quasi-prosperity  to  one  based  on  funda- 
mental American  jnlnciples. 

Xvcry  Important  piece  of  legislation 
has  been  carefully  studied,  thoroughly 
debated,  and  property  anaended  to  Itt  the 
needs  of  the  times  and  the  ezisUng  eco- 
nomic situation  created  by  years  of  wars, 
war  fears.  ai>d  inflation. 

At  home,  as  a  result  of  laws  passed 
during  this  OongTesB.  every  dtiaen  and 
every  businessman  will  receive  tax  relief. 
PensloDerB  and  welfare  recipients  will  be 
given  an  increase  In  pensioas.  The  Re- 
publican administration  has  achieved 
cutbacks  of  m»proximatoly  $12  biHicxi. 

Communism  has  been  recognised  for 
what  it  is  and  has  been  legally  outlawed 
as  a  political  party. 

The  program  for  national  defense  has 
been  greatly  augmented  and  its  eost 
is  being  scrupulously  guarded,  nrtmne 
wars  cannot  escape  atomic  del ' 
No  nation  enfl»ged  in  atoak  _ 
ignore  the  dangers  of  unexpected 
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Atomic  war  is  iiwtHtftVyt^^  im^  ButBl  h% 
prevBDtad  If  humanly  rtttithlr  But  w« 
dare  not  rtlax  our  eltartB  to  buUd  ade- 
quate defanae.  TbeadminlBtratton.tuUy 
•realising  this,  has  adopted  meami««  to 
defend  our  country  ■f>»»^fft  anxcaslCM 
from  any  source. 

Progress  is  b^nf  made  toward  getting 
the  Federal  Qovemment  ont  ol  oonpstU 
Uon  with  private  business.  Private  In- 
vestment, the  bedrock  of  industrial  suc- 
cess, is.  assured  more  freedom  to  build 
new  plants  and  provide  cmjjdoyiQgnt  tor 
more  people. 

A  Presidential  committee  has  been  ap- 
l>ointed  to  review  the  coal  industry's  de- 
clining maricets  in  an  effort  to  find  reme- 
dial measures  conducive  to  the  imiper 
maintenance  of  an  industry  so  fdinnHsl 
to  the  Nation's  welfare.  This  is  of  par- 
ticular interest  to  the  people  of  my  State. 
West  Virginia.  ^ 

The  unnecessary  waste  of  our  mtxluc- 
Uve  soils  and  the  high  cost  of  overpi«- 
duction  is  being  attacked  by  Uig««i«^fi>n 
to  preserve  the  independence  of  tha 
farmer,  maintain  his  standards  of  living, 
and  prevent  the  cost  of  storage  of  un- 
necessary overproduction. 

War  recession  fears  are  fast  fading. 
The  people  of  America  are  looking  to  tbe 
Republican  Party  as  the  peacetime  party. 
More  people  are  employed  now  than  ever 
before  in  peaoetime,  and  there  are  fewer 
unemidoyed  than  before  the  Xoraan  war. 

Housing  and  home  financing,  mairtny 
possible  the  supply  of  needed  homes  lor 
our  growing  pcvmlaUon,  is  being  met  hr 
carefully  prepared  legislation.  fOc  the 
first  time  the  country  has  a  coordinated 
housing  bUl  with  benefits  in  eveiy  one  of 
the  fields  of  housing — new.  existing,  vr- 
ban.  suburban,  and  ruraL  The  new 
housing  bill  will  provide  more  hom«e, 
smaller  downpayments.  and  inng^iy 
terms.  For  example,  the  i««nim.iT«,  p^^y. 
ment  on  a  $12,000  home  now  Ig  $1,200. 
Just  half  what  it  was  under  previous  law. 
The  period  for  paying  back  loans  has 
been  extended  to  30  years,  which  meana 
that  the  montUy  payments  on  a  $10,000 
mortgage  over  a  30-year  period  Is  $A^ 
while  under  the  old  law  It  was  $67.  Um» 
its  on  the  amoimts  of  nuntgages  for  Indi- 
vidual homes  have  been  increased  from 
$16,000  to  $20,000.  This  will  help  our 
families  to  have  better  homce. 

A  very  important  item  ef  tbe  new  hous- 
ing law  is  the  provision  to  Insure  mort- 
gages on  lower  cost  homes  to  hdp  those 
whose  needs  are  the  greatest.  FBA  can 
now  insure  mortgages  up  to  OS  peroaot  of 
the  value  of  semicompleted  homes.  X7n- 
der  the  old  low-cost  program  the  mort- 
gage was  $5,700.    Ndw  It  is  $6,660. 

The  buyers  of  new  bames  are  given 
certificates  showing  the  rOA  appralsaL 
This  reassures  and  Xoctttes  tbe  buyer 
that  his  Judgment  is  good  as  to  the  bouse 
he  is  buying,  and  gives  htm  the  opportn- 
nity  of  wiaHwg  Us  ffaud  ^IfrJiritm  after 
he  has  seen  the  appralsaL  Tbe  new  act 
provides  substantially  the  same  brneflts 
for  buying  older  booes  as  ttaoae  provided 
for  new  homes.  On  «  $gj660 
the  downpaymcnt  now  is 
Just  half  the  fo 
more  lOieral 
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HI  appnlMd  tbi^  wiD  t«ke  Into  bastneaB  rertew.  says  that  emptoyment  The  amended  law  izicreases  Wm  $3,800 

tte  xcPttin  ttwl  viB  bt  BiBMled.  continued  ''to  drift  downward  <lm>ugh  to  $4,200  the  total  creditable  knd  taxable 

r.  VRA  dOM  not  operate  %  July."  earnings  upon  which  benefit  would  be 

OBHiamiUeut  sobsMy,  either  fda^  the  tmy-  Secretary  of  Commerce  Weeks,  and  his  computed.                             , 

er  OEf  for  the  boDAer.    FBA  deae  not  cowoiiEers  must  be  prophets  of  dpom  and  it  removes  earning  limitatlcm  of  bene> 

IsDd  IBBonj  and  does  not  baUd  homes,  gloom.  flciartes  at  age  72— now  75.*    It  allows 

hot  it  cnabkB  millions  of  faaadltee  to  .—.^.^^m^-^—      I  beneficiaries  under  such  age  to  earn  up 

own  Har  hotter  homes  than  ttiey  could  to  $1,200  per  year— now  up|  to  $75  per 

otherMet  •flord,  «nd  nfesuaxds  hare  -«  .  ,.    ru«-«-  :-  ^^  c^:.i  t.^^».  month— without  deducUon  W  benefits, 

heen  wtttten  into  the  law  for  the  pro-  wiai  me  c»a«fes  ■  the  aocial  »ec«nty  and  provides  for  loss  of  1  month's  benefit 

teetlim  of  an  the  peopie.  Law  Mcaa  To  Yon  for  each  unit  of  $80  or  fraction  thereof 

Emy  Pteee  of  legislation  passed  by  of  covered  earnings  in  excels  of  $1,200. 

ttils  OongresB  has  been  planned  to  sta-  jrrTwimnKi  r»w  ^wunLxt-^a  ^°  ^^^  o'  monthly  benefit,  however,  for 

Ullie  the  Nation  economically  and  to  ksxknsion  of  remar^  ^^^y  ^onth  in  which  he  neither  earned 

readimt  to  peacetime  activities  with  the  o'                  |  more  than  $80,  nor  rendered' substantial 

liMt  peestble  dlsturt»nee  to  the  people  HON  mWADn  A   rADMJtTT  services  in  self-employment.    Withholds 

•nd  their  purebastaig  power.  nun.  u/ff  aiu/  a.  UAiunai  £.  benefits  to  beneficiaries  engaked  in  non- 

These  facts  certainly  justtfy  Vtut  Re-  °'  mabtlawd  covered  work  outside  the  U^ted  States 

ptib^ean    reputatton    for    successfully  in  thk  bousk  of  RXPRESENT^tTivES  for  any  month  in  which  thejf  worked  on 

"handling  tltt  Oovemment's  affairs  dur-  _  . .        .         ...   ....  7  or  more  days. 

mg  periods  of  peace.  The  administra-  Fnoay.  August  20, 1954  ^  excludes  periods  of  permanent  and 

ticm^  deservcai  much  credit  for  its  sue-  Mr.  OARMATZ.    Mr.  Speaker,  in  my  ^('tal  disability  in  determinhig  insured 

cesBfol  readjustment  program  to  solve  contacts  with  the  people  in  my  district,  status  and  amount  of  benefits  pasrable 

the  problems  of  our  domestic  economy,  j  have  discovered  that  there  is  one  sub-  o^  death  or  retirement.    An  Individual's 

but  our  foreign  policy  presents  the  great-  ject.  above  all  others,  in  which  there  is  insured  status  Is  frozen  at  tfie  point  of 

est  challeive.    This  administration  in-  a  great  amount  of  interest.    As  a  very  disability. 

herlted  a  foreign  policy  that  grew  out  large  percentage  of  my  con^ituents  ^^  allows  the  recomputatien  of  bene- 
of  yours  of  overexpansion  and  mlAaken  will  now  be  covered  by  the  Social  Secur-  ^ts  to  take  into  account  additional  eam- 
judgmoat.  It  contintKS  to  be  the  most  ity  Act.  I  have  been  asked  repeatedly  by  ^i^s  after  entiUement  to  bezlefits.  if  the 
serfoas  problem  facing  the  Nation  to-  individuals,  what  the  amendments  just  employee  has  covered  earnings  of  more 
day.  The  free  world  faces  a  aerious  made  by  Ctjngress.  will  mean  to; them.  than  $1,200  in  a  calendar  year  after  1953 
diallenge.  America,  in  her  attempts  to  The  past  2  years  have  seen  a  number  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  year  in  which  his  benefit 
unite  and  strengthen  her  allies,  is  faced  of  changes  in  my  district.  Many  houses  ^^^  ^^^^  computed, 
with  many  provocations  and  many  fall-  i^ve  been  torn  down  to  make  it)om  for  I'  sets  the  contribution  rates  for  em- 
ures.  doe  to  the  lack  of  cooperation  on  expanded  businesses,  parking  Idts  low-  Ployers  and  employees  at  2  pfrcoit  up  to 
the  part  of  amed  countries  whose  inter-  rent  houaimj  projects,  and  so  forth.  This  $4,200  through  1959.  and  one-half  per- 
eets  are  nraeh  in  common  with  ours.  t^LS  resulted  in  the  removal  of  many  of  ^^^^  increase  each  5-year  period  there- 
Thir^-flve  years  and  t&ree  foreign  wars  my  constituents  and  therefore,  to  at-  ^^^^  through  1975;  and  4  p^reoit  after 
have  taivOived  this  Nation  far  beyond  tempt  to  reach  them  individually  by  mall  ^^'^^-  The  self -employed  would  pay  1  ^ 
our  wishes.  We  have  made  mistakes  in  the  usual  manner,  is  difBcult,  if  not  tmies  the  above  rates. 
and  have  suffered  both  milltanr  and  impossible.  Under  the  circums^nces.  I  ^J^  extends  through  September  80. 
diplomatic  defeats  by  assuming  that  our  am  taking  this  means  of  conveying  to  1956— now  through  SeptemMr  30. 1954— 
foreign  allies  fully  understand  our  in-  them  the  informaUon  on  the  Social  Se-  ***  public  assistance  provisions  with  re- 
tentions. It  has  taken  us  a  long  time  curity  Act  changes,  in  wliich  they  are  ^P^*  ^  temporary  increases  in  Federal 
to  learn  that  we  cannot  buy  friendship,  interested.  payments  to  States  for  old«age  asslst- 
Amerlcan  foreign  policies  must  be  re-  Briefly  tljey  are  as  follows-  '  *°*^®'  *^**  ^  dependent  children,  aid  to 
vised  in  the  light  of  psychological  re-  ^he  amended  act  extends  covemBe  to  "^®  ^^^^'  *°^  *><*  ^  ^^e  permanently 
actldns  Then  our  people  will  no  longer  employtS  of  Stete  ^nd  l^al  s^^^^^^  *°**  **»^"y  disabled.  It  ext««ds  provl- 
be  taxed  so  heavily  to  carry  unwelcome  SSSS  X  are^ered  b?^  State  a^d  «^°"*  '°'"  aPP">val  of  certain  BUte  plans 
handouts  to  people  in  foreign  lands.  SS  retir^mrat  SIteSS   unde?  voliS-  '^'^  ^***  ^°  ^^"^  ^^^^  ^^^ch  did  not  meet 

we  must  not  continue  to  spend  our-  SSy  Stete^P^erragS^meSte  o^^^  ^^  requirements  of  the  Social  Security 

252S°Jh'fJi£S"*f°'°S**'*^*^;  Suon^t  a  majoX  S  the^^^^^^^  Actfrom  June  30.  1955,  to  June  30.  1957". 
tafled  in  the  affairs  of  nations  beyond  members  vote  for  coveraae  in  a  refer-  ^"*®  foUowing  tables  show  the  in- 
cur shores.  With  so  much  to  be  done  J^um  coverage  m  ^  reier-  creases  current  beneficiaries:  of  old-age 
toward  devrto^  and  improving  our  ^    farmworkers  who  receive  at  least  ^^  survivors  insurance  wlU  receive  be- 

XesT^^C^^iSTteZ^  $lMi^w^esma^en(to    ye^^^^  which  liifJi^H ',?*  ^^i^"^'.   '^'^' 

"^^t^J^JZ^^^^r^  by  a  given  employer.  jhlch^wiU  be  deUvered  the  e^rly  part  of 

must  stand  strong  Jn  her  irtillosophy  of  To  domestic  workers  and  casual  work-  Retired  tcorker    \ 

free  men.  free  enterprise,  world  Wee.  ^rec^^i^  $^in  t^  wages  m  a  cal-  *"'^«*  "^^^  ^e^monthtv 

and  normal  trade  among  nations:  "*''»'  <iuarter  by  a  given  employer.  oid  monthly  payment:               -      SJmrnt 

The  Republican  administraUon  has  To  ministers  and  members  of  religious       $25 _ ;         «o  qq 

made  an  exceUent  beginning.    We  must  <>«*«"   on    a    voluntary    self-employed        •40 ^ 45:00 

make  sure  that  there  will  be  a  majority  *»*^'                                                                  J^^ r «•«> 

sympathetic  to  its  policies  and  principles  "^^  American  citixens  employed  out-       J^" - - ► 78.60 

to  finish  the  Job.  side  the  United  States  by  foreign  sub-        *^ ~ 1 >«-W 

sidiaries  of  American  companies,  if  par-  Worker  and  wife  {65  or  ^ver) 

-  ent  companj' agrees.  jtetc  monthly 

To    homeU'Orkers    now    excluded    be-  Old  monthly  payment:                          payment 

Prophets  of  Doom  and  doom  cause  their  services  are  not  subject  to        sstso __l #45.00 

State  licensing  laws.  •                                  •58.40 ^ e7.60 

EXTENSION  OP  RE&iARKS  To  employees  in  fishing  and  related        ITa^ — ♦ ,?2-2 

o,  activities  on  vessels  of  10  net  ton*  or  less        Jiavso"" ^ 147  2 

UAil    ■iCiifiir  BBfl/«c  "^  ®°  shore  thereby  covering  ali  fisher-                      t i*^w» 

nun.  MALVIII  milX  men.  and  American  citizens  in  the  em-  Widow,  widower,  parent,  of  ehUd 

or  nxmonB  ploy  of  American  employers  on'  vessels  Hew  monthly 

W  THB  HODSK  OF  BSPBBBBrrATTVXS  ■"***  aircraft  of  foreign  registry.  <^'<*  monthly  payment:                  j      papment 

Fridait  AitauMt  20  iaS4  '^°  »elf-employed  farm  operators  and        H^^ f «»  «» 

^r  ~T^    w^Llw      !L    .^  -elf-employed  members  of  the  fdUowlng       H^Z t— -  "  S 

^ULI^^    B«r.  Speaker,  the  Cora-  groups:  architects,  engineers,  funeral  di-       JJagJ T"- "   15S 

merce  Department,  in  its  regular  monthly  rectors,  and  public  accountants.  w3.8o:::::::::::::::::::::::i:::: .  SJ.  S 
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irtfow  m»£  1  6MU  hiiUMhlM  cut  obIt  nftr  ft„n^  . 

Mewmonthlt    ^mm  ■■■!»«,.  — py  ^^  ,|„^  SSTto!     T«l«lWs«  a»d  tfce  C»r««| FiWfc ll*mt 

Old  monthly  ptyment:  fsfm«nt     Jwad  or  aaorlfloed  eompletely  by  8Ut«  D*.  

S58.40 . 67. ao         nM«  li  MwrnMai  to  DeltoT*  that  tlita  --  in-r 

t80.00 90.00     to  tlw  IntonUoo  at  the  nlntb  iimIiiii    m 

Im  « VJ.  2   1^  '^^^JrV^ll'^  **»  PTticipaf.       HON.  ANDREW  F.  SCHOffTEL 

SU7.H) 147.  so     wweb  may  asplaln  Uw  Stats  Dapartmantl  w,~«*«»  >««• 

Wiatmand2cM*r€n.  2!!L*  '^"^^  *"  «»•  »>•**«  wWla  ttaa  pan-  _,  ,,„  „«..,..*I  ****** 

„^ „  ,  «»»•  rwnalnwl  In  aeaakm.  »  TBE  SKNATS  OF  THK  xnOTSD  STAT«8 

M^  »u».ft>ii.  n.«».^t.                 i*9w  monthly         to  othw  word*.  th«  State  Departmant  »»■  w^Am,^   ^.«».#  •«    m^^ 

ir^     ^^^'^                        '•S^  "H  itaaif  up  a.  a  niua  and  dictat«S\u*SS  Friday.  August  29, 1954 

Ha  SO " «2  *»  *^  »•«»".  "id  in  clear  defiance  and  Mr.  SCHOBPFBL.     Mr.    PnddenLI 

So  00                                             go  2  SUlSi^iS**?"  «L ''^**^  ^  •*'***"  s,  of  the  ask  unanlmous  consent  to  have  mteted 

Si??i:::::::::::::::::::::::::::iS:S  St*1ie"SS,STSrSrniS*SaSrSs;  *^  "«.  cdw.«««»Ax.  it»»  ."SS 

sieseo 197.  xo  layd«*5L*srs'p<;'tl:^•J?:iSiss5^2S  s«*'fn'strt*^^^*^"*"*~™* 

reguUta  the  oommeroe  of  toeUnlted  States      PHSl!     "*t*^*- 

—^^^^^——  with  foreign  countries.  There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 

No  treaties  that  the  State  Department    ^^^^  was  ordered  to  be  printed  )n  the 

GATT  UadeJ  for  AMtkar  Road  SUTtHSST  ^*^T  ?!IJ°°— 'T*  "  ^  Racoaa.  as  followa: 

J^„       ^'^"^  aU  of  the  so-called  con-  TCLsnaioir  un  m  Coon 

traetlng   partlsa    who    ha^e    brought    their         *.  ♦k*. -i-..,«— ~* .^    _ 

EXTENSION  OF  RWitfARW-n  •°**^    baskets    to    thsss    foreign    vacaUon  ^^!rl!??*?f*°*  ""■^^  *»"        - 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS  watertng  places  for  the  State  Depar^nt  •*»J*~™»«*  «»«•  "•  •  aumbar  of  eom. 

or  to  flU  out  of  American  pockets-^W^ver  S!"i"*  »««-oa«.  In  «y  vpiakm,  for  ealllBC 

ii^M    ^w>^w^^w.  »     u .  .  ^>.-.  »>«n  aubmlttad  to  the  SenatTas  reouired  ^  *^"*  congressional  and  pubUe  attoittOB  to 

HON.  GEORGE  W.  MALONE        «-  oonsutution.  ^  ^  "^   SS"  J*?!*l.Ji™*  "^^^^  ■"**«*  »*  *»- 

•»*»*»*  And.  «  I  .t«t«l  before.  OATT  Itself  ha.     ^SrS^'SSi  ha^e  00m.  t«  «^ -.H*— 

never  bem  submitted  to  the  Oonsress   al-     ,  ^T^^^^  "^  **"~  *"  "^  partleo- 
IN  THK  SKNATE  OF  THK  UOTTED  STATM      though  It  Is  a  loadsd  gun  held  atthehead  of     Iff  '*if^l*™*J*2?!??f  ^?*"*  «nand«I  baow 

Mr   MA«,NE.    Mr.  Prudent.  I  «.    STS  '^^iE^.B'^^    SSTSS'Sr.JSSJSSI? -JSTS 

r^sss^^'.Scn'r.S.S  --^T""^^^'"'^-^^^  "•sirr.vss-pSpsnrjL'ss 

by  me  on  the  so-called  General  Agree-  On  August  10.  10  day.  before  the  Congress  S^'^tetS^n*'.?^*^'*^!^*^!: 

ment  on  Tariffs  and  Trade  to  be  held  at  rece^TTdimrted  a^numS?  S^quiK  ^^  im*S£?t  S  SS' ^  cTuf?  **" 

Geneva.  Switaerland.  in  November.  to  the   State   Department   concerning   the  ---'  ~-f^-^--  ~     \-^^HtwSm  uf 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state-  preparations  it  was  making  toward  the  com-  the  American  Ocmgreas  hM  baan  so  doaaly 

mwit  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  |°»  y*^°°'  •"<>  '*»•  procedxttes  being  fol-  foUowed  by  so  many  of  the  lfatloa%  elttsMM 

RscotD.  as  follows:  lowed.  ^  itself  a  commentary  on  this  miracle  of 

xh«  M^*^  rte...^..w.»*  »-  -«« ♦.          *  ._'  "<**'*<*  a  Ust  of  the  so-called  contract-  modem  communication.    And  I  wouM  add 

•♦      ,.,^^w    *^Y^  '  *■  apparenUy  up  to  tag  parties  but  no  other  Information,  that  the  significance  of  this  goes  far  bsmmd 

t?k-  r3^^J.r'?JIf^JSr'K**'*!iTr^  ^  BubsequenUj  a  list  of  written  questions  the  special  taleylslon  attention  that  ha.  b^a 

nr^LS^           "^*  <^"«'^  ^^  adjourned  was  prepared  and  submitted  to  Mr.  Thruston  P*»<»  to  the  several  spectacular  bsaHngs  aC 

or  recvsMQ.  3    llorton.  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  for  i^oent  months. 

fn™!S^  -  „.!t^  !ir**!LTJ^l,l,f5L^-  Congrssslonal  BeUtion.,  five  of  which  re-  ^^^^  »■  «*  «^»y  lasttag  sigBlfleaaea  ta 

tl^^'JLl^J  ^^  n!!^    f  ^^^L^  *•*«*  **»  inteissaslonal  meetings  at  Oeneya  "»*  television  has  shown  Itself  to  be  aval«. 

inH^f;^.^*^?^^*^.,'^*!'^?**'*  '^^^^"^  ^^^  *^^*^y  *»«  t*ken  piiSTln  wTtSra!  •We  new  tool  of  the  demooratle  praoMs 

fanH^tL.*"  ^  ***^**  "  °^'"'  »'^*~»-  tlon  for  the  November  Ju^t.    I  havrri-  ^^^- 

?t  u  Jt^TTt^-    ^     *     .,       .».  .  .  «»^  «>  •»««'•                      V.    1  nave  re-  ,,„,^„  televWon  U  a  tool  of  eommunl. 

mi    an^oln^ent'^S!ir^2iSS„^H°S  "^  "^«»-  ^^w^"-  wUl  be  forthcoming  <^«°«^  that  I  am  «ir*  we  are  only  begtentag 

Se-SE  E5^£1S  v^  ^i^^^^^^t:^'^^B  -srt.SnSt'sreSiSsrt.'^t's^ 

of^pa^r-Sbv^ia^H.-^  £^^St.-rs::^*:^tar-s-s2  £H9s7HHF5H-'n;« 

in  lubaeouent  nraDaratioM^of  W^™^  *^y  bUataral  agreements  and  It  Is  ao  stated  \~°°-    ®*^^  P»afil9  cannot  sse  behind 

ch.S.T?«".5.'^S^'^°'j:^r5!S^  1-  tl^  h«.rinj^t  pref ae«l  lU  apSSvS  l^J^^^Sl^^l^S^S^^  S2 

zauon  Of  the  United  NatSS"  to  whS^.  by  •  "•»  D«»I  Oongr«is.  STaST^hS^^^^S^iS^  SS^S 

Coe  and  also  Victor  Perlo  paAlclpated.S  ,^"  «"JJ"»  **,P?f'^««'™«- »«  En"2r  S^  ^'w^^'Si^aSSJSS 

rro   was  repudUted  by  the  Oongrees  but  ^*^  ^Z?***w'™I.  ^-  ***  P«»rtlctpated.  ,1,^11  ItsSf                     «rwwns  snout  taia. 

S^T^^  '**  approval  or  r^JecUon,  and  the  *^.fL7*T!fIT*«*  oompetltors.  programs  of  many  kinds. 

State  Department  apparenUy  feels  that  the  ^^7^  »»^  on  no  Uw  ever  pasaed  by  ^^^Tpubllc  Is  ge^naUy  awarv  that  the 

Congre«i  and  the  American  people  should  «-  ^|2?^  *'°°?!^  »~*  **  conducted  as  rta^rml    C^mai^Ooa^  Oo^jJS^  ha! 

know  as  Uttle  about  It  as  possible,  and  the  *»   artJflclal   superstate   by   so-called   con-  rmn^^mt^  ^t^^nnr^T^^^fnT^mi  9«aa  J*-^' 

««Ion.  held  in  farelpx  lanSt^'the  oJ^  traetlng  partlea  of  which  the  United  State.  Ks^t^^TaS^iS^^aB^S  ^ 

greas  U  not  in  session.  for  one  has  never  had  authority  to  be  a  party  ^Z^  now^smT  littirV™^fA«Sr  J^ 

OATT  .esslon.  have  been  held  suocesslvely  «"  to  eontraet  away  ths  Jobs  and    UiWu  ^^J^^ZJ^^J^J^  ^J^iStT 

Geneva  a«sin:  Torquay.  England:  and  back  «««•  statlona  on  the  blc  chart  ow  tlSvoc     Tet 

again  to  Geneva,  where  the  ninth  session         »  wonld  be  better  Judgment  for  the  State  ^e  have  «ly4  a?tS\L\S  SmanTin  tbm 

will  be  held.    They  are  foreign  reeort  dUas.  Dspartment  to  withdraw  from  the  coming  wv^fcs                   "-•—»»«  «««  «  m««  w  um 

remote  from  American  industrtas.  Uivsstor..  ae«|iton  at  Geneva.  Mfciiy  other  Statw  have  very  rtmUar  alto- 

A*  ^^^^    .          w                                                ^**  •***•  Department  1.  apparently  deter-  .tions     A.  a  result  many^lM?  ^ 

At  these  sessions  the  so-called  contracting  mlnMl  to  keep  our  record  tntaet.  of  never  sen.  have  only  frtnoe  IT  same,  trvm 

parties,  of  which  there  sre  now  S4.  Including  having  won  a  conference.  distant  dty   or  none  at  an.    Thar 

Communist  Osechoslovakta.  appear  at  thaaa          Withdrawal   from    OATT  would   at   least  with  good  laMon  why  thta  wondMl 

conferences  with  their  basketa  on  each  arm  prevent  Its  losing  another  one  in  which  the  Mrvloe  that  evwybodi  wants  to  K» 

^i        ^'^^*^  States  to  fill  with  trade  sub-  Hation's  waalth.  praaperity.  industry,  and  Other  mllllao.  oTettlKai 

sidles  and  concessions.   It  is  a  one-way  street  commerce  Is  the  stake  thrown  Into  the  world     o*er  the  fact  that  we  bav«  two : 

and   American   mining   and    manufacturing  pot  by  an  irresponsible  State  DepartmenU  Tision,  and  that  wy  few  oT  the  SO  "««nten 
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tn  tlM  UlV,  or  ultaft.  ItlOi  trxtuwicy  band. 
And  ao  VHkBy  oC  ^•Inlclcm'H  voint  haidachw 
to  M  ooHotBtnitad  h^  that  tbay  «n 

to  ••  tbm  *?Qft  Happy 
Indeed,  this  UHF  attuatlon  la 
M>  italuqifty  fhat  about  70  iMnnita  to  build 

to  Kka  POOL    Twcatf  mora  xnuP  atatloaa 
iriUfidi  w«n  on  tlia  Ji^r  bare  ghnx  up  tba 


•neb  an  obvkxHly 
wby  ■boold 


tf  teiavlakm 

ladjiopalar 
una  bat  TnMa  aia  aoma  raaanni.  but  m 
ara  atlU  looklnf  for  praetleal  anawara  to  tba 
pvoMMM  baMiiC  tha  naaooa.  Having  baavd 
or  raad  aofo  than  t.000  pacta  at  teatlmony 
on  tbia  wlboia  T^  quaatttm.  Z  would  Ilka  to 

aaandatlona. 

In  ao  delBf  X  do  tyKk  <pra«uma.  of  eouria. 
to  apeak  for  my  eoBaaguei  on  the  Senate 
Intenteta  and  Ponlcn  Oommaroa  Oommlttae 
nor  for  tbeae  on  tba  auboommtttee. 

Tto  bagtv  tbeee  peraonal  Tlaara,  I  can  aum 
up  wbat  eeeaoa  to  bm  to  be  tbe  baalc  problem 
at  taiovlikm;  In  aosM  terma  very  familiar  to 
loika  la  ay  part  of  the  country— TV^auffera 
from  a  dreni^t. 

IfH tirttten la  drought  baa  nothing  to  do  with 
VMftlMr  or  the  atmoaphere.   Aa  a  matter  of 
taet,  ttawo  nrnn*  to  be  no  ahortage  of  air 
>  ahannel  aUoeationa  for  TV  atotlona 
Aa  I  have  aald.  the 
for  mora  than  3.000 
plua  Ma  educational 

drought  la  an  eeooomle 
drought.  TelOTlilon  Uvee  off  the  dollar  lev- 
Miua  It  raeetTea  ftwn  advertiaera.  and  over 
many  parte  of  the  country  there  to  not 
enough  adrertlalng  rainfall  to  grow  a  tale- 
iMaa  atatkm.  Bven  in  the  Mggeat  elttee 
wo  aMa^  already  to  ha^a  TV  atatlona  planted 
too  oleaa  togathar  for  tbe  adTertlaera  to  water 
them  all  profitably. 

We  aleo  l|nd  that  It  takee  a  good  many 
eomsMrelal  announcamenta  to  irrigate  each 
TV  program.  And  there  are  a  good  many 
ktoda  e(  programa  that  aloofly  cant  bloom 
la  the  llmtted  enonomic  motature  of  TV. 

Z  anwiettmaa  think  that  may  be  wby  we 
hare  ao  maay  cowboy  movlaa  on  telerlatan. 
It  doeant  take  much  nOnfaU  to  keep  cow- 
boya  going  and  It  doeant  take  too  much 
eoonomle  revenue  to  put  old  cowboy  fllma  on 
TV.  It  doea  coat  too  much  to  put  flnt-run. 
modara  morlee  on  TV.  The  eama  to  true  for 
good  Broadway  playa.  opera,  and  aren  many 
of  the  feature  aporte  evente.  Tbe  Mg  prtae 
flghti  now  have  to  ba  "blacked  out"  on  TV 
becauae  1/ they  are  aaen  cm  telvTtolon.  It  drtoa 
up  the  dollar  rainfall  at  the  stadium  box 
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Baring  heard  all  this  explained  by  station 
ownara.  network  prealdenta  and  others.  I  cer- 
tainly cant  eay  thto  to  any  fault  of  th9  adrer- 
tlsvs.  In  fact,  they  deeerre  a  great  deal  more 
credit  than  they  receive  for  picking  up  the 
blUs  for  all  the  television  service  vre  now  re- 
ceive. Mot  everyone  to  aware.  Indeed,  that 
the  advertising  revenue  of  tbe  stations  must 
be  stretched  to  pay  for  all  tbe  public  service 
broadcasts  of  speeches,  hearings,  and  other 
apeelal  eventa  covered  by  television. 

However,  tbeee  questions  remain:  How  do 
we  make  It  posalble  to  extend  televtolon  serv- 
ice to  thoae  areea  where  advertltfng  cannot 
auppwt  statlaaar  HOw  do  we  add  to  tele- 
Tlslon  service  the  many  fine  programs  thst 
are  too  ooatly  or  not  suited  to  advertising 
spoosorshlpT  Bow  do  we  make  still  more 
public  earvloe  broadcaats  ixMsUile  so  that 
televtolon  can  truly  meet  ita  potentlato  as  a 
modem  communications  marvel? 


And  la  MUa  last  area,  how  do  we  find  |be 

nesney  «o  build  thoae  ata  edueaUonal  lAa- 

tloaaT   Tftey  properly  cannot  sell  advertu$ng 

'  ao  they  have  no  direct  revenue  support  at  all. 

ao  far  only  six  have  found  enough  modey. 

from  pobUe  aad  private  (rants,  to  get  on  the 
air. 

We  bava  beard  a  variety  of  suggestlona.on 
tbeee  matters  from  many  wltneeees  In  (mr 
haartnga.  We  are  conaidertng  and  will  ax- 
Idore  further  all  the  data  we  can  get.  As  In- 
terim efforta  to  help  the  struggling  UHF  eta- 
tioos,  we  have  encouraged  tbe  Senate  pe- 
nance CcDunlttee  to  allow  a  tax  credit  oS  07 
per  unit  <m  TV  sets  capable  of  tuning  In  bOtb 
VHF  aad  yHF  stations.  We  are  also  explor- 
lAg  llbarallcatkm  of  the  limitation  on  qet- 
wotlc-cr  other  group  ownership  of  UHF 
atatlona. 

But  I  am  frank  to  say  that  wben  It  coeaes 
to  thto  baalo  economic  drought  that  U  stufit- 
ing  the  growth  of  televtolon.  I  have  so  far 
heard  of  oolf  one  suggestion  that  seams 
broad  enough  and  bold  enough  to  have  some 
major  poaslblUtlee. 

"niat  auggestion  Is  to  provide  televl^on 
With  a  "subaorlber"  eource  of  revenue  so  as 
to  broaden  its  economic  base  and  also  its 
services.  Apparently  thto  to  not  only  tech- 
nically poaslMe  but  vrould  be  as  economically 
feasible  for  televtsioii  as  it  to  for  newspafera 
or  magairfnes. 

Beeauee  magaiJnca  and  newspapers  tget 
about  a  dollar  from  their  subecrlbera  for 
every  03  they  get  from  their  adverttocrB,  they 
can  do  far  more  tor  their  reados,  and  many 
more  of  them  can  extot.  Similarly,  if  tele- 
vtolon stations  could  collect  fees  from  view- 
ers for  some  kinds  of  programs  beyond  vipiat 
the  advertlaers  can  sponsor,  then  I  believe  we 
could  have  more  TV  stations  and  more  and 
better  program  service. 

I  first  heard  a  detiiUed  report  of  such  pox 
ofllce  television  posa^ldilities  in  a  speech  by 
Dr.  ICllard  C.  Faught,  delivered  here  in 
Washington  before  the  National  Small  Busi- 
nessmen's Aasoclation.  It  made  ao  mfich 
aense  to  me  that  on  April  7  of  thto  yeOr  I 
requested  its  insertion  in  the  CoNoxxssiolf  ax. 
RaooD.  Since  then,  having  beard  the  de- 
tailed economic  problems  of  television  pa- 
raded before  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on 
Comnsunlcattons,  I  am  more  persuaded  than 
ever  that  thto  potential  new  subscription  Use 
of  TV  should  be  thoroughly  explored. 

For  that  reason  I  have  urged  the  subcom- 
mittee to  request  the  Federal  Ck^mmunlca- 
ttons  Oommlaslon  to  lo<A  into  this  matter 
with  a  view  to  action.  In  thto  I  am  encour- 
aged by  a  recent  declaration  by  Mr.  BOeel 
Hyde.  Chairman  of  the  FCC  itself.  He  has 
advtoed  the  Hoxiae  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  committee  that  tbe  FCC  has  Suf- 
fldent  preeent  authority  to  explore  stich 
new  sei'ticee  from  televtolon  and,  if  subscrip- 
tion TV  can  be  shown  to  be  in  tbe  public  in- 
terest, to  authorise  its  iise. 

In  that  case  the  reasonable  question  seems 
to  be.  What  are  we  waiting  for?  In  sOme 
recent  weeks  permits  to  build  new  television 
stations  have  been  returned  to  the  tCC 
unused  at  a  greater  rate  than  new  ones  Isave 
been  tosued.  The  reason  offered  In  nearly 
every  case  to  the  same — not  enough  revenue 
prospects  from  advertising  in  the  given  area 
to  Jiistlfy  the  rising  coats  of  a  TV  station. 

Tet  many  of  these  disappointed  broad- 
casters recognize  tliat  tbe  addition  of  alib- 
acriptlon  service  to  the  adverttolng  program- 
ing that  cou^d  be  done  in  many  market  ateas 
might  well  make  the  difference  between  a 
profitable  and  effective  local  station  and  no 
station  at  all.  As  a  result  a  group  of  UHF 
broadcasters  Iiave  themselves  urged  the  fCC 
to  authorise  sutiscrlption  TV.  I  would  go 
further  and  ctmclude  that  if  such  an  expan- 
sion of  TV  service  to  good  for  UHF  It  ought 
to  help  all  TV  stations,  large  or  small,  VHF 
or  UHF. 

There  Ore  a  number  o|  reasonable  prospects 
'  as  to  why  thto  shoxild  be  so.    For  one  thing. 
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I  am  told  on  good  authority  that  the  gad- 
getry  necessary  to  equip  regular  broadcast- 
ing stations  and  regular  TV  reoeivera,  both 
old  and  new,  to  receive  the  special 
tion  programs  has  been  highly 
Various  field  tests  of  it  have  alrea 

beld   under   FCC   temporary   autbc 
Tbere  aeems  to  be  no  technical 
this  service  could  not  be  added  to 
along  with  the  advent  of  color. 

Secondly,  as  I  understand  the  economies 
involved  here,  the  new  programs  oSteed  to 
vtowers  In  their  homes  tor  a  fee  woufd  have 
to  be  the  same  kind  and  quality  of  entertain- 
ment tbat  people  now  pay  for  outafOe  tbe 
home.  As  a  firm  believer  in  human  ^ture. 
I  am  sure  of  one  thing— the  home  bofi-ofloe 
TV  programs  would  have  to  be  much  better 
than  tbe  advertising-sponsored  shows,  or 
nobody  would  pay  for  them.  Tbey  would 
have  to  add  aometblng  to  televlalon,  i|ot  Just 
substitute  for  what  we  now  have. 

The  advocates  of  thto  new  TV  servlae  point 
out  that  the  first  prospect  of  benefit  from 
this  expansion  of  televlalon  usage  wOuld  be 
the  Increaae  in  atatlons,  especially  in  the 
smaller  cities  and  areas  of  scattere<S  popu- 
lation.   That  I  am  certainly  for. 

They  also  argue  that  the  new  sotoree  of 
revenue  should  not  only  ease  the  cost  burden 
on  advertlaers  but  actually  give  theOi  more 
choice  of  stations  to  cover  their  markets 
and  ease  their  present  dependency  on  the 
limited  netwcx-k  affiliations.  I  belief e  Sen- 
ator BaicKBi  would  be  interested  In  thto 
prospect,  since  be  to  concerned  abofit  net- 
work control  of  TV  in  thto  coxuitry. 

In  tbe  speech  on  thto  subject  to  irhich  I 
referred  earlier,  subscription  television  to  de- 
scribed as  "an  instantaneous  eooAomloal 
electronic  distribution  system" — aadino  ooa 
denies  that  we  could  use  aotne  eoat-reductng 
progress  in  dtotrlbution,  especially  after 
hearing  Congressman  Hon's  recent  report 
on  farm  dtotrlbution  costs. 

It  to  also  pointed  out  tbat  If  you  luld  up 
all  of  tbe  oldsters,  plus  those  who  ate  iU  or 
infirm  and  those  with  infants  in  their' homes, 
we  have  a  total  house-bound  audience  of 
people,  who  can't  or  prefer  not  to  go  out 
to  the  movies  or  for  other  entertainment, 
larger  than  the  present  average  weekly  movie 
audience — some  60  million  people.  If  thto 
system  will  bring  many  new  kinds  o^  enter- 
tainment and  enrichment  to  thoae  peopto 
in  their  homee  at  nominal  cost,  then  I  am 
for  It  on  that  score. 

Obviously,  any  major  new  eoonoihic  op- 
ertlon,  such  as  this  would  be,  wUl  causa 
competitive  adjustments  In  the  statMa  quo. 
Thto  new  use  of  TV  would  probably  |requlre 
some  new  rules  of  the  game  among  broad- 
casters and  perhaps  In  allied  Industifles  like 
the  movies.  The  FCC  would  wisely  arant  to 
take  thto  into  account.  However,  I  believe 
that  after  these  new  services  had  been  estab- 
Itohed  and  adjusted,  tbe  broadcast^g  In- 
d\utry  and  the  overall  economy  would' greatly 
gain  from  tbe  expansion  of  public  service 
thus  to  be  derived  from  the  modem  pnlracle 
of  television. 

I  will  not  take  the  time  to  ptirsue'aU  the 
arguments  for  or  against  thto  new  televlalon 
idea  here.  I  merely  wish  to  call  attention  to 
a  central  and  timely  thought,  which  to  thto: 
Televtolon  has  already  proved  itself  to  be  a 
vital  new  factor  In  our  lives  in  the  United 
States — and  clearly  affected  with  the  pub- 
lic Interest.  There  to  no  dtopute  (tti  that 
score.  I  merely  wish  to  pottit  out  tbat  we 
have  so  far  only  scratched  the  surface  of 
what  TV  can  really  do  to  help  our  dtloenry 
understand  and  enjoy  modem  ifving.  If 
minions  of  our  people  still  do  not  have  tele- 
vision, and  if  those  who  do  can  hafve  atill 
better  televtolon  service,  then  let's  speed  up 
the  process  of  expanding  all  types  of  TV 
service.  ' 

In  thto  broad  objective  I  use  thto  idea  of 
giving  TV  a  home  box  ofllce  only  as  an  ex- 
ample.    It  sounds  to  me  like  at  leist  one 
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major  new  way  of  moving  televlakm  for- 
ward. There  are  other  things  to  be  done  aad 
appropriate  nongreesloiial  oommlttaes  are 
looking  into  them. 

However,  while  we  are  ta  raoeaa,  I  eee  bo 
apparent  reaaon  why  the  FOC,  with  the  au- 

tborlty  It  says  it  already  has  to  do  so,  abeuld 
not  eKplcee  tborouchly  tbla  major  new  sub- 
scription concept  of  televtolon  service  vrith 
a  View  to  helping  end  tlie  aoonomlc  drought 
that  to  slowing  dovm  television  growth. 

If  we  have  spectrum  Kpace  for  40  TV  sta- 
tions m  Kanaas,  I  would  like  to  see  them  on 
tbe  air.  And  I  believe  the  folks  who  live  In 
tbe  more  than  IJMX)  otlier  American  towns 
and  cities  with  a  TV  allocation,  but  no  sta- 
tion, feel  the  same  way.    ' 


Reprcsontativc  Craif  Hosmt's  Report  to 
UmPcopU 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

or 

HON.  CRAIG  HOSMER 

or  cauroamA 
IN  THB  HOD8K  OT  BBPHXSKNTATTVX8 

Friday.  Augiut  20. 1954 

Mr.  HOSMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  feel 
this  report  le  a  neceaaary  pturt  at  the  per- 
formance of  my  dutiea  aa  the  Repre- 
sentative In  tbe  83d  Congreaa  of  the 
pe<H>Io  of  California's  18th  Congressional 
District  The  strength  of  our  RepubUo 
and  the  American  way  of  life  depends 
on  the  extent  to  which  the  people  know 
the  facts  about  our  "government  of  the 
people,  by  tbe  peogie,  and  (or  tbe  people." 

This  report,  which  is  not  printed  at 
Government  expenae.  covers  In  Part  One 
my  personal  activities  and.  in  Part  Two 
the  general  activities  of  tbe  Congress  in 
cooperation  with  President  Elsenhower's 
administration.  It  necessarily  is  In 
broad  outline  and  covers  only  highlights. 
But  with  respect  to  further  details,  I  hold 
myself  and  my  office  available  at  all 
times  for  additional  information. 

PAXT   orra 

Membership  on  the  House  Select  Cran- 
mlttee  on  Small  Business  gave  me  oppor- 
tunity to  coauthor  tbe  law  settliig  up 
the  Small  Business  Administration  and 
to  assist  numerous  small  businesses  in 
our  area. 

Membership  on  tbe  Interior  and  In- 
sular Affairs  COinmitt(«  brought  me  di- 
rectly into  the  successful  fight  to  defend 
our  vital  Colorado  River  water  supply 
against  an  onslaught  by  tbe  upper  Colo- 
rado Basin  States  of  Wyoming,  Utah, 
Colorado,  and  New  Mexico.  Regarding 
this  activity  the  Santa  Fe  New  Mexican, 
a  newspaper  hostile  to  our  southern  Cal- 
ifornia interests,  said  on  August  15: 

Congressman  Cbaio  Hosma  •  •  •  u  the 
Member  •  •  •  most  llkoly  to  be  hung  in 
efDgy  •  •  •  throughout  tlito  four-State  area. 
Hnaina  Vt  the  southern  Califrania  Congress- 
man wbe  led  bitter  opponents  of  the  upper 
Colorado  Blver  Basin  project  in  their  fight 
to  kill  the  bill  in  the  House.  Hosacza's  team 
won. 

Other  activities  in  which  I  Wfts  privi- 
leged to  play  a  part  include  the  follow- 
lag: 

Leadership  with  Senator  Knowlans  in 
arousing  United  States  public  opinion 


to  reverse  tbe  British  decision  to  allow 
Red  China  membership  in  the  United 
Nations. 

Amendments  to  education  appropria- 
tions KstDring  subetantial  Federal-aid 

funds  for  ofa^  school  district. 

Appropriations  for  flood-control  work 
on  the  Los  Angeles  River. 

Constant  activity  to  keep  Long  Beach 
Naval  Shipyard  open  and  emplosmnent 
at  levels  comparable  with  other  naval 
stiipyards. 

Blocking  confiscation  of  Catallna 
Island  sport  and  commercial  flsliing 
grounds  by  the  Navy  Department. 

Appointment  of  outstanding  young 
men  to  Army  and  Naval  Academies  on 
strict  merit  basis. 

Retaining  naval  commissary  at  Ter- 
minal Island  for  benefit  of  Armed  Forces 
dependents. 

Preventing  cut  in  medical  personnel 
at  Terminal  Island  Naval  Dispensary. 

Passage  of  tidelands  law  with  provi- 
sions most  favorable  to  18th  District  and 
which  avoided  expensive  litigation. 

Appropriation  of  $8  million  to  begin 
$16  million  renovation  and  moderniza- 
tion of  Long  Beach  Veterans'  Hospital 
and  Paraplegic  Center. 

Advanced  deliveries  of  steel  to  con- 
struct urgently  needed  Long  Beach  Har- 
bor flreboats. 

Obtained  establishment  of  Moulton 
Commission  to  develop  means  to  improve 
medical  service  for  Armed  Forces  de- 
pendents. 

Obtained  passage  of  new  law  gtiaran- 
teeing  southern  California  homes  an  ade- 
quate supply  of  natural  gas  from  Texas 
for  cooking  and  heating. 

Sponsored  legislation  restoring  VA 
benefits  to  Ql  depoidents  in  Oermaiiy 
and  Japan. 

Carried  on  constant  campaign  to 
awaken  American  public  to  dangers  of 
illegal  narcotics  which  included  appear- 
ances on  all  major  television  networks. 

Obtained  consolidation  of  city  of  Lake- 
wood  into  a  single  postal  delivery  area. 

Represented  iwoblems  of  hundreds  of 
local  citizens  and  groups  to  various  Fed- 
eral departments  and  agencies. 

Reprints  of  my  July  22  speech  in  Con- 
gress, entitled  "Revolution  in  Russia." 
were  obtained  by  anti-Soviet  forces  for 
clandestine  circulation  amongst  resist- 
ance groups  behind  tbe  Iron  Curtain. 

PABT  TWO 

With  mutual  respect  and  a  shared  goal 
of  peace  and  prosperity,  both  at  the  same 
time.  President  Eisenhower  and  tbe  83d 
Congress  worked  together  in  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  people's  lives  and  the 
people's  pocketbooks.  The  theme  of  this 
cooperative  effort  was  expressed  by  tbe 
President  when  he  said: 

In  aU  those  things  which  deal  with  people, 
be  liberal,  be  human.  In  ail  those  things 
which  deal  with  the  people's  money  or  their 
fcMTn  of  government,  be  conservative — and 
dont  ba  afraid  to  use  the  word. 

I  summarize  the  results  of  this  effort 
under  various  headings  for  convenient 
referoDce: 

nDSLAMBS 

Ttie  first  major  act  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress was  to  r^tore  to  the  States  their 
proper  title  to  the  submerged  coastal 


lands.  This  will  benefit  the  18tb  Dta- 
trict  and  other  California  areas  ligr 
billions  of  dollara. 

Saeriflee  of  American  Uvea  In  Korea 

stopped.  United  States  kept  out  oC 
Indochina  war,  and  a  truce  was  mado 

under  circumstances  giving  u>  cppor- 
tunity  again  to  tackle  the  aoutheast 
Asia  problem.  Communlab  drlva  for 
huge  oil  reaerves  in  Iran  defeated.  Ex- 
plosive Suez  dispute  settled.  Coaunu- 
nist  regime  in  Ouatemala  destroyed. 

State  Department  reorganised.  Voloe 
of  America  improved.  Oppoeltloa  to  ad- 
mission  of  Red  CSiina  to  U.  N.  reaffirmed. 
Frequent  bipartisan  foreign-polity  oon- 
sultations.  Limited  aharit^g  erf  atomlo 
weapons  and  benefits  commenced  vitb 
allies. 

Mutual-security  funds  pared  by  bil- 
lions and  earmarked  80  percent  for  mili- 
tary aid.  Foreign  Operations  Adminis- 
tration overhauled. 

Housecleaning  made  amongst  XTbtted 
States  employees  in  the  United  Nationa. 

St.  Lawrence  Waterway  undertaken  tax 
cooperation  with  Canada. 

Reciprocal  trade  promoted  with 
friendly  nations  to  allow  them  to  makB 
a  living  through  trade  and  thus  remofo 
need  for  foreign  aid.  Customs  proce- 
dures simplified. 

BSfMiaa 

Defense  Department  organlnttlon  aad 
poUcies  overhauled.  Army-Navy-Mr 
Force  coordinated  and  balanned  for 
greater  armed  strength  at  less  eosL 
Billions  of  defense  dollars  saved  in 
Ih^  years  by  efficient  manpower  utiUaa- 
tion,  standardized  procurement,  and 
other  modernized  bosineaa  practloea. 

Air  Force  upped  to  143  wings  and  Air 
Academy  established.  New  idr  and 
naval  bases  acquired  In  Qpatn. 

Modernisation  of  United  States  mer- 
chant marine  undertaken. 

Trend  started  in  1M8  to  whittle  away 
fringe  benefits  of  servioemen  and  tbdr 
families  stcq^ped.  Measures  begun  to 
restore  these  benefits,  make  service  life 
more  attractive,  and  reduce  turnover  of 
military  personnel 

XMTBUrai.   SBCUUTS 

Security  regulations  tightened.  Tliir- 
teen  new  anti-Red  laws  adi^ted.  Pen- 
sions denied  to  Alger  Hiss  and  other  dis- 
loyal employees.  Two  thousand  four 
-  hundred  sectuity  risks  detached  from 
Government  Jobs  after  perslBtait  In- 
vestigation. FBI  given  prime  reaponai- 
bility  for  internal  security.  Fifty  Com- 
munist Par^  leaders  Jailed  and  32  more 
to  stand  triaL  One  hundred  »AiH:ifwi^i 
organizations  declared  subversive.  Four 
hundred  and  sixty  subversive  aliena  de- 
ported or  under  deportation  warrants. 
Communist  Party  outlawed. 

OOVOUflUEMT   aPKHUUWI  SMB  TSZai 

Fed««l  spending  slaSbed — ^iM>t  bf 
meat-ax  approach — but  selectively  to 
bring  100  coits  return  for  every  tax  dol- 
lar spent.  By  squeezing  out  waste  and 
duplication,  this  88d  Congress  •pjKO' 
priated  $38  bUlion  leas  than  did  tbe  tSd 
Congress  to  run  tbe  Ocvemment  for  3 
years. 

Federal  budget  defldt  cut  by  two- 
thirds. 
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Om  t«Bd9d  ana  itf  ty  wlHton  doPar* 
MUMiBy  tor  ttsproviiv  Qjivetu- 
oawtoniim"  ncttfittat  M  tb« 
Oniloee  Adnttntrtr^tkai.    Ben- 

prognuii 

lar  ovflays  Bor 

aadotbar  VMteral  baUdo 


i^or  Kdcbsl's  IwMO  imreTiim 


TnM  «at  hr4f.4  MQkm.  the  greittert 
Ik  in  llM  bMixry  of  ttie  United 
Stetes  or  mv  ofebcr  eountey.  IncoBae 
taxM  eoft  !•  percent  UKl  czciae  taxes  eut 
an  swcage  o(  SO  pereent. 
Tax  ktfn  leftaed  eompleMy  for  the 
toM  In  orer  75  yean.  Loopholes 
*»my,u^*m^  Haixlihtpe  were  ellinl~ 
natad  on  mriEiDf  mottiers,  parents  «< 
iltpiilsnt  tfifldreo.  retired  persens,  per« 
waom  burdened  ivlth  large  medlcel  UQe, 
aadeo  forth. 

The  mteraal  Revenue  Service  speeded 
up  and  cleaned  up.  Vlgoroos  proeeeu- 
tions  of  tax  eases  begun. 


TRS  BOOMUItr 

Qovemment  controls  on  wages,  priees. 
axMl  imte  alwHehf^l  F!ip'»<^i|  busizkess  peo- 
ple aided  Jqr  eetabltehmfgat  of  the  Boiall 
Business  Administration  with  lending 
powers  M  an  indn>endent  agenoF  of  the 
OofvemmMit.  l^sier  revlsioa  of  atoooie 
enoi^laws  to  provide  peacetime  uses  for 
atom  seerels  through  cooperation  of 
Government  and  private  initiative. 

Inflation  halted.  Ckiet  of  Uvlng  which 
bad  risen  ft  percent  per  year  during 
lM»-«2  stahOised  within  a  1  percent 
range  diirlng  lest  18  months.  During 
same  period,  value  of  dollar  has  ?aried 
less  ttuuk  one>haIf  cent. 

Soeeessful  transition  from  a  war  to 
peace  eoooomy  without  economic  dis- 
tress. Amdoyment  pushed  io  62  million. 
The  1954  estimated  national  ineome  tit 
tanA  taUUon  Is  $750  million  beUer  than 
in  1953.  which  was  the  most  p«MQ>erous 
year  in  U&tted  Stgfees  history. 


Health.  Kdueation.  and  Wetfare  De- 
partmoit  establldied.  Thirteen  reor- 
ganisation plans  streamlining  Clovem- 
m«it  departments  and  agencies  adopted. 
Hearty  SM.ftOO  urmeeessttry  Qorenuneot 

jobs  aboUahed. 

Hoover  Commission  kept  on  the  Job. 

Crook^  grafters,  and  influence  ped- 
dlers weeded  out  of  all  tranches  of  the 
cxeeutive  and  legWative  departments. 

Oomniiisions  estahhshed  to  study  oom- 
Irteodtles  of  relations  between  the  Federal 
Gtovemment  and  the  states,  and  the  ac- 
tivities of  the  Oovemment  as  they  relate 
to  private  business. 

legislation  passed  to  get  the  Fedend 
Oovemment  out  of  eampetitkm  with  imI- 
vate  bustnees  ami  to  dispose  of  such  items 
ag  boteli.  barge  Unes.  rubber  plants,  and 
as  forth.  RFC  liquidated. 

Pay  increases,  voted  by  House  for 
postal  and  dvil  service  workers,  vetoed 
by  President  because  Senate  unreason- 
ably Insisted  on  eliminating  postal-rata 
increases  needed  to  help  pay  for  them. 

Development  and  conservation  of  nat- 
ural resources,  public  lands  and  water 
resources  revitalleed.  and  States  taken 
into  partnership  with  Fedual  Gtovom- 
ment  In  this  effort  Presidential-Hoover 
Commtsglon-oongrsariional  Water  Re- 
Sources  P(dicy  Committee  put  in  aption. 
I  was  appointed  a  member  of  this  grouD. 


vcxvuura 

Veterans*  Administration 
Benefits  increased  for  2.347.000  desert- 
ing disabled  v^eraos,  widows,  and  dl 
pendent  parents.  Largest  appropria- 
tions in  history  for  VA  hospital  beds. 
New  hospitals  constructed.  Korean  dri 
bill  extended.  Veterans'  loan  fund  i|i- 
creased  by  $100  million.  Median  in- 
come toe  veterans  in  the  25-to-34  afe 
bracket  today  is  $3,631,  a  51-percent  in- 
crease over  $2,401  In  1947. 

AOaiCULTUIS  I 

Flexible  farm  price  supports  substi- 
tuted for  rigid  suiiport  program  whlsh 
was  costty  to  constaners  both  in  higher 
prices  and  higher  taxes.  Additional  bor- 
rowing power  given  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  and  adequate  disaster  tt- 
hef  funds  provided.  Administration  of 
rural  electrification  and  telephone  pro- 
grams speeded  up.  j 
socui.  vaoonas  ' 

Sodal-securlty  coverage  broadened  by 
7  million  persons  and  payments  liberal- 
ised. Similar  action  taken  with  respoct 
to  Railroad  Retirement  Act.  Coverage 
under  unemployment  compensation  S5^- 
tem  extended  to  4  million  additional 
workers. 

Three-year,  $182  million  program 
adopted  for  construction  of  diagnostic 
centers,  hospitals  for  chronically  ill,  vo- 
cational rehabilitation,  and  nursing 
homes. 

Largest  appropriations  in  history  fbr 
cancer,  heart,  mental  health,  and  arthri- 
tis research. 

Education  research  fostered.  Aid  given 
for  s^ool  construction  and  operation  In 
areas  overcrowded  because  of  Fedeml 
activities. 

Bold  $1.9  billion  highway  construction 
program  enacted. 

Housing  measures  adopted  to  malce 
certain  every  American  family  has  o|>- 

portunlty  for  a  decent  home.  In  a  goOd 
neighborhood.  Downpayments  on  homfes 
reduced,  mortgage  payment  periods  ex- 
tended. Slum  clearance  continued.  Vig- 
orous crack-down  on  FHA  Irregularltlfs. 

Supreme  Court  antisegregatlon  deci- 
sion Implemented;  Armed  Forces  agid 
other  segregation  being  eliminated  at  t^p 
speed.  Restrictions  on  citizenship  rights 
of  Indians  removed. 

To  have  been  privileged  to  take  pairt 
In  this  tremendous  effort  by  our  Oov- 
emment during  these  historic  times  has 
beoi  a  great  h(»ior.  In  concluding.'  I 
wish  to  express  my  heartfelt  apprecia- 
tion to  tlie  citizens  of  California's  18th 
Congressional  District  for  permitting  me 
to  serve  th^n  In  the  83d  United  States 
C<mgres5. 


Vksl  Rale  of  Damocratk  Party  ia  Otar 
Natraa's  History 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  PHIUP  J.  PHILBIN 

or  ICASSACRUSXTTS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  RIPRESENTATI^S,  - 

Friday.  Auguit  20,  19-54 

Mr.  PHO^UL  Mr.  ^aker.  the  Dem- 
Cdc^fctg  Party,  our  oldest  major  political 


party,  has  played  a  most  significant^  vital 
role  throughout  the  history  oC  the 
Nation,  and  I  firmly  believe  that;  it  is 
destined  to  play  an  even  greatei]  and 
more  glorlotu  role  in  the  future. 

TWO-PAXTT  STSTZM  nCFOKTAMT     , 

The  two-party  ssrstem,  v^eh  dUtln- 
guishes  our  American  Oovemment 'from 
the  chaotic,  splinter-party  governments 
of  Europe  now  suffering  from  the  lis  and 
evils  of  socialism,  is  fully  acceptedqy  the 
American  people,  as  well  as  recognised  by 
leading  political  scientists,  as  one  0f  the 
great  stabilizing  influences  of  our  democ- 
racy. It  is  well  said  to  be  the  beAanee 
wheel  between  the  extremes  of  ultra- 
conservative,  special  privilege  on  the  one 
hand,  and  unbridled,  proletarian  radical- 
ism on  the  other.  As  one  of  our  two'great 
political  groups,  the  Democratic  party 
has  a  traditional  and  honored  place  in 
this  system. 


ocsss# 


CHANCK   NOT   KECSBSAULT    Pti 

A  great  political  theorist  once  charac- 
terized change  as  progress,  yet  common 
ex[>erience  readily  discloses  that  not  all 
change  is  progress.  On  the  contrary. 
change  without  stability  often  represents 
retrogression.  It  may  work,  as  it  has  so 
many  times  In  the  cycle  of  history  when 
peoples  abandoned  basic  moral  vialues. 
and  traded  liberty  for  bread,  to  tevett 
great  govenmients  and  proeperoxii  na- 
tions back  into  the  slough  of  mediocrity, 
ultimate  collapse  and  the  oblivion  of 
nameless  dust.  It  is  the  kind  of  change, 
rather  than  change  itself,  thexlefore, 
which  determines  whether  it  Is  good  or 
bad  for  free  government,  good  or  b4d  for 
the  people,  and  that  is  a  basic  problem 
for  political  and  party  leaders.     | 

XXTBUUS  IN   BOTH   FAXTIXS 

Man  has  mastered  many  things  in  this 
age  of  miracles  aiul  wonders,  yet  he  does 
not  seem  to  have  mastered  ttM  trt  of 
avoiding  extremes  in  direcUng  soei^  and 
political  change.  If  we  have  not  yet 
learned  apparently  how  to  stop  the  pen- 
dulum of  social  change  at  the  central 
point  of  the  golden  mean,  this  failure, 
if  it  be  such,  cannot  be  ascribed  to  Uie 
Democratic  Party  any  more  than  io  the 
opposing  party,  because  it  Is  a  fact  that 
extremes  as  well  as  mistakes  havt  cer- 
tainly typified  past  admlnlstratiobs  in 
both  parties,  and  I  may  state,  parenthet- 
ically, the  process  still  continues  up  to 

the  present  hour. 

OKUOCRATIC    PAKTT    DOUDIANT    IN    aOVfTOIt 
NATIONAL    ZJ1KSCKMCIE8 

One  fact  stands  out  boldly,  however. 
that  in  almost  every  national  crisis,  war. 
depression  and  stress,  our  Demopratic 
Party  has  been  called  upon  trustf  i^  by 
the  American  people  to  furnish  tHe  in- 
spiring, effective  leadership  that  vdti- 
mately  pointed  the  way  to  decisive  vic- 
tory over  ruthless  enemies  as  weU  as  to 
the  most  desirable  containment  of  forces 
of  domestic  greed  and  selfishness  ^rhoM. 
excesses  were  reig)onsible  for  ecegpCmic 
and  social  evils  which,  ii>  Several  pe- 
riods, notably  in  tl«  early  1930's,  brought 
stagBstidh;  tiBemployment,  poverty,  and 
distress  into  the  lives  of  miUiohs  of 
Americans  and  whipped  up  fires  at  dis- 
sension and  radical  agitation  which  at 
this  time  constitute  such  a  gravej  peril 
ta  our  free  way  of  life. 
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Will  history  repeat  itself,  will  the  Na-. 
tlon  be  plunged  into  world  war  m?  Will' 
we  suffer  serious  economic  reverses? 
While  I  am  a  confirmed  optimist  con- 
cerning the  future,  only  time,  and  the 
quality,  skill,  and  courage  of  current 
leadership  can  or  will  determine  these 
questions.  Most  assuredly  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  will  Join  patriotically  and 
constructively  in  their  solution. 

GKSAT  oarr  TO   DCMOCKATIC   PAKTT 

That  the  Nation  owes  a  great,  eternal 
debt  for  the  achievements  and  contribu- 
tions of  past  Democratic  leadership  ris- 
ing up  as  it  did,  in  so  many  emergencies, 
from  the  very  loins  of  the  common  peo- 
ple of  America,  grappling  so  coura- 
geously, so  effectively,  so  successfully, 
with  dangerous  foreign  aggression  and 
fearful  domestic  problems  alike,  is  im~ 
deniable. 

It  is  said  that  the  times  invariably  pro- 
duce great  men  to  lead  free  governments 
out  of  the  wilderness  of  despair,  away 
from  the  shoals  of  danger.  The  history 
of  the  Democratic  Party  convincingly 
testifies  to  this  fact.  From  the  immortel 
Jefferson  to  Jackson.  Cleveland,  Wilson, 
Roosevelt,  and  Truman,  without  regard 
to  differences  of  opinion  in  the  Nation, 
and  divisions  of  outlook  in  the  party,  act- 
ing with  firm  purpose,  strongly  supported 
by  repeated  and  emphatic  expressions  of 
the  popular  will,  the  Democratic  Party 
stood  for  and  fought  for  the  basic  prin- 
ciples of  the  Constitution,  the  rights  of 
sovereign  States,  for  civil  and  religious 
liberty  and  toleration,  for  individual 
freedom,  of  conscience,  inquiry,  and  ac- 
tion, for  the  security,  welfare,  and  ele- 
vation of  the  great  rank  and  file. 

Democrats  can  be  Justifiably  proud 
that  down  through  the  years,  on  the 
whole  and  with  very  few  exceptions,  the 
£>emocraUc  Party,  by  its  pledges,  its  pro- 
gram, and  its  affirmative  action  has  given 
meaning,  substance,  and  realization  to 
the  great  American  ideal — "the  right  to 
life,  liberty,  and  the  piu^uit  of  hap- 
piness." 

To  summarize:  In  time  of  crisis,  peril, 
threat  to  our  security,  military  or  eco- 
nomic, the  majority  of  the  American 
people  selected  the  Democratic  Party  and 
its  great  historic  leadership  to  solve  the 
most  difDcult  and  urgent  of  national 
problems.  It  is  to  our  great  credit  that 
no  matter  how  grave,  challenging,  or 
momentous  these  problems  were,  our 
party  has  tackled  them  with  unshakable 
faith,  inspiring  confidence,  successful 
achievement,  and  consequent  benefit  to 
the  RepubUc. 

rAKTT   NOT  tItTAI.LIBX.Z 

A  political  party,  whatever  can  be  said 
for  it,  is  merely  a  human  institution,  a 
human  instrumentality  directed  by  men 
and  women  who  believe  in  its  basic 
principles.  ar>d  who  conceive  it  as  the 
best  vehicle  for  promoting  the  national 
and  general  interests.  Like  every  other 
human  institution,  it  is  capable  of  error 
and  mistake,  subject  to  the  weaknesses 
and  limitations  of  the  human  character 
and  the  himian  mind.  I  would  be  the 
last  to  claim  infallibility  for  my  great 
party,  though  in  view  of  its  tremendous 
achievements  for  the  country  in  every 
period  of  American  life,  it  requires  no 
deferise  from  me  or  anyone  else.    If  it 


erred,  its  errors  arose  like  the  errors  of 
the  opposing  party  arose  and  still  arise, 
from  ordinary  human  frailty  of  indi- 
vidual leaders  vested  with  temporary 
power,  and  indeed  its  shortcomings  were 
shared  by  the  American  people  who  time 
and  time  again  followed  its  leadership. 
rAsrr'8  illubtuoxtb  lzadbuhip  nf  btatx 

Prom  the  time  of  the  great  Jefferson, 
one  of  the  greatest  political  thinkers  and 
prophets  of  all  times,  the  record  of  the 
Democratic  Party  rings  and  resounds 
down  through  the  unbroken  channels  of 
history  acclaimed  by  triumphant  and 
grateful  voices  of  millions  of  loyal  Amer- 
icans who  have  adhered  to  its  principles, 
sustained  its  leadership  and  benefited 
by  its  policies. 

This  record  comprises  a  series  of  con- 
tributions and  achievements  in  behalf  of 
the  struggling  masses  of  America  and 
Massachusetts  which  cannot  possibly  be 
equalled  by  any  other  party  or  any  other 
political  group. 

Oreat  personalities  whose  vision  and 
ability  changed  the  course  of  history 
made  this  impressive  record: 

The   fearless   David   I.   Walsh,   trail 
blazer  of  the  Massachusetts  democracy, 
one  of  the  greatest  statesmen  of  our 
time,  first  great  progressive  governor  of 
our  beloved  Commonwealth,  father  of 
practically  all  the  first,  great,  social  legis- 
lation of  our  era  in  the  interest  of  ordi- 
nary men  and  women,  who  later  rendered 
renowned  service  to  our  State  and  Nation 
in  Washington  as  our  United  States  Sen- 
ator; outstanding,  enlightened  leader  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  able,  hu- 
mane,   and    courageous.    Congressman 
JOHH  W.  McCormack;  brilliant  young 
Senator    John    F.    Kennedy,    of    noted 
heritage,  whose  great  ability  and  zeal  for 
the  people's  cause  wlU  elevate  him  to  still 
higher  national  ofBce :  former  Gov.  James 
M.  Curley,  unsurpassed  orator,  gifted 
personality,  friend  of  the  poor;  former 
Gov.  Paul  A.  Dever,  powerful,  capable, 
champion  of  labor,  distinguished  orator 
and  leader;  former  Governor  and  Secre- 
tary of  Labor  Maurice  J.  Tobln,  beloved 
by  all,  vigorous  exponent  of  the  work- 
ingman.  so  tragically  taken  from  us  at 
the  height  of  his  powers;   former  Gov. 
Charles   F.   Hurley,   of   late,    lamented 
memory,  a  man  of  great  sincerity  and 
forward-looking    spirit;     former    Gov. 
Joseph  B.  Ely,  great  lawyer,  gifted  ad- 
ministrator,   the    man    whose    brilliant 
speech  nominated  his  close  friend,  the 
idol  of  millions,  the  Happy  Warrior,  Gov. 
Al  Smith   for  the  Presidency;    former 
Senator  Marcus  F.  Coolidge,  another  able 
fighter  for  social  Justice,  and  others  too 
numerous  to  mention — aU   represented 
and  tsrpified  the  central  theme  of  the 
Democratic  Party's  objective — the  bet- 
terment and  advancement  of  the  com- 
mon people. 

And  there  were  and  are  many  more 
in  the  service  of  our  Commonwealth,  its 
various  subdivisions,  and  of  the  Nation, 
including  my  own  very  distinguished 
Massachusetts  Democratic  colleagues  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  at  Wash- 
iiigton,  distinguished  monbers  of  our 
great  general  court,  outstanding  consti- 
tutional officers  of  the  State  and  many 
others,  whose  leadership  and  unselfish 
service  has  furthered  and  protected  the 
interest  of  the  people. 


The  Democratic  Party  in  State  and 
Nation  is  comprised  of  many  groups  of 
different  «igin  and  racial  stodcs.  from 
different  geographical  areas,  of  different 
color  and  creed,  of  varied  economic 
levels — workers  in  the  factories,  farmers 
in  the  fields,  clerks,  skilled  artisans, 
professional  classes,  scientists,  preach- 
ers, Joiu-nalists,  scholars,  businessmen. 
houeswives — people  drawn  from  every 
calling  and  station.  They  have  Joined 
together  in  a  great  united  movement  to 
pnxnote  the  cause  of  hmnane.  f<»ward- 
locAlng  government  under  the  Constitu- 
tion, to  stand  for  government  of  laws  by 
men.  government  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  who  compose  the  country,  and  not 
Just  merely  for  special  groups  of  wealth. 
power,  and  affluence  who  wek  selfish  and 
of  ttimes  antisocial  ends. 

CKEAT  BKWSriTg  TO  THK  rBOTLS 

In  truth,  every  generation  of  Ameri- 
cans has  been  the  beneficiary  of  the 
wisdom,  foresight,  and  humane  Judg- 
ment of  leaders  of  the  Democratic  Party. 
In  fact,  there  is  hardly  a  person  in 
America  today  who.  in  some  way  or 
other,  has  not  been  specifically  benefited 
by  virtue  of  the  poUcles  and  program  of 
the  Democratic  Party  or  the  service  of 
some  of  its  leaders.  It  has  been  a  great 
humanizing  Infiuence  in  American  life. 
Protector  of  the  weak,  refuge  of  the 
poor,  defender  of  liberty,  champion  of 
the  oppressed,  promoter  of  social  Justice, 
advocate  of  the  defenseless.  miUtant 
apostle  of  the  great  American  principle 
of  toleration  and  equity  for  all.  the  Dem- 
ocratic Party  more  than  any  other 
agency,  more  than  any  other  single  force 
save  the  spiritual  strengtii  so  benefi- 
cently engendered  by  the  Almighty  in 
the  minds  and  hearts  of  loyal  Ameri- 
cans, the  Democratic  Party  has  been  re- 
sponsible for  the  greatest  social,  politi- 
cal, and  economic  progress  of  the  Nation. 

STHCUI.T7S  TO  MtOSFnOTT   AMD   WUXi-BKXNO 

It  not  only  provided  leadership  but  fur- 
nished the  stimulus,  the  direction  and 
the  guiding  genius  for  the  incredible  ad- 
vancement and  improvement  which  the 
Nation  has  made  in  Uvlng  standards  and 
state  of  weU-belng  during  the  past  few 
decades.  Our  party  has  done  more  to 
improve  the  lot  of  the  individual  average 
American,  to  promote  a  very  high  level  of 
general  prosperity  among  aU  claitses  of 
our  people,  businessmen,  farmers,  as  weU 
as  workers,  to  improve  the  health,  hous- 
ing, education,  the  general  welfare  of  our 
people,  I  repeat,  than  any  other  human 
agency  at  any  time  in  history. 

Can  it  honestly  be  doubted  that  w^e 
it  not  for  the  Democratic  Party  and  its 
enlightened  leadership  in  State  and  Na-  . 
tion  during  the  past  quarter  century  that 
our  average  citizen  would  ever  be  In  the 
position  of  self-sufficiency,  prosperity, 
and  happiness  in  which  be  so  happily 
finds  himself  today? 

PBOPLX    CBATXrCI.    AND    WOX    BITnBM    TO    FOLB 

The  American  people  have  reaped  a 
rich  harvest  from  their  devotion  to  the 
Democratic  Party  and  I  have  evMT  con- 
fidence that  they  will  return  to  its  fold. 
If  the  Democratic  Party  is  to  assume  its 
great  responsibmties  durfac  this  des- 
perate crisis,  it  must  be  the  purpose  of 
its  leaders  to  maintain  and  expand  the 
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Wftiie  JUrioBftte  indeed  that  the  Dem- 
oetrnUe  Pttty  l»  not  static  and  Bunlhuiid. 
bat  rattler  rtonnda  vtth  tigor.  vitality, 
lyatd  ft  pmffuwlyt  iplxtt. 
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imncfaflfe  pragraBi,  ta  Une  with 
tsadMeoi.  »ist  be 
tPMDKallty  and  truth.  It 

also  In  respect,  devotion,  and 
toe  the  gnat  bnaratable  vorl- 
of  oar  imfctilgsi  Oonstltotkm.  m 
of  stable  govemnent  and  a 
eeonomy,  w  diall  need 
not  only  aoond  oonvietloas  but  a  aound 
aimroaeh  to  mitaUe  qoesttoas^  and  ao«lnd 
intexpKiMation  of  our  miaaion. 

We  must  stand  erect  and  resolute 
against  the  great  Red  lie  of  communism 
axMl  godtoae  Ifantfann  at  home  and 
abroad. 

We  must  be  Intent  upon  preserving  the 
Bill  of  lUgfats  and  the  precious  liberties 
of  the  indtvidual  g^ned  by  freemen  only 
after  centuries  of  struggle  and  blood- 
shed. 

We  most  be  vigilant  against  those 
Ichads  of  *»^y— y»  seUlshneai  which  tend 
to  st^fcify  our  progress  so  that  we  mi^ 
work  wholeheartedly  to  eliminate  pov- 
erty, dieeaee.  dlstren.  and  low  standards, 
to  uphold  our  free  system  and  the  cause 
of  freedcnn  against  the  Irreiigton,  slav- 
ery, wul  the  ddMUiehery  of  oommimism 

The  Maticm  that  could  affocd  to  pour 
oat  about  $00  bOUon  in  eold  caah  to 
fwelgn  nattons  stnoe  1946  can  oertainly 
afford  a  substantial  portion  of  its  huge 
natioaai  product  to  take  care  of  the 
urgent  sodal  needs  of  the  American 
people. 

We  arast  never  loee  sii^t  of  the  great 
^"^^ff*fTit>ln  thr  spiritual  ideals  i^ 
politteal  principles  which  have  made  this 
ntMha  the  greatest  on  earth. 

roumtamxram  iufy«uuiv  vnwroam 

We  know  the  rcaaoos  lor  our  recent 
dileatg  and  must  act  to  correct  them 
by  rooting  out  the  causes.  Thus  we  will 
command  public  cotilldence  and  suw^ort. 

While  there  is  bound  to  be  widely  dif- 
ferent iaterprrtattons  of  piinc^nle  and 
Btethod  in  the  formulation  of  pvty  pro- 
cauBs  and  AlTerenoes  on  pcdicy  as  w^ 
if  our  party  is  to  regain  the  trust  of  the 
people  there  must  be  room  for  dlSersnt 
shades  of  opinion  and  different  view- 
points on  puhUo  issues.  No  iMurty  meim- 
bership  can  agree  fuDy  on  every  issue. 
VTank  iBsensrion.  crlncal  appraisal.  93^ 
honest  independent  Judgment  are  de«ir- 
ahie.  Our  leaden  as  wen  as  wcakem 
must  be  something  more  than  automa- 
tons: our  deeted  tdHeials,  something 
more  than  *'yes**  men  for  would-be 
bosses  or  ao-called  bralntrusters.  Ituey 
must  reflect  the  will  of  the  people  who 
elect  thcB  and  work  primarily  for  the 
toed  or  the  eountfy.  They  should  lend 
Hisi— lies  neilhsr  to  hysteria  nor  ezpe- 

thai  our  party 
ssetlott  and  must 
thetef ore  welsome  to  tts  imnks  every 
person  and  umip  aeomthag  the  tuada<) 
mental  phllosbphy  that  govemsaent  ex- 


ists by  popular  consent  to  protect  free- 
dom and  to  proaaote  the  best  iDter48t8, 
psovertty,  and  hawrinews  of  the  people 
and  that  our  party  is  the  most  efleouve 
instrument  for  achieving  these  c^m- 
mmdable  ends. 

»*—f  "*  8BOVL»  war  BOMOf ATS 

The  Democratic  Party  is  not  a  revplu- 
tionary  party.  In  origin  and  outlook,  it 
Is  committed  to  American  institutlonlt.  to 
free  enterprise  and  free  initiative  which 
have  contributed  so  greatly  and  invalu- 
ably to  the  buHdlng  of  this  Nation. 
Since  we  believe  that  we  can  accomillish 
all  necessary  i.nd  desirable  reforms  «ath- 
out  desbxiying  or  shackling  this  peerless 
economic  system,  we  can  never  allow 
radical  doctrinaires  who. do  not  believe 
in  the  esgwaOal  principles  of  our  free  iway 
of  life,  but  who  sponsor  and  strive  fbr  a 
bureaucratic,  socialistic,  or  communistic 
state,  to  infiltrate  aiKi  dominate  the 
affairs,  policies,  and  machinery  of  our 
party.  , 

We  must  fairly  and  impartially  seek  an 
area  of  agreement  among  the  pa|-ty's 
component  parts,  sectional,  social,  and 
occupational,  that  will  enable  us  toi  ap- 
peal to  a  maximum  majority  and  ^us 
attain  our  chosen  goals.  If  the  program 
and  policies  of  the  party  are  wisely  and 
soundly  shi4)ed  responsively  to  public 
need  and  with  reference  to  truly  pro- 
gressive doctrine,  and  trusted,  capable, 
experienced  leadership  is  selected,  we  will 
be  entitled  to  popular  support  and  can 
reestablish  our  position  in  State  and 
Nation.  , 

A  HKMLS  nOCKAlC  I 

Many  vital  issues  impend  in  this  dis- 
tressed world  and  in  the  Nation  the  put- 
come  of  which  will  d«;ide  the  destiqy  of 
tree  government  for  generations  to  c^me, 
perht4>s  for  all  time.  I  shall  not  pre- 
sume here  to  outline  them  in  detail,  but 
in  a  broad  sense  these  are  some  o^  the 
considerations  which  will  have  to  be, met 
by  our  party: 

First.  Wholebeiirted  international  co- 
operation with  the  United  Nations  and 
with  all  nations  of  good  faith  and  honest 
motives  to  check  communism  and  pro- 
mote peace.  Of  utmost  importance;  is  a 
Strong,  resolute,  unwavering  foreign  pol- 
icy, backed  up  by  overwhelming  stream- 
lined modernized  armed  power,  uncom- 
promisingly rejecting  appeasement. 

This  policy  must  be  designed  to  pre- 
vent Communist  aggression  and  k^- 
traUon. 

It  must  inu>ly  sincere  participatloln  of 
the  free  nations  according  to  their  ajbili- 
ties  and  potential  power. 

It  should  avoid  hysterical,  unfounded 
fears  ctmcaiiing  war,  atomic  energy,  or 
the  power  of  communism. 
.  It  should  be  willing  to  help  alleflate 
distress  and  reinforce  democracy  With- 
in our  means,  but  should  eschew  inter- 
national flying  saucers  sprajring  Ameri- 
can cxvam  and  honey  over  foreign  land- 
scapes. 

We  should  not  move  too  fast  eco- 
nomically or  militarily  in  these  matters. 
Unprotected  atomic  pooling  could  pre- 
sent the  greatcaA  of  perils  and  reitolu- 
tUmary  ayiltary  concepts  are  alwaya  dif- 
ficult to  inqdcment. 

In  ffurope.  in  Asia  and  elsewhere,  we 
must  sqoarsly  reject  any  partnershl|),  or 


material  support  of  those  who  ar^  aettaig 
as  part  of,  or  in  concert  with,  the  world 
Communist  conspiracy  to  desUroi  us. 

To  recognize  diplomatieally.  br  eon* 
sent  to  its  admission  to  United  Nations 
of  any  nation  whose  hands  are  (pipping 
with  the  blood  of  American  boy^  must 
be  squarely  rejected  by  this  NaUfNL 

Second.  The  continuance  of  pur  ^- 
f  orts  to  uncover  and  expoee  Com$Bunists 
and  subversives  in  the  United  Startes  and 
ruthlessly  drive  them  out  of  positions  in 
Government  and  their  entrenched  places 
of  influence  In  American  life. 

Third.  A  strong  reafBrmaUon'  of  our 
position  on  civil  rights,  racial  a^d  reli- 
gious toleration,  and  determined  pro- 
tection of  those  great  constitutional 
safeguards  set  up  to  defend  thei  sacred 
rights  of  the  individual  against  *unwar- 
ranted,  illegal,  interference  with  his  lib- 
erties. ' 

Fourth.  An  immediate  program  on  the 
domestic,  social,  and  economic  front  to 
reverse  unfortunate  current  reee^sionary 
trends  in  the  economy  which  are  re- 
sponsible for  releasing  the  dangerous 
fqrces  of  fear  and  confusion  in  the  Na- 
tion and  have  already  caused  subatantial 
unemployment. 

We  must  recognise  always  thSt  com- 
munism and  dangerous  social  unrest  are 
easily  promoted  by  unemployment,  fear, 
and  want.  I 

We  must  seek  to  rule  out  nht  only 
the  letter  but  the  spirit  of  antUabor  dls- 
crimtnattons  and  assures  stability  for  la- 
bor, business,  and  agricultiu^  with  em- 
ployment for  all. 

In  short,  we  must  declare  war  1  against 
recession,  depression,  and  need  by  pro- 
posing the  Immediate  use  of  all  neces- 
sary resources  of  this  great,  powerful 
Government  to  strengths  the  Alaerican 
econmny  and  restore  confldeiAse  and 
prosperity  for  all  our  people,  since  any 
weakness  in  our  national  armoT.  mili- 
tary or  economic,  would  be  the  strongest 
weapon  our  potential  enemlei  could 
have. 

With  a  fundamental  program  carried 
forward  by  honest,  courageous,  f brward- 
looking  and  sensible  leaderstaAp.  the 
Democratic  Party  can  and  will.  God 
grant,  once  again  as  m  the  past  lead 
State  and  Nation  along  the  way  to  pros- 
perity, security,  and  peace.       I 

Our  great  party  founder,  Thoinas  Jef- 
ferson, once  said.  "The  same  Qod  who 
gave  us  Ufe,  gave  us  liberty  at  the  same 
time."  < 

It  is  for  every  American,  regardless  of 
race,  creed,  or  party  to  preserve  it. 
With  courage,  faith,  hard  work,  im- 
flagglng  allegiance  to  American  institu- 
tions, and  abiding  faith  in  the  A|mighty. 
we  wilL 


Tbe  Jewish  New  Year 


EXTENSION  OF  REMAR^ 

HON.  HUGH  D.  SCOH,  jJr. 

or  mrNSTLVAinA 
IN  THE  HOX^SX  OF  REPRCSKMTSfnVSB 

Friday,  August  2§.  t$S4 1 

Mr.  SCOTT.    Mr.  Speaker.  4itb  the 
approach  of  the  Jewish  New  Year  whidti 
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«-ill  be  widely  and  appropriately  cele- 
brated by  a  very  substantial  number  of 
citizens,  I,  as  theh:  Congressman,  would 
like  to  extend  the  following  greeting  to 
my  constituents:  "On  this  Jewish  New 
Year.  5715.  may  I  wish  you  and  yoiur 
families  a  New  Year  of  peace  and  happi- 
ness that  will  bring  fulfillment  of  all  your 
dearest  wlshes." 


Hoase 


on  Agncsnre  Report 
oaFam  Bill 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
o» 

HON.  CUFFORD  R.  HOPE 

or  KAMSAS 
IN  THK  BOUSS  OP  RXPRBBKMTATIVnS 

Friday,  August  20. 19H 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  tmder  leave 
to  extend  my  remarlcB  in  the  Rxcokb.  I 
include  herewith  a  part  of  the  report  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture  on 
the  bUl  H.  R.  9680.  the  Agricultural  Act 
of  1954: 


nifUkek.  XnitiwtrUa  war  pUnte  wer*  r«coc>- 
niaad  m  rarplvMc*.  maA  charged  off  to  war. 

Th«  farm  program,  wtth  very  Uttto  «x- 
penae  compared  to  tba  dtapoMU  of  the 
surplus  of  other  war  matarials,  protected 
agriculture,  and  Uae  ootintry  avertad  a  repe- 
tition ot  tbe  farm  tiankruptcjr  that  fc^lowed 
World  War  I. 

In  any  dlanuBion  of  the  present  farm 
problem.  aU  Americans  should  realise: 

1.  That  they  should  be  thankful  that  our 
problem  is  one  of  too  much — and  not  too 
little: 

2.  Our  farm  program  is  a  small  price  to 
pay  to  prevent  a  collapse  of  agriculture  such 
as  brought  on  the  depression  after  World 
War  I; 

8.  Abundance  is  an  essential  element  of 
Mcurlty  In  a  troubled  world. 


America  la  blessed  by  the  most  productive 
agriculture  of  aU  the  natlona.  Our  people 
are  tbe  best  fed  and  clothed.  Our  store- 
houses are  stocked  against  our  needs  and  are 
our  security.  In  peace  or  war.  We  have  food 
and  fiber  to  share  with  friendly  peoples  of 
other  nations. 

Tet  this  very  abundance  has  brought  great 
economic  problems  to  our  farm  people. 
Their  income  has  dropped  aiid  tbelr  coata 
have  tncreaaed.  Abundance  la  a  blesalng 
that  belongs  to  all  our  people.  Its  problems 
should  be  shared  by  alL 

THS  PVOBLBm 

These  problems  derive  froxt.  the  vast  ex- 
pansion of  our  agricultural  c»utput.  In  re- 
sponse to  appeals  from  our  G<7Temment  for 
ever-lncreaatng  production  of  food  and  fiber 
during  World  War  II,  and  to  meet  foreign 
obligations  following  the  war. 

In  the  postwar  era  a  large  part  of  tbe 
world  was  scarred  and  destitute  and  the 
products  of  our  farms  fed  and  clothed  the 
people.  The  Korean  conflict  trtth  the  World- 
wide threat  of  communism  called  for  a  new 
surge  of  production,  and  the  farmers  again 
responded  to  the  appeal  of  their  government. 

Food  and  fiber  output  attained  a  rate  more 
than  40  percent  above  prewar  levels. 

Our  Increase  In  population  iind  ever-rlalng 
standard  of  living  sbeorbed  •  large  part  of 
this.  But  the  recovery  of  world  agriculture, 
aud  reductioca  in  otir  foreign-aid  programs, 
hare  serloualy  curtailed  farm  nxports. 

This  decline  of  foreign  m*rl:ets,  combined 
with  the  fact  that  we  cannot  Instantly  cut 
OR  agrlcultyral  production  as  we  can  curtaU 
factory  output,  has  brought  alxnit  the  accu- 
mulation of  ao-called  surplus  which  is  the 
root  of  agriculture's  troubles  today. 

ABUMOAMCS    IS   aaCUIUTT 

Our  Government  now  has  many  bUlkms  of 
dollars  Invested  In  materlala  for  defense — 
guns,  planes,  ahips.  These  ooaterials  are  not 
charged  as  surplus  against  indtistry.  Food 
Is  equally  as  Important  In  war  and  Its  abun- 
dance must  be  recogi^leed  as  an  essential 
element  of  the  Nation's  safety.  The  Govern- 
ment now  has  around  SS  bUUon  invested  in 
food  and  feed  stocks,  only  a  small  fraction 
of  the  annual  military  budget. 

It  should  be  pointed  out  that  after  World 
War  n  Industry  was  protected  against  the 
competition  of  surplus  war  material.  Trucks 
and  cars,  and  other  Oovemment  surplus 
Items  were  kept  off  the  normal  competitive 
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TRs  raaxoM'  caxKnaL  posmoN 

Ret  farm  Income  has  declined  13  percent 
In  the  past  a  years  while  other  sectors  of 
our  economy  have  achieved  new  records. 
This  loss  of  Income  already  has  been  felt 
by  business  and  Industry  that  supply  the 
needs  of  our  farm  population.  Without  the 
price  support,  svuplus  removal,  and  market- 
ing agreement  programs,  farmers'  Incomes 
In  1953  would  have  been  $3  billion  lower  or 
a  net  income  of  25  percent  less,  according 
to  the  estimates  of  competent  economists. 

Our  present  integrated  program — price 
supports,  swplus  removal,  and  marketing 
agreements — covered  70  percent  of  the  value 
of  all  crops  produced  and  Uvestock  and  Uve- 
stock  producte  in  1958.  About  90  to  95  per- 
cent of  aU  farmers  producing  crops  and  live- 
stock for  market  were  directly  or  indirectly 
benefited  by  existing  price  stabilization  and 
market-agreement  programs  that  prevented 
further  impairment  of  agricultural  Income. 

But  now  agriculture  Is  In  a  crucial  posi- 
tion. This  should  be  the  concern  of  city 
people  as  weU  as  farmers. 

1.  Farmers  face  Impairment  of  Income  by 
their  voluntary  actions  severely  limiting  tbe 
acreage  of  major  crop%  in  order  to  bring  pro- 
duction into  balance  with  consumption. 

2.  Unless  Congress  acts,  the  1949  Agricul- 
tural Act  wlU  take  effect  in  1955,  supplanting 
the  90  percent  of  parity  price  supports  for 
the  basic  crops  by  a  system  of  flexible  sup- 
ports that  may  drop  the  support  level  for 
several  major  crops  to  around  75  percent  of 
parity. 

Such  a  sudden  deterioration  of  prices 
would  be  dangerous  not  only  to  agrlcultxire 
but  to  the  whole  econ<xny. 

THE  KDCEDr 

The  committee.  In  H.  R.  96ao,  presents  a 
farm  program  to  protect  the  Income  of  f  arm- 
ors while  comprehending  the  interests,  the 
needs,  and  the  security  of  aU  segments  of 
the  economy  and  of  all  our  people. 

The  bin  continues  90  percent  of  parity 
price  support  on  the  basic  crops  for  1  year, 
and  maintains  other  elements  of  tbe  pres- 
ent Integrated  program  for  farm  Income 
stabUlty. 

It  moves  In  the  direction  of  greater  free- 
dom of  choice  by  farmers. 

It  provides  better  management  of  abun- 
dance, and  a  means  of  moving  surpluses  into 
useful  purposes. 

It  encourages  the  expansion  of  markets 
and  ooDSUmpCion  at  liomc  and  abroad. 

It  reduoea  the  cost  of  farm  programs. 

H.  R.  9680  conforms  to  the  spirit  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  President  with  re- 
spect to  adjustability,  moderation,  and 
greater  farmer  freedom  in  the  operation  at 
farm  programs. 

The  legislation  embraces  the  President's 
requeet  for  a  ea.600  million  commodity  set- 
aside,  as  aa  arsenal  ot  food  for  peaceful  use 
and  for  safety  in  any  emergency.  It  meets 
his  reootnmeDdatlon  for  laoentlves  aimed  at 
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Congress  and  the  people  kmg  slnee  have  ' 
accepted  the  principle  of  price  supports  for 
agrlcultiire  and  such  policies  have  been  In 
effect  for  more  than  20  years. 

IVo  matter  of  principle  Is  involved  between 
supports  at  90  percent  of  parity  and  supports 
at  76  percent  of  parity.  Anyone  who  accepts 
tbe  theory  that  the  Federal  Government 
ought  to  support  prices  of  agricultural  com-  - 
modltles  at  a  level  as  high  as  75  percent,  or 
between  7S  and  00  percent  of  parity,  is  sub^ 
scribing  to  the  same  principle  as  those  who 
say  It  should  be  90  percent. 

The  sole  question  Involved  Is  what  Is  the 
beet  way  to  do  the  Job,  and  the  committee 
feels  that  under  the  conditions  eUstlx^  at 
this  time  90  percent  supports,  with  effective 
production  controls,  will  work  better  than 
a  flexible  price  program  i(t  lower  levels. 

voFDLAa  MiacoHGsrnoim 
There  are  serious  misunderstandings  and 
misconceptions  of  the  general  farm  program. 
They  should  be  corrected. 

ICsconoeptlon  Mo.  1:  ITiat  the  present 
program  of  90-peroent  supports  on  the  bastes 
Is  primarily  responsible  for  the  aectuiaulatlon 
of  existing  surpluses,  llie  facts  refute  thla. 
The  present  accnmulatioo  of  food  and 
fiber  has  occurred  in  the  last  3  ysars.  This 
was  due  to  the  90-peroent  dn^i  In  farm  ex- 
ports, near  record  production  by  a  war- 
expanded  agrleultural  plant,  and  the  failure 
of  the  former  Secretary  of  Agrteoltura  ta 
1952  to  proclaim  controls  for  the  1958  crape 
when  evidence  indicated  that  our  agrlcul-- 
ture  was  moving  into  a  surpluai.posltl<Mi.  Al- 
though a  90-percent  support  program  on  the 
basic  commodities  was  in  effect  for  the  10 
years  previous  to  1962,  we  accumtilated  no 
surpluses  during  that  time. 

At  the  onset  of  the  Korean  conflict  ear 
Government  encouraged  expansion  of  the 
production  of  food  and  fiber.  We  were 
blessed  with  favorable  weather,  and  did  not 
need  all  that  was  produced.  A  large  pert  of 
the  surpliu  went  Into  Govemment-enpported 
storage  and  has  been  charged  against  the 
farm  program,  although  the  overproduetloii 
was  bro\^ht  aliout  by  Oovemment  policy 
related  to  national  defense — and  \rf  tlM  fact 
that  the  then  Secretary  of  Agrfculture  did 
not  use  the  tools  available  to  him  tluoa^ 
acreage  allotments  and  marketing  quotaa. 

Iflsconceptlon  Ifo.  2:  That  a  flexible  prloe- 
support  program,  at  75  to  90  percent  of  par- 
ity, would  of  Itself  discourage  producUoa 
and  help  remove  the  surplus  problem.  Evi- 
dence before  the  committee  indicates  that 
with  all  farm  products  in  amplf  siQiply 
farmers  will  maintain  or  Increase  their  pro- 
duction as  they  seek  to  protect  their  Income 
in  the  face  of  lower  prices.  Had  flexible 
price  supports  been  in  effect  since  1952  there 
Is  no  reason  to  believe  our  surplus  problem 
would  have  been  any  less. 

Milk  production  has  not  been  rsduoed  by 
the  cut  in  the  support  price  level  fnna  ee 
percent  of  parity  to  75  percent  on  April  \, 
It  continues  at  4  to  6  percent  above  lev^ 
of  a  year  ago  In  upiXjt  at  lower  prices. 

The  only  evidence  before  the  committee  ba 
support  of  the  theory  that  flexlMe  prtoe  swp- 
ports  would  reduce  production  is  a  state- 
ment by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  that 
certain  studlss  showed  that  a  10-peroent  re- 
duction in  tbe  price  of  a  farm  product  wonM 
mean  2  percent  leas  productkm  of  that  prod- 
uct In  the  following  year. 

liisconeeptlon  No.  S:  That  flexiUe  prlee 
stq>p(»is  would  result  in  Important  price  re- 
ductions to  consumers  and  a  substantial  In- 
crease In  consumption.  That,  too,  is  fallaey. 
Ttie  farm  price  of  the  beeie  eommodltlee 
sunxirted  at  90  percent  of  parity  is  only  a 
small  part  of  the  retaU  cost  of  ooneomar 
prodtKts  made  from  tbem.  A  drop  of  10 
to  20  percent  in  the  farm  prices  of 
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-waaM  redne* 
for  tbUr  ptodoeta  taai  ttun  S 

mMonMpttan  Mo.  4t  tbtA  flwrtWo  mp- 
pcrto  womUL  votum  Um  Oovwiiaaant  «oii«raU 
sad  imt  fir—*—  Tb*  oonunlttM  atodlM 
Indhwite  tlili  !■  iwt  true  for  tbe  tmmwIJKte 
tlM  wvldaniM  Indlftw 

.TtOM  of  thamaalTM  ba^ra 

jtttte  flOMt  in  enrtaSUiic  pgrodnetkm.  t%  lm 
otifloia  tliai  tiM  aaoM  oontnds  muat  be  owxl 
wtth  atlhir  M  p«««at  or  flmue  i«loe  rap- 
porta  tntseet.  The  IcslalatUm  propoMd  f or 
fliTT*M«  »miporto  requlrw  oactly  the  aame 
cotktrote  tlwt  ve  now  have  under  the  90-per- 
cent nqfpfMtm  for  the  beaie  eroiie. 

IfiaeoDoeptlon  No.  5:  Th»t  asrleulture  is 
•utaldbnd  to  »  greater  extent  than  other 
■miiieiile  of  our  economy.  While  It  le  tbe 
caniect  hope  at  this  eonunlttee  that  the  farm 
pragnon.  hj  lT«*t'"^"g  production  to  need, 
■oon  wW.  iHttr*vi^  the  current  casta  of  prlee 
sopportB,  we  respectftiUy  submit  that  the 
•utaldy  is  the  cfldeet  eeonomle  principle 
written  In  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 
Only  reeuKUy  baa  it  been  used  to  aofy  appre- 
daUa  astant  to  protect  acrleulture.  The 
first  Oongress  in  1788  set  vq>  the  prlne^de  to 
aneourace  tbe  devalopment  of  an  American 
merchant  fleet,  liany  bUUone  in  sulieidiee 
have  foaa  to  business  and  industry.  A 
Bouae  AnproprlatlaBs  Subcoanmittee  in  Jan> 
uary  1854  pubUshed  flgoree  indtcattng  subsi- 
dies amounting  to  84S.682 386,506  for  busi- 
ness Btnee  World  War  n.  a  large.part  at  this 
for  businees  recuuversioa  payments.  In 
contrast,  farm  price  support  and  surplus  re- 
noral  operations  In  the  last  80  years  have 
cost  only  $8,600,000,  or  1  percent  of  the  value 
of  crape  and  llveetoek  marketed. 

The  committee  emphaslBea  that  flnibllity 
is  Inherent  In  the  farm  program  provided  In 
this  bill. 

The  fundamental  parity  concept  Iteelf  is 
fleiUMllty  of  rnxfipaiU  for  agriculture.  It 
gaaia  support^  prices  to  the  prices  of  things 
XaraMTS  must  buy.  When  the  i«ioes  of  man- 
itfaetursd  arUcles  drop,  the  farm  prloe  sup- 
porta  automaticany  are  reduced  by  law. 

lioreover.  irtieat  produeera  in  H.  R.  9680 
are  given  a  ehdee  for  1966  between  tbe  pro- 
vlslais  of  the  then  ertstlng  law  or  a  two- 
prtoe  system  which  has  gabied  much  favor 
among  wheatgrowers.  Tbe  two-price  pro- 
gram. If  adopted  in  an  election  by  growen. 
would  s«q>part  at  100  percent  of  parity  that 
pert  of  the  v^eat  crop  consumed .  domes- 
tically as  human  food,  and  let  the  reinalnder 
go  Into  other  use  and  Into  world  msrkets  at 
world  prices.  After  a  two-price  system  be- 
comes eeUbUshed,  the  curbs  on  prqduetl<m 
would  be  reduced  or  eliminated.  Xt  wheat 
farmers  find  this  program  satisf  actory.  with 
i^pprcqviate  enabling  legislation  the  jdan 
may  be  espanded  to  other  major  a^;>art 
craps. 

vsuaBS*  ZMCom  vo  aaov  durihu 

Tlie  farmers  already  have  moved  at  their 
own  election,  and  at  great  saerlflee  in  income, 
to  taring  anppllea  of  prtoe-supported  crops 
Into  line  with  demand. 

Wheat  farmers  voted  890,291  to  57J»«  to 
reduce  their  1964  wheat  crop  to  63  million 
aeree,  agalnat  78  million  acres  in  1968,  and 
they  are  tbp****^  to  ttMam  the  Secretwy  of 
AipilealtUTe's  call  for  a  furthwr  reduction  to 
66  mlUkm  acres  in  1966.  Assuming  normal 
yields  and  stable  prices  in  1066.  this  wlU 
Bseaa  a  slash  in  farmers'  income  on  wheat 
from  83,849  million  in  1968  to  $1,644  million 
In  1068 — a  cut  of  $706  million  or  80  percent. 
In  the  caee  of  cotton,  the  producers  voted 
469,883  to  99.071  to  reduce  their  aereege  from 
97  millloa  in  1963  to  21,879,000  in  1964.  A 
further  reduction  to  around  17,600.000  acrce 
la  .the  prospect  for  1866.  Aswiming  normal 
yields  for  1966,  this  wlU  mean  a  cut  Ui  cotton 
iBOOOM  from  $3,007  million  In  1068  to  $1,771 
milMcm  in  1966— a  slash  of  $1.38«  million  or 
about  42  percent. 


Without  B.  R.  9«80,  the  1940  Vtam  Act 
would  bscome  operative,  and  these'  f  armere 
would  have  a  further  reduction  of  16  percent 
In  price  on  their  smaller  1965  cropa, 
.  This  shows  ths  reducti(»s  of  income  that 
the  produoers  have  accepted  In  tllelr  own 
efforts,  under  preeent  law,  to  adjust  prod\ie- 
tlon  to  demand.  We  do  not  beUSve  tliey 
^ytnttut  take  «  beavler  loea  by  lower  eupports 
through  a  flexible  price  system  in  1956. 

OOWBUlfXIS'  POSITION 

Ckmsiuners  get  more  and  better  tdpd  today 
with  an  expendltiire  of  a  smaller  percentage 
of  their  total  Income  than  In  a<ky  other 
period  In  history. 

Figiires  i»%pared  by  Department  of  Agri- 
culture economlslts  show  that  In  1914  the 
average  factory  employee  could  buy  3V^ 
pounds  of  bread  with  an  ho\ir'8  eartilngs;  In 
1939  he  could  buy  6%  pounds  with  1  hour's 
earnings:  and  in  1953  he  could  buy  10  7/10 
pounds. 

These  economists  have  set  up  a  table  for 
other  major  foods,  showing  what  1  hour's 
average  factory  pay  bought  in  1914,  |929,  and 
1963,  as  follows: 


1914 

1020 

1053 

Sound  steak 

Pork  diopa 

Butter 

MOk 

E«8» 

Potatoes 

Onoises — 

Baeon 

Toiuatoes 

pounds.. 

.do 

-do... 

quarts.. 

doien.. 

pounds.. 

dou*!!  . 

o.« 

1.0 

.6 

Z5 

.6 

1Z4 

1.2 
1.5 
1.0 
3.0 
1.1 

17.7 
1.3 

,1.3 
4.4 
1.4 

1.9 
Zl 
12 
7.5 
2.5 
32.ft 
3.S 

pounds.- 

No.  2  cans 

.8 

10.0 

Cheese 

pounds. - 

LO 

2.0 

It  must  be  noted  that  the  largeet  reduc- 
tion In  tbe  prioe  of  food  In  comparison  with 
wages  has  occurred  during  the  yesr*  of  the 
development  of  the  present  progfam  that 
has  as  its  aim  a  parity  of  income  for  agri- 
culture. It  Is  evident,  therefore,  that  con- 
sumers have  gotten  their  greatest  conces- 
sions in  prices  of  food  and  fll>er  in  the  time 
of  their  growth  of  farm-income  stability. 

rABM  FIlCI — CONSTTMXa  PKIC^ 

We  recommend  an  examination  at  the  cur- 
rent-wide marketing  margins  for  farm  prod- 
ucts. Take  wheat  and  cotton,  t  ot  the 
biggest  of  the  6  basic  crops  than  get  90 
percent  of  parity  price  supports: 

A  loaf  of  bread— the  16-ounce  lo«if — by 
Government  figures,  sells  at  an  average  of 
10  cents.  The  farmers  get  2%  cents  for  the 
total  amount  of  wheat  in  the  loaf.  So  If  the 
price  of  the  wheat  were  cut  in  half,  this 
would  not  mean  much  in  the  cost  of  bread. 
The  price  a  farmer  gets  for  wheat  would  have 
to  be  cut  about  76  cents  a  bushel  to  reflect 
a  1-oent  reduction  in  the  cost  of  a  loaf  of 
bread. 

A  shirt — a  $3i>5  cotton  shlrt-»-contains 
about  30  cents'  worth  of  cotton.  That  Is 
What  the  farmer  gets.  Cutting  baelc  the 
price  of  cotton  would  mean  very  little  la 
the  prioe  of  a.jblrt. 

In  the  case  of  tobacco,  the  producers  In 
1963  received  about  $800  million,  for  that 
part  of  their  crop  consumed  In  t|ke  United 
States.  Federal,  State,  and  local  taxes  on 
the  1953  crop,  by  the  time  It  reached  the 
consumers,  lunounted  to  appA}ximately 
$3,100,000,000.  ' 

A  spokesman  for  confectioneiv,  during 
the  hearings  on  this  bill,  proposed  removal 
of  the  90-p«'cent  support  on  pelinuts.  It 
was  disclosed  that  a  5-cent  peaaut  candy 
bar  contains  aboiit  one-half  cent  of  pea- 
nuts; and  if  the  confectioners  got  their 
peanuts  free,  this  would  not  change  the 
IMTlce  on  the  5-cent  candy  bar,  although  a 
few  more  peanuts  might  be  added* 

BUaAL-UXaAIT  IMTKaEST  IITBKPASABUi 

me  eonunlttee  deplores  any  tendency  in 
the  consideration  of  farm  prograitis  toward 
a  separation  of  the  interests  of  the  farmers 


and  our  great  consuming  populftkms  of  the 
cities.  These  Interests  are  one  abd  the  same. 
They  are  inseparable.  Stability:  for  agricul- 
ture is  equally  as  important  to  urban  people 
as  to  the  people  on  the  farms.  | 

GEASSaOOTS  BTCDT   ' 

The  committee  has  made  ai)  exhaustive 
study  of  agriculture.  Between  last  August 
and  February,  its  members  tratreled  30,000 
miles  Into  every  major  agricultural  region  in 
an  effort  to  learn  at  the  grassrobts  the  kind 
of  agrlculttiral  program  the  Najtion  needed. 
Traveling  by  bvis  along  much  of  the  vray  they 
made  frequent  stops  for  lnt#  ilews  with 
farmers  In  their  fields  and  In  small  groups  In 
the  farm  villages. 

Spokesmen  for  various  segments  of  the 
economy  appeared  at  the  committee's  public 
hearings.  Hundreds  of  farmers  testlfled.  A 
vast  majority  asked  for  a  contln^tlon  of  the 
90  percent  of  parity  supports  lor  the  basic 
crops,  and  for  a  continuation  of  the  various 
other  price  stabilization  mechanisms.  Includ- 
ing marketing  agreements  and)  surplus  re- 
moval for  perishable  crops.  Sj^okcsmen  for 
organized  labor,  repreeentlng  islaable  con- 
sumer interests,  appeared  at  tl|eee  hearings 
and  generally  endorsed  farm  phce  supports 
at  90  percent,  or  more,  of  parltyL 
OBJscnvxs 

Out  of  its  experience  and  study,  and  con- 
vinced that  a  proeperoiis  agrlculiiire  is  essen- 
tial to  the  well-being  and  seciu'lty  of  all  of  us, 
city  and  farm  folk  alike,  the  coinmlttce  pre- 
sents thU  biU  dedicated  to  theeS  vital  objec- 
tives: 

1.  To  attain  a  fair  share  of  the  national 
Income  for  agrlculttire; 

2.  To  assure  continued  abundance  of  food 
and  fiber  for  the  American  people,  at  fair 
prices  to  consumers; 

3.  To  use  our  abundance  for  the  greatest 
good  of  our  own  people,  to  develop  foreign 
markets  and  to  meet  our  ot>ligations  to 
friendly  peoples  across  the  seal; 

4.  To  keep  our  vast  agrlculttiral  plant  in 
readiness  for  mobilization  against  any  emer- 
gency that  may  be  thrust  upon  it; 

6.  To  conserve  oxir  soil,  and  piaintaln  and 
improve  our  production  facillljies  sgaicst  a 
growing  population's  demandai  for  an  ever 
higher  standard  of  living; 

6.  To  maintain  a  maximum  pt  freedom  ..of 
enterprise  In  farming,  keeping' it  a  business 
in  which  free  and  self-respecting  men  and 
women  can  earn  a  decent  llv^ig  for  them- 
selves and  their  families.  , 


Report  to  NcTadt 


EXTENSION  OF  REl^ARKB 

HON.  GEORGE  W.  I|AL0NE 

or  NKVAOA  I 

IN  THE  SEMATK  OF  THE  UNltl'BU  STATBS 

Friday,  August  20,  i954 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  Presfdent,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks in  the  RxcoKD  and  include  a  brief 
statement  to  my  fellow  Itevadans  to 
summarize  my  own  partlcii^tion  in  the 
accomplishments  of  the  8^d  Congress. 
Much  of  my  time  during  th<  second  ses- 
sion was  necessarily  devote4  to  the  woiic 
of  the  Minerals,  Materiid^  and  Fuels 
Senate  Economic  Subcommittee,  of 
which  I  am  chairman.  The  heavy 
schedule  imposed  by  that  1)ask  did  not. 
however,  prevent  my  full  ^rticipatlon 
in  the  consideration  and  action  re- 
quired by  a  long  list  of  bil|s  vitally  af- 
fecting the  lives  and  future  of  not  only 
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Nevadans  but  of  all  Americans.  Ineadi 
such  case  I  acted  and  Totcd  in  aooord- 
ance  with  what  I  sineereiy  beUev«d  to  be 
the  best  interests  of  the  United  States 
and  of  Nevada. 

There  being  no  ob)ectkm,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcobo,  as  follows: 

TO  NXVABS 


aaBicni.TTnn( 

In  respect  to  this  intensely  important 
measure,  I  supported  the  major  farm  blU 
containing  a  system  of  fleklble  farm  price 
supports  and  other  provtslODH  to  iMlp  solve 
tbe  agricultural  proMams  tlaat  have  dis- 
turbed this  Nation  since  the  end  of  World 
War  II. 

Important  provisions  of  the  bill  included 
flexible  price  supports  ranging  from  82.5  per- 
cent to  90  percent>parlty  for  wheat,  cotton, 
corn,  peanuts,  and  rice. 

A  $2.5  billion  sK-aslde  of  surplus  crops  for 
a  national  stockpUe  and  for  domestic  and 
foreign  relief. 

A  new  direct  payment  program  to  encour- 
age the  production  of  wool  as  a  security 
meafure. 

A  modemlxed  parity  formula  effective 
In  195e. 

More  work  remains  to  be  done.  As  is 
kncwn  to  all  of  us,  accumulated  stnpluses 
had  become  a  real  problem  by  1963,  and  a 
real  effort  wUl  be  made  to  solve  it. 

ATOmc   KNxaOT   ACT   BKVISXOIf 

Production  of  nuclear  commercial  power 
Is  a  real  possibility  in  the  high  cost  power 
areas  in  the  near  future.  Hence,  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  was  amended  to  permit,  for  the 
first  time,  private  firms  to  build  and  own 
atomic  energy  plants,  and  to  produce  and 
use  fissionable  fuels,  such  ss  uranium,  that 
are  the  source  of  atomic  energy.  The  meas- 
ure denies  to  private  companies  the  right  to 
own  these  fissionable  raw  materials,  which 
« ill  be  owned  by  tbe  Oovamnient,  but  leased 
to  private  users. 

Private  firms  will  be  permitted  to  obtain 
private  patents  on  atomic  enetgy  proceeets 
if  such  processes  had  no  origin  within  the 
operations  of  the  Atomic  Knergy  Conunlsslon. 

Preference  la  given  to  rural  cooperatives 
and  other  public  bodies  in  tbe  purchase  of 
rtomic  power.  On  August  18,  1964,  the  Con- 
ference Report  on  the  Atomic  Snergy  Act 
v.-a8  rejected  by  the  Senate  and  sent  back  to 
conference,  chiefly  because  of  my  objection 
to  the  wording  of  that  part  of  the  biU  per- 
taining to  preference  to  States  and  munici- 
palities on  federally  financed  power. 

As  reported  f nnn  the  conference,  section  44 
r?ad :  "In  contracting  for  the  disposal  of  such 
energy  the  Commiasion  shall.  Insofar  as  prac- 
ticable, give  preference  and  priority  to  public 
bodies  and  cooperatives."  I  jiolnted  out  tbe 
fact  that  as  Senator  Nswlaods  had  caused 
the  preference  clause  to  be  adopted  in  1901 
in  tbe  Reclamation  Act,  tills  section  shotild 
be  more  clearly  expressed,  and  requested  the 
e'.lmlnation  of  the  words  "Insofar  as  practi- 
cable." Tbe  Senate  sent  the  bUl  back  to 
conference,  where  the  phrase  was  eliminated 
from  the  preference  clatiss. 

mTWItSTi  BCVBMOX  COtNl  aSVESlUW 

As  a  member  of  tbe  8enat«  Finance  OOra- 
mittee.  I  took  an  active  role  la  rewriting  and 
amending  the  Internal  Revehtie  Code,  a  tre- 
mendotu  Job  done  in  a  verf  limited  time. 
This  Is  the  first  time  in  78  years  that  ws  have 
made  a  complete  revision  of  our  tax  laws. 
The  new  law  will  provide  tsz  reductions  of 
approximately  $7.5  billion — the  largest  cut 
made  in  our  history. 

Three  important  amendments  which  X  la- 
troduced  are  Included  in  the  new  law. 

Veterans:  An  amendment  which  provides 
that  bequests  to  or  for  the  xiae  of  any  vet- 
erans' organizations  are  allowable  deduo« 
t  Ions— exemptions  from  inheritance  tax. 


DeyleMon  allowanee:  Raised  the  depletkm 
allowanee  on  SS  stratsgle  and  orlUeal  min- 
erals froas  16  percent  or  less  to  as  percent. 

Betlrsinent  Inoome:  Provides  a  credit 
against  tax  liablUty  equal  to  90  percent  of 
rettrement  Inoome  up  to  II  JOG.  received  by 
an  iBdlvtdual  who  is  61  ysars  of  ags  or  ovsr 
and  who  has  received  earned  Income  In  ex- 
cess of  9000  In  each  of  any  10  calendar  years 
before  the  taxable  year.  Extends  credit  to 
Individuals  under  65  retired  under  public 
retirement  systems,  such  as  policemen,  fire- 
men, and  teachers. 

MUTXrAL  SXCUBITT  ACT — FOSXICM   AU* 

I  bitterly  opposed  this  continued  dole  to 
foreign  nations. 

I  succeeded  in  eliminating  sectiqn  413  of 
the  act.  tmder  which  it  was  proposed  that 
funds  be  reallocated  to  assist  In  the  procur- 
ing, stimulation,  and  increase  abroad  of  ths 
mining  of  critical  and  strategic  materials. 

I  ollered  an  amendment  which  would  au- 
thortae  the  approprUtion  of  •13,079.000.000 
( the  entire  amnxint  requested  for  foreign  aid 
In  1964)  for  construction  within  the  United 
States  of  military  aircraft  for  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States. 

I  offered  an  amendment  which  provided 
that  none  of  the  funds  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  for  foreign  aid  shall  be  used 
to  furnish  asslstanoe  to  any  nation  recog- 
nizing Communist  China. 

MnrsaaLS,  matooals,  akd  ruxLS  xoowoicio 
auaooMurrrxi 

Report  1627  contains  the  findings  and  rec- 
ommendations of  aooessibUlty  and  availabU- 
ity  of  suppUes  of  critical  raw  materials  to 
the  United  States  in  time  of  war  and  for 
otir  expanding  economy.  Copies  of  the  re- 
port are  available.  The  subcommittee  found 
that  the  Western  Hemisphere  can  be  de- 
fended, and  that  it  can  be  made  eelf-sufli- 
clent  in  production  of  the  necessary  critical 
materiala. 

Senate  Reeolution  371  provides  for  the  con- 
tinuation of  the  work  of  this  subconunlttee 
for  further  Investigation  of  the  accesslbiUty 
of  crttieal  materials,  including  substitutes 
aod  replacemente. 

SOCIAL  SaJUKlTT 

As  a  member  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee,  I  played  an  important  role 
In  amending  the  social-security  law  to 
provide  extended  coverage  and  Increased 
benefits. 

COLUICSU  iWliaSTATt  COMPACT  COMMISBIOW 

The  Malone  bill.  8.  3336,  was  enacted  as 
Public  Law  464  to  promote  tbe  apportion- 
ment of  the  waters  of  the  Ooltmibla  River 
and  tributaries  for  Irrigation  and  other  pur- 
poses, by  including  the  States  of  Nevada  and 
Utah  among  the  States  authorize  to  nego- 
tiate a  compact  providing  for  such  appor- 
tionment. 

AMTICAMBXJNa 

Several  antlgambling  bUls  were  introduced 
in  the  Senate  and  House  which,  if  enacted, 
would  have  had  an  adverse  effect  on  the 
legallasd  gambling  industry  In  Nevada.  I 
was  Buccassful  In  blocking  passage  of  two 
such  bills  which  reached  the  Senate  floor. 

nuae  aoaxxicKWTB  act  or  isss 

X  oppoaed  any  extension  of  the  19S4  Trade 
Agreements  Act.  for  which  an  extension  of 
3  years  was  sought.  Ths  Randall  Orwnmta- 
slon's  rscomnkendation  for  a  S-year  exten- 
sion. redtKed  tariffs  and  added  billions  to 
Suropean  countries  for  stabilization  of  cur- 
renciee  was  turned  down  by  Congress  and  an 
extension  of  only  1  year  was  granted. 

June  M.  1964. 1  made  a  9-boar  speech  on 
tbe  Senate  floor,  putting  up  a  vlgoroos  flght 
against  extension  of  the  Trade 
Act. 

During  the  1st  session  of  tbe  i 
I  offered  a  subatltute  bUl  which  would  have 
retivned  to  Oongress  its  coostttuttonal  re- 
BponstUIlty    to    resrnlats    foreign     trade 


throvgh  the  adjustment  of  ihillss. 
and  BXBises.  eosiunanly  known  ^  tarUlS  i 
Impart  f sas.  In  lighUi^  for  fair  tratfs  Z 
fighting  ftir  adequate  protectloB  to  the  i 
buslnsss  of  this  Nation,  and  the  wocfcera 
and  Investon  who,  because  oC  the  tree-trade 
policy,  have  to  oompets  with  the  tow-i 
standard  caui|trlas  ot  Xurops 


In  addition  to  my  amendment  to  the  Za* 
ternal  Revenue  Code  revision,  which  ex- 
empted bequests  to  veterans'  organlaatlona 
from  Inheritance  tax,  I  supported  or  span* 
Eored  other  measures  for  the  ben^t  of  vet- 
erans. 

I  supported  the  measure  wliieh  provldss  a 
S-percmt  Increase  In  oompansatlon  for  dis- 
abled veterana.  FoUowlng  that  X  psrsonally 
pushed  through  an  additional  measure  whMt 
provides  a  5-peroent  increaas  in 
tion  to  aU  veterans  and  their  dependents. 

At  the  time  when  the  Veterans'  Adminis* 
tratlon  appropriations  for  1966  vrare  beinc 
considered  on  the  Senate  floor  X  vlgoroualy 
proteated  any  provision  which  would  re- 
duce the  bed  capacity  In  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration hospital  at  Reno,  and  stressed 
that  the  Reno  facility  should  liave  fxinds  to 
operate  at  ftiU  capacity  at  166  beds.  Tlie 
appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  af  1966  calls 
for  an  average  patient  load  ot  18S. 

I  supported  the  bill  which  grants  Xoreaa 
veterans  1  additional  year  in  which  to  be- 
gin or  complete  education  or  training  under 
the  GI  bUl.  The  existing  law  gives  Korean 
veterans  2  years  after  discharge  to  begin 
education  or  training:  the  new  bin  extends 
this  period  to  3  years. 

BAWAn-AXjunu  etaixHOoa 

In  the  Interior  Committee  and  on  the  Sen- 
ate fioor.  I  voted  to  tie  Alaslcan  statehood  la 
with  the  blU  for  Havrallan  statehood. 

I  am  against  statehood  for  either  Alaska 
or  Hawaii,  and  believe  few  dtlasns  have  ooa- 
sidered  the  fuU  import  of  the  precedent  of 
admitting  to  statehood  with  fuU  voting  rtghta 
in  the  Senate  and  Hotiss  of  Osprssent- 
atives  of  offshore,  noncontiguous  areas,  m 
1947, 1,  with  five  other  Senaton.  reported  oa 
Puerto  Rico's  application  for  statehood  after 
a  fuU  Investigation  of  that  tetrttory.  Onr 
report  was  adverse  to  statehood,  and  favcTad 
a  self-governing  area,  electing  Its  own  gov- 
ernor and  adopting  its  own  constitution,  up^ 
proved  by  the  Congrees  of  the  United  States. 
This  wss  done  in  1961  and  Puerto  Rico  hat^ 
experienced  satisfaction  with  its  selX-flovem- 
nxent. 

In  the  1st  session  of  tlae  8Sd  Oonysss.  Z  in- 
troduced S.  200S.  a  self-government  bill  for 
Hawaii  which  would  grant  the  people  of  that 
territ<»7  the  right  to  elect  their  governor 
and  to  adopt  a  constitution,  approved  by 
Oongress.  Tbe  late  Senator  Bogh  B«tlsr» 
former  chairman  of  the  Senate  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  Committee,  introdticed  a  simi- 
lar blU  for  the  Territory  of  Alaska.  Both 
bills  should  bs  reintrodtiosd  and  paeeed  in 
the  84th  Congrees  providing  for  each  terri- 
tory to  elect  lU  own  govvnor.  alaet  or  ap- 
point tlietr  own  Judges  and  < 
themselves. 

DrnatMSi.  sacoarrr  A«a 

Several  Important  eecurlty  i 
by  the  83d  Oongress  to  vrtaleh  I  gave  my  i 
part  Included:    Tbe  Defenss  Farillties  Pro- 
duction Act  of  1964.  whltih  antliuiiws 
Federal  Government  to  guard  stratagle 
f  ense  plants  against  sabotacs. 
other  subversion:  tbe  gSpimiai 
tage  Act  of  1954.  making 
oirenae  and  removlnK  the  statute  at 


foreign  government 
party. 
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Hnn  and  bubon  imd  flood- 
to  «Im  flratsnOiMU  pMMd 
•ad  WM  i^vm  mj  rapport.  It  au- 
$lj|y7  blUkm  for  188  projocta 
tftroi^lboiit  «»  Mfttloii,  tnchidtng  fondi  to 
■tart  tha  Oavaon-'nniAaa  project,  to  be  com- 
nwail  wban  the  entire  Waaboe  redamatlon 
pitajaot  la  antborlaed. 


X  vovkad  for  and  anpported  important  new 
]««B  revlatng  Psdaral  land  acta  to  aid  and 
aipadtte  the  aystematle  and  multtple  derelop- 
BWBt  at  atiatacle  mlnerala,  aucb  aa  oU.  gaa. 
•■d  waDlVBi  on  pabUe  landa.  One  ai  tbeae, 
PuUleLav  MS,  leriaea  tbe  aUtutea  to  permit 
mliMral  laaaea  and  loeatlona  for  «q)laratton 
avd  devMopmokt  of  more  tban  one  mineral 
on  the  aame  pleee  at  land.  Before  tAe  new 
law  want  into  effect  only  minerals  corered 
by  tbe  Tiiaing  Act  could  be  derelaped. 


It  la  encouraging  to  note  tbat  for  the  flnt 
time  in  blatcry  tbe  88d  Oongreas  baa  acted  to 
end.  ratber  tban  extend.  Federal  control  over 
tbe  Amarleaa  Indians.  Legislation  baa  been 
approved  wbleb  would  "start  the  ball  roUlng 
to  get  the  Gtovenunent  out  of  the  Indian 
tmslnoes  "  Lec^  machinery  can  now  be  set 
la  motUm  by  provlaioiif  of  varioxis  measures 
wbieh  would  free  about  10.000  reservation 
Indiana  in  five  Stetea— Oregon,  mab.  Ttaas. 
Alabama,  and  Wisconsin. 

Aiiwwg  othnr  important  Indian  legislation 
enacted  by  Congrees  were  bills  designed  to 
Improve  tbe  Oovemment's  health  and  bos- 
pitaUaatkm  faeUitles  for  Indians  of  tbe  Na- 
tion by  transferring  the  health  program  from 
the  Intsrtor  Z>epartment  to  the  Department 
of  Health.  Mlucation.  and  Welfare;  give  the 
Tnd^nff  tbe  right  to  own  and  sell  propefty 
and  poMsas  firearms  and  liquor;  andprovlde 
rocre  efltelent  law  mforcement  ou  reserva- 
tions. 

Inluly  1858  I  Introduced  a  blU  to  abolish 
tba  functions  <rf  tbe  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs. 
Addltlaaally  tbe  bill  would  have  removed 
guardianship  over  Indians  and  trtBteesh^ 
over  Indian  lands,  all  within  3  years.  Tbe 
Xntarior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  did 
not  take  action  on  this  measxve  but  I  am 
encouraged  by  the  strides  made  this  year  on 
Indian  legislation  and  am  hopeful  that  I  will 
succeed  in  my  long  endeavor  to  make  our 
American  Indians  ctanplete  citiaens. 


laflratt^  Eaployccs  Be—it  bj  Actioa  of 
SM  GMgress 

XZTBN8ION  OF  REMARBB 
or 

HON.  CUFTON  (CUFF)  YOUNG 

ornvASA 

ZM  TBS  HODBB  OV  BMPBMBBHTATmS 

Fridaw.  August  20. 1954 

Mr.  TOUNO.  lir.  ^;>eaker,  from  the 
tmtiy  days  of  settling  the  West,  the  rail- 
roads have  played  an  all-important  part 
In  building  the  economy  and  strengthen- 
ing commerce  in  my  State.  Several  Im- 
portant Nevada  commnnlties  were 
founded  on  this  vital  Industry.  Hun- 
dreds of  railroad  employees  in  Nevada 
have  participated  in  making  the  railroad 
network  in  the  United  States  the  out- 
gtandlng  system  c(t  rail  transportation 


During  World  War  I  and  World  War 
n.  the  railroads  made  a  magnificent 
contribution  to  the  military  eff ott  of  our 
country.  A  large  part  of  the  sukxess  of 
our  Nation's  railroad  transportafion  sys- 
tem is  due  to  the  skilled  and  capable 
workers  who  are  employed  by  Hie  rall- 
rpad  ccnnpanies.  Their  efforts,  together 
with  capable  management,  have  given  us 
a  raihxMtd  syston  that  is  the  envQ^  of  the 
world. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  glad  to  support  leg- 
islation during  this  session  to  Improve 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Act,  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Tax  Act,  and  the  Rail- 
road Unemployment  Insvirance  Act. 
Many  of  these  provisions  were  desired 
by  the  railroad  employees  in  gay  con- 
gressional district,  and  I  am  sure  they 
were  pleased  to  see  Congress  tatte  favor- 
able action  on  the  two  measules  that 
contained  these  meritorious  chainges. 

One  of  the  bills  enacted — Public  Law 
398 — ^repealed  retroactively  an  amend - 
luent  to  the  Railroad  Retireiqent  Act 
passed  in  1951,  which  prohibiljed  pay- 
ments of  annuities  under  the  Kailroad 
Retirement  Act  and  the  Social  Security 
Act,  which  has  been  referred  to  as  the 
dual-benefit  provision.  Under  ttiat  pro- 
Vision,  the  railroad  retirement  annuity, 
or  pension  of  an  Individual,  was  reduced 
if  the  individual  had  creditable  railroad 
service  before  1937  and  was  entitled  to 
receive  old-age  benefits  under  the  So- 
cial Security  Act. 

This  law  will  increase  benefits  for  ap- 
IHTOximately  36,000  annuitants  presently 
on  the  ToQs  by  an  average  of  $24  a  month. 
It  Is  estimated  that  over  the  next  50 
years  about  120,000  railroad  woifkers  will 
benefit. 

Another  bill  contains  amendgaents  to 
provide  the  following  benefits: 

First.  Reduces  the  eligibility  age  from 
65  to  60  years  of  widows,  dependent  wid- 
owers, or  parents,  for  survivor's  annu- 
ities. 

Second.  Relieves  hardship  of  widowed 
mothers  of  physically  or  mentally  dis- 
abled children  over  18  years  of  age. 

Third.  Provides  full  survivor  benefits 
to  widows,  dependent  widowers,  and  de- 
pendent parents  who  are  also  eligible 
for  a  railroad  retirement  annuity  in  their 
own  right. 

Fourth.  Increases  the  creditable  com- 
pensation from  the  present  maximum  of 
$300  a  month  to  a  maximum  of  $350  a 
month  in  tlie  calculation  of  a  retire- 
ment or  survivor  annuity. 

Fifth.  Disiegards  the  compensation 
earned  after  age  65.  if  the  crediting  of 
such  compensation  would  diminish  the 
annuity. 

Sixth.  Changes  the  disability  work 
clause  to  a  nvaxlmum  of  $100  in  earn- 
ings for  any  month  without  lots  of  the 
annuity  for  that  month. 

Seventh.  Excludes  the  service  of  cer- 
tain delegates  to  national  or  interna- 
tional conventions  of  railway  labor  or- 
ganizations from  coverage  under  this  act. 
Eighth.  Eliminates  the  requirement  in 
the  present,  law  that  a  child  over  age  16 
and  under  18  years  must  attend  school 
regularly  in  order  to  be  eligible  lor  a  sur- 
vivor's annuity. 

Ninth.  Provides  waiver  of  retirement 
iKOfiftte  Tor  certain  individuals  who  are 


receiving  non-service-connetted  veter- 
ans' pensions. 

The  principal  amendment  fo  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Tax  Act  ixicreaaea  the 
tax  base  from  $300  to  $350  a  month,  at 
the  tax  rate  of  6^  percent  n0w  in  effect. 
In  return  for  the  tax  on  their  additional 
monthly  compensation  in  excess  of  $300, 
but  not  in  excess  of  $350,  employees 
would  obtain  benefit  rights  dn  the  aver- 
age at  the  rate  of  $3  for  each  $1  in  taxes 
they  pay. 

The  amendments  to  the  Railroad  Un- 
emplosmient  Insurance  Act  alter  slightly 
the  schedule  of  base-year  compensation, 
and  the  daily  benefit  rates  fot  unemploy- 
ment are  increased  by  50  cents  a  step, 
with  a  maximum  daily  rate  of  $8.50. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  improvements  that 
have  l>een  accomplished  by  the  83d  Con- 
gress in  the  laws  affecting  the  welfare 
of  railroad  workers  and  their  depend- 
ents are  forward  steps  in  an  ovendl  pro- 
gram which  recognizes  the  important 
contribution  of  the  worklnl;  people  to 
the  continuing  growth  of  our  national 
economy.  I  hope  that  when  the  next 
Congress  convenes  it  will  continue  the 
study  of  certain  other  proposals  with  a 
view  toward  further  improving  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Act. 


i 


A  Tribate  to  a  Great  Hnmaaifariaa 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  JOHN  W.  McCORMACK 

or  MASSACHTTsn-ra 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPREStNTATIVKS 

Friday.  August  20,  i9S4 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  un« 
der  leave  to  extend  my  reoMirks  in  the 
Record.  I  wish  to  say  that  I  cannot  let 
this  House  adjourn  without  Spreading  on 
the  Record  an  expression  of  the  high 
esteem  in  wtiich  I  hold  one  of  our  dis- 
tinguished colleagues,  the  Honorable. 
Peter  W.  Rodino,  Jr.,  of  the  10th  New 
Jersey  District.  It  is  a  feeling  wliich  I 
know  is  shared  by  all  Menibers  of  this 
House,  Republicans  as  well  a$  Democrats. 

Although  he  is  young  in  ytears,  I  know 
of  no  Member  of  Congress  of  either  party 
who  has  greater  ability  than  Mr.  Roonvo, 
or  who  has  used  his  abilities  more  dili- 
gently in  the  interest  of  his  constituents 
and  of  our  beloved  covmtry. 

As  minority  whip,  moreover,  I  can  tes- 
tify few  Members  have  been  more  con- 
scientious in  attendance  a|  sessions  of 
the  House  or  at  committee  meetings  and 
hearings  than  our  young  friend  frmn 
New  Jersey.  I  need  not  remind  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  how  important  tl|is  conscien- 
tiousness is  in  the  conduct  0f  the  affairs 
of  this  House  or  in  the  passage  of  legis- 
lation, for  you  were  minority  leader  in 
this  House  for  many  years,  and  no  doubt 
have  had  many  occasion^  when  you 
wished  that  your  party  colleagues  were 
as  diligent  in  the  performance  of  their 
duties  as  our  young  friend  from  New 
Jersey  has  been  in  his. 

It  is  not,  however,  of  Mr.  njoonto's  abil- 
ity or  of  his  devotion  to  duty  that  I  wish 
to  speak  today.    It  is,  rathe4.  to  his  great 
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heart,  his  warm  human  sympathies,  his 
deep  humanitarianism  that  I  wish  to  pay 
tribute.  For  Pern  Rodino,  more  than 
any  other  Congressman  I  have  ever  met 
in  all  the  many  years  I  have  been  in  Con- 
gress, has  revealed  repeatedly  that  in 
his  every  action,  his  every  word,  he  is 
guided  and  governed  by  a  desire  to  help 
his  fellow  man  and  especially  those  men, 
women,  and  children  who  dwell  in  the 
lOth  District  of  New  Jersey. 

I  could  cite  innumerable  examples  of 
how  Mr.  Roonio  has  revftaled  this  trait 
in  his  daily  perfonnance  as  a  Member  of 
this  House.  I  daresay  that  you,  too,  Mr. 
Speaker,  could  also  cite  additional  exam- 
ples of  his  humanitarianism  that  have 
come  to  your  attention.  But  for  the  sake 
of  brevity  it  probably  would  be  better  to 
dwell  for  a  moment  on  only  one. 

This  was  the  case  of  John  Hvasta.  Al- 
though the  rescue  of  this  young  Ameri- 
can soldier  from  behind  tbe  Iron  Curtain 
has  been  emblazoned  on  the  front  pages 
of  all  our  daily  newspapers  and  has  been 
told  many  times  over  the  radio  and  on 
tiie  television  screen,  I  doubt  if,  notwith- 
standing this  enormous  publicity,  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  people  realize  that  the 
prime  mover  in  the  rescue  of  Hvasta,  In- 
deed for  a  long  time  the  only  American 
who  concerned  himself  with  Hvasta's 
fate,  was  Pcm  Rodino. 

As  a  colleague  of  Mr.  Roonto.  however. 
I  have  had  an  unusual  opportunity  to 
know  how  much  Mr.  Rodiho  did  in  this 
case  and  also  why  he  did  It. 

As  we  all  know,  John  Hvasta  was 
the  son  of  naturalized  American  parents 
of  Czech  birth.  A  veteran  of  World  War 
n,  during  which  he  had  fought  valiantly 
for  the  preservation  of  the  democracy  of 
the  land  his  parents  had  adopted,  Hvasta 
was  in  Czechoslovakia  after  the  war  on 
a  visit,  when  he  was  arrested  by  the  Com- 
munists as  a  spy.  He  was  thrown  mto 
jail  and.  without  a  trial,  or  given  one  of 
those  travesties  of  Justice  that  the  Cmn- 
munists  call  trials,  he  Wfis  sentenced  to 
10  years  in  prison  as  an  American  spy. 

As  soon  as  he  learned  of  this  outrage, 
my  good  friend  Representative  Robimo 
sprang  into  action.  It  miittered  not  that 
Hvasta  and  his  parents  did  not  live  in 
Mr.  RoDno's  own  district  but  lived  rather 
in  Hillside,  N.  J.,  outside  the  10th  Dis- 
trict; the  fact  that  a  fellow  American 
was  in  trouble  and  was  being  abused  by 
the  Communists  was  sufficient. 

Indeed,  it  Is  these  two  factors  In  the 
case  that  give  us  the  key  to  PRxt  Ro- 
DiNO's  character.  The  first  factor  was 
that  a  fellow  human  b^ng  was  in  trouble. 
The  second  was  that  an  American  was 
being  mistreated  by  Communists.  These 
two  elements  of  the  case  fused  in  Psm 
RoDiMo  two  outstanding  characteristics: 
his  love  for  his  fellow  man  and  his  hatred 
of  communism. 

Spurred  by  these  two  great  emotions. 
Representative  Rodino  lost  no  time  in 
starting  his  campaign  to  obtain  Hvasta's 
freedom.  He  went  to  the  State  Depart- 
ment, he  went  to  the  White  House,  he 
went  to  the  press,  he  took  to  the  air  over 
the  radio.  Day  after  day.  until  his 
efforts  were  finally  crowned  with  sue« 
cess,  he  devoted  all  his  great  talents  sod 
energies  to  the  cause  of  John  Hvasta. 
And  he  never  let  up  imtil  he  saw  with  his 


own  eyes  that  Hvasta  was  freed  from 
the  Communist  grip  and  was  reunited 
with  his  parents  in  Hillside.  N.  J. 

I  wish  to  emphasise,  however,  that 
^while  the  Hvasta  case  captured  the 
headlines,  it  is  no  way  represented  all 
that  Rei>resentative  Rodino  has  done  for 
people.  I  know,  because  I  have  made  it 
my  duty  to  know  how  all  our  Congress- 
men conduct  their  affairs,  that  Repre- 
sentative RODTHO  has  been  tireless  in 
serving  his  constituents.  No  errand  is 
too  trivial,  no  trouble  is  too  great  for 
this  young  Congressman,  if  by  perform- 
ing tills  errand  or  incurring  this  trouble 
he  can  lien^t  one  of  his  constituents. 
And.  incidentally.  I  might  add  that 
the  political  faith  of  the  consUtuent  is 
never  a  consideration  to  Representative 
Roonio  when  he  is  called  upon  for  help. 
Republicans  as  well  as  Democrats  have 
reason  to  be  grateful  that  in  Congress 
they  are  represented  by  Pim  Rodino 
and  that  In  Pbtbr  Rodino  they  have  a 
friend. 

This  House  is  about  to  adjourn.  Soon 
all  of  its  Members  wiU  be  scattered  aU 
over  the  country,  back  in  their  home 
districts.  Among  them  will  be  Petes 
Robzno.  Although  you.  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  I,  myself,  will  be  back  in  our  home 
districts.  I  am  sure  since  I  have  known 
you  for  many  years,  that  you  must  share 
with  me  a  wish  for  something  that  is 
quite  unattainable.  That  wish  Is  that  I 
be  allowed  to  accompany  Representative 
Rodiho  anumg  his.  constituents  when  he 
returns  to  his  district.  I  would  lilce  to 
malce  this  trip  liecause  it  would  give  me 
great  pleasure  to  see  the  warm,  friendly 
greeting  his  constituents  are  certain  to 
give  to  Pxm  Rodiho  when  he  walks 
among  them  again.  I  am  confident  that 
this  will  be  their  feeling  l)ecause,  just  as 
all  his  friends  here  in  Congress  have 
responded  to  Representative  Rodino's 
deep  human  ssrmpathies,  so  must  the 
people  of  his  district,  who  know  him 
even  better  than  we  do,  give  him  their 
friendship  and  appreciation. 

While  it  will  be  impossible  for  me  to 
be  with  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Rodino  1  when  he  returns  to 
his  h<«ie  in  New  Jersey,  I  am  confident, 
nevertheless,  that  I  shall  see  him  again 
soon.  For,  when  Congress  reconvenes 
in  January,  I  am  sure  that,  thanlu  to  the 
good  sense  of  the  intelligent,  discerning 
voters  of  the  10th  New  Jersey  Congres- 
sional District,  Pxna  Rodino  will  have 
lieen  rejected  as  a  reward  for  his 
splendid  .service  and  will  be  back  here 
for  another  2  years  as  a  Member  of  this 
House. 


My  iUpart  ta  tks  Pc«pk  of  tke  Nmtk 
CM^miiMal  Distokt  of  llines«ta 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
Or 

HON.  HAROLD  C.  HAGEN 

or  lOMinaor* 
IN  THE  ROOSI  OP  BXPRBSKNTATrVIS 

Fridaw,  August  20. 1054 
Ur.    HAOEN    of    MlnnesoU.      Iff. 
Speaker,  this  Is  in  the  nature  of  a  par- 
tial report  of  my  activities  during  the 


83d  Congress  for  the  last  >  yean.  Do- 
spite  all  that  the  DFL  eandkbitee  caa 
say,  this  is  1  of  2  CoBKreaees  In  tbe  piwt 
30  years  that  has  cut  taxes,  redneed  ap- 
propriations, and  approved  maoy  olber 
excellent  measures  for  the  peoirte^  wtd- 
fare. 

I  voted  to  cut  aH  your  excise  taxes  and 
that  became  law.  I  voted  to  cut  from  10 
percent  to  S  percent  the  tax  on  refrig- 
erators, stoves,  fans,  water  heaters,  flat- 
irons,  air  heaters,  electric  bUmlcets,  grffls, 
toasters,  broilers.  Juicers,  food  choppers 
and  grinders  clothes  dryers,  dlshwaaii- 
ers,  floor  polishers,  waxers.  mang:les,  gar- 
bage disposals,  power  lawn  mowers,  and 
home  freezers. 

I  voted  to  cut  the  tax  on  furs  from 
20  percent  to  10  percent,  which  not  only 
means  much  to  the  women  who  wear  fur 
coats  but  also  to  the  persons  who  produce 
furs  and  do  trapping  in  northern  Ifia- 
nesota. 

I  voted  to  cut  the  tax  on  lewelry-from 
20  percent  to  10  percent  and  to  cut  tho 
tax  on  matches  and  cutting  oils. 

I  voted  to  cut  the  taxes  on  luggage,  in^ 
eluding  handbags  for  ladies,  from  20  per- 
cent to  10  percent. 

I  voted  to  cut  the  tax  on  toilet  prepa- 
rations from  20  percent  to  10  percoit. 
This  was  of  particular  importance  to 
the  woman,  since  cosmetics,  powdwrs, 
rouges,  and  other  toil^  pm>aratiotu 
have  now  become  a  necessity  tn^^^rrt^  ot 
a  luxury  to  the  women.  Also,  this  tax 
cut  applied  to  powders  and  other  prepa- 
rations used  for  babies. 

I  voted  to  cut  your  tax  on  long-dis- 
tance telephone  calls  from  2S  percent  to 
10  percent,  and  your  telegram,  cable, 
and  radio  messages  from  15  peroeat  to 
10  percent.  ^ 

I  voted  to  cut  the  tax  on  your  local 
telephone  bill  from  IS  percent  to  10  per- 
cent. 

Tou  have  been  paying  IS-pereent  tax 
on  yoxir  tickets  on  trains,  airplanes,  and 
buses  for  many  jrears.  I  voted  to  cat 
that  tax  from  15  percent  to  10  percent 
and  on  sporting  goods  from  IS  percent  to 
10  percent  which  is  an  iton  of  impor- 
tance to  your  children  and  youngsters 
who  are  Interested  in  baseball,  football* 
basketball,  and  other  athletics. 

I  voted  to  cut  the  tax  on  electric  ll^t 
bulbs  from  20  percent  to  10  percent  and 
on  fountain  pens  and  mechanical  pendls 
and  bafipoint  pens  from  IS  percent  to 
10  percent  and  on  cameras,  lenses,  and 
films  from  20  percent  to  10  percent. 

In  order  to  save  your  motlon-picturo 
theater  from  disaster  I  voted  to  cut  the 
tax  on  tickets  from  20  percoit  to  10  por- 
cent  on  tickets  costing  SI  cents  or  more 
and  to  totally  eliminate  the  tax  on  tickets 
costing  50  cents  or  less,  thus  saving  you 
from  a  tax  when  you  send  your  young- 
sters to  the  movies.  I  also  voted  to  out 
the  tax  on  baseball  and  other  amuse- 
ments, the  same  percentage,  and  elimi- 
nated mtirely  the  20-peroent  tax  on  col- 
lege athletic  events  and  amateur  theater 
performances. 


When  my  Dcmooratic-I 
opponents  attack  our  record  m  tbe  fM 
Congress,  let  them  explain  Imw  we  ft* 
duced  taxes  by  $7,400,000,000  thte  y«M; 
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on  allJhHPS*  bOls.  and  pro- 
pwtaintng  ta  agxlculture.  )s  an 
(Van  tofik  <tf  Wfaidl  X  am  in«HkL  Not 
CBly  luive  X  alvaya.Toted^fcar  an  JogkOa- 
tUn  Hrfed^  voidd  help  acxkndture.  thus 
hoplBg  ef«rybddy  tn  the  Ninth  IMakrlct. 
bat  I  liave  beat  a  leader  in  wiltinc  many 
of  ttnae  laws  and  pressing  for  and  aecii-^ 
hm  19  (or  tSielr  paspage  in  my  twthre 
yean  M  four  representfttlre  in  CoatreBB. 
'  lUsalioistnwaf  mnddeetrtfleatton 
of  f  soms  «Bd  t^ephones  for  f anns. 
Wlien  I  was  a  eomparstlTe  yoimgster 
oolr  ttn  er  timee  percent  of  the  tnima 
ta  BBfthimtCfu  mfTTiwwta  mtt  €ttctxi' 
mtd.  Today,  due  to  th«  RBA  whiefa  X 
bige.  enMbiMlaiiacaTly  supported  In  all  my 
puMIe  Ufe^'  Ine  wives  of  most  Camcrs  to- 
day do  BWirih  of  fbefar  woric  with  eleutilC' 
Jtyaadthgttencf  jhefanm  are  attle  to 
PMSM^nf  UMire  fdod  wHh  far  less  iuSjt 
than  In  t^  olden  days  of  band  labor.  I 
aas  pveod  of  asy  Teoord  on  RSA.  and 
lilmtMiins  far  fanas,  and  wQl  never  be 
nittifted  QBtB  rnrj  fans  and  tlliaf e 
hi  thsM  Mtocn  Borthwest  Ifin^ 
counties  has  electricity  and  tele- 


SLWA'n 

.  ]bi  the  U  jma  that  I  have  been  foax 
COQCieiuaan  then  have  been  more  than 
300  laws  pasted  aUBng  the  veterans  of 
the  nudbtis  wan;  we  have  in  Ifinnesota 
apBtnitmatiiy  422.000  veterans  of  all 


Hy  lecord  on  supporting  teglslatlon  for 
^vteoms  has  hem  such  that  I  have  in 
my  Hies  at  least  two  docen  letten  fnm 
the  Jeaden  of  the  American  Legion,  the 
llKiy.tte  l^eterans  of  Rirelgn  Wan.  the 
AMVJBIS.  and  other  veteran  organiza- 
ttoKs  highly  oommiaiding  me  for  my  sup- 
port of  laws  whi^  would  benefit  the  men 
and  wanen  who  lost  time  out  of  their 
young  lives  in  order  that  America  would 
not  becoQQuered. 

X  shall  not  attempt  to  go  Into  detail 
6n  these  matten.  since  the  veterans' 
afBdals  tfaemsetves  wiU  notify  their 
membeishlp  throat  ttietar  various  pab- 
Hnattais  as  to  my  record  with  regard  to 
Oke  bills  that  they  sponsored  or  opposed. 
Any  oOdtel  of  State  or  National  Teterans* 
oegaidaatiaoB  wlB  glaAy  testify  to  any- 
one of  wasf  100  peioent  record  for  vet- 
ctam  their  wiv<es.  and  their  dependents. 


We  have  numerous  Indians  In  the 
Ninth  OoogressioDal  IXstrlet  of  ICinne- 
tfaaa  Om  wmatnder  of  the 
X  thhik  every  leader 
.  knevro  that  I  Jalways  latve 


to  give 
to  lAleh  they  rightfully 
titled  and  atao  to  rdleve  them 
as  poeslbie  from  the-old  bureai 
WastalngtoB.  D.   a    I  have 
anthor  of  school  bills  and  much 
tion  lor  their  weUaze. 

We  have  estabUshed  in  Congresrt  small- 
business  eommlttees.  I  have  actively 
■opported  anything  and  everything  that 
would  help  small  Inadness,  because  in  my 
diskrlet  virtually  aU  business  iS  small 


Xt  is  not  good  when  you  see  vast!  organ- 
IsatiDns  of  capital  gradually  gobble  up 
the  economy  and  throttle  the  independ- 
ent Industrialist  and  businessman.  I 
realise  tbat  this  is  beresy  to  some  of  my 
uttraconservative  friends,  but  they 
should  realise  tbat  if  the  thousinds  of 
small  businesses  in  the  Ninth  Minnesota 
DisAriet  are  forced  to  the  wall  Ity  huge 
Crgantsattons  of  capital,  that  ficiftdually 
we  wUl  have  an  economic  biireaucrscy. 
I  shall  do  everything  in  my  powef  in  the 
future  as  I  have  In  the  past  to  stop  this 
trend.  i 

SaXPBD   TBX  ACXB  | 

'^mtfa  regard  to  the  aged,  the  blind,  and 
ttie  dQMndent  children  who  g#t  pay- 
ments fran  Uncle  Sam.  let  me  aay  that 
in  every  case  I  have  supported  raftses  for 
these  unfortunate  iiersons.  All  of  va 
Should  realise  that  those  who  have 
readied  their  declining  years  of  life  have 
eohtrilnited  in  some  way  to  the  touUdlng 
'  of  America  and  that  the  few  dollars  that 
they  receive  for  a  mere  subsistenee.  they 
earned  in  tlieir  contributions  to  LAmeri- 
ean  economy.  I  would  like  to  ^ee  the 
payments  to  the  aged  and  the  bllod  and 
the  dependent  children  substantially 
raised.  I  always  have  felt  that  If  we  can 
send  $60  to  $00  billion  to  foreign  nations 
inO  yean  that  we  should  be  able  tb  spend 
at  least  part  of  that  amount  so  tbat  the 
aged,  the  blind,  and  the  dependetit  chil- 
dren could  at  least  have  a  decent  stand- 
ard of  living  in  this  richest  naUoa  of  the 
world's  history. 

WAtowa  cotunc  roKOCN  aid 

And  While  we  are  talking  about  lending 
$00  billian  overseas  in  9  years,  let  me  tell 
the  voten  of  the  Ninth  Ck)ngTessional 
DIstrtet  of  Minnesota  Uiat  I  did  iot  vote 
fmr  (me  dime  of  that  foreign  aid  with 
this  one  excei^ion: 

I  did  vote  for  military  aid  to  Qreece 
and  TUilEey.  I  visited  C3h-eece  In  1945 
and  X  realise  that  here  were  t^#o  allies 
wtio  would  use  military  aid  to  bold  off 
the  Russian  threats  and  keep  them  from 
taking  over  the  Near  East,  the  Mediter- 
ranean Sea.  and  NOrth  Africa. 

I  have  no  apologies  to  make  for  voting 
aki  to  Greece  and  Turkey,  becaitse  they 
have  proved  with  their  wonderful  armies 
and  their  wonderful  spirit  thit  that 
money  was  well  invested. 

But  I  cannot  say. as  much  for  some 
of  our  other  so-called  European  allies. 
I  have  vx^ed  fgainst  continuing  !to  send 
billions  for  those  nations  because  I  trav- 
eled thwHigh  them  several  times  and 
know  something  about  the  conditions.  I 
think  present  conditions  in  the  Euro- 
pean Dafense  Community  and  the  North 
Atlanttc  Treaty  Organization  Ju^ify  my 


votes  against  sending  these  Mlltons  of 
doUan  to  pec^de  who  put  up  ^igns:  "Qo 
home.  Yanks."  i 

If  your  Federal  taxes  arej  high  be- 
cause <tf  the  flf  ^  to  sixty  billion  dollars 
sent  overseas  to  these  ungrfiteful  na- 
tions, you  cannot  blame  Unli(ed  States 
Representative  Hasola  C.  jHsokv.  X 
would  far  prefer  to  put  some  of  those 
billions  into  building  schools,  ^ito  build- 
ing hospitals,  into  building  roads  and 
highways  and  farm-to-market  roads. 
Into  cutting  jrour  taxes  substai^tiaUy.  and 
into  building  an  Air  Force  against  wlilch 
no  aggressor  would  dare  to  attack  us. 

If  my  giveaway  Democrat-farmer* 
Labor  opponents  want  to  ajttack  that 
record  of  my  voting  against  billions  of 
dollars  to  ungrateful  foreign  nations, 
they  are  welcome  to  do  IL  ij  think  you 
farmers,  workers,  and  business  and  pro- 
fessional people  of  the  15  northwestern 
Minnesota  counties  comprising  the  Ninth 
Congressional  District  will  overwhelm- 
ingly support  my  stand. 

And  I  hope  the  day  comes  when  Ck>n- 
gress  will  quit  giving  billions  ^f  dollan  a 
year  to  ungrateful  nations^  most  of 
which,  at  the  turn  of  a  hat.  would  double- 
cross  us  if  It  paid  theaa  jand  their 
economy. 

Incidentally,  I  have  aluays  voted 
against  trade  with  the  Comi^iunist  na- 
tions, and  for  approprlatloas  for  the 
House  XJn -American  ActlvltlelB  Conmiit- 
tee,  which  has  exposed  so  ma4y  Commu- 
nists and  undercover  organizkiUons  try- 
ing to  destroy  the  American  ^ray  of  life. 

Briefly  I  voted  for  and  supported  the 
following : 

Commodity  Credit:  Price-support  bor- 
rowing power  raised  $1.5  billi^ 

BtockpUlng  program :  New  lappropria- 
tion  of  $380  million  granted.  ; 

Housing  Act:  Provides  lolrer  down- 
payments,  longer  mortgage  pfcriod. 

Lease  pinvhase:  New  program  to  pro- 
mote special  building  for  Qovemaaent 
use.    Cost  is  less  to  taxpayers. 

St  Lawrence  Seaaway  construction. 

Ending  of  wage,  price,  rent,  and  ma- 
terials controls. 

Increasing  health  resear^  funds: 
Three-year.  $182  million  hoQ;>ltal  pro- 
gram adopted. 

The  creation  of  the  Department  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare. 

Increased  benefits  to  veterans  and  to 
their  dependents. 

The  extension  of  social-se^uri^  cov- 
erage to  10  million  more  citizens  Mod 
benefits  Increased.  Unemployment  m- 
surance  expanded  to  4  million  more 
persons. 

The  restoration  of  offshore  tidelands 
to  States  while  protecting  and  safe- 
guarding Federal  rights. 

More  State  control  provided  for  mod- 
em highway  and  rural  road  program 
of  almost  $2  billion  in  1956 1  and  1057. 

A  stronger  defense  program  with 
heavier  reliance  on  atomic  weapons  and 
airpower.  Voted  for  establishment  of 
the  Air  Force  Academy. 

Shortage  of  space  prevents  me  from 
mentlcmhig  the  details  of  all  ttie  legis- 
lation. I  will  be  glad  to  aliswer  any 
Inqiiiry  from  anyone  alwut  anything  not 


195J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


nM^ 


covered  in  this  report.    Just  write  me  a 
card  or  letter. 


AOAXMST  POerU.  BATS 

There  are  a  number  of  fine  daily  and 
weekly  newspapen  in  my  district.  I  am 
proud  to  say  that,  as  a  member  of  the 
House  Post  Office  Committee,  and  Its 
vice  chairman.  I  have  opposed  the  dras- 
tic Increase  of  the  postal  rates  not  only 
for  newspapen  and  magazines,  but  all 
postal  raises. 

The  post-ofllce  system  does  many 
things  for  the  average  citizen  such  as 
selling  Government  bonds,  duck  stamps, 
postal  savings,  nml  services  to  farmen. 
and  a  host  of  other  activities  which  mean 
so  much  to  every  man,  woman,  and  child 
in  the  Nation. 

To  me  the  postal  system  is  a  service 
system  and  not  one  which  is  run  as  a 
business  with  a  balanced  budget  If  the 
postal  system  loses  $300  million  a  year 
that  means  that  each  miiD.  woman,  and 
child  In  the  Nation  payn  $2  a  year  for 
the  wonderful  and  maiveloiis  services 
they  get  from  the  post  offices  of  America. 
I  also  feel  that  the  fourth-class  offices, 
some  of  which  are  being  closed,  are  the 
neighborhood  gathering  places  and  dis- 
I>en8e  services  to  small  communities; 
they  should  not  be  canceled  out  for  the 
sake  of  a  few  dollare  unless  as  good 
service  can  be  given  by  other  means. 

Again  I  say  that  if  Uncle  Sam  can 
spend  50  to  00  billion  dollars  in  9  years 
building  up  the  eoonomv  and  competi- 
tion of  foreign  nations  to  America  that 
we  can  well  afford  to  spend  one-third  of 
$1  blUlon  a  year  to  gl^e  America  the 
many  services  the  poct-ofllce  system  ren- 
ders. 

Furthermore,  newspapers  and  maga- 
zines, because  they  are  able  to  offer 
themselves  to  you  folks  for  reaatmable 
prices,  make  the  United  States  the  beet 
informed  and  best  educated  nation  in 
all  the  world,  and  that  is  something  that 
cannot  be  weighed  in  dollan  and  cents. 

This  is  Just  a  brief  summary  of  my  ac- 
tivities in  Congress  since  I  first  was 
elected  in  1942. 

Let  me  say  to  all  of  you  men  and 
women  in  the  Minnesota  Ninth  District 
who  have  so  loyally  supported  me  the 
past  12  yean,  that  I  thank  you  from  the 
bottom  of  my  heart  for  your  votes,  and  I 
hope  to  continue  servint;  you  so  long  as 
my  health  and  abiUtlss  wiU  hold  out  and 
as  long  as  you  reelect  me. 

More  than  20,000  letten  a  year  come 
into  my  office  fnnn  the  Ninth  District, 
and  I  am  proud  to  say  that  none  of  them 
received  at  my  office  ever  have  remained 
unanswered.  I  and  my  loyal  staff  try  to 
answer  every  letter  the  day  it  arrives  and 
to  get  action  on  any  request  from  any 
constituent  whether  he  be  a  Democrat. 
DFIj,  or  Independent,  or  Republican. 
Every  letter  is  read  by  me  and  every  let- 
ter going  out  is  signed  by  me. 

I  feel  that  as  your  Congressman, 
Representative  Hasold  C.  Hagkm.  that  I 
have  a  duty  to  each  and  every  one  of 
you,  whether  you  support  me  for  reelec- 
tion or  not.  Please  do  not  hesitate  to 
write  me  on  any  uncial  problem  you  may 
have  and  also  please  write  as  to  jrour 
ideas  and  opinions  on  the  important  is- 
sues and  proUems  before  the  country  and 
the  Congress  so  I  may  have  the  bene- 


fit of  your  views  and  suggestions  re- 
garding legislation. 

I  try  to  get  things  done,  and  X  think 
X  have  built  up  a  reputation  of  getting 
things  done  for  every  constituent  wt» 
has  asked  my  aid  to  the  past  12  years. 

If  I  am  reelected  on  November  2,  I 
only  pledge  to  keep  running  my  office  ef- 
ficiently, honestly,  and  to  serve  you  to 
the  best  of  my  ability  as  long  as  I  am 
your  Congressman. 


Bcaefits  for  Fednal  Eaiployeet 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OP 

HON.  CUFTON  (CUFF)  YOUNG 

or  KKTAOA 

IN  THE  BOUSE  OP  RBPRESENTATIVES 
Fridap.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  YOUNO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
been  privileged  to  represent  in  Congress 
a  State  which  has  perhaps  the  highest 
percentage  of  Federal  employees  in  the 
coimtry — more  than  twice  the  national 
raUo. 

A  sizable  number  of  hardworking, 
loyal  Americans  are  making  a  great  con- 
tribution to  the  efficient  operation  of  the 
Federal  Oovemment  in  Boulder  City. 
Babbitt.  Reno,  Las  Vegas,  and  through- 
out the  State  of  Nevada. 

During  the  past  year  I  have  received 
letters  from  many  of  these  employees  of 
the  Federal  Oovemment,  in  wtiich  they 
expressed  their  views  and  presented  con- 
structive suggestions  with  respect  to 
bills  before  Congress.  I  should  like, 
therefore,  to  summarize  the  excellent 
steps  which  liave  been  taken  in  b^xalf  of 
Federal  employees  by  the  83d  Congress. 
OBOOF  ufs  DtsmuiTGa 

A  sound  group  life  insurance  plan  Is 
now  available  to  Federal  employees.  The 
principal  features  of  the  plan  are: 

First  Low-cost  insurance  without  re- 
quiring a  medical  examination. 

Second.  Voluntary  participation,  with 
coverage  for  term  life  insurance  in  an 
amount  of  employee's  salary  raised  to 
the  next  $1,000. 

Third.  At  a  biweekly  cost  per  $1,000 
not  to  exceed  25  cents  to  the  employee 
and  12^^  cents  to  the  Oovemment. 

Fourth.  Payment  of  double  indemnity 
for  accidental  death. 

Fifth.  Payment  for  accidental  loss  of 
eyesight  or  limbs. 

Sixth.  Insurance  provided  without 
further  cost  after  retirement  on  annuity, 
either  for  disability  or  after  15  years  of 
creditable  civilian  servioe. 

Seventh.  Free  insurance  if  emidoyee 
is  OS  years  of  age  or  older,  with  reduced 
coverage. 

Eighth.  If  an  insured  employee  leaves 
Oovemment  service,  the  insurance  con- 
tinues in  effect  for  31  days,  diiring  which 
he  may  purchase  without  a  medical  ex- 
amination an  individual  life  insurance 
policy  at  standard  rates. 

Ninth.  All  Federal  onplosrees  are  eli- 
gible except  (a)  noneitizens  emplosred 
overseas  or  (b)  the  small  group  excluded 
because  of  type  of  employment,  such  as 


part   time,   seasonal,    or   intermittent 
employment 

This  legialatkm  Is  a  part  of  ttw  pco- 
gram  to  improve  the  Oovemmenfa  par^ 
sonnel  system.  In  *tgning  this 
on  August  17. 1054.  President : 
urged  all  eligible  employees  to  give  seri- 
ous consideration  to  this  program  as  a 
source  of  additional  economic  security 
for  their  families, 

■OGUL  SaCDUfT 

Old-age  and  siurivon  insurance  bene- 
fits under  ttie  Social  Security  Aet  have 
been  extended  to  over  100,000  additional 
part-time  and  temporary  Federal  em- 
ployees. Also,  the  survivorship  and  re- 
tirement benefits  of  800.000  QafenaotmA 
workers  already  covered  will  be  m- 
creased. 

TTKmCPLOnCXHT   nfStrBAHCS 

Unemployment  benefits  have  been  pro- 
vided for  Federal  onployees  for  the  first 
time.  This  valuable  financial  protec- 
tion against  unemployment  will  be  pro- 
vided by  the  Government  withoat  cost 
to  the  employee,  on  the  same  basis  as 
it  is  available  to  persons  employed  in 
private  industry. 

Federal  civilian  employees  as  a  group 
are  subject  to  the  risk  of  unemployment 
on  nearly  the  same  scale  as  ncmgovem- 
mental  workers  in  the  same  ^rpe  of  work. 
Involtmtarily  separated  Federal  em- 
ployees in  the  past  have  been  forced  to 
rely  upon  accrued  annual  leave  and  re- 
fund from  their  retirement  accounts 
while  looking  for  other  Jobs.  Thlsoourse 
obvioushr  defeats  the  purpose  of  the  re- 
tirement program,  as  well  as  annual 
leave. 

Unemployment  compensation  wiU  be 
payable  to  eligible  Federal  workers  who 
are  unemployed  after  Deoember  Si.  1004. 
A  Federal  worker's  rights  to  benefits  are 
to  be  determined  under  the  imemplny- 
ment-eompensation  law  of  the  Sti^  to 
which  his  Federal  servloes  and  wages  an 
assigned. 

I  was  pleased  to  support  this  sseaswiw 
to  include  Federal  empkqrees  in  the  un- 
employment-insurance 
BummtAnvuL 

Additional  benefits  have  been  provided 
by  the  08d  Congress  which  are  of  spa- 
cial  interest  to  Federal  employees,  and 
which  mdicate  that  forward  steps  have 
been  taken  on  peraonnd  leglslatten. 
These  can  be  summarised  as  follows: 

First.  Restrictiais  on  permanent  pro- 
motions and  reinstatements  of  Fedeiml 
career  employees  have  been  removed, 
and  the  statutory  limit  on  the  nuoaber 
of  permanent  employees  m  the  exeeu- 
tive  branch  has  been  adjusted  ta  meet 
present-day  needs.  This  modUloatkM  of 
the  so-cidled  Whitten  amwMlmeot  ralBts 
the  ceiling  on  permanent  appohitments 
by  10  percent  thereby  openiag  $80^000 
permanent  Jobs.  As  a  result,  the  pro- 
motions and  reinstatements  of  eareer 
employees  will  be  made  perasanent  and 
many  thousands  of  preoKit  1n<Wlntte 
employees  can  achieve  permanent  career 
status. 

Second.  Arbitrary  reetaictloas  on  ttie 
aoctmiulatlon  and  use  of  annual  leave 
have  been  repealed. 

Third.  Longevity  pay  Increases  have 
been  authorized  for  all  except  the  thiree 
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tteCMI  Bcrrloe  OwimilMimi  liM  bpm 
amfcmiwd  «o  miaMkA  entnui«e  zmtes 
ahQf  <fae  aataiBBam  ntca  of  tbe  srMle 
JnfOlfied.  fia  the  loevmiM  and  pottttens 
where  waeh  action  is  takm.  in«Ni|t  tm- 
tftoyeee  irill  in  many  InitawrM  rficf  We  the 
benefits  of  the  liiidier  rates  as  wUl  those 
Infoff  reemtted.  } 

Seiehth.  Temponrj  Inereaies  In  an- 
nnifiea  of  retired  FMeral  warkexa!  toted 
aenral  years  ago  hare  been  made  per- 
HiaiUfit.  •■' 

MUh.  Itederal  empIOFees  paid  on  a 
per  diem  bads  have  been  granted  the 
JMoefit  of  excused  atasmoe  with  pttj  Wa 
that  a#anable  to  emplofees  piJd  on  an 
jHonptl  J^ads,  when  such  absence  is  au- 
ihortsed  by  admlntstrattTe  order. 
!..  Wnith.  Ctoiremment  incentiTe  gwards 
-pngEMM  -have  been  expanded  and  made 
appikatJe  to  aU  emplojeea. 

Ifir.  flpealoer,  during  the  early  months 
of  ttds  session  of  Oougiees,  I  gwe  eare- 
feS  stodf  to  the  eadsUng  pay  rates  for 
postal  and  other  Federal  emptoyees  in 
x<da*lon  to  the  eoet-of-liTii«  ind^  It 
was  my  coneluBlon  that  a  raise  hi  pay 
jboiOd  be  provided  for  these  workers,  and 
X  aiAmmed  testlmtmy  tatt^s  effeet.  urg- 
ing the  Bouse  ooeandttee  to  report  a  Ufl. 
TUSveafter  I  supported  the  sfteasure  to 
Inc  pease  the  pay  of  postal  worlcen.  uid 
also  tiike  measure  subsequently  oomMered 
•ani  passed  to  provide  salary  increases  to 
elasrtlled,  postal  and  other  employees  <tf 
the  Qoveranent.  and  for  other  parposes. 

Ihe  final  form  of  the  latter  measure 
VBt  owMidwred  dorinf  (be  dotlnf  days 
of  the  99d  Oongrem.  It  provided  lor  a 
•  persest  general  pay  increase,  but 
pmvisloa  for  %be  oarrectlan  of 
inequities  to  Federal  pay  acales. 
provliiaQs  were  propoeed  to  im- 
prove ttie  civfl  servloe  system.  leward 
jBdMtu^  meril.  and  provide  steady  pay 
Inereaoes  for  Federal  eaaployeea. 

In  withhflMing  approval  of  this  meas- 
inadequate  to  aseet  the  vital  and 
need  of  legislattnn  for  pgy  in- 
aaA  daariflcatlon  adlurtJMnts, 
the  Pmsldent  stated  his  intention  to  pur- 
SDethlsobJeetivenextJamiaiy  when  the 


Mr.Bpeaker.  at  this  ttae  fMend  em- 
know  that  the  89d  Ckmgnos  rec- 
tfae  real  value  of  their  service  to 
;  fuueiioning  of  ■obb'  vast  gov- 
operatloiis.  The  enetownt 
of  the  legislative  program  to  widdi  I 
havo  refcfred  in  <letail  Kflecfei  the  no* 
liMe  pivgress  made  toward  ttie  develop- 
ment (rf  a  personndt  system  tiiat  wfil  at- 
tract-and  hold  comoetent  men  and 
wemcn In  public  sendee.  vl  .  . 


.,  this  group  of  workers 
ehares  with  all  dtiaens  of  our  e^iuntry 
the  many  faeneftta  <tf  legislatiTe  {action 
irtil^  radoeed  taxes,  ejcpanded  Hospital 
asid  bealtti  facilities,  encouraged  home 
ownerititp.  as  well  as  the  bengflts  of 
ever  increailng  security  made  possible 
bv  ttM  utenslve  legidative  progrfun  en- 
acted by  the  8Sd  Congress. 
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per  month 


Rcpdblkaa  Social  Secwity  Uw  ^eneito 
MilfioBS  I 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

HON.  RIOIAIU)  M.  SIMPSON 

or  FSWHSTLVAinA 

IM  THE  HOUSB  OP  BBPRBSENTAtlVBS 

TriOay.  August  20. 1954 

Mr.  SIMF80N  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
fipealier.  the  Republican  83d  congress 
aooomidlshed  an  historic  expaqpion  of 
social  security,  bringing  into  the  pro- 
gram in  one  instance  millions  of  ihe  Na- 
tion's farm  owners  and  worlcers  as  well 
as  providing  dependency  and  sgrvlvors 
boieflts  to  their  spouses  and  dependent 
children. 

As  a  result  of  this  and  other  improve- 
ments in  social  security,  more  than  6.4 
million  Americans  already  receiving 
bmeflts  win  get  larger  benefit  checlu 
starting  October  of  this  year. 

In  a  short  time,  also,  a  totail  of  10 
million  more  Americans,  includlz)g  farm- 
ers who  previously  were  ineligible,  will 
start  building  credits  toward  retirement 
uid  survivorship  benefits  In  their  own 
social  security  accounts  to  help  them 
through  their  years  of  retlremeiit,  or  to 
ease  the  burden  of  their  widows  |uid  de- 
pendent children. 

Tbe  improvements  in  social  security 
aniroved  by  the  Republican  Conff^ss  are 
the  most  extensive  in  the  history  of  ttiis 
program.  Itie.  Congress  has  alibstan- 
tli^  expanded  the  coverage  provisions 
<a  the  law  so  that  we  have  achieved  vir- 
tually universal  coverage  under  the  OASI 
program. 

"taking  cognizance  of  the  rise  tn  living 
standards  in  the  Nation,  the  Republican 
Party  designed  a  social-security  program 
that  would  provide  more  adequate 
benefits. 

For  instance,  maximum  montkly  ben- 
efits for  families  dependent  upoki  social 
aecnxity  as  a  result  of  the  deatll  of  the 
head  of  the  family,  were  increased  from 
$168.78  per  month  to  g200. 

Let  us  look  at  what  this  means  in  the 
way  of  securi^  for  the  family  of  a  young 
worker  with  an  average  covered  earnings 
of  gSOO  a  month.  The  family  would 
include  3  children,  ages  7,  5,  ami  2.  If 
this  worker  should  die  his  wido#  would 
restive: 

(a)  An  initial  lump-sum  payment  of 
$355l 

(b)  Two  hundred  dollars  ptt  month 
for  the  first  11  years— until  thfc  eldest 
child  reaches  18  years  of  age. 

(e>  One  hundred  and  ninefy-seven 
doUan  per  month  for  the  next  12  years. 

<d>  One  hundred  and  forty-aefren  dol- 
lars per  month  for  the  next  3  years. 


<e)  Seventy-three  dollars 
for  Uf e.  l)eglnning  at  age  65. 

Under  the  old  law  the  maxifttum  pay- 
ment for  single  retired  workers  was  $85 
per  month.    The  mayimum  payment  for 
a  husband  and  wife,  both  o^  65.  was 
$127.50.    As  a  result  of  the  KepubUcan 
revision  single  workers  alreajdy  retired 
at  the  mayimum  will  now  receive  $88  a 
month.    A  husband  and  wife  will  receive 
$147  a  month.    Single  wortexfi  planning 
retirement  in  the  futiue,  v^ll  receive 
$108  per  month,  provided  th^  average 
annual  earnings  are  $4,200  per  year. 
Husl>and  and  wife,  both  age  65  or  more, 
can  receive  as  much  as  $162  per  month. 
.  In  addition,  a  retired  woric^r  can  earn 
outside  his  social-security  payments  as 
much  as  $1,200  per  year  without  loss  of 
any  benefits:  and  at  age  72.  instead  of 
75,  all  restrictions  on  outside  earnings 
are  lifted. 

Our  fanners— long  neglec^d  in  so- 
cial-security planning  by  preN^us  Con- 
gresses— now  for  the  first  tpne  in  oux 
history  have  full  partnershii^  in  a  pro- 
gram that  is  designed  to  ease  the  burden 
of  their  own  retirement,  or  the  depend- 
ency of  those  who  outlive  them. 

For  the  first  time,  self-emmoyed  farm 
owners  and  operators — 3,f00.000  of 
them — wUl  be  covered  by  old-age  and 
survivors  insurance  protectioli — and  this 
means  their  wives  and  children  as  well. 

Farm  workers,  more  thai)  2  million 
more  of  them,  for  the  first  ^me  wUl  be 
participants  in  social  secxuit]^.  The  Re- 
publican improvements  in  social  security 
extend  coverage  to  all  farm  worlcers  who 
earn  $100  or  more  a  year  wb|Ue  working 
for  ene  farm  owner. 

For  all  of  our  agricultural  workers  in- 
cluded in  the  expanded  social-secur- 
ity program  the  new  beneiClts  accrue 
quickly. 

A  farm  worker  at  or  near  j65  years  of 
age  must  liave  6  quarters  of  coverage 
after  January  1, 1955,  to  quagXy. 

For  example,  a  single  fagm  worker 
with  an  average  wage  of  $150, per  month. 
would  draw  monthly  retirement  beaeOtta, 
at  age  of  65,  of  $08  per  month.  If  the 
worker  is  married  and  his  wife  is  6$  he 
would  receive  $102  a  m<mth.  Hie  maxi- 
mum benefits  for  farmers  bfMcd  <m  an 
annual  earning  of  $4,200  per  year, 
would  be  $108  for  a  single  fetired  per- 
son or  $162  per  month  for  hpslMaid  and 
wife,  both  age  65. 

For  a  self-employed  fanfi  operator, 
the  retirement  date  is  1956,  at  age  65. 
Paying  his  own  social-security  tax  on 
annual  earnings  of  $400  oi]  more,  the 
self-employed  farm  operator  is  also  eli- 
gible for  the  the  muTimny^  m<mthly 
benefit  of  $108.50.  aiMitminp  that  his 
earnings  for  18  months  prkir  of  mid- 
1056  are  at  an  annual  rate  of  $4,200.  If 
less,  the  t)enefits  on  retirement  will  be 
l)elow  the  m«Timiiti|  monthly  payment 
of  $108.50. 

By  Increasing  coverage  to^  10  million 
more  Americans,  the  RepwiiiUcan  Con- 
gress brought  into  the  progngn.  in  addi- 
tion to  our  American  farmers,  200,000 
domestic  workers;  350.000;  ministers; 
100,000  additional  homeworkers;  50.000 
fishermen;  100.000  empkqree^  of  foreltn 
subsidiaries;  100.000  accountants,  archi- 
tects, engineers,  and  morticians;  50.000 
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miscellaneous  enudoyment  groops;  158^ 
000  Federal  employees  not  otherwise 
covered,  plus  S.SMja00  State  and  local 
government  employees. 

Many  other  additional  equitable  re- 
finements to  social-security  payments 
were  adopted  by  the  Republican  88d 
Congress. 

In  the  event  of  total  rtlaaWllty,  a 
worker  no  longer  suffers  a  loss  in  the 
accumulation  of  benefit  payments  for 
the  period  of  his  disability.  Nor  are  the 
5  years  of  lowest  income  to  be  computed 
in  the  accumulation  of  social-security 
credits  for  employment. 

The  law  governing  Federal  payments 
to  Statea  for  old-age  aaststance.  aid  to 
dependent  children,  and  aid  to  the  blind 
and  permanently  disabled  was  schedilfcd 
to  expire  on  September  30,  1954.  This 
was  extended  for  2  years  to  allow  the 
Congress  to  give  the  subject  further 
study,  and  to  continue  increased  bene- 
fits to  those  eligible  for  aid.  who  also 
have  to  meet  the  higher  cost  of  living 
which  was  the  harvest  ot  continued  in- 
fiatlon  and  waste  for  two  decades  before 
the  new  administration  took  olDce. 

For  ttioee  widowed,  survivors  benefits 
have  been  boosted  so  that,  on  the  basis 
of  the  deceased  husband's  earnings,  the 
payments  will  be  more  in  line  with  the 
higher  cost  of  living.  A  widow,  with  1 
child,  now  drawing  $127.60  per  month. 
will  receive  monthly  payments  of 
$147.80  hereafter. 

For  domestic  servants,  the  social- 
security  law  has  kieen  simpliiled  to  pro- 
vide for  eligibility  if  the  earning  is  at 
least  $50  in  cash  wages  in  any  3-month 
period. 

Previously,  social-security  benefits  for 
a  widowed  woman  with  2  children,  based 
on  the  deceased  husband's  earnings 
ranged  from  $45  a  month  to  $169J0. 
This  range  has  been  Isoadened.  with  an 
increase  to  $50.20  per  month  at  the  base. 
to  $197.10  for  a  mother  with  2  dependent 
children. 

Not  a  single  social-security  beneficiary 
was  neglected  by  the  Republican  83d 
Congress.  Bach  1  of  the  6^  million 
previously  on  the  rolls  Is  eligible  for  at 
least  a  $5  a  month  Increase  In  benefits 
payments.  The  range  increases  up  to 
almost  $20  a  month  for  the  single  re- 
tired person  under  the  new  program. 

For  families,  the  basic  increase  ranges 
from  a  rockbottom  Iwost  m  payments 
of  $6  a  month  to  an  Increase  of  more 
than  $30  per  month. 

The  improvements  In  social-security 
legislation  were  also  designed  so  that 
those  presently  on  the  rolls  need  do 
nothing  themselves  to  acquire  the  in- 
creased benefits  due  them.  The  sulmin- 
istraUon  of  the  social-security  agency 
will  automatically  increase  the  pay- 
ments for  all  receiving  benefits. 

For  those  approaching  retirement  age 
who  are  presently  contributing  earnings 
to  the  social-security  system  at  the  maxi- 
mum covered  wage  of  $300  per  month, 
the  payment  upon  retirement  is  $98.50 
per  month. 

For  the  farmers  and  other  self-em- 
ployed who  have  been  added  to  social- 
security  rolls  by  the  Republican  83d  Con- 
gress, the  first  report  on  their  earnings 


for  social-security  coverage  is  to  be  filed 
in  c(mJunction  with  income-tax  pay- 
ments in  April  1955. 

Social-security  tax,  designed  to  pay  for 
the  increased  coverage,  is  to  be  paid 
when  a  self-employed  worker  ar  farmer 
earns  more  than  $400  per  year. 

The  total  annual  earnings  on  which 
benefits  will  be  computed  in  the  future 
were  extended  from  $3,600  to  $4,200  for 
eligibility  in  drawing  maximum  benefits. 

As  a  result  of  the  efforts  of  the  Re- 
publican 83d  Congress,  most  of  the  in- 
equalities in  social-security  coverage 
were  eliminated — eliminated  in  less  than 
18  months  after  years  of  procrastination 
by  previous  administrations. 

Now  our  farmers,  long  desirous  of  so- 
cial-security eligibility,  our  ministers, 
homeworkers,  and  others  who  sought  so- 
cial-security equality  with  their  fellow 
Americans,  have  had  their  pleas  an- 
swered— answered  by  sensible,  consider- 
ate, and  equitable  improvements  in  so- 
cial security,  improvements  wtiich  were 
designed  to  t>enefit  more  of  our  citiaens 
at  a  lower  cost  to  all  of  us. 


outspokm  propcmo^  of  national  pre* 
paredness.  Be  achieved  a  qdendid  rec- 
ord as  a  commisHJoned  olBocr  in  the 
United  States  Army  in  World  War  I.  and 
has  a  son  who  served  as  an  oOoer  in 
World  War  11  and  the  Korean  oonflieL 

While  serving  the  Nation  thrm^ch  his 
impMtant  committee  *— ^g^irtftn.  Mr. 
Mastim  has  also  '^"'^T*ynt**fHBly  repre* 
sented  the  interests  of  his  Iowa  constitu- 
ents. His  devotion  to  the  progress  oi 
his  State  and  the  welfare  of  its  pe(^le 
stems  from  the  fact  that  the  Martins 
are  a  pioneer  Iowa  family.  Bis  great- 
grandfather settied  in  MOnroe  Cotmty, 
Iowa,  in  1843. 

As  a  colleague  of  ToiCMabtzv  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  on  the 
Committee  on  Wajrs  and  Means.  I  regret 
his  decision  not  to  oeA  reelection  as 
Representative  of  the  First  Congressional 
District  of  Iowa.  However,  I  am  con-. 
fldent  that  when  he  takes  the  oath  of 
ofDce  next  January  as  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Iowa,  he  wUl  oontteue  his 
illustrious  career  as  a  legislator  and  a 
statesman. 


Tkc  Heaerabic  Hmmuis  E. 
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EZTDf  SION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  RICHARD  M.  SIMPSON 

or  PDnrBTLVAHlA 

XM  TBI  HOUSE  OF  RXPRBSKNTATIVXS 

Friday.  August  20. 1954 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  one  of  the  most  able  Members 
of  the  House  will  complete  his  distin- 
guished service  as  a  Representative  with 
tile  expiration  of  this  Congress,  but  will 
return  in  the  84th  Ccmgress  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  tiie  United  States  Senate. 

I  r^er  to  the  Honorable  Tromas  E. 
Martih,  Congressman  from  the  First 
District  of  Iowa.  Since  January  1039  he 
has  been  one  of  our  most  capable 
Members.  Accountant,  lawyer,  farmer, 
statesman — these  are  the  acoompUsh- 
aaents  one  should  stress  in  attempting 
to  describe  Tom  Makthi.  Before  he 
came  to  the  House  he  served  outstand- 
ingly as  mayor  of  Iowa  City.  He  has 
long  been  active  in  State  and  naticmal 
Republioan  affairs. 

Mr.  MAtnw's  service  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  has  been  marked  by  a 
devotion  to  duty  and  a  capacity  for 
detail  He  l>ecame  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  in  1047. 
He  has  always  actively  and  zealously 
fostered  the  welfare  of  the  farmer,  the 
businessman,  and  the  worker.  He  has 
worked  diligoitly  to  strengthen  and  im- 
prove our  social-security  syston  and  to 
protect  our  domestic  workers  and  pro- 
ducers from  excessive  imports  nt  foreign 
goods  produced  tiy  cheap  foreign  labor. 

One  (rf  the  accompUdmients  for  which 
be  win  be  remembered  as  a  Member  oi 
the  House  is  the  National  Sto^vile  Act,, 
which  became  pubUc  law  in  1939.  Mr. 
Maitim  was  one  of  the  sponsns  and.  in 
fact,  is  known  as  the  father  of  ourna- 
tional  program  ci  stockpiUng  strategle 
war  materials.    Be  has  always  been  an 
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Mr.  RADWAN.  Mjr.  Gk>eakar,  tha 
gratifying  announcement  that  Buffalo 
Is  to  receive  a  substantial  Fedezkl  ap- 
pr<9riation  for  its  harbor  this  year 
represents  an  excellent  onwrtunUy  to 
reassess  our  whole  port  picture. 

As  in  tbe  case  of  othor  leading  liortB 
of  ttie  Nation,  we  are  constantly  con- 
fronted with  problems  which  must  ba 
met  and  solved  if  we  are  to  maintain 
our  preeminence  as  a  port.  Some  of 
these  problems  artoe  out  of  the  passaga 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  VOl.  Other* 
existed  long  before  the  St.  Lawrenoa 
represented  a  practical  poBSlblllty. 

First  and  f  oronost  of  these  problems. 
In  my  opinion,  is  that  of  securing  ap- 
propriations to  complete  existing  author- 
ized projects  specifically  for  tbe  imiKove- 
ment  of  Buffalo  Harbor.  TUs  year  wa 
have  been  able  to  secure  the  first  appro- 
priation for  that  purpose  in  3  years.  R 
is.  I  bdieve.  the  largest  ai«ropriation  yet 
received  for  these  currait  projects.  And 
the  admkiistration  has  recommended  aa 
even  larger  appropriati<m  for  the  next 
fiscal  year.  For  the  first  time,  we  are 
making  substantial  progress  wward 
comidetion. 

When  mmpliMard.  these  projects  will 
provide  greatly  needed  additional  depths 
for  tyi«t*'*g  commerce  of  the  type  that 
has  made  the  port  of  Buffalo  great  But 
in  addition  these  depths  have  the  effect 
of  better  adapting  the  port  to  any  poten- 
tial St  lAwrence  Seaway  cumuetee. 
because  that  is  essentially  a 
project 

New  projen 
needed  to  implement  the 
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T9vd  iuMi  cBMtfld  by  OongraoB,  if  war* 
riiilied.   Wfeibaaeontiiroetobeiricflant 
lnttMi»«»niiaetton«adtocoop«r«*ewlth 
loeid  liitfTtiiti  In  pcoouzlns  deserved 
IMval  •■lifenrn    Tbls  intflndeB  Fed- 
«■!  iBtttettvs  In  the  replaeement  of  tbe 
OldD  Street  bridge  oner  the  Buffalo 
Rtv«r,  vntnMr  one  of  tbe  worst  obetrue- 
tkaM  to  m?lg»tkm  in  the  Ublted  Statea. 
There  are  ottier  port  probtans  which 
we  apoatfaee  up  to  and  attack  as  purely 
looal  matters,  if  we  are  to  meet  the  com- 
petition ot  other  Oreat  Lakes  ports.  Any 
wwthwhile  iRtigram  for  the  port  of 
Buffalo  should  include  the  following: 
^nrtt  Aturrey  cH  new  traffic  patterns. 
"  Sooond.  An  wamlnatlnn  of  the  need. 
If  any,  for  a  municipal  St.  Lawrmce  type 
terminal  to  suiwlemoit  existing  fa<^- 
ttea. 
Third.  The  stimulation  of  new  trade. 
Vburth.  The  construction  of  new  outer 
harbor  terminals  tn  aid  of  existing  Lakes 
traSe. 

Fifth.  Beautiflcation  of  the  whole 
waterfront  for  recreational  purposes. 

Sixth.  Rehabilitation  of  blighted 
reaches  of  the  harbor. 

seventh.  Revival  of  pcuBsenger  traffic 
out  Ot  Buffalo. 

In  this  entire  program  for  the  port  of 
Buffalo,  it  is  important  to  point  out  that 
the  veoUem  is  primarily  a  local  one. 
The  initiative  Ues  with  the  city,  the  may- 
or, and  the  common  council.  Such  ini- 
tiative  properly  taken  will  require  the 
cooperatlm  of  other  communities,  out- 
side of  the  city  of  Buffalo;  the  Chamber 
of  OomBMree  of  the  dty  of  Buffalo,  as 
well  as  the  interest,  time,  and  cocvera- 
tibn  of  an  dvlc-mlnded  citisens. 

Your  Federal  Qovemment,  as  rein«- 
sented  by  your  Congressman,  can  fulfill 
an  imPiMtant  supporting  rote  in  scmie  in- 
stances, but  only  a  supporting  xtAt.  A 
Congressman  is  merely  the  agent  of  the 
people's  win.  For  example,  the  harbor 
funds  that  Buffalo  will  receive  as  a  result 
of  the  apprcvriatlon  were  Obtained  be- 
cause the  people  of  the  city  of  Bxiffalo 
united  and  demanded  their  proper  share 
vS.  such  Federal  i4>prc^7riations.  With- 
out the  help  of  the  people  at  h<nne.  the 
newspapers,  representatives  of  labor  and 
industry,  and  the  chamber  of  commerce, 
your  ^ngressman  would  meet  with  little 
success  in  achieving  present  good  news. 
Another  examine,  the  creation  of  new 
deep-water  tnrmJboals  and  recreational 
areas  in  the  outer  harbor  involves  the 
creaticm  of  a  new  land  mass  from  the 
existing  shore  line  to  the  harbor  line. 
There  exists  no  better  way  of  accom- 
plishing this  than  by  use  of  the  rock  and 
earth  generated  imder  Federal  dredg- 
ing contracts.  The  Federal  appropria- 
tion we  have  Just  received  makes  It  pos- 
sible for  the  dty  to  make  an  apprcq;)rlate 
arrangement  with  the  United  States  in 
that  dlrectiim.  Here  again  I  must  em- 
phaafae  that  the  Initiative  Ues  with  the 
dty. 

Reeognltlon  of  the  reapective  roles 
Idayed  Igr  your  dty  and  by  your  Con- 
gressman in  the  matter  of  port  develop- 
TOKBt  lepresents  perhaps  the  biggest 
Step  forward  in  the  accomplishment  of 
results. 


The  Peer  Mast  Wait 
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EXTENSION  OF  RE^iARK^ 
or 

HON.  AUGUSTINE  B.  KELUY 

or  PSMNSTLVAKIA 

m  IHB  HOUSE  OP  RKPRBSENTA'HVgS 

Friday,  August  20,  1954  | 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvanig.  Mr. 
Speaker,  from  now  until  election  4ay  the 
air  will  be  blue  with  political  argiiments 
over  the  work  of  the  83d  Congress — 
whether  it  was  as  good  a  Congress  as 
the  Republicans  are  trsring  to  claim  or 
as  bad  as  the  Democrats  insist. 

Of  course,  both  sides  will  havie  a  lot 
of  c<mvincing  arguments  for  particular 
groups. 

In  other  words,  the  Republicans — as 
usual — should  get  enthusiastic  support 
for  their  efforts  and  their  record  In  Wall 
Street,  in  the  big  utility  combines,  in 
the  board  rooms  of  the  giant  corpora- 
tions, and  in  the  realm  of  the  rich  gen- 
erally. For  this  has  certainly  'been  a 
Congress  determined  to  give  to  the 
weiUthy  every  conceivable  kind  of  special 
consideration  on  everything  froai  taxes 
to  the  exploitation  of  natural  resources. 

But  what  about  the  rank  and  file  of 
the  people?  When  they  look  at  the  re- 
sults of  the  work  of  this  Congress,  they 
see  little  indeed  in  the  way  of  laccom- 
plishments  which  benefit  the  people  gen- 
erally. 

The  one  big  achievement— virtually 
the  only  one — has  been  a  series  of 
amendments  to  the  Social  Security  Act. 
These  improvements,  in  line  with  the 
steady  progress  made  by  the  Defnocrats 
over  the  years  in  keeping  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  abreast  of  changing  require- 
ments, found  the  Republican  Ppriy  for 
the  first  time  on  our  side  in  this  respect. 

In  1936  the  RepubUcans  promised  in 
their  platform  to  repeal  social  security. 
In  Congress  after  Congress  after  that 
time.  Republican  Members  voted  against 
expanding  coverage  and  improviag  bene- 
fits. In  the  80th  Congress,  which  they 
controlled,  they  tried  to  take  away  social 
securUy  from  nearly  a  million  persons. 

This  year  they  came  around  to  sup- 
porting the  Democratic  view  on  social 
security.  And  that  represents  one  of  the 
very  few  achievements  of  this  Congress 
in  behalf  of  the  people. 

It  was  a  Congress  which  did  al)solutely 
nothing  about  improving  the  level  of  un- 
employment compensation  benefits,  de- 
spite an  alarming  increase  in  joblessness. 
It  was  a  Congress  which  failed  utterly 
to  take  effective  steps  toward  nestoring 
prosperity.  It  was  a  Congress  which  re- 
fused to  raise  income-tax  exemptions. 
but  insisted  instead  on  giving  all  real 
tax  relief  to  corporations  and  tiheir  big 
stockholders.  Some  people — those  who 
have  suffered  serious  hard  li^ck — get 
minor  adjustments  in  their  taxes,  but 
the  average  wage  earner  will  keep  on 
paying  present  high  rates  without  any 
break. 

But  Congre.'SS  alone  is  not  entirely  to 
blame.  It  has  had  no  real  leadership 
from  the  administration  in  seeking  to 
correct  economic  dislocations.  The  Re- 
publican Party,  of  course,  have  never 


been  noted  for  its  ability  to  handle  bad 
times. 

So,  when  the  Republicans  bpast  about 
this  Congress,  they — as  usuaU>will  con- 
vince the  well-to-do.  And  when  the 
Democrats  protest  about  the  failures  of 
this  Congress,  I  suppose  no  one  will  agree 
with  us  except — as  usual — ^th«  rank  and 
nie  of  the  people.  They  can  see  how  bad 
a  failure  this  Congress  has  been  Just  by 
looking  at  their  own  family  budgets  and 
bank  accoimts. 


Report  of  Hon.  Doa  Mafiintoa,  of 
WaskiBftoa,  to  Coastit«cBts 

•  EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  DON  MAGNUtoN 

or  WASHINaTON 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  RXPREBBJrrATIVSB 

Friday,  August  20,  l!l\54 

Mr.MAGNUSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  In  the 
2  sessions  of  the  83d  Congress,  It  has 
been  my  privilege  and  honor  to  repre- 
sent the  people  of  the  great  State  of 
Washington  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. ! 

With  the  closing  of  the  second  of  those 
sessions,  I  consider  it  fitting  that  I  give 
here  something  of  an  accounting  of  my 
eCForts  of  the  past  2  years,  So  that  my 
constituents  better  may  judge  the  work 
which  I  have  done.  This  report  will 
deal  only  with  such  subjects  as  have 
specific  local  applications  to  the  State  of 
Washington. 

As  Congressman  at  Large,  I  represent 
all  the  people  of  my  State.  Washington 
has  almost  2,500,000  residents,  and  this 
means  that  I  have,  I  believe,  the  largest 
constituency  of  all  the  Memt)ers  of  this 
body  save  one.  To  that  constituency  I 
address  this  accounting,  necessarily  brief 
and  incomplete: 

MKXCHANT  MAinVZ  AKD  FIlJHlMini 

As  a  member  of  this  great  committee, 
I  am  gravely  aware  of  the  low  estate  to 
which  our  merchant  marine  and  our 
shipbuilding  industry  have  fallen.  I 
worked  vigorously  to  improve  this  situa- 
tion and  gave  my  support  to  the  several 
measures  approved  by  the  8|d  Congress 
to  that  end.  They  were  few  enough, 
but  a  start.  I  also  supported  the  alloca- 
tion of  some  $3  million  a  yeai*  from  flsh- 
products-tariS  revenue  to  research  in  the 
important  fisheries  industry  and  was 
active  on  behalf  of  other  measures  I  con- 
sidered beneficial  to  our  fisheries. 

I  am  gratified  to  have  been  named 
to  a  subcommittee  which  will  hold  hear- 
ings later  this  fall  on  the  west  coast  in 
an  attempt  to  find  a  solution;  to  the  per- 
plexing problem  of  the  deterioration  of 
our  shipbuilding  industry. 


PUBLIC  powxm 

It  is  no  secret — either  here  in  this 
body  or  in  my  home  State-f-that  I  am 
a  strong  supporter  of  public  power.  That 
inexpensive  public  power  is  the  key 
which  unlocked  the  golden  door  of  eco- 
nomic and  industrial  expanaion  ot  my 
State  and  the  entire  Pacifia  Northwest 
is  not  arguable.    I  introduced  a  bill  for 
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Federal  construction  ot  Hdls  Canyim 
Dam — it  is  gathering  dust,  as  was  in- 
evitable— urged  the  fastest  posrtble  oom- 
pletion  of  dams  now  boilding.  did  every- 
thing posaihle  to  obtam  adequate  funds 
for  the  Bonneville  Power  Administra- 
tion and  resisted  with  all  my  strength 
the  no-new-starts  policy  of  this  admin- 
istration and  the  various  administrative 
blows  at  public  power  m  the  Northwest. 


The  Priest  Rapids  law,  of  which  I  was 
cosponsor  in  the  House,  proposes  what 
might  be  termed  a  sUghtly  modlfled  form 
of  public  power.  It  gives  local  public 
agencies  the  opportunity  to  finance  and 
construct  this  great  dam  on  the  Colum- 
bia River  for  integration  into  the  oom- 
prehensive  plan  <rf  developmoat.  IspA- 
sored  the  legislation  when  it  became  ap- 
parent that  there  was  no  other  imme- 
diate prospect  for  meeting  the  grave 
shortage  of  electricity  which  is  threat- 
ening the  Northwest.  If  financing  m- 
deed  becomes  available,  as  we  hare  been 
assured  it  will,  this  well  could  be  the 
most  important  piece  of  legislation  en- 
acted by  the  8Sd  Cbngreis  insofar  as 
the  people  of  the  State  of  Washington 
are  concerned. 


I  was  fortunate  enough  to  persuade 
the  House  Armed  Serviees  Committee 
that  the  pollution  of  Puget  Sound  by 
Fort  Lewis  sewage — in  violation  of  State 
law — was  both  reprehenslMe  and  dan- 
gerous to  health.  As  a  result,  the  c<»n- 
mittee  and  the  Congress  authorized  con- 
struction of  a  sewage-treatment  plant 
at  Fort  Lewis,  and  later  i4>propriated 
the  necessary  funds — $793,000 — to  pay 
for  it.  A  most  serious  situation  of  long 
standing,  which  for  years  has  defied 
correction,  soon  will  be  eliminated. 

BKXAMATIOlf 

The  staggering  financial  Mow  which 
the  administratkKi's  ongiiuJ  budget 
struck  at  the  ColumUa  Basin  recla- 
mation project  startled  and  dismayed 
my  entire  State.  Cutting  the  Reclama- 
tion Bureau's  request  almost  m  half,  the 
budget  proposal  would  Lave  disrupted 
utterly  the  orderly  development  of  the 
project.  With  other  members  of  Wash- 
ington's delegation.  I  went  to  bat  for 
the  Columbia  Basin.  A  lubetanUal  in- 
crease in  the  appropriation  resulted,  and 
the  same  was  true  of  the  Roea  division 
of  the  Yakima  project. 

Knms  AND  HABBOI8,  ZIMTKL  CAITTON 

Washington  was  exceptionally  weU 
treated  in  the  1954  omnibus  rivers  and 
harbors  law  in  point  of  the  number  of 
projects  authorised.  I  tcatifled  on  be- 
half of  all  the  projects  ultimately  m- 
cluded  In  the  law  and  find  it  gratifjring 
that  they  were  approved.  Funds  with 
which  to  carry  them  out  must  await 
another  Congress,  but  authorization  Is 
at  least  a  long  first  step.  In  the  case 
of  Tactxna's  port  industrial  waterway, 
among    the    projects    authortsed.    my 

State's  Sautters  even  icere  successful 
in  amending  the  supidemental  appro- 
priations bill  to  Include  the  appropria- 
tion required,  but  the  House  Appro- 
priations Committee  knocked  out  these 
funds. 


In  thiB  lame  general  field,  the  Corps 
of  Bigtneexa.  at  my  request,  was  directed 
to  mirvcy  zmtd  Canyon,  m  the  Hocse 
Heaven  Bills,  for  flood-control  possitaill- 
ties.  Waters  from  this  canyon  perlodi- 
caUy  flood  and  damage  the  city  of 
Kennewick. 


The  nonlegislative  duties  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  can  be  counted  by  the 
score  each  day.  Most  are  for  individiials. 
some  are  tor  industries,  some  are  for 
entire  oommunitles.  Again.  Just  touch- 
ing the  high  spots,  I  should  like  to  men- 
tion that  I  have  participated  in  the 
effort,  gratifylngly  successful,  to  mahi- 
tain  a  stable  work  schedule  at  the  Puget 
Sound  Naval  Shipyard;  in  the  successfxil 
drive  to  obtain  approval  of  a  new  ter- 
mixml  post  oflloe  for  Seattle ;  in  obtaining 
a  market  for  Cle  Elum-Roslyn  coal;  in 
the  arrangements  for  storing  gram  in 
the  reserve  fleets  at  Olympia  and  Astoria, 
which  not  only  provided  profitable  activ- 
ity for  men  at  the  ports  of  Tacoma. 
Seattle,  and  Vancouver,  but  also  put 
those  idle  vessels  to  woiic;  in  gaining 
substantial  additional  military  sea  trans- 
port servloe  activity  for  Puget  Sound;  in 
attempts  to  solve  the  economic  problem 
creatAA  for  the  Port  Townsend  area  by 
the  dosiue  of  Fort  Worden. 

I  have  resisted,  in  those  cases  where  I 
thought  (H>posltion  was  justified,  the 
steady  parade  of  removab  of  Federal 
oflloes  and  activities  from  my  State. 
The  administration,  I  would  observe, 
seems  bent  on  making  Washington  a 
poor  stepchild  of  California. 

Finally,  I  should  like  to  take  this 
means  of  infmming  my  constituents 
that  my  Washington,  D.  C.  office  will 
remam  open,  and  that  I  shall  be  in  the 
State  from  now  until  near  the  year's 
end,  with  oflices  in  the  United  States 
Courthouse,  Seatt^. 


Tkc  HoMnUc  Carl  T.  Cvtis 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  RICHARD  M.  SIMPSON 

or  PKirKBTi.vAinA 
a  THB  BOUSE  OF  BBPBBSENTATrVXS  ' 

Friday,  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  for  the  past  16  years  the  First 
Congressional  District  of  Nebraska  has 
been  ably  represented  m  the  House  of 
Representatives  by  my  distinguished 
friend  and  colleagiie.  the  Honorable  Cabl 
T.  Coins.  It  is  with  great  regret  that 
I  wldi  to  advise  you  that  this  is  the  last 
Congress  in  which  Mr.  Cttbtis  wiU  be  a 
Representative.  Our  loss,  however,  is  the 
Senate's  gain.  Mr.  Custis  will  surely 
serve  in  the  84th  Congress,  but  in  a  dif- 
ferent capacity,  that  as  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Nebradca. 

Although  only  49  years  old,  Cabx.  is 

dean  of  the  Nebraska  oongrentonal  dele- 
gation. He  enjoys  a  long  record  of 
achievement  in  the  House  of  Repreeenta- 
tivea.  I  prediefe  that  his  service  In  Uw 
United  States  Senate  wm  be  OMrked  by 
the  same  integrity,  industry,  and  capaci- 


ty as  a  legidator  and  stateosaB  which  h« 
evidenced  as  a  OongresamaB. 

I  brieve  aU  Members  of  the  Howe 
know  that  Mr.  Cums  was  elsetod  to  the 
Tfth  CoBgresB  and  took  oOloe  Janoaiy  X 
1939.  It  is  also  weU  known  that  ha  be- 
came a  member  of  the  Ways  and  IImim 
Committee  m  1945.  However,  as  one  oC 
those  who  has  had  the  privilege  of  know- 
ing Cail  Coins  mtlmately,  as  a  col- 
league and  friend.  I  want  to  taring  to 
your  attention  and  the  attention  ot  the 
country  some  of  his  aohlevemMite  whleh, 
because  of  his  innate  modesty,  Mr.  Cos- 
Tis  may  have  permitted  to  be  overlooked. 

I  served  with  Cabl  Cuans  on  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  and  have  first- 
hand knowledge  of  his  Infhienee  upoi 
legislation  affecting  the  ontlre  Nation. 
Not  only  is  he  an  outstanding  authority 
on  social  security,  but  he  has  also  been : 
the  author  of  many  provisions  m  9ar 
Federal  tax  laws  which  have  aided  tlM 
farmer  and  the  businessman.  His  hi- 
terest  in  the  youth  of  Amerlea.  as  a  fam- 
ily man,  has  made  him  particularly  active 
in  supporting  the  4-H  groups. 

It  is  doubtful,  to  my  mind,  that  any 
congressional  district  In  the  Ihilted 
States  has  ever  been  more  aUy  served 
than  has  the  First  Oongrecstonal  Z>istrtet 
of  Nebraska,  during  the  busy  and  fruit- 
ful years  Mr.  Cutns  has  represented  its 
interests  here  in  Washington.  Now  thai 
he  has  been  called  upon  by  his  State  to 
serve  in  the  United  StatM  Senate,  we 
in  the  House  will  miss  his  forkful  per- 
sonality and  cheerful  friendliness.  How- 
ever, I  feel  sure  that  all  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  will  ioin  with  me  In 
wishing  Cakl  Cums  continued  success 
in  the  discharge  of  his  new  reeponslbUl- 
ties. 

The  First  Congressional  District  of  Ne- 
braska is  losing  an  excellent  Congress- 
man, but  the  entire  State  of  Nebnuka 
will  gain  a  most  able  and  Qualified 
Senator. 


Farm  Pragram 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  JOHN  B.  BENNEH 

or  aocHMAV 
IN  TBM  HOUBB  OP  BSFBCSBM 1' AITVBB 

Friday,  August  20, 1954 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  voted  against  the  farm  bin 
providing  for  flexible  price  supports 
when  it  was  before  the  House  recently 
and  was  against  the  conferenee  report, 
which  was  even  worse  than  the  original 
bill  which  pa  seed  the  House. 

The  prosperity  and  stability  of  Ameri- 
can agriculture  is  one  of  the  most  Im- 
portant domestic  problems  which  has 
faced  this  Congress.  What  is  good  for 
agriculture  is  good  tar  every  other  seg- 
ment of  cor  eooDomy,  and  the  country 
as  a  Whole.  What  is  bad  f  or  afrieu^ttare 
is,  Ifloewlae,  bad  for  the  fvmstndfr  of 
oureeooaasy.  nis  a  matter  of  fact  < 
nattntial  w^tmx*  and  prosperttar 
in  fatrge  «icaice  on  the  wtUmre  and 
perity  of  the  American  f  i 
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of  il«rieaitara  Benaon  made 
*  Mrtoai  wMak*  on  Ainll  1  ctf  thte  year 
«lMn  he  tedoced  the  nippoft  level  on 
delr^  pgeducte  to  n  pereent  a<  twrlty. 
llifi  aetton  on  ttie  part  of  tlie  Seoetary 
<tf  ^Mpleiilture  has  eauaed  ttiedatry 
fanaflB  of  my  dtotrict  and  elsewhere 
aroiBMl  ttie  eountn^— coaatderalde  hard- 
difp  and  lew  of  tocome.  Tliat  is  the 
reaaon  I  Introduced  a  bill  to  f  orMd  the 
Seeretary  ot  Agriciflture  to  reduce  the 
support  lerd  on  datry  products  by  more 
than  S  pereent  hi  any  1  year.  ;  That 
hi  alao  the  reason  I  supported  the 
asMmdment  of  the  gentleaian  from  Wis- 
oonttn  [Mr.  CKomskz]  ISo  restore  the 
90  percent  parity  level  for  dairy  prod- 
uets.  'In  all  fairness,  thte  amendment 
sboold  have  been  adopted  and  I  regret 
v«ry  nuoh  that  It  was  rejected. 

Tbit  advocates  of  a  fleziUe  sopport 
pKpgram  tell  us  this  action  is  neqessary 
in  oMer  to  reduee  surpluses  of  dairy 
produetB  which  are  now  <m  hand;  but. 
the  truth  is  that  a  flexUde  prograia  may 
have  just  the  o^Kwite  effect  The  best 
and  most  effective  way  to  unload  the 
sttrptos  of  dairy  prodiicts  whl^  the  Gov- 
emment  has  cm  hand  is  to  dispose  of  It 
through  school  lunch  programs;  various 
pubUe  wdfare  programs;  and  to  permit 
pet^la  who  are  receiving  old-age  asslst- 
anee  and  other  forms  of  public  aid  to  buy 
theae  products  at  prices  they  can  afford 
to  pay.  I  am  sponsoriiv  a  bill  which 
would  provide  for  the  diqwsal  of  mirplus 
food  stocks  in  this  very  manner. 

.  It  is  true  that  surpluses  of  farm  prod- 
ucts are  troublesome,  but  we  should 
thank  Ood  we  live  in  a  land  of  plenty 
rather  than  a  land  of  scarcity.  The 
farmers  and  the  siqyport  program  are 
being  blamed  for  these  surpluses—but 
nothing  could  be  further  from  the  truth. 
The  truth  is  that  the  present  surplus  is 
eauaed  not  by  the  support  program,  nor 
by  the  farmer,  but  by  the  Oovemment, 
itself.  During  the  war  period  our  Gov- 
ernment pleaded  with  the  farmer  to  in- 
crease their  plants  In  order  to  provide 
necessary  food  and  fiber  for  our  own 
people  and  for  oxir  allies.  Our  farmers 
responded  patriotically  and  produced  to 
the  fuUeat  extent  After  the  war  it  was 
the  poUcy  of  the  Gkyvemment  to  reha- 
Itflltate.our  allies  and  supply  them  with 
food.  With  Amerlean  aid  European 
farms  were  restored  and  the  productiv- 
ity reestablished.  Since  that  thne  the 
need  for  export  of  farm  commodities  has 
not  been  as  great.  Surely  the  farmer 
cannot  be  blamed  for  doing  the  very 
thing  his  Govemmmt  asked  him  to  do. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  invested  bil- 
lions of  dollars  during  the  last  decade 
in  materiel  td  war.  This  materiel  is  not 
charged  as  surplus,  against  American  in- 
dustry. Food  is  also  a  materiel  of  war 
and,  therefore,  its  present  abundance 
should  be  charged  agiUnst  the  farm  pro- 
gram which  has  protected  not  only 
the  farmer  but  every  segment  of  our 
economy. 

It  has  also  been  charged  that  agricul- 
ture has  been  and  is  subsidlaed  more 
than  any  other  part  of  our  economy. 
Nothing  could  be  f  mrther  from  the  truth. 
T|af  tmtli  is  that  since  the  beginning  of 
World  War  JI  subsidies  rdatad  to  our 
war  produeticm  have  cost  some  $46  bil- 
lion.   Tet  oiu:  country's  farm  price  sup- 


port and  surplus  removal  operations  in 
the  last  20  years  have  only  cost  13^  bil- 
lion—less than  1  pereent  of  tke  total 
value  of  tbe  crop  and  livestock  miurketed. 

It  is  also  argued  that  a  flexible  system 
would  result  in  lower  living  co8t<.  This, 
too,  has  been  proven  a  fallacy.  Let  us 
take  a  look  at  a  few  items  on  today's 
prices.  If  cotton  were  reduced  to  75  per- 
cent of  parity,  it  would  lower  the  price 
about  5  cents  per  pound.  The  average 
amount  of  raw  cotton  in  a  shirt  1b  three- 
quarters  of  a  pound.  This  would  save 
the  consumer  4  cents  on  a  $2.50  shirt;  a 
housedress  three-quarters  of  a  pound 
saving  eonsmner  4  cents  on  a  $2.98  or 
$4.98  dress.  A  similar  small  saving 
would  be  madf!  on  other  cotton  foods. 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  wheat.  The 
value  of  the  fanner's  wheat  in  a  1 -pound 
loaf  of  bread  til  1953  was  2  Vz  ceMs.  The 
average  sale  of  1-pound  loaves  during 
1963  was  60.4  cents.  The  farmek-  would 
have  to  reduce  the  price  of  wheat  80 
cents  per  bushel  to  save  the  confiumer  1 
cent  per  loaf. 

In  1952  the  price  of  the  farmer's  to- 
bacco going  into  cigarettes  ajveraged 
about  55  cents  per  p>ound.  The  farmer's 
share  in  a  regular  size  package  was  3.3 
cents.  To  save  the  consiimer  1  #ent  per 
package  of  cigarettes  the  farmer  would 
have  to  reduce  his  price  over  15  cents 
per  pound.  Likewise  the  75  percent 
level  on  dairy  products  leaves  little,  if 
any,  saving  to  the  ultimate  cotisumer, 
but  it  will  mean  a  tremendous  llnaneial 
Ibes  to  the  farmer. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  like  to  make  one 
final  argument.  The  proponents  of 
the  flexible  system  contend  that  the  90 
percent  support  program  is  pricing  our 
farm  goods  out  of  the  world  market. 
There  may  be  some  truth  in  this  conten- 
tion, but  It  is  likewise  true  that  our  in- 
dustrial goods  and  finished  products  are 
also  being  pria^d  out  of  the  world  market 
for  the  simple  and  obvious  reaaon  that 
oiu:  wage  scale;  on  the  farm  an4  in  the 
factory  is  at  much  higher  levels  than  in 
any  other  place  on  the  face  of  the  globe. 
We  cannot  compete  with  slave  wage  rates 
which  are  paid  In  foreign  countries. 
Therefore  th«i  argument  that  farm 
prices  are  too  high  for  export  does  not 
hold  water. 

The  farmer  cannot  walk  alone.  He 
cannot  be  asked  to  sell  his  products  in 
a  free  market  and  buy  them  in  a  pro- 
tected market.  All  the  American  farmer 
wants  is  a  fair  and  equal  chance. 
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Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  RABAIJT.  Mr.  Speaker,  there 
never  has  been  any  question  in  nty  mind, 
smce  the  time  I  first  entered  the  House 
in  1935,  as  to  the  importance  iind  the 


preeminence  of  the  automobile  Industry 
in  the  free  American  way  of  Kfe.  I  have 
watched  the  city  of  Detroit  aiid  the  State 
of  Michigan  and  the  entire  Hatlon  grow 
in  strength  and  vigor  and  pr(kqperlty  be- 
cause of  the  automobile.  w|  have  seen 
how.  heretofore,  in  line  witk  increased 
standards  of  living  and  lowered  produc- 
tion costs,  almost  every  family  either 
owns  or  can  look  forward  t^  owning  a 
motorcar.  We  know  that theautomobile 
has  bec(Hne  the  s]rmbol  of  Vankee  in- 
genuity and  genius,  no  matter  in  what 
section  of  this  earth  you  may  go. 

The  automobile  is  as  truly  and  typi- 
cally American  as  Is  soda  pop  on  a  warm 
summer  afternoon  or  baselxill  or  ham- 
burgers and  hot  dogs. 

The  automobile  industry  is  one  of  the 
sturdiest  props  upon  which '  our  entire 
economic  structure  rests.  Yet.  in  1954, 
it  is  in  trouble. 

Earlier  this  year.  Mr.  Speaker,  while 
this  House  was  detmting  patMge  of  the 
St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Csr- 
poration,  I  spoke  out  in  behalf  of  the 
area  from  which  I  come  and  which  I  have 
served  in  Congress  for  18  years.  These 
were  my  words: 

I  want  to  make  n  special  appeal  to  tbe 
Members  of  tbe  House  today  In  tbe  name 
of  tbe  great  automobile  industry,  wblcb  Is 
located  in  tbe  Great.  Lakes  area,  Tbe  auto- 
mobile industry  bas  brougbt  we|iltb  Into  tbe 
economy  and  a  cbange  into  tba  Uvea  of  the 
people  of  almost  every  section  <^f  tbe  world. 
It  has  done  a  tremendous  Job  fcf*  tbe  United 
States.  It  has  increased  real  e>tatc  values 
in  every  section  of  tbe  country.  Almost 
everyone  of  you  would  admit  tbRt  you  could 
not  live  where  you  reside  if  it  iwere  not  for 
the  good  roads  and  if  It  were  not  for  tbe 
automobiles.  You  who  bring  3»our  produce 
to  market  from  your  districts  rcKsognlze  that 
tbe  automobile  is  the  cause  of  tbie  good  roads. 
It  is  the  goose  that  laid  tbe  golden  eggs. 
That  industry  has  served  so  Vrell,  it  bas 
grown  from  a  luxiuy  to  a  necessity  in  our 
very  way  of  life. 

The  automobile  Industry  purfchaaea  prod- 
ucts from  every  State  in  tbe  Uttlon.  It  bas 
made  a  tremendous  business  tbfougbout  tbe 
Nation.  It  is  tbe  first  business  of  tbe  Na- 
tion, surpassing  in  gigantic  ^rldea  every 
other  phase  of  economic  activity  in  the 
country.  The  automobile  Is  dependent  upon 
steel,  and  the  Detroit  area  in  t^e  dark  days 
of  World  War  n  earned  for  Ittelf.  because 
of  its  significance,  lt«  know-boi^.  Its  genius, 
and  Its  manpower  the  name  of  tbe  "hub  of 
the  arsenal  of  democracy."  This  Is  tbe  indus- 
try that  is  dependent  upon  tb^  Great  Lakes 
area.  This  is  where  it  exists.  |t  appeals  to 
this  House  today  for  its  support  of  this  blU. 

The  automobile  industry  atill  has  the 
manpower,  the  productive  cat>acity  upon 
which  it  has  become  famo^.  It  still 
retains  its  genius  and  its  itision.  But 
it  no  longer  has  the  market.  |t  no  longer 
has  the  buyers.  ' 

As  a  consequence,  this  indi^ry  is  reel- 
ing. It  may  well  be  that,  if  something 
is  not  soon  done  to  rectify  this  great 
problem,  our  working  people-r-with  their 
ability  and  know-how,  and  our  unrivaled 
auto  manufacturies  may  suffer  severe 
hardship.  ETven  now.  unemployment  in 
Michigan,  the  home  of  the  auto,  has 
reached  staggering  heights,  disaster  pro- 
portions. 

The  problem  of  recession,  >grave  as  it 
is,  has  affected  other  sections  of  our 
country  also. 
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For  the  first  €  months  of  1054,  tbe 
national  percentase  of  those  who  have 
been  forced  to  cash  in  life  inaoranoe  poli- 
cies has  been  up  23  percent.  Loans  on 
life  insurance  for  the  flrvt  •  months  of 
1954  are  up  nearly  37  pereent  from  last 
year.  In  manufacturing,  the  average 
wage  has  dropped  to  approximately  $71  a 
week.  Prices  contlniM  to  creep  upward. 
Foreclosiu'es  are  on  the  inereaae.  Over- 
time pay  it  virtoany  nonexistent;  the 
average  weekly  timesheet  is  less  than  40 
hours.    Mortgages  are  up  11  percent. 

We  need  Jobs  to  incrtiase  buying  and 
to  halt  retrogression  and  possible  de- 
pression. 

We  must  take  steps  to  stimulate  a 
market  which,  up  to  this  time,  has  served 
as  an  indicator  of  the  healthful  condi- 
tion of  our  econozmiy.  We  must  do 
something  to  invigorate  our  sagging 
economy. 

Yet,  at  a  time  when  vork  is  down  and 
unemployment  is  up,  w«i  have  seen  that 
tax  relief  is  parched  out  to  those  who 
stand  least  in  need  of  it. 

We  have  the  goods  on  our  shelves,  the 
autos  in  our  showroomii.  but  we  cannot 
buy  them.  There  was  a  time  when  we 
could,  but  it  seems  past 

It  can  be  said,  generally,  that  what  is 
good  for  the  auto  manufacturing  indus- 
try is  good  for  the  entire  national  econ- 
omy. Its  byproducts  are  sold  and  Ite 
influences  are  felt  m  every  comer  of  our 
land.  It  is  the  chief  custmner  of  the 
steel  industry  and  what  affects  the  for- 
mer works  a  hardship  or  otherwise,  as 
the  case  may  be,  upon  the  latter.  Rub- 
ber is  dependent.  In  greiit  measure,  upon 
the  automobile. 

In  short,  the  auto  Industry  is  one  of  our 
p  votal  American  induraies,  the  success 
and  furtherance  of  which  should  be  the 
deep  concern  of  our  CHnremment.  our 
policymakers,  and  of  every  dtiaen  Ux 
our  land. 

For,  In  war  and  in  peace.  It  has  been 
a  stanch  defender  of  cnir  liberties  and 
a  most  productive  and  dependable  friend. 


eral  tax  laws,  tax-reduction  measures, 
amendments  to  our  social  security  and 

iinwnpfciymeut  compensation  programs, 
customs  staipllflcatlon  and  tariff  revi- 
sion, and  ssnendments  to  the  renegotia- 
tion act  of  1951.  Fbr  the  most  part  this 
legislation  represented  important  meas- 
ures in  the  President's  legislative  pro- 
gram. All  this  legislation  was  consid- 
ered moat  carefully  and  deUberately  by 
the  committee  before  reporting  it  to 
the  House  of  Representatives.  Public 
hearings  were  held  on  much  of  the 
legislation  reported  by  the  committee 
followed  by  a  thorough  study  m  execu- 
tive session. 

This  distinguished  legislative  record 
should  provide  a  source  of  satisfaction 
and  a  realisation  of  accomplishment  to 
the  committee  membership.  It  is  a 
tribute  to  the  unceasing  effort,  coopera- 
ticm.  and  ability  of  my  coUegaues  on  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

I  would  like  at  this  time  to  briefly  re- 
fer to  the  legislative  activity  of  the  com- 
mittee and  other  matters  affecting  the 
committee  during  the  83d  Congress. 

In  the  1st  and  2d  sessions  of  the  83d 
Congress,  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  reported  a  total  of  52  bills.  The 
status  of  those  bills  is  as  follows: 

LegialatiTe  status:  BiUa 

Knaeted  Into  law >41 

Passed  by  tbe  House .    »7 

Reeonunltted  by  the  House .    'a 

Rtile  not  granted 'a 

PsiMd  House  and  Senate  but  Presi- 
dential approval  withheld *1 

*  Includes  one  Mil  (8.  3447)  enacted  with- 
cut  being  reported. 

*  Of  thaae  7  bUla,  3  (H.  R.  SS70  and  4037) 
were  eaibodled  in  H.  R.  8S00  (Public  Law 
681). 

*  H.  R.  6S04  and  H.  R.  641S. 
*H.  R.  1  and  H.  R.  6S34. 

*  H.  R.  167.  \ 

During  Uie  Congress,  the  cammlttee 
held  104  days  of  public  hearings  on  a 
variety  of  subjects  and  beard  the  testi- 
mony of  approximately  I.ISS  witnesses. 
Data  concerning  these  hearings  follow: 


AcceiapBtliaieati   af  Am 
Ways  and  Means  in  the  8M  C«a«i«ss 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

ov 

HON.  DANIEL  A.  REED 

or  mw  TC«x 

IN  THX  HOUSI  OF  EB'&ESSin'A'nVXS 

Friday.  August  20. 19S4 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speak- 
er. I  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity 
to  commend  my  Mlleagues  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means  for  their 
outstanding  record  of  accomplishment 
made  dining  the  83d  Congress.  This 
record  was  comiUled  only  as  the  result 
of  the  most  diligent  and  conscientious 
effort  on  the  part  of  every  committee 
member. 

Since  the  convening  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress on  January  3. 191>3,  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means  ixu  acted  favorably 
on  16  major  bills  and  several  bills  of 
somewhat  lesser  impcHlAnce.  The  major 
legislation  included  re^dBion  of  our  Fed- 


Subjret 


UX. 

distilled 


spirits   bonding 


Ondoated 
Extenaiao 

period.... 

TTnempiayineiit  tnsoraoor — 

AdmisBions  tax  on  movie  tbeaten 

R««iproosl  trade  extension 

CustooH  AnplUlcstkm 

Kicw  proflU  tax  cxUrosioa — ._..„._.. 

RerpiKw  reTfatoii 

SecialMcarity 

Increasing  free  entry  Umitatieo  allowed 

Ameriosa  toaristB. — . 


Days 


3 
3S 

1 
16 

7 
II 
U 
12 


Wit- 


30 
fiO 
62 

aos 

4S 

113 
604 
110 

11 


A  more   detailed  breakdown   of   the 
work  of  the  committee  follows: 
x.  VMMBua.  Tax  acvuioiv  ca.  a.  smo,  poblxc 

LAW   ••!> 

During  the  83d  Congress  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means  conduced  an 
unprecedented  and  mtensive  study  of  our 
tax  laws  desiffoed  to  devdop  a  more 
equitable  and  more  precise  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code.  This  project  was  initiated 
pursuant  to  a  motion  adopted  by  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue 
Taxation  on  August  16.  1951.  In  re- 
sponse to  a  questionnaire  seat  out  to  the 
general  public,  over  15.000  taxpayer  sug- 


gestions for  improvunentg  la  tlie  later- 
nal  Revenue  Code  were  received.  Ofoi^iis 

of  leading  tax  experts  ttirooahoat  the 
country  were  organised  to  study  qpeollle 
problem  areas  in  our  Federal  tax  strue- 
ture.  These  groups  fomlsbsd  reporti  U 
the  committee.  Many  organlaations 
conferred  with  the  technical  staff  on  tax 
proposals. 

The  committee  conducted  public  hear- 
ings on  40  different  topics  of  major  &b- 
portance  in  connection  with  general  tax 
revLsion.  In  the  coiurse  of  these  hear- 
ings, the  c<Mnmittee  heard  testtmony 
from  over  500  witnesses.  It  conducted 
hearings  on  25  days  and  10  nights.  The 
committee  remained  after  adjoumsaent 
of  the  first  session  for  2  weeks  to  con- 
clude this  program  of  hearings. 

The  staff  of  the  Joint  Committee  en 
Internal  Revenue  Taxation,  tbe  commit- 
tee staff,  and  the  staffs  at  the  Treasury 
Department  and  the  Internal  Revenue 
Service  conducted  Joint  studies  covering 
the  entire  code.  This  work  continued 
intensively  while  Congress  was  in  ad- 
Joumment  between  the  1st  and  3d  ses- 
dons. 

When  the  Congress  convened  for  the 
second  session.  Uie  coounittee  started 
promptly  to  work  In  daily  executivt  ses- 
sions on  the  preparation  of  the  new  eode. 
The  biU  which  was  reported.  H.  R.  BSOO. 
Is  the  first  comprehensive  revision  of  the 
Federal  tax  laws  ever  tmdertaken.  Al- 
most 900  pages  long,  it  Is  the  larvest 
piece  of  legislation  ever  enacted  by  the 
Congress.  The  bill  was  signed  into  law 
by  the  President  on  August  18.  1984. 
This  legislation  was  lefened  to  by  tbm 
President  as  the  oornerstone  of  his  leg- 
islative program.  It  has  been  esttmated 
that  over  500.000  man-hours  of  work 
have  been  spent  on  the  bill  by  tbo  mem- 
bers of  the  oommittae  and  the  te^hnleal 
experts  who  participated  in  Its  prapara- 

tiOIL 

XL.  onm  {.nxsLanvB  woax  Duauia  ncs  msf 

Many  of  the  bHIs  whldi  tbe  commit- 
tee reported  during  the  first  session  were 
enacted  into  law  during  the  second  ses- 
sion. 

A.  Tax  UBoisKJiTiaar 

H.  R.  1:  This  Mil  provided  for  an  in- 
dividual income-tax  reduction  for  tbe 
calendar  year  1953  by  moving  back  toy  6 
months  the  termination  date  of  the  in- 
dividual income  tax  inereaae  Impoeert 
imder  the  Revenue  Act  of  1951.  The 
Revenue  Act  of  lasi  provided  an  in- 
crease in  individual  income  tax  liabiUty 
of  about  11  peroenrof  the  then  existing 
tax.  or  9  percent  of  the  inoome  after  tax. 
whichever  was  smaller.  Under  present 
law  this  increase  tmninated  as  of  De- 
cember 31, 1953.  under  H.  R.  1  tbe  tcr- 
minatimi  date  would  have  been  June  SP, 
1953.  This  legldation  was  not  omsid- 
oed  by  the  House  of  Repreaentatives. 

H.  R.  62:  This  biU  amends  sections  371 
of  the  Intonal  Revenue  Code  of  19S9  so 
as  to  pennit  disUned  spirits  and  wtaies 
rectified  in  bonded  manufacturing 
hou&ea.  claas  6.  and  distilled  splitts 
duoed  in  proof  and  bottled  In  audi 
bouses,  to  be  witbdxmwa  ttacreftam  wttb- 
out  payment  of  doty  or  tax  far  J 
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&B..«nt:  ThtaMB«ilaiafttoB»liM4> 

oes  <tf  tbe  UBtttd  aiitoft  ana 
jMStfMd  cbfUrai  ii  tbe  Riil^ipiBet  Iv 
UHifldim  UMt  <iMi&  diUdnn.  bom  or 

Isr  to  JaoxMury  1,  IMS.  Bay  be 
i  ••  dcpcodaBtB  b]^  yopaFen  vbo 

Iwn  ctf  tiw  AroMd  l^wMs  of 
4a»  WMI  8t»tC8  •!  the  time  Uw  chO- 
^tevi  «»•  tank  erlegaBy  adopted.  Tbe 

Iii«lli*iii  iif  ttds  WU  waie  Inoocporated 
mio  ttia  mtanaal  Reremie  Code  of  1M4. 
.    9.  B.  4163:  UtiB  US  extended  for  1 

year  the  inx>ytBlon8  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
Oode  of  IMS-nhk^  exdladed  from 
tBoaiBe  tbe  compauattoi  of 
of  the  Anned  Forces  of  the 
Ubited  States  received  as  the  resutt  of 
aettfo  semee  Jn  oomhat  aotnes,  mich  as 
Knrea.  or  hospttsMsed  as  the  result  of 
ipouodi.  rttiiif  It  or  faivenf  tneurred  while 
■wrrloK  in  a  ecMnbat  aone^ 

ItdB  MU  becaaae  PoUie  Law  No.  219. 
lioto:tbst  H.  R.  «aoo  enaeted  a  penna- 
Mot  proTtadon  which  win  eontlnue  this 
relief  while  the  draft  law  is  In  eOect. 

iI.B.4837:  This  hlU  amends  section 
tdM  (b>  <1)  of  the  mtemal  Rereniw 
Cede  of  isai^  so  as  to  permit  the  accept- 
.aaee  of  uncertified  checks  in  payment 
for  stamp  taxes.  The  rcsidt  of  the  bill 
is  that  uncertiaed  cheeks  aoay  be  used 
in  pagrment  of  all  types  of  Internal  Reve- 
nue taaces  without  zesard  to  whether  they 
are  ooUiectible  by.  the  use  of  stamps. 

This  bill  has  passed  the  House  but  was 
not  acted  on  ^  the  Senate.  Note  that 
12ie  substance  of  ttie  bin  was  incorpo- 
rated into  H.  R.  8300. 

H.  R.  4M0.  This  bill  provided  that  a 
person  entitled  to  the  drawback  of  taxes 
paid  on  distilled  spirits  used  for  desig- 
nated noidieverase  purposes  can  dect  In 
writing  to  Hie  monthly  dalms  and  receive 
tbe  refund  on  a  monttily  basis  iqpon  the 
IQInv  of  an  appropriate  bond. 

The  bai  became  Piibiic  Law  283. 

H.R.9297:  This  bill  made  applicable 
to  ttie  Trust  Territories  of  the  Padflc 
Islands  the  sections  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code  of  1939  v^i^  are  derived  from 
the  OuTtnn  Antt-Narcotic  Act  enacted 
In  1914.  Tlietegidation  in  question  Is  de- 
alsued  to  provide  for  the  orderly  suppler 
of  nareottc  drugs  for  medical  purposes  in 
the  trust  teiritories. 

This  bffl  beeame  Pubhe  Law  238. 

R.R.  5407:  This  bin  extends  from  8  to 
12  years  the  period  durtaig  which  certain 
dlstllted  splzite  may  be  retained  in  in- 
ternal revenue  bonded  warehouses  before 
the  payment  of  tax. 

Tbe  bfD  was  passed  by  the  House  and 
reported  \if  the  Senate  Finance  Commit- 
tee. 

H.R.5898:  Tills  bill  provided  for  a  6- 
montti  extenrion  of  the  excess  profits  tax 


a*  reqoMtedlQr  the  Presidoit  so  as*  to  ex- 
tend  until  Deeember  31. 1953.  the  toerlod 
with  respect  to  -irtklch  the  excess  profits 
MiaB  be  effective  »t  ttie  fuU  rate.    , 
.    Tbe  bffl  became  PubUe  Lam  125» 

H.RM09:  Thia  bill  provided  for 
abatwiimt  irf  Jeopardy  assessment!  when 
Jeopardy  docs  not  exist. 

The  bin  became  Publie  Law  274. 

H.R.041S:  Thie  biU  provided  that 
employees  of  ttie  Federal  Oovemment 

latajeet  to  an  iQcome  tax  impofed  by 
cities  with,  a  population  of  5004)00  or 
more  persons  shall  jmrsuant  to  an  iaffree- 
ment  between  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
U|y  and  the  proper  State  authorities  have 
aueh  city  income  taxes  withheld  from 
their  pay. 

Ibis  bin  was  recommitted  by  the 
Houses 

H.R.6426.  This  bill,  known  ^  the 
Technical  Changes  Act  of  19&3,  coqtained 

17  sections  amending  various  prot^isions 
of  the  Internal  Revmue  Code  ck.  1939. 
Among  the  most  important  of  th^se  was 
a  section  eliminating  the  provision  of  the 
Code  which  pennitted  citizens  of  the 
•United  States  to  avoid  United  Staples  in- 
come taxes  upon  amounts  earned  abroad 
if  they  renuin  absent  from  the  United 
States  for  17  out  of  18  consecutive 
months,  even  though  they  did  not  Require 
a  foreign  residence.  Another  provision 
of  the  bill  permitted  the  amortizajtion  of 
farm  grain  storage  facilities  over  a  5-year 
period. 

Tbe  Senate  amended  the  bill  so  that 
citizens  who  remained  abroad  17  out  of 

18  months  could  retain  as  exempt  Income 
the  first  $20,000  earned  abroad. 

The  tdll  became  Public  Law  287w 
H.R.6440:  This  bill  extended  the 
benefits  of  section  345  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Act  of  1951  which  aba^s  the 
Income  tax  on  the  income  of  trust*  accu- 
mulated for  the  benefit  of  servicemen 
who  were  subse<iuently  killed  on  active 
duty  between  December  7. 1941.  and  Jan- 
uary 1, 1948.  to  cases  which,  prior  to  the 
1951  legislation,  had  been  adjudicated 
by  the  courts. 

This  bill  was  reported  by  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  with  amendments 
but  was  not  passed  by  the  Senate. 

•.  TkMSrr  AJfD  CUSTOMS  LCCIBLATIOH 

H.R.  222:  Tliis  bill  suspends'  for  2 
years  the  import  duty  imposed  vmder 
paragraph  207  of  the  Tariff  Act  Of  1930. 
as  amended,  on  crude  bauxite. 

The  bill  became  Public  Law  496. 

House  Joint  Resolution  293:,  This 
joint  resolution  would  permit  articles 
imported  from  foreign  coiintrles  ^or  the 
purpose  of  exhibition  at  the  Washington 
State  Third  International  Statf  Fair. 
Seattle,  Wash.,  to  be  admitted  without 
payment  of  tarUf  or  duties. 

The  resolution  became  Publie  Law  185. 

H.R568:  This  bin  extended  until 
Jtme  30,  1954.  the  suspension  of  the 
2-cents-per-pound  import  tax  on  copper 
imposed  under  section  3425  of  ttie  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code  of  1939. 

The  bill  became  PubUc  Law  4. ' 

H.  R.  2763 :  This  bill  amends  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930  so  as  to  provide  Ibr  tbe 
assessment  of  duty  and  Import  ^ax.  on 
dowels  of  certein  species  of  wood  at  the 
same  rate  applicable  to  lumber  of  the 
sam;  species  of  wood  and  to  provide  for 


the  duty-free  entry  of  doweb  i|ot  of  cer- 
tain qpeciflc  types  of  wood. 

The  bill  became  Publie  Law  |9S. 

H.  R.  3658:  Thia  bill  continited  for  an 
additional  2  years  the  extstlng  }aw  which 
permite  the  entry  of  bona  fldergifta  that 
do  not  exceed  $50  in  value  without  the 
payment  of  duties  or  taxes,  When  such 
gifts  are  sent  from  abixMul  by*  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces. 

The  bill  became  Public  Law  19. 

H.  R.  3659:  Tliis  bill  oontlhued  untU 
July  1.  1955.  the  existing  l^w  which 
allows  the  exemption  from  duty  of  per- 
sonal and  hou8eh<4d  effects  brought  into 
the  United  States  under  OOvemment 
orders.  i 

The  bill  became  Public  Lawi  20. 

H.R.5148:  This  bill  continued  the 
existing  exemption  of  metal  scrap  from 
import  duties  and  taxes  fen:  an<^ther  year, 
until  June  30.  1954,  but  excluding  the 
Zinc  scrap  from  Uie  suspenalon  unless 
such  zinc  scrap  is  imported  Under  the 
terms  of  a  written  contract  eiltered  into 
prior  to  July  1.  1953.  j 

The  bill  became  Public  Law  221. 

H.R.  5534:  This  biU,  as  i  reported, 
would  siispend  for  1  year  the  duty  upon 
silicon  aluminum,  or  certein  aluminum 
silicon,  aluminum,  alumlnumi  scrap,  or 
aluminum  alloy.  i 

The  bill  did  not  pass  the  House. 

H.  R.  5495:  This  biU,  knolm  as  the 
Trade  Agreements  Extension  Act  of  1953, 
extended  until  June  12. 1954,  the  author- 
ity of  the  President  to  enter  Into  trade 
agreements,  as  requested  by  the  Presi- 
dent, reduced  from  1  year  to:  9  months 
the  period  within  which  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission must  make  its  invesUgation  and 
report  on  applications  for  r^ef  under 
the  esci4>e  clause,  and  estebllahed  a 
temporary  bipartisan  oommlspdon  to  be 
known  as  the  Commission  on  Foreign 
Economic  Policy.  i 

The  bill  became  Public  Law  215. 

H.  R.  5561:  This  bill  was  designed  to 
make  it  clear  that  chemically  synthe- 
sized cocaine  and  other  narcpUc  drugs 
are  covered  by  existing  provisions  of 
law,  and  to  the  same  extent,  at  are  those 
narcotic  drugs  which  are  produced  from 
natural  sources.  > 

The  bill  became  PubUc  Laif  240. 

H.  R.  5877:  This  bill,  knoWn  as  the 
Customs  Simplification  Act  of  1953.  rep- 
resented a  major  overhaul  an(i  moderni- 
zation of  the  administrative  and  pro- 
cedural provisions  of  the  c\i$toms  law. 
It  contained  24  sections  designed  to  sim- 
plify customs  operations,  redijce  both  to 
the  Government  and  to  the  public  the 
expense  and  delay  incident  lb  customs 
administration,  and  eliminate  certein 
inequities.  ' 

The  bill  became  Public  Law'  243. 

H.  R.  5894:  This  bill  pit)po6ed  to 
amend  the  Trade  Agreements  Extension 
Act  of  1951  and  certain  other  provi- 
sions of  law  in  order  to  provide  pro- 
tection for  American  workecs,  miners, 
farmers,  and  producers. 

The  bill  was  recommitted  tfy  the  vote 
of  the  House. 

H.  R.  6465:  This  bill  closed  the  loop- 
holes in  the  terlff  laws  by  which  foreign 
producers  have  avoided  the  import  duty 
imposed  for  the  protection  of  the  do- 
mestic rubber-soled  footwear  industry. 

The  bill  became  Public  Law'  479. 
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H.  R.  IMt:  Tills  bffl  saeoded  certain 
adminletrathre  pKWialOia  of  the  Tariff 
Act.  as  aaaemled.  with  respect  to  the 
determlnatkKi  of  vahae.  the  eonvenkm 
of  currcskey,  and  reecttry  of  eertaln 
American  metal  ivoducte  exported  for 
further  luroeeaing. 

The  blB  psssed  the  House  but  was  not 
acted  on  by  the  Senate. 


C.   80CIAI.  SaCDBXTT  AMB  WXUlI 


T  WnWATlOW 


H.  R.  2062:  This  bUI  permitted  the 
coordinatioD  of  the  Wisconsin  retire- 
ment fxmd  with  the  Fed«!ral  old-age  and 
survivors  insurance  syst«m  by  permit- 
ting members  of  the  Wisconsin  retire- 
ment fund,  while  retairJng  the  protec- 
tion of  that  fund,  to  be  covered  by  old- 
age  and  survivors  insursjioe  if  the  Stete 
so  desires. 

The  bill  became  Public  Law  379. 

H.  R.  4151 :  This  bill  provided  for  the 
extension  until  July  1. 1955.  of  the  exist- 
ing wage  credits  with  respect  to  the  Old- 

Age  and  Survivors  Insurance  system  of 
individuals  who  have  served  In  the  ac- 
tive military  and  naval  service  of  the 
United  Stetes  since  September  14.  1940. 

The  bill  became  Public  law  369. 

H.  R.  5173:  This  bill  provided  that 
the  excess  of  collections  Irom  the  Federal 
unemplosrment  tax  over  unemployment 
compensation  administrative  expenses 
shall  be  used  to  estebUsh  and  maintein 
a  $200  miUlon  reserve  in  the  Federal 
unemployment  account  Under  the  bill 
this  reserve  is  to  be  available  for  ad- 
vances to  the  States.  The  bill  also  pro- 
vided that  the  remainder  of  such  excess 
collections  shall  be  pitumed  to  the 
States. 

The  bill  became  Public  Law  567. 

H.  R.  5303:  This  bill  amended  sections 
1006  and  1007  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1939  in  order  ts  permit  unem- 
ployment insurance  coverage  under 
State  unemplojrment  compensation  laws 
for  seamen  employed  on  certain  vessels 
operated  for  the  account  of  the  United 
States. 

The  bill  became  Public  Law  196. 
D.  oTRn  iMatMiArtatt 

H.  R  5356:  This  bill  provided  for  a 
system  of  Judicial  retirement  for  the 
judges  of  the  Tax  Court  of  the  United 
States.  It  provided  that  a  Judge  of  the 
Tax  Coiu-t  may  elect  to  retire  with  pay 
after  serving  for  a  period  of  10  years 
and  reaching  the  age  of  70,  or  after 
serving  an  aggregate  of  18  years,  or 
more.  His  retirement  pay  under  the 
bill  varies  in  proportion  to  his  length 
of  service.  Judges  who  elect  to  retire 
under  the  plan  may  be  recalled  at  the 
discretion  of  the  chief  Judge  up  to  90 
days  of  service  annually. 

The  bill  became  Public  Law  219. 

H.  R.  6287:  This  bill  amends  the  Re- 
negotiation Act  to  extend  the  renegotia- 
tion authority  to  December  31.  1954. 
The  present  expiration  date  is  December 
31,  1953.  In  addition,  the  bill  provides 
three  amendments  dealing  respectively 
with  synthetic  rubber,  prime  contracts 
for  machine  tools,  and  standard  oom- 
mercial  articles. 

The  bUl  passed  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress and  iB  now  awaiting  approval  by 
the  President. 


S.  R  M71:  This  bffl  provides  for  a 
temponury  M  bOUon  Ineretit  In  tiie 
statutory  debt  ItaBlt. 

TiM  bill  became  PubUe  Law  eat. 

In  addition  to  tbe  foregoing,  the  oom- 
mittee  hdd  3  days  of  public  hearings 
and  heard  33  witnesses  on  H.  R  1417.  a 
Un  to  provide  for  a  graduated  excise-tax 
rate  on  cigarettes  in  lieu  of  the  present 
flat  rate.  Bowever.  the  committee  took 
no  further  action  on  this  UlL 

m.  uaoLkTnn  woix  soiimo  m  sicomo 


A.  TAX  I.MSISLATION 

H.  R  8300:  This  bill.  consUtutlng  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954.  has  been 
referred  to  above. 

House  Concurrent  Resolution  363  and 
House  Concurrent  Resolution  268:  These 
concurrent  resolutions  were  designed  to 
make  certain  technical  and  conforming 
changes  relating  to  the  enrollment  of 
H.  R.  8300. 

H.  R.  8224:  This  biU  granted  excise- 
tax  relief  of  $1  billion  and  removed  cer- 
tato  discriminatory  features  of  the  ex- 
cise-tax provisions  of  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  of  1039.  Under  the  bill  most 
excise-tax  rates  which  were  in  excess 
of  10  percent  were  reduced  to  10  percent. 

The  bill  became  Public  Law  324. 
a  ttaaw  aks  cvsroacs  uoisLAnoN 

H.  R.  7709:  This  bill  continues  until 
the  close  of  June  SO.  1955.  the  suspen- 
sion of  certein  Import  texes  on  copper. 

The  bill  became  PubUc  Law  452. 

H.  R  8155:  This  bill  continues  until 
the  close  of  June  30, 1955,  the  suspension 
of  duties  and  import  taxes  on  metel 
scrap.    The  bill  became  Public  Law  678. 

H.  R.  8628:  This  bUl  amends  the  Tar- 
iff Act  of  1930  to  Insure  that  crude  sili- 
con carbide  imported  into  the  United 
Stetes  will  continue  to  be  exempt  from 
duty. 

The  bill  became  Public  Law  689. 

H.  R  8832:  This  bill  would  reclassify 
dictaphones  under  the  Tariff  Act  of  1980 
so  that  they  will  be  dutiable  as  business 
machines  rather  than  as  musical  instru- 
ments. 

The  bill  became  Public  Law  693. 

H.  R  9248:  This  bill  provides 4or  the 
deferment  of  the  filing  of  a  customs  bond 
in  connection  with  the  entry  of  certain 
racing  vtiiicles  and  craft  brought  into 
the  United  States  to  participate  in  non- 
purse-type  races. 

The  bill  became  Public  Law  694. 

H.  R.  9315:  llils  bill  provides  for  an 
18  months'  extension  on  a  recipcocal 
basis  of  the  period  of  the  free  entry  of 
Philippine  articles  Into  the  United 
States. 

The  bffl  became  Public  Law  474. 

H.  R.  9474:  This  bill  extends  the  au- 
thority of  the  President  to  enter  into 
trade  agreements  mider  seetkm  350  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  for  a  period  of  1 
additional  year. 

The  bin  became  Public  Law  4C4. 

H.  R.  9666:  This  bill  would  change 
th?  tariff  eJassiflcation  o<  bardboanl 
der  present  tariff  law.  Tbe  bm 
passed  the  House.  The  Senate 
Committee  did  not  rcpoet  the  MB.  bofi 
adopted  a  resOlutiOB  dfareettaiK  the  Unitod 
States  Tariff  CaaamisBtoB  to  make  a 
study  of  the  hardboard  indortiy  and  to 


repoK  on  the  proper  elallloatten  «f 
hardboard  on  or  hefort  Bibruiry  », 

196S. 

H.  R.  10009:  ItiM  blU  provMss  Kar  tiM 
review  of  customs  tariff  o^Mdutes.  Im- 
proves proceduras  for  the  lartff  dMrifl- 
cations  of  unenuiMrated  artlelia»  and 
makes  other  ehanges  la  the  eueUMM  laws. 

This  bill  is  awaiting  an^roval  fay  tta* 
President. 

House  Jobat  Rasohitlon  388:  thte  Jobst 

resolution  permits  arttoles  Impartid  tiOB 
foreign  countries  for  the  purpose  of  «id»i- 
bltion  at  the  First  Xntamattoiial  Inirtni- 
ment  Congress  and  jBipooltleB.  PhUadsl- 
phia.  Pa.,  to  be  admitted  wtthout  pay- 
ment of  tariff. 

The  resolution  beeame  Public  Law  4tl. 

House  Joint  Resolution  537 :  This  J^t 
resolution  permits  artioiss  IsspMtsd  from 
foreign  countries  for  the  purpose  at  exhl- 
biUon  at  the  Washington  State  Fourth 
IntemaUonal  Trade  nOr.  Beattk.  Wubn 
to  be  admitted  without  payBMBt  of  tariff. 

The  resolution  beoaoM  PubUoLaw  488. 

House  J<4nt  Resolution  548.  Tlds  Joint 
resolution  permita  articles  imported  from 
foreign  countries  for  the  purpose  of  exhi- 
bition of  the  International  Trade  Sample 
Fair.  Dallas.  Tsx..  to  be  admitted  with- 
out payment  of  tariffs 

"nie  resolution  became  PubUe  Law  4IC 

c.  SOCIAL  ssousrri  smb  wHAtm  ussnanow 

H.  R.  9366:  ThU  bill  oonstitutes  an 
overall  revision  and  Ilberalliatlon  of  the 
social-security  program.  Among  the 
amendmente  which  it  makes  tn  preeont 
law  are  those  which  extend  coverage  un- 
der the  old-age  and  survivors  InsuraDoe 
program  to  10.2  million  additional  per- 
sons, increase  the  beneflte  for  those  al- 
ready retired  and  those  who  wUl  retire 
In  the  future,  preserve  the  taMuraaoe 
rights  of  disabled  Individuali,  and  In- 
crease the  amount  of  earnings  permit- 
ted without  loss  of  benefits.  Aided  by 
the  extensive  analysis  made  by  ite  Sub- 
committee on  Social  Security,  the  oom- 
mlttee  held  extensive  pubhe  hearlnfi 
and  lengttiy  executive  semlons  In  order 
carefully  to  consider  this  impqrtent  leg- 
islation. 

The  bill  was  approved  by  the  President 
on  September  1, 1964. 

H.  R.  9707:  This  bill  extends  and  ba- 
proves  the  unemployment-lnsuranoe  sys- 
tem. It  extends  unemployment  eom- 
pensatlon  coverage  to  millions  of  work- 
ers to  whom  this  protection  has  not 
heretofore  been  available.  Tbe  bfU  is 
awaiting  approval  by  the  l^jj^sldent. 


8. 8605:  This  UU  aboMrtw  ths 
of  Assistant  Tleasmw 
Register  of  the  Treaauff  and  profldoi 
an  Under  Secretary  fbr  Ifooetacy  Af- 
fairs and  an  additloaal 
taiy  in  the  Tiiissiiij 
bill  becsoae  PoMie  Law  Slf. 

8. 3447:  TUs  bill  will  aHMod  tbe  Id- 
Oede  te  pumM  tbe  and 
preoerlptkm  to  eertatat 
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$1,000. 


llmMHX  Icpfr  antiy  ficMkve  to 
Tike  mminit.ti>ft  took  no  furtbcr 


itak^tf  HMfiatemalllevteneXAm:  tliis 
•VbeoouBlttee  la  oompoaed  of  Oongren- 

-  i,  of 


ef  IcnM;   John   W. 

^_».  JtopttWeu.  of  WlNonsln:  Aii- 
!  It.^iiBUK.  BepoMiean.  of  Comiaet- 

t:  CMen.  B«  Kbw,  Deaaoerat.  of  CaU- 

/ornia:  Tbomas  J.  O'Bkibi,  Damoemt.  of 
l&laaii;  •■<  Hiis  BOo«i.  Democrat,  of 


..  JiMwavy  IS,  1M3.  tbia  suboom- 

J  tea  ImM  ]»rt>Ue  bearings  oonoeni- 

iBg  levepua  aiUiilfnlatratiop  on  41  days. 
at  wiyoh  7S  wltoeaaes  testified,  in 
_  for  ttieae  KieartnsB  and  In 
of  ttiated  studlea,  the  sub- 
.  staff  liaa  Intenrogatad  182 
la  Wariilngtoo  and  f  other 


Hjhommntttae'a  imbUc  hearims 
«eal»^f»tth  fout  sobjecta:  nrst.  im- 
proper pi^tieal  inltaenoe  in  aeiectlop 
jfOMMittoil  of  Bureau  of  Internal 
jeraonwel,  in  partimilar  In  the 
^tlfigliol  and  Tobacco  Tax  XSivlslon;  sec- 
ond^ intoference  by  farmer  Utfh  Trees- 
lury  oflfctala  In  diapoaltlon  of  tax  cases 
for  iwnwnal  or  politleal  reasons:  third, 
effoqns  hr  several  taqw^ers  and  their 
rflSKeeentathres.  to  "fix"  tax  cases  and 
preiwnt  tax  fraud  prosecutions  through 
ths  exertSoh  oi  influence  on  Bureau. 
T^reasttqr,  sAd  X3epartment  cA  Justice  of - 
ilclals;.  and  fourth,  progress  made  by  the 
Intenial  Bevenue  Serviee  in  Implement- 
ing subcommittee  recommendations  for 
tfie  improvement  of  the  administration 
ef  the  int^naal  revenue  lawa 

GoQatnnl  studies  by  the  subcommittee 
statt  eotioemed  the  recent  reorganiza- 
tion of  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue 
and  the  Tax  Division  of  the  Department 
of  Justice.  These  studies,  as  well  as  an- 
alyses of  ioany  cases  involving  the  prob- 
lems dealt  with  in  imblie  hearings,  fur- 
nished material  lor  the  subcommittee's 
cnnrjiidtng  report 

Doting  the  second  session  this  sub- 
eommittee  met  in  public  and  executive 
session  to  receive  the  testimony  of  the 
Cnaimlssloner  of  Internal  Revenue  on 
the  iMPOgress  being  made  to  improve  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service. 

SecozxL  Subcommittee  on  Social  Se- 
csucttr:  This  subcommittee  is  composed 
«C  Oomifwsnnu  Ctacu  T,  Cmms.  Bepnb- 
llean,  of  MSbraska.  ehakman;  Amnxa  L. 
Okiuumm,  Repuhlloan.  of  Massachusetts; 
Hasssaa  H.  Baxaa.  ReDobllean,  of  Ten- 
aaasee;  T^naua  .B.  Cdbtib,  RepuUican. 
of  Iflsaourl;  Jxas  Cooraa.  Democrat,  of 
IhBiiasSse:  Joxir  D.  Ddiosll.  Democrat. 
vTliiehitaa;  and  WiUDt  D.  UnjA  Dem- 


TlM  Bubaommittee  on  Social  Security 
carried  out  a  study  of  thasodal  security 
vnpatt  jmd  lield  extensive  public  hear- 
fngSsOtt^bs  fdd^age  «nd  aurVlvora  hisur- 
asHO  and^^oidie  asslBtauce  programs. 

Third.  Bniwamnittee  on  Pnemploy- 
m3nt llnsuranoe:  This  subcommittee. is 


<tf  Congressmen  Thmsui  A. 
,  Bq^uUlcan.  of  Ohio,  chaimum; 
Noah  If.  Mason.  R^ublican,  of  Uttnois; 
Vtcsoa  A.  Ktfox.  Republican,  of  Iflchi- 
gan;  Jsms  B  Un.  Republican,  of  Cali- 
fonxia;  Nous  J.  Gkxgokt.  Democrat,  of 
JCcotocky;  Aoa  J.  Foukm,  Democmt,  of 
Rhode  Island:  and  Hxkmam  P.  EbKihas- 
oa.  Democrat,  of  Pennsylvania. 

In  connection  with  unemployme|it  in- 
surance, reference  is  made  to  the  sctivi- 
ties  of  the  full  committee  in  regSrd  to 
H.  R.  5173  and  H.  R.  5303. 

Fourth.  Subcommittee  on  Taxation  of 
Life  Insurance  Companies:  This  sub- 
committee Is  composed  of  Congressmen 
TBOMAS  B.  Cmms.  Republican,  of  Mis- 
souri, chairman;  Victor  A.  Kno^,  Re- 
publican, of  Michigan;  Jambs  B.  Utt, 
Republican,  of  California;  Wilbttr 
Mn.u.  Democrat,  of  Arkansas:  and 
NoBLx  J.  QscGOKT,  Democrat,  of  Ken- 
tucky. The  subcommittee  is  conduct- 
ing a  study  of  the  problems  involved  in 
the  treatment  of  life-insurance  compa- 
nies for  Federal  income-tax  purposes 
which  are  presently  taxed  under  a  tem- 
porary formula.  The  subcommittte  has 
held  numerous  meetings  with  interested 
individuals  and  groups  for  the  pSrpose 
of  seciuring  factual  information.  '  It  is 
engaged  in  formulating  various  alterna- 
tive pr^joeals  for  a  permanent  method 
Of  taxing  life  insurance  companies  which 
are  to  form  the  basis  of  public  he^irings 
at  a  future  date. 

OTHSK   ACTIVRIXS  \ 

As  previously  pointed  out,  H.  R.  5435 
provided  for  the  creation  of  a  temporary 
bipartisan  Commission  on  Foreign  Eco- 
nomic Policy.  The  Commission  studied 
and  reported  on  the  subjects  of  inter- 
national trade  and  its  enlargement  con- 
sistent with  a  sound  domestic  econ- 
omy, our  foreign  economic  policy,  and 
the  trade  aspects  of  our  national-  secu- 
rity and  total  foreign  policy.  Three 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  were  named  as  members  ^f  the 
Commission;  viz.:  Honorable  Damkel  A. 
RssD,  Republican,  of  New  York;  honor- 
able Richard  M.  Simpson,  Republican, 
of  Pennsylvania;  and  Honorable  Jere 
OoopSIi.  Democrat,  of  Tennessee. 

IN    MXMOSIAM 

With  the  death  on  July  24,  1954,  of 
R^resentative  A.  Sidney  Cang),  of 
Georgia,  the  committee  lost  one  of  its 
ablest  and  most  distinguished  monbers 
who  will  long  be  remembered  for  his 
keen  mind,  devotion  to  duty.  an4  judi- 
cial temperament. 


Sesate  ResolntioB  301     t 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  WAYNE  MORSt  ! 

or  ouooN 
IN  TBS  SBtATX  OP  THE  UMITKD  Sf  ATKS 

Friday,  August  20, 1954 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  within 
the  next  few  dasrs  I  shall  prepare  aidocu- 
mentation  supporting  the  bill  of  paprtlcu- 
lars  which  I  have  filed  by  way  of  aQiend- 
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ment  to  Senate  Resolution  30^.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  amjendment 
to  Senate  Resolution  301  in  the  form  of 
a  bill  of  particulars,  along  with  ttke  docu- 
mentation material  which  I  sbaa  prepare 
in  support  of  that  amendment,  be  in- 
serted in  the  body  of  the  fina]  issue  of 
the  CoNGRKSsioifAL  RECORD  f  or  this  ses- 
sion of  Congress.  , 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
referred  to  will  be  printed  in  the  Rec- 
ord, as  foUows: 

Senat«  Resolution  301 

(In  the  Senate  of  the  United  SUt«ji.  July  31. 
1954) 

Amendment  intended  to  be  prttpoaed  by 
Mr.  MoKsz  to  the  resolution  (S.  Km.  301)  to 
censure  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  icr. 
McCaxtst,  viz: 

On  page  1,  lines  4  and  5,  strfklB  out  tbe 
words  "and  such  conduct  te  he^by  con- 
demned.", and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing:   "because  the  said  Mr.  M^Cartbt — 

"(a)  declined  to  comply  with  a  request 
made  by  letter  on  November  31,  IflfsS,  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  oni  PrivUagee 
and  Klectlons  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  that  be  appear 
before  the  subcommittee  to  supply  informa- 
tion concerning  certain  specific  Blatters  In- 
volving his  activities  as  a  M^^'H^r  of  the 
Senate: 

"(b)  unfairly  accused  his  felloi^  Senators 
GnxcTTK,  MoNsomr.  HzKinticiuoik,  fUrvtai, 
and  HzifMiNce  of  Improper  conduct  in  carry- 
ing out  their  duties  as  Senators: 

"(c)  as  chairman  of  a  conunltt#e  resorted 
to  abusive  conduct  In  his  InterrMatlon  of 
Oen.  Ralph  Zwlcker.  Including  a  charge  that 
General  Zwlcker  was  unfit  to  wear  the  uni- 
form, during  the  appearance  of  General 
Zwlcker  as  a  witness  before  the  l^ermanent 
Subcommittee  on  Investigations  of  the  Sen- 
ate Committee  on  Government  €>peratlona 
on  February  18,  1954; 

"(d)  received  and  made  use  of  confidential 
information  unlawfully  obtained  ttom  a  doc- 
ument in  executive  flies  upon  walch  docu- 
ment the  Federal  bureau  of  Investigation 
had  placed  its  highest  classlflcaitlon;  and 
offered  such  Information  to  a  lawifully  con- 
stituted Senate  subcommittee  tni  the  fona 
of  a  spurious  document  which  !he  falsely 
asserted  to  tbe  subcommittee  to  be  'a  letter 
from  the  FBI'; 

"(e)  openly  invited  and  Incited  employeea 
of  the  Government  to  violate  the  law  and 
their  oaths  of  office  by  urging  them  to  malu 
available  Information,  including  m^— i«i^h  in- 
formation, which  In  the  opinion  of  the 
employee  would  be  of  assistance  to, the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  in  conducting  his 
investigations,  even  though  the  sxipplylng  of 
such  Information  by  the  employed  would  be 
illegal  and  In  violation  of  Presldeatial  order 
and  contrary  to  the  constitutional  rights  of 
the  Chief  Executive  under  the  Separatlon- 
of-powers  doctrine; 

"(f)  attempted  to  invade  the  coastitutlon- 
al  power  of  the  President  of  the  Dnfted  States 
to  conduct  the  foreign  relatioila  of  the 
T?hlted  States  by  carrying  on  negotiations 
with  certain  Greek  shipowners  In  •  respect  to 
foreign  trade  policies,  even  thoviglt  the  exec- 
utive branch  of  our  Government  ihad  a  few 
weeks  previoiuly  entered  into  an  u^erstand- 
ing  with  the  Greek  Government  'in  respect 
to  banning  the  flow  of  strategic  materials  to 
Communist  countries;  and 

"(g)  permitted  and  ratified  ova-  a  period 
of  several  months  in  1968  and  1964  the  abuse 
of  senatorial  privilege  by  Mr.  Roy  dohn.  chief 
counsel  to  tbe  Permanent  Invectlgatlons  Sub- 
committee of  the  Senate  Commltt^  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  of  which  com^ttee  and 
subcommittee  the  Junior  Senator  trom  Wis- 
consin is  chairman,  Mr.  Cohn's  ab^ise  having 
been  directed  toward  attempting,  to  secure 
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preferential  traatmmt  for  PH.  DavUl  SchtiM 
by  the  DcpartBMnt  of  tHe  Army,  at  a  time 
when  the  Army  was  under  Inveatlgattan  by 
tbe  committee. 

**SR.  S.  It  ta  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that 
such  conduct  la  hereby  condemned." 


DufPimriaTTOW  or 

ftnOM  BT  Twa 
(S- 


OomcRTBB  «M 

SOI)  To 


(Submitted  by  Senator  Wa-ntx  Moaas) 

I  appraciate  the  InTltatlon  tendered  by  the 
chairman  oi  the  select  oomflnlttee.  on  Its  be- 
half, to  submit  docxmientatton  at  the  charges 
contained  in  the  amendment.  In  the  nature 
of  a  bUl  of  parUculara,  which  I  submitted  to 
the  resolution  to  oeneure  Senator  McCabtbt. 

The  orlglaal  reeolutlon  and  the  amend- 
ments to  It  consist  of  allegations  of  miscon- 
duct and  proposals  for  action  to  be  taken  by 
the  Senate. 

Implicit  In  the  Senate's  action  of  August  2. 
1954.  creating  the  select  committee  and  re- 
ferring to  It  the  reaolutlon  and  amendments 
were  instructions  to  the  conunlttee  to  do 
three  things: 

(1)  To  determine  whether  the  evidence 
supports  the  specific  allegations  that  Senator 
McCabtbt  has  committed  Improper  acts: 

(2)  To  recommend  what  action  should  be 
taken  by  the  Senate  to  discipline  Senator  Mc- 
Castmt.  if.  as  I  believe  it  will,  the  evidence 
supports  the  allegations  of  improper  con- 
duct: 

(3)  To  recommend  to  the  Senate  what  ac- 
tion. In  the  committee's  opinion,  should  be 
taken  to  remedy  the  unwholeeome  situation 
that  has  developed  over  controversial  inves- 
tigations. 

The  committee  has  not  invited  comment 
upon  the  latter  two  tasks  and  I  will  not 
volunteer  them.  My  views  are  a  matter  of 
record. 

I  do  not  possess  any  special  sourcee  of  In- 
formation, either  as  a  Senator  or  as  an  In- 
dividual, as  to  the  charge*  of  misconduct 
brought  against  Senator  McCaaTBT  by  Sen- 
ators Flakdbis  and  PuiauoHT  and  me.  The 
documentation  which  Is  hereby  submitted 
is  baaed  upon  data  and  testimony  and  the 
EUtements  of  Senator  McCabtht  himself 
which  are  contained  in  transcripts  and  a  re- 
port of  Senate  committees  and  public  state- 
ments. This  material  Is  confined  to  the  al- 
legations of  misconduct  contained  In  the  bill 
<'f  partkulars  of  my  amendment  to  Senate 
li-ieolutlon  301.  In  some  instances  those 
a 'legations  are  the  same  or  similar  to  the 
a  legaUons  made  by  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
I  .cnt   and   the  Senator  from   Arkansas. 

ThU  material  Is  submitted  with  the  hope 
that  It  will  be  of  aeelstanoe  to  the  oommltee 
In  discharging  tta  duUes  and  will  expedite 
Its  work. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

WsTifs  MoasK. 
United  Statet  Senator. 

(Copies  to  all  members  of  select  oommlt- 
tce.  Senator  Josxni  McCaktht.  ) 

COMMITTXB    ITKIC    I 

Incidents  at  contempt  at  the  Senate  or  a 
senatorUl  oommittee,  referred  to  in  tbe  fol- 
lowing .- 

A.  Amendntent  propoeed  by  Mr.  Fulsbigst 
to  the  resolution  (8.  Res.  801)  to  censure  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.  Mr.  McCaaniT.  viz: 
"(3)  Although  repeatedly  Invited  to  testify 
by  a  oommittee  of  this  Senate  headed  by  the 
Senator  from  Iowa,  the  Junior  Senator  from 
WlsooDson  denounced  the  committee  and 
contemptuously  refused  to  comply  with  Its 
reqviest." 

B.  Amendment  propoeed  by  Mr.  Mosas  to 
the  resolution  (S.  Res.  SOI)  to  censure  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  Mr.  McCabtbt.  via: 
"(a)  Declined  to  comply  with  a  request  made 
by  letter  on  November  21.  1962,  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
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L  or  tha  Saaate  Ooatmittee  on  aulas 
and  Admlnlstratloa.  that  he  appear  befOra 
the  suboommlttsa  to  supply  Information 
•onesmUif  osrtala  qwelflc  aaatters  Involving 
hU  actlvttlae  aa  a  Member  of  the  Senate," 

C.  imandmeiit  lenimeed  by  Mr.  FLAMsasa 
to  the  reaolutlon  (&  Bea.  301)  to  censure 
the  Senator  troai  Wtoeoneln.  Mr.  McGakrt. 
via:  "(IT)  B»  has  continued  to  show  his 
contempt  for  the  Senate  by  faUlng  to  ex- 
plain In  any  manner  the  six  chargee  con- 
tained in  the  Bennlngs-Hayden-HendrlckBoa 
report  which  was  filed  In  January  1963.  This 
Involves  his  bank  transactions,  possible  In- 
cotne-tax  evasloiu.  and  the  Lustron  deaL 
The  taint  parslsU  untU  he  satisfactorUy  ex- 
pl  Uns  thsee  matters,  which  he  refused  to  do. 
although  Invited  six  times  to  appear,  during 
the  sad  Oongrees." 

DocumeiUation 

Report  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges 
and  Sections  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration,  United  States  Senate,  pur- 
suant to  Senate  Reeolutlon  187  and  Senate 
Resolution  304. 

Summary  o/  fmcta 

1.  On  August  S.  1961.  Senate  Reeolutlon 
187  was  Introduced  In  the  Senate  by  Senator 
William  Benton  of  Connecticut.  The  reeo- 
lutlon called  for  an  investigation  of  Senator 
Joacm  MoCAaTHT'B  parUcipatlon  In  the  1960 
Maryland  senatorial  general  election  and 
"sxich  inveetlgatlon  with  respect  to  his  other 
acts  since  his  election  to  the  Bsnate,  as  may 
ts  appropriate  to  enable  such  committee 
to  determine  whether  or  not  it  should  initi- 
ate actkm  with  a  view  toward  the  expulsion 
from  the  United  Statee  Senate  of  the  said 
Senator  Josxph  R.  McCASrirr."  TU*  resolu- 
tion was  referred  by  the  President  of  the 
Senate  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  and,  in  turn,  to  its  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Elections  for 
c<Mislderatlon.  (Report,  p.  1,  appendix,  pp. 
69-eo.) 

2.  By  letter  of  September  17.  1951.  Senator 
McCastht  informed  Senator  Our  Oaxxm. 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  that  be  pro- 
poeed to  croes-examlne  witnesses  "who  ap- 
pear to  ask  for  my  expulsion  beca\ise  of  my 
exposure  of  Oommunists  In  Oovemment." 
(Appendix,  p.  00.) 

3.  By  letters  of  September  25  and  October 
1.  1961,  Senator  OnxxTrs  advised  Senator 
McCAarwr  that  eroes-exam  1  nation  of  wit- 
neesee  before  the  subcommittee  would  be 
limited  to  subcommittee  members.  Senator 
Qaixm  alao  stated: 

"It  Is  hoped  that  If  you  desire  to  appear 
and  make  any  statement  In  connection  with 
this  matter,  that  a  time  can  be  fixed  before 
the  10th  of  October.  I  should  be  glad  to 
have  your  comment  relative  to  a  convenient 
time  for  you  If  you  desire  to  come  before  us." 
(Appendix,  p.  61.) 

4.  By  letter  of  October  4,  1961,  Ssnator 
MoCabtht  acknowledged  the  letter  from 
Senator  Oeuxttk,  stating  as  foUows: 

"This  is  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your 
letter  of  October  1  in  which  you  offer  me  an 
opportunity  to  appear  before  your  committee 
and  answer  Senator  Benton's  charges. 

"Frankly.  Out.  I  have  not  and  do  not  In- 
tend to  even  read,  much  leas  answer,  Benlon's 
smear  attack.  I  am  surs  you  realise  that 
the  Benton  tfV^  ot  material  can  be  found 
In  the  Eially  Worker  sinanet  any  day  of  the 
week  and  wlU  continue  to  flow  from  the 
mouths  and  pen  of  the  camp  fcUowcrs  as 
long  as  I  continue  my  fight  agslnat  Oom- 
munlsts  In  Government."  (Appendix,  pp. 
61-03.) 

5.  By  letter  of  December  31.  IMl.  Senator 
OnxBrxB  advlaad  Senator  McCaaxwr  (in 
part): 

"As  I  have  told  you  before.  If  yon  care  to 
appear  before  the  subcommittee,  we  shrmki 

be  glad  to  make  the  naoesaary  aiisngw ts 

as  to  tUne  and  place.    Tour  letter  aoid  tiUs 
reply  will  be  made  available  to  the 


ot  the  sMhoommlttaa  by  «(^y  and  you  wUl  be 
promptly  advlaad  as  to  what  aetloa  tte  aub^ 
rommlttee  decided  to  taka. 

"In  the  meanflma,  aa  I  haea  skalad  aboae 
in  this  letter.  X  ehaU  be  glad  to  eontar  with 
you  paraonally  aa  to  mattan  eoDoeralBC  our 
staff  and  Ita  work."    (Appaadii.  pp^  M-tS.) 

6.  On  AprU  t,  IBSl.  Sanator  Ratsui.  ehair- 
man  of  the  Oomaalttae  on  ftules 
Istratkm.  Introduced  on  the  floor  oC  the  i 
ate.  SanaU  Baaolutlon  SOO  (whibtt  14  at  p. 
08  of  report),  which  recited  a  ehaifa  by 
Sanator  MoCAanrr  '*that  the  suboommittoe 
lacked  |urtadletlon  to  lavaetltato  auch  aotk 
of  the  Senstor  from  Wlaoonsla  |ltr.  Mc* 
CAxnirl  as  ware  not  connected  with  alaetloa 
campaigns"  and  which  stated  the  purpoae  oC 
the  reeolutlon  to  be  as  toUowa: 

"Mow.  therefore,  to  detarmlna  the  pn^Mr 
Jurisdiction  of  tbe  Committee  on  llulss  icA 
Administration  and  to  nrprees  the  confldMice 
of  the  Senate  in  Its  commlttaa  In  thair  oon- 
slderaUon  of  Senato  Reeolutlon  X«T.  It  balag 
understood  that  the  folloirtng  motion  is 
made  solely  for  this  tast  and  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  reeolutlon  Is  opposed  by  the  Itaa- 
bers  on  whose  behalf  It  Is  submitted,  be  It 

"Rcjolved.  That  the  Committsa  on  Rules 
and  Administration  be,  and  It  hereby  la.  dis- 
charged from  the  further  consideration  of 
Senate  ReeoluUon  187."  (Report,  p.  t,  ap- 
pendix pp.  08-09.) 

7.  On  April  10.  1952.  the  Senate  voted  oa 
Senate  Resolution  800,  and.  by  a  vote  of  00-0 
upheld  the  Jurledlctlpn  of  the  Sonsta  Sub- 
committee on  PrlvUegea  and  F!trt1i>ni  to 
oonUnue  Its  Invsstlgatlon  of  Senator  Mc- 
Caktht  and  confirmed  Its  oonfldanca  ta  tbs 
honesty  and  Integrity  of  the  MeiUMrs  ot  the 
subcommittee.     (Report,  p.  6.) 

8.  On  AprU  10,  1982.  Senator  MoCasskt 
introduced  Senate  Resolution  304  to  investi- 
gate Senator  Benton  ot  Connecticut.  Tbo 
resolution  requested  tlie  Committee  oa  Rules 
and  Administration  of  the  United  States 
Senate  to  make  such  Investlgatton  of  ^netflf 
Benton's  1950  senatorial  campaign  funds 
and  otiier  activities,  and  ills  ssMdatsa,  ss 
the  conunlttee  deemed  necessary  In  order  to 
recommend  action  to  the  Senate.  (Rsportt 
p.  5  ) 

9.  On  May  7,  1953.  Senator  Onxanv,  as 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  wroto  Bans- 
tor  McCaaTHT: 

"Mir  DxAB  Sematob:  The  Suboommlttae  oa 
Privileges  and  Klectlons  In  executive 
this  morning  voted  to  hold  pubUc 
on  Senau  Resolution  187  which  was  intro- 
duced In  the  Senate  by  Senator  WlUlam 
Benton  of  Connecticut  on  August  0, 1961.  aad 
was  thereafter  referred  to  this  suboomai|ttes 
for  action. 

"It  was  further  decided  that  the  heartofi 
are  to  begin  on  Monday,  May  IS.  aad  that  ths 
first  charge  to  be  beard  will  be  Senator 
Benton's  'Case  No.  2.'  wharain  it  was  alleged 
that  you  had  Improperly  received  a  lee 
of  810.000  In  1948  from  the  iMstron  Corp. 
for  an  article  on  housing  which  waa  Included 
In  an  advertising  booklet  pubUahad  by  that 
company. 

"The  subcommittee  has  not  yet  determined 
tbe  order  of  wttneaeee  for  this  flsst  case  ImS 
we  expect  to  do  eo  by  VMday  after  conaolta- 
tion  with  the  staff. 

"In  the  meantime  I  do  wish  to  eatoDd  to 
you  tbe  opportunity  to  appear  at  the  issar- 
Ings  for  the  purpoee  of  piaeniitiin  testtsaaaf 
reUUng  to  this  charge.  The  ksdrtngi  la  this 
wlU  prabahly  cootlnoe  for 
whatever 
for  your 
yoo."     (Appendls,  pp.  IS-SO.) 

10.  By   two   lettets   dated   May 
to 
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August  Sd 


10.  1M3. 


tnp^rt: 
<*<tta  irtD  Boto  firoA  aij  Ivfefear  of  tb*  7th 
Ibat  Iftatad  la  tiM  euiwlMaiin  pwacrmpb  *X 
dteUfKUBd  tQ>oa  tin*  opvurtaoltf  to  iVPMT 
•t  tMhMitt#  fw  tiM  pwikm  or  praanitliic 
jtothkebuie,  Tbtbaar- 
wm  ptdbaibtr  oamttmm  toe 
m  alMdt  BMko  wli«*»vwr 
;  for  your  aifptannM  ar*  aaovt 

•nrup  MdMOBBBlttM.  In  dafcRBinlnc  Ite 
twUbtkneOonm^urt  to  tt»  Bwta»  r«ntti- 
tkm.  f)!^!!!^  to  taks  up  Um  ehargM  one  by 
osw  «ad.  tf  •ddtttonal  erUtenee  was  ^«Btr«d 
m  MidMloa  to  tm  staff  report  that  wM  Iwf  ore 
iia,  llkat  tha  atttwwmmlttaa  nookl  undartake 
to  dvvalop  fartter  tHtlmony  ^aiiara  It  aaeaa|Ml 
AMlraMa'to  do  ao.  AVtt/tit  maattng  on  Ifay 
T  Um  airtwnrruntttaa  oooeludMl  that  ttiay 
wtdlad  to  taka  aoma  addtttonal  taattOMoy 
with  rafacanea  to  ehaxia  MO.  a  and  ffaead  nast 
Monday.  May  1%  aa  tha  data  for  the  haartng. 
At  iriiileli  ■ItiiBiw  iindatr  tham  oovM  be 


'  lEt  ■iMiiail  ttM  eourtaooB  tblnf  to  do  to 
filTlta  yoa  to  attend  ao  you  eould  bar*  fuU 
opportunity  to  praaant  addltkinal  avldanoe 
cr.  a*  a  lat«r  partod.  to  pteaant  any  erldance 
you  ndght  vlah  to  make  avmllable  to  «a  in 
raftttatlon  or  ax^anatlon  of  any  evldanee 
whldi  rem  adduced  at  the  hearlnf .  Ihat 
WW  the  putpoee  of  my  letter  to  you  and  you 
Hare  aHwad  that  the  opportunity  wUl  oon- 
ttnua  to  1»  yoora  to  praaant  such  matter  aa 
yag  wMi  to  praaant  toxw  ta  connaetUm  with 
thla  hearlnf  and  to  attend.  If  you  d«alra  to 
do  ao***    (Appandls.  p.  M.) 

la.  On  #ttne  •.  19Sa.  Senator  OtujrrTB  ad- 
TtMd  Senator  MCCAaswr  that  he  had  "flxad 
this  Ihuraday,  10  a.  m..  for  you  to  preeent 
a  atatement  to  us  rristlTe  to  your  reeolutton 
eeaesniinf  Senator  Bawrow."  Senator  Gn^ 
ixnm  stated  that  heafrlnga  would  be  held  in 
room'lOfeS  (Senate  OOoe  Building).  {Ap- 
pendtr.  p.  M) 

la.  By  letter  of  June  11.  IMa.  Senator  Mc- 
Csannr  adulaed  Senator  OnxBRs  that  he 
would  be  unabie  to  attend  the  hearing  on 
Thuraday.  and  that  he  would  be  "tied  up" 
Mondqr  and  Toeaday  of  the  following  week 
(Appendix,  p.  88.) 

14.  In  a  letter  dated  June  13.  1883.  ad- 
diasBsd  to  SoBdtor  Gnxnrs,  Senator  Mc- 
Cahxt  stated: 

•nnus  Till  eonflrm  our  eoh^ersation  on  the 
Senate  floor  that  I  wiU  be  avaUable  either 
Ohureday  or  Friday  of  next  week  to  appear 
before  your  committee.  As  I  told  you  on  the 
floor.  It  Bury  be  extremely  dlffleidt  for  me  to 
^ipaar  on  Wedneeday.  I  understand  from 
oar  eoBTataatton  that  Bbmtok  wants  to  be 
preeent  but  win  be  unable  to  appear  Thurs- 
day or  mdsy. 

"Under  the  dicomstanees,  it  will  be  per- 
feetly  agreeable  to  me  to  appear  Satorday,  if 
nsesssary.  There  is  alao  the  remote  ponl- 
bnity  that  I  may  be  able  to  meet  with  your 
eommtttee  Wedneeday.  although  I  doubt  it 
very  mueh  at  this  time."    (Appendix,  p.  87.) 

15.  By  letter  of  June  18.  1983.  Senator 
OnxRTx  adTlaed  Senator  McCjjrxt  that  he 
had  orisrad  a  maetii^  of  the  aubeomialttae 
to  beheld  on  Monday.  Jxine  33.  at  10  a.  m.. 
and  that  the  euboopuntttee  would  at  that 
tlBM  reoelTe  from  Senator  MoOABxar  a  sub- 
stantiation of  the  ehargee  contained  in  8. 
Bas.  «0«.    {AppmMx.  p.  Wt.y 

16.  By  letter  of  June  19. 19B3,  Senator  Mc- 
OAnrarr  adrlaed  Senator  GHaxam  tliat  it  was 
neoeeaary  that  he.  Senator  McCaktrt,  ap- 
pear in  court  in  Syracuse,  H.  T..  on  Monday, 
June  as.    (Appendix,  p.  88.) 

17.  By  lattsr  of  Jam  ao,  1953,  Senator  Otl- 
uim  advised  Benatetr  lleC4*TRT,  "We  will 
eoBsult  your  eonvenleaee  aa  to  the  fixing 
of  anol^er  date  for  hearing  you  tm  your  reeo- 
lution  wtddt  pertains  to  Senator  Benton." 
(Appendix,  p.  91.) 

18.  By  letter  of  JUne  28, 1982.  Senator  Oit- 
ucTTK  advised  Senator  McCaktht   that  he 


woold  sorpeet  to  hear  from  Senator  ^cCam- 
rmi  tax  hla  rttum  from  Syractue.  (Appen- 
dix, p.  9a.)  _[ 

19.  Senator  OiuxrTa  reeelTed  a  letter  dated 
June  94,  1988.  from  Mary  B.  DrtacoU,;  aecre- 
tary  to  Senator  MoCaxtht,  stating  th^t  Sen- 
ator McCtfRHT  "suggests  a  date  be  ^  far 
ehoagh  In  adranee  so  that  all  coi^med 
will  have  am^  time  to  arrange  their  ached- 
ulee  and  so  that  no  excuse  can  be  ESade  to 
ppatpone  this  hearing  any  longer."  "me  let- 
ter referred  to  a  hearing  on  Senate  Beeolu- 
tion  804.  The  letter  concluded,  "Senator 
MOCAsnrr  will  be  arallable  for  this  purpose 
on  July  S."    (Appendix,  p.  93.) 

30.  On  June  35,  1953.  Senator  ahxzTra 
aent  the  following  telegram  to  Senatbr  Mc- 
Castht: 

"Be  your  letter  June  24,  signed  l»y  your 
secretary,  Mary  Drisooll,  I  have  acted  On  your 
impislliai  and  fixed  July  3,  10  a.  m..  as  the 
tIaM  to  hear  your  testimony  on  yout  Reso- 
lutten  No.  804.  The  place  will  be  Senate 
Caucus  Room  and  you  will  receive  card  con- 
firming this  in  due  time."  (Appeddlz,  p. 
98.) 

31.  By  letter  of  July  1.  1952.  Senator  Mc- 
Caanrr  adviaed  the  subcommittee  In  ipart  as 
follows: 

*a  understand  you  want  additional  mate- 
rial to  implement  that  contained  in  tbe 
reeolution  preeented  on  Benton.  I  sball  ap- 
pear In  accordance  with  your  request^  Bow- 
ever,  I  want  it  definitely  understood  tnat 
I  have  never  requeeted,  nor  do  I  now  re- 
queet,  the  oppcHtunlty  of  appearing  before 
your  committee  on  the  Benton  matter.  I 
feel  that  your  committee  was  glveq  ample 
leads  in  my  reeolution  If  you  cared  to  con- 
duct the  same  kind  of  investigation  of  Ben- 
ttm  that  you  conducted  of  McCaxtht. 

"I  am  far  too  bvuy  with  more  Important 
matters  to  waste  much  time  on  ^nton. 
However,  in  view  of  your  request,  I  shall 
appear  and  try  to  give  you  such  material  on 
Benton  as  is  available  to  me  without  Snaking 
a  detailed  investigation  of  his  case.  If  an 
inveeUgatlon  is  to  be  made.  It  wiU  have  to 
be  made  by  your  staff  as  they  did  In  D|y  case." 
(iM>P«ndlx.  p.  9S.) 

33.  On  September  10.  1063,  Senator  Gn.- 
LRTs  wrote  to  Senator  Hatdkm,  su|gestlng 
that  in  view  of  the  resignation  of  ^nator 
WauExa  from  the  subcommittee,  the  mem- 
bership of  the  subcommittee  be  reduced  to 
tturee  members.  Senator  Gillette  Hendered 
his  resignation  from  the  subcodunlttce. 
(Appendix,  p.  05.) 

33.  On  November  7.  1952,  Mr.  t>aul  J. 
Cotter,  cnief  counsel  for  tne  sutxsomnilttee, 
sent  the  foUowlng  letter  to  Senator  Mc- 
Caitht: 

"DsAx  SxMATOB  McCartht:  In  connection 
with  the  consideration  by  the  subcolnmlttee 
on  Privileges  and  Bectlons  of  Senate  Reso- 
lution 187.  introduced  by  Senator  B«iton  on 
August  6,  1051,  as  weU  as  the  ensolng  In- 
Testigation,  I  have  been  Instructed  by  the 
subcommittee  to  invite  you  to  appear  before 
said  subcommittee  In  executive  session.  In- 
sofar as  possible,  we  would  like  to  respect 
your  wishes  as  to  tbe  date  on  which  jrou  will 
appear.  However,  the  subcommittee  plans  to 
be  available  (or  this  purpose  during  the  week 
beginning  November  17,  1053. 

•It  win  be  apporeciated  If  you  will  advise 
me  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible  of  the 
day  you  will  appear,  in  order  that  the  sub- 
committee may  arrange  Its  plans  accord- 
ingly."    (Ai^ndlx,  p.  95.) 

34.  The  following  telegram  was  sent  to 
Senator  McCaxtht,  apparently  on  November 
14,  the  day  on  which  the  subcommittee  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  Mr.  Ray  Kieraias,  ad- 
ministrative assistant  to  Senator  MtCAXTHT 
(see  letter  in  appendix,  p.  08) : 

"Reference  is  made  to  our  letter  of  No- 
vember 7  again  inviting  you  to  appear  before 
this  subcommittee  and  to  the  reply  of  your 
administrative  assistant  received  today.  You 
are  advised  that  this  committee  ^oes  not 
consider  the  aforementioned  letter  of  your 


assistant  to  l>e  an  adequate  or  iktisfactory 
answer.  This  committee  desires 'an  oppor- 
tunity to  examine  you  under  oatU  to  clarify, 
if  possible,  certain  questions  that!  have  been 
ralaed  from  facu  at  hand,  partleniarly  with 
respect  to  your  intricate  flnanfial  trans- 
actions and  certain  of  your  actlvltlea.  Tour 
continued  refusal  to  carry  out  t^  Instruc- 
tions of  the  United  States  Seriate  vrould 
appear  to  present  a  conscious  litwegard  by 
you  for  the  Senate's  authority  and!  a  daetre  to 
prevent  a  disclosure  of  the  facts.  FaUiue 
to  receive  a  reply  by  return  wire  that  you  will 
appear  before  this  committee  IQ  executive 
session  no  later  than  November  ifi  can  only 
be  construed  as  a  final  refuaal'  to  testify 
under  oath  before  this  conunltte^. 
"Thomas  C.  Hxmvntaa. 
"Chairman.  Suiteommittie  on 

"PHvile§es  and  Elections.'' 

(Report,  p.  90.) 

25.  On  November  31,  1953,  Senator 
Thomas  C.  HtHirmaa,  who  IumI  succeeded 
Senator  On.LrrTE  as  chalmum  ca  the  sub- 
committee, addressed  a  lettw  %o  Senator 
McCaitht  which  stated  in  part: 

"DxAx  SxNATOB  McCabtht  :  AM  you  will 
recall,  on  September  35,  1951,  luy  7,  1053, 
and  icay  10,  1053,  this  subconvnittee  in- 
vited you  to  appear  before  It  to  give  testi- 
mony relating  to  tbe  Inveetlgatlo^  pursuant 
to  Senate  Resolution  187.*  ' 

The  letter  contained  a  copy  of  ihe  Novem- 
ber 7  letter  to  Senator  McCakt^t,  together 
with  the  following  communication  received 
by  tbe  subcommittee  on  Novemher  14,  1953, 
dated  November  10,  1952: 

"DzAK  Ma.  CoTTXB :  Inasmuch  ,  as  Senator 
McCaxtht  is  not  now  in  Washlx|gton,  I  am 
taking  the  liberty  of  acknowledging  receipt 
of  your  letter  of  November  7. 

"I  have  Just  talked  to  the  Senator  over 
the  telephone  and  be  does  not:  luiow  Just 
when  he  will  retiirn  to  Washington.  It 
presently  appears  that  he  will  ^rt  be  avail- 
able to  appear  before  your  compiittee  dur- 
ing the  time  you  mention, 
did  state  that  if  you  will  let 
what  information  you  dealre,  he 
to  try  to  be  of  help  to  you. 
"Sincerely  yours, 

"Rat  Kn^MAS, 
•'Administrative   Assistant,  to   Sen- 
ator McCarthy."  [ 

The  letter  signed  by  Senator  BxmtZMOS 
further  stated  In  part : 

"Pursuant  to  your  request,  as  trannnitted 
to  us  through  Mr.  Klermas,  we  ire  advising 
you  that  the  subcomnUttee  desires  to  make 
inquiry  with  respect  to  th^  following 
matters;  i 

"(1)  Whether  any  funds  coIl#cted  or  re- 
ceived by  you  and  by  others  on  your  behalf 
to  conduct  certain  of  your  adtlvltles,  in- 
cluding those  relating  to  communlam,  were 
ever  diverted  and  used  for  otbpr  purpoees 
inuring  to  your  personal  advantlige. 

"(2)  Whether  you,  at  any  time,  used  your 
official  position  as  a  United  States  Senator 
and  as  a  member  of  the  Bankliig  and  Cur- 
rency Committee,  the  Joint  Hoiiaing  Com- 
mittee, and  the  Senate  Investigations  Com- 
mittee to  obtain  a  $10,000  feo  from  the 
Lustron  Corp.,  which  company  was  then 
almost  entirely  subsidized  by  asencles  un- 
Oer  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  very'  committees 
of  which  you  were  a  member.  ' 

"(3)  Whether  your  actlvlUes  ^n  behalf  of 
certain  special  Interest  group^,  such  as 
housing,  sugar,  and  China,  wen  motivated 
by  self-interest. 

"(4)  Whether  your  activities  With  reepect 
to  your  senatorial  campaigns,  particvilarly 
with  respect  to  the  reporting  of  your  fi- 
nancing and  your  activities  relating  to  the 
financial  transactions  with,  and  subsequent 
employment  of,  Ray  Klermas  infolved  viola- 
tions of  the  Federal  and  Stite  Corrupt 
Practices  Acts. 

"(5)  Whether  loan  or  other  transactions 
which  you  bad  with  the  Appleton  State  Bank, 


ever,  he 

know  Just 

be  glad 
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«r  Appleton.  Wla.,  Involved  violations  of  tax 
and  making  law*. 

"(8) 


of  your  taaally  to  ssciete  receipts. 
.  conunodlty  and  stock  ^tecolatiows. 
financial  transactions  for  ultartor 


wotlvss. 

"We  again  assure  you  of  oar  dssire  to  give 
you  the  opportunity  to  testify.  In  executive 
siwsinn  of  the  Suboonuntttee.  as  to  the  fore- 
going matters.  Tbe  sad  Congress  expires  In 
the  Immadlate  future  and  the  eubeommtttae 
must  neceesarily  proceed  with  dispatcb  In 
making  ita  report  to  thla  Ooogress.  To  that 
end,  we  reepactfuUy  urge  you  to  arrange  to 
oome  before  us  on  or  before  November  9i, 
and  thus  enable  us  to  do  our  conscientious 
best  in  the  interests  of  the  Senate  and  our 
obligation  to  complete  ovir  work.  We  would 
thank  you  to  advlas  us  Immediately,  so  that 
we  may  plan  aooordlngly."  (Appendix,  pp. 
98-99.) 

36.  By  letter  of  December  1.  1963.  Senator 
McCaxtht  acknowledged  the  letter  of 
November  31  sent  to  him  by  Senator  Hxm- 
Nu«aa.  Senator  McCaxtwt's  tetter  to  Senator 
HxMNOfOS  qusstloned  the  honesty  of  tbe  sub- 
committee, stated  that  Senator  McCabtmt 
would  "ordinarily  not  dignify"  tbe  subcom- 
mittee by  answering  the  letter  of  November 
21.  and  further  stated  in  part: 

"However.  I  decided  to  give  you  no  excuas 
to  claim  In  your  report  that  I  refused  to  give 
you  any  facts.  Par  that  reaeon  you  are  being 
informed  that  the  anawer  to  the  six  Insulting 
questions  in  your  letter  of  November  31  is 
'No.'"  (AppendU.  p.  103.) 

The  foregoing  itemlsatlon  preeents  only 
the  eaeentiaJ  facts  dealing  with  tbe  ehargee 
under  this  heading.  A  fully  rounded  ac- 
count is  contained  in  the  subeommltte's  re- 
port. 

Conclttsion 

By  continued  failure  to  appear  before  a 
competent  suboonunittee  of  the  Senate,  cul- 
minating in  his  failure  to  respond  to  the 
request  of  November  31.  1053  to  appear  and 
testify  on  charges  of  liTegulartty  against  him, 
the  Senator  from  Wtoeonaln  did  not  dis- 
charge his  duties  as  a  Senator  and  should  be 
censured  therefor. 


Incidents  of  enconregement  of  United 
States  employees  to  vioUte  tbe  law  and  their 
oaths  of  offloe  or  executive  orders,  referred  to 
in  the  following: 

A.  Amendment  propoeed  by  MT.  Fuuhuoht 
to  tbe  reeohiUon  (S.  Res.  301 )  to  censure  the 
Senator  from  Wleoonsln.  Mr.  McCabtmt.  via: 
"(5)  The  Junior  Senator  trom  Wisoonsin 
openly,  in  a  public  manner  before  nation- 
wide television,  invited  and  urged  employees 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to 
vtoUte  the  law  and  their  oetbs  of  offloe." 

B.  Amendment  propoeed  by  Mr.  Moasa  to 
the  resolution  (S.  Ree.  801)  to  censure  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  Mr.  MoCaxtbt,  vis: 
"(e)  Openly  Invited  and  Incited  employees 
of  the  Oovemment  to  violate  the  law  and 
their  oaths  of  odkx  by  urging  them  to  make 
available  informatton.  Including  classlfled  in- 
formation, which  In  the  opinion  of  the  em- 
ployees could  be  of  asslsttuioe  to  the  JvmlQr 
Senator  from  Wleoonsln  in  conducting  his 
Inveetlgatlons,  even  though  the  supplying  of 
such  Information  by  the  employee  wouM  be 
Ulegal  and  in  vioUtlon  of  Prealdential  order 
and  contrary  to  the  const  Itutional  rights  of 
the  Chief  Bxecutlve  under  the  separatlon- 
of-powers  doctrine." 

C.  Amendment  propoeed  by  Mr.  FtAMaoM 
to  the  reeolution  (S.  Rea.  301)  to  censure  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  Mr.  McCaxtht.  vis: 
"(14)  He  has  publicly  incited  Govsmmant 
emplojrees  to  vicAate  their  eecurity  oatha  and 
serve  as  hts  personal  Informants,  thus  tend- 
ing to  break  down  the  orderly  chain  of  com- 
mand in  the  civil  eenrioe,  as  well  as  violating 
the  security  provisions  o!  the  Government." 


BoeumeataMon 

1.  BMurlBfi  before  the  Special  Subeom- 
•Blttee  on  Inveettgatlona  of  the  Ooas^ttae 
on  Oovemment  Operations.  United  nialae 
Senate,  8Sd  Oongresa,  fid  aeeslon.  pursuant  to 
Senate  Bsaalutlan  189  (prlntsd). 

a.  HNiiographic  tranaertpt  of  haarlnga. 
Permanent  Subeoounittee  on  Inveatigatk»a 
of  the  OoBunltSee  on  Govenunent  Opara- 
ttona.  United  Statea  Senate.  (TTazMcript 
uaed  where  printed  hearings  not  avaUaUe. 
Whan  uaed.  date  of  testtmoay  wiU  be  indi- 
cated for  convenience  in  matching  aaaterial 
when  printed  hearings  beoone  available.) 
aoMMABT  or  facts 

1.  On  May  5, 1954,  when  Senator  McCaxtht 
was  qusstioned  by  Mr.  Joeeph  Welch,  special 
counsel  for  the  Army,  regudlng  the  source 
from  which  he  obtsined  a  classiflsd  docu- 
ment, which  Is  further  described  in  the  docu- 
mentation to  committee  item  ni,  he  replied 
in  part: 

"Senator  MCCaxtht.  Mr.  Welch.  I  think  I 
made  it  very  clear  to  you  that  neither  you 
nor  anyone  else  will  ever  get  me  to  violate 
the  confidence  of  loyal  people  in  this  Gov- 
ernment who  give  me  Information  about 
Communist  infiltration.  I  repeat,  you  wiU 
not  get  their  names,  you  will  not  get  any 
Information  which  will  allow  you  to  Identify 
them  so  that  you  or  anyone  elee  can  get  their 
Jobs."     (Hearing,  pt.  30,  pp.  767-768.) 

3.  The  foUowlng  are  excerpts  from  state- 
ments made  by  Senator  McCaxtht  before  the 
suboommittee  on  May  37,  1954: 

''Senator  McCaxtht.  Mr.  Chairman.  In  view 
of  Senator  MCClxllah's  statement  and  his 
requeet,  I  would  like  to  make  it  clear  that  I 
thhik  that  the  oath  which  every  person  In 
this  Govemaent  takes,  to  protect  and  de- 
fend this  country  against  all  enemies,  for- 
eign and  domestic,  that  oath  towers  far  above 
any  presidential  secrecy  directive.  And  X 
will  continue  to  receive  information  such  ss 
I  received  the  other  day.  In  view  of  Sena- 
tor McClxllaw's  sutement  that  he  feels  that 
It  Is  a  crime  for  someone  to  give  me  infor- 
mation about  traitors  in  Govemmant,  I  am 
dutyboiBMl  not  to  give  tbe  Senator  the  names 
of  those  informants."  (Transcript,  vol.  33, 
p.  8915.) 

"Senator  MoCarrt.  May  X  say  that  that 
will  be  my  policy.  There  is  no  power  on 
earth  that  can  ehange  that. 

"Again,  X  want  to  compliment  the  Indivld- 
uala  who  have  placed  their  oaths  to  defend 
the  country  against  enemies,  and  certainly 
Ooasmnnlsts  are  enemies,  above  and  beyond 
any  presidential  directive.  And  none  of 
them,  none  of  them,  will  be  brought  before 
any  grand  Jury  because  of  any  information 
that  I  give.  If  any  administration  wants  to 
indict  me  for  reoeiving  and  giving  the  Amer- 
ican people  Information  about  comirmnUm. 
they  can  Just  go  right  ahead  and  do  the  In- 
dicting."    (Transcript.  voL  22.  p.  3918.) 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Senator  MoCaxtbt.  •  •  • 

"X  am  at  this  point  deeply  oonoemed  to 
find  my  two  Democrat  ooUeegiiea  in  effect 
notifying  the  3  million  people  who  work  for 
this  Oovemment  that  they  think  it  is  a 
crime  for  thoee  employees  to  give  the  chair- 
man of  an  Investigating  oommlttee  evidence 
of  oommunlst  Inllllxatlon.  treaeoa.  X  think 
that  will  serve  to  discourage  them.  As  far 
as  I  am  concerned.  I  would  like  to  notify 
thoae  a  mlUkm  Federal  emptoyeea  that  I  feel 
it  Is  their  duty  to  give  us  any  Information 
which  they  have  about  grafts  eormpUoti. 
oonununlsni.  treason,  and  that  there  Is  no 
loyalty  to  a  superior  oMeer  which 
above  and  beyond  their  loyalty  to  ^ 
try."    (Transcript.  voL  33.  p.  8918.) 

•  •  •  • 
8.  Ths  foDowtng  are  exeerpta  from 

ments  made  by  Senator  Mt^^Aanrr 
the  euheoremlttee  on  May  38.  1964: 
"Senator  McC/unwr.  •  •  • 


would  Uka  to  gst  tha 


■V  X  am  wrong.  X 
committee^  advice  on  that.     X 
att  ef  thoee  wn|iinjese  ttat  anythh^t  they 

ineanftdanee.**   (Tranarrlpt.  voL  88.  p».  4«a»» 
4361.) 

•  •  e  e  a 


•  •  • 

Xaaylaaaswertol 
he  eaya  that  J.  Bdgar  Hoover  It  la  odd  hear 
J.  Bdgar  Hoover  la  uaed  aa  a  shleftd  for  aoaaa 
of  our  friends— that  J.  BAgar  Boovor  aaM  It 
would  be  a  violation  of  law  to  g^f  lalorm^ 
tlon  to  unauthorlaad  people. 

"Of  course  that  Is  true.  But  Senator 
Jackbom  knows  that  tha  ilialisssn  of  a  eoaa> 
mlttas,  a  ooBunlttsa  sat  up  uadsr  the  Daor 
ganlaatlon  Act  to  get  all  tha  InfennaMon 
from  the  executive.  Is  not  aa  iiiiaiHlwlsstl 
person. 

Senator  McCLaLuur  talked  about 

the  Indlecriminate  handing  out  of  infordla- 
Uon.  We  ere  not  talking  about  that.  Wa 
are  talking  about  Mdaral  em|doysse  gtvlag 
the  chairman  of  a  oommlttae.  which  hHi 
been  aet  up  to  Investigate  the  aBae«ttv»^ 
that  was  made  very  dear  In  the  Bersgsiilaa 
tlon  Act — ^that  chairman  getting  informa- 
tion. 

"•  •  •  X  hope  my  Democrat  ftiands  will 
finally,  at  long  last,  agree  with  me  that  w« 
should  not  try  to  punish  ths  loyal  Federal 
employees  who  say,  'I  will  not  protect  any 
crookednees,  any  dishonesty  In  OovomaMnt, 
merely  beoauss  my  boat  or  somaoas  olaa  tafem 
a  "sacrst"  stamp  and  stamps  It  on  a  doea- 
ment.'  If  we  can  do  that.  X  think  wa  «aa 
perform  a  great  aervlee. 

"May  X  aay,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  reaaon  Z 
have  taken  ao  much  time  on  tiUa  Is  hsnanss 
X  do  want  to  maks  It  very,  very  elsar  to  aU  of 
the  Federal  employees,  as  X  hava  said  toatara. 
that  there  Is  no  power  on  earth  vrhleh  splll 
force  me  to  dlenloae  the  namea  of  IndivUlaala 
who  are  reepefitlng  their  oath,  thair  oath  to 
defend  this  United  States  agatnat  aU  ana- 
mies.  foreign  and  domestic,  and  giving  tb* 
head  of  a  coounittee  Information."  (Tlraa- 
acrtpt.  vol.  38.  pp.  4389^4371.) 

•  •  •  •  • 

4.  The  following  are  excarpta  from  a  eol* 
loquy  between  Senator  MoCastrt  and  Sena- 
tor Moci.BU.Aw  which  took  place  in  tha 
hearings  before  the  subcommittee  on  Juno 
1.  1954: 

"Senator  MCCialaw.  •  *  • 

T  do  take  thla  poaltlon,  that  Z  am  talk- 
ing about  classified  information.  Xf  the  Sen- 
ator has  a  right,  aa  chairman  of  this  oom- 
mlttee or  as  a  United  Statea  Senator,  to 
have  the  secret  files  of  this  Government,  tba 
clsssifled  files,  dealing  vrlth  the  soeortty  of 
this  country,  to  have  them  pilfered,  and  tba 
documents  given  to  him.  then  X  say  tt  will 
destroy  the  security  system  that  protects 
this  country  at  this  hour."  (Ttansertpt,  voL 
34.  p.  4488.) 

•  •  e  e  • 
"Senator  McCAsmr.  •  •  • 

"I  pointed  out.  Mr.  Chairman,  prevloasly 
that  ss  chairman  at  the  Inveatigstlng  Oom- 
mittee  I  have  no  choice,  under  the  : 
Intion  Act  I  bave  tbe  duty,  but  to 
and  expoae  any  wrongdoing  In  tba  sxaeutlva 
branch. 

~X  pototed  out  that  yoa  cannot  hide  wrong- 
doing behind  a  stamp  of  aacreey.  Let's  not 
bring  J.  Bdgnr  Hoover  Into  thla.  J.  Bdgar 
Hoover  made  no  decision  as  to  Whether  or 
not  three  dDcnmcnts  could  be  aaade  publie. 
That  was  made  by  the  Attorney  OsnaraL 

"Let  me  iinSh.  please.  I  dldnt  Interrupt 
ycm.  Senator  M^LsujUf. 

1  want  to  make  It  very  dear  that  whOa  I 
of  the  eommtttee.  Z  win  i 
of  wrongdoing,  graft, 
komanyi 
wHI  glee  thsd  to  asc.    I    

that.    Ttey  an  take  an  oatt.  aa  I 
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rjiim  adviaed  Senator  mcCastht   tnat   ne      consider  tne  aioremeniionea  leiier  oi  your     wnicn  you  naa  witn  tne  Appiexon  aiaie  JtsanK, 
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tM» 


an 


i  S  t 


Um  ot 


lor. 


'  .«X  ballMv  tbat  mMi  Iu«wi  far  aliow  aay 
lofsttf  «B  »  miMrtW  oaow  imo  tatfiit  b» 
jMtiMrtMrgiMwttMiieta.'*  (nmaMrtpw 

•  •  •  •  • 
.tar  MoCUBXlrr.  t«ft  m*  aaj  «liia:  XT  • 

MM  1  tUnk  mlatakmiy 

doat  thlak  ihk 

I  hfmuf  PtmnUmMai.  Otno- 

Wb«n  TRuBU  wrot*  bla 

ta  19M  wtaleb  protaetad  tiM 

In  tka  Gonraraiaant.  I  ^loai^t 

"M  vaa  BMfelng  a  grtvfioua  anor.  WbanFrae- 

X  raapact  graattji 

wlkldi  want  twe 

r,  X  tbought  Iw  was 

ylamuh  anor  and  X  itat  ba  was 

not  antl^lad  to  do  it. 

may  X  aay,  flOMtor.  Juat  for  your  benaflt. 
X  iba  not  aitttaf  a^aair  abora  aa^  law.  Ifaal 
that  I  Imva  an  oath  aa  a  aanator,  an  oath  aa 
tha  ahatnnan  of  an  invaattgatlnc  ooountt- 
;  taa.    Ihaa  oath  binda  ma  to  gat  tnfoamatlon 

^  of  wroacdolBC  In  govanunant.    Z  faal  that 

!l  thara  la  no  valid  dlraetlra  of  my  Und  which 

I  aan  aay  that,  aa  ehatrman  of  tha  oommlttaa. 

I  mart  not  do  that.  ~- 

'^tb»  Oomgraai  paaaaa  a  law  and  tha  Pres- 

Idant  alcna  tt,  aaylng  tha  ehahman  of  theaa 

Imaatltattof  e«>mii>U>aaa  muat  not  gat  In- 

f  onnatlan  of  wrongdoing,  that  tha  Amarleui 

not  know  what  la  going  on,  that 

paopla  moat  not  haar  at  tiaa- 

tha*  thay  moat  not  haar  ot  graft  and 

,  If  wa  paaa  that  law  and  tt  la  made 

a  law,  than  thara  la  nothing  I  can  do  aaeept 

ahMa^by  tt    But.  flanator.  I  Juat  win  not 

•bMa  by  any  aaericy  dlraettve  of  anyone.    I 

thiafe  yofB  and  X  bava  aaan  and  wUl  aaa  nea- 

Idanti  aoM  and  go.*    (Tranaerlpt,  voL  M. 

S^  nia  f oUowtag  an  aieiapta  from  a  eol- 
loqny  balwaaa  Senator  MoGaanar  and  Sena- 
tor  BrMUMauw  whioh  took  piaae  te  tha  hear- 
Inga  bafora  tha  aubcwmfntttaa  on  Juna  16, 
X9M: 

"Senator  Sncxwaiow.  Senator  McCaarar, 
aa  I  aee  It,  baaed  on  your  own  worda,  if  a  man 
.or  If  aa  aatqptoyaa  of  the  Army  gave  an  tin> 
autkoaised  penon  aaeiet.  top  aaoet,  or  oonfl- 
dantlal  auitartal.  would  that  ba  a  vfolatUm 
of  tha  avlonage  Act? 

"Senator  IfcCaBTHT.  An  unauthorised  per- 
aon.  yea.  X  baUara.  Senator,  however,  to  get 
I  ..ikoonrletlon  for  a  violation  of  the  bplonage 

!Aet«  tha  Information  would  have  to  ba  of 
aiiah  a  nature  that  it  would  ba  of  benefit  to 
aa  aoamy.   But  aeaantlally,  Z  think  that  you 
I  are  oorreet  in  that. 

I  "SaiiaUii'  Bramroroir.  Thank  you.     That 

I  .  aee,  aa  Z  read  It,  makae  tt  a  felony  puniahable 

I  by  a  Una  vp  to  910,000  and  by  a  Jail  aantanea 

i  up  to  10  yaara  for  any  paraon  having  control 

f  01  fflaartflart  doeumanta  who  divulge  them 

to  an  uaanthortaed  p«raon:  la  that  correct? 
"Senator    liMlaaTBT.  You    are    apaaWng 
t  about  tha  MOCaCTan  Act.   Z  think  that  la  the 

4  penalty  provided  In  the  lieoarran  Act,  an  ez- 

ctilant  aet. 
I  "Senator  SnawoTow.  United  Stataa  Code, 

Annotated,  tttle  ZVZZX,  CMme  and.  Criminal 
Procedurea,  701-1608.  paragraph  TBS." 
(Tranaertpt.  vol.  S5.  p.  0M3.) 

0.  Tha  following  are  aaoerpta  from  a  eol- 
loquy  batwaen  Senator  llcCaarRT  and  Sana. 
tor  McClkllax  which  to(A  place  In  the  hear- 
laga  before  the  auboonmitttee  on  Jvme  18, 
XM4: 

"Smator  ifcCanrHT.  I  think  you  are  oom. 
plataly  wrong.  Senator.  I  dont  think  any 
Government  employee  can  deny  the  people 
.  tha  right  to  know  what  the  facta  are  by  using 
a  rubber  atamp  and  atamptng  aomething 
merat'."    (Ttanaeript.  vol.  85,  p.  7013.) 

•  a  •  a  • 

"Senator  lioCAarRT.  Senator,  may  Z  make 
It  very  clear  ao  there  la  no  quactlan  about  tt: 
Regardleea  of  who  trlea  to  auitaln  me  or  vice 
versa,  while  Z  am  chairman  of  the  committee 


Z  win  receive  all  tha  information  Z  ean  get 
mJaaut  mvingdotng  tn  tl>«  «cecutlv«  fn-anch. 
Z  wlU  i^ve  that  information  to  the  Aiaurlcan 
paopla. 

"Senator  MoCabixt.  And  Z  will  protect 
anyone  who  gtvee  me  that  InforaMttlon." 
(Iteneerlpt.  vd.  88,  p.  7014.) 

7.  The  following  are  excerpta  from  a  col- 
loquy  batwetn  Sanatn  McCAvmr  and 
Senator  Stiixnotom  which  took  placa  in  tha 
hearinga  before  the  aubcommittee  dn  June 
18.  1084: 

"Senator  STMnforoif .  Regardless  '  of  in- 
structions fran  hia  auperlor,  anybody  can 
decide  thamaelTes.  regardless  of  tha  classi- 
fication of  a  document,  if  they  beliave  that 
it  la  wrong,  wUatever  tlielr  superier  does, 
thMefore  they  have  the  rlgbt  to  tell  it  to  a 
congreaalonal  committee,  is  that  ri^t? 

"Sanator  McCabtht.  Senator,  so  there  Is 
no  queatlon,  let  me  repeat  again,  anyone 
who  haa  evidence  of  wrongdoing.  |ias  not 
only  the  right  but  the  duty  to  brllig  that 
evidence  to  a  congreaalonal  comfnlttee." 
(Transcript,  vol.  35,  p.  7037.) 

8.  The  following  are  answers  given  by 
Senator  IfcCaarHr  to  questions  asked  him 
by  Mr.  Welch  in  the  hearing  before  |he  sub- 
committee  on  Jime  16,  1054: 

"Senator  MoCaktkt.  Well,  1  will  answer 
It  aa  X  think  it  ahould  be  answered.  No.  1, 
we  have  received  no  information  ffom  the 
7BL  Ma  a.  Z  do  think,  Mr.  Welch,  and  I 
know  you  are  aaking  for  the  information, 
IVo.  a,  it  the  FBI  has  been  issuing  re- 
ports to  a  certain  agency,  that,  we  Will  say, 
Mr.  X  la  a  tralt«.  la  guilty  of  spying, 
eaplonage  and  what  have  you,  if  soiAeone  In 
that  agency  knows  that  the  reports  Were  be- 
ing Ignored,  Z  think  he  has  a  duty  |o  bring 
that  to  his  cotnmittee,  to  the  Jenn|er  com- 
mittae,  to  the  Velde  committee,  soi^ie  com- 
mittee with  Jtirlsdlctlon."  (Transolpt,  vol. 
85.  p.  70S8.) 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Senator  McCAaxHT.  •  •  •  Let  me  ans- 
wer your  qusKtion.  If  the  FBI,  a«  in  the 
Alger  Blae  case,  haa  reported  evidence  of 
treaaon  to  a  department,  if  the  head  of  that 
department  knows  all  about  it,  if  ba  refiiaee 
to  act  (m  it.  then  Z  think  it  la  the. duty  of 
any  Amolcan  who  lovea  his  country,  to  bring 
that  to  the  atcentlon  of  the  proper  In veatl- 
gating  committee,  and  I  think  th^  is  the 
rule  that  we  ahould  follow,  not  only  in  1064 
but  in  1964.  1974.  1984.  1994.  Othenrlse.  Mr. 
Welch,  if  we  can  cover  up  wrongdolfig,  if  we 
can  cover  up  treaaon  by  a  stamp  of  aecrecy, 
then  you  and  I  won't — strike  that.  tiCt's  say 
that  thia  Nation  ^certainly  wont  have  too 
long  to  Uve."     (Trknacript,  vol.  35.  p.  7041.) 

Coiudiuion 

By  the  statements  set  out  above.  Senator 
McCabtbt  invited  Government  eaaployeea 
to  aubmlt  to  him  claasined  executive  In- 
formation without  regard  to  their  oath  of 
olBce,  provlaiona  of  law,  executive'  regula- 
tions and  ethical  obligations.  For  this  in- 
vitation to  anarchy,  the  Senator  frt>m  Wis- 
eonain  should  be  censured. 

coMicrrrsx  mcM  ra 

Znddenta  Involving  receipt  or  use  of  claaai- 
fled  document  or  other  confidential  tof  orma- 
tkm.  from  executive  files,  referred  to  in  the 
following: 

A.  Amendment  propoeed  by  Mr.  Moasa  to 
the  reeolutlon  (8.  Res.  301)  to  cenaure  the 
Senator  from  Wlaconain,  Mr.  McCAxtirr,  viz: 
"(d)  Received  and  made  use  of  conadentlal 
Information  wUawfully  obtained  f  rotn  a  doc- 
ument tn  ocecuttve  flies  upon  whlob  docu- 
ment the  Federal  Bureau  of  Inveatigatlon 
had  placed  its  highest  clasaiflcation:  and  of- 
fered such  Infonnatlon  to  a  lawfuUf  constl. 
tuted  Senate  aubcommittee  in  the  form  of  • 
spurloua  document  wblcb  be  falaelyaaserteii 
to  the  subcommittee  to  be  'a  letter  from  the 
FBI'." 


ibeoE 


; 


B.  Amendment  propoeed  by  M^. 
to  tbe  resolution  (8.  Rea.  301)  to  aensuce  tlM 
Senator  from  Wtaconaln.  Mr.  MoCtkanrr.  vis: 
"(13)  He  received  and  held  a  valt<abla  claaal. 
fied  document  in  poeslble  TiolaHon  of  the 
Bspionage  Act.  (Revealed  In  |tba  Army. 
McCarthy  hearings  that  he  had  impropariy 
obtained  J.  Edgar  Hoorer'a  repots  on  eub- 
veralvea  from  the  Army,  and  faiUed  to  re- 
store the  document  to  properly ;  autborlMd 
hands.)  He  permitted  the  document  to  fall 
into  the  hands  of  a  goaaip  colum41st  (Walter 
Wlnchell)." 

Doeuvfientation 

Hearings  before  the  Special  Subcommittee 
on  Investigations  of  the  Oommlttea  on  Gov. 
emment  Operations,  United  St^tee  Senate. 
83d  Congress,  Sd  aeasion,  pursuaitt  to  Senate 
Resolution  188. 

EzhibiU  ' 

(a)  Copy  of  Federal  Register  clT  March  10. 
1948,  volume  13,  No.  62.  contalnlxig  Prealden- 
tlal  directive  of  March  13,  1948  (^nfidential 
Status  of  Employee  Loyalty  Recotds) . 

(b)  Copy  of  Federal  Register  bf  April  99, 
19S3,  volume  18,  No.  83,  contaifiing  Bxecu- 
tlve  Order  10450  of  April  27,  199S  (Security 
Requirements  for  Oovemment  lEaployment) . 

Summary  of  fact*   , 

1.  At  a  hearing  before  the  apedal  suboom. 
mlttee  on  May  4,  1954,  during  am  examina- 
tion of  Secretary  Robert  T.  Stevena,  Senator 
McCaktht  produced  a  2V4-page  document  to 
which  he  referred  aa  follows: 

"Senator  McCaaTHT.  Mr.  Secretary,  X 
would  like  to  give  you  a  letter^  one  which 
waa  written  Incidentally  before  ^ou  took  of- 
fice but  which  waa  in  the  file,  I  iunderatand. 
all  during  the  time  you  are  in  edtoe— Z  un- 
derstand it  is  In  the  file  as  of  today — from 
the  FBI,  pointing  out  the  urgency  in  con- 
nection with  certain  cases,  listing  the  fact, 
for  example,  that  Coleman  had  ,been  in  di- 
rect connection  with  eapionag^  agenta — " 
(Hearing,  pt.   18,  p.  708.)  . 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Senator  McCaxtbt.  Z  want  ito  queaUon 
the  Secretary  aa  to  whether  or  ni>t  the  origi- 
nal of  this  and  other  letters  l^ce  it  are  in 
bis  file.  I  want  to  make  It  clear,  that  Z  have 
gotten  neither  this  letter  nor  aiiything  else 
from  tbe  FBI."     (Hearing,  pt.  19,  p.  704.) 

a.  The  following  colloquy  between  Mr.  Ray 
Jenklna,  aubconunlttee  counasl.  end  Mr. 
Stevena  occurred  on  May  6,  1044: 

"Mr.  JxKKiKs.  Mr.  Stevena,  4nca  yeatar- 
day  aifternoon,  have  you  or  opt.  through 
youraelf  or  thoee  under  your  command  ex- 
amined the  files  of  the  Intelllganoe  Depart- 
ment of  the  Pentagon  with  8pe(4al  reference 
to  the  original  of  the  letter  aboUt  which  you 
were  queetloned  yesterday  aftsfnoon? 

"Secretary  Stzvxns.  Yea,  sir.  i 

"Mr.  JxMxncs.  State  whether  or  not  aueh 
a  letter  was  found  in  that  file  ^  any  other 
hie.  I 

"Secretary  SnvsMs.  No.  air."^  (Bearing, 
pt.  19.  p.  720.)  I 

3.  Mr.  Robert  Collier,  asatstanit  counael  to 
the  subcommittee,  was  then  called  to  the 
stand  and  sworn.  He  was  intsTrogated  re- 
garding •  conference  between  himself  and 
Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Director  of>ttie  FBI.  on 
the  subject  of  the  above  document.  Tbe 
following  are  excerpta  from  Cdlllar's  taetl- 
mony : 

"Mr.  CoLUB.  Upon  receiving  your  instnie- 
tlons,  I  communicated  with  the  FBI,  and 
within  a  short  period  of  time  obtained  an 
appointment  with  Mr.  Hoover,  i  I  want  to 
see  blm.  having  adviaed  lam  bf  tha  date 
and  the  type  of  letter  involved.  Mr.  HOover 
at  that  time  Informed  me  Uiat  tliey  bad 
not  found  such  a  letter.  He  <|ld  have  an- 
other letter  of  the  same  date,  i 

"In  order  to  be  perfectly  >u8e  that  thay 

had  obtained  tbe  correct  letter^  I  returned 
to  tbe  Senate  Office  Building  a|id  obtained 
from    Roy    Cohn.    In    Senator  iMcCaanrr's 

office,  tbe  letter  which  I  now  have  In  my 
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hand  and  which  was  the  one  produced  yes- 
terday by  Senator  IflcCAarRT.  I  took  Ui*t 
letter  to  atr.  Hoover,  acd  at  tbat  time  lie 
compared  this  letter  with  the  letter  In  his 
posseaslon  of  the  same  date. 

"I  can  now  report  to  jou  that  Mr.  Hoover 
advised  me  that  this  letter  is  not  a  carbon 

"Mr.  jKKKnrs.  Identify  the  letter  when  you 
say  'tbla  letter.' 

"Mr.  COU.IBI.  This  is  the  letter  produced 
yesterday  by  Senator  McCarht.  This  Is  not 
a  carbon  copy  or  a  copy  of  any  cooununlca- 
tlon  prepared  or  aent  by  tbe  FBI  to  General 
Boiling  on  January  38,  19S1.  or  any  otber 
date.     The  FBI  haa  In  lU  flies  a  letter 

"Mr.  JxNKUCs.  Are  you  now  stating  what 
Mr.  Hoover  personally  tcld  you? 

"Mr.  CoLuxa.  Yes,  sir. 

"Mr.  Jkmkims.  Tou  may  proceed. 

"Mr.  CoLXJxa.  Tbe  FBI  does  bave  in  Its  fllea 
8  file  copy  of  a  letter  dated  January  36.  1051, 
the  same  date,  prepared  »nd  sent  by  the  FBI 
to  (General  Boiling,  whica  was  a  15-page  in- 
terdepartmental memoruidum.  A  carbon 
copy  of  that  went  to  klaj.  Oen.  Joseph  F. 
Carroll.  United  Statea  A.^  Force. 

"Mr.  Hoover,  In  comptj-ing  the  two  docu- 
ments, advised  me  that  the  form  of  the  car-  ' 
bon  copy  which  I  have,  the  one  introduced, 
and  the  yellow  copy  of  the  FBI  memorandum 
prepared  on  January  26,  are  materially  dif- 
ferent in  form."  (Hearing,  pt.  9.  pp.  721,  722.) 
•  •  •  •  • 

"*  *  *  Mr.  Hoover  advised  me,  and  ex- 
amined the  two  documents  in  my  presence, 
advised  me  that  the  substance  of  tbe  original 
FBI  15-page  memorandum  and  the  substance 
of  the  2V4-page  carbon  'X)py,  contain  infor- 
mation relating  to  the  same  subject  matter, 
and  that  in  some  Instances  exact  or  iden- 
tical language  appears  in  both  documents." 
(Hearing,  pt.  19.  p.  723.) 

NoTX. — On  pagea  722  and  723,  Mr.  Collier 
recounted  in  detail  the  differences  between 
the  two  documents.  See  also  Mr.  Collier's 
testimony  on  pages  749  to  754.  of  part  20. 

4.  The  following  are  e-ccerpta  from  the  tes- 
timony of  Senator  McCaitht  before  the  spe- 
cial subcommittee  on  May  5.  1954: 

"Mr.  JnvKiKs.  There  waa  handed  to  me. 
Senator  McCabtht,  a  letter  dated  January  26. 
1951.  and  referred  to  herein  as  a  2>4-page 
letter.  As  I  recall.  Senator,  that  letter  was 
handed  to  me  by  you;  is  that  correct? 

"Senator  McCaxtht.  That  la  correct.  It 
was  passed  along  the  table  by  me."  (Hear- 
ing, pt.  20,  p.  759.) 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Mr.  JxinciNS.  Senator  McCaxtht.  you  are 
bound  to  be  aware  of  the  fact  some  attack 
has  been  made  upon  that  letter.  I  want  to 
ask  you  at  this  time  tc  teU  thU  committee 
all  of  your  knowledge,  without  my  aaking  you 
any  specific  questions  at  this  time,  with  re- 
spect to  the  2^ -page  letter,  particularly 
where  you  obtained  possession  of  it,  when 
you  obtained  poesesslon  of  it.  when  it  came, 
and  give  any  other  knowledge  that  ybu  may 
have  jsertaining  to  that  2>4-page  letter. 

"Senator  McCaxtht.  First  let  me  make  it 
very  clear.  Mr.  Jenkins  and  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  I  will  not  under  any  circumstances  re- 
veal the  source  of  any  Information  which  I 
get  as  chairman  of  the  committee  *  *  *  X 
will  give  you  the  information  that  you  re- 
quest. Mr.  Jenkins.  Tlils  came  to  me  from 
someone  within  the  Army. 

"As  I  recall  the  time.  I  do  not  recall  the 
date.  I  recall  be  stated  very  clearly  tbe  rea- 
son why  he  was  giving  me  this  Information 
was  because  he  was  dee]}ly  disturbed  l>ecause 
even  though  there  were  repeated  reports  from 
the  FBI  to  tbe  effect  that  there  were  Commu- 
nist infiltration,  indications  of  espionage  In 
the  top-secret  laboratcvies.  the  radar  labora- 
tories, that  nothing  was  being  done,  he  felt 
that  his  duty  to  his  country  was  above  any 
duty  to  any  Truman  directive  to  the  effect 
that  he  eould  not  disclose  this  informa- 
Uon.    •    •    •»   (Hearing,  pt.  30,  pp.  76a-7e0.) 

NoTx.— See  exhibit  "a" — the  ao-called  Tru- 


man directive  of  March  18,  1948,  which 
states  in  part  "aU  reports,  records  and  fllee 
relative  to  the  loymlty  of  emi^oyees  or  {iro- 
spactlve  employees  (Includlnc  reporta  of 
such  investigative  agencies) ,  shall  be  main- 
tained In  confidence,  and  shall  not  be  trans- 
mitted or  disclosed  except  ss  required  In  the 
efficient  conduct  of  business." 

See  also  exblblt  "b" — Executive  Order 
10450,  April  28,  1963,  section  9  (c),  which 
Btates:  "The  reports  and  other  investigative 
material  and  information  developed  by  in- 
vestigations conducted  pursuant  to  any  stat- 
ute, order,  or  program  described  in  section  7 
of  this  order  shall  remain  tbe  property  of  tbe 
investigative  agencies  conducting  the  inves- 
tigations, but  may.  subject  to  considerations 
of  tbe  national  security,  be  retained  by  tbe 
department  or  agency  concerned.  Sucb  re- 
ports and  otber  investigative  material  and 
Information  shall  be  maintained  in  confi- 
dence, and  no  access  shall  be  given  thereto 
except,  with  the  consent  of  the  investigative 
agency  concerned,  to  other  departments  and 
agencies  conducting  security  programs  under 
the  authority  granted  by  or  In  accordance 
with  the  said  act  of  August  26.  1950,  as  nuiy 
be  required  for  the  efficient  conduct  of  Gov- 
ernment business." 

"Mr.  JxMKiNs.  •  •  •  Then,  Senator,  you  did 
not  get  the  2^ -page  document  from  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation? 

"Senator   McCaxtht.  I  did  not,  sir. 

a  •  •  •  • 

''Mr.  Jeioeinb.  But.  as  I  do  understand  It, 
Senator  McCaxtht,  and  we  are  trying  to 
pursue  this  question  to  its  logical  end  so 
that  the  committee  may  know  all  the  facts, 
that  2>4-page  document  was  delivered  to  you 
by  someone  from  tbe  Army? 

"Senator  McCaxtht  .  Yes.  I  can  go  a  step 
further,  Mr.  Jenkins. 

"Mr.  Jewkins.  And  perhaps  in  the  Intelli- 
gence Department?     Can  you  go  that  far? 

"Senator  McCaxtht.  An  officer  in  the  Intel- 
ligence  Department. 

"Mr.  JxNxiNS.  Very  well.  Senator,  when 
was  that  letter,  that  2%-pi^  document,  de- 
livered to  you? 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Senator  McCaxtht.  Mr.  Jenkins,  I  would 
have  dUBculty  giving  you  an  exact  date,  but 
it  was  early  last  spring,  roughly  a  year  ago." 
(Hearing,  pt.  20,  p.  7e6.) 

•  •  •  •  • 
"Senator  Stmimgton.  Senatw,  I  have  two 

questions. 

"First,  did  you  disc\iss  this  article  or  letter 
with  Mr.  Hoover,  or  the  FBI.  before  you  of- 
fered it  for  evidence? 

"Senator  McCaxtht.  I  did  not.  *  *  *  I  have 
never  discussed  with  Mr.  Hoover  any  re- 
port that  appeared  to  have  originated  in  the 
FBI.  I  have  used  my  own  Judgment  and  the 
ones  that  I  thought  should  be  used  I  have 
used."     (Hearing,  pt.  20,  p.  766.) 

"Mr.  Wxlch.  Do  you  understand  that  J. 
Bdgar  Hoover  sent  to  the  Army  a  document 
2^  pages  in  length?     Just  'Yes'  or    No.' 

"Senator  McCaxtht.  I  dont  know  the 
length  of  these  other  documents. 

"Mr.  Wxlch.  Let  us  face  up  to  it.  Senator. 
Do  you  understand  tbat  J.  Bdgar  Hoover  sent 
to  the  Army  a  document  2^  pages  in  length? 

"Senator  McCaxtht.  As  far  as  the  docu- 
ment on  January  26  is  concerned  the  answer 

is  'No'."     (Hearing,  pt.  30,  p.  774.) 

6.  The  question  of  whetber  or  not  the 
contents  of  the  documents  (the  15-page 
memorandum  and  the  2^ -page  document 
produced  by  Senator  McCaxtht)  oould 
legally  be  disclosed  arose  during  the  ques- 
tioning of  Mr.  Collier  on  May  6.  1954.  The 
following  colloquy  took  place  between  Sena- 
tor MmBfr,  subcommittee  chairman,  and  Mr. 
Corner: 

"Senator  Mvmdt.  •  •  •  Tou  vrare  quoting 
Mr.  Hoover,  tben,  wben  you  said  tbat  In 
some  Inttfan"—  the  language  waa  identical. 


that  the  subject  matter  waa  identical,  and 
tnat  as  Mr.  Hoover  Interprets  tbe  secuilty 
laws.  tlM  subject  matter,  both  of  the  FBI 
oc^rtes  and  of  the  et^Hea  from  Senator  MC- 
Cabtht'b  files,  becauae  they  deal  With  an 
identical  aubjeet.  should  not  be  revealed  in 
public  short  of  a  ruling  of  the  Attorney 
General.     Is  tbat  correct? 

"Mr.  OOLUXK.  I  want  to  make  It  clear.  Ut. 
Hoover  did  not,  of  oourae,  refer  to  this  carbon 
copy  when  he  stated  that,  because  actually 
this  Is  not  a  carbon  oopy  of  any  FBI  docu- 
ment. He  was  referring  to  his  own  docu- 
ment, the  IS -page  memorandum,  wtien  he 
suggested  that  'I  respectfully  refer  you  to  the 
Attorney  General  for  his  opinion'.**  (Hear* 
Ing.  pt.  19.  pp.  724-726.) 

6.  Tbe  following  are  exoerpts  from  a  col- 
loquy between  Senator  McClxllah  and  Mr. 
Collier  before  the  subcommittee  on  May  6. 
1954: 

"Senator  McClxllaw.  •  •  •  nrom  what 
you  have  seen  of  the  two  documents,  the  one 
that  has  been  presented  here,  and  the  one 
that  you  discussed  with  Mr.  Hoover,  I  will 
ask  you  to  state  whetber  it  would  be  possible 
for  anyone  to  compoae  or  present  the  docu- 
ment now  before  us  except  that  they  *ift4 
Access  to  the  original  dociunent  or  the  orig- 
inal copy  thereof  which  still  remains  con. 
fidential  and  restricted. 

"Mr.  Coixjxa.  You  are  asking  for  my  per* 
sonal  opinion  on  that? 

"Senator  McCixixah.  FTom  what  you  have 
observed  of  the  two.  Would  it  be  poeaibla, 
except  that  the  author  of  the  document  now 
l>efore  \is  must  have  had  access  to  the  origi- 
nal or  the  original  copy  thereof? 

"Mr.  CoLuxx.  I  would  say  that  since  seven 
of  the  paragraphs  are  identical,  that  tha 
person  who  wrote  this  document  must  have 
had  access  to  the  original,  because  tha  idan> 
tlcal  language  is  contained  therein. 

"Senator  McCucllan.  It  is  still  reatrieted 
eo  f ar  as  the  FBI  Is  eoncemedf 

"Mr.  Coujoa.  Mr.  Hoover  tdd  -  me.  and 
as  I  have  stated  to  the  committee  at  ttia 
beginning  of  this  testimony,  that  it  earriea 
the  highest  classification  the  Bureau  can 
place  on  a  document,  confidential,  that  be 
does  not  feel  that  he  has  any  right  to  da> 
classify  it."     (Hearing,  pt.  20.  p.  TO6.) 

7.  On  May  5,  1964,  Senator  Mvmdt,  aa 
chairman  of  the  Special  Investigating  -Sub. 
committee,  addressed  a  letter  to  Attorney 
General  Brownell,  aaking  the  opinion  of  tbe 
Attorney  General  as  to  whether  or  not  tlie 
contents  or  any  part  of  the  3^-page  and 
the  15-page  documoits  could  be  released  to 
the  pubUc.  (Bxhlblt  No.  18,  hearing,  pt.  SI, 
p.  819) 

8.  On  May  6,  1954.  there  waa  introduced 
in  the  hearing  before  the  subconunittee  a 
Letter  from  Attorney  General  Brownell  to 
Senator  Mundt  (exhibit  No.  16,  hearing,  pt. 
21,  pp.  830,  821)  which  stated,  in  part,  with 
regard  to  the  2^ -page  dociunent  introduced 
in  the  hearing  by  Senator  McCaktbt: 

"Your  second  request  refers  to  a  2^ -page 
document,  dated  January  36,  1061.  a  copy 
of  which  was  delivered  to  us  by  Mr.  Bobeirt 
A.  Collier,  assistant  counsel  of  your  suboom- 
mlttee.  and  wbtcb  la  returned  herewltfa. 
This  document  pwports  to  be  a  copy  of  a 
letter  with  a  salutation :  'Major  General  BoU> 
ing.  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  Q-2,  Depart- 
ment of  the  Army,  Waahlngton,  D.  C.  Sir:'. 
It  is  marked  'personal  and  oonfldentiaL'  It 
cloaes  with  the  following  typewritten  signa- 
ture: 'Sincerely  yours,  J.  Bdgar  Hoover,  Di- 
rector.* 

"Mr.  Hoover  has  examined  the  document 
and  haa  advised  me  that  he  never  wrote  any 
such  letter.  However,  this  document  doee 
contain  phraseology  which  la  Identical  in 
words  and  paragrapha  with  thoae  oonUlnad 
in  the  15-page  memoraadum  refafrad  to  pta- 
vloualy.  Zn  addition  thIa  doemnant  < 
tbe  listing  of  wmw 
contained  in  the  15-pege 
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or  'bo 
,  ta  tte  «clctaial 

■%■_  _ 
to  b«  •  IsMar  alvmi  toy  4. 
XNNetar  of  ttw  WI,  tiMM 

awtUlm  J'  iw  ^iw  rtiriintwi'  Tm  nn* 
by  him  nor  by  anyoa*  on  hit  iMtetf.  lafMtk 
tbar*  to  noUkt^  ootttalnad  In  tiM  a%-pac* 
docttiBHrt  to  bI^w  ivlw  aMd*  auBli  •valaa- 
tkoom.  In  »»«f  aC  tiMM  teota  •»«  to^»«M 
tb*  ammmmit  ooaatttutaa  an  unwitbormd 
UM  of  tnfonMtkm  wbldi  to  ciMiiflort  m 
ooafldnttal.  and  lor  tbo  nMom  prtvloiMly 
statad.  It  to  my  opinion  that  It  dtoold  not  1M 
mad*  pubUe." 

-BixuBKiAf  youn. 

"BBnoT  BauwMA,  Jr.. 

-Atmnen  QtnenX." 

•.  AttboughtbarahaanottomyknowlMca 
been  s  deftnltiv*  daclalon  declaring  tbe  re> 
c»lnt  jof  auck  elaaalflatl  Inf onaatlan  as  that 
f^n^l^YTl  in  tbe  a^-pafa  doeumant  to  Da 
a  Tlolfttion  of  fMor»l  Uw,  »  readlnf  oif  tho 
amdloabla  fMaral  aUtuta  casta  gnat  doubt 
upon  tba  latality  o<  auch  raoalpt.  Tltla  IS. 
United  Stataa  Oode.  aecUon  79S  (f).  pco- 
Tldaa: 

"Wboarv,  being  entniated  with  or  bavlng 
lawful  prwwilnn  or  c(»trol  of  any  docu- 
moit.  vrtttng.  oode  book.  ■Ignal  book.  Aatch. 
pnotograplt.  pbotographle  negatlTa.  Utie- 
prlnt.  plan.  map.  model.  Inatrument,  appU- 
ance.  note,  or  Information,  relating  to  tbe 
national  defenae,  (1)  tbrooi^  groai  negu- 
genoe  jpermlts  tbe  same  to  be  removed  from 
Ita  propar  place  of  custody  or  deUrered  to 
anyone  In  violation  og  bis  trust,  or  to  be  lost, 
stolen,  abatracted.  or  destroyed,  or  (3)  baT> 
ing  knowledge  tbat  tbe  none  baa  been  Hie* 
gaily  temoved  from  Its  pttuftt  place  of  cue- 
tody  or  delivered  to  anyone  In  vtolatkm  of  tta 
trust,  or  loat.  or  stolen,  abatracted.  or  de- 
stroyed, and  fans  to  make  prompt  report  of 
suOb  kMa.  tbeft.  abatraetkm,  or  deatraetlon 
to  bla  loperlor  oOeer— 

-Shall  be  fined  not  more  tban  $10,000  or 
InqirlBoned  not  more  tban  10  years,  or  botb.** 

Tbe  foregoing  is  followed  lof  a  subeeettoa 
(g).  Wblcb  reads  aa  follows: 

"H  two  or  mora  persons  conspire  to  vio- 
late any  of  tbe  foregoing  in«Tlslons  of  tbli 
Mctlon,  and  one  or  more  of  saeb  persona  do 
any  aet  to  effect  tbe  object  of  tbe  oonspbr- 
acy.  imtfb,  rf  Xb»  parties  to  soeli  oonqilraey 
aliaU  be  subject  to  tbe  punishment  provided 
for  tbe  oOeaae  wblcb  la  tbe  object  of  sueb 
ocmaplracy.* 

Conclusion 

Tbe  testimony  set  out  above  Indicates  tbat 
Senator  IfcCAsrirr  made  use  In  a  bearing  be- 
fore tbe  Special  Subcommittee  on  Xnveatlga- 
tlona  of  a  document  wblcb  be  knew  bad  been 
extracted  from  executive  fllea  In  contraven- 
tion of  an  Xxseutlve  order.  Tba  receipt  of 
such  a  classtflsd  document  may  also  bave 
been  In.  vUdatlon  of  the  espionage  Act.  and 
certainly  waa  In  violation  of  the  q;>lrlt  and 
Intent  of  the  aeeUons  of  the  bplonage  Act 
set  forth  above.  For  this  Inqjiroper  use  of 
daaslfled  axeootlve  material  tbe  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  should  be  censured. 

COKMITI'KK  imC  XV 

Incidents  Involving  abuse  of  colleagues  In 
the  Senate,  referred  to  In  the  following:  - 

A.  Amendment  propoeed  by  Ifr.  FuuiDna 
to  the  resolution  (8.  Res.  801)  to  censure 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  lir.  McCabtbt. 
via:  "(30)  Be  has  ridiculed  bis  colleagues 
In  the  Senate,  defaming  them  publicly  In 
vulgar  and  base  language  (regarding  Senator 
Hmwacascaf— '•  Uvii^  mlraole  without 
bn^ns  or  guta':  on  FLajfaxaa — ^%enlle— I  think 
they  abonld  get  a  man  with  a  net  and  take 
him  to  a  good  quiet  plaee*).- 

the  rMotatloa  (8.  Raa.  tOl)  to  oniaure  tha 
Senator  from  wnawmstn.  lar.  MOCaAbt.  via: 
"(b)  mifalrly  accused  hla  fellow  Senators 
OixxnTK.  lioifBO>r-T.  Hxmxicicaoir,  Hatssbt. 


ofimpropcr.  conduct  In  carry- 
lag  Ofiti  their  ilutlea  a«  Sanaton." 

Doevmentotion  | 

Beport  of  tbe  Subcommittee  on  PrlvltegM 
and  Sectlana  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Admlnlatoatlaai,  17nlted  States  Senate,  bur- 
nwbt  to  Senato  Beoolution  187  and  Seiuta 
BeaoluUon  804. 

Summmry  of  facU 

1.  On  August  6.  1051.  Senate  Resolxttion 
187  waa  Introduced  In  the  Senate  by  Sewtor 
William  Benton,  of  Connecticut.  The  leao- 
lutkm  called  for  an  Investigation  to  deter- 
mine whether  expulsion  proceedlnga  sbould 
be  Instituted  against  Senator  JoaxpH  R.  Mc- 
Ctmrmr.  The  reeolutlon  was  referred  by  the 
Pr^aldent  of^the  Senate  to  tha  Senate  Oom- 
mlttee  on  Etoleo  and  Administration  and,  in 
turn,  to  tta  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Beetloas  for  consideration.  There  waa  alao 
rsTeried  to  tbls  eommlttae  ant*  aubconunlttee 
on  April  10,  1053,  a  resolution  (S.  Res.  804) 
Introduced  by  Senator  McCabtht,  caUlnK  for 
an  Investigation  of  Senator  Benton.    (Rc^rt, 

pp.  1.  ».) 

flf  During  tbe  course  of  tbe  above  in«estl- 
gatkma.  Senators  OnxxiTC.  Mowbomxt,  Baic- 
oaiCKaow,  Hatdxm,  and  HxmnMoe  served  on 
the  Suboammlttee  on  Privileges  and  dec- 
tions,  as  did  Senators  Wklkks  and  MtwdAST 

CHABM    SlOTH. 

3.  During  the  time  that  Senator  GnAxm 
was  chairman  of  the  subcommittee.  Senator 
McOabtht  on  numerous  occasions  wae  In- 
vited to  appear  and  assist  the  subcomntfttee 
on-  Its  Investigations.  Senator  McCAlrrBT 
failed  to  appear  before  the  subcommittee, 
and  instead  he  made  attaclu  upon  the  In- 
tegrity of  the  subcommittee  and  its  mem- 
bers. The  following  are  quotations  from  let- 
ters written  by  Senator  IIcCabtht.  Tbe  let- 
tars  are  reproduced  in  their  entirety  in  the 
ai^endlz  at  the  report  of  the  BUbcommlttee. 

December  0,  1961:  "•  •  •  a  horde  of  in- 
vestigators hired  by  your  committee  at  a 
coat  of  tens  of  thousands  of  dollars  of  tax- 
payers' money,  has  been  engaged  ezcluaively 
In  trying  to  dig  up  on  McCaxtht  material 
covering  periods  of  time  long  before  he  was 
old  enough  to  be  a  candidate  tor  the  Sen- 
ate— material  which  can  have  no  conceivable 
connection  with  his  election  or  any  Other 
election.  This  Is  being  done  in  complete 
disregard  of  the  limited  power  of  your  elec- 
tlonti  subcommittee.  The  obvious  purpose  Is 
to  dig  up  campaign  material  for  the  Demo- 
crat Party  for  the  coming  campaign  against 
McCastht. 

••When  your  elections  subcommittee.  With- 
out Senate  authorization,  spends  tens  of 
thousands  of  taxpayers'  dollars  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  digging  up  campaign  material 
against  McCaxtht,  then  the  commltlee  is 
guilty  of  stealing  Just  as  clearly  as  tl>ough 
the  mmnbers  engaged  in  picking  the  potckets 
of  the  taxpayem  and  turning  over  the  loot 
to  the  Democrat  National  Committee." 
(Appendix,  p.  62.) 

"While  the  actions  of  Benton  and  soSie  of 
the  oonunlttee  members  do  not  surprise  me, 
I  cannot  understand  your  being  willing  to 
label  Girr  OzLurrrx  as  a  man  who  will  head 
a  committee  which  is  stealing  from  the 
pockets  of  the  American  taxpayer  tens  of 
thousands  of  dollars  and  then  using  this 
money  to  protect  the  Democrat  Party  from 
the  political  effect  of  the  exposure  of  Com- 
munists in  government.  To  take  it  upon 
yourself  to  hire  a  horde  of  Investigatory  and 
spend  tens  of  tbouaands  of  dollars  without 
any  authorlaatl'^m  to  do  so  from  the  Senate 
is  labeling  youi'  elections  subcommittee  aa 
even  more  dishonest  than  was  the  Tydings 
committee."     (Appendix,  pp.  63-63.) 

December  10.  IBSl :  "As  I  have  prevtously 
stated,  you  and  every  member  of  your:  sub- 
committee who  ts  responsible  for  spending 
vast  amounts  ol  money  to  hire  investigators. 
pay  their  traveling  expenses,  etc..  on  matters 
not  concerned  \vlth  elections,  is  Just  at  dis- 


honest as  though  he  or  she  pio^  the 
pockets  of  the  taxpayers  and  turned  |the  looO 
over  to  tbe  Democrat  National  Oammlttee.** 
(Appendix,  p.  65.) 

4.  On  AprU  8, 1052:  Senator  HatbkW.  ehatr* 
num  of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration, Introduced  on  the  floor;  of  the 
Senate,  Senate  Reeolutlon  SCO  (exl<lblt  Mo. 
14.  appendU.  pp.  66-69).  which  poti|ted  out 
tbe  Issue  Involved  with  respect  to  Senator 
McCastht's  charge  that  tbe  Subeaftninlttee 
on  PrivUeges  and  Elections  lacked  jurledie- 
tion  to  investigate  luch  acts  of  a  Scbator  aa 
were  not  connected  vrtth  an  election  cam- 
paign, and  his  attack  upon  the  honesty  and 
motives  of  tbe  members  of  tbe  sub^mmlt- 
tee. 

On  April  10,  1952,  the  Senate  lioted  on 
Resolution  300.  and,  by  a  vote  of  00  to  0,  up- 
held the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Senate  Subcom- 
mittee on  Privileges  and  Blectiona  to  con- 
tinue Its  investigation  of  Senator  M^cCAXraT 
and  confirmed  its  confidence  In  the'  honeaty 
and  Integrity  of  the  members  of  ^e  sub- 
committee.    (Report,  p.  5.) 

5.  In  B<ay  1952  Senator  ICcCast^t  wrote 
letters  to  the  subcommittee  contalhlng  the 
following  statements: 

May  8,  1952:  "I  am  sure  that  yqu  would 
never  knowingly  allow  your  oommlttee  to 
serve  the  Communist  cause.  Bowfver.  the 
damage  done  is  the  same  whether  it  Is  know- 
ingly  and  deliberately  done.  There  can  be 
no  question  in  your  mind  or  In  (anyone's 
mind  that  this  year-long  lnvestlg|itlon  by 
your  subcommittee  would  never  h^ve  been 
commenced  if  I  had  not  been  expost^  Com- 
munists in  Government."  (Appdndlx.  p. 
81.) 

"If  you  bave  evidence  of  wrongdoing  on 
McCaktht's  part,  which  would  Justify  re- 
moval from  the  Senate  or  a  vote  o|  censure 
by  the  Senate,  certainly  you  have  ^ha  obli- 
gation to  produce  it.  However,  as  tyou  wall 
know,  every  member  of  yo\ir  committee  and 
stair  privately  admlta  that  no  such  evldenoe 
la  in  existence.  It  is  an  evil  and  dlshonsst 
thing  for  the  subcommittee  to  allfnr  itaelf 
to  be  used  for  an  evil  purpose."  (Appendix, 
p.  82.) 

May  11, 1952:  "Some  shallow  thin|cers  may 
say  that  you  gentlemen  are  dishonest  to  have 
planned  to  use  your  committee  as  a  sound- 
ing board  to  headline  the  statements  of  a 
witness  after  your  staff  had  reported  he  waa 
mentally  unbalanced.  I  beg  you  not  to  let 
this  distract  you  from  the  honestv  gentle- 
manly Job  you  are  doing.  Those  critics  fall 
to  realize  that  everjrthlng  la  ethiical  and 
honest  If  it  is  done  to  expose  the  ewfulneas 
of  McCarthyism."  (Appendix,  p.  8SL) 
•  •  •  •  • 

"I  ask  you  gentlemen  not  to  be  disturbed 
by  those  who  point  out  that  your  committee 
is  trying  to  do  what  the  Commimlst  Party 
has  officially  proclaimed  as  its  Nd.  1  task. 
You  Just  keep  on  in  the  same  honeet,  pains- 
taking way  of  developing  the  truth.  The 
thinking  people  of  this  Nation  will  not  be 
deceived  by  those  who  claim  that  What  you 
are  doing  Is  dishonest.  After  all,  you  must 
serve  the  interest  of  the  Democrat  Party — 
there  is  always  the  chance  that  the  country 
may  be  able  to  survive.  •  •  •  Aftet*  all,  isn't 
McCabtht  doing  the  terribly  unpatiMotic  and 
unethical  thing  of  proving  tbe  extent  to 
which  the  Democrat  administration  is  Com- 
munist ridden?  Unless  he  can  be  dilcredlted, 
the  Democrat  Party  may  be  remoted  from 
power."     (Appendix,  p.  84.) 

6.  On  September  9,  1952.  Senatof  WxiJua 
resigned  from  the  Subconunlttee  ^n  Privi- 
leges and  Elections.  On  September  10,  1953. 
Senator  Giujrm  submitted  his  resignation 
from  the  subcommittee  in  a  letter  to  Senator 
Hatdkn,  chairman  of  the  Conmiittee  on 
Rules    and    Adminletration.      The    following 
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statement  was  contained  in  Senator  On.- 
urn's  letter: 

"If  Senator  Wbjcxb  carries  out  his  an- 
noxmced  intention  and  sends  his  resignation 
to  you,  tbe  opportunity  Is  clear  for  a  return 
to  a  three-msin  membership.  My  resignation 
would  be  clearly  indicated  and  would  leave 
Senators  Hufinifos,  Monxokst,  and  Hkn- 
DBicKSOM.  As  you  kuow.  there  are  no  three 
Members  of  tbe  Senate  WHO  are  more  capable, 
or  more  high  minded,  than  these  men.  They 
have  always  been  scrupxilously  fair  In  their 
consideration  of  the  dlfOcult  problems  laid 
before  the  subcommittee.  There  is  no  doubt 
In  my  mind  tbat  it  would  be  In  tbe  best 
Interest  <tf  the  work  of  tbe  suboommlttee  to 
take  the  action  I  have  suggested."  (Appen- 
dix, p.  05.) 

7.  On  December  1, 1953.  Senator  McCaxtrt 
wrote  a  letter  to  Senator  Hkhnimob,  who  had 
replaced  Senator  On.i.crrc  aa  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee.  The  following  are  excerpts 
from  Senator  McCabtht 's  letter  to  Senator 

HXNNINOS: 

"I  was  interested  in  jova  declaration  of 
honesty  of  the  committee  and  would  like  to 
believe  that  It  U  true.*  •  •  Senator  On.- 
LETTK  also  resigned  wltbdut  giving  any  plau- 
sible reason  for  his  resignation  from  the  com- 
mittee. Obviously,  he  also  couldn't  stomach 
the  dishonest  use  of  public  funds  for  political 
purposes.  For  that  reason  It  is  dlfflcvUt  for 
me  to  believe  yo\ir  protestations  of  the  hon- 
esty of  your  committee."    (Appendix,  p.  102.) 

"I  thought  perhaps  the  election  might 
have  taught  you  that  ycur  boss  and  mine — 
the  American  people— do  not  approve  of 
treason  and  incompetence  and  feel  that  it 
must  be  exposed."  (Api>endlx.  p.  1C3.) 
•  •  •  •  • 

"This  letter  is  not  written  with  any  hope  of 
getting  an  honest  report  from  yoiu-  com- 
nUttee.  It  is  being  wri'ten  merely  to  keep 
the  record  straight."     (AppendU,  p.  104.) 

Cojicluiion 

For  these  unwarranted  attacks  upon  mem- 
bers of  a  duly  constituted  subcommittee  of 
the  Senate,  Senator  McCabtht  should  be 
censxu'ed. 

COMMTTTBX  Timit  V 

Incident  relating  to  Ralph  Zwicker.  a  gen- 
eral oOleer  of  the  Army  of  the  United  Statee. 
referred  to  In  the  following: 

A.  Amendment  proponed  by  Mr.  Fulbbicht 
to  the  resolution  (S.  R%.  801)  to  censure  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  Mr.  McCabtht,  viz: 
"(4)  without  justification,  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  impugned  the  loyalty, 
patriotism,  and  character  of  Gen.  Ralph 
Zwicker." 

B.  Amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Moesx  to 
the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  to  censure  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.  Mr.  McCabtht.  vie: 
"(c)  as  chairman  of  a  committee  resorted 
to  abusive  conduct  in  bis  interrogation  of 
Gen.  Ralph  Zwicker.  including  a  charge  that 
General  Zwicker  was  unfit  to  wear  tbe  uni- 
form, during  the  appearance  of  General 
Zwicker  as  a  witness  b<!fore  the  Permanent 
Subcommittee  on  Investigations  of  the  Sen- 
ate Committee  on  Government  Operations  on 
February  18,  1954." 

C.  Amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Flamsxbs  to 
the  resolution  (S.  Res.  801)  to  censure  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  Mr.  McCabtht,  vis: 
"(10)  He  has  attacke<t,  defamed,  and  be- 
smirched military  heroes  of  the  United 
States,  either  as  witnesses  before  his  com- 
nuttee  or  under  the  cloak  <rf  immunity  of 
the  Senate  floor  (General  Zwicker,  General 
MarshaU)." 

Documentation 

Bearings  before  tbe  Permanent  Subcom- 
mittee on  Investigations  of  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operations,  United  States 
Senate,  83d  Congress.  20  session,  pursuant  to 
Senate  Resolution  189.  part  3.  January  80, 
February  18,  and  March  4,  1954. 


Summary  of  ftets 

1.  On  Psbruary  18,  1054.  Oen.  Ralph  W. 
Zwicker,  commanding  oflkwr.  Camp  Kilmer, 
appeared  as  a  witness  Isefore  the  permanent 
BUboommlttee  in  connection  with  its  Inves- 
tigation of  aUeged  Commimlst  InfUtration  In 
the  Army.  Tbe  subcommittee  met  In  execu- 
tive session  In  room  110,  Federal  Building. 
New  York,  Senator  Joskph  R.  MoCaktht 
(chairman)  presiding.  The  cbaimian  .was 
tbe  only  subconunlttee  member  present. 
(HearlngB.  p.  146.) 

2.  Oeneral  Zwicker  was  asked  questions 
about  the  honorable  discharge  from  the  Army 
of  Major  Peress.  a  witness  at  an  earlier  hear- 
ing who  bad  refused  to  answer  whether  or 
not  he  was  a  member  of  the  Communist 
Party,  claiming  the  privilege  of  the  fifth 
amendment.  Certain  of  the  questions  asked 
Oeneral  Zwicker  he  refused  to  answer  on  the 
grounds  of  a  Presidential  directive.  (Hear- 
ings, pp.  140.  147.) 

8.  When  asked  about  the  Peress  testimony. 
Oeneral  Zwicker  stated  that  his  knowledge  of 
what  Peress  had  been  asked  and  had  refused 
to  answer  was  confined  to  what  he  tkad  read 
in  the  press,  but  that  he  knew  generaUy  the 
reasons  for  calling  Peress  before  the  subcom- 
mittee, and  he  knew  that  Peress  had  refused 
to  answer  some  questions.  The  following  col- 
loquy ensued  early  in  the  bearing: 

"Tbe  CRAntMAH.  Did  you  know  that  he 
refused  to  answer  questions  about  his  Com- 
munist activities? 

"General  ZwxcKxa.  Specifically,  I  don't  be- 
lieve so. 

"The  CRAnucAN.  Did  you  have  any  idea? 

"General  ZvncKEB.  Of  course  I  had  an 
idea. 

"The  CHAnucAH.  What  do  you  think  he 
was  called  down  here  for? 

"Oeneral  Zwicxkb.  For  that  specific  pur- 
pose. 

"The  CRAnocAM.  Then  you  knew  that 
those  were  the  questions  he  was  asked,  did 
you  not?  General.  let's  try  and  lie  truth- 
ful. I  am  going  to  keep  you  here  as  long  as 
you  keep  hedging  and  hemming. 

"General  Zwicxn.  I  am  not  hedging. 

"The  CHAnMAN.  Or  hawing. 

"Oeneral  Zwickxb.  I  am  not  hawing,  and 
I  dont  like  to  have  anyone  Impvign  my 
honesty,  which  you  just  about  did. 

"Tbe  Chammak.  Either  your  honesty  or 
your  InteUlgence;  I  can't  help  Impugning 
one  or  tbe  other,  when  you  tell  us  that  a 
major  in  yotir  command  who  was  known  to 
you  to  have  been  before  a  Senate  commit- 
tee, and  of  whom  you  read  the  press  re- 
leases very  carefully — to  now  have  you  sit 
here  and  tell  us  that  you  did  not  know 
whether  be  refused  to  answer  questions 
about  Communist  activities.  I  had  seen  all 
the  press  releases,  and  they  all  dealt  with 
that.  So  when  you  do  that.  General,  if  you 
wlU  pardon  me,  I  cannot  help  but  question 
either  your  honesty  or  your  intelligence,  one 
or  the  other.  I  want  to  be  frank  with  you 
en  that."    (Hearings,  pp.  147,  148.) 

4.  Later  in  the  hearing,  the  chairman 
(Senator  McCabtht)  asked  General  Zwicker 
the  foUowlng  question: 

"The  Chaibmaw.  Do  you  think,  GenMnI, 
that  anyone  who  is  responsible  for  giving  an 
honorable  discharge  to  a  man  who  has  l>een 
named  under  oath  as  a  member  of  the  Com- 
munist conspiracy  should  himself  be  re- 
moved from  the  military?" 

General  Zwickor  asked  whether  the  ques- 
tion was  general  or  specific,  and  after  stat- 
ing tbat  be  was  dealing  in  generaUties,  the 
Chairman  (Senator  MoCabtbt)  asked  Gen- 
eral Zwicker  the  foUowlng  hypothetical 
question : 

"The  Cbaibman.  Let  us  bssuom  that  John 
Jones  ts  a  major  in  tbe  United  States  Army. 
Let  tis  STTH'-v*'  that  there  is  sworn  testimony 
to  the  effect  that  he  is  part  of  the  Oommu- 
nlst  conspiracy,  has  attended  Communist 
leadership  schools.    Let  us  assume  that  Maj. 


John  Jones  la  under  oath  btf  or*  a  comintt- 
tee  and  says.  1  cannot  tOX  you  tbe  truth 
about  theee  charges,  because.  If  I  did.  X  fear 
that  might  tend  to  Inertmlnate  me.'  Tlien 
let  us  say  tbat  General  Smith  was  responsible 
for  this  man  receiving  an  honorable  dis- 
charge, knowing  theee  facts.  Do  you  think 
that  Oeneral  Smith  ^ould  be  removed  from 
the  military,  or  do  you  think  he  shouM  be 
kept  aa  in  it?".. 

General  Zwicker  stated  that  tbs  hypo- 
thetical Oeneral  Smith  should  be  kept  if  be 
were  acting  \mder  competent  orders' to  aep- 
arate  the  man.  and  then  the  chaliman  asked 
bim  to  assume  tbat  General  «»«tt*|  orlginatad 
the  order  directing  tbe  bonorable  dlsebarge. 
General  Zwicker  stated  that  "that  Is  not  a 
question  for  me  to  decide.  Senator."  Hie 
following  colloquy  then  took  place: 

"The  CHAnacAM.  Tou  are  ordered  to  answer 
it,  OeneraL  Tou  are  an  employee  of  tbe 
people. 

"General  Zwicxxa.  Tea,  sir. 

"The  Chauucak.  Tou  have  a  rather  impor* 
tant  job.  I  want  to  know  how  you  feel  about 
getting  rid  of  Communists. 

"General  Zwicxxa.  I  am  all  for  it.' 

"Tbe  CHATBitAif.  All  right.  Tou  wiU  an^ 
swer  that  question,  unless  you  take  the  fifth 
amendment.  I  do  not  care  how  long  we 
stay  here;  you  are  going  to  answer  It. 

"General  Zwickxb.  Do  you  mean  how  X 
feel   toward  Communists? 

"The  CHAiBifAjr.  I  mean  exactly  what  X 
aslced  jrou,  General;  nothing  elee.  And  any- 
one with  the  brains  of  a  6-year-old  child 
can  understand  that  question. 

"The  reporter  will  read  it  to  you  as  often 
as  you  need  to  hear  it  so  that  you  can  an- 
swer it,  and  then  you  will  answer  It. 

"Oeneral  ZwicKOt.  Stwt  it  over,  please.** 

(The  question  was  reread  by  the  reporter.) 

"General  Zwickxb.  I  do  not  think  ha 
should  be  removed  from  tbe  mUltary.  ' 

"The  CHAnufAN.  Then,  General,  you  should 
be  removed  from  any  command.  Any  man 
who  has  been  given  the  honor  of  being  pro- 
moted to  general,  and  who  says.  1  will  pro- 
tect another  general  who  protected  OoKunu- 
nlsts,'  is  not  fit  to  wear  that  uniform.  Gen- 
eral. I  think  It  is  a  tremendous  disgrace  to 
the  Army  to  have  this  sort  of  thing  given  to 
the  pubhc.  I  intend  to  give  It  to  them.  I 
have  a  duty  to  do  that.  I  Intend  to  repeat 
to  tbe  press  exactly  what  you  said.  So  you 
know  that.  Tou  wlU  be  back  here.  Oenaral." 
(Hearings,  pp.  152.  153.) 

6.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  bearlnga.  the 
foUowlng  statements  were  made: 

"The  CHAiBMAif.  General,  you  will  return 
for  a  public  session  at  10:30  Tuesday  morn- 
ing. 

"Oeneral  Zwicxis.  This  oomlng  Tuesday? 

"The  CBAntMAN.  Tea. 

"General   Zwickxb.  H««f  ' 

"Tbe   Chaibacak.  Tes. 

"General  Zwickxb.  At  what  time? 

"The  Chauucan.  10:30.  In  the  meantime. 
in  accordance  with  the  order  which  you  clain» 
forbids  you  the  right  to  dlaeuas  this  caae. 
you  will  contact  the  proper  authcritles  who 
can  give  you  permission  to  teU  the  com- 
mittee the  truth  about  the  ease  b^ore  you 
appear  Tuesday,  and  request  permlsrion  to  bo 
aUowed  to  teU  us  the  truth  about  tha 

"General  Zwickb.  Sir,  that  la  not  a^ 
prerogative,  either. 

"The  CHAniMAH.  Tou  are  crdered  to  do 
It. 

"General  Zwickxb.  X  am  eorry,  sir,  I  will 
not  do  that. 

"The  Chaibman.  AU  right. 

"Oeneral  Zwnxxa.  If  you  care  to  bave  me, 
I  wlU  dte  certain  other  porttona  of  tbla. 

'"The  CwsniMAW.  Tou  need  cite  nothing 
Tou  may  step  down."     (Hearings,  p.  vn^ 

CONCltukm 
TtM  abusive  tad  thrsatenlng  oeiadtaet  m- 
aorted  to  by  Senator  McCaann.  aa  sat  Mrtk 
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tibam,  lH'tate  qiwirtlnnlin  of  Oao.  VM^ 
Z«kk«,  for  dMdtntDf  to  twttfy  la  vlolattan 

of  iBSlRMtlaM  iHRMMt  bf  blS  WtpMlOW  AHA 

m  SB  Bnenttv*  ocdir.  vm  un- 
Ktad  and  unJiMUflMl  and  aa  abua*  oC 
tlM  Danafnrii  poMXan  of  chatmuui  o<  tb* 
BubeoBUBttt—  on  Iii.TMtlg>tioni.  lor  which 
tha  taiafeor  from  WlMonala  •hould  ba  oao- 
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Tha  attoet  oonuntttae's  notloto  of  hearing 
dM  not  Indnda  two  aliegattons  of  mlacqn- 
dtiet  eontatnad  In  my  Mil  &  partleulan.  tor 
waj  of  ant  aowndment  to  Senate  Reaolutfon 
Ml.  Tbeaa  omlaatona  may  not  be  baaed  up- 
on any  flnal  determination  not  to  conalder 
ttia  aUefations.  In  the  ease  of  the  conduct 
which  waa  the  subject  of  the  so-called  Army- 
MeOtarthy  hearings,  the  sMect  committee 
may  have  fait  that  it  should  not  take  any 
action  until  the  Subcommittee  of  the  Oor- 
emmaot  Operatlona  Commlttta  had  eom- 
ptetad  tto  w«1c  by  the  filing  of  reports. 

n  Is  raspaetfnlly  submitted  that  the  two 
omitted  altefatlaas  make  a  prima  facte  case 
of  Improper  aetlTltlea  warranttaif  eensnre. 
I  am  tharefore  prarldli^  the  Mlowing  sum- 
mary of  ttM  material  upon  whM&  those  two 
dtarges  are  baaed  for  the  further  eonsldera- 
tlon  of  the  artact  oommtttee. 

RBic  V  or  Moaaa  ambmsicsht 

Chmge 

-*  (Seaater  MoOAantr)  "attempted  to  Invade 
tbm  euaattiulloiial  power  of  the  Frealdent  of 
the  United  Statea  to  eondoet  the  foreign  re- 
latkMM  itf  tba  Vnltad  8Utea  by  oarrylng  on 
negottettoaa  with  oertala  Oreete  shipowners 
in  rsqMOt  to  foreign  trade  poUdea.  wnax 
though  the  SBeeuttva  branoh  of  our  Ctevem- 
meat  had  a  faw  wssks  previously  entered  In- 
to aa  uadaratandlng  with  the  Oreek  Otfv- 
emment  la  isipset  to  banning  the  flow  of 
atratigte  Btetartela  toOommualat  oountrteB.** 

I>oe«inenfaftei» 
Bearings.  Psrmanent  Subcommittee  on  Zn<- 
veetlgathma  of  the  Oommlttee  on  Oovem- 
ment  Operattaos.  United  Stataa  Senate,  SSd 
Coiigrsas,  1st  ■ssslon.  pursuant  to  Senate 
RssoluttoB  40.  part  Z.  March  30  and  31. 1963. 

I  guaimary  o/  /aof  s 

''1.  On  MarA  M.  lOSS.  Senator  Joseph  Me- 
CAvrwr.  chatrmaa  of  the  Permanent  Bub- 
omnmtttaa  <m  Xnrestlgattoni,  announced  that 
he  had  effected  an  agreement  with  Oreek 
uaiieis  of  M3  merchant  ships  to  break  off  all 
trade  with  Communist  China.  Nbrth  Korea, 
and  Tar  Ssstem  porta  of  the  Soviet  Union. 
He  stotad  that  althon^  the  vessels  were  all 
owned  by  Oreek  nationals,  only  51  flew  the 
6reek  Sag;  17  were  registered  as  British,  34 
Canadian,  53  Llberlaa.  and  88  Panamanian. 
(See  hearings,  pp.  1-6.) 

2.  Before  effecting  the  above  agreemente. 
Mr.  IfcCAarHT  had  been  informed  by  ICr. 
Harcdd  Stassen,  XMreetor  for  mtual  Security, 
that  the  Oovwnment  was  dealing  with  for-, 
sign  govemmente.  and  la  particular  the 
Greek  Government,  to  stop  trade  with  the 
Communist  nations,     (Hesrlngs,  p.  4.) 

3.  Xfir.  IfcOiUttRT  carried  out  the  negotla- 
tions  for  tbe  above  agreemente  and  effected 
the  agreemente  secretly,  without  advising 
the  Btete  Department  or  other  governmental 
agencies,  and  in  fact  refused  to  reveal  the 
manner  in  which  said  agreemente  had  been 
obtained.     (Hearings,  p.  8.) 

4.  On  March  33,  1»63,  6  days  befwe  the 
agreement  between  Mr.  McCaxtht  and  the 
Oreek  shlpownMS.  the  Government  of 
Oreeear  4fter  negottetkms  with,  the  United 
SUtas  Oovammant,  gave  notice  forbidding 
merchant  shipa  under  the  Oreek  flag  to  ply 
at  parte  oontraUad  by  the  Communist  China 
Government  and  the  North  Korea  Govern- 
ment.   (Hearings,  appendix,  p.  83.) 

8.  9tVx  to  Kha  time  of  the  agreement  be- 
tween the  Oreak  shipowners  and  Mr.  Mc- 
<:artht,  ships  of  the  Liberlan  and  Panaman- 


ian flags  had  beu  forbidden  by  their  gov- 
emmente to  tranqmrt  goods  to  and  from 
communist  Chsna  ahd  North  Korean  ports. 
(Btoarings,  p.  IT.) 

6.  At  the  time  of  the  agreement  bettreen 
Mr.  MoCsanrr  and  the  Greek  shipon^erB, 

,the  United  States  was  working  with  the 
countries  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  #ther 
countries  on  agreemente  to  stop  shipiiente 
of  articles  of  military  value  to  OomznUnlst 
and  North  Korean  parte.  (Hearings;  pp. 
18-31.) 

7.  On  March  30,  1953,  Mr.  McCabtht  seated 
that  he  and  tila  assistants  had  be«n  able 
to  do  what  the  State  Department  had  been 
unable  to  do,  and  that  he  wanted  to  give 
his  aasistante  credit  for  dealing  a  hciavier 
blow  to  the  Communista  than  had  the  State 
Department.     {Hearings,  p.  36.) 

8.  On  March  30,  1953.  Mr.  McCabtbt  stated 
that  he  lntenc<.ed  to  continue  to  try  to  get 
agreementa  with  foreign  shipowners  to  re- 
move their  ships  from  trade  with  the  Com- 
munists, even  tho\igh  he  had  been  informed 
by  Mr.  Harold  Staesen,  Director  of  Mtitual 
Security,  that  his  efforts  were  impairing  the 
ability  of  the  Tjnlted  States  Governmetit  to 
negotiate  with  other  govemmente  in  this 
field.    (Hearings,  p.  38.)  : 

Concltuion  \ 

The  agreemente  effected  by  Senator'  Mc- 
Cabtht were  an  infringement  upon  thr  ex- 
clusive power  of  the  executive  branch  qf  the 
Government  to  negotiate  with  forelguj  gov- 
emmente and  execute  agreemente  (includ- 
ing those  governing  the  activities  of  ,thelr 
nattonals  and  vessels) ,  and  such  actloha  by 
Sanator  McCabtht  threatened  the  ability  of 
the  United  States  to  carry  on  negotiations 
and  execute  agreemente  in  this  field.  For 
this  Infringement  upon  the  Jurisdiction  con- 
ferred exclusively  upon  the  executive  branch 
by  the  constitutional  doctrine  of  sepai&tlon 
of  powers  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  should 
ba  censured. 

nsx  a  or  ifoisx  amzndmknt    I 
Charge 

(Senator  McCabtht)  "permitted  and  rati- 
fied over  a  period  of  several  months  id  1953 
and  1964  the  abuse  of  senatorial  prlviiage  by 
Mr.  Boy  Cohn,  chief  counsel  to  the  Pfrma- 
nent  Investigations  Subcommittee  at  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions of  which  conunlttee  and  subcommittee 
the  junior  Beiuitor  from  Wisconsin  is  ^air- 
man, Mr.  Cohn's  abuse  having  been  dltected 
toward  attempting  to  secure  preferential 
treatment  for  Pvt.  David  Schine  by  the 
Department  cf  the  Army,  at  a  time  when 
the  Army  was  under  investigation  by  the 
committee."  , 

Documentation  1 

Hearings  bc^fore  the  Special  Subcotimit- 
tee  cm  Investigations  of  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations,  United  States  Sen- 
ate, SSd  Con^iress,  3d  session,  pursiumt  to 
Senate  Sesolvtlon  189. 

\  Statement 

The  transcript  of  the  Army-McOarthy 
hearings  will  tshow  that  Mr.  Roy  Cohn  while 
chief  counsel  of  the  Permanent  Invartlga- 
tlons  Subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Coaunlt- 
tee  on  Government  Operations,  with  the 
knowledge  and  acquiescence  of  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtht, SQiight  from  the  Department  Of  the 
Army  preferential  treatment  for  his  friend 
David  Schine. 

The  following  Incidente  illiistrate  a  few 
of  Cohn's  ImiKToper  activities  while  serving 
aa  a  staff  member  of  the  subcommittee  of 
which  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wls#onsln 
was  chairman: 

In  a  telephone  conversation,  Cohn  told 
one  Lteutehant  Blount  he  was  "never  going 
to  forget"  the  names  of  persons  wb<Hn  he 
iMlteved  had  refused  to  give  prefenntial 
treatment  to  Private  Schine. 

Cohn  threatened  to  "wreck  the  Army"  and 
to  secure  dismissal  of  the  Army  Secretary. 


C(^n  also  threatened  to  keep  the  investi- 
gatlons  of  the  Army  going  indefinitely  and 
to  "get  General  Ryan  for  the  waj|  he  had 
treated  Dave  at  Fort  Dlx."  , 

The  extended  hearings  are  repljete  with 
other  examples  oX  Cohn's  shameful  use  of 
threate  of  reprisal  and  Investigation  in  order 
to  secxire  preferential  treatment  fof  Schine. 
They  demonstrate  an  abuse  of  hia  ofllce. 
His  activities  were  of  a  type  tha^  ahould 
have  been  prevented  and  prohlblte|d  by  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee. 

Senator  McCabtht  as  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  that  would  be  dlrotctly  and 
adversely  affected,  should  have  been  the 
first  to  put  a  stop  to  such  derelictlona. 


VeUraas'  Daj 


EXTENSION  OP  REMAR|S 

OF 

HON.  CLIFTON  (CLIFF)  YOUNG 

or  NXVAOA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRSSENTATrVSS 

Friday.  August  20, 1954\ 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  year— 
1954— for  the  first  time  November  11  will 
be  designated  Veterans'  Day  iiwtead  of 
Armistice  Day,  as  in  the  past. 

This  new  designation  of  the'  day  we 
honor  those  valiant  men  and  wo|!ien  who 
have  served  our  country  faithfully  in 
time  of  war  is  a  fitting  tribute  to  the 
courage  of  those  who  sacrlflcM  their 
lives,  and  to  the  loyalty  of  all  Uiose  who 
continue  to  serve  their  country  in  their 
individual  and  joint  endeavors  to  pre- 
serve for  our  Nation  the  freedom  and 
peace  they  won  at  great  personal  sacri- 
fice. 

The  city  of  Washington  is  soon  to  be 
the  place  of  assembly  of  one  of  these 
groups  of  veterans  which  have,  through 
the  years,  won  for  themselves  naUon- 
wide  acclaim  for  their  responsible  leader' 
ship  as  civilians  in  considering  tl|e  course 
of  our  national  administrative  atod  legis- 
lative policy.  The  Nation's  Capital  Is 
preparing  to  welcome  veteran  tnembers 
of  the  American  Legion  when  they  con- 
vene here  for  the  first  time.  I  know  that 
my  colleagues  from  every  State  Join  with 
me  in  extending  a  cordial  greeting  from 
the  Members  of  the  House  of  Reiire- 
sentatives. 

Mr.  Speaker,  during  recent  months  we 
have  acted  upon  various  legislature  meas- 
ures  in  an  overall  program  for  Veterans. 
and  the  record  of  the  83d  Ck>ilgres8  in 
this  respect  has  been  exceptionally  good. 
I  should  like  to  refer  first  to  some  of  the 
important  measures  enacted,  and  then 
to  the  several  charges  that  h^ve  been 
made  against  the  Congress  whidh  do  not 
accurately  reflect  legislative  attitude 
toward  the  American  veteran. 

The  interest  and  welfare  of  fveterana 
has  been  advanced  by  measures  which 
provided  these  benefits: 

First.  Increased  monthly  rate*  of  serv- 
ice-connected compensation  payable  to 
veterans  of  all  wars  and  peacetime,  and 
their  dependents.  , 

Second.  Increased  by  5  percent 
monthly  rates  of  non-service-connected 
pension  payable  to  veterans  and  their 
dependents. 
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Third.  Prohibited  the  reduetkm  of  any 
rating  of  disability  or  permanent  total 
disability  for  eompesuatton  or  pension 
purposes  where  the  rating  has  been  In 
effect  continuously  for  20  or  more  years. 

Fourth.  Continued  the  direct  home- 
loan  program  to  June  SO.  1965.  and  au- 
thorised the  sum  of  $150  wnivm  for 
continuati<m  of  this  program. 

Fifth.  Extended  for  1  year  the  time  for 
initiating  a  course  of  education  and 
training  under  the  Korean  QI  bUL 

Sixth.  Sxtended  for  an  additional  4 
years  the  time  disabled  veterans  qualified 
under  Public  Law  16  may  take  advantage 
of  training  opportucJties. 

Seventh.  Automatic  renewal  of  5-year 
life  insurance  term  policies  under  United 
States  Government  Ufe  insurance  and 
national  service  life  insurance. 

Eighth.  Extended  to  Korean  veterans 
homestead  rights  given  to  other  veterans. 

Ninth.  Placed  Korean  veterans  on  a 
par  with  veterans  of  World  War  I  and 
World  War  II  by  authorising  veterans' 
benefits  to  persons  disabled  in  connec- 
tion with  reporting  for  induction  in  the 
Armed  Forces. 

Tenth.  Extended  coverage  of  Service- 
men's Indemnity  Act  to  members  of  the 
Reserve  Offloers'  Training  Corps,  when 
ordered  to  active  training  duty  for  peri- 
ods of  14  days  or  moj-e. 

Eleventh.  Granted  veterans'  benefitg 
to  women  who  served  in  the  Women's 
Army  Auxiliary  Corps,  who  were  honor- 
ably discharged  for  dlsabili^  which  ren- 
dered them  phj^cally  unfit  for  service 
in  the  Women's  Army  Corps- 

Twrtfth.  Authorised  outpatient  dental 
care  for  Spanish  American  War  veterans 
and  disabled  veterans  in  training  under 
Public  Law  16. 

Thirteenth.  Made  uniform  the  service- 
connected  presumption  for  all  types  of 
tuberculosis  among  veterans  causing  10 
percent  disability  within  3  years  of  dis- 
charge. 

Fourteenth.  Appropriated  a  total  of 
63.500,000.000  for  the  aettvittes  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration  during  the 
coming  fiscal  year. 

Fifteenth.  Activated  an  additional 
3.000  hospital  beds,  making  a  total  of 
127  000  available  beds  throughout  the 
country. 

Mr.  Speaker,  for  the  purpose  of  a  bet- 
ter understanding  of  legl^tive  proce- 
dure and  action.  I  should  now  like  to 
review  the  several  charges  made  against 
the  Congress.  Unfortunately,  there  are 
probably  few  fields  cf  Government  ac- 
tivity needing  clarification  more  than 
that  of  the  veterans'  program. 

The  charges  alleged  are.  first,  that 
there  was  an  economy  move  to  cut  vet- 
erans' benefits:  sec<md,  that  defeat  of 
the  Teague  amendment  harmed  the  hos- 
pitalisation program:  and  third,  that 
there  was  an  attempt  to  destroy  the  vet- 
erans' pref  erenee  law. 

The  following  information  Is  respect- 
fully presented. 

First  There  was  no  attempt  to  econo- 
mize on  the  veterans'  program.  Tliis 
charge  resulted  from  a  misunderstand- 
ing of  the  appropriation  procedure  m 
Congress. 

When  officials  of  the  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration   appear    before    Congress 


eariy  In  the  swiiton  to  make  their  bodget 
requests  for  the  next  fiscal  year.  It  Is 
Impowrthle  to  sntmlt  an  —«"»««»>  in  ttie 
exact  amount  required  for  the  entire 
year  for  pensions  and  benefits.  In  1953. 
Congress  appropriated  part  of  the  funds 
in  the  initial  apmiopriatlon  tdll.  with 
ttie  undentandlng  that  as  soon  as  the 
Veterans'  Administration  could  deter- 
mine the  exact  amount  required,  it 
would  be  submitted  for  consideration 
In  a  supplemental  ai>proprlati<m  bUL  In 
the  subsequent  aiH>ropriation  bill  some 
$215  million— the  exact  ^H#^Ht^mal 
amount  required — ^was  appropriated, 
instead  of  the  rough  estimate  of  $300 
million  submitted  for  the  first  appro- 
prlaUcm  bill. 

Had  Congress  appn^riated  all  of  the 
money  included  in  the  initial  estimate, 
it  would  have  resulted  in  an  excess  ap- 
propriation in  the  amount  of  $85  mO- 
ll(m.  lliere  are  two  objections  to  ap- 
propriating more  money  than  is  re- 
quired. First,  it  means  the  American 
taxpayer  must  pay  interest  on  these 
funds,  since  the  amount  is  added  to  the 
national  debt;  and,  second,  the  avail- 
ability of  surphis  funds  in  department 
accoimts  Is  a  powerful  temptation  for 
luineceasary  spending.  This  is  borne  out ' 
by  the  record  in  the  past  of  aome  depart- 
ments indulging  In  a  spending  spree  the 
month  preceding  the  end  of  the  fiscal 
year. 

It  should  be  pointed  out  that  there 
was  no  attempt  on  the  part  of  Congress 
to  avoid  any  obligation  which  the  law 
provides. 

Second.  The  Teague  amendment  was 
properly  rejected.  The  amendment  was 
offered  during  consideration  of  the  sec- 
ond supplemental  appropriation  bill  in 
1953.  It  eaUed  for  $10  million  to  be 
appropriated  for  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration, ostensibly  for  medical  services 
and  hospitallaatton.  It  was  voted  down 
for  a  number  of  reasons.  These  are  as 
follows: 

It  was  not  requested  by  the  Veterans* 
Administration  and  it  probably  would 
not  have  been  expended  had  It  been 
apmroprlated. 

It  had  not  been  cansidered  by  the 
House  Appropriations  Committee,  whose 
duty  it  is  to  conduct  hearings  on  all  ap- 
propriation bills. 

The  wording  of  the  amendment  was 
such  that  tix^e  was  no  requirement  that 
it  be  spent  for  medical  services.  It  might 
have  gone  for  any  one  of  a  dosen  other 
uses. 

There  was  then  a  surplus  in  the  fund 
for  wlilch  the  appropriation  was  re- 
quested. Further,  it  was  known  that 
there  would  be  a  surplus  to  this  par- 
ticular fund  of  approximately  $6  milUon 
at  the  end  of  the  year.  Thus,  the  only 
result  would  have  been  to  increase  this 
surplus  by  $10  million  It  would  not 
have  meant  expanded  or  Improved  medi- 
cal sendees  for  veterans. 

To  have  appropriated  funds  to  be 
added  to  the  sorplos  weald  taave  in- 
creased the  overwhdming  natlnnal  debt, 
upon  which  the  American  taxpayers  now 
pay  more  interest  than  it  took  to  run 
the  entire  Federal  Goverxmient  each  year 
only  several  decades  ago. 


The  regular  apptopgiatton  MU  for  tbe 
laeal  year,  starting  July  1.  liiS.  to 
be  eonsidered  shortly  thereafter,  was  the 
logical  plaee  to  appropriate  fUBfds  for  aa 
expanded  veterans'  procram.  IB  faeCk 
nearty  $4  billion  was  approprialed  for 
the  Veterans'  Administration  in  the  bill 
several  months  later. 

Third.  Hiere  was  no  attempt  to  de- 
stroy the  veterans'  prefwawe  law.  X$ 
was  said  that  an  attempt  waa  Bsade  to 
destrtv  veterans'  pr^erenoe  laws  by  giv- 
ing the  Attorney  General  authority  sum- 
marily to  dismiss  certain  employees  ta 
the  Departmoit  of  Justiee. 

The  circumstances  involved  were  aa 
follows:  There  were  oertain  security 
risics  and  undesirabiea  In  the  Department 
of  Justice  that  the  Attorney  General 
wanted  to  eliminate  for  the  good  of  the 
service.  This  did  not  lepiesent  any 
wholesale  attempt  to  destroy  veterans' 
pref  ermce  among  FBda«l  enM^oyees.  It 
affected  only  a  small  segment  <^  the  total 
employees  in  an  mgaacj  of  great  reqaon- 
sibUlty.  Similar  authority  to  dismiss 
employees  in  the  State  and  Commerce 
Departmente  had  been  given  several 
years  previously  to  the  then  President^ 
Mr.  Truman,  and  to  Mr.  Acheson.  No 
one  has  charged  that  former  President 
Truman  and  Mr.  Acheson  violated  vet- 
erans' preference  in  those  two  Depart- 
ments. I  am  sure  that  Preiideni  Bsen- 
hower  and  Mr.  Brownell  would  not  have 
violated  this  authority  had  it  been 
granted  by  the  gSd  Congress. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  trust  that  this  review 
of  the  facts  and  circumstances  involved 
in  the  widespread  misunderstanding  of 
this  legislative  action  will  serve  to  estab- 
lish a  better  understanding  of  procedure 
in  the  National  Legislature  and  to  con- 
firm the  cooperative  attitwle  of  the 
83d  Congress  In  considering  the  Interest 
and  welfare  of  veterans.  In  conclusion, 
I  might  add  that  there  are  times 
when  Jifembera  of  Congress  themselves 
find  parliamentary  procedure  somewhat 
complex. 


CoDgrcss  Skoald  Take  a  Seceai  Leek  at 
dM  Farm  mi  Dairy  Prsfram 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  WAYNE  MORSE 


IN  THS  SSNATV  OF  THE  UKI'IS)  STATM 
JYiday.  August  20, 1954 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  it  was 
my  intentton  aometlme  during  the  clos- 
ing days  of  the  session  to  driver  a  speech 
which  I  have  prepared  <m  the  sidDject. 
Congress  Should  Take  a  Second  Look 
at  the  Farm  and  Dairy  Program. 

It  is  a  speech  which  sedcs  to  pay  trib- 
ute to  some  very  outstanding  wotfe  to 
research  on  dairy  problems  whlth  has 
been  ocodncted  by  the  dqiartment  of 
dairy  hodiandry  at  Oregon  State  Col- 
lege under  the  leadenhip  of  Prof.  P.  M. 
Brandts  For  many 
Brandy  has  been  at  the 
dvaitmsnt  of  Orepo 
I  consider  him  to  be  one  eC  tte 
students  of  the  dairy 
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IB  tiM  8tete  of  OrasoB  Ink  in 
b  tuX,  on  Mfwnd  oM»- 
fii  tmmA  FHtn.  X  IMW  rieom^ 
to  tlw  DBNid  BMm  Ddpttri- 
MSfit  of  AffkNtftore  XbaX  ftry  ottctol 
oooiMenUloii  Cbonld  be  flv«n  l]^  Fednral 
a^teottiiral  oilleialg  woddng  on  daltr 
imrtiteiiii  to  the  ftodtage,  euweetkato. 
and  Tfiooiiinwinrtitlops  of  Prof.  P.  M. 


In  ttM  speet^  ivhkfa  I  bave  mrepored 
for  tfOHvery  tn  the  Senate  I  haTc  not  pre- 
sented the  detailed  researeh  material 
whWl  bat  been  prepared  under  Pro- 
feasor  Brandt's  dlrectorsbl^,  on  the  new 
pvoMi  seUds-not-fat  iMVcram.  Bow- 
ei^er,  X  hame  idaced  an  the  material  in 
the  bands  of  the  reqptmalble  ofBelals  In 
this  Held  wortdnc  m  the  United  States 
DeptttBMOt  of  Acrteultine. 

I  am  nakinc  my  apeecb  on  the  need 
for  taUng  a  seeond  kxA  at  the  farm  and 
itetry  pragram  today  a  malker  of  public 
reeord  beeauee  I  am  hopeful  that  it  will 
reoetve  oonslderation  by  MWnberg  of  the 
Congrsis  between  now  and  the  convening 
<tf  the  SMh  Congress  next  January.  I 
am  eoofldentthat  by  that  time  the  pres- 
ent poUey  bdng  followed  by  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  win 
have  resulted  in  such  further  harm  to 
the  daliT  Industry  that  the  new  Oon- 
gress  miy  lotik  with  mtve  favor  upon  a 
dairy  program  that  win  do  justice  to 
Ihe  dairy  f  armors. 

r  hope  between  now  and  January  to 
have  further  consultations  with  Pro- 
fessor Brandt  and  obtain  the  benefit  of 
his  up-to-date  suggestions  azul  recom- 
mendations based  upon  developments 
within  the  dairy  industry  since  his  early 
studies  to  whidh  I  aUucte  in  my  q>eech. 

Ih  view  of  the  fact.  Mr.  President,  that 
there  Is  an  informal  gentleman's  agree- 
ment within  the  Senate  that  we  should 
adjourn  before  midnight  tonight,  I  win 
not  take  the  time  to  read  my  entire 
speech  on  this  dairy  topic  at  this  time. 
However,  I  do  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  my  q?eech  printed  in  the  Rxcosd. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  speech 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcors, 
as  follows: 
CojroiMs  awmwj  Taxb  a  Vaaono  Look  a* 

TMS   VaBM    AM9   XXUBT    FBOOSAM 

The  OoogTMB  Has  psweH  and  sent  to  th« 
Prssident  for  ili^turs  the  administration's 
ISM  New  Look  agriculture  Mil.  In  my  Judg- 
ment, ths  in— minwwr-BOMOP  MU  xeprMents 
•  tMCkward  look,  not  a  forward  look  toward 
a  aolutlon  to  tlie  farm  and  dairy  pcoblema 

Of  our  Nstloii.  Canosntratiag  on  the  reduc- 
tion at  f  axm  price  supports.  It  takes  away 
an  agriculture  program  wblen  Ixaa  shown 
many  beneWelal  raeults  and  ■abstttutes  In 
Its  place  noUting  mora  poslUTS  tuan  isUanoe 
on  the  "law  of  supply  and  demand." 

The  dairy  industry  Is  (me  of  the  great  agri- 
cultural tnductrlas  at  the  State  of  Oregon. 
In  my  opinion,  tbe  people  off  Oregon  wlU  not 
condone  tlie  XIaenliower-Bensoa  agriculture 
program  wlUcli  presupposes  s  conflict  of  in- 
tsrssi  between  producers  and  oonfumen. 

wlUcb  tsUs  tbe  man  In  the  dty  that  ha  can 
seC^rs  mors  and  better  dairy  products  only 
at  ^le  sspShse  of  the  man  on  the  farsL  I 
think  the  people  at  my  State  are  looking  for 
a  program  buUt  on  the  mutual  Interest  and 

the  araUud  beneflt  of  farm  producm  uid 
dty  eensumen. 

An  tBuportant  factor  in  the  development 
Of  the  dairy  Industry  In  Oregon  taaa  been 


of  the  Pspartment  at  DairH  Bua- 
VsiMdlij  at  OrstOD  State  Ck^ege,  under  the 
InttiUgenft  aad.  far-sighted  leaderahlp  of 
Prof.  P.  K.  Brandt.  Tlm>ugh  his  work 
at  Oregon  Stats  OoUsge,  Professor  Brandt 
Mas  serfsd  the  dairy  industry  and  the  people 
of  Oregon  slacs  September  15,  1917.  vurlng 
his  S7  yean  In  this  field  he  hae  buUt  up  a 
vast  store  ot  knowledge  about  dairy  iprob- 
leaas. 

Today  X  propose  to  draw  upon  some  of  Pro- 
fessor Brandt's  observations  on  dairy  prob- 
lems In  the  State  of  Oregon  for  the  purpose 
at  calling  the  attention  of  the  Senate  ts  some 
at  the  points  to  be  considered  in  the  dsvelop- 
BMnt  of  a  sound  dairy  program.  On  January 
8.  1964,  Professor  Brandt  told  tbe  Oregon 
Dairymen's  Association  at  its  60th  annual 
meeting: 

"We  dairymen  are  living  in  a  new  age.  We 
Itave  been  In  It  longer  than  most  of  vm 
realise  because  of  the  circumstances  of  Its 
origin.  Theee.  circumstances  came  upon  us 
during  a  tiaae  when  the  Industry  was  strug- 
gllag  to  meet  the  problems  of  dally  lUto  com- 
pUcatsd  by  those  of  World  War  II.  When 
the  national  emergency  had  passed,  the  first 
natural  move  was  to  think  of  rebuilding  the 
industry  on  its  old  foundation.  Biit  the 
foundation  was  not  there.  And  so  ve  find 
ourselves  building  on  a  new  one  in  a  new 
era.  It  has  taken  time  to  realise  tltls  and 
to  become  adjusted  to  the  changed  condi- 
tions. 

"We  bave  lived  in  an  era  in  which  milk 
fat  determined  the  price  of  all  dairy  prod- 
ucts. But  fat  has  abdicated  and  we  have  a 
new  king.    It  is  protein. 

"The  dairy  Industry  must  offset  tbS  losses 
in  the  market  value  of  its  products,  due  to 
the  substitution  of  the  cheaper  vegetable 
fats,  by  capitalising  upon  the  \ue  of  other 
components  of  milk  which  have  heistofore 
occupied  a  secondary  position.  "this  is 
where  the  proteins  and  other  soUda-hot-f  at 
come  Into  the  picture.  Once  we  fully  un- 
derstand the  problem  and  realise  the  pos- 
sibllitlss  to  the  industry  of  its  solutlbn.  the 
progress  that  can  be  made  on  the  n«w  pro- 
tein soUds-not-fat  program  should  Se  par- 
allel to  that  which  followed  the  discovery  of 
the  vitamins." 

MOOSSN  APPBOACH  TO  XtAIXT  FABMIIfO 

"Changee  In  values  that  will  be  rSflected 
In  prices  and  a  new  understanding  of  food 
values  may  excel  in  significance  to  the  in- 
dustry the  developments  which  character- 
ised its  entrance  Into  certain  new  eras  In 
tlie  past.  It  is  llkiely  that  the  introduction 
of  the  farm  separator  and  the  dlscokrery  of 
the  Babcock  test  for  fat  will  be  coistidered 
ct  no  greater  significance  as  blstory-maklng 
milestones  tlisn  will  1m  the  proteiS  mile- 
stone when  its  possibilities  are  fully  realized. 
There  is  nothing  to  be  feared  in  this  new 
era  by  ttioae  who  enter  it  with  courage  and 
the  detnmlnatlon  to  meet  Its  challenges  In- 
telligently. 

"But  the  problems  of  this  currfnt  age 

caxuiot  be  solved  by  an  approach  character- 
ised by  an  obstinate  determination  to  main- 
tain status  quo,  any  more  than  they  can  be 

solved  liy  those  whose  proposals  ara  based 
upon  low  ideals,  selfish  motives  or  face-sav- 
ing urges.  If  we  take  the  wrong  noad  on 
occasion  tn  exploring  this  new  fleSd.  let's 
find  the  right  one  as  soon  as  our  mistake  is 
discovered  and  then  proceed  about  ottr  busi- 
ness of  remodeling  our  dairy  industry  on  a 
broad,  sound,  and  modern  foundatlm." 

I  am  in  complete  agreement  with  Pro- 
feaaor  Brandt  when  he  states,  in  effect,  that 
the  problems  of  a  new  age  can  best  be  solved 
by  the  adoption  of  new  methods.  Itie  suc- 
cess Of  the  dairy  industry  in  the  State  of 
Oregon  can  be  measured  by  its  wilfingness 
to  apply  new  technologies  to  the  production, 
processing,  and  nuu-ketlzig  of  its  products, 
and  Its  determination  to  take  to  market  the 
best   possible  product  at   the   lowest   price 


commensurate  with  a  reasonable  profit  for 
its  producers.  i 

Prior  to  1920.  Oregon  was  primarily  an  im- 
porting State  insofar  as  dairy  products  were 
concerned.  Cheese  of  good  quality  was  pro- 
duced In  Oregon,  and  it  foimd  a  rMtdy  sale 
In  out-of-state  markets.  Bvapoiated  milk 
was  aold  on  world  mai-kets  by  maniifacturers 
who  operated  on  a  regional  or  nationwide 
basis.  Ice  cream,  however,  was  ;  manufac- 
tured for  local  sale  only  and  was  pf  relative 
minor  economic  Importance.  Butter  liad  to 
be  Imported,  and  the  Imported  pitoduct  was 
generally  of  low  quality. 

In  the  early  lOaO's  the  dairymen  of  Ore- 
gon Inaugurated  a  program  which  resulted 
In  the  development  of  a  buttat  industry 
that  was  thriving  at  the  time  of  ttie  entry 
of  the  United  States  Into  World  War  U.  I 
quote  some  of  the  observations  of  Professor 
Brandt  on  the  experiences  of  Orekon  dairy- 
men during  the  development  peifiod  of  the 
Oregon  butter  industry: 

"In  the  early  lB30's  when  Oregon  first 
produced  siuplus  butter  it  was  quite  com- 
mon for  the  brokers  from  terminal  markets 
to  appear  on  the  programs  of  various  manu- 
facturers' meetings  to  describe  as  diplomati- 
cally as  possible  the  low  quality  qf  the  but- 
ter manufactured  and  to  plead  llor  Its  im- 
provement. This  led  Oregon  Stats  College  to 
undertake  a  study  to  determine  exactly  what 
was  wrong  with  the  quality  of  Oregon  butter 
and  what  was  the  actual  effect  of  ;itB  quaUty 
upon  Its  marketability.  As  a  res|ilt  of  this 
study  It  was  definitely  establlshsd  that  if 
Oregon  expected  to  find  a  ready  ^Is  for  its 
surplus  butter,  marked  Improvenient  would 
have  to  be  made  in  Its  quality.  Of  coiuse, 
this  improvement  was  equally  nieoeesary  if 
any  Indiistry  growth  was  anticipated. 

"During  this  same  period  there  iwas  an  in. 
crease  In  the  number  and  in  thc>prDduetng 
ability  of  the  dairy  cows  in  the  State.  This 
was  due  to  improvement  In  their  feeding 
and  management  and  In  the  progy«ss  in  the 
eradication  of  destructive  diseases.  This  was 
a  reflection  of  the  determination' of  Oregon 
farmers  to  develop  a  strong  and  Virile  dairy 
Industry. 

"ncvxLOPiCKirr  or  MASxrr  PAciLrrxcs 
"The  growth  and  development  6t  the  dairy 
industry  on  the  farms,  and  the  *awalDeaing 
of  progressive  manufacttirers,  partleulariy 
the  cooperatives,  to  the  real  pr^blenw  in- 
volved in  the  production  of  a  qu^Uty  prod- 
uct, led  to  statewide  quallty-intprovement 
programs  and  efforts.  One  of  tl^  first  and 
most  Important  of  these  was  tli«  inaugura- 
tion of  the  Federal  market -grading  service 
in  Portland.  This  was  accomplishM  through 
the  cooperation  of  producers  and  prooeaaors. 
This  service  gave  reliability  to  the  quality 
grading  of  butter,  and  for  Um  fir#t  tLnas  put 
a  stable  footing  under  the  price  structure  by 
providing  reliable  and  honest  nuifket  quota- 
tions. This  development  took  thS  gueea  out 
of  the  quality  angle  so  far  ajT^ittiw  was 
concerned,  and  made  WMpSu^  for  the 
manufacturers  to  uftr 'tjsf  dairy  farmer  a 
Bov  ad  and  wor|Eakatf%Team-gradl^g  program. 

^  'WaaifsrasATioM  or  psoo^cr 
"**tlie  next  step  was  improvemeni  in  butter- 
manufacturing  methods  to  prodtco  a  more 
standardized  product.  This  was  followed  by 
the  organization  of  a  central  sales  acenejr 
which  aerriced  moet  of  the  cxaoperattvely 
owned  creameries.  Thus  we  find,  in  retro- 
spect, that  the  chaotic  conditions  In  ths 
dairy  Industry,  particularly  with  iterance  to 
buUer  in  the  early  1930'8.  was  sljabillzed  by 
tbe  early  1930'b.  In  general,  by  the  mld- 
1030's,  Oregon  had  developed  a  reputation 
as  favorable  for  the  quality  of  its  butter  and 
all  other  dairy  products  as  it  was  iMavcrable 
in  the  late  teens  and  early  twenties.  It  con- 
tinued in  that  status  untU  the  impact  at 
pre- World  War  II  population  shifts,  when  the 
picture  changed  with  reference  tp  the  utill- 
sation  of  fluid  milk." 


WorM  War  n  brought  an 
Boand  for  ttutd  Billk,  and  one  of  the  pR>l>- 
lems  which  faced  tlie  Oregon  dairy  industry 
dtiring  the  wartime  period  was  a  shortage 
of  term  labor.  Piofassor  Brandt  deserlbed 
the  results  at  thass  wartime  ooodltfcms: 

-The  result  was  a  gradual  elarSenlng  at 
interest  in  the  produetlan  of  cream  for  bud- 
ter  and  milk  for  manufacturing  purposes, 
except  for  dieeee.  The  tendency  wss  to 
divert  fluid  mOk  production  to  grsde  A  or  its 
equivalent.  Hmto  wss  also  a  speoisl  wsr- 
time  quality  loiown  aa  market  milk.  It 
was  aooompanled  by  a  decraaae  in  the  num- 
ber xA  dairy  eowa  aad  incongruously  caused 
many  farmers,  well-equipped  to  produce 
grade  A  or  the  equivalent  quality  of  milk, 
to  discontinue  dairying,  first  because  of  lal>or 
shortages,  and  later  because  of  good  prices 
received  for  competing  products  under  the 
various  price-support  programs." 

atSAM-OBAonro  psoobam  bbstsotsd 

"Government  war  price  control  regula- 
tions reduced  tlie  spi«ad  permitted  in  the 
price  to  be  paid  for  first-grade  and  second- 
grade  cream  to  1  cent  for  each  pound  of 
milk  fat.  This  effectively  destroyed  Oregon's 
SUte-wlde  cream-grading  program.  It  re- 
stored 1930  butter  quality.  That,  together 
with  the  Oovemment-purchaatng  program 
which  took  the  better  gradee  of  bxitter  away 
from  civilians,  effectively  subordinated  the 
butter  bosineas  to  other  products,  to  the  Joy 
of  the  oleomargarine  and  many  Midwest 
butter  manufacturos  who  speclaliasd  in  a 
low-grade  product.  This  diaracterlxed  tlie 
picture  to  the  early  ie40'8." 

OBOWTH  or  OSS  or  sussriruix  pboddcib 

"To  recapitulate,  war  pricing  procediues 
had  virtually  eliminated  an  effective  cream- 
grading  program,  and  had  deprived  the 
civilian  consumers  of  the  better  grades  of 
butter,  thus  enoouragtng  the  use  of  substi- 
tutes. Another  factcr  eras  the  repeal  tiy 
Congress  at  tbe  lO-eent-per-pound  tax  on 
oleomargarine  which  In  turn  led  to  the  re- 
peal of  most  of  the  remaining  State  laws 
controlling  the  sale  of  colored  oleomargarine. 
ConcunenUy  with  tills  development,  but  on 
tbe  favorable  side,  was  an  Increase  in  the 
production  at  milk  powder.  At  this  writing 
there  is  continued  interest  in  the  incressed 
utIllEatlon  of  nonfat  milk  powder  and  cer- 
tain components  of  milk  other  than  fat." 

Today  In  the  State  of  Oregon  60  percent  of 
milk  produced  Is  used  In  fluid  form.  This  Is 
eooqiared  to  a  80-percent  use  of  milk  in  fluid 
form  in  the  lescs.  Profeseor  Brandt  states 
that  It  U  unlikely  that  we  will  ever  again 
see  as  low  a  per  capita  consumption  of  milk 
as  in  the  1940's.  and  it  U  unlikely  that  we 
win  ever  again  see  so  much  milk  produced 
in  tlie  State  of  Oregon  that  the  normal  pop- 
ulation will  consume  only  SO  percent  of  tlie 
total  production. 

At  the  same  time,  dairy  experts  beUeve 
that  It  U  unlikely  tliat  discriminating  con- 
sumers Will  ever  again  buy  much  butter  scor- 
ing lees  than  93  (grade  A) .  The  butter  mar- 
ket has  given  way  to  the  cheaper  subetttutes 
of  vegetable  origin.  The  market  for  eheeae 
and  other  dahry  products  of  high  food  value 
because  of  their  protein  content  is  ss  yet 
comparatlvsly  unsiqiicrsd. 

The  agricultural  industry  la  charactariaed 
by  lilgli  risk,  uncertainty  and  high  fixed 
costs.  The  national  Importance  of  an  in- 
creasing supply  of  wholesome  food  products 
makes  it  imperative  that  our  dairy  indus- 
try produce  at  a  high  levd.  We  canncS 
afford  to  decrease  dairy  production,  yet  at 
the  same  time  the  dairyman  cannot  be  asked 
to  keep  up  high  firoductlon  unless  the  Oov- 
emment  is  srilling  to  underwrite  some  pcx-- 
tton  of  his  financial  risk  and  asaist  In  tbe 
development  of  demand  for  his  Istger  pro- 
duction. 

In  his  speech  to  the  Oregon  Dairymen's 
Association,  Professor  Brandt  listed  a  num- 


tar  e(  guldepusU  to  be  followed  ky 

sasB  ht  their  efforts  to  asset  todsTa 

In  ths  dahry  industry.    In  my  optnlosi,  this 

list  merits  ths  sttentlan  at  the  Oonsstttss  • 

on  Agriculture  when  it  delflMntes  upon  proi- 

possls  to  bs  saknlttod  to  ths  Osi^rsss  in 

ths  nmMt,  ssBBlcm.    Ths  f cUowlag  scs  ProCes- 

"1.  A  practical  method  for  determining 
ths  solids  not  fat  In  milk  U  rsquirsd.  Be- 
search  at  Oregon  State  College  on  this  sub- 
ject has  l>een  fruitful  in  developing  a  test, 
bassd  on  the  protein  content  of  milk  which 
appesrs  to  be  very  aatiafaetary.  It  Is  hoped 
that  the  industry  wlU  be  wUling  to  nee  this 
new  tooL 

"2.  Ths  consumer  must  tie  given  reliatile 
information  on  tbe  nutritional  value  of  sol- 
ids not  fat  and  especially  of  the  protein  of 
milk. 

"3.  The  dairy  industry  must  demonstrate 
to  the  consxuner  how  to  get  more  of  Ills  daUy 
protein  nesds  from  milk  and  mUk  products. 
It  Is  available  at  relatively  low  cost  and  has 
unique  nutritional  quality.  There  Is  an  un- 
limited opportunity  for  the  expansion  of  the 
uee  of  dairy  products  on  the  basis  of  pro- 
tein and  nutrient  energy  value  if  the  con- 
sumer is  fully  informed  ss  to  its  value,  cost, 
and  availability. 

"4.  Industrial  tues  miist  lie  found  for  tbe 
low-quality  milk  fat  and  milk  solids  now 
destroying  the  market  for  good  quality  prod- 
ucts. The  low-quality  products  should  not 
reach  the  oonsuaoers'  table.  Tbe  future  dairy 
industry  must  be  built  on  quality.  Oovem- 
ment  resesrch  laboratories  bave  been  estab- 
lished with  a  legal  obligation  to  find  other 
uses  for  these  low-grade  products.  The  ac- 
ceieratton  of  tills  resesrch  progrsm  should 
be  Insisted  upon. 

"5.  Willie  satlafactory  progress  Iiss  lieen 
made  by  the  dairy  farmers  of  this  country  in 
Improving  production  per  cow  tills  progress 
must  lie  further  intensified  particularly 
through  artificial  insemination.  The  nation- 
al goal  should  be  a  dairy  cow  that  will  pro- 
duce 12.000  pormds  or  more  of  milk  per  year, 
containing  1,050  pounds  or  more  of  sollds- 
not-fst  and  a  consistent  amount  of  milk  fat. 
The  new  era  dem»n<^T  new  standards  of  pro- 
duction based  on  volume  of  milk  and  solids 
Instead  of  pounds  of  fat. 

"8.  The  quaUty  of  milk  from  a  sanitary 
standpoint  must  be  continuously  Improved. 
Quality  dairy  products  of  an  kinds  wlU  do 
more  to  promote  the  welfare  erf  the  dairy 
Industry  and  its  reisttons  with  ttis  consum- 
ing public  than  any  other  one  Uiing.  One 
quaUty  of  milk,  all  good  enough  for  grade  A 
use.  should  be  the  goal  for  Oregon. 

"7.  Improved  and  lower  cost  of  dairy  hous- 
ing goee  hand  in  hand  with  better  quaUty 
of  milk.  The  capital  Investment  in  dairy 
farm  buUdings  must  be  reduced  without  s 
ssfrtfi^t  of  quality  in  the  milk  produced. 
The  increasingly  high  coat  of  labor  makes 
Imperative  the  adoption  of  labor-saving  de- 
vioea  and  improved  buildings,  buUt  around 
this  objective. 

"S.  Public  liealth  and  economy  of  produc- 
tion demand  increased  emirfiasls  upon  ttM 
control  and  eradication  of  livestock  diseases. 
This  wiU  caU  for  further  restrictions  on  the 

unngulated  moyement  of  all  kinds  of  live- 
stock.   Such  restrictions  are  in  the  public 

interest. 

"9.  The  Oregon  Dairy  Products  CotmnlB- 
slon  has  now  inaugurated  a  oomprehensive 
program  at  education,  promotion,  and  ad- 
vertising to  increaae  the  consumption  of 
dairy  products  in  Oregon  and  to  bring  about 
a  broader  understanding  by  the  pubUc  of 
industry  problems.  If  this  pragram  to  suc- 
ceHfnl.  it  should  be  expanded.  The  extent 
of  such  expansion  should  lis  dstsrmlnsd  by 

the  needs  of  the  tlsM  and  the  iuccesa  of  the 
then  current  program.* 

Today  Professor  Brandt  and  other  far- 
sighted  and  progressive  thinking  persnne 
outside  of  Government  are  doing  their  part 


t  o(  new  mstaads  for 
to  ths  datey  imlusljiy.    I« 
ttos  isissassustlsss   vt  tte 
should  bs  «v»l)y 


psopls  la  ths 

vrtlliiv  to 

to  ths  soluttosi  at  ant  fscm  aatf  daliy 


It  to  time  for  a  second  look  at  what  • 
<tm»  to  assnire  for  Asaartoa  •  haaltliy  snd 
expanding  sgrieultural  esoaotiy,  whWk. 
■asans  a  healthy  and  sipswling  aatioaai 
seonomy  for  ail  of  our  psopls. 


Hon.  EAk  Nevsc  Refers,  of  Msiiarhg 
setts,  Rcpliea  la  Hen.  Jeka  C  PyBpa* 


EZTENEDEON  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  EDITH  NOURSE  ROGERS 


or  WBB><.Husans 
IN  THE  HOUBB  OP  RBPRBSBHTATTVBB 

Friday.  August  20, 19S4 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massa^osetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  under  leave  to  extend  my  re- 
marks in  the  Rscoso,  I  include  the  f(d- 
lowing  statement  which  I  have  pr^ared 
as  a  reply  to  the  charges  made  by  Hon. 
JoHM  C.  Phxllifs  against  our  Commit- 
tee on  Veterans'  Affairs  and  others: 

I  have  read  with  deep  r^ret  tlie  ststement* 
issued  by  the  Bonorable  Johx  C.  Pkuxivb 
under  date  of  July  IB,  which  was  Just  re- 
cently released,  tn  which  he  attacks  vstsrsns* 
operstions  generally,  and  in  several  «"-*-»«**t 
attacks  the  c^ierations  and  proced\ns  of  ths 
Committee  on  Veterans'  Affairs  in  psrticulsr. 

Plrst.  I  would  like  to  plead  guilty  to  Ills 
charge  which  Mr.  Phoups  makss  that  I  am 
"a  veteran  enthxisiast."  I  maks  no  'apology 
for  my  position  on  veterana'  matters.  In 
fact.  I  take  great  pride  in  it.  It  la  hard  for 
me  to  imagine  any  reasonable  person  being 
other  than  enthusiastic  shout  wliat  oar  vet- 
erans have  given  for  this  country  and  for 
the  entire  world.  All  tliat  we  have  and  enjoy 
today  has  been  bought  at  a  precious  piloe 
by  our  veterans.  Tes,  I  am  a  veteran  en- 
thusiast. 

Congreesman  PniLLm  has  seen  fit  to  criti- 
cise Bepresentstive  Baswam  snd  myself  con- 
cerning the  blU  H.  R.  9030.  which  provldas 
for  a  5-percent  Increase  in  the  rates  of  com- 
pensation. Mr.  Psxixxps  makes  the  stats- 
ment  that  the  Veterans'  Affairs  Committee 
"apparently  operates  by  ssklng  ths  profss- 
sional  veterans  what  they  would  like  to 
have."  It  to  quite  true  that  we  sack  ths 
advice  and  counsel  of  aU  veterans'  graapa 
and  aU  Oovemment  agenclea  oonoemsd  in 
the  field  of  veterani'  affairs.  Ths  ooia|Mn- 
aatlon  and  penaion  bills  were  eonaldersd  on 
two  different  occasions  by  the  Suboammlt- 
tee  on  Compensation  and  Penatons 
by  the  gentleman  from  New  Tork  (Mr. 

WAN].  Two  days  Of  hearings  ware  held  dur- 
ing the  1st  session  of  the  8Sd  Ooograss  la 
1953.  and  4  days  ot  haartn«B  wsse  hsild  dur- 
ing the  second  snselnn.  In  all.  over  lOO  blUs 
were  considered  on^thto  eulbjeet  before  ths 
a  messures  which  were  approved  were  finally 
reported  by  tht  conmlttss.    Hm  hsarinffi 

which  were  held  resulted  in  the  printing  at 
improTlmately  400  pages  of  printed  testi- 
mony. Apprcadmately  IS  Indtrldaal  Mem- 
bers of  Oongress  anieared  before  tbe  sub- 
oommittse  to  express  their  belisf  snd  conclu- 
sion on  iBftslatlon  of  this  sort.  X  sutadt 
that  ths  rsoord  shows  thst  our  legislation 
has  been  eararuUy  eunsMtoiSd  la  sesry  tMM. 
Us  addition  to  the  heartngs  SSw  satoesaasatW 
tae  lield  three  eaeeuUvs  sisiinss  ksSsrs  IS 
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utet  •mosmft  oC 
orn^tM.  Thaliuii 
~  i  la  ttMkt  dlrteUan. 
idehargM 
I  Prsxihi.  but  tha 
Uuit  mad*  upon 
ItMlor  a< 
Mr.  Kannaay  naadi  no 
>  to  •  fin*,  upataadtng 
vbom  X  lunp*  cn- 
tataaU  of  tha  Tetarana  and 
I  ha  ff  apiuaauli.  Batoamaa 
a  lUcb  prl»rtMa.aad  oc*piMaiaf  pHwon- 
aUty.  ana  jT  taitofa  that  sny  xaaaoaabla  man 
vtU  ba  AWa  «D  att  down  wttb  MDm  Xannady 
10  a  mattliHt  of  tha  odnda.    To 


vfeMi^^OH  aet  taava  anj  baals  In  fact  what- 
;  T^nja  Mb^^  pcopoamni  praaantad  to 
ttkat  qqaitton  ipa.up  for 
OC  not  tba  Oacratai'jf  of 
Otaaanl  and  tha  Oacra- 
tfionltf  h«  glTaa  autHorlty 
^    «#  tfea  ▼ftanma  rtfl^anno*  Act  if 
«»  tftp^bmd  t&  tta  adBOatotratlan  of 


^1M^ 


^..  Hw  Amarlcan  Laglon  and 
Ummrt  <a  tXnwnm  rtgbtly  c^ipoawl  thlc. 
and  tt  it  tmportant  to  nota  that  a  majority 
of  botih  tha  Boom  and  Senata  votad  agatnct 
tidi  pKOftikm  ftud  it  wm  not  contained  la 
tha  ^Mopflatlon  llnaOy  anaetad  Into  law. 

Vurt^MlDOca.  tt  waa  a  elaar  Invaakm  ol 
tha  Jnrtidlctlon  cA  the  Conmlttee  on  Poat 
CIHca  and  Civil  Sarrlea  by  attamptlng  to  do 
by  appropriation  rldar  aomethlng  that  tha 
Icglalatliw  oonunlttaa  did  not  belleva  waa 
warrantad.  The  Approprlatlona  Committee 
^•e  tor  a  number  of  yean  been  deeperately 
trying  to  lUTade  the  field  of  veterans'  affatra, 
•ad  wt  muat  be  conatantly  on  the  alert  to 
prevent  tham  firom  InvadUig  this  leglslatlve 


X  regret  tha  naeaa^ty  of  making  thla  sUte- 
»eBt,  but  tha  lll-tempered  chinigea  amieh 
Ooagraaaman  nmura  haa  made,  charges 
whldtk  X  x^ieet  are  without  foundattoh.  leaves 
aaa  no  ottiar  ooune  to  follow.  X  shall  oon- 
tlnua  to  ba  »  veterana' anthuslaat.  and  X  shall 
eontlnua  to  worl:  (or  tha  best  Intereets  of  aU 
the  Amertoan  people,  Ineludlng  Its  21  m«1Hon 
vat«rana  and  their  dependenta. 


Tha  Gdlnt  Story  af  tiM  REA 


JBJLVJDttUUN  OPREIiARKB 

mil .  GRACIE  PFOST 


i. 


nV  ntt  BOUBB  OF  UVBWBrrATIVKS 

MHM9,  AniguMt  20, 1954 

Mn.  FffOBT.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  story 
of  REA  eoopwaUnee  In  Idaho  is  the 
story  of  democraey  on  the  march — a  fine 


.  if  peeide  voikhig  together  ioo- 
m^^SMif  to  baOd  a  better  and  f  ieer 
dMMiira^u  vorid.  it  is  a  pleasar«|  to 
Unkm  that  caUant  stcar  today. 

atatlstiss  are  pwtty  dull  thlnga.  GbUy 
«tMB.«e  bceatbe  life  and  meaning  ^ito 
them  do  th^  take  on  real  slgnifica^. 
HeChlnf  IDustrates  the  jnogreaB  of  ]^- 
Ble  wocking  together  better  than  t^ese 
two  sets  <tf  statistics: 

IB.  19M,  when  the  Rural  Electrif^- 
tlan  Administration  was  established,  o^y 
994  peroent  of  Idaho's  13.443  farms  iad 
rural  eleetriflcation  from  central  ^- 
tfcms  on  what  is  known  as  high-lbie 
senrlee. 

Latest  figures  show  that  96.8  peroent 
of  all  Idaho  farms,  or  38.994,  were  re- 
oelviBg  eenteal-sta'aon  service. 

In  other  words,  there  has  been  an  In- 
crease from  29  percent  to  nearly  97  per- 
oent. I  bdieve  you  wiU  agree  with  tae 
that  m>t  only  Idaho  but  all  America  0an 
be  proud  of  such  progress.  i 

TBI  LOMQ  UPHHX  boao 

This  has  been  no  easy  achievement. 
REA  had  slim  pickings  when  it  started 
out.  There  were  many  long,  sparsely 
settled  country  roads  with  just  a  tew 
members  to  the  mile,  and  main  high- 
ways with  not  many  more. 

Nevertheless,  Idaho  was  in  the  R|EA 
mrogram  right  ttom.  the  start.  The  flrst 
"UmhQ  loan  was  approved  in  September 
1935.  and  the  first  REA  line  placed  In 
iteration  on  July  6,  1936.  I  am  happy 
to  report  that  the  Idaho  pioneers  in  mis 
Xtrogram  live  in  the  congressional  dis- 
trict I  represent.  That  first  loan  went 
to  the  Northern  Idaho  Rural  Electrical 
Rehabilitatian  Association  of  Sandpolnt 

TH>  KBA  PBOOBAIC  IIT  IDAHO 

The  dreams  and  visions  of  the  pionejers 
have  paid  off  in  solid  achievement.  REA 
approved  over  $16,146,000  in  electrifica- 
tion loans  in  Idaho  to  10  borrowers.  AU 
of  them  are  cooperatives. 

These  loans  will  make  possible  the  c#n- 
Struction  of  6.622  miles  of  line  and  other 
rural  dectrleal  facilities  to  serve  16.632 
rural  consumers.  Ck>n8idering  5  an  av- 
erage family,  ttils  means  that  over  80,- 
000  rural  people  will  receive  the  beae- 
flts  and  blessings  of  electricity. 

As  of  January  1  of  this  year.  REA 
had  actually  advanced  $13,333,869  of  the 
amount  approved  for  loans,  and  the  REA 
cooperatives  who  had  received  th^ 
funds  were  actually  operating  5,969  miles 
of  line  which  served  14.876  families  ahd 
other  rural  consumers,  or  some  75.000 
people. 

That  is  a  good-sized  operaUon  ahd 
accomplishment — in  anybody's  Itin- 
guage.  T 

aKTATlCKMT  OF  SKA  LOAMS  ' 

The  REA  program  is  American  de- 
mocraey at  its  best.  People  form  their 
own  cooperatives  under  local  laws  Jt)st 
as  In  any  other  private  business  enter- 
prise, only  they  work  together  as  a  grottp. 
The  repayment  record  demonstrates  t^ls 
is  no  handout  program.  Idaho  borrow- 
ers have  already  repaid  to  the  Federal 
Oovemment  $1,235,178  In  interest  ahd 
$1,782,401  in  principal  on  their  REA 
loans.  Some  $133,253  was  paid  ahead  of 
the  time  it  was  due.  Only  the  smill 
amoimt  of  $30,856  was  more  than  30  days 


I 


overdue.   On  an  advanced  total  ejr  more 
than  $13  million,  that  is  a  pretty  i 
ular  financial  record. 

WHAT  IDAHO  FATS  rOB  ITS  KBA 

What,  on  the  average,  do  Idahd  fami- 
lies pay  for  their  electricity?  Tlie  an- 
swer can  only  be  fully  appreeianMl  by 
first  recalling  the  good  old  daj^before 
REA  was  established.  Beginning  rates 
of  20  cents,  17  cents,  and  15  cei^ts  per 
kilowatt  were  quite  common.  AcOording 
to  the  latest  REA  compilation,  the  aver- 
age rate  paid  by  Idaho  farm  consumers 
in  1952  was  2^  cents  a  kilowatt-hour  re- 
taU. 

This  figure  is  even  more  renu|rkable 
when  it  is  realized  that  today'a  retail 
rate  includes  repayment  of  principal  and 
interest  on  the  REA  loan.  One  day  the 
REA  borrowers  will  own  the  whole  sys- 
tem themselves. 

IMCBXASX   IK   CONSTTMFTIOM       | 

Not  too  long  ago,  electricity  me^t  an 
occasional  electric  bulb  overhead.  It 
means  far  more  than  that  in  IdaQio  to- 
day. During  the  period  from  Dedember 
1947  to  December  1953.  the  airerage 
monthly  consiunptlon  of  electricity  on 
REA  lines  more  than  doubled. 

Having  a  public  power  yardsttck  in 
neighboring  Washington  and  Qregon 
has  undoubtedly  helped  push  dowh  REA 
cooperative  rates  in  Idaho.  In  Oregon. 
REA  families  pay  1.9  cents  retail  per  kilo- 
watt-hour for  their  rural  electricity;  in 
Washington  it  costs  them  an  avei^e  of 
only  1.6  cents.  There  is  nothisjg  like 
public  power  competition  in  your  own 
backyard  to  push  down  power  rates. 

Washington  and  Oregon  cooperatives 
can  buy  power  directly  from  Flederal 
multiple-purpose  projects.  Their  ex- 
ample has  spurred  me  on  in  my  con- 
sistent advocacy  of  Federal  constriictlon 
of  the  high,  multiple-purpose  Hells 
Canyon  Dam  in  accordance  with  well- 
laid,  long-established  and  sound  engi- 
neering plans. 

NOSTHntN  LIGHTS,  IWC,  SAITDPOIM^ 

There  are  six  lusty  cooperatives!  oper- 
ating in  the  congressional  district  I 
represent.  Each  has  an  Impressivie  rec- 
ord. The  first  in  the  field  is  Nohhem 
Lights,  Inc.,  at  Sandpolnt,  which,  under 
the  name  of  the  Northern  Idaho  Rural 
Electrical  Rehabilitation  Association  re- 
ceived that  Initial  loan  back  in  1935.  I 
challenge  any  Member  of  this  Hotise  to 
show  a  finer  record  of  accomplishment. 

REA  has  approved  nearly  $3  million  in 
loans  and  advanced  $2,809,358.  As  a  re- 
sult this  fine  cooperative  has  1,140,  miles 
of  line  energized  for  the  benefit  of  2.992 
memBers  and  their  families. 

The  people  are  paying  back  op  the 
dotted  line.  They  have  already  i^paid 
$246,732  in  interest  and  $268,336  ob  the 
principal.  Moreover,  they  made  advance 
payments  of  $15,946.35  before  they  were 
due.  and  have  no  overdue  payments. 

CLXASWATCB   VALLTT   LIOHT  *  POWlit 
ASSOCIATIOir,  LXWUTOM  ' 

The  Clearwater  Valley  Light  ft  l^wer 
Association  at  Lewiston  has  done  an 
equally  fine  job.  Its  first  loan  was  re- 
ceived in  1937,  and  its  first  elecqiclty 
turned  on  in  1938. 

Its  original  loan  was  for  $400,000.  A 
total   of  $3,388,000   has   now   been  ad- 
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vanoed  by  the  BKA.  Clearwater  VaDey 
is  a  little  larger  than  Northem  Ughts. 
with  1.911  miles  of  line  energised  which 
serves  4.056  monbara,  or  about  20,000 
persona. 

This  well-managed  oooperaUve  haa 
also  fared  well  flna:)eiaUy.  It  has  repaid 
to  REA  $541,182  in  interest  and  $647,807 
in  principaL  Here  again  the  pasrments 
have  been  made  before  they  were  due. 
Also  the  records  are  as  clean  as  a  whistle, 
with  no  payments  overdue. 

KOOmiAI  BTTBAL  KLaCTaiC  ASSOCnATIOM,  IMC.. 


The  Kootenai  Rural  Electric  Associa- 
tion secured  its  fivst  REA  loan,  which  was 
for  $214,000,  in  1938,  and  power  was 
turned  on  for  the  first  time  in  1939.  Up 
to  the  present  time  this  cooperative  has 
had  $1,211,288  hi  loans  approved,  most 
of  which  has  been  advanced. 

Somewhat  smaller  than  its  neighbors, 
it  has  693  miles  of  line  energized,  and 
2,137  members,  which  means  that  it  is 
serving  around  10.000  persons. 

Kootenai  is  another  upstanding  coop- 
erative. It  shows  what  the  folks  back 
home  can  do  when  they  are  given  the 
opportunity  to  provide  essential  services 
for  themselves.  It  has  repaid  the  Oov- 
emment $132,780  in  interest  and  $242,744 
in  principal.  It  has  also  made  advance 
payments  of  $52,044  before  they  were  due. 


XBAHO    OOUKTT    LSBST    *    FOWSB    OOOl 
AaSOCIATIOK,  eBAMaBVILI.B 

Let  us  go  to  Qrangeville  next  and  see 
what  kind  of  a  Job  the  Idaho  County 
Light  k  Power  Cooperative  Association  is 
doing.  The  first  REA  loan  for  $191,000 
was  made  on  September  12.  1938.  The 
electricity  was  first  turned  on  on  Sep- 
tember 22.  1039. 

The  cooperative  advises  REA  has  ap- 
proved loans  totaling  $1,153,500.  Of  this 
sum,  $1,093,525  has  actually  been  ad- 
vanced to  this  cooperative.  With  615 
miles  of  energized  line,  it  has  connected 
921  consumers,  or  approximately  6,000 
persons. 

Its  financial  record  is  a  splendid  one. 
It  has  paid  the  Federal  Government 
$93,569  in  interest.  It  has  repaid  $153.- 
687  in  principal.  At  the  same  time  it  has 
made  advance  pajrments  of  $47,035  be- 
fore being  due.    No  amount  is  overdue. 

LOST  SIVKB  KLBCTUC  COOPBaATm,  INC.,  MACKAT 

The  Lost  River  Electric  Cooperative  of 
Maclcay  started  a  little  later.  Its  first 
loan  was  made  on  July  1,  1940,  for  $79,- 
000.  and  electricity  was  turned  on  for  the 
first  time  just  a  Uttle  less  than  a  year 
later. 

To  date  REA  has  approved  loans  of 
over  $1,337,000,  over  $850,000  of  which 
has  actually  bee  a  advanced.  This  sys- 
tem has  259  mil(«  of  energized  line  and 
£95  consumers,  or  some  4,100  people  re- 
ceiving the  beneilts  of  electricity. 

Its  financial  record  is  excellent,  too. 
It  has  paid  back  to  the  REA  $43,005  In 
interest  and  $58,921  on  principal.  Ad- 
vance payments  total  $40,593.47.  No 
sums  are  overdue. 

SALMON  Bivaa  XLEcnic  ooorsaATivs,  inc. 

CHALLIS 

Youngest  and  smallest  cooperative  in 
my  district  is  the  Sahnon  River  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc ,  at  Challis.  The  date 
of  its  first  loan  was  May  8. 1950.    It  was 


for  $€56,000.  Electricity  was  turned  on 
for  the  first  Ume  on  June  30. 1951. 

l^oai  the  beginning,  the  total  loans 
approved  for  the  Salmon  River  Coopera- 
tive now  amount  to  $1,350,000.  Praeti- 
cally  aU  of  this  has  been  advanced  by 
REA.  The  exact  figure  of  the  advance  is 
$1,248,057. 

There  are  313  members,  or  some  1,500 
persons,  being  serviced.  There  are  no 
overdue  amoimts  on  this  system. 

■■A  IS  A  PCOPLI'S  FBOGBAM 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  two  sides  to 
this  power  question — the  people's  side 
and  monopoly's  side.  Either  you  are  for 
electricity  at  a  price  the  average  man 
can  afford  to  pay,  or  you  go  along  with 
the  monopolists  and  believe  charges 
should  be  all  the  tralBc  will  b&ar. 

I  have  tried  to  make  my  position  clear. 
I  am  for  the  average  man  and  small 
business.  They  are  the  heart  and  sinews 
of  America.  We  preserve  and  promote 
democracy  in  proportion  as  we  build  sol- 
idly from  the  average  man  up. 

The  REA  is  a  program  for  the  average 
farmer,  and  at  the  same  time  it  brings 
great  benefits  to  the  towns  and  cities 
which  surroimd  the  rural  area  served. 
Until  every  farmer  and  rural  resident 
who  can  reasonably  be  reached  receives 
the  benefit  of  REA  electricity,  the  Job  in 
Idaho  will  not  be  finished. 

I  am  happy  to  have  had  this  oppor- 
tuni^,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  present  the  dis- 
tinguished record  of  REA  cooperatives 
in  Idaho — and  particularly  in  the  con- 
gressional district  I  represent.  I  want 
to  assure  these  REA  folks  here  and  now 
that  they  can  count  on  me  as  their 
stanch  supporter  and  friend. 


Nebaa's  Afibi  Net  Good 
Eaoagk 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  WAYNE  MORSE 

or  okxgon 

IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  another 
subject  matter  which  I  intended  to  dis- 
ciiss  in  the  closing  days  in  the  Senate 
by  way  of  a  brief  speech  deals  with  an 
attempt  of  Administrator  Nelsen,  of  the 
REA.  to  alibi  his  iiutdequate  support  of 
a  much-needed  speeding  up  of  the  rural- 
electrification  program.  However,  the 
early  adjournment  hour  which  we  have 
set  for  ourselves  here  in  the  Senate  ren- 
ders it  impoesible  for  me  to  take  the 
time  of  the  Senate  to  deliver  a  few  brief 
comments  that  I  wanted  to  make  on  the 
subject.  Therefore,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  inserted  hi  the  Rbcoko 
a  brief  statonent  under  the  subject  Ad- 
ministrator Nelsen's  Alibi  Not  Good 
Enough. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RacoBB,  as  follows: 

AMMnaBsaATCM  Nausssf  *8  Aun  Mot  Oooa 
Shouoh 

lir.  President,  on  July  19  I  Inaerted  In  Hie 
daUy  CoMoaaaauHf AL  Baooaa  an  editorial  from 


tb»  8t.  Louis  Poat-Dlapateh  whldi  waa  erit- 
leal  of  tba  BapubUcaa  admlnlstratlim^  aa- 
tk»a.  or  halfbaartad  acttona.  oa  tba  nnal- 
cleetnfleatlon  program. 

Mr.  PTwl  Strong,  Deputy  Admlnlstratar  of 
BXA,  has  sent  me  a  copy  of  AdmlaiBtrKlar 
Nelaenl  letter  ot  reply  In  tha  event  that  I 
wished  to  Insert  It  In  the  Rrrnraa  alao.  It 
reads  as  follows: 

JtiLT  1. 1884. 
The  BnrToa,  St.  Louis  Posr-DiarATCH, 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 

DcAB  an:  Our  attention  has  baan  oallad  to 
an  editorial  in  your  Issxie  oC  June  12,  ISS^ 
concerning  the  REA  program. 

We  feel  that  your  tanpresBUm  ttiat  wa  are 
"not  very  enthusiastic"  about  the  BEA  i»>- 
gram  must  be  based  on  Inaccurate  InfonSa- 
tlon.  and  we  believe  that  you  will  walooma 
the  facts. 

During  the  past  year,  we  have  made  4ee- 
tric  loans  totaling  $181  mlllkm  ttiaV  will 
bring  seryice  to  180,500  consumers.  Urboth 
doUars  and  consumers,  that  surpasai^n^iat 
was  done  by  REA  during  the  13  moigpa  ^* 
fore  we  took  office.  We  have  retfi^Hftlia 
backlog  of  loan  applications  from  $5$  tUl- 
lion  to  $180  mlUkm.  We  have  piMksC  the 
power-supply  program,  and  our  pcr«^llaf|«r 
loans  made  for  generation  and  tram^ifiiiMi 
f  aclUtles  equals  the  longtime  leveL  As  tha 
rural-telephone  program,  the  -paat  yaar  &« 
been  by  all  standards  the  biggest  in  tha  S- 
year  history  of  that  program.  Loans  for  tha 
year  are  expected  to  reach  •74  million — nearly 
twice  the  $41  million  program  tbs  year  be- 
fore. Rxiral  telephcme  oonstruetlon  and  sub- 
scriber connections  sre  running  about  one- 
third  ahead  of  the  previous  fiscal  year. 
Moreover,  we  have  reduced  the  administra- 
tive cost  of  the  two  programs  substantially. 

In  our  Judgment,  the  effectlveneaa  of  REA 
Is  to  be  measured  by  how  well  BEA  meets  tha 
needs  of  its  borrowers — not  by  tba  numlMr 
of  dollars  loaned.  We  think  you  wlU  ag^ae.  • 
however,  that  even  looking  at  the  dtfllar  yol- 
ume  alone,  the  record  made  so  far  In  bur 
administration  could  not  have  been  eal^ab- 
lished  by  thoee  who  are  out  of  sjrmpathy  i^th 
the  program.  j 

Sincerely  yours, 

AifCHxa  MaiABK.      i 
AAminUtratar. 

Mr.  President,  the  AdminlatratoriB  latter 
puts  the  best  face  on  an  ugly  situation,  fiut 
the  unattractive  facts  are  not  changed. 

1.  Mr.  Nelsen  begs  the  question  on  tha 
"not  very  entbusUstlc"  cbarge  by  citing  his 
record  of  electric  loans  for  1964.  The  loan 
program  for  1954  was  almost  identical  with 
that  of  preceding  years,  fiscal  19SS,  1961 
(when  the  Korean  War  required  mtntw^^^m 
expenditures).  Mr.  Nelsen's  loan  program 
record  was  made  possible  by  funds  which  the 
administration  did  not  ask  for  and  the  au- 
thorization of  which  they  t^poaad.  Mr.  Mel- 
sen  is  very  proud  of  lending  |1S7,104.I04  In  ^- 
electrlc  funds.  It  should  be  pointed  ^t. 
however,  tlwt  the  admlnlstrmtlon  origtnjUIy 
planned  only  a  $120  mUUon  loan  inogzam* 
When  the  Congress — in  opposition  to  'tba 
administration — increased  the  f\mds  avail- 
able this  planned  program  was  Increaas^  to 
$135  million.  After  more  tiian  half  the  oaoal 
year  bad  passed,  and  after  BEA  had  beea 
severely  crlticiaed  for  a  slowdown  on  loans 
the  planned  program  was  finally  lacraaaeg  to 
$185  milUon.  It  li  this  last  flgurs  of  wbleh 
Mr.  Nelsen  Is  so  proud,  but  It  took  funds 
which  tbe  artwil  nistratton  did  not  want  au- 
thorised, and  a  lot  of  pressure  from  tbe  Oon- 
grsas  to  get  him  to  carry  out  tha  program  of 
which  he  la  now  so  proud  In  prtafc. 

When  Mr.  Nelsen  aays  "Wa  have  pushad 
the  power-supply  program."  It  la  waU  that 
he  limits  himself  to  conunients  on  genera^OB 
and  transmission  loans  for  proof,  because  tba 
administration  has  atta^ed  power  supply 
from  almost  every  other  poaalble  ^ifla 
throughout  the  country. 
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■lovty  Mtt  flot  unov  waf. 

pcvcEfm  J»  BMvtag.  t*  »ta 

m  half  omutiuf  IwfoKS  an 

piinn—     Oooiparad    to 

191m  or  8S4  mtmk  It  VM  TimcMiig  t3M 

UEA  dMMfi  BWMBlJa.  tht  ***»•«<<«>  OB  Um 

t«1^^0B>  pngnm  la  alaiaat  mgatlTt. 

On  Um  r«duetkm  of  admlnlrtnUiira  eotta. 
Sir.  BWmo  >!••  been  ao  raoiSeaBful  tbat  he 
wae  flrttsetead  by  the  Bovbm  Subeoaunlttee 
on  Aylemtural  ApptoprUttoiw.  WIwUmt  he 
hM  Mtttslly  raduosd  •dmlnfrtrattr*  eodi  t>7 
rfiiiiftllni  tadney  li  •  ymHoo.  Thtn  ii 

no  fpaaaUoa  •bout  hie  hsvtag  redueed  admln- 
letnrtlve  egpenilitiiiee  by  ahaiT^f  rteehing  Im- 

tothe 


CX)NGiUESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 
of  ADA.  Unwarranted  in 


August 


20 


S.  Tte  roral  ■iaeteici  do  not  and  eumot 
Mdrt  wlttk  BBA  alpaw,  arMi  tbough  tt  Is  nm 
In  a  maiinM'  antlrely  satlatactory  to 
They  eve  dependent  upon  the  Vadentl 
ptotwft  In  auBBy  araae  for  iaw'^om 
tar  adwiuite  awpplUe.  for  taantalnlac  ptrwtr 
with  tbo  private  utUitlaa.  ABfone,  tneludlaff 
Ur.  IfeiMa.  who  Mfs  that  the  lM«al  powor 
program  has  or  Is  bolnc  nm  with  the  beat 
Intereeta  at  the  rural  leetrlc  eysteoaa  In 
mind  le  itaaply  In  enw.  One  eouM  recite  a 
votuBM  «(  cteagea  aaade  In  tha  redfKal  pevar 
wblaii  vet  harmXul  and  potoatlaUj 
to  the  rural  alaetrte  qrrtama. 
Thia  la  as  tneomptrte  Uat:  The  guttlas  of  tho 
■tafle  ot  WcwUheetteiii  Bower  Administration, 
the  floothwaetem  Power  Admlnletrmtlon,  and 
BoaiBOvilla  PDwar  Admlniatratkm:  the  vlola- 
tkm  at  tba  flVA-co-op  contraetr,  the  markat- 
Ihff  crttMla  for  tha  MlMouri  Badn;  the  ra- 
■hiriing  at  ooat  aUocattona  to  power  on 
mnlttple-purpoee  i^ojeets  which  are  imder 
way  and  »*•  rteelgnert  to  Increase  power  oosU 
to  tha  mral  olactrlc  ■jyatema;  the  rafuaal  at 
tha  admlnlstntkm  to  raoognlaa  tha  rights 
of  tha  Osorgia  eooperaUTse  to  the  power 
from  OtaA  BUI  Dam:  the  Prealdent's  atUck 
upon  TVA  (from  which  63  oo-ops  get  their 
power)  as  "creeping  aodallam"  and  his  order 
to  ABO  to  help  the  prlrate  utilities  Invade 
TVA.  To  say  that  the  administration  is 
''antlnislaatlo"  about  the  rural  elecMc  sys- 
tems m  the  faee  of  the  frontal  assault  upon 
their  power  siq>ply  which  makes  up  S2  cents 
of  ersry  dollar  taken  In  by  thoee  systems 
requlree  a  new  deOnltlon  for  the  word. 


•f  ADA  Uowar- 
Fact 


STTENBION  OF  REMARKS 

HON.  WAYNE  IKMtSE 


m  TBM  SBTATB  OP  TBI  UMrnED  STATES 
Frtdav.  Angust  ZO.  19S4 

Ut.  ICQRSE.  Ifr.  President,  it  had 
been  my  intention  on  this  lant  day  of  this 
aesalonof  CongreaB  to  deliver  a  speech  in 
defense  of  the  organinatlon,  Americans 
for  Democratic  Action,  by  way  of  answer 
to  the  imwarranted  smear  attacks  of  cer- 
tain Reimldiean  spokesmen  against  ADA. 
Beeaiiae  of  the  lateness  of  the  hour  and 
the  general  informal  understanding  ex- 
isting In  the  Senate  that  each  Senator 
shall  be  mlyileged  to  have  inserted  in  the 
Oo»esMiwsL  BacoiD  QMeeh  material 
that  he  bad  Intended  to  d^ver  today.  I 
Shan  farego  the  pleasure  of  making  this 
partlendar  qieech  CD  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate at  ttds  time.  However,  I  ask  unani- 
mous eonaent  that  there  be  printed  In  the 
ComaxaauuiAi  Rsoois  the  speech  that  I 
had  intended  to  make  enUtled  "Republi- 


Fact.- 

There  being  no  objection,  the  addrops 
was  ordered  to  he  minted  In  the  Racoap. 
as  fODows: 

Rgruwcura'  Smu  ov  ADA  UHWAOAingD 

nr  Fact 

Recent  statements  by  the  conservstlfrs 
leadcorsh^^  ol  the  Bepobltcan  Party  mske  it 
abnndanUy  dear  that  the  'l8&4  congressional 
campaigns  will  not  be  waged  on  the  merlu 
of  programs.  It  is  apparent  that  th»e 
leaders  do  not  want  to  talk  about  siich 
Isenea  as  employment,  public  power,  taxes. 
odkhore  oU.  and  national  defense.  Ttwy 
would  engage  the  country  in  sundry  41- 
▼erstonary  Isaues  by  attacking  Individusls 
and  arganlsations  and  impugning  their  mgi- 
ttves  rather  than  debating  the  programs  for 
whleh  they  stand.  It  Is  my  bope  that  the 
UberaJ  oandtdatee  will  refuse  to  be  sl^e- 
tracfted  by  these  tactics  and  wUl  take  the 
poor  reonti  of  the  83d  Congress  and  the 
BUenhower  administration  to  the  people  of 
America.  80  that  the  record  may  be  cleSr, 
and  perhaiw  some  of  the  false  charges  be  piit 
to  rest,  I  want  to  ezx>ose  one  of  the  prrln- 
clpal  dlTerslons  being  used  today. 

Americans  for  Democratic  Action  has  been 
selacted  by  the  leaders  of  the  RepubllcSn 
Party  as  the  whipping  boy  in  the  1954  cam- 
paign. The  President  of  the  Senate  and  Vice 
President  of  the  Dnlted  States  has  on  a  num- 
ber of  recent  occasions  attacked  ADA.  The 
Vice  President  told  a  OOP  gathering  In  SSn 
nmnclaco  that  "The  Democratic  Party,  \m- 
fortunately,  Is  Controlled  In  California  ahd 
nationally  by  Its  ADA  left-wing,  a  group  of 
mm  honestly,  but  I  believe  mistakenly,  ded- 
icated to  the  socialization  of  basic  institu- 
tions In  this  country."  ,  Later  he  told  a 
GOP  audience  In  New  York  that  ADA  vtas 
In  control  of  the  Democratic  Party  of  that 
State. 

Senate  ICaJorlty  Leader  Kwowlamo  laas 
Implied  that  ADA  ta  attempting  to  tafce 
over  the  leadership  of  the  Senate. 

ADA  Is  generally  called  left-wing  or  So- 
cialist by  Republican  leaders,  but  there  is 
no  attempt  to  argue  against  the  prograSu 
f<»  which  the  ADA  stands.  As  an  ADA  vice 
chairman,  let  me  put  the  record  stralgbt. 
Americans  for  Democratic  Action  is  dedi- 
cated to  a  program  of  constitutional  liber- 
alism and  its  policies  are  dictated  by  the 
needs,  aspirations  and  desires  of  the  Amer- 
ican people. 

Few,  If  any,  of  ADA's  attackers  would  at- 
tempt to  stick  a  Communist  label  on  It. 
Tbmj  argue  that  the  organization  is  a  group 
of  determined  Marxists  seeking  to  destroy 
oiir  democratic  free  enterprise  system  and 
replace  It  wltb  socialism.  This  U  the  line  of 
those  politicians  who  oppose  any  social  or 
economic  program  In  America — cry  "soclsl- 
Um"  when  the  Communist  charge  cannot 
be  made  to  stick — at  everyone  and  every- 
thing standing  for  progress.  The  baiters  of 
ADA  have  been  pretty  careful  not  to  label  it 
Communist.  Its  record  and  public  reputa- 
tion of  TlgoroTU  antlcommunlsm  is  too  cleSr. 

What  li  ADA.  and  what  does  it  stand  fcr? 
ru  tell  you. 

ADA  was  organized  in  1947  by  a  groep 
of  distinguished  Americans  with  the  geneifil 
purpose  of  restoring  the  Influence  of  liber^- 
ism  in  the  national  and  international  policies 
of  the  United  states. 

ADA  has  operated  in  the  politics  of  ide^, 
believing  that  In  a  democracy  progress  com^s 
as  Ideas  are  proposed,  debated,  accepted,  re- 
jected or  modified  by  the  people  themselves. 
I  have  always  considered  this  one  of  the 
somwee  of  our  country's  political  health. 
Some  at  the  tilings  ADA  has  advocated  have 
been  accepted:  some  have  not — at  least,  net 
yet;  some,  no  doubt,  never  will  be.  The 
potet  Is  that  ilOA  has  Uid  Its  views  on  the 
line  for  all  to  see.    Those  who  dlcagree  can 


dispute  the  soundness  of  the  vlewi^  and 
nuuiy  have.  It  has  seemed  to  me  that  >  thoee 
who  denounce  ADA  and  its  views  as  sub- 
versive— which  Is  ridiculous — do  sd  be- 
cause   tbey    are    afraid    of   the    ideas,    ^frald 

that  the  ideas  will  be  accepted  on  their 
merits,  and  find  It  easier  and  safer  to  de- 
nounce than  to  refute  them.  For  asyaelf. 
I  believe,  as  did  Thomas  Jefferson,  that  lu  a 
free  country  we  can  tolerate  any  erfor  of 
thought  as  long  as  reason  Is  free  to  com- 
bate  it. 

The  first  task  ADA  set  for  Itself  al!ter  It 
was  founded  was  to  expose  and  fn^trate 
the  attempt  of  the  Communists  to  trap 
American  liberals  Into  supporting  their 
sinister  objectives.  In  1948  ADA  exposed 
the  Communist  domination  of  the  so-called 
Progressive  Party  In  a  series  of  widely  dis- 
tributed, well-documented  pamphlets.  It 
continued  this  opposition  and  expoaltion 
through  subsequent  campaigns. 

In  policy,  platform,  and  performance  ADA 
has  opposed  the  Communists  on  aH  tha 
Important  issues  of  our  time.  ADA  sup- 
ported aid  to  Greece  and  Turkey,  the  liar- 
shall  plan,  point  4.  the  North  Atlantic  Pact. 
the  mlUtary-ald  program,  and  antia|ypes- 
slon  action  in  Korea.  ADA'S  antlcohunu- 
nism  has  not  been  confined  to  mere  oppo- 
sition to  Communist  lines.  ADA  haa  not 
only  expoeed  Communist  machinations  with- 
in political  movements,  but  has  kept  them 
out  of  clvU-rights  mobilisations  and  other 
liberal  organizations,  and  has  revealefl  the 
hidden  piupose  of  Communist  propaganda. 

Early  in  19S3  the  ADA  pubUcly  wlarned 
of  a  developing  new  Communist  line*  call- 
ing for  a  revival  of  the  popular  front  Which 
deceived  so  many  Americans  in  the  tblrtlee 
and  which  still,  unfortunately,  U  a  real 
factor  In  several  European  countries.  In 
March  of  thU  year,  1954,  the  ADA  again 
called  public  attention  to  the  new  Com- 
munist official  program  brazenly  Idedtllled 
as  "the  American  way."*. 

"The  ADA  describes  this  new  atten)pt  of 
the  Communists  to  deceive  Americans  tbi^ 
way:  'The  real  purpoee  behind  this  Yhnkee 
Doodle  pose  •  •  •  [is]  disrupting  the  unity 
of  the   free   world." 

"In  their  main  and  sole  immediate  pur- 
pose, weakening  and  Isolating  America,*  con- 
tinued this  same  statement  Just  4  months 
ago,  "the  Communists  set  themselves  in 
diametric  opposition  to  the  ADA  and  the 
broad  movement  of  American  Uberals  who 
believe  that  the  unity  of  the  free  world 
and  the  strength  of  the  United  States  are 
the  two  major  premises  of  our  national 
policy." 

I  cite  these  Instances  of  ADA'S  contiauous 
and  continuing  opposition  to  communism 
not  because  the  record  of  ADA  neecto  de- 
fense, but  because  the  technique  o?  dis- 
tortion used  by  Bome  Republican  leaders 
is  first  to  concede  that  ADA  is  not  a  Com- 
munist-front organization,  and  to  go  bn  to 
say  that  ADA  is  "doing  the  work  of  the 
Communists." 

What  Is  the  work  the  ADA  is  dolqg  for 
the  Communlste?  What  Is  the  soclaUsm 
it  seeks  to  foist  on  the  United  Slates? 
Let  us  revive  an  old  American  custoni  and 
look  at  the  record. 

It  has  been  charged,  for  example,  that 
Americans  for  Democratic  Action  wants 
"every  teacher  to  have  the  right  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Conununlst  Party,  and  to  teach 
communism  to  our  youth."  The  policy 
statement  of  ADA,  adopted  at  its  annual 
convention  in  Chicago  in  April  1954,,  says 
this :  "We  oppose  legislative  interference  with 
academic  freedom.  We  have  confidence  in 
the  will  and  the  ability  of  thoee  wh^  are 
charged  with  the  conduct  of  our  educatilonal 
institutions  to  exclude  from  teaching  |ioel- 
tions  all  persons  who  have  surrendered  Itheir 
own  freedom  of  thought  to  Communist  or 
fascist  control."    What  sane  or  honest,  per- 
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son  can  sec  in  this  any  support  for  the  right 
of  Communists  to  teach  our  youth? 

It  has  been  chari^ed  that  ADA  urges  that 
"Communists  be  fniaranteed  the  right  to 
serve  in  at  least  99  percent  of  all  Federal 

and  state  positions."  What  fanciful  non- 
Muse— the  truth  is  thst  ADA  ssys,  and  sgaln 
I  quote  its  recent  convention  position:  "We 
recognise  the  impoi-tant  necessity  for  guard - 
log  sensitive  agencies  from  the  activities  of 
Communists  or  Fascists.**  ADA  does  believe 
that  more  than  W*  percent  of  all  Oovem- 
ment  workers,  Republican  and  Democrat,  are 
loyal,  decent  Ame-icans  and  that  far  too 
many  of  them  havi;  suffered  deep  injustices 
because  of  the  Ui-deftned  standards  and 
faulty  administration  of  the  loyalty-security 
programs.  We  hav«  seen  in  the  recent  Jug- 
gling of  figures  on  sectirlty  risks,  the  ease 
with  which  the  piogram  can  be  perverted 
into  a  political  purge  when  so  many  basic 
rights  are  denied  tbe  accused. 

ADA  has  always  held  the  view  expressed 
by  President  Elsenhower  In  his  memorable 
speech  at  Ccrfumbla  University,  when  he  said, 
"Here  In  America  ve  are  descended  In  blood 
and  spirit  from  revolutionaries  and  rebels — 
men  and  women  who  dared  to  dissent  from 
accepted  doctrine.  As  their  heirs,  may  we 
never  confuse  honest  dissent  with  disloyal 
subversion." 

In  fairness  to  a  ctlfferenoe  of  point  of  view 
that  exists  within  ADA  on  the  Issue  of  out- 
lawing the  Oommualst  Party,  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  there  are  those  In  the  organization 
who  do  not  share  the  position  taken  by  me 
and  the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  Mr.  Hum- 
PHazT,  on  the  Hiunphrey-Morse-Kennedy 
amendment  recently  adopted  by  the  Senate 
which  sougbt  to  outlaw  the  Conununlst 
Party.  The  difference  of  opinion  is  one  which 
exists  within  other  groupe — ^for  that  matter 
within  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  it- 
self— and  is  based  upon  very  sincere  and 
honest  opposing  contentions.  As  I  see  it 
thoee  within  the  ADA  and  withm  other  or- 
ganisations who  bold  to  the  point  of  view 
that  it  is  a  mlsttke  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party  argue  from  the  assumption 
that  the  Communist  Party  Is  In  fact  a  po- 
litical party.  I  do  not  accept  that  assump- 
tion as  being  a  eoiind  <me.  The  burden  of 
the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota, Mr.  HuMPRBKT,  who  incidentally  Is  s 
past  president  of  ADA.  and  of  the  rest  of  us 
who  supported  tbe  Humphrey-Morse-Ken- 
nedy amendment  proposing  the  outlawing 
of  the  Communist  Party.  Is  based  upon  the 
contention  that  the  Communist  Party  Is 
not  a  political  par.y.  Such  being  our  argu- 
ment, it  Is  fair  to  ask  us  the  question,  "If 
the  Communist  Pa:-ty  Is  not  a  political  party, 
then  what  U  it?"  Our  answer  is  that  ths 
Communist  Party  In  fact  is  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy dedicated  to  the  overthrow  of  the 
United  States  Ooviirnment  by  force.  It  Is  a 
criminal  conspiracy  that  participates  In  a 
gamut  of  subversive  activities  Including 
sabotage,  espionage,  and  treasonable  con- 
duct. It  is  a  conspiracy  which  has  always 
operated  undergroand  as  far  as  Its  criminal 
conspiratorial  activities  are  concerned.  We 
who  would  outlaw  the  Conununlst  Party 
take  the  position  that  the  so-called  above- 
groundf  activities  of  the  Communist  Party 
are  but  political  window  dressing,  political 
propaganda,  and  )]Olltical  deception. 

Further,  we  talce  the  poeltion  that  any 
individual  who  knowingly,  willfully,  and  In- 
tentionally Joins  tbe  Communist  conspiracy, 
recognizing  full  veil  the  conspiratorial  ob- 
jectives of  the  orginikation,  should  be  made 
criminally  liable  lor  the  act  of  Joining  the 
conspiracy.  Thosc'  of  us  who  supported  the 
Himiphrey  amendment  which  sought  to  out- 
law tbe  Commun^st  Party  made  very  clear 
that  the  conspiracy,  which  we  were  seeking 
to  make  a  Federal  criminal  offense,  was  one 
which  required  tlie  existence  of  a  criminal 
intent  or  mens  r(«  on  tbe  part  of  the  de- 
fendant.   Therefore,  we  have  not  been  able 


to  accept  the  argument  at  those  In  the  ADA 
and  In  other  organizations  Including  Mem- 
bers at  the  United  States  Senate  who  have 
contended  that  our  amendment  violated 
some  way,  somehow,  freed<nn  of  speech  and 

freedom  of  thought  and  would  lead  to 
tiiought  control. 

Neither  have  we  seen  any  logic  to  the  con- 
tention that  our  amendment  seeking  to  out- 
law the  OommunlBt  Party  and  making  the 
willful  and  intentional  Joining  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  a  criminal  offense  constituted 
a  threat  to  our  political  parties  In  the  United 
States.  When  opponenU  of  our  point  of 
view  have  asked  the  question,  "Would  not 
the  outlawing  of  the  Communist  Party  be  a 
precedent  sometime,  when  a  tyrannical  ma- 
jority may  prevail  in  the  United  States,  for 
outlawing  the  RepuMlcan  Party  or  the  Dem- 
cratle  Party?"  Our  answer  to  the  question 
Is  "No"  and  for  the  simple  reason  that  our 
amendment  proposing  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
munist Party  is  based  upon  the  allegation 
that  the  Communist  Party  Is  not  a  political 
party  at  all,  but  Is.  in  fact,  a  conspiracy  to 
overthrow  our  Government  by  force. 

Under  our  Judicial  system  In  tbe  United 
States  no  pollti<:al  party  could  possibly  be 
Jeopardised  by  our  amendment  because  it  is 
perfectly  obvious  that  a  legitimate  political 
party  under  our  constitutional  system  would 
not  be  one  which  has  as  iu  objective  the 
overthrowing  of  o\ir  constitutional  system  of 
government  by  force.  However,  we  fully  ap- 
precUta  the  fact  that  there  are  many  people 
In  our  country  Just  as  sincere  In  their  devo- 
tion to  our  form  of  government  as  are  those 
of  us  who  think  that  the  Communist  Party 
should  be  outlawed  and  who  believe  that  we 
are  mistaken  in  the  ooxirse  of  action  which 
we  have  followed  In  our  support  of  the 
Hunphrey-Morse-Xennedy  amendment. 

As  I've  said  before,  there  are  thoee  In  the 
ADA — and  for  all  I  know,  possibly  a  majority 
In  the  ADA — ^who  hold  to  a  point  of  view 
contrary  to  thoee  of  us  who  suppcxted  the 
the  Bumi^tfey-Marse-Kennedy  amendment. 
The  debata  in  the  Senate  shows  that  th«« 
are  many  In  the  Senate  who  at  least  felt  that 
the  Bumphrey-Morse-Kennedy  amendment 
should  be  watered  down  before  final  adop- 
tion and  they  succeeded  In  doing  so  in  the 
conferenoe  report  recently  adopted  by  the 
Senate. 

For  that  matter,  the  record  la  clear  that 
even  the  President  of  the  United  States  and 
J.  Edgar  Hoover  have  not  favored  going  as 
far  as  we  went  In  the  Humphrey -Morse - 
Kennedy  amendment.  Therefore  let  me 
make  very  clear  that  the  difference  of  opinion 
within  the  ADA  over  the  Issue  of  whether  or 
not  the  Communist  Party  should  be  outlswed 
does  not  in  any  way  Justify  any  smear  attack 
on  the  ADA  under  such  a  false  charge  that 
It  U  soft  on  communism. 

Ihere  are  many  organintions  in  the 
United  States  which  are  strongly  anticom- 
munistlc,  but  I  want  to  say  here  and  now 
that  I  do  not  know  of  any  organization  that 
la  more  antl-Communlst  and  Is  more  dedi- 
cated to  checking  the  spread  of  communism 
than  Is  the  Americans  for  Democratic 
Action. 

Now  that  the  conference  report  has  been 
adopted  on  the  so-called  Butler  subversive 
contnd  bill,  I  am  satisfied  thst  In  the  next 
session  of  Congress  the  new  law  Is  going  to 
need  a  considerable  amount  of  revising  and 
amending.  I  am  perfectly  aware  of  the  fact 
that  the  Introduction  of  the  Humpbrey- 
Morse-Kennedy  amendment  resulted  In  the 
offering  of  a  great  many  amendmenta  to  the 
Butlnr  bill  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
We  all  know — If  we're  to  be  frank  about  It — 
that  It  resulted  in  a  considerable  amount  of 
compromising  of  legislative  proposals  In  con- 
nection with  the  bill  here  on  the  floor  ol 
the  Senate. 

If  time  had  permitted,  the  best  procedure 
to  have  f  oUowed  would  have  been  to  send  the 
entire  blU.  along  with  ths  Huinphrey-Morse- 


Kennedy  amendment  and  the  rest  of  the 
amendmenta  which  were  prepoaad  hare  'on 
tbe  floor  of  tbe  Senate,  back  to  the  JTiadlelary 
Oommlttee  for  furtber  beartngs  and  eonaM- 
eration.    Many  Members  of  the  SanaSe  In  our 

cloakroom  discussions  on  tbe  bill  afread  that 
it  was  most  unfortunate  that  the  Butler  bill 
did  not  come  up  for  debate  on  the  floor  oC 
the  Senate  at  least  2  months  ago.  Tt  It  had 
been  considered  earlier,  then  the  sound 
course  of  action  would  have  been  to  aend  It 
back  to  committee  for  consideration  of  svch 
amendments  ss  tbe  Humphr«y-lian»-Ken- 
nedy  amendment.  Personally  I  wish  that 
course  of  action  oould  have  been  followed. 
but  with  the  adjournment  date  banging  over 
our  heads  like  a  sword  of  Damoelea.  ttme  did 
not  permit  of  further  oommlttee  hsarlnp 
and  consideration  on  the  bllL 

I  am  satlsfled  that  the  fluid  bUl  whlCh  we 
passed  from  a  draftemanshlp  standpoint  Is 
not  a  very  good  examine  oT  leglatattve  Sit. 
Ukewlse  I  am  fearful  that  It  has  aome  legis- 
lative hodgepodge  characteristics  and  It  ssay 
very  weU  be  that  It  has  some  Isgid  Inoonslst- 
encies  within  it.  Undoubtedly  It  is  one  that 
Is  going  to  raise  a  good  many  admtaUstralSve 
problems  and  serious  quesUtms  of  puMle 
policy.  Therefore  I  wish  to  say  here  and  now 
that  as  one  of  the  ooeponsors  of  the  Hum- 
phrey-Morse-Kennedy  amendment,  I  Intend 
between  now  and  the  next  seaalon  of  Con- 
gress to  do  a  great  deal  of  legal  reasarcb  work 
on  the  Butler  bill  as  antended.  and  prepasa 
whatever  amendmenta  I  decide  are  neossssry 
in  order  to  meet  any  fair  and  sound  crltkdsm 
of  the  bill  which  may  develop  In  the  wedcs 
and  months  between  now  and  the  opening 
of  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  on  the  subject  of  ADA^ 
opposition  to  communism  I  wish  to  read  an 
editorial  in  the  August  6.  1964.  edtttea  at 
the  Commonweal.  The  editorial  reada  aa 
follows: 

**m  mas  or  ooBonnnssc 

■■Communism  Is  a  three-way  danger.  \  It 
is,  first  of  all,  an  Idea  that  has  won  the  alle- 
giance of  millions  thnmghout  the  world.  As 
an  Idea,  communism  preaenta  a  wata  or  isss 
coherent  philosophy  of  life  and  of  man 
rooted  in  dialectic  and  historical  matettsl- 
ism.  Secondly,  communism  Is  a  polltieal 
conspiracy;  as  such  It  is  an  Internal  thrtat 
wherever  It  has  followers  to  carry  out  party 
orders.  Thirdly,  communism  Is  a  worMwIde 
military  force  embarked  on  a  program  of 
expansion   and  aggression. 

"Tbe  three  aspecta  of  communism  go  hand 
in  hand.  The  Idea  comes  first;  the  party  Is 
able  to  enlist  from  convinced  IdeologUes 
followers  ready  to  carry  out  subversion  or. 
when  the  climate  Is  right,  to  change  soelal 
disorder  and  discontent  into  the  coin  of  maaa 
political  action.  This  latter  activity  Is  hope- 
leas  In  the  United  Statea  at  the  present  time, 
but  such  wss  not  the  eaae  during  the  bleak 
depression  years  and  in  oountrles  Ukt  ftaly 
and  France  tbe  imhappy  soelal  scene  Is  stttll 
a  fruitful  vineyard  for  Communist  i^rastSea. 
In  both  these  countries  coaununlsm  Is 
to  command  a  large  number  of  votaa. 
votes  come  not  from  convinced  Communist 
ideologues  but  from  disaatlsflad  pSofHe  who 
take  that  way  to  apneas  dlaoontant  with 
their  lot. 

"The  problem  of  fighting  ooBsmunlsm  Is 
to  keep  each  of  these  three  avenues  of  Com- 
mvmlst  approach  closely  guarded.  It  woUld 
not  do.  for  Instance,  to  concentrate  ao  ex- 
clusively on  counteracting  communism  aa 
an  idea  that  tbe  avenue  of  internal  sub- 
version was  Ignored.  It  would  not  do  to 
concentrate  so  completely  on  the  problsin 
of  subversion  as  to  ignore  the  military  as- 
pects. In  this  place  or  that,  one  or  the  oCh«r 
danger  may  be  greater  thui  the  othera,  hut 
the  S-way  attack  must  be  met  by  an  alert 
8-way  defense. 

-Communism  ss  an  Idea  has  probably  ] 
the  most  neglected  of  all  three,  both 
and  abroad.     Both  leftwlng  and  rlghtwhic 
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14aa  iriMfB^  doaa  not  ooBif on»  to  IM  own  bacOy 
ngb(-li|i|t«aBvletlMa  ••  wmnfflnwuc 

**X>MBallr  1o/b  wwra  aABtta 
mvBipmOBfd  t»a  kind  of  ttkaraUaaai 
•af .  b*  tha  4XIA  or  tha  AaMrtoaa  Tatanma 
Onmmmaa  tkan  Cbara  la  lutaat  tha  nattva 
k  of  OanddL.  K.  Bntth  aatf  tba  staaali 
Of  tbt  lato  lutttar  lUt. 
•ttt.  for  poUtkal  and  propacand*  purpoaaa. 
t^  irawp  la  tocavar  caady  to  •tttilmta  avavy 
Mlaa  laft  of  Dwlght  Stamkowar'a  fletltlous 
daad  eantar  to  Karl  Umn.  Thaaa  tcrrUilaa 
ilmpilllratanw  b»a  craatad  aU  klada  iK  aala- 
Alaf  bgr  ooodatasUy  taozlBf  patriotic  and 
Irtaallatlo  paopla  with  tha  Oemmunlat  hruah. 
*Xt  aupporttac  public  h^mglng  la  oonunu- 
haiMa  fait  ttomigb  tba  yaan. 
Z  Oaat  a^nd  hatsf  eaauminlatla.'  A 
a»^B^«C  thla  aort  of  thing  waa  loond 
ttif  «Mn  ft  avpFuaad  authorl^  on  cob&- 
baCpca  «  annggaaafaiiiai  eomalttsa 
tlMwrltlnaa  of  two  Fopaa  aa  oam- 
Aa  la«c  aa  ceod  paapla  and  good 
aia  arWhrafily  aaaneiaUd  with  cam- 
■h.  for  partlaaa  gala,  tha  aamitlal 
of  BOMnmnlaM  aa  an  Idaa  will 

m  ownnwitHaaa.  notably  a 
wldaly  pBbUolaed  plan  offerad  by  tba  Amarl- 
afttt  Bar  aaaortatUm.  wa  baartlty  approva 
aoeh  o  paogram.  prorldad  It  truly  maana  ad* 
mthm  about  eommiinlam  and  la  not  uacd 
aa  a  aaaana  for  partisan  pcopagandlsts  and 
to  Inelnda  aa  eoaannmlatla  tba 
\  bailMa  ta  ]uat  about  avaryona 
wttb  tbam.  ttoa.  tba  Fopaa 
tha  aodal  oieyoileaia  to  tba  111h> 
oMIoana  tat  Damoeratle  Action. 
» ab-«atlad  rlgbt  wing  cannot  alona  de- 
tail eoaamtmlam  fn  Amarlea.  Tba  attack  of 
th*  tniUMUilati  n  dlraetad  againat  Amerl- 
eana  of  hpthpartiaa  and  from  arary  abada  of 
tba  poutleal  apactrum.  Wa  aaad  to  flza  our 
yonayi  agalnat  commvmlam  %taa  both  left 
and  rlgbt.     Tba  sooner  tbla  nmple  fact  la 


tha  batter  all  around. 
—  la  tba  spadal  target 
M  baa  a  aaonopa|y  on 
Wltb  wider  undarrtaadlng 
Of  tbmr  Communlat  idea,  it  might  b4xMna 
alaar  to  aH  tbat  bowaver  we  Americana  may 
dlaagrae  among  ouraelTes  we  face  in  bom- 
mualwn  a  oommon  enemy  and  wlU  «ther 
bova  to  bang  togatbar  or  hang  Mpera|ely." 
.ICueb  la  made  In  attacks  upon  ADA  ^t  Ita 
oppoaltloa  no  loyalty  oatba.  ADA  doee  oapoee 
toymlty  oaths  for  private  Individuals  an4  says 
t&at  "to  tbe  extant  that  any  oath  can  ,have 
maantng.  we  bellave  that  the  traditional,  oath 
by  CSovennaent  empk^eea  In  aupport  of  the 
OoBstttotlon  and  tba  laws  of  the  U>Uted 
Statoa  la  auOtolent."  I  ampuaaled.  taf>.  by 
tha  attitude  on  loyalty  oaths  of  some  of  the 
stif-atyled  profeaslonal  antl-Comm\itilsU. 
eaperlenced  and  knowing  aa  they  are  in  the 
ways  of  Communlat  deceit  and  trea<$iery. 
Do  tbay  tbink  that  a  disciplined  Commpnut 
agent  would,  for  an  Inatant,  hesiUte  to  aign 
aa  oatb  or  anything  else  If  it  suited  his 
purpoaa? 

The  charge  la  made  that  ADA  advocate  the 
deatroetloc  q€  tbe  FBI  and  la  supportli^  the 
Mnlltkm  of  ooDgreeakmal  oommitteef  in- 
vaatlgitlng  communtam.  ADA  doea  nojt  be- 
Uara  that  la  a  tree  country  any  person  or 
agency  of  tbe  Oovemment  la  aacroaanct  and 
■bore  criticism.  It  has  critlclmad  the  i^eth- 
oda  of  tbe  FBI  a  number  of  Umes.  particu- 
larly for  tha  uaa  ot  wiret^plng — a  portion, 
laeldantaUy.  consistently  susUined  by  tha 
eourta.  ADA  maintains  that,  so  long  as  p\n- 
tapplng  la  against  tba  law— and  ADA  optMaea 
Its  lagallastton-  It  abouM  not  be  pern£tted 
eaperlally  by  that  agency — the  JusUca  De- 
partment—req^onalbla  for  tbe  enforce|nent 
of  VMeral  tow.  But  ADA  InaUta  tba|  tha 
Job  (tf  hunting  down  q>laB  and  sabotegrs  la 
tbe  work  of  tbe  profeaslonals  In  the  FBt  and 
Inteillganee  ageneles.  It  upholds  the  xxmI- 
tton  of  former  President  Truman  and  ^«al- 
daat  ■taanhnwm  and  that  tbe  FBI  and  pther 
oonManttal  fllaa  of  ezeeuUTe  agencies  should 
not  be  dlartoaad.  for  any  purpose  wbi^ver, 
without  prealdentlal  autbcfflaatlon. 

On  tha  queetlon  of  the  operations  oi  oer- 
tain  InvaaUgatlBg  committees  of  the  iCon- 
greas.  aaany  thoughtful  leaders,  both  Be- 
pubUcana  and  Demoerata,  u  well  aa  mUUona 
of  Americans  have  learned  a  bitter  leaspn  in 
tbe  kind  of  havoc,  close  to  anarchy,  that  a 
fMe-wbaellng  toTesttgatlng  conunltteo  can 
caeate  when  operating  in  defiance  oC  any 
rulea  of  fwooadure  and  responsible  coiMluct. 
Tha  ADA  luui  l<mg  warned  of  such  da4ger8. 
Seyaral  yeara  ago  It  called  for  the  aboUtlon 
of  tbe  Bouaa  Un-American  Activities  Com- 
mittee, a  poiAtlon,  incldentaUy,  which  It  haa 
not  advocated  since  that  committee  haa 
adopted  a  code,  however  Imperfect,  of  pro- 
cedure. The  organlaation  is  very  specific  in 
Its  emphaais  on  "the  vital  need  for  legisla- 
tive Investigations.'* 

I  shall  not  attempt  to  trace  the  origl|u  of 
all  tbe  dlatcnrtlons  and  misstatements  that 
l»va  bean  made  about  ADA,  or  to  attemt>t  to 
place  tb«n  back  In  the  context  of  elthef  tbe 
printed  page  nor  of  the  times  from  i^hich 
they  were  torn.  It  is  always  easy  to  flbd  a 
aaatenoe  or  two  uttered  by  a  public  opclal 
or  an  organisation  at  some  time  or  0ther 
and  twist  It  to  serve  one's  own  pxirpose.  Re- 
cently, before  a  committee  of  tbe  House, 
wa  saw  an  egumple  of  this  when  excerpts  from 
Papal  writings  were  pubUcly  Identified  .as  a 
Commiuiiat-llne  document. 

It  haa  been  charged  that  ADA  is  a  danger- 
ous SodaUct  outfit,  aeUing  the  Ckanm^nlst 
line  "under  another  brand  name."  The  inoet 
specific  example  of  ADA'S  socialist  tei^en- 
elee  generally  cited  is  that  the  organization 
favors  "a  series  of  regional  dupllcatsa  of 
TVA."  'President  Blsenhower  also  has  t£ked 
about  TVA  in  terms  of  "creeping  sodalBm.'* 
X  am  sure  ADA  offers  no  apologies  faults 
aupport  of  tha  brilliant  success  of  TV^,  nor 
for  Its  advocacy  of  more  such  successa  lor 
the  American  people. 


There  are  social  and  aeenomic  lda4a  whtah 
have  taken  deep  root  In  Aoaerlea  and  wbleh 
any  parties  or  politicians  would  sees  to  vp- 
root  at  their  own  peril.  Tbe  origins  jof  many 
ct  theee  ideas  are  obecure.  X  am  tlold  that 
tbe  earliest  proposal  for  a  graduated  Income 
tax  appeared  in  some  kind  of  aodallst  man- 
ifesto. I  know  it  appeared  In  tbe  Communist 
Manifesto  of  1848.  Does  that  make  lit  a  bad 
idea?  Unlllce  some  of  my  colleague^  I  have 
deep  faith  in  the  common  sense  igid  good 
judgment  of  the  American  people,  i^ho  have 
the  greatest  opportunltiea  for  self -enlighten- 
ment of  any  nation.  As  long  as  the^  remain 
free,  vuUnhlbited.  fearless,  and  curious,  tbey 
are  perfectly  capable  of  directing  the  deatlny 
of  this  Nation  within  the  traditional  frame- 
work of  our  Ck>nBtltution  and  lawB»  I  fear 
that  some  of  my  colleaguee  do  not  4hare  my 
faith  in  the  wisdom  of  the  people.  , 

X  do  not  believe  that  even  tbe  Otand  Old 
Party  with  the  unprecedented  millions  It  la 
pouring  Into  election  propaganda  ^n  foist 
on  the  American  people  Ideas  which  are  not 
sound  and  good  for  tbe  country.  X  do  not 
believe  that  all  the  commercials  and  slogans 
the  ad  men  can  concoct  will.  In  thf  eyes  of 
the  voters,  obecure  the  record  of  tb4  Repub- 
lican Party  in  office. 

Many  charges  are  leveled  at  thf  foreign 
policy  stands  of  ADA.  It  Is  said  th^t  "they" 
(meaning  Americans  for  Democratld  ActUxi) 
"are  extreme  Internationalists  abd  one> 
worlders."  In  the  present  state  of  the  world* 
I  Just  do  not  see  what,  if  any.  iw^ni^^  can  be 
any  longer  attached  to  tbe  phraae  ,lntama<- 
tionallst.  Atomic  power.  Uie  bydn|gan  arul 
the  dreaded  cobalt  bomb  combined  srltb  tha 
threat  of  Soviet  power  has  robbed  aucb  dic- 
tionary terms  as  isolationist  and  Intdmatlon- 
allst  of  all  rational  meaning.  AsWaadall 
WlUkie  said,  there  Is  one  world,  and  tha 
United  States,  by  act  of  history.  U  leader  of 
the  free  nations  In  it. 

Kven  the  most  painstaking  effort^  by  tba 
ADA  opposition  have  failed  to  make  |ha  Oom- 
munlst  smear  stick.  And  this,  of  doursa.  to 
maddening  and  frustrating  to  those  Who  eeek 
to  destroy  the  organisation.  It  undoubtedly 
accounts  for  the  fact  that  tbe  antl-ADA 
hucksters  have  had  to  dream  up  setne  new 
Slogans.  In  the  coming  campaign  wf  can  as- 
pect to  hear  a  lot  of  looaa  talk  abput  ADA 
and  socialism  and  statlsm. 

ADA  will  continue  as  an  Independent  po- 
litical organization.  It  does  not  try  to  con- 
trol any  other  political  organlaatton  or  party. 
Let  those  who  would  attack  ADA  by  Ibnuenda 
come  forward  and  debate  the  progfama  for 
which  It  stands. 

ADA  Is  for  the  United  Nations,  fiiec  world 
opposition  to  Communist  aggieeslon»  point  4 
aid  to  underdeveloped  areas,  and  ft  stronf 
national  defense. 

ADA  Is  for  small  business,  K  Is '  for  tba 
protection  of  the  legitimate  rlghta  of  Mg 
business,  and  It  stands  for  a  pollcnr  which 
will  assure  a  fair  share  of  the  Nation's  In- 
come for  the  farmers,  a  vlgoroiu  anttmonop- 
oly  program,  and  much  needed  housing, 
health,  education,  and  social-secumy  pro- 
grams. ADA  also  supports  a  condervatlon 
program  which  seeks  a  developmenjt  of  the 
Nation's  resources  in  the  interest  of  all  Vtf 
people.  It  is  opposed  to  a  giveaway  of  the 
people's  heritage  in  the  natural  reaqurcca  of 
the  country  even  though  that  giveaway  may 
be  clothed  in  such  plausible  slogafeu  as  a 
partnership  relation  between  the  '  Federal 
Government  and  local  Interests.  l^Iuding 
private  utility  monopolies.  The  ADA  is  dedi- 
cated to  the  sound  American  oonstljtutional 
principle  of  equal  protection  under  the  tow 
for  all  of  our  citizens.  ' 

For  the  record  I  list  Jiut  a  few  of  tUe  names 
of  prominent  and  distinguished  Aiberlcans 
who  &re  members  of  Americans  foi^  Demo- 
cratic Action:  ^ 

Arthiu*  J.  Altmeyer,  Francis  Blddlei  Joaaph 
A.  Bieme,  L.  S.  Buckmaster.  James  B.  Carey. 
Joseph  S.  Clark,  Jr.,  Elmer  Davis.  Jbmes  E. 
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Doyle.  David  DnUaaty 
A.  J.  Hayaa.  Averall 
Humphrey.  W.  P. 
Uog.  Herbert  H.  Ttahman. 
Reinbold  Hlabalir.  Jamas 
p.  Beutbar,  lAra.  Batmor 
D.    Rooaevelt.    Jr..    .Arthur 
Arthur  ML  8eblaalaf:er.  Jr. 
Harold   XjTVf.  Boberr.  F.  Wagna 
Wecbsler.  Mra.  Qulm^  WMgbt. 

And  the  lata  Sanator  Brian  lirliahon  and 
the  late  Bngo  Kmst^  president  of  tbe  AFL 
Restaurant  Workers,  ware  among  Its  monber- 
sblp. 

Let  those  who  oppoae  tbe  prlnclplea  and 
programs  of  ADA  as  set  forth  In  this  speech 
say  80.  Let  them  meet  advocatea  of  tbe 
principles  of  ADA  lii  putdlc  dtocuastoni  and 
let  the  public  decide  the  laaues.  XiSt  mb  have 
an  end  to  this  disgraceful  campaign  of  un- 
truths which  many  Republican  spcAesmen 
are  conducting  agaiitst  Americana  for  Demo- 
cratic Action.  Cltlasns  generally  Should  rec- 
ognize the  attacks  at^alnst  tbe  ADA  for  what 
tbey  are.  namely,  iMlltloal  smear  attacks. 
Tbey  are  part  of  the  big  lie  technique  that 
has  come  to  characterise  so  much  of  tbe 
campaign  strategy  cA'  the  reactionary  wing  of 
the  Republican  Par;y.  Tbe  attacks  «g««"^ 
the  ADA  tLT*  obviously  based  upon  the  fear 
of  political  react loiiarles  In  America  that 
they  have  reached  the  end  of  their  political 
rope  insofar  as  frightening  the  American  peo- 
ple any  l<mger  wltb  their  political  acaracrow 
argumenta.  Tba  time  baa  coma  for  tbe 
American  people  to  call  a  bait  to  tbe  polit- 
ical hysteria  which  reactionary  polttAcal 
forces  so  dominant  imder  the  Elsenhower  ad- 
ministration have  'Tied  to  atir  up  In  our 
country.  Tbe  vldoiia  attacks  that  have  been 
increasing  in  recent  montha  agalnat  tbe  ADA 
are  good  examples  of  the  political  desperation 
of  the  reactlonarlee. 

I  conclude  by  saying,  lir.  President,  that 
the  truth  Is  that  the  average  patriotic  dttoen 
in  America  will  flml  blmaelf  In  agreement 
with  the  principles  and  ob)eetlvaa  of  tbe  pro- 
gram of  tbe  Americana  for  Democratic  Ac- 
tion If  he  will  only  tske  tbe  time  to  famlUar> 
lae  himself  wltb  that  progranu  X  have  com- 
plete faith  in  the  fttrnaa  of  tha  Amerlcaa 
citlaenry  once  It  takea  tba  time  to  find  out 
tbe  facts  about  a  given  matter,  and  therefore 
I'm  satisfied  that  tb««e  poUtlcal  reactionaries 
who  think  that  ttiey  can  amear  tbe  ADA  Into 
poUtlcal  obUvkm  ars  tbameelvaa  going  to  ba 
repudiated  by  the  voters  of  Amarlca. 


Record  of  Actnritj  of  the  CMUuttee  M  a« 

Jgdkury  of  tko  Houo  of  Rtprttoirtft- 
lives 


EXTD7SI0K  OF  REMARKS 

or 

HON.  CHAUNCEYW.  REED 

or  rLUwon 
XN  TBE  HQIOSB  OP  RKFRBSBirrATIVXS 

FriOmt.  AugnU  29.  2154 

Mr.  REED  of  niinoto.  Mr.  Speaker.  U 
is  with  pleaouxo  that  X  make  this  re- 
port on  the  actlTity  of  the  Oommittee 
on  the  Judiciary  of  the  Hoow  <tf  Ropie- 
oentativee  of  the  aid  Congzwa.  Tlie  ae- 
compliahmentB  of  the  eonmlttoe  are  dub 
entirely  to  the  Interest  and  labors  of  the 
members  of  that  committee  and  its  staff. 
The  record  of  the  committee  in  this  Oon- 
gzesB  la,  in  my  luimble  opinion,  outstand- 
ing. A  totftl  of  16w368  measures  were  iiw 
troduoed  in  the  Boose  and  Senate  during 
both  sessions  of  the  tSd  Gongrete.  of 
which  38.2  percent  were  referred  to  the 
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Oommittee  on  the  JodiciaiT.  Of  thto 
total.  IIJSS  were  House  hills.  A  total  <tf 
44J  percent  of  all  the  biDs  introduced  in 
the  House  In  this  Congress  were  referred 
to  the  Camgaittee  on  the  Judiciuy. 

The  total  number  of  House  and  Senate 
UUs  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  consisted  of  1,010  public  bilto 
and  4.931  prlyate  bills. 

Out  of  the  total  number  of  1.344  Senate 
bilto  which  passed  the  Senate.  704  were 
r^erred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ctory,  which  was  56.5  percent  of  all  bilto 
passed  by  tbe  Senate.  Of  the  704  Senate 
biUs  referred  to  the  House  Judiciary 
Committee.  63  were  public  bilto  and  643 
were  private  bUto.. 

The  work  of  the  committee  was  as- 
signed to  five  standing  subcommittees,  as 
well  as  to  special  subcommittees,  whose 
reports  are  as  follows: 
SoBcoMMinxK  No.  1:  OKKxaai.  Jukismctiow 

Ovia  Bnui  Aa  Aosici'rxD.  Spbcial  Joaiaoic- 

TXON  OvB  TmnosATiow  am)  NATuaAUsanoH 

In  the  first  aaaalon.  Subcommittee  No.  1 
held  public  bearings  on  legislation  pertain- 
ing to  submerged  lands  and  after  having 
drafted  a  bUl  mtroduced  by  Representative 
OaaHAM.  It  steered  through  the  House  the 
Subnaergad  Xjanda  Act.  enacted  on  May  22. 
195S  (inibllc  Law  81).  The  act  of  August 
7.  1063  (PubUc  Law  212),  amending  the  Sub- 
merged Lands  Act  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  over  the 
outer  Continental  Shelf  and  to  authoriae  the 
lease  of  such  lands,  was  also  prepared  and 
piloted  throu^  the  House  and  through  con- 
ference by  tbe  subcommittee. 

During  tbe  first  session,  the  subcommittee 
also  conducted  exteiulve  bearings  on  la  bills 
providing  for  an  emergency  immigration  pro- 
gram racommanded  by  the  Frealdent.  Tht 
hearings  referred  to  above,  together  with 
executive  oonslderatlMi  of  draft  legislation 
prepared  by  tbe  subcommittee  staff,  led  to 
the  enactmant  of  Public  Law  303,  known  aa 
the  Refugee  Relief  Act  of  lOBS. 

The  BUboommlttee  drafted  and  recom- 
mended for  enactment  a  bill  to  provide  for 
the  nattuallsatlon  of  persons  serving  In  tbe 
Armed  Forces  of  the  Dnlted  States  after  June 
34,  IMO,  XnibUc  Law  06.  enacted  on  J\me 
90,  loss. 

Further,  during  the  first  session  of  the 
8Sd  Congress  tbe  subcommittee  recommended 
for  enactment  a  bill  permitting  the  entry 
of  SOO  orphans  under  ten  years  of  age.  adopted 
by  United  States  service  personnel  or  civilian 
employees  of  the  United  States  Oovemment 
(Public  Law  163) ;  alao  a  bill  to  provide  for 
tbe  creatlcm  of  a  Commission  on  Judicial  and 
Congresalonal  Salaries. 

In  tbe  second  seeslon.  most  of  tbe  subcom- 
mittee's time  was  consumed  by  public  hear- 
ings and  executive  sessions  on  legtotoUon  per- 
taining to  tbe  strengthening  of  Internal 
aeeurlty.  The  committee  held  public  hear- 
ings on  over  30  bills  designed  to  outtow 
the  Communist  Party,  to  provide  for 
-strengthening  of  administrative  and  Judi- 
cial eontitria  over  organizations  and  Indl- 
vlduala  Intending  to  overthrow  tbe  United 
Statea  Ooramment  by  force  and  violence, 
wte.  PubUe  bearings  on  that  subject  took 
up  10  sessions  of  tbe  subcommittee.  Numer- 
ous eaeeuUve  meetings,  oonferencee  wltb 
OovemmMit  oAelals.  and  meetings  of  tbe 
full  coomtttee  led  to  tbe  enactment  of  tbe 
following  atattttea: 

Snbveralva  AettvltleB  Oontxol  Act  Amend- 
ments cC  1004  (to  outlaw  tbe  Communist 
Party,  etc.) ; 

MpioB^a  and  Sabotage  Act  of  1054 
iatraagtbasilng  tbe  etatutee  pertaining  to 
sabotage  aad  aaplonage): 

AflasBAnaat  to  tlOa  16.  United  Btatea 
Ooda.  aeeaen  0400  (granting  immunity  to 
vntneaaee  In  proceedings  reUtive  to  internal 
security) ; 


■xpatrtatlon  Act  or  toot  (provktt^  tar  1 
of  dtlasmshtp  of  paraona  eoBvletad  for  vio- 
Ution  of  tba  Baattb  Act). 

Tbe  suboommlttae  baa  held  baaala 
wpmox  ooQrtderaUa  tiaae  on  a  hill  ta 
review  of  dartalosis  of  tbe  baada  of 
nwnta.  or  tbeir  repreaentattvaa  or  boartt^  In- 
volving queetlona  arising  iittrtar  aoveraaasaO 
contracta.  This  bUl  vras  owfi^t^  mto  law  on 
May  11.  1064. 

Having  Inveatlgated  the  oparatlai 
the  Refugee  Relief  Act  of  XOOS.  tbe 
mlttee  has  recommended  for  enactaaant.  and 
succeeded  in  having  enacted,  an  aaaendment 
to  tbe  said  aet.  providing  for  a  OMaa  fleslbto 
distribution  of  Immigrant  vlaaa  allooatad 
under  the  act  and  facilltatli^  tha  entry  of 
certain  orphans. 

In  addition.  Subcommittee  No.  X  recom- 
mended for  approval  aevaral  atatutaa  of 
lesser  importance,  sudi  aa.  a  tow  taetlltatlnc 
the  entry  of  Pbmpptne  tradera,  and  a  Jaw 
providing  for  tha  immigration  oC  akillad 
Basque  sbeeplierders. 

The  extent  of  work  of  this  suboonunltteW 
cannot  be  appreciated  witbout  a  review  od 
iU  activity  in  tbe  area  of  private  Ifgilatotloaj 
Tbe  following  table  seto  tbto  forth: 

House  bills:  j 

Private  laws .^ •__       CW 

Pending  In  Senate 49 

Pasaed  by  Senate  (withdrawn  from 

the  White  Houae) .         li 

Advwea  action  by  Senate  oommitr 

tee so 

Reported     In    House — Senate    bUla 

substituted  on  "n^itif  floor __..  4 

Tabled .      got 

Tabled  (Houae  or  Senate  compantoa . 

bUls  were  passed  in  Ueu) .  *^  7» 

Deferred  by  suboommlttae 01 

Departmental  reporU  submitted.  IM> 

action  taken X.TOOi 

Xtoporto  requeatad  and  not  submit-  1 

ted tl4 

No  reports  reqtMstad ._ .      aoo 

.1 
Total 8. 047 

House  Joint  reaolutlona: 

Private  tows f 

Pending  In  Senate ___.  l 

Not  acted  upon ...._  1 

Total 4 

Senate  bilto: 

Private    laws 82^ 

Vetoed a 

Recommitted ._.  1 , 

Tabled ig 

Deferred  by  subcommittee .  a 

Hot  acted  upon 906 

Total 040 

Total  number  of  bUto  referred  to  tba 

coounittaa S,0OO 

Total  number  of  private  tows ^      73g 

In  addition,  congressional  action  on  Indi- 
vidual cases  referred  to  Congress  by  tbe  At- 
torney General  under  the  provisions  of  tba 
XMapU^ed  Pereona  Aet  of  1040,  aa  amended: 
the  RSfugee  Belief  Aet  of  lOSS;  tbe  Immi- 
gration Act  of  1017.  as  amended;  and  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  of  1052.  to 
aet  forth  bdow: 

ZMspotiMoA  0/  Immipratlon  oases  nftrtA  tm 
Congresa  nntfer  the  proeiskMu  of  see.  4 
0/  fke  Dlaplaced  P«non$  Aet  0/  iMt«  at 
amended 

Number  of  Immigration  eambm  (aee.  4 
of  XMeplaced  Pereons  Aet)  peiidiin  at 
tba  baglnnlng  of  tba  gSd 

Vambar  of  eaaea  referred  to 

mlttee  dwtng  tbe  OOd  Cong.: 

1054    cases !.< 

ToUi 6.3 
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Of  VKMUQMtnO%  0MW  ftfttttt  tO 

mmder  tht  provtHoma  of  tee.  4 
•/  Vu  Di$plmeed  Fermma  JUt  o/  1U»,  t» 
itlnu«d 

of   OMM   ApfWOTSd   on   BOW* 

It  NKdvUons  (Hm.  39,  73. 

Vi%  Vn,  «T.  and  364. 8Sd  Godk) ,  3. 607 

of  oMOB  whleh  ware  not  ap> 

•_ IM 

'  of  esMs  withdrawn  lay  Xbib  At- 
tenwy  GMiMial 9 

tambar  of  omh  tMlng  held  for  furthor 
twfflniMtttoii  _,.,„—..—.—,—.         8 


Total - a.  909 

of  e—  in  procai  at  eloae  of 
tha  S9d  Oong.. ... . 474 

1MpaaMa%  o/  immigtvtkm  ea*e»  referred 
wiOfr  Me.  9  (Re/uge^  ReUef  Act  of  19S3) 

of  OMoa  referred  to  the  8Sd 
under  eec.  6  (Befngee  Belief 
ADt  of  1959)    (no  action  has  bean 

taken  on  theee  eaees) 89 

XumlMr  of  caeea  left  in  proeeae  at  doae 
of  nd  OoiDg . 36 

MHapoatUon    of   immipration   eaaea    referred 
under  tee.   19    (e)    of  the   ImmifratUm 

'    end  Natwrdliaation  Act  of  1917 

Kumlwr  of  Immigration  caeea  under 
aac.  19  (e)  (3)  of  the  1917  act  pend- 
ing at  the  Iwiglnnlng  of  tha  8Sd 
Oong 4, 093 

number  of  caaea  referred  to  the  eom- 
mltfeea  during  the  88d  Cong.: 

1986  oaaM 5. 417 

1964  caaM 3. 061 


MaUag  a  total  of 11.  MO 


XUmber  of  theee  caaee  irtiich  were  ap- 
ptowed 9, 943 

number  of  these  easee  which  were  not 
approfad 1,847 

llamb«r  of  ttaeae  cases  which  were 
withdrawn  by  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral  . 129 


Making  a  total  of ^ 11,419 

Kumber  cf  cases  In  process  at  dose  of 
tha  83d  Cong 141 

IH«po*mon  of  immigratUm  eases  referred  un- 
der see.  aM  (a)  (J)  of  the  ImmigretUm 
mnd  Naturalization  Act  of  1952 

Humber  of  cases  referred  to  the  83d 
Oong.  imder  sec.  344  (a)   (1) 301 

Humber  of  caeea  approved  during  the 
aSd  Cong ;_      0 


Ifumber  of  cases  left  In 
Olose  of  83d  Cong 


at 


396 

INiiMsttioit  of  immigration  oases  referred  «n- 
der  seo.  144  <a)  (5)  of  the  tmmigra- 
tkm  and  MaturaUMation  Act  of  1952 

ITumber  of  caaea  referred  to  the  8Sd 
Oong.  under  see.  3A  (a)  (6):  no  action 
baa  been  taken  on  theee  cases 86 

Hnmbar  of  caaee  left  In  process  at  the 
tioee  of  the  88d  Oong 86 

BuBooatURTBi  Kg.  3:  OKinauz.  Juimncnoir 
OviB  JusxdABT  Bnxa  as  AsammD — 8raciAi. 
Juaiaujuijuw  Ovsa  Baiobufxct  axs  Baoa- 
«AJRB*Tioar 

Due.  parhapa.  to  the  oompleta  rertelon  of 
fha  Bankruptcy  Act  In  tha  prsTlous  Con- 
flrass,  only  a  few  of  the  blDs  referred  to  Sab- 
oommtttee  Mb.  a  In  the  8Sd  Oongrnm  related 
9o  Ita  qpeelal  Jurladletlon  orer  bankruptcy 
Mid  raotganlitton.  Of  tbaae.  ona  proposal 
Wd  to  anaBd  ttia  Bankruptcy  Act  so  as  to 
taka  tha  irsarganlaatlon  of  wludly  intrastate 
ndtroada  ftma  under  the  prorlslons  of  seo- 
tloa  77  (wbleh  foram  raUroad  reorganlaa- 
tlona  and  provide  for  prooaadtngs  bef ore  tha 
Xntwrtatt  OOBUMToa  OommlMloii)  and  idaoe 
aueh  racrpmlaatlona  under  the  proflslons  of 
chapter  10  and  <a  section  178  of  the  Bank- 


ruptcy Act  which  govern  reorganizations  of 
Intrastate  public  utilities.  Involving  i^roceed- 
Ings  only  before  the  approprUte  Stata  utility 
eommlsslon.  This  proposal  was  Intelided  to 
benefit  the  Long  Island  Railroad,  the  only 
Class  I  railroad  that  woiUd  be  affected  by  the 
legislation.  Hearings  were  held  on  this  pro- 
poeal  by  the  subcommittee  and  study  wae 
given  to  the  Important  and  complet  Issues 
Involved.  However,  no  action  was  taken  be- 
cause of  the  course  pursued  by  the  Long 
Island  In  petitioning  the  district  court  to  be 
dismissed  from  the  pending  bankruptcy  pro- 
ceeding and  to  be  permitted  to  reCrganize 
under  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York. 

The  only  bankruptcy  bill  handled  by  the 
subcommittee  which  was  enacted  into  law  in 
this  Congress  was  one  to  permit  referees 
serving  the  District  of  Columbia  ta  reside 
outside  the  District  (Public  Law  194). 

Two  other  bankruptcy  bills  upoa  which 
the  subcoDunittee  conducted  hearings  passed 
the  House,  but  were  not  acted  upoa  in  the 
Senate.  One  of  these  was  designed  ta  clarify 
and  confirm  the  validity  of  SUte  tax  liens 
against  bankruptcy  trustees  (H.  R,  6796); 
and  the  other  permits  2  notices  ia  bank- 
ruptey  proceedings  to  be  combined  so  as  to 
authorize  1  mailing  instead  of  a,  there- 
by effecting  an  economy  in  the  administra- 
tion of  bankruptey  cases  (H.  R.  8210) . 

A  preliminary  hearing  was  held  in  the  sec- 
ond session  on  the  various  bills  proposing  to 
amend  the  Bankruptey  Act  to  granii  special 
relief  to  farmer-debtors  (agricultural  com- 
positions), but  the  subcommittee  took  no 
action  on  these  proposals. 

With  respect  to  general  Judiciary  bills  as- 
signed to  subcommittee  No.  2.  a  con^derable 
amount  of  the  subcommittee's  time  was  re- 
quired to  handle  six  bills  providing  for  the 
temporary  continuation  of  various  emer- 
gency statutes,  either  with  or  Without 
amendmento.  The  House  bills  were  enacted 
In  all  but  one  Instance,  where  the  Senate 
companion  bill  was  substituted.  Tikese  ex- 
tensions related  to  title  U  of  the  Pk-st  War 
Powers  Act,  1941,  the  Emergency  Powers  Con- 
tinuation Act,  and  the  war-risk  hazwds  and 
detentlvn  statutes,  among  others  (Public 
Laws  12,  97,  99,  100,  443,  457). 

The  subcommittee  handled  a  bill  which 
waa  enacted  to  strengthen  title  VI  of  the 
Espionage  Act  so  as  to  insure  efTectiva  seizure 
action  and  to  simplify  and  modernize  the 
procedure  for  forfeiture  and  disposition  of 
property  thereunder.     (Public  Law  $64.) 

Another  bill  assigned  to  the  subcontmlttee, 
and  which  was  enacted,  increases  the  pen- 
alties for  smuggling  goods  Into  the  United 
States  to  a  fine. of  not  more  than  $10,000 
(formerly  $5,000)  or  Imprisonment  for  not 
more  than  5  years  (formerly  2  years),  or 
both. 

Other  general  Judiciary  bills  handled  by 
the  subcommittee  and  enacted  into  law  in- 
cluded one  that  declares  the  United  States 
Court  of  Claims  to  be  a  court  established 
under  article  m  of  the  Constitution  and 
amends  the  act  creating  the  court  to  Im- 
prove Ite  effectiveness  and  efficiency  In  ad- 
ministration.    (Public  Law  168.) 

Another  such  bill  authorized  the  ]}ubllca- 
tlon  of  the  Federal  Register  and  (^e  of 
Federal  Begulatlons  with  cimiulative  annual 
pocket  supplemente.    ( Public  Law  20a ) 

A  subetantlal  amount  of  the  suboommlt- 
tae's  time  was  necessarily  devoted  lo  bills 
proposing  new  Federal  corporate  chal^ters  or 
pn^XMlng  amendments  to  old  ones.  Amend- 
ments were  made  to  the  congressional  char- 
ters of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  l(  Public 
Law  43).  the  American  War  Mothers  (Public 
Law  79)  and  the  American  Legion  (Public 
Law  80).  Bills  were  enacted  to  Incorporate 
the  National  Conference  on  Cltlaenehlp 
(PubUc  Law  257) ,  the  National  Safety  Coun- 
cU  (Public  Law  269).  the  Board  of  funda- 
mental Education  (Public  Law  607),  the  Na- 
tlonal  Fund  for  Medical  Education,  and  the 
Sons  of  Union  Veterans  of  the  Civil  Vf  ar. 


The  subcommittee  conducted  gearings  on 
a  group  of  bills  proposing  coiMtltutlonal 
amendments  or  legislation  relattng  to  the 
power  of  the  President  to  veto  bills  passed 
by  Congress.  Most  of  these  proposed  the 
so-called  Item  veto.  No  action  waa  taken 
thereon. 

Hearings  were  held  also  on  three  bills 
Bp>onsored  by  the  American  Bar  Association 
as  a  part  of  its  antlcrlme  progratn.  One  of 
these,  H.  R.  7404,  was  passed  by  the  House 
but  was  not  acted  upon  in  the  S<«iate.  This 
bill  sought  to  amend  the  Criminal  Appeals 
Act  to  permit  the  Government  to  appeal 
from  an  order  granting  a  motion  to  sup- 
press evidence  in  a  criminal  proeecution. 
Time  did  not  permit  action  bt  the  sub- 
committee on  the  other  two  bills,  one  of 
which  sought  to  punish  the  uaa  of  Inter- 
state commerce  in  furtherance  of  conspir- 
acies to  commit  organized  crime  offenses 
against  any  State  (H.  R.  7118).  The  other 
would  prohibit  certain  acts  and  transactions 
with  respect  to  gambling  materials. 

Subcommittee  No.  2,  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary 

Number  of  bills  referred  to  subcommit- 
tee  _ , 81 

Num'ber  of  hearings  held , 30 

Number  of  bills  reported  to  House 23 

Number  of  bills  passed  the  House. 21 

StTBCOMitrms  No.  3:  Oxnekal  J)uaisDicTXON 

OVXB  JUDICIAKT  BILLS  AS  ASSIGNkO SPSCIAL 

JtTRISOICTIOM    OVKK    PaTKNTS,    TaADK-MABKS, 
AND  COPTKIGRTS.  ALSO  MONOPOi;r  POWKS 

Among  the  bills  handled  by  subcommit- 
tee No.  3  Which  were  enacted  infto  law  was 
one  which  permits  all  civil  actions  against 
the  United  States  for  recovery  of  taxes  erro- 
neously or  illegally  assessed  or  collected,  to 
be  brought  in  the  district  court  of  the  tax- 
payer's residence  with  a  right  of  trial  by  Jxiry. 
(Public  Law  559.)  This  is  considfred  an  im- 
portant liberalization  in  the  remedies  avail- 
able to  taxpayers. 

Important  assistance  to  Stete  enforcement 
agencies  is  expected  to  result  from  the  enact- 
ment of  a  bin  to  prohibit  the  transportation 
of  fireworks  into  any  Stete  In  which  the  sale 
or  use  of  such  fireworks  Is  prohibited  by  Stete 
law.     (Public  Law  385.) 

Following  a  full  public  hearing  on  the  New 
Jersey-New  York  Waterfront  Commission 
compact,  which  sete  up  a  bi-State  agency  to 
improve  waterfront  labor  conditions  In  the 
port  of  New  York  area,  a  bill  Was  enacted 
granting  congressional  consent  to  the  com- 
pact pursuant  to  the  Constitution.  (Public 
Law  252.) 

Other  miscellaneous  bills  which  were  han- 
dled by  the  subcommittee  and  enacted  Into 
law  included  a  bill  to  provide  a  cutoff  or 
termination  date  after  which  claims  against 
the  Government  may  not  be  filed  under  sec- 
tion 17  of  the  Contract  Settlement  Act  of 
1844  (Public  Law  431);  a  bill  to  amend  the 
Copyright  Act  with  reference  to  the  time  for 
depositing  material  In  the  Cop]rrlgbt  Office; 
and  two  bills  authorizing  the  transfer  by  the 
United  Stetes  to  designated  Individuals  of 
Intereste  In  patents  Inadvertently  assigned 
to  the  Government. 

The  subcommittee  also  handiad  the  bill 
H.  R.  7740  which  passed  the  Houpe  but  was 
not  acted  upon  in  the  Senate.  Under  the, 
provisions  of  that  bill,  the  crime  of  arson 
was  added  to  those  crimes  enuSoerated  In 
the  Federal  Fugitive  Felon  Act. 

In  reporting  the  biU  H.  B.  1067,  which  was 
eventually  enacted  into  law,  th^  subcom- 
mittee provided  for  the  authorization  of  tha 
Supreme  Court  to  make  and  publish  rules 
of  procedure  fco*  the  review  of  decisions  of 
the  Tax  Court  of  the  United  State. 

The  subcommittee  also  reported  favorably 
the  bill  8.  P34,  which  provided  tot  Judicial 
review  of  certain  Tax  Com^  decisions.  This 
bill,   however,    was    not   considered   by   the 
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l°TL^^^^^Ji  ™^  '*  **•  ~°^«™^»«»  study  tba  Antitrust  Laws,  whose  report  Is  technical  change,  la  the  Uwa  to  oontdim 

*^'*^»t^  f^  .         -♦     .  »^  ,  «  ''°*  expected  untU  shortly  befon  thTnert  them  to  thTMed  tUte  UX^oaZ^ 

One  of  the  most  Important  legtoUUve  sub-  Congress  convenes.  atoo  prepared  ^adbaTuLad  tath^ 

Ject  matters  considered  by  the  subcommlt-  A  prellmtnary  hearing,  at  which  the  au-     Comprehensive  reporte  onaUUiaaa  bi 

tee  during  the  Congress  was  that  of  wire-  thors  only  were  heard,  was  held  on  siz  bills  praparedshowlnclndetaU  Dradsaly  wbat~^ 
upplng.  The  suboomiolttaa  had  referred  reUtlng  to  tha  clarification  of  the  antttrual  bill  U  Intandadto  do  »"'""^  ™**  *^ 
to  it  four  bills  dealing  with  the  lntaroe».Jon  laws  and  to  pricing  practices  under  those  m  addition  to  the' oodllleatlon  blUs  that 
of  oommunlcatlona  in  the  Interest  of  na-  Uwa.  have  been  InteoduMMl.  ^^S-Brti»ta  S«Z 
tlonal  security.  Kxtoiialve  t«M«rch  both  A  fuU  hearlnc  was  held  on  a  bill  to  amend  been  preparad  ajauTpublwSed^VMrtn*  «Z 
with  regard  to  Uw  and  legtaUUve  nistory  the  Clayton  Act  In  order  to  provide  for  dU-  propoeed^UMU»ttonaf1^  imW^Ltt^ 
were  conducted  prior  to  the  hoktlng  of  hear-  cretlonary  trcMe  damages  In  private  actions  to  the  Armed  Forces.  TImss  dnfte^Z 
ings  on  the  |«8^tton.  Extensive  hearings  under  the  anUtrust  laws  (H.  R.  4697).  ThU  been  prepared  In  oooperaUon  wlththTarmsd 
were  held  and  the  vlewj  of  expsrta.  as  waU  proposal  wss  Incorporated  In  H.  R.  467  and  services  and  are  Intendad  aa  a  basis  tea 
as  all  mtereeted  parties,  were  obtained,  reported  to  the  full  committee  without  rec-  bill  to  oonaoUdate  TlUe  10  Armv  Title  a*. 
SubeequenUy.  a  sertea  of  executive  eeeslona  ommendation.  The  provUlons  of  H.  R.  467.  Navy,  and  Includes  nrovtsteos  ralattns  to 
of  the  subcommittee  were  devoted  to  the  which  the  subcommittee  recommended  to  the  Air  Fttrce  and  the  Department  of  De- 
consideration  of  the  legislation.  As  a  result  the  full  committee  would  amend  the  Clayton  fense.  Committee  prints  of  a  racipaseil  bill 
of  all  this  work,  the  House  finally  psssnd  tha  Act  so  aa  to  psrmlt  the  United  Stetes  to  re-  to  revise  and  codify  Utle  16  of  theUtettad 
bUl  H.  R.  8649  which  psrmlttsd  the  mtrodue-  eover  actual  damages  sustained  from  anU-  Stetes  Code.  Conssrratkm  and  Baelamatkm. 
tion  into  evidence  of  Intercepted  com-  trust  law  violations  and  to  provide  a  uniform  have  been  printed  and  dlstrlbutedwldc^ 
munications  In  certain  spedfled  crloUnal  stetute  of  llmiteUons,  applicable  to  such  In  addlUon.  a  oommlttee  print  of  a  ooftmtik- 
casea  relating  to  national  defense  and  acUons  and  to  private  treble  damage  suite  henslve  proposed  report  on  thi^  bui  hM  ftiriT 
security.  That  bill  as  passed  by  tha  House  as  weU.  Preliminary  discussion  of  these  been  printed  and  given  wide  distribution 
was  not  reported  by  the  Committee  on  the  proposals  was  had  in  the  full  committee,  but  with  the  view  of  introducing  a  bill  at  the 
Judiciary  of  the  Senate.  In  regard  to  this  further  oonslderation  thereof  was  deferred,  beginning  of  the  84th  Congress. 
legislation.  It  should  be  noted  that  a  blU  to  pending  the  receipt  and  study  of  the  report  The  subcommittee  has  cooperated  with  tha 
permit  the  use  In  evidence  of  Intercepted  of  the  Attorney  General's  committee.  other  subcommittees  of  theCommlttee  on 
communications  was  a  major  plank  In  the  Su^teommiXtee  No.  5,  Committee  on  the  *^*  Judiciary  with  respect  to  the  torm  of 
antlsubverslve  legisUtlve  program.  Judiciary  *>"*■•  psrtlcularly  thoee  affecting  titles  of  the 

considerable    time    of    the    subcommittee  number    of    bUls    referred    to    subcom-  Sto*^- ^"^  *^*  *****  *"^  ***°  •"**«" 

was  expended  in  conducting  full  public  hear-  mittee                                                             60 

Ing  on  the  five  so-called  patent  extension     number  <i"h«irtn«"herd 24  .One  of  the  Judiciary  bills  which  was  aa- 

*'!1^»"?«^/^°kT^»k"*"'.1!L'°*^?***  ""^^  Number  of  bill.  reported'toHoii;::::::     18  'If^^r.^'^^^TV^^^  ^°-  *  '^  '"«*» 

(H   R    3534)   which  the  subcomnuttee  rec-  Number  of  bUls  paned  the  House          .     16  ''**  «^*c*«>  ^to  l«w.  makes  baU  Jumping 

ommended.    This  proposal  would  authorlas  *  separate  Federal  offense  and  provides  pan- 

the  extension  of  patente  covering  Inventions  altles  therefor.    (Public  Law  60S.)     Another 

whose  practice  was  prevented  or  curtailed  Buacoancrmx  No.  4 :  Gkkkbal  JuxisDicnoir  such  bill  makes  applicable  to  the  Canal  g>«^ 

during  certain  emergency  periods  by  service  Ovn  JxmcuMT  Bols  as  Assicncd — Spsciai.  section  1S62  of  the  Criminal  Code  relating 

of  the  patent  owner  In  the  Armed  Forces;  JuaiancTxaM  Ovxa  Rxvuioh  or  thk  Laws  ^  the  Injury  or  destruction  of  Federal  com- 

by  production  controls;  or  by  the  owner  hav-  uvision  or  thx  laws  munlcatlon  lines  c»  systems.     (Public  Law 

Ing  granted  a  licenae  to  the  United  Stetes.         -».        ,           ,       *.        ,  »».        w i**^  ***^     Twelve  other  enacted  bills  pertain  to 

eltbe'r  royalty  free  or  for  a  nomlmjl  n,ya,ty:  ^^^S^J^S^^^^o^^^  '^T^^Si  ^.^10^"*'^  "  '^'^  "^  "'"'^^^  « 

for  a  national-defense  proeram  alnoe  Sep-  ,      .iT^r     w  >mb  revMiuu  w  uiv  uw>— -buc  ceieorations. 

tember  1.  1939.    TTiU  blir^mTthe  comml?:  S^Sf*^  ^d^'SS' nStHct  of  ^^olu^^  Several  bUls  handled  by  the  wxbcommlt- 

tee  amendmente.  passed  tba  Bouse  on  July  !^^S?  Jfn  .SJiJS  In  in  corSo^t^  ^  P»*^  *^«  «°"~  »»"*  ware  not  acted 

27.  1954.  and  was  favwably  reported  by  the  £?l^^,^°,^r!i!l,°^*J^  ,^f  f^^^^  "P°"  *"   "*•  8*"*«-     ^^  o*  these  would 

Senate    Committee    on    the    !JudlcUrJ    on  r..^,?!,S^„^^r  ^^t^*  ^"^S^I  *"thorl«  the  United  Stetes  dUtrlct  courte 

August  5.  1954.  but  no  acUon  thereon  was  S^'^LXiL^^   b^STa^SS^'  t^^S  ^  ^°''  ^  ~"°»*»  assigned  by  the  court  to 

rs«7or -"^  ^"  "^- ^»-^ -•- °'  -r- ^^eEF^E^^Ss  -=:\rr^.s^?r^jk^?s?s^ 

mr  ?!.";•  »^*»?rsSir'-^  Ta^s'Tm^^'cSSSd^^sspTSs:^:  iS56r^ot's^rbi?^tto£a5i 

ih^b^irv'i^-rsruTaSsss'js:  ^:i^%:r''' '"""  '"•  oovemment  si'j^ii^tSS'^si.jsreiSo^ss 

17  of  the  united  StetU  code  eSSS-C^R^!  ^SSwiS^Uon  of  the  United  Stetes  Code  ?^  5**!,^'' P^^'^Wttng  port^employaes  from 

riehtjt  "    ThU   i*<ri.i.finn     wKi^K    —..^JtL*  *^  *•**  soiuon  oi  ine  umtea  Btaies  ixxie  inducing  the  purchsse  of  postaoc  to  Increase 

cert^n  seSi^  S?  ti^   17  S  th.^?^  contelnlng  the  Uws  up  to  the  beginning  of  the  em^lumente  or  com£msaSon  SW- 

certam  sections  of  ttUe  17  of  the  United  this  Congress  was  completed  and  deUvered  masters  or   oost-offlce    nmniovaM      i^ii 

States  Code,  was  made  necessary  when  the  durtnTSTwly  part  of  the  second  session.  ^26)            P<«-<««»    employees.     (H.  B. 

?onventi?n"^e  JJr^l.i'^^^e  ^SSl  "   "^""^  °'   •   ^"'"^^   oomprismg   over  a  ixbstentlal  amount  of  the  time  of  tb. 

law  Snt^ned^B  ^2^^.t^^S^  *°-""  »*«"  *°**  contains  many  new  edlto-  «,bcommlttee  was  devoted  tohSSlg  pjb! 

oJ  ste^S^^iS  S?.i!SS£ri^^  rial  notes  and  cross-references.    Supplement  lie  hearings  on  ImportanTaaSffaadSus^ 

our  statutee  with  the  standards  prescribed  j  eontalnlnc  the  additions  to  and  chanaes  in  tn.  «««-«^-~«V»^  -T.-v.   _[-l~>!7^  ^^ 

by  that  Convention.    Th.  ratification  of  the  Lli  U^e^tJSTmS;  Se^t7S2S  SecSSvf  ^S^^s^eSTof^^S?^ 

Convenuon.  together  with  the  hnplementlng  of  thU  Congreas  was  pr^ed  and  was  de-  ^SSse?  JSJnto^ntetTuie  O^tuSS 

I'^^'^'P'J^  -^^^^ttee  MlMO  ruj^ed  '^J^SSS^  of  the  District  of  Columbia  S^  iSt^S^^^TKaS^dSs'irlJ: 

n^  S  niant?'  ^^'^T^  "\!,  ^**^'-  Code'SnUlnlng  the  laws  to  January  6.  1964.  \t  S  sjS^^S.2  SSStl^JStotS 

l?U  ,^  ^^'  f°**  ^    **•  •"®'  ^^^^  P™"  "»*»  >«>*«  *«  "»  decisions  as  of  the  beginning  of  the  Supreme  Oourtraadto  restetettSe 

rl^hta  n7J^Ji^JSV!7i   •"^'^^f  °°  of  the  of  this  Congrsss  was  also  prepared  and  de-  eliglbUlty  of  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court 

^rSa^n   rw^^~  **l."*V*°!?*v'  ''P"*,*™*  "»«^    ^^J    "^   J^-    "    «>°**»t-    o*    «  for  the  Office,  of  Prssldent  and  Vtos  Preal- 

certam  German  natlonaU  with  respect  to  pocket  parte  to  be  Inserted  In  the  2  volumes  dent   (8    J.  Res.  44.  H.  J    Bes    S7    91    and 

?;?c^'L^;*''f "°"'  "^"^  °'  ''''**  ""*•  *^  °^  ^""^  «"*'°°-  "*) :  to  p«^  tt*rti  ScttS;. 

enacted  into  Uw.  as  soon  as  possible  after  the  classification  of  the  United  Stetes  shaU  not  be  o 

Only  one   bill   handled   by  Subcommittee  of  all  the  laws  of  thla  aeeston.  copy  will  be  to  extend  to  any  t^fcn^'g  of  private 

No.  3  and  which  was  favorably  reported  to  forwarded  to  the  Government  Printing  OOtce  other  than  in  a  manner  presented  to'anaek 

the  House  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judl-  for  the  printing  of  Supplsment  n  of  the  of  Congress  (8.  J.  Bes.  3.  H.  B.  869.  H.  J.  Bsa. 

clary  f aUed  to  pass  on  a  vote.     That  bill.  United  States  Code  and  SufH;>lement  m  of  31 ) ;  ^nd  to  redefine  treason  to  *^viH  ad- 

H  R.  2566,  requestwl  by  the  Department  of  the  District  of  ColumbU  Code.    It  is  hoped  herlng  to  any  groan  which  advoeataa  tfea 

btate.  sought  to  correct  certain  overslghto  that   these   supplemente    wUl    be   available  overthrow  bv  force  dr  vlolenee  of  tbe  Oaw- 

'^   ^?i!^f*?    ^    °^    extradltton    statute  In  the  early  part  of  next  year.  ^mxamnt  of  Uie  Unltod  Statea.  or  tnooUate- 

(sec    3185,  title  18,  U.  8.  C.)    and  to  bring  The   other   phaae   of    the   subcommittees  ^Srwiu.^v  am  rfaT«toM^ 

that  Statute  in  Una  with  provialons  cus-  functlon-thatoT preparing  blUa  to  enact  I!^5r^  to  tS^LShtJ^^-TS^ 

tomaniy    Included    In    current    extradition  into  Uw  aaparato  titles  of  tbe  United  Statea  S.TS^rvlJ™7^2L?^7Sf^ 

treaties  and  to  cover  certain   practices  In  Code-has  been  going  forward  staMlUy.   Bills  J°Lr„^«2^!^?^\ZrV^  ?J?^Y 

modern  military  occtipatlons.  have  been  introduced  to  enact  into  law  Title  ^^^       violence  {a.  J.  a*a.  a.  aa.  sad  an). 

In  its  spMslal  area  of  anUtrust  legislation.  13.   Oenaua;    Title   20.   Education;    Title   ai.  °"  ^°'**.**'r  *•**•  ***•  aotwwiiwlttee  faver- 

the    acUvltles    of    the    subooaomittes    were  Food  and  Dn«a;   Title  23.  EUghwaya;   and  ""^  leported  to  the  foU  mrnmlttee  wim 

largely  confined  to  tha  flist  session.    Ttils  Title  43,  PubUc  Landa.    Of  thaae.  tba  bills  amendmente  Senata  Joint  BasobitlaB  4^  sa- 

was  due  to  the  announcement  early  In  tha  to  reyise  tlUes  IS  and  31  bava  baaa  psasad  luting  to  the  St^reasa  Ooort.   Tba  Oomalt. 

second  session  of  the  i4>polntment  of  the  by  both  Housss.     In  addition,  an  Improre-  tee  on  tbe  Judldaty  laid  the  issuliillii  as 

Attorney  General's  National  Committee  To  ment   bill    designed    to    make   clsrlcal    and  the  teble. 
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A  foB  piMfe  bMilBg  WM  tadd  ftlao  oa  pro- 
poMli  to  — f  bllati  «  pubUe-aafendar  q^Btam 
lBtt*«MB«e»eafiirti  of  «MUiat*«  8t»«M  for 
tli%f  if  WDtXtim  of  UMttccBt  (tatenOanta  In 
«rtnl|ial  flMi>;  Altboogli  the  cabeosnttlttae 
4kl  ao*  wownmimrt  •  M-oOtod  publle-de- 
f «Mtar  MO.  it  did  raetxnmtnd  tb«  bUl  whleb 
•How  tb«  payaacot  of  f  ms  to  oounael 
'to  raywiiiut  tadlcmt  defendants  In 
Ar  mentioned  abore.  that  blU 
but  died  In  tbe  Senate. 

BvlbeoimmmM  Mo.  4,  Committee  on  the 
JuMettarjf 

ot  blDa .  rafaired  to  eubconi~ 

lao 

Held -       M 

WvaaJtm  at  Mil*  Tqiarted  to  Boum .       21 

o(  Ulit  puMd  the  HouM .       le 

•  .  ,•  ■ .  "^"^ 

Vo.  B:  Ospran^i.  JumaQumoK 
OvBB  Jinactkkr  'Baxm  km  Aahottwaf — Siri- 
cx»Mi  JihamaacTUXK  OftM.  Clahis  Bilut 

Tbla  •ubeomnlttee.  with  referenoe  to  gim- 
eral  letiilatkm,  had  referred  to  It  eB  bills 
deaUag  with  a  Tarlety  at  aubjeete.  Among 
t^M  anhjeeta  ware  aueh  matters  as  Oomm~ 
aytaat  oontraots.  pledge  of  allaglanQe,  the  Md- 
enlfnOidml  administration.  Judicial  reTlew 
of  the  rulings  of  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion. aiMl  sundry  amendmenta  to  title  X8  of 
the  tlhited  BUtes  CkMle,  which  Is  the  Vaderal 
penal  law. 

The  suhcotfunlttee  disposed  of  48  public 
MUs.  Among  those  enacted  into  public  law 
was  an  omnibus  Judgeship  bin  which  pro- 
▼idsd  mftny  addltlosua  drexilt  and  district 
Jttdgas  throughout  the  country.  In  addition, 
it  eontAtafSd  prorlsions  providing  for  itddi- 
tkmal  plaoss  for  holding  court  and  also  re- 
MTUtiM  aomfi  of  the  judicial  dlsCrlcts.  An- 
othtr  MU  «ii|M!ted  Inio  law  was  one  which 
•mended  the  |»edge  of  allegiance  to  the  flag. 

The  subooanmitt^  also  handUMi  tbe  MU 
which  pnMded  for  an  incTjaaa  in  the  pen- 
altMs  for  the  harboring  of  fugitives.  That 
MB,  which  0Of?«ri  an  VMctral  orimeg  of  har- 
bottag,  was  on*  of  the  jnaln  points  in  the 
l^taaldsBtli  program  at  antisnbversite  le^- 
latJTtn 

Another  measure  enacted  Into  law  cx- 
tmded  th«  Feden^  Declaratory  Judgment 
Act  to  the  Ttaritcry  at  Alaska  and  another 
also  enacted  into  law  provided  for  the  reg- 
Istratioo  at  Judgments  in  and  from  the  dis- 
trict court  for  Alaska. 

This  subcommittee  also  handled  claims 
blUs.  boCh^if  a  pubUo  and  private  nature.  In 
the  consideration  of  theee  bills,  hundreds  of 
hearings  were  conducted  by  tbe  subcommit- 
tee in  the  course  of  their  deliberation.  In 
addition,  this  subcommittee  conducted  hear- 
ings in  Oallf  omla  on  a  bUl  amending  the 
Japsnwee  Amertcsu  Bvacuatkm  Claims  Act 
of  IMS. 

The  volume  of  the  workload  of  this  sub- 
commlttM  In  Ngvd  to  dalms  against  the 
GkrMmmmt  is  clearty  set  forth  in  tiie  fol- 
lowtng  tabulation; 

Subeommtttee  N<^.  i 

Private  laws J ..  95 

Public  elldms  laws .  4 

Pending  la  Senate .  lai 

Defanred   . b0 

Ttabled » 17 

.  Recommitted  -  ——.-_—__„______,  2 

On  House  calendar .  g 

OqMurtmental  reporto  received  and  no 

aetlan  taken 187 

P«partmental  reports  retjueeted  and 

not  received tt 

Advavatfy   reported 73 

Bejeeted  under  rulea .  eo 

Ho  action , .  157 

Vetoed .  8 

Pocket  vetoed I__I_I  B 

Battled   administratively 18 

Bent  to  Oourt  of  Claims  by  BOuse  reeo- 

lutlOB .  17 

Bouse  rasotatlon  (Tteas  City) .  1 

Berefwred  to  ■ubeommlttee  No.  1 1 
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tATX   BIIX8 

Private   laws_.„ ,        S4 

Vetoed ^ ,  4 

At  White  House  (House  and  Senate  a4 
of  Sept.  1,  1964) ,        73 

Total  niimber  of  claims  bills  before 
subcommittee  No.  6 ..  1,023 

SPsciAi.  Acrrvrnxs 

In  addition  to  the  work  of  the  standing 
subcommittees,  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary performed  other  functions. 

Pursuant  to  a  committee  resolution,  a  spe- 
cial Buboomznlttee  waa  appointed  to  investi- 
gate the  Department  of  Justice.  This  special 
■Ubeommlttee  continued  the  work  irtiich  a 
similar  subctMnmlttee  had  started  in  ttie  82d 
Congress.  A  rq;>ort  of  the  previous  work  was 
filed  with  the  coaanitXee  In  tbe  first  tesslon 
of  this  bongress.  The  subcommittee  In  this 
Congress  conducted  extensive  bearln^i  both 
in  Washington  and  in  various  cities  tbtough- 
cut  the  country.  At  tbe  conclusion'  of  its 
work,  the  subcommittee  submitted  reports 
on  various  matters  which  it  had  investigated 
and  included  in  its  reports  specific  vecom- 
mendatlons  tar  legislation  to  improve  the 
administration  of  the  Department  of  JVistlce. 

A  special  subcommittee  also  was  Consti- 
tuted to  consider  a  resolution  of  impeach- 
ment of  Associate  Justice  Douglas,  of  tbe 
Supreme  Court.  After  bearing  was  bekl,  this 
subcommittee  reported  adversely  on  the  reso- 
lution to  the  full  committee  which  then 
tabled  the  resolution. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  was  also 
charged  by  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
handle  the  problem  which  arose  when  mem- 
bers of  the  Un-American  Activities  Conunit- 
tee  and  its  employees,  as  well  as  former  mem- 
bers, were  served  vrlth  processes  In  elvil  action 
arising  out  of  their  work  as  members  ^  that 
committee.  An  interim  report  was  tted  on 
tnia  matter  and  tbe  consideration  Of  tbls 
problem  is  continuing. 

Another  special  subcommittee  w^s  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  claims  which  arose 
dut  of  the  explosion  in  Texas  City.  Tex.'  That 
subcommittee  conducted  several  days  of 
hearings  both  in  Washington  and  Tex«B  City. 
A  bill  providing  for  relief  was  Introduced 
after  a  study  of  the  testimony  and  it  passed 
the  House.  In  the  closing  days  of  th^^  Con- 
gress, the  Senate  passed  tbe  resolution  with 
amendment,  but  due  to  tbe  lack  of  tii«e,  the 
measure  was  not  considered  in  conf  erance. 

The  Special  Antitrust  Subcommltire,  on 
September  14,  1953.  filed  its  final  report  on 
the  newsprint  problem.  Tbe  report  portrayed 
the  Important  considerations  which  bad 
prompted  the  subcommittee,  with  the  co- 
operation of  the  Department  of  Comknerce, 
to  undertake  a  careful  exploration  of  the  fac- 
tors impeding  expansion  of  newsprlort  pro- 
dtiotion  in  tbo  United  States.  Tbe  report 
reviews  the  prior  activities  of  the  siibcom- 
mittee,  begixmlng  in  1060,  and  refers  to  tbe 
importance  of  newsprint,  its-  economlo  back- 
ground, its  prices  and  recurring  sb^rtages 
in  supply,  its  futiu-e  outlook,  and  the  fac- 
tors affecting  future  production  and  dttnand. 
The  subcommittee's  report  deals  at  length 
with  the  progress  report  submitted  Cbtober 
3.  1963,  by  the  Department  of  Cominerce. 
at  the  request  pf  the  Committee  on  tb^  Judi- 
ciary, entitled  "Study  of  Newsprint  txpan- 
Blon."  The  Department's  study  and  its  re- 
port related  primarily  to  the  use  of  twgnfiBB 
(a  sugarcane  waste  product)  in  the  manu- 
facture of  newsprint.  Other  protnising 
sources  for  newsprint  were  also  dlaciused 
in  that  report. 

In  its  final  report  the  subcommittee  made 
a  number  of  findings  and  recommendttlons, 
including  the  recommendation  that  studies 
by  the  Department  of  Commerce  of  new 
sources  of  raw  materials  for  newsprint  be 
continued  to  assist  the  program  for  news- 
I»nnt  development. 

In  accord  with  the  subcommittee's  necom- 
mendatlon  and  pursuant  to  its  prevloius  re- 


quest, the  Department  of  Oomnleroe  sub- 
mitted to  tbe  Committee  on  the  '  Judiciary . 
on  Aug\ist  5,  1954,  a  second  progtass  report 
in  its  study  of  newsprint  expanslc^,  entitled 
"Newsprint  Production  From  Hirdwoods." 
This  most  comprehensive  report  deals  with 
a  major  investigation  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  into  tbe  technical  and  economic 
feasibility  of  utilizing  hardwood'  reaourees 
for  tbe  manufacture  of  newsprltit  in  the 
United  States. 

The  record  thus  compiled  in  the  field  of 
newsprint  Is  a  most  important  aocompllsh- 
ment.  Apart  from  tbe  fact  that  tbe  De- 
partment's reports  have  stlm\ilat«d  interest 
and  attracted  recognition  throughout  the 
Nation  and  abroad,  they  will  also  jconstltute 
an  Invaluable  soxiroe  of  reference  material 
for  congressional  legislation  for  nlany  years 
to  come. 


LegisUtioB  of  Interest  to  Vctenmt 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  WILUAM  G.  BRAY 

or  INDIAKA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRBSENTATTVES 
Friday.  AugiLSt  20.  1954 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  eaoh  session 
I  make  a  report  to  the  veteraos  of  my 
district  concerning  legislation  Of  special 
interest  to  them  and  their  families. 
While  the  veteran  Is  interested  in  legis- 
lation that  especially  applies  to  veterans, 
he  and  his  family  are  equally  interested 
in  legislation  that  helps  the  overall  econ- 
omy and  well-being  of  their  country. 
He  is  particularly  interested  1^  legisla- 
tion that  protects  his  home  an4  country 
against  enemy  aggression  froiti  abroBd 
and  subversive  boring  from  irit|iin. 

This  Congress  has  been  unusually  suc- 
cessful in  enacting  legislation  ttiat  I  be- 
lieve will  assist  in  curbing  comxquniBm  in 
this  country.  A  brief  summary  of  what 
has  been  accomplished  in  Hhis  field 
follows : 

First.  Gave  Grovemment  mone  time  to 
prosecute  Communists  by  ^tending 
statute  of  limitations. 

Second.  Provided  means  for  compel- 
ling a  Cwnmunlst  to  testify  by  granting 
him  immunity  from  prosecution. 

Third.  Set  death  penalty  for  EPsring  In 
peacetime. 

Fourth.  Outlawed  Communist  Party. 

Fifth.  Denied  Federal  pensioos  to  con- 
victed subversives. 

Sixth.  Required  Commimist  agencies 
to  register  their  printing  equipi|ient. 

Seventh.  Stiffened  penalties  fbr  Jump. 
Ing  bail. 

Eighth.  Took  United  States  citizenship 
from  convicted  Communist  conspirators. 

Ninth.  Cracked  down  on  Cognmunist 
labor  imions. 

Tenth.  Increased  penalties  for  harbor- 
ing fugitives  from  justice. 

Eleventh.  Tightened  esplomge  and 
sabotage  laws. 

Twelfth.  Took  pensions  from  Federal 
employees  who  hide  behind  flf  tl>  amend- 
ment or  give  false  testimony. 

In  the  field  of  national  defense,  the 
overall  expenses  have  been  cut  and  the 
number  of  men  under  arms  diecreased. 
By  improving  weapons  and  amihunltlon. 
especially  as  applies  to  Jet  ainjraft  and 
atomic  advancements,  the  armdd  poten- 


195j^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


15787 


tlal  of  the  United  States  has  greatly  In- 
creased. 

The  veterans'  hoeirftal  program  has 
been  improved  and  the  number  of  beds 
increased,  although  there  Is  still  a  great 
deficiency  of  hospital  beds  for  veterans. 
We  have  been  making  efforts  which  we 
hope  will  soon  be  Bucteaaful  In  getting 
more  hospital  beds  for  Indiana,  but  the 
situation  in  Indiana  is  still  critical.  In- 
diana is  one  State  where  the  number  of 
general  stirglcal  and  medical  beds  has 
been  decreased  instead  of  increased. 
This  condition  is  principally  in  the  In- 
dianapolis area.  Both  the  Cold  Springs 
Hospital  and  Billings  Hospital  were  gen- 
eral medical  and  surgical  hospitals  and 
provided  a  fairly  adequate  number  of 
beds.  Then  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion built  a  fine,  new,  modem  hospital 
with  494  beds  near  Indiana  University 
Medical  Center  on  West  10th  Street  in 
Indianapolis.  This  would  have  ade- 
quately taken  care  of  the  needs  of  In- 
diana; but  in  1950  the  BlUings  Hospital. 
which  had  been  an  Army  hospital  at  Fort 
Benjamin  Harrison,  was  ordered  aban- 
doned because  it  was  deteriorating. 
About  the  same  time  the  Cold  Springs 
Hospital  of  500  beds  was  changed  to  a 
tuberculosis  hospital  The  result  is  that 
Indiana  has  353  less  beds  available  for 
medical  and  surgical  use  than  were  avail- 
able before  the  new  hospital  was  built. 

The  situation  In  Indiana  regarding  the 
hospitalization  of  the  mentally  111  veter- 
ans is  deplorable.  At  the  present  time 
there  is  not  even  room  for  the  service- 
connected  cases  in  the  hospital  at 
Marion,  and  many  of  our  service-con- 
nected, mentally  111  reterans  are  being 
confined  in  Jails  throughout  the  State. 

I  have  had  many  conferences  with  oCD- 
cials  of  the  Veterans'  Administration  in 
an  attempt  to  get  an  Increase  In  veter- 
ans' hospital  facllltlea  In  Indiana.  In- 
dianapolis ts  well  suited  for  additional 
hospital  facilities  for  the  reason  that  it 
is  centrally  located  In  an  area  badly  In 
need  of  veteran  hospital  beds.  Also  It 
is  one  of  the  few  locations  in  the  United 
states  with  ample  doctors,  nurses,  and 
technicians  available.  This  is  due  to  the 
great  facilities  of  the  Indiana  University 
Medical  Center  In  Indianapolis.  We 
should  be  able  to  get  additional  facilities 
in  the  Indianapolis  area  soon. 

Over  the  country  as  a  whole  one  of  the 
reasons  for  the  present  shortage  of  vet- 
erans' hospital  facilities  is  that,  in  many 
instances  veterans'  hosi^tals  have  been 
located  where  there  was  insufBcient 
available  medical  personnel  to  adequate- 
ly staff  the  hospital.  80  we  have  many 
veterans'  hospitals  that  are  not  fully 
utilized  because  of  the  lack  of  adequate 
medical  personnel.  I  hope  that  we  have 
eliminated  that  dlffleulty  and  that  future 
hospital  construction  will  be  properly 
placed.  There  has  been  a  notable  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  available  beds 
in  the  country  as  a  whole  for  mental  and 
tubercular  cases  but  there  is  stlU  a  great 
shortage. 

There  has  been  considerable  publicity 
over  some  vetnans  rec^ving  hospitali- 
zaUon  to  which  they  were  zkot  entiUed. 
Unfortunately,  there  are  seme  such  cases 
but  I  believe  that  the  number  is  smalL 
The  veterans  'jad  veterans'  organiza- 


tions do  not  and  have  not  eondoned  dls- 
honeety  in  this  matter.  A  special  eon- 
greaslonal  committee,  appointed  frtnn 
tbe  Veterans*  Affairs  Committee,  after 
making  an  exhaustive  study  recently,  is- 
sued a  resolution  concerning  hospltali- 
zatlon  of  veteranr.  This  resolution  is 
fair  and  is  receiving  the  support  of  the 
I^glcxi.  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  and 
Disabled  American  Veterans.  Few  can 
find  fault  with  it.  This  resolution  fol- 
lows: 

Ite»olv9d,  That  the  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs  approves  tbe  present  unlimited  hos- 
pltallsaUon  of  service-connected  veterans: 
and  be  it  further 

Retoloed.  That  the  committee  xirges  the 
cooperation  of  all  veterans'  groups  and  all 
other  parties  interested  in  medical  care  for 
veterans  tliat  the  new  admission  policy  be 
given  a  fair  trial  and  period  of  operation 
before  any  final  conclusion  ts  reached  on  Its 
workabmty  or  feasibiUty:  and  be  it  fiirtber 

Heaolved.  That  no  legislation  be  considered 
on  this  subject  untU  tbe  effect  of  tbe  new 
prUcy  has  been  determined;  and  be  it 
further 

Jtejolved,  That  the  committee  approves  the 
continued  hospttalization  of  non -service- 
connected  neuropsycbiatrlc  and  tubercular 
veterans;  and  be  It  fvuther 

AesoZped.  "That  tbe  committee  approves  the 
continued  hospitallcatlon  of  other  groups  of 
non-service-connected  veterans  where  beds 
are  available  and  tbe  veteran  does  not  have 
tbe  ability  to  pay  for  private  hospltallaation. 

It  may  be  necessary  for  the  Veterans* 
Administration  to  change  some  of  its 
regulations  to  insure  that  chiselers  do 
not  endanger  the  veterans'  hospitaliza- 
tion programu 

In  this  session  of  Congress  I  am  happy 
to  state  that  adequate  appropriations 
were  made  for  the  activities  of  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration. 

Two  bills  raising  the  pensions  and 
compensation  for  veterans  and  their  de- 
pendents were  passed  by  this  Congress. 
One  of  the  bills  took  considerable  effort 
on  the  part  of  those  of  us  who  were  in- 
terested in  getting  it  passed. 

The  American  veteran  does  not  want 
any  special  privileges,  but  our  country, 
since  its  founding,  has  recognized  Uiat 
the  veteran  has  certain  fundamental 
rights.  We  intend  to  see  that  these 
rights  are  protected. 


RsprescntatM  n  Priacqrfe  aW  Pradko 

EanSNSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  BURR  P.  HARRISON 

or  vmorniA 

IN  THB  HODSB  OF  Ria>RBBBrrATlVB} 

Friday,  August  20, 19S4 

Itr.  HARRISON  of  Virginia.  Ifr. 
Speaker,  a  Member  of  Congrees  is  sent 
to  Washington  as  a  representative  of  the 
people.  It  te  his  duty  to  iHtitect  tlicir 
Interests  and  to  promote  tbelr  wdf  are 
and  deshes. 

There  are  thoae  who  noiw  are  tndng 
to  make  it  appear  that  a  Oongreasman 
should  not  exerdae  his  own  Indquendant 
Judgment,  Tbey  imiriy  tliat.  Ifte  a 
robot,  be  shook!  assume  any  postttOB  the 
bureaucrats  have  induced  the  President 
to  ^xiorse. 


TUs  is  not  my  coneepdon  of  ttie 
duttaa  of  a  Member  <rf  rnngum,  I  be- 
lieve  that  a  representative  at  tbe  people 
should  give  careful  and  fair  ooosldcra- 
tion  to  any  reoommendation  made  In 
the  name  of  the  President  <rf  the  United 
states.  I  believe  he  should  support  ttafS 
recommendation  whenever  he  finds  it  in 
the  best  Interest  of  the  Natlim  and  In 
acoOTdancfr  with  the  welfare  and  wishes 
of  the  people  he  represents. 

If.  after  sincere  and  fair  o(Hisidera- 
tion.  however,  a  Congressman  beeves 
that  a  measure  is  contrary  to  the  best 
Interests  of  the  people,  he  should  oppose 
it — regardless  of  pressure  from  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  of  the  Government. 

ConadenUous  represoitation— with- 
out dictation  or  blind  obedienoe— Is  a 
fundamental  principle  of  our  demo- 
cratic form  of  government.  1  have 
observed  that  principle  in  ocmsiderlng 
the  recommendations  made  by  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower. 

On  59  recorded  votes,  I  supported  the 
position  of  the  Elsenhower  administra- 
tion.   These  votes  are: 

First.  Extend  the  authority  of  the 
President  to  reorganize  executive  depart- 
ments, as  recommended  by  Hoover 
Commission. 

Second.  Create  a  new  Under  Secretary 
of  State. 

Third.  Supplemental  appropriation 
bill  for  1954. 

Fourth.  Annual  personnel  review  In 
military  service. 

Fifth,  sixth,  seventh,  and  eighth.  Four 
votes  to  carry  out  iiresidential  recom- 
mendations as  to  State  ownership  of 
tldelands. 

Ninth  and  tenth.  To  follow  »^T»»i»«t«- 
tration  recommendation  on  temporary 
admissibility  of  foreign  seasonal  farm 
laborers. 

Eleventh.  To  liberalise  national  bank 
report  requirements. 

Twelfth.  State,  Justice.  Commerce  ap- 
propriation bill  for  1954. 

Thirteenth.  Agricultural  appropria- 
tion biU  for  1954. 

Fourteenth.  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare  appropriation  bill  for  1954. 

Fifteenth.  To  authorise  reorganisa- 
tion of  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Sixteenth.  To  extend  President's  au- 
thority to  negotiate  reciprocal  trade 
agreements.  1954. 

Seventeenth.  Independent  ofBces  ap- 
propriation bill  for  1954. 

Eighteenth,  nineteenth,  twentieth,  and 
twenty-first  To  carry  out  Presidential 
recommendations  on  Mutual  Security 

Act,  1954. 

Twenty-second.  To  give  wheat  to 
Pakistan. 

Twenty-third.  To  carry  out  Fresi- 
dent's  recommendations  as  to  disposal 
of  synth^ic  rubber  plants. 

Twenty-fourth.  To  reoraaniBB  De- 
partment of  Defense  to.  pnndde  addi- 
tional assistant  secretary. 

Twenty-fifth.  To  cut  leave  for  top 
ofBcials. 

Tweuty-etzth.  To 
denfa  Teeommendattan  as  to 
tion  for  Air  Vtoroe. 

TiKBty-aevcnth.  Te 
propriatlon  trill  for  IMi. 
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.Blntli.  To 


ttitrtj-oKondL  To  ex- 
■K  for  •  noDtta. 
mrty-lhird.  'Wa  an^mre  tnaHiaa  of 


«f  DBttcd  RMIoniL 


To  keep  Bed  CkOamwA 
Tb  provide  Federal  atr- 


nUrtr^^tstti  and  tbirtj-aevcntb.  To 
oaify  o«tn«Bldait'B  racominwMlatton  to 
pwiall  oonttnued  teportatton  of  Yene- 
mtlaooll, 

ntfxty-oli^th.  To  end  Reecmstruetlon 


lMrty>itfntfa.  To  peradt  use  of  sor- 

foods  for  fordcn  x«Iief . 
WutV^KOL  To   create    an   Air    Force 


Forty-first  Cancel  CCC  debt 

Party  eecond  and  fortgr-third.  To  re- 
duee  taxes  on  CKCiaea. 

Forty-fourth.  To  permit  wiretapping 
tn  aeeiiritf  eases  after  amnroval  of  a 
court 

Forty-fifth.  Defense  appropriation  for 
IfSS. 

.  Farty-dzth.  To  carry  out  President's 
recommendation  ijor  military  eonstruc- 

tkNDu 

FortFHMTenth.  To  expand  social  se- 
coiity> 

Fbrty-eigtith.  Tb  eztoid  President's 
authority  to  negotiate  reciprocal  trade 
icmmeBfeB  thzouiA  1955. 
'  Forty-mnth.  To  earry  out  President's 
reooMaBendatkms  as  to  bood-buylng  an- 
thOTtty  of  Ptoderal  Reserve. 
'  Ftftteth.  TO  express  coEcressional  dis- 
approva]  of  Gomiliunist  interference  in 
Weelem  BendsidiMre. 

Ftfty-flrst  To  prohibit  use  of  mutual 
Seeurity  fands  to  any  government  main- 
taining Communist  rule  to  Asia. 

FIfty-aecood.  To  provide  a  fiexible 
suppvt  for  basic  agrieultoral  commodl- 


Flfty-third.  Resolution  to  oppose  seat- 
ing of  Red  China  in  United  Nations. 

Fifty-Fourth  and  fifty-fifth.  Foratom- 
locBergybiU. 

Fifty-eixth.  To  increase  borrowing 
Umii  of  Commodity  Credit  Corpormticm. 

FIfty-asventh.  To  restrict  immui^  of 
witneases  under  fifth  amendment 

lUty-eighth.  To  strengthen  laws  to 
deal  with  subversives. 

Flftgr-ntotb.  To  provide  surplus  agrl- 
eultmal  commodities  to  Spain. 

Other  proposals  of  the  Chief  Execu- 
tive which  I  siQ)ported  are  not  included 
beeaaw  record  votes  were  not  had. 

On  the  following  13  measures.  I  disa- 
greed with  and  voted  against  the  recom- 
wendatlons  made  by  tiie  executive 
branch  of  the  Oovemment  It  win  be 
aeen  that  indnded  among  these  are  a 
anariwr  of  promsals  originated  by  Pres- 
Ment  Ttimian  as  part  of  his  PWr  Deal, 
and  now  adopted  by  the  Elsenhower 
adrntwlarratlon  as  Its  own.  Apparently, 
In  seme  cases,  what  was  regarded  yes- 
as  ereqping  aoclallan  has  sud- 
•*a  dynamic  program  of 


scMmd  when  advocated  bytPresi- 


-  A  MBaaore  OBaound  irtien  advocated 
by  President  Ttuman  does  not  «^i«!if^f"]r 


IS  proposals  are:  ? 

First  Permanent  increase  of  the  na- 
tkmaldriH  limit  by  $15  bilUcm:  itils  ad- 
ministration was  elected  on  a  protiise  to 
balance  the  budget  I  was  utterly 
amaaed  when  the  proposal  was  made  to 
increase  the  national  debt  permanently, 
so  ttmt  deficit  financing  might  lie  con- 
tinued. Sfhce  I  believe  in  soiuid  govern- 
ment finance  and  a  balanced  budget,  I 
opposed  this  suggestion,  but  it  passed 
the  House,  and  a  temporary  comprcunlse 
later  was  apjnoved. 

Second.  Reed  tax  revision  bill:  There 
were  some  relatively  small  Items  |n  this 
bill  which  were  in  the  public  interest. 
but  I  could  hot  give  my  approval  to  the 
large  items  of  tax  relief  awarded  limited 
segments  of  the  population  and  financed 
out  of  borrowed  dollars. 

Third.  The  St.  Lawrence  Seaway 
project:  This  proposal,  originally  made 
in  the  New  Deal  days,  ultimatdy  will 
coat  a  billion  dollars  for  a  project  in 
Canada  which  will  be  ice  blocked  over 
half  tlie  time. 

Fourth.  Creation  of  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare:  I  be- 
lieve that  these  fields,  particularly  edu- 
cation, are  primarily  problems  for  the 
SUtes. 

Interference  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment should  not  be  encouraged,  there- 
fore, by  elevating  these  bureaxis  to  de- 
partment status. 

Fifth.  Bills  for  Federal  educational 
confei'cnces:  I  opposed  these  measures 
for  the  same  reason.  The  decision  of 
the  Supreme  Coiirt  of  the  United  .States 
had  invaded  the  rights  of  the  Btites  In 
the  field  of  education  far  enough,  with- 
out giving  legislative  sanction  to  further 
abuses  In  the  guise  of  Federal  coopera- 
tion. 

Sixth.  Bill  to  permit  245.000  addition- 
al immigrants  from  countries  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain:  In  the  preceding  Congress, 
I  supported  the  McCarran-Walter  Act. 
which  was  intended  to  place  further  ad- 
mission of  immigrants  on  an  orderly 
basis,  favor  naUonaliUes  which  had  dem- 
onstrated their  assimilability,  and  recog- 
nhse  tliat  a  population  deficiency  no  long- 
er exists  in  our  Nation.  It  was  and  is 
my  conviction  that  this  law,  pnoperly 
administered,  could  give  adequate  effect 
to  our  humanitarian  impulses,  while  en- 
deavoring to  safeguard  our  national  in- 
terests. I  could  not  support  a  proposal 
for  the  early  admission  of  large  nignbers 
of  persons  from  behind  the  Iron  Cgrtain. 
outside  the  quotas  provided  in  existing 
law  and  with  the  inherent  danger  df  wel- 
coming many  subversive  agents  cloaked 
as  refugees. 

Seventh.  Bill  to  change  the  number  of 
members  of  Tariff  Commission  so  as  to 
give  one  poUtical  party  a  majority:  The 
Tariir  commission  has  always  be#n  bi- 
partisan, and  should  have  continged  to 
be.  The  question  of  markets  for  our  ag- 
ricultural products  and  an  outlet  for  our 
curplus  production  is  too  vital  for  deci- 
sion on  a  partisan  basis.  ■'* 

Etelith.  Hawaiian  statehood:  This 
pzopooal,  advocated  so  long  by  President 
Truman  and  now  by  President  Eiseahow- 
er,  would  make  a  State  out  of  these  far- 


away islands.    I  voted  against)  this,  and 
it  has  not  yet  become  law. 

The  notorious  Harry  Bridge  and  his 
Communlst-dCTninated  union  are  very 
powerful  in  Hawaii.  Only  16  percent  of 
the  people  are  of  the  Cauca^an  race. 
The  rest  are  Japanese,  Chine^,  Porto- 
guese.  Mongolians.  Koreans,  Filipinos. 
Melanesians,  and  dozens  of  other  raoea 
and  nationalities. 

If  Hawaii  became  a  State,  Mils  poly- 
glot popula^'.on  would  have  t^o  United 
States  Senators  and  a  Congressman. 
Virginia  probably  would  loae  a  Congress- 
man if  Hawaii  became  a  State,  through 
the  reapportionment  process.  » 

Ninth.  Public  housing:  To:  my  sur- 
prise. President  Euenhower  ha|  mdorsed 
much  of  President  Truman's  program 
to  spend  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars 
to  socialize  the  housing  industry.  Pres- 
sure from  the  White  House  caxised  part 
of  this  program  to  become  Igw,  but  I 
opposed  it. 

Tenth.  Foreign-aid  program:  Al- 
though I  have  generally  suppoHted  meas- 
ures for  mutual  security  and  for  aid  to 
other  nations  which  show  a  wHlingnesa 
to  help  themselves.  I  voted  agfdnst  bills 
which  gave  $135  million  to  Neb|ru's  India 
and  which  provided  over  $2  billion  for 
Indochina  and  southeast  A^ia  to  be 
spent  almost  in  any  way  th0  military 
wants. 

Eleventh.  Subsidies  to  airline  corpo- 
rations: I  voted  against  an  a^ninistra- 
tion  proposal  to  raise  the  app|-opriatl(m 
committee's  recommendation'  for  $23 
million  to  $70  million  for  subsidies  to 
these  corporaticHis. 

Twelfth.  Wiretapping:  I  supported  a 
bill  permitting  use  in  evidence  in  se- 
curity cases  of  evidence  obt&ined  by 
wiretapping,  provided  a  court  0rder  first 
was  obtained,  but  I  voted  against  an  ad- 
ministration proposal  to  permit  wiretap- 
ping  of  a  citizen's  caUs  after  mere  ap- 
proval of  a  poUUcally  minded  Attorney 
General. 

Thirteenth.  Health  reinsiirance  plan: 
This  was  a  proposal  by  the  Prudent  to 
make  the  taxpayer  pay  insurance  corpo- 
rations for  certain  losses  in  health  in- 
surance policies.  I  opposed  it  and  it  was 
defeated,  but  the  President  say$  It  will  be 
presented  again  in  the  next  Congress. 


Uaemploymeat  in  the  Coal  Miaei 


EXTENSION  OF  REMA^LKS 
or 

HON.  WILUAM  G.  BR^T 

or  DfDuirA  I 

IN  THE  HOUSS  OP  REPRSSENHATIVga 
Friday.  Autnut  20,  1954 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  finally  the 
efforts  of  the  United  Mine  Workers  and 
the  coal  industry  have  been  recognized, 
at  least  to  a  slight  degree,  by  our  Oov- 
emment. For  years  the  Oovemknent  has 
turned  a  deaf  ear  to  the  cri^cal  and 
dangerous  plight  in  which  the  coal  in- 
dustry In  the  United  States  finds  itself. 
Our  Government  apparently  does  not 
yet  emnpletely  comprehend  the  grave 
disaster  which  hovers  ovw  oui'  coal  in- 
dustry In  America,  but  for  the  first  time 
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in  many  years  sane  and  constructive 
steps  are  being  taken.  However,  these 
steps  are  only  a  fraction  of  what  is  need- 
ed to  revive  the  coal  industry,  which  ia 
so  necessary  to  our  American  aoonomy. 

The  United' Statiis  Foreign  Operationa 
Administration  is  negotiating  for  the 
purchase  of  10  millimi  tons  of  American 
coal  to  be  sent  abroad.  I  called  Harold 
Stassen.  Director  of  FOA.  and  requested 
that  the  coal  operators  of  Indiana  Ise 
given  an  opportunity  to  Md  on  part  of 
this  order.  I  was  assured  that  this  would 
be  done. 

Another  step  which  has  given  us  some 
occasion  for  hope  U-  that  President  Elsen- 
hower has  named  (v  top  level  committee: 

First.  To  recommend  action  on  the 
Nation's  requiremfints  for  defense  pur- 
ix>ses  of  all  forms  of  fuel; 

Second.  William  Hahman.  of  the 
United  States  Bun«u  of  Mines,  a  career 
man  in  Govermnent  and  an  expert  on 
the  coal  problems,  has  been  appointed 
as  staff  director  of  this  committee. 

Senator  Gsoaci  W.  Malokk,  of  Ne- 
vada, chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  <« 
Minerals.  MaterifUs,  and  Fuels  Eco- 
nomics of  the  Inteiior  and  Insular  Affairs 
Committee  of  the  Senate,  has  launched 
an  investigation  of  the  country's  fuel  re- 
sources, with  special  emphasis  on  coal. 

One  of  the  greatest  disasters  which 
has  ever  happened  to  our  coal  industry 
IS  the  importation  of  residual  fuel  oil 
irom  Venezuela.  It  seems  that  our 
country  in  its  seal  to  help  or  bolster  the 
economy  of  foreiini  countries  has  lost 
sight  of  home  commodities.  The  domes- 
tic coal  Industry  is  suffering  from  such 
neglect.  In  1953  alone.  130  »"<u<fin  bar. 
reLs  of  residual  fuel  oil  were  imported  in- 
to this  country.  This  would  have  meant 
$75  million  to  the  American  miners.  The 
transportation  of  this  coal  would  have 
meant  $86  million  to  American  railroads, 
one-half  of  which  would  have  been  paid 
to  railroad  labor.  These  industries  and 
workmen  pay  taxes  to  si4)port  America. 
Venezuela  makes  no  such  contribution. 
In  addition.  Venesuela  is  now  building 
walls  against  the  United  States  export- 
ing goods  to  their  coimtry. 

This  situation  is  not  a  political  mat- 
ter, becaiise  both  parties  have  been  deaf 
to  the  cry  of  the  American  coal  indus- 
try. 

I  introduced  H.  It  3913,  which  was 
aimed  at  curtailing  the  importation  of 
residual  fuel  oil.  We  finally  got  to  vote 
on  the  Simpson  bill,  which  was  similar 
to  the  one  which  I  introduced  but  in- 
cluded other  commodities.  Although 
this  measure  was  defeated.  I  am  proud 
that  I  voted  and  worked  f or  the  bUL  I 
have  voted  agahist  the  Reciprocal  Trade 
Agreements  Act  extension  each  time  it 
has  come  to  the  floor  of  the  House  as  a 
protest  against  this  mistreatment  of  the 
American  coal  industry. 

I  also  introduced  H.  R.  8441,  which 
proposed  that  tho  retirement  age  under 
the  Social  Security  System  be  reduced 
to  60  years.  This  change  is  especially 
needed  in  the  mining  industry,  and  it 
would  have  stimulated  employment  hF 
encotiragtag  earlier  retirement 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  welfare  of  the  coal 
Industry  in  America  has  been  ignored 
for  too  many  years.  The  only  bright 
light  in  the  comitrys  dismal  faUure  to 


properly  recognlie  the  problems  of  the 
coal  indostry  Is  that  oar  Government 
is  at  last  becoming  aware  of  conditions 
which  have  been  wrecking  tlie  ooal  m- 
dustry,  and  Is  beginning  to  think  in  terms 
of  the  fundamental  economic  relati<m  of 
coal  to  our  whole  industrial  system. 
Everyone  knows  that  the  quantity  of  oU 
and  gas  m  the  world,  especially  In  the 
United  States,  is  limited.  How  many 
years  our  supply  will  last,  no  one  knows: 
but  we  do  know  that  if  a  war  today 
should  shut  out  the  South  American  and 
Near  East  oil.  there  would  be  gasoline 
raUoning  in  the  United  States  within  a 
short  time.  Millions  of  furnaces  now 
served  by  oil  would  of  necessity  be  con- 
verted to  coal,  or  they  would  grow  cold. 

The  production  of  power  in  the  United 
States  will  become  increasingly  depend- 
ent upon  coal.  The  further  develop- 
ment of  hydroelectric  power  is  limited 
in  the  United  States. 

Recently,  when  I  pointed  out  to  a 
group  this  almost  complete  disregard  for 
the  coal  industry,  one  person  said.  *T 
realize  that  sometime  we  will  need  coal 
badly,  but  when  that  time  comes  is  time 
enough  to  start  digging  it."  Such  igno- 
rance is  appalling.  Coal  miners  cannot 
be  created  by  merely  pressing  a  button. 
It  takes  years  of  training  to  make  a  good 
coal  miner.  The  young  men  who  should 
be  learning  to  mine  coal  are  leaving  the 
mining  areas  because  there  Is  no  work 
there.  In  Indiana  miners  are  often  the 
sons  and  grandsons  of  miners.  They  are 
real  Americans  who  believe  in  honesty 
and  freedom,  and  are  not  guilty  of 
"featherbedding."  The  American  miner 
produces  more  coal  per  capita  by  far 
than  any  other  miner  on  earth.  How- 
ever, unless  some  aflirmative  action  is 
taken  there  will  be  no  one  to  mine  the 
coal  when  that  great  emergency  and 
need  of  coal  arrives. 

The  following  is  a  quotation  from 
John  L.  Lewis  in  the  United  Mine  Work- 
ers Journal  ot  January  1,  1952: 

In  tlmaa  ot  war.  Uie  United  State*  coal 
Industry  taaa  always  been  called  on  to  sup- 
ply the  needa  not  only  of  domestic  Industry 
but  also  of  our  allies.    This  it  has  dpiM— 

He  observed—' 

without  any  Ooremment  subsidy.  Tet,  In 
peacetime,  our  foreign  coal  market  Is  allowed 
to  vanish  u  foreign  shippers  take  it  over. 

If  America  ever  sufTers  for  fuel  it  will 
not  be  because  the  fuel  is  not  available. 
There  are  known  deposits  of  coal  in  the 
United  States  wliich  will  last  us  for 
2.000  years.  There  will  be  coal  many 
centurtes  after  the  oil  and  gas  are  gone. 
As  for  power  produced  by  atomic  energy, 
the  fact  is  that  the  atomic  plants  in  the 
United  States  are  one  of  the  largest 
users  of  ooaL  A  recent  United  Statea 
Geological  Survey  report  on  coal  re- 
sources says: 

The  contributkiB  of  eoal  to  the  total  pro- 
duction of  energy  in  this  country  must  tn« 
evltably  be  enlarged  to  Include  some  at  the 
needs  now  served  by  petroleum  and  xtatuial 
gs*. 

It  should  be  self-evident  that  there  is 
much  which  can  be  and  should  be  ae« 
comsdisbed  tot  the  eoal  Indttatry  and 
American  mtnen.  The  future  la  atfll 
dark  in  this  industry,  birt  as  I  have 


pointed  oat.  there  Is  a  ray  of  hope  whieh 
Is enoouraglng.  lintend to oonttntM hot 
fifl^t  to  see  that  everything  pnngihiii  li 
done  to  revitaUae  the  ooal  indostry  and 
to  help  the  ooal  miners. 


The  ChaOcBgiag 


P»«U«ai  ef  FaBar 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  ED  EDMONDSON 

or  0KX.4H01CA 

IN  THK  HODSI  OP  RaPfUBSSNTAIIVIB 
Fridajf.  Auffiut  20. 1954 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
the  possible  exception  of  the  danger  ol 
atomic  warfare,  there  is  no  more  urgent 
problem  before  the  American  people  to- 
day than  our  steady  and  alarming  fall  in 
farmer  income. 

According  to  recent  figures,  the  Ameri- 
can farmer's  income  in  1954  Is  going  to 
be  about  25  percent  below  the  1952  figure. 
In  some  sections  of  the  countay,  where 
the  drought  has  caused  terrible  damage 
to  both  pasture  and  crops,  the  farmer's 
1954  inconie  will  not  even  be  one-foiuth 
of  what  lie  made  2  years  ago. 

This  does  not  mean  that  the  people 
of  America  are  eating  less  food,  or  that 
food  prices  are  down  in  proportion.  On 
the  contrary,  the  prices  of  many  foods 
are  above  the  1962  figures,  and  food  eon- 
sumption  is  well  above  the  level  of  2  yean 
ago. 

The  simple  truth  is  that  the  farmer 
is  getthig  a  smafier  share  of  Amoica'a 
food  dollar.  I  understand  that  cunly 
about  40  cents  out  of  the  total  food  doXLu 
is  received  by  the  men  whose  pnoduetive 
effort  on  the  farm  is  chiefly  rasponsiUe 
for  the  food  itself . 

On  the  so-called  basic  oommoditiei  tbe 
farmer's  percentage  is  mu^  smaller. 

Most  people  who  complain  about  price 
supports  for  farm  products  do  not  know 
the  plam  facts  about  the  share  which 
goes  to  the  farmer. 

Recently  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture of  the  House  of  Repreoentatives 
published  these  surprising  figures: 

Although  wheat  is  the  principal  In- 
gredient in  a  loaf  of  bread,  leas  than  i 
cents  of  the  17  cents  loaf  price  If  re- 
ceived by  the  wheat  farmer. 

The  peanut  fanner  receiveg  ton  than 
one-half  a  cent  for  the  peaimtB  In  a 
5-oent  peanut  bar. 

As  f OT  clothing,  in  an  average  $t  eot- 
too  garment  the  cotton  farmer's  share  If 
alxmt  SO  cents. 

Tlieae  are  ^rpleal  eiamplea  of  the 
farmer's  share  In  prieea  paid  by  Ameri- 
can oonsomers,  and  It  was  cmderstaad- 
able  ttiat  tbe  Ooounlttee  on  Agrlcidtare 
readied  the  condnslim  ttiak  90  percent 
price  supports  oo  the  baste  comwodltlea 
were  having  very  little  effect  upon  tlie 
coot  of  ttvtng  Ot  the  average  Aaerleaa 
family. 

Uufuriunatdy  the  ailmiwistgation  in 
power  in  Washington  baadeeUed  to  Ig- 
nore ttte  Itmllngs  of 
oommltfeee.  and  to  fbOow  an  i 
eoorae  of  action  wbk 
in  further  redaction  of  1 
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ntWdtet  pAld  ovt  to  fanun  «a- 
pracram  hava  been  ooly  a 


witaMtw  paid  <mk  to  ttM  Nation's  Indus- 
tryjMtttwHiUMi  fmmlraniipnrfMtkinto 
■mmfarturtng  to  aiaay  oilier  toancbes 
<tf  eonmeroe.  Hiere  has  been  no  at- 
tOBpt  lir  tbe  adm&dstratlcai  to  scale 
down  wtuMWa  far  the  si^yptog  todtatry. 
for  ttM  alrUnes.  for  the  great  factories 
vblefa  am  pfptoBtad  tor  high  tariir  walls. 
Tbe  somary  victim  has  been  the  Ameri- 
can £araier. 

»  M  a  great  taifnstlee.  and  I  eamiot 
protest  too  strongly  against  the  action. 
Jl  Ukf  laeta  are  brought  home  to  the 
paogie,  I  feel  sqre  they  wJH  register  their 

protest  as  wen  when  they  go  to  the  poUs 
In  november. 


AlMk  Emi|7  daraaa  Defeat 
Veto  Pi 


waoBttaoN  or  p^gMApup 
HON.  W.  STERLING  a»£ 


OP 

f»ia9»  Aumut  20, 1954 

Ijpr. COW onfew York.  Mr.SpeOer. 
tt  has  rensntly  eona  to  my  attokttoi; 
that  one  o(  my  esteemed  «HlfagiaBii. 
Bob.  OuDunr  Bmoa.  e<  caUfteBla.  has 
been  onhntiy  erttldaed  hsr  the  pnm  in 

his  aria  for  voting  for  the  HoiMe  tertfon 
of  the  atomie  energy  zevlsioa  bllL 

Ordinaitty.  I  would  not  take  it  upon 
aayaelf  to  rush  to  the  defense  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  *»tiwft  x 
knew  that  he  is  weB  able  to  prateet  hhn- 
self  against  snehunfair  attacks.  How- 
ever, tt  aeemo  that  another  member  of 
the  Joint  Committ#e  on  Atomic  Bnecgy. 
PflwressnUUve  lAmvw  Fmci.  of  Slinota. 
has  seen  lit  to  take  a  hand  to  the  aitua- 
tton^frem  the  sfomlngly  authorttattve 

f**S?*  i.?*.!  M  ho  puts  it.  who  Ig 
familiar  with  this  legislatton. 

In  the  daUy  OownwiMamsL  Baccan  tor 
4m^aiUl9M^  Ifr.  PiBCs  had  eaoMd  to 


».  one  of  the  llWlatehy 

ieh  dwioimees  ifr.  Bonn's  vote  for 
the  Htoow  verskm  ot  the  atomic  energy 
reviaian  bill  as  "UapaOhm  pabUe  power 
and  aa  a  veto  agatost  the  weif  aie  of  his 
legion."  The  editorial  tolerentlaOy 
aoontjons  Mr.  Bmna's  doiial  of  the 
aewvver^i  interpretotton.  and  Mr. 
Paxca  obeervea  that  he  brieves  "the  gen- 
tleman  fhmi  Cattfomia  is  mistokot" 

I  sboold  like  to  point  out,  lir.  Speaker, 
that  I  am  chairman  of  the  Jotot  Com- 
mittee on  AtOBSie  Snergy  and  that  I  also 
am  tomfllar  with  tlw  toglslatlan  which 
Mr.  mmxm  wioeiy  siipportcd  with  his 
vote. 

And  Z  want  to  go  on  record  mMraaU- 
fleOyaa  stating  that  Ifr.  Bmran  to  sup- 
porting the  Bouse  version  of  the  atomic 
energy  revislanr  bin.  did  not  vote  against 
puUle  powar  nor  ^  he  vote  against  the 
beat  intaretit  of  his  dlrtriet   Quite  the 


contrary,  he  voted  to  the  best  Interest  of 
the  people  of  his  district,  of  tbeUnited 
States,  and  of  the  free  world,  in  effect, 
he  voted  for  a  revolution  In  the  Ameri- 
can standard  of  living  by  MTM>^"?^t"wg 
tlie  atom  from  the  out-dated  restrictions 
which  the  advocates  of  aove^mment 
moncqMy  had  allowed  to  remain  In 
force.  ] 

Further.  let  me  emphasize  thai  public 
power  was  never  involved  in  the  ques- 
Um.  of  revising  the  atomic  enetgy  law 
except  insomuch  as  some  groups  tried 
to  tovolve  it  for  their  own  pollUoal  pur- 
poses, lir.  Hdmtsk  was  absolutely  cor- 
rect when  he  stoted: 

nie  atomic  energy  bUl  Is  not  a  poferer  blU. 
It  Is  a  blU  to  adTancc  reeearch  and  f  eyelop- 
Bwnt  In  aid  of  the  art  of  making  atomic 
machines  or  of  Aulng  atomic  fuel  for  the 
generation  of  power,  it  was  not  thf  Inten- 
tion of  the  framers  of  this  leglslatioxi  to  turn 
the  Atomic  Xnei]B7  Commiasion  Int^  a  fed- 
erally sponsored  commercial  electrli:  power 
generating  agency.  The  Atomic  Bnergy 
Ooinmlaalon  Is  basically  a  development  and 
regulatory  agency.  Its  only  production  is  in 
connection  with  weapons. 
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Farm  Problems  and  tbe  Africolhila]  Pro- 
gram and  Legisbtive  Record  of  tbe 
Eisenbeww  Adstiaistration 
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KZTENSION  OF 

HON.  JOHN  S.  COOPER 

or  XSNTUOCT  I 

SBMAIX  OF  THB  UNH'CD  $TATXa 

Fyiday,  JLuoutt  20. 1954 

Mr.  COOPER  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
nnaodmous  consent  to  have  pri4ted  in 
the  ItscoKB  a  stotemmt  by  me  on  farm 
problems  and  the  agricultural  program 
and  legislative  record  of  the  Eiseahower 
administration. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  tin  the 
RaooiB.  as  foDows: 

Z  dedre  to  make  a  brtef  statement  on  farm 
protdema  and  the  agricultural  program  and 
leglalative  record  of  the  administration  of 
Ptealdent  Baenhower. 

I  do  not  make  this  statement  in  a  narrow 
partisan  vein.  Tlie  farmers  of  my  l^te  of 
Xtontueky  know  that  I  am  genuinely  inter- 
ested In  tbelr  weUare.  TtMj  know<that  I 
have  dfsmxmatratad  this  Interest  In  wlork  for 
mem  and  in  actual  legisl^Uon  for  tliem  in 
m«  Senate. 

At  the  outset,  I  want  to  mention  *peelfl- 
CSPyome  o<  the  things  that  have  betta  done 
daring  tbe  preeent  administration  to  help 
Keetttoky  and  Kentucky  farmers. 

1.  The  permanent  support  price  for  tobacco 
has  been  maintained  at  90  percent  of  parity. 
Ttie  amendment  which  I  Introduced  ih  1848 
wmdi  became  Uw,  and  which  gave  to  fjobaeoo 
taimen  for  tbe  nzst  time  in  history  a  Serma- 
nent  90  percent  support  price,  was  aig>roTed 
**y  President  Elsenhower  in  his  recomitienda- 
tton  to  the  Congress.  It  Is  the  first  tiiie  that 
•  ^esl^nt  erer  speciflcaUy  recomiSended 
pwtnanent  90  percent  support  prlcbs  for 
tobeeeo.  i^ 

a.  The  Department  of  Agriculture,  la  19BS 
gave  support  prices  for  tbe  first  tltne  in 
history  to  K2  and  NK  categories  of  lower 
gradee  of  dark  atr-enred  tobacco. 

C  The  Boial  ■eotrtfleation  Admiaistrs. 
tlon  released  in  196S  and  19M  to  the  Btftem 
Kentucky  Sural  Electric  CJooperative  CJorp. 


122,175.033  to  complete  Its  generating  and 
transmission  system.  The  fun<ai  had  been 
held  up  for  over  IS  years.  Th4  funds  re- 
leased will  glTB  Kentu<^  the  largest  gener- 
ating RIA  idant  in  the  United '  States  and 
the  second  largest  RIA  system.  %t  wm  eerve 
S4  counties  and  136,000  farm  consumers  with 
cheap  power.  i 

4.  The  Depctftment  of  Agrknature  made 
available  to  Kentucky  the  largest,amoiint  for 
projects  In  the  new  watershed  ai^l  conserva- 
tion programs  established  by  ti$s  adminis- 
tration. 

6.  The  new  tax  law  contains  •  provision 
which  allows  farmers  to  deduct  as  'vpitiisBs 
money  spent  for  soil  and  water  conservation. 
Including  expenditures  for  the  pifeventlon  of 
land  erosion.  This  will  cut  taxe#  by  a  total 
of  $10  million  per  year. 

6.  The  Ckingress  passed  a  red|N-aI-ald-for 
highways  bill,  which  increased  Xdtttl  author- 
iaatlons  from  $575  million  to  $|75  million, 
and  Kentucky's  annual  share  from  $10  • 
170.437  to  $15,066,480. 

7.  The  Department  of  the  IVeaiury  for  th« 
first  time  recommended  against  the  passage 

of  the  graduated  excise  tax  on  cigarettee « 

tax  opposed  by  tobacco  growers  and  the  en- 
tire tobacco  industry. 

8.  For  the  first  time  in  history  a  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  appointed  Kentuieklans  Ifr 
Clarence  MiUer,  of  ShelbyvUle,  to  be  head  of 
the  Tobacco  Branch  of  the  Oommedlty  C(«dlt 
CorporaUon,  which  administers  the  tobacco 
support  program;  and  Ifr.  Robeft  Owen,  of 
Cynthlana.  to  be  head  of  the  Tobecco  Branch 
of  the  Foreign  Agriculture  Service,  to  In- 
crease tobacco  exports. 

In  addition  to  working  on  the  Sbove  major 
accomplishments  for  Kentucky,  abd  particu- 
larly urging  on  the  President  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculttire  the  eontiauatton  of 
permanent  90  percent  supports  4or  tObsoeo, 
I  was  happy  to  take  the  foUowlng  spedilo 
action  for  the  farmers  of  Kentucay: 

1.  I  Introduced  with  Senator  ScRODm.. 
of  Kansas,  an  amendment  to  Inetease  funds 
for  our  State  agricultural  expfotment  sU- 
Uons  to  promote  markets  and  research  for 
farmers.     It  became  Uw. 

a.  I  Introduced  with  Senator  Ifuxm.  oi 
South  DakoU,  an  amendment  to  ptovlde  that 
the  Commodity  Credit  Carporatkkn  shaU  be 
reimbursed  for  surplus  commodltlee  used 
abroad  in  bartering  for  strategic  stockpUe 
materials.  This  ataendment  ehich  was 
passed  U  designed  to  encourage  the  disposal 
of  surplus  crops,  such  aa  tobaooo^  by  giving 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  a  finan- 
cial incenUve  to  fUspoM  ot  them. 

5.  I  Joined  Senator  CuMBrrs.  of  Kentucky, 
in  an  amendment  to  Increase  ttte  penalty 
onexcess  tobacco  from  40  to  SO  i^eroent.  It 
became  law. 

4.  Department  of  Agriculture  approved  mv 
nquest  in  1953  to  allow  flat  storage  of  wheat 
when  regular  storage  facmuea  w«r«  not 
available. 

6.  The  IntersUte  Commerce  Oommlsalon 
withdrew  Its  so-caDed  trtp-lsfMe  order 
after  I  had  Introduced  an  ameadment  to 
force  Its  action.  If  the  order  had  IJeen  main- 
tained, it  would  have  removed  part  of  the 
«emptlons  enjoyed  by  farmers  la  hauling 
their  crope. 

6.  I  introduced,  and  as  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  reported,  a  bUl  to  fomlah 
Federal  aid  In  the  construction  of  school 
buUdings  in  the  amount  of  $260  aillllon  for 
the  next  3  years.  The  bill  did  not  come 
to  a  vote  this  year,  but  the  unanlinous  vote 
It  received  in  the  committee  giv««  me  faith 
that  it  will  be  approved  by  tho  CooKrwa 
next  year.  '  w««bi«» 

7.  I  Introduced  an  amendment  ts  the  Ito- 
fiSS"  Jk'^^^  Authority  approprlatlpn.  bUl  in 
l»83  which  was  passed,  giving  ^a  $1.76 
million  of  additional  fundT  «•*••» 

♦v^i^  *  conference  with  the  Frei«dent  and 

WM.  to  which  I  recommended  an  ^dltlonal 
steam  plant  unit  be  included  in  tUe  budget. 


195j^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  R£CX>RD  —  HOUSE 


15741 


funds  for  the  addltlooal  steam  plant  unit 
were  included  for  TVA. 

There  are  S.4  tnilllon  farms  end  M  mlUlOB 
farm  people  to  the  United  States.  Approxi- 
mately 1  mllllOD  farm  people  Uve  on  230.000 
farms  to  Kentucky.  Tbe  standard  of  living 
of  our  farm  families,  and  their  opportunities 
rest  upon  an  honeet  and  real  solution  of 
present  farm  problems.  The  piospwlty  of 
the  Nation  requires  that  the  purdUMing 
power  and  the  prosperity  of  the  farmer  be 
malntatoed  and  advanced. 

I  am  convinced  that  farm  problems  are 
economic  and  not  political.  They  are  not 
going  to  be  eolved  by  self -eeeklng  poUtielans. 
by  demagogucry,  or  by  the  desire  of  either 
great  party  to  vln  political  advantage. 

Farm  problem:!  can  only  be  eolved  by  farm- 
ers, by  their  representation  to  Congress,  and 
by  an  administration  willing  to  look  hon- 
estly at  the  facU,  and  wUltog  to  take  the 
action  neceesary  to  cure  real  eaxises  of  farm 
dlScultles. 

The  farmers  that  I  represent  know  that  I 
have  always  given  them  the  facta,  and  the 
truth.  It  is  tbe  purpoee  of  this  short  state- 
ment, to  give  them  the  facts  aa  I  eee  them. 

The  first  thing  I  want  to  say  is  this: 
While  I  have  not  agreed  with  ICr.  Benson, 
the  Secretary  of  Agrlculttire,  on  several 
points.  I  say  traxikly  that  I  believe  tbe  Secre- 
tary, and  this  ndminlstratlon  are  actually 
and  earnestly  striving  to  face  up  to  the  real 
and  basic  eauace  of  the  decline  to  farm  to- 
come,  and  to  do  something  to  remove  and 
cure  theee  baalc  causes.  Jj»t  us  look  at  aome 
of  theee  problems  on  tbe  haals  of  facts. 

First.  What  are  tbe  taets  about  falling 
farm  prloesT 

The  highest  Btt  toooms  to  tlie  iUstory  of 
the  farmers  of  the  United  Statee  for  any 
a-year  period  wiis  enjoyed  to  1M7  and  1948. 

After  the  Korean  war  tisgan,  OovamiDent 
spending  and  iiiflstion  pushed  the  average 
price  of  all  farm  producto  to  their  highest 
level  in  February  1951. 

From  that  date,  to  the  administration  of 
President  Truman,  prless  fell  steadily  for 
a  years,  before  the  administration  of  Preal- 
dent  Ktsenbower  took  ofltee.  In  this  a-jrear 
period,  under  the  administration  of  Presi- 
dent Truman,  they  fell  IS  percent  from  their 
high  level.  The  average  price  level  dropped 
only  7  percent  after  the  new  administration 
came  toto  oOoe  und  has  partly  recovered  and 
stablllaad. 

It  U  the  same  story  with  eattle.  FoUow- 
lng the  removal  of  oontrole  after  World  War 
n.  cattle  prkses  advanced,  and  the  cattle 
population  Increased  to  its  hlgheet  flgtxre  to 
hUtory— approximately  94  mlUlon  head  of 
catUe. 

CatUe  prleee  reached  their  highest  lerel 
In  AprU  1951.  during  tbe  »»«*>»*««  of  the 
Korean  war — aa  average  of  $9040  a  hundred. 
Then,  under  tks  admtolstrattoD  of  Prssldant 
Truman,  cattle  fctoee  began  to  tall,  and  f eU 
steadUy,  to  an  average  of  glgao  to  January 
1953.  when  Prasldsot  Baenhower  assumed 
office.  This  daoltoe  to  prloea.  plus  the 
drought  to  1969  aad  196S.  sent  to  the  market 
to  196S.  the  larrest  sUi^hter  to  histary— 
one-half  bUlkm  r«^f~iw  aaore  meat  **»»«» 
could  be  oonsuaied.  Average  eatUe  prices 
dn^ped  to  19$S  from  $19^0  to  $14.90.  Thus. 
It  Is  clear  that  ftbout  ttuee-fourths  of  the 
price  drop  oocunwd  under  the  Tnunan  ad- 
mlnlstratUm. 

I  do  not  think  I  can  be  judged  aa  poUtleal 
When  I  eay  that  tte  preeent  administration 
was  not  reepcmaible  for  the  drought,  or  for 
the  twimamdom  laoduotlan  of  cattle  during 
the  previous  7  ]-ears  which  were  ths  rsal 
caxises  of  lower  ettttls  prices. 

The  general  priee  level  of  aU  farm  prioae 
has  gone  up  S  poftnts  and  the  average  price 
of  cattle  has  gone  up  $1.40.  and  have  reaeon- 

abiy  stsbWasd  sinos  Ftesldsnt  Bseiihoirer 


I  potot  out  tbeas  facts,  and  remind  miy 

farmer  friends,  that  farm  prices  had  been 


y»Mtog  fcr  9  years  under  the  prevlons  ad- 
mtol8te»tkm  and  the  greatest  percentage  of 
fan  bad  tsken  plsoe  before  President  Bsen- 
bowei  came  toto  oOtee.  Prloee  have  stabil- 
laed  ainoe  he  came  toto  oflloe.  Some  prloea. 
as  toiiaeoo  and  hogs,  are  at  the  best  since 
the  administration  came  toto  oOee. 

I  remind  my  friends  that  farm  prleee  fell 
for  S  years  while  fixed  90-peroent  support 
prices  on  the  basic  crops  were  to  effect.  I  do 
this  to  emphaslae  that  the  farm  problem  Is 
not  political — but  economic.  We  must  kxA 
honestly  for  the  real  causes.  We  must  build 
a  better  farm  program^one  that  is  good  to 
peacetime  as  well  as  in  war.  This  the  ad- 
ministration of  President  Elsenhower  Is 
doing. 

FABM  raooocnoN  aicd  cowsuicpnoN 
It  Is  an  unfortunate  fact  that  at  least  a 
part  of  the  high  price  levels  of  recent  years 
is  a  result  of  war  and  war  inflation.  During 
World  War  n  there  were  markets  for  prac- 
tically everything  that  the  farmer  produced. 
The  American  farmer,  with  limited  help, 
equipment,  and  fertillaer.  literally  mined  his 
BoU  to  produce  food  and  fiber  for  our  troops 
and  workers,  and  the  troope  and  civilian 
population  of  our  foreign  allies.  After  the 
doee  of  the  war.  agrlc\ilture  enjoyed  for  a 
few  years  a  large  foreign  market  to  war- 
deetioyed  countries  which  could  not  yet  pro- 
duce their  own  food.  With  the  Korean  war. 
large  war  export  demands  opened  up  agato. 
Now,  the  ooimtrtee  of  Weetsm  Europe  and 
of  other  alllee  have  recovered.  Some  pro- 
duce sulAelent  food  and  fiber  for  their  needs. 
Othsra.  because  our  prleee  are  too  high  for 
them,  will  not  buy  our  farm  products.  Ordi- 
narily, to  assure  fanners  of  good  prices  at 
present  levels  of  producUon.  It  would  be 
nsosassry  for  1  out  of  svery  3  bales  of  cotton. 
1  out  of  every  a  bushels  of  wheat.  90  percent 
of  our  com,  and  26  peroent  of  tobacco  pro- 
duced to  go  toto  export  to  foreign  oountrlea. 
Exports  of  tobacco  have  allghtly  Inoreaaed. 
but  exporta  of  agricultural  products  aa  a 
whole  to  the  1962-53  crop  year  fell  31  per- 
cent from  the  previoxis  year.  This  loas  of 
exporta.  occurring  before  the  administration 
of  Preaident  Elsenhower.  Is  a  major  cauas  to 
the  decline  of  farm  prtoee. 

But,  vrtille  exports  have  gone  down,  the 
tremandous  production  of  the  war  and  post- 
war years  has  been  maintained.  For  exam- 
ple, at  the  preeent  time  the  Government  haa 
purchased  or  has  under  loan  wheat,  com. 
and  cotton  equivalent  to  from  26  to  75  per- 
cent of  a  whole  year's  production. 

"nils  production  Is  reflected  to  Oovem- 
ment  purchases  through  the  Commodity 
credit  Oorporatioa.  Today  the  Government 
owna.  or  has  to  loan,  cropa  reprsaenttog  over 
$6.1  UllloD  to  value:  S04  mlUlon  buaheU  of 
earn.  S79  0011100  bushels  of  wheat.  7JI  mll- 
UOB  bales  of  ootton.  are  to  Its  stores.  This 
adminlstratkm  haa  extended  price  supports 
of  over  $6.7  billion  by  loans  and  purdiass  of 
surplus  acrteultural  commodltlee  to  Ixdd  up 
farm  pttoea.  on  production  built  up  before 
tt  came  toto     ~ 


lUisOiei 


kt  Government  stocks  of  surpltis 
dairy  products  are  valued  at  more  than  $5ao 
Ttiimon.  Purchasee  of  additional  surplus 
dairy  produeta  are  being  made  at  the  rate 
of  nearly  $1  mlUlon  per  day  while  storage 
charges  on  the  existing  stocks  are  oosttog 
■pproslmstcly  $58,000  per  day. 

Personally,  I  believe  that  we  should  be 
thankful  that  we  have  a  surplus  of  food  and 
fiber,  aa  a  protection  against  future  short- 
ages, and  to  aid  leas  fortunate  nations. 
But  It  Is  a  fact  that  the  large  surplus  stocks 
held  by  ttie  Government  have  the  effect  of 
drtvlag  down  (arm  prloee.  That  la  what  has 
been  happening.  Alao  xmder  the  provlrtons 
of  law  paesed  before  this  admlnistraUon 
into  ofles  sorplusss  rstfulrs  scrssfs  rs- 


It  would  hsvs  been  Impossible  for  say  ad- 

mlnistraUoa  or  any  Secretary  of  Agriculture 


to  have  cured  wlthto  a  few ; 

buUt  up  to  the  previous 

vhieh  have  produced  a  deellns  to  fSm  prtOM. 

The  foUowtog  facts  are  dear:* 

1.  The  high  price  levMs  of  the  vmr  years 
were  caused  by  the  unusual  demands  of  our 
Armed  Foreee  and  thoee  of  oar  aUlee  aad  tht 
demands  of  war-strleken  countrlea  for  food. 

a.  As  foreign  countries  have  reeoversd.  tlie 
export  markets  for  our  eropa  have  ^«^^f^!^^t^^ 

8.  WhUe  demand  has  declined,  our  large 
production  haa  been  «*i*«w.«»^,»^  ^im  the 
surpluses  have  had  the  effect  of 
farm  prices. 

4.  War  Inflation  Increased  wages.  ____,.«.- 
tatlon  costs,  and  taxea,  which  have  ralasd  the 
price  of  the  equipment  and  suppUca  that 
farmers  must  buy.  * 

6.  "nieee  facts  make  it  plato  that  If  «•  ars 
to  have  a  aoiuid  farm  program  to  peaoetlme. 
oiu-  farmers  and  Government  must  work  to- 
gether to  tocreass  the  markets  for  farm 
products  at  home  and  »Kr«f>d  While  t*«<s  Is 
being  done,  it  is  neceeaary  to  bring  total  farm 
crops  toto  better  balance  with  prnseiit 
oonsimiption. 

We  must  face  theee  facts.  They  eannot 
be  eolved  by  poUtlcal  magic  Hie  prsrioui 
administration  would  not  faoe  these  baaie 
problems.  The  administration  of  Preaident 
Risen  hower  is  honeetly  trying  to  find  to- 
creaaed  markets  for  farmers  and  at  the  eame 
time  bring  production  toto  balance  with 
preeent  consumption.  At  tlM  sasM  P^*^,  it 
has  given  full  support  prioss  undsr  ths  law 
for  farm  products.  Let  ue  ssa  wliat  ttf 
administration  has  done  to  a  year  and  a  *«*»f 
to  honeetly  work  at  theee  problema. 

It  waa  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  Agrt- 
eulture  under  tlM  law  to  call  for  sfrsajs 
reductions,  beeanae  of  surpha  crops.  As  re- 
quired by  law.  tiM  Seorstary  haa  proelaimsd 
market  quotaa  for  com.  wheat,  aad  iw4ton. 
which  will  vrlthdraw  tor  the  tlSM  batef 
production  about  80  mllllaa 

acreage  redueUons  for  totoaooo  

quired.  If  theee  reduotloas  required  by  law 
had  been  taken  by  the  previous  adaatolstra- 
tlon.  we  would  not  have  had  a  part  of  Um 
surpluase  which  have  depreeeed  prleee.  Tike 
Secretary's  action  wUl  have  a  he^tful  sffaet 
on  com.  wheat,  ootton.  aad  tobaoeo  prloea. 

arsunnxs  takbt  bt  tbm  antnnanumoir  «o 
mavoaa  ov  soaPLoa  caor  aim 


Among  the  many  steps  which  this  adminla- 
tratlon  haa  taken.  I  win  name  a  few: 

1.  In  1963  and  1964.  Oonfreas  autboriasd 
the  sale  of  $600  million  of  surplus  crops  to 
our  alllee  to  exchange  for  their  eurrendea. 

9.  In  1964.  Oongress  authortsid  the  Presi- 
dent to  dlspo:«  of  $1  hUIlon  ot  surplus  crops 
over  a  S-year  period  at  home  or  abroad  Sor 
relief,  disaster,  and  eoonomle  aid. 

8.  In  1958.  Oongrees  authorlaed  s  gift  of 
1  million  tons  of  vrheat  to  Pakistan  and  ss- 
tended  the  intemattonal  Wheat  Agreeinsut 
which  will  dispose  of  811  mlUion  bushals  of 
wheat  abroad,  at  an  estimated  prlee  of  glA 
bUllon. 

4.  In  1954.  the  President  asked  and  the 
OongresB  gave  him  authority  to  set  aside  99.6 
billion  of  surplus  farm  stoAs  aa  a  lessrve 
for  emergendea.  "Rils  has  never  been  dons 
before  and  win  have  the  effect  of  removinf 
their  pieesuie  on  farm  prices.  ~ 

5.  In  1958  and  1964.  the  Depertmeat  of  Ag- 
riculture bought  925  million  pounds  of  beef, 
repreeentlng  almost  a  mllUon  head  of  eattta, 
to  stabilise  beef  prices. 

6.  The  present  sdmlnistnition  has  made 
the  strongeet  effort  to  Ixtmtorj  for  research  to 
antf  ^ew  usee  for  (arm  products. 

7.  The  preeent  admlntetratlco  haa  ma4to 
the  sUongeet  efliorts  to  histary  to  help  tarm- 
ert  sell  tbeir  crops  abrosd. 

A  q)eclal  division  luM  iMsn  ssi  vp  to  the 
Agriculture  Department  to  vrark  out  aa  Im- 
proved export  program.    Oovemment  trade 


um 


I 

CONGR£SSK)NAL  RECORD  -^  HOUSE 


August  20 


195^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


1574S 


vmt 


I 

CONGKESSIONAI.  RECORD -« HOUSE 


August  20 


1 


Xi 


f 


1.1 


-I,:: 


the 


■tqipor 


dldloK  aesle  rapports,  ak  they 


e(  tiM 


tn  tiottiaMikBttiiff  and 
fim  ymluoto  •toosd.   Con- 

wbiehvm 
tu  >§ik  iiUiinl  yradueta 
mrtlMltty. 
mmamalimbtg 
i»  m  rMOlt  o(  thew 
oottoBt  dairy  piod- 
•adoiii  an  morfac  In  InrriMlng 
tato  fonlgn  txad*  ratbar  tlian 
Bobart  OWHi.  a  Kantueldan.  Is 
Tobaoeo  Branch  tn  tlia  Foralfn 
Barrloa. 


ilda.  tba  sttoatlon  la 
is  ground  for  optlmlm. 
Sa  IMM  and  M64.  foUowtng  tha  and  ot  tba 
Kflwan  war,  ttma  has  baan  nnamploymant  In 
soma  araas.  altboagh  not  as  grsat  aa  to  UBO. 
Al  tka  saaa  ttma.  baeauaa  at  the  taoneBt  and 
sound  flnamial  poUetas  at  tbe  admtnlstra- 
tlon.  total  national  income,  vagea,  total  em- 
pkojmmBt,  eonstmetion.  and  wytngs  are  tbe 
hlghaet  in  blstory.  Our  population,  now  160 
mUUoB.  ia  ingreasing  at  tbe  rate  of  a^  nill- 
Uom  ft  year.  'WooA  eonsumptton-ls  talgb,  and 
beet  eoosuB^tton  the  blglMBt  in  lilstary.  If 
tbe  bosMst  eeonomie  measures  tUa  admlnls- 
trattcm  baa  begun  are  conttnnad.  our  growing 
population  and  food  ecoMumptlon  will  use 
our  farm  production. 

X  bsTS  prtnted  out  tbese  fwsle  facts  to 
empbasiae  that  ttUa  administration  is  doing 
tba  tbtn^i  that  are  needed  to  place  agricul- 
ture <m  a  aound  pearetlme  basis. 

Mow  Z  want  to  talk  to  you  about  price 
supports.  bMsuse  tbere  Is  s  srest  deal  of 
mlsTmrterstsnrtlng  about  tbls  question. 


In  tha  flnt  place.  I  think  it  Should  be 

BMktfe  dwu>  ttist  .during  ih»  wsr  most  crops 
wers  swning  sboiw  tli^  iMloa  rapports  snil 
many  cn^w  iHUeh  bad  no  price  supports 
wwa  selling  at  high  prlcea.  It  must  be 
raBMmbared.  too.  that  ilnce  1951.  although 
90-p«reent  fixed  supporU  bsTS  been  in  effect 
oo  tbe  basic  crops  at  all  times,  farm  prices 
deeUnsd.  TlMae  two  facts  sbow  that  wbUe 
price  supports  are  needed  to  put  a  noor 
und«r  farm  prioes,  price  supports  wiU  not 
AlOM  Mmira  high  prlcea  Xor  farm  products. 
As  Z  have  said  before,  tbe  real  problem  le  to 
find  markets  for  farm  crops. 

At  tbe  dose  ot  tlie  recent  Congress.  Senate 
biU  SOBS  was  passed,  amending  tbe  perma- 
nent price-aupport  law.    Prioe  supports  en 
tn  bMic  fann  eropa— corn,  wheat,  cotton, 
rice,  and  peanuts — ^were  fixed  on  a  flexible 
basis.  raa^bDg  from  82%  percent  to  90  per- 
oent  of  parity,  as  tbe  Secraitary  of  Agriculture 
may  decide.  -  Tbe  support  prioe  for  milk 
producto  was  fixed  at  75  percent  to  90  per- 
cent a  parity.    The  old  permanent  rate  for 
tha  ba^  ert)ps  was  75  peroent  to  90  percent. 
Z  want  my  record  on  price  suporta  to  be 
absoAutaly  clear.     Zn  1»«8  Z  Introduced  tbe 
amendment  which  paased,  which  gaye  to- 
haooo  for  tbe  fliat  time  in  history  a  perma- 
nent 90  peroent  of  parity  ranxart  price. 
Last  year,  in  1958.  Z  introduced  Senate  tau 
2578  to  continue  tbe  support  of  tbe  five 
otlMT  basic  cipps— com.  wbeat.  cotton,  rice, 
and  peanuta— at  90  peroent  for  an  additional 
a-year  p«1od.     In  tbe  sseslon  of  Congress 
Just  ended.  Z  TOted  for  every  amendment  to 
maintain  stqnwrt  prices  at  90  percent  of 
jMrity.     Z  have  rapported.  and  voted  for  90 
pareant  support  prioes  becauae  X  baUa««  that 
In  tbls  period  of  adjustment  after  war,  farm 
InooBW  ahoiOd  be  aupported  and  prataetad. 
Diat  la  my  poaltton  now. 

Mavertboless,  many  mlsTeiseeentallniie 
and  untnittaa  about  price  supporto  are  being 
eontlnually  made  and  told  to  farmers.  Tbe 
chief  untruth  told  farmen,  la  that  llazlble 


call  tbem  is  a  BepubUean  plan,  one  adopted 
for  tbe  first  time  by  tbe  Bsenbow^  ad- 
ministration. This  is  not  true.  Tba.  exact 
omioalte  Is  tbe  truth.  Flexible  supports  first 
baeame  a  part  of  tbe  agricultural  law  in  1938 
under  tbe  administraUon  of  President  |tooee- 
Trtt  and  tbey  have  remained  the  la^  ever 
sines  that  time.  What  has  reaUy  happened 
la  that  from  time  to  time,  the  perctntage 
of  support  bss  been  increased.  Ths^  are 
tba  true  facta: 

1.  Prom  1888  until  the  beginning  of  World 
War  ZZ,  six  liasic  crops— com.  wheat,  tdbacco. 
cotton,  rice,  and  peanuts — were  supported 
at  S3  to  75  peroent  of  parity,  a  fiexlbla  scale. 

a.  At  tbe  bc^(lnnlng  of  World  War  n,  to 
encourage  prodiictlon,  support  prioes  on 
basic  crops  were  raised  to  90  percent  tem- 
porarily, but  to  return  to  the  old  fiexlble 
acale  of  52  peroent  to  75  percent  on  Decem- 
ber 81.  1948. 

8.  Zn  1948.  upon  recommendation  ot  Pres- 
ident Truman,  who  asked  In  a  special  mes- 
sage for  flexible  supports,  a  Repilbllcan 
Congress  raised  permanent  price  BU|>porta 
ftom  a  level  of  62  percent  to  76  perceat  to  a 
level  of  60  peroent  to  90  percent  of  parity. 
The  vote  In  the  Senate  for  passage  of  the 
farm  bill  was  79  to  3.  The  two  Keatucky 
Senators  at  that  time.  Senators  fikurkley 
and  Coo'SB.  voted  for  the  bill  which  estab- 
lished flexible  supports  from  60  peroent  to 
90  peroent  on  five  basic  commodities  Uid  90 
percent  on  tobacco. 

4.  In  1B49.  under  ^  the  administration  of 
President  Truman,  a  Democratic  Cotngreas 
continued  permanent  flexible  price  eupports, 
raising  the  level  to  a  range  of  75  percent  to  90 
percent. 

6.  The  recent  Congress  raised  the  I4vel  of 
permanent  supports  from  82  V4  percent  to  90 
percent,  tbe  highest  level  of  permanent  sup- 
ports since  1838.  I  point  out  this  fact  be- 
cause of  tbe  misrepresentations  that  have 
been  made  and  becaiise  there  are  many  who 
do  not  know  that  since  1938,  permanent 
supports  for  the  basic  crops  have  been  flex- 
ible and  the  90  percent  support  hai  been 
only  upon  a  temporary  basis.  This  has  been 
true  under  both  Republican  and  Democratic 
administrations.  What  was  done  In  tbe  last 
session  ot  theX^ngress  was  to  fix  th*  per- 
manent supports  at  82>^  percent  to  SD  per- 
cent, the  highest  In  history,  and  remoire  the 
temporary  90  percent  sui^rts  on  flv«  basic 
crops  on  January  1.  1955.  This  admiaistra- 
tion  has  supported  all  the  basic  crops  at  90 
percent  of  parity  during  1953  and  1954. 

TOBACCO 

To  tboss  Of  my  own  fanners  In  Kentucky 
who  will  ask  about  tobacco.  I  am  happy  to 
say  that  the  permanent  90  percent  sapport 
prices  for  tobacco  were  not  changed  and  re- 
main in  full  force  and  effect.  Tobacco  is 
one  of  the  six  basic  commodities.  But  un- 
like com,  wheat,  cotton,  rice,  and  peanuts, 
the  support  price  of  tobacco  Is  fixed  by  law 
at  90  percent  of  parity  on  a  permanent  basis. 
Prior  to  1948.  Its  permanent  support  price 
was  52-76  peroent  and  iU  temporary  price 
90  percent.  ~- 

In  1948.  I  introduced  in  the  Senate  an 
amendment  to  the  basic  Agricultural  Act 
requiring  that  tobacco  be  aupported  at  90 
percent  of  parity  on  a  permanent  basis. 
Tbe  amendment  was  passed  by  the  Cobgreas 
and  became  law.  Zn  his  message  to  the 
Congress  on  January  11,  1964.  President 
■Isenhowar  recommended  the  malntecumce 
of  permanent  90  percent  support  prices  for 
tobaoeo.  saying: 

"Tobacoo  farmen  have  demonstrated 
their  ability  to  hold  latxluctlon  in  line  with 
donand  at  tbe  supported  inrice  without  loss 
to  tbe  Oovemment.  The  relatively  amaU 
acreage  of  tobacoo  and  tlie  limited  areas  to 
which  It  is  adapted  have  made  prod^tion 
control  easier  than  for  other  crops. 


*"nie  level  of  support  to  cooparators  Is 
90  percent  of  the  parity  price  in:  any  year 
in  wlilch  nuu'ketlng  quotas  are  in  effect. 

"It  Is  recommended  that  tbe  tol^acoo  pro- 
gram be  continued  in  ito  preeent  form.'* 

Tobacco  Is  a  relatively  small  9rop  com- 
pared to  com,  wheat,  and  cotton.  Its  mar- 
ket is  limited  to  a  few  major  tobScco  com- 
panies. Tobacco  farmers  have  oooperated 
in  the  control  of  production.  D|iring  the 
time  that  It  has  been  supported,  the  Oov- 
ernment  has  not  suffered  any  loes  of  money 
because  of  its  support.  On  the  contrary, 
in  Its  total  operation  since  1933,  the  Gov- 
ernment has  profited  In  the  sum  of  $1.- 
884,565  through  lU  supp(Ht  operations,  ac- 
cording to  the  reports  of  tbe  Cbmmodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

During  tbe  course  of  tbe  delaata  on  tbe 
farm  bill.  In  response  to  my  queaUons,  Uie 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture,  Senator  AtKDf,  and 
other  members  of  the  committee,  stated  that 
It  was  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  com- 
mittee that  the  support  price  f<sr  tobacco 
should  be  maintained  at  90  percent  of  parity 
In  accordance  with  the  amendment  which  X 
first  Introduced  in  1948. 

The  amendment  which  I  introduced  in 
1948,  and  which  has  been  the  law  since  that 
time,  maintaining  permanent  support  prlcea 
for  tobacco  at  90  percent  of  pSrlty,  has 
brought  millions  of  dollars  to  Kentucky 
tobacco  growers  and  the  growers  of  other 
States.  For  the  past  a  years,  I  urged  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  Presi- 
dent to  recommend  to  the  Congress  the  con- 
tinuance of  permanent  90  percenf  supporta 
for  tobacco.  They  did  this,  and  t  am  glad 
that  I  have  again  been  able  to  lielp  our 
Kentucky  tobacco  growers.  Tobacco  prices 
in  1953  were  the  highest  in  history.  This 
administration  has  helped  to  IncreMe  burley 
tobacco  exports,  and  I  am  sure  that  tobac- 
co prices  will  be  good  again  this  year. 

VAaiC    PKOGXAJKS   AND    FASIC    AFPaOFSIATIOItS 

The  charge  has  been  made,  without  any 
supporting  facts,  that  tbe  present  adminis- 
tration would  cut  farm  programs  and  farm 
appropriations.  Again,  what  are  Uxe  true 
facts? 

First,  every  farm  program  has  been  main- 
tained, strengthened  and  placed  on  a  basis 
to  provide  more  permanent  bcmeflts  to 
farmers.     Research,   and   export  programs 

have  been  strengthened. 

Second,  the  facts  show  that  the  level  of 
agricultural  appropriations  has  ren>ained 
about  the  same  since  the  close  of  World 
War  n,  whatever  party  has  been  In  power. 
In  1953.  the  present  Congress  appropriated 
S718  million  for  agricultiire.  This  year.  1954. 
we  appropriated  S724  mlUlon.  Appropria- 
tions for  different  programs  remain  about 
the  same.  The  largest  2-year  apptopriaUon 
in  history  for  loans  for  REA  was  in  1947  and 
1948.  In  these  past  2  years,  1963  and  1954, 
S4ia.S  million  has  been  approprtated  for 
RKA  loans  to  local  cooperaUvee.  The  BEA 
has  moved  quickly  to  loan  the  fUnds,  and 
today  has  the  lowest  backlog  of  applications 
in  history.  The  agricultural  stiybiliaatlon 
and  conservation  program,  formerly  known 
as  the  PICA  program,  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  FHA,  the  extension  Service,  and  all 
the  farm-credit  agencies,  have  reodlved  ade- 
quate appropriations.  The  admliistration 
has  spent  In  these  3  years  more  than  $6.7 
billion  to  aupport  farm  prices,  the  largest 
sum  In  aU  history. 

I  Icnow  that  no  farmer  and  no  farti  mother 
wants  a  program  that  will  only*  soooeed 
through  war.  We  cannot  build  i^  honest 
and  moral  prosperity  on  war  and  the  blood- 
shed of  the  young  men  and  tbe  young  farm- 
ers of  the  Nation. 

Z  am  sure  tliat  tbe  record  whldi  Z  have 
given  above  shows  that  this  administration 
is  earnestly  and  honestly  striving  to  build 
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a  farm  program  that  wiU  work  in  peace.  Zt 
Is  succeeding.  Tba  administration  will  cocn- 
pleto  a  sound  program  for  peace.  If  the  farm- 
ers will  give  it  a  chance  and  their  coop- 
eration. 

It  has  been  a  matter  of  great  pride  to  me 
that  I  have  lieen  able  to  work  and  strive  for 
the  farmers  of  Kentucky  and  the  Nation.  Z 
believe  Uiat  tbey  deserve  and  must  have  a 
fair  abare  of  tba  Nation's  Inooms;  living  op- 
portunities in  roads,  schools,  electric  power, 
hospitals,  and  health  faclUtiee  equal  to  city 
population;  and  full  opportunity  for  tbe  ad- 
vancement of  their  children.  For  no  group 
of  our  people  are  more  exMrgetie.  reliable. 
and  patriotic  than  the  farm  famiUea  of 
America. 

oocLu.  Bccvarrr 

Upon  tbe  recommendation  of  President 
Eisenhower,  tbe  Osrxgress  passed  into  law  a 
new  and  better  social  security  program.  Un- 
der tbe  new  law.  more  than  3^  million 
farmers  and  tbelr  families  wUl  receive  social- 
security  protection.  The  new  law  has  a  spe- 
cial provision  to  maks  it  easier  for  low-In- 
come farm  operatara  to  compute  tbelr  net 
earnings.  In  addition.  q>ecial  provision  is 
made  for  approximately  l\^  million  farm- 
workers so  that  they  too  can  have  thla  pro- 
tection. 


How  Socul  Sccvity  Affects  Tm 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  WILUAM  G.  BRAY 

Ol  oroxANA 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  RBPRESENTA1TVBS 

Friday,  August  20. 19S4 

Mr.  BRAT.  Mr.  Speaker,  every  man. 
woman,  and  child  in  the  United  States 
is  affected  by  social  security.  All  should 
be  aware  of  theii*  rights,  privileges,  and 

responsibilities  wider  the  program. 

From  my  mail  -ind  questions  asked  me 
personally.  I  realize  that  there  Is  gross 
misinformation  and  lack  of  information 
regarding  the  scicial-security  program. 
This  is  easily  understandable,  for  this 
legislation  has  been  changed  many  times 
in  its  history  of  20  years,  and  the  laws 
relating  to  it  cover  many  pages  in  vari- 
ous volumes  of  statutes. 

On  the  foliowing  pages  I  am  merely 
attempting  to  outline  the  many  features 
of  the  program,  and  to  highlight  tbe 
many  changes  incorporated  in  the  new 
law  which  was  passed  by  the  83d  Con- 
gress and  signed  by  President  Eisen- 
hower. 

The  new  law  tunends  and  extends  so- 
cial-security benefits  in  many  ways.  The 
old-age  and  survivors  Insurance  program 
now  covers  about  8  out  of  10  of  the  Na- 
tion's jobs.  During  the  course  of  a  year 
about  62  million  people  work  in  employ- 
ment or  self -employment  that  is  covered 
under  the  program.  The  new  law  ex- 
tends coverage  to  about  10  million  addi- 
tional people  who  in  the  course  of  a  year 
work  in  Jobs  that  are  not  now  covered. 
Coverage  has  been  extended  to  self-em- 
ployed farm  operators  and  certain  self- 
employed  professional  groups,  members 
of  state  and  local  government  retirement 
systemA— other  than  policemen  and  fire- 
men— additional  farm  workers  and  do- 
mestic workeis,  ministers  and  members 
of  religious  orders,  most  Federal  em- 


ployees not  eovered  bar  retirement 
tema.  and  certain  othn  smaller  groups. 

Tbe  new  law  amends  the  metbod  for 
computizig  the  avenge  monthly  wage, 
on  wh.ch  benefits  are  based,  and  works 
to  the  advantage  of  all  insured  persons. 
The  new  law  also  increases  the  maxi- 
mum amount  of  earnings  considered  for 
both  tax  and  beiMflts  purposes  from 
$3,600  a  year  to  $4,200  a  year.  effecUve 
January  1.  1955. 

The  new  law  makes  provisions  for 
newly  covered  workers,  who.  if  continu- 
ously engaged  in  employment  after  1954, 
die  or  retire  before  they  can  meet  the 
regular  requirements  for  insured  status. 
The  law  provides  that  a  person  is  fully 
msured  at  the  time  of  his  death  or  the 
attaiiunent  of  age  65.  if  all  of  the  quar- 
ters elapsing  after  1954  and  up  to  that 
time  are  quarters  of  coverage,  provided 
he  has  at  least  6  quarters  of  coverage 
after  1064. 

Prior  to  enactment  of  the  new  law 
workers  lost  or  suffered  reduced  social- 
security  rights  when  they  experienced 
periods  of  total  disability  before  reach- 
ing retirement  age.  Unless  the  person 
was  fully  insured  at  the  time  of  disable- 
ment, he  sometimes  lost  his  fully  insured 
status  when  he  reached  retirement  age 
because  the  entire  period  of  his  disabil- 
ity was  included  in  tbe  time  which  Is 
the  basis  for  determining  his  insured 
status.  The  new  law  provides  a  freeze 
of  old-ase  and  survivors  insurance  status 
during  extended  total  disability. 

In  social-security  provisions  you  fre- 
quently come  across  references  to  "quar- 
ters of  coverage."  A  calendar  quarter 
is  a  3 -month  period  beginning  January 
1.  April  1,  July  1.  or  October  1.  Thus 
the  first  quarter  of  any  year  is  comprised 
of  the  months  of  January,  February,  and 
March;  the  second  quarter  is  April,  May. 
and  June ;  the  third  is  July,  August,  and 
September:  and  the  final  quarter  Is  Oc- 
tober, November,  and  December.  A 
quarter  of  coverage  under  the  program 
is  a  quarter  in  which  you  were  paid  $50 
or  more  in  wages — or  in  which  you  were 
credited  with  $100  or  more  in  self-em- 
ployment income  covered  by  the  law. 

Some  specific  provisions  under  the  so- 
cial-seoirity  program  are  as  follows: 

Increased  benefits:  Under  the  new  law 
all  present  reciiiients  of  retirement  bene- 
fits Will  receive  Increases  ranging  from 
$5  to  $13.50  per  month.  Benefits  for 
dependents  and  survivors  are  incraued 
proportionately.  The  benefit  schedule 
for  future  retired  workers  is  increased 
as  much  as  $23.50  per  month. 

Earnings  limitations:  The  past  law 
imposed  a  loss  of  benefits  on  aimultants 
imder  age  75  who  earn  more  than  $75 
a  month  in  wage  employmmt  covered  by 
the  sodal-security-syston.  or  more  than 
$900  a  year  from  self -employment  The 
new  law  changes  this  limitation  to  $1,200 
a  year  for  both  wage  earners  and  self- 
employed,  thus  increasing  the  amount  of 
allowiUDle  earnings  and  spreading  earn- 
ings from  seasonal  employment  over  the 
year.  For  earnings  above  $1,200,  one 
or  more  benefits  would  be  wlthhdd  de- 
pending on  the  amount  earned  and  the 
number  of  months  worked.  «ai-ntwg« 
from  any  type  of  work,  whether  or  not 
covered  by  social  security,  will  be  figured 


In  applying  tbe  UmitaUoo.  TIm  •»  a| 
which  benefits  are  payable  witiioot  re- 
gard to  earnings  is  reduced  from  7t  to^n. 

Dropout:  Toor  social' aecuiitj  bendlt 
Is  baaed  on  your  average  ^^i-ni^g^  of  paai 
years.  Tbe  new  law  peimlU  dropping 
out  up  to  five  of  your  lowest  yeara.  mak- 
ing your  average  t^min^^  m^d  eoose- 
quently  your  nwinthly  beaeflt.  larger. 

Tax  rate:  The  present  2-pereent  tax 
rate  on  emplosrees  and  employwa  remains 
the  same  under  the  new  law,  but  title  tax 
base  Is  increased  from  $3,600  to  $4,900 
axmually.  That  means  persons  in  cov- 
ered employment  will  pay  2  percent  of 
their  wages  each  year  on  the  first  $4,200. 
The  law  increases  the  future  tax  rate»— 
previously  scheduled  to  rise  to  3)4  per- 
cent in  1070— to  3V^  peroent  in  1970  and 
to  4  percent  for  1975  and  thereafter. 
The  self-employed  pay  1^  timfee  tbe  em- 
plojrees'  rate. 

Disability  frecKe:  m  the  cimiputatloB 
of  benefits,  the  new  law  will  waive  any 
period  of  more  than  6  months  durins 
which  the  wage  eanoer  is  totally  d«'mWed^ 
provided  he  had  been  working  regularly 
under  social  securi^  bdfore  he  became 
disabled.  Otherwise  these  months  of 
little  or  no  income  would  reduce  the  av- 
erage monthly  earnings  and  consequently 
the  monthly  benefit. 

Farmers:  The  self-employed  farm  op- 
erator will  report  his  net  inoofne  for 
social-seciuity  purpooea  by  transfetrlns 
the  information  from  his  income-tax  re- 
turn to  a  simple  supplonentary  form. 
If  his  net  earnings  from  self -employment 
do  not  amount  to  as  much  as  4400  or 
more  in  a  given  year,  be  pays  no  aeU- 
emplojrment  tax  on  such  income  and  re- 
ceives no  credit  toward  benefits. 

The  special  provisioQs  for  km-lnooBM 
farm  operators  Is  as  follows:  A  adf -em- 
ployed farm  operator  with  gross  tnoome 
of  not  more  than  $1,800  in  a  year  wtw 
reports  his  income  tax  on  a  cadi  bsuds 
could  report,  for  credit  toward  benefits 
under  old-age  and  survivors  Insuranee, 
either  his  actual  net  earnings  from  farm 
self-employment,  as  determined  on  bis 
income-tax  return,  or  50  percent  of  bis 
gross  income.  If  he  elects  to  use  the  lat- 
ter option,  he  will  be  spared  the  neees- 
sity  of  keeping  records  of  his  expenses, 
computing  depredation,  and  so  forth. 
Practically  all  fanners  know  their  groes 
income  and  could  apply>  the  50-percent 
rule. 

A  farm  operator  whose  groas  Income 
from  self-employment  ia  more  than 
$1,800  will  have  to  compute  bis  net  earn- 
ings. If  his  actual  net  earnings  as  com« 
puted  are  less  than  $900.  he  can.  if  he 
wishes,  report  $900;  otbvwiae  he  win 
have  to  report  his  actual  net. 

Rentals  received  in  tbe  form  of  crop 
shares,  like  other  rentals  frmn  real  ea- 
tate.  are  excluded  from  gross  incMne  for 
sodal-aecuri^  purpoees. 

Farmworkers:  Under  tbe  new  law  a 
farmworker  will  be  covered  in  his  work 
for  any  one  employer  if  be  reeeiTee  caab 
wages  of  $100  or  more  in  the  year  from 
that  employer.  Tbls  provlsifln  brtngs 
into  tbe  program  about  2.1  milUan  work* 
txs,  while  contlnuine  to  exeiode 
farm  employees  who  are  nnrmaBy  t 
gaged  in  other  aetivitteB  and  mbn 
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OBlr   in   tiM   peak-luuTeat 


^"IWuMPUriMW*  mrtdota  irffl  be  rqKwrted 
MmtMUjr.  Thcrtf M*.  pravteloa  anwt  be 
■Mtf*  for  coniwUiig  imiial  eaniinss 
tato  «ntftM«  of  eoferace.  Vkrmworken 
win  be  gtfen  1  quarter  oi  eovcrmge  for 
vuami  ounlnes  of  more  ttuui  $100  but 
lear  ttum  $900;  2  queitecs  of  ooverace 
far  eerategB'UBOimttDv  to  $200  bat  less 
than  $100;  S  quarters  for  earnings 
aawntlm  to  $300  but  less  than  $400; 
and.  4  vtazters  of  eoverace  for  annual 
earnlnti  amrmntlng  to  $400  or  more. 

PffltfiaMOBal  peoi^:  The  new  law  ex- 
tends OoMraoe  to  about  XOO.00O  people 
w&o  tfttttOflr  the  course  of  the  year  are 
wfbU-mKHa99t  in  the  practtee  of  eer- 
tain  prnfeartunii  archttecte,  engineera; 
aoeoniitants,  and  funeral  directors. 
These  jsof ssslonal  pam>Ie  will  report 
their  earnings  for  sodal-seeurlty  pur- 
poposesamuaPy  with  their  Income-tax 
refmts. 

BBaipleyses  of  State  and  local  govern- 
menta:  Pikn*  to  the  new  law  State  and 
local  getvenament  employees  were  cov- 
ered under  v<duntary  agreements  be- 
tween the  individual  States  and  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  exdndtng.  however, 
employees  who  are  In  positions  covered 
by  a  State  or  local  retireiffent  ^stem. 
There 'are  about  3.7  million  empkxyees 
In  poalthms  covered  by  State  and  local 
rettiedwut  ayrtcms  in  the  course  of  a 


.  muter  the  new  law  a  State  can  bring 
members  of  a  State  ot  local  retirement 
ayrtemi  cxeept  policemen  and  firemen — 
under  its  cOd-age  and  survivors  insur- 
ance agreement  provided  that  a  refer- 
endum by  secret  written  ballot  is  held 
amnof  the  members  of  the  syston.  and 
that  a  majority  of  the  members  of  the 
syaton  who  are  eligible  to  vote  in  the 
referendum  vote  in  favor  of  old-age  and 
survivors  insurahee  coverage. 

The  law  continues  the  previous  exdu- 
8l<m  of  approximately  200.000  police- 
men and  firemen  who  are  covered  by  a 
State  or  loeal  retlronent  system.  Po- 
licemen and  flrranen,  because  of  the 
arduous  nature  of  their  worlc.  have  spe- 
cial provisimis  in  their  retirement  sys- 
tems su^  as  lower  retirement  ages,  and 
feel  it  would  be  unwise  to  attempt  to 
integrate  these  ivovislons  with  old-ag^ 
and  survivors  insurance. 

In  the  past,  employees  whose  posi- 
iUum  were  covered  by  a  retirement  ssrs- 
tem  but  who  were  not  themselves  eli- 
gible for  memberdiip  to  the  a^ntiem  re- 
ceived the  same  treatment  as  employees 
who  were  members  of  the  retirement  sys- 
tem. The  new  law  provides  for  cover- 
ing these  employees  other  than  poUce- 
mm  and  firemen— without  a  referen- 
dum. 

The  new  law  also  provides  for  cover- 
ing without  a  referendum  enu>loyees 
who  eould  not  be  covered  when  their 
coverage  group  was  covered  because 
they  were  under  a  retirement  system, 
but  whose  system  was  later  dissolved  by 
setton  taken  pitot  to  aiactment  of  this 
law. 

Teachers:  The  status  of  teachov  in 
the  State  of  Indiana  regarding  the  new 
■ocial  security  leglslatton  is  somewliat 
different  from  that  of  the  employees  of 


municipal  or  local  government.  The 
teachers  retirement  system  of  ixAllana 
is  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  State 
government  uid  cuinot  be  changed  ex- 
cept by  the  State  legislature. 

These  courses  of  action  are  possible  by 
the  Indiana  legislature: 

First.  To  authorize  by  law  the  taking 
of  a  ref  erendiun  by  the  Indiana  teachers 
whereby  they  could  come  under  the  so- 
cial-security system  in  addition  to  the 
present  State  teachers'  retirement  sys- 
tem. 

Second.  Take  no  action  and  in  this 
case  the  Indiana  teachers  will  not  come 
under  the  social-security  system. 

Third.  Pass  legislation  whereby  the 
Indiana  teachers  would  have  a  coQyt)ina- 
tion  of  social  security  and  teacheits'  re- 
tirement. 

It  is  doubtful  if  the  third  plan,  to  wit: 
lliat  the  State  teachers'  retirement  sys- 
tem be  coordinated  with  the  social-se- 
curity system  would  nieet  with  favor 
as  there  is  a  considerable  pride  in  the 
workings  of  the  Indiana  State  teachers' 
retirement  system  and  past  proposals  to 
coordinate  this  retirement  system  with 
the  social-security  system  have  never 
been  very  popular.  Any  coordinated  sys- 
tem would  still  be  completely  independ- 
ent of  the  social-security  system. 

There  are,  however,  teachers  who  in 
exceptional  cases  cannot  come  nnder 
the  Indiana  teachers'  retirement.  A  plan 
may  be  worked  out  by  the  State  whereby 
these  teachers  would  be  eligible  to 
participate  in  the  social-security  system. 

Various  colleges  and  universities  in 
Indiana  can  participate  in  the  secial- 
seeurlty  program  by  action  of  the  insti- 
tution, together  with  a  referenduin  by 
the  members  under  the  system. 

Any  additional  employment  or  self- 
employment  under  social  security  while 
engaged  in  teaching  or  after  reWrlng 
from  teaching  can  make  a  teacher  eligi- 
ble to  receive  social-security  bene^  as 
well  as  his  or  her  teachers'  retirement 
beneflta. 

Domestic  workers:  This  law  covers  all 
domestic  workers  who  work  in  nonf  arm 
private  homes  and  who  are  paid  $50  in 
cash  wages  by  an  employer  in  a  calendar 
quarter.  It  would  delete  the  unneces- 
sary and  complicated  requirement  of  the 
past,  limiting  the  coverage  of  domestic 
workers  to  those  who  work  for  a  single 
employer  on  24  days  during  a  caloidar 
quarter.  The  simplified  test  of  coverage 
f<M-  domestic  services  in  private  hemes 
provided  by  the  new  law  would  cover, 
during  the  course  of  a  year,  about  200.- 
000  more  household  workers  than  does 
the  present  law. 

Ministers  and   members   of  religious 
orders:  Ministers  and  members  of  rdligi- 
gious  orders  who  have  not  taken  a  vow 
of  poverty,  whether  self-employed   or 
employees,  may  seciire  coverage  by  filing 
a  certificate  indicating  their  desire  to  be 
covered      as      self-employed      persons 
Christian  Science  practiUoners  may  be 
covered  on  the  same  basis.    In  general 
these  people  would  have  a  2-year  option 
after   coverage   becomes    available    on 
Sf  l!!^Ji  ^^?t'  **  *  2-year  option  after 
the  tadlvidual  becomes  a  minister,  mem- 
ber  0^  a  religious  order,  or  practitioner, 
in  which  to  elect  coverage. 
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Federal  Government  employees:  Tlie 
law  extends  coverage  to-apprdxlmately 
150,000  civilian  employees  of  ttie  Fed- 
eral Government  and  its  instnmientali- 
ties  who  are  not  covered  by  retirement 
systems. 

United  States  citizens  Omployed 
abroad:  The  law  makes  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance  coverage  possible,  at 
the  option  of  the  employer,  fbr  about 
100.000  United  States  citizens  who  are 
employed  outside  of  the  United  States 
by  foreign  subsidiaries  of  parent  Ameri- 
can companies. 

Home  workers:  The  law  extends  em- 
ployee coverage  to  about  100,000  addi- 
tional homeworkers.  Homeworkers  who 
have  the  status  of  employeOs  under 
the  usual  common-law  rules  applicable 
in  determining  employer -emplof^ee  rela- 
tionship have  been  covered  since  1937. 
In  addition,  homeworkers  who  do  not 
have  employee  status  imder  the  usual 
common-law  rules  are  now  covered  as 
employees  if  they  work  according  to 
specifications  of  the  person  for  whom  the 
work  is  done  on  materials  or  goods  fur- 
nished by  that  person  and  required  to  be 
returned  to  him  or  his  designee  and  if 
they  are  paid  cash  wages  of  ISO*  or  more 
during  a  calendar  quarter  by  a  given 
employer. 

Railroad  retirement:  Railroad  em- 
ployees now  have  some  protection  under 
the  Social  Security  System,  aa  well  as 
under  the  Railroad  Retirement  System. 
Legislation  was  passed  a  few  years  ago 
which  partially  coordinated  ihe  two 
systems. 

Retirement  age:  There  has  been  con- 
siderable interest  in  having  the  retire- 
ment age  on  social  seciu*ity  lowqred,  and 
bills  have  been  introduced  to  that  effect. 
It  has  been  pointed  out  that  such  lower- 
ing of  retirement  age  might  be  especially 
beneficial  in  times  of  unemployment,  and 
it  would  also  be  in  harmony  with  some 
retirement  plans  which  have  fixed  the 
retirement  age  at  60  years,  such  as  the 
United  Mine  Workers  system.  However. 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  did  not 
recommend  any  change  of  retirement 
age  this  year.  The  matter  will  probably 
be  given  more  study  during  the  next  ses- 
sion of  Congress. 

Wives  and  widows:  There  was  lilso  leg- 
islation introduced  to  lower  the  age  at 
which  a  widow  would  be  eUgible  to  begin 
drawing  social-security  beneflta    How- 
ever, no  change  was  made  in  the  law  re- 
garding the  retirement  age  of  a  wife  or 
widow.    The  law  now  provides  lihat  the 
widow,  unless  she  has  children  uAder  the 
age  of  18,  cannot  begin  drawingsoclal- 
securlty  benefits  until  she  is  65  regard- 
less of  the  time  that  her  husband  was 
deceased.    It  has  been  pointed  out  that 
in  many  instances  this  has  causod  great 
suffering,  as  the  widow  has  no  means  of 
livelihood  until  she  reaches  65.    There 
was  also  an  effort  made  to  lower  the  age 
at  which  the  wife  could  begin  drawing 
social-security  benefits  once  her  husband 
has  begun  drawing  his.   There  w$s  some 
precedent  for  consideration  of  tl4s  mat- 
ter in  the  recent  railroad-retirement  leg- 
islation which  lowered  to  60  the  age  at 
which  a  widow  can  draw  railroad  re- 
tirement. 

legislation  was  introduced  to  fchange 
the  amount  drawn  by  the  wife  or  widow 
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mider  certain  conditions.  Under  the 
present  law  If  a  husband  is  covered  by 
social  security,  when  his  wife  reaches 
the  age  of  65,  she  ordinarily  receives  an 
amount  e<iual  to  one-half  ot  ibte  amount 
of  her  husband's  beneflta  Unless  the 
wife's  separate  entitlement  for  employ- 
ment and  c(mtributions  under  social  se- 
curity is  equal  to  more  than  half  the 
amount  that  her  husband  is  entitled  to 
receive,  she  receives  no  extra  payment 
for  the  contrilNition  she  has  made. 
There  was  legislation  introduced  to 
change  this  situation,  but  no  action  was 
taken  on  It  in  this  session  of  Cfmgress. 

Self-employed :  This  phase  <rf  the  law 
is  misunderstood  to  a  greater  extent  ttian 
any  other  provision.  I  have  peraomUly 
received  inquiries  from  several  people 
who  were  entitled  to  social-security  ben- 
efits and  were  not  aware  of  it.  Two 
typical  examples  were  brought  to  my 
attention  recently. 

A  man  74  years  of  age  who  had  worked 
as  an  employee  and  contributed  to  the 
Social  Securi^  System  3  quarters  was 
totally  imaware  that  his  later  earnings 
of  $800  per  year  sharpening  lawnmowers 
entitled  him  to  social-security  coverage 
as  self-employed.  All  he  had  to  do  was 
to  file  schedule  C,  of  income  tax  re- 
turn form  1040,  allowing  the  amount 
that  he  had  earned  each  year  since  he 
became  self-employed  since  1950,  and 
pay  the  proper  amount  into  the  social- 
security  system  as  a  self-employed  per- 
son. He  was  then  entitled  to  draw  social- 
security  l>eneflte. 

Another  case  was  that  of  a  school-bus 
driver.  05  years  of  age,  who  was  not  en- 
titled to  draw  social-security  benefite  as 
an  employee  of  the  school  township  l)e- 
cause  the  political  subdivision  for  which 
he  had  rendered  services  had  not  entered 
into  an  agreonent  to  have  ite  employees 
covered.  He  was.  however,  entitled  to 
social-security  coverage  as  a  self-em- 
ployed person.  All  that  was  necessary 
for  him  to  do  was  to  file  schedule  C 
of  form  1040  showing  his  earnings  as  a 
self-employed  person  and  paying  his 
social-security  tax  as  such.  He  is  now 
drawing  his  social-security  beneflta 
There  are  many  «<mtiaj-  cases  and  each 
must  be  studied  individually  to  see  if  it 
is  covered  by  social  security. 

Veterans:  I  am  anxious  to  explain  Just 
what  credits  for  social  security  a  veteran 
receives.  I  know  of  specific  instances 
where  veterans'  widows  and  childr«i  re- 
ceive social  security  and  the  only  time 
the  veteran  was  under  social  security  was 
while  he  was  in  the  Army.  I  would  like 
to  explain  that  as  simply  as  poasilde. 

A  social  security  wage  credit  of  $160  is 
provided  for  each  month  of  active  mUi- 
tery  or  naval  service  performed  between 
September  16.  1040.  and  July  1,  1955. 
These  credita  count  the  same  as  earnings 
for  covered  work  in  determining  whether 
a  veteran  is  iiuured  for  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors insurance  beneflta,  and  In  comput- 
ing the  amount  of  the  benefit.  The 
credits  may  not  be  counted  for  social  se- 
curity purposea.  however,  if  a  benefit 
based  in  whole  or  in  part  on  the  same 
period  of  military  aervlee  is  determined 
to  be  payable  liy  a  Fed«^  agency 
other  than  the  Veterans'  Administration. 

Any  apecifle  question  regarding  social 
security  coverage  can  be  answered  at  the 
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field  ofBces.  which  tn  the  Seventh  DIs- 
trict  ewmtiee  are  as  follows: 

Oreene.  Morgan.  Monroe,  and  Owen: 
205  South  Walnut  Street,  Bloomlngton. 

Daviess.  Knox,  and  Martin:  204  La 
Plante  Building.  Vincennes. 

Clay  and  Sullivan:  Room  300.  Post 
Office  Building.  Terre  Haute. 

Johnson:  36  South  Pennsylvania  In- 
dianapolis. 

Gibson:  Courthouse,  Fourth  and  ^ce 
Streete.  BvansviUe. 

I  will  also  be  happy  to  obtain  any  hi- 
formati<m  you  need  and  work  with  you 
to  any  way  I  can  if  you  will  write  me  at 
my  ofllce:  Wn.Li*M  O.  Bhat.  Member  of 
Congress,  Room  1017.  New  House  Office 
Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 


Bieaaial  Report  to  GtiseBs  of  tiie  Piftli 
CoMrettioid  Dntrict  of  Coanecticst 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  JAMES  T.  PAHERSON 

or  CONTfECncUT 

IN  IBS  BOUSK  OF  RKPRESENTATTVXS 

Friday.  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  PATTERSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  it 
has  lieen  my  custom  In  the  past  four 
sessions  of  Congress  to  make  a  report  to 
the  people  of  the  Fifth  Connecticut  Dis- 
trict at  the  end  of  each  session.  This 
condensed  simmiary  deals  with  major 
legislation  that  has  been  passed  by  Con- 
gress, and  my  own  participation  to  this 
leglslaUon,  as  well  as  other  personal 
activities  which  had  a  direct  bearing  on 
the  people  I  represent  in  our  Nation's 
CapltaL 

The  President,  in  his  state  of  the  Union 
message,  outUned  in  general  terms  what 
he  was  to  propose  more  specifically  in 
later  stages  as  his  program.  The  Presi- 
dent thus  demonstrated  from  the  very 
beginning  that  he  comprehended  the 
problems  confronting  the  Nation  and  the 
whole  world  and  propcMed  Ic^cal  and 
down-to-earth  solutions.  The  major 
portion  of  this  program  emerged  from 
Congress  without  serious  or  rii>.tnft£ing 
alterations. 

The  President's  legislative  program 
constituted  04  proposals,  and  Craigress, 
to  oooperatton  with  the  administration, 
attatoed  the  very  high  batting  average 
of  0.820.  This  percentage  Is  far  greater 
than  any  for  inior  Congresses  in  modem 
history.  It  is  evident  from  this  fact  that 
the  President  and  the  RepubUcan  Con- 
gress worked  to  concert  and  harmony 
for  the  general  welfare  of  the  Nation. 
This  has  been  a  Congress  of  constructive 
achievement 

The  end  of  the  fighting  to  Korea  to 
July  of  10S3  fulfilled  the  promise  made 
by  the  President  to  his  campaign  for 
electlcm.  The  President  and  Congzess 
kept  faith  with  the  American  people 
and  broiwht  an  end  to  the  burdens  and 
sufferingpB  which  were  largely  being  borne 
by  us.  Here  was  an  example  of  drcisiop 
contrasted  to  todecislon  by  the  prertoos 
administration.  In  the  fbrst  year  <tf  this 
•dmlBlstraUon.  peace  came  to  ttit  worid 
and  we  were  ready  to  titmxt  a  eoiiraa 
which  tovolved  no  bloodshed  and  no  loss 


of  American  Ihres.  Vhn  then  on.  m 
seised  the  Inltiathre  In  world  allittrs  from 
Soviet  Russia,  and  have  matotateed  it. 
We  are  the  bulwark  of  the  tree  WMtara 
World  and  the  hope  to  vrtiich  sahJUgated 
peoples  in  totalitarian  natlou  eUv  for 
survival. 

Civil  righte  has  been  the  subjeefc  of 
demagoguery  for  so  long  that  it  seemed 
Impossible  to  accomplish  aikyttilng  sub- 
stantial to  this  area.  Yet  quietly  and 
eflTectlvely.  the  Rq^bUcan  administra- 
tion has  done  more  to  \armk  defvn  the 
dividing  Itoe  between  differtog  groups  of 
Americans  than  has  been  done  sinoe  the 
days  of  Abraham  Iilneoln.  The  color  of 
one's  skto.  his  race  or  national  origin  Is 
not  a  criterion  for  Judgment  but  rather 
we  are  rapidly  approaching  the  prtqwsl- 
tlon  that  man  shall  be  Judged  by  hia 
ability  alone.  This  ts  due.  to  large  meas- 
ure, to  the  outlawing  of  segregatton  to 
our  school  systems,  the  integration  of 
men  and  women  to  our  miUtary  forces. 
and  the  appototment  of  Negroes  to  posi- 
tions of  great  responsibility  to  govwn- 
ment. 

The  economic  planners,  who  had  eon- 
trolled  the  course  of  govnrnment  for  so 
long,  brought  the  encroachment  of  the 
Federal  Government  toto  all  t3rpes  of 
business  eiMfcrprlses.  We  found,  upon 
taking  ofllce,  that  the  Government  was 
roasting  coffee,  making  ice  cream,  manu- 
facturing patot,  iwmtntmiwti^y  shlpptag 
facilities,  and  otherwise  engaging  In 
many  other  practices  which  very  ob- 
viously should  be  a  part  of  our  private 
economic  8.vstem. 

This  situation  has  been  corrected  and 
already  biUIons  of  dollars  have  accrued 
to  the  Government  through  the  sale  of 
many  of  these  operations.  The  business 
ventures  stripped  of  government  subsidy 
are  now  taxpaying  memliers  of  the  na- 
tional community.  This  .program  is  a 
conttouing  one.  and  it  Is  expected  that 
the  amount  which  will  revert  to  the  Fed- 
eral Treasury  will  approximate  $40 
billion. 

A  vigorous  campaign  to  rid  the  Gkiir- 
emment  of  potential  subversives  wag 
instituted  and  has  been  strengthened  by 
the  passage  of  legislation  by  the  Con- 
gress. The  Communlsta  who  had  found 
it  convenient  to  bore  from  withto  are 
now  stripped  of  positions  of  influence  in 
the  Government  and  are  being  dealt 
with  to  a  Judicious  manner  by  our 
coiuls.  The  CcMnmunist  Party,  as  such* 
will  no  longer  have  the  righta  and  privi- 
leges of  a  political  party,  and  other 
enactmenta  assure  that  the  Government 
may  protect  itself  through  adequate 
espionage  azkl  sabotage  laws.  In  addi- 
tton.  peacetime  tsnrias  has  become  a 
crime  to  the  same  degree  as  treaaonious 
activities  in  time  of  war.  To  aisurs  tbo 
effectiveness  of  congressional  tovestiga- 
tions  tovolving  subversives,  immunity 
from  self-incrimination  can  now  be  ex- 
tended so  that  spies  and  traitocs  may 
no  longer  take  refuge  in  evaskm  or 
sUenoe. 

The  "mess**  eidsta  no  loader  In  Wasb- 
ington.  Honesty  and  tittegrtty  are  tlie 
nile  rather  than  the  t  ii^iiCtefi. 
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t  >aHed  tidelande  dJqmite  has 
after  several  ycaxs  of  liieker- 

Tlw  rights  of  the  several  States 

Imnintfik  to  ths  marfftnal  hmda  off  their 
^^atMamt  had  a  far  deqper  mwuiing 
ttHOi  the  oil  issuyes  whieh  flgored  so 
_  In  the  debate.  Undw  this 
Ciouieetkvt,  for  Instanee.  is 
U»l  there  will  be  no  FMeral 
with  the  harbor  faculties. 
MdSk  and  ettior  raloable  proper- 
Ukt  cout  of  otir  State. 
A  monumental  acctmipUshment  of  thi* 
DBgkMa  has  been  the  first  complete  re- 
flf  ow  tax  laws  In  decades. 
^iMMgh  the  modemlaation  of  the  In- 
teraal  Bevenae  Code.  saTlngs  of  $7.4  bU- 
in  tans  eame  to  the  Amferteanpeo- 
ta  certainly  one  facet  of  Gov- 
wlitoii  dlreetly  affects  each  and 
ane  of  us.  and  wiU  be  dealt  with 
M  It—tor  length  later  hi  ttils  rowrt 
It  to  apimipriate  that  I  hereafter  dls- 
■■  to^  seme  ddail  am  most  significant 
kgldattoe  actions  <tf  the  83d  Congress. 


This  siriijeet  occuptes  a  prominent 
Idaee  in  this  report  because  of  my  asslgn- 
mentto  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Soeiiy  andmy  chatrmanshlp  of  its  Bub- 
eanndtto::  on  Security.  I  consider  my- 
self to  be  partially  responsible  for  the 
oatstuiding  record  of  this  Congress  in 
the  atomic  field. 

Through  major  revisions  of  the  Atomic 
Xnargy  Aot  of  1946,  we  not  only  fulfilled 
Bepuidlean  Par^  pledgee  but  opened 
ttils  Nation's  Yast  nuclear  potential  both 
for  dBflBOse  and  peaMf ul  puxposes. 

BaideaUy.  the  secrecy  prorlsions  are 
toodUled  to  permit  disclosure  of  suffi- 
cient Infbnnatton  to  our  alUes  so  that 
tbetr  anned  forces  may  be  trained  in  the 
use  of  the  latest  atomic  weapons.  Sec- 
ondIy,the  changes  make  possible  the  de- 
Tetojment  of  a  domestic  nadeur  power 
ladUBtiy  and  allow  for  the  pooling  <rf 
atanle  reaomves  and  knowledge  so  that 
oar  friends  and  alUes  may  share  with 
xm  \be  peacetime  benefits  of  atomic 


One  of  the  most  satisfactory  and  im- 
portant resutts  of  this  bill  is  the  avenue 
It  cyens  for  American  private  taulostry 
to  pot  its  sicfll  to  wortc  (teveloplng  spe- 
otol  applications  of  atomic  energy  in 
bommeree,  agriculture,  uid  medicine. 
TUs  eonfonns  to  the  American  principle 
of  pclvato^  enterprise  and  Initiative  to 
whtelk— at  long  last— the  policy  of  our 
MOBtry  is  dfawetlhg  itself. 

TMswas  no  easy  task  as  we  were  ham- 
■twngby  a  souiH  group  of  self-appointed 
■wwioeyat-gwawBans  of  Qovciument  mo- 
Bopeiy.  B«t  in  the  end.  the  atomic  re- 
Alston  program  tailed  through  by  a  re- 


aoondintvote,  Zt  represents  a  tribute  to 
the  drive  and  leadership  of  the  President 
and  the  administrati<Hi.  and  I  sm^  proud 
of  my  part  in  the  formulation  td  this 
WU. 

In  the  administrative  field,  th^  most 
ImpcHtont  international  developE|ent  in 
the  area  of  atomic  energy  in  th^  post- 
.war  era  was  President  Eisenhoweif  s  plan 
for  the  pooling  of  informatiofi  and 
know-how  by  the  nations  of  the  world. 
His  grasp  of  ttie  Initiative  has  Assured 
us  of  the  cooperation  of  many  countries 
In  the  peacetime! use  of  atomic  power, 
and  has  enhanced  the  possibilities  of  an 
effective  free-world  coalition  to  a  great 
degree.  Ihe  fulflUment  of  this  pyoposal 
will  result  in  the  economic  betterment 
of  all  nations  and  counteract  very  thor- 
oughly the  Soviet  propaganda  line  that 
our  efforts  in  atomic  and  nuclear  energy 
are  directed  toward  destruction. 

VATIOKAL  DCRNSX 

My  membership  on  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee  makes  me  particu- 
larly aware  of  the  need  for  makimvim 
defense  and  security  of  our  csuntry. 
The  times  in  which  we  live  make  neces- 
sary the  maintenance  of  a  strong  mili- 
tary forte  devoted  to  the  protection  of 
our  citizens  against  any  potentfel  ag- 
gressor. 

During  the  83d  Congress  and  because 
of  the  very  special  knowledge  of  the 
President  and  this  administration^  there 
has  been  a  radical  overhaul  of  the  Na- 
tion's defense  structure.  The  results 
add  up  to  a  highly  maneuverable  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force  capable  of  react- 
ing instantly  in  an  emergency.  There 
are  now  specific  lines  of  policy  in  our 
national  defense  program  arriifed  at 
after  careful  deliberation  and  cotKtitut- 
Ing  decisions  aimed  to  meet  chfmging 
conditions.  These  include,  first,  a  mili- 
tary force  geared  to  the  indefinite  fu- 
ture, well-rounded,  highly  trained,  and 
superbly  equipped  with  the  best  mate- 
rial and  weapons  our  technology  can 
IMtxluce;  second,  the  integration  of 
atomic  and  other  newly  develofted  weap- 
ons into  the  Armed  Forces;  third,  the 
establishment  of  an  Air  Force  Academy 
cfHnparable  to  West  Point  and  Annapo- 
lis; fourth,  bringing  into  balance  our 
resources  and  commitments,  our  mili- 
tary capabilities  and  our  foreign  policies 
and  obligations,  so  that  any  position  our 
Government  tokes  can  be  backed  up  by 
strengtti  to  being. 

All  of  this  has  l>een  accomplished  with 
due  regard  for  the  abilities  of  our  clti- 
aens  to  pay  a  fair  share  for  our  na- 
tiimal  defense.  We  have  not  subordi- 
nated the  economic  well-being  of  our 
Nation  to  military  InefHciencies  and 
wa«te.  Continuation  of  these  policies 
will  result  in  increased  strength  at  a 
far  lower  cost  than  has  heretofore  been 
possible. 

NATIOMAI.  XCOIfOUT 

The  83d  Congress  saw  1953  end  up  as 
the  most  prosperous  year  in  the  Nation's 
history.  Evidence  is  accmnulatin^  that 
1854  will  measure  up  as  another  year  of 
sound  business  and  plenty.  Inflation 
has  been  halted.  For  the  housewife. 
wage  earner,  and  producer  this  i»  good 
news  and  part  of  the  change  the  Amer- 
ican people  voted  for  whan  the  Republi- 


can Congress  and  the  President  were 
handed  the  reins  of  govemme|it  to  1952^ 

The  Republican  administr^tton  pro- 
vided an  area  development  pfogram  to 
work  with  the  States  and  cofununities 
to  searchtog  for  new  todiutri^s.  Under 
the  Office  of  Defense  MotaUis^tton,  sur- 
plus labor  regions  were  help^  by  tax 
amortization  beneflte  and  Bsnistonc*! 
was  given  to  local  firms  in; obtaining 
Government  contracte.  A  permanent 
agency  was  created — the  Small  Business 
Administration — solely  respo^ksible  for 
the  job  of  aiding  small  business. 

As  Republicans,  we  have  tackled  our 
economic  future  without  crisis^  and  have 
made  a  good  start  toward  a  better  to- 
morrow for  all  our  people. 

TAZXS  I 

The  outstanding  change  to  the  fiscal 
policy  of  the  United  Stetes  is  the  fact 
that  the  overall  tex-cut  program  will 
leave  an  additional  $7.4  billipn  in  the 
pockets  of  the  American  peoble.  Tliis 
tax  cut  would  have  been  unpoesible 
without  savings  effected  by  th*  Republi- 
can administration.  The  history  of  the 
United  Stetes  records  no  sucH  relief  to 
the  American  taxpayer  for  any  pre- 
vious year.  It  influences  for  good  the 
prosperity  and  well-being  of  millions 
of  Americans  and  thousands  of  l>usi- 
ness  enterprises.  What  makes  this  fiscal 
achievement  even  more  remarkable  is 
the  fact  that  to  the  face  of  returning 
$7.4  billion  to  the  American  people  by 
these  tax  cuts,  we  expect  the  dost  of  the 
Federal  Government  for  the  next  fiscal 
year  to  be  less  than  any  othet*  prior  to 
World  War  II.  This  budget  reduction 
represents  a  savings  of  $125,180,000  to 
the  texpayers  of  Connecticut. 

The  tex-revision  bill  of  1954  was  the 
greatest  economic  undertoklng  of  any 
single  Congress.  It  resulted  to  the  first 
complete  overhauling  of  our  revenue  laws 
in  75  years.  This  act  alone  wit  save  the 
American  texpayers  $1.4  billibn.  Mil- 
lions of  people  who  are  retiree^  or  living 
on  pensions:  people  who  halve  heavy 
medical  bills;  working  people  with  de- 
pendents; farmers  who  are  concerned 
about  soil -conservation  coste;  woiidng 
widows  and  widowers  with  dependent 
children:  people  who  have  heretofore 
suffered  double  texation  of  their  divi- 
dends— all  these  become  the  beileflciaries 
under  the  new  tex  law. 

The  one  welcome  change  which  must 
be  evident  to  all  citizens  is  the  complete 

repeal  or  reduction  of  the  so-called  nui- 
sance taxes  In  the  excise  field.  The 
everyday  services  you  use  and  Items  you 
purchase  were  classified  as  ''luxuries" 
and  subject  to  texation  on  that  basis. 
About  one  billion  dollars  will  be  retatoed 
to  the  pockets  of  our  people  through  re- 
ductions of  the  Federal  tex  on  transpor- 
tetion,  cosmetics,  movie  admissions,  tele- 
phone calls  and  telegrams,  as  well  as 
numerous  other  items  to  eommon  use. 

And  this  is  only  the  beginning.  There 
Is  still  work  to  do  in  cutting  spending 
and  balanctog  the  budget.  Bi|t  we  are 
on  the  way  to  a  bright  futiur.  and  the 
largest  tex  saving  in  history  is  but  one 
step  in  that  direction. 

I  am  extremely  proud  of  the  role  I 
played  to  this  Congress  to  assist  my  fel- 
low citizens  to  keeptog  for  themselves  a 
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greater  share  of  their  earnings.  The 
combination  of  reduced  taxes  and  a 
severe  cut  to  Federal  spending  makes 
this  poarible. 


rwTWMAtn  Am  ■ 

The  principles  of  sound  bustoess  which 
we  applied  to  the  defense  dollar  were 
found  to  be  effective  also  to  their  appli- 
cation to  the  Veterans'  Administration 
dollar.  Here,  we  sought  and  found  the 
opportunity  to  get  more  for  our  money 
by  lowering  administrative  coste  and  re- 
teinlng  the  largest  portion  of  the  money 
appropriated  for  the  benefit  of  veterans 
and  their  dependente.  It  was  thus  pos- 
sible to  amplify  and  tocrease  veterans' 
beneflte  without  excessive  expenditures. 

Action  taken  by  the  Congress  and  the 
Republican  administration  includes  pro- 
vision for  a  5-percent  increase  in  com- 
pensation for  service-connected  disabled 
veterans,  survivors,  and  dependente:  ex- 
tension of  the  act  authorizing  depend- 
ency allotmente;  conttouation  of  the 
Missing  Persons  Act  to  July  1.  1955.  to 
help  the  families  of  Korean  servicemen 
missing  in  action:  extension  for  1  year  of 
the  time  limit  for  inltiattog  training  un- 
der the  GI  bill  of  righte  for  veterans  of 
the  Korean  conflict:  and  simpliflcation 
of  veterans'  life-insurance  poUcies  with 
better  protection. 

There  are  many  other  enlargements  of 
the  veterans'  program— all  of  which 
showed  soimd  Judgment,  respect,  and 
gratitude  for  those  who  bore  the  brunt 
of  battle. 

X.ABOB 

A  strong  national  economy  is  the  first 
desire  of  the  laboring  man  and  women. 
This  is  so  because  the  person  who  lives 
by  his  wage -earning  ability  is  the  first 
and  most  seriously  injured  by  economic 
dislocation. 

Perhaps  no  greater  benefit  has  accrued 
to  our  working  people  than  the  stebihty 
which  has  been  evidenced  in  our  econ- 
omy for  the  past  2  years.  Nineteen  hun- 
dred fifty-three  and  1954  are  certato  to 
be  the  most  prosperous  peacetime  years 
of  our  histoiy.  Wages  are  high,  strilces 
are  few,  and  a  more  pleasant  relation- 
ship existe  between  labor  and  manage- 
ment. 

The  working  force  of  our  Nation  totels 
over  60  millicns,  and  our  national  income 
is  extremely  high.  For  the  first  time  in 
40  years  inflation  has  been  halted  and 
our  dollars  reteto  their  purchasing 
power. 

It  was  the  totention  of  the  President 
to  effect  needed  revisions  of  the  Taft- 
Hartley  Act.  It  was  my  feeling  also  that 
this  action  was  essential  to  augment  the 
welfare  of  tJie  American  workingman. 
Unfortunately,  a  willful  majority  to  the 
Senate,  composed  almost  entirely  of 
Democrate,  thwarted  the  desh^  of  this 
administration  for  the  revisions  which 
had  been  sought.  Conservative  Demo- 
crate and  the  so-called  Uberal  wing  of 
that  party  united  for  vastly  different 
reasons  to  kill  the  changes  which  had 
been  recommended. 

Notwithstanding  this  setback,  there 
were  several  acoompllshmente  in  the  field 
of  labor  relations.  Including  such  enact- 
mente  as  extended  coverage  under  the 
unemployment  compensation  program; 
improved  system  of  vocational  rehabili- 


totitm  for  the  physically  disabled  and 
*»*ndlcapped;  Uberaliaed  beneflte  under 
the  Railroad  Reth^nent  Act:  and 
strengthening  of  the  Stete  unemploy- 
ment tax  systems. 

AOUCULrOBB 

After  extensive  hearings  and  long  de- 
bate on  the  floor  of  both  Houses,  the 
agriculture  bUl  providing  flexible  price 
supporte  of  82.5  to  90  percent  of  parity 
on  basic  crops  was  passed.  This  is  a 
start  toward  givtog  back  to  ovu-  fanners 
some  of  the  economic  freedom  token 
from  them  by  previous  administrations 
through  the  rigid  high  price  support 
policy. 

Other  enactmente  by  the  administra- 
tion and  Congress  to  help  the  farmer 
were  meastu-es  to  move  surplus  farm 
producte  from  storage  to  the  teble  of 
the  consumer;  off-farm  and  on-farm 
gram  storage  was  substantially  tocreased 
so  that  price-support  operations  could 
be  rendered  more  workable;  REA  loan 
f imds  were  extended ;  conservation  work 
on  soil,  water,  and  forests  was  intensi- 
fied; there  was  assistence  to  drought- 
stricken  farmers;  cotton  farms  were 
aided:  agricultural  research  expanded: 
and  the  Department  of  Agriculture  was 
reorganized  to  give  farmers  better  serv- 
ice and  to  cut  down  overhead  so  that  a 
greater  portion  of  Agriculture  Depart- 
ment appropriations  will  directly  bene- 
fit farmers. 

BOOAL  asctTKrrr,  health,  and  wzlfakx 
As  Republicans,  we  can  look  with 
pride  on  the  positive  action  teken  to 
this  field.  The  liberalization  of  the  So- 
cial Security  Act  is  perhaps  the  major 
achievement. 

Coverage  under  this  act  was  broad- 
ened, adding  10  million  citizens  to  the 
eligibility  rolls  who  were  not  previously 
covered.  This  list  includes  farmhands, 
domestic,  and  self-employed  workers. 
The  new  act  also  tocreases  beneflte  for 
the  more  than  6  million  people  now  en- 
titled to  and  drawing  beneflte. 

Moreover,  the  Republican  Congress 
and  administration  extended  aid  for 
school  construction;  authorized  the  Of- 
fice of  Education  to  cooperate  to  research 
and  surveys  looktog  to  general  improve- 
mente  to  our  educational  system;  grant- 
ed Federal  money  to  the  Stetes  to  help 
build  diagnostic  and  treatment  centers, 
rehabllitetion  faciUties,  and  nurstog 
homes;  expansion  of  the  voeattonal  re- 
habllitetion plan:  tocreased  the  power  of 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  for 
the  protection  of  the  pubUc;  and  ap- 
proved programs  for  home  construction 
loan  guaranties,  slum  clearance,  and 
commimlty  rehabiUtetion. 

rsaaoMAL  accomwjmimkjii^ 
Because  of  the  highly  industrialized 
economy  of  our  Stete,  and  particularly 
of  our  own  Fifth  District,  the  develop- 
ment and  furthering  of  industry  and 
employment  is  without  question  the  area 
to  which  most  of  my  time  and  energies 
have  been  directed  during  my  four  terms 
as  your  Congressman.  I  have  always 
felt  that  not  only  must  our  i'-g<«Hng  busi- 
nesses be  given  all  possible  ato  and  en- 
couragement but  it  Is  of  equal  impor- 
tance to  the  prosperity  and  well-being  of 
the  Stote  that  new  industries  be  toduoed 
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to  locate  to  our  midst  and.  by  so  doing. 
create  new  employment  opportunitiea  for 
our  people.  I  have  attended  Innumer- 
able meetings  and  conferenom  to  Con- 
necticut and  Washington  for  the  purpose 
of  fostering  business  and  enH>toyment  to 
the  district.  Meettogs  v^th  manufac- 
turers, union  members,  small-bustneas 
men,  civic  groups,  and  Government  ofll- 
cials  all  contributed  to  a  better  under- 
stending  of  mutual  problems  whose  so- 
lution will  benefit  all  of  us. 

I  initiated  two  proposals  during  this 
session  of  Congress  which  are  aimed  at 
increasing  the  general  prosperity  and 
employment  of  all  our  people.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  these  proposals  are  fa- 
miliar to  most  of  you,  but  I  will  run  the 
risk  of  betog  repetitious  and  nyention 
them  again  very  briefiy. 

You  will  remember  some  months  ago 
I  advocated  that  the  Government  should 
give  serious  consideration  to  an  indus- 
trial educational  program  to  conjunction 
with  national  defense  by  placing  Gov- 
ernment contracte  now  in  those  defense 
plante  which  under  the  Government's 
war  plans  would  be  used  for  the  produc- 
tion of  war  materieL  This  would  have 
the  dual  result  of  keeping  our  highly 
slcilled  workers  employed  and.  at  the 
same  time,  would  encourage  the  training 
of  other  workers  to  operating  and  main- 
teining  the  modem  complex  mttchlnery 
which  makes  up  our  todustrlal  might. 
With  the  advent  of  the  atomic  age,  this 
training  assumes  even  greater  Impor- 
tance. I  have  been  assured  by  the  Office 
of  Defense  Mobilization  that  a  review  is 
betog  maintatoed  of  all  todustries  to 
which  the  loss  of  critical  skllLs  is  threat- 
ened, and  whenever  this  occurs  the  ODM 
will  attempt  to  devise  measures  to  pre- 
serve these  skills.  In  this  connection* 
the  Defense  Department,  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  and  the  Maritime 
Commission  have  been  ordered  to  select 
defense  facilities  which  should  be  mato- 
tatoed  to  the  fullest  extent  possible. 
This  move  will  cover  Industries  wtiich 
produce  over  1.000  miUtary  items,  and 
the  c(xitracte  to  be  let  will  amoimt  to 
several  hundred  milUon  dollaiv  a  year. 

The  preservation  of  our  industrial 
mobilization  base  assures  ther^  will  be 
no  industrial  Pearl  Harbor  to  tlie  event 
of  miUtery  action,  and  It  fiirther  en- 
visions a  practical  and  comprehensive 
program  for  the  retention  of  the  skills 
so  laboriously  learned.  The  practical 
application  of  this  policy  lias  already 
been  demonstrated  in  the  case  of  the 
wateh  industry,  where  it  was  feared  that 
tariff  reductions  had  brought  about  a 
serious  decUne  to  the  employment  of 
very  necessary  skills  for  the  national 
defense.  Connecticut  has  thus  bene- 
fited already  from  the  program  which 
parallels  my  poUcy  recommendation  to 
the  Executive  Office  of  the  President 

The  President  has  also  reeogniaed  tlie 
corollary  problem  concerning  our  lack 
of  sdentiste  and  engtoeers  and  has  ap- 
pototed  a  committee  at  the  Cabtoet  level 
to  study  ways  and  means  of  encouraging 
our  young  people  to  pursue  hi^Aier  tech- 
nical and  scienUflc  studies  in  our  ooOeges 
and  universities. 

The  second  propoaal  Is  the  esCaliHili- 
Bent  of  an  atomic  reactor  pluit  to  oar 
area,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Atante 
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ilidiBrtid.«M  ft  «!I1  pi9  the 
t  Iha^lNiiUDnc  of  »  con- 
■  Mid  Wk  ?*^f1fHT  pffwftiitiant. 
lEftii  flnit  vtttOig  tautmBf  to  algn  such  a 
mmtruik  wXh  tbe  ASC  is  in  Plttdrnzsh. 
^a»  9ii&t  iriP  be  flntthed  In  1857  and 
ygl  >a  eeneUe  of  tamtaff  out  60.000 
jEBnmttl  of  deetrljdt7»  or  enough  for  a 
dS9  xtjnfitn  people.  Such  a  plant  In 
0ar  MM  vodid  ptoflde  Increeaed  emirtoy- 
JanEtopportUBitieB.  as  it  is  doing  in  the 
Flfiliiiuili  Ana*  and  voold  also  be  tbe 
fteit  Blep  In  attraettng  new  induetrlee. 
IkMbooma  ua  to  kMe  no  time  in  podiing 
ftala  nroiie^  to  an  earlr  oomptetion. 

I  law,  daring  tbe  past  2  yean,  con- 
tttemet  tof  usual  poMcar  of  advocating 
tsiii^UiB  tartfb  f or  oommoditics  manu- 
itatflanAin  oar  district  to  offset  unfair 
uuBUietmo«tt[y  foreign  goods  which  un- 
deisen  tbe  American  market  thztnii^uae 
"Of  ilm  and  low-wace  labor.  FOr  that 
ngaoai,  I  voted  against  tbe  extension  of 
tfaB  Bjjdmucal  Trade  Agreements  Act. 
In  ailrtttlwi^  I  have  made  countless  rep- 
ifgiiilaHwis  before  the  Tariff  Commis- 
•sAcm  regarding  higher  taxifls  on  Swiss 
.vsld|BB.,wlileh  rates  were  recently  raised 
tyltie  Rerident:  bicycles;  wood  screws. 
'Pbn.  and  many  other  commodities  of 
■loealABportanee.  I  assisted  in  getting 
IecMI|tian.i)asnd  yi<HTTg  a  loophole  In 
tbe  ]«ir  wbiofa  had  permitted  the  impor- 
tattan  d  rubber-soled  footwear  that  was 
uafalily    compettng    with    our    local 


Tbe  wcO-belag  of  our  pecsde  H«T^ndB 
abaoet  eampleteiy  imon  the  protection 
4tf  Jdhi  in  industry.  Hie  safeguards  we 
lia«»  jteced  In  State  and  Federal  law  to 
assure  fair  wages  under  good  working 
oortdttinos  ara  bting  subverted  l^  the 
dottinatloo  of  inuxirted  goods  in  the 
Anaexiean  nautet.  Without  assurance 
of  a  aales  i^lace  for  tbe  products  our 
w«rtdng  peq;ae  manufacture,  the  pro- 
gressive labor  legislation  under  which  we 
operate  would  be  useless.  Job  opportu- 
id^  are  being  lost  and  wages  depleted 
by  JUirig  prefermces  which  serioudy 
lower  tbe  production  of  goods  in  our 
indastrial  plants.  I  am  devoted  to  the 
program  of  enhancing,  not  retarding,  the 
iProduetlon  and  sale  of  Connecticut- 


I  found  that  legWatton  passed  for  the 
beneflt  of  industry  in  Guam  was  being 
ueed  as  a  means  of  circumventing  the 
cartom  laws  of  the  United  mates  by  the 
traniiblpnient  of  ^foreign-made  goods 
through  Guam  to  the  United  Statee.  I 
introduced  legislation  to  correct  that  sit- 
oation.  I  feel  that  in  pursuing  this  pol- 
icy on  tariff  matten,  I  am  protecting  the 
welfare  and  economic  UveUhood  of  tbe 
people  I  represent. 

Tbe  evening  ct  the  new  veterans'  hos- 
pital at  West  Haven  last  year  was  a  great 
aathrfaction  to  those  of  us  who  had 
worked  so  diliswntly  for  its  estabUsh- 
■Mnt  Bowever.  I  am  stUl  distressed 
that  so  many  of  our  Connecticut  vet- 
ecans  who  need  mental  trcatmmt  are 
not  able  to  secure  this  treatment  in  vet- 
erans' hospitalB  within  our  own  State. 
OBOieqasntly.  I  latrodueed  Iwidation  in 
tUs  seasioB  whidi  db-eeted  the  Veterans' 
Administration  to  surv^  the  300-foed 


veterans'  hospital  at  Newlngton  tor  tbe 
purpose  ot  converting  this  f  acil^  into 
a  neuropsychiatric  hospital  exdislvely 
for  veterans.  This  move  has  tbe  dupport 
of  all  veterans'  organizations  in  tte  State 
and  I  intend  to  pr^s  for  the  survey  and 
subsequent  favorable  action  ear^  next 
session. 

I  was  aUe  to  secure  an  approiil-lation 
of  $400,000  during  this  session  lor  the 
dredging  ai  the  Housatonie  River.  One 
of  the  advantages  which  will  residt  from 
this  operation  will  be  the  deUvery  bf  coal 
by  barge  to  the  power  companies  pn-oduc- 
ing  electricity.  Under  Connecticut  law, 
the  savings  in  teansportation  costs  will 
be  immediately  reflected  in  the  oheaper 
rates  charged  consumers. 

Since  the  original  passage  of  the  Pat- 
terson Copper  Act  of  1947.  extensions 
have  been  ^rranted  which  are  now  efTec- 
tive  until  Jime  30, 1956.  So  great  a  por- 
tion of  our  working  force  is  concentrated 
in  the  copper  and  brass  industries  that 
an  unimpeded  flow  of  copper  is  eaaential 
for  a  healthy  economy  in  the  Fifth  Dis- 
trict. The  saving  in  cost  of  copper  ore 
through  the  Patterson  Act  enables  our 
plants  to  compete  more  readily  with  fab- 
ricators in  other  areas.  In  the$e  two 
ways  the  workers  of  the  Fifth  District 
have  materially  benefited  by  its  passage 
and  extension. 

A  goodly  number  of  textile  firais  are 
located  in  Connecticut,  some  of  them  in 
the  Fifth  District  The  provisions  of  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act  would  have  in- 
jured these  o];>eratlons,  although  there 
was  no  intent  on  the  part  of  Congress  to 
Interfere  with  the  manufacture  of  stand- 
ard textiles.  Without  in  any  way  ren- 
dering ineffective  the  standards  of  safety 
In  the  act,  changes  proposed  by  jxm  were 
adopted  by  the  Congress.  Thus,  the  con- 
tinued operation  of  Connecticut  textile 
mills  was  assured. 

I  also  sponsored  legislation  f ^r  the 
benefit  of  our  veterans  such  as  the  giving 
of  Government  emplosrment  preference 
to  the  children  of  veterans  whose  lives 
were  lost  in  active  duty;  a  sliding  scale 
of  service  for  doctors  and  dentists  hav- 
ing World  War  n  military  service  and 
currently  being  recalled  to  active  duty; 
a  10-pereent  increase  in  the  retirement 
pay  of  disabled  veterans;  and  the  ap- 
pointment bf  female  nurses  in  the  Na- 
tional Guard. 

Of  direct  interest  to  all  taxpayers  In 
Connecticut  is  legislation  I  Introduced 
in  the  House  which  would  allow  the  col- 
lectlcn  of  tolls  on  federally  aided  super- 
highways as  is  now  possible  on  federally 
aided  bridges.  This  would  stop  the  gen- 
eral levying  of  State  taxes  to  pgy  for 
these  highways.  Action  has  already  been 
taken  to  asstire  this  type  of  financing  for 
the  Kllllngly-Greenwich  Expressway. 

The  increased  number  of  tragedies  re- 
sulting from  the  entrapment  of  children 
in  discarded  refrigerators  and  Iceboxes 
brougJit  this  problem  to  national  atten- 
tion. To  gtiard  against  future  cases  of 
this  kind,  I  introduced  legislation  to  re- 
quire Inside  latehes  as  standard  4q\ilp- 
ment  in  the  manufacture  of  refrigera- 
tors. Hearings  in  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress on  this  measine  brought  together 
representatives  of  firms  manufacturing 
these  items  and  those  of  an  inventive 
mind  who  had  devised  systems  for  ^ape 


from  refrigerators.  Most  ,aasurediy, 
much  good  will  result  from  these  meet- 
ings. 

I  was  successful  in  securing  Extensions 
of  mail-service  delivery  routfes  in  the 
Fifth  District,  and  obtained  a  supple- 
mental appropriation  for  extra  clerical 
help  in  the  Bethlehem  post  ofl}ce  to  per- 
mit Christmas  mailings. 

In  addition  to  answering  vblumlnoxis 
correspondence  on  legislative  matters, 
my  office  has  processed  Tjnlim]|ted  inqui- 
ries of  a  more  personal  natu^  relating 
to  veterans'  compensation  and  Insurance 
claims,  immigration  cases,  selective  serv- 
ice and  military  personnel  problems,  and 
many  other  matters  of  the  u^ost  Im- 
portance to  the  people  concerned. 

In  conclusion,  may  IsM^that  the  elec- 
tions this  year  will  determine  whether 
President  Eisenhower's  program,  en- 
dorsed by  a  large  majority  of  oUr  citizens, 
will  go  forward  to  completion.  This  elec- 
tion win  determine  whether  the  historic 
record  of  Republican  accomplishmenta 
since  January  1953  will  be  contilnued— or 
whether  It  will  be  sabotaged  and  defeated 
by  a  hostile  Congress.  It  is  the  duty  of 
every  voter  to  make  this  decision  ac- 
cording to  his  own  conscience. 

My  service  in  the  Congress  has  been 
rewarding  in  the  spiritual  sense,  as  I 
have  had  the  opportimlty  to  meet  thou- 
sands of  you  wonderful  people.  an<Lhave 
gained  satisfaction  from  the  thought 
that  I  have  been  able  to  serve  as  your 
Representative  in  our  National  Govern- 
ment. I  am  particularly  probd  of  my 
association  with  the  83d  Congress,  one 
which  accomplished  much  for  the  good 
of  America.  Please  feel  free  to  call  upon 
me  or  my  office  for  any  service  which  I 
may  be  able  to  render. 


They  Cafl  It  Old-Afe  Sectrfty 

EXTENSION  OF  REMAjtKS 
or 

HON.  THOMAS  J.  LAflE 

or  iCASSACRTrszrra 
IN  THK  HOUSE  OF  REPRKSEN^ATTVXS 

Friday,  August  20, 1954 

1ST.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  unider  leave 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  tlicoao,  I 
wish  to  Include  my  statement,  which 
reads  as  follows: 

TBxT  Caix  It  Oto-Ata  f^v^>$nr 
There  has  been,  and  will  oontiaue  to  be. 
In  thl£  election  year  much  beating  of  guzna 
and  druma  concerning  the  pauagt  ot  a  bill 
to  improve  out  aoclal-Mcurlty  ayiiem. 

They  forgot,  howeTer,  to  ask  ^bout  tbe 
reactions  of  those  affected  by  tb|s  legisla- 
tion, those  already  trying  to  eke  o«t  a  Uvlng 
from  old-age  and  surrlTors  Inmyanc*  and 
old-age  assistance. 

Their  answer  woiild  be,  "Disappointment.** 
After   all   the   political   oratory  ihas   gone 
with  the  wind,  we  find  that  the  avefage  bene- 
fit to  those  now  on  the  rolls  will  be  increased 
by  the  munificent  sum  of  $1.60  a  week. 

At  a  time  when  the  doUar  Itself  la  but  a 
ghost  of  its  fcomer  purchasing  po^er. 

Of  coiirse  we  were  pleased  to  isee  man 
potential  beneficiaries  brought  Knder  tiM 
coverage  of  tbe  act.  It  Is  encoitaglag  to 
note  that  the  amount  of  income  Itbat  may 
be  exempted  from  benefit  calculations  baa 
been  raised.    These  and  other  sliglst  renora- 
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tlona  are  tigziM  of  progreas.  snaU-UJce  though 
tbey  be,  pointing  toward  the  distant  day 
when  aU  Amerloans  wm  be  oovwred  ade- 
quately. 

Our  Immediate  reapoasfbility,  however,  la 
to  those  now  e6  or  oUar  who  most  Uve  today: 
who  cannot  eat  and  clotbe  tbemaelvea  and 
find  shelter  on  jwnmlsas  tbat  tbe  future  holds 
in  store. 

Tbey  need  help  now. 

The  admlnlstrstton  has  failed  to  exercise 
tbat  leadership  whleb  could  provide  real  in- 
stead of  shadow  benefits. 

It  cannot  uiKlerstand  why  «•  do  not  re- 
joice because  the  benefits  for  those  at  the 
bottom  of  the  list  have  been  increased  from 
$25  to  $30  a  month.  It  m«^int»in«  correct- 
ly— and  aooordlng  to  mathematics — ^that 
this  is  an  Increase  of  30  percent;  conven- 
iently forgettlrg  that  some  States  will  con- 
fiscate this  gain  when  It  appUes  to  those 
who  must  seek  old-age  asrtstance  to  supple- 
ment tbelr  meager  oM-age  and  survlvon 
Insurance  benefits. 

I  repeat:  TThe  average  increase  for  all 
beneficiaries  amounts  to  $0  per  month." 

Lodes    like   eomethlng.    on   paper. 

But.  did  any  member  of  this  administra- 
tion go  down  to  the  comer  groceiy  store 
and  see  what  be  could  get  for  fC,  and  spread 
this  over  a  month? 

Tb  an  older  p<erson  trying  to  keep  bla  bead 
above  water  wtth  no  other  naeans  of  sup- 
port. $73  a  yetir  extra  doesnt  make  much 
difference.  A  cheap  suit,  a  pair  of  cardboard 
shoes,  and  a  few  more  loaves  of  bread. 
That's  aU. 

Organiaatlonfl  like  the  National  Pension 
FederaUon  have  been  waging  a  valiant  fight 
to  correct  this  shameful  Injusttoe  toward 
the  aged,  whom  we  should  honor  and  reapect. 

There  is  no  reason  in  the  world  why  we. 
the  most  prosperous  Nation  on  earth,  cannot 
do  more  for  our  aenl^^^ttsens. 

We  act  like  siiendthrlf ts  where  foreign  aid 
Is  concerned  acd  like  misers  when  it  comes 
to  our  own  pec  pie. 

Uberal  Oongieasmen  in  both  parties  are 
fighting  against  this  contradiction.  We  know 
that  the  United  States  wlU  be  strong  and 
secure  only  to  the  extent  that  it  bxiUds  secu- 
rity for  aU  of  its  people.  Tben,  and  only 
then,  can  we  expect  others  to  follow  the 
example  of  our  leadership.  We  cannot  preach 
to  the  world  when  we  neglect  the  deserving 
In  otir  own  hoTneland. 

With  unflagging  seal  we  must  wcvk  to  put 
life  into  the  8(x:lal  Security  Act  ao  that  it 
will  provide  at  least  $100  a  month  to  bring 
freedom  from  worry  and  want  to  aU  of  the 
oldsters  in  our  ranks. 


A  Tra>ite  to  tbe  Hoaerabk  Cari  T.  Cvtis 


EXTENSION  OF  REAiAREB 

HON.  niOMAS  A.  JENKINS 

or  OHIO 

IN  TBS  HOU3K  OT  BSFBB3KNTATIVKS 

Fridcjf.  Auffust  20.  1954 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Ur.  Speaker,  as  thli 
2d  sesslcm  of  the  83d  Congress  draws 
to  a  close,  I  would  like  to  pay  tribute 
to  the  Honmable  Caxi.  T.  Cuktis.  of  the 
1st  Congressional  District  of  Nebraska. 
When  the  SAxh  Congress  convenes  in 
January  1955.  Mr.  CuiTis  wlU  no  longer 
be  in  our  midst  as  a  ctdleague.  Instead, 
Mr.  CUBTis  WlU  be  in  the  United  States 
Senate  as  the  Junior  Senator  from  the 
great  State  of  Nebraska. 

I  have  watched  with  interest  Mr.  Coi- 
ns' career  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives since  he  was  first  elected  to  the 
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7<th  CoDgzeH  and  took  offloe  on  January 
3, 1939.  During  much  of  the  intervening 
16  years.  Mr.  Cuins  and  I  have  served 
togetlier  on  the  C(nunittee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

I  need  not  recite  to  the  membership 
of  this  body  the  fact  that  Mr.  Cdktxs 
has  distinguished  himsdf  by  his  out- 
standing record  of  accompllshnaent 
Mr.  Cuans  is  perhaps  our  vaost  able 
authority  on  social-security  legislation. 
During  this  Congress  h:  has  served  as  a 
chairman  of  a  Subconunittee  on  Social 
Security.  This  subcommittee  has  made 
a  nsajor  contribution  to  the  development 
of  the  social-security  amendmente  of 
1954.  Mr.  CmtTis  is  also  an  eminent  tax 
authority  and  has  been  the  author  of 
many  provisions  in  our  Federal  tax  laws 
which  have  aided  farmers,  businessmen, 
and  labor. 

Mr.  Cuans  has  always  served  Ne- 
braska well;  he  has  also  abl^r  filled  his 
responsibUities  to  the  people  of  the 
United  Stotes.  The  people  of  the  enUre 
State  of  Nebradca  could  make  no  better 
choice  in  selecting  for  its  United  States 
Senator  the  man  that  the  people  of  the 
First  Congressional  District  of  Nebraska 
have  elected  to  represent  them  in  the 
United  States  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  eight  consecutive  terms. 

As  Caki.  Curtis  leaves  the  House  at 
Representatives.  I  am  certain  that  he 
will  take  to  his  new  responsiblUties  as 
Senator  the  same  attributes  of  integrity, 
industry,  and  ability  which  he  has 
brought  to  his  duties  in  the  House  of 
Representatives. 


Attack  ea  CaUferaia  Is  Desigacil  To  De- 
ceive Ceagresi  ami  Dchide  Taxpayers 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  HARRY  R.  SHEPPARD 

or  cALxroaiTiA 

XM  THX  BOUBK  OF  BEPRXSENTATIVE3 

Fridav,  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  a 
number  of  years  various  spokesmen  of 
several  Colorado  River  Basin  States  have 
continued  a  slanderous  and  malevolent 
campaign  against  water  agencies  and 
officials  of  California. 

I  suspect  that  one  ptuix>se  of  these  ill- 
advised  assaults,  in  addition  to  injuring 
Oftllf  omia,  is  to  delude  the  residents  of 
certain  other  States,  chiefly  those  of 
Colorado,  Utah,  Arizona,  Wyoming,  and 
New  Mexico.  The  officials  of  these  States 
have  found  it  necessary,  on  several  recent 
occasions,  to  invent  excxises  for  their 
own  shortcomings.  They  have  stormed 
Tip  Capitol  Hill  with  fantastic  and  costly 
water  and  power  projects,  only  to  find 
themselves  imable  to  browbeat  Congress 
into  approving  them. 

In  the  main,  these  projects  would  have 
Irreparably  damaged  the  economy  of  my 
State,  and  therefore  the  Representatives 
of  California  were  obliged  to  oppoBa 
them,  and  ttils  opposltiOD  provided  an 
escape  hatch  which  the  uroponents  of 
these  water  and  power  mtmstroslties  wel- 
comed.   What  better  way  was  thoe  in 


which  to  conceal  their  own  failures  torn 
the  pecqile  at  home  than  to  blame  Cah- 
forola?  California  tbe  water  hfoc.  CaJt*  . 
fomla  tbe  industrial  octopus.  CaUfonaia 
the  incomparable  water  thief.  Califer- 
nia  the  cunning.  CUif  omla  the  opuloU. 
California  the  agricultural  desiiot. 

Even  an  amateur  propaganittst  knows 
that  it  is  not  dl£Bcult  to  make  pwpit 
believe  that  something  big  is  wickeiL 
California  is  the  biggest  Oolorada  River 
Basin  State— biggest  in  sise.  in  wealth, 
in  population,  in  produeticm.  Persona 
who  make  it  their  life  work  to  avoM 
sound  reasoning  would  find  it  quite  con- 
venient to  charge  big  California  with 
being  impiously  wicked.  igT*»''<^Wy  is 
this  true  of  persons  who  must  devise  a 
Bxaokeatcrean  to  hide  their  own  dforta 
at  deception.  \^^ 

It  must  be  said,  however,  that  by  w* 
tue  of  ite  bigness  California  basbben 
able  to  withstand  these  nefa^^s  at- 
tacks and  to  assimilate  them  With  tha 
ordinarily  difficult  job  of  maint«<wfwy 
dignity,  iNiildiiig.  progesalng  and  pro- 
tecting ite  citizens,  while  at  the  same 
time  making  an  honest  living. 

The  truth  of  the  matter  is  that  since 
the  80th  Congress  there  has  been  an  in* 
tensive  drive  to  deprive  California  of 
Colorado  River  water  to  which  it  Is  le- 
gally entitled  under  oontracto  with  ttM 
Federal  Goverxunent,  contracts  that  woe 
authorized  by  Congress. 

But  long  before  tbe  80th  Congress, 
the  upper  basin  States  joined  the  State 
of  Arizona,  which  is  both  a  lower  and 
an  upper  basin  State,  in  attempting  to 
prevent  development  in  CaUfbmla. 
Arizona  led  a  concerted  fight  to  prevent 
the  building  of  Boulder  Dam.  The  up- 
per basin  States  Joined  Ariaona  in  bla^- 
malUng  California  into  paying  tribute 
for  their  permission  to  allow  the  great 
dam  to  be  constructed.  California  Is 
still  pasring  this  unjust  proteeHon 
money. 

Arizona  sent  ite  miUtia  to  stop  the 
construction  of  Parker  Z>am,  for  whlidi 
California  was  iiaying,  but  Congress 
quickly  put  an  end  to  that  nonsense. 
Three  times  Arizona  went  to  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  in  ite  frenzied* 
fight  to  prevent  California  progress,  and 
each  time  was  either  thrown  out  or  de- 
feated. 

The  Colorado  Basin  States  ganged  up 
against  California  to  force  through  the 
Senate  the  Mexican  Water  Tteaty.  Cal- 
ifornia stood  alone  against  this  Irra- 
tional scheme  which  deideted  irrepara- 
bly one  of  the  West's  greatest  natural 
resources.  California  warned  the  Ccdo- 
rado  Basin  States  that  they  would  suf- 
fer grievous  consequences  if  they  gave 
enormous  amounte  of  Ccdorado  River 
water  forever  to  Mezioo.  llioee  Statee 
today  admittedly  are  ruing  their  radi- 


The  Colorado  River  oompact  off  IMS, 
i^iich  Is  the  acknowledged  law  of  tbe 
river,  was  written  as  a  sevenpfitate  pact 
But  Ariaona  refused  to  rattfy  It^  and  the 
other  6  States  were  foceed  to  add*  K 
as  a  6-State  pact.  Rot  antll  19M.  wbea 
Ariaona  devised  a  achemr  to  ataal  laKge 
amounts  of  Calif oniiali  kgal  Aare  eC 
the  river,  dbl  Axteona  : 
in  being  a  member  of  Ibe  < 
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^-;^-,^'Ariw»Mi  hafledjfae  compaet  as 

H  t^RtM  OMICQ;  MM  TfUPCilMll  OH  tiM  dOOT 

ci  me  fMWfly  jBtrmep.  bonlnc  permls- 
tkiB  «»  come  In  sad  be  forslvcn. 
Whalher  AitmM  is  a  noBiber  still  re- 
iliaiBi  ft  questiflii  which  most  be  »n- 
•mnd  fe^  «he  Siq^vme  Court.  The  fact 
le  Utore  ti  ao  mnA  antmal  aa  a  seren- 
fitalwooftuwkl.  There  is  only  a  six-state 
Bat  ft  raUnv  hi  this  matter 
I  be  Biftde  bjr  the  Court. 
Tlw  eonpaot  was  intended  to  be  a 
baaHnslde  eovenant.  and  It  did  not  di- 
vide the  waters  of  the  river  between 
tBdlvidiiftl  Stfttes.  It  ereftted  ft  lower 
ftnd  fta  Wpcr  basin,  and  it  left  it  to  these 
basias  to  write  eonvaets  of  their  own. 
Thns  the  iqpper  basin  States  were  to 
cnaet  a»  acreement  amonc  themselves 
trtileh  would  divide  the  water  to  which 
thegr  were  cntltted  under  tlw  main  com- 
pact. The  same  procedure  was  to  be 
foOowsd  by  the  lower  baidn  States  of 
Cahfomia.  Mevada.  and  Ariaona. 

It  Xodk  tte  upper  basin  States  27  years 
to  negotiate  their  own  eoouiact.  and  ttie 
lower  basin  States  have  never  been  able 
to  agree. 

m  the  80th  Congress  Arlxona  tntro- 
dueed  the  central  Ariaona  project  bill. 
an  ladteUevable  vehicle  for  helptaKg  big 
landowners  to  get  richer.  For  years  Art- 
■OBft  hftd  been  destroying  its  under- 
ground watM'  xesourcee.  War-boom 
growers  wanted  to  omtinue  to  open  up 
mos«  deeert  land,  but  underground  water 
sowUes  were  swiftly  diminishing.  There 
was  on^  one  way  in  which  these  specu- 
latesa  eould  carry  on.  and  that  was  to 
take  water  froni  the  Colorado  River.  But 
ttiere  was  not  enough  wato:  in  the  river 
to  whlcb  ArtioDft  was  entitled  for  this 
scheme,  so  they  plumed  to  take  it  away 
from  Calif omla.  The  iq^per  basin  States 
thought  this  was  a  fine  Idea,  and  gave 
their  wholehearted  suMTmrt  to  Arizona. 
We  of  California  were  not  overly  en- 
thusiastic about  a  plan  to  open  our  back 
door  to  burglars.  We  said  so.  "Cali- 
fornia is  a  wat»  hog,"  screamed  Ariaona 
and  the  uppw  basin  States. 

At  ihia  time,  for  the  previous  25  years, 
CaUfomia  and  Arlacma  had  been  in- 
volved in  a  controversy  that  was  ob- 
viously insoluble  by  tuiy  means  of  their 
own.  Therefore.  California  in'oposed 
that  the  old  Colorado  River  controversy 
be  taken  before  the  Supreme  Court  for 
final  adjudication.  It  was  necessary  to 
get  the  permission  of  the  Congress  to  do 
thlSr  as  the  Fstteral  Qovemment  was  a 
required  party,  and  the  Gkivarmient 
could  not  be  taken  into  court  without 
congressional  permission.  "Proper  reeo- 
lutkms  were  filed  by  California  Iffem- 
bers  of  C<mgres8  for  the  purpose  of 
achieving  this. 

Aiisooa  ftnd  the  upper  bftsin  States 
descended  on  Washington  In  force  to 
block  these  resolutions.  Through  three 
Congresses  California  sought  vainly  to 
get  the  ecmtroversy  before  the  court,  and 
in  each  ODngreas  Arlzonft  and  the  upper 
basin  States  defeated  the  resolutions. 

It^mdd  be  mentioned  here  that  the 
proposed  central  Arisona  project  was 
also  def eftted. 

The  Arlaooft  speeukton  were  getUnc 
nowhere  fast  And  suddenly  they  re- 
versed their  course.  They  did  the  very 
thing  California  had  been  trying  to  do 


for  years.  On  August  IS,  1952,  thi  State 
of  ArlaonatMdc  the  lower  Colorsdo 
River  controversy  Into  the  Ekipreme 
Court  on  an  original  action.  It  Is  now 
tn  progress.  ^ 

The  suit  was  a  severe  shock  to  the 
upper  basin  States.  Their  old  crony 
Arisona  had  let  them  down  by  doing 
what  California  wanted  done.  $o  the 
only  thing  the  upper  basin  States  could 
do  was  to  howl  publicly  that  California 
had  tied  Arizona  up  in  the  Supreme 
Court. 

I  regret  that  my  esteemed  colleague, 
Congressman  Aspwall,  of  Colora()o,  saw 
fit  to  accept  the  false  statements 
emanating  from  professional  upper 
basin  California  haters.  In  the  Con- 
oaassiONAL  Rxcord  of  August  2«,  the 
gentleman  from  Colorado  IMr.  Aspin- 
allJ.  speaking  of  California,  stated: 

Thus  far,  she -has  her  sister  State  of  Arl- 
araia  tied  up  In  the  Federal  courts  abd  has 
patitloned  the  Court  to  blanket  all  of  the 
other  Colorado  Basin  States  Into  her  linen- 
washing  expedition. 

I  feel  certain  that  the  gentlemaa  from 
Colorado  [Ifr.  Aspinall]  is  aware  that  it 
was  Arizona  which  filed  the  Sigireme 
Court  suit  against  California,  with  the 
hearty  approval  and  assistance  of  his 
own  State  of  Colorado.  i 

It  is  quite  true  that  California  has 
petitioned  the  Court  to  make  the  States 
of  Colorado.  Wyoming,  Utah,  and  New 
Modco  parties  to  the  action.  The  suit 
asks  for  interpretations  of  basic  princi- 
ples of  the  Colorado  River  compatt  and 
for  decisions  which  would  affect  the 
rights  of  every  basin  State.  Thus,  It 
would  seem  reasonable  to  assume  that 
what  affecta  one  State  In  the  basin  "would 
affect  all  States  in  the  basin,  and  what 
applies  to  the  rights  of  one  State  would 
apply  to  the  rights  of  aU  States. 

Pbr  years  the  upper-basin  State*  have 
been  spending  midnight  oil  to  concoct  a 
scheme  for  develojmient  of  their  (water 
and  power  resources  at  the  expense  of 
others.  They  came  up  Capitol  Hijl  last 
year  with  a  proposal  that  ahnost  defies 
description,  if  Congress  thought  the 
central  Arizona  project  was  unbelievable 
in  itsscope,  its  ridlcxilous  financing,  and 
its  nefarious  concepts,  they  have  ndt  seen 
anything.  The  proposed  Colorado  River 
storage  project  was  simply  out  of  this 
world  by  comparison. 

I  shall  not  repeat  here  the  facts  tvhlch 
reveal  Uiese  projects  as  the  most  Mostly, 
infeasible,  and  unjust  schemes  ever 
placed  before  Congress  under  the  guise 
of  reclamation.  That  has  been  dode  nu- 
merous times  by  experts,  and  these  reve- 
lations brought  about  the  defeat  of  the 
projects.  Just  let  me  say  that  tha  cen- 
tral Arizona  project  would  have  cost  the 
taxpayers  of  the  Nation  more  than 
$2  billion  in  lost  Interest  alone.  The 
upper  Colorado  project  more  than  dou- 
bles that  flgiu^.  For  what?  For  some- 
thing that  is  totally  unnecessary  to  the 
economy  of  the  Nation. 

The  upper-lMisin  rangers  c£une  Into 
this  Congress  with  what  they  considered 
to  be  a  slick  program.  Plrst  they  put  up 
the  Fryingpan-Arkansas  project  as  a 
kind  of  test  bill,  it  was  comparatively 
small  itself,  but  It  was  In  reality  a  jfore- 
runner  for  a  gigantic  project  which 


would  take  a  million  acre-fe^  of  the 
piu-est  Colorado  River  water  cbmpletcdly 
out  of  the  t>asin,  never  to  be  recovered. 
If  they  could  get  by  with  ^t.  tl^y 
figured  Congress  would  swatow  any- 
thing. 

California  did  not  think  thftt  was  ao 
wise.     We  said  so. 

The  Fryingpan  slipped  thiiough  the 
Senate;  but  when  it  got  to  t^ie  House, 
aroused  Congressmen  from  numy  States 
prevented  it  from  getting  a  rUle  on  the 
floor,  and  it  died.  i 

Meanwhile,  the  upper  Colorado  proj- 
ect was  being  pushed  out  of  tpe  Senate 
and  House  Interior  Commlttlees.  The 
House  Rules  Committee  biUked.  and 
there  it  was  spiked.  Vain  efrorto  were 
made  to  pass  it  in  the  Senate^  Ita  de- 
mise took  place  on  the  Senate  floor  on 
the  last  night  of  the  session. 

Why?  Because  only  California  ob- 
jected? Not  at  all.  Senators  land  Con- 
gressmen from  other  States  were  not 
about  to  let  their  constltuenU  be  bur- 
dened with  a  gigantic  new  taxload. 
None  of  these  projects  could  pay  for 
themselves.  They  would  have  to  be  paid 
for  by  the  people  of  all  States,  and  mostly 
by  the  people  of  the  States  which  are 
the  largest  taxpayers.  That  Includes 
California. 

But  taxation  was  not  Califorfila's  only 
reason  for  opposing  these  projects. 
There  was  an  even  more  important  rea- 
son: these  projects  would  seriofsly  dam-* 
age  California's  rights  to  waters  of  the 
Colorado  River,  waters  which  California 
must  have  to  live  and  progress,  waters 
which  California  owns,  waters  that  Cali- 
fornia has  spent  hundreds  of  nmiions  to 
develop  and  to  bring  to  its  farms,  homes, 
and  industries. 

Because  California  has  defended  itself 
and  its  rights,  California  has  been 
branded  a  thief,  a  scoundrel,  ad  octopus, 
a  hog.  Because  California  has  refused 
to  pay  to  have  its  own  water  stolen.  Cali- 
fornia is  accused  of  trying  to  prevent  de- 
velopment in  other  basin  States.  How 
silly  can  you  get?  If  other  neighboring 
States  were  more  developed  Snd  were 
prospering,  California  would  benefit. 
But  must  California  ruin  its  oWn  econ- 
omy to  achieve  this  end? 

The  criticisms  of  California  by  my 
friend.  Congressman  AspiNAu.are  only 
the  latest  in  a  long  line.  There  have 
been  others  more  vitriolic,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  there  will  be  more  of  the  same. 
But  Mr.  AspiN ALL'S  words  have  a  familiar 
ring,  and  in  the  main  his  theme  la  typi- 
cal of  the  "blame  California  war"  that 
other  basin  States  have  been  canylng  on 
for  years  to  conceal  their  own  efforts  to 
fleece  the  taxpayers  of  the  Nation, 

All  of  the  terriers  snapping  at  itlie  Cali- 
fornia bear  charge  that  Callfolmla  has 
consistently  obstructed  or  opposed  the 
building  of  reclamation  projects  in  the 
upper  basin.  The  fact  is  that  California 
has  not  only  faUed  to  oppose  upper  basin 
development,  but  has  repeatedly  sup- 
ported such  development. 
Let  us  look  at  the  record: 
In  the  year  1940  the  Boulder  Dam 
Project  Adjustment  Act  was  adbpted  by 
Congress  with  the  active  supporij  of  CaU- 
fomia, and  its  delegation  In  both  Houses. 
That  act  provides  that  for  15  yeirs  there 
shall  he  paid  out  for  investigation  and 
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construction  of  projecta  located  exclu- 
sively in  the  upper  baaln  States — Colo- 
rado. New  liexioo.  Utah,  and  Wyoming— 
the  sum  of  $500,000  per  year,  a  total  of 
$7,500,000.  Further,  for  the  next  S5 
years  a  like  sins  each  year  shall  be 
equitably  distributed  for  the  same  pur- 
poses among  the  seven  States  ot  the  Col- 
orado River  Basin.  From  this  it  will 
foUow  that  at  least  another  eight  or  nine 
million  will  fall  to  the  share  of  the  upper 
basin  States.  This  money  Is  being  de- 
rived and  win  be  derived  from  the  rates 
p«id  for  power  produced  at  Hoover  Dam. 
Most  of  the  money  is  being  taken  from 
the  pockete  of  the  household  and  com- 
mercial power  users  in  California. 

These  provisions  of  the  act  were  not 
only  agreed  to  by  California  but  vigor- 
ously supported  in  Congress  by  the  CaU- 
fomia delegation.  They  confer  a  special 
benefit  upon  Uie  upptr  bcuin  States, 
which  have  these  funds  available  in  ad- 
dition to  their  fair  share  of  the  funds 
appropriated  to  the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion for  general  investigation  of  projecta 
throughout  the  West 

Furthermore,  in  each  and  every  one  of 
the  foUowing  named  projecta.  the  CaU- 
fomia representatives  on  the  congres- 
sional committers  voted  for  the  projecta 
and  either  supported  and  voted  for  them 
on  the  floor  or  permitted  them  to  be 
adopted  without  objection  by  unanimous 
consent  In  no  case  did  California  op- 
pose any  of  these  projects. 

Provo— Deer  Creek — project.  Utah. 

Mancos  project.  Colorado.  In  this  in- 
stance, the  Colondo  River  Board  of  CaU- 
fomia afllrmatively  sumwrted  reauthori- 
zation of  the  pro.ect  before  congressional 
committees  and  with  the  CaUfomia 
delegation. 

Paonia  project,  Colorado.  In  this  in- 
stance Califomiii  took  the  same  afllrma- 
tive  position  as  lii  the  case  of  the  Mancos 
project.  , 

Eden  project,  Wyoming. 

Weber  Basin  project,  Utah. 

Port  Sumner  project.  New  Mexico. 

Vermejo  project.  New  Mexico. 

Big  Thompson  project.  Colorado. 

California  officially  and  repeatedly 
Joined  with  representatives  of  other 
States  in  commfndlng  the  efforts  of  the 
upper  basin  States  to  come  to  an  agree- 
ment upon  an  upper  basin  c<mipact  and 
repeatedly  expnsased  the  hope  and  the 
beUef  that  they  would  be  aide  to  harmo- 
nize their  views  and  make  such  a  com- 
pact When  th€-  compact  had  been  made 
and  ratified  by  the  legislatures  of  the 
upper  basin  States,  it  came  here  for  the 
consent  of  the  Congress.  The  bill  sets  up 
certain  criteria  1  or  the  measiuement  and 
administration  cif  the  waters  of  the  upper 
basin  States  which  are  distinctly  differ- 
ent from  those  which  are  aniUcable  to 
aU  seven  Colonulo  Basin  States  under 
the  original  Colorado  River  compact  of 
1922. 

In  the  hearings  which  were  held  on 
the  upper  basin  compact  biU  before  the 
House  Committee  on  PubUc  Lands  repre- 
sentatives of  Califomta  appeared  and 
testified  (m  one  )x»int  only.  They  stated 
that  CaUfomU  had  no  mterest  what- 
ever in  how  the  umwr  basin  States  pro- 
posed to  handle  their  affairs  among 
themselves,  but  they  asked  that  It  be 


srystal  clear  that  the  action  of 
ess  should  not  be  taken  so  as  to 
interpret  or  vaiy  the  tons  of  the  origi- 
nal Colorado  Riva  Basin  Compact.  It 
developed  then  that  the  official  lepte- 
sentatives  of  the  upper  basin  States  dis- 
claimed having  any  such  idea  and.  quite 
haxmonkrasly.  language  was  agreed 
upon  between  CaUf  omta  and  the  upper 
basin  States  which  was  added  to  the  act 
and  prt^terly  preserves  aU  questions  of 
Interpretation  of  the  Colorado  River 
Compact  This  being  settled.  Calif  omta 
approved  the  passage  of  the  biU  and  it 
was  passed  on  the  Consent  Calendar  in 
both  Houses. 

Certainly  no  fair-minded  person 
would  consider  that  there  was  anything 
in  the  nature  of  obstruction  or  opposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  CaUfomia  in  these 
proceedings.  The  suggestion  made  by 
Oallf omta  was  promptly  and  frankly  ac- 
cepted and  agreed  to  by  the  upper  basin 
States  as  being  in  proper  order.  The 
biU  was  not  delayed  nor  was  it  jeopard- 
ized nor  lost 

There  should  be  an  end  to  irrespon- 
sible whisperings  that  Callfomta  has 
been  a  dog-in-the-manger  as  regards 
upper  basin  reclamation  projecta.  It  is 
not  true.   The  record  is  plain. 

Inasmuch  as  the  statement  of  Mr.  As- 
PXMAXx  reflecta  the  general  tenor  of  pre- 
vious attacks  on  California,  I  wish  to 
comment  briefiy  upon  it. 

Mr.  AsniiALL,  like  aU  the  others  before 
him,  says  he  "would  question  the  motives 
of  the  vociferous  memt>ers  of  the  van- 
guard operating  for  the  weU -oiled  and 
carefully  prepared  propaganda  barrage 
of  the  lower  basin." 

The  motives.  Mr.  Aspihall,  of  the 
Members  of  Congress  to  whom  you  refer 
are  simple  and  open :  they  are  to  preserve 
and  to  protect  the  vital  Colorado  River 
water  suppUes  of  Callfomta.  These 
water  suppUes  belong  to  California  by 
virtue  of  eontracto  required  by  Con- 
gress, and  California  presumes  that  the 
sincerity  of  Congress  is  not  to  be  ques- 
tioned. 

Mr.  AspnfALL.  in  his  statement,  be- 
moans the  fact  that  he  has  "no  trained 
lobbylsta  no  weU-heeled  spectalized 
groups  grinding  out  propaganda  for  my 
use.  I  have  no  battery  of  trained  engi- 
neers and  specialista  at  my  disposal." 

Is  Mr.  AsPXNALL  referring  to  of3cials  of 
the  water  agencies  of  Callfomta?  These 
agencies  are  poUtical  subdivisions  of  the 
State  of  CaUfomta  and  they  have  the 
power  to  tax.  Their  representatives 
come  to  Washington  to  help  Callfomta 
Members  protect  and  preserve  Callfor- 
nta's  water  righta  Is  Mr.  Aspzmall  re- 
fMTiDg  to  the  attorneys  for  these  agen- 
cies? Is  he  referring  to  the  engineers  of 
these  agencies? 

I  should  like  to  remind  these  attackers 
of  Calif  omta's  representatives  who  ccmie 
to  Washington  that  similar  offlcials  ap- 
pear regularly  in  Congress  from  all  other 
Colorado  Basin  States.  Attoniesrs  and 
engineers  from  the  iQiper  basin  States 
sg/KoA  a  great  deal  of  tisae  on  Capitol 
HiU  lobbying  for  their  own  projecta. 
Colorado  even  has  a  Federal  Judge  that 
wiU  taltt  off  for  Waddngton  on  short 
notiee.  leaving  his  Judicial  robes  scat- 
tered behind  him.  irtienever  there  is  aa 
(opportunity  to  assault  California. 


Uy  colleague  mourns  that  tha  upper 
basin  has  no  great  metropoUtan  areas; 
no  great  centers  of  industriaUaatlon. 

Is  that  the  tw^  of  OaUfomla? 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  that.  obIms  the 
underdog  upper  basin  can  obtain  pubUo 
sympathy,  "we  shaU  have  seen  superior 
poUtical  power  used  to  aqueeae  tadthaate 
benefits  from  people  of  a  deserving  ar«a 
so  that  the  greedy  can  hog  the  public 
trough." 

Is  Mr.  AsrarsLL  saying  that  Callfomta 
should  not  defend  itself,  should  not  pro- 
tect its  righta  and  its  cltiiemr  Is  he 
saying  that  CaUfomta  should  thraw 
away  bllUons  of  investmente  made  by  tte 
citizens.  Just  to  help  some  iippn  lisslit 
farmers  get  water  on  a  few  acres  of  high- 
altitude  sagebrush? 

Mr.  AspiNALL  says  that  Oalifonia  Is 
opposing  its  neighbors'  development  to 
fatten  ita  own  poUtical  nest,  and  that 
this  exptains  California's  proeUvity  "to 
hide  as  much  of  this  as  possible  be- 
hind the  cleanest  possible  skirta  that 
can  be  prostitated  for  this  end." 

Since  when  has  it  been  prostitution  to 
keep  burgtars  out  of  one's  house? 

The  central  Arizona  project  the  Fty- 
ingpan-Arkansas  project,  the  Colorado 
River  storage  project,  aU  are  designed 
to  steal  water  from  Callfomta,  water  that 
rightfully  belongs  to  Calif (MHita  under  le- 
gal mandate  approved  by  Congress. 
These  iHX)jeet8  would  seriously  daaaago 
Callfomta's  farms,  tumieo,  and  indus- 
tries. These  projecta  would^  xo^r  the 
foundations  of  bilUons  of  investmenta 
made  by  Calif  omta  oitiBens  ta  good  faith 
and  with  reUance  on  the  intsfrlty  of  the 
United  States  Oovemmeni 

Do  the  offlcials  and  represoitetives  <rf 
the  upper  basin  expect  Califnrnta  to 
stand  idly  by  while  ita  last  horse  is  betof 
stolen  from  the  bara? 

If  Arizona  and  the  upper  basin  SUtss 
want  to  develop  and  progirieii  a  ltd  I 
woidd  be  the  first  to  wish  them  weU  in 
this  respect — let  them  come  into  Con- 
gress with  proposals  that  are  foontfad 
on  sound  and  reasonable  principles.  If 
they  want  to  build  projecta.  let  them 
propose  projecta  that  need  not  tnjurs 
others  in  order  to  be  buUt  Let  them 
come  to  Congress  with  proposals  VbMX  do 
not  inflict  hardships  on  the  mtlre  Na- 
tion. liBt  them  not  ask  Congress  to  ap- 
prove schemes  that  benefK  a  few  Rocky 
Mountain  farmers  to  the  detriment  (tf  all 
other  farmers  thousands  of  miles  away. 
Let  them  not  ask  for  gigantic  gif to  from 
the  taxpayers  of  this  eanaXrj  to  grow 
morecnvsof  the  kind  that  are  abeady 
in  great  nirplus  and  heavily  subsidised. 

If  Ariaona  and  the  upper  baiSn  States 
want  to  build,  let  them  build  Justly  uid 
fairly  with  their  own  materials  and  not 
with  materials  that  others  have  aoqobvd 
by  indnstrlonsaess  and  f oretbooght 

n  Callfomta  is  Ug.  tt  is  beeause  CUI- 
f omta  has  builded  wisely,  has  paid  tts 
own  Way.  and  has  applied  Its  God-tlf«B 
awmtM. 

And  so  hdp  me.  I  for  osie.  Inlcnd  to 
protect  and  preaerve  what  CaUfflRda  haa 
dene.  I  shaO  eonthane  to 
aitmipt  to 
vantages  which 

Let 


that,  and  be  duty 


* 


I 

CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  4-  HOUSE 


Aiigust  20 


^aOmlmMtaimtAm 


pRTOIOlf  OP  REMARKS 

HOII.  IMHAS  A.  JENKINS 


91  tiB  Booai  OIP  bmfbssbntativki 
FrUlaif.  Avtnut  20. 1954 

iir.  WUUN&  Ur.  Speaker,  an  Im- 
Mvlpnl  part  of  the  RepubUcfta  tox  re- 
qpettop  praenua  wm  aoooa«>Uflhed  in 
tbt  Bute*.  Tmc  Redutttloo  Aet  of  It54. 
I^lils  kKidiittOQ  grmiiied  #1  btlUon  la  tax 
rdlef  to  the  Am«ieah  cetomaaiae.  As 
tus  «8d  OoofrwB  cones  to  a  dose.  I 
would  Uke  to  remind  my  ecdleagiiM  of 
what  we  aooompUsbed  In  tliis  major  «• 


doetloa  Aet  went  Into  effect,  niy  wife 
ixirehased  a  new  refrigerator,  i  When 
she  handed  the  money  to  the  saiesman, 
he  said,  "Oh,  yes,  I  must  refund'  to  you 
the  tax  reductimi  aUowed  under  Ibe  new 
law  iHdch  amounts  to  $22.50."    ' 

The  reduction  tn  the  admissions  tax 
was  particularly  essential  to  the 
of  smaD-theater  operators  thrdughout 
the  United  States.  These  sma|l-busl- 
Peee  nien  were  threatened  with  bank- 
mptey  if  the  20-percent  admissions  tax 
had  been  continued.  By  exemptli^  com- 
Pletdy  general  admissions  costing  50 
cents  or  less  we  have  assureflthat 
these  theaters  In  small  communities  will 
continue  to  provide  sometimes  tile  only 
form  of  ratertainment  available  In  the 
vicinity. 

The  fact  that  these  excise-tax  'reduc- 
tions will  enable  the  small  shopsL  thea- 
ters, and  businesses  to  continue  t«  oper- 


**Th?fwSa*1S^  needs  limited  us  tJtjSi'rthr.n'if ""** Sf ^^  '^'''^'*'^« 

in  the  artent  to  which  we  could  ^SJ  ^STe^ciS  TsSf^S^c.?fon  Aof  ^f  i  o.^ 

exdae  tax  rditf     'Jn  vto«  of  thu  f>^  excise  Tax  Reduction  Act  0t  1954 

SooSeS^  Se^TeduJS^to^  was  an  Important  step  in  the  Republl- 

pStSf^i^^rL^^,i£i^  can  Party's  record  of  making  gooj  on  its 

Dm^hTSfiJed^SS  ^JT^  campaign    promises.     Since    19|3    the 

2SS2ay^!?^SSf  fSSfS^  Democrats  have  imposed  or  in<ireased 

«StolO  i^S^t  tti^2??a?e?^  ^!^  °''  ^  different  classes  of  items. 

JST  S2S?"S ■  toSZSiS^?^  the  increases  in  regulatory  excises.    In 

ana  jong-oistanee  tele-  1932  the  revenue  yield  from  excise  taxes 


fun.  Jewelry. 

IdKXM  calls.  We  reduced  hy  one-third, 
trana  l§  pcvoent  to  lO  percent,  the  excise 
tanaoQ  sporttag  goods,  merhanlol  pen- 
cils aad  peDe»  BMcbanioal  lighters,  trans- 
portettak  pervteei,  and  local  telephone 
■erwlcea.  WO  have  removed  onUtely  the 
■xolse  taxes  on  general  admlsskHis  where 
the  cost  of  ttekHs  is  M  ccnte  or  lew.  We 
hyp  also  cut  in  half,  from  lo  percent  to 
5  percent,  the  excise  tax  on  electric,  gas, 
and  oil  appUances.  refrigerators,  and 
quick-freeae  units  of  the  household  type. 
The  andlaaces  on  which  the  reduced 
tax  rate  wiU  apply  included  such  thln^ 
as  stoves,  clothes  dryers,  dishwashers, 
eleetric  fans,  and  so  forth. 

The  effect  of  these,  excise  tax  cuts  is  to 
reduoa  Federal  receipts  from  excise  taxes 
by  $1  bllUmi.  This  means  that  the 
American  consumers  wlU  have  $1  billion 
of  addltl<mal  spmdlng  power.  The 
housewife  is  relieved  of  the  need  of  pay- 
lag  pxi^bitive  excises  on  articles  that 
are  essential  to  the  health  and  welfare  of 
her  fandly.  The  businessman  will  find 
that  these  retained  tax  savings  will  pro- 
vide his  ottstomers  with  the  means  of 
mtidng  additional  purchases  from  *!<>» 
Thus,  apt  cn^  have  the  dealers  bcneflt- 
~  ed  who  sail  articles  on  which  the  excise 
tax  rates  have  been  reduced  but  we  have 
also  found  that  other  dealers  have  bene- 
fited as  welL 

These  excise  tax  reducttom  took  effect 
April  1.  IBM.  and  beneficial  remits  have 
ah-eady  nuuiifested  themsehres  in  my 
State  of  Ohio  and  I  am  sure  in  every 
other  State  hi  the  United  Stotes.  Small- 
nu^MS  men  owning  Jewelry  stores, 
sporttng  goods  shops  and  drug  stores 
have  an  oxpressed  their  approval  of  this 
iauMTtaat  tax  reduction  legislation. 
ICaajr  housewives  have  also  told  me  otC 
<tf  how  they  are  now  purchasing  articles 
whioh  their  faniUes  have  needed  for 
years  tout  which  tbsgr  delayed  baying 
because  of  the  pcohlMtive  excise  tax 
rates.    Shortly  after  this  Exeise  Tax  Re- 


was  $450  million,  which  representted  ap- 


proximately 1  percent  of  out  natfrmai 
Income.  In  1952  the  revenue^eld  from 
excises  was  $9.8  billion,  which  repre- 
sented over  3  percent  of  oti  natimial 
income.  Thus,  the  Democratic  Party 
has  a  record  of  talking  about  tax  reduc- 
tion while  enacting  only  tax  Increases. 
The  Republican  Party,  on  the  other 
hand,  has  not  only  taiUced  iabout  tax 
reduction,  but  they  have  gifted  tax 
reduction. 

In  the  Excise  Tax  ReductW  Act  of 
1954  the  Republican  83d  Congress  and 
the  Eisenhower  administration  have  pro- 
vided an  additional  $1  billion  in  savings 
for  the  national  wage  earners  and  home 
buyers  to  use  for  the  things  they  want 
and  need.  I  am  proud  of  tl^at  record 
because  of  the  tax  saving  it 'means  to 
every  American  family. 

As  a  ranking  Republican  member  of 
the  tax-writing  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  and  as  a  member  of  the  House- 
Senate  conference  committee,  it  was  my 
privUege  to  participate  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  Excise  Tax  Reduction  Act  of 
1954.  This  very  substantial  and  signifi- 
cant start  in  Republican  tax  relief  will 
benefit  every  American  housewife,  busi- 
nessman, and  wage  earner.  There  fol- 
lows a  table  showing  the  ratfe  changes 
made  by  the  Excise  Tax  Redilctlon  Act 
of  1954  and  the  tax  savings  tlmt  are  re- 
sulting to  the  American  people: 


Excises  under  which  raUa  were  reduced  as  of  April  1,  I934 


Excise 


r 


Betellcfs'  excises: 

Fm.. 

Jewelry. ... " 

Luggage "I 

,     ToUet preparations l" 

ManufBctarers' excises: 

Eleetric,  oil,  and  gas  appliances. 


:r: 


Old  rate 


Percent 


Sporting  goods.     

Mecfaanical  pencils,  pens,  and  llebters' 
Electric  light  bulbs  and  tubes 

Cameras,  lenses,  and  film "'_[ 

Ptatob  and  revolvers....... 


Matches  (per  thousand) 

Cutting  oil  (per  fcaUon) !"! T' 

Miacelkucous  excises:  

Ixuig-distance  telephone,  leased  wires  etc 
Iwnestlc  telegraph,  cable  and  radio  dlspatih" 
Loctl  telephone 

Transportation  of  persons.lI" II "*"' 

Admissions:  *  '^' 

General,  over  ."50  cents .  . 

Oeneral.  M  cents  or  less.. I / 

Mtewllaneous  nonproflt  orpaniHJtions.il 
8afo  d^osit  box  rentals X 


Total. 

L__ 


CerUt 


30 

20 

a) 
» 

10 

'15 
IS 

•31 
•M 
11 


Rate  as  of 
Apr.  1,  IWM 


Ptrtent 


Per  tent 


2 

6 

25 
IS 
1.5 
15 

30 

au 
ao 
ao 


10 
10 
10 
10 

ft 
10 

10 
10 
lu 

10 


10 

10 
10 
10 

«I0 

0 

0 

10 


Taxnrbur 

in  flaeal  IWS 

(miUiona) 


m 


tan 
ion 

40 
65 

» 

8 
4 

SO 
15 


4 
1 

as 

125 
96 

146 

« 

S 

S 


MW 


wiS^^^SllTl^o'^r  "^  ^^  »'  '^' '°  ^  '«l"«^  '«  »«  percent  on  Apr.  1.1«M;  excludes  llshii 
'Negligible. 

!  ^ot  to  "«*ed  10  percent  of  manufacturers'  wice. 
— nd  h 


*  Negligible. 

!  »"*JSi"?*^  10  percent  of  manufacturers*  ».„. 
Eieludee  dog  and  horse  races,  cabarets,  cluff  dues,  and  Initiation  fees,  which  are  still  taxed  at  20  percent. 


equipment 
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HON.  CECIL  R.  KING 

or  ooiroaNiA 
W  IBB  BOUSB  OP  REPRESENTAT^^TES 

Friday,  August  20, 1954     J 

Mr.  KING  of  California.    Mr.  Spjaker 
as  we  come  to  the  close  of  the  83d  <  Con- 


our  17th  District  of  California.  Ptor  the 
past  12  years  I  have  had  the  prtvilegc  of 
serving  this  district  as  Its  Reprehentatlre 
In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  one 
of  the  most  populous  and  fastest  growing 
constituencies  in  the  Coimtry  frith  per- 
haps more  Industries  and  varied  prob- 
lems of  any  other  district.  It  includes 
two  of  the  Nation's  greatest  ports  of 
entry— our  Los  Angeles  Harbor'  and  our 
Los  Angeles  International  Airport— as 
well  as  a  major  portion  of  tUe  Navy's 


Army's  Port  MacArthur  at  Bah  Pedro. 


195  J^ 
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and  the  world-renowned  Catallna  Island. 
It  also  Includes  the  greatest  food-flsh 
producing  port  in  the  world;  the  greatest 
aircraft  production,  with  himdreds  of 
subsidiary  manufacturing  concerns;  one 
of  the  greatest  oil-refining  and  export 
centers;  one  of  the  greatest  shipbuilding 
centers  during  the  war;  and  is  one  of  the 
heaviest  industrial  areas  In  the  West. 
It  will  not  be  possible  to  discuss  in 
detail  or  even  touch  upon  all  the  bills 
considered,  or  the  unforttinate  contro- 
versies that  arose  during  this  session 
which  have  bi^n  amply  covered  by  the 
press  from  day  to  day.  As  a  member  of 
the  most  important  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means,  having  so  much  vital  legis- 
lation before  it.  Including  revision  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  as  well  as  the  Tax 
Revision  Bill,  the  83d  Congress  proved  a 
very  busy  one  for  me.  The  tax  revision 
itself  entailed  our  committee  hearing 
the  testimony  of  over  1,100  witnesses 
consuming  84  days  in  public  hearings 
alone,  and  the  new  law  comprises  over 
1,000  pages  of  several  thousand  sections. 
I  will  be  obliged  to  confine  my  report 
to  those  proposals  that  have  dealt 
largely  with  the  general  welfare  of  our 
people  and  in  which  my  constituents 
have  indicated  their  greatest  Interest. 

TAZATIOH 

The  tax-revision  bill,  originating  in 
my  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  has 
afforded  tax  benefits  which  have  been 
widely  publicized.  I  supported  the  ma- 
jor portion  of  the  revision  proposals, 
however.  I  was  not  at  all  satisfied  with 
the  meager  benefits  afforded  the  great 
proportion  of  our  citizens  earning  low  or 
moderate  incomes.  I  was  the  author  In 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  pro- 
posal to  grant  increased  personal  in- 
come-tax exemptions,  which  was  hotly 
debated  and  only  defeated  by  6  votes  in 
the  House,  204  to  210  and  by  but  3  votes 
In  the  Senate,  46  to  49.  It  Is  my  conten- 
tion that,  in  addition  to  the  much-needed 
tax  relief  this  amendment  would  have 
afforded  the  millions  of  moderate  and 
low-income  earners,  the  tremendous 
added  purchasing  power  would  have 
provided  a  marked  stimulus  toward  in- 
suring a  steady  economy  by  its  distribu- 
tion through  trade  channels. 

Several  of  the  bills  I  authored  were 
Incorporated  in  this  tax-revlslon  bill,  in- 
cluding increased  allowances  for  depend- 
ents. Increased  allowances  for  retired 
persons,  allowances  for  child-care  ex- 
pense, as  well  as  the  reduction  of  tax  on 
theater  admissions  and  the  legislation 
that  closed  the  loophole  through  which 
millions  of  dollars  In  Income  taxes  had 
been  avoided  in  the  past  on  Incomes 
earned  outside  the  United  States. 

I  also  supported  the  excise-tax  reduc- 
tions, but  am  dissatisfied  with  many 
phases  of  that  legislation  Inasmuch  as  it 
still  places  a  heavy  burden  on  the  house- 
holder and  merchandiser  by  retaining 
the  relatively  heavy  tax  on  many  home 
appliances  that  are  now  considered  es- 
sentials and  not  luxuries  in  the  modem 
home. 

The  principal  benefit  accorded  the 
average  taxpayer  is  the  10  percent  reduc- 
tion on  individual  incomes  voted  by  the 
82d  Congress  under  the  previous  admin- 
istration. 


■ociu,  BBcuurr 

The  Social  Security  Act  Is  also  under 
the  Jurisdiction  of  my  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means,  and  as  a  strong  advo- 
cate over  the  years,  I  was  in  accord  and 
supported  the  Improvements  and  worth- 
while revisions  that  were  made  in  the 
act.  There  were,  however,  a  number  of 
proposed  amendments  which  I  regret 
were  not  approved  by  the  committee. 
One  of  the  most  important  of  these  was 
the  Increase  in  earnings  allowed  retired 
persons  before  forfeiting  their  benefits. 

1  was  not  only  in  favor  of  raising  the  lim- 
it, but  introduced  legislation  and  advo- 
cated that  the  limitation  be  removed  al- 
together. I  am  also  the  author  and  have 
long  been  an  advocate  of  legislation  call- 
ing for  reduction  in  the  age  of  eligibility 
for  retirement  to  at  least  62  for  men  and 
60  for  women,  and  have  always  supported 
the  grants-in-aid  to  the  States  for  aid  to 
the  aged,  blind,  handicapped,  and  other 
victims  of  impoverished  circumstances. 

In  spite  of  the  strong  opposition 
through  the  years  to  the  social -security 
law,  and  the  prejudiced  attempt  to  tag 
it  as  a  form  of  "creeping  socialism,"  the 
law  is  now  an  integral  part  of  the  Amer- 
ican way  of  life,  and  the  sooner  it  Is 
perfected  and  established  on  a  sound 
actuarial  basis,  the  sooner  will  be  abol- 
ished the  fear  of  insecurity  in  later  life 
and  the  lifting  of  the  heavy  burden  of 
direct  relief  from  the  local  tax  rolls. 
What  greater  bulwark  against  commu- 
nism could  there  be  than  the  content- 
ment of  a  citizenry  assured  of  a  feeling 
of  security  they  have  earned  when  they 
reach  the  waning  of  their  productive 
years? 

FULL  XMPLOTMZNT 

Full  emplosrment  in  our  country  should 
be  one  of  the  paramount  aims  of  all  of 
us,  as  it  is  the  heart  and  strength  of 
our  country's  economic  well-being  to 
which  nothing  could  contribute  more 
than  a  continuing  healthy  business  cycle 
kept  alive  by  full  employment.  In  the 
Interest  of  those  temporarily  out  of  em- 
ployment, I  was  one  of  the  group  of  80 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives who  sponsored  a  proposal  to  lib- 
eralize and  revise  the  unemployment- 
compensation  benefits. 

XDUCATIOW 

America's  educational  needs  are  well 
known  to  every  parent  who  sends  a  child 
to  an  overcrowded  classroom  operating 

2  or  3  shifts  a  day.  They  are  well 
known  to  every  overworked  teacher 
responsible  for  handling  a  classroom 
jammed  with  children. 

I  have  been  an  active  advocate  of 
every  possible  aid  to  education.  One  of 
the  prime  problems  in  our  great  State 
is  the  extreme  overburdening  of  local 
educational  facilities  with  the  constant 
infiux  of  citizens  from  other  sections  of 
the  country — particularly  to  southern 
Califomia — which  will  require  continu- 
ous close  attention.  I  believe  that  every 
possible  incentive  should  be  offered  to 
the  teaching  profession,  particularly  In 
the  matter  of  adequate  compensation,  to 
encoiu-age  and  insure  the  i}erpetuation 
of  a  high  standard  of  education  in  our 
great  State. 

I  was  one  of  the  authors  and  sponsors 
of  the  legislation  enacted  that  has  eased 


the  tax  burden  on  oiu*  retired  teachers, 
and  later  retired  firemen,  policemen,  ^nd 
civil  servants  were  added  as  beneficiaries 
of  this  legislation.  A  number  of  school 
districts  in  our  area  have  been  Included 
In  the  program  of  assistance  to  schools 
m  crowded  defense  areas,  wtd  I  am 
pleased  to  have  been  Insibimiental  In 
having  obtained  Federal  funds  whteh 
eased  the  tax  burden  for  these  school 
districts. 


I  have  consistently  through  the  years, 
as  in  this  Congress,  supported  legislation 
in  behalf  of  our  veterans  and  their  de- 
pendents, their  benefits,  their  poialonB, 
their  hospital  and  medical  care.  The 
continuing  influx  into  southern  Cali- 
fornia of  veterans  from  all  areas  of  the 
United  States,  much  as  In  our  school 
situation,  continues  to  present  a  serious 
problem.  Leading  veteran  organiza- 
tions have  rated  my  voting  record  tn  be- 
half of  our  veterans  at  100  percent,  and 
I  shall  continue  to  work  to  ekpiedlte 
correction  of  the  Inadequacy  of  facili- 
ties for  their  benefit  and  comfort. 

8MAXX  BTJHXMmam 

It  has  always  been  an  imquestloned 
American  tradition  that  this  Govern- 
ment shall  aid,  counsel,  and  protect  the 
interests  of  small  business  In  order  to 
preserve  our  democratic  system  of  free 
competitive  enterprise.  With  the  disso- 
lution and  absorption  of  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation  and  the 
Small  Defense  Plants  Administration,  a 
great  number  of  Congressmen,  Including 
myself,  favored  legislation  to  create  lb 
new  permanent  independent  Small  msl- 
ness  Administration  with  the  para- 
mount duty  of  encouraging  and  assisting 
small  enterprises  in  peacetime  as  well 
as  in  any  emergency  period. 

Recognizing  the  importance  of  our 
small  businesses  in  defense-production 
efforts  and  the  national  economy,  I  have 
consistently  urged  reasonable  Federal 
a^istance  and  guidance  to  them 
throughout  my  congressional  service. « 
Our  small-business  firms  have  a  substan- 
tial employment  figure.  By  granting 
reasonable  help  to  keep  these  firms  going 
we  are  taking  safety  steps  in  the  pre- 
vention of  threatening  unemployment. 
I  have  assisted  in  the  establishment 
of  industries  in  our  area— both  large 
and  small — and  through  the  years  have 
devoted  my  best  efforts  to  aid  the  busi- 
nesses of  my  district  where  discrimina- 
tion or  other  inequitable  treatment  was 
evident,  and  have  succeeded  in  enacting 
corrective  legislation  for  their  relief. 

CONSKKVATTOM  AKD  HATCBAX.  MMmOVWDKB 

I  have  remained  alert  at  all  Umes  in 
my  determination  to  protect  and  pre- 
serve our  vast  national  forests  and  parks 
that  have  been  set  aside  fOT  the  en- 
jojrment  of  all  our  people,  to  insure 
against  the  incessant  attempt  at  en- 
croachment Iqr  special  interests.  I  am 
also  alert  to  the  attempts  of  certain  pri- 
vate power  Interests  to  acquire  for  per- 
sonal profit  the  remaining  great  water 
and  power  potential  of  the  West.  A  like 
concern  was  alerted  m  this  session  of 
the  Congress  over  the  partially  suooeaso 
f ul  attempt  of  certain  private  interests 
to  control  the  vast  peacetime  atomic- 
energy    program    of    our    Government 


cnKflU PCQrnM  at  nvrrat  r% xir\i  tci? 
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«9^Ub  «M  paid  for  ■»  deady  bj  fhe  peo- 
Slft  of  our  eountiy  vboae  equity  to  data 
III  ttali  pngxaoi  aapoonti  to  mora  tban 
lU  Umoo.  and  I  voted  to  protect  the 


'i 


I   i 


Bouttota  Cattfomia  has  heen  oon- 
frofitad  ihiee  the  turn  of  the  centory 
wUh  tha  problem  of  an  adequate  water 
flonplr.  Very  erttieal  oomidicatloiu  are 
now  prewcnting  ttiemaelves  due  to  the 
threatened  eneroachments  from  other 
States  tiia«  are  parties  to  the  Cotarado 
BlMT  aoBBpaet.  because  of  the  maehtna- 
ttana  <rf  land  peculators  and  promoters 
who  seek  to  deprive  southern  California 
of  its  cootiaetual  rlfhts  and  its  fair  share 
of  the  water  <tf  the  CokHTBdo  River.  Wa- 
ter rqawsents  to  the  pecH;>Ie  of  southern 
cailfonaia  a  basic  necestity  to  insure  the 
needs  ot  its  thriving,  evergrowing  popu> 
lation,  industry  and  agriculture,  and  I 
am  pleased  to  be  ooosidered  one  of  the 
leaders  in  the  Congress  in  the  fight  to 
protect  southern  California's  water 
rights. 


One  of  the  keen  disappointments  of 
this  aesskm  was  the  outcome  of  the  long 
and  vigorously  ddaated  proposal  for  pay 
InereasBS  for  our  postal  wotken  and 
other  Vaderal  employees.  IfeelourGov- 
fttunent'g  service  generally  has  suffered 
tn^r  due  to  the  Inadequacy  and  unat- 
traettvenesS  of  Federal  pay  scales,  and 
have  long  felt  tb^  were  entitled  to  a 
•ubstantial  increase  to  somewhat  com- 
pensate for  the  rise  in  Uving  costs.  I 
was  a  mmbet  of  the  group  in  the  House 
that  vigorously  supported  thii  enactment 
and  regret  that  after  ovowhelming  ap- 
proval in  both  the  House  and  Senate,  the 
Freslitent  saw  fit  to  veto  this  legislation. 
oomnmiaK 

Uy  constituents  will  recollect  that  in 
my  previous  report  to  them  I  covered 
quite  fully  the  legldatian  I  had  Intro- 
dueed  for  the  ontiawing  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  in  our  country.  Mybi]l.H.R. 
SMI.  was  the  first  totrodueed  in  the 
House  of  Bemcesentatives.  and  I  am  grat- 
ified that  the  major  provistfms  of  my 
MU  wera  ovenrtielmingly  approved  by 
both  the  Senate  and  the  House.  I  also 
voted  to  revise  and  extend  the  laws  re- 
lating to  espionage  and  sabotage. 

MASOORCS 

X  am  the  author  of  three  bilb  as  a  re- 
ault  of  eztenstve  study  and  conferences 
with  our  country^  Chief  narcotics  en- 
forcement authority.  Commissioner 
Harry  J.  Analinger,  the  details  of  which 
I  have  prevtously  reported  to  you.  As 
you  may  recall,  these  bills  are  designed 
to  augment  and  strengthen  tbe  enforee- 
BMBt  and  authority  of  the  enforcement 
oOoers  in  the  various  Adds  dealtog  with 
the  vielous  nareoties  mcnaee.  Because 
of  the  unprecedented  heavy  schedule  of 
theCSommtttee  on  Ways  and  Means,  also 
baTlng  jnrladlcUon  over  saeb  bUls.  we 

were  able  to  conduct  hearings  on  but  one 
gtfaCM  UDa,  which  was  approved  for 
pweentatkm  to  the  House,  imd  I  have 
been  assmed  that  early  heaiimo  will  be 
aecordad  the  ethos  foOowiiw  the  eon- 
ventatg  of  tbe  84th  Cox«xees  in  January. 


AMD  BCVELdnCZKT 

Harbor:  Our  Los  Angeles  Harbor,  serv- 
ing 7  million  people  of  southern  and 
central  CaUfomia  and  14  million  people 
in  a  12-8tate  area,  is  one  of  the  leading 
ports  of  the  Western  Hemispkere  and 
one  of  the  great^  man-made  harbors  in 
the  world,  embracing  1.800  acres  of 
channel  and  anchor  area,  with  28  miles 
of  water  frontage  served  by  3  major 
railroads.  It  has  been  my  privilege  to 
have  been  of  every  possible  a^lstance 
toward  its  continual  growth  and  develop- 
ment, including  the  establishment  of 
foreign  trade  zone  No.  4  at  eur  har- 
bor, and  sponsoring  a  bill  this  session 
which  gained  Federal  assistance  for  the 
dredging  and  improving  of  the  east  basin 
to  enhance  the  usefulness  of  the  new  $8 
million  terminal,  which  Is  rated  the 
largest  and  most  modern  passenger  cargo 
terminal  in  the  world. 

With  regard  to  the  Redondp  Beach 
project,  I  am  pleased  to  report  that  fol- 
lowing my  success  in  securing  approval 
of  my  proposal  authorizing  construction 
of  a  breakwater  at  Redondo  Beach  for 
the  protection  of  the  shoreline  and  the 
creation  of  a  small-boat  harbor.  J  have  in 
this  session  succeeded  In  securli^  an  ap- 
propriation of  $50,000  for  further  engi- 
neering to  bring  the  project  to  construc- 
tion stage,  and  trust  the  nex«  session 
will  approve  the  full  appropriation  In 
conjunction  with  local  support  of  this 
much-needed  shore  protection  and  boat 
haven.    This  small  boat  harbor  will  be 
a  priceless  asset  not  only  to  Redondo 
Beach,  but  the  whole  surrounding  area. 
Airport:  Our    Los    Angeles    Interna- 
tional Airport  Is  one  of  the  finest  and 
most   important  air   terminals   In   the 
world,  of  which  we  may  also  Justly  be 
proud.    I  have  taken  particular  Interest 
in  insitfing  its  designation  as  a|a  inter- 
national port  of  entry.    My  mo^  recent 
acc(nnpUshment  toward  Its  growth  and 
development  was  in  assisting  In  having 
It  designated  as  the  west  coast  terminal 
for  the  Scandinavian  Airline  System's 
transpolar  service.     I  sun  continuously 
worlcing  with  the  Federal  agencies  in 
Washhigton  and  the  interested  organi- 
sations locally  toward  its  further  devel- 
opment and  expansion  to  maintain  its 
position  as  one  of  the  most  Important 
airports  in  the  world. 

fishing  Industry:  The  world's  largest 
fishing  industry  operates  out  of  aur  port 
of  Los  Angeles.  The  annual  catch  la 
estimated  at  arotind  1  billion  pounds 
with  a  value  of  some  $75  million,  and 
recently  a  new  $3  million  fishermen's 
wharf  has  been  completed.  I  have 
worked  very  closely  with  this  in«>ortant 
Indxistry  all  through  the  years  of  my 
congressional  service  and  am  constantly 
In  touch  with  the  Industry's  lotal  and 
Washington  representatives  on  their 
problems. 

I  have  sponsored  numerous  legeislative 
proposals  in  behalf  of  our  great  Ashing 
Industry,  Including  a  proposal  for  the 
protection  of  our  fishing  vessels  on  the 
high  seas,  and  another  of  v^tal  Interest 
to  the  sports  flslilng  and  water-taxi 
craft  operators  which  were  enacted  into 
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law  this  session.  The  Nati(^al  Flsherlea 
Institute,  in  its  most  recent  bulletin,  lists 
me  as  among  the  leaders  1^  the  House 
noted  for  championing  thq  welfare  of 

the  fishing  mdustry. 

Merchant  marine  and  shipbuilding: 
This  industry  is  also  of  vital;  importance 
to  our  port  and  the  17th  Congressional 
District.  I  have  long  beeQ  associated 
with  those  interested  in  shipping  and 
our  United  States  mercluuit  marine,  and 
served  for  several  years  on  the  Commit- 
tee  on  Merchant  Marine  aad  Fisheries 
of  the  House  of  Repres^tatives.  I 
authored,  and  was  successful  in  secur- 
ing enactment  Into  law  t^is  session. 
legislation  providing  relief  for  the  strip- 
ping Industry  from  the  imposing  of  cer- 
tain unfair  and  arbitrary  duties.  This 
legislation  was  enacted.  Iceephig  in  mind 
the  highly  competitive  conditions  Amer- 
ican shipping  meets  from  foreign  lines, 
and  Is  not  now  in  a  position  to  bear 
further  inequitable  burdens. 

I  was  also  the  sponsor  of  a  successful 
legislative  effort  In  this  session  providing 
for  a  program  of  merchant  ship  con- 
struction in  American  shipyards,  as  well 
as  legislation  to  maintain  shjb  construc- 
tion and  stiip-repalr  yards,  in  addition 
to  an  enactment  providing  that  50  per- 
cent of  all  cargoes  originating  in  the 
United  States  be  carried  by  American 
shipping. 

TOTINO  KXCOSO 

Being  mindful  that  the  voters  of  my 
district  have  reposed  trust  and  confi- 
dence in  me  for  many  years,  toy  energies 
and  efforts  have  been  dedicated  to  meet- 
ing that  challenge.  My  overall  attend- 
ance and  voting  record  is  one  of  the  best 
in  the  Congress,  according  to  the  records 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

Much  has  been  said  about  relative 
support  of  the  President  in  tWs  adminis- 
tration. In  the  first  session  of  this  Con- 
gress, my  voting  record  of  support  of  the 
legislative  recommendations  (if  the  Pres- 
ident was  82  percent,  which  \tas  high  on 
the  list  in  both  the  Senate  and  the  House 
regardless  of  party.  During  the  second 
session  of  this  Congress,  I  ant  unable  as 
yet  to  say  what  my  percentage  rating  will 
be,  or  howthe  rating  will  be  determined, 
as  it  is  weil  known  there  have  been  many 
controversial  votes  on  amendtnents  that 
will  complicate  the  record,  \o  say  the 
least. 

One  of  the  occasions  on  which  I  have 
most  vigorously  addressed  this  House 
was  against  the  present  administration's 
recommendation  to  reduce  the  Air  Force 
appropriation  which  I  felt  Would  im- 
peril our  national  security,  and  I  feel  my 
stand  has  subsequently  been  dlearly  Jus- 
tified by  the  restoration  of  this  reduction. 

I  realize  full  well  that  my  legislative 
record  may  not  please  each  and  every  one 
of  my  constituents,  which  Is  to  be  ex- 
pected in  a  democracy  where  each  of  us 
has  the  right  to  his  own  opinicfi — a  right 

that  we  must  respect  and  safeguard,  I 
have  always  voted  as  my  percfpUon  and 
conscience  dictates,  and  have  determined 
my  stand  on  what  I  considered  best  for 
the  people  of  our  district  and  the 
country. 
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I  have  noted  that  quite  a  number  of 
Members  have  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  House  and  their  constituents,  the 
distorted  analj^sis  bearing  on  their  voting 
record  by  the  active  opposition  in  their 
districts.  This  seems  to  be  a  popular 
new  technique  intended  by  constant 
repetition  to  shake  the  faith  of  the  peo- 
ple in  their  Representatives.  Bfy  own 
opposition  in  the  last  and  this  present 
campaign  has  repeatedly  resorted  to  the 
use  of  tills  device  with  a  premeditated 
intent  to  mislead  the  voters. 

Undue  critical  impUcations  are  repeat- 
edly directed  to  alisences  over  the  years 
from'  certain  roUcaUs,  but  obviously 
omitting  the  fact  that  the  Member  was 
paired  on  a  vote,  wtiich  records  his  stand 
on  such  legislation,  and  disregarding  ab- 
sences when  excused  from  the  House  on 
official  business  of  investigating  commit- 
tees or  on  more  urgent  oflicial  business 
than  adding  his  vote  in  most  instances  to 
an  already  unanimous  vote. 

Knowing  full  well  that  a  Representa- 
tive with  "Communist  leanings"  would  be 
distasteful  to  the  voters  of  any  constitu- 
ency, some  zealous  aspirants  to  seats  m 
Congress,  including  my  own.  are  resort- 
ing to  the  cunning  device  of  misrepre- 
sentation and  setting  forth  a  distorted 
analysis  of  voting  records  associating  the 
votes  to  preserve  and  protect  the  civil 
rights,  liberties,  and  constitutional  guar- 
anties of  our  cltiaens.  with  "softness 
toward  communism." 

The  "guilt  by  association"  technique 
is  employed  also  by  listing  Members  on 
certain  votes  with  the  former  Republi- 
can Member  of  the  House  from  New 
York,  the  now  deceased  Vito  Marcan- 
tonlo. 

In  my  district  the  opposition  has  gone 
a  step  further  in  widely  circulating  a 
Communist  newspaper's  denunciation  of 
me,  by  cunningly  removing  its  identity  as 
a  Communist  newspaper. 

It  would  appear  the  time  has  come  to 
recognize  that  the  philosophy  which 
made  this  Nation  great  was  a  philosophy 
not  of  hypocrisy  and  deceit,  but  one  of 
truth  and  reason. 

CON  CL  IfSIOIT 

As  your  Representative  in  the  Congress 
these  past  12  years,  confronted  with  the 
difficulty  of  having  to  serve  the  better 
part  of  each  year  3.000  miles  distant 
from  my  constituency.  I  have  conscien- 
tiously endeavored  to  serve  you  and 
bring  credit  and  distinction  to  our  dis- 
trict My  office  staff  and  I  take  pride  in 
the  reputation  our  office  has  gained  for 
promptness  and  efficiency  in  handling 
congressional  services. 

My  files  are  replete  with  letters  of  ap- 
preciation from  Individuals  and  organi- 
zations for  services  rendered.  I  treasure 
these  "thank  you"  expressions  and  en- 
couraging good  wishes,  and  shall  always 
strive  to  Justify  your  confidence  and  good 
will. 

The  measure  of  success  we  have 
achieved  has  been  with  your  guidance 
that  I  have  welcomed  on  all  important 
congressional  matters  in  our  partnership 
in  public  affairs. 


Hea.  Ckarles  W.  VarseD,  ef  IDiMis, 
SiVPMts  REA  100  PcitcBt 
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EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 


or 

HON.  CHARLES  W.  VURSELL 

or  iixDfoxs 
IK  THS  HODSE  OF  REPRBSBNTAITVXS 

Friday,  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  VURSEUi.  Mr.  Speaker,  after  12 
years  of  my  constant  support  of  the 
farmers  and  farm  legislation,  on  every 
front,  I  have  learned  that  a  false  cam- 
paign is  being  made  against  me  in  an 
effort  to  deceive  the  farmers  in  my  dis- 
trict. Of  course,  those  who  are  circu- 
lating the  report  that  I  have  voted 
against  REA  appropriations  Icnow  the 
charges  they  make  are  false.  They  are 
not  Interested  in  the  welfare  of  agricul- 
ture. They  are  only  Interested  in  trying 
to  secure  the  farmers'  vote,  and  appar- 
ently, have  Uttle  regard  for  the  truth 
and  facts. 

I  have  always  believed  the  truth  is 
more  powerfiil  than  deception  or  false- 
hoods. I  want  to  destroy  these  charges 
by  smothering  them  with  the  truth. 

RSSI  IS  THX  TRXTTH 

Some  months  ago  I  mailed  the  farmers 
of  my  district  my  complete  official  voting 
record,  proving,  without  question,  that  I 
voted  for  the  REA  loan  fund  in  the  past 
12  years  I  have  been  in  the  Congress  for 
a  total  of  $2,659,000,000;  that  this 
amount  was  $75  million  more  than  was 
requested  by  the  Presidents  under  whom 
I  served:  Mr.  Roosevelt.  Mr.  Truman, 
and  Mr.  Elsenhower.  All  of  these  loan 
funds,  of  course,  are  paid  back  by  the  co- 
operatives with  Interest,  and  Is  a  worthy 
Investment  In  the  good  cause  to  bring 
light  and  power  to  the  farmers  of  Illinois 
and  America.  It  is  from  these  loan 
funds  that  every  expense  of  REA  is 
financed. 

No  one  can  search  the  record  and  offer 
any  facts  tending  to  prove  the  above 
statement  does  not  give  the  absolute 
truth.  Most  farmers  are  familiar  with 
my  constant  interest  in  behalf  of  agri- 
culture, and  have  observed  my  record 
year  after  year.  Those  who  have,  know 
the  above  statement  gives  the  facts.  The 
official  CoNGRKSsiONAL  RECORD  Will  fur- 
ther prove  the  truth  of  my  statement. 

Mr.  Speaker,  when  I  came  to  Congress 
in  1943,  only  alwut  45  to  50  percent  of 
the  farmers  of  Illinois  had  REA  light 
and  power.  Now.  about  95  percent  of 
the  fanners  in  Illinois  have  light  and 
power,  and  for  the  past  12  years  I  have 
voted  for  every  dollar  of  the  money  used 
to  extend  this  light  and  power  to  the 
farmers.  Having  owned  and  operated 
farms  most  of  my  life,  and  having  helped 
to  organise  the  Marion  County  Farm 
Bureau  over  40  years  ago,  of  which  I  am 
a  charter  member,  and  having  been  a 
leader  in  the  Congress  for  12  years  in 
my  support  of  REA  and  soil  eonservatkm. 
I  feel  confident  the  soxmd-thtnktng.  1 
est  farmers  I  have  supported,  on 
occasion,  with  beneficial  legislation,  will 


not  be  easily  deceived  by  one  who  has 
never  done  anything,  whatsoever,  lor 
agriculture  or  for  farmers. 

Mr.  Speaker,  a  false  and  miKi^o^iwy 
circular  has  been  handed  out  over  my 
district  comparing  my  voting  reooid  on 
REA  with  that  of  the  senior  Senator 
from  Illinois,  which  carries  the  name  of 
my  opponent  promising  to  suppwt  RXA. 
if  elected.  ^^ 

I  do  not  come  to  the  farmers  with 
promises  because  I  have  already  de- 
Uvered  the  goods  supporting  REA  100 
percent,  and  I  shall  continue  to  fully  sup« 
port  rural  electric  light  and  power  be- 
cause of  the  great  service  it  has  r«idered, 
and  will  continue  to  render,  to  the  people. 

I  have  not  looked  up  the  Senator's 
voting  record.  I  am  not  hiterested  in 
what  position  he  took  on  legislation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  however,  since  my  op- 
position has  seen  fit  to  use  this  decept^ra 
means  by  falsely  c<Hnparing  the  Sena- 
tor's record  with  mine,  I  want  to  give 
you  the  facts. 

coMPAusoN  or  tscous 
I  was  elected  to  Congress  in  1942.  and 
had  the  privilege  of  serving  for  6  years  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  in  the 
Congress  before  the  senior  Senator  was 
elected  In  1948. 

During  these  first  6  years,  beginning 
January  6  of  1943  through  1948, 1  voted 
for  REA  loan  funds  totaling  $1,405,000.- 
000.  This  was  before  tiie  Senator  was 
elected. 

During  the  following  6  years,  while 
both  the  Senator  and  I  served  in  the 
Congress,  from  1949  through  1964. 1  voted 
for  REA  loan  funds  for  another  total  of 
$1,254,000,000.  That  makes  a  12-year 
total  I  voted  for  of  $2,659,000,000,  which 
is  $75  million  more  than  was  requested 
by  all  of  the  3  Presidents  imder  whom 
I  served. 

These  facts  cannot  be  challenged  or 
disapproved  by  anyone.  In  the  fate  of 
such  a  record,  the  false  charges  being 
made  against  me  fall  flat.  They  are 
smothered  with  the  facts  and  the  truth. 

THK  BENATOK'S  SBOOBD 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  know  how  the 
Senator  referred  to  voted  on  REA  loan, 
funds  during  the  past  6  years  he  served. 
However,  since  my  («>ponent  hiM  mads 
a  comparison.  I  would  like  to  point  out 
that  during  the  past  6  years  the  Con- 
gress appropriated  about  $1,264,000,000 
for  the  REA  loan  fund.  If  the  Senator 
voted  for  all  of  these  apmopriations 
passed  during  the  past  6  years,  he  could 
have  only  voted  for  a  total  of  $1.2544)00.- 
000,  which  is  less  than  half  of  the  RXA 
appropriations  I  have  voted  tor  during 
12  years  of  servioe,  which  total  $2,859.-^ 
000,000. 

It  would  seem  that  anyone  who  sedct 
the  great  responsibility  of  if  pi  venting 
350.000  peoplt  in  this  district  in  the  Con- 
gress, on  the  vast  and  tmportaat  prob- 
lems  at  government  wttli  Wbleli  we  bare 
to  cope,  should  nm  on  bis  own  merlti. 
If  be  lias  any.  rather  ttian  to  try  to  dto- 
credit  and  tear  down,  by 
neeord  of  U 
m  balMlf  eg 
eg  tbe  tanan 
Dois  and  the  Mattoo. 
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XZXBOOON  OP  REBIABXS^ 

or 

HON.  THOmS  A.  lENKINS 


PV  BSPBSSIMTA1TVSB 
Friimg,  Aupust  20. 19S4 

Mr.  JBfKXNB.  iCr.  Speaker,  m  % 
■Mabcr  of  tbe  Joint  Coounittoe  on 
MauOt  WaoKF  it  luu  been  mgr  privilege 
to  uriat  in  the  preimnitton  of  ttae  1M4 
MMaitaenta  to  the  Atomic  Xnecgy  Act. 
nwM  Mienrtmmte  win  bave  fftr-«each- 
toc  effect  in  bringing  our  mtosUe  lav  into 
Une  with  the  acicDtifle.  technical,  eco- 
nonic  and  ptdlUcal  iacts  of  atamic  oi- 
ergy  ae  they  exist  today.  These  amend- 
ments win  also  Insure  that  our  atomic- 
energy  progiam,  win  be  destgned  to 
martmtee  atranlc  energy  defense  utiliza- 
tion and  also  to  give  greater  oiiportuuity 
for  the  peacetime  utiUzation  of  this  form 
of  energy.  These  amendments  are  de- 
signed to  permit  cooperative  endeavor 
between  the  (Sovemment  and  private  en- 
terpriee  In  develoitag  uses  of  atomic  en- 
-ergy  without  Jetvardlsing  our  national 
aeeurl^. 

We  have  aD  read  and  been  told  about 
fhe  military  Implteations  ta  atomic  en- 
ergy. Therefore.  I  do  iwt  propose  to- 
day to  dwdl  on  that  aspect  of  the  pro- 
gram. Instead  I^would  like  to  discuss 
the  peacfttme  apiAteatkm  of  this  new 
sooree  o?  energy  which,  with  proper  han- 
dling, ean  provide  Umittees  benefits  to 
the  American  people. 


ATomc 


AXO    MMHlims 


In  medical  circles  the  atomic-energy 
program  has  offered  up  vistas  in  diag- 
nostic fields  comparable  to  those  result- 
ing from  the  invention  of  the  micro- 
ac(«M  and  the  X-ray  machine.  This  Is 
accomplished  thrmigh  the  use  of  radio- 
active Isotopes.  These  Isotopes  are  In- 
flnltesbnaUy  anaU  chemical  particles 
wfiieh  are  Introduced  into  the  body  by 
means  of  drinking  an  atomic  cocktail. 
Intravenously,  or  otherwise.  They  go 
Into  every  organ,  vrin,  and  cdl.  Their 
pasMge  ean  be  traced  with  minute  ae- 
eoraey.  Hieee  traeert  have  proved  par- 
ticularly valuaMe  In  dlagnosto  of  cancer, 
brain  tumors,  and  glandular  diseases. 
The  Atomic  Bnergy  commission  now 
manufactures  more  than  leo  tjpes  of 
nakme»f9  liotopes  which  have  peae^^ 
ful  uses  only.  Through  the  use  of  taw 
topes,  doctors  can  now  have  a  picture 
of  what  goes  on  in  every  part  of  the 
living  body.  Our  men  of  medldne  ean 
tmerrim^  locate  sources  of  dlaeaaa 
Tlius.  atomic  energy  proffers  for  the 
future  an  assurance  of  greator  longevity 
through  medical  adenee. 

ATOM  AMO  iMSUerST 

the  spllttinff  Of  the  fttom— 
generatea  terrific  heat  This  heat  can 
he  used  to  iwoduoe  steam  which  In  turn 
generates  eleetitelty.  Wbm  this  enezgy 
Is  hameiBed,  and  tnmendoaa  gtrkles 
have  Already  been  made  to  that  end.  our 
entire  pewer  todustiT  vlil  he  nrvolu- 
Uonlsed.  fii  view  of  that  Caet.  the  Jodnt 
Committee  on  Atomic  ESnergy  has  taken 


an  active  part  in  stlmuIaUhg  the  atom- 
for-peace  program.  The  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  has  a  S-year  dev^opment 
and  research  program  under  way  at  the 
present  time  to  advance  the  peaeef  ul  use 
of  the  atom. 

The  1954  atomic  energy  amendments 
have  made  it  possible  for  private  in- 
dustry to  participate  and  aid  in  this 
development  program.  Greater  pro- 
ductive efficiency  and  a  more  abimdant 
way  of  living  are  in  the  ofilng  to  the 
American  ];>eople  through  this  applica- 
tion of  atomic  energy  to  our  great  in- 
dustrial resources. 

ATOmC  KMXBCT  AMD  ACKICtTLTTJftK 

The  role  of  the  atom  in  agriculture  Is 
equally  as  intriguing  as  in  the  fields  of 
Industry  and  medicine.  Detailed  study  of 
plant  characteristics  and  growlqg  habits 
has  been  possible  with  the  advent  of  the 
atom.  New  types  of  disease-resistant 
crops  are  being  developed.  Experiments 
now  under  way  will  result  in  spectacular 
new  varieties  of  fruits  and  flowers  in 
the  next  decade.  Through  exposure  to 
atomic  radiation,  crops  can  be  preserved 
for  years  without  refrigeration  or  any 
other  type  of  preservative,  ^y  using 
atomic  energy  to  assure  a  greater  output 
of  farm  produce,  man's  oldest  industry — 
agricultiire — will  be  assisted  immeasur- 
ably by  man's  youngest  industry — 
atomic  energy. 

In  the  summer  of  1953,  as  a  member 
of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  En- 
ergy, my  committee  colleagues  and  I  vis- 
ited our  atomic  military  installations 
overseas  and  also  Inspected  our  sources 
of  raw  materials  necessary  to  the  devel- 
opment of  atomic  energy.  I  am:  pleased 
to  report  to  the  American  public  based 
on  this  exhaustive  inspection  trip  that 
our  atomic-energy  program  is  being  car- 
ried out  in  the  most  effective  and  efficient 
manner  possible. 

The  104-page  Atomic  Enengy  Act 
Amendments  of  1954  will  provlda  us  with 
a  law  that  will  permit  this  program  to 
go  forward  with  even  greater  speed.  Un- 
der this  legislation  enacted  by  the  Re- 
publican 83d  Congress,  we  are  making 
tremendous  strides  in  developing  atomic 
energy  for  use  in  national  defense  and  in 
the  development  of  a  prosperous,  peace- 
time economy. 


Federal  Gva-Service  EapIoTfees 

KZTEN8ION  OF  REMARBIS 


or 


HON.  OUN  D.  JOHNSTON 

OV  SOTTTH  CASOLINA 

XK  TBM  8KNATS  OP  THE  XJNITKD  PTATK3 

Fridav.  Auonst  20.  1954 

Ur.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CbroUna. 
Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Rscoro  a  state- 
ment by  me  relative  to  FMeraH  civll- 
eervice  employees. 

There  being  no  obJecUon,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Kaooas.  as  follows: 

I  believe  Vederal  dvU -service  employees 
Ehould  know  of  the  ttne  representation  they 


have  received  at  this  Mnlon  :  of  Oongraw 
through  the  American  Federat|ton  of  Gov- 
ernment Employees  and  the  other  member 
organizations  of  the  An<  Oovehiment  em- 
ployees Council. 

Ifany  of  the  Important  provisions  of  the 
frlnge-benent  biU  which  was  poised  at  this 
session  appear  to  be  taken  Intact  from  ths 
legislative  program  adopted  bj;  the  Ameri- 
can Federation  of  Oovernment  Employees  3 
years  ago. 

At  every  bearing  held  by  the  Senate  Poet 
Office  and  Civil  Service  Ck)mmittee,  repte- 
Een  tat  Ives  of  the  APOK  were  on  band  to 
express  opinions,  suggestions  for  improve- 
ment, and  facts  regarding  proposed  legisla- 
tion. 

We  are  all  famUlar  with  tl}e  fine  work 
done  by  the  great  postal  unio^  on  behalf 
of  post  office  employees.  I  thlyik  classified 
employees  should  know  that  Ihe  path  to 
Improvement  of  their  wages  and  working 
conditions  would  have  been  many  times 
more  difficult  had  It  not  been  fcf  the  intelli- 
gent and  effective  activity  at  tl)e  AFQg  and 
its  officers  and  rejiresentatlves. 

It  has  been  a  pleasure  to  have  had  the  co- 
operation of  this  patriotic  and  public-spir- 
ited organization  of  Government  employee*. 
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The  Recoril  of  the  83d  Coagsett  and  Iha 
Eisenhower  AdBuaisferatioa 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  GEORGE  MEADER 

or  UICHBUH         I 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  RKPRKSBirrATnrBB 

Friday.  August  20. 1354 

Mr.  MEADER  Mr.  Speaker,  for  my 
colleagues  and  my  constituents  I  want 
to  summarize  and  appraise  the  record  of 
the  83d  Congress  and  the  Eisephower  ad- 
ministration. 

Through  the  legislative  and  executive 
decisions  of  the  first  Republican  admto- 
istration  in  two  decades  has  nm  a 
common  theme.  The  American  pec^le 
have  resumed  their  forward  progress 
under  traditional  principles  of  economie 
and  political  freedom.  A  government 
planned  and  controlled  economy  has 
been  re j  ec  ted.  We  have  turned  our  back 
on  socialism. 

The  record  covers  a  wide  variety  of 
fields  of  national  and  international  con- 
cern: Atomic  energy,  the  St.  Lawrence 
Seaway,  taxation,  appropriations.  Gov- 
ernment in  business,  economic  controls, 
the  Korean  war,  an  expanded  highway 
system,  national  defense,  subversives, 
housing,  social  security,  reorganizations 
in  the  Executive  departments,  and  many 
other  aspects  of  government. 

crmwo  covmnoifT  otrr  or  koanrAM 

Under  the  New  Deal  the  empire  build- 
ers made  the  Federal  Ooverhment  the 
biggest  lender,  the  biggest  ship  line  op- 
erator, the  biggest  warehouser,  the  big- 
gest landholder  and  the  blgfifest  tenant 
in  the  coimtry.  The  Eisenhower  admin- 
istration took  steps  to  get  tlie  Oovern- 
ment out  of  competition  with  private 
business.  The  Reconstnictlob  Finance 
Corporation  is  being  liquidated ;  the  PW- 
eral  barge  line  has  been  sold]  synthetic 
rubber  plants  owned  by  the  a4>vemment 
are  being  sold  and  drastic  curtailment  is 


In  process  in  ropemaklng.  palntmak- 
ing.  box  nuuiufacturing,  scrap  process- 
ing, retail  merchandising  and  a  host  of 
other  activities  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment ought  not  to  be  engaged.  The 
curtailment  of  these  activities  Is  reflected 
in  a  reduced  number  of  emidoyees  in  the 
Federal  Go^'emment  and  a  reduction  In 
its  cost. 

arr-ciamr  AMcnnanuTioir 

President  Ssenhower  selected  a  strong 
cabinet  of  (Jtizens  of  stature  and  wide 
business  experience.  Businesslike  and 
economic  methods  were  put  Into  prac- 
tice in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment Reorganizations,  such  as  that 
of  the  Defense  Department  and  the  cre- 
ation of  a  new  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  iind  Welfare,  brought  about 
improved  service  at  reduced  cost.  That 
again  Is  refliM;ted  in  reduction  of  Federal 
persoimel  and  cost  of  (n;>eratlon5. 
nNSMcas 

The  Elsenhower  administration  Inher- 
ited from  tlie  Truman  administration  a 
backlog  of  commitments  in  excess  of 
$80  billion  for  which  there  was  no 
money  in  the  Treasury.  Until  those  ob- 
ligations can  be  discharged,  a  balsuiced 
budget  camtot  be  attained,  and  tax  re- 
lief of  necessity  has  to  be  limited.  Nev- 
ertheless, a  reduction  in  the  deficit  was 
achieved,  tax  relief  was  granted,  and  we 
are  making  strides  toward  a  balanced 
budget. 


The  budgijt  of  the  outgoing  Truman 
administration  was  cut  by  over  $13  bil- 
lion for  the  first  fiscal  year  under  the 
new  Republican  team.  Subsequent 
budgets  presented  by  the  Elsenhower 
administration  have  been  at  substan- 
tially lower  levels. 


Economies  made  It  possible  to  cut  ex- 
cise and  penional  income  taxes  substan- 
tially and  to  eliminate  the  excess-profits 
tax.  Such  tax  relief  totals  $7^  billton 
a  year. 

The  Internal  Revenue  Code  was  re- 
vised completely  for  the  first  time  in  75 
years,  eliminating  inequities  which  had 
grown  up  during  previous  administra- 
tions. 


Existing  housing  laws  were  rertsed  fa- 
cilitating home  bulldingr  for  Individual 
ownership  in  contrast  to  Government- 
subsidized  rt^ital  housing.  Utider  the 
new  leglslatLon  it  Is  expected  that  a 
record  number  of  new  dwellings  will  be 
built  and  older  houses  modernized. 

The  housing  law  has  been  tightened 
to  keep  out  chiselers  and  windfall  prof- 
iteers who  fiourished  under  the  lax  ad- 
ministration of  the  Democrats. 

KWBWATB 

President  Elsenhower  and  the  Con- 
gress recognized  early  that  national 
hieiiway  needs  were  not  met  under  20 
Shears  of  Democratic  rule.  Both  long- 
and  short-range  programs  of  highway 
improvement  were  advanced  to  meet  our 
rapidly  expanding  national  economy  and 
defense  requirements. 

Current  Federal  hl^way  aid  was 
nearly  doublt*d.    The  President  also  pro- 


posed to  spend  $50  blUlon  In  the  next 
10  yean  for  highway  Improvement,  In- 
tiUng  State  cooperation. 


Financial  assistance  to  the  Nation's 
aged  has  been  substantially  expanded. 
New  provisions  cover  more  of  our  citizens 
and  benefits  have  been  increased. 
WATZOMix  naraMaa 

The  military  establishment  was  re- 
organised to  give  greater  power  to  the 
Secretary  of  Defense.  The  new  power, 
exerdaed  by  able  administrators,  elimi- 
nated much  of  the  waste,  inefllciency, 
and  duplication  which  had  made  our  de- 
fense cosUy  under  Democratic  rule,  while 
limiting  its  effectiveness. 

Burnvtaama  comtbol 

Donocrats  pooh-poohed  and  called  a 
"red  herring"  Communist  infiltration  of 
our  Government,  labor  unions,  educa- 
tional circles,  and  other  Important  seg- 
ments of  our  national  Ufe. 

Immediately  on  taking  office,  the  Re- 
publican Administration  recognized  sub- 
version and  espionage  and  dealt  with 
them  effectively  and  forthrightly. 

A  tougher  program  against  subversives 
was  initiated  without  any  loss  at  all  in 
Civil  liberties  and  individual  rights. 

We  outlawed  the  Commimist  Party 
and  inrovided  enforcement  agoicies  with 
the  tools  to  ferret  out  and  prosecute 
those  who  would  overthrow  our  Govern- 
ment. 

BOOMOMIC  CONTBOLS 

Controls  on  wages,  prices,  and  Indus- 
trial materials  and  the  htige  bureaus 
administering  tbeax  were  abcdished 
promptly.  In  place  of  them,  the  Re- 
publican administration  substituted  In- 
telligent use  of  indirect  controls  on 
credit,  stabtllztaig  wages  and  prices  and 
hidting  taiflation. 

We  proved  we  can  have  prosperity 
without  war  and  without  straitjacketlng 
bureaucratic  regulation  of  our  national 
ecofioiny. 

VABX  PIOBLSX 

Republicans  have  made  a  start  In  solv- 
ing the  tremendous  problem  of  <3k)vem- 
ment  owned  and  stored  surplus  farm 
products.  Rigid  supports  under  Demo- 
crats resulted  in  Federal  ownership  of 
huge  stocks  of  grains  and  dairy  prod- 
ucts. High  support  prices  raised  the  food 
bill  of  consumers,  unfairly  increased 
costs  of  production  of  nonsupported  agri- 
cultural commodities  and  resulted  in  a 
discriminatory  squeeze.  Storage  facili- 
ties, maintained  at  public  expense,  were 
at  the  bursting  point. 

To  face  the  controversial  problem  was 
an  unpleasant  task,  requiring  courage 
and  intelligence.  Despite  determined 
and  misguided  opposition,  a  system  of 
flexible  price  suimortB  was  adopted,  and 
bureaucratic  control  of  agriculture  Is  on 
the  way  out. 


ST.  LAWBSlfCB  SBAW4T 

Tlie  Democrats,  under  strong  Presi- 
dents and  weak  Congresses,  gave  Up  serv- 
ice to  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway,  but  the 
power  and  the  navigation  potential  <rf 
our  great  international  water  system 
went  undeveloped.  The  St.  Lawrence 
Seaway  under  Republicans  is  now  a 
reaUty — a  milestone  in  American  his- 


tory. The  fcfinomfft  benefit  to  our  great 
industrial  and  agricultural  heartland 
and  to  the  whole  Nation  will  be  tre- 
mendous. Perhaps  equsdiy  ImiMrtant  is 
the  concrete  demonstration  of  a  success- 
ful way  to  conduct  foreign  relattoos.  By 
Joining  with  our  sister  nation  to  the 
north  In  an  international  public  work 
of  common  benefit  to  both  our  ifeoples, 
we  have  emphasized  our  common  Inter- 
ests and  thereby  minimiied  our  dUier- 
ences. 

AToiac  nmoT 

Beeause  oi  its  use  as  a  weimxni,  nuclear 
fission  has  been  a  Government  monopoly. 
Now  the  vast  new  field  of  peacetime  com- 
mercial and  industrial  usee  of  atomle 
energy  has  been  oipeaed  to  the  pioneer- 
ing ingenuity  and  inventiveness  of  the 
American  citizoi.  Diehard  New  Dealers 
sought  to  exclude  private  individuals 
from  developing  this  new  resource  and 
to  preserve  it  as  a  socialistic  Government 
monopoly.  Here  again  the  R^yubUeaii 
administration  deuKmstrated  its  sinoem 
and  abiding  faith  in  those  principles  of 
freedom  upon  which  Anberica  has  grown 
great 

wrmrtcm  AwwAsam 

The  bankrupt  foreign  pohey  of  Rooae- 
velt-Truman-Acheson  left  to  the  new 
Republican  administration  a  disastroua 
heritage  in  international  affairs.  White 
New  Dealers  coddled  Communists.  Rus- 
sian imperialism  since  World  War  n  en- 
gulfed 800  million  peoples  in  China  and 
eastern  Eunq^e.  We  were  bogged  down 
in  a  stalemate  war  in  Koraa.  Iran,  a 
crossroads  between  Bast  and  West,  waa 
embroiled  in  a  bitter,  debilitating  dlsinita 
over  rich  oil  deposits.  Bcrpt  and  Brit- 
ain were  at  swords'  points  over  Soea 
Viet  Minh  Communists  were  gaining 
ground  in  Indochina.  Puppet  commu- 
nisttc  governments  showed  their  beads 
in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  in  Brttiah 
Guiana,  and  Guatemala.  The  h«Wlons 
poured  out  to  stem  the  tide  of  oommu- 
nism  seemed  to  have  Uttle  effect.  Aa 
Senator  Taf  t  said  ot  ttae  Kofcan  war, 
the  world  situation  we  inherited  from 
Roosevelt.  Truman,  and  Aeheson  seemed 
to  hold  no  possibility  of  a  satisfactory 
solution. 

The  KM'ean  fighting  was  stopped,  and 
on  honorable  terms.  The  t^mr^AT*  in 
Iran  and  Egypt  was  eased,  and  lasting 
solutions  to  those  dlflleulties  are  on  ttaa 
yeargo  of  becoming  a  reality.  CoBsmu- 
nistic  regimes  in  Britidi  Guiana  and 
Guatemala  were  overttarown.  Pnispectg 
of  peace  and  progress  in  intemattaaal 
affairs  are  better  now  than  they  have 
been  at  any  time  since  World  War  H. 

COMCLUSIOH 

The  record  I  h^ve  outlined  briefly  waa 
made  through  teamwork.  It  is  refresh- 
ing to  have  a  President  who  reoogniaea 
the  prerogatives  and  Independence  of 
the  legislative  branch  of  the  Govem- 
moit— who  works  with  rather  than  on 
the  Congress.  Without  this  atmomibere 
of  cooperation  and  mutual  reqieet,  tha 
Elsenhower  administration  and  the  Re- 
publican asd  Congress  could  not  have 
ptogieaeed  ao  far  in  such  a  ahoct  ttaaa 
in  theUr  crusade  to  advanee  oar  national 
welfare  under  time-tested  principles  <of 
economic  and  political  freedom  and  eS- 
cient  and  honest  government. 


I 
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i^lliHUUUN  OP  RWMAHK8 

flOIL  1HQIIAS  A.  JENKIHS 


I 
Aug^$t  30 


llf  m  90081  OP  BVBKEENTATXVSS 

Fridm.  Amou^  2§,  1954 


. .  the  SSd 

ODOfrwi  wtilBh  began  In  January  ISU 
win  MOM  to  an  end  m  a  f  ew  montha  in 
Jannaiy  IMO^  with  ttaa  adjournnrent 
<rfttili  wacm  ■arton  It  is  Utady  that  wa 
win  not  MOMna  asain  until  Om  Mth 
Oeocrna  SMata  to  take  19  tlie  Nattoa's 
laglilattva  tarinaaa  next  Janiuur. 

I  think  tint  the  83d  OoDgren  wUl  bt 
reeoBied  In  history  as  a  hard-working 
Comri—  that  left  a  dlatinanitiihed  reeord 
oC  umaiallnj  accompitshtnfnt.  The  00a- 
vaotnff  of  the  83d  Ooncress  marked  the 

ftrtt  ttne  in  80  years  that  the  RepQbUean 
Patty  haa  bean  In  power  In  both  the  ex- 
eeilttv*  and  leglriative  branches  of  our 
VMasal  Oovemment.  Dining  the  80th 
Oongress  from  1946  to  1948.  when  the 
leghSattva  J^n^  was  under  Republican 
coalnd,  midky  changes  tot  the  good  of 
the  ooaatnr  were  effected.  Of  these,  not 
the  Isast  salutary  change  was  the  rqwal 
e(  the  Buuiy  nqnesstve  economic  ean> 
trols  wtth  all  their  aooompanying  dls- 
hiMiesty  and  HI  effects. 

In  tha  election  of  1852,  the  people 
showed  that  they  had  had  enough  of  the 
New  and  Fair  Xleals.  with  aU  their  favor- 
Itism  and  eatravagaxioe,  their  prognaa 
of  cold  wars  and  manufactured  oner- 
geneies;  and  ttieir  faUur«  to  stamp  out 
eommtmism  despite  the  expenditure  of 
countless  thoxisands  of  lives  and  billions 
of  dOUars. 

In  1958  the  people  eleeted  Dwlght  D, 
BiNnhower  as  President,  and  eleeted  a 
Rapubliean  majority  in  the  House  and 
SsBate.  I  tOionld  Uke  to  diseuas  briefly 
what  haa  been  the  result  of  that  electibn 
<tf  a  Repulrfican  President  and  Congress. 

The  most  pressing  problem  confront- 
mg  the  new  President  was  to  bring  an 
Immediate  halt  to  tlie  tread  of  20  years 
of  extravagance,  irresponsible  de&dt  fl- 
naneinc,  ever-Increasing  taxes,  impro. 
vised  and  profligate  foreign  ptdicy,  eoo- 
nonle  eneroaehmait  on  our  free-enter- 
prise .system,  and  the  never-ending 
growth  of  om  bureaueratio  Fedaral  QaV' 
emment 

rnm  the  standpcdnt  of  the  American 
famUy.  the  most  seHous  situation  that 
Presidttit  Slsnihower  inherited  was  the 
Korean  ww,  which  Mr.  Truman  ghUy 
characterised  as  a  police  action,  but 
which  cost  us  Um  lives  of  over  33.000 
■American  boys,  and  the  m^imfng  of  over 
100^000  of  oth«>  American  boys,  not  to 
mention  the  terrible  waste  of  our  natural 


Another  aerlous  situation  that  Presi. 
dent  BasBhower  Inherited  from  the  Tru- 
man artmlntrtratlon  was  the  critical  con- 
dltloa  of  our  VWeral  fiscal  affatars.  The 
Ttoman  adaainistratlon  left  unpaid  bills 
in  axoeaacf  888  binion.  a  scheduled  deOdt 
of  88.8  hOHaci  far  llaeal  1984.  and  a  poblie 
debt  tha«  wag  pariloiMly  near  its  statu- 
tory llistt. 

A  further  gMions  sitoatlaa  that  the 
President  found  was  the  program  of  ex- 


travagant expenditures  that  had  char- 
acterlaed  the  terms  of  Roosevelt  and 
Truman  with  their  philosophy  ttiait  the 
Federal  Govenunent  could  spend  the 
taxpayer's  dollars  better  than  the  tax- 
payer. 

I  shall  discuss,  as  a  Member  of  'Con- 
gress, each  of  these  situations  to  f  hich 
I  refer.  The  President  could  not  well 
remedy  these  serious  sltuationa  excefejt  by 
the  concerted,  courageous  cooperation  of 
the  Oongress  of  the  United  States.  For 
Biy  part,  I  can  say  that,  from  a  some- 
what extended  service  as  a  Member  of 
Congress,  the  83d  Congress  has  been 
the  most  diligmt.  effective  Consrrefes  of 
any  during  my  service. 

The  President  with  the  loyal  support  erf 
the  CoQgresg  was  able  to  end  the  Korean 
war.  He  accomplished  this  by  demand- 
ing Justice  and  dotns  so  in  a  firm,  deter- 
mined way.  He  supplanted  New  and 
Plslr  Deal  methods  of  diplomacy— tainted 
and  tinted  as  they  were  with  timidity. 
improvisation,  and  unfortunately  in 
some  cases  questionable  loyalty.  Presi- 
dent Elsenhower  lent  direction  to  our 
foreign  affairs.  He  has  made  treat 
strides  in  halthig  the  advance  of  itter- 
national  communism.  The  Republican 
Congress  encouraged  him  in  his  work  and 
approved  his  actions.  Communist  Mos- 
cow now  Imows  that  it  cannot  doible- 
deal  President  Eisenhower.  Thene  Is 
much  work  to  be  accomplished  in  the 
field  of  foreign  affairs  and  PresWent 
Eisenhower,  aided  by  a  Republican  Con- 
gress, is  best  qualified  to  effectively  do 
the  Job. 

The  President,  with  the  aid  of  thi  83d 
Oongress.  proceeded  to  reUeve  the  (Na- 
tion from  the  threat  of  fiscal  insolvebcy. 
The  President  courageously  tackled:  the 
Job  of  reducing  Government  expeiidi- 
tures.  The  Truman-planned  deficit  of 
$9.9  billion  for  fiscal  1954  was  slaihed 
to  an  actual  deficit  of  $3.3  billion  byi  In- 
stttuting  the  most  stringent  economy 
measures.  With  the  cooperation  oi  an 
alert  Congress,  many  thousands  of  <Jov- 
emment  employees,  most  of  whom  spent 
thrtr  time  defending  the  Roosevelt  and 
Truman  extravagances,  were  removed 
fnmi  the  Federal  pasrroll. 

In  all,  Federal  expenditures  have  been 
slashed  over  $12  billion,  taxes  have  been 
cut  $7.4  bilUon  and  the  Federal  budget 
has  been  brought  almost  into  balance. 
Every  student  of  government  knows 
that  the  President  could  not  have  ac- 
compUshed  much,  except  for  the  loyal 
cooperation  of  the  Congress.  I  shall  at- 
tonpt  to  recount  how  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  in  the  83d  Congtess 
has  assisted  the  President's  program  gnd 
has  put  the  country  back  on  a  program 
that  is  distinctly  American. 

The  83d  Congress  recognized  the  ter- 
rific plight  in  which  your  great  country 
found  itself.  It  also  recognized  the  ftict 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  83d  Congtess 
to  assist  the  President  and  that  it  was, 
likewise,  the  duty  of  the  President  to 
cooperate  with  the  Congress. 

The  Congress  indicated  its  willingness 
to  work  with  and  support  a  thoroughly 
American  President  in  his  dynamic  pf  o- 
gram  to  bring  peace  and  prosperity  to 
the  world.  President  Elsenhower's  poli- 
cies have  clearly  hidlcated  that  we  would 
not    countenance    aggression    by    any 


country,  and  that  by  woricing;  in  con- 
sonance with  our  aUies  we  ha^  estab- 
lished our  determination  not  toi  approve 
the  dishonest  methods  pursued  by  the 
Communist  coimtries  of  the  world. 

The  Republican  83d  Congress  made 
tax  reduction  possible  to  the  tttent  of 
$7.4  billion.  This  total  amount  \bu  com- 
posed of  $3  billion  in  individual  income 
tax  cuts.  $1  billion  in  excise  tax  cuts. 
$2  bilUon  from  the  expiration  of  the 
excess-profits  tax,  and  $1.4  billion  from 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  lfl!B4.  The 
excise  tax  cuts  were  effective  April  1, 
1954,  and  have  already  done  |nuch  to 
stimulate  business  activity  and  to  pro- 
vide a  substantial  tax  saving  to  the 
American  consumer.  We  red\fced  the 
excise  taxes  on  such  articles  $s  toilet 

preparations,  jewelry,  communications 
services,  transportation,  sportinig:  goods, 
furs,  admissions,  and  electric,  ias,  and 
oil  appliances.  This  $7.4  bllUoA  in  tax 
reduction  would  not  have  been  possible 
without  the  most  stringent  Government 
economy  on  the  part  of  the  Eisenliower 
administration  and  the  Republican  83d 
Congress. 

Social-security  benefits  have  t»een  In- 
creased for  the  over  6  million  retired 
Individuals  now  drawing  annuities  imder 
the  old-age  and  sui^vors  insiirance  pro- 
gram. These  increases  have  ranged 
from  a  minimum  of  $5  to  a  maxinum  of 
$13.50  for  those  persons  now  on  the 
benefit  rolls.  We  have  extended  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  coverage  to  10.2 
million  persons  who  were  previously  de- 
nied the  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
program.  The  retirement  test  u^der  the 
social-security  program  has  been,  greatly 
liberalized  so  that  a  person  may  0am  up 
to  $1,200  a  year  without  loss  of  benefits 
and  at  age  72  he  will  be  able  to  enm  any 
amount  without  being  deprived  of  his 
benefit  entitlement. 

Unemployment  insurance  coverage 
has  been  extended  to  over  4  milUon 
additional  American  workers.  The  un- 
employment-Insurance program  has 
been  placed  on  a  sound  financing  basis 
which  will  assure  that  taxes  colleited  for 
this  purpose  are  used  solely  for  the  ad- 
ministration and  payment  of  benefits 
under  the  program. 

As  a  member  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Atomic  Energy,  It  was  my  privilege  to 
work  on  the  preparation  of  a  new  atomic 
energy  law  which  will  permit  the  de- 
velopment and  use  of  atomic  enfrgy  by 
private  industry.  We  have  also  laid  the 
groundwork  for  an  International  atomic 
pool  devoted  to  peaceful  uses  of  this  form 
of  energy. 

During  the  83d  Congress  substantial 
strides  were  made  In  removing  the  Fed- 
eral Government  from  activities  wliich 
were  in  direct  competition  with  private 
enterprise.  An  example  of  this  la  found 
In  the  case  of  the  Government  owned 
S3mthetlc-rubber  Industry  which  i«  being 
profitably  sold  to  private  businesses. 
Government  owned  barge  lines  were  sold 
to  private  operators.  The  artificial  re- 
straints caused  by  wage,  price.  rei|t,  and 
materials  controls  had  been  eliminated 
so  that  our  free-enterprise  system  can 
develop  and  expand. 

This  enumeration  briefly  summarizes 
but  a  few  of  the  major  highlights  of  the 
Republican  legislative  program,     i  have 
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not  mentianed  tlw  vast  hospital  con- 
struction profram  designed  to  improve 
our  national  health,  the  highway  devel- 
opment program  allotting  $875  miUicxi  a 
year  to  States,  the  authority  for  partici- 
pating in  the  development  <A  the  St. 
Lawrence  Seaway,  the  many  aids  to  small 
business,  the  housing  program  wliich  will 
permit  kmger  mortgages,  thus  stimulat- 
ing home  ownership,  the  strengthening 
of  Oovemment  loyalty  and  security  pro- 
grams, and  so  forth. 

This  conKtructive  and  dynamic  legis- 
lative program  for  the  development  of  a 
peaceful  and  prosperous  America  has  al- 
ready provixl  itself  effective  and  is  the 
result  of  the  combined  dforts  of  the 
Republican  83d  Oongress  and  the  Elsen- 
hower adm  nlstration. 

The  citizens  of  my  Tenth  Congres- 
sional Distnct  in  the  great  State  of  Ohio 
have  honored  me  by  electing  me  to  repre- 
sent them  in  15  consecutive  Congresses  of 
the  United  States.  It  is  gratifying  to  me 
to  be  able  to  report  to  them  such  a 
distinguished  record  of  accomplishment 
as  was  achieved  in  this,  the  Republican 
83d  Congress. 


Tke  Coffee  Story— A  Faalaslk 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
aw 

HON.  LEONOR  K.  SULUVAN 

or  MneoxTsx 
IN  THE  BOnSS  OP  RBFREBENTATIVXS 

Friday.  August  20. 19S4 

Mrs.  8UUJVAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  there 
Is  every  sign  now  that  the  worst  of  the 
coffee-price  gouge  is  over  and  that  prices 
will  go  down  to  more  realistic  and  legiti- 
mate levels.  But  for  months  now,  the 
housewives  of  this  country  have  paid  out 
in  tribute  to  speculators  and  others  an 
extra  30  cents  a  pound  in  the  price  of 
their  favorite  brands  of  coffee.  A  family 
using  a  potmd  a  week  has  thus  been  held 
up  at  the  annual  rate  of  about  $15  a  year 
on  coffee  alone. 

The  story  of  the  sudden  and  precipi- 
tate Increase  in  the  price  of  this  much 
desired  beverage  is  the  story  of  a  fan- 
tastic decepUon.  It  has  certataily  been 
an  expensive  deception,  too,  for  the  aver- 
age family. 

Much  of  the  story  has  now  come  otit. 
Some  of  it  is  still  wrapped  in  mystery.  I 
hope  we  will  get  to  the  bottom  of  it  and 
bring  the  whole  story  out  in  great  detaU. 
For  I  am  sure  we  could  learn  from  the  full 
facts  in  this  case  how  to  protect  ourselves 
In  the  futur««— how  to  protect  the  con- 
sumers of  the  United  States— from  this 
kind  of  fraud  and  deception  and  imcon- 
sclonable  robbery  in  the  price  of  what 
most  households  regard  as  an  essential 
cost-of-Uvinp  item. 

The  price  of  ooSte  In  the  green  bean 
as  imported  from  Brazil  and  other  coun- 
tries has  been  going  up  gradually  taut 
steadily  over  the  years  since  1939,  along 
with  the  prices  of  most  commodities. 
During  World  War  n.  of  course,  and  also 
during  the  first  wave  of  inflati(m  which 
followed  the  Korean  war.  there  were 
strong  pressures  on  coffee  prices,  but  they 


didnotmnoompieteiyoutof  hand.  The 
reaaoo  why  gone  semhlanoe  of  reaaon- 
ableneas  was  maintained  over  this  period 
was  that  Brasil.  as  the  main  coffee-pro- 
du^g  nation  of  the  world,  was  still 
working  off  huge  surpluses  accumulated 
from  other  years.  Europe,  which  has  al- 
ways been  a  big  mio-ket  for  coffee,  was 
practically  out  of  the  market  in  World 
War  n  and  after  that  many  nations  of 
Europe  had  litUe  dollar  exchange  for 
coffee  purchases.  So  Brazil's  stocks  re- 
mained very  high. 

In  recent  years,  however,  Brazil's  out- 
put had  been  steady  or  declining,  and  de- 
mand increased,  both  from  Europe  and 
the  United  States.  The  surplus  carry- 
over stocks  were  dwindling. 

commoira  un  voa  a  "acaMx"  >CAucxr 

C<uning  on  top  of  this  potential  nar- 
rowing of  the  supply-demand  situation 
was  a  severe  frost  In  Brazil  last  year 
which  damaged  or  destroyed  miUions  of 
young  coffee  trees.  Perhaps  the  extent 
of  the  damage  was  not  realized  atflrst.  or 
perhaps  the  fact  that  the  repercussions 
of  this  tree  damage  would  not  show  up 
in  coffee  supplies  for  at  least  another  year 
acted  to  maintain  stability  in  the  coffee 
markets.  In  any  event,  prices  of  the 
green  bean  did  remain  fairly  stable  at 
around  58  cents  a  poimd. 

There  was  a  small  fiurry  In  coffee  im- 
port prices  in  July  and  August  of  1953. 
but  after  prices  rose  altogether  only 
about  5  cents  a  pound,  the  market 
quieted  down  and  coffee  beans  f eU  back 
to  58  cents,  wiping  out  the  increase  en- 
ttrdy.  And  the  price  oi  the  green  bean 
wmained  fairly  constant  from  then  until 
December.  Coffee  was  coming  into  the 
country  in  normal  volinne  and  there 
seemed  to  be  no  crisis  of  any  Idnd. 

Sometime  around  December,  however, 
crop  reports  out  of  Brazil  began  to  pre- 
dict dire  shortages  in  the  supply  due  to 
eome  to  market  7  months  later — ^that  is. 
in  the  crop  year  h^T^ning  July  l.  1954! 
Reports  described  the  extent  of  the  1953 
frost  in  Brazil  as  being  much  more  severe 
than  had  been  thought  at  the  time. 

These  factors  came  at  a  time  when 
conditions  were  ripe  for  a  "scare"  in  the 
coffee  market.   And  that  is  exactly  what 
resulted. 
maax  oqprb  phscss  sock  raoM  m  to  94  com 

A  FUUMD 

According  to  the  Federal  Trade  Omn- 
mission  in  its  report  many  months  later 
on  this  situation,  "the  trade" — that  is. 
the  coffee-importing  trade-^"behaved  as 
though  Brazilian  coffee  were  the  world 
8un>ly  of  coffee." 

Even  though  the  1953-54  crop — ^that 
Is.  the  ooOee  coming  to  mai^et  between 
July  1,  1953,  and  June  30.  1954— was  as 
large  as  those  of  previous  years  and  sup- 
plies were  ocmiing  through  normally,  the 
scare  talk  about  the  extent  of  the  defi- 
ciency in  the  new  crop  coming  to  mar- 
ket after  July  1.  1954.  set  off  the  kind 
of  frenzied  buying  in  New  Toric  which 
did.  in  effect,  create  a  sh<»tage  where 
none  existed.  That  always  haivens 
wbtan  there  is  scare  talk  of  a  big  short- 
age in  any  popular  commodity— scare 
buying  at  a  time  when  supplies  are  nor- 
mal will  actually  cause  a  Mortage  as 
bujrers  try  to  lay  in  stocks  against  future 
price  rises. 
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In  this  ease  the  scare  buylnf  spcee  wag 
a  violent  Qoe.  And  it  wag  furthered.  ae> 
oordtag  to  the  Federal  Trade  Commla- 
sion.  by  the  abnonnally  exceaatve  pur- 
chases of  green  ooBtt  by  a  few  big  Abmv 
lean  firms. 

Eveiyone  knows  what  happened  after 
that  to  the  price  of  a  twund  of  eofltaa 
in  the  corner  grocery  store,  it  sky- 
rocketed from  about  90  e«ita  or  ao  • 
pound  on  the  average  to  about  $1 JB  a 
pound,  with  vacuum-pacdoed  tins  runnlna 
substantially  higher.  " 

Meanwhile,  stocks  of  coffee  on  hand 
in  the  United  States  rooe  tremendoiariy. 
iMit  we  did  not  know  too  much  about  thi^ 
at  the  time  becauoe  the  Oewog  Bonto, 
which  used  to  make  regular  »»*«»*»«»t 
reports  on  this  matter,  had  been  outaa  in 
funds  that  it  no  longer  was  — «**^y  Kg 
monthly  coffee  reports. 

So  the  American  puhUe  wag  paylof  out 
30  or  35  cents  more  a  pound  for  coffee  on 

the  basis  of  a  shortage  which  by  then  had 
not  actually  occurred — and  which  wa 
know  now  was  nevn^  destined  to  ooenr. 
It  was  a  price  gouge  based  on  many  fac- 
tors, including  poor  crop  reportlnc.  be- 
lated statistics,  an  artlfleially  cxvatod 
domestic  shortage  attributable  largdy  to 
overourchasing  and  hoarding  by  Mg 
roasters,  and  a  pitvaganda  «—wp»«f»f 
waged  by  coffee-producing  intenats  to 
keep  the  bobble  rising  as  long  as  r^?^Mt 
and  as  high  as  possible. 

And  all  throu^  this  fiaaoo.  as  the  VM* 
end  Trade  Commiaskm  now  tells  us.  the 
trade  behaved  as  if  the  Brazilian  wipply 
of  coffee  was.  in  fact,  the  whole  wosld^ 
supply.  Actually,  Brazil's  crop  repi** 
sents  only  about  one-half  the  world'a 
supply. 

So  while  it  ia  true  that  the  Brazillaa 
crop  this  year  is  below  last  year's  crop, 
the  total  available  crop  will  be.  we  an 
told,  at  least  as  big  as  in  prevknis  yeaxa. 

OmCIAL    BO-MOTHIMSKBH    MM    UjeiSS    RKBB 

But  first.  Mr.  Speaker,  let  me  outline 
the  situation  here  in  Washington  as  the 
prices  of  green  oaBee  beans  and  of  the 
roasted  product  in  the  grocery  storeg 
continued  their  diz^  rise  from  December 
imtil  very  recently. 

As  soon  as  the  imported- bean  began 
to  shoot  up  in  price  oil  the  New  Toric 
Exchange,  the  prices  tn  the  groeor 
stores  began  to  go  up.  too— at  the  rate  of 
5  cents  every  time  the  customer  ti^nwHl 
around.  As  I  understand  It.  this  did  not 
r^resent  any  great  profit  taking  oo  tha  - 
part  of  the  independent  grocer— hli 
wholesale  price  was  rising  by  leaps  wmI 
bounds.  But  the  markups  as  they  oc- 
curred were  made  on  tins  of  coffee  w^  on 
bags  of  coffee  which  had  been  made  out 
of  green  beans  roasted  a  long  time  bef  or* 
the  import  price  began  to  riae.  The 
small  grocer  who  cannot  stock  far  ahWMl 
got  none  of  this  markup. 

But  while  coffee  was  h*«vy|ng  one  at 
the  great  luxuries  of  American  life,  of- 
llclal  Washington  was  completely  silent 
and  apparently  dtsintereated.  Yet  I  no- 
tloed  from  periodic  reports  on  the  fi- 
nancial pages  of  the  newspapers  Uia£  de- 
spite all  the  talk  of  great  coffee  dmrt- 
age.  imports  were  hiding  up  nonnany 
and  stocks  on  hand  were  relatively  fa- 
voraUe. 
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H  «M«ii.tfat  strenttli  of  tlaew  xeports. 
'  olfetHr  lataamtlon  X  WM  aide  to  ob- 
j  Hm*  t  flnt  odled  to  the  ftttentlcm 
9t  tt»  OnngiiMi  In  mkl-Janwary  tbe  ap- 
ymtmitli'  nMosttfltd  gong*  in  eofle* 
prtoei  to  tho  eonsmnar.  On  tbt  aamo 
divr.  X  mvta  to  tbo  Stetvtuy  of  state 
wftar  «hst  this  ooontaT  aeck  to  noric 
oat  eoiBe  araMDcediait  with  BMsit  to  as- 
aoio  aaB<Bat>  aoppllea  for  Import  Into 
thia  ecMBtiT  In  the  face  of  irtiat  we  were 
tlMi  lotd  womd  be  a  woild  shortage. 
Aa  I  pbtaited  oat.  when  ahortagea-  fm- 
pented  in  alne.4ead.  oopper.  or  other 
fltraleaSe  Baterlals.  we  had  always  to  the 
past  ananged  to  make  sure  that  the 
mrttod  States  reoeliwl  adequate  sup- 
plies tmm  friendly  and  alhed  produoer 
wationa.  X  arsed  we  do  the  same  thing 
tn  regard  to  eoffee. 

The  State  Departaaent.  In  effect,  In- 
fonned  me.  however,  that  the  price  in- 
crease In  eoBtt  seemed  to  be  completely 
legitiamte  In'  vtew  of  the  shortage,  that 
we  had  no  oontrols  on  prleee  in  thu 
country  and  therefore  should  not  sug- 
gest BrasU  ImM  eoffee  prices  from  go- 
ing beiaeric  and  that  there  was  really 
not  much  we  eould  do  about  the  altua- 
ticm  hot  be  patient  and  wait  7  years  for 
the  new  eoffee  trees  recently  planted  in 
Bnigfl  to  begin  bearing  fruit. 

Ntfcrtheless,  following  my  protest  on 
the  BOoae  floor,  the  President  suggested 
the  VMeral  Trade  Commission  investi- 
gate the  aptraUng  prioe  of  coffee  and 
repmt  4m  the  faeten  involved,  particu- 
larly whether  any  laws  were  being  vio- 
lated: This  was  about  the  (mlynHistruc- 
tive  step  the  administration  took  in  this 
matter. 

A  8«iate  subcommittee  began  a  mueh- 
pubUoiaed  mvestigatlon,  but  so  f  ar— «nd 
It  is  many,  many  months  since  It  began— 
I  have  not  seen  any  report  or  ezplana- 
tion  or  elarlfleatlon  from  the  Senate  sub- 
committee. 

In  the  meantime,  in  company  with 
Senatw  Oxllbttk.  of  Iowa.  I  sought  to 
get  action  on  leglslaUoa  to  bring  coffee 
trading  under  the  same  soot  of  exchange 
ooQtrola  as  apidy  to  many  other  com- 
wiodiaea  It  seems  strange  to  me  that 
we  earereise  supervision  over  the  ex- 
changes Which  handle  many  domestic 
•Crtcitttnral  commodities,  but  leave  com- 
pletely free  from  any  ccmtrol  trading  tn 
a  wholly  Imported  commodity  which 
most  Americans  use  and  ctmslder,  if  not 
essential,  then  at  least  very  desirable. 

But  the  Hbuse  Agriculture  Conmiittee 
has  never  rqwrted  out  the  bOl  t6  control 
coffee  trading. 

In  anotho*  step  I  tried  to  provide 
means  by  i^iich  the  Census  Bureau  could 
resume  Its  previous  studies  of  mcmthly 
T^wrts  (m  stocks  of  eoffee  on  hand.  The 
Information  I  had  was  that  we  had  ample 
stocks  of  eoffee  in  the  united  States. 
But  ofllclal  figures  were  lacking.  In  a 
similar  situation  of  rising  ccrfTee  prices 
in  the  late  IMTs  Senator  Onxcm  ar- 
nmgM  tar  the  Census  Bureau  to  make 
sudrstodles^  and  be  has  told  me  they 
ware  hntoaaental  in  helping  to  correct 
fvrsiBive  prtee  inereases  hued  on  artl- 
fldal  slMtiacmi 

I  appTMlatellia  fact.  Ur.  Speaker,  that 
the  Boose  agreed  to  my  amendment  to 
ttie  Oommeroe  Dqiartaaent  appropria- 
Uon  Mil  to  earmark  a  modest  $10,000  of 
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the  Census  Bureau  appropriation  for 
these  regular  coffee  studies.  But  When 
the  bUl  got  over  to  the  Senatei  this 
amendment  for  some  reason — hever 
clearly  or  intelligently  explained  or  even 
defended— was  knocked  out  of  the  bill. 
I  wrote  to  the  members  of  the  coiifer- 
enee  committee  on  this  approprkition 
biU.  pointing  out  that  the  Senate  «ction 
would  eliminate  the  possibiUty  of  con- 
ducting these  monthly  studies.  Bi|t  the 
conference  bill  failed  to  contain  the 
Sullivan  amendment.  So  the  Census 
Bureau  cannot  make  the  regular  reports 
everyone  agrees  are  necessary  if  we  are 
to  know  accurately  how  much  coSf  e  we 
do  have  on  hand. 

The  startling  thing  about  the  Senate 
action  was  that  in  killing  my  amend- 
ment, the  Senate  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee in:Q)lled  it  was  providing  money 
In  another  way  for  these  same  studies. 
The  report  of  the  committee  said  the 
studies  should  be  made.  It  said  they 
would  be  made  out  of  a  different  item  in 
the  Census  Bureau  appropriation. 

But.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  same  comnilttee 
which  made  that  statement  in  it|  re- 
port failed  to  Include  a  single  cent  in  the 
appropriation  for  the  other  Items  it  said 
would  finance  the  coffee  studies. 

Is  It  any  wonder  I  was  puzzled?  And 
though  I  wrote  to  all  the  Members  of  the 
conference  committee,  none  has  ever 
told  me  why  the  f iinds  for  coffee  reports 
were  never  included  in  the  Census  Bu- 
reau appropriation.  I  thought  at, first 
it  was  a  technical  error.  But  when  the 
ccmference  committee  failed  to  correct 
that  technical  error  In  the  bill,  the  ans- 
wer had  to  be  that  It  was  a  deliberate 
decision  not  to  have  the  coffee  stadles 
made  each  month  by  the  Census  Bureau. 
And.  of  course,  they  are  not  being  n^de. 


.pazcx   OKxnn 
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In  jhe  late  spring.  Mr.  Speaker^  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture made  a  very  significant  report  on 
world  coffee  supplies.  It  showed  ttiere 
was  no  shortage  either  In  the  1933-54 
crop  or  in  the  prospective  1954-55  erop. 
For  some  reason,  this  report  received  lit- 
tle attention  outside  the  coffee  trade,  it 
seemed  to  have  some  effect  there,  how- 
ever, for  the  coffee  market  in  New  Vork 
began  to  show  signs  of  softening— prices 
came  down  a  bit. 

At  this  point,  however,  Brazil  Issised  a 
decree  setting  the  nUnimuT^  export  price 
<m  green  coffw  at  87  cents  a  pouixl  at 
shipboard,  which  represented  a  price 
higher  than  the  then-prevailing  price  in 
New  Yoric— in  other  words,  a  minimum 
export  price  at  about  the  highest  level 
Brazilian  coffee  had  brought  during  the 
previous  months  of  shortage  scare. 

When  this  occurred.  I  wrote  again  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  urging  that  this 
country  intervene  with  Brazil  to  have  the 
decree  relaxed.  I  warned  It  would  cause 
all  sorts  of  difficulties  to  Brazil,  as  Well 
as  to  the  American  consumer. 

The  State  Department  again  reiHied 
to  the  effect  that  the  coffee  crop  in  Brazil 
had  been  badly  damaged— ignoring  the 
fact  that  world  supplies  were  up  to  aor- 
mal— and  again  implying  that  there  Was 
not  too  much  we  could  do  about  the  sit- 
uation until  the  supplies  increased,    trhe 


letter  did  acknowledge,  however  J  that  the 
American  Embassy  in  Brazil  Ihad  in- 
formed the  Brazilian  Oovemm^nt  that 
the  artificially  high  mi«imnw|  export 
price  would  be  regarded  by  man^  Ameri- 
cans as  a  Brazilian  attempt  to  ih*<"t^ln 
prices  at  an  excessive  level. 

But  nothing  happened  to  brii^g  prices 
down.  The  market  price  In  Nfrw  York 
remained  high — the  downward  tread 
previously  noUced  was  halted:  by  the 
reaction  to  the  Brazilian  decree.  But 
one  thing  did  happen:  Importers  began 
to  cut  down  on  their  purchases.  Some 
had  already  as  much  coffee  on  hand  as 
they  could  handle.  Many  indcQ)endent 
roasters  were  finding  the  price  too  high 
to  compete.  The  result;  Brazil  lost  a  lot 
of  coffee  sales. 

nroKRAI.  TK&DK  COMMISSION  KXPO«T  BSlNGS  OUT' 

rACn 

When  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 

completed  its  long  study  and  made  its 
report  late  last  month.  Mr.  Speaker,  it 
confirmed  my  fears — that  we  were  made 
the  victims  of  a  huge  hoax  on  coffee 
prices  and  coffee  supplies. 

The  Commission  flatly  stated  that  the 
coffee  price  spiral  "cannot  be  explained 
In  terms  of  the  competitive  laws  of  sup- 
ply and  demand." 

It  placed  the  blame  on  poor  Crop  re- 
porting, speculation  in  the  New  York  Ex- 
change by  both  Brazilian  and  American 
interests,  abnormal  buying  for  inventory 
purposes,  trading  irregularities  on  the 
unsupervised  and  uncontrolled  e^ichange. 
the  Brazilian  decree  attempting  to  freeze 
export  prices  at  an  artificially  high  level, 
and  a  certain  amount  of  concentration 
in  the  coffee-roasting  industry. 

But  fundamentally,  the  report  stressed 
that  there  was  no  real  shortage  of  coffee 
and  that  there  had  not  been  one  and 
would  not  be  one.  It  also  stressed  that 
the  price  was  bid  up  and  was  held  up 
without  relationship  to  supply-demand 
factors. 

And  the  American  housewife  paid 
through  the  nose. 

Was  it  necessary?  Could  it  have  been 
avoided? 

I  think  the  facts  as  brought  out  by 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  clearly 
show  the  Increases  were  unnecesanry  and 
could  have  been  avoided. 

I  particularly  believe  that  if  the  Fed- 
eral Grovernment  and  the  Congress  had 
been  alert  to  this  budget  headache  for 
the  American  housewife,  apd  if  they  had 
been  inclined  to  do  something  alMut  it. 
we  could  have  avoided  this  whole  mess. 


A  Tribute  to  the  Hoaorable  Tbdouit  E. 
Martia 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  THOMAS  A.  JENKINS 

or  OHIO 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTA'^IVK 

Friday.  August  20, 1954 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker.  wSth  the 
convening  of  the  84th  Congress  In  Janu- 
ary 1955,  the  Hoiise  of  Represcntaltivea  is 
going  to  lose  to  the  United  States  IBenate 
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one  of  its  most  distinguished  Members. 
,  I  refer  to  the  Honorable  Thomas  E. 
MAKTor,  of  the  First  CongressiODal  Dis- 
trict of  Iowa. 

Tom  Maktot  and  I  have  served  to- 
gether in  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  on  the  Committee  on  Wajrs  and 
Means  for  many  years.  In  that  time  I 
have  been  Impressed  by  his  industry, 
wisdom,  inteiaity,  and  effectiveness. 

liany  of  the  provisions  of  our  Federal 
tax  laws  that  have  been  of  particxilar 
benefit  to  the  American  farmer  are  at- 
tributaUe  to  the  diligent  efforts  of  the 
future  junior  Senator  from  Iowa,  Tom 
Maixih.  He  has  been  instrumental  in 
obtaining  excise  tax  relief  for  farmers  on 
certain  autoDiobile  parts  used  In  farm 
machinery,  in  extending  capital  gains 
tax  treatment  to  breeding  stock  and 
dairy  stock,  in  obtaining  rapid  tax  amor- 
tization for  grain  and  crop  storage  fa- 
cilities, and  in  providing  tax  deductions 
for  soil  and  wiiter  conservation  projects. 

Mr.  Maktxm  is  a  veteran  of  World  War 
I  and  had  members  of  his  immediate 
family  serve  in  both  World  War  n  and 
in  the  Korean  confiict.  As  a  conse- 
quence, he  is  a  man  who  has  taken  great 
interest  and  has  demonstrated  a  keen 
insight  in  matters  affecting  our  foreign 
affairs.  To  no  other  man  can  greater 
credit  be  given  for  our  program  of  stock- 
piling strategic  materials.  Mr.  Maxtin  is 
not  only  the  author  of  this  legislation 
but  he  has  also  been  its  most  able  sup- 
ervisor to  make  certain  that  it  is  being 
properly  administered. 

As  a  distinguished  soldier,  lawyer,  leg- 
islator, and  statesman,  Mr.  MAimr's  rec- 
ord clearly  demonstrates  his  fitness  for 
the  office  he  seeks.  As  he  leaves  the 
House  of  RepresentaUves,  I  wish  him 
weU. 
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Does  the  Eiseakowcr-CkardiiU  "lue*  la- 
dude  the  Restoration  of  Freedom  and 
ladepeadeacc  by  Self-Deterauaatioa  to 
All  tbc  Oacc  Free  and  ladepcadeat 
NatioBs  Now  Captire  aad  Easlaved  by 
Commaaist  Rassiaa  Red  CaloaiaUsm7 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  MICHAa  A.  FEIGHAN 

or  OHIO 
IN  THE  HOD8S  OF  RXPRBSENTATTVB3 

Friday.  August  20, 19S4 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  should 
hke  to  bring  to  the  attenUon  of  the 
House  some  reactions  of  Americans  of 
eastern  European  descent  to  a  matter 
which  I  brought  to  the  attenUon  of  the 
House  3  days  ago.  August  17.  I  refer  to 
the  confusion  caused  by  Churchill's 
statement  concerning  the  "list."  which  he 
claimed  was  drawn  up  between  himself 
and  the  President  of  the  United  States 
on  the  occasion  of  thehr  recent  meeting 
in  WasWngton.  This  "list"  would  ap- 
pear to  have  included  those  nations  oc- 
cupied by  the  Russian  Commvuiists.  the 
restoration  of  whose  freedom  and  inde- 
pendence, the  United  States  and  the 
United  Kingdom  still  seem  to  have  some 


Interest     From    this    •Tist,"    declared 
Churchill,  some  nations  were  excluded. 

There  is  no  other  interpretation  pos- 
sible with  regard  to  this  extxaordinary 
dlsdOBure,  than  that  those  nations,  ex- 
cluded from  the  famous — or  should  I  say 
Infamous— "list,"  are  about  to  be  bar- 
gained away  under  the  pressvu^es  of  the 
requirements  of  a  coexistence  policy. 

This  obvious  Interpretation  of  Chuich- 
lll's  statement,  I  am  certain  has  already 
spread  throughout  all  of  Europe,  both 
sides  of  the  Iron  Curtain,  and  has  caused 
renewed  anxiety  and  widespread  dis- 
couragement among  our  most  depend- 
able allies.  Aggravated  by  the  present 
moves  of  the  Kremhn  to  create  a  pa- 
ralysis of  the  forces  of  freedom  by  advo- 
cating peaceful  coexistence,  our  friends 
of  central  and  eastern  Europe,  and  all 
thinkiug  Americans  have  expressed 
alarm  at  these  developments. 

As  an  example  of  the  reaction  to  the 
administration's  appeasement  program, 
many  people  of  the  Rumanian-Amer- 
ican group  have  expressed  to  me  their 
foreboding,  recalling  what  happened  in 
1944.  when  Churchill  ceded  Rumania 
to  Stalin,  in  order  to  have  an  illusory 
free  hand  In  Greece,  and  they  fear  a 
similar  deal  could  have  been  envisaged 
in  Washington  as  part  of  the  overall 
objective  for  insuring  coexistence  be- 
tween the  expanding  Soviet  tyranny  and 
the  shrinking  free  world.  This  forebod- 
ing is  confirmed  in  their  view  by  the 
determination  of  the  Soviet  Union  to 
destroy  a  country  of  20  millions,  which 
since  the  outbreak  of  the  Bolshevik  rev- 
olution, proved  to  be  one  of  the  most  in- 
transigent anti-Russian  and  anti-Com- 
munist outposts  of  Eur(4)e. 

In  addition  to  this  strong  and  con- 
tinuous insistence  of  the  Soviet  Union 
on  strengthening  its  control  over  Ru- 
mania, they  mention  the  well-known  at- 
titude of  Great  Britain,  as  well  as  the 
ai^Mirent  disinterest  of  American  propa- 
ganda for  that  region.  The  fact  was 
brought  to  my  attention,  for  instance, 
that  a  so-called  Iron  Curtain  propa- 
ganda agency,  like  the  National  Com- 
mittee for  a  Free  Europe,  while  spend- 
ing huge  sums  for  propaganda  in  other 
less  Important  sectors,  ignores  almost 
completely  the  cause  of  the  Rumania 
nation. 

These  same  feelings  have  been  ex- 
pressed to  me  by  responsible  leaders  of 
other  American  organizations  repre- 
sentative of  persons  from  other  non- 
Russian  nations  now  Imprisoned  In  the 
Red  colonial  empire.  It  is  therefore  ap- 
parent that  the  Churchill  statement, 
together  with  the  ominous  silence  of  the 
White  House,  has  cast  a  dark  and  harm- 
ful shadow  upon  United  States  Inten- 
tions toward  the  non-Russian  nations 
enslaved  by  the  Russian  Communists. 

Similar  rumors  are  spreading  in  other 
naticmal  groups,  I  have  been  informed. 
Commonsense  dictates  that  we  must 
not  forget  the  hundreds  of  millions  of 
non-Russian  people  who  are  enslaved 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain,  who  in  the 
event  of  an  all-out  war  with  the  Russian 
Communists,  will  prove  to  be  our  real 
secret  weapon. 

It  is  of  vital  importance  to  us  not  to 
lose  faith  and  support  of  those  hxmdreds 
of  millions  of  anti-Communist  people. 


What  CoBfrets  Does,  er  Fails  Ta  Da^ 
Affects  Tea,  Ton  Famiy,  Tav 
Yov  Job,  Tow  Life 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 


or 

HON.  LEONOR  K.  SULUVAN 

or  MIBBOtTBI 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OW  RBFRSSENTATTVB 

Friday,  August  20, 1954 
Mrs.  SULLIVAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  when 
the  House  adjourns  at  the  close  of  buri- 
ness  today  we  will  have  written  the  com- 
plete and  flnal-liistory  of  this  rnngiw. 
except  for  any  actions  the  Senate  may 
take  later  ha  the  year  and  exceist  for  any 
emergency  which  may  reqidre  us  to  re- 
convene before  the  83d  Congress  goes  out 
of  existence  shortly  after  New  Year's  Day 

The  final  weeks  of  this  congressional 
session  have  been  almost  nightmarish 
Attempts  were  made  in  the  flna^  weeks  to 
pass  complex  bills  which  were  entitled  to 
much  more  careful  consideration  than 
the  time  permitted  us  would  aUow.  We 
did  not  know  until  today,  for  Infttancti 
imtil  the  very  last  day  of  ttiis  Congress— 
what  the  final  provisions  would  be  of  the 
social  security  bill  which  has  been  before 
Congress  since  early  this  year.  The  con- 
ference report  c<«ipromising  the  differ- 
ences between  the  House  and  Senate  ver- 
sions of  the  social  security  bill  was  not 
presented  until  today. 

Other  bills,  just  as  important  to  the 
people  of  our  districts,  came  tiu-ough  the 
House  in  such  a  rush  these  past  weeks 
that  it  was  like  being  in  the  middle  of  a 
Mississippi  fiood. 

It  seems  to  me  that  we  could  have 
avoided  mueh  of  tliis  last-minute  rush 
and  accorded  more  careful  consideration 
to  these  important  bills.  I  hope  the  next 
congress  convening  in  January  will 
make  an  effort  to  schedule  the  work  on  a 
more  continuous  and  consistent  H^wIh 
over  the  life  of  the  Congress  rather  than 
to  let  so  many  things  drag  out  to  the 
very  end  when  it  is  almost  impossible  to 
know  all  the  details  of  all  the  important 
bills  descending  on  the  Congress  in  a 
flood  of  legislation. 

OUK    WOKK    IS    TOO    IICPOKTAMT    TO    TOO    KAKT 
PCOPI.X    TO    EZCTTSX    SLIPSHOD    I.BGISI.ATIOK 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  hard  to  think  of  a 
single  aspect  of  the  Uves  and  happiness 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States  that 
is  not  affected  by  the  woi*  we  do  here 
in  the  Congress.  What  we  do  or  fail  to 
do -affects  each  person,  each  family,  each 
home  in  a  variety  of  important  respects 
The  wage  earner's  Job.*the  widow's  social 
security  benefits,  the  veterans's  hospital- 
Ization  or  homeownership  or  educational 
rights  under  the  GI  bill,  the  rehabilita- 
tion of  the  handicapped,  the  prices  of 
things  people  buy  m  the  stores,  the 
safety  of  our  population  fran  atomic 
attack,  the  taxes  we  pay,  the  state  of 
prosperity  in  the  country — all  these 
things  are  directly  hivolved  in  the  bills 
we  pass  in  the  Congress. 

I  have  tried  since  coming  to  the  Con- 
gress to  examine  into  leglslattoo — Into 
all  bills  wliich  come  before  us — from  this 
standpoint  of  their  eflfect  upon  people; 
that  is.  how  they  affect  homellfe  and  tha 
family,  what  influoxx  they  would  hav« 
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IWliMIPMVlBtion  Qf  JttveBile  dtlfngntficy 
«r  In  ttM  hataonuuaat  of  tdncaUcmal 
M<iMttUume»>  wbetliw  tlt«y  tronld  «eaa 
b«Ctar  botaes  or  poorar  bonea  for  the 
fiaiitw  wbl^  make  up  our  country. 

IWaa  that  itandpoipt  the  88d  OoDgress 
hMM  done  aooM  good  work  but  has  left  a 
lot  to  t»  deelzed.  Ttie  bouaing  program 
irtdeh  we  liave  paesed  In  eflect  wontd  km 
the  verj  soooeKful  pubUc-houaing  pro- 
gram, tt  would  on  the  othor  hand,  seek 
to  make  home  ownership  easier  for  more 
people  hf  further  redudng  downpay- 
■MlBts  OB-VHA  housing,  but  there  Is  a 
atrang  poaittiillty  that  this  might  hare 
4be  utf ortonate  oonsequenee  o<  tnaJrimf 

pcioasAf  housing  higher  as  the  dowqwr- 
manMwe  lowered.  If  more  people  can 
wdtard  the  downpayment  to  buy  houses, 
the  market  price  might  wen  go  up.  That 
means  monthly  carzying  ctuuves  would 
also  rise. 

It  to  not  enough  to  make  It  easier  for 
our  families  to  buy  homes  if  the  monthly 
payments  are  so  high  that  during  any 
short  period  of  economic  downtwrn,  they 
loee  thdr  homes. 

Thto  to  Just  one  illustration  of  ttie  oom- 
plezity  of  the  problems  we  face  as  they 
affect  people  and  families.  Obrioualy 
when  we  legislate  in  a  hurry,  in  a  last- 
minute  rush,  "icken"  can  easily  be 
sUpped  into  the  biUs  with  unexpected 
and  unf  miunate  oraseQumces. 
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wealth  and  power,  leaviDg  only  (rumbs 
for  the  ayaiage  dtlsen.  i 


Among  the  important  Issims  ^^ilch  we 
attempted  to  deal  witti  in  this  COnffress, 
in  addition  to  housing  and  social  secu- 
rity, were  such  things  as: 

Taxes,  including  a  complete  rewriting 
and  eodtficaticm  of  all  of  the  income-tax 
statutes;  removal  of  what  neariy  all  of 
us  on  the  Democratic  side  and  which 
President  Eisenhower  in  his  1952  cam- 
paign also  called  the  "union  busting" 
provlstans  of  the  Taft-Hartley  Act;  bet- 
ter unemxrioyment  compensation  provi- 
sions;  and  aid  to  our  hard-pressed 
schools;  strengthening  of  national  de- 
fense; improvement  of  civilian-defense 
programs;  the  Voice  of  America  program 
for  eounteracting  Communist  lies 
throughout  the  world;  correction  of  a 
giving  loophole  in  the  food  and  drug  in- 
qwctlon  program  which  resulted  from  a 
fiupreme  Court  dedston;  statehood  for 
Hhwatl  and  Alaska;  the  redpioeai  trade 
agxeeuieuts  program  begun  under  COr- 
dell  Hull  in  19S4  to  expand  world  trade 
and  thus  lessen  the  tensions  which  lead 
to  war:  the  ownership  of  the  so-called 
tidelands;  continuation  of  the  mutual 
security  program,  including  the  tranen- 
dously  suoceasful  point  4  program  first 
<mtllned  as  the  fourth  major  point  <tf 
former  President  Truman's  IMS  Inaugu- 
ral qteech;  the  peacetime  uses  of  atimiic 


Mr.  Speaker,  the  list  to  endless.  All 
of  these  things  and  many  more  are  of 
direct  concern  to  every  American  fam- 
ily. On  some  of  these  issues.  Congress 
went  through  the  motions  of  tofri*ifttr«ng 
tal  did  little;  on  others  it  accomplished 
some  worth-while  things.  On  balance. 
howefver.  the  record  was  not  the  kind 
we  cotfd  have  made  if  there  had  been 
more  of  a  will  here  to  legislate  in  behalf 
of  the  great  mass  of  the  people.  In  so 
many  ftistances.  thto  Congrem  legislated 
on  behalf  of  the  few— of  those  with 


Nowhere  was  this  more  evldeat  thaiJI 
In  the  tax-revision  bilL  We  passed  ir 
Wn— «  bm  Jammed  down  the  throats 
of  thoee  of  us  who  tried  to  improve  it — 
which  accords  tremendous  increases  in 
take-home  pay  for  people  with  substan- 
tial income  from  stock  dividends  and 
which  gives  business  corporatioijs  very 
attractive  means  of  increasing  their  net 
profits  through  lower  taxes,  but  which 
gives  to  the  average  citizen  not  a  single 
Important  means  of  reducing  t^is  tax 
bin.  As  one  news  story  which  I  saw  re- 
cently pointed  out:  If  your  luck  hts  been 
had  enough,  you  will  get  some  tax  rehef 
under  this  bill.  If  a  husband  or  wife 
dies  during  the  year,  or  if  medic»l  and 
hospital  bills  are  a  substantial  part  of 
your  Income,  or  if  a  low-income  family 

has  to  hire  help  to  care  for  the  children 
because  both  parents  have  to  work  to 
assure  even  the  barest  kind  of  subsist- 
ence, then  there  are  ^me  benaflts  in 
the  tax  bill  for  moderate-income  fami- 
lies. . 

But  the  average  wage  earner  gets  no 
break  in  lower  tax  rates  or  higljer  ex- 
emptions. Our  efforts  to  write  an  addi- 
tional HOC  exemption  per  person  into 
the  law,  making  the  individual  exemp- 
tion $700  a  year  instead  of  $60a  were 
voted  down.  Thus  a  family  of  4  will  still 
have  to  pay  Income  taxes  on  income 
over  $2,400  a  year.  Can  anyone  tell  me 
how  a  family  of  4  can  live  today — can 
pay  the  basic  costs  of  living  wHthout 
any  friUs  or  luxuries — and  get  aldng  on 
$2,400  a  year  Yet  this  tax  bill  seems 
to  assume  that  such  a  family  cSn  get 
along  all  right  and  that  on  anything 
over  that  it  should  pay  income  taxes. 
Even  ttie  $2,800-a-year  basic  exempUon 
we  tried  to  provide  for  such  a  family 
would  have  been  less  thai*  enough  tax 
relief  for  those  who  need  it  most. 

THZ  nDKLAMDS  IBSUX 

Early  in  the  83d  Congress,  the  admin- 
istration launched  one  of  its  strongest 
crusades — to  give  away  to  a  few  ooastal 
States  valuable  natural  resources  under 
the  ocean  floor,  chiefly  oil.   The  Supreme 
Court  has  said  over  and  over  that  these 
valuable  resources  belonged  to  all  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States.    President 
Truman  vetoed  efforts  in  past  Congresses 
to  give  away  these  resources.    I  was  one 
who  tried  to  get  the  royalties  from  these 
oflJBhore  oil  deposits  earmarked  for  edu- 
catiozud  purposes  but  the  administration 
insisted  on  pushing  through  the  bill  to 
sign  away  all  Federal  Government  slaims 
to  these  resources.   Consequently,  while 
four  of  our  coastal  States  were  made 
very  happy  by  this  tremendous  windfall 
of  natural  resources  which  the  Supreme 
Court  insisted  belonged  to  you  and  me 
and  all  of  the  people  of  this  country,  our 
schools  continue  in  a  desperate  financial 
situation  which  has  meant  overcrowding, 
lack    of    proper    facilities,    underpaid 
teachers,  and  alarming  deterloratton  in 
the  qiiallty  of  education. 

A  DIBTBB88IMC  DOWMTUUf  IH   XCONOlaC 

Acnvrrr 
The  past  year  saw  what  had  been  the 
most  prosperous  economy  the   United 
States,  or  any  other  nation,  has  ever 
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known,  turn  Into  a  nationwide  receaston. 
St.  Louis,  one  of  the  great  indupsitrial  cen- 
ters of  the  world,  almost  ovefnlght  be- 
came a  distressed  area,  which  means  un- 
employment of  more  tha  ^  percent. 
Many  other  major  business  centers  of 
the  country  also  went  on  the  distressed 
list.  Unemployment  mounted  by  leaps 
and  bounds.    Job  opportunities  shrank. 

In  this  situation,  the  Congress  pro- 
vided no  constructive  solutions.  My  bill, 
which  I  cosponsored.  for  a  Federal-local 
public-works  program  was  pigeonholed 
in  the  House  Public  Works  Committee 
and  was  never  even  called  up  for  hear- 
ings  on  the  need  for  this  kind  of  legis- 
lation. While  our  jobless  were  expe- 
riencing prolonged  periods  of  hopeless- 
ness verging  on  despair,  the  inadequate 
unemployment-compensation  rates  were 
not  raised.  Not  a  single  State  today  has 
an  unemplo3rment-compensation  rate 
which  is  in  line  with  the  cost  of  living. 

The  cost  of  living  itself— the  Consiun- 
ers'  Price  Index— has  not  reflected  this 
general  downturn  in  economic  activity. 
Prices  today  for  the  consumer  are  high- 
er than  they  were  before  this  recession 
began.  Creeping  inflation  has  been 
cheating  the  housewife  everjr  day  of 
more  and  more  money  out  of  her  limited 
budget. 

THX  corns  HOAX 

In  one  item  alone — coffee-x-she  has 
paid  out  30  cents  a  poxmd  mon  than  a 
year  ago.  I  began  last  JantiSry  to  try 
to  expose  the  hoax  behind  tl4s  unnec- 
essary and  unconscionable  increase  in 
coffee  prices,  based  on  a  much-tmblicized 
shortage  which  never,  In  fact,  existed. 
I  am  happy  that  as  a  result  of  my  pro- 
tests and  the  facts  I  presented  on  the 
House  floor  the  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion agreed  to  look  into  this  matter,  and 
recently — after  many  months  Of  study — 
confirmed  what  I  said  here  in  January. 

The  proof  of  that  pudding  was  in  the 
sudden  and  sharp  price  decli|ie  which 
came  almost  immediately  after  the  Fed- 
eral Trade  Commission  made  Its  report 
showing  no  shortage  and  no  legitimate 
economic  reason  for  the  tremendous  hike 
In  coffee  prices.  The  break  in  coffee 
prices  has  been  attributed  to  a  change 
of  currency  regulations  in  BratiL  That 
may  have  had  some  effect — an  effect  such 
as  putting  the  last  straw  on  the  camel's 
back.  Actually,  It  was  an  action  which 
recognized  the  futility  of  trying  to  keep 
coffee  prices  high  In  the  face  rf^the  FTC 
study.  Brazil  had  no  choice  but  to 
change  its  regulations,  since  Its  exports 
had  already  come  almost  to  a  halt.  But 
the  speculators  who  had  bought  up  huge 
and  extraordinary  stocks  of  coffee  beans, 
although  they  tried  to  prolong  the  high 
price  as  long  as  possible,  finally  had  to 
participate  in  the  long  overdue  down- 
ward march  of  coffee  prices. 

In  the  period  between  the  time  when 
I  first  pointed  to  the  hoax  of  a  coffee 
shortage  and  protested  the  unconscion- 
able prices  for  coffee  until  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  months  later,  con- 
firmed the  facts,  I  tried  repeatedly,  but 
without  success,  to  get  the  Congress  and 
the  administration  to  take  action  in  this 
matter.  I  pleaded  for  passage  of  legis- 
lation to  place  the  coffee  exchaqge  under 
the  same  regulations  as  apply  to  other 
commodity  exchanges.  That  was  blocked 
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in  the  House  Agriculture  Committee.  I 
succeeded  in  persuading  the  House  to 
write  an  amendment  into  the  Commerce 
Department  appropriation  bill  to  renew 
the  regular  monthly  tabulations  of  cof- 
fee stocks  on  hand  in  the  United  States, 
as  a  means  of  preventing  price  rises  based 
on  nonexistent  shortages,  but  this 
amendment  was  mysteriously  killed  in 
the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee. 
I  tried  to  get  the  State  Department  to 
intervene  strenuously  wiUi  Brazil  to  end 
restrictive  practices  intended  to  help 
boost  coffee  prices  even  higher,  but  was 
told  by  State  Department  officials  there 
was  nothing  to  be  done— that  there  was 
a  tremendous  coffee  shortage  and  that 
was  all  there  was  to  it. 

The  coffee  hoax  perpetrated  on  the 
American  consumer,  Mr.  Speaker,  has 
been  one  of  the  most  mysterious  and  ef- 
fective gouges  we  have  seen  in  this  coun- 
try in  a  long  time.  We  have  not  yet  got- 
ten to  the  bottom  of  it.  I  Intend  to 
pursue  this  matter  until  we  do  get  all 
the  facts  and  expose  those  most  respon- 
sible. 

DISnUBXTTIOl*  or  SUSPLVB  FOOD 

In  view  of  the  Joblessness  and  distress 
in  the  Nation,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  the  ac- 
tual hunger  which  has  occxirred  among 
some  of  our  people,  I  have  tried,  as  you 
know,  to  seek  a  sensible  approach  to  the 
problem  of  getting  some  of  our  surplus 
food  to  needy  families.  My  solution  was 
based  on  the  use  of  a  food-stamp  plan 
such  as  was  In  effect  during  the  first  and 
second  Roosevelt  administrations  prior 
to  World  War  IL 

Unfortimately,  I  could  get  no  support 
whatsoever  from  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  <m  this  matter.  The  Agri- 
culture people  seemed  to  be  much  more 
concerned  about  diunping  sind  getting 
rid  of  these  surpluses  abroad  or  any- 
where, on  any  basto  whatsoever,  Just  to 
get  rid  of  them,  than  Joining  in  any 
sensible  program  which  woiUd  assure 
some  of  this  food  getting  to  those  who 
need  it.  The  surplus  food  distribution 
system  now  in  effect  is  hopelessly  ineffl- 
cient  and  inadequate  in  many  parts  of 
the  country.  Complaints  have  been  com- 
ing in  daily  that  foodstuffs  are  not  avail- 
able when  and  where  needed;  that  the 
wrong  people  in  some  cases  have  been 
gettmg  much  of  thto  food;  that  the  ones 
really  in  need  are  often  pushed  aroimd 
and  ignored  and  tied  up  m  redti4>e  so 
that  the  food  items  they  receive  are  not 
worth  the  horrible  amount  of  time  and 
trouble  necessary  to  get  them.  No  funds 
have  been  provided  for  certification  of 
the  needy,  putting  a  tremendous  burden 
on  State  and  local  welfare  agencies. 

Consequently,  since  the  present  system 
seems  clearly  to  be  inadequate  for  the 
needs  of  these  times.  I  intend  to  press  in 
the  next  Congress  for  a  more  sensible 
approach  and  will  reintroduce  my  food- 
stamp  bill. 

rooD  AND  Diiro  nrspacnow 
One  accomplishment  of  thto  Congress 
in  which  I  am  deeply  proud  to  have 
played  an  important  part  was  m  the 
passage  of  legislation  clearly  defining 
the  righU  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad- 
ministration to  inspect  the  conditions 
under  which  food  and  drugs  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  are  actually  manu- 


factured or  prepared.  The  Supreme 
Court  had  decided  that  a  loophole  in 
the  law  prohibited  the  Federal  agents 
from  making  factory  insi)ectlons  except 
by  invitation  of  the  factory  owners.  Ob- 
viously, a  factory  producing  filthy  or 
contaminated  or  unfit  products  injurious 
to  health  is  not  going  to  invite  a  Ind- 
eral inspector  to  come  in  and  see  how 
the  work  Is  being  done. 

Shortly  after  the  Supreme  Court  de- 
cision, I  worked  for  passage  of  a  bill 
to  restore  the  rights  of  the  inspectors 
to  go  into  these  factories  on  their  own 
initiative.  But  it  was  a  shock  to  me, 
after  the  law  was  finally  passed  and  put 
into  effect,  that  the  Congress  and  the 
administration  were  reducing  the  num- 
htT  of  food  and  drug  inspectors  and 
thus  making  it  impossible  for  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  to  do  its  Job 
properly,  I  have  been  fighting  against 
these  appropriation  cuts  which  so  affect 
every  kitchen  and  dining-room  table  in 
the  Nation,  and  which  make  it  more 
possible  for  unsafe  drugs  to  get  into 
our  medicine  cabinets.  Even  though  we 
gave  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
broadened  powers,  including  now  the 
right  to  control  residual  pesticides  on 
foods,  its  appropriation  is  still  sul>stan- 
tially  less  than  under  the  Truman  ad- 
ministration. This  is  another  continu- 
ing fight  of  mine  which  I  intend  to  re- 
new when  the  Congress  reconvenes. 
These  battles  are  never  won  unless  they 
are  fought  over  and  over  again. 
■ociAi.  ■acrruTT 

The  best  Job  done  by  this  Congress, 
and  one  of  its  few  accomplishments  in 
behalf  of  ordinary  people,  has  been  on 
the  social-security  law.  A  year  ago 
there  was  a  strcmg  drive  on  the  part  of 
powerful  interests  to  destroy  the  basic 
soundness  of  the  social -security  system 
by  turning  it  into  a  general  dole  and  dis- 
bursing the  reserve  fund.  Thto  was 
called  putting  social  security  on  a  pay- 
as-you-go-basis.  What  it  would  have 
done,  however,  would  have  been  to  de- 
stroy the  reserve  fund  built  up  over  the 
past  17  years  and  make  future  social- 
security  benefits  dependent  uixm  current 
revenues.  As  our  population  got  older, 
the  day-to-day  expense  of  social-security 
payments  would  become -so  great  that 
benefits  would  have  to  be  slashed  almost 
to  nothing,  or  the  program  would  col- 
lapse of  its  own  weight.  Instead  of  each 
wage  earner  during  his  working  lifetime 
contributing,  alcmg  with  his  emplojrer.  to 
hto  future  benefits,  the  youngest  wage 
earners  would  be  carrying  the  burden  for 
those  who  retired. 

We  bk>cked  thto  attempt  to  kill  off 
social  security.  I  am  glad  that  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  did  not  Join  In  that 
attack  on  the  program  but  instead  pro- 
posed changes  in  line  with  the  kind  of 
program  the  Roosevelt  and  Truman  ad- 
ministrations had  pioneered  and  im- 
proved over  the  years.  The  new  law 
expands  coverage  to  more  pec^de,  raises 
the  amount  of  each  wage-earner's  pay- 
check irtiioh  can  be  credited  to  benefits, 
and  thus  malces  possible  a  further  in- 
crease in  benefits.  Thto  will  be  of  tre- 
mendous help  to  our  beneficiaries  and 
those  who  look  forward  to  retiring  under 
the  social-security  system. 


I  favored  the  changes  in  the  law  as 
far  as  they  went.  I  Joined  in  a  pitqinsal 
to  liberalize  the  law  much  further,  both 
in  benefits  and  coverage;  but  since  thi« 
was  the  best  we  could  do  in  thto  Con- 
gress.  and  since  it  was  really  a  substan- 
tial improvement.  I  have  no  desire  or 
IntenticHi  ol  trying  to  mintmi*^  the 
importance  of  what  was  done. 

As  a  sponsor  of  improvements  in  the' 
Railroad  Retirement  Act.  which  to  the 
social-security  ssrstem  for  railroad  work- 
ers, I  helped  to  bring  about  a  reducUon 
from  65  to  60  in  the  minttwnm  age  at 
which  widows  of  railroad  workers  can 
begin  receiving  their  survivorship  bene- 
fits. I  intend  to  work  for  similar  treat- 
ment in  the  Social  Security  Act.  too.  It 
will  be  one  of  the  first  bills  I  will  intro- 
duce in  the  new  Congress. 

A  widow  who  has  spent  her  mtlre 
adult  life  as  a  housewife  finds  It  ex- 
tremely difficult  and  sometimes  Impos- 
sible to  try  to  find  employment  at  age 
60  and  begin  supporting  herself.  TO 
have  to  wait  until  65  in  order  to  begin 
collecting  social-security  survivwshlp 
benefits  is  a  serious  hardship  which  I 
hope  to  see  corrected  by  redudns  this 
minimum  age  to  60.  as  we  did  on  rail- 
road retirement. 

AD  TO   VRBAMS,   TO   TRZ   TLAXmCUm, 
TO  TRX  BXCK 

The  modest  increase  voted  by  ttito 
Congress  in  veterans'  benefit  rates,  in- 
cluding disability  benefits,  does  not  be- 
gin to  reflect  the  increases  m  the  cost 
of  living  and  the  needs  of  the  veteran. 
We  had  to  agree  to  this  Mil  or  get  noth- 
ing. That  is  exactly  how  the  matter 
was  presented  to  us  m  the  final  days  of 
the  session.  This  is  an  area  where  more 
compassion  and  less  budgeteering  to 
necessary. 

A  bill  which  would  expand  the  Oov- 
emment's  program  for  rehabilitation  of 
the  idiysically  handicapped  was  passed, 
but  the  i4>propriati<ms  necessary  to  car- 
ry it  out  were  not  forthcoming  in  suffi- 
cient amount.  It  is  regrettable  that  the 
Congress  shotild  attempt  to  persuade  the 
handicapped  that  we  are  doing  a  lot  for 
them  and  then  fail  to  appropriate  suffi- 
cient funds.  A  similar  deoqitlon  was 
practiced  on  the  matta  of  miedal  hoflpf- 
tals  and  clinics  tor  a  variety  of  chronie 
diseases— a  law  which  says  we  wiB  do 
something  about  it,  but  an  appropria- 
tion which  faito  to  include  enough 
money. 

TBXBx  n  BO  mics  Ts*  vo  wm  vomm 

Mr.  l^?eaker.  thto  COngresB  to  adjourn- 
ing with  a  tremendous  amount  of  neeea- 
sary  work  still  undone.  Uhdoobtedly.  a 
criticism  like  that  oould  probidfly  be 
made  about  any  Ooogress  as  tt  adJoonM. 
but  I  know  of  few  instances  over  the 
years  in  which  I  have  watched  Oon- 
gresses  in  action  whow  so  little  was 
complished  of  value  to  the  average  f  i 
ily. 

Thto  to  particularly  hard  to  excuse  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  our  economic  ma- 
chine is  definitely  not  running  at  full 
strength.  It  is  almost  as  If  the  powers 
that  be  here  m  Washington  bdleve  a  rate 
of  unemidoyment  (tf  S  or  4  mimon  per- 
sixis  to  not  unusual  tft  emi  dtoturMac. 
To  me,  it  to  alarming.  Tt  to  •a^^i^*^^ 
that  we  are  not  trying  to  bulk!  a  solid 
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The  f  set  tlutt  we  •!«  not  wmt  »i«o- 
ileodnc  s  in»-98  deprenkm  is  ImnllT 
•oaadi  for  «wrai»l>frncy  In  tbe  face  of 
g«nilne  nouOaa,  We  eannot  to  oom- 
Plaeent  in  this  sttofttton.  We  mint  or- 
CMilae  our  efforts  and  our  reaonroeB  and 
our  iBtdUgence  to  restore  prcmperlty  for 
sOand  to  keep  this  country  growing 
strotver  and  totter  f or  aU  of  our  people. 
That  is  my  goal  as  a  GongresswoDian. 


RcpdbBeaa  Party's  Tax  Program 
ezhension  op  reicabks 

HON.  TOOMAS  A.  JEHKINS 

<M  OHIO 

IN  TBI  HODBI  OP  BaRUBKirrATivas 
Friday,  August  20, 19S4      - 

Ur.  JSNKINB.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a 
>«nking  majority  memtor  of  the  House 
Oommitteeim  Ways  and  Means,  it  is  ap- 
mtHniate  that  I  should  at  ttiis  tfane  re- 
view iirleflly  for  my  coUealrues  in  the 
Congress  and  for  the  people  of  our  great 
Nation  tte  aeoomdiahments  of  the  Re- 
Puhtteaa  Ud  Gongress  with  renect  to 
liWeral  taxatkm. 

Greater  tax  redoetlon  was  granted  to 
tto  Aaaeriean  taaqaiyer  during  the  Re- 
publican 83d  Congress  than  has  erer 
been  granted  by  any  other  congress  in 
our  history.  In  fact,  the  only  other  Con^ 
greas  that  has  eva>  come  dose  to  grant- 
ing as  much  tax  rdief  was  granted  by  an- 
other Republican  Congress.  I  refer,  of 
eourse,  to  tto  Mth  Oongress. 

Tta  reduction  and  reduced  ezpendi- 
tores  tove  been  the  taikHtional  liaeal  pol- 
i^  of  the  Republican  Party  as  a  for- 
mula for  adUering  a  balanced  budget 
MM  debt  retirement.  Under  this  for- 
■mla,  tto  Republican  Par^  has  dedi- 
cated itsdf  to  a  high  standard  of  living 
^^•Ptt>«  people  under  a  peaceful,  f ree- 
enterprlse  system.  During  tto  present 
Congress,  we  tove  omstihued  in  this  tra- 


We  Republicans  can  to  proud  of  the 
outstanding  record  ttot  the  80th  Cbn- 
greas  achieved  with  respect  to  taxes. 
Ttoss  were  reduced  $5  billlon  per  year, 
the  budget  was  balanced  for  tto  first 
time  in  17  years,  |7  billion  was  paid  on 
tto  aatloQaJl  debt,  and  ^surplus  of  $8.4 
billion  was  left  in  tto  Treasury  in  IMS 
We  are  an  aware  of  tto  tiemendous  boom 
^■t  occurred   simnttaneouSly   in   our 


That  RcpuUiean  poliey,  whloh  was  so 
ably  carried  out  in  tto  80th  Congiees. 
rqawsented  a  marked  dqiarture  fzom 
the  phlloaophy  prevailing  during  the  SO 
years  of  Democratic  rule,  whm  14  major 
revenue  measures  were  enacted  into  law 
toereasing  taxes. 

Id  tto  Republican  83d  Coi^gress,  we 
have  evMi  improved  <m  our  past  record 
and  ha«s  made  a  kmg-oveniue  depar- 
ture £rsm  tto  Mew  and  ffair  Deal  pro- 
grams of  tax  and  tax,  qitend  and  spend. 
—?*'**•  January  1. 1954.  this  Republican 
83d  Congress  has  given  the  American 


people  87.4  bUllon  to  tax  relief  4-a  star- 
tling figure.  This  $7.4  billion,  tax-re- 
duction program  consists  of  $3  billion  in 
individual  income-tax  cuts,  $$  billion 
fTMn  the  expiration  of  the  exceas-proflts 
tax,  $1  billion  in  excise-vtax  reduction, 
and  $1.4  billion  In  tax  relief  from  the 
new  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1W4,  H.  R. 
8300. 

These  tax  cuts  were  accomplished  de- 
spite tto  fact  that  when  the  Ela#nhower 
administration  took  office  in  l$53,  the 
Truman  administration  had  left  $81  bil- 
lion In  unpaid  bills  which  would  fall  due 
and  have  to  be  paid  by  the  new  admin- 
istration. These  tax  cuts  were  accom- 
plished despite  the  fact  that  the  Truman 
administration  had  proposed  a  t>lanned 
deficit  of  $9 J  billion  for  fiscal  year  1954. 
The  Eisenhower  administration  and 
the  Republican  83d  Congress  reduced 
this  planned  deficit  of  $9.9  billion  to  an 
actual  deficit  of  $3.3  billion  by  institut- 
ing the  most  stringent  economy  meas- 
ures. In  all.  Republican  fiscal  policy  has 
slashed  expenditures  by  the  I>Meral 
Ctovenunent  over  $12  bilUon.  It  is  ob- 
vious that  the  $7.4  billion  In  tax  reduc- 
tion was  made  possible  by  souhd  Re- 
publican economy  measures  whieh  have 
not  advn^ly  affected  our  national  se- 
curity. 

During  the  current  session  of  the  83d 
congress,  we  have  passed  the  Excise  Tax 
Reduction  Act  of  1954  which  has  the  ef- 
fect of  reducing  excise  tax  collections  by 
ahnost  81  billion,  in  this  Important  tax 
reduction  legislation,  we  have  cut  In  half 
the  excise  tax  rates  on  such  articles  as 
eosmetira.  admissions,  ladles  handbags 
jewehT.  electric  light  bulbs,  and  so  forth! 
We  tovi;  also  maricedly  reduced  the  ex- 
cise taxos  on  telephone  services,  trans- 
portation tickets,  and  so  forth.  These 
excise  tax  reductions  have  alr^uty  done 
much  to  stimulate  business  and  etnploy- 
ment,  not  only  In  those  industries  direct- 
ly affected  by  the  taxes,  but  also  In  other 
industries.  Consumers  have  had  to  pay 
less  for  many  of  these  taxed  Items  and 
tove  thus  more  money  available  fcM- 
other  purchases.  Certainly  the  house- 
wife has  found  our  excise  tax  sttucttire 
less  harasstog  than  It  has  been  In  the 
past. 

The  President  has  recently  signed  Into 
law,  tto  mtemal  Revenue  Code  at  1954 
H.  R.  8300.  This  is  generally  cohceded' 
to  to  the  most  Important  legislation  and 
the  most  monumental  piece  of  legisla- 
tion to  to  enacted  into  law  since  the 
founding  of  our  Republic.  H.  R.  8300 
«presenti  the  first  complete  overhaul 
of  our  Federal  tax  laws  In  over  75  years. 

This  revlBdon  Includes   a  rearrange- 
ment of  the  provisions  of  the  code  to 
place  thera  in  more  logical  sequence  tto 
deletion  of  obsolete  material,  and  an  at- 
tempt to  express  the  Internal  Revenue 
laws  in  a  more  understandable  miinner 
This  new  code  also  contains  many  sub- 
stentive  changes,  the  purpose  of  Which 
is  to  remove  inequities,  to  end  harass- 
ment of  the  taxpayer,  and  to  remove  tax 
barriers  to  further  expansion  of  piioduc- 
tion  and  employment.    We  have  sought 
to  create  tax  laws  which  will  to  con- 
«hiclve  to  tto  dynamic  development  of 
our  national  eoonrany.     Over  500,000 
man-hours  of  work  have  gone  into  tto 
careful  preparation  of  H.  R.  8300. 
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Time  does  not  now  permit  me  to 
enumerate  and  descrite  the  toany  k>ng- 
overdue  improvemenU  which  H.  R  8300 
makes  to  our  Federal  tax  l$ws.  i  can 
say  without  contradiction,  hdwever.  ttot 
these  improvements  will  haVe  a  benefi- 
cial effect  on  every  Americsjn  taxpayer 
and  his  family.  Persons  froin  all  walks 
of  life— whether  he  to  a  besinessman. 
a  housewife,  a  farmer,  or  a  latorlng 
man — will  find  that  because  of  H.  R 
8300,  his  taxes  are  tolng  more  fairly 
applied  to  him. 

I  am  proud  to  have  been  a  memtor  of 
the  committee  that  wrote  this  legisla- 
tion and  presented  it  to  th*  House  of 
Representatives.  I  am  proud  to  have 
been  a  Memtor  of  the  83d  Congress, 
which  has  given  this  new  tax  law  to  the' 
American  people.  The  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  of  1954  now  tolongs  to  the 
people.  I  am  confident  they  will  find 
that  we  have  succeeded  In  eliminating 
many  tax  restraints  that  had  an  adverse 
effect  on  the  proper  operation  of  our 
free  enterprise  system.  I  ant  confident 
that  from  it  the  American  people  will 
realize  a  higher  standard  of  living  and  a 
more  prosperous  well-toing. 

The  tax  program  of  the  Republican 
83d  Congress  without  question  stands 
as  a  monumental  achievement  in  our 
great  history. 


SeonJ  Liberal  Programs  aad  Policies 
Provide  Impetus  To  Devebpiseat  ef 
the  West 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

HON.  THOMAS  H.  KUCHEL 

or  CAUfOBiriA 
m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  XTSTTtD  8TATB 

Friday,  August  20,  19S4 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  In 
the  Rtoord  a  statement  I  tove- prepared. 

There  tolng  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  to  printed  to  the 
Rkcoko,  as  follows: 

The  past  2  yean  have  brought  itiarked  and 
reaasuring  changes  in  the  attltede  of  the 
Federal  Oovemment  toward  the  progwealve. 
energetic,  rentxireaome,  and  deter«ilned  imo- 
ple  of  the  West.  '  ^^ 

In  mj  home  SUt«  of  Callfamls  tlnatlaf ae- 
tlon  had  dereloped  about  th«  way  on  ocoa- 
slon  after  oocaaion  the  expanding  West  had 
been  virtiuUly  Ignored  by  the  National  Oov- 
emment. There  was.  in  the  past,  tmdenlabto 
and  widespread  resentment  that  many  preaa- 
Ing  problems  received  scant  attention  in  Um 
National  Capital.  It  is  heartenli«  to  know 
that  sentiment  has  changed.  Tbe  mllUona 
of  deroted  citizens  of  the  West  at«  grat«ral 
that  their  problems  now  receive  sympatbetta 
consideration .  that  their  ambltlotu  ara  be- 
ing nourished,  and  that  their  enerKles  are 
appreciated.  ' 

Tbe  accomplishments  of  the  SSd  OOngrea 
have  wiped  out  the  basis  for  eafUor  com- 
plaints that  the  West,  daaplto  towerlag  evi- 
dence of  its  expanding  economy  a4d  mount- 
ing population,  was  being  neglecte|L 

These  constructive  and  reassuring  achieve- 
ments were  made  possible  because  Of  the  tm- 
selflsh,  patriotic  fashion  In  which  this  Con- 
gress labored.  TTie  passage  of  bills  for  the 
welfare   of    the    Nation   and    my   State    was 
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fadUtated  by  the  nnilBtMl 
tisan  harmony  and  the  zeadlnaae  of  JtMiibeis 
on  both  aides  at  the  alale  to  cooperate  la 
advancing  the  multiple  Interest  of  our  peo- 
ple. 

The  developing  history  at  ova  Matkm  con- 
tains clear  evldeaoe  af  a  deperture  tiom  • 
patemallctle  and  •  aometlmas  domineering 
attitude  on  tbe  pert  at  the  federal  Oovem- 
ment toward  Its  cxtnetttuant  units.  In  Call- 
fomla,  especially,  we  are  thankful  for  the 
trend  toward  wUUng  cooperation  and  con- 
sultation, the  determination  to  carry  on  a 
program  at  soymd  liberal  appioeches  to  suc- 
cessive problems,  and  tb»  cautious  conser- 
vatism that  fosters  our  energies  and  our  re- 
sources. 

The  record  of  tbe  83d  Congress  has  been 
characterlaed  as  "can  do"  and  as  "wiU  do." 
In  my  eetlmation.  the  S8d  Oongreas  actually 
did.  It  oiacCed  a  boat  of  nwaeures  which 
will  benefit  our  Matkm  as  a  whole.  It  dis- 
played respect  for  tbe  Independence  and  the 
stature  of  our  people.  It  acknowledged  the 
rights  and  responslbUltlas  of  other  units  of 
Oovernment.  It  fiasssd  leglslatkin  to  pro- 
mote tbe  eoooomlc  and  social  welf  are  of  the 
entire  country. 

Many  analyses  and  reviews  of  the  legisla- 
tive record  have  highlighted  the  dteposltion 
of  Congrees  to  Improve  and  perfect  and  ex- 
tend activities  and  procedures  which  make 
Government  the  servant,  not  the  master,  of 
the  people.  Appralseis  of  the  measures 
which  have  been  shaped  on  the  anvU  of  dis- 
cussion and  debate  emphaalas  the  way  in 
which  liberal  and  conservative  viewpoints 
have  bsen  blended  to  the  advantage  of  a 
forward-looking  America. 

A  number  of  my  ooUeagues  have  directed 
attention  to  the  many  achlevenaents  of  Con- 
gress during  the  first  2  years  of  the  Klaen- 
bower  administration.  I  erlah  to  register  the 
appreciation  of  Callfarnla  for  dliferent  par- 
Ucular  pieces  of  legislation  which  are  vital 
to  a  State  with  many"  growing  palna.  iMeorted 
interests,  and  promising  potentlalitlaa. 

California  wlU  share  erlth  all  other  States 
In  future  benefits  flowing  from  varlotis  new 
laws  Inscribed  on  the  statute  books.  Because 
of  its  cosmopolitan  makeup,  its  wide  variety 
of  conditions  and  conoems.  and  numerous 
challenges  to  the  ooura^e  and  abUlty  of  lU 
people.  California  has  extraordinary  reason 
to  approve  the  course  on  which  the  Fedei«l 
Grovernment  Is  proceeding. 

The  2d  session  af  the  SSd  Congrees  wound 
up  with  an  Impressive  boxacore  of  accom- 
plishment. I  desire  to  enumerate  a  number 
of  constructive  actions  of  distinct  Impoctance 
and  value  to  my  State.  There  is  considerable 
satisfaction  In  having  been  able  to  play  a 
small  part  in  bringing  them  to  an  acceptable 
conclusion. 

BENTITPS    noil    CnrxXAL    LAWS 

Pieces  of  leglslatlm  of  national  acope 
which  are  decidedly  beneficial  to  California 
Include  the  following: 

The  Federal  highway  law:  Became  ft  e«- 
tends  BO  far  along  the  coeet,  is  traversed  by 
key  segments  of  the  national  highway  sys- 
tem, and  has  an  umnual  concentration  of 
motor  vehlclea,  CallftimU  Is  grappling  con- 
stantly with  traSc  oongeetlon  problems  this 
biU  U  Intended  to  help  alleTUte.  In  com- 
pany with  11  coUeefuee  from  both  aide* 
Of  the  alale.  I  waa  grateful  for  the  chance 
of  becoming  cosponsor  of  a  blU  extending  the 
Federal  aid  program  for  another  3  years  be- 
cause good  roads  are  so  vital  to  Amerlcm's 
economy.  The  feature  allocating  pert  of 
future  rederal  granU  with  nt^ra  to  popu- 
lation wlU  materteUy  aid  my  State,  whtdi  to 
entitled  to  a  total  ot  ^4»J»njOOO.  Savliig 
5.11  percent  of  the  national  total  oC  Inter- 
sute  highway  mUeage,  Callfomlali  10.746.. 
000  for  this  kind  of  construction  will  give  an 
bnpetus  to  Improvement  of  routes  used  by 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  visitors  as  well 
»«  our  own  people.  Under  the  formula  set  out 
In  the  Uw.  CaUfornla  also  wUl  receive  Sl*,- 
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for  ptlmMy.  eT.4M4)0e  for  — . 
and  S1538S.000  for  urban  highways. 

^%e lease  iinniliaesUw:  An  inevttahte con- 

aequoDoe  oT  OaUfomla%  phenoaoenal  poou- 

latloB  iBcraese  In  the  pe«t  two  deondeTto  a 

"*»•  ■••d  lor  new  and  larger  buUdli^B  to 

•paoe  shortages  and  crowding  In 

-, ••  oourthoMes.  and  other  Federal 

structures.  Booree  of  CallfomU  oommunl- 
ttes  daesrre  buildings  better  located,  more 
•ifclently  laid  out,  and  with  adequate  space. 
As  the  person  assigned  to  ateer  thto  bUl  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  I  appreciate  the  back- 
ing of  eo  many  of  my  colleagues  who  sup- 
ported our  amendments  deeigned  to  aafe- 
guard  the  National  Treasury  and  the  Inter- 
ests of  the  taxpayers  against  possible  extrav- 
agance, waste,  and  needless  expenditures. 
-  The  novel  program  for  acquiring  buildings 
made  poaalbte  by  thU  law  should  result  In 
better  service  to  the  public,  saving  of  time 
and  money  by  Oovemment  agencies  in  their 
operatlona,  and  speedier  transaction  of 
bostnces. 

T*e  Federal  Housing  Act:  Several  features 
were  specially  designed  to  help  solve  unique 
problems  In  my  State.  The  terrific  demand 
for  homes  In  CallfomU's  spreading  commu- 
nities cannot  be  filled  for  a  long  time,  so  we 
may  be  expected  to  use  the  revised  housing 
program  enthusiastically.  Particular  provl- 
rtons  I  proposed  to  fit  particular  situations 
Clear  the  way  for  a  commendable  redevelop- 
ment plan  In  the  City  of  Richmond  and  wUl 
enable  southern  California  Indians  to  re- 
place unsanitary,  deteriorating  homes. 

The  Omnibus  Public  Works  Act:  Urgent 
ixrotectlon  to  several  sections  of  our  State 
against  floods  wUl  be  provided,  port  facilities, 
will  be  improved,  and  restoration  of  beaches 
encouraged  throvigh  the  authorization  of 
Federal  expenditures  exceeding  $50  million 
fbr  projects  In  California.  These  carefully 
planned  undertakings,  most  of  which  call  for 
a  high  degree  of  local  participation,  will  pro- 
mote our  economy  and  make  the  State  a  more 
attractive  place  to  live.  The  Senate  Public 
Works  Committee,  by  adding  four  projects  I 
advocated  wholeheartedly,  made  this  measiire 
of  material  significance  to  our  State.  The 
program  includes  the  dredging  of  Los  An- 
geles-XiOng  Beach.  Richmond.  Port  Hueneme. 
and  Playa  del  Rey  harbors;  beach  erosion 
control  and  repair  at  Anaheim  Bay.  between 
Point  Mugu  and  San  Pedro,  and  between 
Carpenteria  and  Point  Uugu;  and  fiirther 
or  new  flood  protection  In  Los  Angeles  Coun- 
ty, in  the  Sacramento  Baeln,  on  the  lower 
San  Joaquin  River,  on  the  Santa  Maria  and 
San  Lorenao  Rivers,  and  on  San  Lorenzo 
Oeek.  Total  work  in  California  made  pos- 
sible under  the  blU  wUl  exceed  S184  million 
In  cost. 

Maritime  legislation:  The  Fishermen's 
Protective  Act.  bolstering  our  traditional  In- 
sistence on  freedom  of  the  seas,  will  remove 
a  threat  of  seizure  by  certain  foreign  nations 
that  has  brought  uneasiness  to  boat  owners 
and  crew.  My  part  as  coeponsor  In  putting 
thto  measure  through  Congieas  was  prompted 
by  the  far-reaching  effect  of  maritime  activi- 
ties on  California's  commercial  activity  and 
employment.  The  measure  implementing  the 
North  Pacific  fishing  convention  will  further 
conservation  of  varieties  of  fish  Important 
to  our  fishermen  and  canneries  and  to  a  re- 
lated measure  that  will  safeguard  the  future 
of  our  State.  The  various  new  construc- 
tion laws,  such  as  the  Emergency  Ship  Re- 
pair Act  with  I  cosponsored  enthtislastlcally 
becatae  It  to  a  form  of  national  life  Insur- 
ance, should  che<A  the  decline  of  Califor- 
nia bunding  and  repair  yards  and  In  time 
Increase  our  commerce.  With  weet  coast 
ifhlpyards  allotted  39  percent  of  the  work 
of  modeniislaff  veaaeto  from  tht  mothball 
fleet,  more  employment  for  California  work- 
ers appears  in  prospect. 

SelMMl  and  airport  otmstruetlon  appropria- 
tions: CallfomU,  one  of  the  leaders  la  all 
branches  of  aviation,  always  haa  been  ^o- 


iffv  la  proTldlag  airport  ferlllliiM, 
even    the    moat    awake   *v»»' 
to  keep  peoB  with  t 
at  air  tnunspottoUon  and  pH 
flying.    As  I  noted  tn  Tewau-ks  in 


to  the  ataenlc  ^;«  aadtbetaS] 
fund  revlTing  the  VMtoral  airport  i 
wUl  anow  a  number  of  pro|ecta  to  go : 

in  my  State,  which  has  been  aUott 

S900.000.  Because  at  the  varied  aetMttas 
of  Federal  agencies  In  Cattforala,  ^k&mBtm  of 
communities  have  suffered  an  "Impaet"  tm 
schools  and  bcMi  oertlfled  as  aUg^ie  «» 
Oovemment  financial  aid  In 
classroom  shortagea.  Caltfomk*  >*^  , 
largest  number  of  ^Tnfiii^Hl  "mitltlemstiU." 
for  which  SSe.7M,SSS  was  needed, 
million  appropriatioci  I  beoked  to 

slble  pro  rata  payments  to  ot  grc , 

tance  to  OS  school  districts  In  the  BKate. 

Agriculture  measures:  Siaoe  only  IS  per- 
cent of  the  income  of  Callfcmla  agrleultui* 
m  1992,  as  I  pointed  out  In  recent  debate  on 
the  Senate  floor,  was  derived  from  the  6  baste 
commodities.   CaUfornla   was   gravely   con- 
cerned about  the  question  of  flexible  verens 
rigid  support  prices.    The  high-level  support 
policy  worked  against,  rather  than  for,  tbe 
bulk  of  California  agriculture  and  pushed 
upward  the  palnfully-hlgh  cost  of  Uvtng.    By 
moving  toward   a  better  balanced  agrteol. 
tural  economy.  Congress  has  taken  a  direc- 
tion that  should  benefit  producers  and  con- 
aumers   of    my    State    considerably.     Tiatee 
other  measures  I  had  the  opportunity  to  co- 
sponsor  will  help  Callfomta  agrteultnre  sab- 
BtantlaUy.    One  piece  of  legislation  o*  par- 
ticular concern  to  CaltfomU.  which   Sen- 
ators AmnsiaoM  and  Eastuino  Joined  me  la 
framing,  was  the  amendment  to  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Act  avertii^  threatened 
painful  and  unfair  cuts  In  cotton  an  is^e. 
The  revised  allocation  formula,  reeognbdi^ 
recent  expansion  of  cotton  culture  In  the 
Southwest     and    West    anowed     OaUfomta 
farmers  to  plant  237.385  more  acres  than  ware 
permissible  tinder  the  1938  statute  quoCM. 
ThU   means  In  the   nelghbwhoed  of  fSOO 
million  of  eaah  reeelpta  to  our  giowem.   The 
Water  Facilities  Act.  which  raised  ttw  eeU- 
Ing  on  loans  f<cH-  systems  bringing  snppleaMB- 
tai  water  to  farms,  Aould  lead  to  added  ben- 
eflts  from  the  many  tnigatkm-reeiamatkm 
developmenta  tmder  way  tn  the  State.*  ttm 
bill  permitting  expendlturas  for  laaeet  and 
pest  control   tn   neighboring  oouatrles  was 
necessary  to  head  OK  a  threatened  Invasion 
of   the    Mexican    frultily    that   oouM    have 
taken  a  costly  toll  of  our  cltnis  aad  other 
fruits. 

Social -security  law  amendraeBts:  CaUfor- 
nla, it  to  well  known,  to  the  home  of  a  near- 
record  number  of  reyrsd  ettlaatw  and  a  eon- 
splcuous  exponent  ot  generous  aid  to  aU 
unfortunates.  Hsnos.  Calif cmla  natuKaUy 
favored  the  liberallaatton  at  pensions,  an- 
nuities, and  grants-in-aid  voted  by  this 
Oongreaa.  The  special  pronatons  which  1' 
joined  In  introducing  that  guarantee  recip- 
ients against  cuts  In  thetr  benefits  ■»«< 
which  I  urged  the  Flnanoe  Committee  to 
include  to  simplify  procedure  throogh  ifbietk. 
public  emfrtoyees  may  participate  In  tte 
system  are  at  extra  stgntflrsnoe  to  my  Stete. 

Natural  resources  legislation:  BemnH 
measures— like  the  Water  Vtellitlee  Act 
Itoted  above — giving  an  Ineentlve  to  tndas- 
trlaa  and  acUvltlea  founded  on  our  Hatlsai^ 
bountiftd  aasortnsent  of  nattml  reoouKCS 
are  of  concern  to  CaUfornla.  <>«e  aa'siwrs 
of  which  I  was  eosponaor  that  will  react  to 
the  advancement  at  our  State'a  economy 
modemlasB  the  ailnlag  and  teasing  tews  and 
knocks  down  '^^rti^rhis  la  tbs  way  at  mol- 
ttpam  Cntiapnent  at  pataUc  taads  ct  tlio 
Weat. 


Towass  A 

Although  classined  as  a  saeasure  primarily 
Intended  to  end  a  distressing  situation  te 
CalUomla,  the  DeLus  Dam  blU  approved  ky 
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thai  p>o- 
oc  the 
ata  of 
fl(  car  Stat*  and  tli« 
— UWIahmaaf  on  the 
itsnlfloMioe  oC  tb* 
r  um  in  iMognltka  tlutt  vadar  tlM  unique 
o<  OovamaMnfe  In  tlila  oountry 
,  OuTWiiwMwrt  Muinot  dlangard 
tta*  iMw  and  MtebUriMd  prooeduTM  of  the 
StatM  melrlwg  up  the  entire  Union. 

PaaMite  ai  the  legteletlon  which  we  hope 
wlU  ecmelude  the  Sente  Margeiite  Btver 
MBtraTeny  was  the  outcome  of  months  of 
aegotietlcm,  dlaeuaalone,  heertngi,  end  oon- 
ferenoee  which  occupied  much  time  and 
tested  the  Ingenuity  of  my  colleague,  my 
p>edef<i— m'.  and  my  fellow  Callfomlana  In 
the  Hooea  ae  weU  as  myself.  Z  beUere  the 
Mil  irtiieh  Piealdent  Bsanhower  signed  July 
38  aMoraa  the  Maiinea  at  Camp  Pendleton, 
as  wtU  as  two  othor  naval  Installations  In 
the  area,  of  a  di^iendable  water  supply  with- 
out jeopardising  the  future  development  of 
the  Fssldsntlal  and  agrlciatural  communi- 
ties In  the  Tlelnlty.  The  measure  as  finally 
WQCkad  cmi  In  conferences  between  the  ?sn- 
ate  and  the  House  should  enable  the  mili- 
tary and  the  clTlUan  reeldents  of  this  basin 
to  live  amicably,  as  real  neighbors. 

In  view  of  Callfomla'a  unusual  geograph- 
ical and  tcqiographleal  characteristics,  it  la 
not  surprising  that  a  great  variety  of 
OMMures  was  proposed  In  Congress  to  help 
agencies  and  groupa  dealing  with  regional 
and  local  problems  and  to  promote  the  wel- 
fare at  different  segments  of  our  population. 
The  88d  Congress  showed  heartening  readi- 
ness to  oooslder  theee  legislative  proposals 
sympathetically. 

Unquestionably  our  pec^de  were  disap- 
pointed Congress  did  not  see  fit  to  further 
their  efforts  to  attack  a  costiy  and  distress- 
Ing  manaoe  to  their  health,  cmnfort,  and 
proper^,  the  exasperating  phenomenon 
known  as  smog.  Our  hopes  were  bolstered, 
however,  that  early  assistance  will  be  ex- 
tended for  cleaning  up  the  atmosphere  In 
metropoUtan  and  industrial  centers. 

Tills  problem  Is  by  no  means  peculiar  to 
my  State,  though  the  popiilar  mind  eon- 
oelvee  of  It  as  being  most  acute  there.  We 
appreciate  the  serious  attention  that  was 
given  the  prt^jjosed  legislation  the  senior 
Senator  from  Indiana  and  X  sponsored  to 
spur  antipollution  programs.  When  Con- 
gress reconvenes,  we  trust  more  data  will  be 
available  and  a  coordinated  air  cleansing 
plan  wlU  have  been  worked  out  through 
studies  and  consultations  President  Blsen- 
liower  has  advised  us  he  believes  to  be  a 
worthwhile  undertaking. 

In  this  regard,  I  should  like  to  inform  my 
rotleegues  that  Senator  Cafkbabt  and  I 
wrote  the  President  recently  suggeeting  steps 
the  Vederal  GKyvemment  might  take  to  re- 
inforce our  attles,  counties,  dvlc  and  Indus- 
try organlaaUmu.  and  individual  dtiaene  In 
their  efforts  to  bring  air  contamination  un- 
dsr  eontroL  We  suggested  an  Interdepart- 
mental eommlssion  might  Un^  the  forces 
of  the  Psderal  Oovemmeat  which  couM  be 
tfraag  aUles  in  the  ll^t  against  smog.  Since 
the  second  session  ended,  we  have  been  en- 
couraged by  the  following  letter  from  one 
of  the  Chief  ^ecutlve'S  aides: 

"Tour  suggestion  for  tUe  sstabllshment 
of  an  Interagency  committee  has  been  dls- 
cussed  with  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Bdu- 
catitm.  and  Welfare,  and  the  Secretary  agrees 
that  the  proposal  Is  an  exceUent  one. 

"Such  a  group  could  define  the  nature  and 
magnitude  of  the  problem,  evaluate  the  steps 
which  need  to  be  taken  to  abate  air  pollu- 
tion, and  canvass  the  Nsources  of  the  Oov- 
•nunant  which  might  be  employed  to  assist 
In  such  abatement. 

"The  Secawtary  of  the  Department  of 
Health.  Mueatlasi.  and  Welfare  is  presently 
Making  to  ascertain  what  other  Federal  agen- 
cies abould  be  represented  and  la  taking 


steps  Isadlng  to  the  establishment  of  this 
group." 

Repeatedly  I  have  said  that  rigid  economy 
to  Federal  operations  is  essential  to  the 
preservation  of  our  form  of  government. 
MevertheltiSB,  within  the  limits  of  reduced 
expenditures  many  activities  must  and  can 
be  carried  on.  This  Nation  never  can  or  will 
turn  the  clock  back  on  progress.  It  la  nec- 
essary that  pubUc  works  be  maintained,  for 
Instance,  to  help  ua  raise  levels  of  living  and 
protect  ouj-  people.  For  these  reasoita.  I  have 
propoaed  a  variety  of  measures  and  urged  a 
nmnber  of  appropriations  that  will  atimulate 
development  of  California  resourceB.  broaden 
opportimltlea  for  employment  and  produc- 
tion, and  create  more  attractive  environ- 
ments. 

In  addition  to  the  projects  authorized  In 
the  omnlbxis  publlc-worka  blU,  Con|reBs  has 
approved  a  number  of  my  bills.  Among  those 
v^iieh  will  benefit  different  sectlom  of  the 
State  are  one  making  available  a  few  hun- 
dred acres  of  land  in  the  Camp  Roberts 
IClltary  Reservation  for  a  site  for  Naclml- 
eato  Dam  and  the  resulting  reaentolr  that 
will  repleniah  ahrinklng  water  suppllea  and 
a  aimllar  measure  authorizing  construction 
of  Vaquero  Dam,  in  the  Santa  Maria  Basin 
which  wlU  provide  flood  control,  restore  the 
falling  underground  water  level  through  bet- 
ter percolation,  and  prevent  salt-water  in- 
trusion into  irrigation  supplies.  The  re- 
placement of  a  temporary  weir  with  *  perma- 
nent diversion  dam  for  the  Palo  Verde  Irriga- 
tion district,  made  possible  by  a  bill  I  am 
happy  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Com- 
mittee agreed  should  be  report#d  with 
amendments,  will  save  the  Government 
money  In  the  long  run  besldfes  overcoming 
an  engineering  difficulty  in  puttli^  water 
on  parched  land  in  Imperial  Valley. 

Several  appropriation  items  which  I 
■trongly  urged  and  which  received  Anal  ap- 
proval will  promote  the  Interests  of  many 
people  in  specific  sections  of  my  State. 
These  incliHle  »750.000  for  reopening  the  en- 
trance to  Mission  Bay  where  a  number  of 
persons  lost  their  Uves  in  treacherous  waters 
a  preliminary  siun  of  $50,000  to  Initiate  stud- 
lea  of  problema  and  development  possibilities 
in  San  Pranolsco  Bay  and  tributaries,  an  In- 
crease of  $1,200,000  in  flood-control  funds 
to  speed  up  protection  for  thickly  settled 
foothills  communities  of  the  Los  Angeles 
metropolitar  area,  an  additional  $250,000  for 
more  Intensive  flre  prevention  on  Oovern- 
ment-owned  lands  comprising  much  of  the 
lios  Angeles  and  San  Diego  watersheds,  an 
extra  $1  million  to  flnance  relocaition  of 
residents  being  forced  out  of  the  area  to 
be  flooded  by  Monticello  Dam.  a  $100  000 
fund  to  conduct  a  study  into  problems  af- 
fecting migratory  workers,  and  the  $1  mll- 
Uon  needed  to  replace  the  plpefltters'  shop 
at  San  Francisco  Navy  Yard,  which  was  de- 
stroyed by  flre. 

Besides  the  foregoing  items,  whl<jh  were 
more  or  less  of  an  emergency  character,  this 
Congress  granted  necessary  funds  for  con- 
ttaulng  California  programs  which  affect 
wide  areas  of  my  State.  We  are  grateful 
XS?*'***  responded  to  my  appeals  for  $2,600  - 
000  for  the  lower  San  Joaquin  Valley,  Includ- 
ing the  Cherry  Valley  Reservoir,  $3  million 
for  the  Sacramento  River  project,  and 
$8,600,000  for  the  Los  Angeles  County  drain- 
age  program.  « 

One  humaiLltarlan  accomplishment  of  the 
recent  session  which  should  be  cited  was  the 
voting  Of  money  to  begin  a  too-long-delayed 
wconstructiou  of  the  Long  Beach  Veterans' 
Hospital.  The  $8  million  item  which  1  urged 
in  order  to  sfcut  replacing  dilapidated,  over- 
crowded, temporary  structures  is  belated  rec- 
ognition of  the  debt  this  country  owes  a 
most  tragic  class  of  former  servicemen,  the 
paraplegics  and  quadrapleglcs  who  face  years 
of  heart-tugging  discomfort  and  handicaps 
With  the  fund  to  build  4  up-to-date  wings 
of  permanent  character,  the  Congress  started 


redeeming  a  neglected  pledge  i»ade  4  years 
ago  when  several  score  of  crippled  veterans 
were  abruptly  moved  to  what  really  were 
only  makeshift  quarters  and  $aany  doaen 
others  were  required  to  travel  long  distances 
for  outpatient  treatments  at  an  institution 
with  pitifully  Inadequate  faclUtiee. 

This  merltorlcms  investment  supplements 
the  appropriation  of  a  year  ag$  to  provide 
sorely  needed  neuropsychlatrlc  facilitiea  in 
northern  California.  With  the  funds  previ- 
ously provided,  the  Veterans'  Administration 
already  has  chosen  a  site  at  Palo  Alto  on 
which  a  hospital  will  be  constructed  so 
treatment  can  be  provided  a  large  number  of 
veterans  whose  unfortunate  coadltion  calls 
for  attention  at  the  earliest  practicable 
minute. 

In  the  drive  for  adJoumment«  bills  which 
regrettably  died  on  the  calendar  Included  two 
reported  from  the  hard-working  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  Conunittee  on  which  I  had  the 
privilege  of  serving.  Becaiise  plana  have 
been  carefully  worked  out,  I  particularly 
disliked  to  have  the  session  end  withcnit 
action  on  my  bill  to  extend  Federal  credit  to 
the  South  San  Joaquin  and  Oakdale  Irriga- 
tion DUtricts  for  the  $50  million  Trl-Dam 
project.  I  introduced  this  legislation  at  the 
request  of  these  two  public  agencies  of  Cali- 
fornia to  make  poslble  carrying  out  the  pro- 
posed work,  the  cost  of  which  would  be 
defrayed  through  sale  of  electric  energy  but 
unfortunately  the  time-consuming  filibuster 
in  the  last  month  Jammed  the  calendar  so 
badly  that  consideration  of  this  deeded  legis- 
lation was  Impossible. 

Other  measures  in  which  I  had  a  deep 
Interest  Involve  rather  complfK  problems 
which  need  more  time  for  study.  The  con- 
sideration given  this  year  will  help  smooth 
the  way  in  the  future  for  legislaltion  author- 
izing the  Trlnlty-San  Luis  units  of  the  great 
Central  Valley  project  and  remedjring  the  tax 
revenue  losses  suffered  by  polltiral  subdivi- 
sions when  the  Federal  Government  acquires 
large  amounts  of  property.  The  need  for 
some  type  of  "in  lieu  tax"  compensation  to 
local  governments  denied  the  riglit  to  assess 
federally  owned  land  and  bulldli«s  has  been 
demonstrated  and  acknowledgdd.  I  trust 
that  a  satisfactory  formula  for  coh^cting  the 
Inequitable  situation  will  be  Horthcomlng 
from  the  Commission  set  np  by  President 
Eisenhower  to  recommend  a  solution  of  the 
problem. 


Repablican  Reiisios  of  Ow  Federal 
Tax  Law         , 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  THOMAS  A.  JENKINS 

or  OHIO 
IN  THE  HOUSn  OF  REPRESENTATIVS3 

Friday,  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Re- 
publican 83d  Congress  has  completed 
one  of  the  most  monumental  legislative 
undertakings  in  the  history  of  our  Nation 
In  giving  final  congressional  approval  to 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  H  R 
8300.  The  President  of  the  United 
States,  who  has  termed  this  bill  the  "cor- 
nerstone" of  his  legislative  program, 
signed  this  important  measure  into  pub- 
lic law  on  August  16,  1954. 

This  legislation  represents  the  first 
complete  revision  of  our  Pederil  tax  law 
in  over  78  years.  Since  the  adoption  of 
the  previous  Internal  Revenue  Code  in 
1939,  14  major  revenue  measures  have 
been  enacted  into  law  increasing  taxes. 
This  has  resulted  in  a  Federal  tax  law 
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that  is  fraught  with  complexities,  Inequi- 
ties, and  obsolete  provisions. 

The  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954 
contains  over  3,000  changes  in  our  tax 
laws.  The  purpose  of  these  changes  Is  to 
remove  tax  barriers  tx)  further  expansion 
of  production  and  employment  and  to 
make  our  tax  laws  apply  more  fairly  to 
our  citizens.  Over  500,000  man-hours  of 
work  were  devoted  to  this  project. 

I  am  proud  that  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  and  as  a 
member  of  the  House-Senate  tax  con- 
ference committee,  I  helped  to  write  this 
legislation.  I  am  confident  that  this  new 
tax  law  will  remove  many  artificial  re- 
straints on  our  free  enterprise  system  to 
permit  the  dynamic  development  of  a 
peaceful  and  prosperous  America. 

This  new  Federal  tax  law  of  029  pages 
will  correct  the  countless  inequities  that 
were  present  in  the  old  code  and  which 
were  permitted  to  work  against  some  of 
the  most  deserving  (roups  of  our  tax- 
payers, such  as  working  mothers,  retired 
pensioners,  widows,  widowers,  heads  of 
families,  and  those  burdened  with  high 
medical  expenses.  This  new  tax  law  also 
closes  loopholes  which  were  present  in 
the  old  code  and  which  permitted  some 
taxpayers  to  avoid  their  fair  share  of  the 
tax  burden. 

This  Republican  tax  revision  will 
result  in  a  saving  to  the  American  tax- 
payer of  $1.4  billion.  This  figure,  when 
added  to  the  $6  billion  in  tax  reduction 
already  made  possible  by  the  Republican 
83d  Congress,  brings  the  total  tax  relief 
which  has  been  granted  since  January  1, 
1954.  to  a  total  of  $7.4  billion.  I  might 
point  out  that  the  bulk  of  this  total  tax 
relief  has  gone  to  the  individual  tax- 
payer. 

I  would  now  like  to  briefly  enumerate 
some  of  the  highlights  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  without  endeavor- 
ing to  give  a  comprehensive  recitation  of 
these  benefits  or  a  technical  explanation 
thereof. 

BrmuacENT  ikooicx  csEorr 
This  provision  allows  a  20  percent  tax 
credit  on  retirement  Income  up  to  $1,200 
for  retired  persons.  This  means  a  tax 
reduction  for  these  retired  people  of  up 
to  $240  a  year.  It  is  estimated  that  over 
15  million  taxpayers  will  benefit  from 
this  provision  at  a  tax  saving  of  $141 
million.  I  am  pleased  that  it  was  my 
motion  in  committee  which  resulted  in 
this  important  provision  being  included 
m  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954. 
This  relief  will  assure  that  our  teachers. 
public  employees,  and  other  senior  citi- 
zens will  enjoy  a  more  bountiful  retire- 
ment. 

DEFZNDENTS 

The  $600  dependency  exemption  has 
been  Uberalijsed  under  the  new  Internal 
Revenue  Code  with  respect  to  the  re- 
quirements for  qualification  as  a  de- 
pendent. A  taxpayer  will  be  allowed  to 
claim  a  deducUon  of  $«00  for  each  child 
under  19  years  of  age  regardless  of  the 
child's  earnings  if  the  parent  provides 
more  than  half  of  the  child's  support. 
If  the  child  is  over  18,  the  taxpayer  can 
^L*,?  "**  ^^^  "  »  dependent  If  the 
child  is  atteiMlng  school  or  collcKe  or 
receiving  on-the-farm  training.  In 
tills  case,  also,  the  parent  is  required  to 
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ftmilah  oiPBT  laalf  the  chikl's  support. 
An  ae«d  parent  or  ottier  dependent  cared 
£"^^rtoe  ooatrtbaUon  from  several 
B»anbmot  the  family  can  be  claimed 
as  a  dedttctioii  by  one  of  the  members 
ofthefamOy.  FVister  children  and  chil- 
dren awaiting  adoption  can  similarly  be 
claimed  as  dependents.  If  a  taxpayer 
suiMMTts  a  person  in  the  taxpayer's 
home,  a  dependency  exemption  of  $600 
may  be  taken  regardless  of  relationship. 
In  excess  of  1.3  milUon  Uxpayers  will 
benefit  from  this  hberalized  treatment 
of  dependents  with  a  tax  saving  of  $85 
million. 

CHILD   CABS   nCPZKSXS 

Under  the  1939  code  a  taxpayer  was 
not  permitted  to  deduct  amounts  paid  for 
child  care  expenses  incurred  to  permit 
the  taxpayer  to  be  gainfully  employed  to 
provide  for  the  child's  support.  The  1954 
code  will  permit  single  working  parents, 
such  as  a  widow,  to  deduct  up  to  $600  for 
the  expense  of  ciiild  care  for  children  up 
to  12  years  of  age.  The  same  deducUon 
is  allowed  for  a  married  woman  who  must 
work  because  her  husband  is  incapaci- 
tated. A  similar  deduction  is  allowed  re- 
gardless of  age  where  the  dependent  is 
mentally  or  physically  incapable  of  car- 
ing for  himself.  A  $600  deduction  is  also 
allowed  in  the  case  of  a  married  woman 
if  the  combined  income  of  her  husband 
and  herself  does  not  exceed  $5,100;  2.1 
million  taxpayers  will  realize  an  esti- 
mated tax  saving  of  $130  million. 

MCDICAJL    EZPKNSES 

Medical  expenses  can  be  deducted  when 
they  exceed  3  percent  of  adjusted  gross 
income.  Instead  of  5  percent  as  under 
prior  law.  The  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954  also  doubles  the  maximum  limit 
on  the  amount  that  can  be  deducted. 
It  is  expected  that  8.5  million  taxpayers 
will  save  $80  million  in  taxes  as  a  result 
of  this  liberalised  medical  expense  de- 
duction provision. 

HXAD  or  rAMn.T 

Under  the  1939  code  a  relative  was  re- 
quired to  reside  in  the  taxpayer's  house- 
hold to  qualify  the  latter  as  a  head  of 
household.  The  new  code  permits  a 
taxpayer  to  qualify  as  a  head  of  a  house- 
hold if  he  maintains  a  household  for  his 
dependmt  parent  or  parents,  which  need 
not  be  the  same  residence  as  his.  Also 
a  single  taxpayer  who  has  a  dependent 
son  or  daughter  will  be  entitled  during 
the  first  2  years  after  the  death  of  his 
spouse  to  the  same  income-splitting 
privilege  as  is  accorded  married  couples. 
This  provision  will  grant  the  American 
taxpayer  a  tax  saving  of  $11  million, 
am  TO  VABicots 

The  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954 
permits  a  deduction  of  up  to  25  percent 
of  farm  income  spent  for  soil  and  water 
conservation.  A  more  rapid  writeoff  of 
the  expense  of  farm  machinery,  equip- 
ment, and  construction  is  permitted  un- 
der the  new  law.  The  tax  is  removed  on 
the  proceeds  realised  from  the  sale  of 
cattle  wbere  the  sale  Is  necessitated  by 
disease.  These  tax  savings  to  American 
farmers  will  amount  to  over  $10  million 
a  year. 

On  InstallaMnC  purchases  a  deduction 
for  interest  of  up  to  6  percent  is  allowed. 


The  total  saving  to  the  Ameriean  tax- 
payer from  this  proviaioa  will  be  fio 
million. 

atrtxrr^  aocnorr  awa  strmis—  SHsmvi* 
Employees  will  no  longer  be  taxed  on 
any  employer  contrlbutioDS  to  an  aod- 
dent  or  health  plan  whether  this  plan 
is  insured  or  noninsured.  AD  accident 
and  health  benefits  paid  as  reimburse- 
ment as  medical  expenses  are  completely 
exemi>ted  from  tax.  Compensatioin  e«- 
oeived  by  etnployees  for  leas  of  wacea 
due  to  injuiy  or  illness  is  exempt  ud  to 
$100  a  vreek. 

All  death  benefits  up  to  $5,000  paid  by 
an  employer  to  the  widow  or  other  bene- 
ficiary of  the  deceased  emplxtyec  will  be 
exemjH. 

PKiTsioar  Am  Amrurms 

In  addition  to  the  $1,200  exemptian 
extoided  to  retiremoit  income  to  which 
I  previously  referred,  the  Internal  Beve- 
nue  Code  of  1954  also  provides  a  simpler 
method  for  taxation  of  annuity  and 
pension  income  based  on  purchase  cost 
divided  by  years  of  life  expectancy. 
This  new  provision  will  represent  a  sav- 
ing of  $10  million  to  the  American 
taxpayer. 

vrw  ntaciAMCB 

Tixe  estate  tax  on  the  proceeds  on  cer- 
tain life  Insurance  policies  will  be  re- 
duced under  the  new  code  with  a  saving 
to  individual  taxpayers  of  $K  "JiTionj 
DOUBLx  TAxanoir  or  mvunfas 

The  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954 
grants  partial  relief  from  the  double  tax- 
ation of  dividends.  This  is  accomplished 
by  excluding  the  first  $50  in  dividends 
from  taxation  and  providing  a  credit 
against  tax  equal  to  4  percent  of  the  bal- 
ance. This  provision  win  benefit' millions 
of  American  taxpayers  and  will  provide 
increased  funds  for  equity  investment  to 
insure  the  development  of  American  pro-  i 
ductive  facilities. 

DSnUKIATIOW 

The  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  has 
greatly  liberalised  the  write-off  of  the 
cost  of  new  equipment.  This  more  rapid 
recovery  of  investment  cost  will  make  it 
easier  for  snudl  business  to  obtain  credit 
for  modernisation  and  expansion.  It 
will  assist  the  farmer  in  mnt^^ainiT^gr 
modem  equLpnwnt  and  buildix^s  on  his 
farm.  It  will  also  enooorage  greater 
availability  of  jobs  for  the  AnrM»rir^ti  ■ 
worker. 

TAX  aCTUBMa 

The  requirements  are  eased  for  filing 
declarations  of  estimated  tax  with  mil- 
lions of  taxpayers  relieved  from  the  pres- 
ent requirement  for  filing.  Tax  returns 
wiU  be  due  AimII  15  instead  of  Mareh  15. 
giving  taxpayers  1  additional  month  in 
which  to  prepare  their  final  tax  return 
and  make  their  tax  payments. 

scBoLAasmrs,  rsizis,  akd  awabos 

The  new  code  will  exempt  payments 
for  fellowships  axxl  scholarships  for  in- 
dividuals who  are  candidates  for  degrees 
unless  the  payments  are  made  for  serv- 
ices rendered.  Certain  prises  and 
awards  that  are  given  In  recognitkm  of 
religious,  charitable,  selentifle.  edtiea« 
tional,  artistic,  literary,  or  civic  achieve- 
ment will  generally  be  tax  exempt. 
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^^  _  _  ars  siwn  an  o|itkm  to 
•HtMr  deduct  ••  an  expense  or  to  bbuxt-' 
ttw  riMueh  and  ezperlaiental  expendi- 
tara.  Tliis  proTlalon  will  enoourage 
imifiifiw  xeseareh  with  the  objeettve  of 
gwttPg.new  Jobs,  new  prooeases.  and 
'  produeta. 


IWfM'.lUMi 

The  new  code  extendB  capital  gains 
treatBMPt  to  proeeedc  realised  bgr  an  In- 
ventor on  the  sale  or  ezehange  of  a 
patent.  Tills  new  tax  treatment  wUl  en- 
eourace  Invention  and  thereby  give  tan- 
petiu  to  »n  ever-improving  standard  of 
living  and  a  healthy  economy. 


Tlie  3  percent  penalty  tax  with  re- 
cpaet  to  consolidated  returns  filed  by 
Mgnlated  public  utilities  is  removed. 
Also  the  stoekownership  requirement  of 
an  affiliate  group  was  reduced  from  95 
parent  to  80  twrcent. 

MR  omumro  loss 

The  new  code  extends  the  net  operat- 
ing loss  carryback  1  additional  year  to 
make  it  2  years  and  makes  certain  other 
adjustment  in  this  area. 

nCPMirui   ACCUMULATIOM   or   SUBfLUa 

The  penalty  tax  on  certain  accumu- 
lated earnings  has  been  eased  so  that 
business,  eqwclally  small  business,  may 
have  greater  freedom  In  retaining  funds 
tor  legitimate  business  purposes. 

Other  Important  changes  were  made 
in  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  tax  law 
alTectlng  the  taxation  of  partnerships, 
corporate  adjustments  andillstrlbutions. 
depletion,  and  similar  areas  of  interest 
<tf  both  individual  and  corporate  tax- 
payers. 

In  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954 
we  have,  Mr.  Speaker.  greaUy  simpli- 
fied our  Federal  tax  structure.  I  am 
ecnfldent  that  as  ttiese  provisions  have 
their  full  effect  upon  our  American  econ- 
omy, we  will  ftad  our  free-enterprise 
system  operating  more  effectively  for  the 
welfare  of  all  Americans.  Citizens  from 
my  great  State  of  Obio  and  from  every 
State  In  the  Union  will  find  that  this 
cornerstone  of  President  Elsenhower's 
legislative  pn^ram  as  enacted  by  the 
RepnWl«tn  83d  Congress  will  provide  an 
economic  atmosphere  conducive  to  ex- 
panding business,  greater  employment, 
•od  an  ever-increasing  well-being  on  the 
part  of  the  American  people. 


A  Craiparative  Rq»orl 

SZTEN8ION  OF  REMARKS 

HON;  MORGAN  M.  MOULDER 

or  masouu 
IN  THK  HOnSB  OF  RKt>IUCSENTATrVXS 


I  hold  the  deep  conviction  that  the 
^rat  duty  of  a  Member  of  Consress  is  to 
serve  and  represent  the  best  Interests 
of  the  people  of  his  district  and  his  coun- 
try. In  cairying  out  that  duty,  he  should 
vote  for  legislation  he  believes  good  and 
against  legislation  he  considers  contrary 
to  the  best  Interests  of  the  people,  re- 
gardless of  pressure  from  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government. 

Conscientious  representation-^wlthout 
dictation  or  blind  obedience — is  a  funda- 
mental principle  of  our  democratic  form 
of  government.  I  have  followed  that 
principle  during  my  service  as  your  Rep- 
resentative in  Congress  from  the  11th 
Dislaict  of  Missouri. 

The  following  Important  Issues  were 
among  tho4e  presented  for  consideration 
during  the  83d  Congress.  On  some  of 
these  issues  I  voted  with  the  Eisenhower 
administration ;  on  others  I  voted  against 
It.  But  on  every  issue  I  voted  for  what 
I  honestly  believed  to  be  the  best  Inter- 
ests of  the  people  I  represent. 

In  the  following  table  I  have  fridicated 
my  vote  on  each  of  these  issues,  together 
with  the  position  of  the  administration. 
I  ask  you— the  people  I  represesit — ^how 
you  would  have  voted? 


Ifr. 


Fridav.  Aufftut  20, 19S4 
MOULDER.    Mr.  Speaker,  many 


Republican  candidates  for  Congress  are 
asking  the  people  to  vote  for  them  be- 
cause they  claim  that  they  will  support 
all  legislation  proposed  1^  the  Eisen- 
hower administration. 


M  ««».,  SSd  Cong. 

Provide  more  fmids  for  vetenuis'  medi- 
cs] care  (Feb.  1 ),  1953). 
Olve  away  tklebuids  oil  reserves  (Apr.  1. 

i«a). 

Restore  fnnds  for   Southwest   Power 

Administration     iransmlssion     ones 

(Apr.  28,  1963). 
Increase  funds  for  rural  telephones  by 

llOmilUon  (Mar.  10, 1953). 
Provide  fnnds  for  stronger  Air  Force 

(July  2, 1963). 
Reduce    REA    funds    by    $15   million 

(Mar.  19.  1953). 
Extend  President's  authority  to  malie 

reciprocal  trade  agreements  (June  15 

l«e3). 
Provide  additional  funds  for  hospita: 

construction  (Miy  26,  1953). 
Extend  excess  profits  tax  on  corporations 

(July  10, 1953). 
Increase  national  debt  limit  by  $15  bil- 
lion (July  31, 1953). 
Authorize  emenrcTcy  aid  for  drought 

areas  (Ju.y  9, 19.'^). 

tduti.,  SSd  Cong. 

Piovide  funds  for  Un-American  Activi- 
ties Committee  H.  Res.  400,  Feb.  25 
1«M). 

Prohibit  foreign  aid  funds  to  govern- 
ments committed  by  treaty  to  main- 
tain-Communlsr  rule  in  Asia  (H   R 
9078,  June  30, 19M). 

Appropriate  new  funds  for  foreign  aid 
(H.  R.  lOOSl,  July  28,  1964). 

Note.— Foreign  OperattonsAdmln- 
JStrstion  already  had  on  hand  more 
than  $9  billion  in  unexpended  funds. 

Prohibit  importation  of  Mexican  labor- 
ers withoot  consent  of  Mexican  Oov- 
emment  (H.  J.  R<«.  365,  Mar.  2,  1964). 

End  tax  on  admission  tickets  of  50  cents 
or  less  (H.  R.  8234,  Mar.  10,  1964). 

Reduce  excise  tax  rates  <U.  R.  8224. 
Mar.  10, 1964). 

Increase  personal  exemption  for  all  tnx- 

Eyers  from  $600  to  $700  (H.  R.  8300, 
ar.  18,  1954). 
Appropriations  for  Department  of  Agri- 
cnlture  for  fiaoal  year  1966,  H.  R.  8779, 
Apr.  14, 1«M. 
Amendment  to  H.  R.  8770  to  increase 
amount  provided  for  the  national 
■chool  lunch  pragzam  by  $0,452,584. 
Anr.  14. 19B4.  *   '~>  •-. 

NoT«.— The  Committee  on  Appro- 
priatJana  recommended  increased  ap- 
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M  let.,  SSd  Cbn^.— Continued 

propriations  requested  by  the  Bniwq 
of  the  Budget  bringing  the  tot"!  for  tho 
National  School  Lunch  Program  to  W 
million.     This    rest^oratjon    of    fundj 
plus  the  additional  $6  million  provided 
in  the  amendment  mentioned  ebovo 
provided  $15  million   for  the  school 
lunch  prognm  r.s  in  previous  ye^rs. 
Provide  lower  flexible  support  prices  on 
basic  farm  commodities  (H.  R.  9680. 
May  6,  1954). 
Extend  covera«;e  and  increase  benefits  ol 
social  security  program  (H.  R.  9S36, 
June  1,  1954). 
The  Cole  amendment  to  Atomic  Energy 
Act,   which   amendment  authorixeq 
commission  to  grant  and  give  away 
exclusive  pater t  ^i8^  ts  to  Government 
owned  aton^ic  energy  and   hydrogen 
power  to  private  utility  and  conrrer* 
clal  corporations,  wIt^out  reservation 
of  reiitrlciions  for  protection  of  pubUd 
interests,  H.  R.  9757,  July  26.  1964. 
To  lncrpa.se  borrowln?  po^er  of  Com- 
modity   Credit   Corporation     H.    R. 
9756.  July  29.  1964. 
Oppose  admission  of  Communist  China 
to  I'nited  Nations  (U.  Res.  627,  July 
15,  1954). 
Extend  deadline  for  education  and  train- 
ing for  Korean  veteiims  (H.  R.  8888, 
July  21.  1964). 
Inrrea.se  veterans  disability  compensa- 
tion payments  (U.  R.  9020),  July  21. 
IQ-M. 
Increase    salaries    of    postal    workers 

(H.  R.  9245),  Aug.  9,  1954. 
On  motion  to  Instruct  liouse  and  Senate 
conferees  to  agree  on  amendment  out- 
lawing Communist  party  and  provid- 
ing criminal  pimisl  ment  for  member- 
ship In  Communist  Party,  8.  3706 
Auimst  17,  1954. 
Omnibus  river  and  hvbor  and  flood 
control  bill  (H.  R.  98.%)  July  28,  1964. 
NoT«.— In  addition  to  previous 
authorization  of  3  reservoirs  in  the 
O.sage  River  Basin,  :his  bill  author- 
ites  the  appropriation  of  $144  million 
for  the  comprehensive  plan  for  the 
Missouri  River  Basin  and  includes 
provision  for  a  system  of  9  reservoirs 
for  flood  protect  ion  on  the  Osape 
River  and  tributaries  in  Missouri  and 
Kansas  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Chief  of  Amy  ICngi- 
neera. 
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Oisis  in  Our  Schools 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  ELIZABETH  KEE 

or  WEST  VIKGINU 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  RKPRESEWTATTVES 
Friday,  August  20.  1954 

Mrs.  KEE.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  this  Con- 
gress approaches  Its  final  hours,  I  want 
to  call  attention  again  to  the  fact  that 
we  have  failed  to  take  any  genuinely 
effective  step  to  solve  the  crisis  in  our 
schools. 

I  have  cited  this  problem  to  the  Hoase 
at  various  times  and  in  connection  with 
various  legislative  proposals  which  have 
been  before  us.  It  is  with  great  disap- 
pointment that  I  find  the  Congress  get- 
ting ready  to  terminate  the  work  of  the 
83d  Congress  with  not  a  single  dent  made 
in  this  problem. 

While  It  Is  true  that  we  h>ve  passed 
some  minor  legislation  dealing:  with  the 
schools— and  they  are,  indeed,  minor 
bills — we  proceeded  to  negate  even  that 
little  bit  by  providing  InsuUlclent  ap- 
propriations. 
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For  Instance,  we  authorized  a  series 
of  State  conferences  on  education  orer 
the  coming  year  culminating  in  a  White 
House  conference  next  year.  The  House 
at  first  refused  to  appropriate  any  money 
whatsoever  for  this  purpose.  The  Sen- 
ate did  approve  funds  for  the  White 
House  conference  and  for  contributions 
toward  the  States'  preliminary  confer- 
ences. But  in  the  final  settlement  of  the 
differences  t>etween  the  House  and  Sen- 
ate versions  of  the  Supplemental  Appro- 
priations Act.  a  compromise  figure  was 
provided  which  will  not  go  nearly  as  far 
as  it  should  in  financing  the  cost  of  the 
various  conferences  on  education. 

As  I  told  the  House  when  we  had  this 
measure  before  us,  and  also  in  connection 
with  other  bills  we  passed  for  an  Ad- 
visory Commission  on  Education  and  for 
Cooperative  Research  with  the  colleges 
on  educational  problems,  we  have  been 
authorizing  a  lot  of  studies  into  a  prob- 
lem which  we  already  know  could  be  ef- 
fectively helped  if  not  entirely  solved  by 
financial  help  to  our  schools. 

But  we  have  given  no  help  of  that 
nature.  The  administration  has  said 
that  It  thinks  we  ought  to  wait  on  this 
problem  until  after  the  White  House  con- 
ference is  held.  That  would  mean  no 
possible  financial  help  to  our  schools 
from  the  Federal  Qoyemment  until 
sometime  after  December  1955,  which 
would  mean  no  help  whatsoever  until  the 
start  of  the  school  year  beginning  In  Sep- 
tember of  1958.  In  other  words,  if  the 
administration  recommended  an  aid-to- 
education  program  following  that  White 
House  conference  late  next  year,  the  first 
time  the  Congress  could  take  it  up  would 
be  in  1956  for  the  fiscal  year  of  1957 
which  starts  July  1, 1056.  So  it  would  not 
be  applicable  for  the  first  time  until  2 
years  from  now. 

Many  bills  were  introduced  to  provide 
Federal  'aid  to  education  Immediately. 
On  the  tldelands  bill,  many  of  us  tried 
to  earmark  royalties  from  offshore  oil 
for  Federal  aid  to  education.  Because  of 
the  opposition  of  the  President's  ad- 
visers, anxious  to  give  away  these 
natural  resources  belonging  to  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  we  were  unable  to 
add  that  provision  to  the  bllL 

And  so  our  overworked  teachers  and 
overcrowded  schools  continue  a  situa- 
tion  which  is  a  disgrace  to  our  country. 
Here  we  are.  a  nation  of  vast  resources. 
but  unable  to  provide  the  kind  of  edu- 
caUonal  faciliUes  our  chUdren  require. 

I  was  thinking  of  this  situation  re- 
cently when  I  happened  across  a  news 
article  reporting  on  an  analysis  pre- 
sented by  a  team  of  peychlatrLsts  and 
psychologists  at  a  professional  conven- 
tion in  one  ot  our  largest  cities.  They 
were  reporting  on  attitudes  toward  our 
schools. 

And  their  major  finding  was  this:  that 
as  citizens  we  tend  to  expect  too  much 
from  our  schools.  We  tend  to  blame  the 
schools,  as  they  put  It.  for  everything 
that  goes  amiss  with  the  State  and  its 
citizens. 

We  expect  our  schools  to  Mdve  the 
growing  divorce  problem,  bcul  or  reckless 
driving  habits  on  our  highways,  the 
lack  of  intemati<mal  understanding 
among  peoples,  the  apathy  about  reU- 
gion,  the  Increase  in  mental  illness. 


Forgetting  that  there  is  a  home  before 
there  is  a  sctiool.  we  even  have  the 
tendency  sometimes  to  blame  the  schools 
for  all  Juvenile  delinquency,  all  adult 
crime,  aU  eases  of  fraud  and  deceH  and 
brutality  and  injustice. 

Truly,  we  expect  too  much  from  our 
schools.  And  yet,  so  Inconsistent  are 
we,  so  inclined  to  wishful  thinking  and 
shortcut  thlnkhig,  that  while  expecUng 
miracles  from  our  schools,  we  starve 
them  out  for  funds,  relegate  them  to 
unsafe  or  horribly  overcrowded  facili- 
ties, and  even  deny  to  the  men  and 
women  who  spend  their  lives  as  teach- 
ers the  basic  fundamental  of  decent 
minimum  salaries  on  which  they  can 
live  in  dignity. 

PKNALIZINO  AlOaiCA  BT  NCOLBCnKC  OOa 
OCBOOLS 

Perhaps  we  have  come  to  expect  so 
much  from  our  schools — too  much,  ac- 
cording to  that  scientific  report  present- 
ed at  the  American  Orthopsychlatric  As- 
sociation convention — because  we  have 
found  among  our  school  teachers,  un- 
derpaid and  abused  as  they  are  a  dedi- 
cation to  a  great  cause  seldom  foimd  in 
any  profession  outside  of  the  clergy,  in- 
stead of  rewarding  them  for  that,  how- 
ever, we  pimish  them  for  it. 

Schoolteachers  are  not  angels,  but  we 
expect  them  always  to  conduct  them- 
selves with  the  utmost  propriety  and 
serve  as  good  examples  to  the  children  at 
all  times. 

Schoolteachers  have  all  the  hmnan 
desires  of  all  the  rest  of  us.  but  we  expect 
them  to  live  in  near  poverty  and  not 
complain. 

Schoolteachers  put  in  an  exhausting 
day  at  the  Job,  but  we  nevertheless  ex- 
pect them  to  have  the  reserves  of 
strength  and  of  Interest  necessary  to 
carry  them  through  unlimited  hours  of 
unpaid  overtime  on  extracurricular  ac- 
tivities, on  parent-teacher  association 
matters,  on  civic  and  commtmity 
enterprises. 

Schoolteachers,  in  other  wwxls,  are 
considered  special  servants  of  democracy, 
and  as  such  are  expected  to  do  more  and 
give  more— and  get  less— than  other 
public  servants  or  private  employees. 

The  amazing  thing,  Mr.  Speaker,  Is  not 
that  we  expect  these  things  from  our 
schoolteachers  but  that  they  generally 
are  so  willing  to  do  what  we  exiiect  from 
them. 
But  is  it  fah-? 

Certainly  it  is  not  fair  to  the  teachers 
who  are  so  poorly  treated.    But  is  it  fair 
to  the  community?    Is  it  fair  to  the  Na- 
tion?   Is  It  fair  to  our  way  of  life? 
I  think  not 

As  our  society  has  become  more  com- 
plex, we  have  not  permitted  our  educa- 
tional system  to  keep  pace.  We  have 
denied  it  the  necessary  facilities,  the 
necessary  fimds,  the  necessary  suppM-t. 
And  we  are— and  will  be— paying  a  high 
price  for  that  neglect. 

I  -vould  like  to  equate  that,  at  least 
briefly,  to  our  concern  alwut  defense  ap- 
propriations, our  Insistence  here,  when- 
ever a  military  appropriation  bill  comes 
before  us.  that  the  administration  seek 
and  obtain  sufllcient  funds  to  rnar\  our 
Defense  Establishment  and  provide  the 
weapons  we  and  our  allies  need  for  the 
security  of  freedom.    If  the  President 
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falls  to  ask  for  as  mubh  money  for  de- 
fense as  we  feel  he  should  reodve.  wt 
insist  oil  giving  It  to  him  anjrway. 

Now  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  ade- 
quate  appropriations  for  defense,  but 
freedom  is  not  guaranteed  by  gwaa  alone. 
Freedom  is  also  a  stated  blind,  an  atti- 
tude, a  philosophical  conception  which 
we  learn,  and  which  we  learn  to  appre- 
ciate. Once  appreciated,  once  learned. 
it  is  a  concept  which  conunands  our  total 
allegiance.  We  do  not,  as  a  people,  com- 
promise on  freedom.  We  accept  no  sub- 
stitutes for  it.  We  demand  the  pure,  un- 
adulterated product — or  as  pure  and  un- 
adulterated a  variety  as  we  can  achieve 
in  a  far-from-perfect  society. 

OKMOCtACT  IS  lOOnD  Hf  OOl  EDUCATIORAL 
ST8TX1C 

The  psychiatrists  and  psychologists 
notwithstanding.  I  believe  that  the 
fundamental  strength  of  our  democracy 
lies  today— and  has  reposed  for  many^ 
many  years— in  our  educational  system. 
While  r/e  learn  much  of  democracy  In 
our  homes  as  children,  the  biggest  con- 
tribution in  that  regard  is  most  often 
made,  I  believe,  in  the  group  activities 
of  the  school,  particularly  when  good 
teachers  relate  these  activities  to  the 
problems  of  living  together  and  working 
together  and  striving  together  in  a  demo- 
cratic society. 

Probably  no  one  single  factor  has  con- 
tributed as  much  as  our  universal  free 
public  educational  system  to  the  durabil- 
ity  and  strength  of  the  American  democ- 
racy we  know  today — ^to  make  us  at  the 
youthful  age  among  nations  of  only  I6S 
years  one  of  the  few  nations  in  the  world 
today  able  to  boast  of  a  continuous  period 
of  constitutional  democracy  stretching 
back  that  many  years. 

That  thought  is  both  reassuring  and 
disturbing  as  this  s^sion  and  this  term 
of  Congress  near  their  final  hours  with 
no  attention  having  been  paid  to  the 
needs  of  the  schools  and  no  prospect  of  a 
real  attack  on  this  pnAilem  in  the  near 
futiu^  under  present  leader^ilp.  It  is 
reassuring  to  remember  how  great  a  con- 
tribution our  educational  system  has 
made  to  our  democracy.  It  is  disturbing 
to  know  that  in  a  time  of  crisis  in  our 
schools,  our  Nation  is  falling  than.  How 
long  can  our  schools  continue  to  bolster 
our  national  life  when  we  igWe  their 
needs? 

In  the  84th  Congress.  It  will  be  my  pur- 
pose to  work  with  all  my  strength  for 
better  treatment  for  our  schools  ftn<|  odr 
hard-working  teachers.  I  trust  we  ■h*u 
have  the  kind  of  Congress  at  that  time 
which  will  find  sympathy  in  its  heart  and 
resourcef uln^s  enough  to  face  up  to  this 
problem  effectively. 


Develvpnetf  W  tke  Gtmb 


STATEMENT 
or 


HON.  JOHN  SHERMAN  COOPER 

or  KXMTUCXT 

IM  THE  SBfATB  OP  THB  UW1'1«D  STAISB 

Fridasf.  Ait^Hst  tO,  1954 

Mr.  COOPER.    Mr.  PrasidSDt.  I  Mk 
unanimous  consent  to  have  ixliitMl  te 
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r  X  iMi^e  mcpared 

B  tiM  difdoiHMnt  of  ttie  Orcea  River. 

Tbwt  bfltaig  no  otoJ^ettoD.  ibe  stete- 

VM  ordered  to  be  prinked  In  the 

i.Mfoillo«>: 

At  th»  and  oC  tti*  wigwlrnial  ■■■Irni.  X 
«iA  to  'llg—  the  appraetsUon  of  ttie  p«>- 
fta  Qt  MmBLtaOff  aad  ptxVknHarlj  tHow  o< 
pwewn  Kwitucky  to  th*  •tfrnlniBtnUton  and 
tlM  Orwur—  tor  taringtnc  a*  iMt  to  rMOity 
tlM  plUM  aiuS  tacpM  for  tbe  ^tmHapmnixit  at 
-  tbm  Qnan  Btver  wbleii  bad  been  beld  for 
ymtu.  TbM  year  tb«  Ooiifrw  baa  anaoted 
•Bd  til*  trarident  haa  t^rovad  i4>praf«la- 
tlMw  tntiitng  $M  ««*»««"«  for  looks  p^  dama 
1  and  S  «m  tba  Onen  Btmr.  Tbla  aaaoont 
tnotodee  •  regular  appropglaUoa  oC  $4B  aoU- 
llon  for  tba  19S6  flacal  year  and  a  sup^emen- 
tal  appropaiatlon  of  1000,000  for  flacal  year 
1964.  Both  thaae  Items  were  recommended 
hf  ftaskiant  Baenhomr  In  bla  budget  mes- 

In  addltkm.  we  bare  obtained  tba  en- 

1%  at  legtelattoa  wbleb  autborlaee  tbe 

_, tttore  of  an  addlttonal  t3.4  mllUan  for 

tba  dredging  o<  the  Oreen  Biver. 
TlM  Oreen  Blver  project  Is  a  new  start 
by  this  administration,  and  no  ap- 
a  bad  been  prerknisly  approved  for 

, — jRilaatloii  at  Its  locks  and  dama. 

Tba  MrtaMng  atractures  are  old  and  obaolete 
sad  not  usable  for  iseseat-day  traffic  For 
•aample,  It  Is  interesting  to  note  that  lock  1 
waa  built  in  1B36  and  haa  «Hfn«nri#»n^  of  35 
by  U8  feet.  Lock  2  ia  only  36  by  114  feet. 
Mottemteetlon  work  wOl  make  modem 
river  transportation  acceeilMe  to  the  ooal 
Mkb  Of  westflm  Kantucky.  The  high  bene- 
M-oost  ntto  of  tUs  work  (1.6  to  l)  derlycs 
troan  tba  f  aet  that  aoal  can  be  shipped  eoo- 
nomleaUy  Xrcm  tbe  Oreen  JUver  VaUey  for 
iiae  by  the  Te^jbaaeee  Vall^  AuUkority  and 
tba  Atomic  energy  CnwimJaBion.  Tlie  AXC 
has  stated  tb«t  our  atomic  project  at  Ports- 
umth  win  SMS  40  ents  per  ton  on  1.78  mil- 
Uon  tons  of  eoal  Itom  weatnn  Kentadcy 
when  tbe  work  is  eampletBd. 

Ad<UtionaI  lavlngs  of  80  cents  per  ton  on 
about  8  million  tons  per  year  can  be  made 
bj  the  TVA  steam  plants.  Since  both  ASC 
and  TVA  are  the  property  of  the  people  of 
tbe  XTblted  Stetea.  the  saTlngs  wlU  go  di- 
rectly to  the  aovamment  and  to  tbe  people 
at  tba  Ublted  Stataa. 

In  a  irery  real  aenaa,  tharefore,  the  funda 
which  have  been  and  will  be  appropriated 
(or  thla  work  repreaent  an  inveatmant  of  the 
Uhlted  Stataa  Oovamment  which  will  n^)- 
Idly  repay  itaelf  and  begin  pHixig  up  flnan- 
etal  dividends.  Tbe  total  VMeral  coat  of 
tbla  project  la  placed  by  tbe  Oorpa  of  Bngi- 
bears  at  $14,809,000.  It  win  be  repaid  from 
thaaa  savings.  Ih  one  Instoncie  atone,  the 
VMcral  (iovemment  will  make  an  ennwi 
saving  at  nearly  $1  milUon  when  tbla  work 
U  completed.  X  refer,  of  courae,  to  tbe  re- 
duced coat  of  coal  which  la  to  be  purcbaaed 
tar  tbe  generation  of  power  for  use  by  the 
Atoosle  energy  Oommlsatoa. 

Addlttoaal  beneftta  in  lowered  ooat  of  pri- 
vate and  public  tranaportatlon  for  tbe  bene- 
fit of  aU  the  people  of  the  region  will  in- 
crease tbe  benefits  to  be  derived  from  tbla 
construction  beyond  tbe  aaving  from  tbe 
transportation  of  coal  alone. 

The  real  importance  of  the  Oreen  River 
project  can  be  clearly  recognized  from  the 
unusual  efforts  taken  during  the  past  year 
by  both  the  leglalattve  and  executive 
branches  of  this  administration  to  secure  the 
appropriation  ef  funda  for  the  work  to  get 
underway. 

Before  actual  construction  on  a  river  proj- 
ect can  begin,  the  work  must  be  aothor- 
laed  by  the  Ctongreaa.  money  must  then  be 
allocated  by  the  Oohm  of  Bi^Kineers  to  com- 
plete "planning,  and  flnaUy  wprmrrtaitlmia 
must  be  made  by  the  Oongrees  for  actual 
eonstructton.  These  steps  sometimes  take 
years.  Home  at  thorn  stepe  had  been  taken 
before  1968.    Svery  one  of  these 


stqpa  have  been  taken  since  Janaary  X853 
by  the  admlnlBtratlon  of  Presldebt  Slsen- 
hower  and  the  present  Congress. 

1.  Both  the  Senate  Public  Wotks  Com- 
mittee  and  the  Knise  Public  Wo^ka  Ckmi- 
mtttee  at  the  call  of  their  chalntan.  Sen- 
ator Sdwabo  Maxtdt.  ot  Pennsylvania,  and 
Oongreesman  Ocorok  Dondkko,  of  IClchlgan, 
took  the  un\uual  action  In  1953  to  recom- 
mend to  the  Department  of  the  Army  that 
the  reconstruction  work  on  Green  River  waa 
Justifled  under  the  act  of  1909.  Acting  upon 
tills  reconunendatlon.  the  Secretary  of  tbe 
Army.  Hbn.  Robert  Stevens.  apinK>ved  the 
project.  It  was  the  only  such  authorisation 
made  during  1953. 

a.  At  the  very  close  of  the  session  of  Con- 
greaa  in  1963.  the  vital  need  for  this  project 
led  tbe  Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations 
to  urge  the  Corps  of  Engineers  to  allocate 
$100,000  to  complete  planning  of  the  project 
80  that  oonatruction  could  begin  In  1964. 

Senator  Barooxs,  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations,  and  Senator  Know- 
t.AXD.  chairman  of  tbe  Subcommittee  on  Civil 
Functions,  which  considered  the  Green  River 
project,  spoke  and  gave  their  support  on 
the  Senate  floor  to  the  allocatloh  of  the 
$100,000  of  planning  funds. 

8.  This  year,  despite  the  urgent  ;neceasity 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  tbe  Presi- 
dent to  balance  Government  expenditures 
with  receipts.  President  Elsenhow*  recom- 
mended that  funds  be  Included  la  the  ap- 
propriations bin  for  fiscal  year  195S  to  begin 
these  Improvements  on  tbe  Green  River. 
Tbe  President  also  recommended  a  supple- 
mental appropriation  of  $800,000  for  fiscal 
year  1964  ao  that  work  could  begin  at  the 
earliest  possible  time.  As  Preside$t  Eisen- 
hower pointed  out  in  his  budget  message 
to  the  Congress,  the  Green  Rivet  project 
Is  one  of  tbose  selected  for  speedy  action 
to  assure  expeditious  movement  of  traffic 
in  axiatlng  harbora  or  waterways  serving  im- 
portant requirements  of  commerce  or  na- 
tional security. 

4.  A  toal  sum  of  $6,600,000  wsB  appro- 
priated this  year  by  the  Congress  for  tbe 
Oreen  River  Improvement.  It  represents  the 
14th  largest  appropriation  for  river  improve- 
ment in  the  budget. 

Finally.  It  is  Important  to  point  cut  that 
the  Oreen  River  appropriation  has  had  dur- 
ing the  past  year  the  support  of  the  major 
agencies  of  Govenunent  concerned  With  thla 
queatlon,  Including  the  At(»nlc  Enefgy  Com- 
mlsalon.  the  Department  of  the  Army,  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and.  of  course,  the 
Prealdent  of  the  United  States. 

I  am  glad  to  have  had  a  part  in  urging 
personally  before  every  committee,  before 
the  Oorpa  of  Snglneers,  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  and  the  Prealdent  of  the  United 
Btotea,  the  necessity  for  the  authorization 
and  appropriation  of  construction  funds  for 
the  development  of  the  Green  River. 

Bfr.  President,  I  want  to  emphasize  here 
that  this  project  has  had  the  long-time  and 
enthusiastic  and  strong  support  of  my  col- 
league. Senator  CuonNTs.  It  has  been  a 
pleasure  to  work  with  him  for  the  advance- 
ment of  the  Oreen  Blver  project. 

It  has  also  had  the  long  support  of  the 
Oreen  Blver  Valley  Citizens  League,  Inc. 
Many  people  of  the  region  have  joln$d  in  the 
aupiwrt  of  this  league  and  all  deserve  great 
credit.  I  would  like  to  mention  particularly 
the  names  of  their  officers  who  have  purarued 
thla  work  with  great  enel-gy.  The-  present 
oOcers  of  the  Oreen  River  Citiaens  League. 
Inc.,  are  James  R.  Hlnea.  president.. Bowling 
C^een;  Albwt  P.  Harding,  executive  vice  pres- 
Ident-aecretary,  Central  City;  J.  Morton  WU- 
llama.  treasurer,  Beaver  Dam;  and  C,  A.  Bels, 
honorary  prealdent.  South  Carrollton.  The 
board  of  directors  consists  of  the  fallowing 
persona:  James  R.  Hlnes,  Bowling  Oreen; 
Albert  P.  Harding.  Central  City;  J.  Morton 
Winiama.  Beaver  Dam;  William  C.  Sumptn-, 
Bowling  Oreen:  Pted  B.  Massey,  Central  City; 
R.  A.  Demimlnrun,  BrownsvUle;   Dr.  W.  H. 


Washbiu^,  Beaver  Dam:  Joh|i  Q.  Adams, 
Hartford;  Homer  Boyd,  Rockport;  I.  o.  Rey- 
nierson,  Island;  Landon  Wlfs,  Calhoiu; 
Chester  A.  Hope,  Drake  sboro-^aradise;  Id- 
•>  <«rd  Delker,  Owensboro;  James  Raya,  Roch- 
ester; W.  A  Moore.  Morgantown;  Ool.  Oren 
Coin,  Livermore;  J.  B.  Woo«X  OreenvlUe; 
Roes  Morton;  Centertown;  James  J.  Turner, 
Dundee;  Byron  Royster,  Sebree;  ^arry  Wheel- 
don,  South  Carrollton;  and  Barry  Scott, 
Henderson.  Some  of  those  who  gave  their 
energies  for  their  people  have  passed  on. 
The  beginning  of  this  improvement,  too 
long  delayed,  will  mean  tbe  cocnpletkin  of  tbe 
entire  project.  As  the  modernisation  of  its 
navigation  facilities  are  completed  and  the 
reservoir  projects  are  begun  (the  Mining  City 
Reservoir  on  Green  River,  Molin.  Reservoir  on 
Nolin  River,  No.  2  Barren  Reservclr  on  Barren 
River,  No.  2  Green  Reservoir  on  Oreen  River, 
and  Rough  River  Reservoir  on  Bough  River), 
a  great  Industrial  expansion  In  this  area  will 
Inevitably  result.  Its  certain  result  will  be  to 
increase  the  production  of  coal  in  the  area 
and  to  supply  work  for  its  nUnsrs.  Benefits 
will  accrue  to  miners,  farmers,  bustoessnven. 
consiuners  and.  indeed,  to  all  ^e  people  of 
the  Green  River  Valley.  I  am  glad  that  this 
great  project  has  been  started  by  President 
Elsenhower  and  tbe  Congress  and  that  Its 
completion  is  assured. 


Federa]  Aid  te  Ethcalioa 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  MORGAN  M.  MOULDER 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  RKPRBSEXTTATIVBS 

Friday,  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  MOULDER.  Mr.  Spdaker.  I  am 
deeply  concerned  about  the  ediicatlonal 
crimes  which  continue  to  face  us  in  this 
coilntry.  We  all  know  that  the  com- 
pletion of  a  school  year  is  no  more  final 
than  the  formal  ending  of  Cbngress.  be- 
cause the  problems  go  on.  "Ehe  need  for 
Federal  aid  to  education  is  not  a  dead 
issue  because  you  know,  as  well  as  I  do, 
that  the  urgent  need  for  aid  to  our 
schools  is  still  with  us. 

It  is  still  with  us  because  almost  noth- 
ing short  of  a  miracle  could: pull  us  out 
of  this  situation.  The  facts  of  the  case 
we  all  know.  Nationwide  surveys  reveal 
that  our  schools  are  In  desj^rate  need 
of  more  teachers,  more  buildings,  and 
money  to  finance  them  through  this  pe- 
riod. The  statistics  of  elementary  and 
secondary  education  point  out  to  us  the 
increased  demand  for  school  services  and 
the  decreases  in  qualified  manpower  and 
the  purchasing  power  of  our  school  dol- 
lars. 

During  World  War  II  the  enrollment 
in  schools  declined  slightly,  many  fullj 
Qualified  teachers  left  the  professton. 
school  construction  practicalty  ttoviped, 
and  financial  support  lagged. 

By  1947,  however,  constructive  forces 
among  all  citizens  liegan  to  move  rapidly 
to  remedy  this  wartime  negleet  and  loss. 
The  Council  of  State  Governments  pub- 
lished a  very  fine  study  in  1949  of  our  48 
State  school  systems  in  an  effort  to  assist 
the  States  in  working  out  sotuiions  of  the 
problems  which  faced  theiri  respective 
•chool  systems.  | 

A  great  deal  has  been  done  t>y  citizens' 
groups  in  local  communities  to  alleviate 
our  school  problems,  but  to  date  the 
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overall  needs  have  iK>t  been  completely 
relieved.     In  this  year  we  still  find  that 
our  school  manpower  Is  affected,  u  well 
as     financial     support,     and     school 
construction.     Meanwhile,   enrollments 
steadUy  continue  to  increase,  the  pur- 
chasing power  of  tbe  school  dollar  de- 
clines, and  school  administrators  find 
that  they  are  forced  to  onploy  many 
l>eople  to  teach  who  do  not  meet  the 
Stato    requirements    for    certiflcatton. 
These  conditions  are  in  turn  affected  by 
worldwide  economic  forces  and  unrest. 
In  our  present  position  of  world  leader- 
ship in  the  necessary  struggle  for  na- 
tional security  and  for  peace  and  free- 
dom for  all  peoples  everywhere,  the  ex- 
penditures of  the  Federal  Oovemment 
have  increased  by  leaps  and  bounds,  re- 
sulting in  turn  in  tremendous  increases 
in  our  Federal  taxation.      This  comM- 
nation  of   heavy  Federal  expenditiires 
for  defense  and  foreign  aid.  together 
with  lower  purchasing  power  and  higher 
local  and  State  govemmmtal  costs  pro- 
duces a  general  public  reaction  against 
any  increase  in  local  taxation  for  any 
purpose,  no  matter  how  essential.    With 
this  understandable  reluctance  to  In- 
crease local  and  State  taxes,  it  follows 
that  any  effort  to  meet  the  need  for 
higher    teachers'    salaries,    new    school 
construction,  and  recruitment  in  teacher 
education  is  seriously  handicaped. 

Many  of  us  In  Congress  are  well  aware 
of  these  existing  conditions  In  our 
schools.  Although  it  was  limited  aid. 
the  83d  Congress  recognised  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Oovemment  for  the  Im- 
pact caused  by  Federal  activities  upon 
the  local  educational  agencies  and  en- 
acted some  emergency  legialatton  to  pro- 
vide assistance  to  schools  In  federally 
affected  areas.  Under  one  of  these  laws 
the  United  States  Commissioner  of  Ed- 
ucation was  authorized  to  make  contri- 
butions toward  operating  oosta  of  the 
local  schools  overburdened  with  in- 
creased attendance,  as  the  result  of  Fed- 
eral activities,  and  deprived  of  local  reve- 
nues because  of  the  tax-exempt  status 
of  Federal  properties. 

A  recent  report  of  tbe  United  States 
Office  of  Education  shows  that  Missouri 
was  entiUed  to  receive  $809,113  for  school 
operation  and  maintenance  in  our  fed- 
erally affected  areas. 

The  other  school-aid  legislation  passed 
by  Congress  provided  for  grants  to  the 
States  for  inventory  surveys  of  their  ex- 
isting school  facilities  and  to  determine 
the  need  for  constructing  additional 
school  buildings.  It  also  authorized 
financial  assistance  for  school  construc- 
tion in  federally  affected  areas.  Under 
this  law,  Public  Law  815.  Missouri  had 
$2,971,661  reserved  of  the  Federal  funds 
for  the  construction  of  vital  school  con- 
struction projects  in  tbe  fiscal  year  1954. 
Although  this  legislation  Indicates  the 
Federal  Government's  recognition  of  its 
responsibility  for  federally  affected  areas. 
you  and  I  know  perfectly  weU  that  it 
meets  only  to  a  very  slight  degree  the 
pressing  problems  of  our  schools. 

1  am  concerned  that  the  Congress  has 
not,  up  to  this  time,  approved  any  con- 
structive measures  for  overall  Fcdenl 
aid  to  education  because  I  earnestly  be- 
lieve that  it  is  of  vital  importance.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  details  and  opposi- 


tion which  have  bogged  It  down  are  quite 
cmaU,  m  comparison  to  the  overaU  need 
for  Federal  iid  to  meet  the  emergency 
facing  our  school  systems. 

We  understand  and  can  Justify  our  ex- 
penditures for  defense,  social  security, 
public  health,  veterans'  benefits,  and 
many  other  vital  programs.  However, 
we  must  find  the  means  and  a  way  to 
convince  people  that  our  schools  are  of 
equal  importance. 

Oiu-  school  systems  have  helped  this 
NaUon  reach  its  peak  of  leadership 
today  among  the  nations  of  the  world. 
And  to  our  loyal  teachers  we  owe  a 
great  deal.  For  generations  we  have 
confidently  placed  our  children  in  their 
hands.  In  recent  years,  in  many  cases, 
our  teachers  have  accepted  even  more 
school  responsibility  in  the  guidance  of 
our  young  people.  More  extracurricular 
activities  have  been  added  to  our  edu- 
cational systems  and  our  teachers  have 
graciously  accepted  this  additional  re- 
sponsibility. 

I  cannot  help  feelin« — and  I  hope 
others  will  realize  it — ^that  our  teachers 
are  our  first  line  of  defense.  I  am  sure, 
in  fact,  that  they  always  have  been, 
but  we  have  never  talked  about  it 
enouKh.  Ovir  schoolteachers,  who  are 
so  grossly  underpaid,  are  the  quiet  force 
in  this  country  that  molds  our  most 
precious  resource— K}ur  children.  The 
full  impact  of  the  valuable  service  teach- 
ers give  to  the  people  of  this  country 
and  its  future,  in  a  sense,  ultimately 
guides  the  destiny  of  the  free  world.  I 
earnestly  hope,  in  the  near  future,  that 
we  can  find  a  way  to  provide  for  our 
school  systems  the  additional  fin^ii^^iai 
suppcxt  which  they  so  urgently  need. 


Cm! 


Wm  Beaeit  Uader  Matoal 
Sccuiily  Act 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  ROBERT  B.  CHIPERHELD 

or  nxtNois 

m  TBK  BOX78I  OP  RXPRESKNTATIVXS 

Friday,  August  20. 1954 

Mr.  CHIPERFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
would  like  to  bring  to  the  attention  of 
the  House  the  fact  that  approximately 
$200  million  of  the  foreign  aid  funds 
which  we  have  voted  this  year  are  to  be 
used  to  finance  the  shipment  of  coal 
from  mines  in  the  United  -  States  to 
foreign  nations.  It  is  expected  that  as  a 
result  of  this  program  10  million  more 
tons  of  coal  will  be  produced  in  this 
country  during  the  present  fiscal  year 
than  would  have  otherwise  been  possible. 

I  repreaent  one  of  the  major  coal  pro- 
ducing areas  In  the  State  of  Illinois. 
Conditions  in  this  Industry  have  been  far 
from  satisfactory.  I  am  sure  that  fam- 
ilies who  derive  their  livelihood  from  the 
mining  of  coal  will  find  conditions  better 
as  a  result  of  this  program  than  would 
otherwise  have  been  the  case. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  this  pro- 
gram for  sending  coal  to  nations  which  it 
Is  In  our  Interest  to  help  is  comparable  in 
concept  to  the  program  for  disposing  of 
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surplus  agricultural  commoditlea  which 
Is  Q)eclfically  provided  for  In  the  Mutual 
Security  Act^.this  year.  Both  programs 
are  based  on  the  propoeltton  that  we 
should  send  commodities  which  aiw 
excess  to  our  own  needs  to  foreign  na- 
tions whenever  we  can  rather  ttuin  to 
send  money  to  be  pent  wherever  the 
recipient  nation  dtsires.  I  am  sure  w« 
render  them  an  important  service  and  at 
the  same  time  recognise  tbe  needs  of  our 
own  people  when  we  operate  in  this 
manner. 

In  addition  to  the  export  plan'^  other 
steps  have  been  taken  to  bolster  the  coal 
industry.  President  Eisenhower  has 
named  a  top-level  Cabinet  committee  to 
make  recommendations. 

This  action  marics  another  step  the 
present  administration  Is  taking  to  im- 
prove the  situation  of  the  coal  miner* 
of  the  United  States.  But  my  chief  ob- 
JecUve  is  to  see  that  the  coal  InduptrF 
does  not  have  to  meet  unfair  oompetl. 
tion  from  other  ctmipetltive  power-pro- 
ducing products. 


Tke 
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HON.  JOHN  S.  COOPER 

or  KXMTUCXT 

IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNTIXD  STAISS 

Friday.  August  20. 19S4 

Mr.  COOPER.  Ut.  President.  T  aA 
unanimous  consent  to  have  iHlnted  In  the 
Rkcou)  a  statement  I  have  prq>ai«d  on 
the  major  accomplishments  ot  the  Re* 
publican  administration. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  ttie 
Racou.  as  follows: 

Thk  Majos   AoooKPLisRicsirrs  or  thb 
RaraaucaM  ADamnsxaanox 

Now  that  the  work  of  the  8Sd  Oongrees  has 
been  completed.  I  should  like  to  ravtev 
briefly  the  reoord  v^ilch  the  adaKlnlstratlon 
and  Oongr—  have  made  In  the  Intetesta 
of  the  United  States.  The  record  of  achieve- 
ment  U  a  most  Unpresalve  one. 

The  accompllahments  of  our  admlnlatra* 
tlon  mean  different  things  to  different  people. 
To  all  ot  us  they  mean  a  new  honesty  In  Gov* 
«-nment.  To  many  of  us  they  soean  tbe  re- 
turn ot  a  son  or  husband  trom  war,  to  yet 
others  lower  taxea,  more  industry,  better 
schools  and  roads  and  hcspltala. 

We  have  the  assuranoe  ot  a  firm  foreiga 
poUcy.  of  a  strong  national  defmae. 

It  Is  a  reoord  of  which  aU  of  us  «^^  bs 
proud.    Here  are  some  of  the  major  aoooas- 
pllshments  of  Prealdent  Bamhower  ^«fl  tbs^ 
Bepublloan  SSd  Oongrees: 

1.  We  have  peace.  The  war  In  goraa 
with  nearly  160>000  casualties — has  bean 
ended.  The  United  States  has  not  plunged 
recklessly  Into  another  war.  There  have  been 
no  crises  or  nattonal  emergendea  «t«>ri»Ted 
by  the  Prealdent.  Wartime  oontrola  have 
been  repealed.  Our  foreign  aid  program  haa 
been  taUored  to  meet  di^ffnttt  needs.  Our 
national  defense  Is  the  strongest  in  poaps 
time  history  and  the  deterioration  at  our 
tnUltary  forces  after  World  War  n  was  not 
allowed  to  recur  after  the  end  of  the  Koceaa 
conflict. 

a.  Financially  our  house  la  In  far  bsClsr 
order.  Savings  in  CtovemsMnt  tp^TlInc 
have  amounted  to  SS.S  bUUon,  despite  tbe 
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teol^  tint  «•  fbaad  «ai  MUlott  laimpald  <iGT. 

— •**'  *  wn»  wbwi  rtmumt  wiMniwimi 

In  four  tn 

tu  iMtaetton 

» 

Indtvidoai 
fnflailmi  htm  b— n  teltMl  aad  tte  valu*  <]< 
^adoOar  lUM  film  ■niilThil  mt  llwt  liiuimu 
■atf  pMtap  an  no  itmcar  UiraatwMa  t>7  oon- 
Mant  dtvaluathm  of  tiM  eorrenejr. 
•;  IVIi  luif*  fnfif  provvd  ttkat  the  Vntted 
~  «•&  kaiw  both  p«M*  and  pwpMlty. 
tnnamf  eC  tta*  pwttoui  la  ymtara  was 
i  <m  a  war  •oanomy.  Tlte  a  yaais  at  ttaa 
adaUnlateattoa  hava  bean  the 
iliort  pw^fwroua  in  our  hietary.  We  have  the 
total  employihent  in  onr  hletory, 
the  terel  of  meBtployment  Is  etui 
abir  lea*  than  dtvbiK  l»4t.  Orer  «l 
mtlltow  poople  are  maapkxf*A  today,  as  oom- 
pwad  to  feirar  than  ••  million  hi  IBM.  At 
tte  ■MMttlme,  tUMmptoymant  ia  700,000  Icaa 
than  In  July  IMO.  During  106S-44.  average 
hourly  earning*  reached  the  highest  level  in 
hlataty;  peaoetiine  eqmiditiBres  toe  new 
plants  and  ladtistorles  rea<dMd  thetr  blgliest 
potaiK.  eoostrneuon  reached  Its  hlgbest  Talne; 
aeHdl  «1M  ar«  the  hlgtaeat;  and  ao  are  per- 
aonal  Income  and  savings. 

4.  The  disastrous  drop  in  farm  prleee 

wUeh  teought  xm  «  dBeressti  of  46  points  in 
tbs  farm-price  Index — during  the  jnevloxis 
artiitfiilsltatica  baa  been  stoiiped.  Mtrm 
prices  have  not  only  been  Tt^^yinwl  but  have 
hegvax  to  Increase.  A  Isrge-scaie  farm  sur- 
plus disposal  program  bas  been  undertaken 
and  egpert  naitets  are  being  en^anded. 
Sou  and  water  conservation  programs  bave 
been  Impiroved.  Draught  relief  haa  avoided 
a  eatastnplia  for  thoniaands  of  fanaers  and 
stockmen.  Funda  lor  rural  eleetnflcation 
ezul  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  have 


I 

August  20 


earlty  risks;  41  OoBununlst  leaders  have  been 
convicted,  and  aOB  bave  been  departed. 
^  »fr-  Frasident.  all  of  us  who  haf  e  worked 
together  for  tbe  achievement  of  Itiiis  pi'o- 
gram  can  be  proud  that  the  Job  #hieh  the 
people  have  given  ua  in  lua  is  bilng  done. 
The  eooperatton  between  the  CoiKress  and 
tbe  Frastdmt  hss  made  it  possl^  to  put 
into  law  this  tremendous  leglslsitlve  pro- 
gram. I  believe  that  the  conndeoce  of  the 
people  In  this  administration  Is  well  de- 
aerved. 


I 

AgricaHarai  Price  Sappott 
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6.  A  new  houstng  f  H'^— i-  has  been  en- 
actedto  nuike  home  ovnershlp  easier  for  mil- 
HoM  of  .Amerieana.  Ala  tvtll,  mean  an  un- 
pvaOeled  eapanelon  a<  the'qpnstruetloB  in- 
itoitry.  I^MQlal  provlslOB  is  made  for  bona- 
tag  in  agrteultural  areas,  small  towns,  and 
for  veterans. 

.  f.  The  new  read  bUl  wiU  improve  our  high- 
way ^atein.  by  Increaaing  VMaral  asalstanoa. 
ICenttteky  will  rwelve  nearly  glS  million  pw 
year,  as  oompared  to  $10  mmion  under  the 
pi%euit  law.  not  only  wUl  it  be  easier  for 
all  of  us  to  travd.  but  improved  transpor- 
tation wlU  help  oommevea  and  eapand  pro- 
duction. 

7.  Hoclal  seeuiity  paymeate  luKve  been  In- 
criaaid  and  aorial  aecmlty  eoremga  extended 
to  to  mUUon  more  people.  Proteetlon  la  ex- 
tnitod  to  millloDi  of  teimen  and  pntfaa- 
-^    -\  people.    TIM  act  alao  providsa  cov- 

for.penoia  who  beoome  totally  dla- 


•.  aeboel  and  boqiital  oonatmctlon  funds 
hava  bean  anattved  In  greater  anunmts.  A 
new  hospital  program  win  nwlee  boepltala. 
nursing  boaics.  and  eonvalesoent  homes 
avaOabto  to  saon  peopBeu  A  rehabilitation 
program  haa  been  paaaed  for  the  pbyMeaDy 
handioapped.  Sehooie  In  fodtraQy  affeeted 
areaa  wm  receive  aid  in  oonstruetioo  and 
operattoo  of  aebocds. 

S^Tba  Veterans'  Administrmtlon  has  been 
reoeganiaed  to  give  better,  more  effective 
aarvlee  to  our  veterans.  Two  laws  have  been 
paaaed  to  InerMn  eompenaatlon  and  pen- 
aion  paymente  for  all  vetseans.  GX  benefits 
for  Korean  veterans  Have  been  eatended. 
nw  largest  y»prupiiati<m  in  our  hlstery  f cr 
'"edieal  servloes  has  been  passed,  provldlnc 
a  total  of  114.41S  hoapttal  beds  for  veterans. 
;  10.  k  saw  OoTwnibffit  aaeuilty  pmcram 
baa  been  pot  Into  effect  Legislation  has 
been  paeaSd  to  outlaw  the  Onmnunlst  Par- 
tf,  to  protaet  defense  indastrtee  against  sab- 
otage, and  to  eireettvely  punish  traaaon. 
Two  tbowand  and  four  bimtfred  Ckrvem- 
ment  employeei  have  been  aepsrated  aa  ae- 


HON.  OUN  E.  TEAGUE 

or  TSZA8 

IN  THE  HOnSK  OF  REFRESENTATTVES 
Friday.  Augtut  20,  1954 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Speaker*,  during 
the  debate  on  the  recently  adopted  farm 
bin,  it  was  qtiite  apparent  that  there  is 
considerable  confusion  about  the  atti- 
tude of  the  present  administration  on 
the  price  suivort  program,  the  ad- 
minbtration  made  campaign  promises 
that  price  supports  would  be  retained 
at  00  percent  of  parity  and  hinted  broad- 
ly that  supports  might  be  raised  to  100 
percent  of  parity.  Shortly  after  assum- 
ing ofBce.  this  promise  was  abandoned 
and  a  great  deal  of  publicity  was  given 
to  a  study  of  agricultural  progranis  con- 
ducted under  the  supervision  of  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture.  We  wilted  for 
more  than  a  year  for  the  results  of  the 
study  and  a  concrete  recommendation 
from  the  administration.  Early  this 
year,  the  President  confirmed  the  state- 
ments of  liis  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
Which  the  latter  had  been  maki^ig  since 
assuming  office,  and  announced'  the  ad- 
ministration's slidlng-scale  price-sup- 
port program. 

During  the  past  year,  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  had  author- 
1^  to  adjust  the  basis  of  price  supports 
for  milk  and  butter -fat  products  and 
has  known  that  quantities  of  stoz«d  com- 
modities were  becoming  unmaniigeable; 
nevertheless,  few  constructive  stips  have 
been  taken  to  dispose  of  this  surplus, 
although  a  number  of  ideas  harve  been 
advaxu;ed.  The  present  plan  udder  the 
recently  enacted  farm  bill  for  support  of 
dahy  products  has  not  met  With  ap- 
proval of  those  dairymen  in  my  district 
and  I  serioiisly  question  if  It  is  a  sound 
approach  to  the  problem. 

I  am  flatly  opposed  to  the  sliding  scale 
program  since  I  do  not  feel  that  it  of- 
fers any  sort  of  overall  solution  to  our 
agricultural  proUems.  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  reduction  of  price  supp<«t  levels 
WlU  discourage  production  to  any  great 
degree.  Many  of  the  responsltde  agri- 
cultural leaders  of  Texas  express  the 
opinion  that  It  may  result  in  an  actual 
Increase  in  production.  Their  eiqplana- 
tlon  is  simple.  They  say  that  farmers 
have  fixed  expenses,  such  as  cost  of  liv- 
ing, payment  of  taxes,  productlofi  costs, 
and  payments  on  equipment  aotd  land 
Which  must  be  met.  If  the  rettun  per 
unit  Is  reduced.  It  will  force  the  farmer 
to  produce  more  units  at  a  smtdler  re- 


turn to  meet  his  fixed  expenses.   The  re- 
sult will  be  increased  production. 

The  administration  haa  g^ven  a  great 
deal  of  publicity  to  its  yea^-long  study 
of  the  agricultural  problen^  Unfortu- 
nately, it  has  used  a  broadsifie  approach 
which  does  not  take  into  fM:count  the 
peculiarities  and  problems  of  various 
types  of  agricultural  comn^odities,  ac- 
tually fits  none.  The  problems  relating 
to  price  support  of  the  basic  commodi- 
ties and  designated  nonbasijc  conmiodl- 
ties  are  entirely  different.  It  is  doubt- 
ful that  the  2  can  be  pladed  together 
In  1  program.  I  was  hopelul  that  the 
administration  would  reoognize  the 
problem  and  come  up  with  a  new  rec- 
ommendation designed  to  n^eet  the  pe- 
culiar problems  confronted  in  various 
types  of  agricultural  activities.  The  ad- 
ministration has  failed  to  maet  the  prob- 
lem and  offers  a  sliding  sca%  price  sup- 
port program  which  can  hoKe  only  one 
result — loss  of  income  to  the  farmer. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  econotny  of  our 
coimtry  is  based  on  three  gjreat  activi- 
ties: business  and  industry «  labor,  and 
agriculture.  Our  country  cannot  be 
prosperous  unless  these  three  major 
groups  prosper  and  share  ffiirly  in  the 
Nation's  wealth.  Contrary  to  popular 
belief,  the  industrial  and  tiusineas  ac- 
tivities of  the  Nation  are  sub^diaed.  pro- 
tected, and  bolstered  by  a  variety  of 
Federal  programs.  A  general  tariff 
structure  protects  practi<|ally  every 
manufacturer  in  the  Naticnv  Retailers 
and  wholesalers  are  protectied  in  most 
States  by  fair-trade  acts,  "the  Federal 
Oovemment  has  virtually  subsidbsed 
entire  segments  of  industry  for  many 
years,  such  as  the  airlines,  merchant 
marine,  and  railroads.  The  oil  and  min- 
ing industries  are  greatly  affected  by  the 
depletion  allowance.  Otbe;  great  in- 
dustries, such  as  the  publishing  busi- 
ness and  the  highway  transport  indus- 
try, are  dependent  on  facilities  main- 
tained at  the  taxpayer's  expense.  Dur- 
ing periods  of  emergency,  whf  n  the  Fed- 
eral Government  has  contincted  with 
the  great  manufacturing  concerns  of  the 
NaUon  for  implements  of  war.  it  has 
guaranteed  those  concerns  a  profit  and 
has  encouraged  expansion  through  the 
medium  of  tax  concessions.  In  an  effort 
to  encourage  expaxulon  of  Industries 
necessary  to  the  defense  of  the  country, 
our  Government  has  grants  over  $6 
billion  in  tax  concessions,  two  billion 
eight  hundred  million  dollars  have  been 
granted  to  the  private  power  companies 

alone  in  tax  concessions  spretd  over  the 
next  33  years. 

We  have  passed  a  framework  of  laws 
and  established  a  series  of  programs 
aimed  at  strengthening  the  position  of 
organized  labor.  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  underwritten  the  social- 
security  program.  We  have  paid  out 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dolters  in  the 
last  20  years  for  imeniplojrment  insur- 
ance. The  rights  of  labor  imions  to 
bargain  and  strike  are  guaifanteed  by 
Federal  law.  with  the  result  that  wages 
for  organized  labor  are  at  atn  aU-time 
high.  The  laboring  man  is  guaranteed  a 
minimum  wage  of  75  cents  an  hour. 

It  Is  obvious,  therefore,  that  If  the 
Government  is  to  protect  and  subsidize 
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industry  and  business  activities  and  un- 
derwrite the  positioD  of  labor,  it  can- 
not thai  neglect  tbe  third  great  segment 
of  our  economy,  the  agrieolture  industry. 
The  price-support  program  maintained 
by  the  Federal  Government  for  the  past 
20  years  is  nothing  more  than  a  mini- 
mum wage  law  for  fanners.  Contrary 
to  popular  belief,  the  price-support  pro- 
gram does  not  guarantee  the  farmers  a 
profit.  He  continues  to  be  subjected  to 
the  hazards  of  weather  and  insects. 
His  production  is  not  guaranteed.  The 
price-support  program  only  guarantees 
that  if  he  is  successful  in  producing  a 
product,  he  will  receive  a  certain  mini- 
mum price  for  that  product. 

There  is  widespread  misunderstand- 
ing in  the  public  mind  as  to  the  opera- 
tion and  cost  of  the  price-support  pro- 
gram. The  record  shows  that  the  price- 
support  program  haa  cost  the  taxpayera 
a  little  more  than  a  billion  dollars  in  the 
last  20  years.  In  return  for  the  billion 
dollars,  the  Nation  haa  developed  a 
stable  agricultural  economy,  miiin«:«4wf^ 
an  orderly  system  oi  maxicetlng,  and 
developed  a  method  for  storing  and 
handling  surpluses  which  has  proved  to 
be  a  great  asset  In  2  great  wan  which 
we  have  fought  during  the  last  30  years. 
We  have  also  made  great  strides  in  con- 
serving our  land. 

By  June  30,  IMS,  we  had  lost  only 
$20,720,931  on  the  basle  agricultural 
commodities,  com,  cotton,  peanuts,  rice, 
tobacco,  and  wheat.  We  had  lost  $707,- 
815.005  on  the  designated  nonbasic  com- 
modities, milk,  and  butterfat,  honey, 
Irish  potatoes,  tung  oU  and  wool.  Irish 
potatoes  alone  accounted  for  $478,007  - 
057  of  the  loss.  The  toUl  loss  on  milk 
and  butterfat  products  for  the  last  30 
years  has  been  $136,534,896. 


15773 


lavcttors  Diversified  Scnrket 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

HON.  HARLEY  M.  KILGORE 

or  WIST  vnoiMu 

IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THK  DNnXD  STATSS 

Friday.  Aucmst  20. 1954 

Mr.  KJLOORE.  Mr.  President  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Recoed  a  statement  prepared  by  me. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Faith  In  tomorrow,  a  wiUlngnaas  to  invest 
In  America's  future.  U  a  pillar  of  our  free 
enterprise  system.  TbU  faitb  Is  a  cbaracter- 
istlc  of  Investors  DlverBlfled  Services,  now 
observing  its  eoth  annlver«u-y.  It  waa 
founded  on  July  10,  18M.  and  today  ia  one  at 
the  leading  financial  institutiona  ot  tbe 
world  with  assets  of  approxlnuttcly  Sl^ 
billion. 

Investors  Diversified  Servlcea  haa  taken  a 
leading  role  in  buUdlng  the  resourcea.  facili- 
ties, and  services  of  the  Ubtted  States  and 

Canada.  The  Hje.  among  other  opermtlons. 
Is  ooe  o«  the  principal  mortgage  Ananelera 
in  the  muted  States  and  has  helpsd  creats 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  home  and  btHlneaa 
buildings  throughout  the  land.  The  Inveat- 
ments  of  IDS  range  from  small  first  mort- 


gagee OB  itngla  faafly  tfwemnga  to  miutl- 
"*"i'<»  dollar  coBUBitaMnts  in  Amarloaa 
intfuatrlea  from  food  products  to  trana- 
portatlaii. 

We  need  not  fear  for  the  future  of  tbe 
private  enterprise  so  long  as  there  are  sucb 
cotnpanlas  wlUi  vision,  faith  In  the  future 
and  an  understanding  of  the  needs  of  a 
growing  Nation  in  a  changing  world. 


WorklMj  af  iIm  GNuuttea  oa  FareigB 
Affaks 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  ROBERT  B.  CHIPERFIELD 

or  nxiNoia 
IN  THX  HOU^  OF  RXPRBSEMTATIVSS 

Friday,  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  CHIPERPIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  is  pre- 
paring a  survey  of  its  activities  during 
the  asd  Congress.  I  believe  this  docu- 
ment win  prove  useful  to  the  Members 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  the 
Congress  in  general,  and  to  the  press 
and  public,  in  giving  a  review  of  activ- 
ities which  form  an  important  part  of 
the  formulation  and  implementation  of 
United  States  foreign  policy. 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
during  this  83d  Congress  has  Just  con- 
cluded legislative  activities  wliich  dem- 
onstrate not  only  the  time-consuming 
nature  of  the  activities,  but  also  the 
ccunplexity  and  far-reaching  effects  of 
foreign  affairs.  Particularly  significant 
is  the  fact  that  ttie  committee  broke 
new  ground  in  the  formation  of  foreign 
policy  in  several  respects: 

First  Daring  the  first  session  it  wrote 
Into  the  Mutual  Security  Act  ol  1953  a 
provision  that  50  percent  of  tlie  military 
equipment  for  Europe  should  be  deUv- 
ered  only  on  condition  that  the  Euro- 
pean Defense  Community  comes  into  be- 
ing. Up  to  that  time  there  apparently 
had  been  no  otber  instance  in  which, 
the  Congress  had  taken  initiative  to  such 
an  extent  in  giving  direction  to  the 
Executive  for  the  conduct  of  foreign 
affairs  in  this  manner.  In  the  Mutual 
Security  Act  of  1954  the  committee  wrote 
into  the  act  a  modification  which  was 
adopted  by  the  Congress.  Countries  will 
now  be  eligible  to  receive  miUtary  aid 
financed  from  funds  appropriated  for 
fiscal  years  1954  and  1955  on  the  condi- 
tion that  they  have  either  joined  to- 
gether in  or  are  developing  collective 
defense  programs  in  a  miLnnt^r  satisf ac- 
taty  to  the  United  States  as  determined 
by  the  President  The  basic  require- 
ment remains  that  a  signatory  of  the 
European  Defense  Community  Treaty 
must  have  ratified  that  instrument  be- 
fore it  ean  qualify  for  assistance.  The 
provision  recognises  the  fact  that  a  new 
approach  to  mutual  American  and  Eu- 
ropean security  obJectiTes  may  be  neees- 
saiy  if  the  European  Defrase  Commu- 
nity Treaty  is  not  ratified  and  provides 
the  President  with  the  means  to  pursue 
such  an  approach. 

Secoskl.  Under  the  Mutual  Seeurity 
Act  of  1954,  considered  diiring  the  second 


session,  as  a  result  of  committee  aetton 
concurred  in  by  the  Congress*  tbe  Vbf 
elgn  Operatlms  Administratkm  is  to  be 
terminated  at  the  close  of  tawiiif  on 
June  30,  1965.  For  tbe  fitat  ttee  la 
many  years,  we  will  not  haw  an  late- 
pendent  agency  or  aemi-independent 
agency  dispersing  foreign  aid.  Begin- 
ning July  1.  1955,  the  regular  depart- 
ments of  the  executive  branch  will  take 
over  such  activitiea  as  will  proceed  under 
the  mutual-flecutity  program. 

Third.  As  I  stated  in  my  remazlcs  oa 
the  conference  agreement  on  tbe  Motnal 
Security  Act  of  1954: 

Another  significant  feature  at  tbls  MU  baa 
been  the  changing  pattern  of  foreign  aM  ftom 
ecMuanle  to  militaiy.  We  all  i«eaU  that  un- 
der the  Marshall  plan  foreign  aid  waa  abaoafe 
100  percent  economic,  but  with  tbe  initia- 
tion of  the  mutual-security  blU  thai*  htm 
been  a  most  slgnlfloaiu  change  untU  now 
this  year's  bm  carries  between  78  and  86 
percent  for  mihtary  support  to  our  allies  and 
only  a  relatively  aman  proportion  for  eco- 
nomic aid  wbieb  la  laigely  devoted  to  ewiy- 
ing  out  tbe  point  4  program.  So  wa  have 
seen  a  ahif  t  from  s  years  ago  wImb  oar  aid 
was  about  squaUy  dtvidsd  between  ««v«».«»«tr 
and  miUtary  to  the  vaat  aoajortty  of  our  aid 
being  for  military  purpoaes  to  our  aUiaa  tor 
our  own  security  and  tbe  defense  of  tbe  tree 
world. 

Fourth.  In  the  Mutual  Seeurity  Act  of 
1954.  the  House  Foreign  AffahB  Com- 
mittee insisted  on  putting  in  «  loan  pib» 
vision,  which  was  sidistantially  adopted 
by  the  congress.  Under  the  act  not 
less  than  $300  million  can  be  iMed  only 
to  make  loans.  This  should  result  In  • 
subsequent  saving  of  this  amoimtlor  our 
hard-pressed  taxpayers. 

Flf  tti.  The  downward  trend  in  our  for- 
eign-aid spending  has  been  considerably 
accelerated  due  In  large  part  to  the  com- 
mittee's activities  ^  this  regard.  The 
original  Executive  request  for  the  Ma-  • 
tual  Security  Act  of  1953  waa  $6J3t.- 
732.500.  The  committee  cut  ttiis  amoui^ 
by  almost  $500  million.  Tte  fiw^T 
amount  appropriated  was  $4,531,507,000. 
In  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1954.  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  asked  for  $3.e  billion,  in 
contrast  to  President  Truman's  '  last 
budget  request  In  1952  for  $7.9  billion. 
The  committee  cut  the  $3.6  billkm  by 
$7,500,000.  The  final  amount  appropii- 
ated  was  $2,781,499,816. 

It  Should  be  noted  that  this  session  of 
the  Congress  cut  our  foreign  aid  more 
than  50  percent  below  the  1952  figure. 

While  the  mutual-security  legislatian 
has  been  the  most  important  watk  of  the 
committee  during  this  Congress,  men- 
tion should  be  made  of  the  multitude  of 
other  bills  and  resolutions  wiiieh  have 
been  a  part  of  committee  activity.  Such 
measures  include  International  bridges 
and  power  projects,  international  claims, 
reorganisation  of  the  D^jiartment  of 
State  and  of  the  Foreign  Service  of  the 
United  states,  the  queatkm  of  the  seating 
of  the  Chinese  Communists  in  the  United 
Nations,  Soviet  Communist  interference 
in  Latin  America,  international  telecom- 
munications, international  organisations 
such  as  the  Intematlozua  Labor  Organi- 
zation and  the  Pan  American  Institute  of 
Geography  and  History,  congressional 
expressions  of  sympathy  and  good  will 
following  drought  and  flood  disaster  to 
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tfctlXImlMidi.  QnaX  Brttala,  Mid  Bat> 
"*         vood-wlll  c&pi'BMtoni  <Ri  Fan 
DKf,  tntenMtloiMl  «mitetiim 
,  aoate<tflii«  the  czp«rt«fckm  and 
Hon  of  anas  and  munitions,  the 

>  at  TB— la  to  eitiaena  of  the  Fhll- 

iPPiMif  aad  even  tbe  question  Of  inereas- 
log  tilt  fe«  for  eieeating  an  applloation 
for  a  paiqport  CruB  $1  to  $3.  This  Is  by 
no  means  an  exhaostive  list,  bat  it  does 
gPm  an  tndteattcm  of  the  Tariety  of  the 
subjeets  with  which  the  Fteelgn  Affairs 
Oommlttor  has  dealt 

la  oeaneetloa  with  its  eonalderatlon  of 
measorm  on  these  diverse  subjects,  the 
cofMnlttef  received  38  messages  from  the 
.Pnwlrtept  and  executive  eommunica- 
tiflOL  Thfl  oommiltee  made  76  reouette 
to  Qowtament  departments  and  agen- 
cies forreports  on  legislation  undtt-  con- 
.sideratfcm. 

tlM  Iftet  U»t  a  bO}  or  a  resolution  Is 
small  tir  majsr  involve  little  or  no  money 
has  made  little  difference  to  the  commit- 
tee In  considering  every  measure  fully 
and  car^ully.  The  increasing  workload 
of  Mmmittee  activities  was  amply  dem- 
onsttated  during  the  83d  Congress.  Two 
hundred  and  slxty-flve  full  committee 
and  subcommittee  meetings  were  held, 
during  which  361  witnenes  were  heard— 
totaling  701  appearances — and  11^7 
pages  of  printed  and  ^ved  record  were 
coapfied.  The  time  spent  in  session  by 
the  full  committee  was  a06  houxs,  64 
minutes,  and  by  the  subcommittees  158 
hours,  48  minutes,  making  a  total  of  465 
hours  and  36  minutes  of  House  Rneign 
Affairs  Committee  activity  in  this  re- 
spect.. 

A  statistical  summary  of  committee 
operations  is  given  in  ttie  following  table: 

itnoiyvte  of  metMMea 
MUmber  of  oomtiltstlve  suljoominit- 


I 
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I 

Augu8t  SO 


lVuab«r  of  speoUl  IegiAativ«"cubI 

eanuaitt«M ... 

MtooellsiieouB  ■ubeommlttees. I 

Number  oC  oonferance  committees.  _ 
Numbw  of  meettnga   of  oonferenee 

eommittew 

Number  of  bllla  and  Joint  reaolutloos 

referred  to  tbe  committee 

(Or  this  number  34  ere  dupU- 
eetee.) 
Mumber  of  simple  and  eoneurrent  x«s« 
olutkme  referred  to  the  onnmlttee. 
(Of  ttala  number  00  arf  dupli- 
cates.) 
Number  of  bUls  and  J<dnt  resolutions 

considered  by  the  committee 

(Iii^iides  duplicate  measures.) 
Number  of  blUs  and  Joint  resolutions 

lepcsrted  favorably , 

(Includes  separate  bUls  Isoor- 
poratsd  by  oommlttee.) 
Niuiber  of  bUto  and  Joint  reeolutlons 
favorably  reported  t^  oonunlttee 

end  passed  by  House 

Includes  separate  bills  Incor- 
porated by  committee.) 
Number  of  bills  and  Joint  resolutions 

•naeted  into  law 

(Includes  separate  bills  incor- 
porated by  committee.) 
Number   of   simple   and   concurrent 
resolutions  considered  by  tiM  com- 
mittee  ,____ 

(Includes  duplicate  measures.) 
Ktmber  of  simple  and  concurrent 
residattons  reported  and  acted  up- 
on In  tbe  Bouse 

Number  of  hearings 

{Open  and  executive.) 


4 
4 

a 


lU 


175 


48 


38 


25 


ao 


38 


11 
385 


AnatyaU  of  sctdHtfef— Continued 
IVumber  of  paget.  of  oommlttee  bear* 
ings ,  11, 607 

(Includes  printed  hearings 
stenographic  transcnpt<;,  and 
oonuBlttee  minutes  of  opeit 
and  executive  sessions.) 

Number  of  pages  of  reports ,    1. 723 

Numt>er  of  witnesses ^        aei 

Number  of  witness  appearances  be« 

fore  committee ^         701 

Nxunber  <a  meetings  with  Rules  Ck>m<* 

mlttee ^  7 

Number  of  committee  reports: 

Reports  on  le{;islatlon 31 

Minority    repcrts    on    legisla- 
tion   9 

Conference  reports 3 

Reports  on  resolutions  of  in- 
quiry  _ q 

Subcommittee  reports  on  legls-  | 

latlon   (prlDted  and  mlmeo-  ) 

graphed) 4 

Special  reports., n 

Total ^  62 

Number  of  messages  from  the  Presi'* 
dent  and  Executive  communica- 
tions referred  to  the  committee-...  38 

Number  of  Hoiue  documents  referred 

to  the  committee .,  33 

Number  of  memorials  and  petitions 
referred  to  th(!  committee 4        128 

Number  of  reports  requested  fronl 
Government  departments  and 
agencies  on  Iciglslatlon  referred  to 
the  committee ^  75 

Approximate  number  of  pages  in  Con- 
gressional Record  of  Ho\ise  consid- 
eration on  bli:s  and  resolutions  re- 
ported by  comaalttee ^        348 

Number  of  Members  sponsoring  meas'^ 

ures  referred  to  the  committee .,         152 

Number  of  stu<3tes  and  memorandat 
preparM  for  the  members  of  th« 
cOTunlttee  by  the  staff .       513 

Time  spent  in  sessions: 
By  committee: 

executive,  361  hoxirs,  S4  minutes. 
Open,  45  hours,  0  minutes.  1 

By  subcommittees:  I 

Executive,  97  hours,  1  minute.    ) 
Open,  61  hours,  41  minutes.        ^ 
ToUl 465  hours.  36  minutes 

Approximate  total  authoriza- 
tion In  measures  consid- 
ered by  committee  and 
passed  by  Hoiise  and  en- 
acted Into  law $8,411,748,775 

(By    way    of    comparison, 

the  money  involved  in  pub- 
lic bills  before  tbe  commit- 
tee during  the  73d  Cong,  was 

•103. 000.) 

Recognizing  the  tremendous  stake 
that  the  public  has  in  what  the  House 
Foreign  AlTairs  Committee  does,  I  have 
tried  to  make  as  much  informatton  as 
possible  available  to  the  public.  With 
the  committee'ii  cooperation,  it  has  been 
my  practice  after  each  secret  lession 
meeting  to  give  the  press  a  digest  of 
Information  received  or  action  taken 
during  the  meetings,  consonant  of  course 
with  security  regulations.  Practically 
all  documents  published  for  the  use  of 
the  committee,  with  the  exception  of 
those  having  a  tecurity  classification,  are 
available  either  for  distribution  to  the 
public  or  for  tnsp^tion  by  the  public. 
These  Include  the  committee's  legiilative 
calendar,  legislative  hearings,  reports  on 
legislation,  reports  of  study  missions. 
baclcgroimd  studies  on  special  subjects, 
and  the  survey  of  its  activities. 


I  believe  this  practiee  ot  inf  trming  the 
public  to  the  greatest  possiblf  extent  is 
a  vitally  important  part  of  our  responsi- 
bilities as  representatives  of  |he  people. 


FoaaJatSoat  lavestigatioa  Statemeat  of 
Representative  Wayae  L.  Hays 

EXTESfSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  WAYNE  L.  HAVS 

or  OKio 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REFRESEIfrATIVKI 

Friday.  August  20.  mi 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.     Mr.  Speaker.  Mr. 
Carroll  Rebce.  the  chairman  of  the  Spe- 
cial   Committee    To    Investigate    Tax- 
Exempt  Poundatlons,  in  the  Concrxs- 
sioNAL  Record  of  August  20<  made  an 
unwarranted    and    flagrant    attack    on 
three    of    the    Nation's    leading    news- 
papers—the New  York  Times,  the  New 
York  Herald  Tribune,  and  the  Washing- 
ton Post  and  Times  Herald.     He  has 
coupled  his  intemperate  remarks  con- 
cerning these  newspapers  with  a  similar 
attack  on  me  and  on  my  work  as  the 
ranking  minority  member  of  that  com- 
mittee.   I  want  to  make  it  perfectly  clear 
that  Mr.  Rxecz  gave  me  no  notice  of  his 
intention  to  make  this  assault  and  that 
he  reserved  his  statement  untU  the  clos- 
ing hours  of  the  session  and  inserted  it 
in  the  Congressional  Record  under  per- 
mission to  revise  and  extend  hifi  remarks. 
Mr.   Reecx   has   accused   these   three 
great  newspapers  of  deserting  their  tra- 
ditional principles  of  honest  and  un- 
biased presentation  of  the  news.    Not 
content  with  that  reckless  assertion,  he 
has  in  his  staterftent  deliberately  linked 
the  names  of  these  newspapers  with  that 
of  the  Dally  Worker  In  an  eftort  some- 
how to  infer  guilt  by  innuendo  since  he 
has  not  one  iota  of  evidence  to  present. 
This    statement    by    Mr.    Rekce    is 
thoroughly  in  keeping  with  the  manner 
in  which  the  hearings  of  the  Reece  com- 
mittee   were    conducted.    The    obvious 
purpose  of  the  hearings  was  not  to  pre- 
sent the  facts  but  rather  to  indict  the 
tax-exempt  foundations.    The  witnesses 
Included  some  members  of  the  staff  and 
certain  others  who  testified  not  to  facts 
but  to  their  own  biases,  prejudices,  and 
opinions.    Finally,  public  hearings  were 
terminated  just  as  the  foimdations  were 
preparing  to  have  their  day  in  court  and 
to  answer  the  charges  against  them  in 
the  same  forum  in  which  the  charges 
had  been  made. 

Perhaps  the  most  astonishing  part  of 
Mr.  Reece's  entire  denunciation  is  his 
effort  to  justify  his  refusal  to  permit  the 
foundations  to  testify  in  open  hearing. 
While  this  denial  of  the  most  basic  right 
guaranteed  to  our  citizens  is  thoroughly 
in  the  pattern  of  the  entire  hearings,  it 
is  shocking  to  hear  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress seek  to  justify  a  refusal  to  grant 
equal  rights  under  the  law,  a  refusal  to 
permit  one  who  has  been  accused  to 
testify  publicly  in  his  own  defense,  and 
to  imply  that  the  right  to  take  the  wit- 
ness stand  and  to  answer  questions  under 
oath  isn't  particularly  importlint.    Mr. 
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reeci  then  adds  the  frratultoof  Insult 
that  under  the  committee's  sjrstem  of 
taking  evidence  the  loundattons  will 
"completely  avoid  having  to  substantiate 
their  claims  through  cross-examina- 
tion." I  for  one  won't  be  a  party  to  so 
cynical  an  approach  to  the  fundamental 
American  guaranties  of  public  hearings, 
of  testimony  under  oath  and  of  examina- 
tion and  cross-examination.  Further,  I 
do  not  think  that  our  people  will  look 
with  favor  upon  that  sort  of  procedure  by 
a  committee  of  Congress. 

It  is  not  at  all  surprising  that  a  mem- 
ber of  Mr.  Rsxcs'e  own  party.  Repre- 
sentative jAvrrs  of  New  York,  introduced 
a  resolution  calling  on  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  to  (examine  into  the 
Reece  inquiry  to  determine  what  reme- 
dial steF>s  should  be  takcai  in  the  interest 
of  fair  procedure. 

For  my  own  part,  the  course  which  Mr. 
Reece  proposed  to  follow  became  clear  to 
me  early  in  the  hearings.  I  determined 
that  I  would  insist  that  the  basic  rights 
of  the  American  citizen  be  protected  and 
that  I  would  not  stand  by  and  see  the 
rules  of  fair  play  abandoned  by  a  com- 
mittee on  which  I  was  sitting.  At  this 
time.  I  want  to  pay  tribute  to  the  In- 
tegrity, courage,  and  honesty  of  Repre- 
sentative Gracie  ProsT  of  Idaho  who 
joined  me  in  insisting  tliat  this  c<xninit- 
tee  observe  the  safeguards  of  fair  pro- 
cedures. I  also  want  to  repeat  for  the 
Record  that  the  decision  to  end  public 
liearings  before  the  foundations  had 
been  afforded  an  opportunity  to  testify 
publicly  was  reached  by  a  three-to-two 
vote,  in  which  Mrs.  Proer  and  I  voted 
"No." 

The  hearings  were  characterized  by 
the  testimony  of  certain  witnesses  who 
linked  the  names  of  patriotic  Americans 
with  persons,  causes,  and  organisations 
whom  the  witnesses  held  to  be  either  sub- 
versive or  too  liberal  to  suit  their  own 
biases.  In  the  same  nuinner.  the  testi- 
mony of  these  witmssses  contained 
quotations  taken  from  context  so  that 
time  after  time  an  impression  was  cre- 
ated ccHnpletely  at  variance  with  the 
viewpoint  of  the  person  quoted. 

The  task  of  seeking  to  protect  the 
cood  name  of  fellow  Americans  and  of 
insuring  that  statements  were  not  taken 
from  context  was  aggravated  by  the  fre- 
quent committee  pracUce  of  refusing  to 
require  that  all  written  statements  of 
witnesses  be  submitted  in  advance  in  ac- 
cordance with  committee  rules.  The  in- 
.sistence  of  Mrs.  Prosr  and  mjrself  that 
tills  be  done  met  with  rebuffs  and  ex- 
cuses. The  result,  I  re«ret  to  add,  was 
that  the  names  of  many  fine  Americans 
were  subjected  to  unjustified  attack. 

Mr.  Reecs  has  seen  fit  to  assail  my 
performance  of  my  duties  as  a  member 
of  the  committee.  I  wsjit  to  say  to  Mr. 
Reece  here  and  now  that  all  of  my  life 
I  have  stood  for  fair  play  and  the  pro- 
tection of  the  rights  of  every  citizen.  It 
was  those  principles  that  conflicted  with 
the  judgment  he  wanted  to  obtain 
through  the  committee,  and  I  want  him 
to  understand  perfectly  well  that  neither 
he  nor  anyone  else  can  frighten  me  Into 
retreating  from  them. 

The  attack  by  Mr.  Rcsci  upon  me  has 
even  been  placed  upon  religious  grounds. 
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lif  response  to  Mr.  Rbci  is  that  in  these 
hnrlngB  and  out  of  them  I  have  re- 
spected  tlie  beliefs  and  tenets  of  every 
reUgloos  group  in  this  country,  and  I 
shall  continue  to  do  so.  I  invite  Mr. 
Rbci  or  anyone  else  to  prove  a  single 
instance  in  which  I  have  ever  disparaged 
the  religious  faith  of  anyone.  I  do  not 
think  that  Mr.  Rskce  has  advanced  him- 
self, the  committee,  or  the  Congress  by 
raising  this  issue. 

Mr.  RxEcx  has  spoken  of  me  as  a  part 
of  the  New  Deal.  That  to  Mr.  Reece  is 
the  vilest  epithet  which  may  be  hurled 
at  anyone.  The  philosophy  of  Mr.  Reecx 
and  most  of  the  witnesses  throughout 
the  hearings  was  that  the  New  Deal  and 
the  foimdations  were  a  part  of  a  plot 
which  from  1932  on  deceived  the  Ameri- 
can people,  the  United  States  Congress, 
the  Supreme  Court,  and  the  executive 
branch  of  our  Government.  As  a  result 
of  this  plot,  the  Congress  legislated,  the 
President  administered,  and  the  Supreme 
Court  upheld  laws  which  gave  us  social 
security  and  unemployment  insurance, 
wliich  protected  the  rights  of  the  laborer 
and  the  fanner,  and  which  safeguarded 
the  health  of  our  families.  By  reason 
of  this  plot  which  Mr.  Rbxcs  sees,  we 
have  bank  insurance  for  our  deposits,  we 
have  our  present  educational  ssrstem,  and 
we  have  the  multitude  of  other  benefits 
which  our  Government  has  made  possi- 
ble during  this  time.  If  the  forces  who 
have  guided  the  Reece  committee  could 
have  their  way  and  could  wipe  out  this 
plot,  then  all  of  us  would  be  living  in 
the  depressed  conditions  which  existed 
before  our  people  elected  into  office  the 
New  Deal  which  Mr.  Rnci  hates  so  bit- 
terly.  I  know  that  I  am  speaking  for 
the  people  I  represent  when  I  tell  Mr. 
Rxxcx  that  we  are  thankful  that  the 
conditions  of  labor  and  our  farmers  have 
been  improved,  that  our  health  and  edu- 
cational standards  have  advanced  might- 
ily, that  our  savings  cannot  be  wiped  out 
by  bank  failures,  and  that  our  Govern- 
ment has  given  us  protection  against  the 
specters  of  unemployment  and  a  penni- 
less old  age. 

I  have  been  heartened  by  the  courage 
v^iich  the  foundations  have  shown  in  the 
reports  they  have  filed  with  the  commit- 
tee since  the  pubUc  hearings  were 
alHiiptly  and  arbitrarily  halted.  In 
those  statements,  the  foundations  have 
told  their  story  and  have  made  out  their 
case  as  best  as  they  can  imder  the  unfair 
conditions  imposed  upon  them.  They 
have  faced  up  to  the  greatest  evil  with 
which  the  Reece  committee  has  threat- 
ened the  country.  That  evil  is  that  the 
foundations  may  be  so  Intimidated  by  the 
committee  that  they  will  knuckle  under 
to  the  forces  of  reaction  and  will  no 
longer  be  willing  to  make  grants  to  those 
wlio  seek  only  freedom  to  think  and  to 
speak  according  to  their  own  consciences. 
If  this  committee  were  to  succeed  in  in- 
stilling an  icy  fear  into  the  hearts  of  the 
men  who  operate  our  foundations,  then 
it  would  have  won  Its  ultimate  victory. 
It  would  have  stifled  one  of  oae  greatest 
sources  of  freedom  in  thought,  deed,  and 
word. 

The  evidence  which  has  come  to  our 
committee  from  the  foundations  has  sup- 
plied impressive  and  dramatic  proof  of 


the  benefits  which  they  haf«  bzooghl 
about  in  otir  land.  When  we  «fte»*m<y 
the  advances  In  education  whieh  they 
have  made  possible,  their  grants  to  our 
institutions  of  higher  learning,the  mir- 
acles Of  science  and  the  freedom  tnm 
pain  and  disease  which  they  have  glvjen 
to  old  and  young  and  th^r  magnifleeat 
cooperation  with  our  Government,  then 
it  becomes  clear  that  the  statement 
which  Mr.  Rxkce  has  made  is  so  utterly 
at  variance  with  the  facts  as  to  discredit 
his  entire  course  of  procedure  in  thla 
investigati<Hi. 


Arckers  Revive  OM  Spart 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  ELFORD  A.  CEDERBERG 

ov  mcHBAir 
IN  THE  HOU8B  OP  RXPRBSERTATIVaS 

Fridav.  August  29. 19S4 

Mr.  CEDERBERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  wa 
in  Michigan  are  proudly  proclaiming  our 
state  as  the  "water  wonderland"  *»m1 
with  our  year-round  outdoor  recreation 
facilities  which  nature  has  bestowed 
upon  us  and  which  has  been  perpetuated 
by  wise  planning  of  our  people.  I  hope 
many  of  my  colleagues  will  find  time 
to  come  to  Michigan  after  we  adjourn 
and  enjoy  our  many  attractions. 

Michigan  leads  the  way  in  many 
phases  of  conservation  and  outdoor  rec- 
reation development,  and  today  I  would 
like  to  refer  to  one  particular  idiaae  of 
recreation  in  which  our  State  has  con- 
tributed tremendously  to  the  revival  of 
an  ancient  sport.  I  refer  to  modem 
archery  which  is  truly  becoming  the 
sport  of  qiMrtsmen. 

Man  probably  owes  his  very  survival 
in  his  life  with  the  beasts  of  tbe  «*id 
and  forest  to  his  invention  of  the  bow 
and  arrow.  This  comiiination  was  one 
of  the  earliest  weapons  used  in  quest 
of  meat  supplies  for  the  family  larder. 
One  writer  has  said  that  the  invention 
of  the  bow  and  arrow  probaUy  marked 
the  time  in  history  of  man  when  he  fixat 
gained  control  over  the  beasts  of  the 
earth. 

The  Bible  tells  us  of  EOlsha's  discus- 
sion of  the  use  of  the  bow  and  arrow 
with  the  King  of  Israel  and  the  Israel- 
ites were  knoWn  as  great  archers  as  were 
their  opponents,  the  EgypUans. 

Mounted  bowmen  were  an  important 
part  of  the  Roman  legiims.  Henry  tta* 
Eighth.  King  of  England,  was  considered 
a  crack  marlcsman  with  the  bow  and 
arrow.  These  pieces  have  long  been  as- 
sociated with  the  American  Indian. 

Invention  of  gux^xmder  in  the  17th 
century  changed  man's  hunting  habits 
and  the  bow  and  arrow  began  to  loee 
popularity.  In  recent  years,  however, 
mod^n  pioneers  have  revived  this  nobl^ 
sport  but  the  powerful  glais-powared 
weapons  of  today  are  a  far  cry  from  the 
bows  of  the  ancients  or  of  yesteryear'a 
Indian. 


aocHioAM  uuBs  Aicwatv  BBVivaa 

Michigan  Is  far  out  in  front  m  promot- 
ing this  modem  revival  of  archery.   Tbe 
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_  .^^j  foods  trade  ealli  thte  the  fastest 
sroiitBK  sport  In. the  Mation.  It  is  a 
beatthfal.  inexpensive  qiort  In  wtal^  all 
nMBten  of  the  family  can  partieipate 

and  tt  can  be  enjoyed  either  in  the  back- 
yagd,  on  the  ranee  or  along  field  and 


Proof  that  qpmrtsmen  are  really  turn- 
ing to  the  ddll  of  arehery  in  Bdichigan 
is  indicated  by  the  latest  reports  of  the 
Mlnhtgan  Dqiartment  at  Omsenration 
ahovinc  that  about  27,000  archery  per- 
mits are  being  sold  ^n"M#ny  for  hunt- 
ing deer  during  a  q>eeial  bow-and-arrow 
season  which  our  State  provides.  Bow- 
and-arrow  himters  from  oth«:  states  are 
also  finding  the  Michigan  program  at- 
traetlTe  as  indicated  by  the  conservation 
department  report  that  2^00  out-of- 
State  bowmen  obtained  Michigan  arch- 
ery permits  last  year  to  hunt  deer — an 
inerease  of  30  percent  over  the  previous 
year. 


aaprsca 

One  of  the  men  who  deserves  a  great 
amount  of  credit  for  his  part  in  the  pres- 
ent day  revival  of  this  ancient  sport  is 
Red  Bear,  founder  and  president  of  the 
Bear  Arehery  Co.,  located  In  Grayling, 
Mich.,  m  the  district  I  represent  in  Con- 
fTMS.  Mr.  Bear  is  a  champion,  crack 
bowman  but  more  than  that,  in  my 
opiaion,  he  exemplifies  our  .American 
system  of  private  initiative. 
_y>cn  Fnd  Bear  and  a  companion 
went  to  Canada  a  few  years  ago  in  quest 
of  moose^betag  equipped  with  only  a  bow 
and  arrow  for  weapon,  he  was  laughed 
at  and  some  Canadian  operators  even 
cancelled  his  reservations.  An  OJibway 
Indian  told  him.  "Mooee  big.  Stringgun 
too  llttie."  The  veteran  Canadian 
guides  who  accompanied  the  par^  were 
Aeptlcal-HBkeptical  that  is  until  they 
had  to  help  drag  out  the  huge  half -ton 
hulk  of  an  arrow-pierced  bull  moose.  I 
have  a  picture  of  Mr.  Bear  and  that 
moose  hanging  in  my  oSUce  and  I  am 
Pnmd  of  it  because  It  not  only  demon- 
strates the  skill  of  one  of  my  constitu- 
ents but  shows  that  this  is  still  the 
Umd  of  opportunity  and  it  refutes  the 
clabtt  that  we  are  loosing  the  pioneering 
instincts  of  our  elders. 

Mr.  Bear  has  turned  a  hobby  into  an 
Industry.  As  word  of  his  suoorasful  bow- 
and-arrow  expedition  into  the  Canadian 
wilds  spread  among  other  sportsmen 
there  was  a  spurt  In  bow-and-arrow  pro- 
duction. Back  in  1937  Michigan  had 
<mly  173  deer  hunters  who  carried  a 
bow  and  arrow  instead  of  a  powerful 
rifle  Today  we  have  over  27,000  such 
hunters  in  Michigan. 

While  some  people  sit  on  their  Hands 
and  complain  that  there's  llttie  new  un- 
der the  sun,  Fred  Bear  has  gone  Into 
ancient  histwy  and  revived  an  old  busi- 
ness— ^the  bow-and-arrow  business— 
which  he  has  streamlined  considerably. 
In  i^bneerlng  this  revival  he  designed 
and  shaped  his  own  bows  and  arrows  and 
friends  began  asking  for  duplicates  of 
his  equipment.  As  the  result  we  found  a 
new  industry  had  sprung  up  in  the  heart 
of  our  northwoods  game  eotmtry  near 
the  town  of  Grayling.  Mich.  He  is  presi- 
dent and  actively  directs  the  affairs  of 


the  Bear  Archery  Co.,  which  makes  a 
popular  widely  used  bow  known  for  its 
maple  core  and  fiberglass  back  and  belly 
as  well  as  arrows  and  other  wchery 
supplies.  The  firm  employs  over  100 
people  in  the  design  and  production  of 
the  highest  quality  archery  equlnment — 
a  real  example  of  the  American  private 
enterprise  system. 

Every  schoolchild  has  recited  the  poem 
which,  in  part,  says,  "I  shot  an  arrow 
into  the  air;  It  fell  to  earth.  I  know  not 
where."  But  not  so  with  Mr.  Bear;  for 
when  he  shoots,  the  record  Indicates  he 
pretty  well  knows  where  his  arrows  fall, 
since  he  Is  three  times  Michigan  archery 
champion  and  has  piled  up  laiirels  in 
other  competition.  In  addition,  he  has 
promoted  the  sport  by  assisting  archery 
organizations  and  in  providing  instruc- 
tion. 

popULAxrrr  sfsxaas  across  nation 
Today  the  popularity  of  the  naort  of 
archery  has  spread  from  coast  to  coast 
an4  border  to  border.  The  National 
Field  Archerj'  Association  is  probably 
the  leading  organization  of  archers,  and 
it  has  done  much  in  fostering  archery 
contests,  activities,  and  good  will.  A  few 
months  ago  ttiis  association  came  for- 
ward with  a  ccxnmendable  program  to 
help  cement  farmer-hunter  relations  by 
guaranteeing  its  members  to  be  sports- 
men and  gentlemen.  Under  this  plan, 
every  member  of  a  club  afiaiiatad  with 
the  National  Field  Archery  Association 
subscribing  to  the  sportsmanship  guar- 
anty is  given  an  identification  card, 
which  reads: 

I«*m»owH^'8  Ottasantt  Acainst  Pmopxstt 
Dajcagk 
The  National  Field  Archery  AasOciation 
haa  confidence  that  our  member,  who«e  name 
appears  on  the  front  of  this  card.  Is  a  gen- 
tlenuui  and  a  cportsman.  May  we  request 
th»t  you  aUow  him  to  hunt  with  bow  and 
arrow  on  your  property  with  the  understand- 
ing that  if  he  in  any  way  damages  your 
property  or  livestock,  and  refuses  to  make 
settlement,  we  will,  upon  presentatloti  of  his 
name  and  proper  proof  of  damage,  pay  for 
■aid  damages  up  to  the  amount  of  $100. 

That  is  an  example  of  the  spirit  among 
arChers. 

Most  States  recognize  the  bow  and 
arrow  as  legal  weapons  for  lumting 
game.  Many  States,  like  Michigan,  es- 
tablish preseason  periods  for  deer  hunt- 
ing before  the  time  allocated  the  gun 
hunters.  In  Michigan  if  the  archer  does 
not  liag  his  bu(;k  during  the  bow  season 
he  may  obtam  a  special  permit  to  con- 
tinue to  hunt  deer  with  either  bdw  and 
arrow  or  gun  during  the  regular  season. 

As  Mr.  Bear  had  said: 

When  you  go  bunting  with  bow  and  arrow, 
you  wm  be  extracting  the  greatest  value 
from  our  outdocT  heritage.  You  will  look 
for  more  than  Jiist  the  game  you  ara  after: 
you  will  observe  the  soil  and  the  trees  that 
grow  on  it.  aie  streams  and  the  waters  that 
flow  in  them,  the  chickadees  that  may  perch 
<Mi  your  bowstring  and  the  squirrels  taat  eye 
you  as  you  sit  sUently  in  your  blind.  Then 
you  wUi  indeed  feel  kind  to  the  world. 

So  for  pure  relaxation  and  sporting 
fun  I  hope  you  will  Journey  to  the  heart 
of  Michigan's  water  wonderland  In  the 
10th  Congressional  District. 


Socul  Security,  1954  Model 


EXTENSION  OD*  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  SAMUEL  W.  YQRTY 

or  CAUrOBNIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVXS 

Friday.  August  20. 19^4 

Mr.  YORTY,  Mr.  Speaker,  at  long 
last  the  1954  amendments  to  the  Social 
Security  Act.  about  which  so  many  words 
have  been  spoken  and  so  many  promises 
made — have  been  passed.  These  amend- 
ments, if  I  may  say  so,  caused  more 
sound  and  fury  than  any  other  social- 
security  proposal  of  the  past,  with  the 
possible  exception  of  the  first  Social  Se- 
curity Act  back  in  1935.  At  great  cost  a 
special  subcommittee  spent  many  months 
last  year  for  a  study  of  the  existing  sys- 
tem preparatory  to  legislation.  During 
this  session  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee In  the  House  and  the  Committee 
on  Finance  in  the  Senate  conducted  fur- 
ther hearings.  You  have  heard  extrava- 
gant claims  as  to  the  great  improvements 
in  social  security  which  will  be  made  this 
year.  Now,  at  last,  the  dust  has  settled 
a  little  and  we  can  examine  what  has 
happened. 

What  kind  of  improvements  in  our 
Social  Security  System  do  we  And?  Ben- 
efits will  be  a  little  bit  higher.  The  work 
clause  wUl  be  a  Uttle  bit  more  lenient. 
The  totally  and  permanently  disabled 
wiU  get  a  little  Uft  through  the  wage- 
credits  freeze,  but  no  benefits,  mind  you. 
These  are.  in  fact,  "Let's  do  a  littie  bit" 
amendments. 

In  other  words,  with  a  tremendous 
grinding  of  the  gears,  and  a  great  amount 
of  tooting  of  the  horn,  the  1954  model 
of  amendments  to  the  Social  Se<;urlty 
Act  have  finally  been  passed — and  it 
looks  very  much  like  the  old  with  a 
few  minor  improvements.  In  many  re- 
spects, It  does  not  even  meet  the  stand- 
ards set  by  the  Advisory  Council  on  So- 
cial Security  in  1947  during  the  80th 
Congress.  Somehow  or  other  the  dis- 
cussions of  the  bill  seem  to  have  got 
bogged  down  In  teclmicaliUos  and  to 
have  lost  sight  of  what  would  be  the 
effect,  in  terms  of  meeting  their  daily 
needs,  on  the  people  who  must  depend 
upon  social -security  benefits. 

In  just  one  respect — namely  the  ex- 
tension of  the  coverage  of  the  system 
to  about  10  million  Jobs — doet  this  bill 
improve  the  existing  social -security  sys- 
tem in  any  really  substantial  way. 

As  I  have  said,  it  increases  benefits 

but  only  by  a  little  bit.  Now  I  am  con- 
cerned with  this  matter  because  my  ex- 
perience and  my  conscience  teD  me  that 
the  benefits  now  being  paid  by  our  so- 
cial-security system  are,  hi  most  cases 

completely  inadequate  for  our  times.  The 
1954  amendments  increase  benefits 
slighUy— by  an  elaborate  method  of 
providing  a  small  increase  in  the  wage 
base,  by  a  revised  benefit  formula,  and 
by  a  5-year  dropout  provision  which 
would  permit  retiring  workers  to  elim- 
inate the  5  years  in  which  wftges  were 
lowest  or  nonexistent  in  computing  ths 
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benefit  amount.  But.  I  am  not  con- 
vinced that  this  will  make  enough  dif- 
ference Ln  the  amount  of  benefits  which 
will  average  around  the  starvation  figure 

of  $57  per  month. 

And  on  this  point  I  want  to  say  an- 
other word.    We  heard  cries  against  too 
great  an  increase  in  benefits  at  this  time 
from  a  number  of  sources,  on  the  ground 
that  the  Congress  has  consistenUy  in- 
creased l>enefits  every  time  an  election 
comes  around.    Now  the  facts  of   the 
matter  are  that  lienefits  have  lieen  in- 
creased only  twice  since  the  system  was 
inaugurated  in  1935:  once  in  1950  and 
once   In   1952.    It  simply  is   not  true, 
therefore,  that  the  benefit  structure  of 
our  social-security  system  has  gradually 
crept  up  and  up.  as  some  people  would 
haile   you   beUeve.   and   that  we   must 
therefore  proceed  cautiously  at  this  time. 
None  of  the  people.  I  am  sure,  who 
are  worrying  about  the  size  of  benefits 
being  too  large  have  ever  tried  to  sub- 
sist on  a  payment  of  $57  per  month.   We 
must  not  succumb  to  the  easy  assump- 
tion that  social -security  payments  are 
simply  a  small  segment  of  the  retirement 
income  for  most  Ameilcans:  a  segment 
supplemented  by  income  from  invest- 
ments, or  from  private  pension  plans. 
A  recent  sim^ey  of  persons  receiving  old- 
age    and    survivors    insurance    benefits 
showed  that  almost  half — or  45.3  per- 
cent— had  no  other  Income. 

Let  us  not  allow  oui-selves  to  believe, 
then,  that  the  increases  in  benefits — in- 
creases ranging  between  $5  and  $7  per 
individual.  I  am  told — will  provide  any 
kind  of  genuine  security  for  those  thou- 
sands of  Americans  who  have  no  other 
source  of  income  for  their  declining 
years.  It  is  small  wonder  that  of  pres- 
ent beneficiaries  1  in  6  men.  1  to  5  women, 
and  1  in  8  aged  widows  are  finding  it 
necessary  to  ask  for  supplementation 
from  public  assistance  l>ecause  their 
benefits  are  not  adequate  to  meet  their 
needs. 

This  is  no  time,  in  my  opinion,  for  a 
slight  increase  in  benefits.  It  is  a  time, 
rather,  for  us  to  recognize  that  the  bene- 
fits of  our  social-security  system  should 
provide  the  assurance  that  at  least  the 
minimum  daily  needs  of  our  senior  citi- 
zens can  be  provided. 

As  a  measuring  rod  for  the  adequacy  of 
this  bill  I  would  like  to  use  the  proposals 
which  I  have  made,  in  company  with 
some  61  other  members  of  this  House, 
for  necessary  improvements  in  social  se- 
curity. 

At  the  very  least,  according  to  this 
measuring  rod,  the  present  wage  base  for 
benefits  should  be  increased  to  $4,800.  in 
order  that  a  larger  iMX)portion  of  wages 
paid  can  be  covered.  The  1954  amend- 
ments increase  the  wage  base — again  by 
a  littie  bit— from  $3,600  to  Just  $4,200. 
Now  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that 
this  small  increase  is  far  below  1935 
standards  with  respect  to  the  proportion 
of  wages  covered.  For  when  the  original 
Social  Security  Act  in  1035,  adopted  the 
wage  base  of  $3,000.  97  percent  of  aU 
covered  workers  had  earnings  under  that 
amoimt.  and  thus  could  qualify  for  bene- 
fits on  the  basis  of  all  their  earnings. 
Today,  with  wages  more  than  doubled 
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over  the  low  wage  scales  of  1935.  it  is  not 
enough  to  increase  the  wage  base  to  only 
$4^00.  As  I  have  said,  it  should  have 
been  increased  to  at  least  $4,800. 

Now  it  must  be  clear  to  everyone  that 
unless  the  wage  base  bears  some  reason, 
able  relationship  to  the  total  amount  of 
wages,  the  amount  of  wage-replacement 
furnished  by  benefits  is  going  to  di- 
minish. In  other  words,  there  Is  no  re- 
placement at  all  for  wages  received  above 
the  maximum  set  for  the  wage  base. 
Thus,  under  previous  law.  any  earnings 
in  excess  of  $300  per  month  could  not  be 
counted  toward  benefits.  Under  the  re- 
cent amendments  this  amount  will  be 
increased  slightly  to  $350  per  month. 
But  this,  in  my  opinion,  is  just  a  half- 
step  forward.  To  bring  our  system  more 
nearly  in  Une  with  present  wage  rates 
and  present  working  conditions — and  to 
increase  the  amoimt  of  benefits— we  pro- 
posed that,  at  the  least,  wages  up  to  $400 
per  month,  or  $4,800  per  year,  should  be 
creditable.  I  am  convinced  that  $4,800 
is  the  minimum  figure  we  should  accept 
at  this  time. 

Now  let  us  see  how  the  bill  measures 
up  m  another  respect.  My  measuring 
rod  calls  for  benefits — as  well  as  a  waiver 
of  premiums — for  workers  who  have  In- 
come permanently  and  totally  disabled. 
The  "Uttle  bit"  social-security  bill,  which 
has  now  been  enacted  into  law.  provides 
only  for  a  waiver  of  premiums — no  bene- 
fits. It  says,  in  effect,  that  a  worker  will 
not  be  penalized  if  he  is  not  working  in 
covered  employment  because  he  is  com- 
pletely disabled.  That  is  a  little  bit  bet- 
ter than  the  existing  system  which  re- 
duces the  amount  of  the  l)enefit  for  pe- 
riods of  such  disabiUty.  But  it  com- 
pletely overlooks  what  will  happen  to  the 
disabled  worker  and  to  his  family  be- 
cause the  paycheck  has  ceased  with  the 
disabmty.  It  simply  says  that  if  that 
man  and  his  family  can  wait  patiently 
until  he  gets  to  be  65  years  of  age.  he 
will  not  be  p>enali2ed  then  because  he 
could  not  work. 

I  remmd  you  that,  in  connection  with 
the  1950  amendments,  the  House  passed 
a  bill  which  would  have  provided  pay- 
ments beginning  with  the  time  when  the 
family  breadwinner  is  disabled.  We  lost 
out  in  conference  and  succeeded  only  in 
getting  a  compromise  measure  which  set 
up  an  assistance  program  for  the  totally 
and  permanently  disabled.  This  means 
that  the  family  of  a  worker  so  disabled 
must  wait  until  all  resources  are  ex- 
hausted, and  then  submit  themselves  to 
the  fine-tooth-comb  investigation  which 
is  part  of  the  means  test  of  public  assist- 
ance, before  they  can  get  any  help. 

My  proposal  to  provide  benefits  would, 
on  the  other  hand,  mean  that  the  fam- 
ily could  be  assured  of  a  minimum  in- 
come m  Ueu  of  the  wages  which  the 
breadwinner  brought  home  when  he  was 
able  to  work.  And  I  suggest  further  that 
failure  to  provide  benefits  at  this  time 
overlooks  the  significance  of  one  of  the 
most  important  developments  of  the  last 
decade,  namely,  the  remarkable  advances 
which  have  been  made  in  rehabilita- 
tion and  retraining  techniques.  A  sound 
benefit  system  for  the  totally  and  per- 
manently disabled  could,  of  course,  use 


these  services — through  an  eacpanilon  <tf 
the  already  established  8tate  vocstiooal 
rehabilitation  senrice*— to  provide  the 

retraining  services  and  prosthetic  appli- 
ances which  would  make  it  possible  tar 
such  workers  to  return  to  a  new  job 
or  a  new  vocation. 

This,  I  may  say.  is  one  answer  to  thoae 
persons  who  protest  at  the  ooet  of  a  bene- 
fit system  for  the  disaMed,  or  who  as- 
sure us  that  it  would  encourage  malin- 
gering. In  terms  of  costs  alone,  I  insist 
that  a  benefit  syston.  which  r^r\  make 
use  of  rehabihtation  techniques  for  thoae 
men  and  women  who  can  return  to  work, 
would  not  be  expensive.  It  would  pro- 
vide benefits  for  the  period  during  which 
the  family  is  readjusting  to  a  complete 
new — and  a  completely  harrowing — sit- 
uation caused  by  an  unpredlctabte  and 
a  serious  handicap  of  the  breadwinner. 
I  must  add  that  cost  is,  to  my  mind,  not 
the  major  consideration  m  such  trmgie 
cases.  Par  more  fundamental  are  the 
human  considerations  of  what  happens 
to  the  family  of  the  victim  of  an  unfore- 
seen disablement.  If  we  are  concerned, 
in  our  social-security  system,  with  pro- 
viding secm-ity  against  wage  loss  caused 
by  death  or  retirement,  surely  we  shall 
not  have  a  genuinely  protective  system 
until  we  have  added  protection  against 
wage  los  caused  by  a  complete  disable- 
ment. I  look  forward  to  tiie  day  when 
we  sliall  have  achieved  this  goaL-  It  has 
not  been  achieved  m  1954. 

Finally,  the  1954  amendments  make  a 
revision  in  the  retirement  test— or  work 
clause— which  will  allow  earnings  of  up 
to  $1,200  per  year  without  deduction. 
My  measuring  rod  for  a  min^pnm  was 
also  $1,200  per  year,  because  I  was  con- 
vinced ihat  we  must  revise  the  f.TisitiT}g 
work-clause  provision  which,  in  effect, 
penalizes  beneficiaries  for  woiting  to 
supplement  their  inadequate  benefits. 

I  am  glad  to  report  that  in  this  re- 
spect, at  least,  the  1954  amendments 
were  brought  up  to  meet  our  yardstick, 
for  the  original  bin  as  proposed  by  the 
administration  would  have  set  the  mim- 
mum  at  $1,000  rather  than  $1,200.  I  am 
glad  to  report,  too.  that  by  an  amend- 
ment proposed  by  Senator  Gioacfe,  the 
age  at  which  no  deduction  can  be  made 
for  earnings  is  lowered  from  75  to  72. 
This  means  that  people  aged  72  or  over 
will  get  full  benefits  regardless  of  their 
earnings. 

But  I  call  your  attention  to  one  part 
of  this  section  of  the  bill  which  has  re- 
ceived uttle  attention  and  which  cer- 
tainly was  not  contained  in  my  yard- 
stick—namely, that  its  retirement  test 
would  apply  to  all  earnings,  whether  In 
covered  or  m  uncovered  employment. 
This  will  mean  that  many  retired  indi- 
viduals whose  earnings  have  not  af- 
fected their  benefits  because  they  were 
working  in  imcovered  employment, 
would  be  subject  to  the  retirement  test. 

As  I  have  said,  the  bill  has  at  least  one 
adequate  feature,  in  that  it  extends  the 
coverage  of  the  old-age  and  survivors  In- 
surance system  by  about  10  million  Jobs. 
making  an  Important  advance  toward 
the  goal  of  practically  universal  cover- 
age. The  retirement  test,  as  I  have  Just 
said,  has  been  improved  in  one  direettOQ 
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1  flMiK  iMiilolIvs  in  toother.    I 

Mtglad  to  Me.  too.  tlMt  tbe  UMiMlments 
s«lBln  the  aftteblar  formute  for  Federal 
vaati  to  State  pabOc  awiatanee  pro- 
cnuaawUeh  was  eatabUabed  by  the  82d 
OongvaoB.  In  thta^  jou  wffl  note,  it  de- 
parts from  the  original  propewa.  oon- 
tatned  to  H.  R.  7200.  whleh  would  have 
dacfcaaed  ttie  amount  of  the  total  Fed- 
eral eaBtrihutkm  at  the  expense  of  30 
Stataa  for  old-ase  astistance  and  20 
StatOB  for  aid  to  dependent  (d)lldi«n— 
lnr[mrt«ng  my  own  State  ot  OaUf  omia  in 
botheasBB. 

Bat  I  am  eonconed  with  the  fact  that 
the  ltB4  amendments  to  the  Social  Secu- 
rity Ae(  are  slmidy  stopgap  legislation. 
Let  QB  be  very  dear  in  our  minds  that, 
at  best,  this  is  piecemeal  legislation.  Let 
OS  remember  that  we  are  b«re  ooneemed 
with  the  food  and  the  shelter  and  the 
way  of  life  of  millions  of  our  feUow  dtl- 
■ena.  And  let  us  look  forward  to  the  day 
when  our  social  security  ^rstem  can  be- 
come a  genuinely  protective  and  gen- 
uindy  secure  program  aiong  the  lines 
which  I  have  suggested.  A  little  bit  of 
Improvonent  in  our  social  seciirlty  sys- 
tem at  this  time  is  Just  not  enough. 


Facto  Abovt  Facto  Fomm 


EXTENSION  C^  REMARKS 

BXm.  WAYNE  L  HAYS 

or  oBio 

or  TBS  BOOBS  or  BSPBKKNTA'nVXS 
fWdav.  Auffuat  20.  1954 

Ur.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
tmdcr  leave  to  extend  my  remarics,  I 
Include  an  analysis  which  Z  have  had 
made  of  the  radio  program  Facts  Forum. 

This  program,  which  in  only  one  of 
the  tqiieratioDS  conducted  by  the  Dallas, 
Tez..  organization  of  the  same  name, 
purports  to  present  both  sides  of  a  pub- 
lic issue,  the  commentator  debating  him- 
self. 

Hie  analysis  has  been  made  in  connec- 
tion with  my  duties  as  ranking  minority 
iPCTriber  of  the  Special  Committee  To 
Investigate  Tax  Exempt  Foundations 

The  fiicts  set  forth  were  secured' by 
nstening  to   tape  recordings   of  Ftets 
FOTum  broadcasts;   Quotations  used  are 
Identified  by  tape  number. 
The  analysis  follows: 

9*cn  Amoxjt  Fftcxs  Tcmatt 
VteU  Vorum  elalms  to  iff— mt  botli  side* 
^  ^°*j|yy^  lasuea.  ay>  flome  degree.  It 
do«B  present  two  sides,  rather  than  both 
sMae.  Atthoagti  there  Is  a  good  deal  of 
t»et«a  mrterUl  in  tta  preMntettons.  the 
two  palate  oC  new  It  pneente  are  not  nec- 
eanrUy  the  oa^  potats  <tf  view  poe^Me.  nor 
even  the  principal  polnte  of  view  held  br 
most  people.  ' 

The  program  ta  in  no  Mnse  impartial 
AtOiaagb.  two  atdee  are  prweuted,  there  to 
no  doubt  whl^  side  Facte  Ftanun  Itaelf  u 
'  Is  the  key  to  tti  partlMui  ehar- 


me  teetekpie  need  is  that  of  pieaentlng 
an  miportaat  qamUoa  and  two  oontraetlng 
T**»I»g*nte.  and  then,  almoet  in  ervry  case. 
Ideptaytog  one  viewpoint  on  this  ingle 
y— *ton  with  the  entire  ^illosophy  of  gov- 
yy^w**  towhteh  Fade  Ponan  adherea.  The 
program  le  alao  characterized  by  half  truths, 


dlatortlone,  generaliaatlone,  and  Sxaggera- 
tlona.  One  program  (No.  53.  dealing  with 
the  Brlcker  amendment)  even  mtoquoted  the 
Constitution,  stating  that  article  Vl  reads, 
"All  treaties  •  •  •  shaU  be  the  supreme  law 
e*  the  land  •  •  •  anjrthlng  in  the  Consti- 
tution to  the  contrary  notwlthsUndlng." 
The  actual  language  of  the  Coi»tltution 
simply  asaerts  the  siqw'emacy  of  the  Federal 
power  over  the  State  and  reads:  '"ItHa  Con- 
stitution and  the  laws  of  the  Unlt#d  SUtes 
which  shall  be  made  In  piu-ruance  thereof 
end  all  treaties  made,  or  which  ehall  be 
made,  under  the  authority  of  the  United 
States,  shall  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land. 
and  the  |udgcs  in  every  State  shall  »e  bound 
thereby,  anything  in  the  Constitution  or  laws 
of  any  State  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing." 

A  single  program  may  not  have  too  much 
.effect  on  a  casual  listener,  but  It  is  the  cumu- 
lative effect  that  takes  Ita  toll — the  steady 
hammering  away  of  Facta  Fortmi's  own  Iso- 
lationist and  reactionary  views,  the  repeti- 
tious identification  of  liberalism  sod  inter- 
nationalism with  subversion  and  commu- 
nism. 

How  does  thto  program  differ  from  a  truly 
Impartial  program,  such  as  Amerlcah  Forum 
of  the  Air?  Listening  to  Amerlcad  Forum 
week  after  week  will  not  give  you  even  a 
hint  of  how  the  producer  and  moderator  feel 
about  the  subjects  imder  discussicsi.  Lis- 
tening to  American  Forum  regularly  will  not 
produce  a  consistent  line  of  political  thought. 
On  the  other  hand,  listeners  know  all  too 
clearly  where  Facts  Forum  stands  ahd  what 
ita  political  thinking  is. 

This  Is  Indicated  by  the  flood  of  mall  com- 
ing to  newspapers  and  Congress  ffom  lis- 
teners in  support  of  the  side  whldh  Pacta 
Forum  supports,  such  as  the  Brlcker  amend- 
ment and  Senator  McCabtht. 

In  addition  to  Ita  technique  In  regular  pro- 
gyPM,  Facto  Forum  frankly  discloses  Its  own 
views  in  the  Infrequent  programs  where  It 
piesenta  only  one  side.  Such  a  progtam  was 
The  American  BlU  of  Bights  and  Thanka- 
flvlng  (No.  1(M) .  Here  is  Facta  Forum  speak- 
ing for  Itself : 

"Today,  all  over  the  globe,  i)eople  are  pro- 
moting a  philosophy  of  government  which 
they  like  to  call  Uberal  and  progres^ve,  but 
which,  in  ita  essence.  Is  a  ret\im  to  the  dark 
ages  of  human  civilization.  *  •  *  tt  Is  a 
philoeophy  which  holds  that  govemoaent  has 
the  power  and  the  responsiblUty  to  do  some- 
thing for  the  people;  that  the  force  of  gov- 
erzunent  must  b^  used  to  control  all  the  lives 
of  all  the  people  all  the  ttme,  in  crder  to 
insure  them  economic  security.    It  is  a  phi- 
losophy which  has  been  promoting  In  this 
century  throughout  the  world  an  implacable 
drive   toward    a   monolithic    uniformity;    a 
toveling  off  of  mankind  to  a  dull  level'  of 
n»edlocrity;  a  drift  toward  a  great  one  world 
of  animated  puppeta   where   everyotie   will 
have  his  equal  share  of  a  little  bit  at  noth- 
ing. •  •   •  In  the  20th  century,  this  fearless 
American  philoeophy  of  freedom  to  dtspLwd, 
not  only  by  the  totalitarian  govemmeata,  but 
also    by    the    ao-caUed    free     goverfunenta 
throughout  the  world.  •  •  •  Countless  num- 
bers of  Americans  today  apparently,  hy  what 
they  say  and  do,  are  not  only  willing  but 
eager  to  s^  theh-  birthright  of  free<tom  for 
the  meae  (rf  pottage  which  goes  under  the 
label  of  government  subsidies  and  economic 
■ertstance  to  the  public." 

Some  of  Its  views  seeped  through  in  an- 
other broadcast,  an  otherwise  neutral  Christ- 
mas program  last  year  (Hope  of  the  World). 
Where  the  following  political  ideas  were  ex- 
pressed in  the  context  of  an  appeal  for  reli- 
gious faith: 

"I  do  not  locdc  to  government  for  righta, 
prlvUegea.  or  assistance,  knowing  that  gov- 
ernment can  give  ma  nothing  that  wjvern- 
ment  has  not  first  taken  away  from  m«." 
^Here,  in  capsule  form,  are  the  views  which 
Facta  Forum  tries  to  Inculcate  In  its  listen- 
ers through  its  technique  of  presentln*  both 


sides.  Here  are  the  keys  to  Fscto  Ftorum's 
political  thinking:  the  nnfcing  o^  liberal  with 
dark  and  dictatorial  rule;  the  l(^a  that  gov- 
ernment assistance  of  any  kind  brings  the 
people  undo:  Ita  complete  control  and  kills 
their  spirit;  the  attack  on  the  one  world 
ideal  of  the  United  Nations;  ttts  denuncia- 
tion of  our  allies  as  so-called  free  govem- 
menta  equal  to  the  totalltarlans. 

There  Is  a  close  identity  between  Tuctt 
Forum's  message  and  the  personal  opinions 
of  H.  L.  Hunt,  who,  in  the  words  of  Facto 
Ftirum  moderator,  Dan  Bmoot,  "was  among 
the  original  founders  of  Facta  Forum  and 
is  Ita  heaviest  financial  contributor"  (No. 
112). 

In  a  pamphlet  written  In  l&SO  (quoted  in 
an  interview  in  the  Waahlngtod  Post,  Feb- 
ruary 16,  1954,  p.  1),  Hunt  said.  "The  public 
is  entitled  to  the  facta  on  both  sides  of  all 
Issues  and  cannot  be  pacified  with  the  •  •  • 
kind  of  news  which  leftwing  workers  are 
willing  to  let  them  have."  Hunt's  Ideas  of 
how  to  present  "the  facta  on  both  sides" 
without  Including  leftwing  vleWs  is  appar- 
ently carefully  followed  In  the  Facta  Forum 
format. 

According  to  the  same  Interview,  Hunt 
does  not  like  the  words  "liberal"  and  •"pro- 
gressive" which  he  Identifies  with  "vicious, 
radical,  spendthrift  elementa"  aad  with  "al- 
leged people's  parties  ruled  by  itithleas  and 
miu'derous  dictators  who  say  they  are  also 
liberals."  Next  to  Communlste.  he  Is  quoted 
as  saying  that  the  word  that  seems  to  arouse 
him  most  Is  "liberal." 

These  and  others  of  Hunt's  basic  political 
Ideas  seem  to  be  faithfully  reflected  in  Facto 
Ponun. 

The  following  conclusions  have  been  drawn 
from  a  careful  study  of  Facto  Foriun  pro- 
grams of  the  past  year: 

1.  The  major  technique  of  Facts  Forum  Is 
to  Identify  a  legitimate  viewpoint  with  all 
of  Pacta  Fonun's  political  philosophy. 

This  permits  it  to  use  factual  material  In 
presenting  the  side  to  which  It  Is  opposed, 
thereby  leading  to  the  claim  that  It  Is  c<an- 
pletely  fair  and  unbiased.  But  that  may  be 
compared  to  the  situation  Involved  when 
a  lynch  mob  rushes  ito  victim  to  the  nearest 
tree,  loops  a  noose  around  his  neck,  gives 
him  2  minutes  to  speak  In  his  own  defense, 
and  then  strings  him  up.  Under  those  con- 
ditions, a  casual  bystander  Is  not  apt  to  be 
In  the  mood  to  believe  him. 

It  should  also  be  noted  that  many  of  the 
facto  presented  on  the  anti-Facto  Forum 
side  are  carefully  selected.  Much  of  thto 
material  is  actually  neutral  in  character, 
deliberately  chosen  for  Ito  lack  of  persuasive 
capacity.  Some  of  the  argumenta  presented 
on  the  other  side  actually  damage  the  caae 
in  behalf  of  which  they  are  ostensibly  intro- 
duced. 

Facto  Forum's  theories  are  communicated 
via  a  "shotgun  marriage"  between  a  vaUd 
point  of  view  and  Ito  entire  petition.  It 
deUberately  Ignores  the  fact  that  6ther  poei- 
tlons  are  possible.  A  person  holding  one 
view  similar  to  that  of  the  program  finds 
himself  driven  toward  swallowing  a  whole 
philosophy. 

The  result  to  that,  although  the  quesUon 
may  be  reasonable  and  the  pro  and  con  to 
someUmes  valid,  the  argumento  presented 
produce  extreme  positions.  There  is  no  room 
for  moderates  on  either  side.  (Thto  to  ap- 
parently in  line  with  H.  L.  Hunt's  advocacy  of 
both  sides  without  what  he  calla  the  left- 
wing  side.) 

If  Facta  Forum  has  ita  way,  Am^caiu  will 
be  driven  to  choose  between  ita  own  ex- 
treme views  and  the  other  extreme,  leaving 
no  moderates  and  no  middle  way. 

The  world  of  Pacta  Forum  becomes  a  black 
and  white  world  where  wtohy -washy  liberato. 
and  some  Democrato  and  ReputfUcana,  at 
beat  naive  and  wooly-beaded  and!  at  worst 
eonscious  traitors,  are  contrasted  iwlth  red- 
blooded  Americans  upholding  the  principles 
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of  the  Constitution  to  save  America  ftom 
communism,  and  in  the  process  becoming 
advocates  of  Isototionlsm,  licCarthytom.  and 
against  the  United  Nations,  antiforetgn  aid. 
antlllt>eral,  antUabor,  antUarge  segmenta  of 
both  great  parties. 
Examples : 

In  No.  98,  the  afllrmatlve  side  holds  that  an 
adequate  national  defense  can  be  secured  to- 
gether with  tax  reductlcins  and  a  balanced 
budget.  The  negative  ssys  an  adequate  de- 
fense to  impossible  wittiout  higher  taxes. 
Thto  to  leglUmate,  but  tlie  prejudice  to  dto- 
closed  when  the  afllrmatlTe  to  linked  with  an 
advocacy  of  isolatloEUam  and  Herbert 
Hoover's  theory  of  hemhphere  defense,  im- 
plying that  one  to  not  pisslble  without  the 
other.  Thereby  no  posslt  lUty  to  conceded  of 
believing  that  adequate  defense  to  possible 
with  lower  taxes  but  without  Isolationism 
and  bemtophere  defense,  nor  the  belief  that 
adequate  defense  may  be  Hecured  without  In- 
creasing taxes  by  cutting  fat  from  the  de- 
fense budget,  yet  having  no  truck  with  too- 
latlontom. 

In  No.  101,  the  affirmative  says  the  United 
states  should  remain  in  the  D.  N.  if  Red 
China  to  admitted.  The  negative  says  "No," 
but  It  also  becomes  a  general  argument 
ogalnst  the  U.  N.  Itself.  Thto  Ignores  the 
silddle  position  of  opposing  Red  China's 
entry  in  the  U.  N.  and  stUl  supporting  the 
U.  N. 

In  No.  103,  the  afllrmatlve  holds  that  the 
admlnlstraUon  to  antllabor  because  of  ito 
failure  to  carry  through  the  proposed  Taft- 
Hartley  amendmehto.  The  negative  says  it 
is  not  antllabor  for  that  reason,  but  it  also 
contains  strong  argumento  against  unions 
and  union  domination  of  government  in 
general.  Thto  leaves  no  room  for  the  view 
that  Taft-Hartley  may  be  right,  but  unions 
are  legitimate. 

In  No.  105,  the  affirmative  says  that  the 
Democrato  won  a  great  victory  In  the  1953 
elections,  referring  to  the  Wisconsin  and  New 
Jersey  congressional  votes  and  the  New  Jer- 
sey gubernatorial  race.  The  negative  denies 
It.  but  also  denounces  "New  Deal  Reimb- 
llcans"  for  aping  the  Democratic  foreign  pol- 
icy, being  soft  on  conununlsm.  and  attacking 
McCabtht.  It  leaves  out  the  moderate  re- 
publicanism which  oppoaea  the  Democrato 
and  yet  to  not  isolationist  and  to  against 
McCartht. 

In  No.  lOS,  the  affirmative  wanto  the  United 
States  to  depend  on  the  U.  N.  to  get  Russia 
and  China  to  release  American  prisoners 
In  Korea  and  demand  an  accounting  for 
prisoner  atrocities.  The  negative  says  "No." 
but  the  argument  becomes  pro  and  anU  U.  N. 
There  are  many  who  may  dtoapprove  of  the 
U.  N.'s  handling  of  the  Korean  prisoner  to- 
eue.  but  may  yet  be  unwilling  to  have  sup- 
port for  the  U.  N.  Itself  depend  on  such  an 
explosive  and  emotional  issue. 

In  No.  110,  approval  of  the  Eisenhower 
foreign  policy  to  opposed  to  disapproval,  but 
disapproval  to  linked  with  isototioiUsm 
What  to  opposing  Eisenhower's  foreign  pol- 
icy, but  for  completely  different  reasons  than 
isolationism? 

In  No.  116.  the  affirmative  favors  picketing 
as  part  of  strikes;  whUa  the  negative  dora 
not.  But  the  negaUvc  alao  oppoees  imions 
m  general.  Thto  eliminates  the  poasibUlty 
of  wanting  to  limit  picketing,  but  stUl  favor- 
ing unions. 

In  No.  lifl,  the  afBrmatlve  wanto  the  United 
states  to  continue  to  support  the  Interna- 
tional I^bor  Organization,  whUe  the  nega- 
tive says  "No,"  but  it  also  Includes  argumenta 
against  the  U.  N.  and  for  the  Brlcker  amend- 
ment. Thto  lgn<M^  opposition  to  ILO,  but 
at  the  same  time  stUl  favoring  the  U.  N.  and 
opposing  the  Brlcker  amendment. 

In  No.  123,  approval  of  foreign  aid  to  op- 
posed to  disapproval,  but  disapproval  be- 
comea  part  of  a  general  argixment  for  iaola- 
iiontom.  Thto  would  cut  out  the  middle 
position  of  disapproving  foreign  aid  to  var- 
ious degrees  and  yet  not  being  Isolationist. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


Ih  No.  lae,  one  side  favors  Btoenhower's 

that  housing  and  other  Government  aids 
are  socialistic  and  communtotlc.  Thto 
would  have  us  believe  that  those  who  favor 
C3overnment  aid  in  housing  and  other  fields. 
Whether  they  are  for  or  against  Elsenhower's 
poUcy  specifically,  are  dupes  of  the  Commu- 
ntoto. 

a.  The  anti-Facta  Forum  side  to  often  ex- 
aggerated, dtotorted,  or  oversold,  or  pre- 
sented in  auch  fashion  as  to  raise  doubts, 

examples: 

In  No.  98.  on  national  defense  and  taxes, 
the  argument  that  we  cannot  provide  ade- 
quate defense  and  stm  reduce  taxes  to  over- 
sold. 

References  are  made  to  "these  costly  ef- 
forta  •  •  •  the  fate  of  the  free  world  de- 
pends on  acUve,  all-out  cooperation— on  un- 
limited effort  •  •  •  no  sacrifice  to  too  big 
no  expendlttu^  too  large,  no  effort  too 
great  •  •  •  we  must  be  ready  to  accept  these 
burdens  •  •  •  no  matter  what  the  cost  may 
be  •  •  •  lofty  spirit  of  generosity  and  sac- 
rifice." 

Such  a  presentation  could  well  frighten 
a  person  who  has  hitherto  believed  that  mak- 
ing some  sacrifices  to  necessary,  but  who 
would  reconsider  hto  position  if  "sacrifices 
and  expenditures"  had  to  be  "unlimited" 
and  "all-out"  and  other  such  unnecessary 
superlatives. 

Again  la  Ho.  08,  the  Itotener  hears  a 
tongue-in-cheek  presentation  on  the  antl- 
Facta  Forum  side:  "At  thto  critical  moment 
in  hUtory,  it  to  worse  than  dangerous  non- 
sense to  be  agitating  for  tax  reductions  and 
balanced  budgeta."  When  it  to  put  thto  way. 
one  may  weU  question  the  value  of  a  posi- 
tion which  oonsidera  it  dangerous  nonsense 
to  be  advocating  such  pleasant  prospecto  as 
tax  reductlcm  and  budget  balancing. 

In  No.  117,  the  antl-lsolationist  side  says: 

"me   announced    motive    of    Isolatlontom 

politely  called  neutrality — to  to  prevent 
Azncrica  from  becoming  Involved  in  any  fu- 
ture foreign  wars."  It  goes  on  to  answer 
thto  argtiment  rather  weakly,  but  Isolation- 
ism doasnt  look  so  bad  when  defined  as  the 
prospect  of  not  getting  Into  wars.  The  Im- 
plication to  left  that  intematlonaltom  has 
the  motive  of  getting  us  Into  wars.  Thto  to 
presented  as  supposedly  an  argument  against 
isolationism. 

In  the  same  section,  our  system  of  alltonces 
is  oversold.  We  hear:  "More  than  1.500.000.- 
000  people  in  the  world  •  •  •  are  •  •  • 
willing  to  stand  and  die  with  us  against  our 
common  enemy."  The  headlines  in  the  dally 
peper  would  shake  anyone's  belief  in  thto 
extreme  snd  naive  view.  A  true  presentation 
of  the  Intematlonaltot  position  would  admit 
differences  between  vis  and  our  allies. 

In  No.  106,  another  tongue-in-cheek  view 
to  presented:  "The  United  Nations  to  the 
only  agency  which  can  operate  effectively  In 
the  present  chaos  of  world  affairs  and  even- 
tually emerge  with  a  permanent  peace,  be- 
cause within  the  framework  of  the  United 
Nations,  all  nations  can  meet  and  Intelli- 
gently resolve  their  difficulties."  In  the 
same  script:  "The  United  Nations  to  working 
toward  permanent  peace  in  Asto." 

True  enough,  but  put  thto  way.  It  to  highly 
unrealtotlc.  A  true  pro-U.  N.  view  would 
say  the  U.  N.  to  the  best  way  to  get  peace, 
but  not  the  only  way:  that  permanent  peace 
to  a  fine  Ideal,  but  the  U.  N.  would  be  sat- 
tofied  with  some  temporary  peace,  too;  that 
aometimea  "all"  nations  do  not  always  act 
"intelligently"  to  solve  their  problems.  In 
other  words,  by  not  admitting  Imperfections 
in  the  U.  N.  doubto  can  be  raised. 

In  the  same  script,  the  pro-U.  N.  side,  for 
no  reason  whatsoever,  contains  a  factual  re- 
cital of  six  cases  of  horrible  atrocities  against 
Amerlcaiu  in  Korea,  aiul  urges,  tongxie  in 
cheek,  that  thto  should  not  "deatroy  our 
faith"  in  the  U.  N.  It  has  the  opposite  elteot 
of  arousing  anger  against  the  U.  N. 
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8.  A  major  characteristic  of  the  program  Is 
the  deUberata  and  oonatant  repeUtJon  of 
language  discrediting  UbanOa  in  general  aad 
liberal  Demoerata  and  Republlcana  ftnit 
Itunping  them  with  Sodallsta.  Oommunleta. 
and  totaUtarlans  (in  keeping  with  H.  U 
Hunt's  views,  coinciden tally). 

Here  are  a  few  examples,  ^mnn^  many: 

No.  99:  "Adlai  Stevenson.  Dean  Acheaoo. 
and  their  friends  in  the  Socialist  wing  of 
the  Democratic  Party." 

No.  100:  "The  Rooaevelt-Tnunan  Mew-FWr 
Deal  •  •  •  hMM  aU  the  charactertrtica  of  the 
totalitarian  movement." 

No.  101;  "Totalitarian  Uberato  and  left- 
wingers." 

No.  102:  "Twenty  yean  o*  New  Deal  ao- 

ctoltom.  •  •  •  It  will  matter  Uttle  whether 
we  call  the  final  result  progreaaive  capttal- 
tom.  social  democracy,  economic  planning. 
New  Dealtom,  or  Just  ptoln  oommuniam." 

No.  103:  "In  the  late  1930'S  •  •  •  we  ware 
caught  in  a  strong  tidal  drift  toward  the 
philosophy  of  a  Socialist  labor  government  " 
No.  105:  "'Me-too'  tacUcs  of  liberal  Re- 
publicans— promising  to  do  everything  the 
New  Deal  had  done,  only  better.  •  •  •  if 
their  only  choice  at  the  polto  is  between 
New  Deal  Republicans  and  New  Deal  Demo- 
erata, voting  to  meaningless." 

In  No.  107:  "During  the  past  8  yean  •  •  • 
fundamental  dectolons  in  American  policy 
have  been  made  by  traitors  or  by  men  und« 
the  Influence  of  traitors  whose  aliagtanoe 
lay  in  Moscow."  \' 

No.  Ill:  "During  the  New  and  Fato  Deals, 
the  Soctoltot  revolution  made  enormous  ad- 
vances In  America." 

4.  The  an tl -Pacta  Forum  side  to  generaUv 
presented  less  strongly. 
Sxamples: 

In  No.  100,  the  truth  to  UAa  but  not 
enough  of  it.  We  hear:  "Oovemment  busi- 
ness corporations,  although  operating  as 
efficiently  and  econcxnlcally  as  poasilfla.  are 
dedicated  primarily  not  to  m^^ing  a  profit. 
but  to  aervlng  the  people." 

Thto  to  true.  But  a  alnoere  partiaaa  at 
that  poaltlon  would  have  mentioned  that 
some  Oovemment  corporations  nevcrthalcaa 
have  more  proflta  and  turned  ^em  t^frk  into 
the  Treasury— like  FCIC,  FHA.  and  HOIiO 
Without  thto,  there  to  the  ImpUcatlon  that 
Oovemment  oorporaUons  always  lose  money. 
The  same  program  says,  rlghUy  enough, 
that  Oovemment-owned  busineaaaa  pay  no 
taxes.  But  since  there  to  a  great  deal  of  dis- 
cussion of  TVA  on  the  program,  mention 
might  have  been  made  of  one  of  TVA* 
strongest  argumenta  that  also  applies  to 
other  Oovemment  ngrnrlrs  herausa  of 
TVA.  private  corporations  do  more  buainaaa 
than  they  would  otherwise  do.  make  mora 
proflta.  and  thereby  pay  higher  taxea. 

In  No.  103.  pro  and  con  on  Taft-Hartley. 
ex-Secretary  of  Labor  Durkln'a  caae  for  the 
Taft-Hartley  amendmento  to  preaented.  but 
about  half  of  the  prolabor  time  to  wasted 
on  a  recital  of  the  contenta  of  the  disputed 
19  amendmenta.  Thto  to  boring  to  Itoten  to. 
and  means  nothing  to  Itotenera  uninformed 
on  the  technicalities  of  one  of  the  most  com- 
plicated tows  on  the  books. 

It  to  not  balanced  when  on  the  prolabor 
side  you  hear  such  statementa  as:  "The 
definition  of  the  word  'supervisor'  in  the 
original  act  should  be  limited,"  and  "The 
holding  of  a  representation  election  »h/^nH 
be  detoyed  for  a  period  of  4  months  aftsr 
the  commencement  of  a  strike,"  while  on  the 
other  side,  you  hear  such  colorful  and  emo- 
tion-packed phraaaa  as  "irraaponalble  power 
in  the  hands  of  monopoltotto  labor  boaaaa; 
government  was  In  the  hands  of  those  who 
had  allied  themselves  with  the  labor  boaaaa; 
Preaident  Elsenhower's  labor  arlTlssii  appear 
dedicated  to  the  old  New  Deal  philoaopliy 
that  the  political  aupport  at  powerful  unioai 
leaders  must  be  bought  at  any  ooat.** 

6.  The  program  often  makes  vital  Imuaa 
of  subjecta  which  are  not  really  curxeat  at 
all.  but  which  provides  the  opportunity  ot 
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wrganumta  tbat  hvn  bean  gen- 
or  <1M  gtfm  anotber 
atttrftlng  mx  imam  Vmeta  Tanua. 
tntoEMitsil  In. 


Sft.  ISf  dsdi  irtCh  imloitt  pkkstlBg  tn 
MrtlM.  Surgiy  thlir  is  not  nnaeh  of  an  ianie 
■t  tbm  pttamt  tUiiw.  Tbe  doeninantatlon 
Jflt  fJM  acrliit  profM  t&te.  stace  evvry  single 
li  taksn  fitm  tschntcsl  twoks  and 
psrtodlsmls.  and  not  on«  ftom  a 
•  or  spsach.  ss  ta  othsr  aeitpU.  Ilie 
•WrsttWy.  Is  to  qoMttan  a  principle 
'  ~  to  a  l»t««  dapM  and  to  take  an- 
vtiaok  at  unloiM. 
Mb.  Xl«  dMOs  with  tue  Xntematlonal  Labor 
OsiBStfaatlon.  again  not  an  laaue  of  vltial  im- 
yonanos  to  tba  news  of  tbe  day.  Yet  it  gives 
tha  pKo^ram  an  onxvtunltj  to  again  attack 
totalitarian  Ubarals  and  aodalUm  in  tbe 
v.  X.  and  to  lalleet  on  unions,  too. 

•.  Ttf  pcQgram  fastaa  tbe  tecbnlque  of 


Xtfc]fo.lB:  *X>na  o<  tbe  most  powerful  Com- 
anmlst  fmats  is  tbe  Mstbodtst  Federation 
for  Social  Action.  •  •  •  tus  Gommunlst 
froatla  erado— cejeetlng  tbe  profit  motive 
as  an  ennnnmte  base  tag  aodety — U  etoeely 
sGadlar  to  a  raettfutlon  iisssnil  Iqr  tbe  World 
^jQUMtt  of  Churcbfa  In  Amsterdam  In  1947. 
tvlaetUkg  tba  Ideoioglaa  of  botb  "'""Tyf'-r- 
•Bd  napitallsra,  and  aleo  very  similar  to  a 
rtatamant  akmg  tbe  same  Una  issued  In  Ute 
X960  by  Bis  BoUneae  Pops  Blue  VI." 

"Otm  reaction  at  one  o<  tbe  tcq>  Oorem- 
Bsnt  oaelalB  to  Itets  Vorum's  su^KMsd  im- 
partfalttj  Is  prssented  In  tbls  Item  written 
bf  tbe  Waablngton  staff  of  tbe  New  York 
BeMId  mbune  (Avigust  15).  in  a  regular 
Sunday  ooluinn  devoted  to  liMlde  Waablng- 
ton Items; . 

TtalDM  most  mambeta  of  tbe  cabinet.  8ee- 
retary  Danaa  bad  refuaed  to  appear  on  tele- 
Ttston  sbows  qionsared  hf  Wetm  Wtmim,  tbe 
program  supported  by  H.  U  Hunt.  Itaas 


'Tacts  Forum  Is  said  to  be  nonpartisan 
and  aosyoutteal.  wblcb  normally  would  sat- 
Mt  Ut.  Dallas'  determination  not  to  partlcl- 
pma  in  pcdltleal  tfatts  wbUe  running  the 
ntata  D^iartment.  However,  be  is  not  aat- 
btfsd  tba  program  is  aittier  nonpartisan  or 
nonpoiitlcal.'* 

An  asosUent  oample  of  why  iCr.  Dulles 
sAoold  f e«  tblB  way  la  provided  by  tbe  pro- 
gsm  ef  Jo^  ».  last.  Atmmtm^^g  x^  Jenner- 
MeOstran  resolution  to  break  dlphanatle  ic- 
brtlona  wttb  Oommxmlst  nations.  The  fol- 
lowtng  quiotes  tfvonld  Ur  studied  carefuUy. 
'^mmatm  ttmf  ^ptfy  bow  Facts  Forum  can 
datm  to  ba  impartial,  and  yet  be  guUty  of 
ttta  groassat  partlaUty: 

-aaaO  day.  May  IS.  1M«.  wbUe  Republican 

Banater  Juam*m  was  standing  on  the  floor  at 

iba  ftenata  tatrodudng  bla  resolution  to 

dlptamatle  relattons  wttb  tbe  80- 

I  and  thefer  captive  satemtes.  Hepubllcan 

"^    f  of  Stats  Jtohn  Ftoster  Dulles  was  at 

__      .  Swltaeriand.  tn  formal  conference 

with  tlie  Soviets  and  one  of  their  captive 

aataOttaa.    Iba  faaelnatlttg  eoruscationa  of 

Ufa  Is  tlia  kaleMoaoope  of  history. 

T>  may  or  may  not  have  embarrassed  Be* 
ptfMlean  Secretary  of  State  Dulles  to  have 
BepubUewi  Senator  Jbmmb  Introduce  such 
a  raaolutfcm.  Be  that  aa  It  may.  Senators 
JPHnarand  MeCMiaAir  pond  fbr  tbe  Amni- 
on people  a  qiieetloit  of  tmmenae  and  far- 
rewilitiig  bnpcrtance.  Should  Amerlaa  lireak 
otf  dUflomatlc  relstlons  wltb  an  Communist 


_*yiwtr  ftram  believea.tbat  a  jauestlon  of 
■OBlk  ipTsait  ■tgnlflffanee  to  tbe  American  peo- 
pJe-ebowM-be  answered  by  the  Amartcan  peo- 
yie^  ilowbeie  Is  an  tnfonasd  pnblte  opinion 
movr  Q^ttetiqr  nasded  tBaa  In  the  area  of 
SpyWt^ASwIwuA  ralattoaa.  Hara  la  a  prob- 
Ism^iiditbotll  xmdertlas  and  ovwrMaa  every 
other  natloatf  pcobtom  w«  have.  If  we 
eoiM  flBd  a  eonreet  and  poatttve  answer  to 
the  qusstkm  of  what  to  do  about  Amerlean- 


Bovlet  relations,  we  would  thereby  )nake  an 
enormous  contribution  to  tbe  peace,  aecurlty. 
and  well-being  of  our  Nation.  Hfre  then 
la  an  excellent  answer  to  those  m^Uons  of 
sincere  Americans  who  frequently  and,  it 
must  be  confessed,  honestly  say  tb  them- 
selvee.  1  know  tblpgs  are  In  bad  slvpe.  but 
what  can  I  do.  I'm  just  one  Utile  indi- 
vidual with  no  Influence  or  authority,  not 
too  much  information,  not  sure  of  my  own 
convictions  and  with  rather  poor  ability  to 
ezprees  the  ideas  and  communicate  the  in- 
fonnatlon  I  have.  If  the  greatest  people  in 
our  land  are  confused  and  divided  tJbout  the 
terrible  problems  of  our  times,  what  on  earth 
can  Z  do  about  itr  " 

Notice  how  subtly  these  words  have  been 
phrased.  Nowhere  can  you  put  your  finger 
on  tbe  wwds  which  say  specificsBly  that 
Facta  Foriun  questions  Mr.  Dulles'  Geneva 
conference  with  the  Soviets,  and  Supports 
the  Jenner  move  to  break  relations.  Yet 
that  Is  the  impression  which  is  inescapably 
drawn. 

Bemember,  too,  that  these  words  are  not 
read,  so  that  they  can  be  studied  at  leisure. 
They  are  listened  to.  They  are  heard  fleet- 
Ingly.  What  other  conclusion  can  a  listener 
reach  when  these  successive  ideas  are  flung 
at  his  eardrums: 

"Secretary  •  •  •  Dulles  •  •  •  in  formal 
conference  with  the  Soviets." 

"It  may  or  may  not  have  embar- 
rassed •   •  •  Dulles." 

"Bei^ton  JxirNxa  and  McCaska|t  posed 
*  *  *  a  question  of  immense  and  far-reach- 
ing Importance,  ShoiUd  America  break  off 
relations  with  Conunimlst  countries." 

"If  we  could  find  a  correct  and  positive 
answer  to  the  question  of  what  to  do  about 
American-Soviet  relations." 

"Here  then  Is  an  excellent  answer.** 

Who  Is  to  be  blamed  for  thinking  that 
Jamm's  resolution  to  break  relations  is  an 
excellent  answer  to  American -Soviet  rela- 
tions and  Becretary  Dulles  is  wrong  to  con- 
fer with  America's  enemies? 

This  is  the  technique  of  the  "poison 
tongue"  which  insidiously  pours  venpm  into 
tbe  unsuspecting  listener's  ear  as  (Tlaudlus 
poured  poison  into  tbe  ear  of  Hamlet<a  father 
as  he  slc^ 

No  wcmder  Mr.  Dulles  refuses  t^  credit 
Fscts  Forum's  claim  of  impartiaUty^  as  the 
Tribime  reports. 

It  Is  time  the  American  people  and  the 
authorities  also  recognized  the  spurlousness 
of  that  claim. 


I 


Tke  Record  of  the  83d  Consf-eat 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  J.  GLENN  BEAU 

or  MAXTUIND  ' 

IN  IHK  SINATE  OP  THS  UNTTED  i^TATKS 

Friday,  August  20.  1954 

Ur.  BELALL.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  BMcamn  a  statement  by  me  on  the 
record  of  the  83d  Congress. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rscou.  as  follows: 

The  reeord  of  tbe  83d  Congress  U  bow  in. 
and  it  la  one  of  which  we  may  bS  Justly 
proud.  President  Usenhower  and  a  jRepub- 
llcan  Ck>ngrees  have  succeesfiilly  ptit  this 
country  on  tbe  road  toward  peace  and 
prosperity. 

At  adjournment  the  score  was  added  up, 
and  Preiddent  Eisenhower  figiiree  ha  asked' 
for  M  specific  bUls.  and  64  were  passed,  giv- 
ing him  a  batting  average  of  0.830.  As  he 
says,  that  is  a  good  rating  In  any  ball  club. 


When  Congress  adjourned,  the  Baltimore 
Sun  gave  the  administration's  pox  score  as 
16  recommendations  approved  and  8  failures. 
The  Washington  Star  conunen^ed  **'f\  the 
President's  batting  average  actually  will  run 
below  0.830,  but  well  over  0.50<).  The  Star 
said:  "And  0.600  was  way  over  ,the  horizon 
during  recent  Democratic  year4.  President 
Truman  in  the  years  1947  through  1852  aver- 
aged 0.4T7.  0.457.  0.441.  0.442..  0.404.  and 
0.349. "  , 

The  Star  said  further:  "A  close  look  at 
the  30  roll  call  votes,  which  in  ttie  long  run 
will  likely  prove  the  most  signillcant  of  the 
session,  shows  President  Elsenhower  took  a 
stand  on  16.  His  views  prevailed  10  times, 
a  0.625  average." 

Comments  by  leading  new8pa|>er8  and  re- 
porters verify  that  the  administration  and 
the  Congress  have  been  succc^ssflil  in  enact- 
ing a  program  which,  as  the  President  said  in 
his  state  of  the  Union  address,  has  as  its  ob- 
jective the  building  of  a  stronger  America, 
"a  nation  whose  every  citizen  hSs  good  rea- 
son for  bold  hope;  where  effort  is  rewarded 
and  prosperity  is  shared;  where  jfreedom  ex- 
pands and  peace  is  secure — thsit  Is  what  I 
mean  by  a  stronger  America." 

Roscoe  Drummond,  chief  of  tl^e  New  York 
Herald  Tribune  Washington  bi^au.  wrote 
that  most  Washington  correspondents  agree 
the  the  83d  Congress  "has  bfen  an  ex- 
traordinarily productive  Congress.  As  much 
significant  legislation  has  been  put  on  the 
statute  books  as  during  any  coSiparable  2- 
year  period  in  recent  years,  and  more  than 
most.  This  Congress  has  been  more  respon- 
sive to  the  President's  requests  (>n  domestic 
matters  than  any  previous  Ckiagress  since 
the  first  2  years  of  the  New  Deal." 

The  Baltimore  Sun  commented  editorially 
that  the  Elsenhower  administration  stuck  to 
"Its  announced  principles  when  tbe  going 
was  tough  and  won  the  victory."  The  edi- 
torial concluded,  "The  main  thing  is  that  the 
President  has  stuck  to  his  annou^iced  politi- 
cal phUosophy.  In  a  middle-of-the-road 
country,  he  has  held  to  the  middle  of  the 
road." 

On  the  President's  activities  the  Baltimore 
Sun  said.  "He  has. played  the  gatne  straight 
with  the  people  of  the  country  and  his  report 
last  night  made  mention  of  his  failures  as 
well  as  his  successes.  Something  else  that 
came  through  was  that  buoyant  hopeful- 
iie« — "ome  call  It  indomltabllity — of  a  man 
who  knows  his  own  mind  and  is  not  dis- 
mayed by  occasional  setbacks." 

The  Washington  Star  stoted  that  this  was 
a  "do-something  Congress"  in  an  editorial 
and  said  "the  DemocraU  will  never  win  this 
year  by  attacking  a  'do-nothing  Congress.' " 
Upon  adjournment  the  Washington  Poet 
and  Times  Herald  said:  "The  President  has 
been  successful  in  getting  a  very  large  part 
of  his  program  enacted,  and  on  the  whole 
it  is  a  good  program."  The  editorial  con- 
cluded with  "in  general  the  outcome  U  good 
enough  to  warrant  hearty  congrat\ilaUons 
to  both  the  President  and  Congress." 

The  Washington  Post  and  'Hmes  Herald 
said:  "It  Is  worthy  of  note,  hoarever,  that 
the  Preeident  has  established  exqellent  rela- 
tions with  Confess.  He  has  reversed  the 
■honeymoon'  theory  of  dealing  with  Con- 
gress— that  a  major  porUon  of  a  President's 
program  must  be  enacted  at  the  first  session 
after  the  presidential  election  before  tbe 
inevitable  family  feuding  begins.  Mr.  Elsen- 
hower was  notably  more  successful  in  the 
2d  session  of  the  83d  Congress  In  getting  hie 
measufes  through,  despite  the  loss  of  Sena- 
tor Taft'8  able  leadership." 

In  Its  appraisal  the  New  York  Times  wrote- 
"Judged  in  the  Ught  of  the  PreaMenfa  own 
program,  which  in  general  we  have  sup- 
ported, we  would  say  that  the  rwjord  on  the 
whole  has  been  a  creditable  one.  I^e  there 
have  been  some  notable  faUuree,  there  have 
been  some  notable  successes  *  ^  *  aa  tbe 
weary  legUlators  start  homeward  they  have 
a  right  to  feel  that,  whatever  eiw  may  be 
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said  about  them,  tbey  cannot  be  fairly  ac- 
cused of  having  constituted  a  'do-notblng* 
Congress. " 

Commenting  on  President  Baenbower'a 
activities  the  New  York  Times  said.  "Kven 
the  most  hard  bitten  opponent  of  tbe  Pres- 
ident would  be  forced  to  adntlt  in  all  hon- 
esty that  a  very  great  deal  of  posittve  accom- 
plishment bas  been  aebieved  In  tbe  last  19 
months,  tbat  fears  of  a  rwneaalon  have  been 
pretty  well  dissipated,  tbat  Important  legla- 
laUon  bas  been  adopted  and  that  In  some 
spheres — though  not  all — tbe  international 
outlook  is  better  than  It  was." 

"On  domestic  matters."  the  Times  edito- 
rial said,  "the  President  had  every  right  tm- 
pUdty  to  claim  credit  on  behalf  of  hta  ad- 
ministration for  ebeeklng  inflation,  for  cut* 
ting  the  Federal  deftdU  and  for  directing 
the  Nation  toward,  instead  of  away  from,  a 
balanced  budget." 

Daring  the  10  years  X  served  in  the  House 
of  RepresenUtlvee,  I  do  not  recall  any  ses- 
sion of  Congress  which  received  the  com- 
mendation and  praise  tbat  bas  been  given 
the  83d. 

The  objective  which  President  Elsenhower 
has  is  a  worthwhile  one  and  as  be  stated 
"all    branches   of    this    Oovemment — and    I 

venture  to  say  both  of  our  great  parties 

can  support  tbe  general  objective"  of  the 
program  he  gave  for  building  a  stronger 
America. 

liet  us  review  the  rcoord  of  tbe  8Sd  Con- 
gress by  comparing  it  with  the  recommen- 
dations President  Eisenhower  made  In  bis 
state  of  the  Union  address  before  a  Joint 
session  of  the  Congress  last  January  7. 

AcaictTLTuaa 
President  Eisenhower:  "Tbe  well-being  of 
our  100  million  people  demands  a  stable  and 
prosperous  agriculture.  Conversely,  every 
farmer  knows  he  cannot  prosper  unless  all 
America  prospers.  •  •  •  Therefore,  a  farm 
program  promoting  stability  and  proepertty 
in  all  elements  of  our  sgricultorc  Is  urgently 
needed." 

Tbe  rsoord:  President  Bsenbower  was  able 
to  go  before  the  American  people  and  say: 

"When  we  took  over  you  wUl  recall  farm 
Income  was  toppling  and  we  bad  such  un- 
manageable surpluses  which  continued  to 
grow  at  an  alarming  rate  that  tbey  were  de- 
preertng  tbe  noarket  and  there  was  llteraUy 
nothing  you  could  do  as  long  as  the  growth 
of  these  surpluses  wasnt  cbecked  to  bring 
proepertty  and  tbe  promise  of  real  stability 
to  the  farmer. 

"80  we  started  with  tbe  knowledge  tbat 
every  hour  we  were  paying  130,000  of  four 
money,  every  day  9700.000  of  yoxir  money.  Just 
for  storage  of  these  crops  which  we  could 
not  dispose  of  and  which  were  depreeslng  tbe 
market  and  further  cutting  prices. 

"Now  we've  gotten  a  program  tbat  wlU 
encourage  efllclent  production,  will  stimulate 
consumption  and  stabilise  farm  Income." 

The  President  recoounended.  and  Congress 
passed,  a  farm  bill  proridlng  for  flexible.  In 
place  of  rigid,  price  supports  for  basic  com- 
modities. The  law  sets  price  supports  for  tbe 
basic  conunodlUes  irltbin  a  range  of  83^  to 
90  percent  of  parity,  depending  upon,  the 
supply  outlook  for  each  commodity.  Tbbacoo 
^— ^ice  supports  will  remain  at  90  percent  bs- 
/         cause  of  the  strict  acreage  oontroL 

In  addition  the  admizJstratlon  and  tbe 
r  Congrees  took  action  which  slowed  the  de- 
cline in  farm  prices,  which  bad  their  greatest 
drop  during  tbs  last  2  ysius  of  tbe  TTuman 
administration. 

Congress  and  the  administration  acted  In 
many  other  ways  to  strengthen  the  farm 
economy  and  the  Bepublxoan  record  on  tba 
rural  electrification  program  Is  oonsldarably 
better  than  tbat  of  tbe  Democrats.  Also 
farmers  will  benefit  greatly  imder  the  new 
tax  revision  Uw  which  was  enacted  tbls 
session. 

C C9S 


Tbs  record  shows  tbat  the  Republican 
Party  fully  recogniaes  the  importance  of  the 
farmer  to  tbe  national  welfare. 
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President  Bisenbower:  "Itie  Labor -Manage- 
ment Relations  Act  of  1947  U  twtsically  a 
sound  law.  However.  6  years  of  experience 
have  revealed  that  in  some  respects  it  can  be 
Improved." 

The  record:  The  Republican  administra- 
tion recommended  and  the  Congress  was 
ready  to  pass  improvements  to  the  Taft- 
Hartley  Act  but  Democrats  voting  as  a  bloc  in 
the  Senate  killed  the  legtslstlon. 

The  Republican  administration  aided  the 
working  people  in  many  other  ways,  and  one 
was  by  putting  a  clause  into  effect  in  all 
Oovemment  and  defense  contracts  eliminat- 
ing discriminations  on  account  of  race,  re- 
ligion, color,  or  national  origin  in  the  recrult- 
nient,  employment,  pay,  training,  and  pro- 
motion of  employees. 

President  Eisenhower:  "Protection  against 
the  hazards  of  temporary  unemployment 
should  be  extended  to  some  61'i  million 
workers.  Including  civilian  Federal  workers, 
who  now  lack  this  safeguard." 

The  record:  Congress  broadened  the  un- 
employment compensation  law  for  the  first 
time  since  1935,  bringing  4  million  addi- 
tional workers  within  its  coverage.  Congress 
strengthened  the  Federal-State  system  of 
unemployment  compensation  by  providing 
for  a  aaoo  mtUton  reserve  out  of  unemploy- 
ment tax  revenues  and  earmarked  this 
reeerve  for  loans  to  Statee. 

TO  encourage  Indxistrial  peace  the  Repub- 
lican administration  made  it  a  policy  to  keep 
Oovemment  out  of  labor  disputes  and  re- 
stored collective  bargaining  to  full  force  and 
effect.  By  ending  wage  controls  it  released 
tbe  backlog  of  negotiated  wage  Increases  pre- 
viously blocked  by  Oovemment  regulations 
of  the  Truman  administration. 


President  XUenhower:  Tbe  new  budget 
provides  for  a  lower  level  of  taxation  than 
baa  prevailed  In  preceding  years.  •  ■  •  As 
additional  reductions  in  expenditures  are 
brought  gradually  but  surely  into  sight,  fiu- 
tber  reductions  In  taxes  can  and  will  be 
made." 

Tb*  record:  A  97.4  bUllon  tax  reduction 
was  passed,  tbe  largest  tax  cut  the  American 
people  ever  had  in  a  single  year. 

Individual  Income  taxes  were  reduced  by 
10  percent  beginning  January  1.  1964,  and 
tbat  was  tbe  first  reduction  since  the  Repub- 
lican SOtb  Congrees.  It  Is  worth  remember* 
Ing  tbat  Democratic  Congressee  are  respon- 
sible for  14  of  our  16  income-tax  increases 
since  tbe  first  Income-tax  law  was  passed  in 
1919. 

Further,  excise  tax  cuts  by  tbls  session  of 
Osngreas  means  9999  million  in  sarings  for 
the  people  of  this  country. 

Tbe  biggest  single  Improvement  was  the 
enactment  of  the  tax  revision  law,  an  875- 
page  doexnnent  which  is  the  first  complete 
overhaul  of  tax  laws  in  75  years.  On  August 
10,  1964,  I  prepared  an  analysis  of  this  bill 
showing  bow  it  benefits  the  small  taxpayers — 
tndlvlduala.  small-business  men,  and  farmers. 
It  appears  on  page  13976  of  tbe  CoNOsxa- 
sioKAL  Raooaa  and  copiee  are  available  for 
dlstrthutlan  to  the  people  of  Maryland. 

Because  of  the  previous  sununary,  I  shall 
not  elaborate  on  this  achievement  of  the 
msunbowsi  administration  and  the  Congrees, 
but  sveryons  will  benefit  by  tbls  bill,  and 
under  Its  provisions  Indlvlduias  will  save  a 
total  a<  9837  mlUion. 

yurtbssmuie.  Congress  and  tbe  adminis- 
tration reduced  appropriation  requests  by  a 
total  of  #6J  bUIlon.  wbleh  maana  that  tbe 
taxpayars  will  have  $6Jt  billion  to  spend  as 
tbey  see  fit  rattier  than  have  It  collected  as 
taxee  by  the  Federal  Government.  The  Ooun- 
dl  of  State  Chambers  of  Commeree  figures 


that  Maryland's  share  of  this  saving  is  f  ua  . 

090,000.  ' 

The  Bepuimcan  admlnlstratton  cleaned  up 
the  corrupt  practices  tn  the  Xutemal  Rsvenua 
Service,  and  now  treats  each  tanayer  hon- 
estly, fairly,  and  equally. 

DTtaajfaL  sbcubttt  am  ooMBSTXara  oOKacmnsf 
nfsn.T«aTiOM 

President  IP  wen  bower:  "The  sttbvwrslv* 
character  of  the  Communist  Par^  In  tbe 
United  States  bas  been  deariy  demonste^ed 
In  many  ways.  Including  court  prnnnrnHngSi 
We  should  recognise  by  law  a  fact  UmX  is 
plain  to  ail  thoughtful  dttaens — tbat  we  aiw 
dealing  here  with  actions  akin  to  treason, 
that  when  a  citizen  knowingly  jiartlclpatsa 
In  tbe  Communist  oonsplracy  bs  no  Ira^sr 
holds  allegiance  to  tbe  United  Statas." 

The  record:  Legislation  denying  k^al 
rights  to  the  Conununlst  Party  was  pa  semi, 
and  as  the  President  requested  a  bill  to  *«^ 
away  citizenship  of  persons  oonricted  of  oon- 
splracy against  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment was  passed.  Five  other  bills  which  will 
make  it  easier  for  the  Oovemment  to  com- 
bat Communist  Infiltration  and  subveraloa 
were  passed. 

Tbe  result  was  that  President  wi—ni^n^fiir 
could  report  to  the  people  tbe  BepubUcan 
program  for  combating  communism  bad  baan 
successful.  He  said.  "It  Is  a  record  during 
this  past  year  not  only  for  operation  as  wa 
went  along — getting  rid  of  people,  deporting 
niany  people  that  shouldn't  be  here — toot 
getting  up  the  plan  that  will  make  us  eVen 
better  and  stronger  In  tbe  future." 


APFBOPaiATIOMS    AKD    ■leSIIISM 

President  Elsenhower :  "Tbls  budget  is  ads* 
quate  to  the  current  needs  of  the  Oovem- 
ment. It  recognizes  that  a  Federal  bodget 
should  be  a  stabilizing  factor  in  tbs  eooncoy. 
Its  tax  and  expenditure  programs  will  fosfesr 
individual  initiative  and  economic  growtb." 

The  record:  Budget  requests  for  the  196S 
fiscal  year  were  a664»58,6ie.890  and  Congress 
appropriated  964.288,093,410,  of  wblcb 
928,800,125,486  was  for  dtfense  purposss. 

Tbe  Council  of  State  Chambers  of  Oom« 
merce  reported  on  Augiist  19, 1954,  tbat  con- 
gressional actions  "indicate  tbat  a  com- 
mendable effort  has  been  made  in  cutting 
what  was  geno-ally  conceded  at  tbs  ontsst 
to  be  a  pretty  tlf^t  budget." 

Preeident  Elsenhower  himself  reduced  rs- 
queets  for  1966  appropriations  by  944  blllkm 
below  the  961.2  billion  provided  for  tbe  fiscal 
year  1964.  Thus  the  total  reduction  by  the 
administration  and  the  Congress  from  tba 
1954  amount  was  96.9  bilUon. 

Theee  reductions  in  Fedovl  spending  mean 
two  things,  nrst.  we  are  approadilng  a  bal- 
anced budget  and  the  end  of  Federal  deAetts. 
Two,  tax  reductions  will  follow  reductloiw 
In  expenditures. 

President  Elsenhower  ooxild  proudly  state 
that  we  have  reduced  Federal  deftctts  by  two- 
thirds,  and  "We're  well  on  tbe  way  toward 
the  goal  finally  of  achieving  balanced  budgsS 
In  our  InocMne  and  our  outgo.  How  wa 
bavent  used  any  meat  ax  In  redtietng  tbs 
expenditures  that  are  "»»*f«^*g  this  pisslbki. 
It's  been  a  selective  type  of  reduettan  of 
expenditures,  and  It's  taken  a  very  great 
sjnount  ot  work." 

As  he  bas  explained  many  times,  this  ad- 
ministration Is  liberal  where  people  are  oon- 
cerned.  but  conservative  with  the  people's 
money. 

CIVIL  AIR)  rOLinCAX,  bibrts 

President  Bisenbower:  "Segregation  in  tba 
Armed  Forces  and  other  FSdaral  actlvltiss  la 
on  the  way  out.  We  have  also  made  leiigiem 
toward  its  abolition  in  the  District  at  Co- 
lumbia. Theee  are  stepe  in  tbe  ocmtinulng 
effort  to  eliminate  interracial  dlffleulty." 

Tba  raoord:  Tbe  BspubUean  Party  waa 
founded  for  the  protection  of  tbs  tndividaal^ 
dvU  and  poUtUsal  rights,  and  daring  tbs 
Congress  tbe  party  lived  up  to  Its 
dltion. 
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s'  AOaOaMmUcm  DafMi  aOml- 
9SttQf  frit*M"^  In  an  Iti  hoapltals,  and 
•  ^OofimiBMit  eoiitr»e«  coowdttM  Ingaa 
«*WiLli«  to  ptometo  aqtial  Job  oqppartanmM 
te  tfi  pQimiimant  vortc  dona  toj  prlvata  la- 

ttttVUaatkm  of  Mgrafatlon  la  tba  Hatlon'i 
Cujttm  prngftmoA  and  daa  BapvbHean  D*. 
^MtttMRit  of  luatloe  wifiniiwfuny  argoad  ba- 
tora  tha  Buptaiua  oimrt  tor  ttM  andtaf  of 
aagracalluu  in  Waahtngton'a  raatanranta  and 

MgMi^oo  fJTlng  An^rtean  Indiana  mora 
tifiS^  of  citlimahtp  waa  paaaad.  alw  lava 
makfiag  It  poatfMa  tor  ntamban  of  tlia  Armad 
Vocoaa  and  eiviaana  aeninc  oiaiiaaa  to  vota 
in  Katloaai  and  SUta  aiaetlona. 

Jtagroaa  baTo  baan  anpotntad  to  fm  bUh 
OovammaBt  |KMttlon«.  abd  f or  tba  flnt  tinia 
In  Amarleui  blitofy  a  Mcgro  attandad  a 
-         of  Maaldwt  Iteaibowar^  Cablnat 


—^^^^LT-^ »«tjr,  VQttnc  tn  a  Moe. 

load  tlsa  VMBidontlabm  to  civa  tba  vote  to 
W^MT-old  ettlHBa;  aad  DMnocratk  oppo. 
attloB  andad  utiancaa  of  alatabood  for  Hawaii 

TT-^t  trt  rni  ■Mhiiii  ijf 
vti  aofaajuaar 


Jolnl  pmpoaa  of  tba  nnnpMaiiani  laaikratiiii 
at  tbia  adBkbUatratton  to  imOtf  tba 
to  fovamaaantal  nqiMnalbtlltr  la* 
1  but  MOvambar  l^  tba  Aaarlean  paMla  ** 
nat  waa atata^ In  tba Praddant^tiSmM. 

■^^_???'"'""  •**  *»bnia»y  8.  1869. 

Tba  noord:  Tba  BapubUcan  tUmtt  u  «z. 
pori^ratbar  tban  eonalaff  np  aSSnaoa  of 
ooariqiilQB.  and  a  blgb  aanaa  of  latagrl^  baa 
bfan  taatoaad  to  your  OowmxaaanU  Thm 
b^panaatar  flada  tba  atmoapbara  In  Waab- 
Sngtaa  ebangad. 

■o  bava  baan  no  ■'**"iHlt  In  tba  Baan- 
;  •dnlatatratkm  and  tbat  can  ba  atotad 
-.w.--l!r^7-  0<«»P«"  ^*»*  wltb  tba  bor- 
IS?  JIIIf?4?^?  *^  pea^touB  adnOatetra- 
twawban  10  Vadaral  agaadaa  wata  tavolTOd 

ZLTSS^  *^  "•**^  ■****«  W  baadUaed 
aoudUa  te  Apku^m.  48  to  Zataraal  a»v. 

''¥0.  •  to  Jaatlea.  aad  a  pi  tba  POat  OOos 

Tba  a»n«to  Oommlttaa  on  »^«"«^  mnd 

Cnmaiay,  of  arbtob  Z  aoi  a  ma^bn.  aoo. 

ttebaa  to  tnvaaMpto  and  aspoaa  aobodaleva 

!2?S!!J*  *?*_55?**^  ***«5  •»*  andottbt. 
fdly  ftartbar  Inyaatlgattona  win  nraal  aora 
corruption  In  otbw  agaaolaa  wblcb  tba 
i  admlBltiatloa  oowrad  npw 


Aiioanu.  am 

t.?ir*^*  Baanbo#ar:  "American  fraadom 
is  tbzaataMd  ao  long  aa  tba  world  O0mmu< 
nlateonaplraey  eslata  to  ita  praaant  acopa. 
j'fy*''  ^d  hoattttty.  IKw*  eloaaly  tlian  arer 
tuaow.  Aaaarteaa  ffoadom  la  Intenocked  with 
wa  Modem  of  otbar  patqpAa  •  •  •.    in  tbe 

2?%?J^.^^li*^  JJ^*«*  raapo«3bU. 
tty  faaa  to  Cboaa  arbo,  Uka  oonalvaa.  retain 
torn  aad  ttia  mort  ■tnnctli.'' 

I  at  tblB  paftteolar  time  tban 
^  pwlod  alaaa  Wovld  War  I. 
Tha  BapubUean  admlnlatratlon  andad  tba 
flCbttog  to  IBaraa;  kept  ua  out  of  a  war  to 


IbdOftMna;  and  waa  loooaaBful  in  adding  the 
xaign  of  a  Ootnamnlat  government  to  Guate- 
mala— tha  only  plaee  where  commi^iljm  had 
boaa  auooaaaful  to  getting  control  ^t  a  gOT- 
anuaant  to  tha  Weatam  Hemlaphcie. 

lb  our  aativotk  of  aeourlty  pact^  with  39 
aatlona  ware  added  a  treaty  wltti  {Korea,  a 
nutual-aaalatiuioa  agreement  wiu^  Japan. 
and  work  waa  begun  on  a  aecurlty,  pact  for 
aoutbaaat  Aalti. 

Ttala  admtolatratlon  continued  ito  work 
for  peace  through  tbe  North  Atlantic  Treaty 
Organlaatlon  imd  the  United  Natiofu- 

The  Preeldent.  who  haa  the  resp^nalblllty 
for  eoaducttog  our  affairs  with  o^er  na- 
ttona  gave  an  accounting  of  his  ateward- 
eblp  to  tbla  field  by  aaying:  "•  •  *«we  tried 
to  talk  frank  and  full  talks  with  Our  aUlea 
to  aatabllsh  better  relationshlpet-to  get 
eloaer  to  theos^ — to  know  exactly  ^here  we 
were  gotog.  In  spirit,  in  the  development 
of  om-  eocmomlc  measurea  and  in  tie  build- 
ing of  our  military  measurea  *  *  *.  We  will 
make  certain  that  our  friends  unpderstand 
ua  bettor  •  •  •.  We're  going  to.  develop 
better  partoen^lp  in  all  parts  of  tte  world 
between  vu  and  our  cooperating  friends.** 

Moat  Important  was  that  the  President  ad- 
Tlaed  and  cooperated  with  Members  of  Con- 
greaa  on  a  bipartisan  basis.  The  Refiublican 
Party  reallaea  that  oxu-  foreign  poUey  is  too 
important  to  our  national  survival'  to  per- 
mit It  to  become  a  subject  of  poUtleal  argu- 
ment. 

FOaSIGN  ASSISTANCZ   AND  TKAOb 

Preeldent  Blaenhower:  "MUltary  assistance 

must  be  continued.  Technical  aaslstance 
must  be  maintained.  Economic  aaslstance 
can  be  reduced.  •  •  •  The  fact  th^  we  can 
now  reduce  oui*  foreign  economic  assistance 
In  many  areaa  la  gratifying  evidence  that 
Ita  Objectives  are  being  achieved."  "What  is 
naceeaary,  the  Preeldent  aaid,  U  "t|ie  <a-ea- 
tlon  of  a  healUiler  and  freer  system  lof  trade 
and  payments  -fflthln  the  free  worl<i— a  sys- 
^•"a  to  which  ciur  allies  can  earn  their  own 
way^aad  our  economy  can  continue  to  floiir- 

Tbe  record:  In  the  field  of  mutufil  secu- 
rity tbe  Praaldont  asked  for  a  little'  over  aS 
bllllon  to  new  money  and  Cox»reaa^  appro- 
priated «3.78M08,8ie.  The  President  asked 
for  and  Congress  granted  autho-lty  to 
tranafer  funds  between  areas,  and  authori- 
ty to  move  funds  origlnaUy  Intended  for  In- 
dochina and  to  use  tols  money  to  strengthen 
the  dflfenaes  of  southeast  AsU  and  the  west- 
ern Pacific. 

Ciongreaa  approved  continuing  mUltary  as- 
slrtanoe  and  technical  cooperation  but  de- 
elarad  that  to  the  optolon  of  Congtese  the 
eoooMnlc  aid  and  the  Foreign  Operations  Ad- 
nilnla^^oa  should  end  by  June  80,.  1956. 

Congreea  and  the  administration  Went  on 
record  aa  belag  oppoaed  to  admlssioa  of  Red 
China  toto  tha  United  Nations,  gnd  by 
amendment  to  the  foreign-aid  bUi  dongreas 
provided  that  new  military  asslstanee  U  to 
be  held  back  from  France  and  Italy  untU 
tbey  ratify  the  European  Defense  Gbmmu- 
nlty  treaty. 

^  "The  forelgn-ald  law.-  President ,  Elsen- 
bower  declared  to  hla  report,  "is  not  one 
merely  to  be — ^to  help  other  people  lor  hu- 
manitarian purpoees — ^but  It  Is  to  sel-ve  our 
enlightened  seU-toterest.  To  give  us  a 
greater  aacurlty—a  greater  feeling  o|  peace 
and  confidence  to  the  world." 

Ootog  along  with  Preeldent  Eisenkower's 
ttade-not-ald  theory  the  Congress  eatended 
the  Ractprooal  Trade  Agreements  Act  for  1 
more  year,  and  the  Republican  admbilstra- 
U<m  announced  Its  totentlon  of  negollatlng 
a  vade  agreement  wlto  Japan  imdar  the 
provisions  of  that  act. 

"^^  Preeldenfs  idea  was  again  expressed 
to  bla  Denver  addraaa  when  he  salcl  "Re- 
ciprocal trade  la  another  problem  that  la  now 
under  earnest  study  and  will  be  taken  up  by 
tbe  aeat  Oongreas.  We  got  another  y«ir—«s 
a  result  of  the  Randall  report— in  which  to 


I 
AngTiH  to 

etudy  certain  featuree  of  tbla  wl^Ie  tnialniMS 
so  that  our  friends  could,  wltb  ua.  «»*^Ip>  % 
living  through  profitable  tradel  and  whleb 
would  eliminate  the  need  for '  theae  great 
grants  In  the  future." 
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President  Blaenhower.  after  •numerating 
five  considerations  which  had  been  gtvan  to 
planning  otu-  defense  program,  said:  **Thle 
new  program  will  make  and  keep  Amerlea 
strong  In  an  age  of  perlL  The  Ibtematlonal 
and  defense  policies  which  i  hgve  outUaed 
will  enable  us  to  negotiate  frotb  a  poaltioa 
of  strength  as  we  hold  our  reaoluto  eourse 
toward   a   pectoeful   world." 

The  record:  Congrees  voted  128.8  bllllon 
for  operations  of  the  Army,  Ravy.  aad  Air 
Force,  supplemented  by  $66  bllllan  to  carry. 
over  funds,  so  that  a  total  of  |8S.8  MlUon 
will  be  available.  i 

Also  approved  was  a  mlUtary  Wabllo-works 
program  of  sa87  million,  toelitdtog  aacnt 
projects  abroad,  and  a  8450  mHUon  naval- 
construction  program  for  patrOl  and  sub- 
marine-warfare  vessels. 

Tbe  objective  is  to  bring  our  defense  pro- 
gram into  line  with  the  latest  davelopmenta 
in  policy,  technology,  strategy,  amd  tactloa. 
The  Republican  defense  prograal  la  daalgiiad 
to  have  this  Nation  mllltarUy  rslidy  to  meet 
any  emergency.  i 

Congress  also  approved  const^ctlon  of  a 
United  eutes  Air  Force  Academy,  which  will 
be  built  near  Colorado  Sprlngs^j  Colo.,  at  a 
coat  of  $126  million. 

KATIOMAI.    BCOMOirr    J 

President  Elsenhower:  "The  American 
economy  is  one  of  the  wonders  of  the  world. 
This  administration  la  determined  to  keep 
o\ir  economy  strong  and  to  keept  It  growing. 
At  this  moment,  we  are  to  trartaltion  from 
a  wartime  to  a  peacetime  economy.  I  am 
confident  that  we  can  completo  ithls  tranal'- 
tlon  without  serious  Intaruptton  to  our 
economic  growth.  But  we  shall  not  leave 
this  vital  matter  to  chance.  Economic  pre. 
paredness  is  f  uUy  as  important  to  tha  Nation 
as  military  preparedness." 

The  record:  The  Nation  Is  enjoying  the 
greatest  period  of  prosperity  i^  AmwkMut 
history,  without  the  stringent  economic  con- 
trols favored  by  the  Democrats,  and  to  splto 
of  the  transition  from  a  war  to  a  peacetime 
economy. 

Under  the  Republican  admlnlatratlon  the 
cost  of  living  has  gone  up  only  sUghtly  more 
than  1  percent  as  compared  to  th|e  6  percent 
annual  Increase  under  the  Truman  adminis- 
tration. ^^^  —«— - 

One  of  the  first  acts  of  the  ^pubUeans 
was  to  abolish  economic  control*.  Also  the 
administration  removed  the  Federal  Gtovem- 
ment  from  competition  with  prlvifte  bualnaea 
and  disposed  of  28  synthetic-rubber  planta. 
sold  barge  lines,  rope  plants,  c^ffee-roast- 
Ing  plants,  and  numerous  others. 

Mineral  rights  under  offshore  Raters  war* 
returned  to  the  Stetes  where  title  has  ble- 
torlcally  rested. 

A  Small  Bustoess  Admlnl8tratl<in  replaced 
the  RFC  and  makes  small  loans  to  Amerl- 
can  businesses,  and  Congress  ai^  the  ad- 
ministration created  a  national  Atmosphere 
which  will  stimiuate  business  and  Strenstben 
the  economy,  ' 

The  lie  was  given  the  predlctori  of  gloom 
and  doom,  and  the  President  fcould  say. 
Every  fact  today  that  we  have  gives  the  lie 
to  those  prophets  of  gloom  and  faoom  that 
saw  wo  were  going  to  be  in  economic  depree- 
slon  and  forming  bread  lines  at  tSs  time  In 
our  history." 

Time  magazine  stated  that  the 
admlnirtratlon  "bad  met  a  rec^Mlon 
licked  it,  not  by  the  ktad  of  ptmb-prlmtog 
and  governmental  Intorferenoe  diar  to  tba 
hearts  of  New  Dealers,  but  by  itrlramtog 
Government  expenditures  and  by  itvlng  prt- 
vate  Industry  the  kind  of  climate  and  In- 
centive  that  allows  enterprise  to  nourish." 


Tbe  Republican  admlnlatratlon  has  mato« 
talned  a  strong  and  prosperous  economy,  and 
is  prepared  to  see  tbat  the  economy  expands 
and  our  standard  of  living  eozwtently  rlsea. 


HATiUMAL  aaoxracis  Ajro  ptjbxjc  woaxa 
Preeldent  Xlaenhower:  "Part  of  our  Na- 
tion's precious  heritage  la  Its  natiwal  re- 
sources. It  Is  the  common  responsibility  of 
Federal,  State,  and  local  governments  to  Im- 
prove and  develop  tbem,  always  working  to 
toe  cloeeet  harmony  and  partnership." 

Tbe  Republican  administration  returned 
to  the  SUtes  their  rights  to  submerged  i«nfit 
and  took  a  number  of  s-^ps  to  conserve  and 
protect  our  natural  resources  by  revising 
the  Federal  Lands  Acts,  authorizing  Irriga- 
tion and  reclamation  ptxijects,  i»«»fc-i»»g  gm.. 
plus  seed  available  for  reaeedlng  of  ranga- 
lands,  revising  the  Water  FacUiUes  Act,  and 
autoorizlng  construction  of  what  may  be  the 
largest  public-jxjwer  djun  to  the  Nation, 
the  Priest  Rapids  Dam  on  the  Columbia 
River. 

In  tbe  public-works  field  tbe  Congreaa 
authorised  constructlaa  of  new  tenkers 
which  will  biUld  up  oui  defenses  and  give 
new  contracts  to  the  aitical  shlpbuikUng 
tadustry. 

President  Blaenhower  )]ropoeed  a  tSO  bil- 
lion national  roadbulldlng  program,  and 
Congreas  autborlaad  Federal  ezpenditurea  of 
8906  mUllon  yearly  for  1»M  and  1057  on  a 
matchtog  basis  with  tbe  Stotea.  This  la 
about  $290  million  more  tban  waa  available 
for  the  last  2  flaeal  yean. 

The  Oongrsss  also  approved  a  leaae-por- 
chaae  plan  so  that  prlviite  enterprise  may 
construct  public  buOdtofgi  which  tha  Oov- 
emment  may  pay  for  like  rent,  with  owner- 
ship after  a  apedflad  number  of  years.  It 
la  estimated  this  will  save  the  taxpayers 
millions  of  dollars  to  outlays  for  new  build- 
togs. 

The  omnlbua  rtvera  and  harbors  bill  au- 
thorlaed  more  than  $1  bllllon  for  106  navi- 
gation improvamenta.  Tbla  tocToded  8101 
million  for  deepening  and  vrldentog  the 
Cheaapeake  b  Delaware  Canal,  which  llnka 
the  Port  of  Baltimore  wlto  the  Delaware 
River  and  the  Philadelphia  port.  With  tbe 
Improvements,  the  canal  wlU  be  a  24-hour, 
all-weathar  cbaimal  for  the  largeat  seagoing 
veaaels. 

Improving  tha  C.  *  O.  Canal  will  plaee 
Baltimore's  port  to  a  mora  competitive  posi- 
tion with  ports  affected  by  tbe  new  St.  Law- 
rence aeaway.  which  tbe  88d  OongreaB  au- 
thorized after  80  years'  debate,  deeplte  the 
active  opposition  which  I  gave  to  the  project. 

In  the  atomic-energy  field,  the  8Sd  Con- 
greas and  toe  Eleemhower  administration 
made  great  strides  to  development  of  atomic 
energy  for  peaoettane  purpoees.  Private  en- 
terprise will  be  eneourafail  to  eater  tbla  aew 
field  and  aaslat  to  bringing  atomic  power  toto 
everyday  use. 

HKALTW.  MOVCATtOm,  AMB  WMLTAMM 

President  Elsenhower:  "Now,  along  wltb 
the  protection  of  freedom  and  matotenance 
of  a  strong  and  growing  economy,  this  ad- 
minlstraUon  reeognlaee  a  third  great  pur- 
pose of  Oovemment :  concern  for  the  human 
problems  of  our  dtlaens." 

The  record:  Two  of  tbe  moat  toqitortant 
actions  of  the  83d  Congreea  In  thla  field  waa 
Increasing  aodal-security  beneflte,  and  In- 
creasing coverage  to  about  7  million  people 
not  previoxialy  covered  by  toe  program;  and 
the  second  was  passage  of  the  >«r«imT»g  bill, 
tocludlng  35.000  \mlte  of  public  housing. 

Higher  benefits  for  eoclnl-aecurtty  azmul- 
tonte  wlU  give  6  million  retired  people  more 
money  beginning  to  October,  and  the  maxi- 
mum family  benefit  waa  raised  from  8108.80 
to  8200  per  month.  Among  thoae  groupa 
now  tocluded  to  the  program  are  aalf- 
•mployed  fanners  and  farm  workers. 

The  housing  blU  will  expand  construction 
of  houstog  and  U  totonded  to  make  eertato. 
as  President  Xlaenhower  said,   "that  every 


AoMrican  family  has  an  opportunity  for  a 
decent  home  to  a  good  neighborhood  amona 
good  citiaens."  ^ 

Also  tbe  bin  contained  provisions  to  pro- 
hibit "wtodfall"  profite.  and  to  avoid  a  repetl- 
tion  of  toe  scandals  which  ebaracterlaed 
admlnlatratlon  of  tha  la«  under  previous 
administrations. 

Congreas  continued  authorlaatlon  of  Fed- 
eral assistance  to  schools  to  federally  im- 
pacted areaa.  and  the  funds  wlU  cover  ex- 
penaee  of  about  I  million  pupils.  Other  edu- 
cational benefits  were  autoorlzation  for  re- 
aearch  and  surveys  toto  educatloxuil  prob- 
lems, and  a  81  million  appropriation  for  siir- 
veys  prior  to  a  White  Hoxxse  conference  to 
November  1965. 

In  his  report  to  the  people  President  Elsen- 
bow-  reiterated  his  desire  to  formuUte  a 
Pf^fam  which  will  give  every  American  ac- 
cess to  good  medical  facilities. 

Congreas  extended  the  HIU -Burton  Act 
which  gives  Federal  assistance  for  expaiulon 
of  hospital  faclUUes;  and  under  an  Im- 
proved  vocational  rehabiUtation  program. 
ciowr  Federal -Stete-local  cooperation  is 
being  anconragad. 

The  administration  opened  a  new  medical 
center  at  Betheada.  Md..  to  seek  cures  for  eer- 
tato dlseaees.  and  grante  for  research  on 
cancer,  heart,  mental  health,  and  arthritis 
were  Increased. 

vmaAKB 
President  Eisenhower:  "The  Internal  re- 
organization of  the  Veterans'  Admtolstration 
is  proceeding  with  my  full  approval.  When 
completed,  it  will  afford  a  single  agency 
whose  services,  tocludlng  medical  facilities, 
will  be  better  adapted  to  the  needs  of  those 
ao  million  veterans  to  whom  this  Nation  owes 
ao  much.'* 

The  record:  Congreas  passed  bills  provid- 
ing toereaaa  to  compensation  to  veterans 
wlto  eervloe-otmnected  dlsabUitles  and  for 
wldowB  and  dependent  parents  of  veterans. 
Also  dlaablUty  penalons  for  non-aervloe-oon- 
neeted  cases  were  tocreased. 

Congreas  Increased  the  revolving  fxind  to 
finance  direct  VA  loans  by  8100  million,  and 
military  personnel,  to  oertato  circuotstancea. 
WlU  be  given  wage  credits  for  social  security 
while  on  active  duty. 

A  law  waa  alao  pease  d  provldtog  tbat  an 
typaa  of  tuberculosis  for  vsterana  suffering 
la-peroent  disability  vrlthto  S  years  cf  dls- 
cbatrge  will  automatically  be  aaaumad  to  be 
eeryice-oonnacted. 

Tba  largeat  aj^voprUtlon  ever  provided 
for  operation  of  VA  hospitals  was  authorized 
by  this  Congress.  The  program  calls  for 
114.416  beds,  toe  largest  number  the  VA  feels 
it  can  use.  Anl  under  tbe  iqtpropriatlon  all 
VA  boqpltala  will  oonttoue  to  operate,  to 
fact  additional  hospitals  to  a  number  of 
dtlea  throughout  toe  country  are  being 
opened  or  are  under  construction. 

Korean  war  veterans  were  granted  the 
aame  preiereaeee  aa  otoer  vetoaas  to  hous- 
tog, elvll-aemce  appototnaate.  free  poetage, 
aad  the  time  extended  for  Korean  veterana 
to  apply  for  OI  bill  of  rlghte  tralalng. 
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ijnwn.ATiv«  AcnoMB 
llie  once  of  Coordinator  of  Information 
Of  the  Houae  of  Repreeentotlvea.  to  Ita  final 
edltkin  of  tbe  llajor  Leglalatlve  Actlona  of 
tbe  83d  Congreaa.  reoorda  that  during  thla 
session  the  Congress: 

Passed  80  bills  for  go»Tiitn^n^]  reorgan- 
IzatUm  that  have  become  public  laws,  while 
8  others  await  the  PreaidenfS  algiuture:  and 
11  reorganization  plans  became  effective. 

TWenty-alx  public  laws  affecting  veterans 
and  servicemen  are  now  on  the  books.  «»»«i 
sU  otbar  billa  are  to  be  algned  by  Preeldent 
Xlaenhower. 

llie  Congreas  passed,  aad  the  ftwldent 
signed.  87  bills  pertalntog  to  the  national 
defense  and  toternal  security,  and  7  otheta 
remato  to  be  signed. 


Presidential  action  awalta  S  bills  on  our 
national  economy,  and  35  others  have  aln 
ready  become  public  laws. 

In  tbe  field  of  natural  reeoureea  tbe  Fraal- 
dent  has  signed  84  bills,  and  4  otbexa  await 
ble  signature. 

Twenty-eight  bills  were  paased  and  algaad 
concerning  toternatlonal  affairs,  mn^  six 
others  are  yet  to  be  acted  on  by  tbe  Flwl. 
dent. 

Tbe  agricultural  Industry  will  be  affected 
by  21  new  public  4awa,  and  8  other  htiif  ^ra 
aow  before  toe  President. 

Social  security,  healto.  and  weUare  vrera 
of  great  concern  to  tols  Congreaa.  and  31 
aew  public  laws  on  theee  aubjecta  have  ba> 
come  effective,  and  6  otoer  blUa  await  algaa- 
ture.  I 


(MAX.  anxa  a»  scnvrma 
During  tols  session  I  sponsored  a  total  af 
09  buis— ranging  from  bllla  for  tba  Kllaf  of 
individuals  to  one  which  would  abollab  tba 
Federal  National  Mortgage  AssodatlaB— and 
at  toe  end  of  the  seeslon  a  total  of  23  bad 
been  favorably  acted  on  by  the  nmgiasa 
and  have  becoD&e  public  lawa.  Two  were 
stiU  before  toe  President  for  bla  algaatina. 
Four  otoers  were  passed  by  toe  Seaate.  but 
were  not  acted  on  by  the  House  of  aapsa- 
sentativee,  and  two  remained  on  tbe  Eaaato 
Calendar  when  Congress  adjonmad. 

As  a  member  of  the  Senate  Ooaomltteea 
oa  Banking  aad  Curreacy,  PubUe  Worka,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  I  partlelpated  to 
committee  work  on  such  major  Isc^Mtian 
as  the  honalng  bUl.  the  omntbiM  rivers  M«it 
harbors  bill,  and  toe  huge  publle-works  bill 
for  tbe  Natlon'a  Capital  City. 

When  retail  prleea  <a  coffee  akyxxxfcatad 
early  this  year.  I  totrodueed  a  reaolutlob 
caUlng  for  a  atudy  of  tha  coffee  altuatfam 
and  was  af^Mtoted  chabman  of  a  special 
Subeonualttee  on  Coffee  Prleea.  Public  bear- 
togs  were  held  and  our  tovestlgatloa  eoto- 
elded  and  we  cooperated  wlto  tbe  Inderal 
Itade  Commiasion.  which  waa  tovaatlgattog 
at  toe  request  of  President  Klaenbowar. 

My  committee  is  continuing  to  study  the 
factors  which  rapidly  brought  coffee  prleea 
to  over  81  per  pound,  and  to  Ite  report  tha 
Federal  Trade  Coaunlsston  said  the  oaOae 
price  spiral  "cannot  be  ecplalaed  to  terma 
of  the  compeutive  lawe  of  supply  and  de- 
mand." 

We  are  now  stodylng  toe  voluminous  r»- 
port  by  toe  Federal  Trade  Commlaaloa.  aad 
we  will  prepare  such  laglaUbon  aa  will  meet 
toe  reoommendaUona  of  FTC  for  totroduc- 
tlon  to  Congreaa  next  January,  and  file  our 
report  before  Oongraas  eonvenea. 

Since  January  1963  my  office  has  handled 
toousands  of  requests  flnm  the  people  of 
Marylaad  aad  wa  baea  been  of  aarvlea  to 
numerous  veterans,  and  at  all  timaa  — '«T*til 
and  cooperated  wlto  anyone  wbo  haa  bad  a 
problem  with  any  goveiun^ental  agenby. 

Our  efforte  to  have  t^ie  new  aortal  setuilty 
building,  vtolcta  employs  aavesal  rhniwaiat 
located  to  tba  Baltlmoca  ana  wera  aueeaa^ 
ful  and  Congreee  appraprtated  over  8S0  mil- 
lion for  oonatruetlon.  Tbla  new  »Min«nir|g 
and  the  over  4.000  employaea  will  oomUaisB 
to  add  to  toe  »tvinnrr<,t^  prt^grees  «f  Balti- 
more. 

The  proje^  whleb  gave  me  tba 
aatlaf action  Waa  tbe  graatlnc  ^  tba  OMIsa 
of  Defenae  ■oblUaatlon  of  a  Owtiaoato  of 
Necessity  fori^tas  amortlaatton  to  tba  Fttta- 
burgh  Plate  Glass  Co.,  whfcdk  will  toulkt  a  new 
plant  in  Cuonberland. 

The  Cumberlaad  area  baa  had  a  labor  aur- 
plua  for  a  auatoer  of  yaara  and  tba  loo«aoB 
of  thla  aew  i^ant  to  Cuaabarland  wtU  bslp 
the  d^  regato  Us  place  to  tha  Indxwtzlal 
world. 

J08AXBA8 


This  has  been  a  Tssy  sunnseaful 

Congreea  as  tbe  raoard  sbowa.  and  tba 
bower  admtolatrattoa  baa  marts  ]  ~ 
reas  toward  Its  goal  of  b«lMtog 
America,  but  ouach  remains  to-1 


WlH 
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Fridaw.  August  20, 1954 

Mr.  TORTT.  ifr.  SpoJcer,  our  f onn 
of  foremment  reqaires  an  informed 
eltlBenry.  His  people,  themselves,  must 
OHike  deddons  oi  baale  importukee. 
Otovioaily  i'-iMMity>|f  ^t  eomitunicatton 
between  infonnAtlosi  aooreca  and  tlie 
psopis  nost  be  kept  open  and  available 
to  the  auudmmn  poaslUe  extent  In 
totalitarian  eonntrtes  the  govenmient 
monopcdlzes  the  channels  of  communi- 
cation and  shapes  pubMe  opli^on  by  de- 
prlvins  the  people  of  all  but  one  dde  at 
any  questton.  Nothinc  is  more  vital  to 
us  than  to  guard  against  news  monopo- 
lies in  our  country. 

lb  cneourage  wide  dissemination  of 
tefwmation,  newspapeis  and  other  news 
media  are  delivered  by  our  post  dUee  at 
less  than  eosst  The  press  is  In  ttiis  way 
snbskUaed  by  the  twcpayers  to  the  extent 
of  f  100  mioion  anoually.  The  news- 
pspert  quite  property  figfat  for  this  sub- 
sidy in  order  to  keep  tiwir  mail  subscrip- 
tion rates  down  and  enable  miare  persons 


to  read  their  newqiwpers.  Th^  argue 
that  the  post  office  renders  a  gorem- 
mcntal  service  and  need  not  pay  aU  Its 
costs  oat  of  postal  revenue  as  ioes  pri- 
vate enterpriae. 

om^  xmrancAncnr  caAmnM 

Bat  less-than-coBt  postal  sanrlce  to 
newqwpers  cannot^of  itself  insure  ade- 
qoate  publie  fnf mmation.  Most  news- 
papers hold  partisan  Tiews.  In  some 
areas  the  press  is  dotninated  by^  one  po- 
litical party.  80,  as  a  sal  eguatd.  other 
rjwnnrto  of  communication  are  $lso  kept 
open  at  less  than  cost  by  you,  tl|e  j>eople 
of  America.  One  of  these  is  tbe  con- 
gressional frank  which  malces  it  possible 
for  you  to  receive  official  speeches  from 
the  CosGKissiOHAL  RxcoKO  without  post- 
age. TUs  metliod  of  keeping  you  in- 
fonned  at  minimum  cost  Is  wiciely  used 
by  members  of  both  political  parties.  It 
serves  to  prevent  the  party  with  large 
campaign  fuitds  from  monopolfelng  the 
mail  as  a  means  of  communicatHm.  It  is 
a  time  hononxl  and  tested  means  of  in- 
suring you  01'  the  opportiinity  to  learn 
both  sides  of  public  questions.  It  does 
involve  srane  ix»t  but  not  nearly  so  much 
as  the  annus!  subsidy  you  pay  to  haye 
newspapers,  magazines,  and  sintHar  me- 
dia deUvered  io  you  at  a  low  rate. 

BJHSIUr  J  UHTIFIZD 

Any  newspaper  that  criticizeu  use  of 

the  congressitmal  frank  to  Iceep  you  in- 
formed should  pay  first-class  postage 
rates  on  its  own  product.  If  ail  news- 
jmpcn  publlalied  all  sides  of  all  questions 
the  situation  might  be  different.  But  as 
matters  stand  it  is  well  that  ottiers  be- 
sides the  newspapers  can  use  subsidized 
postal  service  to  keep  you  infornKd.  The 
newspapers,  which  are  after  al]  private 
profit  enterprises,  have  no  ri^t  to  a 
monopoly  on  less-than-cost  postal  serv- 
ice. Most  of  th«n  would  not  want  this. 
I  have  always  had  great  respect  for  our 
free  press.  I  have  consistently  tried  to 
maintain  and  protect  the  privilege  they 
have  of  getting  their  product  delivered 
to  you  through  the  mails  at  less  than 
cost.  I  thinx  this  is  important  to  you 
as  a  citizen  who  must  have  f\il  infor- 
mation. 

VOBTAL  PAT  TBTO  AltS  XATZS 

The  President  vetoed  a  hill  ii^reasing 
the  salaries  of  postal  employees  because 
the  Congress  failed  to  increase  ix>stal 
rates  to  cover  the  increased  cost.  But 
the  administration  had  proposes  an  in- 
crease in  flnt-dass  letter  rates  from  3 
cents  to  4  cents,  although  tliis  class  of 
mail  more  than  pays  its  way  at  3  cents 
and  is  the  class  used  by  most  citizens  for 
everyday  correspondence.  The  adminis- 
tration also  wanted  to  increase,  airmail 
rates  which  are  already  high  enough. 
The  proposed  increase  in  mall  rates  for 
newspapers  was  relatively  small  "but  was 
otqxMed  by  most  of  the  press  and  I  think 
properly.  Newspaper  mall  subscription 
rates  durald  be  k^t  as  low  as  possible. 
not  for  ttie  benefit  of  the  ne\i^ap£rs 
but  for  the  benefit  of  the  public. 
aiMiSBiiisurc  Tmcaaaoum  nt  poutics 

We  live  in  an  age  of  high-powered 
propaganda  and  advertising  techniques. 
Of  course,  the  party  in  power  enjoys  an 
advantage  in  getting  into  the  news  col- 


umns. No  administration  in'  the  history 
of  our  Nation  has  relied  on  idvertisidg- 
agency  techniques  and  professional  pub- 
licity men  to  the  extent  of  the  present 
one.  Even  a  simple  Presidential  report 
to  the  people  is  elaborately  staged  with 
teleprompters,  cue  cards,  rehearsals,  and 
all  the  tricks  and  paraphenlalla  of  the 
professionals.  I  thinlc  tills  has  been  car- 
ried to  such  an  extreme  that  the  Presi- 
dent's  naturalness  is  affected.  His  true 
personality  is  lost  in  a  mase  of  elalx)- 
rate  props.  He  loses  somettting  and  so 
do  the  people. 

The  use  of  professional  propaganda 
techniques  by  the  administration  lias 
made  a  true  appraisal  of  its  sietions  more 
difficult.  The  press  released  for  public 
consimiption  and  the  actual  facts  are 
hard  to  match  up.  Then,  tioo,  there  is 
often  as  much  significance  in  wliat  is 
omitted  as  in  what  is  said,    j 

AimcALiroKNiA  Acnows 

There  has  not  been  much  emphasis  in 
the  administration's  news  releases  in 
California  concei-ning  the  administra- 
tions  attack  on  California's  vital  watCT 
rights  by  its  backing  of  the  Frying  Pan- 
Arkansas  diversion  and  the  iipper  Colo- 
rado storage  project.  Our  competent 
engineers  and  lawyers  are  al^umed  at  the 
implications  of  these  bills.  The  bills 
were  stopped  primarily  by  lbs  Democrats, 
but  with  the  help  of  many  Independent 
Republicans,  but  they  will  be  back:  next 
session  with  administration  support  and 
California  will  be  hard  put  t^  stop  them. 
Incidentally,  the  adminlstrstion  seems 
to  be  inclined  to  be  unfriendly  to  Califor- 
nia. Troopships  were,  wittiout  caTefuI 
consideration,  transferred  away  from 
San  Francisco  at  great  loss  to  our  State. 
Not  even  the  fourth  ForresfoZ"  aircraft 
carrier  was  scheduled  for  we^coast  con- 
struction. Our  shipyards  lu|ve  not  been 
awarded  a  fair  proportion  of  available 
work.  The  Air  Academy  wqnt  to  Colo- 
rado although  California  would  have  pro- 
vided an  ideal  site.  The  great  Trinity 
River  project  is  stiU  staUed  while  far 
less  feasible  projects  in  other  SUtes  are 
pushed.  All  in  all.  it  certainly  cannot  lie 
said  that  the  Republicans  are  good  for 
California.  < 

rASM  rACTS       ' 

Other  facts  need  to  be  carefully  con- 
sidered by  our  citizens.  Fan^  prices  are 
to  be  flexed  further  downward  although 
farm  mortgage  debt  is  increilsing,  prices 
paid  by  farmers  are  up,  prioes  received 
by  farmers  are  down,  and  prices  paid  by 
consumers  are  as  high  as  ever.  No  real 
effort  to  end  surpluses  by  increased  caa- 
sumption  has  been  made.  Is  fact  a  cut 
in  school -lunch  funds  was  attempted. 
trNTKPLOTimrr 

Unemployment  has  returned  to  haunt 
the  homes  of  many  of  our  workers.  We 
are  now  supposed  to  be  pleased  when  un- 
employment just  does  not  get  worse,  al- 
though our  growing  population  makes  it 
essential  that^e  constantly  expand  our 
labor  force.  We  are  asked  to  think  it 
unimportant  that  4  to  5  minion  willing 
workers  are  without  employment. 
Among  them  are  many  veterans  in  need 
of  special  job  placement  help,  yet  Veter- 
ans' Employment  Service  funds  are  being 
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diverted  to  other  pim^oses  and  the  serv- 
ice sharply  curtailed. 
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aOAO    PSOGKAM    D! 

Our  roads  are  literally  falling  apart. 
In  spite  of  the  glowing,  deceptive  news 
releases  the  much-heralded  roads-ex- 
pansion program  was  only  authorized 
for  commencement  in  the  middle  of  1955. 
The  sound  and  meritorious  Hearst  high- 
way program  was  shunted  aside. 

MO  SCHOOL  rcwDa 

A  modest  appropriation  for  construc- 
tion of  school  classrooms  was  refused, 
although  even  the  wealthier  States  like 
California  are  critically  short  of  school 
facilities. 

TAX  rAVoamsM 

Taxes  were  reduced,  but  except  for 
special  groups  there  was  no  real  attempt 
to  help  those  least  able  to  pay.  £>ivi- 
dends  from  corporation  stoclcs  were 
granted  preferred  tax  status.  An  in- 
creased personal  income-tax  exonption 
of  benefit  to  all  was  refused.  In  spite 
of  the  boasting  of  a  ereat  overall  tax 
revision,  the  discrimination  against  in- 
dividual workers,  professionals,  and  busi- 
ness proprietors  as  compared  with  those 
doing  business  in  the  corporate  form,  was 
not  even  remotely  removed.  For  exam- 
ple, the  individual  cannot  add  to  his  per- 
sonal tax-free  income  by  driving  a  cor- 
poration-owned car  at  corporation  ex- 
pense, and  charging  many  other  items 
to  the  corporation. 

The  much -discussed  double  taxation 
of  dividends  fails  to  take  into  account 
the  52-percent  ceiling  on  corporation 
taxes  as  against  a  ceiling  in  the  90's  for 
individuals. 

aocZAL  Bacoarrr 

The  Democratic-sponsored  social- 
security  system  was  improved,  but  the 
changes  cannot  be  classed  as  sulistantial 
and  appear  to  be  motivated  by  political 
opportunism.  This  is  so  because  the  ad- 
ministration originally  tried  to  put  over 
a  social-security  tax  freeze  which  would 
have  jeopardized  the  social-security  fund 
and  made  any  increase  in  benefits  im- 
possible. 

Those  receiving  old-age  assistance 
were  given  no  real  help.  The  same  is 
true  of  the  totally  disabled. 

The  health  insuranct}  proposals  were 
so  patently  of  no  real  merit  or  conse- 
quence that  no  one  lamented  their  de- 
feat. 

MPLOICATIC  WIAKMXaS 

If  one  turns  away  from  domestic  af- 
fairs and  turns  to  international  matters, 
the  need  for  public  a(M;ess  to  facts  is 
even  more  pronounced.  Cuts  in  our  mil- 
itary strength  were  hsiled  as  just  the 
opposite.  The  Air  Force  program  was 
first  slashed  and  then  subsequently  re- 
stored with  a  consequent  loss  of  2  years 
time  and  a  huge  undisclosed  waste  of  tax 
money.  Military  cuts  contributed  to  dip- 
lomatic weakness  and  set  off  a  chain  of 
diplomatic  defeats  the  like  of  which  we 
have  never  seen.  The  blulf,  bluster,  and 
slogans  failed  to  frighten  our  enemies. 
They  must  not  l>e  permitted  to  deceive 
our  own  people.  Partisan  propaganda 
and  the  administration  press  must  not 
be  permitted  to  obscin-e  the  facts  of 
these  international  reverses,  which  are 


certahi  to  have  far-reaching  conse- 
quences. Our  people  are  entitted  to  the 
truth,  irrespective  of  the  effect  upon  the 
political  fortunes  of  the  party  in  pom'er. 

All  in  all,  I  do  not  Uiink  the  RepubU- 
can  record  in  Washington  is  one  in  which 
they  can  take  much  pride.  Hard  money, 
imemployment,  lower  income,  distressed 
farmers,  diplomatic  weakness,  and  a 
tendency  to  cut  back  and  contract — to 
imderrate  the  great  American  potential 
for  expansion  cannot  be  obscured  for 
long  by  advertising-agency  techniques. 

The  facts  are  certain  to  get  out. 

This  Nation  is  comparatively  new.  We 
have  ccHne  far  but  there  are  vast  new 
horizons  ahead  if  we  have  the  faith  and 
confidence  to  move  forward  in  the  bold 
manner  befitting  the  great  talent  of  our 
people. 


WiU  Ato 


Eaergy  Serve  or  Destroy 
Hamamty? 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  CHET  HOUFIELD 

or  CAuroamA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday.  Auffust  20. 1954 

Mr.  HOLIFIKLD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
encouragement  and  support  I  have  re- 
ceived in  my  fight  on  the  atmnic-energy 
bill  are  heartening  indeed.  Many  peo- 
ple in  my  district,  in  personal  tallcs  and 
letters,  liave  shown  that  they  under- 
stand the  fundamental  issues  at  stake. 
T  leading  newspapers  and  magazines  have 
endorsed  my  views.  Many  Members  of 
the  House  and  Senate  stood  with  me  in 
Uiis  legislative  battle.  Their  kind  and 
generous  remarlcs  alwut  my  work  on  the 
atomic-energy  bill  are  deeply  aiH>reci- 
ated. 

BOUnXU>    nCRTB    AOAIIfST    ATOMIC    KONOPOLT 

Why  did  I  make  this  fight?  The  an- 
swer is  simple  enough.  As  a  member  of 
the  Joint  Congressional  Commltee  on 
Atomic  Energy — the  committee  that 
keeps  watch  on  the  atomic-energy  pro- 
gram— ^I  know  that  we  stand  on  the 
threshold  of  a  new  atomic  era,  charting 
in  these  Halls  of  Congress  the  future 
course  of  atomic-energy  development. 
This  great  new  source  of  energy  can 
serve  humanity  or  destroy  it. 

If  we  legislate  wisely,  untold  benefits 
will  be  realized  by  our  people  and  by 
those  of  other  lands.  If  we  legislate 
carelessly,  atomic-energy  development 
will  be  fenced  in  by  a  few  giant  monopo- 
lies, withholding  from  the  people  the  full 
benefits  of  atmnic  enteriMise  and  causing 
other  nations  to  turn  away  in  disillusion- 
ment 

The  people  of  the  United  States  have 
brought  about  wonderful  progress  in 
atomic  energy  with  their  hard-earned 
tax  dollars.  The  American  people  own 
the  huge  plants  and  the  laboratories  that 
are  producing  aUmiic  weapons  for  de- 
fense and  pioneering  new  peacetime 
uses  for  the  atom.  It  is  only  right  and 
fair  that  the  people  get  back  some  real 
dividends  when  peacetime  benefits  begin 


to  flow  from  their  $13  bfflkm  Investment 
in  atomic  energy. 

ATOmc 


That  is  why  I  fought  for  the  right  of 
all  industry— big  and  little— to  partfdi- 
pate  in  atomic  enterprise.  I  (oiwht 
against  restrictive  patent  provisions  and 
concealed  subsidies  that  would  enable  a 
few  large  corporations  to  mnfwtji|t»|  g^ 
stranglehold  on  this  new  field  of  indus- 
trial activity. 

That  is  why  I  fought  for  the  right  of 
all  agencies — ^public  and  private — to  pn>- 
duce  and  distribute  electrtcal  power  from 
atomic  fission.  I  fought  against  the  ef- 
forts of  giant  utility  combines  to  put 
heavy  toll  charges  on  the  flow  of  atcnnio 
power  to  our  factories  and  farms  and 
homes. 

This  is  no  academic  debate.  Within 
our  lifetime  atomic  energy  will  eome  out 
of  the  laboratories  and  go  to  work.  The 
tremendous  energy  generated  in  the 
splitting  of  atoms  will  be  harnessed  for 
heating  and  lighting  our  homes,  for 
turning  factory  Wheels,  for  doing  the 
work  of  farm.  mine,  and  mllL  Atomio 
science  will  discover  new  and  better  ways 
of  producing  and  preserving  food,  of 
testing  metals  and  industrial  equipment. 
of  treating  cancer  and  other  dread 
diseases. 


lOCOICAL  ROCBUSS  IW  ATOKK 

Nearly  1,800  scientists  are  bard  at 
work  in  research  programs  applying 
atomic  discoveries  to  medicine  and  bi- 
ology. New  knowledge  has  been  gained 
about  cancer,  heart  disease,  arthritis, 
and  other  serious  maladies.  I  witnessed 
personally  an  important  experiment  in 
treating  human  brain  tumor  with  atomie 
radiation  at  one  of  our  nationf^i  atomio^ 
laboratories. 

In  addition  to  supplying  radloactivs 
materials — ^radioisotopes— for  medical 
research  in  hundreds  of  hoq^itals.  medi- 
cal schools,  and  clinics,  the  Atomic  En- 
ergy Commissi(xi  gives  grants-in-aid  for 
cancer  research  and  has  established  four 
of  its  own  clinical  facilities  for  such  re- 
search. The  Argonne  Cancer  Research 
Hospital  in  Chicago,  a  $4  million  mroj- 
ect,  is  the  largest  ever  built  for  this 
purpose. 

Recently  a  portable  X-ray  moi'htna 
weighing  tmder  30  poimds.  has  been  de- 
veloped. Tills  device,  costing  less  than 
$250,  does  not  have  to  be  connected  with 
a  power  outlet.  A  radioaotive  thulium 
capsule  in  the  moffhiw^  does  the  woxIe. 
Mobile  units  of  Uiis  type  in  place  of  ex- 
pensive and  immovable  Z-ray  m«r.tii»yi^ 
will  bring  medical  care  to  more  people 
at  less  cost. 

At  Los  Angeles  the  UCLA  atamic-«n-/ 
ergy  project  covers  the  comidete  range  of 
the  applications  of  atomic  energy  in  the 
field  of  biology  and  medicine.  Both  in 
the  breadth  of  its  activities  and  the  im- 
portance of  its  work,  the  UCLA  atomio- 
energy  project  is  one  of  the  world  centers 
of  at<mic  knowledge  in  medicine  and 
biology. 

The  university  of  California  Mwflcal 
School  in  Skh  Francisco  has  a  radiolosi- 
cal  laboratory  which  is  one  of  the  best 
equipped  faciUUes  of  its  kind  in  the 
world.  This  is  one  of  the  Nation's  Im- 
portant centers  for  the  development  ot 
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As  •  Matter  of  taeft,  CaUfornla  to  one 
of  ttw  kiiding  Btetw  In  tbe  lAiion  in 
aloay»-«nergy  mtOwUfm, 

Tbe  Msnle  BawKir  Ownrnkwlon  has 
moav  than  39  oontnete  for  mKiaiaHWid 
nmuth.  prajeota  wttl^  CaUf omla  ednca- 
tloDal  Inrtitirtloas  and  rcNCareh  estab- 
llahmenta.  Tlirough  these  projeeta.  the 
Cremwrtwlflo  and  its  oaatraet<Hr8  are  see- 
ing new  knowledge  in  sneh  varied  fields 
as  chemistgy,  physics,  biology,  biopihys-< 
ics.  medidne.  metaUuigy  and  reactor  de- 
vdopment.  California  oonteacts  reme- 
aant  nearly  10  porcent  of  the  OoDunis- 
ston's  unclassified  research  work. 

The  great  University  of  California  is 
certainly  one  of  the  most  important  or- 
ganisations in  the  national  atomic-en- 
ergy program.  The  university,  under  a 
contract  with  the  Atcnoic  Energy  Com- 
mission, operates  the  widely  known  Los 
Alamos  Scientific  Laboratory  in  New 
BSezico.  In  this  facility  the  first  devel- 
opoifUii  and  production  work  on  atomic 
wcapats  was  oanried  out  during  the  war. 
It  is  today  the  outstanding  institution 
of  its  kind  in  the  world.  . 

The  world  center  of  development  of 
dectronuclear  accelerators  is  at  the 
University  of  California's  radiation  labo- 
ratory at  Berkeley.  This  is  the  site  of 
the  Bevatron.  the  most  powerful  atom- 
splitter  in  the  workL 

An  important  part  of  the  complex  of 
atomic  energy  research  installations  in 
the  bay  area  is  the  Llvermore  Laboratory, 
which  is  primarily  a  weapons  devdop- 
ment  center. 

The  naval  ordnance  research  at  Inyo- 
kem  has  been  an  important  contributor 
to  the  Nation's  atomic-energy  program. 
The  Salton  Sea  area  is  the  site  of  test 
activities  in  connection  with  ballistic 
problems  in  the  development  of  atomic 
weapons. 

Two  low-power  research  reactors  are 
in  operation  in  the  State  of  California, 
one  at  Uvermore  and  another  at  the 
North  American  Aviation  Laboratory  at- 
Downey.  Both  were  designed  and  built 
by  Rbrth  American  Aviation. 

Two  of  the  important  centers  for  both 
classified  and  unclassified  research  work 
in  Cahfomla  are  at  the  California  Insti- 
tute Of  TtdtauAogj  and  Stanford  Uni- 
versity. 

Oslif  omla^  large  stidce  in  atomic  ener- 
gy is  reflected  in  the  fact  that  ttiree  of 
the  Stet^s  congressional  representatives 
are  members  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
AUaale  Energy.  I  am  privileged  to  be  a 
senior  monber  of  the  committee,  having 
servM  on  it  since  it  was  established  8 
years  ago.  Serving  with  me  on  the  com- 
mittee are  the  Senate  majority  leader. 
Senator  Kmowlahd,  and  dongrenman 
HnrsHAW.  of  the  30th  District. 

The  recent  10th  semiannual  report  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commlssian  lists 
about  a  dosen  important  advisory  groups 
to  the  Commission,  covering  idl  phases 
oi  tbe  national  atomic-energy  program, 
with  one  or  more  Cahf  omians  on  w*/»h 
board  or  committee. 

The  same  report  of  tb^OominlMkm 
shows  an  even  100  CaUfomla  users  of 
radioactive  Isotopes  supplied  by  the  Com- 


mission. These  100  users  include  manu- 
facturing plants,  industrial  and  univer- 
sity research  groups,  hospitals,  clinics. 
individual  doctors,  and  medical  achools. 
Their  operiments  in  every  field  of 
knowledge  involve  more  than  250  difler- 
ent  radioactive  Isotopes. 

JIXOM  ■FBX3  nnWSXBIAL  fkoorbSs 

Among  the  California  business  firms 
actively  Migaged  in  the  atomic  nenergy 
program  are  the  Pacific  Qas  li  Kectric 
Co.,  the  Bechtel  Corp.,  the  Fluor  Corp., 
and  Blalser  Engi  neers.  Inc.  Many  others 
are  doing  important  work  of  a  develop- 
mental nature.  Some  are  producing 
important  itcpnis  of  equipment,  purticu- 
larly  in  the  field  of  atomic  instnjments. 

The  value  of  the  atom  in  making 
industrial  production  Jobs  easier,  faster, 
and  cheaper  is  recognized  by  leading 
California  industries.  Thus  the  petro- 
leum industry.  Important  in  our  State, 
uses  radioactive  instruments  and  mate- 
rials In  prospecting,  well  drilling,  pipe- 
line operations,  and  refining  processes. 

Experiments  are  going  forward  in  the 
use  of  atomic  energy  to  propel  veliicles 
and  to  provide  a  new  source  c^  elec- 
tricity. A  pound  of  uranium,  no  bigger 
than  two  lumps  of  siigar.  can  ivoduce 
as  much  energy  as  1,500  tons  at  coal. 

Already  the  Government  has  bi^lt  and 
launched  a  submarine,  the  U.  S.  S. 
Nauttitis,  to  be  powered  by  atomic  en- 
ergy. If  experiments  on  land-based 
models  move  out.  a  submarine  of  this 
t3i?e  can  travel  submerged  around  the 
circumforace  of  the  earth  at  high  speed. 

Tht  tune  may  not  be  too  far  oil  when 
ships,  airplanes,  and  locomotives  will 
be  driven  by  atomic  power. 

An  $85  million  project  is  under  way 
for  the  construction  of  a  fuH-scale 
atomic  reactor  to  produce  60.00f  kilo- 
watts of  electricity.  That  is  enough  to 
supply  a  fair-sized  city. 

The  Army  engineers.  Jointly  with  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  have  called 
for  bids  on  the  construction  of  a  pgckage 
at(xnlc  reactor  that  can  be  transported 
by  the  Army  to  remote  places,  such  as 
Greenland,  and  used  to  provide  heat  and 
power. 

»As  a  member  of  the  Joint  Congres- 
sional Committee  on  Atomic  Enfrgy,  I 
have  insisted  that  the  Govemmeat  take 
steps  to  widen  the  basis  of  reactor  con- 
struction so  that  many  companies  will 
acqiiire  know-how  in  the  atomic  field. 

The  Atomic  Energy  Commission  lias 
now  agreed  to  sponsor  the  building  of 
five  different  types  of  atomic<*power 
reactors.  One  of  them,  to  cost  $lp  mil- 
lion, will  be  built  for  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  by  the  California  firm.jNorth 
American  Aviation.  The  compai|y  will 
assume  $2.5  million  of  the  total  co^t,  and 
will  furnish  the  reactor  site,  to  )>e  lo- 
cated near  the  company's  field  test  labo- 
ratory in  the  Santa  Susana  Mountains, 
north  of  Los  Angeles. 


great  that  their  use  in  modeifi  warfare 
seems  too  horrible  to  contemplate.  Yet 
we  dare  not  let  apathy  and  U^dlfference 
rule  our  lives. 

Now.  if  ever,  there  is  a  need  for  lead- 
ershlp  of  the  highest  type  and  cool,  clear 
thinking  by  our  Government  officials. 
Above  all  it  is  imperative  that  the  peo- 
ple know  exactly  the  facts  abdut  atomic 
destruction.  Only  then  can  wie  begin  to 
plan  for  a  realistic  and  effective  civil 
defense. 

A  few  months  ago,  as  an  official  ob- 
server, I  fiew  in  a  helicopter  over  the  site 
of  a  hydrogen  bomb  test  explosion  in  the 
South  Pacific.  I  saw  a  gaping  hole  in 
the  ocean  floor,  at  least  a  mUe  in 
diameter  and  almost  200  feet  deep  In  the 
center.  It  has  been  estimate  that  it 
would  take  more  than  4  mUllnn  truck 
loads  of  gravel  to  fill  this  gigantic  crater. 

What  this  terrible  explosive  force 
could  mean  in  the  destruction  of  our 
homes  and  cooununitles  and  our  way  of 
life  miist  be  stated  again  and  again  in 
clear,  simple,  and  understandable  terms 
by  the  most  responsible  authority  in 
Government.  I  believe  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  is  th«  official  in 
the  best  position  to  know  the  real  facts 
about  atomic -hydrogen  bombs  and  to 
share  this  knowledge  with  the  jpeople  for 
the  sake  of  national  defense  and  sur- 
vival. I  have  appealed  to  the:  President 
to  make  the  facts  known  to  the  utmost 
degree  consistent  with  national]  security. 

I  was  pleased  to  note  that  the  Presi- 
dent permitted  motion-pictur0  1^^n)^  of 
the  first  atomic-hydrogen  test  explosions 
made  in  November  1952  to  be  shown  to 
the  public.  I  helped  to  make  this  film 
available  to  the  people  of  my  district. 
The  scenes  shown.  Impressive  and  star- 
tling as  they  are.  pale  into  Insignificance 
beside  the  results  of  the  latest  hydrogen 
bomb  explosion.  | 
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SHADOW  OF  ATOBOC  WAS 

As  we  strive  to  put  the  atom  to  work 
for  peace  and  the  welfare  of  mankind, 
we  caimot  ignore  the  ominous  shadow 
of  atomic  war  that  hangs  over  our  civil- 
ization. I 

Tlie  death-dealing  capacity  of  altomlc 
and  hydrogen   bombs   has   become   so 


In  the  Congress,  I  have  introduced  leg- 
islation which  would  put  civU-defense 
authorities  on  a  par  with  the  military 
and  which  would  prepare  the  way  for  a 
realistic  civil-defense  program.  I  be- 
lieve our  people  would  be  more  willing 
and  able  to  assume  the  burdens  and 
sacrifices  of  self -protection  if  they  are 
fully  informed  and  convinced  that  our 
Federal  Government  can  offeif  a  work- 
able civil-defense  program. 

Less  big  talk  by  national  officials  about 
massive  retaliation  and  more  sound 
planning  to  avert  atomic  warmre  or  to 
reduce  its  ruinous  Impact  shoijld  be  the 
order  of  the  day. 

The  dangerous  times  In  which  we  live 
offer  no  easy  solutions.  Yet  T  cannot 
believe  that  the  destiny  of  man^d.  un- 
der divine  guidance,  is  a  worldi  of  death 
and  desolation,  an  atomic  desert  brought 
about  by  warring  nations.  A  people 
alert.  Informed,  and  confident  |irill  exer- 
cise that  powerful  InsUnct  foi*  survival 
and  keep  their  leaders  striving  con- 
stantly for  peace. 

1  have  faith  in  the  America^  people. 
I  believe  they  have  the  right  to  know 
the  possibilities  and  the  handicaps  in 
their  struggle  to  survive  and  be  free. 
Without  knowledge  hope  is  empty  and 
aspirations  are  blind. 
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BOUVnLB  WOOES  FOB  PBACmiB  ATOMIC  IMBS 

It  has  been  a  fascinating  and  sobering 
experience  for  me,  as  a  member  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy,  to 
watch  the  development  of  this  revolu- 
tionary new  source  of  energy.  The 
atomic  program,  dedicated  these  past  10 
or  12  years  mainly  to  building  bigger 
military  weapons  for  defense,  now  can 
direct  more  effort  to  the  peaceful  arts. 

The  vistas  of  opportunity  it  opens  up 
are  breathtaking.  It  holds  forth  the  ex- 
citing promise  of  scientific  and  Industrial 
progress,  improved  health  and  better 
living.  As  an  Individual  citizen  and  as 
a  Member  of  Congress  I  shall  continue 
to  work  toward  the  goal  of  making  the 
atom  the  kindly  servant  and  not  the  evil 
destroyer  of  mankind. 


Hsrea  Sapported  tlw  New  Sodal-Secvitj 
PrograM  Witk  lacreascJ  Bcaefits 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

HON.  HAROLD  C.  HAGEN 

or  mikwmota 

IN  THE  HOUSI  OP  RKPRSSgNTATlVKS 

Friday.  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  HAGEN  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  during  the  83d  C-ongress  which 
is  now  coming  to  a  close,  I  have  worked 
for  and  supported  legislation  to  Increase 
the  benefits  under  the  social-secxu-ity 
program.  I  was  especially  concerned  to 
see  that  farmers  were  included. 

I  believe  every  person  In  the  United 
States  should  come  under  social-security 
protection.  The  benefit  age  should  be 
reduced  from  65  years  to  82  years. 

Social  security  should  be  so  Improved 
that  It  will  take  the  place  of  our  present 
outdated  old-age  pension  system. 

Social -security  payments  at  the  age  of 
62  should  not  be  denied  on  account  of 
any  other  retirement  or  income  benefits 
a  person  may  be  getUng. 

Although  all  the  benefits  I  have 
worked  for  have  not  been  enacted  into 
law,  I  do  believe  this  Congress  has  made 
a  step  in  the  right  direction. 

For  the  benefit  of  the  citizens  of  my 
district.  I  would  like  to  outline  the  bene- 
fits under  the  social-security  program 
enacted  by  this  Congress  which  I  have 
supported  and  worked  for  during  the 
past  years: 


■ocxAL-aacmuTT  psoaaAM 
First.  Average  monthly  wage:  Your 
average  monthly  wage  determines  the 
amount  of  your  benefits.  The  following 
chart  will  aiH>ly  only  if  you  worked  at 
least  1 V4  years  under  the  program  since 
January  l,  1951. 

<a)  List  by  years  all  your  earnings 
covered  by  social  security,  plus  an  esti- 
mate of  your  covered  earnings  up  to  the 
time  you  retire  at  age  85  or  later.  To 
realize  the  largest  possible  average 
monthly  wage  you  may  use  either  1937 
or  1951  as  the  starting  date  in  your  com- 
putation.   Maximum     covered     i^nn^^ai 


earnings  are  as  follows:  19S7  thrtMigh 
19S0.  $3,000;  1051  through  1954,  $3,000; 
after  1054,  $4,200.  ' 

<b)  In  computing  your  average  wage, 
you  may  cross  out  four  of  the  lowest 
income  years  listed.  You  can  cross  off 
an  additional  year  if  you  have  more  than 
5  years  of  covered  employment  at  any 
time.  You  can  also  cross  oB  years  in 
which  you  were  under  an  extended  total 
disability. 

(c)  Next,  add  the  total  wages  earned 
in  the  years  not  crossed  off.  Divide  by 
the  number  of  months  involved  in  the 
remaining  years.  This  will  give  you 
yovu-  average  monthly  wage.  Now  lo- 
cate this  amount  on  the  chart  below 
imder  the  heading  "Average  monthly 
wage." 

Second.  Monthly  retirement  pay:  You 
and  your  wife,  if  both  65,  wiU  receive 
benefits  as  shown  on  the  chart  below.  If 
your  wife  is  under  65  when  you  reth», 
you  will  receive  the  benefit  of  a  single 
person  until  she  reaches  65.  Your  widow, 
at  65.  will  receive  payments  Indicated 
whether  or  not  you  retire  before  your 
death.   A  woman  with  a  wage  record  re- 


c^ves  benefits  in  her  own  right  If  » 
higher  amount  will  be  reallnd. 

nRXSAOB  TAUJLT  aUCUBlti    (SDBVITOa'a 

aioMTiiLT  mntfRB) 

Third.  Surviving  widow:  Your  widow. 
if  you  leave  children  under  age  18,  is 
entitled  to  benefits  shown  on  the  chart 
below,  regardless  of  her  age  as  long  as 
any  child  is  under  the  age  of  18  years. 

Fourth.  Surviving  parents  or  orphans: 
Your  mother  or  father  who  are  depend- 
ent on  you  are  eligible  for  bmeflts  only 
if  there  Is  no  siu^ving  widow  or  child. 
Benefits  for  a  parent,  age  66,  and  also 
for  one  orphan  imder  18  years,  are 
shown  on  the  chart.  Two  parents,  or 
two  or  more  (Hphans  receive  correspond- 
ingly larger  amounts. 

Fifth:  Lump  sum  at  death:  Lump, 
sum  payments  are  in  addition  to  bene- 
fits to  eligible  survivors.  In  the  event 
there  is  no  widow  or  widower  surviving, 
the  payment  is  made  to  the  penon 
paying  burial  expenses. 

Now  find  the  amount  payable  in  your 
case  in  the  columns  opposite  the  amount 
you  have  determined  to  be  your  average 
wage: 
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EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  ROBERT  GROSSER 

or  OHIO 
Of  THX  BOUSE  OP  RXPSBSEMTATIVX8 

Friday.  August  20.  I9i* 

Mr.  CROefiER.  Mr.  Speaker,  be- 
cause of  my  admiration  for  the  char- 
acter and  life  of  Thaddeus  Kosciuszko, 
who  was  bom  February  12.  1746,  at 
Siechnowicse,  Poland,  more  than  200 
years  ago.  I  wish  at  this  late  hour  of  the 
session  to  refer  briefly  to  the  statement 
written  by  America's  great  champion  of 
democracy,  Thomas  JeCTeraon.  at  the 
time  he  was  Secretary  of  SUte.  to  Gates : 

I  ae*  Koaeluaadu)  often.  Be  Is  the  purwt 
•on  of  Uberty  among  you  aU  that  I  have 
ever  known,  the  hind  of  liberty  whleli  «x- 
tenda  to  aU,  not  only  to  tbe  rich. 


On  January  23.  1798,  Congress  au- 
thorized the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  issue  to  Koflclussko  a  certificate  of  in- 
debtedness of  $12,^0.54  with  interest  at 
8  percent,  from  January  7,  1793,  to 
December  31, 1797.  The  final  settlement 
of  the  account  was  made  by  a  payment 
amounting  to  $15,227.87. 

I  desire  also  to  have  reprinted  in  con- 
nection with  this  statement  a  copy  of 
Kosclussko's  WiU,  which  is  in  the  fol- 
lowing language: 

I.  TluMldeua  Koaeluasko.  betas  Just  In  my 
departure  from  America,  do  bereby  <leclai« 
and  direct  that  abould  I  make  no  other 
teeUmentary  dlapoaltlon  of  my  propaity  in 
the  United  SUtee  thereby  autbotlM  my 
friend.  Tbomaa  Jelfereon,  to  emptoy  tbe 
whole  thereof  In  puretuwlnc  w^oee  tttm- 
amonc  hla  own  aa  any  otben  and  flrtag 
them  Uberty  in  my  name  in  flvtag  them  an 
education  in  trades  and  ottoemlae.  aad  la 
having  them  instructed  for  their  new  eon* 
dltlon  in  tlie  dutloa  of  morality  wbleb  may 
make  them  food  nelgbbora.  good  fatben,  or 
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ot  tl^r  tSbm^^igiA  coamOKf, mpA  6t  Htm  good 

oMM  Of  MMitolj  m<l  tn  n^lwtiMvw  Buqr  .onlw 
ttMt  bappf  and  nnfal  satf  I  aak*  th* 

I       T.  TliWJW— II, 


tfifBcalnr  in  pufAluc  tlils 
into  effect  M  JeffenoB  wu 
oir  advttiieed  sge  at  tbe  time  of  SoKi- 
oaiko^  <|eatiL  It  ws*  never  earrled  odt^ 
but  to  lias' tlte  legacy  went  to  found  the 
Colored  Seliool  at  Mewazk,  the  flrat  edu- 
cttlanil  IzMtitate  for  Neiroes  in  the 
t^dtetf  States,  and  which  Iwre  Bosd- 


Tlie  foiresofng  qnotatlons  sire  erl- 
denoe  of  the  fact  that  Kosehiadco  was  a 
ttaa  of  Tery  freat  eluuraeter.  a  stmere 
and  earnest  diampion  of  Mberty.  ttxaj 
men  "^rtio  llred  300  years  ago,  or  even 
lenr  time  aco.  bad  demonstrated  skin  in 
inufsfe,  irhleh  was  a  common  oocur- 
renee  in  the  Old  World  at  that  time.  Mo 
XUiuvean  of  whom  I  know,  who  had 
trataHns  and  abffl^  In  military  afCalrB, 
was  in  sny  way  to  be  compared  with  the 
great  Thaddeus  Kosciuszko.  None  of 
them,  I  say,  had^derdoped  the  true  love 
of  libera  and  understood  the  importance 
of  freedom  to  the  human  race,  and  the 
degree  of  unseUlahneas  and  t^s^  under> 
stimdlng  of  political  prindides  of  pop- 
ular govemsMnt  as  had  Koeciusdro. 

I  am  pleased  to  have  the  opportunity 
to  pay  this  brief  tribute  to  a  character 
Whom  I  have  so  Umg  admired. 


AccoapBsfcmcBlsef  the  83d  Coagiess  and 


EXTENSION  OF  RElilARKS 


or 


HON.  HOMER  iFERGUSON 

or  aacRioAM 

m  TBI  BBNATK  OP  THS  XnOTED  STATES 

ffiday,  August  29. 1954 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  RsoQKD  a  statement  by  me  relative 
to  the  aecompUshments  of  the  83d  Con- 
greoB  and  the  Eisenhower  administra- 
tion. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RsooKB,  as  fDBows: 

Through  eoopttstlve  effort  the  Bepubllean 
8Sd  Oongres*  and  the  Xlaenhower  adnUnlstra- 
tton  ettatned  three  nui,)or  goali  which  can  he 
fltmply  stated  •■  peace,  prepaiednesa.  and 
pro^>«-lty. 

These  were  oar  maj<v  aocanpUshmantB: 

We  guided  the  Nation  away  from  In- 
volvement In  war  and  toward  the  hewtXelt 
desire  of  all  Americana  for  peace. 

We  put  Into  effect  a  preparedness  pro- 
gram for  mintary  strength  neceesary  for 
tang-nnge  seeurtty  while  maintaining  a 
sound  economy. 

Ws  <lsiiioimimted  that  there  can  be  even 
great*  psoqwrity  for  the  Amerissn  people 
under  peacetime  conttttlone  than  la  wartime. 

HKe  sea  the  highlights  of  the  BepuMlcan 
ooeerlag  the  19  monthe  etaee  Preel- 

i»  meeulMJwai  took  oOoe  and  the  two 
Of  ttwSSd  Ooni 


nvtnKATtCHAZ.   ATTAnS 

ending  ei  the  war  and  the  casualties  in 


of  Vhltad  BUtes  troopa  out  of 
Tndeebtws  and  support  of  the  truoet  to  halt 
the  praloovied  oonfllet  tl:  ere. 

Bstllleatton  of  a  mutual  defensA  treaty 
wMi  Kqrsa  and  taonehlnc  of  a  Kofean  ra- 
taahOltatlaB  pngram.  ] 

Wgntng  at  a  mntnal  aweletance  a0«ement 
with  Japan. 

Support  of  the  sucoeestul  effort  of  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Quatemalan  people  ta  regain 
eentrol  of  their  government  from  tie  Com- 
munists. ' 

Strengthening  of  the  North  AtlantS:  Treaty 
Organlaatkm  (NATO). 

Adoptkm  of  a  reaolution  by  botb  Housea 
c(  OongrsBS  sgalnst  Bed  China's  s^misslon 
to  the  United  Nations. 

Senate  adc^Dtlon  of  a  resolution  calling 
upom  Prealdent  Klaenhower  to  takq  appro- 
priate stepe  consistent  with  our  cbnBtltu- 
thmal  processes  to  restore  Oermae  sover- 
eignty. This  resolution  takes  on  added 
significance  In  Tlew  of  the  French  National 
Aaaembly's  vote  of  August  30.  1964.  to  post- 
pone 'debate  Indefinitely  on  the  S-nation 
Xuropean  Defense  Community  (EDO)  Treaty. 

Acqiiisitldn  of  military  bases  In  Sj^dn  and 
the  Netherlands  and  strengthening  Of  bases 
^eewbero, 

RattAcation  of  treaties  on  the  status  of 
united  States  forces  in  Europe. 

Signing  of  the  declaration,  by  Western 
Hemisphere  nations  at  the  Caracas.  Vene- 
aaela.  conference  holding  Commualst  im- 
perialism to  be  a  menace  to  all. 

Settling  of  the  oil  controversy  In  Iran, 
thus  thwarting  Commimlst  designs  on  the 
oilfields  there.  * 

Continuance,  but  on  a  reduced  Sacls.  of 
forrtgn  aid. 

Xnqiroveinent  of  the  InternatlonsB  infor- 
mation program,  including  the  Voice  of 
America. 

Extension  of  the  trade-agreements  pro- 
gram. 

Passage  of  the  Refugee  Relief  Act  So  admit 
up  to  214,000  persons  to  the  United  ^ates  in 
excess  of  the  quota  limitation,  including 
many  orphaned  children. 

Sending  of  food  to  East  Germany  and  the 
Danube  River  flood  sufferers  behind  the  Iron 
Ciirtain. 

Launching  of  a  large-scale  surplus  food- 
disposal  program  to  help  hungry  peoples  of 
the  world. 

Senate  adoption  of  the  resolutisn  con- 
demning persecution  of  minority  git>up8  by 
Russia  and  Soviet  satellite  countrlea^ 

Adoption  by  both  Houses  of  Congxess  of  a 
concurrent  resolution  urging  free  elections  In 
Bast  Germany  and  early  unification  of  Ger- 
many. 

Laying  of  groundwork  for  an  Interaatlonal 
pool  of  atomic  energy  resources  for  peacetime 
uses. 

MATTONAI,    DETXNSK 

Overhauling  of  national-defense  program 
to  achieve  adequate  security  for  tke  long 
pull  with  emphasis  on  combat  effectiveness 
and  mobUlty  of  the  Armed  Forces  sod  elim- 
ination of  waste  and  extravagance. 

Appropriation  by  Congress  of  $28.1  billion 
fen-  the  Defense  Bstabllshment.  This  sum, 
plus  $56  billion  In  carryover  funds,  makes 
a  total  of  $83.8  billion  available  for  defense. 
While  this  gigantic  sum  is  available,  oxu  de- 
fense strategists,  headed  by  President  Elsen- 
hower, have  determined  that  only  $3S  billion 
should  be  spent  this  year  if  we  are  to  keep 
a  strong  peacetime  economy. 

A  steady  btiUdup  and  Improvement  in  the 
Nation's  alrpower.  Today  the  Air  Force  has 
116  wings  activated— 70  percent  more  wings 
In  the  highest  category  of  readiness  than  last 
year.  Plans  call  for  120  Air  Force  Wings  by 
June  1»66,  and  187  wings  by  J\me  1»57. 

Greater  attention  to  continental  defense. 

Revision  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act,  in- 
cluding authority  for  Government  tp  share 
Information  on  atomic  weapons  with  allies 
in  a  conunon  defense  against  Communist 
aggression. 


btabllahment  of  an  Air  Porc^  Academy, 

to  be  located  at  Colorado  Sprlnik.  Colo. 

Knlargement  of  the  military-^and  naval- 
construction  program. 


NATIOMAL   SCONOKT 

Greatest  prosperity  In  Nation's  history 
achieved  since  the  start  of  the  Republtean 
administration  and  the  83d  Congress,  despite 
adjustments  required  in  a  ^an^eovsr  from 
a  war  to  a  peace  economy. 

Wages.  Income,  employment,  i  production 
of  goods,  and  servicee — all  higher, In  ISOS  and 
1954  than  in  the  years  of  most  favorable 
economic  activity  when  Democr|its  were  In 
power. 

Freeing  of  workers,  fanners,  and  buslnesa- 
men  from  wage,  price,  and  other  restrtetlTS 
controls. 

Cost  of  living  held  down.  Parehaslng 
power  of  the  dollar  has  varied  ottly  one-half 
cent  In  the  last  19  months.  Un4er  the  Tru- 
man administration  the  cost  of  living  rose 
an  average  of  6  percent  a  year. 

Special  fids  extended  to  small  buslneee. 
Including  creation  of  Small  Business  Admin- 
istration tc  make  loans  to  ■nau  buslnsss 
firms  and  assist  them  in  obtaining  an  equi- 
table share  ot  Oovernment  ordersfor  equip- 
ment and  supplies. 

Extension  of  unemployment  Insurance 
benefits  to  4  million  additional  ^rorkera  and 
Improved  financing  of  unemployment  Insur. 
ance  program. 

Reduction  of  Federal  Govemxnent  compe- 
tition with  private  business. 

Restoration  of  collective  .  bargaining 
through  Government  policy  of  ni>nlnt«rv«n- 
tlon  In  labor-management  sllalrs  of  non- 
emergency natm^.  ' 

Increase  in  Federal  research  funds  for  de- 
velopment of  new  ideas  and  tschnologlcal 
processes  which  will  create  mole  Jobs  and 
better  products. 

azsonxcz  dkvzlxspment — ruau^  woaKs 

Inauguration  of  vast  public-works  pro- 
gram for  all  America.     It  IncludSs: 

St.  Lawrence  Seaway  project  to  connect 
the  Great  Lakes  with  the  Atlantic  Ocean. 
Democrats  talked  about  the  seairay  project 
for  years;  Republicans  acted. 

Most  comprehensive  Federal-State  high- 
way-construction program  in  history  for 
development  of  40,000  miles  of  roads  in  the 
Nation.  Even  greater  road  development  will 
result  from  President  Elsenhower's  proposed 
$60  billion  highway  program. 

Authorization  of  more  than  $1  billion  for 
flood  control,  river  and  harbor  I  work,  and 
beach-erosion  projects. 

Provision  in  new  Atomic  Bnefgy  Act  for 
development  of  peacetime  uses  of  atomic 
energy,  with  private  enterprise  taking  an 
important   part. 

Reclamation  projects,  power  dams,  and 
publlc-bulldlngs  construction. 

A  ship  modernisation  and  c<>nstructlon 
program  for  Improvement  and  strengthen- 
ing of  the  merchant  marine. 

All  of  these  new  public  works  will  create 
more  Jobs,  stimulate  manufacturing,  and 
bolster  the  entire  economy. 

Congress  also  authorized  retijm  to  the 
States  control  over  submerged  ISRids  within 
their  historic  boundaries  with  rstentlon  by 
the  Federal  Government  of  all  of  the  off- 
shore lands  on  the  outer  ContinSntal  Shelf. 
The  outer  shelf  contains  almost  nine-tenths 
of  all  offshore  lands  and  It  is  estimated  that 
83  percent  of  mineral  deposits  In  offshors 
lands  are  In  the  outer  shelf. 

Bousmo 
Through  passage  of  the  Housing  Act  at 
1954  and  related  laws  home  owi^ership  was 
brought  within  reach  of  additional  tluju- 
sands  of  American  families.  This  set  su- 
thorlzes  lower  down  payments,  lower 
monthly  payments,  and  longer  periods  of 
loan  repayment  imder  the  FHA  mortgage- 
Insurance  program.  The  act  also  provides 
for   clearance    and   redevelopment   of   slum 


areas  and  Includes  authority  for  eoostruc- 
tlon  of  up  to  36.000  additional  federally 
aided  public  low-rent  iwmmi«j  unlta.  The 
public  projects  are  to  be  used  prlnuully  to 
house  families  dlq>laced  by  slum-clearaitcs 
work. 

nifAJfCX    AMD    TAXATION 

RepubUean  administration  advanced  over 
two-thirds  of  way  toward  balancing  the 
Democratic  deflclt-rlddled  Federal  budget  by 
substantial  cuts  in  appropriations  In  both 
sessions  of  the  88d  Congress. 

Reduction  ot  fiscal  year  1954  approprla> 
tlons  sao  billion  below  those  of  fiscal  year 
1963  was  the  largest  peacetime  decline  In 
the  level  of  spproprUtions  In  a  single  year 
In  the  history  of  the  Government. 

Federal  expenditures  for  fiscal  year  1964 
were  $10  billion  below  those  proposed  by  Mr. 
Trimian  in  hU  last  budget,  and  $6.5  bUllon 
under  the  amount  speat  in  fiscal  year  1B63. 
The  budget  deficit  declined  from  $9.4  bllUon 
for  fiscal  year  1963  to  $3  billion  for  fiscal 
year  1954. 

Republican  economy  made  possible  tax  re- 
ductions totaUng  $7.4  billion.  Millions  of 
persoiu  and  thousands  of  businesses 
tliroughout  the  Nation  wiU  be  benefited  by 
income-tax  reduction,  cxcloe-tax  cuts,  and 
reductions  and  adjustments  provided  for  in 
tax  revision  act.  the  first  complete  revision 
in  Federal  tax  laws  in  75  yeark 
AOKicirLTaax 

Long  farm-price  decline  arrested. 

New  long-range  flexible  ptrlce -support  pro- 
gram devised  to  promote  stable,  productive, 
prosperous  sgrlculture  for  benefit  of  entire 
Nstion.  Agricultural  Act  of  1954  designed 
to  provide  an  effective  fioor  under  farm  prices 
while  avoiding  accumulation  of  price-de- 
pressing surpluses. 

Improvements  Inltlsted  and  funds  In- 
creased for  REA  electricity  and  telephone 
programs,  soil,  water,  and  forest-conserva- 
tion work,  and  agricultural  research  and 
education. 

Grain -storage  facilities  expanded  to  In- 
crease effectiveness  of  prlce-vuppcfft  opera- 
tions. T§ 

Drought-Stricken  farmers  and  stockmen 
aided. 

legislation  enacted  to  dispose  of  surplus 
agricultural  commodities  through  bsrter  ar- 
rangements with  foreign  countries,  expan- 
sion of  school-lunch  program,  and  distri- 
bution of  food  to  those  In  need  both  st  home 
and  abroad. 

Agrlculttu-al  attaches  transferred  from 
State  Department  to  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture In  the  Interest  of  promoting  Increased 
markets  abroad  for  products  of  American 
farms. 

SOCIAX,   sac' U  KIT  T 

New  Social  Security  Act  brings  10  J  million 
more  persons  Into  social-secxirlty  system  and 
Increases  benefits  to  persons  now  drawing 
ioclal-securlty  checks.  Railroad  retirement 
benefits  also  liberalised. 

■aALTH.  aDOCATioir.  WKLraaB 

Nations  health,  education,  and  welfare 
sctlvltles  given  s  big  push  forwsrd  by  eoo- 
solldation  of  all  major  agencies  snd  programs 
In  these  fields  Into  a  single  department, 
headed  by  Mrs.  Oveta  Culp  Hobby. 

Federal  aid  In  the  operation  and  oonstruc- 
tlon  of  schools  In  areaa  overcrowded  because 
of  national -defense  activities  continued. 

Federal  Ofllce  of  education  authoriaed  to 
contract  and  cooperate  with  Institutions  of 
higher  learning  and  other  educational  agen- 
cies for  research,  surveys,  and  demonstra- 
tions, and  to  esUbllsh  s  Nstkmal  Advisory 
Committee  to  aid  in  supervising  edxieatlonal 
problems. 

To  safeguard  Uie  Nation's  health,  the  law 
authorising  Federal  aid  In  hospital  construc- 
tion was  extended  and  expanded  to  help  the 
aged,  ehronicslly  Ul,  snd  physically  disabled. 

A  broader  program  of  voc^ttional  rehabili- 
tation authoriaed. 
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TtM  SSd  Congreas  and  the  cieeutlve  de- 
ytxa^nt  Mimo  combined  to  develop  and 
adopt  a  program  of  improvements  for  ths 
**^H  ww'lu*  system  that  eonsUtutes  a 
Bisrkad  sdvance  In  the  benefita  received  by 
Ooveramont  employees. 

For  the  first  time  in  history,  group-life  In- 
surance and  unemployment  compensation 
benefits  similar  to  those  enjoyed  by  woricers 
In  private  Industry  were  provided  most  Fed- 
wml  employees  under  the  terms  of  two  con- 
greaslonal  acts.  Longevltyi-pay  Increases 
were  authorized  for  the  civil  service  scale  ex- 
cept In  the  three  highest  classified  service 
grades.  An  equltoble  system  for  ovsrtlms 
psy  wss  established  in  the  executive  depart- 
ments. 

The  Republican  administration  Uberallaed 
incentive  award  programs  and  made  them 
appUeable  to  all  employees.  Arbitrary  re- 
strictions upon  the  accumulation  of  annual 
leave  were  repealed.  Restrictions  on  perma- 
nent promotions  and  reinstatements  of  for- 
mer career  employees  were  removed  and  the 
ststutory  limit  on  the  number  of  employees 
tothe  executive  branch  was  adjusted  to  meet 
preeent-day  needs. 

vrrxBAics 
In  the  field  of  veterans'  legislation,  the 
Republican  Congress  approved  a  5-percent 
increase  in  pensions  for  veterans  of  all  wars 
snd  their  widows  and  other  dependenta. 
The  fund  for  buUdlng  veterans'  hoapltals  was 
iacreMMeO.  to  a  record  high  and  construction 
speeded.  Financing  of  homes  and  farms  for 
veterans  was  msde  easier.  Korean  veterans 
were  given  the  same  benefits  and  preference* 
as  World  War  U  veterans.  The  system  of 
veterans'  life  insurance  was  simplified.  The 
Veterans'  Administration  Itself  wss  zecr- 
ganlasd  for  greater  aorice. 

CIVIL  XIGHTS 

R^ubUcans  vlgcn^usly  pushed  civil  and 
poUtical  rlghta.  The  administration's  At- 
torney General  argued  strongly  for  the  Su- 
preme Court  decision  ending  segregation  In 
the  public  schools.  Discrimination  csme  to 
an  end  in  the  armed  aervlces.  veterans'  pro- 
grams, and  in  the  awarding  of  Ckjvemment 
contracts.  Negroes  were  appointed  to  more 
high  political  and  civil  service  posts  than 
ever  before. 

oosacxnnsic 

After  ao  yesrs  of  stubborn  minority  effort, 
BepubUcans  obtained  the  position  within 
the  Oovernment  in  1963  from  which  they 
could  really  grapple  with  the  Commtmlst 
Issue.  Frilow  travelers  in  the  Government 
are  no  longer  protected.  The  net  result  Is 
this:  St  last  governmental  machinery  for 
dealing  with  the  threat  has  been  designed, 
set  up.  and  put  into  vigorous  action.  The 
United  States  Is  now  the  only  country  in 
the  free  warM  equipped  to  do  this  Job  snd 
do  It  with  due  regard  tot  the  Constitution 
and  the  Bill  of  Rlghta.  It  is  a  Republican 
triumph  of  the  first  magnitude. 

The  President  has  established  new  security 
regulations  that  are  fair,  honest,  snd  written 
In  language  anybody  can  undnstand.  Ths 
new  Internal  Security  Division  In  the  De- 
psrtment  of  Justice  was  organized  to  give 
exclusive  attention  to  vigorous  prosecution 
of  antlsubverslve  laws.  Commxinist  lead- 
ers have  been  convicted  and  Jailed.  Subver- 
sive aliens  have  been  depc»ted.  Security 
risks  have  been  weeded  out  of  Federal  em- 
ployntent.  Labor  unions  have  been  given 
weapons  to  protect  themselves  sgalost  Com- 
munist inroads.  In  short.  Republicans  take 
scrtouBly  the  Mea  this  is  a  free  country  and 
that  Amerkisais  do  not  propose  to  surrender 
their  freedom. 

A  serteaof  sight  measmas  cnaeted  by  Con- 
gress strengthens  the  hand  of  the  Executive 
in  combating  the  Communist  conspiracy  la 
this  country.    These  laws  provide  for — 


No.  1.  Outlawing  the  Communist  Party 
and  determining  the  Identity  of  seriate 
Conununlst-inflltratsd  organizations. 

No.  a.  Making  It  possible  to  grant  immu- 
nity to  witnesses  tesUfytng  before  congres- 
sional committees.  Under  this  mc^nue  sub- 
versives will  no  longer  find  an  easy  refiige  in 
the  fifth  amendment.  FartbsraKve.  wit- 
nesses, who  otherwise  might  be  perfectly 
wUllng  to  testify  but  who  dread  penalties. 
are  now  encouraged  to  give  svldsnes  that 
will  throw  additional  Ught  on  the  consolr- 
acy. 

No.  8.  Imposing  heavier  penalties  for  oen- 
ceaUng  persons  from  arrest.  Only  light  p«i- 
altles  could  be  imposed  upon  the  four  Oom- 
munlsts  who  concealed  Robert  Thompson  la 
the  Sierra  Mountains  fo^  months  before  «*r^ 
FBI  ran  him  to  ground.  Thompaon  was  1 
of  the  11  Communist  leaders  convicted  tat 
1949  In  the  first  Smith  Act  trial.  Under 
the  new  measure  much  stiffer  penalties  ^^^n 
be  imposed  for  harboring  fugitives. 

No.  4.  Imposing  heavier  penaltica  on  ball 
Jumpers.  The  genesis  of  this  measure  WM 
the  Oerhart  Xlsler  esse.  Elsler.  a  top 
Communist  sgent,  escaped  from  New  Yor* 
on  the  Polish  ship  fiatory  after  he  had  tmsn 
indicted  for  passport  violation. 

No.  6.  Denial  of  a  Government  peiMkm  or 
retirement  benefits  to  any  Qovemlnent  em- 
ployee convicted  of  a  felony.  This  mnssura 
Is  known  as  the  Alger  Hiss  bill. 

No.  6.  Revocation  of  cltlaenshlp  of  persona 
convicted  under  the  Smith  Act  of  engaging 
*"  ^'^•■on.  Joining  a  movement  to  overthrow 
the  Government  by  force  and  violenee.  or 
plotting  against  the  Government. 

No.  7.  Making  peacetfane  spying  a  cairftal 
offenae.  Including  the  deatn  penalty.  Tlks 
lo-year  statute  of  limitations  on  peacettnas 
espionage  was  removed. 

No.  8.  Requiring  all  printing  presses  aD4 
other  processing  equipment  owned,  eon- 
trolled,  or  used  by  Ootnaranlsts  to  bs  lea- 
Istered  with  the  Attorney  General. 

Howssi  1  nr  oovxsincxirr 
The  Republlcsn  Congress  and  the  Eisen- 
hower administration  worked  together  to 
clean  up  the  mess  inherited  from  the  TTu- 
man  administration.  Honesty  and  Intecrlty 
In  the  Federal  Government  have  been  re- 
stored. Crooks  and  graftars  hsve  been  ousted 
from  Federal  ofllce.  Several  hundred  tag 
evasion  esses  have  been  referred  for  ivaee- 
cutlon— esses  which  were  hidden  In  desk 
drawers  during  the  previous  administra- 
tion. Some  of  these  cases  Involved  tax  ex- 
emption of  racketeers  and  iinderworld  char- 
acters who  had  contributed  to  the  previous 
administration's  campaigns.  A  total  of  3SS 
Internal  Revenue  ofllelals  have  been  sepa- 
rated from  their  positions  and  80  wer« 
convicted  in  1053  alone.  Nine  hlgh-plaoed 
individuals  were  indicted  In  a  crocked  sur- 
plus ship  deal.  All  pardons  are  now  ?«Mt 
public.  Both  the  Congress  and  executive 
department  uncovered  Irregularities  »«il 
windfall  profits  in  FBA-lnsured  honslnK 
project  loan 
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or 

HON.  GEORGE  H.  BENDER 

OV  OHIO 

IN  TBE  HOUSE  OP  REPRBKMTATITXB 

Friday,  Auffugt  20, 1954 

Mr.  BPa^nKR.  Mr.  Speaker,  what  was 
that  those  "eziwrts"*  were  ■eyiBg  aboul 
the  weakness  of  Chianc  K&i-efaek's  Flor* 
mosa  forces? 


•Synonym  for  Demoersts. 
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m  m  8m ATS  of  tbb  unriui  statss 
FrUaif,  August  29. 1954 

Mr.  UUHSfT.  Ux.  President.  I  adc 
nnirfiw  oonaent  to  bave  printed  ta 
the  ViMoomm  mj  leport  to  tbe  people  of 
South  Dakote  regarding  tbe  eehieTe- 
meati  of  tiie  onrxent  aeeslon  <rf  tiie  SSd 
Owigw  ftod  its  ^eot  on  tbe  State  cA 
SouOiDakota. 

Tbere  being  no  objection,  tbe  report 
wae  ordered  to  be  printed  In  tbe  Ricobo, 
u  foUom: 


fh*  MUl  of  aaothflr  mhIoii  of 
OrmgrMi,  X  vant  to  foUofw  my  euBtom  of 
malrtng  •  report  to  the  paopl*  of  Sooth 
Dakota  eonoamlng  annc  of  tbe  aditevamMitc 
of  apaclal  Intareat  to  ova  State  wbldi  bave 
takan  plaoa  during  tbe  currant  iwaldii  of 


In  a  way,  this  has  bean  an  tmmoal  aaaalon 
of  Ctmggmm  In  Uiat  tt  Is  only  tbe  eecond 
B^pvUlean  Oon^vae  to  elt  In  Waablngton 
sine*  1080  at  wbleb  time  tbe  BepnMleans 
lost  control  of  Congreas  to  tbe  opposition 
party  midway  in  tbe  administration  of 
PresMant  Boevar.  In  addition,  tbls  session 
or  Cniigtiss  bas  been  tbe  first  BepubUcsn 
OoBsreas  to  iisis  under  a  Republican  Pree- 
idmt  for  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  century.  Thus 
a  report  on  Ita  actlTltles  and  accompllBh- 
mcnts  la  aoBiathlng  of  mora  thasi  normal 
interest  to  all  Amerieaas. 

If  Z  wers  esked  to  select  a  single  word  to 
cbaraeterlae  tbe  xeeord  of  tbls  88d  Oon- 
greaa— tbia  Republican  Congress  working  to- 
gether with  President  Dwlght  D.  Baen- 
hower — ^Z  would  select  the  term  "actlTe."  It 
bas  been  one  of  ttie  most  active  aessions 
of  Congress  and  one  passing  more  legisla- 
tion of  direct  benefit  to  more  people  tban 
any  to  convene  in  Waslilngton  since  tbe  turn 
of  the  eentinry. 

Very  definitely  It  has  been  a  "do-some- 
tblng**  bard  working  Constructive  session 
of  Congress.  Credit  for  Its  remarkable  rec- 
ord of  achievement  must  go  to  both  Demo- 
cratie  and  Republican  Members  of  Congress 
Blnca  tbe  margin  of  majority  in  both  Housea 
was  ao  dander  that  It  took  bipartisan  sup- 
port by  both  Democrats  and  Republicans  to 
pass  virtually  every  item  on  our  agenda  of 
achievement.  In  freely  extending  these 
wwds  of  commendation  to  our  Democratic 
coneaguei.  I  do  not  detract  one  lota  from 
the  greet  credit  due  President  Baenhower, 
himself,  and  to  Speaker  Mastim  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  to  Majority  X.eader 
Khowlakd  of  tbe  United  SUtes  Senate.  In- 
deed, in  tills  great  record  of  achievement 
there  is  credit  enough  for  alL 

It  can  hooesUy  be  reported  to  the  good 
folks  ot  South  Dakota  that  this  SSd  Con- 
gress was  in  a  very  true  sense  "a.  peoples' 
Congrses."  No  one  segment  of  our  econ- 
omy, no  one  eeotlon  of  tbe  •  country,  no 
one  political  party,  and  no  one  class  or  group 
such  aa  labor,  agriculture,  industry,  small 
burtneas.  or  the  profeaalfons  was  singled  out 
for  spadal  treatment  or  favored  considera- 
tions. Under  tbe  leadership  of  that  great 
Amarlcan  whom  miUtona  of  our  dtlaens  call 
"Ike."  tbls  Congrees  kept  its  eye  on  the  gen- 
eral walfara  of  aU  tbe  people  and  Its  record 
olaarly  daoionatratas  tliat,its  goal  wna  in  fact 
"a  fair  dMaos  for  a  free  peofde"  rather  tban 
favors  for  sane  and  penaltlee  for  others. 

Of  oourso,  the  greateat  aebicvamant  of  the 
first  ao  months  of  the  ■tamhower  adminis- 
tration was  one  for  which  Congress  cannot 


akm*  claim  credit.  X  refer,  naturally,  to  the 
eadiag  at  tta  Korean  war  and  tbe  4evelop- 
m«Dt  of  foreign  iMUeiaa  which  bave  helped 
bring  to  all  taie  worM  tbe  global  p«|aoe  for 
wbldk  aU  oC  us.  ragaxdlass  at  party,  iwive  for 
ao  long  hoped  and  prayed.  Had  Peaaldent 
Elsenhower  done  nothing  else  than  to  pro- 
vide tbe  needed  world  leadership  t*  t^lng 
ordsr  out  of  chaoa.  to  present  a  firm  front 
against  Cotnnwinlst  aggression,  to  put<  an  end 
to  the  blood  letting  in  Korea,  and  |o  start 
tba  welcome  homeward  trek  of  American 
boys  In  uniform  from  far-fiung  battle  lines  to 
their  hunea  on  'the  farms  and  in  thf  towns 
and  eitlsa  of  America  be  would  go  clown  In 
history  as  a  Preaident  of  remarkable  achleve- 
ukent. 

Not  since  the  opening  days  of  World  War 
n.  bave  we  bad  actual  world  peace  until  the 
ending  of  the  Korean  war  followed  by  the 
peace  settlement  in  Indochina  brought  to 
people  everywhere  tbe  blessings  of  peace  and 
tbe  proepect  for  crderly  world  affairs. ,  While 
the  menace  of  imperialistic,  warlike,  end  ag- 
greesive  communism  still  haunts  the  world 
the  fact  that  for  the  first  time  for  a  quarter 
d  a  century  it  can  be  reported  In  AiKust  of 
1964  that  no  armies  anjrwbere  are  sbootlng 
and  killing  tbe  defenders  of  another  coun- 
try iB  Indeed  most  encouraging  evidence  of 
the  accomplishments  of  President  Elsen- 
hower and  Secretary  Dulles  In  world  leader- 
ship. TlM  Implementation  of  these  foreign 
policies  by  congressional  resolutions,  by  ap- 
propriations, and  by  legislative  acta  ranks 
high  among  the  achievements  also  of  this 
SSd  Congress. 

Turning  to  specific  accomplishments  which 
should  be  brought  to  tbe  attention  of  J^meri- 
cans  everjrwbere.  Mr.  President,  permit  me 
now  to  list  in  seiwrate  sections  soma  of  the 
achievements  of  this  Republican  83d  Con- 
gress and  the  Elsenhower  admlnietratlon 
which  are  of  special  Interest  to  the  great 
farm  State  of  South  Dakota: 

Indicative  of  tbe  validity  of  using  tbe 
term  "action"  as  tbe  best  word  In  tUe  Eng- 
lish language  to  describe  the  record  of  the 
SSd  Congress  Is  the  fact  for  example  that  on 
four  separate  fronts  this  session  of  CCngress 
took  action  on  problems  on  which  earlier 
sessions  of  Congress  have  done  nothing  but 
talk  for  many,  many  years.  For  over  aO  years. 
Congresses  bsve  talked  and  Presidents  have 
proclaimed  about  the  desirability  of  bblldlng 
the  St.  Lawrencf!  Seaway  which  ultimately 
will  make  a  salt-water  port  of  Dulutb,  Minn., 
and  greatly  reduce  transportation  raltes  for 
heavy  freight  moving  In  and  out  of  South 
Dakota.  However  no  Congressional  action 
ever  materialized  until  this  year  whan  with 
Elsenhower's  lu-ging  from  the  White  House 
and  Members  of  Congress  working  'Vsn  tbe 
HUl"  tbe  legislation  authorizing  the  build- 
ing of  the  great  seaway  finally  and  firmly  be- 
came law. 

Likewise  with  i^axes.  This  session  ef  Con. 
gresB  passed  the  ilrst  major  tax-reform  legis- 
lation In  75  years.  Others  had  talked  of  tbe 
need  of  simplifying  income-tax  retirns,  of 
giving  taz^  credits  to  farmers  and  small- busi- 
ness men  on  tbe  name  basis  as  have  long  been 
enjoyed  by  large  industries  and  corporations, 
and  of  extending  other  credits  and  consider- 
ations to  hard  pressed  taxpayers  all  along 
the  line.  Again,  the  tax  reform  proposals 
never  got  beyond  the  talking  stage  uQtll  the 
83d  Congress  under  the  leadership  of  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  George  Humphrey  actu- 
ally went  to  work  developing  the  correctives. 
As  a  result,  taxx>ayer8  paying  taxes  to  1956 
will  be  l>oth  surprised  and  gratified  Iby  the 
many  new  concessions  and  reductiotis  ac- 
corded them.  In  addition,  new  studies  are 
already  underway  for  the  purpose  of  adding 
still  more  correctives  and  concessions  In  the 
next  session  of  Congress.  All  of  tUs  was 
made  poesitote.  of  course,  only  because  of  the 
vigorous  economy  program  of  President 
Eisenhower's  administration  and  the  sharp 
decreases  in  Federal  expenditures  both  at 
home  and  abroad.    For  example,  we  already 


have  more  than  246,000  fewer  entployeee  on 
the  federal  payroll  than  whenj  President 
Elsenhower  took  ofllce. 

Highways  are  as  essential  to  the  growth 
and  development  of  farm  and  ionuntinlty 
opportunities,  today,  as  railroad!  were  100 
years  ago.  Hence,  this  Congress  devoted  it- 
self to  that  problem  and  as  a  result  tbe  larg- 
est highway  buildmg  program  in  American 
history  was  voted  by  Congress  and  signed  l»y 
President  Elsenhower.  Special  emphasis  waa 
placed  on  farm-to-nuurket  roads  as  waa 
right  and  proper.  In  addition.  President 
Elsenhower  has  recently  announood  advoeaey 
of  a  still  larger  and  more  eztenslfe  program 
of  Improving  the  Nation's  highways.  As 
every  American  shares  in  the  increased  safe- 
ty and  convenience  of  motoring  and  the 
availability  of  roads  leading  to  market,  this 
is  a  national  program  of  direct  benefit  to 
every   American   citizen. 

Tbe  fourth  Important  action  Area  of  tbe 
83d  Congress  as  contrasted  with  tbe  talka- 
tive pattern  of  earlier  Congresses  was  tbe 
legislation  establishing  a  West  POint  of  tbe 
air  In  the  form  of  a  new  nation^  Academy 
to  train  young  men  for  flight  ^duty  with 
America's  growing  Air  Force.  This  hss  Iwen 
talked  about  by  many  Congresses '  as  our  na- 
tional defense  bas  come  to  rely  increasingly 
upon  aviation  and  Its  associated  activities. 
Not  until  President  Elsenhower  and  the  Re- 
publican 83d  Congresa  came  along,  however, 
was  action  secured.  Like  West  Point  and 
Annapolis,  this  new  National  Air  Academy 
will  be  something  of  which  all  Americans 
can  take  pride  and  training  in  .;which  will 
be  something  to  which  many  yoUng  Ameri- 
cans can  confidently  aspire. 

AOKicm.Ttras 

Speaking  as  a  memlier  of  the  Senate  Cmn- 
mlttee  on  Agriculture,  Mr.  President,  and  as 
a  South  Dakotan  representing  one  of  the 
great  agriculture  States  of  tbe  Cplon.  I  am 
convinced  that  agrlcultiire  Is  America's  basic 
industry.  Tbe  success  of  farming  underlies 
the  prosperity  of  our  entire  eqonomy.  I 
think  It  is  correct  to  say.  "As  the  prosperity 
of  agriculture  goes,  so  goes  the .  prosperity 
of  pur  entire  Nation." 

I  was  personally  disappointed  .that  Con- 
gress by  a  narrow  majority  adoptfV  a  price- 
support  range  of  crop  loans  runtnmg  from 
82 '^  to  90  percent  of  parity  for  the  8  basic 
crops  in  place  of  the  stralght-across-tbe- 
board.  90-percent  price-support  loans  which 
I  advocated  and  which  have  been  in  effect 
for  some  time.  I  was  one  of  thoee  who 
worked  and  talked  and  fought  suid  voted 
for  an  extension  of  the  90-perqent  {n-ioe- 
support  formula. 

In  fact,  it  was  my  vote  as  a  member  ot 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Porratry  which  gave  us  the  8  to  T  majority 
in  committee  to  report  out  favorably  the 
90-percent  price-support  extension  provi- 
sions.    I  was  also  a  member  of  the  group 

writing  the  strong  committee  report  favor- 
ing the  continuance  of  90-percent  price  sup- 
ports on  the  basic  farm  commodltlM  of  corn. 
wheat,  rice,  tobacco,  peanuts,  abd  cotton. 
However,  on  the  Senate  floor  we  fell  abort 
by  6  votes  of  having  sufllclent  lupport  to 
have  our  committee  bill  adopted  and  those 
favoring  a  sliding  range  running  from  83  V^ 
to  90  percent  of  parity  defeated  us  by  a  nar- 
row margin  of  votes. 

The  final  action  by  Congress  was  secured 
by  bipartisan  action  by  those  representing 
areas  on  the  west  and  east  coaets  aM  by 
those  representing  city  constituents.  Tbere 
was  much  crossing  of  party  Unes  and  on  both 
the  Democratic  and  Republican  aide  of  the 
center  aisle  were  found  active  proponents 
as  well  as  vigorous  opponents  of  the  90-per- 
cent provisions.  As  Newsweek  reported  the 
farm  vote,  "It  cut  party  lines  Into  ribbons." 

The  determinmg  factor  was  the  area  of 
the  country  from  which  a  Senator  or  Rep- 
resentative came  rather  than  the  political 
party  to  which  he  belonged.     Actually  the 
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strongest  and  mosC  effeetiv*  opponents  at 
our  eo-peroeBt  prlee-eiqipart  position  were 
a  Danoorata  and  1  Riipubliean:  Senator 
CLurr  AwDnaoM.  New  Maxleo.  Democntt; 
Senator  BpaaoiaBo  Hocxand.  Plorlda.  Demo- 
crat; and  Senator  Gaoatx  Aikxiv,  Vermont, 
RepubUcan.  Thia  80-eai:ed  big  three  of  our 
Senate  Agriculture  OomnUttee  have  long  led 
the  fight  for  so-called  flexible  price  sup- 
ports. 

On  tbe  other  band,  tbe  strongest  and 
most  effective  supporten  of  the  90  percent 
price  support  extension  were  also  recruited 
from  both  poUtical  part  es.  They  Included 
Senator  Miltow  Toxtwo,  of  North  Dalcota. 
Senator  Bt  Tsrwm.  of  Minnesota,  both  Re- 
publicans; and  Senator  Huesar  Hxntrmrt. 
of  Minnesota,  and  Senatv  Aixxn  ELiMMon. 
of  Louisiana,  both  Democrats.  AU  an 
members  of  our  Senate  Agricultural  Com- 
mittee. In  that  capacity.  I  was  happy  to 
Join  with  the  foragolng  fienators  and  others 
of  my  coUeagues  in  wsjing  tbe  liest  flght 
we  could  to  support  tte  extension  of  90 
percent  price  supports  im  our  basic  farm 
commodities. 

As  I  stated  immediately  after  the  Senate 
vote,  a  single  defeat  on  u  single  vote  is  not 
going  to  end  tbe  battlo  for  farm  parity 
That  flght  shall  and  wlU  go  on.  We  arc 
already  at  work  planning  amendments  to 
be  introduced  in  the  next  session  of  Con- 
grees to  move  toward  tte  goal  of  sectirlng 
for  every  farmer  in  America  tbe  full  parity 
Income  to  which  he  is  entitled. 

While  our  eflTorts  in  tills  session  did  not 
result  in  a  total  victory  neither  were  they 
marked  by  total  defeat.  Tbe  Anderw>n- 
Alken-HoUand  group  bi^  favored  sUdlng 
price  supports  ranging  from  75  percent  at 
parity  to  90  percent.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  Young-Thye-Humphrey-Ellender-lfundt 
group  had  votes  enough  to  defeat  that  pro- 
posal. Hence,  in  last-mLiutc  strategy  those 
opposing  tbe  80  percent  price  supports  ex- 
tension modmed  tbelr  position  and  moved 
to  raise  their  price  support  proposal  upward 
so  that  the  bottom  le^el  would  be  S2>'^ 
percent  rather  than  75  percent  of  parity. 
By  this  strategy  they  ]>lcked  up  enough 
additional  votes  to  defeit  our  straight  90 
percent  proposal  but  tJie  compromise  of 
course  means  thst  price  supports  on  basics 
must  be  set  St  82^  penent  or  higher  and 
that  they  cannot  drop  below  that  halfway 
point  between  75  and  90.  While  we  did  not 
get  ail  we  fought  for  tbls  will  give  us  tbe 
highest  price  supports  Ie  peacetime  Ameri- 
can history. 

There  is  another  element  of  real  hope 
for  the  futtire  of  farmlrg  in  the  big  Sen- 
ate debate  on  agricultiire  and  the  final 
action  that  was  taken.  Advocates  both  of 
the  sliding  scale  ranging  from  82^  to  90 
percent  and  of  the  straight  90  percent  price 
support  extension  on  th«-  e  basic  commod- 
ities (of  which  only  co-n  and  wheat  ar« 
produced  in  South  Dalota)  publicly  ex- 
pressed their  desire  and  'ieterminatlon  that 
farmers  should  receive  fun  parity  moome. 
That  means  that  while  the  price  of  any 
single  commodity  might  range  below  parity 
the  prices  of  other  commodltlee  must  be 
enough  above  parity  so  ^hat  the  whole  in- 
come picture  of  tbe  farmer  should  attain 
100  percent  parity  with  that  of  bis  city 
cousins  working  in  IndJstry  or  operaUng 
Industrial  enterprises.  It;  Is  encouraging  to 
realize  that  the  fight  for  parity  baa  at  least 
been  won  to  the  extant  that  Senators  and 
Representatives  fran  aC  farming  seetionB 
of  the  country  now  advocate  tbe  dcslrablUty 
of  developing  programs  designed  to  give  tbe 
farm  family  fuU  parity. 

The  dispute  and  tbe  an^nnent  Is  an  about 
methods.  Some  argue  that  flexible  supporto 
for  the  iMsics  with  other  programs  designed 
t.->  help  producers  ot  tbe  noobasle  farm 
products  WlU  more  quickly  give  the  farmer 
100  percent  parity  Income  for  his  full  farm 
operation  than  wlU  a  program  of  90  percent 
straight-out    price    supports    for    the    basic 
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eommodlttaa.    8bies  Oito  ttiaorr  te  bow  to 
be  given  an  opportunity  to  taet  itacAf  In 
actual  praetiea   (between  tbe  prtoe  imngee 
of   aa^    to  90   percent).   I   natm-ally   hope 
that  it  WlU  work  and  that  as  a  restUt  farmars 
can  start  receiving  a  fair  price  for  a  fuU 
crop  witbout  tbe  neoeasity  of  curtailing  pro- 
duction and  of  having  many  acres  of  their 
farm   tract   lying   idle    m    each   crop   ye«r. 
Obviously,  even  100  percent  price  supports 
for  wheat,  for  example.  wlU  not  provide  a 
farmer  with  full  parity  income  if  he  is  re- 
quired to  leave  from  ao  to  40  percent  of  bis 
wheat  acres  lying  unproductive  every  year. 
At  best,  such  a  100-percent  price-support 
program  would  result  In  a  "parity  income" 
for  that  farmer  of  from  only  80  to  60  per- 
sent  Insofsr  as  bis  whest  acreage   is  con- 
cerned.   What  is  needed  is  a  program  to  pro- 
duce   100   percent   parity   Income   from    the 
farm — and   that   will   require   that  all   of   a 
farmer's  acres  contribute  to  his  Income  and 
that  all  of  his  products  sell  at  nricee  which 
will  average  out  at  parity.     It  remains  my 
personal  conviction,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
program  of  00  percent  price  supports  which 
I  supported  is  best  designated  to  produce  this 
result  until  we  can  evolve  and  legislate  some 
better  formula  for  farm  prosperity.     How- 
ever, if  the  revised  program  will  do  the  Job. 
I  shall  i>e  among  the  first  to  salute  it.     If 
it  does  not  do  the  Job.  however,  I  shall  re- 
main among  those  insisting  that  we  replace 
it  with  a  program  which  will  result  in  our 
farmers  receiving  the  100  percent  parity  in- 
come they  deserve.    As  a  member  of  the  very 
important  Senate  Committee  ori  Agrlcultme 
and   Forestry.   I  pledge   myself  to   this    as- 
sHmment.     The  fight  for  parity  wlU  go  on 
until  its  objectives  are  achieved. 

Quite  apart  from  the  big  debate  over  the 
best  method  to  employ  to  assure  our  farmers 
of  parity  Income,  this  83d  Congress  has  taken 
some  yvrj  Important  and  noteworthy  steps 
to  benefit  tbe  American  farmer.  In  fact, 
except  for  tbe  change  in  tbe  parity-produc- 
ing formula,  I  would  label  this  Congress  one 
of  AmertcalB  best  insofar  as  producing  help- 
ful results  for  our  farmers  is  concerned. 

Let  me  list  here,  sir,  a  few  of  these  help- 
ful steps  which  this  Congress  and  President 
Eisenhower  have  taken  during  the  past  30 
months  which  are  certain  to  make  farm- 
ing more  attractive  and  more  profitable. 
Of  special  note  are  several  actions  by  Con- 
gress enabling  tbe  farmer  to  keep  on  tbe 
farm  more  of  tbe  income  which  he  rec^ves 
for  bis  labors  and  his  products.  After  all. 
stay-on-the-farm  income  for  the  farmer  is 
all  that  actually  counts.  Whenever  the  tax 
collector  or  the  manufacturer  takes  from  tbe 
farmer  an  undue  am<nint  of  what  be  gets 
for  his  products,  he  Is  decreasmg  tbe  farm- 
er's stay-on-tbe-farm  income  and  depriring 
him  of  money  he  needs  to  supp<nt  and  edu- 
cate his  family.  Our  farmers  are  not  simply 
Interested  in  liandling  a  lot  of  money — what 
they  want  and  need  la  a  program  of  eoonoxnle 
life  which  will  enable  them  to  keep  on  the 
farm  and  in  their  family  bank  account  the 
money  required  to  prosper  and  to  get  ahead. 
Tbls  Congress  bas  moved  rapidly  and  far 
In  tbe  direction  of  enabling  the  Nation's 
farmers  to  retain  for  themselves  mote  of  tbe 
money  that  they  take  In. 

aoMK  ncKSTAMT  arxw  ainaFiia  roe  raaMcu 
Indtidad  in  tbe  new  farm  bill,  for  example, 
are  many  features  ot  which  South  Dakota 
farmers  fensrally  arc  certain  to  tpprart  once 
tbey  learn  all  tbe  details.  Let  me  list  some 
or  them  here:  (1)  Wool  is  an  important  prod- 
uct in  South  Dakota — tills  new  bill  for  tbe 
first  time  provides  price  supporta  for  wall  up 
to  110  percent  of  parity  in  an  all-out  effort  to 
incrsipae  American  wool  production  and  to 
make  wodlgrowlng  attractive  and  profitable. 
(3)  AgrleuItTval  statuses  have  been  placed 
In  a  setaside  category  to  the  time  of  $2% 
Mllioo  in  surpltasa.  Henceforth  they  will 
not  be  flgiured  te  acreage  allotmenta,  in  parity 
formula,  or  in  determining  price  supports. 


for  use  ta   „_ 

in  famine  nUaf .  for  f  oralga  aid. 
(or  adiool-lanck  p-iigi^MiT  droi^^bt  raUef  la 
tbe  united  Stataa  at  Amsrtea.  aad  for  chati- 
tabto  instituUmia  aad  undsrtaktngs.     (S> 
South  Dakota  f  armeta  and  others  practldag 
summer  fallowing  will  ba  grattftod  to  learn 
that  the  new  farm  blU  makaa  spedal  proel-' 
slons  for  tbem  by  providing  ."bonus  aeras" 
to  be  planted  to  wheat  m  eomparad  with 
areas  where  summer  tallowing  la  now  rMU- 
larly  practiced.    (4)  To  fxnrthsr  assist  sboU 
fanners  next  year  "~'»»»"ml  aeiaa  wtU  ba 
redistributed  within  the  county  to  faraera 
with   tbe  smallest  tracts  and  farmtnc  ttaa 
smaller  farms.     (5)  Tbe  new  farm  bill  also 
for  the  ftast  time  sets  up  "oomnMretel  wheat 
areas"  which  will  mean  great  benefits  for 
South  Dakota  wheat  producers  since  It  takse 
out  of  tbe  wheat  picture  altogether  thnae 
areas    of    the    country    raising    only    small 
patches  of  wheat  for  domestic  feed  purpoaaa. 
As  I  stated  earlier,  I  did  not  vote  for  this 
new  farm  bill  becauae  I  am  dedicated  to  tba 
extension  of  90-peroent  price  supports  fcr 
our  basic  eommoditles  vmtU  such  tima  aa  Z 
am  convinced  a  better  farm  jntigram  Is  avail* 
able.     I  shall  continue  my  fight  for  prity 
for  the  American  farmer  la  the  next  .Con- 
gress.   It  is.  however,  only  fair  to  point  out 
that  the  five  factors  m  the  new  farm  Mil 
which  I  have  mentioned  above  are  iaapCrtant 
steps  in  tbe  direcUon  of  dcvek>plng  perma- 
nent farm  prosperity  and  in  providing  oon- 
diUons  which  wiU  help  our  farmen  achiava 
the  full  parity  which  they  dsaerve  and  te- 
qulre.    They  are  indeed  five  important  steps 
in  the  right  direction,  and  as  a  intomKfT  of 
the   Senate   Committee   on  Agriculture   ■mi 
Forestry  I  voted  for  all  of  them  in  committee 
and.  in  fact,  helped  to  develop  and  writs 
some  of  them  which  are  at  special  impcrtanoc 
to  South  Dakota. 


In  addition,  our  American  fanners  lutva 
received  sUU  other  direct  benefits  from  the 
Eisenhower  administration  and  from  thia  B«> 
pubUcan  SSd  Congress.  As  tbe  full  ptogram 
of  Congress  is  carefully  studied  and  under- 
stood. It  WlU  be  reaUaed  that  a  great  deal 
bas  been  accompllabed  in  providing  our  farm- 
ers with  that  cberiahed  goal  of  "peace  with 
prosperity"  and  "progress  with  freedom." 

In  fact,  from  tbe  standpoint  ot  "stay-on- 
tbe-farm-tnoome"— and  I  repeat,  that  la  tbe 
income  which  really  counts  and  whtdi  actu- 
ally helps  the  farmer — this  Republican  esd 
Congrees  lias  granted  conceasioiM  and  estab- 
lished rights  for  the  American  farmer  which 
he  baa  never  before  had.  I  am  mighty  happy 
to  bave  been  among  tbnsc  supporting  tdtMaa 
new  "assists"  which  are  going  to  maaa  ao 
moch  to  American  agriculture. 

Permit  me  to  list  some  of  these  new  farm 
benefiu  at  this  point:  (1)  The  new  tag 
reduction  bill  for  the  first  time  gives  the 
farmczs  of  America  tbe  rights  and  privllagea 
to  depredate  the  farm  machinery  and  equip- 
ment which  tbey  buy  aa  tbe  same  faat  d*> 
preciatlon  rate  for  tax  purpoeea  that  tba 
E>emocratic  Congressee  have  for  the  past  sev- 
eral years  provided  to  the  large  corporatlofis 
producing  farm  machinery,  equipment,  knd 
supplies.  To  farmers  purchasing  large  «iq>- 
plies  of  equipment,  this  can  save  tlie  avsrays 
fanner  many  bimdreds  of  dollars  and  wnf. 
alone,  more  than  compenaate  for  a  few  oenta 
per  busbel  less  inooms  which  paaoetlma 
prices  may  bring  In  as  against  the  big»Hrr 
prices  always  accompanying  a  bloody  war. 
(2)  Also.  I  am  the  author  at  an  amendment 
which  passed  tbe  Congress  enabling  farmers 
to  deduct  from  taxes  the  cost  of  replacement 
animals  which  tbey  must  buy  to  eompenaata 
for  animals  which  sre  condemned  and  muM 
be  sold  because  at  epidemic  ajitiwt  iHsfiasTgi 
(S)  The  new  Republican  tax  measure  odo- 
talna  another  even  more  Important  tax  ooa« 
cession  for  the  American  farmer.  Now  for 
tbe  first  time  when  be  pays  hie  tans  the 
farmer  can  deduct  tbe  money  l;e  haa  apaut 
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to  ft  MH  tS  pvemt  oC  bH  toftal  faim  f 
Tbvi  naajr  oon«miim-aKliidi 
«m  to*  •nabtod  to  aBCkcs  In  Mil 
eoMwiaUoa  pweticat  wteo  aould  awro  afford 
to  do  ao  ImCoko  and  hnadrada  of  doUan  will 
b*  oaad  In  lObnUdtng  their  pfoduetlw  aona 
infad  of  folag  to  tho  tax  eoUaetor. 

■Bumaiiif  pndlet  that  Xbm  eomiflatlon  of 
St.  Uranne*  Swwi^  wUl  lammm  tba 
bgr  Sooth  Dakota  f  annan  aa 
mush  aa  If  e«ita  per  bvuhal  alnoe  the  low- 
tat*  of  «h4>plog  grain  to  eaatara  tcr- 
la  ao  moeh  cheaper  than  the  hl^ 
( of  nittway  traaqMrtotlon.  Thlatopoal- 
ttv*.  i1««*«»«**  farm  aid  which  oontlniMa  In 
r,  in  good  eoonomlc  time*  or 
WhU*  DMUOcratio  Pre*kl*nt*  promiaed 
thl*  for  yeara,  they  faUwt  to  authorta*  ttiis 
aeaway.  Praddent  Blaanhower  and  the  Re- 
piMloaa  «d  Oongrea*  faithfully  kept  their 
imaiil—  and  now  the  kHsg-hoped  for  asaway 
1*  to  beoeiae  a  reaUty.  Already  there  la  talk 
of  eheaper  freight  rataa  to  Soutli  iSakota 
faruM**  a*  the  raUroada  prepare  to  meet  thla 
new  form  of  traaeportatton  competttlmi  and 
befaiv  tb*  year  ii  out  we  may  well  begin  to 
reaUae  caah  dividend*  from  thla  oonstruetlTe 
Bepnbllcan  aetkm. 

A*  OTory  fanner  know*,  there  ha*  been  a 
&tap  tn  farm  prlee*  which  began  even  bef<Mre 
the  end  of  the  Kcnrean  war  which  was 
brought  to  a  halt  by  Frealdent  Elsenhower  in 
keeping  with  hi*  campaign  promise.  For  ex- 
ample, from  1961  to  1953 — the  last  2  years 
of  the  Ttuman  admlniitration — ^farm  ivlee* 
dropped  from  118  percent  of  parity  (their 
wartime  level)  to  94  percent  of  pulty,  with 
the  war  still  raging  in  Korea.  That  w*a  a 
drop  in  the  last  2  year*  of  the  Truman  ad- 
mlnlatratlon  of  19  percent.  Since  that  time 
and  aince  Freeldent  KIsenhower  took  office, 
peace  has  replaced  war  but  the  great  drop  in 
fann  prteea  which  had  been  predicted  with 
the  oomlng  of  peace  did  not  take  place.  In- 
stead, farm  piloe*  have  dropped  from  the 
94-pcreent  level  preralling  in  the  war- 
ridden  mtmths  at  the  end  at  the  Tlrunuin 
administration  to  a  range  running  from  08 
to  88  percent,  with  an  average  of  92  percent 
of  parity  for  the  first  2  years  of  the  Bsen- 
howar  administration  during  which  time 
peace  ha*  come  not  cmly  to  America  but^to 
the  entire  world. 

Thus  evnt  in  time  of  peace  the  sharp  slide 
of  farm  prloee  starting  in  1961  has  been 
virtually  stopped  and  the  price  range  ha* 
leveled  off.  Our  next  Job,  of  couree,  1*  to 
*tart  the  trend  of  farm  price*  upward  again 
tout  this  time  we  are  determined  to  do  it 
without  war.  We  must  not  trade  our  boys 
for  bank  accounts.  Blood  money  i*  not  the 
goal  of  any  American  farmer. 

For  too  many  years  we  have  been  trying 
to  build  our  American  economy  on  borrowed 
money  and  on  bleeding  men.  President 
Bsenhower  is  determined  to  provide  peace 
with  prosparity;  progress  with  freedom;  se- 
eurity  with  solvency,  in  a  short  20  months, 
he  1*  already  making  great  etrlde*  toward 
those  goala. 

aXA  AMD  BTA 

As  a  member  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  I  am  happy  to  report  that 
the  8Sd  Congress  ha*  supplied  more  money 
for  REA  loan*  than  was  available  during  the 
past  2  years  of  the  Democratic  administra- 
tion. In  fact,  we  have  supplied  more  money 
than  the  BXA  co-ops  have  reqxilred  and  more 
than  they  have  been  able  to  use  but  I  think 
thl*  1*  wl*e  procedure  becauae  we  must  al- 
wajr*  b*  ready  for  emergencies  and  rfady  for 
such  new  developments  as  atomic  pow^'and 
the  development  of  additional  transmission 


Wnm  th*  standpoint  of  rural  telephone 
improvemant.  the  Republican  88d  Congre** 
1*  the  unchallenged  and  unchallengeable 
"champion  of  them  all."  In  fact  for  the 
Improvement  of  rural  telephone*,  the  8Sd 


Oongre**  haa  provided  more  money  fhan  all 
other  Amartcan  Congre****  combine^.  As  a 
member  of  the  Apprc^nlations  8ubco«unlttee 
providing  funds  for  RTA.  I,  personally,  made 
the  motion  to  provide  some  of  thege  extra 
funds  and  I  take  real  pride  In  the  f  set  that 
South  and  Mortih  Dakota  now  lead  the  en- 
tire Nation  in  the  rate  at  which  oUr  rural 
telephone  service  is  being  Improved.  All 
those  who  read  this  report  need  do  1*  to  talk 
with  South  Dakota  farmers  who  have  applied 
for  rural  telephone  loans  to  realize  what  a 
real  friend  the  Republican  83d  Congiress  has 
proved  to  be  to  those  desiring  modernized 
telephone  service. 

OTBaa  DivniBNOB  raoic  souko,  BONxst,  ix>tai. 

GOVERNMXNT 

I  must  admit  that  In  this  report  to  South 
Dakota  I  have  talked  mostly  about  agricul- 
ture and  about  governmental  measures  and 
policies  of  special  interest  to  farmera  That 
Is  because  South  Dakota  Is  the  moet  agri- 
cultural State  in  the  Union  and  my  main 
interest  in  the  Senate  Is  to  help  produce 
and  maintain  fiirm  prosperity.  Tbaf  Is  why 
I  priae  so  highly  my  position  on  tho  Senate 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Foreatry  and 
the  fact  that  the  subcommittees  on  which  I 
serve  as  a  member  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Appropriations  deal  mainly  with  such 
South  Dakota  matters  as  river  development, 
REA  and  RTA,  soil  conservation,  reclama- 
tion, Indian  affairs,  weed  eradication,  agri- 
cultural research,  and  similar  activities  In 
which  South  Dakotan*  have  a  special  In- 
terest. 

However,  the  Elsenhower  administration 
and  the  Bepub}lcan  83d  Congress — this  new 
Republican  teain  of  which  so  much  bes  been 
said  and  written — has  a  great  record  of 
achievement  in.  the  general  field  of  good 
government. 

Let  me  list  here,  in  qiilck  summaiy.  some 
of  the  outstanding  accompllsbmentf  which 
restilted  from  the  fact  that  In  November 
1963,  the  Amei'lcan  voters  put  an  end  to 
Trumanlsm  and  placed  in  the  White  House 
one  of  the  greatest  of  our  alltime  Ameri- 
cans— Dwlght  I).  Elsenhower,  who  is  affec- 
tionately called  Ike  by  nxllllons  of  hl>  fellow 
citizens. 

1.  The  terrible  war  in  Korea  hfts  been 
ended  and  in  the  month  of  August  peace 
was  brought  to  the  entire  world  for  the  first 
time  In  25  yeai-s  as  the  Indochina  war  was 
also  brought  to  a  close  without  the  Involve- 
ment of  America  or  the  loss  of  a  singlt  Amer- 
ican soldier. 

a.  Desplta  the  prophets  of  gloom  and  de- 
spair, we  have  raoved  from  war  into  a  peace- 
time economy  without  suffering  from  either 
a  recession  or  s  depression.  Construction  Is 
taking  place  at  an  alltime  high.  We  have 
the  highest  employment  of  any  year  in  our 
peacetime  history  with  more  men  working 
for  more  pay  than  ever  before.  That  makes 
for  a  good  marhet  and  helps  account  for  the 
record-breaking  consumption  of  sudh  farm 
producta  as  beef  and  pork. 

3.  Federal  spending  has  been  sharply  re- 
duced. We  already  have  more  than  240.000 
fewer  people  working  on  the  Federal  payroll 
than  when  Elsenhower  took  office.  Your 
Government  is  costing  you  less  so  you  can 
keep  more  of  what  you  earn  to  spend  on  your 
own  famUy  and  for  your  own  needs. 

4.  Taxes  have  been  sharply  reduced.  Near. 
ly  a  billion  dollars  a  year  have  been  cut  off 
from  the  so-called  excise  taxes  alone.  These 
are  the  Federal  sales  taxes  which  Denlocratlc 
Congress**  Imposed  and  which  are  paid  In 
part  when  you  buy  a  watch  or  a  suitcase  or 
a  ticket  to  travel  or  a  ticket  to  the  movies 
and  which  are  paid  In  part,  Indirectly,  as  they 
are  "covered  in"  on  the  cost  of  an  automo- 
bile, a  suit  of  clothes,  or  anything  else  you 
have  to  buy.  In  addition,  your  income  taxes 
were  dropped  on  an  average  of  10  percent  and 
many  special  exemptions  and  considerations 


were  given  the  so-called  Ilttl4  taxpayer. 
In  all,  $7,400,000,000  havo  booni  *aved  tb* 
Nation's  taxpayers  of  which  94.790,000,000  is 
saved  to  the  Individual  taxpayer.  I  This  ta  th* 
first  tax  reduction  bill  since  the  IBepubllean 
80th  Congress  made  a  cut  In  taxw. 

6.  Building  the  St.  Lawrence  Seavray— a 
project  which  will  save  every  South  Dakota 
citizen  money  as  he  buys  heavy  products 
shipped  in  from  the  east  and  wblch  will  In- 
crease his  Income  on  everything  he  raiae* 
and  ships  east. 

6.  Conservation  and  REA  and  RTA:  These 
vast  achievementa  I  have  previously  men- 
tioned, Mr.  President,  but  the  8$d  Congress 
has  well  been  called  the  most  cocuenratlon- 
mlnded  Congress  since  the  day!  of  Teddy 
Roosevelt.  And  our  record  on  fULl  and  RTA 
is  above  all  criticism. 

7.  Honesty  has  been  restored  to  Govern* 
ment.  Once  again  public  office  h*s  become  a 
public  trust.  Perhaps  this  can  be  demon- 
strated by  the  fact  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
In  Washington  reports  that  sine*  the  Inau- 
guration of  President  Elsenhower,  "Sales  of 
whisky  have  fallen  off  25  percent  and  the 
sale  of  alarm  clocks  has  Increased  by  85  per- 
cent in  the  District  of  Columbia.* 

8.  President  Elsenhower  pledged  himself 
to  get  the  Communists  out  of  CSovemment. 
The  statistics  show  that  since  he  took  the 
oath  of  ofllce  he  has  removed  frotn  the  Fed- 
eral payroll  3.486  security  risks  which  the 
FBI  and  other  security  agencies  reported 
would  Jeopardize  our  security  and  endanger 
our  peace  If  they  remained  in  olBoe.  All 
2,486  of  these  faithless  American*  and  Com- 
munist agents  were  placed  In  ofliee  by  either 
the  Pair  Deal  or  the  New  Deal,  but,  like 
George  Washington.  President  Elsenhower 
believes  that  "only  Americans  should  be 
placed  on  guard"  In  public  offlceL 

9.  Veterans'  benefits  anil  soctal  security 
benefits  have  been  greatly  Incretwed  under 
the  new  administration.  Bene^t*  to  our 
elderly  citizens  have  been  expand^  as  much 
as  $25  f>er  month. 

10.  Price  and  wage  controls  were  ended  by 
the  83d  Congress  so  that  markets  could  be 
reopened  for  our  farm  products  and  so  that 
worklngmen  could  again  have  a  full  and  fair 
opportunity  to  get  ahead  and  to  care  for 
their  families. 

11.  Special  attention  was  devoted  to  the 
highway  situation  In  America.  We  passed 
the  first  billion  dollar  highway  Improvement 
program  in  our  Nation's  history.  Much  of 
this  was  earmarked  for  Improvement  of 
farm-to-market  roads  and  many  millions 
of  dollars  from  this  appropriation  will  be 
utUlzed  in  South  Dakota. 

12.  Benefits  for  farmers:  Excff)t  for  the 
"no  decision"  fight  fought  over  price  sup- 
port levels,  as  I  have  previously  $tated.  this 
83d  Congress  has  compiled  a  tremendous 
record  of  tax  concessions,  conservation  aids, 
and  overall  farm  benefits  looking  to  the  per- 
manent prosperity  of  our  Amerlc$n  farmers. 
Among  other  things,  more  effective  steps 
have  been  taken  to  keep  out  oompetttlve 
farm  Imports  than  at  any  time  tn  the  past 
20  years.  No  change  was  made  in  the  price 
support  program  for  nonbaslcs  and  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  has  announced  that 
next  year  corn  will  again  be  supported  at 
SO  percent.  Thus.  In  South  Dakota,  only 
wheat  has  been  effected  by  the  new  legisla- 
tion and  it  Is  reported  that  wheat  will  be 
supported  at  $2.05  per  bushel,  t  Insist  we 
must  find  a  better  support  leve)  and  pn>- 
vlde  better  prices  for  wheat  producers  and 
I  pledge  myself  to  continue  the  fight  for 
full  parity  income  for  the  Amerlgan  farmer. 
In  the  meantime,  we  can  be  gratified  that 
our  farm  bloc  was  able  to  defeat  the  effort 
to  substitute  flexible  price  supports  ranging 
from  75  percent  to  90  percent  of,  parity  fca- 
oxir  prevailing  farm  program. 

13.  National  defense:  In  this  dangerous 
era  of  Conununist  aggression  and  of  Rus- 
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slan  imperialism,  it  1*  good  to  know  that 
President  liaenhower  ha*  brought  a  New 
Look  to  our  national  defense  establlshmenta. 
Our  defense  is  costing  us  sharply  lees  but 
our  defense*  against  acgreasion  have  been 
greatly  strengthened.  We  lead  the  world  In 
Jet  planes,  in  electronic  defense*,  and  in 
fighting  strength  In  the  air  and  on  the  sea. 
Boys  are  no  longer  belni;  drafted  frtim  their 
homes  to  fight  In  foreign  lands  and  not 
since  the  days  of  George  Washington  has  our 
Nation  had  a  leader  aii  able  as  President 
Elsenhower  to  protect  orr  peace  and  to  safe- 
guard our  national  secuilty.  Here  Is  a  Pres- 
ident who  Is  respected  at  id  admired  through- 
out the  world  and  If  clven  adequate  and 
proper  support  he  Is  Indsed.  the  world's  beat 
hope  for  peace. 

I  have  listed  only  a  few  of  the  54  significant 
achievementa  of  the  Elsfnhower  administra- 
tion and  the  8Sd  Congress  which  is  about  to 
adjourn.  The  Elsenhov/er  batting  average 
is  830  percent— a  mighty  fine  batting  aver- 
age unequal  ed  by  any  big  league  l>atter  In 
American  baseball  history.  Of  the  64  Eisen- 
hower proposals.  54  of  them  have  been  en- 
acted Into  law  by  thl*  Bepubllcan  83d  Con- 
gress. 

As  a  freshman  Member  of  the  Senate,  like 
all  other  freshman  Senators,  I  have  had  to 
start  "at  the  low  end  of  the  totem  pole"  on 
my  committee  assignments,  through  lack  of 
the  seniority  which  comea  with  a  second  and 
third  term  In  the  Senate.  However,  my  years 
of  experience  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
helped  me  to  get  committee  assignments  so 
I  now  hold  envied  positions  on  three  very 
Important  Senate  cominittees — Appropria- 
tions. Agriculture,  and  tfce  Republican  policy 
committee.  I  am  gratef  ol  for  these  signifi- 
cant assignmebts  and  It  has  been  a  pleasure 
to  work  with  my  older  and  more  experienced 
colleagues,  shoulder  to  s:-ioulder,  in  advanc- 
ing our  legislative  record.  I  am  also  grate- 
ful for  my  assignment  t<.  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations,  which  "rides  heid" 
on  wasteful  spending  and  stands  guard 
against  dishonesty  and  disloyalty  in  govern- 
ment. As  a  member  of  that  committee.  I 
was  able  to  help  push  through  to  successful 
passage  the  bill  to  deny  to  Alger  Hiss  a  Fed- 
eral pension  when  he  is  dismissed  from  the 
Federal  penitentiary,  where  my  efforts  in  the 
House,  along  with  those  of  now  Vice  Presi- 
dent Ntxon.  helped  to  place  him. 

In  Government,  there  :s  no  substitute  for 
experience  Insofar  aS"  service  In  Congress  is 
concerned.  I  am  sure  I  have  made  my  fair 
share  of  mistakes  In  the  jtast,  as  have  we  aU, 
but  I  assure  you  they  wure  mistakes  of  the 
head  and  not  of  the  he»rt.  I  shaU  try  to 
Improve  my  personal  batting  average  as  ex- 
perience givec  me  additional  insight  and 
Judgment.  In  conclusion.  Mr.  President,  I 
congratulate  this  Congress  and  President 
Eisenhower  on  the  fact  that  by  working  to- 
gether in  harness  tbU  team  has  made  a  record 
of  achievement  which  ranks  high  among  that 
of  all  American  Congresses.  Out  of  the  dark 
days  and  nlghta  of  the  Korean  war.  thU 
team  has  brought  us  into  the  broad  daylight 
of  world  peace.  And  it  h£s  made  the  passage 
from  war  to  peace  without  serious  economic 
repercussions  and  without  the  customary 
postwar  depression.  With  peace  in  the  world 
and  with  continuing  prosperity  at  home,  xn 
can  all  look  forward  to  an  era  of  increasing 
opportunity  for  all  the  people  of  America. 

When  I  first  ran  for  Congress  I  set  as  my 
goal  the  determination  to  help  provide  "a 
fair  chance  for  a  free  people"  in  America. 
Our  freedoms  remain  intact.  The  spirit  of 
liberty  and  Independence  which  settled  this 
continent  and  made  us  the  leader  of  the 
modem  world  stUl  functlcns  In  our  cherished 
Republic.  Toward  these  goads  the  83d  Oon- 
gres*  ha*  indeed  contributed  much.  A*  wo 
approach  adjotonment,  we  can  take  satis- 
faction In  our  work  aa  we  rededlcate  oxmelves 
to  stui  greater  and  more  fruitful  resulto  in 
"M  years  ahead. 
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EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  GEORGE  D.  AIKEN 

OF  vaaisoNT 
IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Friday,  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  summary  of  the  work  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry during  the  83d  Congress. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  sum- 
mary was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Recoko,  as  follows: 

UnTTiD  States  Sen ats. 

ComnTTXz  on  Acxici7t.tu«e  and  FoaasraT. 
Attached  U  a  list  of  aU  bllU  approved  by 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
PoreeUy  during  the  83d  Congress. 

A  total  of  liB«  bills,  including  160  Senate 
bUls  and  15  resolutions  and  31  House  bills 
and  Joint  resolutions,  were  referred  to  the 
committee  during  the  83d  Congress.  Of 
these,  the  committee  reported  58  and  43  were 
enacted  Into  law. 

The  committee  considered  47  nominations 
during  the  Congress,  including  the  Secre- 
tary. Under  Secretary,  and  five  AssUtant  Sec- 
retaries of  Agricultive.  Nominations  to  the 
newly  created  Farm  Credit  Board  were  among 
thoae  considered.  All  nominations  were  re- 
ported favorably  and  confirmed. 

During  the  first  session,  the  committee 
conducted  60  days  of  hearings  and  held  23 
executive  meetings.  During  the  second  ses- 
sion, the  committee  conducted  40  days  of 
hearings  and  met  in  executive  session  39 
times,  making  a  total  of  100  days  of  hearings 
and  sa  executive  sessions  during  the  SSd 
Congress. 

In  addition  to  handling  specific  legisla- 
tion, the  committee  held  a  series  of  hearings 
on  foreign  trade  in  agricultural  commodities 
during  the  first  session.  This  laid  the 
groundwork  for  future  legislation,  since  for- 
eign trade  in  agricultural  producta  and  our 
polidea  with  respect  to  it  have  a  profound 
effect  on  our  domestic  agricultural  program. 
The  testimony  has  been  published  in  five 
volumes. 

Hearings  were  held  in  both  sessions  on  the 
importation  of  wheat  classified  as  "unfit  for 
human  consimoption."  The  hearings  brought 
forth  testimony  showing  that  small  quan- 
tities of  CanadUn  damaged  wheat  had  been 
brought  Into  ttUs  country  prior  to  1950.  but 
that  during  the  years  1950.  1951.  and  1952 
over  60  million  bushels  of  wheat  classified  as 
•*wheat  unfit  for  human  consumption"  had 
been  imported  Into  the  United  States.  It 
was  made  evident  that  this  wheat  Imported 
during  the  past  S  years  into  the  United 
States  on  a  tariff  loophole  displaced  the  sale 
of  good  United  States  wheat,  thereby  de- 
pressing prices  and  making  our  import  quota 
limitations  ineffective.  As  a  result  of  these 
hearings  and  investigations  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  large  importations  of 
feed  wheat  have  ceased  and  normal  amounta 
are  now  being  imported  for  legitimate  pur- 
poses. Criminal  and  civU  action  has  been 
taken  against  the  Importers  who  were  con- 
verting such  wheat  to  human  use  and  to 
export  under  the  International  Wheat  Agree- 
ment. 

"W    Oy    VUM    aCTD    OH    BT    KKNATB     COM- 

UXTTWM  on  aoncuLTTnc  am»  rtJaasraT,  ssn 
ooMoaass 

8.  736:  National  survey  of  forsst  roaoore** 
cktanded  to  include  Alaaka  and  other  terri- 
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torlot  and  poMeMiMia.    Approvod  Auturt  a. 

1868.     (Public  Law  ZSH.)^  ~«— •  m, 

H.  B.  8468  (8.  781) :  Authorta**  th*  tran*. 
f  er  of  certain  land  at  Cherry  Point.  H .  O.  As. 
proved  August  8,  1958.     (Public  IjSw  384. ) 

H.  B.  8107  (S.  804) :  Ptoridss  for  tb*  eOD- 
veyanoe  ta  certain  natiooal  forast  land  In 
Baaalt.  Colo.  Approved  Af«UBt  ik  1M8. 
(Public  Law  288.)  ^^. 

S.  1153:  Extend*  for  a  period  of  8  yaar* 
the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  AgrioiU- 
ture  to  make  loan*  to  fur  farmer*.  An« 
proved  August  13, 1063.     (Public  Law  285  > 

R.  R.  3480  (S.  1207) :  Extends  untU  t»»> 
cember  81.  1955,  the  period  for  which- foreign 
agricultural  workers  may  be  mad*  avallabto 
for  employment  in  the  United  Statea.  Ap- 
proved August  8,  1963.     (Public  Law  S37.) 

S.  1276:  Amend*  UUe  I  of  the  BanklMad- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  to  permit  incnaasd 
Interest  rates  and  second  mortgage  i«*»tT. 
Approved  July  2a,  1064.    (PubUc  Law  631.) 

S.  1367:  Extends  the  authority  oi  tho 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  to  ex- 
pand the  crop-insurance  program  into  ad-* 
dltional  counties.  Approved  August  18.  IMS. 
(Public  Law  361.) 

S.  1881:  Permlta  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  to  rotate  Ito  stocks  of  commodi- 
ties to  prevent  deterioration  and  for  otlier 
reasons.  Approved  July  28.  1064.  (PubUe 
Law  664.)  \«^«»»t«» 

S.  1386:  Adds  o(«ee  to  the  list  of  com- 
modities covered  by  the  Commodity  Exchange 
Act.  Referred  to  House  Committee  on  Agrt^ 
culture  February  12,  1964. 

S.  1399:  AuthoriBss  sale  of  certain  Im- 
provementa  on  forest  lands  to  the  SUt  River 
Valley  Water  Users  Association  at  their  fair 
appraised  value,  the  proceeds  to  be  used  for 
*  Porest  Sendee  ranger  dwelling.  Approved 
June  18.   1954.     (Public  Law  401  ) 

8.  1400:  Permlto  the  Secretary  of  Agrlad- 
ttire  to  release  reversionary  righta  in  and 
to  a  tract  of  land  located  in  Wake  County. 
N.  C.  Approved  June  21.  1964.  (Public  Law 
428.)  * 

H.  R.  4353  (S,  1505):  Beorganlass  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration  to  provide  in- 
creased farmer  participation  in  mazmgament, 
and  to  make  it  an  independent  agency  luuler 
a  Federal  Farm  Credit  Board.  ApM^^v^^ 
August  6.  1953.     (Public  Law  302.) 

8.  1577:  Authorlaes  tJie  exchange  of  town 
lands  for  forest  lands  in  Eagle  County,  Colo. 
Referred  to  House  Committee  on  Agriculture 
January  26,  1954. 

S.  1679:  Consolidates  and  simplifies  agri- 
cultural extension  service  authorlzatlona. 
Approved  June  28,  1963.     (Public  Law  88.) 

S.  1990:  Wotild  provide  subpena  power  for 
investigations  (now  limited  to  proceedings) 
under  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act.  and 
provide  for  injunctions  against  vloUtlons  of 
the  act.  Referred  to  House  Committee  on 
Agriculture  February  12,  1864. 

S.  3055 :  Provides  for  the  control  of  aerapi* 
and  blue  tongue  in  aheep,  and  incipient  or 
potentially  aerloua  minor  outbreaka  of  dla- 
eases  of  animals.  Approved  August  8.  1063 
(Public  Law  227.) 

H.  R.  6451  (S.  2009) :  Provides  for  6a-mll- 
Uon-acre  minimum  wheat  allotment  for  1064 
and  for  wheat-nuulieting  penalty  equal  to  46 
percent  of  the  parity  price.  Approved 
July  14.  1963.     (Public  Law  117.) 

8.  2112:  Provides  for  the  transfer  of  prlo*- 
support  wheat  to  Pakistan  to  relieve  famine, 
the  proceeds  from  the  sal*  of  part  of  *ueh 
wheat  in  Pakistan  being  uaed  for  benefit  of 
people  of  Pakistan  and  other  programa  of 
mutual  intereat.  Approved  June  26.  1068. 
(PubUc  Law  77.) 

8.  2163:  Authorises  the  transfer  <a  oottoa- 
fleld  station  near  StateevUl*.  M..  C.  to  th* 
State  of  North  Carolina.  Approved  Aug«Mt 
18.  1063.     (PubUe  Law  366.) 

8.  2240:  AuthorlM*  th*  PreskNnt  to  u** 
aurpliu  agrlculttu«l  oommoditl**  to  •*■!*%  la 
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or  otlMT  vgrpMit  raitaf  t*- 
qul(«Bi«it«  of  laaXiaam  moA  yopli—  trlaadly- 
to  tt»  xnUtMl  StatM.    Approvad  Avfwt  7. 
ItMw    (PiAUe  Law  ait.) 

K.  A.  aSM   (■.  3907) : 

to  fanasn  and 
dlHWt«rlo«as  In 
special  llTMtoA 
iouM.  awl  feed  and  sMd  aaatotaaee.  Ap- 
pmvwl  Miy  1«.  IMS.  (FOMie  Law  115.) 

B.  atlS:  Adda  nod  to  tba  Uat  o<  eoBuaaodl- 
tl«a  coT<fd  by  tlio  Commodity  »Kcliange  Act. 
R«f and  to  Bouao  Cbmmltteo  on  Acrteultura 
MDrnary  12.  19S4.  Tha  aubatanoe  of  this 
MU  WB  pawed  aa  part  of  H.  R.  9880,  tba 
Acrleottoral  Act  of  1954. 

9.  aS87:  AvtliOBlaea  tba  Department  of 
Agrlealtnra  to  ooiitract  fOr  general  researcb 
woKk.  A^prvftmA  July  98. 1954.  (Public  Law 
8«9.) 

8.  MM:  AnthoriaeB  bonding  <^  packers. 
Eteported  to  flaaate  with  aa  amendment  Jan- 
uary 11,  1964. 

a.  9i7S:  (The  Agricultural  ntule  Deraiop- 
mant  and  Aaalatanoe  Act  of  1964)  proTldea 
ixnttl  June  80.  1957,  for  tbe  sale  of  surplus 
agricultural  oommcdltlea  for  foreign  cvrren- 
dea  aad  for  the  tranafer  of  surplus  agricul- 
tural oommodltlea  to  friendly  natlana  for 
famine  and  other  relief,  and  contains  varl- 
oua  permanent  provlstons  for  the  use  of  agri- 
cultural commodities  for  domestic  and  for- 
eign relief  and  for  barter  for  str»teglo  mate- 
rta)a.  Approved  July  10. 1964.  (Public  Law 
480.) 

8.  2548:  Prorldes  for  Improved  admlnistra- 
tl<»  oC  national  foreat  and  certain  Bank- 
head-Jonea  Act  landa  by  provktlng  aneour- 
agament  for  range  Improrement  by  per- 
mltteee.  eompenaatton  for  such  tanprore- 
ments  lost  through  aorernmant  action  or 
transfer  of  the  permit,  regulattona  govwm- 
Ing  baae  property  standards  and  transfer  at 
permlta,  prooaduxea  lot  review  at  depart- 
mental dadstoh.  and  multli^e-uae  advisory 
boarda.  Bcf  orad  to  House  Committee  on 
Agriculture  AprU  8.  1954. 

H.  R.  8788  (8.  9549) :  (The  Watershed  Pro- 
tection and  Flood  Prevention  Act)  provldee 
for  technical  and  flnancrlal  aaslstantti  to 
State  and  local  agendea  In  undertaking 
flood-prevention  woik  and  agricultural 
phaaes  of  water  management  In  wateisheda 
and  subwatersheds.  Approved  August  4. 
1954.     (Publle  Law  666.) 

8.  9588:  Provldee  Indemnltlee  for  persona 
whose  swine  were  destroyed  In  J\ily  1952 
(prior  to  the  beginning  of  the  Federal-8tate 
indemnity  program),  because  of  Infection 
or  exposure  to  vesicular  exanthema.  Ap- 
proved July  37,  1954.     (Public  Law  635.) 

B.  B.  8085  (&  9648):  Increasee  the  1954 
national  cotton-acreage  allotihent  from  17,- 
910,448  to  21  mtUlon  acres,  plus  (1)  815,000 
acres  aUoeated  one-half  to  Ariaozxa.  Califor- 
nia, and  New  Mexico,  and  one-half  to  the 
remaining  Stataa  (with  certain  exceptions); 

(2)  69374  acrea  to  provide  each  State  wltti 
at  least  68  percent  of  Its  1982  acreage;  and 

(3)  4,968  acres  to  give  Florida  speetal  relief, 
making  the  total  acreage  to  be  allotted  21,- 
379^42  acres.  Also  provided  for  distribution 
of  the  additional  acreage  allotted,  made 
other  changes  in  the  ootton-quota  law, 
provided  increased  aUotments  for  types  of 
wheat  In  short  supply  (durum),  and  pw- 
mltted  section  82  operations  for  Irish  pota- 
tosa.  Aiqproved  January  80,  1954.  (Publte 
Law  99a) 

a.  9714:  Increasee  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration borrowing  authority  to  88,500,000.- 
000  (trom  96,780,000,000).  Approved  March 
20,  1904.     (Publio  Law  813.) 

S.  2715:  Provides  a  statutory  penalty  for 
"eaoeae"  peanuta  picked  or  threAed  In  vio- 
lation of  produoerli  agreement.  Baterred  to 
Houae  Oommlttee  on  Agrioutture  June  8. 
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8.  9786:  Ooiieents  to  aotttheaatem  S&ter- 
atate  Forset  Fire  Protection  Con^paot,  Ap- 
proved July  27,  1964.    (PubUc  Law  586.) 


■.  9911:  Prmrldes  price  support  f^r  wooi 
and  mobalr  through  payments  an*  other 
methods  at  lewis  naoesaary  to  obtain  de- 
sired productlou.  Referred  to  Hoiiae  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  April  28,  196#.  The 
substance  of  tlJs  bill  was  passed  aa  part  of 
H.  R.  9080,  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1954. 

B.  2087:  Provides  tat  transfer  of  hay  and 
pasture  seeds  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
pOTatlon  to  certain  agencies  administering 
graatng  lands.  Approved  July  aa  19&4. 
(Public  Law  624.) 

8.  3060:  Inaeases  marketing  penalty  for 
tobacco  to  60  i)ercent  (from  40  peroent)  of 
the  average  miirket  price  for  the  piecedlng 
marketing  year.  Approved  June  28,  19o4. 
(Public  Law  425.) 

B.  R.  9680  (E».  3052):  (The  Agrl«ultural 
Act  of  1064)  piovldes  support  at  82^  to  90 
percent  of  parity  for  the  1955  crops  of  the 
basic  agricultural  commodities,  provides  an 
Incentive  support  program  for  wool,  and 
makes  numerous  other  changes  In  the  law 
with  respect  to  price  support,  use  of  diverted 
acrea.  disposition  of  surplus  commodlUes, 
quotaa  and  acreage  aUotments.  marketing 
agreemfents  and  orders,  soil  conservation,  and 
agrlCTiltiiral  ati^aches.  Approved  August  28, 
1954.     (Public  Law  690.) 

8.3137:  Bzteads  the  benefits  of  the  Water 
Facilities  Act  (previously  limited  to  the  arid 
and  semiarld  areas)  to  the  entire  United 
States,  Alaaka,  Hawaii,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the 
Virgin  Islands,  changes  the  limitation  of 
8100,000  for  any  one  project  to  a  limitation 
of  $26,000  on  the  indebtedness  of  any  Indi- 
vidual and  8260,000  on  the  Indebtedness  of 
any  corporation  or  agency,  provides  fer  loans 
for  general  soil  and  water  conservation 
work,  and  provides  for  a  program  of  Insured 
loans  in  addition  to  direct  loans.  Approved 
August  17,  1054.    (PubUc  Law  597.) 

8.3207:  Removes  the  $10  limit  on  fees  for 
registration  of  commission  merchaata  and 
floor  broken  under  the  Commodity  Exchange 
Act.  Referred  to  House  Committee  aa.  Agri- 
culture June  8,  1964. 

8.3246:  Authorizes  until  June  30,  1055.  up 
to  $15  million  In  emergency  loans  to  farmers 
and  stockmen  In  areas  where  other  vedlt  Is 
temporarily  not  available.  Approved  Aug\ist 
31,  1954.     (PubUc  Law  727.) 

8.3339:  Authorizes  the  Farm  Credit  Ad- 
ministration to  maice  land  bank  ooznmU- 
aloner  type  loans  imtil  June  30,  1989.  Re- 
ferred to  House  Committee  on  Agriculture 
July  19,  1954. 

8.3487:  Permits  the  central  and  regional 
banks  for  cooperatives  to  Issue  consolidated 
debentures.  Approved  August  23»  1954. 
(Public  Law  630.) 

8. 3601 :  Autliorizes  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture to  ezr,end  certain  timber-cutting 
rights  of  the  M.  R.  Prestrldge  Lumber  Co.  for 
5  years.  Approved  August  31,  1954.  (Private 
lAw  949.) 

H.  R.  0758  (8.3686):  Increases  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  borrowing  authority  to 
810  bUlion  (from  $8,500,000,000).  Approved 
August  31,  1954:.     (Public  Law  754.) 

8.3697:  Autliorlzes  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture to  cooperate  with  Canada  and  Mexico 
in  controlling  incipient  or  emergency  out- 
breaks in  those  countries  of  Insect  pests  or 
plant  diseases.  Approved  August  18.  1954. 
(Public  Law  586.) 

8.3774:  Sxtends  the  Watershed  Protection 
and  Flood  Prevention  Act  to  Alaska,  HawaU. 
and  Puerto  Rl(x>.  Referred  to  House  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  August  16,  1054. 

S.3800:  Prohibits  the  Introduction  of  cat- 
tle which  have  been  Infested  with  or  exposed 
to  ticks  Into  the  Virgin  Islands,  except  from 
the  British  Vlr(;ln  Islands  for  slaughter;  and 
restores  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  prohibit  the  introduction  of 
liye  poultry  into  the  Virgin  Islands  to  pre- 
vent the  spread  of  disease.  Passed  Senate 
August  10,  1954. 

Senate  Joint  Reeolutlon  119:  Validates 
conveyance  of  a  40-acre  tract  In  Okaloosa 


County,  Fla.  Approved  Jtme  '  18.  1954. 
(Public  Law  426.) 

Hotise  Joint  Resolution  3S8  (S.  J(.  Rea.  121) : 
Permits  continuation  of  the  Mealcan  farm 
labor  recruitment  program  in  the  absence 
of  agreement  with  Mexico.  Approved  March 
16,1954.     (Public  Law  309.) 

House  Joint  Resolution  458  (S.  3.  Res.  134) : 
Authorizes  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
quitclaim  certain  retained  rlghta  In  land  to 
the  board  of  education  of  Irwin  County,  Oa. 
Approved  July  2.  1954.     (Public  Law  473.) 

H.  R.  107:  Authorizes  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  consent  to  the  traasfer  of  the 
Bite  of  the  original  Fort  Buford,  N.  Dak.,  to 
the  State  of  North  £>akota.  Approved  June 
18,   1954.      (Public  I,aw  409.) 

H.  R.  3007 :  Provides  for  the  transfer  of 
certain  land  In  Napa  County.  Cailf..  to  the 
University  of  California,  .^proved  Jxme  28, 
1954.     (Public  Law  430.) 

H.  R.  4017:  Provides  for  the  conveyance  of 
certain  land  and  Improvements  to  the  Kng- 
land  Special  School  District,  Arkansas.  Ap. 
proved  August  31,  1954.     (PubliQ  Law  739.) 

H.  R.  4928:  Authorizes  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  convey  certain  land  to  the  city 
of  Clifton,  N.  J.  Approved  July  27,  1964. 
(Public  Law  541.) 

H.  R.  6263:  Authorizes  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  convey  certain  lands  to  the 
Rotary  Club  of  Ketchikan,  Alaska.  Aporoved 
July  26,  1954.     (Public  Law  825.) 

H.  R.  6393 :  Consents  to  the  sopth  central 
Interstate  forest  fire  protection  compact. 
Approved  August  24.  1954.    (Public  Law  642.) 

H.  R.  6435:  Includes  onions  and  ooffee  in 
the  list  of  commodities  covered  by  the  Com- 
modity Exchange  Act.  Passed  Stonate  with 
amendments  June  18,  1954. 


Asian  Pact  Reaclieil  a  Mawl^  Haika 
United  SUtes  LcadersUp 

EXTENSION  OP  REMAUKS 
or 

HON.  GEORGE  H.  BENDER 

or  OHIO 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENfATIVBS 
Friday.  August  20,  19S4 

Mr.  BENDER,  Mr.  Speaker,  nationa 
do  not  reach  positions  of  world  leader- 
ship easily  or  quickly.  The  British,  un- 
der the  direction  of  a  series  of  brilliant 
Foreign  Ministers,  seized  international 
prestige  in  the  19tii  century  and  retained 
it  well  into  the  20th.  Two  World  Wars 
have  reduced  her  liuauence,  b«t  the  tra- 
dition of  diplomatic  skill  rentelna  even 
to  this  day.  Our  own  country  has  been 
thrust  into  the  role  of  No.  1  spokesman 
for  the  free  world  because  of  our  eco- 
nomic, military,  and  strategio  position. 
But  the  retention  of  this  rank  requires 
active,  intelligent  direction. 

We  have  begun  to  exercls«  this  di- 
rection. Our  participation  in  every  con- 
structive program  has  been  marked  by 
difficulties  and  setbacks,  to  be  sure,  but 
they  were  not  caused  by  American  er- 
rors. They  were  prompted  fcer  foreign 
fears.  In  Asia,  the  SEATO  agreement 
marks  the  first  time  In  world  hUtory  that 
the  millions  of  people  in  this,  undevel- 
oped area  have  attempted  to  tunlte  for 
any  major  purpose.  Critics  chnrge  that 
the  pact  does  not  include  still  larger 
groups. 
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In  Asia,  times  move  alowly,  and  a 
beginning  Is  difficult  to  achiere.  Noth- 
ing can  be  gained  unlets  it  la  etarted,  and 
we  are  starting. 


ii 


CoBfrcatMaa   Fraak  L  Sautk,  of 
sissippi.  Reports  From  Wasiungtoa 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARBS 


HON.  FRANK  E.  SMITH 

or  MXsaxsKxm 
IN  THS  HOUSS  OP  RSPRKSENTATTYB8 

Friday.  August  20. 1954 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Misstssippi.  Mr. 
Speaker,  under  unanimous  consent.  I 
Include  my  newsletter  of  August  20,  re- 
porting to  my  constituents  on  the  work 
of  the  83d  CX)ngre88: 

TOUB  CONGBXSSMAM  RzroiTS  Pbom  Wasrhco- 
Toi* — ^PaAKK  Smith's  Nswai.rrraa 

The  83d  Congress  has  concluded  its  legis- 
lative busineas  after  a  sension  that  liaa  often 
seemed  to  lie  more  concerned  with  investi- 
gation than  with  legialatlon.  Newap^wrs 
and  commentators  friendly  to  the  adminis- 
tration have  made  much  of  the  success 
achieved  in  writing  into  law  a  large  portion 
of  President  BlsenhowerV  "dynamic,  progres- 
sive" program.  On  two  of  the  moat  impor- 
tant issues  for  the  ooimtTy  as  a  whole,  and 
especiaUy  for  the  people  of  Mississippi,  how- 
ever, the  Congress  has  taken  definite  stepe 
backward. 

The  new  farm  bill  repreaenta  a  major  vic- 
tory for  those  wtio  luivc  been  attempting  to 
place  the  blame  for  high  food  prices  on  the 
American  farmer.  It  appears  likely  to  fur- 
ther accelerate  the  decUae  in  farm  income 
now  In  progress.  Interet,-tingly  enough,  the 
withdrawal  of  assistance  to  the  farmer  has 
come  at  a  time  when  butdness  and  Industry 
are  getting  greater  assistance  than  ever  in  the 
form  of  the  new  tax  and  housing  bUls,  and 
various  rulings  and  regtdations  of  the  ad- 
ministrative departments. 

Thanks  to  the  set-aside  gadget  in  the 
farm  bUl.  it  now  appears  likely  that  the 
support  level  for  cotton  in  1055  wiU  continue 
at  00  percent.  After  10&6.  liowever,  the  sup- 
port price  u  virtually  certain  to  be  reduoed, 
unless  the  law  is  changed  at  the  next  ses- 
sion of  Congress.  Thanki .  to  the  strong  effort 
being  made  to  divide  consumers  from  farm- 
ers, the  prospects  for  any  major  change  In 
the  law  are  not  good. 

If  cotton  fanners  are  ever  to  achieve  100 
percent  of  parity  at  the  n\arket  place,  they 
must  have  an  active  eiport  market.  The 
same  holds  true  for  the  producers  of  most 
other  imp<»tant  farm  commodltiea.  Thia 
Congress  lias  passed  a  biU  which  wiU  be  of 
some  assistance  In  the  eispoeal  overseas  of 
some  surplus  commodity  stocks,  but  nothing 
has  been  achieved  toward  building  up  and 
strengthening  a  permanent  export  market. 

President  Slsenhower  submitted  a  limited, 
but  commendable,  trade  i>rogram  to  the  Con- 
gress, and  then  completely  turned  his  back 
upon  virtually  all  of  it.  As  a  result  the 
Congress  faUed  to  pass  aiiy  important  meas- 
ures designed  to  improve  world  trade,  and 
several  proposals  which  would  offer  serious 
new  restrictions  were  narrowly  defeated.  At 
the  administrative  level,  for  the  first  time 
In  more  than  20  years  the  Preaident  per- 
sonally approved  additional  new  tariff  bar- 
riers when  he  directed  an  increase  in  the 
duty  on  imported  watches. 

At  a  time  when  our  country  should  be  do- 
ing everything  possible  td  outmaneuver  Rus- 
sia In  the  field  of  trade  warfare,  we  are  vir- 
tually Inviting  other  free  nations  to  increase 


their  trade  with  Oommnnlstle  eoontrlae  hy 
BMklng  it  harder  for  them  to  trade  with  tha 
Dnlted  Mataa. 

The  84th  Oongraes  wm  inherit  eome  per- 
plealng  problems. 


The  RmwJ  W  Hm  8M  Coagnas 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  HOWARD  S.  MILLER 

or  KAKSAS 

nt  THK  HOUSK  OF  RXPRKSKNTATIVKS 

Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, as  a  Member  of  Congress  represent- 
ing the  First  Ctmgressional  EMstrict  of 
Kansas,  I  avail  myself  of  the  unanimous 
consent  of  the  House  to  review  briefly 
the  record  of  the  83d  Congress  that  has 
completed  its  last  session,  and  to  ex- 
plain what  has  been  my  stand  upon  some 
of  the  main  issues  that  have  come  before 
this  honorable  body.  I  wish  Just  to  state 
that  my  respect  and  admiration  for  the 
Members  of  this  body  increase  with  my 
acquaintance  with  them,  and  that  I  am 
happy  to  learn  that  the  broad  center 
aisle  that  separates  the  membership  of 
the  two  parties  has  little  or  no  signifi- 
cance in  the  decisions  arrived  at  upon 
moat  of  the  questions  that  arise  for  de- 
bate and  settlement. 

One  of  the  first  questions  to  arise  in 
the  83d  Congress  was  included  in  the 
bill  to  give  to  the  States  of  Florida,  Loui- 
siana. Texas,  and  CaUfomia  the  Interest 
of  the  Federal  Oovemment  in  the  tide- 
lands  oil  area  off  the  coast  of  these 
States.  The  Supreme  Court  had  already 
decided  that  this  was  Federal  property. 
It  was  estimated  to  be  worth  many  bil- 
lions of  dollars.  I  did  not  see  then,  and 
I  cannot  see  now,  any  Justification  for 
the  Federal  Oovemment  giving  to  four 
States  billions  of  dollars'  worth  of  prop- 
erty belonging  to  all  the  States.  The 
center  aisle  did  not  mean  a  thing  in  the 
vote  uptm  this  Issue.  It  1b  likely  the 
greatest  giveaway  in  the  history  of  the 
world.  I  am  glad  that  I  opposed  It,  as  I 
would  do  again.  I  also  opposed  giving, 
without  consideration,  to  private  power 
interests,  the  potential  power  of  Niagara 
FaUs.  There  was  no  talk  of  mink  coats 
or  deep  freezes  in  connection  with  these 
transactions.  They  would  have  been 
peanuts  when  billions  were  Involved.  In 
my  opinion,  the  enactment  of  these 
laws  is  an  entry  on  the  debit  side  of  the 
national  ledger  and  Is  difficult  to  explain 
as  anything  other  than  the  payment  of 
a  poUtlcal  debt. 

It  is  with  a  feeling  of  relief  that  I 
pass  to  the  enactment  of  legislation 
which  was  of  imdoubted  benefit  to  all 
the  people.  Such  was  the  enactment  of 
legislation  making  possible  a  beginning 
of  Joint  aoil-conservatlon  and  fiood- 
preventlon  practices  which  will.  In  one 
integrated  program,  expedite  such  a 
water-control  program  as  will  at  the 
same  time  save  our  soil,  conserve  the 
use  of  water,  and  largely  prevent  waste 
and  destruction  from  excessive  rainfall 
upon  the  land.  The  Invention  and  de- 
velopment   of    modem    earth-moving 


machinery  has  madd  Bach  a 

possible  as  it  never  was  untfl  within  th« 
last  20  years.  OoDgress.  under  the  lea- 
dership of  able,  progressive  Memtters — 
both  Democrats  and  B^ublieans— Jiaa 
wisely  barkened  to  the  a«i»fv>nItlon  of 
soil-conservation  experts  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  and  has  enacted 
progressive  legislation  in  keeirtng  with 
the  times.  It  Is  to  be  regivtted  that 
some  of  the  agencies  in  other  d^Murt- 
ments  of  the  Oovemment  have  not  yet 
come  to  understand  the  great  chaoses 
that  have  recently  come  about  in  mod- 
em, up-to-date  methods  of  flood  con- 
trol and  succeeded  in  havh^  inserted 
into  the  bill  when  In  the  other  body 
crippling  amendments  which  will  inter- 
fere with  effective  compliance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  Members  of  Congress.  In 
time  this  will  be  corrected  as  the  new 
program  proves  its  worth  as  it  Is  bound 
to  do. 

Flood  prevention  and  soil  conserra- 
tion  go  hand  In  hand;  in  fact  soil-c(m- 
servation  measures  must  precede  flood- 
prevention  measures.  It  was  with  this 
in  view  that  I  introduced  a  bill  to  make 
expenses  Incurred  in  soil-conservation 
practices  deductible  from  farm  income 
for  income-tax  purposes.  This  biU  was 
referred  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee, and  I  appeared  before  that  com- 
mittee.to  explain  its  meaning  and  the 
Justice  of  my  stand.  The  oommlttee 
brought  out  a  tax  bill  containing  all  tiM 
essential  provisions  of  my  bill,  and  thegr 
are  now  a  part  of  the  law  of  the  land. 
These  provisions  will  greatly  encourage 
soil-conservation  practices  and  expedite 
the  fiood-prevention  program  depend- 
ing upon  them. 

However  great  the  Importance  at  flood- 
prevention  measures  on  the  land  where 
the  rain  falls,  they  are  only  a  part  of  the 
measures  needed  in  the  rivar  basin  and 
on  the  river  channel.  Nothing  can  take 
the  place  of  channel  lmint>vement,  bank 
stabilization,  dikes,  and  prtver  flow  ways. 
They  are  needed  In  any  case,  and  It  is  a 
subversion  of  Justice  to  attempt  to  tie 
them  In  vrlth  controversial  issues.  Any 
comprehensive,  sensible  water-control 
program  must  include  all  these  measures. 
They  are  needed  beyond  any  question, 
and  it  is  a  disservice  to  the  pubUc  to 
attempt  to  tie  them  in  vrith  the  contro- 
versial issue  of  big  dams  on  the  river 
channel.  It  only  clouds  the  issue,  creates 
dissension  and  controversy  between  seg- 
ments of  society  that  should  intelligently 
seek  to  understand  each  others  prolotans 
and  work  than  out  together. 

There  was  no  more  controversial  issue 
to  arise  in  the  83d  Congress  than  that  of 
the  so-called  farm  program.  The  entire 
problem  revolves  upon  the  question  of 
prevention  or  handling  of  surplus  farm 
commodities  arising  oat  of  our  super- 
abundance of  rl(di  agricultund  land.  The 
problon  is  as  old  as  the  Nation,  but  prac- 
tically nothing  was  done  about  it  until 
the  early  thirties,  when  the  eoonomle 
situation  of  agriculturalists  became  un- 
bearable, and  led  to  a  general  dQ>re88l<»i. 

The  following  are  excerpts  from  the 
Record  of  comments  I  made  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  during  debate  on  the  farm 
bUl: 

I  Just  vrant  to  say  In  oondnalon.  If  wa 
ruin  the  farmer,  if  we  Just  put  him  in  straita. 
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I  cff  «ka  Mvty 
tt  «>•  ■— jUmU>  tor  ^n  imn  tJl 

w*  4»aa«  wMxk  tt  to  Iih*?*"-  **  ^ 
W  U9  4*tMinlned  tbat  it  ahaU  not 
happen,  t&at  «•  aboald  paaa  thla  bUl  glTinc 
Hi*  AmmMm  fannar  equal  oanatderatkm 
WWh  otb&t  aa|BMnta  of  otsr  pepolaitloii. 

mMr*  la  fha  aaoat  dlatnaa  nowT  Wlijr.  tt 
la  anaof  ika  iBaaqiaatm— a  e£  farm  ma- 
dtfMTf .  I&e  worfean  In  that  tautnatry  ara 
naartj  aA  oat  U  a  Job.  Why?  Bacauaa  tha 
faaoar  oannot  buy  thaae  tracton  at  the  pdca 
ha  la  letting  for  hla  producta  at  the  present 
thna.  I  txum.  beeauae  I  went  tbarongti  thu 
attoatkm.  I  know  what  hammietf  to  the 
e*(ttlem«i  a  year  affo.  X  had  110  head  of 
etttle  oa  feed  when  I  eaau  to  Oongteaa.  and, 
IteowXputQpabonttiaooO.  Iknowwhst' 
la  happening  to  the  dairymen  now.  llMea 
are  thtnga  we  have  to  think  about.  Mr. 
Chatrmaa.  I  would  Uka  to  say  Just  one  more 
word  In  paaatng  about  parity.  Parity  means 
actuality;  equality  means  Justlee;  and  100 
panant  of  parity  la  )uat  equal  Juatlee.  We 
tmrmma  we  wllUng  to  taka  off  that  10  per- 
eea*  laatae  a  margin.  glTe  It  to  you.  Just  aa 
m  hamalnlag  figure.  But  when  you  do  any- 
thing mora  than  that  you  are  atmply  aaUng 
the  fanner  to  take  leas  than  la  cGanlng  to  **ini. 

TlM  Winter  Veterans  Hospital:  Dur- 
ing the  past  BMBlmi.  leglalatkn  that  af- 
fseted  the  Tekenuis.  was  of  great  intereat 
t»  BML  I  was  espedaBy  pleaged  that 
tlM  asi  Oongren  saw  fit  to  approprtate 
$S1.1S3.000  to  eonatruct  a  new  Winter 
VMcntna  msirital  In  TOpeka,  Kans. 
Tins  was  a'Bost  needed  project,  and  one 
in  whieh  r«ag  most  taiterasted.  AH  too 
often  we  forget  the  debt  the  Nation  owes 
to  its  war  veterans,  to  those  who  made 
It  pOBSillle  for  this  Nation  to  exist.  I 
sopported  the  measure  to  Increase  the 
pensioii  bmeflts  to  those  with  non-serv- 
lee-oonneeted  dtBablMUes.  After  aU.  the 
wow  not  won  solely  by  those  who 
kmed  and  maimed,  but  equally  by 
tikose  who  sonrivfad. 

On  railroad  retirement  I  said  for  the 


I  rlae  In  auppurt  of  this  bill.  I  have  re- 
eetred  fkXMu  ttie  leaders  of  ibm  railroad 
brottaachoods  nothing  but  apixoval  of  lu 
proidataaa.  Theae  faots.  coupled  with  the 
addtUimal  eonalderattOB  that  the  funda  In- 
wHTed  la  thla  bill  ara  aU  oontrlbuted  by  the 
railroad  management  and  the  members  of 
tha  railway  brotherhoods,  together  With  the 
fact  that  It  Is  an  economically  aonnd  ar- 
rmngement.  make  tt  ImperatlTe  that  thla  bin 
tftaU  be  paased.    I  ahan  vote  for  the  bllL 


On  Tocational  training  I  quote  for  the 
Rsooaa: 

I  would  like  to  Identify  myartf  with  thla 
irery  popular  program.  Z  am  anre  that  we 
are  not  going  to  have  a  reecsd  vote  on  It. 
ICr.  Chairman,  ft  la  with  much  aatlafactlon 
that  I  rtae  to  support  thla  amendment  In- 
ereaalng  the  Paderal  appropriation  for  voca- 
tkmal  training.  Now  that  more  and  more 
yooth  of  the  country  ara  glren  tha  opportu- 
latf.  even  compeUed  to  attend  eehool  for  a 
longer  ttaaa  than  formerly.  It  la  aU  the  man 
IsftpQrtaat  that  they  be  glvea  (vportunlty 
toleyn  aeme  of  the  arte  of  making  a  Using. 
VocBMrly,  tt  waa  the  custcnn  that  ertfry  male 
Child  Should  learn  a  trade  and  the  ciutom 
cr  apprentleeehlp  waa  vnlveraal.  With  the 
arrival  of  universal  education  that  custom 
haa  been  dlaocmtlnued.  but  the  baale  reaaon 


for  tie  scdiABaca  in  the  past  remalna  with 
UB.  While,  the  arte  and  eustoma  #f  making 
a  living  have  changed,  the  neceesltg  remains, 
"niere  aaa  be  ao  more  important  undertak- 
ing on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Government 
than  that  ot  sharing  with  the  several  States 
ttie  reaponsiblUty  and  eapenae  ot  contrib- 
uting to  the  vocational  training  of  the  young 
people  of  the  Mitlon.  I  shsU  support  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentletzian  from 
Virginia  to  lincrease  the  participation  of  the 
Federal  Government  In  that  program. 

On  the  motion  to  increase  the  postal 
rates,  this  is  my  record:  ' 

After  listening  attentively  to  arguments 
on  both  sides.  I  am  thoroughly  convinced 
that  this  motion  should  not  pass.  The 
postal  rate  blU  provides  for  an  increase  on 
first-class  matter  from  3  cents  to  i  cents  on 
weights  1^  to  1  ounce,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  flrst-class  mall  is  maklqg  a  profit 
of  nuwe  than  $100  million  per  year.  It 
provldea  for  only  a  slight  increase  in  postal 
rates  for  third-  and  fourth-class  mail;  not 
nearly  enough  to  make  up  for  the  loes  now 
sustained  in  those  categories.  llow,  is  It 
reasonable  and  Just  to  increase  the  postal 
charge  against  the  part  paying  ita  way  for 
the  benefit  of  the  section  that  is  act  paying 
Its  way?  To  do  so  is  to  make  etery  man. 
woman,  and  child,  rich  and  poor  alike,  pay 
tribute  of  1  cent  to  the  users  of  the  thlrd- 
and  fourth-class  mail  every  time  they  drop 
a  letter  In  the  mailbox.  It  is  not  fair,  and 
it  la  tmjust  to  try  to  put  the  iiembers  of 
Oongreee  In  a  position  where  they  would 
have  to  vote  for  this  injustice  iq  order  to 
support  a  weU.<leserved  Increase  in  the  sal- 
aries of  postal  onployees. 

If  we  defeat  this  motion  it  Is  likely  that 
the  petition  to  bring  out  the  Corbett  bill 
before  the  House  will  receive  the  eight  ad- 
ditional signatures  which  it  now  lacks  and 
thm«  may  be  time  to  do  Justice  by  the  postal 
employeea  without  at  the  same  time  levying 
unjust  tribute  upon  every  man.  woman,  and 
child  In  the  United  States  every  time  they 
buy  a  postage  stamp. 

Cta  social  security,  I  stated  for  the 
Rscoio  on  June  1: 

This  bUl  is  not  perfect.  No  bill  so  com- 
prehensive In  nature  and  covering  so  broad 
a  field  could  be  perfect.  But  it  ts  an  im- 
pro>?enient  over  the  preeent  law.  as  it  should 
be.  and  it  will  be  further  Improved  in  the 
future  saasioDs  of  Ck>ngress.  It  ha$,  at  their 
own  request,  brought  under  coveHige  mil- 
lions of  people  not  heretofore  enjbylng  the 
benefits  of  eocial  security.  It  has  Increased 
the  ooet  of  coverage  to  make  more  seciire 
those  already~\:overed.  This  U  sometlilng 
that  had  to  bo  done  in  any  case,  as  social 
security  Is  a  business  undertaking  and  must 
be  on  a  business  basis.  Next  to  t|ke  United 
Statea  Government  this  is  the  greatest  busi- 
ness In  the  Nation.  It  must  be  actuarily 
aoimd.  It  Is  with  great  satlsfactien  that  I 
support  this  biU. 

I  made  the  following  remarks  when 
efforts  were  lieing  made  to  cut  appro- 
priations to  land-grant  colleges: 

Kansas  State  CoUege  is  an  instlttitlon  of 
national  Imjiortance  with  several  thousand 
studenU  from  every  part  of  the  Nation. 
It  seems  to  me  tiiat  It  is  poor  business  on 
the  part  of  the  National  Government  to  seek 
to  economlae  at  the  expense  of  oxit  schools. 
X  submit  the  telegram  from  President  Mc- 
Cain to  be  included  In  the  Racoaa 

The  appropriation  which  hgd  been 
denied  was  restored. 

On  juvenile  delinquency.  I  said  for  the 
Rscoas  in  part: 

Itr.  ^;>eaka-.  not  only  aa  a  father,  but  aa 
a  cltiaen.  I  am  greatly  concerned  irioout  the 
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tncreaalng  Juvenile  dellBqueticy  In  tUa 
country.  We  are  all  concernecL^  Svery  i»*»r| 
and  woman  In  the  Nation  wt$i  any  appre- 
ciation of  the  higher  motivations  of  human 
beings  must  be  greatly  ooricemed.  The 
question  arises:  What  is  the  cauae  of  this 
increase  in  delinquency  among  the  youth  of 
our  land?  Not  until  we  have  ascertained 
the  cause  can  we  intelllgantly  even  ooosldsr 
the  remedy. 

It  is  important  to  notice  that  this 
problem  is  acute  only  in  tbp  great  cen- 
ters of  population  where  there  is  little 
or  no  opportunity  for  young  xieople  to 
find  employment  There  Is  no  period  in 
life  wherein  there  is  so  much  surplus 
energy  and  exuberance  of  q^lrlt  as  in 
that  of  youth.  I  am  confident  that  if 
the  Gtovemment^local,  Stalte,  and  Na- 
tional—will devote  half  ttie  time  and 
effort  in  finding  useful  emifloyment  for 
the  youth  of  our  land  that  ts  now  spent 
In  apprehending  and  punishing  them 
for  misdemeanors,  there  will  be  no  prob- 
lem of  delinquency. 

On  impacted  schools:  I  supported  leg- 
islation making  appropriaUon  to  alle- 
viate the  burden  imposed  upon  certain 
school  districts  by  the  influk  of  Federal 
employees  working  in  defenafc  plants  and 
military  installations. 

On  dairy  price  supports:  No  more  vex- 
ing problem  came  before  Congress  than 
that  concerning  a  support  price  on  dairy 
products.  It  was  plainly  a  beUef  among 
Members  from  the  larger  elttes  that  but- 
tcr  is  too  high.    I  quote  from  ithe  Racoen : 

Mr.  Mn.Tirt  of  Kansas.  As  I  remember,  one 
of  our  colleagues  from  New  Tork  City  raised 
the  questions  of  why  these  farmera  ahould 
not  produce  this  butter  at  50  oSnti  a  pound. 
I  would  suggest  that  if  he  would  get  vip  at  5 
or  6  o'clock  in  the  morning,  go  out  azKl  feed 
those  cows  and  milk  them,  then  chum  the 
butter,  he  would  know  the  retaon  why. 

On  farm  subsidies: 

Mr.  MnxEK  of  Kansas.  Prom  all  I  have 
heard  here  today.  If  I  did  not  k|iow  any  bet- 
ter, I  would  think  that  the  fahners  of  thla 
country  were  the  only  people  being  subsi- 
dized. The  fact  of  the  matter  Is  that  dur- 
ing the  last  12  years  the  American  people 
have  paid  §40  subsidy  to  other  asgaaenU  of 
this  country  where  they  have  paid  SI  to  the 
farmer. 
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Liquor  advertising  bill- 
say: 


-I  had  this  to 


Members  of  the  committee,  ]  belong  to  a 
fraternal  organization  that  wiH  not  accept 
as  a  member  any  person  who  1$  In  any  way 
connected  with  the  manufactuiie  and  sale  of 
alcoholic  liquor.  It  la  a  part  of  iSie  imwritten 
law.  As  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  I  do 
not  wish  to  have  one  oan^^undred-sixty-mll- 
Uonth  part  in  promcung  the  liqjuor  business. 

I  am  proud  to  ha^  been  a  Member  of 
the  83d  Congress,  fbelieve  that  history 
win  show  that  in  the  main  it  has  been  a 
good  Congress.  Many  beneficial  laws 
have  been  enacted.  During  its  sessions  I 
voted  on  each  issue  upon  its  merits  as  I 
saw  them  without  regard  to  political  con- 
siderations. I  accepted  oflloe  acknowl- 
edging no  obligation  to  any  party,  inter- 
est, or  group.   . 

I  have  in  every  case  voted  my  honest 
and  considered  convictions,  "nils  has 
been  my  conduct  in  the  past,  find  it  is  my 
sole  aim  for  the  futurs. 


Tke  Record  of  Ike  SM  Coairass:  Tea 
Mack  for  Ike  Few,  Tee  Little  for  tke 
Many 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
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Friday.  Auffust  20. 1954 

Mr.  FINE.  Mr.  Speaker,  now  that  the 
83d  Congress  has  concluded  its  work,  it 
is  appropriate  to  asstiss  the  record  of  the 
RepubUcan  Party  in  carrying  out  the  re- 
sponsibilities it  sought  and  received 
from  the  people  of  the  United  States  in 
the  1953  elections. 

The  Republican  Party  asked  the  vot- 
ers to  sweep  the  Democrats  out  of  office 
and  to  elect  the  party  of  the  "great  cru- 
sade." This  was  the  "crusade"  that  was 
to  bring  us  a  dynamic  new  foreign  pol- 
icy, strengthened  national  defense,  a 
balanced  budget  and  reduction  of  the 
national  debt,  higher  prices  to  the  farm- 
er and  lower  prices  to  the  housewife, 
and  even  "a  new  moral  climate  in  Wash- 
ington." 

It  has  been  nearly  2  years  since  those 
promises  were  made.  Many  pec^le  are 
beginning  to  wonder  just  when  the  "cru- 
sade" will  get  imder  way — and  some  of 
the  crusaders  are  probably  grateful  that 
the  law  provides  no  punishment  for  ob- 
taining election  by  false  pretenses. 

Those  who  expected  a  bold,  new  for- 
eign policy  have  been  disappointed.  The 
only  thing  noticeably  new  about  Repub- 
lican foreign  policy  is  the  disturbing 
practice  of  making  meaningless — and 
sometimes  harmful — ^foreign  poUcy 
statements  for  the  sake  of  domestic  po- 
litical advantage.  Too  often  our  actions 
have  not  been  based  on  the  realities  of 
the  world  situation,  but  on  the  apparent 
intention  of  the  administration  to  satisfy 
the  extreme  rightwiog  of  the  Republi- 
can Party. 

The  inevitable  result  has  been  a  seri- 
ous deterioration  of  our  pMltion  as  a 
world  leader.  The  uneasy  truce  in  Ko- 
rea only  freed  the  Communists  to  con- 
centrate on  Indochitui,  where  millions 
of  Vietnamese  were  surrendered  without 
a  fight.  EDO  is  apparently  dead,  leav- 
ing the  western  alliance  shaky  and 
disunited. 

Successful  conduct  of  our  foreign  pol- 
icy would  require  no  great  ability  or  ef- 
fort if  we  hved  in  a  world  composed  solely 
of  reasonable,  peace-loving  nations.  And 
in  a  world  afflicted  by  the  godless  Com- 
munist conspiracy,  e^en  devoted  and  in- 
telligent labors  are  often  unrewarded  by 
success.  Every  Ameilcan  should  recog- 
nize that  it  is  the  Communists  who  are 
mainly  to  blame  for  the  world  crisis. 

We  do  not  accuse  the  Republicans  of 
failing  because  they  are  soft  on  commu- 
nism. But  we  can  Justifiably  criticize  the 
present  administration  for  failing  to 
play  square  with  the  American  people. 
Instead  of  a  realistic,  bipartisan  ap- 
proach to  the  serious  problems  facing  us, 
we  have  had  far  too  many  irresponsible 
statemente  designed  for  home  constimp- 
tion. 
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We  can  hardly  blame  our  allies  for  be- 
ing confused,  for  we  have  given  than 
no  clear  foreign  policy  to  follow.  The 
contradictory  statemente  of  a  multitude 
of  self-appointed  spokesmen  only  serve 
to  add  further  confusion. 

It  is  time  to  realize  that  empty  slogans 
about  massive  retaliation  and  seizing  the 
initiative— whatever  their  value  for  po- 
litical purposes— do  not  constltote  a  for- 
eign policy.  No  matter  how  often  re- 
peated, they  are  no  substitutes  for  wis- 
dom, consistency,  and  determination. 

We  cannot  possibly  succeed  in  this 
battle  for  survival  unless  we  are  strong. 
We  have  learned  through  bitter  experi- 
ence that  the  ruthless  men  in  the  Krem- 
lin will  not  be  deterred  from  their  plans 
for  world  domination  by  any  regard  for 
morality  or  justice.  The  only  law  they 
recognize  is  that  of  superior  miUtary 
strength. 

It  is  tragic  that.  In  the  face  of  this 
clear  dependence  on  strength  for  sur- 
vival, the  Republicans  have  drastically 
reduced  the  funds  for  our  defense  estab- 
lishment. Next  srear  we  will  have  fewer 
men.  fewer  ships,  and  fewer  combat  dl- 
sions  to  stop  the  Communlste. 

The  administration  has  recognized  ite 
error  in  cutting  the  Air  Force  $5  biUion 
last  year— over  Democratic  opposition. 
They  have  now  provided  more  funds  for 
the  Air  Force,  but  they  can  never  replace 
a  year's  loss  of  time  and  production. 

The  record  of  the  RepubUcan  Party 
on  foreign  affairs  has  not  been  good. 

In  the  past,  the  Republicans  tried  to 
blame  every  foreign  policy  failure — 
either  real  or  fancied— on  the  party  in 
power.  Now,  however,  they  tell  us  our 
troubles  are  solely  the  fault  of  the  Com- 
munlste. 

The  Communlste  are  the  motivating 
cause  of  the  present  situation — but  I  am 
afraid  their  advances  have  been  made 
easier  by  the  toept  actions  and  lack  of 
leadership  of  the  present  administration. 

But  one  thing  is  clear.  The  Republi- 
can Party  cannot  blame  ite  domestic 
shortonnings  on  the  Communlste.  It 
must  stand  or  fall  on  ite  own  record. 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  that  record. 

About  the  only  really  new  legislation 
passed  by  the  RepubUcans  is  the  authori- 
zation of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  proj- 
ect It  is  true  that  the  administration 
was  practically  forced  to  seek  action  on 
the  seaway  project  because  of  Canada's 
aimounced  intention  to  "go  It  alone"  if 
the  United  Stetes  did  not  act  It  is  also 
true  that  some  of  the  traditional  opposi- 
tion to  the  seaway  changed  to  support 
because  of  discovery  of  tremendous  ore 
deposite  in  Canada,  and  that  the  Repub- 
lican seaway  bill  left  out  the  Federal 
power  development  that  Democrate  had 
proposed.  Even  so.  w?  Democrate  are 
willing  to  mark  the  St  Lawrence  Seaway 
legislation  up  as  a  real  accomplishment 

But  that  is  Just  about  all  the  83d  Con- 
gress did  in  the  way  of  constructive  new 
legislation  of  major  importance.  The 
83d  Congress  passed  other  good  legisla- 
tion— but  practically  all  of  it  simply  ex- 
tended or  revised  existing  Democratic 
programs. 

Social  security  coverage  was  extended 
and  beneflte  were  raised.  The  Republi- 
cans hardly  deserve  much  credit  for  this 


action,  however — ^their  chief  contriba« 
tion  was  to  flxuOly  stop  omraaing  the 
program  the  Democrate  had  been  advo- 
cating for  years. 

The  reciprocal  trade  program— Oor- 
dell  Hull's  enlightened  plan  for  Inrrca s 
ing  world  trade— was  extended  for  1 
year.  But  this  was  a  hoUow  vietoiy  for 
the  administration,  which  refused  to 
fight  for  the  3-3rear  extensicu  recom- 
mended by  ite  own  Randall  Commisskm 
when  the  Democrate  in  the  Senate  tried 
to  enact  it. 

The  l^islation  continuing  established 
Democratic  programs  was  good  legisla- 
tion, though  it  did  not  go  far  enoogh  in 
many  cases.  But  it  was  not  a  great  ac- 
complishment. It  was  merely  reluctant 
acceptance  by  the  Republican  leadersh^ 
of  the  progress  they  had  fought  so  many 
years  to  prevent.  And  we  Democrats, 
rejoicing  at  the  long -overdue  repentance 
of  our  Republican  friends,  gave  them 
complete  cooperation  in  enacting  thir 
legislation. 

It  must  be  admitted  that  the  Republi- 
can Party  has  carried  out  some  of  ite 
campaign  promises.  But,  »twir.^  with- 
out exception,  the  pledges  It  has  x«- 
deemed  have  been  the  public  and  private 
commitmente  to  big  business  and  iq^***^! 
intereste. 

There  is  no  secret  about  tt.  Secretary 
of  Defense  Wilson  expressed  the  theme 
of  the  new  administration  pretty  clearly 
when  he  said  "What's  good  for  General 
Motors  is  good  for  the  country."  In  the 
eyes  of  the  men  who  now  run  our  QoT" 
emment,  he  was  only  putting  first  thlaga 
first. 

It  did  not  take  long  to  start  putting  the 
"big  business  first"  policy  Into  practice. 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Humidirey 
started  by  raising  interest  rates  on  Gor- 
emment  bonds.  This  so-called  haiti- 
money  policy  has  now  been  abandoned. 
but  it  still  coste  the  taxpayers  mllUons  of 
dollars  a  year  in  hi^er  interest  rates  to 
large  banks  and  lending  agencies. 

Billions  of  dollars  In  offshore  oil  re- 
serves— which  belonged  to  all  the  people 
of  the  United  l^tates— have  been  given 
away. 

A  $12  billion  Investment  by  the  tax- 
payers In  the  development  of  atomio 
energy  is  being  turned  over  to  private  in- 
dustry without  adequate  provision  for 
return  of  the  people's  Investment 

The  tax-revision  bill  offers  a  bonanza 
in  special  tax  favors  to  corporations  and 
their  stockholders,  while  granting  little 
or  nothing  to  the  small  taxpayer. 

Low-cost  public  power  projecte  are 
getting  a  cold  shoulder  from  official 
Washington,  while  private  ixU«reste  are 
casting  greedy  eyes  on  the  TVA. 

While  special  intereste  have  been 
growing  fatter  at  the  expense  of  the  tax- 
payer, what  has  happened  to  the  average 
American? 

Except  for  those  In  a  few  selected 
categories,  the  small  taxpayer  has  re- 
ceived no  reductictti  in  his  income  tax 
from  the  R^ublicans.  A  Donocratlo 
attempt  to  raise  personal  exemptions  for 
every  taxpayer  by  $100  was  defeated  by  a 
solid  Republican  vote. 

A  Republican  Congress  refused  to  en- 
act even  the  minimum  pubUo  houiinf 
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prapofled  by  thdr  oini  Pml» 
tfmt  and  pawrrt  InstoMl  a  orlppled  and 
Iwtdfiqintii  BMMure,  designed  not  to 
provide  hoiuing  but  to  wn  ttae. 

Instead  of  a  reaUette  anmrneh  to  the 
lawMcui  of  maklnt  adeiviate  medical 
eara  ankflable  to  an  at  a  price  they 
eaa  ptif,  tbe  administration  proposed  a 
reinaiaanee  plan  for  the  benefit  of  in- 
snranee  eompaniee  so  inadequate  that 
It  was  overwhelmingly  rejected  by  Con- 


An  attempt  by  Democrats  to  help  re- 
Uflfve  the  serious  unemployment  situation 
hw  tnereaiinc  unemploymait  compenaa- 
tloB  benaDts  was  beaten  down  by  the 
RepobUeans. 

Ikrm  Income  has  declined  sharply  un- 
der tha  Repaldleans,  while  the  price  of 
food  to  the  consumer  remains  near  rec- 
ord lairels.  And  tbe  fanner — ^who 
thought  he  had  been  assured  IN)  or  100 
perorat  of  parity— has  found  to  his  sor- 
row that  the  administration's  solution 
to  the  problem  of  declining  farm  prices 
Is  to  further  reduce  support  levels. 

The  administration  opposed  a  10  per- 
cent increase  In  disability  o(»npensation 
tat  our  disabled  war  veterans,  reluc- 
tant^ allowing  a  5  percent  Increase  to 
become  law. 

The  President  vetoed  a  pay  increase 
for  Fe<teral  employees— admitting  that 
H  was  deserved  and  needed— because 
Oongress  had  refused  to  accept  an  ad- 
ministration edict  for  an  unfair  increase 
in  flrst-dass  postal  rates. 

The  Bepublioans  failed  to  balance  the 
budget— an  undarstandable  situation  in 
view  of  their  rush  to  give  away  billions 
in  national  resources.  And  Instead  of 
reducing  the  national  debt,  they  have 
Increased  it  to  the  point  where  it  was 
necessary  to  raise  the  legal  limit  on  its 
size. 

The  83d  Congress  cannot  properly  be 
described  as  a  do-nothing  Ck>ngre8s — 
but  some  of  its  actions  would  have  been 
far  better  left  undone. 

Some  Republican  campaign  promises 
have  been  carried  out— but  almost  all  of 
these  have  been  pledges  to  a  favored  few, 
while  promises  to  benefit  the  majority 
of  the  people  have  been  forgotten,  r 

The  Republicans  sought  election  with 
the  slogan  "time  for  a  change"— but  the 
few  good  things  they  have  done  have 
consisted  mostly  of  continuing  Demo- 
cratic programs  they  condemned  when 
they  were  in  the  minority. 

The  record  of  the  Republicans  is  bad 
enough  standing  alone.  It  appears  even 
worse  when  compared  to  the  Democratic 
record  during  the  first  2  years  after  as- 
suming ofllce. 

When  the  Democratic  Parly  took  of- 
fice in  1933  after  12  years  of  Republican 
rule,  our  country  was  in  the  midst  of 
the  worst  depression  in  its  history — 13 
million  of  our  48  million  workers  were 
unemployed.  Thousands  of  banks  had 
failed.  Farm  prices  were  far  below  the 
oost  of  inroductlon,  and  our  great  cities 
were  haunted  by  breadlines. 

Uhder  Democratic  leadership,  imme- 
diate steps  were  taken  to  meet  this  crisis. 

The  National  Banking  Act  was  passed, 
insuring  bank  depositors  against  loss 
and  saving  the  American  banking  system 
from  complete  ccdlapse. 


The  securities  and  exchange  law  was 
enacted  to  protect  investors  in  the  stock 
market  and  to  prevent  repetition  of  the 
abuses  which  had  contributed  to  the  de- 
pression. 

The  reciprocal  trade  programi  was  es- 
tablished. 

Steps  were  taken  to  help  bring  farmers 
fair  prices  and  cheap  credit  through  a 
farm  price-support  program  and  the 
farm  Credit  Act. 

The  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  was 
established,  bringing  new  prosperity  to 
an  entire  region  tiirough  low  cost  public 
power. 

liCgislation  was  enacted  to  help  Amer- 
icans own  their  own  homes  and  to  save 
homes  with  defaulted  mortgages. 

AU  these  constructive  steps— and 
many  others — were  taken  by  a  Demo- 
cratic administration  and  a  Democratic 
Congress  in  less  than  2  years. 

Why  have  the  Democrats  accom- 
plished so  much  for  the  people  of  Amer- 
ica— and  why  have  the  Republicans  ac- 
complished so  little? 

There's  nothing  magic  about  it.  The 
answer  can  be  found  in  the  basic  prin- 
ciples of  the  two  political  parties. 

Republican  administrations  have  con- 
sistently operated  our  Government  on 
the  theory  that  If  every  possible  advan- 
tage is  given  to  big  business  and  the  few 
at  the  top  of  our  economic  structure. 
some  benefits  will  then  trickle  down  to 
the  rest  of  us.  That  may  be  a  good 
theory  for  the  few  who  get  the  benefits, 
but  tpr  the  rest  of  the  people  it  just 
doesn't  work. 

The  Democratic  Party,  on  the  other 
hand,  believes  that  a  prosperous  econ- 
omy must  be  based  on  the  well-being  of 
all  the  people,  not  on  great  wealth  for 
a  few.  And  by  putting  that  philosophy 
Into  practice,  the  Democratic  Party  es- 
tablished a  record  of  20  years  of  lasting 
legislative  achievements.  Social  secu- 
rity. Federal  insurance  of  bank  deposits, 
public  housing,  minimum-wage  legisla- 
tion— these  and  hundreds  of  other  con- 
structive legislative  measures  Stand  as 
permanent  mouments  of  our  concern  for 
the  future  of  America. 

The  records  of  the  two  parti^s  show 
that  the  Republicans  have  consistently 
favored  special  interests  and  big  business 
at  the  expense  of  the  people,  while  the 
Democratic  Party  has  worked  to  benefit 
all  Americans  by  establishing  and  main- 
taining a  broad  base  of  prosperiiy. 

The  issues  are  clearly  drawn.  I  am 
confident  the  people  will  choose  wisely 
in  November. 


Atoau  for  Peace  Without  RnssU 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  GEORGE  H.  BENDER 

or  OHIO 
m  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTAITVXS 

Friday,  August  20.  1954  , 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower's  famous  address  to  the 
U.  N.  last  December  is  still  having  its 
effect  throughout  the  world.    When  he 


offered  to  cooperate  with  the  nations  of 
the  earth  tn  the  development  of  atcHnic 
energy  for  peacetime  purposes,  the  world 
applauded.  But,  as  usual,  the  Russians 
abstained.  Now  their  al)stention  has 
revealed  Itself  as  dissent. 

Despite  the  negative  response  from 
Moscow,  we  are  going  ahead.  Along 
with  our  friends,  principally  Britain  and 
Canada,  the  process  of  utlllelng  atomic 
reactors  to  develop  new  power  resources 
is  going  ahead.  What  this  can  mean  to 
countries  like  Italy,  India,  and  other 
areas  without  substantial  coal  or  other 
powermaking  resources,  is  incalculable. 
If  Industrialization  can  be  brought  to 
these  areas,  they  will  become  producers 
in  their  own  right  of  the  material  ele- 
ments which  have  made  American  and 
western  civilization  the  most  comfort- 
able In  history. 

Simultaneously,  our  readiness  to  share 
this  atomic  resourcefulness  in  the  face  of 
the  Soviet  Union's  refusal  to  Join  is  an- 
other demonstration  of  the  empty  and 
meaningless  protestations  of  the  com- 
munists for  the  poor  and  backward  areas 
of  the  world. 

Uncle  Sam  does  not  enjoy  the  prospect 
of  doing  it  alone  in  any  international 
undertaking,  but  if  we  cannot  Induce 
others  to  join  us  for  mutual  help,  we 
can— and  will— do  what  must  be  done 
ourselves.  We  are  confident  that  as  our 
intentions  become  clear,  others  wlU  move 
to  our  side. 


Postal  Employees  Deserve  a  Raise 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  CHARLES  J.  KERSTEN 

or  WISCONSIIT 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESEHTATTVXS 

Friday.  August  20. 1954 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  am  still  firmly  of  the  opinion 
that  the  postal  workers  are  entitled  to 
a  raise  in  pay.  The  raise  in  pay  should 
not  have  to  be  dependent  on  a  raise  in 
rates,  although  a  raise  in  rates  may  well 
be  in  order,  too. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  great 
gains  in  eflaciency  in  administration 
brought  about  by  the  businesslike  effec- 
tiveness of  the  Republican  administra- 
tion created  such  savings  in  efficiency 
that  a  raise  in  the  postal  workers'  pay 
would  not  disrupt  our  Federal  budget. 

When  the  discharge  petiUon  was  be- 
fore the  House  on  the  original  bill  to 
raise  postal  workers'  pay,  I  was  then  in 
Europe  with  the  Committee  on  Commu- 
nist Aggression,  of  which  I  was  chair- 
man, and  was  hence  imable  to  sign  the 
petition.  Had  I  been  here  I  would  have 
done  so. 

I  am  sure  that  the  postal  workers  are 
well  aware  of  my  interest  in  their  situa- 
tion. When  the  pay-raise  bill  was  before 
the  House  on  Augvist  20, 1  expressed  my- 
self as  follows: 

Mr.  KzRSTTN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker. 
the  passage  today  of  the  Increase  for  the 
salaries  of  postal  workers  and  other  Federal 
employees  is  weU  merited.  Postal  employees 
and  other  Federal  employees  do  not  have  a 
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labor  union  to  bargain  for  them.  They  are 
employees  of  the  United  States  OoTcmment 
and  therefore  do  not  enjoy  the  right  of  col- 
lective bargaining.  Therefore  we  In  Con- 
gress have  a  special  duty  to  see  that  they 
receive  a  Just  wage.  All  too  often  the  postal 
employees  have  had  to  do  supplemental 
work  In  order  to  eke  out  a  living  wage  for 
themselves  and  families. 

The  postal  employees  of  MUwaukee.  like 
every  other  large  city,  perform  a  vital  serv- 
ice for  the  community  both  for  Industry 
and  the  millions  of  private  oommunlcationa. 
They  are  deserving  of  adequate  support  In 
this  vital  service. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  that  when  the 
new  84th  Congress  convenes  in  January 
1955  the  first  item  of  business  should  be 
consideration  of  a  raise  for  the  postal 
workers.    ' 
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EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  CHARLES  A.  WOLVERTON 

or  KKW  JBbBXT 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  HBPRKSENTATIVB3 

Friday.  August  20. 1954 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
achievements  of  the  Eisenhower  admin- 
istration and  the  Republican  83d  Con- 
gress have  been  highly  satisfactory.  As 
the  session  comes  to  a  close  it  is  my  de- 
sire to  set  forth  some  of  the  accom- 
plishments for  the  benefit  of  the  con- 
stituency that  I  have  had  the  honor 
and  privilege  of  representing. 

Taking  an  overall  view  of  the  sttua- 
tion  since  President  Eisenhower  was  in- 
augurated in  January  U>53  and  the  Re- 
publican Congress  assumed  its  duties,  the 
accomplishments  have  been  very  worth- 
while. It  is  the  general  opinion  that 
taken. all  in  all  it  has  been  a  good  pro- 
gram and  will  prove  highly  acceptable 
and  beneficial  to  the  people. 

The  task  that  was  assumed  by  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  and  the  Repubhcan 
Congress  in  January  1953  was  no  easy 
one.  In  fact,  the  condiUons  that  were 
found  to  exist  upon  talcing  over  the  Oov- 
emment.  after  the  preceding  adminis- 
tration, were  far  more  dllBcult  than  ex- 
pected. But  with  resolute  purpose  the 
task  of  cleaning  up  and  improving  con- 
ditions was  undertaken. 

In  order  that  the  people  of  the  First 
Congressional  District  may  fully  under- 
stand what  has  been  the  accomplish- 
ments of  the  present  administration,  it 
is  my  purpose  to  first  set  forth  what  was 
expected  of  it  and,  then,  what  was  done 
by  it. 

WHAT  WAS  KXPaCTCO  0»  THX  uvobucah  pabttt 

The  people  wanted  the  Republican 
Party — 

First.  To  end  the  war  to  Korea. 

Second.  To  restore  sound  poUcies  con- 
sistent with  American  Ideals  and  prin- 
ciples of  government 

Third.  To  end  extravagant  and  waste- 
ful expenditures  in  government. 

Fourth.  To  provide  relief  from  the  in- 
creasing burden  of  taxation- 


Fifth.  To  require  loyalty  to  Am#^ntn 
ideals  by  all  who  held  offices  of  public 
trust  ^^ 

Sixth.  To  esUblish  freedom  from  bu- 
reaucraUc  control  and  regimentation- 
Seventh.  To  matotain  a  strong  na- 
tional defense. 

Eighth.  To  maintain  our  dignity  as  a 
nation  in  foreign  affairs  and  to  promote 
peace  and  security  upon  honorable  terms 
and  conditions. 

These  were  the  fundamental  demands 
of  our  people.  To  meet  these  demands 
was  the  responsibility  of  the  Republican 
President  and  Republican  Congress.  The 
task  was  no  easy  one  as  the  result  of  the 
limited  majoriUes  in  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress; but,  nevertheless,  the  obligation 
existed. 

Thus,  It  Is  appropriate  that  at  this 
time,  as  the  November  elections  are  ap- 
proaching, to  take  an  account  of  what 
has  been  accomplished  in  view  of  what 
was  desired.  In  my  optoion,  it  shows  a 
record  of  achievement  that  justifies  con- 
tinued support  of  President  Eisenhower 
and  Republican  control  of  both  Houses  of 
Congress. 

Ovir  people  had  grown  weary  of  war 
and  its  exacting  sacrifices.  World  War 
n  was  ended  only  to  be  followed  by  the 
Korean  conflict.  The  sacrifices  of  our 
best  in  manhood  brought  distress  to  the 
families  of  America,  our  national  re- 
sources were  being  depleted,  and  our  bvcr- 
den  of  taxes  increasing.  All  of  this  cre- 
ated an  understandable  desise  for  an 
honorable  peace.  To  accomplish  this  be- 
came the  first  task  of  the  Republican 
administration.  President  Eisenhower 
took  the  leadership  and  with  courage  and 
firmness  sought  an  end  to  the  confiict. 
He  and  the  people  of  the  Nation  gate 
thanks  to  God  that  these  efforts  proved 
successful.  And  it  is  our  fervent  hope 
and  prayer  that  our  Nation  will  continue 
to  be  wisely  guided  through  the  treacher- 
ous conditions  that  are  all  about  us.  es- 
pecially to  the  Par  East,  that  we  may 
avoid  war  there  and  every  other  place 
where  trouble  exists. 

KATIONAI.    DETENSB 

Under  the  leadership  of  President 
Elsenhower  on  questions  relating  to  mil- 
itary strategy  and  the  elements  neces- 
sary to  provide  adequate  national  de- 
fense and  security,  together  with  the 
executive  ability  of  Secretary  of  Defense 
Wilson  with  respect  to  production,  the 
country  now  has  more  defense  at  less 
cost  than  at  any  time  to  recent  years. 
The  consequent  decrease  in  appropria- 
tions has  helped  very  materially  in  re- 
ducing the  cost  of  government,  resulting 
to  corresponding  decrease  to  the  burden 
of  taxation.  The  fact  that  this  has  been 
done  while  providing  adequate  defense 
in  these  troublous  times  has  been  a  most 
outstanding  and  worthy  accomplishment 

KZDT7CTIOK    IN    COST    OT    OOVnNlIXKT 

The  record  that  has  been  made  by  the 
Republican  administration,  since  it  as- 
simud  office  to  January  1953.  with  re- 
spect to  the  elimination  of  waste  and  ex- 
travagance to  govenmient,  and  the  re- 
duction of  eoet  of  government  has  been 
most  commendable. 

In  the  two  sessions  of  Congress  since 
January  1953.  the  reduction  in  the  ex- 


penses of  government  as  compared  to  tha 
last  administration  has  totaled  approx- 
imately )I^  billion.  Because  of  this  p(d- 
icy  of  economy  the  Republican  83d  Con- 
gress has  been  able  to  enact  the  laiseat 
tax-saving  program  to  the  history  of  our 
country.  No  Congress  in  history  has 
ever  adopted  a  tax-saving  program  equal 
to  that  voted  by  the  present  Republican 
Congress.  For  20  years,  with  the  single 
exception  of  2  years  during  the  Republi- 
can 80th  Ccxigress,  taxes  against  the 
earnings  of  our  people  w«it  upward  and 
never  downward.  The  theory  of  previ- 
ous administrations  has  been  to  spend 
and  spend  and  then  tax  and  tax  until 
the  burden  had  become  unbearable. 
Waste  and  extravagance  went  liand  In 
hand  producing  the  need  for  higher  and 
higher  taxes.  The  upward  trend  of 
ever-tocreasing  taxation  has  not  only 
been  stopped,  but  the  trend  has  been  re- 
versed and  is  now  downward  instead  of 
upward 

Today,  I  am  happy  to  report,  the  an- 
nual tax  Ijlli  for  the  American  people  is 
$7,400,000,000  less  than  it  was  when  the 
Republican  administration  took  up  the 
reins  of  government  This  is  an  achieve- 
ment unparalleled  to  the  history  of  our 
Government 

Personal  tocome  taxes  arc  10  percent 
lower;  excise  taxes  on  commodities  to 
general  use  are  to  most  cases  60  patent 
less;  our  retired  schoolteachers,  firemen 
police,  working  mothers,  the  disabled 
and  handicapped,  tovestors  to  enter- 
prises that  provide  Jobs  for  wage  eamen 
are  all  benefiting  by  a  reduced  taxation 
policy.  Furthermore,  the  extensive  re- 
vision of  our  Internal  Revenue  Code. 
correcting  hundreds  of  taeq[ulties  that 
developed  to  the  course  of  years,  brought 
deserving  relief  to  millions  of  our 
citizens. 

The  large  share  of  the  tax  savings  will  * 
go  to  todlviduals  as  the  52-percent  cor- 
poration  tax   on   our   larger   bustoess 
enterprises  has  been  conttoued- 

BUUMAVCMATK     COimOL     AVD     mBGIMSMTATIOH  I 
KNDKD  ' 

Not  only  has  the  burden  of  taxation! 
been  decreased,  but  the  irritating  effect  ^ 
of  bureaucratic  control  has  been  elimi- 
nated.   This  has  become  a  thing  of  the  > 
past.     No  longer  are  we  faced  with  the 
danger  of   an   tocreasing   tendency   to 
adopt  foreign  ideologies  that  could  lead 
to  regimentation  of  a  kind  not  to  accord 
with  our  American  principles.    No  long- 1 
er  are  we  restratoed  by  controls  or  to] 
fear    of    regimentation.    In    timo^    of ' 
peace  there  is  no  need  nor  Justification 
for  a  system  of  controls  or  regimenta- 
tion whatsoever.    To  prevent  such,  is 
the  present  and  future  policy  of  the  Re- 
publican Party. 

XKVLAXiDM  HAS  w^oi  Biorrau 

The  adverse  result  of  inflation,  with 
the  consequent  reduetimi  of  the  value 
of  the  dollar,  is  something  with  whldi 
we  are  aU  unfortunately  familiar.    For  ; 
a  decade  and  more  the  purchasing  valbe  '< 
of  the  dollar  has  been  rinwtiwi^Miiy  ^e^  ^ 
creasing.    Such  a  trend  once  started  Is 
not  easy  to  stop.    Bowerer.  we  can  aU 
be  thankful  that  this  «wwMtni^T  down- 
ward trend  has  been  stopped  as  a  remlfc 
of  the  poUcies  adopted  by  this  Republi- 
can administration.    To  millions  of  our  i 
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I  IUmim,  p«rtleuUu-l7  our  older  tiMatoa 
Itvtat  OB  ftnd  toeoniM  from  pmakms, 
•MmaiMm,  c^  life  aaviDgs,  m  mtSl  •■  Yet- 
cnm  and  their  depflsidfliit8»  tbls  aceom- 
pUabment  of  tbe  Rcsrabllcan  Party 
teinca  to  an  «nd  the  fear  of  a  reduced 
•taadard  of  Uring.  A  continuation  of 
ttWM  ptdleleB  can  and  will  kning  further 
adrantateoos  results. 


Good  housing  and  living  conditions 
make  for  a  stronger  America.  The  need 
for  improved  living  oooditionB  for  a  vast 
tvmhw  of  our  pecqDie  has  been  recog- 
qteed,  and.  the  present  Republican  C(m- 
grei  has  provided  for  the  need  by  a  pro- 
gram which  will  materially  a«et  the 
rrisMwgneed. 

The  program  adopted  not  only  makes 
possible  the  elimination  of  so-called 
slam  areas,  but,  also  make  it  easier  for 
individuals  In  rural  or  city  areas  to  con- 
struct and  own  their  own  homes.  All 
of  this  is  being  done  within  the  ccMicept 
of  a  free  enterixrlse  system.  The  result 
of  this  legislation  wiU  undoubtedly  be 
helpf  Ql  to  all  who  seek  better  living  eon- 
ctttlons  and  look  forward  to  the  day 
when  thQT  can  own  their  own  home. 


WhUe  It  is  gratifying  to  realize  that 
we  have  in  America  the  highest  standard 
of  Bving  in  an  the  world,  yet,  there  is 
need  for  an  ever-increasing  system  of 
Old-age  and  survivors  Insurance.  The 
RepobUean  Congress  has  recognised  this 
need  And  has  aeoonUngly  brought  up- 
ward bf  10,200,000  more  earners  under 
the  addal-seeurity  plan. 

This  additional  coverage  includes 
3.000,000  farm  (verators;  2,100,000  farm- 
workers; 200,000  domestic  woricers;  3,- 
500,000  State  and  local  employees;  2S0.- 
000  ministers;  100,000  bomeworicers: 
60.000  fishermen;  100,000  American  em- 
ployees oi  foreign  subsidiaries  of  Ameri- 
can e(»ipanies;  60.000  in  emplosrment 
not  in  course  of  trade  or  business;  100,- 
000  professional  self-onployed,  such  as 
acieountants,  architects,  engineers,  and 
morticians;  and  150,000  Federal  em- 
ployees; totaling  10,200,000.  Lawyers, 
doctors,  and  dentists  are  not  included 
but  should  be.  In  my  opinion  this  will 
be  done  in  the  near  future. 

ICote  than  0,600,000  persons  now  on 
the  benefit  TtiDa  will  have  thetar  benefits 
increased  as  of  September  1,  1954.  The 
average  inerease  for  retired  workers  will 
be  about  $0  a  month,  with  proportionate 
increases  for  dependents  and  survlv<m. 
The  range  In  primary  insurance  amounts 
for  those  now  on  the  rolls  would  be  $30 
to  190.50,  as  compared  to  $26  to  $85 
under  previous  law. 

The  bin  also  provided  for  a  continua- 
tion of  the  increases  in  Fed«^  pay- 
ments to  the  Statee  fw  «ld-age  assist- 
ance, aid  to  the  blind,  and  aid  to  the 
permanently  and  totally  disabled. 

lliis  legislation  mreaented  by  the  Re- 
pnhUoan  administration  and  adopted  liy 
the  Omgress  leaves  no  doubt  of  a  sin- 
cere and  honest  desire  to  be  helpful  to 
the  aged  and  handicapped  among  our 
peaplB.  I  trust  and  expect  that  further 
addittoos  in  coverage  and  benefits  will 
be  possible  in  the  near  future. 


manjwua  ■btouubkt  and  TTmacPLOTVxirr  act 

The  Railroad  Retirement  and  Unem- 
ployment Act  was  amended  at  this  ses- 
sion of  CoDgnsa  to  liberalize  retirement 
and  unemployment  benefits  to  railroad 
workers  and  their  dependent  sxirvlvors. 

Henceforth,  widows,  dependent  widow- 
ers, and  dependent  parents  of  covered 
workers  can  qualify  for  benefits  at  age  60 
instead  of  65;  dependent  children  per- 
manentiy  and  totaled  disabled  before  the 
age  of  18  and  their  mothers  will  continue 
to  receive  survivor  benefits  beyond  the 
inresent  cut-off  age;  maximum  daily  un- 
emplosrment  benefits  are  increased  from 
$7.50  to  $8.60  and  disabled  workeifi  draw- 
ing retlrraient  benefits  are  now  allpwed 
to  earn  $100  monthly  from  outside 
sources  without  losing  their  annuities. 

BKALTH 

I  have  been  particularly  intertsted  In 
providing  additional  health  facilities  and 
adopting  ways  and  means  to  oaeet  the 
increasing  cost  of  medical  and  hospital 
attention.  The  cost  of  such  has  gotten 
to  a  point  where  the  burden  is  too  much 
for  a  family  to  bear  in  cases  of  prolonged 
illness.  While  much  has  been  accom- 
pUshed  in  the  endeavor  to  provide  addi- 
tional faculties,  yet  there  remains  much 
to  be  done  In  aUeviating  the  cost  of  medi- 
cal and  hospital  attention.  This  will  be 
a  subject  that  will  receive  renewed  atten- 
tion in  the  next  session  of  Congreas. 

However,  the  Congress  did  adopt  im- 
portant measures  In  the  field  of  health. 
One  of  the  most  worthwhile  bills  Adopted 
was  that  for  a  3-year  health  and  hospital 
program  providing  $182  million  for  the 
construction  of  diagnostic  centers,  hos- 
pitals for  the  chronically  ill,  as  well  as 
rehabilitation  and  nursing  homes. 

Furthermore,  a  $2  million  fund  has 
been  provided  for  surveys  by  State  au- 
thorities to  determine  the  needs  in  the 
field  of  health.  Research  programs  have 
also  been  provided  for  to  continue  the 
assault  against  the  Nation's  major  klU- 
ers — cancer,  heart  ailments,  and  other 
disorders  of  the  mental  and  nervous  sys- 
tems including  poliomyelitis,  arthritis. 
rheumatism,  muscular  dystrophy,  cere- 
bral palsy,  blindness,  and  many  other 
diseases  that  bring  so  much  distress  to 
individuals  and  their  families.  Far  these 
purposes  the  present  Republican  Con- 
gress voted  the  greatest  amount  of  money 
our  researchers  In  these  fields  hate  ever 
had  available.  I  am  proud  to  have  had 
a  part  in  formulating  this  humane  pro- 
gram. I  give  assurance  of  my  continuing 
Interest  in  this  and  all  similar  programs 
that  have  as  their  objective  the  allevia- 
tion of  disease,  the  care  of  the  111,  and 
making  more  comfortable  the  aged, 
chronically  lU,  and  handicapped  In  life.' 

AGSICX7I.TUKX 

The  question  as  to  what  should  be  our 
farm  policy  was  one  that  created  a  dis- 
tinct division  of  thought.  Midwest  and 
southern  farmers  were  generally  in  fa- 
vor of  maintaining  a  fixed  parity  of  90 
percent  for  wheat,  com,  cotton,  and  pea- 
nuts. The  administration  favored  a  pol- 
icy of  flexible  parity  ranging  from  75 
percent  to  90  percent.  This  IssUe  was 
finally  decided  by  adopting  a  flexil^e  pol- 
icy ranging  from  82  »/^  percent  to  90  per- 
cent. 


This  issue  Is  not  one  that  ill  any  great 
measure  directly  affects  Hew  Jersey 
farmers.  It  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
crops  of  New  Jersey  are  mostiy  of  a  di- 
versified character  and  the  so-called 
basic  crops  covered  by  parity  are  not 
grown  in  great  quantities  In  Hew  Jersey 
when  compared  with  the  quantities 
raised  elsewhere. 

However,  as  the  effect  Of  suteidy, 
whether  fixed  or  flexible.  Is  to  hold  up 
the  price  of  grain,  it  does  have  a  detri- 
mental effect  on  the  poultry  bu^ness  in 
the  State  of  New  Jersey.  This  arises 
from  the  fcu:t  that  the  price  of  poultry 
feed  is  made  higher  as  a  resiilt  of  the 
subsidy  policy  or  price  maintenance  of 
crops  that  go  into  the  manufacture  of 
poultry  feed.  The  fact  that  the  admin- 
istration demanded  a  flexible  rather  than 
fixed  parity  is  most  gratifying  as  a  step 
toward  getting  away  from  tthe  former 
policy  that  created  a  definite  problem  for 
our  poultrjrmen. 

The  New  Jersey  poultry  fanners  In  my 
opinion  are  entitled  to  some  assistance 
in  meeting  the  high  price  of  poultry  feed. 
With  the  price  of  eggs  going  down  at  this 
time,  and  feeds  costs  remaining  high,  a 
distinct  problem  is  created  that  makes  It 
difficult  for  the  poultry  farmer  to  remain 
In  business  except  at  a  loss. 

There  have  been  several  suggestions 
made  by  poultry  farmers  to  relieve  or 
better  the  conditions  they  presently  face, 
namely,  first,  that  the  Government  buy 
1  million  cases  of  eggs  for  school  limches 
and  relief  clients;  second,  that  Govern- 
ment-owned siirplus  grains  be  made 
available  to  them  at  reduced  prices;  and, 
third,  that  New  Jersey  be  declared  a 
drought  disaster  area,  making  Its  farm- 
ers eligible  for  emergency  loaAs. 

At  the  present  time  the  subfect  is  un- 
der consideration  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  in  an  effort  to  flnd  a  basis 
upon  which  help  may  be  extended.  If 
none  is  found  voluntarily  by  the  Depart- 
ment, then  It  should  be  a  matter  of  con- 
gressional consideration  and  ithe  adop- 
tion of  legislation  that  would  provide  a 
helpful  remedy. 

BIGHWAT    CONaimUCTlOlf 

The  Republican  83d  Congress  has 
enacted  the  most  comprehensive  and 
expanding  road  program  ever  adopted 
by  Congress.  It  seeks  to  put  our  road- 
building  program  on  a  basis  that  wiU 
Insure  up-to-date  roads  throughout  the 
Nation.  Por  the  next  2  yeafs  upward 
of  a  billion  dollars  will  be  provided  an- 
nually for  the  purpose.  This  means  for 
the  first  time  in  our  history^  virtuaUy 
100  percent  of  the  tax  money  collected 
by  the  Federal  GJovemment  oA  gasoUne 
and  oil  sales  will  be  returned  to  the 
States  for  road-bulldlng  purposes.  This 
will  bring  to  an  end  the  previous  policy 
of  diverting  as  much  as  40  percent  of 
iuch  revenue  to  other  and  unrelated 
purposes. 

It  is  also  Important  to  note  that  this 
new  poUcy  also  returns  to  the  States, 
counties,  and  local  municipalities  greater 
control  over  the  type  of  roads  they  can 
build— control  that  had  been  heretofore 
lodged  in  a  Federal  bureau.  Thus,  now 
for  the  first  time  the  funds  mAde  avaU- 
able  for  road  construction  in  certain 
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areas  may  be  used  to  build  highways  in 
accord  with  the  localities  served. 

WAS  nt  AT»r^ 

Important  legislation  has  been  adopted 
that  will  be  helpf  iil  In  dealing  with  many 
kinds  of  problems  that  have  arisen  in 
connection  with  prisoners  of  war  and 
others  who  were  made  subject  to  hard- 
ships and  losses  Incident  to  Improper 
and  illegal  enemy  action. 

BfOCATIOlf 

The  basis  for  an  attack  on  how  we  can 
best  provide  better  educational  advan- 
tages for  oxir  children  has  been  estab- 
lished by  appropriate  legislation.  These 
bills  provide  close  cooperation  between 
the  Federal  and  State  Governments  to 
the  end  that  there  may  be  a  complete 
cooperation  In  our  research  to  determine 
regional  needs  thus  avoiding  duplication 
of  effort  and  diffusion  of  our  resources  in 
meeting  the  problems  of  education  aris- 
ing from  the  Increasing  number  of  chil- 
dren to  be  educatc'd. 

▼XrXBAKS 

The  rights  of  the  men  and  women  who 
served  their  country  during  the  Korean 
conflict  have  been  .safegxiarded  and  there 
has  been  extended  to  them  the  same 
benefits  accorded  to  those  men  and 
women  who  served  in  World  War  I  and 
World  War  II. 

Furthermore,  the  Congress  has  recog- 
nized the  necessity  of  providing  more 
adequately  for  oui  disabled  veterans  of 
all  wars.  Thus,  a  program  has  been 
adopted  that  wUl  increase  benefits  to 
them,  to  widows,  survivors,  and  to  de- 
pendent parents.  This  is  in  accord  with 
the  Republican  policy  to  recognise  oiu- 
obligation  to  those  who  served  their 
country  and  are  in  need,  their  widows 
and  survivors. 

DiarLACID    PXBSOHS 

Recognizing  the  hardships  placed 
upon  Individuals  and  famiUes  abroad 
who  were  separate!  as  the  result  of  war, 
this  Nation,  under  Republican  leader- 
ship, has  sought  to  alleviate  their  unfor- 
tunate condition  In  every  possible  way, 
including  the  admi;sion  into  this  country 
of  a  limited  number  imder  strict  secu- 
rity regiilatlons. 

nrnmifAL  Bacuurr 

The  present  admuilstration  has  sought 
diligently  to  ascertain  the  existence  of 
any  and  every  disloyal  employee  In  the 
Government  service.  As  a  result  of  this 
effort,  some  2.400  persons  were  found 
to  be  security  risks  and  have  either  re- 
signed or  been  discharged  from  Govern- 
ment employment.  As  a  result  our  peo- 
ple can  feel  confident  that  secrets  vital 
to  our  welfare  will  not  fall  Into  the  hands 
of  our  enemies  through  the  activities  of 
spies  and  traitors  Additional  powers 
have  been  given  to  the  Justice  Depart- 
ment, and  addltior.al  penalties  provided 
to  adequately  and  effectually  deal  with 
this  traitorous  claes. 

coicMxnnsic 

There  is  no  doubt  where  the  present 
administration  stands  on  the  issue  of 
communism.  The  active  and  aggressive 
prosecution  by  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice has  resulted  in  the  conviction  of 
50  Commtmist  Party  leaders  on  charges 


of  conspiring  against  the  United  States 
Oovemment.  Twenty-two  more  are  on 
trial  or  scheduled  fra-  tiiaL  Ahnost  100 
additional  organizations  have  been  de- 
clared subversive  in  character  by  the 
Department  of  Justice.  Orders  to  deport 
268  aliens  with  records  of  Red  activity 
have  been  issued  by  the  Republican  At- 
torney General.  Congress  has  passed 
^ws  that  will  ouUaw  the  Communist 
Party  and  make  it  a  crime  to  belong  to 
any  poUtical  party  or  organization  that 
advocates  the  overthrow  of  our  Oovem- 
ment by  force. 

Congressional  committees,  regardless 
of  the  complaints  from  subversive 
sources  will  continue  to  press  their  Inves- 
tigations against  subversive  elements  as 
long  as  the  need  exists. 

ATOmc-KmsCT  PSOCKAM 

This  is  an  atomic  age.  It  brings  both 
fear  and  hope.  Pear  because  of  the 
known  disastrous  results  that  follow  Its 
tiae.  Hope  because  of  the  claim  that 
it  can  be  adapted  to  useful  and  beneficial 
purposes.  The  future  alone  will  show 
whether  the  good  uses  will  prevail  over 
the  harmful  uses  of  which  It  is  capable. 
Whatever  may  be  its  possible  uses  this 
Nation  is  alert  to  the  necessity  of  keep- 
ing ahead  in  all  that  pertains  to  Its  use 

During  President  Eisenhower's  first 
year  in  office  he  inspired  the  free  world 
by  a  proposal  for  a  world  atomic  energy 
agency  to  promote  the  use  of  atomic 
energy  in  peacefiU  pursuits  for  all  man- 
kind. The  f  aUure  of  the  Soviet  Union  to 
accept  the  proposal  made  plain  that 
the  underlying  purpose  and  intent  of  the 
Kremlin  is  not  for  peace  but  for  war. 
Notwithstanding  this  setback  our  Na- 
tion through  the  action  of  the  Congress 
and  the  approval  of  the  President  has 
adopted  legislation  that  brings  this  whole 
subject  of  atomic  power  into  its  proper 
relationship  from  the  standpoint  of  na- 
tional security  in  time  of  war.  as  well  as 
peaceful  use  of  Its  powerful  elements 
that  can  promote  the  welfare  of  man- 
kind. 

UTlClUfCT  AND  ZCONOMT  IK  THI  FCDEKAI. 

covnuvicxifT 

It  was  immediately  apparent  when  the 
present  administration  took  over  the 
management  of  our  Government  that 
there  was  a  surplus  of  employees  in  Gov- 
ernment service.  As  a  result  of  this  con- 
dition efficiency  was  at  a  low  ebb  and 
economy  ignored. 

In  promoting  both  efficiency  and  econ- 
omy the  executive  departsnents  of  our 
Goverzunent  immediately  upon  assiunlng 
their  respective  departments  began  a 
careful  study  of  the  situation  to  ascertain 
how  the  evils  could  be  best  remedied,  and. 
with  as  llttie  distress  as  possible  to  the 
surplus  employees  whose  services  were 
not  necessary  to  the  proper  functioning 
of  the  Government. 

As  a  result  of  these  studies  nearly  a 
quarter  of  a  million  Jobs  have  been  abol- 
ished or  consolidated  by  executive  de- 
partments, thereby  saving  millions  of 
doUars  to  the  American  taxpayer  and 
at  the  same  time  greatly  improving  the 
efficiency  of  Government  departments. 
At  the  same  time  loyal  employees  have 
been  assured  that  they  wiU  be  treated 
fairly  in  their  Government  careers.    In 
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this  connection  there  has  been  a  revMon 
of  civU-servioe  sUndards  wherebgr  theia 
has  been  restored  to  thr  civil  sanlce  sya- 
tem  equitable  rules  and  regulatinis  In 
the  place  of  the  inequitable  standards 
previously  utiUzed  in  a  program  of  em- 
ployment and  advanconent  based  an. 
political  favoritism.  ^^ 

Furthermore.  In  an  effort  to  provide 
a  continuing  program  of  promoting  ef- 
ficiency and  economy  in  the  FMeral 
Government  there  have  been  eatabUsbed 
commissions  to  make  close  and  care- 
ful studies  of  governmental  departmoits 
and  their  operations.  It  is  expected 
that  the  result  of  these  studies  will  be 
to  show  other  ways  and  means  of  obtain- 
ing more  efficiency  and  economy  in  our 
Govenunent.  To  attain  this  objective 
will  mean  further  reduction  in  the  ooet 
of  government  and  consequent  reduc- 
tion of  Federal  taxation  to  the  individ- 
ual taxpayer.  It  can  also  be  expected 
by  continuing  this  effort  that  a  balanced 
budget  will  be  accomplished  in  the  not 
distant  f  uttu-e. 

COMrUIUlUK    lEBTOKlO 

The  conduct  of  RepubUcans  in  hirfi 
office  in  the  Federal  Government,  under 
this  administration,  has  brought  re- 
newed confidence  in  the  existence  of 
honesty  and  integrity  in  the  fulfllhnent 
of  public  duties.  These,  together  with 
the  necessary  abUity  to  fulfill  the  duties 
of  the  respective  office,  are  the  elements 
that  make  for  good  government. 

With  this  type  of  leadership  our  poli- 
cies of  government  represent  the  hon- 
est convictions  of  the  officials  who  for- 
mulate them,  and.  are  based  upon  pre- 
vious experience  and  success  in  their 
individual  affairs  that  has  made  them 
recognized  leaders  in  their  respective 
activities. 

Already  there  are  signs  that  our  Na- 
tion Is  stronger  financially  and  eco- 
nomically than  it  was  at  the  time  the 
Elsenhower  administration  took  over. 
Today  we  have  a  prosperity  baaed  upon 
peace  and  not  the  false  prosperity  of 
war.  There  is  an  adherence  to  the  prin- 
ciples that  make  a  stirong  foundation  by  ■ 
recognizing  and  utilizing  the  old  and 
tried  principles  that  have  contributed 
greatly  to  the  strength  of  our  Nation. 

THK  rUTDW— cm  DUTT 

The  accomplishments  of  the  present 
administration,  worthwhile  though  they 
may  be,  do  not  entitie  us  to  rest  on  our 
oars.  There  is  important  work  yet  to  be 
done.  The  welfare  of  our  people  can  be 
still  further  promoted  by  the  fulfillment 
of  the  magnificent  program  of  President 
Elsenhower. 

What  can  and  should  be  done  by  our 
citizens  to  make  certain  that  the  Presi- 
dent's program  is  made  effective  in  its 
entirety?  The  answer  is  plain — election 
of  another  RepubUcan  Congress  in  No- 
vember. 

President  Elsenhower  needs  and  de- 
serves the  help  of  another  Republican 
Congress  during  the  last  half  of  his  first 
term  of  office.  Election  of  an  unsympa- 
thetic Congress  could  wreck  the  magnifi- 
cent gains  already  made.  Furthermore, 
there  is  need  of  a  larger  Republican  ma- 
jority than  he  had  during  the  first  half 
of  his  present  term  of  office. 


I 
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ttdUBeiitt 

toaeeoBpilab  all  Chat  «H  derimt  by  tbe 
Frwiilint  Hill,  in  the  iwy  he  dastewL  At 
ItaMi  btwMe  «<  sadi  Iteitatlon  it  has 
bwp wpewM J  to coaaiiwwaiiae  and there- 
feV  take  Ine  than  was  desired.  But.  not- 
wtthataoding  the  lack  of  alarge  working 
najeettj  that  has  been  a  dlsttnet  handi- 
cap, the  aeeompUahments  have  been 
hitidy  satisfsetory.  Bowerer.  U  the  pres- 
ent adartntttratton  is  to  acconu>li8h  all 
that  is  eipeeted  of  it  thexc  must  be  a  sof - 
fleftent  majorltj  in  both  Boose  and  Sen- 
ate to  live  an  unquestioned  R^nibUean 
eontrol  to  the  President  in  both  Houses 
ofGongress.  Thus,  the  issue  in  the  com- 
ing eieettan  in  November  will  be  the  con- 
trol ci  Congress.  It  cazmot  be  too 
sferoiigly  emphssliwi  that  a  RepuUican 
coctrol  in  both  branches  of  Congress  is 
neeoRsary  If  President  Eisenhower  is  to 
aeeoanplish  all  that  is  expected  of  him 
durlitf  his  administration. 

Aside  from  political  considerations 
that  might  be  urged  to  give  support  to 
the  President  by  electing  a  Republican 
Congress,  the  ovemiling  consideration 
ihoald  be  our  national  welfare. 

The  uncertainty  that  pervades  the 
world  requires  a  strong  hand  at  the 
helm  with  a  Congress  In  sympathy  with 
the  captain  of  the  old  ship  of  state. 
Division  between  captain  and  crew  as 
to  the  course  to  be  followed  could  easily 
bring  us  upon  the  rocks.  The  situation 
is  too  serious  to  be  trifled  with.  We 
must  sail  a  straight  course  or  take  the 
dire  consequences  that  could  f<^ow  a 
change  in  policies.  Today  we  have 
peace.  Tomorrow  we  could  have  war  if 
the  wrong  course  is  followed. 

When  things  are  going  along  all  right, 
we  should  let  well  enough  alone.  Things 
that  may  require  a  remedy  can  be 
dealt  with  as  they  arise  by  those  who 
have  had  the  experience  and  shpwn  good 
judgment  In  bringing  us  where  we  are 
today.  The  importance  of  experience 
in  these  treacherous  and  uncertain 
times  cannot  be  overemphasized  nor 
should  it  be  overlooked. 

President  Eisenhower  and  the  Repub- 
licans in  the  Senate  and  House  are 
working  as  a  team.  They  have  accom- 
plished much  notwithstanding  the 
handicaps  with  which  they  were  faced. 
The  conditions  that  confront  us  call 
for  the  strength  that  comes  from  con- 
tinued unity  of  purpose  and  unity  of 
action  by  a  sympathetic  Congress. 


Resalte  ef  QaestMaaaiie,  Fvst  Coagves- 
sioMd  District, 


Akigust  20 

tamrtMBt  issues  confronting  t»e  Amer-  volve  both  foreign  and  domestic  policies 
lean  people,  as  we  go  into  the  text  con-  I  include  the  tabulated  results  at  thte 
gresslaaal  campaign.    These  Itsues  In-    point:  w«.     «,  «■ 

Final  iabvlation  ofreatUis,  queationnaire  from  Congreaaman  Lawrence  H.  Smilk,  tat  DiatricL 

WiacoTiain  '  ^ 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 


or 


I 


HON.  UWRENCEH.  SMITH 

OP  wiacuHsur 
IN  XHB  BODBB  OP  BSPRBSBMTATIVXS 

frtday.  August  29, 1954 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wlsoonstai.  Mr.  Speak- 
er.  under  leave  to  extend  by  remarks,  i 
am  inchKiIng  a  recent  questionnaire  on 


1.  ^yon  '•▼or  tocrensfajf  the  Federal  delt  limit?.... 

X  DojouUrat  return  to  the  Sutes  of  all  Federal  gasoline  and  oil  tax  revcniaes"  for  hiVliwav" cent 

stniction  purooses  without  Federal  dictation?  uignway  ooi> 

-.  Do  yon  think  that  the  Taft-Hartley  A(J  is  fairer  to  all  parties  than  the  old'wkirKer  Act' 

4.  Up  ypQ  think  that  employers  should  h»ve  the  right  to  talk  freely  to  their  employees  about  aB 

labor-management  matters:*. w'^r^na  auoui  uu 

*'  ^dOTBMtte^°rod*^''*^  ^"^*  a«reem«i"ts  regardieWof  coiripetitionof'f^^^^ 

ft.  Do  yoa  approve  of  Government  buyin/up  an<i  storing  farm  surpluses'* * 

elwMWc        *  *•?**  '^  Federal  Qovem«icnt  should  ro  into  the  business  of  producing  aiiid"seUin| 

*•  ^ij^'ibflfty"  *^^"^  ^»a«n«  pay inenU  to  all  persons  M  "and  older,  regardless  of  need  or  prtof 

9.  Do  you  believe  that  the  admini'sVratiiiakiidTOnlrii  of  health  and  medYcili^rvii^'to"^^^ 
,„       people  w  a  proper  function  of  the  Federal  Oovemraent'  services  to  an  tti4 

10.  Do  you  favor  socialised  medicine? 


Ym 


^<^?iMi^  a  constitutional  amendmat  maklnp  treaties  with  forplpi  nations  of  no  force  and 

W   RlSSfw  thi'^T^^ufS^c.?',*'*'''''^'"^/.'*^^*''"""''^^*''''  '"  '*>«  ^'"'^  States  Constitution?  Z 

la    r5?^.1^  Kfi.yj^'*?*  States  continue  Its  pfomm  of  economic  ai<i  to  foreum  countries? 

13.  Do  you  beUeve  atomic  and  hydrogen  bomb  know-how  should  b<-  shared  with  othVr  «unVrir^» 

vl^d^Mom?.^.^."'*^.^'^'^  ^"^''  «""'"""  to  pay  H  of  the  co«t  of  malnSlXX 

15.  Should  the  United  States  sever  diplomatic Ve'-atlons  with  Russia' "^ 

1«.  Do  yon  believe  American  military  aid  ta  foreign  countries  sliouid  be  continued' 

17.  Do  you  favor  keeping  American  troops  abroad?  


M.  Do  you  think  we  should  demand  that  oar  allleshaitaVrtrade  with' Russia  and  hei-»tV!irtM»""" 
••  ^.2SSif*i**'*'  '"^  President  should  have  the  power  to  commit  the  I'nfte^ Sta^,  to  aclr^ertT 
stetance  ji  aggression  m  E-jrope  and  Asia  without  the  consent  o.'  or  consultaUon  with  Co^^. 
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Record  of  Repoblkan  83d  Coacrest 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  CHARLES  J.  KERSTEN 

or  WISCOMSTN 

IN  TBM  BODSE  OF  RKPRESENTlTTVES 

Friday,  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  domestic  record  of  the  Re- 
publican 83d  Congress  has  been  out- 
standing restoring  sound  and  effective 
government  for  the  people.  The  danger- 
ous trend  toward  socialistic,  ever-in- 
ereasing  government  interferenoe  in  the 
people's  private  affairs  has  been  arrested 
and  measures  which  encourage  private 
enterprise  and  foster  self-reliance  have 
been  adopted.  j 

BIG   OOVminCZNT   TKIICMKO    DO^N 

The  Republican  Congress  and  Repub- 
lican administration  have  substantially 
helped  the  people  by  cutting  dewn  big 
government  and  by  spending  lea6  of  the 
people's  money.  The  people  are  now  able 
to  determine  for  themselves  to  a  greater 
extent  how  they  shall  dispose  of  their 
own  money,  instead  of  having  the  Gov- 
ernment spend  it  for  them. 

More  than  200,000  persons  have  been 
removed  from  the  Federal  civilian  pay- 
rcdls — a  large  saving  to  the  American 
taxpayer.  Congress  also  approved  all 
12  of  President  Eisenhower's  govern- 
ment reorganization  plans,  which  enable 
Government  departments  to  operate  on 
a  more  efficient  basis. 

The  spending  budget  for  fisciil  year 
ending  July  31,  1954,  proposed  by  Tru- 
man before  he  left  office  was  reduced 
more  than  $10  billion  by  the  Republican 
administration  after  it  came  into  office. 
Truman  had  predicted  a  budget  deficit 
of  $9.19  billion  for  fiscal  1954.  Tbe  Re- 
publican administration  cut  this  pre- 
dicted deficit  to  an  actual  $3  billion. 


TAXIS  CUT 

Because  of  these  cuts  in  Federal  spend- 
ing, the  Republican  83d  Congress  was 
able  to  pass  on  substantial  tax  cuts  to 
the  American  people.  During  the  Dem- 
ocratic administrations  taxes  had  con- 
stantly increased,  until  they  had  be- 
come a  tremendous  burden  even  on  the 
poorest  people.  The  Democrats  had 
turned  the  income  tax  into  a  soak-the- 
poor  tax  with  their  extremelf  high  rates 
and  their  niggardly  tax  exemptions. 
During  all  their  long  rule  in  Washing- 
ton the  Democrats  had  never  increased 
the  personal  tax  exemption,  in  fact,  they 
had  constantly  decreased  it.  Now  when 
they  are  out  of  power  they  loudly  pro- 
claim that  they  are  in  favor  o|  increasing 
the  tax  exmption.  The  fact  Is.  however 
that  the  only  increase  in  tax  exemption— 
from  $500  to  $600  per  person-*ln  the  past 
22  years  was  enacted  by  a  llepubUcan 
Congress  over  Truman's  veto. 

The  Republican  83d  Congress  slashed 
excise  taxes  by  33  to  50  percent  on  many 
Items  such  as  stoves;  refrigerators; 
clothes  driers;  handbags;  cosmetics; 
railroad,  bus.  and  airline  tickjets;  sport- 
ing goods ;  telephone  calls  and  tele- 
grams; movie  ticlcets  and  tickets  to  our 
Milwaukee  Braves'  games. 

Personal  income-tax  rates  are  now  10 
percent  lower.  The  Republican  83d 
Congress  has  also  provided  Special  in- 
come-tax consideration  to  retired  school- 
teachers, firemen  and  police,  and  other 
persons  living  on  reUrement  income,  to 
working  mothers,  to  persons  Supporting 
dependents,  to  disabled  aqd  handi- 
capped, to  persons  injured  at  work,  to  in- 
stallment buyers,  to  small -business  men 
m  more  rapid  despreciation  rates,  to 
shareholders  in  business,  and  to  persons 
with  medical  expenses.  Everyone  has 
benefitted  from  these  lower  l|icome-tax 
rates  and  the  special  chanties "  relieve 
previous  inequities  in  the  tax  laws. 


195^ 


BoaAL-tmcvnrrY  nnrxTS 

The  Republican  83d  Congress  ex- 
panded the  social-security  program  to 
include  7  million  more  persons.  P^trm- 
ers.  farmworkers,  accountants,  archi- 
tects, engineers,  ministers.  State  and  lo- 
cal government  employees  are  all  newly 
included  under  stidal-securlty  coverage. 

Social-security  benefits  were  also  sub-' 
stantially  Increased.  The  TnaT<miii.| 
monthly  family  bcneflt  is  increased  from 
$168.75  to  $200.  The  minimum  monthly 
benefit  for  a  retired  worker  is  increased 
from  $25  to  $30.  An  individual  retired 
worker  can  now  receive  up  to  $108  50 
and  together  withi  his  wife  can  receive 
up  to  $182.75. 

Earnings  limitation  under  the  new  law 
Is  removed  at  agt  72,  instead  of  at  75. 
under  the  former  law.  Thiis,  anyone  over 
72  may  earn  any  amount  without  for- 
feiting his  soclal-fecurity  benefits.  For 
those  under  72  the  law  is  modified  to  per- 
mit such  person  to  earn  up  to  $1,200  per 
year  without  loss  ot  benefits;  and  even  if 
earnings  are  between  $1,200  and  $2,180 
p-r  year  his  benefits  are  only  propor- 
tionally reduced. 

MOU    HOMES 

The  RepubUcan  83d  Congress  has 
made  it  possible  to  help  fulfill  the  funda- 
mental desire  of  American  families  to 
have  good  homes  of  their  own  by 
changes  in  the  law  respecting  FHA 
mortgages. 

The  Republican -sponsored  housing 
law  permits  lower  downpayments.  low- 
er monthly  payments,  longer  repayment 
terms  of  up  to  30  years,  and  increased 
mortgage  limits  of  up  to  $20,000.  More 
money  is  made  available  for  home  loans 
by  the  merger  of  all  FHA  mortgage  m- 
surance  activities  into  one  authoriza- 
tion, which  was  increased  by  $1.5  bil- 
lion. 

Under  the  new  FKA-insured  mortgage 
program,  it  is  possible,  for  example,  to 
buy  a  $9,000  new  home  for  $450  down 
and  monthly  payments  of  $46.83. 

This  example  of  the  new  lower  down- 
payment — in  this  case  less  than  half  the 
former  downpayment  rate — ^hidlcates 
how  housing  opportunities  can  open  up 
in  areas  and  for  income  groups  never  be- 
fore reached.  Mortwage  amounts  imder 
the  new  law  are  now  95  percent  of  the 
first  $9,000  of  the  Viilue  of  a  new  home 
plus  75  percent  of  the  value  in  excess  of 
$9,000.  A  $12,000  home  can  be  purchased 
for  $1,200  down.  Instead  of  $2,400.  with 
monthly  payments  of  less  than  $60. 
Home  buyers  also  are  protected  by  guar- 
anties required  from  builders  or  sellers 
using  PHA-insured  mortgages. 

ST.  LAWKKMCB  8KAWAT 

The  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  has  at  last 
become  a  reality  for  Milwaukee  and  Wis- 
consin. This  seaway  will  eventually 
mean  more  jobs,  more  income,  more  busi- 
ness for  Milwaukee.  Milwaukee  can  be- 
come the  most  important  port  on  the 
Great  Lakes  by  serving  as  a  point  of  ex- 
change between  the  Industrial  and  agri- 
cultural Midwest  and  the  markets  of 
Europe  and  South  America. 

The  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  project  had 
Deen  proposed  and  reproposed  repeat- 
eaiy  over  the  past  33  years.  Yet  it  re- 
mained for  the  RepubUcan  83d  Congress 
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Portaiit  projSl  ^^  ***  "^  *"'-  h*d  spread  through  the  Und.   IcSl^ 

J^  .„. J^  *^  awarding  of  many  OoreumM 

•MAu.  mjaanaa  azdb  loans  and  contracts  were  oorrui^  poUt- 

The  83d  Congress  helped  smaTi  busi-  **^  bosses  and  underworld  characters. 

new  not  only  through  needed  tax  reUef        ^  ^^  1^52  platform,  the  RepubU. 

but  also  by  creating  the  SmaU  Business  ^^  Pledged  to  put  an  end  to  oorrup- 

Admlnistration     as     an     independent  5*°°' «>ou»t  the  crooks  and  grafters.  ai»d 


as 
««ency  of  the  Federal  Oovernm^t 
The  SmaU  Business  Administration  is 
authorized  to  make  loans  up  to  $150  000 
to  help  smaU  businesses.  Large  loans 
JJ^chcreated  so  much  scandal  during 
the  Democrat  administration  are  not 
permitted  to  be  made;  it  is  the  intent  of 


to  restore  honest  govemmnit  to  the  peo- 
ple. 

That  pledge  Is  being  kept.  Under  lead- 
ership intent  upon  exposing  rather 
than  covering  up  corruption,  the  Con- 
gress and  the  Executive  are  cooperating 
in  providing  the  kind  of  government 


TC  ,  ^^  ^  uM*uc.  11,  IS  uie  mtent  of  ,  CT  \r^^  ""  "^^^  "*  sovemmeni 
the  law  to  see  that  the  primary  benefit  ^^ch  decent  citizens  can  take  pride 
goes  to  smaU  entrepreneurs.  ^  beUeve  that  the  American  neonif 


UTMINAL  SBCCTUTT 

About  2.400  persons  found  to  be  secu- 
rity risks  have  left  or  been  discharged 
from  Oovemment  employment  during 
the  first  year  and  a  half  of  the  Repub- 
Ucan administration.  Fifty  Communist 
leaders  have  been  convicted  in  court  and 
256  Red  aUens  have  been  ordered  de- 
ported. 

Various  measures  have  been  adopted  to 
make  it  more  difficult  for  the  Commu- 
nists to  operate  in  our  country.  The 
Communist  Party  has  been  outlawed- 
Uieir  power  to  control  certain  unions  is 
being  limited.  Witnesses  testifying  be- 
fore congressional  committees  may  be 
granted  immunity  under  certain  circum- 
stances, in  order  to  enable  these  commit- 
tees to  ferret  out  more  facts  on  Commu- 
nist activities  in  our  midst. 

coMnrrm  sxfosxb  couuwtsrt 

TACTICS 


beUeve  that  the  American  people 
are  weU  satisfied  with  the  record  of  the 
RepubUcan  83d  Congress  and  of  the 
RepubUcan  administration  in  restoring 
sound,  efficient,  and  effective  govern- 
ment in  the  United  States  Government 
which  is  responsive  to  the  true  needs 
of  the  people,  but  which  does  not  over- 
wheUn  the  people's  Uberties  in  a  social- 
istic morass. 


Congressional  committees  continued 
their  exceUent  work  of  exposing  Com- 
munist activities  in  America  during  the 
83d  Congress.  The  House  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Communist  Aggression,  of 
which  I  was  chairman,  brought  to  light 
many  facts  regarding  the  Communist 
seizure  of  the  Eastern  Eim>pean  coun- 
tries and  of  the  treatment  of  the  various 
people  subjected  to  Communist  rule 
The  Department  of  State  has  praised 
the  committee  for  its  work  in  thus  help- 
ing American  foreign  poUcy  against  the 
Reds  by  bringing  out  these  hitherto  Uttle 
known  details  of  Communist  brutaUty. 

CLMAmxa  xrr  tbx  oontTpnoN  icjcas 
The  RepubUcan  Party,  when  it  came 
into  office  in  January  1953.  inherited  a 
mess.  Members  of  the  Truman  admin- 
istration had  been  convicted  of  fraud. 
The  involvement  of  no  less  than  14  Gov- 
ernment officials  in  instances  of  favor- 
itism and  influence  had  t)ecn  exposed. 
Members  of  Truman's  official  famUy  had 
accepted  valuable  gifts;  mink-coat  and 
deep-freeze  scandals  had  disgusted  the 
Nation.  Hundreds  of  Federal  employees 
had  been  caught  trying  to  improve  their 
private  fortunes  through  their  positions 
on  the  public  payroU.  Ten  Federal  agen- 
cies were  entangled  m  shadowy  manip- 
ulations. 

There  were  78  headlined  scandals  In 
the  Agriculture  Department.  48  in  the 
Internal  Revenue  Bureau,  19  in  the  De- 
fense Department,  10  in  the  RFC,  9  in 
the  Justice  Etepartment,  5  Ua  the  Post 
Office  Department. 


Aa  AstoandiBg  Record  ef  Cattiar  Gev«- 
erameat  Speadiag  by  tkc  Repablicaa 
AdaiaithratioB 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  CHARLES  A.  WOLVERTON 

or  Nxw  jBun- 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday,  August  29. 1954 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  .  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
RepubUcan  Congress  and  the  Eisenhower 
-.administration  have  fulfUled  a  solemn 
pledge  to  the  American  people — ^we  have 
cut  Government  spending  and  increased 
the  efficiency  of  Federal  ftmcUons  with- 
out impairing  the  Nation's  security. 
This  is  how  we  accomplished  our  ob- 
jective: 

■nOCKT  rOB  VUCAI,  ltS4 

First,  take  the  final  Truman  budget, 
for  fiscal  1954.  President  Truman  asked 
for  $66,568,819,353  in  new  funds— regu- 
lar annual  and  supplemental  appropria- 
tions. He  said  this  figure  could  not  be 
cut.  But  the  RepubUcan  Congress  ^nd 
the  administration  Imew  there  was  plenty 
of  fat  in  each  item  of  that  budget,  and 
they  accomplished  one  of  the  greatest 
feats  in  the  history  of  free  government — 
they  reduced  the  Democrat  spending 
program  for  fiscal  1954  by  $12,029,378,802. 

To  do  this,  the  legislative  branch  and 
the  executive  branch  worked  in  close 
harmony  and  cooperation,  as  the  Con- 
stitution intended.  The  departments, 
now  headed  by  economy-minded  Repub- 
Ucans.  revised  their  Democratic  prede- 
cessors' estimates  and  were  able  to  re- 
duce the  budgets  for  their  departments 
by  many  milUons.  Then  the  RepubUcan 
Congress  finished  the  Job  for  fiscal  1954 
by  further  trimming  the  Truman  cannot- 
be-cut  budget. 

BVDoiT  rot  rac&L  itsi 

The  tremendous  job  was  not  finished. 
The  Republican  administration  was  de- 


i 


i 


CX)NGR£SSIONAL  BECORD  —  HOUSE 


August  20 
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to  Itotber  xcdnoe  ^coding,  to 


IS^Sbudset   mhis 
on  January  21  of 


to 

of  tin 

to 

lieaBid 

bDdgat  is  ttM  lint  pc«parMl  en- 
■daMntkm.  tt  proYldM 
to  any  JodgBMHt.  for  the  na- 
l  n»  IntomatloBal  napon- 
%MUn.  •  •  •  Th*  tondgat 
■qpnfMIy  Xcr  tbc  mrrent 
Of  ^a  qoawiimant  and  for  eonstrue- 
ttva  tm.mm.iL  atqpa  la  oar  donaatle  rapaon- 
gtMltttM  fiM  pngnma. 

Tlda  bqdigrt  aaartcs  th«  huglnnlng  of  a 
■lovaaaank  to  dUft  to  Btata  and  loeal  govam- 
aacBts  Mid  to  priwftt*  •nttptlae  Psderal  ae- 
lltltlai  vliiab  MHB  ^  more  apimprtataly  aDd 
aaeia  aflMaatly  earrtad  oa  in  tluit  way. 

TUm  ten^Kat  alio  banaflta  from  material 
•avlaca  txaok  ttia  dacfaaeed  eocte  of  Federal 
operaUone  neiittlm  from  our  oonetant  ^Eort 
to  lni|M«a  ttta  manaeement  of  Ctovammimt 
aettvttaaa  and  to  find  better  and  lea  ezpen- 
itve  anya  of  doAng  tba  tlUaga  wtilch  miut 
be  deae  by  too  Vbderal  GoTanunent. 

itodrgMifcnt  Blsenbower  reaewed  the 
Ptrty'8  pledge  to  the  Ameri- 
Btomld: 


<nite  adBUntatratbm  ia  dadfteatad  to  greater 
eAetaBfey  and  economy  in  meeting  tbe  Na- 
tkn%  Mcwtty  raqulrementa  and  the  necea- 
aaiy  and  aalid  faaetloos  o<  the  Oovemment. 


or  AFraopaUTioirs 

nte  tart  tray  to  ahow  the  remarkable 
aeoompUdunente  of  the  RepuUican  Con- 
grcoB  and  the  admlntiitratton  is  to  com- 
pare  appropriations  for  the  2  years  of 
Repttblioan  eontrol.  flscals  1954  and  1955, 
with  the  last  2  years  of  Democrat  nde. 
flseala  1952  and  1953. 

m  fiscal  years  1952  and  1958,  when  a 
Democrat  Congress  and  a  Democrat 
President  were  in  eontrol.  Congress  gave 
the  Federal  OovwnmaEit  a  total  of  $166,- 
416.788.116. 

m  fiscal  years  1954  and  1955.  with  a 
Republican  Congress  and  a  RepuUican 
administration  managing  the  Nation's 
budget.  Congress  has  appropriated  a 
total  of  (mly  $102,181,571,756. 

In  Just  2  years,  the  Republican  ad- 
ministration has  cut  the  cost  tA  Govern- 
ment by  $M.2S5.2163«0.  m  }u8t  2  years, 
it  cut  the  cost  of  Oovemmoit  almost  40 
percent. 

oaia  THoxnauro  tax  HuimaBD  ""tt-*!!^  satid 

Mn  TOTIB  FAICZLT 

Here  is  what  the  I64.235.216.360  cut 
in  appn«>riations  means  to  you.  It  fig- 
ures out  to  an  average  saving  of  $395  for 
every  man.  woman,  and  child  to  this 
country,  based  on  a  population  of  162 
million. 

In  the  average  family  of  4  persons,  this 
means  a  saving  of  nearly  $1,600.  That 
Is  $1,600  of  your  family's  much-needed 
money  that  the  Oovemment  will  not  be 
spending. 

Anothor  way  of  looking  at  it  is  to  re- 
alin  that  this  $«4,235.216.360  reduction 
in  Oovenuaent  oofto  for  2  years  is  near- 
ly equal  to  VM  total  amount  that  Mr. 
Truman  astad  to  run  the  Gtovemment  in 
his  last  budget  request,  for  fiscal  1954. 
Thus,  the  Repnblican  administration  has 


in  flOaet  eliminated  nearly  a  whole  yeff 
of  typleal  Ttuman  gpending. 


lOGBAT    SFBMinMa 

A  Republican  administration  has  befn 
aide  to  make  these  tronendous  cuts  aad 
lavlngs  because,  for  the  first  time  in  $0 
years  there  has  been  a  real  desire  by  bo^ 
the  administration  and  the  Congress  to 
save  money. 

One  of  the  biggest  headaches  inherited 
from  the  Truman  administration  was 
the  matter  of  purchase  commitments  it 
had  altered  into  tovolving  payment  at 
some  future  time.  As  of  Jime  30,  19$3, 
President  Elsenhower  was  faced  with 
spending  authorizations  which  had  been 
made  In  the  past  but  for  which  cash 
had  to  be  foimd  in  future  months. 

Much  of  the  $81  billion  in  unpaid  Tru- 
man biUs  was  the  result  of  the  military 
buildup  contracted  for  at  the  start  of 
the  Korean  was  to  1950.  President  Tru- 
man and  his  budget  experts  predicted  in 
the  final  Democratic  budget  that  fisoal 
1954  would  b(;  a  peak  spending  year.  In 
fact,  Trmnan  predicted  that  the  first 
full  fiscal  year  of  the  Eisenhower  ad- 
ministration would  wind  up  with  a  defi- 
cit of  $9,902,000,000. 

But  here  is  what  actually  happened  in 
fiscal  1954.  under  the  economy-minded 
Republicans: 

The  deficit  for  fiscal  1954  is  only  $$,- 
020,000,000.  That  is  $6,893,000,000  Itss 
than  Truman  forecast,  and  it  is  $6,411,- 
000,000  below  the  Truman  deficit  for  the 
preceding  year.  , 

A   SS-TKAB   COMPAKISOIV  I 

The  Republican  Party  has  a  long  rec- 
ord of  low  spending.  To  prove  this,  I 
am  going  to  compare  Republican  and 
DMttocratic  spending  for  the  last  55  fis- 
cal years. 

Since  1900,  America  has  experienced 
20  years  of  Republican  administrations. 
Republicans  have  spent  $186,525,000,000 
in  those  26  years,  and  we  have  kept  the 
country  at  peace.  Democrats  have  siiant 
$821,795,000,000  hi  27  years,  and  they 
kept  the  country  at  war — hot  and  cold. 

Republican  administrations  have 
spent,  on  the  average,  $6,663,000,000  a 
year  for  26  years. 

Democrat  administrations  have  spent, 
on  the  average,  $29,350,000,000  a  year,  or 
almost  5  times  more. 

BMAix  aAVuroa  biimg  big  kesttlts     I 

In  August  of  1953,  President  Eisen- 
hower ordered  the  heads  of  all  Govern- 
ment departments  and  agencies  "to  take 
every  possible  step  progressively  to  re- 
duce the  expenditures  of  your  depart- 
ment during  the  fiscal  year  1954."  Here 
are  srane  extonples  of  the  results. 

Some  210,243  unnecessary  Federal  jdbs 
have  been  eliminated  in  the  period  of 
January  1953  to  June  1954,  saving  the 
taxpayers  $851  million. 

There  are  7,055  fewer  Government  au- 
tomobiles in  service  today,  for  a  saving 
Of  about  $2  million  a  year. 

General  Stirvices  Administration,  the 
Govemment'j  housekeeping  and  supply 
agency,  has  saved  $150  million  since  the 
Repulilicans  took  over  management  of 
Government  property  and  supplies. 

The  Government's  rent  bill  was  de- 
creased by  alMut  $8  million  in  1953.  Gov- 


ernment-leased q?ace  was  cut  from  41 
million  square  feet  to  36  million  s<|uare 
feet. 

The  Budget  Bureau  has  halted  the 
practice  established  by  Democrat  aqmin- 
istrations  of  running  wild  in  making 
needless  and  extravagant  picchasles  in 
the  final  days  of  each  fiscal  year  so  that 
no  appropriation  would  be  return^  to 
the  Treasury.  Now,  when  purchases  in 
the  closing  days  of  a  fiscal  year  ekceed 
the  level  of  the  preceding  months,  the 
excess  buying  is  charged  to  the  guilty 
agency's  new  appropriations  for  the  next 
year. 

In  the  Republican-controlled  Hoase  of 
Representatives,  the  Appropriations 
Committee  set  15  task  forces  to  work  to 
lay  the  groundwork  for  reductions  in 
appropriations.  These  task  forces,  were 
composed  of  80  of  the  country's  forfmost 
btislness  and  management  experts,  who 
were  borrowed  temporarily  for  the  most 
part  from  some  of  the  country's  most 
efficient  businesses.  They  were  assisted 
by  experienced  staff  members  of  the  Gen- 
eral Accoimtlng  Office,  an  agency  which 
is  responsible  to  Congress. 

These  engineers,  certified  public  ac- 
countants, researchers,  and  business 
executives  worked  for  months  iifc  the 
Government  departments  and  agencies 
and  found  innumerable  instances  of 
waste,  inefficiency,  and  unnecessary  ex- 
pense that  had  built  up  during  th$  pre- 
vious 20  years.  With  the  reports  ♦f  the 
task  forces  to  guide  them.  Members  of 
the  House  were  able  to  achieve  the  tre- 
mendous budget  reductions. 

Any  Individual  who  has  been  in  finan- 
cial difficulties  well  knows  that  these 
troubles  cannot  be  straightened  out 
overnight.  The  same  holds  for  your 
Federal  Government.  But  in  the  short 
space  of  time  the  Republicans  have  been 
In  control  in  Washington,  the  record 
shows  what  they  have  been  able  to  do, 
with  economy  and  efficiency  our  guiding 
policies. 

Much  more  remains  to  be  done,  and  it 
will  be  done.  Every  citizen,  his  children 
and  his  children's  children,  will  ulti- 
mately reap  the  benefit  in  further  lower- 
ing of  taxes,  steady  prices,  a  solvent  Gov- 
ernment, and  a  future  you  can  rely  on. 

To  assure  the  realization  of  silch  a 
future,  the  President  should  have  a  Re- 
publican Congress  again  in  1953  and 
1956. 


More  aad  Better  Hoatinf 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

or  . 

HON.  GEORGE  H.  BENDER 

or  OHIO 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATlVBa 
Friday.  August  20.  1954      \ 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  ths  big- 
gest single  factor  in  brightening  the  eco- 
nomic forecast  during  the  past  year  has 
been  the  record  established  by  the  con- 
struction industry.  Homes,  highiways. 
and  public  utility  expansion  have  been 
high  on  the  agenda  of  activity.  In  Au- 
gust, the  figure  reached  a  new  record  of 
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more  tlian  $3H  bUllon.  In  19SS.  tlM 
building  set  its  high  level  at  $35,250,000.- 
000.  At  ths  preaeat  annual  rate,  1054 
should  do  brtter  than  $30V&  blllkm. 

What  is  most  cheerful  about  this  pic- 
ture is  the  trraiendous  amount  of  pri- 
vate residential  eonstmetion  throughout 
the  country.  People  have  always  been 
home  ooDsdous  In  America.  Nowadays 
this  attitude  has  become  more  pervaaiva 
than  ever.  "A  home  for  every  faiBUy" 
sounds  Hke  a  slogan  oat  of  Aladdin  and 
his  magic  lamp  to  most  countries  where 
homes  are  luxuries.  But  in  our  own 
land,  there  Is  evcsry  good  prospect  for 
reaching  this  Ideal  for  every  family 
which  desires  a  home.  With  our  liberal- 
ized lending  facilities  underwritten  by 
new  congressional  legislation,  the  possi- 
bility becomes  more  than  a  dream. 

In  its  spreading  effects,  homeowner- 
ship  means  the  manufactiu-e  and  pur- 
chase of  household  goods,  extension  of 
utilities.  sclKXd  buildings,  employment 
expansion,  and  a  steadily  widening  in- 
fluence upon  the  economy.  More  and 
better  housing  is  the  sign  of  a  healthy 
economy. 

Procedure  far  Amcs£af  Ike  CoastihitMa 

ESTTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  RALPH  W.  GWINN 

or  WKW  romm. 
IN  THB  HOUSB  OP  RXPBXSEMTATIVXS 

Fridap.  August  20,  If 54 

Mr.  GWINN.    Mr.  Speaker,  here  is  a 
fundamental  and  possibly  a  necessary 
next  amendment  to  the  Constitution.    It 
clarifies  the  fifth  article  of  the  Consti- 
tution. maUng  it  possible  for  three- 
fourths  of  the  States  by  identical  resolu- 
tion  to  amend  the  OonsUtution  without 
calling  a  convention  or  making  it  neces- 
sary for  Congress  to  take  action: 
House  Joint  R«iolutk>n  568 
Joint  resolution  proixMlng  an  amendment  to 
the  Constitution  nf  tbe  United  States  re- 
lating to  tbe  procedure  for  unending  tlie 
Constitution 

Resolved  ttf  the  Strnate  mnd  Houae  of  Bep- 
re$entatives  of  the  United  Stmte*  of  Americ* 
in  Contre**  oMemMed  (tvto-third*  of  emch 
House  concurring  tiierein).  That  In  lieu  ot 
article  V  of  the  Ooitstltutlon  of  tbe  United 
States,  tbe  following  article  is  pro| wised  ss 
an  amendment  to  tbe  Constitution  ot  tbe 
United  SUtes.  wblcb.  wben  ratified  by  tbe 
legislatures  of  three-fourths  of  tbe  several 
States.  staaU  be  vallcl.  to  all  IntanU  and  pur- 
poses, as  part  of  tbe  Constitution: 
"axncLB  — 

"SncnoN  1.  The  Oongren,  whenever  two- 
thirds  <a  both  Ho\iHes  shall  deem  It  neces- 
sary, abaU  propose  amendments  to  this  Con- 
stitution, or  on  the  appUcatlon  of  the  legis- 
latures of  two-thlrcis  of  tbe  several  States 
shall  call  a  convention  for  proposing  amend- 
ments: or  the  legislature  of  any  State,  when- 
ever two-thirds  of  each  hovme  shall  deem  It 
necessary,  may  propose  amendments  to  t>»i^ 
Constitution  by  traosmlttlng  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  of  the  United  States  and  to 
the  secretary  of  state  of  each  of  tbe  several 
States  a  certified  copy  of  tbe  reeolutlon  pro- 
posing the  amendment,  which  shall  be 
deemed  submitted  to  the  several  States  for 
ratiflcaUon  wben  certified  copies  of  reeolu- 
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tkaa  of  tbe  legfsUtures  of  any  12  of  the  sev- 
«al  States  by  two-thirdi  of  each  bouse  "i^^n 
>»*•  been  eo  traaamltted  ooncurnng  in  the 
propoaal  of  eiich  amendment;  which,  in  any 
ease,  absm  be  valid  to  aU  ln««&ta  and  pur- 
poaae  as  part  of  this  Oonstltuwon  when  rati- 
flMt  by  tbe  Vaglslatoree  of  thrrje-fourtbs  ot 
tbe  several  States:  J*rooided,  That  no  Statei. 
without  Its  oonasnt.  shall  be  deprived  ot  Ita 
equal  suSrage  In  tbe  Smate. 

"Om.  1.  The  act  of  proposal,  ooncurrenoe 
tn  a  proposal,  or  ratification  of  an  amend- 
ment. shaU  not  be  revocable. 

"Sac.  S.  A  propossl  of  an  amendment  by  a 
State  Shan  be  inoperative  unless  It  shall  have 
been  so  concurred  In  within  7  years  from  tbe 
data  of  tbe  proposal.  A  proposed  amend- 
ment shall  be  inoperative  unless  It  shall  have 
been  so  ratmed  within  15  years  from  the 
data  of  Ito  submission,  or  shorter  period  as 
may  be  prescribed  in  the  resolution  propos- 
ing the  amendment. 

"Sec.  4.  Controversies  respecting  the  valid- 
ity of  aa  amendment  shall  be  justiciable  and 
shaU  be  determined  by  the  exercise  of  tbe 
Judicial  power  of  tbe  United  States." 

Sac.  a.  This  arUcle  shall  be  inoperative  un- 
lees  It  shall  have  been  ratified  as  an  aniend- 
ment  to  the  Constitution  by  the  leglslaturei 
of  three.foiurths  at  the  several  States  within 
7  years  from  tbe  date  of  Ite  submission. 


TriWlt  to  Hob.  Rabcrt  C  HeaJricksos, 
•f  New  Jersey 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  EDWIN  C.  JOHNSON 

or  CX>LOBAOO 

IN  THE  SKNAn  OF  THI  UNITED  STATES 
Fridaw,  August  20, 1954 

Ifr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
Preaident.  I  aak  unanimous  conamt  to 
Insert  in  the  Rscota  a  letter  which  I 
wrote  to- Senator  Robxit  HimsioDsoN 
on  Atwust  SO.  1964. 

I  do  this  because  I  hold  Senator  Hnv- 
DBiCKsoK  in  such  high  regard.  His  serv- 
ices m  the  Senate  were  an  inspiration  to 
ereij  other  Senator. 

He  Is  a  man  of  great  courage  and  fixed 
purpose.  He  will  stand  up  for  what  he 
believes  is  right,  come  what  may.  At  the 
same  time  he  is  the  personification  of 
klndneas  and  good  will  toward  ail. 

Thoe  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Racoao, 
as  follows: 


arans  SncaTs, 
on  larrcanan  awa 
PoanoN  OoMKncB. 

August  20,  19S4. 
Hon.  Vxmwaer  C.  Rxkdsicksom. 

Committee  on   Armed   Services,   Senate 
Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

DasB  Robbt:  I  rejoiced  in  the  wonderfiU 
trlbutee  paid  to  you  yesterday  on  the  Sen- 
ate floor.  Ttafl  good  part  about  tbem  is  that 
they  are  so  richly  deserved  and  aincere. 
Tou  have  been  a  splendid  Senator  dedicated 
and  devoted  to  your  task. 

I  am  especially  indebted  to  you  for  your 
courageous  and  timely  crusade  on  Juvenile 
deilnquBBicy.  Tbat  Is  tbs  major  problem  of 
this  day.  Tou  tackled  it  with  determination 
and  understanding.  The  loss  of  your  lead- 
ership la  this  vital  cause  Is  a  tragedy. 

As  I  bow  oat  of  tbe  Senate  tbe  most  pre- 
cious thing  which  I  take  away  with  me  is 
tbe  frlenddilpB  and.  tbe  memory  at  my  aaso- 
cUtlon  wltb  my  beloved  coUeagues.     Prom 


them  aad  from  you  I  have  gained  i^nfirtHn 
and  renewed  faith  In  men. 

Whatever  yon  do  and  wherever  you  may  iol 
1  hope  toe  yon  bapplncas  la    " 
sooosas  without  stint. 
With  affectionate  regard.  I  am 
Most  sinoerrty. 

■Bwmc. 

Vnited  Stmte*  Menmtor, 


Cva  Rigbs  AJvucad  by  R«paUicaB 


EXTENSION  OF  REIiCARXS 
or 

HON.  CHARLES  A.  WOLVERTON 


IN  THK  BOUSE  OF  BSPBBSEMTA'nVBS 
Friday,  August  20.  19S4 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker, 
throughout  the  long  struggle  for  equal* 
Ity  for  an  Americans,  there  have  been 
several  basic  steps  which  had  to  be  taken 
before  the  tide  of  man's  Inhumanity  to 
man  could  be  turned. 

Within  2  short  years,  the  Republkaii 
administration  has  firtahJIshtid  landoiaik 
after  landmark  In  the  field  of  human 
rights.  *«-— » 

In  his  inaugural  address  on  January 
20,  1953.  President  Btsealiowcr  raef- 
firmed  a  promise  made  durii«  tbe  ltS2 
campaign.    He  said: 

We  reject  any  ti*»t«^«t1"ti  t&at  ( 

another,  one  people  or  anotbar.  la  la 
sense  Inferior  or  ejqxndable. 

On  April  2.  1954,  the  ChicagD  De* 
fender,  a  leading  Negro  newspaper  wfaleli 
had  long  supported  the  Democrat  ad- 
minis^*ations,  said  that  In  15  months 
of  the  Eisenhower  administration,  'ttut 
admittedly  low  stock  of  the  Negro  baa 
risen  to  a  new  high  and  the  potentiall- 
ties  are  even  greater.** 

This  is  high  praise  Indeed  from  thoee 
who  have  endured  decMles  of  tafolcen 
promises  from  poUUcal  manipulators 
who  used  the  frustrations  of  many  of 
our  citizens  to  promote  th€lr  own  politi- 
cal goals. 

THK  BKOKO  OF  DCVSU>PICIinii 

There  have  been  17  important  devid<- 
opments  during  the  short  time  the  Re- 
publican admlnlstratioa  has  been  able  to 
proceed  m  fulfilling  its  campaign  pledgee 
on  civil  rights. 

These  are  historic  steps  which  stand 
in  glowing  contrast  to  the  dK>ekine  neg- 
lect that  existed  from  1932  to  1963. 

Segregation  at  Army  post  s^Kxds  was 
abolished  by  the  Eisenhower  admlnistra« 
tion. 

Bnployment  discrimination  In  Uie  Dis- 
trict of  Colinnbia  service  contracts  and 
segregation  in  District  eating  establish- 
ments has  been  outlawed  by  the  Repub- 
lican administration. 

Segregation  in  United  States  naval  In- 
stallations in  the  South  was  ended  by  the 
RepubUcsuQ  administration. 

Racial  discrimination  has  been  effee- 
tively  banned  on  Federal  oontnet  Jobs 
by  the  President's  GovemmeBt  i 
Committee. 


1 
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SegPttatHmhM  been  outlawed  fa  gut" 
Jor  tetenoMr  boqplUlB  in  the  Smth. 

DiUlntittftn  has  been  ehoflahed  fa 
DittrlBt  of  Coliimhla  zeeieatiai  facili- 
ties. 

A  total  of  45  qualified  Negroee  have 
been  ainwliiteil  to  high  poeittons  fa  the 
Federal  Goftnment*  faelodlng  J.  Ernest 
WUkfas.  of  Chleaco.  who  was  appofated 
ABrtstant  Secretary  of  lAbor.  In  addi- 
tion. Mrs.  liols  Umnnan.  of  New  York 
City.  haaitoedliUucUup  of  being  the  first 
Negro  wonan  ever  to  senre  as  a  White 
House  seerfrtary. 


In  other  areas  of  the  clvll-rlghts  ques- 
tion, the  Republican  administration 
moved  forward  steadily  to  Improve  the 
eQuallfy  of  all  of  our  people. 

L^lslatkm  has  been  presented  to  Ck>n- 
gress  by  the  Attorney  General  request- 
ing the  estabUshment  of  a  public  de- 
fender so  that  an.  rich  and  poor  alike, 
will  be  xoovlded  with  full  Justice  under 
the  law  when  called  before  the  bar  of 
Justice. 

The  Department  of  Justice  under  a 
Republican  Attorney  G«ieral  has  also 
expanded  its  favestigative  staff  which 
goes  fato  action  when  violations  of  civil 
rights  are  anoarent.  In  1  year  Uie  At- 
torney Qvamnl  has  called  an  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation  to  conduct  pre- 
liminary favestigatlons  fa  9.000  com- 
plaints of  efvU-rlghtB  vl<daUons. 

In  one  teaneh  of  our  military  services, 
the  Navy,  the  stops  ;takera  to  restore 
equaU^  among  eiVillan  enq^yees  at  fa- 
stallaticms  are  worthy  xA  recounting  fa 
detail. 

In  a  report  to  the  President.  Navy 
officials  stoted  that  out  of  M  naval  bases 
fa  the  South,  20  reported  on  August  1, 
1853.  the  fhst  year  of  the  Req^nablican 
admlnistratioa,  that  segregation  prac- 
tices had  ceased. 

In  17  additimial  Instollations,  segre- 
gation has  been  ended  sface  that  date. 
In  21  other  naval  bases,  the  gradual  ces- 
sation of  segregation  fa  caf  etiolas.  wash- 
rooms, and  other  facilities  has  been 
under  way  and  is  now  about  completed. 

On  March  1.  1954.  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment announced  it  was  endfag  separate 
enlistments  for  Navy  stewards,  a  move 
aimed  at  changfag  the  predwpfaantly 
Negro  oomiXMltion  ot  its  stewards' 
branch. 

The  Secretary  of  Def  oise  on  February 
1. 1954.  issued  a  memorandum  to  the  Sec- 
retaries of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force  directing  the  services  to  aid  all 
segregation  fa  all  military  post  schools  by 
September  1.  1955. "  The  order  forbids 
services  to  open  any  new  segregated 
schools.  It  orders  the  end  of  segrega- 
tion of  Negro  and  white  children  on  21 
bases  still  maintaining  separate  schools. 

The  order  also  seciired  from  the  United 
States  OfBce  of  Education  an  agree- 
ment to  operate  unsegregated  schools  fa 
states  where,  because  of  delays  in  imple- 
menting the  Suprraie  Court  decision, 
segregated  schools  are  being  retafaed 
temporarily. 


and  funds  so  that  the  quality  of  teaching 
and  facflitiee  wUl  not  sufCar. 

Senator  Lbvoxtt  Saltonstalz..  Repub- 
lican. <tf  Massachusetts,  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Armed  Services  Committee,  said 
fa  regard  to  this  decision  on  March  1, 
1954: 

This  is  an  edueationsl  experience  of  in- 
ealeuIaU*  importance  for  the  American, 
people.  Zte  effects  we  already  spilling  over 
from  the  jiinlfonned  serrices  into  many 
otlier  aspect*  of  life  in  the  United  States. 
Prejudices  are  being  broken  down  every- 
wbsre,  North  and  South,  by  the  demon- 
ftrmted  fact  that  men  and  women  can  work 
side  by  side  in  a  common  task  without  re- 
gard to  color  or  creed. 

These  are  gains,  however,  that  have 
been  made  only  since  the  Republican  ad- 
ministration and  the  Republican  Con- 
gress taclded  the  problems  with  courage 
and  insight. 


The  "DesmxtaiaA  of  Health,  Educa- 
tion, and  Wdfare  is  actively  asslstfag 
the  Defense  Department  fa  its  nonseg- 
regation  policy  by  providing   assistants 


garding  the  death  of  Senator  Lester  C. 
Himt. 

There  befag  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  fa  the 
RscoKD,  as  follows:  | 

Sir.  President,  as  we  come  to  the  cloe4  of 
this  ad  session  of  the  83d  Congress.  I  w|int 
to  say  that  I  am  saddened  by  the  absence 
here  of  my  good  friend  and  colleague,  Letter 
Hunt. 

He  was  a  distinguished  governor  of  a  gMat 
State  before  representing  that  State  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  We  served  to- 
gether on  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  we 
served  together,  during  many  trying  Aij*. 
as  members  of  the  Senate  Crime  Committee. 

Lester  Hunt  was  a  devoted  servant  of  the 
people,  not  only  of  his  own  State,  but  lilso 
of  the  United  States.  We  will  miss  Ihlm 
greatly  in  the  years  ahead.  America  Ihas 
suffered  a  loss  in  his  passing. 


THX  SEPXTBUCAN  mBCOKO 


J 


In  18  of  19  civil-rights  tests,  a  majorit: 
of  Republicans  voted  favorably;  3  times 
Republicans  Uhed  up  100  percent  on  tho 
issue. 

The  only  Fair  Emplosrment  Practices 
Act  passed  fa  the  history  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  was  backed  by  Republi- 
cans 142  to  42.  rejected  by  Democrats  134 
to  lie. 

The  House  has  passed  an  antipoU  tax 
bill  five  times.  Ninety -one  percent  of  the 
Republicans  voted  for  these  bills,  only 
9  percent  against.  .Democrats  lined  up 
45  pererat  against,  55  percent  for. 

The  same  ratio  held  for  antilynch  bills 
passed  by  the  House  on  two  occasions. 

THE  amTBUCAN  PLEDGK 

I  direct  attention  to  the  words  of  the 
Republican  candidate  for  President, 
Dwight  D.  Eisenhower,  who.  fa  October 
1952.  said: 

niere  is  discrimination.  This  crusade  is 
pledged  to  use  every  single  item  of  leader- 
ship and  influence  it  has  to  eliminate  it. 
It  intends  to  enforce  the  full  Constitution, 
not  part  of  it. 

Human  equality  fa  America  is  a  weapon 
against  communism. 

Knowing  this  and  aware  that  deeds, 
not  promises,  will  help  build  a  better, 
more  secure  America,  the  Republican 
Party  has  and  will  continue  to  fulfill  iU 
pledges  oa  civil  rights.  The  record  is 
outstandfag.  Progress  so  far  has  en- 
couraged the  fine  American  citizens  who 
for  so  long  were  denied  the  rights  of  full 
citizenship.  A  Republican  administra- 
tion wHl  contfaue  to  serve  as  a  guarantee 
that  the  rights  of  all  Americans  can  and 
will  be  preserved. 


Hon.  Lester  C.  Hunt 


EXTENSION  OF  REMAREIS 

OF 

HON.  ESTES  KEFAUVER 

or  TKMMKSSZK 

IN  TBK  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Friday,  August  20. 1954  | 

Mr.  KEFAX7VER.  Mx.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  faclude  in  the 
Rbcoro  a  statement  prepared  by  me  re- 


Tke  83d  Coagress  and  Fann 
Legislation 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN 

OF  MINNESOTA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday,  AugiLst  20.  19S4 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
SpeaiEcr,  on  this  closing  day  of  the  83d 
Congress,  I  cannot  refrain  from  briefly 
reviewing  the  course  of  farm  legislation 
in  this  session.  I  am  also  prompted  to 
say  a  few  words  because  I  have  today  re- 
ceived the  following  kind  and  generous 
letter  from  my  good  friend,  and  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
the  Honorable  CurroRO  R.  Hopx,  of 
Kansas : 


HOUSK  or  RlPRKf  XNTATTVIS,  U.  8.. 

COMMTTTKX  ON  ACKICTn.TI7KB. 

Washington,  D.  C,  August  20.  19S4. 
Hon.  August  H.  Andrkskn.  | 

House  of  Representatives,  I 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Atjcttst:  I  would  not  want  to  leave 
Washington  without  taking  this  opportunity 
to  express  my  appreciation  of  the  great  Con- 
tribution which  you  have  made  to  the  Oom- 
mlttee  on  Agrlcultxire  during  the  sessions  of 
the  83d  Congress. 

This  has  been  a  busy  Congress  as  far  as  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  la  concerned  and 
I  feel  that  the  committee  can  well  t>e  ptoud 
of  the  legislation  which  it  has  reported. 
Your  knowledge  of  agriculture  and  your  ton- 
sclentlous  attention  to  the  problems  btf ore 
the  committee  have  made  it  possible  for  you 
to  make  a  real  contribution  to  all  of  the  im- 
portant legislation  which  the  committee  has 
considered. 

I  have  depended  much  on  your  Judgment, 
not  only  on  those  matters  (dairying,  live- 
stock, research,  improved  marketing,  and 
conservation)  to  which  you  have  given  par- 
ticular attention,  but  on  all  important  prob- 
lems before  the  committee.  Certainly,  you 
have  represented  the  farmers  and  othem  in 
your  own  district  and  State  magnl&cetitly 
and  I  am  s\u-e  that  they  are  grateful  for  the 
splendid  work  which  you  have  done.  Your 
hard  work  for  American  agriculture  has 
always  been  beneficial  to  the  economy  of 
our  entire  country. 

Looking  forward  to  seeing  you  In  Jantiary 
and  with  kindest  reg;\rd8,  I  am. 
Very  cordially  yours, 

CuFFOBo  R.  Hope. 

C/iatrman. 
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I  want  to  publicly  thank  Congressman 
Hops  for  his  very  kind  and  unsolicited 
expression  of  my  work  as  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture.  We  have 
served  together  on  this  ccnnmittee  for 
many  years,  during  which  time  we  have 
worked  in  close  cooperation  for  what  we 
and  other  members  of  the  committee 
believed  to  be  for  the  best  interests  of 
American  agriculture.  We  have  always 
taken  the  position  that  It  is  vital  to  the 
economy  of  our  country  to  have  a  strong 
and  prosperous  agiiculture  to  assure  an 
abundant  supply  of  food  and  fiber  for 
the  consumption  rnd  use  of  American 
consumers  at  reasonable  prices.  I  re- 
gard CuFroso  Hope  as  one  of  the  out- 
standing agricultural  leaders  in  the 
United  States.  He  is  intimately  ac- 
quainted with  all  phases  of  American 
agriculture  and  tlie  problems  of  our 
farmers.  Serving  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture,  under  the 
leadership  of  Chaiiman  Curroao  Hops. 
is  a  distinct  privilciie.  All  of  the  mem- 
bers of  our  oommittee  are  men  of  out- 
standing ability  intimately  familiar  with 
the  farm  problem.  Although  the  com- 
mittee is  divided  Hlong  political  party 
lines,  there  is  no  political  partisanship 
among  our  members  in  the  considera- 
tion of  farm  legisLition.  We  all  want 
to  do  what  is  for  the  best  interests  of 
American  agrlcultuie.  The  membership 
of  the  committee  represents  all  parte 
of  the  country  and  all  types  of  agri- 
cultural production. 

When  Mr.  Hops  and  I  first  came  to 
Congress,  approximately  28  percent  of 
the  American  peopk  were  engaged  in 
agricultural  pursuit!.  According  to  the 
last  estimate  of  the  Census  Bureau,  only 
13.3  percent  of  our  people  are  engaged 
in  agricultural  production.  This  large 
reduction  in  our  fsjm  population  has 
had  a  material  effeci:  upon  the  member- 
ship of  the  House  of  Representetives  in 
the  consideration  of  legislation  to  estab- 
lish an  equitable  and  sound  farm  pro- 
gram. 

Due  to  modernized  farming  and  favor- 
able growing  weather,  our  country  has 
been  blessed  with  an  abundance  of  pro- 
duction in  all  types  of  agricultural  prod- 
ucts during  the  last  decade.  This  has 
created  a  surplus  problem  with  which 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  the 
Congress  have  sought  to  deal  in  this  and 
past  sessions.  Abundant  suppUes  of 
food  should  be  a  blessing  instead  of  a 
curse. 

Members  of  Congress  do  not  adminis- 
ter laws.  This  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government, 
and  many  times  during  my  service,  I 
have  found  that  the  ejtecutive  branch 
does  not  always  administer  laws  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  Intent  of  Congress. 
While  I  firmly  believe  in  separate  and 
independent  branches  of  our  Govern- 
ment, I  nevertheless  feel  that  It  would 
be  better  for  American  agriculture  if 
closer  cooperation  could  be  maintoined 
between  the  legislative  and  executive 
branches  of  the  Government. 

Our  country  is  now  passing  through  a 
transition  period  from  a  wartime  In- 
flated economy  to  peacetime  operations. 
Unfortunately,  It  appears  that  during 
the  past  3  years,  the  reduction  In  the 
income  of  farmers  for  the  sale  of  their 


product*  comes  first  without  any  ap- 
preciable reduction  in  the  things  that 
farmers  most  bi^.  The  cost  of  labor 
has  gone  up  which  has  been  reflected  in 
higher  prices  of  manufactured  and  other 
articles.  It  should  also  be  noted  that 
falling  of  farm  prices,  whether  under 
fixed  or  flexible  supporte.  has  not  been 
materially  reflected  in  the  price  of  food 
to  consumers.  It  is  argued  that  labor 
and  distribution  coste  are  going  up  and 
therefore  the  consumer  has  not  had  any 
material  benefit  from  the  reduction  in 
prices  of  farm  products.  Many  econ- 
omiste  have  erroneously  argued  that  a 
reduction  In  farm  prices  would  bring 
cheaper  food  to  the  people. 

I  became  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  when  I  first  came  to  Con- 
gress.   I  selected  this  committee  for  my 

service  because  I  felt  tiiat  abundant  food 
production  would  be  for  the  benefit  of 
the  entire  country  and  ite  economy. 
Most  of  the  members  of  the  committee 
feel  as  I  do.  We  believe  that  in  order  to 
avoid  serious  economic  trouble  in  this 
country,  we  must  have  a  sound  and 
prosperous  agriculture. 

AQUCWnmAL.  LAW   0»    ItS4 

Our  Committee  on  Agriculture  held 
hearings  for  nearly  12  months.  We 
heard  the  testimony  and  recommenda- 
tions of  more  than  2,000  witnesses  repre- 
senting every  farm  product  and  from 
every  section  of  the  country.  We  also 
heard  the  testimony  of  leading  repre- 
sentetives of  all  farm  organizations  and 
the  spokesmen  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture.  During  my  service  in 
Congress  I  have  never  found  so  many- 
sharp  differences  of  opinion  and  variety 
of  recommendations  for  farm  legisla- 
tion, as  were  presented  to  us  in  this  ses- 
sion. All  of  this  added  to  the  difficulty 
which  faced  the  committee  in  the  draft- 
ing of  a  new  farm  law. 

There  are  30  meml>ers  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture.  Finally,  after 
months  of  deUberation,  a  large  majority 
of  the  committee  favorably  reported  a 
bill,  H.  R.  9680.  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  consideration.  This  bill 
provided  for  M  percent  of  parity  support 
for  basic  farm  producte  for  the  1955  crop 
year  and  80  percent  to  90  percent  sup- 
port for  dairy  producte  for  the  same 
period.  My  motion  made  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agricultiure  to  fix  85-percent 
support  for  dairy  producte  failed  by  a 
close  vote.  This  was  due  to  the  large 
amoimt  of  dairy  producte  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government  acquired  under  the 
dairy  support  program. 

When  the  House  of  Representetives 
debated  and  considered  H.  R  9680.  the 
farm  bill,  a  large  majority  of  the  House 
membership  approved  the  80-percent 
support  for  dairy  producte  as  reported  by 
the  oommittee.  However,  the  House  set 
aside,  also  by  a  large  majority,  the  90 
percent  of  purity  support  for  basic  com- 
modities recommended  by  the  commit- 
tee, and  estebllshed  a  support  price  for 
such  commodities  at  82  V^  percent  to 
90  percent  of  parity.  The  Senate  adopt- 
ed the  same  support  level  for  basic  com- 
modities, but  refused  to  agree  to  a  sup- 
port f(H-  dairy  producte  from  80  percent 
to  90  percent  of  parity  and  estebllshed 
t^  support  price  for  dairy  producte  at 


75  percent  to  90  percent  of  parity  over 
my  vigorous  protest.  I  also  did  mjr  !>fgt 
to  secure  a  change  in  the  attttude  of 
the  Senate  conferee*  when  we  met  in 
conference  to  oonsider  both  Houae  »^ 
Senate  bills,  but  without  sucoea*.  Tbei«- 
f  ore.  the  support  prloe  on  dairy  products 
will  remain  at  75  percent  of  parity  untU 
such  time  as  the  Secretary  of  Agrind- 
ture.  at  his  discretion,  increaaes  the 
support  level. 

In  dealing  with  a  price-support  pro- 
gram for  dairy  products,  the  dUBcultir 
has  been  in  handHpg  the  huge  suridui 
of  butter,  cheese,  and  milk  powder  which 
has  accumulated  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  If  It  were  not  for  the  sur- 
plus, there  would  be  no  problem  for  the 
dairy  farmers  of  this  country.  The  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  has  been  given 
blanket  authority  in  the  new  farm  law 
to  use  any  method  he  may  deem  neces- 
sary to  diqiose  of  Government  stocks  of 
dairy  producte.  As  a  part  of  the  surplu* 
program,  the  following  proposals,  offered 
by  me  and  approved  by  the  House,  were 
adopted: 

First.  Milk,  as  well  as  other  dairy 
producte.  now  may  be  purchased  by  the 
Government  in  support  operation*  from 

76  to  90  percent  of  parity. 

Second.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
may  use  any  method  necessary  to  dis- 
pose of  Commodity  Credit  Corporatkm. 
stocks  of  dairy  producte. 

Third.  Fifty  million  dollars  a  year  for 
2  years  was  approved  for  boosting  fluid 
milk  consumption  in  schools.  This  addi- 
tional consumption  of  milk  should  reduce 
the  amount  of  milk  now  used  for  manu- 
factured producte. 

Fourth.  Fifteen  million  dollars  annu- 
ally was  directed  to  be  used  for  the  next 
2  years  for  the  brucellosls-eradlcatton 
program.  It  is  estimated  that  there  are 
approximately  1,500,000  brucellosis-In- 
fected cows  in  this  country.  This  ooa- 
gresslonal  policy  provides  that  up  to  $M 
per  head  can  be  paid  as  an  indemnity  In 
the  disposal  of  reactor  cattle.  If  this 
program  is  properly  and  successfully  ad- 
ministered, milk  production  should  be 
reduced  l>y  an  estimated  2  billion  pounds 
a  year. 

Fifth.  Donations  of  CCC  stocks  of 
dairy  producte  to  the  mlUtary  services 
and  veterans'  hospitals  were  fully  author- 
ized. Many  of  our  soldiers  have  been  fed 
olecMnaivarine  and  given  very  little  milk. 

Sixth.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
Is  directed  to  make  a  study  of  the  various 
methods  of  productlcm  control  and  of 
the  various  methods  of  price  sapport 
which  could  be  made  applicable  to  mlDc 
and  butterfat  and  their  producte.  in- 
cluding programs  to  be  operated  and  fi- 
nanced by  dainrmen;  and  to  sulmiit  to 
Congress  on  or  before  the  Sd  day  of  Jan- 
uary 1955,  a  detailed  report  thetw^ 
showing  among  other  things  the  probable 
coste  and  effecte  of  each  tyjte  of  opera- 
tion studied  and  the  legislation.  If  any, 
needed  to  put  it  into  effect.  The  pur<* 
pose  of  the  study  and  report  is  to  de- 
velop basic  material  which  can  be  used 
by  Congress  in  formulating  an  improved 
agricultural  program  for  mOk  and  but- 
terfat and  their  producte.  Altonatlve 
programs  are  to  be  submitted  for  ooQBld- 
eration  by  Congress  and  for  possible 
sutfnission  to  a  referendimi  of  dairy 
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zwMtfe  neh  itato^ 

t  tarftfli  to  eonneelloa  with  rach 
IM  duam  «inauiw'i*te. 

LMrsbcreCofare  enacted  pro- 

Tklt  wmuMrtlr  for  tbe  Secretary  at  Agrl- 
euttuxe  to  dtapow  of  dairy  itocks  and 
ottMT  Mupliia  farm  efumodttiw  tn  the 
hands  of  the  Ctovemment  for  reUef  and 
other  purpom  In  this  country  and 
abroad. 

The  sarphiiproldeni  is  not  an  easy  one 
to  deal  with,  toot  I  hope  that  with  the 
aathorl^  Clvcn  to  the  exeeuttve  teanch 
of  the  Ckyfemment  a  acdutfcm  may  be 
f  oimd.  Wtth  the  taicrease  in  population 
In  iSiis  eomttxy,  tt  is  my  estimate  and 
hope  that  Inside  of  a  few  years,  the  pres- 
ent problem  eonfronttng  dairy  fanners 
wiObesolyed.  Soeldentally.  but  very  im- 
portant, is  the  fact  that  around  4  milhmx 
babies  are  bom  In  this  country  every 
year  and  they  ea^  Should  have  from  a 
pint  to  a  quart  of  milk  a  day.  The  dairy 
industry  is  also  giving  serious  considera- 
tion to  improving  Ihe  maiketlng  and 
advertising  of  dairy  products.  iUl  of  our 
cltlaeBs  shoifld  consume  more  milk  and 
other  dairy  products,  because  there  is  no 
better  food  in  the  world. 

When  the  new  Congress  convenes.  I 
will  urge  immediate  consideration  of  new 
farm  legislation.  I  will  also  urge  a  study 
to  develop  the  facts  as  to  the  reason  why 
consumers  have  ntA  had  their  cost  of 
food  reduced,  when  you  consider  the 
lower  priMS  received  by  farmers.  In 
other  ward*.  I  want  a  thorough  investi-' 
gation  on  the  whole  food  situation  In  anf 
efTort  to  find  a  satisfactory  solution  that 
wlU  encourage  our  farm  population  to 
continue  abundant  production  under 
more  prosperous  conditions. 
A  cuaukM,Tr  or  wab  amb 


whole  and  sUm  milk  into  milk  powder. 
MiBlons  of  dollars  were  spent  by  the 
Oovenunent  in  the  constructicm  of  milk- 
dryins  pbtnts.  This  was  a  part  of  the  war 
effort  In  Order  to  supply  our  soldiers 
and  allies  with  millions  of  pounds  of 
milk  powder  which  could  be  reconsti- 
tuted Into  liquid  milk  and  used  for  all 
edlUe  purposes.  Since  the  termination 
of  the  war  In  Korea,  the  demand  for  milk 
powder  has  disappeared,  and  hundreds  of 
miUlKms  of  pomids  of  this  product  has 
passed  to  the  Govenunent  as  a  part  of 
the  surplus.    ^ 


If  or 


MBIBLX  rOR   DAIXT   PROBLKM 


Dairy  farmers  of  Uie  United  States  are 
bctoc  liiMMd  by  aome  for  the  surplus 
sitaatton  which  has  now  occurred  in  the 
case  of  butter  and  other  manufactured 
dairy  products.  This  critlclmn  is  not 
Justifled.  Ocvemment  records  will  show 
that  butter  and  other  dairy  products  are 
a  casualty  of  World  War  n,  and  Gov- 
ernment regulations. 

The  per  capita  consumption  of  butter 
in  1989  was  estimated  by  the  Department 
of  Agrieolture  at  17^  pounds.  In  1942. 
batter  was  phioed  under  the  ration  sys- 
tem, and  iiy  1946.  butter  consumption 
was  reduced  to  105&  pounds  per  capita. 
Consumers  in  this  country  were  urged  by 
agencies  under  the  Rooeevelt  adminis- 
tration to  use  less  butter  and  to  eat  more 
oleomargarine,  and  oUier  substitutes  so 
that  our  butta*  could  be  shipped  to  Eng- 
land, Russia,  and  other  allies  during  the 
war.  Several  hundred  million  pounds  of 
butter  were  sent  to  our  allies.  During  the 
same  period  around  1V&  billion  pounds  of 
butter  were  consumed  by  men  in  all 
branches  of  our  lighting  forces  in  all 
parts  of  the  world.  In  the  past  4  years 
our  men  in  the  Army  have  been  fed 
moetly  oleomargarine. 

Prior  to  World  War  n.  dairy  farmers 
fed  a  coneiderabte  amount  of  milk  pro- 
duced on  each  farm  to  poultry,  hogs,  and 
othor  livestock.  To  use  this  milk,  the 
Government  devised  an  attractive  pro- 
posal for  dairy  farmers  to  convert  both 


When  Paul  V.  McNutt  was  Federal  Se- 
curity Administrator,  an  order  was  issued 
by  his  Department  and  under  his  direc- 
tion permitting  oleomargarine  manu- 
facturers to  flavor  their  synthetic  prod- 
uct with  a  butter  flavor  so  that  oleo- 
margarine would  become  more  accept- 
able to  the  general  public.  He  also  issued 
an  order  permitting  oleomargarine  man- 
ufacturers to  inject  up  to  16,000  units  of 
vitamin  A  into  oleomargarine  so  that 
the  manufacturers  could  claim  that  their 
synthetic  product  contained  the  same 
vitamin  content  as  butter.  These  Gov- 
ernment regiUations  encouraged  the  con- 
sumption of  oleomargarine  as  a  substi- 
tute for  butter  and  the  per  capita  con- 
sumption of  butter  continued  its  down- 
ward decline  to  the  detriment  of  every 
dcUJ7  farmer  in  this  country. 

IWMm-nCHT  OIXOafABOABINX  C01CPANIZ8  WIN 

For  more  than  20  years  prior  to  1950, 
the  oleomargarine  companies  tried  to 
secure  the  enactanent  of  legislation  to 
pmnlt  the  coloring  of  oleomargarine 
yellow  in  Imitation  of  butter  without  the 
pasrment  of  any  tax.  Yellow  is  the  his- 
toric color  of  butter,  and  the  oleo  com- 
panies felt  that  if  they  could  imitate 
butter  by  coloring  their  synthetic  prod- 
uct to  look  like  butter,  they  could  capture 
the  butter  market  In  the  United  States. 
Th^  finally  succeeded  in  putting 
through  such  a  law  In  the  81st  Demo- 
cratic Congress  under  President  Tru- 
man.. This  action  increased  the  pro- 
duction and  consumption  of  oleomar- 
garine and  further  displaced  the  use  of 
butter.  It  is  estimated  that  for  the  year 
1954  the  consumption  of  oleomargarine 
will  equal  or  exceed  that  of  butter. 

I  have  called  these  facts  to  your  at- 
tention because  I  feel  that  you  should  be 
informed  as  to  who  is  responsible  for  the 
plight  of  our  great  American  dairy  in- 
dustry. A  few  hundred  million  dollars 
Invested  by  the  €k)vemment  to  save  the 
dairy  Industry  during  the  postwar  period 
ia  a  wise  investment.  Dairy  products  are 
vital  to  the  health  and  welfare  of  all 
American  consumers.  It  may  take  sev- 
eral years  before  proper  readjustment 
can  be  made  by  dairy  farmers,  and  they 
cannot  do  the  job  alone.  They  need  the 
aid  and  assistance  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, because  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment is  responsible  for  what  has  been 
done  to  this  great  industry,  and  by  no 
stretch  of  the  Imagination  can  it  bo 
charged  to  our  dairy  farmers. 

I  also  wish  the  record  to  show  that 
I  vigorously  opposed  the  reduction  in  the 
support  price  on  dairy  products  from 
90  percent  to  75  percent  established  and 
put  into  effect  by  Secretary  Benson  on. 


April  1,  1954.  I  definitely  felt  that  this 
drastic  reduction  was  going  too  far  lat 
one  time,  and  I  offered  legislation  pm- 
vldlng  that  the  drop  In  the  support  price 
should  not  be  more  than  5  percent  in  any 
1  year  if  a  reduction  was  found  to  be 
necessary.  I  strongly  believed  that  this 
large  reduction  in  the  support  price 
would  be  very  detrimental  to  dairy  fann- 
ers and  have  a  decided  downward  effect 
upon  their  purchtising  power  which  in 
turn  would  affect  the  rest  of  the  countly. 

I  have  introduced  and  am  pressing 
for  legislation  to  remove  trade  barriers  in 
this  country  which  now  prohibit  the 
shipment  of  milk  from  one  section  of  Itie 
country  to  large  consuming  areas.  Th<re 
should  be  no  trade  barriers  within  tihe 
United  States  against  the  free  flow  of  any 
commodity  in  domestic  commerce. 

As  I  have  already  stated,  I  will  urge 
the  new  Congress  to  consider  farm  leg- 
islation in  the  coming  session  which  ^111 
deal  with  the  problems  of  all  farmers 
whether  they  be  engaged  in  dairy,  poul- 
try, grain,  or  livestock  production.  We 
must  have  a  sound  and  lasting  program 
for  American  farmers  that  will  assure 
prosperous  conditions  in  agriculture  and 
also  benefit  our  entire  economy.  In 
these  remarks,  I  have  dealt  with  the 
dairy  problem  because  it  is  the  most 
pressing  and  difficult  to  solve,  but  I  am 
equally  interested  In  all  types  of  agfri- 
cultural  production  and  in  the  success  of 
every  sound  farm  program. 
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Erie  Peaiasnla  Saved 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  CARROLL  D.  KEARNS 

OF  PENNSYLVANIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTA'nVZ8 
Friday.  August  20,  19S4 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
like  to  take  this  opportunity  on  behalf 
of  my  constituents  in  northwestern 
Pennsylvania,  particularly  in  the  city  of 
Erie  and  Erie  County,  to  express  my  deep 
appreciation  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  of  the  House  of  Representatives — 
to  the  subcommittee  headed  by  the  Hon- 
orable Homer  Angell,  of  Oregon,  as  well 
as  to  the  full  committee  under  the  chair- 
mar^hip  of  the  Honorable  George  Dom- 
DERO,  of  Michigan — for  reporting  unani- 
mously the  bill  authorizing  aid  to  the 
Erie  Peninsula.  This  was  a  major  re- 
quest for  authorization  from  the  Cpn- 
gress  in  order  that  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  might  participate  in  a 
matching  program. 

My  confidence  in  the  Integrity  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works  was  hitfily 
justified  by  the  manner  in  which  its 
members  weighed  this  vital  project 
whereby  $2,006,000  was  authorized  as 
the  Federal  share  for  the  preservation  of 
Presque  Isle  Peninsula. 

I  would  like  also  to  commend  Governor 
Fine  and  the  Pennsylvania  Legislature 
for  their  foresight  and  assistance  in  ap- 
propriating the  Commonwealth's  share 
for  this  project.  And.  too,  I  would  Uke 
to  pay  special  tribute  to  the  citizens  of 


Erie,  headed  by  John  Dwyer,  chairman 
of  the  Save  Our  Peninsula  Committee, 
which  did  yeoman  service  both  La  Har- 
risburg  and  Washington. 


A  Commeidable  Record  of  Rtpibli- 
caa  G>agrets  ia  Providiag  Hospital  aad 
Medka]  Facilities 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  CHARLES  A.  WOLVERTON 

OF  NEW  JEBSBT 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRBSENTATIVEB 
Friday.  August  20.  19S4 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  as 
chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  I  have 
been  greatly  interested  during  the  pres- 
ent session  in  pressing  for  additional 
facilities  to  meet  the  demand  that  exists 
for  research  as  to  the  causes  and  ciu-e 
of  the  diseases  that  bring  so  much  dis- 
tress to  individuals  and  expense  to  the 
families  in  which  the  long  term  illnesses 
exist. 

While  it  has  always  been  a  subject  in 
which  I  have  been  deeply  interested  dur- 
ing my  20  and  more  years  of  service  on 
the  committee,  yet,  this  year  there  was 
more  interest  shown  by  the  Congress, 
and.  greater  accomplishments  attained 
than  at  any  previous  time.  This  accel- 
erated interest  was  in  no  small  measure 
due  to  the  personal  Interest  that  was 
taken  by  President  Elsenhower  and  his 
Secretary  of  Health.  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare, Oveta  Culp  Hobby.  In  response 
to  their  request  and  interest  it  was  pos- 
sible to  obtain  additional  legislation  that 
expanded  the  hospital  construction  pro- 
gram and  the  research  facilities  so  nec- 
essary for  a  proper  and  effective  treat- 
ment of  disease. 

It  was  most  gratifying  to  have  appro- 
priations made  for  this  worthy  purpose 
that  far  exceeded  that  of  any  previous 
Congress.  The  record  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress was  most  commendable.  The  fol- 
lowing is  a  short  sununary  of  the  appro- 
priations made  for  the  institutions  and 
facilities  set  forth: 

BosrrrAL  ooMsraucnoir 

A  3 -year  health  program  costing  $182 
million  was  approved  by  the  Republican 
Congress.  It  authorises  grants  to  non- 
profit organizations  for  the  construc- 
tion of  diagnostic  centers,  hospitals  for 
the  chronically  111,  rehabilitation  centers, 
and  nursing  homes. 

In  addition,  the  legislation  provides  a 
$2  million  fund  for  surveys  by  State 
health  authorities  to  determine  their 
hospital  and  nursing-home  needs. 

All  of  the  construction  of  facilities  now 
made  possible  by  this  action  is  to  be  in 
connection  with  established  hospitals  or 
similar  institutions. 

For  diagnostic  centers  there  is  a  $20 
million  fund  available  for  each  of  the 
next  3  years. 

For  chronic  disease  hospitals  a  similar 
amount  is  available  annually  for  the 
next  3  srears. 

For  rehabilitation  centers  a  $10  mil- 
lion fund  is  available  annually  for  a  like 


period,  and  for  nursing  homes  a  similar 
amount  has  been  provided  annually  for 
the  next  3  years. 

The  President  requested  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Hospital  Survey  and  Con- 
struction Act  to  provide  these  funds. 
The  Republican  Congress  prepared  and 
passed  this  new  program  to  facilitate 
the  construction  of  these  specialized 
types  of  institutions  for  the  victims  of 
long-time  illnesses. 

By  providing  more  nursing  and  conva- 
lescent home  facilities,  beds  in  general 
hospitals  will  be  released  for  the  care 
of  the  acutely  111.  This  will  also  help  re- 
Ueve  some  of  the  serious  problems  cre- 
ated by  the  present  short  supply  of 
trained  nurses. 

In  addition,  many  illnesses  can  be 
cared  for  outside  of  any  institution  and, 
for  this  reason,  the  83d  Congress  has 
provided  Federal  funds  for  the  diagnosis 
and  treatment  of  ambulatory  patients. 
The  provision  of  such  facilities,  particu- 
larly in  rural  areas  and  small  isolated 
communities,  will  attract  physicians  to 
the  sparsely  settled  sections  where  they 
are  urgently  needed. 

DI8ABI.KD    FIND    NTW    ROPB 

In  addition,  your  Republican  Congress 
provided  funds  for  the  new  Department 
so  that  disabled  Americans  could  be  re- 
habilitated into  performing  useful  tasks. 

The  program  in  effect  in  1952  barely 
cared  for  the  current  rate  of  disabled, 
creating  a  larger  backlog  each  year. 

We  know  that  the  greatest  benefit  in 
rehabilitation  is  in  values  such  as  hap- 
piness and  the  living  of  a  useful  life,  but 
there  is  also  a  oommonsense  money  value 
attached  to  the  problem.  In  1963.  for  in- 
stance, one-fifth  of  the  support  for  the 
disabled  was  provided  by  public-assist- 
ance funds. 

But  the  cost  of  rehabilitating  disabled 
individuals  Is  less  than  the  cost  of  1  year 
of  public  assistance. 

For  this  reason,  the  nmnber  of  disabled 
civilians  to  be  rehabilitated  is  being 
stepped  up  from  the  total  of  60,000  in 

1952    to    a    total   of    200.000    anmiftlly    \jy 

1959. 

MnXIOHS  ABDKD  FOK  MEDICAL  KKBKAKCR 

In  1947  the  Republican  80th  Congress 
authorised  the  construction  of  the  Na- 
tional Institutes  i>f  Health  in  Bethesda, 
Md..  a  great  research  center  devoted  to 
the  prevention  and  cure  of  diseases.  It 
was  an  outgrowth  of  a  single  unit  which 
was  established  in  1930  during  the  ad- 
ministration of  President  Herbert 
Hoover. 

Fittingly  enough,  the  expanded  center, 
now  one  of  the  great  research  institutions 
of  the  world,  was  opened  during  the  first 
year  of  the  Elsenhower  administration. 

Funds  which  increased  the  requests  by 
the  administration  by  as  much  as  $1  mil- 
lion in  many  cases  were  provided  by  the 
Republican  Congress  for  cancer  research, 
mental  health,  heart  disease,  nexirology. 
and  blindness  research.  These  are  the 
major  killers  and  disablers  in  the  Nation 
today,  and  the  Republican  Congress  took 
steps  to  combat  them  on  a  modem  re- 
search scale. 

We  knew  that  these  killers,  which 
strike  at  the  heart,  the  mind,  the  blood- 
stream, and  essential  organs  of  our  body, 
can  be  eliminated  only  by  the  most  in- 
tense research  effort. 


In  recognition  of  this  need  for  pains- 
taking, slow,  basic  prdbing  of  the  secret 
of  life  and  the  killers  which  destroy  it. 
the  83d  Republican  Cangress  examined. 
at  length  the  posslMlities  for  what  may 
be.  In  many  cases,  a  final  blow  against 
many  of  our  fatal  diseases.  4 

The  leading  cause  of  death  in  the 
United  States  today  Is  heart  disease — 
over  80,000  died  as  a  result  of  such  dis- 
orders in  1953.  What  the  toll  may  be  in 
1954  no  one  knows. 

Next  is  cancer — its  toll  this  year  will  be 
25.000  American  lives,  with  a  total  of 
530.000  stricken,  unless  the  present  rate 
is  slowed. 

We  recognized  also  that  mental  dis- 
eases will  c<mtlnue  to  claim  thin  ooount- 
ing  toll  unless  we  put  adequate  weap(xis 
in  the  liands  of  those  who  have  been 
fighting  on  this  disease  front.  Each  year 
our  hospitals  treat  900.000  mental  pa- 
tients, and  the  annual  bill  for  treatm^it 
and  care  is  more  than  $1  biUion. 

Another  great  disabler  and  killer  is 
neurological  diseases,  which  now  affect 
more  than  20  million  Americans.  They 
caiise  blindness,  deafness,  epilepsy,  mus- 
cular disorders,  and  other  cripplers. 

The  Republican  Congress  decided  that 
now  is  the  time  to  press  whatever  ad- 
vantages medical  science  has  over  these 
diseases.  In  cancer,  for  instance,  we 
learned  that  scientists  now  have  an  ink- 
ling of  what  happens  in  the  healthy  cells 
of  our  body.  New  chemicals  are  proving 
effective  against  the  leukemlas  that  so 
tragically  and  frequently  strike  oiu:  de- 
fenseless young.  The  cancerous  disor- 
ders in  women  are  better  understood, 
and  our  scientists  and  research  ^perts 
tell  us  that  we  may  soon  have  good  news 
for  those  who  are  or  may  be  the  victims 
of  this  tragic  disorder. 

In  heart  research,  the  chemical  basis 
of  the  diseases  is  being  laid  before  the 
eyes  of  our  researchers.  New  dnigs  are 
on  the  way  to  alleviate  hypertension,  and 
cardiac  surgery  and  assaults  of  rheu- 
matic heart  diseases  are  going  forward 
now  into  the  preventive  stage. 

We  are  near  the  break-through  point 
in  the  wall  of  ignorance  over  the  cause 
of  epilepsy — a  disorder  that  claims  1,500.- 
000  victims  today. 

Therefore,  when  the  Republican  Con- 
gress considered  legislation  for  research 
into  the  causes  for  so  many  of  our  human 
ailments,  it  increased  the  funds  by  $1 
million  for  cancer  research;  $1  million 
for  heart  disease  research;  $1  million  for 
research  in  neurological  diseases,  includ- 
ing blindness  and  deafness;  and  $1  mil- 
lion for  research  into  mental  disorders. 

For  cancer  research  alone,  the  funds 
was  increased  to  $21,237,000.  Mental 
health  research  funds  were  increased  to 
$13,095,000;  heart  research  funds  hi- 
creased  to  $16,168,000.  and  neurological 
and  blindness  research  funds  increased 
to  $6,913,000. 

By  these  actions,  we  are  making  an 
investment  in  the  future  for  all  of  us, 
as  well  as  moving  forward  on  the  eco- 
nomic front.  Each  year  disease  causes 
tremendous  losses  in  wages  and  expensive 
medical  and  hospital  care.  It  Is  sound 
economy  to  do  what  is  essential  in  an 
effort  to  lessen  this  bui*den  on  the  Ameri- 
can people. 
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XXmaDDON  OP  BKICARXB 
HON.  GiORfiE  M.  RHODES 

nr  iss  HOim  of  BSFsssBHTA'nvis 

Mr.  RBKXIIBS  of  PnmqrlTaz^-  Mr. 
Sp^tODeat,  I  ttiE*  tbis  cupwtuni^  to  re- 
port to  the  people  tf  Berks  County,  the 
14tti  DMrtet  of  PaoosjlvuilA. 

This  report  deals  with  the  waa^  and 
the  reeerd  ef  the  8Sd  Ckn^ress  mnd  kItcs 
my  potfUoD  on  isHxntant  natknua  Issues. 
X  retthM  ftdl  wdl  ttuit  my  legislative  rec- 
ord wlB  not  pleaee  every  one  of  my  con- 
stltoeBts.  That  is  to  be  expected  in  a 
denoeraey.  where  each  has  the  right  to 
hl»  mm  ispiBioii— «  right  that  we  must 
always  reqieet  and  safeguard. 

NJBverthdess.  I  believe  the  voters  have 
the  right  to  know  how  their  Rqiresenta- 
ttves stand onlsBucs  (tf  importance  to  our 
NMton.^  For  that  reason.  I  have  always 
zepcnied  to  my  ecmstitaency  on  my 
acttons  as  their  Congressman.  I  want 
them  to  know  the  truth  and  the  facts 
about  their  Oovemment  and  Important 
matters  that  are  not  always  available  to 
than  through  normal  news  channels.  I 
have  eonsetetrttously  tried  to  keep  people 
iufiained  and  to  represent  them  honestly 
and  cffectlvd^.  Xh  aU  of  my  actions  I 
have  tried  to  do  what  I  thought  would 
pnniote  the  greatest  good  for  the  great- 
est number  and  what  was  in  the  public 
interest. 

On  some  legislative  proposals  I  have 
supported  the  Kismhower  admlnlstra- 
tHm.  However,  su^  legUlatlim  was  simi- 
lar to  the  proposalB  which  liberal  Demo- 
eratle  Members  had  sponsored  and  sup- 
POTted  in  the  past.  On  many  important 
issues  I  onposed  the  Eisenhower  admin- 
istration. 

I  was  strongly  opposed  to  the  Eisen- 
hower administration's  hard-money 
VdUay  and  curtailment  program.  It  had 
a  devastoting  effect  on  the  mlUions  of 
woiicers  and  tb^  families  who  suffered 
heavy  loss  of  income  because  of  part- 
time  emidoymmt  and  unemployment. 
It  raised  the  Interest  on  private  and  pub- 
lie  debts  and  placed  an  added  and  dis- 
proportionate tax  burden  on  the  average 
citiien. 

In  many  areas  throughout  the  Nation 
there  was  a  sharp  decline  In  business 
and  a  heavy  increase  in  unemplosrment 
resulted.  Berks  County  is  only  one  of 
the  many  areas  affected.  The  people  of 
the  entire  State  of  Pennsylvania  have 
been  gravely  hurt  as  a  result  of  the  new 
economic  policy  adopted  by  the  Federal 
Government.  Only  great  monopolies 
and  Industrial  and  financial  empires 
gained  as  a  result  thereof. 

It  is  quite  ai^arent  that  the  economic 
decUne  was  not  an  accident.  It  was  the 
reeult  of  a  definite  policy  of  adjustment 
InMigmfeed  toy  White  House  advisers. 
There  vt  definite  advantages  to  be 
gm**>iw1  by  big  buslnfen  moncnxdies  as  a 
remit  ot  eurtailment  poUdes.  but  ttie 
average  ettinn  is  adversely  affected 
therdfty. 


It  ean  be  understood  why  admlnlstrat 
tkm  leaders  attempt  to  evade  responsi* 
bility  for  the  effect  oi  this  policy  onj 
famiUes  at  Jobless  ar  part-time  workers. 
Tliat  accounts  for  administration  state- 
mente  such  as  "there  is  no  recession."' 
"the  deeUne  in  business  and  increase  ia 
unonployment  is  but  a  normal  adjust- 
ment of  the  economy." 

It  is  this  attempt  to  evade  responsi-* 
bility  that  causes  administration  spokes- 
men to  denounce  critics  as  philosophers 
of  doom.  Those  of  us  who  challenge  th^ 
Bsenhower  administration  policy  of  cur<* 
tailment  Insist  that  the  real  philosophers 
at  gloom  are  those  who  accept  as  normal 
what  they  call  a  necessary  float  of  un« 
employment,  or  a  standing  army  of  un-* 
employed  workers  of  about  4  million. 

A  BXBTKXSSKG  DOWMTUBJf 

The  past  2  years  saw  what  had  beea 
the  most  prosperous  economy  the  United 
Btetes,  or  any  other  nation,  had  evef 
known,  turn  into  a  nationwide  recession. 
Almost  overnight.  Reading  and  Berks 
Coimty,  like  many  other  sections,  became 
a  distrnsed  area. 

In  this  situation,  the  Congress  pro- 
vided no  constructive  solutions.  My  bill 
for  a  Federal-local  public-works  pro* 
gram,  which  I  cosponsored,  was  pigeon-* 
holed.  Several  antldepression  bills  I  in* 
troduced  got  nowhere  with  the  OOP 
leadership.  While  our  jobless  were  ex> 
periendng  prolonged  periods  of  hopeless* 
ness  verging  on  despair,  the  inadequate 
unemployment-compensation  rates  were 
not  raised.  Not  a  single  State  today  has 
an  unemployment-compensation  rate 
which  is  in  line  with  the  cost  of  living. 

The  cost  of  living  Itself — according  to 
Consumers'  Price  Index — has  not  re* 
fleeted  this  general  downturn  in  eco- 
nomic activity.  Prices  today  for  the  con* 
sumer  are  higher  than  they  were  before 
this  recession  began.  Creeping  inflatioa 
has  been  cheating  the  housewife  every 
day  of  .more  and  more  of  her  limited 
budget. 

AOMnnsnunoN  usponsiblk 

Mr.  I%>eaker.  it  is  hard  to  think  of  a 
single  aspect  of  the  lives  and  happiness 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States  that 
is  not  affected  by  the  work  we  do  here 
in  the  Congress,  and  by  policies  planned 
and  carried  out  by  the  Eisenhower  ad<- 
visers  and  administration  leaders.  What 
we  do  or  fall  to  do  affects  ?ach  person, 
each  family,  each  home  in  a  variety  of 
important  ways.  The  wage  earner's  job. 
the  widow's  social  security  benefits,  the 
veteran's  hospitalization  or  homeowner- 
ship,  or  educational  rights  under  the  GI 
bill,  the  rehabilitation  of  the  handi- 
capped, the  price  of  things  people  buy 
in  the  stores,  the  safety  of  our  popula- 
tion from  atomic  attack,  the  taxes  we 
pay.  the  state  of  prosperity  in  the  coun- 
try— all  these  things  are  directly  affected. 

I  have  tried  since  coming  to  the  Con- 
gress to  examine  all  legislation — to  lock 
into  all  bills  which  come  before  us — for 
their  probable  effect  upon  people;  that 
is,  how  they  affect  homellf e  and  the  fam- 
ily; what  influence  they  would  have  in 
preventing  juvenile  delinquency  or  in  the 
expanding  of  educational  opportunities; 
whether  they  would  mean  better  or  worse 
homes  for  the  families  which  make  up 
our  country. 


ICAJOX   IS«T7ES    or   THIS   CO> 

Among  the  important  Issues  which  we 
dealt  with  in  this  Congress  were: 

Social  security,  housing,  taxes,  and  a 
complete  rewriting  and  codification  of 
all  the  income-tax  statutes;  better  un- 
employment compensation  provisions; 
aid  to  our  hard-pressed  schools; 
strengthening  of  national  defense;  im- 
provement of  civilian-defense  prograins; 
correction  of  a  gaping  loophole  in  the 
food  and  drug  inspection  program; 
statehood  for  Hawaii  and  Alaska;  the 
reciprocal  trade  agreements  program  be- 
gun imder  Cordell  Hull  in  1934  to  ex- 
pand world  trade  and  thus  lessen  the 
tensions  which  lead  to  war;  the  owner- 
ship of  the  so-called  tldelands;  contin- 
uation of  the  mutual -security  program; 
and  the  peacetime  uses  of  atomic  energy. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  list  is  endless.  All 
of  these  things  and  many  more  are  of 
direct  concern  to  every  American  fam- 
ily. On  some  of  these  issues  Congress 
went  through  the  motions  of  legidat- 
ing  but  did  little;  on  others.  Its  accom- 
plishments were  worthwhile.  On  bal- 
ance, however,  the  record  was  not  the 
kind  we  could  have  made  if  there  had 
been  a  greater  will  to  legislate  In  behalf 
of  the  great  mass  of  the  people,  in  so 
many  Instances  this  Congress  legislated 
on  behalf  of  the  few — of  those  With 
wealth  and  power,  leaving  only  crumbs 
for  the  average  citizen. 

THE   TAX    Bn.L 

Nowhere  was  this  more  evident  than 
in  the  tax -revision  bill.  We  passed  a 
bill — a  bill  Jammed  down  the  throats  of 
those  of  us  who  tried  to  Improve  it — 
which  accords  tremendous  increases  in 
take-home  pay  for  people  with  substan- 
tial income  from  stock  dividends  and 
which  gives  business  corporations  Very 
attractive  means  of  increasing  their  net 
profits  through  lower  taxes,  but  which 
gives  to  the  average  citizen  not  a  single 
important  means  of  reducing  his  tax  bill. 

The  average  wage  earner  gets  no 
break  in  lower  tax  rates  or  higher  ex- 
emptions. Our  efforts  to  write  an  addi- 
tional $100  exemption  per  ijerson  into 
the  law,  making  the  individual  exemp- 
tion $700  a  year  instead  of  $600,  were 
voted  down. 
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THE  TTCELANDS  ISStTX 

Early  in  the  83d  Congress  the  admin- 
istration launched  one  of  its  strongest 
crusades — to  give  away  to  a  few  coastal 
States  valuable  natural  resources,  chiefly 
oil,  under  the  ocean  floor.  The  Supreme 
Court  has  said  over  and  over  that  these 
valuable  resources  belong  to  all  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  President 
Truman  vetoed  efforts  in  past  Congresses 
to  give  away  these  resources.  I  was  one 
who  tried  to  get  the  royalties  from  these 
offshore  oil  deposits  earmarked  for  edu- 
cational purposes,  but  the  admini^ra- 
tion  insisted  on  pushing  through  the  bill 
to  sign  away  all  Federal  Government 
claims  to  these  resources.  Consequent- 
ly, while  four  of  our  coastal  States  were 
made  very  happy  by  this  tremendous 
windfall  of  natural  resources  which  the 
Supreme  Court  insisted  belong  to  you 
and  me  and  all  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  our  schools  continue  in  a  desper- 
ate financial  situation  which  has  meant 


overcrowding,  lack  of  proper  facilities, 
underpaid  teachers,  and  alarming  de- 
terioration to  the  quality  of  education. 

GOOD  LIVXKO  BTANOAIIOS  VULWABK  AGAINST 
COMMTnfXBK 

The  real  strengtii  of  America  is  cen- 
tered in  Ito  people.  Their  loyalty,  pa- 
triotism, high  standard  of  llvtog,  and 
security  for  the  family  and  home  are  all 
solid  barriers  against  communism.  The 
human  factor  in  our  economy  is  the  bul- 
wark of  democratic  government  and  our 
first  defense  against  communistic  slav- 
ery. 

Communism  cannot  thrive  in  a  land 
where  government  is  dedicated  to  better 
homes,  expanding  educational  facilities, 
and  good  worldng  (X)ndltions.  Any  gov- 
ernment whose  constont  aim  is  the 
progress  of  human  welfare  will  never 
fall.  Back  in  the  lush  1920's  we  experi- 
enced national  leadership  which  disre- 
garded the  humaa  element  and  wor- 
shipped at  the  shr  Jie  of  real  estete  and 
stock-market  8pe<:ulation — creation  of 
large  holding  companies  and  a  nation- 
wide drive  to  mak?  business  bigger  and 
more  profitable.  The  millions  of  little 
people,  including  tie  wage  earners,  farm- 
ers, and  small  business  were  forgotten. 
Our  Nation's  purchasing  power  dimin- 
ished to  an  all-time  low.  Farm  prices 
dropped,  banks,  factories,  and  mills 
closed,  and  financial  panic  struck.  Mil- 
lions of  homes  and  farms  were  foreclosed 
and  14  million  men  were  unemployed. 

In  1931  and  1932  Communist  agltetors 
were  active  in  th€-  Industrial  areas  of 
America  and  they  made  great  progress. 
Riots  Incited  by  Ccmmunlste  took  place 
at  relief  stetlons  and  employment  offices. 
Discontent,  disunity,  and  defiance  of 
law  and  order  were  rampant.  That  un- 
fortunate period  should  serve  as  a  warn- 
ing that  our  Government  might  not 
survive  another  degression. 

GUI   rOSIICM   FOUCT 

The  limltetions  of  this  report  will  not 
permit  me  to  comment  on  all  the  Issues 
considered  by  the  83d  Congress,  but, 
before  concluding,  I  want  to  say  a  few 
words  about  the  jjoor  performance  of 
the  present  administration  in  the  im- 
portant field  of  foreign  policy. 

All  of  us  will  long  remember  the  bit- 
ter criticisms  heaped  upon  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  past  administration  by 
the  RepubUcans.  We  will  also  recall  the 
OOP  campaign  assiu-ances  that  commu- 
nism would  be  stop]>ed  to  Ite  tracks,  that 
liberation  of  the  Soviet-dominated  na- 
tions would  be  at  hand,  and  that  our 
Nation  would  receive  a  new,  dynamic 
foreign  policy  as  soon  as  the  Republicans 
were  elected  to  office. 

The  miserable  and  even  tragic  record 
of  the  present  administration  to  the 
field  of  foreign  affairs  makes  mockery  of 
those  promises. 

In  less  than  2  yeiirs  Communiste  have 
made  great  gains.  Their  txaid  on  one- 
half  of  Korea  was  stinctioned.  The  Reds 
then  took  over  a  t)lg  portion  of  Indo- 
china, while  our  leaders  stood  by,  piously 
pledging  that  they  would  not  condone 
any  agreementa  which  would  provide  tar 
the  enslavement  cl  free  peoples.  In 
the  meantime.  7  million  Vietnamese 
were  committed  to  Communist  bondage 


through  the  Indochina  arrdstlce  agree- 
ment 

What  is  even  more  tragic  is  that  the 
imity  of  the  free  world  has  been  crum- 
bling under  the  inept  leadership  of  our 
Oovemment  during  the  past  21  months. 
Further,  to  the  face  of  new  Communist 
advances  our  administration  has  been 
cutting  back  our  military,  mutual  secu- 
rity, and  anti -Communist  propaganda 
appropriations. 

SOCIAL  BECrnUTT 

The  social-security  program  was  en- 
acted by  the  Democratic  Party  to  1935. 
In  the  Intervening  period  of  almost  20 
years  under  Presidente  Roosevelt  and 
Truman  the  program  has  been  ex- 
panded. Each  effort  to  estoblish  social 
security  met  with  opposition  from  Re- 
publican Party  leaders.  In  1935,  every 
Itepublican  member  of  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  voted  against  social 
security.  It  was  called  welfare  stateism. 
I  am  glad  to  report  that  the  Republican 
Party  to  this  session  finally  joined  with 
the  Democratic  minority  in  adopting  a 
social-security  expansion  program.  The 
bill  enacted  by  the  83d  Congress  was  a 
step  in  the  right  direction,  although  it 
was  far  from  adequate  to  meet  the  needs 
of  the  people.  There  was  no  desire  on 
the  part  of  admtolstratlon  leaders  to 
consider  bills  which  I  and  other  Uberal 
Meml)ers  Introduced  for  a  more  realistic 
social-security  program. 

AID   TO  VKTBUNB  AND    HANDICAPFEO 

The  modest  Increase  voted  by  this 
Congress  to  veterans'  benefits  rates,  to- 
cluding  disability  benefits,  does  not  be- 
gto  to  reflect  the  Increases  in  the  cost  of 
living  and  the  needs  of  the  veteran.  We 
had  to  agree  to  this  bill  or  get  nothing. 
That  is  exactly  how  the  matter  was  pre- 
sented to  us  to  the  final  days  of  the 
session. 

A  bill  which  would  expand  the  Gov- 
ernment's program  for  rehabilitotion  of 
the  physically  handicapped  was  passed, 
but  the  appropriations  necessary  to 
carry  it  out  were  not  forthcoming  In  suf- 
ficient amount.  It  is  regretteble  that 
the  Congress  should  attempt  to  per- 
suade the  handicapped  that  we  are  doing 
a  lot  for  them  and  then  fall  to  appropri- 
ate sufficient  funds.  A  similar  deception 
was  practiced  on  the  matter  of  special 
hospltels  and  clinics  for  a  variety  of 
chronic  diseases — a  law  which  says  we 
will  do  somethtog  about  it,  but  an  ap- 
propriation which  fails  to  Include  enoiigh 
money. 

KAUntO  THX  DEBT  CEILIiro 

The  admtolstratlon  waited  until  the 
11th  hour  before  raising  the  ceiling  on 
the  national  debt.  The  rise  to  the  debt 
limit  was  to  contradiction  to  everythtog 
that  was  promised  by  GOP  leaders  when 
the  people  w^e  told  that  the  budget 
would  be  promptly  balanced  and  the 
national  debt  reduced. 

VOTIMO  KXCOKD 

Being  mindful  that  the  voters  of  my 
district  have  reposed  trust  and  confi- 
dence In  me,  my  energies  and  efforts 
have  been  dedicated  to  meeting  that 
challenge.  According  to  the  records  of 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representotives 
my  attendance  and  voting  record  is  one 
of  the  best  in  Congress. 


AVAILAI 


PUB  VXTWSiK 


During  the  past  year  my  office  has 
given  assistance  to  many  individuals  on 
many  different  problems  which  pertained 
to  the  Federal  Oovemment.  Student 
groups  have  been  assisted  by  my  office 
on  their  visits  to  the  Nation's  CapltoL 
Many  other  groups  had  my  cooperation 
when  they  visited  Washington. 

During  the  period  when  Congress  is 
adjourned,  it  is  my  purpoee  to  make  my- 
self available  to  appear  before  any 
group  of  citizens  to  my  district  at  no  cost 
to  them.  I  will  appear  to  answer  ques- 
tions, to  speak  on  any  specific  national 
issue  or  to  debate  with  any  person  se- 
lected by  toterested  organizations. 

My  reading  office  is  open  for  con- 
venience of  constituente.  To  extend  this 
service  I  will  visit  rural  postoffices  where 
citizens  can  contect  me  about  their 
problems  and  express  their  views.  Time 
of  visit  will  be  annoxmced  to  news- 
papers. 


Our  Privilef  c  and  Daty  To  Vote  Election 
Day,  Noveaber  2, 19S4 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  THOS.  L  MARTIN 

or  IOWA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday.  August  20.  19S4 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  ^;>eaker. 
to  this  wonderful  country  of  oiu*s  citizen- 
ship Is  a  serious  responsibility.  If  a 
government  of  the  people,  by  the  peo- 
ple and  for  the  people  is  to  be  mato- 
toined.  our  citizens  m\ist  lie  alert  about 
taking  part  to  elections. 

The  resulte  of  the  primaries  through- 
out the  entire  Nation  show  an  alarm- 
tog  negligence  on  the  part  of  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  American  citizens  to 
their  failure  to  go  to  the  polls  and  vote. 
In  neglecting  to  vote  they  fail  to  take 
advantage  of  a  great  privilege — ^the  privi- 
lege of  helping  to  select  the  tjrpe  of  rep- 
resentotives who  they  feel  would  best 
protect  their  totereste  and  benefit  the 
coimtry  as  a  whole. 

The  importance  of  the  November  2 
election  cannot  be  too  strongly  empha- 
sized. Every  citizen  who  has  reached 
the  age  of  21  should  vote. 

I  appeal  to  the  people  of  Iowa  to  come 
out  and  vote  for  Governor  and  other 
Stote  officials.  United  Stotes  Senator  and 
United  Stotes  Representotives  to  Con- 
gress. Stote  senators,  members  of  the 
Stote  legislature,  and  county  officers,  so 
that  our  Stote,  district,  and  counties  will 
have  the  right  type  of  representotlon  to 
public  office. 

No  American  citizen  should  neglect  the 
privilege  and  let  others  do  the  voting. 
The  character  of  our  Government  is 
largely  what  the  voters  malce  it.  Every 
voter  is  part  of  the  Government,  and  we 
should  protect  and  cherish  our  right  to 
participate  to  its  elections. 

A  policy  of  todifference  can  no  mmre 
win  the  peace  than  it  could  have  won 
the  war.  Ask  any  returned  serviceman 
the  value  of  each  person  contributing  his 
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J  tattowB  pari  in  an  out- 

9t  aetstoD.    Ttie  parents. 

wthitarti  of  teterans  will 

itofur  aervioaaen  f oucbt  for 

«•  cQjoar.  and  I  bope  tbat 

^  upon  their  friends  and 

_  tbftt  the  perpetuation  of  our 

Bfl|ntfrT*r  llllirt"'**  iiprm  a  wMg-^wakg  and 

TigUant  eleetoratc. 

Smcf  Ameilean  ettiaen  should  take 
g^YTi**^!*'  of  the  opportunity  to  exercise 
hU  franchise.  If  we  do  this,  we  will 
^>^prf^  our  win  taF  Tottng  for  the  candl- 
datsa  who  we  think  will  represent  us 


the  wake  of  Republlean-ed<q>ted  legi*- 
lation.  It  will  be  realized  In  the  in- 
creased wealth  and  jobs  which  will  be 
cteated  all  ever  America  as  a  result  of 
ReirabUcan  moves  to  stabilize  the  dollar, 
balance  the  budget,  overhaul  our  tatx 
laws,  revise  our  at<»nic-enerK7  program. 
expsAd  social  security,  and  revitalize  our 
farm  economy. 


Let  evecyone  vote,  and  get  yoiu:  friends 
and  neighbors  to  vote.  If  each  com- 
munis leader  secured  two  extra  votes. 
thte  eBart  eouM  change  the  entire  elec- 

■■1OOC&  X^BOOVQ* 

It  is  our  patriotic  duty  to  vote  at  the 
general  flprt'n",  November  2, 1954. 


T^  Needier  a  RepaUieaa  Cm^^ress 


BTTDnSIOM  OF  REMARKS 

HON.  CHARLES  A.  WOLVERTON 


nV  TBS  BOUSa  of  nZPRBSENTATlVJES 

#Hdcy,  Auguit  20, 1954 

ICr.  WOLVEBTC^.  Mr.  Speaker,  to- 
day we  stand  at  a  pivotal  point  hi  his- 
tory. 

We  have  arrived  on  the  threshold  of  a 
new  era  fun  of  promise  and  abundance 
for  the  American  people. 

Whether  we  step  over  that  threshold 
and  lay  immediate  claim  to  the  great 
heritage  which  is  ours  depends  in  large 
part  on  the  decisions  ahead  of  us. 

One  of  those  decisions  wiU  confront  us 
in  the  1954  election  for  Congress.  At 
that  time  Vtxe  American  people  will  be 
called  upon  to  pass  Judgment  on  the  his- 
toric Repuhttcan  aoecmiplishments  of  the 
past  2  years.  They  wlU  decide  whether 
they  want  tbat  far-sighted  program  to  go 
forward  to  completion — or  whether  they 
want  to  tie  curtailed  and  dtf  eated  in 
large  part  by  a  Congress  unfriendly  to 
President  Eisenhower. 

The  choice  is  a  fateful  one. 

For  the  accomplishxpents  of  the  Re- 
publican Party  In  the  past  2  years  have 
been  vastly  and  fundamentaUy  impor- 
tant. The  Congress  and  the  administra- 
tion have  put  more  money  into  the  pock- 
ets of  the  American  workers  by  reduction 
of  Federal  taxes:  they  have  reduced  the 
threat  of  socialism  and  cofnmiin»«m 
within  our  borders;  they  have  strength- 
ened our  defense  against  aggression  from 
abroad;  they  have  added  in  a  thousand 
different  ways  to  the  continued  peace 
and  prosperity  of  all  our  people. 

Much  of  what  has  been  done  would 
not  be  fully  realized  or  felt  until  a  later 
date.  It  win  find  Its  ultimate  expression 
in  the  useful  things  a  family  can  buy 
with  Its  share  of  the  $7,400,000,000  tax 
reduction.  Or  in  the  new  and  improved 
blghwajTB  the  Republlcana  provided  to 
make  future  motoring  safer  and  happier 
for  minions  of  Americans. 

It  will  be  seen  and  appreciated  when 
new  housing  and  hospitals  spring  up  in 
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Seldom  in  history  has  an  administra- 
tion done  so  much  in  so  ^ort  a  time  to 
add  to  the  personal  health,  wealth,  hap- 
piness, and  safety  of  the  American 
people. 

These  achievements  of  the  83d  Coa- 
gress  and  the  Eisenhower  administration 
were  the  results  of  months  of  planning 
and  painstaking  work  to  implement  In 
law  the  solemn  pledges  of  the  President 
and  his  cowoi^ers  on  Capitol  Hill. 

And  this  was  long-range  planning.  It 
envisioned  a  program  adapted  to  U^e 
needs  of  the  American  people  which 
would  be  inaugurated  by  the  83d  Con- 
gress and  perfected  by  the  84th  Congress. 
like  most  Presidents  before  him,  Presi- 
dent Eisenhower  mapped  his  plans  with 
the  idea  that  they  would  take  4  years— 
the.  length  of  his  term  of  office — to  com- 
plete. 

Part  of  the  reason  for  this  Is  In  the  na- 
tmre  of  the  plans  themselves.  They  are 
ambitious  plans  for  a  great  and  growing 
and  powerful  Nation.  They  are  plans 
that  reach  into  every  American  home, 
touch  every  American  man,  woman,  and 
child;  encompass  every  facet  of  national 
life — social,  economic,  and  political.— 
with  two  great  aims:  To  make  the  coun- 
try totally  safe,  and  to  increase  the 
standard  of  living. 

Is  there  any  wonder  that  these  were 
long-range  plans?  The  Job  that  con- 
fronted the  Republicans  when  they  took 
office  in  January  1953  was  tremendous. 
To  expect  tfce  President  to  complete  his 
program  in  2  years,  or  without  a  Repida- 
llcan  Congress,  would  be  like  asking  a 
ballplayer  to  make  a  home  nm  with  one 
hand. 

This  is  wliat  makes  the  forthcoming 
elections  the  most  crucial  nonpresideti- 
tial  balloting  of  our  times.  Under  Presi- 
d&at  Eisenhower's  leadership,  the  Amer- 
ican people  have  begun  their  march 
along  the  road  leading  to  a  prosperous 
free  economy  based  on  individual  free- 
dom. 

In  November,  we  must  decide  whether 
we  wish  to  stick  with  the  Job  of  restoring 
our  country  to  solvency,  of  keeping  our 
economic  and  moral  integrity,  of  making 
the  United  States  a  bulwark  against 
world  communism,  or  whether  we  want 
to  swing  back  along  the  easy  downhill 
stretch  that  leads  to  bankruptcy,  bun- 
gling, and  appeasement  to  the  Red 
threat. 

WHT  RKFUBLICAM  ICAJOBJTT  IS   ESSENTIAI. 

A  Republican  majority  in  the  comtng 
84th  Congress  is  essential  if  we  are  to 
continue  to  have  honesty.  Integrity,  and 
efficiency  in  Oovemment  in  place  of  the 
old  chiseling,  influence  peddling  and  ex- 
travagance. 

A  Republican  majority  is  essential  if 
we  are  to  continue  the  largest  tax-cat- 
ting  program  In  the  history  of  this  or 
any  other  country. 


A  RepuUican  majority  is  eaaentlal  if 
we  are  to  go  on  cutting  Oovem|uent 
spending,  checking  the  ruinous  forces 
of  inflation,  and  preventing  further  de- 
valuation of  the  dollar. 

A  Republican  majority  is  essential  if 
we  are  to  continue  the  program  of  clean- 
ing the  Communists  and  subversives  out 
of  our  Oovemment 

A  Republican  majority  is  essential  if 
we  are  to  have  a  foreign  policy  Whose 
aim  is  peace  with  freedom  and  security. 

A  Republican  majority  is  essential  if 
we  are  to  carry  out  the  greatest  highway 
program  ever  voted  into  a  transporta- 
tion system  equal  to  the  needs  of  a  rap- 
idly growing  nation. 

A  Republican  majority  Is  essential  if 
we  are  to  have  a  streamlined  defense 
system  l>etsed  on  commonsense  expendi- 
tures and  the  realities  of  the  atomic  age. 

A  Republican  majority  is  essential  if 
we  are  to  capitalize  on  the  great  start 
we  have  made  toward  full  development 
and  utilization  of  atomic  energy  for 
peacetime  purposes  as  well  as  defense. 

A  Republican  majority  is  essential  if 
we  are  to  continue  the  gains  we  have 
made  In  the  fields  of  housing,  social  secu- 
rity, unemployment  compensation,  and 
agriculture. 

OBCAKnZIirG    VOTK    MOST    IMPOBTAJTt 

And  why  is  this  majority  so  vital?  Let 
me  explain.  The  most  important  vote 
in  both  the  House  and  Senate  is  the  vote 
to  organize  each  body  at  the  start  of 
Congress.  This  vote  determines  which 
party  will  control  the  legislative  ma- 
chinery for  the  next  2  years. 

In  the  House  of  Representatives,  the 
vote  to  organize  decides  who  will  l>e 
Speaker  and  which  party  will  have  a  ma- 
jority on  the  all-important  committees. 
It  is  the  Speaker  and  the  committees  who 
control  to  a  large  extent  the  flow  of  legis- 
lation through  the  House.  Consequently, 
if  opponents  were  to  control  Congress  in 
1955  and  1956,  It  is  certain  they  would 
seek  to  scuttle  the  Eisenhower  legislative 
program — and  they  would  be  in  position 
to  succeed. 

Make  no  mistake  about  it.  Opponents, 
In  such  a  situation,  would  work  full  time 
trying  to  embarrass  and  handicap  the 
Eisenhower  administration  and  thus  lay 
the  groundwork  for  their  own  victory  in 
1956. 

And  do  not  be  misled  by  some  Demo- 
crats in  Congress  who  boast  that  they 
have  supported  the  Eisenhower  program. 
The  fact  is,  they  have  supported  the 
Eisenhower  program  only  when  sueh  ac- 
tion served  their  own  purposes.  Inciden- 
tally, we  Republicans  welcome  their  sup- 
port when  they  admit  that  the  Republi- 
can program  is  so  good  they  have  to  vote 
for  it.  I  say  this  because  our  program 
deserves  the  support  of  every  good  Amer- 
ican— Republican,  Etemocrat,  or  Inde- 
pendent. 

It  is  difficult  to  appraise  the  true  worth 
of  the  Republican  accomplishmetts  in 
the  past  2  years  because  sa  much  has 
been  done.  But  the  accomplishments  in 
whole  or  even  in  part  are  a  strong  argu- 
ment for  voting  President  Eisenhower 
another  Republican  majority  in  Con- 
gress. 

Take  taxes,  for  example.  Here  Is  a 
Republican  record  that  the  newspapers 
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have  variously  deecribed  as  monumental 
and  historical.  The  reason  is  plain 
enough.  Not  only  did  the  Republican 
Congress  vote  the  American  people  a 
$7,400,000,000  tax  reduction,  but  it  also 
brought  about  the  iirst  major  overhaul- 
ing of  Uie  Nation's  tax  laws  since  1890. 

THX    IBPUBLICAM    TAX-CUT    raOOSAM 

This  record-breaking  tax  reduction 
came  in  fotu*  parts.  On  January  1,  1954. 
individual  income  tixes  were  cut  10  per- 
cent for  a  saving  of  >3  bilUon.  On  the 
same  date,  the  ex:ess-proflts  tax  was 
eliminated  with  a  resultant  saving  of  $2 
billion.  On  April  1.  It  reduced  Federal 
excise  levies  as  much  as  50  percent  on 
many  items  and  the  saving  here  was 
nearly  $1  billion. 

The  remainder  oi  the  reduction — $1,- 
400,000,000 — was  voted  in  the  general 
tax-reform  Wl  which  effected  same  3,000 
changes  in  the  tax  laws  and  provided 
welcome  reUef  for  millions  of  individual 
taxpayers  as  well  as  some  businesses. 
The  reform  bill  also  removed  countless 
inequities,  harassments.  duplications, 
and  loopholes  and  provided  a  new  cli- 
mate in  which  Amf  rican  business  could 
thrive  and  expand. 

This.  I  submit,  is  a  truly  staggering 
feat  and  a  very  drastic  and  welcome 
change  from  the  constantly  increasing 
taxes  of  our  predet^essors. 

In  this  vital  sphere,  the  voters'  choice 
is  a  simple  one.  The  R^ublicans  have 
demonstrated  and  proven  that  they  are 
dedicated  to  a  policj-  of  letting  the  Amer- 
ican people  keep  th<Mr  money  and  spend 
it  themselves.  The  Democrats  have  dem- 
onstrated and  prov«;n — with  20  years  of 
recurrent  tax  increases — that  they  are 
committed  to  a  poUcy  wliich  sajrs  the 
Government  shall  take  the  people's 
money  and  spend  it  for  them. 

The  Republican  Congress  laid  the 
groundwork  for  the  tax  cuts  by  launch- 
ing the  greatest  economy  program  in 
American  history.  In  fact,  the  83d  Con- 
gress cut  appropriations  for  fiscal  1954 
and  1955  $64  billion  below  the  appropria- 
tions for  fiscal  1952  and.  1953. 

Broken  down:  The  tax  cuts  by  the  83d 
Congress  mean  on  an  average  a  saving  of 
$200  a  year  for  eiich  family  of  four. 
The  cut  in  appropriations  over  the  spend- 
ing in  the  2  previous  years  under  the 
former  administration  means  a  saving 
of  nearly  $1,600  for  each  family  of  four. 

TKX    TWO    ■PKJCmXC    KKX>KIW 

Let  me  point  out  that  since  the  turn 
of  the  century  America  has  experienced 
26  years  of  Republican  administration 
and  27  years  of  Democrat  administration 
in  Washington.  In  those  26  years,  the 
Republicans  spent  a  total  of  $186  billion, 
and  the  country  was  at  peace.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  Democrats  in  27  years 
spent  $821  billion,  (ind  the  country  was 
at  war,  hot  and  cold. 

Republican  administrations  have 
spent,  on  the  avera{,'e.  about  $6,663,000,- 
000  a  year. 

Democrat  administrations  have  spent, 
on  the  average  $29,350,000,000  a  year. 

During  the  past  2  years  of  the  Elsen- 
hower administration,  the  Democrats 
have  shown  no  inclination  to  change 
their  expensiye  habits.  They  have  con- 
tinued to  prcsx>se — and  the  Republican 
83d     Congress     ha.s     repeatedly     voted 


down — ^numerous  plans  for  extravagant 
new  programs  and  costly  additions  to 
*yi«ting  oDiea. 

If  you  approve  of  the  Republican  tax- 
cutting  program  and  of  the  Republican 
economy  drive,  then  your  only  choice  is 
to  vote  for  the  party  that  made  them 
possible.  If  you  agree  that  yoxir  money 
should  be  spent  by  the  Government  with 
extreme  caution  and  go  for  the  greatest 
service  possible,  then  it  is  clearly  your 
duty  to  vote  for  RepubUcan  congres- 
sional candidates  in  November. 

The  task  of  cleaning  up  a  Federal 
budget  that  has  lieen  out  of  control  for 
more  than  a  decade  is  no  short-range 
proposition.  But  we  have  made  an  aus- 
picious start.  Next  year  and  the  year 
after,  we  expect  to  bring  about  more 
ec<momie8  and  more  tax  cuts.  However, 
to  do  that  we  need  your  support  at  the 
poUs. 

The  tax-cutting  and  economy  drives 
were  the  two  great  cornerstones  of  na- 
tional solvency  on  which  the  RepubUcans 
began  building  one  of  the  greatest  pro- 
grams ever  devised  for  the  welfare  of  the 
American  people  and  the  good  of  the 
world.  But  even  before  they  began  to 
take  shape,  the  President  and  his  co- 
workers had  a  house-cleaning  job  to  do 
in  the  Federal  Oovemment. 

Just  think  back  to  this  time  2  years 
ago.  That  is  when  every  American  felt 
shame  for  the  disgraceful  scandals  that 
were  being  tmearthed  in  Washington. 
This  was  the  time  when  Americans  rose 
up  and  demanded  that  something  be 
done  about  those  scandals. 

Their  confidence  in  President  Eisen- 
hower was  not  misplaced.  The  Govern- 
ment has  been  cleaned  up,  and  no  longer 
do  you  read  of  almost  daily  scandals  in 
Washington. 

ETJBVXRSIVXS  ON  THX  XUIV 

President  Eisenhower  made  his  ap- 
pointments on  the  basis  of  honesty  and 
integrity.  He  ended  the  days  of  the 
"windfall  profiteer"  aztd  the  "five  per- 
center" and  the  "influence  peddler"  in 
Washington.  Now,  anyone  with  business 
to  transact  in  Washington  knows  there 
is  a  new  atmosphere,  and  once  more  all 
Americans  can  again  take  pride  in  the 
high  standards  that  prevail  in  their  Gov- 
ernment. 

In  another  kind  of  cleanup,  the  Re- 
publicans launched  a  hard-hitting  at- 
tack on  domestic  Communists,  pinks,  and 
other  security  risks  which  completely  re- 
versed the  old  attitude  of  laxity  and 
blindness. 

The  new  Republican  security  program 
was  inaugurated  on  May  28.  1953.  By 
March  10.  1954,  a  total  of  2,486  Oovem- 
ment employees  were  separated  for  secu- 
rity  reasons.  Of  this  total,  1,086  were 
fired  and  1,400  resigned.  In  addition  to 
this,  the  Justice  Department  has  taken 
action  against  a  long  list  of  Communist 
leaders  and  subversive  aUens,  and  Con- 
gress has  tightened  and  strengthened  the 
Nation's  antisubversive  laws. 

This  program  was  based  on  the  prin- 
ciple that  working  for  the  Oovemment  is 
a  high  privilege — not  a  right — and  any- 
body whose  background  cannot  meet  the 
test  does  not  lielong  in  the  Government 

Your  vote  for  the  Republican  Party  in 
November  can  assure  a  continuance  of 


this  vigorous  drive  to  end  the  threat  of 
Red  treachery  on  the  home  front. 

When  the  Eisenhower  admlnlatratlon 
took  ofllce  in  January  1963.  Inflation  waa 
a  great  national  problem.  Today  it  Is 
not,  for  we  have  ended  inflatkin,  The 
cost-of-living  index,  which  bad  been 
climbing  steadily  for  12  years  under,  our 
predecessors,  has  leveled  off.  The  hon- 
esty of  the  dollar  is  being  restored.  In 
addition,  we  tiave  ended  the  unnecessary 
controls  on  the  wages  you  receive. 

THX  nUNSXXTOH  TO  RACK 

One  of  the  things  that  makes  our  great 
RepubUcan  program  a  standout  is  that 
it  was  inaugurated  at  the  most  difficult 
possible  time — during  the  transition 
from  a  wartime  to  a  peacetime  economy. 

The  Eisenhower,  administration  sup- 
plied the  understanding  and  the  economy 
necessary  to  make  that  transition  with 
the  least  possible  difBculty.  You  all  re- 
member how  the  prophets  of  doom  were 
spouting  pessimism  and  despair  only  a 
few  monUis,4^.  They  nearly  talked  us 
into  the  lcina>9f  a  recession  that  our  Re- 
publican policies  were  able  to  avoid. 
They  wanted  the  Oovemment  to  step  in 
with  drastic  emergency  measures  to  give 
the  economy  a  false  shot  in  the  arm  that 
it  did  not  need. 

I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  greater  trib- 
ute that  can  be  paid  to  the  courage  and 
steadfastness  of  the  Eisenhower  admin- 
istration and  the  83d  Congress  than  to 
p>oint  out  that  they  refused  to  be  stam- 
peded in  that  uncertain  period.  They 
stuck  to  their  guns  while  their  opponents 
yelled  "panic."  They  quie^  went  about 
the  business  of  smoothing  the  way  for 
inevitable  adjustment  from  war  to  peace. 
And  they  succeeded  in  bringing  about  the 
desired  upturn  in  business  activity  and 
employment  without  resort  to  the  crisis 
technique  of  the  New  and  Fair  Dealers. 

During  this  unsettled  period,  neither 
the  83d  Congress  nor  the  administration 
missed  its  stride.  Working  together,  they 
continued  to  carry  on  the  huge  Job  of 
shifting  the  coiu-se  of  Government  away 
from  Federal  control  and  regimentation 
and  into  new  channels  calling  for  greater 
individual  responsibility,  a  new  brand 
of  State's  rights,  and  an  enlightened 
poUcy  of  home  rule.  They  pushed  ahead 
on  their  program  to  take  the  Govern- 
ment  out  of  business  by  liquidating  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation. 
selling  the  costly  Federal  barge  line,  ar- 
ranging the  sale  of  the  Government  syn- 
thetic-rubber industry,  and  surveying  all 
areas  of  mgre  than  100  business-tyi>e  op- 
erations the  Federal  Government  had 
gotten  into  during  former  regimes. 

OOVKRNMENT  KXOBOAKnSXB 

The  Republican  administration  began 
reorganizing  the  entire  structure  of  ttie 
Federal  Oovemment  in  the  interest  of 
economy  and  efficiency.  Twelve  plans 
for  reorganizing  and  streamlining  the 
Federal  departments  were  approved  by 
Congress.  A  Commission  is  hard  at  work 
foi-mulatlng  new  reorganization  pro- 
posals to  supplement  the  original  Hoover 
report  reconmaendations. 

y*IM  PBOOIAM 


Congress  worked  out  a  new  fann  pro- 
gram devoted  to  the  best  interests  of  all 
the  people — farmers  and  city  folks  alike. 
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A  hlgbw»y  buUdlnc  proBnm  teeond 
to  none  tn  htotoir  was  «doi»ted.  TbiB 
aorely  needed  ReiraMican  procram  wlU 
provide  nearly  $2  tdlUon  for  hlshwayB  tn 
tbe  fiscal  years  19M  and  199T.  It  win 
return  about  $875  million  a  year  to  tbe 
States— an  amount  approximating  the 
numey  American  motorists  spend  each 
year  in  Federal  RasoUne  taxes. 

The  Republican  Congress  approved  a 
record  expulsion  of  social-securi^  cov- 
erage and  payments,  adding  10  million 
persons  to  the  eligibility  rolls  and  in- 
creadng  monthly  benefits  for  6  million 
persons  already  receiving  payments. 

Congress  Implemented,  at  President 
Elsenhower's  request,  a  genuine  military 
defense  progr^im  while  at  the  same  time 
cutting  $20  billion  out  of  the  military 
budget  by  eliminating  waste  and  extrav- 
agance. This  was  accomplished  with- 
out weakening  our  national  defense  and 
security. 

BOUSXMO 

Under  the  Republicans,  a  new  housing 
law  was  adopted  which  will  make  home 
ownership  available  to  addlUonal  thou- 
sands of  our  people.  The  Republican 
program  permits  longer  mortgages,  stim- 
ulates modernization  and  home  repairs, 
and  prescribes  eflecUve  new  slum-clear- 
ance methods. 

Tpfi  Republicans  also  wrote  into  the 
housing  act  safeguards  against  a  recur- 
rence of  the  windfaU  profiteering  which 
the  old  law,  enacted  by  our  Donocrat 
predecessors,  made  possible.  This  fla- 
grant and  vicious  radcet  was  uncovered 
by  the  Eisenhower  administration  dur- 
ing the  past  year.  It  Is  still  under  inves- 
tigation by  Republican  committees  of 
Congress. 

■OMX  MOBS  ACOOBtPUaHMSMTS 
BXALTH 

In  the  field  of  health,  the  Republicans 
created  a  new  Cabinet  post— the  Depart- 
ment of  Health.  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare— to  make  sure  that  our  people's 
problons  are  handled  at  the  highest  pos- 
sible administrative  level.  We  also  voted 
a  8-year,  $183  million  hospital  building 
program  and  provided  a  $2  million  fund 
for  State  health  authorities  to  use  in  de- 
termining their  hospital  and  nursing- 
home  needs. 

ATOMIC   KNttOT 

At  Uie  President's  urging,  the  Repub- 
lican Congress  rewrote  and  modernized 
the  Nation's  basic  atomic-energy  law  for 
the  first  time  since  its  passage  in  1946. 
Tills  monumental  achievement  will  en- 
able our  people  to  make  greater  use  of 
the  benefits  which  nuclear  fission  offers 
to  our  peacetime  development.  It  also 
will  enable  our  military  leaders  to  add 
atomic  planning  to  the  free  world's  de- 
fense against  possible  Communist  ag- 
gression in  Europe. 

FOBnOM  AID 

A  start  was  made  toward  reducing  and 
eliminating  foreign-aid  expenditures, 
and  provided  ttiat  a  sizalfle  part  of  the 
present  $3  bUUon  aid  program  be  ex- 
tended in  the  form  of  loans  rather  than 
gifts. 
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The  Trade  Agreements  Act  was 
tended  and  our  foreign  economic  policy 
was  further  implemented  through  the 
adoption  of  a  3-year  $1,300,000,000  pro- 
gram for  disposing  of  American  farm 
surpluses  abi-oad.  We  also  voted  a  broftd 
revison  of  the  Nation's  customs  laws. 

SHIPBUIUIINO  I 

Legislation  was  passed  that  provides 
for  a  real  shipbuilding  program  to  revive, 
restore,  and  maintain  our  dwindling 
shipbuilding  industry. 

niese  axe  only  some  of  the  major  ac- 
c<»npUshments  of  the  83d  Congress  and 
the  Eisenhower  administration.  Others 
were  registered,  in  conformity  with  our 
campaign  pledges,  in  many  other  fields 
such  as  veterans'  affairs,  civil  rights,  a>nd 
inunigration. 

We  feel  that  they  are  a  good  start  to- 
ward a  better  tomorrow  for  all  of  our 
people.  And  we  feel  that  they  deserve 
the  endorsement  of  the  American  voters 
in  the  congi-essional  elections. 

The  R^ublican  administration  has 
endeavored  since  January  1953  to  give 
the  best  Government  service  possible. 

Two  years  ago  you  voted  for  a  change. 
President  Eisenhower  and  the  83d  Con- 
gress have  given  you  that  change  in  a 
way  that  has  built  dignity  and  honesty 
and  purpose  into  our  governmental 
structure.  They  have  more  than  earned 
the  chance  to  complete  that  job.  I  urge 
you  to  give  it  to  them  in  November. 


I 


St.  Lawreace  Seaway  Approved 
EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  CARROLL  D.  KEARNS 

or  PIKNSTI.VAN1A  i 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  BBPRESENTATIVES 

Friday.  Augtist  20.  1954 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to 
reiterate  my  firm  belief  that  the  passage 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  legislation 
by  the  83d  Congress  was  an  excellent  ttep 
toward  advancement  of  international 
trade  and  improved  business  for  all  the 
Oreat  Lakes  ports  in  this  country. 

I  am  particularly  interested  in  the 
great  port  of  Erie,  and  I  feel  that  when 
the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  is  completed 
that  many  of  the  foreign  ships  will  have 
Erie  as  their  destination,  and  others  will 
follow  their  lead,  because  of  the  great 
potential  of  the  Erie  Harbor  and  its  vast 
mooring  possibilities  whereby  many 
ships  can  have  secure  anchorage  with- 
out facing  bad  seas. 

I  look  forward  to  the  railroads  being 
the  beneficiaries  of  shipments  into  Erie, 
and  I  predict  that  their  tonnage  will  in- 
crease manyfold  after  the  seaway  is 
opened  and  the  ships  begin  making  Erie 
Harbor  their  port. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  many  Members 
of  Congress  will  avail  themselves  of  the 
opportunity  to  inspect  the  Erie  Harbor 
and  learn  for  themselves  the  great  ixiten- 
tlal  ttiat  lies  ahead  for  our  part  of  the 
coimtry  through  legislation  that  made 
the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  possible 


Report  to  Seattle's  Maritime  ladallry 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  THOMAS  M.  PELLY 

or  WASHINOTOK 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday.  August  20.  1954 
Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker,  now  that 
the  83d  Congress  is  history,  it  ia  appro- 
priate that  we  make  reports  to  tht  peo- 
ple we  represent.  I  have  compiled  such 
a  report  for  the  maritime  industry  of 
Seattle  and,  under  general  leave  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks,  include  it  in  the  Ric- 
oRD  for  the  information  of  my  colleagues. 
In  representing  the  city  of  Seattle  in 
Congress  during  the  past  2  years,  ship- 
ping and  ship  construction  have  been 
foremost  in  my  mind  for  two  reasons: 
First,  the  industry  was  sick;  and  second. 
Seattle's  waterfront  and  afBlia ted.  econ- 
omy is  our  basic  industry. 

In  the  Congress,  my  first  remarks  on 
this  subject  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives occurred  on  February  9.  1953,  when 
I  informed  the  Members  that  the  Navy's 
Bureau  of  Ships  was  letting  a  contract 
to  build  23  air  rescue  boats  to  a  Canadian 
shipbuilding  firm  under  the  Defenae  E>e- 
partment's  offshore  procurement  policy. 
In  these  remarks  I  said : 

If.  aa  I  believe  to  be  the  ca«e.  our  American 
workers  are  suffering  from  lack  of  cKnploy- 
ment  while  foreign  boatbuUdlng  pla&ts  are 
relatively  busy,  then  such  a  policy  of  divert- 
ing work  to  foreign  countries  is  distasteful 
to  me  and  I  am  sure  Is  distasteful  to  every 
American  citizen  and  taxpayer. 

On  February  12,  1953. 1  again  spoke  to 
the  House  of  Representatives,  saying  I 
had  discovered  that  the  Navy  was  under 
compulsion  to  spend  $100  million  a  year 
in  Canada  under  a  long-standing  pro- 
curement agreement.  I  said  I  wsis  re- 
questing the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  re- 
view this  policy  and  that  it  seemed  to  me 
"the  economy  of  our  American  workers 
is  the  one  that  needs  bolstering." 

My  efforts  were  successful.  In  re- 
sponse to  my  protest.  Secretary  of  De- 
fense Wilson  rescinded  the  former  pol- 
icy. Since  then  $100  million  of  naval 
construction  is  allocated  to  American, 
rather  than  Canadian,  shipyards.  Since 
then,  too,  I  have  tried  to  be  ever  alert 
to  protect  our  American  shipping  in- 
dustry. 

To  try  and  restore  our  American  mer- 
chant marine  has  been  a  discouraging 
effort.  However,  since  Congressmsm 
Thor  Tollefson,  of  Tacoma,  l)ecame 
acting  chairman  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
and  Fisheries  Committee,  prospects  for 
improvement  have  increased  greatly. 
My  membership  on  the  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  Committee  dovetails 
with  Congressman  Tollefsgn's  work, 
and  we  have  cooperated  closely. 

Whenever  legislation  like  the  gift  in 
1953  of  a  million  bushels  of  wheat  to 
Pakistan  came  before  the  House  we  have 
tried  to  insure  shipment  of  at  least  50 
percent  in  American  bottoms — likewise 
with  agricultural  commodities  Used  for 
foreign  aid.  Against  strong  opposition 
from  the  farm  bloc,  we  have  sought  to 
amend  laws  to  allow  delivery  chfirges  to 
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be  paid  by  the  Commodi^  Credit  Cor- 
poration. In  the  dosins  days  of  the  past 
session  the  50-50  bill  was  passed  and  has 
been  sig^l  by  thn  President — getting 
this  matter  mto  permanent  law  so  it  does 
not  have  to  be  fought  out  each  jrear. 
Congressman  Tollitsom  deserves  great 
credit  for  this  legislation,  and  I  enjoyed 
working  with  him  for  its  passage. 

Some  of  us  in  Congress  have  been 
regiUarly  warning  cur  colleagues  of  the 
need  of  iw^intAintng  a  merchant  marine. 
On  February  2,  1954,  when  the  subject 
of  tariffs  was  under  consideration.  I  ad- 
dressed the  House  cilticizing  the  Randall 
Commission  report,  which  called  for 
eliminating  partial  use  of  American  ves- 
sels for  cargo  shipments  financed  by  the 
Government.  I  said  direct  aid  to  our 
shipping  industry,  which  the  Commis- 
sion report  recommciKled.  is  not  enough. 
We  do  not  want  a  siibsidiaed  stockpile  of 
idle  ships.  We  need  cargoes  and  trade 
to  employ  ships'  crews,  and  keep  the 
ship  repair  trades  busy. 

The  CoNGRissioiiAL  Rkcowd  contains 
my  frequent  remarks  calling  Congress' 
attention  to  the  fact  that  we  had  no  pri- 
vate-shipbuilding program  and  that  we 
needed  fast,  modem  merchant  vessels  to 
compete  with  foreign  low-wage  shipping. 
Time  and  again  thoee  of  us  who  were 
interested  in  maritime  problems  called 
the  House's  attention  to  the  need,  in  the 
event  of  war,  for  a  fleet  of  such  modem 
ships. 

I  was  active  in  obtaining  increased  ap- 
propriations for  naval  ship  construction, 
and  for  legislation  to  authorize  con- 
struction of  merchant  ships.  Any  meas- 
ure which  would  aid  our  shipping  indus- 
try had  my  suppoit.  Both  Houses  of 
Congress  passed  one  of  my  own  bills  to 
aid  the  shipowners  by  allowing  than  to 
reimburse  the  Government  for  quaran- 
tine officers'  overtime  pay.  This  legisla- 
tion would  have  speeded  up  shipping 
and  resulted  in  substantial  savings  to 
shipowners,  but  because  the  administra- 
tion wanted  all  overtime  for  Government 
employees  studied  first,  the  President 
vetoed  my  bill. 

Last  year  I  was  successful  in  persuad- 
ing the  Military  Sea  Transportation 
Service  to  allocate  passengers  to  the 
Alaska  Steamship  Co..  and  the  service 
continued.  But  now  the  problem  Ls  be- 
fore us  again,  and  there  is  apparently 
no  satisfactory  basis  on  which  to  oper- 
ate th^  passenger  ships.  At  my  re- 
quest, the  House  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries  Committee  will  hold  hearings 
in  Seattle  on  pe.ssenger  service  to 
Alaska.  Some  sort  of  Government  op- 
eration or  subsidy  may  be  necessary. 

Our  efforts  to  have  more  MSTS  ships 
using  the  Seattle  port  of  embarkation 
have  been  successful  and.  of  course,  this 
puts  overhaul  and  repair  work  in  our 
local  yards. 

Every  month,  at  my  request,  I  am  be- 
ing furnished  a  re|x>rt  by  the  Maritime 
Commission  to  ascertain  the  number  of 
reserve  merchant-marine  ships  decom- 
missioned in  Budd  Inlet.  Only  of  late 
are  we  being  given  oiu:  fair  share.  This 
has  meant  we  have  not  been  getting  our 
share  of  regular  oA'erhauIs.  I  have  as- 
surance from  the  Blaritime  Administra- 
tion of  greater  utiUi'Ation  of  the  moorage 
at  Budd  Inlet. 


Incidentally,  largely  through  my  per- 
sonal efforts,  certain  of  these  vessels 
were  tised  for  grain  storage,  which  has 
helped  onr  payrolls  locally.  On  July  J.9 
and  20.  1854,  the  supplemental  appro- 
priation bUl  came  before  the  Ccmgress. 
I  was  active  in  support  of  an  amend- 
ment to  restore  i^iproxlmately  $44  mil- 
lion for  construction-differential  sub- 
sidies and  national-defense  allowsuices 
on  four  passenger -cargo  ships  to  be  built 
by  private  operators  as  replacement  for 
outmoded  ships. 

Congressman  Roohxt.  of  New  York, 
when  I  promised  support  of  his  amend- 
ment, said : 

I  would  fully  expect  the  support  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington. 

He  said  he  knew  of  my  interest  in  the 
American  merchant  marine,  and  that 
he  and  I  were  in  agreement  with  regard 
to  the  important  matter  of  unemploy- 
ment in  our  shipyards. 

I  mention  this  because  it  shows  that 
constantly  and  continually  during  the 
83d  Congress  I  have  been  working  for  a 
shipbuilding  program.  Sometimes  this 
effort  was,  during  limited  debate,  to  yield 
my  time  to  Congressman  Tollefson  so 
he  could  adequately  present  his  argu- 
ment for  a  bill ;  sometimes  it  was  simply 
to  rise  and  not  allow  some  unfair  state- 
ment about  the  industry  to  go  imchal- 
lenged.  Actually  the  record  wUl  show 
that  I  have  been  one  of  the  most  active 
supporters  in  Congress  for  the  maritime 
industry. 

But  what  the  printed  record  does  not 
show  is  my  efforts  in  behalf  of  local 
shipsrards  to  help  them  obtain  Govern- 
ment construction  and  repair  contracts. 
Any  and  all  shipyard  and  small  boat 
plant  operators  who  have  sought  con- 
tracts, or  bid  on  work  will  testify  as  to 
my  personal  attention  and  endeavors. 

0\ir  community  hopes  last  spring  were 
centered  on  a  $13  million  bid  of  the 
Puget  Sound  Bridge  k  Dredging  Co.  to 
construct  two  destroyer  escorts.  Un- 
fortunately this  company's  bid  was  $800.- 
000  above  the  low  bid.  Since  then  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  has  established 
a  policy  of  Inviting  bids  on  an  area  bstsis 
and  I  am  hopeful  that  an  award  for  two 
destroyer  escorts  will  be  made  to  a  Seat- 
tle bidder  this  October. 

The  Federal  program  for  conversion  of 
Liberty  ships  and  for  construction  of 
tankers  and  cargo  ships  is  meager,  but  in 
my  opinion  the  stage  is  set  for  a  future 
building  program  to  meet  the  deficiency 
of  214  needed  merchant  ships  to  provide 
for  essential  defense  requirements  and 
also  to  provide  for  replacement  of  out- 
dated ships. 

As  for  myself,  I  look  forward  to  contin- 
uing efforts  to  maintain  our  various  ship- 
building skills  and  employ  a  full  work- 
load of  various  trades  whose  livelihood 
is  dependent  em  construction  and  main- 
tenance of  an  adequate  American  mer- 
chant marine.  This  effort  must  go  hand 
in  hand  with  a  program  of  expanding 
the  activity  of  Seattle  and  other  Puget 
Sound  ports.  The  trend  of  construction 
and  operation  under  foreign  flags  by 
American  money  must  be  reversed. 
American  standards,  working  conditions, 
and  pay  must  be  protected. 


On  June  SO,  1954,  siwaUng  In  Con- 
gress, I  said: 

In  World  War  n  when  victory  wm  only 
poaeUsle  beeauae  of  the—  AmerlOMi  alilpe. 
American  eeamen  were  patted  on  tba  back; 
now  they  are  hit  below  tbe  belt. 

Since  those  remarks  were  made  there 
have  been  certain  developments  which 
lead  me  to  express  more  kindly  remarks. 
The  administration  has  not  only  recog- 
nized the  need  of  cargoes  to  sustain  our 
merchant  marine,  but  has  approved  the 
prc^osal  to  embark  on  a  ship-construc- 
tion program  to  replace  o\ir  outdated 
fleet  of  merchant  ships. 

I  hope,  as  Representative  in  Congress 
from  Seattle,  to  have  an  active  part  in 
restoring  our  maritime  industries  in  the 
future. 


EfTpliaB  Blocka^  of  Ac  Saci  Caaal 
Agaiast  Israel 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  CHARLES  J.  KERSTEN 


IN  THE  HOnSK  OF  RKPRSCTMTATIVSS 

Friday.  August  20. 1954 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  ever  since  the  State  of  Israel 
was  established  in  1948.  the  Government 
of  Egypt  has  persisted  in  denying  the  fa- 
cilities of  the  Suez  Canal  to  all  ships,  in- 
cluding American  vessels,  engaged  in 
trade  with  IsraeL  Egypt  has  sought  to 
Justify  this  blockade  by  contending  that 
it  is  in  a  state  of  war  with  Israel  and, 
therefore,  entitled  to  block  her  shipping. 

Neither  our  Government  nor  other 
western  powers  have  accepted  this  de- 
fense, and  twice  in  the  United  Nations 
Security  Council,  the  delegation  of  the 
United  States  has  voted  to  condemn  the 
blockade  as  a  breach  of  the  U.  N.  nego- 
tiated Israel-Egypt  armistice,  and  to  rule 
that  the  Elgyptian  Grovemment  open  the 
canal.  The  Egyptians  refused  to  comply 
with  the  first  decision  handed  down  od> 
September  1, 1951.  On  the  second  occa- 
sion, when  this  matter  was  brought  be- 
fore the  United  Nations.  Elgsrpt  was  res- 
cued from  an  adverse  ruling  by  the  Soviet 
veto. 

This  blockade  has  resulted  in  a  serious' 
economic  hardship  to  Israel.  While  cer- 
tain foodstuffs  are  permitted  to  come 
through  now.  nevertheless,  many  prod- 
ucts are  prevented  from  diipment  into 
Israel.  As  a  result  Israel  presently  is 
obtaining  her  necessary  petroleum  from 
the  Soviet  Union  in  exchange  for 
oranges.  Israel  co\ild  get  petroleum 
through  the  canal  and  not  be  obliged  to 
go  tc  the  Soviet  Union  for  It. 

Presently  the  Egyptian  ofUcials  ex- 
amine the  manifests  of  the  cargo  of 
American  ships  going  to  IsraeL  This  is 
an  indignity  which  the  United  States 
should  not  suffer. 

It  is  to  be  hoped  that  when  the  Brit- 
ish and  Egyptians  conclude  their  final 
agreement,  that  the  relationdilp  between 
Egypt  and  Israel  will  be  relaxed  and  that 
the  Egyptians  will  withdraw  their  unjuil 
blockade. 
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X  luHW  mikltrmmd  m  letter  to  tbe  8eere- 
tuy  of  8tmt«  requesting  that  tbe  United 
BMm  take  a  poeltton  in  this  matter  to 
tetaiff  about  tiM  end  of  the  un}uit  Uoek- 
ade  irtkleh  Is  hampering  the  economic 
well-being  of  the  mate  of  Israel. 


RecerdeltfceRepdili- 
Pafl7  iB  Pigkliaf  Its  buMieM  I»- 
kAmcriea 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 


or 


HON.  CHARLES  A.  WOLVERTON 


or  mw 

XN  TBI  HOUSE  OP  RBFRBBSMTATIVES 
Friday,  August  20.  1954 

Mr.  WCMLVBRTON.  Mr.  Speaker, 
when  President  Elsenhowo:  and  the  new 
Republican  Congress  took  office  in  Janu- 
ary 1953  they  faced  no  greater  challenge 
than  the  American  people's  overwhelm- 
ing donand  for  a  two-fisted,  head-on, 
all-out  attack  on  communism  in  this 
country.  What  the  RepubUean  admin- 
istration has  given  the  people  during  the 
past  2  years  is  exactly  that. 

■EMunw  TO  TB»Yso  wnto 

During  the  two  decades  between  1933 
and  1952  there  was  evidence  galore  of 
the  Federal  Government's  laxity  and 
blindness  toward  communism.  But  even 
today  the  country  is  shocked  again  as 
new  evidence  comes  to  light  diowlng  the 
past  softness  toward  Communists.  For 
example.  Look  magazine  on  Dec^nber 
IS.  1953,  published  an  enlightening  entry 
which  the  late  Harold  Ickes.  Democrat, 
then  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  wrote  in 
his  diary  on  J\ily  16. 1935.  In  this  entry 
Ickes  is  discussing  a  conversation  he  had 
with  George  H.  Dem.  then  Secretary  of 
War. 

The  diary  said: 

He  (Dem)  feels  about  Bad  hunting  Just  as 
X  do  and  thinks  It  Is  absurd  to  deny  Com- 
munists an  opportunity  to  express  them- 
aelves  or  to  have  a  ticket  on  the  baUot.  He 
thinks,  as  I  do,  that  we  are  working  toward 
a  soetety  of  modified  oommunlam.  although 
X  beUere  ha  would  be  as  imhappy  In  a  Com- 
munist state  as  L  He  feels,  as  I  do,  that  It 
to  tMttar  to  bend  to  the  wind  than  be  torn 
from  the  tnmk  of  the  tree  and  dashed  to  the 
grotmd. 

Bending  to  the  Red  wind  certainly  de- 
scribes the  attitude  of  our  predecessors. 
And  standing  up  against  the  wind  and 
defying  it  describes  how  the  Republican 
administration  feels  about  communism. 

Here  Is  an  example  of  what  our 
predecessors'  easy-going  attitude  meant. 
When  our  new  Republican  officials  went 
into  the  Justice  Department  in  Wash- 
ington in  1953.  they  found  the  files  in 
such  innedlble  ccmdltion  that  the  FBI's 
now  famous  report  on  Soviet  espionage 
in  1945  had  never  been  seen  by  the 
Department's  Internal  Security  Section. 
Nor  had  the  FBTs  later  special  report 
(m  Harry  Dexter  White  ever  been  seen 
by  the  Xntemal  Security  Section.  In 
fact,  until  the  Republican  administra- 
tion came  in,  the  cases  of  the  Individuals 
cited  in  the  espionage  reports  had  never 


been  evaluated  by  the  Internal  Security 
Section  for  possible  prosecuticm. 

Warren  Olney  m.  Assistant  Attorney 
General  In  duu'ge  of  the  Criminal  Di- 
idsion.  said  the  Republican  hoUse- 
desAing  had  turned  up  20.000  letters, 
flies,  investigative  reports,  and  the  like 
which  had  been  lying  aroiind  the  De- 
partment He  said  the  filing  system 
which  he  inherited  was  "in  such  shape. 
in  such  condition,  that  those  documents 
can — or  could  have  at  that  time — come 
in  and  be  in  that  office  for  years  with- 
out ever  getting  the  attention  of  the 
people  who  were  especially  assigned  for 
that  purpose." 

One  of  the  first  things  Olney  did  was 
to  order  Justice  Department  attorneys 
to  go  back  and  analyze  the  case  of  every 
single  individual  mentioned  in  the  re- 
ports to  determine  whether  prosecution 
wai  still  possible,  or  whether  they  had 
be4n  saved  from  the  penitentiary  by  the 
statute  of  limitations. 

A  similar  condition  was  found  in  the 
State  Department.  The  Senate  Perma- 
nent Investigating  Subc(Hnmittee  dis- 
covered chaotic  conditions  in  the  per- 
sonnel files  indicating  widespread  de- 
struction of  confidential  information. 
The  subcommittee  reported  that  from 
300  to  400  persons  wandered  in  and  out 
of  the  supposedly  secret  file  room  where 
personnel  records  on  8,000  Foreign  Serv- 
ice officers  were  kept.  Derogatory  in- 
fcMmation  could  be  removed  at  will.  In 
many  instances  when  State  Department 
officers  were  up  for  promotion,  material 
was  stripped  from  the  files  so  that  the 
promotion  panel  might  not  see  infor- 
mation unfavorable  to  the  State  Depart- 
ment officer  under  consideration. 

THK   COMMUMUT   WXB   OVKB    WA6HIMCT(»f 

One  ot  the  most  powerful  and  compre- 
hensive expose  of  Communist  infiltra- 
tion was  the  report  issued  by  the  Sen- 
ate Internal  Security  Subcommittee  on 
August  23,  1953.  This  report  documents 
the  charges  Republicans  liave  been  mak- 
ing for  years  and  demolishes  Democrat 
attempts  to  whitewash  their  administra- 
tion's failure  to  crack  down  on  the  Reds. 

David  Lawrence,  the  newsi;}aper  colum- 
nist, said  the  Senate  report  discloses  "a 
deliberate  conspiracy  against  the  United 
States  Government  imparalleled  since 
the  treason  of  Aaron  Burr."  The  report 
was  signed  by  all  members  of  the  sub- 
committee— 5  Republicans  and  3  Demo- 
crats. 

Here  are  a  few  of  the  subcommittee's 
conclusions  about  subversion  in  Govern- 
ment under  our  predecessors: 

Hie  Soviet  International  organlzatloa  has 
carried  on  a  sucoessful  and  important  pene- 
tration of  the  United  States  Oovernment. 
•  •  •  This  penetration  taaa  extended  from 
the  lower  ranks  to  top-level  policy  and  op- 
erating positions  in  ovir  Government.   •   •   • 

Thousands  of  diplomatic,  political,  tiill- 
tary,  iclentiflc,  and  economic  secrets  of  the 
United  States  have  been  stolen  by  S«vlet 
agents  In  our  OoTernment  and  other  peisons 
closely  connected  with  tbe  ConununLsta. 
Despite  the  fact  that  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
InTeetlgatl(Xi  and  other  security  agencies  had 
reported  ertanslTe  Information  about  this 
Communist  penetration,  little  was  done  by 
the  executive  branch  until  congressional 
committees  brougbt  forth  to  public  light  the 
facts  of  the  conspiracy. 


One  of  the  worst  scandals  revealed  by 
the  Senate  comiaittee  report  w|m  the 
Harry  Dexter  White  case,  whicfti  was 
later  amplified  by  Attorney  Oeneril  Her- 
bert Brownell,  Jr.,  and  FBI  Direlctor  J. 
Edgar  Hoover.  Harry  Dexter  White  had 
a  meteoric  career  in  the  Goverhment, 
beginning  in  1934  and  culminating  in  ap- 
pointment to  the  position  of  Executive 
Director  for  the  United  States  In  the 
International  Monetary  Fund  in  li946. 

As  Attorney  General  Brownell  re- 
vealed, White  was  discovered  by  t|ie  FBI 
in  the  early  days  of  his  Government 
career  to  be  a  Russian  spy.  FBI  reports 
on  his  espionage  activities  went  ■  to  the 
appropriate  officials,  including  three  re- 
ports to  President  Truman,  before 
White's  confirmation  to  his  Monetary 
Fund  job  by  the  United  States  Senate. 
Later  in  1946  President  Tniman  received 
four  additional  reports  on  White's  es- 
pionage activities.  Yet  White  was  never 
fired.  He  remained  in  the  Government, 
receiving  promotion  after  promotion,  un- 
til he  resigned  voluntarily  in  1947  with 
the  best  wishes  of  Harry  Truman  ringing 
in  his  ears. 

Whlttaker  Chambers,  the  former  Com- 
munist spy  whose  testimony  sent  Alger 
Hiss  to  prison,  has  said  it  was  "a  magic 
power"  that  was  constantly  operating  in 
the  United  States  Grovemment  to  protect 
Harry  Dexter  White  and  the  hundreds 
of  other  Russian  agents.  Two  groups 
who  did  not  succumb  to  his  magic  Red 
power.  Chambers  says,  were  the  rai  and 
the  House  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities. 

Still  another  example  of  how  the  magic 
Red  power  functioned  was  given  last 
winter  to  the  Senate  Internal  Subcom- 
mittee by  Spniille  Braden.  a  top  State 
Department  official  during  the  Roosevelt 
and  Truman  administrations.  Braden 
served  as  Ambassador  to  Colombia,  Cuba, 
and  Argentina  and  as  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  State  until  his  resignation  in 
1947. 

Braden  testified  that  penetration  of 
the  State  Department  by  communistic 
or  socialistic  officials  during  the  Roose- 
velt and  Trtunan  administrations  may 
yet  cause  the  loss  of  Latin  America  to 
the  Communists,  just  as  China  was  lost. 
Braden  pointed  to  strong  Communist  in- 
fluences in  Guatemala  and  another  un- 
named Latin  American  country,  and  de- 
clared : 


sect 


This  undermining  of  our  national  security 
has  been  countenanced  and  ever  St  times 
abetted  by  our  own  Government. 

Braden  disclosed  he  constantly  ran 
into  "roadblocks"  in  the  State  Depart- 
ment in  his  efforts  to  prevent  the  spread 
of  communism  In  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. He  cited  instances  in  wiiich  his 
own  anti-Communist  warnings  never 
reached  the  officials  for  whom  they  were 
intended  and  disappeared  mysteriously. 
Today  we  are  reaping  the  result^  in  the 
form  of  the  Communist  troubles  in 
Guatemala. 

THC  TOUGH  RZFUBLICAN  LOTALTT  PMOGKAM 

When  President  Eisenhower  delivered 
his  first  state  of  the  Union  address  in 
January  1953  he  instructed  the  heads 
of  all  executive  departments  and  agen- 
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cies  to  put  into  effect  immediately  effec- 
tive programs  of  seciu-ity  with  respect 
to  Federal  employees.  The  President 
chose  his  words  wisely,  knowing  the  In- 
effectiveness of  what  had  been  done  be- 
fore. 

In  May  1953  Presidont  Eisenhower  laid 
down,  after  careful  study,  his  detailed 
program  for  Oovei-nment  personnel. 
This  program  was  biised  on  the  simple 
fact  that  working  for  the  Government 
is  a  privilege — not  a  right — and  there- 
fore the  Government  has  the  duty  to 
demand  the  utmost  in  loyalty  and  reli- 
ability from  Its  employees.  Any  doubts 
are  to  be  resolved  In  favor  of  the  Gov- 
ernment— the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. 


The  tonsil,  new  Elsenhower  security 
program  went  mto  effect  on  May  28. 

1953.  From  that  date  until  March  10, 

1954.  the  amazing  total  of  2.4M  Govern- 
ment employees  were  separated  for  se- 
curity reasons.  Of  this  total.  1.080  were 
fired  and  1,400  resigned.  These  figures 
were  given  by  Philip  Young,  Chairman 
of  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  in  hear- 
ings before  the  Senate  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service  Committee. 

No  breakdown  of  these  figures  was 
available,  but  the  CivU  Service  Commis- 
sion did  disclose  a  breakdown  of  the 
2.429  security  separations  that  took 
I>lace  from  May  28.  1953,  through  De- 
cember 31,  1953.  This  breakdown  is  as 
follows: 


Arrirulturc  Depsrtment 

Air  Forw     

Army  

Atomic  Knpr»y  CommlsBkHi 

Ontnil  IntrlliePiKT  Afncy 

Civil  S<TvlPP  Cotnniisston 

Conimertv  Department 

Civil  Pefc-nsp  AdmJnlrtnitloii    

Knrrtitn  Of>eratlon5  AdlTilnM-ntton 

lieiMT&l  Servicw  Admlnlstralion   

Ilenlth.  Kductttkin,  Welfare  I  H-partment 

Hou-ilnr  anil  Home  Finance  AfM>cy 

V  S   Information  Kgeaey 

Inlerior  l)ei>artment... 

Jiutiee  ncpartment ... 

I^hor  IViMirtment 

NatKinal  Advbiory  Coimottle'  (or  Aeronautics. 

National  l^tyot  Relations  Boixd 

Navy 

I'ast  Office  l)e[j«rtnent 

Stale  I)ep»rtnient 

TenneiKee  Valley  Authority 

'1  reasury  I)e{>artinent . 

Veterms'  Adniint5traiion .... 

While  llouiv  Office       

Other  Federal  agencies. 
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1 
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2 

19 
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19 

38 
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104 
112 
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1,355 


Our  opponents  hav>*  tried  to  minhntze 
these  figures  by  sajrin?  "only"  2.400-plus 
employees  had  to  be  f«parated  for  secu- 
rity reasons.  Our  answer  is  that  only 
one  security  risk  is  one  too  many.  We 
Republicans  will  never  ease  up  as  long  as 
even  one  security  risk  may  be  working  in 
the  Government. 

We  beUeve  that  one  Alger  Hiss  was  one 
too  many;  one  Judith  Coplon  was  one 
too  many;  one  William  Remington  was 
one  too  many. 

In  connection  witli  these  figures.  It 
should  be  kept  in  mind  that  many  of 
these  separations  were  based  on  infor- 
mation in  files  that  were  available  to  the 
Truman  administration  for  a  long  time. 
Our  predecessors  looked  the  other  way. 
We  acted. 

We  arc  doing  more  than  getting  rid  of 
the  security  risks  we  Inherited.  We  are 
doing  everything  possible  to  keep  out 
new  security  risks  by  insisting  that 
newly  hired  Federal  employees  meet 
rigid  standards. 

cusnNc  sscuErrr  tisxs  ntoM  thi  aucio 
snvicxs 

We  recognize  that  the  armed  services 
are  a  key  object  of  Red  infiltration. 

Secretary  of  Defense  Charles  E.  Wil- 
son annonunced  on  April  8,  1954,  a  new 
policy  for  keeping  the  armed  services 
as  free  as  humanly  possible  of  subver- 
sives and  other  security  risks.  Secre- 
tary Wilson  Instructed  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force  to  set  up  uniform  stand- 


ards in  order  to  get  security  ridts  out  of 
the  services  and  keep  them  out. 

Under  the  new  program,  all  ofllcers 
and  enlisted  men  are  required  to  sign  a 
loyalty  certificate  before  entering  serv- 
ice. If  an  individual  refuses  to  fill  out 
the  loyalty  form  completely  or  discloses 
derogatory  information,  he  is  placed  on  a 
nonsensitive  asitignment  pending  inves- 
tigation. If  the  investigation  shows  he  is 
a  security  risk,  he  is  separated  under 
"conditions  other  than  honorable." 
Known  Communists  are  not  taken  into 
the  services. 

The  Wilson  order  makes  it  "the  duty 
of  every  member  of  the  armed  services 
to  report  any  information  coming  to  his 
attention  which  indicates  that  retention 
of  any  member  of  the  armed  services  is 
not  clearly  consistent  with  the  Interests 
of  national  security." 

CBACXDOWN    BT    THX    JT7BTICK    DXPABTBCXNT 

Here  Is  the  record  of  what  the  Justice 
Department,  in  cooperation  with  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  and  the 
Inunigration  and  Naturalization  Service, 
accomplished  from  January  1953  through 
May  1954: 

First.  Convicted  41  Communist  Party 
leaders— 13  in  New  York  City,  7  in  Hono- 
lulu, 5  in  Pittsburgh,  5  in  Seattle,  6  in 
Detroit,  and  5  in  St.  Louis. 

Second.  Indicted  27  additional  Com- 
munist leaders,  including  9  who  were  put 


on  trial  in  Philadelphia  and  11  scheduled 
for  trial  in  Cleveland. 

Third.  Ordered  the  addition  of  63  new 
organizations  to  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice Ust  of  subversive  groups,  m^t^ng  ^ 
total  of  225. 

Fourth.  Convicted  four  persons  for 
harboring  fugitive  Communist  Party 
leaders. 

Fifth.  Secured  the  conviction  of  1  per- 
son for  treason  and  2  for  espionage. 
Eight  others  have  been  convicted  for 
making  false  statements  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  7  others  have  been  indicted. 
Three  persons  have  been  convicted  for 
perjury,  and  one  other  indicted. 

Sixth.  Deported  93  alien  subversives. 

Seventh.  Issued  final  deportation  or- 
ders against  286  persons  with  records  of 
subversive  activity  or  affiliation. 

Eighth.  Started  deportation  mvceed- 
ings  against  349  subversive  aliens. 

Ninth.  Started  denaturalization  pro- 
ceedings against  24  naturalized  citizens 
charged  with  being  subversive. 

Tenth.  Barred  entry  into  this  country 
of  128  subversive  aliens  who  had  ar-. 
rived  at  ports  of  entry. 

As  President  Eisenhower  has  said: 

The  constant  surveUlance  of  C!ommunlsta 
in  this  country  U  a  94-hour.  7-day-a-week, 
62-week-a-year  Job.  It  Is  carried  out  by  the 
apprc^riate  Federal  agencies.  In  conXorm- 
ance  with  due  process  of  law.  It  Is  being 
done  quietly  and  relentlessly,  and  those  who 
best  know  Its  effectiveness  are  the  Commu- 
nists themselves.  M 

ClXAjriNG  '^  XnnTED  STATB  KBfFLOTBBB  10  THS 
"^trKlHD  MATIOHS 

One  of  the  worst  messes  inherited  by 
the  Repubhcan  administration  was  the 
situation  among  United  States  emplc^ees 
at  the  United  Nations. 

A  House  committee  was  told  early  In 
1953.  Just  before  the  Eisenhower  admin- 
istration took  over,  that  more  than  50 
United  States  employees  of  the  United 
Nations  had  refused  to  testify  on 
whether  or  not  they  were  Communists, 
for  fear  of  incriminating  themselves. 
When  this  was  called  to  the  attention 
of  the  then  Secretary  of  State  Dean 
Acheson.  he  in  effect  shrugged  off  this 
incredible  condition  with  the  remark 
that  he  was  not  "particularly  aware"  of 
the  situation. 

The  new  Republican  administration 
was  very  much  aware  of  ttiis  mess  and 
very  much  determined  to  clean  It  up. 
The  first  ofllcial  action  of  the  new  United 
States  Ambassador  to  the  United  Nations, 
former  Senator  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr., 
was  to  request  the  FBI  to  make  a  full 
field  investigation  of  the  144  members 
of  the  United  States  delegation  who  were 
serving  under  him.  He  also  requested 
an  investigation  of  all  1,680  Americans 
on  the  payroll  of  the  United  Nations 
itself. 

Later,  Lodge  annoimced  he  would  do 
"everything  in  my  power"  to  resist  pay- 
ment by  the  United  Nations  of  a  $135,000 
award  to  11  Americans  who  had  been 
flred  as  security  risks.  The  11  persons 
had  refused  to  answer  questions  about 
CoDununist  connections  before  a  Senate 
subcommittee.  Lodge  said  the  award  by 
the  U.  N.  Administrative  Tribunal  "was 
all  wrong  and  should  be  reversed.** 
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XuvwtlgAtlnff  oommittCM  of  the  9SA 
CToaniwt  tunre  Tlgoroiudly  pressed  tbelr 
probes  of  Communist  MtMtiea,  especial- 
ly inflltrsUon  of  the  Federal  Qoiremment 
in  past  a^haiiUstrationB. 

me  Bouse  Ckmunlttee  held  extensive 
hearings  In  Washington.  Chicago.  De- 
troit. Seattle.  Los  Angeles.  San  Ftanciaco, 
Albany.  New  York  City,  Pbiladelphla.  and 
Colombas.  Ohio.  It  has  invtetlgated 
Cammnnist  infiltration  In  OoTeminent. 
the  entertainment  Industry,  defense 
areas,  industry,  labor  unions,  and  educa- 
tion. The  committee  also  heard  several 
refugees  who  had  fled  fr(»n  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain  and  were  now  ready  to 
tell  the  free  world  their  firsthand  ex- 
periences with  the  Red  dictatorship. 

Durtag  1953,  a  total  of  no  less  than 
305  witnesses  before  congressionia  com- 
mittees hid  behind  the  fifth  amendment 
privilege  against  self-incrimination  in 
thdr  refusal  to  answer  questions  about 
communist  affiliations.  This  Is  a  higher 
figure  than  in  any  previous  year  and  re- 
fiects  the  acceterated  fight  against  ttie 
Communist  con^iracy  waged  by  Repub- 
licans. 

Of  this  total  of  305  refusals.  85  of  ttie 
witnesses  were  employed  at  one  time  by 
the  Federal  Oovenunent,  while  7  were 
employed  by  1  State  government.  The 
other  rtfUsals  included  40  In  elementary 
or  secondary  education  fields,  57  In  high- 
er education,  26  in  arts  and  entertain- 
ment, as  in  the  literary  field,  and  13  in 
printing  and  publishing. 

In  October  1953,  President  Eisenhower, 
taking  note  of  the  frequent  refusal  by 
Communist  witnesses  to  testify.  Issued 
an  Executive  order  permitting  the  firing 
of  any  Federal  employee  who  refuses  to 
testify  on  the  grounds  of  self-lncrlmlna- 
ttan  before  a  congressional  committee 
concerning  alleged  misconduct  or  dis- 
loyalty. 

In  discussing  the  President's  order.  At- 
torney General  Herbert  Brown^,  Jr., 
said: 

I  bav*  not  overlooked  the  fact  that  the 
loyalty  and  honesty  of  the  oTerwhelmlng 
majority  of  aU  Federal  employees  Is  beyond 
questKm.  But  their  good  reputations  and 
character  are  far  better  protected  from  un- 
warranted criticism  when  we  root  out  the 
few  who  are  unrellahle  and  dlsloyaL 

vzcBTora  COM icmnsM  thbouch  ths 

■KPOTLICAN  PABTT 

The  Republican  drive  against  Commu- 
nists is  under  constant  attack,  much  of 
it  from  persons  who  call  themselves  lib- 
erals. J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Director  of  the 
FBI,  has  accurately  tagged  Vbe  pseudo- 
liberals  as  more  destructive  than  even 
known  Communists. 

Hoover  declared,  in  an  address  in 
Washington  on  April  23,  1954,  that  It  is 
an  established  fact  that  every  person 
who  has  dared  to  speak  out  against  the 
threat  of  communism  has  become  the 
target  of  vile  and  vicious  attacks.  Hoov- 
er said  that  whenever  a  person  "has 
dared  to  expose  the  Communist  threat, 
he  has  Invited  upon  himself  the  adroit 
and  skilled  talents  of  experts  of  charac- 
ter assassination.'' 

Mr.  Boovw  said  It  Is  unbelievable  the 
way  In  which  "otherwise  respectable, 
seemingly  intelligent  persons,  perhaps 


unknowingly,  aid  the  Communist  cafuse 
more  effectively  thux  the  Commuirfsts 
themselves."  Then  he  went  on,  "The 
pseudoUberal  can  be  more  destructive 
than  the  known  Communist  becaus4  of 
the  esteem  that  his  cloak  of  respecta- 
bility Invites." 

The  R^ublican  assault  on  commu- 
nism will  not  be  stopped  by  the  smtars 
and  Jeers  from  the  left.  In  fact,  as  long 
as  the  cmears  and  Jeers  continue,  we  can 
be  sure  we  are  doing  a  real  job  for 
America. 

We  can  recall  with  pride  the  statement 
made  in  1953  by  Mrs.  Oksana  Stepanova 
Kasenkina,  the  former  Russian  school 
teacher  whose  dramatic  leap  to  freedom 
from  the  Soviet  consulate  in  New  l^ork 
in  1948  won  world  attention.  At  last 
reports,  Mrs.  Kasenkina  had  applied  for 
United  States  citizenship  and  was  living 
quietly  in  New  York  City.  Here  is  what 
she  said  last  year: 

I  have  never  been  a  member  of  a  political 
party.  My  party  is  this  country  and  tbls 
Government  •  •  •  The  United  States  Is  my 
party.  But  I  love  the  Republicans  because 
I  believe  the  Republicans  can  save  this  coun- 
try from  the  Conununlats. 

Let  us  remember  that  the  ofBcial  blue- 
print for  political  action  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  U.  8.  A.,  which  rolled  off  the 
press  in  April  1954,  calls  for: 

Defeat  of  Republican  congressional 
candidates  in  1954. 

Defeat  of  the  Republican  presidential 
candidate  in  1956. 

It  is  nothing  new  for  the  Communist 
Party  to  use  well-established  and  re- 
spectacle  organizations  as  vehicles  for 
reaching  their  goals.  Nor  is  it  anything 
new  for  the  Republican  Party  to  serve  as 
the  chief  roadblock,  in  the  Communist 
path.  We  accept  the  challenge  with 
pride,  knowing  there  is  no  higher  serv- 
ice we  can  render  to  our  country. 

The  Republican  administration  de- 
serves the  support  of  all  citizens  who  be- 
lieve communism  should  be  uprooted 
from  our  Government.  The  work  al- 
ready done  by  the  Republican  adminis- 
tration Is  a  guaranty  of  what  it  will  do 
in  protecting  our  people  against  the  in- 
sldloiis  influence  of  communism. 


Erie  Airport  Gets  Aid 


i\ 


This  appropriation  will  make  poesible 
the  construction  of  additional  r^ways 
sufBclently  long  and  properly  coxuUtloned 
to  accommodate  four-motored  planes, 
which  to  date  have  been  unable  io  land 
at  Port  Erie. 

My  good  constituents  of  the  24th  Dis- 
trict of  Pennsylvania,  and  particularly 
those  of  Erie  County,  Join  wlthi  me  in 
expressing  appreciation  and  tribute  to 
my  colleagues  for  recognizing  Pa|l  Erie 
as  one  of  the  vital  air  centers  of  the 
United  States. 
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EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

KON.  CARROLL  D.  KEARNJ 

or  FSNNSTLVANIA 

IN  THE  HOUaX  OF  REPBBSENTATIVBS 

Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
comment  on  the  soimd  Judgment  and 
foresight  shown  by  the  83d  Congress  in 
restoring  to  the  supplemental  approi>ria- 
tion  bill  $22  million  for  furthering  the 
development  of  private  airports  in  the 
United  States. 

I  am  particularly  interested  because 
the  Port  Erie  Alriwrt  which  serves  the 
area  embracing  the  third  largest  city  in 
the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  will 
be  the  recipient  of  over  $300,000  of  this 
fund  to  improve  its  facilities. 


Agricultval  LcfislatioB  ia  the  83d 
Gingress,  lit  and  2d  Setsiois 


4 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARICS 
or 

HON.CUFFORDR.HOPI 

or   KANSAS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  RKPRESENTATIVB3 

Friday,  August  20, 1954 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  this 
Congress  convened,  the  country  was  con- 
fronted with  declining  farm  prices,  a 
marked  slackening  of  foreign  demand 
for  the  products  of  our  fields,  accumu- 
lating surpluses,  a  gathering  droUght  in 
the  midcontinent,  and  other  prob^ms  of 
vital  interest  to  our  agriculture. 

The  Congress  took  steps*imm9diately 
to  halt  a  serious  decline  in  livestock 
prices,  and  a  program  was  developed  to 
aid  farmers  in  the  drought-devastated 
areas. 

Attention  then  turned  to  the  general 
problems  and  objectives  of  agricoilture. 

The  Congress  passed  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1954,  conforming  in  mtyor  re- 
spects to  the  recommendations  of  the 
President,  in  the  overall  program  he  pre- 
sented to  Congress  on  January  LI,  1954, 
"to  achieve  the  stability  and  growth  of 
income  over  the  years  to  which  oior  farm- 
ers are  entitled  and  which  the  Nation 
must  assure  in  the  interest  of  all  160 
million  of  our  people." 

It  wrote  into  law  the  Agricultural 
Trade  Development  and  Assistance  Act 
of  1954,  aimed  at  greater  utilization  and 
enjoyment,  at  home  and  abroad,  of  the 
abundance  of  food  and  fiber  produced  on 
the  farms  of  the  United  States. 

The  Congress  authorized  direct  Gov- 
ernment loans  and  federally  insiired 
private  loans  for  water  facilities  and  con- 
servation. It  enacted  a  watershed  de- 
velopment program,  to  enable  and  en- 
courage expansion  of  conservation  work 
and  better  use  of  America's  two  greatest 
resources — the  soil  and  water. 

It  revamped  and  improved  the  farm 
credit  system. 

It  expanded  the  crop  Insuranpe  pro- 
gram, modernized  the  laws  authorizing 
the  Agricultural  Extension  Service,  and 
took  numerous  other  actions  relating  to 
the  welfare  of  farmers  and  their 
families. 

It  extended  the  benefits  of  the  social- 
security  program  to  3,600.000  farm 
operators. 

Increased  appropriations  wei'e  pro- 
vided for  the  growth  of  RZA,  for  research 


and  extension,  for  ^OA  and  other  pro- 
grams. 

Following  Is  a  review  of  the  actions  in 
the  various  fields  that  are  of  interest  to 
the  farmers  of  the  Nation  and  to  the 
consumers  who  depend  upon  than  for 
their  food  and  fiber: 

THE  ACKICULTUXAL  ACT  OT  lt84,  POBUC  LAW  CtO 

1.  BASIC  caops 

A  flexible  price-support  program  at 
82 ',2  to  90  percent  of  parity  Is  established 
for  the  1955  crop  of  wheat,  corn,  cotton, 
peanuts,  and  rice,  according  to  supply 
conditions.  In  1956  and  thereafter  the 
support  level  of  these  crops  will  be  at  75 
to  90  percent  of  parity,  unless  Congress 
takes  action  to  change  these  flexible 
levels.  The  support  level  of  the  sixth 
basic  crop — tobacco — remains  at  90  per- 
cent so  long  as  marketing  quotas  are  in 
effect. 

These  new  provisions  are  made  with 
respect  to  specified  basic  crops: 
cour 

Existing  marketing  quota  authority  is 
repealed,  while  acreage  allotment  au- 
thority is  retained.  The  act  amends  the 
definition  of  "normal  supply"  of  com  to 
increase  the  carryover  allowance  from 
10  to  15  percent  of  the  domestic  con- 
sumption and  exports.  The  time  for  de- 
termining the  average  yield  of  com  in 
computing  the  national  acreage  allot- 
ment for  com  is  reduced  from  10  years  to 
5  years,  and  the  trend  adjustment  in 
computing  such  yield  is  eliminated. 
Likewise,  the  period  of  years  used  in  ap- 
portioning the  national  com  allotment 
to  counties  is  reduced  from  10  to  5  years. 
The  definition  of  "normal  jrield"  for  com 
is  amended  by  changing  the  period  of 
years  used  from  10  to  5  years  and  by 
eliminating  the  adjustment  for  trends  in 
yields. 

WHXAT 

^a)  Commercial  area:  The  act  defines 
'.he  noncommercial  wheat-producing 
area,  the  effect  being  that  producers  in 
the  commercial  wheat  area  would  be 
subject  to  acreage  allotments  and  mar- 
keting quotas  when  required  by  law, 
while  producers  In  the  noncommercial 
area  would  not  be  subject  to  these  limita- 
tions and  would  receive  only  75  percent 
of  the  level  of  support  accorded  pro- 
ducers in  the  commercial  area.  The  non- 
commercial area  will  consist  of  States 
that  plant  25,000  or  less  acres  of  wheat 
annually.  According  to  the  best  infor- 
mation available  at  this  time  this  would 
place  In  the  noncommercial  area  the  12 
States — Alabama,  Arizona,  Connecticut. 
Florida,  Louisiana.  Maine,  Massachu- 
setts, Mississippi,  Nevada,  New  Hamp- 
shire, Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont.  The 
provision  is  effective  for  1955  and  subse- 
quent years.  The  allotments  for  other 
States  will  not  be  Increased  by  the  elim- 
ination of  any  State  from  the  commer- 
cial area. 

(b)  Proclamation  date:  The  fhial  date 
for  proclaiming  the  national  acreage  al- 
lotment of  wheat  is  changed  from  July 
15  to  May  15,  and  for  proclaiming  the 
nai  'onal  marketing  quota  for  wheat  from 
July  1  to  May  15. 

(c)  Summer  fallow:  The  act  provides, 
in  areas  where  a  summer  fallow  crop 
rotation  of  wheat  is  a  common  practice, 
for   establishing    minimum    1955    farm 


acreage  allotments  for  farms  on  which 
a  summer  fallow  and  wheat  rotatUm  was 
practiced  for  the  1952  and  1953  crops  of 
wheat.  This  is  Intended  to  give  equita- 
ble treatment  to  wheat  producers  in  the 
recognized  summer  fallow  areas  who 
practice  siunmer  fallowing. 

<d)  Normal  supply:  The  allowance  for 
carryover  in  the  computation  of  "normal 
supply"  of  wheat  is  increased  from  15 
to  20  percent  of  domestic  consumption 
plus  exports. 

(e)  Surrender  of  acreage:  Any  part  of 
a  1955  farm  acreage  allotment  of  wheat 
can  be  voluntarily  surrendered  and  re- 
apportioned to  other  farms  in  the  county 
or,  if  not  needed  in  the  county,  trans- 
ferred to  the  State  committee  for  reap- 
portionment. Such  siu-rendered  acreage, 
for  the  purposes  of  farm  history,  shall 
be  regarded  as  having  been  planted  on 
the  farm  from  which  it  was  transferred 
rather  than  on  the  farms  to  which  the 
allotment  was  transferred. 

COTTON 

Additional  discretion  is  given  to  county 
committees  in  allotting  cotton  on  a  basis 
of  the  history  of  plantings  on  individual 
farms.  In  addition  the  county  commit- 
tee may  limit  any  farm  acreage  allot- 
ment to  not  more  than  50  percent  of  the 
cropland  on  the  farm.  The  act  makes 
permanent  a  temporary  provision  in 
present  law  that  a  cotton  farmer  may 
volxmtarlly  siurender  any  of  his  cotton 
allotment  he  does  not  intend  to  plant,  for 
reallocation  in  his  county  or  State,  with 
such  surrendered  acreage  being  counted 
in  the  history  of  his  own  farm  for  the 
purposes  of  computing  futiure  acreage 
allotments.  A  special  provision  is  made 
relating  to  the  support  level  for  exti*a 
long  staple  cotton. 

rEAKirrs 

The  act  as  finally  approved  makes  no 
change  as  to  acreage  allomentt  and 
penalties  relating  to  peanuts. 

EICK 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  di- 
rected to  make  a  study  of  multiple-price 
systems  as  applied  to  rice  and  report  to 
Congress  thereon  by  March  1, 1955. 

S.   OAntT   PBODITCTS 

No  change  is  made  in  the  support 
level — 75  to  90  percent  of  parity  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary.  The 
Secretary  has  set  the  dairy  support  level 
at  75  percent  for  the  current  marketing 
year.  The  Secretary  is  given  authority 
to  use  any  method  he  determines  neces- 
sary to  dispose  of  siirplus  stocks  of  dairy 
products  now  owned  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation.  Up  to  $50  million 
annually  for  a  2-year  period  may  be  used 
by  the  CCC  to  increase  the  consumption 
of  fiuid  milk  by  school  children.  Surplus 
dairy  products  may  be  distributed  free  to 
the  armed  services  and  veterans  hos- 
pitals after  they  have  purchased  their 
usual  quantities  in  the  commercial  mar- 
kets. An  accelerated  brucellosis  eradi- 
catlen  program  is  authorized  for  the 
next  2  years.  The  Secretary  also  Is  di- 
rected to  make  a  study  of  alternate  dairy 
price  support  methods  and  report  back 
to  Congress  on  or  before  January  3, 1955» 

s.  wool. 
Use  of  incentive  payments  to  producers 
for  4  years,  beginning  April  1,  1955,  is 


authorized  to  support  the  price  of  wool 
at  a  level,  up  to  110  percent  of  parity,  as 
the  Secretary  determines  neoeasary  to 
encourage  an  annual  domestic  produc- 
tion of  ai^roximately  300  million  pounds 
of  shorn  wooL  When  such  goal  Is 
reached,  the  price  of  wool  Is  to  be  sup- 
ported at  such  level  between  80  and  90 
percent  of  parity  as  the  Secretary  deter* 
mines  necessary  to  encourage  360  million 
pounds  of  wool  annually.  Pulled  wool  is 
to  be  supported  at  such  level  In  relation- 
ship to  the  level  for  shorn  wool  as  will 
maintain  normal  marketing  practices. 
Support  prices  for  mohair  may  deviate 
from  the  support  price  for  shorn  wool  to 
the  extent  of  15  percent  above  or  below 
the  comparable  percentage  of  parity  at 
which  shorn  wool  Is  supported.  If  ap- 
proved by  producers,  deductions  may  be 
made  from  payments  to  finance  adver- 
tising and  sales  promotion  programs. 
Wool  is  added  as  a  commodity  which  Is 
subject  to  regxilation  under  the  Commod- 
ity Exchange  Act. 

4.  HONXT  AXD  TOXG  WtrTS 

No  change  is  made  in  these  commod- 
ities which  now  have  mandatory  sup- 
ports at  60  to  90  percent  of  parity. 
Under  this  authority  the  support  price 
for  honey  is  70  percent  for  the  cturent 
marketing  year  and  for  tung  nuts  65 
percent  of  parity. 

B.  AIX  otb:^  csops 

No  change  is  made  in  the  discretionary 
power  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
support  prices  of  other  croiw  at  0  to  90 
percent  of  parity,  except  that  Irish  po- 
tatoes are  made  eligible  for  support 
along  with  all  other  nonmandatory  com- 
modities at  0  to  90  percent.  Under  this 
authority  these  supports  are  in  force  for 
1954:  Barley,  oats,  rye,  and  aorghtuns 
for  grain,  85  percent  of  parity;  flaxseed. 
70;  soybeans,  80;  dry  edible  beans,  80; 
cottonseed,  75;  and  crude  pine  gum,  90. 

6 .    SXT-ASm 

Authority  is  provided  for  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  to  set  aside 
reserves  up  to  a  value  of  $2,500,000,000 
from  the  present  CCC  stocks.  The  com- 
modities in  the  set-aside  may  be  disposed 
of  for  (a)  foreign  relief  purposes,  (b) 
developing  new  or  expanded  markets. 

(c)  donation  to  school-lunch  programs, 

(d)  transfer  to  the  national  stockpile, 

(e)  research,  experimental,  or  educa- 
tional purposes,  (f>  disaster  relief  pur- 
poses in  the  United  States,  (g)  sales  to 
meet  the  need  for  increased  supplies,  in 
which  case  the  sales  price  shall  be  not 
less  than  105  percent  of  parity.  The 
commodities  in  the  set-aside  will  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  computation  of  "carry- 
over" for  the  piu-pose  of  determining 
the  price  support  level,  but  will  be  in- 
cluded in  the  computation  of  the  total 
suppUes  for  the  piupose  of  determining 
marketing  quotas  and  acreage  allot- 
ments. 

The  CCC  shall,  as  rapidly  as  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agricultiu^  shall  determine  to 
be  practicable,  set  aside  within  its  in- 
ventories not  more  than  the  following 
maximum  quantfties  and  not  less  than 
the  following  minimum  quantltiea  of 
agricultural  commodities  f»r  products 
thereof  heretofore  or  hereafter  acquired.  • 
by  it  from  1954  and  prior  years'  cnH»  «; 
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Under  eztotliig  law  modernized  parity 
wlU  go  Into  effect  on  wheat,  com.  cotton, 
and  peanuts  for  the  crop  year  beginning 
January  1.  1956.  On  the  basis  of  iwes- 
ent  price  relattonships.  this  would 
amount  to  a  reduction  in  196$  of  39  cents 
per  bushel  for  wheat:  22  cents  per  bushel 
for  com:  1.8  cents  per  pound  f<»r  cotton: 
and  2.S  coats  per  pound  for  peanuts.  In 
order  to  prerent  this  abrupt  drop,  the 
present  biU  contains  a  transitiODal  piurity 
provision  providing  that  the  parity  price 
shall  be  decreased  only  S  percent  per 
year  until  the  gap  between  old  parity 
and  new  parity  is  closed. 

S.  SDPrOBT   THBOOCH    PKOCIBSQBS 

Whenever  price  supports  or  surplus 
removal  operations  are  carried  out 
through  pur^ases  from,  loans  to.  or 
pcorments  to.  processors  the  Secretary  is 
required  to  obtain  assurances  that  the 
prodi^ers  of  the  agricultural  commod- 
ities Involved  will  receive  the  maxlmimi 
benefits  from  the  price  support  or  sur- 
plus removal  operatiozis. 


The  bm  gives  the  Secretary  no  new  or 
expanded  auth<»rity  to  deal  with  diverted 
acres.  However,  in  any  programs  for  di- 
verted acres,  first,  the  Secretary  may 
make  his  regulations  aiq>licable  on  an 
anjroprtate  geographical  basis;  aeoond. 
In  semiarid  or  other  areas  where  good 
husbandry  requires  maintenance  of  a 
prudent  feed  reserve,  his  regulations  re- 
lating to  diverted  acres  shall  be  admin- 
istered in  such  manner  as  to  permit  the 
production  oi  forage  crops  for  storage 
and  subsequent  use  In  farm  feeding  op- 
erations: and.  third,  in  areas  declared 
to  be  disaster  areas,  the  r^tilations  shall 
be  administered  in  such  a  manner  as  will 
most  quickly  restore  the  normal  pattern 
of  the  agriculture  of  such  areas. 

XO.  ACP  PATlCXinS 

The  agricultural  conservation  pay- 
ment program  is  extended  for  2  years. 
The  lesialation  permits  the  Secretary  to 
fix  fair  prices  (m  conservation  materials 
and  services,  although  this  is  not  man- 
datory as  in  existing  legislation.  Com- 
pliance with  acreage  allotments  on  basic 
crops  is  made  a  condition  to  eUgibUity 
tor  ACP  payments,  with  the  stipulation 
that  this  provision  shall  apply  only  to 
farmers  who  knowingly  harvest  crops  in 
excess  of  their  aUotments,  after  a  de- 
terminatiOB  by  the  Secretary  that  a 
fanner's  plantings  are  in  excess  of  his 
allotment.  The  Secretary  is  reqi^red  to 
give  farmera  a  reasonable  oppcntunity 
to  get  into  compUance  on  plantings  of 
basic  crops  if  they  are  found  to  be  in 
excess  of  allotments.  AltlMMigh  appli- 
cation of  this  general  provision  on  eligl- 


bililar  win  not  be  possible  in  the  cur«ent 
year,  the  provialon  rdUiting  to  the  opQor- 
tonity  of  farmers  to  adjust  their  b^c 
oropg  10  M  to  comidy  with  the  acreM:e 
alloCments  will  be  effective  for  the  1954 
cxops  which  have  not  yet  been  harvested. 
11.  MAaxaxnta  AOuxicsMTB 

fttNlucers  of  fruits  and  vegetableal.  In 
the  new  legislation,  are  permitted  ucider 
mai^eting  agreements  to  fix  the  typ^  of 
package  used.  The  legislation  author- 
izes marketing  orders  to  continue  in  op- 
eration during  periods  when  the  price  of 
the  regulated  commodity  is  at  or  above 
parity.  Grapefruit  for  canning  or  freez- 
ing is  included  in  those  commodities  for 
which  marketing  orders  may  be  issued. 
Funds  collected  under  marketing  agree- 
ments may  be  used  for  market  research 
and  develc4)ment.  Imported  fruits  and 
vegetables  may  be  required  to  comply 
with  the  standards  of  maturity,  size,  and 
quality  required  in  the  marketing  agree- 
ments adopted  by  domestic  producers. 

IS.  ACBICULTUKAL  ATTACHES 

The  new  act  provides  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  new  and  more  effective  repre- 
sentation of  American  agriculture  and 
agricultural  interests  in  our  Embassies 
and  missions  abroad,  by  transferring  the 
agricultural  attach^  from  the  j  ur  ladle - 
tion  of  the  Department  of  State  to  the 
Department  of  Agricultiu-e. 

The  act  provides  that  appointed  em- 
ployees and  officers  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  shall  t)e  regularly  and  c£B- 
dally  attached  to  the  diplomatic  mis- 
sions of  the  United  States  in  foreign 
countries  upon  the  request  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agricultiure  and  the  concurrence 
of  the  Secretary  of  State.  Ovenseas 
agrlcviltural  representatives  hencefor- 
ward will  be  directly  under  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  with  respect  to  agri- 

cultui-al  matters  and  their  agricultural 
duties,  and  will  make  their  reports  di- 
rectly to  him.  This  should  greatly  im- 
prove the  eCBclency  and  value  of  our  for- 
eign agricultxiral  representation.       ■ 

13.  naiCS  OF  COMMTrrEEMEN'        I 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Is  pro- 
hibited from  imposing  any  limitation 
upon  the  number  of  terms  for  which 
members  of  the  agricultural  stabiliza- 
tion county  committees  may  be  reelected. 

14.  BALM  or  OCC   FXED   CKAIMS 

The  new  act  authorizes  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation,  for  the  period  end- 
ing March  1,  1955,  to  sell  feed  grains  it 
owns  at  the  support  price  plus  10  percent 
at  the  point  of  storage.  This  tempo- 
rarily relaxes  a  provision  of  the  1949  act 
prohibiting  CCC  from  selling  stotable 
commodities  into  the  commercial  mar- 
Icet  at  less  than  the  current  support  price 
plus  5  percent  plus  a  reasonable  canning 
charge.  This  is  intended  to  make  the 
feed  grains  available  at  a  lower  price  to 
feeders  who  are  unable  to  purchase  the 
grains  on  the  market  except  at  prices 
above  parity.  A  situation  has  developed 
in  some  parts  of  the  Com  Belt  in  which 
farmers,  fearful  of  the  effects  of  the 
drought  on  this  year's  com  crop,  are 
holding  In  storage  their  farm -stored 
stocks  of  corn. 


ACJUCT7I.TUmAI.  TKAOK  DWKLiOPftlKarr  AMl^  ASSBT- 

Ahrcx  ACT  or   ibb4.  rosuc  Ukw  aso 

This  act  declares  it  to  be  thei  p(diey 
of  Congress  that  America's  abundlinee  of 
food  and  fiber  shall  be  managedi  to  ex- 
pand international  trade,  to  prcxnpte  the 
economic  stability  of  agriculture  in  the 
United  States  and  the  national  welfare, 
and  to  further  this  Nation's  foreign 
policy. 

It  permits  the  President,  to  thef  extent 
of  $300  million  in  the  next  3  years,  to 
furnish  emergency  assistance  on  behalf 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States  to 
friendly  peoples  of  other  nations,  for 
meeting  famine  and  other  urgeait  reUef 
requirements. 

It  makes  commodities  available  for 
relief  distribution  abroad  by  private 
nonprofit  welfare  organizations.  It  ex- 
pands the  availability  of  food  for  needy 
persons  in  the  United  States,  for  the 
school-lunch  program,  and  for  other 
nonprofit  uses. 

While  opening  our  storehouses  wider 
for  distressed  people  in  other  countries. 
the  act  places  particular  emphasis  on 
the  expansion  of  foreign-trade  outlets 
for  our  farmers.  To  develop  the  new 
markets,  the  act  authorizes  sales  for 
the  local  currencies  of  other  countries, 
under  the  specific  safeguards  that  the 
President  shall — 

First.  Take  reasonable  precautions  to 
safeguard  against  displacement  Of  usual 
marketings  of  the  United  States  or 
friendly  nations,  and  to  assure  insofar 
as  practicable  that  sales  will  not  disrupt 
world  prices. 

Second.  Take  appropriate  steps  to  as- 
sure that  private  trade  channels  are 
used  both  with  respect  to  sales  from 
privately  owned  stocks  and  from  stocks 
owned  by  the  Commodity  Cre<Xit  Cor- 
poration, so  far  as  practicable. 

The  $700  million  authorized  for  the 
trade  program  will  be  employed  to  re- 
imburse CCC  for  commodities  taken  out 
of  CCC  stocks,  to  convert  to  dollars  the 
local  currencies  of  other  countries  re- 
ceived by  private  American  exporters 
for  goods  delivered  abroad  under  this 
program,  and  in  meeting  other  expenses 
of  the  program. 

Definite  stipulations  are  made  for  the 
use  of  foreigm  currencies,  which  accrue 
to  the  Grovemment,  Including  puirhase 

of  stockpile  materials,  procurement  of 
military  equipment,  materials  and  serv- 
ices, purchase  of  goods  or  services  for 
other  friendly  countries,  increasbig  pro- 
duction for  domestic  needs  in  friendly 
countries,  to  pay  United  States  obliga- 
tions abroad,  and  encouragement  of 
multilateral  trade  and  economic  devel- 
opment. 

The  legislation  Is  Intended  to  make  the 
best  possible  use  of  the  production  of 
American  farms  that  is  beyond  com- 
mercial demands. 

Moreover,  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of 
1954  embraces  an  important  provision 
relating  to  the  disposition  in  other  coun- 
tries of  the  products  of  American  farms. 
It  earmarks  $350  million  for  the  pur- 
chase and  export  of  surplus  agricultural 
commodities  to  be  sold  for  foreign  cur- 
rency rather  than  supplied  on  a  grant 
basis.  The  foreign  currency  tlius  ob- 
tained will  be  spent  to  promote  the  ob- 


195J^ 


CX>NGR£SSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


jectives  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act.  but 
with  particular  emphasis  on  the  pur- 
poses expressed  in  the  Agricultural 
Trade  Development  and  Assistance  Act 
which  are  in  harmony  with  the  Mutual 
Security  Act. 


rov  WA1 
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BBoxmar  amo  outkxbs  nt  thz  utbrock  xm- 

DU8TRT,   PUBUC   LAW    118 

In  January  1953.  the  cattle  industry 
was  suffering  severely  from  falling  prices, 
and  a  few  months  later  the  stabiUty  of 
this  great  segment  of  agriculture  en- 
countered a  more  serious  threat — the 
worst  drought  since  1936  that  dried  up 
the  grazing  lands  of  the  Central  and 
South  Central  States. 

A  subcommittee  of  the  House  Commit- 
tee on  Agriculture  was  constituted 
promptly  and  given  the  Job  of  finding 
some  remedy  for  the  falling  cattle  prices. 

This  group  called  for  an  end  of  price 
controls  on  beef,  which  had  been  Imposed 
during  the  Korean  emergency.  This  was 
done  with  beneficial  results  to  both  pro- 
ducers and  consumers  of  beef.  The  sub- 
committee then  recommended:  First,  ac- 
celeration of  purchase  of  beef  for  the 
Armed  Forces ;  second,  emergency  credit 
for  the  producers;  third,  piirchase  of 
beef  for  the  school  lunch  program;  and 
fourth,  management  of  the  imports  of 
beef  in  a  maimer  not  depressing  to  the 
price  of  domestically  produced  beef. 

Administrative  machinery  was  organ- 
ized in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to 
direct  a  price  stabilization  program. 

In  the  midst  of  this  program  the  full 
force  of  the  drought  caused  wide  devasta- 
tion. This  caUed  for  new  action  ex- 
panding the  emergency  program  already 
in  operation. 

Congress  enacted  Public  Law  115. 

This  permitted  loans  to  farmers  and 
stockmen  for  any  agricultural  purpose 
within  the  drought  disaster  area  if  such 

disaster  had  caused  a  need  for  emer- 
gency credit  that  could  not  be  met  by 
normal  credit  soiu-ces. 

This  law  authorized,  for  2  years,  loans 
to  established  ranchers  and  Uvestock 
producers  anywhere  in  the  country 
whose  operations  were  jeopardized  by 
economic  conditions  resulting  from 
drought. 

It  authori7ed  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture to  fu:-nish  feed  and  seed  to  dis- 
tressed farmors.  ranchers,  or  stockmen, 
within  the  disaster  area. 

As  a  result,  the  cattle  price  decline  was 
checked,  staljillty  was  restored  to  the 
livestock  industry  and  beef  consiunption 
rose  to  a  ne)»  high  in  the  United  States. 

At  present,  drought  conditions  are 
again  a  serious  problem  and.  using  the 
authority  alr<?ady  provided  by  Congress, 
assistance  is  oeing  extended  to  the  dam- 
aged areas. 

In  addition,  going  to  the  aid  of  farmers 
and  ranchers  in  the  duststorm  areas  of 
the  Great  Plains.  Congress  approved  a 
special  appropriation  of  $15,000,000  last 
spring  to  be  used  in  defraying  the  cost 
of  listiiig.  cli^seling  and  other  measures 
taken  to  chei;k  wind  erosion. 

These  emergency  programs  have  re- 
lieved much  of  the  distress  of  the  Na- 
tion's fanneni  who  have  seen  their  pas- 
tures wither  and  their  crops  damaged  or 
destroyed. 


The  greatest  contribution  made  by  the 
i3d  Coagress  to  the  kmg-range  inteiest 
of  Agriculture  was  in  the  field  of  con- 
servation. The  Congress  responded  fully. 
with  major  pieces  of  legislation,  to  the 
great  and  growing  dedication  of  farmers 
to  the  omservation  and  improvement  of 
the  Nation's  greatest  resources— soil  and 
water.  The  good  effects  of  this  legisla- 
tion, in  terms  of  food  and  clothing  for 
the  growing  population  will  be  felt  by 
the  generations  that  follow. 

In  addition  to  extending  the  existing 
agricultural  conservation  payment  pro- 
gram, the  Congress  enacted  these  far- 
reaching  measures: 

TBX  WATBWaiD  PKOnCTXON  AND  rLOOD  TtM- 
VnmOH    ACT.    PVSLIC    LAW    »a« 

This  act  provides  the  legislative  au- 
thority for  attacking  the  problems  of  up- 
stream soil  and  water  conservation  and 
flood  prevention,  by  concentrating  the 
combined  efforts  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. States,  coimties.  and  other  local 
government  entities,  soil  conservation  or 
watershed  districts,  and  local  citizens' 
groups.  Costs  will  be  shared  by  par- 
ticipants In  proportion  to  the  benefits 
to  each.  The  program  supplements  both 
the  present  agricultural  soil  and  water 
conservation  programs  and  the  programs 
for  development  and  flood  protection  of 
major  river  valleys.  It  bridges  the  gap 
now  existing  between  these  two  tsrpes  of 
programs  and  will  greatly  enhance  the 
ultimate  benefits  of  both. 

To  be  eligible  for  consideration  under 
this  act  the  size  of  the  watershed  cannot 
exceed  250.000  acres. 

The  initiative  for  all  projects  must 
come  from  people  of  the  locality  where 
the  proposed  program  is  to  l>e  carried  out. 
The  first  step  is  the  establishment  in  the 
local  community  of  an  organization — if 
such  does  not  already  exist — capable  of 
acting  as  the  sponsoring  agency.  Such 
local  sponsoring  organizations  must  be 
authorized  by  State  law  to  carry  out  such 
works  of  improvement. 

The  next  step  is  to  make  an  outline 
of  the  general  proposal  for  the  project 
and  submit  this  to  the  State  or  local  rep- 
resentative of  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  and  to  the  governor  of  the  State. 
If  such  application  is  not  disapproved 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  will  assign 
technicians  and  other  personnel  to  work 
with  the  local  organization  in  making 
such  surveys  and  studies  as  are  necessary 
in  working  out  detailed  plans. 

Conditions  of  eUgibihty  for  Federal  aid 
Include  first,  acquisition  by  the  local  or- 
ganization of  all  land,  easements,  or 
rights-of-way  necessary  for  the  project: 
second,  evidence  that  the  local  organiza- 
tion is  willing  and  able  to  assume  its  pro- 
portionate share  of  the  cost  and  to  main- 
tain and  operate  the  Improvements; 
third,  assurances  that  landowners  have 
acquired  necessary  water  rights;  and, 
fourth,  agreements  from  owners  of  at 
least  50  percent  of  the  land  above  each 
retention  reservoir  to  carry  out  recom- 
mended soll-consei'vation  measures  and 
proper  farm  plans  on  their  land. 
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This  act — 

First.  Expands  the  benefits  ol  the  old 
Water  Fscilities  Act.  now  applicable  only 
in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas,  to  the 
entire  Nation  and  sets  up  a  new  system 
of  Qovemment-insured  private  loans,  as 
wen  as  direct  loans  from  Federal  ap- 
propriations, to  finance  these  fadUtSea. 
The  old  act  has  been  operating  in  a  lim- 
ited area  to  finance  such  facilities  as  irri- 
gation equipment,  pumps,  and  wells.  It 
has  been  of  great  assistance  to  many 
farms  in  the  drought  areas. 

Second.  Sets  up  a  new  system  of  direct 
Government  loans  and  Government-In- 
sured private  loans  for  gmeral  conserva- 
tion work  and  development,  inriiiHing 
the  improvement  of  farmland  by  soil  or 
water  conserving  or  drainage  facilities, 
structures,  or  practices,  improvanmt  of 
soil  fertiUty,  establishment  of  improved 
permanent  pasture,  sustained  yield  af- 
forestation or  ref  orestaticm,  or  other  ero- 
sion preventatives,  and  such  other  re- 
lated measures  as  may  be  detomined 
from  time  to  time  by  ttw  Secretary  of 
Agriculture. 

Loan  limitations  are  set  at  $25,000  on 
the  outstanding  indebtedness  to  the 
United  States  of  any  indivklual  farmer 
or  rancher.  aiKl  $250,000  in  the  case  <^ 
an  association  or  agency.  This  is  ap- 
pUcable  both  to  water  facilities  and  to 
general  conservation  projects. 

In  addition  to  its  great  importance  in 
advancing  conservation  work,  the  loan 
program  shoiild,  first,  materially  assist 
in  facihtating  long-needed  land-use  ad- 
justment, including  the  useful  recovery 
of  womout  croplands;  second,  aid  sub- 
stantially in  bringing  ^x>ut  desirable 
uses  of  acres  diverted  from  production  of 
surplus  cn^is:  and  third,  relieve  the  im- 
pact of  drought  conditicms  in  various 
areas  of  the  Nation. 

The  interest  rates  and  the  amount  of 
insurance  on  loans  will  be  fixed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  at  levels  intend- 
ed to  bring  sulistantial  private  invest- 
ments into  the  conservation  smd  water 
f  acihtles  fields.  The  length  of  the  loans 
will  be  adjusted  to  the  repayment  ability 
of  individual  borrowers.  The  program  is 
administered  by  the  Farmers'  Home  Ad-' 
ministration. 

The  Watershed  and  Water  Facilities 
Acts,  combined  with  the  programs  now 
at  work,  should  open  a  new  era  of  effec- 
tive conservation  for  the  protection  and 
improvement  of  the  resoiu'ces  that  will 
Insure  a  future  of  continued  abundance 
of  food  and  fiber  for  America's  growing 
population. 


FAKM  CRKDIT  CZPAKSIOir,  PUBUC  LAWS  StT,  »tl, 
727,  AMD  ISS 

The  Congress  opened  the  way  for  de- 
velopment through  the  Farmers'  Home 
Administration  of  immense  reservoirs  of 
agricultural  credit  in  the  f  utm«.  It  ex- 
panded the  authority  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  insure  private  loans,  and  au- 
thorized adjustments  of  interest  rates  to 
attract  larger  private  investments  in 
loans  on  farm  properties  and  for  farm 
improvements  and  operations. 

The  broadened  field  of  opoations  in 
Public  Law  597,  which  expands  the  Wa- 
ter Facilities  Act,  already  has  been  dis- 
cussed fully. 
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PiAUft  lAW  591  amends  ttie  Baakheftd- 
J(UM«  Vtem  Tenant  Aet  permttttng  the 
Famitn'  Home  Artminiittration  to  make 
dlreot  kMUW  on  ttie  security  of  second 
mogifafBi  irlwre  the  comWned  raloe  of 
the  first  and  seeood  mortgages  does  not 
exceed  the  Tataie  of  the  farm  as  cmtlfled 
fegr  the  oooBty  WOA.  committee.  It  per- 
mits the  Seeretary  of  ^Agriculture  to  in- 
crease the  rate  of  intmst  to  not  to  ex- 
ceed 5  pereent  in  the  cfse  of  direct  loans 
and  to  base  interest  of  jnot  In  excess  of  4 
percent  cm  insured  mortgage  loans. 
Tills  act  Is  intended  to  encourage  private  . 
lenders  to  make  morei  money  available 
for  agrienltural  loans. 

PubUc  Law  737  authorizes  the  Secre- 
tary, until  June  30, 19!^.  to  make  emor- 
gracy  loans  for  any  agricultural  purpose, 
except  tax  refinancing  of  exiattng  in- 
debtedness, and  not  to  exceed  an  aggre- 
gate of  $15  million,  to  fanners  and  stock- 
men in  any  area  where  the  Secretary  de- 
termines there  i»  need  for  such  credit 
which  cannot  be  fiift  for  a  temporary  pe- 
riod from  eommerdal  banks,  cooperative 
lending  agencies,  the  ntrmen'  Home 
Administration  under  its  regular  pro- 
grams (Mr  under  the  act  of  April  9.  1949, 
or  other  responsible  sources.  Such  loans 
shall,  first,  be  made  only  to  individuals 
or  partnerrtiips  actively  engaged  in  the 
operation  of  farms  or  ranches  and  shall 
not  Mcceed  |15;000  in  the  case  of  any  one 
loan  and  $30,000  to  any  (me  borrower; 
second,  be  made  at  such  rates  of  interest 
and  on  swd)  Xkxvdm  and  conditl(»is  as  the 
Secretary  pnMwrlbes;  and,  third,  be  se- 
cured by  the  personal  oMigation  and 
available  security  of  the  producer. 

Public  Law  355  amjends  the  Oovem- 
ment^Torporations  Appropriation  Act  so 
as  to  extend  tox  5  years,  ending  June  30, 
1958,  the  auth(»rity  for  making  loans  to 
fiu"  farmers,  for  the  purpose  only  of 
making  necessary  supplemental  ad- 
vances to  such  farmers  now  indebted  for 
loans  made  under  pre^ous  authority. 

COOTBUnVC    VJAII    OBIXT    BT8R1C    IMTSOTSD, 

POBUIO   LAWS    Soa°  AKD    930 

This  system  is  farmer  owned  and  con- 


trolled,  being  operat 
rection  from  the 
teation  which  is  an 
emmmt.    It  is  an 
eration  f  nmi  the : 


with  advisory  di- 
Credit  Adminis- 
lency  of  the  Oov- 
ly  separate  op- 
iers'  Home  Admin- 


istrati(m  which  makes  direct  loans  from 
appropriated  funds  for  many  farm  pur- 
poses where  private  fiinds  are  not  avail- 
able and  insiures  privajte  loans  in  several 
fields. 

The  lending  institutions  of  the  Coop- 
erative Farm  Credit  System  are  the  Fed- 
eral land  banks  which  make  long-term 
farm  mortgage  loans,  the  Federal  Inter- 
mediate Credit  Bank,  production  credit 
associations,  and  the  banks  for  coop- 
eratives which  finance  the  operations  of 
farmers'  cooperative  associations. 

The  83d  Congress  enacted  Public  Law 
303  providing  tat  greater  farmer  owner- 
ship and  C(»itrol  of  the  cooperative  farm 
credit  agencies.  This  legislation  laid  the 
groundwttt'k  for  retirement  of  more  Oov- 
emment  capital  in  these  agencies,  (U- 
rected  the  nam  Credit  Administration 
to  delegate  to  the  various  Federal  land 
banks  and  other  district  credit  agencies 
more  duties  and  authority:  established  a 
13-manber  Farm  Crec^t  Board  with  full 


respoosIblUty  for  policies  of  the  Farm 
Credit  Administrati(«;  eliminated  tile 
ofltoes  of  the  Land  Bank  Comml.ssioner, 
Pro(tactt<m  Credit  Commtasloner,  Ct- 
operatlve  Bank  Commissioner,  and  I*- 
tenaediate  Credit  Commissioner,  whoae 
functions  now^^re  carried  out  under  ca- 
rectlon  of  a  governor  appointed  by  tbe 
13-ffiember  Board;  and  transferred  tie 
Diviaicm  of  Ccxq^erative  Marketing  to  tbe 
direct  c(mtrol  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture. 

Puldlc  Law  630  amended  the  Faitn 
Credit  Act  of  1933  to  authorize  issuance 
and  sale  of  (MHisolidated  debentures  of 
the  13  regional  banks  for  cooperatives 
and  the  Central  Bank  for  Cooperatlvts. 
such  debentures  to  be  Joint  and  several 
obligations  of  the  13  banks  and  to  be 
secured  by  the  pledged  of  collateral  con- 
sisting mainly  of  obligations  taken  by  the 
banlcs  in  connection  with  their  loans  to 
farmers'  c(X>perative  ass(x;iations. 

EETEMSION  SEXVICX  LAW   STMUMLINED, 
FUBUC  LAW  83 

By  enactment  of  Public  Law  83  Con- 
gress simplified  and  facilitated  the  work 
of  the  Extension  Service.  Ten  separate 
laws  relating  to  this  important  serviee. 
devoted  to  agricultiu-al  education,  were 
consolidated  and  codified,  incorporating 
the  substance  of  the  various  later  acts 
into  the  Smith-Lever  Act  which  is  the 
basic  law  authorizing  extension  work. 

Moreover,  the  act  broadens  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Smith-Lever  Act  to  defitie 
c(x>perative  agricultural  extension  wctt-k 
as  emtH-acing  "the  giving  of  instructions 
and  practical  demonstrations  in  agrlcul- 
tiu'e  and  home  economics  and  subjects 
relating  thereto."  The  phrase  "and  sub- 
jects relating  thereto"  was  added  to 
make  certain  that  the  new  act  author- 
izes all  those  extension  activities,  such 
as  4-H  Cnub  work,  education  in  rural 
health  and  sanitation,  and  similar  ais- 
pects  of  the  manifold  extension  program 
heretofore  carried  out  under  existing 
law,  ' 

The  House  Committee  on  Agriculture 
emphasized,  in  reporting  this  legislation 
to  the  House,  that  it  is  especially  inter- 
ested in  seeing  that  4-H  Club  work  is 
expanded  as  rapidly  as  can  be  done. 

The  new  act  authorized  the  appro- 
priation of  such  sums  as  are  deemed 
necessary  for  operation  of  the  overall 
program  of  the  Extension  Service. 

C»OP  UfSUSAIfCE  EXPANDED.  PTTBUC  LAW  261 

Congress  through  Public  Law  261  sax- 
thorized  the  expansion  of  the  Federal 
crop  insurance  program  as  the  experi- 
ence of  the  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
and  the  desires  of  fanners  for  such  in- 
surance indicates  the  operations  should 
be  broadened. 

The  legislation  will  permit  the  writing 
of  crop  insurance  in  100  additional  coun- 
ties each  year.  It  set  up  for  the  first 
time  standards  to  be  followed  by  the 
Crop  Insurance  Corporation  in  expand- 
ing the  program,  to  assure  that  insur- 
ance will  be  made  available  first  to  thoee 
crops  and  counties  where  it  Is  most 
needed  and  where  there  is  the  soundest 
experience  in  this  field. 

This  program  now  appears  to  be  on 
the  way  to  providing  farmers  generally 
with  a  sound  and  businesslike  insurance 


against  such  hazards  as  weather'  and 
pests.  ' 

cowrmui)  ntPOiTATioK  or  fask  iA$om, 

rUVLIC  LAWS  337   AND  300 

Producers  of  many  crops,  particiilarly 
fruits  and  vegetables,  made  a  sh(}wing 
that  continued  importation  of  fanh  la- 
bor is  necessary  to  assure  adequate  help 
in  tending  and  harvesting  these  (^ps. 
The  first  session  of  this  C7ongres4  ap- 
proved Public  Law  237  extending  for  3 
years,  to  December  31. 1955,  the  program 
permitting  Mexican  nationals  to  enter 
the  United  States  to  work  on  farms.  The 
farmer-employers  pay  for  this  labor. 

When  the  second  session  of  this  Con- 
gress convened  last  January  it  then 
seemed  that  the  United  States  and  Mex- 
ico were  unable  to  come  to  terms  for 
continuation  of  this  program,  and  that 
this  source  of  farm  labor  might  be  ck^ed. 
The  Congress  enacted  PubUc  Law  309 
authorizing  the  Department  of  Labor  to 
carry  on  its  program  of  placing  Mexican 
farmworkers  in  temporary  agricultural 
jobs  pending  the  negotiation  of  a  new 
agreement  or,  if  after  every  practicable 
effort  it  was  found  impossible  to  reach 
a  new  agreement,  to  continue  the  pro- 
gram in  the  absence  of  an  agreement. 
However,  a  new  agreement  was  signed 
shortly  after  the  adoption  of  the  resolu- 
tion. 

Mexican  farmworkers  now  are  em- 
ployed on  American  farms,  where  Amer- 
ican citizens  are  not  available  to  do  this 
work,  and  they  enjoy  protection  as  to 
wages  and  as  to  working  and  living  con- 
ditions. 

CEAIN  STOKAGE,  PUBLIC  LAW   237 

Such  is  America's  abundance  of  food 
as  to  create  problems  of  storage,  m  the 
grain-producing  regions  our  warehouses 
and  bins  were  packed  to  overflowing. 

Congress,  by  Public  Law  287,  moved  to 
provide  adequate  storage  by  encouraging 
private  investment  in  facilities.  This 
law  allowed  accelerated  amortisation 
over  a  5-year  ijeriod,  instead  of  20  years, 
for  tax -payment  purposes  in  relation  to 
investment  in  such  facilities.  Sufpple- 
menting  this  action  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  made  storage-use  guaranties 
to  responsible  commercial  firms,  includ- 
ing cooperatives,  in  order  to  encourage 
the  construction  of  additional  commer- 
cial storage  facilities  for  wheat,  com. 
rye.  oats,  barley,  grain  sorghums,  flax- 
seed, and  soybeans,  in  areas  where  addi- 
tional facilities  were  needed. 

WHEAT   PKOCRAM    PACILITATED,    PUBLIC    LAW    IIT 

Because  of  the  accumulated  surplus, 
wheat  farmers  faced  a  cut  in  their  crop 
from  72  million  acres  in  1953  down  to  55 
million  acres  in  1954.  It  WEis  generally 
agreed  that  such  an  abrupt  cut  would 
place  too  severe  a  strain  uijon  the  finan- 
cial situation  of  farmers  and  upon  the 
general  economy  of  the  wheat-producing 
regions. 

Congress,  by  Public  Law  117,  amended 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938 
to  provide  an  increase  in  the  minimimi 
national  wheat  allotment  for  1954  from 
55  million  acres  to  62  million  acres. 

This  legislation  also  provided  a  reeerve 
of  not  to  exceed  1  percent  of  the  national 
acreage  allotment  for  distribution  to  new 
producing  areas,  and  statutory  recognl- 
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tion  for  the  use  of  past  acreage  of  wheat 
as  a  factor  m  making  farm  allotments. 

COTTON  PBOGSAM  AOXOamZMTB,  rVMLK  LAW  fO 

SimUarly,  cottongrowers  were  c(m- 
fronted  with  a  cut  from  35,284.600  acres 
ir  1953  to  17.910.000  acres  in  1954.  This, 
too,  would  ha^e  meant  a  severe  loss  of 
Income  for  farmers  and  a  strain  on  the 
economy  of  the  cotton-producing  regions. 

Congress  pa/^sed  Public  Law  390.  pro- 
viding a  minljnum  national  (»tton  al- 
lotment of  21.379,000  acres  in  1954. 

This  legislation  also  provided  for  spe- 
cial adjustment  of  allotments  among  the 
States,  and  to  counties  and  individual 
farms.  Provisions  were  made  to  pre- 
vent hardships  and  inequities  in  the  as- 
signments of  acres.  Certain  long-range 
improvements  were  made  in  the  cotton 
program. 

■aoioAKiTATioir  AUTBonrr 

Reorganization  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  to  promote  efficiency  in  its 
functions,  was  authorized  by  Reorgani- 
zation Plan  No.  3.  which  became  effective 
June  4,  1953. 

Two  of  the  roost  important  steps  taken 
under  this  authority  were:  First,  the 
placing  of  all  domestic  marketing  ac- 
tivities in  one  agency — Agricultural 
Marketing  Service;  and,  second,  organi- 
zation of  the  Foreign  Agricultural  Serv- 
ice, which  revitalized  the  functions  of  the 
old  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Rela- 
tions. 

The  Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
has  brought  together  such  closely  related 
functions  as  crop,  livestock,  and  price 
reporting;  market  news,  inspection,  and 
grading;  agricultural  economics  and 
statistics;  food -distribution  programs; 
marketing  agreements  and  orders ;  regu- 
latory acts  on  loarketing ;  and  marketing 
research. 

Prior  to  the  reorganization,  marketing 
research,  for  example,  was  scattered 
among  five  major  agencies  of  the  De- 
partment. Now  it  is  centered  in  one  di- 
vision of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  where  unified  policies  and  pro- 
cedures can  be  used  to  improve  the  effec- 
tiveness of  the  many  research  studies 
conducted  wiUiin  the  Department  and 
with  public  and  private  organizations. 

The  placing  of  all  domestic  marketing 
activities  In  cme  agency  has  enabled 
considerable  expansion  and  improve- 
ment of  the  food-distribution  programs 
of  the  Department,  including  the  na- 
tional 8ch(x>I-limch  program,  getting  the 
surplus  foods  to  needy  persons,  and  the 
plentiful  food  program  in  which  the 
agency  works  closely  with  the  food  trades 
to  increase  conMunption  of  f  (xxis  in  plen- 
tiful supply. 

The  Foreign  Agricultural  Service  has 
been  strengthened,  in  preparation  for 
important  service  in  disposing  of  Amer- 
ican farm  products  in  foreign  lands,  with 
particular  emphasis  on  developing  new 
markets  and  offering  various  services  to 
aid  the  people  who  are  in  the  business 
of  selling  these  products  abroad.  These 
functions  should  be  aided  materially  by 
the  transfer  of  the  agricultural  attaches 
from  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Department 
of  State  to  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, 


These  are  the  major  specific  provisions 
of  Reorganisation  Plan  No.  3 : 

First  Transferred  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agrlenltare  all  the  functioos  not  iiereto- 
fore  vested  In  him  of  all  other  officers', 
and  ot  all  agencies  and  employees  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  except  the 
functions  of  hearings  examiners,  USDA 
corporations,  the  boards  of  directors 
and  officers  of  such  corporations,  Cknn- 
modity  Credit  Corporation's  Advisory 
Board,  the  Farm  (Credit  Administration 
or  any  agency,  officer,  or  entity  of  the 
FCA; 

Second.  Provided  for  two  additicmal 
Assistant  Secretaries  appointed  by  the 
President  with  the  advice  and  consent 
of  the  Senate; 

Tliird.  Provided  for  an  Administrative 
Assistant  Secretary  appointed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  President: 

Fourth.  Authorized  the  Secretary  to 
delegate  to  any  other  officer,  agency,  or 
employee  any  of  his  functions,  includ- 
ing any  transferred  to  him  by  the  provi- 
sions of  tills  plan ; 

Fifth.  Required  the  Secretary  to  give 
appropriate  advance  public  notice  and 
afford  opportunity  for  interested  persons 
and  groups  to  present  their  views  on 
proposed  major  changes  in  organiza- 
tions, or  delegation  of  functions; 

Sixth.  Required  the  Secretary  in  dele- 
gating functions  to  simplify  and  make 
efficient  the  operation  of  the  Depart- 
ment, to  place  the  administration  of 
farm  programs  close  to  State  and  local 
levels,  and  to  adapt  the  administration 
of  the  Department's  programs  to  re- 
gional State,  and  local  conditions;  and 

Seventh.  Authorized  the  Secretary  to 
make  incidental  transfers  within  the  De- 
I'artment  of  records,  property,  perscm- 
nel,  and  so  forth. 

PUBLIC   LAW    31 6     (PAMTirB   KEUXP)     AWD    PUBLIC 
LAW    77     (PAKISTAK) 

Early  in  the  1st  session  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress steps  were  taken  to  combat  himger 
and  starvation  in  other  nations. 

Upon  the  request  of  the  President,  the 
Congress  enacted  Public  Law  216,  au- 
thorizing him  to  use  stocks  of  agricul- 
tural commodities  acquired  by  the  CCC 
through  price-support  operaticms  to  re- 
lieve famine  and  other  vu-gent  relief 
requirements  abroad. 

This  authority,  runninc  to  March  15, 
1954,  provided  such  assistance  up  to  a 
total  of  $100  million. 

In  the  same  spirit,  the  Congress  en- 
acted Public  Law  77,  making  a  gift  of  up 
to  1  million  long  tons  of  wheat,  from 
CCC  stocks,  to  the  Government  of  Pak- 
istan, to  relieve  starvation  and  mass  suf- 
fering by  famine. 

PUBLIC    LAW    30,    INSURAKCE 

The  Congress  took  an  important  step 
to  expand  exports  of  agricultural  com- 
modities, prior  to  enactment  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Trade  Development  and  Assist- 
ance Act  of  1954.  Through  Public  Law  30 
it  provided  insurance  for  such  commodi- 
ties held  in  storage  in  friendly  countries. 
The  insiu'ance  protects  the  owners 
against  loss  or  damage  and  is  intended  to 
encourage  holding  of  these  commodities 
nearer  ttie  foreign  markets  so  that  the 
exporters  may  have  the  advantage  of 
prompt  delivery  in  these  markets. 


PUBLIC  LAW   130, 


rAnoivAL 
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By  Public  Law  180  the  Congress  ex- 
tended the  International  Wheat  Agree- 
ment. Through  this  agreement  the  na- 
tions arrange  for  orderly  movement  of 
this  food  grain  between  exporting  and 
importing  populations. 

Moreover,  in  the  interest  of  buIkUng 
foreign  trade  generally,  the  Congress  ex- 
tended the  Reciprocal  Trade  Act  under 
which  this  countiy,  through  trade  agree- 
ments, seeks  to  lower  the  barriers  to  the 
interchange  of  g(xxls  amcmg  nations. 

OTUJES  ACTS  VOB  AGKICULTUn  AMD  ULAXBD 
ACIltlTI 

To  provide  ample  funds  for  the  price- 
support  operations  authorized  by  law,  the 
83d  Congress  increased  the  borrowing 
authority  of  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion from  $6,750,000,000  to  $8,500,000,000 
and  then  to  $10  billion. 

Public  Law  536  grants  the  approval  and 
consent  of  Congress  to  the  southeastern 
interstate  forest  fire  protection  ami- 
pact,  including  the  States  of  Alabama. 
Florida,  (Georgia.  Kentucky.  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennes- 
see. Virginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

Public  Law  642  grants  the  consent  and 
approval  of  Congress  to  the  south  central 
interstate  forest  fire  protection  c(mi- 
pact,  including  the  States  of  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas. 

The  purpose  of  these  two  compacts  Is 
to  promote  effective  prevention  and  con- 
trol of  firest  fires  in  the  southeastern  and 
south  central  regions  of  the  United  States 
by  the  development  of  integrated  forest 
fire  plans,  by  the  maintenance  of  ade- 
quate forest  fire  fighting  services  liy  the 
member  States,  by  providing  for  mutual 
aid  in  fighting  forest  fires  Rmnng  the 
compacting  States  of  the  r^on  and  with 
States  which  are  party  to  other  regi(mal 
forest  fire  protection  compacts  or  agree- 
ments, and  for  more  adequate  forest  pro- 
tection. 

Public  Law  586  amends  the  authority 
of  the  Departinent  of  Agricultiu'e  to  co- 
operate with  States,  and  so  forUi,  in 
the  control  and  eradication  of  in- 
cipient and  emergency  outbreaks  of 
insect  pests  and  plant  diseases  and 
the  use  of  the  Dapartment's  (»ntin- 
gency  funds  designated  for  such  pur- 
poses, so  as  to  permit  use  of  the  c(m- 
tingency  funds  for  similar  emergencies  in 
Canada  and  Mexico.  The  new  authority 
would  be  used  only  to  carry  out  in  such 
countries  necessary  measiu^s  to  control 
incipient  or  emergency  outbreaks  of  in- 
sect pests  or  plant  diseases  where  imme- 
diate action  is  deemed  necessary  to  eradi- 
cate, suppress,  control,  and  prevent  or 
retard  the  spread  of  such  outbreaks  into 
the  United  States. 

Public  Law  227  amends  the  act  of  May 
29.  1884.  which  established  the  Bureau 
of  Animal  Industry,  so  as  to  provide  for 
cooperation  with  States  and  political 
subdivisions  in  the  eradication  and  con- 
trol of  scrapie  and  bluetongue  of  sheep. 

Housing  assistance. — The  Congress  ex- 
tended for  another  year  the  farm-hous- 
ing assistance  program  which  provides 
financing,  and  grants  in  some  <aises,  to 
qualified  farmers  unable  to  get  housing 
loans  from  private  lending  sources. 
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TiM  tad  Oongran  ftotboiiaed  expendl- 
toTM  tolidlBff  HM  fl|illlk»  (luffing  fiscal 
jmn  ItM  and  1M7  Ion  fAnn-to^nurket 
xoMli.  TlM  prenoof  Congxcn  author- 
ised a  tetel  of  $no  minkm  in  flaeal  y«an 
1M4  and  1N5  tor  thii  purpose. 

After  many  years  r  of  debate  in  Con- 
gress^ the  St.  lAwrenoe  Seaway  was  ap- 
proved, nils  diould  provide  low  water 
rates  for  the  shlpmieoit  of  agricultural 
oommodttles  from  tl^e  Central  States  to 
world  markets. 

nouks 


nnportant  changes  were  made  in  tax 
laws  to  ease  the  tax  burdens  on  farmers, 
in  addition  to  the  ge^ieral  lowering  of  in- 
come and  ezdse  tax^  for  all  taxpayers. 
These  included: 

First  The  latemal  Revenue  Code  was 
revised  to  permit  f  ajnners  to  charge  off 
for  inoune  tax  purposes  the  costs  of  cer- 
tain soil  and  water  conservation  prac- 
tices not  heretofoije  deductible.  This 
should  be  a  substantial  stimulus  to  con- 
servation wOTks.  Previously  such  ex- 
penditures genorally  have  been  capital- 
ized rather  than  deducted  as  current 
expenses.  Under  tbe  new  act  farmers 
can  count  as  current  expenses  their  ex- 
penditures for  soil  and  water  conserva- 
tion works  such  as  levelias.  grading,  and 
terracing,  contour  furrowing,  construc- 
tion of  diversion  channels,  drainage* 
ditches  azul  eartheik  dams,  control  and 
protection  of  water  courses,  outlets  and 
ponds,  eradication  of  brush,  and  plant- 
ing of  wlndtn«aks. 

Seccmd.  Depreciation  allowsmces  were 
liberalized,  applying  to  all  types  of 
tangible  depreciable  assets,  including 
farm  equipment,  machinery,  and  build- 
ings. Henceforward  the  depreciation 
allowances  will  be  considerably  larger  in 
the  early  years  of  the  life  of  a  property. 
The  new  method  allows  depreciation  for 
tax-reporting  purposes,  of  40  per^nt  of 
the  cost  of  an  asset  In  the  first  quarter 
of  its  service  life  and  two-thirds  of  the 
cost  in  the  first  half  of  its  life.  This 
faster  tax  writeoff  will  increase  available 
worUng  capital.  Farmers'  particularly 
have  a  vital  stake  ijn  a  more  liberal  de- 
preciation policy.  They  are  especially 
dependent  on  their  current  earnings  or 
short-term  loans  to  obtain  funds  for  ex- 
pansion. The  faster  recovery  of  capital 
investment  provided  by  the  new  act  will 
permit  them  to  get  short-term  loans 
which  otherwise  would  not  be  avaflable. 

Third.  The  principle  of  involuntary 
conversion  is  extended  for  farm- 
ers. Property  involuntarily  conyerted 
through  fire,  storm,  and  so  forth,  pre- 
viously has  gotten  the  tax  advantage  of 
not  having  to  report  gain  if  the  insur- 
ance or  other  proceeds  exceed  the  basis 
of  the  property— *lf  the  property  is  re- 
placed. The  new  law  embraces  two  ad- 
ditional types  of  losses  as  Involuntary 
conversi(m:  First,  sale  of  property  lying 
within  an  irrigation  project  that  is  sold 
to  conform  with  acreage  limitations  of 
Federal  reclamation  laws  and.  second, 
livestock  lost  by  disease  or  sold  or  ex- 
changed due  to  disease. 

Fourth.  Accelerated  amortization,  for 
tax  reporting,  of  storage  facilities,  al- 
ready discussed  under  "Grain  storage." 


■ocui.  aacDBXTT  wcm  fabmxis 

Hie  83d  Congress  extended  social  |e- 
euri^— cdd-age  retirement  benefits  abd 
insurance  protection  for  the  famlly-^to 
8,800.000  farm  operators.  The  program 
has  been  in  operation  for  some  18  years 
for  industrial  wwkers. 

The  coverage  for  farm  operators  be- 
comes effective  January  1,  1955.  but  the 
first  pannent  on  the  social-security 
taxes  will  not  fall  due  until  April  15, 
IMM.  The  program  will  apply  to  all 
farm  operators  with  net  earnings  of  $400 
or  more  annually. 

As  in  the  case  of  other  persons  in  the 
program,  a  farmer  reaching  the  age  of 
65  will  be  entiUed  to  monthly  payments 
ranging  between  $30  and  $108.50  a 
month,  if  he  is  single,  or  $45  to  $16280 
monthly,  if  his  wife  is  65  or  older.  The 
actual  level  of  payments,  between  the 
figures  mentioned,  depends  upon  the 
level  of  the  individual  farmer's  earnltgs 
upon  which  he  paid  social-security  taxes 
before  he  reached  65. 

If  a  farmer  dies  before  65  and  leaves 
a  widow  and  1  child  under  18.  these  sur- 
vivors win  receive  between  $48  and 
$162.80  monthly.  The  benefits  can  go 
up  to  $200  a  month  if  there  are  several 
children  below  18. 

To  qualify  for  these  benefits,  farmers 
through  1859  ,will  pay  as  social-security 
taxes  3  percent  of.  their  net  earnings 
between  $400  and  $4,200.  Thus  the  an- 
nual social-security  tax  for  a  fanner 
with  net  income  of  $400  will  be  $12. 
This  wUl  be  progressively  larger  up  to  a 
tax  of  $126  annually  for  farmers  with 
net  earnings  of  $4,200  or  more.  As  With 
all  other  persons  in  the  program,  the 
tax  rate  will  increase  slightly  in  1960. 
A  simplified  method  of  paying  the  social- 
security  taxes  is  provided  for  farmers. 

The  new  act  also  covers  2,100,000  ad- 
ditional farmworkers.  Some  regularly 
employed  farmworkers  were  brought 
into  the  program  in  1951. 

Commenting  on  the  extension  of  oov- 
erage  of  farm  operators  and  farm- 
workers, the  Hotise  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means  said: 

Wltb  extension  of  old-age  and  BurviVors 
InsunoiCA  coverage  to  farmers  and  farm- 
workers, far  more  of  these  workers  will  be 
qualified  for  benefits  under  old-age  and  tur- 
vlTon  Insurance  and  thus  have  less  need 
of  old-age  assistance.  Another  advantage 
of  extending  coverage  to  these  and  other 
groups.,  now  outside  the  system  is  that  not 
only  more  of  the  aged  but  also  more  of  the 
young  widows  and  children  will  -be  receiv- 
ing benefits  without  a  means  test.  Accord- 
ingly, these  (dd-age  and  BurTlvors  insursnce 
beneficiaries  are  able  to  maintain  a  stnse 
of  their  own  continued  independence  and 
of  their  dignity  and  worth  as  Individuals, 
even  though  their  support  from  earnings 
has  been  cut  off  by  the  retirement  or  death 
of  the  Insiired  worker.  The  knowltdge 
that  benefits  will  be  paid  Irrespective  of 
whether  the  individual  Is  in  need,  supports 
and  stimulates  his  own  thrift  and  initiative. 
since  he  can  add  his  personal  savings  (in- 
cluding homeownershlp  and  Insurance)  as 
well  as  pensions  he  may  receive  as  a  result 
of  his  work,  to  the  basic  old-age  and  lur- 
▼ivors  insurance  benefits.  ■ 

rUMIM   roa   AGaiCTTtTUSE  ' 

The  83d  Congress,  in  its  two  sessions, 
approved  appropriations  and  loan  au- 
thorization   aggregating    $2,778,400,000 


for  the  Department  of  Agricultude.  ex- 
clusive of  the  actions  restoring  the 
capital  of  the  Commodity  Credit  <^rpo- 
ratlon.  The  previous  Congress  author- 
ized  $2,483,500,000  for  the  Depar^ent. 

Liberal  appropriations  and  auttfsriza- 
tions  were  approved  for  research.  Educa- 
tion, and  soil-  and  water-conservation 
progran^. 

A  compilation  of  House  Commitlee  on 
Appropriations  figures  showed  specific 
appropriations  and  authorizations  of  the 
83d  Congress  and  the  comparative  fig- 
ures for  the  previous  Congrelss  as 
follows:  Research — 83d  $129,600,0#0, 82d 
$112,100,000;  RE  A  electric  facilities— 
83d  $270  miUlon,  82d  $150  miUion;  REA 
rural  telephones — 83d  $150  million,  82d 
$60,200,000;  Farmers'  Home  Admiaistra- 
tion  loan  authorizations — 83d  $330  mil- 
lion, 82d  $317  million;  and  Extension 
Service— 83d  $78,800,000,  82d  $67,100,000. 

Funds  provided  by  the  83d  Congress 
enabled  marked  progress  in  rural  eflectri- 
fication  and  rural  telephone  service. 
Reporting  on  REA  during  the  1954  fiscal 
year,  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
noted  an  increase  in  rural  electrification 
loan  volume,  a  reduced  backlog  of  loan 
applications  and  increased  power  con- 
sumption by  farmers.  In  the  rural  tele- 
phone program,  the  Department  re- 
ix)rted  that  during  the  past  year  tele- 
phone borrowers  completed  more  cut- 
over  to  modem  dial  service,  built  more 
miles  of  new  lines  and  cormected  more 
subscribers  than  during  the  4  previous 
years  combined. 


Pelly  Pledget  G>iituiaed  Pay  Ef  ort 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARK6 
or 

HON.  THOMAS  M.  PELLY 

OF  WASHINGTON 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATlVKa 

Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  move 
to  obtain  passage  of  the  pay  raise  bill 
for  postal  and  classified  civil-service 
workers,  I  have  been  in  the  forefront. 
At  this  time,  I  pledge  to  the  thousands 
of  people  in  my  congressional  district 
to  vigorously  continue  my  efforts  in  their 
behalf. 

Congress  recognizes  the  fairness  of  the 
raise  at  this  time.  To  tie  in  needfd  rev- 
enues with  the  needed  pay  raise  is  un- 
fair. Two  wrongs  will  not  make  a  right. 
The  Post  Office  Department  needs  more 
revenue,  and  Government  employees  are 
entitled  to  more  pay,  but  there  should 
be  no  connection  between  the  two. 

Congress  further  realizes  the  need  of 
an  increase  in  pay  for  all  Government 
employees  and,  in  my  opinion,  they  will 
receive  it  next  January,  if  not  during 
this  session  of  the  Congress.  As  for  in- 
creased revenue,  that  is  a  matter  which 
should  be  handled  separately. 

Again,  I  reiterate  my  pledge.  I  will 
unrelentingly  pursue  my  efforts  for  a 
pay  raise  for  all  Government  employees. 


The  Essealiak  ttf  Dcaocracy 

EXTENSION  OF  REBfARKS 
or 

HON.  ROBERT  CROSSER 

or  OHIO 
m  THX  BOUSS  OF  RXPRXBEMTATTVBB 

Friday,  August  20, 1954 

Mr.  CR068ER.  Mr.  Speaker,  many 
times  during  my  life  as  a  legislator  I 
have  been  asked  what  principles  and 
procedm-e  must  be  observed  at  all  times 
in  order  to  assure  the  existence  and  con- 
tinuance of  truly  democratic  govern- 
ment. 

First  of  all,  the  meaning  of  the  term 
"democracy"  in  itself  is  very  significant. 
The  word  is  derived  from  two  Greek 
words — "demos"  meaning  "people."  and 
the  verb  "kratehi,"  meaning  "to  rule." 
The  combination  of  the  two  words  into 
the  EInglish  word  "democracy"  means 
"the  rule  of  the  people." 

Our  Federal  Government  functions 
entirely  through  the  agency  of  elected 
representatives.  Many  of  the  State 
governments  have ,  however,  made  it  pos- 
sible for  the  will  of  the  people  to  prevail 
regardless  of  the  arbitrary  decisions  of 
the  representatives  of  such  State  gov- 
ernments. In  such  States,  the  lawmak- 
ing power,  when  exercised  by  the  duly 
elected  representatives.  Is  subject  to  con- 
trol by  the  direct  vote  of  the  people,  and 
in  many  States  tiie  power  of  removal  or 
recall  is  reserved  to  the  people  them- 
selves, so  that  in  the  true  sense  of  the 
word,  real  democracy  prevails  in  such 
States.  The  lawmaking  branch  of  the 
Government,  of  course,  is  the  policy- 
making branch.  In  Ohio,  however,  thf 
action  of  the  legif>lature  in  pasntng  a  law 
which  is  not  in  harmony  with  public 
sentiment,  can  be  reversed. 

The  flUng  of  a  petition,  with  the  sec- 
retary of  state,  signed  by  the  legally  re- 
quired number  of  voters,  demanding  a 
popular  vote  on  such  law  assures  a  vote 
by  the  people  themselves  at  the  follow- 
ing general  election  on  the  question  of 
approving  or  disapproving  the  measure 
passed  by  the  legislature.  If  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people  vote  against  the 
measure  submitt<>d  to  the  referendum 
vote  then  the  action  of  the  legislature 
becomes  null  and  void. 

Early  in  the  h::£tory  of  our  country. 
party  nominations  were  made  by  party 
conventions,  and  the  conventions  were 
often  completely  dominated  by  one  or  a 
few  persons,  with  the  result  that  the 
wishes  of  the  people  were  generally  given 
very  little  consideration.  The  result 
was  that  between  40  or  50  years  ago 
the  great  majority  of  the  States  adopted 
the  principle  of  the  direct  primary,  on 
the  theory  that  the  people  would  then 
be  able  to  express  their  wishes  directly 
at  the  polls  in  regard  to  candidacies  for 
office. 

While  a  primary  system  at  its  worst  is 
far  better  than  the  old  convention  sys- 
tem where  one  or  a  few  men  could  in- 
variably dictate  the  poUdes  of  the  party, 
the  primary  ssrstem  has.  however,  not 
been  altogether  free  from  some  of  the 
same  objections  which  made  the  actions 
of  the  old-time  conventions  a  travesty  on 


democracy  In  the  sense  that  was  bitend- 
ed  by  Jefferson,  provided  in  the  Declara- 
tion of  Independence,  when  he  stated 
that  "the  will  ot  the  people  should  be  the 
law." 

Under  almost  all  of  the  primary  laws 
which  are  in  effect  in  the  different  States, 
there  is  an  Invariable  tendency  toward 
the  control  of  party  affairs  in  the  hands 
of  one  or  a  very  few  people  at  most 
who  are  officials  of  the  party.  Having 
such  power  in  their  hands,  the  chairman 
or  heads  of  the  party  committees  is  in  a 
position  which  enables  him  almost  al- 
ways to  determine  the  governing  poli- 
cies of  party  candidates  as  a  condition 
for  the  candidates  receiving  the  support 
of  the  chairman  or  head  of  the  party. 
Almost  invariably,  therefore,  a  person 
elected  to  a  policy-determining  office 
finds  himself  not  free  to  support  or  op- 
pose a  governmental  poUcy  if  the  head 
of  the  party  committee  requests  a  de- 
cision of  a  contrary  nature  from  the  per- 
son elected  to  the  office  which  de- 
termines such  public  policies. 

The  general  result,  therefore,  of  the 
prevailing  primary  election  systems,  par- 
ticularly in  larger  metropolitan  areas, 
where  the  population  is  congested  to  a 
great  degree  Is  that  the  nominees  of  a 
party  for  public  office  feel  practically 
forced  to  comply  with  the  wishes  of  the 
head,  or  chairman,  of  their  party  com- 
mittees. Even  a  Uttie  careful  tiiought 
and  consideration  on  the  part  of  a  stu- 
dent of  the  science  of  government  would 
make  clear  the  fact  that,  without  addi- 
tional safeguards,  the  system  falls  far 
short  of  carrying  into  effect  the  state- 
ment in  the  Declaration  of  Independence 
that  the  will  of  the  people  should  be  law. 

It  must  be  crystal  clear  to  any  care- 
ful observer  that  public  officials  elected 
to  office  with  the  understanding  that 
they  are  to  support  the  views  of  the 
chairman  or  head  of  the  party  to  which 
they  belong  could  not  be  free  to  serve 
their  own  best  ideas  of  right. 

I  have  discussed  some  of  the  essential 
principles  and  procedures  of  funda- 
mental democracy  partly  because  of  my 
hope  that  It  will  be  helpful  to  those  con- 
sidering entrance  into  public  life,  but 
who  are  without  experience  or  great 
study,  and  particularly  because  it  is  de- 
sirable to  understand  the  course  of  ac- 
tion I  have  personally  pursued  since  be- 
ginning public  life  officially,  almost  45 
years  ago.  I  realize,  of  course,  that 
many  persons  I  know  were  unable  to  un- 
derstand why  I  pursued  a  course  in  con- 
tests for  nominations  and  elections  that 
almost  invariably  met  with  hostile  op- 
position of  a  few  persons  holding  the 
commanding  positions  in  the  party  with 
which  I  have  always  been  alUed,  namely, 
the  Democratic  Party.  It  surely  must 
be  evident  to  all  who  will  give  the  sub- 
ject a  moment's  thought  that  I  did  not 
invite  or  enjoy  opposition  by  i>ersons  of 
political  influence  in  my  own  party. 

My  course  of  action  in  all  cases  was 
pursued  because  of  my  positive  and  un- 
^shakable  Judgment  that  in  order,  at  all 
times,  to  serve  one's  best  understanding 
of  the  right  a  person  must,  at  all  times, 
whether  as  a  candidate  or  elected 
official,  keep  his  mind  absolutely  free 
from  any  promise  or  commitment  to  any 


person  or  group  of  persons  to  do,  or  not 
to  do.  what  Is  Intoided  by  such  promlae 
or  commitment. 

The  term  "Right  or  truth"  means  that 
which  Is  the  expression  or  activi^  of  the 
Supreme  Power  of  the  universe,  whether 
that  power  be  called  the.  Inllnite  Ifind, 
Infinite  Spirit,  Prindide.  Ood.  w  some 
other  titie  designating  the  Supreme 
Power,  and  is  all-knowing,  all-powerful, 
benign,  all-wise,  and  universally  present 
action.  A  general  abandonment  of  right 
thinking,  that  is,  of  the  thiwWTig  which 
ultimately  discovers  the  r^ht.  althougli 
it  does  not  create  it.  would  bring  chaos 
throughout  the  world  In  a  oomparativeUr 
short  time.  It  is  what  has  desteoyed 
civilization  after  civillaatfaMi.  and  has 
caused  dark  ages  to  fc^ow  dark  ageS 
throughout  the  long  history  of  the  world. 
Siu-ely  it  must  be  evident  to  anyone, 
therefore,  that  the  faUure  to  live  accord- 
ing to  oiu-  highest  standard  of  right  Is 
the  failure  to  try  to  obey  the  law  of  the 
Supreme  Power  of  the  universe. 

In  the  light  of  what  I  have  said,  there- 
fore, I  would  most  earnestly  state  that 
I  have  held  no  personal  hostility  against 
anyone  merely  because  I  could  not  yield 
to  that  person's  request  or  urgenoe,  to  do 
what  did  not  appeal  to  my  sense  of 
right.  One  of  my  oldtime  and  most  val- 
ued friends  almost  35  years  ago  said  to 
me  one  day,  •'You  are  a  d—  fool  for  de- 
voting your  life  to  the  crowd.  Tlxey  do 
not  appreciate  you  or  your  qualities." 
My  answer  was.  "It  Is  too  bad  if  they  do 
not  appreciate  me.  but,  after  all.  my  duty, 
as  I  see  it.  is  to  be  right  rather  than  to  > 
do  what  is  necessary  to  purchase  appre- 
ciation." 

Often,  of  course,  in  regard  to  ques- 
tions of  legislative  poUcy  it  happens  that 
between  Members  of  the  House  who  are 
very  good  friends  indeed,  there  is  a  wide 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  proper 
course  to  be  pursued  by  the  Government 
Fortunately,  however,  almost  always. 
Members  of  the  House  who  are  at  all 
acquainted  with  one  another  have  not 
the  least  inclination  to  be  hostile  or  im- 
patient with  a  fellow  Member  who  holds 
a  different  view  of  the  same  subject. 
That  is  as  it  should  be.  and  that  is  the 
way  it  should  be  also  among  members 
of  the  party  in  connection  with  candi- 
dacies and  party  politics.  They  should 
all  realize  that  the  important  thing  for 
anyone  to  do  is  try  to  understand  and 
support  the  right  In  every  case  to  the 
best  of  his  ability.  Accordingly,  his  fel- 
low members  of  the  same  party  should 
be  pleased,  rather  than  offended,  because 
he  may  insist  on  doing  what  he  believes 
to  be  right,  regardless  of  consequences. 
That  is  the  way  public  (pinion  Improves 
from  time  to  time.  When  there  Is  a 
general  agreement  among  all  those  in  a 
certain  group  that  each  must  do  the 
thing  he  believes  to  be  right,  regardless 
of  how  it  may  appear  to  others,  then 
there  will  be  a  gradual  Improvement  in 
the  judgments  of  those  who  are  honestly 
striving  to  ascertain  the  right  and  sup- 
port it.  Such  general  conduct  will  then 
tend  toward  the  development  of  a  truer 
democracy  and  better  civilisation  as  it 
continues. 

As  for  myself.  I  repeat  what  I  have 
already  said  on  many  occasions,  that  X 
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It  nBeenuy  to  «fokl  eommitttnc 
___  j|»adfaiioet9tlieMP9ivtof  wlM* 
ottMTS  ouu  decide,  eyen  irincerdj.  to  be 
BMd,  beoMHe  X  iBasr  Bomtt  wtth  equally 
nerrair  atfnd  btflere  mdk  «  eoune  to 
twwTiMC  But  even  irtwn  ii  1b  nucciMeiT 
to  make  Mob  ft  deetatan.  ttae  penona  with 

X  MA  forced  to  diaaszee  may  be 
tlMtt  I  iMive  no  m  win  or  hate 
of  any  kind  whatsoever, 
effort  by  the  taidtndiial  to 
What  le  rights  otherwlae 
known  m  tbe  truth,  and  the  oontimioai 
support  of  his  best  understandlns  of 
tight,  la  the  ffiKHmj^it  ezpreasian  of 
life  by  any  IndlTlduaL  Eyery  member  of 
aoetaty  jbould  eameatly  endeavor  to  In- 
duce hia  feOowmanto  conatanily  aeek  to 
laom  the  truth  about  the  right  at  erery 
mrmtrt  of  his  eadstaiee.  and  In  that 
way  the  progreaa  toward  th«.  Ideal  life 
wm  not  only  be  ra^  but  will  bring  in- 
creaaed  Joy  and  bUas  to  the  IndlvidoaL 
The  thought  Is  beautifully  expressed  In 
the  lines  entitled  "The  SculptOT  Boy," 
which  In  oonduatoh  I  now  quote  as  fol- 
lows: 


In  lu«d  stoodi  •  •eolptar-boy. 
Wltb  blB  amm  bim^  baf  on  him: 
And  bis  tmcm  lit  19  wltb  s  naUe  of  Joy 
Am  sa  angsl  drasm  psased  Car  him. 

Bs  esrved  ttis  dnHnnjan  that  ihiipsUmi  itons 

WtUi  BMaj  •  abarli  Indaion. 
Wltk  HesTsn'k  own  Ugbt  tbe  seulptor  ibon*— 

Be  liad  esai^t  th*  sng»l-vlaton. 

8cnlp<<w  of  UfS  sr*  Wa  ••  w*  sUad 
With  our  ttvM  va^srrad  btfore  ui. 

Waiting  the  hour  wl^  at  God's  command, 
Our  Ufa-dream  faane  ote  usk 


If  we  carve  It  than  (^  the  yMdlag  etoos 

WlUi  many  a  wbaxp  IneUlon. 
Its  haaTenly  beauty  ehaU  be  our  own-> 
Our  Uvee  that  aofl|rt-TlaU». 


Our  Cunrcat  Farm  PraUem 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

HON.  THOMAS  A.  BURKE 

_  or;  oBxo 

Df  TBI  8INATX  OVJ  TSX  UNTTSD  ffSATMB 
Fridaw,  JkUgutt  20, 19S4 

Mr.  BURKE,  licr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  oonsept  to  include  in  the 
Rkoorb  a  statemeoit  prei>ared  by  me  re- 
garding our  current  farm  program. 

"niere  bdng  no  objectton,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Rbco«b,  as  follows: 

ICr.  President,  a&y  farm  program  that  la 
derlsed  must  meet  1^  test  of  being  good  for 
the  oountry  as  a  wbote  and  fair  to  the  farm- 
eta.  Judged  by  this  standard.  It  la  my 
opinion  that  neither  the  78  percent  to  90 
percent  of  parity  flazlble  aupporta  nor  the 
firm  90  percent  o<  parity  supports  program 
Is  fully  sdequate  or  ^tlsfsctory. 

Prices  received  by  fanners  dropped  30  per- 
cent since  1961. 

Tlie  net  incomes  jof  farmers  dropped  13 
peteent  In  the  2  year*  1988  and  1988.  Ac- 
cording to  olBclal  United  States  Dqtartment 
off  Agrtenlture  astUniatea  |ast  rtf  eased,  net 
Income  of  farmera  inl  1S64  will  be  17  percent 
lower  than  In  1981.  1 

The  per  capita  Inebme  of  nonfarm  people 
In  1983  was  81,843.  Fanners  In  that  year, 
when  farm  prices  aVeraged  100  percent  of 


parity,  received  per  capita  Inoomca  of  allglitly 
leas  thsm  hslf  at  the  national  average  for 
nonfarm  peoide— only  tSOB  per  pei'aon«  or 
40  percent  at  the  average  per  person  Income 
of  noufaiaat  petqile.  Tbrn  average  InoomS  a< 
farm  people  was  only  8883  per  person  In  1^53. 
only  46  percent  cC  the  average  of  fl.898  per 
person  received  by  nonfarm  people  in  that 
year,  when  farm  prices  had  dropped  t«  93 
percent  of  parity. 

This  very  pronounced  dleiMU'ity  between 
the  InromT  of  farm  people  and  otbers  will  be 
widened  even  farther  in  1954,  with  Ibrm 
prices  now  running  below  90  percent  of  par- 
ity and  smaller  marketlnga  due  to  drosght 
and  acreage  reductions. 

Obviously,  famvers  are  not  now  receiving 
their  fair  share  of  the  national  income. 

Moreover,  dropping  farm  prices  and  farm- 
ers' incomes  sre  aerlouBly  injiirlng  our  i^ole 
economy.  Historical  evidence  proves  that 
national  depreasions  have  always  be«a  led 
by  farm  depreaalons. 

Farm  prices  dropped  below  100  percent 
parl^  at  the  end  of  1953.  For  about  1  year 
the  rest  of  the  economy  continued  to  prof^r. 
One  year  ago  only  1.8  percent  of  the  Ameri- 
can labor  force  was  unexnployeil.  But  about 
that  time  the  fall-off  in  purchasing  power 
of  farmers  began  to  ahow  up  In  the  rest  of 
the  economy.  It  Is  easy  to  understand  what 
happened.  Farmers  quit  buying  farm  ma- 
chinery and  houaehold  appliances  and  ,con- 
venlenoes  and  other  things  that  they  oould 
put  off.  Declining  sales  to  farmers  created 
cots  In  the  buying  power  of  thoee  Industries 
dependent  upon  the  farm  market,  whidb  In 
turn  resulted  In  further  cuts  In  overall  pur- 
chasing power.  UneB^>loyment  has  tecided 
to  Increase  steadUy  since  last  fall,  fluctviating 
as  high  as  6  percent,  and  now  stands  at  over 
6  percent  of  the  labo^  force.  The  Natloil  will 
loee  an  estimated  881  billion  in  loet  produc- 
tion this  year  as  a  result  of  our  failure  to 
»»>«in».«iti  fun  emplo]rment  and  full  consamp- 
tlon.  That's  about  half  as  much  as  the 
entire  Federal  budget.  It  is  about  as  much 
as  the  entire  cost  of  our  national-defense 
program  this  year. 

■suuca  mcB  surpoaTs  hot  tbi  amswss  to 

OVBU>BOI>17CTIOH.     KI.TlfTWATIOM     OF     COtEKK- 

acKHT  coirraoLs,  os  coMsmna  pbicxs 
X^ower  price  supports  will  not  cure  tl^  so- 
called  overproduction  problem.  Suri^uses 
vrere  not  created  by  90-percent  supports  in 
the  first  place.  The  tremendous  needs  off  our 
Nation  for  food  during  the  war  did  that. 
High  wartime  prices  encouraged  farmars  to 
espand  their  i»oductlve  ability,  and  good 
incomee  made  It  possible  f  cm'  them  to  ot)tain 
the  fertiliser,  machinery,  and  improved  prac- 
tices to  do  so.  In  addition,  the  Ooveratnent 
appealed  to  farmers  to  produce  more  food 
needed  to  supply  our  fighting  men  and  our 
alUes.  and  farmera  responded  with  their 
characteristic  patriotism.  While  other  in- 
dustries were  granted  enormoiu  subsidies 
totaling  some  846  billion  in  the  form  of  tax 
write-offs,  free  or  below-coet  plants,  etc., 
fsrmers  were  given  nothing  beyond  the 
promise  of  90  percent  parity  suppoits  as 
protection  against  disastrous  losses  result- 
ing from  their  Increased  productivity. 

We  have  our  present  surplus  problem  be- 
cause our  farm  productivity  was  gearsd  up 
beyond  our  present  market  demands  to  meet 
the  needs  at  wartime.  We  have  had  several 
unusually  good  crop  years  in  a  row,  and  we 
have  lost  aome  of  otir  wartime  foreign  mar- 
kets. Lower  {Mice  supports  will  not  rSduce 
Iiroductlon.  If  anjrthlng.  they  will  force 
farmers  to  produce  more  Intensively  than 
ever  In  order  to  meet  their  high  and  rigid 
operating  coats.  J 

COVBBIflCBMT    COMTSOLS  1 

Nor  will  reduced  price  supports  avoid  Gov- 
ernment controls  on  farmers.  The  admin- 
istration haa  already  demonstrated  thatt  the 
reduced  price  supports  going  into  effect 
next  year  wont  cut  production,  by  order- 


ing the  most  extreme  Oovemmsnt  irestrlc- 
tiona  on  farmera  In  hlstOTy  into  effset  next 
year  along  with  their  reduced  Bupplorts. 

coirscms  rsscxs 

Nor  will  reduced  price  supports  cut  the 
price  of  finished  products  to  coi|nnnera. 
WhUe  prices  received  by  farmers  dropped 
30  percent  in  the  past  3  yean,  the  cost  of 
food  to  consumers  has  remained !  almost 
unchanged  at  close  to  the  all-timS  record 
high.  The  House  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture, in  its  oiBclal  report  on  fans  prices 
and  the  cost  of  food,  jruly  33,  1954,  sUted: 
"Thus  far,  almost  none  of  the  lowdr  prices 
received  by  farmera  since  1951  h|ks  been 
passed  on  to  consumera  in  the  form  ot  lovrer 
retail  food  prices."  Although  we  had  the 
so-called  rigid  price  supports  in  eflect,  the 
spread  between  farm  income  and  consim&sr 
costs  continued  to  widen — and  Wss  sm- 
phaslzed  by  the  consistency  of  gra^ualnaaa. 

This  further  cut  in  farm  prices  and  farm 
Income  will  be  a  serious  blow  to  family- 
sized  farmera.  It  will  be  most  dangerous  In 
respect  to  those  young  farmers — dutny  at 
them  war  veterans — ^who  are  Just  getting 
started,  under  a  heavy  burden  of  debt*,  high- 
priced  land,  livestock  and  ecjulpmsnt.  and 
high-operating  costs. 

An  Individual  farmer  has  only  to  Campars 
the  different  support  price  levels  to  see  what 
the  administration's  program  will  tnean  to 
his  income.  Ninety  percent  of  parity  for 
wheat  is  S2.23  per  bushel;  for  com  it  la  81.83 
per  bushel;  for  manufacturing  mtOc  It  Is 
83.74  per  hundredweight.  Thoee  sre  the  sup- 
port prices  that  are  in  effect,  excepting  for 
milk,  before  Secretary  Benson's  reductions 
take  effect  next  year,  lifilk  supports  were 
set  at  90  percent  of  parity  for  last  year,  but 
Mr.  Benson  chose  to  support  the  price  only 
at  84  percent  of  parity.  He  has  cut  milk  sup- 
ports to  75  percent  of  parity  for  this  year, 
but  prices  received  by  farmera  have  ranged 
between  72  percent  and  74  percent  |>f  parity 
ever  since. 

Next  year  the  support  price  floor  will  drt^ 
to  82.05  per  bushel  for  wheat  and  81.48  per 
bushel  for  corn.  The  law  requires  that  milk 
prices  be  supported  at  not  less  than  75  per- 
cent of  ptu-ity,  but  Secretary  Bensonihas  jug- 
gled the  parity  ccnnputatlon  for  maitafaetur- 
ing  milk  so  as  to  permit  him  to  cut  t|ie  actual 
supp>ort  price  by  another  15  cents  per  hun- 
dredweight, to  $2.99  per  hundredweight. 

In  1956  additional  sharp  cuts  in  the  pries 
support  floora  for  both  wheat  and  com  are 
provided  for  by  the  administration's  flexible 
supports  law.  The  support  floor  in  1968  wUl 
drop  to  76  percent  of  parity,  and.  in  addition, 
parity  Itself  will  be  cut  by  5  percent.  The 
resulting  support  price  fioora  will  therefore 
be  $1.76  per  bushel  for  wheat  and  81.38  per 
bushel  for  corn. 

How  can  anyone  maintain  that  such  dras- 
tic reductions  in  farm  prices  and  incomes, 
below  present  levels  that  are  already  so  low 
as  to  be  causing  grave  injury  to  the  national 
economy,  will  be  In  the  national  intereet  I 
simply  ask  each  of  my  farm  readera  to  apply 
these  reduced  price  floors  to  his  own  situa- 
tion, consider  the  extent  to  which  they  will 
cut  his  own  purchasing  power,  and  then 
consider  the  effect  upon  overall  employment 
and  economic  well-being  of  simfiar  cuts 
spread  generally  throughout  the  Natlon'a 
agriculture. 

The  Joint  Committee  on  the  Economic  Re- 
port, comprised  of  7  Senaton  and  7  Bepra- 
sentatives  of  both  parties,  votecl  almost 
unanimously  In  the  last  session  that  such 
a  policy  would  be  extremely  dangerous  to 
the  national  economy  under  present  condi- 
tions. I  agree  wholeheartedly  with  the 
opinion  of  this  distinguished  cotnmlttee. 
For  that  reason,  and  because  I  thlnlc  such  a 
cut  in  farm  income  would  be  manifestly 
unfair  to  the  Nation's  farmers.  I  voted 
against  the  substituting  of  the  flexible  pro- 
gram fcr  90  percent  of  parity  supports. 
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Instead  of  int)oeedlxig  In  the  dangerous  di- 
rection of  lower  f  sroi  InoosM.  it  Is  my  opin- 
ion that  the  shortcomings  of  the  rigid  90 
percent  of  parity  supports  program  ahould 
be  carefully  and  fully  explored  and  remedial 
measiures  spplled  gradually. 


Be  Siir«  To  Cbcdi  Tear  Sodal  Securily 
Riflib  Ualess  Yeu  Arc  a  Setf-EaM>lo]red 
Lawyer  or  Doctor  er  PractHioaer  u  Que 
of  tkc  Relatea  Medical  Arts  Fieias— 
Yea  Arc  Probably  New  Eligible  for 
CoTcrtfe  9Mi  VtlMble  Bencitg— 
Mootkly  Rates  Raised  io  Nearly  All 
Cases  and  Sobstaatially  ia  Some  Cafe- 
fories  at  Act  U  Agaia  ImproTcd  To 
Keep  Abreast  of  Ckaagiaf  CoaditioBS 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  ELIZABETH  KEE 

or  wxsT  vntoDriA 
IN  THE  HOUSB  OF  RSPRESENTATTVES 

rrtday.  August  20. 19S4 

Mrs.  KEE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wonder 
how  many  of  the  Members  who  are  over 
35  or  so  will  remember  the  spectacular 
success  of  one  of  the  early  motion  pic- 
tures which  was  one  of  the  first  great 
"tear  jerkers"  of  the  screen — a  picture 
called  Over  the  Hill  to  the  Poorhouse. 
While  it  portrayed  primarily  the  in- 
gratitude and  loneliness  which  often 
were  the  lot  of  the  aged  when  their  pro- 
ductive years  were  over,  it  struck  home 
and  was  so  successful  largely  because 
millions  of  Americans  in  those  days  al- 
ways had  the  melancholy  feeling  that 
for  them,  too,  the  coimty  poorhouse 
might  be  the  final  stopping  place  on 
life's  road. 

I  was  recalling  this  lachnrmose  epic  of 
the  silent  screen  as  we  completed  action 
here  in  the  House  of  Representatives  on 
the  newest  social -security  bill.  And  I 
was  struck  by  the  phenomenal  progress 
America  has  achieved  not  only  since 
Over  the  Hill  to  the  Poorhouse  was  first 
produced,  but  particularly  in  the  23 
years  since  one  of  the  Hollywood  firms 
still  thought  enough  of  the  popularity 
of  its  theme  to  remake  this  old  movie 
into  a  talking  picture.  It  occurred  to 
me  that  the  1931  remake  of  the  movie 
is  now  probably  too  old  even  for  tele- 
vision— because  the  concept  behind  it 
is  today  completely  out  of  date  in  the 
America  we  know.  Today's  youngsters 
would  probably  need  a  commentary  in 
the  way  of  a  translation  to  understand 
what  the  movie  was  all  about — and  what 
a  poorhouse  is  or  was. 

For  that  change  I  think  we  can 
thank— more  than  any  other  single  piece 
of  legislation— the  Social  Security  Act 
first  written  into  law  in  1935  in  the 
first  administration  of  Franklin  Delano 
Roosevelt.  It  was  a  historic  and  almost 
revolutionary  change  in  American  social 
thinking— that  instead  of  humiliating 
charity  in  one's  old  age  the  average 
worker  could  look  forward  to  a  lifetime 


annuity  which  he  and  his  employer  had 
helped  to  pay  foi  during  his  woridng 
career. 

We  accept  social  security  today  as  a 
normal,  everyday  kind  of  program.  This 
bill  which  we  have  Just  passed  to  fur- 
ther expaxM!  eorerage  and  to  increase 
benefits  has  had  almost  unanimous  sup- 
port here.  The  only  reservations  which 
have  been  expressed  about  it  in  the  House 
have  come  from  those  of  us  who  feel 
that  even  with  these  valuable  changes 
in  the  statute  It  still  does  not  quite  go 
far  enough.  But  there  has  been  no  vio- 
lent condemnation  of  the  program  this 
time,  no  attacks  on  it  as  socialism,  no 
threats  to  repeal  it  in  the  next  Congress. 
socuL  sacuarrr  had  tkmpkstuous  BsontifiMo 

It  was  not  always  thus.  When  the  act 
was  passed  originally  19  years  ago.  it 
was  bitterly  attacked  and  condemned  as 
"un-American."  "Communist."  "radical," 
••wild-eyed."  The  Nation  was  told  that 
under  this  law  people  would  stop  saving 
their  money,  would  stop  bujdng  life  in- 
surance, would  refuse  to  make  any  effort 
to  provide  for  their  own  security,  would 
lose  all  self-respect,  and  would  turn  this 
country  into  a  lot  of  loafers,  biuns,  and 
panhandlers. 

Furthermore,  the  Republican  Party  in 
Its  1936  presidential  nominating  conven- 
tion adopted  as  part  of  its  platform  for 
the  candidacy  of  Alfred  Landon.  then 
Oovemor  of  Kansas,  a  plank  pledging 
the  Republican  Party  to  repeal  the 
social-security  law  in  toto.  During  the 
latter  months  of  the  campaign  billboards 
sprouted  all  over  America  condemning 
this  law  as  a  tax  on  wages  and  attempt- 
ing to  whip  up  support  for  the  Republi- 
can nominee  by  opposing  social  security. 

Does  not  that  seem  a  very  long  time 
ago.  Mr.  Speaker?  Almost  as  long  ago 
as  the  existence  of  the  conditions  in  the 
United  States  which  made  a  movie  like 
Over  the  Hill  to  the  Poorhouse  so  fa- 
miliar a  theme  to  millions  of  sad-eyed 
moviegoers.  Yet  it  was  less  than  two 
decades  ago. 

E^ven  so.  attacks  on  the  social-secruity 
system  continued  for  many  years.  Some 
of  the  same  Members  of  Congress  who 
took  a  leading  role  in  this  session  in 
helping  to  pass  this  new  bill  were,  as 
recently  as  the  80th  Congress  in  1947-48 
seeking  to  remove  people  from  the  social- 
security  rolls  rather  than  add  more  to 
those  rolls.  And  each  time  President 
Tnunan  or  the  Democrats  in  Congress 
acted  to  increase  benefits  and  coverage, 
there  was  tremendous  Republican  oppo- 
sition. 

WS   can't   always    AITOKD    It    TKAKS    OT   DXLAT 

IK  sxTPPoanMO  psooaKss 

I  feel  now  that  insofar  as  social  se- 
curity is  concerned,  the  Republican 
Party  has  probably  learned  the  errors 
of  its  earlier  ways.  I  am  sorry  that  it 
has  taken  19  years  for  this  lesson  to  be 
learned.  It  now  appears,  however,  that 
it  is  also  taking  19  years  on  the  average 
for  the  average  Republican  Congressman 
to  learn  some  of  the  other  lessons  of 
American  progress  brought  about  by 
Donocratio  Congresses  of  recent  years, 
such  as  the  need  for  better  defenses 
against  recession  and  depression,  the 
need  for  better  unemployment  compen- 


saticm.  the  need  for  better  housing  for 
our  people,  the  need  for  better  schools, 
the  need  for  a  more  unified  free  world 
in  the  fight  against  «sftmmiiwf«wi  um 
need  for  f aimees  to  our  clYil  aerrants. 
including  postal  workers  and  other  Oor- 
emment  workers,  the  need  tm  a  strong, 
prosperous  coal  industry. 

We  waited  19  years  f<»-  the  Republi- 
can Party  nationally  and  in  the  Odn- 
gress  to  omne  around  to  social  security. 
Must  we  wait  19  years  for  a  similar 
awakening  in  each  of  these  othCT  im- 
portant areas?  American  progress  can- 
not wait  19  years  while  the  Republican 
Members  of  Congress  catch  up. 

I  am  proud,  Mr.  8peaker,  that  through- 
out the  last  25  years  in  crisis  after  crlsia 
on.  the  national  scene  the  Democratic 
Party  and  particularly  the  Democrats 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
-  were  always  ready  to  meet  any  crisis 
with  constructive  proposals  and  effective 
legislation.  It  Is  Inconceivable  to  me 
that  a  Democratic  Congress,  had  ther« 
been  one  these  past  2  years,  would  have 
sat  idly  by  while  millions  of  Americans  . 
lost  their  Jobs,  while  plants  shut  down. 
payroUs  were  cut,  and  the  railroads,  the 
mines,  the  factories  and  the  foundries, 
and  the  farms  of  our  country  headed  Into 
what  we  now  know  Ls  a  widespread  reces- 
sion. A  Democratic  Congress.  I  feel  sure, 
would  have  provided  the  kind  of  vigor- 
ous spirit  and  intelligent  approach  which 
a  new  President,  unskilled  in  political 
alfairs.  needed  and  could  have  found 
extremely  helpful  in  restoring  and  main- 
taining prosperity.  The  President  will 
need  such  Democratic  legislative  help 
azid  vitality  in  the  coming  session,  too. 

MAJOB  MXW  CRANCXS  IN  80CXAI.  BSCUBnT  LAW 

In  making  these  comments,  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  do  not  want  to  give  the  impressioa 
that  the  work  on  the  social  securitgr  law 
in  this  session  has  not  been  sucoessfuL 
This  has  been  one  of  the  beet  Jobs  thl8 
Congress  has  done.  It  was  a  bipartisan 
Job  with  the  improvements  representing 
by  and  large  most  of  the  proposals  muade 
by  i:>emocrats  on  the  Ways  and  Means  ^ 
Committee  and  concurred  In  by  their 
Republican  colleagues.  In  aevi^ral  Im- 
portant instances,  such  as  the  proposal  to 
provide  social  security  ben^ts  to 
permanently  disabled  workers  iwwt^tiMl  of 
making  them  wait  until  age  65  to  begin 
collecting  their  annuities,  and  another 
to  increase  the  amount  of  the  average 
worker's  pasrcheck  subject  to  social  se- 
curity credit,  the  Democratic  suggestions 
were  not  agreed  to  in  fulL  These  rep- 
resent areas  of  needed  future  action. 

This  bill  is  so  much  better  than  the 
kind  of  social-security  bill  which  was 
being  favorably  discussed  by  some  lead- 
ing Republican  members  of  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  a  year  ago  that  the 
difference  is  really  startling. 

It  is,  however,  a  highly  technical  piece 
of  legislation.  Therefore,  it  would  be 
virtually  impossible  to  provide  here  in 
complete  detail  all  of  the  provisions  af- 
fecting each  individual.  Even  if  it  were 
attempted,  it  would  be  scnnething  of  a 
disservice  to  many  workers  or  their  de- 
pendents, because  they  might  not  then 
bother  to  check  further  into  some  of  the 
technical  provisions,  thereby  missing  out 
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ifiOtit  mitfit  te  •TOO- 


cttftimbmmUbL  cr  ahofnt  to  iHire  lathe 
ttatobili.1 


PftrUeolarly.  Mri  SpMkBr.  tbe  foOoir- 
k«  Mi^  «Offef«d  mops  AouU  Inqolre 

iivttier:  I 

Wmnmnt  Tbtv  vn  ^amgtk%  vaadmr  %bm 
act  tar  ttie  flnt  ttme.  Atthongh  f  Ana 
cfMaMi«av»l»f«  raefDt^  been  peyinc  eo- 
etol  mmMj  tajwefor  tbeir  biired  bande, 
tliegr  dM  not  b«ve  itbe  protoetton  of  ttw 
aoeiel  lecurily  ejilem  for  themidvea  or 
tlirir  4apendanfts.  They  are  now  cor- 
end  luelenliil  Jexuiery  1.  tat  will  not 
nak*  UMir  flxvt  iKU-employment  tax 
payBMOli  «nia  tb^  file  their  1955  in- 
eone-tez  ntonis*  iirhich  would  be  due  by 
ApKai5,lMC 

other  eetf  emplnyed  auch  as  axtbl- 
fteeiB.  —*«*»*—'■  iMkHito  acoountanti.  f u- 

neral  dtewton. 

Iflnfeten  and  Christian  Sdenoe  prac- 
tltlonan  and  meosbers  of  reUgious  orders 
emplevad  bgr  nonprofit  oraanizatlons, 
Oftber  then  CBUdOfjeee  of  religtous  orders 
wbohav»takanai^owofpo?erty.  Thooe 
In  thie  peirtkiwlar  group  are  included  as 
Indttldnals  on  a  voluntaiT  basis  as  self- 
cnplofed  persona,  jbut  would  be  required 
ta  man  the  eleetion  within  the  next  2 
jtaxs  aa  to  whether  or  not  they  deeire 
tobetednded. 

As  far  as  coverage  under  the  new  law 
Is  coacemed.  it  e^taide  generally  to 
eyeiyene  eaoept  s^-emidoyed  lawyers, 
phyridane,  or  praoauonen  in  related 
medical  arte  fieldsi  such  as  dentiete.  os- 
teopaths, veterinarians.  chirc«)ractGa% 
natunqiMiths.  and  bptometrlsts.  and  ex- 
cept, also,  to  pereooB  In  the  armed  senr- 
ieee  who  ean,  however,  later  reeetre  so- 
dtad-seeiirity  oredil  for  this  eervice  and 
to  very  casual  part-time  wtaiken,  Vlr- 
toally  eferyone  dae  is  covered. 


For  those  already  receiving  eodal- 
aeeurity  benefits,  many  changee  and 
improvements  are  made.  Benefits  are 
raleed  a  minimum  of  $5  and  in  some  in- 
stencee  will  run  miich  higher.  There  is 
a  xnx>v]iAon  for  rec^nputation  of  credits 
to  drop  out  of  the  worker's  »»ming 
record  op  to  5  yepus  during  which  he 
had  not  been  eanjing  m  had  earned  a 
lese-than-average  income,  llius.  in  ar- 
xlvlng  at  soch  a  worker's  monthly  bene- 
fit, theee  low-lnoome  years  would  not  act 
to  taring  down  theaverage  on  which  his 
benefit  1«  baaed,  workers  who  were  dis- 
abled before  xeaehing  age  65  and  are  now 
leoelilug  a  reduce^  annuity  win  also  be 
entitted  to  a  reeotnpatatlop.  And  sur- 
viving dependtfits  of  a  worker  who  died 
before  September  1950,  with  at  least  6 
quarters  of  payroll  credit,  will  also,  in 
many  cases,  profit  tar  the  changes  in  the 
new  law.  ' 

Other  important  ehanges  to  hdp  those 
now  oil  soelal-eec^ty  benefits  include 
mo»lsloue  to  do  the  following: 

Allow  ttie  rettredjworker  under  age  72 
to  cam  up  to  $1,209  a  year  without  loss 
of  monthly  beneatjs,  and  to  eoUeet  his 
mwrtihly  <dieck  in!  any  event  for  any 
month  in  which  h4  does  not  earn 
than  990. 

\ 


Allow  the  worker  of  t»— Insteett  of 
the  taevAouB  mtniwmn  of  75— to  coUsct  a 
monthly  soelal-seeuilty  check  wiftuMit 
regard  to  how  much  money  he  may  still 
be  earning. 

For  paacms  on  the  retirement  rolls  at 
this  tlBBe^  here  are  sobm  examples  cf  the 
new  rates  which  will  be  paid: 


New  primary  IK 

bn 

benefit  Is: 

wUlbe: 

eastoese 

•5  blgtier 

eeoeo 

•ee^o 

eee^ 

•73.90 

r» 

181.10 

•77.10 

•88.60 

181 

•93.10 

•85 

•98.50 

Dependents  are  given  proportionate 
increases  subject  to  a  maximum  Igmily 
benefit  of  $200. 

CKAMOiB  m  wmxnm  bknotts 

For  persons  who  have  not  yet  retired 
und^  the  social-security  system,  bene- 
fits wUl  be  larger  in  the  future,  up  to  a 
maximum  of  $108.50  in  the  primary  bene- 
fit for  the  insured  worker,  under  a  new 
system  of  payroll  credits  and  payroU 
taxes. 

Instead  of  crediting  only  the  first 
$3,600  of  a  worker's  wage  or  salai^  to- 
ward social  security — ^the  amount  on 
which  both  the  employer  and  the  em- 
pk^ee  make  tax  contributions — the  max- 
imum is  now  raised  to  $4,200.  The  higher 
tax  collections  will,  in  turn,  make  pos- 
sible higher  benefits. 

In  ord^  to  build  up  the  higher  bene- 
Itts  resulting  from  this  increase  in  pay- 
roll credits,  the  worker  would  have  to  be 
covered  at  the  higher  inccnne  figure  for 
about  a  year  and  a  half  or  more,  aasum- 
ing  he  earns  at  least  $4,200  a  year  in 
that  period. 

The  combination  of  higher  payroll 
taxes  resulting  in  higher  benefits  in  the 
future,  idus  the  provision  for  allewing 
a  dropout  of  low-income  years  from  the 
computation  of  average  monthly  wages 
on  which  benefits  are  based,  will  mean 
substantial  increases  for  many  workers 
when  they  do  retire,  or  for  their  sttrviv- 
ing  dependents  in  case  of  death. 

Tlie  provision  on  permanently  diasbled 
worlcers,  which  does  not  go  as  far  as  I 
would  like,  nevotheless  does  give  a  break 
to  these  unfortunate  individual  by 
fteesing  their  payroll  credits  and  their 
rights  under  social  security  until  they 
are  65.  Their  ultimate  benefits  will 
th«refore  be  based  on  the  money  they 
earned  durii«  their  working  careers,  and 
will  not  be  reduced  as  they  have  been  in 
the  past  by  averaging  the  earning  cred- 
its over  entire  period  of  coverage  prior 
to  age  65. 
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As  a  final  word.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would 
agam  like  to  urge  all  retired  persoiis  or 
the  surviving  dependents  of  deceased 
wwkers  to  check  their  own  status  ender 
the  amended  law  to  be  sure  they  are 
accorded  the  full  benefits  to  which  they 
are  entitled.  The  higher  benefits  for 
those  now  on  the  rolls  are  to  bocome 
effective  in  October.  If  the  higher  checks 
are  not  sent  out  tn  October.  I  am  as- 
sured they  will  be  sent  later  retroactively 
to  October. 


Bdnisters.  who  must  declare  1(heir  in- 
tention of  coming  under  the  system  in- 
dividually on  a  volux\tary  basis  Within  2 
years,  should  inquire  into  all  of  the  de- 
tails. I  think  most  of  them  ^n  elect 
to  accept  coverage.  Widows  of 'workers 
who  died  prior  to  September  1990  must 
make  application  for  any  additional 
benefits  to  which  they  are  now  entitled, 
and  they  should  look  into  this  matter 
promptly. 

State  and  local  government  employ- 
ees. Including  schoolteachers,  having 
their  own  retirement  systems  have  the 
opportunity  to  come  into  the  sjrstem  on 
a  group  basis,  if  they  so  deeire4  These 
groups  must  vote  by  referendum  on 
whether  they  desire  to  be  incltided.  I 
am  sure  their  organisations  will  prompt- 
ly interest  themselves  in  this  maitter  and 
see  to  it  that  all  the  facts  pro  and  con 
are  made  available  to  the  individuals 
affected. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is  a  source  of  great 
satisfaction  and  deep  pride  to  me  as  a 
Member  of  Congress  to  have  had  a  hand 
in  the  enactment  of  legislation  such  as 
this  social-security  bill.  I  wish  this 
present  Congress  had  brought  forth 
more  accomplishments  of  this  nature. 
I  hope  the  forthcoming  Congress  meet- 
ing here  next  January  wlU  ^  more 
closely  oriented  to  the  needs  of  |the  peo- 
ple of  our  country  than  this  Congress 
has  been,  and  will  have  much  more  than 
one  bill  such  as  this  to  rank  among  its 
major  achievements  for  the  average 
person. 


The  Pledge  ef  AUeciaace  to  Ike  Flag: 
"'Uader  Gad"  TUs  Natioa  Uvm 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARK 

I 

HON.  LOUIS  C.  RABAl^ 

or  mcBraAir 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  RKPRBSENTATHnES 

Friday,  Atigust  20. 1954 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  June 
14.  Flag  Day.  1954,  the  President  signed 
into  law  House  Joint  Resolutton  243, 
which  added  to  the  pledge  of  allegiance 
to  the  flag  of  the  United  States  the  com- 
pelling and  meaningful  words  "under 
God." 

As  the  author  and  originator  of  this 
measTire  in  the  83d  Congress,  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  wish  to  Include  In  the  Rccote 
at  this  time  a  short  history  and  discus- 
sion of  the  pledge  of  allegiance  and  of 
the  recent  "under  God"  chanu9e  which 
the  Congress  has  wisely  chosen  to  make 
upon  It.  < 

The  following  comments  I  9mde.  in 
substance,  on  the  fioor  of  the  Rouse  of 
Representatives  on  May  5  of  this  year. 
I  believe,  and  it  is  a  belief  baeed  upon 
a  tremendous  volume  of  correspondence 
which  has  been  sent  to  me  ur9ing  the 
adoption  of  the  "under  God"  addition. 
that  it  may  be  of  interest  to  the  many 
members  of  my  constituency  to  know  the 
background  of  our  pledge  of  allegiance 
to  the  flag. 

An  early  and  one  of  our  most  devoted 
and  articulate  American  patriots  once 
said  that  what  we  obtain  too  cheaply  we 
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esteem  too  lightly.  May  we,  as  preomt- 
day  Americans,  never  forget  our  sacred 
traditions  and  the  inoonparable  and 
religious  nature  of  our  herltege. 

"Under  Ood"  m  the  pledge  of  allegi- 
ance to  the  flag  expresses,  aptly  and 
forcefully,  a  grateful  nation's  attitude  of 
dependence  upon  Almighty  God.  Cer- 
tainly the  spirit  of  the  change  should 
inspire  and  permeate  every  loyal  citiaen. 
no  matter  how  humble  or  great  his 
origin. 

For  under  God  this  Nation  lives. 

The  original  author  of  the  pledge  was 
Francis  Bellamy,  who  was  bom  at  Mount 
Morris.  N.  T..  May  18.  1855.  and  died 
August  2S.  1931.  Bellamy  was  trained 
for  the  ministry  and  was  ordained  in 
1879  at  the  Baptist  Church  m  Uttle  Falls, 
N.  Y..  but  at  the  time  he  wrote  the  pledge. 
he  was  an  employee  of  the  Youth's  Com- 
panion magazine,  and  the  chairman  of 
the  executive  oommittee  for  the  n^M^n^l 
public  school  celebration  which  was  be- 
ing held  throughout  the  country  In  con- 
nection with  the  dedication  of  the 
World's  Columbian  Kxpositlon  grounds 
in  Chicago  on  October  31. 1892.  the  400th 
anniversary  of  the  discovery  of  America. 

In  Its  original  form,  the  pledge  first 
appeared  on  the  original  program  of  the 
celebration,  and  has  been  recited  from 
that  day  to  this,  with  some  changes,  by 
school  children  all  over  America. 

Bellamy's  original  wording  was 
changed  slightly  by  the  First  and  Sec- 
ond National  Flag  Conferences  in  1923 
and  1924  and  his  work  was  ofllcially  des- 
ignated as  the  Pledge  of  Allegiance  to 
the  Flag  by  Public  Law  287,  79th  Con- 
gress, approved  December  28.  1945. 

The  pledge,  as  it  now  appears  in  law, 
reads  as  foUows: 

I  pledge  aUegtance  to  the  fiag  of  the 
United  States  of  America  and  to  the  Republic 
for  which  it  EtaodB.  one  Nation  under  God. 
indivisible,  with  Ubertjr  and  JuaUce  lor  aU. 

My  reason  for  Introducing  this  reso- 
lution may  be  briefly  stated.  The  most 
fundamental  fact  of  this  moment  of 
history  Is  that  the  principles  of  demo- 
cratic government  are  being  put  to  the 
test.  The  theory  as  to  the  nature  of 
man  which  Is  the  keystone  in  the  arch 
cf  American  Government  is  under  at- 
tack by  a  system  whose  phUosopiiy  Ls 
exactly  the  opposite.  This  conflict  may 
be  waged  with  the  material  implements 
of  war.  either  hot  or  cold,  but  ulti- 
mately it  will  be  won  by  the  system  of 
government  which  is  founded  upon  true 
and  lasting  principles,  and  whose  people 
cling  to  those  principles  regardless  of  the 
sacrifices  entailed. 

We  are  a  religious  people — 

Said  Mr.  Justice  £>ouglas,  of  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court,  in  a  recent  deci- 
sion— 

whose   institutions   presuppose   a  Supreme 

Balng. 

This  is  true  in  a  very  fundamental 
sense.  Our  political  institutions  reflect 
the  traditional  American  conviction  of 
the  worthwhlleness  of  the  individual 
human  being.  That  conviction,  in  turn, 
is  based  on  our  belief  that  the  htunan 
person  is  important  because  he  has  bem 
created  in  the  image  and  likeness  of 
God  and  that  he  has  been  endowed  by 
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Ood  with  certain  «»»^Wwiable  rights 
e^ileh  no  civil  authority  may  usurp. 
"Hieee  principles  of  the  worthwhUenees 
of  the  individual  human  being  are  mean- 
ingless unless  there  exists  a  Supreme 
Being.  That  is  why.  In  four  separate 
places  in  our  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence, the  fathers  of  our  Nation  referred 
to  God.  justifying,  by  the  law  of  nature 
and  nature's  Ood.  the  aspiration  of  the 
Thirteen  Colonies  to  the  status  of  an 
independent  nation,  invoking  the  Su- 
preme Judge  of  the  world  to  determine 
the  rectitude  of  their  actions,  and  seek- 
ing the  blessings  of  divine  providence 
on  their  undertaking. 

Truly,  therefore,  this  Nation  is 
founded  under  C3od. 

I  think  it  proper  that  the  phrase  "un- 
der God"  is  added  after  the  word  "na- 
tion." The  .religious  Influence  in  the 
origins  of  American  Government  was 
not  directed  to  any  particular  attribute 
Of  our  political  institutions;  rather,  it 
permeated  the  whole  tremendous  effort 
of  the  fathers  of  our  cotintry  to  erect 
this  monument  to  human  freedom  and 
Uberty.  It  is  the  Nation  Itself  which 
was  bom  and  lives  under  Ood. 

The  maimer  In  which  Lincoln  insert- 
ed this  phrase  in  his  Gettysburg  ad- 
dress was  not,  I  beUeve,  mere  coinci- 
dence. 

This  Nation,  at  the  moment  he  spoke, 
was  ta  its  darkest  hour.  The  field  on 
which  he  spoke  had  been  the  scene  of  a 
bloody  battle  to  preserve  the  Union. 
This  fact  must  have  been  uppermost  in 
Lincoln's  mind.  He  could  have  invoked 
divine  providence  to  uphold  the  Union 
of  the  States.  These,  however,  were  the 
words  he  used: 

"Tbat  tills  Nation,  under  CkxL  sh&U  have  a 
new  birth  of  freedom. 

Clearly,  he  meant  this  phrase  to  ap- 
ply to  the  life  of  the  Nation  as  a  whole. 

Now.  in  our  pledge  of  allegiance  to  the 
fiag.  we  salute  the  symbol  of  this  Re- 
public, and  I  think  It  most  proper  that 
this  pledge  express  everything  for  which 
this  Republic  stands.  The  pledge  is  a 
reaffirmation  of  our  love  of  country,  of 
our  devotion  to  an  Institution  that  finds 
its  orlgm  and  develoimient  in  the  moral 
law  and  commands  our  respect  and  al- 
legiance so  long  as  it  provides  that  "lib- 
erty and  Justice  for  all"  in  which  free 
men  can  work  out  their  own  immortal 
destinies. 

Has  it  ever  occurred  to  you  that  the 
former  wording  of  the  pledge  could  serve 
any  republic  claiming  to  be  indivisible 
and  to  insure  liberty  and  Justice  for  all? 
Remember,  when  you  heard  yoiur  own 
children  recite  the  pledge  of  allegiance, 
that  these  same  words  could  have  come 
from  little  Muscovite  children  standing 
Ijefore  the  Red  hammer-and-sicUe  fiag 
of  Soviet  Russia.  You  know  and  I  know 
that  the  Uni<m  of  Soviet  Socialist  Re- 
pubUcs  would  not.  and  could  not.  while 
supporting  the  philosophy  of  commu- 
nism, place  in  its  patriotic  ritual  an  ac- 
knowledgment that  their  nation  existed 
imdcr  God.  Indeed,  the  one  fundamen- 
tal issue  which  is  the  unbridgeable  gap 
between  America  and  Communist  Russia 
is  beUef  hi  Ahnighty  God. 

By  the  addition  of  the  phrase  ''under 
God"  to  the  pledge  of  allegiance  the  con- 


adousnees  of  the  American  people  will 
be  more  alerted  to  the  true  meaning  of 
our  country  and  ito  form  of  govemmeBi. 
m  ^is  full  awareneas  we  wffl,  I  bdleve. 
be  strengthened  for  the  eonfUct  now  fac- 
ing us  and  more  determined  to  preaufo 
our  precious  heritage. 

More  importantly,  the  diQdren  of  omr 
land,  hi  the  regular  recitation  of  the 
pledge  ta  sehool.  wiU  be  daily  impieased 
with  a  true  understanding  of  our  way  of 
life  and  its  origins.  As  they  grow  and 
advance  ta  this  understanding,  they  wlU 
assume  the  responsibilities  of  s^-gov- 
ermnent  equipped  to  carry  on  the  tradi- 
tions that  have  been  given  to  us.  F^ntify 
our  youth  in  their  allegiance  to  t>i»  wag 
by  their  dedication  to  one  nation  iiw^Vr 
God. 


Free  Speech 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

ov 

HON.  USHER  L  BURDICK 

or  MOSTH  lUXOTA 

IN  THE  BOU8K  OF  RSPRBENTATTVB 

Friday.  Auffust  20.  1954 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  i^>eaker,  the 
acme  of  Uberty  bequeathed  to  citisens  of 
this  country  by  the  Constitution  Is  found 
in  the  Bill  of  Rights  or  the  first  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution.  When  the 
Constitution  was  first  set  up  at  PhU- 
adelphia,  none  of  the  first  10  amend- 
ments were  contained  ta  it;  and  the  very 
first  one  written  was  the  amendment 
guaranteeing  free  speech,  a  free  preaa, 
and  free  religion.  That  must  have  been 
uppermost  ta  the  mtad  of  J^erson  when 
he  presented  the  Bill  of  Rights. 

The  greatest  weaptm  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress or  anyone  else  can  have  is  the 
right  of  free  speech.  Any  attempt,  there- 
lore,  to  curtail,  modify,  or  abridge  this 
guaranteed  personal  right  of  Imer^ 
should  be  stopped  where  it  begins. 
While  serving  ta  this  Congress  I  always 
have  and  will  contmue  to  guard  this 
right. 

The  Genocide  Convention  directly  at- 
tacks this  privilege,  and  that  is  the  rea- 
son why  I  have  fought  this  convention 
with  all  the  power  I  possess.  In  this 
country  we  are  accoimtable  for  what  we 
say  if  it  is  not  within  the  authority 
granted  ta  the  Constitution,  but  we  are 
accountable  here  ta  this  cotmtry  under 
the  Constitution  and  the  laws  of  the 
various  States.  In  this  Genocide  Con- 
vention, that  right  is  taken  away  com- 
pletely and  under  it  we  are  subject  to 
prosecution  for  our  speech.  Under  the 
terms  of  this  convention  we  can  3e  tried 
in  any  country  fixed  by  the  Judicial 
tribunal  of  the  United  Nations.  How 
would  anyone  feel  who  was  to  be  taken 
out  of  this  country,  shipped  across  the 
ocean  and  tried  in  Russia?  Yon  can 
imagine  what  ktad  of  trial  you  would  get. 
Yet  there  are  many  dupes  ta  this  coun- 
try who.  ta  the  name  of  world  peace,  are 
willing  to  have  this  limitation  placed  on 
the  provisions  of  the  Constitution.  What 
is  peace  without  liberty?  I  am  surprised 
that  so  many  ministers  are  willing  to 


n 


m 


i  ■'■ 


I 

GONGR£SSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE 


Augu$t  20 


to  «Bdtomi  tbii  provi- 
ef  oar  OiMUtiiUoo  liiowkl  d«BM>pd 
ia^MBiiiMUoii  Iwfore  ve  csilmee 
it  I  MB  aa  ftrong  f  nr  world  peace  as 
aaoMme  In  ttila  eemtiy.  Inii  in  order  to 
iMne peaee Mid  «de|bi  am  not  wUUzic  to 
«ivei9airlltanr.  Tjbat  I  wffl  light  f or 
TiwanHnM  of  llioae.wbo  are  wUUng  to 
meeklr  wuieuder  tt)iei|r  own  Ubertar. 

X  di»  not  know  >liy  Aiaerlcan-bom 
cttfHna— tboae   vbeae   aneeetors   went 
thiough  wSL  our  wars  for  liberty — can  be 
irmmi4*^  at  tble  Ia|e  date  to  give  up 
any  U  tbe  freedoni  ijron  on  tbe  battle- 
fliMt  In  oar  hlstory.i  What  would  tbe 
<dd  patriots  who  f  ou^t  in  the  Revolu- 
tion, and  who  framed  the  Coostitutioii, 
thtnk  of  their  ofbprlite  who  In  \96A  are 
ao  eager  for  peace  that  they  are  willing 
to  surrmder  their  liberties?    I  hope  I 
shall  never  see  the  dajy  when  the  people 
of  this  oountry  cower  before  some  foreign 
potentate  ot  some  i^orld  government; 
when  they  are  afraid;to  address  or  peti- 
tion a  government,  add  do  their  thinking 
through  fear  and  nbt  through  reason. 
Those  who  live  in  dungeons,  shaclded 
with  dialns.  are  mcire  free  l^an  men 
who  do  not  dare  to  speak.   We  must  be 
growing  soft.     Sdmijmd  Burke  in  the 
Housed  Commons  said,  "It  is  easier  to 
make  fkoemen  slaved  than  slaves  free- 
men." ■  As  long  as  #e  are  ccnnf  ortable 
and  dd  not  have  to  Ikoe  war.  are  we  to 
qutetlF  ntrrender  to  ihe  enslavonent  of 
our  minds,  which  is  4orse  than  the  en- 
slavement of  our  pe|rsons?    I  think  not;^ 
and  as  sooii  as  the  pcqpki  of  this  country' 
realise  iHiat  is  sUoout  to  be  done  to  them 
by  a  sinister  organiilatlon  like  a  world 
government,  hatched  [up  and  planned  by 
the  united  Nations,  tpey  wUl  rise  up  in 
thetr  ml^t  and  drive  these  money 
<dianger8  oiit  of  thejt^nple.    Do  these 
plottoES  brieve  the  Atnerlcan  people  will 
be  willing  to  play  Uttle  Red  Riding  Hood 
and  let  the  wolves  devour  our  Oonstitu- 
timi  and  place  liberty-loving  people  in  a 
straltlaeket? 

I  wia  answer  them  now.  We  will  not 
doit. 


TW  Velbt  Record  «f  Tew  UaiieJ  Stales 
Kspteisalstivs  m  Ceagress,  HaroU  C 


JULTXNttlON  dlf  REMARKS 

li(m.liAR01>C.HAGEN 

or  aaMM^sotA 

IN  TBM  BOUSI  OV  BJPVBSSSRTATIVIS 

FrUtay.  Augulft  20, 19S4 

lir.  HAQEN  of]  Minnesota.  Mr. 
i^Deaker.  for  six  successive  campaigns  I 
have  circularised  my  i  district  and  every 
voter  there  should  kD0w  that  I  am  not  a 
Johzmy-«<mie-lateIy  ^n  parity.  I  have 
been  for  fuU  parity  fear  all  storaUe  farm 
produeto  in  my  12  years  of  the  oflicial 
life.  r 

In  the  12  jrears  I  hate  been  in  Congress 
there  have  been  more  than  300  laws 
passed  benefiting  the  veterans,  their 


widows  and  dependents,  and  creating 
(qKwrtunities  for  the  millions  of  young 
men  who  were  in  our  Armed  Forces  in 
the  fcnrm  of  educati<m.  farm  training. 
and  the  learning  of  U-ades.  I  have  voted 
In  every  case  for  those  who  made  (he 
saerlfioe  of  giving  up  from  1  to  7  years 
of  their  life  to  protecting  this  Natipn. 
In  tbe  past  9  years  Congress  has  voted 
these  billicms  to  foreign  nations,  mostly 
in  cash  or  in  materials  of  war.  With  the 
exception  of  aid  to  arm  Turkey  gnd 
Greece.  I  have  voted  against  all  of  tbese 
give-away  programs.  I  was  overseas 
twice — 1945  and  1953 — and  learned  that 
potentates  and  dictators  and  politicians 
were  using  American  taxpayers'  money 
to  further  their  own  selfish  desires  and 
that  many  Americans  were  riding  the 
gravy-train  over  there  and  billions  of 
these  dollars  have  been  wasted. 

I  believe  that  charity  begins  at  hoine. 
I  believe  we  should  take  some  of  these 
unions  and  build  better  farm-to-market 
roads,  hospitals,  and  above  all,  schools 
because  our  entire  educational  structure 
in  America  Is  in  jeopardy  for  lack  of 
facilities  to  educate  our  children  and  our 
children's  children.  I  also  believe  we 
should  take  some  of  this  money  we  l^ave 
l^n  giving  away  and  give  our  old  people 
higher  pensions  and  assistance  and  teke 
care  of  our  own  problems  first. 

The  farm  surplus  problem  has  been 
greatly  added  to  by  imports  of  foreign 
farm  producte.  Tens  of  millions  of  dol- 
lars worth  of  cheaply  produced  gr^in. 
dairy  producte.  oils,  cheese,  wool,  and 
other  farm  commodities  that  compete 
with  American-produced  commodities 
are  coming  into  the  Nation  under  the 
so-called  Reciprocal  Trade  Treaty  law. 
In  my  12  years  as  Congressman  I  have 
always  voted  against  extension  of  this 
law  because  I  realize  that  some  nations 
produce  farm  producte  and  pay  wageB  as 
low  as  30  cente  to  50  cente  per  day  for 
farm  labor.  The  American  stendard  of 
living  and  wages  cannot  stand  that  kind 
of  cheap  competition. 

Briefly,  my  record  on  some  of  the 
importent  issues  before  the  Congres  in 
recent  years  follows. 

We  are  in  a  transition  from  a  wartime 
to  a  peacetime  economy.  Becavise  of 
this  some  segmente  of  our  economy  are 
being  badly  hurt.  To  ease  those  harm- 
ful effecte,  here  is  how  I  have  voted: 

For  increased  social-security  benefite 
and  to  improve  the  present  program. 

For  placing  all  aged  under  social  secu- 
ri^  so  that  present  inadequate  oldrage 
pension  system  can  be  given  a  better 
substitote  program  for  our  old  people. 

Fbr  Increased  imemployment  compen- 
sation benefite  and  to  extend  the  benefite 
to  1  year. 

For  9a  to  100  percent  parity  for  dgiry. 
wheat,  and  other  farm  products-^-see 
paragraph  1. 

For  mcreased  school,  hospitel,  and 
necessary  pubUc  works — aids  to  create 
more  employment. 

For  increased  road  aids  with  special 
emphasis  on  farm-to-market  roads  to 
create  more  employment  and  give  farm- 
ers better  highways. 

For  increased  REIA  electric  and  tele- 
phone loans  to  help  northern  Minnesota 
rural  areas  and  to  create  more  employ- 
ment. 


For  increased  retirement  benefits  and 
Increased  tex  exemptions  for  persdns  re- 
ceiving retirement  benefite. 

For  increased  pensions  and  benefite 
for  disabled  veterans  and  their  depend- 
ents— see  paragraph  2. 

For  increased  and  easier  loans  and 
credite  to  homeowners,  small  business, 
farmers,  and  veterans. 

For  t,ax  reduction  to  incomes  below 
$5,000,  and  for  greater  medical  deduc- 
tions and  deductions  for  studente  while 
attending  college. 

To  help  balance  the  budget  and  lower 
texes,  here  is  how  I  have  voted: 

Against  dishing  out  $60  billion  all  over 
the  world — see  paragraphs  3  and  t. 

Against  imnecessary  and  wasteful 
military  spending  which  weakens  our 
defense  rather  than  strengthens  it. 
Supported  building  up  of  our  Air  Force. 

Against  increasing  our  national  debt 
and  passing  on  our  bills  to  our  children. 

Against  importe  of  foreign  goods  that 
create  imemployment  and  loss  of  income 
to  American  farmers,  workers,  and  busi- 
ness— see  paragraph  5. 

Against  foreign  entanglemente  which 
are  sapping  our  blood  and  money,  mak- 
ing enemies  aU  over  the  world.  If  the 
United  Stetes  had  not  played  Santo 
Claus  and  dished  out  over  $100  billion — 
no  country  in  the  world  could  afford  a 
war  or  fight  a  war.  If  Communist  Rus- 
sia had  not  been  given  many  billfons  of 
dollars  even  Russia  could  not  altord  to 
start  any  wars. 


The  OatstsadiBf  AccompliskmeBtl  of  Iks 
83d  CoBfrcss 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARE^S 
or 

HON.  CARROLL  D.  KEARjNS 

OF  PCMNSTLVAIflA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REFRESENTATrVXS 

Friday,  August  20. 1954 

.  Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Speaker,  under 
leave  to  extend  my  remarks.  I  Include 
herewith  the  following  outetanding  ac- 
complishments of  the  83d  Congress : 

First.  Two  million  six  thousand  dol- 
lars authorized  for  preservation  of 
Presque  Isle  Peninsula  in  Erie,  Pa. 

Second.  Appropriation  of  approxi- 
mately $300,000  for  improvement  and  re- 
pair of  Erie  Airport. 

Third.  Approval  of  $500,000  multiple- 
purpose  building  for  Sharon,  Pa. 

Fourth.  Income  taxes  cut  10  percent; 
excise  taxes  cut  50  percent;  tex  law  re- 
vised.   Total  tex  saving  $7.4  bilUon. 

Fifth.  Korean  war  ended.  Seised  ini- 
tiative for  peace;  new  foreign  policy 
based  on  firmness  and  strength. 

Sixth.  Appropriations  for  1954>-55  cut 
$64  billion  below  appropriations  of  pre- 
vious Congress  in   1952-53. 

Seventh.  Federal  spending  in  195S-54 
cut  $6.7  billion  below  amount  spent  in 
1952-53. 

Eighth.  Social-security  coverajge  ex- 
tended to  10  million  more  cltlzebs  and 
benefite  increased.  Unemployment  in- 
surance expanded  to  4  million  more 
persons. 


195^ 
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Ninth.  Communist  Party  stripped  of 
all  legal  rights  and  Red  Infiltration  of 
unions  checked;  50  Communist  Party 
leaders  convicted;  03  alien  subversives 
deported ;  02  organisations  added  to  sub- 
versive list :  2  486  secmrity  risks  separated 
from  Government  service. 

Tenth.  More  Stote  control  provided 
for  modem  highway  program  of  almost 
$2  billion  in  1950  and  1957. 

Eleventh.  New  farm  price  program 
adopted  to  protect  farmers  and  develop 
exporte  of  farm  producte. 

Twelfth.  St.  lAwrence  Seaway  im- 
proved. 

Thirteenth.  Stronger  defense  program 
adopted.  Heavier  reliance  on  atomic 
weapons  and  airpower.  Air  Force  Acad- 
emy estoblished. 

Fourteenth.  Wage,  price,  rent,  and 
materials  controls  ended. 

Fifteenth.  New  housing  program  raises 
limite  on  Government-insured  home 
mortgages,  lowers  down  pasrmente,  makes 
home  ownership  easier  for  thousands. 

Sixteenth.  Investigations  underway 
Into  200  housing  frauds;  23  I^A  per- 
sonnel convicted,  34  indicted. 

Seventeenth.  Foreign  aid  for  1954-55 
$6  bUlion  below  1952-53.  Greater  em- 
phasis on  militery  aid  and  loans. 

Eighteenth.  Health  research  funds  in- 
creased. Three-year,  $182  million  hos- 
pital program  adopted. 

Nineteenth.  Atomic-energy  law  re- 
vised. 

Twentieth.  Segregation  ended  in 
Armed  Forces,  VA  hospitals.  Govern- 
ment agencies. 

Twenty-first.  Reorganization  plans 
adopted.  Department  of  Health,  Edu- 
cation, and  Welfare  created. 

Twenty-second.  RFC  abolished. 
Small  Business  Administration  estob- 
lished. Federal  operations  competing 
with  private  enterprise  sold  or  abolished. 

Twenty-third.  Offshore  tidelands  re- 
stored to  Stetes;  Federal  rlghte  safe- 
guarded. 

Twenty-foui-th.  Trade  Agreemente  Act 
extended  to  1955;  $1.3  billion  program 
adopted  for  disposal  abroad  of  farm 
surpluses;  Customs  Code  revised. 

Twenty-fifth.  Two  hundred  and  six- 
teen thousand  two  hundred  and  forty- 
three  unnecei>sary  Federal  jobs  abol- 
ished. 


Veterans'  Legislation  is  tkc  83d  Confrcss 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  aiZABETH  KEE 

op  WCST  vnUUK  lA 

IN  THX  HOUHB  OF  RSPRBSKNTATIVXS 

Friday.  August  20.  1954 

Mrs.  KEE.  Mr.  Speaker,  from  the 
earliest  days  of  our  coimtry  there  has 
been  a  consciousness  of  tbe  sacrifices 
made  by  the  veterans  of  our  Armed 
Forces,  and  tlie  Nation's  gratitude  has 
been  expressed  in  the  form  of  various 
special  programs  designed  for  relief,  pro- 
tection, and  benefit  for  them  and  their 
dependente. 

In  reviewing:  the  history  of  legislation 
pcrtelning  to  veterans  and  their  depend- 


ente. we  are  Impressed  with  two  funda- 
mental prloeii^  firmly  established  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  Stetes :  First. 
the  recognition  of  a  Federal  obligation 
to  im>vlde  liberal  benefite  for  those  who 
bore  the  ardors  of  service  and  their  de- 
pendente; and.  second,  a  constnxftive 
progress  in  development  of  the  system 
of  benefite  to  meet  changed  conditions 
and  resultant  needs. 

It  may  be  of  Interest  as  indicating  the 
msignitode  of  the  Government's  under- 
takings for  ite  veterans  and  their  de- 
pendente to  point  out  a  few  figures  on 
expenditures  and  numbers  participating 
in  some  of  the  major  programs. 

As  of  July  31,  1954,  there  were  20.903,- 
000  estimated  living  veterans.  Then 
there  were  3,378,270  cases  of  living  and 
deceased  veterans  on  the  active  compen- 
sation, pension,  and  retirement  rolls  of 
the  Veterans'  Administration.  More 
than  $25  bUlion  have  been  expended 
through  the  Veterans'  Administration 
and  ite  predecessor  agencies  for  these 
benefite  alone. 

More  than  8,000,000  veterans  have 
token  some  GI  bill  training  with  a  direct 
expenditure  by  the  Government  of  more 
than  $14^  billion.  More  than  600,000 
disabled  veterans  have  participated  in 
the  vocational  rehabllitetion  program 
for  the  World  War  II  and  Korean  confilct 
group  at  a  direct  cost  of  more  than  $1  ^ 
billion. 

Disbursemente  for  unemployment  and 
self-employment  allowances  for  World 
War  n  veterans  approached  $4  billion. 

More  than  3  V^  million  loans  have  been 
guaranteed  or  insured  under  the  OI  bill, 
most  of  them  being  loans  for  the  pur- 
chase or  construction  of  homes.  The 
default  rate  on  these  loans  has  been  very 
small,  a  record  of  which  the  Government 
may  well  be  proud  as  indicating  the  high 
character  of  ite  veteran  population. 

The  story  is  not  one  that  can  be  told 
merely  in  terms  of  laws,  nimibers,  or 
dollars.  The  whole  story  can  only  be 
foiuid  to  the  hearte  and  minds  of  the 
gitet  numbers  of  men  and  women  whose 
bodies  have  been  healed,  whose  minds 
have  been  improved,  whose  hands  have 
been  trained,  whose  families  have  been 
aided  and  protected,  and  whose  oppor- 
tunities to  regain  and  maintein  their 
positions  as  self-reliant,  happy,  and  use- 
ful cltirens  have  been  made  possible  by 
a  grateful  Government  and  a  grateful 
people. 

I  deem  it  a  high  privilege  and  a  dis- 
tinct honor  to  be  a  part  of  this  move- 
ment as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Veterans'  Affairs  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentetives.  In  my  work  with  this  com- 
mittee I  have  discovered  how  much  it 
has  contributed  toward  the  building  of 
this  great  structure  of  veterans'  benefite. 
The  traditions  of  the  committee  impel 
it  to  look  continually  to  the  welfare  of 
the  veteran  and  his  dependente  and  to 
strive  tirelessly  toward  providing  and 
perfecting  sound  legislative  provisions  in 
their  behalf. 

As  evidence  of  tbe  earnest  desire  of 
the  committee  to  safegiiard  the  legiti- 
mate totereste  of  our  veterans,  we  have 
in  the  83d  Congress  reported  favorably 
to  the  House  of  Representetives  36  bills 
of  which  25  are  now  law.  2  have  passed 


the  House  and  are  pending  in  the  Sen- 
ate, and  14  remain  on  the  House  Calen- 
dars. I  shall  not  try  to  cawtr  aU  of 
these  proposals,  but  would  like  to  men- 
tion some  of  the  important  measures. 

One  of  these  enactmente  Inrrciascii  bf 
5  percent  all  basic  and  certain  q)eclal 
monthly  wartime  rates  of  disability 
compensation  under  laws  administered 
by  the  Veterans'  Administration.  Aa 
increase  from  $75  to  $87  monthly  is  pro- 
vided in  t;he  wartime  rate  of  death  com- 
pensaUon  for  a  widow  without  children, 
and  from  $60  to  $'^  monthly  for  a  de- 
pendent mother  or  father  or  if  both  ai« 
dependent  from  $35  to  $40  each.  The 
peacetime  rates  of  death  compensation 
are  in  all  cases  80  percent  of  the  wartime 
rates — Public  Law  695.  83d  Congresa, 
approved  August  28.  1954. 

Similarly,  one  of  these  laws  Increased 
by  5  percent  all  monthly  rates  of  pen- 
sion— ^nonservice  connected — pasrable  to 
war  veterans  and  their  dependente,  with 
few  minor  exceptions — ^Public  Law  698, 
83d  Congress,  approved  August  28.  1954. 

Another  measure  which  was  first  con- 
sidered and  reported  by  our  committee, 
in  effect  freezes  a  rating  of  total  dis- 
ability or  permanent  total  disability  for 
compensation,  pension,  or  insurance 
purposes  if  the  veteran's  rating  has  been 
continuously  In  force  for  20  or  more 
years-^Publlc  Law  311. 83d  Congress,  ap- 
proved March  17,  1954. 

One  of  these  laws  provides  that  on 
and  after  June  27.  1950.  and  prior  to  a 
date  thereafter  to  be  determined  by  the 
President  or  the  Congress,  any  person 
who  suffers  a  disability  in  line  of  duty, 
and  not  the  result  of  his  or  her  own  mis- 
conduct while  en  route  under  orders  to 
report  to  a  place  for  final  acceptance, 
induction,  or  entry  upon  active  duty,  or 
whUe  at  such  place  or  en  route  home, 
shall  be  considered  to  have  Incurred 
such  disability  in  active  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces.  This  places  the  veterans 
of  the  Korean  confilct  on  a  pcu'ity  with 
veterans  of  World  Wars  I  and  n  in  this 
regard— Public  Law  463.  83d  Congress, 
approved  Jime  30.  1954. 

A  bill  from  our  committee,  which  be- 
came law,  provides  that  any  person  with 
service  of  at  least  90  days  in  the  Women's 
Army  Auxiliary  Corps  who.  prlw  to  the 
esteblishment   of   the   Women's   Army  . 
Corps,  was  honorsAly  discharged  for  dis-   '. 
ability  inciured  in  line  of  duty  render- 
ing her  unfit  to  perform  fiu*ther  service 
in  the  Corps  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
been  in  active  military  service  for  the  ■ 
purposes  of  laws  administered  by  the 
Veterans'    Administration — ^Public    Law 
650.  83d  Congress,  approved  August  24, 
1954. 

Another  law,  flowing  from  a  bill  re- 
ported by  the  committee  July  19.  1954. 
extends  by  1  year  the  time  for  initiating 
and  completing  courses  under  the  Ko- 
rean GI  bill,  thereby  allowing  3  years 
in  which  to  start  such  coiurses  instead  \ 
of  the  prior  limitation  ot  2  years.    It  ^ 
also  extendsfMbm  7  to  8  years  the  period  ' 
f (blowing  diMDarge  or  release  from  serv- 
ice   or    following    termination    of    the 
period  beginning  June  37.  1050.  which- 
ever is  the  earlier,  within  which  a  vet- 
eran must  complete  his  education  or 
training.    Further,   it   grante   trainees 
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riiillii  Um  M.  7itli  OonirMi.  who 
jamwated  fnm  eom^eting 
Iv  iMHoa  «(  kUfatailttj  or  cor- 
b(  dlMlMrie  4i  acMlitnnal  yeMS 
to  T'-H*'***  their  coujrawi    PwhWe  L*w 
§10.  Od  OoagrcM»  i^Vlroved  August  20. 

MM- 

ProflBkm  was  Hiade  for  the  automatic 

Moeval  of  kfvel  ^rcoitaim  term  insur- 
•nee  at  the  ezpteatk^  of  the  S-year 
term.  Tbls  Is  a  dcllibMe  proteotUm  to 
inured  fetcraas  whoj  c^lierwise  might 
fail  to  take  tlme^  a^on  to  ocmtinue 
their  poUeles—PahUeJtAw  148.  83d  Oon- 
greas.  apvcoved  July  23,  1953. 

The  Committee  on  Veteraas*  Affairs 
has  been  fq[«ti<*n"y  ylgilant  c(»eemii« 
the  hom;dtal.  and  medical  treatment 
rii^ts  of  Teterans.  Itihas  bem  anxious 
to  see  that  no  unwarranted  curb  be 
plaeed  on  these  rights.  Tlie  Subcfnn- 
mittee  on  Honrftals.  of  which  I  am  a 
member,  held  lengthy  hearings  on  the 
matter  m  1953  at  which  veterans'  organ- 
isations and  (rther  giioups  were  reifte- 
seated* 

Shortly  after  the  ajdoption  of  House 
Resolution  34,  authorizing  the  commit- 
tee to  make  an  inspejction  of  the  Vet- 
erans' Adnainistration,!  our  subcommittee 
on  hogpltals  devised  la  comprehensive 
questionnaire  which  was  submitted  to 
each  cme  of  the  161  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration installations  throughout  the 
country.  This  questignnalre  asked  such 
pertinent  questions  las  the  average 
length  of  stay,  the  acmal  number  of  pa- 
tients in  the  hospital  at  the  time,  the 
number  of  consultantsi  the  number  of  at- 
tending physicians,  the  type  of  hospital 
care  provided,  and  soj  forth.  The  data 
from  the  rfa>Ues  were  published  as  House 
Committee  Print  53,  together  with  a  se- 
ries of  IS  tablea  prepared  at  the  subcom- 
mittee's request  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Census.  This  studb^  has  been  acclaimed 
as  one  of  the  best  docxmients  ever  pre- 
pared in  this  field. 

You  are  aware,  of  course,  of  the  form 
P-10  addendum  which  was  adopted  by 
the  Veterans'  Administration  requiring 
the  listing  of  assets  and  liabilities  in  non- 
service-connected  cases.  By  a  resolution 
of  March  24. 1854,  the  committee  recog- 
nized that  this  addendiun  does  not  pre- 
clude hosiritalization  for  needy  cases,  ex- 
pressed its  approval  of  present  unlimited 
hospitalization  for  service-connected 
veterans,  urged  cooperation  of  all  con- 
cerned la  the  new  admission  policy  to 
give  it  a  fair  trial  before  any  final  conclu-r 
slon  is  reached  on  its  feasibility,  resolved 
that  no  legislation  be  considered  until 
the  effect  of  the  new  policy  is  determined, 
registered  an>roval  of  the  continued 
hospitaUsatlen  of  non-serviee-eonnected 
neuropsychlatric  and  tubercular  veter- 
ans, and  declared  approval  of  the  con- 
tinued hospitalization  of  other  non-serv- 
ice-connected veteran  groups  where  beds 
are  available  and  the  veteran  does  not 
have  the  ability  to  pay  for  private  hos- 
pltaUsation. 

Legislation  enacted  in  the  83d  Con- 
gress, otiieir  than  that  mentioned  as 
emanating  from  the  Committee  on  Vet- 
erans' Affairs,  but  which  nonetheless  had 
the  consideration  of  the  memliers  of  the 
e(Hnmlttee,  tneliided  the  following  as 
salient  measures: 

The  Houslns  Act  of  1954  which  made 
vsurlous  provisions  affecting  loan  assist- 


aaee  under  the  GI  bill,  including  the 
extension  of  the  $7,500  home-loan  guar- 
anty provisions  to  locms  for  the  altera- 
tion, improvement,  or  repair  of  veterans' 
homes  under  certain  conditions.  a|id 
provisions  for  warranty  by  the  seller  or 
builder  that  a  family  dwelling  of  a  oer- 
ta^  type  substantially  conforms  with 
Idans  and  specifications  where  loan  guar- 
anty is  to  be  made— Public  Law  560,  t3d 
Congress,  approved  August  2,  1954. 

On  the  1st  of  June  of  this  year  the 
Presideat  approved  an  enactment  of 
Congress  which  changed  the  name  of 
the  annual  legal  holiday  known  as 
Armistice  Day  to  a  new  name  to  be 
known  as  Veterans'  Day.  On  this  anntial 
occasion  we  shall  honor  all  of  the  vet- 
erans and  all  of  those  who  have  died  in 
service,  including  those  who  served  in 
the  early  wars,  in  World  War  I.  World 
War  n.  the  Korean  conflict,  and  at  other 
times  and  places.  Thus,  their  supreme 
contribution  to  the  survival  and  progress 
of  this  Nation  will  always  be  recognfesed 
by  every  citizen— Public  Law  380,  B3d 
Congress,  approved  June  1.  1954. 

Still  another  law  extends  to  the  sons 
of  persons  who  have  died  or  who  may 
die  as  a  result  of  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  during  the  Korean  conflict  the 
same  opportunities  for  appointment  to 
the  Military,  Naval,  and  Air  Force  Acaul- 
emles  as  are  now  available  to  the  sons 
of  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  who 
have  died  or  who  may  die  as  a  result  of 
service  In  World  Wars  I  and  11 — Public 
Law  381,  83d  Congress,  approved  June  3, 
1954. 

Ihe  major  benefits  now  available  for 
veterans  and  their  dependents  include. 
first,  compensation  for  wartime  and 
peacetime  veterans  for  disability  or 
death  due  to  service;  second,  pension  for 
nonservice-connected  disability  or  death 
for  wailime  service,  or  service  on  or  after 
June  27,  1950,  and  before  such  date  as 
shall  tiiereafter  be  determined  by  Presi- 
dential proclamation  or  concurrent  reso- 
lution of  the  Congress:  third,  medical 
and  domillclary  care  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration  for  service-connected 
disabiliUes  or.  imder  certain  conditions, 
for  nonservice-connected  disability  for 
veterans  who  served  during  a  war,  or  on 
or  after  June  27,  1950,  or  if  dischai^ed 
for  line  of  duty  disability  or  if  in  receipt 
of  compensation  iox  service-connected 
disability;  fourth,  outpatient  treatment 
for  veterans  with  service-connected  dis- 
abilities at  Veterans'  Administration 
hospitals  or  clinics  or  from  approved  pri- 
vate physicians,  all  Spanish -American 
War  veterans  being  presumed  to  have 
service-connected  disabilities  for  this 
purpose;  fifth,  vocational  rehabilitation 
to  ovei'come  a  handicap  because  of  a 
compensable  service-connected  disabil- 
ity for  veterans  of  World  War  n  and 
those  serving  on  or  after  June  27.  If 50; 
sixth,  education  and  training  regardless 
of  service  connection  for  veterans  of 
World  War  n  and  those  who  served  on 
or  after  Jime  27.  1950 ;  seventh,  guaran- 
teed or  Insured  home,  farm,  or  business 
loans  under  titie  m  of  the  Servicemen's 
Readjustment  Act.  as  amended,  for  vet- 
erans of  World  War  U  or  with  service 
on  or  after  June  27,  1950,  and  unre- 
married widows  of  such  veterans  who 
died  of  a  service-connected  condition; 
eighth.  United  States  Government  life 


insurance.  Issued  prior  to  April  25^  1851. 
for  World  War  I  veterans,  but  ne  such 
new  Insurance  may  be  Issued  since  April 
25.    1951.    except    in    certain    specified 
cases;  ninth.  National  Service  lljre  In- 
surance issued  prior  to  April  25.  1051. 
and  the  issuance  of  such  new  Instance 
after  that  date  in  certain  specified  cases; 
tenth,  free  indemnity  to  survivors  In  ttie 
immediate  family  of  persons  dying  in  the 
Armed  Forces  on  and  after  June  27, 1950. 
in    the    amount    of    $10,000,    less    any 
amount   of    Government   insurance    in 
force;  eleventh,  a  contribution  by  the 
Government  of  $1,600  towards  the  pur- 
chase price  of  an  automobile  or  other 
conveyance  for  veterans  of  World  War 
n  or  those  serving  on  or  after  June  27. 
1950,  and  who  are  entitled  to  compen- 
sation for  the  loss  or  permanent  loss  of 
use,  of  one  or  both  feet,  or  one  or  both 
hands,  or  for  permanent  visual  impair- 
ment of  both  eyes  to  a  prescribed  degree; 
and  twelfth,  for  a  war  or  peacetime  vet- 
eran entitled  to  compensation  for  perma- 
nent and  total  directly  service-ccBinect- 
ed  disability  for  loss  or  loss  of  use.  of 
both  legs  due  to  certain  specific  condi- 
tions such  as  to  prevent  him  from  mov- 
ing about  without  the   aid   of  braces, 
crutches,  canes,  or  a  wheelchair,  a  Fed- 
eral grant  of  not  more  than  50  percent 
of  the  cost  of  a  specially  adapted  home 
or  a  maximum  of  $10,000  with  which  to 
buy  or  build  a  new  home,  or  remodel  an 
existing  home,  or  pay  off  indebtedness  on 
such  a  special  home  already  acquired. 
We  have  today  a  system  of  veiterans' 
benefits   which   is   without   parallel   In 
other  nations.     It   is  a   shining  mani- 
festation of  the  grateful  spirit  of  the 
American  people.    It  is  a  feature  of  our 
national  life  which  is  in  keeping  with 
the   p>osition   of   leadership   which   this 
country  now  occupies  in  the  world.    I 
know  you  will  all  join  me  in  the  high 
resolve  that  as  a  Nation  we  shall  never 
forget  the  enduring  patriotism  of  those 
who  have  so  nobly  served  in  our  first  line 
of  defense. 


The  Republican  Record 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARK]B 

HON.  EDWARD  MARTIN 

or  PENNSYLVANIA 

IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 
Friday.  August  20,  1954 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Congressional  Record  a  statement 
I  have  prepared. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

The  Republicans  always  run  on  their  rec- 
ord. 

The  record  of  the  Republican  83d  Con- 
gress is  outstanding. 

The  record  of  the  Elsenhower  adniinia- 
tratlon  is  praiseworthy. 

Together,  In  2  years,  the  Congress  and 
the  administration  have  cut  the  cost  of 
Government  $64  billion. 

Taxes  have  been  reduced  by  $7.4  billion. 

TTie  first  revision  of  our  system  of  taxation 
in  more  than  three -fourths  of  a  centmry  has 
been  enacted.     The  purpose  was  to  cure  In- 
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equalltlM  and  to  glv*  hrip  to  th« 
American.  Xbm  wldom.  Um  agwl.  Xtom  ntlrvd. 
and  tb«  parents  of  children  In  ■obooL 

The  ensctmert  of  t  new  eocUl  aeeurlty 
law  covering  an  additional  10  million  Amer- 
icans and  increasing  beneflta  for  0.6  mllllOQ 
already  covered. 

The  enactment  of  the  Ivfeet  highway  pro- 
gram In  the  history  of  the  Nation,  and  re- 
turning to  the  states  practtcally  all  of  the 
gasoline  taxes  ccllectad  by  the  Federal  Gtov- 
ernment. 

The  enactmetit  of  a  lease  purchsee  bill 
which  wUI  perir  it  the  OoTemment  to  own 
public  buildings  now  being  leased,  without 
additional  national  cost.  Within  26  years 
this  win  add  sereral  billion  dollars  to  the 
assets  of  the  Pedural  Oovemment  and  permit 
the  Government  to  give  better  serrlce. 

The  omnibus  flood  control  bill  of  more 
than  a  billion  dollars  wlU  increase  the  fadU- 
tles  of  water  tnmsportatlon  In  all  parts  of 
the  United  Stat'W.  Improve  rivers  and  har- 
bors, end  add  tc>  our  flood-eontrol  projects. 
In  this  bill,  among  many  other  approvals, 
Pennsylvania  was  authorised  S91  mUllon  for 
deepening  the  Delaware  River  channel  from 
Philadelphia  to  Trenton.  This  Is  bound  to 
create  long-term  employment  and  Industrial 
development. 

The  Elsenhowfr  administration  Is  clean- 
ing out  communism  In  the  United  States. 
Exactly  3.429  doubtful  risks  have  been  re- 
moved from  the  employment  of  our  Oovem- 
ment. 

The  internal  security  of  our  country  has 
been  strengthened  by  eight  newly  enacted 
antl-Communlst  laws. 

The  CommunUit  Party  has  been  outlawed. 

Labor  unions  whose  membership  has  be- 
come ConununU.t  infiltrated  will  not  be 
recognized  by  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board. 

Peacetime  spying  has  been  made  a  capital 
offense. 

The  statute  of  limitations  on  peacetime 
espionage  was  eliminated. 

Our  defense  plints  will  be  protected  from 
Communist  infiltration  by  a  rigid  system  of 
security. 

Unemployment  ocnnpensation  ooversge 
was  Increased. 

The  atomic  entTgy  law  was  revised  to  per- 
mit development  and  use  of  atomic  energy 
by  private  IndTisixy. 

The  hospital  cc  nstructlon  program  of  $182 
million  was  approved. 

Ibe  Small  Business  Administration  was 
established  on  a  permanent  basis. 

Federal  eqtilty  In  submerged  lends  beyond 
State  boundarlee  was  eetabUshed. 

The  housing  program  was  approved. 
stimulating  hom<!  ownership  and  encourag- 
ing the  modernization  and  repair  of  homes. 

A  new  agricultural  law  was  enacted  to 
protect  farmers  en  the  price  of  thlngsJ^hey 
sell  and  to  develop  eiport  marketV  for 
American  farm  products. 

The  SLS  bllllor.  fsrm-surplus  program  for 
disposal  abroad  was  adopted. 

Twelve  new  reorganisation  i^ana  were 
enacted  to  provide  for  greater  Oovemment 
economy  and  efBciency. 

BeneflU  to  veterans  and  their  famUlea 
have  been  Increased. 

The  customs  code  was  revised  and 
amended  to  eliminata  inaqultlas  and  in- 
efficiency. 

Wage,  price,  rent,  and  materials  controls 
were  ended. 

Foreign  aid  wia  revised,  with  provision 
for  a  large  percentage  of  aid  In  the  form 
of  loans  rather  t)ian  grants. 

Defense  was  strengthened,  but  mlUtary 
spending  wu  reduced. 

The  Elsenhower  admlnlstratloo.  by  flrm- 
neas  of  policy,  1h  transferring  our  country 
from  a  wartime  to  a  peacetime  economy. 
The  unemployment,  regardleai  of  the  fact 
that  our  population  has  increased  SlJt 
mlUlon  since  1939,  is  one-third  of  what  It 
was  at  that  tlmo  under  a  Democratic  ad- 
ministration. 


Tluoaglk  the  wise  leedsrahlp  at  tbe 
bower  administration  we  attained 
Tbe  Borsaa  Defense  Pact  was  ratlfledl 

Mow  let  ue  look  at  our  State.  During  the 
last  »4  years,  tbs  BepubUcans  have  been  In 
power  83  years.   What  has  been  the  result? 

Otir  taxee  are  lower  per  ci^ta  than  ttaree> 
qtiarters  of  the  Statee. 

Our  rivers  and  harbors  have  been  Im- 
proved and  cleaned  of  pollution. 

Our  systems  of  pubUc  welfare,  aid  to  the 
hUnA,  publle  health,  and  pubUo  education 
are  looked  upon  by  moet  States  in  the  Union 
as  standards  of  ezceUence. 

By  careful  administration  we  have  en- 
couraged agricttltinv,  labor,  and  Industry. 

We  had  the  first  compensation  laws  In 
the  United  Statee. 

We  have  the  finest  transportatlom  system 
In  the  country. 

We  have  the  finest  highway  system  of 
any  StaU  and  the  greatest  mileage  of  Im- 
proved highways  In  America. 

We  have  a  greater  diversity  of  Industry 
than  any  similar  area  in  the  world. 

We  have  ITOXMO  famlly-slaed  farms. 

Our  workmen  are  more  highly  sJOUed  than 
those  to  be  found  anywhere  else. 

We  have  more  churches  and  accredited 
colleges  than  any  other  State  in  the  Union. 

All  tbeee  combined  make  us  the  arsenal 
of  democracy  and  a  mighty  cultural,  agri- 
cultural, oommerclal.  and  Industrial  empire 
without  equal. 

Do  we  want  to  take  a  chance  on  return- 
ing to  tbe  theory  of  tax  and  tax  and  spend 
and  spend? 

Do  we  want  higher  taxes? 

Do  we  want  corruption  In  Oovemment 
with  Communists  and  fellowtravelers  In  high 
places? 

Do  we  want  controls  on  our  businees  and 
our  natural  resoxu-cee? 

Do  we  want  an  administration  that  says 
taxes  can  be  reduced  without  reducing  Oov- 
emment expendittu«s? 

This  Is  demagoguery  <rf  the  worst  order — 
it  Is  Impossible  to  reduce  taxes  unlees  Gov- 
ernment expenditures  and  commitments  are 
MMTespondlngly  curtailed. 

Tbe  BepubUcans  in  Pennsylvania  and 
America  have  a  great  record  on  which  to  run. 
The  Republican  record  over  the  yean  has 
been  one  of  great  accomplishments. 

The  a  years  of  the  Ksenhower  adminis- 
tration have  been  years  of  great  accomplish- 
ment in  the  fineet  Republican  traditions. 

Seldom  In  history  has  so  much  been  done 
for  the  people  in  so  short  a  time. 

We  stand  st  the  threshold  of  a  great  new 
era  In  America. 

The  long-range,  fsr-sighted  Republican 
program  for  Pennsylvania  and  for  our  Na- 
tion must  go  forward  vigorously  and  forth- 
rlghtly  with  a  Republican  President,  a  Re- 
publican Congrees,  a  Republican  Oovemor, 
and  a  Republican  legislature. 


StateBMBl 
RaBfiMbylkt 
of  Polaad 


PersccatiMi    of 
Govcreacat 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  MICHAEL  A.  FEIGHAN 

or  OHIO 

IN  THB  HOUSI  OF  RXPRBSENTATTVIS 

Friday.  August  20, 1954 

Mr.  FEIOHAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  not  so 
long  ago  the  people  of  the  free  world 
were  shocked  upon  hearing  about  the 
Russian  Communists'  mistreatment  of 
that  great  Polish  patriots  Cardinal 
Wyasynskl.  When  the  Russism  Com- 
munists found  that  they  could  not  bend 


Cardinal  wyaaynskl  to  thetr  evil  wlB 
they  resorted  to  their  usual  practloe  of 
house  arrest  followed  hy  the  din^ipear- 
anoe  of  their  opponent,  f^r^f^^i 
wyaiynskl  had  no  fear  of  tbe  terror  oi 
the  Kremlin  and  openly  chaDenged  the 
Communists  for  thdr  pemcution  of 
religion  and  their  oppreaskm  ot  the  Po- 
lish people.  For  his  courageous  «tand 
he  paid  the  penalty  of  arrest  and  imprla- 
onmenL 

Right  here  in  Washington  the  QuJaUng 
Pedes,  who  act  as  stooges  for  the  Russian 
Communists,  then  carried  on  a  propa- 
ganda program  in  the  United  States  in 
an  effort  to  convince  the  American  peo« 
pie  that  the  surviying  CathoUe  bishopa 
of  Poland  had  entered  Into  an  agree- 
ment with  the  Ccxnmunist  occupiers  of 
Poland — ^which  would  guarantee  the 
peaceful  coexistence  betwem  religian 
and  communism  in  Poland.  This  actkm. 
of  course,  was  a  gross  vlolatton  of  the 
rules  of  diplomacy  and  common  decency. 
While  it  proved  again  that  thejw-called 
diplomatic  missions  of  the  f  satellite 
countries  to  the  United  States  are  noth- 
ing but  spy  and  propaganda  nests.  I 
r^ret  to  say  that  no  action  has  as  yet 
been  taken  by  the  executive  branch  of 
our  Government  to  correct  this  danger- 
ous situation. 

On  the  occasion  of  these  events, 
which  happened  almost  simultaneously, 
I  joined  with  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Tennessee,  the  Honorable  Esm 
KEPAmmt,  in  making  a  pubUc  statement 
condemning  these  actions  of  OMnmunist 
aggression  against  the  freedom-lovinc 
people  of  Poland.  Under  unanimous 
consent,  I  Include  in  the  Rxcokd  the 
statement  issued  Jointly  by  us  at  that 
time: 


STATxamrr  bt  BsirAToe  Ectbs  K^Amrai,  or 

TXNNKSSXX,  SHS  COHCaaSSaCAM  IXXCBAKL  A. 

FxxoHAiv,  or  Ohio,  Condbickixo  PMsituy 
Tioif  or  RxLiGioif  BT  THS  CoicKUinaT  Oovi 
XKKMXNT  or  Poijuro,  OcTona  13,  1963 
The  entire  world  has  been  shocked  by  tbe 
brutal  action  of  the  Polish  Communist  gov- 
ernment   arbitrarily    removing    from    oflloe      ^ 
Stefan  Cardinal  Wyszynskl.  Primate  of  Po- 
land.   This  event  took  place  over  the  week- 
end of  September  36.  1063.    This  action  was 
taken  without  formal  charges  being  placed, 
without  even  the  usual  mock  trial  so  charac- 
teristic of  tbe  Conununlst  system. 

While  the  arbitrary  removal  of  tbe  cardinal 
as  head  of  the  Catholic  Church  In  Pola^id 
has  been  cofirmed,  a  great  deal  of  myStery 
remains  concerning  the  manner  In  whlcb  it 
was  carried  out  and  where  the  Cardinal  Is 
presently  detained.  "Hie  Polish  Oovenunent 
has  broadcast  a  statonent  "^'"'"g  tbe 
cardinal  of  violating  the  agreement  of  AprU 
1950  between  tbe  cburch  and  the  govera- 
ment.  Ilils  so-called  agreentent  has  been 
described  ss  tbe  modus  Tlvendl  tbrougb 
which  the  peaceful  coextstenee  of  cbureh 
and  state  would  bs  made  posstble. 

The   Polish   Bmbaasy   In  Washington  on 
September    36.    1963.    released    a   statement 
which  seeks  to  establish  tbe  ooncutrenoe  of 
the  remaining  CathoUc  bUbopa  In  Potuid 
with  the  removal  from  ofllce  at  tbe  cardlnaL 
A  reading  of  this  press  release  sbows  that    < 
It  Is  elthM^  s  complete  falsehood  or  sotne  of 
the  remaining  bishops  of  Poland  were  forced' 
to  Issue  it  under  drcumstancse  at  extreane 
duress.     The    Polish   Bmbassy    Is   obvlouslv 
engaged  In  a  propaganda  campaign  to  dlstar^  ^ 
the  facts  and  keep  the  real  truth  conoemlnf 
thetr  persecution  at  reUgkm  from  the  Aaaarl- 
can  people. 

The  Polish  Ambassador  to  tbe  UaMa« 
Statee  bas  In  ths  past  i 
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Ibto  li  taattflr  •  oolnrtrtwif.  It  to  ftod 
dbtottr  vtth  CM  «M  or  Cwtftnai  wjriBjaikL 
Ob  ma  t.  IM*.  1>M  VoUah  Mrttopa  ooafer- 

aaa.  mb»  ft  tooff  «Dd  bMode  Bnaorandiim 
to  F»HMHrt  BolMlaw  Btarot.  Tbls  nam- 
onutum.  wta  fortli  tb»  notetton*  ty  tiM 
■uwniBuat  flC  tta«  BWMlui  livmdi  agnainant 
•^•bltalMd  la  Apfil  19M.  It  statM  in  dear 
and  u»wg>oqi  laagiukg*  th*  dtehoHol  pUn 
of  tiM  Stat*  to  «lttier  oomplctelj  di 
irilglOB  or  ttate  It  »  ▼>— 1  verruit  of 
Bmniam.  Mom  tHaa  anythtnc  alM  tt 
tlM  hMolB  BtxaRlM  oC  CBulctlaB  life  agaliut 
■tlwMlo  rfw— T**"***"  In  tb*  twttl*  now  rag- 
!■(  kL  EMand.  "nUs  btotorle  document  con- 
dndeewtth  tke  foUowiag' etateaeent:  "Tha 
poUah  epieec^ate  demands  from  tlie  ooimeil 
of  mlnlsten  tliat.  In  accordance  wlU»  article 
sa,  point  T  of  tbe  eonetltatlon  of  the  PoUah 
pMplelB  BepnMie.  It  vndertake  tbe  defenM 
of  tbe  rlgbta  of  CatboUee  la  the  FoUab 
Feople^  ■apablle.'* 

B  li,  tlMtafOfe,  bardly  a  colnddenne  that 
tlie  Mtob  AmtTaeeerVTT  to  tbe  United  States 
abould  be  BlTlng  vide  distribution  of  Kngllsh 
t^  copies  of  the  constitution  of  tbe  Com- 
munist Pollab  People's  Republic  at  this  per- 
tleidar  time.  It  is  apparmit  that  be  Is  taking 
an  aetrre  part  In  tbe  Polish  Communist 
propaganda  campalgB  here  In  Aaaerlca— cal- 
culated to  deeelve  and  mislead  tbe  Aaierlcan 
people.  Tbls  is  In  violation  of  every  accepted 
norm  of  diplomacy.  What  Is  mora  impor- 
tant is  that  this  conqilracy  must  be  brought 
to  public  attention  and  appropriate  action 
taken  by  our  Ooremment. 

Hm  Tiolent  peraeoutlon  of  religion  In  Po- 
land Is  a  erimo  which  must  be  Tlgoroosly 
eondemnsd.  l»eedom  of  religion  Is  a  prime 
reqvlalte  to  peace  and  tbose  who  violate-  it 
andanger  tha  security  of  all  freoncn.  All 
Americans,  no  matter  what  their  religious 
bellefi  may  \)t,  will  view  the  OommualBt  ef- 
fort to  stamp  out  religion  In  Poland  as  a 
threat  to  peace. 

The  Oovemment  of  the  United  States  can 
perform  a  ssrvlce  to  all  mankind  by  expoeing 
the  Communist  [iropaganda  campaign  being 
carried  on  In  the  Uiilted  States  through  the 
Polish  Smbassy  and  by  making  an  ofBclal 
protest  against  the  diabolical  persecution  of 
rellgitm  now  taking  place  In  Poland. 


Svpli 


ErnSNSIOSV  of  RSliAKKS 
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HON.  HOWARD  S.  MILLER 


XH  TSat  BOUSS  OP  RXPRBSENTA'ITVSB 

Friday,  August  20, 19S4 

Ifr.  MZUiER  of  KanHaw  Ifr.  I^^eaker, 
it  la  after  much  asrloiis  thought  that  I 
eome  liefore  the  membenhip  of  tbe 
House  to  make  a  final  statement  tn  this 
aesskm  of  my  position  upon  the  very 
difficult  im>blem  of  farm  surpluses.  Let 
me  first  state  that  the  American  people 
are  very  fortunate  in  ttiat  this  Is  a  prob- 
lem of  surpluses  rather  than  of  deficien- 
cies. This  fact  alone  prevents  the  prob- 
lon  from  becoming  serious  rather  than 
glmply  difllcult.  At  least  tt  is  not  neces- 
sarily serious  and  can  beeome  so  mily  by 
neglect  or  T"*«>'*»*«™**ff  on  the  part  of 
the  people  and  the  Ooremment  of  the 
United  States. 

Let  us  review  briefly  the  situation: 
From  year  to  year,  throufl^out  the  his- 
totT  of  tlie  eootttry,  the  farmers  ci  tbe 
Natkm  have  pioduced  more  food  and 


fttwr  than  was  necessary  to  feed  and 
dotbe  tbe  people.  It  was  therefore  nec- 
essary to  find  a  market  al»x>ad  f  ot  the 
surxdnses.  Now  it  is  a  well-laiown  prin- 
ciple of  economics  that,  barring  gotem- 
mental  interference,  the  selling  prltre  of 
a  surplus  article  determines  the  domestic 
price.  FtNT  this  reason,  because  there 
was  no  effective  action  taken  by  the 
Oovemment  of  the  United  States  to  con- 
trol the  price  of  the  surplus  of  farm 
products  up  to  the  passage  of  the  Aerl- 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1933,  the 
farmers  jof  the  Nation  were  compelled  by 
economic  factors  to  accept  for  their 
products  whatever  price  they  woiild  com- 
mand in  the  free,  competitive  market  of 
the  world.  This  was  the  situation  of 
agriculture  as  a  part  of  the  overall 
American  economy  during  the  144  years 
from  the  inauguration  of  Washington  to 
the  passage  of  the  AAA  in  the  first  ad- 
ministration of  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

During  all  this  time  the  American 
people,  in  their  desire  to  build  up  a 
manufacturing  industry  so  as  to  be  in- 
dependent of  any  foreign  nation,  enacted 
protective  and  sometimes  prohibitive 
tariff  laws  to  shut  out  or  limit  foreign 
competition  with  our  domestic  manu- 
factwers.  This  policy  greatly  increased 
the  cost  of  living  to  every  person  residing 
in  the  United  States,  and  became  a  hard- 
ship upon  those  not  directly  benefited 
hy  the  increased  price  of  manufaotured 
goods. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  there  was 
an  Indirect  benefit  accruing  to  every  seg- 
ment of  society.  For  instance,  the 
manufacturer  of  steel  products,  because 
of  the  increased  price  at  which  he  sold 
his  goods,  could  afford  to  pay  a  higher 
wage  to  his  onployees.  But  did  he  do 
it?  To  a  limited  degree,  yes.  The 
American  worker  in  the  steel  mills  did 
receive  a  higher  wage  than  those  of 
Great  Britain  or  Germany  for  similar 
work,  but  the  difference  was  not  to  a 
degree  commensurate  with  the  higher 
cost  of  living.  The  truth  is  that  the 
American  employers  In  industry  encour- 
aged and  fostered  immigration  into  this 
country  of  cheap  European  labor  so  as 
to  hold  down  the  cost  of  their  labor  re- 
gardless of  the  profits  accruing  to  Indus- 
try. This  led  to  great  economic  injus- 
tice and  Inequality.  It  produced  In  our 
Nation  Fifth  Avenues  of  wealth  and 
pride  and  arrogance  and  poverty  rows 
of  poverty  and  hopelessness  and  degra- 
dation. Inevitably,  in  a  country  of 
freedom  of  speech  and  assembly,  the 
downtrodden  people,  sooner  or  later,  will 
find  a  leadership  and  unite  to  demand 
redress  of  their  wrongs. 

It  was  out  of  this  situation,  long 
drawn  out,  that  the  great  organiaitions 
of  laboring  men  and  women  arose  in  the 
closing  decades  of  the  19th  and  the 
early  part  of  the  20th  century.  It  was  a 
momentous  struggle  often  marked  by 
violence  as  the  opposing  forces  of  or- 
ganized industry  threw  roadblocte  into 
every  line  of  advance  in  a  determined 
effort  to  prevent  united  action  on  the 
part  of  the  employees.  I  well  remember 
as  a  boy  reading  of  the  Chicago  mas- 
sacre and  the  HcMnestead  strikes  in 
which  blood  was  spilled  and  lives  were 
lost.  What  progress  has  been  made. 
We  now  read  in  the  preamble  to  our 


National  Labor  Relations  Act  the  state- 
ment that  the  right  of  labor  to  uhlte  uid 
bargain  collectively  is  fully  reoognlzed. 
But  It  was  not  to  give  a  brief  sfimmary 
of  the  history  of  organized  labor  that  I 
set  myself  to  write  this  staten^ent  for 
the  Record.    It  was  rather  to  pBace  be- 
fore the  House  the  situation  of  that  other 
segment  of  the  people  who  do  a  great 
part  of  the  manual  labor  of  the  Natt<m — 
the  farmers  and  the  farm  famlliles.    The 
farmer  and  the  farm  family  have  always 
been  the  hardest  working,  poorest  paid, 
segment  of  the  Nation.   Even  at  fits  worst, 
day  labor  was  better  paid  than  was  agri- 
culture.   The  farmer  has  siirvtved  and 
sometimes  even  prospered,  in  spite  of  his 
disadvantages.    In  some  respects  he  was 
in  an  enviable  situation.     He  was  iso- 
lated.   He  needed  little  expensive  cloth- 
ing.    He  could  procuce  nearly  all  his 
food.    He  could  denj-  his  children  edu- 
cational opportunities  without  too  much 
criticism.    He  could  work  the  whole  fam- 
ily in  his  enterprise,  and  he  did.    He  was 
in  a  favorable  position  to  produce  and 
rear  a  large  family,  and  this  also  he  did; 
that  is,  until  recently.    He  was  in  busi- 
ness for  himself,  and  he  therefore  had 
some  feeling  of  independence.    He  could 
plant  what  he  wanted  to  plant  and  as 
much  as  he  wanted  to  plant.    His  wages 
were  tied  up  in  the  products  he  produced 
and  to  realize  on  them  all  he  had  to  do 
was  to  haul  them  to  market  and  ask  the 
dealer  what  he  would  give  for  them. 
It  was  as  simple  as  that.    No  worry  about 
what  he  should  pay  for  the  shots  for  his 
children — they  wore  shoes  in  the  winter- 
time— all  he  had  to  do  was  to  ask  the 
merchant.     No  worry  about  What  the 
wife  should  receive  for  her  butter  and 
eggs.     It  was  only  necessary  to  ask  the 
merchant.    No  worry  about  the  price  of 
com  and  wheat.    The  dealer  at  the  ele- 
vator could  look  at  theMJverpool  quota- 
tions, subtract  the  required  number  of 
cents,   and  tell  him   to  a  penny.     And 
everybody  seemed  to  envy  the  farmer  for 
his  independence.     He  did  not  need  to 
know  anything  about    markets    or    to 
worry  about  the  price  he  shoukl  get  or 
the  price  he  should  pay.    All  he  needed 
was  a  strong  back  and  a  willingness  to 
submit  to  economic  servitude.    What  If 
they  were    called    "clodhoppers"    and 
"hayseeds"  when  they  went  to  the  city. 
And  many  a  town  or  city  boy  regretted 
the  time  when  he  was  too  cloee  to  the 
ragged  country  boy  who  came  to  town 
with  a  load  of  com  or  hogs  or  wheat. 

I  remember  well  on  one  occasion  wit- 
nessing a  whole  flock  of  town  boys— 
mostly  merchants'  sons — making  sport  of 
a  country  lad  coming  to  town  with  a  load 
of  hogs.  The  boys  were  shoutiiig:  "Hay- 
seed, hayseed."  The  farm  boy  wrapped 
his  lines  on  the  top  endgate,  leaped  to  the 
ground,  and  chased  the  whole  gang  to 
cover.  Then  he  calmly  climbed  into  the 
"three-box  wagon"  and  proceeded  to  the 
stockyards  as  if  nothing  had  happened. 
I  particularly  enjoyed  this  in(4dent  be- 
cause I  was  at  the  time  myself  a  farm 
boy,  and  it  was  an  unwritten  law  among 
us  to  stand  and  fight  even  if  you  knew 
you  would  get  Ucked. 

Well,  the  time  came  in  the  bistory  of 

American  agriculture  when  the  farmer 

made  up  his  mind  to  stand  and  fight. 

He  has  made  up  his  mind  that  after 

subsidizing  the  manufacturing  industry 
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for  140  shears,  and  now  that  labor  has 
organized  and  is  getting  a  fair  share  in 
the  national  economy,  out  of  self  re- 
spect  and  in  Justice  to  his  family,  he 
will  demand  a  fair  share. 

Some  one  has  termed  this  parity  for 
the  farmer.  I  prefer  to  call  it  equality. 
It  is  more  easily  understood  and  there- 
fore less  easily  questioned.  Since  I  have 
lived  with  thLs  problem  all  my  life. 
worked  and  pinched  and  saved  so  that 
father  and  mother  could  pay  the  interest 
and  taxes,  and  later  required  my  own 
children  to  do  the  same  thing,  I  should 
be  able  to  explain  what  I  mean. 

Here  It  is  in  a  nutshell:  We  demand  a 
price  for  our  products  that  will  put  us 
on  an  equal  or  nearly  equal  status 
with  other  sefments  of  society  do- 
ing equal  labor.  Ninety  percent  of  parity 
is  a  concession  we  voluntarily  make,  is 
all  the  concess:.ons  we  are  willing  to 
make.  We  are  willing  to  go  to  great 
length  to  prevent  burdensome  surpluses 
by  way  of  production  control.  If  price 
supports  are  Justified  at  all — and  they 
are — they  are  .ustifled  on  a  basis  of 
parity. 

We  object  to  any  effort  to  reduce  these 
supports  below  the  established  90  per- 
cent to  which  we  accede  as  a  matter  of 
convenience  and  not  of  right. 

Any  further  r«Kluction  is  a  brazen  at- 
tempt to  make  of  us  second-class  citi- 
zen$.  and  we  have  graduated  from  that 
status. 

Be  it  understoi^d  that  the  proposed  re- 
duction of  price  support  to  less  than  90 
percent  of  a  Just  price  will  not  and  can- 
not result  in  niduced  production,  but 
rather  in  increased  production,  for  no 
farmer  will  be  faxed  to  reduce  his  plant- 
ing on  that  basis.  No  one  who  under- 
stands the  first  principle  of  the  economic 
laws  governing  {ygriculture  would  advo- 
cate or  counteimnce  such  a  measure  to 
reduce  production  of  surplus  products. 
I  repeat  that  the  farmer,  like  the  labor- 
ing man.  has  graduated  from  the  status 
of  second-class  citizenship  and  it  will  be 
bad  luck  to  the  pseudo-statesman  who  Is 
late  in  finding  it  out. 


AccoMpUskiMats  f«r  Vderaat 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  CHARLES  A.  WOLVERTON 

or  NKW  JKSaST 

IN  THE  BOUSB  OP  RKPRXSBMTATTVSS 

Fridat/,  Auffuat  20, 19S4 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
RepubUcan  Party  has  always  been  inter- 
ested in  advancing  the  interests  and  wel- 
fare  of  veterans. 

Evidence  of  this  is  the  new  law  en- 
acted this  year  granting  a  5-percent  in- 
crease in  disability  compensation  for  vet- 
erans. The  new  law  also  increases  the 
rate  of  compensation  for  widows  without 
children  from  $75  to  187  a  month.  De- 
pendent parents  are  Increased  $15  a 
month,  from  $60  to  $75.  Where  both 
parents  are  living,  payments  are  in- 
creased $5  a  mon-ii  to  each,  from  $35  to 

$40. 

The  RepubUcan  attitude  toward  vet- 
erans was  expressed  by  President  Eisen- 


hower In  his  state  of  the  T7nioci „^ 

to  OoDgren  on  FefanuuT  2. 1953,  when  he 
said: 

Proper  car*  of  our  uniformed  eitlaens,  and 
mpprsdation  of  the  pact  aervlce  of  our  T«t- 
erana,  are  part  of  our  aooepted  governmental 
reqwnsibillty. 

lliti  Republican  attitude  has  shown 
itself  in  the  generous  legislation  enacted 
by  the  present  Congress  to  benefit  vet- 
erans. 


or  ■oarrrAi. 

The  Republican  veterans*  program  in 
the  83d  Congress  provided  more  hospital 
beds  and  medical  care  for  a  greater  num- 
ber of  veterans  than  in  any  other  year. 
In  the  first  year  under  the  new  Repub- 
lican budget,  fiscal  1954,  the  number  of 
beds  in  operation  was  increased  by  near- 
ly 5.000  to  a  total  of  114.315.  An  addi- 
tional increase  of  nearly  3,400  was  pro- 
vided for  fiscal  1955.  Appropriations 
were  made  to  cover  117,700  operating 
beds. 

The  Republican  administration  has 
also  provided  money  to  give  medical 
treatment  to  an  additional  6,890  sick 
and  injured  veterans.  Under  the  Repub- 
Ucans.  this  was  increased  to  102,370  in 
fiscal  1954.  and  to  105.100  in  fiscal  1055. 

The  Republican  Congress  has  also  pro- 
vided another  important  protection  for 
sick  and  disabled  veterans  by  prohibiting 
the  Veterans'  Administration  from 
transferring  funds  intended  by  Congress 
to  be  used  for  hospiUl  facilities  to  other 
programs. 

The  83d  Republican  Congress  has  ap- 
propriated $33,032,875  a  year  more  for 
veterans'  hoq^itals  than  the  Democratic 
Congress  did  for  the  fiscal  year  1953, 
and  nearly  $55  million  a  year  more  than 
the  Truman  appropriation  for  fiscal  1952. 
A  vxnaAirs'  chaxpioh  fo>  vmouMs' 

AOKUnSTtATOa 

Knowing  the  veteran  and  his  problems 
Intimately.  President  Elsenhower  wanted 
a  Veterans'  Administrator  who  shared 
this  knowledge  and  understanding  with 
him.  He  found  the  ideal  candidate  in 
Harvey  V.  Higley,  of  Marinette,  Wis.,  a 
prominent  industrialist  who  has  been  ac- 
tive in  American  Legion  projects  for  32 
yiears. 

Mr.  Higley,  a  lieutenant  in  World  War 
I,  is  a  past  departmental  commander 
of  the  American  Legion  for  Wisconsin. 
In  1921  he  was  chairman  of  a  special 
committee  which  created  the  department 
service  ofBoe  of  the  American  Legion. 
He  is  chairman  of  the  American  L^on 
Retirement  Fund,  and  indicative  of  his 
interest  in  veterans,  Mr.  Higley  is  chair- 
man of  the  American  Legion  convales- 
cent camp  at  Lake  Tomahawk,  Wis. 

So  favorably  was  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Higley  greeted  that  the  White  House 
received  telegrams  of  commendation 
from  past  and  present  national  com- 
manders  of  the  American  Legion, 
AMVETS,  and  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars. 
All  agreed  that  Mr.  Higley  was  a  sound 
selection  whose  service  wotild  redound 
to  the  benefit  of  veterans  everywhere. 

OTK^  ACCOMPUSHMDm  ItMt  VXTKBAirS 

In  line  with  its  policy  to  help  the  vet- 
eran in  every  way  possible,  the  Eisen- 
hower administration  and  the  Congress 
have  acted  on  many  fronts.  Here  is  the 
record  of  action  taken  by  the  President 


and  the  Congress  In  behalf  of  the  veteran 
population: 

First.  Approved  an  appropriation  at 
$3,977,000,000  for  fiscal  1954.  and  $3,796,- 
652.800  for  fiscal  1955.  for  the  Veterans' 
Administration,  to  be  used  for  medical, 
hospital,  and  other  benefits,  for  com- 
pensation and  pensions,  for  readjust- 
ment benefits,  and  misoellaneous  func- 
tions. 

Second.  Enacted  two  extensions  of  au- 
thority of  the  VA  to  make  direct  homa 
loans  in  nonmetropolitan  areas  to  vet- 
erans who  are  unable  to  get  private 
financing.  The  legislation  provides  a 
toUl  of  $250  million  to  be  used  for  such 
direct  loans  during  fiscal  years  1954  and 
1955. 

Third.  Approved  simplification  of 
procedures  in  the  hftmiiing  of  veterans' 
life  insurance  policies.  The  measure 
provides  for  automatic  renewal  of  5-year 
term  policies,  and  eliminates  the  send- 
ing of  pronlum-due  notices.  It  wUl  save 
an  estinmted  $600,000  a  year  and  give 
veterans  better  service. 

Fourth.  Continued  the  so-called 
Missiixg  Persons  Act  to  February  1, 
1954.  The  legislation  provided  for  con- 
tinuance of  paychecks  and  family  allot- 
ments for  approximately  11,000  Korean 
war  prisoners  or  soldiers  who  were  miss- 
ing in  action. 

Fifth.  Extended  the  privilege  of  free 
postage  to  veterans  hospitalized  outside 
the  United  States  as  a  result  of  service 
in  Korea. 

Sixth.  Extended  to  veterans  of  the 
Korean  war  the  same  preferences  in 
occupancy  of  public  houring  as  other 
veterans  possess. 

Seventh.  FaciUtated  the  appointment, 
of  veterans  who  lost  civil-aervice  oppor- 
tunities due  to  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  after  June  30,  1950. 

Eighth.  Approved  legislation  provid- 
ing an  additional  $75  million  to  pay 
World  War  n  veterans  for  compulsory 
labor  or  inhumane  treatment  suffered  as 
prisoners  of  war. 

Ninth.  Passed  legislati^  providing 
that  all  t3rpes  of  tuberculosis  among  vet- 
erans causing  10  percent  or  more  dls- 
abiUty  within  3  years  of  separation  from 
service  shaU  be  presumed  to  be  serrloe 
connected. 

Tenth.  Passed  legislation  defining  the 
preferential  statiut  of  veterans  in  Fed- 
eral employment. 

Eleventh.  Enacted  a  law  prohibiting 
reduction  of  veterans'  disability  ratings 
which  have  been  in  effect  for  30  years 
or  more. 

Twelfth.  Enacted  a  law  to  restore  di- 
gibillty  for  outpatient  dental  care  to 
Spanish-Am^lcan  War  veterans  and 
veterans  receiving  vocational  training 
under  Public  Law  16  of  the  78th  Con- 
gress. 

Thirteoith.  Authorized  veterans'  ben- 
efits to  perscms  disabled,  in  connection 
with  reporting  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces. 

Fourteenth.  Extended  for  1  year  the 
time  during  which  veterans  may  Initiate 
courses  of  training  under  the  Korean  GI 
bill  of  rights.  Veterans  may  now  begin 
training  up  to  3  years  after  diacharfa» 
formerly  eUgibility  was  limited  to  2 
years;  and  they  have  tmtil  8  years  after 
discharge  to  complete  their  traintnc— 
formerly  only  7  years  was  allowed. 


^rvty^iilaK^v    S 
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In  md^  a  ttni  •>  thla  IkMt 
t  gsttacMd  taere  to  tbe 
_  «tf  bigh  anrvlM  in  potdle  *f- 
W  MOW  irttli  t«nder  tmmgtite 
irtio  a^tflfteD  taots 
lum  aosweffld  to  tlieir 
Ju.tUk  CbioBber.  Imt  tmo  now 
imipi#bot  &o#evir  m  nifty  eaSL  This 
|wir.  m  mm  tbtta  turn  utd  fonns.  as 
|b«|^  ftM  kept  la  ttemory— one  oamlDg 
ilim  tte  Walt,  wtflti  lOl  tts  0ODeer  dar- 
te  ikod  <me  frcoi  the  aoafh.  with  an 
ttfttaftltowed  tndltSoiw:  both  m  tula  body 
btnte  voa  tbair  Statea  and  their  Ra- 
Von,  A  pcrpittliig  tlBMB.  before  lud- 
(iOOr  0icar  dHagpetred  thnsogh  the 
portal  -of  dNifh  to  entor  a  larger  room 
of  aaMe$.  in  the  l^ther'a  many-man- 
aioiiid  booae.  And  ao  at  the  beginning 
Itf  nil>  Millnn.  irltb  tTii  Xmm  TnintTn  nf 
IMtMttr  ihoiit  tv>  we  are  reminded  that 
sttaTlo  tto  dOBO  ebbe  out  Itfe's-llttle 


.  -^km  wpai9V^  in  all  tbe  ddibera- 
ttigigi  jiwii  geiwin  TOoa  wilt  taTo  ns  txom 
pKlde  o^  «ylnlnw.  tram  Intgleranoa  and 
pnsladioe.  and  firom  UgbQy  aaoendlog 
any  ttarano  ot  JudgBiflnti.*  Ifoke  us 
bnaiblB  diadpiea  of  Ihy  truth,  be  it  In 
^par-^oelc  or  en.  i|ie  tb^ae  oC  nan,  or 
&  the  Biyateiy  «rf  attenoe.  Send  us  hu- 
mJitty  for  our  airoganeo.  wondor  for  our 
duUneaB.  and  liwmration  to  conquer  the 
inertia  oK  our  apiiita.  Oive  us  graee  to 
Shun-ovtsything  ^t  eannot  bear  tbe 
etenikal  Bght  nor|  live  In  the  eternal 
lore.    We  aak  it  in  the  dear  Bededner's 


-  TtmVKE  ntBKEDBNT  nunuta  M. 
noKnr.  o<  OaBfOmta) ,  liie  Chair  ia  In- 
fonsid  ttaatiNinttairt  to  ttieorder  of  the 
BenatejDf  ^nwtrt  y .  1W4.  tfte  niaiortty 

fiiBtefSr'tto  aHuSi  to  noOfy  the  Mem* 
bos  of  the  ftfflptirto  iPiiiwieiibli  on  the 

TINf  and  ^that  on 
Of  8epleBbiBr  1W4  the  8ee- 
wiOreaefti  Memlwr 
of  the  Omnefe,  The  order  of  JMrust  X. 
lii^  lad  the  eoBteanieallen  fnom  the 
SeergtaiT  wHI  be  ptfnted  in  the  Raooaa. 
Ibe  order  of  Ajogust  M,  ISM,  is  as 


OfUt*t.rbt  «lieii  tlM  Slnata  •djoums  It 
■taadadJouniMi  vmlU  U10  6th  daj  tXtm  the 
nottfl<0  to  TMwmnhH  by  the 
,9ltii«ieiiate. 
•  Hi  uttti  oiiiBioa  tb* 
at        " 


gtfdzoBsedl  by  the 
t^  tiw  tf^emlyers  of  ttie  Senate 

IB.  1W4. 

«r  AagtMk  90, 
btfora  the 


iwUl: 
i»lM4. 
J.  Maik  Tnct,] 
teeretarjf  of  the  Semate. 


TBKJGUSKAL 
On  request  of  Mr.  Knowlaxd, 
rniftirtmnwi  eooaent^  the  reading 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
August  30.  1954,  was  dlspenaed  wii 


ENROII2D        BILLS        PRESEl|rrED 
AFTER  ADJOURNMENT 


Sobeeq^wnt  to,  the  adjournment  #f  the 
Soiate  on  August  20, 1954.  the  Secfetary 
of  the  Senate  reported  that  he  predented 
to  the  President  of  the  United  Stat^  the 
following  enrolled  biUs: 

On  August  ai.  ISM: 
-   8.964.  An  act  to  provide  for  tbe  convey- 
ance e(  eertain  land  In  tbe  State  of  lialyUmd 
to  tbe  Disney-Bell  Post  66  of  tbe  Anwrican 
Lsglon.  Bowie,  lid.; 

S.  788.  An  aot  for  tbe    relief  of  llarliw  Buaa; 

8.906.  An  act  to  eetabllsb  tbe  flnatlty  of 
eon  tracts  between  the  Government  and 
eoounon  carriers  of  passengers  and  ^Igbt 
subject  to  the  IntCTstate  Commerce  Ait; 

8. 1960.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  AnSstasla 
lEondyUs; 

8.  Ifi0«.  An  act  for  tbe  reUef  of  tbe  estate 
Of  Bev.  Pang  Wha  II; 

8. 1604.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  ^largot 
Berta  Matulewltx; 

8. 1605.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  James 
Arthur  Clmlno  and  Joan  Clmlno; 

8.  ieS7.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  T.  C. 
BUlott; 

8.  IffiS.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Drsula 
WUke  and  lilke  Uarlo  Wllke; 

8. 90S3.  An  act  relating  to  the  labe^g  of 
packages  containing  foreign-produced!  trout 
sold  In  the  United  States,  and  reqiari4g  cer- 
tain infarmatton  to  aiq^war  In  public  eating 
plaees  serving  such  trout; 

8.  .2060.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  n-aiicesco 
IfarlnelU; 

S.  9074.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  eertain 
Basque  sheepherders; 

8.9801.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katberlna 
Ptoerkona  and  her  minor  son.  Helmut; 

8.9316.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  tbe  Bir- 
mingham Iron  Works,  Inc.; 

8.934S.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  T^  Tal 
Mlao  and  his  wife,  Chao  Pel  Tsang  Mfao; 

&9SS6.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  ISd  Yu- 
Idko: 

8. 9618.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  ErtDgrottl 


8.9636.  An   act   for   tbe   relief   of   Arturo 
Bodrlgues  Dlar, 

8. 9639.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  |n«uko 
TamaU  (Shlmlau): 

8.9640.  An   act  for   tbe  relief   of  Esther 
Joanne  Potter; 

8.9640.  An   act   for    tbe   relief   of    Cbaya 


8. 9781.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  JeaS  Can- 
tailni: 

8. 278S.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Oiannl 
Bamardls; 

8.90(2.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr^  FelU 
de  Pinlte: 

8.9848.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elisa- 
Pompea  Roppo  (BUsa-Pompea  Cardonie); 

8. 2879.  An  act  for  the  relief  <a '  Peter 
Junan  Newbery  and  Prudence  Bllen  New- 
b«ry; 

8. 98S4.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  i  Sister 
Anna  Serlnst.  Slater  Glullana  Paladloi,  Sis- 
ter lolanda  llaaaocchl,  and  Sister  CUusep- 
plna  Zanchetta; 

8. 9SS7.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hbn  tTbeun 


8. 988S.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ser^phlna 
Papgeorgtou; 


8. 9041.  An  act  foe  the  reUef  ct  Khn  Kwang 
auk  and  Kim  Woo  Shlk; 

8.3945.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  tolsUo 
Bodrlgues  Vargas; 

8.  9054.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  IChrlstlne 
tlium;  I 

8. 9098.  An  act  for  the  relief  at  Bilth  Webr- 
han;  J 

8. 8066.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  4  Bgt  811- 
vestre  B.  CastlUo; 

a  3058.  An  act  for  the  relief  ^  certain 
nationals  of  Italy; 

S.  3108.  An  act  to  modify  the  alet  of  Oc- 
tober 8.  1940  (54  Stat.  1090),  and  fhe  act  of 
July  24,  1947  (61  8tat.  418),  With  Mpect  to 
the  recoupment  of  certain  public  school  con- 
struction costs  In  Minnesota:  1 

8.8112.  An  act  for  the  reUef  pf  Bmlko 
Watanabe; 

8.3138.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Wakako 
Nlimi  and  her  minor  child,  Katlialne; 

8. 3145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  l^onlta  Lee 
Simpson; 

S.  3148.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  jPranceseo 
Pugllese; 

8.3221.  An  act  for  the  relief  of*  Ingeborg 
Otto; 

8.3276.  An  act  for  the  relief  oC  Cleopbat 
Robert  Joseph  Caron; 

S.  34C4.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  A|inl  Stroee 
Jacobsen; 

S.  3447.  An  act  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Ckxle  to  permit  the  filliag  of  oral 
prescriptions  for  certain  drugs,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

8.  3485.  An  act  for  the  relief  o|  Uaelotta 
Kunze; 

8. 3577.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  UUos 
Knezevlch; 

S.  3586.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mrs.  HUde- 
gard  Simon  Walley; 

S.  3601.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  is  authorised  to  extend 
until  not  later  than  October  18,  19S2,  certain 
timber  rights  and  necessary  ingress  and 
egress,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8. 3626.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Ijlrs.  Juina 
Padllla  de  Caballero  (Mrs.  Juana  patfllla  d« 
Ontlveros); 

8. 3652,  An  act  for  the  relief  Of  Francis 
Timothy  Mary  Hodgson  (formerly  Victor 
Charles  Joyce) ; 

8.  3840.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  myce  Mo- 
tors, Inc.;  and 

8. 3844.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  reciprocal 
and  more  effective  remedy  for  certain  claims 
arising  out  of  the  acts  of  military .  personnel 
and  to  authorise  the  pro  rata  sluulng  of  the 
cost  of  such  claims  with  foreign  naitions.  and 
for  other  purposes.  1 

On  August  25,  1954:  | 

8. 2862.  An  act  to  provide  relief  for  the 
sheep-ralslng  industry  by  m»k<i^g  special 
nonquota  immigrant  visas  available  to  cer- 
tain skilled  alien  sheepherders; 

S.  3868.  An  act  authorizing  the  payment  of 
salary  to  any  individual  given  a  recess  ap- 
pointment as  Comptroller  OeneiU  of  the 
United  States  before  the  beglnnlbg  of  the 
84th  Congress;   and 

8.  J.  Res.  173.  Joint  resolution  to  auth<HlEe 
the  President  to  proclaim  the  welek  of  No- 
vember 28,  1954,  through  Decembsr  4,  19^4, 
as  "National  Salvation  Army  Week." 


ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINiT  RBtO- 

LUnONS      SIGNED      AFTER      AD- 
JOURNMENT 

Pursuant  to  Senate  Concurrent  Reso- 
lution 109,  adopted  August  20.  :i954.  the 
following  enrolled  bills  and  Joint  resolu- 
tions were  signed  by  the  Speakier  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  the  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore  of  the  Sena^  subse- 
quent to  the  adjotimment  of  the  Con- 
gress: 

S.  2883.  An  act  to  provide  relief  for  tha 
sbeep-raislng    Industry    by    making    cpcclal 
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nonquota  Issialii  ant  vlass  avaUaaiB  to  osr- 

taln  sldUed  alien  sliaepbsrdvs; 

8.  sags.  Aa  aet  authorlalng  the  pafmsnt 
of  s^ary  to  any  tndifldual  gtvaa  a  neaaa 
appolntmant  as  OoaaptroUar  Oenerat  of  tlia 
United  gtatos  bafors  tba  beginning  o<  tha 
84tb  Congress; 

H.  R.  951.  An  aet  for  tha  reUef  at  tbs  Trust 
Association  of  H.  Kampnar; 

H.  R.  1107.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  tbe  J.  A. 
Vance  Co.; 

H.  R.  1954.  An  aet  to  provide  autborlaatlon 
for  certain  uses  of  puMle  lands; 

H.  R.  2089.  An  aot  for  the  reUef  of  Clar- 
ence D.  Newland; 

H.  R.2233.  An  aet  to  provlds  for  tbe  ac- 
quisition of  lands  by  the  Unltad  States  re- 
quired for  the  reserroli  created  by  tha  con- 
struction of  Oahe  Dam  on  tbe  Mlssnurl  River 
and  for  rehabUltatkm  at  tba  T»w^t*t>T  of  tha 
Cheyenne  Rlyer  Sioux  Besarration,  8.  Dale.. 
and  for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  2235.  An  act  to  autbortee  the  Secre- 
tary of  tbe  Interior  to  oonstruet  tha  Santa 
Maria  project,  Sonthem  PaCifle  Baaln.  Calif.; 

H.  R.  2236.  An  act  to  pronde  for  a  Com- 
mission to  reg\ilato  the  pubUc  transportation 
of  passengers  by  motor  vehicle  and  street 
railroad  within  the  metrapoUtan  area  of 
Waahlngton.  D.  C,  and  for  tba  estabUabn«nt 
of  a  metropolitan  Washington  Commission: 

H.  R.  2876.  An  act  for  tha  reUef  at  Leo  T. 
Pinder; 

H.  R.  8300.  An  act  to  authorise  the  State  of 
Illinois  and  tbe  Sanitary  District  of  Chicago, 
under  tbe  dlrecUon  of  tbe  Secretary  at  tba 
Army,  to  help  control  the  lake  level  at  Lake 
Michigan  by  divartinff  water  from  Lake 
Michigan  Into  the  Illinois  waterway; 

H.  R.  4340.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
J.  Abamem  and  others; 

H.  R.  46Sa.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  David  W. 
Wallace; 

H.  R.  6420.  An  act  to  amend  section  161, 
title  35,  United  States  Code,  relating  to  tbe 
patenting  of  plsnts; 

H.  R.  6451.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con- 
veyance of  certain  public  lands  in  Utah  to 
the  occupants  of  the  land; 

H.  R.  667S.  An  act  to  provide  for  tlie  pro- 
motion, precedence,  constructive  credit,  dis- 
tribution, retention,  and  elimination  of  oOl- 
cen  of  the  Reserve  components  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  SUtas,  and  for  other 
purpoees; 

H.  R.  6616.  An  act  to  amend  title  17,  United 
States  Code,  entlUed  "Oopyrlgbta"; 

H.  R.  6808.  An  aet  for  tbe  relief  of  OoL 
Samuel  J.  Adams,  and  others: 

H.  R.  7190.  An  aet  to  amend  tbe  Immigra- 
tion and  Nationality  Act  to  provide  for  the 
loes  of  nationality  at  persons  convicted  of 
certain  crintas; 

H.  R.  7774.  An  act  to  bicrease  the  rates  of 
compensation  of  classified,  postal,  snd  other 
employees  of  tbe  Cknremment,  and  for  other 
purpoees; 

H.  R.  7840.  An  act  to  amend  the  Ballroad 
Retirement  Act,  the  Balbroad  Retirement  TSx 
Act,  and  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insur- 
ance Act; 

H.  R.  7S86.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Ux^ 
Cecil  Norton  Broy; 

H.  R.  8606.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  IfeU  C. 
Hemmer  and  Mildred  Hemmer; 

H.  R.  9366.  An  act  to  amend  tbe  Social 
Security  Aet  and  tbe  Internal  Revenue  Coda 
so  as  to  extend  coverage  under  the  old-age 
and  survivors  Insurance  program.  Incraaae 
the  benefits  payable  tberexinder.  preserve  the 
insurance  rights  of  disabled  Individuals,  and 
increase  the  amount  of  eaminga  pennltted 
without  loss  of  benefits,  snd  for  otlker  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  9580.  An  act  to  revise  and  extend  tba 
laws  relating  to  esptonags  and  sabotage,  and 
for  other  purpoeea; 

H.  R.  96S0.  An  act  to  provide  for  greater 
stability  in  agriculture;  to  aiigment  Uia 
marketing  and  disposal  of  agricultural  prod- 
ucts; and  tor  other  purposes; 


in  set  to  revise,  eedtfy; 
enaet  into  law,  title  31  ef  the  Uaitsd 


K.  B.  eras.  An  act  to  revise,  codify,  and  an- 
.e*  ftaaa  lav  tttto  is  oc  the  United  ~    ' 
OOds.  entitled  "Census"; 

H.B.Sf1S0.  An  act  to  amend  various  stat- 
utes and  certain  titles  of  the  United  SUtes 
Code,  for  the  pwpoae  of  eorreettng  ObaoleU 
■afSienos^  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R.S86e.  An  aet  autborMng  tba  con- 
struetlan,  repair,  and  piessi  istlun  o<  eertain 
pobUe  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navi- 
gation,  flood  control,  and  for  other  puipcses: 

B.  B.  tag?.  An  act  to  amend  eertain  pro- 
▼Istons  of  title  XI  of  the  Merchant  Marina 
Act,  1S86.  as  amended,  to  facUltato  private 
financing  of  new  ahlp  construction,  and  for 


H.  B.  sees.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  tbe  Ped- 
«al  ReputtUe  of  Germany; 

H.  B.  10061.  An  act  m»fc^"g  appropriations 
for  mutual  aeeurity  for  tbe  fiscal  year  ending 
June  SO,  1856,  and  for  other  purpoaes: 

H.  R.  10187.  An  act  to  amend  tbe  Pederal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1940,  as  smsnded,  to  provide  for  Uie  payment 
of  aroralsers',  auctioneers',  and  brokers'  fees 
from  the  proceeds  of  disposal  of  Oovemment 
surplus  real  property,  and  for  other  pmpoess; 

8.  J.  Bas.  i7S.  Joint  resolution  to  authorise 
tbe  President  to  proclaim  tbe  week  of  No- 
vember 9S.  1964.  through  December  4,  1954. 
as  "Mattonal  Salvatkm  Army  Week";  and 

H.  J.  Res.  565.  Joint  reeolutlon  to  tt»»w,«va 
tbe  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  mem- 
ber^Up  of  the  United  Stotes  In  tbe  Pan 
Aaosrlean  Instltuto  of  Geography  and  His- 
tory and  authortse  appropriations  therefw. 


REPORT  ON  NAVAL  FROCDRElIENT 
OF  TOQBOATS  BY  SELECT  CX>M. 
MTTTEE  ON  SMALL  BUSINESS 

Mr.  THYE,  from  the  Select  Committee 
on  Small  Busineas,  pursuant  to  the  or- 
der of  the  Senate  of  August  19,  1954, 
submitted  on  August  24,  1954,  a  report 
(No.  2506)  on  naral  procurement  of  tug- 
boats; wliich  was  printed. 


REPORT  ON  INVESTIQATZON  IN- 
VOLVINa  THE  SECRETARY  CV  THE 
ARMY  AND  SENATOR  JOSEPH  R. 
MCCARTHY.  ET  AIx 

Mr.  MUNDT.  from  the  Committee  on 
Ooyemment  Operations,  pursuant  to  the 
orders  of  the  Senate  of  August  17  and 
August  19,  1954.  submitted,  on  August 
30,  1954.  a  report  (No.  2507).  together 
With  a  summary  and  finding  of  fact  on 
the  part  of  the  minority  nuembers  of  the 
committee,  and  individual  views  of  Mr. 
Dnoon  and  Mr.  Pottkk,  relating  to 
charges  and  counterehargee  Involvizig 
the  Seeretary  of  the  Army  Robert  T. 
Stevens.  John  O.  Adanu,  H.  Struve  Hen- 
sel.  and  Senator  Joseph  R.  McCarthy, 
Roy  M.  Cohn,  and  Frands  P.  Carr. 


APPROVAL  OP  SENATE  BIU^S  AND 
JOINT  RESOLUTIONS  AFTER  AD- 
JOURNMENT 

The  President  of  the  United  SUtes. 
subseqtMnt  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
Senate,  notified  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  that  he  had  approved  and  signed 
the  following  acts  and  J<^t  reaolutions: 

On  August  90,  1054: 
&  16.  An  act  to  permit  tbs  oompening  of 
testimony  undsr  certain  conditions  azid  to 
grant  bmnunity  from  prosecution  In  con- 
nection therewith; 


SLas«e.  An  aet  so  provlds  an 
forthsmodsntaattai 

it  of  such  msreliant-typa 


8. 866S.  An  aet  to  peovlde  llisa 
pidltan  Polioe  force  ebaU 
wblcb  are  open  to  pobUo  impeeSlei 

&  J.  Bes.  140.  Joint  resotatton  So 
s  nnramlBrlfin  Tor  tbe  nrtelasllim  vt  Uia . 
anniversary  of  tba  btrtb  at . 
ton. 

Ob  August  91.  1804: 

8. 1S4A.  An  aet  for  the  rslIsC 
Tung-Cheng  Hu. 

On  August  S3,  1084: 
8.  SS3.  An  aet  for  tbe  relief  at  n^o : 
8.  see.  An  act  to  antboriae  payoM 
loBsee  sustained  by  uwusts  of  walls  in  H^ 
vicinity  of  COM  Brock  Dam  by  leeeon  eC  tfea 

lowering  of  the  levM  of  water  ta 

as  a  result  of  the  ooastmetton  at  OOUL 
Dam; 

8. 1184.  An  aet  to  antborlas  relkg  at  an- 
tborlaed  certifying  oOlcers  tram 
taken  to  payments  pertaining  to  ^^. 
war  sgwncles  In  liquldatton  by  tba 
ment  of  State; 

8.  laas.  An  act  for  tbe  reUef  at  Bronbllda 
Walburga  Gotomb  Hartoworm; 

8.  isoe.  An  aet  for  the  raUaf  at  LeonMil 
Hungerford; 

8. 1904.  An  aet  for  tlia  relitf  et  OttlUa 
Theresa  Workmann; 

8. 1959.  An  act  for  tfie  rSUaC  at  lltai.  Anne- 
auuie  If  amlas; 

8.9490.  An  aet  to  amend  aeeUon  89  of  tbe 
Trading  With  tba  lOamy  Act,  m  ■ti»a»M»Pif; 

8. 9744.  An  aet  to  provide  for  tbe  temtaa-i 
ti<m  of  ^sderml  supervlatoa  over  tbe  prppeHy 
of  the  A 1  shame  and  Oouabatta  "mbaa  at 
Indians  of  Texas,  and  tba  Individual  . 
ben  thereof;  and  for  otbsr  purpoesa;' 

8. 9958.  An  act  fbr  ttw  rOUat  at  Ida 
muUer  and  Johnny  Damon 
muller; 

8. 309S.  An  aet  to  require  tlie  Postmaster 
Oeneral  to  reimburse  postmasters  of  disoon- 
tlnued  post  offloes  for  eqolpeMnt  owned  by 

the  postmaster; 

8. 8085.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  at  Hn.  Brian 
8tryk; 

8. 3370.  An  act  to  amend  saetkm  4  of  tbe 
Plammable    Fabrics    Act,    with   nspeefc    to 

standards  of  flammabiUte  la  tbs  — rr  of  eV" 
tain  teztilee: 

S.sesr?.  An  act  to  autbortae  tbe  QiUai 
Bank  for  OooperatlvsB  and  tbs  regleiial 
for  oooparatlves  to 
turea.  and  for>other 

8.3816.  An  act  to  antborlas  tbe 
ment  of  certain  "««— ■>"i>ieit  uaiMi    _. 
fadUticB  at  Olader  Mattonal  Park,  lloirt^ 
Grand  Canyon  National  Park,  Arte. 
On  August  94.  1904: 

8. 8706.  An  aet  to  outlaw  tbe 
Party,  to  prohibit  BMBflMra  of 

organisations  from  servii^  la 

sentatlve  ci^iaeltlee.  and  lor  o«ber 
On  August  as.  19M: 

8.9466.  An  aet  fbr  the  rdlaf  of 
Oenuth; 

8. 9461.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Berta  BsU- 
mlch;  and 

8.  SSSS.  An  act  to  amend  the  Msrcbant 
Marine  Act.  10S8.  to  provide  permansot  Ugfdm 
latlon  for  tbe  tranqtortatlon  of  a  aabstan« 
tial  portion  of  waterbome  cacaoes  in  TTPrtsd 
Stotes^flag  vsssBls. 

On  Ai^ust  97.  1054: 

8. 3930.  An  act  to  authorlae  oonv^ranbs  of 
land  to  tbs  State  of  Catlfomlafor  an  tafpeo* 
tlon  stotlon; 

8.  SSOa.  An  aet  granting  to  tba  Las  V«|aa 
▼alley  Water  District,  a  publie  eorpotaOoia 
ocganlaed  under  tbe  Uws  of  tbe  Sitata  at 
Nevada,  certain  publie  lands  of  ttae  tZafled 
Stotes  In  tbe  State  of  Nevada:  ^"  '^ 

B.  SS03.  An  act  granting  to  Baste 
ment.  Inc..  a  private  eorpcnratton 
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«li«  IMM  or  tlM  8t»t«  Of  ]l«Tadm.  oar- 
miUle  lands  at  th*  United  States  la 
th*  State  at  Nevada: 

8.  MM.  Aa  Mt  aotlKMiBtBg  tha  AdmUita* 
tratar  of  Vateraaa'  Affaln  to  oonvoy  oartaln 
ptaptttj  te  IfUwaukaa  Ooantj,  WU.; 

Sl  tan.  Ab  act  to  provida  for  ttaa  partltkm 
•ad  dIatiOutlon  of  tlw  aaseti  of  tlie  Ute 
mttaa  TtMbaOf  Um Utatab  aad  Ouray  Re— r- 
vatlom  la  Utab  betweea  tbe  mlxed-Uood  and 
taU-blood  mambera  tliereof:  and  for  the 
termlnatton  of  Federal  lupezrlslon  over  the 
property  of  the  mlxad-blood  members  of  said 
tribe;  to  psovlde  a  development  program  for 
the  full-blood  members  of  said  tribe;  and  for 
oth^  purpoess; 

8.S760.  An  aet  to  amend  section  700  of 
title  It;  Uatted  States  Code,  so  as  to  protect 
the  ause  of  the  Vsdesal  Bureau  of  Inves- 
tlgatlOB  from  oomunsrelal  ezploltatlao:  aad 

S.Jl.BaB.m.  Jcrtat  resolution  to  extmd 
gveetlaga  to  the  Gold  Coast  aod  Nigeria. 
On  August  28,  1954: 

&  as.  Aa  set  to  validate  oertala  paymente 
for  aeerued  leave  made  to  taembere  of  the 
Armed  Vocees  who  aeespted  discharges  foe 
the  purpose  cf  immediate  reenllstmeat  for  an 
Indefinite  period: 

S.  1748.  An  aet  to  incorporate  the  National 
Vund  for  Medical  Bilueation:  and 

8. 8918.  An  aet  to  provide  survivor  beneflte 
for  widows  erf  the  Chief  jusUce  and  the  As- 
sociate jQstloaa  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States. 

On  Augost  SO,  1954: 

8. 104a.  An  set  to  abolish  the  CommlswUm 
for  the  Bnlarglag  of  the  Capitol  <%roupds: 

8.8187.  Aa  aet  to  authwlse  the  United 
Statea  of  America  to  quitclaim  all  its  right, 
title,  aad  latorest  la  aad  to  certain  lands 
In  Arlaona.  except  for  mineral  Intereste 
thereto;  and  fer  other  purpoees; 

8.  SlgSw  A»  act  providing  for  the  oonvey- 
ance  by  the  United  States  to  the  Monterey 
County  VIood  Control  and  Water  Conaarva- 
tlon  Dtstrlot.  Mcmterey  County.  paUf.,  of 
certain  lands  in  Camp  Roberts  Military 
Rsearvatlon.  Calif.,  for  use  as  a  dam  and 
ressrvolr  site,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.850S.  Aa  aet  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  coavey  certain  property  located 
In  B-  Faso.  Tn..  and  deaoribed  as  part  of 
Fort  Bliss,  to  the  State  of  Texas; 

8.8744.  An  act  to  chknge  the  name  of 
Gavins  Point  Ressrvolr  back  of  Gavins  Point 
Dam  to  Ijewls  and  Clark  Lake; 

8.8760.  An  aet  to  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  or  his  designee  to  convey  cer- 
tain property  located  la  proximity  to  San 
Aatonlo,  Baxar  County.  Tex.,  to  the  State 
of  Texas; 

8.38^.  An  aet  to  authorlae  the  convey- 
ance to  the  State  of  Texas  of  approximately 
•  acrea  of  land  in  Houston,  Tex.,  to  be  used 
for  Nationid  Guard  purpoees:  and 

S.  J.  Res.  147.  Joint  resolution  to  establish 
the  Woodiow  Wilson  Centennial  Celebration 
Commission,  and  for  other  purposes. 
On  August  81.  196il: 

8. 2fi^  'An  aet  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance .of  certain  land  in  the  State  of  Maryland 
to  the  Usn<«y-Bell  Post  ^  of  the  American 
Legion.  Bowie.  Md.; 

8.861.  An  act  to  provide  for  renews^  of 
and  adjustment  of  comjMnsatlon  under  con- 
tracte  fjor  carrying  mail  on  water  routes: 

8.  Ml.  An  act  to  extend  benefits  under  the 
War  Olaints  Act  of  1948  to  certain  classes  of 
persons,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8. 655.  An  aet  for  the  ijellef  of  Charles  W. 
Gallagher; 

8. 500.  An  act  for  the  rtolief  of  Cpl.  Robert 
D.  McMillan; 

8  1188.  Aa  act  for  the  relief  of  John  L. 
de  Mcmtigny; 

&  ia08.  An  aet  for  the  reUef  of  Lt.  Col. 
Rollins  B.  Bmmerlch; 

B.  1604.  Aa  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Rev.  Pang  Wha  H; 

S.  8070.  Aa  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Oivens  Christian; 


B.  a074.  Aa  act  for  the  relief  of  certgin 
Basque  sheepberders; 

8.2147.  An  aet  for  the  relief  of  Terrence 
Waller; 

8  2259.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rev.  Charles 
V.  Rossini; 

8. 2266.  An  aet  for  the  relief  of  Walter  P. 
Sylvester; 

8. 2808.  An  set  to  authorize.ajid  direct  ttie 
investigation  by  the  Attorney  General  of  cer- 
tain offenses,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8  2S5S.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  V. 
Criml.  father  of  the  minca:  child,  Joseph 
Criml; 

8.2682.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Efes 
Transportation  Corp.; 

S.2689.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ets\iko 
Tamaki   (Shimlzu) ; 

8. 2649.  An  set  for  the  relief  of  Chsya 
Frangles; 

8.  2693.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Robert  l«e 
WUliams; 

8.2789.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  OiaAnl 
Bemardls; 

S.  2893.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Seraphlna 
Papgeorgiou; 

S.  2954.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Christine 
Thum; 

8. 2980.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Southern  District  of  New  York  to  hear,  de- 
termine, and  render  Judgment  upon  a  cla^m 
of  the  Bunker  Hill  Development  Corp.; 

8. 3017.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tboctias 
Barron; 

S.  3058.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
nationals  of  Italy; 

S.  3108.  An  act  to  modify  the  act  of  October 
8.  1940  (54  Stat.  1020)  and  tbe  act  of  July  24, 
1947  (61  Stat.  418)  with  respect  to  the  re- 
coupment of  certain  public  school  construc- 
tion ooeto  In  Minnesota; 

8.3110.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  tbe  Ports- 
mouth Sand  and  Gravel  Co.; 

S.  3148.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francesco 
Pugliese; 

8. 3245.  An  act  to  provide  emergency  credit. 

8.3329.  An  act  to  amend  tbe  District  of 
Columbia  Police  and  Firemen's  Salary  Act 
of  1953   to  correct  certain  inequities; 

S.  3447.  An  act  to  amend  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code  to  permit  the  filling  of  oral  pre- 
scriptions for  certain  drugs,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

8.3482.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of 
Columbia  Unemployment  Compensation  Act, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

8.3485.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Llselotta 
Kunze; 

8.3494.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Cen- 
tral Railroad  Co.  of  New  Jersey: 

8.3562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  tbe  Mc- 
Mahon  Co..  Inc.; 

8.3601.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agric\iltiire  is  authorized  to  extend 
until  not  later  than  October  18,  1962,  cer- 
tain timber  rlgbta  and  necessary  ingress  and 
egrees.  and  for  other  purposes; 

8. 3627.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act,  as  amended: 

8.  3628.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  815, 
8l8t  Congress,  in  order  to  extend  for  2 
additional  years  the  program  of  assistance 
for  school  construction  under  title  III  of 
that  act; 

8.3639.  An  act  to  postpone  the  effective 
date  of  the  3-percent  "absorption"  require- 
ment in  Public  Law  874,  81st  Congress,  for 
1  year; 

8. 3712.  An  act  to  authorize  the  com- 
mander. Air  University,  to  confer  appropriate 
degrees  upon  persons  who  meet  all  require - 
mento  for  those  degrees  in  the  Resident  Gbl- 
lege  of  the  United  Statea  Air  Force  Institute 
of  Technology; 

8.3840.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Klyce 
Motors.  Inc.; 

8.3844.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  reciprocal 
and  more  effective  remedy  for  certain  claims 
arising  out  of  the  acts  of  military  personnel 
and  to  authorize  the  pro  rata  sharing  of  the 


oost  of  such  claims  with  foreign  nations, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3868.  An  act  authorizing  the  payment  of 
salary  to  any  individual  given  a  recess  ap- 
pointment as  Comptroller  General  Of  the 
United  States  before  the  beginning  Of  the 
84th  Congress; 

S.J.  Res.  170.  Joint  resolution  to  approve 
the  conveyance  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority of  certain  public-use  terminal  prop- 
erties now  owned  by  the  United  Statee:  and 

S.  J.  Res.  173.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize 
the  President  to  proclaim  the  week  Of  No- 
vember 28.  1954,  through  December  4»  1954. 
as  National  Salvation  Army  Week. 
On  September   1,   19S4: 

S.  738.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria  Busa; 

S.  1259.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anastasla 
Kondylis; 

S.  1604.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Margot 
Herta  Matulewitz; 

S.  1605.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  Ar- 
thur Clmino  and  Joan  Clmlno; 

8.  1873.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ursula 
Wilke  and  Mike  Mario  Wilke; 

S.  2068.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francesco 
Marlnelli; 

8.  2156.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Enepe- 
kides,  his  wife.  Anna,  and  his  son.  George; 

S.  2301.  An  act  for  tbe  relief  of  Katherlns 
Plcerkona  and  her  minor  son.  Helmut; 

S.  2345.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Twn  Tai 
Mlao  and  his  wife,  Chao  Pel  Tsang  MiSo; 

S.  2366.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ito  Tu- 
kiko; 

S.  2496.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harvey 
Schwartz; 

S.  2636.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arturo 
Rodriguez  Diaz; 

S.  2640.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Zsther 
Joanne  Potter; 

8.  2670.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  termina- 
tion of  Federal  supervision  over  the  prop- 
erty of  certain  tribes,  bands,  and  colonies  of 
Indians  In  the  State  of  Utah  and  the  individ- 
ual members  thereof,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

S.  2731.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jeah  Can- 
talini; 

S.  2842.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Felix 
de  Pin^es; 

S.  2849.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ellsa-Pom- 
pea  Roppo  (Elisa-Pompea  Cardone); 

8.  2879.  An  act  for  the  relief  ol  Peter  Julian 
Newbery  and  Prudence  Ellen  Newbery; 

S.  2884.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Slater  Anna 
Scrtnzl.  Sister  Gluliana  Paladlnl,  Sister  lo- 
landa  Mazzocchl,  and  Sister  Glusepplna  Zan- 
chetta; 

S.  2887.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hon  Cheun 
Kwan; 

S.  2941.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kim  Kwang 
Suk  and  Kim  Woo  Shlk; 

S.  2945.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  lulallo 
Rodriguez  Vargas; 

S.  2993.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ruth 
Wehrhan; 

S.  3056.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  8.  Sft.  811- 
vestre  E.  Castillo; 

S.  3112.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  £mlko 
Watanabe; 

S.  3138.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wakako 
Niiml  and  her  minor  child,  Katherin4; 

S.  3145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bonlta  Lee 
Simpson; 

8.3221.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ingeborg 
Otto; 

S.  3251.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey- 
ance of  certain  mineral  rights  to  Mrs,  Pearl 
O.  Marr,  of  Crossroads,  N.  Mex.; 

S.  3276.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  ClSophat 
Robert  Joseph  Caron; 

S.  3404.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anni  Stroee 
Jacobsen; 

S.  3577.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Milos 
Knezevlch; 

S.  3586.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Bllde- 
gard  Simon  Walley; 

8.  3625.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mm.  Juana 
Padllla  de  Caballero  (Mrs.  Juana  Pad|lla  de 
Ontlveros);   and 
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8.3652.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mtokcls 
Timothy  Mary  Hodgson  (formerlj  Victor 
Charles  Joyce). 

On  September  2,  1954: 

8.  2316.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Blr- 
mlnghsm  Iron  Works,  Inc.;  end 

S.  2618.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Irtogroal 
Osman. 

On  September  3.  1954: 

8.2862.  An  act  to  provide  relief  for  the 
sheep-raising  industry  by  making  special 
nonquota  immigrant  visas  available  to  cer- 
tain skilled  alien  sheepberders. 


DISAPPROVAL     OF     SENATE     BILLS 
AFTER  ADJOURNMENT 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
President  had  disapproved  bills  of  the 
Senate  of  the  following  titles: 
On  August  26.  1954: 

QKomoM  rAwnukM 

S.  154.  I  am  withholding  my  approyal 
of  8.  154,  for  the  relief  of  George  Pan- 
telas. 

The  beneficiary  of  the  bill  is  an  alien 
who  is  deportable  on  the  ground  that  at 
the  time  of  his  la.st  entry  he  was  not  in 
possession  of  a  valid  immigration  viss 
and  because  of  his  record  of  crimes  in- 
volving moral  turpitude. 

The  bill  would  authorize  and  direct 
the  Attorney  Oeneral  to  discontinue  the 
pending  deportation  proceedings,  cancel 
any  outstanding  order  of  deportation, 
warrant  of  arrest  and  bond  which  may 
have  been  issued,  and  would  exempt  the 
alien  from  deportation  in  the  future  by 
reason  of  the  same  facts  upon  which  the 
current  proceedings  are  based. 

The  alien  was  bom  in  Greece  on  Feb- 
ruary 12.  1903.  He  originally  entered 
the  United  States  in  1921.  On  May  3, 
1929,  he  was  convicted  in  California  of 
issuing  checks  without  sufficient  funds 
and  sentenced  to  an  indeterminate  term 
of  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  14 
years.  He  was  subsequently  deported 
from  the  United  States  on  June  18.  1931, 
because  of  his  criminal  record.  There- 
after, the  alien  reentered  the  United 
States  as  a  temporary  visitor  on  May  28, 
1940,  under  an  assumed  name.  In  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Sei-vice  he  testified  that 
in  order  to  obtain  a  Greek  passi>ort  in 
another  individual's  name  he  paid  $100 
for  a  birth  certldcate  and  thereafter 
committed  perjury  and  forgery  in  secur- 
ing the  necessary  passport  visa  for  his 
reentry. 

While  I  am  in  sympathy  with  the  evi- 
dent purpose  of  this  legislation  to  provide 
support  for  the  family  of  the  alien,  the 
record  of  bad  conduct  presented  in  this 
case  convinces  me  that  the  granting  of 
the  relief  proposed  would  not  be  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  United  Stotes. 

Accordingly.  I  am  withholding  my 
approval  from  thi*  bill. 

DWIGHT  D.  ElSXXHOWnL 

Tm  Whit*  Houbk,  August  26.  19S4. 


rATS  OF  ICABT  BBATOir  UEWWU»«S« 

S.  3064.  I  have  withheld  my  approval 
f nnn  S.  3064. 83d  Congress,  an  act  for  the 
relief  of  the  estate  of  Mary  Beaton  Den- 
ninger,  deceased. 

The  bill  would  authorize  and  direct 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  pay  to 
the  estate  of  Mrs.  Dennlnger  the  sum  of 


$780.36  In  full  8ettiement  of  all  claims  of 
the  estate  against  tbe  United  Statee  for 
payment  of  certain  installments  of  an 
indemnity  under  the  Servicemen's  In- 
demnity Act  of  1951. 

Robert  William  Dennlnger  died  In 
service  on  November  20.  1952.  The  pro- 
ceeds of  a  policy  of  United  States  Gov- 
ernment life  insurance.  $2,443.27.  were 
paid  on  behalf  of  Mary  Beaton  Den- 
nlnger, the  designated  beneficiary. 
However,  in  order  to  determine  whether 
she  was  also  entitled  as  a  widow  to  an 
indemnity  of  $7,000  under  the  Service- 
men's Indemnity  Act  of  1951.  for  which 
no  beneficiary  had  been  designated,  it 
was  necessary  to  obtain  evidence  of  the 
interlocutory  judgment  of  divorce  which 
the  serviceman  had  obtained  from  her 
effective  March  12,  1952.  as  well  as  evi- 
dence pertaining  to  the  dissolution  of 
one  of  her  prior  marriages.  Upon  re- 
ceipt of  evidence  establishing  her  eligi- 
bility, settlement  was  authorized  on  her 
behalf  and,  without  knowledge  that  she 
had  died  2  days  previously,  a  check  for 
$780.36  representing  12  accrued  install- 
ments of  indemnity  was  mailed  to  a  Vet- 
erans' Administration  agency  on  October 
27,  1953.  for  delivery  to  the  payee.  Be- 
cause of  the  death  the  check  was  re- 
turned and  canceled. 

The  law  prohibited  payment  to  Mrs. 
Denninger's  estate,  and  thereafter  the 
Veterans'  Administration  made  settle- 
ment of  the  indemnity  in  favor  of  the 
serviceman's  parents,  the  next  entitled 
beneficiaries.  This  settlement  Included 
the  installzpents  totaling  $780.36  which 
had  accrued  during  the  lifetime  of  Mrs. 
Dennlnger.  The  bill  proposes  that,  in 
addition,  the  Government  pay  $780.36  to 
Mrs.  Denninger's  estate. 

Favorable  action  by  the  committees 
wtiich  considered  the  bill  appears  to 
have  been  based  upon  the  view  that  the 
installments  which  accrued  prior  to  Mrs. 
Denninger's  death  became  her  property 
and.  accordingly,  should  be  paid  to  her 
estate.  The  specific  language  of  the  law 
clearly  expresses  a  contrary  intention 
on  the  part  of  the  Congress.  I  cannot 
agree  either  that  the  mandatory  provi- 
si(m  of  the  law  should  be  abrogated  in 
this  case  to  ttie  exclusion  of  other  similar 
cases,  or  that  the  Government  should  be 
subjected  to  double  payment  ot  those 
installments  of  Indemnity  which  accrued 
during  Mrs.  Denninger's  lifetime.  To  do 
so  would  obviously  be  discriminatory  and 
precedential. 

As  I  have  previously  stated,  if  the  law 
is  to  be  changed  it  should  be  changed  for 
all.  Uniformity  and  equality  of  treat- 
ment under  general  law  applicable 
equally  to  all  must  be  the  steadfast  rule 
If  the  Federal  programs  for  veterans 
and  their  dependents  are  to  be  operated 
successfully.  Heeding  the  special  plea 
of  individual  cases  would  obviously  de- 
stroy the  effectiveness  of  these  programs. 

For  the  foregoing  reasons.  I  am  unable 
to  justify  approval  of  S.  3064. 

DWIGHT  D.  ElSXHROWn. 

TBI  Whrx  Hovsx,  Attoast  26, 1954, 

On  August  28.  1954: 
oaAMo  mroN  katiohal  ruoL 

8. 1706.  I  have  withheld  my  approval 
from  S.  1706.  to  provide  for  taxation  by 
the  State  of  Wyoming  of  certain  property 


located  within  the  confines  of  Oimad 
Teton  National  Ptak,  and  for  other  pur* 
poses. 

Tbe  bill  would  permit  the  State  of 
Wyoming  and  any  taxing  autharitj  of 
the  State  to  levy  taxes  on  prirately  owned 
hotels  or  lodging  facilities  within  Gxmnd 
Teton  National  Parte.  It  further  pro- 
vides that  if  the  United  Statee  acqviies 
such  properties  in  the  future,  paymenU 
in  lieu  of  taxes  will  be  made  by  the  United 
States  in  amounts  equal  to  ttie  last  an- 
nual taxes  assessed  against  the  property 
by  the  State  or  locality  when  it  was  pri- 
vately owned. 

This  legislation  is  unnecessary  fpr  two 
reasons:  First,  the  State  now  has  a«- 
thority  to  tax  privately  owned  botti  f  r 
lodging  facilities  in  the  park  and  has 
collected  such  taxes  for  some  time.  Sec- 
ond, there  appears  to  be  no  diq^Kottion 
on  the  part  of  the  United  States  to  ae- 
quire  any  such  property  in  Grand  Teton 
National  Paiic.  either  through  purchase 
or  donation.  However,  I  am  withhold- 
ing my  approval  not  only  because  the  bill 
is  unnecessary  but  also  because  of  the 
precedent  it  might  establiah  for  piece- 
meal action  in  this  field. 

The  present  Congress  approved  my 
recommendation  that  a  Commission  en 
Intergovernmental  Relations  be  estab- 
lished to  study  the  means  of  achieving  a 
sounder  relationship  between  Federal, 
State,  and  local  governments.  I  have 
requested  that  the  Commission's  report 
include  recommendations  as  to  how  to 
solve  the  difflcult  problems  which  arise 
in  the  field  of  Intergovernmental  tax  im- 
munities. The  Commission  has  a  speeiAl 
study  committee  on  in  lieu  payments  and 
shared  revenues.  The  Commission's  re- 
port is  expected  in  the  near  future,  and 
it  is  anticipated  that  the  admlnistratioix 
will  recommend  legislation  to  acoom- 
pllsh  its  recommendations  shortly  there- 
after. 

I  believe  that  questions  of  Federal  tax 
immunity  should  be  decided  broadly  and 
deliberately,  rather  than  through  a  suc- 
cession of  piecemeal  decisions  and  that 
this  decision  should  await  the  reeom- 
mendations  of  the  Commission  on  Inter- 
governmental Relations  on  this  question. 
DwiCHT  D.  EisKirHown. 

The  Whiti  Hovsx.  August  28. 19S4. 

On  August  31.  1854: 

■BTAVS  or  CAMLOB  M.  OOCBBAir 

8.  820.  I  have  withheld  my  aj^myral 
from  S.  820,  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Carlos  M.  Cochran. 

This  enrolled  enactment  would  pay  the 
sum  of  $5,000  to  the  estate  of  Carlos  M. 
Cochran,  who  was  killed  in  line  of  duty 
when  he  was  a  member  of  the  Armed 
Forces  in  1942. 

The  soldier  decedent  was  discovered 
lying  beside  a  highway  Just  outside  the 
entrance  to  the  military  installation 
where  he  was  stationed.  Although  he 
appears  to  have  been  temporarily  of  un- 
sound mind  at  the  time,  the  sentry  at 
the  gate  to  the  installatimi  who  discov- 
ered him  and  took  him  into  custody 
not  aware  of  this  fact.  While  the 
try  was  telephoning  for  military  pcdiee- 
men  to  come  to  the  gatehouse  for  tbe 
decedent,  he  attempted  to  escape.  He 
failed  to  obey  the  sentry^  three  atMNited 
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to  luOt  The  Motry  then 
t  ihBttim  st  the  decedeofSB  leas 
juBt  At  this  moment  the  de- 
i  Into  •  dttch.  Am  a  result. 
bt  was  ttmek  in  ttw  tbali  ntber  than 
file  kn  aad  wm  instantly  klUed. 

A  board  of  oOleen^  wbleh  RdneQuently 
eonrtdnwl  ttw  ease,  determined  that  the 
had  been  reasonable 
an  of.  the  etrcumstanees.  The 
board  alio  detemilned  that  skioe  the 
deeedent  was  knofwn  to  have  been  In  a 
state  ci  mental  oonfusion  at  the  time  oi 
the  ahoottaw .  his  death  shi^ild  be  con- 
sUtaped  to  be  In  line  of  dutyl 

The  reeords  of  Army  show  that  the 
regular  death  gratuity  was  paid  In  this 
case  and  fliat  at  the  time  of  the  de- 
cedent's entry  Into  the  military  service 
he  was  offered  but  specifically  refused 
nationil  servlee  life  insurance. 

The  decedent's  dosest  survivor  seems 
to  be  a  sister,  who  jweeumably  would  be 
the  bftimate  beneildai^  of  the  bill.  She 
is  not  entitled  to  survivorship  benefits 
under  laws  administered  by  the  Vet- 
erans' AdministratiQn;  since  sisters  are 
hot  tndttded  within  the  categories  of 
survivors  eUgible  to  receive  benefits 
under  such  laws. 

Laws  administered  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration  and  other  Federal  agen- 
cies provide  systems  of  benefits  for  cer- 
tain dependent  survivors  of  members  of 
the  Armed  Vorees  klUed  in  line  of  duty. 
Booeflts  ao  aotb^irlsed  are  generous  and 
are  payeltie  to  the  medfled  survivors 
regardless  of  whetber  death  results  from 
the  neghgoiee  or  willful  misconduct  of 
fellow  servicemen  or  any  oQier  pexson. 
Under  the  circumstances.  I  thlnlc  it  only 
fair  and  reaaonatde  to  conalder  the  gen- 
erous, uniform,  and  assured  protection 
which  these  systems  afford  as  the  exclu- 
sive remedy  against  the  United  States 
on  account  <a  the  death  of  a  member 
of  the  Armed  Forces  killed  in  line  of 
duty.  Any  other  view  would  be  produc- 
tive of  axumalles  and  serious  ineqiiities. 

The  foregoing  view  accords  with  tliat 
taken  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  denying 
relief  in  a  negligence  case  brought  under 
the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  in  which, 
as  here,  a  member  of  the  Armed  Forces 
was  killed  not  only  in  line  of  duty  but 
incident  to  his  actual  military  service. 
Such  a  view  is  in  no  sense  novel.  Mlll- 
tery  and  veterans'  survivorship  benefits 
are  the  equivalent  of  civilian  workmen's 
eoouwnsaticm    benefits.     The    Federal 

Gofvemment  and  most  of  the  States  have 
abolished  actions  for  damages  between 
employen  and  employees  and  superseded 
them  with  workmen's  compensation  stat- 
utes, whieh  provide  the  sole  basis  of 
UaUllty  tn  most  cases. 

Additionidly.  as  already  noted,  the  de- 
cedmt  had  the  opix)rtunity  to  apply  for 
a  policy  of  nation^  service  life  insur- 
ance in  the  maximum  amount  of  $10,000. 
Be  was  specifically  offered  this  opportu- 
nity, but  refused  to  take  ad^iantage  oT 
It.  as  is  indicated  by  his  service  record. 

Accordingly,  while  regretting  the 
tragic  death  of  the  decedent,  I  am 
constrained  to  withhold  my  approval 
from  8.  830. 

DWIOHT  D.  XttBRBOWBU 

Thx  WBxn  Botox.  August  31, 1954. 
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8.  a089.  I  have  withheld  my  approvtal 
from  the  bill  (S.  2083)  for  the  relief  of 
Lawrence  F.  Kramer. 

The  bill  provides  for  payment  to  Law- 
rence P.  Kramer  of  Paterson,  N.  J.,  of 
the  sum  of  $07,500  in  full  satisfaction 
of  his  claim  against  the  United  States 
for  (1)  compensation  for  services  ren- 
dered by  him  during  the  period  from 
1935  to  1952  In  assisting  and  enabling 
the  United  States  to  prosecute  success - 
fully  criminal  proceedings  against  cer- 
tain defendants  who  had  defrauded  the 
Government  in  connection  with  fixed 
prices  on  work  projects  in  the  State  of 
New  Jersey,  and  (2)  for  reimbursemeht 
for  expenses  incurred  by  him  in  render- 
ing such  services. 

It  appears  that  in  late  1935,  Mr. 
Kramer  complained  to  the  Works  Prog- 
ress Administration  concerning  the  en- 
Istence  of  a  possible  fraud  conspiraoy. 
C(dliisive  bidding,  and  bribery  in  coh- 
necUdn  with  certain  sand  and  stone  sup- 
ply contracts  awarded,  and  to  be  award- 
ed, by  the  Works  Progress  Administra- 
tion in  northern  New  Jersey.  His  sole 
information  was  that  his  father.  Philip 
Kramer,  operator  of  a  stone  quarry  at 
Paterson,  N.  J.,  had  been  approached  by 
one  George  Brooks  to  participate  in  the 
scheme,  and  had  refused,  and  that  as  a 
result  of  his  refusal,  stone  supplied  by 
him  had  been  rejected  by  the  Works 
Progress  Administration  (apparently  due 
to  the  Influence  of  the  conspirator^) , 
with  the  consequence  that  he  suffered 
heavy  business  loss. 

As  a  result  of  this  complaint,  an  in- 
veetlgaiion  was  undertaken  by  the  Gov- 
ernment which  culminated  in  the  coh- 
viction  of  the  lawbreakers  in  1941  aad 
a  civil  recovery  (by  way  of  settlement) 
in  1952.  Apart  from  the  initial  Up  con- 
cerning the  existence  of  a  possible  con- 
spiracy, and  the  furnishing  of  the  names 
of  certain  persons  having  knowledge  of 
Uie  approach  made  to  his  father,  it  does 
not  appear  that  claimant  contributed 
anything  to  the  successful  prosecution 
and  civil  recovery. 

There  is  nothing  to  distinguish  this 
case  from  any  other  case  in  which  the 
Government  receives  from  a  private  eiti- 
sen  Information  concerning  wrongful  ac- 
tion with  reference  to  which  criminal 
proceedings  are  brought  and  civil  recov- 
eries are  obtained.  The  vast  majority  of 
such  proceedings  are  made  possible  by 
citizens  who  either  because  of  their  nor- 
mal interest  in  law  enforcement  and 
good  government,  or  because  of  self- 
interest  supply  law  enforcement  officers 
with  information  of  the  character  here 
involved. 

Even  if  claimant  were  to  be  treated  as 
if  he  had  commenced  suit  as  an  ia- 
former,  he  would  be  entitled  to  no  more 
than  the  10  percent  of  the  civil  recov- 
ery, whereas  the  bill  proposes  to  award 
him  30  percent  of  that  amount. 

DwioHT  D.  Eisenhower. 

The  Whttx  House,  Auffust  31. 1954. 

OUPHIC  AKTS  OOBP.  OF  OHIO  ' 

8. 2801.  I  am  withholding  my  approval 
from  S.  2801.  for  the  relief  of  Graphic 
Arts  Corp.  of  Ohio. 


Novembtr  8 

S.  2801  provides  that  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  be  authorized  and  dieted 
to  pay  the  sum  of  $84,359.19  te  the 
Graphic  Arts  Corp.  of  Ohio,  Toledo. 
Ohio,  in  full  settlement  of  all  claihis  of 
the  said  Grapliic  Arts  Corp.  against  the 
United  States.  The  bill  would  afford 
financial  relief  to  the  Graphic  Arte  Corp. 
for  losses  alleged  to  have  been  incurred 
in  the  performance  of  contract  W-33- 
0381  ac-2023  with  the  Army  Air  Corps 
during  the  period  January  1  to  June  1, 
1946. 

It  Is  the  contention  of  the  corpoBation 
that  it  was  not  supplied  with  the  full 
quantity  of  work  contemplated  bv  the 
contract  during  the  contract  period,  and 
that  the  contractor  was  assured  by  rep- 
resentetives  of  the  Army  Air  Corps  that 
it  would  be  protected  against  losses  in  Ite 
operation  under  the  contract.  However, 
it  appears  that  the  contractor  did  accept 
extensions  of  time  and  other  amend- 
mente  to  the  original  contract  under  var- 
ious change  orders  and  supplemente 
pertinent  thereto  by  executing  said  docu- 
mente.  It  is  reported  that  payments  to- 
teling  $2,029,185.29  were  made  to  the 
contractor. 

Insofar  as  furnishing  work  under  the 
contract  was  concerned,  it  appears  that 
there  was  substantial  compliance  bor  the 
Government  within  the  contract  period 
as  extended. 

There  is  an  esteblished  rule  that  a  for- 
mal written  contract  entered  into  on  the 
basis  of  negotiations  between  the  parties 
merges  all  such  previous  negotiations 
and  is  presumed  in  law  to  express  the 
final  understanding  of  the  parties.  Con- 
tract W-33-038  ac-2023,  as  amended, 
was  entered  into  on  a  fixed-price  basis. 
It  conteined  no  provision  for  payment  of 
additional  compensation  merely  because 
the  contractor  might  suffer  a  loss  in  per- 
formance. Hence,  while  the  contractor's 
claim  is  based  primarily  upon  the  prem- 
ise that  certain  representetions  were 
made  by  Government  oflScers  at  the  time 
the  contract  was  negotiated  to  the  effect 
that  the  Government  would  proteqt  the 
contractor  from  any  loss  in  performance, 
the  terms  of  the  contract  relating  to  the 
work  to  be  performed  and  to  the  prices 
to  be  paid  therefor  were  clear  and  uham- 
biguous  and  such  extraneous  represente- 
tions, even  if  established,  legally  could 
not  be  resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
posing an  additional  obligation  on  the 
Government.  If  the  contractor  felt  that 
the  formal  contract  and  change  orders 
and  extensions,  et  cetera,  did  not  afford 
it  suflBcient  protection  against  los;9es  in 
performance,  it  should  not  have  signed 
the  contract  and  accepted  the  exten- 
sions. Having  done  so,  it  seems  clear 
that  there  is  no  Uability  for  any  further 
payment  to  the  contractor,  based  upon 
the  contract  provisions. 

Government  audit  of  the  contractor's 
records  indicates  that  this  corporation, 
although  claiming  a  loss  of  $67.95231  in 
the  operation  of  the  Gadi  division  for 
the  5  months'  period  beginning  January 
1.  1946,  actually  susteined  a  loss  of  only 
$46,213.94  during  that  period.  Of  this 
amoimt,  the  audit  report  shows  '  only 
$29,432.29  was  applicable  to  Army  Air 
Corps  contract  W-33-038  ac-2023.  De- 
spite this  loss  of  $29,432.29  on  this  con- 
tract for  the  first  5  montlis  of  1948,  tlie 
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contractor  actually  earned  a  profit  of 
$34,202.86  on  the  oittre  contract.  The 
audit  report  also  discloses  that  this  eon- 
tractor  earned  a  profit  of  $382,339.15  on 
all  other  Government  business  for  the 
years  1944.  1945.  and  the  first  5  months 
of  1946.  Ite  commercial  business  during 
the  same  period  also  operated  at  a  sub- 
stantial profit. 

My  approval  of  this  bin  would  estoblish 
the  undesirable  principle  of  Government 
underwriting  any  wartime  losses  incurred 
by  contractors  providing  goods  and  serv- 
ices to  the  Government,  regardless  of 
the  fact  that  such  contractors  did  not 
sustein  a  net  loss.  I  am  unable  to  per- 
ceive any  circumstonces  which  would 
warrant  preferential  treatment  for  the 
claimant  to  the  detriment  of  other  war- 
time contractors.  I  am  satisfied  that  it 
is  my  duty  to  oppose  this  bill. 

Although  my  examination  of  the  record 
in  this  case  does  not  lead  me  to  believe 
that  there  is  an  equiteble  basis  for  this 
claim,  it  is  possible  that  a  court  through 
judicial  processes  might  be  led  to  deter- 
mine otherwise.  In  complex  situations 
like  this  one,  It  is  my  opinion  that  judi- 
cial rather  than  legislative  remedy 
should  be  sought.  I  would,  therefore,  be 
willing  to  give  my  approval  to  a  juris- 
dictional bill  waiving  the  bar  of  any 
stetute  of  limitations  against  the  claim. 

DWICHT  D.  ElSKNHOWXa. 

The  Whttb  Hovss,  Aitguit  31,  1954. 
On  Septembor  1.  1954: 


S.  45.  I  am  withholding  my  approval  of 
S.  45,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Merle 
Cappeller  Weyel. 

This  enrolled  enactment  would  pay 
the  simi  of  $5,437.31  to  Mrs.  Merle  Cap- 
peller Weyel  in  full  settlement  of  her 
claim  arising  out  of  the  death  of  her  hus- 
band after  his  release  from  active  duty  in 
the  Navy  in  1948. 

The  husband  of  the  beneficiary  of  this 
bill  was  recalled  to  active  duty  in  1947. 
after  having  been  retired  following  the 
completion  of  30  years  of  service.  Prior 
to  his  release  from  this  tour  of  duty,  he 
was  given  a  iiarticularly  thorough  physi- 
cal examination  because  of  indications 
that  he  might  be  suffering  from  high- 
blood  pressure.  However,  a  board  ot 
medical  survey  determined,  as  a  result 
of  this  examination,  that  he  was  phsrsi- 
cally  qualified  for  release  from  active 
duty,  and  he  was  accordingly  again  re- 
turned to  his  retired  stetus  in  February 
1948. 

Subsequently,  this  officer  was  treated 
and  X-rayed  by  a  private  physician  In 
September  1948.  The  X-ray  disclosed 
that  he  was  suffering  from  a  malignancy 
which  caused  his  death  in  December 
1948.  after  two  unsuccessful  operations 
in  private  hospitals. 

This  deceased  ofllcer's  case  was  twice 
considered  by  the  Board  for  the  Correc- 
tion of  Naval  Records,  which  was  estab- 
lished by  stetute  to  correct  records  where 
this  was  necessary  to  remove  an  injus- 
tice. It  was  contended  by  the  bene- 
ficiary that  the  malignancy  should  have 
been  discovered  at  the  time  her  husband 
was  released  from  active  duty  and  that, 
if  it  had  been  discovered,  he  would  have 
been  kept  on  active  duty  until  his  death. 


On  the  basis  of  this.  It  was  further  con- 
tended she  was  entitled  to  be  paid  the 
usual  death  gratuity,  the  difference  be- 
tween her  husband's  active  and  retired 
pay  for  the  period  between  his  release 
from  active  duty  and  his  death  and  the 
amount  of  private  medical  and  hospitel 
expenses  incurred  on  his  behalf.  The 
present  measure  is  based  on  these  same 
contentions. 

After  twice  reviewing  the  case,  the 
Board  concluded  that  it  was  to  be  pre- 
sumed that  the  malignancy  had  existed 
at  the  time  the  decedent  was  released 
from  active  duty  and  that,  had  ite  exist- 
ence been  discovered,  he  would  not  have 
been  released  at  the  time  he  was.  How- 
ever, the  Board  concluded  that  the  de- 
cedent would  not  have  been  kept  on  ac- 
tive duty  until  his  death,  but  in  all  prob- 
ability would  have  been  retired  for  physi- 
cal disability  not  later  than  July  1948. 

I  can  perceive  no  justification  for  the 
payment  whieh  the  bill  would  msdce  on 
accoimt  of  the  cost  of  private  medical 
and  hoQrital  care  incurred  on  behalf  of 
the  decedent.  He  was.  at  all  times,  en- 
titled to  such  care  at  facilities  operated 
by  the  Navy  Department.  There  is  no 
showing  that  any  attempt  was  made  to 
take  advantage  of  these  facilities.  But, 
on  the  contrary,  it  appears  that,  for  per- 
sonal reasons,  the  decedent  elected  to  be 
treated  privately.  If  the  Government  is 
to  esteblish  medical  faciUties  and  make 
provision  for  the  care  of  servicemen  and 
veterans,  as  it  has  done,  it  cannot,  at  the 
same  time,  be  expected  to  underteke  re- 
imbursement of  such  personnel  when 
they  tlecide.  for  personal  reasons,  to  ob- 
toin  care  at  their  own  expense  from  pri- 
vate physicians  and  hospitals. 

Another  reason  why  I  am  unable  to 
approve  this  measiu*e  is  that,  as  enacted, 
it  is  either  unfair  to  the  beneficiary  or 
to  the  Government.  This  resulte  from 
the  fact  that  the  bill  excludes  payment 
of  the  death  gratuity  of  6  months'  pay 
which  was  originally  claimed  by  the  ben- 
^ciary  but  recognizes  and  authorizes 
the  payment  of  the  difference  between 
active  duty  pay  and  rethed  pay  for  the 
entire  period  between  the  date  of  the 
decedent's  release  from  active  duty  and 
the  date  of  his  death.  It  is  obviously  in- 
consistent to  exclude  the  one  and  recog- 
nize the  other.  If  the  decedent  is  to  be 
considered  on  active  duty  for  the  entire 
period  in  question  for  pay  purposes,  he 
certeinly  should  be  so  considered  with 
respect  to  the  payment  of  the  death 
gratuity.  On  the  other  hand,  if  his  ac- 
tive duty  is  considered  to  have  ended 
prior  to  the  date  of  his  death,  then  it  is 
equally  obvious  an  adjustment  should  be 
made  in  the  pay  differential  award.  In 
all  fairness,  it  would  appear  that  this 
inconsistency  shoidd  be  resolved  one  way 
or  the  other.  -'•I^ 

It  should  be  stressed  that  notwith- 
standing disapproval  of  the  bill,  the  ben- 
efBdary  can  now  have  her  claim  settled 
administratively.  Shice  the  Ume  when 
the  ease  was  last  reviewed  by  the  Board 
for  the  Correction  of  Naval  Records,  leg- 
islation has  been  enau;ted  which  permite 
Imlnlstratlve  settlonent  of  claims 
on  changes  in  records  made  by  the 
Reconsideration  of  the  bene- 
ficiary's claim  under  such  legislation 
would  result  in  an  award  which,  I  am 
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eonfid«it.  win  be  equltalde 
standpoint  of  both  the 
the  Govemotent.  In  this  connectloo  I 
should  like  to  express  my  btiicf  that  the 
Board  should  take  into  aoooun^.  in  Ita 
reconsideration  of  t2ie  case,  the  possi- 
bility that  had  it  been  discovered  prior 
to  his  release  from  active  duty  medical 
treatment  of  the  decedent's  oooditkia 
might  very  well  have  led  to  bis  retention 
on  active  duty  untU  the  date  of  his 
death. 

DWZGRT  D.  EtSKHHOVrBL 

Tbk  WHm  HouBX.  September  1.  If  54. 

S.46.  I  have  withheld  my  approval 
from  S.  46.  enUtled  "Far  the  relief  of 
E.  s.  Bemey." 

This  bill  would  pay  to  E.  a  Bemey  the 
sum  of  $4,750  as  compensation  for  dam- 
ages allegedly  sustained  by  him  as  a 
result  of  certain  representetions  made 
by  a  representative  of  the  Navy  during 
World  War  n. 

It  appears  that  in  the  summer  of  194$ 
a  representetive  of  the  Navy  rtt^ffi^— ^ 
with  the  beneficiary  the  potential  use  of 
his  Nevada  ranch  and  certain  adjolntng 
ones  as  a  bombtog  range.  Although  the 
evidence  on  this  point  is  confilettng.  It 
appears  that  such  representetive  indi- 
cated that  he  expected  the  Navy  to  begin 
operations  that  fall  and  that,  prior  to 
the  beginning  of  such  operations,  all 
livestock  would  have  to  be  removed  from 
the  land.  The  beneficiary  alleges  that 
on  the  basis  of  this  information  he  dis- 
posed of  his  cattle  and  other  pRq;»erty 
and  vacated  his  ranch  early  in  the  falL 
It  developed,  however,  that  the  Navy  did 
not  need  or  begin  to  use  his  land  until 
the  following  spring. 

In  subsequent  condemnation  proceed- 
ings, the  court  refused  to  recognlae  any 
damages  occurring  prior  to  the  time 
when  the  Navy  began  using  the  land  in 
question  in  the  spring  of  1944.  On  this, 
premise  the  court  awarded  the  benefi- 
ciary $766.67  for  damages  occurring  after 
use  by  the  Navy  began.  The  present 
bill  was  designed  to  afford  compensation 
for  damages  which  were  excluded  by  the 
court  and  which  the  beneficiary  allege* 
were  due  to  the  premature  vaeati(m  of 
his  land. 

Conceding  the  facte  In  this  case  to  be 
as  steted  by  the  beneficiary,  it  still  does 
not  follow  that  he  Is  entitled  to  tbt 
award  proposed  here.  It  has  not  been  < 
esteblished  that  the  damages  allegedly 
sustained  by  the  beneficiary  were  due  to 
a  reasonable  reliance  iqxm  the  represen* 
tetions  of  the  Navy  representetive. 
There  appears  to  have  t>een  no  such  re- 
Uance  on  the  part  of  other  ranch  owners 
whose  land  was  taken  under  similar  cir- 
cumstances and  whose  stetementi  ap- 
pear in  the  committee  reporte  In  sup^ 
port  of  some  aspecte  of  the  beneficiary's 
claim. 

In  addition,  there  appears  to  be  oonftt* 
sion  as  to  the  basis  for  measuring  the 
damages  which  the  beneficiary  allegedly 
sustained.  He  made  an  unverified  claim 
Of  damages  in  the  amount  of  $12,000. 
Part  of  the  damages  so  claimed  are 
covered  by  the  $766.67  coodemnatkm 
award.   The  Congress  reduced  the  claim 
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l»  HUM.  irtth  BO  htiHotkm  m  to  bow 

I  fM»  MTtvad  St. 

ttao  tencoiiar.  tt  wenM  to  me, 
Itefe  llM  raeoni  In  ttiis  eoae  la  tneOndu- 
•lf»  Warn  wtkh  xMpeet  to  the  mertte  cf 
tho  beMfletaij^  dftln  ttoA  m  to  tbe 
wlilBh  toe  najr  l»ve  eiMtalnact. 

newtotwttee  oompel  me  to  with- 
hoM  ay  aiiiNaovel  fnm  tble  bilL 

Z  WNrid.  bovever.  be  wining  to  mp- 
mm  ImWettMi  irtikh  voold  permit 
adjudleetlon  of  the  case  by  the  nttpro^ 
priato  diotiiet  court.  Such  legislation 
aiMNdd  antboriae  the  payment  to  ttie  ben- 
eficiary of  such  damages  as  the  court 
might  determine  to  be  reasonably  at- 
tributable to  his  reliflhce  upon  the  al- 
leged mnvMniatlons  made  to  him  by 
the  Ifavy  reprseentattve.  I  believe  that 
<m]y  by  >ueh  means  can  tbe  rather  ob- 
acure  efcWMints  of  this  case  be  consid- 
ered and  reaolyed  in  a  manner  fair  to 
both  the  Oofremment  and  the  benefl- 
clary. 

DWXBBT  D.  BlHlWHOWI. 

Trs  WRin  HonsB,  September  1, 19H. 


S.417.  I  have  withheld  my  approval 
from  8. 417,  a  bill  conferring  Jurisdiction 
mxm  the  United  Stotes  District  Court  for 
the  Distriot  of  TSUm  Biexico.  to  hear,  de- 
teimine,  and  render  judgment  upon  cer- 
tain dahnaariatng  as  a  result  of  the  con- 
struction by  the  United  States  of  Ele- 
phant Biitto  Dam  on  tbe  Bio  Grande. 

Dhder  B.  411.  jurisdiction  would  be 
vested.  notwlthstMidlng  any  statute  of 
Umitattons  or  lapee  of  time,  in  the  lAiited 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
New  Madoo,  "to  bear,  determine,  and 
rcodm  Judgment  upcm  any  claim  against 
the  United  States  foor  compensation  for 
the  taking  of  or  for  damage  to  real  or 
pctsonal  property  as  a  result  of  tbe  con- 
struction fav  tbe  United  States  of  Ele- 
phant BuMe  Dam  on  tbe  XUo  Grande." 

The  bUl  does  not  Idmtif  y  the  persons 
to  whom  it  would  open  the  doors  of  the 
district  xottrk  It  does  not  identify  the 
date  or  dates  on  which  the  alleged  tak- 
tns  of  proiMrty  mr  damage  occurred.  It 
does  ooi  identify  the  events  which  might 
be  alleged  to  have  caused  the  damage  or 
the  taking.  Ite  only  requirement  is  that 
suit  be  filed  within  2  yearn  from  tbe  date 
of  enactment  of  the  bUL 

Oimstruction  of  XOeplumt  Butte  Dam 
was  commenced  by  the  Int^ior  -D^?art- 
mentinl912.  Approval' of  tbe  bill  would 
thua  be  an  ^;>eQ  invitaticm  to  anyone 
who  believes  that  he  has.  at  any  time 
over  the  last  42  years,  been  Injured  in 
his  property  by  ttie  construction  of  this 
dam  to  bring  the  United  States  bito 
court,  no  matto'  how  stale  his  clatan  may 
be. 

It  mnoean  that  the  cases  around  which 
the  hearings  on  the  bill  principally 
tunied  are  those  of  a  ntimber  of  persons 
who  bdleve  that  the  eiistcBee  of  the 
dam.  taken  in  Conjunction  with  the  se- 
vwe  floods  thi«  dceeended  the  Rio 
Orende  WaUey  to  1039.  resulted  in  the 
pwrnaiiCDt  iwmlng  or  swamping,  from 
■Bd  after  that  year,  of  their  lands  in  the 
lislBhbaihoud  of  the  now  abandoned 
town  of  San  MareiaL  I  am  aware  of  no 
Aowing.  however,  that  these  landown- 


en  did  not  have  an  adequate  oppor- 
tunity to  pursue  their  legal  remedies 
within  the  period  prescribed  by  general 
law  or  that  there  were  sound  reasons 
for  their  failure  to  do  so.  Still  less  am 
I  aware  of  any  reasons  for  including 
within  the  coverage  of  the  bill  not  only 
these  landowners,  but  also  all  others  Who. 
regardless  of  time,  attribute  a  damaging 
or  destruction  of  their  property  to  tbe 
eoostrueticm  of  Elephant  Butte  Dam, 

The  very  purpose  of  a  statute  of  limi- 
tations— whether  it  relates  to  suits  be- 
twera  i»-lvate  citizens  or  to  suits  broisht 
against  the  Government — is  to  avioid 
stale  claims  and  to  procure  a  reasonably 
prompt  initiation  of  Judicial  action  be- 
fore records  are  lost  or  scattered,  memo- 
ries grow  dim.  and  witnesses  die  or  be- 
come unavailable.  To  say  this  is  not 
to  say  that  compliance  with  the  statute 
must  be  insisted  upon  in  cases  where  its 
waiver  would  avoid  a  clear  inequity.  The 
instant  bill,  however.  Lb  not  in  this  ex- 
ceptional category.  On  the  contrary,  the 
controversies  with  which  it  deals  neees- 
sarlly  involve  the  resolution  of  questions 
of  fact,  of  which  some,  at  least,  would  re- 
quire oral  testimony  from  persons  fa- 
miliar with  conditions  as  they  were  at 
the  time  when  the  claims  originally 
arose.  Thus,  the  nature  of  the  claims 
here  involved  emphasizes  the  justice  and 
wisdom  of  the  general  rule.  Against  this 
background,  nothing  in  the  terms  or  his- 
tory of  S.  417  of  which  I  am  informed 
offers  any  sound  ground  for  the  depiar- 
ture  from  existing  law  which  the  bill 
would  sanction. 

Beyond  these  considerations  there  is, 
in  my  Judgment,  no  more  merit  to  waiv- 
ing the  statute  of  limitations  in  order  to 
permit  the  trying  of  cases  which  may 
range  over  all  the  forty-odd  years  of  8le- 
phant  Butte  history  than  there  would 
be  in  the  case  of  any  other  Federal  ri^ier- 
control  structure.  In  other  words,  I  am 
seriously  concerned  that  an  exception 
as  brocui  as  that  which  S.  417  proposes 
to  make  in  the  case  of  Elephant  Butte 
would  be  a  precedent  for  attempts  to 
seciue  similarly  overgenerous  legisla- 
tion in  the  case  of  every  other  Federal 
river-control  Btnicture  that  anyone  be- 
Ueves  has  caused  him  harm,  regardless 
of  how  long  ago  the  harm  occurred. 

DWIGHT  D.  ElSEKHOWEI. 
Th«  Wnrrx  House,  September  1. 19$4. 

CUBAH-AKEKICAN  SVCAM  CO. 

8. 3304.  I  am  withholding  my  approval 
from  S.  3304,  which  would  confer  juris- 
diction upon  the  Court  of  Claims  of  the 
United  States  to  consider  and  reixler 
Judgment  on  the  claim  of  the  Cubgn- 
American  Sugar  Co.  against  the  United 
States. 

The  problem  at  the  root  of  the  lawsuit 
and  the  private  relief  bills  involves  the 
company's  World  War  I  excess-profits 
taxes  for  the  year  1917.  The  spedflc 
facte  in  this  34-year-old  controversy  are 
set  forth  fully  in  the  report  of  the  8en- 
ate  Judiciary  Committee  (S.  Rept.  1963, 
83dCong..  2d8es8.).  BasicaUy,  the  tgx- 
payer.  for  the  year  1917.  computed  Its 
excess-mroflte  tax  liabiUty  on  the  invested 
capitel  method.  Some  years  thereafter, 
it  felt  that  ite  tax  Uabihty  was  excessive 
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and  requested  the  Commissioner  to  com- 
pute the  tax  under  the  relief  mrovisions 
of  the  law.  When  this  was  don^  addi- 
tional taxes  were  found  to  be  due,  and 
were  paid.  Several  years  later,  iti  1927. 
a  claim  for  refund  was  filed  |m  the 
ground  that  the  tax  computation  by  the 
relief  method  was  erroneous.  This  claim 
was  rejected  on  March  15,  1933.  although 
later  that  year  the  taxpayer  attempted  to 
amend  it.  claiming  that  the  invested 
capital  method  should  be  used.  This 
method  had  been  used  in  a  settlement  of 
the  years  1918.  1919.  and  1920.  contro- 
versy with  respect  to  which  had  been 
going  on  concurrently.  The  claim  for 
refund  filed  in  1933  was  rejected  on  the 
grounds  it  was  not  filed  within  the  statu- 
tory period. 

The  overall  effect  of  the  legislation 
would  be  to  direct  the  Court  of  Claims 
to  determine  the  1917  UalHlity  of  the 
taxpayer  by  applying  the  invested  capi- 
tal method  used  in  settling  the  years 

1918,  1919,  and  1920,  before  the  Board 
of  Tax  Appeals  (even  though  sec.  3  of 
the  enrolled  enactment  states  that  noth- 
ing in  the  act  is  to  be  construed  as  an 
inference  of  liability  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States)  since,  as  the  committee 
report  indicates,  there  is  no  question  but 
that  the  taxpayer's  taxes  were  overpaid. 

Since  the  bill  grants  relief  from  the 
operation  of  the  statute  of  limitation, 
special  equitable  circumstances  should 
appear  which  require  that  this  taxpayer 
be  singled  out  for  special  relief.  It  is 
difficult  to  find  such  circumstances  in 
this  case.  Basically,  the  Senate  repKjrt 
urges  that  the  taxpayer  was  denied  a 
proper  hearing  by  the  Commissioner  with 
respect  to  this  claim.  Yet.  as  the  Senate 
committee  report  itself  indicates,  both 
prior  to  1921.  and  after  1927,  the  tax- 
payer and  the  Commissioner's  repre- 
sentatives had  numerous  conferences 
with  respect  to  the  taxpayer's  1917  lia- 
bility. It  would  have  served  no  purpose 
to  hold  further  conferences  in  1P33  on 
a  refund  claim  which  was  filed  after  the 
Statute  had  run  and  based  on  another 
method  of  computation. 

It  is  also  suggested  that  the  Bureau  of 
Internal  Revenue  and  the  taxpayer 
"agreed"  to  postpone  any  action  pn  the 
1927  claim  for  refund  until  the  1918, 

1919,  and  1920  cases  were  determined. 
No  valid  evidence  appears  that  there 

was  such  an  agreement.  Indeed,  the 
only  information  regarding  any  such  dis- 
cussion is,  as  the  Court  of  Claims  stated 
in  a  decision  rendered  in  1939  opa  this 
matter  and  involving  this  taxpayer  that 
a  representative  of  the  taxi>ayeir_  had 
written  a  letter  to  the  Bureau  "pvirport- 
ing  to  confirm  a  conversation"  with  a 
representative  of  the  Bureau  that  further 
conferences  on  the  year  1917  were  to  be 
indefinitely  postponed  for  the  reason 
that  nothing  further  could  be  dotie  re- 
garding the  special  assessment  qiiestloh 
until  such  question  had  been  settled  by 
the  Bureau  or  the  Board  of  Tax  Appeals. 
This  unilateral  statement  not  only  does 
not  seem  adequate  evidence  of  sxjch  an 
agreement  but  illustrates  the  desirability 
of  a  statute  of  limitations  which  dis- 
poses of  stale  claims  and  the  necessity 
for  retaining  or  securing  evidence  with 
respect  thereto. 
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Finally,  the  bin  requires  the  COurt  of 
Claims  to  use  a  specific  method  of  com- 
puting invested  capital — Mwimttig  the 
taxpayer  has  overpaid  his  taxes— to  be 
based  upon  an  amount  arrived  at  in 
settling  the  controversy  before  the  Board 
of  Tax  Appeals  for  the  years  1918 
through  1920.  The  year  1917  was  not 
involved  in  that  settlement,  nor,  as  the 
Court  of  Claims  indicated  in  ite  1939 
decision,  "does  the  action  taken  with  re- 
spect to  subsequent  years  constitute  con- 
clusive proof  as  to  1917."  Even  assiun- 
ing  the  desirability  of  granting  jurisdic- 
tion to  the  Coxirt  of  Cliiims  for  this  year. 
It  does  not  seem  desirable  to  preclude 
the  court  from  determining  the  correct 
tax  liability  for  the  year. 

Since  the  proposed  legislation  would 
be  discriminatory  and  would  single  out  a 
particular  taxpayer  for  reUef  from  the 
statute  of  limitations  without  adequate 
reason  therefor,  and  since  it  would  j>re- 
clude  the  Court  of  Claims  from  deter- 
mining the  true  tax  liablUty.  I  feel  con- 
strained to  withhold  my  approval  of 
S.  3304. 

DWIOHT  D.  ElSXHHOWn. 

The  Winn  House.  Sirptember  1.  1954. 
On  September  2.  1854: 

CONT»ACT8  BrrWXXN  OOVBINMKirr  AND  COMMOM 


S.  906.  I  have  withheld  my  approval  of 
S.  906.  to  establish  the  finaUty  of  con- 
tracts between  the  Oovemment  and 
common  carriers  of  passengers  and 
freight  subject  to  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act. 

This  legislation  prorides  that  rates 
established  under  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 22  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 
when  accepted  or  agreed  to  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  Defense,  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, or  the  Administrator  of  General 
Services,  or  by  any  official  or  employee 
to  whom  the  authority  is  delegated  by 
them,  shall  be  conclusively  presumed  to 
be  just,  reasonable,  and  otherwise  law- 
ful, and  shall  not  be  subject  to  attack, 
or  reparation,  after  180  days,  or  2  years 
in  the  case  of  contracts  entered  into  dur- 
ing a  national  emergency  declared  by 
Congress,  after  the  date  of  acceptance  or 
agreement  upon  any  grounds  except  ac- 
tual fraud  or  deceit,  or  clerical  mistake. 

The  determination  of  what  Is  a  Just, 
reasonable,  or  otherwise  lawful  rate  on 
interstate  shipments  Is  now  vested  in 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
All  shippers.  Including  U\e  Government, 
are  bound  as  a  matter  of  contract  to 
pay  the  agreed  rate,  whether  it  be  in 
the  form  of  a  tariff  rate  or  a  section  22 
quotation.  This  contractual  obligation 
is  subject,  however,  to  an  overriding 
right  of  the  shipper  to  appeal  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  de- 
termine whether  the  agreed  rate  is  law- 
ful. The  statute  of  limitations  for  such 
action  in  the  present  law  is  2  years.  This 
act  would  require  the  Government  to  de- 
termine the  lawfiUness  of  the  rate,  with 
finality,  and  through  agencies  other  than 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
within  180  dajrs  at  ordinary  times,  or 
within  2  years  during  a  national  emer- 
gency declared  by  Congress.  Whereas 
the  commercial  shipper  could  contest  the 


rate  while  it  is  In  effect,  the  Government 
would  apparently  be  required  to  cancel 
or  refuse  the  rate  and  pay  higher  charges 
during  any  test  of  the  lawfulness  of  the 
rate. 

I  am  therefore  unable  to  approve  this 
leglslaUon.  which  relegates  the  Govern- 
ment in  ite  role  as  a  user  of  transporta- 
tion services  to  a  position  inferior  to  that 
of  the  general  shipping  pubUc  and  re- 
stricte  ite  access  to  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  the  body  of  experts 
authorized  by  Congress  to  determine  the 
reasonableness  of  rates. 

I  see  no  reason  why  the  Oovemment 
should  not  be  subject  to  the  same  limi- 
tations on  retroactive  review  of  Ite 
freight  charges  as  the  commercial  ship- 
per. That  result  could  be  accomplished 
equitably  by  an  amendment  to  section 
16  (3)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
Specifying  that  the  Government  shall  be 
subject  to  the  2-year  limitation  pres- 
ently applicable  to  commercial  shippers. 
The  Government  would  then  be  on 
exactly  the  same  basis  under  that  sec- 
tion as  all  other  shippers,  and  existing 
inequities  in  the  present  ratemaking 
relationships  between  the  Government 
and  the  common  carriers  would  be  re- 
moved. I  recommend  that  such  legisla- 
tion be  enacted  at  the  next  session  of 
the  Congress. 

DWICHT  D.  ElSKKHOWCIt. 

Thi  Whiti  Housx.  September  2.  1954. 

T.  C.  KLUOTT 

S.  1687.  I  am  withholding  my  approval 
from  S.  1687.  "For  the  relief  of  T.  C 
Elliott." 

The  piupose  of  this  enactment  is  to 
pay  to  T.  C.  EUiott,  of  Daytona  Beach. 
Fla..  the  sum  of  $15,000  as  compensation 
for  his  services  hi  preparing  and  furnish- 
ing certain  information  to  Members  of 
Congress.  The  bill  provides  that  pay- 
ment authorized  shall  be  free  of  Federal 
income  tax. 

This  bill  l8  faulty  for  two  reasons. 
First,  the  exemption  of  the  award  from 
all  Federal  huxime  taxes  is  totally  vm- 
warranted.  Second,  It  is  stated  in  the 
enactment  that  the  payment  is  "com- 
pensation for  services  rendered."  The 
record  demonstrates  that  the  sum  to  be 
paid  Is  not  true  compensation,  but  a 
monetary  award  for  special  services. 

The  claimant.  T.  c.  ElUott,  was  an  em- 
ployee of  the  Federal  Oovemment  from 
November  1.  1900.  until  his  retirement. 
January  31.  1944.  During  this  period  of 
emptoyxnent  Mr.  Elliott  was  an  auditor  in 
the  Navy  E>epartment,  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, and  the  Oeneral  Accounting 
Office.  In  such  a  position  he  became  con- 
versant with  freight  rates  and  trans- 
portation problems  and  furnished  data 
on  these  subjecte  on  many  occasions  to 
individual  Members  of  Congress  and  to 
various  committees  of  the  Congress. 

It  is  conceded  that  M^.  Elliott,  in  ad- 
dition to  performing  his  regular  duties, 
rendered  valuable  service  to  Members  of 
Congress.  Hla  efforte  undoubtedly  con- 
tributed to  a  saving  to  the  Oovemment  of 
large  sums  of  money,  but  the  record  la 
also  clear  that  these  services  were  ren- 
dered by  Bfr.  raiiott  voluntarily,  after 
office  hours,  on  his  own  time,  or  on  his 


leave  time,  and  were  completely  aside 
from  his  official  duties  or  the  require- 
mente  of  his  office.  Mr.  EUiott.  Uke 
thousands  of  other  devoted  Gknrernment 
employees,  is  to  be  commended  for  the 
unselfish  manner  in  which  he  made  his 
knowledge  of  freight  rates  available  to 
others. 

Each  year  there  accrue  to  the  Gov- 
ernment the  beneficial  resulte  of  extraor- 
dinary services  rendered  by  interested 
private  citizens  and  organizations  who 
volunteer  much  useful  information  ^iid 
experience  to  the  Congress,  to  Ite  indi- 
vidual Members,  and  to  the  executive 
branch  agencies  as  welL  I  do  not  be- 
Ueve  that  claims  for  compensation  for 
such  volunteer  seifices  should  be  encour- 
aged. Approval  of  legislation  for  that 
purpose  would  ratify  an  irregular  and 
unformalized  employment  rtiation.  and 
would  also  place  the  Congress  and  the 
executive  agencies  in  an  unacceptable 
and  unbusinesslike  positioh.  If  such 
services  are  to  be  on  a  regular  or  recur* 
ring  or  even  a  sporadic  basis,  formal  ar- 
rangemento  for  employment  should  be 
made.  There  are  numerous  alternatives. 
A  regular  fuU-tlme  or  part-time  ap- 
pointment, appointment  as  a  consultant 
at  a  per  diem  or  an  hourly  rate,  and  per- 
formance of  work  by  contract  are  the 
most  common.  If  the  service  is  per- 
formed outside  of  a  formal  employment 
relaUonshlp,  whatever  recognition  may 
be  given  to  it  should  not  be  considered 
compensation. 

I  do  not  want  my  action  in  wlthhold>- 
ing  approval  of  this  bUl  to  be  construed 
as  derogaUon  of  Mr.  Elliott's  servioea  or 
as  criticism  of  recognition  by  tbe  Cbn- 
gress  of  special  services  afforded  to  ita 
Members.  While  I  cannot  tivprove  tbe 
bill  in  Its  present  torm  for  the  reasons 
given  above,  I  shaU  be  glad  to  approve 
a  bill  which  is  by  ite  terms  an  extraor- 
dinary  monetary  award  for  special  serv- 
ice and  «4ilch  removes  the  tax-free 
status  of  the  award. 

DwiUHT  D.  EBnfHOwn. 
Thx  Whrs  Houss.  September  2.  1954. 


S.  2033.  I  am  withholding  my  approval 
from  S.  2033.  relathig  to  the  labeUng  of 
packages  containing  foreign-produced 
trout  sold  In  the  United  States,  and  re- 
quiring certain  information  to  ai>pear  to 
pubUc  eating  places  serving  such  trout. 

The  bill  would  amend  the  Federal 
Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  by  maktog 
its  criminal  sanctions — ^imprisonment  up 
to  3  years  or  a  fine  up  to  $1,000,  or 
both — and  certain  civil  sanctlcms  apifli- 
cable  to  the  sale,  off^ing  for  aalt,  pos- 
sessing for  sale,  or  serving  of  foreign- 
produced  trout  to  violati<m  of  special 
provisions  which  the  bill  would  a^«^  to 
the  act  with  respect  to  such  trout,  ex- 
cept a  certain  species  of  lake  trout 
largely  imported  from  Canada.  (Tbeae 
special  requiremento  would  be  to  addi- 
tion to  any  of  the  other  requiremento 
of  the  act  and  to  any  applicable  require- 
mento of  State  law.) 

These  special  requirements — ^nooe  qf 
them  appUcable  to  domestic  trout — are 
as  follows: 

1.  Foreign-produced  trout  would  have 
to  be  packaged  and,  if  tbe  package  is 
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feKOkmirttfte  held  for  aale.  cadi  vnit  for 
iMle  eoMlsyaf  of  on*  or  mote  trout  voold 
iMife  to  bo  In  *  oepanite  pMkase. 

2.  XKh  mdi  packase  would  have  to  be 
riwrly  Mid  coMpJcumnly  stuaped  or 
Isbekd.  In  type  or  tetterlaf  oC.apedfled 
aim.  with  the  ivord  "troaf*  praeeded  by 
the  neide  of  the  country  in  which  mcb 
tnwtwM  produced. 

S.  It  would  be  unlawful  for  any  re»- 
taurairt  ex  other  public  eating  place  to 
pnewf.  In  a  form  ready  for  aervlng.  any 
foreign«pro(hioed  trout  unleas  the  ree- 
taurant  or  eating  place  diqdayed  promi- 
JtmOw  and  oonipicuouily  a  notice  stat- 
ing that  ** trout  is  served  in 

this  roataurant."  with  the  name  of  the 
oeantay  «tf  origin  inserted  in  the  Uank 


Aoeoiding  to  the  committee  reports, 
the  bill  has  the  three-fold  purpose  of  (1> 
proleethig  the  puUie  and  consume: 
egslnst  deceptive  end  unfidr  acts  and 
psactloes  bar  reqiriring  truthful  dlado- 
aore  of  the  origin  <it  the  trout  being  sold. 
(2)  prateeting  oar  dMoesttc  trout  i»ra- 
dueers  against  unfair  competition  from 
focelgB  profhicers  of  trout,  and  (3>  pro- 
tecting our  source  of  supply  for  stocking 
Hftb  atreams  of  our  Nation  with  game 
trcut. 

It  is  claiaaed  that  in  recent  years  cer- 
tain merdiants  and  restaurants  have  in- 
dulged in  the  practice  of  serving  im- 
poRted  trout  to  restaurant  patnms  and 
othar  pontmmn  as  Rocky  Mountain 
trout.  Rocky  Mountain  rainlxnr  trout,  or 
wndsr  other  descriptive  names  which. 
to  thaoonsmner.  indteate  th^r  domestic 
orli^  If  doaniatic  trout  producers  are 
deprivad  of  this  market,  it  is  feared  that 
thej  maj  be  unable  to  continue  thdr 
ottMr  teportant  function  of  mipplytng 
encB  and  Ungerlings  f  <Hr  restocking  our 
eluiaaiii  of  the  sportsman-angler. 

naud  aod  deception  in  the  marketing 
or  jenrtng  of  food  or  any  otho:  product 
cannot,  of  course,  be  condoned.  I  am 
convineed.  however,  tliat  to  the  ^rtent 
that  the  provtsiODS  and  sanetioos  of  the 
MU  properly  involve  Federal  funeUons, 
they  are  unnecessary  to  prevent  fraud 
and  deception.  The  Tariff  Act  and  the 
Fedoal  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
ah^ady  provide  for  necessary  labeling  of 
ImsNBted  products.  Furthermore,  the 
tnovfcloos  of  8.  2033  are  diserlminatory 
and  oppresstve  against  foreign  trade,  and 
to  a  very  substantial  extent  they  would 
mvade  a  Add  of  regulation  and  enf  orce- 
ttflot  Which  I  believe  should  be  left  to 
the  Btates  and  localities.  Finally,  the 
costs  of  enforcement  would  be  out  of  all 
proportion  to  funds  available  to  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  for  vital  func- 
tions affacttog  the  healfib  of  the  Ameri- 
can pepple. 

DWXCHT  D.  SliauiuowxK. 

Tax  Wtar*  Bousx.  September  2. 1954. 


MMgagea  in  writing  from  the  President 
of  ttie  TJmted  States  stribmlttlng  nomina- 
tions Were  oanmranlcated  to  Vtxe  Senate 
bj  Mr.  MUIer,  one  of  his  secretaries. 


:DTIVB  MES8A<»S  rxfsrred 

AS  Is  ezeiBiitive  aenlon, 
ThelFiCB  FRB3IDSNT  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 


the  united  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to;the 
amnropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  recehred. 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


UBAVES  OF  ABSENCE         I 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  PVesi- 
dent,  I  ask  nnanlmoua  consent  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Massachusetts  CMr. 
KxionoT]  be  excused  from  attendance 
on  the  sessions  of  the  Senate  for  an  in- 
definite period  because  of  illness. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

ISi.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  ask  unani- 
mous ccmsent  that  the  Senators  ft-om 
Ncnrth  Carolina  [Mr.  Ervin  and  Mr.  Lxn- 
NOM]  be  excused  from  attendance  on  the 
sessions  of  the  Senate  today  and  tomor- 
row In  order  that  they  may  attend  the 
funeral  of  former  Senator  William  B. 
Umstead,  late  Governor  of  North  Caro- 
Una. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection. It  Is  so  ordered. 

JOHN  MARSHALL  BICENTENNIAL 
MONTH  COMMISSION 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore,  under 
authority  of  the  order  of  the  Senate  of 
August  20,  1954.  appointed,  during  the 
adjournment  of  the  Senate,  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Martin],  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  BTrriiSR], 
the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  iMr. 
Btkd],  and  the  Junior  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  RoBKKTsoN]  as  members  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate  of  the  John  Mar- 
shall Bicentexmial  Month  Commission, 
established  by  the  act  of  Axigust  13, 1954. 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  (Edward  E.  Man- 
sur.  Jr.)  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Andenon 

Barrett 

Be*U 

Bennett 

Bowrlnc 

Bridges 

Biu^e 

Busli 

Butler 

Byrd 

Oapehart 

Caileon 

OMe 

CbaTez 

dements 

Crtppa 

Olrkaen 

Douglae 

Duff 


BUender 

Fersueon 

Flanders 

Frear 

Fultxrlght 

Oeorge 


OUlette 

Oiddwater 

Otore 

Oreen 

Hayden 

Hendrlckaon 

Hickenlooper 

HUl 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackaon 

jobnson,  Colo. 

Jolmaon,  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

KUgore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Ijanser 

Ijehman 

ICalone 

Mansfield 

Mlutln 

UeCarthy 

McCIeUan 


Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Payne 

Potter 

Pxirtell 

Reynolds 

Robertson 

Russell 

Scnoeppel 

Smathers 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Sparkman 

Btennis 

Symlngtoa 

Thye 

Watklns 

Welker 

WUey 

Williams 

Toung 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  aimounce  that 
the  Senator  tram  Vermont  [Mr.  Aixxn] 
and  the  Soiator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Saltohsbuj.]  are  absent  on  oflcial 
business.  The  Senator  from  Kentmcky 
[Mr.  CooPKR],  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Cordon],  the  Senator  from  Ohio 


[Mr.  BaicxxB],  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana [Mr.  Jknnkr],  and  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  UrrdN]  are 
necessarily  absent 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  DainxLl, 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land], the  Senator  fi-om  Missouri  [Mr. 
HxNNiNGs],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Kefauvkr],  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa [Mr.  Kebr].  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  LoncI.  the  Senat(>r  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Magnxtson],  affid  the 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mk*.  Pas- 
tors] are  absent  on  oflQcial  busiaess. 

The  Senators  from  North  Oarollna 
[Mr.  Ervin  and  Mr.  Lknnon]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate,  attending  the 
funeral  of  the  former  Senator  auid  the 
late  Governor  of  Noi-th  Caroling,  Hon. 
William  B.  Umstead. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennedy]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  Illness. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  Is 
present. 


DEATH  OP  SENATOR  MAYBAJJTK.  OF 
SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 
Mr.  President,  it  is  with  profound  sor- 
row that  I  announce  the  death  of  my 
colleague,  the  late  Senator  Bxtrnkt  R. 
Maybank. 

I  offer  the  resolution,  which  I  Send  to 
the  desl£,  and  request  its  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu- 
tion will  be  read. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  323)  was  read, 
considered  by  unanimous  consent,  and 
unanimously  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  and  deep  regret  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  deatli  of  Hon.  Evrntt  R. 
Matbank.  late  a  Senator  from  the  6tate  of 
South  CaroUna. 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  communi- 
cate these  resolutions  to  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives when  It  next  assembles,  and 
transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  fapnlly  of 
the  deceased. 


DEATH  OF  SENATOR  McCARRAN,  OF 
NEVADA 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  an- 
nounce the  death  of  my  colleague,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carran] 

I  offer  the  resolution,  which  I  send  to 
the  desk,  and  request  its  Immedhlte  con- 
sideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu- 
tion will  be  read. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  324)  wts  read, 
considered  by  unanimous  conseht,  and 
imanimously  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 
profound  sorrow  and  deep  regret  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  death  of  Hon.  Pat  Mc- 
Carran,  late  a  Senator  from  the  6tate  of 
Nevada. 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  comaunlcate 
these  resolutions  to  tbe  House  of  Bepresent- 
atlvea  when  it  next  assembles,  and  transmit 
a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the  fleceMed. 

SENATOR   FROM    SOUTH   CAROLINA 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaroUna. 

Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  dtsk  the 
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certificate  of  sjnwintment  of  Chaxlxs  E. 
Danzkl  to  be  a  Senator  from  the  State  of 
South  CaroUna.  to  fiU  the  vacancy  caused 
by  the  death  of  our  late  colleague.  Sen- 
ator Matbakx. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  certifi- 
cate wiU  be  read. 

The  certificate  of  aiqwintment  was 
read  and  ordered  to  be  placed  on  file,  as 
foUows: 

StaTs  or  SonrrH  CABOuirA, 

OmcB  or  THx  OovBuroa, 
Columhia,  September  8.  X954. 
To  the  PRBHonr  or  tbs  Ssmate  or  thb 
Umitxd  Statss: 
This  ia  to  certify  that  pursuant  to  the 
power  vested  in  me  by  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  and  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  South  Carolina.  I,  Jame»  F.  Byrnes,  the 
Governor  of  said  State,  do  hereby  appoint 
Charub  X.  DAMin.  a  Senator  from  said  State 
to  represent  aald  State  in  the  Senate  of  tbe 
United    States    untU    the    vacancy    therein, 
caused  by  the  death  of  Buamr  R.  Matbaj«k. 
Is  fUled  by  election,  as  provided  by  law. 

Witness:  His  Xxcellency,  our  Oovernor. 
James  F.  Byrnes,  and  our  sc-al  hereto  affixed 
at  Columbia,  this  eth  day  of  September,  in 
the  year  of  our  Ijord  1954. 

iBBiO,]  jAMas  F.  Btkksb. 

Governor. 
By  the  Oovernor: 

O.  FsAinc  Tbokitton, 

Secretary  of  State. 


SENATOR  FROM  NEVADA 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent the  certificate  of  appointment  of 
Ernkst  S.  Brown  to  be  a  Senator  from 
the  State  of  Nevada,  to  fiU  the  vacancy 
caused  by  the  death  of  our  late  col- 
league. Senator  McQuuuv. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  certifi- 
cate wlU  be  read. 

Ihe  certificate  of  appointment  was 
read  and  ordered  to  be  placed  on  fUe,  as 
foUows: 

Stats  or  Nevaoa, 
XAccurivB  CRAMtaaa, 

Carson  Citjf. 
To  the  PtMimwi  or  trx  Sbhatx  or  thr 
Unttb)  States: 
This  U  to  certify  that  pursuant  to  the 
power  vested  in  me  by  tbe  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Uws  of  the  State 
of  Nevada,  I.  Charles  H.  RxiiaseU,  the  Oor- 
tmat  of  said  SUte,  do  hereby  aiq>aint  Buf»r 
8.  Bbown  a  Senator  from  said  State  to  repre- 
sent said  State  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  untU  the  Tacancy  therein,  caused  by 
the  death  of  Pathick  A.  BCcCarban,  Is  mied  by 
election,  as  provided  by  law. 

Witness:  His  Sxeellency,  our  Governor. 
Charles  H.  Russell,  and  our  seal  hereto  afflxed 
at  Carson  City,  this  1st  day  of  October,  In 
the  year  of  our  Lord  1964. 

Crarubb  H.  Rmanx. 

Oovernor. 
By  the  Governor: 

[SXAL]  John  Koontz. 

Secretary  of  State, 


SENATOR  REIOM  NEW  HAMPSHIRB 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  1  pre- 
sent the  oerttflcate  of  election  of  Norrib 
Cottow,  to  be  a  Senator  from  the  SUte 
of  New  Hampshire,  to  fill  the  vacancy 
caused  by  the  death  of  our  late  coUea«ue, 
Senator  Crarlkb  Torbt. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  certifi- 
cate wm  be  read. 
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The  certificate  of  Section  was  read 
and  ordered  to  be  placed  on  file,  as  f  01- 
lows: 

Tkx  Stats  or  NRw  HAiosHntK, 

ELSL-imvx  Dkparthzmt. 
To  tbe  pRRsiuRNT  or  thx  Bbmatb  or  thr 
XJwTtwa  BtATaa: 
This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  Sd  day  at 
November  1964  Norbb  Cotton  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the 
State  of  New  Hampshire,  to  represent  said 
State  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
for  the  unexpired  term  ending  the  3d  day 
of  January  1967. 

Witness:  His  Kxcellency,  our  Governor, 
Hugh  Gregg,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed  this 
6th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
1854. 

Hugh  Gkxcc. 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor  (with  the  advice  of  the 
coiwcU) : 

[SBAL]  Enoch  D.  Fuiua, 

Secretary  of  State. 


SENATOR  FROM  NEBRASKA 

Mrs.  BOWRINO.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  the  certificate  of  election  of  Mrs. 
Oborgb  p.  Absi.  to  be  a  S«iator  from  the 
State  of  Nebraska. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  certifi- 
cate will  be  read. 

The  certificate  of  election  was  read  and 
ordered  to  be  placed  on  file,  as  follows: 


STATE  or  NaaaASKA, 

EXXCUTTVK  Ori'ICK, 

Lincoln. 
To  the  Prxsidsnt  or  tbx  Sxnatk  or  thx 
Uniixd  States:  { 

This  is  to  qertif y  that  on  the  2d  day  of 
Noveml>er  1954.  Ifrs.  Geobgk  P.  Aan.  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of  Nebraska  a  Senator  from  said  State  to 
represent  said  State  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  the  unexpired  term  ending 
on  the  Sd  day  of  January  1956. 

Witness:  His  Bzoellency,  our  Oovernor,  and 
our  seal  hereto  afllxed  at  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  this 
4th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord,  1B64. 

ROBBST  B.  Crosbt. 

Goveriu>r. 
By  theOoTemar: 
[8BAI.J  Frank  Mabsh, 

Secretary  of  State. 


SENATOR  FROM  NEBRASKA 
Mr.    REYNOLDS.     Mr.    President.    I 
present  the  certificate  of  election  of  the 
Honorable  Romak  L.  Hrdska,  to  be  a 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Nebraska. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  certifi- 
cate will  be  read. 

The  certificate  of  electkHi  was  read  and 
ordered  to  be  placed  on  file,  as  follows: 

BTATK  or  NSBSASKA. 

Sjebcxttivx  Omcz, 

Lincoln. 
To  the  Prrsubnt  or  thx  Sbnatx  or  tbx 
Unttrs  Statbs: 
This  is  to  certify  that  on  the  2d  day  of 
Movember  1964,  Roman  L.  Bkobka  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of  Nebraska  a  Senator  from  said  State  to 
represent  sakl  State  in  the  Senate  at  the 
United  States  for  the  unexpired  term  ending 
on  the  Sd  day  of  Janiiary  1959. 

Witness:  His  KxoeUency,  our  aovemor,  and 
oitr  seal  hereto  afllzed  at  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  this 
4th  day  of  November,  la  the  year  of  our  Lord, 
1954. 

BosiRT  B.  Crosbt. 

Ooeemor. 
By  the  Oovemor: 
(sbai.]  Fsanx  ICabsk, 

Secretary  of  State. 


ADMINISTRATION  OF  OATH 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  tbe  Sena- 
tors-elect  and  the  Senators-designate 
will  come  to  the  desk,  the  oath  of  olBoe 
Will  be  administered  to  them. 

Thereupon  Mr.  Damikl  of  South  Caro- 
Una. escorted  by  Mr.  Johhston  of  South 
Carolina:  Mrs.  Abkl,  escorted  by  Mrs. 
Bowuxg;  Mr.  Browh,  escorted  by  Mr. 
Malohs;  Mr.  Cottoh.  escorted  by  Mr. 
BRmcss;  and  Mr.  Hruska,  escorted  by  Mr. 
RxTNOLoe,  respectively,  advanced  to  the 
desk;  and  the  oath  of  ofllce  prescribed 
by  law  was  administered  to  them  by  the 
Vice  President 


PROGRAM  FOR  THE  SESSION— RE- 
PORT OF  SELECT  CObtMTrTEK 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  in  a 
moment  I  shall  sugRest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum,  the  quorum  call  to  Include  the 
names  of  the  new  Senators.  In  the 
meantime  I  wish  to  make  a  brief  an- 
nouncement. 

Following  the  next  quorum  call  I  shall 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be.  a 
brief  momlrvg  hour,  under  the  2-mlnute 
limitation,  for  the  introduction  of  mate- 
rial into  the  RscotD. 

I  understand  that  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Watkixs]  will  then  file  with 
the  Senate  the  rec  '^  of  the  Select  Com- 
nlttee  To  Study  Censure  Charges  Acainst 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
CarthtI,  and  that,  followlnc  the  flllnc 
of  the  report,  and  without  further  de- 
bate, the  Senate,  under  the  resolutions 
which  have  heretofore  been  sulmiltted. 
will  adjourn  until  10  o'clock  tomorrow 
morning  out  of  req?ect  to  the  memory  of 
the  late  Senators  McCiaasir  and  Mat- 
bank,  who  died  durlns  the  recess  of  the 
Senate. 

I  understand  also  that  tomcnrow  there 
are  to  be  memorial  senrioes  for  deceased 
Senators.  Originally  it  was  planned  to 
have  memorial  services  for  the  late  Sen- 
ators McCarram  and  Matbamk.  as  wdl  t^ 
the  two  Senators  for  whom  mraiorkd 
services  were  not  held  at  the  dose  of  the 
previous  session,  namely,  the  late  Sena- 
ator  HuHT,  of  Wyoming,  and  the  late 
Senator  Butlkr  of  Nebraska. 

After  the  original  plans  had  been 
made  the  family  of  the  late  Senator 
Matbamx  requested  that  memorial  serv- 
ices for  him  be  postponed  because  of 
illness  in  his  family.  Of  course,  that 
was  entirely  agreeable  to  both  the  ma- 
jority leader  and  the  minori^  leader. 
Services  will  be  arranged  at  a  later  date. 
at  the  convenience  of  the  f nnlly.  either 
during  the  present  session  or  at  a  subse- 
quent session  of  the  Congress. 

Originally  it  was  thought  that,  de- 
pending upon  the  length  of  the  memorial 
services,  immediately  follovrlng  such 
services  the  Senate  would  proceed  with 
the  opening  of  the  discussion  on  the  cen- 
sure resolution.  However,  within  the 
past  few  minutes  I  have  received  an  in- 
quiry from  the  chairman  of  the  Select 
Committee,  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Watkiks].  I  have  conferred  with  the 
minority  leader  In  connection  with  tbla 
request.  The  chairman  of  the  committee 
indicates  that  there  are  to  be  some  sUsfat 
modifications  or  amendments  in  the  re- 
port of  ttie  committee,  in  whleh«  of 
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emMk  tC  li  dMired  to  hftte  the  ootteur- 
ninb»«f  ttM  Oeimtor  from  Norlh  Out>- 
mm  fUr.  mmmh  who  to  iiBBBwiUyab- 
aant  tram  tbe  city  b»e>u—  of  ttw  death 
of  tbe  Oowmor  of  hto  State.  Z  am  m- 
eond  ttet  tale  eoneurrenee  can  be  ob- 
tained, eo  Hiat  b7  Wednesday  morning 
at  10  o'oloek  tbe  debate  may  begin.  Pre- 
witnaWy  tbe  ebairman  of  tbe  committee 
wUl  make  tbe  oiienlng  atatemoit  at  tbat 
ttmOi  and  tbere  win  be  no  unnecessary 
detoy  In  proceeding  diligently  wltb  tbis 
matter. 

Tbat  to  the  program  wblcb  I  lay  before 
the  Senate  for  its  approvaL  It  to  pro- 
posed tbat  the  Senate  convene  each 
morning  at  10  o'clock  and  continue  in 
eeaskm  until  approximately  5:80  in  the 
afternoon.  Of  course,  that  to  entirely 
within  the  discretion  of  the  Senate. 
However,  ttiat  to  my  recommendation. 
I  have  previously  discussed  thto  quentlon 
with  the  minority  leader.  Depending 
upon  the  progress  which  to  mside.  the 
Senate  can  subsequently  determine 
whether  it  will  be  necessary  to  hold  ses- 
sions beyond  the  time  I  have  indicated. 

It  to  my  hope— and  I  know  that  hope 
to  concurred  in  by  the  minority  leader — 
that  committees  of  the  Senate  will  not 
meet  during  the  sessions  of  the  Senate. 
The  subject  before  the  Senate  to  impor- 
tant We  teel  tbat  Senators  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  will  wish  to  be  present 
and  hear  the  facts  and  argiunents  to  be 
presented.  So  I  hope  that,  so  far  as  it  to 
humanly  possible  to  do  so,  every  Senator 
win  adjust  hto  program  to  the  schedule 
Of  the  Senate  so  as  to  be  present  in  the 
Senate  Chamber  during  the  debate  on 
thto  subject. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  mi- 
nority leader. 

Bflr.  CAFEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana  in  Just 
a  moment.  I  yield  Arst  to  the  distin- 
guished minori^  leader. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Has  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  been  assured 
that  the  Junior  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Kkvxn]  has  been  consulted, 
and  that  the  proposed  modifications  will 
be  approved  in  time  for  the  Senate  to 
begin  consideration  of  the  censure  reso- 
lution on  Wednesday  at  10  o'clock? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield  to  me  to  answer  that 
questim? 

Mr.  1PK)WLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  informed  that 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  will  ar- 
rive in  the  city  late  tomorrow  afternoon. 
We  Intend  to  have  him  meet  with  us  Im- 
mediately to  consider  the  proposed 
amendments  to  Senate  Resolution  301. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Does  the 
Senator  from  California  have  the  assur- 
ance of  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina that  he  will  be  in  the  dty  tomorrow 
afternoon,  and  that  within  a  relatively 
short  time  the  modlllcations  can  be  acted 
upon  so  that  the  report  win  be  ready  for 
presentation  on  Wednesday  at  10 
o'clock?     

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  to  correct  I 
shall  ask  leave  to  file  the  report  today. 
with     the    explanation    that    certain 


amendments  wOt  be  made  after  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nteth  Cartdina  returns  te  the 
eltr.  I  am  sure  he  will  be  here  tomorrow 
afternoon. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  ft-esl- 
dent  the  SoiatOT  from  Texas  to  in  Com- 
plete accord  with  the  announcements 
made  by  the  dtotinguished  majority 
leader  [Mr.  KR0wxjun>].  Those  an- 
nounoemoits  were  made  only  after  we 
had  worked  together  on  thto  program. 

I  think  it  to  extremely  important^  not 
only  to  the  select  committee  and  the 
Jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  bat  to 
the  Senate,  that  each  Member  be  pres- 
ent, and  that  the  committee  and  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  have  ade- 
quate opportunity  to  make  their  presen- 
tations fully. 

We  are  losing  Monday.  On  Tuesday 
tiiere  will  be  memorial  services  for  our 
departed  colleagues.  Because  of  the 
temporary  absence  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Ervin],  the  Senate 
will  not  beerin  consideration  of  the  report 
until  Wednesday  morning  at  10  o'dlock. 
In  view  of  the  assurance  of  the  chairman 
that  the  Senate  will  be  able  to  begin 
consideration  of  the  resolution  at  that 
time,  and  the  assurance  of  the  majority 
leader.  I  shall  oiler  no  objection,  but  I 
hope  Senators  are  aware  that  the  Senate 
has  assembled  for  one  purpose,  and  that 
to  to  receive  and  consider  the  report  of 
the  select  committee.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  hopes  that  the  Senate  can 
proceed  promptly  with  the  business  at 
hand  and  conclude  it,  in  order  that  Sen- 
ators may  return  to  their  respective 
States. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President  the 
minority  leader  may  rest  assured  that. 
so  far  as  the  majority  leader  is  con- 
cerned, he  wishes  to  have  the  Senate 
proceed  prompUy  and  diligently  with  the 
consideration  of  the  resolution.  I  hope 
the  Senate  can  conclude  considerstlon 
of  thto  question  promptly.  beariiiNS  in 
mindvthe  convenience  of  Senators  and 
the  desire  to  avoid  late  evening  sessions. 
I  believe  that  if  the  Senate  will  follow 
the  plan  outlined,  and  if  Senators  will 
remain  close  to  the  subject  matter,  we 
'can  move  along  satisfactorily. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  wiH  the 
Senator  srield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  WiU  the  majority 
leader  inform  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  whether  the  10  o'clock  meet- 
ing time  has  been  decided  upon  as  the 
regular  meeting  time,  or  whether  that  is 
merely  hto  suggestion,  leaving  the  Seeiate 
free  to  decide  from  day  to  day  the  time 
for  meeting  on  the  next  day? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Of  course,  as  the 
distinguished  President  pro  tempore 
knows,  the  motion  each  evening  setting 
the  hour  to  which  the  Senate  will  ad- 
journ lies  within  the  discretion  of  the 
Senate.  However,  I  will  say  that  in  our 
conferences  the  distinguished  mincrity 
leader,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
JOHXsoN]  and  I  felt,  due  to  the  fact  that 
Senators  would  wish  to  proceed  with 
dispatch  on  the  subject,  we  would  recom- 
mend to  the  Senate  that  the  Senate  meet 
at  10  o'clock  each  morning  and  remain 
In  session  until  about  5:30  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon.  In  the  event  some  unusual 
circiunstances    should    present    them- 


selves, I  am  certain  the  minority  leader 
and  the  majority  leader  would-be  glad 
to  discuss  such  circumstances  Irith  all 
Senators  and  abide  by  the  decisidn  of  the 
Senate.  However,  our  recommendation 
to  that  the  Senate  meet  at  10  o'cloiek,  a.  m. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  3^eld? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  beUeve  the  ma- 
jority leader  suggested  that  no  commit- 
tee meetings  be  held  during  the  time  the 
Senate  is  in  session.  Unfortunately,  be- 
fore the  Senate  adjourned  in  August.  I 
set  a  hearing  of  the  Committee  oh  Bank- 
ing and  Currency  for  tomorrow  morning 
at  10  o'clock,  in  connection  with  the  com- 
mittee's investigation  into  the  affairs  of 
the  PHA. 

The  reason  I  did  so  was  that  I  bad  sub- 
penaed  four  gentlemen  to  appear  before 
the  committee.  They  failed  to  appear, 
or  refused  to  appear,  apparentiy  because 
we  had  announced  that  our  bearings 
would  close  on  last  Friday.  My  opinion 
is  that  they  were  under  the  impression 
that  if  they  failed  to  appear  on  Friday 
we  would  not  call  them  at  a  later  date. 
We  ought  not  to  permit  anyone  to  evade 
a  subpena  or  a  summons  issued  by  a  com- 
mittee %f  the  Senate. 

Under  the  circumstances,  T  have 
scheduled  a  hearing  for  10  o'clock  tomor- 
row morning  and  have  subpenaed  the 
four  gentlemen  who  have  thus  far  evad- 
ed our  subpenas.    That  is  the  situation. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  may  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Indigna.  the 
chairman  of  the  Commlctee  on  Banking 
and  Currency,  that  I  have  just  now  dis- 
cussed that  matter  with  the  minority 
leader.  We  recognize  that  there  will  be 
such  unusual  circumstances  as  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  has  mentioned. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Then,  as  I  under- 
stand. I  may  have  unanimous  consent 
for  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency to  meet  tomorrow  morning  at  10 
o'clock.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  sui*  there 
will  be  no  difficulty,  so  far  as  tliat  matter 
is  concerned. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency  be  permitted 
to  meet  tomorrow  at  10  o'clock  in  the 
morning  during  the  session  of  the 
Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yl<ld  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Another  problem 
confronts  us  in  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency.  I  do  not  know  wheth- 
er other  committees  are  also  faoed  with 
the  same  problem.  However,  earlier  this 
year  Congress  passed  a  new  law  relating 
to  the  Export-Import  Bank,  whfch  pro- 
vided for  a  new  Board  of  Directors  con- 
sisting of  five  members.  The  President 
has  submitted  the  names  of  four  nomi- 
ness  for  appointment  to  the  Board  of  the 
Export-Import  Bank. 

I  should  like  to  hold  a  meeting  of  the 
committee  at  3  o'clock  thto  afternoon, 
and  possibly  another  meeting  at  10 
o'clock  tomorrow,  and  perhaps  at  a  fu- 
ture time,  as  well,  so  that  the  members 
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of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency may  satisfy  themselves  as  to 
whether  they  should  report  the  nomi- 
nations favorably.  Tlierefore  we  are 
faced  with  a  situation  imder  which  Con- 
gress Itself  has  eetablished  a  Board  <A 
Directors  of  the  Export-Import  Bank 
and  the  President  has  nominated  4  of 
the  5  members  of  the  Board.  I  beUeve 
we  should  act  on  the  nominations 
promptly. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  to  the 
distingxilshed  Senatm*  from  Indiana  that 
in  our  discussions  the  other  day  the  dis- 
tinguished minwity  leader  azKl  I  did  not 
finally  work  out  the  procedure  with  re- 
gard to  the  consideration  of  nominations 
at  this  sessiozL  I  should  think  it  would 
depend  on  whether  a  nomination  was 
controversial  in  character  or  was  merely 
routine. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  have  already 
called  a  meeting  of  the  committee  for  3 
o'clock  this  afternoon.  Does  the  Sena- 
tor from  California  beUeve  the  Senate 
will  have  concluded  its  business  by  that 
time? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  beUeve  the  Sen- 
ate will  have  concluded  its  business  be- 
fore 3  o'clock  this  afternoon.  I  woxild 
appreciate  it  very  much  if  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  would  withhold  his  re- 
quest until  I  have  had  an  opportunity 
te  consult  with  the  minority  leader. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  shall  be  very  glad 
te  do  so. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
th^^nator  srield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  undersUnd  that 
the  Senator  from  California  has  referred 
to  some  changes  in  the  report  of  the 
select  committee,  and  that  the  Senator 
from  Uteh  has  referred  to  amendments 
to  the  report. 

I  believe  it  would  be  highly  Improper 
to  change  the  report  at  this  time.  I 
have  publicly  pointed  out  contradictions 
in  the  report,  and  have  referred  to  state- 
ments in  the  report  which  I  consider  to 
be  completely  ridiculous.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  at  this  time  the  committee 
should  be  entitled  to  change  the  report. 
The  report  should  be  laid  before  the 
Senate  as  It  was  made  by  the  select  com- 
mittee, without  any  changes.  The  mem- 
bers of  the  select  committee  have  made 
their  bed ;  now  let  them  lie  in  it. 

I  shall  certainly  strenuously  object  to 
any  changes  being  made  In  the  report 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
may  suggest  to  tbe  distinguished  Junior 
Sanator  from  Wisconsin  that  the  report 
which  has  been  filed  with  the  Senate  is 
not  formally  before  the  Senate,  although 
all  Senators  have  had  access  to  it.  In 
other  words,  the  report  is  in  the  nature 
of  a  committee  print.  Not  having  been 
formally  presented  to  the  Senate.  It  is 
still  in  the  form  of  a  committee  print. 
Inasmuch  as  the  Senate  was  not  in  ses- 
sion when  the  report  was  filed,  obviously 
it  could  not  be  formally  presented  to  the 
Senate. 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  procedure 
sought  to  be  followed  is  an  unusual  one. 
After  a  committee  of  the  Senate— eith» 
a  select,  spscial.  or  standing  committee — 
has  provided  a  committee  print,  ii,  is  not 


miusual  for  the  committee  to  find  typo- 
graphical or  similar  errors,  and  to  make 
some  changes  in  the  report  which  the 
committee  has  \n  mind.  It  is  not  an 
unusual  procedure,  after  the  filing  of  a 
report  and  before  action  Is  takoi  on  It 
by  the  Senate,  for  the  committee  to  make 
necessary  eorrections  or  changes  in  what 
is  a  committee  print. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  i  certainly  would 
not  object  to  the  correction  of  typograph- 
ical errors,  but  I  would  strenuously  ob- 
ject to  any  changes  being  made  in  the 
content  of  the  report.  For  example,  one 
of  the  bases  for  the  proposed  censure  is 
that  a  member  of  a  Senate  committee 
can  never  be  criticized. 

I  have  pointed  out  that  such  a  state- 
ment is  ridiculous  beyond  words.  In 
fact,  it  is  imbecilic.  After  the  committee 
has  presented  its  report  to  the  Senate, 
after  I  have  pointed  out  some  of  the  fan- 
tastic stetements  contained  in  it.  and 
after  my  associates  and  I  have  based  our 
presentation  in  the  Senate  on  that  report. 
I  do  not  believe  that  at  this  late  date  the 
committee  should  be  permitted  to  throw 
a  new  report  at  us. 

If  tbe  committee  is  permitted  to  do  so. 
it  will  be  completely  unfair  to  those  of 
us  who  have  based  our  case  on  what  the 
committee  has  submitted  as  its  report. 
Of  course,  I  am  not  referring  to  any 
typographical  changes  which  the  com- 
mittee may  wish  to  make  in  ite  report. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  had  hoped  that 
we  would  not  get  into  a  general  debate 
on  the  report  before  It  was  formally  be- 
fore the  Senate  under  the  schedule  I 
have  announced,  and  I  trust  we  will  not 
engage  in  such  general  debate  at  this 
time.  I  will  say  further  that  I  have  not 
personally  seen  what  kind  of  changes 
the  committee  has  in  mind.  In  the  final 
analysis,  it  is  a  subject  which  the  Senate 
itself  will  have  to  determine. 

Under  the  circumstances,  and  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  frcxn  Wisconsin  has  not  seen 
the  tsrpe  of  changes  that  are  proposed  to 
be  made — and  it  may  well  be  that  when 
he  sees  the  proposed  changes  he  will  not 
have  any  objection  to  them — I  hope  we 
will  not  engage  in  a  general  debate  at 
this  time.  Of  course,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  when  he 
hears  the  proposed  changes,  may  feel 
that  some  basic  changes  in  the  report  are 
being  suggested.  However.  I  hope  that 
we  will  not  engage  in  debate  on  that 
point  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  As  the  Senator 
from  California  knows,  this  matter  is  a 
rather  important  one.  not  so  much  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  because,  so  far  as  he  is 
Individually  concerned,  he  is  well  able  to 
take  care  of  himself,  but  it  is  extremely 
Important  insofar  as  precedents  that 
may  be  eetablished  are  concerned.  We 
have  prepared  our  case  based  upon  the 
report.  NeiUier  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  WATKINS  ]  nor  any  other  member  of 
the  select  committee  has  ever  told  me 
that  the  committee  Intended  to  change 
the  report  If  the  committee  had  in- 
tended to  change  the  rep<H^  in  any  way, 
it  seems  to  me  that  as  a  matter  of  cour- 
tesy to  me  the  members  of  the  commit- 
tee would  have  sent  me  a  telegram  ad- 
vising me  what  they  proposed  to  do. 


I  may  say  to  the  disttngiriahed  Ssoatar 
from  California  that  it  would  be  higOij 
improoer  and  hitfily  Irregular,  after  a 
ssttcimi  session  of  the  Senate  has  been 
caUed  to  consider  the  report,  to  allow  the 
committee  to  change  that  report  at  the 
last  minute,  or  to  throw  a  new  report  at 
us. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  PresftdeDt,  Z 
would  make  this  suggestion,  and.  to  ft  I 
should  like  to  Invite  the  attention  of  the 
distinguished  minority  leader.  In  view  of 
the  discussion  which  has  taken  place. 
We  are  very  anxious  to  be  able  to  pro- 
ceed under  the  schedule  of  starting  the 
debate  at  10  o'clock  next  Wedneeday 
morning,  without  any  further  delay,  Jie- 
cause  the  Senate  has  been  called  back  to 
act  on  this  important  question,  and  prob- 
ably the  Members  of  this  body,  particu- 
larly those  who  were  running  for  reelec- 
tion or  for  election,  were  in  a  very  vigor- 
ous campaign,  and  have  had  no  vacation. 
I  have  had  none,  and  I  think  most  of  the 
other  Members  of  the  Senate  have  not 
been  able  to  get  any  rest  or  vacation  in 
the  Intervening  period  of  time.  So.  Ut. 
President,  we  do  not  want  to  prolong  the 
debate  any  further  than  may  be  neces- 
sary in  order  to  do  Justice  aiul  equity. 
Since,  obviously,  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  has  not  seen  the  pro- 
posed changes,  and  the  Senator  from 
Utah  has  indicated  that  his  committee 
will  not  be  prepared  to  present  the 
changes  until  the  distinguished  S«*"fttor 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bavni ]  has  re- 
turned tomorrow  afternoon,  and  since 
the  Senate  will  be  in  session  tomorrow.  I 
was  wondering  wliether.  rather  than  pro- 
longing the  debate  at  this  poUit.  we 
would  be  in  a  sounder  position  from  a 
parliamentary  point  of  view  to  delay  the 
filing  of  the  report  until  the  amend- 
ments are  ready  to  be  presented,  which 
the  Senator  from  Utah  says  will  be  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield.  I  think  we  are  unnec- 
essarily tx>rrowing  trouble.  There  are 
very  few  changes  in  the  report,  and  they 
are  mostly  typographical  in  nature,  and 
there  is  one  short  deletion,  llie  report 
appeared  as  a  committee  print.  I  was 
directed  to  prepare  an  amended  resolu- 
tion to  present  to  the  Senate.  I  feel  that 
all  members  of  the  committee  should  be 
consulted.  The  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Esviii]  has  had  no  op- 
portunity to  discuss  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  So  far  as  the  com- 
mittee report  is  concerned,  tiie  changes 
are  substantially  typograirtiical  changes? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  With  the  exception 
of  one  short  deletion  of  4  or  ^5  lines, 
which  is  obviously  an  error. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  particular 
matter  to  which  the  Senator  refers  and 
which  he  feels  the  Senator  from  north 
Carolina  should  have  an  Qpportonity  to 
pass  upon  is  the  resolution  irtilch  has 
been  mentioned  m  the  report  and  which 
will  be  presented  to  the  Senate  and  on 
which  the  Senate  win  vote. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  beg  the  Senator*8 
pardon.  I  did  not  understand  his  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Z  say.  the  reaacm 

H  for  the  delay,  so  far  as  tbe  Senator  from 

North  Carolina  Is  conconed.  relatet  to 
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the  iMolutipn  nthor  fbaa  to  tbe  report. 
to  UMifc  corroctT 

Mr.  WATBOMS.    Tliat  Is  eoTTMt. 

lAr.  MoCARTHT.  lir.  PTMldent.  win 
tbo  Snator  from  CnUf  onilft  Tteld  In  or- 
der that  Z  may  ask  a  Queetton  of  the 
Senator  from  Utahf 

Mr.  KNOWLAMD.    Z  yield  for  that 


lir.  McCABTHT.  The  Senator  from 
Utah  8^s  there  is  a  deletion  of  4  or  5 
lines  which  eontain  aa  obvious  error. 
Z  shoidd  like  to  know  which  ohvlous 
error  Is  being  deleted.  I  must  know  that 
In  order  to  prepare  my  case.  Z  have 
found  so  many  obvious  errors  that  I 
diovdd  like  to  know  whitib  one  the  Sen- 
ator is  deleting.  Z  am  asking  the  Sena- 
tor a  fraok  QUMtlon. 

lir.  WATKIN8.  Z  will  give  the  Sena- 
tor  from  Wisconsin  a  frank  answor. 
When  this  body  adjourns  Z  shall  give  the 
Smatcur  a  copy  of  the  whole  thing.  There 
to  nothing  to  hide. 

BCr.  BfcCARTH7.  Mr.  President, 
wlmt  is  the  parliamentary  situation?  Is 
the  majori^  leader  asking  unanimous 
consent? 

Mr.  KNOWLAMD.  No:  not  at  the 
moment.  Z  asked  unanimous  consent 
that  we  might  have  a  morning  hour, 
and  Z  am  not  sure  whether  such  con- 
sent has  been  granted.  So  Z  want  to  ask 
unanimous  consent  thbt  immediately 
following  a  quorum  call  we  may  have 
the  usual  morning  hour  for  the  intro- 
duction of  materia!  into  the  Rscoas,  im- 
der  the  2-minute  limitation. 

Mr.  McCarthy;  wm  the  senator 
amend  his  request  to  include  the  re- 
quest that  ^e  report  lie  filed  as  is,  and 
that  any  amendments  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  wishes  to  file  he  may 
bring  in  tomorrow?  Z  think  Senators 
should  see  the  report  as  it  now  is.  Zf  the 
Senatm:  from  Utah  wishes  to  make  any 
amendments  they  can  be  brought  in 

Mr.  KNOWLAMD.  I  should  not  like 
to  amend  my  unanimous  consent  request 
in  that  manner,  because  it  deals  with  an 
entirely  different  subject.  But  before 
we  settle  this  particular  question  the 
Senator  from  W]sc<msin  will  have  an 
opp<»tunity  to  discuss  it  further.  In  the 
meantime,  Z  shall  discuss  the  question 
with  the  distinguished  minority  leader. 


TBS  UOOUUI  SKNATS  OBI«a- 

coiaiXTTns 


-woKx  or 


Mr.MAZiONB.  Mr.  I>re8ident.  will  the 
Sttiator  frmn  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yiekL 

Mr.  MALONE.  Z  should  like  to  say  to 
the  distinguished  majori^  leader  that 
tbe^  regular  Senate  order  should  be 
maintained  so  that  the  c(munittee8  hav- 
ing to  work  continuously  throughout 
vacation  periods  can  function.  My 
committee  did  that  last  year  under 
Senate  Itesolution  143  and  programed 
the  work  under  Senate  liesolution  271 
again  this  year,  starting  Immediately 
after  the  adjournment.  Tlie  Mineral. 
Materials,  and  Puds  Ebonomlo  Sub- 
committee of  the  Coounittee  on  Inte- 
rior and  Insular  AAdrs,  of  which  Z 
am  chairman  had  originally  set  hear- 
ings, beginning  oa  Monday,  to  run  for  a 
etmsidnmUe  length  of  time.  We  ntoved 
the  date  ahead  to  Wednesday  for  the 


start  of  the  special  session.  A  nutnber 
of  witneeses  have  been  called,  aad  it 
would  be  very  inopportune  to  cancel 
their  appearance  at  this  time. 

The  work  of  the  committee  was  sched- 
uled to  continue  to  and  Including  De- 
conber  22. 

I  would  say  to  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor that  it  is  most  unusual  to  be  oalled 
here  to  consider  a  report  which  we  now 
understand  will  be  amended. 

Is  it  to  be  rushed  through  a  continu- 
ous meeting,  or  a  Senate  session  of  long 
hours  without  proper  opportunllty  -o 
study  the  effect  and  precedent  that 
would  be  established? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  not  sug- 
gested that  we  are  going  to  ruSh  it 
through. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  a 
point  of  order.  I  had  not  finished  my 
question  for  which  the  majority  leader 
had  jrielded  to  me. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  the  floor 
and  had  shielded  to  the  Senator  from 
Nevada.  The  majority  leader  is  not  try- 
ing to  rush  anjrthing  through.  The  re- 
port which  has  been  presented  is  a  com- 
mittee print.  The  information  was 
made  available  to  the  Members  of  the 
Senate. 

We  are  sitting  in  one  of  the  most  Im- 
portant functions  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States — to  consider  a  resolution 
which  affects  a  Member  of  this  great 
body,  which  is,  in  my  opinion,  the  great- 
est legislative  body  in  the  world.  I  say 
that  without  any  disparagement  of  our 
colleagues  in  the  other  Chamber. 

Under  those  circiunstances,  it  seems  to 
me  that  we  should  proceed  in  as  semi- 
Judicial  a  manner  as  is  possible.  W^  are 
not  strictly  a  judicial  body.  Certainly 
the  majority  leader  has  no  intention  of 
requiting  that  the  matter  be  rushed 
through.  As  I  pointed  out  earlier,  we 
are  not  requesting  any  around-the- 
clock  session  or  a  meeting  for  a  perkxl  of 
time  that  would  work  hardship  to  Sena- 
tors. But  it  does  seem  to  me  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fairness  to  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin,  to  the  committee, 
and  to  all  the  96  Members  of  this  body. 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  that  when  the 
Senate  is  called  into  session  on  this 
particular  matter  and  when  some  per- 
sons have  said  we  are  sitting  perhaps 
somewhat  as  Jurors,  the  jurors  ought  to 
be  present  and  hear  the  arguments.  I 
hope  we  have  not  prejudged  this  case. 
I  think  the  overwhelming  majority,  even 
though  some  may  have  prejudged  it;  will 
keep  an  oiten  mind  in  connection  with 
the  statements  of  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin and  the  other  Senators  who  will 
discuss  his  side  of  the  case,  until  they 
have  had  the  report  of  the  committee, 
and  until  they  have  heard  the  discus- 
sion of  the  question.  That  being  so,  it 
seems  to  me  to  be  an  inequitable  thing 
and  an  unfair  thing  to  have  various  eom- 
mittees  of  the  Senate  meeting  wliile 
those  discussions  are  proceeding,  follow- 
ing which  Senators  will  be  called  upon 
to  vote  on  a  question  of  tliis  magnitude. 

Mr.  WELKSR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield? 

Bfr.  KNOWLAND.    In  a  moment. 

I  would  respectfully  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada  that  in  the  c&se  of  his 
committee  or  of  other  committees,  ar- 


rangements be  made  to  hold  heirings  in 
the  mornings  or  evenings  at  a  time  when 
the  Senate  is  not  in  session.  It  Seems  to 
me  that  would  be  the  more  orderly  pro- 
cedure. I  have  no  control  o?er  #hat  the 
96  Members  of  this  body  may  dO.  They 
may  decide  to  meet  at  12  o'clock  and  ad- 
journ at  2  o'clock  in  the  afternoon.  I 
think  that  would  be  a  mistake.  But  the 
Senate  itself  will  determine  its  proce- 
dure. 

I  only  recommend  to  the  Senate  a 
course  of  action  wiiich  the  Senate  can 
approve,  or  It  can  take  some  other  ac- 
tion. I  was  not  trying  to  rush  anything 
through. 

CONTIWUOTTS  SXKATK  SKSSXCMtl 

Mr.  MALONE.  Will  the  Senator  yield 
to  me  that  I  might  complete  my  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes;  I  yield  to  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Again,  I  wish  to  ask 
the  question  of  the  distinguished  major- 
ity leader.  Is  It  fair  to  committees 
which  have  had  meetings  set  for  months 
to  present  now  to  the  Senate  a  report 
which  obviously  will  he  changed,  even 
though  Senators  have  seen  the  original 
report?  I  hope  the  distinguished  ma- 
jority leader  has  not  made  up  his  mind 
as  to  how  he  will  vote  on  the  reaolution. 

I  shall  object  to  any  unanimous-con- 
sent agreement  to  keep  the  Senate  in 
continuous  session. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  from 
California  has  not.  I  do  not  normally 
prejudge  cases. 

Mr.  MALONE.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
Judge  the  case  now.  I  was  Interrupted 
in  asking  a  question  earlier  in  the  de- 
bate. Does  the  Senator  from  California 
think  it  is  fair  to  the  committees  which 
do  their  work  during  vacation  periods 
to  have  the  Senator  monopolize  the 
entire  time,  and  thus  to  make  it  impos- 
sible for  the  committees  to  carry  on  their 
work,  which  it  is  customary  to  present 
at  the  next  session? 

Does  the  Senator  from  California  be- 
lieve that  the  precedent  which  was  set 
during  the  83d  Congress  of  holding  ses- 
sions almost  around  the  clock,  resulting 
in  the  deaths  of  nine  Senators,  should 
be  continued  at  tills  session?  And  does 
the  majority  leader  believe  that  all  other 
programed  work  of  the  committees 
should  be  sidetracked? 

CEKSXTRK    WrrHOUT    SENaTI    KUU    VfOLATD 

I  agree  thoroughly  with  the  Senator 
from  California  that  the  resolution  which 
the  Senate  is  to  consider  is  one  of  the 
most  important  matters  ever  to  tiave 
come  before  the  Senate,  a  resolution  to 
censure  a  Senator,  when  there  Is  no  al- 
legation that  he  lias  ever  violated  the 
rules  of  the  Senate.  It  is  not  even  al- 
leged that  the  Senator  to  be  censured  lias 
violated  any  rule  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  may  reply  to  the 
Senator  that,  under  the  circumstances 
which  I  have  outlined  I  think  the  prior- 
ity business  before  the  Senate  is  the  con- 
sideration of  the  resolution  and  the  re- 
port of  the  select  committef.  The 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada, as  a  Senator  of  the  United  States, 
will  be  entirely  within  his  rights^  at  such 

time  as  he  deems  it  advisable,  to  move 
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that  the  Senate  follow  some  other  proce- 
dure. But  I  l)elieve  that  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Senate  has  l>een  called  into 
session  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the 
resolution  and  the  report  of  the  select 
committee,  priority  consideration  should 
be  given  to  them. 

Merely  expressing  my  own  views.  1  be- 
lieve that  the  Senate  has  returned  for 
debate  on  the  resolution  and  a  considera- 
tion of  the  statements  of  the  distin- 
guished Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
and  other  Senators  who  may  participate 
in  the  discussion  and  lay  facts  before  the 
Senate.  Therefore,  I  would  not  wish  to 
see  a  half -empty  Chamber  or  even  to 
have  a  few  Senators  absent,  because  I 
would  not  desire  to  have  a  censure  reso- 
lution concerning  me  considered  without 
all  the  facts  being  presented  to  all  Sen- 
ators who  could  possibly  be  present. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  saying  to  the 
majority  leader  that  if  the  usual  Senate 
procedure  is  followed  then  no  committee 
hearings  will  interfere  with  It  and  time 
will  be  available  for  the  Members  to  re- 
flect on  the  precedent  they  are  about  to 
establish. 

The  Senator  to  whom  the  censure  is 
directed  is  only  the  whipping  boy — the 
objective  is  and  has  l)een  to  destroy  the 
investigative  power  of  the  Senate. 

THK  SZCUUll  OIDEB 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     1  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  agree  with  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader. 

So  long  as  I  am  a  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate I  shall  object  to  any  Members  being 
off  the  floor  until  they  have  heard  a  full 
and  complete  debate.  I  believe  every 
Member  would  wish  to  do  exactly  that. 

Therefore,  the  regular  order  of  the 
Senate  should  be  followed — we  should 
meet  at  noon,  as  the  long -established 
procedure  dictates,  and  the  session 
should  end  at  a  reasonable  time — per- 
haps 5  or  6  o'clock. 

I  have  no  desire  to  delay  the  proceed- 
ings. I  have  heard  it  said— and  I  think 
I  heard  it  said  by  the  senior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkdjs]— that  after 
the  Senate  adjourned  today  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  would  be  able 
to  see  what  it  was  proposed  to  delete 
from  the  report.  Would  it  not  be  fair, 
then,  that  every  Senator  who  lias  worked 
on  the  report,  whether  he  be  for  or 
against  the  censure  resolution,  be  given 
the  same  right?  I  may  inform  the  Sen- 
ator that  I  have  spent  hour  after  hour, 
day  after  day,  in  trying  to  do  honest, 
legal  research  on  the  matter,  so  as  to  be 
able  to  present  a  sound  legal  argument 
to  the  Senate.  It  may  be  that  the  5  Unes 
which  it  Is  proposed  to  delete  will  be  the 
same  5  lines  on  which  I  have  been  work- 
ing. 

I  have  a  further  observation  to  make. 
Time  seems  to  be  of  the  essence  in  this 
matter.  If  committee  hearings  are  to  be 
held,  I  want  to  hear  something  about  the 
Dixon-Yates  contract,  which  I  supported 
only  a  few  months  ago.  I  have  been 
reading  and  hearing  comments  about 
that  contract,  and  I  should  Uke  to  hear 
a  discussion  of  the  subject. 

I  understand  also  that  some  very  im- 
portant nominations  have  been  received 


today.  What  does  the  Senate  propose  to 
do  with  respect  to  them?  My  colleague, 
the  dlstingulabed  senior  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lamcke],  who  is 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, knows  that  the  investigation  of 
nominations  requires  considerable  time 
on  the  part  of  every  member  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

In  c(mclusion.  I  say  again  that  I  do 
not  desire  to  delay  the  procedure  of  the 
Senate.  I  am  one  Member  who  has  sat 
the  clock  out  on  little,  trivial  matters. 

I  think  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
owes  the  duty  to  the  marine  heroes  of 
Iwo  Jima  to  attend  the  imveiling  of  the 
monument  to  their  memory  on  Wednes- 
day. We  have  all  been  personally  in- 
vited by  General  Shepherd,  the  Com- 
mandant of  the  Marine  Corps,  to  attend. 
I  think  the  Senate  should  consider  that, 
and  that  certainly  we  can  take  time  off 
to  be  present  at  that  event. 

I  shall  not  delay  the  Senate.  I  shall 
be  in  attendance  as  long  as  any  other 
Senator  is. 

The  regular  order  should  be  followed. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  s^eld? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  desire  to  make  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  a  report  before  the  Sen- 
ate until  It  is  presented?  I  note  that  the 
last  part  of  the  language  of  the  motion 
relating  to  Senate  Resolution  301  reads 
as  follows: 

And  that  the  committee  be  instructed  to 
act  and  to  make  a  report  to  tills  body  prior 
to  the  adjournment  sine  die  of  the  Senate 
in  the  second  session  of  the  SSd  Congress. 

Is  there  any  report  on  which  to  act 
until  it  has  been  presented  to  the  Senate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  UntU  the  re- 
port shall  be  nied  with  the  Senate,  there 
is  nothing  cfflcially  before  the  Senate. 
The  report,  of  which  the  present  occu- 
pant of  the  chair  has  a  copy  in  his  hand. 
is  a  committee  print  which  was  issued  by 
the  committee  for  the  information  of  the 
Meml)ers  of  the  Senate,  the  press,  and 
others.  It  is  not.  however,  officially  be- 
fore the  Senate  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  and  I  do  not  intend  to  object 
to  the  request  which  the  Senator  has 
made,  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat- 
kins]  has  Just  informed  me — and  if  I  am 
incorrect  in  my  understanding,  he  may 
correct  me — that  he  knew  of  the  dele- 
tions which  had  been  made,  that  he  knew 
of  the  obvious  error  that  had  been  made, 
but  he  refuses  to  tell  me  what  the  obvi- 
ous error  is  that  was  deleted.  He  teUs 
me  that  he  intends  to  ask  to  have  pre- 
sented today  a  committee  report  which 
is  different  from  the  one  which  I  have 
been  workdng  on  for  months,  which  is 
different  from  the  one  the  Vice  President 
holds  in  his  hand.  I  think  that  in  com- 
mon decency  and  common  honesty,  so 
long  as  the  Senator  from  Utah  knows 
what  the  obvious  error  is  which  has  Ijeen 
deleted,  he  should  tell  the  Senate.     I 


duMild  Uke  to  know  uliether  it  Is  aa 
error  in  fact  or  in  law. 

I  hav«  gone  over  the  report  many 
times,  and  I  have  obserred  a  ntaat  many 
obTious  errors.  I  should  Uke  to  know 
what  obvious  error  it  is  that  tlie  chair- 
man of  the  committee  Intends  to  delete. 
Th«e  is  no  reason  qd  earth  wiiy  he 
should  not  tell  the  Senate  now  wbMi  ob- 
vious error  he  pn^wees  to  delete.  It 
should  not  be  necessary  for  me  to  hava 
to  search  all  through  the  report  to  ascer- 
tain which  of  the  obvious  errors  he  baa 
deleted.      

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.    As  soon  as  the  report 

is  filed,  I  take  it  that  the  clerk  wiU  per- 
mit the  Juni<Mr  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
to  examine  It.  We  have  only  one  other 
copy.  I  will  send  to  my  office  for  it  and 
have  it  delivered  here  promptly. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Merely  to  clarify 

the  matter,  is  the  report,  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  now  proposes  to  file,  in 
its  final  form? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  report  Itself  Is 
in  its  final  form.  The  cmly  thing  which 
it  was  desired  to  do  was  to  prepare  an 
amendment  to  Senate  Resolution  301. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  resolution 
would  not  have  to  be  reported  imtil  to- 
morrow or  Wednesday. 

Mr.  WATKINS.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  is  not 
now  proposing  to  file  a  report  based  on 
the  text  of  the  committee  print.  What 
he  is  proposing  to  submit  is  not  the  exact 
text  of  the  committee  print,  but  it  is 
substantially  so.  He  is  not  asking  Uiat 
he  be  permitted  to  file  a  report  today, 
and  then  to  make  some  amendments  to 
the  report  hereafter,  is  he? 

Mr.  WATKINS.     No. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  report  which 
the  Senator  is  proposing  to  file  will  be 
the  official  report  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  A3  I  understand, 
there  can  be  no  report  until  it  te  filed, 
and  there  has  been  no  report  up  to  today. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mt.  President,  will 
the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  WATKINS.    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  senator  from 
Utah  is  aware  of  the  obvious  error  that 
has  been  deleted 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Certainly;  I  would 
know  about  it^ 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  me  finish.  He 
has  told  me  he  is  going  to  ask  to  have 
the  report  filed  today.  If  the  deletions 
have  been  made,  why  does  not  the  Sen- 
ator, in  all  honesty,  tell  us  now  what 
the  obvious  error  was  that  was  deleted? 
There  is  no  reason  why  the  Senator 
should  not  tell  us  what  the  error  was. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  simple  reason  is 
that  there  is  not  anything  before  the 
Senate  at  the  present  time,  and  will  not 
be  until  the  report  is  filed. 

Mr.  McCarthy,    why  the  secret? 

Mr.  WATKINS.     It  is  no  secret. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  with 
due  respect  to  my  colleagues.  I  should 
like  to  say  that  Just  as  soon  as  the  report 
is  filed,  it  will  be  pubUc.  It  will  be 
printed,  will  be  available  to  the  Senate. 
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viU  1»  an  «IBelal  fifloato  Tipartk  and  wia 
thm  bs  betora  the  flcnatt. 

Mr.  lfoCABTH7,  Mr.  PrwIdMt,  re- 
amtec  Ibe  tight  to  ol^|eck»  ^ve  Iuhw  * 
fMitMtle  rttiMiHoo  on  ib»  floor  of  tb» 
goaato.  It  can  be  pamlidad  only  by 
«|ia4  Z  Mw  daring  the  mmmlttre  hear- 
tDgg.  The  Senator  £rom  Utah  eays  that 
QMre  vereobrknis  errora  in  the  report. 
That  jrqwrt  was  handed  to  me.  I  have 
voctod  upon  that  r^tart,  as  have  oth» 
Senator^  baaing  a  case  upon  It.  The 
Senator  now  teUa  me  he  is  going  to  ask 
to  have  a  repent  filed,  after  having  de- 
leted the  (rinrious  errcnrs.  He  teDs  me 
he  knows  what  those  obvious  errozs  are. 
I  do  not  know  how  we  can  force  hlnr  to 
tell  HI,  bttt  this  gives  my  oedleagues  some 
Idea  of  what  I  had  to  pot  up  with  for 
days,  while  this  Senator,  who  keeps 
aeo^  obvious  errors,  sat  ah  chairman  of 
the  oammittee. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Bfr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Califomia  yidd? 

Ifr.  KNOWLAND.    I  shall  yield  in  a 

Ihe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tlie  Senator 
from  Califomia  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  the  orderly 
procedure  would  be  to  proceed  so  that 
an  Senators  eould  have  copies  of  the  re- 
port. Then  we  ourselves  can  detmnine 
whether  there  has  been  any  material 
change,  or  anything  other  than  typo- 
graphical errors,  or  Just  how  subetantial 
the  efaange  iaS  The  orderly  procedure 
would  be  to  liave  the  retort  filed,  as  is 
requtared  under  the  motion  which  created 
the  committee  in  the  first  place. 

I  wish  to  say.  In  all  fairness  to  the 
members  of  the  committee,  that  no  mem- 
ber of  the  oommittee.  on  either  side  of 
the  aisle,  asked  to  be  selected  to  serve 
on  the  committee.  The  committee  was 
set  up  under  a  resolution  of  the  Senate. 
The  members  of  the  oommittee  have 
perfonned  their  duty.  The  Senate  is 
KOtnK  to  have  an  oire>ortunity  to  aee  the 

report  and  hear  the  debate.  There  will 
certainly  be  no  effort  to  foredosewdis- 
cussliHi.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
and  other  Suiatars  wlU  have  a  fair  and 
full  oivortunity  to  go  into  the  matter 
and  debate  it.  Aa  I  said  before,  I  hope 
all  Senators  will  follow  the  debate.  How- 
ever, I  hope.  In  the  interest  of  orderly 
procedure  in  the  Senate,  that  the  r^wrt 
may  be  filed.  Under  the  resolution,  the 
report  could  be  filed  at  any  time  up  to 
December  24,  I  think  the  date  is.  The 
committee  has  determined  to  file  it  to- 
day. I  do  not  think  that  unanimous 
consent  is  required;  I  lieHeve  the  com- 
mittee can  file  the  report  when  it  is  ready. 
Whea  it  is  filed,  it  wlU  be  a^public  docu- 
ment It  WlU  be  printed  as  expeditiously 
as  possible.  It  will  be  available  to  the 
Members  of  the  Senate,  to  the  press,  and 
to  the  country.  Thai,  whoi  the  Smate 
takes  up  the  matter.  It  can  be  discussed 
by  Senators  who  desire  to  speak. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  wfll  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  think  what  has  been 
occurring  hi  the  Senate  tnrlngs  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
into  diarqfmte,  not  only  throughout  the 
countiy.  but  throughout  the  world.    We 


have  been  hearing  about  this  matter  by 
tdefiskm  and  radk>.  and  have  beeq  read- 
ing about  it  in^he  newspapers,  and  I  am 
ready  to  vote  at  this  time.  However,  if 
it  Is  necessary  to  the  program  pf  the 
majority  leader  that  the  filing  of  the  re- 
port go  over  until  Wednesday.  wh|it  dif- 
ference would  it  make  if  it  did? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Mexico  that  I  am  not  ready 
to  vote,  becaiise  I  believe  it  is  desired 
that  arguments  be  made,  and  I  hGiw  the 
Senator  has  not  foreclosed  considaration 
of  the  facts  which  may  be  presented. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  No;  I  have  not  fore- 
closed consideration  of  the  facts  which 
may  be  presented,  but  I  do  desire  that 
the  Senate  do  something  else  besides  lis- 
ten to  debate  on  the  resolution.  Tliere  is 
Irienty  of  work  to  be  done. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  frcxn  Califomia  yield  so  that  I 
may  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho. 

BCr.  WELKER.  My  distinguished  col- 
league from  New  Mexico  made  the  state- 
ment that  he  is  ready  to  vote  now.  I 
should  like  to  ask  him  if  he  has  read  the 
940  pages  of  testimony  and  documentary 
evidence,  resulting  in  the  report,  which 
we  now  find  is  not  final. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  have  not  read  the  re- 
port. 

Mr.  WELKKH.  Then  certainly  the 
Senator  would  not  want  to  go  on  record 
as  saying  that  he  is  ready  to  vote. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  have  seen  reports 
that  are  extremely  thick  which  have  not 
been  read  by  Members  of  this  body.  I 
have  been  a  Member  of  Congress  for  24 
years.  I  do  not  have  any  objection  to 
hearing  the  debate,  but  I  think  the  Sen- 
ate is  spending  too  much  time  On  the 
whole  matter. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  how  many  committee  reports  he 
has  read.  Members  of  committees  may 
Uston  to  the  testimony  taken  before  a 
committee,  but  I  do  not  think  that  many 
committee  reports  are  read.  A  member 
of  a  committee  usually  relies  on  what  he 
remembers  as  a  member  in  the  jury  box. 
Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  WELKE3%.  That  may  be  correct. 
The  resolutloh  in  the  instant  case  is  only 
the  foiu-th  such  resolution  on  which 
Members  of  the  Senate  have  been  asked 
to  Sit  as  a  jury,  and  I  am  sure  thit  it  is 
desired  that  every  Senator  read  every- 
thing and  hear  everything  relating  to  the 
inquiry. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  agree  with  the  Sen- 
ator that  we  should  do  our  work  as  ex- 
peditiously as  possible. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  do  not  like  to  hear 
the  word  "decency"  used  in  the  Senate. 
There  are  96  Senators,  and  they  are 
all  decent.  Nor  do  I  like  to  hear  the 
word  "dishonesty"  used.  I  believe  every 
Senator  is  honest.  We  might  differ  in 
conclusions.  We  might  look  at  tilings 
from  a  different  standpoint,  and  make 
different  interpretotions.  However,  if 
my  opinions  were  different  from  tliose  of 
another  Senator,  that  fact  wouM  not 
lead  me  to  think  of  him  as  being  dishon- 


est.  I  do  not  think  such  tttmsiShoald  bo 
used  in  the  Senate.  j 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  may  ssjy  to  my 
friend  that  I  tliink  every  Sei|ator  who 
is  accused  should  be  given  an  (H>portu- 
nity  to  be  Judged  by  a  Jury  of  ^hls  pe»s, 
regardless  of  the  State  from  which  he 
comes. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  attended  a  very  fine 
law  school,  one  which  is  highly  respect- 
able. I  practiced  law.  I  invite  my  col- 
league to  go  to  the  United  Stakes  courU 
or  to  the  local  district  courts  in  New 
Mexico  and  ascertain  whetiiei}  or  not  I 
represented  my  constituents  well,  and 
whether  they  approved  of  my  actions. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  sure  ttie  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  has  their  i^rovaL 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  ttiink'a  Member  of 
the  Senate  who  is  accused  should  be 
judged  by  a  Jury  of  his  peers;  but.  so 
far  as  the  Senate  is  concerned^  I  believe 
the  sooner  we  get  the  report  and  take 
action  the  better  it  will  be  for  the 
country.  , 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
vmderstand  the  Senator  from  Utah  has 
a  report  to  be  sent  to  the  desk. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  does 
it  require  unanimous  consent  that  the 
request  be  agreed  to? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    No;  it  dpes  not. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  If  objection  Is 
made  to  the  filing  of  the  report,  may 
it  nevertheless  be  filed? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  My  imdeTstending 
is  it  does  not  require  unanimous  con- 
sent. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  But  it  can  be  filed 
despite  any  objection? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Yes. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  is  my  understand- 
ing also  correct  that  the  filing  pf  the  re- 
port does  not  represent  Senate  approval 
or  disapproval  of  It? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  interpret 
the  niing  of  the  report  to  connote  either 
approval  or  disapproval.  FUlng  the  re- 
port is  merely  carrying  out  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  committee. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  I>resident. 
again  reserving  the  right  to  object.  I 
wonder  whether  the  Senator  ffom  Utah 
will  tell  me  sometime  today  whether  he 
Will  point  out  what  he  calls  tlje  obvious 
error  which  he  deleted.  If  hie  will  do 
that,  we  can  dispose  of  this  matter  now. 
But  in  common  decency,  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Utah  .should  tell  tne  which 
Of  the  errors  have  been  deleted;  other- 
wise I  shall  have  to  compare  both  reports 
and  search  through  them  again.  The 
time  between  now  and  tomorrow  morn- 
ing is  short,  and  I  have  a  great  deal  of 
work  to  do.  There  is  no  reasott  why  the 
Senator  from  Utah  should  keep  that 
secret  from  me. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  th^  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Utah,  as  chairman 
of  the  select  committee,  has  an  addi- 
tional copy  of  the  report  or  can  get  an 
additional  copy  to  turn  over  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin,  I  believe  that  would 
be  advisable,  and  I  would  hopf  that  he 
would  do  so.  I  understand  thgt  the  re- 
port will  be  filed.    We  sliall  obtain  a  rush 

order  to  the  printer  to  have  the  printing 
of  the  report  expedited  as  muoi  as  pos- 
sible. But  if  it  would  be  possible  to  ex- 
tend to  the  Senator  from  Wiscpnsln  the 
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courtesy  to  which  I  hare  referred.  I  hope 
it  will  be  done. 

Mr.  WATKINS,  Nearly  30  minutea 
ago  I  offered  to  send  for  the  only  other 
copy  we  have, 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Is  that  the  one 
now  on  the  desk  of  the  Senator  tiom 
Utah?       

Mr.  WATKINS.     Yes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Will  he  give  it  to 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  WATKINS.    Yes;  at  once. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mt.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  that  does  not 
answer  the  question.  This  dociuient 
comprises  72  pages.  I  have  between  now 
and  tomorrow  morning  to  go  ttirough 
the  entire  document  and  compare  it  with 
the  original  one  which  was  haiKied  to 
me.  in  order  to  find  out  which  of  the 
obvious  errors  has  been  deleted.  The 
Senator  from  Utah  has  told  me  that  he 
knows  what  these  errors  are.  Why  does 
he  not  mark  them  for  me? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  They  are  marked  in 
this  copy. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OPPICKR  (Mr. 
PAYifx  in  the  chair ) .  The  Senator  from 
Texas  will  stete  It. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  What  Is  the 
pending  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  is 
no  pending  question. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Then,  Mr. 
President,  I  request  the  regular  order. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  re- 
quest recognition. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  requested  unanimous  consent  for 
the  customary  morning  hour.  I  shall 
withdraw  that  request,  and  I  shall  not 
make  It  again  until  tomomxw  morning, 
at  which  time  we  sliall  see  whether  we 
«an  have  a  momlnK  hour. 

Mr.     WATKINS.     Mr.     President,     I 

send  to  the  desk  a  report  by  the  Select 
Committee  on  Senate  Resolution  301.  It 
has  already  been  discussed,  and  it  has 
been  pointed  out  that  we  are  not  quite 
ready  for  the  printing  of  the  amend- 
ments to  the  resolution  itself;  otherwise 
the  report  is  complete. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Califomia  wiU  stete  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Has  tlie  report  of 
the  select  committee  been  filed  with  the 
Senate? 

The  PRBSIDINa  OFFICER  The  re- 
port has  been  filed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    VeryweU. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  I»resldent.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  ttiat  during  the 
debate  on  the  censure  motion,  my  at- 
torney, Mr.  Edward  Williams,  be  per- 
mitted to  sit  with  me  hi  the  Senate 
Chamber. 

The  PRESn>INa  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  imanlmous -consent 
request? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, reserving  the  right  to  object.  I  did 
not  hear  the  request;  at  the  time  it  was 
made,  I  was  engaged  in  conversation. 
Will  the  Chair  please  restate  the  request? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  htis  requested 


unanimous  consent  that  during  the  de« 
bate  on  the  censure  motion,  his  counsel 
be  permitted  to  sit  with  him  in  the  Sen- 
ate Chamber. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  no 
objectlcm. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  With- 
out objecUon,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
hold  in  my  hand  the  repOTt  wiiich  has 
been  corrected  by  the  able  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  WATKINS]  and  his  committee. 
In  the  report  munerous  changes  have 
been  made,  as  compared  with  the  com- 
mittee print  wtilch  for  several  days  has 
been  In  the  hands  of  every  Senator. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  copy 
of  the  report  I  now  hold  hi  my  hand, 
being  the  old  report,  as  corrected,  be 
printed  to  show  the  corrections  or  the 
changes  which  tiave  been  made  in  the 
report  as  filed  today,  as  compared  with 
the  one  which  has  been  in  the  hands 
of  Senates. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Reserving  the 
right  to  object,  let  me  inquire  whether 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  means  that 
the  corrected  report  should  be  printed  in 
the  CoNGtsssioHAL  Record. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.     Yes. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  let  me  say  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Indiana  that 
I  think  to  do  that  would  make  the  Ric- 
ORD  cumbersome.  Most  of  the  chsinges 
are  grammatical  corrections.  There  is 
cmly  one  change  of  any  substance.  I 
have  alreaciy  personally  pointed  it  out 
to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy 1. 

I  think  the  changes  themselves  should 
be  shown  in  the  Rkc<»d;  that  would  be 

helpful 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  am  anxious  to 
have  only  one  thing  accomplished, 
namely,  to  have  the  changes  which  have 
been  made  in  the  report  being  filed  to- 
day, as  compared  with  the  committee 
print,  so  designated  in  the  Congressional 
Record  that  one  who  reads  the  Record 
wiU  be  able  to  see  immediately  exactly 
what  changes  have  been  made. 

Mr.  CASE.    I  beUeve  that  should  be 

done;  the  changes  from  the  committee 

print,  in  arriving  at  the  complete  report, 
should  be  made  available  to  every  Mem- 
ber ot  the  Senate.  But  it  does  not  seem 
to  me  that  it  is  necessary  to  print  the 
entire  report  in  the  Congressional  Rec- 
ord, for  the  report  comprises  many 
pages. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Then,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  amend  my  unanimous  caoaenl 
request,  by  addng  that  wherever  changes 
occur,  they  be  printed  in  the  Concrxs- 
sxoMAX,  Rbcokd.  and  that  the  Racoao 
show  both  the  old  language  and  the  new 
language. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  include  in  his  request  a 
further  request  that  the  pages  on  which 
changes  or  corrections  have  been  made 
be  shown? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Yes;  I  hiclude  that 
additional  request. 


Mv.  WATE3NS.  Mr.  President.  Z 
Should  like  to  ask  unanimous  ocmsent 
tliat  the  entire  report  be  printed  in  the 
CoHORxasioMAL  RxcoRD,  and  that  the  Rsc- 
ORO  also  show  any  changes  which  were 
made,  as  compared  with  the  oommittee 
print,  which  was  never  a  report 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  That  is  exactly  my 
request.     

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  understand  so.  but 
I  want  all  of  it  printed,  because  it  will 
give  information  immediately  in  the 
morning  to  all  Members  of  this  body. 
There  is  nothing  to  hide;  we  are  glad  to 
stend  on  the  report  as  made.  No  such 
report  existed  until  I  filed  it.  So  let  us 
have  all  of  It  made  available. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  My  request  was  that 
it  be  printed;  and  the  able  Senator  from 
Utah  has  now  suggested  that  that  be 
done.  ^ 

The  only  reason  why  I  requested  that 
It  be  printed  is  that  it  is  different  from 
the  original  committee  print. 

Mr.  WATKINS.     SUghtly  different. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Yes;  I  so  under- 
stand; and  I  teke  the  Senator's  word  for 
it.  But  I  ttiink  it  should  be  printed  in 
the  CoMGREssioNAi.  Rkcors.  so  that  to- 
morrow morning  each  Senator  wiU  be 
able  to  see  exactly  what  changes  have 
been  made. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  thhik  the  sug- 
gestion is  a  good  one. 

Mr.  CAPEHART,  So.  Mr.  President, 
in  line  with  the  suggestion  of  the  diair- 
man  at  the  oommittee  that  the  entire  | 
report  be  printed  in  the  Record,  I  amend 
my  unanimous-consent  request  so  as  to 
request  that  the  entire  oommittee  report 
be  printed  in  the  CoifcaassioiiAZ.  Racoao, 
to  show  the  ctianges  which  have  been 
made  in  ttie  final  report  as  filed  today. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  let  me  say  I 
hearUly  Join  in  that  request;  in  fact  I 
had  intended  a  Uttle  later  to  ask  that 
the  entire  rei>ort  be  printed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there 

objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Indiana? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
(No.  2&08)  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Rbooso.  as  foUows: 

(83d  Cong.,  2d  aess.) 
[S.  Kept.  Mo.  2508] 

RCPOBT   ON   REBOLimOIf   To   CntOUBK 

(November  8,  1064. — Orderml  to  be  prlntedX 

(Mr.  WATKINS,  from  Um  Select  Oommlttoe 

To  Study  Censure  Cbargas,  submitted  the 

following  rtport  to  aocompany  8.  Res.  901 : ) 

The  Select  Committee  To  Study  CNurure 
Charges,  consisting  of  Asthttb  V.  Watxxns 
(chairman),  B>wtN  C.  Jornsoh  (vice  ebalr- 
man),  John  c.  Stxnnis.  Frank  Casx^soit, 
RuNcxs  Cass,  8am  J.  Kivnr.  Jli.,  to  which  was 
referred  the  reeolutlon  (8.  Res.  SOI)  and 
amendments,  having  considered  tlie  same, 
reports  thereon  and  recommends  that  the 
resolution  be  adopted  with  certam  ammd- 
menta. 

DfTIOD  UCTIOW 

On  August  a  (legislative  day.  July  9) ,  10S4, 
Senate  Besolutlon  801,  to  oensure  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wlsoonsln,  Mr.  MoC*«twt.  sub- 
mitted by  Senator  PLANona  on  July  80.  and 
amendments  proposed  thereto,  was  referred 
to  a  select  commlttae  to  be  composed  ot  S 
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(S)  l>Bf«9iita«byM^p«Mer«ttMfvlwth* 
sttondsikM  oC  MMih  wltsMBM  sad  *^w  pvo> 
AieUan  of  ■neh  c«f  |>oadwie«,  books.  p»- 
para.  And  doeumaati,  and  to  tak*  su^  tMtt« 
BMmjr  M  la  ili— a  wdMaaMm. 

TlM  MiMt  «oauamM  WW  taftmeled  *o  act 
and  to  maka  a  capoctto  tha  aanata  prior  to 
%bm  ^djannuaant  aiaa  dla  of  tlM  Baoata  In 
tlin  Id  aaailnn  iif  flu  fflfl  n>mr— 

Tba  ardar  of  Uka  Sanato  la  aet  forth  In  tba 
tiaailng  lacord.  pace  1  at  aeq. 

Hm  Vksa  Pnaldant.  on  Aogort  5, 1M4.  act- 
ing on  tba  raeommendatlona  of  tha  majorltr 
laadar  and  tlw  mlnari^  laadar.  made  tbe 
tOOamtag  ivpolntaaanta  of  membata  of  tba 
aalaofe  eoauBtttaa:  ftom  tba  majority,  tba 
8wnator  from  Utab  (ICr.  WAncuva) ,  tba  Sen- 
ator firaaa  Kaoaaa  (Mr.  Casuom),  and  the 
Senior  froaa  South  Dakota  (Ifir.  CAac). 
rtom  the  minority,  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado (Mr.  iomtimoM) ,  tbe  Senator  from  Mls- 
Blaa^ipl  (Mr.  SiKmna) ,  and  the  Senator  from 
North  CarOHna  {Ur.  Bn») .  Tba  aelact  oom- 
mittaa  ohoaa  th*  Senator  from  ITtah  (Mr. 
WAncxm)  aa  chairman,  and  the  Senator 
from  Colarado  (Mr.  JoBMaoM )  aa  vloe  ehalr- 


Tha  select  committee,  on  August  24,  1954, 
aerrad  i^on  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wlaeon- 
aln,  and  other  Interested  persona,  a  notice  of 
haailnga,  aatting  forth  6  catagoriaa  eontaln- 
Ing  IS  apaeUlcatlons  of  ehargea  ttom  certain 
off  tha  propoaad  amendmanta.  eatabllsbing 
tha  ganaral  procedural  rulaa  for  the  hearings 
before  tha  select  committee,  and  formally 
requeatiog  the  appearance  of  Senator  Mc- 
CAarsr.  Tba  notice  of  hearings  will  be  found 
in  tha  bearing  record,  page  8. 

An  taatlmony  and  erldenoe  taken  and  re>- 
oalTad  by  the  aeleet  committee  waa  at  public 
hearings  attended  by  SenatcHr  McCabtht  and 
his  oounati,  eteept  the  opinion  of  tKe  Semite 
Parliamentwrian  which  waa  obtained  pur- 
nutnt  to  Senator  McCarthy'*  request.  [No 
testimony  or  erldence  waa  taken  or  reoelTed 
In  ezaeutlTe  aeeaion.  except  the  testimony  at 
the  Tarlianoantarlan,  which  was  taken  with 
tha  kDoadadga  and  oonsait  of  tha  attorney 
for  Sanator  McCAarHT  J  Iha  public  luaringa 
ware  htid  ia  aeoordanoe  with  said  notice  of 
hearings,  on  August  31.  September  1.  a.  1. 8.  B, 
10.  11.  and  13.  10M.  The  entire  testimony. 
cTidenoe,  and  proceedings  at  said  public 
hearings  tte]  are  in  the  printed  record  of 
the  hearings,  [and  made  part  of  this  report, 
by  rafarenoe  J 

At  the  commencement  of  tbe  hearings; 
on  August  31.  1954  (p.  11  of  the  liearlngs); 
the  chairman  stated: 

"sTAmoxT  or  puipoan  or  coiuarm  madb 
AT  ooMMKircaacxMT  or  axAanro 

"Tfow.  at  tbe  outset  of  this  hearing,  the 
eommittee  desires  to  stete  In  general  terms 
what  la  Involved  in  Senate  Reaolutlon  SOI 
and  tha  Senate  order  on  It.  which  authorlaed 
tha  appointment  of  the  select  committee  to 
consider  in  behalf  of  the  Senate  the  so-called 
Planders  resolution  of  censiire.  together  with 
all  amendments  proposed  in  the  resolution. 

"The  committee,  in  the  words  of  the  Senate 
order  waa  'authorlaad  to  hold  hearings,  to  sit 
and  act  at  such  times  and  places  during  the 
sessions,  recesses,  and  adjourned  periods  of 
tha  Senate,  to  require  by  subpena.  or  other- 
wise, tha  attendance  of  such  wltneaaea  and 
the  production  of  such  correspondence,  books, 
papers,  and  documanta.  and  to  take  such 
teatlmony  as  it  deems  advlaable,  and  that 
the  eooamittee  be  Inatruetad  to  aet  and  make 
a  report  to  thla  body  prior  to  tbk  adjourn- 
mant  aina  die  of  tha  Sanato  in  tha  aaoond 
aaaaion  of^ha  88d  Obngraaa.* 

"That  la  a  broad  grant  of  power,  carrying 
with  it  a  heavy  reaponstbillty — a  responsi- 


UUtf  vbioh  tt»  mmmmm  takes  ifrlouily. 
UL  feagliuilng  Its  (iiitlafe,  tba  eommitto^  found 
*      ■         ■     '-  to  MTva  aa  a  guide.  I|  is  true 

ihar  eensure  ree^lutlons 

before  tha  Senate  in  the  past,  but  Ibe  aeU 
anmplalnad  of.  ware,  for  tba  most  pari,  single 
oocurranoaa  which  happened  in  the  urasanea 
o<  tha  flanato  or  ooa  of  ita  eommitteas.  Un- 
der such  dreumstanees,  prolonged  Investiga- 
tions and  hearings  were  not  necessaiy. 

'^  diould  be  pointed  out  that  soma  forty- 
and-odd  alleged  Instancee  of  misconduct  on 
the  part  of  Smator  McCastht  referred  to 
thla  committee  are  involved  and  complex, 
both  with  respect  to  matters  of  fact  and  law. 
With  reference  to  the  time  element,  the  Inci- 
dents are  alleged  to  have  happened  Within  a 
period  covering  several  years.  In  addition, 
3  Senate  oommltteea  already  have  hekl  hear- 
ings on  1  or  more  pbases  of  the  alleged  inci- 
dents of  mlaconduct.  Obviously,  with  all 
this  In  mind,  tbe  committee  had  good  reaaon 
for  concluding  it  faced  an  unprecedented 
sltxuitlon  which  would  require  adoprtion  of 
procedures,  all  within  the  authority  granted 
it  in  the  Senate  order,  that  would  eaable  it 
to  perform  the  duties  assigned  witbin  the 
limited  time  given  by  the  Senate. 

"The  committee  Interprets  its  dutlea,  func- 
tions, and  responsibilities  under  the  Senate 
order  to  be  as  follows: 

"l.  To  analyze  the  charges  set  forth  In  the 
amendments  and  to  determine — 

*(a)  If  there  were  duplications  which 
eould  be  eliminated. 

"(b)  If  any  of  the  charges  were  of  such  a 
nature  that  even  if  the  allegations  were  es- 
tablished as  factually  true,  yet  ther#  would 
be  strong  reasons  for  believing  that  they  did 
not  constitute  a  ground  for  censure. 

••a.  TO  thoroughly  Investigate  all  charges 
not  eliminated  imder  Mo.  1  In  order  to  secure 
relevant  and  material  facts  concerning  them 
and  the  names  of  witnesses  or  records  which 
can  establish  the  facts  at  the  hearings  to  be 
held. 

"In  this  connection  the  committee  be- 
lieves It  should  function  as  an  impartial 
mvestlgatlng  agency  to  develop  by.  direct 
contacts  In  the  neld  and  by  direct  examina- 
tion of  Senate  records  all  relevant  and  mate- 
rial facts  possible  to  secure. 

"When  Senate  Resolution  301  and  amend- 
ments offered  were  referred  to  the  committee, 
the  committee  Interprets  this  action  Oo  mean 
that  from  that  time  on  the  resolution  and 
Charges  became  the  sole  responsibility  of  the 
Senate.  To  state  it  another  way,  the  Sena- 
tor, or  Ssiuitors,  who  offered  Resolution  301, 
and  propoted  amendments  thereto,  have  no 
legal  responsibility  from  that  point  on  for 
the  conduct  of  the  Investigations  and  hear- 
ings authorized  by  the  order  of  the  Senate. 
Tbe  bearings  are  not  to  be  adversary  In 
character.  Under  this  Interpretatioia,  it  be- 
came tbe  committee's  duty  then  to  get  all  the 
facte  and  material  relevant  to  the  charges 
irrespective  of  whether  the  facts  stjetalned 
the  charges  or  showed  them  to  be  without 
foundation. 

"The  foregoing  statement  seems  to  be  nec- 
essary In  view  of  a  widespread  misunder- 
standing that  the  Senator  who  introduced 
the  resolution  of  censure  into  the  Senate 
and  the  Senators  who  offered  amendments 
thereto,  setting  up  specific  charges  against 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  are  the  com- 
plaining witnesses,  or  the  parties  plaintiff, 
in  this  proceeding.  That  Is  not  true,  as  has 
been  explained.  However,  because  of  the 
fact  that  they  had  nuuie  some  study  of  the 
situation,  the  committee  did  give  them  an 
opportunity  to  submit  Informational  docu- 
mentation of  tbe  charges  they  had  offered. 
Also  they  were  asked  to  submit  the  names 
of  any  Wltnesaes  who  might  have  firsthand 
knowledge  of  tbe  matters  charged  and  wtio 
could  give  relevant  and  material  testimony 
in  the  hearings. 

"Since  matters  of  law  also  will  be  involved 
in  reaching  evaluation  of  the  facts  developed 
pertinent  rules  of  the  Senate  and  sections  of 


Of  law,  logather  with  praeadenti  and  deci- 
sions by  competent  tribunals,  shovild  be 
briefed  and  made  a  part  of  the  ijearlng  rec- 
ord, the  committee  beUeves.        ' 

"S.  To  bold  bearlnga  where  the>  oommlttee 
can  present  witnesses  and  doeumantary  evi- 
dence for  the  purpose  of  placlni)  on  reoord, 
for  later  use  by  the  Senate,  the  efldenee  and 
other  Information  gathered  duriag  the  pre- 
liminary investigation  period,  and  for  the  de- 
velopment of  additional  evidence  and  ixifor- 
mation  as  the  hearings  proceed.  ' 

"The  resolution  of  censtire  predento  to  the 
Senate  as  Issue  with  respect  to  the  conduct 
and  possible  punishment  of  one  OC  Its  Mem- 
bers. The  debate  In  the  Senate  preceding 
the  vote  to  refer  the  matter  to  a  aeleet  com- 
mittee made  it  abundantly  clear  tl^it  tha 
proceedings  necessary  to  a  proper  dlspoaal  of 
the  resolution  and  the  amendments  proposed, 
both  in  the  Senate  and  In  the  Select  com- 
mittee, would  be  Judicial  or  quasl*-judielal  in 
nature,  and  for  that  reason  shodld  be  con- 
ducted In  a  Judicial  manner  and  aitmosphere. 
so  far  as  compatible  with  the  investigative' 
functions  of  the  committee  In  ite  preliminary 
and  continuing  search  for  evidence  and  in- 
formation bearing  on  all  phases  of  the  Issues 
presented. 

"Inherent  In  the  situation  created  by  the 
resolution  of  censure  and  the  charges  made. 
is  the  right  of  the  Senator  against  whom  the 
charges  were  made  to  be  present  at  the  hear- 
ings held  by  the  select  committee.  He  should 
also  be  permitted  to  be  represented  by  coun- 
sel and  should  have  the  right  of  <iroas-exam- 
inatlon.  This  is  somewhat  contrary  to  the 
practice  by  Senate  conunlttees  In  the  past,  in 
hearings  of  this  nature,  but  the  p^sent  com- 
mittee believes  that  the  accused  Senator 
should  have  these  rlghte.  He  or  als  counsel, 
but  not  both,  shall  be  permitted  to  make  ob- 
jections to  the  introduction  of  testimony,  but 
the  argument  on  the  objections  may  be  had 
or  withheld  at  the  discretion  of  the  chair- 
man. The  Senator  under  ehargea  should  be 
permitted  to  present  witnesses  and  docu- 
mentary evidence  in  his  behalf,  but.  of 
course,  this  should  be  done  In  compliance 
with  the  policy  laid  down  by  the  committee 
in  its  notice  of  hearing,  which  la  a  part  of 
this  record. 

"In  general,  the  committee  wlabes  it  un- 
derstood that  the  regulations  adopted  are  (or 
the  purpose  of  insuring  a  judicial  hearLog 
and  a  Judicial  atmosphere  as  be^ts  the  Im- 
portance of  the  issues  raised.  For  that  rea- 
son, and  in  accordance  with  the  order  the 
committee  believes  to  be  the  sentiment  of 
the  Senate,  all  activities  which  ate  not  per- 
mitted In  the  Senate  Itself  will  i|ot  be  per- 
muted  in  this  hearing. 

"4.  When  the  hearings  have  cloeed,  to  pre- 
pare a  report  and  submit  It  to  the  Senate. 
Under  the  order  creating  this  committee,  thla 
must  be  done  before  the  present  Senate  ad- 
journs sine  die. 

"By  way  of  comment,  let  me  saiy  that  the 
Inquiry  we  are  engaged  in  is  of  a  special 
character  which  differentiates  it  from  the 
usual  legislative  inquiry.  It  invollirea  tbe  in- 
ternal affairs  of  the  Senate  Itself  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  a  high  constitutional  fuiictlon.  It 
Is  by  nature  a  Judicial  or  semijucftcial  func- 
tion, and  we  shall  attempt  to  codduct  It  as 
such.  The  procedures  outlined  ane  not  nec- 
essarily appropriate  to  congresslodal  investi- 
gations and  should  not.  therefore,  be  con- 
strued as  in  any  sense  Intended  as  a  model 
appropriate  to  such  Inquiries.  We  hope 
what  we  are  doing  will  be  found  to  conform 
to  sound  senatorial  principles  and  traditions 
in  the  special  field  in  which  the  committee  Is 
operating.  ' 

"It  has  been  said  hetan.  but  It  SrUl  do  no 
harm  to  repeat,  that  the  members  of  this 
committee  did  not  seek  this  appointment. 
The  qualifications  laid  down  by  |he  Senate 
order  creating  the  commission,  said  the  com- 
mittee should  be  made  up  of  3  Democrat 
Senators  and  3  Republican  Senators.     This 
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was  the  only  condition  named  in  the  order. 
However,  in  a  larger  aenae  tbe  proper  author- 
ities of  the  Senate  were  chaiged  with  tha  re- 
sponsibility of  attempting  to  chooae  Members 
of  the  Senate  for  thla  committee  who  could 
and  would  conduct  a  fair  and  Impartial  In- 
veetlgatlon  and  hearing.  Members  of  the 
committee  deemed  their  selection  by  tbe 
Senate  authorities  as  a  trust. 

"We  realise  we  are  hiunan.  We  know,  and 
the  American  people  know,  that  there  has 
been  a  controversy  raging  over  the  country 
through  a  number  of  years  in  connection 
with  the  activities  of  tbe  Senator  against 
whom  the  resolution  Is  directed.  Members 
of  this  oommlttee  have  been  conscious  of 
that  controversy;  they  have  seen,  heard,  and 
read  of  the  activities,  charges,  and  counter- 
charges, and  being  human,  they  may  have  at 
times  expressed  their  ImpresaloDS  with  re- 
spect to  events  that  were  happening  while 
they  were  hai^wnlng. 

"However,  each  of  tbe  Ssiuitors  who  make 
up  this  special  select  committee  are  matiue 
men  arlth  a  wide  background  of  experience 
which  should  enable  them  to  disregard  any 
Impressions  or  preconceived  notions  they 
may  have  had  in  the  past  renpectlng  tbe  con- 
troversies which  have  been  going  on  In  pub- 
lic for  many  years. 

"We  approach  this  matter  aa  a  duty  Im- 
posed upon  us  and  which  we  feel  that  we 
should  do  our  very  best  t<}  discharge  \n  a 
proper  manne".  We  realiae  the  United  Stetes 
Senate,  in  a  sense.  Is  on  trial,  and  we  hope 
our  conduct  will  be  such  as  to  maintain  the 
American  sense  of  fair  play  and  the  high 
traditions  and  dignity  of  the  United  Stetes 
Senate  under  ttie  authority  given  It  by  the 
Constitution." 

As  the  investigations  snd  the  bearings 
progressed,  the  committee  found  that  the 
period  of  time  allotted  to  perform  tbe  task 
assigned  would  not  be  su  Sclent  if  all  the 
charges  were  given  thorough  investigation 
and  hearings  were  held  thereon.  Tbe  com- 
mittee also  was  aware  of  the  practical  situa- 
tion that  required  that  ite  task  be  com- 
plete<:  sufficiently  early  to  {lermlt  the  Senate 
to  consider  Ite  report  before  that  body  must 
adjourn  sine  die. 

"rmocxDxnts  roe  coMMirm  RZAaiNcs  xsTAa- 

UBHXS   tX   NOnCS  0>'   HXAXIKOS 

"All  testimony  and  evidence  received  In 
the  hearings  shall  be  such  as  Is  found  by  the 
select  committee  to  be  competent,  relevant, 
and  material  to  the  subjec^t  matters  so  un- 
der toqulry,  with  the  right  of  examination 
and  cross-examination,  in  general  con- 
formity to  Judicial  proceedings  and  In  ac- 
cordance with  said  order  (rf  the  Senate. 

"The  select  committee  wUl  admit,  subject 
to  said  order,  as  competent  testimony  for  the 
record,  so  far  aa  material  nnd  relevant,  the 
ofllclal  proceedings  and  pertinent  actions  of 
the  Senate  and  of  any  of  ite  committees  or 
subcommittees.  taking  Judicial  notice 
thereof,  and  using  odlclal  reprtnte  when  con- 
venient. Pollowlng  Senate  tradition,  wit- 
nesses may  be  examined  by  any  member  of 
the  committee,  and  they  may  be  examined 
or  cross-examined  for  tbe  oommlttee  by  Ite 
counsel.  Wltoesses  may  be  examined  or 
cross-examined  either  by  Senator  McCastht 
or  his  counsel,  but  not  by  both  as  to  the 
same  witness." 

Senator  McCaktht  was  permitted  to  and 
made  an  opening  atetement  in  bis  own  be- 
half at  the  commencement  of  the  first  hear- 
ing, on  condition  that  it  be  relevant  and 
material,  and  not  to  be  received  as  testimony 
(beartng  record,  p.  14). 

By  imanlmous  vote  of  tbe  members  of  the 
select  committee  taken  after  the  issuance 
of  the  notice  of  hearings.  It  was  decided  to 
proceed  with  bearings  only  upon  the  18 
specifications  set  forth  in  tbe  8  categories 
contelned  In  tbe  notice  of  bearings,  to  which 
reference  is  hereby  made  (hearing  record, 
p.  8). 


CateffOTf  t.  tnddenu  of  contempt  of  the 
SenmU  or  «  Benutoriai  committee 

A.  General  Dtscussion  and  Summary  of 
evidence 

The  evidence  on  the  question  whether 
Senator  McCaitht  was  guilty  of  contempt 
of  the  Senate  cr  a  senatorial  committee  in- 
volves bis  conduct  with  relation  to  the  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Elections  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration. An  analysis  of  the  three  am-nd- 
mente  referring  to  this  general  matter  (be- 
ing amendment  (3)  proposed  by  Senator 
rcn.BBiCBT,  amendment  (a)  proposed  by 
Senator  Moaac.  and  amendment  (17)  pro- 
posed by  Senator  Plandkks)  reveals  these 
specific  charges: 

(1)  That  Senator  McCaktht  refused  re- 
peated Invltetlons  to  testify  before  the  sub- 
committee. 

(2)  That  be  declined  to  comply  with  a 
request  by  letter  dated  November  21,  1962. 
from  tbe  chairman  of  the  subconunittee  to 
appear  to  supply  Information  concemli^; 
certain  specific  matters  involving  his  activi- 
ties as  a  Monber  of  the  Senate. 

(3)  That  he  denounced  the  subcommittee 
and  contemptuously  refused  to  comply  with 
ite  request. 

(4)  That  be  has  continued  to  show  his 
contempt  for  the  Senate  by  falling  to  explain 
In  any  manner  the  six  charges  contained  In 
the  Hennlngs-Hayden-Hendrlckson  report, 
which  was  filed  In  January  1953. 

We  have  decided  to  consld^  and  discuss 
In  our  report  under  this  category  the  Inci- 
dent with  reference  to  Senator  HxNDaiCKSoM, 
since  the  conduct  complained  of  is  related 
directly  te  the  fact  that  Senator  Hendkick- 
son  was  a  member  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections.  This  incident  Is 
referred  to  in  tbe  amendment  proposed  by 
Senator  FLAjnms  (30),  the  specific  charge 
being: 

(5)  That  he  ridiculed  and  defamed  Sena- 
tor HzMMtiCKSON  In  vulgar  and  base  lan- 
guage, calling  him:  "A  living  miracle  with- 
out brains  or  guts." 

The  report  referred  to  as  the  Hennlngs- 
Hayden-Hendrlckson  report  is  the  report  of 
the  Sut>commlttee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration, pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution 
187,  sad  Congress,  1st  session,  and  Senate 
Resolution  304,  83d  Congress.  2d  session, 
filed  January  2,  1BC3.  and  appears  on  part  II 
of  the  hearing  record  [made  part  of  this 
report  and  printed  In  the  appendU].  The 
select  oonunlttee  admitted  in  evidence  the 
Hennings-Hayden-Hendrickscn  report  for 
the  limited  purposes  of  showing  the  nature 
of  the  charges  before  that  subcommittee,  as 
bearing  upon  the  question  of  Jurisdiction  of 
that  subcommittee,  and  what  was  the  subject 
matter  of  the  Investlgstlon  (pp.  65,  121,  and 
524  of  tha  hearings). 

As  steted  by  the  chairman  (p.  17  of  the 
hearings),  the  select  committee  did  not  con- 
strue this  category  as  Involving  In  any  way 
the  truth  or  falsity  of  any  of  the  charges 
against  Senator  McCAxmr  considered  by 
that  subconunittee.  These  charges,  as  shown 
by  Ite  report  and  as  steted  briefly  by  the 
chairman.  Senator  HxMmicas,  In  a  letter  to 
Senator  McCaxtht  under  date  of  November 
Si.  1962  (Hennlngs-Hayden-Hendrickaon  re- 
port, p.  86).  were: 

"Pursuant  to  your  request,  as  transmitted 
to  us  through  Mr.  Klermas.  we  are  advising 
you  that  the  subcommittee  desires  to  nuike 
inquiry  with  respect  to  the  following  mat- 
ters: 

"(1)  Whether  any  funds  collected  or  re- 
ceived by  you  and  by  otliers  on  yo\xr  behalf 
to  conduct  certain  of  your  activities,  in- 
cluding those  relating  to  'communism,'  wwe 
ever  diverted  and  used  for  other  purpoaaa 
inuring  to  your  personal  advantage. 

"(2)  Whether  you,  at  any  time,  used  your 
odlclal  position  ss  a  United  Stetes  Senator 


and  aa  a  member  of  the  w«""ng  and  Cur- 
rency Committee,  the  Joint  Wrmatng  Com- 
mittee, and  the  Senate  Inveatlgatloos  Com- 
mittee to  obtain  a  $10,000  fee  from  the  Iais- 
tron  Corp..  wlxlch  company  was  then  almost 
entirely  aubaldlxed  by  agencies  under  tba 
Jji^rlsdiction  of  the  very  committees  of  which 
you  were  a  member. 

"(3)  Whether  yoiir  actlvltlea  on  behalf  of 
certeln  sf>ecial  Interest  groups,  such  as  bous- 
ing, sugar,  and  Cbina.  were  motlvatod  by 
self-interest. 

"(4)  Whether  your  actlvltlea  with  raapect 
to  yotn-  senatorial  campalgna.  parttcnlarly 
vrlth  respect  to  the  reporting  of  your  financ- 
ing and  your  activities  relating  to  tba  finan- 
cial transactions  with,  and  subsequent  em- 
ployment of,  Ray  Klermas  tovolv^  viola- 
tions of  the  Federal  and  Stete  corrupt  prac- 
tices acte. 

"(6)  Whether  loan  or  other  transacUons 
which  you  had  with  the  Appleton  Steto 
Bank,  of  Api^eton,  Wis.,  involved  vtolatlons 
of  tax  and  banking  laws. 

"(6)  Whether   you  used   cloae   aaaocUtea     ' 
and  members  of  your  family  to  secrete  re- 
ceipt*. Income,  conunodity.  and  stock  specu- 
lations, and  other  ffyi^ncial  transactions  for 
ulterior  motives." 

The  evidence  taken  by  the  select  eommit- 
tee under  this  category  consisted  of  lettera 
and  documente,  oral  testimony  by  Senator 
McCamtht  and  oral  teetlmony  by  Senator 
Hatdxm,  and  by  the  Parlianaentarlan.  Aa  to 
the  stetement  regarding  Senator  HxinaucK- 
soN,  there  Is  the  testimony  of  a  reporter. 
There  Is  no  material  contradiction  in  any  of 
tbe  testimony  relating  to  this  category.  The 
sending  aiui  receipt  of  tbe  oorrespondenoe 
Is  admitted.  There  U  no  contradietimi  of 
the  verbal  testimony  of  Senator  McCastst  .\  . 
with  reference  to  his  conversations  with 
Chairman  Onjjrrrz,  or  that  of  Chairman 
Hatdkn  with  reference  to  the  conatltutton 
of  the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Bee- 
tions  and  the  filing  of  Ita  report,  or  of  that 
of  Parliamentarian  WatlLins,  (llsniasrrt  fully 
hereinafter. 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  Subcommit- 
tee on  Privileges  and  Elections  waa  proceed- 
ing to  investigate  and  report  on  Senate  Rea- 
olutlon 187;  that  Senator  MoCabtbt  was  in- 
vited to  appear  to  testify  before  the  subcom- 
mittee on  five  separate  occasions  extending 
from  September  25, 1051,  to  November  7. 1962. 
and  formaUy  requested  to  appear  by  letter 
and  telegram  of  November  31. 1962;  that  Sen- 
ator McCARTirr  could  not  appear  at  tbe  times 
specified  In  the  request  because  at  bis  ab- 
sence in  Wisconsin;  that  Senator  McCsanrr . 
did  not  appear  before  tbe  subconunittee  in 
answer  to  tbe  matters  under  invesUgatton 
regarding  bis  own  conduct,  but  did  appear 
on  one  occasion  In  support  of  his  Senate  Res- 
olution 304  directed  against  Senator  Benfam; 
that  Senator  McCastht  accrued  the  subeom- 
mittee  of  acting  without  power  and  beyond 
Ite  Jurisdiction,  of  wasting  vast  amounte  qf  ' 
public  money  for  ImfMrt^Mr  partisan  purposes,  flk 
of  proceeding  dishonestly,  of  aiding  tbe  eaosa 
of  communism,  and  that  these  aocuaattona 
were  directed  toward  an  olBeial  auboommit- 
tee  of  the  Senate.  The  uncontradicted  tea- 
tlmony further  sbovra  that  »pnHtf>r 
McCaxtht  directed  and  gave  to  thar.press  an 
abusive  and  Insulting  statement  concerning 
Senator  Hkmdbicxbom.  calculated  to  wotind  a 
colleague,  solely  because  Senator  HnraaicK- 
soN  was  a  member  of  the  subcommittee  anid 
performing  services  required  by  the  Senate. 

Senate  Reeolutlon  187.  Introduced  by  Sen- 
ator Benton,  was  not  voted  upon  by  tbe  San- 
ate,  but  when  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Bectiona  and' 
the  integrity  of  ite  members  waa  attacked, 
the  Senate  by  ite  vote  of  60  to  0  in  Senate 
Resolution  300.  affirmed  and  ratlfled  both. 

Counsel  for  Senator  McCabtht  advanoad 
the  contention  that  these  epeclflcattona  re- 
lating to  "incldente  of  contempt  of  the  San* 
ate  or  a  senatorial  oonunlttee"  were  legally 
InsufOclent  on  their  face  aa  a  pradloate  for 
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tIpoa>^l■ttk■r^lfOnn^^■■lorco^ldoetMlt»■ 
^  dsttag  tb*  tnoaptlao  ctf  Um  Oongr—  irbleb 
U  tMMliig  tbt  eoMiir*  dUfffM  (p.  18  of  tlM 
bMrtaci) ,  uid  (a)  tMoaiiM  th*  saboammittM 
•etad  tmlawfolly  uaA  bwyond  ita  jurladlctUm 
(PI>.  U  to  68  of  UM  hmtfngn), 

M.  PIndlnji  of  VMt 

nam  tiM  wklanc*  and  turtlnvmy  taken 
with  nfcrano*  to  th«  first  category,  tbe  aeleei 
oomiBlttae  flndi  the  foUowtng  facta: 

1.  On  Auciiat  S,  I9S1.  Senate  Baeolutlon 
187, 8M  Onngreai.  let  aeeilon.  was  Introduced 
by  Seaatcr  Benton  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Bulee  and  Admlnletratlon  (p.  80 
at  the  heartngi). 

3.  In  turn,  this  reaolutlon  was  referred  by 
the  Oommittee  on  Bulee  and  Administration 
to  its  Subeommlttee  on  PriTllegea  and  Elec- 
tions (p.  380  of  the  hearings). 

8.  This  reeolutlon  provided,  inter  alia,  that 
whereas  "any  sitting  Senatw,  regardlaas  at 
whether  he  is  a  candidate  in  the  election 
hlmstif ,  should  be  subject  to  expulsion  by 
action  of  the  Senate,  if  it  finds  such  Senator 
engaged  tn  practices  and  behaTlor  that  make 
him,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  unfit  to 
hold  the  position  of  United  States  Senator": 
Tho^ore  be  it 

"iUaolved.  That  the  Oommittee  on  Rulee 
and  Administration  of  the  Senate  is  author- 
ised and  directed  to  proceed  with  such  con- 
sideration of  the  report  of  its  Subcommittee 
on  PriTileges  and  Elections  with  respect  to 
the  19S0  llhryland  senatcxtel  general  elec- 
tion, wiiioh  was  made  pursuant  to  Senate 
Resolution  380.  81st  Congress.  April  18,  1960, 
and  to  make  such  further  investigation  with 
respect  to  the  participation  of  Senator 
JoeoH  R.  IIcCabtbt  in  the  1060  senatorial 
campaign  oi  Senator  Jokw  MaeswtTx  Btttlsb. 
and  such  Inveetlgatlon  with  reepect  to  his 
other  acts  since  his  election  to  the  Senate, 
as  may  be  api»oprlate  to  enable  such  com- 
mittee to  determine  whethor  or  not  it  should 
initiate  action  with  a  view  toward  the  expul- 
sion ftom  the  United  Statee  Senate  of  the 
said  Senator  Jossph  R.  McCabtht." 

It  will  be  noted  that  this  proposed  reeo- 
lutlon authmriaed  and  directed  such  investi- 
gatlon  ae  may  be  apiMropriate  "with  reference 
to  his  other  acts  since  his  election  to  the 
Senate." 

4.  Senator  ICcCAanrr  was  elected  to  the 
Senate  in  the  fall  of  1946.  and  took  bis  seat 
In  January  1947. 

6.  Among  the  charges  pending  before  and 
InTestigated  by  that  Subcommittee  on  Prlvl- 
legee  and  Elections,  chargee  (1).  (3).  (3). 
and  (4)  related  to  matters  since  Senator 
McCaaTBTli  election  to  the  Senate  in  1946. 
and  charges  (6)  and  <6)  may  or  may  not 
have  referred  to  matters  since  his  election 
to  the  Senate,  or  to  matters  both  before  and 
aftor  his  election. 

6.  Senator  Oitt  M.  ammw  was  chairman 
of  that  Subcommittee  on  Mvilegee  and  Elec- 
tlone  until  his  resignation  on  September  36, 
1963  (p.  S3  of  the  hearlngi). 

7.  itf  letter  of  Senator  1ICC*>tbt  to  Chair- 
man OnxxRs  dated  September  17.  1961 
Setwtor  llbCABTBT  stated  that  he  Intendecl 
to  appear  to  question  witnesses,  and  that 
the  suboommittee.  without  authorlaitlon 
from  the  Senate,  was  undertaking  to  con- 
duet  hearings  in  the  matter  (p.  280  of  the 
hearings). 

8.  By  letter  of  September  36.  19S1,  Chair- 
man OnxKRs  notified  Senator  McCabtrt 
that  the  Benton  reeolutlon  (S.  Res.  187) 
would  be  taken  up  by  the  subcommittee  on 
September  38,  1051.  and  that  Senator  Mc- 
CAanrr  oould  be  present  to  hear  Senator 
Benton  In  eaeeutive  seeslon  and  make  his 
own  stotsment  also,  if  time  permitted  (p.  33 
of  the  hearings) . 

9.  Senator  MdCamtrt  did  not  reply  to  this 
letter. 

10.  By  letter  of  October  1.  1961.  Chair- 
sum   OzLLSTTs   advised   Senator   McCAsntT 


that  flenator  Benton  had  appeared  and  pre- 
sented a  statement  in  sun>ort  of  his  reso- 
lution looking  to  action  pertaining  te  the 
expulslob  of  Senator  McCaitbt  from  the 
Senate,  that  the  lubeommittee  had  Uken 
action  to  accord  to  Senator  McCastht  the 
opportunity  to  appear  and  make  any  state- 
ment he  wished  to  make  concerning  the 
matter,  and  that  the  suliconunlttee  "will  be 
glad  to  hear  you  at  an  hour  mutually  con- 
Tenient"  before  the  lOth  of  October,  if  Sen- 
ator IfCCAKTBT  desired  to  appear  (p.  83  of 
the  hearings) . 

11.  Undo:  date  of  October  4,  1951,  Sen- 
ator McCabtrt  wrote  to  Chairman  Gzlmtte. 
in  reply  to  the  latter 's  letter  of  October  1, 
1951,  t^At  "I  have  not  and  do  not  even  In- 
tend to  read,  much  less  answer,  Beaton's 
smear  attack"  (p.  23  of  the  hearings). 

13.  By  letter  of  December  6,  1951,  Senator 
ICcCabtht  advised  Chairman  GiLLrms  (p.  24 
of  the  hearings)  — 

(a)  That  the  "Elections  Subcommittee, 
tmlees  given  further  power  by  the  Senate. 
is  restricted  to  matters  having  to  do  with 
elections." 

(b)  That  "a  horde  of  investigators  hired 
by  your  committee  at  a  cost  of  tens  of  thou- 
sands of  dollars  of  taxpayers'  money  has 
been  engaged  excliislvely  In  trying  to  dig  up 
on  McCastbt  material  covering  perloda  of 
time  long  before  he  was  even  old  enough  to 
be  a  candidate  for  the  Senate — material 
which  an  have  no  conceivable  connection 
with  his  election  or  any  other  election." 

(c)  That  the  "obvious  piu-pose  Is  to  dig 
up  campaign  material  for  the  Democratic 
Party  for  the  coming  campaign  against 
McCarrHT." 

(d)  That  "when  your  elections  subcom- 
mittee, without  Senate  authorization,  spends 
tens  of  thousands  of  taxpayers'  dollan  for 
the  sole  purpose  of  digging  up  campaign  ma- 
terial against  McCaktht,  then  the  commit- 
tee Is  guilty  of  stealing  just  as  clearly  as 
though  the  Members  engaged  In  picking  the 
pockets  of  the  taxpayers  and  turning  th#  loot 
over  to  the  Democrat  National  Commltt^." 

(e)  That  "if  one  of  the  administration 
lackies  were  chairman  of  this  committee,  I 
would  not  waste  the  time  or  energy  to  write 
and  point  out  the  conunlttee's  complete  dis- 
honesty." 

(f)  That  Instead  of  obtaining  the  neces- 
sary power  from  the  Senate,  "your  committee 
decided  to  spend  tens  of  thousands  of  dol- 
lars of  taxpayers'  money  to  aid  Benton  in 
his  smear  attack  upon  McCabtht." 

(g)  That  "I  cannot  understand  your  keing 
willing  to  label  Gut  Gn,Lrrrx  as  a  man  who 
will  head  a  committee  which  is  stealing 
from  the  pockets  of  the  American  taxpayer 
tens  of  thousands  of  dollars  and  then  wsing 
this  money  ~to  protect  the  Democrat  |>arty 
from  the  political  effect  of  the  exposure  of 
Commimlsts  in  Government." 

(h)  That  "to  take  It  upon  yourself  to  hire 
a  horde  of  investigators  and  spend  teas  of 
thousands  of  dollars  without  any  authoriza- 
tion from  the  Senate  Is  labeling  your  Elec- 
tions Subcommittee  even  more  dishonest 
than  was  the  Tydings  committee." 

13.  Chairman  On.L,KTTx  replied  to  Sen- 
ator MCCaktbt  by  letter  of  December  6,  1951 
(p.  36  of  the  hearings),  stating  that  the 
suboommittee  did  not  seek  its  unpleasant 
task,  but  that  since  Senate  Resolution  187 
wae  referred  by  the  Senate  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  and  by  It  to 
its  Subcommittee  on  PrlvUeges  and  Elec- 
tions, its  duty  was  clear  and  would  be  dis- 
charged "in  a  spirit  of  utmost  fairness  to  all 
concerned  and  to  the  Senate." 

14.  In  the  same  letter.  Chairman  Gnj«TTX 
Informed  Senator  McCaktht,  "your  Informa- 
tion as  to  the  use  of  a  large  staff  and  the 
expenditure  of  a  large  siun  of  money  in 
investigations  relative  to  the  resolution  Is, 
of  course,  erroneous." 

18.  By  letter  from  Senator  McCaktht  to 
Chairman  OnxxTTx  dated  December  7,  1951. 


Information  was  requested  of  the'  number 
and  salaries  of  employees  of  the  subcom- 
mittee <p.  26  of  the  hearings). 

16.  Chairman  OnxrrrK  gave  this  Informa- 
tion to  Senator  McCaktht  under'  date  of 
December  11,  1951  (p.  27  of  the  heaylngs). 

17.  Under  date  of  December  19.  1961, 
Senator  McCaktht  wrote  to  Chalrxhan  On.- 
letts  stating  that:  "the  full  committee 
appointed  you  chairman  of  an  elections  sub- 
committee, but  gave  you  no  pow»r  what- 
soever to  hire  Investigators  and  spend  vast 
amounts  of  money  to  make  investigations 
having  nothing  to  do  with  electlonsL  Again, 
may  I  have  an  answer  to  my  queitlons  as 
to  why  you  feel  you  are  entitled  to  «|>end  the 
taxpayers'  money  to  do  the  work  of  the 
Democratic  National  Committee"  (p.  37  of 
the  hearings). 

18.  In  the  same  letter.  Senator  McCaktht 
stated :  "You  and  every  member  of  your  sub- 
committee who  is  responsible  for  apendlng 
vast  amounts  of  money  to  hire  Inveatlgators, 
pay  their  traveling  expenses,  etc.,  on  matters 
not  concerned  with  elections.  Is  ju4t  as  dis- 
honest as  though  he  or  she  ploked  the 
pockets  of  the  taxpayers  and  turned  the  loot 
over  to  the  Democratic  National  Committee." 

19.  In  the  same  letter.  Senator  McCaktht 
stated:  "I  wonder  If  I  might  have  a  frank, 
honest  answer  to  all  the  questlone  covered 
In  my  letter  of  December  7.  Certainly  as  a 
member  of  the  Rules  Committee  6nd  as  a 
Member  of  the  Senate,  I  am  entitled  to  this 
information.  Your  failure  to  give  this  in- 
formation highlights  the  fact  that  your  sub- 
committee is  not  concerned  with  dlahonestly 
spending  the  taxpayers'  money  and  using 
your  subcommittee  as  an  arm  of  the  Demo- 
cratic National  Committee"  (p.  28  of  the 
hearings). 

20.  On  December  21,  1951.  Chairman  On.- 
Lrm  wrote  Senator  McCaktht.  advising  him 
as  follows: 

(a)  "I  shall  be  very  glad  to  give  you  such 
information  as  I  have  or  go  with  you.  If 
you  so  desire,  to  the  rooms  occupied  by  the 
subcommittee  and  aid  you  In  securing  any 
facts  that  are  there  available,  relative  to  the 
employees  of  the  subcommittee  or  their 
work."  and  stating  further  that — 

(b)  Previous  correspondence  had  been 
printed  in  the  public  press,  even  before  re- 
ceipt by  Chairman  GnxxTTe. 

(c)  That  It  was  Improper  to  dlsctiss  mat- 
ters pertaining  to  pending  Utlgatloh  In  the 
public  press. 

(d)  That  a  meeting  of  the  subcdmmlttee 
was  being  called  for  January  7,  1952,  to  con- 
sider the  Benton  resolution. 

(e)  That  If  Senator  McCaktht  cared  to 
appear  before  the  subcommittee,  he  would 
be  glad  to  make  the  necessary  arrangements 
as  to  time  and  place. 

(f )  That  he  would  be  glad  to  confer  with 
Senator  McCaktht  personally  as  to  matters 
concerning  the  staff  and  the  work  of  the 
subcommittee. 

(g)  That  neither  the  Democratic  Katlonal 
Committee  nor  any  person  or  group  other 
than  an  agency  of  the  United  State*  Senate 
has  had  or  will  have  any  influence  on  his 
duties  and  actions  as  a  member  of  the  sub- 
committee, and  that  no  other  member  of 
the  subcommittee  has  been  or  will  be  so 
Influenced  (p.  28  of  the  hearings). 

21.  Senator  McCaktht  wrote  to  Cbalrman 
On.Lrm  on  January  4.  1062,  askli%:  "The 
simple  question  of  whether  or  not  you  have 
ordered  the  Investigators  to  reetrtot  their 
investigation  to  matters  having  to  do  with 
elections,  or  whether  their  Investigations  ex- 
tend Into  fieids  having  nothing  wivatsoever 
to  do  with  either  my  election  or  the  election 
of  any  other  Senator"  (p.  29  of  the  hearings). 

22.  Chairman  Gnxrmt  replied  to  Senator 
McCaktht  by  letter  dated  January  10.  1963. 
Informing  him  that  the  staff  of  the  fubcom- 
mlttee  had  Just  submitted  a  report  on  the 
legal  question  raised  by  Senator  MOCaktht. 
that  this  was  l>elng  studied,  and  the  sub- 
committee would  then  determine  what  ac- 
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tlon.  if  any.  they  wooM  take  (p.  98  o<  the 
hearln«i). 

23.  Because  Senator  MoCAinrr  qucstlcmad 
the  jurisdiction  of  tha  suboommittee.  the 
subcommlttea  adopted  a  reaolutlon.  ap- 
proved by  a  majority  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  that  Senator 
McCaktht  be  requested  to  bring  to  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  a  motion  to  discharge  the  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Elections  (p.  SO 
of  the  hearings). 

24.  Senator  Hatdxx.  chairman  of  tiie  Com- 
mittee on  BiUes  and  Administration,  in- 
formed Senator  McCabtbt  that  the  purpose 
would  be  to  test  the  Jurisdiction  and  in- 
tegrity of  the  members  of  the  subcommittee 
(p.  30  of  the  hearings). 

25.  Under  date  of  March  21,  1052.  Senator 
McCaktht  wrote  to  Senator  Hatdxn,  chair- 
man of  the  parent  C<»nmlttee  on  Rules  and 
Administration,  that  he  thought  it  Improper 
to  discharge  the  subcommittee  for  the  fol- 
lowing reasons: 

"The  Elections  Subcommittee  unquestion- 
ably has  the  power  and.  when  complaint  Is 
made,  the  duty  to  Investigate  any  Impxroper 
conduct  on  the  part  of  McCaktht  or  any 
other  Senator  in  a  senatorial  election. 

"The  subcommittee  has  spent  tens  of 
thousands  of  dollars  and  nearly  a  year  mak- 
ing the  most  painstaking  Investigation  of 
my  part  in  the  Maryland  election,  as  well  as 
my  campaigns  in  Wisconsin.  The  subcom- 
mittee's task  Is  not  finished  until  It  reports 
to  the  Senate  the  result  of  that  Investiga- 
tion, namely,  whether  they  found  such  mis- 
conduct on  the  part  of  McCaktht  In  either 
his  own  campaigns  or  in  the  Tydings  cam- 
paign to  warrant  his  expulsion  from  Uie 
Senate. 

"I  note  the  subcommittee's  request  that 
the  integrity  of  the  subconmilttee  be  passed 
upon.  As  you  know,  the  sole  question  of  the 
Integrity  of  the  subcommittee  concerned  Its 
right  to  spend  vast  sums  of  money  Investi- 
gating the  life  of  McCaktht  from  birth  to 
date  without  any  authority  to  do  so  from  the 
Senate.  However,  the  vote  on  that  question 
cannot  affect  the  McCaktht  Investigation.  In 
that  the  k>mmlttee  for  a  year  has  been  look- 
ing into  every  possible  phase  of  McCaktht's 
life.  Including  an  Investigation  of  those  who 
contributed  to  my  unsuccessful  1944  cam- 
paign. 

"As  you  know.  I  wrote  Senator  Oa-Lrrrr. 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  that  I  con- 
sidered this  a  completely  dishonest  handling 
of  taxpayers'  money.  1  felt  that  the  Elec- 
tions Subcommittee  had  no  authority  to  go 
Into  matters  other  than  elections  unless  the 
Senate  instructed  It  to  do  so.  However,  It  Is 
obvloiis  that  Insofar  as  McCaktht  Is  con- 
cerned this  Is  now  a  moot  question,  because 
the  staff  has  already  painstakingly  and  dili- 
gently Investigated  every  nook  and  cranny  of 
my  life  from  birth  to  date.  Every  possible 
lead  on  McCaktht  wss  Investigated.  Noth- 
ing that  could  be  investigated  was  left  un- 
investigated. The  staff's  semnioiu  report, 
which  consisted  of  cleverly  twisted  and  dis- 
torted facts,  was  then  'leaked'  to  the  left- 
wing  elements  of  the  press  and  blaaoned 
across  the  Nation  In  an  attempt  to  further 
smear  McCaktht. 

"A  vote  of  confidence  in  the  subcommittee 
would  be  a  vote  on  whether  or  not  It  had 
the  right,  without  authority  from  the  Senate, 
but  merely  on  the  request  of  one  Senator 
(In  this  case  Senator  Benton)  to  make  a 
thorough  and  complete  investigation  of  the 
entire  life  of  another  Senator.  A  vote  to 
uphold  the  suboommittee  would  mean  that 
the  Senate  accepts  and  approves  this  prece- 
dent and  makes  It  binding  on  the  Elections 
Subcommittee  in  the  future. 

"A  vote  against  the  subcommittee  could 
not  undo  what  the  suboommittee  has  done 
in  regard  to  MoCaktht.  It  would  not  force 
the  subconunittee  members  to  repay  into 
the  Treasury  the  funds  spent  on  this  Inveetl- 
gatlon  of   McCAaTBT.    A   vote   agalnct   the 


■uboommlttae  would  msraty  mean  that  the 
Maapprofes  what  has  atrsady  baaii 
laaoTar  as  taoOuamr  Is  oonaermsd.  and 
therefore,  tftaapprores  aa  investlgatkm  at 
other  Senators  like  the  one  which  was  mada 
or  MoCaarwT.  While  I  felt  the  suboommit- 
tee CKoeeded  Ita  authority,  now  that  it  has 
established  a  precedent  in  McCaktht's  case. 
the  same  rule  should  apply  to  every  other 
Senator.  If  the  suboommittee  brought  up 
this  quettloo  before  the  inveatlgatlon  had 
been  made.  I  would  have  voted  to  discharge 
it.  Now  that  the  deed  Is  done,  however,  the 
same  rule  should  apply  to  the  other  95 
Senators. 

"Tor  that  reason,  I  would  be  forced  to 
vigorously  oppose  a  motion  to  discharge  the 
Elections  Subcommittee  at  this  time. 

"I  hope  the  Senate  agrees  with  me  that 
It  would  be  highly  lmprcq)er  to  discharge 
the  GlUette-Monroney  subcommittee  at  this 
time,  thereby,  in  effect,  setting  a  different 
rule  for  the  subcommittee  to  follow  In  case 
an  investigation  Is  ssked  of  any  of  the  other 
95  Senators"  (p.  30  of  the  hearings). 

26.  In  view  of  Senator  McCaktht's  re- 
fusal to  .^ake  the  requested  motion  In  the 
Senate,  Chairman  Hatdcn.  for  himself,  and 
for  the  other  four  members  of  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Privileges  and  Elections  (Senators 

OnXETTE.     MOHKCHKT.    HEKKnNCS.     KUd    HXIV- 

DKicKsoH),  submitted  Senate  Resolution  300. 
82d  Congress.  2d  session,  on  April  8,  1952 
(p.  31  of  the  hearings) . 

27.  Senate  Resolution  300  provided  that 
whereas  Senator  McCaktht  In  a  series  of 
communications  addressed  to  Chairman  Gn.- 
LXTTx  between  December  6.  1951,  and  January 
4.  1952.  had  charged  that  the  subcommittee 
lacked  Jurisdiction  to  investigate  such  acts 
of  Senator  McCaKtht  as  were  not  connected 
with  election  campaigns,  and  attacked  the 
honesty  of  the  members  of  the  subcommit- 
tee, charging  that  in  their  investigation  of 
such  other  acts,  the  members  were  Improp- 
erly motivated  and  were  guilty  of  stealing 
Just  as  clearly  as  though  the  members  en- 
gaged in  picking  the  pockets  of  the  tax- 
payers, and  whereas  the  subcommittee 
adopted  a  motion,  as  the  most  expedltlotis 
parliamentary  method  of  obtaining  an  af- 
firmation by  the  Senate  of  Its  Jurisdiction  of 
this  matter  and  a  vote  on  the  honesty  of 
ita  members,  that  Senator  McCaktht  be  re- 
quested to  raise  the  question  of  Jurisdiction 
and  of  the  Integrity  of  the  members  of  the 
Subconunittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections, 
by  making  a  formal  motion  on  the  fioor  of 
the  Senate  to  discharge  the  committee,  and 
that  xinleas  Senator  McCaktht  did  so.  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  or  the  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee would  present  such  a  motion,  and 
since  Senator  McCaktht  In  effect  had  de- 
clined so  to  do,  therefore  to  determine  the 
proper  Jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  and  to  ejpnea  the 
confidence  of  the  Senate  In  Its  committee  In 
their  consideration  of  Senate  Reeolutlon  187. 
be  It  resolved  that  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  be.  and  It  hereby  Is,  dis- 
charged from  the  further  consideration  of 
Senate  Resolution  187  (p.  31  of  the  hearings). 

28.  The  Senate  voted  upon  this  reaolutlon 
on  April  10.  1052,  and  the  resolution  '^as 
rejected  by  a  vote  of  0  to  60,  with  36  Mem- 
bers not  voting  (p.  32  of  the  hearings) . 

29.  Senator  McCaktht  is  recorded  as  not 
voting  but  he  stated  in  the  Senate  that  he 
could  not  wait  for  the  vote  and  If  present 
would  have  voted  against  the  discharge  of 
the  suboommittee  (p.  378  of  the  hearings) . 

30.  Chairman  GnxxTTX  wrote  to  Senator 
McCaktht  on  May  7,  1963.  fixing  May  12. 
1963.  as  the  time  for  public  hearing  on  Sen- 
ate Resolution  187,  Informing  him  that  the 
first  charge  to  be  heard  would  be  the  matter 
concerning  the  Lustron  Gorp-  booklet,  and 
extending  to  Senator  McCaktht  "the  oppor- 
tunity to  appear  at  the  hearings  for  the  pur- 
pose of  presenting  testimony  relating  to  this 


charge  Um  hcarlacs  In  this  eaaa  win  prob- 
ably oonttniM  for  several  daya.  and  we  rtudl 
make  whatever  airangemaBlB  for  yoor  ap- 
P«TM>w  M  an  most  ooovantaat  far  yoa"  (pb 
83of  thehaarlnga). 

31.  Under  date  of  May  8. 1963. 1 
Caktht   wrote   to   Chatraan 
kno^edging  receipt  at  the  letter  ol 
7.  1963.  asking  an  what  pomt  the 
mtttee  desired  Information,  and  gtrlnf  • 
statement  at  facta  with  ref  eranea  to  the : 
tron  Oorp.  booklet,  in  argomantattva : 
and  cturglng  the  suboommlttaa  with  : 
ingly  aUowing  itself  to  aerre  the  OommunM 
cause,  and  stating: 

"The  Communtsta  will  hawaoorad  a  gntt 
victory  if  they  can  oonvtnee  every  other  Sen- 
ator or  Congreasman  that  if  be  attenapta  to 
expoee  undercover  oooimunlsta  he  wiU  ba 
subjected  to  the  same  type  of  Intense  smear, 
even  to  the  extent  at  using  a  Senate  com- 
mittee for .  the  ptupoee.  They  will  have 
frightened  away  from  this  fight  a  vast  num- 
l>er  of  legislators  who  fear  the  political 
effect  of  being  inundated  by  the  Communist 
Party  line  sewage. 

"If  you  have  evidence  at  wrongdoing  on 
McCaktht  "a  part,  which  would  Justify  re- 
moval from  the  Senate  or  a  vote  at  censure 
by  the  Senate,  certainly  you  have  the  obliga- 
tion to  (troduce  It.  However,  as  you  w«U 
know,  every  member  of  your  committee  ami 
staff  privately  admlta  that  no  such  evidence 
Is  In  existence.  It  Is  an  evil  and  dlahonest 
thing  for  the  subconunittee  to  aUow  Itself  to 
be  used  for  an  evil  purpose.  Certainly  the 
fact  that  the  Democrat  Party  may  tempo- 
rarily benefit  thereby  Is  insufficient  Justifica- 
tion. Remember  the  Communist  Party  will 
benefit  Infinitely  more"  (p.  32  of  the  hear- 
ings). 

32.  Senator  McCaktht  again  wrote  to 
Chairman  OnxrrTx  on  the  same  day.  May  8, 
1952.  demanding  expeditious  action  in  the 
Benton  case  (p.  35  ctf  the  hearings). 

33.  Chairman  GnxRra  wrote  to  Senator 
McCaktht  under  date  of  May  10.  1952,  In- 
forming him  that  the  subcommittee  had  con- 
cluded to  take  teetlmony  on  May  13,  1963, 
and  that  It  was  the  courteous  thing  to  do  to 
Invite  him  to  attend,  to  present  evidenoe  la 
refutation  or  explanation,  and  that  the  op- 
portunity would  continue  to  be  that  of  Sen- 
ator McCaktht  to  preeent  such  nuittcr  as  he 
might  wish  in  connection  with  the  hearing 
and  to  attend  If  he  eo  deaired  (p.  48  of  the 
hearings). 

34.  On  May  II.  1962,  Senator  McCabtht 
wrote  to  Chairman  GnxBTTX,  flfmatflr  Mow- 
komkt.  and  Senator  HxMMWoa  Jointly,  a  sar- 
castic letter,  the  meaning  and  Intention  of 
which  can  be  understood  only  by  reading  it 
In  Ite  entirety  (p.  4S  of  the  bearings). 

35.  The  chief  coimsel  tor  the  suboommlttaa 
wrote  to  Senator  McCaktht  on  Novamber  7. 
1952.  inviting  Senator  McCaktht  to  H>P**' 
before  a  subcommittee  in  executive  aeaalon* 
in  connection  with  Senate  Reeolutlon  187. 
during  the  week  of  November  17.  1963,  and 
asking  to  be  advised  of  the  date  of  Senator 
McCaktht's  appearance  (p.  44  of  the  hear- 
ings). 

86.  The  administrative  assistant  to  Sena- 
tor McCaktht  replied  for  Senator  MOCabtht 
by  letter  of  November  10.  1963.  stating  that 
Senator  McCaktht  was  away  and  that  he  did 
not  know  when  he  would  return  to  Washing- 
ton, stating,  liowever,  that  if  the  auboom- 
mittee  would  let  him  know  what  Information 
was  desired  he  would  be  glad  to  try  to  be  oC 
help  (p.  46  of  the  hearings). 

37.  Chairman  Hsmrmaa,  of  the  luboomk 
mlttee.  then  wrote  a  letter  to  Senator  Ucs- 
Caktht  under  date  ol  Movember  31.  1963. 
which  because  of  ita  importance  la  set  forUl 
In  full: 

"Dkab  SBfAToa  MOCabiht:  As  you  will  x«- 
call.  on  September  28. 1061.  May  7. 1062,  and 
May  10.  1952,  this  subcommittee  invited  yim 
to  appear  before  it  to  give  testimony  relat- 
ing to  the  mvaatlgatKm  pursuant  to  Sanata 
Resolution  187. 
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'  ^  f  'it; 


1,  IMS.  fha  f ol- 
itofoa: 

w»h  tli>  •eMld»«mm  ly  th»  Stthcnnnnm— 
on  PrtTllatM  and  UaetloBB  oC  Bttmi  Bmo- 
taUoB  lav.  Introtfnead  I17  amstor  BsntoA  om 
6,  IMl.  ••  wtXi  as  tlM  Miwilng  In- 
X  tmf  bean  tnalnietod  by  tb* 
I  to  lavtto  foa  to  h^mat  b«f  ora 
lUaa  la  aaaevUva  iBarton.  In- 
«a  noold  Uka  to  raapaet 
I  totlaadataoB  wbleb  you  wlU 
tba  aaboontmtttae  idaaa 
to  ba  atollaMa  for  tbla  purpoaa  during  tba 
wtA  IwflnnlTig  Norambcr  17, 1983. 

*"n  tna  ba  appraetatad.lf  you  wiU  advlM 
ma  at  aa  aaity  a  data  aa  poaalbla  of  tba  day 
yon  wtn  appar,  in  oardar  tbat  tlia  suboom- 
atitfeaa  may  arranga  ita  plana  aoeordln^. 

**  TAVL  J.  OORB. 

"'Chief  Couiueir 

"On.  Itofambv^^.  1983.  tbe  ■aboommlttaa 
raoatvad  tba  toUowing  eommnnlcatlon,  datad 
Hofambar  10. 19S3: 

"  "DBAa  lla.  OomB:  Inasmneh  aa  Sanator 
lioCuirBT  la  not  now  In  Waatalngton.  I  un 
taking  tba  liberty  of  aeknowladi^  receipt 
at  joat  latter  of  Norember  7. 

**  1  bava  Juat  talked  to  tbe  Senator  over 
tba  tatapbona  and  be  doea  not  know  Juat 
wbanba  will  return  to  Waablngton.  Itprea- 
ently  i^ypeara  tbat  be  will  not  be  aTailable 
to  iqppaar  before  your  committee  during  tbe 
time  you  mention.  However,  he  did  state 
tbat  If  you  will  let  blm  know  Juat  what 
Inf  onnatlon  you  dealre,  be  will  be  glad  to 
try  to  be  a<  help  to  you.      ^^ 

"'Stnoartiy  youra. 

*"Bat  Kaotaua, 
"  'AdmtnigtnOive  AsHttant  to  Senator 
MeCarthy/ 

"Tba  aubeommlttee  le  grateful  for  your 
offer  of  awlatance,  and  we  want  to  affwd  you 
with  every  <9portunlty  to  offer  your  esplana- 
tlooa  with  referanea  to  tba  iaauea  Involved. 
llMprafora.  altbougb  the  aubeommlttee  did 
make  Kartf  available  dturlng  tbe  paat  weric  in 
order  to  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  be 
beard,  wa  ahaU  be  at  your  dlapoaal  commenc- 
ing Saturday,  November  33,  tbn^ugb  but  not 
latK  than  Tueaday,  Rovember  36.  1953. 

"Tbla  aoboommlttee  baa  but  one  object, 
and  tbat  la  to  reach  an  Impartial  and  ptopet 
oonelualon  baaed  upon  tbe  facta.  Tour  ap- 
pearance. In  person,  before  the  subcommittee 
will  not  only  give  you  the  opportunity  to 
teetlfy  aa  to  any  lasuee  of  fact  which  may  be 
In  controversy,  but  will  be  of  the  greateet 
aaalatanee  to  the  subcnnmlttee  In  Its  effort 
to  arrive  at  a  iwoper  determination  and  to 
embody  In  Its  report  an  accurate  repreeenta- 
tton  of  the  facts. 

"Purroant  to  your  requeat.  aa  transmitted 
to  ua  through  Ifr.  Klermaa,  we  are  advising 
you  tbat  tba  aubeommlttee  deslrea  to  make 
Inquiry  with  respect  to  the  following 
matters: 

"(l)  Whether  any  funda  collected  or  re- 
ortvad  toy  you  and  by  otbcra  on  your  behalf 
to  eooduet  certain  of  your  activltlee,  includ- 
ing tboae  relating  to  'eommunlam.'  were  ever 
diverted  and  uaed  for  other  purpoeea  Inuring 
to  your  personal  advantage. 

"(a)  Whether  you.  at  any  time,  used 
your  oOelal  poattlon  aa  a  United  Stotea  Sen- 
«tar  and  ••  a  oamber  of  tbe  Banking  and 
Ourreney  Committee,  the  Joint  Bousing 
Committee,  and  the  Senate  Inveetlgatlons 
Oommlttee.  to  obtain  a  $10,000  fee  from  the 
XiOatron  Corp.,  which  company  was  then  al- 
moat  anttraiy  aubaidlaed  by  agendca  under 
tba  Jurtadlctton  of  tbe  very  committees  of 
vAleh  you  were  a  member. 

'(9)  Whether  your  activities  on  behalf  of 
latsreat  groups,  sudi  as  housing, 
angy,  and  OBiina.  were  motivated  by  aeu- 
Intangt. 

"(4)  Whether  your  aotlvltlfla  with  respect 
to  your  aenatorlal  campaigns,  particularly 
with  req;>ect  to  the  reporting  of  your  financ- 


ing and  your  actlvttiea  relating  to  the  finan- 
cial traaaactlona  with  and  subsequett  em- 
plcTment  of  Ray  Klermas.  involved  violations 
of  the  Fsdcral  and  State  Corrupt  PmcUces 
Acta. 

"(9)  Whether  loan  or  other  transactions 
which  you  had  with  the  Appleton  State 
Bank,  of  Appleton,  Wis.,  Involved  vldatloDs 
of  tax  and  banking  laws. 

"(6)  Whether  you  «ised  close  associates 
and  members  of  your  family  to  secrete  re- 
ceipts. Income,  commodity  and  stoclc  specu- 
lation and  other  financial  transactions  for 
Ulterior  motives. 

•?Ve  again  assure  you  of  our  desire  to  give 
you  the  opportunity  to  testify,  in  execu- 
tive session  of  the  subcommittee,  as  to  the 
foregoing  matters.  The  82d  Congress  expires 
In  the  Immediate  futiire  and  the  subcom- 
mlttee  must  necessarily  proceed  wltb  dls- 
patoh  In  making  its  report  to  this  Cotigress. 
To  that  end,  we  respectfully  urge  you  to 
arrange  to  come  before  us  on  or  befcre  No- 
vember 35,  and  thus  enable  iis  to  do  oitr  con- 
sclentlo\is  best  In  the  Interests  of  the  Senate 
and  our  obligation  to  complete  our  work. 
We  would  thank  you  to  advise  us  immediate- 
ly, so  that  we  may  plan  accordingly. 

"This  letter  Is  being  transmitted  at   tbe 
direction  and  with  the  full  concurrevice  of 
the  membership  of  this  subcommittee 
"Sincerely  yotirs, 

"TROaCAS   C.  HZMNIMGS,   Jr.« 

"Chairman." 

(P.  45  of  the  hearings.) 

88.  This  letter  was  delivered  by  hand  to 
the  office  of  Senator  McCaxtht  in  Washing- 
ton on  November  21,  1962  (p.  47  of  th«  bear- 
ings). 

39.  On  the  same  day.  November  21.  1952, 
Chairman  Hxnkikos  sent  tbe  followii^  tele- 
gram addreeaed  to  Senator  McCAstEHT  at 
Appleton,  Wis.: 

"Today  you  were  advised  by  letter  drflvered 
by  hand  to  yo\ir  office  of  the  principal  mat- 
ters which  the  subcommittee  desires  to  In- 
terrogato  you  In  furtherance  of  your  express 
desire  transmitted  to  the  committee  by  yoxir 
administrative  assistant,  Mr.  Ray  Klermas. 
under  dato  erf  November  10.  The  subcom- 
mittee appredatee  your  willingness  to  help 
In  the  completion  of  the  work  in  connection 
with  the  Investigation  of  Resolution  167  and 
the  Investigations  predicated  thereon.  Your 
prompt  appearance  before  the  subconvnlttee 
can  save  the  Oovemment  much  effort  and 
expense.  We  are  sure  that  you  want  to  be  of 
help  to  lis  In  arriving  at  a  proper  determina- 
tion of  the  Issues  In  controversy.  We  are 
therefore  at  yoiur  disposal  in  executive  lession 
and  for  your  convenience  suggest  that  the 
subcommittee  Is  available  to  you  contmenc- 
Ing  with  tomorrow.  Saturday,  November  22, 
but  not  later  than  Tuesday  the  25th.  to  en- 
able the  committee  to  hear  you  and  allow 
time  thereaftor  to  prepare  the  subcompiittee 
report. 

"Senator  Benton  has  also  been  notified  to 
appear  by  similar  communication.  This  ac- 
tion Is  being  taken  at  the  direction  and  with 
the  full  concurrence  of  the  committee  mem- 
bers" (p.  47  of  the  hearings). 

40.  The  copy  of  the  telegram  in  the 
H-H-H  Report,  designated  "Exhibit  Ho.  42' 
at  page  99  thereof,  was  not  sent  to  Senator 
McCaxTBT  and  was  Inserted  as  an  exhibit  by 
error  in  place  of  the  foregoing  telegram  of 
November  31,  1952.  as  shown  by  the  lact  It 
1M  not  dated  and  as  appears  in  the  index  of 
appendix,  page  65,  wherein  exhibit  No.  42  u 
deecrlbed  as  "Telegram  dated  November  21, 
1952,  from  Senator  Hkknings  to  Senator 
McCastht.  •  •  •  Page  99"  (p.  61  cf  the 
hearings). 

41.  On  November  21,  1962,  Senator  Mc- 
CAanrr  was  deer  hunting  in  northern  Wis- 
consin (p.  298  of  the  hearings) . 

43,  Senator  BicCABTRr  wrote  to  Chairman 
HEmfiKGs  on  November  28,  1952,  stating  that 
he  had  Just  received  the  wire  of  November 
22.  and  that,  as  Senator  Hennings  had  been 
previously  advised,  Senator  McCartht  was 


not  expected  to  return  to  Washloigton  until 
November  27,  on  which  date  he  did  return 
(p.  49  of  the  hearings). 

43.  Senator  McCastht  did  not  ee9  the  letter 
or  telegram  dated  November  31,  1963.  untU 
November  28.  1952  (p.  299  of  the  hearings). 

44.  Senator  McCaktbt  wroto  tO'  Chairman 
HzNNitrcs  under  dato  of  December  1,  1953, 
stating  as  follows:  • 

"Senator  Thomas  C.  HKinmraa,  Jt',, 

"Chairman,  Subcommittee  on.  Frivlleffea 
and  Elections.  Senate  Offlc4  Building. 

"Dcab  Ma.  HzNimiGs:  This  Is  to  acknowl- 
edge receipt  of  yours  of  Novemlber  21  In 
which  you  state  that  your  object  Is  to  reach 
an  'impartial  and  proper  conclusion  basod 
upon  the  facts'  in  the  Benton  application 
which  asks  for  my  removal  from  ^e  Senate. 

"I  was  Interested  In  your  decl|u«tlon  of 
honesty  of  the  committee  and  wofild  like  to 
believe  that  it  Is  true.  As  you  know,  your 
committee  has  the  most  unusual  record  of 
any  committee  in  the  history  of  t|ie  Senate. 
As  you  know  two  members  of  your,  staff  have 
resigned  and  made  the  public  statoment  tbat 
their  reason  for  resignation  was  that  your 
conunittee  was  dishonestly  used  fi^  political 
purposes.  Two  Senators  have  also  resigned. 
One,  Senator  Wklkix,  in  the  strohgeet  pos- 
sible language  indicted  your  comtolttee  for 
complete  dishonestly  in  handling  your  Inves- 
tigation. Senator  Onj.rrni  also  resigned 
without  giving  any  plausible  reason  for  his 
resignation  from  the  committee.  Obviously, 
he  also  couldn't  stomach  the  dishonest  use 
of  public  funds  for  political  purposee.  For 
that  reason  it  is  difficult  for  me  to  believe 
your  protestations  of  the  honestgr  of  your 
committee. 

"I  would,  therefore,  ordinarily  not  dignify 
your  committee  by  answering  yoi*  letter  of 
November  21.  However,  I  decided  to  give  you 
no  excuse  to  claim  in  your  report  that  I  re- 
fused to  give  you  any  facts.  For  tbat  reason 
you  are  being  informed  that  tbe  Answer  to 
the  six  insulting  questions  In  ymjf  letter  of 
November  21  Is  'No.*  You  understand  that 
in  answering  these  questions  I  go  not  In 
any  way  approve  of  nor  admit  the  flalse  state- 
ments and  Innuendoes  made  In  the  quea- 
tions. 

"I  note  with  some  Interest  you*  reference 
to  my  'activities  on  behalf  of  certain  special- 
Interest  groups,  such  as  housing,  Sugar,  and 
China.'  I  assume  you  refer  to  my  drafting 
of  the  comprehensive  Housing  Act  of  1945, 
which  was  passed  without  a  single  dissenting 
vote  in  the  Senate,  either  Democtat  or  Re- 
publican. Neither  you  nor  any  otter  Senator 
has  attempted  to  repeal  any  part  of  that 
Housing  Act.  Or  perhaps  you  refer  to  the 
slum-clearance  bill  which  I  drafted  and  In- 
troduced in  1948.  which  slum-clearance  bill 
was  adopted  in  toto  by  the  Democrat-con- 
trolled Senate  In  1949. 

"When  you  refer  to  sugar,  I  assume  you 
refer  to  my  efforts  to  do  away  with  your 
party's  rationing  of  sugar,  as  I  premised  the 
housewives  I  would  during  my  1946  campaign. 
If  that  were  wrong,  I  wonder  why  you  have 
not  introduced  legislation  In  the  pemocrat- 
controUed  Senate  to  restore  sugar  rationing. 
You  have  had  2  years  to  do  so. 

"I  thought  perhaps  the  election  might 
have  taught  you  that  your  boas  agd  mine— 
the  American  people — do  not  approve  of 
treason  and  incompetence  and  feel  that  It 
must  be  exposed. 

"You  refer  to  the  above  as  'special  Inter- 
ests.'  I  personally  feel  very  proud  of  having 
drafted  the  Housing  Act  in  1948  which  passed 
the  Congress  without  a  single  dlsaentlng 
vote — a  housing  act  which  contributed  so 
much  toward  making  It  possible  fot  veterans 
and  all  Americans  in  the  middle-  and  low-. 
Income  groups  to  own  their  own  home. 
Likewise.  I  am  proud  of  having  be^  able  to 
fulflii  my  promise  to  American  hbusewlves 
to  obtain  the  derationing  of  sugar.  I  proved 
at  the  time  that  rationing  was  not  for  the 
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benefit  of  the  houaewlvas  but  for  tbe  eom- 
merdal  uaera. 

"I  likewise  am  double  proud  at  the  part  I 
played  In  alerting  the  American  people  to 
your  administration's  traitorous  betrayal  at 
American  Intereste  throughout  the  world, 
especially  In  China  and  Poland. 

"You  refer  to  such  activities  on  my  part  as 
'activities  for  special  Interests.'  I  am  ciirlous 
to  know  what  "special  Interests'  you  mean 
other  than  the  special  Interest  of  the  Ameri- 
can people. 

"This  letter  Is  not  written  with  any  hope 
of  getting  an  honest  report  from  your  com- 
mittee. It  is  being  written  merely  to  keep 
the  record  straight. 

"Sincerely  yours, 

"Joe  McCAamT." 

(P.  51  of  hearings.) 

45.  Senator  McCaktbt  appeared  before 
the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Sec- 
tions once  only,  on  July  3.  1952,  in  connec- 
tion with  his  charges  against  Senator  Ben- 
ton under  Senate  Resolution  304.  without 
in  Senate  Resolution  300  (pp.  53  and  375  of 
bearings). 

46.  Senator  McCaktht  did  not  appear  be- 
fore that  subcommittee,  at  any  other  time. 
nor  make  any  explanation  in  defense,  except 
as  shown  in  the  foregoing  correspondence.  In 
connection  with  the  charges  pending  against 
him,  either  before  or  after  the  Senate  action 
in  Senate  Resolution  300  (pp.  52  and  376  of 
hearings). 

47.  Senator  McCaetht  did  make  an  expla- 
nation of  the  Lustron  matter  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  on  August  2.  1954  (p.  53  of  hear- 
ings). 

48  Senate  Resolution  187.  Introduced  by 
Senator  Benton,  was  not  voted  upon  by  the 
Senate,  although  It  was  considered  by  the 
Senate  in  Ite  vote  on  April  10.  1952,  upon 
Senate  Resolution  300  to  test  the  Jiirlsdlctlon 
of  the  subcommittee  and  the  integrity  of  Its 
members. 

49.  The  vote  of  the  Senate  upon  Senate 
Resolution  300  notwithstanding  any  previous 
question  of  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Hennlngs 
subcommittee,  was  a  grant  of  authority  to 
that  subcommittee  to  proceed  with  its  Inves- 
tigation of  tbe  charges  pending  against  Sen- 
ator McCastht,  since  his  election  to  the 
Senate. 

60.  Senate  Resolution  187,  Introduced  by 
Senator  Benton,  confined  the  subcommittee 
to  activities  of  Senator  McCaktht  subse- 
quent to  his  election  in  1946. 

51.  Senator  McCaetht 's  position  was  that 
he  would  not  appear  before  the  Hennlngs 
subcommittee  upon  the  charges  pending 
against  him  unless  be  was  ordered  to  appear 
(p.  288  of  hearings). 

52.  Senator  McCaetht  did  not  say  In  any 
of  the  correspondence  relating  to  the  hear- 
ings and  his  appearance,  that  he  would  not 
appear  before  the  subcommittee  unless  he 
was  ordered  to  do  so.  but  testified  that  he 
so  notified  Chairman  Gxluettx  orally  (p.  286 
of  hearings). 

53.  Senator  McCAtTHT  advised  Chairman 
OnxTTTE  that  unices  he  was  given  the  right 
to  cross-examine,  that  he  had  no  desire  to 
appear  before  the  subconunlttee.  but  that  he 
would  appear  If  ordered  to  do  so  (p.  288  of 
hearings) . 

54.  At  tbe  hearings  before  the  select  com- 
mittee. Senator  McCaktrt  testified  that  the 
subcommittee  knew  that  a  witness  was 
mentally  Incompetent  "and  they  were  going 
to  call  him  solely  for  the  purpoee  of  doing 
a  Emear  job"  (p.  296  of  hearings). 

55.  At  the  hearings  before  tbe  select  oom- 
mlttee. Senator  McCaetht  testified  that  the 
Insertion  of  the  undated  telegram,  exhibit 
No.  42,  in  the  Hennlngs  report  (found  by  this 
select  committee  to  be  a  clerical  error) .  "was 
completely  dlsboneet,"  Insisting  upon  this 
conclusion  when  the  chairman  asked  whether 
It  could  not  have  been  a  mistake  (pp.  2B0. 
384.  and  385  of  hearing  record). 

56.  Senator  McCaetht  told  Chairman  Gn.- 
i-crra  "that  I  would  not  appear  unices  I  was 


ordered  to  appear  or  lubpenaed.  I  forget 
which  word  I  uaed.  X  told  him  I  bad  no 
desire  to  appear  before  that  oommlttee  »^ti^ 
that  hla  extending  an  opportimlty  meant 
nothing  to  me"  (p.  805  of  the  hearing) . 

67.  The  report  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  was  filed  January  3, 
196S  (p.  906  of  the  hearings) . 

58.  On  that  day.  Senator  McCastht.  ac- 
cording to  his  own  testimony,  called  Senator 
HKHDeicKaoH.  a  member  of  that  subcommit- 
tee, by  telephone  and  told  him  that  It  was 
completely  dishonest  to  sign  a  report  that 
was  factually  wrong  (p.  306  of  the  hearings) . 

59.  That  evening  Senator  McCaetht  gave 
a  statement  to  the  press  regarding  Senator 
Hekinucksom.  a  member  of  that  sut>oom- 
mlttee.  steting: 

"This  report  accuses  me  either  directly  or 
by  Innuendo  and  Intimation  of  the  most  dis- 
honest and  Improper  conduct. 

"If  It  Is  true,  I  am  unfit  to  serve  In  tbe 
Senate.  If  It  is  false,  then  the  three  men 
who  Joined  In  It — naniely,  Hendkickson, 
HxNNiNca,  and  Hatden — are  dishonest  be- 
yond words. 

"If  those  3  men  honestly  think  that  all  of 
the  4  things  of  which  they  have  accused  me, 
they  have  a  deep,  moral  obligation  tomorrow 
to  move  that  the  Senate  does  not  seat  me 
as  a  Senator. 

"If  they  think  the  report  Is  true,  they  will 
do  that.  If  they  know  the  report  Is  com- 
pletely false  and  that  It  has  been  issxied  only 
for  Ite  smear  value,  then  they  will  not  dare 
to  present  this  case  to  the  Senate. 

"This  committee  has  been  squandering 
texptayers'  money  on  this  smear  campaign 
for  nearly  18  months.  If  they  feel  that  they 
are  honest  and  right,  why  do  they  fear  pre- 
senting their  case  to  the  Senate? 

"I  challenge  them  to  do  that.  If  they  do 
not,  they  will  have  proved  their  complete 
dishonesty. 

"I  can  understend  the  actions  of  the  left- 
wingers  In  the  administration,  like  Henninos 
and  Hatden.  As  far  as  Hzitdrick^on  Is  con- 
cerned, I  frankly  can  bear  him  no  111  will. 

"Siiffice  It  to  say  that  he  Is  a  living  miracle 
in  that  he  Is  without  question  the  only  man 
In  the  world  who  has  lived  so  long  with 
neither  brains  nor  gute"  (pp.  67  and  68  of 
bearing  record). 

00.  By  letter  of  September  10,  1952,  Chair- 
man GnjXTTE  of  the  subcommittee  wrote  to 
Chairman  Ratdem,  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  suggesting  that 
^  the  membership  of  the  subcommittee  be  re- 
duced from  5  members  to  3.  as  it  was  origi- 
nally, to  faclUtete  the  work  of  the  subcom- 
mittee (p.  294  of  the  hearings). 

61.  Senator  Wklkek  resigned  as  a  member 
of  the  subcommittee  on  September  9.  1952 
(p.  291  Of  the  hearings). 

62.  Chairman  GnxETTE  resigned  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  subcommittee  on  September  26. 
1952  (p.  204  of  the  hearings). 

63.  After  consultetion  with  the  Parliamen- 
tarian, Senator  Hatdkn,  chairman  of  the 
parent  Committee  on  Rules  amd  Adminis- 
tration, decided  It  was  unnecessary  to  ap- 
point 2  Members  of  the  Senate  to  teke  the 
places  of  those  who  had  resigned,  because 
It  was  a  oommlttee  of  5  with  a  majority  of 
3,  and  because  the  Senate  not  being  In  ses- 
sion. It  was  very  difficult  to  obtain  Senators 
Who  were  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  (p.  361  of  the 
heartngs). 

04.  Senator  Mowkohkt,  who  was  in  Europe, 
resigned  as  a  member  of  tbe  subcommittee, 
on  November  30,  1953  (p.  361  of  the  hear- 
ings). 

65.  On  November  30,  1952.  Senator  Hatdbh 
made  It  a  matter  of  record  by  writing  to  tbe 
clerk  of  the  Oommlttee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration that  he  was  appointing  himself 
a  member  of  tbe  Subcommittee  on  PrlvUegea 
and  Bectlona  in  place  of  Senator  Ifow- 
BoiTKT  (p.  SOS  at  tbe  bearings). 

66.  Tbe  subcommittee,  with  Senator  HS9f- 
NTKoa  as  chairman,  and  Senators  Hendkick- 
BON  and  Hatdxm  as  members,  continued  to 


function  until  January  16. 1963  (pp.  383  and 

807  of  the  bearings).  # 

07.  Since  January  1958  the  Subcommittee 
on  Privileges  and  Bectlons  has  had  but  three 
members  (p.  S63  of  the  hearings). 

68.  The  suggestion  of  Senator  OnxBTTB 
that  the  memberahlp  at  the  subcommittee 
be  reduced  to  three  members  was  given  con- 
sideration by  both  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  and  the  subcom- 
mlttee   (p.  862  of  the  hearings). 

69.  Senators  HEmnNos,  Hatdew.  and  Hew- 
DKicKsoM  signed  the  subcommittee  report 
pursuant  to  Senate  Reeolutlon  187  and  Sen- 
ate Resolution  304  (p.  863  of  the  hearings). 

70.  It  was  the  opinion  of  Chairman  Hat- 
den. of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration, that  without  reducing  the 
subcommittee  to  3  members,  the  subeom- 
mlttee  could  continue  to  function  aa  a  com- 
mittee of  5  with  but  3  members  (p.  866  of 
the  hearings). 

71.  It  was  lae  opinion  erf  Chairman  Hatdbn. 
that  toe  Senate  not  being  In  session.  It  was 
not  necessary  for  hitw  as  chairman  of  the 
parent  committee  to  obteln  confirmation  by 
the  parent  oommlttee  of  appomtmente  to 
the  subcommittee  (p.  866  of  the  hearings). 

72.  Chairman  Hatden  testified  that  there 
was  Immediate  Important  work  for  tbe  sub- 
committee to  do  and  that  there  was  no  one 
other  than  himself  on  the  Oonmalttee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  who  could  be  ap- 
pointed to  the  subcommittee  (p.  365  of  tbe 
bearings). 

73.  This  manner  of  conducting  the  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Elections  was 
consistent  with  ite  practice  since  before  the 
8l6t  Congress  and  did  not  violate  any  rule 
of  the  parent  committee  (p.  366  of  tbe  hear- 
ings). 

74.  Chairman  ^tdkn  continued  as  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration, and  Chairman  HENNDros  of  tbe 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections 
continued  in  office  until  about  January  16, 
1953  (pp.  367  and  C69  of  the  hearings). 

75.  At  the  hearings  before  the  select  oom- 
mlttee. Senator  McCaktht  testified  when 
asked  whether  he  had  any  evidence  to  sup- 
port his  written  stetementa  that  the  sub- 
committee was  spending  tens  of  thousands 
of  dollars  and  as  guilty  as  though  engaged 
to  picking  the  pockete  of  the  taxpayers  to 
turn  the  loot  over  to  the  Democrat  National 
Committee,  that  he  had  produced  this  evi- 
dence In  letters  to  the  subcommittee  (p. 
377  of  the  hearings). 

76.  No  such  evidence  appears  to  the  letters. 

77.  When  asked  whether  he  had  any  evi- 
dence that  the  subcommittee  had  spent  tens 
of  thousands  of  doUars  Ulegally.  Senator 
McCaetht  testified  that,  "They  were  spend- 
ing a  vast  amount  of  money  Illegally.  I  don't 
know  the  exact  figure"  (p.  378  of  the  bear- 
togs). 

78.  When  asked  whether  he  knew  that  tbe 
matters  pending  before  the  subcommittee  re- 
flected seriously  upon  his  character  and  ac- 
tivities and  were  of  sufficient  moment  ordi- 
narily to  Justify  making  some  reply.  Senator 
McCaetht  testified  that:  "Ttxej  were  six  to- 
sultlng  questions  asked  by  the  committee — 
by  a  Senator,  not  by  a  legal  committee.  I 
answered  his  questions.  I  told  him  the  an- 
swer was  'No'"  (p^-ees-lJf  the  hearings). 
(But  note  that  the  above  answer  was  con- 
tatoed  to  a  letter  from  Senator  McCaetht 
to  Senator  Hknntnob  dated  December  1, 
1952,  addressed  to  the  latter  as  chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Prlvllegee  and  Bee-  ' 
tlons  (pp.  51-^2  of  the  hearings)). 

79.  At  page  884  of  the  bearings.  Senator 
McCaetht  was  asked  whether  It  was  hli  po- 
sition that  when  matters  of  that  serious  na- 
ture are  pending  against  a  Member  of  tbe  • 
United  Stotea  Senate,  instead  of  appearing  ' 
and  making  an  answer,  be  can  call  them 
"insulting"  and  need  not  i^pear.  and  Sena- 
tor MCCabtht  testified  to  reply  that:  "They 
are  no  more  'matters'  than  the  46  stotemanto 
made  by  Senator  Fuufoiaa.'* 
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M.  Ob  imnmry  2.  IMS.  SoMtor  lioGMnR- 
tttt«rl7  erttlclaed  Snurtcr  Hewkmow  wMlk. 
xaCWNSM  totlMlaMar 
-irmmft**^  <m  PrlTUacH 
ttim  gftva  to  tlM  ivMf  »  rttBtM >t  tluife 
ITwtnf  Hiwwgiow  VM  "a  Uvtaig  mlnele 
la  ttet  tm  Is  wttlKmi  qw— Hon  tiM  oalj  maa 
«!»  Jus  ll'v«d  m>  kwg  ivUlt  iMtilMr  tealna 
nor  gUU"  (pfk  M  uul  4M  at  tb»  h— rtnt). 
(Sm  atoo  Vlndliig  of  PMt  Ho.  M.) 

81.  At  th*  iMKlnss  btfon  Um  Mlaet  oom- 
BBtttM.  lOum.  tfmn  th»  opportunity  tqr  Sm- 
■tor  Ommm  to  vttlidraw  or  modify  lila  r«B«cka 
•bout  flsMtor  HnciiicKaotr,  a  mraBlMr  of 
tha  an^cwnaiitt— ,  aonator  MoCaitbt  tndi- 
catsd  ba  had  no  dcalra  to  changa  Mi  poittton 
(p.  «»  o(  1^  hMTingB). 
O.  I«gal  QoMtloiM  Znvcdved  In  Tliii  category 

aanraral  tocal  queatkMia  ura  invcdT«|  and 
««r»  eonaktared  in  this  p*rt  ct  tb*  inquiry. 
Ibmf  aiay  ba  stated  tetsfly  ss  fcdlowa: 

I.  Is  tbe  Senate  a  continuing  bodyf 

a.  X>oas  tbs  Senate  bave  tbe  poirar  to  cen- 
sure a  Senator  ttx  eonduet  ooeurrlng  daring 
Ills  prtor  tann  as  Senator? 

S.  Was  it  neeessary  for  Senate  Reedlutioa 
U7  to  ba  adopted  by  tlie  Senate? 

4.  WBa  tba  GlUetta-BanningB  suboommlt- 
tee  acting  beyond  its  pover  and  Jurledietlon? 

ft.  Waa  it  a  lawfully  ocmstltuted  subQom- 
aitteef 

g.  Was  It  nsceasary  for  tbat  sulwommittee 
to  subpena  Senator  MoCutncr? 

7.  Waa  Senator  lioC*anrr  repeatedly  in- 
vited to  appear? 

a.  Waa  It  tba  duty  ot  8«atar  IfoCurxBT 
to  appear  witbout  an  ocder  or  subpena  to 
iHipear  and  was  bis  f  aitore  to  i^pear 
obatraetlTe? 

9.  Waa  tbe  request  to  Senator  ICcCabtht 
to  appear  a  legal  basis  for  contempt,  and  was 
bis  rm>ly  oontumaeious? 

10.  Waa  Senator  ifoCABXBT'a  conduct 
toward  tbat  aubeommlttee  contemptuous. 
Independently  of  bis  failure  to  i^pear? 

II.  Did  Senator  IfoCUarHT  "denounce" 
tbe  subonmmittee? 

13.  Baa  tbe  conduct  of  Senator  McCsbtbt 
been  contumacious  toward  tbe  Senate  by  fail- 
ing to  e»pla*"  the  alz  cbargee  '^«t^^^^^tT^  in 
tbe  subcommittee's  report? 

la.  Did  tbe  reelection  of  Senator  IfcCAB- 
nrr  In  1988  make  tbese  matters  moot? 

Discussion  of  legal  questions 
1.  The  Senate  l»  a  Cixntinuing  BoAg 

Tba  fact  tbat  tbe  Senate  la  a  continuing 
body  sbould  require  little  disenssian.  Tbla 
bas  been  uniformly  recognised  by  bistory. 
precedent,  and  autborlty.  Wblle  tba  rule 
witb  reference  to  tbe  House,  wboee  Members 
are  elected  all  for  tba  period  at  a  single  Con- 
gress may  be  different,  tbe  Senate  Is  a  con- 
tinuing body,  wbose  Members  are  elected 
for  a  term  of  9  years,  and  so  divided  into 
classes  tbat  tbe  seats  of  one-third  only  be- 
come Tecant  at  the  end  of  each  CongraM. 
Senate  Document  No.  99,  83d  Congress.  Sd 
session,  Congressional  Power  of  Investigation, 
page  7. 

SenaU  mJs  XXV  (2)  proHdet  thai  each 
etanMmg  committee  ahdU  oonttnue  ana  have 
the  power  to  act  until  their  Mueoeeaora  are 
eppointea.  That  rule  we*  fOUoweA  in  the 
caee  of  the  committee  in  question.  The 
teetlmony  taken  in  the  heoHngt  of  the  select 
commiMee  ahovu  that  Senator  Hoyden, 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Xulea  and 
Adminietration.  in  the  »2d  Congrest.  certified 
the  peyroU  for  that  committee  for  the  lat 
month  of  the  t3d  Congress. 

Tha  continuity  of  tba  Senate  waa  qties- 
tkmad  at  tbe  beginning  of  tbe  83d  C<mgrcBe, 
MMt  tte  issue  ^nm  decided  in  favor  of  the 
preoedants.  OoaraasaaiDiux,  Baooaa,  volume 
88.  part  1.  pagee  108-139.  OBeaate  nile 
XXV  <a)  provldee  tbat  eaeb  standing  com- 
mittaa  iball  eoatlnua  and  bav*  powar  to 
act  untU  tbeir  auecaaaora  are  appointed. 
Benata  rule  XJLUl  provldee  tbat  tba  togls- 
lauve  business  of  tbe  Senate  shall  be  oon- 


ttaned  firom  sssslon  to  session,  and  that  tbe 
legtalatlve  bualnese  which  remains  i|ndeter- 
miaed  at  tba  doae  ot  the  next  ptecadlng 
aaealOB  of  tbat  Oongress  shall  be  tesumed 
aa  If  BO  adjournment  bad  taken  place.  This 
rule  outkes  It  dear  tbat  aU  legislative  busi- 
ness oontlnuee  from  seeslon  to  sessloii.]  For 
further  diaeuaaion,  see  Senate  Document 
Mo.  4,  1958.  83d  Oongress.  The  rule  that  the 
Senate  Is  a  continuing  body  bas  baen  rec- 
ognised by  tba  Supreme  Court,  In  tfcGrain 
V.  Daugherty  (373  U.  8.  136,  182  (1927)). 
where  the  Court  said: 

"This  being  so.  and  the  Ssnste  being  a 
continuing  body,  tbe  case  cannot  ba  said  to 
bave  beoome  moot  in  the  ordinary  seaae." 

2.  I'he  Senate-  Has  the  Power  To  Censure  a 
Senator  for  Conduct  Occurring  Duting  His 
Prior  Term  aa  Senator 

The  contention  has  been  mar'e  by  Senator 
McCabtht  that  since  he  was  redacted  In 
1852  and  took  his  seat  for  a  new  term  on 
January  3,  1953,  the  select  committee  lacks 
power  to  consider  any  conduct  on  bis  part, 
occurring  prior  to  January  3,  1953.  as  the 
basis  for  censure.  His  counsel  based  this 
contention  on  several  cases  cited  as  authority 
for  this  proposition  (p.  19  of  the  hearings), 
being  Anderaon  v.  Dunn  (6  Wbea4:.  204); 
Jumey  v.  McCracken  (294  U.  S.  125);  and 
U.  S.  V.  Bryan  (339  U.  S.  323).  Tlie  argu- 
mentative basis  for  this  contention  is  tbat 
the  power  to  censure  is  part  of  the  {K^wer  of 
the  Senate  to  punish  for  contempt,  and  that 
any  limitations  on  the  latter  powar  must 
necessarily  limit  the  power  to  censure.  This 
contention  la  without  foundation  for  at  least 
two  reasons:  (1)  The  power  to  censxsre  Is  an 
Independent  power  and  may  be  eKercised 
by  the  Senate  for  conduct  totally  unrelated 
to  any  act  or  acts  which  may  be  contemptu- 
ous; and  (2)  even  assmning  that  the  power 
to  censure  is  limited  to  the  extent  of  the 
power  to  punish  for  contempt,  the  authori- 
ties cited  do  not  sustain  the  proposition 
advanced. 

The  case  of  Anderaon  v.  Dunn  (6  Wheat. 
204  (1821) )  was  an  action  In  trespa*  for  an 
assault  and  battery  and  false  Imprleonment 
against  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  House 
of  Representatlvee.  The  Supreme  Court 
held  that  the  defendant  Sergeant  at  Arms 
had  a  proper  and  lawfiU  defense  by  showing 
tbat  be  acted  under  tbe  orders  of  the  Speak- 
er and  had  taken  the  plaintiff  into  custody 
for  a  high  contempt  of  the  dignity  of  tbe 
Hoiise.  The  only  possible  relevancy  of  the 
opinion  to  the  matters  now  pending  before 
the  select  conmilttee  appears  in  the  opinion 
by  Mr.  Justice  Johnson,  at  page  2$1,  that 
the  duration  of  the  imprisonment  ^r  con- 
tempt of  the  House  is  limited  when  tbe  legis- 
lative body  ceases  to  exist  on  the  moment 
of  its  adjoivnment,  and  the  Imprisonment 
must  terminate  with  that  adjournment.  It 
is  clear  that  this  was  dictum,  applies  to  the 
House  and  not  to  the  Senate,  does  not  in- 
volve a  case  of  censure  of  a  Membet  of  the 
Senate,  and  was  the  law  only  until  Oongress 
by  statute  made  contempt  of  either  Bouse  a 
criminal  offense. 

In  tbe  case  of  Jumey  v.  MacCracfoen  (294 
T7.  S.  125  (1935))  the  defendant,  a  lawyer, 
was  arrested  by  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the 
Senate,  pursuant  to  a  resolution  of  the 
Senate,  for  ccm tempt  in  falling  to  produce 
and  pwmitting  the  removal  and  destruction 
of  certain  papers,  after  they  had  been  sub- 
penaed  by  the  special  Senate  comniittee  In- 
veetlgating  ocean  and  airmail  cactracts. 
Tbe  Supreme  Court  affirmed  the  disiaissal  of 
the  defendant's  writ  of  habeas  corpus  hold- 
ing tbat  where  the  offending  act  was  of  a 
nature  to  obstruct  the  legislative  process, 
the  fact  tbat  tbe  obstruction  has  since  been 
removed  or  tbat  its  renu>val  has  become  Im- 
possibla  is  without  significance;  tbat  the 
enactment  of  Revised  Statute  103  gid  not 
impair  the  right  of  Congress  to  punish  for 
contempt:  and  that  whether  a  recalcitrant 
witness  has  purged  himself  of  cont«mpt  is 


for  Congress  to  decide  and  cai|not  ba  1b« 
quired  Into  by  a  court  by  a  writ  of  batinea 
corpus.  It  Is  evident  that  thic  case  doae  not 
deal  with  any  question  of  oenaura  or  punish- 
ment of  a  Member  of  tbe  Senate.  Mac- 
Cracken  did  contend  that  tbe  Senate  waa 
absolutely  without  power  itself!  to  impose 
punishment  for  a  past  act,  anq  that  such 
punishment  must  be  inflicted  byi  the  ooiirta* 
as  for  other  crimes,  and  unde^  the  safe- 
guard of  all  constitutional  proylslons.  but 
this  contention  was  dismissed  b^  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Supreme  Court,  delivered  by  Mr. 
Justice  Brandels.  at  page  149. 

The  case  of  United  Statea  v.  ,Bryan  (339 
n.  8.  323  ( 1950) )  Involved  a  criminal  trial  for 
contempt  of  tbe  House  C^mmltttee  on  Un- 
American  Activities,  and  the  refusal  of  the 
defendant  to  produce  certain  records  under 
subpena  from  that  committee,  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Suprenie  Court,  by  Mr.  Chief  Jus- 
tice Vinson,  mention  is  made  of  Revised 
Statutes,  section  102  (2  XJ.  8.  <X.  sec.  102). 
enacted  In  1857.  It  is  clear  that  one  of  the 
purposes  of  tbe  act  was  to  penhlt  the  Im- 
prisonment of  a  contemnor  beyond  the  ex- 
piration of  the  current  session  of  Congre^ 
The  Supreme  Court  states  unequivocally  tbat 
the  Judicial  proceedings  under  the  statute 
are  intended  as  an  alternative  method  of 
vindicating  the  authority  of  Congress  to  com- 
pel the  disclosure  of  facts  which  are  needed 
In  the  fulfillment  of  the  leglslatiye  function. 
The  select  committee  was  advised  by  its 
counsel  that  this  case  bas  no  apparent  tiear- 
Ing  upon  tbe  contentk>n  ^  of  Senator  Mc- 
Caxtht  In  these  procedlngs  wltb  reference 
to  his  failure  to  appear  before  the  Olllette- 
Hennlngs  subcommittee.  Counsel  further 
advised  that  it  is  Inappropriate  to  cite 
cases  of  criminal  coDtempt  as  tbe  basis  for 
the  law  of  censxure  by  the  Senate  of  one  of 
Its  Members. 

It  seems  clear  that  If  a  Senator  shoiild  be 
guilty  of  reprehensible  conduct  tmconnected 
with  his  official  duties  and  position,  out 
which  conduct  brings  the  Senate  into  dis- 
repute, the  Senate  has  the  power  to  censure. 
The  power  to  censure  must  be  Iddependent, 
therefore,  of  tbe  power  to  punish  for  con- 
tempt. A  Member  may  be  censured  even 
after  he  has  resigned  (2  Hinds'  Precedents 
1239.  1273,  1275  (1907) ) .  Precedents  in  botb 
the  Senate  and  House  for  expulsion  or  cen- 
sure for  conduct  occurring  durlnjg  a  preced- 
ing Congress  may  be  found  In  Hinds  (op.  clt.. 
1275  to  1289) .  Precedents  In  the  House  can- 
not be  considered  as  controlling  {jecause  the 
House  Is  not  a  continuing  body. 

In  this  connection,  It  must  be  Pemembered 
that  the  report  of  the  Subcoibr.ilttee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  was  filed  on  January 
2,  1953,  and  since  the  new  Congrets  convened 
the  next  day.  there  was  not  tlma  for  action 
in  the  prior  session. 

While  it  may  be  the  law  that  one  who  is 
not  a  Member  of  the  Senate  may  not  be 
punished  for  contempt  of  the  Senate  at  a 
preceding  session,  this  no  basis  fOr  declaring 
that  the  Senate  may  not  censure  one  of 
Its  own  Members  for  conduct  antedating 
that  session,  and  no  controlling  authority 
or  precedent  has  been  cited  for  such  position. 

The  particular  charges  agalpst  Senator 
McCartht.  which  are  the  basis  of  this  cate- 
gory. Involve  his  conduct  toward  an  official 
committee  and  official  committee  members 
of  the  Senate.  [These  committees  continue 
from  session  to  session  and  there  Is  no  lapse 
In  their  legislative  business.! 

The  reelection  of  Senator  MoCaxtht  in 
1952  was  considered  by  the  select  committee 
as  a  fact  bearing  on  this  proposition.  Tbla 
reelection  is  not  deemed  controlling  because 
only  the  Senate  itself  can  pass  Judgment 
upon  conduct  which  Is  injurious  to  its  proc- 
esses, dignity,  and  official  commlttaes. 

In  the  Senate  on  April  8.  1952  (CX>MaBi8- 
sioNAL  Rkcoxo,  vol.  98,  pt.  3.  pp.  8701-3706). 
at  the  request  of  Senator  Hatdkm,,  there  were 
ordered  printed  Senate  Expulsion,  Kxcluslon. 
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and  Censure 
tlons,  1871-1961. 

A  rtmucai  ot  precedents  on  arKpnlsion,  ex- 
clusion, and  censure  cases  since  tbe  organi- 
Estlon  of  tbe  Committee  oo  Privileges  and 
xaectlons  is  printed  on  page  78  of  tbe  Hen- 
nlngs-Hayden-Hendrickaon  report.  Another 
collection  of  Senate  preoedenu  i^pears  in 
the  CoNCBXSSioitAL  Raooao,  Senate,  August  2, 
1954,  page  12980,  being  a  study  prepared  by 
William  R.  Tansill,  of  tbe  Oovemment  Divi- 
sion of  the  Legislative  Reference  Service  of 
the  Library  of  Congress,  printed  on  motion 
of  Senator  Moasa.  In  election  cases,  tbe  Sen- 
ate, of  course,  considers  conduct  occurring 
before  the  commencement  of  tbe  term  of  tbe 
Senator  involved.  Senator  Moasx,  in  the 
same  day,  had  printed  in  tbe  same  CoNoaas- 
EioNAL  RscoKO  at  page  13990  certain  per- 
tinent material  from  Hinds'  Precedents,  and 
at  page  13000  certain  pertinent  material  from 
Cannon's  Precedents. 

FYom  an  examination  and  study  of  all 
available  precedents,  tbe  select  oonmalttee  is 
of  tbe  opinion  tbat  tbe  Senate  has  tbe  power, 
under  tbe  circumstances  of  this  case,  to  elect 
to  censure  Senator  McCAanrr  for  conduct 
occurring  during  bis  prior  term  in  the  Sen- 
ate, should  it  deem  such  conduct  censurable. 

3.  It  Waa  Not  tteceaaary  for  Senate  Jtesolu- 
tion  1$7  To  Be  Adopted  by  the  Senate 

Senate  Reaolution  187,  introduced  by  Sen- 
ator Benton  on  August  0,  1951,  was  not  ac- 
tually a  resolution  for  tbe  expulsion  of  Sen- 
ator McCAaTHv.  In  the  resolution  para- 
graph, the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration Is  authorised  to  make  an  mvectlga- 
tlon  "as  may  be  appropriate  to  enable  such 
committee  to  determine  whether  or  not  it 
should  initiate  action  with  a  view  toward  tbe 
expulsion  from  tbe  United  States  Senate  of 
the  said  Senator,  Joseph  R.  McCastht." 

In  the  regular  order  of  Senate  business, 
after  this  resolution  was  introduced,  it  was 
referred  by  tbe  President  of  tbe  Senate,  with- 
out a  vote  by  the  Senate,  to  tbe  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration. 

The  Legislative  Reorganisation  Act  of  1946. 
in  section  102,  wtilch  incorporates  rule  XXV 
of  the  Standing  Rxiles  of  the  Senate,  provides 
that  among  the  standing  committees  to  be 
appointed  at  tbe  commencement  of  each 
Congress,  with  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  oth- 
erwise, there  shall  be  a  Conunittee  on  Rules 
and  Administration,  to  wblcb  committee 
shall  be  referred  all  proposed  legislation, 
messages,  petitions,  memorials,  and  other 
matters  relating  to  *  *  *  credenttals  and 
qualifications.  By  section  134-A  of  the  same 
act.  each  standing  committee  of  the  Senate, 
including  any  subc<Mnmlttee  of  such  com- 
mittee, is  auttuxlaed  to  hold  such  bearings, 
to  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and  places  dur- 
ing the  sessions  and  adjourned  periods  of  the 
Senate,  to  require  by  subpena  or  otherwise 
the  attendance  of  such  witnesses  *  *  *  aa  it 
deems  advisable.  It  is  further  provided  in 
the  same  section  tbat  each  such  committee 
may  make  investigatlona  into  any  auttter 
within  its  Jurisdiction  and  report  siieb  bear- 
ings as  may  be  bad  by  it. 

As  stated  by  Senator  Cass  (at  p.  61  of  the 
hearings)  reference  la  made  on  page  71  of  tbe 
Henningi  n^port,  being  tbe  raport  of  tbe  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Beotions  to  tbe 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration 
pursuant  to  Senate  Resolutions  187  and  S04, 
that  investigations  with  reference  to  alleged 
misconduct  by  a  Senator  may  ba  undertaken 
by  the  Subcommittee  on  Privilegea  and  Ktoc- 
tions  with  or  without  apaciflc  Senate  author- 
ization or  direction.  That  report  states  at 
the  page  indicated^ 

"The  old  Committee  on  Prlvilegee  and 
Elections  was  praaented  witb  five  caaaa  of  ex- 
pulsion (X-  exclusion  unconnected  witb  an 
election.  In  tliree  of  tbese  cases,  those  ot 
Smoot,  Burton,  and  Oould,  the  Senate  adopt- 
ed resolutions  directing  an  investigation  of 
the  charges  against  the  respective  Senators. 
In  the  other  two  caaea.  tboaa  of  La  FoUette 


and  Laagar,  tbe  petitions  aad  protests  at 
prtvats  dttaeas  wers  lefetied  by  the  Pissid- 
ing  OOoer  to  tbe  Obnunittee  on  PrlvUeges 
and  Klectiona.  wblcb  tben  eonducted  invea- 
tlgatlona  without  obtaining  reaolutiona  of 
autborisation  from  the  Senate. 

"Tbeee  preoedenU  indicate  that  tbe  legal 
power  of  tbe  subcommittee  to  conduct  inves- 
tigatlona of  ita  own  motion  is  not  subject  to 
question;  and  alao  that  the  subcommittee 
may  act  tmder  a  reeolution  formally  adopted 
by  the  Senate." 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  select  committee,  in 
addition  to  the  conclusion  made  evident  by 
tbe  foregoing  precedents,  that  the  vote  ot  tbe 
Senate  on  April  10, 1952,  upon  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 300,  83d  Congress.  2d  session.  Introduced 
by  Senator  HATOxif  for  himaeU  and  Senators 
OXLLXTTS,  MoHBONrr,  HxMKiMOs,  and  Hkn- 
DBJcxaoir,  to  obtain  tbe  sense  of  tbe  Senate 
upon  tbe  right  and  power  of  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration  and  its  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Elections  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  investigation  of  Senator  Mc- 
Castbt  under  Senate  Resolution  187,  and  to 
obtain  a  vote  of  confidence  from  tbe  Senate 
in  the  integrity  of  the  committee  members, 
carried  all  the  implications,  and  was  to  the 
same  effect,  as  if  the  Senate  by  vote  had  di- 
rected that  committee  and  subcommittee,  on 
August  6.  1951,  to  proceed  with  the  investi- 
gation sought  by  Senate  Resolution  187. 

It  Is,  therefore,  the  opinion  of  the  select 
committee  tbat  it  was  not  necessary  for  Sen- 
ate Besolution  187  to  bave  been  adopted  by 
the  Senate. 

4.  The  CriUette-Henninga  Suhcom.mittee  on 
Privilegea  and  Elections  Was  Not  Acting 
Beyond  Its  Power  or  Jurisdiction 

The  action  of  tbe  Senate  upon  Senate  Res- 
(dutlon  800  must  be  considered  ss  an  affirm- 
ance that  as  of  April  10,  1952,  when  the  ac- 
tions of  tbe  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections  and  the  integrity  of  its  members 
were  ratified  and  approved  by  a  vote  of  80  to 
0,  the  committee  and  subcommittee  were 
acting  within  its  power  and  jurisdiction. 

The  Jurisdiction  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  was  not  limited  to 
tbe  conduct  of  Senator  McCabthy  connected 
witb  elections  only  but  extended  to  acts  to- 
tally unconnected  with  election  matters, 
but  which  were  relevant  in  inquiries  relat- 
ing to  expulsion,  exclusion,  and  censure. 
The  debate  in  tbe  Senate  and  the  vote  of  tbe 
Senate  malus  this  abundantly  dear.  (See 
CoMoassaiOMaL  Racoao,  Senate,  April  8,  1962, 
pp.  3701,  8753-3756.)  One  of  the  principal 
purposes  of  the  introduction  of  Senate  Reso- 
lution 300  was  to  affirm  or  deny  the  conten- 
ti<m  of  Senat<H'  UoCabtbv  that  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Privileges  and  Elections  lacked 
Jurisdiction  to  investigate  such  acts  as  were 
not  connected  with  elections  and  campaigns. 
Senate  Resolution  187,  introduced  l>y  Sena- 
tor Benton,  iM^vided  for  an  investigation 
witb  reference  to  the  other  acts  of  Senator 
IfcCaBTHT  since  bis  election  to  the  Senate 
(in  tbe  faU  of  1948) ,  as  might  be  apim^nriate 
to  carry  out  tbe  purposes  of  the  resolution. 
It  is  dear,  therefore,  that  the  subcKxnmlttee 
bad  the  right  and  power  to  investigate  the 
acta  of  Senator  MoCabtbt  at  least  since  Jan- 
uary 1947.  Wbile  Senate  Resolution  187  did 
not  itaelf  spsdf  y  any  charges  against  Senator 
McCabtwt,  tbe  dtarges  pending  upon  the 
Subcommittee  on  PrlvUeges  and  Elections 
were  known  to  Senator  McCabtbv  and  were 
rtlaclnaad  to  blm  in  detail  in  tbe  correapond- 
ence  between  blm  and  the  cbalnnan  of  the 
subooaunlttee.  Most  at  the  six  charges  re- 
ferred dearly  to  activities  of  Senator  Mc- 
CaaTBT  after  January  1947.  It  may  be,  al- 
though tbla  select  committee  is  not  in  a  po- 
sition to  so  decide,  tbat  aome  parte  of  the 
inveatigatlona  and  proceedings  of  tbe  Sub- 
ooDunittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  were 
concerned  with  matters  arising  before  Jan- 
uary 1947,  but  it  Is  the  Judgment  of  this 
select  conunittee  that  this  extension  of  power 
and  authority  did  not  ipso  facto  nullify  the 


power  and  Jurisdletion  at  tbat  subooounlCtas 
to  proceed  with  its  lawful  duties  aad  powers. 
It  is,  therefore,  tbe  Judgment  at  tbe  select 
eoaunittee  tbat  for  purpoaea  at  tbe  praaaat 
inquiry,  it  can  be  sUted  tbat  tbe  OiUatte- 
Hennlngs  Subcoamiittee  on  Privileges  aad 
Elections  was  not  acting  tieyand  its  power 
and  Jurisdiction  ao  far  as  forming  a  bssia  for 
the  poasible  censure  ot  Senator  BlcCsamr  toy 
reason  of  tils  conduct  in  ralatloo  witb  and 
toward  that  sulioommittee. 

5.  The  OiUette-Henninga  Subcommittee  on 
Privilegea  and  EleetUma  Waa  a  iMwfatty 
Constituted  Committee 

As  shown  by  the  testlnx>ny  taken  In  tbla 
proceeding,  the  subcommittee  originally  had 
five  members.  After  the  resignatlona  of  Ssn- 
ators  WxLKxa  and  anxRTB.  and  tbe  reduc- 
tion of  the  number  of  acting  members  to  8, 
Senator  Havbkm,  chairman  ctf  tbe  Conunittee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  tbe  parent 
committee,  decided  that  it  was  not  necessary 
to  flU  the  2  vacancies,  and  tbat  the  work  ot 
the  subcommittee  would  be  better  performed 
by  the  smaller  number.  After  ttiat  time. 
Senator  MomoNxr  resigned,  and  Senator 
HAVDKif  then  appointed  himself  to  that  va- 
cancy, so  that  the  subcommittee  oontlnu^ 
with  three  members. 

Senator  Hatdkm  testlAed  that  there  was  no 
rule  of  the  parent  committee  or  sut>commit- 
tee  which  was  contrary  to  tbe  procedure 
adopted  in  this  case,  and  that  the  jntxsedure 
was  consonant  with  tbe  practice  botb  before 
and  after  1052.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  aub- 
eommlttee since  1952  has  consisted  of  three 
members. 

With  tbe  i4>provaI  of  Senator  MOCabtbt 
and  his  counsel,  testimony  waa  taken  from 
Charlea  L.  Watklns.  tbe  Senate  Parliamen- 
tarian, upon  the  status  and  IsgaUty  at  the 
OUlette-Hennings  subcommittee.  This  tes- 
timony appears  on  page  535  of  the  bearings, 
and  may  l>e  epitomised  as  follows: 

1.  The  three-member  suboonualttaa,  as 
constituted  by  Senator  Hatbkm,  after  tba 
resignaticm  of  Senator  Mombohsv.  by  ap- 
pomtlng  himseU  as  the  third  member,  waa  a 
l^al  committee  for  the  discbarge  of  regular 
business  under  the  rules  and  preoedeata  oC 
the  Senate. 

2.  There  waa  no  mandatory  requirement  for 
a  dxairmaa  to  fill  a  vacancy  on  a  subcoaa- 
mlttee. 

3.  Chairman  HAToaar  of  tbe  parent  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  aad  Admialstratlon  bad  tba 
right  to  appoint  himself  a  member  of  tbe 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections, 
without  submitting  tbe  i4>potntnient  to  tbe 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
for  prior  i^iproval  or  aubaequent  rattfleatlon. 

4.  This  waa  particularly  true  when  tba 
Senate  was  not  in  aesBlon. 

5.  Chairman  Hatokn  had  tba  rlgbt  to  rec- 
ognize Senator  Hswuutcs  as  chairman  of  tbe 
Subconunlttee  on  Privileges  and  Elections, 
and  had  the  right  to  appoint  tbe  chairmsoi 
of  tbe  subcommittee. 

6.  The  subcommittee  of  8  meakbers  bad 
the  right  to  designate  1  member  as  a  legal 
quorum  for  the  purpose  of  «^fc^«"g  testlsaooy. 

7.  The  sulioommittee  of  8  members  waa 
authorised  and  had  tbe  duty  to  make  a  re- 
port to  tba  full  committee.  s%ned  by  its  S 
members.  Senators  HsNimres.  Hatskm,  and 
HKNsaicKSOK,  and  file  the  report  with  the 
full  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admiziistxa'- 
tion,  with  Senator  Hatdkm  as  chairman. 

8.  In  a  quasl-JudlclAl  procaedlng  sucb  aa 
an  expulsion  matter,  although  3  of  tbe  orig- 
inal 5  members  of  the  Subcommittee  on. 
Privileges  and  Elections  have  resigned,  al- 
though 2  of  tiM  vacandes  have  not  lieen 
filled,  and  the  cbalnnan  ot  tbe  Conunlttea 
on  Rtiles  and  Administration  bas  i^ipolnted, 
himself  to  tbe  third  vacancy  on  tbe  subooBaJ 
mlttee,  that  sul>oommittee  of  8  memliers  bad! 
tbe  right  to  file  a  valid  legal  report  with  tbai 
parent  conunittee,  when  less  than  balf  at 
its  original  6  members  have  heard  tba  avi-; 
dence. 
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toWatimUaum^,  h»  bad  do  d»- 

t  tbm  «iMtanan  tbafe  ha  voBld  nok 

Iklaa  awl  panrttng  ImCoi*  Cbat  sob- 
ba  tnw  ordated  ao  td  dok 
Hm  proniafcma  of  the  Ligiaiattvo  Baocfaa}- 
aatlon  Aot,  abora  rafarrad  to.  maka  It  daar 
tint  tb»  aoSwoaiiBtttaa  bad  tba  pomr  and 
Hfbt  to  raqutia  tba  attendanoa  ct  flanator 
IftAiRXT  for  yuiyuaM  oT  biTecttgvtlaii  and 
aiMitnatlOfn  *^  lubpena  cr  otbanrias."  It 
eaa  b«  gtittod.  therafora.  eataforleaUy.  that  it 
waa  not  aaoMaary  tor  tba  Babeaacantttaa  to 
laioa  tta  aubpana  for  btan.  Saetiaa  1S4-A 
ot  tiM  LtglaUitlTa  SaocganlBatloa  Act  doaa 
ratar  to  '^raqalrlsC  tba  attandanoe  of  wlt- 
nmm,  and  tba  aelaet  eonuntttaa  la  of  tba 
oplakm  that  an  tnTttatlon  to  •m^»*.  <>  oat 
cneb  action  InrtlpatlTic  a  raqutramaat  to 
■ppwur  as  la  eootcmplatad  by  tba  act.  It  la 
tba  opinion  of  tba  aelaet  committee  tbat 
a  xaq:uaBt  to  appear,  sucb  aa  tba  letter  and 
ttie^am  from  tba  ■aboommittae  to  Senator 
McCarvt  dated  HOramber  31. 1963.  waa  auf- 
fldiMKt  (aalda  trom  any  (|uaatlon  wbatbar 
Sanator  McCmrmt  raeelvad  tbam  in  tlma)  to 
meet  tbe  requirements  of  tbe  law.  Tbe  re- 
lated qoastlaos  vhetbar  Senator  MoGabtht 
waa  repeatedly  InTlted  to  appear,  and 
wbattaar  be  abould  bare  appeared  eran  witb- 
ont  lantatkm  and  vitbout  reqiuaet  or  aub- 
iMrelnattar. 


r.  Jeacfer  JfM7«rthf  Wa$  Mepeatetljf  InwUed 
To  Afptmr 

Tnm  arteet  oommlttae  baa  carefully  eon- 
ridwad  aU  tiM  lettera  tn  erldenea  batwaau 
Sanator  MBCUamT  and  tba  Bnbcommlttae 
on  PrtrHegee  and  BeotioBa.  and  all  tbe  teeti- 
moay  relating  to  lila  i^pearanee  before  tbe 
sttboommittee.  Hm  facts  rrtating  to  wlMtber 
or  not  Senator  IfoCumnr  iras  rqieatedly  in- 
vttad  to  i^paar  baf ore  tbat  aubooountttaa  In 
ordaor  to  maka  ansirer  to  tba  yery  aarloua 
cbanea  afalnst  lila  ebaraetar  and  bis  aetlvi- 
tiae  la  tb»  Senate  haie  already  bam  found 
by  tba  aalact  committee  and  Inoorporatad 
baretaabova  aa  lindingi  of  fact.  Tide  erl- 
denea and  tbla  testimony,  upon  aaalysla.  bM 
ooBTlnead  tba  aelaet  eomimttee  tbat  Senator 
MoCasnrr  was  Invited  by  tbat  subcommit- 
tee to  appesr  before  it  in  order  to  aid  iU 
InvastlcMkkm  and  to  give  answer  to  tbe 
cbaqpM  aftada  agalnat  blm  and  pawling  be- 
fore tbat  enboommtttee.  It  must  ba  lemam- 
bered  tbat  Senator  lioCAanrr  wrote  to  Cbalr- 
man  Obubrb  under  data  of  September  17. 
1981.  stating  tbat  be  intended  to  ai^iear  to 
question  witnessee  (see  Andlng  of  fact  MO.  7). 
Hftnator  MoCabxbt  was  invited  to  i4>pear  ba- 
fore  tbe  subcommtttee  by  letter  of  Septem^ 
ber  36,  19S1  (fliuUng  of  fact  No.  8) ,  by  lat- 
ter of  Oetober  1. 1951  (finding  of  fact  No.  10). 
by  letter  of  December  31,  IMI  (finding  of 
fact  no.  10),  by  letter  of  liey  7,  1063  (find- 
ing of  fbet  Me.  80).  by  letter  of  May  10,  1963 
(finding  of  fact  NO.  88),  and  by  latter  of 
Noeaoabar  7.  19S3  (finding  at  fact  No.  38). 

t.  It  Wai  the  Dutf  of  Stnmtor  MeCarthf  To 
Aeeejd  tbe  Repeated  Jntrifatloiu  by  the 
Svbeommittee.  and  HU  FaUure  To  Appear 
Wa*  Obetruetive  of  Vie  ProceMset  of  the 
Senate,  Far  Ho  ForwtaX  Order  or  Subpena 
Should  Be  Meeeeaarp  To  Bring  Senator* 
Before  Senate  Committeea  When  Tfieir 
Own  Bonor  md  the  Honor  of  the  SenaU 
ATeetl$eue 


msttare  agalnat  Senator  lloCUaxBT 
under  inveatlgatloa  by  tbe  Olllette-Hannings 
aabeommtttee  were  of  a  eertous  nature.  Ap- 
panntij.  Senator  lioOEarsT  knew  tba  nature 
9t  tbeee  mattm.  staioe  be  teetilied: 

*^  know  an  about  tbla  matter:  X  bave  been 
Uvlng  wttb  It.    It  bad  been  undertray.    Tbey 


Solag  far  beyond  tbe  re^utlon. 

^  -lag  tblngi  tbey  bad  no  tl|^  to 

Investigate:  gotaig  bode  beyond  tbe  t^  tbat 
I.  waa  even  old  *"*'"gb  to  run  for  Senator. 
Invaatlgattng  tbe  Inoome-taz  retuziei  at  my 
tatber.  wbo  died  before  X  «m  elected.  So  I 
knew  tboee  feeU"  (p.  385  of  the  bmrings). 

rtirtbennore.  Chairman  Onxrm  ipeclfled 
one  of  tbe  matters  againat  Senator  MtCAKmr 
(tbat  of  tba  Lustron  payment)  in  hia  letter 
ot  Uay  7.  1883.  to  Senator  ICcCAanxr  (p.  S3 
ol  tbe  bearings),  and  Chairman  Hj^inmraa 
apedfied  all  sU  of  the  matters  in  bis  letter 
to  Senator  IfcCASTHT  of  November  31.  1952 
(p.  46  of  the  hearings) . 

Tbe  mere  reading  of  these  matters  (p.  46 
of  tbe  bearings)  without  deciding  or  at- 
tempting to  decide  whether  they  are  true  or 
not.  makes  It  clear  tbat  tbe  honesty,  slncer- 
ity.  character,  and  conduct  of  Senator  Mc- 
C*«THT  were  under  inquiry.  It  is  the  opinion 
of  tbe  select  committee  that  when  the  per- 
aonal  honor  and  oflicial  conduct  of  a  Senator 
of  the  United  Statee  are  in  questlog  before 
a  duly  constituted  committee  of  the  Senate. 
tbe  Senator  involved  owes  a  duty  to  him- 
self, his  state,  and  to  the  Senate,  to  appear 
promptly  and  cooperate  fully  whea  called 
by  a  Senate  committee  charged  with  the  re- 
sponsibility of  inquiry.  This  must  be  the 
rulelf  ^e  dignity,  honor.  authorHy.  and 
powers  of  the  Senate  are  to  be  respedted  and 
maintained.  This  duty  could  not  and  was 
not  fulfilled  by  questioning  the  aathorlty 
and  Jurisdiction  of  the  subcommlltee,  by 
•awistng  its  members  of  the  dishofiest  ex- 
penditure of  public  funds,  or  even  b^  charg- 
ing tbat  the  subcommittee  was  pettnlttlng 
itself  to  be  used  to  serve  the  cause  of  com- 
munism. Wben  perscma  in  high  pieces  fall 
to  aet  and  meet  high  standard£.  the  people 
lose  faith.  If  our  people  loee  faith,  our  form 
of  government  cannot  long  endure. 

The  appearance  which  we  believe  was  nec- 
essary was  before  a  subconunlttee  of  the 
Senate  Itself,  to  which  subcommittee  the 
Senate,  through  its  normal  prooeaees.  had 
confided  a  matter  affecting  its  own  honor 
and  Integrity.  In  such  a  case  legal  process 
was  not  and  should  not  be  required. 

9.  The  Sequext  of  November  21. 1952,  to  Sen- 
,  atgr  McCarthy  To  Appear  Did  Not  Form  a 

Le§el  BaeiM  for  Contempt,  but  His  geply  of 

December  1. 1952.  Waa,  in  Itaelf,  Cantuma- 

eioiM  in  Character 

Am  appears  from  tbe  findings  of  fart.  Sen- 
ator ICOCABTHT  was  fonnally  requested  to 
appear  by  letter  and  by  telegram  from  Sub- 
committee Chairman  Hsmkinos,  dated  No- 
vember 31.  1963.  The  request  was  tbat  be 
•PP^er  before  tbe  sul>committee  between 
November  33  and  November  25.  1953  (p.  46 
of  the  hearings). 

Senator  McCabtbct  testified  that  be  was  in 
Wisconsin,  on  a  hunting  trip,  and  that  hs 
did  not  see  tbe  letter  or  telegram  uatll  No- 
vember 38,  1953  (p.  298  of  the  hearings). 
Hie  select  committee  accepts  this  tesUmony 
aa  true. 

Considering  this  request  as  a  formal  re- 
queet.  and  Senator  McCastht  being  unable 
to  I4>pear  in  tbe  dates  fixed  because  he  did 
not  know  of  tbe  request  in  time,  we  believe 
tbat  tbla  request,  considered  independently. 
would  not  be  contempt  in  the  ordinary  legal 
sense,  but  we  think  the  letter  which  he 
wrote  in  reply  to  the  request  was  contuma- 
doua  in  its  entire  form  and  manner  of  ex- 
prsaston  wben  directed  at  a  committee  of  the 
Senate  seeking  to  act  uimn  a  matter  referred 
to  it  (p.  51  of  tbe  bearings) . 

10.  The  Conduct  of  the  Junior  Senate  From 
Wisconsin  Toward  the  Subcommittee  on 
FrivOepes  and  Elections  Was  Contemptu- 
ous. Independently  of  Bis  Failure  To 
Appear 

We  have  considered  carefully  all  of  the 
correspondence  and  all  the  conduct,  rela- 
tioa,  and  atUtude  of  Senator  MbCAatar  to- 
ward tbe  Subcommittee  on  PriTile^es  and 
Elections.    We  beUeve  it  fair  to  say  on  the 


eridence  in  this  reoord  tbst  tbe  bmia 
ator  from  Wisconsin  did  not  intend  to  appeal 
before  that  subcommittee  for  ^imlnation. 

He  first  questioned  the  Jurlsdiftion  of  tba 
subcommittee  to  inquire  into  aUy  but  elec- 
tion charges.  lAter  be  contended  tbat  tba 
subcommittee  waa  Investigating  conduct 
preceding  his  election  to  the  Senate,  and 
that,  therefore,  its  activitlee  we^  iUegaL 

He  also  stated  that  he  would! not  ai>pear 
unless  he  were  given  tbe  right  to  rrHsa 
examine  witnesses.  We  feel  that  this  right 
should  have  been  accorded  to  hmi  and  that 
upon  proper  request,  either  to  tbe  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration,  of  which 
Senator  McCastht  was  a  member  (p.  37  of 
the  hearings),  or  to  the  Senate  Itself,  be 
could  have  obtained  this  right,  but  that,  in 
any  event,  this  cannot  be  a  Just^fleatlon  for 
contemptuoiu  conduct. 

The  letters  of  Senator  IfcCAaraT  to  tbe 
respective  chairmen  of  the  sul^ommlttee. 
dated  December  6,  1951  (p.  24  of  tbe  bear- 
ings), December  19.  1951  (p.  37  Of  tbe  bear- 
ings) ,  ICarch  21, 1953  (p.  30  of  tht  hearings). 
May  8,  1952  (p.  33  of  the  hearings) ,  May  8. 
1952  (p.  35  of  tbe  hearings),  ijty  11.  1089 
(p.  44  of  the  hearings),  and  December  1. 
1952  (p.  51  of  the  hearings),  are  Clearly  con- 
temptuous, disregarding  entirely  his  duty  to 
cooperate,  ridiculing  the  suboonlmlttee.  ae- 
cualng  these  committee  ofllcers  of  tbe  Senate 
with  dishonesty  and  impugning  their  mo- 
tives, and  making  it  impossible '^or  t>««Ma^  to 
proceed  in  orderly  faslxlon.  or  to  complete 
their  duties. 

The  same  attitude  was  sxpreSsed  In  tbe 
statement  given  to  the  press  by  Senator  Mo- 
Caktht  on  January  2.  1953  (p,  08  of  tbe 
hearings). 

The  letters  to  Senator  McCi^STBT  frcoa 
Chairman  Cnxxm,  later  from  Chairman 
Htmrmaa,  and  the  letter  from  Chairman 
Hatdkn,  were  uniformly  courteous  *^  co- 
operative, as  one  Senator  aboulli  have  tKe 
right  to  expect  from  colleague^  There  la 
no  Justification  In  his  record  fof  tbe  beisb 
criticisms  directed  by  Senator  MIX^abtht  to 
the  subcommittee,  in  letters  apparently 
sometimes  given  to  the  press  before  receipt 
by  the  person  to  whom  directed  (p.  37  of 
the  hearings). 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  select  committee 
that  this  conduct  of  Senator  McCastht  waa 
contemptuoua,  independently  of  his  failure 
to  appear  l}efore  the  sulxsommittee. 
11.  The  Junior  Senator  From  Wisconsin  Did 

"Denounce"  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on 

Privileges   ipui   Elections   Witho%U  Jnett' 

flcation 

We  feel  that  the  fact  tbat  Senator  Mc- 
Caktbt  denounced  tbe  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Baectlons  is  establlSbed  by  ref- 
erence to  a  few  of  tbe  letters  in  the  exchange 
of  correspondence.  In  bis  letter  of  Decem- 
ber 6.  1951  (p.  24  of  tbe  hearings),  to  Oiair- 
man  OtLUrrrx,  Senator  McCAsnrr  statee  that 
when  the  subcommittee,  witboirt  Senate  au- 
thorization, is  "spending  tens  of  tbousande 
of  taxpayers'  dollars  for  the  sole  purpose  of 
digging  up  campaign  material  against  Mc- 
Castht. then  the  committee  is  gnllty  e( 
stealing  Just  as  clearly  as  tboucta  tbe  mem- 
bers engaged  in  picking  the  pockets  of  ttM 
taxpayers  and  turning  the  loot  over  to  the 
Democrat  NaUonal  Ocxnmlttee."  Sucb  lan- 
guage directed  by  a  Senator  toward  a  eom^ 
mittee  ot  the  Senate  pursuing  its  lautborimd 
functions  is  clearly  intemperate,  la  bad  »-ttvi 
and  unwtHthy  of  a  Member  of  tbla  body. 

These  accusations  by  Senator  MoCsxtbt 
are  continued  and  repeated  in  b|s  letter  to 
Clialrman  Onxsm  dated  December  19,  lt61 
(p.  27  of  the  hearings).  Under  data  of 
March  21,  1852  (p.  80  of  tbe  bearlaga) ,  Sena- 
tor MCCAaTHT  wrote  to  SenatfW  Hstbbm; 
chairman  of  tbe  parent  OommittOe  on  BoleB 
and  Administration  that:  "As  y^  know  I 
wrote  Senat<x^  Gillrti,  chairman  (tf  the  sob- 
committee,  that  I  ccHifilder  this  a  oomplately 
dishonest  handling  of  taxpayer*'  money.* 
Similar   language   Is   used   in   Senator   Mc- 
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Castht's  letten  down  to  tbe  last  dsMd 
oember  1.  18U  (p.  61  of  tbs  beaiti^). 

U  Senator  MoCsnsT  bad  any  JnetlflcatlaR 
for  Buob  danunrtatloii  of  the 
he  sboold  have  preeepted  It  at 
Ings.    Bis  failure  ao  to  do  isavas 
elation  of  oAoers  of  tbe  Senate  wttlkmt  any 
foundation  in  this  rseord. 

The  members  of  tbe  sulMosnmittse  wers 
Senators  representing  tbe  people  of 
ereign  Statea.  Tbey  were  perfamlng 
duties  of  tba  Senate.  Kvesy  Senator  la  un- 
derstandably Jealous  of  bis  bonor  and  in- 
tegrity, but  this  dose  not  bar  inquiry  into 
his  conduct,  since  tbe  Cosistltutlon  expreasly 
makes  tbe  Senate  tbe  guardian  of  Its  own 
bonor. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  select  committee 
that  these  chargee  of  political  waste  and  dls- 
honesty  for  Improper  motives  were  denun- 
ciatory and  unJustlAed. 

In  this  connection,  attention  Is  directed  to 
the  charges  referred  to  this  committee  re- 
lating to  words  uttered  by  tbe  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  about  Indlvtdual  Senators. 

It  has  been  estabilsbed.  without  denial  and 
in  fact  with  <»n&nnatlon  aod  reiteration, 
tliat  Senator  MoCaarwr,  In  reference  to  the 
offlcial  actions  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  HSNaaicxaoiv | .  as  a  member 
of  the  Subcommittee  on  Privllegee  and  Rlec- 
tlons.  questioned  both  bis  moral  courage 
and  bis  mental  ability. 

HU  pubue  statement  with  reference  to 
Senator  Runwicxaoif  was  vulgar  and  insult- 
ini;.  Any  Senator  has  tbe  right  to  question, 
criticlae.  differ  from,  or  condemn  an  ofldal 
action  of  tbe  body  cf  which  be  is  a  Member. 
or  of  tbe  constituent  committees  which  are 
working  arms  of  tbe  Senate  In  proper  lan- 
guage. But  he  hss  no  right  to  Impugn  the 
motives  erf  individual  Senatcrs  responsible 
for  ofOclal  action,  nor  to  reflect  upon  their 
personal  character  for  what  oflicial  action 
they  took. 

U  the  rules  and  procedtiree  were  other- 
wise, no  Senator  could  have  Ireedom  of  ac- 
tion to  peifoim  his  assigned  committee 
duties.  If  a  Senator  must  firnt  give  consid- 
eration to  whether  an  cOcial  action  can  be 
wantonly  impugned  by  a  colleague,  as  hav- 
ing been  motivated  by  a  lack  of  the  very 
qualities  and  capacities  every  Senator  is  pre- 
sumed to  have,  the  processes  of  the  Senate 
will  be  destroyed. 

12.  The  Conduct  of  Senator  McCarthy  Has 
Been  Contumactoiu  Toward  the  SenaU  by 
Failing  To  ExpUin  Three  of  the  Questions 
Raised  in  the  Subcommittee's  Report 
Tbe  report  of  tbe  subcommittee  was  filed 

on  January  2.  1963.  Since  tbat  time  Senator 
McCastht  has  given  to  the  Senate,  on  the 
Senate  floor,  an  explanation  of  tbe  Lustron 
matter  only.  Of  tbe  other  5  matters,  men- 
tioned in  the  November  21,  1953.  letter  by 
Chairman  Hnnvrifoa,  3  are  of'  a  serious  na- 
ture, reflecting  upon  Senator  McCabtst's 
character  and  integrity,  and  have  not  been 
answered  either  before  tbe  Scxxate  or  before 
any  of  ite  commltteee. 

It  Is  our  opinion  that  the  failure  of  Sena- 
tor McCaxtbt  to  explain  to  tl^ie  Senate  these 
matters:  (1)  Whether  ftrnds  coUected  to 
Qght  communism  were  diverted  to  other 
purposes  inuring  to  his  personal  advantage; 
(2)  whether  certain  of  his  official  activitlee 
were  motivated  by  self-interest;  and  (3) 
whether  certain  of  his  activities  In  senatcnrial 
campaigns  Involved  violations  of  tbe  law; 
was  conduct  contumacioxis  toward  tbe  Sen- 
ate and  injurious  to  ite  effectiveness,  dignity, 
responsibilities,  proceeses.  and  preetige. 

13.  The  Beeleetion  of  Senator  McCarthy  in 

1952  Did  Not  Settle  ThoM  Mutters 
ThU  question  Is  answered  In  part  by  oar 
conclusions  that  the  Senate  U  a  contlnulnr 
body  and  has  power  to  eeneure  a  Senator  fOr 
conduct  occurring  during  bis  prior  term  as 
Senator,  and  in  part  by  tbe  fact  that  aome 
of  the  contxmiaelous  conduct  occurred  after 
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ble  reeieMOB.  aotaMy  tbe  Setter  of  Deeember 
1.  lOO.  Tbe  asnate  nUgbt  bave  proceeded 
wltb  tbk  mattsr  la  leat  or  earlier  ta  lOOi 
bad  tke  neesasary  rsaolution  been  lanpoasd, 

po—  of  tbe  ffuastloDa.  notably  tbe  xms  toe 
private  purposes  of  funds  contributed  for 
flgbtiiig  commanim.  were  not  rateed  unta 
after  the  eleetkm.  Tbe  people  of  Wlaoonstn 
co«ld  pass  only  upon  what  was  kinmn  to 
tbem. 

Nor  do  we  belteve  tbat  the  reelection  of 
Senator  McXisBTwr  by  tbe  people  of  Wiacon- 
atain  tbe  faU  of  1963  pardons  his  conduct 
toward  tba  Subcommittee  on  Prlvlieges  and 
Blaetiona.  Tba  charge  U  that  Senator  Mc- 
Ca«tht  was  guilty  of  contempt  of  the  Sen- 
ate or  a  senatorial  committee.  Neoeasartly. 
this  Is  a  matter  for  the  Senate  and  the  Sm- 
ata  alone.  Tbe  people  of  Wisconsin  can  only 
pass  upon  issues  before  tbem:  tbey  cannot 
forgive  an  attack  by  a  Senator  upon  tbe  in- 
tegrity of  tbe  Senate's  processes  and  ite  com- 
mltteee.   Ttiat  is  tbe  buslnees  of  tbe  Senate. 


D.  Conclusions 

It  is.  therefore,  tbe  conclusion  of  tbe  select 
committee  Uiat  the  conduct  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  toward  tbe  SubocmDi- 
mlttee  on  Prlvllegea  and  Becttons.  toward 
ite  members.  Including  tbe  statsment  con- 
cerning Senator  HSMseicsaoH  acting  as  a 
member  of  the  subcommittee,  and  toward 
tbe  Senate,  was  oontnoaptiioua.  contuma- 
cloua.  and  denunciatory,  without  reason  or 
Justification,  and  was  obstructive  to  legisla- 
tive processss.  For  this  conduct,  it  is  our 
recommendation  tbat  he  be  censured  by  the 
Senate. 

n 

Category  It.  ineidents  of  encouragement  of 

United  States  employees  to  violate  the  law 

and  their  oaths  of  oflce  or  Executive  orders 
A.  Summary  of  Evidence 

Tbe  committee,  pursuant  to  tbe  category 
3.  "Inddante  of  encouragement  of  United 
States  employeee  to  violate  tbe  law  and  their 
oatlis  of  oOoe  or  Kxeeutlve  orders."  received 
evidence  and  took  testimony  regaiding: 

1.  Amendment  propoeed  by  Mr.  FmxmJBar 
to  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  801 )  to  censure  tbe 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCaarBT]. 
vis: 

"(5)  llie  Junior  Senator  from  Wlaoonsln 
openly,  tn  a  public  manner  before  nationwide 
tetevlalon.  invited  and  urged  employees  of 
tlie  OovamaMnt  of  tbe  United  Statea  to  vio- 
late the  law  and  their  oath  of  oflkx." 

3.  Amendment  propoeed  by  Mr.  Moaaa  to 
the  reeolutlon  (8.  Res.  301)  to  censure  the 
Senator  from  Wlaconsln  (Mr.  McCaxtht]. 
via: 

"(e)  Openly  Invited  and  Incited  employeee 
of  the  Government  to  violate  tbe  taw  and 
tbeir  oatbs  of  ofllce  by  urging  tbem  to  make 
available  information.  Including  classified  In- 
formation, wblcb  in  tbe  opinion  of  tbe  em- 
ployeee ooold  be  of  assistance  to  tbe  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  in  conducting  bis 
inveetlgatlona.-  even  though  tbe  supplying 
of  stich  Infonnation  by  tbe  employee  would 
be  Illegal  and  in  violation  of  Presidential 
order  and  contrary  to  tbe  constitutional 
rlgbte  of  tbe  dilef  Ksecutive  under  tbe  sepa- 
ratlon-of-powers  doctrine.** 

Tbla  category  involvea  alleged  statementa 
of  Senator  McCaanrr  made  at  and  during 
the  bearings  before  the  Special  Subcommtt- 
tee on  Investigations  for  tbe  Committee  on 
GovcnuBent  Operations  of  tbe  United  Statea 
Senate  pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  188, 
and  reveals  tbe  f<Aowlng  specific  charges: 

1.  Tbat  Senator  McCastht  openly,  in  a 
public  manner  before  nationwide  televlalon. 
tavlted,  urged,  and  Incited  employees  of  tbe 
eovamment  to  violate  tbe  law  and  their 
oaths  of  <dnce. 

3.  Tbat  be  Invited,  urged,  and  incited  such 
tmptoyeee  to  give  blm  classified  information. 

8.  rniat  tbe  supplying  of  such  classified  in- 
formation by  such  employees  would  ije  il- 
legal, to.  vk^tlon  of  Presidential  orders  and 
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to  the  easMUtattooal  rtgMs  eg  tbe 
Chief  Keeotlve. 

The  eoesmittee  reeetw 
dence    In    tbe   form  of 
printed  reeoni  or  thi 
published  by  the  Special  Sal 
Inveetigatiooafor  the  Oonmitteeoh 
ment  Operations,  oral  tssthnosiy  bf 
MnCasTMT  In  bis  asm  behalf,  and 
documentary  evtdanoe  uHmmX  by 
tbe  reporte  of  tbe  Xntamal  Saeurt^ 
mittee  and  tbe  Committee  on  the  Jodlctary 
Gf  the  Senate  wiiereln  Oovemment 
were  Invited  to  supply  carta! 
to  rnngmasliaisl  oonmlttasa. 

Ftom   tba    aforasnantloned 
competent  erlttenca 

duoed.  tike  eelect  comafilttee  raganhi  the  fol- 
lowing ae  having  been  eetslillsliiiil 

Thmt  at  tba  bnarings  of  tbe  BsrmaasBt 
Sulioommlttee  on  Tiiisallasllieis  ior  tba 
Oommlttae  osi  Oovmmiant  C^iasatlona.  fol- 
lowing  an  attempt  by  Senator  McCsbxwt  to 
question  Secretary  Stevens  about  ths  ''3^- 
page  document.**  and  foUowlag  qosetionlng 
by  certain  members  of  tbat  subooBSBatttaew 
relative  to  tbe  lagalUj  of  ble  reeeSvii^  md 
uaing  tba  document,  tbe  Besiatos  made  the 
r^liee  or  statemssite  whleb  are  the  subject 
of  this  category  of  chargee. 

At  thoee  hesalngs  Senator  McCssEnrr  took 
the  position  tbat: 

**I  would  Ilk*  to  notify  tboee  9  mflllon 
Federal  employeee  that  I  feel  It  Is  thslr  da^ 
to  give  us  any  Information  which  tbey  bav* 
about  graft,  corruption,  coaamuatem.  tna- 
son.  and  tbat  there  Is  no  loyalty  to  a  eupertor 
ofllcer  which  can  tower  alxive  and  beyond 
tbelr  loyalty  to  tbelr  country  •  •  •••  (hear- 
ing reoord,  p.  87). 

"Again.  I  want  to  compliment  tbe  individ- 
uals i^o  have  placed  tbelr  oetbe  to  defend 
tbe  ooimtry  against  enemlae — and  oeilalnly 
Communiste  are  enemies — above  and  beyond 
any  Presidential  directive  •  •  •■•  (bearlnga 
record,  p.  87). 

1  think  that  tbe  oath  wbidi  every  person 
In  this  Oovemment  takes,  to  protect  and  de- 
fend this  country  against  an  enemlee,  foreign 
and  domestic,  tbat  oath  towers  far  above  any 
Presidenttal  secrecy  dtrective.  And  I  will 
continue  to  receive  Information  such  as  I 
received  the  other  day  •  •  •**  (hearing  rec- 
ord, p.  87). 

"That  I  bave  Instructed  a  vast  number  of 
these  employees  tbat  tbey  are  dutybound  to 
give  me  Information  even  though  some  little 
bureaucrat  has  stamped  It  *secret'  to  protect 
himself"  (hearing  record,  p.  87). 

"^  dont  think  any  Goverxuncnt  employee 
can  deny  tbe  people  tbe  right  to  know  what 
tbe  facte  are  by  uaIng  a  rubber  stamp  and 
stamping  something  'secret' "  (hearing  rec- 
ord, p.  89). 

"While  I  am  chairman  of  tbe  committee  I 
wlU  receive  all  tbe  information  I  can  get 
about  wrongdoing  in  the  executive  branch** 
(p.  88  of  the  bearings). 

"I  think  that  oath  to  defend  our  eoimtry 
against  aU  eoMnles  for^gn  and  domastlo 
towers  above  and  beyond  any  loyalty  joha 
might  have  to  tbe  bead  of  a  bureau  or  tbe 
bead  of  a  department"  (p.  90 of  tbe  taaarlnga). 

"I  am  an  autborlaed  person  to  receive 
information  In  regard  to  any  wrongdoing  la 
the  executive  branch.  When  you  say  'clas- 
sified document.'  Mr.  SncDMRtw.  eertaialy 
I  am  not  autborlaed  to  raeelva  anything 
which  would  divulge  tbe  namaa  of.  we  wlU 
say.  Informante.  of  Army  Xntelllgenoe,  any- 
thing vrtUch  wotnd  ta  any  way  ffeiipnMnlne 
tbeir  investigative  technique,  and  tbat  aort 
of  thing.  •  •  •"  (p.  91  of  tbe  bsarings). 

"No  one  can  deny  us  Information  by  stamp- 
ing aometblng  'claoslfied"*  (p.  83  of  tbe 
bearings). 

"Any  committee  which  has  jurisdiction 
Over  a  subject  has  the  right  to  receive  tbo 
Information.  The  stamp  on  the  document.  X 
would  say.  is  not  controlling  •  •  •■*  (p.  gs 
of  the  hearings).  ' 
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only  ita  Ught  feot  th*  dntj  to  tetaf 

MtoM*  to  «  wimrMtlwMil  irfwntntt'* 

of 
ililm 

<IV.  Sn-«t  a<  tiM  ]iMrtB0i).  and  dM  not 
■iad»tli»ottan.  AttlMMhMr. 
MoC—iiii  took  *a  aMnnatlTe 
nimttwm  to  tta*  tollowtiig  qnwttloa 


jnm  mad*  ilia  statoment 
«•  Porto  <AMnetartoM  m  an  to- 
^toMon  to  tlia  tmsOoffrnm  of  to*  oMottv* 
did  fou  mr—a  to  Invtte  Umsm 
to  totac  to  you.  ■■  ehatomaa  of 
'  auboonmittoa.  tofonnaikm 
Niattag  to  eonnvtton.  wroio«dotag,  oooudu- 
I  to  aovamaaant,  aran  thougb 
dDold  find  aneb  toXonBatton 
atavBea     eia— inaa     oy 
to  wUeb  audt  aayloyaaa 


"Bf  Bewator  MoCactt.  Taa"  (baartog  tae-> 
ardp.4lT>. 

In  addmoo  to  ttaa  toragotoc  whleh  tha 
oommm—  baUaw  to  bava  been  aataMiabad. 
tba  aalaot  aoiBa»lttaa  raeataad  tba  f  oUoirto« 
addlttnnal  andanoa  and  Iwllimiiij 

flanatar  MoOibnR  toatUad  to  bta  own  ba- 
baU  tbai— 

**X  araa  not  aaktog  for  general  (OaaaUled  to- 
toraaattoa.  Z  iraa  only  asking  for  erldenoe 
of  woogdotog.  Z  was  aAtog  Unas  people  to 
oonfMrm  wtth  |ba  ertmtoal  eoda  wbleb  ra- 
qoteaa  tbax  glto  tbat  arldnioe'*  (p.  263  of  tba 

"Wban  1  toTltad  thmoa  to  gtve  the  ebatrmaa 
of  tbat  eoBunlttee  arldance  of  wrongdotog, 
Z  am  tottttaig  tban  no*  to  vtolato  tbeir  oatb 
of  aOe*  bod  to  coafona  to  tbalr  oath  of 
odtoa  •  •  •-  (pp,  get  and  264  of  tba  bear- 
togi). 

^Zeacdtoad  thia  tofennatlon  wltb  regard  to 
Illegal  aettvmsa  <m  tba  part  of  VMeral  em- 
plojaea.  U  d^  not  toohadt  ganeral  tkimA- 
fladmatactol  •  *  •  tbat  aa  ebatrman  (tf  tba 
OoTCRunant  Opjeratlona  Ootunlttee  and  tba 
imrestlgafttop  oaaunlttee,  U  Z  dto  not  try  to 
get  tbat  tofonngUon.  tbea  I  abould  ba  aub- 
jaet  to  oanaura"  (p.  266  of  tba  bearing*)* 

"Z  ftol  avy  i^tmgir  tbat  If  aomaone  to  tba 
ezeeuttve  knows  of  wrongdoing,  of  a  crime 
being  oonunltted.  and  tbey  do  not  taring  It 
to  aomaotM  wbo  will  aet  on  ft  tbey  are  al- 
Koat  equaUy  g«Uty  •  •  •  and  let  ma  am- 
pbaalae  agato  Zj  am  not  asking  for  general 
eleselfled  information;  Z  am  merely  asking 
for  erldenoa'of  ifvongtk^ng.  Z  m^i^t-fi*"  tbat 
TOO  eaonot  bldO  wrongdotog  by  oalng  a  rub- 
bar  •iamp,  Btamptag  'Confldantlal.'  'Saeret,' 
or  Top  Becref— Z  dont  oare  wbat  elasalfl- 
tetion  tbey  stamp  upon  tt — as  long  as  it  la 
endenoe  of  wrongdoing"  (p.  266  of  the  heor- 
toga). 

"Z  am  referring  here,  obrtoosiy.  to  valid 
Infonnatton"  (p.  894  of  tba  bearlngi). 

IDa  Senator  eontondad  that  tha  following 
atattttea  permitted,  even  inqweed  a  dn^ 
upon,  federal  ea^loyeea  to  glVe  to  blm  the 
tnTormatlOB  so  mquested: 

Title  ▼.  Ubltad  Stotea  Coda,  aaotion  682 
(d)  (p.  266  <rf  tha  heartogt). 

Title  XVZZZ,  Ulnlted  Statee  Code,  aaetlon  4 
(p.  966  oTtoe  bearings). 

Tltte  XVZZZ.  United  8totee  Code,  aeetlon 
728  (p.  666  of  tba  beartnga). 

Senator  MoOabtbt  further  atotad  that  tha 
poaitlon  wbloh  be  took  was  not  new  or  nn- 
praeadanted,  but  tbat  the  Vloii  Prealdant 
(then  Ooagreeeman).  Nnosr,  took  a  poaitlon 
much  stronger,  and  the  thm  Senator  Hugo 
Black  to  1984  took  a  similar  poaitloo  to  the 
one  praaenUy  taken  by  him  (p.  267  of  the 
hearings).  Ha  totroduead  toto  tba  record 
eEosr^s  fran  a  report  of  the  Committee  <m 
tha  JUdletary.  1961.  "Subferaive  and  Zllagal 
Allana  to  tba  united  Btirtas."  wbeiato  tbe 
•obaoauBtttea  tovited  tba  employaea  of  the 
Xtomlgtntloti  and  NaturaUaatlon  Serrloe  to 
report  to  tha  auboommlttea  laxity  to  an- 


foreamant  of  Immigration  laws  or  other 
mgttan  affacttog  nattonal  security:  agd  also 
parte  flf  a  report  of  the  Internal  8#curlty 
SobeonmiUee.  "Interlocking  eubver^on  in 
Government  ZSepartments."  wtaerelo,  Oot- 
ynmant  workers  were  tovlted  to  supply  in- 
formatton  of  subTerslon  to  the  Vederal 
Bureau  of  Inveatlgpition  or  tbe  congretolonal 
oommltteea  (pp.  418  and  419  of  tba  bear- 
ings), i 
B.  I.egal  IssueCal  InTOlved     | 

The  select  committee  believes  that  the 
ebaigea  to  this  category,  and  the  etldence 
and  taatlmony  thereunder  adduced,  gKe  rise 
to  the  foUowlng  legal  or  quasi-legal  ques- 
tion: 

[IJ  Whether  Senator  licCASTHT  openly 
toyited.  Incited,  and  urged  employees  of  the 
Goremment  of  the  United  States  to  report 
to  him  Information  coming  to  their  atten- 
tion without  distinction  to  whether  or  not 
oomtalned  in  a  classified  document;  and 
thereby  to  violate  (a)  their  oath  of  offlce. 
(b)  the  law  of  the  United  States,  (c)  Execu- 
tive orders  and  directives. 

Senator  IfcCAarBrr  contended  at  the  hear- 
ings of  the  select  committee,  and  by  a  brief 
submitted  to  the  committee  by  bla  caunsel, 
that  be  had  not  requested  "classined"  in- 
formation, but  only  information  relating  to 
"graft,  corruption.  Communist  infiltration 
and  eeplonage"  and  that  such  Information 
"oould  not  be  insulated  from  expoeui*  by  a 
rubber  stamp."  He  asserts  that  by  statute 
(title  V,  U.  8.  C.  sec.  662  (9) )  Federal  em- 
ployees are  not  precluded  from  furnishing 
BiKh  Information  to  a  Member  of  Coagrees; 
todeed.  by  virtue  of  title  XVIU,  United 
States  Code,  section  4,  sucb  employees  bave 
a  duty  to  give  sucb  information.  He  fkirther 
contends  that  as  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Ctovemment  Operations,  a  duty  Is  im- 
posed upon  blm  by  the  Senate  Itself  to  get 
such  information,  and  that  in  seeking  this 
information  he  was  doing  no  more  than  had 
been  done  in  tbe  past  by  other  Senators  and 
■anatorlal  committees. 

The  committee  believes  that  from  a  read- 
ing of  toe  entire  section  862  of  title  V,  It  wUl 
appear  tbat  this  portion  of  the  ClvU  gerrlce 
Act  at  1912  does  no  more  than  affirm  tbat 
Fsderai  employees  do  not  lose  or  forfeit  any 
of  tbeir  rights  merely  by  virtue  of  theb^  Fed- 
eral employment.  A  study  of  title  XVni. 
section  4.*  by  the  committee  leads  It  to  the 
conclusion  tbat  it  applies  only  to  persons 
pnaafeslng  actual  personal  knowledge  of  the 
actual  commission  of  a  felony,  as  distin- 
guished from  information  obtained  by  re- 
viewing flies. 

Aa  to  toe  alleged  precedents  of  other  Sen- 
ators and  senatorial  committees,  the  com- 
mittee has  taken  note  of  the  statementB  con- 
tained in  the  reports  of  certain  senatorial 
oommittees  cited  by  Senator  McCabtkt.  as 
aijM easing  toe  official  opinion  of  the  mambers 
of  such  committees.  The  committee  Was  of 
tbe  opinion  that  any  similar  statemetits  of 
Other  Senators  are  expressions  of  Individuals 
and  do  not  establish  senatorial  precedent 
unless  confirmed  by  ofllctal  action. 

The  charges  contained  In  this  category  in- 
volve tbe  r^t  of  tbe  legislative  braach  of 
tha  Government  to  tovestlgate  the  executive 
branch  and  to  be  informed  of  the  opemtlons 
of  tbat  lirancli.  This  committee  believes 
that  toe  prtodples,  frequently  enunciated  by 
the  Senate  and  its  committees,  sustaining 
toe  right  of  toe  Congress  to  be  Informed  of 
all  pertinent  facts  wito  respect  to  the  opera- 
tiona  of  toe  executive  branch  should  not  be 
relaxed;  and  any  contrary  view  Is  hereby  dis- 
avowed. These  principles  certainly  embrace 
information  of  wrongdoing  In  the  executive 
branch  of  a  general  nonclassified  natum,  and 
toe  right  of  employees  to  inform  the  Con- 
gress of  toe  same. 

Tbe  precedents  do  show  with  certitude, 
however,  that  the  Congress  has  the  ooiwtltu- 
tional  power  to  tovestlgate  activities  to  toe 
executive  branch  to  determine  the  advisa- 
bility of  enacttog  new  laws  directed  to  such 


activities,  or  to  determine  vrbetogr  existing 
laws  directed  to  such  activltlea  are  being  exe- 
cuted to  accordance  wito  toe  eodgressional 
intent.  To  toese  ends  the  Congress  may 
make  Investigations  into  allegedly  oorrupt  or 
subversive  activities  in  executive  i^gencies  or 
departments.  The  power  to  tovestlgate  such 
activities  necessarily  carries  wito  it  tbe  power 
to  receive  Information  relating  to  such 
activities. 

By  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1946,  toe 
Congress  conferred  upon  toe  Sedate  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Opn«tioga  expiees 
authority  to  study  "toe  operatiob  of  Gov- 
ernment activities  at  all  levels  wtth  a  view 
to  determining  Its  economy  and  eflkeleBcy," 
and  also  that  "Each  such  (standtog)  com- 
mittee may  make  tovestigationa  toto  any 
matter  wlthto  Its  Jurisdiction." 

In  so  doing  Congress  delegated,  to  part,  to 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Government  Oper- 
ations Its  constitutional  power  tO'  make  in- 
vestigations Into  alleged  corruption  or  sub- 
version in  executive  agendea  or  defartmenta. 
The  Senate  Committee  on  Government  Oper- 
ations elected  to  exercise  this  delegated 
power  through  Its  Peraxanent  Subtommittee 
on  Investigations,  whose  chairman  was  Sen- 
ator IfcCAXTHT. 

The  committee  Is  Immediattiy  concerned 
-with  tbe  conduct  of  Senator  IfcOaarRT 
rather  than  with  the  conduct  of  employeee 
of  the  executive  branch.  The  Pr^eident  no 
doubt  bas  power  to  safeguard  from  pubUc 
dissemination,  by  Executive  order  or  otoer- 
wlse,  Information  affecting,  tot  exgmple,  the 
national  defense,  notwlthstandtog  tbat  toe 
regulations  might  Indirectly  interfere  with 
any  secret  transmission  line  between  the 
executive  employees  and  any  todivldual 
Member  of  the  Congress.  But  toe  Presidentt 
we  think,  cannot  (nor  do  we  believe  he  haa 
sought  by  any  order  or  directive  called  to 
our  attention)  deny  to  the  Congress,  or  any 
duly  organized  committee  or  subeommlttee 
thereof,  and  particularly  tbe  ComBnlttee  on 
Government  Operations  of  toe  Senate,  any 
Information,  even  though  classified,  if  it  dis- 
closes corruption  <»'  subversion  in  the  execu- 
tive branch. 

This,  we  think,  Is  true  on  the  simple  basis 
toat  toe  Congress  Is  entitled  to  receive  such 
information  In  the  exercise  of  its  tovestlga- 
tory  power  under  tbe  Constitution.  The 
Congress,  too,  U  charged  with  the  responsl- 
binty  for  the  welfare  of  the  Nation. 

What  the  executive  branch  may  rightfi;^y 
expect  Is  that  the  coequal  leglslatlte  branch, 
or  Its  authorized  committees,  wUl  inform  the 
President,  <»■  his  specially  deslgngted  sub- 
ordinate  (ultimately  toe  Attorney  General), 
of  tbe  request,  and  that  the  desired  infcrm»- 
tlon  will  be  supplied  subject  to  the  protec- 
tlves  customarily  thrown  around  classified 
documents  by  such  committees. 

In  receiving  such  information,  however, 
the  Congp-ess  should  refrain  from  towarting 
or  Impeding  the  proper  etforte  of  executive 
agencies,  charged  with  duties  tocident  to  dis- 
covering, prosecuting,  or  punishli^  corrup- 
tion or  subversion  In  Government,  or  charged 
with  safeguarding  secrets  tovolvlng  the  na- 
tional defense. 

However,  the  committee  is  equally  of  toe 
view  that  the  manner  of  approfwjblng  this 
Important  aspect  of  Investigation  la  the  light 
of  the  peculiar  dangers  of  this  hour  must  be 
taken  Into  account.  The  executiye  branch 
Is  Initially  peculiarly  charged  with  toquiry 
Into  and  suppression  of  insidioue  infiltra- 
tions of  subversives  into  Ite  own  de^artmente 
and  agencies:  this  responsibility  Is  a  delicate 
and  necessarily  confidential  one,  because  it 
Involves  the  clearing  of  loyal  pereonnel  as 
well  as  toe  identification  and  elimtoation  of 
disloyal  employees.  It  also  involves  tech- 
niques of  investigation  which  muat  be  kept 
secret  to  be  effective. 

For  this  reason,  there  has  been  developed, 
under  pressure  of  necessity,  a  system  by 
which  certain  Information,  involvii^  toe  na- 
tional security.  Is  protected  to  toe  executive 
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branch  by  a  machinery  of  claariflcatton.  to 
Insure  tbat  cuch  information  will  zemato 
confidential,  aa  against  unautooriaed  revela- 
tion or  publication  by  employeea.  oOtoeca.  or 
otber  agente  of  the  exacxitive  branch. 

If  this  system,  which  has  e^anded  during 
recent  yeara  to  keep  step  wito  tlie  danger, 
were  to  be  preaented  to  the  Oongrees  as  an 
iron  curtato.  denying  to  properly  autborlaad 
agencies  or  persons  (in  which  class  the  Con- 
gress and  its  committees  are  to  be  placed 
first)  any  right  of  access,  a  situation  would 
be  presented  against  which  tots  committee 
would  protest  wito  all  iti  power,  aa  other 
committees  have  protested  to  the  past.  This 
we  would  regard  as  a  cballenge  to  tlae  co- 
equal powers  of  the  legislative  tsranch. 

If  on  the  other  hand  the  Executive  has 
recognized  the  prerogatives  of  the  Congreaa. 
and  incidentally  otoer  agencies  of  Govern- 
ment, even  in  the  executive  department  it- 
self, to  be  informed  of  clssslfled  material 
or  information,  by  orderly  and  formal  appli- 
cation to  responsible  baade  of  dapartmente 
or  to  the  Presidential  oAoe  Itaelf.  then  the 
committee  t>eUevee  another  problem  of  or- 
derly constitutional  government  may  be  pre- 
sented, and  that  the  Senate  itself  would  be 
the  first  to  respect  the  necessary  right  of  tba 
Elxecutlve  to  protect  ite  qtedal  functions,  so 
long  as  toe  equally  Important  powers  of  toe 
legislative  branch  are  not  unduly  impeded 
thereby. 

We  would  be  of  the  view  tliat  for  the  execn- 
ttve  department,  even  the  President  him- 
Eelf .  to  deny  to  a  properly  canstltuted  com- 
mittee or  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  or  any 
Senator  operating  wito  authority  in  the  mat- 
ter, facta  Involving  wrongdoing  lu  any  execu- 
tive department,  might  well  offer  a  proper 
ground  for  challengtog  such  decision,  on  the 
broadest  and  soundest  constitutional 
grounds.  But  by  the  same  tokm,  a  faUure 
of  tbe  Congrees  or  any  Member  to  adapt  it- 
self or  himself,  to  reasonable  regulationB  by 
the  President  or  his  autooriaad  department 
heads  (for  example,  toe  Department  of  De- 
fense or  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Invssitigatlon ) , 
with  reepect  to  matters  mvolvlng  national 
fecurlty.  might  readUy  expoee  toe  Congress 
to  an  equally  sound  criticism. 

In  this  connection.  It  Is  apparent  that 
Congress  Itself,  by  qieciflc  legislation,  bas 
ezpreased  an  Intent  to  protect  documenu 
relating  to  national  security,  and  to  prevent 
unauthorized  disclosures  of  such  informa- 
tion contelned  toercin.  At  toe  same  time, 
the  executive  branch,  by  departmi^ntal  orders 
and  PresldentUl  directives  ("not  inconsist- 
ent with  law")  has  expreseed  a  eooperaUve 
attitude,  by  providing  an  orderly  method  of 
disclosing  such  information  to  proper  au- 
thorities, including,  of  course,  the  Congress. 
in  a  reasonable  prescribed  manner,  not  harm- 
ful to  the  Nation's  Interest. 

(For  a  fvirtoer  consideration  and  discus- 
sion of  these  authorities  by  this  committee, 
reference  U  made  to  the  legal  discussion  con- 
tained in  pt.  ///  nvi.  category  III-B  PB] 
of  this  report.) 

If  the  invitation  of  Senator  McCaxtht  to 
the  Federal  employees  is  a  mere  [more  a] 
solicitation  of  general  Information  of  wrong- 
doing, this  committee  would  beUeve  that  he 
was  within  his  senatorial  prerogative,  aa 
there  appears  to  be  no  Uw  or  PresldentUl 
order  prohibiting  employeee  of  the  Federal 
Government  from  giving  such  information 
to  the  Congress  or  Members  toereof.  In- 
deed, there  is  law  which  affirmatively  im- 
poses a  duty  upon  such  employees  to  disclose 
to  proper  authorities  any  acttial  knowledge 
of  the  commission  of  a  felony. 

A  more  difficult  legal  queeUon  is  presented 
if  the  invltetion  of  toe  Senator  goes  beyond 
general  Information  of  wrongdotog,  and  in- 
cludes wlthto  ite  acope  classlfled  information 
and  documenu.  such  as  toe  2 >4  C2%1  -page 
document  and  the  information  oontatoed 
therein.  The  law  heretobefore  mentioned 
and  Presidential  orders  would  seem  to  pre- 
vent the  receipt  or  disclosure  of  such  Infor- 


metlott  ac  dcwMMPta  czoepC  tteoi«b  aatah- 
Uehad  otdfVly  ptoeadoraa. 

Ttetaakof  eoaaldertogtheanegattc^ 
bodied  to  eategesf  1/  EH  to  a  puptaxinc 
beraiiae  of  tba  aaabigulty  of  the  Mai 
*naae  oy  oenacariioCaaTST  aa  well  aa ' 

of  the  dlfleutty  of  »tt-»«,^|T,i,|ni^  ^^^ 

the  oonatmittonal  power  of  the  Oongreea  to 
toveatigato  the  executive  branch  and  the 
conetltutkMMa  power  of  tbe  Preaident  to  with- 
hold information  from  the  Congress. 

The  atotemente  of  Senator  McCaarBT  are 
aneeeptlble  of  alternative  oonstrucUana. 

The  fliat  eonstmetion  is  tbat  Senator  Me- 
CUsmrr  merely  inTited  employees  ot  tlie 
executive  branen  to  bring  to  him  as  chair- 
man of  toe  Senate  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Operations  and  as  chairman  of  ite  Per- 
manent Suboommlttee  <m  Invaatlgationa.  to- 
f  ormatlon  aoquirad  by  toem  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  their  employment  havlrtg  a  logical 
tendency  to  dlaeloae  corrupt  or  subversive 
activities  to  governmental  areas. 

The  second  oonatruction  it  tbat  Senator 
McCabtbt  to  effect  urged  em-ployees  of  the 
executive  branch  to  ransack  confidential  flilea 
of  executoKs  agencies  or  departmente  regard- 
less of  whether  toey  bad  Uvrful  aooeas  to 
tooae  filea.  and  bring  to  him  daaaUed  docu- 
mente  the  conAdential  retention  of  which  to 
toose  files  was  necesaary  to  enable  toe  exeeu- 
Uve  agencies  charged  with  sucb  dutiee  to 
discover,  prevent,  or  bring  to  Justice  persona 
giiUty  of  eorrapt  or  subversive  activities  m 
governmental  areaa. 

If  his  stetemente  were  luaceptible  of  toe 
second  construction  alone.  Senator  McCastht 
might  weU  merit  tbe  censure  of  the  Senate 
upon  the  allegations  embodied  in  category 
//.  m  for  toe  conduct  reflected  by  toe  second 
construction  would  evince  an  trreaponalblllty 
unwortoy  of  any  Senator  and  particularly  of 
a  Senator  occupying  the  chairmanship  of  toe 
Senate  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions and  ite  Permanent  Suboommlttee  on 
Investigatlona. 

Since  his  stetemente  admit  of  the  alterna- 
tive construction  set  out  above,  however,  the 
select  committee  feels  Justified  in  giving 
Senator  McCaxtrt  toe  benefit  of  the  first  or 
more  charitable  construction. 

to  receiving  Information  relating  to  cor- 
rtiptlon  or  subversion  in  the  executive 
branch  under  the  circumstanoes  delineated 
to  the  first  conatructk>n.  that  is,  witoout  Ir- 
regular and  possibly  illegal  use  of  classified 
documents,  the  chairman  of  Uic  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations  and  of  ite 
Permanent  Subcommittee  on  tovestlgatlons 
would  be  exercising  toe  tovestlgatory  power 
▼eated  to  tbe  Congrees  by  the  Constitution. 
This  would  be  true  even  though  employees  of 
the  executive  branch  should  communicate 
sucb  infonnation  to  him  to  diaobedienca  to 
Prealdentlal  orders. 

The  cosnmittee  doee  not  overtook  tbe  alle- 
gation that  toe  stetemente  of  Senator  Mc- 
Caxtkt  were  tantamount  to  tocltement  to 
employeee  of  the  executive  branch  to  violate 
tlie  provialons  of  the  espionage  Act  embraced 
in  19  United  States  Code  793  (d)  (e),  which 
are  couched  to  this  langtiage: 

"(d)  Whoever  having  lawful  poasesslon 
of  •  •  •  any  •  •  •  information  relating  to 
the  national  defense  which  information  the 
possessor  bas  reaaon  to  believe  cotild  be  used 
to  the  injury  of  toe  United  States  •  •  • 
wlllftilly  communicates  •  •  •  the  same  to 
any  n^-son  not  entitled  to  receive  it  *  •  • 
shall  lie  fined  not  more  than  $10,000  or 
Imprisoned  not  more  than  10  yeara,  or  both, 
"(e)  Whoever  having  unautooriaed  poa- 
aeealon  of  *  *  *  any  •  •  •  information  re- 
lating to  toe  national  defense  wtilch  infor- 
mation toe  posaeeor  has  reason  to  believe 
could  be  used  to  tbe  injxiry  of  toe  United 
Statee  •  •  •  willfully  oommunicatca  •  •  • 
tbe  same  to  any  poaon  not  entitled  to  re- 
ceive it  *  *  *  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
910,000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  10 
years,  or  boto." 
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■tototary  prorWoaa  do  not 
who  la  entltlad  to  raeelvw  inf onaattoa 

«"ir  *"  **^  ..-»«~^i    lirfMlBS        M 

code    leavaa    to    eoBiaetaiia    tb 
whether  the  dsOnlttasi  esnbodlad  to  to  L_ 
Statee  Oode  79g  (b)   appUaa  to  Ig  Ui 
StotesOodaTgg  (d)  (a).   Stoea  tt  te  a  . 
nal  rule  of  statotory  conatmction  that 
utes   defining   crimes  are   to  be   floaal 

strictly  against  the  Government  and  it ,. 

not  M>pear  that  toe  chairman  of  the  Ssaiato 
Committee  on  Government  Operatlooa  »»««1 
ite  Permanent  Saboammittee  on  Invartlfa- 
ttons  la  a  "peraon  not  entitled  to  raeelve' 
information  relating  to  the  national  defenee. 
within  the  pmvlew  of  18  United  Bkatca  Coda 
799  (d)  (a),  tba  aalaet  ~»-"r«ttrt  la  of  tha 
opinion  tbat  tha  atatemante  of  Sonator  licr 
CaaxHT  cannot  aasuredly  ba  rtneiiiwl.  under 
aU  the  facto  before  ua.  to  oonatttute  an  to- 
cltement to  ampioyesa  of  tha  eascoUvw 
branch  to  violate  tha  provlalona  of  tha 
Espionage  Act  embraoad  to  Ig  United  Stataa 
Oode  793  (d)   (e). 

C.  Findings  of  the  Oommlttea 
After  carefully  considering,  evaluating,  and 
weighing  the  evidence  and  teatimony  pre- 
sented at  toe  hearings,  and  oonstmlng  the 
applicable  legal  prtoclplee  tovolved.  the  aelect 
oonunlttee  is  of  toe  opinion — 

1.  That,  Insofar  as  Senator  McCaanrr  to- 
vlted Federal  employees  to  vapplj  him  With 
general  information  of  wrongdoing,  not  of  a 
classified  natote.  he  was  acttog  wttoto  bla 
prerogative  as  a  United  Statee  Senator  and 
as  head  of  an  tovestigatlve  arm  of  the  United 
Stat  "J  Senate,  and  was  not  Invttlng  such 
employees  to  violate  their  oath  of  odioe. 
Presidential  orders,  or  any  law. 

2-  That  toe  tovltation  of  Senator  lie- 
Caanrr,  made  during  the  hearings  befbra 
the  Special  Suboommlttee  on  tovestigationa 
of  the  Committee  on  Government  Operattona 
and  affirmed  and  reaaserted  at  the  beartags 
before  toe  ertect  ocnunlttee.  Is  itMoapUm 
to  toe  toterpretatlon  that  it  was  snfllelently 
broad  by  spedilc  language  and  nririisasij  tea- 
plication  to  include  information  and  doeu- 
mente  properly  claaaifled  by  executive  depart- 
ment beads  aa  containing  information  affect- 
ing the  national  aeeurtty. 

3.  However,  the  select  committee  is  eon- 
vlnced  tliat  the  invitation  so  made,  alBrmed, 
and  reasserted  by  Senator  McCaxniT  was 
motivated  by  a  sense  of  oOkslal  duty  and  not 
uttered  as  tbe  fruit  of  erU  design  or  vrronc- 
ful  intent.  ^^ 

4.  That  were  the  tovltation  as  made,  af- 
firmed, and  reaaaerted  to  be  acted  upcm  by 
the  Federal  employeee.  aa  to  daaatfled  mata- 
rtal  affecting  the  national  security,  the  or- 
derly and  constitutional  funetlontog  of  the 
executive  and  legtolaUve  brancbee  of  the 
Government  would  be  unduly  dtenpted  and 
impeded,  and  this  select  committee  wama 
such  employees  tbat  such  conduct  tovolves 
the  risk  of  effeettve  penalties. 

D.  Concluaiona 

The  select  oommittee  feels  compelled  to 
conclude  that  the  conduct  of  Htnatflr  Mc- 
Caxtbt  to  tovltlng  Federal  employooe  to 
supply  him  with  information,  without  ex- 
pressly excluding  therefrom  rlassllUd  docu- 
mente,  tends  to  create  a  dtarupticHi  of  tha 
orderly  and  constitutional  functioning  of  tha 
executive  and  leglalaUve  branebaa  of  tha 
Government,  which  tends  to  bring  boto  toto 
disrepute.  Such  conduct  cannot  ba  ooa- 
doned  and  is  deemed  improper. 

However,  the  committee,  preferring  to  giva 
Senator  McCaarsT  the  benefit  of  wimtever 
doubte  and  uncertainties  may  have  oonfuaed 
tbe  Issue  to  the  past,  and  to  recognition  of 
the  Senator's  reapoostbtotles  as  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Oovwnmant  Operatlona 
and  ite  Pennanent  Suboommlttee  on  toves- 
tlgatlons, does  not  feel  Justtoad  to  propostog 
his  acte  to  thla  particular  to  the  Sesiato  aa 
grouxid  for  censure. 

The  oommittee  reooounenda  that  tba  lead* 
ersblp  of  the  Senate  endeavor  to  arrange  a 
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'">•  crMinoflf  •ddnostf  tafora  tliis  oonuntt- 
te*  nUKflBt  to  tlrf*  Chitfge  was  crtrtrM  ftrnn 
tho  fill  HMMif  fcoiore  the  flpeeUl  Sabeooimtt- 
tM  oil  littvwtl^tioiis  if  or  flM  Onwimtttoo '  on 
<ktfm  liBttioifr  C^wnttkaM  (lloadt  oomndttM), 
tdfvtbir  wilb  mbw  twklmoBy  taken  at'ltovr- 
at  thla  aoiaet  eoma^tteo. 
Hm  eSMifo  la  baaed  upon  ttie  apeellleatlona 
la  aaoMBdBMnt  («)  propoaed  by 
Chaaiing  xacord,  p.  S)  and 
(18)  propoaad  by  Senator  FUh- 
■n  <&aartBf  raeord,  p.  6). 
VM  eharta  or  ehafftea-lnbarent  la 


Banator  IfoCABTKT  receired  and 
laatlal  information  unlawfuUy  ob- 


1.^ 


It 


tataad  tram  aa  aaacutlTe  department  elaMl- 
fled  doeoaMBt,  and  failed  to  rcatore  tbe  doeu- 

S.  ThailaaodolncbawaslnpaaBlbleTlola- 
tkm  at  tfea  aqsAt^oace  Act. 

t.  That  be  offerad  nich  laformatlon  to  a 
Bniste  aabcooua^ttee  In  tbe  f cvin  of  a  ipurl- 
one  doeomeiit. 

T^  evldanea  aiipportln«  tbaae  cbai;8ea  was 
In  part  daiived  |b  donitnentaiy  form  from 
tbe  raooed  of  tba  Mandt  aubecnBmlttee  bear- 
lagi  held  la  .^HirU.  liay.  and  June  I8S4.  and  in 
Pfrt  oral  taatlmcoiy  pceeented  before  the 
■elect  WMMWilhee, 

.  It  la  t|M  f^plntnn  o|  tbe  aeleet  committee 
tbat  OQoapetant.  aelemmt.  and  material  taaU- 
moi^  baa  been  aiibmltted  before  tbe  com- 
mittee to  auppoet  tbeebarfe  that  Senator 
McGabtht,  before  tbe  If undt  subcommittee, 
produced  wbat  purpcvted  to  be  a  copy  of  a 
letter  from  J.  Bdgar  ■Hoover,  Director  ot  tbe 
yedsral  Bureau  o(  Investlcatlon.  to  Major 
Oaneral  BtiUag.  Aaalstant  Cblef  of  Staff.  03. 
Army,  baerlnf  tb«  typed  wocda  "Peraonal  and 
Oonfldentlal  vta  ilialson,"  asserting  It  bad 
bOMi  la  the  Army  fllea  (beerlng  records,  pp. 
96  and  86)  and  sttggeatlng  this  was  one  of  a 
fsrlea  of  letters  from  tbe  FBI  to  the  Army 
«xmipilaln1ng  "about  the  bad  security  setup 
at"  tbe  rort  Monmouth  Signal  Cknps  Lab- 
oratory, and  fUrlag  laformatlon  on  certain 
ladlvlduala  (heartag  record,  p.  M):  that  Mr. 
Hoover,  after  etaralning  the  "letter.''  which 
was  dated  Jeauary  aa.  IBSl.  declared  that 
the  "letter"  waa  not  a  carbon  tagfy  or  a  copy 
or  any  caamuplcatkm  pr^Mted  or  sent  tiy 
the  ra  to  General  BoIUDg  (hearing  record. 
p.  60)  ho*  that  nhe  letter"  contained  In- 
fonaatton  Ideatteal  la  some  respects  with 
that  ■  wnwtatwed   la  a  IS-page  Interdepart- 

mwital  BiaiiMwaiiH from  the  TBI  to  Oen- 

«m  MBlat  of  the  Army,  dated  Janxiary  26. 
ItU.  mmtlmt  "Oonfldentlal  via  Liaison"; 
Ift.  Hoover  had  stated  that  "con- 
waa  the  hlgheet  elasslfleatlon  that 
pot  <m|  a  document  by  the  FBI 
(heartag  reeoid.  ^.  lio).  it  la  alK>  estab- 
Uehed  tha*  Senator  McCsbtht  urged  th«t 
the  doeuaMnt.  7%  pegeeln  length,  which  he 
ha4  imHttat  tram  aa  Anny  fiatelllgenoe  offl- 
oir  )M  aaade  available  to  the  public  (heartns 
weosd.  p.  HI).  ^* 

tt   is  fortlMr  estahltshed   that  Attorney 
.on  May  18.  1964.  advleed 

,  Wl«tl«  that  the  3)4 -iwge 

NBt  «■»  aoi  anftheatle;  that  portions 
of  the  >%'«•••  driwBMent  which  were  taken 
verbatim  from  tte  U-page  totardepartmental 

"oonfldentlal"  by 


tew;  this  weens  they  must  not  be  dlselcsed 
"m  the  best  Interests  of  the  national  secu- 
rity •  •  *.  It  would  not  be  In  the  public 
latsrest  to  declassify  the  document  or  any 
part  of  It  at  the  present  time"  (hearing  rec- 
ord, p.  116).  The  Attorney  General  fjirther 
stated  that  "If  the  'confidential'  claaslflca- 
tkm  of  the  FBI  reports  and  memoranda  is 
not  respected,  serious  and  Irreparable  harm 
wlllbe  done  to  the  FBI"  (hearing  record, 
p.  116). 

Despite  the  fact  that  the  Attorney  General 
had  ruled  that  the  document  was  a  claaslfled 
document.  Senator  McCastht  insisted  that 
all  security  Information  had  been  deleted 
from  It,  and  a  request  was  made  by  his  attor- 
ney as  follows: 

"Mr.  WnxiAMS.  I  want  to  read  it,  sir.  be- 
cause th^re  is  no  security  information '  In  it. 

"Tbe  C^AflucAM.  Are  you  offering  it  In 
evidence? 

"Mr.  WnxuMS.  Tea"  (p.  314  of  the  liear- 
Ings). 

But  Senator  McCastht  suggested  that  the 
names  contained  in  the  document  be  deleted 
(p.  Sae  of  the  hearings).  This  committee 
received  the  document  Into  the  possession 
ci  the  chairman,  without  making  public  tbe 
contents  (p.  337  of  the  bearings)  upofi  the 
advice  of  the  Attorney  Qeneral  that  the 
document  was  a  security  document  and  could 
not  be  declassltted  (p.  327  of  the  hearings). 
Thla  committee  thereupon  ruled  that  the 
3^ -page  doctunent  la  a  security  docianent 
and  that  the  Information  contained  in  it 
shoiild  be  kept  classified  (p.  328  of  the  hear- 
ings). 

Clifford  J.  Nelson,  of  the  Internal  Seeurity 
Division  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  tes- 
tified that  in  January  1951  the  word  "eonfl- 
dential"  was  the  only  classification  oflltially 
recognised  by  the  FBI  (p.  610  of  the  hear- 
ings): and  that  there  was  no  regidiation 
requiring  any  particular  way  of  imprltiting 
the  classification  designation  on  the  6ocu- 
ment  or  paper  (p.  511  of  the  hearings);  and 
that  it  was  not  necessary  for  Ooverninent 
agencies  "to  go  through  their  flies  and  *  •  • 
declassify  restricted  information^  when  a 
new  classification  order  was  promulgated 
(p.  613  of  the  hearings). 

Senator  McCaktht'b  position  was  that  the 
names  contained  In  the  document  were  not 
security  information  (p.  389  of  the  hear- 
ings); he  requested  that,  in  accordance  with 
the  rule  of  his  committee,  tbe  names  be 
deleted  if  the  document  be  made  peblic. 
"unices  •  •  •  the  Individual  named  can  ap- 
pear •  •  •  and  answer  the  charges  a^^lnst 
him"  (p.  389  of  the  hearings).  His  posi- 
tion also  was  that  he  had  presented  the 
docxuaent  to  the  Ifundt  committee  in  good 
faith  believing  it  was  a  copy  of  a  letter  in 
the  Army  files,  it  being  self-evident  that 
certain  information  had  been  deleted  (pp. 
397  and  417  of  the  hearings).  Pinall^,  he 
insisted  that  the  dociunent  and  the  infor- 
mation contained  therein  were  not  classified 
until  Attorney  General  Brownell  "claselfled 
it  diBlng  the  McCarthy  hearings";  and  "that 
it  was  not  classified  from  the  time  I  received 
It  until  the  time  that  Brownell  either  clas- 
sified It  or  attempted  to  classify  it"  (n,  432 
of  the  bearings);  "it  did  not  disclose  any 
secrets  of  our  national  defense  of  any  Hind' 
(p.  433  of  the  hearings). 

B.  Legal  Issues  Involved 
1.  What  were  the  statutes,  Executive  or- 
ders, and  directives  applicable  to  the  2V4- 
page  letter  or  document? 

3.  Was  the  2^4 -page  letter  or  documebt  or 
the  information  therein  classified? 

S.  Was  it  proper  for  Senator  McCast^t  to 
attempt  to  make  the  2^ -page  letter  or  docu- 
ment public? 

Congrew  has  long  recognized  the  nee«  for 
providing  legislation  authorizing  the  heads 
of  executive  departments  to  make  regulations 
relative  to  records  and  papers  within  their 
departments.  As  early  as  the  act  of  ^une 
22.  1874  (R.  8.,  sec.  161,  U.  S.  C,  title  18,  sec. 
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22),  the  Congress  authorized  the  heads  of 
executive  departments  to  prescribe  regula- 
tions, not  inconsistent  with  law,  controlling 
the  conduct  of  its  officers  and  cljn-ks,  and 
the  custody,  use,  and  preservation  of  Ite 
records  and  papers. 

This  early  act  is  cited  by  the  Detpartment 
of  Justice  Order  No.  3229,  filed  May  2,  1940 
(11  Fed.  Reg.  4920,  18  Fed.  Reg.  l908).  pro- 
tecting official  files,  documents,  records,  and 
information  In  the  offices  of  the  Department, 
including  the  Federal  Bureau  of  «ivestlga- 
tion,  as  "confidential,"  by  providing  that  "no 
officer  or  employee  may  permit  the  disclo- 
sure or  use  of  the  same  for  any  pwpoee  ex- 
cept in  the  discretion  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral." 

To  the  same  effect.  Presidential  directive 
of  March  13,  1948,  13  Federal  Register  1859. 
which  was  apparently  in  effect  in  May  and 
June  1963;  and  the  subsequent  llxecutlve 
Order  No.  10290  of  September  24,  |961.  set- 
ting up  a  system  of  classlflcatioQ  "to  the 
extent  not  Inconsistent  with  law."  The  reg- 
ulations promulgated  by  such  order  ex- 
pressly apply  only  to  classified  sedurlty  in- 
formation, which  term  Is  restricted  to  offlelel 
information  which  requires  safegxi^dlng  la 
the  interest  of  national  security.  It  re- 
Btricts  the  dissemination  of  claselfled  in- 
formation outside  the  executive  branch,  but 
authorizes  tbe  Attorney  General  oe  request 
to  Interpret  such  regulations,  in  connection 
with  any  problem  arising  thereun<ler. 

Of  partictUar  import  is  the  Department  of 
Justice  order  of  April  23.  1948,  directed  to 
the  "Heads  of  all  Government  Departments. 
Agencies  and  Commissions"  (see  t^timony 
of  Clifford  J.  Nelson,  of  the  Department  of 
Justice,  hearing  record,  p.  612)  pro«rldlng  aa 
follows : 

"As  you  are  aware,  the  Federal  Bureau  of  *• 
Investigation  fron>  time  to  time  makes  avail- 
able to  Government  departments,  agencies 
and  commissions  information  gathered  by 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  which  la 
of  interest  to  such  departments,  agjencies  or 
commissions.  These  reports  and  oommun- 
ications  are  confidential.  All  such  reports 
and  communications  are  the  propenty  of  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  and  the  sub- 
ject at  all  times  to  ite  control  a])d  to  all 
prlvUeges  which  the  Attorney  General  has 
as  to  the  use  or  disclosure  of  documents  of 
the  Department  of  Justice.  Any  department, 
agency  or  commission  receiving  such  reports 
or  comnrunlcations  is  merely  a  oustodlan 
thereof  for  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investl-  ,^ 
gatlon,  and  the  documents  or  commimica-  * 
tlons  are  subject  to  recall  at  any  tl»ie. 

"Neither  the  reports  and  communications 
nor  their  contents  may  be  disclosed  to  any 
outside  person  or  source  without  specific 
prior  approval  of  the  Attorney  General  c» 
of  the  Arslstant  to  the  Attorney  General 
or  an  Assistant  Attorney  General  acting  for 
the  Attorney  General.  . 

"Should  any  attempt  be  made,  whether 
by  request  or  subpena  or  motion  for  sub- 
pena  or  court  order,  or  otherwise,  to  obtain 
access  to  or  disclosure  of  any  such  report 
or  communication,  either  separately  or  as  a 
part  of  the  files  and  records  of  a  Govern- 
ment department,  agency,  or  commission 
and  reports  and  communications  Involved 
should  be  Immediately  returned  to  the  Fed- 
eral Bureau  of  Investigation  in  order  that 
a  decision  can  be  reached  by  me  or  by  my 
designated  representative  in  each  individual 
Instance  as  to  the  action  which  should  be 

This  order,  providing  that  all  reports  and 
communications  are  confldentUl  and  shall 
remain  the  property  of  and  Jlp  the  control 
of  the  FBI,  was  effective  in  Japuary  of  1961 

Executive  Order  10501.  dated  Nbvember 
6,  1953,  also  undertakes  to  safeguard  official 
information  In  the  interest  of  nati«>nal  de- 
fense, and  also  commits  to  the  Attorney 
General  the  interpreting  of  the  regiulations 
in  connection  with  the  problems  arising  out 
Of  their  administration. 
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We  mention  in  this  connection  the  Sspl- 
onage  Act  of  June  36.  1948  (cb.  646.  62  Stat. 
730;  18  U.  S.  C.  sees.  798  (d)  and  (e);  also 
ch.  646.  63  SUt.  786,  18  V.  S.  C.  793;  also  16 
n.  8.  C.  sec.  4,  ch.  046,  62  Stat.  664;  alao  ch. 
649.  62  Stat.  611.  amended  May  34.  1949.  ch. 
139,  sec.  46.  09  Stat.  96,  18  U.  8.  O.  3387). 
(a)  (1)  (3)  and  (b)  (cited  In  the  brtef 
of  committee  counsel,  supplement  to  the 
record,  p.  645  of  hearing  record)  as  showing 
a  legislative  Intent  to  protecrt  documents  re- 
lating to  national  security,  to  prevent  con- 
cealment of  felonies;  to  fcM>bld  publications 
or  disclosures  not  autboriaed  by  law  by  any 
officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  of 
information  coming  to  him  in  the  course  of 
his  employment  or  oOlclal  duty. 

These  statutes  are  referred  to  here  as 
afllrmative  evidence  of  congressional  co- 
operation with  tbe  Executive.  In  a  oonmion 
effort  to  discourage  unautborteed  dlaclosurea 
of  confidential  documenta  or  information 
relating  to  the  national  defense,  or  obtained 
in  the  course  of  oOcial  duties:  and  to  prevent 
interference  with  or  Impalnnent  of  the  loy- 
alty or  discipUns  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

All  the  cited  statutes,  Bzeeutlve  orders. 
and  directives  are  applicable  to  the  2^ -page 
letter  or  document. 

In  determining  whether  the  letter  or  doc- 
ument was  classified  or  contained  classified 
Information,  reference  must  be  made  to  tbe 
facts  which  have  been  esUbllshed  that  the 
contents  of  this  letter  or  doeunoent  was 
taken  from  the  18-page  Interdepartmental 
memorandum  dated  January  16.  1961,  from 
the  FBI  to  the  Army  marked  and  classified 
confidential;  tbat  the  letter  or  document  in 
some  respects  contained  Identical  language 
with  that  of  the  15-page  menkorandum;  and 
that  Senator  McCsaTwr  knew  in  May  of  19M 
when  he  acquired  the  3^ -page  letter  or  doc- 
ument that  it  had  been  in  part  extracted 
from  a  document  containing  security  in- 
formation and,  therefore,  a  classified  docu- 
ment. It  must  be  admitted,  and  In  fact  was 
so  admitted  by  Senator  McCsaTwr's  eoun- 
sel,  thst  the  material  copied  from  a  claselfled 
docuoaent  retains  the  same  classification  aa 
the  dociunent  from  which  it  is  copied  ( besr- 
Ing  record,  p.  763).  It  follows  tbat  tbe 
2>4-page  doctunent  retains  the  character  of 
a  classified  dociiment.  While  Senator  Mc- 
Caktrt  contends  that  the  deletion  of  certain 
Information  from  the  3 14 -page  doctunent 
renders  It  an  unclassified  document,  this 
position  overlooks  tbe  legal  necessity  tbat 
declassification  can  only  be  effected  by  a  le- 
gally constituted  authority.  Furthermore, 
the  Attorney  General  has  formaUy  ruled  that 
the  document  stUl  contains  security  infor- 
mation. The  committee,  after  examlnii^ 
the  document,  likewise  has  agreed  that  the 
2 14 -page  docxunent  oonUlns  security  infor- 
mation. 

Apart  from  these  considerations,  the  es- 
tablished fscU  show  that  Senator  McCsbtht 
attempted  to  make  public  over  nationwide 
television  the  contents  of  a  document  which 
he  believed  emanated  from  the  Federal  Bu- 
reau of  Investigation  to  tbe  Intelligence 
Department  of  the  Army  regarding  possible 
espionage  in  a  defense  installation  and  which 
bore  a  classified  or  confidential  marking. 
This  conduct  on  his  part  shows  a  disregard 
of  the  evident  purpose  to  be  served  by  such 
a  document  and  overlooks  tbe  serious  Im- 
port which  attaches  to  a  document  affecting 
the  national  def enae,  and  the  dangers  flowing 
from  causing  such  Information  to  become 
public  knowledge.  This  transgression  la 
nonetheless  grave  even  though  the  Senator 
personally  may  have  been,  as  he  contends, 
of  the  opinion  that  the  document  did  not 
contain  security  Information.  Thla  dlspoel- 
tlon  on  the  part  of  Senator  McCsbtbt  to 
determine  for  hlmaelf  what  is  or  is  not  se- 
curity information  regardless  of  the  evident 
classified  marking  on  a  document,  confirmed 
by  the  opinion  of  a  duly  constituted  agency 

authorized  to  make  such  a  ruling,  evidences 


a  lack  of  regard  for  responslbUlty  to  the  lawa 
and  regulations  providing  for  orderly  deter- 
mination of  such  matters.  This  conduct  on 
the  part  of  Senator  McCAarHT  is  all  the 
more  eerlous  when  considered  in  the  light  of 
the  act  of  June  26,  1946  (ch.  646,  62  Stat.  786. 
title  18.  sec.  793  (d)  and  (e) )  which  pro- 
vides that  whoever  having  lawful  or  unau- 
thorised poesesslon  of  any  document  relating 
to  national  defense  or  information  relating 
to  tbe  national  defense  which  information 
tbe  possessor  has  reason  to  believe  could  be 
used  to  the  injury  of  the  United  States, 
attempts  to  communicate  the  same  to  per- 
sons not  entitled  to  receive  it.  Is  an  offender 
against  the  criminal  laws  of  the  country. 

We  believe  under  the  facts  and  our  con- 
ception of  the  law  that  the  2% -page  docu- 
ment vras  s  legally  classified  document  en- 
titled to  the  protection  and  respect  legally 
surrounding  such  a  document,  and  binding 
on  all  civil  and  military  officers  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, as  well  as  on  all  employees  of  the 
Government. 

Such  a  conclusion  is  not  Inconsistent  with 
the  further  view  that  representatives  of  the 
legislative  branch  have  a  complete  legal  right 
to  obtain  acceas  to  such  documents  by  using 
the  methods  available  to  them  to  get  such 
Information  by  formal  request  to  the  classi- 
fying agency  or  to  the  Attorney  General  or 
to  the  President  himself.  It  is  only  when 
such  orderly  methods  are  rebuffed  that  an 
issue  between  two  coeq\iaJ  branches  of  the 
Government  ean  or  should  develop. 

It  follows  that  any  attempt  to  make  public 
tbe  contents  or  any  portion  of  this  2% -page 
document,  affecting  national  security,  would 
be  a  transgression  upon  authority.  When 
Senator  McCastbt  offered  to  mak  A  public 
this  document,  which  he  knew  involved  in- 
fomoation  irregularly  obtained  and  which  on 
its  face  carried  a  classification  of  "confiden- 
tlal"  by  the  FBI.  It  was  an  assumption  of 
authority  which  Itself  Is  disruptive  of  order- 
ly governmental  processes,  violative  of  ac- 
cepted comity  between  the  two  great 
branches  of  our  Government,  the  executive 
and  leglalatlve,  and  incompatible  with  the 
basic  tenets  of  effective  democracy. 

C.  Findings  of  the  Committee 
I.  During  tbe  hearings  before  tbe  Perma- 
nent Subcommittee  on  Investigations  of  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations.  Sen- 
ator McCabtht,  in  tbe  course  of  the  develop- 
ment of  bis  defense,  offered  to  make  public 
the  contents  of  a  document  bearing  tbe 
markings  or  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion. "Personal  and  Oonfldentlal  via  LUlson," 
whlcta  contained  claaslfled  Information  re- 
lating to  the  national  defence.  This  offer 
was  not  accepted  by  tbe  eoounlttee. 

3.  tn  offering  to  make  the  contents  of  the 
document  public.  Senator  McCjurrHT  acted 
in  tbe  bona  fide  belief  tbat  the  docinnent 
was  a  valid  rather  than  a  spurious  Instru- 
ment and  offered  It  in  evidence  as  such. 

D.  Concliialona 
The  eoamiltcsa  oondudsa  that  In  offering 
to  nuke  pubUe  tbe  contents  of  this  elassifled 
document  Senator  McCsarRT  colnnUtted 
grave  error.  He  manifested  a  hl^  degree 
of  IrreeponBlblllty  toward  the  purpoaee  of  the 
statutes  and  Kxacutive  directives  prohibiting 
the  dlaolosure  to  unauthorlaed  persons  of 
claaslfled  Information  or  information  relat- 
ing to  the  national  defense.  Be  should  have 
applied  in  advance  to  the  Attorney  General 
for  expreee  permission  to  use  the  document 
in  his  defense  under  adequate  safeguards,  or 
to  tbe  eomaUttee  to  receive  iu  contents  in 
evldenoe  in  an  executive  rather  than  an  open 
aeealon.  The  oommlttee  recogniaes,  how- 
ever, that  at  the  time  in  question  Senator 
MCCsaTRT  waa  under  the  stress  and  strain  of 
being  tried  or  investigated  by  the  subcom- 
mittee. He  offered  the  document  in  this 
investigation,  which  was  then  being  con- 
teeted  at  every  step  by  both  tides.    The  con- 


tents of  the  document  vrere  relevant  to  the 
subject  matter  tmder  Inquiry,  In  our  oplakm. 

These  mltigatlag  drctuastaaoae  are  uvUtk 
that  we  do  not  recommend  oensore  on  t|i9 
specifications  Included  in  category  m. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  this  conunlttee  that' It 
will  not  serve  the  necessary  purpoaee  of  thle 
Inquiry  to  make  public  tbe  3^ -page  doea- 
ment  or  any  part  of  the  contente  theivof .  If 
the  committee  had  been  of  different  ofria- 
ion.  the  chairman  would  have  been  aotbolv 
Ised,  in  light  of  the  opinions  of  the  Attorney 
General,  stUl  adhered  to  by  the  latter  ofltoer 
(p.  116  of  the  hearings),  to  direct  a  reqoeirt 
to  the  President  for  authority  to  declaselfy 
the  same.  Pending  the  final  action  of  the 
Senate  in  this  matter,  the  committee  baa  di- 
rected its  chairman  to  retain  physical  poe- 
sesslon of  this  document.  In  confidence.  Un- 
less the  Senate  otherwise  directs,  it  vrlll  he 
surrendered  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of  la- 
vestigatlon  for  such  disposition  as  shall  be 
proper  after  t^  Senate  has  concluded  tte 
consideration  4^  Senate  Resolution  801. 

IV 

Category  TV.    tneUlenti  fneolrfny  almeet  of 

eoUeaguea  in  the  Senmte 

A.  General  Discussion  and  Sununaiy  of 
Evidence 

Pursuant  to  the  category  deelgnatetf  1^ 
the  select  committee.  "IncMente  Xnvolvliig  ' 
Abiises  of  Colleagues  in  the  Senate."  it  re- 
ceived evidence  and  took  tastloMmy  relating 


Amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Fi  iiinaaa  to 
the  resolution  (S.  Bee.  301)  to  censure  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  Mr.  McCabtht,  vis: 

"(30)  He  has  ridiculed  his  coUeaguee  la 
the  Ssnate,  defaming  them  pubUcIy  In  vul- 
gar and  base  language  (regarding  Senator 
RziTDBicxsoH — '■!  living  miracle  without 
brains  or  guts';  on  FLUfOKas — 'Senile— Z 
think  they  shoiild  get  a  man  with  a  net  and 
take  him  to  a  good  quiet  place') ." 

Amendment  propoeed  by  Mr.  *s^»tv  to  the 
resolution  (8.  Res.  301)  to  censure  the  Sea- 
stor   from   Wisconsin,  Mr.  McCjjctht,  via: 

"(b)  Unfairly  accused  his  fellow  Senators 
Gnxjrm.  Mombomtt.  Hzmaacxaoir.  lUrtmm, 
and  Hknwings  of  Improper  conduct  la  CMrry* 
ing  out  their  duties  as  Senators." 

The  alleged  abuses  of  senatorial  ooHeaguee, 
considered  in  this  category,  result  from  cer> 
tain  oral  and  written  statements  of  Senator 
McCabtht  directed  by  him  to  and  about  cer- 
tain fellow  Members  of  the  Senate,  and  cen« 
ter  around  the  following  specUlc  ehargee: 

1.  That  Senator  McCabtbt  publicly  rMU- 
culed  and  defamed  Senator  Hawnaicxaoir  la 
vulgar  and  base  language  by  calling  him 
"*  *  *  a  living  miracle  without  bralna  or 
guts." 

2.  That  Senator  McCabtrt  publicly  ridi- 
culed and  defamed  Senator  FLAirsBBa  In  vul- 
gar and  base  language  by  saying  of  blm 
"Senile— I  think  they  should  get  a  man  with 
a  net  and  take  him  to  a  good  quiet  place.** 

3.  That  Senator  McCabtst  unfairly  a£- 
cused  Senators  GnjxrrK,  MomtamR',  Rait- 
D8ICKS0M,  Hatdkn,  and  Hammtoa  of  Improper 
conduct  in  carrying  out  their  aenatorlai 
dutlea. 

As  relating  to  this  category,  the  eeleet 
eamraXttam  received  documentary  evidence  ia 
the  form  of  correspondence  between  Senator 
McCabtht  and  the  Suboocnailttee  on  PrivU 
leges  and  Bectiona,  testimony  taken  before 
and  publlahed  by  the  Pwmanent  Subcom- 
mittee on  Inveedgatlons  of  the  Committee 
on  Government  Operationa.  being  part  of  the 
Army-McCarthy  hearings,  the  testimony  of 
two  reporters,  certain  other  record  evidence, 
and  the  testimony  of  Senator  McCabtht  li^ 
his  own  behalf. 

We  point  out  that  for  oonvenlence.aiwi  b^ 
reason  of  related  subject  matter,  the  select 
committee  has  already  considered  and  die* 
posed  of  two  of  the  charges  contained  la 
this  category,  being  tbe  chsage  that  «ff"fttiTr 
McCabtht  publicly  ridiculed  and  defamed 
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nnlalrly 
'.  Esif« 

out    ttMir    MSMtOVlAl 


iB  ttiis  mport  uiutar  I— 
OontMBpt  ct  th*  Banata  or  • 

Z¥.  ttMNffln.  wiu  b*  ra- 

antalBMl  In  tbm 

IV  aMWtor  yr^wn— 

UaOuamt  puldlelf  tldl- 

ir  ItAnaM.  la 

1»ngiit»,  bf  ealllac  him 

mat  oa  Asm  11.  itM, 
valkad  lato  th*  ■nut* 


«  fiMt  M«fliloa  MMUme* 
AiBjr-lfoOMrthy  bMrtasi,  MKl  vn- 

Botiet  of 
an  tiki  . 

CUsnnr  wlileb  h»  propoud  forthwitb  to  da- 
Ikfm  mk  Urn  Iwato  flocr;  tlMt  sborttf  tlMra- 
altar  laaatar  lloOMmn'  «aa  adtad  by  tha 
pcaM  to  aHwimant  on  Banator  Tlamwum^  in- 

upon  mada  tlila  lanuak  eonoaminc  Sanator 
'Wtummmi  *T  thkft  tbrnj  Aoold  p«  a  nan 
vMh  *  Bat  mtf  taka  klm  to  a  food  qvlat 

In  raapiaet  to  Sanator  McCabtht  aa 

'  ifloocL 

B,  Ooocttnlons 

n»  xmmajtkM  of  Soiatar  lioCjjmrr  eon- 
o«Blac  namlnr  Rjurma  «««  Mgblj  Im- 
propar.  XSia  commfttaa  flnda.  lurovrar,  that 
tlMf  vara  ladnead  by  Sanator  VlAXBaa*  eon- 
dnet  tB  fipaut  lo  Sanator  HCCUaTsr  In  tba 
Saaate  eaiicaia  iioam.  and  In  d^Terloc  pro- 
TocatlTa  apaaetoaa  ecooamlng  Senator  lic- 
Cabist  on  tba  Sonata  floor.  For  tliaae  rea- 
aona.  tba  comailttaa  rnnrlurtaa  the  ramarka 
with  rafacenoa  to  Senator  Rjunos  do  not 
conatltttta  a  ba^  for  canaure. 


Catefwy  T\  M^fden*  raleWwy  to  Mmiph  W. 
Zwteker.  a  faneral  ofleer  o/  M«  ilrmy  of 
the  United  B*kU$ 

A.  OaBioral  ZMpeucaion  and  Bununary  of 

Xvldenoe 

nila    category    refws    to    the    queetkm 

whetber  Sematnr  MoCAanrr  daoukt  be  cen- 

amrad  for  bla  traatmant  of  Oen.  Ralph  W. 

la  aon^Mctlon  irlth  Ganeral  Zwlck- 

bafora  tha  Senator  aa  a 

Ttke  partlitent  propoead  amendmenta  ara 
that  of  Senator  rm-mmact: 

*'<4)  WMtaout  taatUleatloB.  the  junior  Sen- 
Impugned  the  loyal^. 
ct  Oan.  Balph 
Ztrtakar." 

And  that  or  Sanator  Momb:     . 

"(e)  Aa  ebabnian  at  a  eommlttee.  geaortad 
to  abaalva  oonduet  In  hla  Intenogatton  of 
Oen,  Balph  Barkikar,  InolBdtBg  a  ebarga  that 
Oanaral  Zwleker  waa  unfit  to  wear  tba  unl- 
ftMrm.   dortaig   the    appearance    or   Oenenl 

Bubeommfttae  on  In^aatlgatlona  of  the  San- 
ate  CXMUBimae  on  Govamment  Operatlooa  on 
BBtaraary  18.  1M4." 
And  ^tat  of  lianator  Flamsbs: 
"(lb)  aa  baa  atta^ed.  defamed,  and  be- 
amlytibad    mllttary    heroea    of    the    United 
Btataa.  altbar  at  wltneaaae  before  bla  eom- 
talttaa  or  undaii  tha  doak  vt  iirtmunlty  of 
the  Banata  floor  (Oanaral  Zwleker,  Oenaral 
Ifarahan)."        , 
Tba  aaiaet  oommlttae  reatrleted  its  hear- 
to  the  oaae  of  Oanaral  Zwleker.    zta 
'  for  not  inquiring  Into  the  caae  of 
•(Klnat  Oanaral  Iftrtfiall  ap- 
pear la  part  VX  of  this  report. 


In  hla  aapartty  aa  chairman  of  tba  Per- 
gtt  Subcommittee  on  InTesttg»tlonn. 
McOtawrr  held  hearings  to  deter- 
Bina  whatbar  there  were  eq>lonage  acHLvitlea 
in  tha  radar  laboratory  at  FOrt  lionipouth. 
Oaweral  Zwleker  was  summoned  as  a  \tltneBS 
and  appeared  on  Vsbruary  18.  1954.  at  a 
baarlag  held  in  New  York.  N.  Y. 

Tba  aTldanoa  on  thla  phase  conslstad  of 
Ihe  raoorda  of  both  a  public  and  ez«putiva 
hearing,  the  testimony  of  William  J.  Har- 
ding. Jr..  who  was  a  spectator  at  the  public 
hearing,  tba  testimony  oX  Senator  McCarthy 
and  of  Oanaral  Zwleker,  the  testimony  of 
Oan.  Xbrka  B.  Lawton,  and  of  Capt.  \timam 
J.  Woodward,  a  medical  olBcer  who  accom- 
panied Oanaral  Zwleker  to  the  bearings,  and 
of  Jamas  M.  Juliana  and  C.  George  Aaastos, 
of  tha  ataff  of  the  Permanent  Subcommittee 
OB  iBvartlgatlona. 

Tbara  la  no  dlqiuta  concerning  tba  re- 
ported testimony  of  Oeneral  Zwlck«  and 
tba  quaatlona,  atatementa.  and  commnts  of 
Senator  MOOaanrr  during  tbe  bearings. 
Oanaral  Zwleker  attended  a  public  bearing, 
••  a  apaetator,  in  tbe  morning  of  Fabrti|u7  18. 
1864,  and  taatlflad  aa  a  wltnaaa  at  an  necu- 
tlTO  aaaalon  late  that  afternoon.  There  la 
dlq;>ute  aa  to  the  attitude  and  trutbflulness 
Of  Oenaral  Zwleker.  tbe  statenients  made  to 
and  about  him  by  Senator  McCabtbt  at  tbe 
eoneltiaion  of  tbe  ezecutlye  session  anH  con- 
camlng  alleged  utterances  of  General  SSk^cker 
prior  to  bis  testimony. 

Oen.  Klrke  B.  lAwton  testified  to  g  con- 
Tersatlon  which  he  bad  with  Oeneral 
Zwleker  at  Camp  Kilmer  sometime  before 
Oenaral  Zwleker  was  called  as  a  wltnops.  It 
waa  charged  that  General  Lawton  was 
"gagged"  by  bis  military  ruperlors.  but  after 
Oenaral  Xjawton  testified,  it  became  clear 
that  his  Inability  to  give  details  of  bla  con- 
veraaUon  with  General  Zwleker  was  npt  the 
result  of  any  military  secrecy  order  bgt  was 
the  reeult  of  bis  Inability  to  remember  any 
of  the  details  of  tbe  conversation,  dpneral 
Xiawton  teetlfled  that  General  Zwlcke^  gave 
him  the  impression  of  being  generally  op- 
posed to  Senator  McCastht  or  tbe  Senator's 
method  in  investigation.  He  could  oot  re- 
member any  words  used  by  General  Zwleker 
but  waa  permitted  to  testify  to  bis  general 
la&presBlon  and  conclusion  as  to  tbe  elfect  of 
General  Zwlck^'s  remarks. 

William  J.  Harding,  Jr.,  who  was  a  at>ecta- 
tor  at  the  morning  pubUc  session  of  th4  bear- 
ing held  by  Senator  McCaktht  in  New  York 
on  February  18.  1S64.  testified  that  he  was 
seated  near  Oeneral  Zwleker.  In  the  mom- 
teg  session.  General  Zwleker  also  was  a  spec- 
Utor.  Mr.  Harding  stated  that  Senator 
IfoCAanrr  addreesed  a  question  to  General 
Zwleker,  who  was  then  seated  in  tbe  audi- 
ence, and  that  General  Zwleker  replied  to 
tha  quaatkm.  As  General  Zwicker  aeated 
hlmaelf.  afta  replying  to  tbe  Senator's  ques- 
tion. Mr.  Harding  testified  that  the  general 
^muttered  under  his  breath  the  letters 
"s.  o.  b."  with  reference  to  Senatot  Mc- 
Cabtbt. 

<nunas  M.  Juliana  and  C.  George  Aaastos, 
msmbers  of  the  staff  of  the  Permanent  Sub- 
ooBunltteo  on  InTeatlgatlons,  were  called  as 
wttneaaea  by  the  select  committee.  Mr. 
Juliana  testified  that  be  saw  Oeneral  ZWicker 
at  Oamp  Kilmer  on  Fetanary  13,  1964,  I  days 
before  tba  ai^aaranee  of  General  Zwicker  as 
a  wltnaaa  before  Senator  McCabtht  in  Mew 
York.  On  rebruary  13.  1954,  Mr.  Juliana  re- 
oaiTad  from  General  Zwicker  a  copy  of  tha 
Army  order  directing  the  honorable  dis- 
charge of  MaJ.  Irving  Peress.  In  tb«  New 
York  hearing.  Senator  McCaktht  triad  to 
eatabllsh  who  was  responsible  for  tt«  ad- 
vaneement  of  Peress  from  captain  to  majc«'. 
and  who  was  responsible  for  his  separation 
and  dlacharge  from  tbe  military  servlo^,  the 
latter  having  occurred  after  he  had  claimed 
tha  protection  Of  the  fifth  amendment  as  to 
his  Communist  connections  and  activities,  at 
a  bearing  before  Senator  McCarthy.     (The 


separation  order  was  read  into  tha  reoord  at 
these  hearmgs  before  tbe  selaot  oofnmlttee.) 
Mr.  Juliana  also  testified  that  his  oppy  of  tha 
Peress  separation  order  was  produOad  at  tha 
hearing  of  February  18.  1964.  and  banded  by 
blm  either  to  Soiator  McCabtbt.  or  to  Boy 
M.  Oohn,  counsel  for  the  subooDun|ttee. 

Under  examination  by  counsel  f  ^  Senator 
McCabtht.  Mr.  Juliana  stated  that  when  he 
talked  to  General  Zwicker,  General  Zwleker 
said  that  he  had  been  in  contact  with  Waah- 
ington.  prior  to  dlacharglng  Major  Peress  on 
February  3.  1964.  relative  to  tbe  Parses  mat- 
ter, and  that  he.  Mr.  Juliana,  hikl  ao  in- 
formed Senator  McCabtbt  prior  to  February 
18.  1964. 

C.  George  Anastos  testified  that  be  talked 
with  Oeneral  Zwicker  about  tbe  Pfrsss  ease, 
by  telephone  on  January  22.  19M<  Oanaral 
Zwicker  gave  him  tha  nama  of  rgaaa,  and 
auted  that  tha  flla  ahowed  there  iraa  infor- 
mation that  Paraaa  and  hla  wife  Owaal  vert 
or  had  been  E*  Communist  J  Cottmitnlsts. 
and  tbat  in  August  1958  Parses  bad  refused 
to  answer  a  loyalty  questionnaire.  There  waa 
reference  made  also,  according  to  itr.  Anaa- 
toa.  to  an  Army  effort  to  gat  Paraaa  out  of  tha 
service.  This  testimony  Is  in  contrast  with 
that  of  Oeneral  Zwicker  tbat  be  dill  not  give 
to  Mr.  Anastos  any  information  contained 
in  tbe  Perees  classified  personnelflle.  The 
next  day,  according  to  Mr.  Anastoi,  General 
Zwicker  called  him  voluntarily  and  told  >>»i«« 
of  the  Pereee  separation  order. 

Major  Peress  was  exammed  by  Chairman 
McCabtbt  on  January  30,  1964.  Ea  had  been 
promoted  on  November  2.  1958.  de  received 
an  honorable  dlacharge  on  February  2,  1954. 

It  was  the  contention  of  Senator  McCab- 
tbt that  Oeneral  Zwicker  waa  mosf  arrogant. 
Toy  irritating,  and  evasive,  that  be  was  im- 
truthful  in  his  testimony,  and  that  he  was 
"covering  up"  for  his  superiors.  General 
Zwicker  stood  upon  his  testimony  and  con- 
tended that  he  had  been  truthful  In  all  re- 
spects and  as  frank  as  he  could  be  in  view 
of  tbe  military  restrictions  upon  bis  testi- 
mony. General  Zwicker  also  contetidsd  that 
Senator  McCabtht  had  full  knoirledge  of 
General  Zwlcker's  attitude  and  cooduet  with 
reference  to  the  Peress  case,  and  that  this 
made  Senator  McCabtht  rs  treatmertt  of  him 
unjustified  and  unwarranted.  General 
^wicker  appeared  as  a  witness  at  the  invita- 
tion of  the  select  committee.  I 

B.  Findings  of  Fact 
From  the  evidence  and  testimony  taken 
with   reference   to   this   fifth   catdgory,   tbe 
select  committee  finds  the  following  facts: 

1.  In  connection  with  this  Incidfnt.  Sena- 
tor McCabtht  waa  acting  as  chairman  of  tbe 
Senate  Committee  on  Oovernmeat  Opera- 
tions and  chairman  of  its  Permanent  Sub- 
committee on  Investigations  (pp.  89  and  183 
of  the  hearings). 

2.  Ralph  W.  Zwicker  is  a  brigadier  general 
of  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  a  graduate 
of  West  Point  MUltary  Academy,  and  an  Army 
officer  since  1927  (p.  80  of  the  hea|-lngs). 

3.  From  July  1953  to  Aiigust  1964,  General 
Zwicker  was  tbe  commanding  oOcef  at  Camp 
Kilmer,  an  Army  separation  cent*  (pp  70 
and  81  of  the  bearings). 

4.  Senator  McCabtht  began  looking  Into 
the  Peress  matter  m  November  19$3  (p  182 
of  tbe  hearings). 

5.  In  Ute  November  or  December  1963. 
General  Zwicker  had  a  eonveiaatlon  with 
Gen.  Klrke  B.  Lawton.  and  gave  General  Law- 
ton  the  Impression  that  he  was  antagonisUe 
toward  Senator  McCabtht  (p.  438  of  the 
hearings). 

8.  On  January  22.  1954,  C.  Gwvga  Anastoa, 
a  member  of  the  staff  of  the  Permanent  Sub- 
c<nnmlttee  on  Investigations,  talked  to  Gen- 
eral Zwleker  by  telephone;  the  gei^eral  gave 
him  the  name  of  Peress  and  made  tome  ref- 
erence to  the  letter's  Communist  connections 
(p.  619  of  the  hearings). 
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7.  This  Information  was  reported  to  Boy 
Cohn  and  Frank  Carr  at  ttie  suboonunittee 
staff  (p.  619  of  the  hearlngH). 

8.  On  February  18.  1964.  Oenaral  Zwicker 
talked  to  James  C.  Juliana,  another  member 
of  the  subconunlttee's  staff,  and  gave  to  Mr. 
Juliana  a  copy  of  tbe  Perees  separation  order 
(p.  618  of  the  hearings). 

9.  This  copy  was  available  to  Satutor  Mc- 
Cabtht at  the  New  York  heiulng  of  February 
18,  1964  (pp.  78,  616.  and  618  of  tbe  hear- 
logs). 

10.  On  the  same  date,  Oeneral  Zwicker  also 
told  Mr.  Juliana  that  ha  wsa  opposed  to  giv- 
ing Pereaa  an  honorable  dlacharge  and  had 
been  In  touch  with  Waabington  about  the 
matter  (p.  617  of  tha  haartnyi). 

11.  This  was  reported  by  Mr.  Juliana  to 
Senator  McCabtbt  soom  daya  before  Fib- 
ruary  18,  1954  (pp.  188.  180.  SSS,  and  817  of 
tbe  hearings). 

12.  Major  Paraaa  waa  aunimonad  to  appear 
before  tbe  permanent  aulKommlttea  by  re- 
quest made  on  January  SI8,  1964.  and  ap- 
peared on  January  SO,  19M  (p.  188  of  tha 
hearinp). 

13.  Senator  MoCAarKT  and  Oanaral  Zwlek- 
er met  for  tba  first  tUne  on  February  18.  1964 
(p.  330  of  tbe  hearings). 

14.  They  bad  a  pleasant  social  conversa- 
tion during  the  lunch  Intarmlaalon  (p.  468 
of  the  bearlngB). 

15.  There  waa  a  public  hearing  during  the 
morning  of  February  18.  1964.  attended  by 
General  Zwicker  aa  a  apaetator  (p.  466  of  the 
hearings). 

16.  During  thla  morning  aaaalon.  William 
J.  Harding,  Jr..  teatifled.  after  General 
Zwicker  had  answered  a  qiieetlon  of  Senator 
McCabtht,  tbat  he  beard  General  Zwicker 
mutter  under  his  breath.  "You  s.  o.  b..  and 
(turning  to  bis  companions)  said.  "You  sae. 
I  told  you  what  we'd  gat"  (p.  179  of  tha  hear- 
ings). 

17.  General  Zwicker  testified  be  had  no 
recollection  of  and  knew  at  no  reason  for 
making  such  an  utterance  (p.  468  of  the 
hearings) . 

18.  Senator  McCabtht  did  not  know  of  tha 
Bardmg  incident  when  be  examined  Oeneral 
Zwicker  (p.  204  of  tbe  hearings). 

19.  Oeneral  Zwicker  was  called  as  a  wit- 
ness at  an  executive  aaaalon  before  Senator 
McCabtht,  aittlng  aa  a  subcommittee  of  one. 
about  4:30  p.  m.  on  February  18.  1954  (pp. 
69  and  190  of  the  hearings) . 

20.  At  tbe  beginning  of  the  hearing,  under 
examination  by  Mr.  Cohn,  Oeneral  Zwicker 
testified  that  if  he  were  in  a  poaltion  to  do 
so,  that  he  would  be  glad  to  tell  what  stepe 
be  took  "and  others  took  at  Kilmer  to  take 
action  against  Peress  a  long  time  before  ac- 
tion was  finally  forced  by  the  committee.'* 
and  that  the  Information  would  not  reflect 
unfavorably  on  General  Zwicker  ch'  "on  a 
number  of  other  people  at  Kilmer  and  the 
First  Army"  (p.  70  of  tbe  hearings). 

21.  Senator  McCabtbt  then  took  over  the 
examination  of  Oeneral  Zwicker  in  an  effort 
to  bring  out  that  tbe  general's  information. 
If  given  in  evidence,  "would  reflect  unfavor- 
ably on  aome  of  them,  of  courae"  (p.  70  of 
the  hearings). 

22.  Senator  McCabtbt  then  ordered  the 
witness  to  reply  to  tbe  question  whether 
somebody  kept  Pereaa  on.  knowing  he  waa  a 
Communist,  and  Oeneral  Zwicker  reaponded 
tbat  he  reapectfiUly  declined  to  answer  since 
he  waa  not  permitted  to  do  ao  tmder  tha 
Presidential  directive  (p.  70  of  the  hearings) . 

23.  General  Zwicker  tried  unsuccessfully 
to  have  this  Presidential  directive  read  at  the 
hearing  before  Senator  McCabtbt  (p.  864  of 
the  hearings). 

24.  Senator  McCabtrt  stated  that  he  waa 
familiar  with  tbe  provlaloiM  of  tha  Preal- 
dentlal  directive  (p.  364  of  the  hearings). 

25.  The  Presidential  directive  of  March  18, 
1948,  provided: 

"In  order  to  Insure  tbe  fair  and  Just  dis- 
position of  loyalty  casee  •  •  •  reporte  ren- 
dered by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 


tion and  other  Investigative  agencies  of  the 
exeeotive  branch  are  to  be  regarded  as  con- 
fidential •  •  •  and  files  relative  to  the  loy- 
alty of  employeea  *  •  •  abaU  be  maintained 
in  oonfidenee  *  •  *." — Habbt  S.  'nmicAN. 

(P.  487  of  tbe  hearings.) 

28.  Senator  McCabtbt  then  ssked  Oeneral 
Zwicker  whether  he  knew  on  the  day  an 
honorable  discharge  was  signed  for  Peresa 
that  Peress  had  refused  to  answer  certain 
questions  before  the  subcommittee,  and  Gen- 
eral Zwleker  replied :  "Wo,  sir,  not  spedfieaUy 
on  answering  any  questions,  I  knew  he  had 
appeared  before  your  committee"  (p.  70  of 
the  baaringa). 

37.  When  asked  whether  he  "knew  gener- 
ally that  he  |  Perees  |  had  refused  to  tell 
whether  be  was  a  Conmiunist,"  Oeneral 
Zwlckar  replied:  "I  dont  recall  whether  ha 
rafuaad  to  tall  whether  ha  waa  a  Communist'' 
(p.  71  of  tba  baaringa). 

38.  Oanaral  Zwicker  testified  that  ha  bad 
read  the  preaa  releases  about  Pereee.  and 
knew  that  Perees  had  taken  refuge  in  tbe 
fifth  amandment,  but  that  ha  did  not  know 
apaelfleaUy  that  Paraaa  bad  rafuaad  to  an- 
awar  quaaUona  about  his  Communlat  actlvl- 
tlea  (p.  71  of  tbeJiearlngs). 

20.  Sanator  BfoCASTBT  then  told  tbe  wit- 
ness: "Oeneral.  let's  try  and  be  truthful.  I 
am  going  to  keep  you  bare  aa  long  aa  you 
keep  badglng  and  hemming"  (p.  71  of  the 
hearings). 

30.  The  following  then  occurred: 
"Oenaral  Zwickxb.  I  am  not  hedging. 
"The  CBAoutAM.  Or  hawing. 

"General  Zwickxb.  I  am  not  hawing,  and 
I  dont  like  to  have  anyone  Impugn  my 
honeety.  which  you  Just  about  did. 

"me  CHAnucAw.  Blther  your  honesty  or 
your  intelllgenee:  I  cant  help  impugning 
one  or  tba  other,  when  you  teU  us  that  a 
major  In  your  command  who  waa  known  to 
you  to  have  been  before  a  Senate  committee, 
and  of  whom  you  read  the  press  releasee  very 
carefully — to  now  have  you  sit  here  and 
tell  us  that  you  did  not  know  whether  he 
refuaed  to  answer  questions  about  Commu- 
nlat aetlTltlaa.  I  had  aeen  all  the  preaa  re- 
leaaee.  and  they  all  dealt  with  that.  So 
when  you  do  that,  Oenaral,  if  you  will 
pardon  me,  I  cannot  help  but  queetlon'eitber 
your  honesty  or  your  intelligence,  oim  or  the 
other.    I  want  to  be  frank  with  you  bn  that. 

"Now.  la  It  your  taatimony  now  that  at  the 
time  you  read  the  stories  about  Major  Pereaa. 
that  yon  did  not  know  that  he  bad  refused 
to  answer  questions  before  this  committee 
about  bla  OommunL:t  activltiesT 

"General  Zwkx^.  I  am  sura  I  bad  tbat 
impreaalon. 

"The  CwAiBMAw.  Were  you  aware  that  the 
major  waa  being  given  an  honorable  dla- 
charge •  •  •. 

"The  CwAumsw.  Did  you  also  read  the 
atorlaa  about  my  letter  to  Secretary  of  the 
Army  Stevens  in  which  I  requceted  or.  rather, 
suggeeted  that  this  man  be  court-martialed, 
and  that  anyone  tbat  protected  blm  or  cov- 
ered up  for  him  be  court-martialed? 

"Oanaral  Zwicxn.  Yea,  air"  (pp.  71  and 
72  of  the  hearings). 

31.  Aa  to  the  Perees  dlacharge.  Oeneral 
Zwlckar  testified: 

"The  Cbabman.  Who  ordered  his  dis- 
charge? 

"Oeneral  Zwickb.  The  Department  of  the 
Army. 

"Tba  Chaoucak.  Who  in  the  Department? 

"General  Zwioub.  That  I  cant  answer. 

"Mr.  Oohm.  Tbat  lent  a  security  matter? 

"Oanaral  ZwicKxa.  No.  I  dont  know. 
Kxcuae  me. 

"Mr.  Cobb.  Who  did  you  Ulk  to?  You 
talked  to  somabody? 

"General  ZwxaLBB.  No;  I  did  not. 

"Mr.  OoBX.  How  did  you  know  he  should 
be  dlacbargad? 

"Oenaral  Zwiocbl  Tou  alao  have  a  oopy 
of  this.  I  dont  know  why  you  asked  me 
for  it.  This  Is  the  order  under  which  he 
waa  dlacharged.  a  oopy  of  that  order." 


And  also? 

"The  CBABicAir.  Did  you  take  any  atepa  tb 
have  him  retained  until  the  Secretary  of  tba 
Army  oould  decide  whether  ba  abould  ba 
court-martialed? 

"General  Zwicxxa.  MO.  air. 

"The  Cbazbmab.  Did  it  occur  to  you  that 
you  should? 

"General  Zwickib.  No,  air. 

"The  CwATBmw.  Could  you  bava  takaa 
such  steps? 

"General  ZwacKxa.  No,  air. 

"Tbe  Cbauucab.  In  other  worda.  than  Isi 
nothing  you  could  bava  dona;  la  tbat  your 
atatement? 

"General  Zwickbb.  Tbat  la  my  optnlOB" 
(p.  72  of  the  hearings) . 

82.  The  Fareas  dlaeharfa  order  waa  dated 
January  18.  1964,  wa*  raeatvad  by  OaMrat 
Zwlckar  on  January  98. 1984,  and  provldad: 

"a.  That  Pereaa  ba  reUavad  from  aettva 
duty  and  honorably  dlacharfad. 

"b.  That  this  be  at  tbe  tfeaira  of  rarssa 
'but  to  any  event  not  tetar  tbaa  90  days  fNoi 
data  of  raoa4>t  of  tbla  lattaf"  (p.  484  of  tb* 
hearings). 

33.  Major  Pereaa  aakad  for  bla  dladiarfa  on 
February  1.  1964,  and  he  waa  dlsehargad  tba 
next  day  (p.  488  of  the  hearlnff). 

84.  Senator  McCabtbt  bad  read  tba  _ 
discharge  order,  and  knew  about  It  on 
ruary   2.    1964    (pp.    198    and   888   of   tba 
hearings). 

36.  Senator  moCabtbt  then  axaaiined  Gen- 
eral Zwicker  as  follows: 

"The  CBAnucAB.  Let  me  aak  thla  quaatltm. 
If  this  man.  after  the  ardet  came  up,  aft« 
the  order  of  the  18th  came  up.  prior  to  hla 
geUlng  an  honorable  discharge,  were  guUty 
of  some  crime — let  us  say  tliat  he  held  up  a 
bank  or  stole  an  automobile,  and  you  beaHl 
of  that  the  (tey  before,  let's  aay  you  heard  ok 
it  the  same  day  that  you  heard  of  my  lat- 
ter— could  you  then  have  taken  stepe  to  pre* 
vent  his  discharge,  or  would  be  haw  avto^ 
matically  been  discharged? 

"General  Zwiubbb.  I  would  have  daflattaty 
taken  steps  to  prevent  dlacbarga. 

"The  CHAmicAW.  In  other  wonta.  If  yo« 
foimd  tbat  be  was  guilty  of  impropsr  eim*- 
duct,  conduct  unbecoming  an  olficar,  wa  wHk 
say.  then  you  would  not  have  allcrwed  tha 
honoraUe  dlacharge  to  go  Uirougb.  would 
you?  I 

"General  Zwickbb.  If  it  wen  outalda  tb8 
directive  of  this  order? 

"The  Chatsihw.  Well,  yes;  let's  say  tt  waia 
outalde  the  directive. 

"General  Zwickbb.  Then  I  certainly  would 
never  have  dlacbargad  blm  until  tbat  part  of 

"The  CHAntMAB.  X«t  ue  eay  he  went  out 
and  stole  860  the  night  before. 

"General  Zwkxbb.  Be  wouldn't  bava  baia 
dlacharged. 

"The  Chauucab.  Do  you  tblak  ataallaf  888 
is  more  serious  than  being  a  traitor  to  tha. 
country  as  part  of  the  Oooamunlat  eon* 
splracy? 

"Oenaral  Zwickbb.  Ibat,  air,  waa  not  my 
decision. 

"The  Chaibmah.  Tou  aald  If  you  laamad 
that  he  stole  860,  you  would  have  prevented 
his  discharge.  You  did  team  aomethlng 
much  more  serious  than  that.  Yon  laamad 
that  be  had  refuaed  to  ten  whether  ba  waa  a 
Communlat.  You  laamad  tbat  tba  cbalnaaa 
of  a  Senate  oommlttae  aanaatad  that  ba  ba 
oourt-martlalad.  And  you  aay  If  ba  bad 
stolen  geo  he  vrould  not  have  gotten  the  hea^ 
orable  dlacharge.  But  mer^  being  a  part  o^ 
the  Communlat  eonaptamey,  and  tba  cbairt 
man  of  the  committee  asking  that  ba  ba 
court-martialed,  would  not  give  you  groundl 
for  holding  up  his  dladiarga.   Is  tbat  eorreett 

"Oeneral  ZwicKxa.  Under  the  terms  of  thla 
letter,  that  la  correct,  MT.  Obatnaan. 

"Hie  Chaibmah.  Tbat  latter  aaya  aoUiinf 
about  stealing  880,  and  It  does  not  aay  any^ 
thing  about  being  a  Communlat.  It  doaa  noi 
aay  anything  about  his  appaaranoa  baforq 
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rwMaadsout. 
fiUBk  foa  aa«4  *  btt  tldlralom. 
Am  ym  «y  ttek  ior  MQi  fou 
his  baliiK  «Mlia>ita.  bat  for 
!  m  part  o<  M»  0H«gplr«py  f  aMteay  thte 
I  MUM  not  pt«««a»  Ikla  dfMBbfMfe7 
v^  -UMMni  ZwwBB.  Z  did  not  i^r  ttutt.  air. 
'Tb*  Cwiiiitaw  &«tlfr  fo  «Mr  tlut.  Ton 
4Hd  Mf  If  TM  IMud  out  IM  atol*  •»  th« 
Bl^b*  btftar*.  ha  voold  not  have  fottaA  an 
tlia  aaat  waantxt^t 
Tbmlt  la  eonaet. 
Ton  dkt  laam.  did  jna 
not.  from  ttaa  xumttptiptit  xmparta,  tbat  thla 
waa  waa  part  at  ttaa  GcMBBMinlat  eooqilraey. 
or  at  laaat  that  there  wae  atmeg  andenea 
Didat  you  ttalsk  that 
thaftof  MOf 


.  and  thflca  «aa  arldnioe.  Mr. 


DoBt  you  glTe  me  that 

•M  aaaa.  that  ha  had  atntan 

I  haa  aot  been  trted  for 


TlMt  la  oatxaet    He 

WoVM  ran  Kalt  vntU  he 
fer  eteallnc  the  tM  before  jcnx 
hte  hoaaraMe  diacfaaigef 

Bthar  triad  or  enn- 
orated. 

"The  naiiaw.  Ton  -wrndd  hidd  up  the 

dteeharce  until  he  waa  tited  or  azoneratedy 

"Ofloaral  Zwmaam.  rot  ataaltag  the  $50; 

"TbaCtBUBmar.  But  if  yon  heard  that  tbla 
•«tialftaau.te  other  wonla.  inataad  of 
«M  from  the  ear- 
lBt%  aiV  you  Jbaaid  that  he  waa  a 
ha  betaapad  to  the  Ooauaaalrt  ooa- 
tba*  a  aeaate  oonaadttae  had  the 
to  that  MKiet.   TUan  would 
I  until  he  WM  either 
eaonerated  or  trladV 

Z   aa&    not    feolas    to 
'  that  qneetioa.  Z  daB%  beilava.  the  way 
7W  Want  ttt  ctr. 

'mm  Chuflocaar.  Z  joat  want  you  to  ten  ma 
thajwith.  ■ 

"Oaianl  Smaamm.  On  an  of  the  evldcaoe 
or  aavthtBC  that  had  been  praaented  to  me 
aa  Oemmandlng  General  of  Camp  KUmer.  Z 
had  ao  aattMtt^to  letala  htaa  la  the  aerr- 
lee." 


-Th»  CBAxncur.  Tou  aay  that  If  you  had 
haittd  that  hahid  atolen  9MO,  then  you  eould 
ord«  hiaa  ntatnad.  But  when  you  heard 
that  ha  waa  part  of  the  Oommnnlat  con- 
•Ptoner.  that  aubaaqoeat  to  the  time  the 
orden  were  lamed  a  Senate  eoBuatttee  took 
the  artdMiee  under  oath  that  he  waa  part  of 
the  couplraey.  you  aay  that  would  not  aDow 
yon  to  hcdd  «p  hla  dtodiazfar 

"Oanotal  Swxxaa.  Z  waa  never  oOdaUy  In- 
fonned  by  aayaae  that  he  waa  part  of  the 
Commnnlet  oonmlracy,  Mr.  Senator.  . 

'TTha  careiwaew.  Wen.  lat%  aee  now.  Tou 
oytty t  you  were  never  oOlclaUy  Inf onnedY 

"Tha  Oatiawaa.  Zf  yon  heard  that  he  had 
attritea  tM  fisat  aomaona  down  the  straett  if 
you  did  aot  hear  It  oAelatly.  then  eould  you 
hold  up  hi*  diaeharfet  Or  la  there  aome 
poenllar  way_foo  awiat  hear  It? 

"Oaaani  Swaona.  Z  believe,  ao.  yee.  air; 
uatU  Z  waa  aatlaflad  that  ha  had  or  hadnt* 
one  way  or  tha  other. 

"Tbm  Oaiiamw.  Tou  would  not  need  any 
oAdal  aotlfleatloa  ao  far  aa  the  60  bueka  la 


Tea. 
&it  yon  aay  Inaofar  ai 
tha  OnoiBiunlat  ooaq^lraey  la  conoemed,  you 
need  an  odMal  aetldeatton? 

"Oanaral  Swacxaa.  Tee.  efr;  beeanse  Z  was 
eetlnc  on  aa  oAelal  order,  having  pracedenee 
over  that. 


CaaaMAK.  How  ahoiit  the  $Bt>1  Zf 
oaa  at  your  bmu  eame  In  a  half  hour  Hf  ore 
Jm  got  hla  honorable  dlaeharge  aiul  aaid. 
HlaBaral.  I  Juat  heard  downtown  fipm  a 
pcdloe  oWeer  that  this  man  broke  into  a 
■tare  last  night  and  stole  $60,'  you  Would 
aot  give  htm  an  honorable  discharge  untU 
fou  had  cheeked  the  case  and  found  out 
whether  that  was  true  or  not;  wouldi  youf 

"Oaneral  Zwicaxa.  I  would  expect  the  au- 
thorltlaa  from  downtown  to  inform  aie  ot 
that  or.  let's  say,  someone  In  a  poslttpn  to 
auspeet  that  be  did  it. 

"The  Chjjmuam.  Let's  say  one  of  the 
trusted  privates  In  your  command  ca^e  in 
to  you  and  aald.  Oeneral,  I  was  Just  down- 
town and  I  have  evidence  that  Major  Fereas 
broke  Into  a  store  and  stole  $60.'  You 
WDUldnt  disebarge  blzn  until  you  had 
Cheeked  the  factB,  seen  whether  or  not  the 
private  was  telling  the  truth  and  seen 
whether  or  not  he  had  stolen  the  $GOf 

"Genwal  ZwicKza.  No:  I  don't  beltere  I 
would.  I  would  make  a  cbeck.  c^rtaiidy,  to 
chaofc  the  atory"  <pp.  73-74  <^  the  hearings). 

M.  The  esamluatlcm  then  proceeded  on 
•  furthv  hypothetical  basis  as  folloiis: 

"The  CHAianAW.  Do  you  tblnk.  G«oeral. 
ttiat  anyone  who  Is  responsible  for  glytng 
an  honorable  discharge  to  a  man  who  has 
been  named  under  oath  as  a  member  ^t  the 
Oommunlst  conspiracy  should  himself  t>e  re- 
moved ftom  the  military? 

"General  Zwxcksb.  Tou  are  speaking  of 
genendltles  now,  and  not  on  specifics — la 
that  right,  sir,  not  mentioning  about  any 
oaa  partlfBular  person?  J 

"The  CaunscAH.  Tliat  is  right.  I 

"General  Zwxckbi.  I  have  no  l>rief  fo«  that 
kind  of  person,  and  If  there  exists  at  has 
cxtated  aamethlng  in  the  system  that  per- 
mits that.  Z  aay  that  that  is  wrong. 

"The  Chauucam.  Z  am  not  talking  »bout 
tha  system.  Z  am  aaklng  you  this  question, 
Oeneral.  a  very  simple  queetion:  Letk  as- 
aume  that  John  Jonee,  who  is  a  major  in 
the  United  States  Army 

"General   ZwxcKaa.  A  what,  sir? 

"The  Cbaducah.  Letls  assume  that  John 
Jones  la  a  major  la  the  United  States  ^jmy. 
Z<ef s  assume  that  there  is  sworn  testitnony 
to  the  efteet  that  be  la  part  of  the  Commu- 
nist ccmsptraey,  baa  attended  Communist 
leadership  schools.  JjbVu  assume  that  Ms]. 
John  Jonas  la  under  oath  before  a  comxaittee 
and  aaya.  'Z  cannot  tell  you  the  truth  About 
theae  chargee  because,  if  I  did.  I  fear  that 
might  tend  to  incriminate  me.'  Then  let's 
say  that  General  SmMh  was  responsible  for 
UklB  man  receiving  an  honorable  dischsu^e, 
knowing  these  ffu;ts.  Do  you  think  that 
General  Smith  should  be  removed  froih  the 
mlUtary.  or  do  you  think  he  should  be  kept 
on  In  It? 

'General  Zwicxaa.  He  should  be  b^  all 
means  kept  If  he  were  acting  under  competent 
orders  to  aeparate  that  man. 

"The  CBAnuuir.  Let  us  say  he  is  the  man 
who  signed  the  orders.  Let  us  say  Oetieral 
Smith  Is  the  man  who  originated  the  order. 

"GeuCTal  ZwicKsa.  Originated  the  ordk  di- 
recting his  separation? 

•TTie  CHsnucsH.  IMrectlng  his  honorable 
discharge. 

"General  Zwicxxa.  Well,  that  is  pretty  hy- 
pothetical. 
"The  CHAnocAK.  It  Is  ivetty  real,  General. 
"General  Zwickes.  Sir,  on  one  point;  yes. 
I  mean,  on  an  Individual,  yes.   But  you  know 
that  there  are  thousands  and  thousands  of 
people  being  separated  dally  from  our  ilrmy. 
"The  CRAnucAsr.  General,  you  understand 

my  question j 

"General  Zwicsaa.  Maybe  not.  | 

"The  CHAiaicAN.  And  you  are  goln^  to 
answer  it. 

"General  ZwicKn.  Repeat  It. 
"The  CHATttukK.  The  reporter  will  repeat  it. 
"(The  question  referred  to  was  read  bf  the 
reporter.)  * 


"General  Zwicxaa.  That  la  not  S|  qnestlon 
for  me  to  decide.  Senator.  i 

"The  Ckauucak.  Tou  are  ordered  |to  answer 
It.  GeneraL  Tou  are  an  employee  at  the 
people. 

"Oeneral  Zwickbb.  Tee.  sir. 

"The  CuAnuMAif .  Tou  have  a  rathpr  Impor- 
tant Job.  I  want  to  know  how  you  feel  about 
getting  rid  of  Conununlsts.  i 

"General  Zwicant.  I  am  aU  for  K. 

"The  Chauucam.  All  right.  Tou  wlU  an- 
swer that  question,  unless  you  take  the  fifth 
amendment.  I  do  not  care  how  long  we  stay 
here,  you  are  going  to  answer  It. 

"General  Zwickxb.  Do  you  mean  how  Z  feel 
toward  Communists? 

"The  CHAnucAif.  I  mean  exactly  what  Z 
asked  you.  General;  nothing  else,  jftnd  any- 
one with  the  brains  of  a  5-year-old  child  can 
understand  that  question. 

"The  reporter  will  read  it  to  you  aa  often 
as  you  need  to  hear  It  so  that  you  cdn  answer 
It,  and  then  you  will  answer  it. 

"Oeneral  Zwickxx.  Start  it  over,  please. 

"(The  question  was  reread  by  the  reporter.) 

"General  Zwickxx.  I  do  not  think  he  sNnild 
be  removed  from  the  military. 

"The  Chaumcav.  Then,  Oeneral.  you  should 
be  removed  from  any  command.  Any  man 
who  has  been  given  the  honar  of  being  pro- 
moted to  general  and  who  says  T  wlU  pro- 
tect another  general  who  protected  Com- 
munists,' is  not  fit  to  wear  that  uniform. 
General.  I  think  it  is  a  tremendous  disgrace 
to  the  Army  to  have  this  sort  of  thing  given 
to  the  public.  I  Intend  to  give  it  to  them. 
I  have  a  dtrty  to  do  that.  I  Intend  to  repeat 
to  the  press  exactly  what  you  said.  So  you 
know  that.  Tou  will  be  back  here.  General" 
(pp.  75  and  76  of  the  hearings) . 

87.  At  page  77  of  the  hearings,  the  follow- 
ing occurred: 

"The  CHAixMAif.  Did  you  at  any  ^me  ever 
object  to  this  man  being  honorably  dis- 
charged? 

"General  Zwickkb.  I  respectfully  Recline  to 
answer  that,  sir. 

"The  Chaibman.  You  will  be  ordered  to 
answer  it. 

"General  ZwiCKBt.  That  is  on  the  grounds 
of  this  Executive  order. 

"The  CRAaMAN.  You  are  ordered  to  an- 
swer.     That  is  a  personnel  matter^ 

"General  Zwickxx.  I  shall  still  re^iectfully 
decline  to  answer  It. 

"The  Chairacak.  Did  you  ever  take  any 
steps  which  would  have  aided  hinl  in  con- 
tinuing In  the  military  after  you  ktaew  that 
he  was  a  Communist? 

"General  Zwickxx.  That  would  have  aided 
him  In  continuing,  sir? 

"The  Chaixican.  Yes.  i 

"Oeneral   Zwickxb.  No.  I 

"The  Craikman.  Did  you  ever  do  knything 
Instrumental  in  his  obtaining  his  promotion 
after  knowing  that  he  was  a  fiXth-amend- 
ment  case? 

"General  Zwickxs.  No.  sir. 

"The  Chaquian.  Did  you  ever  dbject  to 
his  being  promoted? 

"General  Zwickxx.  I  had  no  opportunity 
to.  sir. 

"Tbe  Chaixicam.  Did  you  ever  enter  any 
objection  to  the  promotion  of  this  man  un- 
der your  command? 

"General  Zwickxx.  I  have  no  opdortunltv 
to  do  that. 

"The  Chaixican.  Tou  say  you  did  not;  la 
that  correct? 

"Oeneral  Zwickkb.  That  is  correet. 

"The  Chaiskan.  And  you  refuse  to  tell  us 
whether  you  objected  to  his  obtahilng  an 
honorable  discharge? 

"General  Zwickxx.  I  dont  bellev#  that  Is 
quite  the  way  the  question  was  r^rasttd  be- 
fore. 

"The  CRAuucAir.  Well,  answer  Ik  again, 
then. 

"General  Zwickks.  I  respectfuly  request 
that  I  not  answer  that  question. 


195ji, 

"The  CBAmiAN.  Ton  will  bo 


CONGRESSIONAL  REGORD  —  SENATE 


answer. 

"Oeneral  Zwajjua.  Dadar  tha 
thority  as  cited  before.  I  cannot 

38.  At  the  bearings  before  tha  select  oom- 
mittee.  Senator  MoCaxxst  tte^tqtd  that 
General  Zwicker  waa  evasive  (p.  193  of  the 
hearings),  that  he  changed  his  story  (p.  10a 
of  the  hearings),  that  he  waa  dlfflenlt  to 
examine  (p.  192  of  the  heartngt) .  ttat  It  was 
"a  long.  laborlOTis  tmtb -pulling  Job,"  and 
that  he  was  "most  arrogant"  (pp.  198  and  30* 
of  the  hearings). 

39.  As  stated  by  the  chataman  and  other 
members  of  the  select  committee,  these  were 
matters  of  argunient  (p.  19S  of  the  hearings) . 

40.  The  transcript  of  the  New  Tork  hearing 
shows  that  Senator  McCaxtrt  said  to  Gen- 
eral Zwicker:  "Then.  Oeneral.  you  should  be 
removed  from  any  command.  Any  mmn  who 
has  been  given  the  honor  of  being  promoted 
to  general  and  arbo  says.  1  will  protect  an- 
other general  who  protected  Ccmununists',  Is 
not  fit  to  wear  mat  uniform.  General,"  and 
Senator  McCaxtht  testlOed  he  was  referring 
to  the  uniform  of  a  general  (pp.  209  and  332 
of  the  hearings). 

41.  Oeneral  Zwicker  did  not  make  any  such 
statement. 

42.  Senator  McCAarar  testified  that  Gen- 
eral Zwicker  had  said  in  effect:  "It  is  all 
right  to  give  Commuolsts  honorable  dis- 
charges" (p.  302  of  the  hearings) . 

43.  There  is  no  testimony  In  this  record 
which  Justifies  such  a  concltislon. 

44.  When  asked  to  give  the  facts  on  which 
he  based  his  testimony  that  General  Zwicker 
was  an  unwilling  witness,  arrogant  and 
evasive.  Senator  McCastrt  reiterated  his 
conclusion  that:  "All  I  can  say  is  the  full 
attitude  was  one  of  complete  arrogance,  com- 
plete contempt  of  the  committee"  (p.  204 
of  the  hearings). 

45.  Senator  McCaxtht  testified  that  he 
was 'Justified  in  his  treatment  of  General 
Zwicker  solely  by  the  letter's  conduct  at  the 
hearing  in  New  Tork  (p.  330  of  the  hearings) . 

48.  He  testified  further  that  he  hM  not 
criticized  General  Zwicker  and  It  was  "Just 
a  method  of  croas-examl  nation,  trying  to  get 
the  truth"  (p.  381  of  the  heartngB). 

47.  Senator  McCaxtrt  refused  to  draw 
any  Inference  but  that  General  Zwicker  was 
not  telling  the  truth  (specifically  excluding 
perjury,  p.  337  of  the  hearings),  as  follows: 

"Mr.  DK  FuBiA.  Now,  assuming,  Senator, 
that  for  the  sake  of  this  question,  anyhow, 
that  General  Zwldcer  did  testify  In  what  w« 
might  call  a  stilted  fashion,  dont  you  t>»tnK 
that  the  fair  Inference,  rather  ti«>n  to  say 
that  the  general  was  deliberately  teUing  an 
untruth,  or  stalling,  or  distorting  facts,  that 
the  fair.  Judicious  Inftirenoe  was  that  he 
couldn't  do  very  much  else  in  the  face  of 
the  Presidential  orders  and  the  other  orders 
of  his  superiors:  isn't  that  the  fair  way  to 
look  at  it.  Senator? 

"Senator  McCaxtht.  No,  Ut.  de  Purla. 
When  a  general  comes  before  me.  flrrt  aaya. 
'I  dldnt  know  this  man  refused  to  answer 
any  questions,'  then  after  he  Is  pressed 
under^  cross-examination,  he  says.  'Yes.  Z 
knew  he  refused  to  answer  questions,  but  Z 
didn't  know  he  refused  to  answer  questions 
about  Conununlst  activities' — then,  after 
further  cross-examination,  he  says.  'Yes.  Z 
know  that  he  refvwed  U)  answer  questions 
about  Communist  acUviUes' — I  cant  assume 
that  is  the  result  of  any  Presidential  direc- 
tive. We  cannot  blame  the  I>realdent  for 
that." 

48.  Before  examining  Oeneral  Zwl<^er. 
Senator  McCaxtrt  knew  that  General 
Zwicker  was  opposed  to  giving  rwiiMs  an 
honorable  discharge  (p.  843  of  the  hearings) 
and  Senator  McCabtht  had  received  a  long 
letter  from  the  Secretarv  at  the  Army  giving 
a  fuu  explanation  of  the  Pereaa  caae  (pp. 
459  and  462  of  the  hearings) . 

49.  Senator  McCastrt  contended  at  the 
liearings   before   the  select  committee   that 


tsm  oottkl  ha 
Zwicker  (pi  8M  «(  tho 


order  (pw  Mi  od 


la  tha; 

l>f 

I  aadthati 
relying  am  aa^ 
>. 
aater  McCAaTHT  taatlflad  that 
Zwlekar  waa  rrtylng  on  FrealdeBttal 
Mve  orders,  and  that  he.  Senator 
had  eopioi  of  them  (pp.  M7  aad 
SMof  thahctfli^). 

61.  launadlataly  after  General  Zwicker  iMd 
tsallflad  tm  New  York,  Senator  McCabtht 
gave  to  tha  prosa  hla  verskm  of  what  had 
ooeurred  at  tha  eneatlve  hearing  (p.  949  oC 
thehaartnci). 

U.  Senator  MCCastht  could  not  recaU 
whether  he  told  the  press  that  the  Zwicker 
bearing  bad  been  held  principally  for  the 
hanaflt  ot  Secretary  of  the  Army  Stevens. 
did  not  think  so.  waa  reasonably  certain  he 
had  not  aald  so  (p.  948  of  the  bearings). 

69.  On  his  right  to  reveal  to  tbc  press  what 
had  been  testtfled  to  at  the  Zwicker  execu- 
tive hearing.  Senator  McCaaTHT  testified: 

"Ifr-  ■«  FoaiA.  Senator,  ware  you  author- 
ised by  either  the  major  committee  or  your 
Suboammlttee  on  Penxument  Investigations 
to  repeal  wbat  transpired  at  tbe  Zwtcker 
executive  bearing? 

"Senator  Mcoabtrt.  I  discussed  the  mat- 
ter with  the  repreaenutivea  ot  the  two  Sen- 
ators who  were  preeent  and  we  agreed,  in 
view  of  tbe  Stevenat  statement.  It  should  be 
released. 

"Mr.  0B  PuazA.  Tou  say  you  dlaetiaaed  It 
with  the  represenUtlves  ot  the  two  Senators? 

"Senator  Mocabtxt.  That  is  eorreet. 

"Mr.  aa  FtraiA.  m  spite  of  the  rulea  of 
your  own  eonmilttee  that  aU  testimony 
taken  in  executive  session  shall  be  kept 
secret  aad  will  not  be  released  or  uaed  in 
public  session  without  the  approval  of  tha 
■oajortty  of  tha  anboommlttee? 

"Senator  McCabtht.  I  felt  that  the  two 
seen  who  were  present  were  repceeentlng  tbe 
SenatocB  and  tbcy  constituted  a  majority. 
There  were  only  four  Senators  on  tha  com- 
mlttaa  at  that  thne. 

"Mr.  OB  FoBZA.  In  a  matter  Involving  a  gen- 
eral ot  the  United  Statea,  then,  you  per- 
mitted an  administrative  auUtant  to  exer- 
dae  the  prerogativee  of  tbe  UiUted  Statea 
Senate? 

"Senator  MoCabtbt.  I  think  I  have  recited 
the  facts  to  you"  (pp.  949  and  960  of  the 

And  alao: 

"Senator  McCabtht.  May  I  say  further.  Mr. 
de  Puria,  in  answer  to  your  question,  that 
General  Zwicker  had  already  released  a  dis- 
torted version  of  tbe  testimony,  through  Bob 
Stevens,  in  alBdavIt  form.  I  felt  under  the 
circumatanqeB  that  the  correct  version  should 
berdc 


"Mr.  na  FtntZA.  Why,  Senator,  you  released 
this  first  9  or  8  minutes  after  your  hearing 
concluded,  did  you  not? 

"Senator  McCabtht.  No;  I  did  not.  It  was 
the  tranacrlpt. 

"Mr.  DB  PoxZA.  Tou  called  In  the  prees.  did 
you  not.  right  away? 

"Senator  McCabtht.  I  did  not. 

"Mr.  Dx  PuBXA.  TD  tell  them  what  had  hap- 
pened In  the  executive  session? 

"Senator  McCaxtht.  Mr.  de  Purla.  If  you 
want  to  know  what  the  practice  was  here, 
and  what  the  practice  Is 

"Mr.  B8  Pdbia.  I  do  not  want  tbe  pracUoe. 

"Senator  McCabtht.  I  did  not  releaae  tbe 
tranacrlpt. 

"Mr.  B8  Pdbia.  I  am  not  talking  about  the 
tranacrlpt.  B\>t  you  did  tell  the  prees  what 
happened  In  the  closed  executive  session, 
wtthin  a  few  asinutea  after  that  session 
ended? 

"Senator  McCabtht.  I  gave  them  a 
rteum*  of  the  testimony;  yee. 

''M;r.  M  PmoA.  Sir,  I  am  asking  yon.  upon 
what  authority,  or  by  what  right,  you  did 
that? 


star 

our  practice. 


praettoe  of  tha 
nma. 
not  aande  nnfeU  2 
right.  Beaatort    Blad 

Z  doat 

date  it  la  

reteaaad  nntU  after  tbe  diatorted' 
tbe  testimony  given  by  Zwicker. 

"Mr.  Wn.i.TAMa.  IX>  you  have  tha  nfld 
there.  Mr.  de  PUrla? 

"Mr.  ox  Ptrxu.  Tes.  Z  have  the  rule,  and  Z 
wovUd  like  to  have  It  in  evidence,  if  tfta 
chalnnan  please. 

"The  Chsibmaw,  Zt  vfll  b*  raeatwd"  (p«. 
960<tf  the  hearlagB). 

64.  The  rules  of  the  Senate  Oonamlttee  o« 
Government  Operatlona.  adopted  Jaanary  t4» 
1963.  provided: 

"6.  AU  tasttmony  taken  In  caeentlw  ■»- 
slon  shaU  be  kept  secret  aad  win  aot  be  ila- 
leaeed  or  uaed  In  public  ifton  wttkoat  tb* 
approval  of  a  majority  of  the  subooaHsntea'* 
(p.  353  of  tbe  bearings) . 

66.  At  that  time  tbe  eubeonunlttee  eolt- 
sisted  of  aeven  members  (p.  998  of  the 
Inge). 

66.  Ihning  the  eaecottve  seastaa, 
McCabtht  said   wttb   refeienoe   to 

Zwicker:  "Tbie  la  the  first  Bfth- 

general  we've  had  before  oT*  (p.  461  of 
hearings). 

57.  After   the   eaeeuUve   .   _ 

McCabtht  said  to  Oeneral  Ewlefcar: 

"Oeneral.  yon  win  be  baek  oa  Tiiisllsj. 
and  at  that  time  I  am  going  to  pot  you  ass 
display  and  let  the  American  pnblle  aaa 
kind  of  oAoera  we  hava"  (p.  461  of  tha 
ings). 

68.  The  fseta  eoneemlag 
nlst   connections   were   known   to 
Zwtek«r*8  supeiim   nflli  iii s  wImsi  as 
rected   to  discharge  I^Bless    (p.  499  of- 
heartnga). 

60.  General  ZwIeker  vna  not 
In  any  way  for  proaioting 
Peress  and  was  very  much  nrpnand  to 
(pp.  St»  and  606  of  the  hearties). 

00.  Major  Parses  waa  not  la  a, 
poaitlon  so  far  aa  latelUgaaea  or 
Infonnatlon  or  material  wai  ooneerasd  (n. 
606  of  tbe  hearlx«i). 

C.  Legal  Questions  Involved  In  This  Osteger|r 
The  legal  questions  arising  with  referenoa 
to  the  Incident  relating  to  OeaerM  Zwitkat 
may  be  stated  briefly,  aa  foUowa: 

1.  Is  there  any  »t*«*i'ihi>  that  Oensrai 
Zan<dtar  waa  not  tailing  tiie  truth  In  testi» 
f ylng  before  Chairman  MoCsanrrr 

3.  Ih    there    any    evidence    that   Oanend 
Zwicker  waa  IntentlonaUy  hrttmtta^  ot 
alve  or  arrogant? 

8.  What  la  tbe  law  governing  tha  I 
of  witnesses  before  congresakmal  «'»*'"«^ 
tees? 

4.  Was  the  conduct  of  Senator  BicCsarst 
toward  General  Zwicker  premier  undar  tha 
clrcumstWTices? 

1.  There  Is  no  evidence  that  General  Zwicka^ . 
was  not  telling  the  truth  In  teetlfylnt 
befcu'e  Chalnnan  MoCabtbt  | 

We  have  analyaed  carefully  the  tostlmon^ 
of  General  Zwicker.  of  ff»n»tnr  McCabxht^ 
and  of  tbe  other  witnesses  relating  to  thia 
queetion.  We  have  concluded  that  Generak 
Zwicker.  when  he  appeared  aa  a  witness  be^ 
fore  Senator  McCabtht.  on  Pebiuaiy  18, 1964t 
was  a  truthful  wltneas.  We  feel  that  It  wa8 
evident  that  hie  examination  w^  unfair,  and 
that  General  Zwldcer  testified  aa  tvOly 
frankly  as  be  could  do,  in  view  of  the 
dentlal  and  Army  dfarectivea  wiiieh  ieatileied 
his  freedom  of  expreeaion.  ^Aeee  dhectlvea 
were  known  to  ha  esanrinarBt  aad  howaeai 
much  they  may  have  been  out  of  ayaqpatBf 
with  the  directives,  tbe  fact  remaina  tliat 
this    was    no    excuse    for    berating    Gens 
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t«tt- 
thftt 
for 
to  BMidtty  or  diuge  him 
thmit  gtftn  oo  Whnurj  18, 
tte  doabto  Mporan  at  his 
—Tfihlin  «samtB«tk>n  r»- 
ot  fact  or  untruth, 
a.  Thar*  la  bo  aMdanoe  that  Oanflral  Zwlcker 

tvM  latenttonaUy  Irrltfttlng.  araslTe.  or 
.  wrocMit 

OiUMral  Bwlekar  was  initially  axamlned  at 
tha  Nav  Tork  haaHng  by  Mr.  Oohn.  oounaal 
f  or  tha  aabeatnmtttae.  It  la  avidant  that  thla 
aaanrtiiattim  w«»  mutually  eourtaoua  and  «at« 
laraotaqr.  Mr.  Juliana  and  Mr.  Anaatoa.  of 
the  ataS  at  tha  aabeammlttaa.  both  found 
Gaaaval  SBurie^ar  to  ba  oooperatlTa  and  halp- 
fuL  Kwtn  In  hla  anuninatlon  by  Smatev 
McCaatBT.  tha  racord  ahowa  that  tha  general 
waa  oowtaoua  and  reqiaetf ul  throughout  tha 
hearing.  Wa  find  In  tha  record  no  alngle  in- 
atanoa  vfaleh  an^jiorta  tha  ooncluaion  that 
ha  waa  Intantkxnally  irritating.  8(»ne  quea- 
ticma  Oanaral  Zwleikar  ref  uaed  to  anawer  and 
in  hla  anavara  to  aoni^  of  tha  queatlona.  mp- 
parantly.  ha  matteuloilaly  aought  to  avoid  tha 
dlackisara  of  matarlal  or  information  in  the 
olaaHflad  paraonnal  file  ot  Peraaa,  or  Involv- 
ing Intra-Army  dlaeiiaslona  and  polidea, 
whieh  ha  waa  under  ordara  not  to  reveal.  It 
ahould  not  have  baan  dillloult  to  meet  this 
sKuBtteB  in  a  fair  and  raaaonahle  way.  Sen- 
ator MoCUbtht  said  ha  waa  familiar  with 
tba  Prssidsntlil  ortfar  and  tha  Army  dlree- 
tlvaa.  A  few  momanta  oould  have  been  taken 
to  analyse  theaa.  and  ao  frama  the  iiuestiona 
propovadad  to  tba  wltnaaa  aa  to  avoid  any 
dUBenlty.  Tha  Instrtanca  that  tha  witness 
»B«w«  kmC  l^rpothatleal  quasttens  and  quaa« 
ttona  that  ara  not  elaar  even  upon  careful 
invaetion  and  reOectlon.  waa  much  mora 
tha  aourea  ot  any  raaultlng  irritation  on  the 
part  of  the  aiamlnar  than  any  conduct  on 
tha  part  of  the  wttneaa. 

Moreover,  when  he  waa  before  this  eom- 
mlttae.  OeDsral  Zwleker  waa  aubjaeted  to 
a  long  and  vlgoroua  eroaa-azaminatl<m  and 
manlfeated  great  patienea  and  candor  and 
a  complete  lack  of  any  tendency  toward  ar- 
rogance or  iiTitabiUty. 

S.  The  law  governing  the  treatment  of  wit- 
nasMs  before  congressional  eonunltteea 
Ibe  law  and  precedent  on  thla  subject  haa 
been  atatad  many  times.  Senate  Document 
MO.  00.  «Sd  Oongreas.  ad  session,  1964,  on 
Congressional  Power  of  Investigation  givea 
an  sdoeUent  summary  ta  the  law  and  pro- 
eedure.  Fertlaent  artlclea  in  current  legal 
literature  on  the  subject  may  be  found  in 
Asaerleaa  Bar  Association  Journal.  Septem- 
btt  106*.  at  page  708.  the  Inveatigatlng  Power 
of  Oongrssa:  Its  Scope  and  Limitations;  Ohio 
Bar.  August  B.  1064.  at  page  007,  a  Ctomparl- 
son  ot  Onngrssilniisl  Invertlgatlve  Proce- 
duree  and  Jtidldal  Procedures  With  Refer- 
ence to  the  Ssaminaticm  of  Wltneeaes;  and 
Federal  Bar  journal,  April-June  1954.  page 
lis.  Xieeutlve  Privilege  and  the  Release  of 
Military  Becords.  These  articles  are  men- 
Uonad  only  aa  aource  matolal  and  do  not 
necessarily  expreaa  or  contain  the  views  of 
the  selaot  oommlttee. 

There  are  no  statutes  and  few  court  decl- 
sloaa  bearing  on  the  subject  (Dimock.  Cton- 
gresilonal  Znvsstlgation  Committees,  p.  153 
(loao)).  Tbve  are  few  safsguards  for  the 
protection  <d  the  wltneas.  Bis  treatment 
usually  depends  aiMl  must  depend  upon  the 
skill  and  attttude  of  the  chairman  and  the 
membera.  Sti^ee  an  investigation  by  a  oom- 
mlttee la  aot  a  trial,  tha  committee  Is  under 
no  nnaspwlalnn  to  make  the  hearing  public. 
We  eaU  attention  to  three  eases  in  the  Fed- 
eral courts  discussing  thU  subject.    Barksy 


W.  rMtod  Mafitt  (leTF.  (Sd)  241  (1948) ) 

a  prosecution  for  failure  to  produce  recoeds 
before  a  wmgriiBsli"»iBl  oommlttee  pursuant 
to  snbpsna.    Ths  court  stated,  at  page  260{ 

"(14-17)  Appellants  press  upon  us  repte« 
■enteilons  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  congres- 
Bkmal  committee,  critical  of  its  behavior 
In  varloua  reqieets.  Eminent  persons  hive 
stated  similar  views.  But  such  matters  are 
not  tOK  the  courts.  We  ao  held  in  rowruohd 
V.  United  States,  citing  Hearst  v.  Black.  The 
remedy  for  \inseemly  conduct.  If  any,  by  the 
oommlttecs  of  Congress  !■  for  Congress,  or 
for  the  people;  it  Is  poUtlcal  and  not  Judicial. 
•It  must  be  remembered  that  legislatures 
are  ultimate  guardians  of  the  liberties  and 
welfare  of  tne  people  in  quite  aa  great  a 
degree  as  the  courts.'  The  courts  have  no 
authority  to  speak  or  act  upon  the  conduct 
by  the  legislative  branch  of  Its  own  busi- 
ness, so  long  as  the  bounds  of  power  end 
pertinency  are  not  exceeded,  and  the  m^re 
poasiblllty  that  the  power  of  Inquiry  may  be 
abused  'affords  no  ground  for  denying  tibe 
power.'  The  question  presented  by  thSse 
ccmtentions  must  be  viewed  In  the  light  of 
the  established  rule  of  absolute  immxmlty  of 
governmental  officials,  congressional  and  ad- 
ministrative, from  liability  for  damage  done 
by  their  acta  or  speech,  even  though  know- 
ingly false  or  wrong.  The  basis  of  so  drastlo 
and  rigid  a  r\ile  is  the  overbalancing  of  the 
individual  hurt  by  the  public  necessity  for 
untrammeled  freedom  of  legislative  and  Sd- 
ministratlve  activity  within  the  respective 
powers  ot  the  legislature  and  the  executlvK." 

In  Tovtuend  v.  17.  5.  (95  F.  (2d)  S52 
(1938)),  the  defendant  was  convicted  of 
failure  to  appear  before  a  congressional  c<4n- 
mlttee. 

In  alllrming  the  conviction,  the  court  said, 
at  page  361  : 

"(14-17)  A  legislative  inquiry  may  be  as 
broad,  as  searching,  and  as  exhaustive  aa  Is 
necessary  to  make  effective  the  constltutlottal 
powers  of  Congress  {McGrain  v.  Daughetty 
<a73  n.  S.  135,  47  8.  Ct.  319,  71  L.  Ed.  560. 
60  A.  L.  R.  1) ).  A  Judicial  inquiry  relates  to 
a  case,  and  the  evidence  to  be  admissible 
must  be  measiu«d  by  the  narrow  limits  of 
the  pleadings.  A  legislative  inquiry  antk:i- 
pates  all  possible  cases  which  may  arise 
thereunder,  and  the  evidence  admissible 
must  be  responsive  to  the  scope  of  the  In- 
quiry, which  generally  la  very  broad.  Many 
a  witneas  Ih  a  Judicial  inqiilry  has.  no  doubt. 
been  embarrassed  and  Irritated  by  questions 
Which  to  him  seemed  incompetent,  irrelevant, 
Immaterial,  and  impertinent.  But  that  Is 
not  a  matter  for  a  witness  finally  to  decide. 
Because  a  witness  could  not  understand  tbe 
purpose  of  cross-examination,  he  would  »ot 
be  Jtistlfled  in  leaving  a  courtroom.  The  or- 
derly {accesses  of  Judicial  determination  do 
not  permit  the  exercise  of  such  discretion 
by  a  witness.  The  orderly  processes  of  legis- 
lative inquiry  require  that  tlie  committee 
shall  determine  such  questions  for  ItsSlf. 
Within  the  realm  of  legislative  discretion  i 
the  exercise  of  good  taste  and  good  Judgment 
in  the  examination  of  witnesses  must  be 
entrusted  to  those  who  have  been  vested  with 
authority  to  conduct  such  investigations 
(Hearst  v.  BlocXc  (66  App.  D.  C.  313  87 
F.  (2d)  C8))." 

Under  these  authorttles,  the  Senate  alotie 
can  review  this  record  and  determine,  in 
Jiistlce  to  itself  and  to  General  Zwlcker. 
whether  the  bounds  of  propriety,  consonakit 
with  the  lawful  purpose  of  the  subcommit- 
tee's investigation  and  fair  and  reasonable 
standards  of  senatorial  conduct,  were  trans- 
gressed by  Senator  McCabtht  in  his  exami- 
nation of  the  general  at  New  York  on. Feb- 
ruary 18,  1964,  and  later  in  his  testimony 
before  this  committee. 

The  select  committee  is  of  the  opinion  tl»t 
the  very  fact  that  "the  exercise  of  good  taste 
and  good  Judgment"  must  be  entrusted  to 
those  who  conduct  such  investigations  plaoes 
upon  them  the  rf^sponslbillty  of  upholding 


the  honor  of  the  Senate.  If  they  4o  not 
maintain  high  standards  of  fair  and  respect- 
ful treatment  the  dishonor  is  shared  py  the 
entire  Senate. 

4.  The  conduct  of  Senator  McCaxtht  toward 

General  Zwlcker  was  not  proper  under  the 

circumstances 

In  the  opinion  of  this  select  eonunittee. 
the  conduct  of  Senator  McCaktht  toward 
General  Zwlcker  was  not  proper.  We  do  not 
think  that  thla  conduct  would  have  been 
proper  In  the  case  of  any  witness,  whother  a 
general  or  a  private  citizen,  testifying  in  a 
similar  situation. 

Senator  McCastrt  knew  before  he  called 
General  Zwlcker  to  the  stand  that  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  of  the  Army,  who  wins  the 
responsible  person  under  the  statutes,  had 
given  the  opinion  that  a  court-martial  of 
Major  Peress  would  not  stand  under  the  ap- 
plicable regulations  and  that  General  twlck- 
er  had  been  directed  by  higher  authority  to 
Issue  an  honorable  dlschju^e  to  PeresS  upon 
his  application. 

Senator  McCaxtrt  knew  that  General 
Zwlcker  was  a  loyal  and  outstanding  officer 
who  had  devoted  his  life  to  the  service  of 
his  country,  that  General  Zwickef  was 
strongly  opposed  to  Communists  and  their 
activities,  that  General  Zwlcker  was  coopera- 
tive and  helpful  to  the  staff  of  the  sulicom- 
mlttee  In  giving  information  with  reference 
to  Major  Peress,  that  General  Zwlcker  op- 
posed the  Peress  promotion  and  op]X)eed  the 
giving  to  him  of  an  honorable  discharge,  and 
that  he  was  testifying  under  the  restrictions 
of  lawful  Executive  orders. 

Under  these  circvunBtances,  the  conduct 
of  Senator  McCabtbt  toward  General  twlck- 
er  In  reprimanding  and  ridiculing  h|m.  in 
holding  him  up  to  public  scorn  and  con- 
tumely, and  in  disclosing  the  proceedibga  of 
the  executive  session  in  violation  of  the 
rules  of  his  own  committee,  was  Inexcusable. 
Senator  McCabtht  acted  as  a  critic  and 
Judge,  upon  preconceived  and  prejudicial 
notions.  He  did  much  to  destroy  the  effec- 
tiveness and  reputation  of  a  witness  wbo  was 
not  in  any  way  responsible  for  the  Peress 
situation,  a  situation  which  we  do  not  in 
any  way  condone.  The  blame  should  have 
been  placed  on  the  shoulders  of  those  cul- 
pable and  not  attributed  publicly  to  one  who 
had  no  share  In  the  responsibility. 

D.  Conclusions 
The  select  committee  concludes  that  the 
conduct  of  Senator  McCabtht  toward  Gen- 
eral Zwlcker  was  reprehensible,  and  that  for 
this  conduct  he  should  be  censured  by  the 
Senate. 

VI 

Charges  not  iiicluded  in  the  public  hearings 

Senate  Resolution  301  provides  thtt  the 
committee  "shall  be  authorized  to  hold  hear- 
ings, to  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and  places 
during  the  sessions,  recesses,  and  adjourned 
periods  of  the  Senate,  to  require  by  sxlbpena 
or  otherwise  the  attendance  of  such  wit- 
nesses and  the  production  of  such  corre- 
spondence, books,  papers,  and  docuinente. 
and  to  take  such  testimony  as  It  deems  ad- 
visable, and  that  the  committee  be  instructed 
to  act  and  make  a  report  •  •  •." 

At  the  outset  of  our  deliberations,  the 
committee  decided,  preliminarily,  that  it  was 
advisable  to  proceed  with  hearings  upon  13 
of  the  charges  in  the  varloua  proposed 
amendmente.  classified  into  the  5  major  cate- 
gories outlined  In  the  notice  of  hearing.  The 
other  charges,  however,  remained  pending 
before  the  committee  and  its  staff.  We  have 
studied  them  In  the  light  of  the  law  and 
testimony  developed  in  the  hearings  and 
have  also  investigated  the  evidence  suggested 
in  the  charges.  The  committee  theveafter 
confirmed  its  tentative  decision  not  to  con- 
duct hearings  on  these  other  items.  The 
committee  believes  It  desirable  under  the 
resolution  ft-om  which  ite  powers  and  duties 
stem,  to  express  its  reasons  for  determining 
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that  formal  hearings  need  not  be  conducted 
on  thsse  remaining  chargss. 

The  commlttas  sllmlnated  soma  of  ths 
charges  for  rsaaons  of  legal  insuScisncy. 
having  concluded  that  the  particular  con- 
duct charged  was  not  In  Ita  judgment  a 
proper  basis  for  Senate  censure.  The  de- 
terminaticHi  of  what  constituted  legal  in- 
sufficiency** in  the  context  of  a  charge  m- 
tended  to  support  a  propossd  motion  to  cen- 
sure a  Member  of  ths  United  States  Senate 
was  the  most  difficult  task  imposed  upon 
this  committee.  No  precedente  found  by  the 
committee  were  jMirtictilarly  helpful  in  con- 
nection with  this  task.  The  path  is  narrow 
and  the  guidefxiste  few. 

Only  three  Senators  have  previously  been 
censured  by  the  Senate.  Two,  Senators  Mc- 
Laurin  and  Tillman,  in  X902,  for  abusive  and 
provocative  langtwgs  and  sngsging  in  a 
physical  altercation  on  ths  floor  oC  tha  Sen- 
ate. The  third.  Senator  Hiram  Bingham,  waa 
censured  in  1920  for  having  brought  into  an 
executive  session  of  the  nnancs  Committee's 
meeting  on  the  tariff  bill,  as  his  aids,  tha 
assistant  to  the  president  of  ths  Connsctl- 
cut  Manufacturers  Assoctatlon.  The  Senate 
found  this  action  by  Senator  nngham. 
"while  not  the  result  of  corrupt  motives"  to 
be  "contrary  to  good  morals  and  senatortal 
ethics  •  •  •  (tending)  •  •  •  to  bring  the 
Senate  into  dishonor  and  disrepute  •••.*' 
The  very  paucity  of  precedente  tends  to  Estab- 
lish the  importance  placed  by  ths  Senate  on 
its  machinery  of  censure. 

Obviously,  with  such  limited  precedenta 
the  task  of  this  oommlttee  in  undertaking 
to  determine  what  is  and  what  is  not  cen- 
surable conduct  by  a  United  States  Senator 
was  Indeed  formidable.  Individuals  differ 
In  their  view  and  aenattlvltlas  respecting  ths 
propriety  or  impropriety  of  many  types  at 
conduct,  ■specially  is  this  true  when  ths 
conduct  and  Ita  background  present  so  many 
complexities  and  shadings  of  interprstations. 
Moreover,  it  Is  fairly  obvious  that  conduct 
may  be  distasteful  and  leas  than  proper,  and 
yet   not  constitute  canturmbls  behavior. 

We  begin  with  the  premise  that  ths  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States  is  a  reaponsible  polit- 
ical body,  important  in  the  mamtenanoe  of 
our  free  institutions.  Ita  Members  are  ex- 
pected to  conduct  themselves  with  a  propar 
respect  for  ths  principles  of  ethics  and  mor- 
ality, for  senatorial  ctistoms  hssnd  on  tradi- 
tion, and  with  due  regard  for  the  importance 
of  maintaining  the  good  reputation  at  the 
Senate  as  the  highest  legislative  body  in  ths 
Nation,  sharing  constitutional  respoosibili- 
tiea  with  the  Preeldent  in  the  appointment 
of  officials  and  Judges  through  advice  and 
confirosatlon  and  particlpsUng  in  the  con- 
duct of  tortelgn  affairs  through  ths  ratifi- 
cation of  treaties. 

At  the  same  time  we  are  cognizant  that 
the  Senate  as  a  politi<:al  body  impoaes  a 
muiutude  of  reaponslbllltle*  and  duties  on 
its  Members  which  create  great  strains  and 
stresses.  We  are  further  aware  that  indi- 
vidual Senators  may.  within  the  bounds  of 
political  propriety,  adopt  different  methods 
of  disctiarging  their  responsibilities  to  ths 
people. 

We  did  not,  and  clearly  could  not,  under- 
take here  to  establish  any  fixed,  compre- 
hensive code  Of  nonoensurable  conduct  for 
Members  of  the  United  States  Senate.  We 
did  apply  our  ooUeetive  Judgment  to  the 
specific  conduct  charged,  and  in  stnne  in- 
stances to  the  way  a  charge  waa  made  and 
the  nature  of  the  evidence  preferred  in 
support  of  It.  And  on  the  basU  of  the  prece- 
dents and  our  imderstanding  of  what  might 
be  deemed  censurable  conduct  in  these  cir- 
cumstances, we  detenr-lned  whether,  if  a 
particular  charge  were  established,  we  would 
consider  it  conduct  warranting  the  censure 
of  the  Senate. 

In  concluding  that  certain  of  ^e  charges 
dropped  were  legally  Insufficient  for  Senate 
censure,  ws  do  not  want  to  be  understood  as 
saying  that  this  committee  approves  of  ths 


eoodtwt  aOsged.  Tst  disapproval  of  con- 
duct doea  not  necessarily  call  for  official 
Senate  oensure. 

The  decision  to  »iimt«fit^  n^y  q^  ^j,^ 
charges  waa  arrived  at  only  following  ex- 
tremely careful  and  tho/ough  consideration. 
Unquestionably,  ons  consideration  under- 
lying ths  elimination  of  these  charges  was 
the  overall  time  factor.  Under  Senate  Reso- 
lution 301  the  select  committee  was  directed 
by  the  Senate  to  hold  ite  hearings  and  fils 
ite  report  prior  to  the  sine  die  adjournment 
of  the  Senate  in  the  ad  session  of  the  then 
83d  Congress.  And  it  waa  expressly  con- 
templated that  the  Senate  should  be  able  to 
meet  and  consider  such  report  st  an  appro- 
prUte  time  prior  to  such  adjournment. 

In  order  to  abide  by  this  direction  and  con-^ 
form  to  such  purpose  it  was  necessary  to 
narrow  and  confine  the  scope  of  ite  delibera- 
tions, and  particularly  of  ite  formal  hearings. 
The  committee's  study  developed  12  major 
reasons  which,  singly  or  cumulatively,  led  to 
the  elimination  of  these  other  charges  from 
the  committee's  fonnal  hearings.  Only  a 
few  of  these  reascMu,  in  addition  to  the 
ground  of  legal  insufficiency,  involved  the 
passing  of  Judgment  upon  the  merite  of  any 
particular  charge.  The  other  reasons  dea^ 
with  the  feaaibUity  of  the  committee's  at- 
tempting to  investigate,  document,  and  re- 
ceive suitable  testimonial  evidence  upon  such 
ag>ecifleations. 

We  set  forth  here  the  12  general  grounda 
upon  which  the  other  charges  were  dropped. 
Following  that  will  be  set  forth,  and  ap- 
propriately identified,  each  diarge  ellnU- 
nated.  with  the  reasons  for  the  omission  ot 
that  partknUar  charge  indicated  by  a  num- 
ber or  ntimbers  in  the  right  margin  of  tha 
page.  Ihs  numbers  in  the  right  margin  ccr- 
reapond  to  the  numlMrs  of  the  12  reasons  for 
eliminating  charges. 

The  12  reasons  applied  as  approprUte  for 
eliminating  particular  charges  sre^ 

1.  Chargea  which,  sven  if  fully  supported 
and  eetablishad,  would  not  in  th«  Judgment 
of  the  committee  constitute  censurable 
conduct. 

a.  Chargss  which,  even  if  fully  supported 
and  established  after  investigation  would,  in 
the  Judgment  of  the  committee,  be  of  doubt- 
ful validity  as  a  baaic  for  oensurs. 

3.  Chargss  which  are  too  vague  and  un- 
certain, or  which  ware  too  bnMd  in  apparent 
scope  to  Justify  formal  hearings  by  the  com- 
mittee. 

4.  Chargea  reflecting  largely  personal  opin- 
ion rather  than  delineattng  specific,  concrete 
conduct  upon  which  a  JudgnMnt  of  oensura 
could  properly  be  baaed. 

5.  Charges  which,  in  order  to  determine 
properly,  would  have  required  more  time  to 
investigate,  document,  and  take  testimony 
upon,  than  was  practically  availabls  to  this 
conunittes. 

e.  Charges  which  were  subetantlaUy  cov- 
ered or  duplicated  by  other  charges  upon 
which  the  oommlttee  acttially  held  hearings 
and  received  evidence. 

T.  Charges  oonceming  statementa  made  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  about  public  officials, 
with  which  statementa  we  may  disagree,  but 
which.  If  held  censurable,  would  tend  to 
place  luwarranted  Umltationa  on  the  free- 
dom of  speech  in  tha  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

8.  Chargaa  Involving  such  mstters  as  the 
receipt  by  a  member  of  a  committee  of  psy- 
mente  not  corresponding  to  the  value  of 
aervleea  rendered,  from  persons  subject  to 
the  Jurisdiction  of  soeh  oommlttee  (which 
might  ba  rsprehensibla  if  true,  because  of 
soma  implication  of  improper  influence), 
but  which  the  ooetunlttee  believed  wen  no* 
suBceptiMa  of  satisfactory  proof  in  t>i«T 
forum. 

9.  Chaigas  of  tanpropsr  treatment  of  a  par- 
ticular committee  witness  who  is  preaently 
undergoing  confidential  security  Investiga- 
tion by  the  executive  departokent. 


10.  Oharvse  Involvlag  misconduct  of  the 
staff  ot  a  standing  oommittss  of  ths  BM»^ta. 
over  which  that  oommittaa  aa  m  whola  ^-f 
Jurladiction  and  primary  trnpooaoau^, 

11.  Cbarfta  oonoamiag  mattecB  ofw  vhkit 
other  oommltteea  have  already  aoqulrad 
Jurtsdictlati. 

12.  Charges  on  v^ki^i  no  sobstantlal  evi- 
dence was  submitted  and,  none  «wiMm  ^ 
found  by  the  committee. 

.    Besson  «lkf ' 
elimtnale* 

The   (barges  eliminated,  and  tha 
reasons  therefore,  are: 

Amendmente  propoaed  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas.  Mr.  POLaaieKr: 

"(1)  TfM  Junior  Senator  trxmx  Wis-  • 

conaln.  while  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee having  JuriadletloB  over  tha 
affairs  of  the  Lostron  Co.,  a  oorporm- 
tlon  financed  by  Government  money, 
received  810,000  without  rendering 
services  of  comparabia  value. 

"(2)   In  pnMlc  hearings,  before  tlM  • 

Senate  Permanent  Investigatlona 
Subconmiittee.  of  which  he  waa 
chairman,  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  strongly  Imirtled  that 
Annie  Lee  Moss  was  known  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Communist  Party  and 
that  if  she  testlfled  she  irouM  perj«i« 
herself,  before  he  had  glv«a  her 
an  opportunity  to  testify  4n  her  own 
behalf. 

"(6)  The  Junior  Senator  from  Wis-  T 

consin  in  a  speech  on  Jtme  14.  1961. 
without  proof  or  other  Justlflcation 
made  an  unwarranted  attack  upon 
Gen.  George  C.  MarshalL" 

Amendmente  proposed  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon.  Mr.  Moass: 

"(f)  Attempted  to  invade  the  con-  3.1 
stltutlonal  power  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  conduct  the 
foreign  relations  of  the  United  Statea 
by  carrying  on  negotiations  with  cer- 
tain Greek  shipowners  in  respect  to 
foreign-trade  policies,  even  though 
the  executive  branch  of  our  Govern- 
ment had  a  few  weeks  previously  en- 
tered into  an  understanding  with  the 
Greek  Government  in  respect  to  ban- 
ning the  flow  of  strategic  materials  to 
Conununist  counties;  and 

"(g)  Permitted  and  ratified  ovsra  10 

period  of  several  months  in  1953  and 
1954  the  abxise  of  senatorial  privilege 
by  Mr.  Roy  Cohn.  chief  counsel  to  the  {, 

Permanent  Investigations  Sulboom- 
mlttee  of  the  Senate  Oonmilttee  on 
Government  Operations  of  which 
committee  and  subcommittee  the 
Junior  Senator  fn»n  Wlaoonsln  la 
chairman.  Mr.  Cohn's  ghoss  having 
been  directed  toward  attempting  to 
secure  preferential  treatment  for  Pvt.  ,' 

David  Schlne  by  the  Department  of 
the  Army,  at  a  time  when  the  Army 
was  under  investigation  by  the  com- 
mittee." 

Amendmenta  proposed  by  the  Sen- 
at<M-  from  Vermont.  M^.  FLaimcas: 

"(1)  Be  has  retained  and/or  ae-  4.t 
credited  staff  personnel  whose  repu- 
tations are  in  question  and  whose 
backgrounds  would  tend  to  indicate 
untrustwortbiness  (Surine.  Lavinta 
J.  B.  Matthews) . 

"(2)  Be  has  permitted  his  staff  to  4.8.10 
conduct    Itself    in    a   presumptuous 
maiuier.     His  counsel  and  hla  oon-  • 

aultaat   (Messrs.  Oohn  and  Schina)  *' 

have  been  insolent  to  other  Senatoca. 
dlacoiirteoua  to  the  public,  and  dis- 
creditable to  the  Senate.  Bis  cotznael 
and  consultant  traveled  abroad  mak- 
ing a  spectacle  of  themselves  and 
brought  discredit  upon  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States,  whose  employees 
they  were.  .  ,  < 
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M§4UOH  Whp 

eUminmted 

'  "(t)  W§  Baa  Mndaeted  tate  eom-  8.4.10 
■itttM  to  Basil  ft  tfovanly  and  unpro- 

fVMlSCIal  WKf  ttMft  CMM  0(  BllKtldECB 

Utau/tMm  bttf*  Ncnlted  la  grtevoua 
lU0tfdi4>  or  hav*  aaade  lila  eommlt- 


rtileuloua.  (Aaale  Lm  Moaa,  Law- 
rsDM  W.  PmtMi,  robpanaad  and 
hwwitfit  to  WacMngton  Inatead  ot 
IiawiMMt  T.  P»vlah.) 

"4.  Ha  haa  pwftlatmad  pntdlely  bis  1 

Intan^lan  to  aiifepana  etttenB  at  (ood 
raimtatton.  and  tk«i  aanr  eaUad 
tbam.  (Gan. TkttordTkjlor. wmiam 
P.  Buikdy.  fonnar  Fraatdaat^  Triuaan. 
mvdMT,  Jompto.  Alaop, 
r,  Bl«raat.  PlilUlp  Pottar.) 

"(6)  BebatnpMitotflyuMdtflrbia      2.6 

•ubpniaa  at  quaatlonabia  lagaUty. 
Cmad  to  pvaratit  8toia  Dapartmant 
graatbag  vlaa  to  William  P.  Bundy  cm 
irouBd  tlwt  ba  waa  under  'oral  aub- 
pana.') 

"{i)  Ha  baa  attamptad  to  Intimi-  4.  S 
data  Um  ptaaa  and  alngla  out  Individ- 
ual JouraaUata  wbo  have  bean  critical 
of  him  or  wboaa  raporta  be  baa  re- 
garded wltb  dtatavimr.  and  etttaer 
tbraatenad  tbem  vitb  rabpena  or 
forced  tkem  to  teatUy  In  aucb  a  man- 
ner aa  to  xalaa  tba  poialbUlty  of  a 
breacb  of  tba  ftarst  amendment  of  tbe 
Oonatltutloo.  (lluzray  Marder  of 
Waablngtoa  Poet;  Ibe  Alaopa;  James 
Wecbaler.) 

"(T)  mt  baa  attempted  'economic  2.3.9 
eoardoa'  against  tbe  preai  and  radio, 
partteularly  t|ka  caee  of  Time  maga- 
■tna,  tbji  MUwaukea  Journal,  and 
tba  Matftem  Cai4tal  Ttmea.  (On 
Jvkam  li..lMa.  UCGabtst  aent  letters 
to  adreiUaaia  ii|  ^ime  magnaine.  urg- 
ing tban^  to  ivltlkdr^w  tbelriutvert]^- 
mente-li        . 

"iS)  He  baa  pamklttad  tbr  staff  to  4. 10 
Invaatlfata  at  least  one  of  lUa  fallow 
Suaatoia  (Jaingamt)  and  poailUy  nu- 
meroua  ganatora.  Such  material  baa 
been  rMtrvad  wltb  tbe  obvious  Inten- 
tion of  eoiartdng  tba  otber  flenator  or 
Senaton  to  submit  to  bla  will,  or  for 
tbe  purpose  of  Inblbltlng  tbem  from 
STprwalTig  tbemseWes  critically. 
(Cobn  MOtt  be  would  'get'  Senator 
Jackkm.)— Washington  Maws,  June 

14.  18S4. 

"(9)  Be  baa  posed  as  savior  of  his  1 

country  train  communlam.  yet  tbe 
Department  of  Justice  reported  tbat 
IfcCABTHT  never  turned  over  for 
proeecutlon  a  alngle  caae  against  any 
of  bla  alleged  'Communists.'  (Tbe 
Justtoe  OqMurtment  report  of  Decem- 
ber 18^  1901.)  mnoe  tbat  date  not 
a  slngla  peraoa  bas  been  tried  for 
OowiwwnlBt  acttritlM  as  a  restilt  of 
Inf ormatkm.  supplied  by  McCabtbt. 

"(11)  Be  baa  used  distortion  and  8.4.5 
Innuendo  to  attaA  tbe  reputations 
of  tbe  following  .  oltlaens:  Former 
Presldant  Ituman.  pen.  George  Mar- 
abaU.  Attoeney  General  Brownell. 
jobn  J.  MeCloy,  AmbasMMlor  Cbarles 
it  Bcrfilen.  Senator- Raymond  Bald- 
win, fanner  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defenae  Anna-Boaenberg,  Philip  Jes- 
•up.  Marmila  Cbllds.  Richard  L. 
Strout  off  tbe  Cbrlstlan  Science  Uon- 
itor.  Gen.  VWford  Aylor,  and  the 
tbree  natlovial  praas  aasodatlons. 

"(12)  Ba  baa  dlaelosed  raatrlcted  4,6.12 
aecuri^  Information  In  poaslble  vlo- 
latlom  of  tba  eaplonage  lawa.  (ICc- 
Cabxht  baa  made  jrabUe  portlona  of 
aa  Anay  lataUtgenee  sttMty,  Soviet 
Siberia,  wblsb  eoaqieUed  tbe  Army 
to  derlaasify  and  release  tba  entire 
document.) 


Jteaaonwhy 
eliTnin4ted 

"(IS)  He  bas  uued  his  official  posl-    3, 4,  5 
tlon  to  fix  tbe  Communist  label  upon 
all   Indlvidiwls   and   newspapers    as 
might  legitimately  disagree  with  him 
or  refuse  to  acknowledge  him  as  the 
tmiqtie  leader  in   the   fight   against      ' 
subversion.    (Deliberate  slips  such  as 
calling     Adlal     Stevenson     'Alger';      ' 
saying  that  the  American  Civil  Lib- 
erties   Union    had    been    'listed'    aa 
doing  the  work  of  the   Communist        ^ 
Party;  calling  tbe  Milwaukee  Journal 
and  Washington  Post  local  'editions 
of  tbe  DaUy  Worker.') 

"(16)  Be  has  attempted  to  usurp  2.3,5 
the  functions  of  the  executive  de- 
partment by  having  his  stalf  negoti- 
ate agraementi  wltb  a  group  of  ship- 
owners in  London;  and  has  Infringed 
upon  functions  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment, claiming  that  he  was  acting  ' 
In  the  "national  interest.' 

"(18)   He    has    made    false    claims  1 

about  alleged  wounds  which  in  fact 
be  did  not  stifter.  (Claims  he  was  a 
tallgtmner  when,  in  fact,  he  was  a 
Marine  Air  Force  Ground  Intelligence 
officer  •  •  •  claims  he  entered  as 
buck  private,  when  he  entered  as 
commissioned  officer.) 

"(IS)   His  rude  and  ruthless  dis-  2 

regard  of  the  rights  of  other  Senators 
bas  gone  to  the  point  where  the  entire 
minority  membership  of  the  Perma- 
nent Investigating  Subcommittee  re- 
signed from  the  committee  In  protest 
against  bis  highbandedness  (July  10, 
1963). 

"(20)   He  has  Intruded  upon  the  5 

prerogative  of  the  executive  branch, 
violating  the  constitutional  princi- 
ples erf  separation  of  powers.  (With- 
in a  single  week  (February  14-20, 
1063)  McCskTBT's  activities  against 
tbe  Volee  ot  America  forced  the 
State  Departmetat  three  times  to  re- 
verse administrative  decisions  on 
mattors  normally  considered  inter- 
nal operating  procedures: 

"((1)    The   Department   had    au-  _^ 

thorized  the  use  of  certain  writings 
by  pro-Communist  authors  as  part 
Of  their  program  to  expoee  Commu- 
nist lies  and  false  promises.  Mc- 
Castbt  compelled  the  State  Depart- 
ment to  discontinue  this  practice; 
(2)  the  Depfu*tment  authorized  Its 
employees  to  refuse  to  talk  with  Mc- 
Caxtht's  staff  in  the  absence  of  Mc- 
CssTHT  himself.  It  was  compelled 
to  cancel  this  directive;  and  (3)  John 
Ifatson,  a  departmental  security 
agent  who  had  'cooperated'  with  Mc- 
Cartht,  was  transferred  bo  as  to  be 
put  out  of  reach  of  the  Department's 
eonfldentlal  files.  McCastbt  com- 
pelled the  Department  to  retxirn 
ICatson  to  his  original  position.) 

"(21)  He  has  Infringed  upon  the         1,3 
Jiuisdletlon    of    other    Senate    com- 
mittees, invading  the  area  of  the  In- 
ternal  Security   Subcommittee    and 
otber  committees  of  the  Congress. 

"(22)   He  has  failed  to  perform  the  8 

solid  and  useful  duties  of  the  Gov- 
ernment Operations  Committee, 
abandoning  the  legitimate  and  vital 
functions  of  this  committee. 

"(23)  He  has  held  executive  see-  8,4.6 
sions  in  an  apparent  attempt  to  pre- 
vent the  presa  from  getting  an  accu- 
rate account  of  the  testimony  of 
wltoesses,  and  then  released  his  own 
versions  of  that  testimony,  often  at 
variance  with  the  subsequently  re- 
vealed tnuascrlpts,  and  under  clrcum- 
Btancea  In  which  the  witness  bad 
little  opportunity  to  correct  or  object 
to  his  version. 


Jteoson  why 
eKifilnated 

"(24)  He  has  questioned  adversS  8.6 
witnesses  In  public  session  in  such  ^ 
manner  as  to  defame  loyal  and  vaU 
uable  public  servants,  whose  owi| 
testimony  he  failed  to  get  before^ 
hand,  and  whom  he  never  provided  a 
comparable  opportiinity  for  answer-* 
ing  the  charges. 

"(25)   He  has  barred  the  press  and  8 

general  public  from  executive  see-* 
slons  and  then  permitted  unauthor-* 
Ized  persons  whom  bis  whim  favored 
to  attend,  In  one  case,  a  class  of 
schoolgirls,  thus  holding  the  very 
principle  of  executive  sessions  up  to 
ridicule. 

"(26)  His  conduct  has  caused  and  2,4.10 
permitted  his  subcommittee  to  be  in-* 

complete  or  Incapacitated  In  Its  nor-* 
mal  work  for  approximately  40  per* 
cent  of  the  time  that  be  has  been  its 
chairman.  (During  his  19  months  as 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  his 
refusal  to  recognize  their  rights — latef 
acknowledged  by  him — caused  the 
minority  members  to  leave  the  sub-* 
committee  on  July  10,  1953,  and  they 
did  not  return  until  January  25,  1054. 
His  personally  motivated  quarrel  with 
tbe  United  States  Army  necessltate4 
the  Interruption  of  the  subcommlt« 
tee's  work  and  its  exclusive  preoccu* 
patlon  with  the  Army-McCarthy 
bearings  from  April  22,  1954,  to  June 
17,  1954.) 

"(27)   He  has  publicly  threatened  12 

publications  with  the  withdrawal  of 
their  second-class  mailing  privilege 
because  he  disagreed  with  their  edl<* 
torlal  policy.  (Washington  Post, 
Wall  Street  Journal,  Time  magazine.)! 
Letter  to  Postmaster  General  Sum-* 
merfleld  made  public  August  22,  1953i 
See  Washington  Post,  August  23,  1953. 

"(28)   He   has   exploited   hU   com-*  S 

mlttee  chairmanship  to  disseminate 
fantastic  and  imverlfled  claims  for 
the  obvious  piirpKise  of  publicity, 
(McCaktht's  hint  that  he  was  in 
secret  communication  with  Lavrentl 
P.  Berla  and  would  produce  him  as  a 
witness  when  Berla  was  on  the  verge 
Of  execution  In  Moscow.)  Washings 
ton  News,  September  21,  1953  (an-* 
nouncement  of  plan  to  subpemi 
Berla). 

"(29)  He  has  denied  Memt>ers  of  3,11 
Congress  access  to  the  files  of  the 
committee,  to  which  every  Member  of 
Congress  Is  entitled  under  the  Reor-* 
ganlzation  Act  (title  II,  sec.  202^ 
par.  d). 

"(31)    He  has  announced  Investlga-*  3 

tlons  prematurely,  subsequently  drop- 
ping these  Investigations  so  that  the 
question  whether  there  was  ever  any 
serious  Intent  to  pursue  them  may  b^ 
Justifiably  raised,  along  with  the  In-i 
evltable  conclusion  that  publicity 
was  the  only  purpose.  (Central  In-* 
telUgence  Agency,  Berla.  etc.) 

"(32)  Checking  through  hearings,  8,4,6 
one  will  note  that  favorable  material 
submitted  by  witnesses  will  usually 
have  the  notation  'May  be  found 
in  the  files  of  the  subcommittee,* 
whereas  unfavorable  material  U 
printed  In  the  record. 

"(33)   He  has  permitted  changing  § 

of  committee  reports  and  records  1q 
such  a  way  as  to  substantially  changq 
or  delete  vital  meanings.  (Senator 
MAacARiT  Chask  SiiiTB  felt  compelled! 
to  object  to  the  filing  of  his  1953  sub-* 
committee  reports  without  their  first] 
being  sent  through  the  full  commit-; 
tee.)" 
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Bu$h  amendment 

Senate  Resolution  301  submitted  to  the 
select  committee  for  consideration  oontolns 
not  only  the  charges  for  censure,  but  also 
contains  tbe  amendment  proposed  by  tbe 
Senator  from  Connecticut,  Mr.  Bttsh,  in  re- 
gard to  proposed  charges  in  rulss  and  pro- 
cedure for  Senate  oommltteas. 

The  select  committee  Is  aware  of  tbe  fact 
that  the  Subcommittee  on  Bulee  of  the  Sen- 
ate Committee  on  Rulaa  and  Administration 
has  held  extensive  hearings  on  this  subject. 

Many  witnesses  appeared  before  that  sub- 
committee, including  Senator  Bush,  and  we 
are  advised  that  this  committee  expects  to 
have  a  report  ready  for  tbe  opening  of  tbe 
next  session  of  Congress. 

It  l8  the  firm  conviction  of  the  leleet  com- 
mittee that  this  Is  a  subject  r^lcb  requires 
much  study  before  affirmative  action  Is  taken 
on  a  general  change  In  the  rules  and  pro- 
cedure of  committees  and  subcommittees  of 
the  Senate.  However,  after  bearing  tbe  evi- 
dence and  the  testimony  presented  at  the 
hearing  before  ovir  committee,  we  are  of  tbe 
opinion  that  bad  certain  rules  of  ooounittee 
procedure  been  in  effect,  much  of  the  criti- 
cism against  investigative  committee  bear- 
ings would  have  been  avoided.  For  this  rea- 
son, we  report  a  separate  resolution  on  the 
subject  of  the  Bush  amendment,  to  read  as 
follows: 

"Resolved,  That  subaectlon  8  of  rule  XXV 
of  the  standing  Rules  of  tbe  Senate  Is 
amended  by  adding  at  tbe  end  thereof  tbe 
following : 

"  (c)  No  witness  shall  be  required  to  tes- 
tify before  a  committee  or  subcommittee 
with  less  than  2  members  present,  unless 
the  committee  or  subcommittee  by  majority 
vote  agrees  that  1  member  may  bold  the 
hearing,  or  the  witness  waives  any  objection 
to  testifying  before  1  member. 

"'(d)  Committee  interrogation  of  wit- 
nesses shall  be  conducted  only  by  members 
and  authorised  staff  personnel  of  tbe  com- 
mittee and  no  person  shall  be  employed  or 
assigned  to  investigate  activities  imtll  ap- 
proved by  the  oommlttae. 

"'(e)  No  testimony  taken  or  material  pre- 
sented In  an  executive  session  staall  be  made 
public,  either  in  whole  or  in  part  or  by  way 
of  summary,  unless  authorised  by  majority 
vote  of  the  committee. 

'"(f)  Vouchers  covering  ezpenditurea  of 
any  investigating  committee  shall  be  accom- 
panied by  a  statement  signed  by  the  chair- 
man that  the  investigation  was  duly  au- 
thorized and  conducted  under  the  provisions 
of  this  rule.'  - 

And  we  reconunend  that  this  amendment 
to  the  rules  be  approved  by  the  Senate  to  be 
effective  January  3,  105S. 

vnx 

Recommendatlont  of  teleet  committee  under 
Senate  order  pursuant  to  Senate  JCesoIv- 
tion  301 

For  tbe  reasons  and  on  tbe  facts  found  in 
this  report,  the  select  committee  recom- 
mends: 

1.  That  on  the  charges  In  the  category  of 
"Incidents  of  Contempt  of  tbe  Senate  or  a 
Senatorial  Committee,"  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  Mr.  McCastbt,  should  be  cen- 
sured. 

2.  That  the  chargea  In  the  category  of  "In- 
cidents of  Knoouragement  of  Dnlted  States 
Employees  To  Violate  the  Law  and  Their 
Oaths  of  Office  or  Executive  Orders,"  do  not. 
under  all  the  evidence.  Jtistlfy  a  resolution  of 
censure. 

3.  That  the  charges  In  tbe  categtyry  of  "In- 
cidents Involving  Receipt  or  Use  of  Confiden- 
tial or  Classified  or  Other  Confidential  In- 
formation From  Executive  Files,"  do  not.  un- 
der all  the  evidence.  Justify  a  resoIuUon  of 
censure. 


4.  Tbat  the  charges  In  the  category  of  "In- 
cidents Involving  Abuse  of  Colleagues  in  the 
Senate."  except  as  to  those  dealt  wltb  in  tbe 
first  category,  do  not.  under  all  the  evidence. 
Justify  a  resolution  of  censure. 

6.  That  on  the  charges  in  the  category  of 
'Incident  RelaUng  to  Ralph  W.  Zwlcker.  a 
general  officer  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,"  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  Btr.  Mc- 
Castht,  should  be  censured. 

6.  That  wltb  reference  to  the  amendment 
to  Senate  ResoluUon  301  offered  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey,  Mr.  SicrrH,  this  report 
and  the  recommendations  herein  be  regarded 
as  having  met  the  purposes  of  said  amend- 
ment. 

7.  That  with  reference  to  tbe  amendment 
to  Senate  Resolution  301  offered  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  GonnecUcut,  Mr.  Bush,  that  an 
amendment  to  the  Senate  Rules  be  adopted 
in  accord  wlto  tbe  language  proposed  in  part 
vn  of  this  report. 

The  chairman  of  the  select  committee  Is 
authorised  in  behalf  of  tbe  committee  to  pre- 
sent to  the  Senate  appropriate  resolutions  to 
give  effect  to  the  foregoing  recommendations. 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  ATOMIC 
ENERGY 

The  PRESIDING  OPTTCER  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  following  communi- 
cations: 

Uwrmj  States  Sknatz, 
Omcx  or  TUX  D^icocmATTc  LxADn, 
Waahington,  D.  C.  November  8.  1954. 
Me.  PBCBDnrr:  I,  Ed  C.  Johnson,  tender 
my  resignation  from  the  Joint  Atomic  Energy 
Committee  effective  today. 
With  best  personal  regards.  I  am. 
sincerely. 

Ed.  C.  Johnson. 

Umttcd  Statcs  Scnatc, 
Omcz  or  TBI  DncocsATic  Lxaoxs. 
Waahinffton.  D.  C,  November  8.  1954. 
Ma.   Paxsmxirr:  Senator   Albxbt   Coax,   of 
Tennessee,  baa  been  selected  to  fill  tbe  exist- 
ing vacancy  on  tbe  Joint  Atomic  Energy 
Committee. 

with  best  personal  regards,  I  am. 
Sincerely. 

Lthdon  B.  JoHNsoir. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
chair  Is  informed  that  the  Vice  President 
appointed  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee (Mr.  Gk>KK)  to  mi  the  vacancy  on 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 


FUNERAL  EXPENSES  OF  THE  LATE 
SENATOR  MAYBANK.  OF  SOUTH 
CAROLINA 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina 
submitted  the  following  resolution  (S. 
Res.  325).  which  was  considered  and 
unanimously  agreed  to: 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Sen- 
ate hereby  is  authoriaed  and  directed  to  pay 
from  the  contingent  fimd  of  the  Senate  the 
actual  and  naoeesary  expenaee  incurred  by 
tbe  committee  appointed  to  arrange  for  and 
attend  the  funeral  of  Hon.  BuaNcr  R.  Mat- 
BAMK.  late  a  Senator  from  tbe  State  of  South 
Carolina,  on  vouchers  approved  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration. 


FUNERAL  EXPENSES  OF  THE  LATE 
SENATOR  McCARRAN.  OP  NEVADA 

Mr.  MALONE  submitted  the  following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  326),  which  was  con- 
sidered and  tmanlmously  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  tbe  Senate 
hereby   is   authorized   and  directed  to  pay 


from  the  eontingent  fund  of  the  Senate  tbm 
actual  and  necessary  expanses  Incurred  by 
the  committee  appointed  to  arranga  for  and 
attend  tbe  fimeral  of  Hon.  Pat  McCshuit. 
late  a  Senator  from  the  State  ot  Nevada,  oa 
vouchers  approved  by  tbe  Oommlttae  oa 
Rules  and  Administration. 


MATERIAL  PRINTED  IN  THE 
RECORD 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, the  following  material  was  ordcz«d 
to  be  printed  in  the  Rcooci),  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BIcCARTHT: 

Booklet  entitled  "Official  Conununlst  Party 
Line  on  Senator  McCabtbt." 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  as  a 
further  mark  of  respect  to  the  memory 
of  the  two  departed  Senators,  the  late 
Senator  McCarrak  and  the  late  Senator 
Matbank,  I  now  move  that  the  Senate 
stand  in  adjournment  until  10  o'clock 
tomorrow  morning. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  1 
o'clock  and  20  minutes  p.  m.)  tbe  SeiMite 
adjourned  until  tomorrow.  Tuesday, 
November  9.  1954.  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  November  8,  1954: 

DxPix>MAnc  AMD  FoaxxGK  Skbvics 

The  following-named  persons,  wbo  were 
appointed  during  the  last  recess  of  tbs  Sen- 
ate,  to  the  offices  Indicated: 

Norman  Armovir,  of  New  Jersey,  to  be  Am- 
bassador Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary 
of  the  United  States  of  America  to  the 
Republic  of  Guatemala. 

Gerald  A.  Drew,  of  Callfomia,  a  Foreign 
Service  officer  of  the  class  of  career  minister. 
to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plani- 
potentlary  of  tlie  United  States  of  America 
to  Bolivia. 

Robert  C.  HIII.  of  New  Hampshire,  to  be 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary of  the  United  States  of  America  to  El 
Salvador. 

Jack  K.  McFall,  of  tbe  Dtstrtct  of  Columbia, 
a  Foreign  Senrloe  oflloer  of  elaas  1,  to  be 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary bf  the  United  States  of  America'  to 
Finland. 

John  E.  Peurlfoy,  of  South  Carolina,  a  Ftor- 
elgn  Service  officer  of  the  class  of  career  min- 
ister, to  be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and 
Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  ThaUand. 

John  L.  Tappln,  of  Maryland,  to  be  Am- 
bassador Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary 
of  the  United  Statee  of  America  to  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Libya. 

Edward  T.  WaUea.  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, a  Foreign  Service  ofBoer  of  ibm 
class  of  csLTtm  minister,  to  be  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of  tba 
United  States  of  America  to  the  Union  of 
South  Africa. 

Robert  F.  Woodward,  of  Minnesota,  a  Rir- 
eign  Service  officer  of  class  1,  to  be  Ambaa- 
sador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of 
the  United  States  of  America  to  Costa  Blca. 

The  foUowlng-named  persons,  who  were 
appointed  during  the  last  reoeas  of  the 
Senate,  to  the  offices  Indicated: 

Now  a  Foreign  Service  offkser  of  class  1  and  - 
a  secretary  In  the  diplomatic  servlee,  to  be 
also  a  consul  general  of  the  United  States  of 
America  : 

Loyd  v.  Steere,  of  California. 
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»M.  HtiMlwcin,fl<  CaUfomla. 
W.  Jaadnj.  of  Wlioonrin. 

R.  MatrtB,  of  VnmsylvuiUL 


9or  appolntmHit  ■■  ronUgn  Sarlec  olBcen 
of  dam  1,  coarals,  and  McntarlM  in  tbe 
of  tbe  United  BtatM  of 


A.  MtoHlii,  of  VlorldA. 
X.  X>.  TlmiBBaa*  nz,  of  tb»  District 


of  OQl^ 

Par  promotion  from  Pordgn  Berrice  oOecrs 
of  ela«  s  to  elMK  a: 

WUIlam  Bolton,  of  On^cm. 

WlUlom  O.  Oormll,  of  PannoylTanla. 
-  <Sobn  m. 'Baam,  of  CMttaboma. 

JOtaa  B.  Bolt,  of  Ifain*. 

Baymond  O.  X^ddy.  of  Mew  Toik. 

OMfdner  S.  Fabnor.  of  iCctalgaa. 

Stotft  W.  Boot  won,  of  PennaylTanla. 

Boy  BWhud  Bnbottom.  Jr..  at  Taam. 

Boraeo  O^  TOrbert,  Jr^  of  Miiwchiwette. 

Ckarmld  Warner,  of  IfM— cliitiUt, 

Ifvrai  W.  WUUama.  of  Virginia. 

Mr  waimnintnwnt  la  tha  Voroign  aerrlca 
aa  a  Vonlgn  Servlea  ofllecr  of  elaaa  a.  a  etm- 
sul.  and  a  aeoraCary  tat  tbe  d^lomatte  Mrrloe 
of  ttkm  united  States  of  Anterlee,  In  accord- 
aaoe  adtli  tbe  provlslcRiB  of  seetlon  sao  (a) 
of  tbe  Porelga  SanFloa  Act  of  1M6: 

J<dm  J.  Haggerty,  of  Montana. 

Var  appointment  as  Pcselcn  Ssrvloe  officers 
of  elaas  a.  consuls,  and  secretaries  In  the 
dlplooaatto  aervtoa  of  tbe  United  SUtes  of 


mutmn  P.  Bramble,  of  Chogon. 

Leo  O.  Cyr.  of  Maine. 

W.  Clyde  DUnn.  of  Mortb  Carolina. 

Btcbeid  B.  VnmO,  ot  nUnole. 

B<*ort  O.  Hooker,  Jt.,  <tf  Oaltfomia. 

Paul  T.  Meyer,  of  New  Jenqr. 

M.  Oeraid  BBkltb,  of  Virginia. 

Paal  B.  Sweet,  of  tbe  District  of  Columbia. 

WlBtam  O.  IVartieert.  of  Vlrglnle. 

Bobert  X.  Ward.  ».,  of  Boutb  Carolina. 

Now  Porelgn  Serrloe  oOeera  of  claaa  8  and 
aeeratarlaa  la  tlia  diplomatic  aerrlce.  to  be 
also  coneuls  general  oi  tbe  United  Statw  of 
America: 

V.  Barwood  Blodnr,  of  Ttens. 
WUUam  J.  Porter,  of  Maaaacbuactta. 

For  promotion  from  Prarelgn  Service  ofBceri 
of  elaaa  4  to  elaas  8: 


Bobert  W.  Adams,  of  Texas. 
ICnton  ]bvaU,  of  Mew  Tork. 
CbarBa  PbUip  Clock,  of  California. 
Robert  P.  Oonigan.  of  Oblo. 
Ptaneis  W.  Herron.  of  Iowa. 
Alfred  le  8.  Jenkins,  of  Georgia. 
Jdaaidi  J.  JatK  of  Now  Tork. 
JamoB  C.  ZAbenstine.  of  Connecticut. 
WUUam  L.  lAmlstretU.  of  Callfomla. 
(MlTor  M.  Marcy,  of  Maaaacbuaetts. 
Zm)  B.  Metealf .  of  Tszaa. 
Joeeikb  J.  McmtUor.  of  MOw  Tork. 
Albert  W.  Bberer,  Jr..  of  nunois. 
Chovatt  B.  Soman,  of  Texas. 

I  Margaret  ^oy  Tibbetta.  of  Maine. 


appoAntaent  aa  Poreign  Serrlce  offi- 
I  of  elaas  8.  consuls,  and  secretarlee  In  the 
diplomatie  saiiilue  of  the  United  Btatae  of 


Howard  P.  Baekua.  of  Virginia. 

Bkrry  KT'Baker.  of  Maryland. 

J.  Lawrenoa  Barnard,  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Donglaa  N.  Bataon.  of  Mlaaiaalppl. 

Arthur  X.  Beach,  of  the  Uatrlct  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

Jamea  H.  Bonghton.  of  Connecticut. 

John  M.  Cataa,  Ji-.,  of  CaUfomla. 


Weal^  Harrla  CoUlns.  of  Mlsaisalppi. 
John  J.  Conroy.  of  Maryland. 
Xdwln  M.  Oonk.  of  Virginia. 
Balnbrldge  C.  Davis,  of  Maryland. 
Ben  F.  Dixon,  of  North  Carolina. 
Louia  Mason  Drury.  of  Maryland. 
BuaaeU  Peasenden,  of  Virginia. 
Bdward  B.  P^led.  of  Maryland. 
James  P.  Qrady,  of  Massachusetts. 
Herbert  T.  Krueger,  of  California. 
Philip  A.  Mangano.  of  Maryland. 
Kyle  B.  Mitchell.  Jr..  of  Alabama. 
John  Howard  Moore,  of  Illinois. 
DenzU  L.  Page,  of  Callfomla. 
Paul  a.  Slnderson.  of  Oklah(»na. 
George  O.  Spencer,  of  Maryland. 
Jamea  W.  Swlhart,  of  Massachusetts, 
C.  Thayer  White,  of  Texas. 

Par  promotion  from  Foreign  Service  olBcera 
Of  claaa  5  to  clasa  4: 

William  J.  Bamsdale,  of  California. 
Boland  K.  Beyer,  of  Wisconsin. 
Curtis  F.  Jones,  of  Maine. 
John  M.  Kavanaugh,  of  Louisiana. 
Thomas  H.  Mur&n.  of  Washington. 
DeWitt  L.  Stora.  of  Callfomla. 
Elmer,  E.  Yelton.  of  Virginia. 

For  promotion  from  Foreign  Service  ofBcera 
of  class  5  to  class  4  and  to  be  also  consuls 
of  the  United  States  of  America: 

Douglass  K.  Ballentlne,  of  Texas.       { 

Wllllama  Beal.  of  Massachusetts. 

William  H.  Bnins,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

William  T.  Carpenter,  Jr..  of  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Philip  H.  Chadbourn,  Jr.,  of  Calif orala. 

Arthur  D.  Foley,  of  Michigan. 

William  a.  Gibson,  of  California. 

Richard  M.  Herndon,  of  Pennsylvania 

Robert  B.  Hill,  of  Massachusetts. 

Xlmer  C.  Hulen,  of  Kentucky. 

John  J.  Ingersoll,  of  Illinois. 

Ralph  A.  Jones,  of  Pennsylvania. 

David  J.  S.  Manbey,  of  California. 

David  S.  McMorris,  of  Alabama. 

Joeeph  P.  Nagoekl,  of  Tennessee. 

Albert  V.  Nyren,  of  Massachusetts. 

David  Post,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Bdlrard  P.  Prince,  of  New  Hampshtrt . 

Albert  W.  Stoflel.  of  New  York. 

Bobert  W.  Stookey,  of  Illinois. 

Norman  E.  Warner,  of  Iowa. 

Harry  R.  Zerbel,  of  Colorado. 

For  ai^x>intment  aa  Foreign  Service  ofTl- 
cers  of  class  4,  consuls,  and  secretaries  in 
the  diplomatic  service  of  the  United  SMtes 
Of  America: 

Harold  Alsley.  of  Maryland. 
Latuln  B.  Askew,  of  Tennessee. 
Warren  p.  Blumberg,  of  Maryland. 
Tobias  J.  Boyd,  of  Pennsylvania. 
Delmar  R.  Carlson,  of  Colorado. 
Raymond  Gary,  Jr.,  of  MissourL 
Leonard  R.  Cowles,  of  Virginia. 
Anthony  Cuomo,  of  Callfc»mia. 
Francis  Dejmal,  of  Kansas. 
Rockwood  H.  Foster,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 
Robert  H.  Harlan,  of  Illinois. 
Grant  V.  McClanahan.  of  Missouri. 
Delbert  D.  Mehaffy.  of  Iowa. 
Carvel  Painter,  of  Wisconsin. 
William  K  Price,  of  Arkansas. 
Joseph  B.  Tlslnger  in,  of  Maryland. 
Walter  G.  Walcavich,  of  Virginia. 

Mow  a  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  5  and 
a  secretary  in  the  diplomatic  service,  to  be 
also  a  consul  of  the  United  States  of 
America: 

Daniel  J.  Meloy,  of  Maryland. 
For  promotion  from  Foreign  Service  offi- 
cers of  class  e  to  class  5 : 
Nicholas  G.  Andrews,  of  New  Jersey.     , 
Michael  P.  Bella,  of  Pennsylvania. 
Alf  B.  Bergeeen.  of  New  York.  1 

Robert  R.  Brungart.  of  Maryland.         I 
Ftank  N.  B\imet,  of  New  York.  ' 

Charles  T.  Butler,  Jr..  of  Indiana. 


Thomas  A  CassUly,  of  Maryland.1 
William  R.  Crawford,  Jr..  of  Pennsylvania. 
Michael  A.  Falzone,  of  New  York. 
Richard  T.  Foose.  of  West  Virginia. 
Robert  M.  Forcey,  of  California,    i 
Richard  D.  Qeppert.  of  New  Jerscfy. 
Pierre  R.  Graham,  of  Illinois.        i 
Lindsay  Grant,  of  New  York. 
WiUlam  A.  Helseth,  ot  Rorlda.      !  ' 

Harold  L.  Henrlkson.  of  MlsaourLi 
Benjamin  C.  Billiard  3d.  of  West. Virginia. 
Borrie  I.  Hyman,  of  California. 
William  M.  Kahmann,  of  MlaaoiiXL 
Lowell  Bruce  Laingen,  of  Mlnneaota. 
Paul  Baxter  Lanlus.  Jr.,  of  Colorado. 
John  C.  Leary,  of  Massachtisetts.  , 
PhUip  M.  Lindsay,  of  California.  | 
Robert  J.  Martens,  of  California. 
Kenneth  W.  Martlndale,  of  Illinoia. 
Bdward  E.  Masters,  of  Ohio.  i 

Kermit  S.  Midthun,  of  Michigan.! 
Howard  F.  Newsom,  of  the  Dlstrl^  ot  Co- 
lumbia. 

Harry  L  OdeU,  of  New  York. 
Stephen  B.  Palmer,  Jr.,  of  New  York. 
Lloyd  M  Rives,  of  New  Jersey,     i 
Luclan  L.  Rocke.  Jr.,  of  Florida. 
H.  Earle  Riissell.  Jr..  of  Mlchlgani 
Stanley  D.  Schlff.  of  New  Jersey. 
Edwin  K.  Segall.  of  Nebraska. 
Richard  R.  Selby,  Jr.,  of  New  Jeraey. 
John  J.  Shea,  of  New  York. 
John  W.  Simms,  of  Pennsylvania,  j 

Jack  M.  Smith,  Jr.,  of  Georgia. 

Sidney  V.  Suhler,  of  Texas. 

Harold  C.  Swope,  of  Missouri. 

Robert  J.  Tepper,  of  New  York. 

Calcolm  Thompson,  of  Massachusctta. 

Arthur  T.  Tienken,  of  New  York. 

Peter  C.  Walker,  of  New  York. 

John  T.  Whellock,  of  Illinois.         \ 

Merrill  A.  White,  of  MassachusettC 

For  appointment  as  Foreign  Serviee  officers 
Of  class  6,  vice  consuls  of  career,  aftd  secre« 
taries  in  the  diplomatic  service  of  tlie  United 
States  oS  America: 

Mrs.  Hazel  O.  Brlggs.  of  Washington. 

Miss  Eleanor  A.  Bwnett,  of  Florldk. 

Albert  C.  Cizauskas,  of  New  York.  | 

Mansfield  L.  Hunt,  of  Maine.       ' 

Miss  Betty-Jane  Jones,  of  Wlsconain. 

Edward  P.  Nozlglla.  of  New  Tork- 

Mlchael  H.  Styles,  of  Virginia. 

For  appointment  as  Porelgn  Servloe  ofBcert 
of  class  6.  vice  consuls  of  career,  add  secre- 
taries in  the  diplomatic  service  of  the  United 
States  of  America: 

Miss  Gloria  K.  Abiouness.  of  Virginia. 

Harvey  J.  Peldman,  of  Illinois. 

Robert  H.  Plenner,  of  Pennsylvanl|t. 

Wilbur  W.  Hitchcock,  of  New  Jersey. 

Wallace  F.  Hoj|>rook.  of  Massachusetts. 

Jack  Llebhof.^f  New  York. 

Hugh  J.  McCall,  of  New  York. 

Nicholas  V.  McCausland,  of  California. 

Leonardo  Neher,  of  Illinois. 

Frederick  P.  Picard  III,  of  Nebraska. 

Foreign  Service  staff  officers  to  be  consuls 
of  the  United  States  of  America: 

William  O.  Anderson,  of  Indiana. 

Robert  W.  Caldwell,  of  North  Carolina. 

Paul  B.  Carr,  of  California.  ,  . 

Justle  E.  Qlst,  of  Iowa. 

William  B.  Snldow,  of  Virginia. 

Mrs.  C.  Carey  White,  of  Arizona. 

Porelgn  Service  Reserve  officers  to  be  con- 
suls of  the  United  States  of  America: 

R.  Jack  Smith,  of  Virginia. 

Charles  S.  Whitehouse,  of  Rhode  Ssland. 
DxPASTifxirr  or  DarxMsi     | 

Carter  Lane  Burgess,  of  South  Carolina,  to 
be  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  a  {xislUon 
to  which  he  was  appointed  dxiring  the  last 
recess  of  the  Senate. 

DaPAXTMiifT  OF  THx  Ais  Foac4 
David  8.  Smith,  of  ConnecUcut.  to  be  Aa- 
alatant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  a  boaltlon 
to  which  he  was  appointed  during  the  last 
recess  of  the  Senate. 
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DarABTioirr  or  m  Narr 
Albert  Pratt,  of  Maaaaebuaetta.  to  bo  Aa- 
sUtant  Secretary  of  tbe  Navy,  a  position  to 
whleb  he  was  appointed  during  tbe  lact  re- 
CMS  of  the  Senate. 

Dtf  aBTMKirr  or  Cokmbcb 

Philip  Alexander  Ray.  of  California,  to  be 
General  Counsel  of  the  Department  of  Conx- 
merce,  to  which  office  be  was  appointed  dur- 
ing the  last  recees  of  the  Senate. 

DaPAaTiixNT  OP  AoaicuLTuaa 
Ervin  L.  Peteraon.  of  Oregon,  to  be  an  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

FxDsaAL  MsarmcB  Boaxo 
O.  Joeeph  Mlnetti.  of  New  Tork.  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Board  for 
the  remainder  of  the  term  exfiiring  June  30. 
1958,  to  which  office  he  was  appointed  during 
the  last  reeees  of  the  Senate. 


FXDKBAI.  CoMMtnncATioira  Commissioit 
George  C.  McConnaughey,  of  Ohio,  to  be  a 
member    of    the    Federal    Conununlcatlons 
Commission  for  tbe  unexpired  term  of  7  years 
from  July  1,  1060,  to  which  office  he  was  ap- 
pointed during  the  last  recess  of  the  Senate. 
CoKMoomr  Caxorr  CoeroaATioif 
Ervin  L.  Peterson,  of  Oregon,  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  tbe  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation. 

Atomic  Xmokit  OomczssioN 
Wlllard  Frank  Libby,  of  UUnoU.  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Oonunlasion 
for  the  remainder  of  the  term  of  5  yeaia 
expiring  Jxuxt  30.  1956,  to  which  office  he 
was  appointed  during  the  last  recess  of  the 
Senate. 

John  Von  Neumann,  of  New  Jeraey,  to  be  a 
member  of  tbe  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
for  the  term  expiring  June  30.  1959,  to  which 
office  he  was  appointed  during  the  last  receu 
of  the  Senate. 

Nation Ai.  Labob  Rajmoxra  Boasd 

TheophU  Carl  Kammholz,  of  nunola.  to  be 
General  Counsel  of  tbe  National  Labor  Re- 
lations Board  for  a  term  4  years,  vice  George 
J.  Bott  upon  the  ezpiratlcm  of  his  term. 
ExpoKT-lMposT  Bank  or  Washington 

The  following-named  persons,  who  were 
appointed  during  tbe  last  recess  of  the  Sen- 
ate, to  the  offices  indicated: 

Glen  E.  Edgerton,  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, to  be  President  of  tbe  Export-Import 
Bank  of  Washington. 

Lynn  U.  Stambaugb.  of  North  Dakota,  to 
be  First  Vice  Preaident  of  the  Export-Import 
Bank  of  Waahington. 

Hawthorne  Arey,  of  Nebraska,  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  of  Waahington. 

Vance  Brand,  of  (Miio.  to  be  a  member  of 
the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Kxport-Import 
Bank  of  Washington. 

BuaxAu  or  LoooMonva  iNaPBcnow 
John  A.  Hall,  of  California,  to  be  Director 
of  Locomotive  Inspection,  to  which  office  be 
was  appointed  during  the  last  receas  of  the 

Senate. 

MmsTssgw  Riraa  CoKMiaaioiv 
Brig.  Gen.  Wllliara  K.  Potter  (colonel,  Corpa 
of  Engineers)  to  b«  a  member  of  tbe  Missis- 
sippi River  Commlsalon,  under  the  provisions 
of  section  a  of  an  act  of  Congress  approved 
June  28.  1879  (ai  Stat.  87;  38  U.  S.  C.  64a), 
a  position  to  which  be  was  appointed  during 
the  last  receaa  of  tbe  Senate,  vice  Brig.  Gen. 
Herbert  D.  VogeL 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  G.  Holle  (brigadier  gen- 
eral, u,  S.  Army)  to  be  a  member  of  tba 
Mississippi  River  Conunlsaloa.  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  a  of  an  act  of  Congreea 
approved  June  aS,  1879  (31  SUt.  87;  83 
U.  8.  C.  043).  a  poaition  to  which  he  waa 
ai^minted  during  the  last  recees  of  the  Sen- 
ate, vice  Brig.  Qen.  Ernest  Gravea. 


BaTMHaL  Sacoairr  T1uxini«e  Comsiaaiow 
Albert  J.  Hayea.  of  Maryland,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  National  Security  Training 
OommlsBlon  for  the  remainder  of  the  term 
expiring  Jtme  19,  19S8.  to  which  office  he  waa 
appointed  during  tbe  last  receas  of  tbe 
Senate. 

UmTiD  SrATBB  Cxacorr  jTrooa 
Tbe  followlng-namMl  person  to  the  office 
Indicated,  to  which  office  he  was  appointed 
during  the  last  recees  of  tbe  Senate : 

Walter  M.  Bastian,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, to  be  United  States  circuit  Judge, 
District  of  Columbia  circuit. 

Unitbb    Statks    DisTmicT    Judgx 
Tbe  foUowlng-named  person  to  the  office 
Indicated,  to  which  office  he  was  appointed 
during  the  laat  receas  of  the  Senate : 

Lamar  Cecil,  of  Texas,  to  be  United  States 
district  Judge  for  the  eastern  district  of 
Texas. 

UifnxD  Statss  ArroaMXTS 

Tbe  following-named  peraons  to  the  offices 
Indicated,  to  which  they  were  appointed  dur- 
ing the  last  recess  of  the  Senate : 

PhU  M.  McNagny,  Jr.,  of  Indiana,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  northern  dis- 
trict of  Indiana. 

Leon  P.  Miller,  of  West  Virginia,  to  be 
United  SUtea  attorney  for  tbe  Virgin 
Islands. 

John  R.  Iforrls.  of  West  Virginia,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  northern  dis- 
trict of  West  Virginia. 

Unttd  Statkb  Maxshau 

Tbe  following-named  persons  to  the  offices 
indicated,  to  which  they  were  appointed  diir- 
Ing  tbe  last  recees  of  the  Senate : 

Carlton  G.  BeaU,  of  Maryland,  to  l>e  United 
States  marataal  for  tbe  District  of  Columbia. 

RuaaeU  R.  BaU,  of  West  Virginia,  to  be 
United  Statee  marshal  for  tbe  aoutbern  dis- 
trict of  West  Virginia. 

IC  Ftank  ReUl.  of  South  Carolina,  to  be 
United  Statee  marshal  far  tbe  weetern  dla- 
trlct  of  South  Carolina. 

Xrl  X.  Tbomaa.  of  West  Virginia,  to  be 
United  States  marshal  for  the  northern  dis- 
trict of  West  Virginia. 

CotXBCToa  or  CusTOxa 
Walter  B.  Helael,  of  Alaaka.  to  be  collector 
of  ctiatoma  for  ciutoms  collection  district  No. 
31,  with  headquarters  at  Juneau,  Alaska,  to 
flU  an  existing  vacancy. 

UwiTBB  Statsb  Puauc  Hkalth  Sibvicb 
The  following  candidatee  for  personnel  ac- 
tion  in   tbe   Regiilar   Corpa  of   the   Public 
Health  Servloe: 
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To  be  $enior  assistant  surgeons,  effective 

date  indicated 
David  P.  Mlchener,  September  33,  1054. 
Barle  W.  Xppa,  September  38,  1954. 
Eugene  H.  Guthrie,  September  23.  1984. 
James  R.  Harris,  September  23,  1954. 
William  V.  Trekell,  September  33,  1954. 
James  L.  Wellhouse,  September  33,  1954. 
Claude  R.  OHuileld.  September  34.  1064. 
Douglas  B.  Bragdon,  September  34,  1954. 
Nicholas  Bevotskle,  September  34,  1954. 
Burton  M.  Cohen,  September  34,  1954. 
Donald  R.  Chadwlck.  September  34.  1964. 
Lewis  X.  Patrle,  September  34.  1964. 
Bdward  L.  King,  September  34,  1964. 
Kugene  W.  Ververka,  September  24,  1954. 
Harvey  P.  Wheelwright,  September  26. 1954. 
Roy  P.  Sandldge.  Jr..  September  37,  1954. 
Xdward  P.  a<»ln.  September  27,  1064. 
Wallace  P.  Bowe,  September  29,  1964. 
Xrgl  J.  Peeiri,  September  39,  1964. 
Hubert  C.  Burton,  September  39,  1954. 
Paul  L.  Klngaley,  November  1,  1964. 

ro  be  MMSistant  svryeon.  effective  datt 
indicated 

Adolpb  P.  Friedman.  November  2.  1954. 


ro  be  senior  ass<»t«iKf  Sent^  swveoNa, 

effective  dmte  hUUemted 
Douglas  J.  Sandeia.  September  77.  1954. 
Reuben  L.  Turner.  September  38.  lW4k 
PoSW  Oodby.  September  38. 4984. 
Harold  M.  Fullmer,  8q>tembflr  29.  1994. 
Bill  J.  Brady.  October  8. 1964. 

To  be  assistant  dental  smrgeons,  affeett^m 

date  tnateated 
John  H.  Duffy,  November  8. 1864. 
Lawrence  E.  Van  Kirk,  Jr,  Novenabcr<t. 
195<  ^ 

To    he    assistant    scientists,    effective    daf 
indicated  ^ 

Melvln  Mania,  October  99.  1964. 
Seymour  Rubenfeld,  November  1.  19S4. 

n.  roa  ctmnaicAnoir  oi 

PBoWorsow 

To  he  permanent  ntedieal  Akreeton.  effeettve 

Septemher  27, 1954 
George  W.  BoUn  w^ndall  B.  Haaa 

Edward  T.  Thompaon  Cbarlaa  O.  ^Idaudl 
John  X.  Dunn.  Jr.        Terrence  X.  BUUnfli 
Leo  D.  CKane  Jamea  B.  Sbaw 

John  A.  Lewis,  Jr.         Jamee  WaU 
Jack  L.  James  Edgar  B.  Johnwlci: 

Thomas  A.  Hatbcock,    F-aoela  J.  Weber 
Jr. 

To  he  permanent  senior  oaslstanf  svrgeona, 

effecUve  Julp  1.  1954 
Warren  J.  Boyer,  Jr.    Joshua  €}£■  Welsteod 
Arden  A.  Flint,  Jr.        WUUam  B.  LsOnbart 

To  he  permanent  dental  direeton.  effective 
Septemher  27. 1954 

John  A.  Hammer         Praneia  A.  Arnold.  Jr. 
Ray  P.  Breaux  George  X.  Waterman 

To    be    permanent    senior  ■  assistant 
surgeons,  effective  Jnig  1, 1954 
Jack  D.  Robertson 
Herbert  Swerdlow 

To  be  permanent  sanitarjf  engineer  director, 
effective  data  indiemted 

Duncan  A.  Holaday,  ScptHnbar  37.  ItSt. 

To  he  permanent  sanitary  engineer,  effeetiv 

date  indicated 

William  B.  Schreedor,  September  1. 1964. 

To  be  permanent  senior  assistant  sonttdry 
engineers,  effective  date  indicated 
Donald  J.  Nelson.  Jr..  July  30,  1954. 
Herbert  H.  Rogers,  JtUy  30,  1964. 
Edwm  M.  Lampbere.  Augtiat  SO.  1954. 

To  be  permanent  scientist  director,  effedkva 

date  indicated 

Mayhew  Derryberry,  September  37,  1964. 

To  be  permanent  senior  assistant  sanitarian, 
effective  date  indicated 
Harold  V.  Jordan.  Jr..  Auguat  16.  1864. 

To    be   permanent    nurse   officers,   effeetiva 
Septemher  27,  1954 

Ame  B.  Belts  ' 

Dorothy  X.  Reeae 

To  he  permanent  senior  assistant  dietitian, 
effective  date  indicated 

LetltU  W.  Wamock.  September  18,  1964. 
In  tki  Aib  Poacs 

The  following-named  offleera  for  appoint- 
ment in  the  Regular  Air  Force  to  the  gradea 
indicated  under  tbe  provisions  of  title  V  of 
the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

To  he  major  generals 

MaJ.  Gen.  George  Robert  Acheeon.  335A 
(brigadier  genwaU  Regular  Air  Faroe). 
United  States  Air  Force. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Samuel  Robert  Brentnall,  S64A 
(brigadier  general.  Regular  Air  Foroe), 
United  Statee  Air  Faroe. 

Lt.  Gen.  WUUam  Henry  Tunnar.  S74A 
(brigadier  general.  Regular  Air  Force) ,  United 
States  Air  Force. 
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■aa.    460A 
Air    Force). 


rvtt.«MA(tels- 
Air  VtaKM).  United 


MiJ.  On.  XoRl*  Brown  Hutedd.  seBA 
(bhtjntlm    ttaamnl,    Begidar    Air    Force). 

MiiJ.  Cton.  Albeit  Boytf.  4MA  (brlgMUer 
geiMna.  Bvdar  Ate  Pacee),  Uniteil  atetee 
AlrPane, 

liej.  Oen.  Ibmud  Joee  Aaenslo.  aa4A 
(tartgadtar    geseral.    Regular    Air    Force). 

liej.  Oen.  J6hn  Cttawart  lOIls.  S57A  (briga- 
dier fcaend.  Begular  Air  Foroe),  United 
8U«wAlr^ 


r«  M  hrt§mdler  feneral* 
Oen.    wnilam    TbU    Hefley,    853A 
(eolHMl.  Bagiilar  Atr  Form).  United  Statee 
Air  Foiee. 

IfaJ.  Oen.  Howard  Oraluan  Bunker.  STttA 
(oolo«4.  Bapilar  Air  Fof«e).  United  States 
AirWqnt. 

liaj.  CtaB.  Fkedarle  Xmst  Olantaberg.  406A 
(colonel.  Begnler  Air  Force).  Ublted  Btatea 
Alrltone^ 

ilat-  Oen.  DMdicT  Dorward  Bale.  481A 
(eokmel.  Begular  Air  Force).  United  Statee 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Oen.  Jai^  Weston  Wood.  441A  (colo- 
nel. Begular  Air  Force),  United  States  Air 

BMg.  CtaB,  Hsrald  RunOey  Baasett.  44SA 
leolesMl.  Segular  Air  Faroe).  United  States 
Air  Force. 

M»i.  Qmx.  Bog«r  JamM  Browne.  44BA 
XcoliOMH.  Begular  Air  Force).  United  Statee 
Air  F^oree. 

aslg.  Ctan.  Manban  Stanley  Hotta.  4a8A 
(ooknirt.  BegiHsr  Atr  Force).  Utalted  States 

lia].  Oen.  Bsilan  dyda  Parks,  47aA 
(ocdoDti.  Regular  Air  Force).  United  States 
Atr  Focee. 

Brig.  oen.  Ctoo^ge  Bleton  Price,  476A 
(cdlotttf.  Big:aiar  Air  Fone).  United  States 
Air  Faroe. 

Mat'  (Mtt-  nofd  Bernard  Wood,  600A 
(eokmel,  Begular  Air  Force).  United  States 
Air  Fores. 

Brig.  Geo.  Bttgb  Arthur  Parinr,  506A 
(cokaMl,  Brilar  Air  Faroe),  United  States 
Air  FoNS. 

Brig.  Oen.  Stuart  Phllllpe  Wright,  BlOA 
(colonel.  Begular  Air  Rnrce).  United  States 
Atr  Faroe. 

Ha).  Oen.  BlShard  August  Gnissendorf, 
MSA  (colonel.  Regular  Air  Force).  United 
StatM  Air  Faroe. 

IbJ.  Oen.  Thetus  Cayee  Odom,  554A  (oolo- 
ael.  Begular  Air  Force).  United  States  Air 


Oen.  milard  Lewts.  teiA  (otdonel. 
JUgolar  Atr  Force).  United  Statee  Air  Force. 
MaJ.  Oen.  Sory  Smith.  67SA.<colonel,  Beg- 
ular Air  Fivoe) .  United  States  Alx  Force. 


-liai.  Gen.  Lee  Bird  Washboume,  glOA 
(eokmel.  Begular  Air  Force).  United  SUtes 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Oen.  Vtederlck  Jensen  Dau.  BS4A 
(colonel.  Begular  Air  Force),  United  SUtee 
Air  Jtarce. 

Hie  following-named  officers  for  temporary 
appointment  In  the  United  States  Air  Force 
under  the  provisions  of  sectlcm  515,  CXncer 
Pereonnel  Act  of  1047: 

ro  be  major  generals  I 

IMg.  Gen.  Matthew  Kemp  Deichelnlann. 
S31A.  Regular  Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Merrill  Davis  Bumslde,  495 A. 
BegvUar  Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Daniel  Francis  Callahan,  STQA, 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Samuel  Russ  Harris,  Jr.,  372A 
(colonel.  Begular  Air  Force).  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Tltcomb  Sprague,  300A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force).  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Burton  Mrirdock  Hovey,  S13A 
(ccHoDieU,  Begiilsr  Atr  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  WlUtam  Tell  Helley.  353A 
(colonel,  Begular  Atr  Force),  United  States 
Atr  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Jack  Weston  Wood,  441A  (colo- 
nel. Regular  Atr  Force),  United  States  Atr 
Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Harold  Huntley  Bassett,  445A 
(col<mel.  Begular  Air  Force).  United  States 
Atr  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Marshall  Stanley  Both,  458 A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  George  Elaton  Price.  475A  (col- 
onel. Regular  Air  Force),  United  States  Air 
Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Stuart  PhUUps  Wright.  610A 
(e<^onel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Frank  Arthur  Bogart,  585 A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Royden  Eugene  Beebe,  Jr..  587A 
(eoI(mel,  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Foree. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Belvier  Ackerman.  <S10A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force).  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  William  Henry  PoweU,  Jr.,  684A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Frederick  Jensen  Dau.  834A 
(colonel.  Regular  Atr  Force),  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Brig.  Qtta.  Albert  Meldrum  Kuhfeld.  884A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Atr  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  Kenneth  Paul  Bergquist.  1117A 
(colonel,  Begular  Air  Force),  United  States 
Atr  Force. 

Brig.  Gen.  James  Clyde  Selser,  Jr.,  1084A 
(colonel.  Regular  Air  Force),  United  i^tes 


Air  Force. 


To  be  hrioadier  f/eneralw    I 

Col.  John  Oolt  Baumont  Blllott,  STftA,  Beg- 
ular Air  Force. 

Ool.  Hoyt  Leroy  Prindle,  834A,  Regular  Air 
Force. 

Col.  Robert  Loyal  Zaston,  388A.  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Emmett  Felix  Yost,  S89A.  Begular  Air 
Force. 

Ool.  Holllngsworth  Franklin  Gregory.  49eA. 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Col.  Tom  William  Scott,  SSdA,  Regular  Air 
Force. 

Col.  Harold  Lester  Smith,  564A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Wendell  Washington  Bowman,  696A, 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Col.  Milton  Frederick  Summerfelt.  esSA, 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Col.  Charles  Hoffman  Pottenger.  661A, 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Col.  Clinton  William  Davles.  778A.  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Ck>l.  John  Martin  Brelt.  1016A,  Reg\ilar 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Richard  Thomas  King.  Jr.,  lOaiA. 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Col.  Daniel  Edwin  Hooks,  11  MA.  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Moody  Rudolph  Tidwell,  Jr.,  1553A, 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Col.  Don  Davis  Fllckinger,  1B078A.  Regular 
Air  Force,  Medical. 

Col.  Benjamin  Oliver  DaTls.  Jr«  1206A, 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Ool.  Charles  Berton  Root.  1258A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Victor  Raymond  Haugen,  139aA.  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Sam  Wilkerson  Agee,  1348A.  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Edwin  Borden  Broadhurst,  1350A. 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Col.  Kenneth  Oliver  Sanborn,  138SA.  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Don  Richard  Ostrander,  1343A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  Fred  Murray  Dean,  1450A,  Regular  Air 
Force. 

Col.  Walter  Krath  Arnold,  1478A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Arthur  Jenkins  Pierce,  1509A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Marcvis  Fleming  Cooper,  1543A,  RegU'^ 
lar  Air  Force. 

Col.  Cecil  Hampton  ChUdre.  1551A,  Regular 
Air  Force. 

Col.  Henry  Rlggs  Sullivan.  Jr.*  1655A. 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Col.  William  Kmanuel  Eubank.  Jr..  1741A. 
Regular  Air  Force. 

Col.  Beverly  Howard  Warren.  1768A,  Regu- 
lar Air  Force. 

Col.  James  Franklin  Whisenand.  1M5A. 
Regular  Air  Force.  | 
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I  1; 


rATB  OF  TBB  UBITBU  STATES 

Jfonday,  Novetnber  t,  1954 

Ux,  UaCABTBY.    Mr.  JPresldent.  I 
aak  unmidmous  ooiumit  to  have  printed 


In  the  RxcoRD  pages  1  to  19  of  the  booklet 
I  now  send  to  the  desk. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  booklet 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Reoord. 
as  follows: 

"l^aow  THi  Bttm  Out" — Official  Co^iru- 

MXST  PAklT  LiMX  ON   SXNATOB  McCakTUT 

The  House  Un-American  Activities  Com- 
mittee oOciiaiy  cites  the  DaUy  Wcwker  as 
Zollows: 

"Dally  Worker:  The  chief  Journalistic 
mouthpiece  of  the  Communist  Party  *  *  *. 
No  other  paper  or  publication  of  any  kind 


beeh 


f 


in  all  American  history  has  ever  beeh  loaded 
with  such  a  volume  of  subversive,  seditious, 
and  treasonable  utterance  as  has  this  organ 
of  the  American  Communists." 

"Telegraph  agency  of  instructions  to  all 
Communists."  (Louis  Budenz,  former  editor 
of  the  Daily  Worker.) 

[From  the  Daily  Woricer,  New  Tork.  U.  T.,  of 
September  28. 1964] 

Thbow  the  Buh  Out 
America  la  catching  up  with  ICcJCastht. 
The  six-man  Senate  committee  has  voted 
unanlm«5usly  In  favor  of  a  Senate  censure 
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at  the  ar^ -conspirator  sffainst  the  Ameri- 
can Constitution. 

It  Is  good  newt  for  America — for  its  free 
speech.  Its  right  to  gpeak  out  for  peace,  co- 
existence, and  the  abiMtlon  of  H-lMmb 
war— that  MeCarthylsm  Is  no  longer  the  un- 
touchable sacred  oow.  The  good  sense  of  the 
people  has  won  this  important  achievement. 

However,  the  OOP,  backed  in  this  by  the 
Deraoeratte  Party  leader  in  the  Senate.  Is 
trying  to  sweep  the  McCabtbt  issue  under 
the  rug  for  the  elections.  They  have  ordered 
the  postponement  at  any  Senate  action  till 
sfter  the  elections.  They  thus  Im^m  to  keep 
the  issue  quiet. 

But  the  country  hss  seen  enough  of  the 
sordid  McCastrt  conspiracy  not  to  be  con- 
tent with  this  tnck.  In  the  llrst  place,  the 
voters  should  incist  to  their  Senators  on  s 
Senate  meeting  before  the  November  elec- 
tions. They  should  insist  on  a  swift  vote  of 
censure  before  November. 

^>Ilowlng  that,  the  ooxuitry  has  every  right 
to  expect  that  the  Senate  will  not  merely 
rebuke  McCasthi-  for  overstepping  some  of 
the  rules,  but  will  waste  no  time  in  digging 
into  his  whole  shabby 


[Prom  the  DaUy  Worker,  New  York,  N.  T.,  of 
July  14,  1854] 

Am  SiatATS  Funrr  om  McCabtht 

The  effort  of  Senator  Ralfh  Flawdcbs, 
Republican,  of  Vermont,  to  strip  Senator 
JosaPH  MoCaxthv.  Republican,  of  Wiscon- 
sin, of  his  committee  chalnnanshipe  is  gain- 
ing ground  in  tlie  United  States  Senate. 
Several  Republicans  have  already  indicated 
support.  While  a  number  of  Democrats  are 
also  for  tt.  the  Senate  Tory  Democratic  lead- 
ership has  tried  to  evade  the  struggle  by 
maintaining  McCastrt  Is  a  "Republican 
problem." 

Among  Republicans  who  have  not  yet  lined 
up  belitnd  the  Flanders  reeolutton  Is  Senator 
Isvuta  M.  Ivia.  of  New  York. 

We  \irge  aU  New  Yorkers  to  wriU  to  Ivxs 
Insisting  he  support  the  Flanders  resolution. 

Ws  urge  New  Yorkers  to  write  to  Senator 
Rexbest  LxHiiAM  suggesting  he  put  the  heat 
on  the  Democratic  Senate  leadership  to  line 
up  behind  the  resolution. 

We  urge  readers  everywhere  to  take  similar 
action  in  connection  with  their  Senators. 


[From  the  Daily  Worker.  New  York.  N.  Y, 
of  JiUy  29,  1954] 

Wiin  Yout  Skmatobs 

Tell  the  two  Senators  from  your  State  to 
support  the  Planders  censure  resolution. 
Urge  the  organtaatlona  to  which  you  belong. 
to  do  likewise. 

In  New  York.  Senator  Lbbmam  says  he  wiU 
support  the  censure;  Republican  Ibvxno  M. 
Ivxs  has  been  silent. 

Many  are  also  writing  to  Senator  Flandxbs 
giving  him  their  support  in  this  move. 

I  From  the  Daily  Worker,  New  York,  K.  T.J 
Snu.  Tncx  To  Ckmsuxx 
The  next  few  days  wiU  teU  whether  Mc- 
Caktrt  can  still  blackmail  the  country.  A 
shower  of  wires,  letters,  and  calls  will  go  a 
long  way  toward  giving  the  Senators  sn  In- 
dication of  the  reelings  st  home.  They 
should  be  told  no  adjournment  until  Sena- 
tor McCabtrt  Is  severely  censured. 

[Prom  the  Daily  Worker.  New  York.  N.  Y, 
of  July  18,  1964] 

Act  Now 
We  urge  all  readers  to  write  at  once  to 
their  Senators,  insisting  they  vote  for  the 
Flanders  resolution. 
C QS9 


W^  urge  ail  readers  to  rsaeh  their  fallow- 
lurkaca  and  nslghbocs  and  the  Irartis  ■  of  the 
unions  and  other  organisations  they  might 
to— «rglag    them    to 


They  should  also  make  their  will  known 
to  Senator  Ltwdost  JoHHsmr.  Democratic 
Senate  leader,  who  is  dodging  the  Issue  on 
the  saeose  that  this  Is  an  inner  Republican 
squabble. 

(Ftom  the  Dally  Worker.  New  York,  H.  T.,  of 
March  17.  19M] 

Stamp  Out  McCaxthtbix 

(By   WlIHam    Z.    Foster) 

During  the  past  10  days  SenaUv  Mc- 
Caxtbt  has  received  a  number  of  resound- 
ing Iwlts  in  the  Jaw.  These  came  from  Ad- 
lai  Stevenson,  ■.  R.  Murrow,  Senator  Flan- 
ders, the  Army  leadership,  broadcasting 
companies.  Xven  Eisenhower  himself  had 
to  give  MoCaxtht  a  sli^  on  the  wrist.  This 
sudden  outburst  of  antl-McCarthy  senti- 
ment reflects  the  growing  indignation  of  the 
American  people  at  the  outrageous  manner 
in  which  the  Wisconsin  political  thug  has 
been  intimidating  the  country. 

This  active  antl-McCarthylsm  Is  all  to  the 
good,  and  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  gather- 
ing attack  against  McCabtht  will  be  devel- 
oped to  the  full.  MoCaxtht  should  not 
only  be  discredited  rollUcally,  but  he  should 
also  be  fired  from  the  Senate  and  put  in 
Jail  where  he  belongs.  Such  an  outcome 
would  constitute  a  real  victory  for  democ- 
racy and  would  be  hailed  as  such  aU  over 
the  world. 

With  McCaxtbt  discomfited,  already  social 
democrats  like  Max  Lemer  and  Arthur 
Schlesslnger  in  the  New  York.  Post  act  as  if 
MbCarthyism  were  dead.  They  make  it  ap- 
pear as  though  MoCarthylsm  is  the  work  of 
but  a  few  malevolent  individuals,  who  are 
now  being  deflated.  But  this  is  a  gross 
underestimation  of  the  danger  of  McCar- 
thyism,  which  Is  American  fascism. 

McCaitht  as  an  individual  reactionary  is 
obvioxisly  dangerous,  but  the  reality  of  the 
dangers  personalized  by  him  are  the  power- 
ful figures  behind  htm — the  wealthy  bankers 
and  industrialists  and  big  military  tycoons, 
with  their  aggressive  programs  of  faclsm 
and  war.  These  are  the  elements  who  are 
chiefly  responstbile  for  such  power  ss  Mc- 
Cabtbt  possesses. 

Should  their  darling  MOCaxtmt  be  knocked 
out.  however,  in  the  preeent  brawl,  they  wilt 
not  be  long  in  developing  another  political 
front.  If  they  could  so  blow  up  a  blockhead 
like  McCastht,  they  wtU  not  be  long  in 
finding  replacements. 

It  Is  not  enough  to  fight  McCaxtbt  regard- 
ing his  methods,  on  the  assumption  that 
he  represents  only  a  small  clique  of  Irre- 
sponslbles.  He  must  instead  be  fought  on 
the  grounds  of  his  pro-Fascist  objectives  and 
In  the  realization  that  he  1b  the  outstanding 
figure  of  the  American  Fascist  tendency. 

What  Is  wanted  Is  not  more  carefully  man- 
aged thought  oontrol  or  more  gentlemanly 
red-halting  and  Soviet  hating  as  so  many  in 
labor  and  political  circles  have  been  doing. 
This  line  only  feeds  McCarthylsm.  The 
Whole  program  of  warmongering  must  be 
knocked  out  and  the  country  embarked  upon 
a  realistic  policy  of  peaceful  coexistence  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  Soviet 
Union.  This  alone  can  basically  end  the 
nunaoe  of  McCarthylsm. 

The  Bsenhower  administration  Is  flgxning 
on  using  what  they  hope  will  be  a  more  smi- 
slble  McCastrt  as  their  chief  hatehetman 
in  the  November  elections.  That  Is  why 
>nce  President  Nixow  gave  hixa  such  gentle 
handling  In  his  Saturday  night  speech. 

McCabist  will  have  many  other  power- 
ful  supporters.  But  the  President  and  his 
Wall  Street  backers  should  not  be  allowed 


to  est  awaf  with  thla  shaRtstul 

upon  tha  Am»irtcan  people.    IfcCi 

be  driven  out  ot  American  public  Ufa  ean- 
pletely.  Tbrnt  would  be  an  appatlaer  to  » 
real  head-on  attack  upon  the  main  hodj  at 
tha  thraatenlng  Fascist  morement  la  ^»«W 
country. 

In  the  coining  Novambtt  alectiona  thalaboc 
and  progreaslve  forces  should  dsTcsft  «*«*y 

McCarthyite  who  appears  on  any  ticket  *nil 
elect  strong  anU-McCarthy  '^~*Httsi. 

William  Foster  is  under  indictment  t«r 
Communist  activities  in  vloUtlon  of  tha 
Smith  Act. 


Ukttt  Cah 
(By  PhUlp  FTankfeld,  (^airman  of  tbs  Com- 
munist Party  at  Ifsr^and) 

(Pamphlet  Issued  by  Communist  Party) 

From  the  above  pamidilet: 

"But  at  aU  times,  remember  the  (act  tb«t 
the  main  enemy  is  pro-Fascist  MoCarthylsaa 
and  all  of  its  worklnss  and  dlrvetlaf  o«r 
BuUn  fight  against  it." 

"The  camp  of  McCarthylsm  remalna  ^untti^Ht 
and  follows  a  conunon  policy  directed  by  a 
unified  command.  It  operates  with  deadly 
effectlvenees." 

Philip  Frankfeld  has  been  oonvleted  for 
his  Oommunlst  actlvitlea. 

The  national  secretary  of  the  OoaintaBlSt 
Party  sent  the  following  meesage  to  all  bom- 
muntst  Party  members  through  the  DaUy 
Worker  of  May  4,  1060: 

"T.  urge  all  Oommunlst  Party  members^  at^nl 
all  antl-Fasclsts.  to  yield  second  place  to  wms 
in  the  fight  to  rid  our  ooimtry  of  the  FaadSfe 
poison  of  McCarthylsm.  " 

(From  the  Daily  Worker,  New  York.  H.  T., 
of  May  7.  1963] 

iMVXailUATX  TSK  iMVCSnOATOBS 

We  New  Yorkers  are  getting  a  good  doea- 
up  look  at  what  Senator  "»«— t  ^i*^^hv 
called  the  other  day  "creeping  McCarthylsm.*' 

We  are  getting  "creeping  McCarthytam.'* 
and  McCarth3rite  creeps,  in  the  invasion  «C 
New  York  by  the  shoddy  bunch  of  headline^ 
hunters  known  as  the  Un-Amerloaa  Oam- 
mlttee.  This  Is  headed  by  an  az-lVI  oop 
whoee  great  specialty  was  to  have  been  the 
frameup  of  Steve  Nelson  as  "an  atomic  spy" 
working  with  a  "Scientist  X."  Thte  shabby 
frameup— very  much  like  the  Rossnberg 
frameup— ooUapsed  eompletaly  when  eren  a 
f  ear-rtdden  Washington  Jury  threw  the  whbla 
mess  out  of  coivt  several  weeks  ago. 

Velde's  qualifications  for  hounding  New 
York  teachers.  Mtltors.  artlsta.  actors,  and 
writers  are  given  by  his  notorious  contempt 
for  education,  which  he  expressed  as  follows; 

"Ths  bssls  of  all  communism  ■"^  social- 
Istlc  influence  is  education  of  the  people. 
*  *  *  If  we  say  that  we  are  oppoeed  tA 
socialism  in  America,  as  we  all  say  we  aisu 
then  we  must  oppose  this  bill  (to  create 
traveling  libraries) ."  (March  9. 1060,  House 
of  Repressntatlves.) 

Such  la  the  gent  who  now  drags  iVxr-Hit  , 
and  patriotic  Americans  up  in  front  of  hta 
roadshow  in  order  to  get  thsm  to  baoona 
Informers  by  "naming  naoMs"  of  other 
Americans  who  have  dared  to  exercise  their 
rights  of  free  speech,  tree  press,  sad  the  right 
of  association  to  advocate  Ideas. 

No  wonder  Senator  I^riuw  cried  out  la 
dismay  before  1.000  Demoeratle  Party  wotfi- 
ers  last  week: 

"Already,  we  tolerate  subpenalng  novellsti; 
essayists,  msgstine  and  newqiaper  adlton^ 
scholars  and  school  administrators  to  Inqulia 
into  their  political  backgrounds  and  pwrsonal 
habiU  back  to  their  youth  and  childhood. 


nam 


I 

GCmGRESSIC^AL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


November  8 


M  cinM  ib«  tnqntrtton.  m^  IMBm  ofar." 

SHMtar  *rr— *****  jtirtUlad  alam  diowt 
tbiH  inalj  ikBMCisMis  an  stvaN  oC  tbs  tMk 

«mC"  ed^vvfitiip  *  vteioua  iftfCamui-lieCMrttky 
MMHilt  oa  Ntw  DMdtn,  Damoonti,  Negro 
■ad  Anrtrii  orgaalMttoiH.  tr»d«  tmiofn^ 
ijHuiciIiw.  atv.  Hm  Un-Anurteaa  Commit* 
t«*  puOiOm  tbm  biy  If*  alKmt  ooaummism 
In  onlwto  •ttaek«U  progr—lTe  Ittoaa. 

71m*  eonmttt***  wUl  never  baul  vp  be- 
fan  ttMm  a  Kb  Xhuur.  an  sntt-Scmlte,  s 
iranBongv,  or  s  union  hater.  No  luullard 
gougtng  ble  tenants  or  politician  rooUng  the 
ett7  ifdl  ever  be  eaZled  up  to  "nune  names" 
by  tlMS*  hiieka.  After  all.  their  own  prevlona 
chairman.  «he  smelly  J.  Pamell  Thomas,  was 
tound  out  to  be  a  crook. 

It  Is  with  pride  that  New  Toric  oan  watoh 
theee  eourageous  "nonoooperattng"  wltneeses 
giv*  three  thoi^ht-oontooUers  some  elemen- 
tary Isssnrii  In  American  history.  Oeocse 
Washington  mnd  Jefforson  were  also  "non-  > 
eoopsrattog"  with  reference  to  thought-con- 
trol  ^xafnny« 

(nrom  Politleal  Affairs  of  December  19S8] 

JJmat  Csx  Rom  lioCAsnrnaiK 

(By  national  committee.  Communist  Party, 
United  States  of  America) 

On  November  31.  IMS.  the  national  oom- 
mtttee  oC  the  Oommunlst  Party  at  the  UxUted 
Btatw  Jasoed  a  statement  signed  by  WUllam 
Z.  Vtoster,  Btanbeth  Gurley  Flynn.  and  Pettis 
Parry,  deiillng  with  the  Brownell-Xtsenhower 
assault  upon  the  loyalty  of  ek-Presldent  Tru- 
man.   The  text  of  the  statement  follows: 

'TIM  situation  Is  ripe  for  organised  labor 
and  its  allies,  by  a  united  smash,  to  rout 
the  llOCarthylte  '  ivo-Awelsts  and  war- 
mongers, and  to  eeore  a  great  poUtlcel  vle- 
tory.  This  opportunity  must  not  be  missed. 
The  working  mssssa  must  not  «llow  them- 
aelTCB  to  be  politically  deceived  and  blinded 
by  the  polMm  gas  of  the  redbalters,  war- 
mongers, and  wltchhunters. 

"An  organic  part  of  the  Ught  sgetnst  Ife- 
Oarthjrtan  Is  the  flg^t  to  defend  the  Com- 
munlstrnow  being  indicted  and  tried  under 
the  Smith.  IfoCarrajii.  and  sedition  laws,  and 
to  free  Oene  Dennis.  Ben  Davie,  and  the  many 
others  Imprisoned  imder  theee  laws." 


The  Bouse  Un-Amoiean  Actlvltlee  Com- 
mittee offidaUy  cited  FoUttcal  Affairs  as  "an 
oOdal  Oommunlst  Party  monthly  theoreti- 
cal organ.  *  *  *  A  megeetne  devoted  to  the 
theory  and  praetloe  of  Mazxlst-Leninlsm." 

(From  the  Dally  Worker.  New  York,  N.  T.,  of 
March  1,  1M4] 

Qaownro:     Acr     Now     AoAiMer 
Bsowanu.  Acr  Aoazmst 
*mo.  1  9Maetrf 

ATBBn.  Ohio.  Mbruary  38. — ^llrs.  Agnes  K. 
liSyer.  educator  and  writer,  yesterday  called 
Senator  Jotan  B.  lfoC*aTBr  our  No.  1 
faeolst.  SBggssted  legal  aotkm  be  Instituted 
against  him  by  Attorney  General  Herbert 
BfuwueU,  9t^  and  oaUed  on  the  Prceldent  to 
interran*  to  prot*et  the  honor  of  the  miU- 
tary  agalnet  MeCsamnr's  insults. 

Tf  the  President  does  not,"  she  said,  "the 
safety  of  every  eltlaen  and  of  our  whole  Na- 
tlflO  wiB  be  undarminecL  Por  MoCabtbt  has 
ds vised  sinister  methode  by  which  force  can 
oonqiisr  this  country  without  overt  violence." 

In  a  epesch  before  the  <MUo  chapter  of 
the  Amsrlean  Association  of  Uhlversity  Pro- 
fessors. Mrs.  Meyer  said.  Tlrownau  would  do 
the  Nktkm  a  greater  ssrvloe  If.  Instasd  of 
yiTSijoMng  a  -dead  Oonummlst.  he  would 
instttme  |)roBeedlnp  agatart  MeCsatRT." 

Mlfs.  Mtjar,  in  her  own  R*d-baittng  phrase. 
apparenHy  alluded  to  a  recent  qpeech  by 


Brawndl  attadlng  the  late  Harry  Dtoxter 
White.  Mw   Dealer   and   former   Treasury 


"TlMre  le  no  doubt  all  our  freedoms  today 
are  being  threatened."  said  Ifrs.  Meyer,  Whose 
husband  is  Bugsne  Meyer,  chairman  of  the 
board  of  the  Washington  Post.  "Our  con- 
gressional investigators  are  seeking  to  curb 
all  aaptesslon  of  opinion.  The  Natlon't  en- 
tire education  system,"  she  charged,  "la  being 
subjected  to  repression  and  Intimidation. 

She  charged  that  the  xuieducated  are  sit- 
ting in  Judgment  on  education  and  educa- 
tors, and  callsd  for  a  falrminded  investiga- 
tion of  your  unfalrmlnded  Investigators. 

Mrs.  Meyer  declared  McCastrt  would  sure- 
ly be  thrown  out  of  the  Senate  If  the  Rejpub- 
llean  National  Committee  disclosed  the  dis- 
graceful facts  about  his  recwd. 

(Vtom  the  Dally  Worker,  New  Tork,  N.  T..  of 
March  13, 1954] 

BmirHOwn  Pksls  thx  PacssrsK 

President  Eisenhower  said  he  agreee  with 
Senator  Flamdkbs  a  little  bit.  The  Vermont 
OOP  Senator  had  charged  the  Imltatlon- 
Hltler  with  trying  to  split  the  OOP,  and 
capture  it. 

Theee  are  all  signs — "straws,"  the  New 
York  Times  calls  them — that  it  ia  no  longer 
tantamount  to  treason  In  Washington  to 
criticize  the  leader  of  the  pro-Fascist  con- 
spiracy in  the  United  States.  This  i»eans 
that  the  groundswell  of  popular  patriotic 
hatred  against  bullying,  lying.  Fascist  Mc- 
Carthylsm  has  already  made  Itself  very  aiuch 
felt  in  Washington  and  In  the  OOP. 

When  Adial  Stevenson  charged  the  GOP 
with  being  "half  McCAaTHT,  half  Biseohow- 
er"  he  clearly  etung  the  OOP,  whicb  had 
learned  that  the  brand  of  Fascist  IificCar- 
thylsm  is  no  longer  the  pure  asset  which 
GOP  Chairman  Hall  proudly  called  it. 

We  have  seen  In  America  in  the  pasi  few 
days  such  things  as  the  terrific  antt-Mc- 
CuTHT  response  to  the  CBS  broadcaat  by 
Bdward  Murrow;  the  lashing  out  at  Mc- 
Castbt  as  a  Hitler  by  the  railroad  brother- 
hood organ.  Labor,  etc. 

This  shoxild  be  of  the  greatest  encowage- 
ment  U>  the  patriotic  crusade  to  resist,  curb, 
and  deetroy  this  vUe  Fascist  plot  to  debase 
America  into  a  new  form  of  Hitlerlstn  at 
home  and  Hitlerite  war  with  all  the  tricks 
borrowed  from  the  antl-Communlst  fakeries 
of  the  Nazis. 

But  it  Is  obvious  that  the  trembling  criti- 
cism of  this  Fascist  conspiracy  forcod  on 
the  White  House  must  be  replaced  by  some- 
thing far  more  direct  and  tougher.  Mc- 
Castht  knows  that  Elsenhower's  "fesither" 
criticism  cannot  stop  him.  He  insolently 
snsered  back  at  the  President's  criticism. 
Be  charged  that  all  the  OOP  leaders  who 
fear  he  Is  smearing  them  too  heavily  with 
the  Fascist  brush  are  "trying  to  curry  favor 
with  the  leftwlng  press."  McCabtht  is  here 
following  the  Fascist  script  down  to  the  last 
letter. 

It  Is  good  that  the  GOP  is  afraid  ott  the 
McCarthylte  label  now. 

It  is  up  to  the  country  to  Insist  on  more 
from  anyone  in  public  life  who  says  h«  pre- 
fers America  to  Fascist  McCarthyism.  Mc- 
Carthylsm'B  financial  dealings  m\iat  be 
probed  by  the  Senate.  His  star-chamber 
hearings  and  terrorlsatlons  miist  be  stopped. 
Above  all  the  fight  has  to  be  waged  on  th^ 
basic  Issuee — peace  and  East-West  trade 
against  his  inevitable  war;  the  BUI  of  Bights 
against  his  spy  fakeries  and  witch  huats  of 
Communists;  and  more  New  Deal  measures 
against  the  OOP's  creeping  socialism  line. 


'iSf  *' 


[From  the  Worker,  New  York,  N.  Yi  of  July 
as,  1954] 

The  Demockats  akd  McCabt^t 

Senator  Flakdess,  of  Vermont,  wakned  the 
OOP  that  if  it  follows  the  leadership  of 
McCabtht  It  is  sunk. 

For  the  country  will  know  how  |o  recog- 
nize the  guilt  of  the  party  whl^h  helps 
McCabtht  try  to  Hitler Ize  the  United  States 
of  America. 

But  the  E>emocrats  In  Washington  cant 
seem  to  grasp  this  yet,  and  they  havent 
been  told  In  firm  language  that  su«h  is  th* 
case. 

For  example,  the  three  Democrats  on  the 
McCarthy  committee — Stmimoton,  ^acksom, 
and  McClxixan — who  tangled  with  McCab- 
tht during  the  recent  hearings  suddenly 
were  afraid  to  Join  with  OOP  Senator  Poma 
to  fire  the  sneaky  ex-FBI  Francis  Oarr. 

PoTTEB  was  ready  to  defy  McCAtrrwr  on 
this  issue,  but  the  Democrats  began  to  waver 
and  said  this  would  "let  McCAsniT  claim 
they  opix)8e  the  Investigation  of  commu- 
nism." 

Amazing  how  this  McCabtht  trick  still  has 
power  to  drug  and  paralyze  hU  vlctlnu  even 
when  they  start  to  fight  back. 

But  the  country,  we  are  sure,  wants  the 
United  States  Senate  to  pass  the  Flanders 
motion  to  censure  McCabtht  on  July  30 
when  his  motion  comes  up. 

Millions  of  voters  want  McCabtht  forced 
to  testify  under  oath  on  his  spy  rings,  hie 
weird  financial  deals  with  the  corporations, 
and  his  defense  of  the  Nazi  murderers  of 
helpless  American  OI  prisoners. 

At  the  very  least,  they  want  the  Dento- 
crats  to  lead  the  fight  to  censure  MCCabtbt, 
the  goon  who  has  branded  them  as  respon- 
sible for  "20  years  of  treason." 

The  voters,  especially  In  the  trade  unions, 
are  telling  their  United  SUtes  Senators  they 
want  McCabtht  cens\ired  on  July  |0  aa  the 
very  first  step,  and  they  are  telling  Senator 
Flanokbs  they  approve  what  he  is  doing. 

(From  the  Dally  Worker,  New  York.  N.  Y, 
of  July  19,  1964] 

McCabtht  a  Wouu>-Bx  Hxtlbi,  Bats 

Flanokbs 

WAaHuroTOK,  July  18.— Senator  |Iai.pr  B. 
Flandebs  (Republican,  of  Vermont)  today 
charged  that  Senator  Joseph  R.  McCabtht 
was  the  would-be  Hitler  of  America.  De- 
tailing the  methods  whereby  Hitler  roee  to 
power  in  Germany,  Flanders  called  on  fellow 
Republicans  to  back  his  Tuesday  move  to 
censure  McCabtht.  Flakdebs  withdrew  his 
original  motion  to  oust  McCabtht  from  his 
chairmanships  under  pressure  from  the  OOP 
leadership  In  the  Senate. 

In  releasing  his  speech  today,  Plahdcbs 
said  he  "took  his  unusual  step"  because 
otherwise  there  would  be  no  chance  for  the 
Senate  or  the  public  to  consider  kls  argu- 
ments against  McCabtht.  He  claimed  con- 
siderable Senate  support  for  his  rdeolutlon. 
Including  more  than  12  Republicans. 

Senate  Republican  leader  Wn^LiAM  P. 
Knowland  refused  to  disclose  his  strategy  on 
the  Flandebs  move,  but  Is  expected  to  try  to 
kill  the  resolution  either  by  moving  to  table 
It  or  by  sending  it  to  a  Senate  rifles  com- 
mittee pigeonhole. 

Before  the  resolution  itself  can  b^  brought 
to  vote,  the  Senate  must  approve  Flandebs' 
request  for  immediate  consideration  and  It 
was  possible  the  showdown  will  cohie  then. 

The  tactic  of  comparing  with  Hitler  any- 
one who  fought  communism  was  otlglnated 
years  ago  by  the  Communists.  Congressman 
Dies,    Congressman   Harold   Velde,   Senator 


1954. 

MoCarran.  and  Senator  Jennar  have 
similarly  attacksd  by  the  Oonuuunlsta. 


irrom  the  Dally  Worker.  New  York.  N.  Y.| 
Snu.  TocB  To  CBnroaa 

The  decision  of  ths  Senat*  to  shift  the 
McOarttiy  oensuro  motion  to  a  riz-msmber 
committee  ralsee  the  eerlous  danger  that 
another  wbltewasb  at  tba  reacttonary  Wla- 
consin  Senator  Is  in  th*  making. 

There  Is  stlfl  hc^jM,  however,  that  eome 
form  of  censure  It  poaalble  this  session.  T3ie 
Senators,  oogniaant  of  the  tremendous  popu- 
lar pressure  for  some  action  on  McCastbt, 
and  hardly  vrllUng  to  face  charges  at  home 
that  the  Flanders  motion  was  killed  by  ad- 
journment, voted  to  act  on  the  committee's 
recommendation  before  the  mid-August 
adjournment. 

The  eommltten.  which  Vice  Preeldent 
Nezom  will  appoint,  however,  can  bring  in  a 
recommendation  <m  the  eve  of  adjournment 
for  no  action  or  postponement  of  action  to 
the  next  eeeslon.  Senate  Majority  Leader 
Knowijlns  and  Minority  Leader  JoRwaoM, 
who  have  joined  hande  on  tba  maneuTer  to 
save  McCAsnrr,  are  apparently  continuing 
on  a  rush-for-hcsne  stampede  to  get  ap- 
proval of  what  amounts  to  no  action. 
Whether  they  will  succeed  depends  In  large 
measure  on  the  respooaa  from  thoee  who  are 
already  being  exhorted  by  electioneering 
candidates. 

The  very  fact  that  the  Senate  was  farced 
to  schedule  a  debate  on  the  Flanders  motion 
and  that  the  leaders  of  both  parties  have 
been  unable  so  far  to  avoid  action  this  ses- 
sion indicates  the  tremendous  power  of  the 
antl-McCarthylsm  sentiment  In  the  country. 
The  Senate  debate,  despite  the  limited  scope 
of  the  Flanders  motion  and  the  rush  for  ad- 
journment, has  eerved  to  still  further  expoee 
the  Fascist  and  corrupt  nature  of  Mc- 
Carthyism. 

Like  a  cornered  beast,  McCaxnrr  was  only 
able  to  resort  to  tlie  usual  growl  that  served 
him  so  well  In  the  past.  He  called  the  many 
Senators  who  vol<;ed  charges  against  him 
constimmate  liars  imd  warned  them  they  will 
Indict  themselves  for  perjury  if  they  voice 
those  charges  before  the  Senate's  committee. 

The  Senator's  bullying  tactics  were  suc- 
cessful on  some  occasions  against  some 
weak-kneed  liberals  or  others  without  moral 
or  self-respect,  alUiough  McCabtht  has  been 
rebuffed  by  most  honest  wltneeses.  It  now 
remains  to  be  seen  whether  the  whole  Senate 
will  be  buttled  sxicceaafully  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wlstxinsln. 

And  we  are  still  to  hear  from  President 
Blsenhower  on  thlJt  moet  Important  question 
before  Congress.  The  White  House  has  been 
conspicuously  sUeat  while  the  storm  ragae 
and  the  administration's  leaders  are  steering 
toward  a  whitewash  of  McCabtht.  The  vot- 
ers wUl  not  abeolvo  the  administration  of  its 
full  responsibility  in  this  sordid  buslneee. 

The  next  few  daya  vrUl  tell  whether 
McCabtht  can  still  blackmail  the  country. 
A  shower  of  wires,  letters,  and  calls  will  go  a 
long  way  toward  giving  the  Senators  an  Indl- 
caUon  of  the  feelings  at  home.  They  should 
be  told  no  ad>3iimment  until  Senator 
McCabtht  Is  severely  censured. 

(From  Political  Affairs  of  May   1954] 
Mat  DAT.  1954:  WKat  Pacbs  Usf 

VI.   THZ  BOLB  OS  THS  OOMMUNXST  PABTT 

In  ths  past  period  the  party  and  the  left 
have  played  a  moie  active  role  in  the  main- 
stream of  the  antt-MoCABTHT  movement. 
They  are  learning  to  Influence  the  program 
and  to  bolster  the  fighting  capacity  of  the 
movement  as  loyal  participants  in  the 
struggle. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


ISSTf 


Th*  eamiwrtgn  to  buUd  the  elivulatton  of 
tfa*  DaUy  Worker  and  the  Worker  and  at 
th*  Morning  Pr«lh*lt  Is  an  lnt««ral  pwrt  of 
th*  fight  against  McCarthylsmu  It  Is  an 
hitapal  part  of  the  effort  to  strengtlMn  tbe 
role  of  the  left  In  Use  eoaUtion.  The  con- 
tinuous attack  by  MOCaarHT  on  the  Dally 
Worker  Is  proof  of  Its  vitality  in  the  struggle. 
Tlie  Dally  Worker  U  the  best  fighter  against 
McCarthyism. 

The  futxxre  struggle  will  l>e  difllcult  and 
aharp.  Mo  one  can  predict  its  exact  cotirse 
or  guarantae  its  outcome.  The  situation  is 
fraught  with  great  danger.  At  the  ssme 
time,  the  advance  of  tlie  antl-McCABTRr 
movement  beyond  expectations  of  6  months 
or  a  year  ago  reveals  the  great  opportunlUee 
for  building  a  movement  which  can  stop 
McCarthyism  in  time. 

The  House  Un-American  Activities  Com- 
mittee offlciaUy  dted  PoUtlcal  Affaln  aa  "an 
oOdal  Communist  Party  monthly  theoretical 
organ  *  *  •  a  magaafne  devoted  to  the  the- 
ory and  practice  of  Marxist  Leninism." 

IFVocB  the  Worker.  New  York.  N.  Y.  of 
October  t,  1954] 

AcnoH  Now  UaoBD  ow  McC.  Csavsoaa 


(From  the  Worker,  New  York.  N.  Y..  of  AprU 
4.  1954] 

"nn  Bi6  I^x  Tactic 

What  has  made  McCastht  so  powerful 
within  the  space  of  5  years?  What  has  he 
got?  The  answer  Is  simple.  He  has  in  his 
hands  the  power  of  the  big  lie.  What  Is 
that  big  He? 

The  big  lie  Is  that  the  United  States  of. 
America  faces  a  Communist   menace   both 
from  the  Socialist  states,  and  from  the  Com- 
munist Party  here  in  the  United  States  of 
America. 

The  big  lie  which  MoCsbtht  rides  for  all 
it  la  worth  is  that  Communists — that  is 
Americans  with  Marxist  Ideas  on  peace,  de- 
mocracy, and  aociaUsm — are  out  to  be  spies. 

Once  a  country  svrallows  this  fake — ae  Nasi 
Germany  swallowed  It — It  Is  sunk.  It  is 
ready  to  be  taken  over  by  Fascist  oonspirators 
who  are  laughing  up  their  sleeves  at  their 
victims. 

There  Is  no  such  thing  ss  the  Commimist 


This  Is  what  every  ttiiniriTig  American  must 
retort  to  the  wsnnongers  and  hysteria 
makers  who  are  out  to  selae  control  of  these 
United  Btatee. 

There  Is  such  a  thing  as  the  social  ideas  of 
the  Communists. 

There  is  such  a  thing  as  the  anUwar.  antl- 
depreeslaii  acUvlUea  of  the  Soclallst-mlnded 
men  and  woeaen  who  make  up  the  Ccmunu- 
nist  movement. 

But  there  Is  absolutely  no  such  thing  as  the 
conspiracy  or  the  menace  of  which  Fascist 
McCarthyism  shrieks  every  day. 

The  Communist  menace  and  the  spy  men- 
ace la  a  fake. 

Aooordlng  to  the  FBI  political  boss.  J.  Bd- 
gar  Hoover,  the  Communist  conspiracy  is  out 
to  get  the  following  things: 

"Settlement  of  the  Korea  war;  recall  of  all 
Amsrloan  el's  from  abroad;  a  five-power 
peace  pact  with  CSiina  included;  reeumption 
of  trade  with  the  Oommtinlst  countrlee;  re- 
peal of  Taft-Hartley  law.  as  well  as  the 
Smith  and  MeCarran  Acts." 

Ars  theee  thhigi  bad  for  the  United  Bute*? 

No.  Millions  of  Americans  already  agree 
with  moet  of  them.  e^MdaUy  with  the  ideas 
of  world  peace  and  putting  an  end  to  the 
oold  war. 

MoOarthylte  f aaetam  has  never  r  niiissil  a 
spy,  as  the  eonaervatlve  eolumnlet.  Walter 
Llpmann.  notes.    This  to  because  he  to  not 


looking  for  spies  at  all  b«it  for 
whoae    ideas    are    Uberal. 
Marxist. 

MCCsrthyiam  stsrts  with  the  fraud 

the  alma  of  the  ooaununleta.     Tlwn  It ; 

up  and  starts  lying  about  Boosevelt  and 
Mew  Deal.     It  caUa  tham  trwMOu, 

McCarthyism  caUa  the  <vganlaatlaa  ct  Mm 
CIO  a  Coaununtot  plot.  Mo(^rthyism  Waads 
ail  peace  as  treason  and  appeasement.  Zt  to 
ready  even  to  brand  tbe  Btoenhowers  as 
traitors  If  the  White  House  doee  not  sacee«d 
In  keeping  war  going  in  Asia. 

The  one  thing  McCarthyism  to  most  affjdi 
of  to  peace  and  trade  with  China  and  tiM 
Soviet  Union.  But  peac*  "~^Tnt  trade  and 
jobe — without  slaiight«  of  our  boys. 

Some  pe(q>to  say  they  oppose  McCarthylte 
methods  but  favor  Its  goals. 

But  thto  to  absurd:  MeCarthylsm's  goal  la 
police  state  and- war. 

Can  there  be  nice  w*»t*yMft  for  gettUv 
fascism  and  war? 

MeCarthylsm's  goal  to  faaelsm.  and  eo  ara 
its  methods. 

Tbt  two  cannot  be  separated. 

If  thc:  Conununists  are  robbed  of  thetr 
democratic  right  to  advocate  their  oplnkm^ 
no  one  else  has  any  freedom  left. 

All  you  have  to  do  to  klU  an  idea — ^llke  job 
protection,  or  peace — ^to  brand  It  *tXnnmu- 
nUt."  Ttiat  will  flnlsli  it.  ae  long  as  Mc- 
Carthylte fascism  to  allowed  to  get  away 
with  ite  big  lie. 

Communism  to  not  the  Issue  in  the  United 
States.  Tlie  issue  to  jobs,  peace,  and  demo- 
cratic Uberty. 

Dont  be  fooled  any  more  by  the  fake  of 
the  Communist  menare.  The  »»«*«tKW  to 
McCarthylte  poUce  state  and  ite  war  oon> 
spiradea. 

[Ptom  the  Worker.  Hew  York,  N.  Y.,  of  AprU 
4.  1954] 

"iHVBnOATIOlffB  aw  SXXATOU  JOSBPK  R.  IfC- 

Cabtht  akd  WnxiAM  BxMTOir  PnasnAwr  to 
SxHATE  BxaoLUnoH  187  amo  Sknats 
LxmoH  304 

"(Report  ot  the  Suboosamittee  on  Prlvili._ 
and  Elections  to  the  Committee  on  Bttlaa 
and  Admintottatlon) 
"(U.  a.  Government  Printing  OOoe* 
Washington.  1963)" 
Thto  oOcial  Senate  report  on  McCaanrrli 
shady   finanoee  was  submitted   in  Jantiary 
1952.    Neither  the  Senate  nor  th*  D*part- 
ment  of  Justice  hss  acted,  on  It.    J.  Bdgar 
Hoover  wlu>  was  supposed  to  investlgato  th* 
charges  uncovered  by  the  Senate  Committee 
instead  praised  McCabtkt. 

UNrrr  roa  trb  Sxmatb 
Inside:   Pour  full  pagee  on  Senator  Oob 
*TiOW-Blow"  McCaktht,  hto  reoord  and  what 
you  can  do  about  him.    8*e  pages  7,  g,  9. 

and  10. 

What  Yon  Caw  Do 

Here  to  what  you  can  do  to  help  Amerlea 
against  McCarthyism. 

I.  Tell  your  United  Btetes  Senaton  ti>^t 
-the  probe  of  the  Schine-Cohn-MOCarthy 
scandal  must  be  taken  out  of  the  MoGaafnnr 
commltteelB  hands.  The  Benato  Itself « must 
probe  thto  McCAXTErr  "^nHwl 

a.  Uisist  that  the  United  Btetes  Senate  re- 
<^Mn  the  probe  of  MoCAaTRra  weird  financial 
deaU  which  he  refused  to  answer  when  Sen- 
ator Benton  charged  him  with  deceit.  Tell 
thto  to  yoor  Senatora. 

S.  Refuee  to  let  any  Red  eeara  taeUe  rob 
you  of  your  rlghte  to  aay  what  you  ple*ee 
about  peace,  BMt-Weet  trade,  union  rl0i«ik 
or  any  other  social  tosue.  Dstead  the  rlghte 
of  all  Americans  under  the  fifth  sinsiMlinant 
They  ere  your  rights,  too. 
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tte 
,  to  Mf  wtakt  tlM7  ttaink  «t«lya«rt^ 


^ 't^fipi  tht  abotttttii  (Bf  Hit  itutejiiai  m- 

aB  ratt  «M«f^^»  tut 

•;-ia^f>  tM  ta^Ml  of  aO  «lioa^ie-«oa«R)l 


0mtt3i  Aet.  tte  If  oOHma  Bs- 
Wmattf  hot,  mad  HtM  MoCamm- 

7.  TAm  the  end  of  tt«  poiid  war,  and  iti 
TUtMiAirit  -wttlk  ft  poUejr  or  peacafui  lie^ 
«littMtaif'*B*i^M*  trad*.  «ntf  taM  ootlAirUig 
of  an  Moiolsttd  B-bomb -war. 

9.  WstihfUilflm  hataa  peaea.  Svasry  mora 
to  aiia^iMW  taaatcm  la  a  Mow  agMnst  jtro* 
war  MeOartbylam.  Jotn  with  your  neli^bon 
Hi  wtibif  a  paaea  poUey  la!  Waahlngton.  with 


and  ami  antldapiaailou  program. 
ntgOutbjUm  hai  haooma  the  nmr  Ml|lon 
of  tha  nodam  day  wltdi  huntara.  In  thsir 
book  jou  havra  to  amteaea  McCarthyten  or 
atand  ooiulotad  of  traaaon." — David  Herman, 
praalda&t.  looal.  AFL  Hotal  and  Reataurant 
Wottwa  Va^on.  Ifar^  18M. 


—      ,     ^ 


;i'  ■:. 


Sanator  IfoOuRarr^  antt-Itogro  bias  eama 
ofot  claarty  in  tha  dlagraoaful  campaign  ha 
organlaad  agalnat  aanator  Tydlngi  la  liary- 
landtaissa 

At  tha  dtraetiOB  of  the  MocUBTKT-pldkad 
eampa%B  managai  7ft.000  pamphlets  entttled 
"Seek  to  Oood  Old  Dlzto"  ware  dlatrlbnted 
iB  Balttewa.  Tbm  eoror  of  Om  pamphlet 
HhowtA  torn  pKMhliiant  Negi'o  apolrwanwn  of 
Balttanota  quoUatg  tham  aa  lumKirtlng  Ifc- 
CABTHT'a  aaan  agalnat  TydlngL 

Th«0eBate  oemmlttee  i^tleh  tavasttgated 
the  Tydlnfi  nampaign  found  that  the  llc- 
Oarthyltaa  had  vaed  the  namea  and  plctmrea 
of  the  Negro  leaden  without  their  knowl- 
edge. In  aa  article  by  cauuiea  B.  Allen,  in 
the  Battlmora  Afro-Amerleaa.  it  Is  justly 
said:  *X3artalnly  such  a  derlee  was  nothing 
leaa  than  a  byproduct  of  a  twlated  radat 
maalallty.'*  7 

Hie  whole  nation  waa  shocked  ixj  Ifc- 
CAanma  paraaeutlon  of  lira.  Annie  Lee 
Moea  which  brought  about  her  suspension 
from  her  Army  Job.  On  Bdward  R.  Blurrow's 
TV  program  Amarloana  aaw  how  McCAarBT 
and  hla  atooge  Cohn  worked.  They  tried  to 
daetiuy  thla  Negro  woman  by  the  unsup- 
ported uae  of  dirty  FBI  aUndar  and  goaalp 
flies  and  the  words  of  perjured  stoolplgeons 
like  Mary  Stalcup  Uarkward. 

Senator  IIcCastht  took  special  pains  to 
eliminate  firom  every  overseaa  library  any- 
thing written  by  Walter  White  of  the  Na- 
tional Aaaodatlon  for  ttie  Advancement  of 
Colored  Peo^  and  any  book  or  puuicatlon 
which  In  any  way  supperled  Uie  doctrine  of 
racial  equality. 

Among  .hooka  whl^  McCastht  had 
burned  waa  oannar  l^nrdal'a  scholarly  work 
<m  the  American  Nepo,  An  American 
XMlenuna. 

The  BaUtmoM  Afro-Aoaerlcan  obeerred: 
"Aa  far  aa  amator  JoasPB  McCabtht  is  con- 
cerned. aU  books  ezpoee  America's  racial  dls- 
crlmlnaUoB  can  be  burned  and  the  sooner 
the  better." 

VoUflwtaig  UoC48THT'8  dastardly  attack  on 
Mra.  fclanda  nobeaon.  the  Afro-American 


rrba  iBridkms  purpoae  of  Senator  ICc- 
CAanrr's  lateat  Jimkat  Into  the  darkened 
oave  of  the  book-bumers  Is  beoomlng  In- 
estaiagtf  elaar.  His  aim  ta  to  create  the 
Uiat  authots  who  dare  eapoee  or 
nartuaii  raelat  ahorteomlagB  are 
*Yollowlag  the  Oooununlat  line  and  therefor 
what  they  write  atMist  be  sttbvetalTe.'* 


InfonnatlOn  oni  Ifc- 
or  haiva  any  opinions  you  irould 
Uka*^  eapr—  on  this  subject,  pleaseiwrlte 
to  Mnday  WWkar.  85  Bast  lath  Street  New 
Tefk  City,  tar  the  pamphlet  MeOarthylam 
and  tha  Big  Ua,  by  Milton  Howard,  asatwlate 
We  wUl  be  glad  to  send  it  t^  you 


ilkmn  tha  Worker.  New  York,  N.  Y.,  ofl  April 

4.  1954] 

TJMra  voa  nas  Unxxsd  Stars  Skn^tb 

If  you  are  an  avM-age  American,  Joa  Mc- 
CinntT  la  your  enemy.  The  United  6tatea 
Army  papers  showed  that  McCAKTBt  and 
hla  Btcioge.  Boy  Cohn,  tried  to  blaokmall 
apedal  prlvUegee  for  their  boy  David  Ekhine. 
The  Army  papers  showed  a  gang  of  liower- 
hxmgry  operators  using  the  racket  of  the 
Oommuniat  manace  to  gain  dictatorial  pow- 
er. Hiey  want  to  command  America.  ,  Any- 
one who  doesn't  obey  them  will  be  charged 
With  being  a  Cmzmiunifit  or  helping  the 
Communists. 

America  is  waking  up  to  this  realiza- 
tion— 

IfeCarthylsm  is  a  conspiracy  to  destroy 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 

It  la  eoDspiracy  to  destroy  democraoy  and 
America's  chance  for  peace,  under  the  maak 
of  saving  the  country  from  communisn. 

McCastkt  is  unfit  to  sit  in  the  Ignited 
Statea  Senate.  The  Army  exposure  in  the 
McCarthy-Schlne  case  proved  that.  Other 
Vital  facts  prove  it. 

For  example: 

McCABTaT  is  violating  his  oath  aa  a  Sena- 
tor by  refualng  to  answer  questions  cm  the 
following: 

How  did  you  bank  $172,000  in  cash  In  4 
'yeara  when  your  salary  was  about  $50.0007 

McCAbtht  waa  charged  by  Senator  Benton, 
of  Connecticut,  with  deceit,  trickery,  and 
falsehood — but  McCabtht  refused  to  afiswer 
on  the  witness  stand. 

nua  makea  him  unfit  to  sit  in  the  Senate. 

MoCab*rt  vlolat9d  his  oath  when  he  re- 
fuaed  to  tell  a  Senate  ccxnmlttee  how  come 
he  took  910,000  from  the  Lustron  Cctp.  as 
a  fee  when  he  was  on  the  Banking  Coaimit- 
tee  which  waa  handing  out  millions  of  Oov- 
emment  money  to  the  bankrupt  Liistron 
Corp.  (see  p.  2). 

McCabtht  violated  his  oath  when  he  re- 
fused an  answer  to  the  Senate  committee's 
question  how  come  an  agent  of  Pepsi-Cola 
Corp.  guaranteed  his  private  loan  of  ICS.OOO 
Just  when  McCabtht  was  acting  on  sugar 
quotas  that  the  Pepsl-Cola  Corp.  was  Inter- 
ested In  (see  p.  2). 

MOCabtbt  is  violating  his  oath  to  ilphold 
the  United  Statea  Constitution  by  his  delib- 
erate plot  to  deetroy  the  fifth  amendmabt. 

The  fifth  amendment  was  put  into  the 
Constitution  by  the  Founding  Fathers  tt>  pro- 
tect the  Innocent.  They  did  not  want 
America  to  repeat  the  crimes  of  the  anti- 
Catholic  Royalist  persecution  of  the  17th 
century. 

In  the  17th  century,  star-chamber  inquisi- 
tors hunting  un-Brltlsh  activities  inaisted 
that  Englishmen  admit  that  they  were  Cath- 
olics. 

If  they  refused  to  discuss  their  religion 
with  the  prosecuting  wltchhunters,  their 
silence  proved  them  guUty. 

America  wanted  to  end  this  tyranny  over 
men's  minds. 

The  fifth  amendment  gives  every  American 
the  right  to  the  sacred  privacy  of  his  reilgloiu 
or  political  views. 

McCabtht  wants  to  destroy  the  fifth 
amendment.  He  says  that  silence  is  guilt. 
Oullt  of  what?  Of  having  religious,  social,  or 
political  views  different  from  his  own. 

McCabtht  calls  all  Americans  who  refuse 
to  surrender  to  him  their  conatltutlonalTlght 


to  political  and  religious  privacy  fifth  ammd- 
ment  Communists,  or  spies. 

McCarthylsm  demands  conformity  to  Ita 
prowar,  labor-hating,  an tl -Semitic  \ilewa.  and 
charges  all  others  with  treason. 

This  makes  McCarthylsm  Itself  tteaaon  to 
the  United  Statee. 

McCastht's  plot  against  the  fifth  amend- 
ment and  our  democratic  laws  ""^fc^t  him 
unfit  for  the  United  Statea  Senate,  j 


Pbssb  QuoTia 

"The  Wisconsin  Senator  has  suoteeded  In 
creating  a  situation  In  which  anyone  who 
doesnt  like  him,  anyone  who  doMnt  say 
what  Mr.  McCabtht  wants  him  to  aay,  any- 
one who  is  even  mildly  liberal,  one  might 
almost  say  anyone  who  la  normally  Intelli- 
gent and  can  read,  is  under  suspicloa."  (New 
York  Times.  February  1954.) 

"Dwlght  D.  Elsenhower  still  Is  President 
under  the  CJonstitution  birt  he  Is  vit  in  full 
command  of  the  Department  of  the  Army 
today.  Control  of  that  vital  elemebt  of  our 
national  defense  system  has  passed  in  part 
at  least  from  the  White  House  ta  the  un- 
scrupulous hands  of  Senator  McCabtht.  No 
matter  what  he  does,  no  matter  what  he 
says,  no  matter  whom  be  attacks,  tbe  White 
House  apparently  will  avoid  a  bmak  with 
the  wild  man  from  Wisconsin."  (^St.  Iiouls 
Poet-Dispatch,  Pebriuuy  1»64.) 


What  Is  McCAXTHTlsicr 

"McCarthylsm  is  the  corruption  of  truth, 
the  abandonment  of  our  historical  devotion 
to  fair  play.  It  is  the  abandonment  of  the 
due  process  of  law.  It  is  the  use  0f  the  big 
lie  and  the  unfounded  accusatloa  against 
any  cltlaen  in  the  name  of  AmerlQanlam  or 
security.  It  is  the  rise  to  powcfr  of  the 
demagog  who  lives  on  untruth;  Jt  Is  the 
spread  of  fear  and  the  destruction  of  faith  in 
every  level  of  our  society.   •   •   • 

"This  horrible  cancer  is  eating  at  {the  vitals 
of  America  and  it  can  destroy  the  great  edi- 
fice of  freedom."  (Harry  S.  Truman.  ex- 
President  of  the  United  Statea.) 

"McCabtht  is  oxir  No.  1  Fascist."  (Mrs. 
Agnes  E.  Meyer,  educator  and  writer,  Feb- 
ruary 1954.) 

"He  is  a  political  hoodlum."  (Former 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State  Sdwar4  W.  Bar- 
rett.) 

"McCarthy,  if  allowed  to  go  unbridled,  can 
also  destroy  freedom."  (Walter  White,  sec- 
retary, NAACJP.) 

"The  efforts  of  McCarthyltes  are  being 
made  to  defame  Negro  leaders."  (Bishop 
WUliam  Walls.) 

"A  reign  of  mental  terror  has  been  un- 
loosed over  our  land  *  *  *  a  whole  great 
political  party  has  t>een  labeled  aa  traitor- 
ous. Treason  la  the  ultimate  iqdlctment 
against  a  man's  honor.  And  the  SeuaUv  has 
applied  this  black  term  In  effect,  to  more 
than  27  million  Americans  who  voted  for  the 
Democratic  Presidential  candidate  in  1962." 
(Gov.  Robert  Meyner,  of  New  Jersey,  March 
1954) 

"His  assault  on  the  Army  was  a  supreme 
test  of  the  ability  of  men  in  high  office  to 
meet  a  threat  which  in  other  parts  of  the 
world  has  been  fatal  to  liberty  ItacOf.  Tbey 
have  failed  to  meet  that  test.  Whea  will  the 
occasion  be  presented  again  In  term*  so  plain 
that  virtually  the  whole  people  can  see  it 
and  understand  its  meaning."  (New  York 
Herald  Tribune,  February  1964.) 

"If  we  love  our  liberties  and  if  we  wish  our 
children  to  live  in  a  free  world,  we  must  re- 
pudiate and  reject  these  political  monsters 
and  troglodytes  who  hate  progress,  who  Itnt 
for  power  and  trample  into  the  eaHh  Indi- 
vual  rights  and  human  dignity."  (The  Ad- 
vance, national  organ.  Amalgamated  Cloth- 
ing Workers  of  America.  CIO.) 
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ToESDAY,  November  9, 1954 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

ReT.  Daniel  Iveraon,  Interim  pastor. 
Betheada  Preabyterian  Church,  Betheada, 
Md.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Our  Father,  we  believe  in  Thine  eter- 
nal greatness.  I'hou  didst  bring  worlds 
into  being  by  the  breath  of  Thy  mouth. 

We  have  knowledge  of  Thy  sovereign 
grace.  Thou  bast  forgiven  us  of  sin  and 
freely  offered  life  to  those  of  us  who  put 
their  trust  In  Thy  way  of  salvation. 

Thou  hast  loved  us  when  we  have  been 
unlovely:  Thou  htist  sustained  us  in  our 
times  of  need;  Tiiou  hast  kept  us  when 
we  have  been  afraid;  Thou  hast  com- 
forted  us  in  our  times  of  sorrow. 

Thou  art  a  good  God. 

We  have  no  right  to  come  into  Thy 
presence,  yet  through  Thy  tender  mercies 
Thou  hast  invited  us  to  come  boldly  to 
Thy  throne  of  grace. 

So,  confessing  our  many  a<»i  and  fail- 
ures, we  dare  come  into  Thy  presence 
asking  that  Thou  wouldst  bleea  us  in  the 
deliberations  of  the  day,  that  we  may  be 
led  to  know  and  to  do  right  regardless  of 
cost. 

And.  Holy  Father,  keep  this,  our  Na- 
tion, imder  the  banner  of  faith  and  walk- 
ing in  the  path  of  peace. 

This  prayer  we  make  in  the  matchless 
name  of  Thy  dear  Son,  even  the  Lord 
Jesus  Christ.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 
On  request  of  Mr.  Kho-wland,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday, 
November  8, 1954,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  PROM  THE  PRESmENT 
Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unanimous 
consent.  Mr.  Bkickkk  was  excused  from 
attendance  upon  the  sessions  of  the  Sen- 
ate after  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow,  and 
until  the  conclusion  of  the  scheduled  trip 
by  members  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy. 


NOTICE  OP  MEETING  OP  COMMIT- 
TEE ON  INTERSTATE  AND  FOR- 
EIGN COMMERCE 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  announce  that  this  evening  at  5:30 
o'clock  there  will  be  a  meeting  of  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Conunerce  for  the  purpose  of  consider- 
ing the  nomination  of  George  C.  Mc- 
Connaughey  to  be  a  member  of  the  Fed- 
eral Communications  Commission,  which 
nomination  was  transmitted  to  the  Sen- 
ate some  time  ago.  I  wish  aU  members  of 
the  committee  to  take  notice  of  this 


meeting.    They  will  be  notified  peraon- 
«Uy.  

8KNAT0R  FROM  NEW  HAMP6HIRB 

Mr.  COTTON.  Mr.  President.  I  pre- 
sent to  the  Senate  the  certificate  of  elec- 
tion of  my  oollectgue  the  senior  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Baiooss]  to 
be  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  New 
Hampshire. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
certificate  will  be  read. 

The  certificate  of  election  was  read, 
and  ordered  to  be  placed  on  file,  as 
follows: 

Thx  Star  or  Nrw  HAmwaoaa, 

Kxecunva  DaPABraaarr. 
TO  the  PaasutKMT  or  thx  8ut*Ta  or  tbb 
Vhrb  STAns: 
This  la  to  certify  that  on  the  2d  day  of 
November  1964  8TTi.Ba  BamoiB  waa  duly 
chosen  by  the  quauned  electors  of  the  State 
of  New  Hampahlre  a  Senator  from  said  State 
to  rn»«eent  aald  State  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  begin- 
ning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1965. 

Wltneee:  His  Excellency,  our  Oovemor, 
Hugh  Oregg,  and  our  seal  hereto  afflzed  this 
6th  day  of  November  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord.  1964. 

Hugh  Oaxoo, 

Governor. 
By   the    Oovemor    (with    advice    of    the 
oouncU) : 

laasLj  Kmoch  D.  Foixib, 

Secretary  o/  State. 


ORIMER  FOR  TRANSACmON  OP 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  immedi- 
ately following  the  quorum  call  there 
may  be  the  customary  morning  hour  for 
the  transaction  of  routizie  business,  un- 
der the  usual  2 -minute  limitation  on 
speeches. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Secretary  will  caU  the  roU. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  foUowlng  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 

MlUlkln 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastors 

Payne 

Potter 

PurteU 

Robertson 

BusaeU 

SaltonsteU 

Schoei^Ml 

Smathers 

Smith,  Maine 

&nlth,  N.  J. 

Sparkman 

Stennls 

Symlncton 

■niye 

Watklna 

Welker 

WUey 

WUUams 

Toung 


Abel 

Pulbrlght 

Aiken 

George 

Anderson 

Olllette 

Barrett 

Ooldwater 

BeaU 

Oon 

Bennett 

Orecn 

Brleker 

Hayden 

Bridges 

Hendrlckson 

Brown 

Hlckenlooper 

Burke 

Hill 

Bush 

BoUand 

Byrd 

Hruska 

Oapehart 

Humphrey 

Carlson 

Jackaon 

case 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Cbavea 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Clements 

Johnston,  8.  C 

Cotton 

Kefauver 

Cr^ipa 

KUgore 

Danld.  8. 0. 

Knowland 

Dlrksen 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Duff 

Iiebman 

Dwonhak 

Malone 

Blender 

Mansfield 

VerguBon 

Martin 

Flanders 

McCarthy 

Frcair 

McClellan 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  anaoanoe  thag 
the  Senator  from  Marjiaod  [Mr.  Bov* 
I'D],  the  Senator  from  OregOKi  [Mr. 
COBMN].  the  Senator  fhxn  New  Yorit 
[Mr.  ivB],  the  Senator  fttim  Xtidiana 
[Mr.  JnmxB],  and  the  Souitor  fktan 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Coopb]  are  neoeeaarflr 
absent. 

Mr.  CIZMENTB.  I  annoanoe  that 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  DamsLl. 
the  Senatcx-  from  Misslaslppi  [Mr  Xasr* 
I'ANSl.  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
HnfHufoa],  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Kni],  the  Soiator  from  LouLstemi 
[Mr.  Long],  and  the  Bcnator  from 
Washhigton  [Mr.  UAtansaoml  are  absent 
on  ofBcial  business. 

The  Senators  from  North  Caroltaaa 
[Mr.  EBVDr  and  Mr.  Lihnon]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate,  attending  ths 
funeral  of  the  farmer  «>>n^t^w  and  tha 
late  Governor  of  North  CaxvUna,  Bon. 
William  B.  Umstead. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
KniNDT]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A 
quorum  is  present. 


ATTACKS  BY  SOVIET  MILITARY 
AIRCRAFT  UPON  UNITED  STATES 
MILITARY  AIRCRAFT 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Pnsident^ 
under  the  unanimous-etmsent  agree- 
ment heretofore  entered  Into  there  Is  to 
be  a  brief  morning  hour  under  the 
2-ininute  limitation.  Under  the  unani- 
mous-consent agreement  I  should  Uka  to 
make  a  brief  statement  and  ask  that 
certain  material  be  placed  in  the  Raoowa. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  hava 
printed  in  the  body  of  ttat  Rboobb.  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks,  a  letter  which  I 
have  received  from  Mr.  Ben  H.  Brown, 
Jr..  Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  State, 
giving  certain  information  which  I  had 
requested  regarding  the  recent  shooting 
down  of  an  American  plane  off  the  coast 
of  Japan  by  Soviet  milituy  aircraft 
The  plane  fell  on  the  Island  of  Hokkaido 
with  the  loss  of  one  life. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricoaa, 
as  follows : 

NovKicsn  8.  1954. 
The  Honorable  WtxxUM  P.  Kwowuunt. 
United  Stmtet  Senate. 

Dzaa  ScMAToe  KHowLsjni:  I  have  now  lo- 
cated the  Inf  (mnatlon  which  your  oOlee  te- 
quested  by  telephone  this  morning: 

(1)  The  November  7.  1954.  attack  by  So- 
viet aircraft  on  the  United  Statea  Atar  Vtoeea 
B-29  took  place  at  11:47  a.  m.,  Tokyo  tiaia. 

(9)  A  preliminary  note  from  the  UaMsd 
Statea  Embassy,  Moscow,  proteetlng  thle  at- 
tack on  the  B-S9  was  delivered  to  tha  Soviet 
Foreign  CMBoe  at  9:40  a.  m..  Moaoow  tUna. 
November  8.  1954. 

(S)  There  is  amended  a  abort  sumnury 
of  postwar  Incidents  in  which  Soviet  mili- 
tary aircraft  have  attacked  or  forced  down 
United  States  military  aircraft. 

There  are  also  appended  coptaa  of  noterof 
proteat  sent  cm  each  of  theee  oooadoiw  to 
the  Soviet  Government.  In  theee.  you  WUl 
find  more  detaUed  accounts  of  the  Inddenta 
in  queetlon. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Baw  H.  Baoww,  Jr., 
Acting  Aaetttant  Seeretarft 
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Hr.  BiaWLAND.  Mr.  Pratldent»  Z 
Mk  mMlmoiiB  eooMnt  to  lunre  pcinted 
fM  MM  Iwdr  of  tbe  Bk»w  «t  this  potoi. 
M  ftiMurt  of  mg  xcmMTki.  »  stetMBcnt 
of  ttwfBeta  iB  nta*  CMM  which  IwTe  oe- 
oorvQd  «liiM  April  12. 19iO.  tnvolvlns  »t- 
toAi  kr  Soviet  pkow  upon  ABwarican 
planes. 

nieve  botas  no  ohtectlon.  the  stste- 
iB  ordered  to  be  mrinted  ia  the 
I.  M  foUoira: 

Fiteie  or  Uajob  Cask 

1.  Tlw  BotMb  charged  on  AptrU  19,  1950. 
tfta*  OM  i^rfl  a,  1980.  »  U&itod  SteUs  B-a9 
faaA  penateatad  V.  &  &  R.  tnrrttory  along  tbe 
Baltla  SI  kUooketKa:  Sovla*  ngbXim  "da- 
mandfld"  that  tbe  B-a9  l«nd:  the  B-39  re- 
luaad  and  opaoad  fixe,  whereupon  the  Soviet 
flghtat  fired  t>aek.  the  American  pluia 
turned  around  toward  the  aea  and  dlsap^ 
bn«at%attoB  dladoaed  the  B-a9 
Kftvy  mvatear  with.  10  panons  on 
board.  eonipletMy  usiarmad.  tbe  incident 
occurred  entirely  over  the  lUgh  aeaa..  (See 
tab  A  for  rtommen tattoo.) 

a.  On  Movember  e.  1851,  Soviet  aircraft 
over  the  International  watera  of  the  Sea  of 
Japan  shot  down  a  United  Statea  mUttary 
P9V  wwUMr  aircraft  engaged  under  the 
U.  N.  command.  The  Sovteta  charged  the 
United  Statea  plane  had  violated  the  Soviet 
bordw  and  opened  fire  on  two  Soviet  fighters 
whleh  eoogbt  to  compel  the  airplane  to  land 
at  a  Soviet  airdrome  and  only  then  did  tbe 
Soviet  flilhtera  return  fire.  The  Soviets  pro- 
teated  (tab  B) . 

S.  In  MOvambar  1951  a  C-VI  and  a  crew  of 
four  anvoute  Cram  a  Ocrman  baae  to  Belgrade 
loat  tbair  way.  A  Soviet  flitter  brought  the 
plana  down  In.  Hungary.  The  men  were 
held  Incommunicado  and  finally  tried  and 
oonvletad  after  trial  by  a  mmtary  court  of 
unlawfully  nmaalng  the  Hungarian  frontier 
and  the  United  Statee  paid  to  effect  thalr 
raiaaae  a  fine  of  $l».eog.l6.  It  wae  charged, 
falaely.  that  the  defeadanta  bad  admitted 
dallberataly  violating  an  c^llgatlon  to  land 
voluntarUy  at  a  Hungarian  airfield  after 
croealng  the  liorder  but  the  Soviets  and  Hun- 
gary hava  refuaed  to  Join  us  In  submitting 
the  eaae  to  tbe  XCJ  (tab  C). 

4.  On  October  7.  1988.  our  Investigation 
dlacleaad.  Sovtet  fleeter  aircraft,  praaumably 
frtHU  the  Kurllea.  flew  over  Hokkaido  above 
a  B-a9  aircraft  and  as  the  B-29  turned,  at 
one  point,  the  Sovlat  aircraft  attacked  with- 
out warning,  and  shot  down  the  B-29  and  its 
crew  of  eight.  The  Soviets  <diarged  that  the 
airplane  had  overflown  Soviet  occupied 
Islaade.  waa  asked  to  land  by  Soviet  flghtera. 
refuaed.  and  Instead  opened  fire  on  the 
Soviet  fl^itars  wblrh  returned  fire  after 
whleh  tba  B-39  waat  off.  This  eaae  Is  be- 
ing prepared  for  posalble  preamUtton  to  the 
lOJ  (tab  D). 

a^  m  Mareb  19fiS  IflO's  from  Caechoalo- 
vakU  attackad  an  F-«4  alScraft  on  patrol  In 
Oennany  and  dMit  it  down  In  Germany. 
Tba  Casdu  aaasrtad  that  our  aircraft  had 
croassd  tbe  Oaeeh  frontier,  was  Intercepted 
south  of  PUaem  by  fighters  who  requested  It 
to  land,  titat  tt  refiiaed  and  "an  air  battle" 
took  piaoa.  mveatlgatlon  showed  the  Czech 
account  la  eomi^tely  false.  This  eaae  la 
now  In  tbe  departmental  channels  for  early 
pi  aaautatkm  of  a  diplomatic  claim  and 
poaalble  tttlcation  In  the  ICJ  (tab  S). 

6.  On  March  16,  1958.  a  B-«o  was  attacked 
by  Soviet  aircraft  over  the  International 
waters  off  Kamchatka,  without  eaudng  In- 
Jury.  The  United  Statea  protested  on  March 
18.  Tba  Sovlats  rspllad  on  ICareh  94  that  a 
"B-ae  type"  plane  bad  flown  over  tbe  ter- 
ritory of  Kamchatka  for  70  kUcmeters  on 
one  oecaakm  and  again  a  half-hour  later, 
that  at  the  i^qvoacb  Ot  Soviet  fighters  the 
seocmd  tlma  the  United  Statea  plane  fired, 
whereupon  the  Soviet  fighters  returned  fire 
In  self-defense  (Ub  E). 


7.  On  Jidy  99.  195a,  an  BB-60  with  «  crew 
of  17  was  ^lot  down  without  warning  over 
the  International  w»ter»  oi  the  Sea  of  Japan. 
The  Sovleta  charged  that  the  B-50  bad  shot 
at  Soviet  fighters  who  had  come  up  to'  warn 
the  B-60  that  It  was  flying  over  Sovlot  ter- 
ritory. Whereupon  the  Soviet  fighters  re- 
turned fire  and  the  B-50  turned  and  flew 
away.  This  case,  after  Investigation,  fe  also 
being  prepared  for  presentation  of  a  diplo- 
matic claim  and  possible  litigation  in  the 
ICJ(tabO). 

8.  On  September  4,  1054,  a  Niavy  P2tr  air- 
craft, while  on  a  routine  reconnaliBance 
flight,  was  shot  down  without  warning  by 
a  Soviet  Mia  fighters  over  international 
waters  In  tbe  Sea  of  Japan  about  44  miles 
from  the  Soviet  coastline.  One  of  tbe  ten 
crew  members  was  loet  when  the  plane 
ditched.  The  U.  S.  S.  B.  claimed  that  the 
P2V  had  violated  Soviet  airspace  and  had 
opened  fire  on  the  Soviet  MIQ's.  We  rejected 
tttese  charges  as  wltbout  foundation.  The 
P2V  was  over  International  waters  at  all 
times  and  returned  fire  only  after  the  llIG's 
had  opened  fire  (tab  H) . 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  connection  with 
the  most  recent  case,  J  ask  imanitnous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  body  of 
the  Record  at  this  point,  as  a  part  qf  my 
remarks,  an  article  which  was  published 
In  yesterday's  edition  of  the  New  York 
Times. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Umitxd    Statxs    Photo    Plans    Downb    tw 

JATAK    BT    Red    FlGHTzaS PlIKR    KiLLgD,    10 

OTHxaa  Satz  as  MIO's  Attack  RB-29  Ovck 
Jafakos-Hklo  Watsss — P«otkst  Suit  to 
Sovzrr — An  Poacs  Sats  Russians'  Fire 
Was  Not  Rstitknzd  in  Attack  Off  Coast  or 

HOKXAXBO 

TOKTO,  Monday,  November  8. — A  United 
States  Air  Force  RB-39  photo-mapping  plane 
crashed  yestwday  on  Hokkaido  Island  lafter 
It  had  been  fired  on  by  two  RusBlan-A)uilt 
MIQ-type  fighters,  the  Air  Force  said  today. 

AU  11  crew  members  of  the  4-engine  plane 
balled  out.  One  died  and  the  othe^  ten 
BufTered  minor  Injiirles,  the  announcement 
said. 

[In  Washington,  the  SUte  Department 
said  a  protest  had  been  sent  to  Moscow.  | 

While  both  attacking  Jets  made  two  firing 
passes  at  the  United  States  plane,  setting  it 
afire.  Its  crew  members  did  not  fire  back,  the 
Air  Force  said. 

The  announcement  did  not  say  wher*  the 
encounter  took  place.  A  report  from  Wash- 
ington said  it  had  been  on  the  east  coast  of 
Hokkaido,  the  northerzunoet  Japanese  is)and, 
near  disputed  territory  claimed  by  the  Soviet 
Union,  and  that  the  parachuting  crewmen 
had  landed  In  the  water.  However,  the 
Air  Force  here  said  that  the  10  surviving 
crewmen  had  landed  on  the  ground  and  that 
the  11th  had  been  found  dead. 

FLANS    IN   JAPANXSX   TEaKITORT       ' 

A  State  Department  spokesman  said  the 
RB-29,  a  World  War  n  type  that  had  been 
on  a  mapping  mission,  had  not  left  Japanese 
territory  at  any  time. 

The  ten  survivors  were  taken  from  the 
scene  by  an  Air  Force  truck  and  a  C-47 
transport  plane  to  their  home  station  at 
Tokota  Air  Base,  near  Tokyo.  Hospital  au- 
thorities there  said  they  were  In  excellent 
condition.    Their  names  were  not  disclosed. 

Only  a  narrow  strait  separates  the  north- 
eastern tip  or  Hokkaido,  where  the  plane 
crashed,  from  Soviet-occupied  islands.  Hok- 
kaido is  aboxrt  360  miles  east  of  the  area 
where  Soviet  MIO's  shot  down  a  United 
States  Navy  Neptune  plane  September  4. 

Tight  military  secrecy  was  clamped  about 
the  area  of  the  RB-29  crash.  An  air  rescue 
officer,  who  said  the  survivors  were  tight- 
lipped,  refused  to  discuss  the  care. 


PLANK  TBAILD  SMOSa 


The  plane  crashed  Into  a  farmhouse  40 
miles  Inland  from  Nemuro  about  noon  yes- 
terday. Japaneee  residents  and  policemen 
said  the  plane  was  seen  over  the  water, 
trailing  a  long  stream  of  white  smofke,  while 
crew  members  bailed  out.  The  stricken 
craft  apparently  continued  Inland  after  tba 
crew  had  Jiunped. 

A  spokesman  for  Far  East  Air  Fo^ee  Head- 
quarters In  Tokyo  said  the  plane  was  from 
the  9l8t  Strategic  Reconnaissance  Squadron 
at  Tokoto  and  was  on  a  routing  photo- 
mapping  mission. 

Asahi  said  a  United  States  Jet  fighter 
crashed  and  burned  near  Kushiro,  76  mUes 
southwest  of  Nemuro.  shortly  after  tlhe  RB-29 
went  down.  The  pilot  was  reported  to  have 
parachuted.  United  States  Air  Foflee  Head- 
quarters said  it  had  no  such  report. 

The  shooting  down  of  the  Navy  Neptuna 
in  September  drew  a  strong  United  Statea 
protest  against  a  "wanton  and  unprovoked 
attack." 

On  July  28.  1953.  a  United  States  B-60 
was  lost  over  the  Sea  of  Japan  and  Washing- 
ton charged  that  Russians  had  shot  It  down. 

On  October  7.  1952.  a  B-29  superfortress 
disappeared  in  the  same  general  ana  under 
circumstances  that  led  ofSclals  to  say  It 
may  have  glided  across  the  international 
boundary  into  Soviet  territory.  Three 
months  later  Japanese  fishermen  freed  by 
the  Russians  said  they  had  seen  Soviet  planea 
shoot  down  the  B-29. 
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Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  point,  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks,  a  brief  dispatch  whidh  came 
over  the  news  ticker  today  relative  to 
the  same  incident. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  dispatch 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  United  States  Is  sticking  to  Its  claim 
that  the  American  bomber  shot  doWn  Sun- 
day by  Russian  MIO's  never  fired  a  Shot  and 
was  never  over  Soviet  territory.  ■ 

The  American  plane  was  shot  doWn  In  the 
northern  Japan  area  while  flying  a  photo- 
mapping  mission.  Ten  crew  members  para- 
chuted to  safety,  but  an  eleventh  wM  killed. 

The  United  States  in  an  angry  note  yes- 
terday said  the  Incident  occurred  over  Japa- 
nese territory  and  demanded  moral  and 
material  reparations.  A  State  Department 
spokesman  said  the  United  SUtes  ^uld  file 
a  complete  claim  fc«-  damages  after  making 
an  Investigation  of  the  incident. 

The  Soviet  Union  In  a  note  to  the  United 
States  yesterday  claimed  the  American  plane 
was  over  Soviet  frontiers  In  the  Kurlle  Island 
area  and  that  the  United  States  plane  fired 
first.  The  Air  Force  claims  the  pla|ie  never 
fired  and  Is  trying  to  find  out  why  not. 

State  Department  officials  said  no  decision 
has  been  reached  yet  on  whether  or  not  to 
focus  additional  world  attention  on  the  Inci- 
dent by  calling  It  before  the  United  Nations 
Security  Council. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  ac- 
cording to  the  investigation  I  have  been 
able  to  make  to  date,  the  actual  shoot- 
ing down  of  the  plane  took  place  at  9:47 
p.  m.  November  6.  Washington  tftme,  or 
3:47  a.  m.  November  7,  Moscow  time. 
The  Moscow  radio  apparently  released 
its  first  dispatch  regarding  the  mutter  at 
10  o'clock  a.  m.  November  7,  Washington 
time,  which  was  6  o'clock  p.  m.  Novem- 
ber 7,  Moscow  time.  Those  dates  and 
times  become  significant.  I  think.  In  con- 
nection with  the  very  brief  statement 
which  I  wish  now  to  make. 

First  of  all.  I  beUeve  that  AmbMsador 
Lodge  and  the  entire  American  delega- 
tion to  the  United  Nations  at  New  York 
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should  be  commended  by  the  American 
people  for  refusing  to  attend  the  37th 
birthday  celebration  of  tbe  Soviet  Union 
held  in  New  York  after  they  had  received 
word  of  the  shooting  down  of  this  addi- 
tional American  plane. 

I  likewise  believe  that  liir.  Livingston 
T.  Merchant.  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State  for  European  Affairs,  should  be 
commended  for  not  attending  the  cele- 
bration held  in  Washington. 

It  was  with  a  deep  sense  of  shock  and 
regret  that  I  learned  that  the  American 
Ambassador  at  Moscow,  Mr.  Bohlen.  did 
not  foUow  the  same  procediu-e  and  de- 
cline to  attend  the  celebration  being  held 
in  that  city.  I  have  so  expressed  myself 
to  the  State  Department,  and  I  have  per- 
sonally called  Ambassador  Lodge  and 
commended  him  for  his  actioiL  In  fair- 
ness, let  me  say  that  there  may  be  some 
extenuating  circumstances.  I  have 
asked  for  a  full  report  from  the  State  De- 
partment as  to  what  those  circumstances 
might  be,  if  any. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, since  my  return  from  the  mfftniift 
conference,  I  have  attended  the  sessions 
of  the  United  Nations  as  a  member  of  the 
American  delegation,  and  our  delegation 
has  been  considering  the  matter  which 
was  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia I  Mr.  KnowuuvdI,  namely,  the 
shooting  down  of  our  aircraft  by  the 
Soviets. 

I  joined  with  Ambassador  Lodge  in 
what  might  be  termed  a  boycott  of  the 
celebration  of  the  anniversary  of  the 
establishment  of  the  Soviet  Union.  Be- 
cause of  the  shooting  down  of  one  of  our 
planes  by  the  Russians,  we  felt  that  we 
could  not  give  recognition  to  a  Soviet 
celebration  by  our  attendance  at  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  desire  to  address 
myself  to  other  subjects. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  has  the  floor. 


THE  PEACEFUL  USES  OF  ATOMIC 
ENERGY 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, on  November  5,  Ambassador  Lodge 
our  former  coUeague  in  the  Senate,  made 
a  memorable  report  to  the  United  Na- 
tions on  the  subject  of  the  peaceful  uses 
of  atomic  energy.  Of  course,  that  report 
was  very  carefully  edited  by  members  of 
the  State  Department  in  Washington,  by 
other  departments  of  the  Government, 
and  by  the  National  Security  CouncU. 
It  sets  forth  the  posIUon  of  the  United 
States  on  that  subject.  I  had  the  honor 
to  be  present  with  Mr.  Lodge  when  he 
delivered  the  report  to  the  United  Na- 
tions. I  believe  it  was  one  of  the  most 
important  and  memorable  events  in  the 
history  of  the  Unit<xi  NaUons. 

I  have  here  the  text  of  Mr.  Lodge's 
statement.  Again  I  feel  that  this  Is  of 
such  importance  in  our  consideration  of 
our  international  relations  that  the  re- 
port should  be  embodied  In  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks.  Therefore, 
for  the  informaUon  of  all  Senators,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  Mr.  Lodge's 
statement  on  the  subject  of  International 
cooperation  In  the  development  of  the 
peaceful  uses  of  atomic  energy  be  In- 


rerted  In  the  body  of  the  RicotD  at  this 
point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  <»tlered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcokd, 
as  follows: 

STATBicBirr    BT    AiOAaaADoa    Ibmr    Ctaot 

I/NWs,  Ja.,  UwrrxD  Statu  RanumaMTATivs 

Df   COBUOTTKE   I,   OK   IimaXATIOIfAI.   COOP- 

saATioit  nr  DcvxLOPxiro  the  PaAcarm,  Uaas 
or  ATomc  BNxaoT — Rb>oit  or  ths  UinraD 

8TATK8  or  Aw»BI^S 

Mr.  President: 
X.  rax  aBQusL  or  thx  noamaMT's  paoPosAL 

Almost  11  months  ago  numy  of  us  In  this 
building  heard  a  speech  by  President  Elsen- 
hower, who  had  flown  here  directly  from  a 
conference  In  Bermuda.  His  speech  ad- 
dressed  Itself  to  the  overwhelming  problems 
which  then  confronted  the  whole  world,  and 
still  confront  it  today. 

One  problem  was  the  danger  of  atomic 
war — wherein  one  nation  could  by  surprise 
attack.  Inflict  grievous  atomic  damage  on  the 
United  SUtes,  and  in  return  receive  atomic 
retaliation  of  fearsome  propcxliions.  leaving 
a  ruin  of  mangled  bodies,  c\iltures,  and  eco- 
nomic and  political  systems  after  the  atomic 
dust  had  settled. 

President  Beenhower  knew,  and  said,  that 
merely  to  present  the  threat  and  to  promise 
retaliation  was  neither  an  adequate  nor  a 
true  picture  of  the  feelings  or  the  purposes 
of  the  United  States. 

In  the  name  of  the  human  race;  In  the 
name  of  civilisation;  In  the  name  of  truly 
peaceful  purpose — there  had  to  be  the  prom- 
ise of  eomethlng  more  than  earth-shattering 
explosions. 

The  President  knew,  and  said,  that  such  a 
speech  had  better  be  left  unspoken  unices 
he  could  add  a  message  of  peaceful  hope. 

In  considering  how  beet  to  present  hU 
message  of  hope,  he  was  faced  with  a  his- 
torical fact  of  controlling  signlflcance — the 
jrears  long,  stubborn  problem  of  negotiating 
a  system  for  reduction  and  control  of  arma- 
ments and  for  tbe  effective  ellmlniation  of 
nuclear  weapons. 

Seven  years  of  debate  and  negotiations  had 
failed  to  bring  the  world  closer  to  this  goal. 

Tbe  President,  therefore,  decided  that  to 
make  a  proposal  which  would  be  wholly 
within  the  framework  of  the  trying  debates 
of  the  past  would  not  be  considered,  by  you 
or  the  peoples  of  the  world,  an  act  of  hopeful 
sincerity  promising  early  progress. 

He  wanted  to  make  an  offer  removed  from 
the  aura  of  past  dejection  and  failure:  he 
wanted  to  make  an  offer  whose  outstanding 
and  unmistakable  characteristic  was  that  it 
was  feasible— that  It  was  do-able— that  men 
and  nations  of  good  will  and  peaceful  purpoee 
could  accept  easily,  and  without  having  to 
lose  face  by  having  to  reverse  previously 
stated  positions. 

And  so,  on  December  8,  1953,  standing  In 
the  great  hall  upstairs  and  before  this  great 
Assembly,  President  Eisenhower  said : 

"I  therefore  make  the  following  proposals : 

"The  governments  principally  involved,  to 
the  extent  permitted  by  elementary  prud- 
ence, to  begin  now  and  continue  to  make 
joint  contributions  from  their  stockpiles  of 
normal  lu-anium  and  fissionable  materials 
to  an  International  Atomic  Energy  Agency. 
We  would  expect  that  such  an  agency  would 
be  set  up  under  the  .aegis  of  the  United 
Nations.  ' 

"The  ratios  of  contributions,  the  pro- 
cedures and  other  details  would  properly  be 
within  the  scope  of  the  'private  conversa- 
tions' I  have  referred  to  earlier. 

The  United  States  Is  prepared  to  under- 
take these  explorations  In  good  faith.  Any 
partner  of  the  United  Statea  acting  In  the 
same  good  faith  will  find  the  United  States 
a  not  unreasonable  or  ungenerous  associate. 

"Undoubtedly  initial  and  early  contribu- 
tions to  this  plan  would  be  small  in  quantity. 


However,  the  jnoposal  has  tha  great  vtttua 
that  It  can  be  undertaken  without  the  int* 
tatlons  and  mutual  susi^eloaa  Incident  to 
any  attempt  to  set  up  a  oomfrtetaly  accept- 
able system  of  worldwide  Inspection  and 
control." 

The  President  described  the  main  purpoee 
of  the  new  lntematl<mal  agency  In  ^ 
words:  ''to  devise  methods  whereby  ttils- 
slonable  material  would  be  alloeated  to 
tbe  peaceful  pursuits  of  mankind."  He : 
tloned  speciflcally  the  fields  of  agrleoltuiv, 
medicine,  and  electric  power.  Then  He 
added: 

"The  United  States  would  be  mors  tliaa' 
wiUlng — ^It  would  be  proud  to  take  up  wttH' 
others  'prlnclpaUy  Involved'  the  developmsBt 
of  plans  whereby  such  peaceful  use  of  atomle 
energy  would  be  expedited. 

"Of  those  'principally  Involved'  the  Soviet 
Union  must,  of  course,  be  one."  i 

The  President  wiahed  to  take  every  pre- 
caution In  order  to  Insure  that  the  Soviet 
Oovemment  would  take  this  proposal  at  Ita 
serious,  sincere,  long-term,  fade  value,  and 
not  interpret  It  as  a  ahort-term  propaganda 
trick. 

To  Insure  this  he  did  two  things.  First. 
our  Ambassador  In  Moacow  waa  Instructed 
to  advise  Mr.  Ifolotov,  In  advance  of  the  de- 
livery of  the  speech,  that  It  vrould  otmteln, 
material  of  serious  ImptH^  and  that  we 
wiahed  the  Soviet  Oovemment  eo  to  eon- 
elder  it.  Besides,  after  the  speech  was  made, 
and  awaiting  an  Initiative  from  the  Bovlefc 
Union  to  hold  private  oonversatlons.  all  Indi- 
viduals and  agencies  of  the  United  Statea 
Government  were  Instructed  to  remain  sUent 
as  to  the  details  of  the  proposal  and  to  con- 
fine themselves.  If  the  need  for  ezplanatloa 
aroee,  to  a  simple  reiteration  of  the  Presi- 
dent's own  text  and  the  statement  that  wa 
were  awaiting  word  from  the  Soviet  Union. 

The  President's  second  concern  had  to  do 
with  this  very  body — the  United  Natlona. 
When  he  received  Secretary  General  Ham- 
marskjold's  invitation  to  address  you,  be 
choae  to  make  his  proposal  before  thla  body 
and  no  other,  because  be  wlabed  the  world  to 
know  that  In  this  overwhelmingly  Important 
matter  he  turned  to  the  United  Natlona  as 
the  international  organlam  most  I4>pr(^)riata 
both  to  hear  the  original  enxxnclatlon  of  xy^^ 
proposal  and  to  participate  In  the  develop- 
ment of  the  plan. 

Tou  aU  know  the  positive  and  hopeful  re- 
sponse which  greeted  the  President's  pro- 
posal from  aU  parts  of  the  world.  This  re- 
sponse has  greaUy  heartened  the  United 
Statea  in  its  work  with  other  statea  In  de- 
veloping a  plan  of  action. 

Tou  know.  too.  that  there  iraa  one  aorry 
sequel — a  rejection  by  the  U.  8.  8.  R.  of  the 
Prealdent's  proposal  until  the  United  States 
woiild  agree  to  an  unconditional  and  un- 
saf  eguarded  ban  on  the  use  of  atomic  weap- 
ons. The  story  of  that  Is  oontaliMd  In  a 
United  Nations  document  which  Is  befora 
you.  Document  A/2738  of  September  27. 1064. 
Beginning  on  April  27  and  continuing 
throughout  this  exchange  of  notes,  the  Sovlat 
Union  insisted  that  ourjiew  hope  be  ahackled 
to  the  long  debates  of^the  past,  where  tba 
difficulties  of  even  the  smallest  rrn|[ri<a  had 
been  so  amply  demonstrated. 

True  enough,  the  Soviet  Union  told  us  in 
a  note  deUvered  on  September  23,  1»54 — ^the 
day  before  the  Secretary  of  State  made  hla 
opening  address  to  the  General  Assembly — 
that  it  was  keeping  the  door  open  on  a  tiny, 
crack.  Actually  the  Aoat  had  been  thrown 
wide  open  on  December  8. 1053.  by  tbe  United 
Statee.  and  has  been  kept  wide  open  by  the 
United  Statee  ever  since.  The  door  Is  stUl 
open. 

On  learning  of  the  essentially  negative 
Soviet  attitude,  the  United  SUtea  lost  no 
time  In  proceeding  with  conversations  with 
other  states — conversations  whose  Initiation 
had  awaited  only  a  clear  expression  of  tha 
Soviet  position.  The  states  with  which  ws 
have  been  conferring  are  thoee  which  hava 
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Va^em  at 

PortufiL  »  H  rtfntnont  that  »n  o<  «■ 

oCtteSovlBt 


Ti  imi  f  ttww  ntrtiuMtf  III—  iTut 
iMy  of  eimt  MUh  vokt  to  tu»  MmbMj 
last  Septembw  SS  aad  aald: 

-*•  prnpwl  mImB  aofe 
It  diM.  Wt  an 
tiiaa  It  itoiia  ba 
And  «a  ihall  pnai  on  la  dota  parttMnhlp 
wtkh  ttaoia  naMimm  wbtdi.  Implnd  ay  tb» 
at  tlMtltattad  NaUoM.  eaa  aaaka  thta 
jmw  f oraa  a  toed  oT  naaaaaltafclaBlam 
and  of  ■ftaiminililp^  and  not  nwraiy  aKar-. 
■OBM  addltkm  to  tbo  aranial  dt 

"ItM  umtod  Statas  la  Una  pr 
■B«nd>  tiMB  adUdi  arlU  amdd*  vm  to  r^Mrt 
furtlMr  on  our  afforts  to  explore  and  to  de- 
a«op  tlia  Taat  poHlMmiaa  for  tba  paaoerul 
nwa  at  atomle  annnr.  Tham  wBattm  have 
baan,  and  arm  ba.  dtraetad  jwtmartly  toward 
tlM  folknrtac  ands: 

**1.  Tba  oiaatlon  of  an  Inttanattonal  aganey 
tnlMal  aambanblp  arm  Inetad*  na- 
fram  an  lagloas  at  tha  world  and  tt 
to  bopod  that  aueb  an  fauoy  wm  atait  tte 
wortt  io  avly  aa  nost  year. 

*%  Tba  ealling  <tf  an  Intamatkmal  oelan- 
tlfle  oonfarauta  to  omiaidcr  this  wboio  vatt 
snbjaet.  to  naat  ta  tha  oprtng  et  1M6,  under 
tfca  auopbJM  at  tha  Utaltod  wattona. 

*9.  Tba  opantef  early  neat -year  In  the 
trmted  Statoe  of  a  reactor  tralnlns  aehool 
where  etudonto  from  abroad  may  leem  the 
worfctaig  prlnetf^ee  of  atooile  energy,  with 
■peclBe  regard  to  tte  peaeethna  neea. 

*^.  An  taTttatlon  to  a  rabotantlal  number 
of  medloal  and  stirgteal  ezperta  ftom  abroad 
to  partletpata  In  the  work  of  our  eanecr  hoe- 
pttala.  In  whtcb  etomle-energy  teehnlqueB 
are  among  tha  moet  hopeful  approaehee  to 
controlling  this  menace  to  mankind. 

*T  want  to  make  it  perfectly  dear  that  onr 
planning  exeSudea  no  nation  from  partici- 
pation In  this  great  rentura.* 

Just  thla  past  Wedneeday.  Norember  S, 
Presldaat  Slsenhower  announced  that  the 
United  States  had  deUrerad  to  the  Sorlet 
Ambassador  in  Washington  a  reply  to  the 
Soviet  note  of  aeptember  22,  and  that  the 
l^reeldent  hoped  that  this  would  start  a  new 
phase  In  the  United  Btates-Sorlet  negotia- 
tions which  mli^t  be  more  fruitful  than  the 
past  efforts.  Tha  President  reiterated,  how- 
erer,  that  the  United  States  Is  determined  to 
proceed  with  like-minded  states  in  eetabllsh- 
Ing  an  international  agency  to  make  this 
great  power  available  to  mankind  generally 
as  a  boon  which  would  benefit  tis  an. 

TIUs  is  tha  history,  briefly  told,  of  the  first 
year  of  efforts  to  create  an  International 
orgahlaatfon  to  Insiua  world  cooperation  in 
tha  paaeafuLusas  of  the  atom. 

lHa  thought  that  has  governed  all  our 
suggestions  Is  that  what  we  propoee  to  do 
Is  f aaslUfr— Is  do-aUa. 

Bowarar,  before  we  probe  tha  future  of 
International  cooperation  in  this  field,  let  us 
sea  whara  wa  stand  today;  let  us  review 
brlaOy  tha  scientific  devalmiinants  that  have 
brought  na  htjaoA  tha  threshold  of  tha 
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^[^hlamooMnt  of  oar  dteoaalOB  Is  a  moment 
oC  asoltamant  and  challenge  in  the  science 
and  art  of  tha  atom.  Wa  tn  ttils  hau  are 
dealing  with  something  mora  than  the  reso- 
lutions and  amendments  and  forms  of  organ- 
laatlott  ^MOk  are  tha  tools  of  our  dlplainatic 
trade.  Ws  sra  dealing  with  tha  knowladge 
of  s  forea— the  mastery  of  a  force — whoee 


gigaatle  power  of  destruction  Is  exceeded 
only  by  Its  power  for  human  good. 

■vanwa.  ss  laymen,  are  aware  of  the  thrlU- 
fng  ssnss  of  diseovary  in  the  minds  Of  the 
eelantlsU  who  have  bean  able  to  put  ttis  gift 
In  our  hands.  If  wa  can  share  that  se^  of 
wa  miqr  hope  that  our  tfipto- 
wm  be  a  worthy  matsh  for 
the  pbystaal  progieas  that  has  been  baougbt 
aboot  by  the  moet  adventurous  sclSntlflc 
aalnds  of  our  oentury. 

A  few  key  facts  of  that  atomic  progress 
'  show  clearly  that  we  have  already  passsd  the 
threshold  of  the  peaceful  atomic  age.  The 
summary  which  f<Hlow8  herewith  wttl  not 
touch  on  the  achievements  in  other  coxui- 
trlas.  which  are  equally  promising  and  of 
which  we  shall  doubtless  hear  more  In  the 
course  of  this  debate. 

We  arc  In  tba  presence  of  a  whole  rafige  of 
atomic  dlsooverles.  Of  aU  these  discoveries, 
the  most  advanced  for  htiman  benefit  today 
stem  from  the  use  of  the  radioactive  laotope. 
Many  tiements  long  known  to  physics,  six^h 
sa  fOUL,  cobalt,  and  carbon,  can  be  changed 
in  atomic  reactors  into  new  versions  of  them- 
selves— ^radlogold,  radlooobalt.  radiocarbon, 
and  so  forth.  A  change  in  their  atomic 
structure  makes  them  give  off  rajrs.  These 
rays  have  two  main  uses:  They  can  bring 
about  changes  in  living  things,  and  they 
can  be  used  as  tracers,  giving  off  signals  to 
detection  machines,  to  control  the  Intricate 
proceeaes  of  industry  or  to  reveal  new  facts 
about  the  growth  and  diseases  of  plants  and 
human  beings  that  had  never  before  been 
known  to  man. 

Here  are  a  few  examples  of  how  these  Iso- 
t<^)ea  have  already  been  applied  In  the  United 
States.  Many  of  these  are  already  well 
known  to  technicians  in  other  countries. 

First,  oonslfier  the  changing  of  living 
things  by  radiation. 

.  In  traatment  of  cancer,  radioactive  cobalt 
and  other  elements  have  brought  great  prog- 
rsas  in  the  killing  of  cancerovis  cells,  far  more 
effectivaly  than  the  old  X-ray  machinss. 

Radiation  has  made  It  possible  to  preserve 
and  store  food  without  spoiling  throiighout 
the  winter  and  spring. 

In  the  development  of  new  agrlciiltural 
strains,  radiation  has  been  used  to  spaed  up 
nuu^  times  over  the  genetic  mutations  from 
which  new  and  better  strains  are  derived — 
strains  which  resist  disease  and  produce  bet- 
ter foods  and  fibers  in  greater  abundance. 

Second,  consider  the  use  of  isotopes  as 
tracers:  the  applications  In  this  realm  of 
sdentiflc  discovery  are  already  multitudinous 
and  in  theory  are  without  limit.  Far  In- 
stance: 

In     manufacturing     fiat     sheets — metal, 

piqier,  plastic  <>r  any  material— their  thick - 

^nass    is   kept    constant    by    measiu'lng    the 

^strength   of   atomic  radiation   through    the 

moving  aheets. 

In  welding  and  riveting,  radiation  photog- 
raphy shows  up  fiaws  which  were  onse  ex- 
tremely diillcult  to  detect. 

In  oil  pipelines,  a  radioactive  pellet  is 
dropped  in  tlie  fiowlng  pipe  to  signal  the 
exact  moment  when  a  new  kind  or  grade  of 
oU  arrives  at  its  destination. 

In  agriculture,  radioactive  tracers  tnixed 
into  fertillaers  show  exactly  when  and  bow 
efllclently  the  fertUlaer  is  absorbed  by  grow- 
ing plants — ^thus  saving  tremendous  waste. 

In  the  poultry  industry,  chicken  feed  Is 
traced  thnnigh  the  body  of  the  hen  until  It 
is  converted  into  an  ^g — showing  what  kind 
of  feed  should  be  given,  and  at  what  tl«ie,  to 
produce  eggs  most  efllclently. 

In  fish  breeding,  tracers  have  shown  frhere 
simple  chemical ,  treatment  could  be  used 
to  convert  sterile  bogs  Into  lakes  swarming 
with  food  fish. 

In  medicine,  tracer  research  has  glvan  us 
a  new  synthetic  material  for  blood  trans- 
fusion; tracers  are  used  to  detect  faulty  "blood 
circulation  before  it  la  fatal,  and  to  perform 
many   other   miracles   of   diagnosis;    tracers 


have  brought  new  disoovartes  a^out  dia- 
betes, thyroid  disorders,  blood  dlsfaaea,  and 
in  fact,  the  entire  process  by  which  the  living 
body  is  nourished  and  sustained. 

In  control  of  epidemics,  tracers  tuve  been 
used  to  follow  the  migration  ai  disease- 
bearing  files  and  mosquitoes,  which  la  aa 
easenUal  step  in  stamping  out  thess  seourgss. 

These,  at  the  beginning  of  the  at<»nic  age, 
are  a  few  of  the  discoveries  already  made 
and  put  to  work.  Still  other  prbjects  are 
well  underway,  among  which  perhaps  the 
most  extraordinary  is  the  research  into  the 
mysterious  process  of  plant  growth  called 
pfaotosyn  thesis — the  iinderstandlng  of  wbleli 
may  some  day  enable  us  to  manufacture  vast 
quantities  of  Inexpensive  food  ou^  of  com- 
mon chemicals. 

Every  one  of  these  advances  has  at  Its 
center  tlie  \ise  of  radioactive  atoaos.  Most 
of  these  can  be  produced  in  comparatively 
small  atomic  reactors.  In  the  United  States 
the  chief  factory  for  these  Isotopes  is  the 
Oak  Ridge  National  Laboratory,  f^om  Oak 
Ridge  In  the  past  8  years  nearly  50,000  ship- 
ments of  Isotopes  have  been  sent  out  to 
factories,  laboratories,  hoepltals,  and  univer- 
sities. Most  of  these  have  been  sent  within 
the  United  States,  but  over  2,800  have  gem* 
to  50  countries  abroad. 

It  Is  fitting  that  the  most  Impoaing  and 
most  difficult  application  of  atomic  energy 
should  be  mentioned  last:  the  production  of 
electric  power.  This  Is  a  subject  of  Inten- 
sive engineering  research  In  the  United  States 
today.  This  year  the  Atomic  Energy  Cooa- 
mlsslon  launched  a  S-year  prograpi  for  tba 
building  of  five  experimental  pow«-  reactors 
In  the  United  States,  all  radically  different 
in  design.  None  of  these  Is  expected  to 
produce  power  at  prices  that  compete  with 
powerplants  that  burn  coal  and  other  con- 
ventional fuels.  But  they  will  tell  us  a  great 
deal  about  the  future  of  atomic  power.  For 
the  knowledge  we  shall  all  gain  fn>m  them. 
these  plants  will  be  worth  the  inivestment. 
They  point  the  way  to  an  age  when  all  coun- 
tries can  be  assured  of  abundant  electric 
power,  even  where  natural  fuels  aire  scarce. 
On  the  basU  of  this  power,  new  industries 
can  grow  to  enrich  the  lives  of  many  rpnitons 
of  people. 

One  fact  stands  out  about  the  atomic 
power  reactor,  even  today  in  the  minds  of 
laymen,  and  that  Is  Its  great  complexity. 
This  calls  for  expert  knowledge,  and  Is  an- 
other reason  smaller  reactors  should  be  built 
In  as  many  parts  of  the  world  as  possible. 
These  small  research  reactors  can  be  built 
in  a  year's  time  for  well  under  $$00,000  in 
many  cases.  They  will  produce  most  of  the 
radioactive  isotopes  whose  multitude  of  uses 
I  have  tried  to  describe.  They  will  ohus  make 
possible  a  great  Increase  both  in  research 
and  in  the  practical  application  of  the  atom 
in  medicine,  farming,  and  Industry.  But 
beyond  this,  they  will  afford  training  grounds 
throughtout  the  world  at  which  a  new  gener- 
ation of  atomic  scientists,  engineers,  and 
technicians  will  learn  the  principles  of  re- 
actor technology.  Having  mastered  the  re- 
search reactor,  we  will  then  have  what  the 
world  scarcely  yet  possesses — a  body  of  men 
trained  in  all  the  techniques  whldh  wlU  be 
needed  to  bring  us  practical  atom  power. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  brief  report  just  given 
on  atomic  progress  in  the  United  States  de- 
scribes many  startling  advances — <llscover- 
les  which  have  already  made  the  world  a 
richer  place.  Tet  these  are  no  more  than 
the  nuggets  at  the  surface  of  s  newly  dis- 
covered mine.  They  are  enough  to  give  us 
some  notion  of  the  undiscovered  wealth 
that  lies  below. 

To  tap  that  wealth  In  peace  and^  coopera- 
tion should  be  a  noble  enterprlsa  for  tha 
nations  of  the  world.  It  Is  fitting]  that  the 
discovery  which  brings  us  together  In  peace 
comes  from  the  hands  of  one  of  the  truly 
global  fellowBhips  of  mankind — tte  fellow- 
ship of  science,  which  knows  no  national 
boundaries  and  seeks  only  truth  and  biiman 
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There  eoidd  ba  no 

salute  to  this  world  fallomkip  «f 
Wiaw  ovr  oomaaaB  dstsrmtnatten  to  -_. 
aom*  of  the  atiotntc  knowladgs  and  wealth  wa 
already  poaaeaa — In  order  that  all  of  us  may 


In  this  spirit,  the  Unltad  States  to  pia- 
parsd  to  make  eootrlbotloaa  of  savsral 
to  tba  next  f  crwHrd  stapa  to  the  atomic 
nx. 


Having  thus  crosaed  the  threshold  of  the 
atomic  age.  we  come  to  the  quaattoa  of  tha 
next  steps  by  wblch  we  can  explore  thto  naw 
world.  Bsre  ws  reach  Um  spedfle  aetlvlUes 
which  we  oontemplats  Tor  the  iatenuttlonal 
agency.  We  believe  that  the  Agency  should 
cncoxirage  worldwide  reaearch  and  develop- 
ment of  the  peaceful  uses  at  atomic  energy: 
It  should  arrange  for  nuclear  materials  to 
meet  the  needs  of  reaearch.  development, 
and  practical  appUcattan  to  an  tt%»«»wi.  of 
peaceful  acttvltlea,  Indudtag  tha  evantnal 
prodiictlon  of  power.  Wa  believe  the  agency 
should  foster  tlie  interchange  of  informa- 
tion on  peaceful  uses.  We  expect  that  the 
international  agency  will  conduct  Its  activi- 
ties In  such  a  wtiy  as  to  prepare  for  the  time 
when  the  use  of  atomic  energy  for  peaoe 
baeomes  tiie  prtidominant  and  perhaps  the 
exclusive  uae  of  this  great  force. 

The  agency  should  be  created  by  a  treaty 
which  in  our  opinion  should  define  the 
standards  and  iirlnclples  governing  the  or- 
ganization in  the  discharge  of  Its  functions. 
AU  states  wblch  originally  ratlfled  the  agree- 
ment should  become  members  of  tlxe  agency, 
and  there  should  be  a  provision  for  accept- 
ing additional  members.  We  believe  that 
members  should  accept  an  obligation  to  sup- 
ply materials  and  information  for  the  work 
of  the  agency,  fljiancial  support,  facilities  for 
open  discussion  and  contacts  among  scien- 
tists engaged  tn  peaceful  reseaich  actlvlUes. 

There  is  so  much  to  be  done  that  It  would 
be  Inconceivable  for  the  international  agency 
to  carry  im  all  the  actlvltiea  from  the  outset. 
As  a  practical  matter  the  International 
agency  can  carry  on  only  a  few  of  the  activi- 
ties In  the  immediate  future — those  moet 
suitable  to  It.  Nevertheless,  the  other  activ- 
ities will  and  must  proceed  simultaneously 
since  they  are  all  part  of  the  basic  program 
of  steady  forward  movement  Into  the  atomic 

We  are  prepaied  to  start  dlacnsalon  with 
other  countries  for  the  conclusion  of  bilat- 
eral agreements  which  will  make  It  possible 
for  tn,  under  our  laws,  to  furnish  technical 
Information,  technical  assistance,  and  neces- 
ssry  amounts  of  fissionable  materials  for  the 
constructton  and  operation  of  reaearch  re- 
actors to  be  located  abroad. 

Wow,  let  me  tell  you  about  the  progress 
which  the  United  States  is  prepared  to  carry 
out  pending  the  creation  of  the  agency, 
partly  as  a  result  of  the  recent  amendments 
to  our  own  Atomic  Xnergy  Act.  All  ttaeae 
activiUes  will  be  coordinated  with  the  inter- 
nattonal  agency^  own  program.  Wo  one  has 
to  be  a  scientist  to  appreciate  the  fact  that 
basic  to  success  in  the  development  end  use 
of  power  producing  reactors  in  any  country 
Is  the  existence  of  a  body  of  trained  technical 
men. 

I  ahall  now  speak  In  terms  of  what  the 
United  states  Ocvemment  is  prepared  to  do 
in  1955 — next  year — in  this  field  of  train- 
ing. 

Pirst  comes  the  field  of  nuclear  reactors. 
We  are  prepared  to  establiah  a  reactor  train- 
ing school  early  m  1056.  The  first  course  of 
this  school  would  deal  not  only  with  f|t«'»'t'» 
power  theory,  but  the  appllcaUon  of  that 
theory. 

Our  present  plans  oaU  for  inviting  betwaea 
90  and  60  scientists  and  nnclnwiis  from 
overseas  to  study  practical  reactor  ei«tee«r- 
ing,  in  order  to  f  umiah  suAeicnt  basic  science 
and  eaglnaerlng  knowledge  to  permit  the 
members  of  this  group  not  only  to  under- 


of  thto 
ha  Uhttad 
ooortude  tha  hUataral  siieisiaiiils 
raqulrad  by  the  Atooale  Baesiy  Act  of  IfiSa, 
Informatton  wm  hs  Bsade  avail- 
tha  omasi. 
wm  give  adenttots  and 
lowladge  of  the  all-bnpartant 
>tal  phases  and  prtnelplea  of 
aetcvs;  and  that  Uiess  arc  the  wssntlal  traln- 
lac  ground   for  tba   far  more  oompUcated 
powsi  reactor. 

Seoond,  oocnes  the  field  of  safety.  PfausB 
we  are  dealing  with  a  pomtx  which  to  both  a 
danger  and  a  boon,  it  to  necessary  also  that 
apeclal  training  eourses  In  radiation  aafety 
and  medicine  should  be  instituted  simult»- 
Dsoosly  with  any  training  to  atomic  power 
deaelopaMnt.  We  propose,  therefore,  to  es- 
tablish under  the  sponsorship  of  the  United 
States  Atomic  Bnsrgy  Commission  the  fol- 
lowing courses  which  wUl  be  open  to  all  other 
nattons: 

Industrial  medletne — a  I-  to  S-year  course 
given  by  the  Amertcaa  universities  having  a 
relatlOBMhlp  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion in  the  medicinal  treatment  required  In 
Indnstrlea  concerned  with  atomic  energy  ac- 
tivity. 

Industrial  hygiene — courses  In  the  tech- 
niques of  maintaining  healthful  coiHlltlons 
in  Industries  dealing  with  baaardous  atomic 
aaaterlato. 

Radiological  physics  and  the  theory  aiMl 
use  of  radlaUon  Instruments — Instruction  to 
be  given  at  the  Kookhaven  Watlonid  Labora- 
tofy. 

Third  In  our  training  program  comes  tba 
vast  field  of  atomic  biology  and  medicine. 
The  Argonne  Cancer  Hospital  at  the  Univer- 
sity of  Chicago,  the  Brookhaven  National 
liSboratory.  and  the  Cancer  Reaearch  Hospi- 
tal at  the  Oak  Ridge  InsUtute  of  Nuclear 
Studies  will  be  open  for  1-  to  3-year  courses 
on  the  use  of  atomic  energy  in  medicine  and 
biology,  for  approximately  five  to  ten  foreign 
stxidents  per  courve. 

The  field  of  cancer  to  so  important,  and 
olher  countries  have  made  mtch  strides,  that 
are  do  not  wish  to  restrict  our  collaboration 
stmidy  to  the  study  of  our  techniques.  We 
are  therefore  prepared  to  invite  as  many  as 
150  competent  and  distinguished  visitors  in 
the  field  of  cancer  reaearch  from  overseas  to 
Ttelt  our  eaneer  research  facilities  during 
1955.  These  guests  will  not  only  be  free  to 
study  our  facilities  and  techniques,  but  will 
also  be  encouraged  to  exchange  views  with 
our  doctors  and  scientists. 

Fourth  and  Isst  in  our  training  program 
■nes  the  field  ot  radioisotope  tracer  tech- 
nlquas.  whose  rapid  development  we  have 
already  discussed.  In  this  field,  until  now. 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  has  been 
able  to  conduct  only  a  limited  training  pro- 
gram for  for^n  sclenttots.  The  Commis- 
sion to  now  prepared  to  establish  special 
ooursss  f<H-  foreign  technicians  to  begin 
aarty  in  1965 — these  courses  to  cover  a  4-week 
pertod  and  to  be  divided  into  labmatory 
work,  lectures  on  laboratory  experiments, 
and  seminars  on  special  topics.  The  labora- 
tory experiments  would  cover  the  use  of  in- 
struments, the  purification  and  separation 
of  radioactive  from  Inert  materiala.  and  the 
application  of  various  Isotope  techniques 
to  all  fields  of  research. 

Stated  In  stattstieal  terms,  the  training 
couisss  we  propose  in  safety,  medicine,  and 
Mology  would  bring  basic  knowledge  and 
training  to  more  than  260  tadiateal  men 
from  other  nations  in  the  course  of  tha 
next  12  to  16  months — ^the  limitation  on 
numbers  being  Imposed  not  by  oxir  desire  to 
restrict  the  sharing  of  ttito  knowledge,  but 
almply  by  our  ability  to  abem-b  thto  number 
of  observers,  students  and  trainees  effectively 
and  efllciently  within  oxir  present  facUlUcsL 


the    _ 

of  tha  type  of 
matlnti  asatsrlato  whieh  ttos  Dhttad 
prepared  to  aaaka  avallabls  In  I9i6  to 
Intamatkinal  ■§— ey  when  It  to  sat  ^w 

Contrary   to   f^f'*^'   »««i*»* 
States  baa.  ever  sin 
atomic  devalopmaiit. 
pnUlshad  doeuBMnSs  of  1 
Oommiarton  and  arttctas 
nala.  a  vast  body  of 
the  peaeefnl  usss  of  at 
«ara  of  mystertoos 
the  popular 

Tou  Buy  be  suipttoud,  aa  I  wm.  to 
that  up  to  now.  tha  pvbUeatlaa  by  tta 
United  State*  of  doeamanto  avidlaMs  to  all 
on  th*  peaceful  tasss  of  «*o»«v»  niwiij  « 
to  more  than  lOjOOa  papers,  totalh^ 
than  700,M»  p^es  of  data.  ^^ 

Alwsys  mindful  of  tbs  day  wiMn  tt 
be  beneficial  to  praeent  thto  saaier— 
package  form  deqUte  the  tact  that  H 
always  been  available  la  iadlvldaal  M 
have  accumulated  ten  f>oin|ii>ii« 
of  our  own  material,  which  wa  are 
to  give  to  tbe  principal  «MM.^»fpat 
of  cooperatlag  nations.  And  wa  wm 
more  than  ten  u  there  to  a  «tow>*»f^  for 
Besides  these  Ubrartoe  of  om  own  ■■ 
we  are  prepared  to  provide  t^nmnp^f^  ^^  ^^ 
Index  carda,  and  our  Joumato  of  the  pMt  7 
years,  abstracting  60,000  adanttllc  and  todi- 
nlcal  books  and  reports,  fibltohed  In  aU 
countries. 

Stated  in  physical  rtlmaMlnsia.  what  wa 
are  pr^»ar*d  to  furnish  to  each  on*  ot  the** 
for^gn  Ubrarias  to  the  equivalent  of  maca 
than  SOO  lineal  feet  of  puhUshad  taporta,  aad 
over  200,000  Indea  oarda. 

FurthuTBore.  we  wlU  add  to  all  cf 
libraries  ss  ths  matsrlal  to  published, 
only  in  return  that  the  ***'y'*t1ng 
provide  their  collections  of  oAcial 
papers,  not  avaaable  in  the  gsnscal 
tide  literature,  to  be  placed  in  tbe 
prUte  Ubrartes  In  the  United  «r^tia 

In  addition  to  training  and  publloatloa. 
there  to  a  third  stq)  which  we  must  taka  la 
tbe  field  of  research  and  devalO|»aent.  Wa 
must  f  urthor  develop  tb*  praetloal  appUoa- 
tlons  of  the  atom  to  medldne.  ^rkcultiwa. 
and  other  p**cefnl  acUvities  IndudU^  the 
eventual  production  of  power.  The  Inter- 
national agency  will  Immediately  aaooar^s 
the  development  of  such  research  acWvlUe* 
and  WlU  seek  to  arrange  for  nudesr ! 
to  meet  the  needs  of  rtncsuctt  aU  over 
world.  It  must  be  reoognlaed,  however, 
tbe  bulk  of  research  on  the  atom  wm 
tinue  to  be  earrlad  on  by  Individual  _. 
Thsee  are  the  chief  forward  steps 
arc   in   tbe  United  Statss  oontemplata   for 

1966.    Aa    ths    President    turn    *ss J    joa. 

atomic  materlato  for  projects  ^^""^^111  by 
thto  agency  wm  be  aet  aside  for  that  pur- 
pose. We  are  ocmftdant  that  oonaaposidlag 
oontrlbutlOBS  to  the  eoounon  enterprise  wm 
be  mnde  by  others.  Some  steps  wm  ba  taksA 
^y  indlvldaal  states,  others  by  ttas  interna- 
tional agency,  and  others  partly  by  the  states 
and  partly  ijy  the  agency.  In  evoy  case  wa 
should  be  guided  by  tbe  prtndple  that  the 
agency  will  oonoentrate  on  those  tfcH^gp 
wblch  cannot  be  done,  or  don*  not  ao  waO, 
by  states  and  private  groups  acting  alone. 

All  theee  stefM  together,  during  thto  eooa- 
Ing  year— ia66— will  bring  vm  measurably 
Zartber  along  tbe  ro«d  that  leads  into  ths 
peaceful  atomic  age. 

The  United  States  InitUted  Its  atoms-for- 
peaee  proposal  ttiroogh  the  United  Nations. 
We  hope  that  It  wm  be  possible  to  ereato 
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tb>»  %  wl«tVwiiMp  tfiould 

tlM  Acmey  aad  tte 

'  to  ttiat  aC  tiM  qpMUl- 

of  the  TClft- 

oC  ooun*.  awatt  afntloo  of 
win  b*  era- 
latansted  gov- 
already   In 
to  tlM  ooneliMrtMi  of  » 
to  th*  urasi  eosutitutkmal 
c<  r>tiflB»tton.    Tb*  Intamattooal 
RMtfj  Agify  vonld  ecnwult  uul 
•■  approprlsto  with  oUmt  iniltMi 
bodiM  whOM  irark  mlgh*  be  iwlatod 
i(  to  tkat  of  tlM  acmcy.  as  wan  aa  with  na- 

li  tknial    atonie    aaargy    organlaationa    and 

lagifwial  -cuatilaattopa  aoeb  aa  ttia  Otganl—- 
tlon  for  Suropean  Nuelaar  BMeareh  (OBNB) . 
R  vodld  not  be  praetlcabte  to  spall  out 
tba  poiaiWa  xaUttondilpa  any  more  preciaeiy 
at  thla  tlma  until  we  know  better  Juat 
aaetty  wbat  tba  afency  wni  look  like  wben 
It  eemea  tato  being.  WbUe  there  haa  been  a 
certain  amount  of  ganafal  agreement  among 
the  atatea  which  are  negotiating  the  creation 
of  this  agency  on  eome  of  the  admlnlatratlTe 
featorea.  It  doee  not  eeem  poeelble  to  go  Into 
theee  negntlattng  mattera  in  great  detail 
now.  Ton  will  recognise  that  the  negotia- 
tloiia  unit  take  Into  eonelderatlon  the  Tlewa 
of  the  elglkt  negotiating  etatee  In  the  hght 
of  tholr  epedal  poaltlon  In  the  at<»nle  energy 
Held  and  aleo  of  other  etatee  which  we  hope 
wni  partlelpato.  In  the  main  the  negotla- 
tkonm  have  followed  the  line  which  we  Indi- 
cated la  the  March  19  outline  which  we  aub- 
nmtad  to  tlM  Soviet  Union  and  which  la  be- 
fore the  oonmittee.  But  there  may  be 
changee. 

It  may  be  apprdprtate  at  thla  point  to  men- 
tion ona  probliem  that  haa  come  up  in  the 
negotlatloaa.  Originally  the  United  Btatee 
vlBualiaed  that  the  International  agency 
would  hold  flaaionable  materlala  tteelf .  But 
after  the  Soriet  rejection  of  the  United 
Btotea  propoeale.  aU  the  negotUtlng  etotee 
eoneluded  that  It  might  be  preferable  that 
the  aftney  aet  at  a  oleartngfaouae  for  re- 
lueete  mada  to  the  agency  by  the  Tarloae 
beoaftdarlee.  The  donor  etato  would  ear- 
mark flaeUmabie  materlale  for  the  agency* 
opwrattona  and  would  tranafer  thoee  flmion- 
able  materlala  directly  to  the  projeete  ap- 
proved  by  the  agency.  «nce  the  reaouroea 
of  the  agetoey  obrlously  wlU  be  limited.  It 
eeeme  more  ueeful  to  ua  to  uae  the  reeouroee 
ayaUabIa  to  the  agency  for  additional  pro- 
grama  rather  than  for  expenelv*  custodial 
airangaBMnte. 

Aa  I  aald  earner  In  thU  aUtement,  the 

deatia  and  purpoae  of  the  United  Stat«  U 

that  what  wa  do  ahall  remain  within  the 

of  tlM  feaatbla  and  the  doable  and  not 

by  being  placed  In  the 

argumenta  or  Insuper- 

We  are  prooeadlng  as  rapidly 

aa  poartWa.  defeaiBlaad  that  this  hc^ful  en- 

tarprlee  iludl  not  be  deterred  nor  delayed 

nor  tatfmlwably  fraatrated  by  any  who  may 

no*  wlah  the  Msaeliig  of  atomic  energy  to  be 

spread  ttiroaghoat  Um  world. 

Ttm  rsaolut<on  which  we  are  oosponsorlng 
raflaeta  thla  daaira  to  go  forward  as  rapidly 
aapoaribla  Itar  the  banent  of  the  entire  world. 

XV.  nmaiCAnoKAi.  ooMssaKNca 
One  further  way  In  which  the  United  Na- 
tkma  can  oontrtbuto  materially,  in  advance, 
toward,  tba  loal  of  aztandlng  to  all  peoples 
the  bm^ta  of  atomic  aaaiiy  is  by  convening 
aa  Intematiwaal  conference  to  dleeovw  the 
Held  la  which  progreee  would  be  technlcaUy 
feaslMa  and  to  devekq>  proceduree  whereby 
the  nations  of  the  world  can  make  kncwn 
their  vaats. 

The  United  States  tntaads  to  support  aueh 
a  canf erence  fully  and  will  send  aa  our  repre- 


qnallliad  adaatlflc  and  tecbblcal 
persons  of  the  highest  calllwr.  Our  Atomic 
Bnergy  Onmmlsslnn  will  remove  restndtions 
from  tnforauKtkm  and  make  It  avaiUble,  in 
tbm  hope,  thereby,  of  contributing  to  the 
value  of  the  conference.  Other  statea  wUl 
undoubtedly  do  as  much. 

Tlie  United  Stotes  has  long  believed  that 
such  a  conference  of  sdentlste  and  of  goyern- 
mant  oOciala  oonoemad  with  their  nation's 
atomlcanergy  devMcqpment  would  materially 
oontrtbttte  to  the  knowledge  of  the  particl- 
panta  and  correspondingly  benefit  their 
oountrlea.  Hie  opportunity  to  ezcbangge  In-. 
formation  and  become  better  acquainted 
with  each  other's  problems  In  the  vast  field 
now  opening  before  our  eyes  as  the  benaficl&l 
uaas  of  atomic  energy  become  both  more 
feaalble  and  more  numerous  would  be 
fruitful. 

lioet  of  the  participants  In  the  conference 
Will  undoubtedly  be  government  repressnta- 
tlvee,  many  of  whom  yhll  be  experts  la  the 
field*  TtM  United  States  believes  It  appro- 
prlato  also  to  invite  representatives  of  vari- 
ous spedallaed  agencies  whose  tasks  are  such 
that  the  dlacuaslona  at  the  conference  would 
be  of  direct  Interest.  We  Include  In  thU 
category  such  agencies  as  UNESCO,  ILO, 
WHO.  and  FAO. 

In  order  to  organic  the  conference.  Issue 
Invitations,  prepare  an  agenda  and  rules  of 
procedure,  the  Secretary  General  of  the 
United  Nations  should  act  on  the  adviiw  of 
•  committee  cranpoeed  of  representatives  of 
certain  statee  members  of  the  United  Na- 
tions. For  this  advisory  committee  of  slates, 
we  have  suggeeted  a  membership  wblch 
would  meet  two  essential  quallficatiens — 
knowledge  of  atomic-energy  development  and 
appropriate  geographic  repreeentatlon. 

We  recommend  that  the  conference  should 
diecnsa  topics  such  as  probable  world  power 
requirements,  the  possible  contribution  of 
at<Mnlc  energy  to  meet  deficits  in  conven- 
tional fuels,  the  economics  of  nuclear  power, 
the  health  and  safety  aspects  of  atomic 
energy,  among  other  matters.  Discussions 
could  be  held  on  nuclear  technology,  on 
reactor  application  In  research  and  powar,  on 
medical  and  biological  applications  of  atomic 
energy,  on  industrial  application  of  riullo- 
actlve  products. 

We  know  that  its  reports  and  conclusions 
would  be  of  great  Impcui;.  both  to  the  l|iter- 
natlonal  atomic-energy  agency,  when  It  Is 
established,  and  to  Individual  countries  so 
far  as  their  own  atomic-energy  progranw  are 
concomed.  • 

COMCLUSION  I 

We  Intend  to  ooeponsor  a  draft  resoltttlon 
in  this  committee  which  will  reflect  the  views 
Just  expreaaed.  We  believe  It  will  indicate 
the  beet  pattern  for  practical  United  Nations 
particlpatlcm  in  this  great  work  of  Inttrna- 
tlonal  cooperation  In  developing  the  vise  cA 
the  atom  for  peace.  In  cosponsorlng  this 
reeolutlon  the  United  States  gives  expression 
to  Ita  wish  to  proceed  with  you  on  the  ful- 
fillment of  this  program — whose  only  pur- 
pose, in  the  words  of  President  Elsenhower 
last  December.  Is  "to  find  the  way  by  wtolch 
the  miraculous  Inventiveness  of  man  thall 
not  be  dedicated  to  his  death,  but  conse- 
crated to  his  Ufe." 


THE  MANILA  PACT  AND  THE 
PAC?IPIC  CHARTER 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Preildent,  shortly  after  Congress  ad- 
journed in  August,  it  was  my  privilege, 
with  the  Senator  from  Montana  IMr. 
Mamsiuld],  to  acccxnpany  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  Mr.  John  Foster  DUUes, 
and  his  staff  to  Manila  to  attend  the 
so-called  SEATO  Conference.  The  Sen- 
ator tnm  Montana  and  I  parti(^ipated  in 
the   negotiations   and   in    the ''ultimate 


signing  of  the  pact  as  member^  of  tlie 
CcHnmittee  on  Foreign  Relation!. 

I  have  before  me  the  text  ol  Secre- 
tary Dulles'  address  to  the  Naltion  on 
his  return  to  the  united  States  from  the 
Manila  Conference.  The  addr^  was 
delivered  on  September  IS  over  television 
and  radio  networks.  In  the  addfess  the 
Secretary  of  State  described  the  pro- 
ceedings which  led  to  the  signing  of  the 
Manila  Pact  and  the  so-called  Pacific 
Charter. 

At  a  later  date  and  when  we  Are  con- 
sidering the  ratification  of  the 'Manila 
Pact  and  the  Pacific  Charter,  I  propose 
to  address  the  Senate  at  greater  length 
on  the  subject  of  our  trip  to  the  Far 
East 

I  asic  unanimous  consent  that  the 
notable  address  of  Secretary  Dulles  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  ^oint  In 
my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Kscoao, 
as  follows: 

Tnt  Manila  Pact  and  thx  Pacitic  Cbabtbi 

(Address    by    the    Honorable    John    Foster 

Dulles,  Secretary  of  State) 

Our  quest  for  peace  took  us  last  week  to 
Manila.  There  eight  nations  met  to  creato 
unity  for  security  and  peace  In  southeast 
Asia  and  the  southwestern  Pacific. 

This  unity  was  something  that  the  United 
States  had  long  sought.  Four  years  ago  X 
negotiated  security  treaties  with  Australia 
and  New  Zealand  and  with  the  PhSlpplnca. 
But  we  all  knew  that  that  was  not  enough; 
so  these  treaties  called  for  "the  development 
of  a  more  comprehensive  system  of  regional 
security  in  the  Pacific  area."  Resident 
Elsenhower.  In  his  peace  address  of  AprU  16, 
1953,  called  for  united  action  to  zneet  the 
threat  of  aggression  In  southeast  Asia.  Last 
March,  I  repeated  that  appeal. 

The  President  and  I  had  hoped  that  unity 
could  be  forged  in  time  to  strengthen  the 
negotiating  position  of  the  free  nations  dur- 
ing the  Indochina  phase  of  the  Oenfva  Con- 
ference.   However,  this  proved  Impracticable. 

The  Geneva  outcome  did,  however,  con- 
firm the  need  for  unity.  So,  last  week,  Aus- 
tralia, Prance.  New  Zealand.  Pakistan,  the 
Pbilippines,  Thailand,  the  United  Kingdom 
and  the  United  States  met  togetber.  We 
negotiated  as  full  and  equal  partners:  and  in 
the  end  signed  a  treaty  for  defense  against 
both  open  armed  attack  and  against  In- 
ternal subversion. 

The  treaty  provides  that  in  the  case  of 
aggression  by  armed  attack,  each  of  the 
countries  will  act  to  meet  the  ^mmon 
danger.  A  council  U  established  for  con- 
sultation with  regard  to  military  aAd  other 
planning. 

The  treaty  recognizes  also  the  danger  of 
subversion  and  indirect  aggression.  It  deals 
with  thla  difficult  problem  more  ecpUcltly 
than  any  other  security  treaty  that  %»»  been 
made.  In  this  respect,  the  treaty  repre- 
sents an  important  forward  step,  because 
subversion  and  indirect  aggression  have  been 
principal  tools  of  International  comaiunism. 

The  treaty  provides  that  If  any  party  be- 
lieves that  the  Integrity  of  the  treaty  area 
is  menaced  by  other  than  armed  attack,  the 
parties  shall  consult  immediately  to  agree 
on  measiu-es  which  should  be  taken  for  the 
common  defense.  These  measxires  will,  of 
course,  never  Involve  Intervention  in  the 
purely  internal  affairs  of  another  state. 

The  United  States  was  in  a  spectel  po«l. 
tlon  at  Manila,  because  it  was  the  dnly  one 
of  the  signatories  which  did  not  haye  terri- 
torial Interests  in  the  treaty  area.  POr  tha 
others,  the  pact  was  not  only  an  anJtl-C«n- 
munlst  pact,  but  also  a  reglon4l  pact. 
Therefore,  it  dealt  with  any  and  all  acU  at 
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wlimi  wrtglit  dlstQil)  tha 
d  tbm  area.    We  sapolaSad  on  behalf  ct  Xtm 
United  Statea.  howewui,  that  taaa  only 
attack  to  that  area  whldi  we  would 
as  aecasaarUy  daa«erous  to  our  peart 
aecnrity    would    be    a    Oommunlst 
attack. 

Any  algniAeant  eapanskm  of  the  Oom- 
munlst world  would.  Indeed,  be  a  danger  to 
the  United  Stotea.  because  intamatimial 
commnnlem  thinks  to  terms  of  ultimately 
ualnc  Its  power  poettlon  asalast  the  United 
States.  llieTefore,  we  could  honestly  say. 
using  the  words  that  President  Ifonroe  need' 
In  pmclatmtng  hie  doetrtne,  that  Oommu- 
nlat  armed  sgn  wsslcin  In  southeast  Asia 
would.  In  fact,  endanger  our  peace  and 
■eeurlty  and  can  for  obunter  action  on  our 
part. 

The  treaty  reoogntaes  the  Importanee  of 
economic  welfare.  But  it  does  not  com- 
mit the  United  Stotes  to  any  handout  pro- 
gram. We  agree  to  oooparate  to  the  de- 
velopment of  economic  measuree  which  will 
promote  economic  and  eodal  well-bdng. 
Congreas  this  year  had  ttie  vision  to  aee  that 
thKre  might  be  special  needs  to  southeast 
Asia.  So,  l>y  tlie  Mutual  Security  Act,  Con- 
gress has  already  pfx>vided  a  fund  to  lie 
avallabia  to  this  area.  Part  of  it  win  no 
doubt  be  spent  to  assist  the  free  govern- 
ments of  aoutheast  Asia. 

However,  the  treaty  builds  no  economic 
walls.  Ptom  .in  eoanomlc  standpotot,  such 
nations  as  Jai>an,  Indonesia.  Burma,  Oeykm, 
and  India  remato  importont. 

The  treaty  ram.  U  deltoed  as  the  territory 
of  the  manUter  states  to  southeast  Asia  and 
the  southwestern  Pacific.  The  protocol  also 
extonds  the  treaty  benefits  to  Cambodia  and 
Laos  and  the  rree  territory  of  Vietnam.  Tlie 
Indochtoa  armistice  created  obetades  to 
these  three  countries  beoomlng  actual  parUes 
to  the  treaty  at  the  preeent  time.  The  treaty, 
wUl.  however,  to  the  extent  that  It  is  prac- 
ticable, throw  a  mantle  of  protection  over 
these  young  natioxw. 

This  ManUa  Pact  repreeents  a  considerable 
accomplishment.  I  would  hare  been  glad  If 
it  had  come  eirUer.  But  It  Is  definitely  bet- 
ter now  than  never. 

Of  course,  treaties  are  not  eelf -operative. 
The  slgnatxirc  of  a  treaty  does  not  of  itaelf 
have  any  miraculous  effect.  There  have  to 
be  ratifications  and  tlien  there  has  to  be  a 
genuine  will  tj  carry  o«  the  treaty  purpoees. 
I  believe  that  the  Manila  Pact  will,  in  fact, 
make  a  Fubstontlal  contribution  to  preserve 
free  governments  to  southeast  Asia  and  to 
prevent  communism  from  rushing  on  into 
the  Pacific  area  where  it  would  seriously 
threaten  the  defense  of  the  United  States. 

We  conaldered  at  Manila  how  to  implement 
the  treaty.  One  possibility  was  to  create  a 
Jotot  military  force.  However,  I  ezplatoed 
that  the  United  States  reaponsihUities  were 
so  vast  and  so  f arflung  that  we  beUeved  that 
we  would  serve  best,  not  by  earmarking 
forces  for  partlcxilar  areas  of  the  Par  Kast,  but 
by  developing  the  deterrent  of  mobile  strlk- 
tog  power,  plus  strateglcaUy  placed  reservea. 
This  Tiewpotot  was  accepted.  Thus,  the 
treaty  wlU  noi:  require  us  to  make  material 
changes  in  our  nUlltary  plana.  Tlieae  plans 
already  call  for  our  malnUlnIng  at  aU  times 
powerful  naval  and  air  foroea  In  the  western 
Paclflc  capabli!  of  striking  at  any  sggreesor 
by  means  and  at  plaoes  of  our  choosing.  The 
deterrent  power  we  thus  create  can  protect 
ntany.  aa  effectively  as  It  protects  one. 

In  addition  to  agreeing  to  and  ■*§"*»«£  tba 
Manila  pact,  uhere  was  alao  drawn  up  and 
signed  a  dedaraCton  known  as  the  "Pacille 
Charter."  Th:*  prodalnaed  (sertato  basic 
principles  to  relatton  to  the  right  of  pe<^ca 
to  eelf -determination,  aelf -government  and 
independenoe. 

This  Paclflc  Otarter  was  the  Idea  of  Presi- 
dent Magsaysay  of  the  PhUlppine  BepuhHe. 
He  ts  a  tflsttogulafaed  flghtet'  for  freedom 
against  comm  jniam.  and  he  felt  it  vary  im- 


MsaSU  ObnfereiMe  tfiouM 
that  w«  were  aeeklng  ttie  wMf  ai« 
peoples  and  we  were  not  pro- 
_  aotonlalism. 
tomy  opening  addreas  to  Vttt  Conference. 
I  emphaaiaed  that  one  of  tlie  most  effective 
weapoua  of  commtmlsm  was  to  pretend  that 
the  Western  powers  were  seeking  to  Impoee 
oolodallsm  on  the  Asian  peoplea.  I  said  we 
must  make  it  abundantly  clear  that  we  to- 
tend  to  tevigorate  todependence.  **Only  th\is 
can  the  Weet  and  the  Bast  work  together  to 
true  fellowship." 

This  ManUa  Conference  faced  up  to  that 
lasue.  It  was  the  first  conference  where  rep- 
resentative nations  of  Asia  and  of  the  West 
sat  down  together  to  work  out  a  program  of 
mutual  security.  The  result  was  the  Pacific 
Charter  wlilch,  to  ringing  terms,  dedicates 
all  the  signatories  to  uphold  the  principles 
of  self-determination,  self-government,  and 
independenoe  for  all  countries  whose  peoplea 
desire  it  and  are  able  to  vmdertake  Its  re- 
sponsiblUUes. 

Whenever  there  arises  to  Asia  a  power  that 
wants  to  conquer  others.  It  adopts  the  motto: 
"Aala  for  the  Asians."  The  Japaneee.  when 
they  were  dominated  by  ttie  war  lords,  used 
that  alngan.  Today  the  Soviet  and  Chlneee 
Onmmunlsts  have  adopted  It.  Tlaey  want  to 
prevent  the  free  countries  of  Aala  from  get- 
ting the  help  they  need  to  preeervc  their  In- 
depandenee. 

The  Paclflc  Charter,  on  wlilch  the  Bast  and 
the  West  did  meet,  may  well  prove  to  be  the 
aooat  momentous  product  of  the  Conference. 
The  Communists'  attitude  was  shoem,  dur- 
ing the  Conference,  by  vldous  propaganda 
attacka  and  even  more  significantly  by  new 
military  activity  to  a  nearby  area.  Appar- 
enUy  they  hoped  to  totlmldate  the  membera 
of  our  Conference  and  perhaps  {Hvvent  some 
from  signing  the  security  pact. 

Efforts  to  intimidate  by  violence  are  typical 
of  the  Oommunlst  technlqiie. 

When  the  Korean  armistice  negoClatloiM 
were  reaching  their  cllmaz,  tlie  Ohtoeae  Com- 
munisU  opened  their  bloodiest  assault 
agatost  the  United  Nations  position  in  KOTea. 
Once  it  liad  been  agreed  to  discuss  peace 
to  Indochtoa,  the  Oommunlst  forces  of  Ho 
Chi  Minh.  backed  by  CommiuUst  China, 
opened  their  murderous  assault  on  Dien  Blen 
Phu. 

And  as  the  Manila  Conference  opened,  the 
Chtoeee  Communferts  opened  their  artillery 
Are  on  Quemoy,  an  island  wtiich  lias  tieen 
part  of  Free  Ghtoa  ever  since  toe  end  oC 
World  War  n  and  which  was  only  about  400 
milee  distant  from  tlie  Philippines. 

Tills  effort  to  totlmldate  the  Manila  Con- 
ference was  a  total  failure.  All  of  the  par- 
tifclpanta  algned  the  Manila  Pact  and  the 
Paclflc  Charter  with  confldmoe  ttiat  to  eo 
doing  Uiey  were  adding  to  their  own  security. 
Mow.  the  Soviet  Foreign  Oaee  has  Just 
Issued  a  lengthy  statement  denouncing  the 
Mantia  Pact.  It  parUcularly  complains  of 
arttele  4.  which  provides  for  united  reslst- 
anoe  to  amed  attack  and  political  sabver- 
akm.  The  Soviet  statement  says  UtaC  the 
Chinese  Oommunisto  also  do  not  like  the 
pact. 

The  Manila  Pact  is  directed  against  no 
govanuiwnt,  against  no  natton,  and  against 
ao  people.  It  U  directed  only  agstost  ag- 
gieaslaii.  Hie  fact  that  the  Ooramuniste 
find  that  objecttonable  is  tragically  revealing 
of  their  ambttlona. 

The  United  States  at  ManUa  impressively 
ahowad  national  unity.  The  three  pleni- 
potentiary delegates  to  the  Obof  erenoe  were 
H.  AsazAKBBa  Saarw.  Republican,  Senator 
fram  Mew  Jezaey;  Mecxak.  j.  MARmmcLD. 
Democrat,  Senator  from  Ifontana;  and  I. 
Botk  aanatof*  are  memtiera  of  ttie  Poreign 
BfllatloiM  Commitlea  and  are  thoroaghly  ta- 
mlUar  with  Per  Bsaturn  matters.  Thus  the 
eaecutlve  and  the  Senate  and  Ixith  rff»n»nil 
parties  took  part  to  -the  negoUatlom  and  the 
oonaummation  of  tlie  treaty.    I  am  greatly 


Indebted  to  the  eontrflmtlup  which  both 
aenatersmade  to  the  suceearful  ouiujia  .of 
the  Oonference. 

The  theme  of  our  Oooferatiee 
oeeurlty  through  greaiat  unity, 
that  unity  not  only  as  aoMmg  nattems  bwt 
alao  withto  our  own  Katlon.  Tt  Is  twlthi  Mi 
have  two  poUtlcal  parttas  whfteh  eompate  itar 
the  right  to  represent  the  Nsrtfton.  It  Is  alao 
toaports'^t  that  tliat  eompetttlan  should  atop 
at  the  *Hter's  edge  ao  that,  when  we  faee 
others,  we  do  eo  aa  a  united  nation.  That 
has  been  our  developing  tradition 
Manila  Conference  added  to  that 
a  new  and  worthy  chapter. 


THE  PARIS  NEOOTIATIONS  BY  TBK 
SBCRETARY  OP  STATE 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Rretf- 
dent,  aa  Senators  know.  i»»«i«^^tflr 
upon  his  return  from  Manila,  the  Seei^ 
tary  oi  State  went  to  Europe— both  to 
Parte  and  London — to  confer  on  the  «•- 
tablishment  <A  HX:.  While  we  were  •]] 
▼ery  much  discouraged  by  the  failure  of 
EDC,  the  lost  ground  was  completely 
and  brilliantly  recovered  hy  Secretary 
Dulles  and  British  Foreign  Secretary  8^ 
Anthony  Eden  in  the  subsequent  T^ifi4<m 
and  Paris  negotiations.  These  negotia'> 
tions  ultimately  led  to  the  brtnglng  to- 
gether of  Prance  and  Germany  and  the 
United  Kingdom  in  the  final  b«aty 
arrangements  that  were  consummated 
in  Paris  in  Octot^. 

I  have  before  me  the  report  of  Mr. 
DuUes  to  the  PresMent  and  the  Cabinet. 
wliich  was  teleriaed  oyer  a  natianwide 
network  on  October  25.  For  the  infor- 
mation of  the  Sauite.  I  ask  unanimow 
consent  that  the  report  be  printed  at  this 
point  In  the  Rnxno  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  tbe  Rnxm. 
as  follows: 
RKFoer  TO  tbz  Paaamurr  amd  ths  Caanfar  bt 

John  Postes  Drnxas,  Sscbbtabt  or  Sraia, 

AT  THE  Whztx  Hodsz  IK  Onw  ^if^n  stai 

Fttlx  Pans.  Radio,  ahd  TCLSvBum  Ounim.- 

AOt.  OcTOBza  25.  1954 

Thx  Pamoorr.  Mrs.  Bol>liy  and  gentla- 
men.  as  you  know,  I  asked  you  to  coma  bars 
this  evening  so  that  we  could  immediately 
hear  a  flrsUiand  report  from  tbe  Sacrstaiy 
of  State  regarding  toe  negotlatloiM  that  have 
Just  been  going  on  to  Xurope.  and  the  out- 
come of  thoM  negotiations.  I  think  It  Is 
extremely  Important  that  all  of  us  have  a 
clear  understandtog  of  what  was  aoeosu- 
pUshed,  and  the  circumstanoes  under  whldi 
It  was  done,  and  what  it  will  probably  mean. 

Having  determined  upon  this,  whan  re- 
quest was  aoade  to  me  that  we  apma  thla 
meeting  to  the  talevteion  companies,  tba 
radio  companies,  and  the  newareels.  It  sud- 
denly occurred  that  there  is  oae  subject— 
a  very  special  one — ahout  which  to  tallc.  and 
one  which  the  American  people.  aH  at 
without  regard  to  racs  or  party  or 
odor  or  any  other  thing,  will  want  to  : 

So,  for  this  one  tiUM,  we  are  havli^  thto 
meeting  of  the  Cabinet  on  aU  of  thase  madia 
of  publicity. 

Secretary  DuUes. 

Secretary  ot  State  3caa  TKmm.  DbL&aa. 
Mr.  President.  I  certainly  greatlj  ^ipreelate 
this  chance  to  nu^e  an  early  report  to  you 
and  my  Cabinet  ooileaguw  and  the  Amerloan 
pec^He.  alKmt  tiw  eventa  irtddh  rUhnlArtsd 
in  Parte  last  Satiirday— day  bsCate  yeslerday. 
I  believe  that  the  importanoe  at  theae  aveBta 

the  American  Nation.    1  rsaUae  how  dtflenlt 
tt  lis.  when  you  are  right  to  the  midst  o( 
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ftaprk  ilM  rwulta  wtalcb 


Ai  4te  iwaiiiiiim.  of 

taikiA  ynMy  «Hk.  Tb*  fOaa  for  tlM 
pMB  J)iteBM  OomBtuiltjr  h><  ooltapwwl.  ^»«iH 
It  iqeliitf  M  ttkongh  tlM  wboto  itartb  AtUptle 
n««lp#tnietani,  its  wtaol*  qpatem,  nu^t  b* 
niMtafailiwit  and  •▼«»  vinpt  sway  t^  poiltu 
«a  1n<|eelrto—  atMl  uae«rtatnUM.  And  this 
•battHtag  mow  In  Soropa  came  Just  at  a 
momant  vlian  aw  had  not  jrat  eanapletad  our 
U»C-oaao«lvad  pccijaet  ror  unl^  la  aowttmaat 


Wa  liad  a  plan  for  a  oonfaranea.  as  you 
wUl  noBll.  to  ba  brtd  in  MmUa.  early  In 
a^amtiar.  But  tbat  oonXoranoa  had  not  yat 
baaa  tartd.  Tba  lint  Wf  dadakmire  had  to 
taka.  aa  you  arfU  laoall.  waa  vhather  or  not 
to  0o  ahaad  with  this  Manila  projcet  for  the 
■onthaaat  Asia  traaty.  or  irhather  to  drop 
everythtaK  and  mah  over  to  Suropa  to  try 
to  daal  with  ttkat  altuatlon.  Wa  felt  that  we 
ought  to  go  ahead  with  thla  aoutheaat  Aala 
plan.  Z  am  aura  that  our  Allan  alllaa  would 
have  understandably  fait  very  eensltlva— 
vwy  muoh  hurt— If  we  had.  as  socm  aa  trouble 
aroae  In  Burope,  dropped  all  our  plana  for 
consoitatlon  with  them. 

80  we  went  ahead  with  the  Manila  Oonfer- 
enoe.  Aa  you  will  recall,  it  waa  held  between 
the  9d  and  the  »th  of  September,  end  out  of 
that  eame  the  aoutheaat  Asia  treaty,  and  the 
Paetflo  caiarter.  whereby  the  members  of 
that  eonfaranoe,  the  Aalaa  and  Western  na- 
tlooa.  Joined  in  proclaiming  their  determlna- 
tloa  to  baya  peaca,  aecurtty.  independence, 
and  freedom  for  the  nations  of  ooutheast 
Asia. 

When  that  phaae  at  our  policy  had  been 
conpletad,  then  I  felt  free  to  go  to  Burope 
to  make  a  flntband  study  there  otf  Om  alt> 
uatlon  which  had  resulted  through  the  un- 
timely death  ol  the  Buropean  Defense  Ooaa- 
munl^  treaty.  And  X  waa  fortunately  In  a 
position  to  go  there  with  ocmslderabia  au- 
thority behind  me,  because  not  only  did  we 
have  an  executive  poaltlon  but  also  we  had 
a  poeltltm  which  bad  been  approved  by  the 
United  Btatae  Senate  by  a  «w»»itiw/inn  non- 
partisan vote.  It  was  a  very  extraordinary 
demonstration  of  cooperation  and  nonparti- 
san action  on  the.  part  of  the  Senate.  You 
will  recall  the  Senate,  before  It  recessed  last 
August,  unanimously  passed  this  xesolutton 
wliich  had  called  upon  you  to  the  extent  of 
your  executive  powers,  if  the  Buropean  De- 
fense Oonmimity  treaty  f  aUed.  to  proceed  to 
try  to  restore  sovereignty  to  Oernuuny  and 
to  arrange  for  the  contribution  of  Oermany 
to  the  matntenanee  of  intematlottai  peace 
and  aecurtty. 

With  thla  backing,  and  with  your  guid- 
ance. Z  then  made  a  quick  trip  to  Europe. 
X  want  first  to  Bonn,  where  I  talked  to  Chan- 
erilor  Adenauer,  because  X  wanted  to  get  his 
vtewa,  baeauea  be  has  aU  along  been  a  stout, 
stalwart  advocate  of  Buropean  unity.  By 
the  way,  aa  you  know,  he  will  be  here  the 
day  after  tomorrow,  and  I  know  he  will  re- 
ceive here  Um  wrteome  which  the  American 
people  ought  to  pay  to  a  great  stateeman 
such  aahalB. 

Then,  after  ttiat  day  in  Bonn,  I  went  on  to 
London,  where  I  talked  with  Sir  Winston 
Ohurdtni  and  Mr.  Eden.  I  should  say  Sir 
Azithony  Bdan  now.  It  is  so  recent  I  sort 
of  forget  the  "handle." 

He  had  Jumped  in  with  great  vigor  and 
imagination  to  try  to  pick  up  the  plecee 
that  were  left  ecattered  by  the  untimely 
death  of  thla  Buropean  Defense  Community 
Treaty.  And  at  that  point  we  had  to  take 
another  Important  decielon  of  a  procedural 
eharaotar.  which  waa  whether  to  go  right 
ebead  with  Che  Biiroiwiau  conferences  or  to 
delay  ao  as  to  allow  the  Dntted  Nattona  Oen- 
wal  Aaaembly  to  get  vdng.  Zt  waa  about 
to  meet,  and,  while  it  had  been  su^sated 
that  we  should  go  rl|^t  ahead  la  Btvope 
without  regard  to  the  United  Matioos  AsMm< 


My.  «s  fait  and  eonctudad  that  we  ougm  not 
to  have  a  maatlag  in  Burope  which  ^ould 
etanpete  with  and  diatract  attention  jfrom 
thla  opening  of  the  United  Nations  Assembly. 

So  we  anraagad  with  Mr.  Bden  that  the 
Bimqpeaa  conference  would  not  be  galled 
until  after  the  Oaneral  Assembly  had  been 
In  seeskm  for  about  a  week.  That  enabled 
mo  to  get  back  hare  and  to  appear  la  the 
ao-callad  opening  debate  of  the  Qener^  As- 
sembly. I  had  uie  chance  at  that  time  to 
develop  further.  M^.  X>re8ldent.  your  pl^  for 
the  dedication  of  atomic  energy  through  an 
international  agency  to  constructive  pur- 
poeea.    That  Is  going  on 

Hkmbt  Cabot  Lcnxs,  3m.,  United  Stated  rep- 
reeentatlve  to  the  United  Nations  (Inteiixjs- 
Ing).  Perhapa  I  could  Interrupt  to  say  that 
your  plan  for  the  peaceful  uses  of  a%3mlc 
energy  Is  regarded  by  most  people  at  the 
XTntted  Nations  as  the  greatest  single  pro- 
posal to  Increase  the  weU-belng  of  humanity, 
and  that  I  hope  that  steps  will  be  taken  at 
this  sesBlon  to  promote  It  and  give  It  effect. 

The  PaxsDKirr.  Thank  you. 

Mr.  Dmxis.  I  think  It  was  well  worth 
a^iile  to  have  gotten  that  project  under  way 
at  this  Assembly.  And  I  think  that  the  de- 
lay that  occiured  between  the  Ist  of  Septem- 
ber and  the  asth  of  September  was  by  no 
means  wasted  as  far  as  Europe  was  con- 
cerned, because  it  gave  time  for  some  much 
needed  sobering  and  second  thoughts,  and  it 
gave  time  for  pondering  about  how  to  go 
about  picking  up  the  pieces  that  had  been 
left  after  BDC  collapeed. 

Then  on  September  28  we  did  have  this 
meeting  in  Lond<m  of  the  nine  Foreign  fcJln- 
latere.  They  were  the  representatives  ol  the 
six  countries  which  had  been  expected  to 
form  the  EDO — ^that  was  France  and  Ger- 
many and  Italy.  Belgium,  the  Netherlands. 
and  Luwmbourg— and  then,  in  addition, 
there  were  the  United  Kingdom  and  Canada 
and  the  United  States. 

When  we  met  there,  gathered  around  the 
toble.  much  like  this,  we  all,  I  think,  had 
the  feeling  that  our  gathering  was  going  to 
be  momentous  from  the  standpoint  of 
history. 

The  critical  day  of  the  conference  eame 
on  theeeoond  day— on  Wednesday— whea  the 
United  Blingdom.  and  I.  for  the  Ualted 
Statea.  made  statements  of  our  positions. 
I  was  the  first  of  the  two  to  speak.  Ahd  I 
pointed  out  to  our  colleagues  there  the  hU- 
tory  of  the  United  Stated  action  in  relation 
to  Burope— both  our  positive  action  and  our 
negative  action.  1  said  that  whenever  Eu- 
rope was  reaUy  working  to  get  together  in 
unity  and  strength,  then  American  help  was 
outgiving,  and  we  were  very  generoua  in 
what  we  did. 

But  1  said  that  when  Europe  goes  la  the 
other  direction,  tends  to  be  divisive  and 
quarrelsome  and  to  recreate  the  recu«!rent 
cycle  of  war.  then  we  pull  away.  And  I  said 
at  the  moment  there  was  a  great  wavte  of 
dlsiUusionment  that  had  swept  all  over  the 
United  States.  But,  I  said,  If  it  u  poseible 
to  find  a  new  pattern  of  unity  and  streagth 
so  that  the  hopes  which  we  had  all  placed 
In  EDC  could  honorably  and  honestly  be 
transferred  to  a  new  organization,  thati,  I 
aald,  I  would  recommend  to  you,  Mr.  Pfesl- 
dent,  that  you  would  renew  the  same  state- 
ment of  poUcy  which  you  had  made  last 
AprU  in  relaUon  to  EDC,  namely,  under  those 
circumstances  that  we  would  continue  to 
beara  fair  share  of  the  burden  of  the  defense 
ol  Burope  so  long  as  the  danger  persisted 

I  concluded  by  saying  there,  to  my  «x)l- 
leaguea:  "I  believe  that  If  you  wUl  do  that 
and  come  together  for  strength,  then  you 
will  continue  to  find  that  the  American  flag 
will  ny  beside  yours  in  Europe." 

Then  Mr.  Bden  foUowed  with  a  very  gen- 
erous tribute  to  the  help  that  the  United 
States  had  given.  He  went  on  to  make  an 
historic  commitment.  He  said  that  the 
United  Kingdom  was  prepared  to  Join  the 
continental  countries,  not  only  to  create  a 
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Council  of  Western  European  UhlonJ  but  alao 
that  It  was  prepared  to  comoiit  to  |ha  Con- 
tinent of  Burope  the  four  British  fclivlaftons 
that  are  now  there,  plus  a  tactical  air  fcroe. 
on  the  understanding  that  they  o^uld  not 
be  removed  as  against  the  oppoaiticin  of  the 
Brussels  Council  of  Eiuropean  Unions 

Now.  of  coiirse,  that  declaration^  as  you 
know,  marked  a  very  momentous— 4- 
The  PaasioxNT  (interjecting).  Ye4, 
Mr.  DuLLKs  (continuing) .  Chang4  in  Brit- 
ish foreign  policy.  For  a  century  or  more, 
the  British  have  always  avoided  any  fixed 
continental  commitments.  They  have  given 
primacy  to  their  Commonwealth  policy. 

The  effect  of  these  two  statements  by  the 
United  States  and  by  the  United  Blngdom 
was  very  profound,  and  it  led  to  a  very  im- 
mediate response.  All  around  the  ti4t>le.  peo- 
ple spoke  up.  Canada  Inunediately  followed 
with  a  declaration  of  its  Intention  to  back 
the  European  unity.  And  then  the  other 
countries  in  turn  expressed  their  reoognltion 
of  the  profound  significance  of  what  had 
been  said,  and  their  dctermlnatloa  to  re- 
spond to  it.  Prom  that  moment  en,  all  of 
us  in  London  felt  that  we  were  bound  to 
succeed.  The  difflculties  ahead  mere  still 
enormous,  and  by  normal  standards  would 
have  seemed  insuperable.  But  all  df  a  sud- 
den these  very  diJBcult  problems  sdemed  to 
become  of  secondary  importance,  because  the 
reward  for  success  had  mounted  to  unex- 
pected heights,  and  the  price  of  failure  had 
become  prohibitive. 
Then  we  really  went  to  work.    By  the  next 

Sunday — between  Wednesday  and  Sunday 

we  had  reached  agreement  on  four  basic 
propositions. 

The  first  was  that  sovereignty  would  be 
restored  to  the  Federal  German  ReppbUc. 

The  second  was  that  Western  Buropean 
unity  would  be  developed,  this  time  through 
a  Council  of  Western  E\u-opean  Union,  which 
would  be  established  under  the  old  Brussels 
Treaty  of  1848,  the  members  of  that  treaty, 
and  the  Council,  to  consist  of  the  fame  six 
countries  that  would  have  been  members  of 
the  EDC.  with  the  addition  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

Then,  in  the  third  place,  It  was  agreed  that 
this  Council  that  I  speak  of  would  selt  up  the 
machinery  to  control  the  military  ttrength 
of  Its  members  so  that  there  would  not  be 
any  excessive  rearmament.  These  controls 
were  to  be  on  a  nondiscriminatory  basis,  and 
the  pupose  would  be  to  assure  that  Une  agreed 
force  goals — which  are  supervised  very 
largely,  as  you  know,  by  SACEUR  and  the 
North  Atlantic  Treaty  supreme  coaimand- 
ef — that  these  agreed  force  goals  would  not 
be  exceeded  in  any  country  in  terms  either 
of  land,  naval,  or  air  forces,  or  In  temls  of  the 
military  equipment,  armament,  munitions, 
and  the  like,  which  were  prepared  fOr  them. 
Then  the  fourth  proposition  was  that  Oer- 
many would  be  admitted  as  a  full  add  equal 
member  of  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty— some- 
thing that  would  not  have  happened  under 
the  EDC  plan,  by  the  way.  And  also  that 
the  powers  of  this  supreme  commaader  for 
Europe  would  be  very  largely  incraased  so 
that  he  could  effectively  integrate  tl*B  forces 
and  the  facilities  of  these  Europeaxi  conti- 
nental countries. 

Well,  having  reached  those  declsloas.  then 
we  recessed  so  as  to  give  our  experts  and 
advisers,  who  were  the  real  hard  workers  of 
all  this  show,  the  opportunity  to  dhift  the 
many  documents— I  have  gat  them  here  to 
file — as  exhibits — which  were  required  to 
give  effect  to  these  agreements  in  principle 
that  had  been  arrived  af.  We  only  allowed 
them  a  couple  of  weeks  for  the  taekt  That 
couple  of  weeks  should  be  compared,  t  think. 
with  the  fact  that  when  the  EDC  treaty  was 
being  negotiated,  they  took  13  months  to 
prepare  the  comparable  documenti.  You 
see.  we  had  picked  up  quite  a  bit  of  momen- 
tum. 

So  after  2  weeks  we  met  again  In  Parts 
from  the  trip  from  which  I  have  Jtist  re- 
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turned.  Z>ttrlng  this  Interval  of  9  weAs.  the 
experts  and  the  tochnidana  had  acoom- 
plished  really  an  almost  superhuman  task 
in  getting  agreement — the  agreement  of  the 
many  countries  Invcrived — ^wlth  different 
languagee,  everything  of  that  sort — to  all  the 
necessary  documents. 

At  Paris  we  had  flret  a  meeting  of  the 
Voax  Fowera— the  powers  that  were  directly 
concerned  with  the  queatlon  of  Oerman  sov- 
ereignty; that  Is.  the  three  occupying  powers, 
Britain,  nimoe.  and  the  United  States,  plus 
the  Federal  Bepubllc  of  Oermany  Itself. 
And  there  were  approved  the  various  agree- 
ments and  docxunenta  which  had  to  deal 
with  this  subject  of  restoring  German  sov- 
ereignty. Rather  oompUcated  because  of 
the  great  many  thinga  that  have  been  go- 
ing on  during  this  past  10-year  period  which 
have  got  to  be  wound  up  In  an  orderly  way. 

And  we  decided — ^whlch  was  a  fresh  deci- 
sion, really — to  make  a  new  convention  to 
deal  with  the  stationing  of  farces  m  Oer- 
many. That  is  of  Interest  to  you.  Secretary 
Wilson.  And  that  convention  will  mean 
that  the  foroen  stationed  there  in  Germany, 
Instead  of  being  there  Just  as  a  result  of 
reeerved  powers  which  we  got  under  the 
Potsdam  agreements,  and  the  surrender 
terms,  will  be  there  as  a  result  of  a  fresh 
agreement,  miule  by  Germany  voluntarily, 
and  to  be  approved  by  the  responsible  Oer- 
man parliamentary  bodies.  So  Germany,  In 
that  respect,  m  111  be  Just  like  the  other  allied 
countries. 

Then  after  the  four  had  met.  then  we  went 
on  to  a  meeting  of  the  Nine  Powers,  the 
same  nine  that  had  had  this  meeting  in  Lon- 
don that  I  have  described.  There  we  reached 
final  agreement  upon  all  the  documents  that 
would  be  required  to  amend  the  Brussels 
Treaty,  to  establish  the  CbuncU  for  Western 
Em-opean  Unlc>n;  to  set  up  the  agency  for 
the  control  of  the  armed  farces,  and  the 
munitions  and  equipment,  and  the  like — 
and  to  define  the  powers  of  the  Council, 
which,  in  a  ocinsiderable  reapect.  Is  supra- 
national, in  the  sense  that  they  act  by 
majority  vote,  or  less  than  unanhnous  vote, 
with  respect  t}  many  Important  matters. 

Then  after  that  came  the  meeting  of  the 
14  memben  of  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty, 
acting  through  the  CouncU  of  Ministers! 
There  we  unanimously  i4>proved  of  the  form 
of  protocol  which  would  invite  Germany  in 
as  a  full  and  equal  member  of  the  North 
Atlantic  Treaty,  and  make  Germany  a  mem- 
ber of  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  CounclL 
At  the  same  time,  we  adopted  the  resolu- 
tions that  I  anticipated,  dealing  with  the  in- 
creased authority  of  the  supreme  command- 
er for  Burope— Oeneral  Oruenther,  aa  you 
know,  of  course,  at  the  preeent  time — which 
would  give  him  greater  faculties  to  inte- 
grate the  forc(!s  and  the  facUlUes  that  are 
assigned  to  lilm.  As  a  result  of  that, 
through  theee  controls  which  will  partly  be 
exercised  through  the  Brussels  Council  and 
Its  agency,  partly  through  SACEUR.  and  his 
Increased  powers,  there  will  be  an  integration 
of  the  military  strength  of  these  continental 
powers  which  will  be  quite  comparable  and 
I  think  equally  effective  to  that  which  waa 
to  be  achieved  under  the  EDC  treaty. 

Now  to  return  to  another  quite  dUIIctat 
problem,  that  was  the  problem  of  the  Saar. 

Secretary  ol  Health,  BducaUon,  and  Wel- 
fare Owra  ecu*  Hobbt.  Mr.  Preeident? 

The  PaasmsKT.  Yes.  Mrs.  Hobby? 

Mrs.  HoBBT.  May  I  ask  the  Secretary  to 
teU  us  how  the  Saar  agreement  was  reached? 
For  all  of  you  know  that  has  been  one  of  the 
most  controversial  areas  in  Burope  for  a 
long  time — almost  a  himdred  years. 

Mr.  DOTxia.  Well.  Mrs.  Bobby.  It  was  a 
tough  problem.  That  was  the  last  problem 
to  be  solved,  and  you  can  see  from  the  way 
It  was  solved,  how  hard  it  was  to  get  it 
solved. 

In  the  first  place.  It  was  reaUy  only  a  prob- 
lem directly  between  France  and  Germany. 
It  did  not  realy  concern  the  rest  of  us  In 
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theae  other  arrangmnenta.  But  the  Wench 
bad  taken  the  position  that  they  would  not 
sign  any  of  theee  other  agreements  unless 
the  Saar  problem  was  solved.  And  it  dragged 
on  and  on.  We  got  within  about  34  hours 
o^  the  date  when  aU  these  things  were  sup- 
posed to  be  signed  up  and  there  wasn't  any 
agreement. 

Then  on  Friday  night.  Chancellor  Adenauer 
end  Ifr.  Mendes-Franoe  went  Into  a  seeslon, 
and  they  started  at  10  o'clock  Friday  evening, 
and  they  sat  together  untU  3  o'clock  In  the 
morning.  Then  they  broke  up  at  3  o'clock  In 
the  morning,  still  turning  some  of  their  work 
over  to  these  famous  and  hard-werking  ex- 
perts. They  took  a  few  hours  of  repose,  and 
they  went  back  again  Into  session  first  thing 
flaturday  morning,  and  they  were  still  in 
session. 

And  when  we  gathered  at  the  Quay  d'Orsay 
for  the  first  signing  of  these  things,  early 
in  the  afternoon,  at  3  o'clock,  we  dldnt  know 
at  that  time  whether  they  had  come  to  an 
agreement  or  not — or  whether  this  was  all 
going  to  blow  up.  You  can  Imagine,  we  were 
a  bit  nervous  as  we  stood  around  there  In 
the  Quay  dOrsay  with  our  pens  in  oub-  hands, 
without  knowing  whether  there  waa  going  to 
be  anything  to  sign. 

The  agreement  was  reached,  through  thla 
intensive  effort  by  these  two  leaders.  And 
It  Is  another  example  of  how  they  showed 
tbelr  statesmanship,  to  put  first  things  first, 
and  to  do  away  with  this  age-old  problem. 
So  that  now  we  have  both  the  Saar  and 
Triesto.  two  problema  which  are  aettled,  I 
think,  and  are  not  going  to  be  unsettling  to 
this  Buropean  situation. 

Attorney  General  Hx>bbt  Bbowwxu.,  Jr. 
May  I  aak  a  quesUon,  Mr.  Secretary?  Doean't 
this  Paris  agreement  have  to  be  ratified  by 
the  parliaments  of  the  nations  *that  are  in- 
volved? 

Mr.  I>ULU8.  Yes.  It  wlU  have  to  be.  and 
that  gives  a  chance  for  the  peaslmists — I  am 
not  including  you,  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral 

Mr.  BaowHKu.  (interjecting).  Not  by  any 


Ur. 


pret^ 


Mr.  DmiXB  (continuing).  But  It  givea  a 
chance  for  the  pessimists  to  say.  'Well,  we 
are  Just  going  to  be  back  where  we  were  2  or 
3  years  ago.  and  we  are  going  to  go  through 
the  same  delays  and  frustrations." 

I  dont  believe  that  Is  going  to  happen  that 
way  this  time,  because  I  think  what  has  hap- 
pened has  educated  everybody  to  the  fact 
that  there  is  no  alternative,  this  time,  to  this 
preeent  plan. 

Furthermore,  we  have  thrown  into  the 
acalee  tot  poeltlve  action  some  elements  that 
weren't  there  before.  I  refer  particularly 
to  this  pledge  by  the  United  Kingdom,  which 
is  of  tremendous  Importance;  and  also,  I  say, 
the  Saar  and  Trieste  are  no  long«-  there  to 
be  unsettling  of  the  whole  situation. 

Mr.  MendAs-ntmoe — ^who.  by  the  way.  Z 
hope.  wiU  be  o(»nlng  here  a  IltUe  later  on — 
said  repeatedly  it  is  up  to  France  to  make 
good  some  of  this  time  that  has  been  lost, 
and  as  you  probably  recall,  already,  after  the 
London  Conference,  and  between  the  London 
and  the  Paris  Conferences,  the  basic  princi- 
ples of  the  London  agreement  were  submit- 
ted to  the  parliamentary  bodies  of  both 
ftanoe  and  Oermany.  And  they  were  ap- 
proved by  a  decisive  majority.  I  think  that 
thoee  facta,  coupled  with  the  good  wlU  and 
the  fellowship  which  existed  through  those 
meetings,  and  the  absence  of  tension  that 
now  Is  preeent.  for  the  first  time  almost,  be- 
tween Ftance  and  Oermany.  are  a  good  au- 
gury, and  indicate  that  there  is  probably  go- 
ing to  be  a  positive  result. 

Now,  of  course,  somebody  may  wonder  how 
the  Soviet  Union  Is 

Secretary  of  Agrtcultiire  biu  Tarr  Bcnson. 


Mr.  Preatdent.  I  would  like  to  ask  how  Sec- 
retary Dulles  feels  that  the  Soviet  Union  will 
react  to  the  Paris  agreement  partlcvdarly. 
The  PaxsmKNT.  I  agree  with  you.  Bara,  that 
he  ought  to  tell  us  his  story  on  that. 


I>uxxcB.  Well,  I  wooid  aay  that  X  imA 
confident    that    tlie    Soviet    muon 
doesht  like  what  is  gtrtng  on. 

Perhaps  that  is  the  undsrsUtement  of  tho 
day.  What  the  Communlata  want  le  a  Bunipa 
that  is  weak  and  divided,  and  they  an  goliv 
to  try  to  get  that.  But  Z  doot  think  that 
they  are  going  to  aueceed.  Ttila  program  tw 
worked  out.  in  fact,  la  going  to  protaet  7 
Bla  as  much  as  it  protscU  anybody 
against  the  possible  resuigenoe  of 
militarism.     And  th«e  is  >«»»'*»^  this  ^ 

gram  a  sense  aX  urgency  and  monentniar 

that  I  dont  believe  the  Soviet  Valon  wlU  te 
able  to  break  it  up.  When  we  create,  aa  X 
h£^>e  we  will,  a  poaltlon  ol  aoUdtty  and' 
strength  for  Western  Burope,  thai  there  may 
be  a  new  basis  for  dlscusaiaQ,  which  ilnnaiil 
exist  at  the  present  time.  At  leaat  we  can 
hope  that  then  there  can  be  talks  more  sat- 
isfactory than  thoae  that  eklat  when  tfea 
only  object  of  the  Soviet  Unkm  ta,  by  trick  or 
device,  to  try  and  break  up  the  Buropeaa 
unity. 

Secretary  of  the  IVeaaury  Gaoaoa  M.  Ruar- 
PHaxT.  Mr.  President,  naay  Z  ask  a  quesUon? 
The  PxBBiDKirT.  Yes.  sir,  George.    Secretary 
Humphrey. 

Mr.  HuMrasxT.  Foster,  there  is  one  thing 
that  I  am  very  interested  in,  that  you  bavent 
touched  on  at  aU.  That  la,  how  much  estra 
cost  is  there  going  to  be  for  the  United 
States  for  this  plan? 

Mr.  DOIJ.XS.  Mr.  Secretary  of  the  Treaaury. 
it  Isn't  going  to  coat  us  a  nickel  extra.  I  ant 
sure  that  is  a  relief  to  you. 

This  agreement  we  arrived  at  hem  Is  not 
an  agreenxent  that  we  paid  anybody,  or  prom- 
isedto  pay  anybody  to  nuke.  Thte  is  atl 
agreement  which  the  Buropeans  made  for 
themaelves.  And  that  la  the  main  f eatuia  o( 
the  whole  arrangement.  Because  the  In^pcr- 
tant  thing  was  to  demraostrate  whether  tho 
Buropeans  had  the  capacity  and  the  will 'to 
arlae  to  a  great  emiKgency  like  thla.  and  had 
the  power  of  decision  and  the  power  oC 
action.  That  has  been  proved  by  tho  fact  * 
that  this  is  an  agreement  which  tboy  mwle; 
and  we  are  not.  either  by  preaeurea  or  by 
inducements  or  bribes,  getting  anybody  to 
make  this.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  going  to' 
be  cheaper  for  everybody  If  we  ean  get  **»«> 
agreement  through. 

Now.  Mr.  President,  you  have  said  many 
times  that  we  had  to  b»— you  wanted  to  aea 
UB  play  the  part  of— a  good  partly.  And. 
of  course,  partnership  Is  a  two-aided  af- 
fair. And  I  think  that  what  has  happened 
during  these  last  few  weeks  has  demon- 
strated that  there  is  a  basis  for  a  good  part- 
nership on  both  sides  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean. 
And  I  want  to  say  one  other  thing,  Mr. 
President.  As  we  met  there  in  these  gath- 
erings, there  was  a  sense  of  your  spirit  t>elng 
there.  Everybody  knows  that  you  have  an-' 
derstood.  aa  few  have,  the  need  for  Weetera 
Buropean  unity,  that  you  have  nukte  an  Im- 
mense contribution  to  it.  And  If  now  Burope 
is  going  to  be  strong  and  united,  and  a  pro- 
tector of  Its  ancient  and  precious  Ubcrtlsa. 
it  is  very  largely  because  of  what  you  have 
done. 

I  bring  that  Judgment  back,  not  at  mine, 
but  as  a  message  which  many  of  theee  lead- 
ers in  Europe  asked  me  to  bring  beck  to  ytMi. 
Well,  that  covers.  I  gueas,  the  story  aa 
f  uUy  as  it  needs  to  be.  There  le  goti^  to  be 
a  lot  of  detail  that  has  to  be  d<me;  but  that, 
is  the  main  outline  of  what  happened. 

The  PxEamxMT.  Yes.  WeU.  Boster,  Z  fOel 
that  we  almoet  oxight  to  give  you  a  standing 
ovation.  You  know  how  Intenaely  Z  believe 
that  the  safety  and  eecurity  of  the  Weetem 
World  demanded  unity  and  strength  in  Weet- 
em Burope. 

Now  that  that  gives  every  promise  of  com- 
ing about.  Z  cant  teU  you  how  gratified  X 
am.  not  Just  for  myeelf.  but  for  the  entire, 
American  people;  and  your  colleaguee  thank  '■ 
you  for  this  brilliant  prsssntation.     Beally 
we  do. 

Mr.  Z>ou.xa.  WeU.  thank  you  very  much, 
eh:. 
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AMka  «sa6iifttv0 
Til*  folkmlnc  favorable  refMHrtB  of 
iWiliMttnm  wtn  wifcpitttgd: 
Bf  Ifr.  GffVBAftT,  txtm  tte  Oonunltte* 


,  or  tiM  XMatrtct  at  Ootum- 
la,  to  ta  nraiMnit  of  tli*  Xsport-Iaqwrt 
mtt  of  WtMblngton: 

Z^im  U.  BlMilwMiiiH,  of  North  Dakota,  to 
ba  Vfen*  Tlea  PMaktont  of  tlM  bport-Import 
of  Waahlngtim:  aiul 
vtlMnifB  Arey,  of  Hotwmalra.  and  Vance 
of  OUo.  to  be  memlien  of  the  Board 
of  Olraeton  of  ttaa  Bq^ort-Xmport  Bank  of 


TVannXKi  QP  RBVIXW  OF  REPORTS 
ON  LOWSl  BlUttJUttUPPI  RIVER 
ilND  TRIBOTARIES.  REEUOOT 
LAKE  AREA.  KENTUCKY  AND  TEN- 
(8.  DOC.  NO.  180) 


ICr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  pre- 
sent a  letter  tiom.  the  Secretary  of  tbe 
Anny,  tranamitUnK  a  report  dated  June 
17.-1954,  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 
United  States  Amy,  together  with  ac- 
companying papers  and  Illustrations,  on. 
a  rerlew  of  reports  on  the  lower  Mis- 
sissippi River  and  tributaries  In  the 
Reelf  ooi  Lake  area  of  Kentucky  and 
TennsewB,  requested  1^  a  resolution  of 
the  Ooouttlttee  on  PubUc  Works  of  De- 
cember 20. 1950.  I  ask  unanimous  eon- 
soit  that  the  report  be  printed  as  a  Sen- 
ate document,  with  Illustrations,  and  re- 
ferred to  ttieOommlttee  on  Public  Works. 

The  PRE8n>ENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 


FRINTINa  OF  REVIEW  OF  REPORTS 
ON  PAINT  ROCK  RIVER.  ALA.  (a 
DOC.  NO.  161) 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  pre- 
sent a  letter-fran  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  report  dated  June 
23.  1954,  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 
United  States  Army,  together  with  ac- 
companying papers  and  illustrations,  on 
a  review  of  reports  on  the  Paint  Rock 
River.  Ala.,  requested  by  a  resolution  of 
the  Committee  on  Public  Work»  of 
March  12,  1949.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  rtstott  be  printed  as  a 
Senate  document,  with  lllustratloBs.  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Worics.     

Tbe  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  ^Hth- 
oiiit  objectton.  It  Is  so  ordered. 


ORDER  FOR  EULOGIES 
Mr.  KNOWIjAND.    Mr.  President.  I 
send  to  the  desk  an  order,  which  I  ask  to 
have  considered  and  agreed  to. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  order 
was  ocmsldered  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 
Ordmre€,  TlMt  appoTtunitj  now  tie  given 
to  Senators  to  dellvw  memorial  addresaet  on 
tlie  Ufa.  cbaraetar,  and  pubUe  sernee  of  each 
of  the  following  lata  Senaton,  namely:  Hon. 
LBsm  C  Hmrr,  of  WycHnlng:  Hon.  Hvoh 
BmuEB,  of  Netaraaka;  and  Hon.  Pat  McCas- 
BAW,  of  Mavada. 

1)10  PRKSirMPfT  pro  tempore.  Un- 
der the  unanimous-consent  agreement 
the  ScKiate  will  now  proceed  to  memorial 
services  for  deceased  Senators. 


C.  HDMT.  OF  WTOMma 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  we 
were  deeply  shocked  at  the  news  of  the 
untimely  death  of  the  late  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Wyoming. 

I^sna  C.  Hum  had  an  unbroken  line 
of  outstanding  public  service  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Wymnlng  since  1932.  He  first 
served  In  the  State  legislature  as  a  taem- 
ber  of  the  house  of  representatives  from 
Fremont  County.  Wyo.  He  was  first 
eleeted  secretary  of  state,  the  second 
highest  office  in  our  State,  in  1934.  and 
was  reelected  in  1938.  The  people  of  my 
State  accorded  Lbter  C.  Hunt  the  high 
honar  of  electing  him  governor  in  1942 
and  of  reelecting  him  in  1946.  During 
his  second  term  as  governor  he  was 
choeen  chairman  of  the  governors'  con- 
ference by  his  fellow  governors  of  the 
other  47  States.  About  the  middle  of 
his  second  term  as  governor  the  people 
elected  him  to  the  United  States  Senate 
in  tbe  fall  of  1948. 

He  did  his  full  part  to  promote  the 
growth  and  development  of  our  State  and 
the  welfare  of  our  people.  While  secre- 
tary of  state.  Senator  Hunt  concdlved 
the  idea  of  placing  a  bucking  horse  on 
Wyamixig'a  automobile  tags.  The  Idea 
attracted  widespread  attention'  and  be- 
came extremely  popular. 

Lssm  C.  HuifT  was  by  no  means  a 
strict  partisan,  and  by  the  same  token 
he  was  accorded  support  from  many  of 
different  poUtlcr'  faith.  It  can  truth- 
fully be  said  of  Senator  Hunt  that  he 
served  his  State  and  his  country  faith- 
fully and  welL 

Mr.  JOHNSC»f  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  can  think  of  few  events  which 
cast  a  greater  pall  of  gloom  over  the 
Senate  than  the  untimely  and  tragic 
passing  of  our  beloved  colleague,  Lister 
Hunt. 

Lkstkr  Hunt  was  one  of  God's  kindly 
men.  His  Uf  c  was  dedicated  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  decency  and  himianity  that  find 
their  noblest  expression  in  the  healing 
arts,  of  which  he  was  a  practitioner. 

My  own  association  with  Lester  Hunt 
was  very  close.  We  entered  the  Senate 
at  the  same  time.  We  served  together 
on  the  Senate  Committees  on  Armed 
Services  and  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  He  was  one  of  the  most 
faithful  members  of  the  Senate  Pre- 
paredness Subconunittee  during  the 
period  when  I  was  chairman. 

During  all  that  time.  I  never  heard 
liKSTER  Hunt  utter  a  mean  word,  an 
imcharltable  word,  an  ungenerous  wiord, 
about  any  of  his  fellow  men.  He  was 
too  big  of  soul  and  too  kindly  of  heart 
to  enter  into  sordid  squabbles  over 
personalities. 

Lester  Hunt  always  approached  istues 
on  their  merits.  He  had  the  capacity 
to  Judge  a  measure  solely  in  the  light 

Of  service  to  the  Nation,  and  he  exercised 
that  capacity  upon  every  occasion. 

It  can  truly  be  said  of  him  that  he 
looked  upon  public  office  as  an  obligation 
to    service    for    his    fellow    man.     He 

thought  of  legislation  in  terms  of  people 
and  how  it  would  affect  their  daily  lives, 
and  from  the  depths  of  his  generous  aoul, 
he  strove  mightily  to  make  their  daily 
lives  better  and  finer. 


I  was  in  his  native  State  Just  a  few 
weeks  ago.  On  every  hand.  I  met  people 
who  had  known  and  loved  LasTxa  Hunt. 
I  talked  to  his  friends  and  his  neigh- 
bors— to  those  who  had  known  Ihlm  all 
their  lives.  Their  comments  were  all  the 
same:  "A  fine  man — a  decent  m^.  We 
are  the  richer  because  he  lived  among  us 
and  woiiced  for  us.  We  are  the  poorer 
for  his  passing." 

Lester  Hunt  had  a  deep  unddrstand- 
ing  and  an  abiding  love  for  thje  great 
West,  in  which  he  spent  most  of  Ihis  life. 
He  brought  to  the  problems  of  that  vast 
stretch  of  our  Nation,  leadership  and 
ability  that  won  for  him  an  enduring 
place  among  his  people. 

In  the  long  view,  men  are  measured  by 
their  service  to  humanity.  And  toy  that 
standard,  when  the  final  reckoming  Is 
made,  Lester  Hunt  will  stand  head  and 
shoulders  jtbove  the  lesser  mortals. 

Mr.  BRIDOES.  Mr.  President»  I  wish 
to  pay  a  tribute  to  the  distinguished 
late  Senator  Lestzr  Hunt,  of  Wyoming. 
I  first  knew  Lester  Hunt  In  1948,  when  I 
had  the  privilege  of  meeting  and  really 
becoming  acquainted  with  him.  %  do  not 
recall  an  occasion  when  he  was  too  busy 
to  be  courteous  and  affable. 

Elmerson  wrote  at  one  time  th»t  "Life 
Is  not  so  short  but  that  there  is  always 
time  for  courtesy";  and  that  was  a 
philosophy  which  Lester  Hunt  followed. 

It  was  just  6  years  ago,  or  a  little  over, 
when  our  late  colleague,  the  than  Gov- 
ernor of  Wyoming,  presided  over  the 
governors'  conference  in  my  State  of 
New  Hampshire.  He  was  a  very  welcome 
visitor  to  our  State,  and  many  of  the 
people  who  had  the  privilege  of  meeting 
him  on  that  occasion  formed  a  very  high 
opinion  of  him.  A  year  later  he  was 
elected  to  the  United  States  Senate.  His 
background  had  prepared  him  for  his 
great  responsibilities  as  a  Senator,  as  he 
thoroughly  understood  the  problems 
which  had  been  debated  on  the  floor  of 
the  United  States  Senate. 

During  World  War  I  he  seryed  his 
country  in  the  Army  Dental  Corps.  Fol- 
lowing the  war  he  was  elected  a  member 
of  the  State  legislature.  Later  h«  served 
as  secretary  of  state,  and  then  governor. 

Lister  Hunt  justifiably  received  many 
honors  during  his  life.  In  1951,  he  was 
honored  by  the  members  of  his  profes- 
sion by  being  named  "Dentist  of  the 
Year."  I  had  the  pleasure  of  serving 
with  him  on  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee for  several  years,  and  I  ha;ve  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  the  outstanding  con- 
tributions which  he  made  as  a  member  of 
that  committee.  He  also  served  with 
distinction  as  an  ex  officio  meotber  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee  and  as  a 
member  of  the  Interstate  and  l>'oreign 
Commerce  Conunittee. 

Today  I  join  with  my  colleagues  who 
have  paid  tribute  to  this  man  who  had 
demonstrated  the  best  qualitia  that 
should  characterize  an  American.  He 
was  loyal  and  true,  and  he  served  his 
State  and  Nation  well. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  aD  of 
US  in  this  Chamber  were  deeply  bareaved 
by  the  tragic  passing  of  our  beloved  col- 
league, Lester  Hunt. 

We  suffered  the  loss  of  a  good  friend 
and  a  great  American  whose  whble  ca- 
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reer  was  one  of  distinguished  service  to 
his  country  and  his  feUow  man. 

My  own  association  with  Senator 
Hunt  goes  back  to  the  time  when  we 
both  served  as  governors  of  our  re- 
spective States. 

During  the  meetings  of  the  governors' 
conference  and  on  other  occasion  I  had 
many  opportunities  to  observe  and  to 
admire  his  splendid  qualities  and  bis 
outstanding  ability. 

I  learned  to  value  his  sound  Judgment 
and  wise  counsel  because  they  were 
based  on  the  finest  American  ideals  and 
the  highest  standards  of  public  service. 

When  he  came  to  the  United  Statea 
Senate  in  1948,  I  counted  It  one  of  my 
great  privileges  to  continue  my  associa- 
tion with  Senator  Huwt. 

The  high  honors  that  were  conferred 
upon  him  by  the  people  of  Wyoming  and 
by  the  members  of  his  profession  were 
earned  by  hard  work  and  unselfish  devo- 
tion to  duty. 

Senator  Huwt  was  a  sincere  patriot. 
He  served  his  country  as  a  soldier  in 
World  War  I  and  maintained  his  in- 
terest in  miUtary  affairs  as  a  major  in 
the  Army  Reserve. 

As  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  of  the  Senate  he  applied  to 
the  problems  of  national  defense  the 
benefit  of  his  experience  and  his  deep 
interest  in  military  affairs. 

LBsm  Hunt  was  a  great  and  good 
man.  To  the  members  of  his  family  I 
extend  my  deepest  sympathy. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  on 
June  19  there  passed  from  our  midst, 
under  tragic  circumstances,  a  beloved 
and  highly  respected  Member  of  this 
body.  No  man  was  better  liked  or  more 
highly  respected  than  Lester  Hunt.  I 
had  the  privilege  of  sitting  next  to  him 
in  the  Senate  for  several  years,  which 
gave  me  the  opportimlty  to  know  him 
well.  I  formed  a  great  affection  and  high 
regard  for  his  ability,  loyalty,  and 
devotion. 

No  Member  of  this  body  was  more  de- 
voted to  the  performance  of  his  duties 
than  was  Lester  Hxtnt.  He  was  firm 
when  firmness  was  necessary.  He  was 
courageous  when  many  others  showed 
timidity.  He  was  loyal  to  his  friends  and 
tolerant  of  their  views,  even  when  those 
views  differed  from  his  own.  He  avoid- 
ed a  narrow  or  regional  approach  to  the 
problems  which  confront  the  Congress. 
He  invariably  considered  the  interests 
not  only  of  his  own  State  but  of  the  Na- 
tion as  a  whole.  I  always  had  the  feel- 
ing that  he  was  just  as  much  concerned 
with  the  problems  and  the  welfare  of 
New  York  State  as  he  was  with  those  of 
his  own  State  of  Wyoming. 

Lester  Hunt  was  always  friendly  and 
always  humane  and  always  Just  He  was 
Without  bias  of  any  kind.  I  never  heard 
him  say  an  unkind  word  about  anyone. 
I  never  heard  him  express  a  feeling  of 
superiority  over  those  who  were  less  for- 
tunately situated  than  he  was.  He  strove 
for  equal  rights  and  equal  opportunity 
for  all  regardless  of  race,  creed,  color,  or 
national  origin, 

I  can  siun  up  my  estimate  of  Lester 
Hunt  best  by  saying  that  he  was  a  thor- 
oughly good  man.  His  passing  was  a  loss 
not  only  to  his  loving  family  and  his 


many  friends  but  to  the  Nation,  and  all 
of  its  people.  We  in  the  Senate  have  lost 
a  great  associate  and  a  beloved  friend. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  desire  to  Join  in  paying  tribute  to 
the  late  Senator  Lcstks  C.  Hunt,  of  Wyo- 
ming. 

Senator  Hunt  was  with  us  only  a  short 
time,  but  all  of  us  were  sorely  distressed 
on  the  occasion  of  his  passing.  I  did  not 
have  the  privilege  of  knowing  him  well, 
because  I  did  not  serve  on  any  committee 
with  him.  but  in  my  contacts  with  him  I 
felt  a  warmth  of  friendship  and  a  deep 
sense  of  responsibility  in  the  perform- 
ance of  his  duties  as  a  Member  of  this 
body. 

Senator  Hunt  had  a  distinguished  ca- 
reer. In  referring  to  his  biography  I 
find,  that  he  was  a  graduate  of  St.  Louis 
University,  College  of  Dentistry,  and  that 
he  had  an  LL.  D.  degree  from  the  Univer- 
sity of  Wyoming.  He  joined  the  United 
States  Army  and  served  as  a  lieutenant 
until  his  discharge  in  1919.  He  held  the 
rank  of  major  in  the  Reserve  Corps. 

In  1932  he  was  elected  to  the  Wyo- 
ming House  of  Representatives.  He  was 
secretary  of  state  of  Wyoming  from  1932 
to  1942.  He  was  Governor  of  Wyoming 
in  1942  and  was  reelected  in  1946.  As 
has  previously  been  pointed  out  by  other 
Members  of  the  Senate,  Senator  Hunt 
was  chairman  of  the  governors'  confer- 
ence of  June  1948  and  was  elected  to  the 
Senate  that  same  year.  He  was  for  a 
long  time  a  leader  in  various  medical  and 
dental  societies.  I  appreciate  particu- 
larly his  service  in  that  connection  be- 
cause I  am  the  son  of  a  physician  and  I 
know  the  dedication  and  consecration  of 
the  members  of  the  medical  profession 
to  their  life  work  of  helping  others. 

Mrs.  Smith  Joins  me  in  expressing  our 
deep  sympathy  to  his  wife  and  their  two 
children. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  in  tribute 
to  my  friend,  the  late  Senator  frwn  Wyo- 
ming, Lester  Hunt.  I  first  made  his  ac- 
qtiaintance  when  he  was  Governor  of  his 
State  and  I  was  Governor  of  Massachu- 
setts and  we  met  at  the  conferences  of 
governors.  Lester  Hunt  never  forgot 
that  he  owed  his  State  and  the  people  of 
his  State  an  obligation  to  serve  them, 
and  he  served  them  faithfully  and  well. 

I  recall  very  well,  when  we  met  at  a 
chamber  of  commerce  meeting  at  Cody. 
Wyo.,  his  pride  in  the  men  who  came 
from  his  State  and  his  pride  in  what  they 
had  done. 

When  we  flew  over  Wyoming  he  point- 
ed out  to  me  with  enthusiasm  the  im- 
provements which  had  been  accom- 
phshed  during  his  term  as  Governor  and 
as  a  result  of  his  efforts  in  the  United 
States  Senate. 

I  served  with  him  on  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  during  the  whole 
period  he  was  assigned  to  that  commit- 
tee. He  always  stood  for  the  soldier  and 
always  favored  measures  designed  to  bet- 
ter the  conditions  of  the  soldier. 

Lester  Hunt  was  a  distinguished 
member  of  the  dental  profession,  and  I 
believe  he  was  the  only  Member  of  the 
Senate  who  had  ever  practiced  that  pro- 
fession. He  helped  not  only  the  dentists 
but  the  medical  profession  as  a  whole  in 
solving  the  problems  that  faced  them. 


particularly  in  the  case  Of  those  who  ««• 
drafted  Into  tiie  armed  mrtkou, 

I  accompanied  him  on  a  tiip  to  ^'^i^ 
when  he  was  chairman  of  a  scdioQmmlt- 
tee.  He  was  always  courteous  and  al- 
ways friendly— a  characteristic  whkOx 
was  strikingly  evidenced  in  his  contacts  « 
with  the  people  of  Alaska  on  that  trip. 
He  showed  his  desire  to  be  helpful  to 
them. 

I  liked  him  and  I  liked  his  wife.  Ste 
and  I  took  several  trips  together  to  t)>e 
Naval  Academy  at  Annapolis,  and.  a«  I 
have  said,  we  both  participated  In  gor- 
emors'  conferences.  So  I  learned  to 
know  him  well  and  to  admire  titm 

We  shall  miss  him  in  the  Senate.  I 
have  never  known  any  man  who  was 
more  coiu-teous  and  more  friendly,  iat 
one  who  had  a  greater  understanding  of 
the  problems  that  faced  the  people  of  his 
State  and  of  his  Nation  ty%^n  Lsbtsb 
Hunt. 

Mr.  WELXEEL  Mr.  President,  Indeed 
this  is  a  dark  day,  a  solemn  day.  in  the 
hist<My  of  our  country,  and  tgptciaUj  In 
the  history  of  the  United  States  Senate. 
when  this  body  stands  in  silence  »rk^  p^fg 
tribute  to  Senators  who  have  gone  be- 
fore us  diu-ing  the  last  session,  men 
with  whom  we  have  worked  side  by  side. 
Life  has  its  sunshine,  it  has  its  hap^- 
ness  and  pleasures,  and  it  has  its  pains. 
Today  every  Senator— yes.  all  of 
America — ^is  saddened  by  the  loss  of 
these  fine  pubUc  servants. 

First,  let  me  pay  brief  tribute  to  a 
Senator  from  my  neighbcHing  State  of 
Wyoming,  the  first  of  the  three  Sena- 
tors whom  we  are  ocnnmemorating  to* 
day.  Senator  Lbstbb  C.  Hunt.  Senator 
Hum  was  truly  emblonatic  of  all  that 
was  good  In  America.  He  was  a  man 
who  worked  his  way  from  the  bottom  to 
the  top.  He  started  out  as  an  athlete. 
Then  he  became  a  leader  In  the  dental 
professicm,  not  only  in  the  State  <a 
Wyoming,  but  throughout  the  world. 

Coming  as  I  do  from  a  nelghborinc 
State  of  the  late  Senator  Hunt,  I  think  I 
can  say  that  the  greatest  wort:  he  did 
prior  to  coming  to  this  great  body  was 
in  the  field  of  education  in  the  State  of 
Wyoming.  I  believe  that  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Wyoming 
[Mr.  Barrett]  will  agree  with  me  that 
Senator  Lester  Hunt,  practically  single- 
handedly,  was  responsible  for  the  de- 
velopmmt  of  the  great  Institution  of 
learning,  known  as  the  University  of 
Wyoming.  Every  person  connected  with 
that  fine  university  is  familiar  with  the 
efforts  which  Senator  Hunt  devoted  to 
building  up  that  fine  school  of  higher 
learning,  which  ranks  with  the  very  best. 

It  was  my  pleasure  to  have  served 
with  Senator  Hunt  on  the  District  of 
Columbia  Committee  when  that  com-  • 
mittee  investigated  the  Washington. 
D.  C,  poUce  force,  an  institution  which 
certainly  needed  investigation  at  that 
time. 

In  closing,  Mr.  President,  I  should  like 
to  say,  with  respect  to  the  late  Senator 
Hunt,  that  had  he  lived,  I  venture  to  say 
he  could  have  been  the  senior  Senator 
from  Wyoming  as  long  as  he  Uved,  <^as 
loog  as  he  desired.  The  State  of  Idaho 
sends  its  condolences  and  expresses  Its 
sorrow  and  heartfelt  s]rmpathy  to  the 
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Senator  Rmrrwas  a  man  of  vast  ezpe- 
was  a  true  patriot;  be  was  a 
» Member  of  tbis  body. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  rise  today  to  pay 
trlbnto  to  Senator  Hmrr  and  to  the  three 
other  disthwoished  Mewhmi  of  tbis 
body,  my  cloee  pwwonal  friends,  wbo 
bavwpaaeed  on  In  tbe  but  few  Bumttis  I 
wish  to  state  that  aU  of  them  win  be 
aereiy  mlHed.  not  only  by  their  friends 
here,  bat  br  the  entire  country,  because 
of  tbeir  fine.  eonstmetlTe  contributions 
to  tlie  wrif  are  of  tiie  Hatlon  to  whielx  m3l 
of  us  are  derotcd.  They  were  true  to  tbe 
oaths  they  took;  they  Icept  the  faith. 
They  served  that  others  might  hare  the 
good  way  of  life  they  had  enjoyed. 

Mr.  Resident,  today  we  mourn  tbeir 
pasetaw.  We  sympathise  with  thoee  who 
are  doee  and  dear  to  them.  May  we  be 
guided  by  the  9irit  in  which  thi^  Btned. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  join 
hi  the  wmils  of  affectian  and  tribute 
whidi  have  been  uttered  here  today  rela- 
tive to  tly  nntimriy  paa^  of  the  lato 
Senator  from  Wyoming,  Lasna  Hukt. 
My  own  aoquaintanee  and  warm  friend' 
sbdp  witb  Lbstbb  Huwr  began  when  we 
were  serving  at  governors  of  our  lemec- 
ttve  States.  I  remember  that  at  that 
time  he  was  the  only  member  of  his  polit- 
ical faith,  and  mine,  who  fay  eleetion  of 
the  people  of  Wyoming  was  serving  them 
in  the  statehouea.  Tliat  fact  clearly  at- 
testo  to  the  popularity  d  the  good  and 
Und  mnn  who  was  so  greatly  honored  by 
his  people  throughout  so  many  years. 
His  ssrvloe  here  was  courageous;  it  was 
indaatrkxie;  it  was  capable.  He  has  left 
a  great  void  in  the  Senate,  and  I  am  sure 
thi^  an  Senators  Join  me  in  ly^^irj^g 
words  of  sympathy  and  of  affeotiMiato 
regard  to  his  wife  and  his  children. 

•fr.  SriKNNia  Mr.  President,  I 
eemNi  on  a  eommlttee  with  our  late 
friend  Senator  Homt  from  tbe  great 
State  of  Wyoming.  It  was  my  privilege 
to  stt  nest  to  him  <m  tlie  Armed  Services 
Coounittee  for  4  yean,  and  i  had  almost 
dally  oontact  with  his  very  fine  mind 
and  the  great  principles  by  which  he 


Bwd  and  to  which  he  was  loyal  rteard- 
lem  of  aiiat  ndght  happen.  One  of  his 
ebaraeterMtes  waa  Inuaediately  to  go  to 
tbe  Bsatts  of  whatever  probloii  con- 
ftwtted  him  or  whatever  question  he 
liad  to  decide.  His  mind  went  iolmedi- 
ately  to  the  Imsic  elemental  principles. 
and  he  eoosidered  them  strictly  on  the 
mertto  in  trying  to  find  the  eorrect 
answer.  ^When  he  thought  he  had  found 
that  answer,  he  stood  firmly  by  his  con- 
victions. 

Although  he  was  a  devoted  adherent 
of  the  pcditical  party  of  which  he  was  a 
member,  his  vision  embraced  the  great 
area  of  the  country  from  which  he  came 
and  also  the  Nation  as  a  whole. 

The  first  oraisideration  and  the  ulti- 
mate decisi<m.  with  Lasm  HTnrr.  were 
based  strictly  upon  the  merits,  because 
he  ccmsidered  public  office  and  public 
trust  not  to  be  used  for  private  benefit, 
but  tor  the  public  welfare  and  for  the 
soundness  of  rightful  government.    I  do 

not  think  I  ever  saw  a  greater  number 
of  fine  qualities  combined  in  one  man. 
He  had  honor,  truth,  and  great  nnder- 
stendlng;  he  had  a  desire  to  sei^e  his 
Stete  and  Nation  which  was  contmlling. 
even  overwhelming  his  desire  to  serve 
his  great  profession,  the  very  finest  tra- 
ditions and  Ideals  which  he  represented. 
But  his  great  desire  to  serve  took  him 
into  the  rough  and  tumble  of  the  politi- 
cal arena,  seeking  not  something  for  self. 
but  avenues  of  service,  which  were  his 
guides. 

I  had  the  pleasure  of  knowing  Sena- 
tor and  Mrs.  Hunt  in  a  social  way.  If  I 
may  say  so,  I  have  never  seen  a  better 
example  of  the  utmost  devotion  and 
understanding  as  between  husband  and 
wife,  she  living  up  In  every  way  to  every 
fine  quality  of  womanhood,  and  being  a 
most  wonderful  wife  and  mother. 

I  had  the  pleasure  of  accompanying 
them  on  a  short  trip  2  short  years  ago. 
I  believe  they  were  as  fine  and  as  happy 
a  couple  as  I  have  ever  seen. 

I  attended  the  funeral  of  Senator 
Hxmr.  Of  course,  there  were  dowers 
and  other  tributes.  But  there  was 
something  which  Impressed  me  more. 
During  the  short  time  I  was  in  Wyoming, 
I  took  advantage  of  the  occasion  to  go 
into  the  country  and  visit  briefly  in  the 
small  towns  and  villages.  I  went  to  the 
home  of  the  great  university  o|  that 
Stete.  I  talked  with  elevator  operators, 
garage  mechanics,  and  other  people  on 
the  streets  of  the  towns  and  cities  which 
I  visited.  S<Nne  of  them  would  bring  up 
the  subject  themselves,  detecting  that  I 
was  a  member  of  the  senatorial  party. 
They  would  invariably  say,  in  substance, 
"We  have  lost  a  friend."  or  "I  have  lost 
a  friend  In  the  passing  of  Doc  Hunt." 
using  that  title  as  a  term  of  affecUon. 
because  many  of  them  first  knew  Senator 
Hunt  by  that  title. 

I  think  that,  after  all,  in  public  service, 
the  finest  test  Is:  What  do  the  people 
think?  Wb«i  we  have  gone  the  route 
Which  is  laid  out  for  all  of  us  to  travel, 
the  supreme  test  Is  whether  or  not  the 
people  feel  a  loss;  whether  or  not  they 
have  a  feeling  that  there  was  something 
basically  constructive  about  us.  B^  this 
standard,  Lestxr  Hunt  is  deserving  of 
the  very  finest  tribute. 


I  have  abiding  faith  that  the  Ood 
whom  he  served  so  faithfully  over  the 
years  aflTords  a  lasting  resting;  place  for 
his  great  soul. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  Of  Colorado.  iMr.  Pres- 
ident, I  desire  to  associate  myself  with 
the  heartfelt  tributes  which  have  been 
paid  to  our  departed  coUeaguea.  and  es- 
pecially with  the  warm  address  which 
has  Just  been  delivered  by  my  colleague, 
the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  StknnisI. 

Lkstkk  Hunt  was  a  warm-hearted 
friendly  soiil.  In  his  beloved  Wyoming 
he  respected  and  loved  everyone,  and 
everyone  loved  and  respected  him.  PoU- 
tics  to  him.  as  was  his  religion,  was  based 
on  warm  friendship,  courtesy,  kindness, 
gentleness,  and  good  will  toward  all  men. 
He  was  ill  prepared  for  the  cnlel,  brutal, 
rough  aspect  of  national  partisan  poll- 
tics.  He  thought  evil  of  no  one.  and  his 
gentle  nature  was  shocked  Into  panic, 
that  persons  whom  he  liked  and  re- 
spected would  destroy  him  in  the  cause 
of  national  partisan  politics,  when  he 
was  wholly  without  guilt. 

Perhaps  his  devoted  friends  in  the  Sen- 
ate took  too  much  for  granted — ^his  ca- 
pacity to  accept  barbaric  treatmentw 
Perhaps  we  should  have  done  more  to 
make  him  understand  our  complete  con- 
fidence in  respect  for  and  devotion  to 
him.  In  our  busy  life  in  the  Senate,  we 
Uttle  realize  the  burden  some  of  our  col- 
leagues carry  in  their  hearts.  That  Is 
one  of  the  penalties  of  a  life  l^ed  with 
endless  responsibilities  and  pressing 
duUes. 

LzsTXK  Hunt  in  his  quiet  persistent 
way  was  a  very  effective  worker  in  the 
Senate.  When  I  was  chairman  of  the 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Com- 
mittee, he  was  my  good  rijjht  hand. 
Every  task  assigned  him  was  hfandled  In 
the  public  interest  with  courage,  devo- 
tion, and  undivided  attention.  He  never 
complained  about  too  much  work  or  the 
onerous  nature  of  the  task  assigned  htpi. 
He  applied  himself  to  it  quietly  and  effec- 
tively and  got  the  job  done  correctly  and 
without  delay.  I  mention  these  details 
because  it  best  describes  the  type  of  sen- 
atorial services  he  rendered. 

In  Senate  hearings  he  was  always  cour- 
teous £Lnd  reassuring  to  witnesses  but 
his  discerning,  penetrating,  thoiight- 
provoking.  and  pointed  questions  dis- 
closed his  own  clear  understanding  of 
the  matter  at  issue.  All  of  us  were  im- 
pressed with  the  cleanness  of  his  think- 
ing, his  sympathy  for  those  in  trouble  of 
any  kind,  his  understendlng  and  quick 
grasp  of  involved  problems,  and  at  the 
same  moment  his  humility  and  sweet- 
ness. 

Lester  Hunt  was  the  Idnd  of  agree- 
able person  with  whom  one  would  like 
to  go  fishing.  His  big  smile,  happy 
chuckle,  and  naturally  pleasant  and  cap- 
tivating personality  made  one  feel  very 
close  to  him, 

Lester  Hxtnt  was  a  tojpGlght.  Senator, 
a  really  nice  person,  a  good  faimlly  and 
church  man,  and  a  true  patriot.  To  have 
such  a  lovable  person  die  of  a  broken 
heart  in  oiu*  midst  is  indeed  a  tragedy. 

Mr.  HENDRICK80N.  Mr.  President, 
on  August  20,  1954,  I  made  an,  effort  to 
pay  tribute  to  the  late  Senator  Hunt,  of 
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Wyoming.  Inowaakunantanoaseaneent 
that  my  remarks  of  that  day  be  incorpo- 
rated to  the  Rbcokb  at  this  potot  as  if 
delivered  on  today. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  remarks 
were  ordered  to  be  prtnted  in  the  Riookb, 
as  follows: 

Mr.  HSNDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
since  the  day  in  January  1949,  when 
Lestes  Hunt  and  I  were  sworn  to  to- 
gether as  freshmen  Senators.  I  liave 
learned  much  about  the  qualities  of  the 
man— his  quiet  courtesy,  his  friendliness, 
his  kindly  sense  of  humor,  his  dedication 
to  the  cause  of  public  service. 

I  knew  him  as  a  fellow  member  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate where  we  worked  together  on  several 
subcommittees.  As  a  member  of  the 
committee,  he  was  particularly  diligent 
with  regard  to  his  membership  and  at- 
tendance. He  was  present  at  practically 
every  meeting  of  the  committee.  His 
concern  was  with  the  whole  job  of  betog 
a  Senator  and  he  went  to  great  pains  to 
familiarize  himself  with  the  issues  of 
any  particular  problem  before  it  was 
brought  up  in  the  committee  or  discussed 
on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  so  that  he 
would  be  well  Informed. 

The  Ufe  of  Lbstss  C.  Hunt  Is  to  my 
mind  a  great  story  of  the  vitel  half  cen- 
tury in  which  he  Uved.  I  am  told  that  he 
first  saw  the  Stete  which  was  to  send 
him  to  the  Senate  when,  as  a  19-year-old 
Illinois  boy,  he  pltehed  a  no-hit  game 
which  led  to  his  engagement  by  the  pro- 
fessional baseball  team  in  Lander,  Wyo. 
He  decided  then  that  this  Stete  would 
be  his  home. 

He  served  his  country  in  World  War  I 
In  the  Army  Dentel  Corps.  Iwing  ste- 
tioned  at  about  12  camps  and  bases  to 
this  country  between  September  1917 
and  May  1919.  Shortly  after  betog  dis- 
charged as  a  major,  he  entered  North- 
western University  for  postgraduate 
study  of  dentistry  and  on  completing  his 
course  to  1920,  he  returned  to  Lander  to 
resume  his  dental  practice  there. 

He  began  his  public  career  to  his  h(»ne- 
town  as  a  scoutmaster,  as  a  member  of 
the  school  board,  and  as  the  president  of 
the  Fremont  County  Medical  and  Den- 
tal Society. 

He  served  his  Stete  as  a  member  of  the 
legislature,  as  Ite  secretary  of  stete,  and 
then  as  Ite  Governor  from  1943  to  1948. 
With  typical  modesty.  Senator  Hunt 
claimed  that  his  greatest  accomplish, 
ment  as  governor  was  having  originated 
the  "buclclng  bronco"  used  on  Wyoming 
license  plates,  but  we  are  all  awtue  of  the 
fact  that  he  made  a  great  record  as  gov- 
ernor as  welL 

He  was  prominent  to  the  governors' 
conference  at  Mackinac  Island,  Mich., 
in  1945.  where  he  urged  that  smaU  busi- 
ness "should  have  tlie  first  opportunity 
to  reconvert  and  that  It  be  assured  of 
adequate  materials."  Three  years  later, 
he  presided  over  the  governors'  confer- 
ence to  Portsmouth,  N.  H..  and  to  1949 
he  was  elected  to  the  Senate. 

In  the  Senate  he  was  active  to  District 
affairs,  served  on  the  Senate  Crime  In- 
vestlgattog  Committee,  and  was  a  k»g. 
time  advocate  of  measures  looldng  to- 
ward world  peace,  but  his  special  con- 
cern was  witli  the  health  of  the  NaUon. 
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Durlnc  list,  he  was  acthre  to  the  en- 
actment of  legislation  which  gave  mora 
Mxtanomy  to  tbe  Dental  Corps  of  tbe 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  and  whkh 
raised  the  rank  of  the  dental  chief  of 
the  Public  Health  Service  to  major  gen- 
eral.  He  was  chairman  of  tbe  sulxxun- 
mlttee  which  created  the  Army  Nurse 
Corpe. 

Three  years  ago,  to  1951.  he  was  hon- 
ored by  the  members  of  his  pi-ofession 
by  being  named  the  dentist  of  the  year. 
The  citetion  accompanying  the  medal 
reads: 

For  distinguished  contributions  to  the  wel- 
'***  *°*?  progress  of  dentistry.  partlcxUarly 
his  Mrnce  In  protecting  the  best  interesU 
of  tlM  profeaion  and  public  health  through 
promoting  beneflclal  leglsUUon  and  dis- 
couraging harmful  legislation  while  acting 
In  the  performance  of  his  duties  as  Senator 
In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

I  joto  to  the  tributes  today  to  a  man 
who  has  demonstrated  all  of  the  best 
quaUtles  of  citizenship  in  his  home  com- 
munity, to  his  Stete.  and  to  his  Nation. 
He  was  an  exemplary  man,  an  able  pub- 
lic servant,  and  a  good  friend. 

I  have  lost  a  good  and  true  friend.  I 
mourn  his  loss.  Mrs.  Hendrickson  joins 
me  to  offering  sinc^rest  condolences  to 
his  good  wife  and  family. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to 
associate  myself  with  the  tributes  that 
have  been  paid  by  my  colleagues  to  one 
of  the  most  beloved  Senators  to  this 
body.  Lssm  Hunt.  He  was  a  dedicated 
public  servant.  If  I  ever  knew  one. 

I  had  the  privilege  of  serving  with  him 
on  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
and  I  recall  tliat  time  and  time  agato 
he  rendered  most  valuable  services,  and 
made  most  Important  and  worthwhile 
suggestions  with  respect  to  pending  leg- 
Islatlcm. 

I  was  greatly  Impressed  by  the  re- 
ma  rlLS  made  by  the  present  Presiding 
Officer,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
(Mr.  StknnisI,  who  likewise  served  on 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  with 
Lasna  Hunt. 

As  one  Member  of  the  United  Stetes 
Senate,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  admired 
Senator  Hunt  as  a  man  aiui  loved  him 
ms  a  friend,  and  I  shall  always  revere 
his  memory. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  one 
of  the  saddest  experiences  to  the  life  of 
any  Senator  comes  when  dear  friends 
and  able  public  servants  are  lost  to  us 
through  death. 

The  83d  session  of  the  Congress  has 
taken  the  extremely  high  toll  of  ntoe 
able  and  distinguished  Senators,  men 
whose  services  and  whose  deep  dedlca- 
ti<m  to  public  life  can  ill  be  spared  from 
our  councils.  Nine  such  mei>— expe- 
rienced, qtudlfled,  dedicated  Senators — 
were  lost  through  dealii  to  the  session 
now  closing.  Their  loss  will  be  greatly 
felt  as  we  begto  our  delikterations  to  tbe 
new  session  to  open  on  January  3. 

Among  those  whoee  services  were  lost 
through  death  were  leaders  of  both  par- 
ties. Iiut  whose  services  as  great  Amer- 
icans we  learned  to  respect  throughout 
our  daily  service  and  friendly  asaocla- 
tion  with  them  during  the  years.  Party 
divisions  and  political  differences  pale 
into  insignificance,  as  compared  to  the 


great  reject  we  learned  to  have  f<er 
tbeir  individual  poslttoos  and  tfaehr  vlew- 
ptrinte  on  what  was  best  for  aU  the  peopto 
of  our  great  Natkm. 

I  speak  of  Senator  Robert  A.  Taf^ 
whose  death  cut  short  the  abie  and  dedi- 
cated leaderstop  of  his  party  to  tbe  Con- 
gress;  of  Senator  Tobey,  of  New  Hamp- 
shire: of  Senator  Oriswokl.  of  Nefaraaka; 
of  Senator  Hoey  and  Senator  Smltb.  of 
North  Carolina;  of  Senator  Butler,  of 
Nebraska;  of  Senator  Hunt,  of  Wfoming; 
of  Senator  Pat  McCarran,  of  Nerada; 
and  of  Senator  Masrbank.  of  South  Caip- 
llna.  Here  were  men  who  sought  to  ttao 
utmost  of  their  ability  to  serve  well  their 
Nation  aixl  ite  people  and  to  render  the 
greatest  possible  help  to  the  people  wl» 
sent  them  here  as  thtir  Senators. 

At  this  time.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
address  myself  to  the  great  service  ren- 
dered by  Senator  Hthit,  of  Wyoming. 
It  was  my  great  pleasure  to  have  been 

privileged  to  serve  with  him  on  the  Sen- 
ate Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce,  to  have  come  to  know  h«m 
personally,  to  have  had  the  great  ideaa- 
ure  of  betog  to  his  home  Stete  of  Wyo^ 
ming,  there  observing  at  firsthand  hia 
dedication  to  all  the  people  of  that  great ' 
Western  Stete  and  to  everyttiing  that 
was  of  toterest  or  imporbmoe  to  the 
daily  lives  of  Ite  citizens.  I 

Late  to  the  night,  after  certato  meet« 
ings  we  had,  I  would  see  him  greet  tha 
night  watehman  of  a  smaU  town  ^i»d 
ask  him  about  his  children,  or  greet  the 
new  cashier  to  a  small  cc^eeshop.  who 
had  just  moved  toto  his  State  from  North 
Dakota. 

Senator  Hunt  loved  people,  and  he 
loved  the  privilege  of  serving  peoide. 
Throughout  his  entire  legislative  expe^ 
rience  and  his  experience  as  Governor^ 
his  life  was  dedicated  to  his  toterest  to 
human  beings  and  to  their  cause  mvI  to 
the  things  that  would  help  in  the  greats 
est  degree  the  greatest  number.  Ho 
loved  his  home  State,  and  It  loved  htoL 
He  loved  the  plains  and  mountains  of 
Wyoming.  As  we  rode  together  aoxMS 
hundreds  of  miles  of  that  country,  it  was 
a  great  delight  to  have  him  describe  with 
pleasure  and  pride  the  glories  of  the 
State  he  had  adopted  while  he  was  a 
young  man. 

Mr.  President,  we  who  serve  on  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  will  miss  sorely  the  dedicated 
experience  of  Senator  Hxnrr.  wbo  atwayt 
was  able  to  weigh  the  national  totnes| 
against  the  partisan  or  special  privltoM 
that  Is  evidenced  so  often  to  legislative 
matters  which  come  heton  the  Soiato 
for  determinatton.  His  Imowledge  of  aU 
phases  of  that  great  committee's  juris- 
diction and  his  determinaticm,  regaid- 
less  of  which  totereete  sought  to  prevail 
to  strive  endlessly  for  the  cause  of  truth 
and  right  marked  Senator  Hunt's  devo- 
tion to  his  duty. 

On  the  Committee  on  Armed  Servicea 
we  knew  the  great  contributions  he  made 
toward  keeping  tbis  country  stroiw  by 
endeavoring  to  give  us  the  very  best  poa- 
alUe  nattonal  defense,  to  meet  wbatever 
emergency  this  great  country  of  oars 
might  face  at  any  time.  Those  at  we 
who  Imew  him  and  loved  him,  who  knew 
his  sensitive  nature  and  the  beautifid 
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life  he  cQjoyed.  deeply  ngret  his 
We  <lMpi7  regret  that  we  did 
net  fcnoer  of  hie  ettaeUon  In  ttane,  per- 
ham,  to  give  hhn  a  heiiring  hand,  which 
■dtfit  have  aTcrtad  the  tragedy  which 
eame  hito  hie  hie  and  hito  the  life  of 
the  RMlon  with  his  passtaig. 

I  hope  his  death  wm  eauae  us  to  dedi- 
cate oundves.  as  liemlMTS  of  the  Senate, 
no  natter  how  busy  we  may  be  at  the 
thne  with  seemingly  hnportant  taslES,  to 
the  aUevlation  of  the  great  human  con- 
flicts which  arise  in  the  lives  of  men,  and 
which  destroy  tbeir  aUUty  to  see  clearly 
the  path  which  lies  ahead.  By  helping 
to  raise  the  ethical  standards  of  this 
great  body  we  may  prevent  drcum- 
stanees  which  might  cause  the  loss  of  an- 
other such  dedicated  pubUc  servant  as 
SenatOT  Howr. 

Ifr.  CARLSON.  ICr.  President,  it  was 
my  privilege  to  be  rather  eioeely  associ- 
ated with  BtOBtar  LasTsa  Hxnrr,  of 
Wyomlnsr. 

I  first  learned  to  know  Lester  when  he 
was  Governor  of  the  great  State  of  Wyo- 
ming. At  that  time  I  happened  to  be 
Oovemcnr  of  the  State  of  Blansaa.  We 
attended  four  governors'  conferences 
together,  and  we  worked  together  on  the 
oommittees.  In  1948  he  was  selected  as 
chairman  of  the  National  Governors' 
Conference. 

In  conneetlon  with  legislative  matters, 
he  had  an  especial  Interest  in  those  af- 
fecting education.  He  never  lost  an  op- 
portunity to  advance  the  cause  of  the 
educatiom  of  our  youth. 

He  was  also  sincerely  interested  in  the 
great  reclamation  projects  which  are  so 
fital  to  the  West. 

Because  of  his  keen  intellect  and  bril- 
liant mind  he  made  valuable  contribu- 
tions to  the  work  of  the  governors  of 
the  other  States  during  ttie  years  when 
he  was  chairman  of  the  National  Con- 
ference ct  Governors,  and  also  to  the 

woric  of  the  various  conunittees  of  the 
Senate  on  which  he  served.  As  I  have 
said,  it  was  my  privilege  to  serve  with 
him  on  some  of  them. 

Senator  Hunt  was  a  dose  personal 
friend  of  mine.  He  was  a  great  and 
patriotic  American.  He  has  left  his 
mark  not  only  on  this  body,  but  on  our 
great  Nation  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  with  re- 
spect to  LssRs  Huirr.  I  first  met  him 
when  he  was  Gevemor^  the  State  of 
Wyoming.  I  met  him  at  a  meeting  in 
Sheridan,  Wyo..  when  we  were  initiating 
the  DBOvemtent  for  the  authorisation  of 
the  Missouri  River  Basin  program.  At 
that  time  I  found  him  intensely  Inter- 
ested in  watnr  ccmiervation.  and.  in  fact, 
in  every  project  which  would  ipake  the 
resourees  of  the  great  West  available  to 
tb»  American  pe<H>Ie. 

After  I  came  to  the  Senate  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  I  met  him  in 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  and 
there  I  was  Impressed,  as  wss  the  present 
occupant  of  the  chair,  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Mi8sissin>i  (Mr.  Sxxinns]. 
by  his  imfailing  devotion  to  what  he 
considered  to  be  the  best  Interests  of  the 
United  States.  I  recall  occasions  when 
certain  public  questions  aroee  with  re- 
9ect  to  wliich  a  perscm  with  a  dema- 
gogic approach  might  have  voted  differ- 
ently than  he  did.    First  of  all,  Lesteb 


Bdht  asked  "What  is  good  for  the  secu- 
rity of  the  United  states?"  Altboughhe 
sat  across  the  table  from  me,  and  across 
the  aisle  in  this  body,  there  was  no  par- 
tisanship in  his  approach  to  fuestions 
inv^vlng  the  national  security  of  the 
united  States. 

He  brought  to  the  United  States  Senate 
the  open-minded,  fair-minded  quality 
which  we  like  to  associate  with  great 
characters  from  the  western  area  of  the 
United  Stetes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  relative  to 
our  late  colleague.  Senator  Bxtnt,  of 
Wyoming.  For  some  time  I  served  with 
him  on  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices, before  I  transferred  from  that  com- 
mittee to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations.  At  that  time  I  had  occasions, 
both  as  a  member  of  the  full  committee 
and  as  a  member  of  subcommittees  of 
that  committee,  to  work  very  closely 
with  I^STSR  Hunt.  I  always  found  him 
to  be  a  man  who  was  deeply  interested 
in  legislation.  He  was  not  only  in  the 
fullest  sense  of  the  word  a  representa- 
tive of  the  State  of  Wyoming,  but.  In  the 
broad  sense  he  was,  as  we  are  all  ex- 
pected to  be,  a  Senator  of  the  United 
States.  He  recognized  the  problems 
and  the  need  for  the  solution  of  those 
problems  of  the  people  in  each  one  of 
the  48  States  and  in  the  Nation  as  a 
whole.    He  had  a  deep  interest  in  the 

security  of  the  American  people  and  in 
the  need  for  an  adequate  national 
defense. 

Senator  Hurt  had  had  an  excellent 
background  of  public  service.  As  has 
been  previously  mentioned,  he  had  served 
as  governor  of  his  State.  He  came  to 
the  Senate  with  a  wealth  of  experience, 
not  only  from  having  attended  the  gov- 
ernors' conferences,  where  the  governors 
learned  of  the  problems  of  the  other 
states  of  the  Union,  but  also  as  an  in- 
telligent American  citizen  he  had  an  un- 
derstanding of  problems  beyond  the  con- 
fines of  his  own  State. 

It  was  with  great  shock  that  we  learned 
of  his  passing.  All  of  us  had  felt  that 
LssTEs  Hunt,  even  though  he  wsls  retir- 
ing from  the  Senate,  would  have  before 
him  many  years  of  useful  service  to  his 
country  and  to  his  State.  It  was  with 
profound  regret  that  we  on  this  side  of 
the  aisle  were  apprised  of  the  news  of 
his  death.  I  wish  to  join  with  the  other 
Senators  who  have  paid  tribute  to  Sena- 
tor Hunt's  life  and  to  his  services  to  the 
people  of  the  United  Sitates. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  we 
know  not  what  sadness — what  heart- 
break— ^may  be  around  us. 

The  tragedy  of  that  early  Saturday 
morning  of  Jime  19  that  took  our  friend 
and  colleague.  Senator  Lester  Callaway 
HUKT.  from  oiu-  midst  struck  without 
warning  and  thus  came  as  a  deeper  and 
more  terrible  shock  to  all  of  us  who  knew 
and  admired  this  man  of  broad  mind, 
generous  heart  and,  be  it  said,  extreme 
sensitivity,  leaving  those  of  us  who  were 
closest  to  him  not  only  deeply  grieved 
over  his  tragic  ending,  but  frustrated  and 
stricken  over  realisation  of  the  torment 
he  suffered  and  silently  endiired.  On 
the  previous  Friday  he  and  I  had  en- 
gaged in  conversation  here  on  the  floor 
of  this  Chamber.    Certainly  I  was  re- 


gretful over  his  decision  not  to  stand  for 
reelection,  but  there  was  no  sign  of  dis- 
turbance, no  evidence  of  concern  or 
worry  of  any  kind  on  his  part.  We  dis- 
cussed many  things,  some  bearing  on  the 
future  when  he  no  longer  would  be  a 
Member  of  this  body,  but  as  the  fateful 
event  of  the  following  momtng  revealed, 
he  was  talking  in  terms  of  ttie  next  day 
and  I  was  thinking  in  terms  of  the  next 
year. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  since  come  across 
and  found  some  solace  in  these  lines: 

If  we  could  see  beyond  today,  M  Gk>d  can  aee. 
K  all  the  clouds  could  roll  away,  the  abadows 

flee; 
If  we  could  know  beyond  today,  m  Ood  does 

know. 
Why  dearest  ones  must  pass  a^ray  and  tears 

must  flow; 
If  we  could  know  why  darkseas  leads  to 

light. 
Why  dreary  days  invariably  grow  bright; 
But  still  we  know 
Some   day   life's   hurts   and   wTongs   will   b« 

made  right — ■ 
Faith  tells  us  so. 


My  friendship  with  Lestev  Hunt  ante- 
dated our  service  together  here  in  the 
Senate.  We  were  contemporary  gover- 
nors of  our  respective  States  and  it  was 
with  genuine  gratification  that  I  Joined 
in  the  movement  and  rejoiced  over  his 
election  as  chairman  of  the  governors' 
conference  when  the  chief  executives  of 
the  various  States  met  In  1948  at  Ports- 
mouth. N.  H.  Likewise  his  splendid 
ability,  diligence,  and  leadership  were 
recognized  here  as  the  Senate  committee 
memberships  he  held  plainly  attest. 

The  passing  of  a  man  of  the  sterling 
character  and  intellectual  capacity  of 
Senator  Hunt  is  an  immeasurable  loss  to 
his  State,  the  United  States  Senate,  and 
the  entire  Nation. 

His  tragic  and  untimely  death  sur- 
passes our  understanding,  but  sad,  in- 
deed, it  is  that  only  at  the  maximum  toU 
could  our  beloved  friend  and  colleague 
find  surcease  and  release  from  the  bur- 
dens, which  certainly  his  sensitive  soul 
had  magnified  beyond  all  reasonable  pro- 
portions. Yet  for  the  privilege  of  having 
known  him  and  labored  in  the  same 
sphere  with  him,  we  can  be  grateful  and 
find  solace,  too,  in  the  knowledge  that  his 
exceptionally  fine  and  useftil  career  of 
professional  and  pubhc  service  in  the 
State  of  Wyoming  and  for  hki  State  here 
in  the  United  States  Senate  will  stand  as 
a  perpetual  memorial  to  Senator  Hunt 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  President.*! 
wish  to  associate  myself  with  the  trib- 
utes paid  by  other  Senators  to  the  life 
and  public  service  of  three  outstanding 
Members  of  the  Senate.  Pat  McCassan, 
Hugh  Butler,  and  Lester  Hunt.  Each 
one  made  a  great  contribution  to  the  leg- 
islative enactments  of  this  body. 

I  particularly  had  an  opportunity  of 
associating  very  closely  with  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Wyoming,  Les- 
ter Hunt.  We  came  to  the  Senate  at 
the  same  time.  We  served  together  on 
the  Committee  of  Armed  Services,  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  on  the  Select  Committee  Investi- 
gating the  Problem  of  Racketeering  in 
Interstate  Commerce. 

Lester  Hunt,  as  has  been  said,  was  one 
of  the  hardest  working  Meiribers  of  the 
Senate.   He  was  always  willing  to  under- 
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take  any  assignment  given  to  him.  and 
he  always  ably  carried  it  out  He  never 
tried  to  l<x>k  for  the  easy  road  or  the 
easy  position.  His  only  considttution 
was.  What;  is  best  for  the  country? 

He  was  a  man  of  courage.  He  was 
always  fair.  He  was  thoughtful  in  his 
relationship  with  other  Members  of  the 
Senate. 

His  family  life  was  exemplary,  and 
the  companionship  between  *\im  and 
Mrs.  Himt  was  ideal.  This  relationship 
was  one  of  the  sweet  aspects  of  this  fine 
man's  nature.    He  lived  for  his  family. 

Lester  Hunt  was  an  excellent  example 
of  what  tui  all-around  United  States 
Senator  should  be.  We  miss  him  in  the 
Senate.  I  am  sure  that  his  excellent 
efforts  as  a  member  of  the  committees 
on  which  he  served  and  his  endeavors  to 
promote  the  welfare  and  progress  of  our 
country  will  long  be  remembered,  and  all 
of  us  wlU  always  appreciate  his  splen- 
did public  service. 


HUGH  BUTLER.  OP  NEBRASEA 
Mr.  HRUSKA.  Mr.  President,  it  Is 
with  deep  regret  that  my  first  remarks 
as  a  newly  elected  Senator  from  the 
State  of  Nebraska  must  necessarily  be  in 
tribute  to  my  distinguished  predecessor 
^  and  my  close  and  valued  personal  friend 
and  fellow  townsman,  the  late  Senator 
Hugh  Buti.xr. 

His  humble  beginnings  were  those 
which  are  typical  of  many  who  find  their 
way  into  public  life.  Not  a  native  of 
Nebraska,  but  closely  associated  with  It 
from  the  days  when  he  accompanied  his 
parents  across  the  Iowa  and  l^ebraska 
plains  in  a  covered  wagon,  he  began  his 
long  and  Illustrious  career  in  a  sod  house 
on  the  family  homestead  near  Cam- 
bridge; and  for  the  remainder  of  his 
life  he  was  closely  and  intimately  identi- 
fied with  the  State  which  later  he  so  ably 
representeti  In  the  United  States  Senate. 
He  entered  Doane  College  on  a  scholar- 
ship earned  by  selling  magazine  sub- 
scriptions and  completed  his  education 
by  doing  odd  Jobs  and  working  in  the 
harvest  fields  during  the  sununer.  After 
graduation  he  worked  as  a  construction 
engineer  for  the  BurUngton  Railroad. 
ShorUy  after  World  War  I  he  altered 
the  grain  business,  and  at  the  time  of  his 
election  to  the  Senate  in  IMO  he  was  one 
of  the  outstanding  grain  dealers  of  the 
Midwest.  Upon  his  election  he  disposed 
of  his  business  interests  so  that  he  could 
devote  full  time  to  Senate  affairs. 

Always  active  In  civic,  religious,  and 
political  aCairs,  Senator  Bxttlxr  served 
in  various  capacities  with  Rotery  Inter- 
national, board  of  education.  Salvation 
Army,  chamber  of  commerce,  and  other 
civic  associations. 

Deeply  religious,  he  sought  spiritual 
/guidance  in  his  own  quiet  and  humble 
way.  As  a  young  man  he  Joined  the 
Congregational  Church  and  was  Simday 
school  superintendent  in  his  hometown 
of  Cambridge.  Later  he  became  State 
moderator  of  Congregational  Churches. 

Hugh  BtrrLKx  lived  a  simple  life.  He 
permitted  himself  few  luxuries,  but  he 
derived  an  immense  satisfaction  from 
helping  others.  He  was  pcu-tlcularly  in- 
terested in  his  alma  mater,  Doane  Col- 
lege.   Although  he  left  the  greater  bulk 


and  rosidae  of  his  estate  to  Doane  Col- 
lege, he  did  not  wait  until  he  H^y^^nie  a 
wealthy  man  to  be  of  help. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  when  he  was  try- 
ing to  gain  a  foothold  as  an  engineer 
between  the  railroad  ties  of  the  railroad 
with  which  he  started  as  an  engineer,  he 
sent  $5  contributions  to  his  college  to 
help  it  in  its  efforts  to  continue  as  an 
educational  institution.  As  his  own 
personal  wealth  increased,  so  did  his 
contributions  to  Doane  College.  In  1925. 
when  that  college's  continuation  hung  in 
the  balance,  he  made  a  lif esaving  gift  to 
it  of  some  $25,000. 

Upon  taking  his  seat  in  the  Senate  he 
presented  to  Doane  College  a  trust  fund, 
in  memory  of  his  wife,  in  the  amount  of 
$250,000.  That  fund  is  known  as  the  Fay 
Johnson  Butler  scholarship  fund.  It 
constitutes  high  evidence  of  his  interest 
and  faith  in  the  youth  of  the  country. 
Each  year  30  young  men  and  women 
receive  the  benefits  of  this  fimd. 

It  is  not  for  me,  as  a  newcomer  to  the 
Senate,  to  delineate  the  stature  of  Sena- 
tor BuTLKi  as  a  Member  of  this  body. 
That  can  be  done  more  ably  by  those 
with  whom  he  served.  However,  it  can 
be  said  tliat  his  civic,  business,  and  reli- 
gious activities,  as  well  as  his  generosi- 
ties, were  significant  as  a  sort  of  prelude 
to  service  in  this  body. 

In  that  service  he  displayed  those 
qualities  of  leadership,  understanding, 
and  Christian  character  which  were  so 
innately  his.  His  sense  of  fairness  and 
his  clear  vision  into  the  implications  and 
the  impact  of  the  decisions  at  hand  made 
him  a  good  and  scund  representative  of 
his  State  and  his  Nation.  His  wide  ex- 
perience with  men  and  affairs  gave  him 
a  broad  understanding  of  the  many  situ- 
ations and  problems  which  confronted 
him  from  time  to  time. 

We  in  Nebraska  are  proud  of  his  con- 
tribution to  the  formal  channels  of  gov- 
ernment and  to  good  citizenship  in  its 
highest  and  best  meaning.  He  passed 
on  universally  respected  and  highly  and 
widely  honored.  He  will  long  be  remem- 
bered, not  only  for  the  good  things  he 
did  but  for  the  good,  useful,  and  mean- 
ingful life  which  he  led. 

Mrs.  ABEL.  Mr.  President.  I  would  be 
remiss  and  would  not  be  representing 
Nebraska  or  Nebraskans  well  if  I  did  not 
call  to  the  attention  of  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  a  phase  of  the  life  and  char- 
acter of  the  late  Senator  Butlir.  His 
colleagues  knew  him  as  a  statesman, 
interested  in  the  problems  of  agriculture. 
Irrigation,  conservation,  and  agriciiltural 
research,  and  in  the  development  of  otu* 
natural  resources.  I  should  like  to  speak 
of  another  phase  of  his  fruitful  life. 

Recently  I  served  with  him  on  the 
Doane  College  board  of  trustees,  of  which 
he  had  been  president  for  the  past  40 
years,  from  1914  to  midsummer  of  1954. 

Doane  College,  at  Crete.  Nebr.,  was  his 
alma  mater  and  the  alma  mater  of  his 
late  wife.  To  us.  Senator  Burun  was 
President  Butler.  He  gave  to  this  in- 
stitution many  ilne  buildings.  He  built 
its  gymnasiumr  He  added  to  the  campus 
acreage.  He  helped  build  the  stadium. 
He  gave  the  leftover  part  of  his  income 
to  this  college,  and  upon  his  recent  death 
his  complete  estate  went  for  endowment 
and  future  needs  of  the  college. 


Senator  and  Mrs.  Butler  had  7  ehn. 
dren.  2  boys.  One  paiwed  away  at  the 
age  of  2,  the  other  at  the  age  of  12.  The 
Butlers  did  not  legally  adm>t  into  their 
family  other  children,  but  they  provided 
and  guaranteed  to  many  Nebraska  bofs 
and  girls  a  college  education  and  a  happgr 
college  home  through  their  matorinc 
years,  and  the  Butlers  will  continue  to 
guarantee  college  educations  and  happy 
college  homes  to  many  more  Nebraaka 
boys  and  girls  in  the  years  to  come. 

If  any  of  Senator  Butlbs's  colleagues 
should  wish  to  pay  homage  to  ><«iw.  let 
him  not  go  to  the  wooded  slope  in  the 
Memorial  Park  in  Omaha,  his  last  rest- 
ing place.  Rather,  let  him  go  80  miles 
farther,  through  Lincoln,  and  then  20 
miles  beyond,  to  Doane  College  campus. 
There  he  will  see  stately  trees,  70  yeazs 
old,  and  beautiful  buildings.  There  he 
will  see  boys  and  girls  going  from  class- 
room to  Ubrary.  and  from  classroom  to 
fields  of  recreation. 

On  their  faces  he  will  see  a  happy  loOk, 
for  they  are  attaining  a  growing  knowl- 
edge of  constitutional  government,  and 
are  enthusiastic  about  our  American 
way  of  life,  all  of  which  is  truly  a  Uvlng 
memorial  to  Senator  Hpob  Butus. 

Senator  Butler  was  truly  a  statesman. 
He  was  also  an  educator,  a  i>hilantfan>- 
pist.  and  a  humanitarian. 

Mr.  BRIDOES.     Mr.  President.  1  wish 

to  pay  tribute  to  the  late  Hugh  Bunji, ' 
of  Nebraska.  It  is  with  a  feeling  ot 
deep  regret  and  sadness  that  I  T&.in- 
the  Senate  Chamber  today  to  pay  my 
humble  respects  to  Senator  BuTLaa,  a 
man  I  admired  deeply.  In  my  opinion, 
he  was  a  great  American,  and  a  very. 
real  asset  to  this  legislative  body.  TTie 
Senate  of  the  United  States  has  suf- 
fered a  profound  loss  In  Ills  deatli. 

My  distinguished  colleague  was  a  self  • 
made  man,  and  his  aocomplishmentt 

were  many.  As  chairman  of  the  Inte- 
rior and  Instilar  Affairs  Committee.  i^w<| 
as  ranking  member  of  the  Pinanoe  Com- 
mittee, he  created  an  outstanding  record 
for  himself  and  his  country.  One  of  hit 
accomplishments  was  the  part  he  played 
In  the  enactm<*nt  of  the  monumental 
Gk>vemment  Corporation  Control  Act. 

He  realised  at  an  early  age  the  diffi- 
culties his  father  faced  earning  his  live- 
lihood from  the  soil,  and  was  unusually 
sensitive  to  the  disadvantageous  positloa 
which  the  farmers  and  ranchers  lield 
in  the  national  economy.  He  entoed 
the  Senate  in  1941,  and  ccmtinued  to 
represent  the  interests  of  the  peofde  of 
the  farms  and  ranches  with  a  vigor  and 
viUlity  that  will  long  be  rrasembered  by 
his  fellow  Nebraskans  and  by  the  coun- 
try as  a  whole.  , 

Senator  Butler  was  a  man  of  deei> 
religious  convictions,  which  he  prao- 
tlced  dally,  and  out  of  his  devotion  to 
them  came  a  humbleness  that  is  seldom 
seen  in  men. 

I  wish  to  pay  high  tribute  to  Senator 
Butler,  whom  we  shall  all  miw.  |Ti« 
death  is  a  loss  to  America. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  desire  to  pay  my  ^noere  tribute 
to  our  beloved  colleague,  the  late  Sena- 
tor Hugh  Butlkb,  of  Nebraska. 

Although  we  sat  oa  ommsite  sides  oC 
the  aisle.  I  always  bore  for  him  deep 
respect  and  affection. 


mTSJnP  FQQf OM  ATP  vmo  T\  .^_  cttat  a  tv 


A7/^i 


n 


15886 


I 
CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  ^  SENATE 


November  9 


^1 


Mvm  Bimjat  was  a  bua  of  stnnur 
lovalttM.  with  a  de^  aense  <tf  the  obU- 
satfoma  ttiat  aooompany  puldie  <rfBee. 
He  realised  fully  ihat  the  people  were 
entttted  to  aervioe  and  hard  woric  from 
their  chosen  repreaentatlveg.  aiid  he 
.    f  gave  them  both  In  fun  measure. 

|:  I  Although  we  frequently  disagreed  <m 

^  ^  the  188068  of  the  day.  (Mir  disagreonents 

were  always  conducted  on  the  plane  of 
principle.  In  our  relaticmshlps.  I 
learned  early  that  Hugh  Butlss's  word 
iras  his  bond — a  bozu^  that  would  al- 
ways be  redeoned.  ' 

He  was  a  quiet  man,  an  unassuming 
man.  But  he  bore  on  his  shoulders  a 
h^vy  burden  of^the  legislative  woric  of 
the  Senate.  He  never  shlrlced  his  duty, 
and  never  turned  from  what  he  consid- 
ered the  course  laid  down  by  conscience. 

Mr.  President,  there  Is  a  special  place 
in  the  hearts  of  i^  of  us  for  men  such 
as  Hugh  Butlks.  It  is  the  place  re- 
served for  those  who  have  met  the  strug- 
gles of  life  with  courage  and  with 
rectitude. 

The  people  of  his  State  and  all  the 
otho-  people  of  America  can  mark  his 
passing  with  the  highest  tribute  that 
can  be  paid  to  any  man— the  thought 
thi^  his  life  was  one  of  constructive 
service  and  real  devotion  to  his  covmtry. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  wish  to  pay  my  respects  to  the 
memory  of  our  departed  colleague,  my 
dear  friend,  the  late  Senator  Hugh 
BuTXJtB.  of  Nebraska,  for  whom  we  are 
holding  a  memorial  service  today. 

I  first  knew  Hugh  Butlkk  when  he  was 
a  comparatively  new  Member  of  the 
Senate  and  I  was  a  member  bf  the  Re- 
publican National  Committee.  Inas- 
much as  I  had  lived  in  Colorado  for 
some  years  in  the  eariier  part  of  my  life. 
and  he  was  from  Nebraska,  we  had  many 
common  Interests  which  grew  out  of 
those  Middle  West  contacts. 

Hu<n  BuTLKB  was  of  great  value  to  this 
body  because  of  his  western  conserva- 
tism and  because  he  alwajrs  was  pre- 
pared ta  give  us  a  warning  signal  if  we 
attempted  ta  wander  in  dangerous  po- 
litical directions  toward  which  his  back- 
ground and  his  deep  convicti<ms  made 
him  hesitate  to  go.  I  was  always  pro- 
foundly impressed  by  his  obvious  and 
fundamental  integrity  and  what  I  felt 
were  his  reliances  upon  the  deeper 
spiritual  values  of  life. 

Hugh  stands  out  as  an  eager  helper  of 
his  colleagues  in  the  Senate,  and  I  shall 
always  appreciate  the  things  he  did  for 
me  when  I  was  a  new  Member  here  with- 
out experience.  As  chairman  of  the 
CkMumittee  cm  Committees,  he  has  helped 
every  one  of  us  in  the  difBcuIt  Job  of 
straightening  out  our  committee  assign- 
moits  at  the  beginning  of  each  new 
Congress. 

To  his  family  and  to  his  Intimate 
friends.  Mrs.  Smith  and  I  desire  to  ex- 
tend our  deepest  empathy  in  the  great 
loss  they  have  sustained. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President.  I 
knew  BuoH  Bunjn  for  many  years. 
He  was  a  great  and  outstanding  citizen 
of  my  native  SUte  of  Nebraska.  While 
a  young  man,  he  spent  a  couple  of  years 
working  on  the  construction  of  the 
Burlingtcm  Railroad,  in  Wyoming.    He 


made  many  acquaintances  during  that 
time,  which  ripened  into  lifetime  friend- 
ships. 

While  I  was  serving  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  I  came  to  know  Senator 
BunxR  well  during  his  first  term  in  the 
Senate.  I  was,  therefore,  pleased  to  be 
assigned  to  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  when  I  first  became  a 
Member  of  this  body,  for  there  I  came  to 
love  and  respect  Senator  Bttcler  for 
those  great  human  qualities  which 
endeared  him  to  his  fellow  men. 

He  was  a  great  citizen  of  Nebraska,  an 
outstanding  United  States  Senator,  and 
a  great  American. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  all  of  us 
recall  the  deep  sorrow  which  fiDed  this 
Chamber  when  it  was  announced  at  a 
late  hour  on  July  1  that  our  beloved  col- 
league, Hugh  Btttler.  had  been  called 
by  his  Maker  to  eternal  rest. 

The  tragic  news  came  as  a  severe 
shock,  for  Hugh  Butler  had  endeared 
himself  to  every  Member  of  the  Senate. 
He  was  respected  and  admired  ae  a  true 
Christian  gentleman,  a  leader  among 
men,  a  great,  patriotic  Ajiericaa,  whose 
life  and  career  exemplified  the  ipirit  of 
service  to  his  country  and  his  fellow- 
men. 

Hugh  Butter's  boyhood  in  a  sod  house 
linked  him  with  the  pioneering  p)ast  of 
Which  his  parents  were  a  part.  Hardship 
and  toil  were  the  daily  portion  of  his 
youth,  but  he  climbed  to  success  in  many 
fields  through  the  boundless  energy  and 
perseverance  that  continued  throughout 
his  life. 

Senator  Butlkr's  greatness  as  a  man 
can  be  measured  by  his  unselfish  service 
to  his  chiuTh,  his  generous  contributions 
to  the  education  of  young  people,  his 
leadership  in  civic  groups,  the  Salvation 
Army,  the  YMCA,  the  Community  Chest, 
and  many  other  enterprises  that  advance 
the  general  welfare. 

His  record  in  the  United  States  Senate 
is  outstanding,.  He  exerted  great  influ- 
ence for  the  pubUc  good  as  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Aff&Jrs.  It  was  my  good  fortune  to  be 
associated  with  Senator  Butler  on  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee,  and  I  can- 
not praise  too  highly  his  conscientious 
devotion  to  the  public  interest,  his  un- 
failing sincerity,  and  his  sound  judg- 
ment. 

Hugh  Butler  was  a  modest  man,  a 
kindly  and  gentle  man,  whose  one  pur- 
pose in  life-was  to  build  a  better  America. 
He  will  be  sadly  missed,  and  I  am  proud 
to  honor  his  memory. 

Mr.  SALTON8TALL.  Mr.  President. 
although  I  never  had  the  opportunity  to' 
serve  in  close  association  with  Senator 
Hugh  Bxttler,  of  Nebraska,  I  shall  always 
remember  his  fine  qualities  of  mind  and 
heart,  and  I  shall  cherish  the  memory  of 
his  friendship. 

Among  his  other  responsibilities  he 
served  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Committees,  and  no  one  could  have  been 
better  quaUfled  to  fill  that  position.  He 
worked  out  the  problems  of  committee 
assignments  with  understanding  of  our 
Individual  cases  and  with  the  greatest 
desire  to  achieve  the  best  results  and,  at 
the  same  time,  to  give  satisfaction  to  the 
various  Senators. 


He  was  a  student  of  farm  problems, 
and  at  the  same  time  he  imderstood  the 
business  point  of  view.  I  recall  with 
pleasure  a  day  spent  with  him  in  Omaha. 
Nebr.,  his  home  town,  at  l^s  place  of 
business,  and  at  other  places,  when  he 
tried  to  teach  me,  and  I  tried  to  learn, 
the  workings  of  the  grain  exchange  and 
how  It  affected  the  farmer,  the  grain 
broker,  and.  ultimately,  the  consumers,  a 
great  niunber  of  whom  are  to  ibe  found  in 
my  State.  As  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee on  committees  he  will  leave  a  mem- 
ory with  us  all.  We  shall  always,  in  the 
years  to  come,  recall  him  as  a  Member  of 
the  Senate  who  possessed  great  human 
understanding  and  demonstrated  great 
friendliness. 

Mr.  President.  I  had  a  warm  feeling  of 
regard  for  all  three  of  the  Senators 
whose  memories  we  honor  and  revere  to- 
day, and  I  join,  from  the  bottom  of  my 
heart,  in  the  tributes  to  them  and  in  the 
sympathy  which  we  all  extehd  to  their 
families. 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President.  Senator 
Butler  and  I  served  together  on  the  Fi- 
nance Committee.  In  such  a  close  asso- 
ciation it  Is  not  difficult  to  appraise  and 
to  evaluate  the  efforts  of  Individual  com- 
mittee members. 

Senator  Butler  was  a  great  credit  both 
to  his  State  and  to  the  Nation.  Al- 
though, of  necessity,  he  devoted  much  of 
his  time  and  effort  to  the  committee  of 
which  he  was  chairman,  yet  he  did  not 
overlook  or  slight  the  other  responsibil- 
ities which  were  his  as  a  member  of  the 
Finance  Committee  and  of  the  Senate 
Itself. 

It  is  a  great  tragedy  when  Members  of 
the  Senate  who  have,  through  long  years 
of  experience,  reached  a  position  where 
their  wisdom  and  broad  knowledge  of  the 
legislative  branch  of  the  Qovemment 
can  be  most  effectively  applied,  are  taken 
from  us. 

The  great  State  of  Nebraska  will.  I  am 
sure,  always  remember  the  services 
which  Hugh  Butler  rendered  to  his  State 
and  the  Nation  so  faithfully  and  well 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  Hugh 
Butler  was  an  Institution  ki  himself. 
Coming  from  the  near  neighboring  State 
of  Nebraska,  I  learned  to  love  him  the 
first  day  I  came  into  the  Senate.  Along 
with  the  immortal  Ken  Wherry,  they  be- 
came my  good,  close,  and  Intimate 
friends. 

As  most  of  my  colleagues  know.  Hugh 
Butler  led  a  life  of  sorrow,  having  had 
tragedy  strike  in  his  home  Just  a  few 
days  after  his  election  to  the  great  office 
he  held  for  so  many  years.  However. 
Hugh  Butler  never  complained.  Stal- 
wart as  we  all  knew  him  to  be,  he  had  a 
happy  smile,  and  always  a  kind  word. 
He  never  complained  of  the  sorrow  that 
made  his  heart  so  heavy  through  all  the 
years  of  his  service  in  the  Senate  His 
dedication  to  his  country  is  best  exem- 
plified by  the  love  and  affection  the  peo- 
ple of  Nebraska  had  for  him 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    Mr'.  President 
I   rise   to   join   in   the   richly  deserved 
tributes  to  the  late  Senator  Hufn  Butlcr 
of  Nebraska.  ' 

In  this  country  we  have  an  organiza- 
tion known  as  the  Rotary  International. 
It  IS  a  wonderful  organization.    It  has 
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a  great  motto,  "service  above  sdf." 
HUGH  Butlkr  was  dedicated  to  that 
motto.  One  of  his  first  public  services. 
aside  from  his  civic  activities.  I  suppose, 
was  in  the  capacity  of  a  great  Rotarlan. 
He  came  to  tliis  body  in  that  same  spirit 
"service  above  selT'— and  lived  up  to  it. 

As  has  been  stated,  he  was  a  man  of 
deep  convictions.  He  never  swerved 
from  his  course  of  duty,  and  he  was  al- 
ways a  gentleman.  Mr.  President,  a 
great  EInglish  monarch  once  said  that 
men  can  make  a  king,  but  only  Qod  can 
make  a  gentleman.  God  made  one  in 
HUGH  Butle>. 

We  of  the  Senate  mourn  today  as  we 
think  of  his  passing.  But  we  are  grate- 
ful for  our  association  with  him. 

Mr.  President,  I  never  had  the  privilege 
of  serving  with  Hugh  Butlks  upon  a  Sen- 
ate committee,  but  I  have  seen  the  prod- 
ucts of  his  great  work  on  his  commit- 
tees. He  had  a  quiet,  unassuming  dig- 
nity of  the  sort  which  brings  the  con- 
fidence of  the  people  to  any  organiza- 
tion with  which  such  a  person  is  asso- 
ciated. The  Senate  of  the  United  States 
has  benefited  greatly  by  the  quiet  dig- 
nity Hugh  Butlbh  brought  here.  He  was 
a  great  son  of  Nebraslca,  a  wonderful 
Senator,  and  an  American  of  whom  we 
are  all  proud. 

I  join  with  my  colleagues  as  they  ex- 
press their  deepest  sjTnpathy  to  all  of 
Hugh  Butler's  friends  and  to  his  family. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  with- 
in the  past  few  months  I  have  lost  4 
close,  personal  friends  and  associates  in 
this  body;  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
have  lost  4  distinguished  and  beloved 
colleagues;  and  our  country  has  lost  the 
services  of  4  great  patriots. 

I  had  the  p<'rsonal  privilege  of  sitting 
here  by  the  side  of  Senator  Hugh  Butlu, 
a  wise  covmsclor.  a  great  patriot,  and 
a  keen  student  of  our  government,  one 
who  always  ^as  stanch  in  his  convic- 
tions. That  privilege  I  shall  long  cher- 
ish. 

He  rendered  to  his  country  great  serv- 
ice. He  had  deep  and  abiding  convic- 
tions. His  services  ranged  into  fields 
beyond  his  political  activities,  particu- 
larly in  the  field  of  education  and  in  the 
field  of  service  to  his  church. 

He  will  long  be  remembered.  0\ir 
sympathies  go  to  his  family. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President.  I 
never  knew  a  man  any  more  friendly. 
any  more  sincere,  or  any  more  conscien- 
tious than  Hugh  Butlis.  He  was  a  great 
gentleman.  He  loved  his  country.  He 
loved  his  party.  We  shall  miss  him  In 
this  body.  There  are  too  few  men  pos- 
sessing the  attributes  and  virtues  which 
our  esteemed  friend,  Senator  Burua.  ex- 
emplified. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
pay  my  respects  to  one  of  the  best  friends 
I  have  ever  had  In  the  Senate,  Senator 
Hugh  Butlh,  of  Nebraska.  We  became 
good  friends  from  the  time  we  first  came 
to  the  Senate.  In  January  1941. 

During  recent  years  it  had  been  our 
practice  to  spend  brief  vacations  to- 
gether in  the  Canadian  woods.  I  learned 
to  like  Hugh  immensely,  and  I  alwairs 
respected  him  very  highly.  When  we 
were  on  our  vacation  trips  I  found  him 
to  be  a  good  fisherman,  a  good  camp 
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mate,  and  a  good  spprtsman  in  every 
way. 

However,  what  Impressed  me  most 
about  Huoh  BuTLBt  was  the  manner  in 
which  he  mingled  with  people.  He  was 
very  much  at  home  with  those  whom  we 
choose  to  call  the  ordinary  people. 
Whether  we  were  in  Vermont  or  in  his 
home  State  of  Nebraska,  he  was  always 
visiting  with  men  working  on  the  roads, 
people  at  chamber  of  commerce  meet- 
ings, post  office  employees,  and  all  kinds 
of  people.  He  loved  to  give  little  talks 
to  those  people.  One  time  when  I  was 
with  him  he  spoke  to  4  or  5  different 
groups.  He  felt  perfectly  at  ease  with 
them.  On  the  other  hand.  I  alwajrs  felt 
that  he  never  was  entirely  at  ease  in 
making  a  formal  address  before  the  Sen- 
ate. He  was  a  regular  human  being  in 
that  respect.  I  had  sympathy  for  his 
feelings. 

Perhaps  one  thing  more  than  anything 
else  that  had  to  do  with  our  getting 
together  was  the  situation  in  which  he 
found  himself  early  in  his  life.  His 
mother  died  when  he  was  about  8  years 
old,  and  during  the  summers  his  father 
put  him  out  to  work  and  to  live  with  a 
family  which  had  migrated  to  Nebraska 
from  Vermont.  He  told  me  that  when 
he  was  living  with  that  family  he  learned 
two  things.  He  learned  to  like  the  taste 
of  maple  sirup,  and  he  learned  the  value 
of  a  dollar.  To  the  time  of  his  death, 
he  knew  the  value  of  a  dollar. 

He  was  a  true  Nebraskan.  who  was 
very  ardently  in  love  with  his  State,  and 
he  would  delight  in  recounting  the  man- 
ner to  which  Nebraska  had  been  settled 
and  had  grown  up  to  become  the  great 
State  it  Is. 

As  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  he  looked 
after  the  toterests  of  his  State  very  well 
Indeed.  He  was  always  thinking  of  what 
was  good  for  Nebraska.  That  fact,  how- 
ever, did  not  keep  him  from  thinking  in 
behalf  of  the  whole  United  States. 

He  was  very  jealous  of  our  American 
traditions,  and  he  would  rise  to  defend 
them  at  any  time  when  he  felt  they  were 
being  threatened,  either  from  withto  or 
without. 

I  wish  we  had  more  men  like  Hugh 
BuTLR  to  the  United  States  today.  Per- 
haps he  was  old-fashioned  to  some  re- 
spects. Perhaps  it  was  not  up  to  date  of 
him  to  think  that  all  people  ought  to 
woric  for  a  Uving.  He  certainly  believed 
it.  I  believe  that  his  adherence  to  the 
traditions  upon  which  our  country  was 
founded  was  of  tremendous  value,  and 
for  that  I  h(M  him  to  the  highest  respect. 

We  shall  all  miss  him.  He  had  a  host 
of  friends,  particularly  amcHig  the  farm 
people,  the  wen-king  people,  and  many  of 
the  people  whom  we  choose  to  call  the 
<xxUnary  people.  I  do  not  think  anyone 
will  miss  him  more  than  I  do. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  Joto  to  the  words  of  sym- 
pathy, respect,  and  appreciation  which 
have  been  uttered  by  the  two  new  Sena- 
tors from  NebraslLa  relative  to  that 
splendid  Senator  from  Nebraska.  Hugh 
Butux.  who  passed  away  a  few  months 
ago.  He  certainly  was  a  great  Senator 
and  a  great  American,  and  we  all  mourn 
his  passing. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  Joto  to  the  sentiments  expressed  by 


other  Senators  who  have  paid  tribute  to 
the  memory  of  our  late  ooUeague,  Hueii 
BuTLn.  I  recall  that  on  the  morning  I 
UxA  the  oath  as  a  Senator— and  I  waa 
the  only  Member  of  the  Senate  sworn  m 
at  that  time — Hugh  Burun  was  the  first 
one,  after  I  had  taken  the  oath,  to  aeek 
me  out  and  say  a  word  of  enoouraf  ement 
and  to  refer  to  some  matters  of  ecmimon 
toterest  to  connection  with  Important 
legislation. 

While  I  did  not  serve  with  him  as  a 
member  of  a  c(Hnmlttee.  I  learned  to 
know  him  as  a  Senator  on  the  floor  who 
made  up  his  mtod  with  regard  to  tt» 
soundness  of  legislation  and  then  stood 
firmly  by  his  convictions.  I  learned  to 
know  hhn  also,  Mr.  President,  because  of 
hlB  toterest  to  youth  and  to  the  aman  octf- 
lege,  which  is  one  of  the  great  insttto- 
tions  which  has  help^l  to  make  Amerlea  ^ 
great,  and  which  I  hope  will  never  pass. 
Senator  Butlbr  felt  small  ot^eges  were 
being  engulfed  to  part  t^  the  tumult  and 
the  rush  of  the  times.  He  felt  that  the 
small  colleges  were  very  important  iii 
the  scheme  of  education,  to  twfc-hig  o(m« 
tact  with  oiu-  youth  and  giving  them  per- 
sonal training.  I  did  not  know  that  he  ^ 
had  endowed  so  greatly  such  an  tostlta- 
tion  in  his  home  State,  although  I  did 
know  of  his  deep  toterest  to  the  tra^nliw 
of  youth. 

Mr.  President,  In  that  connection.  I 
raise  a  question  which  was  first  asked  by 
Cicero,  many  centuries  ago,  when  be 
said: 

What  greater  or  better  gift  can  we  trffer  to 
the  republic  than  to  teach  and  Inctmct  oar 

youth? 

That  was  one  of  the  great  contribu- 
tions  of  Hugh  Butlkk.  I  salute  his  mem- 
ory because  of  it.  and,  as  an  American, 
I  am  proud  of  his  fine  work  to  this  tm« 
portant  field  of  endeavor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mt, 
President,  Hugh  Butlkr,  typical  of  the 
great  State  of  Nebraska,  with  her  endleft 
prairies  and  her  deep  rich  soil,  was  a 
solid  ciUzen.  He  was  industrioui. 
honest,  proud,  devoted,  persistent,  con- 
servative, frugal,  gentle,  k£adly.  simple.  * 
and  above  all  absolutely  depoidable  year . 
in  and  year  out.  He  was  generbua. 
When  the  young  lady  to  my  office  waa 
shot  down  by  a  prowler  a  year  ago.  Sen- 
ator Butlkk  started  a  subscription  Hat 
with  a  generous  gift  to  he^  with  her 
heavy  hospital  expenses. 

He  was  a  strong  man  of  fixed  charae- 
ter  and  inflexible  principles.  He  owned 
the  grato  elevator  and  flour  miU  to  the 
village  near  by  the  Nebraska  farm  where 
I  grew  up.  He  was  a  trusted  friend  of  my 
father. 

He  was  devoted  to  Doane  College  at 
Crete,  Nebr.;  to  the  Congregational , 
Church;  to  the  RepubUcan  I^uty;  and  to  * 
his  beloved  State.  No  personal  saerlfioe 
was  too  great  for  any  of  them.  On  emdk 
of  these  great  instltutimis  he  left  the  loi- 
prtot  of  the  nobihty  of  his  character. 

He  was  successful  to  bustoeaa  and  to 
all  of  his  undertakings,  and  yet  fate  waa 
cruel  to  him.  Death  took  both  of  hie 
sons,  his  devoted  wife,  and  hlii  beloved 
brother,  and  left  him  a  very  kmdy  map. 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Uojrd  Smith  and  their 
children  gave  him  a  pleasant  home  life 
m  the  twilight  of  his  stay  on  earth,      i 


'.  '• 

*'i»"» 


f 


I 


I  ft 


111  I 


GCO^GRESSIONAL  RECX)RD  i- SENATE 


November  9 


oC-]iia  httb 

inlccral  pact  of  liim» 

dMtra  to  aenre 

to  tiie  ?cry  bert 

no  oQMf  nriwlnn 

to  his  loTtr  ideali. 


to  bave 

ode  o<  the 
for  thooe  of  as  who 
with  him  to  the  Scaato  of 
ttteiL 

It  hM  b6en  agr  prMkse  to  have 
iMKkod  with  him.  poztieularly  oa  com- 
•ad  there  im  no  better  piaoe  to 
HMhil/  the  mold  to  which  men's 
•meet. 

We  wore  eopatrone  of  the  Oosmratkm 
GoBtral  Aet,  which  the  President  of  the 
Thiltod  States  deaeclbed  as  a  'Ootv  de. 
layad  forwaid  step."  and  the  Comptr<riler 
Ocaeralef  the  Tftdted  States  said  it  was 
"the  most  forward  looklns  and  ootstand- 
ftm  meawre  to  Ito  field"  to  2S  years. 

It  was  eterwltngly  compiex  legislation 
whidi  required  tedious  and  rutniftfiHnf 
preparation,  havlnc  to  do  with  oon- 
troOiiic  the  flrauiBial  aetivitleB  and  the 
finanolal  disbarwinents  of  more  than  48 
Oufcsument  cotpoiattons.  It  was  an 
uidertaking  that  proved  Seqator  Butub 
to  be  a  man  of  qrtendid  entorprise. 

Surely  it  may  be  said  of  lilm  that  he 
was  a  man  patient  with  delay,  a  man 
who  mofed  with  the  confidence  of  reaaon. 
a  man  nho  dreamed  of  hanrests,  and  was 
wUUnv  to  toil  to  produce  them. 

He  had  the  poww  and  the  light  of  a 
dear  eonseience,  and  the  facility  to  con- 
trol his  fears  and  impulses.  He  deemed 
it  his  duty  to  be  useful  to  the  fullest 
extent  of  his  powers.  He.had  the  spirit 
of  work  to  make  the  country  better  for 
his  service  to  the  Senate. 

In  more  recent  y^ars  I  marveled  at  his 
persistence  and  jmfaltering  oourace. 
But  be  must  have  koown  the  comfort  of 
effort. 

Hx  the  tumultuous  days  of  the  past  14 
years,  he  played  his  part  with  modesty 
ahnost  to  the  extrane;  always  with  a 
gentte  wisdom  flowing  from  a  fine  mind 
which  had  dear  conceptian  of  duty  for 
lU  ballast. 

Bis  iadependanoe  of  Intellect  was  eom- 
Mned  with  soodnesB  of  heart.  He  bad 
neither  the  power  nor  the  win  to  hurt. 
and  to  an  of  my  amoriation  with  him  I 
never  saw  an  Indication  of  i»ofane 
thought 

Be  found  pleasure  to  the  true  and  the 
just. 

He  was  a  friend  of  the  kind  we  find 
once  to  a  while;  truly  worthy  of  homage 
on  earth. 

Mr.  CAIULSOtr.  Mr.  President.  I 
would  not  like  to  have  this  cvportonity 
pass  without  pahltcly  eipi  easing  my  i4>- 
predation  Ibr  having  had  the  privilege 
and  opportmdty  of  serving  wltti  the  de- 
parted eoOeagnes  to  whom  we  pay  tribute 
and  hQiMr  toNiay. 

It  so  happens  that  Senator  Borua.  of 
IVetaraaka;  Senator  livna  C.  Hmr,  of 
Wyoming;  and  fTenator  Pax  McCutaAH 
were  ftem  the  great,  wide-open  spaces 
of  the  West    At  tliis  ttoie  I  wish  to  pay 


tributo  to  my  great  friend.  Sena^  Bxrx- 
LSB,  of  Nebraska. 

lir.  President,  it  so  happens  that  this 
is  the  cmt«innlal  year  of  both  Kansas 
and  Ndiraska.  They  were  orgaBolzed  as 
Territories  at  the  same  time.  During 
the  te  years  of  Senator  Butler^s  life  In 
Ndnraska,  he  had  the  opportimity  to 
watch  the  growth  and  development  of 
that  great  Stote.  of  which  he  hecame  a 
part.  To  me.  as  a  Kansan  and  a  neigh- 
bor, the  growth  and  development  of  both 
of  those  Stotes  were  typical  of  the  men 
and  women  who  made  them.  In  the 
great  Midwest  we  have  been  blessed  be- 
cause of , men  and  women  who  have  had 
vision.  But  it  took  more  than  vision  to 
make  those  great  States;  it  took  faith 
and  couilage. 
The  Good  Bo(A  says:  \ 

WlMre  there  is  ix>  vision,  the  peoiile  perish. 

So  we  have  been  blessed  beoaxise  we 
had  men  of  the  type  of  Hugh  Hdtlzr. 

Today,  in  paying  tribute  to  the  memory 
of  Hugh  Bittlxs.  the  thing  I  realize  most 
clearly  is  that  his  deeds  Uve  aflter  him. 
Those  of  us  who  had  the  privilege  of 
kxKmring  his  interest  In  life  and  his  very 
personal  toterest  in  young  people,  as  has 
been  stated  by  the  distinguished  and  able 
Senators  from  Nebraska,  are  aware  of 
his  devotion  to  Doane  College,  which  It 
was  my  privilege  to  visit  with  him  on 
many  occasions.  We  also  know  of  the 
satisfaction  he  obtained  from  life,  and 
especially  from  the  fact  that  lo  many 
of  the  young  men  and  young  women  of 
his  State  had  made  a  mark  In  life.  So 
he  felt  he  had  contributed  by  helping 
to  that  direction. 

•nierefore,  Mr.  President,  as  we  serve 
to  the  legislative  branch  of  our  Govern- 
ment. I  believe  it  is  well  for  ua  to  look 
back  to  the  things  that  mean  so  much 
to  the  individual  as  he  goes  through  life. 

Httgb  Bdtixs  was  a  great  Christian 
leader,  with  devoted  interest  to  the 
church  and  to  young  people. 

In  connection  with  his  service  in  the 
Senate,  it  was  my  privilege  to  serve  with 
him  on  the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 
We  were  very  close;  and  I,  too,  had  an 
opportimity  to  observe  liis  interest  in 
the  welfare  of  the  Nation  and  in  promot- 
ing its  stability  and  progress. 

So,  today,  as  a  native  of  Kansas.  I  wish 
to  pay  tribute  to  a  great  son  of  Nebraska, 
Senator  Hugh  Butlss. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  the  three 
departed  Members  of  this  body  to  whom 
so  many  fitting  and  eloquent  tributes 
have  been  paid  today  aU  came  from  the 

western  section  of  the  United  States 

Hduh  BoTLn  frcnn  Nebraska.  Lcsm 
Huar  from  Wyoming,  and  Pai  McCakiam 
from  Nevada. 

In  Amoican  history  a  high  place  has 
pnqjerly  bem  accorded  to  the  traditions 
of  the  West  to  the  development  of  Amer- 
ican character.  As  one  wlio  lias  Uved 
his  life  to  the  West.  I  think  I  Can  say 
that  there  could  hardly  be  selected  three 
men  who  have  made  greater  contribu- 
tion to  American  character  than  those 
three  men — Httch  Botlex,  LssTzt  Htjwt, 
and  Pat  McCabkah— by  glvtog  to  Amer- 
ica the  spirit  of  the  West. 


Oa  an  earlier  occasion,  on  the  day  fol- 
lowing Senator  Sutler's  passing,  I  spoke 
of  my  personal  acquaintance  with  him. 
which  went  back  farther  than  my  ac- 
quaintonoe  with  any  other  Member  of 
tills  Ixxiy  or  of  the  House. 

I  stiall  not  attempt  to  repeat  what  has 
been  recounted  here  today  to  estimating 
the  great  influence  which  his  life  will 
have  down  through  the  year$  because  of 
the  gifts  he  has  made  to  education  and 
the  encouragement  he  has  given  to 
young  men  and  women  to  oblato  an  edu- 
cation and  equip  themselves  for  life. 

Today  I  should  like  to  express  my  ap- 
preciation of  his  contribution  to  the  West 
because  of  ills  leadersliip  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs, 
his  deep  Interest  in  the  great  program 
of  development  along  the  Missouri  River 
Basin,  his  interest  in  irrigation,  and  his 
interest  in  the  welfare  of  the  stockmen 
in  the  great  open  spaces  of  the  West. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent tiiat  the  remarks  I  made  on  July 
2,  1954,  when  the  death  of  Senator  Bur- 
I.ER,  of  Nebraska,  was  announced  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  be  placed  in  the 
RicoRo  at  this  point,  along  with  other 
tributes  tiiat  have  been  paid  to  the  mem- 
ory of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  remarks 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  RacosD, 
as  follows: 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  while  I  ap- 
predate  the  statement  of  the  majority 
leader  that  at  a  later  time  a  day  will  be 
designated  for  voicing  tributes  to  the 
late  Senator  from  Nebraska,  our  beloved 
colleague,  Hugh  Butler,  I  should  not 
like  tills  day  to  go  by  without  taking 
a  moment  or  two  to  say  something  about 
Hugh  Butler,  and  wliat  he  has  meant 
to  my  section  of  the  country. 

It  was  my  privilege  to  meet  Hugh 
Butler  more  tiian  20  years  ago.  I  be- 
lieve it  was  in  the  fall  of  1933  that  Hugh 
Butler,  as  district  governor  of  Rotory 
International,  came  to  my  hometown 
of  Custer,  in  the  Black  Hills  of  South 
Dakota,  and  presented  to  a  local  group 
at  Sylvan  Lake  their  charter  to  Rotory 
IntemationaL  The  friendship  wliich  be- 
gan more  than  20  years  ago  has  been  one 
of  my  treasured  frlendshlpe  throvigh- 
out  the  years.  I  came  to  know  Hugh 
Butler  then  not  primarily  aj  a  Member 
of  the  United  States  Senate,  but  as  a 
man  who  enjoyed  the  confidence  and 
trust  of  a  great  host  of  people  to  Ne- 
braska and  throughout  that  portion  of 
the  United  States. 

Hugh  Butler  was  the  son  of  a  man  of 
very  modest  means,  so  his  life  story  is 
another  chapter  in  the  characteristic 
pattern  of  America.  He  worked  for  a 
time  on  the  railroad.  I  think  he  teught 
school  for  a  while.  Then  he  worked  to 
a  mlU.  Eventually  he  became  the  owner 
of  a  flour  mill,  and  of  other  mills  and 
elevators,  and  went  toto  the  grain  busi- 
nessOTi  a  much  larger  scale.  He  made 
a  very  substantial  fortune,  but  Hugh 
BxTTLER  was  not  a  man  to  parade  that 
fact,  or  to  say  much  about  it. 

He  had  the  misfortune  to  lose  his  two 
sons  early  to  life.  He  and  Mrs.  BuUer 
then  decided  that  the  money  they  had 
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made  should  be  used  for  the  education  of 
young  people.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  during  the  course  of  his  life  ha 
gave  away  more  than  half  a  mUUon  dol- 
lars to  estoUlsh  schohurships  and  to  con« 
struct  buildings  at  colleges  which  at- 
tracted his  attoiUon  to  one  section  of  the 
country  or  another.  A  great  many  of 
his  bequeste  were  to  Doane  College,  at 
Crete,  of  which  he  himself  was  a  gradu- 
ate. Later  he  moved  to  Omaha,  and  to 
Omaha,  the  principal  city  of  Nebraska, 
Hugh  Butlbr  soon  estoblished  himself 
as  a  man  of  outetonding  reputotion  and 
character. 

He  was  asked  to  serve  to  connection 
with  various  community  enterprises, 
such  as  the  Community  Chest,  the  Red 
Cross,  the  YMCA,  and  other  movemente 
associated  with  doing  something  for 
people.  Though  he  himself  was  the  last 
person  who  would  say  much  about  it,  he 
derived  his  greatest  pleasure  to  dotog 
those  ttitogs  which  contributed  to  the 
improvement  of  the  tot  of  his  fellow  be- 
ings, and  particularly  those  movements 
which  were  associated  with  the  develop- 
ment of  young  people. 

I  recall  the  message  he  sent  to  me 
when  I  was  first  elected  to  Congress.  I 
recall  my  greeting  to  him  when  he  was 
elected  to  the  Senate.  Through  the 
years  there  has  been  a  friendsiilp  which 
held  a  deep  personal  meantog  for  me. 
It  was  built  upon  my  respect  for  a  man 
whom  any  young  man  would  have  been 
pleased  to  call  friend,  uncle,  or  father. 
He  was  that  to  all  of  us,  because  of  the 
personal  toterest  he  took  to  the  ad- 
vancement and  development  of  other 
people. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  on 
July  2.  at  the  time  of  the  announcement 
of  the  death  of  the  late  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Nebraska  (Mr. 
Butler]  I  made  some  remarks  regardtog 
the  life  and  services  of  my  good  friend 
and  distinguished  colleague.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  remarks  I 
then  made  may  he  incorporated  in  the 
Record  at  thi^  point. 

There  beini;  no  objection,  the  remarks 
were  ordered  to  be  prtoted  to  the  Rkcoro, 
as  follows: 

Mr.  KMowijun.  ICr.  PrMident.  test  night 
the  Senate  adjourned  upon  receipt  of  tbe 
news  of  the  death  of  our  Ute  colleague. 
Senator  Hugh  Btttlks,  of  Nebraska. 

I  am  sure  that  every  Member  of  the  Senate 
feels  a  deep  sense  of  personal  loas.  I  havs 
now  served  In  this  body  for  only  approxi- 
mately g  years,  but  during  that  period  of 
time,  and  also  prior  to  my  com'ng  to  the 
Senate.  I  have  had  the  opportimity  <A  know- 
ing Senator  Huoh  Butlxs.  Not  only  was  he 
an  outstanding  dtUen  of  his  State  and  of  the 
NaUon  but  he  was  a  man  who  had  a  deep 
consciousness  of  his  civic  reeponalblUtles.  and 
In  his  home  community  he  participated  In 
many  civic  affairs  which  make  for  a  better 
America. 

HxTQB  Btmja  was  first  elected  to  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  In  1940.  after  serving 
his  party  as  a  county  chairman  and  u  a 
national  committeeman.  Following  his  elec- 
tion to  the  Senate  In  1940,  he  was  reelected 
by  overwhelming  majorities  In  1940  and  In 
1953. 

Senator  Bun.ni  was  the  ranking  RepubU- 
can  member  of  the  Senate  Finance  Commit* 
tee.     He  was  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 


on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs.  In  the  Re- 
pubUean  oooferenoe  he  served  as  chairman 
of  the  ooouBlttae  on  committees.  He  was 
very  brtpfid  to  every  new  Ifember  who  e^»n*^ 
to  th>_aente.  I  beUeve  that  when  Senator 
Hdoi  Bvtub's  legtilatlve  record  Is  studied  It 
will  be  found  that,  while  he  did  not  make 
many  formal  speeches  on  the  floor  of  this 
body,  he  was  in  every  sense  an  effective 
leglalatar.  He  was  diligent  in  attendance  on 
the  committees  of  which  he  was  a  member; 
and  he  recognized  the  Importance,  under 
our  legislative  system,  of  committee  work. 
He  served  as  an  able  and  conscientious  Mem- 
ber of  this  body  almost  to  the  hour  of  his 
death. 

Mr.  President,  when  one  of  our  Members 
?•■■«•  on  It  Is  most  dUBcult  to  realize  that  he 
Is  gone;  but  I  know  that  so  long  as  any  of  us 
shaU  live,  we  shall  have  pleasant  recoUectlons 
of  our  association  with  a  great  citizen  and 
a  great  United  SUtes  Senator— Hugh  Btttleb, 
of  Nebraska. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  should  like 
to  make  a  brief  announcement.  I  have  been 
m  touch  with  the  colleague  of  the  late  Sena- 
tor BuTLn  and  also  with  members  of  his 
■taff.  who  were  In  touch  with  his  family. 
Definite  plans  for  the  funeral  arrangements 
wUl  be  announced  a  little  later:  but  In  order 
that  Senators  may  be  advised  of  at  least  the 
tentaUve  arrangements,  let  me  say  that  I 
understand  there  will  ht  local  services  here 
In  Washington  tomorrow  morning;  that 
Senator  Btmxs's  body  will  then  be  sent  home 
by  train;  and  that  funeral  services  In  Ne- 
braska are  likely  to  be  held  on  Monday  next. 
The  Senators  In  the  funeral  party  may  go 
either  by  train  or  by  plane.  I  imderstand 
that  a  pUne  will  go  to  Nebraska,  so  that  it 
will  be  possible  for  Senators  to  leave  here  on 
Monday  morning  and  return  on  Monday 
night. 

I  do  not  wish  this  announcement  to  be 
taken  as  the  announcement  of  the  final  ar- 
rangements; but  Inasmuch  as  a  number  of 
Senators  have  made  Inquiries.  I  thought  that 
at  jeast  this  tentative  announcement  might 
be  made. 

I  also  wish  to  say  that  after  consultation 
with  both  the  colleague  of  the  late  Senator 
and  members  of  his  staff,  I  have  sUted  that 
at  a  time  convenient  to  them  and  to  the 
f  amUy.  we  shall  set  aside  a  day,  with  advance 
notice,  for  memorial  services  for  the  late 
Senator  from  Nebraska;  and  at  that  time 
appropriate  addresses  can  be  made. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  I  de- 
sire to  Joto  with  my  colleagues  in  ex- 
pressing the  profound  loss  which  was 
suffered  by  msrself.  the  people  of  Ne- 
braska, and  the  Nation,  in  the  passing  of 
my  friend.  Senator  Hugh  Butlks. 

Many  knew  him  longer  and  more  in- 
timately than  I,  but  none  had  greater 
regard  for  his  courage,  his  honesty,  and 
his  devotion  to  the  principles  which  he 
conscientiously  upheld.  Senator  Butlkk 
and  I  served  tcKsether  on  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs when  he  was  the  ranking  member 
of  his  party  <m  that  committee  and  later 
when  he  was  chairman.  On  many  Is- 
sues, we  found  ourselves  to  disagreement, 
yet  he  never  allowed  this  diversity  of 
opinion  to  become  personal,  and  I  always 
knew  that  his  decisions  were  based  on  his 
honest  and  stocere  toterpretotion  of  the 
best  toterests  of  the  pec^le  he  repre- 
sented. 

Huoh  Butlki  was  a  suecenful  busi- 
nessman, an  active  participant  to  the 
civic  and  religious  life  of  bis  Stote,  and 
his  ability  was  recognized  by  the  people 
of  Nebraska,  who  sent  him  to  the  Na- 


tion's Capital  to  serve  them — and  so^e 
them  wen  he  did. 

Many  will  follow  to  his  f ootstepa,  but 
few  will  be  so  venerated  and  beknred'as 
will  Hugh  Buti.k>. 


PATRICK  A.  McCARRAN.  OF  NEVADA 
Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  to  the 
passing  of  Patkzck  A.  McCaska^t  the  Na- 
tion has  lost  a  great  American  and  the 
Stote  of  Nevada  one  of  its  finest  cittens. 
Senator  McCabiam  was  elected  to  the 
United  Stotes  Senate  to  November  of 

1932.  ^^ 

He  served  his  country  to  the  Uhited 
Stotes  Senate  for  22  years.  The  people 
of  our  Stote  reelected  him  to  that  high 
office  three  times.  He  was  56  years  of 
age  when  he  was  first  elected,  and  Wit 
77  years  of  age  when  he  died. 

A    CaSAT    AMBUCAW 

A  product  of  the  University  of  Nevada, 
he  was  grounded  to  the  fundamentals  of 
good  citizenship,  and  had  the  character 
bom  of  the  struggle  to  succeed  to  his 
chosen  profession  of  the  law.  after  work« 
ing  his  way  through  school. 

He  was  a  great  American  with  the 
courage  of  his  convictions,  and  with  the 
background  and  experience  to  Judge  and 
to  evaluate  facte  and  evidence. 
A  KBcoao  or  puauc  snvioi 

Senator  McCAkRAw  was  bom  on  August 
8.  1878,  served  in  our  Stote  legislature 
during  1903,  was  admitted  to  the  Nevuto 
bar  in  1905,  served  as  the  chief  JusUbe 
of  the  Nevada  Supreme  Court  through 
1917  and  1918.  and  was  president  of  the' 
Nevada  Bar  Association  to  1920  and  1921. 

During  his  long  service  to  the  Utoted 
Stotes  Senate  he  served  as  a  member  of 
the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee 
and  as  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee. 

Patrick  A.  McCakkan  was  sworn  toto 
the  United  Stotes  Senate  on  March  3, 

1933,  and  served  eonttouously  to  this  dis« 
tingulshed  body  until  his  death  on  Sep- 
tember 28,  1954. 


BISHOP  DWTSa'S  (aSAT 


cow 


Mr.  President.  Bishop  Robert  J.  Dwyer, 
of  the  Reno  diocese  of  the  CathbUc 
Church.  deUvered  a  touching  eulogy  on 
the  occasion  of  the  funeral  of  Senator 
McCarsan.  I  read  the  closing  para- 
graph of  his  most  appropriate  somoo: 

There  are  those  for  whom  the  memory  of 
his  sweetness  is  transfigured  by  their  tote. 
To  you  of  his  family  and  his  household,  who 
knew  him  best  and  therefore  loved  hlm'bMtJ 
our  sympathy  In  this  hour  of  Mtter  pato. 
May  yours  be  the  comfort  of  aU  good  Chrto- 
tlans  who  trust  in  the  everlasting  mercy 
and  through  their  tears  k>ok  meekly  up  to 
Christ,  the  God  of  all  coneolatton.  PataKK 
McCabbaw  wm  be  long  remembered  by  ua. 
but  never  forgotten  by  his  mothmr  the 
church.  UntU  time  shall  be  no  taxm  she  wm 
number  him  anwng  those  nnnntleas  'aoals 
for  whom  she  prays  unceasliigly:  "Stsmel 
rest  grant  unto  them,  O  Lord,  aiMl  let  tbm 
light  perpetual  shine  on  them.  May  his  soul 
and  the  souls  of  all  the  faithful  departed 
rest  In  peace.    Amen.** 


C^« 


Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  .^ 
sent  to  have  included  to  the  Racoaa  at 
this  potot,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  the 
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.  «C  IWaiiop  Botart  J.  Dwyer  from 
iMt^  I  bave  Juit  quoted  a  pcnwramb. 


•sfoilowB: 


to  be  pttetad  In  tlw  Rwon, 


J.  Dwm, 


-And  let 


:  1m  ft  tang  tlnw  icmsni^ 

up  for  as  our  mils  that 

I  Mt  19  tttm  gBtw  sad  tha 

wtoo  rihTrtlt  «nr  hmmw"    (SoelMlactl- 

)bi  thtt  sotaniiilty  of  this  hour,  here  before 
tlM  attar  at  Ood.  w«  baTB  oftawTttw  etanua 
■■ettte*  <rf  tbm  Maaa  for  «  Olurtatlan  aoul. 
It  Is  hare  that  the  whole  divine  democraey  at 
the  ehaMh  is  aanttest.  She  psrf  amis  this 
for  all  her  ehlklren  as 
from  Umm  to  eternity,  from  this 
to  the  unsnrtlnf  hereafter.  Vat  poor 
•ad  zleh  alike,  for  the  Amoos  and  the  ob- 
scure, her  -prayer  is  the  same,  her  essential 
oetertng  Is  the  same.  For  in  death,  which 
has  been  described  as  the  great  lereler.  we 
vm  all  one  in  our  need. 

Oar  need  la  sslvatlon.  Children  of  Adam 
•s  we  are.  helia  of  his  primal  fault,  we  cannot 
ftnd  that  ealratUm  In  omseltes  or  In  the  lm« 
of  our  hands.  At  life's  end  we 
and  as  utterly  ImpowrldMd 
latowentraaoelntott.  May  more, 
ae  mm  faea  tha  judgment  aaat  oi  XUvlae  Jns- 
tlioa  Whnaair.  we  are  acutely  ooneeious  of  the 
craahlng  truth  of  that  phrase  of  the  Uturgy: 
"Xa  thy  sight,  O  Lord,  shall  no  man  be  Justi- 
fied, unless  throu^  Thee  he  find  forglTeness 
Jar  his  stas.** 

Our  h^lM  of  salvation  Is  in  Christ  Jssus  our 
Iiord.  Be  U  la.  tbe  second  Adam,  wbo  by  hie 
fUBamatJon  and  his  death  on  the  eroee  has 
tt  possible  for  OB  to  fulfill  the  original 
Of  our  ereatkm.  Por  we  were  not 
11^  the  hand  of  God  to  IlTe  our  brief 
mpaaa.  and  than  to  die;  we  were  created  that 
we  Bul^it  live  forever  with  CkxL  We  were  not 
plaoed  here  on  earth  to  suflOr  fortune's  ont- 
ngeous  sUngs  and  anrawa  as  an  end  In  Itself, 
•8  thou^  God  were  aome  omnipotent  sadist 
rejoicing  In  our  misery.  We  are  here,  instead. 
In  order  to  sVall  ouiseltes  of  that  salvatllon 
our  divine  Ziord  purchased  for  us  at  so  great  a 


aalyatlon  Is  the  )olnt  work  of  God  and  the 
SadtHdiial  aooL  necauae  He  faaa  made  ua 
tree.  God  will  not  force  his  grace  upon  usl 
He  shows  us  the  way.  He  provldee  us  with  the 
m»p  of  life.  He  offers  us  his  supernatural 
help,  and  then  He  leatvee  the  dedaion  up  to 
vs.  "Hie  ordinary  way  at  salvation  for  the 
CkKlaUaB  la  the  church  our  Lord  estahltehed 
here  on  earth,  with  his  divine  guaranty  that 
the  gates  of  hen  Should  not  prevail  against 
her.  Ilie  map  of  life  is  his  revelation  taught 
wa  by  that  ttaanA,  the  things  we  are  to  be- 
Uee*  la  la  order  to  know  Oie  truth,  the  things 
WB  are  to  do  la  ordsr  to  live  the  truth.  And 
his  aupamatnral  ha^  la  our  sharing  of  hla 
own  dlvlae  Ufa  oomsumlcated  to  ue  by 
aaaetlfying  graoe. 

The  bnstnsss  of  llviag  the  fifcn«tlyn  life 
laara  below  la  what  la  required  of  us.  rrheee 
thln^i,  O  aaan.  have  X  requhed  of  thee,  that 
thou  do  Jostlee  and  Judgment,  and  that  thou 
waik  sollcfttoNisly  with  thy  God."  But  the 
problem  of  the  Ohrlstlan  lite  is  the  tempta- 
tkms  with  which  tt  is  beeet.  They  cone  from 
tba  world  aiound  vs.  wbleh  wovld  hv«  w 
forget  Ood  and  think  only  of  thla  life  and  its 
Bd  plsasures;  from  our 
human  aatnrs.  which  would 
and  self-lnduHrence  for 
Godb  tew.  and  from  thoae  powers  xtf  evU 
which  are  forever  waalug  to  ikatiuj  the 
Image  of  God  in  man. 

80  tt  ia  tlMt  tbe  life  or  any  individual 
Camattaa  la  of  musasHj  a  eanstant  warfare. 
We  are  caned  1)y  Ood  to.be  saints:  we  are 
caUcd  by  the  world,  the  flesh,  and  the  Devil 


to  b»  the  very  <^ipo8lte,  to  throw  away  our 
hope  of  salvation  for  the  tinsel  satisfaction 
at  the  moment,  for  love  of  gain  or  love  of 
power  or  love  of  Uiat  which  is  forl^tdden  by 
the  eternal  wisdom.  Left  to  ouif^ves  we 
should  surely  fall.  But  we  are  not  ^t  alone. 
cairlst  our  Lord  fights  our  battle  with  us  and 
for  ua.  Hla  word  of  eneouragemeiit  to  the 
Apostle  Paul  is  our  glorious  assurance: 
"My  graoe  Is  enougb  for  thee;  my  ctrength 
finds  Its  fuU  scope  in  tby  weakness." 

The  Christian,  moreover,  as  a  member  of 
that  mystical  body  of  Christ  whi^  Is  the 
church,  shares,  by  means  of  divlbe  grace, 
the  communion  of  saints.  As  a  soldier  of  the 
church  militant  here  on  earth  he  fights 
shoulder  to  shoulder  with  the  Blessed  Mother 
of  God  and  with  all  those  who  have  won  the 
final  victory.  Even  death  itself  brings  no 
interruption  to  that  communion,  but  rather 
Ita  fulfillment.  If  the  end  of  life's  Joiirney 
finds  the  soiil  not  yet  prepared  for  the  full- 
nees  of  the  bl.essed  vision  of  Ood.  which  is 
the  essential  Joy  of  heaven,  that  cotnmunlon 
Is  Its  solace  and  strength  through  its  sea- 
eon  of  ultimate  piirgation.  It  is  not  in  vain, 
then,  that  we  pray  for  the  dead,  thq^  we  offer 
for  the  souls  of  the  faithful  departed  the 
sacrifice  of  the  Mass.  It  Is,  rather,  as  com- 
municating to  one  another  the  ineffable  mys- 
tery of  God's  loving  kinriny^Hi  an4  infinite 
mercy. 

This  Is  our  office  here  today.  The  finger  of 
God  has  reached  out  and  touched  one  of 
ours,  a  fellow  Christian,  a  member  of  the 
church  militant,  a  sharer  of  the  communion 
of  saints.  In  our  sorrow  we  moutn  not  as 
those  who  have  no  hope,  but  inune4lately  we 
set  about  doing  for  him,  quite  Inivldually, 
what  the  church  teaches  us  to  do  for  all 
the  faithful  departed.  We  have  brought 
Christ  down  upon  our  altar  to  renew  His 
sacrifice  of  the  cross  in  expiation  of  his  sins, 
for  the  speedy  remission  of  whatever  pun- 
ishment may  remain  for  him,  so  that  at 
God's  own  appointed  hour  he  may  f  nter  into 
the  bliss  o*  Heaven,  there  to  rSign  with 
Christ  forever. 

And  this,  my  dear  people.  Is  all  that  really 
matters.  It  is  of  little  moment  n^w  to  the 
aoul  of  PaXBiCK  McCassam  that  we  should 
praise  him  or  blame  his  life's  achievement. 
The  words  of  Francis  "Thompson  on.  the  dead 
cardinal  of  Westminster  come  to  mind: 

"I  will  not  perturbate  thy  para<fi8al  state 
With  praise  of  thy  dead  days. 

"To  the  new-heavened  say.  'Spirit,  thou 
were  fine  day':  This  do  thy  pmlse  who 
knew." 

Ptom  the  further  shore  now  his  bands  are 
stretched  to  us  his  brethren  In  Christ,  be- 
seeching, not  praise,  but  prayers.  "Be  mind- 
ful of  me.  at  least  you  my  friends,  for  the 
hand  of  the  Lord  hath  touched  me." 

Yet  It  is  worth  noting,  not  for  his  sake 
but  for  oiirs.  that  oin*  Commonwealth  and 
nation  are  the  poorer  for  his  passing. 
Tlirou«^  long  years  of  public  service  he  la- 
bored hard  and  eealously  for  the  things  he 
valued,  and  it  is  significant  that  time  is 
demonstrating  ever  more  emphatically  how 
right  he  was  on  most  of  the  issu^  of  his 
p<Hltlcal  career.  No  man  Is  omniscient,  no 
man  of  himself  Infallible.  But  some  men 
are  given  the  of^xirttmity  of  using  tlieir  gifts 
wisely  and  well.  He  was  of  that  ninnber 
and  our  country,  at  this  grim  crisis  of  her 
experience  can  ill  afford  to  spare  his  counsel. 

He  was  not  unlike  that  Nehemlas  of 
ancient  Israel,  who  sought  to  rebuild  the 
shattered  kingdom.  In  an  era  of  economic 
chaoe,  followed  by  devastating  war.  and 
marked  by  emergence  of  strange  thseats  and 
heresies  which  would  destroy  our  Christian 
dvUlaattoi.  he  eought  to  lift  up  the  walls  of 
the  citadel  and  to  put  the  city  in  state  of 
defense.  He  was  one  of  the  first  of  our 
sUtesmen  to  sense  the  peril  and  k>  sound 
««to<»to.  For  this,  surely,  he  win  be  long 
remcBdiered.  remembered  as  a  great  Ameri- 
can. ^ 


Inevitably,  I  suppose,  we  recall  QriiBth's 
famous  description  of  Wolsey : 

"He  was  a  scholar,  and  a  r^  and  good 
one;  exceeding  wise,  fair-spoken,  and  per- 
suading: lofty  and  sour  to  tbdm  that  lov'd 
him  not,  but  to  those  men  that  sought  bim 
sweet  as  Bummer." 

There  are  those  for  whom  tlie  memory  of 
his  sweetness  is  transfigured  by  their  love. 
To  you  of  his  family  and  his  household,  who 
knew  him  best,  and  therefore  lo»ed  him  best, 
oxir  sympathy  in  this  hour  of  bitter  pain. 
May  yovirs  be  the  comfort  of  all  good  Chris- 
tians who  trust  In  the  everlasting  mercy,  and 
through  their  tears  look  meekly  up  to  Christ, 
the  Ood  of  all  consolation.  Patsicx  Mc- 
Cakran  will  be  long  remembered  by  us,  but 
never  forgotten  by  his  mother  the  church. 
Until  time  shall  be  no  more  we  will  num- 
ber him  among  thoee  countless  souls  for 
whom  she  prays  unceasingly:  Eternal  rest 
grant  unto  them.  O  Lord,  and  let  the  light 
perpetual  shine  on  them.  May  his  soul  and 
the  souls  of  all  the  faithful  departed  rest 
in  peace.    Amen. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  Presitfent,  I  have 
before  me  messages  from  some  great 
Americans  who  recognized  Senator  Mc- 
Carram  for  what  he  was.  One  is  a  tele- 
gram from  Bernard  Baruch.  dated  Sep- 
tember 29,  1954,  to  Mrs.  Pat  McCarran. 
Reno,  Nev.,  which  reads  as  follows: 

Please  accept  for  yourself  and  family  my 
deep  sympathy  in  your  great  Iota.  The  Sen- 
ator was  a  fearless  determined  believer  in 
and  protector  of  ovir  Constitution  and  the 
institutions  established  imder  it.  We  shall 
all  miss  him. 

BaaKAao  Babucb. 

The  next  telegram  Is  trom  Uoyd 
Wright,  president  of  the  American 
Bar  Association,  addressed  to  Mrs.  Pat 
McCarran,  which  reads  as  follows: 

I  learned  with  shock  and  grief  of  the  death 
of  Senator  McCAxaAN.  He  was  one  of  the 
Nation's  foremost  citizens,  and  his  construc- 
tive work  in  CongrsEs  has  give*  him  a  last- 
ing place  as  legisUtor  and  patriot.  The 
American  Bar  Association  has  valued  iiigiUy 
his  friendship,  cooperation,  ang  advice,  and 
will  miss  him  sorely.  The  board  of  governors 
Joins  with  me  in  mourning  the  passing  of  a 
friend  and  counselor.  The  American  lawyer 
and   the   Nation   have    lost   a   great   friend. 

With  slncerest  sympathy. 

LLom  WaicHT, 
President,  American  Bar  Association. 

The  next  telegram  is  addreesed  to  Mrs. 
McCarran.  dated  September  29  1»54 
reading  as  follows:  '  ' 

In  Senator  McCassan's  death  we  mourn 
the  loss  of  a  great  legislator  and  a  great 
Jurist.  His  work  as  an  associate  Justice  of 
this  court  from  1913  through  1918  and  as 
chief  justice  in  1917  and  1918  was  marked 
by  learned  and  scholarly  opinions.  HU  in- 
terest in  the  high  standards  of  the  bench  and 
bar  continued  through  his  later  career  We 
personally  grieve  for  the  loss  of  a  good  and 
loyal  friend  and  extend  to  you  and  to  your 
son  and  daughters  otu-  deep  sympathy. 
Edgas  Eathoi. 

Chief  Jiutice. 
Charles  M.  Mtaanx, 

Asaociate  Justice. 
Mn.Toir  B.  Bao^. 
Associate  Juatice.  Supreme  Court  oi 
Nevada.  j 

The  next  telegram  is  dated  September 
29,  1954,  addressed  to  Mrs.  Pat  McCar- 
ran. from  John  Edgar  Hooyer.  It  reads 
as  follows: 

The  news  of  the  Senator's  passing  Is  a 
shock  to  all  of  us  who  have  had  the  privilege 
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of  his  friendship.  The  Hatloa  has  lost  ona 
of  ita  great  leaders.  I  do  want  tha  family 
and  you  to  know  of  my  heartfelt  sympathy 
and  sorrow  at  the  Senator's  insstng  His 
work  will  remain  a  living  inspiration  to  thoeci 
dedicated  to  preserving  the  American  way  of 
life. 

Sincerely, 

JORH  EbOAS  HOOVEL 

Mr.  President,  Senator  McCAaaAJi  is 
survived  by  his  wife,  Harriet  McCarran. 
She  is  loved  and  respected  by  all  who 
know  her. 

In  closing,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  re- 
peat that  Senator  McCarran  was  a  man 
noted  for  his  deep  convictions  and  the 
courage  to  fight  for  them.  He  was  a 
fighter,  Mr.  President  He  had  close 
friends  and  bitter  enemies,  who,  regard- 
less of  their  position,  respected  his  in- 
tegrity and  his  great  devotion  to  his 
country. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  it 
was  with  a  great  deal  of  sadness  that  all 
Members  of  the  Senate  learned  of  the 
passing  of  Senator  Pat  McCaaaAM.  As 
has  been  previoiisly  pointed  out,  after  a 
long  and  distinguished  career  in  his  na- 
tive SUte.  he  came  to  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  in  1933  and  served  for  a 
period  of  more  than  21  years  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  body.  That  is  the  same  as  the 
span  of  time  from  the  birth  of  an  Amer- 
ican until  he  reaches  his  voting  majority 
in  most  of  the  States  of  the  Union. 

Pat  McCarkan  was  a  strong  man,  and, 
as  in  the  case  of  moat  strong  men.  be  was 
a  controversial  figure  in  some  quarters, 
but  he  commanded  the  respect  of  the 
men  with  whom  he  served  in  the  Senate, 
as  much  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  as  on 
the  side  on  which  he  sat. 

Pat  McCairam  was  a  believer  in  our 
constitutional  system.  He  was  a  be- 
liever in  the  two-party  system  of  govern- 
ment, and  yet,  though  a  strong  and  fair 
partisan,  he,  nevertheless,  on  numerous 
occasions  placed  his  country  above  his 
party,  as  I  think  the  Nation  expects  any 
man  to  do  when  the  issues  are  sub- 
stantial 

Pat  McCarran's  name  is  probably  on 
as  much  legislation  as  is  the  name  of  any 
other  person  who  has  sat  ih  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States. 

When  I  first  came  to  the  Senate  from 
the  State  of  California,  some  9  years  ago, 
1  had  known  of  Senator  McCarraw.  To 
me,  at  least,  he  was  one  of  the  leading 
figures  in  the  United  States  Senate.  I 
early  paid  a  call  upon  him  as  a  matter  of 
respect,  as  I  did  to  most  of  the  other 
Senators,  if  not  aU  of  them,  who  were 
serving  in  the  Senate  at  that  time.  Sen- 
ator McCarran  received  me  with  unfail- 
ing courtesy  and  gave  me  a  lot  of  what  I 
then  felt  and  now  feel  was  good  advice 
with  respect  to  the  Senate  as  an  institu- 
tion and  on  the  responsibiliUes  of  a  Sen- 
ator. He  spoke  also  in  a  friendly  way 
about  some  of  my  new  colleagues  in  the 
Senate,  and  told  me  what  their  back- 
grounds were.  I  have  always  considered 
that  to  have  been  valuable,  helpful 
Information. 

After  I  had  gained  some  seniority  In 
the  Senate,  where  seniority  means  a 
great  deal,  though,  in  contrast  wltti  that 
of  Senator  McCarran,  mine  was  very 
little,  I  was  privileged  to  become  a  mem- 
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ber  of  the  Oonunlttee  on  ApproprlatioDs. 
That  was  the  only  committee,  service  I 
had  with  Pat  McCarran,  for  he  served 
also  on  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
and  on  several  occasions  was  chairman  of 
that  powerful  and  Important  committee 
ofthe  Senate.  But  on  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  I  had  the  opportunity  to 
obsCTve  his  work.  I  was  privileged  to  sit 
across  the  table  from  him  and  to  serve 
on  several  subcommittees  vrtth  him.  I 
found  him  to  be  well  versed  in  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  and  in  the 
problems  of  the  Oovemment.  Likewise, 
I  found  him  to  be  helpful  in  working  out 
many  of  the  great  problems  which  come 
before  that  important  committee  of  the 
Senate. 

No  person  could  have  attended  the 
services  held  hi  Reno  for  Senator  Mc- 
Carran and  have  seen  the  great  outpour- 
ing of  the  people  of  his  native  State 

and,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  he  is  the  only 
native  son  of  Nevada  to  have  been  United 
States  Senator  from  that  State — without 
realiting  that  those  people,  from  all 
walks  of  life,  were  saddened  as  though 
by  the  death  of  a  close  relative.  Not 
only  did  I  observe  them  at  the  services 
which  were  held,  but  I  also  observed 
them  along  the  streets  as  we  passed  by. 
They  recognized,  as  I  think  the  country 
recognized,  that  a  giant  had  fallen,  and 
they  reacted  as  the  circimistances  in- 
dicated. 

In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
In  our  respect  for  m«i,  we  have  never 
let  the  center  aisle  divide  us.    I  hope  the 
time  will  never  come  when  we  shall  let 
the  center  aisle  divide  us  from  recog- 
nizing   that    although    we    may    differ 
among  ourselves  and  may  vote  on  op- 
posite sides  of  many  great  issues  before 
the  Senate,  we  hold  in  respect  the  views 
and  opinions  of  all  our  colleagues.   Al- 
though actually  the  public  may  not  real- 
ise it,  there  are  many  times  when  we 
cross  the  aisle,  often  on  controversial 
subjects,  as  Senator  McCarran  did.  when 
he  felt  his  country's  future  was  at  stake. 
The  outstanding  example.  I  suppose,  was 
the  bill  which  would  have  enlarged  the 
membership  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States.    I  was  not  a  Member 
of  the  Senate  at  that  time,  but  I  closely 
followed  the  debate  and  the  discussion. 
The  measure  had  the  sponsorship  of  the 
then  President  of  the  United  States,  who 
was  a  member  of  Senator  McCasran's 
party.    It  had  the  sponsorship  of  a  Pres- 
ident who  had  an  overwhelming  major- 
ity m  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. It  was  sponsored  by  a  Pres- 
ident who  was.  perhaps,  at  the  he^ht 
of  his  power.    Yet,  after  due  delibera- 
tion— and  I  have  spoken  about  this  with 
aome  of  the  Senator's  colleagues  who 
were  Members  of  the  Senate  at  the 
time— Senator  McCarran  became  con- 
vinced that  it  would  be  a  great  danger 
to  American  institutions  to  disturb  the 
Suprane  Court  of  the  United  States  in 
the  fashion  the  President  proposed,  be- 
cause it  might  establish  a  precedent 
which  would  rise  to  plague  the  Repiddic 
long  years  after  those  who  were  then 
serving  had  gone. 

For  that  reason,  he  assumed  the  re- 
sponsibility—and it  was  a  serious  re- 


sponsibility, mider  the  circumstances— 
of  opposing  the  proposed  legislation.  He 
tocrik  a  leading  part  in  seeing  to  it  that 
the  bill  was  not  passed.  Many  other 
Senators  stood  with  him.  and  I  f^iny 
that  by  both  RepuMlcans  and  Demo- 
crats, Americans  all.  there  is  nofw  a  ree- 
ognitlon  that  a  deep  debt  of  gratttude  la 
owed  Senator  McCairan. 

The  distinguished  mlnorltj  leader,  in 
his  very  able  presentation  regardtnc  the 
passing  of  our  late  colleague  and  friend. 
pointed  out,  I  think  quite  truthfully,  that 
it  will  be  a  long  time,  if  ever,  before  this 
Chamber  again  sees  the  like  of  Pat  Mc- 
Carran. He  was  a  bold  and  courageoos 
man,  who  won  the  respect  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  body,  both  on  this  side  of  tbe 
aisle  and  on  the  other. 

To  his  wife  and  ststers.  and  to  other 
members  of  his  family,  our  deepest  aym- 
pathy  goes  forth.  So  long  as  the  Seimte 
shall  continue  as  a  body  the  «atw^  of  Far 
McCarran  will  be  remembered  here;  and 
BO  long  as  some  of  us  shall  live,  be  tt  f or 
a  short  or  a  long  time,  the  pleasure  we 
derived  from  associatirai  with  Pat  Mc- 
Cairan and  having  him  as  a  frimd  will 
abide  with  us. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  rise  to  express  my  deep  roqwefc 
and  great  affection  for  the  late  Senator 
Patrick  McCaisan. 

Every  present  Member  of  the  Senate 
knew  Pat  McCarran  and  respected  hte 
wonderful  ability  and  loved  him  for  his 
personal  qualities.  During  my  flnt  3 
years  in  the  Soiate  I  had  the  honor  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Judiciary  Conmit- 
tee.  of  which  Senator  McCAaaAw  was 
chairman.  Througrh  that  eq;>erlenM  I 
learned  of  his  unfailing  courtesy  and 
consideration  for  his  colleagues  and  of 
his  great  and  outstanding  abUity  to  kr^p 
his  eye  on  his  objective  and  to  drive  Uanl 
to  attain  it. 

It  is  accurate  to  say  that  he  wm  n 
leader  of  his  party  in  Nevada  and  in  the 
United  States  for  almost  half  a  oentoxy. 
He  has  left  behind  him  a  great  reoorjl  as 
a  distmguished  Jurist,  because  of  his 
aervioe  on  the  Nevada  Supt^eme  Comrt. 
as  both  an  associate  justice  and  a»cfatef 
Justice,  and  later  as  a  distinguisted  Judi- 
cial authority  because  of  his  chairBMUi- 
ship  of  our  Judiciary  Committee. - 

•In  the  field  of  foreign  affairs,  although 
he  was  not  on  the  Foreign  Rela^tans 
Committee,  I  always  frit  a  close  ufedon 
with  him  because  of  our  common  ap- 
proach to  the  difficult  problems. in,  the 
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Senator  McCarian  was  an  outstand- 
ingly valuable  member  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party,  and  yet  he  was  a  man  of 
independent  mind  and  of  Independent 
action  when  he  felt  that  there  were  at 
stake  Issues  which  he  should  support, 
even  though  they  might  not  be  imme- 
diately in  line  with  the  prevaiUng  posi- 
ti(m  In  his  own  party. 

In  my  memory  he  stands  out  as  a  great 
defender  ol  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  and  as  an  hen^  flgtuw 
dedicated  to  protecttaiv  his  beloved  oo«b- 
try  fran  enemies  without  or  sabvwsloaa 
within.  His  love  of  and  dedication  to 
the  constttution  of  the  United  Stotealsd 
him  vigorously  to  oppose  the  unfortunate 
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«NBHPMkii«  bin  which  thrMtnwd  the 
qnUfwmncft    <tf    the   dMakm   of 
tnMler  the  United  States  Oooett- 


Ideitreftopfty  tbii  tribute  of  respect 
to  and  apmetetkm  of  a  great  Ameri- 
eaa.  lira.  Smith  Joiiis  me  in  expieaaing 
our  deepert  sympathies  to  his  wife,  to 
his  son.  axkd  to  his  daughters. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  Pat  Mc- 
CMMOuafB  outstanding  qoiaitF  was  his 
sturdy  Amcricantwn. 

His  nnswenrlng  derotkm  to  the  prin- 
ciples In  which  he  beliered  rose  above 
partfeon  polities.  Once  convinced  he  was 
rli^  he  fought  f <»*  his  convictions  with 
liaOhite  courage  and  uncompromtring 
determination,  regardless  of  the  odds 
against  him. 

BftT  McCsssiw  rose  to  greatness  as  a 
statesman.  Jurist,  and  legislator.  In  a  way 
that  Is  typieally  American.  He  had  a 
humble  start  in  Uf e  as  the  son  of  poor 
immigrantB  from  Ireland.  It  was  no  easy 
task  for  him  to  acquire  an  education,  but 
his  earty  8tn«gles  shaped  his  career  and 
built  the  strength  of  character  that  was 
to  serve  his  State  and  the  Nation  so  ably 
in  his  long  and  brilliant  cax««r. 

No  one  in  the  Senate  battled  more  vig- 
ofoody  than  he  to  make  America  strong, 
to  drive  out  the  poisonous  influence  of 
communism,  and  to  defend  our  Republic 
against  every  other  form  of  un-American 
doctrine. 

I  Join  in  paying  tribute  to  Pat  Mc- 
CssMjf  as  a  great  Attericaa.  a  great 
etatiwmflTi.  and  a  great  patriot,  who  was 
-aibnired  and  loved  by  all  who  had  the 
privaege  of  his  frienddiip.  To  his  loved 
ones  I  extend  mj  deepest  sympathy. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, Pat  MoCabkam  was  truly  one  of  the 
strong  men  of  our  tlmot. 
.  He  was  a  giant  who  plimged  fearlessly 
Into  the  controversies  of  our  day — an 
elemental  force  who  refused  to  drift 
with  the  currents  and  tides. 

In  a  very  real  sense.  Pat  McCauan 
has  not  passed  frtnn  our  midst.  A  man 
of  such  passionate  convictions  always 
leaves  bdiind  him  monuments  that 
endure. 

His  life  was  rich  and  full— a  life  of 
achievement.  There  was  no  one  so  ca- 
pable of  setting  a  dear  goal  and  reach- 
ing tliat  goal  by  the  shortest  and  most 
direct  route. 

There  were  many  people  for  Pat  Mc- 
Casxaw  and  against  him.  But  nobody 
waa  Indifferent  He  loomed  too  large 
on  the  national  scene  to  be  ignored.  His 
-  influence  on  history  was  too  great  to  be 
disinlHsed  with  a  footnote  or  a  column 
of  figures  in  the  appendix. 

Re  coupled  one  of  the  keenest  minds 
of  bQr,4ay  #ith  strong  convlc^ns  and 
indomitable  courage.  The  combination 
added  up  to  one  of  the  most  effective 
forces  I  have  seen  during  my  years  in 
Washington. 

To  Pat  McCAUAir,  m  mlnclple  was 
aomething  to  be  graced  firmly  and 
translated  into  action.  He  was  unyield- 
ing in  his  defense  <a  wt&t  he  believed  to 
be  right;  unrelenting  in  his  attack 
against  what  he  believed  to  be  wrong. 


And  at  all  times,  he  kept  the  interests 
of  his  people  in  the  forefront  of  his 
mind. 

Pat  McCaksan  has  passed  iQto  the 
history  of  our  country  and  the  legend 
azkl  lore  of  the  Senate.  We  shall  not 
soon  see  his  like  again. 

But  of  this  I  am  confident.  When 
Pat  McCaksan  went  to  his  eternal  re- 
ward, I  know  he  went  fearless  and  un- 
afraid. He  walked  with  the  clear 
conscience  of  a  man  who  met  life  with. 
an  undaunted  spirit  and  who  never  hesi- 
tated to  meet  an  issue. 

He  was  devout  and  coumgeous. 
Those  are  qualities  which  he  possessed 
in  full  measure. 

In  his  passing,  he  left  behind  a  heri- 
tage of  strength  and  love  of  country 
which  will  comfort  his  grieving  family 
beyond  any  material  possessio^is.  He 
was  a  man — a  giant  of  a  man — and  such 
men  are  not  soon  forgotten^ 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  R-esident,  the 
heart  of  our  Nation  is  hea\|r  todsy.  Its 
head  is  bowed.  A  grateful  pecnie  are 
saddened  by  the  death  of  their  faithful 
servant.  Pat  McCarran.  When  I  heard 
of  the  death  of  Pat  McCarran.  I  thought 
of  a  prayer  which  I  once  heard,  which 
ran  as  follows:  I 

0  Ood,  when  I  die,  dont  let  zn<  die  by 
incbea.  Let  me  go  down  as  a  giant  oAk  felled 
by  a  woodsman's  ax,  and  let  there  be  a  void 
against  the  sky. 

In  the  words  of  Edwin  Markham : 

And   when   he  fell  in   whirlwind,   be   went 

down 
As  when  a  kingly  cedar — green  with  boughs 
Goes  down  with  a  great  shout  upon  the  htlls 
And  leares  a  lonesome  space  against  the  sky. 

1  think  that  prayer  was  truly  aoswered 
in  the  case  of  Pat  McCarran.  Xn  him 
were  personified  the  noblest  attriliiutes  of 
the  Republic — reverence  of  God  mad  love 
of  liberty. 

Mumble  in  victory,  without  rahcor  in 
doeat  he  ta-aveled  far  along  lif<i's  road 
to  great  achievement.  Service  to  others 
is  the  toll  we  pay  as  we  travel  life's  high- 
way. For  every  mile  along  his  way,  he 
paid  in  devoted  service  to  his  fellewman. 

He  was  clear  of  thought  and  blunt  in 
speech  but  sincere  conviction  tang  in 
every  word.  As  Lincoln  said  of  Henry 
Clay: 

lUs  eloquence  did  not  consist,  m  many 
fine  specimens  at  eloquence  do,  of  types  and 
figures,  elegant  arrangement  of  words  and 
sentences,  but  rather  of  that  deeply  earnest 
and  impassioned  tone  and  manner  which 
oan  proceed  only  from  great  sincerity  and 
tborougb  conviction  in  the  speaker  of  the 
Justice  of  his  cause.  He  never  spoke  merely 
to  be  heard. 

Oreed  for  power  never  goaded  him. 
There  was  no  scheming  and  no  con- 
niving In  his  makeup.  Pat  MoCarran 
would  not  compromise  with  wrong  nor 
waver  on  a  principle.  He  did  not  run 
with  demagogs. 

A  great  man  of  God  in  a  Senate  prayer 
said — as  we  well  remember — "O  Lord, 
give  us  men  with  a  mandate  higher  than 
the  ballot  box."  That  prayer  was  an- 
swered in  Pat  McCarran.  He  seemed 
touched  with  a  quality  which  came  from 
beyond  the  greed,  the  pettiness,  the 
passing  passions  of  the  hour. 


/ 
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Like  Thomas  Jefferson  he  waged  an 
tinrelenting  war  on  all  forms  Of  granny 
over  the  minds  of  men.  He  cbampioned 
unpopular  causes  and  espoused  unortho- 
dox Views  regardless  of  political  conse- 
quences. He  insisted  on  the  $ame  right 
for  others.  In  exercising  the  right  of 
every  American  to  challenge  the  validity 
of  all  doctrines  and  of  all  beliefs,  he  was 
nevertheless  aware  of  a  profound  politi- 
cal paradox — that  some  things  are  be- 
yond challenge.  One  does  not  challenge 
the  value  of  freedom;  one  does  not  ques- 
tion that  mankind  has  inherent  God- 
given  rights;  one  does  not  doubt  the 
value  of  the  American  Constitution  to 
secure  those  rights;  one  does  not  doubt 
that  those  rights  are  divinely  bestowed. 
All  this  is  a  matter  of  political  and  re- 
ligious faith,  without  which  no  political 
leader,  whatever  his  talents,  can  be 
called  great  in  the  American  tradition. 
The  American  system,  as  lie  so  well 
knew,  is  truly  builded  upon  a  spiritual 
foundation.  Inspired  by  Pat  McCar- 
ran's  devotion  to  individual  liberty,  new 
leaders  will  arise  to  carry  the  torch  of 
true  liberalism  toward  the  final  goal. 

Pat  McCarran's  whole  life  was  one 
of  deep  convictions,  of  confidence  in  the 
ultimate  victory  of  right  and  righteotis- 
ness.  When  convinced  of  the  rightness 
of  a  cause,  he  stood  firm  even  thougli 
he  stood  alone. 

I  think  perhaps  the  greatest  tribute  to 
Pat  McCarran  was  paid  by  the  worst 
newspaper  in  the  country,  the  Daily 
Worker.  Upon  Pat's  death,  before  he 
was  even  buried,  that  newspaper 
launched  one  of  the  most  scurrilous  at- 
tacks upon  him  I  have  ever  soen.  I  will 
not  dignify  it  by  reading  any  part  of  It 
into  the  Record.  It  is  from  the  Daily 
Worker,  of  New  York,  issue  of  October  4. 
The  article  shows  that  the  Dally  Worker 
realized  how  badly  the  Comniunist  con- 
spiracy was  injured  by  this  great  Amer- 
ican. 

Pat  McCarran  was  a  mau  of  great 
faith.  He  had  faith  in  himself  bom  of 
a  great  intellect,  untiring  industry,  and 
manifold  experiences.  He  hgd  faith  in 
his  fellow  man.  That  faith  in  others  led 
them  to  put  their  trust  in  him. 

He  had  a  great  faith  in  our  kind  of 
government.  His  life  was  dedicated  to 
its  preservation  and  its  betterment.  His 
compass  was  the  Constitution  of  his 
country;  his  ultimate  goal — a  better  life 
for  his  fellow  man.  To  paraphrase 
Emerson — Governments  havei  their  de- 
velopment in  the  moral  identity  and 
character  of  men. 

One  of  the  imperishable  yearnings  of 
the  soul  of  man  is  to  live  beyond  the  day 
of  death.  During  life,  Pat  McCakran 
created  to  himself  an  everlasting  memo- 
rial. His  services  to  his  Government, 
and,  through  Government,  to  his  fellow 
man.  will  go  on  and  on.  Many  hereafter, 
because  of  his  enobling  example,  will 
gain  inspiration  to  serve  in  the  cause 
to  which  he  gave  his  full  devotion.  That 
will  be  our  lasting  memorial  in  his  honor. 

A  grateful  Nation  bestows  Its  sympa- 
thy to  his  loved  ones  in  this  hour  of  their 
bereavement. 
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No  more  fitting  words  can  he  found 
than  Uiose  penned  by  the  immortal  Ten- 
nyson: 

On  Ood  and  OodUke  men  we  buUd  our  trust. 

He  la  gene  who  seemed  so  great. 

Gone,  tut  nothing  can  bereave  him  of  the 

force  he  made  his  own 
Being  here,  and  w«  believe  htm 
Something  far  advanced  In  State. 
And  that  he  wears  a  truer  crown 
Than  any  wreath  that  man  can  weave  him. 
Speak  ns  more  of  his  renown. 
Lay  yoxir  earthy  fancies  down. 
And  in  the  vast  Cathedral  leave  him, 
Ood  accept  him,  Christ  receive  him  I 

Mr.  vSALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
Pat  McCauak  and  I  served  together  on 
a  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations. For  4  years  he  was  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  and  I 
was  the  senior  minority  member.  We 
came  to  know  each  other  well  during 
that  period  of  time.  I  foimd  him  always 
to  be  courteous  and  patient  with  his  col- 
leagues. He  always  Informed  himself 
before  attending  committee  meetings, 
so  that  he  could  ask  pertinent  questions 
and  obtain  responsive  answers.  I  re- 
spected his  ability,  and  knew  him  to  be 
a  man  v.'ho  was  firm  in  his  convictions. 
In  fact,  he  might  be  called  stubborn,  if 
one  wlslied  to  use  that  word.  He  be- 
lieved sincerely  in  the  causes  which  he 
espoused  and  for  which  he  worked. 

In  committees  of  conference  he  was 
firm  in  supporting  what  he  stood  for. 
When  he  finally  agreed  to  a  compromise 
it  was  because  he  felt  it  was  the  best  he 
could  get  under  the  circumstances. 

He  possessed  a  good  sense  of  humor, 
and  I  never  knew  of  his  losing  his  tem- 
per, certainly  not  in  any  action  of  his 
while  serving  on  a  committee. 

In  connection  with  the  tributes  that 
have  been  spoken  in  memory  of  Pat  Mc- 
Carran. let  me  add  that  he  had  great 
administrative  ability,  and  picked  good 
men  to  work  for  him.  Those  men  gath- 
ered the  facts  for  lilm  to  use.  They 
helped  him  to  make  use  of  those  facts. 
Yet.  as  one  who  sat  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle,  as  opposed  to  Senator  McCaixan's 
side,  I  always  found  those  men  to  be  ob- 
jective, and  I  always  felt  that  I  could 
rely  upon  them  to  give  me  the  facts  ac- 
curately and  without  bias,  particularly 
if  I  was  on  the  other  side  of  a  question. 

I  believe  he  was  the  only  Senator  with 
whom  I  have  ever  served  on  a  commit- 
tee who  wrote  me  after  the  work  was 
done  to  thank  me  for  my  efforts  In  com- 
mittee and  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  shall  miss  Pat  McCassan.  and  I  shall 
miss  his  advice  and  his  help,  his  work 
and  his  questioning,  as  a  member  of  the 
Committ(«  on  Appropriations,  and  as  a 
colleague  on  the  floor. 

My  sympathy  goes  to  his  wife,  whom  I 
have  met  on  several  occasions,  and  be- 
tween wliom  and  Pat  McCaiham  there 
was  such  a  strong  family  feeling. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  asfociate  myself  with  the  very  fine 
tribute  wliich  my  colleague  [Mr.  Malomx] 
has  paid  to  the  late  Senator  from  Nevada. 
Pat  McCauiaii.  It  would  be  presunu)- 
tuous  on  my  part  to  relate  his  record  in 
the  Senate  because  the  Members  of  this 
body  who  loved  him  and  respeeted  him 
and  lived  with  him  know  what  he  stood 
for,  but  as  his  friend  of  over  30  years' 


standing  I  learned  to  love  him  as  a  citi- 
xen  and  as  a  man. 

Mr.  President,  Senator  Pat  McCasrav 
has  set  a  standard  in  the  West— a  stand- 
ard of  what  it  means  to  be  an  American. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  Patvick  A. 
McCaskait  came  to  the  United   States 
Senate  in  1933.    There  were  dark  days 
in  our  Nation  at  that  time— a  time  when 
constitutional  government  as  we  had 
known  it  In  the  past  was  bein^  subjected 
to  a  great  test.     Popular   clamor   and 
temptation  to  do  things  under  the  guise 
of  emergency  seined  to  indicate  from 
time  to  time  that  the  fundamental  prin- 
ciples of  our  Constitution  might  be  aban- 
doned  or  deserted.    In  spite  of  partisan 
pressiure.  In  spite  of  the  clamor  of  cur- 
rent public  opinion.  Patrick  A.  McCax- 
XAH  had  the  courage  and  the  faith  in  o\u- 
form  of  government  always  to  set  his 
sights  upon  the  ultimate  objective  and 
to  do  his  utmost  to  preserve  the  Ameri- 
can way  of  life  and  government.    The 
greatest  tribute  which  we  in  Nevada  feel 
could  be  paid  to  our  late  departed  friend 
is  to  emphasise  that  during  the  storm 
in  our  Nation  he  stood  out  as  a  beacon 
marking  his  faith  not  only  in  his  fellow 
men.  but  in  the  kind  of  government 
which  had  permitted  him  to  rise  from 
the  status  of  a  humble  citizen  of  a  Mwaii 
Western  State  to  one  of  the  most  distin- 
guished Members  of  this  august  body. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  from  the  bottom 
of  my  heart  that  I  pay  tribute  to  the 
late  Senator  because,  in  my  judgment, 
he  has  set  a  standard.  If  it  is  lived  up 
to,  there  will  never  be  any  question  with 
respect  to  the  survival  of  our  Nation  in 
spite  of  all  its  enemies  from  within  and 
without. 

Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  placed  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  daUy  Rbcou  a  number 
of  telegrams  and  editorials,  some  of  them 
from  great  men  in  our  Government,  in- 
cluding the  President  of  the  United 
States,  hi  tribute  to  the  late  Parks  A. 
McCaksan. 

Mr.  BdARTIN.  li£r.  President,  If  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada  win 
yield,  I  should  like  to  suggest  to  him  that 
those  telegrams  and  letters  be  made  a 
part  of  his  remarks  and  be  printed  in  the 
body  of  the  Rxcoro  because  they  are  very 
Important.  The  Senator  has  paid  a 
wonderful  tribute  to  a  great  American. 
Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
amend  my  request  to  that  effect? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
and  telegrams  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rccoso,  as  follows: 


».  1954. 

lira.  Hasur  MCCauun, 

Jieno.  Nev.: 
ICim.  Bsenbower  joins  me  In  extending 
deepest  sympathy  to  you  and  your  son  and 
daughters  In  your  bereavement.  a»nm%^ 
HcCawmam  contributed  the  most  fruitful 
years  of  his  life  to  his  State  and  Nation,  a 
fact  we  devoutly  trust  wlU  help  you  bear 
your  btirden  of  grief. 

DwnHT  D. 


[rtom  the  Nevada  State  News  at  Beptember 
so.  1M4] 

OUB  y^XSMB 
With  the  passing  of  Senator  Pat  IfoCASBAW 
America  lost  one  of  its  moat  loyal  dtlaena. 
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Nevada  lost  a  loyal  and  falOifal  aon 
served  manlrlnd  and  our  demoeratle  way  «» 
life  because  he  loved  the  barltaga  whlea  an 
many  today  take  for  granted,  or.  went  stffi. 
ignore  altogether  as  they  qwcidate  on  the* 
outcome  6f  a  new  order. 

Nevada  Is  a  State  with  many  hArr  taaarta 
as  the  fuU  realization  deacends  upon  xm  tbmk' 
the  anchor  which  kept  many  an  f»«Mf*"»n' 
from  drifting  has  allpped  way.  Tbeaa  who 
hare  forgotten  the  traditions  that  »wfi4t  im  m! 
great  people  wiU  weleome  the  pasatag  ot 
such  a^reat  patriot.    They  are  to  be  torglvem. 

In  true  tradition  oC  the  <dd  West  ana  tia* 
way  the  Senator  Uved  he  died  aaUing  ^"wrtwi 
to  Americans  and  his  every  waking  effcit  was 
spent  buUdlng  confldence  la  the  fntim  for 
thoae  who  lived  in  doubt.    Tbmn  never  wh  ! 
any  doubt  In  the  Senator^  mind,  hla  beart' 
or  his  word.    He  loved  his  ooontry.  hla  Slata.  * 
his  famUy.  his  friends,  and  he  waa  proad  of  i 
It.    We  who  knew  him  take  the  Beiiatar%  I 
pawing  as  a  personal  loaa.    But  th 
knew  him  least  sxiffer  the  greatest  h 
had   the  pleasure  of  knowing  and    -nwwm- 
standing  this  great  man.    They  did  not.   Hii  ' 
loyal  band  Is  no  longer  here  to  gulda  vm.       1 

IPTom  the  Southern  Ifn— anam  of  October  T.  * 

1B64] 

TUBVn   TO   A    a«BAT   ICAW  rr  | 

(By  Kdlth  Ifyere,  Houston) 
The  Senate  has  just  lost  Ita  greateat  i 
an.    Thoae  Senators  who  an  hast, 
able,  and  without  envy  wlU  x«ec«n] 
truth  of  this  statement  and  will  not  i 

ThU  generation  is  bleat  with  few  , 
men.   A  materlalisttc  age  does  not  bund  t 
qualities   that  are  necessary.    But 
Pat  Mocacbaw  was  one  o<  the  truly  ^_ 

The  State  of  Nevada  amt  him  to  tbe  cr- 
ate  of  the  United  States  for  four  oooaaeatlva 
terms.  The  loss  to  that  State  and  to  tha 
Senate,  and  to  America,  Is  incalculabla. 

Senator  McCabbaw.  at  78,  had  a  «^aniin— 
of  mind  and  an  abUity  to  sift  ttili«i  down 
to  the  fundamental  laauaa  that  wera  im- 
■urpasaed  by  any  at  hte  eoUaMw 
equaled  by  most  of  them. 

He  was  a  Democrat;  but  flrit  ba 
American. 

*OB  or  maam 

He  had  won  for  himself  the  bitter  enmity 
of  the  Oommtmist  Party  and  all  Its  dupaa 
and  sateUltes  for  his  devotion  to  the  canaa 
of  eradicating  atheistic  communism.  Bs  was 
the  father  of  a  great  part  of  our  Internal 
aecxirlty  leglslaUon*  aa  w^  aa  the  cowrttsr 
of  o\3i  most  protective  and  dBdent.  while 
at  the  same  time  our  moat  liberal  and 
charitable,  immigration  law. 

He  did  not  permit  psrtlaan  considerations 
to  stimd  in  the  way  of  justice  and  the  w«l« 
fare  of  his  country. 

On  July  6.  he  said  In  the  Senate: 

"I  am  persuaded  that  the  fight  spdiast 
communism— If  this  Nation  and  the  rwt  of 
the  free  world  are  to  sunrlve^^fnuat  be  abos* 
partisan  considerationa.  •  •  •  we  bava  no 
time  for  petty  partisan  poUttcs  In  thta  flght. 
I  gladly  pay  tribute  to  my  ooUaaguea  on  botli 
sides  of  the  aisle  whom  I  have  seen  beraioaUy. 
unselfishly  waging  this  fight  t*«"rt  fro- 
mendoua  odds." 

AOAZifar  OBBAT  ooaa 

Senator  McCabbait  waged  his  own  flgbt 
against  tremendooa  odds.  Like  oor  «■  ■■'Urd 
Lord,  of  whom  he  was  a  devout  followw. 
he  was  attacked  and  villtfied  for  his  eOtttB, 
even  by  some  of  his  own  faith.  Th*  eflbrts 
that  have  been  made  to  defeat  blm.  pay 
tribute  to  his  seal  and  eOtoeUTeaeaa. 

■arly  In  the  oentory.  Senator 
waa  suooeasful  In  having  legtdatfam 
In  Nevada  to  reduce  the  12-honr  warfclnff  daj- 
for  miners  to  an  8-liour  day.  Ba  tfiowed 
•ympathy  and  Interest  toward  the 


and  toward  the  cause  of  labor,  without,  aacic- 
Ing  control  of  the  worker  for  polttleal  rads. 


isHmmmmm  mfxy^ —senate 
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na  attltode  toward  his  mlaalon  In  tta« 
Boiftte  Is  nunm«d  up  In  his  statement.  "I 
would  rathsr  serve  one  term  In  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  have  that  honor  and 
go  back  to  private  life  •  •  •  than  to  be  here 
all  the  remainder  of  my  days  and  say  that 
I  did  not  exercise  my  own  Judgment." 

He  said  fxirtber:  "I  took  an  oath  to  uphold 
and  defend  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  *  *  *  I  did  not  take  an  oath  to  up- 
hold or  defend  any  man  or  group  of  men." 

SPisrr  or  jxrarncK 

And  of  the  law,  of  which  he  had  an  ex- 
traordinary understanding,  he  said:  "The 
law  ts  the  sjdrlt  of  Justice  governing  the 
people." 

Senator  McCaxxan  understood  the  Impor- 
tance of  preserving  the  honor  and  integrity 
of  the  Senate,  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  He  was  contemptuous  of  those  who 
were  willing  to  Injure  the  prestige  of  the 
Congress  or  to  seek  to  discredit  other  Sena- 

tan  to  attain  their  own  personal  or  political 
ends. 

He  tried  to  make  his  colleagues  understand 
the  gravity  of  the  campaign  to  undermine 
the  authority  of  the  Congress  and  the  ef- 
fectiveness of  its  investigating  committees. 

TTNCOItfFBOMISlNO 

He  did  not  brook  compromise  with  evil. 
He  did  not  spare  criticism  where  it  was  due; 
nor  did  he  withhold  praise  where  it  was 
deserved. 

Some  one  said,  when  told  of  his  death, 
••Whom  will  God  send  xis  to  take  his  place?" 
To  many  others,  besides  his  own  family,  he 
Is  Irreplaceable.  But  Ood,  in  his  wisdom, 
thought  that  he  had  done  enough.  Cer- 
tainly he  had  fought  the  good  fight,  and  he 
had  kept  the  faith. 

May  Ood '8  holy  angels  guard  his  rest;  may 
his  soiU  go  quickly  to  its  eternal  reward. 

[From  the  Nevada  State  Journal,  Reno,  Nev., 
of  November  2,  1954  J 

Senatob  Ettlogizks  a  Qrkat  American 
Eihtob's  hots. — The  Journal  has  received 
several  requests  for  a  copy  of  the  eulogy 
delivered  by  Senator  Sttlbs  Bbidges,  Repub- 
lican, of  New  Hampshire,  at  the  memorial 
service  here  Saturday  for  Senator  Patbick  A. 
McCabkan.  BamcES,  President  pro  tempore 
of  the  Senate,  was  introduced  by  Senator 
Oeobgk  W.  Maloni,  of  Nevada.  Hi£  address 
follows : 

"Last  Tuesday,  the  28th  day  of  September, 
was  3  tragic  day  for  this  Nation.  It  was  a 
day  that  marked  the  passing  of  a  very  great 
American — one  of  our  greatest. 

"It  was  the  day  on  which  United  States 
Senator  Pat  McCabban  put  away  tlie  gloves 
he  had  used  for  so  many  years  to  flight  for 
the  America  he  loved  so  much.  It  was  a 
sad  day  for  a  long  trail  of  friends  and  ad- 
mirers he  left  across  the  country  and  a  day 
of  relief  for  the  enemies  who  opposed  his 
fight  for  America. 

"Any  person  with  a  personality  can  acquire 
friends,  but  only  great  men  with  the  char- 
acteristics of  Pat  McCabban  acquire  enemies. 
I  admired  him  for  a  great  many  things,  not 
the  least  of  which  was  the  cluster  of  enemies 
he  had. 

"He  was  a  kind  and  gentle  person,  but  he 
was  also  a  man  of  forceful  convictions  and 
great  principles  which  made  him  so  great. 

"It  was  a  privilege  and  an  honor  for  me 
to  travel  almost  3,000  miles  to  pay  homage 
to  a  man  who  had  accomplished  so  many 
great  things  for  his  State  and  the  Nation 
he  loved. 

"The  State  of  Nevada  and  the  people  in 
eviery  city,  town,  and  hamlet  in  America 
have  lost  a  devoted  son.  He  had  been  a  close 
friend  of  mine  for  many  years,  and  I  feel 
my  personal  Iom  deeply.  I  worked  with  him 
closely  on  legislation.  He  was  a  valued 
member  of  the  Appropriations  Conunittee. 
of  which  I  served  as  chairman.  He  was  too 
valuable  a  friend  and  public  servant  to  lose. 


'Senator  McCabban  not  only  knew  his  Oov- 
emment,  but  he  had  a  great  faith  In  our 
kind  of  government.  His  life  was  dedicated 
to  its  preservation  and  its  betterment.  His 
beacon  was  the  Constitution  of  his  country; 
his  objeijtive,  a  better  life  for  his  fellow  man. 
TO  paraphrase  Emerson,  governments  have 
their  dJivelopment  in  moral  integrity  and 
character  of  men. 

"In  his  death  there  has  been  taken  from 
the  arena  of  public  service  a  vigorous  and 
vital  mind,  a  stalwart  character,  a  courageous 
soul.  P%T  McCarran  was  a  stanch  Democrat, 
but  he  vas  an  even  greater  American  patriot. 
When  we  left  Washington  on  Friday  after- 
noon, tlie  American  flag  was  flying  at  hair 
Staff  atcp  the  Capitol  and  atop  all  Federal 
buildings.  It  meant  not  only  the  passing  of 
a  United  States  Senator  but  also  the  loss  of 
one  of  America's  greatest  leaders  In  our  time. 
It  meant,  too,  the  loss  of  a  patriot  whose 
devotion  to  his  country  brought  to  mind 
the  burning  desire  of  our  Founding  Fathers 
for  a  la:id  of  the  free.  America  will  never 
forget  Pat  McCarran  and  all  that  he  has 
done  for  her  people.  America  will  remem- 
ber, too,  that  he  was  always  foremost  In  the 
fight  against  communism.  I  could  go  on  In 
detail  and  describe  his  many  feats  to  make 
his  cour.try  even  greater  and  safer  lor  you 
and  me,  for  our  children. 

"There  was  something  else  about  Pat  Mc- 
Carran that  made  him  great.  Those  who 
knew  him  in  Washington,  In  Nevada,  and 
elsewhere  knew  Senator  McCarran  In  his 
role  as  a  husband  completely  devoted  to  his 
wife,  as  a  proud  and  considerate  father  and 
grandfather,  as  a  humble  man  deeply  de- 
voted to  God  and  to  his  church,  and  as  a 
man  whose  friendship  all  were  proud  to 
hcve.  be<  ause  with  him  friendship  was  some- 
thing de;p  and  personal. 

"Perheps,  in  a  measure,  I  can  express  the 
phllo8op.ay  of  Pat  McCarran  In  these  words: 

-  'Teach  me,  good  Lord,  to  serve 
Thee  as  Thou  deservest; 
To  glvt;  and  not  to  count  the  cost; 
To  flgt.t  and  not  to  heed  the  wounds; 
To  toil  and  not  to  seek  for  rest; 
To  labor  and  not  ask  for  any  reward. 
Save    that    of    knowing    that    we    will    do 
Thy  will.'  ■•  I 

Winder,  Ga.,  September  29,  1954 
Mrs.  Pat  McCabran, 

Reno,  Nev.:  | 

The  passing  of  your  distinguished  husband 
was  a  great  loss  to  the  Senate  and  to  the 
Nation.  I  have  lost  one  of  my  best  friends 
My  deep.ist  sympathy  to  you  and  yours  in 
your  great  sorrow.  The  Senate  will  never 
be  the  same  for  me. 

Richard  B.  Russeli,. 

United  States 
CrviL  Service  Commission. 
Washington,  D.  C,  October  1,  195i  , 
Mrs.  Pat  McCarran, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Deab  Mrs.  McCarran:  Although  you  do 
not  know  me  I  am  one  of  the  many  thou- 
sands of  Americans  who  were  saddened  by 
the  suddim  death  of  your  husband.  Senator 
Pat  McCarran. 

It  was  nay  privilege  to  work  for  him  many 
years  ago  when  he  was  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Judiciary  Committee,  and  I  shall 
never  forget  the  Inspiration  and  guidance 
which  he  has  given  me. 

In  thete  hours  of  sorrow  I  want  you  to 
know  that  you  have  many  friends  through- 
out our  Nation  who  feel  a  deep  sense  of  loss 
by  reason  of  the  death  of  Senator  McCarran. 
I  shall  never  forget  him  nor  shall  we  forget 
those  in  his  fine  family  who  he  has  left 
behind. 

I  want  you  to  know  that  If  I  can  do  any- 
thing to  lessen  your  grief  or  to  help  you  In 


the    coming    years    I    hope    you    will    call 
upon  me. 

With  every  good  wish,  I  am,  I 

George  M.  Moo<tE, 

CoTnmissioner. 


Sincerely. 


_  Salt  Lake  Citt,  Utah. 

September   29.   1954. 
Mrs.  Pat  McCarran. 

Reno,  Nev.: 
I  im  terribly  shocked  and  grieved  to  hear 
of  the  passing  of  Senator  McCarran.  He 
was  my  close  personal  friend.  Not  only 
Nevada  and  the  West,  but  the  entire  Nation 
suffers  a  great  loss  in  the  passing  of  this 
Sterling  character  and  splendid  statesman. 
Our  deep  and  heartfelt  sympathy  goes  out 
to  you  and  the  family  In  this  sad  hour.  Our 
prayers  are  for  him. 

J    F.  Pttzpathick. 
Publisher,  the  Salt  Lake  mlmne. 

The  Skcretary  of  Commercb. 

Washington.  October  6,  1954. 
Mrs.  Patrick  A.  McCarran. 

Reno.  Nev. 
Dear  Mrs  McCarran:  I  want  to  take  this 
first  opportunity  to  tell  you  how  sorry  I  am 
that  your  husband  has  passed  on.  He  would, 
I  am  sure,  have  chosen  to  go  as  he  did  but 
this  fact  does  not  make  It  any  easier  for 
you. 

Although  we  were  of  opposite  political 
faiths.  Senator  McCarran  was  a  rupged.  fear- 
less fighter  for  the  things  In  which  he  be- 
lieved and  he  made  a  real  contribution  to  and 
left  a  marked  imprint  on  that  portion  of  this 
country's  activities  In  which  he  participated. 
He  and  I  have  otten  spoken  of  your  and  my 
bearing  the  same  name  and  this,  of  course, 
has  always  made  me  feel  a  little  closer  to 
the  McCarran  family,  I  know  this  will  be 
a  sad  time  and  send  you  my  deepest  and  most 
understanding  sympathy. 
Most  sincerely  yours, 

Sinclair  Weeks. 

Septemder  30,  1954. 
Mrs    Pat  McCapran, 

Reno.  Nev. 
Dear  Mrs.  McCarran:  Like  the  legion  of 
other  young  men  who  owe  a  never-ending 
debt  of  gratitude  to  Senator  Pat  McCarran 
I  feel  a  deep  fense  of  loss  at  his  passing  Al- 
low me  to  extend  to  you  in  behalf  of  my  own 
family  and  the  other  members  of  the  Nevada 
State  Society  In  Washington  our  deepest 
sympathies  In  your  loss. 
Sincerely, 

William  F   McMENAMrN, 
Pretident.  Nevada  State  Society. 

The  United  States  Representative 

to  the  United  Nations, 
New  York  City.  October  4,  1954. 
Mrs.  Pat  McCarran, 

Reno,  Nei\  I 

Dear  Mr.s  McCarran-  This  sends  \o  you 
the  deepest  sympathy  of  my  wife  and  me! 

I  served  with  Senator  McCarran  for  13 
years  and  came  not  only  to  have  great  per- 
sonal liking  for  him  but  also  great  respect 
for  his  industry  and  determination  and  for 
the  way  In  which  he  could  take  an  effective 
part  In  a  discussion  of  a  wide  multiplicity  of 
subjects. 

He  was  an  Intensely  patriotic  man  who  had 
the  courage  of  his  convictions  He  did  and 
said  what  he  thought  was  right — "Let  the 
chips  fall  where  they  may  •  He  occupied  an 
important  place  In  the  United  States  Senate, 
and  he  leaves  a  gap  which  will  not  be  filled. 

I  hope  that  you  and  your  family  will  derive 
comfort  from  the  pride  which  I  know  you 
must  feel  in  his  life  so  full  of  service  to  his 
country. 

With  deepest  sympathy.  j 

Very  sincerely  yours.  ' 

H  C.  LoDCB,  Jr. 
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[Prom  tfe  Henderson  Home  News  of 
tieptember  30,  1954) 

Pat    K.  McCabbaw,   187ft-1964 
(By  M.  M.  Zenoff) 

Pat  McCaiban,  Nevada's  great  political 
leader  for  th>>  past  61  years,  is  dead. 

He  died  a*  he  lived — while  fighting  for  a 
cause  he  believed  would  help  his  native 
State — ^Nevac  a. 

He  died  f ol  owing  a  stirring  political  speech 
In  Hawthorn!  Tuesday  night. 

Just  a  yeai  ago  in  Reno  the  entire  Nation 
paid  tribute  to  this  silver-haired,  silver- 
tongued  veteran  of  the  national  and  Inter- 
national scene.  Tribute  for  having  given  60 
years  of  cont  nuotis  service  In  times  of  strife 
and  need.  In  times  of  proeperlty  and  greed. 

It  was  a  memorable  night  for  the  Senator 
as  he  sat  with  his  wife  out  under  the  clear 
Nevada  skies,  listening  to  the  messages  being 
read  to  him  \.'hlle  10,000  of  his  friends  sat  in 
the  grandstand  behind  him. 

On  that  n  ght,  the  Senator  heard  repre- 
sentative! of  ,he  State's  17  counties  tell  what 
this  fighting  Irishman  had  done  for  each 
county  diorlng  the  past  50  years.  On  that 
night.  th€  Senator  heard  4  hours  of  messages 
of  praise  re  id  from  Elsenhower,  Baruch, 
Truman,  Mac  Arthur,  Byrd.  and  so  forth. 

On  that  night,  too,  8ong:8  of  old.  famous 
songs  llk>>  Tiike  Me  Out  to  the  Ball  Game 
and  Stardust ,  were  sung  especially  to  the 
Senator  and  his  wile  by  the  very  men  who 
wrote  the  music. 

Today,  in  t-lbute  to  a  great  man  who  has 
passed  on.  th<'  McCarran  feats  of  61  years  are 
again  extoUet  by  world  leaders  in  every  walk 
of  life. 

To  Boulder  people  and  Henderson  people, 
McCarran  s  1)S8  will   be  felt   Immeasurab'.y. 

He  has  fought  hard  and  many  years  to  keep 
the  towns  In  ouslness  and  out  of  trouble. 

He  has  heljied  Individuals,  firms,  city  and 
county  goveri.ments. 

He  has  bee  i  outspoken  on  matters  where 
others  feared  to  tread. 

In  so  doing,  he  has  often  been  criticized, 
he  has  often  gained  enemies  Instead  of 
friends,  he  hts  cften  had  to  tread  on  some- 
one's t<:>es  wh  >n  he  could  have  avoided  It  by 
sugar-coated  words. 

But  Pat  McCarran  was  not  the  type  of 
man  to  tread  lightly  if  he  felt  strongly. 

He  was  a  b  ittle-worn  fellow  who  grew  up 
in  the  West  tl  e  hard  way — by  fighting  for  his 
rights  and  thr  rights  of  his  constituents. 

He  bellevec  people  should  be  loyal.  He 
believed  In  lorglvlng  those  who  admitted 
they  had  con<'  wrong.  His  Judicial  mind  al- 
ways came  forth  with  a  yes  or  no  answer  after 
he  finally  arr  ved  at  a  decision.  Sometimes 
the  decision  would  not  fit  right  with  the 
majority.     Yet.  he  stuck  by  the  decision. 

In  Congress,  where  he  battled  Just  as 
bravely,  he  refused  to  be  compromised  on 
Lssues  where  lis  country's  honor  was  at  stake. 
He  ferreted  out  the  behind-the-scenes  think- 
ing that  would  have  weakened  the  Nation. 
He  exposed  tl  e  traitor. 

His  voice  on  the  floors  of  Congress  rang 
loud  and  trtie  His  voice,  now  stilled,  will  be 
long  remembered  as  he  struck  out  at  U'le 
enemies  of  A  nerlca. 

Many  times  down  through  the  years,  he 
hai  been  slni  led  out  as  one  of  the  greatest 
Senators  ovei  a  20-year  period  of  any  that 
ever  held  oflQc?.  The  long  list  of  accomplish- 
ments stands  as  proof  of  this. 

But.  to  yoi;  and  to  me.  the  one  thing  we 
should  never  forget  about  Pat  McCabban — 
is  that  he  aiv  ays  kept  thinking  and  working 
for  Nevada.  If  he  had  any  phobias  or  fears, 
any  tangents  or  zany  points  of  concentra- 
tion— It  was  on  the  one  subject — Nevada. 
His  50  years  of  fighting  won  Nevada  equal 
status  with  a  ay  of  the  other  48  States  in  re- 
spect, in  powsr,  in  caliber. 

As  this  State  seeks  leaders  In  the  futtire, 
they  will  be  measured  against  the  accom- 
plishments ai;d  the  ability  of  Pat  McCabban. 


He  haa  set  up  the  scale— the  yardstick— the 
pattern  and  tempo  of  our  future  •  •  •  for 
generatloiu  to  come. 

What  greater  gUt  can  a  man  leave  to  his 
people.     Let  us  never  forget  Pat  McCabban. 

I  Prom  the  Las  Vegas  Review  Journal  of 

September  30,  1954J 

It  Sbkms  to  Us 
bknatob  m'cabrak 

The  sudden  death  of  Senator  Patrick  An- 
thont  McCabban.  of  Nevada,  deprives  our 
country  of  a  valuable  public  servant. 

Senator  McCarran  was  a  western  gentle- 
man of  the  old  school,  a  man  of  outspoken 
sincerity  and  strong  convictions. 

He  made  many  vociferous  and  bitter  ene- 
mies and  still  more  admirers  and  supporters, 
for  his  stalwart  adherence  to  principles  he 
believed  with  all  his  heart  were  the  only 
safe  guides  to  the  welfare  and  peace  of  our 
country. 

Whether  as  friend  or  opponent,  he  enjoyed 
the  respect  of  his  countrymen.  Foreigners 
who  questioned  his  viewpoints,  nevertheless 
acknowledged  them  as  representative  of  Im- 
portant segments  of  American  opinion. 

Had  he  foreseen  the  suddenness  of  his  de- 
parture, he  would  no  doubt  have  desired  to 
choose  as  his  valedictory  the  definition  of  his 
person  we  prefer: 

"There  goes  Pat  McCarran.  an  honest  man 
and  a  good  American.' — Los  Angeles  Exam- 
iner. 

Thk  Passing  or  Senator  McCabban 

Our  neighbor  State,  the  Senate,  and  the 
Nation  have  suffered  a  loss  In  the  death  cf 
Senator  Patrick  A  McCabban.  Democrat,  of 
Nevada.  Tbe  Senator  never  put  party  above 
patriotism,  and  consequently  became  one  of 
the  most  useful  and  Influential  leglslhtors 
In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Elected  In  1932.  he  was  serving  his  fourth 
consecutive  term,  and.  according  to  friends, 
Intended  to  run  again  In  1956,  when  he  would 
have  been  80  years  of  age. 

Senator  McCarran  will  be  longest  remem- 
bered for  his  unremitting  struggle  to  elim- 
inate the  menace  of  communism  from  his 
native  country.  As  one  of  the  authors  of 
the  McCarran- Walter  Act  (vetoed  by  Presi- 
dent Truman  and  enacted  over  his  veto) 
he  helped  to  provide  strongest  safeguards 
against  the  Immigration  of  subversives.  This 
act  has  been  misrepresented  greatly  as  dis- 
criminatory, but  its  critics  must  recognize 
that  a  bill  which  was  in  fact  discriminatory 
could  hardly  have  received  the  votes  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  Members  of  both  Senate  and 
House. 

What  Its  foes  really  had  In  mind  was  re- 
moval of  all  Immigration  restrictions. 

The  Senator  did  not  hesitate  to  take  Issue 
with  both  Presidents  Roosevelt  and  Truman 
when  he  thought  them  wrong  and  he  was 
a  thorn  in  the  side  of  the  radical  elements 
of  the  Democratic  Party,  whom  he  consist- 
ently opposed. — Los  Angeles  Times. 


[From  the  Ploche  Record  of  October  7.  1954) 

Fcixow   Senators   Pbaise  Pat   McCabban   at 
Final  Rites  Satubdat 

Pour  United  States  Senators  told  an  over- 
flow audience  In  the  Civic  Auditorium  Sat- 
urday that  Patrick  A.  McCarran  would  go 
down  In  history  as  one  of  the  greatest  patriots 
and  statesmen  of  the  20th  century. 

The  eulogies  were  part  of  a  public  memorial 
service  which  attracted  an  estimated  2.500 
persons.  There  was  standing  room  only  in 
the  auditorium  and  the  audience  overflowed 
into  Rownlng  Park. 

Senator  McCabban 's  body  was  escorted  from 
St.  Thomas  Aquinas  Cathedral  following  the 
funeral  mass  Saturday  morning  and  lay  In 
state  at  the  auditorium  until  the  conclusion 
of  the  public  tribute. 


SENATOB    ICALOIfZ   PBESHttS 

Senator  Geobcs  W.  Malonb  Introduced  the 
four  Senators  for  brief  addresses  and  they 
responded  with  glowing  pr«lse  for  the  man 
who  represented  Nevada  In  the  Senate  for  the 
last  22   years. 

The  8]>eakers  were  Senators  Sttlbs  Banxas. 
New  Hampshire,  Republican;  Hzbman 
Weuuch  Idaho,  Republican;  Jakks  Eastulnd. 
Democrat,  from  Mississippi;  and  Eabi.x  ClkU' 
INTS.  Kentucky,  Democrat. 

Senator  Bbidges.  President  pro  tempore  of 
the  Semite,  termed  Senator  McCabban  "the 
greatest  American  I  have  ever  known." 

He  said.  "Only  great  men  with  the  char- 
acteristics of  Pat  McCabbak  could  acquire 
enemies  he  had.  1  admire  Pat  McCabban 
for  many  things,  not  the  least  of  which  was 
the  enemies  he  made. 

"He  nat  only  knew  our  Government  well 
but  he  had  great  faith  in  our  kind  of  govern- 
ment." 

Senator  Wclkeb  mentioned  that  11  Sena- 
tors and  2  Congressmen  comprised  the  official 
delegaticn  from  Washington,  D.  C.  and  he 
said  many  more  would  have  liked  to  attend 
the  services  had  they  been  able  to  do  so. 

Referring  to  the  nonpartisan  nature  of  the 
respect  held  for  the  deceased  lawmaker, 
Welkeb  said.  "Senators  on  both  sides  of  tbe 
aisle  are   in   mourning." 

CONSTBUCnVB    l.BOTBl.ATIOW 

The  Idaho  Senator  said,  "I  know  of  no 
single  man  In  American  history  who  has 
offered  Eaore  constructive  legislation  for  the 
benefit  cf  humanity  and  his  country.** 

As  examples  of  McCarban -sponsored  legis- 
lation, V^KLKFB  spoke  ol  the  Senate  Internal 
Security  Act  and  the  Immigration  and  Natu- 
rallzatlo:i  Act. 

"He  wiis  like  a  father  to  me."  Wklkeb  said. 
"He  was  always  available  for  advice  and  I 
came  to  know  him  as  a  great  Jurist  and  a 
great  statesman. 

"Nevada  has  lost  Its  foremost  citizen  and 
the  Natl<m  has  lost  its  greatest  patriot." 

More  high  tribute  was  paid  Senator  Mc- 
Carran by  Senator  Eastland,  of  Mlaalaslppi, 
who  said.  "There  Is  no  man  who  can  take  his 
place.  He  wore  the  collar  of  no  political 
party.  1  think  when  the  history  of  the  20th 
century  :.s  written,  historians  will  agree  that 
Pat  was  one  of  the  greatest  statesmen  of  ttie 
century." 

Senatcr  Eastland  said  the  Nevadan  "put 
intelligence  into  the  foreign  policy  of  our 
country. "  In  this  connection,  he  said:  "To- 
day, largely  because  of  the  determination  of 
Senator  McCarran.  Spain  is  a  loyal  ally  of  the 
United  States." 

"McCarran,"  said  Eablb  Cleicents,  of  Ken- 
tucky, 'was  a  man  ol  passionate  convic- 
tion •  •  •  he  knew  ol  no  dictator  to  his 
conscience.  He  was  one  of  the  men  who 
shaped  the  times  In  which  he  lived" 

Clements  mentioned  that  Senator  McCab- 
ban was  noted  for  his  peerless  oratory.  He 
said  he  l.ved  In  the  whirlwind  of  controversy. 

Senatcrs  Babbt  Golowateb.  Republican, 
of  Arizona,  and  William  F.  Rnowland,  Re- 
publican, of  California.  Senate  majority 
leader,  were  present  on  the  stage,  but  did  not 
speak. 

The  rfmainder  of  the  congressional  dele- 
gation vas  seai«d  in  the  front  of  the  audi- 
torium cext  to  the  pallbearers  and  near  Sen- 
ator Mc<>ABBAN's  family. 

The  Invocation  at  the  public  service  was 
given  by  Psther  Peter  Moran,  of  Henderson. 
Bishop  Robert  J.  Dwyer  of  the  Catholic  dio- 
cese of  Reno,  gave  the  benediction  that  closed 
the  service. 

A  musical  interlude  was  presented  under 
the  dlrc^'tion  of  Fred  DeSalvo. 

The  vocal  selections  included  a  solo,  Beau- 
tiful Isl'!  of  Somewhere,  by  Morton  Downey, 
nationally  known  tenor  and  good  friend  of 
the  late  Senator. 

There  was  a  selection  by  a  quartet  which 
Included    Fred    DeSalvo,    Joseph    Batti^lla, 
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-Demoerate  of  Bmdenon  m 
ynm  M  BapnbUeviM  Mmn  iboeked  at  the 
mddcn  (toath  of  BtaamXac  Pax  MnCawaw  at 
BMrtbom*  Ttt— day  nlsht. 

WUUam  OXMte  and  J.  Mwnuui  Murdoch 
of  the  Jbeal  Oomocrat  ehib  lioUi  espnaMd 
tlM  failing  tbaf  Benderaon  bad  loaVa  friend 
In  Oamiww,  ona  that  may  naver  be  replaced. 
Cbaaie  aald.  ttat  Hendeiaon  wb  particularly 
Uadabtad  t6  8«xuttor  McC«»w>i»  becauae  It 
ynm  mainly  tbrougb  hia  afforti  tbat  tba  d^ 
and  tba  plant  were  not  eold  aa  scrap.  No 
man  baa  dona  more  for  tbe  State  of  Nevada 
tban  Senator  McCabbak.  Be  baroui^t  In  the 
N«UU  Alrbaaa  and  reacUmted  Vt.  be  saved  the 
bade  magneetiim  plants  and  the  city  of 
Bendenon  from  destruction  and  did  the 
aama  for  Vletory  Village  and  Carver  Park. 
Bis  lOM  arm  be  felt  not  only  by  Nevadans  but 
by  the  Nation  at  large. 

HSarahel  Ttumbo»  Henderson  caiamber  of 
Ccanmaree  president,  stated  that  "We  never 
a^^Vroaehed  Senator  licCAwaif  tea  ^ntrtnnrit 
or  guidance  that  we  did  not  get  Instant  re- 
apoose.  TIM  entire  city  and  plant  owes  its 
■rtitsnca  to  Ilia  vork  dooa  by  MrCAwaAW.* 

LfMl  BorkboMer.  adtuMd  superintendent, 
bard  to  aid  vm  lit  getting 
I  for  our  setaool  system  hareu 
la  a  great  leas  to  us  an.'* 

Warn  War.  ipeaklng  for  the  Western  Bec- 
traabaBleal  Ool.  said  that  "We  believe  that 
Anderson  and  its  indiutrtes  would  not  be 
In  silslaw  today  had  it  not  been  for  the 
eSorti  «C  Senatar  MoCanav.  Ba  death  Is 
a  great  loas  to  aU  of  us." 

"^^e  death  of  Senator  Pat  MJoCAnAjr." 
■d  Snyder.  preaMeat  of  Ploebe  llanganeae 
Co..  wired,  "the  Mation  liaa  lost  a  great 
etateemsn.  tha  mining  tndnatry  haa  loat  one 
of  Its  bwC  varrion.  Ifoet  of  the  older  ettl- 
■ene  of  Nevada  wiU  loaa«  feel  this  toss  of  a 
tme  Mend  and  thoae  fluting  for  the  preser- 
vattoB  of  »  ooBstltutlonal  government  will 
be  haz«  prsasad  to  flU  tbe  gap  created  by  tbe 
passing  of  this  great  Amesfcan.'* 

Many  of  tha  men  In  the  street  felt  that  It 
vmild  ba  jaara  before  Nevada  would  again 
be  la  tta  puwsuifui  position  tt  baa  been  in 


tta 


and  tlUKt  Mevadana  wni  find  that 
Infloence  has  been  badly 
bgrbla  death. 
A.  T.  Newell,  works  manager  of  the  Stauffcr 
Oo,  commented:  "We  feel  ttiat 
*•*>•■■>»  haa  doDC  more  for  the 
of  Nevada  than  any  one  man  within 
ksmory.    Bis  death  Is  a  great  loas  to  all 
of  ua." 

I  death  k  a  mat  iboGk  to  na  an."  F.  A. 

of  the  ICanga- 

IB&,  plank  said.    **»  is  a  loas  not  only 

to  MMrada  and  Headereon  bat  to  the  NaUon 


P.  J.  lladdei,  goMral  mau«ar  of  tha  n- 
tantuaa  Matals  Corp.,  acBimented:  *8anater 
MnCtAaaAM  eontributed  materlaUy  to  tha  de- 
vrtoposntor  the  tndastrlat  growth  of  south- 
em  Wasad^  and  aeelBtad  In  bringing  many 
ef  pnasast  siaainnlBS  Into  the  area.  We  all 
feM  shocked  by  his  sodden  death.** 

Mr.  WBOXaxxaON.  Ur.  Preei4ent. 
I  rise  to  join  tai  tlie  richly  deserved  trib- 
utes  to  tlU«e   gzest    Ammrtt^mw^  of   oUT 

time:  Senator  McCauah,  Senator  Bor- 
la.  sad  anator  Himr. 

I  first  esme  to  know  the  distlBgui^ed 
Sebator  frost  Weysda.  Pat  MoCauuv,  as 

we  woriced  taiether  on  *^Mf"«*y  days. 
Be  wgg  theor<&drman  of  the  Committee 
on  the  JUdiriaiy,  and  was  carrying  an 
extremely  heavy  load  of  kcislation.    I 


wma  then  bnt  a  fnwhman  Senator,  tnit 
from  Senator  McCasian's  Industry,  wis- 
dran.  and  Tlsion  I  learned  much.  Also. 
I  was  in8i>ired  by  his  complete  devotion 
to  duty. 

I  learned  from  my  association  with 
him  of  his  great  legal  talents  and  his 
complete  Integrity. 

Later  I  was  privileged  to  serve  under 
his  leadership,  whm  I  became  a  member 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. I  have  never  served  under  a 
greater  leader  in  any  capacity  or  in  any 
field  of  endeavor,  either  in  the  military 
service  or  in  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  Senator  McCarram  in- 
spired each  and  every  one  of  us  to  oarry 
our  own  share  of  the  responsibilitits  of 
government. 

Then  later  it  became  my  privilege  to 
serve  imder  his  leadership,  and  also 
latCT  with  him,  on  the  Subcoramittoe  on 
Internal  Security.  There  I  learned  to 
know  of  his  high  sense  of  Justice.  Never 
would  he  permit  an  Innocent  person  to 
be  injured  during  inquiries  which  were 
conducted  by  that  committee. 

Reference  has  been  made  to  the  fu- 
neral service  of  the  late  Pat  McCarran  in 
Nevada.  It  was  a  high  privilege,  though 
a  sad  one,  which  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  had  to  attend  that  funeral. 
I  shall  never  see  a  greater  tribute  .to  a 
great  American  than  the  one  I  saw  in 
the  city  of  Reno  on  that  sad  and  tragic 
day.  All  the  people  had  heavy  hearts, 
because  they  were  recognizing  and  pay- 
ing tribute  to  a  man  whom  they  dtarly 
loved — their  favorite  son  whose  service 
to  the  Nation  was  outstanding. 

I  am  certain  that  every  Member  of  the 
Senate  ia  a  better  American  by  reason 
of  having  had  the  privilege  of  assotiat- 
ii«  with  Pat  McCAaRAN. 

Hts  church,  of  which  he  was  a  pillar 
and  a  bulwark,  has  lost  a  strong  and 
vigorous  voice  In  the  i^ysical  things  of 
the  world,  but  his  spirit  will  carrf  on 
for  the  cause  of  true  Christianity,  so 

long  as  there  Is  a  world  or  a  universe. 

His  country  has  sustained  a  servere 
loss;  but.  again,  the  spirit  of  a  great 
American  will  carry  on  for  his  country, 
and  his  life's  work  will  be  a  monument 
and  a  beacon  light  to  guide  us  aU  thrdugh 
the  years  ahead. 

I  Join  in  these  tributes  with  a  heavy 
heart  but  with  a  sense  of  inspiration.  I 
also  extend  to  the  lovely  family  of  Pat 
McCabkan— his  dear  wife,  his  daughters. 
and  his  son — the  deepest  sympathy  of 
the  Rendrlcksons  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
to  pay  tribute  to  a  great  American,  our 
distinguished  colleague,  the  late  Semitor 
from  the  State  of  Nevada,  the  Honorable 
Pat  McCauan. 

First,  may  I  say  that  on  Monday,  in 
looking  over  at  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle  it  was  difflcidt  to  realize  that  no 
longer  would  the  Senate  be  honored  with 
the  presence  of  one  of  our  old  friends, 
one  of  the  first  I  made  in  coming  to  the 
Senate.  I  am  sure  that  many  in  this 
Chamber  Join  with  me  In  feeling  this 
tragic  loss. 

It  was  my  privilege  for  years  to  s^rve 
In  the  Senate  with  Pat  McCAsaAN.  and 
likewise  it  was  my  privilege  to  serve  with 
him  on  the  Committee  on  AppropriatiOna. 


It  was  also  my  privilege  to  have  been 
a  member  of  the  delegation  of  United 
States  Senators  who  made  the  trip  to 
Reno,  Nev..  to  pay  the  respects  of  the 
Senate  at  both  church  and  State  serv- 
ices. In  connection  with  our  visit  to  Ne- 
vada I  may  say  that  never  before  in  my 
life  have  I  witnessed  the  people  ci  a 
State  more  deeply  grieved  or  more  rev- 
erent in  their  respect  for  a  devoted  aon. 

I  was  honored,  as  President  pro  tem- 
pore of  the  Senate,  to  be  called  upon  to 
make  a  few  remarks  at  the  State  serv- 
ices. I  believe  that  my  statement  at  that 
time  will  adequately  express  my  own  i>er- 
sonal  feeling  toward  the  late  Senator. 
I  also  believe  it  will  reflect,  too,  the  views 
of  many  of  our  colleagues  who  were  un- 
able personally  to  pay  their  tribute  to 
Pat  McCarran  during  his  funeral  serv- 
ices. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks  the  brief  address 
delivered  by  me  at  the  State  services 
for  the  late  Senator  McCarran. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Remarks  bt  Senator  Sttixs  BRraons,  Prssi- 
DENT  Pro  Tempore,  Uniteo  States  Senate. 
Dttrino  State  Tbibutk  to  tim  Monokablx 
Pat  McCarran,  Latx  a  Sknator  I^om  the 
State  or  Ncvada 

Last  Tuesday,  the  2Sth  day  of  September, 
was  a  tragic  day  for  thla  NaUon.  tt  was  a 
day  tliat  marked  tbe  passing  of  a  v^ry  great 
American — one  of  our  greatest. 

It  was  the  day  on  which  United  SUtes 
Senator  Pat  McCarran  put  away  the  gloves 
be  bad  used  for  so  many  years  to  Bght  for 
the  America  he  loved  so  much.  It  ifas  a  sad 
day  for  a  long  trail  of  friends  and  admirers 
he  left  across  the  broad  lands  of  our  country 
and  a  day  of  relief  for  some  of  his  enemies 
who  opposed  his  fight  for  America. 

Any  person  with  a  personality  cail  acquire 
friends,  but  only  great  men  with  the  char- 
acteristics of  Pat  McCarran  can  acquire  ene- 
mies. I  admired  him  for  a  great  many 
things,  not  the  least  of  which  was  tlw  cluster 

of  enemies  he  had. 

He  was  a  kind  and  gentle  persoi^  but  be 
was  also  a  man  of  forceful  conviction  and 
fine  principles  which  made  him  so  great. 

It  was  a  privilege  and  an  honor  for  me  to 
travel  these  3,000  miles  to  pay  hon^ge  to  a 
man  who  had  accomplished  so  many  great 
things  for  his  State  and  his  Nation. 

"nie  State  of  Nevada  and  the  people  in 
every  city,  town,  and  hamlet  In  America  have 
lost  a  devoted  and  fine  son.  He  ha^  been  a 
close  friend  of  mine  for  many  yeai«,  and  X 
feel  his  loss  deeply.  I  worked  with  him 
elosely  on  legislation.  He  was  a  valued  mem- 
ber of  the  Appropriations  Conunfttee,  of 
which  I  have  the  honor  to  head  as  chairman. 
He  was  too  valuable  a  friend  and  pubUe 
servant  to  lose. 

Senator  McCarran  not  only  knew  his  Oov- 
ernment  but  he  had  a  great  faith  In  0ur  kind 
of  government.  His  life  was  dedicated  to  Its 
preservation  and  Its  betterment.  HIS  beacon 
was  the  Constitution  of  bis  country;  his  ob- 
jective, a  better  life  for  hU  fellowman.  TO 
paraphrase  Emerson,  governments  have  their 
development  In  moral  Integrity  aad  the 
character  of  men. 

In  hU  death  there  has  been  taken  fkom  the 
srena  of  public  service  a  vigorous  and  a  vital 
mind,  a  stalwart  character,  a  eoitrageous 
soxiL  Pat  McCarran  was  a  stanch,  strong 
Democrat,  hut  he  was  an  even  greater  Amer- 
ican patriot.  When  we  left  Washington  Fri- 
day afternoon  the  American  ttag  was  flying 
at  half  staff  atop  the  Capitol  and  atop  an 
Federal   buildings.    It  meant  not  osUy  the 
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passing  of  a  United  States  Senator  but  also 
the  loss  of  one  of  America's  greatest  leaders 
in  our  time.  It  meant,  too,  the  loas  of  a 
patriot  whose  devotion  to  his  country 
brought  to  mind  the  btirnlng  desire  of  our 
Founding  Fai.hers  for  a  land  of  the  free. 
America  will  never  forget  Pat  McCarran  and 
all  that  he  haa  done  for  her  people.  America 
will  remember,  too,  that  he  was  always  fore- 
most In  the  fight  against  oommunlam.  I 
could  go  on  In  detaU  and  describe  bis  many 
feats  to  make  bis  country  even  greater  and 
safer  for  you  and  me,  for  our  chUdren. 

There  was  something  else  about  Pat 
McCarran  that  made  him  great.  Thoae  who 
knew  blm  in  Washington,  In  Nevada,  and 
elsewhere  knew  Senator  McCarran  In  bla 
role  aa  a  husband  completely  devoted  to  his 
Wife,  as  a  proud  and  considerate  lather  and 
grandfather,  as  a  humble  man  deeply  devoted 
to  Ood  and  to  his  church,  and  as  a  man 
whose  friendslilp  aU  were  proud  to  have  be- 
cause with  him  frlendahlp  was  something 
deep  and  personal. 

Perhaps.  In  a  meastire,  I  ran  espress  the 
philosophy  of  Pat  McCarran  In  theee  words: 

Teach  me,  Oood  Lord,  to  serve  Thee  as 
Thou  deserveet. 

To  give  and  not  to  count  the  cost. 

To  fight  and  not  to  heed  the  wounds. 

To  toll  and  not  to  seek  for  rest. 

To  labor  and  not  ask  for  any  reward  save 
that  of  knowing  that  we  wUl  do  Thy  wUl. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  | 
rise  to  pay  humble  tribute  to  one  of  our 
most  beloved  colleagues,  Pat  McCarran. 
He  became  a  Member  of  the  Senate  in 
1933.  and  has  served  his  State  and  Na- 
tion with  honor  and  distinction. 

Many  honors  have  been  bestowed  upon 
Pat  McCaman,  both  in  private  and  public 
life,  but  I  wish  to  say  something  about 
his  work  in  the  Senate. 

He  served  as  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary  from  1943  until  1946, 
and  from  1949  untU  1953.  He  was  the 
author  of  the  Internal  Security  Act  ot 
1951,  and  served  as  chairman  of  the  In- 
ternal Security  Subcommittee  until  1953. 

He  has  made  an  outstanding  record  In 
his  fight  against  communism. 

His  distinguished  record  of  service  on 
the  Judlciarj'  Committee  proved  that  It 
can  truly  be  said  that  he  was  a  lawyer's 
lawyer.  He  was  a  student  of  the  law 
and  a  stanch  believer  and  defender  of 
our  great  Constitution.  He  never  waiv- 
ered  from  his  belief  in  that  great  instru- 
ment, even  when  the  popular  clamor  was 
otherwise. 

For  the  past  3  years  I  have  served  on 
the  Judiciary  and  the  Internal  Secxurity 
Subcommittee  with  Pat  McCarran.  In 
this  connection  it  has  been  my  privilege 
to  observe  and  admire  the  sincere  patri- 
otic princii^es  always  followed  by  him, 
whether  in  discussing  complex  legislation 
or  exposing  thoae  who  would  substitute 
oxnmunlsm  for  our  American  way  of  life. 

The  death  of  Pat  McCAtRAN,  senior 
Senator  from  Nevada,  has  removed  from 
pubUc  life  a  distinguished  and  beloved 
figure  in  Nevada  and  the  Nation. 

Pat  McCarran  did  not  belong  alone  to 
Nevada;  while  hia  love  for  hia  naUve 
State  was  real  and  passionate,  his  death 
is  a  distinct  loas  to  a  Nation  which  so 
much  needs  his  wisdom  and  leadership. 

Senator  McCarran  held  many  high 
ofDoes  during  his  lifetime.  He  was  a 
member  of  the  Nevada  State  Legislature, 
and  an  associate  Justice  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Nevada:  chief  Justice  of  the 
Supreme  Coui-t  of  Nevada;  vice  president 


of  the  American  Bar  Association,  and  as 
I  have  ah-eady  stated,  a  Member  of  the 
United  States  Senate  since  1933. 

I  have  had  the  great  opportunity  of 
serving  with  Pat  McCarran  on  many 
committees  in  the  Senate,  the  most  re- 
cent being  his  favorite,  the  Judiciary 
Committee.  It  was  during  this  commit- 
tee service  that  I  grew  to  respect  his 
keen  legal  mind  and  his  ability  to  grasp  a 
situation  and  speak  upon  the  subject  un- 
der consideration.  I  sought  the  iftisdom 
his  words  contained. 

It  is  Impossible  to  measure  our  loss. 
The  Nation  has  lost  a  leader  who  has 
been  weighed  In  the  balance  and  found 
not  wanting. 

His  influence  will  remain  indellby 
stamped  upon  the  destinies  of  Nevada 
and  the  Nation.  I  have  lost  a  friend, 
and  the  country  has  lost  a  great  man. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Stxnnis  in  the  chair).  The  present 
occupant  of  the  chair  asks  iinanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record 
a  tribute  to  the  late  Pat  McCarran  pre- 
pared by  the  senior  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi [Mr.  Eastland]. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tribute 
prepared  by  Mr.  Eastland  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President, 
words  are  great  forces  in  the  realm  of 
life,  but  upon  an  occasion  such  as  this 
they  are  Inadequate  to  express  fully  the 
sentiments  which  dwell  deep  in  our 
hearts. 

Although  we  who  knew  Pat  McCarran 
most  intimately  are  grieved  at  his  pass- 
ing, he  has  left  us  and  the  Nation  a  rich 
legacy  which  will  long  endure.  The 
shadow  of  Pat  McCarran  will  lengthen 
with  the  passing  of  time,  and  only  in 
the  generations  to  come  will  the  full 
stature  of  the  man  be  measured. 

We  shall  do  well  In  these  ominous  days 
to  appraise,  even  in  our  limited  perspec- 
tive, the  man  and  his  monumental 
achievements  because  his  life  and  his 
work  may  serve  as  valid  guldeposts  for 
us  and  the  Nation  in  the  troubled  days 
ahead. 

Prom  humble  origin  of  immigrant  par- 
ents he  climbed  the  ladder  of  success 
step  by  step  In  both  private  and  public 
life.  Ranchman,  lawyer,  legislator,  dis- 
trict attorney.  Judge.  United  States  Sen- 
ator— in  each  position  he  devoted  all  his 
energies  and  talents  to  the  tasks  at  hand 
with  a  resoluteness  which  characterized 
his  life.  Early  in  his  life  there  was  firm- 
ly fixed  a  sensitivity  to  injustice,  a  pierc- 
ing insight  which  could  detect  fraud  and 
sham,  and  a  love  of  the  freedom  which  is 
the  foundation  of  our  Republic.  These 
attributes  are  enough  to  bless  any  man. 
But  Pat  McCarran  was  endowed  with 
still  another  attribute  which  gave  force 
to  his  life — a  zeal  and  determination 
which  could  not  sdeld  or  compromise  that 
which  he  felt  was  right.  He  was  a 
fighter  who  did  not  first  confer  the 
odds.  As  a  result,  he  was  himself  a  free 
man — ^f ree  from  any  shackles  of  pt^tlcal 
restraint. 

He  did  not  hesitate  to  cross  swords 
with  anyone,  regardless  of  station  or 
power;  and,  impelled  with  the  belief  that 
he  was  serving  a  Just  cause,  he  usually 
obtained  the  objective. 


Such  a  man  attracts  others  to  his 
banner  even  as  he  is  sure  to  make 
enemies.  Pat  McCarran  was  compli- 
mented, not  only  by  his  friends,  but  by 
his  enemies  as  welL  No  man  In  this 
Nation  was  more  roundly  hated  by  those 
who  would  destroy  our  way  of  life  than 
was  this  stalwart  fighter  who  loved  his 
country  as  his  very  life. 

I  shall  always  treasure  my  personal 
friendship  with  SenatOT  McCAaaair. 
Never  was  he  too  engaged  to  lend  a  hand 
to  one  who  came  to  him  for  guidande. 
In  other  wajrs  too  personal  and  sacred  to 
discuss  he  was  to  me  a  dear,  devoted 
friend.  I  shaU  never  forget  the  numer- 
ous little  kindnesses,  the  words  of  en- 
couragement, the  steady  handshake^  the 
sound  advice,  and  the  inspiration  which 
he  gave  to  me  as  well  as  to  countless 
others  who  moved  within  the  orbit  of  his 
life. 

Pat  McCarran  was  a  family  man  who 
treasured  his  wife,  children,  and  grand- 
children with  a  devotion  which  is  an 
example  to  us  all.  Could  it  not  be  that 
from  the  sweet  waters  of  his  happy  fam- 
ily life  came  the  springs  of  his  nob&e 
deeds?  And  what  of  those  deeds?  His- 
torians will  record  them  fully.  It  lis 
enough  to  mention  his  authcH-ship  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  which 
clothes  the  humblest  citizen  with  certain 
rights  so  that  he  can  deal  with  the  most 
powerful  agency  of  Govemmmt  in  full 
parity;  his  establishment  of  the  Internal 
Security  Subcommittee;  and  chainnaa- 
ship  of  the  work  of  that  subcommittee  to 
expose  subversives;  his  authorship  of  the 
Internal  Security  Act,  which  constitutea 
the  framework  of  our  laws  agidnst  tbe 
Communist  conspiracy;  his  authorship 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Adt. 
which  codifies  all  of  our  Immigration 
laws  and  plugs  the  loopholes  through 
which  subversives  had  becsi  ff«.iTi«»yy 
entry  to  our  shores;  the  Civil  Aeronau- 
tics Act  of  1936  and  the  Federal  Airport 
Act,  which  blazed  the  legislative  trail  for 
the  air  facilities  of  our  country. 

Yes,  Mr.  President,  a  giant  haa  fallen 
and  he  leaves  a  vacancy  whi^  cannot  be 
fiUed.  Let  us,  I  humbly  stmrest.  In 
reverence  dedicate  ourselves  to  the 
causes  to  which  he  committed  his  hfe. 
that  we  may  assure  ourselves  and  the 
generations  to  come  that  this  oiganlaga 
which  we  call  the  American  way  ot  life 
will  be  strengthened,  preserved,  and 
passed  on  to  our  children  and  our  ctiU- 
dren's  children  in  full  bkx»n. 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  the  Idas 
to  the  United  States  Soiate  of  thobe 
Members  whom  we  commemorate  tbd|^ 
Is  diCBcult  adequatdy  to  measure.  Aa  a 
coUeague  and  frimd,  I  shall  always  re- 
member Pat  McCauan.  Bis  name  and 
his  personality  were  familiar  to  me  long 
before  I  came  to  the  Senate.  For  m«*  It 
was  a  pleasant  and  highly  rewarding  ea- 
perience  to  become  perscmally  acquainted 
with  the  Senator  from  Nevada  In  194». 

One  of  the  most  forceful  ImpresslaDS 
which  I  gained  from  knowing  him  was  a 
sturdy  and  vigorous  attitude  of  Inde- 
pendence. Some  thoutfbt  him  overly 
conservative  in  Us  views,  but  none  ivUl 
doubt  the  high  motives  of  patriotism  and 
love  of  country  which  he  displayed  dur- 
ing the  long  years  of  service  In  this 
Chamber. 
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•ad  balpCaliMBs  to ! 

M0t«U7  to  evnrall  wtth. 

of  Ut  conotfttoe  which 


Pxwktent.  tho 
W«al  bM  loak  o  sraftt  ciwunitkm  i^  the 
poirtBC  «f  aaoator  Pat  lirCoMw.  He 
vms  keenly  awart  of  the  proUcms  of  the 
tend  State*.  Wot  many  yean  he 
batanaa  of  the  Westem  States 
iton  Ooounittee.  He  was  a  f  earleos 
for  tboee  poUeleo  which  he  be- 
lieved to  be  best  for  his  State  and  his 


Seurtor  MoCauaii  had  the  coarage  al 
hie  eoniietk)«ia.  He  was  truly  a  great 
Amofean.  and  we  shall  miss  him  in  the 
jwuB  iridoh  he  ahead. 

Ifr.WXLKBa  Mr.  President.  I  spe^ 
now  abouia  aaaa  whom  I  loTed  ahnost  aa 
much  as  I  loved  my  faUier,  the  honn- 
able  and  distfnctiished  Pat  if oCaskaw.  of 
my  nelghbarinv  State  <rf  Nevada.  I  have 
lost  my  mother  and  my  father,  and  Uke 
other  human  beings.  I  Icnow  what  It  is  to 
soflar  the  lose  of  a  loved  one. 

I  was  one  of  the  first  perscms  to  hear 
of  the  paaBtng  away  of  Pat  McCauait. 
irtMB  a  close  friend  of  his  called  me  a 
.  few  minatct  itiKar  his  demise. 

I  can  8aar»  Mr.  Presidents  that  not  only 
Mevada.  not  only  the  Nation,  but  the  en- 
tire wotld  lost  a  great  servant  when  God 
caOBd  FsT  McCsnAN  to  his  final  resting 


Rcesldefit,  in  my  brief  experience 
as  a  p«iblle  servant,  and  througli  wbat 
UtUe  research  I  have  been  aUe  to  do.  I 
kaov  of  no  man  who  has  served  in  this 
leglsMfve  body  who  has  been  respoi- 
aOAie  for  more  important  legislation  than 
has  Pax  MoCmrbav.  who  haa  left  ua  to  go 
to  the  arms  of  God — a  man  who  was 
tndy  devoted  first  to  his  Qod  and  then  to 
his  country. 

Petty  pontics  never  interfered  with 
the  duty  which  Pat  McCAaiuuv  felt 'he 
owed  and  dispensed  to  the  American  peo- 
ple, and,  Indeed,  to  the  world. 

ProbaUy  no  greater  honor  will  ever 
be  paid  to  aae  than  was  paid  to  me  when 
M(rther  MeCarran  and  her  lovely  family 
adsed  me  to  qieak  in  R&ao  at  the  final 
rttes  of  that  great  American,  when  peo- 
ple tnm  all  over  the  United  States  came 
to  pay  their  respects  and  say  farewell 
to  him.  Tbtte  were  luresent  many  fine 
oofieacnss  of  mine  who  outranlced  me  in 
wmltffrtkt'  It  was  rath«r  anbarrasslng 
for  me  to  ace  them  before  me  whoi  I.  a 
romparativeiy  new  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate, attempted  to  Ud  a  final  farewell  to 
that  ggeat  man;  but  they  were  kind  to 
The  Benater  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
I]  was  kind  to  me.  as  was  the 
from  CRhforaia  EMr.  Kmow- 
»),  and  aB  the  otfaers.  They  realised 
the  doee  personal  esteem,  love,  and  affec- 

ttan  which  eiiitod  between  the  deceased 
/Bsnator  and  nupaelf,  and  they  realized 
that  Pat  MOCawaw  had  represented  not 
only  the  great  State  of  Nevada,  but  that 
1^0  rsprceenttrt  my  State  of  Idaho  nearly 
gg  ■ttoh  ag  he  did  his  own  State. 

I  wii^  I  could  portray  to  my  colleagues 
iB  the  Senate  the  beautiful  funeral  serv- 
ices witfeh  took  iriaoe  for  Paz  MoCabbait. 
flKst  in  the  chureh  of  his  faith,  which  was 
profound,  dtgnifled,  and  injqdrlng.  and 
thereafter  the  magnificent  services  dedi- 


cated to  the  memory  of  Pat  McCaspah 
in  the  State  Building,  across  the  stfeet 
from  the  Riverside  Hotel,  where  the  d^e- 
gatlon  from  the  Senate  met  and  llTed. 
Never  have  I  seen  so  many  flowers  in  all 
my  life.  It  seemed  that  the  room  was 
actimlly  filled  with  flowers  from  all  over 
the  Nation.  In  the  brief  moments  I  had 
an  (QHKntuni^  to  read  the  inscriptions 
on  the  wreaths,  I  remember  one  from 
the  Air  Line  Pilots  Association,  from,  the 
men  who  fly  day  and  night.  Why  did 
they  think  of  that  great  man?  He  was 
the  author  and  the  founder  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Act. 

I  could  continue  to  speak  at  great 
length,  and  tell  of  the  great  organizations 
and  persons  who  iwured  out  their  hearts 
in  tnring  to  give  comfort  to  Mother  Me- 
Carran and  her  lovely  family.  DSath 
cannot  kill  what  never  dies,  and  we  are 
taught  that  what  lives  will  never  die, 
and  that  is  the  greatest  work  of  God. 

Pat  McCakrak  finished  his  work  in  the 
Senate  as  few  Senators  will  ever  finish 
their  work.  He  died  truly  in  the  saddle, 
as  we  say  in  the  West,  working  until  the 
very  end.  There  has  been  a  serious  loss 
to  the  Nation,  not  only  in  the  death  of 
Senator  McCAXRAif,  but  in  the  deaths  of 
the  other  three  Senators  about  whoig  we 
are  speaking.  Senator  McCarraw  was 
truly  a  great  statesmen,  like  the  great 
Senator  fnnn  North  Carolina,  the  de- 
ceased Willis  Smith.  On  another  occa- 
sion I  said  former  Senator  Smith  had 
told  me,  "Senator  WEuant.  you  can  al- 
ways defend  a  ix>sition  which  is  right. 
but  jrou  can  never  defend  a  compromise 
Of  right." 

In  the  words  of  James  Whitcomb 
Rfiey:  | 

I  cannot  say.  and  I  will  not  say 
That  he  la  dead.    H«  la  J\ist  away. 
With  a  cheery  smile,  and  a  wave  of  the  hand, 
He  has  wandered  Into  an  unknown  land 
Ajut  left  us  dreaming  how  very  fair —     j 

It  needs  must  be.  since  Pat  McCasran 
is  tJiere. 

During  my  feeble  closing  remarkB  at 
Reno  before  the  thousands  and  thou- 
sands of  persons  who  came  there  to  pay 
their  respects  to  Pat  McCarran,  at  the 
services  held  at  the  State  Building,  there 
was  present  the  present  Presiding  Offi- 
cer [Mr.  Bbown  of  Nevada],  who  has 
been  appointed  to  succeed  Pat  McCar- 
■AK.  The  aisles  of  that  massive  hall 
were  packed.  As  we  followed  the  body 
of  this  great  man  to  the  l)eautif  ul  ctfne- 
tery  in  the  beautiful  State  of  Nevada,  we 
saw  thousands  upon  thousands  of  per- 
sons, with  their  hats  off  and  their  heads 
bowed — the  humble,  the  strong,  and  the 
buoyant,  of  every  race,  color,  and  cueed, 
who  were  there  to  say  farewell  to  the 
man  who  will  never  \x  replaced  by 
Nevada,  and.  in  my  own  personal 
(^iMnion,  by  any  other  Senator,  no  matter 
whence  he  may  come. 

As  I  have  said,  in  saying  farewell  to 
him.  I  quotedfa  little  poem  that  often  is 
used  in  the  West  as  the  greatest  tribute 
we  can  pay  to  one  we  love,  when  he  has 
gone  on  b^ore.  So  I  close  with  these 
words: 

Warm  aummer  ran  shine  kindly  here; 
Warm  southern  wind  blow  softly  here; 
Qreen  sod  above  lie  light.  He  light — 
Good  niglxt,  dear  heart,  good  night,  good 
night. 


Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  when 
I  first  came  to  the  Senate,  it  was  my 
happy  privilege  to  meet  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Nevada,  the  Hon- 
orable Pat  McCarran.  I  was  amgzed  at 
the  range  of  his  activities.  He  was  a 
prodigious  worker.  His  name  ;is  im- 
printed upon  much  legislation  which 
during  the  past  quarter  of  a  century  has 
been  enacted  by  the  Congress. 

In  the  field  of  constitutional  law  and 
the  defense  of  his  l)eloved  country,  his 
services  were  most  intense  and  devoted. 
His  leadership  will  be  sorely  missed.  His 
sturdy  patriotism  that  inspired  his  col- 
leagues in  the  Senate  will  long,  long  be 
rememtxred. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  en- 
tered tills  body  as  a  Senator  in  1938.  The 
late  lamented  Senator  Pat  McCarran 
took  the  oath  of  Senator  about  $  weeks 
after  I  did.  We  were  both  assigned  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations.  It  so 
hapi>ened  tiiat  we  were  placed  on  the 
same  subcommittees.  I  worked  with  him 
intimately  on  that  committee  far  some 
22  years. 

Out  of  that  association  grew  a  per- 
sonal friendship  which  was  one  of  the 
finest  and  sweetest  I  have  ever  eaijoyed. 
No  higher  satisfaction  ever  came  to  me 
than  the  knowledge  in  my  own  heart 
that  Pat  McCarran  had  confidence  in 
me  as  a  man  and  loved  me  as  a  friend. 

Mr.  President,  I  consider  Pat  McCar- 
ran one  of  the  great  Americans  of  this 
era.  He  was  a  great  Judge  l>eforS  he  ije- 
came  a  Senator.  He  was  recognized  as 
an  authority  on  the  fundamental  law 
of  our  land,  the  Constitution.  Hfe  was  a 
lawyer's  lawyer;  and  eminent  lawyers 
often  sought  ills  counsel  and  advice. 

Needless  to  say,  he  was  an  able  and 
effective  legislator.  I  doubt  whether  any 
man  who  ever  served  in  this  body  spon- 
sored the  passage  of  more  legislation,  in 
wider  and  more  varied  fields,  than  did 
this  great  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Nevada. 

Above  all.  Mr.  President.  Senator  Pat 
McCarran  was  a  fervent  patriot.  He 
loved  his  country,  and  his  life  was  com- 
pletely dedicated  to  his  country's  service. 
He  was  one  of  those  rare  souls  Who  un- 
derstood the  place  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  in  our  scheme  of  govern- 
ment. He  respected  the  Senate  as  an 
institution,  and  he  defended  each  and 
every  power  and  right  which  attaches  to 
the  Senate  as  a  great  institution  in  our 
Qovemment.  I  doubt  not  that  some  day 
there  will  be  many  memorials  in  stone, 
and  perhaps  bronze,  erected  to  the  mem- 
ory and  services  of  this  great  American. 
Knowing  Senator  McCarran  as  t  did,  I 
am  confident  that  the  memorial  he 
would  appreciate  most  would  be  found  in 
the  love  and  affection  in  the  hearts  of 
millions  of  American  citizens  of  hoth  low 
and  high  degree  and  station  in  lite. 

Some  of  the  legislation  which  lie  spon- 
sored was  controversial.  Therefore,  he 
tiecame  a  somewhat  controversiid  figtu« 
on  the  American  political  scene.  What- 
ever any  man  may  have  ever  said  about 
this  distinguished  American,  no  one  who 
liad  any  spark  of  honesty  would  ever 
question  his  courage  and  his  devf  tlon  to 
the  principles  and  convictions  that  were 
his.  No  power  on  earth  could  cafise  him 
to  deviate  from  what  he  regarded  as  the 
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path  of  duty.  He  was  not  a  man  who 
could  be  pulled  or  swayed.  It  made  no 
difference  whether  the  iKessure  was  ap- 
plied by  a  group  of  great  industrialists, 
labor  leaders,  bankers,  or  any  of  the 
many  associations  which  seek  to  influ- 
ence the  course  of  legislation  and  the 
making  of  public  policy.  He  was  true 
to  his  own  convictions.  No  greater  trib- 
ute can  l)e  paid  any  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate tiian  to  say  that  he  stood  for  some- 
thing. Senator  McCarran  stood  for  the 
things  in  which  he  beUeved,  and  he  stood 
there  fearlessly. 

A  great  man  has  fallen.  He  will  be 
missed  m  this  body.  He  will  be  missed 
by  the  people  of  the  United  States  when 
their  rights  under  the  Constitution  are 
endangered,  as  they  are  today  and  as 
they  will  be  m  the  days  that  lie  ahead. 

One  of  the  greatest  compensations  we 
derive  from  our  service  in  the  Senate  is 
the  friendships  we  make,  and  I  was 
fortunate  to  enjoy  such  a  friendship 
with  tills  great  American.  Senator  Pat 
McCarran. 

I  mourn  him  as  an  individual,  and  I 
mourn  him  as  a  friend,  and  I  mourn  him 
as  a  great  American  citizen.  I  am 
grieved  to  note  that  the  people  of  our 
beloved  land  will  no  longer  receive  the 
benefits  of  his  dedicated  azkl  patriotic 
public  service. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  other 
Senators  have  spoken  of  the  high  cour- 
age, the  devoted  Americanism,  the  bril- 
liant legal  attainments,  and  the  unfail- 
ing courtesy  of  our  late  colleague,  the 
great  Senator  from  Nevada.  Pat  Mc- 
Carran. 

I  wish  to  speak  briefly  of  two  of  his 
qualities  which  impressed  me  most 
deeply.  I  mention,  first,  his  unyieldlna 
devotion  to  the  protection  of  the  tights 
of  the  48  States  and  of  indtvidiial  Amer- 
ican citieens  against  the  inroads  and 
encroachments  of  centralized  Federal 
power.  He  regretted  and  strongly  op- 
posed, as  few  Membnv  ct  this  Ixxly  have 
opposed,  the  tendency  of  our  Federal 
Government  to  grow  too  great,  too  un- 
wieldy, and  too  powerful  Although 
his  State  is  an  inland  State,  with  no 
coaatline  upon  the  sea  or  upon  the  Great 
Lakes,  he  was  alwajrs  a  strong  leader  for 
the  enactment  of  the  so-called  tklelands 
legislation.  No  one  contributed  more 
than  did  he  to  the  ultimate  enactment 
of  that  legislation. 

I  mention,  secondly,  a  personal  quality 
of  Pat  MoCaiban  which  I  have  rarely 
heard  mentioned  but  which  was  always 
present,  namely,  his  unfailing  sense  of 
good  Irish  humor.  He  was  full  isH  witty 
and  homely  stories  which  never  carried 
a  sting  for  anyone,  but  most  frequently 
contained  a  gentle  jibe  or  quip  at  him- 
self or  at  the  eharacterlstles  c€  the  sons 
of  his  deeply  bdoved  Ireland.  This 
wonderful  quality  of  Pat  McCaiian  re- 
fused to  yield  to  or  be  dimmed  in  the 
slightest  by  the  unkind  characterizations 
by  editorial  and  by  cartoon  which  were 
all  too  treqtiently  aimed  at  him  as  he 
went  sturdily  and  serendiy  about  the 
business  of  serving  and  protecting  his 
country  according  to  the  light  of  his 
strong  convictloiis. 

Mr.  President,  the  death  of  Pat  Mc- 
Carran removes  from  the  Senate  and 
from  our  national  scene  one  of  our  most 
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cfrterful.  most  valuable,  and  most  be- 
loved public  servants. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  Join  in  the  sentiments  ex- 
pressed with  reference  to  our  Ute  friend. 
Senator  McCarran,  one  of  the  strong 
men  <^  the  Senate.  His  great  legal  mind 
attracted  me  when  I  first  came  to  the 
Senate.  I  was  impressed  by  his  fine 
training  as  a  practical  lawyer,  as  a  dis- 
trict attorney,  and  as  a  member  of  the 
Nevada  Supreme  Court.  Pat  McCarran 
was  a  lawyer  who  knew  the  law.  He 
was  well  versed  in  all  the  fundamentals 
and  basic  principles  of  our  great  legal 
system.  His  opinion,  especially  after  he 
had  had  a  chance  to  think  things 
through,  was  as  sound  as  that  of  any 
lawyer  in  America.  His  courage  and 
devotion  to  the  principles  in  which  he 
believed  added  to  the  strength  and 
soundness  of  his  opinions. 

His  fine  patriotism,  of  course,  is  well 
known  to  us  all  and  can  well  be  emu- 
lated. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  in  the  passing  of  Senator  Mc- 
Carran. the  West  has  lost  its  greatest 
champion  and  the  most  active  sponsor 
of  its  rights,  its  protection,  and  the  pro- 
motion of  its  best  interests.  Whether 
it  was  the  ores  to  be  recovered  from  its 
mountains,  or  the  Uvestock  which  grazed 
on  its  desert  plains,  Pat  McCarran  made 
it  his  business,  in  the  Halls  of  Congress, 
to  assist  in  all  of  his  State's  problems. 

But  he  was  equaUy  alert,  active,  and 
responsive  when  national  and  interna- 
tional problems  arose.  He  fought 
fiercely  but  with  great  wisdom  and  cour- 
age, for  what  he  knew  to  be  in  the  inter- 
ests of  his  country. 

He  was  an  indefatigable  worker. 
How  he  aocomplished  so  much  in  the 
Senate  will  never  be  tmderstood  by  me, 
except  that  his  mind  seemed  to  grasp 
quickly  the  mtricacies  and  coi^lexities 
of  every  proldem.  Among  his  many 
achievements  was  his  sponsorship  of  avi- 
ation legislation.  In  fact,  he  was  the 
father  of  cnx  present  aviation  law. 

We  are  grateful  for  his  long  service  in 
the  Senate,  where  he  left  the  imprint  of 
his  character  on  countless  legislative 
achievements  on  every  conceivable  sub- 
ject. But  btfore  coining  to  the  Senate, 
he  had  made  his  mark  in  life  as  a  pro- 
found Jurist.  He  was  well  equipped  for 
such  a  service.  Learned  in  the  law.  and 
devoted  to  the  Constitution  as  he  was, 
he  never  hesitated  to  take  a  strong  posi- 
tion in  tiie  Senate  when  efforts  were 
made  to  eat  away  the  protection  which 
the  Constitution  afforded  the  people. 

There  may  never  be  another  like  him. 
To  say  he  will  be  missed  here  is  the  max- 
imum in  understatements. 

Mr.  CARU90N.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
to  Join  In  the  tributes  to  the  great  stal- 
wart from  Nevada,  the  late  Senator  Pat 
MoCARRAiff.  I  was  not  so  fortunate  as  to 
serve  on  a  Senate  cmnmittee  with  him, 
but  I  have  never  doulited  that  it  would 
have  been  a  great  privilege  and  oppor- 
tunity to  have  had  that  honor,  because 
I  greatly  admired  Us  servioe  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  as  he  helped  with  the 
passage  of  important  legislation. 

He  was  a  sincere  Christian  and  an  out- 
standing leader  in  his  own  church. 


He  never  hesitated  to  take  a  stand  that 
he  believed  to  be  right. 

All  of  us  and  the  entire  Nation  wU 
miss  him  greatly.  We  are  fortunate 
for  his  liaving  traveled  this  way. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President.  I  join  the 
Senate  in  mourning  the  loss  of  Pat  Mc- 
Carran, with  profound  sorrow. 

He  died  as  he  lived,  in  the  public  BCPff 
ice.  In  his  long  career  he  always  m^ 
the  problems  of  life.  He  never  shirked 
them.  ^ 

Before  coming  to  the  Senate  he  served 
his  State  in  the  Nevada  Legislature,  and 
as  cliief  Justice  of  the  State  supreme 
court.  - 

He  and  I  came  to  the  United  Stmes 
Senate  at  the  same  time,  nearly  22  years 
ago.  TTiere  are  only  three  men  now  to. ' 
the  Senate  who  were  here  when  We  took 
our  oaths  as  Senators  on  Man^  4,  19S3. 
They  are  the  two  Senators  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  GioRGK  and  Mr.  Rttsskll]  and  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  [Idr.  HatdsnI. 

In  the  busy  srears  since  then  Senator 
McCarran  and  I  have  fought  in  many 
battles  together,  not  the  least  of  which 
was  the  successful  fight  to  defeat  the 
iniquitous  effort  to  pack  Uie  Supreme 
Court  of  our  land. 

It  did  not  take  long  association  with 
Pat  McCarran  to  become  aware  of  his 
keen  mind,  and  to  realize  the  value  of  his 
rich  experience. 

One  learns  quickly  that  Pat  McCariah 
was  the  master  of  his  fate  and  the  ca|»- 
tain  of  his  soul.  He  did  the  j(rt>  he  set 
out  to  do.  There  was  no  easy  acquies- 
cence in  meeting  difficult  situations. 

He  feared  God,  and  went  relentlessly 
to  his  task.  His  accompUdmients  wUl 
withstand  the  critical  mterpretations  of 
history. 

He  knew  what  it  was  to  woifc  for  m 
education  and  learn  the  hard  way. 
From  this  early  experience  he  knew  how 
to  approach  with  sympathy  the  working- 
man,  whether  he  be  a  herder,  a  farmer, 
a  miner,  or  craftsman. 

He  was  a  lawyer  who,  by  his  bootstrape, 
reached  distinguished  heights  in  his  pro- 
fession. He  served  as  associate  Justice 
and  chief  Justice  of  the  Nevada  Supreme 
Court,  with  never  a  reversal.  In  the 
Senate  he  served  as  chairman  of  the  Ja> 
dicisoT  Committee. 

The  iirofession  he  has  served  so  well 
in  return  has  h<mored  him.  He  was  vloe 
president  <rf  the  American  Bar  ABSoda« 
tion,  and  the  recipient  of  other  high 
honors  in  the  field  of  Jurisprudence. 

His  career  is  no  less  distinguished  by 
great  woi^  in  the  legislative  field. 

His  record  in  the  Nevada  Legislatura 
was  characterized  by  durable  and  con- 
structive State  legislation. 

His  investigative  work  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  is  known  around  the 
world.  Equally  important  was  his  aaao- 
elation  with  legislation  for  promotioii 
and  control  of  civilian  aeronautics,  under 
which  our  commercial  aviation  baa 
grown  to  unparalleled  servioe. 

The  Administrative  Prooedurea  AtXt 
for  the  protection  of  all  dttmia  who 
have  to  do  tiurtness  with  XbtSr  GovBm- 
ment,  is  anottier  monument  to  bis  lagis* 
lative  industry. 

Pat  McCarran  was  a  man  who  arrived 
at  his  convictions  by  careful  deliberaUoo, 
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•aA  ttm  fought  for  them  acfttaist  bU 


Hit  foctln1ghtne«  freqiiepttjr  toought 
erItldCBi  upon  him.  but  he  never  aiAEed 
for  qoarter.  Be  had  the  eoofldenee.  the 
xe^eeti  Mad  ttie  affectkm  of  his  ool- 
lakfMe,  legATdlMf  of  pwty  Unee. 

Z  join  hb  hoct  of  frleode  to  whom  hJa 
PMrinc  to  »  gz«»t  loss. 

Mr.  CASK.    Mr.  Preeident.  I  recall 
Pat  McCauuii  for  two  reuoos:  One  was 
hto  loyal   leftdeiship  of  the   group  of 
n^iMtem  niiiiitnri     Senators  who  were 
prlfUeged  to  attend  some  of  the  dhmers 
whoi  he  would  call  a  conference  of 
wMloin  Senators  will  alwajs  remember, 
xaoi  meiely  hto  goaaoslty  in  arramdtog 
theae  meetings,  not  merely  his  expres- 
sions with  r«9eet  to  the  interests  of  the 
West,  irtiether  mining,  timber,  cattle, 
parks,  or  whatnot,  but  also  the  friend- 
liness which  he  odiibited  toward  every 
other  Member  of  the  Senate,  regardless 
fO.  party  afll^*^*^**"^    We  were  all  from 
the  West  when  we  attended  one  of  Pat's 
weatem  oimf  erence  dinners,  and  we  were 
aide  to  i4vnroaeh  our  prokdems  from  the 
standpoint  of  what  would  best  enable 
the  West  to^Hock  its  great  treasure  for 
the  benefit  ofthe  people  of  America. 

Anottier  thing  which  I  lilce  to  assottote 
with  hto  memory  is  a  speech  which  I 
heard  him  ddiver  in  Denver  in  Septem- 
ber IMS  at  the  annual  convention  of 
the  Am^T*r^"  Mining  Congress.  Pat 
poured  oat  hto  heart  in  a  aveech  in  whloh 
he  dwelt  upon  the  ^uigers  from  sub- 
versive activities  In  thto  country.  He  was 
qpeiJcing  to  a  groiq;>  of  pecH^Ie  who  were 
perhaps  primarily  interested  m  the  prob- 
lems (A  mining.  However,  Senator  Mc- 
Cauam  reeogniaed  that  aU  of  them  were 
Americans  first.  Ih  my  opinion  he  de- 
livered one  of  the  greatest  speeches  I 
have  vnx  heard  in  my  life.  When  he 
concluded  it  he  received  a  standing  ova- 
tion. whl<^  was  a  fitting  tribute  to  the 
effort  he  had  made. 

All  three  of  the  Senators  whom  we 
eulogise  today.  Senator  HxniT,  Soiator 
Buiun,  Jmd  Senator  McCAasAir,  gave 
their  llyes  for  their  country.  They  lived 
their  Uves  for  their  country.  Of  course, 
sometimes  we  do  not  realise  that  for  one 
occupying  a  civil  pmdtion  to  give  hto 
life  for  lito  country  to  as  sacrlflctol  as 
dying  f  (u:  one's  country  on  the  battlefield. 
These  men  lived  for  their  country.  They 
were  great  exponents  of  the  West.  The 
West  will  always  be  proud  of  them  and 
treasure  their  memory. 

Mr.  CUEMKNTS.  Bftr.  President,  sel- 
dom have  I  felt  a  deeper  measure  of  re- 
gret than  when  the  word  was  brought 
to  me  that  He  who  directs  our  destiny 
had  taken  middenly  from  thto  earth  one 
Whom  I  had  been  honored  to  call  my 
friend,  and  to  know  and  respect  as  a  col- 
league in  the  service  of  the  people- 
Senator  Paxixoc  a.  McCaxkan.  of  Nevada. 

My  sympathy  goes  out  to  hto  lif  dong 
companion  and  to  the  other  monbers 
of  hto  faunily. 

It  was  not  my  honor  to  have  served 
with  him  for  as  many  years  as  others  in 
Washington,  but  I  knew  and  admired  hto 
greatness  even  before  I  entered  the  Halto 


of  Omgrees,  for  hto  dtottnguished  rec^ 
was  tooadcast  throughout  the  land. 

The  workers  of  my  State  knew  ttiat 
he  had  bem  an  early  champion  of  the 
8-hour  day,  and  when  this  goal  Was 
fiTMfciiy  achieved  as  a  landmark  of  Our 
democratic  sjrstem,  they  remembered 
\\\m  and  blessed  him  for  his  efforts. 

Those  who  understand  and  stlind 
guard  in  protecting  the  natural  re- 
sources which  abound  in  our  Nation, 
found  in  him  a  friend  and  ardent  spokes- 
man and  advocate  of  the  wise  and  pru- 
dent use  of  these  gifts  of  nature,  li^ny 
of  hto  legal  opinions  on  mining  and 
water  and  conservation  stand  today  on 
the  statute  books  of  our  Nation. 

Even  before  his  election  to  the  Na- 
tional Congress,  he  wrote  a  record  of 
accompltohment  and  achievement  in 
Nevada,  as  a  lawyer,  a  distinguished 
Judge  of  its  supreme  court,  on  its  library 
commlBSi<m,  in  Its  bar  association,  and 
in  ottier  public  and  civic  pursuits. 

Hto  record  in  the  Congress,  beginning 
in  1&33,  showed  from  the  start  the  qual- 
ities of  leadership  he  was  to  exhibiit  as 
the  years  went  by,  and  his  ability  and 
significant  accomplishment  became  in- 
creasingly evident. 

Laws  of  tremendous  importance  to  our 
Nation's  well-being  and  security  bear  his 
mark  as  author  and  sponsor.  A  sepa- 
rate Air  Force,  Civil  Aeronautics,  civilian 
pilot  training,  silver  purchase,  Federal 
airports,  Government  reorganization, 
internal  security,  immigration  and  nat- 
urallzatiOD — these  are  but  a  partial  roll- 
call  of  the  vital  segments  of  our  nattonal 
fiber  which  have  been  influenced  by  his 
efforts. 

Bfajor  committees  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  had  the  benefit  of  his 
knowledge  and  hto  ability.  During  his 
years  in  the  Nation's  Capital,  he  served 
on  ttie  Commerce  Committee,  the  Dis- 
trict fA.  Columbia  Committee,  the  Com- 
mittee on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation, 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Sur- 
veys, the  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
and  with  brilliance,  for  more  than  two 
decades,  on  the  Judiciary  Committee. 
over  which  he  presided  for  8  yeara 

Pew  men  In  our  Nation's  history  have 
written  such  a  record.  Few  will  equal  it 
in  the  decades  to  come,  and  none  will 
build  a  greater  monimient  to  ability. 

Pat  McCarran  was  a  man  of  pa«ion- 
ate  ccmvlctlons.  Hto  principles  were  held 
tenaciously  and  once  he  had  established 
hto  goal,  he  would  not  swerve  1  inch  from 
the  path  that  led  directly  to  it. 

It  can  be  truly  said  that  he  was  one  of 
the  men  who  have  shaped  the  times  in 
which  we  live.  He  was  not  content  to 
drift  passively  with  the  shifting  currents 
of  our  day.  He  refused  to  be  swept  along 
with  the  tides  of  fortune. 

Pat  McCaxbam  felt  a  deep  obligatkm  to 
grasp  the  forces  of  modem  life  and  har- 
ness them.  He  instoted  that  destiny 
could  be  commanded  by  men — bold  men 
who  were  unafraid  and  uncowed. 

He  lived  amidst  the  swirling  winds  of 
controversy  and  he  never  sought  the  har- 
bors of  safety  to  which  lesser  men  flee. 
He  was  himself  an  elemental  force,  and, 
as   such,   was   physically   IncapaUle   of 


bowing  to  the  other  elraiental  forces  of 
society.  ' 

A  void  has  been  created  into  which  no 
one  can  now  step.  We  have  lost  4  peer- 
less orator  and  a  great  patriot  who  knew 
no  dictator  but  his  conscience,  no  guide 
but  his  Judgment,  and  no  purpose  but  to 
serve  his  country  and  his  God. 

I  will  not  soon  forget  that  he  #as  one 
of  the  first  to  take  his  time  in  giving  me 
guidance  when  I  entered  the  Halto  of  the 
Senate,  and  throughout  our  service  to- 
gether, I  could  meet  with  him  and  gain 
from  him  advice  from  the  vast  back- 
ground and  store  of  hto  knowledge  of  our 
Nation  and  of  our  Congress.  Thto  debt 
I  will  not  now  be  able  to  adequately 
repay. 

All  men  mvist  finally  submit  to  the 
judgment  of  a  higher  power.  I|  to  npt 
given  to  those  of  us  who  are  mortal  to 
make  that  judgment. 

But  of  this  I  am  certain.  When  Pat 
McCarran  ascended  the  stairs  to  meet 
the  final  Judge  of  all  earthly  activity,  he 
walked  erect  and  unafraid — a  man  who 
had  met  the  ultimate  tests  of  courage 
and  conscience. 

His  passing  is  a  loss  for  those  near  and 
dear  to  him;  it  is  a  loss  to  those  who 
called  him  friend;  it  to  a  loss  to  the  Na- 
tion and  the  world.    We  can  but  say: 
From  the  will  to  win,  earth  has  on^  tale  to 

tell; 
All  other  sounds  are  dulled  and  drowned  and 

lost. 
In  this  one  cry  "Farewell." 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  on 
this  sad  occasion,  I  should  like  to  Join 
my  colleagues  by  expressing  my  deep  re- 
gret and  sorrow  at  the  passing  of  our 
former  colleagues.  Senator  BuTlkr.  of 
Nebraska,  Senator  Pat  McCarrak.  of 
Nevada,  Senator  Burnkt  Mayrank.  of 
South  Carolina,  and  Senator  Lbstkr 
Hunt,  of  Wyoming. 

I  have  also  been  deeply  grieved  by  the 
passing  of  other  Senators,  wbo  have 
gone  to  their  reward  during  the  two  ses- 
sions of  the  83d  Congress. 

It  is  extremely  difficult  to  find  words 
at  a  time  like  this  to  express  one's  feel- 
ings toward  those  of  our  friends  who 
have  passed  away. 

However,  I  wish  to  say  that  each  one 
of  them  in  his  own  way  personified  the 
highest  aspects  of  American  life  and 
that  all  of  them  are  to  be  honpred  for 
their  integrity  and  fairness  in  their  deal- 
ing with  the  problems  that  copfronted 
them. 

Those  of  us  who  have  come  after  them 
will  miss  them  down  through  the  years. 
They  were  a  great  group  of  Americans, 
who  brought  honor  to  their  respective 
States,  and  who,  in  the  words  oil  the  dto- 
tingutohed  majority  leader,  wfere  real 
Senators  of  the  United  States.    , 

It  to  my  hope  that  these  friends  of 
ours  will  get  the  reward  which  to  their 
due  in  the  Kingdom  to  which  they  have 
gone.  I  can  only  say,  in  conclusion,  that 
I  wtoh  their  souto  will  rest  in  peace. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  it  to 
my  understanding  that,  even  though 
tributes  to  our  departed  colleagues  have 
been  paid  by  various  Senators  without 
regard  to  sequence,  when  the  SLccors  to 


compiled  today  an  the  tributes  to  an  in- 
dividual deceased  Senator  will  appear  to- 
gether, so  far  as  thto  memorial  service 
to  concerned.  If  there  to  any  question 
about  that,  I  should  Uke  to  refer  that 
question  to  the  dtotlngutobed  leaders  of 
our  two  major  political  parties,  and  ask 
If  that  to  agreeable  to  them. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
inform  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
that  I  have  consulted  with  the  minority 
leader,  and  we  felt  that  the  proper  pro- 
cedure would  be  that  suggested  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire. In  the  CoifORXssiOHAL  Rscoro  it- 
self all  the  tributes  to  one  of  our  late  col- 
leagues should  appear  under  the  name 
of  that  Senator.  Of  course,  when  the 
memortol  books  are  published,  all  the 
eulogies  of  each  Senator  will  appear  to- 
gether. It  was  felt  that,  as  a  courtesy  to 
Senators  who  might  have  engagements, 
the  procedure  outlined  should  be 
followed. 

Mr.  President,  after  consiiltation  with 
the  dtotlnguished  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Johmson],  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  Senators  who  have  not  been 
able  to  make  remarks  in  the  memorial 
services  today  be  granted  an  opportunity 
hereafter  to  do  so.  I  understand  it  to 
customary  to  have  their  remarks  in- 
cluded in  the  final  Rxcoro.  so  that  the 
remarks  may  be  included  in  the  memo- 
rial books  which  will  be  printed  and 
made  available. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Stennis  in  the  chair) .  They  would  also 
be  included  in  the  body  of  the  Rsooro? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     As  weU;  yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  to  so  ordered. 


THE  RESOLUTION  OF  CENSURE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkirs]  has 
a  resolution  with  proposed  committee 
amendments  which  he  wishes  to  present. 
When  I  was  notified  that  the  matter  was 
coming  up  today  I  immediately  contacted 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy] and  advised  him  in  advance. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  tut  came  to  the  floor 
and  had  a  brief  discussion  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  and  myself  retotive  to  the 
matter.  As  I  understand,  there  will  be 
no  debate  on  thto  subject  thto  afternoon, 
pursuant  to  our  prior  understanding,  but 
the  Senator  from  Utah  will  present  the 
resolution  which  was  before  the  commit- 
tee, and  will  present  the  proposed  com- 
mittee amencknents  to  the  resolution, 
with  the  request  that  UieylMtlmie  print- 
ed, lie  on  the  table,  and  go  to  the  calen- 
dar. Immedtotely  following  that,  it  to 
my  purpose  to  move  that  the  Senate  ad- 
journ until  10  o'clock  tomorrow  morning. 

Mr.  WATKINS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr.  Casi 
in  the  chair) .    The  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  statement  which  has 
Just  been  made,  and  the  statement  made 
yesterday  with  regard  to  Senate  Report 
2508,  I  send  to  the  desk  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 301  with  committee  amendments. 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  res- 
olution will  be  received,  printed,  and 
placed  on  the  calendar,  and.  without  ob- 
jection, the  proposed  amendments  will 
appear  in  the  Rxcoro  at  thto  point. 

The  amendments  to  Senate  Resolution 
301.  proposed  by  the  Select  Committee  To 
Study  Censure  Charges,  are  as  follows: 

On  pace  1.  line  1,  after  the  word  "ntat".  to 
■trUce  out  "the  conduct  of  the  Senator  from 
Wlaoonain,  ICr.  McCastht.  1«  iinbecoming  a 
Membar  of  the  United  States  Senate,  la  con- 
trary to  aenatorlal  traditions,  and  tends  to 
bring  the  Senate  Into  disrepute,  and  such 
conduct"  and  In  Ueu  thereof  to  Insert  "the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.  ICr.  McCaktht, 
failed  to  coc^Mrate  with  the  Subcommittee 
on  Privileges  and  Blections  of  the  Senate 
Oommlttee  on  Rules  and  Administration  In 
clearing  up  matters  refored  to  that  sut>- 
oonunlttee  which  concerned  hla  conduct  as 
a  Senator  and  affected  the  honor  of  the  Sen- 
ate and.  Inatead.  repeatedly  abused  the  sub- 
eommlttee  and  Its  members  who  were  try- 
ing to  carry  out  assigned  duties,  thereby  ob- 
structing the  constitutional  processes  of  the 
Senate,  and  that  this  conduct  of  the  Senator 
from  Wlaconaln,  Ifr.  MoCartht,  In  falling  to 
eooperate  with  a  Senate  committee  in  clear- 
ing up  matters  affecting  the  honor  of  the 
Senate  la  contrary  to  senatorial  traditions 
and". 

And  on  page  1,  after  line  5,  to  insert: 
"Sbc.  2.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  Mr. 
McCaktrt,  in  conducting  a  senatorial  in- 
quiry Intemperately  abused,  and  released  ex- 
ecutive hearings  In  which  he  denounced,  a 
witness  representing  the  executive  branch  of 
the  OoTemment.  Oen.  Ralph  W.  Zwicker,  an 
ottoer  of  the  United  States  Army,  for  refus- 
ing to  crltlclae  his  superior  officers  and  for 
respecting  oOclal  orders  and  executtve  direc- 
tives, thereby  tending  to  destroy  the  good 
faith  which  must  be  maintained  between 
the  executive  and  leglalative  branches  In  our 
system  of  goyemment;  and  the  Senate  dla- 
avows  the  denunciation  of  General  Zwicker 
by  Senator  McCaxtrt  as  chairman  of  a  Sen- 
ate 8ubc(»nmlttee  and  censures  him  for  that 
action." 


PROCEEDINQS  BEFORE  SENATE 
COMMTITEES 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Select  Committee  To  Study  Censure 
Charges,  pursuant  to  the  ordn*  of  the 
Senate  of  August  2.  1954.  I  report  an 
original  ree(dution  relating  to  the  pro- 
ceedings before  Senate  committees. 
Thto  resulted  from  our  consideration  of 
the  Bush  amendment  offered  to  Senate 
Resolution  301. 

The  PRESIDING  OFTltKR.  The 
resolution  will  be  received,  printed,  and 
placed  on  the  calendar. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  327).  reported 
hs  Mr.  WATKINS.  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee To  Study  Censure  Charges,  was 
received,  and  placed  on  the  calendar,  as 
follows: 

Resolved.  Tliat.  effective  January  S.  1955, 
subsection  S  of  rule  ZXV  of  the  Standing 
Rules  of  the  genate  te  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"(c)  No  witness  shaU  be  required  to  tas^tfy 
before  a  oommlttee  or  ■ubcommittee  witli  less 
than  two  members  pfraeent.  unlea  tbe  oom- 
mlttee or  suboommlttee  by  majority  ¥o<te 
agrees  that  one  member  may  hold  tbib  hear- 
ing, or  me  wttnem  waives  any  objecticm  to 
testifying  before  one  member. 


*(d)  Oasnmtttee  or  aubeoimmlttee  inter- 
rogation of  wltneases  shall  be  conducted  only 
by  members  and  authorised  staff  r^T^niinRl 
of  the  committee  or  subcommlttae  and  bo 
person  ahall  be  employed  or  assigned  to  ta^ 
vestigatlve  activities  tmtU  •.•ppeonA  by  tiM 
committee  or  subcommittee. 

"(e)  No  testimony  taken  or  auitailal  pee. 
sented  In  an  executive  aaaaloa  ahaU  be  made 
public,  either  in  whole  or  la  part  by  way  of 
•ummary,  unless  authorized  by  majority  vote 
of  the  committee  or  ■nbeommlttee. 

"(f)  Vouchers  covering  eatpandttorM  of 
any  Investigating  oommlttee  or  eobeommttiea 
shall  be  aooompanled  by  a  statement  atgnsd 
by  the  chairman  that  the  Investigation  was 
duly  authorlaed  and  conducted  under  tbe 
provisions  of  this  ruJe." 


NOMINATIONS  VOR  EXPORT-IM- 
PORT BANK  OF  WASHmOTON 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  with 
reference  to  nominations  of  the  ExpOTt- 
Import  Bank 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  BCr.  President,  If 
the  Senator  will  permit  me.  I  have  stated 
that  we  would  not  take  that  »n»^ttfr  up 
today. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.     Very  welL 


EXECUTIVE   MESSAGES   REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be- 
fore the  Smate  messages  from  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  sutmiitting 
simdry  nominations,  which  were  referred 
to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  thto  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


Mr. 


ADJOURNMENT 

KNOWLAND.    Mr.    Preddent, 


pursuant  to  the  prior  itnnftiin4«yinfnt  to 
the  Smate.  I  move  that  the  Senate  now 
adjourn  until  10  o'clock  tomorrow  morn- 
ing. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  1 
o'clock  and  48  minutes  p.  ul)  the  Senate 
adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Wednesday, 
November  10. 1954.  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive  nominations  received  by  tha 
Senate  November  9.  1954: 

Strpaxicx  Oottkt  or  thx  X7hxxsd  Bxana 
John  Marshall  Harlan,  of  tbe  SteU  of  New 
York,  to  be  Associate  Justice  of  the  Baptm/am 
Coxirt  of  the  United  States,  vice  Robert  H. 
Jackson,  deceased. 


OoiOTaoixxa  Qntxaai,  or  tbs  Uxhsd  SxasBS 
Joeeph  CampbeU.  of  New  York,  to  be 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States 
for  a  term  of  15  years,  vice  Xjindsay  C.  Warren, 
retired. 


UmrsD  SxATBS  Public  Hkalth  Si 
Hm  fOIlowtng  candldataa  for  p^'^o""**  ae- 
tlon  in  the  Regular  Ciorpa  of  tbe  PnbUs 
Health  Service: 


DATB  or  ae- 


ro be  turgtoH 
Albert  V.  MyaU 


rwartf^jDvceTrvMAT  "Dr/^nwn 


1. 


.'MATR 


November  10 


195U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORn  — .<;FxrATF 


ie:Qi9 


tsm 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  StNATE 


November  10 
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Bonrti.  Jlr.        AltMit  SjocMtama 

ttiTtf^tewllB  Bobcrt  A.  MBks.  Jt. 

I  J.  Shotf 


9to  h»  ttnior  mM»Utant  d*mtdl  awrffeotu 
D.  SobMBT  Dotuad  A.  OUlMpto 

To  b«  Miiior  Mtirtaiit  nurse  of^eer 
AgnM  B.  Dm  Manto 


IX.  LvTjr.  AoaaMSis. 

a«<»S»  J.  BftortCBi.  AOaS38684. 
■dwln  B.  Tliompaon,  A0186913S. 
JOMpb  B.  Written,  Jz^  AO1867480. 


>••- 


■  ■> 


-•♦- 


Xmss 

TlM  foI]0«lac-n*iBMl  pmaons  for  z««p» 
pomtoMnt  to  tb*  meav  Uvt  oC  tba  Bagulw 
Air  Wwh  la  tbe  grad*  of  Ueutanant  eotonal, 
tram  Vam  tMaporary  dlsabUity  retired  llrt. 
vndar  tb*  pvorWons  of  Mctlon  407,  Publle 
Xaw  S61.  81at  CkmgrMB  (Career  Compenee- 
tkm  Aet  of  1948) : 

Bile  Zi.  Oottlteb.  3344A. 

Tbe  foikmUBff-iuaned  penoo*  for  appidnt- 
uent^lA  tbe  BeKuler  Air  Poeee.  la  the  gredee 
Indleeted.  with  detee  oS  rank  to  be  deter- 
mined by  tbe  teoretary  of  tbe  Air  Force. 
undOT  tbe  prorlelona  of  aeottoa  000,  Publlo 
Law  S81,  aoth  Ccmgrees   (Offloer  Pereonnel 
Act  of  1M7):  title  n.  Publle  Law  866,  80th 
Oongieee  (Army-Mavy-Public  Health  Serrloe 
IftfrflV^i  OOoer  Procurement  Aet  of  1947); 
end  eectl<m  807   (b).  Publle  Law  150.  KM 
Oongteee    (Air   Poroe  "Organisation   Aet  of 
1961),  with  a  Tlew  to  daelgnatlnn  for  the 
performance  of  dutlea  aa  indicated: 
To  be  majors.  VSAF  {Medical) 
Sugene  B.  K.  Letter.  AO611910. 
Lawrence  D.  Stuart,  AOaa41414. 
FMehar  B.  White.  AO8e9072. 

To  be  eefrtein*.  VSJkT  {MeHeal) 
Hany  T.  Oerha.  0411960. 
Iklta  M.  O.  Holmetrom.  AO1906782. 

TO  Itaeaptmhu.  VSAF  (Dental) 
DMMy  IC  Metti.  jr.,  A066D78a. 
WUUani  T.  StlUatm.  AOmo«88. 

To  be  Urat  Veutenants,  VSAF  {Medical) 
Claude  T.  Anderson.  AO703082. 
Hed  B.  Chase,  Jr. 
Jamee  B.  Clay. 

GeorfB  P.  OolUna.  

Bietaard  O.  IMnmore,  AOei76S9. 

Dale  S.  Dosnlny. 

Charlee  M.  Buley,  Jr..  AO33617a0. 

Oeorge  C.  Hamll).  AOaa61857. 

Paul  H.  Jacobs.  01824641. 

Carlton  X.  Jones,  AO3001S36. 

Bruce  B.  Little. 

William  C.  ifcCormlek.  AOaM1688. 

■Mebaa  Iforeno-^Balas,  AO8000S34. 

Dwlf^t  X.  Newton.  AOTOSTSl. 

Paul  C.  Peters.  AOa26ie79. 

Lawrence  W.  Pollard.  Jr.,  A08a61fl81. 

Jay  B.  PoppelL 

Harold  C.  Badln. 

William  L  SUremaU.  Jr. 

Oeorge  G.  Susat. 

James  P.  TKylor. 

Kermlt  Q.  Vandenbos.  AOiOlSttS. 

Julian  B.  Ward.  AO1888064. 

To  be  first  Ueutenant.  VSAF  (Medical 
Service) 

George  V.  Allen.  AOaassOSS. 

Tba  fdUowlng-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment In  the  Begular  Air  Poroe.  In  the  grade 
IndU^fttred^  with  datee  of  rank  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Porce. 
under  the  provrlslons  of  section  806.  Publlo 
Law  881,  80th  Congreaa  (OOoer  Penoonel 
ABl  of  10*7) : 

To  be  first  Ueutenimts 

Vlneent  O.  Adams.  Jr.^  AOa916a8a. 

Dale"  A.  Blttlnger.  AOOaiSOTS. 

Btuart  X.  Bnrtti  A071S878. 

William  A.  Rench.  AOa317865. 

Prank  W.  Harding  in.  AOia60108. 

James  B.  Hughes.  AO048116. 


SENATE 

Wednesday,  November  10, 1954 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Frederick  Brpwn 
Harris.  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Eternal  Spirit,  whom  we  seek  In  yain 
^thout  unless  first  we  find  Thee  within: 
May  the  hush  of  Thy  presence  fall  UPoi^ 
our  spirits,  quiet  our  minds  of  their  Iret- 
folness,  allay  the  unhappy  irritaiions 
and  resentments  which  threaten  the 
tranquillity  of  this  new  day,  hallow  our 
lives  with  the  grace  of  contrition  and 
humility.  Breathe  through  the  heats  of 
our  desire  Thy  coolness  and  Thy  bftlm; 
take  from  our  souls  the  strain  and  stress, 
and  let  our  ordered  lives  confess  the 
beau^  of  Thy  peace. 

Increase  the  sensitive  area  of  our  Sym- 
pathies that  we  may  reach  out  with  un- 
derstanding to  those  whose  perplexities 
we  may  not  share.  Chasten  our  Judg- 
ments of  others  with  the  realization  that 
what  we  know  is  so  little,  and  that  what 
we  comprehend  is  less. 

And  now,  from  the  rising  of  th6  sun 
untU  the  going  down  of  the  same,  ol  Thy 
goodness  give  us,  with  Thy  love  irppire 
us,  by  Thy  spirit  guide  us,  by  Thy  power 
protect  us,  and  in  Thy  mercy  receife  us, 
now  and  always,  through  Jes\is  Christ 
our  Lord.    Amen. 


the  Senate  Executive  K.  83d  Congt««,  3d 
session,  the  Southeast  Asia  CoUeclflve  De- 
fense Treaty  and  the  protocol  thereto, 
both  signed  at  Manila  on  Scptelnber  8, 

1954.  . 

The  Chair  understands  there  Is  no 
objection  by  the  State  DepartD|ient  to 
the  removal  of  the  injunction  of  isecrecy 
from  this  treaty.  If  there  is  nd  objec- 
tion, that  action  will  be  taken;  and, 
without  objection,  the  treaty  and  proto- 
col, together  with  the  President's  mes- 
sage, will  be  referred  to  the  Coagimittee 
on  Foreign  Relations;  and  th6  Presi- 
dent's message  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  message  from  the  Presidemt  is  as 

follows: 
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THE  JOURNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Bxttler.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Tuosday, 
November  9,  1954,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  PROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  -writing  from  the  Presi- 
d«it  of  the  United  States  were  commu- 
nicated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries.  ■ 

EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFEKRED 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  messages  from  the  thresi- 
dent  of  the  United  States  subottting 
sundry  nominations,  which  were  referred 
to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.;! 


SOUTHEAST  ASIA  COLLECTIV*  DE- 
FENSE TREATY  AND  PROTOCOL 
THERETO— REMOVAL  OP  INJUNC- 
TION OP  SECRECY  I 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    As  in 
executive  session,  the  Chair  lays  before 


To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States? 

With  a  view  to  receiving  th^  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate  to  ratifica- 
tion, I  transmit  herewith  a  copt  of  the 
Southeast  Asia  CoUective  Defense  Treaty 
and  the  protocol  thereto,  both  signed  at 
Manila  on  September  8,  1954. 

I  transmit  also  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate  a  cop^^of  a  declaration  known 
as  the  Pacific  Charter  which  was  drawn 
up  at  Manila  and  signed  on  that  same 
date.  The  chartey  proclaims  the  dedi- 
cation of  the  signatory  governments  to 
the  ideals  of  self-determination,  self- 
government,  and  Independence.  It  is  a 
declaration  of  principles  and  does  not 
require  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate, 

There  Is  further  transmitted  for  the 
Information  of  the  Senate  the  report 
made  to  me  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
regarding  the  Southeast  Asia  Collective 
Defense  Treaty  and  the  protocol  there- 
to. I  concur  in  the  recommendation  of 
the  Secretary  that  the  unanimolis  agree- 
ment required  by  article  IV,  paragraph  1, 
for  the  designation  of  states  or  terri- 
tories, by  article  Vn  for  the  invitation 
to  states  to  accede  to  the  treaty,  and  by 
article  VIII  for  a  change  in  the  treaty 
area  is  to  be  understood  In  each  instance 
as  requiring  the  advice  and  cqnsent  of 
the  Senate. 

The  treaty  Is  designed  to  promote 
security  and  peace  in  southeast  Asia  and 
the  southwestern  Pacific  by  deterring 
Communist  and  other  aggression  in  that 
area.  It  is  a  treaty  for  defense  against 
both  open  armed  attack  and.  internal 
subversion.  Included  in  the  troaty  is  an 
imderstanding  on  behalf  of  thie  United 
states  that  the  only  armed  attack  In 
the  treaty  area  which  the  United  States 
would  regard  as  necessarily  dangerous 
to  ovu*  peace  and  security  would  be  a 
Communist  armed  attack.  The  treaty 
calls  for  economic  cooperation  to  enable 
the  free  countries  of  this  area  to  gain 
strength  and  vigor,  not  only  militarily, 
but  also  socially  and  economically. 

The  Southeast  Asia  Collective  Defense 
Treaty  complements  our  other  seciulty 
treaties  in  the  Pacific  and  constitutes  an 
important  link  in  the  collective  security 
of  the  free  nations  of  southeast  Asia  and 
the  Pacific. 

I  recommend  that  the  Senate  give 
early  and  favorable  consideration  to  the 


treaty  and  protocol  submitted  herewith, 
and  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratifica- 
tion thereof  subject  to  the  understanding 
of  the  United  States  contained  in  the 
treaty. 

DWIGHT  D.  ElSINHOWER. 

THE  Whitb  House,  November  10.  1954. 

(Enclosures:  1.  Report  of  the  Secretary 
of  State.  2.  Copy  of  the  treaty.  3.  Copy 
of  the  protocol.  4.  Copy  of  the  Pacific 
Charter.) 


LEAVES  OP  ABSENCE 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Smathers]  has  been  appointed  a  mem- 
ber of  the  United  States  delegation  to 
the  fourth  meeting  of  the  Economic  and 
Social  Council  of  the  Organization  of 
American  States,  which  is  scheduled  to 
meet  In  Rio  de  Janeiro.  Brazil,  during 
this  month.  In  addition,  the  Senator 
from  Florida  has  been  appointed  as  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  to  make  a  study 
of  aviation  problems  in  the  Caribbean 
area. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Senator  from  Florida  be  excused  from 
attendance  upon  sessions  of  the  Senate 
for  an  indefinite  period. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gore]  has  been  appointed  a  member  of 
the  American  delegation  to  the  confer- 
ence in  Geneva,  Switzerland,  consider- 
ing the  renegotiation  of  the  General 
Agreement  on  Tanlfs  and  Trade. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  he  be 
excused  from  attending  sessions  of  the 
Senate  for  an  indefinite  period. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


SENATOR  FROM  KANSAS 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent the  certificate  of  election  of  Andrew 
F.  Schoeppel,  to  b(!  a  Senator  from  the 
State  of  Blansas. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
certificate  will  be  read. 

The  certificate  of  election  was  read 
and  ordered  to  bn  placed  on  file,  as 
follows : 

CntTiricATx  or  ELCcnoir — Hon.  Amouew  F. 
Schoeppel,  Unitxd  States  Sknatos  Pkom 
Kansas 

To  the  Pebsidemt  of  the  Senate  or  the 
XJtrrrwD  States: 
ThU  la  to  certify  tbat  on  the  2d  day  of 
NoTember  1954,  the  Honorable  Andeew  P. 
Schoeppel  was  duly  rbosen  by  the  qualified 
electors  of  the  State  of  Kansas  a  Senator 
from  said  State  to  represent  said  State  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  for  the  term 
of  6  years,  beginning  on  the  3d  day  of  Janu- 
ary 196S. 

Witness:  The  Oovernor  of  Kansas,  Edward 
P.  Am,  and  our  seal  hereto  afBxed  at  Topeka. 
Kans.,  this  3d  day  of  November,  In  the  year 
of  our  Lord,  19S4. 

S>WAao  P.  Akn, 

Governor. 
By  the  Oovernor  and  certlfled  to  by — 
(SEAL]  Pail  R.  Shanahan, 

Secretary  of  State. 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTTION  OP 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  immediately 
following  the  quorum  call  there  may  be 
the  customary  morning  hour  for  the 
transaction  of  routine  business,  under 
the  usual  2 -minute  limitation  on 
speeches. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection.  Is  is  so  ordered. 


CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  sug- 
gest the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roU,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Abel 

AUcen 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Brlcker 

Bridges 

Brown 

Bitfb 

Butler 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Case 

Chaves 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cotton 

Crlppa 

Daniel.  8.  C. 

Dlrksen 

Douglas 

Dull 

Dworebak 

Eastland 

EUender 

Krvln 

Ferguson 


Planders 

Prear 

Pulbrlght 

aiUette 

Ooldwater 

Gore 

Oreen 

Hayden 

HendrickBon 

HennlngB 

Rlckenlooi>er 

HUl 

Holland 

Hruska 

Humphrey 

Jackson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Jobnson,  Tex. 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Kefauver 

KUgore 

Knowland 

Kucbel 

Langer 

Lehman 

Liennon 

kiagnuson 

ICalone 

Mansfield 


Martin 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pas  tore 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robertson 

Russell 

SaltonstaU 

Schoeppel 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Sparkman 

Stennls 

Symington 

Thye 

Watklns 

Welker 

WUey 

WUllams 

Young 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cor- 
don], the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
IVBS],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
jENNsml,  and  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado [Mr.  MiLLiKiN]  are  nesessarily 
absent. 

Mr.  CI£MENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Burks],  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel],  and 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long] 
are  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George]  and  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa [&fr.  Kerr]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennbdt]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

The  Sraator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Smathers]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  official  business. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A 
quonmi  is  present. 

Routine  business  is  now  in  order. 


INTRODUCTION  OP  BILLS 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  four  bills  for  appropriate 
reference. 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  informs  the  distlngrulahed  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  that  when  the  House 
of  Representatives  is  in  sine  die  adjourn, 
ment.  Introduction  of  proposed  legisla- 
tion is  not  in  order  in  the  Senate:  The 
Congress  Is  not  in  session  for  regnilar 
legislative  business. 


'9 
lAas 

m 


MEETING  OF  NATIONAL  INVENTORS' 
COUNCIL  IN  NEW  YORK 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  PresideHt,  I  was 
pleased  to  hear  from  Mr.  Lawrence 
Langner,  its  able  secretary,  that  next 
Thursday.  November  18.  the  National 
Inventors'  Coimcil.  which  is  in  charge 
of  initially  evaluating  civilian  Inventions 
for  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Porce,  will 
be  meeting  in  New  York. 

On  that  evening  the  American  New- 
comen  Society  is  tendering  a  dinner  in 
honor  of  the  chairman  of  the  couhcU. 
Dr.  Charles  P.  Kettering,  the  renowned 
inventive  genius  of  the  General  Motors 
Corp.  ]0 

The  National  Inventors'  Council 
I  have  been  glad  to  point  out  on  sevJ 
occasions  on  the  Senate  floor,  tk  ^..^ 
mendously  vital  medium  for  tapping  ttle 
inventive  genius  of  the  American  people 
in  developing  new  ideas,  processes,  de- 
vices, and  machines  for  the  strengthen- 
ing of  American  defense. 

In  my  capacity  as  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Judiciary  Subconmiittee  on  Pat- 
ents, Trade-Marks,  and  Copyright  Law, 
it  is  my  intention  to  continue  efforts  to 
stimulate  the  inventive  process.  Upon 
this  process  may  well  depend  the  very 
life  of  this  Nation  in  this  danger-strewn 
age. 

I  should  like  now  to  convey  my  warm- 
est greetings  on  this  latest,  in  a  long 
series,  of  outstanding  honors  tendered  to 
Dr.  Kettering,  and  I  should  like  to  greet 
as  well  his  distinguished  associates  on 
the  coxmcil. 

I  hope  that  in  the  months  and  the 
years  to  come  the  council  will  play  an 
ever  larger  nde  in  the  United  States 
Department  of  Commerce  in  conjimc- 
tion  with  the  Department  of  National 
Defense. 

FAIR   PROCEDURES    FOR   INVESTI- 
GATING COMMITTEES 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  the  select 
cmnmittee.  under  the  chairmanship  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Watkins].  has  recommended  addi- 
tions to  the  Senate  rules  which  would 
constitute  a  first  step  toward  establish- 
ing fair  procediu-es  for  investigating 
committees. 

In  the  days  of  controversy  which  lie 
ahead  of  us.  I  hope  that  the  Senate  will 
not  lose  sight  of  the  importance  of  adopt- 
ing the  proposed  rules  in  the  present 
session. 

It  was  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
prompt  consideration  of  this  problem 
that  my  pn^Tosed  code  of  fair  Investi- 
gating procediu-es,  embodied  in  Senate 
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BMotottan  SSS,  mJL  tntrodooM  M  ui 
to  tbe  zcBOliitlon  mSOsm  tta 
of  tlM  jqnior  Ofnrtnr  trom 

Ofr.  lioCMESBnr]. 

Ik  bu  loDf  been  mjr  eoBfieklon  tluit 
ttw  Senate  vonkl  not  toda^  be  in 
tho  dtatMlefiil  peeitkRi  o<  eonaidering 
whether  to  oenrare  one  of  its  Ifembos 
If  •  code  of  f  «ir  j^ocedures  had  been  a 
part  of  the  rulee  in  the  past,  and  If  such 
»  code  bad  been  enforoed. 

The  Bemte  ttaeli  musk  bear  ^  share 
kd  the  blame  for  failing  to  establish 
proper  standards  for  committees.  Any 
eommlttee  Is  but  an  agent  of  the  Sen- 
ate. Adoption  of  the  rules  recommend- 
ed bjr  the  Watidns  committee  would  be 
a  welcome  signal  to  the  Nation  that  the 
Senate  reoogniaes  the  need  of  settinglts 
Own  house  in  order. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  a  statonent  I  have  prepared 
In  revurd  to  this  matter  be  printed  at 
this  point  In  the  body  of  tfaeRacoKD. 

The  FRE8IDINO  OFFiCEU  (Mr.  Hkk- 
saxcKaoH  In  the  ehalr).  IS  there  objec- 
tion? 

Tbere  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  i«inted  in  the 
RaooaB>  as  follows: 

TiM  pgopc— d  mlas  are  Irat  »  nnaU  part 
«C  wbat  la  raqulrad:  a  oomplata  coda  of  in- 
Tsstlgstlm  procedures  irtUch  will  give  essen- 
tial prataetlons  to  tHa  rlghta  of  wltneaaaa 
and  otlMrB  irbo  may  ba  adTenely  affected 
by  Senate  Inveattgattona.  and  wlilch.  at  tlie 
•ama  ttnia,  wm  pennit  Ibm  and  Tlgoroua 
laqnMss  Into  lOl  su^aeted  wTongdotng. 

Hm  Suboomalttes  on  Buks  has  glyen  long 
and  earaful  study  to  the  many  problama 
Invohrad  In  drafttng  racli  a  code.  It  U  6on- 
atdertng  raacrtutlona  Introdnced  1i>y  othen  In 
addttkm  to  tbat  aponaorad  by  ma.  It  ia  my 
hope  that  tba  full  Oommlttaa  on  Rulaa  and 
Administration  will  aoon  ba  able  to  recom- 
mend to  the  Senate  a  carefully  worked  out 
oode  embodying  tbe  beat  among  aU  tbe  sug- 
geaUona^  whl6b  taave  been  made. 

The  quaatlon  of  how  InMafetgatlona  ahould 
ba  conducted  must  now  be  remoTcd  from 
the  area  of  controYarsy.  It  haa  eauaed  un- 
healthy dlTlaions  among  Americana  who 
■bould  be  united  in  supporting  the  Congreaa 
In  getting  the  facta  about  BubTcrelon,  and 
aU  other  klztda  of  wrongdoing. 

When  I  first  introduced  Senate  Basolution 
358. 1  said  this: 

"Wa  need  a  tmlted  nation  to  meet  tha 
Communist  threat  In  the  world;  we  need  a 
tmlted  nation  to  make  certain  that  our  de- 
mocracy la  not  destroyed  by  subversion  from 
within. 

*rrha  Senate  can  make  progress  toward 
forging  that  eaaentlal  unity  by  insisting 
that  Invastlgattona  Into  sobvenlon.  and  all 
other  Inveatlgatlona  as  well,  be  conducted 
with  falmaas  and  a  senjse  of  reeponslbUlty." 
This  Is  a  matter  In  which  political  par- 
tlaanahlp  diouki  play  no  part.  It  la  my  hope 
Utat  Baoatan  on  both  aUtas  of  the  alala 
will  support  tha  mlea  rcoommendad  by  tha 
Watklna  committee,  and  adopt  them  In  thla 
aeaslon.  Then,  when  the  84th  Oongreas  oon- 
▼enaa.  wa  ahould  consider  adoption  of  the 
I  eoBplate  eode  of  fair  Invaatlgatlng  pro- 
for  irtileh  tha  need  has  been  amply 
Btcatsd. 


nBDKRAL  HOUSma  FROORAMS 

Mr.  BTRZX    Mr.  President^  as  chair- 
man of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Reduc- 


tion of  Nonessential  Federal  Expendi- 
tures, on  April  14.  1954.  I  advised  the 
Senate  of  the  committee's  intereet  In 
Federal  housing  programs  and  promised 
to  make  factual  reports. 

From  time  to  time  these  reports  have 
been  made  for  the  record,  mostly  to  the 
form  of  correspondence  with  Mr.  Albert 
M.  Cole.  Administrator,  Housing  and 
Home  Finance  Agency. 

In  accordance  with  this  practice  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  in 
the  body  of  the  Rccord  several  state- 
ments by  me  as  chairman  of  the  joint 
committee,  and  further  corresponidence 
with  Mr.  Cole,  during  the  recess  Of  the 
Senate,  as  follows: 

nrst.  A  ^tter  from  Mr.  Cole,  dated 
August  13.  1954,  in  response  to  coanmit- 
tee  letters  uf  May  4  and  May  12.  1954, 
relating  to  rentals  on  FHA-lQsured 
projects; 

Second.  A  letter  from  Mr.  Cole,  dated 
September  16,  1954,  in  reply  to  a  com- 
mittee lett(;r  of  Augiist  3,  relattogr  to 
Public  Housing  Administration  projects; 
Third.  A  letter  from  Mr.  Cole,  dated 
September  24, 1954,  responding  to  a  com- 
mittee letter  of  August  6.  1954,  relative 
to  insuring  loans  for  builders  who  pre- 
viously have  exploited  Federal  housing 
programs  for  windfalls; 

Fourth.  A  committee  letter  to  Mr.  Cole, 
dated  November  1.  1954,  inquiring  as  to 
the  college  housing  program  under  the 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency,  to 
which  there  is  no  reply  to  date; 

Fifth.  A  committee  letter  to  Mr.  Cole 
inquiring  as  to  dismissals  of  personnel 
from  constituent  agencies  of  the  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Agency  resulting 
from  current  and  recent  investigations. 
to  which  there  is  no  reply  to  date. 

In  addition  to  this  correspondence 
with  the  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Administration,  I  also  request  ananl- 
mous  consent  for  the  insertion  In  the 
lUcoBo  of  a  statement  by  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  relative  to  HHFA  action 
to  recover  FHA  windfalls. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Hecors. 
as  follows:  j 

HOTTSIMG  A3«S  HOICX  FlHAMCC  AGZNCT, 

WcLBhington,  D.  C,  August  13. 1954. 
Hon.  Haxxt  F.  Btkd,  1 

United  States  Senate.  \ 

Washington.  D.  C. 

DiAa  SEKATOm  Btvo:  This  will  supplement 
the  Information  orally  furnished  to  Mr. 
Haywood  Bell,  joxu  administrative  assistant, 
relating  to  tbat  portion  of  my  letter  of  May  4 
concerning  the  fixing  of  rentals  by  VHA  on 
FHA-lnsured  projects.  This  was  also  the 
subject  of  your  letter  of  May  12,  la  which 
you  Inquired  speciflcally  whether  there  Is 
an  Instance  where  rentals  are  higher  because 
the  loan  was  Insured  on  the  basis  of  esti- 
mated rC);>lacement  cost  Instead  of  actual 
cost. 

I  regret  to  advise  you  that  In  every  In- 
stance of  Injured  hovislng,  except  military 
housing  under  title  vni,  where  the  loan  wm 
Insured  on  the  btwla  of  an  estimated  replace- 
ment coat  which  was  higher  than  the  actual 
cost,  the  authorised  rentals  were  higher  than 
they  would  liave  been  had  the  loan  been 
insured  on  tlie  basla  of  the  lower  cost. 

A  apedlle  Instance  la  the  case  of  Sblrley- 
Duke  Apartments,  Alexandria,  Va.    Ob  June 


28,  William  F.  McKenna,  Deputy  Admlnla- 
trator,  testified  before  the  Senate  Oommlttee 
on  Banking  and  Currency  as  follows: 

"Of  course.  Senator,  that  shows  the  harm 
that  Is  done  by  the  whole  mortgaging  out 
process.  The  burden  Is  placed  on  the  ten- 
ant. The  person  who  should  have  benefited 
by  the  act  Is  paying  for  this.  Ev<ry  family 
In  the  Shlrley-Duke  Apartments  pafs  a  mini- 
mum of  $70  to  S85  a  year  because  of  thU 
mortgaging  out  process,  and  will  pay  It  for 
the  33-year  life  of  the  loan."  1 

Sincerely  yours,  | 

Albeit  M.  COlx. 

Administrator. 

Statement  bt  Sematob  Btss 
As  chairman  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Reduction  of  Nonessential  Federal  Expendl- 
tiires,  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Albert  M.  Col«.  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Administrator,  on  August 
3  requesting  information  pertaining  to  the 
low-rent  public  housing  prognun  admlnla- 
tered  by  the  Public  Housing  Administration. 
Mr.  Cole  replied  under  the  date  Of  Septem- 
ber 16.  Subsequent  correspondence  waa  re- 
quired relative  to  nine  cases  of  "Irregularities 
or  Illegalities"  stlU  under  InvestlgStlon. 

Mr.  Cole's  letter,  with  description  of  thcae 
nine  cases  deleted,  follows: 

HotTSIHG  AND  HOKX  FnfAWCl  ASXKCT, 

Washington.  D.  C.  September  16.  19S4. 
Hon.  Haxxt  F.  Btkd, 

Chairman,  Joint  Committee  pn  Jteduo- 
tion  of  Nonessential  Federal  Expendi- 
tures. United  States  Senate,  Washing' 
ton.  D.  C. 
Deax  Mx.  Chaikman:  In  reply  tO  your  let- 
ter of  August  3,  I  enclose  two  dopiea  of  a 
statement    containing    further    information 
pertaining   to  the  low-rent   public   housing 
administered  by  the  Public  Housing  Admin- 
istration pursuant  to  the  Housing  Act  of 
1937.  as  amended. 

If,  upon  review  of  the  enclosed  atatement, 
you  desire  any  additional  Information  or  ex- 
planatory materlsil,  please  feel  fr#e  to  com- 
municate with  me. 

Sincerely  yoxirs, 

Albzxt  M.  Oolx, 

Administrator. 

Seftzmbcb  a,  1954. 

Btatzment  in  Response  to  BENAtoa  Btxd's 
Request  or  Aucttst  3.  1954,  PxirAiMnfa  to 

THK  LOW-RXNT  HOUSZMO  PaOOBAW  AOMIlflS- 
TEXEO  BT  THX  PUBUC  HOXTBINa  A|>MJJIMTaA- 
TION      PTTXSUANT      to      THX      UMTflXD     fiXATSB 

Housing  Act  or  1937,  as  Amxnoss 

Question  No.  1.  "With  the  understanding, 
of  course,  that  PHA  loan  funds  ai'e  in  the 
nature  of  a  revolving  fund.  It  would  be 
appreciated  If  you  would  advise  the  aggre- 
gate gross  total  of  loans  made  by  PHA  for 
low-rent  housing  programs  since  the  Incep- 
tion of  tbe  Housing  Act  of  1937;  and  the 
gross  amount  lost  to  the  fund  through  de- 
fault or  other  failure  to  repay  th4  loan." 

Answer.  The  gross  total  of  loans  made  to 
local  authorities  by  PHA  and  Its  ^redeeeaaor 
agencies  for  tbe  low-rent  housing  program 
since  Its  inception  under  the  Housing  Act  of 
1937  amounted  to  $3,883,137,477  Ss  of  June 
30,  1954.  This  Includes  loans  to  local  au- 
thorities evidenced  by  notes  of  all  typca  and 
also  loans  by  PHA  under  the  original  pro- 
gram evidenced  by  so-called  serlee  B  bonds. 
This  total  Includes  the  amount  loaned  In 
connection  with  both  completed  and  uncom- 
pleted projects,  but  does  not  Include 
amounts  borrowed  by  PHA  and  iCTested  In 
projects  developed  and  still  ownad  by  PHA. 

Because  of  the  short-term  character  of 
most  of  the  loans  made  by  PHA,  such  loans 
are  made  and  remade  several  tlmiea  In  con- 
nection with  a  given  project.     The  above 
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figure  therefore  Includes  a  very  large  dupli- 
cation In  relation  to  the  cost  of  the  projects 
actually  financed. 

The  total  losses  of  ]>rlnclpal  definitely  es- 
tablished and  written  off  the  PHA  books  In 
connection  with  all  loiins  to  local  authorities 
since  the  inception  of  the  low-rent  program 
amounted  to  $534,953  as  of  June  30,  1954. 
Interest  losses  written  off  In  connection  with 
these  losses  amounted  to  $139,239.  In  con- 
nection with  these  losses.  It  should  be  noted 
that  $334,507  of  the  total  principal  amount 
was  In  connection  with  the  termination  of 
tbe  low-rent  farm  program,  the  liquidation 
of  which  iM'ogram  was  directed  by  the  Con- 
gress in  connection  with  the  passage  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949. 

In  addition  to  the  above  losses  which  have 
been  definitely  establUhed,  the  PHA  has  set 
up  a  reserve  of  the  principal  amount  of 
$1,118,000  for  losses  in  connection  with  loans 
on  which  there  appears  little,  if  any,  chance 
of  collection:  the  reserve  for  Interest  losses 
on  these  loans  amounts  to  $50,000.  In  con- 
nection with  this  reserve.  It  should  be  noted 
that  $493,133  of  the  principal  amount  Is  In 
connection  with  the  termination  of  the  low- 
rent  farm  housing  program  mentioned  above. 

Question  No.  2.  "It  wUl  be  appreciated  if 
you  will  advise  the  aggregate  gross  total  of 
local  public  agency  Umponrj  notes  which 
have  been  secured  by  PHA  since  the  Incep- 
tion of  the  Housing  Act  of  1037.  and  tbe  ag- 
gregate gross  loss  to  PHA  as  a  result  of  de- 
faults or  other  failure.-^  to  pay  off  the  tem- 
porary loan  notes." 

Answer.  Tbe  gross  total  of  local  authority 
temporary  notes  which  have  been  Issued  and 
secured  by  PHA  since  the  Inception  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1937  amounted  to  $8.213336,- 
500  as  of  June  30.  19S4. 

Because  of  their  short-term  character, 
temporary  loan  noter  are  generally  issued 
and  reissued  a  number  of  times  In  connec- 
tion with  a  given  project.  The  above  figure 
therefore  Includes  a  great  deal  of  duplication 
In  relation  to  the  coat  of  the  projects  actually 
financed. 

There  have  been  no  lossea.  either  of  Interest 
or  principal,  to  PHA  or  to  private  Investors 
as  a  result  of  defaults  or  other  falltires  to 
pay  off  temporary  loan  notes. 

Question  No.  3.  "It  would  be  appreciated 
If  you  will  advise  whether  the  local  agencies' 
long-term  bonds  are  secured  by  PHA;  if  so, 
tbe  aggregate  gross  toUl  of  these  bonds 
which  have  been  secured  by  PHA  since  the 
Inception  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1037,  the 
average  term  of  the  bunds,  and  the  aggre- 
gate gross  loss  sustained  by  PHA  as  a  result 
of  defaults  or  other  falltire  to  pay  off  the 
bonds." 

Answer.  The  long-term  bonds  sold  by  local 
housing  authorities  to  finance  the  capital 
cost  of  low-rent  projects  are  secured  by  a 
pledge  (on  the  part  of  the  local  authority 
to  the  bondholders )  of  the  agpufti  contribu- 
tions which  PHA  has  contracted  to  pay  in 
relation  to  the  respective  projects. 

Tbe  gross  total  of  long-term  bonds,  secured 
by  a  pledge  of  the  above  nature,  which  have 
been  sold  to  private  Investors  since  the  in- 
ception of  the  program  under  the  Housing 
Act  of  1937,  amounted  to  $1,454,617,000  as  of 
June  SO,  1954.  The  average  term  of  theae 
bonds  was  approximately  30  >4  years.  The 
above  total  does  not  Include  amounts  loaned 
to  local  authorities  by  PHA  and  evidenced  by 
series  B  bonds,  which  amounts  are  Included 
In  the  total  of  PHA  loans  given  In  answer  to 
question  No.  1. 

In  the  early  ie40's  a  number  at  the  bond 
Issues  of  local  auttaorltlea  were  caUed  and 
refinanced  In  order  to  sectire  larger  coverage 
or  mere  attractive  Intereat  rates.  The  above 
figure,  therefore.  Involves  aome  degree  of 
duplication  In  relation  to  the  actual  coat  of 
the  projects  financed. 


In  addition  to  theee  long-term  bonds, 
notes  running  up  to  8  years  and  secured  by 
a  pledge  of  annual  contributions  have  been 
sold  by  local  authorities  to  private  investors. 
prlmarUy  In  connection  with  the  financing 
of  smaller  projects.  The  gross  total  of  such 
notes  which  have  been  sold  since  the  Incep- 
tion of  the  program  under  the  Housing  Act 
of  1037  amounted  to  $18,707,900  as  of  June  30, 
1054. 

There  have  been  no  losses,  either  of  Inter- 
est or  principal,  to  PHA  or  to  private  inves- 
tors, as  a  result  of  defaults  or  other  failures 
to  pay  off  long-term  bonds  or  notes  similarly 
secured. 

Question  No.  4.  "In  connection  with  the 
public  housing  program  generally.  It  will  be 
appreciated  If  you  will  advise  as  to  the  safe- 
guards established  by  the  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Agency  to  preclude  collusion  and 
other  exploitation  of  the  program;  a  list  of 
cases  considered  to  be  Irregular  or  Illegal 
recorded  to  date,  and  the  action  taken  In 
each  case." 

Answer.  We  are  enclosing  a  copy  of  Form 
No.  PHA-3172  (Rev.  Sept.  1,  1051),  which 
constitutes  part  3  of  the  annual  contribu- 
tions contract  employed  by  the  Public  Hotis- 
ing  Administration  In  this  program.  This 
doctunent  vests  adequate  controls  In  the 
Public  Housing  Administration  from  the  In- 
ception of  a  local  program  until  Federal 
Interest  therein  ceases. 

Article  I  of  this  document  governs  the 
acquisition  of  sites  and  the  construction  of 
proJecU.  Its  provisions  include:  Section  103 
(C)  which  requires  PHA  prior  approval  to 
the  purchase  of  any  portion  of  a  site;  sec- 
tions 106  and  108,  which  require  PHA  approv- 
al of  plana,  specifications,  drawings,  and 
related  documents;  section  109,  which  re- 
quires open  and  competitive  bidding  In  the 
selection  of  the  building  contractor;  section 
110  (B)  which  prohibits  the  award  of  the 
construction  contract  without  tbe  prior  ap- 
proval of  the  PHA;  and  section  121  relating 
to  PHA  Inspection  and  review  of  the  con- 
struction work. 

Article  n  of  this  document  governs  the 
management  of  projects  and  contains  pro- 
visions designed  to  Insure  that  projects  are 
used  for  the  housing  of  eligible  famUles  and 
are  operated  to  promote  serviceability,  em- 
clency,  economy,  and  stability. 

Article  ni  relates  both  to  development  and 
operation.  Provisions  pertinent  to  your 
query  in  this  article  are  section  306,  which 
prescribes  regulations  governing  (uxwure- 
ment  by  the  local  housing  auttiorlty  sub- 
stantially following  the  sUtute  controlling 
Federal  procurement:  and  section  311,  which 
accords  to  the  PHA  full  access  to  the  projects 
aiul  to  the  books  and  records  of  the  local 
housing  authority,  including  the  right  to 
audit  such  books  and  records. 

You  will  note  that  in  article  IV  (which 
deals  with  the  fiscal  aspects  of  the  local 
program ) ,  provision  U  made  in  sections  404 
and  407  for  budgetary  controls  by  PHA  of 
local  housing  authority  expenditures:  also 
that  under  section  408,  which  governs  ad- 
vances of  funds  by  PHA,  the  local  houalng 
auth<Klty.  as  a  condition  precedent  to  any 
such  advance,  must  demonstrate  the  need 
for  the  funds  Involved. 

Article  V  relates  to  defaults  and  remedies 
and.  In  addition  to  affording  to  the  PHA  all 
remedies  normally  available  at  law  or  equity 
In  the  event  of  breach  or  default  by  the  local 
housing  authority,  provides  in  sectlona  601 
and  503  that  In  case  of  substantial  default  or 
substantial  breach  (as  defined  in  aecs. 
60e  and  607),  the  local  bousing  authority 
ahall  convey  title  to,  or  deUver  poeseaalon  of 
the  projects  to,  the  PHA.  Another  extraor- 
dinary remedy  available  to  the  PHA  Is  con- 
tained in  aection  403  (P)  which  provides 
that  In  case  of  substantial  default  or  breach 


or  where  fraud  or  misrepresentation  Is  in- 
volved, the  PHA  may  require  the  bank  or 
depoaltary  of  the  local  houalng  authority  to 
refuse  to  pnmit  the  local  authwlty  to  maka 
further  withdrawals  from  the  bank  or  de- 
positary. 

In  the  administration  of  the  low-rent 
housing  program,  the  Public  Housing  Ad- 
ministration maintains  a  contlnuoua  In- 
spection and  review  of  the  entire  local  oper- 
ation. The  site  Is  inspected  and  its  proposed 
cost  Is  reviewed  by  land  technicians:  a  proj- 
ect engineer  Is  stationed  at  each  project 
during  the  construction  period;  fiscal  audits 
are  made  periodically:  occupancy  atidlta  to 
Insure  that  only  eligible  families  are  hmisod 
in  the  project  and  property  Inapectlona  to 
insure  proper  maintenance  of  projects  *)t9 
are  made  periodically;  and  the  local  houalng 
authority  is  required  to  make  regular  re- 
ports reflecting  its  operatlona.  In  connec- 
tion with  the  latter,  your  attention  Is  di- 
rected to  the  provision  of  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  section  1013,  which  provldea  In 
part  that  the  making  of  false  raporta  or 
statements  to  the  PHA  shall  constitute  a 
felony. 

It  ahould  also  be  noted  that  all  local  and 
Federal  employees  who  handle  nM>neys  In  the 
program  are  under  bond.  Contractors  con- 
structing projects  also  must  provide  per- 
formance and  payment  bonds. 

As  a  further  safeguard  against  collusion  or 
other  exploitation  In  the  low -rent  prr»gr-»»» 
a  special  staff  from  the  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Agency  is  available  to  provide  expert 
InTestigstlon  Into  tbe  facts.  Should  thsss 
facts  warrant  penal  action,  the  case  Is  re- 
ferred promptly  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
and  the  Federal  Bureau  ot  Investigation. 

Complying  with  your  request,  we  are  at- 
taching a  list  of  Irregularities  or  vtoUtkms 
of  law  which  have  been  encountered  Ifi  the 
low-rent  housing  program.  Since  1050.  the 
Public  Housing  Administration  haa  main- 
tained separate  fUes  on  these  matters.  Tlioae 
listed  as  having  occurred  prior  to  1960  wvf 
taken  from  PHA's  general  ftlea. 

For  your  convenience,  the  attached  Uat 
describes  each  case  only  In  Ita  eaaentlal  de- 
tails; however,  should  you  want  completa 
detiUl  on  any  particular  case,  we  ahall  be 
happy  to  offer  you  or  yoyr  repreaenUUve  our 
complete  file  on  it. 

The  attached  listing  covers  appraadmatdy 
17  years  of  operation  and  the  administration 
of  a  program  housing  over  one  miUion  *»m<  a 
half  perscHis. 

You  wiU  note  that  a  few  of  the  caaaa  on 
the  attached  list  are  the  subject  of  contmu- 
Ing  investigation  or  litigation.  A  dlsdosura 
of  the  facts  in  these  cases  could  have  an 
adverse  effect  on  the  interests  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Hence,  it  wiU  be  appreciated  if  auch 
cases  be  treated  as  confidential:  at  least,  until 
you  or  your  representatives  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  discuss  their  latest  develoiwicnta 
with  the  PHA  legal  staff. 

Note. — Conforming  with  the  paragraph 
above,  0  cases  have  been  eliminated  from  tha 
following  "list  of  cases  encotmtered  la  low- 
rent  program  Involving  Irregularities  or  U- 
legaUtlea." 

These  cases  have  been  deleted  from  tbe 
list  on  the  certification  by  Mr.  Cole  that  they 
are  "stm  under  Investlgatkm  by  either  tha 
FBI  or  the  HHFA  and  are  regarded  tm  in- 
stances where  a  disclosure  at  thla  time  SKlght 
adversely  affect  the  Interesta  oC  the  <3ot- 
emment." 

Eight  of  thoae  deleted  are  said  to  be  1S54 
cases,  and  the  ninth  is  said  to  be  a  106S  eaaa. 
With  theae  deletiona.  the  paragr^h  In  Mr. 
Cole's  letter  immediately  preceding  this  not* 
Is  no  longer  applicable  to  any  Item  in  tha 
list  which  foUows. 

HasBT  F.  Bryo, 

Chairman. 


it  i  <'' 


isitt^ 
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Nature  of  caae  and  action  taken 


Local  antbority  oSclal  liad  intereat  in  loeal  anth»iity  contracts  In  Tlolatlon  of  PHA  eontract  and  Sta^  law.  PHA 
prahiblted  pKratenti  to  eontraetor  under  such  cantracta.  Same  official  and  contractor  involTM  in  all  oonunnnitiea, 
the  oflMal  bemc  a  part-time  empIorM  of  each  local  authority.  ..^  .._-..,..    .         .„.   .    ..    .. 


Full 


Case  reportMl  by  PHA  to  L>epartni#nt  of  Jostice. 
restitution  made  by  employee.     Lqeal  aatbortty 


Caae  reported 
No  monetary 


EmlMealetMiit  by  Ineal  aatbortty  employee  of  $363.S0. 

instructed  to  report  case  to  State  law  enforcemeat  officers 
Contrary  to  ita  own.  regalationi  and  its  oontra^ual  obligation  to  PHA,  local  aothoritT  p«rebawd  fnoteriali  aad 

■uppUes  without  o:iinpetiilTe  biddini;.    Particiiar  local  Anns  were  favored.    An  of&dai  of  the  local  authority  aoM 

BuppItoB  to  the  k>eitl  authority  in  violation  of  PHA  contracts  and  State  law.    PHA  ordered  local  auiborlty  to  dls- 

oootiaiie  tbeaa  pratiUees.  The  official  involved  Oesigned. 

EmbecElement  of  t6,;i91.se  by  local  authority  employee.    Convicted  in  Federal  court,    $5,000  (total  anapont  of  bond) 

recovered. 
Embeulement  of  $119.58  by  local  authority  emplayee.    Full  restitution  made.    Employee  diacharsed.  Case  reported 

toJostiea. 

CoBstmetioD  teOure  experienced  in  project  appaiipntly  occasioned  by  contractor  deviating  from  KiecUlRatioaa.    Cor 

lective  work  being  ondertaken;  claims  being  processed  against  respon.'<ible  parties. 
Sbortase  of  1340.30  in  accounts  of  local  nuthority  employee.    Full  restitution  made,    Em|;rfoyee  dfacpaiged.    Caaa 

reported  t«  loe«I  law  eoforcement  officers. 
Embetslement  of  $l.t*S0.M  by  local  authority  empUtyce.     Case  reported  to  nepartment  of  Justice.     FaO  iteoveiT  madau 
EmbecxIenMut  of  $315.25  by  loeal  authority  empl<9'ee.    Full  restitution  made.    Kmployee  discharged.    Caae  repartad 

to  local  law  enforcement  officers. 

ABaged  violatioii  of  Hatch  Act  and  similar  statute  hy  loool  olBcial.    Also  diargrs  that  such  official  was  lising  Ooven- 

mmt  property  for  personal  gaiOL    Case  reporte<l  to  Civil  Service  and  Justice  Department. 
Embesuementof  $310.00  by  local  authority  employee.     Case  reported  to  Department  of  Justice.    Loss  recovered. 
Shortage  of  $728.79  in  cash.    Local  authority  employee  made  full  restitution.    The  employee  was  fired, 

Offlcial  of  local  authority  convicted  in  Federal  routt  on  charges  of  making  false  reports  relating  to  tenant  rgntal  aeooiuita. 

Fined  $aoo.    Employee  discharged.    Full  recovtry  of  funds  effected. 
Loeal  authority  employee  accepted  gratuities  froio  contractor.    Employee  discharged.    Official  in  local  .authority  also 

accepted  miiMrgrarnitiesfh>m  contractor.    Local  authority  warned  ttiateven  minor  infractions  will  not  be  tolerated. 
Embeaileinent  of  api>f«ximately  $10,000  by  local  authority  employee.     Funds  repaid  hy  bonding  oompaaiy  and  temfly 

of  employee.    Emi>loyee  disappeared.    Case  rafiorted  to  both  Federal  and  local  law  enforcement  oltcera.    Reeord 

does  not  Indicate  whether  embeuler  was  ever  apprehended. 

Sbortsge  of  $7,300.14  tn  accounts  of  local  authority  official.    Entirp  amount  reimbursed  by  bonding  comtaany  and  local 

bank.    Oflleial  discbarged.    Case  reported  to  Department  of  Justice. 
EmbesslemeBtof$34(i.88Dyemployeeoflocalautharity.    Full  restitution  made.    Employee  discharged.    Caaereported 

to  both  Oeneral  Acc-oonting  Office  and  Departiaent  of  Justice. 

3  cases  of  sabmission  of  false  affidavits  by  tenants  as  to  income  in  violation  of  18  U.S.  C.  1012reix>rted  to  t>epartment  of 
Jtistice.    Tenants  evicted. 

Alleged  interest  of  kxal  officials  in  project  material  supply  contract.  Case  reported  to  Department  of  lustiee.  PHA 
raqoired  tcrminatton  of  contract. 

The  local  aathwlty  breached  its  contract  with  P!HA  covering  the  development  of  a  low-rent  bousing  program  upon 
action  by  the  city  risclnding  the  cooperation  agteement  between  the  city  and  the  local  authority  and  ievoking  other 
prtfvioas  approvals  which  were  required  as  coDdltlons  precedent  to  such  program  under  applicable  Federal  or  Stata 
law.  The  PHA  hai  requested  Department  of  Jtastice  to  enforce  payment  by  tbe  cit}-  and  local  authority  of  approxi- 
mately $336,000.  repiesentlng  loans  made  prior  ID  such  breach  of  contract. 

Bribery  or  attempted  bribery  by  city  offlcial  In  cannecf  Ion  with  local  authority  construction  contract. 

to  Department  of  Ju.ttice.    Prosecution  institutod  in  State  court.    No  record  as  to  results  of  thb  action. 

loss  suffered  by  pro(;ram. 
Loeal  officials  attempted  fraud  In  connection  w|th  land  acquisition.    Principals  Indicted.    Triab  reaulted  In  bung 

juries.    AU  funds  involved  recovered. 
Cash  shortage  of  $307.77  m  local  authority  accounts.    Cashier  du^chanjed.    Funds  repaid  partly  by  withholding  salary 

due  chasbier  aiMl  paitly  by  insurance  company.    Local  authority  ordered  to  report  Kise  to  local  aw  euforcement  ofll- 

ccrs. 
Payroll  padding.    Exitense  so  incurred  disallowed  as  charge  against  program. 
Bribery  of  city  officials  by  local  authority  contractor.    Convictions  sustained  against  officials  and  contractor.    Head 

of  contracting  firm  suicided.    Contract  canceled. 
Official  of  local  authoiity  had  interest  in  local  autfiority  contract  in  violation  of  PHA  contract  and  SUt4  law.    Offlcial 

reuuired  to  resign. 

Local  authority  solicited  and  received  donation  |rom  contractor  for  entertainment  in  connection  with  completioa  of 

project.    Local  authority  ordered  to  stop  such  jractlces. 
Apparent  embeaslenxnt  ol  $686.98  by  local  autlority  employee.    FuU  rrimburyemcnt  made  by  bonding  company. 

Employee  discharged.    Case  reported  to  Depeitment  of  Justice. 

4  officials  in  local  autbi>rity  convicted  in  Federal  •ourt  of  receiving  kickbacks  from  contractora.  Senteaees:  From  $600 
fine  to  6  months' con  ftneroent.  (Sentenceof '  -^fflciaJ  who  aided  prosecution  suspended.  Sentence  of  mother  defend- 
ant suspended  because  of  his  age.)  Of  the  $28,000  involved,  $18,000  has  been  recovered.  Claims  ai*  beiaa  Drooe- 
cotedtoooDectbalaitce.  — >  i^ 

AdmissiMisandoantiEuaaoeinoocupancyorinelitibletenants.    Local  authority  required  to  evict  afi  taiellgibleo.    leaaa 

involving  false  statements  by  tenant  now  before  local  grand  jury.    Special  surveillanoe  being  twtinftti^  i).  pQ^ 

on  local  aatboritv  oi«rations. 
Improper  approvau  by  local  authoritv  of  change  orders  to  construction  contract.    This  matter  is  now  ki  the  eoorta. 
Local  authority  relectid  eonstruction  bids  apparekitly  for  puri>o9e  of  obtaining  contractor  who  would  nmke  kickbacka. 

PHA  defaulted  loeal  antbority  and  attained  allfonds  tiieretofore  advanced.    Contractual  relationship  subaeqocntly 

was  resumed,  upon  bssurance  by  local  officials  liiat  strict  observance  of  contract  would  be  maintained. 
Local  authority  withheld  periodical  payments  tf  contractors  apparently  for  purpose  of  obtaining  kickba(±s.    PHA 

required  local  authority  to  make  all  payments  when  due. 
Official  of  kMftl  antbority  received  $300  klckba.ifrom  subcontractor.    Money  subsequently  repaid  to  aabcootmctor 

Case  reported  to  locnl  prosecuting  attorney. 
Nwoompltance  by  general  contractor.    Ensuing  Investigation  resulted  in  contractor  undertaking  onecUve  work. 

Work  being  currently  performed. 
CaA  riiortage  of  $2,6M.08  ta  accounts  local  authority.    Full  reimbursement  by  bonding  company  and  emDloTOC  ta- 

volved  discharged.    Case  reported  to  local  and  Federal  few  enforceracnt  officers. 
Officiala  of  local  authority  alleged  to  have  attempted  to  obtain  kickbacks  from  contractor 

ment  of  Justice;    1  o  lOdal  of  k>cal  an  thority  forded  to  resign . 
Conflict-of-tntereet  eaM  Involving  employment  of  offlcial  of  local  authority.     Caae  reported  to  Denartm^it  of  Jnatka. 

Local  authority  required  to  terminate  emptoyiient  contract.  '-v—  «.— ..  «wi»v».>. 

^•^S^S!?"  "^  oonUnnanoe  of  occupancy  of  iieligible  tenants.    Local  authority  requbed  to  evlctaH  inellglbiea. 
ftm^^/?"'^*".?*"?''^-    F,***  »»»r^eillaaBe  being  matatalned  by  PHA  on  local  authority  opeittons. 
Offidd  of  locaJ  aothoiity  made  false  statements  in  viotation  of  18  U.  8.  C.  lOOI.    Case  reported  to  Depvlmeot  of 

An<^^l  of  iMal  aotbority  alleged  to  have  acquired  certain  real  property  (In  the  name  of  a  third  nwty)  after  tool 
"i'^^^jL^  ***?1^^  property  for  incl«ion  bi  a  project  site  This  case  was  investigated  tTtbe  FBI  knd 
sabmltted  to  a  grand  Jury  in  1951  which  failed  |o  take  action  coiiKBieu  uj  me  x  oi  maa 

^'i2^?l5.i^:2-*°i*'~^!L?l  *?^  authority  employee.  Employee  died  before  completion  of  aodli.  Roimbaiw 
ment  by  deduction  from  terminal  leave  pavmeits  due  employee  k  «  -««.^    nwuwiuar 

f ^2^^*^^'**""*5  ~*'5S!^ "^  ^°^  authoritr  employee.    Full  reimbursement  by  mptoyee  who  #as  diadiamd. 

^„?°*?^S,"'*^'.5^2^  committed  irtegularitles  ranging  from  emhezxlem»t  afid  Extortion  to  i^mMiM: 
SS'-^f"  ii?;*^  "*  ***"  of  evidence  fumUbed  by  the  PfiA.  this  official  was  Indicted;  e«vtet^«6««E 
™.T,t  -^  J^.« J  r^fJ"',*?^*'  '*'""*  (to  run  concurrently)  and  fines  total Ini;  $3,000.  Subsequently  this  pimlsbl 
S^S,J^«/Z'^^v.^rJ?f*  *•■?'  ™"''-  <"her  remedial  action  included  the  removal  of  2  emcees  andToSpteU 
SJ^  ufSiur*  of  pi^^J.^""'"''"^'-     *^""'"'  *"  monetary  d-^m:^v  against  all  responsible  pirti'es  and  their  soi^tiea 


Report  made  to  Depart- 
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lAat  0/  eatet  encountered  in  lo%ihrmi  koMiiif  program  imvolvimg  kreffulaHUet  or  fOepoUHeo—ConUnmd 


LooaUty 


Virginia.- 

Ateiandrla- 


NewpoK  News. 
Norfolk„ 


Portamoulh 

Puerto  Rlee:  Cafoas. 


Tear 


19S3 

1963 

1947 
1063 
I«54 

1»&4 

19S0 


Nature  of  case  and  aetkm  taken 


^'**^.?S^^?Sl  »H*™P*^  ^°  award  a  construction  contract  to  a  local  Arm  whose  bid  was  approximately  t82JI00  fai  eseeM 
A^^^SJSii  JV^"  ***  ^o**"***"  of  the  local  authority  that  the  Virginia  "right  to  w^rktaW  and  thTtaft-HSSy 
^fi2S;"'^J*iS?J2L!r?r*te.S**  "S^^^  to  the  low  bidder.  This  question  was  re«>tv«d  in  the  negaUve  l^^oS 
deaUon.    PHA  reooired  the  k>calaiitlMrtty  to  award  the  oontnctU  tbe  k>w  biddor.  •«»-*•  >  ujr  «««* 

.iS/lfT  ",'  "*  ^  ^^'i^^  •**^  automatic  equipment  to  the  local  authority  bi  violatkm  of  tbe  PHA  contract  and 
i^.^^  '•r- ,  J***  PHA  has  requested  tbe  local  authority  to  require  the  ofleading  official  to  reimbme  mtoeTlted 
to  tbe  extent  of  his  gross  prolU  on  this  transiction,  and  to  desist  from  such  practices  in  the  taOac  v'^'f^  "•" 

Dteappearanoeoflocalauthority  funds  in  amount  of  $«76.76.  Reported  to  D«jartn>ont  of  Juatica.  FuU  reimbiuaaiMait 
by  tnsorance  company.    Emptoyee  of  local  authority  forced  to  rwign.  ^^  reuuuuiaaiiMW 

improper  expenditures  by  the  lonl  authority  in  an  amount  approximating  $1,100.  Tbe  PHA  mrahvd  tbe  load  aalharttv 
t<"^»b«ir»e  project  funds  to  tiie  extent  of  these  expenditures.  ~ii»i  ■•■■■■•■■■•y 

Fraadalmt  Inspeictlaa  tn  eoonectlon  with  the  development  of  a  project.  Thta  Is  a  new  CMe.  A'HVm  ia  ImiI-*  «-.fc~~  tm 
process  appropriate  criminal  remedy.     Full  recovery  of  monetary  looses  is  anticipated  *  — —  •- 

^21 S*?^'''  °  »'^!  entered  into  subcontracts  In  connection  with  developmeot  ol pr^ect  te  vlohtten  of  PHA  eontnet 
m«f^«teM  "       '*"™*°*''"'*''^™*'''"***"°*'**^    Theofficlal iwlSwL   Coaea mnrtod to D^i^ 

Shortage  »'  $l.«J  65  In  ai»ounts  of  local  authority.  Full  relmborsemeat  by  Inauiaace  eommoy  (ILQOO)  aad  ematow 
involved  ($481.65).    Emptoyee  prosecuted  under  kx»I  law.  «™«-»v  \»m«i«;  ano  empnyw 


BTATaanirT  bt  Shcatob  Btsd 

Aa  cbAlrm&n  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Beduetlon  of  NoneesentUl  Federal  Kzpendi- 
turea.  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Albert  M.  Cole,  Houa- 
Ing  and  Home  Plnance  Agency  Adminlatrator. 
on  Aug^uat  0,  inquiring  aa  to  the  FBA  policy 
With  reapect  to  Insuring  new  loena  lor 
bullden  who  preTloutJy  bad  exploited  Fed- 
eral boualng  prosramf.  for  windfall  proflta. 

Mr.  Cole  haa  replied  under  the  date  oC 
September  24.     Attaclied  will  t>e  found: 

(1)  Mr.  Cole's  reply; 

(2)  The  FHA  sUtement  of  policy  with. 
respect  to  this  subject;  and 

(3)  My  August  6.  1054,  letter. 

HOUSIWO  AKD  HOBCX  PtWAIfCC  AonvcT. 

Washington.  D.  C.  September  24. 1$S4. 
Hon.  HaiBT  P.  Bt«o, 

Ctiairvian.  Joint  Committee  on 
Reduction  of  Mont$»enti€U 
Federal  KxpenditwreB. 
United  States  Senate. 

WoMMngton.  D.  C. 

Dkab  SEHAToa  Bras:  This  Is  tn  fiirtfaer 
reply  to  your  letter  of  Atigust  6.  1954,  re- 
ferring to  a  news  story  In  the  Washington 
Poet  and  Times  Herald  of  Auguat  1,  1064. 
aad  reqneattng  Information  with  respect  to 
current  FHA  policies  and  related  matters. 

With  regard  to  your  first  Inqtilry  conoem- 
ing  current  FHA  policy,  I  have  been  advised 
by  Norman  P.  ICaaon,  Commissioner,  FHA, 
that  the  statement  in  the  Washington  Post 
and  Times  Herald  waa  not  an  accurate  pres- 
entation of  current  FHA  policy  In  that  It 
omitted  the  procedural  safeguards  which 
Commissioner  Maaon  has  established  to  as- 
stire  proper  utilisation  of  Insured  mortgage 
programs.  Conmilasloner  Mason  has  directed 
all  field  directors  to  notify  FHA  Washington 
headquarters  before  processing  applications 
for  mortgage  Insurance  from  persons  listed 
as  principals  in  the  press  releaee  of  June  11, 
19S4,  concerning  70  section  OM  developments 
In  which  FHA-tneored  mortgage  loans  ex- 
ceeded ooeta,  resulting  In  wlndfalla.  FHA 
Washington  beadqmuxers  determines  tbe 
eligibility  of  the  applicants  after  reviewing 
HHFA  iBweatlgated  data  and  then  notifies 
the  field  ofBoer  whether  to  e<»tlnue 
Ing  the  mortgage-lnsuraaoe  H>pllcatlon. 

The  ^Beial  FHA  statements  of  pc^cy  In 
this  matter  are  eontatned  In  a  letter  to  the 
field  directors  dated  June  2S,  lOM.  and  In 
■a  praas  releaee  dated  July  M,  1954.  I  am 
endostng  a  copy  at  each  barewltli. 

On  July  as,  1054.  It  was  announced  tliat 
future  applleattoiis  of  the  Blielby  OaaMnto- 
tlon  Oo.  tPouM  be  prooaased  by  FHA  field 
oOoes.  BoewTer,  In  this  prsea  release  Oom- 
mlaaloner  Mason  also  indicated  that  this 
action  did  not  preclude  reopening  tike  case 
If  further  Information  was  developed.  Sub- 
sequently ttie  above  dedston  to  permit  the 
processing  of  Shelby  Construction  Co.  ap- 
plicatlona  waa  reconsidered  and  leveised  on 
the    basis    of   additional   Information   ob- 


tained, and  on  August  6,  19S4.  FHA  field 
offleee  discontinued  processing  applications 
of  this  company. 

With  regard  to  your  second  inquiry,  con- 
cerning the  definition  of  "sharp  practices."  I 
Ixave  been  advised  by  Commlasloner  Maaon 
that  "the  distinction  between  wlndfalla  and 
'riiarp  practices'  could  be  expreased  as  the 
difference  between  windfalls  obtained  with 
the  knowledge  of  FHA  ofllclals  and  under  the 
lax  administrative  procedures  at  the  time 
a*  opposed  to  windfalls  obtained  through  un- 
ethical practices  and  without  compliance 
With  FHA  procedures." 

With  regard  to  your  third  Inquiry,  con- 
cerning referral  to  the  Department  of  JtisUoe 
of  certain  Shelby  Construction  Co.  develop- 
manta,  tbe  several  cases  you  mentioned  have 
been  and  are  imder  discussion  with  the  De- 
partment of  JusUce  for  tbe  purpose  of  de- 
termining the  civil  or  criminal  actions  ap- 
plicable to  these  cases.  Foreclosure  proceed- 
ings have  already  been  instituted  in  the  caae 
ot  the  Parkchester  Apartment  development. 
Also  luxler  consideration  is  a  method  where- 
by FHA,  as  preferred  stockholder,  takes  con- 
trol of  the  various  projects  on  the  theory  that 
certain  irregularities  In  connection  with 
mortgaging  out  are  defaulU  within  the 
meaning  of  the  provisions  of  the  corporate 
charto-.  The  several  developments  about 
which  you  Inquired  generally  Involved  the 
same  principals.  Claiborne  Towers.  Inc.,  and 
Oovernor  Claiborne  Apartmente,  Inc..  are  in 
eSect  a  slrxgle  building,  but  were  constructed 
by  the  Shelby  Construction  Oo.  as  two  sep- 
arate projects.  The  Parkchester  i^artment 
development  consists  of  11  projects  con- 
structed by  the  Shelby  Construction  Co.  The 
Claiborne  and  Parkchester  projects  were  sub- 
sidiary corporatlozu  of  the  Shelby  Construc- 
tion Oo.  Little  Street  Homes,  Inc.,  and  Bmlle 
Homes,  Inc.,  are  Individual  projects  In  the 
Roaelawn  development  which  consists  of 
eight  projects.  This  development  was  ac- 
quired by  the  Shelby  Construction  Co.  In 
19&S.  Paul  Kapelow,  Lewis  Leader,  and 
Bmile  Btaesteln  are  offlcers  of  the  Shelby 
Construction  Co..  and  were  also  principals 
In  other  capacities  In  the  various  projects. 

Wltb  regard  to  your  fourth  Inquiry,  con- 
cerning Department  of  Justice  reports  re- 
ceived on  the  above  cases,  no  formal  action 
has  been  completed  by  the  Department  of 
JtMtloe  on  any  at  the  above  cases,  and  con- 
sequently there  have  been  no  Department  of 
Justice  reports. 

With  regard  to  your  fifth  inquiry,  concem- 
Ing  yartotis  aspects  of  mortgaging  out  in  the 
above  cases.  I  submit  the  following: 

(a)  At  the  Claiborne.  Parkchester.  and 
'BoaelawB  projects  the  building  contractor,  in 
each  ease  an  aUHlate,  was  apparently  paid  ttie 
entire  amoiiBt  of  the  loan,  which  esceeded 
the  aetoal  eoet  of  eoosftructton.  The  eaact 
«oaC  of  eo— tructiop  is  not  elear,  but  tbe  total 
aoMUBt  paid  to  tbe  tmllders  tn  excess  of  costs 
Is  at  least  several  million  dollars. 


(b)  N<me  of  these  projecta  dedarad  dlTt« 
dends. 

(c)  At  the  Roselawn  projects,  ■tocdc  «m 
redeemed  for  $81,600.  The  cash  paid  tn  for 
these  stocks  was  rqxartedly  <as,100. 

(d)  The  records  Indicate  that  there  may 
have  been  excessive  management  f  eea  at  the 
Parkchester  projects. 

(e)  Other  than  the  esoeaslTe  proAt  <« 
construction  made  by  the  bulkier  deacrtbcd 
In  (a)  above,  the  reocntla  do  not  Indicate 
excesaive  payn^nts  for  services. 

(f )  Loans  were  made  to  *<wn»tff^  coriMra- 
tlons  by  the  Roaelawn  projeeti. 

(g)  Rentals  In  excess  of  9800,000  were  0(d- 
lected  at  the  Clait>ome  piojeets  prior  to  pay> 
ments  of  the  loan. 

(h)  There  were  no  long-term  land  leaaoa 
at  these  projects. 

(i)  At  all  of  these  projects  there  were  mul- 
tiple affiliated  corporations  with  the  sama 
owners. 

(J)  The  records  do  not  establish  collusion. 
but  at  the  Parkchester  devdopment  an  ob- 
viously unreallsUc  FHA  estimate  at  replaee- 
ment  cost  Is  not  explained  or  acootmted  for. 

With  regard  to  yoor  sixth  Inqtilry,  request^ 
Ing  a  list  of  aU  projects  whldi  have  r*r4^ 
windfalls  from  any  loan  Insured,  guaranteed 
or  nuule  by  any  Federal  agency,  I  am  aJeo 
enclosing  herewith  a  list  of  additional  aec- 
tlon  806  FHA-insuied  mortgage-loan  pgti)- 
ects,  eompUed  since  Jane  4,  1964.  In  which 
there  were  windfalls.  I  am  not  In  a  position 
to  advise  you  on  wtadf  alls  made  from  loana 
insured  by  FWderal  aguiw.les  not  aflOlatod 
with  HHFA. 

All  section  606  projects  In  which  windfalls 
were  Involved  are  beix^  ooBoldssed,  In  eloae 
collaboration  with  the  Department  at  Jus- 
tice, foe  the  Instltutloa  at  appropriate  dvll 
and  criminal  prixeeiiliigs 

The  major  dvU  aetlao  eogiteni|klatad  te 
along  the  Unas  started  agStgist  Linwood : 
Inc.,  Fort  Lse.  R.  J.   In  that  cms  1 
lerred   stoc^facdder.   haa  started 
gain  control  of  the   13  Linwood 
poratlotu^  for  the  ultimate  piirpnan  ed  te- 
coverlng  the  wlndfalla.    HirlrMBd  no 
at  HHFA  preas  releaaes  Mo.  MB.  (totad 
a».  19S4.  and  No.  708.  ilafesd  nsiilSHibM   11. 
1964.  which  *•— Tribe  fiwthar  the  ateps  al- 
ready taken  In  the  Idnwood  ^ark 

The  statute  of  Umltstiasa 
actions  In  most  awctlnw  806  eases,  ana  la  ft 
number  at  tnatanees  former  FHA  rmr^mtwaa 
aOkslally  took  the  poaltkm  that 
not  misled  by  the  fi' 
iraudulent  acta  at  i 

a  reeult.  crtmlBal  laiiasi  iitiiai  la  <»«»«*nK  i 
often  Impracticable, 
diaeultlea,  three  aactlaii  088  eaaoa  hami 
nferred  to  ttie 
criminal  pronewUngi. 

WlUi  ragard  to  your  aevvoth  liiqvdry.  X  aa 
having  oomiriled  the  Oak  yoa 

an  companies  for  which  FHA  

appUcatlona  for  loan  Inauranee 
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IS.  Its!   As  •ooa  M  ISA  hM  MWfldktod  tb» 
date.  I  wfil  forward  Um  Urt  to  yum. 

I  MB  bapP7  to  be  Off  — Irtanna  to  foa  In 
thta  matter. 

BknsmtDj  TOon. 

ILOou; 
Jdmiii<«trator. 


AxatarwauKneat,    ^uai' 
jy  r     mi—  BSCMV  Ho.  54-«l. 
.T.  Jm.T  at.  ISM 


*9:  Da*  eonaldaratlon  will  be  given  |o  ad- 
ditional rlaka  wbleh  are  presented  and 
wbleb,  by  the  ezerciae  oif  sound  dlsctetlon 
and  imidenoe,  tbe  VHA  should  not  a^ume. 

"3.  In  eases  where  the  FHA  Commissioner 
determines  that  he  cannot  prudently  smd  in 
the  public  Interest  approve  auch  ap|)llca- 
tlona.  the  persons  and  firms  affected  will  be 
given  the  opportunity  to  present  evlflence 
bearing  on  the  questions  Involved." 


*nnM  obJaetlTS  of  ths  Vedaral  Housing  AA- 
xnlniatnHtkm  will  ecmtlnu*  to  be  to  insure 
tbe  greatest  possible  number  of  mortgage 
afmlteatSons  consistent  with  aound  and  ethi- 
cal boalneas  praotlcee."  said  WSLA.  Commla- 
akmsr  Morman  P.  Mason  today.  Uason  was 
Tsptylng  to  questions  asked  as  a  result  o(  an 
VHA  pcrttey  sUtmoent  dated  July  2S.  1M4. 
going  to  all  IBA  field  ofllcea. 

This  statement  spelled  out  the  policy  by 
wliWti  qipUoattons  for  future  loans  may  be 
grantsd  to  any  of  the  corporations  or  individ- 
uals unilar  investigation  as  making  large 
windfall  i«aatB  from  "mortgaging  out"  under 
section  aog  ai  the  Bousing  Act.  This  con- 
sisted of  obtaining  a  aovemment-lnsured 
mortgi^e  in  siooss  of  the  actual  cost  of  tbe 
project  and.  iq>on  ccnnpletlon  of  construc- 
tion, pocketing  the  difference.  In  some  in- 
stances It  has  been  alleged  that  unethical,  if 
not  tll^g^i.  means  wwf  taken  to  bring  about 
these  vrindfall  profits,  "'thsre  is  no  doubt 
in  our  mintto."  said  Mason,  "that  the  great 
bulk  of  the  A«.«>ri.^»i  building  industry  oper- 
ates vrlth  complete  integrity.  A  few  bad 
apples  got  Into  tbe  barrel,  and  everr  elfort 
has  been,  and  will  continue  to  be,  made  to 
•top  their  abuss  of  Federal  faculties  which 
are  designed  to  stimulate  tbe  third  largest 
Industry  in  tbe  United  States  in  its  efforte 
to  bouss  the  Amsrlcan  people.  To  this  end, 
^n>ii'Batlons  of  Indivldusls  and  corporations 
now  undsr  lavastigatlon  wlU  be  examined 
hotb  In  the  field  crfBces  and  In  Washington. 
Upon  their  Irdlvldual  merits  those  irbo  are 
zkot  Invtdved  in  sharp  practices  will,  within 
the  discretion  of  the  VBA,  be  encovu-aged  to 
add  ths  fruits  tO.  their  profsssional  efforts  to 
tlie  Invsntory  of  Amorlcan  houaing.  Those 
easss  rseslvtaig  negative  decialims  will  be 
given  a  full  opportunity  to  i»esent  any  such 
further  evldenee  which  bears  upon  the  ceae." 

The  poll^  statement  to  the  FHA  field 
oOces  foUows: 

"POSJCT  STA*BIIBMT  OM  HSKOLIWO  OV  APKJCA- 
TIOMS  TO  TRX  ■*"  —  ■**  BOUSIMO  ASldMiaXBA- 
TlOir   BT   8FOMSOB8  AFTKABXIfG   OM  TBB   JUMK 

11,  ies4,  unr 

"The  Federal  Hotising  Administration  has 
a  responsibility  to  make  certain  that  the 
flms  with  which  it  does  businees  faithfully 
obeerve  the  requirements  of  law  and,  com- 
motdy  accepted  standards  of  business  in- 
tagrtty.  It  hsa  an  equal  reepfmslbUlty  to 
coskduck  Its  tsallngn  with  builders  and  lend- 
«rs    In    a    oom|detely    fair    and    eqxUtable 


"At  the  present  time  a  number  of  Indl- 
Tldaals  and  firms  which  sponsored  006  proj- 
ects and  wlioss  aettvttles  in  connection 
i^enrvttti  an  eorrsntly  under  investigation 
hAv*  ptwfl'^ig  aKiUcatloiis  to  the  Federal 
Hffl»»"g  Administration  with  reepect  to  new 
hooBii^  prelects.  In  order  to  make  certain 
that  the  Federal  Housing  Administration  is 
propsrly  dlscdmrging  Its  responsibilities, 
Afltinc  Ckmunlssftoner  Norman  P.  Mason  has 
imiisil  InstnietlaDS  that  on  pending  anpllca- 
tlooB  of  Ow  type  thus  dsscrtbed,  the  namae 
of  SUA  firms  and  persons  are  to  be  referred 
to  WasUagton  baf  ore  final  decision  is  made 
on  whether  a  eommltmmt  to  insure  should 
M  iMiMtt.  In  oomneettoa  with  such  cases 
the  following  procedure  wUl  be  followed: 

"I.  TIM  Fsdstal  Bo^f*"g  Oommlssioner 
will  r«*lsw  the  information  so  far  developed 
in  tiM  eoorae  of  the  inveettgaUon  and  deter- 
mine the  aeoeptataillty  of  the  prt^jweed  mort- 
gage-insurancs  risk. 


AxrciTBT  6,  1^54. 
Hon.  AUBR  M.  COI.X, 

AdministrutOT ,    Houaing    and     Hpme 
Finance  Agency,  Wcuhington,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dxak  iM*.  COLx:  The  Washlngtoa  Post 
and  Times  Herald  of  Siinday,  August  1,  1954 
(p.  3-R)  quotes  Mr.  Norman  B.  Maeon^  Fed- 
eral Housing  Administrator,  as  saylngt 

1.  The  Oovemment  will  not  blackball  all 
companies  which  made  windfall  proltts  on 
federally  Insured  mortgages. 

3.  Some  companlee  will  be  permitted  to 
build  new  public  housing  projects  1|  they 
were  not  involved  In  sharp  practices. 

3.  The  Shelby  Construction  Co.,  Ina,  New 
Orleans,  is  the  first  company  to  benefit  from 
the  policy. 

4.  FHA.  field  offices  have  been  ordefed  to 
resume  the  processing  of  this  company's  ap- 
plications to  build  projects  in  Louisville, 
Kft"*«Mi  City,  Cincinnati,  Columbus,  Indi- 
anapolis. New  Orleans,  Shreveport,  and  Phil- 
adelphia. 

5.  The  Shelby  Co.  was  listed  last  Siionth 
as  having  made  a  windfall  profit  of  sa.273.- 
600  on  the  Claiborne  Towers  project  at  New 
Orleans. 

6.  Three  ofllcers  of  the  company— -Emlle 
Blustein.  Lewis  Leader,  and  Paul  KapSIow — 
also  were  listed  as  having  made  a  windfall  of 
gS.477,000  on  the  construction  of  the  Park- 
tester  Apartment  development  at  New 
Orleans. 

Tour  attention  Is  Invited  to  the  Hbuslng 
and  Home  Finance  Agency's  statement  of 
June  11,  1954  (HHFA-OA-No.  675)  releas- 
ing an  Interim  report  on  the  investigation 
of  section  608  FHA-insured  mortgages  on 
rental  housing  developments,  from  William 
F.  McKenna,  Deputy  HHPA  Administrator, 
In  charge  of  the  Investigation  into  FtiA. 

This  statement.  In  part,  said : 

1.  The  report  contained  names  and 
amounts  of  over  200  corporations  involving 
about  seventy  608  developments  in  which 
FHA-lnsured  mortgage  loans  exceeded  costs, 
resulting  In  windfalls  to  sponsors  of  aj^proxi- 
mately  $40  million. 

a.  All  cases  have  been  or  are  being  referred 
to  the  Department  of  Justice  for  sucti  civil 
or  criminal  proceeding  as  may  be  indicated 
by  the  circumstances  in  each  case. 

3.  Many,  if  not  most,  of  these  cafes  in- 
volved other  substantial  windfalls  not  re- 
flected in  the  $40.  million  total. 

4.  The  HHFA  investigation  disclosed  vari- 
ous methods  whereby  other  monetary  gains 
were  obtained  by  owners  over  and  above 
authorized  earnings  from  actual  proj^t  in- 
vestments. Including  "padding  of  C(|Bt  fig- 
ures by  using  excessive  prices  for  the  cost  of 
construction  and  for  the  purchase  of  land." 

5.  Various  devices  were  also  used  for  the 
distribution  of  windfalls,  including  "the  dec- 
laration of  'dividends'  out  of  mortgage  pro- 
ceeds," and  redemption  of  stock  at  inflated 
prices,  exorbitant  management  fees,  exces- 
sive payments  for  services  to  corporations 
owned  by  the  sponsors,  and  loans  by  the  cor- 
porations to  their  principals  which  will  be 
paid  when  and  if  the  principals  who  domi- 
nate the  corporation  decide." 

6.  The  $40  million  windfall  figure  did  not 
Include  rents  collected  before  first  payments 
on  FHA-insured  loans,  long-term  lanj  leases 
between  sponstn's  and  principal  stockttolders 
as  Individuals,  or  use  of  multiple  corpora- 
tions with  the  same  owners. 


7.  Certain    promoters    were    aided    and 
guided  by  former  top  FHA  officials.  In  wind-  . 
fall  practices. 

As  chairman  of  the  Joint  ComSnittee  on 
Reduction  of  Nonessential  Federal  Xxpendl- 
tures,  and  acting  under  authority  Of  section 
601  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1941, 1  k$  request- 
ing at  your  earliest  convenience  the  fol- 
lowing Information  with  respect  to  cxirrent 
FHA  policies  and  related  matters:' 

1.  A  statement  as  to  whether  the  article 
in  tbe  Washington  Post  and  Times  Herald  of 
August  1  (p.  3-R),  accurately  reported  the 
current  FHA  policy,  and  if  so  a  copy  of 
any  official  promulgation  of  su^h  policy 
would  be  appreciated. 

2.  A  statement  of  FHA's  distinction  be- 
tween any  kind  of  a  windfall  made  by  ^a 
company  under  an  FHA-lnsured  coftstruction 
loan  and  "sharp  practices."  if  it  makes  such  a 
distinction. 

3.  A  statement  as  to  whether.  l>i  accord- 
ance with  the  HHFA  release  of  June  11 
(HHFA-OA-No.  675),  the  cases  of  Uny  or  all 
of  the  following  have  been  "refenSed  to  the 
Department  of  Jiistlce  for  such  civil  or  crim- 
inal action  as  may  be  Indicated  be  the  cir- 
cumstances in  each  case";  Clalbarne  Towers. 
Inc.,  Oovernor  Claiborne  Apartments,  Inc.. 
Parkchester  Apartment  development.  Little 
Street  Homes,  Inc.,  Emlle  Homes,  Idc,  Shelby 
Construction  Co.,  Paul  KapeloSr.  Lewis 
Leader,  Emlle  Bluestein. 

4.  A  statement  summarizing  Department 
of  Justice  reports  received  to  date  by  FHA 
on  any  or  all  of  the  above  cases. 

5.  A  statement  as  to  whether  any  or  all 
of  the  above  corporations,  companies,  devel- 
opments, or  their  officers,  have  Wen  con- 
nected with  any  project,  for  which  loans  have 
been  insured  by  FHA,  where: 

( a )  Cost  figures  were  padded  by.  using  ex- 
cessive prices  for  cost  of  construction  and 
purchase  of  land; 

(b)  Dividends  were  declared  out  of  mort- 
gage proceeds; 

(c)  Stock  was  redeemed  at  inflated  prioea; 

(d)  There  were  exborbitant  management 
fees; 

(e)  There  were  excessive  pay^ients  for 
services  to  corporations  owned  by  the 
sponsors; 

(f)  Loans  were  made  by  the  corporations 
to  their  principals  to  be  paid  wben  and  if 
the  principals  who  dominate  the  corporation 
decide; 

(g)  Rents  were  collected  before  first  pay- 
ments on  FHA-lnsured  loans  were  made; 

(h)  Then  were  long-term  land  leases  be- 
tween sponsors  and  principal  stockholders  as 
Individuals: 

(1)  Multiple  corporations  with  the  same 
owners  were  used:  or 

(J)  Promoters  were  aided  and  KUided  by 
former  top  FHA  officials  In  windf airpractioes. 

6.  A  list  of  all  corporations,  4|ompanles. 
developments,  and  their  officers  found  by 
HHFA,  or  any  other  official  Investigation  re- 
ported to  you,  to  have  made  windfalls  from 
any  loan  Insured,  guaranteed  or  m$de  by  any 
Federal  agency,  along  with: 

(a)  A  statement  in  each  case  asto  wheth- 
er It  has  been  referred  to  the  Dep$rtment  of 
Justice  for  such  civil  or  criminal  proceedings 
as  may  be  indicated;  and 

(b)  A  statement  summarizing  any  De- 
partment of  Jiistlce  report  on  eacb  case. 

7.  A  list  of  all  corporations,  companies, 
developments,  and  their  officers,  for  which 
FHA.  since  April  12,  1964,  has  approved  ap- 
plications for  loan  Insurance,  indicating  the 
amount  of  Insurance  Involved  and  {(Iving  for 
each  the  Information  requested  iti  question 
No.  6  and  Its  subqueetlons  6   (a^    through 

6  (J). 

Very  truly  yours. 

Hakbt  F.  Btxd, 

Cliairman. 
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HovncBn  1,  18S4. 
Bon.  AuBiST  M.  Cols, 

Administrator,  Hxmaing  and  Home 
Finance  Agenejf,  Waihin§ton,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dseab  Ma.  Ooas:  As  chairman  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Reduction  of  Nones- 
sential Federal  Kxpenditures.  and  acting  un- 
der authorl^  of  sect  ton  601  of  the  Revenue 
Act  oi  1041.  X  am  reqiaesUng  at  yovir  earlleat 
convenience  the  following  Information  with 
respect  to  the  so-called  college  housing  pro- 
gram under  the  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Agency: 

1.  Total  funds  authorised  to  date,  indi- 
cating amounts  authorised  for  direct  loans, 
Inaured  loans,  guaranteed  loans,  grants,  etc.. 
and  ^;>pr(^>rtatlons  for  administrative  ex- 
penses, etc.,  with  dtationii  to  authority. 

2.  Limitations  on  loans,  grants,  etc.,  such 
as  percentage  of  cost,  value,  etc.,  if  any. 

8.  Oomplete  list  of  institutions  which  have 
applied  for  funds  showing: 

(a)  Name  of  Institutioa. 

(b)  Ita  location. 

(e)  Whether  it  is  SUte,  city,  private  or 
other. 

(d)  Amount  applied  for  In  each  applica- 
tion. 

(e)  Status  ot  each  applicatlcm,  with  rea- 
sons for  any  rejected. 

(f )  Interest  rate  on  each  loan  granted. 

(g)  Duration  of  each  loan  granted. 

(h)  Amount  of  Interest,  paid  on  each  loan, 
and  amount  of  principal  repaid. 

4.  State  of  HHFA  prerequisites  for  grant- 
ing loans,  such  as  legal  authortzatlon  and 
approval  by  State  and  city  authorities  for 
State  and  city  institutions,  etc 

8.  Statement  as  to  whetbsr  projects  con- 
structed with  toana  under  this  program  may 
be  in  conjunction  with  aaslstanoe  under  one 
or  Toore  other  programs  under  general  Jiuis- 
dlctlon  of  the  HHFA.  For  example,  can  col- 
lege housing  projects  be  erected  in  a  slum 
clearance  area;  in  oomblnatlon  irlth  any 
other  housing  program?  If  so.  Indicate  pas- 
sible oomblnatlons.  and  list  all  actual  oom- 
liinatlon  projects  approved  to  date,  and  all 
other  applications  Involving  t-rf^TwHtw^i^^n  of 
programs. 

6.  A  statement  as  to  whether  it  is  possible 
to  "mortgage  ouf  or  borrow  In  excess  of  cost 
under  this  program;  and  tf  so  what  pre- 
eantiona  HHFA  has  taken  against  these  prac- 


7.  A  statement  as  to  wttettaer  HHFA  con- 
trols to  any  degree  tho  rentals  or  fees  charged 
for  occupancy  or  otherwise  of  theee  projects. 

8.  A  list  (Identified)  of  any  projects  in  this 
program  which  have  defaulted. 

S.  A  list  of  all  irregularities,  or  tUegalltles, 
found  to  date  in  this  program,  tf  any,  and 
actions  taken  In  each  case. 

10.  A  statement  as  to  whether  this  program 
is  being  emphasised  at  this  time  mote  than 
in  the  past,  and  if  so  the  means  of  nromo- 
tion. 

Very  truly  yours. 

Hasst  F.  Btsb. 

CHairman. 


Novsmsa  1.  ltS4. 
Hon.  Albot  M.  Oou^ 

Administrator,  Houaimg  and  Bvme  Fi- 
nance Agency,  Washitigton,  D.  C. 

Mr  Dkax  Mfe.  CoLx:  Tlieie  have  been  nu- 
merous references  In  tbe  press  and  riaewhere 
relative  to  diem  lisle  of  pereonnel  from  oon- 
Btituent  agmdes  of  ths  W"i^i«^"g  and  Home 
Finance  Agency  foUowli«  recent  investlca- 
tlons  and  other  Inqulrtae  InvolvUig  them. 

For  purposes  of  accuracy,  authenticity, 
fairness,  and  completeness  in  the  Joint  Ccm- 
mlttee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessential  Federal 
Expenditures  report  to  the  President  and 
Opngrem.  under  authortty  of  saetkm  aoi  of 
the  Bcvenue  Act  of  1941.  tt  wlU  be  apprs> 
cUted  if  you  wiU  supply  the  committee  with: 

1.  A  liat  of  all  peraons  la  HHFA  and  Ita 
constituent  agencies  wlio  have  been  dia- 
nxlssed.  or  subjected  to  other  admlnistratlvs 


action  since  April  1,  1054.  as  a  rasult  of  in- 
vestigations or  related  inquiries  tftowing: 

(a)  Name. 

<b)    Title  or  poettloa. 

(c)  Agency. 

(d)  omoe  location. 

(s)  (^arge.  cause,  at  reason. 
<f)  Action. 

(g)  Any  Xiuther  dlspoalUon  taken  or  con- 
templated. 

3.  A  documented  list  of  all  other  admtnls- 
tratlve  actions  taken  since  April  1,  1964.  by 
meHHFA  Administrator,  and  heads  of  con- 
stttoent  sgendes  in  connection  with,  or  as  a 
leault  of  Investigations  or  related  Inquiries. 
Very  truly  yours. 

Haxxt  F.  Btbs, 

CTMirmcn. 

Btatxiixkt  bt  ScKATOa  Btu> 

I  am  pleased  to  see  that  Mr.  Albert  M. 
Cole,  Administrator,  Housing  and  Home 
'toanoe  Agency,  has  found  legal  grounds  for 
recovery  on  FHA  windfalls  which  have  con- 
stituted the  most  scandalous  exptoltatlon 
of  Oovcmment  credit  for  private  profit  in 
recent  history. 

I  urged  Mr.  Cole  nearly  6  months  ago  to 
take  decisive  action  in  this  respect.  I  hope 
the  action  he  has  taken  is  decisive  and  I 
uiige  him  to  press  for  recovery  to  the  fullest 
extent  of  the  law. 

Hia  estimate  of  2,000  windfaU  caaee— nearly 
half  of  tbe  606  loans  inveattgatad  to  date — 
would  Indicate  posalble  recovery  nuuilng  Into 
hundreds  of  millions  of  doUan.  Tbe  608 
program  was  only  1  of  14  FHA  programs. 

In  my  first  converaatlon  with  Mr.  Cole 
about  theee  cases,  he  said  he  did  not  at  that 
time  know  of  leqgal  grounds  on  which  he 
could  proceed.  But  In  reply  to  a  aubeequent 
Inqxilry,  he  aald  In  part: 

"FHA  does  not  appear  to  have  been  gener- 
ally vigilant  In  exercising  tbe  right  accorded 
it  as  a  preferred  stockholder  under  the 
(bowing)  act  or  r^ulations  and  the  charter 
provisions  of  the  mortgagor  corporationa. 
In  addition  FHA  appears  generaUy  to  have 
been  Indifferent  to  the  dlsclosuies  of  sub- 
stance in  financial  reports  received." 

Mr.  Oote  now  Is  quoted  as  saying  that  the 
first  step  toward  recovering  unearned  profits 
in  federally  Insxu-ed  housing  loans  Is  to  call 
meettogs  of  preferred  stockholders  for  the 
purpoee  of  removing  present  directors  of 
the  eotporatlons  and  electing  new  ones  with 
tt>e  FHA  exercising  Ito  rlgbte  as  a  prefeiiwl 
stockholder. 

I  trust  Mr.  Cole  will  continue  his  efforts 
to  bring  JxisUoe  to  tlae  Government,  tbe  indi- 
vidiuOs  who  have  been  victimized  through 
high  rents  and  housing  pricea.  and  to  thoae 
employed  by  FHA  who  were  responsible  for 
allowing  the  uneoneelonable  wlndfaU  prac- 
tices to  grow  up  within  a  FMeral  program 
involving  bllllona  of  dollais  tiMured  by  the 
Federal  Oovemment.  "niere  «*vnikl  be  no 
favor  ahown  anyone  In  theae  oasea.  no  matter  - 
how  highly  they  may  be  placed  or  what  the 
nature  of  their  participation  may  be. 


PROGRAM  FOR  THE  SENATE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  for 
the  inlormatloQ  of  the  Senate,  let  me 
state  that,  as  previously  announced,  it 
Is  the  hope  of  both  the  majority  leader 
and  the  minority  leader  that  we  may 
have  daily  sessions  of  the  Senate  begin- 
ning at  10  a.  m.  and  /vMitiniiit^g  to  ap- 
proTtmatfly  5:30  p.  HL-^altbough,  of 
course,  that  will  be  subject  to  the  discre- 
tion of  the  SeDAte.  and  uVSl  depend  upon 
the  rircuHistances  which  may  develop 
as  we  move  along  with  the  debate. 

The  other  day  I  succested  to  the  dis- 
tinguished minority  letuler — and  he  has 
had  an  opportunity  to  dlscxiss  It.  and  to 


talk  to  me  asain  this  aoming:  and  Z 
understand  that  he  concurs  In  ttie 
cestion — that  because  of  tbe 
of  havlne  as  large  an  tttmrtfincr  of  \ 
ators  as  pofisible  at  all  times  on  tbe  floor 
of  the  Senate  when  we  enter  4ipon  tbe 
iebate.  we  misht  do  what,  for  the  Sen- 
ate, would  be  somewhat  unprecedented, 
namdy,  to  hold  sessions  from  10  a.  m. 
to  12:30  p.  m..  for  twe^ftTTft,  and  tbem  to 
take  a  recess  lox  45  mlnntes.  in  order 
that  all  Senators  might  have  imy^i  at 
that  time,  so  that  while  at  lunch  tbey 
would  not  be  interrupted  by  having  to 
answer  quorum  caBs.  and,  also,  so  tbat 
perhaps  half  the  membership  of  tbe 
Senate  would  not  be  absent  from  the 
Chamber  during  a  presentation  of  im- 
portance to  this  body. 

Of  course.  It  is  entirely  for  the  Senate 
to  determine,  according  to  its  discxetion, 
what  it  desires  to  do.  The  procedure  I 
have  Just  suggested  is  not  our  nomal 
one.  and  under  normal  cimimirtsivwis  Z 
would  not  necessarily  recommoid  It^ 
But  in  view  of  the  particular  type  of 
problem  now  before  the  Senate,  and  in- 
asmuch as  a  Men&ber  of  this  body  is  in- 
volved. I  beUeve  that,  as  aauitter  of  fair- 
ness and  equity,  it  would  be  far  better 
for  us  to  arrange  for  a  reasonsible  lunch 
period,  and  then  to  have  Senators  return 
to  the  Caiamber.  So  I  would  suggest  a 
period  of  45  minutes,  rather  than  1  hour; 
I  believe  that  in  view  <A  tbe  facilities 
available  here,  within  that  period  of  time 
we  could  have  lunch  and  return  to  tbe 
Chamber.  The  exact  time  for  tiddng  tbe 
recess  could  be  subject  to  some  flezibilitar. 
If  a  Senator  had  almost  ooiiu>leted  his 
remarlcs  at  12:30,  and  could  «««"«^iii4p 
within  5  minutes,  the  sessicm  might  run 
past  tbe  appointed  time.  Howevo:.  at 
imNroximately  12:30  a  reoeee  of  45  aitaa- 
utes  could  be  taken.  Soiators  wookl 
tben  return  to  tbe  Chamber  at  1:15 
o'clock  p.  m.  If  that  suggestion  is  agiee- 
abie.  I  shall  submit  it  in  the  form  of  a 
unaniBMHis-conaent  request  (X  coutee, 
even  at  that  point  it  is  entirely  within 
tbe  control  of  tbe  Senate  as  to  whetbo- 
or  not  it  will  follow  tbe  suggestkm  of 
the  ouOority  leader. 

Mr.  JOHNSCm  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  tbe  Senator  yieidf 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yidd  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  We  reaUae 
tbat  it  is  not  so  much  a  problen  for 
individual  Members  generally  sts  tt  is 
for  members  of  the  sdect  cammtttee, 
and  tbe  disOnguisbed  diairman  of  that 
committee  [Mr.  WATKDml.  as  weU  as  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  ottier 
SenatOTs  who  may  desire  to  speak  en 
tbe  question.  Therefore.  I  lAioald  Uke 
to  say  to  the  majority  leader  and  te 
the  Senate  what  I  have  already  aald  In 
mtrate  oonversatkm.  We  eoncur  in  tbe 
Buggeation  of  tbe  majority  leader.  We 
think  it  would  be  the  better  part  of  wis- 
dom to  fbUow  the  course  he  has  outllued, 
so  tbat  members  of  the  ocmmlttee.  Xttt 
junior  Senator  firom  Wlsoonsln  tlCf .  Mc» 
Caxtht],  and  any  otber  Seimtars  wbo 
feel  that  they  should  be  preeent  all  the 
time — and  we  hope  they  vlll  have,  an 
opportunity  to  be  present  an  tbe  time-^ 
may  be  enabled  to  obtain  their  lunch 
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Mtl  JKNUWLAND.  Seeondlsr,  In  regttrd 
to  "VMBrau*  Dpiy,  irtiieli  wm  foniMrlj 
known  as  Annlttica  Day,  wtal^  ooeun 
on  Unimlaj.  ttie  llth  of  Norember.  I 
ba^re  eoBsulted  wtUi  ttie  mfaiflrtty  leader, 
and  V8 IMM*  eendnded  tbat  It  toUffixt  be 
«tdl  for  the  Senate  to  meet  at  12  o'elodc 
noon  tomowow  tastead  of  at  10  o'dock 
a.'m.  Of  eonne,  on  each  day  the  debate 
win  be  preceded  bjr  the  usual  morning 
boor,  under  the  a-nUnute  Umltathnuand 
a  qgorom  can.  If  the  Senate  were  to 
meet  at  13  o'do^  noon  tomorrow,  Sena- 
ton  who  desired  to  do  so  might  attend 
tlM  Teterans'  Day  ceremonies.  Agatai. 
that  arrangement  Is  subject  to  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Senate. 

When  the  time  arrives  this  evening 
for  adjomranent  or  reeess,  it  is  my  In- 
tentkm  to  moive  that  Vb»  Senate  recon- 
vene at  13  o'doA  noon  tomorrow.  After 
tomorrow  we  can  retom  to  the  10  o'cloek 
schedule. 

Hie  question  of  Saturday  seesicms  has 
also  arisen.  I  have  consulted  with  the 
minority  leader  on  ttiat  subject.  Origi- 
nally I  had'thought  that  perhs^w  we 
nUi^t  forgo  Saturday  seesioDs  in  order 
to  permit  Senators  sufBeient  time  to  dis- 
pose of  some  of  the  woric  in  their  own 
ofllees.  However,  the  mindrlty  leader  has 
conducted  a  survey  on  that  queeticm.  At 
the  present  time  I  concur  in  his  Judg- 
ment that,  at  least  until  we  can  see  what 
progress  we  are  making,  we  should  pro- 
ceed with  Saturday  sessions  of  the  Sen- 
ate. As  hM  been  stated  heretofore,  most 
Members  of  the  Senate  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  rert  since  the  conclusion 
of  a  very  bu^  session.  There  bas  been 
a  campaign  in  n^iieh  a  ttiird  or  more  of 
the  msmlMTship  of  the  Senate  have  been 
principals,,  and  in  which  most  other 
Members  of  the  Senate  have  participated 
to  a  greater  or  lesser  degree.  Most  Mem- 
bers of  this  body  have  had  no  reqilte 
from  the  heavy  responsibilities  of  Sen- 
ators. 

Tltere  are  those  on  the  outside  who 
believv  that  when  a  Senator  returns  to 
his  own  Stete  he  is  on  vacation.  Every 
person  who  has  ever  served  In  this  body, 
or  who  has  any  knowledge  of  the  situa- 
tion, knows  that  such  is  not  the  case. 
Actually  the  proUems  presented  and  the 
responsibilities  of  a  Senator  are  as  great 
at  home  as  they  are  in  WashlngUm.  So. 
than  unneeesaarUy  to  prokmg  the 
we  thought  we  should  at  least 
bealu  with  Saturday  sessions.  Of  course, 
as  to  aB  ttiese  matters,  the  decision  resto 
to  the  hands  of  the  Smate.  Myreqmn- 
glbUtty  win  be  to  make  recommenda- 
tions, wiileh  the  Senate  may  or  may  not 
follow. 

With  this  goieral  ezidanatory  state- 
menth  I  should  like  Members  to  be  giving 
ame  thought  to  the  question.  At  ap- 
jawflrtmatoly  12:30  p.  m.  today,  and  on 
snriceeding  days,  allowing  tixt  some  flexi- 
bility. I  j^x^iose  to  move  a  recess  for  45 
fflinotsf  for  a  lunch  period. 

Mr.  MoCARTHT.  Mr.  President,  wm 
the  Senatw  yield? 

Mr.  SiOWLAMD.    I  yield. 

Mr.MoCARIHT.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  indulgeoee  of  the  Smator.  Relying 
on  the  Senator's  previous  stat^nent  that 


there  would  be  no  Saturday  seasick,  I 
proceeded  to  accept  an  invitation  from 
the  Republican  Women's  Clubs  of  Wis- 
consin, to  attend  a  testimonial  dinner 
(m  Saturday  night,  at  which  I  shall 
qpeak.  The  Senatw  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
GoLowATn]  Is  to  be  present.  It  would 
be  a  great  hardship  upon  me  if  there 
wore  to  be  a  session  of  the  Senate  next 
Saturday.  ^ 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  te  the 
Soiator  that  In  view  ot  the  uncertainties 
of  the  situation,  it  is  perfectly  agree- 
able, so  far  as  the  coming  Saturday  is 
concerned,  not  to  have  a  Saturday  ses- 
sion, but  I  hope  Senators  will  hold  them- 
selves in  readiness  to  meet  on  subsequent 
Saturdays,  if  it  is  the  determination  of 
the  Senate  to  hold  Saturday  sessioas. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senat(»-  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  wish  to  express  my 
appreciation  to  ix>th  the  majority  and 
mtuOTity  leaders,  who  are  my  distin- 
guished friends,  for  allowing  time  for  a 
lunch  period;  but  I  do  not  know  of  any 
court  In  the  world  which  allows  only  45 
minutes  for  lunch.  In  Idaho  our  sheep- 
herders  are  allowed  more  than  45  min- 
utes for  lunch.  Furthermore,  it  would 
require  45  minutes  to  eat  a  sandwich  if 
it  were  prepared  at  home. 

It  has  been  argued  that  this  is  a  Judi- 
cial proceeding,  highly  technical  in  its 
nature,  and  that  the  verdict  may  be 
very  serious  one  way  or  the  other.  I 
know  of  no  court  fimctioning  in  this 
land  which  holds  sessions  on  Satufdays 
and  at  night  and  allows  only  45  minutes 
f<x  lunch.  Both  the  prosecution  and  the 
defense  must  have  time  to  prepare. 

I  urge  upMi  my  friends,  the  leaders  of 
the  Senate,  that  we  be  fair  in  this  mat- 
ter, and  that  both  sides  be  given  an  op- 
portunity to  present  their  cases.  I  do 
not  wish  to  delay  this  proceeding.  I 
traveled  nearly  3,000  miles  to  be  present 
at  this  session.  I  did  not  know  that  we 
were  to  encounter  unfair  labor  praotlces. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
Will  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Idaho  that  I  realize  that  45  min- 
utes is  not  a  very  long  time.  I  stiall  be 
glad  to  discuss  the  questicm  with  other 
Senators,  as  I  know  the  minority  leader 
will.  The  suggested  period  of  45  min- 
utes, however,  is  45  minutes  more  than 
is  available  under  the  practice  of  Uie 
Senate  for  many  generations,  dlurlng 
which  time  some  very  Important  legisla- 
tion bas  been  before  this  body.  I  do 
not  r^er,  necessarily,  to  anything  re- 
lating to  this  particular  subject.  How- 
ever, it  was  legislation  of  great  Impor- 
tance to  the  Nation  and  to  the  160  mil- 
lion pet^le  of  our  coiuitry. 

Let  us  proceed  and  see  what  cgn  be 
accnnpUshed.  I  am  sure  that  neither 
the  majority  leader  nor  the  minority 
leader  wishes  any  Senator  to  suffer  from 
Indigestion  for  thf  want  of  15  more  min- 
utes. However,  I  hope  the  arrangement 
suggested  may  prove  to  be  convetilent. 
Let  us  see  what  can  be  done. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  l»resi- 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield.  j 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  Is  not  informed  with  re- 


spect to  labor  standards  In  Idahp,  but  in 
my  State  we  do  not  consider  a  40-hour 
week  particiilarly  oppressive. 

Mr.  WKLKER.  Mr.  President^  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Both  distinguished 
leaders  are  my  close  personal '  friends. 
It  has  been  stated  that  we  are  being  al- 
lowed something  we  have  not  h|ul  here- 
tofore. I  have  been  a  Membe^  of  this 
body  for  only  4  years.  During  that  time, 
only  rarely,  if  ever,  do  I  recall  beginning 
work  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  im- 
portant debate  at  the  hour  of  10  o'clock 
and  working  through  until  5:90,  with 
Saturday  sessions.  I  am  willing  to  argue 
the  precedents  on  that  subject.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  leaders  are  ofHerlng  us 
very  much. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  to  the  Senator  again  that  that 
question  is  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
Senate.  We  are  all  interested  in  pro- 
ceeding in  a  manner  which  will  be  equi- 
table to  all  concerned.  Actually,  of 
course,  the  Senate  does  not  begin  work 
at  precisely  10  o'clock.  There  IS  a  quo- 
rum call,  and  there  is  the  usual  morning 
hour,  which  I  understand  Senators  would 
like  to  continue.  We  finally  get  under 
way  about  half  past  10.  Therefore.  I 
would  suggest  that  we  try  to  follow  the 
course  I  have  indicated.  As  we  go  along 
we  can  adjust  the  situation. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  Prebident*  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  would  be  willing  to 
go  along  with  the  majority  leader  and 
with  the  minority  leader,  if  the  minority 
leader  has  agreed  to  the  suggestion.  My 
office  is  not  nm  under  NRA  rules  with 
respect  to  hours  of  business.  However, 
we  are  confronted  with  a  situation.  I 
refer  to  the  fact  that  It  takes  at  least  45 
minutes  to  obtain  a  table  in  the  Sena- 
tors' dining  room.  By  the  time  we  get 
through  with  our  administrative  assist- 
ants we  are  lucky  to  get  into  the  resteu- 
rant  in  45  minutes  after  we  leave  the 
Chamber. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
discuss  that  situation  with  the  <4iainnan 
of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration and  with  the  ranking  member 
of  the  committee,  and  also  with  the  Ser- 
geant at  Arms,  to  determine  what  can  be 
done  to  facilitate  the  service  In  the  res- 
taurant under  the  situation  confronting 
us. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield.     ! 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  thank 
the  Senator  for  yielding.  I  haire  heard 
nmiors  about  Senators  planning  to  leave 
for  Australia  and  for  Paris  and  for  ottier 
parts  of  the  world  on  various  tours.  I 
am  just  wondering  what  is  to  be  done 
about  such  unnecessary  missions  during 
this  session  as  they  pertain  to  the  at- 
tendance of  Senators. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  mer^  wish  to 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado— and 
perhaps  the  minority  leader  v«lll  speak 
for  himself  on  that  point — ^I  have  ad- 
vised Senators  on  this  side  of  the  aisle, 
both  publicly  and  privately,  that  they 
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adjust  their  plans  so  that  they  may  be 
on  the  floor  during  this  seoion  of  the 
Senate. 

As  the  able  and  distinguished  Senator 
from  Colorado  knows,  the  majority  lead- 
er has  no  absolute  power  to  compel  any 
Senator  to  be  present.  There  are  clr- 
cumstences,  such  as  Illness  or  death  in 
the  family,  or  a  particular  commitment 
of  far-reaching  importance,  which  a 
Senator  would  have  to  weigh  as  against 
being  present  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
However,  again  publicly,  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  I  meJEe  a  plea  to  Senators  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle,  and  as  majority 
leader  I  will  pass  the  plea  across  the 
aisle — and  I  am  sure  there  will  be  no 
resentment  for  my  doing  so.  and  perhaps 
the  minority  leader  will  make  the  same 
plea — that  all  Senators  try  to  adjust 
their  schedules  so  that  they  may  be  pres- 
ent on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  during  this 
session. 

I  had  a  long-standing  commitment — It 
was  one  I  had  made  6  months  ago — ^to 
speak  last  night  in  Miami.  I  kept  the 
appointment  in  Miami  by  leaving  Wash- 
ington yesterday  at  the  close  of  the  ses- 
sion. I  returned  to  Washington  by  plane 
at  4  o'clock  this  morning,  so  that  I  could 
be  here  for  the  opening  of  today's  session. 

I  certainly  hope  that  Senators  will  not 
make  any  commitments  which  will  keep 
them  from  attending  the  sessions  of  the 
Senate.  When  it  was  brought  to  my  at- 
tention that  Senators  were  expected  to 
go  on  missions  abroad,  I  personally  ad- 
vised the  executive  demrtmente,  that,  in 
my  opinion,  as  majority  leader,  the  first 
obligation  of  a  Senator  was  to  be  in  the 
Senate  during  a  session  of  the  Senate, 
particularly  during  a  session  of  this 
kind.  Therefore  I  said  that  if  a  Senator 
nevertheless  attended  such  c  conference 
abroad,  which  would  make  it  impossible 
for  him  to  be  in  the  Chamber,  it  would 
be  without  the  approval  of  the  majority 
leader,  and  in  fact,  would  be  over  the  ob- 
jection of  the  majority  leader. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, that  is  what  I  wanted  to  hear  the 
majority  leader  say. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  able 
minority  leader. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  ccmctir  in 
what  the  majority  leader  has  sadd.  On 
my  return  to  Washington  last  Friday  I 
met  with  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
California.  We  agreed  that  although 
several  conferences  had  been  scheduled 
at  which  Members  of  the  Senate  were  ex- 
pected to  be  in  attendance,  the  majority 
leader,  on  behalf  of  himself  and  the  mi- 
nority leader,  would  suggest  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  Stete  and  to  the  heads  of  other 
executive  agencies  the  hope  that  they 
would  understand  the  situation  if  a  rep- 
resenteUve  of  the  Senate  did  not  attend 
such  conferences. 

I  understand  that  some  of  the  execu- 
tive agencies  are  stiU  making  inquiries 
along  that  line.  I  hope  the  majority 
leader  will  again  commiinicate  with  them 
and  express  to  them  our  very  deep  feel- 
Ing  concerning  the  importance  of  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  being  in  attend- 
ance at  this  session. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas  that  I  have  conveyed 


that  Inf <»mati(m  to  the  executive  d^wrt- 
mente  on  several  occasUms  and  I  shall 
repeat  the  stetemmt.  As  my  attention 
is  brought  to  the  matter  from  time  to 
time,  I  hope  that  I  may  be  able  to  speak 
jointly  on  the  question  for  both  sides  of 
the  aisle. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Could  the  Senator 
from  California  inform  the  Senate  how 
many  Senators  are  expected  to  go  on 
junkete  or  missions  throughout  the 
world?  I  do  not  know  what  the  purpose 
of  the  junkets  or  missions  Is.  or  who  or- 
dered Senators  to  go  on  them.  Would 
the  majority  leader  advise  the  Senate  on 
that  point? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  made  a 
check  on  this  side  of  the  aisle,  and  per- 
haps the  minority  leader  has  also  made 
a  check  on  his  side  of  the  aisle.  First, 
when  I  heard  that  a  number  of  trips  were 
c(mtemplated,  I  contacted  the  depart- 
mente  concerned  and  strongly  recom- 
mended that  they  make  other  arrange- 
ments, so  that  Senators  would  not  be  ab- 
sent from  the  country.  Secondly,  where 
I  had  Individually  heard  that  Senators 
planned  trips  or  had  planned  to  be  out  (A 
the  city.  I  personally  spoke  to  them  about 
it.  I  know  that  as  a  result  a  niunber  of 
Senators  have  canceled  their  trips. 

I  am  having  a  re-check  made  of  the 
entire  membership  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle.  In  <Mxler  to  determine  how  many 
Senators.  If  any,  contemplate  being  away 
from  the  sessions  of  the  Senate  for  any 
considerable  period  of  time,  barring,  of 
course,  illness  or  death,  or  being  away 
when  votes  are  taken. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  jrleld  further? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  adc  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  whether  he 
knows  who  ordered  these  junkets. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  So  far  as  I  know, 
no  one  has  ordered  them.  I  understand 
Uiat  some  conferences  of  an  Interna- 
tional dxaracter  will  be  held.  They  will 
be  held  In  any  event,  regardless  of 
whether  Senators  attend  Uiem.  Piu-su- 
ant  to  policies  which  have  been  histori- 
cally followed,  and  in  many  instances  de- 
pending on  the  subject  matter  to  be  dis- 
cussed, either  Members  of  the  House  or 
Members  of  the  Senate,  or  Members  of 
both  Houses,  have  been  invited  to  attmd 
certain  conferences.  In  msuiy  instances, 
such  Invitations  were  issued  before  the 
special  session  was  called,  and  the  agen- 
cies had  discussed  with  the  chairman  of 
a  committee  or  the  ranking  member  of 
it  the  possibility  of  some  Members  of  the 
Senate  accompanjrlng  a  delegation  to  the 
meetings.  I  have  made  strong  recom- 
mendations to  the  White  House  and  to 
the  Stete  Department  and  to  other  agen- 
cies  involved,  urging  that  they  send  sub- 
stitutes for  Senators,  so  that  Members  of 
tills  body  will  not  have  to  leave  the  city. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Rumors  have  been 
prevalent  all  over  the  country  that  cer- 
tain executive  agencies  have  asked  that 
Members  of  this  jury  be  sent  to  the 
hinterlands  all  over  the  world  while  this 
important  case  is  being  tried  to  the  Sen- 
ate. As  one  Senator,  I  strongly  object 
to  an^  such  procedure.    All  of  us  have 


known  for  many  months  that  this  session 
would  be  held.  If  any  agency  orders  any 
Senator  to  be  anywhere  but  in  the  Sen- 
ate, or  if  an  agency  undertakes  to  af- 
ford a  Senator  an  opportunity  to  be  out 
of  the  country  during  this  time.  It  Is 
something  that  should  not  be  tolerated. 

Mr.  E3IOWLAND.  I  will  say,  Mr. 
President,  that  I  can  give  the  Senator 
categorical  assurance  that  no  Senator 
has  been  ordered  out  of  the  country,  and 
that  no  Senator  would  be  subject  to*  be- 
ing ordered  out  of  the  country.  If  any 
Senator  should  subordinate  tilmself  to 
the  executive  d^>artment  to  that  extent, 
I  would  be  very  much  surprised,  because 
if  a  Senator  were  to  submit  himself  to 
such  an  order  he  would  not  be  carrying 
out  the  constitutional  concept  tliat  Con- 
gress is  a  coequal  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States. 

Therefore,  I  will  say  that  no  Senator  is 
under  any  orders.  Each  Senator  is  re- 
quested officially  and  unofficially  by  the 
majority  leader  and  the  minority  leader 
of  the  Smate  that  he  not  go  on  such  mis- 
sions and  that  he  be  present  in  the  Sen- 
ate. Of  course,  on  the  other  hand,  X 
cannot  hogtie  or  chain  to  his  desk  any 
Senator  of  the  United  Stetes. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  one  more  observation? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Perhaps  I  was  wrong 
in  saying  that  a  Senator  had  been  or- 
dered by  the  executive  department. 
However,  I  know  the  Senator  from  Cah- 
fomla  will  agree  with  me.  and  that  he 
knows  it  to  be  a  fact,  that  Senators  have 
been  invited  to  go  on  certain  Junkete. 
If  the  majority  leader  does  not  know  it 
to  be  a  fact,  I  shall  be  glad  to  prodube 
the  proof. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  that  the  question  of  whether 
such  asslgnmwite  come  under  the  term 
^'junkete"  I  am  not  prepared  to  debate 
at  this  time. 

Second.  I  know  that  it  is  not  unusual, 
and  I  think  there  Is  merit  under  some 
circtunstances,  and  partlctilarly  during 
congressicmal  recesses,  for  the  point  of 
view  of  the  Congress  at  least  to  be  pire- 
sented.  But  this  Is  not  that  type  of  a 
situation.  I  want  to  »tnp>>ftfri7.y  i^ 
strongly  as  I  can  the  fact  that  I  have, 
both  to  the  President  of  the  United 
Stetes,  to  the  White  House  staff,  to  the 
Stete  Department,  and  to  other  agracies 
of  the  Oovemment.  made  a  personal 
plea  and  have  stated  that  if  any  Senators 
went  out  of  the  country  it  was  over  my 
objection,  that  I  did  not  believe  thfy 
should  go.  smd  that  I  thought  th^  should 
be  discouraged  from  going. 

Mr.  President,  having  had  prior  oon- 
sultetton  with  the  mincHity  leader.  I  had 
knowledge  of  the  fact  that  his  point  of 
view  in  that  regard  was  precisely  the 
same  as  my  own. 

Mr.  WEI^IER.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished majority  lead«  for  his  state- 
ment. 


RESOLUTION  OF  CENSURE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Presklent.  I 
should  like  to  have  the  attention  of  both 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  WAncmal 
and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
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MpCMtsxrl.  Jborder  to  bsv»  the  pend- 
IM  hUihiffM  proiwrtj  befon  tte  Senate, 
2  Mi  ftboot  to  mofe  that  the  Seittle  now 
WPoeeed  to  the  conjrideratton  of  Cekmdar 
Ito.  »4»,  Senate  Reeohition  Ml.  to  een- 
eme  ttie  Senator  from  Wleeonsin  CMr. 
IIoCaixbt].  wbleh  wffl  owralf  idace  it 
beicKt  tbe  Senate  for  eanrideraikm  and 
for  debate.  Of  oouree.  tbe  natter  Is 
entlieij  In  tbe  bands  ct  tbe  Senate  as 
to  wbetlwr  tbe  woiuttoo  be  amended  as 
the  mmmtttee  sogvests,  whether  It  be 
auMUded  as  ottier  Senators  may  request. 
wbeCber  a  motion  be  made  to  lay  tbe 
leertntton  on  the  tatde.  or  whatever 
action  maj  be  taken. 

Ifr.  lioCARTHT.  Iff.  President.  I 
have  no  objeetfam  to  that  procedure. 

Mr.  KNOWIiAND.  Is  that  iirocedure 
agreeable  to  tbe  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WATKXNS.    It  Is  agreealde. 

lir.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
2I0W  move  that  the  Senate  mooeed  to 
the  oonsidawUon  of  Calendar  Mo.  2540, 
Senate  Resobitton  301.  to  censore  the 
Senator    from    Wisconsin    (Mr.    Mc- 

CUOST]. 

The  FRXSIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr. 
BMnmwsMom  In  the  chair).  The  clerk 
will  stote  the  reBQlutkm. 

Tbe  LmnsLATivK  Cxauc  Calendar  No. 
254(0.  a  resolution  (S.  Res.  SOI)  to  cen- 
sure the  Senator  from  Wisewasln  [Mr. 
licCUiXETi:^ 

The  FBBSnXENa  OFFICER.  Tbe 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  tbe  motion  of 
the  Smator  from  CaUfomla  [Mr.  Kkow- 
x.AiiaJ. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  tbe  reso- 
lution (S.  Res.  301)  which  had  been  re- 
ported b7  the  Select  Cknnmittee  To 
Study  Censure  Charges,  with  amend- 
ments, so  as  to  make  the  resolution 
read: 

JtMOlMd,  Tliat  tbe  BmaaXat  tmm  Wlaoon- 
sin  [Mr.  McCumnr]  failed  to  oooperate  wltb 
the  Subocmmlttee  on  PrlTllegM  and  Bec- 
tions  Off  the  Senate  Committee  (m  Riilee  and 
Administration  In  elearlnc  up  matters  re- 
fferrwl  to  that  stiboommlttee  whlcb  oon- 
cerasd  hia  conduct  as  a  Senator  and  affected 
the  honor  of  the  Senate  and,  instead,  re- 
peatedly abused  the  subcommittee  and  its 
members  who  were  trying  to  cany  out  as- 
algned  duties,  thweby  obstructing  the  con- 
stitutional processes  of  the  Senate,  and  that 
this  conduct  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
(Mr.  McOttTHT]  In  falling  to  oooperate  with 
•  Senate  eotnmittee  ta  olearlng  up  mattan 
affSctlng  the  honor  of  the  Senate  Is  oontrary 
to  senatorlrt  traditions  and  Ip  hereby  con- 


•I-  if 


,  Btc  a.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Ifr. 
M0C*a»R]  in  conducting  a  senatorial  in- 
qulry  Intemperattfy  abused,  and  released  ex- 
SeuUre  hearings  In  which  he  denounced,  a 
Witness  rspressating  the  sieeutiTe  bnuMAi  of 
the  OoTfenunsnt.  Oen.  Ralph  W.  Zwiekcr.  an 
oStesr  of  the  United  Statee  Army,  for  re- 
fusing to  crltlclas  his  superior  oOcers  and 
for  respecting  oOclal  orders  and  eseeutlve 
dfrecttres.  thereby  tending  to  destroy  the 
food  faith  which  must  be  maintained  be- 
tWMSi  the  eonentivs  and  leglalatlvs  bran^es 
In  our  ^stSBi  of  goremment;  and  the  Sen- 
ate dlssTOWB  the  denundatian  of  Oeneral 
Zwickv  by  Senator  If cCastbt  as  chSirman 
of  a  Senate  suboonunlttee  and  censures  him 
f  or  tbet  aetlen. 


Mr.  WATKIN8. 
The    FRXSIDINa 

Senator  from  Utah. 


Q^PICXR.      The 


Mr.  WATKINB.  Mr.  President,  in  be- 
ginning my  discussion  I  should  like  to 
request  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate  to 
tbe  extent  that  I  may  not  be  interrupted 
during  the  coiurse  of  the  delivery  of  my 
mato  statement.  I  am  under  some  phys- 
ical Umitatiocs,  and  for  that  iteason  I 
should  like  to  deUvo:  what  I  have  pre- 
pared without  tnterruption. 

The     PRE8IDINO     OPFICEIt       The 

Senator  may  proceed. 

BCr.WATKINS.  I  shall  attempt  at  the 
close  of  my  statement  to  answer  any 
questions  which  may  be  propousided  as 
long  as  I  can  stand  here. 

Mr.  President,  on  Monday  the  select 
committee,  appointed  pursuant  to  order 
on  Senate  Resolution  301,  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate  its  report,  and 
yesterday  the  resolution  with  amend- 
menta  was  re];>orted. 

Incidental  to  the  report.  I,  as  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  now  desire  to 
comment  on  c-ertain  aspects  of  the  mat- 
ters committed  to  us  by  the  Senate  and 
to  make  certiiln  comments  about  the 
problons  involved.  I  shall  try  ta  do  this 
as  briefly  and  concisely  as  possible,  hav- 
ing in  mind  tliat  all  Senators  hsve  now 
had  an  opportunity  to  familiarize  them- 
selves with  the  report,  and,  I  sincerely 
hope,  the  hearings  upon  which  it  Is  based. 

Before  proct^eding  fiurther  I  desire  to 
take  this  (q;>pcirtunity  to  pay  tribute  to 
my  associates  on  the  committee  and  to 
members  of  the  committee  staff  for  their 
services  in  this  important  assignment. 
It  has  been  said,  and  it  deserves  repeat- 
ing, that  none  of  them  sought,  ner  did  I, 
the  appointment  with  which  the  Vice 
President  honored  ua.  However,  I  assure 
the  Senate  thst  everyone  of  us  accepted 
the  responsibility  with  the  sincere  deter- 
mination to  bring  to  It  whatever  wisdom, 
calmness,  fairness,  courage,  and  devo- 
tion they, or  shall  I  say  we,  inight  muster 
for  so  challenging  and  important  a  task. 

Now  that  the  report  is  officially  before 
the  Senate,  our  colleagues  will  Iiave  the 
opportunity  to  Judge  with  what  degree 
of  success  the  committee,  so  motivated, 
accomplished  its  mission. 

The  committee  claims  no  inflixlte  wis- 
dom. All  human  individual  Judgments 
are,  at  best,  fallible.  We,  tl»erefore. 
make  no  pretense  that  our  collective  de- 
cision is  infallible. 

Of  this,  how  ever,  you  may  be  assured : 
We  brought  to  the  problem  no  precon- 
ceived opinioEs  as  to  how  it  should  be 
attacked,  nor  to  what  conclusions  our 
investigations  would  lead  us. 

Purthermora,  the  entire  committee 
action  was  the  product  of  cooperative 
effort,  and  for  l;hat  my  colleagues  deserve 
the  highest  credit  and  respect. 

The  resolution,  together  with  the  pro- 
posed amendments  which  were  referred 
to  us,  contain  some  46  alleged  incidents 
of  misconduct  on  the  part  of  Senator 
McCaitht.  Tliese  matters  were  involved 
and  oomi^x,  both  in  respect  to  tke  mat- 
ters of  fact  and  law. 

With  reference  to  the  time  dement, 
the  incidents  were  alleged  to  have  hap- 
pened withto  a  period  covering  several 
years.  In  addition,  three  Senate  com- 
mittees already  had  held  hearings  on 
one  or  more  oi  the  alleged  incidents  of 
misconduct. 


With  all  this  In  mind,  the  committee 
had  good  reason  for  considettog  that  It 
faced  an  unprecedented  situation  which 
would  require  adoption  of  pSocedures — 
all  within  the  authority  granted  it  in  tbe 
Senate  order — that  would  liable  it  to 
perform  the  duties  assigned  within  the 
limited  time  allotted  by  the  Senato. 

Since  the  procediu'e  mapped  out  and 
adopted  by  the  committee  was  designed 
to  meet  the  peculiar  situatiooi  created  b:^ 
Senate  Resolution  301  and  amendmentf , 
it  should  be  helpful  to  the  Senate  to  have 
a  brief  outline  of  that  proce<iure.  Such 
an  explanation  will  aid  the  Senate  in 
better  understanding  the  report  which 
the  committee  has  filed. 

The  committee  Enroceeded.  first  of  all. 
to  analyze  the  charges  set  torth  m  the 
amendments.  It  proceeded  to  eliminate 
duplicating  charges  wherever  possible. 
Then  consideration  was  given  to  those 
charges  which  were  of  such  a  nature  that, 
even  if  the  allegations  were  tound  to  be 
factually  true,  yet  there  would  be  strong 
reason  for  believing  that  they  did  not 
constitute  grounds  for  censure.  Such  a 
test  was  applied  and  certain  of  the 
charges  were  eliminated. 

In  part  VI  of  our  report  will  be  found 
a  list  of  all  the  charges  which  were  elim- 
inated for  one  reason  or  another  in  bm- 
cordance  with  the  procedune  adopted. 
Reasons  for  the  elimination  of  each 
charge  are  given. 

When  the  charges  had  been  screened, 
a  residue  of  13  charges  in  S  cat^orles 
was  left.  These  charges,  the  committee 
felt,  deserved  furtlier  invesUfatlon.  fol- 
lowed by  publit.  hearings. 

Investigators  then  were  directed  to 
search  for  all  the  relevant,  material,  and 
competent  evidence  which  could  be 
found  bearing  upon  these  charges. 
Again,  let  it  be  repeated  that  all  evidence 
was  sought,  whether  it  would  prove  or 
disprove  the  charges.  I  mean,  of  course, 
relevant,  material,  and  competent  evi- 
dence. 

The  search  for  evidence  Included  a 
hunt  for  witnesses  who  had  first-hand 
information  and  also  for  ddciunentary 
evidence  of  every  kind  and  description 
which  could  meet  the  test  on  materiality, 
relevancy,  and  competency.  The  com- 
mittee also  felt  that  it  was  entitled  to 
consider,  so  far  as  material  and  relevant, 
the  official  proceedings  and  pertinent 
action  of  the  Senate  and  any  of  its  com- 
mittees and  subcommittees,  toking  judi- 
cial or  legislative  notice  thereof  and 
using  official  reprints  when  convenient. 

Following  the  search  for  evidence,  the 
committee  decided  upon  public  hearings. 
The  hearings  were  for  the  purpose  of 
placing  on  record  all  relevant.  materisO, 
and  competent  evidence  for  ithe  use  of 
the  Senate  in  considering  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 301.  Hearings  were  also  held  for 
the  purpose  of  permitting  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy to  appear  and  offer  for  the  record 
and  the  later  use  of  the  Senate  all  com- 
petent, relevant,  and  material  evidence 
in  his  defense  and  also  to  present  all 
matters  of  law  which  would  substantiate 
his  position. 

In  order  to  screen  the  evidence,  which 
would  be  perpetuated  and  made  available 
to  the  Senate,  the  ccHnznittee  adopted,  so 
far  as  applicable  to  this  kind  of  a  inx>- 
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ceeding,  the  rules  of  evidence  used  to 
courte  of  law  to  this  country.  The  com- 
mittee also  adopted  rules  which  would 
make  possible  a  quasi- Judicial  hearing. 

I  say  "quasi-Judicial"  because  this 
particular  type  of  hearing  was  not  ex- 
actly a  completely  judicial  hearing,  as  it 
is  luiown  in  the  courte,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  the  committee  was  under  the 
responsibility  of  sending  out  ite  tovesti- 
gators  to  get  the  evidence  first  hand  and 
to  bring  it  before  the  committee.  How- 
ever, the  committee  adopted  the  rules  of 
evidence  used  in  the  courte  in  order  to 
screen  the  evidence  which  was  brought 
in  or  which  was  presented  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  McCak- 
THT],  so  that  the  committee  would  have 
before  it  evidence  which  it  felt  could  be 
justifiably  presented  to  the  Senate  for 
ite  consideration. 

With  respect  to  the  physical  conditions 
surrounding  the  hearings,  the  committee 
ordered  that  the  same  conditions  should 
prevail  in  the  conunittee  hearings  as  pre- 
vail in  the  Senate. 

The  reference  of  Resolution  301,  and 
amendmente,  to  the  select  committee 
was  interpreted  by  the  committee  to 
mean  that  from  the  time  of  reference  the 
resolution  and  the  chiarges  incorporated 
in  ite  amendmente  became  the  sole  re- 
sponsibility of  the  S^xate.  This  toter- 
pretetion  meant,  then,  that  the  Senator 
or  Seiuitors  who  offered  Resolution  301. 
and  proposed  amendmente  thereto,  had 
no  legal  responsibiUty  from  Uiat  point 
on  for  the  conduct  of  the  investigations 
and  hearings  authorised  by  the  order  of 
the  Senate. 

The  hearings,  then,  were  not  to  be  ad- 
versary in  character.  There  were  to  be 
no  platotiffs  or  defendant  as  found  in  the 
average  lawsuit  in  a  court  of  law.  It 
seems  necessary  to  repeat  this  interpre- 
tetion  because  there  appears  to  be  a 
widespread  misunderstanding  that  the 
Senator  who  introduced  the  resolution 
of  censure  into  the  Senate,  and  the  Sen- 
ators who  offered  amendmente  thereto, 
setting  up  specific  charges  against  the 
Jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  were  the 
complaining  witnesses  or  the  parties 
plaintiff  in  this  proceeding.  That  is  not 
the  case,  as  I  have  already  explained. 

However,  because  of  the  fact  that  the 
three  sponsoring  Senators  had  made 
some  study  of  the  charges,  the  committee 
decided  that  it  would  give  them  an  op- 
portunity to  submit  informational  docu- 
mentetion  of  the  charges  they  had  pre- 
ferred. Also,  they  were  asked  to  submit 
the  names  of  any  witnesses,  including 
themselves,  who  inight  have  first-hand 
knowledge  of  the  matters  charged  and 
who  could  give  relevant,  material,  and 
competent  testimony  to  the  bearings. 

But  no  evidence  was  received  from  any 
of  them  and  considered  by  this  commit- 
tee which  was  not  offered  and  received 
at  the  pubUc  hearings.  Each  of  the  Sen- 
ators preferring  charges  steted  that  he 
did  not  have  any  evidence  to  which  he 
could  give  first-hand  testimony. 

It  also  should  be  pointed  out  that  Sen- 
ator  McCarthy  was  given  the  right  to 
examine  and  cross-examine  witnesses 
either  through  an  attorney  or  by  him- 
self, but  not  by  both  the  Senator  and 
his  attorney  for  any  given  witness.   Mat- 


ters of  law.  objections  to  evidence,  and 
matters  of  that  nature  were  authorized 
under  tbe  same  procedure. 

Counsel  for  the  committee  were  not 
permitted  to  make  objections  to  the  in- 
troduction of  testimony  or  the  aslcing  of 
questions. 

A  preliminary  examination  of  the  area 
of  inquiry,  circumscribed  for  us  only  by 
tbe  scope  of  the  charges  embraced  to  46 
proposed  amendmente,  led  \is  to  agree 
that  seme  13  of  these  charges  were  of 
such  a  nature  that  they  could  not  be 
niled  out  of  final  consideration.  We  fur- 
ther agreed  that  these  charges  could 
be  identified  as  falling  generally  into  five 
categories  of  subject  matter.  To  these 
categories  and  charges,  then,  we  first 
directed  the  attention  of  our  steff,  giving 
heed  to  the  fact  that  only  10  days  sem- 
rated  us  from  the  previously  announced 
date  of  tbe  opening  of  pubUc  hearings. 

These  13  categories  and  charges  were 
set  forth  for  Senator  McCaktht  and  his 
attorney  in  a  timely,  written  notice  of 
hearing.  In  this  notice,  the  committee 
prescribed  as  si>eciflcally  as  possible  the 
method  and  spirit  of  the  procedures 
which  were  to  be  followed,  anid  were,  by 
unanimous  committee  decision,  to  be 
enforced  by  the  chairman. 

Ten  days  were  consumed  in  public 
hearings,  termtoatlng  September  13. 

We  then  directed  our  efforte  to  pro- 
duce an  adequate  report,  based  upon  the 
issues  dealt  with  and  evidence  and  ar- 
gumente,  oral  and  written,  presented  in 
the  bearings. 

We  have  tried,  and  we  hope  we  have 
been  sixxessful.  in  transmitting  to  this 
body  an  adequate  picture  of  the  factual 
background  of  these  proceedings.  The 
facte,  we  beUeve.  were  developed  publicly 
and  under  competent  cross-examination, 
in  an  atmosphere  reflecting  the  inherent 
dignity  of  tbe  United  Stetes  Senate,  and 
under  rules  of  evidence  comporting  as 
closely  as  possible  under  the  peculiar 
circumstances  I  have  already  described, 
with  the  rules  in  effect  in  well-adminis- 
tered courte  of  law. 

We  hope  this  report  will  be  found  to 
speak  sufficiently  for  itself.  However, 
members  of  the  conunittee  feel  a  con- 
tinuing responsibility,  not  so  much  to 
advocate  or  defend  it,  as  to  be  prepared 
to  answer  any  questions  about  it  which 
they  are  capable  of  answering,  that  may 
occur  to  Senators.  The  committee  will 
be  present  diirtog  these  deliberations  for 
that  purpose. 

The  findings  which  are  contatoed  to 
this  report  are  for  the  most  part  based 
upon  uncontroverted  evidence  which  led 
the  committee  to  ite  unanimous  conclu- 
sions. 

Tbe  Senate  as  a  body  is  now  to  a  posi- 
tion to  interpret  that  evidence  aial  ap- 
pUcalde  law,  and  to  decide  to  agree  or 
disagree  with  the  committee  findings 
and  concluslcms  or  to  make  findings  and 
conclusions  of  ite  own. 

Our  ftodlngs  do  not  represent  an  ad- 
versary's brief;  and  the  committee  by 
no  means  assumes  the  position  of  a 
prosecutor.  We  are  available  to  explain 
our  report  as  best  we  can,  or  to  answer 
questions  concerning  it,  but  we  are  not 
here  to  argue  that  our  findings  and  con- 
clusions must  be  followed. 


Before  concluding  my  totroductory 
stotement.  I  desire  to  outline  gmerally 
the  issues  which  are  pomted  up  tiy  tbe 
committee  report  and  the  issues  which 
are  excluded. 

The  committee  report  finds  agiJnst 
Senator  McCaktht  on  the  charges  or 
incidente  of  contempt  of  the  Senate  or  a 
senatorial  committee  listed  and  oonstd- 
ered  in  category  I  which  will  be  found  In 
the  front  part  of  the  report.  These  to- 
cidente  are  listed  in  four  charges  as  fol- 
lows : 

1.  That  Senator  McCaitht  refused  re- 
peated Invitations  to  testify  befwe  tbe  sub* 
committee. 

2.  That  he  declined  to  coBxply  with  a  re- 
quest by  letter  dated  November  31.  lass. 
from  the  chairman  of  tbe  subcommittee  to 
appear  to  supply  information  conoemlng 
certain  specific  matters  invcMvlng  his  ac- 
tivities as  a  Member  of  the  Senate. 

3.  That  he  denounced  the  subeommlttae 
and  contemptuously  refused  to  comply  with 
its  request. 

4.  That  he  lias  continued  to  show  his  con- 
tempt for  the  Senate  by  falling  to  explain 
In  any  manner  the  six  charges  contained  In 
the  Hennlngs-Hayden-Hendrlckson  report, 
which  was  med  in  January  19S3. 

The  committee  also  decided  to  con- 
sider and  discuss  in  ite  report  under  this 
category  the  incident  with  reference  to 
Senator  Hemdrickson  since  the  conduct 
complained  of  is  related  directly  to  the 
fact  that  Senator  Rknmicksoit  was  a 
member  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections.  The  specific  charge 
is  as  follows: 

6.  That  he  ridiculed  and  defamed  Senator 
RENnucxsoN,  calUng  him :  "A  Uvlng  miracle 
wlvhout  brains  or  guts."  «s^ 

That  is  a  part  of  category  IV.  There 
was  another  part  which  the  committee 
ruled  out.  At  least  the  committee  made 
no  recommendaticm  for  censure  in  tbe 
other  part  of  that  cat^ory. 

On  category  I.  which  was  a  part  of 
category  IV.  and  the  specification  with 
reference  to  Senator  HmoKZcxscHT,  tbe- 
committee  after  reviewing  tbe  evidence 
came  to  the  following  conclusions: 

It  is  therefore  the  conclusion  of  thf  ssiset 
committee  that  the  conduct  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  toward  the  Sub- 
committee on  PrivUeges  and  Beetions. 
toward  its  members,  including  the  state- 
ment concerning  Senator  HxHiaacxsoir  act- 
ing as  a  member  of  tike  suboonunlttee.  and 
toward  the  Senate,  was  contemptoous.  con- 
tumacious, and  denunciatory,  without  rea- 
son or  Justtfleation.  and  was  obstructive  to 
legislative  processes.  For  this  cmuKiet.  it  is 
oxu  recommendation  that  he  be  censured 
by  the  Senate. 

The  ctmunlttee  report  finds  agatoet 
Senator  MoCaitbt  on  the  charges  eon* 
tained  to  category  V  which  are  denomi- 
nated "Incident  relattog  to  Ralph  W. 
Zwicker,  a  gmeral  ofBcer  of  the  Army  of 
toe  United  Stotes."  Tbe  charges  agatost 
the  Junior  Senator  fnun  Wleeonsin  are 
those  propoeed  by  Senators  FuLMKtmrt. 
Morsb,  and  Flandkss  in  tbe  <vder 
named: 

4.  Without  Justification,  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  impugned  the  loyalty, 
patriotism,  and  character  of  Oen.  Baiph  W. 
Zwicker. 

•  •  •    '  •  • 

(c)  As  chairman  of  the  eommlttee,  re- 
sorted to  abusive  conduct  in  his  interroga- 
tion of  Gen.   Ralph   Zwicker,   including   a 
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of  tiM  ihittod 
biCfln  Ills  ooo." 
tlM  cloak  of  tmmnntty  o< 
tiM  Bwi>f  floor  (OMiflna  Zwlckor,  OMwral 
MuilMn). 

Tlieae  charges  an  someirtiat  dnpUeat- 
iac.  tat  we  Induded  all  four  of  them  in 
our  category  V^ 

On  these  chanres  the  committee  ar- 
rlred  at  the  f oUowlnc  conchision  and 
ition: 


Tb*  Mjlaet  oonunittae  concludeo  XkmX  Um 
eonduet  o<  Swiatar  MoCabtht  toward  Oen- 
aral  Zwickor  was  raprabanaible.  and  that  for 
thli  ooofduet  lia  should  ba  oensured  bj  tho 
Banata. 

These  are  the  three  categories  on 
which  the  committee  has  found  against 
Senator  McCauht  kdA  on  which  recom- 
mwidattons  f <Mr  cenmre  were  made.  All 
the  others.,  as  far  as  the  committee  was 
concerned,  were  excluded  from  consider- 
ation as  charges  on  which  censure  might 
be  faued. 

Bearings  were  held  on  all  the  charges 
eoptaineid  in  the  five  cat^ories  set  forth 
in  the  report,  and  reascms  were  set  forth 
whj  no  censure  recommendations  were 
made  wttb  rapect  to  categories  n,  IQ, 
and  part  of  IV. 

The  part  of  cat^ory  IV  iexduded  was 
the  one  with  reference  to  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  FUinms]. 

A  reading  of  the  report  will  reveal  the 
reasons  in  detail  for  the  action  teken 
with  respect  to  Vtut  remainder  of  the  4tf 
chafes. 

In  directing  attention  to  the  commit- 
tee's acUm,  the  committee  wants  it  un-^ 
derstood  that  it  is  not  \v  any  means 
suggesting  that  tlie  Senate  may  not 
consider  any  or  all  of  the  charges  which 
are  not  listed,  for  which  no  recommen- 
daticms  for  censure  have  been  made; 
neither  is  it  suggesting  that  the  Senate 
is  nnder  any  obligation  to  follow  its 
reeommendatiaQs  of  censure  on  cate- 
gories I  and  V.  What  I  am  trying  to 
umphariw  is  that  the  committee  has 
made  its  investigation,  held  its  hearings. 
and  made  tts  xiqMrt  The  gwrnbeis  of 
the  eenmlttee  have  eone  to  coBdnslons 
on  Che  tssnes  presented,  and  they  have 
made  their  reeommttidatlons  in  aocortt- 
anee  with  those  conelnsions.  They  be- 
lieved that  it  would  be  only  a  matter  of 
a  very  shiDti  time  before  fibey  would  be 
required  to  take  a  position  on  the  various 
iMMg and ttMfartoas charges.   Rirthat 

reasQsi,  and  for  whatever  it  may  be  wwth 
to  tiia  Senate,  they  <toelded  to  make 
ItMlr  position  Imewn  now  and  to  make 
which,  of  course,  the 
li  at  Ubertar  to  foUov  or  disre- 
gard, aalt  pleasca. 

Before  I  go  to  the  ecmcluding  part  of 
my  statement.  I  shoidd  like  to  say  now 
that  a  oonrt;  if  one  wants  to  eaU  it  that, 
or  a  jury,  if  one  wants  to  designate  it 
as  such,  is  provided  In  the  X^onstituUon 
for  the  oonslderation  of  matters  of  the 
kind  for  which  the  Senate  is  now  in 
cession,  and,  thai  is  the  Senate  of  the 


United  States.  The  committee  was  (mly 
an  arm,  an  agen^,  of  the  Senate,  to 
gather  together  infonnation,  masters  of 
fact,  and  matters  of  law.  and  brlv  them 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate.  ;  As  we 
all  know,  it  was  impractical  lor  the 
whole  Senate  to  do  that,  or  to  hafve  wit- 
nesses come  Mid  testify  before  the  Sen- 
ate itself . 

The  point  was  made  during  the  de- 
bate on  the  original  motion  authorizing 
the  selection  of  the  committee  that  the 
entire  proceeding,  at  least  in  the  Senate, 
would  be  a  Judicial  proceeding.  The 
Soiate  is  not  actually  a  court  of  law, 
but  with  req)ect  to  its  Members  it  is 
the  only  body  in  Uie  world  which  can 
pass  on  certain  matters  defined  in  the 
Constitution  with  respect  to  conduct  of 
its  Members  as  Senators.  It  saems  to 
me  we  diould  observe  the  spirit  of  the 
speeches  made  prior  to  the  adopUon  of 
Xbit  motion  referring  the  resolution  to 
a  committee,  and  that  the  Sena tei should 
proceed  in  a  ealm,  deliberate  manner. 
The  Senate  should  consider  the  sharges 
that  have  been  passed  on.  or  at  least 
investigated,  by  the  committee. 

I  wish  to  emphasize  that  the  cemmit- 
tee  did  not  draw  up  any  of  these  charges ; 
it  did  not  Introduce  them;  the  commit- 
tee was  merely  carrying  out  the  man- 
date (rf  the  United  States  Senate  to  make 
the  investigation.  The  committee  did 
make  the  Investigation,  and  we  made 
such  investigation  in  accordanoe  with 
the  traditional  work  of  similar  commit- 
tees In  the  past.  As  I  pointed  oiut.  the 
recommendations  of  the  committee  are 
now  befOTe  the  Senate.  The  Senart«  may 
do  as  it  pleases  about  them.  We  have 
no  particular  pride  of  authorship  about 
them,  bat  if  there  is  any  use  to>  which 
any  Member  of  the  Senate  may  put  our 
findings,  we  shall  have  been  paid  for 
bringing  them  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Utah  yield? 

Mr.  WATKmS.  Mr.  President,  I  an- 
nounced at  the  beginning  of  my  state- 
ment that  I  did  not  wish  to  yield  before 
I  complieted  my  statwnent. 

Mr.  McCARTHT.  May  I  ask  if  the 
Senator  has  completed  his  statement? 

Mr.  WATKIN8.  No;  I  have  not  com- 
pleted my  statement  as  yet. 

In  c<mcIusion,  I  point  out  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  that  the  report  con- 
tains a  general  simmiary  of  the  evidence, 
briefs  on  legal  Issues  involved,  detailed 
findings  of  fact,  and  specific  conclusions 
and  recommendations,  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  those  who  have  studio  the 
report,  make  it  easy  to  get  a  clear-cut 
atatement  of  the  issues  together  with 
the  law  applicable  thereto. 

We  have  tried  to  make  the  report  as 
comprehensive  as  possible.  We  realize 
that,  no  matter  how  liard  we  mi«fct  try, 
we  would  fail  in  certain  respects ;  but  we 
have  gone  at  our  task  sincerely,  with  the 
piupose  of  bringing  before  the  Senate 
matters  that  are  competent,  relevant, 
and  material,  so  that  the  Senate  may 
pass  on  a  question  of  this  kind.  Weliave 
mread  our  conclusions  and  recommenda- 
tions before  Senators,  the  Members  of 
this  great  body,  who  are  the  final  Judges; 
who  are  the  Jurors,  who  are  the  members 
of  the  court,  so  they  can  make  an  Intelli- 


gent decision  with  respect  to  t|ie  ehargca 
and  the  defense  which  lias  fbeen  pt«. 
sented  and  which  may  be  ixt^ented. 

The  evidence  and  flnrifngn  Ihave  paga 
references  to  the  report  of  thie  hearings 
where  the  evidence  can  be  reviewed  in 
detail.  The  committee  earnestly  urges 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  tp  read  the 
report  and  review  the  evidenee.  Sena- 
tors wiU  then  be  in  a  position  to  auike  up 
their  own  minds  on  the  issueg  involved. 

I  may  say  that  no  amount  Of  oral  dis- 
cussion, in  my  opinion,  will  make  up  for 
the  Information  that  will  be  obtained 
from  reading  the  report  and  the  hearing 
record. 

I  expect  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
will  read  matters  of  defense  as  well  as 
matters  presented  by  the  committee, 
tx>th  the  defense  which  was  brought  up 
before  the  committee  and  which  will  be 
brought  up  later,  and  all  other  matters 
relating  to  the  subject  which  may  come 
before  the  Senate. 

Ttit  committee  has  tried  toi  bring  be- 
fore the  Senate  all  the  evidence  it  could 
find,  whether  it  hurt  or  helx>ed!the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  or  those  who 
made  the  charges.  The  members  of  the 
committee  wanted  to  make  the  report  as 
helpful  as  passible  to  the  Senate.  We 
considered  that  we  were  the  kind  of  an 
agency  that  should  do  ttiat  The  matter 
is  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Senate.  As  I 
have  said,  we  are  not  prosecotors.  We 
are  willing  to  do  the  best  We  can  to 
answer  questions  on  a  matter  lihat  covers 
a  great  nimiber  of  pages  in  the  h«^Hr>jT^ 
on  matters  going  back  a  number  of  years. 

I  hope  Senators  will  take  advantage  of 
the  presence  of  members  of  the  commit- 
tee and  ask  any  questions  they  may  have 
in  mind. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  Mr.  Preaident.  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  frwn  Utah  jrield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yield  far  a  q^ies- 
tion. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Before  I  start  to 
ask  my  questions,  and  I  hai^  a  great 
number  to  ask,  I  should  like  to  say  that 
I  heard  the  statement  the  Senator  fnjm 
Utah  made  about  his  not  feeling  too 
well  this  morning.  If  the  Senator  from 
Utah  does  not  feel  well  enough  to  answer 
questions,  when  the  time  comes  that  he 
must  leave  the  floor.  I  shaU  desist  from 
asking  them  until  a  later  time.  Is  that 
agreeable? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  feel  that  arrange- 
ment will  be  satisfactory.  I  4m  willing 
to  go  as  far  as  I  can,  Howevter,  I  have 
talked  with  members  (rf  the  oommittee. 
It  was  thought  advisable  not  to  interrupt 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  ques- 
tions, but  let  him  complete  his  Statement. 
It  was  also  thought  it  would  be  desirable 
to  complete  our  statement  for  the  com- 
mittee, and  that  later  on  we  wpuld  be  in 
a  position  to  ask  and  answer  iquestions. 

Because  of  the  fact  that  we  ihave  only 
recenUy  returned  to  Washingtbn,  I  hav« 
not  had  an  opportunity  to  scan  this  rec- 
ord again  and  to  refresh  my  rOeoUectton 
or  to  go  over  it  again  with  tho  members 
of  the  committee  staff .  80 1  thought  that 
if  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
wanted  to  make  his  speech  this  morning^ 
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perliaps  he  could  go  ahead  with  it.  and 
we  would  not  interfere  with  him  or  ask 
him  qnestians  about  it;  and  then,  later 
on.  when  he  wig  preptred.  we  oonkl  ufc 

questions. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Yes.  But  I  must 
ask  the  Senator  questions  before  I  can 
make  my  qieech.  as  I  must  cover  the  fun 
details.  I  must  call  the  Senator's  atten- 
tion to  the  report,  and  if  he  does  not 
have  the  document,  I  will  hand  it  to  him. 
Starting  with  the  quotation  on  page  29. 
Does  the  Senator  have  it?  On  page  29, 
if  the  Senator  will  look  on  that  page  a 
little  more  than  halfway  down,  he  will 
find  a  paragraph  reading  as  follows: 

If  Senator  IfeCAcnrr  bad  any  Juitifleatloa 

for  such  denunciation  of  the  aut 


Meaning  denunciation  of  the  GUUette 
subcommittee — 

he  ihoold  have  preaanted  It  at  these  bearlncs. 
Hie  failure  eo  to  do  leavea  hla  denunciation 
of  ofBcera  of  the  Senate  without  any  toun- 
datlon  in  thle  record. 

I  am  sure  the  Senator  will  agree  I  read 
that  correctly. 

In  other  words,  the  select  committee 
finds  that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin should  be  oensured  because  he  did 
not  justify  his  critkism  of  the  Gillette 
subcommittee. 

Now.  if  he  will  turn  to  page  295  of 
part  I  of  the— — 

Mr.  WATKINS.   What  is  the  question? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  questton  is  not 
finished  yet. 

If  the  Senator  will  turn  to  page  2M  of 
part  I  of  the  hearings,  he  will  find  that 
Mr.  WUliams,  who  is  stttiiw  here  as  my 
attorney,  was  attempting  to  offer  proof 
that  the  first  pubUc  witness  to  be  called 
by  the  Oillette  subcommittee  was  a  man 
known  to  the  committee  to  be  mentally 
deranged:  that  his  evidence  was  uncor- 
roborated, and  was  eontradleted;  that 
they  issued  a  subpena  for  him;  that  be- 
f  (xe  the  subpena  could  be  served,  he  was 
committed  to  a  home  for  the  »»»*»**^i?r 
insane.  We  offered  to  present  that,  to 
show  Justification  f mr  crittcUng  the  sub- 
coomiittee. 

I  ask  the  Senator  whether  he  had  in 
his  poesesskm  at  that  time  the  staff  re- 
port? I  know  he  did  t'lTtuwf  he  sob- 
penaed  It,  and  I  have  a  Hit  of  the  re- 
ports received  from  the  CUDette  subcom- 
mittee—the report,  pace  43  refers  to  this 
witness.  First,  it  points  out  that  what 
Mr.  Byers  said  was  unoorroborated.  and 
was  contradicted.  Then  I  quote  f  root 
page  43— if  the  Senator  wants  to  fol- 


totaava 


la  mantany  na- 


■yera.  9t. 
ot  aenatar 

aUMa  aa  a  rasott  at  a 
rtbniary  I960. 

I  dxNikI  Uke  to  ask  the  Senator 
whether,  when  he  nded  out  that  testi- 
mooy.  he  ruled  out  my  opporUmity  to 
show  that  the  oniette  SQboommtttee  wag 
caning  a  man  whom  it  knew 

tally  inoompetent.  and  whose        

was  contradicted:  and  I  ask  the  Benator 
whether  he  now  feels,  as  he  looks  back 
at  this,  that  he  shoukT  have  nded  dWer- 
eatty.  and  rtwald  have  sllooid  as  to 
Pnsent  this  teetknooy;  and  If  R  ted  been 
ptcauulea.  would  not  w«  then  tave  been 
justified  In  crltidahig  that  sobcommit- 
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tee,  as  I  did  erlticise  it  vigorously,  for 
attenuitlng  to  call  an  insane  man  to 
soaear  me? 

LuekUjr.  ag  I  say,  a  Judge  eommitted 
him  before  he  could  be  called. 

And  that  report  was  in  the  Senator's 
hands.  I  wonder  whether  he  now  re- 
alisBS  that  he  made  a  mistake  when  he 
said  that  no  justification  was  offered— 
that  he  ruled  out  Justification. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Is  the  question  fin- 
ished now?       

Mr.  McCarthy.  That  question  is 
finished  now. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  In  the  first  place.  I 
did  not  have  in  my  physical  possession 
a  oopf  at  the  staff  report.  The  quota- 
Uoa  the  Senate  makes  from  the  report, 
as  I  interpret  it  and  as  I  tmderstand  it — 
and  I  shall  read  it  again: 

If  Senator  kicCABTHT  had  any  Juattflcatloa 
for  aueh  denundatton  at  the  aubeommlttee. 
he  should  have  presented  It  at  theee  hearlnca. 

That  refers  to  the  hearings  of  the 
subcommittee — the  Oillette-Hayden  sub- 
committee—and it  does  not  refer  to  our 
own  specific  select  committee. 

The  mere  statement  with  respect  to 
the  sanity  of  any  one  witness  did  not  go. 
as  I  construed  the  charges  before  us,  to 
the  charges  we  had  before  us. 

Mr.  McCarthy,    if  the  Senator 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Just  a  minute;  let 
me  answer. 

Mr.  McCarthy.    I  am  sorry. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  We  did  not  go  Into 
whether  ttwse  diarges  were  true  or  false; 
I  refer  to  the  charges  before  the  Hen- 
nlngs-Hayden-Hendridcson  subcommit- 
tee. We  were  only  considertng  the  Sen- 
ator's attitude  and  his  conduct  with  re- 
spect to  that  snbcoounittee.  and  the 
evidence,  on  any  theory  at  all,  was  re- 
ceived merrty  to  rtxnr  that  there  were 
sertoos  diarges  in  that  respect.  That 
report  was  brought  in  and  made  a  part 
of  the  reoOTd  largely  through  the  efforts 
of  the  Senator's  own  attorney  and  our 
acquieacenoe,  and  was  brought  for  the 
pmpoee  of  showing  the  serious  nature  of 
the  dmrgei,  and  not  in  any  way  for  the 
porpose  of  having  us  determine  whether 
those  charges  were  true  or  false.  The 
gist  or  gravamen  of  the  diarges  before 
OS  was  the  Senator's  conduct  with  re- 
spect to  that  subcommittee.    That  is  my 


Mr.  McCarthy,  do  I  eorrectly  un- 
derstand—and  I  think  this  will  enlighten 
the  Senate— that  it  was  the  Senator's 
position  then,  and  is  now  his  posittoD, 
that  I  could  not  have  shown  improper 
condoct  on  the  part  of  the  GHHette  snb- 
eoamittee,  to  justify  my  criticism  of  it? 
In  ttiat  comectlon.  I  point  out  that  one 
of  the  letters  the  Senator  has  cttod,  and 
which  his  attorney  pot  into  the  record, 
was  a  letter  In  which  I  crttlelaed  the 
OfDette  sBbwwimtttee  for  attempting  to 
■eaB  a  man  whom  they  knew  to  be  Insane, 
lliey  had  the  staff  report,  partiadarly 
pate  41.  I  tried  to  show  that  the  Oil- 
lette subcommittee  knew  he  was  insane. 
and  that,  therefore,  I  was  jn^fled  in 
criticiiliw  them.  ^^ 

Do  I  imdei  stand  the  Senator's  posi- 


MT.  WAI&iMB.    Let 
Mr.  McCARTBnr.    Let  me  finish  my 
Do  I  nnderstand  the  Senator's 


position  now  to  be.  that  reiardlesB  of 
how  grossly  incompetent  and  for  tlia 
time  being.  I  am  not  argutnff  wbettMr 
they  were  or  were  not— but  ngardliHof 
how  grossly  inoompetent  or  iHslinsiest 
that  sobcommittw  might  have  bean,  X 
should  be  oensured  tor  ertttelitaw  Itaa 
suboommlttee?  Is  that  tho  nnnslml 
position? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  No,  that  Is  not  my 
position.  I  am  simidy  nylng  that  tiMrt 
were  certain  things  before  onr  eooosli- 
tee ;  and  the  charges  the  Senator  Is  mak- 
ing, to  the  effect  that  some  person,  al- 
legedly insane,  was  pemlttsd  to  testify 
before  that  committee,  had  nottitng  to 
do  with  the  charges  we  were  coosidsifng 
at  the  time. 

There  were  other  reasons,  also,  why 
one  could  not  find  a  man  fnssnn  and 
have  it  concluded  that  he  was  Insane,  tf 
means  of  some  eommlttee  staff  report 
I  have  been  a  judge,  and  I  know  what  to 
necessary  in  order  to  teve  a  oaan  deter- 
mined to  be  legally  insane.  In  my  State. 
witnesses  wouU  have  to  come  before  tht 
court.  The  court  over  whkh  I  presided 
met  many  times  to  hear  a  wttness  or 
many  witnesses,  and  then  to  detenalne 
the  sanity  of  the  individual  In  qoesttstt. 
No  investigator  could  make  an  alBnna* 
tive  fhiding  of  tnsanl^  and  make  it  stick. 

So  that  evidence  I  felt  was  incoaspa- 
tent  for  several  reasons,  and  I  teve  glvon 
the  Senator  the  principal  ones. 

But  we  were  not  trying  those  matters, 
as  set  forth  in  the  investigation,  and  ttio 
charges  which  were  before  tte  Oillette 
subcommittee.  I  shall  refer  to  It  as  tte 
Oillette  committee  for  short,  beeaose  it 
would  take  too  kmg  and  be  too  Mg  a 
mouthful!  to  use  all  tte  namea.  We 
were  not  trying  those  charges.  We  were 
only  taring  the  charges  made  against  tte 
Senator,  for  his  conduct  before  that  siA- 
fiommlttfie. 

If  we  made  an  error— and  I  do  not 
think  we  did;  I  think  that  If  the  ruling 
on  the  evidence  were  reviewed  by  an  a^ 
pdlate  court,  we  would  be  apfasid  bwt  If 
tte  Senator  thinks  that  wag  a  bad  nd- 
ing.  he  to  now  before  tte 
were  only  tte  tevestlgativ< 
te  can  tak  about  it  as  long  as  te ' 

Mr.    McCARTHT.     I   tfioald    Uke    to 

understand  tte  eenstorii 
thto  matter.  ITito  to  especially 
tant.  to  view  of  tte  fact  that  one  of  tte 
Senators  has  evidenced  piMlely  ttet  If 
tte  oommittee  had  f  omid  that  I  should 
not  be  censured  te  would  vote  with  tte 
eommlttee;  but  ttet  If  Ite 
found  I  iiioald  be  censured  he 
vote  witti  the  i^nwimlttwi  for 


Por  tte  enhghtenmeot  of  that  parUeidM' 


BenafeMS  wte  had 

like  to  have  the 

OS  frankly  wlietter  It  to  hto : 

I  shouU  te  eeaanred  for  erittetolng  Ite 

Oillette  sttbeommtttee.  repudlOM  of  horn 

taieempetent  or  how  disteoest  thai  < 

mittee  might  teve  been. 

Is  that  tte  Senator's  ] 
words,  that  a  Member  of  tte 
cannot  erlttdas  tte  memters  of  a 
Bittee.  regardieM  of  what  th^  dot 
that  to  hto  posttiaa.  that  to 
one  we  never  had  before,  and  wfatoh  X 
think  we  should  consider  very  aeriou^h^ 
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V. 


If 


lfir.WA3XZlia  XtJftmypodtloiitfaAt 
ft  commlttoe  has  been  given  a  Job 
Iv  tlie  8tQale»  any  Senator  wbo  to 
dMurgae  ■taoidd  eooperate  with 
lliateaauntttee.  If  the  Senator  had  ob- 
Jaettom  to  the  my  tber  were  doing  the 
Job^  he  dwokt  have  gone  before  the 
commitlee  and  preeented  hie  objeetions; 
biit  he  did  not  do  that.  Thenheahould 
h«f»  eome  back  to  the  Senate.  If  be  did 
no*  think  ther  were  doing  the  right 
thing,  and  ask  that  the  committee  be 
<Baehagged  or  inetruetcd  to  foDow  a  cer- 
tain Une  of  procedure. 

Mr.  MoCAKTHY.    Ii  it  the  Senator^ 


Mr.  WATBINS.  JUet  a  moBuaA.  The 
Senator  refused  to  do  that,  and  the  com- 
mittee itadf .  under  the  ehargee  he  had 
madew  came  forward  and  meaented  to 
the  Senate  a  reaolution  which  tested 
tiMlr  jvriMUetlon  and  their  conduct. 
llMit  was  approved  by  a  unaidmoQs  vote 
of  the  Senate  that  day.  The  Senator 
was  preaent  at  that  time.  I  and  many 
Other  Senator*  voted  f w  that  resolution. 

Ifr.  MoCABTHT.  The  Senator  is  not 
qwklng  the  fact*  as  they  are  now. 

Mr.  WATKINB.  I  am  giving  the  best 
answer  I  can.  The  Senator  may  not 
agree  with  it.  

Mr.  MOCAKTST.    Let  us  correct  It 


WATKZNS.    I  wiU  do  the  correct- 
ing of  my  own  answers. 

Ifr.  1I«CARTHY.  I  wiU  correct  the 
Senator  when  he  makes  a  miBstate- 
infnt. 

Mr.  WATKINa    I  yielded 

Mr.  McCarthy.    The  day 

Mr.  WATTLLNS.    Just  a  mommt. 
Mr.  MCCARTHY.    Oo  ahead. « 
The     FRJBBIDDIO     OFFICEU.    The 
Senator  from  Utah  has  the  floor.  He  has 
yidded^or  the  purpose  of  a  question. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yielded  to  the  Jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wiscmisin  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asking  questions,  not  o<Mrrecting 

my  answers.      

Mr.  McCarthy,  is  the  Senator 
aware,  then,  of  the  fact  that  the  day 
he  says  the  Senate  i4>pn>ved  the  activ- 
ItiflS  of  the  GUUette  committee  I  took 
the  positfam  that  the  GUUette  committee 
should  not  be  discharged,  that  it  had 
been  eramlnlng  my  activittes  for  srane 
1ft.  It.  or  17  months,  and  that  there  was 
pending  before  that  committee  the  Boi- 
ton  reedutlon?  Is  the  Senator  aware  of 
the  fact  that  I  asked  the  Senator  from 
leva  [Mr.  QvulmttkI  on  the  floor 
w*Mtber  or  not.  if  that  committee  were 
not  dlaehaned,  he  would  Investigate  the 
Betrton  resohrtion.  and  that  I  said  that 
ths  eooimlttee  should  not  be  discharged, 
that  wo  wen  not  apiMroving  their  activ- 
Itlea.  and  that  there  was  nothing  in  the 
xoeonl  to  show  that  we  wtm  approving 
their  aotivitiee— 4iot  that  that  is  a  mat- 
tar  at  issos  at  this  point,  tnxb  I  think 
we  iliould  kttp  the  record  dear  as  ^e 
Senator  proceeds.  Is  the  Senator  aware 

of  that?    

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  aware  of  it. 
My  answer  Is  that  the  resolution  was 
properly  drafted  and  properly  presented. 
It  did  test  the  Jurisdiction,  and  the  Sen- 
ater.  tagr  taking  the  posltloa  that  he 
woold  not  vote  acalnst  It.  couU  not  con- 
fer Jurisdiction  if  the  cconmittee  did  not 


1 


Icveafti- 


have  it.  The  Senator  could  not  make  it 
an  honest  committee  by  what  he  did  if  It 
were  not  in  fact  an  honest  odmnittee. 
Mr.  McCarthy.  I  refer  to  page  296, 
volume  1,  of  the  hearings,  about  two- 
thirds  of  the  way  down  the  page,  start- 
ing with  the  word  "but."  The  Senator 
from  Utah  was  setting  the  rules  by  which 
we  had  to  abide.   He  said : 

But  I  do  net  think  whether  a 
gator  was  Incompetent — 

Referring  to  the  Gillette  con«nittee — 

whether  he  was  insane  or  not  Insane  has 
anything  particularly  to  do  with  this  par- 
ticular inTestii:ation  we  are  now  cotiductlng. 

That  was  the  ruling  of  the  Senator 
at  that  time.  Do  I  correctly  understand 
that  this  was  lils  position 

Mr.  WATKINS.  It  was  my  posi- 
tion   

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Let  me  finish  my 
question. 

Mr.  WATBONS.  I  insist  on  having 
them  one  at  a  time. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  want  to  finish  my 
question.  Is  it  the  Senator's  position 
that«ven  if  we  could  prove  that  the  Gil- 
lette committee  was  hiring  insane  In- 
vestigators to  investigate  me,  t  should 
be  censured  for  criticizing  wttat  tiiey 
were  doing?  If  that  was  the  Senator's 
ruling.  I  wonder  if  he  abides  by  it. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  was  not  my  rul- 
ing. I  stand  on  wiiat  I  said.  Ify  point 
at  view  is  simply  that  there  was  a  com- 
mittee charged  with  the  responsibility 
of  making  certain  investigations.  That 
was  the  place  for  the  Senator  to  have 
made  tUs  objections  and  arguments.  We 
were  not  going  into  the  merits  of  that 
particular  question,  except  for  the  pur- 
pose of  flndingr  out  whether  the  charges 
were  serious  or  not,  and  whether  or  not 
the  Senator  had  some  responsibility  to 
cooperate  with  that  committee.  We 
thought  that  he  should  have  cooperated 
with  that  committee,  and  that  he  could 
not  fulfill  his  oath  to  defend  the  Con- 
stitution by  damning  the  committee  from 
the  very  first  day.  In  one  of  the  first 
letters  the  Senator  wrote  he  said  he 
would  not  even  read,  let  alone  answer, 
one  of  the  ctiarges  made  before  that  com- 
mittee. I  wa.s  amazed  when  I  really  got 
into  it.  

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Senator  was 
amazed 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator's  con- 
duct indicated  very  clearly  tliat  he  was 
ignoring  tluit  committee  completely.  He 
was  blasting  it  with  letters.  jHe  was 
making  denunciatory  statements  about 
it  at  the  very  time  when,  as  I  understand 
his  oath  of  office  as  a  Senator  to  uphold 
the  Constitution,  he  should  haVe  been 
helping  them.  He  refused  to  do  so.  His 
refusal  is  marked  through  those  letters. 
one  after  another.  He  was  a  member 
at  that  time  of  the  parent  committee  of 
Which  that  was  a  subcommittee. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Then  the  senator's 
position-^^ — 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  think  I  hate  made 
it  pretty  clear. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.   Let  us  make  it  clear. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  can  state 
his  position  and  I  will  state  miim. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Senator's  po- 
sition ^  that  we  could  not  have  present- 


f ; ' 


ed  any  justification  before  his  commit- 
tee for  my  criticism  of  the  Gillette  com- 
mittee. His  position  is  that  the  Gillette 
committee  having  been  in  operation. 
that  was  the  only  thing  he  was  concerned 

about        I 

Mr.  WATKINS.  We  did  permit  the 
Senator  to  present  criticism  ot  that 
cMnmlttee.  He  presented  it.  The  evi- 
dence went  in.  The  Senator's  letters 
were  all  in  criticism  of  the  subcommit- 
tee. He  made  that  criticism  again  on 
the  stand.  He  reaffirmed  all  that  he 
had  said.  He  made  it  abundantly  clear 
that  he  had  not  made  any  mistake,  that 
he  was  100  percent  right  and  that  the 
subcommittee  was  apparency  100  per- 
cent dishonest. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  is  tbe  Senator 
aware,  and  was  he  aware,  $X  the  time 
he  was  holding  the  hearings,  of  the  fact 
that  the  evidence  before  the  Gillette 
committee  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
charges  had  been  prepared  ih  the  head- 
quarters of  the  Democratic  National 
Committee? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  Is  what  the  Sen- 
ator said. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  is  the  Senator 
aware  that  that  is  In  the  evidence? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  aware  that  the 
Senator  made  that  statement,  but  he  did 
not  claim  to  know  personally  about  that. 
Mr.  McCarthy,  is  the  senator 
aware  of  the  fact  that  he  himself  re- 
ceived in  evidence  all  the  testimony 
taken  before  the  Gillette  committee,  and 
that  his  subcommittee  read  It,  and  that 
that  testimony — not  testimony  by  me. 
but  testimony  by  other  witnesses — was 
to  the  effect  that  the  chargfs  which  he 
said  I  should  have  answered  were  pre- 
pared at  the  headquarters  of  the  Demo- 
cratic National  Committee?  I  am  not 
asking  about  my  testimony.  I  am  ask- 
ing if  the  Senator  is  aware  of  the  fact 
that  the  evidence  which  he  himself  re- 
ceived, which  he  said  he  had  read — and 
that  statement  is  in  the  record ;  he  said. 
"I  have  read  all  the  evidence" — is  the 
Senator  aware  that  that  evidence 
showed  that  the  only  charges  pending 
before  the  Gillette  subcommittee  were 
charges  prepared  in  the  Democratic  na- 
tional headquarters;  that  thsre  is  sworn 
testimony  to  that  effect — not  my  testi- 
mony— and  that  Benton  himself  admit- 
ted that  to  some  extent?  Is  the  Senator 
aware  of  that? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  aware  that  we 
made  the  ruling  that  we  would  receive 
the  record  only  for  the  purpose  of  show- 
ing that  there  were  serious  charges 
which  the  Senantor  should  have  at- 
tempted to  answer,  and  that  he  should 
have  cooperated  with  that  committee  in 
clearing  up  the  charges.  Whether  the 
charges  were  prepared  in  pemocratic 
headqiukrters  or  in  Senator  Hatdkm's 
office,  or  in  someone  else's  (^ce,  did  not 
concern  us  at  the  moment.  We  did  not 
have  time,  even  if  we  had  the  ^clination, 
as  a  matter  of  curiosity,  to  follow  up  all 
those  things. 
Mr.   MCCARTHY.    Will  the  Senator 

agree  with  me 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  sure  the  Sena- 
tor does  not  want  to  be  boqnd  by  all 
that  is  in  that  record.  If  he  Is  to  take 
the  position  that  he  will  be  bound  by  all 
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the  evidence  presented  before  that  com- 
mittee, he  is  in  for  serious  trouble,  as  I 
see  It. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Senator  will 
agree  with  me 

The  PRESIDING  OFnCER.  The 
Senator  will  suspend.  Tlie  Chair  will 
inform  occupants  of  the  galleries  that 
imder  the  rules  of  the  Senate  no  demon- 
strations are  permitted. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  ask  the  Sena- 
tor— and  I  am  sure  my  Democrat  friends 
will  agree  with  me  on  this — that  if  the 
sole  charges  pending  before  the  Gillette 
subcommittee  were  charges  prepared  in 
the  headquarters  of  an  opposing  political 
party,  and  I  was  not  subpenaed,  not  in- 
vited to  appear,  but  told  I  could  appear 
if  I  wanted  to  appear,  is  it  his  position 
that  I  should  be  censured  for  not  hav- 
ing asked  for  the  right  to  appear? 

Mr.  WAHONS.  The  Senator  did  not 
have  to  ask  for  the  right  to  appear,  no 
matter  how  he  construed  what  the  com- 
mittee said  to  him.  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, they  appeared  to  be  invitations, 
no  matter  what  language  was  used.  The 
Senator  knew  that  those  charges  were 
there.  He  knew  all  about  them.  He  said 
so  in  his  testimony.  I  have  a  strong 
feeling  that,  under  the  Constitution,  the 
duty  of  a  Senator  of  the  United  States 
is  to  respect  committees  and  to  cooper- 
ate to  the  limit,  particularly  when  his 
own  honor,  the  honor  of  his  State,  and 
the  honor  of  the  Senate  are  at  stake. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  They  were  as  cour- 
teous as  they  possibly  could  be.  We  are 
not  going  to  nm  it  all  down  to  find  out 
who  prepared  it. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     I  ask 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Just  a  moment.  I 
have  the  floor.  The  important  thing  is 
these  charges,  not  the  sidelines  and  di- 
versions the  Senator  wants  to  keep  us  on. 
When  a  Senator  makes  certain  charges 
and  brings  them  liefore  a  body,  they  be- 
come his  charges,  and  they  are  his  sole 
responsibility,  no  matter  who  prepares 
the  charges. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  the  Senator 
has  made  tiimself  clear. 

Mr.  WATKINS.    I  hope  so. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Then  the  Senate 
is  to  understand  that  the  Senator  from 
Utah  believes,  regardless  of  whether  the 
Gillette  committee  was  performing  its 
functions  or  not,  and  regardless  of 
whether  it  may  have  called  an  <p*^nff 
witness.  I 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  is  not 
asking  me  a  question.  I  insist  on  his 
nsking  questions. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  do  not  want  to 
take  the  Senator's  time  indefinitely.  I 
refer  the  Senator  to  pages  295  and  296 
o*  the  hearings.  The  Senator  had  in  his 
hands  by  subpena  records  which  show 
that  the  GiUette  staff  had  reported  that 
not  only  was  this  man  mentally  incom- 
petent, but  that  his  testimony  was  val- 
ueless. I  tried  to  show  that  I  had  asked 
the  right  to  present  this  evideoce.  I 
wanted  to  show  the  fact  that  he  had 
been  committed  to  a  home  for  the  crimi- 
nal insane. 


I  desire  now  to  go  to  another  point. 
On  page  24  of  the  repent—— 

Mr.  WATBawa    Well 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Does  the  Senator 
wish  to  answer? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Senator  is  asking  a  question 
or  making  a  speech.  I  will  say  that  it  is 
repetitious.  The  Senator  has  been  say- 
ing it  for  20  minutes.  I  will  not  reply 
any  further  to  it.  I  think  I  have  stated 
my  position.  All  the  Senator  need  do  to 
get  the  answer  is  to  read  the  report 
again. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  On  page  24  <rf  the 
report  the  select  committee  stated — will 
the  Senator  refer  to  page  24  of  the  re- 
port? I  refer  to  the  last  three  lines. 
They  read: 

It  may  be.  although  this  select  committee 
is  not  in  a  poaitlon  to  so  decide,  that  some 
parts  of  th«  investigations  and  proceedings 
of  the  Suhcommlttee  on  PrivUeges  and  Elac- 
Uons  was  concerned  with  matters  arising 
before  January  1947. 

The  report  states  it  may  be  the  com- 
mittee is  not  in  a  position  to  decide.  Is 
it  not  true  that  at  the  time  this  report 
was  made 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Is  the  Senator  asking 
me  a  questi<m  about  that? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    Yes;  I  will. 

Mr.  WATKINS.    Let  me  answer  it. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Let  me  ask  the 
question  first.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  at 
the  time  the  ccnnmittee  said,  although  it 
was  not  in  a  position  to  decide  that  some 
parts  of  the  investigation  concerned 
themselves  with  matters  arising  before 
January  1947,  it  had  m  its  poesession 
Staff  reports  showing  that  I  had  bor- 
rowed $2,000  back  in  1936,  the  year  after 
I  had  graduated  from  college,  long  before 
I  was  old  enough  to  nm  for  the  Senate? 
IS  it  not  true — and  I  call  attention  to 
what  the  CMnmittee  had  before  it,  and 
this  is  the  photostat  of  it— is  it  not  true 
that  the  committee  had  subpoiaed  from 
the  Gillette  subcommittee  the  inc(»ne- 
tax  returns  which  the  Gillette  subcom- 
mittee had  obtataMd,  dealing  with  the 
income  of  my  father,  who  had  died  be- 
fore I  was  a  candidate  for  election  to  the 
Senate,  and  of  all  my  brothers  and  sisters 
and  my  brother-in-law.  and  that  the 
Gillette  subcommittee  was  «>-rnin^"<ng  all 
those  reports,  and  that  those  reports 
concerned  matters  long  before  1947? 
Does  not  that  fact  contradict  the  com- 
mittee's condusicm  that  it  had  no  way  of 
knowing  whether  the  Gillette  committee 
was  going  beyond  its  jurisdiction? 

Mr.  WATKINa  The  JurisdicUon  of 
the  Gillette  committee  was  q;>ecified  in 
the  resolution  appointing  it,  and  it  had 
some  Jurisdiction  also  under  the  Reor- 
ganisation Act  itself .  Although  I  cannot 
put  my  finger  on  tbe  exact  spot  at  this 
time,  the  committee  said,  in  effect,  that 
it  went  into  those  matters  only  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  the  present 
status  and  records  of  the  Senator's  finan- 
cial transaction.   That  was  the  reason. 

I  will  say  this,  as  welL  They  were 
given  a  certain  Job  to  do.  They  were 
woiking  on  that  Job.  They  were  in- 
vestigatinc  the  Senator's  operations 
after  he  became  a  Senator.  They  say  it 
was  within  their  jurisdiction.  They  may 
have  slopped  over.    For  the  most  part, 


they  were  considoing  matters  that  had 
been  delegated  to  them  by  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States.  Whether  their 
explanation  was  correct  or  Incorrect, 
when  they  said  they  had  to  go  back  that 
far,  I  cannot  say.  but  I  do  know  from 
that  record  that  they  were  investigating 
matters  connected  with  (derations  of 
the  Jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  after 
he  became  a  Senator  of  the  United 
States.  They  were  acting  at  least  In  a 
large  part  within  their  Jurisdiction  iau- 
thorlzed.  It  cannot  be  said  that  they 
were  completely  outside  their  Jurlsdie* 
tion  merely  because  they  got  into  other 
fields.  They  may  or  may  not  have  had 
Justification,  but  it  was  not  otu'  business 
to  go  back  into  that. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Senator  has 
said  to  the  Senate,  and  surely  he  believes 
what  he  has  put  into  the  report,  that  he 
had  no  way  of  knowing  whether  or  itot 
the  Gillette  commitee  wait  beyond  its 
Jurisdiction;  namely,  beyond  1947. 

I  handed  the  Senator  from  Utah,  the 
chairman  of  the  stiect  committee,  tho 
report,  showing  that  the  Gillette  com- 
mittee had  subpenaed  the  income  tax 
return  of  my  father  after  he  was  dead 
and  before  I  was  a  candidate. 

I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  page 
27  of  the  Gillette  report,  which  I  un- 
derstand the  Senator  to  say  he  tias  read. 
I  refer  to  page  27  of  the  report,  entitled 
"McCastht's  1944  Primary  Campaign 
for  the  Senate." 

In  it.  the  Gillette  subcommittee  ques- 
tioned, not  how  MoCastrt'  made  his 
money,  but  how  he  spent  his  money.  In 
view  of  that  fact,  does  the  Senator  wish 
to  correct  this  statement  and  ten  the 
Senate  if  he  now  knows,  that  the  Gil- 
lette committee  had  gone  back  beyond 
1947.  and  did  go  beyjmd  its  JurisdictlonT 

Mr.  WATKINS.  As  a  matter  of  law,  I 
still  am  not  in  a  position  to  determine 
whether  the  Gillette  subcommittee  was 
correct  in  its  explanation  thJit  it  was 
making  the  investigation  with  te^iect'to 
matters  prior  to  the  Senator's  election 
because  it  was  necessary  to  do  so  in  or- 
der to  understand  his  present  opem^ 
Uons.  I  do  not  know.  That  is  all  we 
said.    We  said  we  did  not  know. 

We  did  not  believe  it  was  our  oUiga- 
tion  to  find  out.  The  QUlette  subcom- 
mittee was  operating,  at  least  in  part 
with  respect  to  matters  that  had  been 
assigned  to  it. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Does  the  Senatoi^ 
mean  that  some  parts  of  the  investiga- 
tion  of  the  Gillette  subcommittee  were 
concerned  with  matters  arising  btfore 
January  1947?  I  call  the  Senator's  at- 
tention to  his  statement,  that  that  may 
be  so,  although  the  select  committee  to 
not  in  a  position  to  decide.  Does  tbe 
Senator  stand  by  that  statement? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Just  a  moa^ot.  I 
will  read  it.  and  I  win  answer  tbe  qnes- 
tion. 

It  may  1>e.  although  this  aeleet  committee 
Is  not  in  a  position  to  so  decide,  that 
parts  at  the  InTSstigatloa  and 
of  the  SubconualttM  on  PrtvUefia  aiid 
Uons  were  cooowned  with  mattara  arialag 
before  January  1947,  but  it  Is  tbe  JudgmenS 
of  this  select  committee  that  this  eztenaloB 
of  power  and  authority  did  not  Ipso  facto 
nullify  the  power  and  Juriedlctlon  oC  tkai 
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praoMd  vttH  tta  Uivfal 

"VtB.  X  ftaad  on  it.  It  is  lound  law, 
wtA  tt  to  rtght. 

Mr.  ICM^AinBT.  On  pace  B  <d  the 
ipeedi  tbii  mnnlng  be  died 
luettlurt 

ifr.  WAlXZNB.  I  do  not  know  to 
wliitii  wwintton  the  Senator  Is  deferring. 

llr.  MoCARTHT.  Hie  resolution 
v^iBb  the  Senator  aubmltted.  On  page 
2  of  ttaa  raKdntion,  as  the  Senator  will 
iff  If  he  ditpB  down  to  line  11.  he  adcs 
^taat  tte  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
tM  eennired  because  he  denouneed  a  wit- 
iiamely,  Zwl^er,  for  reusing  to 
his  superior  ofBeers.  Is  the 
aware  of  the  fact  that  the  only 
tiflBie  Ocoeral  Zwicker  was  asked  about 
hto  raperior  ^Meer  was  if  hen  he  was 
asked  Dj  Seoator  Forna's  representa- 
tli«k  Ifr.  Jones,  whether  he  agreed  with 
the  secrecy  cmier  of  the  President,  and 
fie  said  that  he  would  nqt  criticize  his 
#inwim^»w«ny  offlcer;  and  that  I  did  not 
entn:  Into  that  dlwrusslon.  and  did  not 
order  him  to  answer?  That  was  allowed 
to  stand.  That  is  the  only  time  his 
superior  officer  was  discussed.  Is  the 
Senatpr  aware  of  that? 

llr.WATKINS.  The  situation,  arl  re- 
call it.  was  this:  In  the  beginning  of  the 
exeeuttve  hearing  in  which  General 
Zwicker  was  questicmed.  ICr.  Ckihn,  the 
stafbnan,  adced  him  oortata  questtons. 
Re  adced  whethor.  if  he  were  in  position 
to  ilTC  all  the  answers,  he  would  be 
placed  In  an  unfavorable  situation;  and 
he  stated,  then  and  there,  in  substance, 
that  he  was  not  in  poirition  to  testify  with 
reflpect  to  many  of  those  questions,  but 
that  tr  he  were  he  would  not  be  put  into 
a  bad  position,  if  hit  coidd  give  the  an- 
swers. He  understood  in  the  beginning, 
and  made  it  very  clear,  that  he  was  act- 
ing xanSet  orders  with  respect  to  certain 
parts  of  his  testimony,  and  that  he  could 
not  testify.  Tet.  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  went  ahead  and  pressed 
him  on  various  points  whii^  he  con- 
strued as  meaning  that  if  he  had  to  tes- 
tify, it  would  place  him  in  a  position  of 
violating  the  order  of  his  superior,  the 
Oommamto:  in  Chief  of  the  United 
States  Army,  the  President. 

Tlito  is  a  conclusion  of  law  in  the  reso- 
lution, but  I  think  the  evidence  supports 
the  amendment  we  have  offered  to  the 
Flanders  rescdution.  When  we  get  to 
that  particular  point  I  shall  be  glad  to 
argue  It         

ICr.  MCCARTHY.  We  are  at  it  right 
now. 

Ifir.WATKINS.  I  notice  that  the  Sen- 
ator txom.  Wisconsin  is.  I  did  not  cover 
it  in  my  main  q^eech,  but  I  am  submit- 
ting mya^  to  cross-examination 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Not  cross-ezamlna- 
tioo.  The  Senator  is  asking  that  I  be 
ceosured,  and  I  am  entitled  to  have  the 
Senator  tell  the  Senate  the  grounds  for 
such  censure.  The  Senator  says  I  criti- 
cised the  witness  for  refuting  to  criticize 
his  superior  ollloer.  Another  reason  as- 
signed has  refoence  to  executive  direc- 
tives. Tlie  Senator  said  the  witness  was 
eritielaed  for  respecting  ofBdal  orders. 
When  did  I  criticize  him  for  that?   That 


Is  something  the  Senate  is  entitled  to 
hear  if  it  is  going  to  censure  me. 

Mr.  WAlJCiNS.    The  record  ^lows  it. 

Mr.  MoOARTHY.    Where? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  not  in  position 
to  point  it  out  in  the  record,  speeiflcally, 
but  I  call  attention  to  page  13t  of  the 
hearing,  part  3,  on  Senate  Resolution 
189,  in  connection  with  the  exaiAination 
of  General  Zwicker  in  New  York  by  the 
Senator.  

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  do  not  happen  to 
have  that  before  me.  Does  the  Senator 
mind  if  I  look  over  his  shoulder? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Not  at  all.  I  am  will- 
ing to  cooperate  with  the  Senater. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
Go  ahead. 

Mr.  WATKINS.    I  read : 

Hie  Craisiiak.  I  may  say.  General,  you 
wUl  be  In  difflctilty  If  you  refuse  to  tell  us 
what  sensitive  work  a  Communist  Was  being 
oonstdered  for.  There  is  no  Executive  order 
for  ttte  purpoeto  of  protecting  CoiuBnunlsts. 
I  want  to  tell  you  right  now,  you  will  be 
asked  that  question  this  afternoon.  You  will 
be  ordered  to  make  available  that  informa- 
tion. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Those  ajre  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  Senator  says  I 
should  be  censured  for  denouneing  the 
witness  for  refusing  to  criticize  h|is  supe- 
rior offlcer?  I  do  not  follow  the  Senator. 
There  is  no  criticism  of  a  superior  offlcer 
there. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Whether  the  Senator 
follows  me  or  not,  that  is  one  of  the  ref- 
erences in  a  long  record,  and  I  cannot 
pick  out  any  one  thing  without  going 
through  the  whole  matter,  and  |  do  not 
care  to  answer  a  question  of  that  length 
now. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Senator  has 
his  prosecuting  attorneys  here — >— 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Just  a  moment.  Mr. 
President,  I  yielded  to  the  Senator  for  a 
question.  I  did  not  yield  to  him  to  criti- 
cize the  committee  staff  who  cannot 
reply. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  me  ask  the 
Senator  another  question.  Talking  about 
the  committee  stalT,  since  he  brtught  It 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  did  not  bring  it 
up;  the  Senator  brought  it  up. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  is  the  Senator 
aware  of  the  fact  that  his  staff  mimeo- 
graphed and  gave  to  the  press  the  phony 
wire  which  was  in  the  file  marked  "Not 
sent,"  and,  thanks  to  Senator  Csse,  who 
went  through  the  file,  we  discovered  it 
had  not  been  sent?  It  was  pub  on  the 
table  for  all  the  newsmen  as  preof  that 
I  had  refused  to  accede  to  an  Order  to 
appear  before  the  Gillette  committee.  Is 
the  Senator  aware  of  that? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  aware  M  vari- 
ous exhibits  which  came  from  the  Gil- 
lette hearings,  the  letters  the  Senator 
wrote  and  the  answers,  back  and  forth, 
which  were  mimeographed  and  placed 
upon  the  tables  for  the  convenience  of 
the  members  of  the  press  so  the]r  would 
not  have  to  take  them  out  of  the  record 
itself  when  they  were  presented.  They 
were  to  be  presented,  and  were  presented. 
Our  own  committee  discovered  that  that 
particular  telegram  had  a  penciled  nota- 
tion on  it,  "Not  sent,"  and  we  were  fair 
enough  to  bring  that  out. 


Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Let  us  get  to  the 
question.    

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator '  asked 
me  if  I  was  aware  that  it  was  placed  on 
the  table.    Yes. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  (luestion  is, 
"Are  you  aware  of  the  fact"—* — 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  thanked 
our  committee  for  our  fairness  at  the 
time;  and  I  do  not  know  why  he  is  rais- 
ing a  question  about  it  now. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  have  since  dis- 
covered, from  reading  the  record,  that 
the  staff  did  not  disclose  it,  but  that  Sen- 
ator Case  demanded  the  file  and  found 
that  the  wire  had  not  been  sent. 

Is  the  Senator  aware  of  the  fact — this 
is  only  in  connection  with  whether  the 
staff  were  prosecuting  counsel  or  not— 
that  they  did  in  fact  take  the  wire  which 
was  marked  across  the  face  of  it,  "Not 
sent,"  and  delete  the  words  <'Not  sent." 
mimeographed  it,  and  gave  it  to  the  press 
as  proof?  Is  the  Senator  aware  of  that? 
And,  if  he  is,  did  he  ever  reprimand  his 
staff  for  it? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  not  aware  that 
it  was  done  in  the  way  the  Senator  has 
said  it  was  done.  It  was  a  part  of  a  long 
list  of  exhibits  to  which  the  Senator's 
own  attorney  called  attention,  and  it  was 
admitted  at  the  request  of  his  attorney. 
That  was  one  of  the  exhibits.  If  we  had 
left  it  out  completely  we  would  have  been 
criticized  for  leaving  out  one  of  the  ex- 
hibits and  for  trying  to  cover  up  some- 
thing.   

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  do  not  think  the 
committee  would  be  criticized  for  leaving 
out  a  wire  that  was  not  sent. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  We  do  not  know  yet 
whether  It  was  not  sent,  ^e  had  the 
Senator's  word  for  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  Just  a 
moment 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Payni:  in  the  chair) .  The  Sekiator  from 
Utah  has  the  floor  and  has  yielded  for  a 
question. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  have  yielded  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  for  questions. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  have  %  few  more 
to  ask. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Utah  yield? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  cannot  yield  now. 
I  shall  yield  a  littie  later. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  is  it  correct  that  the 
Senator  went  on  the  air  and  made  a 
statement  to  the  effect  that  It  made  no 
difference  whether  the  Jurors  on  this  six- 
man  jury  were  unprejudiced  Or  not? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  In  the  first  place,  we 
were  not  jurors.  I  made  souse  kind  of  a 
statement — I  do  not  know  that  it  had 
anything  particularly  to  do  With  the  is- 
sues involved.  But  I  stated  that  the 
Members  of  the  Senate,  by  and  large, 
come  here  with  various  programs  and 
ideas  which  they  have  been  advancing, 
and  that  in  matters  generally  Senators 
of  the  United  States  do  not  have  to  be 
impartial. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  in  other  words,  the 
Senator  feels 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  w?s  milled.  I  did 
not  know  I  was  to  be  asked  a  question 
with  respect  to  this  particular  matter 
before  the  committee.  I  have  said,  and 
I  will  say  it  again,  to  make  It  perfecUy 
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clear— it  was  said  in  our  opening  state- 
ment, and  I  will  say  it  now— that  the 
requirement  was  made  by  this  body,  in 
its  official  order,  that  the  committee  was 
to  be  comprised  of  8  Democrats  and  S' 
Republicans.  That  is  the  only  require- 
ment which  was  made. 

In  my  opening  statement,  when  the 
committee  began  its  hearings,  I  said,  in 
addition  to  that,  in  a  larger  sense,  tiiat 
it  was  desired  to  have  men  who  could 
make  a  fair  and  impartial  investigation. 

I  submit  that  all  of  us.  at  least  most  of 
us.  have  been  Members  of  the  Senate  for 
a  number  of  years.  Certainly  we  have 
heard  about  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  and  we  have  heard  about  his 
activities.  They  have  been  bruited  back 
and  forth. 

There  have  been  matters  like  the  Oil- 
lette  investigation.  A  resolution  was 
submitted  by  that  committee;  we  took 
part  in  the  debate,  and  we  voted  upon 
the  resolution.  These  matters  have 
been  going  on  for  a  long  time.  It  would 
be  a  rare  person.  Indeed,  who  had  not 
formed  some  impression  or  some  Judg- 
ment or  scxne  (pinion  of  the  events  as 
they  happened. 

In  the  instance  of  Jurors  In  courts, 
where  the  Jurors  have  heard  about  the 
case  under  consideraiton,  and  may  have 
formed  some  impressions  or  have  said 
something  about  it.  the  final  question 
which  the  court  asks  the  Jurors  Is,  "Can 
you  lay  aside  your  impressions  about 
what  you  may  have  heard,  and  can  you 
hear  the  evidence  fairly  and  Impartially 
and  render  a  fair  and  Impartial 
verdict?" 

If  it  is  Intended  to  have  the  Senate 
take  care  of  this  matter  at  all,  it  is  neces- 
sary to  have  as  members  Senators  who 
have  been  hearing  theae  things  discuased 
back  and  forth  all  the  time.  The  only 
time  it  would  be  possible  to  get  a  com- 
pletely neutral  person  would  be  to  select 
one  who  was  deaf,  dxmxb.  and  blind,  and 
was  a  moron  to  start  with. 

Mr.    WELKER.    Mr.   President,    will 

the  Senator  from  Utah  yield  for  a  very 

short  question?  I  thought  I  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
defer  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Utah  has  been  recognized 
and  has  the  floor.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Utah  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Idaho? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  thought  the  Junior 
Seiuitor  from  Wisconsin  desired  to  con- 
tinue with  his  series  of  questions  with- 
out interruption.  For  that  reason  I  have 
yielded  to  him. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  beg  the  Senators 
pardon. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  If  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  desires  to  break  in  briefly,  then, 
as  a  courtesy  to  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  for  a  question. 

Mr.  WEUKER.  I  appreciate  very 
much  the  courtesy  of  my  distinguished 
friend  fnxn  my  neighboring  State  of 
Utah.  In  connection  with  the  brief 
which  I  have  prepared.  I  should  n>ry  to 
interject  this  question: 

A  moment  ago  the  Senator  from  Utah 
said  that  all  Senators  knew  of  the  record 
of  the  Jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 


Mr.  WATKINS.  I  said  they  knew 
something  about  it 

Mr.  WEI^ER  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the 
electorate,  the  people,  of  the  sovereign 
State  of  Wisoonsin  also  have  kno^n'of 
and  have  read  the  record,  and  have  aient 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  back 
to  the  Senate  to  represent  their  State. 
I  desire  to  have  that  question  answered. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Very  weU ;  I  will  an- 
swer it.  though,  perhaps,  I  am  incompe- 
tent to  answer  the  question,  because  I 
do  not  know  how  much  tiie  people  of  the 
State  of  Wisoonsin  knew  about  the  record 
of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisoonsin. 

Mr.  WELKKR.  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  Utah  know  that  the  Jimior  Sena- 
tor frcMn  Wlsc(msln  was  certified  as 
having  been  elected  by  the  sovereign 
State  of  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  from 
Idaho  can  place  that  statement  in  the 
RxcoRB.  I  do  not  have  to  agree  with 
him  simply  because  he  makes  a  state- 
ment in  the  form  of  a  question. 

I  may  say  that  many  of  the  matters 
ccmsidered  by  the  Gillette  committee 
were  not  known  to  me  until  I  began  to 
read  the  record.  How  the  people  of 
Wisconsin  could  have  determined  upon 
those  matters,  some  of  which 'had  not 
happened  before  the  election,  how  they 
could  have  considered  them  if  the  mat- 
ters had  not  happened  until  afterward, 
is  beyond  me. 

My  answer  is:  "No.**  The  people  of 
Wisconsin  apparently  did  not  have  be- 
fore them  the  information  about  all  the 
matters,  because  some  of  them  had  not 
happened  yet. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  last  question  I 
will  ask  is  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the 
Soiator  from  Utah  does  not  feel  in  his 
heart,  with  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Idaho,  who  once  was  a  member  of  that 
committee,  that  the  committee  knew  the 
facta?         

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  frcmi 
Idaho  has  the  advantage  of  me.  I  was 
not  a  m«nber  of  the  committee.  I  was 
working  day  and  night  on  several  other 
commltteea. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Utah. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  May  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  if  he  is  aware  of  the  fact 
that  2  of  the  staff  members  of  the  Gil- 
lette committee,  as  well  as  1  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Qillette  committee,  reigned, 
stating  that  they  felt  the  committee  was 
being  diafaosiesUy  handled?  Is  the  Sen- 
ator aware  of  that  fact? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  aware  of  the 
fact  that  they  resigned.  I  am  aware 
that  they  made  some  accusations.  But 
that  did  n»>t  mean,  in  my  mind  or  in  my 
Judgment,  that  the  committee  was  dis- 
honest. I  assume — and  I  think  it  is  as- 
sumed in  the  courts  of  the  land  every- 
where, where  matters  of  this  kind  are 
considered — that  there  is  an  assiunption 
that  a  court  is  honest  until  charges  are 
proved  that  it  is  dishonest. 

I  say  that  every  committee  Is  supposed 
to  be  an  honest  cMnmlttee.  and  Senators 
ought  to  act  on  that  assumption,  until 
it  is  shown  to  the  contrary  in  a  cchu- 
petent  manner,  and  not  by  a  lot  of  wild 
charges  made  by  staff  members  who  have 
resigned. 


Mr.  McCarthy,  dm  the  Senator 
from  Utah  attempt  to  can  either  of  the 
two  staff  members,  to  get  from  them. 
under  oath,  what  actions  on  the  part  of 
the  Gillette  committee  they  eoosktavd 
to  be  dishonest?  Did  the  «*f«Tfitftr  tnm. 
Utah  ever  attempt  to  call  the  distill- 
guished  Junior  Senator  from  Idaho  tICr. 
WiLKnir  

Mr.  WATdNS.  Walt  a  mimila. 
That  is  a  question.    I  will  answer^^lt. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  me  «*i««h  mr 
question.  It  is  stated  in  the  report,  and 
I  quote.  "Pc^owing  a  search  for  evi- 
dence." Therefore.  I  wonder  whether 
the  c(Hnmittee  discovered  this  erideooe, 
and  if  they  considered  it  Off  suOefent 
importance  to  call  witnesses. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  We  did  not  ^^^ny  it 
was  material.  But  If  the  Junior  Seoater 
from  Wisconsin  thought  it  was.  why  did 
he  not  ask  us  about  it?  We  gave  him 
opportunity  after  opportunity  to  imggeet 
witnesses,  but  he  never  suggested  any 
He  never  suggested  the  distinguished 
Junior  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Wau- 
KEH],  either.   / 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  TTie  Senator  fnxB 
Utah  says  that  aU  he  was  hiterested  in 
was  th*  obtaining  of  competent  evidenee. 
If  the  SenatcM-  will  turn  to  page  2M 
volume  1.  of  the  hearings,  I  deatie  to 
quote  from  his  ruling,  as  follows: 

The  only  matter  this  cmnminea  la  la. 
terested  in  Is  wtaethar  a  raaolutfcm  liad  been 
introduoed  autbortslng  Um  InTWttgatton; 
and.  Mcond.  wm  it  beUig  carrtoc!  on,  »m  «fm 
It  have  Ittrladlctlonr 

By  that  ruling,  the  Senator  from  Utah 
excluded  testimony  by  any  witneasea 
lowing  that  the  investigatloti  was  Im- 
properly conducted.  Does  the  gf^nator 
agree  with  me  that  he  ruled  out  any  evi- 
dence showing  Justification  for  the  criti- 
cism of  the  Qillette  committee? 

Mr.WATXINa  We  had  an  additional 
factor,  which  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  very  cuef ully  dodged,  namely. 
that  this  body  passed  <m  the  record  of 
the  Qillette  committee  when  the  reaohi- 
tion  testing  its  Jurisdiction  and  testing 
its  honesty  was  sulmiltted  to  the  Senate 
and  was  adopted. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Hie  Senator  f ram 
Utah  misstates  a  fact 

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  was  estab- 
lished  

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Does  the  Senator 
agree 

Mr.  WATKma  Just  a  minute.  That 
was  established  by  a  vote  of  this  body  In 
proper  manner,  and  it  became  Undli«. 
We  did  not  to  bade  of  that. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Utah  agree  that  the  only  question 
before  the  Senate  was  wheth«:  tx  not 
the  Gillette  subcommittee  should  have 
been  discharged  from  consldertng  the 
Benton  resolution,  and  that  that  was  tiM 
only  matter  before  the  Senate;  and  that 
some  Senators,  myself  in  particular, 
asked  that  the  subcommittee  be  oon- 
tinued  to  consider  the  mi^t^  and  file 
a  report,  and  that  there  was  nothliw 
whatsoever  in  the  resolution  approving 
the  conduct  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  WATKIN&  The  resoluticm  itself 
wUl  show  what  was  contained  In  it.  what 
It  attonpted  to  do,  and  the  Rioou  will 
show  the  debate  in  connection  with  it. 
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tram  "Vmoooiia  to  be  » 

ol  tta*  faeli  vitli  rapeei  to 

ilr.  MbTABTHY.  Tb»  ntnatar  from 
Utob  bM  hii  atoff  nembcts  prannW  aad 

•te  bis  flMdS  'A  StetCBHDt.    H0  lUM  Will 

<tet  fib*  MtMtiai  of  ttie  QlUette  eoai>- 
apmoired  by  a  Senate  vote. 
I  aot  Ibeflenatorfthlidc  ttiat  perliaps 
:  wben  the  Senate  acted  on 
ttatwiutten? 

Ifr.WATKIMB.    That  to  in  the  record. 

Mr.  IfCCSRTHY.  like  Senator  wiU 
ted  Chat  what  I  ten  him  is  true;  that  it 
vaa  BieMljr  a  reK^otloii  mdmitted  by  the 
aMiior  Sciiator  from  Ariaima  [Mr. 
BATBtBvl.  I  brieve,  to  dieeharge  the  GMl- 
lette  eiiboofimlttee,  wliiOh  was  a  suboom- 
jBittee  of  the  Oommltlee  on  Prtfileges 
and  BMtkms.  M  that  t&ne  I  took  the 
yoBttloii  that  the  rabeommlttee  diould 
not  be  dtMhaived.  beeatne  tiiere  was 
pendiac  before  it  the  Benton  resolution. 

Tlie  Senator  will  find  in  the  record  that 
Vm  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Oxllrtk] 
said  toat  if  the  subcommittee  were  not 
dlseharsed,  thej  would  proceed  Tlsorous- 
\S  to  toTso^gate  ttie  Benton  matter.  I 
am  not  aridnt  the  Senator  to  remember 
that,  toot  I  wish  he  would  cheek  the 
reeevd,  and  then  tdl  me  tomorrow 
whether  «»  not  I  hate  stated  the  sltua- 
-ttOD  ooiveoUf . 

Mr.WATKZNB.  Tile  Beoator  will  find 
In  tbi>  hearing  record  the  resolution  sub- 
mitted by  the  Senator  from  Arlaona  (Mr. 
HATimi],  and  Joined  in  by  oilier  com- 
mitfeemsmben.  R  is  set  f orth  in  detaU 
thtfCL   I  wfflgtand  on  what  it  rtiow. 

Mr.  McCAKl'uy.  I  have  Just  one  or 
two  other  Questtons. 

Would  the  Senator  from  Utah  say  that 
if  one  t/t  the  monbers  of  his  committee 
said  he  was  disqualifled,  or  f  dt  he  was 
diSQualifled,  that  he  should  still  have 
been  allowed  to  tf  t  en  the  eoounittee  and 
to  h^»  deelde  whether  or  not  ttie  com- 
mittee wo^dreeammend^eeosure? 

ytt.  WATKUVS.  I  do  not  undontand 
the  Senator's  question. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  It  was  rather  slm- 
Ide.  Will  the  Senator  listen  carefully? 
DojeB  theSenattv  thhik  that  if  a  member 
of  his  committee  steted  that  he  felt  he 
«oald  badlsqaallfled  beeause  of  letters  he 
had  written  (vpostng  niy  acttrlties,  he 
ahouM,  nevertheless,  have  been  allowed 
to  remain  on  the  committee  vaA  render 
•  ferdiet  in.  the  an-lmportant  case  of 
whether  or  not  a  United  Stetes  Senator 
^wi««i«f  im  eensuredf 

Mr.  BRVIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Seoater  yMd? 

Mr.WATKlNB.  Zyidd  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  SBVIN.  win  the  Senator  ask 
McCABTHt  to  read  the  mtire 
so  that  Senator  MoCmrht 
eammt  be  accused  of  taking  sometliing 
eat  of  oantext  and  perverting  ite  mean- 


I  was  not  there. 
I  do  ttii  know  what  was  said  by  the  Soi. 
i^or  fitem  North  Carolina.  I  know  the 
New  York  Times  reported  that  the  Sen- 
ator  tram  North  Ouroiina  said  he  could 
be  dIsqnaUfled  if  he  were  appointed  on 
the  eoounittee:  that  the  Senator  said  he 


had  written  lottos  deploring  my  attitude 
toward  witnesses.    I  know  that^; — 

Mr.  WATKIN8.    Just  a  moment. 

Ur.  UoCARTHY.  Let  me  fii|lsh  the 
4Iuotatien.    He  asked  for  the  qisatation. 

The  FRB8IDINO  OFFICER,  po^  the 
Seaato'  from  Utah  yield,  and  if  so,  to 
whom? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator frooo^  No^th  CaroUna^^ 

The  mESIDINO  OFFICER.  iDoesthe 
Soiator  frcmi  North  Carolina  wish  to 
reply? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Sooator  adced  for  the  quotation.  Let 
me  read  it    May  I  read  this.  Senator? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  The  Senator  m|iy  read 
ipy  statement. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     I  read:      i 

Special  to  the  New  York  TlmesI— — 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  had  never  beet  inter- 
viewed by  the  New  York  Times. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  continue  1|he  quo- 
totion: 

Senator  Samtsl  J.  Bstin,  Jb.,  said  In  an  In- 
terview In  the  Wlnaton-Salem  Journal  and 
Sentinel  August  1  that  he  "has  formed  an 
unfavorabla  opinion  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  since  ^ing  to  Washington." 

Senator  BtviN  was  also  quoted  «§  saying 
that,  if  ha  were  appointed  to  the  ooKnmlttee 
on  oensiihng  Senator  Joseph  R.  MtCaenrr. 
the  Wtaeonsln  Senator  "could  have  me  dls- 
quaUflMl." 

The  North  Carolina  Democrat,  wbp  Is  now 
a  member  of  the  select  Senate  coloimlttee 
considering  the  censure  of  Senator  Mc- 
Caktht.  was  quoted  as  saying: 

"I  hare  written  letters  in  which  I  deplcnre 
soma  of  the  tactics  used  by  Senator  Ifc- 
Cabtrt.  Before  I  came  up  here.  I  had  the 
impreMlon  tliat  lie  had  been  unduly  rough 
on  wltne— es." 

I  now  read  from  the  Greensboro  Daily 
News  of  August  4.  1954: 

At  the  same  time  the  North  Carolina 
Senator 

Mr.  WATKINS.    Just  a  moment. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    Let  me  finish. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  have  the  floor.  Is 
the  Senator  ajsking  a  question  or  maldng 
a  speech? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Senator  from 
N<Mth  Carolina  asked  that  I  read  the 
quotetion.  I  think,  in  fairness,  t  should 
read  it  to  him. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Was  the  Senator 
reading  what  the  Senator  from  North 
Canrilna  said? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  was  reading  the 
quotatUm.  I  was  not  there. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  What  the  Senator 
from  North  Csu-ohna  said,  or  wtiat  the 
newq;>aper  quoted  him  as  saj^lng? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  was  not  there. 
I  am  taking  the  newspaper  quotiition. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  is  ask- 
ing if  that  is  the  quototlon? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  am  reading  the 
news  article: 

At  the  same  time,  the  North  Carolina  Sen- 
ator declared,  ft  he  had  been  In  the  <niamber 
bwtead  of  at  dinner  when  McCAxrm'  spoke. 
"It  would  have  required  all  the  Judicial  tem- 
parament  I  possew  not  to  have  been  Inclined 
to  have  TOted  to  censure  him  on  t]|e  q>ot.'' 

There  is  an  additional  quota^on  re- 
ferrlnjg  to  a  situation  which  my  Demo- 
cratic friends  were  pleased  to  see  come 
alwut. 


Ekvxn  pointed  out  that  the  ftemi  wsjf  of 

getting  rid  of  the  problem  pres^ted  by  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  would  be  to  elect  a 
Democratic  Senate  In  the  fall.    ^ 

I  ask  the  Senator 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  myself  4m  going  to 
read  s(»nething.  May  I  ask  the  Senator 
f  rcHU  North  C&rolina  if  he  desires  that  I 
read  this  article? 

Mr.  ERVIN.    Yes. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Winston-Salem  Jour- 
nal, August  5,  1954: 

Btvn«  Wamts  To  Stat  On  COMmmB 
(By  Eleanor  Nance) 

Wasrimcton,  August  4. — Senator  Sam  Kavnv 
siiggested  tonight  that  If  he  were  named  to 
the  slz-man  Senate  committee  to  Investi- 
gate Senator  Joskph  R.  McCAJrruT  the  latter 
"could  have  me  disqualified." 

The  Tarheel,  who  has  stated  emphatically 
that  he  does  not  care  to  serv^,  recalled  a 
statement  he  made  Monday  before  the  Sen- 
ate voted  to  have  a  special  conunittte  look 
Into  the  activities  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

"I  said  then  that  I  would  vote  to  have 
the  committee  appointed  and  that  If  any  of 
the  charges  made  against  Senat(ff  McCastht 
were  found  to  be  factually  true  I  would  vote 
to  censure  blm,"  Senator  Eavnv  said. 

"I  would  not  want  a  Judge  to  try  me  tf 
he  said  first  he  would  put  mei  In  JaU  If  I 
were  guilty.  I  would  hope  tm  a  suspended 
sentence." 

Obviously  searching  for  reasons  why  he 
should  not  aerve  on  the  commlftee.  Senator 
EaviK  added,  "I  have  written  letliers  In  which 
I  deplored  some  of  the  tactics  u4ed  by  Sena- 
tor McCaktrt.  Before  I  came  vp  here  I  had 
the  Impression  that  he  had  oeen  unduly 
rough  on  witnesses." 

While  Senator  Ebvik  may  ho)d  that  this 
constitutes  "prior  Judgment"  msny  of  his 
colleagues  felt  otherwise.  He  wis  still  being 
held  a  very  likely  prospect  for  xnembershlp 
on  the  committee. 

"Men  ought  to  be  appointed  w%o  have  been 
here  a  long  time  and  acquired  preetlge."  he 
said.  "I'm  Just  the  lowest  dowa  Senator  In 
senlCH-lty." 

But  did  not  the  North  Carolinian  consider 
service  on  the  committee  an  dbllgatloa  of 
any  Senator,  since  the  Senators  Voted  them- 
selves to  have  the  cominlttee  set  up? 

"I  do  consider  service  an  ol^lgatlon  but 
It's  an  obligation  of  thoae  who  have  been 
here  a  long  time."  said  the  matx  named  to 
succeed  the  late  Senator  Clyde  R,  Hoey.  "It's 
not  the  obligation  of  a  poor  uitle  country 
fellow  who  Just  got  here." 

Asked  what  he  thought  was  tl|e  most  seri- 
ous charge  made  against  Senatot  McCabtht. 
Senator  Kavnv  said,  "I  think  the  charge  that 
he  invited  employees  of  the  executive  branch 
to  surrender  classified  materials  to  hUn  is 
the  most  serious  thing." 

Senator  EkviN  also  said  he  *Wrant8  to  get 
out  of  here  and  get  home  so  th#  people  can 
see  if  they  want  to  keep  me.  tt  they  want 
to  fire  me,  I  want  to  know  as  qvilck  as  I  can 
so  I  can  practice  law  before  I  get  too  (dd." 

That  is  the  full  article. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  hand  the  Se>iator  from 
Utah  another  news  article,  which  I  ask 
the  Senator  to  read. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  read  now  an  article 
from  the  Winston-Salem  journal  of 
August  3, 1954: 

NoaxB  Casoliha  Sknatobs  Favob  Pluna 

or  McCassht 

(By  Kleanor  Nance) 

WASHnnrroir,  A\igust  2.— Both  Korth  Cluo- 
Ilna  Senators  said  tonight  th4y  approved 
having  a  committee  InveetUgSte  ehsurges 
against  Senator  McCastht,  Be^ubUcan.  of 
Wisconsin',  and  render  a  report 
ate  at  this  session. 


Ho  the  Sen- 
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Senator  Altow  "Lannm  and  Senator  Sam 
J.  BsTur  said  that  If  such  a  report  fount 
the  WlaeooalB  B«pubUean  guUty  at  any  of 
the  qMdflc  charges  made  against  him  In  a 
resolution  offered  by  Senator  Wxluaic  Tm^ 
aaioBT,  Democrat,  of  Arkansas,  they  would 
then  vote  to  censure  him. 

The  two  TSr  Heela  emphaalMd  that  they 
would  not  vota  to  censure  Senator  MoCabtht 
without  "a  oomplete  and  foU  hearing,  at 
which  he  would  be  aUowed  to  testify  and 
defend  himself."  Both  agreed  that  a  O-man 
committee  oompoaed  of  S  Democrats  and  8 
Republicans  should  conduct  tha  Investiga- 
tion. Neither  Tar  Heel  said  he  would  care 
to  serve  on  this  group,  but  either  would 
serve  "If  requested." 

Senator  LsmtoH  and  Senator  bmr  dlf« 
fered  on  the  news  coverage  which  the  pn>- 
poeed  Investigation  should  be  afforded.  Sen- 
ator Lnntow  favored  a  closed  session,  with 
transcripts  periodically  released  to  the  press. 
Senator  Bsvor  favored  an  open  hearing,  but 
with  television  banned. 

"I  dont  beUeve  In  television  In  open  hear- 
ings." he  declared.  "It  tends  to  make  a  show 
of  the  matter." 

The  two  agreed  that  the  committee  Inves- 
tigation of  Senator  McCastht  should  take 
place  during  this  ssKlon  of  Congress.  If 
necessary,  they  said,  the  Senate  should  stay 
in  session  untU  it  is  completed,  or  else  ad- 
journ under  a  rule  whereby  Members  could 
be  called  back  to  vote  on  the  committee's 
findings. 

Those  are  the  stotements,  and  I  am 
wonderina.  since  the  Junior  Smator  from 
Wisconsin  has  raised  the  question,  if  he 
is  objecting  to  any  Senator's  sitting  on 
this  court — and  the  Senato  is  the  courts 
the  conunittee  was  not  the  court 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  am  aslcing  a 
question 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Just  a  moment  I 
ask  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
if  he  objects  to  any  Senator  who  has  ever 
taken  a  position,  either  for  or  against 
iilm,  sitting  on  this  court  on  the  censure 
charges? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
for  the  regular  ord«-. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  regular  order  is 
that  I  surrender  the  floor. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Senator  is  not 
going  to  runout  on  me.  is  hef 

Mr.  WATKINS.  No;  I  am  not  going  to 
nm  out.  but  the  Senator  called  for  the 
regular  order.  If  it  is  up  to  me,  the 
Senator  is  through. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  am  not  through. 
I  am  far  from  through.  I  may  say,  out 
of  courtesy  to  the  Senator,  that  he  has 
stated  he  was  not  feeling  too  well  today. 
The  questions  I  have  to  propound  will 
continue  for  a  long  time.  I  shall  be  glad 
to  desist  addng  them  until  a  future  time 
if  the  Senator  desires  to  rest. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  When  I  do  I  shall 
indicate  it. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  VerywelL  I  do  not 
wish  to  unduly  tire  the  Senator.  The 
question  Is.  Does  the  Senatra:  think  that 
if  a  man  stotes  he  could  be  disquali- 
fied— a  man  who  has  been  a  Judge,  who 
Imows  what  it  means  to  be  disquali- 
fied— ^he  should  sit  on  a  court  or  a  jury 
in  such  Bn  important  case  as  this? 

Idr.  WATKINS.  I  thtok  the  Constitu- 
tion provided  the  Jury.  Senators  are  the 
only  ones  who  can  sit  as  Judges.  We 
cannot  go  outside  the  Senate  to  get  per- 
sons to  try  Senators.  We  have  to  take 
them  as  they  are.  If  what  the  Juntor 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  sajrs  is  true,  we 


IKtihairiy  eoUld  not  find  anyone  who 
could  sit  in  Judgment,  tieoause  some- 
where akmg  the  line  he  may  have  said 
somiething  about  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wlsoonstn,  or  some<Mie  may  have  said 
sMnething  which,  someone  else  did 
not  like. 

Under  those  circumstances,  the  Sen- 
ato never  would  have  an  opportunity  or 
never  would  be  in  a  positimi  to  consider 
the  activities  and  charges  that  might 
have  been  filed  as  a  result  of  them. 
Under  those  circumstonces,  we  would  be 
absolutely  powerless  and  helpless. 

The  Senate  itself  laid  down  the  rule; 
there  had  to  be  three  Democrats  and 
three  RepubUcans.  But  I  said  myself 
that  the  Senate  was  under  a  larger  obli- 
gation, in  that  it  had  to  get  for  service 
on  the  committee  Senators  who  would 
hear  the  charges  impartially  and  fairly. 
But  I  have  always  said,  after  all  the 
charges  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin made  day  after  day  at  the  hear- 
ings, that  I  never  sat  with  men  whom 
I  felt  to  be  more  fair  and  more  consid- 
erate and  more  willing  to  go  into  the 
matters  of  testimony  and  law  than  this 
group,  all  the  time  I  was  with  them. 
There  was  never  a  time  when  politics 
entered  into  this  matter  in  any  way. 
shape,  or  form. 

Mr.  McCarthy.    May  I  say 

Mr.  WATKINS.    I  am  tolking. 

There  was  always  a  feeling  that  it  was 
a  very  distasteful  thing  to  have  to  con- 
sider, to  a  critical  way,  the  conduct  of 
one  of  our  own  colleagues;  and  to  my 
own  case,  sitting  next  to  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  In  the  Senate 
Chamber,  and  to  view  of  the  fact  that 
both  of  us  came  to  the  Senate  at  the 
same  time,  and  that  we  have  always 
been  on  friendly  terms,  it  was  deeply 
distgsteful  to  me  to  sit  on  the  com- 
mittee. I  am  sure  that  was  true  of  all 
the  other  Members;  we  would  have  done 
almost  anything  to  get  out  of  it.  But 
with  the  charges  laid  down  and  the  votes 
of  74  Senators  saying,  "These  are  the 
charges,  and  we  want  3rou  to  come  back 
with  a  report,  so  we  can  consider  the 
resolution  at  a  later  date."  under  those 
circumstances,  no  matter  what  a  Sen- 
ator may  have  said,  he  should  do  his 
best,  and  should  accept  the  assignment 
as  a  matter  of  duty;  even  though  he 
had  made  scxne  expression  one  way  or 
the  other,  he  should  do  his  duty  as  a 
Senator,  and  should  consider  these  mat- 
ters impartially  and  fairly  under  the  cir- 
cumstance, t)ecause  the  Senators  them- 
selves are  the  only  ones  who  can  handle 
these  matters;  no  one  else  can  be  called 
upon  to  handle  them. 

Even  if  we  were  to  get  into  a  situa- 
tion where  Senators  would  be  evenly  di- 
vided, with  half  of  the  Senators  voting 
one  way  and  half  of  them  voting  the 
other  way.  if  the  theory  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsto  were  correct, 
even  so  they  would  all  have  to  be  abso- 
lutely impartial  to  the  matter. 

I  am  saying — and  I  want  it  under- 
stood—that the  members  ot  the  sriect 
committee  did  act  fairly  and  impartially. 
We  ruled  on  the  evidence  on  the  Ijasis 
of  the  best  Ught  we  could  get.  We 
chewed,  and  we  agreed  at  all  times  on 
the  rulings   that  were   made.    I  was 


carrying  out  the  mandate  of  tbe 
mittee  with  respect  to  the  ruUiWi  on 
the  evidence.    Tbat  was  the  sttoatloii. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Prealdent.  If 
the  Senatmr  from  Utah  will  yidd.  so  that 
I  may  make  an  inquiry  of  both 
tors,  let  me  potot  out  that  it  is 
approximately  12:15  p.  m.;  and  the  I 
ator  from  Utah  has  been  on  his  feet  for 
a  consideralde  period  <rf  time,  aad  ttw 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsto  has  been 
on  his  feet  for  a  time.  Apparently  he 
has  some  additiwial  questions  to  ask. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Yes;  a  great  nmn- 
ber. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  either  to  have  the  session  con- 
tinue a  while  longer,  or  else  at  this  time 
to  request  that  the  Senate  take  a  reosM. 
If  we  do  take  a  recess  at  this  tim*,  for 
approximately  45  mtoutes.  as  I  have  pn- 
viously  indicated,  that  would  luring  isi 
back  toto  session  at  1  p.  m. 

Mr.  McCarthy.   May  I  ask 
question  before  the  recess  is  tak«i? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Certainly. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  wish  to  ask  just 
one  question  before  the  recess  Is  tfiK^n 

Would  the  Senator  from  Utah  aay  that 
if  a  man  who  was  selected  to  he  Chairman 
of  the  c(Mnmittee  had  beei  seen  «>*av««g 
hands  with  me.  and  had  told  a  news  col- 
umnist— and  I  shall  name  him:  It  was 
Constantino  Brown — that  he  hc^ed  the 
cameras  would  not  see  him  shaUni 
hands  with  me 

Mr.  STKNNIB.  May  we  have  order. 
Mr.  President,  so  we  can  hear  ttie  qoea- 
tions?  

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bush  to  the  chair).  The  Soiate  will  be 
in  order. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  shall  speak 
louder.  * 

I  ask  the  Senator  tnm  Utah  this  Unal 
question,  before  we  take  a  recess:  I  ask 
him  whether  a  monber  of  the  caaunlt- 
tee.  who  was  finally  selected  as  the  chair- 
man, told  a  news  columnist — and  I  will 
name  him.  so  there  is  no  question  about 
it:  Constantine  Brown— ^at  he  hc^ed 
the  news  cameras  or  the  television  cam- 
eras did  not  catch  him  shaking  hands 
with  me — this  was  during  the  Army-Mc- 
Carthy hearing — because  he  could  never 
explato  that  to  the  newspapers  in  hit 
Stote.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
thtok  that  might  possibly  disqualify  him. 
to  view  of  the  fact  that  a  finding  to  my 
favor,  rather  than  a  mere  handshake, 
would  be  much  more  dilBeult  to  explaht 
to  his  newttrnpent  Tliat  is  queetloa 
No.  1. 

Question  No.  2,  if  the  Senator  from 
Utah  wiU  answer  both  questions  at 
once 

Mr.  WATKINS.  No;  let  us  have  one 
question  at  a  time. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  win  the  senator 
answer  both  of  th«n  at  once? 

Mr.  WATIONS.  No.  I  prefer  to. have 
one  question  at  a  time. 

I  do  not  recall  any  such  instance  with 
the  newspaper  correspondent  the  jmi- 
ior  Senator  from  Wisconsto  mentions. 
I  may  have  had  a  conversation  with  him. 
but  I  do  not  recall  any  stotement  of  that 
ktod. 

BCr.  MCCARTHY.  Does  the  fisnatsr 
recall  that  one  day,  as  he  walked  toto 
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Mr.  Preddtet.  I 
that  vtaoB  the 
tti  oedflo  St  1 1».  m..  the 
ittotttlMi  on  the  floor  win  tie  m  it  is  »t 
ihe  preoast  time,  nanuly,  ••  I  vmler- 
•taiid.  th«t  ttie  Senator  from  ITtah  [Mr. 
WAXxiiii]  has  the  floor,  ond  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wlaeonsih  [Mr.  MeCuennl 
is  ipterropittng  liim. 

The  fBXBIDDfO  OPPICBEL  ^^thout 
ohJeetlon«.it  Is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  moWLAMIX  Mr.  President.  I 
nov.mofe  that  the  Senate  stsnd  in  reeeas 
until  1  o'dock  p,  m.  today. 

Tlie  motion  vas  agreed  to:  and  (at  12 
<^«loGk  and  17  minutes  pu  mJ  the  Senate 
tooK  a  reeess  untQ  1  p.  m. 

Oia  the  expimtion  of  the  reoeo.  the 
Senate  reeiwmMed,  and  was  called  to 
order  kv  the  Presiding  OOcer  (Mr.BmB 
inttieehair). 


CAZI.  OP  THE  ROLL 

M^.  tatCmLAiSD.    Ifr.  President.  I 
suffsest  the  abeehce  of  a  quorum. 

TiM    PtOBSlDlNO    OPnCBR.      The 
Secfeiaiy  win  caB  the  rcUL 

The  legiBlatlve  ^deifc  esUed  the  nffl. 
and  the  f ^Bowing  Senators  answered  to 
their  nenies: 
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The  PRWHTTOTWQ  OVPICEB.    A  quo- 
rum is  present. 


BMSaUTTKM  or  CENSOBB 
Tlie  Senate  resumed  the  consideratton 
af  the  reeohitlBn  (&^S01)  to  censure  the 
Junior4BcBator  ftom  Wlaoensin. 


-  The  PBBBUHNO  OFFICER  The 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  WiTmrs]  has 
the  floor; 

Mr.  WATKmS.  Mr.  Preeideni.  I  was 
occupying  the  floor  when  the  Senate 
took  a  reoees.  I  Itave  been  on  i|iy  feet, 
witti  the  exception  of  a  brief  li|terrup- 
tfcm  for  the  lunchepn  period,  fox;  a  eon- 
slderahle  period  of  time.  I  have  ^tend- 
ed courtesies  to  the  Junior  Seiiat4>r  from 
Wisconsin  In  order  to  enable  him  to  ask. 
me  questions.  I  do  not  intend  ^  deny 
him  the  opportunity  for  further  ques- 
tioning, but  at  this  moment  I  ^ish  to 
yltiid  the  floor.  Later  I  shall  subsnit  my- 
stif  for  questioning. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  ] 

Mr.  WATKINS.     I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  McCarthy,  when  will  the  Sen- 
ator be  available  for  further  questioning? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  cannot  tell  die  Sen- 
ator now  when  I  shall  be  available  for 
further  questioning.  The  Senate  will 
have  to  proceed  with  its  deliberations. 
When  I  take  the  floor  again  I  shall  ex- 
tend courtesies  to  other  Senator!  to  en- 
able them  to  ask  questions  for  a  limited 
period,  but  I  do  not  Intend  to  stand  on 
my  feet  all  day,  or  for  long  periods  of 
time,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  aisslstlng 
some  other  Senator  to  present  What  he 
would  lilu  to  present,  and  which  he  could 
present  Just  a^  well  in  his  own  tine  and 
in  his  own  speeches. 

1ST.  President.  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  the  Senator  from  Utah  wduld  tell 
me  when  he  expects  to  be  available  to 
answer  further  questions,  because  it  will 
be  diflicult.  almost  to  the  point  of  being 
Impossible,  to  prepare  our  case  telthout 
questioning  him  on  his  position,  because 
there  are  so  many  contradiction!  in  the 
record.  He  Is  chairman  of  the  oommit- 
tee.  I  certainly  agree  that  If  the  Senator 
does  not  wish  to  be  questioned  further 
today,  he  should  be  extended  thiat  con- 
sideraUcm:  but  I  do  tblnk  tbat.  as  an- 
other act  of  courtesy,  he  should ^  tell  me 
when  he  will  be  available  for  further 
questioning.    Can  the  Senator  tell  us? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  will 
say  to  the  Senator  that  if  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  wishes  to  know 
about  documents,  or  wishes  to  ask 
spedflc  questions.  If  he  will  submftt  them 
to  us  we  sliall  be  prepared  to  answer  such 
questions.  However,  it  is  an  impossi- 
bility to  dig  Into  a  voluminous  set  of  rec- 
ords and  a  mass  of  papers  on  the  spur 
of  the  moment.  If  there  are  certain 
questions  In  which  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  is  reaUy  interested,  well 
and  good.  But  the  questions  shDuld  be 
material  and  relevant. 

I  have  extended  courtesies  to  the  Sen- 
ator. I  am  under  no  obligation  to  sub- 
mit myself  to  questions,  so  as  to  enable 
him  to  make  his  case  through  me^  I  am 
Willing  to  go  the  limit,  under  reasonable 
circumstances.  I  am  saying  that  as  of 
now  I  yield  the  floor.  I  do  not  know 
when  I  shall  take  the  floor  again,  but  I 
expect  to  do  so  during  the  course'  of  this 
debate.  In  the  meantime,  if  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  sutaiit  to  us 

questions  to  which  he  wishes  answers, 
questions  relating  to  documents,  and  so 
forth,  we  shall  nnd  the  documents  and 
be  prepared  to  answer  the  questihns. 


Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  .President, 
there  Is  no  way  by  which  I  cah  force  the 
SenatOT  from  Utah  to  answdr  the  very 
Important  questions  which  should  be  an- 
swered. I  have  no  desire  to  try  to  com- 
pel him  to  answer  those  questions  today. 
However,  I  think  he  should,  |u  a  cour- 
tesy, tell  me  when  he  feels  t^  might  be 
able  to  return  and  answer  i  questions. 
Apparently  he  does  not  wish  to  answer 
questions 

Mr.  KNOWIiAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  vi^w  of  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  who 
has  been  on  his  feet  for  a  consideraUe 
period  of  time,  I  was  wonderlag  whether 
it  might  not  be  possible  for  (luesHons  to 
be  submitted  by  the  distingiUshed  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  eitbier  pubUcly 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  or  i^rivately  to 
the  committee.  I  undestamd  that  at 
all  times  there  was  a  pretty  flill  attend- 
ance on  the  part  of  other  members  of  the 
committee.  Other  members  of  the  onn- 
mittee  might  be  able  to  throw  Ught  on 
the  questions  which  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  Is  certainly  entitled  to 
ask  if  he  is  basing  a  part  of  his  defense 
upon  them.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
Utah  and  the  other  members  of  the  select 
committee  would  be  glad  to  cooperate. 
Perhaps  the  questions  could  te  asiced  m 
writing  or  orally.  Rather  than  keep  the 
Senator  from  Utah  on  his  feft.  perhaps 
my  suggestion  might  furnish  a  satisfac- 
tory alternative  to  the  jimlor  Senator 
from  Wisconsin^^ 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  certa^Oy  do  not 
wish  to  keep  the  Senator  from  Utah  on 
his  feet  if  he  believes  he  Is  Hot  able  to 
answer  these  questions  today.  However. 
he  is  the  chairman  of  the  select  commit- 
tee. He  made  the  rulings.  Ilhavemmde 
the  statement  that  I  thought  the  rulings 
were  in  error,  and  I  felt  th^  best  way 
to  prove  they  were  in  error  iwas  to  get 
his  reasoning,  so  that  the  Senate  would 
know  what  his  reasoning  was  for  mairing 
his  rulings. 

I  am  not  requesting  that  he  be  asked 
to  answer  the  questions  today.  However, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  has  twH^^ 
serioiis  charges  against  me,  and  because 
he  is  chairman  of  the  select  committee 
and  has  taken  the  active  ahd  leading 
part  in  this  matter — ^I  could  not  question 
him  during  the  course  of  the  hearings  of 
the  select  committee  because  he  had  a 
gavel  then;  he  does  not  have  a  gavd  to- 
day, and  he  will  not  have  a  gavel  m  the 
Senate — and  because  I  beUeve  I  «n  en- 
titled to  have  the  answers,  I  thou^t  he 
should  be  the  one  to  give  the  answers 
tome. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  says  he  will 
not  tell  me  when  he  will  answer  my  ques- 
tions. I  cannot  make  him  tell  me. 
However,  it  is  interesting  to  gft  his  posi- 
tion. As  a  courtesy  to  me,  it  seems,  he 
should  say  that  either  tomorrow  or  the 
next  day  or  ttie  day  after  that  he  win  be 
available  for  an  hour  or  twe  hours  to 
answer  the  questions.  Again  X  say  I  can- 
not force  liim  to  do  it. 

However,  now  that  I  have,  the  floor. 
I  shall  state  some  of  the  questions  that 
I  would  have  asked  him.  I  will  state 
only  a  few  of  them.  For  example,  Mr. 
President,  I  would  have  asked  the  Sen- 


195j^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SEN  ATE 


ator  from  Utah  whether  in  an  ordinary 
cow-stealing  ease  out  hi  Utah,  i^iere  tt 
is  the  practice  to  have  a  six -man  Justice- 
coiut  Jury  try  such  a  case,  whether  a  de- 
fendant is  not  entitled  to  know  if  juxun 
are  prejudiced  against  him.  and  if  they 
have  been  prejudiced  against  him, 
whether  they  have  changed  their  mlnda 
I  would  have  called  the  Senator's  atten- 
tion to  his  rullnc  on  page  30  of  the  re- 
port. I  beUeve  it  is,  when  we  were  discuss- 
ing Senator  Jomrsoir  of  Colorado,  for 
whom  I  have  alwasrs  had  the  highest  re- 
gard. I  may  say.  I  was  surprised  at  the 
statement  he  was  quoted  as  having  made, 
to  the  ^ect  that  most  of  his  colleagues 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  in  the  Senate 
were  very  pleased  over  recent  develop- 
ments with  reference  to  McCaktht.  He 
referred  specifically  to  Senator  Flamdkbs' 
charges. 

I  wanted  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  I  asked  the  chalrmam  to  let  me 
ask  Senator  Johnsom  of  Colorado 
whether  he  still  held  the  same  feeling 
and  whether  he  was  stiU  luippy  about 
Senator  njursns'  charges,  on  which  he 
was  sitting  in  Judgment. 

I  also  wanted  to  ask  about  the  question 
of  loathing.  Senator  JoHMSoif  of  Colo- 
rado was  quoted  as  saying  that  all  the 
Democratic  leaders  loathed  McCastht. 

He  is  entitled,  certainly,  to  loathe  Mc- 
Cartht.  He  wrote  me  a  letter,  and  in  it 
he  gave  his  reasons  for  loathing  me. 
He  said  it  was  because  I  had  attacked 
the  Democratic  Party  and  that  I  had 
labeled  the  Democratic  Party  as  the 
party  of  Communists.  The  Senator's 
letter  failed  to  say  that  I  had  pointed 
out  that  many  Democrats  were  Just  as 
anti -Communist  as  perhaps  millions  of 
Americans  who  have  voted  the  Republi- 
can ticket,  and  Just  as  anti -Communist 
and  Just  as  loyal  as  Republicans. 

I  felt  at  that  time  that  I  was  entitled 
to  question  Senator  Johnson  of  Colorado 
&s  to  whether  he  still  had  that  feeling 
of  loathing.  I  was  going  to  call  Senator 
Watkins'  attention  to  page  S8  of  the 
hearing,  where  it  is  shown  I  asked  the 
following  question: 

Senator  lioC4mrr.  Mr.  CtuOrman.  X  would 

lU(e  to  tmk.  on*  quMtlon.  An  w  omtltled  to 
know  whether  or  not  the  qiiotatlone  of 
March  12  ar»  correct  or  inoorrectf 

Those  are  ttie  quotations  in  which  Sen- 
ator JoHMBOw  said  the  Democratic  lead- 
ers loathed  me  and  they  were  happy 
about  the  Planders  attack.  I  was  going 
to  read  Senator  WAnmra  the  answers. 
SenatOT  Waikimb  said: 


The  CtUkOOMAM.  Ton  may  get  It.  Senator. 
and  I  am  going  to  rule  on  this,  and  I  have 
already  ruled,  you  may  get  that  some  other 
place. 

That  was  said  when  Seimtor  Jamnom 
of  Colorado  was  present.  Tttui  is  a  very 
important  point 

The  chalnnan  went  on  to  sky: 

But  this  cxnualttee  haa  no  Jmiadlctlon 
over  thoee  matters,  whataoerar.  This  eon- 
mittee  was  appointed  by^  the  Senate:  the 
only  condltton  laid  down  was  that  there 
would  be  8  DeiaocraU  and  •  BepobUeans. 
and  here  we  are.  8  RepubUeans  aad  8  Daoko- 
crats.  and  this  eoauBtttas  Is  not  vali«  to 
take  on  the  Job  of  the  Senate  aad  goAiv 
to  decide  whether  this  committee  Is  a  proper 
committee  or  not. 


X  was  going  to  can  Senator  Wstkxhb' 
attention  to  the  fact  that  when  the  Sen- 
ate soggested  l  RepubUcana  and  S  Demo- 
crats, It  was  inherent  in  the  resotaitkm 
that  S  Impartial  Senators  from  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  be  appohited. 

Again  I  say  I  do  not  blame  Ed  JoHMBON 
for  not  being  hnpartial.  I  know  he  has 
good  reasons  in  his  mind  for  the  loath- 
ing which  he  expressed.  However.  I 
was  going  to  ask  Senator  WATioifs  to 
let  me  merely  bA  Senator  JoHKscm  c^ 
Colorado  n^ether  he  was  correctly 
quoted.    This  is  what  I  said: 

Senator  MoCAanrr.  Mr.  Chairman 

The  CRAnucAM.  Just  a  moment.  Senator. 
Tou  have  Ued  no  chaUenge;  aad,  in  the  ftrat 
place.  I  beUeve  it  is  Improper  for  you  to  do 
•o,  because  we  have  not  any  Jurisdiction. 

Then  I  said: 

Senator     McCastbt. 
shoxild    be    entitled    to 
not 


Mr.     Chairman.     X 
know    whether    or 


The  chairman  pounded  his  gavd  and 
he  said: 

The  CBABMAir.  Tbe  Senator  Is  out  of 
order. 

Agamisaid: 

Senator  McCAarRT.  Cant  I  get  Mr.  JOHif- 
soN  to  tell  me 

Again  he  pounded  the  gaveL    He  said : 

The  Chaibmaw.  The  Senator  is  out  of 
order. 

Then  I  completed  my  sentence: 

Senator  McCAjtTHT.  Whether  it  is  true  or 
false? 

The  chairman  again  pounded  his  gavd 
and  said: 

The  CHAnucAM.  The  Senator  Is  out  of 
order.  Tou  ean  go  to  the  Senator  in  ques- 
tion and  find  out. 

I  may  say  that  Senator  Johkson  of 
Colorado  was  sitting  right  there  in  the 
hearing  room. 

The  chairman  continued: 

That  is  not  for  this  committee  to  con- 
sider. We  are  not  going  to  be  interrupted 
by  theat  dlTeraSoDs  and  aide  linsa.  We  are 
going  straight  down  the  line. 

Then  he  pounded  his  gavel  and  said : 
The  oommlttee  wlU  be  in  recess. 

I  was  going  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  atwut  the  rulings  he  made  at  page 
42  of  the  hearings,  when  my  counsel.  Mr. 
WllUams,  asked  ttiat  we  be  mUUed  to 
put  in  the  record  our  po6iti<m  on  this 
point,  so  that  the  Senate  could  have  it 
bef  OTc  it.  We  did  not  adc  the  chairman 
to  rule  in  our  favor;  we  merely  asked  to 
put  our  legal  position  m  the  record  on 
the  question  of  prejudice  on  the  part  ot 
members  of  the  committee.  The  chair- 
man ruled  against  us.  Later  he  said  he 
would  take  it  tmder  consideratiati,  but 
he  never  allowed  us  to  put  it  In. 

I  was  going  to  adc  the  Senator  from 
Utah  also  about  the  record  which  he  had 
bef oire  him.  I  hold  a  copy  of  it  m  my 
hand.  It  is  item  No.  7g,  wlileh  showed 
that  Senator  Cxllctts,  who  is  in  the 
Chamber— if  I  am  wrong  he  can  correct 
me— had  ordered  a  mail  cover  on  my 


I  wag  going  ta  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  whetber  be  knew  that  it  was  illesal 
to  pat  a  mail  cover  on  my  maU.  and 


to  be 

of  ivavains- 

ot  Axnj  IntflB- 

other    exeeuttre 

is  illegal  for  any 

man  cover  on  a 


whether  he  knew  that      ^ 

provided  for  tmder  Mdeml  tew  only  in 

the  case  of  the  appnbcnslon  of  a  fiwl- 

tire  from  Justice  and  in  **«^»*r  eaaas  d 

sobiveraian.  wlxleh  is 

only  by  the  vm,  the 

telligenoe.  the  Office 

gence.    and    certain 

s«encies.  but  that  it 

committee  to  put  a 

Senator's  maiL 

I  was  gohig  to  ask  the  Senator  whether 
he  knew  suc^  a  mail  cover  was  put  on 
after  the  investigratlon  had  been  prae* 
tically  c(Mnpleted  and  after  some  IT 
months,  and  that  tliere  was  pot  on  my 
mail  and  on  the  mail  at  the  homes  of 
my  office  staff  such  a  cover  during  the 
campaign  of  1952.  I  was  going  to  asic 
the  Senator  from  Utah  whether  he 
thought  ibtre  might  possibly  be  aaaie 
Justification  for  criticising  the  Gillette 
committee  because  of  this  dearly  ilk«al 
action  on  their  part. 

I  was  going  to  tusk,  him  about  an  Item 
in  ttie  resolution  which  is  clearly  in 
error.  He  asks  that  I  Ik  ccnsuzed  for 
having  released  executive  ^»mriw,^  j 
was  going  to  ask  him  if  he  did  not  have 
in  tlie  record  presented  to  him  a  tde- 
gram  sent  to  ail  Senators  seekiiw  per- 
mission to  release  tlie  ezecuUve-sceston 
hearings. 

I  was  going  to  read  that  telegram. 
Tlie  copy  which  I  have  here  himpens  to 
have  been  sent  to  the  ctinetTtr  from 
Washington  (Mr.  JacxsohI.  but  an 
Senators  received  a  C(H>y.  It 
follows: 

In  view  at  the  fact  ma*  tbctv 
raised  a  sertous  question  m  to  vi^at  the 
testinaony  in  the  General  Ewiacsr  case 
shows,  plus  the  .fact  that  a  number  of  SMia- 
tors.  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  and  the 
general  himself  had  Indicated  a  deabe  to 
have  this  testimony  made  pifbile.  I  am 
theref on  authoritfng  the  «<a«<*^  ia<w^|f^  to 
make  availahle  to  ttie  pvhtte  at  la 
February    22.     the     testimony    o< 

Zwlcker  taken  at  Kew  toA  City , 

10,  unless  objected  to  by  the  subcommittee 
members.  If  yon  have  any  objeetton  and 
encounter  difleulty  In  reaehti^  me, 
notify  the  reoorCar.  Hsrold  Aldsrao 
Kinth  Street  NW..  TTsehli^nn.  D.  C. 
!>>▼•  been  ordered  deUvesed  to  the  oAoes  oC 
all  the  suboommittee  members  at  the  eaxlL- 
est  possible  moment. 

That  telegram  was  signed  "Jam  Me- 
CASTKr,  chairman  of  the  Senate  Perma- 
nent Sobeonimittee.'* 

I  was  going  to  ask  the  Senator  trtm 
Utah  why.  m  view  of  the  fact  that  tin 
suboommittee  made  the  dedaion  to  re- 
lease the  executtve-sesston  testtmony.  he 
himself  requested  that  I  be  oenaured  fer 
having  released  the  execafive-eession 
hearings. 

I  was  going  to  aiic  him— and  this  is 
smnettilng  wtaActa  I  should  like  to  have 
the  other  members  of  the  oommlttee  an- 
swer durtaag  the  ooune  of  ttarir  prsoen- 
tation  of  this  ease  why  on  pi«e  SO  w« 
find  a  new  rule  suggested.  I  mvtte  the 
attention  of  all  the  mahbeis  of  the  • 
mittee  to  this,  heeaose  it  is  of  the  1 
importance.  In  my  drfnfcm.  it  Is  an  wa- 
beard  of  nde  wc  are  ailoed  to  snke. 
MoCaktht  is  complelely  unimpartaagk 
Insofar  aa  this  Is  canecniod.  TWs  is  a 
question  of  a  rule  for  the  Senate. 


I 
CONGRESSIONAL  RECX>RD  -h  SENATE 


November  10 


195k 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


IffittS 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — i  SENATE 


November  10 


1 


■ 


U 


W 


juininmiiii.  aad  nmr  I  Quote: 


Bok  Iw  1M»  so  Hgbt  to  taBpucn  the  motlTw 
Mittion  rMpoDdtote  2dr  omeua 
or  to  rtMet  upon  th«lr  iwiiwial 
to*  viMit  oAelai  aotkm^My  took. 
It  ttm  mlM  UMl  pvoeadiorM  mra  ottMr« 
wtn,  ao  atnatnr  eould  bav*  fr  axiom  of  ac- 
tlflo.  to  vmtatm  bis  ■■■Ignart  oonunlttee 
dutlM.  a  »  S>imtor  nratt  flnt  give  oon- 
ddanftloa  to  wImUmt  an  oOeUl  «etlon  can 
ba  WMitanly  Impugnad  by  »  eollaasue.  aa 
harrlBg  baan  mottvatad  by  «  laek  of  tb«  very 
qualtttaa  aiMl  opacttlaa  arary  Sanator  Is  pia- 
soaaad  to  b»va.  tba  ptocaaaaa  at  tba  Sansta 
wtU  ba  d-Ut>yad. 

I  mu  goliiff  to  Mk  the  Senator  from 
Utah  about  the  extent  to  which  the 
memJMn  of  the  eonunittee  diacuaaed  this 
new  and  fantastic  rule  which  says  that 
not  one  of  the  ICembars  of  the  Senate 
ean  erltielae  an  Individual  member  of  a 
committee  because,  fta  rtfect,  it  might 
Inttaldate  him. 

I  was  going  to  adc  the  chairman  of 
the  eomauNtoe  whether  he  felt  that  if 
that  rule  applied  to  me,  then  when  the 
Senator  fMin  Vermont  [ICr.  PLAMi>n8]> 
the  Senatmr  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Pdl- 
nxsRT],  tfae  Senatcv  from  Or^;on  [Mr. 
Muan],  and  other  Senators  rose  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  criticized  my  ae- 
tlTitles,  not  merely  as  a  member  ci  a 
committee,  but  as  chairman  of  a  oom- 
mlttao,  a  different  rule  applied,  and  why 
they  wete  applying  <me  rule  to  the  other 
9S  Senaton  and  another  rule  to  me.  I 
frtaCy  agree  that  any  BaoAUa  should 
have  complete  fraedem  to  erlUcise  me  if. 
as.  whMi.  and  where  he  pleases.  So  far 
as  I  am  coaeetned,  let  me  say  that  if  the 
Senate  adopts  this  f antastle  rule— and 
Z  hope  it  will  not— I  shall  think  of  my 
cNitli  of  olllee  as  towering  over  and  far 
above  this  rule.  Under  our  oath  of  of- 
fice we  are  required  to  disclose  any  cor- 
ruption, any  graft,  any  treason,  and 
there  is  no  rule  that  the  WatUns  com- 
mittee ean  recommend  that  would  nul- 
lify the  oatti  which  we  take. 

Mr.  President.  I  was  gcdng  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Utah  by  what  tortured 
reasoning  he  says,  cm  page  30  of  the  re- 
port, that  no  member  of  a  committee 
CKcept  McCastht  can  be  crltlciBed.  It 
Is  unusual.  I  wcmder  if  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  signed  it  without 
reading  it.  I  cannot  conceive  of  six  nor- 
mal men  saying,  "We  will  diackle  the 
Senate  for  all  ttane  to  ccmte.  There  wiU 
be  an  iron  curtain  drawn  before  the  ac- 
tivities of  members  of  a  committee." 

Let  «is  assume,  for  example,  that  a 
member  of  a  ooosmtttee  is  even  as  baul  as 
Is  MoCsianr;  let  us  assume  he  is  as  bad 
aa  Z  am.  He  oouU  not  be  critidaed  if 
this  mle  were  adopted. 

I  Inttoded  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  about  tibat.  and  about  many  other 
things.  If  and  when  he  takes  the  floor 
again,  aa  Z  hope  he  will.  I  shall  have  a 
great  wwihw  of  qussttons  to  ask  him  as 
chatman  of  tbe  committee.  When  he 
smnimert  tbat  duty  he  knew  he  had  to 
present  ttie  case  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate. Be  kntw  he  vooM  be  questioned 
about  it.  I  certainly  hope  the  able  Sen- 
ator  froaUlitfl  win  not  now  run  out  on 
that  dolT.  hiaaiiie  I  am  entitled,  before 
we  present  our  oase.  to  know  his  posi- 


tion on  soOM  of  the  flagrant  contyadio-" 
tions  in  the  recoi-d. 

Mr.  BTTTLgR  obtained  the  floo|r. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  Will  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  yield?     j 

Mr.  BUTIiER.    I  yield.  * 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  suggest  the  absence 
ct  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDDIO  OFFICER  (Mr.  BirsH 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  BUTUER.  Yes.  Mr.  President. 
provided  I  shall  not  lose  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  nona  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Abel 

Flanders 

Martin 

Aiken 

Frecit 

McCartli7 

P\U  bright 

McClellen 

Barrett 

OlUette 

Monrontr 

Beau 

Oolilwater 

Morse 

Bennett 

Oore 

Mundt 

Brlcker 

Oreen 

Murray 

Bridges 

Harden 

Neely 

Hendrlckson 

Pas  tore 

Bmb 

Hennlngs 

Payne 

Butler 

Hlckenlooper 

Potter 

Byrd 

Hill 

Purtell 

Capehart 

Hol.and 

RobertsSn 

Carlaon 

HruBka 

Russell 

Clue 

Huinpbrey 

Sal  tons  ttoll 

CbaTes 

JacJcaon 

Scboeppel 

Clements 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith,  Maine 

Ciooper 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Smith,  I 

•  J. 

Cotton 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

8parkm| 

Ui 

Crlppa 

Kelauver 

Stennls 

Daniel,  8.  C. 

Kilgore 

Symlngi 

on 

Dlrkaen 

Knowland 

Thye 

Dcniglas 

Kuchel 

Watkln4 

Duff 

Langer 

Welker 

Dwonhak 

Lehman 

Wiley 

nwtland 

Letinon 

Williams 

1 

Blender 

Yo\xng 

Xrvln 

.   Malone 

Ferguaon 

Maosfield 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER,    i 

i  qu 

rum  is  present. 

1 

' 

SUBPENA  OF  SECRETARY  OF  THE 
SENATE  IN  CASE  OP  UKITED 
STATES  OF  AMERICA  V.  RdBERT 
M.  HARRISS  ET  Ali. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation to  the  Senate,  and  will  ask  the 
clerk  to  read  it. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  fellows: 

UNrrzD  Statzs  Senats, 
Waahington,  November  10,  1954. 
The  P»«STDETfT  or  thx  Sxkate. 

fts:  I  have  received  a  subpens  duces  tecum 
from  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States 
tor  the  District  of  Columbia  directed  to  me 
ss  Secretary  of  the  Senate  to  api}ear  before 
the  said  court  on  the  6th  day  of  December 
1954,  St  9  o'clock  a.  m.,  as  a  witness  in  the 
ease  ot  the  United  States  v.  Robert  M.  HarHss 
et  aZ.  (No.  1312-49  Cr.)  to  bring  with  me 
record  ot  my  "ofOce  showing  registrations 
and  filings  under  section  308  of  the  Kegula- 
tlon  of  Lobbying  Act  by  the  foUowlng- 
named  persons  and  ccaporations: 

"Robert  M.  Harrlss. 

"Ralph  W.  Moore. 

"Tom  Under. 

'James  B.  McDonald. 

Ifational  Farm  OcMumlttee,  in  tht  years 

194e.  1947,  and  1948." 

Tour  attention  and  that  of  the  Senate  Is 
respectfuUy  Invited  to  rule  XXX  of  the 
Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate,  whlcH  reads 
In  part  as  follows: 

"No  memorial  or  other  paper  presented 
to  the  Senate  •  •  •  shaU  be  withdra^tn  from 
Its  flies  except  by  order  of  the  Senata" 


The  subpena  In  question  is  be^wlth  at- 
tached  and  the  matter  is  present^  for  such 
action  as  the  Senate  in  its  wlsdotn  may  see 
fit  to  take. 

Respectfully  yours, 

J.  Mask  T|uck. 
Secretary  of  th^  Seriate. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  at 
this  point  In  the  Recosd.  immediately 
following  the  letter  which  has  Just  been 
read,  and  as  to  which  I  have  previously 
conferred  with  the  minority  leader.  I  ask 
to  have  printed  the  text  of  the  subpena 
duces  tecum. 

There  being  no  objection,  ttie  text  of 
the  subpena  duces  tecum  was  Ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

SXTBPENA    To    PrODUCX    DoCUMKNT    OB    OBJECT 

TmrrEO  states  disteict  coubt  fob  t^e  distbict 

or   COLUMBIA 

(United  States  of  America  v.  Robert  M.  Har- 

rUa  et  al.    No.  iai2-'«9  Cf.) 
To  J.  Mark  Tbice, 

Secretary  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
Capitol  Building,  Waahingtifn.  D.  C: 
Tou  are  hereby  commanded  to  api>ear  in 
the  United  States  District  Court  fbr  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  in  the  city  of  Washington. 
D.  C.  on  the  6th  day  of  Decemb^  1054  at  0 
o'clock  a.  m.,  to  testify  in  the  ca84  of  United 
States  V.  Robert  M.  Harrias  et  al.  and  bring 
with  you  record  of  your  office  showing  reg- 
istrations and  filings  under  sectton  308  of 
the  Regulation  of  Lobbying  Act  ^y  the  fol- 
lowing-named persons  and  corporations: 
Robert  M.  Harrlss. 
Ralph  W.  Moore.  I 

Tom  Llnder.  I 

James  E.  McDonald.  ' 

National  Farm  Committee,  in  the  yean 
1946.  1947.  and  1948. 

This  subpena  is  issued  upon  application 
of  the  attorney  for  the  United  Stiates. 

liEO   A.    ROVKB, 

United  Statea   Attomej/. 
Edwabd   O.    Fensbll. 
Assistant  United  States  Attorney. 
Flotd  J.  MATTXa^ 

Trial  Staff,  Juitiee. 
Habbt  M.  Hull, 

Clerk. 
By  JoRM  ..i.  Hess, 

Depttty  Cleric. 
NovncBBB  8,  1964. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  submit  a  resolution  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate,  ask  that  tt  be  read 
by  the  clerk,  and  I  shall  then  ssk  for  its 
immediate  consideration.  The  resolu- 
tion is  being  submitted  on  behalf  of  the 
majority  leader  and  the  minority  leader, 
in  conformity  with  the  custovn  of  the 
Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  resolution. 

The  Chief  Clerk  (Emery  L*  Frasier) 
read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  328),  as 
follows: 

Whereas  in  the  case  of  the  Unitkd  Statea  t. 
Robert  M.  Harrlss  et  al.  (No.  1212-40  Cr.), 
pending  In  the  District  Court  of  the  United 
states  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  subpena 
duces  tecum  was  Issued  upon  appUcatlon  of 
Leo  A.  Rover,  United  States  attor&ey,  et  al., 
and  addressed  to  J.  Mark  Trice,  aecretary  of 
the  Senate,  directing  tilm  to  aspear  as  a 
witness  before  the  said  court  on  ^e  Oth  day 
of  December,  1954,  at  9  o'clock  it.  m..  and 
to  bring  with  him  certain  papers  in  the 
possession  and  imder  the  control  of  tlie  Sen- 
ate: Therefore  belt 

Resolved,  That  by  the  privileges  Of  the  Sen- 
ate no  evidence  of  a  documentary  character 
under  the  control  and  In  the  pcesesslon  ot 
the  Senate  can,  by  the  mandate  of  process 
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of  ths  ordinary  courts  of  Justice,  be  taken 
from  sueli  oontirol  or  poseasilon  but  by  Ita 
permission:  be  tt  furtlier 

Jlesolved.  That  when  it  appears  by  the  order 
of  the  eonrt  or  of  the  Jtidse  ibwat.  or  of 
any  legal  oSkar  ebarged  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  ocdsn  of  such  court  or  Judge, 
that  doeumentary  evldenoe  in  the  posses- 
sion and  under  the  oontrol  of  the  Senate  Is 
needful  for  use  in  any  court  of  Justice  or 
before  any  Judge  or  such  legal  officer,  for  the 
promotion  of  Justice,  the  Senate  will  take 
such  order  therecm  as  will  promote  the  ends 
of  Justloe  oonslstently  with  the  privileges 
and  rights  of  the  Senate;  be  It  further 

Reaolved,  That  J.  Mark  Trloe.  Secretary  of 
the  Senate,  be  authorised  to  aK>ear  at  the 
place  and  before  the  court  named  In  the 
subpena  duces  tecum  before  mentioned,  but 
shall  not  take  with  him  any  papers  or  docu- 
ments on  file  in  his  ofBoe  or  under  his  con- 
trol or  In  his  possession  se  Secretary  of  the 
Senate;  be  it  further 

Reaolved.  That  when  said  court  determines 
upon  the  materiality  and  the  relevancy  of 
the  papers  and  documents  called  for  In  the 
subpena  duces  tecum,  then  the  said  court, 
through  any  of  Its  offloera  or  agents,  have 
full  permission  to  attend  with  aU  proper 
parties  to  the  proceeding,  and  then  always 
at  any  place  under  the  orders  and  control 
of  the  Senate,  and  take  copies  of  any  docu- 
ments or  papers  In  poaaesslon  or  oontrol  of 
■aid  Secretary  that  the  court  has  found  to 
be  material  and  relevant,  esoept  mlnutea 
and  transcripts  of  ekeeutlve  sessions,  and 
any  evidence  of  witnesses  In  respect  thereto 
which  the  court  or  other  proper  oflBcer 
thereof  shall  desire,  so  as.  however,  the  pos- 
session of  said  documents  and  papers  by  the 
said  Secretary  shall  not  be  disturbed,  or  the 
same  shall  not  be  removed  from  their  file  or 
custody  under  said  Secretary;  and  be  it 
further 

Res(4ved.  That  a  copy  of  ttiese  resolutions 
be  transmitted  to  the  said  court  as  a  respect- 
ful answer  to  the  subpena  aforementioned. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Idr.  President,  I 
now  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  pres- 
ent consideration  of  the  resolution. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.     Is  there 

objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution? 

There  being:  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  32S)  was  considered  and 
agreed  to. 

VISIT  TO  THE  SENATE  BY  UEMBER8. 
ADVISERS,  AND  CONSULTANTS  OF 
THE  PHILIPPINE  ECONOMIC  MIS- 
SION TO  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, we  are  freatly  honored  to  have  as 
visitors  to  the  Senate  today  the  members, 
advisers,  and  consultants  of  the  Philip- 
pine Economic  Mission  to  the  United 
States.  The  mission  is  composed  of 
members  of  the  Philippine  Senate  and 
the  Philippine  House  of  Representatives. 

The  distinguished  Junior  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  MAVsnxLs]  and  I  had  the 
great  privilege  of  being  in  Manila  this 
year  with  a  group  headed  by  Secretary 
of  State  Dulles  to  negotiate  the  so-called 
SEATO  treaty,  and  I  now  call  attenUon 
to  the  fact  that  these  distinguished  visi- 
tors from  the  Philippines  are  hi  the 
Chamber.  I  shaU  ask  them  to  rise,  and 
my  distinguished  colleague,  the  Senator 
from  Montana,  will  read  their  names  to 
the  Senate. 

TAi^lause,  Senators  rising.] 

Mr.  MANSFIEIJ}.  Mr.  President,  we 
are  honored  to  have  with  us  today  the 
members,  advisers,  and  consultants  of 


the  Phillwiine  Bronomic  Mission  to  the 
United  States,  comprised  of  a  number  of 
outstanding  members  of  the  Philippine 
Senate  and  the  Philippine  House  at  Rep- 
resentatives. In  this  group  are  the 
following: 

Senator  Jose  P.  Laurel,  chairman.  Eco- 
nomic Mission,  and  chairman.  Senate 
Commlttcfe  on  Judiciary. 

Senator  Oil  Puyat,  member,  and  chair- 
man. Committee  on  Finance. 

Senator  Francisco  A.  Delgado.  mem- 
ber, and  chairman.  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations,  and  a  former  colleague 
in  the  House. 

Senator  Lorenzo  Sumulong,  member, 
and  chairman.  Committee  on  C(xles  and 
Constitutional  Amendments. 

Senator  Quintin  Paredes,  member,  mi- 
nority floor  leader,  and  also  a  former 
colleague  in  the  House. 

Senator  Lorenzo  Tanada,  noember; 
chairman.  Committee  on  Banks.  Corpo- 
rations, and  Franchises;  chairman. 
Committee  on  Investigations. 

Oovemor  Miguel  Cuademo,  Sr.,  mem- 
ber, and  governor.  Central  Bank  of  the 
Philippines. 

Congressman  Oodofredo  P.  Ramos, 
member ;  chairman.  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means;  vice  chairman.  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations. 

Congrenman  Diosdado  Maeapagal, 
member;  member.  Committtee  on  Ap- 
propriations; member.  Committee  on 
Commerce  and  Industry. 

Congressman  Jose  Roy,  member,  and 
chairman.  Committee  on  Economic 
I^nning. 

Minister  Caesar  Z.  Lanuza,  member, 
and  executive  secretary;  minister-coun- 
selor. Department  of  Foreign  Affairs. 

Antonio  de  las  Alas,  Esq..  member,  and 
member.  Monetary  Board. 

Hon.  Raul  Leuterio.  Philippine 
Mhiister. 

In  behalf  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith]  and  my- 
self, who  served  as  delegates  to  the  Ma- 
nila C(mference,  I  may  say  that  it  was 

an  hoDor  and  a  privilege  to  attend  the 
confereiM^e.  We  were  very  much  im- 
pressed with  the  aptitude  and  maturity 
shown  by  the  Philippine  Government, 
and  by  the  delegates  representing  that 
Qovemment  at  the  conference. 

We  are  delighted  that  these  gentlemen, 
representing  a  nation  which  is  a  part- 
ner of  ours  in  the  free  world,  are  here 
with  us  this  afternoon.  We  sincerely 
hope  that  this  visit  is  only  one  of  many 
which  will  be  made  in  the  future,  be- 
cause we  desire  to  show  our  appreciation 
to  them.  Just  as  they  have  shown  their 
appreciati(m  to  us  down  through  the 
years. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
speaking  as  majority  leader  ot  the  Sen- 
ate, on  behalf  of  the  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle,  and  I  am  sure  I  speak 
on  behalf  of  all  the  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate, I  wish  to  extend  a  welcome  to  our 
distinguished  friends  from  the  Republic 
of  the  Philippines,  with  which  this  Na- 
tion and  the  American  people  have  had 
close  ties  over  many  years. 

The  people  of  the  united  States,  the 
Members  of  the  Congress,  and  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  look  upon 
our  great  neighbor  across  the  Pacific, 
the  Republic  of  the  niilippines,  as  one 


of  the  showcases  of  the  free  world  in  that 
great  area  of  Asia.  We  have  a  ocmimaii. 
interest  We  are  Ued  together  in  ma- 
tual  security  pacts.  However,  even  with- 
out any  such  agreements,  I  feel  there  Ssa 
dose  and  a  kindred  spirit  between  tba 
people  of  this  country  and  the  pecq>Ie  ot 
the  Philippines.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  Join  In 
the  sentimaits  expressed  in  the  remarks 
which  have  Just  been  made,  and  I  deoa 
it  a  privilege  to  say  a  few  words  to  this 
distinguished  group  frpm  the  Philip- 
pines. 

As  the  Senator  from  California  has 
said,  it  is  true  that  through  the  yeazSk 
the  people  of  the  Philippines  ind  those 
of  the  United  States  have  been  very 
close  in  the  common  problem  of  seeking 
to  preserve  freedom  in  the  Far  East. 

It  was  my  privilege  to  break  bread 
with  these  distinguished  legislators  from 
the  Philippines,  and  at  that  time  I  ex- 
pressed to  them  personidly  my  feeling 
of  gratification  in  welcoming  than  on 
the  occasion  of  their  visit  to  the  United 
States^ 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  abould 
like  to  ask  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  if  we  cannot  recess  for  5  or  10 
minutes,  in  order  that  Senators  may 
have  an  opportunity  to  meet  our  distln- 
gulBhed  guests. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  stand  in  xeceas, 
subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair,  in  order 
to  give  Senators  an  opportunity  to  meet 
personally  our  disttngutsbed  vlsttora 
from  the  Philippines. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  9 
o'clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
to(^  a  recess,  subject  to  the  call  of  the 
Chair.  1 

At  2  o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m..  the 
Senate  reassembled,  when  called  to  <nder 
by  the  Presiding  OfDcer  <Mr.  Bosh  in 
the  chair). 


RESOLUTION  OF   CENSURE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideratkm 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  to  censure 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
at  least  two  reasons  f <»'  seeking  the  floor 
at  this  early  hour.  First,  if  voting  on 
the  pending  order  of  business  were  to 
take  place  today,  I  would  want  the  Rxc- 
oiD  to  show  why  I  voted  as  I  did.  Sec- 
ond. I  believe  that  before  we  iffoceed 
much  further  with  the  matter  at  hand, 
we  should  ask  ourselves  certain  funda- 
mental or  basic  questions. 

Pertiaps  I  am  not  bebog  fair  in  assum- 
ing that  most  of  us  have  failed  to  con- 
sider certain  aspects  or  facets  at  the 
motion  to  censure  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  fMr.  McCaitht].  Par 
all  I  know,  each  Senator  might  wd 
have  asked  and  answered  to  his  own 
satisfaction  the  various  q^eBttons  which 
have  been  disturbing  me.  If  so.  I  ask 
indulgence.  I  assure  Senators  ttiat  to 
the  best  of  my  ability,  I  ShaU  be  brief  la 
my  remarks. 

Probably  as  good  a  plaee  to  start  at 
iEiny  is  with  the  suggestion  that  It  mlgbf 
be  appropriate  for  each  of  tis  to  inquire 
what  it  is  that  the  Senate  stands  to  loeO 
if  the  pending  matter  is  pursued  to  what 
tome  might  call  "its  logteal  conclusion." 
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ZlWlvt:MiBt4  iriyidf.  *'Wbat  are  the  costs, 
xlilai  dtSMtWuDtftgw.  and  InequltlM 
ijrli^b^PAl^  aeotie  If  we  continiie  on 
voBt  ^fwost  eoui'ie?* 

Wiakt  X  eoaehKled  that  unleH  we  took 
freit  palni  to  Umlt  and  qualify,  and  even 
to  twpaiWbf,  oortaln  tUogs  which  the 
■elect  oamnittee  has  said  to  Its  report, 
ive  would  Had  onnetree — and  what  is 
SfolMildy  efen  more  inuwrtant,  thoee 
who  aie  deeted  to  the  Senate  after  us 
woidd  Hud  themaelvea  saddled  with  a 
binding  code  of  ^'approved"  senatorial 
conduct.  Some  have  referred  to  It  as 
a  "code  of  ocmduct  unbecoming  United 
StatM  Senaton."  Some  haye  Teferred 
to  It  ag  a  "icode  of  senatorial  etiqaette." 

However,  I  do  not  think  It  matters 
muth  what  we  call  this  oodie.  The  im- 
portant point  to  reaUae  Is  that,  whether 
we  like  It  or  not.  we  are.  in  fact,  busily 
engaged  In  setting  it  ia>.  Inanu»nent,I 
shall  refer  to  certain  things  said  by  the 
aeleet  committee  in  its  report  which  led 
me  to  this  unhappy  conclusion. 

But  before  I  do.  let  me  state  my  as- 
anmptlon  that  if.  prior  to  the  inception 
of  the  matter  now  under  consideration, 
any  Senator  had  proposed  that  we  agree 
upon  and  pubBsh  a  conduct  code,  we 
would  have  thought  his  suggestion  child- 
ish, at  best,  and.  more  Ukely.  just  plain 
ridiculous.  I  do  not  for  a  numient  eon- 
tend  that  any  Member  of  this  body  has 
been  f  ooUiBh  enough  to  make  such  a  pro- 
poaaL  What  I  do  say  is  that  I  assume 
aU  of  us  are  agreed  that  unless  the  most 
dire  dreumstaaces  demand  It,  It  would 
be  unnecessary,  unwise,  and.  indeed,  de- 
grading for  the  Senate  to  attempt  to  set 
up  any  Mich  code.  I  think  it  is  also 
fail:  to  assume  that  if  none  of  us  fgvor 
the  eetabUdunent  of  such  a  code  Iqr  di- 
rect <»r  eqvess  means,  we  would  onxwe 
with  equal  vigor  any  attempt  to  set  it 
up  by  indirect  or  inferential  procedures. 

In  turning  to  the  report  of  the  select 
committee.  let  me  say  that  I  have  read  It 
very  carefully,  several  times.  I  have 
given  it  a  great  deal  of  thought.  I  have 
not  discussed  it  with  the  Junior  Senator 
from  ^nsconsin  or  toy  of  the  members 
of  the  select  committee,  nor  have  I  dis- 
cussed with  them  what  I  Intend  to  say 
here  today. 

Before  taking  up  specific  points  n^sed 
by  the  report,  allow  me  also  to  express 
my  (^dnlon  as  to  the  competency  and 
f  aimen  of  the  men  who  served  on  the 
adeet  ctmunittee.  Rraiddy.  I  am  con- 
vinieed  that  the  committee  was  very  well 
and  carefully  chosen.  All  of  its  mem- 
bers are  able.  Industrious,  highly  re- 
spected Senators.  I  find  no  fault  what- 
soever with  the  coimxttition  of  the  ccnn- 
mlttee. 

I  say  this,  feeling  that  It  is  probable 
that  one  or  more  of  Its  members,  at  one 
time  or  another,  inior  to  being  appointed 
to  ttie  committee,  had  formed  favorable 
or  unfavorable  opinions  or  impresrtons 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  McCakiht].  Indeed,  being  the 
gpeetaeular  and  well-known  Senator 
that  he  is.  I  doubt  that  there  are  any 
of  us  who  are  completely  impartial,  un- 
talaaed,  or  objective  about  him.  However, 
X  am  confldent  that  the  Senators  who 
were  selected— or  perhaps  "ccmscripted" 
is  a  better  word — to  serve  on  this  com- 


mittee, are  men  who  recognized  and 
properly  discharged  their  obligaiions  to 
think  and  act  fairly  in  carryl^  out 
their  difficult  task. 

Although  the  select  commit1)ee  ap- 
pears to  have  been  properly  conaitituted, 
that  is  not  to  say  It  had  no  di^ciUties 
with  which  to  contend.  Indei|d,  two 
serious  handicaps  under  which  itlabored 
become  crystal  clear  within  the  l|rst  few 
pages  of  the  report. 

The  first  handicap — and  I  am  Sure  the 
more  serious  one — to  the  committee  was 
the  admitted  lack  of  precedent.  On  page 
2.  paragraph  8,  the  committee  in  setting 
forth  its  purposes,  states: 

In  beginning  its  duties,  the  co|mnittee 
found  few  precedents  to  serve  as  a  guide. 

The  committee's  second  handieap  was 
the  strict  limitation  of  time  it  had  in 
which  to  perform  its  task.  This  is  re- 
ferred to  in  the  next  paragraph,  where 
the  committee  says: 

Obviously,  with  all  this  In  mind,  the  com- 
mittee had  good  reason  for  conclildlng  It 
faced  an  unprecedented  situation  which 
would  require  adoption  of  procedares,  all 
within  the  authority  granted  It  In  the  Sen- 
ate order,  that  would  enable  It  to  perform 
the  duties  assigned  within  the  limited  time 
given  by  the  Senate. 

Lest  there  be  any  misunderstanding, 
let  me  explain  why  I  emphasize  fiie  fact 
that  there,  at  the  threshold,  the  com- 
mittee apparently  recognized  that  it  was 
seriously  handicapped  by  the  time  lim- 
itation and  the  lack  of  precedent.  I  do 
not  refer  to  this  as  a  blanket  indict- 
ment, or  an  all-out  attack  upon  the  re- 
port.^ I  do  it  only  as  a  preface  or  in- 
troduction to  certain  questions  which 
I  think  the  report  raises,  but  fails  to 
answer.  I  do  it  to  emphasize  nfty  con- 
viction that  if  the  select  committee  had 
had  more  time  and  had  had  more  prece- 
dents to  follow,  it  would  not  have  said 
noma  of  the  things  It  said.  In  fact,  I 
am  sure  the  members  of  the  seleet  com- 
mittee would  be  the  last  ones  to  Contend 
that  their  report  is  letter  perfect  and 
Immune  from  constructive  critidism. 

On  page  22  of  the  report,  in  the  sec- 
ond paragraph,  under  the  heading,  "The 
Senate  Has  the  Power  To  Censure  a 
Senator  for  Conduct  Occurring  During 
His  Prior  Term  as  Senator,"  the  com- 
mittee states: 


It  seems  clear  that  If  a  Senator  should 
be  guilty  of  reprehensible  conduct  uncon- 
nected with  his  official  duties  and  position, 
but  which  conduct  brings  the  Senste  Into 
disrepute,  the  Senate  has  the  power  to 
censure.  The  power  to  censure  itiust  be 
Independent,  therefore,  at  the  power  to 
piinlah  for  contempt. 

3h  my  Judgment,  the  select  committee 
has  thus  laid  down  the  prlnciirfe  that 
SenatOTS  may  be  censured  even  though 
their  conduct  is  not  in  contempt  of  the 
Senate,  if  their  conduct  brings  the  Sen- 
ate into  disrepute.  Does  the  Senate 
wish  to  establish  such  a  principle? 

Is  it  necessary  for  us  now  to  decree 
that  Senators  must  not  only  refrain 
from  conduct  which  is  in  contempt  of 
the  Senate,  but,  even  further,  refrain 
fnxn  conduct  which,  while  not  con- 
temptuous, might  be  so  qpectaculgr  as  to 
be  advertised  or  propagandized  to  such 


an  extent  as  to  bring  the  Senate  unduly 
into  the  Kleig  lights  of  putajUcity  and. 
therefore,  into  disrepute?        i 

I,  for  one,  do  not  desire  to  t)articipate 
in  the  establishment  of  such  g  principle. 
In  my  opinion,  the  accompltshment  of 
the  Senate's  present  purpose  is  in  no 
way  dependent  upon  the  establishment 
of  that  principle. 

On  page  27  of  the  report,  the  com- 
mittee, in  paragraph  6,  says: 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  select  committee 
that  when  the  personal  honor  and  official 
conduct  of  a  Senator  of  the  Halted  States 
are  in  question  before  a  duly  constituted 
committee  of  the  Senate,  the  ISenator  In- 
volved owes  a  duty  to  himself.  hlS  State,  and 
to  the  Senate,  to  appear  prompitly  and  co- 
operate fully  when  called  by  a  genate  com- 
mittee charged  with  the  respctoslblllty  oif 
Inquiry. 

Do  we  wish  to  establish  a  precedent 
that  Senators,  upon  pain  of  censure, 
must  voluntarily  appear  promptly  be- 
fore and  cooperate  fully  with  Senate 
committees  conducting  investtgations  of 
Senators  themselves,  especially  when 
even  the  minimum  right  of  cfoss  exam- 
ination is  denied  them?  Further  than 
that.  I  ask  whether  it  is  necessary  for 
us  to  set  up  any  such  rule  in  order  to 
accomplish  that  which  we  bdlleve  to  be 
the  will  of  the  majority. 

I  am  convinced  that  we  do  not  wish 
to  establish  such  a  precedent.  I  am 
equally  confident  that  it  is  not  necessary 
for  us  to  do  so.  Moreover.  I  believe  it 
would  be  unwise  in  the  extreme.  For 
one  thing,  until  a  committee  Investigat- 
ing a  Senator  sub];>enas  him  and  he  re- 
fuses to  honor  the  subpena,  censxire  cer- 
tainly seems  premature. 

Nor  is  there  any  reason  for  us  to  fear 
that  the  Senate  will  function  improperly 
if  censure  is  not  made  available  for  use 
against  Senators  who  refuse  to  appear 
without  subpenas.  Courts  frequently 
resolve  disputed  issues  againtt  contest- 
ants who  have  control  over  or  possession 
of  decisive  information  but  who  refuse 
to  produce  it  for  the  court's  considera- 
tion. If  necessary,  the  Senate  can  do 
likewise. 

Please  do  not  mlsunderstan4  me.  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  that  the  letters  which 
Senator  McCarthy  wrote  to  the  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Elections 
are  letters  which  I  would  have  written. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  I  aiiplaud  him 
for  his  refusal  to  appear  promptly  and 
cooperate  fully  with  that  subcommittee. 

What  I  do  say  is  that  we  should  all 
give  serious  consideration  to  the  possi- 
bility that  in  setting  up  this  "appear 
promptly  and  cooperate  fully**  principle, 
the  select  committee's  remedy  or  cure 
might  be  worse  than  the  ailmepit  itself. 

I  repeat  I  am  convinced  that  it  Is 
neither  wise  nor  necessary  for  us  to 
establish  such  a  principle  in  order  to 
accomplish  the  Senate's  purpose. 

On  page  30  of  the  report,  to  the  first 
paragraph,  the  select  committee  lays 
down  a  principle  both  new  and  disturb- 
ing to  me.  In  no  luicertain  terms  the 
committee  states  that  while  a  Senator 
has  the  right  to  questiMi,  criticize,  differ 
from,  or  condemn  an  ofllcia]  action  of 
the  Senate  or  of  its  committee,  he  has 
no  right  to  "impugn  the  motives  of  Indl- 
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vidua!  Senators  reqionsible  for  ofBclal 
actifm.  nor  to  reflect  upon  their  personal 
character  for  what  official  action  they 
took." 

If  we  permit  this  laudable  prtndpte  of 
etiquette  to  become  an  inflexible  man- 
date governing  the  utterances  of  United 
States  Senators,  we  wiD  change  drasti- 
cally the  nature  of  this  body,  m  addi- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  right  of  the 
minority  hereafter  might  thus  be  at  the 
mercy  of  the  majority,  in  my  opinion  an 
era  of  sterility  cooM  well  set  in.  Dur- 
ing this  new  era.  it  is  probably  tnie  that 
what  is  said  by  Senators  wUl  hurt  fewer 
feelings  than  ever  before.  However.  I 
fear  that  Senators  might  well  become 
more  concerned  with  what  they  should 
not  say  than  with  what  they  ought  to  be 
doing  and  saying. 

Accordingly,  it  could  serve  a  useful 
purpose  to  inquire  whether  it  is  either 
necessary  or  wise  to  rule  that  Senators 
have  "no  right  to  impugn  the  motives  of 
individual  Senators  responsible  for  offi- 
cial action,  nor  to  reflect  upon  their  per- 
sonal characters  for  what  ofBcial  action 
they  totdE."  In  my  txt/b^kcm,  if  that  prin- 
ciple is  put  into  effect,  the  Senate  and 
the  people  will  stand  to  lose  much  more 
than  they  gain. 

I  say  this  even  tl^ughl  realise  that 
Senate  standing  rule  xtt,  govcming 
debate  on  the  floor,  provides  in  part 
that— 

No  Senator  In  debate  ahaU.  directly  or  In- 
dlrecUy.  by  any  form  of  words  Impute  to 
another  Senator  or  to  other  Benatars  say 
conduct  or  motive  unworthj  or  unbeoofBolng 
a  Senator. 

I  need  not,  and  do  not  attack  that 
debate-governing  rule  in  any  way.  It  is 
obviously  one  thing  for  us  to  govern  or 
regxilate  our  formal  debate  htre  on  the 
Senate  floor  by  employing  express  and 
rigid  rules.  It  is  quite  another  for  us  to 
set  up  similar  f  ormalistic  mandates  gov- 
erning oiur  speech  and  writings  while  off 
the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

If  Senators  disagree.  I  nA  them 
whether  they  are  prepared  now  to  estab- 
lish and  abide  by  the  principle  that  Sen- 
ators may  not  impugn  the  motives  of 
fellow  Senators,  in  the  mivacy  of  their 
own  homes,  in  the  company  of  a  group 
of  friends,  in  our  cloakrooms,  uid  in  the 
heat  of  a  political  campaign.  Unleas 
they  are,  we  must  qiudify  or  reject  the 
select  committee's  sweeping  ooncluston 
that  Senators,  under  pain  of  censure, 
may  not  impugn  the  motives  of  other 
Senators. 

If  a  Senator,  while  engaged  in  debate 
on  the  floor,  impugns  the  motives  of  a 
fellow  Senator,  the  Presiding  Officer  or 
any  Senator,  under  standing  rule  ttjt^ 
can  can  him  to  order,  thereby  requiring 
him  to  sit  down.  But,  even  there,  armed 
with  this  express  prohibitive  rule,  no 
Senator  has  ever  been  censured  for  its 
violation. 

How  then,  tn  good  conscience,  can  we 
censure  a  Senator  who  has  violated  no 
such  rule?  It  seems  to  me  that  we  can- 
not, unless  we  resort  to  some  sort  of  an 
ex  post  facto  proceeding  by  which  we 
establish  a  new  rule  to  cover  activities 
off  the  floor,  and  then  enforce  it  much 
more  rigorously  than  we  have  ever  en- 
forced standing  nile 


Theae  are  a  few  of  the  new  precedents 
or  prindpies  which  ttw  report  seeks  to 
make  retroactive,  unless  they  serve  es- 
sential purposes  we  most  certainly  dMuld 
reject  them. 

However,  if  the  majority  feels  that  the 
Senate's  purpose  can  be  achieved  only  by 
sweeping  statements,  then  I  submit  that 
they  should  be  reexamined  and  appro- 
priatdy  limited  or  qualified  so  as  to  do 
no  more  than  the  situation  at  h^tmI 
requlrea. 

I  recognize  that  it  might  be  argued 
that  establishing  precedents  by  the  cen- 
sure procedure  is  nothing  new,  and  there- 
fore nothing  from  which  we  should  shy 
away.  It  is  true  that  twice  before  m  our 
history.  the  Senate,  in  order  to  reprimand 
three  Senators,  has  employed  the  en- 
sure i»ooedure.  and  in  so  doing  has  laid 
down  certain  principles  of  conduct. 

In  the  first  case,  involving  Senators 
McLaurin  and  Tillman,  the  narrow  or 
limited  principle  established  was  that 
Senators  who  mgage  in  fisticuffs  on  the 
Senate  fioor  liecome  subject  to  censure. 
In  the  second,  involving  Senatw  BLog- 
ham,  the  rule  aiundated  was  that  Sen- 
ators  who  bring  uninvited,  interested 
private  particB.  unannounced,  into  exec- 
utive seesiona  of  Senate  committees  are 
subject  to  omsure. 

Let  us  assume,  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment.  that  the  censure  procedure  served 
some  neeeasary  and  useful  purpose  in 
those  previous  instances.  Indeed.  It 
might  be  understandable  for  the  Senate 
to  prodalm  or  decree  that  Soiators 
shoold  be  reprimanded  for  fighting  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  or  for  bringing 
uninvited,  interested  private  parties,  un- 
announced. Into  executive  sessions.  But 
whoevw  thought  that  by  this  simple 
proeedure  we  would  set  about  to  estab- 
lish a  detailed  code  of  conduct  unbecom- 
ing united  BUtes  Senators? 

It  seems  to  me  there  are  at  least  two 
other  matters  each  of  us  should  consider 
while  oontemplaUng  the  disadvantages, 
costs,  rides,  and  ineqiUties  of  that  which 
we  are  doing. 

In  the  fhvt  place.  I  doubt  that  there 
are  any  Senators  who  want  to  see  Com- 
munists, or  other  subversives,  beneflt  in 
any  way  from  our  present  order  of  busi- 
nesL  Therefore.  I  submit  that  when 
considering  the  so-called  Zwicker  inci- 
dent we  should  exercise  utmost  care  to 
see  that  notmng  is  said  which  will  aid 
subversives,  or  deter,  or  devitalise  the 
Senate  committees  charged  with  the  re- 
sponsibility of  combatting,  expiMdng.  and 
ferreting  them  out. 

Perhaps  when  dealing  with  the  Zwick- 
er incident  the  select  committee  means 
to  reooBunend  only  that,  limited  to  the 
predie  facts  of  that  situation.  ^  no 
others.  Senator  McCAtTHT  should  be 
censured  for  sasring  that  General  Zwidcer 
was  not  flt  to  wear  the  uniform.  How- 
ever, in  order  to  avoid  estaUishing  any 
rule  or  principle  which  Communist  law- 
yers can  hurl  back  at  committees,  it 
aeems  to  me  that  the  report  mig^t  have 
devoted  some  space  to  recognising  the 
fact  that  Senators  assigned  to  antisub- 
verstve  committees  caiat  m  for  more 
abase,  more  attack,  more  avoidance, 
more  reealettrance,  more  argummts, 
more  arrogance,  more  insults,  and  more 


downright  perjury  than 
serve  on.  shall  we  say.  lei 
oommittees."  IwooldhavettaatfittlMft 
the  report  also  miitit  have  devoted  soma 
space  to  reeognistaig  the  principle  ttwk 
under  many  sets  of  circaBSBtaB 
tors  should  be  excused  if  they 
of  their  usual  patienee.  Unlei 
port  to  v>proprlatetf  modtfled.  I 
that  subversives  will  have  real 
celebrate.  Certainly,  the  i 
sdect  committee  did  not  Intend  to  < 
such  a  sitoatlML 

I  xxyw  come  to  one  tA  ttie 
turbtaig  things  about  the  pendmc  order 
of  business.  I  have  been  wondering  bow 
many  of  us  have  asked  owsehrea  wtml 
effect  our  votes  on  censure  will  have 
upon  our  own  political  fotnres.  I  imk 
sure  that  most  of  us  have  given  It  soaae 
thought.  Franks,  it  is  distarbiiw  to 
think  that  some  votes  may  be  east  Has 
way  they  go  primarily  because  of  pQUtl« 
cal  consideratkms. 

I  thtaik  Senators  will  agree  thai  oa 
this  poUUcally  explostve  matter  bcfbre 
us.  we.  as  a  group  of  judges,  fall  far 
short  of  the  objective,  impartial,  un- 
biased standard  aD  judges  shoold  most. 
I  think  Senators  will  also  agree  that 
Judges  who  stand  to  gam  or  lose,  de- 
pendhig  on  how  they  decide  the  case, 
do  not  make  the  best  judges. 

I  do  not  imply  that  we  cannot  judge 
fairly  because  some  of  Us  have  oonsld- 
ered  ttie  political  effect  of  our  votes.  If 
we  carried  that  Une  of  reasoDiz*  too  Ifer 
we  would  probably  have  to  disqualify 
moat  Senators,  and  thai  we  eoold  never 
censure  or  expd  when  the  matter  uwler 
consideration  was  of  poUtleal  siciitt- 
cance.  Perhaps  all  I  am  trytof  to  say 
on  thto  self -searching  pomt  comes  down 
to  something  like  this:  Because  SMist  of 
us  have  considered  not  only  the  rights 
(tf  the  accused  and  the  good  of  the  Sn- 
ate.  but  also  how  our  votes  will  afleeioor 
own  pt^tical  futures,  let  us  reeognlBS 
that  we  are  not  quite  as  impartial  and 
objective  about  thto  matter  as  we  wish 
we  were.  Aooordlnfly.  In  good 
science,  let  us  not  volunteer  or 
blindly  in  to  sit  in  the  Judgment  seat, 
unless  it  to  absolutely  necessary  that  wa 
do  so  in  order  to  accomplish  the  BeDate'ii 
purpose. 

If  thto  point  bothers  Senators,  as  mocii 
as  it  did  me.  I  do  not  think  you  win  find 
much  oonactetton  In  the  fact  that  there 
have  been  other  censure  prnnnwlhiii 
Bear  hi  mind  that  none  of  them  had 
anywha«  near  the  political  ''*g"«<****»vrf 
attributed  to  the  case  at  hand. 

But — and  thto  I  want  to  repeat— I  am 
not  suggesting  that  any  of  us  are  Ineli- 
gible to  sit  m  judgment  (m  the  pendinc 
order  of  busineas.  I  am  only  rsmlndlot 
Senators  that  hers  to  ftnftthw  good  rea- 
son to  reexamine  that  whioh  we  aio 
d(rfng. 

I  tokl  Senators  at  the  beginning  o( 
these  remaria  that  one  reason  I  wanted 
to  wpeak.  was  that  if  I  were  called  on 
to  vote  on  thto  matter  tomorrow.  I  woaM 
want  the  record  to  dum  why  I  voted  as 
IdkL  Ordinarily,  tf  partiamentary 
cedures  are  well  sotted  to  the 
imder  consideration,  tt  to  not 
to  explato  one^  vote.    But.  When 
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Vt  vifue,  imWgWHiii.  «ub- 

te  stficoiiitmctknf  sod  insppuH 

4o  tte  tMlEr  At  band.  4t  fiwaiwiiilli 

twMRMy  ta  apeak  out,  lert 

if  flogr  Senator  votes 

-vtthoiit  wplirfnlng  why. 

be  t&tetpratod  W  *  great 

ta  tliie  oooBtir^  as  eonsti- 

of  efoythiog  Senator 

teaever  aalfd,  wxltten,  or  done. 

L  €ImI  ottMT  fkinitnri  know  XtaX 

Senators  who  miSbt  wish  to  Tote 
parbaiis  for  some  of  the 
I  baTe  raised  tai  fheee  remaiks^ 
ior  others— would  not  want 
flMlr  voles  so  ooDstmed. 
Ott  tbe  other  hand,  if  anyone  Totes 
irttlKN^  explanation,  many 
peopto  wffl  latnpret  it  to  be  a  vote 
ererything  nmator  BCoCAnHT 
said,  written,  or  done.  I  am 
sore  that  certain  Senators  who  might 
vote  for  censure  feel  as  I  do.  that  Sen- 
ator lioCsimr  deserves  much  credit  for 
•kfUng  this  country  to  the  menace  of 
Indeed,  many  of  his  most 
ectUcs  concede  this  point.  Ac- 
r.  it  seems  to  me  that  those  who 
Intend  to  vote  for  censure  should  wpt$k. 
put  In  f  atzncM  to  an  conceroed,  test 
their  votes  be  misconstrued. 

Speaking  fOr  myadf .  I  want  the  record 
to  show  that  unless  matters  which  might 
be  4gvidoped  hereafter,  answer  to  my 
ggflsfactinn  the  various  qiiwtions  I  have 
said  wen  bottierlng  me.  X  intend  te  vote 
*g'^**M*  eensnrftt  J.  «"*Tf«^  to  vote  against 
deasnie  even  though  I  do  not  like  Sena- 
tor IfOCsiZBT'a  *llvin8  miracle"  re- 
made about  Senator  Hnraeiacsoiv.  Ae- 
eocding  tomy  own  personal  standuds.  it 
was  qncallert  for  and  unkind.  However, 
X  am^  using  my  own  poaonal  standards 
as  the  judgment  yardstick. 

Nnr  do  X  iwpcove  of  Senator  ICcCax- 
aarfa  stetwnent  to  Oenerai^Zwidccr  that 
the  latter  was  not  flt  to  wear  his  nnifonn. 
X  doidit  that  X  would  have  made  any  suA 
statement  to  the  Ckmcxal.  even  thouidi 
tba  jreeord  IndJcates  to  me  that  he  was 
tMx  from  cooperative. 

And  ineofar  as  eenoems  the  letters 
vUflh  Benator  McCakxht  wrote  to  the 
fluheonwittee  cm  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions, tt  scans  to  me  that  he  erred  in 
the  Hit  ^  oertalB  langoage,  even  thmigh 
he  mighthave  had  grounds  for  consider- 
Ing  tibat  the  iMjonty^of  that  subccm- 
wtttee  was  engaged  in  a  political  smear. 
save  X  left  <Nit  anything  insofar  as 
evplaliring  my  own  personal  disanvoval 
of  ootatn  tl^ngs  Senator  MoCabxht 
giM,  and  vrote,  and  did.  and  for  which 
the  M^kKt  committee  has  recommended 
ceuameT  Oidy  one.  perhaps;  that  is  in 
llie  mutter  of  whettier  I  approve  of  his 
igfusat  to  accept  the  Invitetion  of  the 
■toetlOns  Albeuuimittee  to  appear  and 
fllrilr  coopeiate.  But,  as  Senators  win 
recall.  I  previously  said  that,  short  of  a 
X  4o  not  ttA  that  Senators 
%.  dslr  vv^mtarlly  to  aiqtear 
i  fuBy  cooperate  under  such 


my  disapproval  of  what 
MoQuonr  said  about  Semttor 
or  to  Ocneral  Zwleker,  <»> 
te  Ua  Jsttcn  to  the  Frtvilvtt  and  Bee- 
Stihormnmlttee  has  been  a  private 


god  peraooal  thing  with  me.  ui|Ul  this 
caisore  matter  came  up.  I  have  never 
told  Senator  ICcCabtht  that  I  did  not 
itfiprove.  The  question  might  l)e.  Was 
I  obliged  to?  Did  I  owe  the  Se^te.  or 
the  people  a  du^  to  try  to  persuade  my 
fdlow  Senator  to  refrain  from  saying 
these  things,  from  using  this  laiiguage? 
To  be  frank,  though.  I  never  even 
asked  myself  whether  I  had  such,  a  duty. 
When  I  came  here  I  believed,  and  I  sUll 
do.  that  short  of  expelling  a  Menber,  it 

would  be  unwise  and  degrading  for  the 
Senate  to  require  that  its  Members  run 
about  telling  one  another  what  they 
do  not  like  about  each  other's  manners, 
morals,  social  behavior,  habits  of  speech, 
and  the  like. 

In  summation,  let  me  reiterate  my  be- 
lief that  when  we  sit  in  judgment  of  a 
fellow  Senator,  we  must,  if  we  oan.  put 
aside  political  considerations.  Airther- 
more.  if  the  Senate  wishes  to  establish 
general  rules  governing  the  conduct  of 
its  Members,  it  certieUnly  should  not  do 
so  in  an  ex  post  facto  f ashioa 

Permit  me  also  to  emphasise  once 
again  my  deep  conviction  that  a  Vote  for 
censure  will  seriously  jeopardize  minor- 
ity rights,  now  and  in  the  future.  In 
so  d(ring.  we  most  certainly  will  dras- 
tically alter  the  character  of  our  Ciovem- 
ment. 

In  my  opinion — and  I  want  \o  close 
my  remarks  with  this  statemei|t— "We 
are  in  danger  cf  acting  before  we  clearly 
know  what  we  want,  or  comprehend  the 
consequences  of  what  we  do — in  danger 
of  altering  the  character  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  •  •  *."  May  I  repeat  thege  words 
of  caution?  "We  are  in  danger  cf  acting 
before  we  Nearly  know  what  we  want, 
or  com];»ehend  the  consequences  of  wtiat 
we  do— in  danger  of  altering  th^  char- 
acter of  the  Government  •••.** 

I  wish  that  I  could  take  credit  for  this 
appn^iriate  statement  However,  I  can- 
not These  are  the  words  of  a  great 
President— Woodrow  Wilson. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  like 
many  other  Members  of  the  Seiuite,  I 
mmnjach  our  present  problem  with  a 
great  feeling  of  inadequacy  and  the  hope 
that  when  we  are  finished  we  will  have 
dealt  justly  with  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  and,  at  the  same  time,  pre- 
served and  enhanced  the  dignity  of  the 
Senate  itself. 

Speaking  for  myself,  I  hope  \im.t  dur- 
ing these  deliberations,  I  shall  never  for- 
get why  we  are  here,  or  lose  sight  of  these 
objectives  <rf  justice  and  dignittr.  For 
me,  it  is  important  to  remember  that 
this  session  is  basically  different  than 
an7  other  tn  which  I  have  partisipated. 
Our  ordinary  processes  are  legislative 
and,  in  the  American  pattern,  are  prop- 
erly colored  with  considerations  of  par- 
tisanship, our  individual  political  for- 
tunes, and  the  advancement  of  the  inter- 
este  Ot  the  Stetes  we  represent  By  cus- 
tom, under  our  great  privilege  of  free 
q)eech.  certain  excesses  and  hjrperboles 
are  expected  and  accepted  in  the  drama 
of  debate. 

But  not  so  in  the  present  situation. 
We  are  come  now  to  ^t  almost  as  a  court 
Impartial  judgment  should  replace  par- 
tisandiip.  Impersonal  issues  should  re- 
place selfish,  personal  considerations  and 


the  search  for  truth  and  JusUce  dioukl 
replace  any  limited  Stete  ot  sectional 
interest.  We  are  not  liere  to  -pass  Judg- 
ment on  a  fellow  Senator,  but  to  try 
issues  which  involve  a  mani  whom  we 
should  impersonalize  as  Mr.  %. 
This  is  not  going  to  be  easy  \a  do.    We 

are  so  accustomed  and  habituated  to  the 
headier  legislative  atmosphore  that  it 
will  be  hard  to  maintain  a  judicial  open- 
mindedness  until  the  whole  ca|e  has  been 
considered.  For  a  long  Umf  so  many 
facets  of  the  issues  have  been  the  theme 
of  headlines,  broadcasts,  and  campaign 
speeches,  in  wliich  all  of  us  have  been 
more  or  less  involved,  that  it  irill  require 
a  great  mental  and  moral  effort  to  strip 
away  the  appeal  of  the  personalities  and 
get  down  to  the  issues.  If  w^  seek  jus- 
tice rather  than  revenge  or  Vindication, 
we  must  rememt)er  that  truf  justice  is 
blind  and  is  no  respecter  of  persons.  To 
the  extent  we  fail  to  achieve  this  atti- 
tude, to  that  extent  will  we  faOl  our  duty 
to  the  Senate.  And  if  we  are  tempted 
willfully  to  refuse  to  purge  ourselves  of 
every  motive  other  than  jv4stice,  first 
contemplate  the  Savioiu-'s  wisdom  given 
in  the  Sermon  on  the  Mount-^ 

For  with  what  Judgment  ye  Judge,  ye  shaU 
be  Judged,  and  with  what  measure  ye  mete, 
It  shall  be  meaaured  to  you  again.  (Matthew 
7:  2.) 

If  the  present  issue  is  resolved  on  a 
level  of  partisanship  or  personalities,  we 
will  have  raised  an  evil  that  will  rise 
again  and  again  to  plague  the  Senate  in 
the  years  ahead. 

Mr.  President,  I  digress  at  this  point 
to  express  my  appreciation  to  my  col- 
league, the  senior  Senator  f«om  Mary- 
land [Mr.  BuTLKRl .  for  his  masterful  ex- 
position of  these  reasons. 

Of  course,  I  know  that  the  tuansf  orma- 
tion  of  the  Senate  from  a  legislative  to 
a  Judicial  body  is  not  complete.  The  Is- 
sues arise  out  of  actions  undef  the  legis- 
lative process.  They  were  brought  be- 
fore us  In  the  same  way.  A  resolution 
was  submitted  and  given  a  nignber.  and, 
after  typical  floor  debate,  it  was  referred 
to  a  committee;  and  what  we  are  met  to 
hear  is  not  an  indictment,  but  a  com- 
mittee report. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  Presidoit  will  the 
Senator  from  Utah  yield? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  shall  be  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  we  sit 
as  a  jury  of  citizens  to  try  a  fellow  Sen- 
ator. I  notice  eight  Senators  on  the 
Democratic  side  of  the  aisle,  and  I  notice 
vacancies  on  our  own  side  of  the  aisle. 
The  Senator's  remarks  are  of  great  im- 
portance. Will  the  Senator  permit  me  to 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quoijum? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  am  flattered  by  the 
suggestion,  and  I  shall  be  happy  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Idaho  for  that  pur- 
pose, provided  I  shall  not  lose  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With 
the  imderstanding  that  the  Senator  from 
Utah  will  not  lose  the  floor,  the  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  thf  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answened  to  their 
names: 

Abel  Beau  Bnjwa 

Aiken  Bennett  Buitti 

Andenon  Bricker  Buver 

Barrett  Bridges  Byijtt 
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Capehsit 

HsDdrldEMa 

Mons 

Carlson 

Hannlngi 

Maadt 

amm 

inclieiUoop» 

Murtay 

CbavM 

HUl 

Meaty 

Clenents 

BoUMg 

Ooopar 

Bnaka 

Payne 

OoCtoa 

Humphref 

Potter 

Crtppa 

Jackson 

PurteO 

Daniel.  8. 0. 

Jfthnson,  Oolo.  Mobertsoa 

XMrkMn 

Joluiaaii.  Tea. 

BXMaeU 

Jotmatoo.  8. 0. 

BaltonataU 

Duff 

KefauTcr 

Bpbowppel 

Z>wot«hak 

KUgen 

Smith.  Maine 

Kartland 

Boilth.  n.  J. 

Blender 

Kucbei 

Sparkmsa 

Snln 

Bteanla 

X^tunan 

Symington 

nanders 

LenncMi 

Tbye 

Frear 

MacBuaoo 

Watktna 

PuIbrlKht 

Malone 

Weikar 

OUlette 

ManafleM 

Wltoy 

Ooldwatcr 

MarUn 

WUllams 

(Tore 

McCarthy 

Young 

Oreen 

IfcCleUan 

Harden 

Ifonroney 

The  FREBIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
KucRB.  in  the  chair).  A  quorum  is 
present. 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
BkhnittI  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  I  ap- 
preciate the  efforts  oi  my  friend,  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Wklkki].  to  get  me  a  larger  Jury;  but  as 
I  survey  the  Chamber,  I  am  afraid  the 
quorum  call  na4Jthe  opposite  effect  On 
the  other  hand,  I  suppose  it  would  be 
fairer  to  agree  that  the  quorum  call  gave 
some  of  my  colleagues  an  opportunity  for 
escape  from  what  may  be  a  very  dull  pre- 
sentation. 

To  me,  there  Is  a  difference  between 
an  ordinary  legislative  otxnmittee  and 
the  committee  whose  report  is  before  the 
Senate. 

This  committee  was  evmly  divided— 
with  no  majority  of  the  majority,  and 
no  Senator  sought  place  on  it,  Seniority. 
that  all-pervading  measure,  had  no  place 
in  the  selection  of  its  members,  and  its 
decisions  were  not  by  majority,  but  by 
unanimity. 

I  hardly  need  to  repeat  that  I  am  not 
a  lawyer,  but  I  think  I  see,  in  the  rela- 
tions of  this  committee  to  the  Senate, 
much  the  same  basic  relation  that  exists 
between  a  grand  Jury  and  a  trial  court. 

To  this  committee  were  rtf  erred  all  the 
issues  raised  in  the  earlier  debate,  and 
the  committee  assumed  the  task  of  win- 
nowing out  the  chaff.  It  returned  with  a 
report  that  only  a  out  of  40  or  m<n« 
charges  were  dear  enough  to  warrant 
Senate  action.  And,  as  a  court  is  limited 
to  the  issues  certtfled  by  its  grand  Jiur. 
so  I  feel  that  we  should  voluntarily  limit 
ourselves  in  this  case.  If  we  treat  this  as 
we  treat  other  reports  by  a  legislative 
committee,  we  will  feel  free  to  rake  over 
all  the  rejected  debris,  and  orderly  Judi- 
cial deliberation  will  disappear  in  a  hur- 
ricane of  heated  controversy. 

I  agree  with  my  colleague,  the  chair- 
man of  the  select  committee.  1^  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
WATKnrel.  that  this  is  not  and  must  not 
become  an  adversary  proceeding,  but  a 
search  for  truth.  Nor  must  this  search 
be  made  in  an  atmosphere  supercharged 
with  emotlcm.  or  colored  by  personal 
prejudices.  That  this  is  forbidden  to  a 
judge  hi  a  court  of  law  has  just  been 
dramatically  tmderscored  by  the  Su- 
preme Court  in  a  case  involving  a  judge 
in  the  District  of  Columbia. 


Ttnat  lg  another  Ut  of  wise  counsel 
given  In  the  Sennon  on  the  i*n«^iit  which 
to  the  Senate  is  usually  more  honored  in 
the  breach  than  in  the  observance,  but 
which  has  a  profoundly  impcutant  mean- 
ing f  rar  us  In  this  situation. 

But  let  your  oommnnieatlon  be.  Tea,  yea: 
axkd  Way.  nay:  for  whataoeTer  u  more  than 
UMae  oomath  at  evU.    (Matthew  6:  S7.) 

In  other  words,  we  shotild  be  meeting 
as  a  court  and  If  we  faU  to  act  In  the 
Judicial  atmosphere,  but  choose  to  fol- 
low our  usual  legislative  pattern  of  par- 
tisanship and  personal  predilection,  we 
are  bound  to  fail.  Even  if  we  arrived  at 
the  right  decision,  the  wrong  methods 
woiild  provide  damaging  precedents  for 
future  problems. 

Indeed.  I  think  we  would  be  tn  danger 
of  committing  the  very  offenses  with 
which  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin has  been  charged — showing  con- 
tempt for  a  Senate  committee  and  abus- 
Ing  our  power  as  Senators. 

How  could  we  show  contempt  for  our 
committee? 

First.  By  trying  to  challenge  its  fit- 
ness and  authority. 

Second.  By  trying  to  go  behind  their 
report,  to  open  up  again  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  all  the  issues  which  the  com- 
mittee, in  its  capacity  of  grand  Jury,  felt 
were  not  worthy  to  be  tried. 

Third.  By  trying  to  confuse  the  re- 
ported issues  with  extraneous  and  ir- 
relevant matters,  including  the  overall 
problem  of  communism. 

To  me,  this  danger  is  clear.  We  gave 
thiB  committee  the  task  and  the  author- 
ity to  clear  away  the  chaos  created  by 
unimportant  and  unworthy  material,  so 
that  only  the  basic  issues  would  remain. 
I  cannot  see  how  we  can  recreate  the 
chaos  without  at  the  same  time  express- 
ing our  contempt  for  our  committee. 

In  the  other  affirmative  phase  of  the 
report,  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin is  charged  with  having  abused  a  wit- 
ness. If  we  approach  this  problem,  not 
In  a  Judicial  calm,  but  in  the  heated  pas- 
si<m  of  legislative  debate,  it  will  be  a 
miracle  if  Soiators  who  participate  can 
avoid  abusing  each  other.  This  is  made 
ao  by  the  very  nature  of  a  censure  reso- 
lution. If  a  Senator  can  be  censured  for 
abusing  a  witness  how  can  he  escape  it 
If  he  abuses  a  colleague?  Do  we  have  a 
lower  standard  for  dealing  with  each 
other  than  with  the  public?  All  of  us 
have  heard  speeches  on  this  floor  that 
have  sailed  very  close  to  the  wind.  Must 
we  listen  to  more  of  them  now  on  this 
problon?  If  we  do.  the  Monbers  of  fu- 
ture Senates  may  well  say  <rf  us — ^para- 
phraslng  Hosea — ^"They  have  sown  the 
wind — and  we  must  reap  the  whirlwind." 

Far  briiind  all  this  there  is  another, 
and  vastly  more  importont,  thing  at 
stake,  namely,  the  respect  the  people 
will  have  for  the  Senate,  with  all  the 
coxmotaUons  we  can  wrap  up  in  the  word 
"dignity."  TO  all  of  us  who  are  honored 
with  the  privilege  of  service  in  these 
halls,  the  Institution  that  we  call  the 
Senate  has  become  an  intangiUe  entity 
apart  from  its  individual  Members.  In 
this  sense,  at  least,  it  is  a  continuing 
body,  one  to  which  have  been  ascribed, 
through  the  years,  all  tA  the  fine  attri- 
butes of  human  character  we  know  as 


dignity.  Nov.  far  and  wide,  we  az«  told 
that  this  dignity  Is  in  driver,  and  that 
these  proceedings  are  Tirrifneij  to  xw- 
store,  maintoin,  and  **»»»*»«*«  it  S  tlda 
be  true,  ttien  to  do  this  should  be  o«r 
goal,  equal  In  importance,  and  mTwtg 
tlmiably  Involved  with  oar  other  geal. 
to  do  justice. 

Because  we,  to  a  physical  sense,  aiw  Uae 
Senate,  we  are  equally  ao  in  a  flsonl 
and  spiritual  sense.  By  oar  aettong  •^ 
attitude,  we  weaken  or  strengthen  it  in 
the  eyes  of  all  men  evenrwhere. 

To  me,  dignity  Is  an  inward,  not  an 
outward,  grace.  Being  a  sptaitual  maat- 
f  estotion  of  human  virtues,  it  cannot  Ito 
created  ctmsdoosly  by  men.  tj^^>  atn. 
certty,  which  is  its  attribute,  it  most  be 
spontaneous.  Like  charity.  It  '^aontelh 
not  itself"— I  Oorinthiua*  chapter  U, 
verse  4. 

Uke  beauty,  it  Ues  in  the  eyes  «f  ttia 
beholder. 

Therefore  dignity  cannot  be  enated 
by  words,  however  f  acUe.  It  is  not  an 
outward  cloak  to  be  put  <m  for  strot- 
ting,  and  particularly  it  is  not  a  -^"^fr 
of  self-righteousness. 

Moreover,  the  dignity  of  the  Senate  Is 
not  a  physical  thing,  like  a  coin  or  a 
pencil,  which  can  be  Displaced  and  fomkl 
again.  We  lose  it  when  we  move  un- 
worthily to  these  ends.  We  can  restore 
it  only  by  hkUrecticm  when  we  omi«. 
selves  demonstrate  that  we  can  rise  to 
new  heighte  of  understanding  In  any 
important  action,  such  as  the  one  we  ara 
about  to  take. 

Row  can  we  more  in  the  present  cir- 
cumstances so  that  renewed  respect  for 
us  will  lead  to  a  restored  dignity  in  the 
Senate?  How  oan  we  praflt  from  wa 
present  predicament? 

The  ancient  Hebrews  had  a  ceremony 
which  brought  them  a  sexMO  of  satla- 
f  action.  We  read  about  it  briefly  tn  the 
16th  chapter  of  Levitlctts.  It  was  the 
old  instituticm  from  which  our  modem 
word  "scMwgoat"  oomes.  Under  It.  a 
goat  was  selected,  and  onto  his  head  wero 
poured  all  the  iniquities  of  the  Children 
of  IsraeL  The  goat  was  ttim  led  away 
into  the  wilderness,  carrying  with  him, 
they  beUeved.  all  the  sins  of  the  people. 
givtog  them  a  fresh  and  sinless  start  tor 
another  year. 

Can  we  restor«  the  Soiate^  dlgntly 
\xf  finding  that  we.  too.  have  a  scapegoat 
on  whose  head  we  can  pile  all  onr  ttam, 
to  be  carried  by  him  into  a  modem 
wilderness  of  public  oondesmalten? 
There  are  many  people  to  the  eoaotaj 
who  look  upon  these  proceedings  in  that 
light. 

Can  we  restore  the  dignity  of  the  Ben- 
ate  by  writing  new  rules?  We  i^ory  hi 
the  fact  that  ours  is  the  freest  legiSlattve 
body  to  the  world.  Any  new  ndea  we 
write  can  only  limit  and  restrict  ttiat 
freedom.  The  trouUe  is  not  with  cnt 
rules  but  with  ourselves.  We  must  look 
Inward  for  the  answer,  facing  the  gigat 
truth  that  the  letter  killeth.  biH  the 
si^rit  giveth  life. 

That  the  dignity  of  the  Senate  haa 
been  called  in  question  diould  send  everr 
one  of  us  to  his  own  conscience,  ia  tlia 
hope  that,  in  the  words  of  John  the  Bap»- 
tist.  we  can  find  oursdves  "meet  for  re- 
pentance"— ^Matthew,  chapter  3.  verse  t. 
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Ttet  «•  Mdtae  tbrt  llito  is  not 

miiiiii,  fcufc  a 

ttMit  ««  cofcm 

feV  ttek  IWlte  llMMiSkt. 

U  we  tafl.  w«  rtiatt  pjw^ifcMy 
in  ipfatt  If  not 
tiwMBie  (Anm  acmtiMittte 

Mid     ajltllfft     CttCb 

we  «re  aefc  to  tnew  afatast 


TWnt.  IX  ve  fofl.  «e  Aall.  In  aH  pnb- 
r.  fnywr  knicr  the  dignity  of  the 
» ratbcr  tban  oninnee  it. 

&i  ttM  end  oar  rmicpirtblttty  to  indl- 
id  ndilUial  a  remiansllitltly  to 
rand  to  tbe  Senate.  We  cannot 
but  for  ttie  gxaee  of  God  go 
V  l^tttB  face  of  tbe  reminder  in  the 
W^flMt  of  Mtm,  *lf  we  bkt  we  have  no 
oin.  wa  deeetfe  onraaWea— and  the  truth 
fe^not  In  oa"— #!lx«t  Mtaa,  chapter  1, 

9tt  w  final  wocdi  I  torn  awaj  from 
1I»  flcdptona  to  the  poefcBL 
Kipling  wrote  in  the  ReeeBelonal: 

ftaatle  boeal  end  fooUMi  ward, 
OB  Thj  peopto.  Lonll 

;  through  Lady  Ifac- 

*Ub  done.  ttMtt  twcre 
qnlckly. 


AmCOUMCSMENT  OF 


Mr.  n-eaident,  after 
Anther  oonaidtatioDfl  witti  the  minority 
leader  regarding  Oie  eeeaionB  <rf  tb»  Ben- 
in keeping  witti  the  aoggertions 
weva  made  earlier  in  the  day.  we 
plMi  on  Jwvlng  regular  aeaalons 
in.  BB.  to  IS  noon,  and  then  talcing 
for  an  hoar  and  one-4iaIf ,  for 
lund^  and  reoonlBg  at  1:M  p.  m.  and 
unto  B:SO.  Tliat  arrange- 
wIB  give  Benatoci  mora  time  for 
i.  ao  there  wlU  not 
ratti  in  flnidihig  hmoh.  I  **«t»*if 
tlHigwIil  help  the  general  dehberatiana 


A»  preyloualy  announced,  on 

Votarana*  Otiy,  faraierly  Armiatlce 
Dmr.  the  Senate  win  begin  its  aeerion  at 
tS  otlaok  noon.  On  each  day,  we  shall 
fen*»  Iha  niaal  aaomiBg  hour,  under  the 
I  BBtftatlon.  for  the  introduction 
';  tate  the  Raooaa.  This  week 
have  a  Saturday  ■ritaion. 
e  Shall  proceed  under  the 
arihadide;  and  shall  see  what  prog- 
DB  and  how  the  situatiaa 
»e  gain  a  little  more  ex- 
:  oonneetion  with  this  rather 
voceeding.  both  the  ma- 
and  the  minority  leader 
ffiad  to  have  soggeatkms  from 
elttier  side  of  the  aisle, 
r,  I  feel  it  is  adflaable  to  lengthen 
tbe  tanebeon  period.  I  bdieire  that  moet 
ftnitan  Dofond  it  detfrable  to  have  ample 
» ftor  tandi,  rather  than  to  have  the 
proceed  urtifie  a  part  of 
the  nMuibeisidp  of  the  Senate  was  at 
tanch.  and  was  off  the  floor. 


tOBBOlXniC^  GF  CEKSU^R 

TlM  Senate  resumed  the  ccxislderatlon 
of  the  reaolntloEa  (&  Res.  301)  to  ^ensure 
tbm  lunlor  Senator  from  IKHseoniln. 

Ifr.  CASK.  Ifr.  President.  I  dbstre  to 
sulanit  a  parUsmentary  inquiry;  I  do 
not  request  an  immediate  rulinf  on  It. 
but  the  question  is  one  which  occgrred  to 
me  iust  today.  I  have  not  discgssed  it 
with  otho*  members  of  tbe  select  com- 
mlttee,  and  I  have  not  mentioned  it  to 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wlscon^n  IMr. 
McCasthtI  or  to  his  coxuuel.  Sawever. 
I  think  It  is  a  question  which  might  be 
raised:  and  because  it  might  be  raised, 
it  seems  to  me  it  should  be  studied  a  bit. 
PKTbapB  by  the  Parliamentarian,  and 
perhaps  by  the  committee  staff  and  the 
counsel  for  the  Junior  Senator  frcan  Wis- 
consin. It  might  not  be  a  real  qjiestion, 
but  there  is  a  possibility  of  it. 

In  the  brief  which  the  counsel  for  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  filed  with 
the  committee,  he  properly  called  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  article  I.  section  5 
of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
stotes: 

Sacli  House  may  detennlne  tbe  nx|ee  of  Ite 
proceedings,  punish  its  Members  for  disorder- 
ly behavior,  and,  with  the  concurrence  of 
two-tlilzds.  ezpel  a  Member. 


.  we 


Then,  after  brief  comments, 
tbe  following  in  the  brief: 

The  ezpulclon  power  clearly  has  too  rela- 
tion to  "quaUficatlQna"  In  the  constitutional 


find 


At  a  later  point  in  the  brief  we  find  the 
f<rflowing: 

It  ia  recognised  that  the  censure  txrwer  Is 
derived  solely  from  the  power  to  ptlnlsh  for 
disorderly  tMhaYkw  which  is  conferred  by 
article  I,  aeetlon  5.  of  the  OonsUtuttan. 

Mr.  President,  one  of  the  qgestlons 
which  bothered  the  oommittee  a  ^it,  and 
which  was  under  consideration  in  the 
committee,  was  whether  the  Senate  was 
a  continuing  body,  and  whether  |n  deal- 
ing with  matte  ITS  which  occurred  prior  to 
the  organization  of  the  83d  Congress,  the 
committee  had  appropriate  Juriadlctlon. 
It  win  be  noted  and.  I  think,  reobgnlzed 
by  an  Members  of  the  Senate  that  the 
first  count  <m  which  censure  is  pt-oposed 
deals  largely  with  events  whici  tran- 
sited prior  to  January  3,  1953;  and  I 
assume  that  point  will  receive  sdme  at- 
tention during  this  det)ate. 

It  is  the  contention  of  the  committee 
that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body. 
Tlie  precedents  and  finding^  and  other 
date  on  that  point  probably  will  be  re- 
ferred to  during  the  debate. 

In  my  own  mind,  however,  t  recall 
that  at  the  Ume  when  the  83d  Opngress 
convened  and  when  the  Senate  asson- 
bled,  oh  the  3d  of  January  1951,  there 
was  some  discussion  between  the  late 
and  rery  great  and  lamented  majority 
leader,  Senator  Taft,  of  Ohio,  and  the 
Vice  President  on  the  question  of 
whether  Members  who  were  swom  in 
were  swom  in  without  prejudice  to  the 
consideration  of  matters  relating  to  their 
conduct  or  to  their  election,  prior  to  that 
date. 

A  little  earlier  today  I  asked  jTor  the 
RacQKD  for  January  3. 1953.  In  reading 
it,  I  come  upon  a  phrase  used  at  the  time 
by  Senator  Taft.  and  that  phrase  is  the 


occasion  for  this  inquiry.  I  think  the 
answer  to  my  question  may  <iot  tibange 
what  everyone  has  assumed,  but  I 
thought  the  question  should  be  raised  at 
this  time.  I  shall  read  from  the  Raomo 
for  January  3,  1953.  At  that  time  the 
Vice  Presidoit  had  asked  ths^t  the  Sec- 
retary call  the  roll,  alphabetically,  of  the 
Members,  and  so  forth.  Thed.  following 
the  calling  of  the  names  of  certain  Sen- 
ators, the  following  occurred: 

Mr.  Tait.  Mr.  President,  with  r«<«renoe  to 
the  seating  of  tbe  Senator  from  New  Meilco 
(Mr.  Chavxb).  there  has  been  filed  with  tbe 
S<K:retary  of  the  Senate  a  eontesi,  or  a  letter 
proposing  a  oontest,  which  lettef  I  have  not 
seen.  It  relates  to  the  election  l>i  New  Mex- 
ico. Other  protests  may  be  filed.  I  tuider- 
Btand  that  a  protest  has  been  filed  with 
respect  to  tbe  seating  of  tbe  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  LANcan]. 

My  own  view  Is  that  these  Senators  ilumld 
be  permitted  to  take  the  oath  ao|d  be  seated. 
It  Is  my  further  view  that  the  o|ith  la  taken 
without  prejudice  to  tbe  right  of  anyone 
contesting  tbe  seat  to  proceed  with  the  con- 
test, and  without  prejudice  to  pie  right  of 
anyone  protesting  or  asking  fcr  expulsion 
from  the  Senate  to  proceed.  I  believe  that 
tbe  various  protests  which  baT#  been  filed 
should  be  referred  to  tbe  appropriate  com- 
mittee and  dealt  with  In  due  coarse. 

Therefore,  I  ask  that  these  ^nators  be 
allowed  to  take  the  oath.  a«  t  have  aald. 
without  prejudice.  I  understand  that  such 
would  be  tbe  case  anyway,  reganUess  of  any 
statement  which  I  might  mak#.  I  should 
object  to  any  effort  to  prevent  their  taking 
the  oath  today. 

Mr.  Moaaa.  Mr.  President,  a  psrUamentary 
Inquiry. 

The  Vicx  PaxsnntNT.  The  Senator  win 
state  It. 

Mr.  Moasz.  Will  it  be  understood  that  after 
they  take  tbe  oath  they  wlU  ndt  be  denied 
In  any  way  whatsoeTer  their  prcaogatlvea  In 
the  Senate.  Including  the  rl^t  ta  assignment 
to  ooDunittees.  and  aU  other  rt^ts  and 
prerogatives  as  Senators? 

Mr.  Tatt.  That  is  my  understanding.  They 
will  have  every  rlgbt  to  vote,  and  every  other 
right  as  Senators  unless  some  action  is  taken 
by  tbe  Senate  itself  to  change  tbfclr  statua. 

The  Vies  FazsmcNT.  No  atateqient  on  the 
part  of  any  Senator  la  necessary.  If  a  Sen- 
ator-elect takes  the  oath,  he  becomaa  a 
Senator  and  remains  a  Senator  tinlw  ha  Is 
relieved  of  bis  duties  by  some  aftlon  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Chair  will  take  advantage  of  the  situ- 
ation to  state  that  there  Is  a  great  deal  of 
confusion  with  respect  to  the  iqueatlon  of 
seating  Senators  against  whmn  fome  objec- 
tion may  l>e  registered.  When  there  Is  a 
contest  over  tbe  election  of  a  Senator,  the 
Senate  may  determine  that  question  by  ma- 
jority vote.  If  the  Senate  finds  Ithat  he  has 
not  been  duly  elected,  the  Senate  may,  by 
majority  vote,  so  declare.  If  the  Senate  finds 
that  he  is  not  qualified  as  a  Senator,  the 
Senate  may,  by  majority  vote,  ideclars  the 
seat  vacant.  All  the  rights  of  ih$  Senate  ere 
preserved. 

Mr.  Tatt.    Will  tlie  Chair—* 

The  Vicz  PsKsinKWT.  When  an  effort  is 
made  to  expel  a  Senator  who  bi^i  taken  the 
oath,  because  of  some  misconduct  on  lita 
part,  some  malfeasance  or  misfeasance  in 
ofllce.  Involving  his  conduct  as  a  Senator,  a 
two-thirds  vote  Is  required  to  expel  him. 
That  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  validity 
of  bis  election.  It  has  to  do  wtth  bla  con- 
duct as  a  Senator  after  he  is  sftom  In. 

Mr.  Taft.  Mr.  President,  with  idus  reepeet 
to  the  distinguished  President  of  the  Senate. 
I  wish  to  register  an  objection  to  his  eeeond 
statement  as  to  the  vote  requlrsd  to  oust  a 
Senator  with  respect  to  whom  abjeetlan  is 
made  because  of  lack  of  qualifications eay. 
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with  respect  to  character— and  also  aa  to 
the  distinction  between  a  majority  vote  and 
a  two-thlrda  Tote  which  tba  dlatlngulabed 
Prsstding  OOoer  suggests,  depending  xtpoa 
whether  tbe  m  tenon  <tw  t  oeeuia  before  or 
after  a  paraon  becocMa  a  Senator.  Z  think 
that  quesSkm  is  open  to  debate.  Z  do  not 
wish  to  debate  tt  at  the  preaent  time.  X 
merely  wish  to  rseeria  the  right  to  have  that 
question  raised  later  and  detennlned  by  the 
Senate  Itself. 

In  the  first  X«nger  case,  as  I  remember. 
It  was  decided  by  the  Senate  Itself  that  a 
two-thlrda  vote  was  required.  The  Senata 
deckled,  by  a  majority  vote,  that  a  two-thirds 
vote  was  required  In  that  ease,  which  related 
to  action  taken  largely  before  Mr.  Lamcbi 
became  a  Senator.  I  think  that  quesUoa 
ought  to  be  left  open.  I  do  not  wish  to  argue 
with  the  Chair.  I  simply  wish  to  reeerve  the 
right  to  present  a  different  argument  at  a 
later  time. 

To  my  knowledge.  Senator  Taft  did 
not  resume  the  argument  or  present  the 
matter  later. 

I  recosTilae  that  the  ccmstitutional 
provision  suggests  a  two-thirds  vote  in 
the  case  of  expulsion,  and  It  may  have 
been  that  that  was  what  Senator  Taft 
had  in  mind  at  that  time.  But  since  the 
language  of  that  provision  makes  a  dif- 
ferentiation between  the  action  in  the 
case  of  conduct  taking  place  before  one 
was  a  Senator  and  the  actkm  taking 
place  when  one  was  a  Senator,  presum- 
ably that  language  might  be  carried  over 
to  the  conduct  of  a  Senator  where  a  re- 
electlan  was  Involved. 

The  first  part  of  the  amended  resolu- 
tion proposed  by  the  ftrwimit^A^  deals 
with  the  attitude  or  conduct  of  Senator 
McCaktht  with  relatlen  to  the  so-called 
OUlette  committee,  larger  in  1952. 
Senator  McCaxtht  was  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  at  that  time.  However,  he  was 
a  candidate  for  reelection  at  that  time, 
and  was  swom  in  again  on  January  S, 
1953. 

I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the 
Parliamentarian  wishes  to  give  an  an- 
swer immediately  to  the  question  which 
I  sulsnlt.  If  he  does,  I  have  no  objec- 
tion. But  lest  the  question  arise  later. 
I  think  It  should  be  raised  now.  The 
question  is  whether  or  not  aflhmattve 
action  on  that  portion  of  the  resolution 
which  relates  largely  to  conduct  prior 
to  the  swearing  In  of  Senator  ICcCaktrt 
as  a  Member  of  the  8Sd  Congress  would 
requh«  a  two-tldrds  vote  because  it  deals 
with  conduct  prior  to  the  term  to  which 
he  is  now  serving,  or  whether  the  ques- 
tion would  be  settled  by  a  majort^  vote. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CASg.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  confused.  I 
cannot  find  In  the  report  the  amend- 
ment with  respect  to  the  Senate  being  a 
conUnuing  body.  Does  the  Senator 
have  ttie  amendmente  before  him?  I 
am  sure  he  is  familiar  with  that  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  CASBL  I  think  the  commitiee's 
position  is  clear.    It  is  that  the  Senate 

is  a  oontbiuing  body.  But  when  the  There  was  a  brief  sentence  which  fol- 
recommendation  deals  with  conduct  at  towed  that  statement  which  might  give 
a  prior  session,  it  raises  the  question  as  the  impression,  however,  that  muk  which 
to  whether,  with  respect  to  that  povtion  had  a  states  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
of  the  resolution,  as  amended,  a  nuijor-  second  aesston  of  the  Congress  remained 
ity  vote  or  a  two-thirds  vote  would  be  «  in  the  same  status  at  the  swearing  in  of 
required.  Wtth  respect  to  that  question  ttie  new  Mencdiers  of  tbe  Senate  in  the 
we  diould  have  a  dear  understanding.        succeeding  Congress.    That,  of  oourae,  is 
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Mr.    WELKER.    Mr.   ftesldcBt, 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

M^.  WBEJCER.  I  am  delighted  that 
the  Senator  has  brought  up  the  case  of 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
New  Mexieo  [Mr.  Chsvb],  and  the  ques- 
tion ot  the  charges  filed  against  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Langkk].  It  was  my  honor 
and  privilege  to  represent  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota.  I  regret  sincerely 
that,  based  upon  the  report  of  a  com- 
mittee Just  as  honorable  and  Just  as  fair 
as  the  select  committee,  and  composed 
of  my  dooe  personal  friends.  I  cast  my 
vote  against  the  seating  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico.  I  think  that  was  one 
of  the  greatest  mlstokes  I  ever  made. 

I  Should  like  to  have  the  Senator  di- 
rect his  attention  to  page  15851  of  the 
ComnassioMAL  Rbcokd  for  November  8, 
1954.  which  shows  in  what  respect  the 
report  of  the  select  committee  was 
amended,  on  the  day  before  it  was  filed.  I 
believe. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  familiar  with  the 
reference. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  wonder  if  the  Soia- 
tor  can  enlighten  me.  I  have  tried  to  do 
some  legal  reaeareh  up<m  tibat  very  sub- 
ject, namely,  the  question  wbetho-  or 
not  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body.  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  can  ten  me  the 
reason  for  the  amendment,  in  the  light 
of  the  fact  that  on  September  27,  1954. 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  select 
coounittee  filed  eight  copies  of  the  re- 
port in  the  oOce  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate,  and  stated  to  his  letter,  of  which 
I  have  a  photostatic  copy: 

Tbls  report  Is  deposited  with  you,  and 
wm  be  the  eame  report  which  wm  be  filed 
omdaUy  wtth  tbe  Senate  when  tt  reoonvraea 
on  november  8. 1964. 

Hie  letter  went  on  to  state  that  the 
committee  had  released  the  report  to 
the  press. 

M>  question,  which  may  have  quite  a 
aeriouB  bearing  upon  the  legal  argtiment 
upon  this  subject  which  I  expect  to  make 
at  a  later  date,  is  this:  Can  the  Senator 
tell  aae  why  the  amendment  was  made 
at  soeh  a  late  date? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  can  answer  a  part  <rf  the 
question.  I  cannot  answer  tt  an.  The 
diange  was  made  because  some  of  us  f  dt 
that  a  brief  sentence  which  appeared  to 
tbe  original  committee  print,  and  which 
was  later  omitted,  oouki  be  toterpreted 
80  as  to  give  the  wrong  impression.  Tbe 
sentence  as  it  aiweared  to  the  original 
committer  print  correctly  stated.  I  think, 
that  proposed  legidatton  pending  at  the 
end  of  the  Urst  session  of  a  Congress  oon- 
tinned  into  the  next  sesston  of  the  same 
Oongreas.  that  is,  that  at  the  conduaton 
ef  the  first  aeation  of  the  83d  Congress, 
any  bills  whkix  had  been  totroduoed  ooa- 
ttnued.  in  whatever  status  they  may  have 
had.  into  the  aeoond  session  of  the  83d 
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Senate  ao  understaada. 

So,  in  order  ttiat  tiien  mlgtat  be  im 
mistaiterpretatfton.  that  aentenoe ' 
leted.  and  the  proper  amtwice 
aerted.  to  suppoit  the  sentence  wbkit 
was  retained,  to  the  effect  that— 

Senate  rule  XXV  (3)   provldee  that 
standing  committee  shaU  cootlnve  ana  '. 
the  power  to  act  untU  their 
appointed. 

We  foHowed  that  with  new  language: 

That  rule  was  followed  In  the  ease  of  the 
oommittee  la  questlob.  The 
taken  In  the  hearings  of  tbe  select 
tee  shows  that  Senator  Hatbkw.  chalimsa  of 
the  Committee  on  Rulea  and  A«i«»»i»i»^^it^  ^n 
In  the  sad  oonsreaa.  certlfled  tbe  payroD  for 
that  coounlttee  for  the  1st  aaasith  ot  tfne  asd 
Oongreas. 

That,  to  the  committee,  was  persuasive 
evidence,  along  with  the  precedenta  and 
other  evidence  submitted,  that  the  Sen^ 
ate  is  a  continuing  body. 

Mr.  WELKER.  As  I  understand,  mf 
distinguished  friend  from  South  Dakota 
and  other  membns  of  the  conamittoe 
based  their  reasoning  with  reqiect  to 
this  amendment — and  it  eame  In  at  a 
late  hour  and  caused  me  many  hoort  of 
wwk  because  of  the  fact  that  I  had  read 
the  letter  from  my  friend,  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  seleet  commit- 
tee, to  the  effect  that  tbe  report  which 
he  filed  wtth  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
would  be  the  same  report  to  be  nude  to 
the  Senate — upon  the  argument  tha4; 
since  the  Senator  from  Ariaona  (Mr. 
Hatdxn]  certified  the  payrdl.  the 
mittee  was  to  fact  a  conttouing 
mlttee. 

Mr.  CASE.  That  was  one  of  the 
things  upon  which  the  eoDdualoa  waa 
based. 

Mr.  WEUZR.  Is  there  any  ottier  erl- 
deoce 

Mr.  CASE.  liCt  me  say  alao  thait.  so 
far  as  I  am  perstmaUy  concerned  and 
I  think  the  feeUng  Is  shared  by  other 
members  of  the  oommittee— I  rineerdy 
regret  that  the  Senator  lost  hours  of 
time  and  effort  on  that  partlcidar  point; 
because  if  he  had  said  to  me,  "Ttien  la 
a  sentence  to  the  report  which  is  mis- 
leading because  tt  suggests  that  legisla- 
tion continues  from  oim  Ooogress  to 
another."  I  would  readily  have  aigreed 
that  it  does  not. 

Mr.  WBJSEEL  The  reason  why  I  did 
not  communicate  with  the  Senator  la 
exactly  tiie  reason  why  many  other  Mem- 
bers have  not  read  the  testimony  or  the 
ocmimlttee  report.  They  were  btaiy  cam- 
paigning. I  aitod  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  for  advice  as  to  what  tbe  zcpoort 
contatoed.  and  I  leceivad  tt. 

I  certainly  am  ziot  crttlcal  of  the  dis- 
tinguished chairman.  Be  certainly  had 
a  right  to  amend  his  rowrt.  However, 
In  any  court  of  law  before  wbtA  I  Iisf» 
ever  practioed  thoae  who  have  worthed 
as  diligently  as  has  the  Senator  vliaai 
it  is  propoaed  to  cenaure  have  been  af- 
forded aome  opportuBfty  to  read'  the 
aUegatiooa  or  chargea.  Z  sineerdir  ap- 
preciate the  oommenta  of  my 
guished  frfend. 

Mr.  CASE.    The  Junior  Senator 
Sooth  Dakota  woaM  mm  to  state  that 
the  queattoB  whether  or  not  the  Seu^ 
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The  PRMIIMNO  OFflCBL  The 
Seenlaiy  «!iD  state  tb«  first  amendment 
lepocted  br  tbe  select  eoounittee.  . 

The  hmBtuam  Cutm.  On  page  1. 
Bae  U  after  the  word  nfaat".  it  is  pro- 
poaed  te  strike  out  "the  eondn^  of  the 
fianator  (ron  Wlwxwshi,  Mr.  MoCaxtht. 
is  onbeeoming  a  Memlwr  of  the  United 
Mates  Senate,  is  oenteary  to  senatorial 
tradltlcwMu  ftnd  tends  te  bring  ttie  Sen- 
ate into  diovpute.  and  sneh  eondnct.'' 
and  to  insert  in  ttea  thereof  the  follow- 
ing: 'the  Senator  from  Wteecmstn  [Mr. 
McCASSKT]  failed  to  eoaperate  with  the 
AdMonmlttee  on  Privileges  aiki  Etee- 
tiflu  of  the  Senate  Oommittee  on  Bales 
sad  AdmihiBtratian  in  dearing  up  mat- 
ters referred  to  that  subeommittee  which 
eoaeemedbls  oondoet  as  a  Senator  and 
affected  the  iMmot.  of  tbe  Senate  and, 
Inrtead.  repeatedOjr  abased  the  sobcom- 
iii}|lee.«ad  its  members  wtio  were  trying 
to  eany  aaiL  niuignfA  duties,  thereby  ob- 
stmottng  the  ocmstltational  processca  of 
ttie  Senate,  and  that  this  eondnct  of  ttie 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  fMr.  Mc- 
CuHDEt]  in  fUling  to  eooperate  with  a 
Senate  eoanmittee  in  clearing  up  matters 
affecting  the  honor  of  the  Senate  is  oon- 
tcaiy  to  ieoatorial  traditions  and." 

Mr.  XMOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  qoornm. 

The  PRttlLMWO  OFFICER.  The 
Searetarjr  win  can  tbe  ron. 

The  legitfattve  cleric  called  the  roll, 
and  tifcs  f dldwing  Senators  answered  to 
their 
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The  FRE8IDINO  OFTICER.  ;  A  quo- 
ram  is  present  Tbe  questioli  is  on 
agreeing  to  tbe  first  committee  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  KMOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parilamcntaiy  Inouiry. 

The  FREaiUlNO  OFPICHR.  Tbe 
Senator  tmm  California  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  On  tbe  desk  of 
each  Senat<B'  is  Senate  Resolution  301. 
Certain  amendments  to  that  rfsolution 
were  reported  by  the  select  coinmittee, 
and  they  are  shown  in  italic  type. 

Tbe  point  I  should  like  to  raise  is 
wheUier  it  would  be  agreeable  to  the 
Senator  frcm  Wisconsin  [Ifr.  Mc- 
CsazHT],  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Wasxziis],  and  the  minority  leader  if  the 
committee  amendments  to  the  rfsolution 
were  adopted,  with  the  undeistanding 
that  the  re8Gluti<m  in  the  amended  form 
would  be  in  the  same  status  as  l^iough  it 
were  a  de  novo  rescduUcm  reporttd  by  the 
committee,  subject  to  amendment  in  the 
seeond  degree. 

Otherwise  Senators  might  be  fore- 
closed  from  inoposing  additional  amend- 
ments to  the  resolution.  The  suggested 
procedure  is  customarily  followed  ^^  con- 
nection with  appropriation  bills!  and  tax 
Ulls.  In  that  way  no  legislative  rights 
would  be  foreclosed.  If  we  were  to  follow 
that  procedure  we  would  then  liave.  in 
effect,  a  clean  resolution  before  the  Sen- 
ate, subject  to  normal  legislaU^  proce- 
dure. 

The  FRBSIDINO  OFPIC^.  The 
Chair  will  advise  the  Senator  f  r^m  Cali- 
fornia that  liy  unanimous^  consent  what 
he  has  just  (uggested  could  be  done. 

Mr.  KNOVO^AND.  I  would  a^  unani- 
mous consent,  but  I  wish  to  give  the  mi- 
nority leader  a  chance  to  cona|ult  with 
some  of  the  committee  member  on  his 
side  of  the  aisle  to  see  whether  4t  would 
be  agreeable  to  them,  and  then  ^  should 
like  to  ask  uaanimous  consent  that  it  be 
done. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under 
the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia. It^lcjsed  matter  would  bi  treated 
as  being  in  roman  type. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DIRKKEN.  Mr.  Presidenit  assum- 
ing that  the  unanimous-consent  request 
is  presently  before  the  Senate.  I  reserve 
the  right  to  object  only  for  thia  reason: 
I  wish  to  be  sure  that  in  approving  or 
voting  for  the  new  langiiage  in  Ihe  reso- 
lution, such  si^roval  Is  only  perfunc- 
tory In  character  and  does  not  cdrry  with 
it  approval  of  the  language  of  Senate 
Resolution  301  as  it  is  presentl^r  before 
the  Senate,  so  that  if  a  substitute  should 
be  offered  it  would  present  no  difficulty 
and  no  Member  would  feel  he  was  preju- 


diced with  respect  to  the  plRkUng  lan- 
guage. ' 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
would  say  that  purely  from  the  t*>r»*»k!tl 
aspects  of  legislation  it  w^ukl  not  be 
considered  In  any  degree  teal  Senate 
action  or  even  preliminary  Senate  aetloa 
in  stating  our  position  oo  thiese  matters, 
but  it  woiild  merely  put  tbt  reaohiUon 
in  a  clean  form,  and  then.  If  the  Senate 
so  desired,  amendments  might  be  offered 
as  though  it  were  a  brandnew  rescdutton. 

Mr.  CASK  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President.  I  think 
I  have  the  floor  at  the  momftit. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  think  It  is  under- 
stood that  perfunctory  approval  of  tbe 
new  language  which  is  now  before  us 
carries  with  it  nothing  more  than  the 
action  of  the  Senate  to  prot^  the  reso- 
lution, so  that  it  will  be  prc^ierly  before 
the  Senate  and  subject  to  iny  amend- 
ment, modification,  or  any  substitute. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  %ould  be  my 
interpretation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Bfr.  Presi- 
dent, reserving  the  right  to  object,  as  I 
iinderstand.  the  committee  jamenctanent 
is  now  before  the  Senate.  The  Senate 
has  not  adopted  it,  but  it  is  npw  pending. 
I  assume,  although  I  am  unajware  of  any 
amendment,  there  will  be  ^mendmente 
to  the  committee  amendmeht.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  a  iSalr  assump- 
tion. I  think. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  being 
true.  then,  why  are  not  the  simendmente 
proposed  and  properly  considered  with- 
out adopting  the  committee  amendment 
and  sending  word  out  to  the  Country  that 
the  Senate  has  already  adoptied  the  com- 
mittee amendment  even  though  there 
are  other  amendments  to  be  .considered? 
What  do  we  gain  by  that  prqcedure? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  In  the  flr<t  place.  Mr. 
President,  it  would  appear  'to  me  that 
the  afllnnative  case  has  not  been  con- 
cluded. Maybe  I  am  laborkig  under  a 
misapprehension,  but  I  a^qitry  that  every 
member  of  the  select  comniittee  would 
want  to  be  heard  and  woitfd  want  to 
explain  and  interpret  the  report  as  he 
sees  it.  and  then,  of  course,  the  other 
side  of  the  case  may  be  pijoperly  pre- 
sented in  due  course.  But  U  wOl  take  a 
little  Ume.  That  has  not  be^  done,  and 
that  is  the  reason  why  I  rais^  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  action  nofw  proposed 
Is  wholly  perfunctory  in  chkracter  and 
will  in  no  way  commit  any  Member  of 
the  Senate  to  the  language  before  us. 
On  that  we  must  be  precise]^  clear. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  ques- 
tion which  I  raise  Is.  if  it  is  perfunctory, 
then  why  is  it  necessary? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Then,  perhaps  we 
would  not  get  to  the  amendments  at  alL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  un- 
der the  circtimstances,  and  because  there 
seems  to  be  a  difference  ofioplnkm  on 
procedure,  and  this  can  be  4<me  in  any 
event  only  by  unanimous  consent,  I  with- 
draw my  imanimous-consentjrequest  lest 
there  might  be  a  misunderstanding  as  to 
the  action  of  the  Senate  an^  what  was 
contemplated  by  my  request^    Then  we 
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can  proceed  with  the  debate  on  the 
dutloo  matter. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  think  that 
is  a  very  wise  procedure.       

The  PRESIDINa  OFTICER.  The 
question  is  ou  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendm^nt^ 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  first, 
let  me  raise  a  parliamentary  question. 
I  am  mindftil  of  the  fact  that  it  is 
not  exactly  a  parliamentary  inquiry,  but 
I  assumed  that  the  members  of  the  select 
committee  would  present  the  case  In  be- 
hsdf  of  the  report  and  In  behalf  of  Sen- 
ate Resolution  301  as  it  appears  before 
the  Senate  today.  Frankly,  I  know  of 
no  way  Uiat  one  in  court  could  make 
answer  until  the  case  had  been  entirely 
presented.  So  I  have  been  waiting  very 
patiently  until  that  has  happened,  be- 
cause I  shaU  have  something  to  say  on 
the  matter.  If  that  is  a  ttdr  parliamen- 
tary Inquiry,  then,  of  course,  it  would  call 
for  some  oommoit,  I  thizik,  from  the 
chairman  of  the  select  oonunlttee  and 
from  the  members  of  that  committee, 
becaiise  If  we  have  arrived  at  that  stage 
of  the  procedure  where  there  Is  going  to 
be  no  further  presentetlon  of  argument 
and  substantive  evidence,  then,  frankly, 
I  suppose,  in  order  not  to  be  foreclosed  tai 
my  right  to  be  heard,  it  will  be  necessary 
at  this  hour  of  the  afternoon  to  present 
my  side  of  the  case.  But  I  sincerely  hope 
that  the  select  committee  wiU  not  put  the 
so-called  antagonlste  In  this  case  in  that 
position.  As  an  attorney.  I  wonM  say 
that  obviously  we  are  entitled  to  hear  the 
whole  indictment,  and  all  the  affirmative 
evidence  as  if  this  were  a  court  matter, 
before  we  respcmd  and  oudce  answer.  I 
believe  there  is  a  duty  on  the  select  com- 
mittee. Mr.  President,  to  make  the  case 
before  any  response  is  made,  as  In  due 
course  I,  and,  I  fancy,  other  Senators, 
will  want  to  B&ake  reply.  But  we  have 
not  yet  heard  all  the  argument.  If  there 
Is  anything  else  to  be  adduced,  we  ouq^t 
to  hear  It  now. 

The  PRBSIDINa  OFFICER  The 
Cludr  wm  stote  to  the  Soiator  from  Illi- 
nois that  he  is  advised  by  ttie  Parlia- 
mentarian that  the  qiaestion  before  the 
Senate  is  on  the  adoiitkm  of  the  amend- 
ment. If  the  amwidment  dkould  be 
adopted,  the  Chair  Is  further  advised 
that  no  farther  amendment  to  ttie  oom- 
mittee amendment  would  then  be  in 
ordo*. 

Mr.  DIRKSKN.  However.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. Inasmuch  as  the  so-called  resolving 
clause  Is  retained  in  the  resolution,  it 
certainly  would  be  in  order,  nnder  my 
estimate  of  the  rule,  that  a  siriistltate 
for  all  the  huigaage.  indudtaig  the  lan- 
guage In  italles.  wlilch  now  i^pears  to 
the  resolution,  could  be  offered  and  would 
be  in  order. 

Tbe  PRESIDINa  OPnCBR.  Tha 
Chahr  Is  adviaed  that  the  Senator  is  cor- 
rect, under  the  Senator's  hypothesis,  it 
would  be  m  order. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  asking  a  hypo- 
thetical qoesttoa.  I  want  to  be  sure  that 
if  any  Senator  offers  a  substitute  or 
any  amendatory  language  for  all  that 
iqniears  after  the  word  "JSctofoeT'  m  the 
resolution.  It  would  be  entirely  to  order. 

Tb»  PRBSIDINa  OFFSCBL  The 
Chair  will  state  that  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  has  merdy  repeated  the  question 
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he  asked  a  moment  ago  as  to  which  the 
Chair  ohtelmrt  the  advice  ot  the  Parlia- 
mmtarian.  Under  the  Senator's  hypo- 
thetical dtuatimi.  his  proposal  would  be 
greater  than  the  committee  amendments 
and  thus  would  be  In  order,  evoi  though 
the  committee  amenihnenta  had  been 
agreed  to. 

Ml-.  McCarthy.  Mt.  president.  I 
am  not  certain  that  I  understand  the 
parliamentary  situation.  There  Is  zk>w 
1)ef  ore  tbe  Senate  the  question  of  tbe 
adoption  of  the  first  count,  so  to  speak, 
in  the  censure  resolution.  If  that  Is 
agreed  to,  it  would  mean  censuring  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  on  the 
first  count.    Is  that  correct? 

■nie  PRBSIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bur- 
uot  In  the  chair).  That  Is  correct. 
That  Is  the  committee  Mt»«Mtwi*>nt  In- 
cluded in  section  l. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Whlle  I  cannot 
force  the  select  committee  to  do  so,  I 
think  the  suggestion  made  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  nunols  (Mr.  Dnxsorl  Is 
correct.  I  think  the  committee  ought  to 
present  Ite  case.  I  should  like  to  know 
what  Ite  case  Is  before  I  answer  It.  I 
w<H¥ler  If  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
WsnoHsl  can  tell  us  which  members  of 

the  oommittee  will  speak  and  preseht  the 
committee's  case.  T 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  does 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  have 
the  floor?       

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  yield  for  the  pur- 
pose of  having  the  questton  answered. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  sbnply  wl#i  to 
aay  that  I  steted  very  etauiy  this  morn- 
ing Uiat  the  select  committee  does  not 
consklw  that  It  has  a  case;  that  is 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Utah  Is  right. 

Mr.  WATVINB.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Wlaoooshi  can  be  facetious  If  he 
to  be,  but  the  fact  Is  that  the 
of  the  oommittee  did  not  con- 
themselves  to  be  prosecutors.  I 
made  that  absdutdy  dear.  We  had  a 
speelal  job  to  do,  and  we  made  a  report 
WheUicr  or  not  It  diows  a  case  Is  for  the 
Senate  to  determine.  It  Is  now  the  job 
of  tbe  Senate  to  handle  the  matter. 

As  a  matter  of  fact  and  as  a  matter  of 
piaetioe,  the  members  of  the  committee 
are  prepared  to  participate  In  some  dis- 
cussion of  the  oommittee  repnt.  I  my- 
self did  so  this  morning  for  almost  2 
faoora.  Other  members  of  the  oommittee 
are  willing  to  m>eak  on  tbe  report  and  to 
answer  questions.  We  have  made  that 
abaobitely  clear. 

Many  Members  of  the  Senate  came  in- 
to the  Chamber  rather  late,  and  have  not 
had  tfine  in  wlilch  to  prepare  formal 
speeches.  The  matter  has  been  crowded 
along.  When  Members  sudce  speeches, 
they  want  to  be  vny  dear  in  what  they 
say,  because  the  question  Involved  Is  very 
Important. 

However.  I  think  the  junior  Senator 
from  South  Dakoto  [Mr.  Cask]  Is  now 
ready,  or  win  be  ready  aooa.  to  otter  Into 
a  discussion  of  the  committee  report 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  PresMent.  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  yield  the  floor  to 
i^m  Senator  from  niinois 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  distiiwuished 
flfnitni'  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wsncoisl  is  cor- 
rect; it  is  not  my  understanding  that 


this  Is  an  advcisarjr  prWr^w*** '  ^ .  __         _ 
the  members  of  the  select  oommittee  haw 
come  before  the  Senate  as 
But  tbe  language  of  the  report  la 
dear,  because  in  tbeae  two  very 
tant  paracraphs  relating  to 
langiiage  Is  as  follows: 

For  this  eooduot.  Is  Is 
tion — 


an 


Meaning  the 
the  members  of  the 
that  be  te  eenmirwl  toy 

If  that  be  "our  renommendation,' 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  six 
having  concurred,  they  should 
to  the  Senate  the  case  as  to  why  this  la 
their  recommendation.  That  is  the 
point  that  requires  dsriflcatton.  and  that 
could  be  done  without  making  thii  aa 
adversary  proceeding. 

When  that  much  of  the  case,  if  it  is  de- 
sired to  can  it  a  case,  has  bem  prueanted. 
then  I  think  the  response  can  be 
In  my  judgment  that  would  be  a 
logical  way  In  which  to  proceed.  But  If 
tbe  Senator  from  South  Dakota  Ofr. 
Case]  Is  ready,  I  think  that  makes  aU 
this  dlsrussion  moot  and  we  can  prooead. 

Mr.WEUZR.  Mr.  President  win  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDINa  OnflCJUL  WIU 
the  Senator  from  Uti^  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yidd  fCr  a  qoBstiaB. 

Mr.  WBLKKR.  I  mmly  wish  to  adc 
my  friend,  the  «*«««w||nrt«K^ 
from  Utah,  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  a  question.  Three 
juriste  sat  on  the  select  mwimlttrtf  AH 
of  them  have  had  experiaioe  in  the  fidd 
of  criminal  law.  I  bdieve  I  shaU  be  aUa 
to  estoldldi  beyond  doubt  ttaat  a  pro- 
ceeding of  this  type  Is.  in  fact  a  orimlnal 
action.  I  hiHDe  I  shall  be  able  to  sustain 
that  contention. 

Why  cannot  we.  as  honoraUe  Sena- 
tors, sit  htart  and  amnd  the  ooaqdatiitt 
Ih  its  nature  the  rewdlution  It  nottilnf 
more  than  a  complaint  Tha  distin- 
guished Senator  Cram  Mfsirtsrippl  IMr. 
Sisajusl  and  other  Senators  have ! 
many  thnes  done  what  I  woKBftL 

At  a  late  hour,  an  amendment 
before  the  Senate.  If  it  were  agreed  to, 
the  so-caned  or  alleged  «t»^— *«<«»»^  woidfi 
be  preduded  trooK  presenting  his 
As  rrasonahle  persons,  ^f-^fp^y  we 
arrive  at  a  decteion  qf  a  question  ao  fin^ 
damoital  as  that  Heavens  above,  na 
one  Intends  to  submit  amendments  li^ 
the  thousands  to  delay  the  matter.  AU 
that  is  desired.  In  the  words  of  the  dls- 
thigiilshed  chairman  of  the  adeet  eom? 
mittee.  when  he  began  this  ddiate.  is  to 
have  as  judicial  a  proceeding  as  rtrtniMft 
I  am  certain  that  the  Soiaior  from  Utah 
wm  agree  with  me  that  what  X 
is  a  fair  request. 

Mr.  WATKINS.    The  Senate 
Idaho  did  not  hear  me  object 

Mr.  WBJCBR.  I  certainly  did  not  X 
wish  to  make  that  dear. 

Mr.  WATinitS.  There  will  be 
opportunity  for  Senators  to 
amendments.  I  diaU  have  no  objeetlan. 
1  did  not  make  the  rules  of  the  Senate, 
and  I  cannot  change  them  at  wilL  X 
certainly  shaU  not  object  to  any  fair 
amendment  wfaldi  is  offered,  if  It  can  tii 
offered  uiMler  the  r^es. 
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make  any  ofejeetlon  to  Hie 
naenft  xvQOMt  oC  tbe  nut- 
Httwwiir;  I  njfa.not  In  the 
— r-^, —  — sn  bs  prenuted  ttte  fl^sfc 
ipvt  dr  hi*  request,  end  I  did  not  under- 
■liBH  cieeriy  wiiet  be  inm  aertdng.  Bat 
Zdldnotohieet 

•  -  Ifr.  VBROOBOfN.    Bfir.Preeldent.wm 
tbe  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAHOMB.    I  jriekL 

Mr.  VBtaimcm,  The  llret  para- 
iraiAi  of  the  leaoIuttaQ,  on  page  2.  line 
6,  contalna  the  following  words:  "And  Is 
hereby  ooDdemned." 

In  eeetkm  a,  tine  IT,  tbe  following 
words  wpfitmt:  *'and  ctpsures  Um  for 
that  action." 

ttoes  ttw  Senator  from  Utah  have  any 
eaqjianatlon  as  to  wby  in  aectton  1  the 
language  used  was  '%aa  Is  herdby  con- 
demned."  while  In  seetton  3  the  language 
used  Is  *'and  censures  hJm  fOr  that  ac- 
tion-? 

Does  the  Senator  wish  to  make  an 
eiplanattop? 

Ifir.  WATKINS.  Tbe  only  explana- 
tion I  tfabdE  of  at  the  moment  Is  that 
the  Parltaunentarlan  was  asked  for  ad- 
▼loe  with  reject  to  amending  tbe  lan- 
guage, and  tbe  words  In  tbe  original  text 
.of  tbe  Flanders  resolution,  'is  hereby 
condemned."  were  retained,  and  the 
other  language  was  plaoed  in  between 
them  and  the  first  word  in  the  resolu- 
tion, so  that  tbe  wonbng  is  as  it  ap- 
pears on  line  5.  X  understand,  bowerer. 
from  (die^klng  the  (teflntttons.  that  there 
w  Tery  btUe  dUference  between  "eon- 
dcmned*  ind  "cenmred.'* 

m;  JHtROUbOiy.  In  section  S.  tbe 
wiiniHlUee  language  is  "and  censures 
him."  meaning  tbe  Junior  Senator  from 
H^aoonsin  perBonaQy. 

In  tbe  other  langtmge,  iBd  tbe  com- 
mittee mean  simply  to  eendemn  wbat 
was  dene,  and  not  tbe  Senator's  doing 
of  it?  ^^ 

Ur,  CASE.  Ur.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WATKIN8.  I  yield  to  Ibe  Jun- 
ior Senator  fnm  Soutti  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  should  like  to  invite  the 
attention  of  tbe  Senator  from  Michigan 
to  line  2.  page  3,  where  I  think  tbe  Sen- 
»Utt*s  questkni  Is  partly  answered.  Tbe 
language  is.  "and  that  this  conduct  of 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  *  •  •  is 
hereby  eondemned.**  That  Is,  as  to  the 
first  section  It  should  be  clear  there  Is 
no  general  pei'suual  condemnation. 
,  The  Senfttqr  firam  Michigan  win  note 
In  JlQg  3  tlii^t  the  language  Is: 

And  tket  this  oondBsk  «( the  Scostor  lk«im 

ixwtr.  In  f».in»ig  to  eoap- 

wtUli  •  8«B»to  eommlUe*  la  «i<i»>4Tig  up 

"  afltetUig  tb»  honor  of  tha  Senate  le 

'  to  MnatorUl  tredttloiis  and  la  bere- 


Tte  Jaagnage  "is  hereby  condemned" 
tf  a  earry-oiver  of  the  language  in  the 
«rig|Bi^.MteBders  reaohUirai.  and  so  ap- 
l>eaja.  Tboee  very  words.  "Is  hereby 
fiODdHBDad,"  tgt  In  fcmbmi  ktten.  The 
ttiEt  of  tbe  amendment  is  in  Italics,  it 
iMkd  he  petleetbr  clear  that  it  is  cer- 
tain aptdec  conduct  of  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator ftanWlMoaifn  which  is  condemned. 

lia  fhg  eeoond  Instaiioet  Z  think  there 
wasafeeiing^Ialarted  to  say  on  the  part 
of  tbe  committee,  there  was  oertabOy  a 


fetiing  on  my  part,  and  I  am  nok  speak- 
big  for  tbe  other  members  of  ^e  com- 
mittee, that  there  is  some  diligence  in 
^gree  between  the  ofrenstTene^B  of  the 
conduct  covered  in  section  1  and  In  sec- 
tion a.  Tbe  words  "and  censiires  him 
for  Uiat  actum"  are  intended  to  make  it 
impersonal.  That  is.  it  is  not  a  nersonal 
censure,  but  it  is  a  censure  of  ttk  action. 
It  ia  not  a  general  condemnatlafei  of  the 
Junior  Senator  frcnn  WlsconslnTbut  re- 
lates particularly  to  his  actio4  In  the 
denunciation  of  a  witness  repilesenting 
tbe  executive  branch  of  the  Ooy^rnment 
for  having  done  certain  things.  Which,  of 
course,  takes  us  to  the  merit!  of  the 
wiiole  matter,  and  probably  It  Is  bot  nec- 
essary to  go  into  that  phase  at  this  time. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  that  not  exactly 
what  is  done  in  line  2,  which  reads,  "and 
that  this  conduct  *  *  *  is  hereby  con- 
demned"? It  is  not  the  Senator  himself 
who  is  condemned. 

Mr.  CASE.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  It  Is  the  conduct 
Which  is  condemned.  In  line  17  the  res- 
olution reads  "censures  him  for  that 
action." 

Mr.  CASE.  If  that  langiiage  bothers 
the  Senator  from  Michigan,  tt^  words 
"hhn  for"  could  be  deleted,  so  as  to  make 
the  phrase  read  "censures  that  ^action." 
Perhaps  that  would  be  more  accurate  as 
representing  what  the  committef  had  in 
mind.  The  words  "for  that  action"  are 
intended  to  make  it  impersonal,  not  re- 
lati^  to  the  Senator  as  a  person,  but  to 
expi^  disapproval  of  a  speciflo  action. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colora4o.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CA8B.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Colorado. 

^  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am 
dlsappomted  that  the  unanimous-con- 
sent reouest  ot  the  Semitor  from  Calif or- 
Jda  was  not  agreed  to.  The  object  of 
that  request  was  simply  to  give  the  Sen- 
ate complete  freedom  of  action  In  deal- 
ing with  sections  1  and  2  of  the  resolu- 
^m.  No  d<}ia>t  when  the  Senate  reaches 
tbe  point  where  it  desires  to  take  action 
which  is  other  than  perfunctory  action 
numerouB  amendments  may  be  offered 
audperhape  voted  upon.  It  seems  to  me 
toat  section  1  and  section  2  ought  to 
be  divided  when  a  vote  Is  taken. 

As  I  understood  the  request, of  the 
S^tor  from  California,  the  able  ma- 
Jim^  leader,  the  only  purpose:  of  his 
request  was  to  give  the  Senate  cemplete 
freedom  of  action  to  do  what  if  might 
desire  to  do  with  regard  to  either  one  of 
those  proposals. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  purpose  was  to  avoid 
getting  into  a  situation  in  which  amend- 
ments would  have  to  be  offered  In  the 
third  d^ree.  which  would  be  out  of 
order. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes 
whoeas  amendments  might  be  oBered 
In  the  second  degree.  Otherwise  Sena- 
te might  be  completely  shut  ofr  from 
offmng  amendments. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  that  if  the  unan- 
imous-consent request  of  the  majority 
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leader  were  accepted,  it  woidd  give  tbe 
Senate  much  more  f reedomjand  liberty 
in  amending  and  hamtung  the  resolu- 
tion. I  would  have  no  Objection  to  tbe 
suggestion  made  by  the  majority  leader. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  would  have  no^Jeetlon  to 
the  request  made  by  the  majority  leader. 
If  I  properly  understood  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Prjesldent.  wHI 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakpta  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  to  the  majority 
leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  wish  to 
renew  the  unanimcus-conseijt  request  at 
this  time,  because  the  minority  leader  is 
not  present  at  the  moment,  land  he  ap- 
parently had  some  objection^  to  the  re- 
quest. My  only  purpose  in  Snaking  the 
suggestion  was  that  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind  the  Senate  should  not  get  into  such 
a  parliamentary  tangle  that  it  would  be 
foreclosed  from  taking  appitopriate  ac- 
tion. It  seems  to  me  that  t^e  situation 
which  confronts  the  Senate, is  that  the 
original  resolution.  S.  301.  w^s  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  I  Mr.  Flan- 
ders]. The  amendment  is  ihown  sub- 
stantially in  the  italics  ezcepifor  a  word 
or  two  on  the  second  page.  If  the  amend- 
ment is  adopted  as  a  commltitee  amend- 
ment, then  the  Senate  woiild  be  fore- 
closed from  making  any  ftm<fiHpifnta  to 
the  language. 

Certain  Senators  might  saf ,  'Tt  IS  all 
right,  except  we  think  three  words  should 
be  stricken  out."  or  other  Senators 
might  say.  "We  think  It  is  all  right  except 
another  sentence  should  be  added."  The 
Senate  would  be  precluded  from  doing 
that. 

The  only  alternative  on  tbe  part  of  the 
Senators  who  did  XM>t  agree  with  the 
precise  recommendations  of  i  the  select 
committee  would  be  to  offer  a  substitute. 
So.  I  think  the  freedom  of  aqtion  of  the 
Senate  would  be  considerably  curtailed. 
I  certainly  do  not  desire  to  Continue  to 
urge  adoption  of  the  request,  because. 
If  it  were  agreed  to,  it  would  have  to  be 
done  by  unanimous  consent,  so  there 
would  be  no  impression  created,  either  In 
the  press  or  throughout  tbe  country 
other  than  that  the  Senate  merely  was 
adopting  it  because  of  technlqal  leaaona. 
and  was  not  prejudging  or  taking  a  «**'*^ 
on  the  question.  ^^ 

The  only  purpose  of  the  tmantanoua 
consent  request  of  the  majority  leader 
was  to  put  the  resolution  to  Isoeb  form 
that  it  would  be  subject  td  whatever 
amendment  or  substitute  fmlgbt  be 
offered. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  If  the  ma- 
Jority  leader  or  any  other  Senator  renews 
the  request,  I  hope  It  will  beilimited  to 
the  language  of  section  1,  abd  that  a 
similar  request  wUl  later  be  ^lade  with 
regard  to  section  2.  The  reason  for  my 
stetement  is  based  on  the  fact  that  it  Is 
my  conviction,  and  I  think  o^ier  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  share  It,  that  there 
should  be  separate  votes  on  tbe  two 
different  matters. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  wffl 
the  Senator  from  South  IMutU  yield  at 
that  point?  j 

Mr.  CASK  I  shall  yield  to  i  moment. 
The  f  Mm  of  the  resolution  wM  worked 
out  with  the  Parliamentarian!  and  with 
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representetives  from  the  staff  of  the 
legislative  counsel  of  the  Senate,  and  it 
was  thought  that  by  tocorporatlng  the 
body  of  the  first  recommendaticm  be- 
tween the  first  and  last  words  or  two  of 
the  Flanders  resolution,  it  would  sepa- 
rate the  two  propositions  and  auto- 
matically insure  a  sejiarate  vote  on  each 
amendment.  Had  the  proposal  been 
made  for  a  complete  substitute,  we 
feared  that  would  have  required  either 
a  demand  for  a  division  or  a  motion  to 
strike  a  portion  of  the  single  amend- 
ment unless  both  propositions  were  to 
stend  or  fall  together. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASK  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  the  prob- 
lem which  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kote  raises  could  be  met,  and  I  desire  to 
address  a  parliamentary  inquiry  through 
the  Presiding  Officer  to  the  Parliamen- 
tarian, as  to  whether  or  not  by  imani- 
mous  consent,  or  even  under  the  rules 
of  the  Senate,  upcm  request,  the  issue 
might  be  divided  so  that  section  1  and 
section  2  of  the  resolution  might  be 
voted  on  separately. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  that  will  be  the 
order,  and  that  the  two  paragraphs  will 
be  voted  on  separately. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  make  a  further 
parliamentary  toquiry  as  to  whether, 
upon  renewal  of  the  unanimous-consent 
request  to  treat  this  matter  de  novo,  and 
its  being  granted  under  those  circum- 
stances, the  issue  might  then  be  divided. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  the  only  matters 
which  could  then  be  considered  would 
be  individual  amendmente. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes;  but  could  not 
a  motion  be  made  either  to  strike  section 
1  or  to  amend  section  1,  without  touching 
section  2,  as  an  example? 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFTICER.  Yes; 
that  is  correct. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  would  object  to  a 
unanimous-consent  request  which  com- 
bined the  two  proposEils  if  a  motim  were 
required  to  strike  out  cme  of  than  to 
order  to  let  them  be  voted  upon  sepa- 
rately. 

I  address  a  parliamentary  inquiry  to 
the  Chair.  Could  not  the  suggested  re- 
quest be  limited  to  the  first  amendment, 
and  could  not  the  language  of  the  first 
amendment  with  the  rematoder  of  sec- 
tion 1  be  considered  as  an  original  text? 

The  PRESIDINO  OIVlCEtt.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  that  could  be 
done. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  agato  to  address  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry,  through  tbe  Chair,  to 
the  Parliamentarian.  Assume  that  the 
resolution  had  come  out  of  the  commit- 
tee de  novo,  that  the  report  on  Senate 
Resolution  301  was  made,  but  that  nor- 
mally, to  the  course  of  legi^ative  pro- 
cediuv,  the  committee  had  added  a  com- 
mittee amendment  or  a  new  section.  If 
that  had  been  done  and  the  resolution 
had  come  out  to  two  sections,  would  not 
the  Senate  have  it  withto  its  own  right 


to  vote  on  each  section  separately — ^to 
other  wOTds,  have  the  Issue  divided? 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Under 
rule  ZVm.  a  proposal  to  strike  out  and 
insert  new  matter  cannot  be  divided. 

The  resolution  was  reported  to  the 
form  to  which  it  appears  so  that  Sen- 
ators would  have  an  opportunity  to  vote 
on  each  section  separately. 

Mr.  Ea«OWLAND.  Tiien,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, because  of  the  parliamentery  cir- 
cumstences  at  the  moment.  I  suggest 
that  the  debate  conttoue.  because  I  be- 
Ueve  it  would  be  a  misteke  to  obteto  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement  to  regard 
to  treating  only  one  half  of  the  commit- 
tee's action  as  the  action  of  the  Senate, 
and  having  that  part  adopted,  and  leav- 
ing the  other  half  suspended  to  midair, 
so  to  speak.  To  do  so  might  cause  more 
confusion,  I  think,  not  only  to  the  Cham- 
ber but  throughout  the  country,  if  it 
were  to  be  tmderstood  that  the  Senate 
had  acted  on  one  section  but  apparently 
had  completely  ignored  the  other  section. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  it  occurs  to 
me  that  possibly  a  littie  consideration 
of  this  matter  by  the  Parliamenterlan 
would  suggest  a  way  to  work  it  out  so 
that  all  parties  would  be  accommodated. 

Mr.  President,  to  addressing  the  Sen- 
ate at  this  time  I  do  so  reluctantly  for 
two  reasons:  In  the  first  place,  I  did  not 
expect  to  speak  this  afternoon  on  the 
Tcjport.  In  the  second  place,  I  speak  at 
this  time  with  considerable  reluctance 
because  I  do  not  to  any  degree  desire  to 
appear  as  an  adversary  to  this  whole 
proceeding.  I  think  it  is  known  to  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  that  there  is  not  a 
member  of  the  select  committee  who 
sought  the  Job.  Certainly  I  did  not  seek 
it.  If  I  had  taken  the  good  advice  I 
received  when  I  returned  h<nne  the  night 
adtex  I  consented  to  serve,  I  would  have 
reconsidered  my  decision,  and  would  not 
have  consented  to  serve. 

Be  that  as  it  may,  the  majority  leader 
advised  me  that  the  field  was  somewhat 
limited,  that  Members  of  the  Senate  who 
were  candidates  this  year  ought  not  be 
asked  to  serve;  that  because  of  past  ex- 
pressions of  opinion,  many  other  Mem- 
bers were  more  or  less  eliminated.  I  do 
not  know  whether  I  was  the  last  choice, 
or  where  I  stood  to  that  regard.  In  any 
event,  when  the  distinguished  majority 
leadtf  finished  talking  to  me  he  made  me 
believe  be  had  a  Job  that  someone  had  to 
do,  and  that  he  picked  me  as  one  of  those 
Who  had  to  go  through  what  I  say  hon- 
estly and  stocerely  has  been  the  most  un- 
pleasant work  assignment  to  my  entire 
life. 

I  oertainly  am  not  "out  to  get"  tbe 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsto  [Mr.  Mc- 
Caitht].  Personally.  I  like  him.  Per- 
sonally, I  would  have  liked  to  see  the  sit- 
uati(«  such  that  today  the  Senate  could 
have  taken  a  recess  for  a  time  and  attend 
the  dedication  of  the  stetue  to  the  heroes 
of  Iwo  Jlma.  I  hai:q;>ened  to  serve  for  a 
little  time  to  the  United  States  Marine 
Corps,  as  did  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsto,  and  I  have  a  ktodred  feeling 
with  him  and  with  other  members  of  that 
illustrious  corps.  I  regret  exceedingly 
the  circumstances  which  bring  us  to  the 
consideration  of  this  matter  at  all,  and 
oertainly  under  ttiis  situation  today. 


It  hardly  needs  to  be  stated  that  I HM 
nothing  to  do  with  initiating  tbe  4g 
charges  which  wa%  referred  to  the  earn- 
mlttee.  I  did  not  toltiate  the  referral  to 
a  special  committee,  and  I  certainly  did 
not  seek  a  position  on  the  committee. 

At  the  outset,  I  wish  to  state  that  I 
feel  that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consto [Mr.  McCabtht]  has  done  a  nota- 
ble job  of  alerting  the  country  to  subver- 
sive, communistic  activities.  I  would  net 
detract  to  one  degree  from  the  credit  due 
him  for  a  great  public  service  to  that 
reject.  On  the  contrary,  I  applaud  bim 
for  his  relenttess  efforto  and  for  some 
dramatic  resulte. 

As  a  one-time  member,  too,  of  llio 
House  Committee  on  Un-Amexlean  Ac- 
tivities, I  know  that  anyone  who  expoaes 
subversion  is  bound  to  be  the  victim  at 
counterattacks.  The  Junior  «*i»»i^tw 
from  Wisconsto  has  iiad  his  share  of  un- 
fair smear  attacks,  and  I  do  not  blame 
him  for  being  sensitive  on  that  score. 

At  the  same  time,  it  must  be  reoognlied 
that  honorable  service  to  (me  field  does 
not  create  Immimity  from  responsibUtty 
for  proper  conduct  to  other  fields. 

The  2  issues  out  ot  tbe  46  on  wbkb 
the  committee  recommended  censux«  aro 
not  that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  McCastht]  found  or  got 
rough  with  Communists,  fifth  amend- 
ment or  otherwise.  The  first  count  baa 
to  do  with  wliat  the  committee  consid- 
ered his  failure  to  cooperate  to  the  fune- 
tioning  at  a  committee  of  tbe  Soiate. 
to  clearing  up  matters  rdating  to  him 
that  affected  the  honm:  of  tbe  Senate, 
tberelqr  elKectiv^^  obstnicting  the  ef- 
ioris  of  the  ccxnmittee  to  deal  with  tbe 
matters  referred  to  it 

The  second  has  to  do  with  what  tbe 
committee  felt  was  unwarranted  abase 
of  a  reiM^sttitative  of  the  oceenttve 
branch  of  the  Oovemment,  namely,  tbe 
denunciation  by  the  Juni<Nr  8aiatc»'  fitmt 
Wisconsto  ot  G«ieral  Zwii^er,  to  effect, 
for  carrying  out  orders,  for  respecting 
executive  directives,  and,  to  effect,  for  re- 
fusing to  say  that  one  who  took  tbCLpo- 
sitkm  that  his  superior  officer  had  takm 
to  directing  the  discharge  of  a  major, 
should  be  separated  from  the  ao-viee  for 
issuing  the  discharge  order. 

Of  course,  the  answers  to  those  charges , 
should  be  on  their  merits. 

The  so-called  Flanders  reeolutkm,  as 
<»lginally  presented  to  the  Senate,  as  I 
recall,  was  a  resolution  to  strip  tbe 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisoonsto  of  eer- 
tato  positions  he  boMs  to  ttie  Senate, 
due  to  his  chairmanship  or  to  bis  sen- 
hxlty.  It  later  was  changed  to  firfiate 
Resfdution  301,  or  a  resolution  to  oensnra 
for  goieral  conduct  Tbe  Membovof 
the  Senate  will  recall  tbe  threat  of  ex- 
tended debate  here  on  that  resoiutlon, 
as  the  Senate  was  trying  to  drive  throogb 
its  legislative  program,  to  order  that.  It 
might  adjourn,  if  possible,  by  tbe  end  of 
July  or  early  to  August 

Persuasive  argumenta  were  preeentad 
to  the  Senate  by  various  Members,  to- 
cludtog  the  Senator  from  Texas  Clgr. 
Dahixl],  and  tbe  Senator  from  Oregon 
(Mr.  MoBss],  to  the  effect  that  a  resOlu- 
tton  ta  censure  should  not  be  to  general 
terms,  but  should  carry  a  bill  of  partloa* 
lars.    Following  that,  ttie  Senator  fzoaa 
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Ofr.  PDuucaorl/tlie  Senator 
fnm  fnmaatt  (Mr.  FUjobiI.  and  the 
Bum^bsr  from  Oregon  uEb*.  Moaaa]  pre- 
MBfted  wliat  mlgbfc  be  loaltad  a  bOl  of 
parttenlan;  tbat  !■  to  say*  ttaey  oAcxcd 
amandaMnts  to  Senate  ResoloUon  301, 
ttxjiog  tB  nnmba  and  in  lAiraaeology, 
but  addlBK  19  to  aome  48  different 
ooonta.  1t»  Seufttor  from  Ooxmectknit 
[Mr.  Bon],  proposed  amendments  to 
the  BnleB  of  the  Senate  dealing  with 
sooia  of  the  isanes  inircdved. 

There  was  some  debate  mwn  these 
matters.  The  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  SiixxH]  suggested  that  the  matter 
be  referred  to  a  special  eommtttee.  His 
partieular  motion  was  not  adopted,  but 
that  Idea  of  reference  gained  aAierents 
here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  Bren- 
toaUy  the  distinguished  majority  leader, 
after  eonsultation  with  the  distinguished 
minority  leader  and  with  other  Mem- 
ben.  I  Msume,  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle, 
presented  the  motion  which  prerailed. 
which  was  to  create  a  committee  of  six 
members,  to  be  named  by  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent; but  it  was  understood  from  all  the 
statments  which  were  made  that  the 
Members  were  to  be  recommended  and 
aftutually  agreed  upon  by  the  floor  lead- 
ers for  both  parties,  with  an  equal  num- 
ber ot  representatives  from  both  parties. 
The  idea.  I  ttiinlc.  was  to  have  a  biparti- 
san committee  as  nonpolitical  as 
possible. 

Tliat  was  the  situation ;  and  eventual- 
ly certain  Members  of  the  Seni^  found 
themselves  astigned  to  that  task,  under 
the  ocmditions  I  have  described.    - 

Possibly  a  few  words  should  be  said 
regarding  the  procedure  of  the  chair- 
man, to  supplement  what  be  has  stated 
this  morning. 

The  original  decision  of  the  commit- 
tee was  concerned  with  how  it  should 
proceed.  Naturally,  the  committee  ob- 
tained some  staff  help,  but  we  examined 
the  40  different  counts.  We  found  there 
were  about  13  of  them  that  could  be 
classified  under  5  different  cat^ories. 
The  remaining  33  we  decided  were  not  of 
sufBeient  merit  on  their  face  to  warrant 
consideratifm  until  we  had  taken  testi- 
mony and  had  deliberated  on  the  other 
13. 

A  little  later  I  shall  refer  to  the  dis- 
position of  those  33. 

Under  1  category  we  included  those 
incidents  which  suggerted  contempt  of 
the  Senate  or  of  a  senat(»1al  committee. 
Thejr  laqcdy  dealt  with  Soiator  Mc- 
Castht's  eonduet  with  relation  to  the  so- 
called  Offlette-Hennings  Subcommittee 
on  Privflegea  and  Elections  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Roles  and  Adminlstraticm  in 
the  ndCcmgress. 

Under  category  2  we  included  the 
incidents  of  encouragement  of  United 
States  emi^asrees  to  violate  the  law  and 
their  oaths  of  office.  I  am  repeating  the 
buiguage  wmhodtrd  in  the  citations  re- 
ferred to  the  connnittee— not  that  the 
committee  accepted  that  phraseology. 
In  large  part  those  inddents  referred  to 
the  coodoet  of  Senator  McCabtrt  at  the 
so-called  Army-McCarthy  hearings. 

Ukkler  eategory  3  we  Indadcd  inel- 
dents  involving  the  use  of  clswrtfled 
documents.  In  the  main  that  eonoemed 
the  uae  of  the  so-called  2Mi-page  docu- 


ment which  appeared  in  the  Army-Mc- 
Carthy hearings. 

Under  category  4  we  Included  the 
Incidents  which  involved  the  abuse  of 
colleagnes.  Subsequently  In  our  delil>- 
erations  we  selecteid  one  phase  of  that 
eategory  and  Incorporated  it  with  cate- 
gory 1,  insofar  as  it  related  to  the  con- 
duct of  Senator  McCartht  with  refer- 
ence to  Senator  Hkndricxson  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Oillette-Hennings  subcom- 
mittee. 

Under  category  5  we  Included  the 
incidents  relating  to  General  Zwlcker. 

The  committee  then  prepared  and  die- 
livered  notices  of  hearings  and  estab- 
lished rules  'or  the  orderly  and  judicial 
conduct  of  the  hearings  of  the  committte. 
The  committee  instructed  the  staff  to 
brief  the  law  and  the  precedents  on  the 
questions  involved.  Then  we  instructed 
them  to  gather  and  present  all  the  f  adts 
and  evidence  bearing  on  the  13  charges. 
regardless  of  which  aspect  of  the  charges 
they  seemed  to  support. 

Following  that,  of  course,  the  commit- 
tee held  hearings.  During  those  hear- 
ings the  staff  of  the  committee  presented 
the  law  and  the  facts.  As  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  has  pointed  oat. 
the  hearings  were  not  regarded  as  ad- 
versary in  character,  and  while  we  in- 
vited the  individual  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate who  had  submitted  the  amendments 
which  constituted  the  general  charges  to 
submit  evidence,  we  did  not  specifically 
request  their  appearance  before  the  com- 
mittee. 

I  have  before  me  a  copy  of  a  letter 
dated  August  24,  1954,  which  went  out 
over  the  signature  of  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  to  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon [Mr.  MoRSX],  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Flandkrs],  and  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Fulbright]  .  I  think 
possibly  It  woi41  not  be  out  of  place  to 
read  that  letter  at  this  time,  because  I 
understand  some  Senators  have  wcti- 
dered  why  those  individual  Members  did 
not  appear  as  witnesses  before  the  com- 
mittee. 

Briefly,  the  reason  was  that,  so  far  as 
we  knew,  they  did  not  possess  individual 
knowledge  of  the  charges  which  they 
made.  They  were  made  in  the  nature 
of  information,  or  leads  for  the  commit- 
tee to  follow.  The  following  is  the  tesct 
of  the  letter  ^^ilch  was  sent  to  each  of 
the  three  Senators  named: 

For  your  information  I  have  enclosed  bete- 
wlth  a  copy  of  a  notice  by  the  Select  Coai- 
mittee  to  Study  Charges  Pursuant  to  Senate 
Order  on  Senate  Besolvrtion  301  which  Was 
Issued  by  the  committee  today. 

Since  you  are  one  of  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  who  jvoposed  specific  charges  by  way 
of  an  amendment  to  Senate  Resolution  301. 
you  are  advised  that  it  would  be  helpful  to 
the  committee  If  you  should  dociunent  ttie 
charges  contained  In  the  amendment  or 
amendments  offered  by  you  and  return  ttie 
•aid  documented  charges  to  the  committee 
at  the  earliest  possible  date. 

Tou  are  further  advised  that  if  you  have 
witnesses  or  know  of  witnesses  who  can  oder 
oral  or  written  evidence  at  said  hearings 
Mt  forth  in  dctaU  in  said  notice  of  hearings 
and  In  conformity  with  the  requirements 
of  said  notice  with  respect  to  testimony,  you 
should  submit  to  the  committee  the  names 
of  said  witnesses  together  with  a  brief  sum- 
mary of  the  testimony  which  they  may  give 


if  called  upon  to  testify  by  said  com|nltt«« 
at  said  hearings. 

Tou  are  further  advised  that  any  infor- 
mation which  you  may  have  which  laay  be 
material,  relevant,  and  competent  on  the 
subject  matter  of  said  hearing  will  be  re- 
ceived by  said  committee  Informally  fbr  the 
purpose  of  aiding  and  assisting  it  in  accom- 
plishing its  duties  under  said  Senate  Reso- 
lution 301. 

Yours  very  sincerely. 

AXTHXTB  V.  WaTKDTS, 

Chairman, 

When  the  hearings  (H>ened  the  staff 
counsel  read  Into  the  record  the  docu- 
mentary material  which  was  avallaible  to 
the  committee.  We  established  the  rule 
that  either  counsel  for  Senator  MicCak- 
THT  or  Senator  McCastht  himself  might 
object  to  testimony  introduced ;  and  that 
either  Senator  McCabthy  or  his  coun- 
sel— but  not  both — might  cross-examine 
witnesses.  The  committee  counsel  was 
restricted,  in  that  we  did  not  permit  com- 
mittee counsel  to  object.  Objections 
could  have  been  made.  I  presume,  by 
members  of  the  committee  to  the  in- 
troduction of  evidence.  I  do  not  recall 
that  any  member  of  the  committee  ob- 
jected to  the  introduction  of  evidence, 
except  as  expressed  through  the  rulings 
of  the  Chair. 

So  far  as  I  know,  all  evidence,  pro  and 
con,  was  received.  I  recognize  that  there 
were  some  rulings  of  the  Chair  with 
respect  to  certain  material  which  Sena- 
tor McCarthy  or  his  counsel  sought  to 
present,  and  which  was  not  introduced. 
There  has  already  been  some  reference 
to  that  matter  in  the  discussion. 

So  far  as  I  know,  no  formal  challenge 
was  made  with  respect  to  the  compe- 
tency or  qualifications  of  any  member 
of  the  committee  to  serve. 

I  think  it  should  be  said  that  at  the 
outset  of  our  meetings,  before  the  hear- 
ings. Senator  McCarthy  and  his  counsel 
came  to  the  committee  and  met  with  us 
in  executive  session  to  discuss  the  im- 
plications of  the  article  in  the  Denver 
Post  In  which  certain  statements  were 
alleged  to  have  been  made  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson].  We 
discussed  that  question  informally.  I 
think  the  committee  counsel  and  Sena- 
tor McCarthy  did  the  proper  thing  in 
bringing  the  article  to  the  atttentton  of 
the  committee  and  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senator  from  Colorado,  but  no  for- 
mal challenge  was  made  of  his  quali- 
fications, so  far  as  I  know. 

I  may  say  at  this  point  that  I  wish  it 
could  have  been  possible  for  Members 
of  the  Senate  to  be  present  during  all 
the  executive  meetings  of  the  committee. 
I  would  not  say  that  there  was  unlmlm- 
Ity  in  every  point  of  view  which  was 
expressed  during  the  deliberations  of  the 
committee  in  executive  session.  Such  a 
statement  would  be  untrue.  TheUe  was 
not  unanimity  on  every  point  ck  view 
which  was  expressed.  We  discussed  the 
issues  as  they  arose.  We  discussed  the 
evidence  pro  and  con.  I  will  say  that 
I  did  not  detect,  in  the  comment  ^r  the 
attitude  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado, 
any  bias  that  could  be  attributed  to  any- 
thing he  may  have  said  or  anythikig  he 
may  have  felt  before  he  came  oCi  the 
committee.  If  he  expressed  a  conviction, 
I  think  It  could  fairly  be  said  that  it 
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was  the  outgrowth  of  material  which 
came  before  the  committee  during  our 
deliberations. 

The  evidence  was  taken  and  printed. 
Briefs  and  memoranda  <A  law  were 
printed.  Then  we  made  the  decision  to 
take  no  testimony  on  the  remaining  33 
charges.  Later  I  shall  devote  a  little 
time  to  that  subject. 

Following  the  hearings  and  delibera- 
tions there  was  the  preparation  of  the 
report.  As  Senators  have  undoubtedly 
noted,  the  report  is  divided  into  eight 
sections.  I  think  each  one  is  fairly 
cloeely  organized,  so  that  it  would  be 
possible  to  find  the  substantial  evidence 
and  the  findings  on  the  law  and  the  facts 
which  led  to  each  recommendation  of 
the  committee. 

I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  about  the 
two  categories  of  charges  with  respect  to 
which  the  committee  did  not  recommend 
censure.  I  say  that  because  initially  the 
committee  felt  that  they  were  of  suffi- 
cient weight  that  we  should  take  testi- 
mony upon  them. 

I  think  it  is  fair  also  to  say  that  some 
belief  was  expressed  during  a  part  of 
our  deliberations  by  some  members  of 
the  committee  to  the  effect  that  possibly 
a  censure  recommendation  was  war- 
ranted with  respect  to  those  two  matters. 
However,  the  final  judgment  of  the  com- 
mittee was  that  there  was  no  basis  for 
a  recommendation  of  censure.  In  that 
point  of  view,  very  franUy,  I  may  say,  I 
completely  concurred. 

I  have  reference  to  categories  2  and  3. 
No.  2  was  the  solicitation  of  allegedly 
classified  information;  No.  3  the  alleged 
misuse  of  classified  Ixiformatlon. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  committee 
did  not  recommend  censure  on  either  of 
these  categories,  and  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  both  of  these  matters  are  reviewed 
in  the  report.  I  do  not  think  it  Is  neces- 
sary to  go  into  any  lengthy  discussion  of 
them.  For  myself,  and  speaking  only 
for  the  junior  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota, however,  I  do  wish  to  give  my  own 
position  with  respect  to  them. 

First,  with  respect  to  the  solicitation. 
Senators  will  recall  that  during  the  so- 
called  Army -McCarthy  hearings,  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy] in  various  wasrs  indicated  his 
belief  that  employees  of  the  Federal  Qov- 
emment  who  had  any  knowledge  of 
wrongdoing — and  perhaps  in  one  in- 
stance he  indicated  that  he  meant  that 
regardless  of  whatever  Uiat  information 
was — should  communicate  it  to  hiuL 
However,  a  careful  reading  of  his  invi- 
tation convinces  me  that  even  if  in  a 
single  instance  he  omitted  the  use  of  the 
words  "evidence  of  wrongdoing  relating 
to  treason  or  corruption."  it  was  merely 
the  infelicity  of  the  repetition  of  a  state- 
ment. 

I  was  wholly  convinced,  both  by  a  care- 
ful reading  of  his  invitation  at  the  Army- 
McCarthy  hearings  and  by  his  very  posi- 
tive statements  before  the  select  com- 
mittee on  direct  examination  and  cross 
examination,  that  he  did  not  intend  that 
employees  of  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  should  start  on  a  wild  ran- 
sacking of  Qovemment  files  in  an  effort 
to  find  some  classified  information  which 
would  make  them  heroes  for  a  day.  or 
anything  of  that  sort. 


A  very  careful  reading  of  his  state- 
ments at  the  Army-McCarthy  hearings 
and  his  statements  before  the  select 
committee  would  convince  an  objective 
person,  I  beUeve.  that  he  did  not  Intend 
any  statement  he  made  to  be  a  loose, 
wild  invitation  for  employees  to  submit 
to  him  classified  information.  However, 
he  did  want  evidence  of  wrong  doing. 

I  should  like  to  make  one  other  point 
in  this  connection.  There  was  brought 
to  our  attention  no  statute  which  made 
it  a  crime  or  misdemeanor  or  felony,  or 
wrong  in  any  way,  for  an  employee  of 
the  Oovemment  to  give  classified  Infor- 
mation to  a  person  authorized  to  receive 
it. 

If  there  came  to  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  information  of  a  classi- 
fied nature  which  had  to  do  with  wrong- 
doing, or  raised  a  question  on  that  score. 
I  personally  feel  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  bls  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations, 
and  as  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Investigations  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations,  might  well  feel  that 
he  was  a  person  entitled  to  receive  such 
information. 

I  submit  this  question  to  Members  of 
the  Senate  who  have  any  doubt  on  that 
point.  If  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Oovemment  Operations,  formerly 
known  as  the  Committee  on  Expendi- 
tures in  the  Executive  Departments,  and 
the  chairman — ^the  same  person — of  the 
SutKommittee  on  Investigations  is  not  an 
authorised  person  to  receive  information 
on  wrongdoing  in  the  Qovemment,  even 
if  it  be  of  a  classified  nature,  what  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  should  claim  that 
right? 

It  happens  that  in  my  capacity  on  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services — and  I  am 
chairman  ot  the  Subcommittee  on  Real 
Estate  and  Military  Construction — I  re- 
ceive much  material  of  a  classified  na- 
ture which  has  a  great  deal  of  red  print- 
ing around  it  and  on  the  envelope.  I 
assume  I  am  a  person  authorized  to  re- 
ceive such  InformatlcMi.  I  certainly  try 
to  respect  the  classification  of  it.  How- 
ever, r  assume  I  am  a  person  authorized 
to  receive  it. 

Therefore  no  felony  or  misdemeanor 
or  crime  or  any  wrongdoing  whatever  is 
Involved  in  my  receiving  it  when  it  car- 
ries that  classified  label;  nor  is  there 
ansrthing  wrong  about  any  Government 
employee  bringing  that  material  to  me. 
Tlie  error  would  be  in  a  misuse  of  it, 
and  I  shall  come  to  that  point  in  a 
minute. 

I  feel  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  was  entitled  to  say  with  con- 
siderable feeling  that  he  had  a  right 
to  receive  information  of  wrongdoing, 
even  If  it  were  of  a  classified  nature. 
He  was  entitled  to  feel  that  way.  and 
any  Member  of  the  Senate  might  feel 
that  was  if  he  were  the  same  chair- 
manship^  

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  srleld? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator  base 
his  statement  on  the  law  or  on  his  per- 
sonal opinion? 

Mr.  CASK  I  base  it  on  my  opinion, 
but  I  thmk  it  is  the  law  as  well.  I  do 
not  know  of  a  single  section  of  the  law 


being  called  to  our  attention  which  mdi- 
cated  that  it  was  wrong  to  give  classified 
information  to  a  person  authorized  to 
receive  it.  The  law  is  not  too  clear  as 
to  who  Is  an  authorized  person. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Will  the  Senator  yield 
further? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WKIiKWR.  I  believe  the  Senator 
is  making  a  profound  si>eech,  and  I 
should  like  to  be  of  assistance  to  him. 
Is  the  Senator  faauliar  with  title  5, 
United  States  Code,  section  652.  para- 
graph (d)  ?    I  shall  read  it: 

The  rlgbt  of  persons  employed  in  the  etvU 
service  of  the  United  States,  either  individ- 
ually or  collectively,  to  petition  Congress,  or 
any  Member  thereof,  or  to  furnish  informa- 
tion to  either  House  of  Oongreas.  or  to  any 
committee  or  member  thereof,  shall  not  b* 
denied  or  Interfered  with. 

As  I  understand,  that  law  was  not 
called  to  the  attention  o[  the  committee 
by  its  counsel  or  anyone  else.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  Itelieve  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  is  perhaps  in  ern»:  in  that  regard. 
It  was  brought  to  our  attention,  but  it 
was  stated  that  that  section  had  to  do 
with  civil -service  employees.  There  was 
some  opinion  to  the  effect  that  that  sec- 
tion of  the  law  had  a  particular  meaning 
with  reference  to  persons  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Civil  ifeervice  C(Hn- 
mlssion.      

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  3^eld  further? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  should  like  to  eaU 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  to  UUe  18,  United  States  dbde. 
section  4.  which  provides  as  follows: 

Whoever,  having  knowledge  of  the  actual 
commission  of  a  felony,  cognisable  by  a  ootirt 
of  the  United  States,  conceals  and  does  not 
as  soon  as  possible  make  known  the  same  to 
some  judge  or  other  person  in  clvU  or  military 
authority  under  the  United  States,  shaU  be 
fined  not  more  than  $500  or  imprlaoned  not 
more  than  8  years,  or  both. 

Certainly  that  section  does  not  refer 
to  a  civil-service  employee.  It  says  "any 
person."  Was  that  law  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  CASE.  Yes;  that  was  also 
brought  to  our  attention.  However, 
whatever  the  value  of  both  of  the  stat-  ^ 
utes  is — and  I  believe  they  have  a  great  ^ 
deal  of  value — ^the  question  is  moot  be- 
cause we  did  not,  in  the  final  analysis^ 
recommend  censure  on  that  score. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  appreciate  that  faet.  . 
I  wished  the  Rbcokd  to  show  whether 
those  statutes  had  been  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  committee,  and  whether 
the  Senator's  statement  was  based  on  the 
law  or  on  the  kindness  of  his  heart. 

Hie  Senator  has  been  very  kind  to 
yield  to  me  at  this  time.  I  may  have 
misunderstood  him  in  his  opening  re- 
marks. I  imderstood  him  to  state  that 
the  select  committee — and  I  have  here- 
tofore stated  that  the  monbers  of  the 
select  committee  are  my  friends,  whom 
I  greatly  admire— was  critical  of  the 
junior  Soiator  from  Wisconsm  for  his 
cross-examination  of  one  who  was  m  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Oovemmentk 
namely.  General  Zwicker.  I  know  my 
distinguished  friend  from  South  Dakota 
does  not  wish  the  Record  to  show  that 
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Mn  ewmfrirr  ahoiild  be  raogher  wtth  % 
corporal  Uum  with  »  generaL 

Mr,  CAgB.  Na  Of  couxae,  tbst  wm 
HQlt  tattamtod. 

ICr.  WELKER.  I  got  the  Impieaalcm 
that  the  eommtttee  ptaipohited  it  toward 
a  major  general. 

Mr.  CASK  It  would  be  the  same  If  he 
had  been  a  prinkte  acting  In  the  capacity 
of  representing  the  execatire  branch  <tf 
the  Goremment. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  the  Senator  wffl 
permit  me,  I  should  like  to  ask  one  more 
question.  The  Senator  has  been  very 
kind. 

-  On  page  30  of  the  report  the  second 
paragraph  thereof  contains.  I  believe,  a 
very  profound  statement  which  we  must 
consider,  and  which  reads  as  follows: 

If  tbe  rules  and  procedxires  were  otherwlae. 
&o  Senator  could  ha,n  freedom  <a  action 
to  perform  his  assigned  committee  duties. 
If  a  Senator  must  first  give  consideration 
to  whetber  an  oSdal  action  can  be  wantonly 
impugned  by  a  ooUeague,  as  bavlng  been 
motivated  by  a  Ia<A  of  tbe  very  qiuaUtles  and 
capacities  wary  Senator  Is  presunwd  to  have, 
the  prooesMS  a<  the  Senate  will  be  destroyed. 

I  wish  to  ask  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Sooth  Dakota  this  question:  Would 
not  that  inChide  our  distinguished  col- 
leagues 1^0  made  the  charges  upon  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  with  reference  to  the 
statement  that  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  falsely  accused  Annie  Iice 
Moss?  Would  it  not  also  relate  to  other 
charges  which  were  leveled  at  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  by  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  and  which  were  ruled  out? 
What  are  the  Senator's  observations  on 
that  point? 

Mr.  CASK.  There,  again,  the  Issue 
which  is  involved  win  be  discussed  In  de- 
tail later.  But  I  will  say  that  that  par- 
ticular lAiraseoIogy  Is  not  something 
Which  I  contributed  to  the  r^>ort.  I 
think  poasUdy  it  could  be  made  a  UtUe 
more  dear.  Later  I  shall  discuss  the 
principle  Involved. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  the  Senator  will 
be  kind  enough  to  permit  m^  to  ask  one 
more  question,  then  I  shall  desist. 

Mr.  CASK    I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator,  no 
doubt,  well  remembers  the  order  given 
to  the  select  committee  by  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  which  will  be  found 
on  page  1  of  volume  1  of  the  hearings.  I 
call  attentkm  to  the  last  three-quarters 
of  the  second  paragraph  of  the  order, 
which  I  read: 

And  ordered  further.  Hist  the  committee, 
which  shaU  be  autborlaed  to  hold  heartngs. 
to  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and  places  during 
the  sessions,  recesses,  and  atfjoiimed  periods 
of  the  Senate,  to  reqtdre  by  subpena  or  other- 
wise the  attendance  oi  sneh  witnesses  and 
the  pvodUBtlon  of  such  oocraspondence. 
books,  piqwra.  and  documents,  and  to  take 
such  teatlmeiiy  as  It  deems  advisable,  and 
that  the  committee  be  Instructed  to  act  and 
make  a  report  to  this  body  prior  to  th4»  ad- 
loumment  sine  die  of  the  Senate  In  the  sec- 
ond session  of  the  83d  Congress. 

.  Will  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
Uadly  t^  me  why  he  did  not  even  invite 
me  or  request  noe  or  subpuia  me  to  ap- 
pear to  testify  omeeming  what  I  knew 
about  ttie  activities  of  the  OUlette- 
Henoingseommittee?  I  wookl  have  been 
glad  to  appear  befmre  the  committee,  and 
I  am  sure  I  would  have  been  treated  with 


Courtesy,  and  I  think  that  perhaps  I 
eocdd  have  f^lven  the  committee  soi:ie 
advice  as  to  why  it  should  not  even  copi- 
aider  what  occurred  before  the  Oilleite 
committee. 

Mr.  CASE,  nrankly.  Mr.  President^  I 
do  not  know.  The  committee  called  any- 
One  who  was  suggested  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  or  by  his  counsel.  I  re- 
gret that  we  did  not  call  the  Senator 
from  Idaho.  I  hope  that  before  we  coia- 
plete  our  deliberations  here  the  Senator 
will  make  the  contribution  which  I  am 
sure  he  can  make.  I  say  that  in  all  sin- 
cerity. I  think  he  can  make  a  contribu- 
tion by  telling  the  Senate  what  he  might 
have  told  the  committee  with  respect  to 
the  operations  of  the  Gillette  committee; 
and  as  one  member  of  the  select  com- 
mittee I  shall  be  very  glad  to  hear  him 
when  he  does  so. 

Mr.  WELKER.  That  is  all  very  well. 
but  the  bam  has  pretty  well  burned  with 
the  horses  in  it.  But  let  me  make  this 
observation.  I  do  not  think  It  was  the 
du^  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to 
suggest  witnesses.  On  August  2,  1954.  I 
spoke  at  length  and  fully  and  completely 
with  respect  to  my  relations  with  ttie 
Gillette  committee  and  the  facts  that 
caused  my  resignation  from  it.  Cer- 
tainly the  select  committee  took  judicial 
notice  of  many,  many  other  things,  but 
It  completely  piilled  the  stick  back  atid 
flew  over  the  junior  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  CASE.  We  did  not  call  other 
members  of  that  committee,  so  far  as 
that  Is  concerned.  We  did  not  regard 
it  as  the  responsibility  of  our  committee 
to  pass  yxpaa  the  evidence  before  the 
other  committee.  We  did  not  try  to  eval- 
uate the  evidence  before  the  Gillette 
ctHnmittee.  Our  concern  was  with  ttie 
charges  referred  to  us  relating  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin with  reference  to  that  committee 
as  a  whole. 

Mr.  WELKER.  But  the  select  com- 
mittee was  a  fact-nnding  committee.  I 
regret  very  much  that  I  was  not  invited 
to  appear. 

Mr.  CASE.  We  did  not  go  back  over 
the  other  committee's  work.  We  did  not 
try  to  determine  the  validity  of  their  evi- 
dence or  try  to  evaluate  it.  The  other 
committee  had  made  its  report,  and  we 
were  not  retrying  whatever  was  pre- 
sented to  the  other  committee. 

Mr.  WELBIER.  Does  the  Senator 
mean,  then,  that  instead  of  having  a  Ju- 
dicial or  a  quasi-judicial  body  to  accept 
testimony 

Mr.  CASE.  We  did  not  accept  it  as 
testimony.  We  made  no  pronouncement 
or  finding  with  respect  to  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  on  the  charges  pre- 
sented to  the  Gillette  committee.  Tlie 
report  of  the  Gillette  committee  was 
iMHOUght  into  the  hearings  by  counsel  for 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and 
incorporated  as  an  appendix  in  our 
printed  hearings.  But  we  did  not  eval- 
uate that  evidence.  We  were  not  consid- 
•ring  the  charges  before  the  Gillette 
committee.  They  were  not  referred  to 
US. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  take  it  the  Senator  is 
not  advised  that  when  subpenas  were  is- 
sued to  those  who  might  help  the  junior 
Senator    from    Wisconsin     they     were 
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ordered  Canceled?     Did  the  committee 
consider  that? 

Mr.  CASK  I  have  no  knowledge  off 
what  the  Senator  refers  to. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Perhaps  I  can  en- 
lighten the  Senator.  Later  on  tn  the 
debate  I  hope  I  can  be  of  some  btmeflt, 
because  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
has  been  eminently  fair. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  respect  very  much  the 
Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  jrield? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  I  had 
a  speech  prepared  for  delivery  today, 
which  I  gave  the  press.  Obviously,  at 
this  late  hour  I  shall  be  imable  to  deliver 
it,  and  I  would  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  insert  it  in  the  body  of  the  RkcOrd. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  have  no  objection  to  its 
being  inserted.  It  can  be  Inserted  in  the 
middle  of  my  remarks,  so  far  as  that  is 
concerned. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  At  the  end  of  the 
Senator's  remarks. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  have  no  objection  to  its 
being  inserted  here. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  request  that  it  bo 
inserted  in  the  Record  at  the  end  of  the 
Senator's  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pm- 
cnsoN  in  the  chair) .    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CASE.  Reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, last  night  I  was  told  by  representa- 
tives of  the  press  and  radio  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  had  pre- 
pared a  speech  which  he  would  deliver 
today,  and  that  a  certain  portion  of  it 
referred  to  members  of  the  select  com- 
mittee as  the  unwitting  handmaidens  of 
the  Communist  Party.  Was  that  the 
language? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  "Unwitting  hand- 
maids.' I  think.  I  pointed  out  that  I 
did  not  wish  to  be  misquoted  as  saying 
that  the  committee  knowingly  did  the 
work  of  the  Communist  Party.  I  em- 
phasized it  and  said  that  the  members 
of  the  select  committee  were  the  unwit- 
ting handmaids  of  the  Communist  Party. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  speech  being  inserted  in 
the  Record,  but  I  was  sorry  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  should  have 
started  his  defense  by  that  line  of  presen- 
tation. I  say  very  frankly  that  I  hope 
the  Senate  and  the  American  people  will 
be  understanding,  and  that  they  will  look 
beyond  whatever  personalities  may  un- 
fortunately be  Indulged  during  the  de- 
bate, and  wUl  recognize  that  some 
tensions  may  be  developed  here.  It  la 
necessary  to  look  beyond  the  personali- 
ties Involved,  if  the  Senate  la  to  take 
the  right  action  both  for  today  and  for 
the  future. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  3aeld? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  will  yield  in  a  moment. 

The  PRESIDINO  OPnCER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  object? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  reserving  the  right 
to  object.  I  feel  that  we  can  contribute 
something  to  the  strengthening  of  free 
institutions  if  we  come  to  sound  con- 
clusions. 

I  said  recently,  in  answer  to  a  question 
asked  of  me  durljig  a  television  appear- 
ance, that  I  hoped  Senators  had  not 
made  up  their  minds  in  advance    and 
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that  the  Senate  could  considei  this  mat- 
ter clearly  and  dispasslMiately. 

I  regret  that  the  Junior  S^iator  from 
Wisconsin,  at  this  stage  of  the  proceed- 
ings, in  advance  of  the  debate  on  the 
floor,  has  felt  it  necessary  to  make  a 
statement  or  to  prepcuv  a  qpeech  which, 
in  some  degree,  is  embarassing.  or 
would  be  embarrassing,  to  the  members 
of  the  committee,  because  I  do  not  want 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  un- 
intentionally by  statements  in  this  de- 
bate, to  prove  to  the  American  people 
the  very  charge  that  is  in  the  first 
count. 

I  do  not  want  him  to  offer  proof  to  the 
American  people  that  no  man  can  serve 
on  a  committee  of  this  nature  in  the 
Senate  and  escape  personal  abuse  or 
attack.  I  do  not  want  him  to  destroy 
the  fvmctioning  of  conunittees  in  the 
Senate  by  uttering  derogatory  words 
about  Members  who  accept  unpleasant 
assignments. 

I  do  not  want  to  see  it  happen  again 
that  it  is  necessary  to  draft  Senators  to 
serve  on  a  committee  of  this  nature. 
The  basic  issue  m  the  first  recommenda- 
tion of  the  conmilttee  Is  that  another 
committee  was  called  upon  to  deal  with 
some  unfortun£.te,  nasty  charges  and 
that  its  members  were  accused  of  acting 
dishonestly  and  otherwise  abused. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  charge  here  happens 
to  be  that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin abused  a  conmilttee  for  doing 
what  the  committee  thought  was  their 
duty.    I  regret  to  see  him  prove  the 

point. 

Whether  their  verdicts  are  sound  or 
not,  whether  their  findings  are  correct 
or  not,  whether  their  recommendations 
are  good  or  not,  I  hope  there  can  be  pre- 
served for  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  the  right  of  Members  to  serve  on 
special  committees,  distasteful  as  their 
duties  may  be;  the  right  to  serve  on  the 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions, and,  if  necessary,  to  go  into  the 
facts  of  unpleasant  cases  and  report 
than  to  the  Senate,  without  having  their 
motives  impugned. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Idr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  to  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  have  never  felt, 
nor  do  I  feel  now.  that  the  able  Junior 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  has  any 
personal  animus  toward  me. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  assure  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  that  I  do  not. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  have  felt  that  way 
all  along.  I  have  felt  that  way  because 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  during  the  course  of 
the  hearings.  I  feel  that  way  now  be- 
cause of  the  Senator's  conduct  on  the 
floor  today. 

Unfortunately,  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  did  not  have  at  his  com- 
mand tne  evidence  wMch  he  would  have 
had.  had  it  not  been  for  what  I  consid- 
ered to  be  the  improper  rulings  of  the 
chairman  of  the  committee.  For  ex- 
ample, if  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 


had  allowed  me— I  should  not  say  the 
Senator  from  Soutli  Dakota,  because  the 
chairman  was  the  one  who  ruled  out  the 
evideaoe— if  I  had  been  allowed  to  pro- 
duce  the  evidence.  I  would  have  shown 
that  the  Gillette  committee  was  operat- 
ing to  Investigate  the  charges  of  WUliam 
Benton:  that  William  Benttm's  Commu- 
nist activities  and  his  connections  in  the 
State  Department  had  been  exposed,  not 
only  by  me.  but  by  others,  as  early  as 
1947. 

If  I  may  have  the  attention  of  the 
Presiding  Officer,  the  present  Presiding 
Of^CKT  [Mr.  Fkrgttson]  was  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  at 
that  time,  and  that  committee  made  a 
report,  pointing  out  that  there  were 
espicmage  and  Communist  Infiltration  in 
the  State  Department,  extending  into 
William  Benton's  office.  I  exposed  that. 
Benton  had  a  vested  interest  in  seeing 
me  discredited. 

If  the  chairman  of  the  select  commit- 
tee had  allowed  me  to  do  so,  I  would 
have  shown  that  the  charges  had  been 
prepared  by  Benton  because  of  that,  and 
that  they  had  been  prepared  in  the  Dem- 
ocratic national  headquarters.  There  is 
no  question  about  that.  Benton  ad- 
mitted that  he  got  help  from  that  source. 

So  there  was  a  chain  of  events.  There 
was,  first,  the  exposure  of  Communist 
infiltration  of  the  State  Department.  It 
extended  deep  into  William  Benton's 
office  while  he  was  Assistant  Secretary 
of  State.  When  I  was  exposing  that 
situation,  he  successfully  held  up  my 
work  for  some  time  by  preparing  these 
charges.  The  charges  were  motivated — 
and  I  could  have  proved  this  if  I  had 
been  allowed  to  do  so — ^by  the  fact  that 

I  was  exposing  the  Communists  he  kept 
in  his  office.  There  were  a  number  of 
them— one.  for  example,  by  the  name 
of  Miller,  whose  discharge  had  been 
recommended  by  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission because  of  his  Communist  activi- 
ties. But  Benton  kept  on  promoting 
him. 

The  Gillette  committee  was  Investigat- 
ing those  charges.  But  the  select  com- 
mittee would  not  allow  me  to  show  how 
the  Gillette  committee  was  operating. 
So  there  was  a  chain  of  events. 

Therefore,  I  say,  in  all  frankness, 
that,  unknowingly,  the  select  committee 
acted  as  the  handmaid  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party.  The  select  committee  has 
done  the  Job  of  the  Communist  Party 
without  knowing  it  has  done  so.  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  a  drop  of  Commu- 
nist sympathy  In  the  blood  of  any  of  the 
members  of  the  select  committee.  I 
know  the  Junior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  is  anti-Communist ;  but  he  has 
been  used  for  the  puniose  of  aiding  the 
Communist  cause.  I  said  that  in  my 
speech. 

Now  I  should  like  to  ask  a  question, 
if  I  may. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  desire  that  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  shall  have  the 
most  complete  opportunity  to  present  his 
case.  I  appreciate  that  this  is  a  serioxis 
matter.  I  even  forgive  him  for  any 
Statement  he  might  make  which  might 
be  misinterpreted  by  some  of  my  friends 
with  reference  to  my  character  or  my 
position,  or  whatever  this  unpleasant 


assignment  has  led  me  into.  At  the 
same  time.  I  trust  ttiat  he  win  not  pursue 
the  matter  too  far  at  this  time,  because 
I  wish  to  conclude  my  remarks  today,  if 
possible,  now  that  I  have  started. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield 
for  1  or  2  questions? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  srield  to  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  think  the  very 
meat,  the  very  soul  of  the  matter.  Is  to 
be  found  on  page  30  of  the  report.  As  I 
said  this  morning,  McCastht  is  com- 
pletely unimportant,  merely  Incidental, 
in  this  debate.  It  is  a  question  whether 
the  Senate  is  to  adopt  a  new  rule. 

I  am  certain  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  is  aware  of  the  rule  which  his 
committee  has  urged.  The  committee 
has  proposed  adoption  of  a  rule  to  the 
effect  that  a  Senator  cannot  criticize  a 
member  of  a  committee.  The  committee 
report  reads: 

If  the  rules  and  procedurM  were  otberwla*. 
&o  Senator  could  have  freedom  of  action  to 
perform  his  assign  3d  committee  duties. 

I  am  certain  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  will  agree  with  me  that  if  such 
a  rule  were  adopted,  no  Senator  would 
have  freedom  of  speech  any  longer. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  in- 
terpretation which  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  places  upon  that.  I 
Shall  comment  on  his  statement  later. 
I  simply  did  not  want  my  failure  to 
challenge  his  statement  to  be  construed 
as  meaning  that  I  agreed  with  the  Sena- 
tor's interpretation. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  me  read  the 
statement  in  the  report: 

His  public  statement  with  reference  to 
Senator  Hemduckson  was  vulgar  and  Insult- 
ing. Any  Senator  has  the  right  to  question, 
critlclxe,  differ  from,  or  condemn  an  ofBdal 
action  of  the  body  of  which  he  Is  a  member. 

In  other  words,  the  committee  holds 
that  a  Senator  can  criticize  the  action  of 
the  Senate.    I  continue: 

Or  the  constituent  committees  which  are 
working  arms  of  the  Senate  in  proper  lan- 
guage. 

So  the  select  conunlttee  holds  that  a 
Senator  should  be  entitled  to  critidae 
the  end  result  of  a  c<xnmittee  as  a  whole. 
The  report  then  goes  on  to  say: 

But  he  has  no  right  to  Impugn  the  xnottvea 
of  Individual  Senators  responsible  (or  oOlcial 
action,  nor  to  reflect  upon  their  pemnal 
character  for  what  official  action  they  took. 

Mr.  CASE. 

ator 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  me  read  the 
remainder  of  the  language,  so  that  there 
will  be  no  question  raised  about  my  tak- 
ing it  out  of  context: 

If  the  rules  and  procedures  were  other- 
wise, no  Senator  coxild  have  freedom  of 
action  to  peifoim  his  assigned  committee 
duties.  If  a  Senator  must  first  give  consid- 
eration to  whether  an  oOcial  action  can  be 
wantonly  Impugned  by  a  colleague,  m  hav- 
ing been  motivated  by  a  lack  of  the  very 
qualities  and  capacities  every  Senator  Is 
presumed  to  bave.  tbe  processes  of  tbe  Ben- 
ate  wm  be  destroyed. 

In  view  of  that  holding,  I  should  like  to 
ask  this  question:  The  Junior  Senator 
from  Vermont  LMr.  FlamdusJ  rose  on 


But  I  may  say  to  the  Sen- 
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tbe  flow  at  the  Somte,  aoeoMd  the  eonu 
mlttoe  of  whifeh  I  wm  ohntimoa  of  iloi>- 
V9  oettom.  and  raid  we  had  called  the 
wrong  man — Mr.  Parrlsh.  It  was  a  case 
of  mistaken  Identity.  The  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  wanted  me  to  be 
censured  for  that  Parrleh  was  sub- 
penaed,  appeared  before  the  committee, 
and  admitted  that  he  was  the  right  man, 
and  nwke  to  the  press  about  It. 

The  Senator  fn»n  Vermont,  on  the 
tuoat  of  the  Senate,  accused  me  of  being 
another  Hitler.  If  this  rule  is  to  apidy 
to  me.  if  I  cannot  crlticlae  monbers  of 
the  QiUette  committee  for  what  I  con- 
sidered to  be  improper  activity— let  us 
not  decide  at  this  point  whether  it  was 
Improper  <x  iK>t— and  if  I  should  be 
censured  for  that,  is  that  a  rule  which 
an>lie8  only  to  McCabtht?  How  about 
Flaitdkks? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  principle  applies  to 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flah- 
DKRs].  The  committee  tossed  out  the 
suggestion  that  the  remarks  which  the 
Junicff  Senator  from  Wisconsin  made 
about  the  Senator  from  Vermont  were 
any  basis  for  censure,  for  we  felt  that 
terms  used  in  the  remarks  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  about  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  were  out  of  place.  Dur- 
ing the  deliberations  of  the  committee, 
the  suggestion  was  even  made  that  the 
remarks  be  made  a  subject  of  comment 
in  the  report.  I  do  hot  hesitate  to  say. 
and  I  speak  for  msrself ,  that  I  regarded 
the  c<Hnments  of  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont  [Mr.  n^LNDSRsl.  and  his  action  in 
going  into  the  Army-McCarthy  hearings 
without  invitati(»i.  interrupting  them, 
maidng  the  statement  he  made,  and  then 
coming  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and 
referring  to  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  as  a  Hitler,  or  as  pursuing 
the  tactics  of  a  Hitler,  or  referring  to 
him  as  Dennis  the  Menace,  where  wholly 
out  of  place.  The  committee  felt  that 
because  of  those  facts,  the  remarks  of 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  with 
reference  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
were  provoked. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Could  we  go  a  step 
further,  then? 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER  (Mr,  Fra- 
cusoN  in  the  chair) .  A  unanimous-con- 
sent request  has  been  made. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  waive  my 
reservation  of  objection,  resume  the 
floor,  and  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. 

Mr.  LANOER.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  and  I  shall  ob- 
ject, I  wish  to  say  I  have  not  made  up 
my  mind  about  this  matter  at  all.  but 
I  do  not  propose  to  have  a  speech  which 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  did 
not  deliver  published  as  having  been  de- 
livered on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  South  Dakota  may 
yield  to  the  distinguished  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  so  that  he  can  make 
that  speech,  so  that  we  Senators  present, 
sitting  as  jurors  and  judges,  may  hear 
what  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin has  to  say.  Therefore,  I  object. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion Is  heard. 

Mr.  CASK.  Mr.  President.  I  yield  to 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  but 


only  for  a  quesfckm  at  this  time.  I  see 
the  hour  ii  S  o'clock,  and  I  have  tried 
to  be  generous—-' 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Senator  frofa 
South  Dakota  has  been  generous,  but  I 
should  like  to  have  one  question  an- 
swered. The  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota has  stated  that  he  believed  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Vermont  to  be 
lmpr(H»er.  or  something  to  that  effeot. 
Would  the  Senator  consider  that  cea- 
surable?  In  other  words,  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  was  criticizing  the  chair- 
man of  a  committee. 

liCr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  although 
hbvlously  this  Is  merely  a  report,  and 
the  comment  is  not  a  rule  of  the  Sea- 
ate,  and  we  did  not  recommend  it  In 
the  changes  proposed  for  the  rules  of  tbe 
Senate,  it  is  implicit  that  the  meaning 
is  no  Senator  has  the  right  to  impugn 
the  motives  of  individual  Senators  re- 
sponsible for  official  duties,  or  to  make 
reflections  on  their  character  for  ofll- 
cial  actions  taken,  without  being  liable 
to  answer  for  it. 

Mr."  MCCARTHY.  Without  being  lia- 
ble to  answer  for  It? 

Mr.  CASE.     Yes. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  am  trying  to  get 
this  information  so  I  can  prepare  my 
case.  Does  the  Senator  say  without  tbe 
right  to  answer  for  it? 

Bdr.  CASE,  Without  the  liability  of 
answering  for  it.  He  should  be  prepared 
to  justify  it  if  challenged. 

Mr,  McCarthy.  The  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Watkins]  ruled  that  I  could 
not  offer  Justification.  For  example,  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  will  recall 
that  I  was  trying  to  prove  the  reason 
why  I  criticized  members  of  the  Gillette 
committee.  The  chairman  of  the  select 
committee  ruled  that  I  could  not  give 
any  justiflcation;  in  other  words,  that, 
as  a  matter  of  form,  I  could  not  criticite 
any  member  of  a  conunittee.  I  wonder 
if  that  same  rule  also  applies  to  a  Sena- 
tor who  criticizes  me. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  cannot  speak  for  the 
rulings  of  the  Chair.  The  chairman  is 
the  one  by  whom  statements  on  the 
ruling  should  be  made. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  has  not  ruled  on  any  question, 

Mr,  CASK  I  meant  the  chairman  of 
the  select  committee.  The  junior  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota  is  not  a  lawyep*. 
He  has  never  been  a  judge.  He  would 
not  presimie  to  explain  or  point  out  the 
legal  principles  involved  in  the  rulings  ©f 
the  chairman  of  the  select  committee 
during  the  hearings. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  half  a  second? 

Mr.  CASK     For  half  a  second,  I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  promise  to  speak 
very  briefly.  I  heard  the  discussion  be- 
tween my  two  colleagues  about  one's  not 
being  a  help  to  the  Communist  Party, 
I  am  wondering  if  members  of  the  select 
committee  at  that  time  had  seen  copies 
of  the  Daily  Worker,  which  nearly  every 
day  praised  the  committee,  praised  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  PlandersH, 
and  gave  the  Senator 

Mr.  CA;^  I  had  not  seen  the  Daily 
Worker.  I  do  not  know  whether  any 
other  member  of  the  committee  had. 


Mr.  WELKER.  I  wished  to  put  that 
statement  in  the  Rscobd. 

Mr.  CASE,  I  had  not  seen  the  Daily 
Worker,  and  I  do  not  kiK>w  whether  any 
other  member  of  the  committee  had  seen 
it.  Having  once  served  on  the  Commit- 
tee on  Un-American  Activities  ill  the 
House  of  Representatives.  I  am  some- 
what familiar  with  the  tactics  that  are 
used  by  the  Daily  Worker  and  the  Whole 
Communist  line,  I  would  not  be  siir- 
prised  to  hear  that  they  praise  any  state- 
ment or  action  which  reflects  on  anyone 
they  dislike;  but  I  am  not  a  reader  Of  the 
Daily  Worker  and  do  not  use  it  as  a  guide 
in  any  respect. 

Senator  McCarthy  has  earned  the 
hatred  of  the  Daily  Worker,  and  that  is 
to  his  everlasting  credit,  but  I  shall  have 
to  repeat  what  I  said  earlier,  that  honor- 
able service  in  one  field  does  not  Create 
immunity  from  responsibility  for  proper 
conduct  in  others. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  great  tactic  of  infil- 
tration, the  great  tactic  of  subverskjn,  is 
to  try  to  take  a  situation  that  existe  and 
convert  it  to  use  for  communistic  piu:- 
poses. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  WiU  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  select  committee  did 
not  create  this  situation;  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  created  the  situation 
in  which  the  committee  found  itself.  If 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  said  to 
the  select  committee,  "Here  is  a  Job  you 
have  to  do."  are  we  to  welsh  on  it  be- 
cause We  fear  that  the  Daily  Worker  will 
say.  "That  is  a  little  water  on  our  wheel"? 

When  six  Members  of  the  Senate, 
chosen  under  the  circumstances  that 
existed,  go  into  a  matter  referred  to 
them,  and  come  to  the  conclusion  they 
feel  is  called  for  by  the  evidence  and  the 
testimony,  and  when  they  complete  the 
unpleasant  task  handed  them  by  the 
Senate,  I  hope  that  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  is  not  going  to  be  im- 
pressed by  the  interpretation  put  upon 
the  comniittee's  action  by  the  Daily 
Worker  or  any  other  smear  organisation 
or  setup  that  they  are  following  the  party 
line,  or  are  their  handmaidens  or  serv- 
ants, or  anything  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  There  is  an  ex- 
tremely important  point  as  to  which  I 
have  not  yet  received  an  answer.  I  real- 
ize that  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
is  not  a  lawyer,  but  he  signed  the  report, 
and  he  is  an  intelligent  Senator.  The 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  has  held, 
over  his  signature,  that  a  Senator  has  no 
right  to  criticize  an  individual  member  of 
a  committee 

Mr.  CASE.  For  his  action  on  that 
conunittee.  No  Senator  should  im8)ugn 
the  motives  of  another  Senator  for  his 
action  on  a  committee  unless  he  is  pre- 
pared to  prove  them  to  be  bad, 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  All  right.  How 
about  the  impugning  of  my  motives  on 
the  investigating  conunittee?  Is  that 
proper?  Let  us  assume  that  a  Senator's 
motives  are  bad.    Let  us  assimie  that  the 
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Senator  from  South  Dakota  knows  that 
my  motives  are  extremely  bad, 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  does  not  impugn  the  motives  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  on 
the  investigating  committee.  The  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota  will  pay  a  tribute 
to  the  motives  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  on  the  investigating  com- 
mittee,   

Mr,  McCarthy,  The  Senator  has 
not  understood  my  question.  Let  us  as- 
sume that  a  Senator,  one  of  the  96.  who 
Is  serving  on  a  committee  has  bad  mo- 
tives. Let  \is  assume  he  is  dishonest.  Is 
it  the  position  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  that  no  other  Senator  could  criti- 
cize him? 

Mr.  CASE.  No,  it  is  not ;  because  then. 
In  an  answer,  he  could  prove  those  mo- 
tives; and  if  he  proved  them  to  be  bad 
motives,  the  proper  verdict  or  answer 
would  follow.  

Mr.  McCarthy.  Then,  we  are  go- 
ing in  a  circle  again. 

Does  not  the  Senator  recall  that  when 
I  tried  to  prove  the  motives  behind  the 
Gillette  subcommittee,  and  tried  to  prove 
that  they  called  a  man  they  knew  to  be 
Insane,  for  the  purpose  of  smearing  me, 
that  was  ruled  out;  and  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  sat  there  and  Joined  in 
that  ruling?  Now  he  says  there  should 
have  been  a  different  ruling :  now  he  says 
I  should  have  been  able  to  show  the  mo- 
tives; is  that  correct? 

Mr.  CASE.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  would  indulge  the  Jiuiior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  with  the  widest  latitude  in 
presenting  anything  of  that  kind.  I  was 
not  aware  of  the  implications  of  the  rul- 
ing at  that  particular  time  on  that  par- 
ticular point.  Until  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  spoke  here  today.  I  was  not 
aware  of  the  implications  of  it. 

Be  that  as  It  may.  as  I  say.  I  think 
questions  on  the  rulings  of  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  on  the  materiality  and 
competency  of  evidence  should  be  dealt 
with  by  the  chairman  or  by  some  lawyer 
member  of  the  committee  who  is  familiar 
with  the  rules  of  CTldenee. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  chairman  of 
the  committee  refuses  to  answer,  and 
says  I  should  ask  other  members  of  the 
committee. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  to  page  296  of  the  record. 
Where  the  chairman  said  that  even  if  the 
Gillette  subcommittee  were  hiring  insane 
investigators,  I  could  not  prove  that  as 
a  ground  for  criticizing  the  subcom- 
mittee. 

Does  the  Senator  agree  that  even  if 
the  subcommittee  was  hiring  insane  in- 
vestigators to  investigate  me,  I  could  not 
have  shown  that  as  a  Jiistiflcation  for 
saying  to  the  public  that  the  subcom- 
mittee was  doing  something  wrong? 

Mr,  CASE.  I  think  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  made  a  statement  of  ap- 
proximately two  pages  in  discussion  of 
that  point,  in  connection  with  his  ruling, 
when  he  reviewed  it  later  in  the  hearings, 
I  doubt  that  we  should  engage  in  a  dis- 
cussion of  that  matter  at  a  time  when 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  is  tem- 
porarily absent  from  the  floor. 

Mr,  President,  I  have  endeavored  to  be 
as  generous  as  possible  in  yielding,  and 
I  should  like  to  proceed. 


Let  me  aak  the  dlsttngnished  majority 
leader  whether  he  plans  to  have  the 
Senate  adjourn  at  5  o'clock  or  at  5:30 
p.m.  today. 

Mr,  KNOWLAND.  It  had  been  my 
hope,  particularly  in  view  of  the  requests 
coming  frtmi  many  Senators,  that  we 
would  be  able  to  complete  our  work  for 
today  when  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota had  completed  his  remarks. 

It  is  now  5:15.  Of  course,  we  could 
have  the  debate  continue  imtil  much 
later  in  the  evening.  But  any  number 
of  Senators  have  expressed  the  hope  that 
that  would  not  be  done. 

Again,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Senate.  I  was  prepared  to  suggest  that 
when  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
concluded,  the  Senate  stand  in  recess 
until  12  o'clock  noon,  tomorrow.  Then, 
on  tomorrow.  I  shall  have  further  con- 
sultations with  the  minority  leader  and 
with  other  Senators  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle.  We  shall  not  have  a  Saturday 
session  this  week;  that  has  previously 
been  annoimced.  I  am  hopeful  that  we 
can  work  out  a  schedule  that  will  be 
mutiially  satisfactory. 

Mr.  LANOER.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  In  simple  fairness. 
does  not  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
California  believe  that  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy] 
should  be  given  time  tonight  to  read  the 
speech  he  issued  to  the  press? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Or  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  could  have  it  inserted  in 
the  RscoKS.  without  having  it  appear  as 
a  speech  which  was  actually  delivered  in 
the  Senate.  I  think  it  has  not  been  im- 
precedented  in  the  Senate  to  have  such 
matters  printed  in  the  Recoko  as  state- 
ments, and  that  would  cover  any  press 
release  he  had  given  out.  Thus  it  would 
not  appear  in  the  Record  as  a  speech  ac- 
tually delivered  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate, for  we  have  been  very  strict  on  that 
score,  namely,  that  we  would  not  permit 
material  placed  in  the  Record  in  that 
way  to  appear  as  a  speech  actually  de- 
livered on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  But 
it  would  appear  as  a  statement,  and  it 
would  be  in  the  Record— if  that  is  the 
desire  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

But  if  at  this  hoin:  of  the  day  we  begin 
a  major  discussion,  I  am  a  little  afraid 
that  we  shall  continue  with  it  for  a  long 
time. 

Prankly.  I  was  trying  to  adjust  to  the 
suggestions  of  a  number  of  Senators  on 
both  sides  of  the  aisle,  who  had  requested 
that  we  not  continue  the  session  beyond 
5:30  p.  m..  today. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Let  me  say  to  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  that  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  having  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin file  as  a  statement  anything  he 
wishes  to  file;  but  I  wish  it  understood 
that  it  is  not  to  be  shown  as  a  speech 
actually  delivered  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  when  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  was 
not  so  delivered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  On  that  pohit  I 
fully  concur  with  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota.  

Mr.  McCarthy.    I  agree. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  would  object  to 
having  printed  in  the  RbcoId.  as  a 
speech,  material  which  was  not  actually 


delivered  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  as  a 
speech. 

Of  coiu-se.  one  of  the  dangers  in  con- 
nection with  issuing  advance  press  re- 
leases is  that  f!f>rmit.<r>T«  may  change 
between  the  time  the  advance  release 
is  issued  and  the  time  when  the  Senator 
concerned  obtains  the  floor.  Further- 
more, in  tbe  normal  course  of  events, 
such  a  Senator  might  wish  to  make 
changes  in  his  speech,  as  compued  with 
what  might  be  shown  in  the  advance 
release. 

But  if  the  course  suggested  is  agree- 
able to  the  Senator  from  Wisecosin,  of 
course  he  can  request  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  material  to  which  he  has 
referred  be  included  in  the  Record  as  a 
statement  by  him. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  thought  that  was 
what  I  had  requested.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator misunderstood  me.  I  was  not  ask- 
ing that  it  appear  that  I  had  delivered 
it  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  was 
merely  asking  that  it  be  included  in  the 
Record. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Then  there  is  no  ob- 
jection on  the  part  oX.  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  yield  for 
such  a  unanimous-consent  request. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  the 
Chair  to  understand  that  such  a  request 
has  been  made,  and  that  the  previous 
objection  has  been  withdrawn? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Yes;  if  it  is  filed  as  a 
statement 

The  PRBSIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  will  be  received  and  will  be 
printed  in  the  Record  as  a  statement. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Then  I  have  no  objec- 
tion. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  should  like  to 
have  the  Record  show  that  I  had  in- 
tended to  give  it  as  a  speech,  but  time 
was  used  up,  and  I  could  not  do  so.  For 
that  reason.  I  have  asked  to  have  it  in- 
serted in  the  Record. 

(The  statement  prepared  by  Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy appears  inioday's  Record  at  the  ' 
conclusion  of  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Case.) 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  3^eld 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  CASE.  Does  the  question  have  to 
do  with  either  of  the  counts  on  which 
the  recommendations  are  made? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY,  Yes.  it  has  to  do 
with  something  which  I  think  the  Sena- 
tor's committee  might  wish  to  change 
overnight.  I  should  like  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion, and  when  the  Senator  hears  It.  I 
think  perhaps  he  may  wish  to  recom- 
mend to  his  committee  that  the  resolu- 
tion be  amended. 

Mr.  CASE.  Very  well,  I  yield  for  the 
question. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  If  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  will  refer  to  page  2 
of  the  resolution,  beginning  in  line  6, 
he  will  find  set  forth — 

The  Senator  from  Wiaconaln,  ICr.  McGar- 
THT.  in  conducting  a  senatorial  inqxdry  In- 
temperately  abiued.  and  releaaed  executlT* 
bearings — 

And  so  forth.  I  call  bis  attention  to 
the  fact  that  I  presented  to  the  commit- 
tee a  telegram— I  shall  not  take  the 
Senator's  time  to  read  it  again — in 
which  I  requested  the  permission  of  the 
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mambani  of  ihe  labeommittee  to  nletse 
the  ezecuttre-sesston  testimony.  I  do 
not  thlmic  the  Senator's  committee 
wtahesto  oensure  aU  alz  members  of  my 
aaboommlttee  for  relwurtng  that  test!- 
many.  I  eaanotomceive  why  this  state- 
mient  wac  Inaerted  In  the  xesoluUon.  I 
do  not  beUefe  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  himeelf  was  aware  of  It;  but  it 
is  so  obTioualy  and  patently  false  that 

it  should  be  stricken  by  the  committee, 
rather  than  by  action  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CASK.  ICr.  President,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  refer  that  question  to  the  mem- 
ben  of  the  ewnmlttee. 

Ifr.  McCAIiTHY.  I  wish  the  Senator 
would  dosa 

Mr.  CASK.  I  may  state  that  I  think 
there  was  one  draft  of  that  paragraidi 
containing  the  words  "without  permis- 
sion of  his  subcommittee  colleagues," 
and  I  insisted  that  that  should  be 

stricken.  But  possibly  I  should  have 
gone  even  furtiber,  and  should  have  had 
the  remainder  of  it  stricken.  I  do  not 
know.  It  Is  a  matter  which  should  be 
referred  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  unless  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota  feels  that  my 
subcommittee  does  not  have  the  right 
every  other  subcommittee  has.  namely, 
to  release  executive  testimony,  then  there 
Is  no  ground  for  censure. 

BCr.  CASE.    I  think  the  Senator  from 

Wisconsin  has  made  a  record  there 
which  can  appropriately  be  ref  ored  to 
the  committee,  and  it  is  for  the  c<nnmit- 
tee  to  determine.  I  am  not  auttiorized 
to  amend  the  resolution  in  behalf  of  the 
committee.  I  would  favor  the  change 
in  the  light  of  the  Senator's  statement. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  glad  to  3^eld  to  the 
chairman  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  wish  to  call  the 
Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  I 
think  It  was  originally  intended*  that  that 
should  have  been  "a  release  and  r^um^ 
of  an  executive  hearing  in  which  he  de- 
nounced," and  so  forth.  It  was  not  the 
printed  record,  but  a  r^siun^,  which  he 
gave  to  the  press  Immediately  after  the 
hearing  closed. 

Mr.  KNOWIiAND  rose. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  see  the 
majority  leader  on  his  feet.  Does  he 
wish  to  move  a  recess? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  Senator  has 
concluded  his  remarks. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  had  not  concluded  my 
remarks.  I  was  reluctant  to  speak  this 
afternoon  because  I  was  not  under  the 
impression  ttiat  I  was  scheduled  to  speak. 
I  was  not  fully  prepared.  I  had  no  writ- 
ten speech,  but  I  do  have  another  point 
which  I  could  cover  if  the  session  Is  to 
run  on. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mt.  president,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Let  me  make  a  sug- 
gestion to  the  majority  leader.  I  shall 
have  many  questions  to  ask  the  very  able 
Senator  from  South  Dakota.  They  will 
require  much  more  than  the  10  minutes 
between  tiom  and  5:30.  I  suggest  that 
the  Senate  take  a  recess  so  as  to  give  the 
able  Senator  from  South  Dakota  suffl- 


dent  time  to  prepare  tonight,  so  that  my 
questtcms  may  be  answered  tomorrow. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  give  the  Senator  froia 
South  Dakota  some  indication  as  to  what 
the  questions  will  be. 

Blr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  nDt 
wish  to  yield  the  floor  with  any  intima- 
tion that  I  am  binding  myself  to  answer 
certain  questions  which  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  may  present  tonight 

or  tfsnorrow.  That  will  have  to  be  gov- 
erned by  the  situation  tomorrow.  I 
wish  to  conclude  then  whatever  remarks 
I  have  to  make  in  general,  since  I  was 
more  or  less  reluctantly  put  iu  the  poa(- 
tlon  of  carrying  on  the. discussion  this 
afternoon.  I  wish  to  conclude  my  re- 
marks the  next  time  I  take  the  floor.  I 
hope  I  shall  not  reqiiire  very  long. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  sincerely  hope 
that  ncme  of  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee will  refuse  to  answer  questions 

wliich  I  ask  with  respect  to  the  record 
and  the  rulings.  That  is  a  matter  of 
Vital  concern  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  the  con- 
duct of  the  Junior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  in  yielding  to  the  junior  Senator 
fromi  Wisconsin  this  afternoon  ought  to 
speak  for  itself. 

Mr.  President,  I  3^eld  the  floor  with 
the  understanding  that  I  may  be  recog- 
nized tomorrow  when  the  Senate  resumes 
consideration  of  Senate  Resolution  301. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objecticm?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

SrATCMKNT  BT  SeMATOK  McCaRTHT  PRCPARtD 
rOB  DCLIVBtT  Df  THK  UnITZD  StaTKS  SeNATK 
OH   NOVUCBB    10,    1954 

This  week  the  United  States  Senate  con- 
vened In  special  seaalon  to  debate  Senator 
njkiTDBS'B  resolution  to  oensure  me.  I  take 
it.  Judging  from  declarations  of  Indivldiad 
Senators — made  in  most  cases  without  both- 
ering to  study  the  Watkins  committee  rec- 
ord— that  the  resolution  will  be  approvod. 
I  wUl  be  censured. 

Today  I  want  to  discuss  with  you  the  Im- 
plications, as  I  see  them,  of  the  censure  vote. 

There  are  two  things  about  censure  that 
the  American  people  should  understand. 
There  is  one  thing  that  censure  unquestion- 
ably does  mean.  It  does  mean  that  those 
who  are  leading  the  fight  against  subversion 
have  been  slowed  down,  and  that  others  wbo 
might  otherwise  have  been  enlisted  In  tbe 
fight  wlU  be  discouraged  from  Joining  ua  fcy 
the  now-establlahed  hazards  of  such  a  covirae. 
It  thvis  does  mean  that  the  Communist  Party 
has  achieved  a  major  victory. 

But  there  is  another  thing  that  the  cea- 
sure  votes  does  not  mean.  It  does  not 
mean  that  the  Communists  have  achieved  a 
permanent  success;  it  does  not  mean  that 
either  the  will  or  the  ultimate  ability  of  tke 
American  people  to  ferret  out  traitors  and 
aecurlty  risks  has  been  destroyed — or  that 
their  present  leaders  in  this  fight  have  been 
intimidated. 

Let  me  say,  incidentally,  that  It  is  net 
easy  for  a  man  to  assert  that  he  is  the 
symbol  of  resistance  to  Communist  subver- 
sion— that  the  Nation's  fate  is  in  some  re- 
spects tied  to  his  own  fate.  It  Is  mu<3h 
easl«r,  I  asaiire  you,  to  be  coy — to  play  down 
one's  personal  role  in  this  struggle  for  free- 
dom. Self-effacement  Is  always  a  comfort- 
able poature. 

But  I  take  It  that  you  would  rather  I  be 
frank  than  coy;  that  you  would  rather  I 
acknowledge  and  accept  the  fact  that  Me- 
Carthyism  is  a  hoiuehold  word  for  describ- 
ing a  wa^  of  dealing  with  treason  and  the 
threat  of  treason;  aod  so  I  shall. 


I  am  saying  that  the  censure  vote  Ui  to  be 
tmderstood  primarily  in  terms  of  its  bearing 
on  the  Communist  issue.  During  the  dourse 
of  the  Senate  debate.  I  shaU  have  occasion 
to  discuss  In  some  detail  the  specific  dtargea 
considered  by  the  Watkins  group.  I  shpiU  be 
comparing  that  committee's  report  with  both 
the  written  and  unwritten  record  of  its  ihear- 
ings.  I  shall  point  out  the  dlscrepatncies, 
the  Inaccuracies,  the  misrepresentations.  Of 
course,  In  criticizing  a  Senate  commititee,  I 
will  run  the  risk  of  someone  reactivating 
Senator  Flandces  and  setting  him  Gigolng 
with  a  new  censure  resolution.  So  be  it.  I 
shall  also  call  attention  to  the  blatant  preju- 
dice of  some  of  the  Watkins  committee  mem- 
bers. I  shall  discuss  these  things  Ji|8t  to 
keep  the  record  straight. 

But  I  would  be  missing  the  point  entirely 

and  I  would  be  guilty  of  misleading  you  if 
I  were  to  suggest  that  the  Senate  has  made 
up  its  mind,  or  that  the  Watkins  group  made 
up  Its  mind,  on  the  basis  of  the  petty  clkargea 
contained  In  the  Flanders  resolution.  Even 
my  bitterest  enemy  will  admit.  If  he  Is  honett. 

that  these  matters  would  not  have  been  given 
a  second  thought  If  someone  other  than 
McCartht  were  Involved. 

"Abuse"  of  General  Zwicker?  Why,  \rithln 
the  last  months  several  committee  metnbers 
have  used  much  stronger  language  toward 
witnesses.  No  censure  resolution  has  been 
offered  in  these  instances,  and  none  wtU  be. 

£>enounclng  a  Senate  committee  aad  its 
members?  Why,  Senators  have  done  this 
with  varying  degrees  of  gusto  from  tiiqe  im- 
memorial— sometimes  (as  I  believe  to  be  the 
case  with  the  Gillette  committee)  with  Justi- 
fication, sometimes  without  it — but  always 
With  impunity,  Inasmuch  as  this  is  a  land  of 
free  speech. 

My  colleagues  are  perfectly  well  aware  that 
they  would  not  be  in  Washington  this  month 
were  It  not  for  the  fact  that  I  have  been 
prominently  involved  in  the  fight  afalnst 
Communist  subversion.  That  being  the 
case,  let  us  not  pretend   otherwise. 

If  I  lose  on  the  censiire  vote,  it  foaiow*. 
of  course,  that  soUieone  else  wins.  Now,  I 
ask  the  American  people  to  consider  care- 
fully :  Who  is  It  that  wins?  And  then,  hav- 
ing answered  that  question,  I  ask  them  to 
contemplate  the  shocking  truth  revealed  by 
the  fact  that  the  victors  have  been  able  to 
Win. 

There  is  one  group  that  Is  pretty*  sure 
about  who  has  won. 

When  the  Watkins  committee  announced 
its  recommendation  of  censure,  the  Commu- 
nists made  no  attempt  to  conceal  their  Joy. 
The  Dally  Worker's  headline  that  day  read. 
"Throw  the  Bum  Out"  (that's  me).  And 
the  story  beneath  said,  and  I  quote:  "Amer- 
ica is  catching  up  with  McCabtkt.  •  •  • 
It  is  good  news  for  America — for  its  free 
speech,  its  right  to  speak  out  for  peace,  co- 
existence, and  the  abolition  of  H-bomb  war." 

Now,  the  Dally  Worker  was  not  Just  ap- 
plauding a  committee  of  the  United  8Utes 
Senate.  Its  cry  was  primarily  one  of  self- 
congratulation,  of  smug  Jubilation  over  the 
success  of  the  Ckjmmunlsts'  own  efforts  to 
rebuke  me.  The  Communists  could  point 
with  Justifiable  pride  to  the  campaign  they 
have  waged  vigorously  and  unceasingly  long 
before  Senator  Plandeks  was  taken  out  of 
mothballs  and  persuaded  to  advance  his 
censure  motion  last  July. 

No  sooner  had  the  Flanders  resolution 
been  moved  than  the  Dally  Worker  called  to 
party  members  in  flaming  headlines,  "Aid 
Senate  Fight  on  McCarthy."  The  Daily 
Worker's  story  that  day  read,  and  I  quote  it: 
"We  urge  all  New  Yorkers  to  write  to  Ivte  in- 
sisting he  support  the  Flanders  resolution. 
We  urge  New  Yorkers  to  write  to  Senator 
HzBBEBT  Lehman  suggesting  he  put  the  heat 
on  the  Democrat  Senate  leadership  to  line 
up  behind  the  resolution.  We  urge  readers 
everywhere  to  line  up  behind  the  resolu- 
tion.    We   urge  readers  everywhere  to  take 
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similar  action  in  connection  with  their  Sen- 
ators." In  this  vein  the  campaign  con- 
tinued, gaining  momentum  day  by  day;  and 
even  as  I  speak  to  you  now  a  new  story  de- 
nouncing me  Is  roiling  off  the  DaUy  Worker 
presses. 

There  is,  of  course,  nothing  remarkable  in 
the  fact  that  the  Communists  have  mobilized 
their  strength  behind  the  Flanders  resolu- 
tion. This  was  to  be  expected.  Prom  the 
moment  I  entered  the  fight  against  subver- 
sion back  In  1950  at  Wheeling.  W.  Va.,  the 
Communists  have  said  that  the  destruction 
of  me  and  what  I  stand  for  is  their  No.  1 
objective  in  this  country. 

Now  it  does  not  foUow  necessarily  that  an 
objective  of  the  Communist  Party  is,  ipso 
facto,  contrary  to  the  interests  of  the  United 
States.  But  surely  the  strongest  sort  of  pre- 
sumption Ilea  ;  i  this  direction.  And  I  beg 
the  American  people  in  every  instance  to 
have  cogent,  airtight  reasons  for  disregard- 
ing this  presumption  before  they  embrace 
the  objectives  of  those  who  have  sworn  to 
destroy  this  country. 

Perhaps  the  Oommunlsts  are  mistaken  In 
believing  that  McCarthyism  is  the  greatest 
obstacle  to  their  success.  But  I  know  of  no 
better  Judge  of  what  helps  and  what  hurts 
communism  than  the  Communist  Party 
itself. 

There  is  another  group  that  regards  my 
destruction  as  its  chief  political  goal  and 
that  will  claim  a  victory  If  censure  is  voted. 
This  group  has  been  well  characterized  as 
the  antl-anti-Con>munlsts — persons  who  pro- 
fess opposition  to  conununism  but  who  spend 
moat  of  their  time  attempting  to  discredit 
thoee  who  hurt  the  Communists.  For  some 
years  now  this  group  has  played  the  theme — 
in  the  press  and  on  the  radio,  from  public 
lecture  platforms  and  in  the  classroom — 
that  hard  anticonununism  somehow  repre- 
sents a  greater  threat  to  America  than  com- 
munism Itself.  They  have  chosen  to  call 
hard  anticommunlsm.  "McCarthyism."  I  ac- 
cept their  nomenclature  and  I  am,  of  course, 
honored  by  it. 

"This  group  is  as  powerful  as  it  is  ruthless. 
It  has  at  its  beck  and  call  the  greater  part 
of  the  opinion-molding  machinery  of  the 
United  States.  It  domiratee  the  Nation's 
literature.  It  has  enlisted  a  majority  of  the 
press.  It  manages  the  Luce  empire  which 
long  ago  abandoned  any  pretext  of  objec- 
tive reporting  in  Its  newssheets. 

After  censure  has  been  voted,  the  antl- 
anti-Conununists  will  Indeed  deserve  a  large 
share  of  the  credit.  For  they  contributed 
mightily  to  the  campaign  to  get  McCaetht. 
But  who  benefits  from  such  a  victory?  Is 
the  Communist  gain  any  the  leas  because  it 
has  been  brought  about  by  the  cooperation 
of  non-Communists?  Whenever  the  advo- 
cates of  softness  tovrard  communism  get 
their  way,  the  only  real  ylctor  is  the  Com- 
munist Party. 

Now,  my  fellow  Americans,  Is  not  all  of 
this  eloquent  testimony  to  the  great  danger 
confronting  our  country?  If  I  succeed  In 
nothing  else  during  the  rest  of  my  life,  I 
would  like  to  impress  upon  you  the  im- 
mense and  awesome  power  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party  in  this  country. 

Nothing  is  more  frightening  to  me  than 
that  some  Americans  have  apparently  ac- 
cepted the  shabby  dictum  that  the  Com- 
munist Party  is  a  small,  ineffectual  group 
whose  strength  is  measured  only  by  its  sev- 
eral  thousand   members. 

The  real  strength  of  the  Communist  Party 
Is  measured  by  the  extent  to  which  Com- 
munist objectives  have  been  embraced  by 
loyal  Americans.  It  is  measured  by  the 
Communists'  ability  to  infiuence  the  Amer- 
ican mind — to  persuade  large  numbers  of 
otherwlBe  sound  thinking  Americans  that 
our  Government  is  wise  to  let  up  in  its 
efforts  to  clean  out  the  subversives  and  to 
attack,  instead,  those  who  have  hurt  the 
Communists.     I  would   have  the   American 


people  reoognlae,  and  contemplate  in  dread, 
the  fact  that  the  Communist  Party — a  rehv- 
tively  small  group  of  deadly  conspirators — 
has  now  extended  its  tentacles  to  that  most 
respected  of  American  bodies,  the  Unitecl 
States  Senate;  that  It  has  made  a  committee 
of  the  Senate  its  unwitting  handmaiden. 

Let  me  be  very  clear  about  this.  I  am  not 
saying,  as  I  am  confident  the  opposition 
press  will  have  me  saying  tomorrow,  that 
the  Watkins  committee  knowingly  did  the 
work  of  the  Communist  Party.  I  am  saying 
it  was  the  victim  of  a  Communist  campaign; 
and  having  been  victimized,  it  became  the 
Communist  Party's  involuntary  agent. 

I  am  aware  that  many  of  you  listening 
to  me  regard  this  as  an  unpalatable  propo- 
sition. I  have  made  similar  statements  be- 
fore, in  other  contexts.     Such  statements 

never  fail  to  exasperate  a  good  number  of 
loyal  Americans.  But  said  they  must  be  if 
we  are  to  survive,  and  said  they  will  be. 

I  regard  as  the  most  disturbing  phenom- 
enon in  America  today  the  fact  that  so  many 
Americans  still  refuse  to  acknowledge  the 

ability  of  Communists  to  persuade  loyal 
Americans  to  do  their  work  for  them.  In 
the  course  of  the  Senate  debate  I  shall  de- 
monstrate that  the  Watkins  committee  has 
done  the  work  of  the  Communist  Party,  that 
It  not  only  cooperated  in  the  achievement  of 
Communist  goals,  but  that  in  writing  its 
report  it  imitated  Communist  methods — that 
it  distorted,  misrepresented,  and  omitted  in 
its  effort  to  manufacture  a  plausible  ration- 
alization for  advising  the  Senate  to  accede 
to  the  clamor  for  my  scalp. 

But  perhaps  more  Important  than  explain- 
ing how  the  Watkins  committee  did  the 
work  of  the  Communist  Party  is  the  Job  of 
alerting  the  American  people  to  the  fact 
that  this  vast  conspiracy  possesses  the  power 
to  turn  their  most  trusted  servants  into  its 
attorneys-in  -fact. 

We  must  not  underestimate  our  enemy. 

Who.  In  the  light  of  the  small  membership 
of  the  Communist  Party,  would  have  sup- 
posed that  an  American  President  could  be 
persuaded  to  turn  over  the  fruits  of  a  vic- 
torious war  to  international  communism  and 
to  condemn  with  one  stroke  of  his  pen  liter- 
ally miUions  of  Europeans  and  Asians  to 
Soviet  domination?  Yet  at  Yalta,  through 
the  efforts  of  Alger  Hiss,  and  perhaps  others 
we  know  not  of,  Franklin  Roosevelt  was  per- 
suaded to  do  this. 

Who  would  have  supposed  that  this  smaU 
group  of  conspirators  had  the  power  and 
strategic  location  to  persuade  our  Depart- 
ments of  State  and  Defense  to  sacrifice  the 
only  militant  anti-Communist  regime  on 
the  Asian  mainland  and  pave  the  way  for 
the  ascendancy  of  the  Chinese  Conmiunists? 
But  the  foul  deed  was  dene. 

Who  would  have  thought  that  an  American 
Secretary  of  State  could  be  brought  to  affirm 
hifl  undying  comradeship  with  a  convicted 
traitor?  Yet  Dean  Acheson  did  this  when 
he  said,  "I  will  not  turn  my  back  on  Alger 
Hiss." 

Who  would  have  thought  that  America's 
intellectual  leadership  could  be  mobilized 
almost  to  a  man  in  a  campaign  to  vilify  and 
piUory  the  gallant  congressional  committee 
that  during  the  late  thirties  and  early 
forties  Bought  to  warn  America  against  the 
Communist  fifth  column?  Yet  the  Dies  com- 
mittee was  so  vilified  and  pilloried;  and 
Mabtim  Dibs  himself,  who  In  my  opinion  wUl 
go  down  In  history  as  a  heroic  voice  crying 
in  the  wilderness,  was  damned  and  humili- 
ated and   driven   from   public   life. 

Whatever  anyone  may  say  of  the  motives 
of  those  involved,  can  there  be  any  doubt 
that  FranlLlln  Roosevelt  and  Dean  Acheson 
and  those  who  ruined  Mabtin  Dns  were  doing 
the  work  of  the  Communist  Party? 

One  of  the  obstacles  to  an  adequate  appre- 
ciation of  Communist  strength  is  the  almost 
uniform  habit  of  those  who  have  been  dupes 
of  denying  theL-  error — of  trying  to  rational- 


ize their  conduct  by  the  press  of  the  times 
and  circumstances. 

Now  and  then,  however,  a  former  dupe  has 
the  courage  to  admit  his  error.  Such  a  man. 
Is  John  J.  O'Connor,  a  former  Congressman. 
from  the  State  of  New  York.  In  IMO,  Repre- 
sentative O'Connor  admitted  that  he  had.  In 
effect,  unknowingly  done  the  work  of  the 
Communist  Party  in  helping  to  piUory  Mab- 
TiK  Dies.  His  confession  contained  an  Im- 
portant lesson  for  us  today. 

But  let  me  give  you  the  background  of 
this  story.  Back  in  1934  Representative 
O'Connor  was  a  member  of  the  so-called  Bul- 
wlnkle  committee.  That  committee,  some  of 
you  may  recall,  heard  Dr.  William  A.  Wirt  dis- 
close his  personal  knowledge  of  traitors  high 
in  Government  circles.  Dr.  Wirt  had  no  per- 
sonal ax  to  grind.    A  selfless  man,  he  was 

trying  only  to  alert  Congress  and  the  Nation 
to  the  existence  of  treason  in  high  places. 
But  his  story  was  greeted  with  contempt  and 
derision.  He  was  treated  by  the  Bui  winkle 
committee  as  though  he  were  the  culprit. 
He  was  ridiculed  and  held  up  to  public  scorn. 

The  committee  refused  even  to  hear  the  wit- 
nesses he  promised  would  fully  corroborate 
his  story.  His  reputation  smeared  by  the 
left-wing  press,  his  spirit  broken.  Dr.  Wirt 
shortly  afterward  died,  a  discredited  man. 

Listen  now,  as  Representative  O'Connor 
relates  his  own  role  In  that  unsavory  per- 
formance by  a  committee  of  the  United 
States  Congress: 

"On  the  sixth  anniversary  of  the  'purging* 
of  Dr.  William  A.  Wirt  before  a  congressional 
special  conmnittee,  of  which  I  was  an  active 
member,  I  desired  to  relieve  my  conscience 
of  a  matter  which  h<u  long  burdened  it.  The 
pack,"  he  said,  referring  to  the  Bulwlnkle 
committee,  "got  the  smell  of  blood  and 
tracked  down  the  prey.  A  great  Job  was  done. 
Little  did  we  know  that  most  of  the  happen- 
ings which  Dr.  Wirt  said  the  plotters  had 
predicted  would  come  to  pass.  Most  of  them 
came  to  pass  even  before  Dr.  Wirt's  imtimely 
and  regrettable  death. 

"Or  maybe.  In  ovir  hearts,  we  knew  the 
plot  was  not  idle  gossip  and  we  I\mged  at 
the  dlscloser  to  appease  our  consciences. 

"Many  times  privately  have  I  apologised 
for  my  part  in  turning  the  thumb-screws, 
and  I  take  this  occasion  to  do  so  pubUciy. 

"May  Dr.  Wirt's  honest,  patriotic  sotd  rest 
In  peace." 

This  is  not  Just  a  story  of  personal  tragedy. 
It  was  a  national  tragedy.  Because  a  con- 
gressional committee  allowed  itself  to  be 
tised  as  a  tool  of  Conmiunist  propaganda. 
Congress  and  the  American  people  aa  early 
as  1934  were  denied  important  knowledge  of 
the  Conununist  conspiracy — they  might  have 
had — knowledge  that  might  possibly  have 
prevented  the  disasters  of  later  years. 

Most  Americans  are  well  enough  ac- 
quainted with  Commxmlst  purposes.  But 
far  too  few  appreciate  Communist  power. 
Most  of  ua  are  aware  that  CcMnmunlsts  as 
a  matter  at  course  attempt  to  discredit  those 
wlx>  hurt  them.  But  too  few  of  us  reallaa 
how  often  such  attempts  are  succeasf til. 

There  is  nothing  remarkable  In  the  fact 
that  the  Communists  sought  to  discredit 
me  in  1050  when  I  first  charged  that  Com- 
munists had  managed  to  infiltrate  the  State 
Department  in  force.  It  is  remarkable,  how- 
ever, that  they  were  successful  in  preventing 
even  an  Investigation  of  those  charges.  The 
Tydings  committee  was  given  this  Job,  but 
instead  of  investigating  the  State  Depart- 
ment, it  investigated  me.  Paying  not  the 
slightest  attention  to  the  evidence  I  pre- 
sented, it  laUed  my  charges  a  "fraud  and  a 
hoax."  This  success  of  the  Communists  Is 
indeed  startling  in  the  light  of  the  fact 
that  over  a  score  of  the  cases  I  gave  the 
Tydings  committee  were  later  discharged  on 
loyalty  grounds. 

It  is  not  surprising  that  after  my  Tydings 
charges  were  vindicated  the  Communists 
supported  the  efforU  of  Senator  Benton  to 
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b»v»  BM  fltqp«U0d  tram  the  Senate.  But  U 
Is  very  slgi^fleant  that  the  OlUette  com- 
ntttee  epent  »  year  and  a  baU  trylxm  to  put 
aabataooe  Into  Benton  ii  trun^ied-up 


It  ie  neit^*^  elgDlflcant  nor  newsworthy 
that  the  OoinmiinlBt  Party  has  attempted  to 
dleeredlt  the  Senate  Permanent  Subcommit- 
tee on  XnTostlgatlons  anrer  since  I  became  Its 
chairman.  It  le  ilgnlflcant.  however,  that 
they  have  to  a  large  extent  euccceded  In  dls- 
credltlnc  It. 

It  ife  not  Ilgnlflcant  that  the  Communists 
eialmed  my  committee's  Investigation  of  the 
State  Depiutment's  Inf  carnation  Service  was 
a  failure.  But  It  Is  significant  that  large 
numbers  of  Americans  really  believe  that 
Tirtttiiwg  was  aeeompllshed— deeplte  the  fact 
that  as  a  result  d  the  committee's  work  the 
State  DqjMurtment  In  the  person  of  Secretary 
Dulles  reveiaed  Its  policy  of  subeldlklng  Com- 
munist books  with  the  money  of  American 
tazpayera. 

It  Is  not  significant  that  the  Conununlsts 
claimed  the  committee's  Investigation  at 
Fort  If onmouth  was  a  failure.  But  it  la  very 
significant  that  the  majcnrlty  at  the  press, 
many  ot  our  national  leaders,  and  so  many 
individual  Americans  have  bought  this  lie — 
in  the  teeth  of  the  uncontrovei;;tU4e  fact  that 
33  security  risks  at  Fort  Monmouth  were  sus- 
pended alter  the  committee  got  on  the  Job. 

It  is  not  significant  that  the  Communists 
should  want  members  of  the  military  who  are 
acquainted  vrlth  the  Fort  Monmouth  situa- 
tion to  be  sUenced.  But  it  is  f  rlghtenlngly 
significant  that  they  have  succeeded  In  this — 
that  Oeneral  Lawton  to  this  day  Is  still  for- 
bidden by  his  superiors  In  the  Pentagon  to 
tell  the  story  of  his  own  long  and  unsuccess- 
ful attempts  to  get  rid  of  security  rlslcs  at 
Fort  Monmouth,  attempts  that  bore  fruit 
only  after  the  Inveetlgatlons  Subcommittee 
arrived  on  the  scene. 

It  Is  surely  not  significant  that  the  Com- 
munists desire  that  the  names  of  the  Penta- 
gon officials  who  were  responsible  for  the 
promotion  and  honorable  discharge  of  Major 
Peress  be  kept  secret.  But  It  Is  most  signifi- 
cant that  as  a  matter  of  fact  theee  names 
have  never  been  disclosed. 

It  is  hardly  significant  VbmX  the  Commu- 
nists should  have  wanted  1k>  divert  an  In- 
vestigation of  the  friends  of  Major  Perees  to 
an  Investigation  of  those  who  have  exposed 
Major  Perees.  But  it  abeolutely  beggars  be- 
lief that  they  have  managed  to  do  so. 

In  view  of  this  pattern  of  Communist  sue- 
eesB — ^in  view  of  the  Communists'  uncanny 
ability  to  strike  back  just  when  It  would  ap- 
pear that  their  strength  has  dissipated — can 
anyone  doubt  that  the  security  of  this  coun- 
try Is  stUl  In  great  danger? 

But  while  I  would  never  have  yon  under- 
estimate the  Communist  threat,  neither 
would  I  have  yon  believe  that  this  thing  is 
unbeatable.  I  haven*t  the  slightest  doubt 
that  one  day.  and  perhaps  soon,  the  Ameri- 
can people  will  rise  up  in  righteous  fury  and, 
<mee  and  for  all.  extinguish  the  Communist 
menace.  As  for  me,  I  will  be  around  for 
some  time  and  I  will  continue  to  serve  the 
cause  to  which  I  have  dedicated  my  life. 

The  Communists  have  now  managed  to 
have  me  investigated  five  times.  If  they  fall 
to  silence  me  this  time — and  make  no  xnle- 
take  about  It.  they  will  fall— I  wlU  be  in- 
vestigated a  sixth  time  and  a  seventh.  But, 
in  a  sense,  a  new  Inveetlgatlon  of  me  Is  good 
news.  It  means  that  the  Communists  have 
been  hurt  again. 

Since  the  Democrat  Party  will,  next 
January,  organise  the  Senate.  I  will  no 
longer  be  In  a  position  to  direct  a  formal 
committee  investigation  of  communism. 
Therefore.  I  shall  proceed  as  I  proceeded  be- 
fore when  the  Democrats  controlled  the  Sen- 
ate. I  shall  take  to  the  people  what  evi- 
dence I  have  of  Communists  and  other  secu- 


rity risks  In  poaltlone  where  they  can 
endanger  this  Nation.  Unfortunately,  a 
substantial  volume  of  such  evidence  exists. 

But  In  this  effmi;  I  will,  as  before,  need 
your  cooperation.  The  shouts  that  America 
Is  In  no  real  danger  from  Communist  in^l- 
tratlon  will  become  louder  before  they  grow 
softer.  It  will  be  said  with  Increased  fre- 
quency that  more  important  than  maklbg 
America  strong  is  getting  the  approval  of 
Europeans  tat  our  system  of  security  enf  oree- 
ment.  If  the  American  people  should  suc- 
cumb to  theee  views  I  truly  fear  for  civlliaa- 
tlon. 

I  have.  In  conclusion,  a  word  for  my  Son- 
ate  colleagues.  Many  of  you  have  elttter 
already  declared  yourselves  or  have  agreed 
to  follow  a  party  policy.  It  is  probably  too 
late  to  turn  back.  It  is  not  easy  to  Ignore 
the  clamor  of  the  mob.  But  as  you  vote 
"aye"  on  this  resolution  I  urge  you  to  weigh 
carefully  the  question:  Who  has  really  won 
by  this  vote  of  censure?  Perhaps  the  answer 
will  encourage  you  to  wage  purposeful,  yies. 
vengeful  battles  against  communlsnx  In  the 
futive.  And  p^haps  the  answer  will  con- 
strain some  of  you,  at  not  a  too  distant  dafte, 
to  say  with  Representative  O'Connor:  '"tht 
pack  got  the  smell  of  blood  and  tracked 
down  the  prey  *  *  *  In  our  hearts  we  knew 
the  plot  was  not  Idle  gossip  and  we  lunged 
at  the  discloser  to  appease  our  consclenceE." 

Blr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  about  to  olove  that  the  Senate  stand 
in  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow, 
but  before  making  such  a  motion,  if  I 
may  have  the  attention  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  South.  Dakota,  let  me  aay 
that  I  imderstand  that  because  of  ttie 
unanimous-consent  agreement  he  ^vill 
have  the  floor  when  the  Senate  recon- 
venes tomorrow.  I  wish  to  have  It  un- 
derstood that  there  may  be  the  regular 
morning  hour,  under  the  2-niinute  limi- 
tation. Following  that,  when  the  Senate 
resumes  general  debate,  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  will  resume  where  he 
left  off  today. 

Blr.  CASK  I  intended  to  say— and  I 
thought  I  did — that  I  yielded  the  floor 
with  the  imderstanding  that  I  might  be 
recognized  t(»norrow  when  the  Senate 
resumes  the  consideration  of  Senate 
Resolution  301. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


RECESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  move  that  Uie 
Senate  stand  In  recess  until  12  o'clock 
noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (al  5 
o'clock  and  23  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate Ux^  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Thurs- 
day, November  11.  1954,  at  12  o'clock 
meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  tjie 
Senate  November  10.  1954: 

UmisD  Nations  Educational,  Scmmrvc,  mm 
Cttltuxax.  Osganization 

The  following-named  persons  to  be  rept-e- 
sentatlves  of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
the  eighth  session  of  the  Oeneral  Confer- 
ence of  the  United  Nations  Educational.  Sci- 
entific, and  Cultural  Organization:  1 

Albert  F.  Nufer,  of  New  York.  1 

Samuel  M.  Brownell,  of  Connecticut. 

Mrs.  Elizabeth  E.  Heffelflnger,  of  Minnesota. 

Athelstan  P.  Spllhaus,  of  Minnesota. 


Unitcd  Btatxs  DisnicT  Judge 

Joseph  Charles  McGarraghy.  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  to  be  United  States  district 
Judge  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  vice 
Walter  M.  Bastlan,  elevated. 


SENATE 


Till  RSDAY,  N0\'EMBER  11,  1954 

(Legislative  day  of  Wednesday,  Novem- 
ber 10. 1954) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  merid- 
ian, on  the  expiration  of  the  recesa 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

O  Thou  God  of  the  living  and  0f  the 
living  dead,  on  this  day  when  the  Nation 
bows  in  reverence  and  gratitude  at  the 
graves  of  its  heroic  defenders  and  salutes 
in  honor  the  veterans  who  marched  In 
the  armies  of  freedom,  we  would  rtdedi- 
cate  all  that  we  have  and  are  to  the 
unfinished  task  of  making  all  men  free. 

We  pray  today  for  our  Nation,  girding 
its  strength,  material  and  spiritual,  aa  it 
faces  the  principalities  of  darkness;  and 
we  implore  Thy  benediction  upon  all 
whom  we  ourselves  have  set  in  authority. 
As  the  Republic  hallows  the  past^  save 
us  from  unwittingly  desecratini:  the 
present  by  fostering  disorder,  diBCord, 
and  suspicion  in  the  ranks  of  those  who 
in  this  grim  day,  in  the  name  Of  our 
America,  front  the  most  deadly  and  de- 
termined foes  of  all  we  hold  dear.  De- 
liver us  from  the  supreme  folly  of  turn- 
ing from  the  common  enemy  which  seeks 
to  destroy  us.  as  with  arrowa  uf  riiiicule 
or  slander  we  wound  or  hurt  comrades 
by  our  side,  whose  patriotism  is  unsul- 
lied. In  this  day  of  destiny  may  we  be 
carried  up  into  Thy  great  pvuT>os6s  and 
And  in  Thee,  above  all  our  human  con- 
tentions, the  goal  of  all  our  striving  and 
the  end  of  all  desire:  Through  Jesus 
Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 
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On  request  of  Mr.  KivowLAifv,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  Of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Wednes- 
day. November  10,  1954,  was  dispensed 
with. 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTION  pP 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  immediately 
following  the  quonmi  call  there  may  be 
the  customary  morning  hour  for  the 
transaction  of  routine  business,  under 
the  usual  2 -minute  limitation  on 
speeches. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 
Mr.   KNOWLAND.     Mr.   Presidtnt.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The 

Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 


The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Abel 

Flanders 

Martin 

AUien 

Frear 

McCarthy 

Anderson 

Pulbrl?ht 

McClellan 

Barrett 

OlUette 

Monroney 

Beall 

Ooldwater 

Morse 

Bennett 

Oore 

Mundt 

Brlcker 

Oreen 

Murray 

Bridges 

Hayden 

Neely 

Brown 

Bendrlckson 

Pastors 

Burke 

Hennlngs 

Payne 

Bush 

HIckerUooper 

Potter 

Butler 

HUl 

PurteU 

Capebart 

Holland 

Russell 

Carlson 

Hruska 

Saltonstall 

Chavez 

Hiunphrey 

Schoeppel 

Clements 

Jackson 

Smith.  Mame 

Cooper 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Cotton 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Sparkntan 

Cnppa 

KUgore 

Btennls 

Dlrksen 

Knowland 

Symington 

Douglas 

Kuchel 

Thye 

Duff 

Langcr 

Watklns 

Dworshak 

Lehman 

Welker 

EastUnd 

Ijennon 

Wiley 

Kllendcr 

Magnuson 

Williams 

Ervln 

Maloue 

Yoiuig 

Ferguson 

MansQeld 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Case],  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Cordon],  the  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  IvEsl.  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Jknker].  and  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  BAiixikin]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senators  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Btrd 
and  Mr.  RobkrtsonI,  the  Senators  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Daniel  and  Mr. 
Johnston]  ,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Daniel],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  KxFAuvn].  and  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Long]  are  absent  on  offi- 
cial business. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George]  and  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa [Mr.  Kesk]  are  necessarily  ab- 
sent. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennedy]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate l>ecause  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  TMr. 
Smathbrs]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  official  business. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A 
quorum  is  present. 

Routine  business  is  now  in  order. 


PERMANENT  COMMITTEE  ON  SMALL 
BUSINESS— RESOLUTION  OP  NA- 
TIONAL ASSOCIATION  OP  RETAIL 
DRUGGISTS.  HOUSTON.  TEX. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  present 
a  resolution  adopted  by  the  National  As- 
sociation of  Retail  Druggists  at  their 
convention  held  in  Houston.  Tex.,  in 
October  of  this  year,  favoring  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  permanent  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Small  Business.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  resolution  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  prmted  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Resolution  Aoopteo  bt  National  Associa- 
tion or  Retail  Dsttooists  Held  in  Hoxtston, 
Tee.,  in  Octobee  1054 

SMAIX    BUSlNEas   COMICITTBS   Of  CONOaESB 

Whereas  there  was  appointed  In  the  83d 
Congress  a  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Small 
Business;  and 


Whereas  the  need  for  such  a  committee 
was  evidenced  by  the  effective  worlc  carried 
on  by  that  oommlttee;  and 

Whereas  Senator  Edwaed  J.  Thte,  chair- 
man of  that  committee,  recognizing  the  need 
for  its  continuance  on  a  permanent  basis  In 
order  to  keep  abreast  of  the  current  prob- 
lems affecting  American  small  business  en- 
terprises in  order  that  the  Congress  could  be 
advised  concerning  appropriate  legislation 
of  a  remedial  nature;  and 

Whereas  Senator  Thte  Introduced  Into  the 
83d  Congress  a  resolution  which  would  re- 
quire the  present  committee  to  be  given  the 
status  of  a  regular  standing  committee  of 
the  Senate;  and 

Whereas  the  resolution  had  the  unanimous 
support  of  all  13  members  of  the  committee 
and  two  additional  Senators  with  50  Sena- 
tors having  indicated  their  approval  and  in- 
tent to  support  It;  and 

Whereas  the  resolution  was  not  reported 
out  by  the  Committee  on  Rules  during  the 
83d  Congress  and,  therefore,  has  no  status 
In  the  new  Congress;  and 

Whereas  the  present  administration 
pledged  In  its  party  platform  to  "maintain 
special  committees  in  the  Congress  whose 
chief  purpose  will  be  to  study  and  review 
continuously  the  problems  of  small  business 
and  recommend  legislation  for  their  relief:" 
Therefore  be  it 

Reaolx>ed  in  convention  assembled  in 
Houston,  Tex.,  this  14th  day  of  October  1954, 
That  the  National  Association  of  Retail 
Drtiggists  endorse  the  reintroductlon  into 
the  84th  Congress  of  a  resolution  to  give  the 
Committee  on  Small  Business  the  statxis  of 
a  regular  standing  committee  of  the  Senate; 
be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  NARD  urge  its  mem- 
bers to  eq)ress  to  their  Senators  the  vital 
need  for  such  a  standing  committee  and 
request  their  support  for  a  resolution  to 
establish  it. 


PATRICK  A.  McCARRAN.  OP  NEVADA 

Mr.  BUTL£R.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
unavoidably  absent  on  Tuesday  when 
the  Senate  held  memorial  services  for 
deceased  Senators.  In  connection  with 
our  deceased  friend,  the  late  Pat  McCar- 
ran.  I  have  prepared  some  remarks 
which  are  truly  from  the  heart.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  my  remarks 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  remarks 
prepared  by  Mr.  Butler  were  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Remaekh  Peepaeed  bt  Senatoe  Botlbk  in 
TBoute  to  the  Late  Senatoe  McCabban 
It  is  with  a  deep  sense  of  my  own  in- 
adequacy and  the  shortcomings  of  mere 
words  that  I  pay  tribute  today  to  one  of  the 
greatest  men  In  the  history  of  this  Nation, 
the  late  Senator  Pat  McCarran. 

This  estimate  of  that  whlte-maned  titan 
was  not  born  of  a  mere  desire  to  praise  a 
former  colleague,  but  of  sincere  conviction 
based  on  my  brief  association  with  him  In 
the  United  States  Senate  and  a  study  of  his 
life,  his  records,  and  his  pronouncements 
both  before  and  after  his  election  to  the 
United  States  Senate,  where  he  served  with 
distinction  for  21  years. 

Bom  at  poor  Irish  immigrant  parents  In 
Reno,  Nev.,  the  story  of  Pat's  rise  to  fame  Is  in 
the  heroic  cast  of  his  beloved  country'B  rise 
from  the  humblest  beginning  to  a  position 
of  preeminence.  Be  was  part  of  that  pioneer 
stock  which  has  made  America  the  great  Na- 
tion it  is — part  of  that  rugged  individualist 


tradition  that  fashioned  a  civilization  from  a 
wilderness — part  of  that  Intrepid  band  who 
fought  through  adversity  and  insurmount- 
able obstacles  to  greatness  and  success. 

From  the  McCarran  sheep  ranch,  young 
Pat  would  undertake  the  dally  10-mlle  trelL 
to  school,  and  less  often  the  IS-mlle  Journey 
to  Reno  to  obtain  supplies  and  go  to  church. 
His  home  was  a  gathering  spot  for  sheepmen 
of  the  area — men  with  whom  he  worked  and 
grew  into  robust  young  manhood. 

In  high  school  and  at  the  University  of 
Nevada,  he  was  noted  for  his  athletic  prowess, 
his  skill  as  a  debater,  and  his  considerable 
intellectual  ability.  He  later  continued  with 
his  sheep  farming  and  began  studjring  law 
under  the  guidance  of  established  lawyers  m 
the  area. 

Politics  first  found  Pat  in  1903  when  he  was 
elected  to  the  Nevada  Legislature  where  he 
took  a  leading  part  in  the  enactment  of  the 
first  8-hour  law  for  mine,  mill,  and  smelter 
workers  of  his  State.  Defeated  for  State 
senator  in  1904,  Pat  entered  Into  private  law 
practice  in  a  booming  mining  camp.  His  first 
case  was  received  from  a  district  Judge  who 
appointed  blm  to  defend  the  penniless  killer 
of  the  county  sheriff.  The  Jmy  rendered  a 
verdict  of  not  guUty,  and  Pat  McCarran 
was  launched  on  a  briUiant  career  as  a  crimi- 
nal lawyer  which  carried  him  to  the  posi- 
tions of  district  attorney,  chief  Justice  at  the 
supreme  court  of  Nevada  and  finally  In  183S 
to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

His  career  in  the  United  States  Senate  has 
been  marked  by  more  solid  history -making 
achievements  of  lasting  importance  than  al- 
most any  other  Senator  who  has  ever  won 
membership  in  this  body. 

But  in  reviewing  the  record  of  Senator  Mo- 
Carran's  life,  the  thing  that  Impressed  ma 
most  was  his  dedication  to  the  traditions  and 
principles  on  which  this  Nation  was  founded 
and  through  which  it  has  become  the  great- 
est bastion  of  Uberty  and  strength  and  free- 
dom on  the  face  of  the  earth.  His  vision  was 
prophetical,  his  determination  unflagging, 
his  thirst  for  the  welfare  of  his  coimtzy  un- 
quenchable. 

No  member  of  the  Democratic  Party  ever 
followed  with  more  integrity  or  believed  with 
greater  sincerity  the  principles  of  Thonua 
Jefferson,  the  founder  of  that  party.  Jeffer- 
son would  have  applauded  Pat  McOarran's 
address  before  the  American  Bar  AsaocLation 
In  1948  when  he  said: 

"The  very  fact  that  In  recent  years  it  has 
become  established  that  almost  every  serious 
activity  of  the  people  of  this  land  may  be 
the  subject  of  Fedo'al  regulation,  and  that 
in  the  same  time  much  has  been  brought 
Into  Federal  control  that  previously  had  not 
been,  requires  two  things:  First,  there  Is  need 
for  us  to  look  back  over  legislation  of  this 
generation  and  make  due  jH-ovislon  that  It 
shaU  not  supersede  State  regulation  wbera- 
the  latter  does  the  Job.  Second,  when  new 
or  expanded  authcxity  is  proposed  for  any 
Federal  agency.  Members  of  Congress  should 
ask  themselves:  'If  this  Is  done,  will  and 
should  all  State  and  local  Jtirlsdlctlon  to  the 
same  effect  automatically  cease  to  be  valid?' 
Thus,  moreover,  have  we  blindly  lgn<»wl 
Thomas  Jefferson's  admonition  that  State 
governments  are  the  most  coinpet«it  admin- 
istration for  our  domestic  concerns,  and  the 
surest  bulwarks  against  antidemocratic  ten- 
dencies." 

And  JeffereoniB  heart  would  have  been 
wanned  by  Pat  McCarranli  statement  before 
a  Senate  oommlttee  in  1945: 

"Snterprlae  which  U  truly  free  and  X 
mean  enterprise  which  is  free  alike  from  Oaw- 
emment  control  and  direction,  from  artifi- 
cial economic  obstacles,  and  from  the  ham« 
pering   influence  of  monopoly — is  our  best 
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bet  to  Mlv*  th*  problenM  wblch  He  alMwi 

Agatn  q^MkbiC  to  the  Amarieui  Bar  Awo- 
cUttoB  la  IMS.  IM  ntd: 

"WlMT*  law  ends,  arbttrary  powar  beglzia. 
Xr  ttm  lava  may  be  bent  to  tlie  praferen^pa 
of  any  oOetal  agent  or  tribunal,  they  ceaae 
to  be  ]««8.  and  beeome  merely  advlsocy 
dcelaratJona  of  the  legUlatare.  But  tUa 
Nation  waa  founded  upon  the  premlM.  enun- 
ciated In  the  Declaration  of  Independence. 
tba«  an  artiltnury  ezecntlTe  power  Is  to  be 
•▼t^ded." 

Bafofv  another  Senate  committee  In  1944 
he  atated: 

'^t  la  my  oonflctlon  that  the  f\inction  of 
democratic  goremment  la  not  to  plan  for 
bualneaa  but  to  plan  with  bualneaa;  that  It 
la  not  the  function  of  democratic  gorem- 
ment to  supplant  hualneaa  in  any  of  Its  vital 
funetlona.  but  to  assist  business  In  main- 
taining Its  fuU  InltlaUTe  and  the  fullest 
confidence  both  In  Itaell  and  the  Govern- 
ment." 

In  a  commencement  address  at  George- 
town University  In  1943.  he  warned : 

"Fully  centralized  control  of  all  govern- 
mental functions,  in  a  bureaucracy  founded 
upon  administrative  law,  la  the  very  antith- 
esis of  that  democracy  in  which  all  our 
rights  are  rooted;  the  democracy  from  which 
spring  all  onr  hopes,  not  only  for  a  better 
futtire,  but  even  for  a  maintenance  of  the 
unnumbered  freedoms  which  we  as  a  nation 
have  enjoyed  since  the  fotindation  of  our 
BcpubUe." 

This  country  has  never  had,  and  doubtless 
will  never  see  again,  a  greater  or  more  con- 
stant foe  of  atheistic  communism.  In  Sep- 
tember 1041  Pat  MeOarran  ralaed  his  voice 
against  giving  aid  to  Bed  Russia: 

'miere  are  those  tjt  us  who,  until  Ood  takes 
us  out  of  this  realm,  will  go  down  the  line 
for  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  •  •  •  But  If  we  espouse  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  we  will  not  lend  support  to  those  who 
would  destroy  this  Government  and  who  are 
now  here  attempting  to  destroy  it. 

"I  despise  Hitler  and  all  he  stands  for,  and 
equally  I  despise  Stalin  and  all  he  stands  for. 
I  want  those  two  dogs  to  come  together  and 
destroy  each  other.  It  would  be  well  for 
democracy.  But  I  would  not  lend  a  word 
to  either  one  of  them,  because  neither  of 
them  Is  a  friend  of  this  country.  If  Stalin 
succeeds,  then  God  help  democracy  and  God 
help  Christianity.**  The  words  of  Pat  Mc- 
Carran.  September  1941. 

And  in  January  1949,  i^en  he  Introduced 
a  Mil  to  give  aid  to  the  forees  of  Chiang  Kal- 
sh^  irha  wwre  still  battling  the  Chinese 
Communists  he  pnq>hesled: 

"With  regard  to  China,  the  United  States 
faces  a  deelalon  which  may  determine  ita  po- 
sition in  the  world  of  the  future.  We  cannot 
defer  thia  dedalon  for  to  accept  delay  la  to 
decide  against  action.  It  Is  time  to  stop 
drifting  on  a  sea  of  rhetoric  and  good  inten- 
tions and  examine  the  facta. 

"We  must  decide  anew  whether  our  system 
of  free  Institutions,  free  enterprise,  and  the 
dlgnt^  of  the  individual  human  being.  Is  go- 
ing to  accept  the  dballenge  of  conununlsm  in 
Its  announced  determination  to  destroy  all 
that  we  and  aar  forebeara  have  bnllded.  If 
we  reafflrm  our  decision  to  accept  that  chal- 
lenge, we  cannot  stand  still;  we  either  go  for- 
ward or  we  retreat.  We  must  face  the  Issues 
squarely.  *  *  •  We  cannot  afford  to  debate 
and  delay  this  decision.  While  we  bemoan 
the  failuree  and  shortcomings  of  our  former 
ally  across  the  Padfle.  oar  enenlea  are  taking 
over  CSilna  and  laughing  at  oar  efforts  to 
straddle  the  fenee.  Th*  time  la  here  for  us 
to  take  our  position  against  cooamunisra  In 
Asia,  as  we  have  in  Eurt^ie.** 


nte  foDowing  montli.  In  February  190,  he 


"lOike  no  mlatake,  if  the  Communlste  are 
not  stopped  In  China,  the  next  step  will  be 
Korea  and  do  not  focget  that  in  Korea  we 
still  maintain  occupation  troops  and  if 
trouble  beoc»nee  serious  in  that  country  our 
boys  must  light  or  get  out  and  admit  to  the 
world  that  we  are  toeing  our  battle  for  the 
survival  of  freedom.** 

One  final  quotation  of  the  thousands  that 
BOW  belong  to  the  ages  is  from  »  letter  to  a 
constituent  in  1941: 

"I  took  an  oath,  when  I  became  a  Meanber 
of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to  upftiold 
and  defend  the  Constitution  of  the  Uaited 
States  against  all  enemies,  either  foreign  or 
domestic.  I  did  not  take  an  oath  to  uphold 
or  defend  any  man  or  group  of  men.  My  obli- 
gation, imposed  by  the  oath,  was  tbat  I  would 
uphold  and  defend  the  organic  law  of  this 
country.    That  obligation  I  will  carry  out. 

"The  matter  of  my  being  reelected  Is  so 
trivial  anh  inconsequential  in  the  great 
emergency  that  prevails  here,  that  it  is  as 
nothing  compared  to  the  country's  welfare. 
My  name  may  be  on,  or  may  pass  off,  the  roll 
of  the  Senate,  but  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  and  the  welfare  of  my  country 
must  go  on  forever." 

And  now  that  great  warrior  has  fallea  be- 
fore the  Aval  that  conquers  all.  Who  now 
dares  wear  that  battered  armor?  Who  now 
will  grasp  his  valiant  sword? 

That  brilliance,  that  wisdom,  that  coirage, 
that  power,  is  now  forever  gone.  We  have 
lost  a  champion  to  Ood,  to  history,  and  te  the 
memories  of  the  people  he  served  so  nobly 
and  so  well. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I,  too. 
was  caught  unawares  the  other  day.  and 
was  unable  to  participate  at  that  time  in 
the  memorial  services  held  by  the  Senate 
for  deceased  Senators.  Inasmuch  as  for 
almost  16  years  I  was  associated  on  the 
Judiciary  Committee  with  the  late  Sen- 
ator Pat  McCarran,  of  Nevada,  to  whom 
I  felt  very  close  in  many  ways,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  brief  statement  I  liave 
prepared. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RicoKO,  as  follows: 
Rkmasks   Pbepakeo    bt    Sehator    Wilet    n* 

TazBUTK  TO  THK  Latc  Senatos  McCassan 

I  was  deeply  shocked  by  the  unexpected 
and  untimely  death  of  the  late  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Nevada,  the  Honorable 
Pat  McCarran. 

When  I  first  came  to  the  Senate  In  1939. 
I  was  assigned  to  the  Judiciary  Committee. 
Senator  McCarran  at  that  time  was  already 
a  member  of  the  committee.  For  a  little 
more  than  15  years,  he  and  I  served  together 
on  that  great  committee.  For  a  timei  ws 
alternated  as  cbainnan  and  as  ranUng  mi- 
nority member.  In  this  relationship,  I  came 
to  know  Pat  McCarran  well.  He  was  my 
friend,  and  I  feel  a  real  sense  of  personal  loss. 

Pat  McCarran  was  truly  one  of  the  giants 
of  the  Senate.  There  have  been  few  men 
who  even  approached  him  In  influence  in 
this  body  of  influential  men.  When  he  spoke, 
he  commanded  the  respectful  attentlob  of 
Senators  cm  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  His 
views  carried  very  great  weight — and  they 
wera  decided  views,  Mr.  President,  views 
which  he  strongly  held  and  ably  advocated. 
He  was  a  man  of  character,  a  man  of  integ- 
rity, a  man  of  conviction  and,  above  all,  a 
man  with  the  courage  of  his  convictions. 

It  was  once  said  of  Fat  McCarran  that  he 
took  seriously  ttie  theory  that  Senators  are 
ambassadors  of  sovereign  states.  This  per- 
hajjs  overstated  it  somewhat,  but  I  doubt 


if  any  State  haa  been  ao  well  rep^eaented 
in  the  Senate  as  was  Nevada  during; Senator 

McCarran 'a  tenure  here. 

The  Senate  wlU  not  be  the  same  without 
him.  Mr.  President.  Nevada  has  lost  aa 
outstanding  servant;  the  Nation  hae  lost  an 
able  statesman.  We  shall  not  soon  see  his 
likes  again. 


HUGH  BUTLER,  OP  NEBRASKA 
Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  as  I  said 
a  moment  ago,  I  regret  very  much  that 
I  was  unable  to  participate  in  the  me- 
morial services  held  the  other  day  In 
the  Senate.  Because  for  a  decade  I  waa 
closely  associated  with  Senatof  Hugh 
Butler,  of  Nebraska,  and  felt  very  close 
to  him  in  many  ways,  I  ask  unanintioua 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Rkcokd  a 
brief  statement  I  have  prepared  in 
tribute  to  his  memory. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Rzmakks  Pxepased  bt  Sknatos  Wn.ET  in 
TsrsuTE  to  THK  Latx  Senatos  "Bjjtlol,  or 
Nebraska 

I  rise  to  express  my  deep  and  profound 
sorrow  at  the  death  of  our  beloved  colleague. 
Senator  Hugh  Butler. 

It  was  my  privilege  to  know  him  well.  We 
served  together  for  more  than  a  deeade  and 
I  became  well  acquainted  with  bis  great 
ability  and  bis  equally  great  integrity. 

I  have  said  before  that  I  do  not  view  death 
as  an  end.  It  is  only  a  moment  In  the  Mak- 
er's eternal  and  continuing  scheme  qf  things. 
Hugh  Butler  leaves  on  one  side  an  itadellble. 
if  unseen,  influence  with  the  people  of  Ne- 
braska and  of  the  Nation.  On  the  other, 
he  now  passes  into  a  future  which  wc  caiuiot 
fathom  but  which  must  contain  a  welcome 
place  for  this  great  man. 

It  Is  times  like  these  that  serve  to  focus 
our  attention  on  the  divine  guidance  under 
which  we  all  live,  whether  we  know  It  or  not. 
While  all  of  us,  great  or  small,  leave  an  im- 
print on  history,  those  who  are  constantly 
aware  of  the  moral  and  spiritual  element  In 
life  make  the  greater  contribution  to  their 
fellow  men. 

Hugh  Butler  was  one  of  these.  We  shall 
miss  him. 


MARINES 


HOMAGE  TO  THE 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  on 
yesterday  the  Marine  Corps  celebrated 
its  179th  anniversary.  On  yesterday, 
also,  the  Iwo  Jima  monument  was  dedi- 
cated In  honor  of  the  Marines  who  gave 
their  lives  not  only  on  that  battlefield 
but  on  all  the  battlefields  in  all  the  wars 
in  which  we  have  been  engaged.  At  that 
time,  5,000  dead  Marines  passed  in  re- 
view, because  tliat  was  the  number  who 
gave  their  lives  at  Iwo  Jima. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  Congress  will  al- 
ways remember  that  the  Marine  Corps  is 
necessary  to  our  welfare  and  surviivaL  I 
also  hope  Congress  will  likewise  remem- 
ber that  under  the  law,  the  Marine  Corps 
is  entitled  to  three  combat-size  divisiona 
and  three  air  wings.  If  anything  is  done 
to  disrupt  this  particular  type  of  organ- 
ization, I  hope  Congress  and  the  Ameri- 
can people  will  rise  up  in  their  wrath 
and  will  see  to  it  that  the  stabiljLty  and 
security  of  the  Marines  is  maintAfn'e^i 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  an  article  entitled  "Hoitage  ta 
the    Marines,"   written   by   Hanson   W. 
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Baldwin,  and  published  in  the  Ifew  York 
Times  of  today. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcou, 
as  follows: 

Bomaox  to  tkx  Msanrss — Bbomzs  Mxkokial 
Pats  TaxairTS  to  Coars'  Common  VnTUX. 
"Uncommon  VAix>a" 

(By  Hanson  W.  Baldwin) 

The  new  breed  stood  in  serried  ranks  yes* 
terday  in  homage  to  the  old. 

In  Washington,  near  the  green  graves  and 
white  crosses  of  Arlington  National  Ceme- 
tery, the  young  shoiilders  of  generations  new 
to  war  were  squared  In  salute  as  a  giant 
bronae  statue,  the  new  Marine  War  Me- 
morial, was  dedicated  to  the  proposition  that 
has  always  characterized  the  ITS  years  of 
the  ccHps,  that  uncommon  valor  was  a  com- 
nK>n  virtue. 

Embossed  in  gold  in  the  Swedish  black 
granite  near  the  statue's  base  are  the  names 
and  dates  of  every  engagement  in  the  Ma- 
rine Corps'  history — a  long  roU  of  uncom- 
mon valor,  which  Includes  the  marine  sharp- 
shooters in  the  miUntop  of  the  Bonhonune 
Richard  as  well  as  the  men  who  struggled 
In  bullet-flecked,  chest-deep  water  across  the 
terrible  reef  of  Tarawa. 

The  new  breed,  full  blooded,  young,  still 
to  win  its  accolade,  stood  at  attention  in 
homage  to  a  ghostly  assemblage.  There  were 
veterans  there — the  old  breed  of  World  War 
II  and  Korea,  who  had  proved  themselves 
worthy  to  stand  beside  the  glories  and  tra- 
ditions of  the  past.  But  for  the  most  part 
the  old  breed  was  an  invisible  company,  gone 
but  in  memory. 

"A  number  of  diverse  people  who  ran 
curiously  to  type  (as  Col.  John  W.  Thom- 
aaon  once  described  them ) ,  with  drilled 
shoulders  and  a  bone -deep  sunburn,  and  a 
tolerant  scorn  of  nearly  everything  on  earth. 
They  were  the  Leathernecks,  the  old  breed 
of  American  regular,  regarding  the  service 
as  home  and  was  an  occupation  and  they 
transmitted  their  temper  and  character  and 
viewpoint    to    the    high-hearted    voluntaar 


a  aocx  IS  callsb 

It  was  a  dedication — that  Washington 
ceremony  yesterday — to  the  dead,  but  to  the 
dead  who  had  transmitted  to  successive  gen- 
erations of  the  old  breed  a  living  tradition — 
"their  temper  and  character  and  viewpoint," 
tbe  tradition  of  semper  fldells  and  first  to 
fight. 

They  lived,  thst  ghostly  company — Capt. 
Samuel  Nicholas  and  his  men  who  made  the 
marines'  first  amphibious  landing  ta  the  Ba- 
hamas In  1776;  Ueut.  Edward  Stack  and  his 
muaketmen  who  cleared  the  decks  of  ths 
Serapls  in  John  Paul  Jones'  epic  sea  battle; 
O'Bannon  who  landed  on  the  shores  of 
TrlpoU  in  1806;  the  veterans  of  the  Mar- 
quesas (1818);  the  Palklands  (1881);  Sums- 
tra  (1838):  Samoa  (1841):  the  Pljls  (ISSS); 
BawaU  (1870):  the  Boxer  Rebcmon  (1900): 
Abyssinia  (1008);  HaiU;  Nicaragua. 

They  were  all  there  yesterday — ^the  old 
breed,  standing  by  the  Potomac  beneath  the 
bronze  statues  of  their  comrades  of  Iwo. 
There  was  old  Oen.  John  A.  I>Jeune.  he  who 
really  shaped  the  modem  corps;  "Hiking 
Hiram"  Bearaa  of  the  Phillppinea.  the  Do- 
minican Campaign,  and  World  War  I:  Smed- 
ley  Butler,  tbe  tough  fighting  Quaker  who 
held  two  Medals  of  Honor  and  universal  re- 
spect; Dan  Daly,  sergeant  major,  and  a  host 
of  comrades  from  the  past. 

And  with  them  was  the  "old  breed"  at 
World  War  n.  aome  of  them  In  the  fleah. 
some  but  la  meiaory — ths  man  of  Ouadal- 
canal  and  Tarawa,  the  Marianas  and  Pelelleu. 
Iwo  and  Okinawa.  And  besides  them,  the 
newest  of  the  old  breed,  were  the  veterans  of 
Korea— "Chesty"     Fuller     and    "Big    Foot" 

C lOOi 


Brown  and  Smith  of  the  First  Division,  who 
led  his  men  hobUlng  on  froaen  feet  out  of 
the  icy  trap  of  the  Changjln  Reservoir  and 
coined  the  battle  cry: 

"Retreat,  belli  We're  attacking  In  anothv 
direction." 

These  were  the  men,  the  memories,  and 
traditions  that  were  honored  yesterday  on 
the  Marlxie  Corps  birthday.  The  old  breed 
were  tough  and  cocky  men,  spoiling  for  a 
fight  or  frolic,  loyal  to  death,  proud  of  their 
corps,  and  slightly  condescending  to  all 
other  things  hiunan: 

"If  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
Ever  look  on  heaven's  scenes; 
They  wUl  find  the  streeu  are  guarded 
By  United  States  marines." 

Their  greatest  acc(»niril8hment  has  been  to 
transnUt  "their  temper  and  character  and 
viewpoint"  and  tradition  to  successive  gen- 
erations. This  Lb  the  most  difficult  of  all 
military  training  missions — to  make  tbe 
glories  and  durable  disciplines  of  the  past 
part  of  the  Uving  principles  of  a  changing 
present. 

SmXKMa.Z  HAS  BCEM  HABO 

The  marines,  like  all  the  other  armed  serv- 
ices, have  felt  the  pull  of  the  times,  the  lure 
of  security,  the  age  of  conformity,  and  there 
Is  no  doubt  that  the  struggle  to  maintain 
their  standards  bas  been  hard,  and  at  times 
and  in  places  unsuccessful.  Tbe  new  breed 
of  today  has  stlU  to  prove  Itself  in  battle  as 
peer  of  the  old. 

Tet  the  very  fact  that  the  Marine  Corps, 
the  fighting  services,  stlU  celebrates  lU  day 
Is  Indicative  not  only  of  the  special  place  the 
corps  has  in  the  hearts  of  the  Nation  but  also 
a  hopeful  augury  that  the  new  breed  will 
prove  itself  fuUy  capable  of  shouldering  its 
heritage. 

The  reduction  <rf  all  to  the  lowest  common 
denominator,  one  of  tbe  bad  byproducts  at 
the  times  and  of  unification  of  the  armed 
aervicea.  haa  been  resisted,  and  rightly  so,  by 
the  marinas  in  particular.  The  corps  has  no 
reason  for  existence  unless  it  can  retain  Its 
past  elite  and  specialised  ability. 

This  does  not  mean  that  it  can  or  should 
attempt  to  t>e  an  Independent  "second 
Army."  It  la  unfortunate,  too,  from  the 
vlewjiolnt  at  the  corps  as  weU  as  the  Nation 
that  occasional  friction  has  marred  the  rela- 
tionships between  the  Ofllce  at  the  Marine 
Corps  Commandant  and  the  Office  of  the 
Chief  of  Naval  Operations,  and  It  is  doubly 
unfortunate  that  some  marines  have  seen  the 
corps'  future  too  much  In  terms  of  more 
autonomy  and  greater  slae. 

Ihere  is  no  future  for  the  Marine  Corps 
i^Mut  from  the  Navy;  there  can  be  no  effec- 
tive maritime  team  without  the  closest  cotn- 
pattbm^  and  teamwork  between  sailors  and 
marines,  and  there  can  be  no  Marine  Corps 
unless  it  keeps  its  sight  set — in  discipline 
and  toughness  and  combat  spirit— on  ths 
stars. 

But  these  problems  of  today  are  but  tran- 
sient ones;  they  wm  be  resolved  by  the  new 
breed  if  the  marines  of  today  adhere  in  basic 
principles  to  tbe  temper  and  character  and 
viewpoint  of  the  olcL 


JOHN  PATON  DAYIES— BROADCAST 
BY  ERIC  SEVAREID 

Mr.  I^HMAN.  Mr.  President,  on  the 
evening  of  November  8,  the  distinguished 
commentator,  Erie  Seyareid.  made  a 
radio  broadcast  which  oonstltutfls  an 
appreciation  of  the  character,  the 
strragth.  and  the  resourcef  ulneaa  of  Mr. 
John  Paton  Dayiea.  Mr.  Serareld's 
broadcast  was  a  sincere,  moying.  and 
Tery  ctmTincins  ;>tatement.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  his  fine  broadcast 


printed  in  the  Appendix  of  the  daily 
Rxcon.   

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With* 
out  objection 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  do  I  correctly 
understand  that  the  Senator  from  New 
York  Lb  placing  in  the  Rxcoas  a  eulogy  of 
John  Paton  Davles,  who  was  discharged 
because  he  followed  tbe  Communist 
party  line? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  will  say  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  I  am  plac- 
ing in  the  Appendix  of  the  daily  Rccoaa  a 
broadcast  made  by  a  very  distinguished 
commentator.  Mr.  Eric  Sevareid,  being 
an  appreciation,  based  upon  personal 
knowledge,  observation,  and  association, 
of  John  Paton  Davies,  pointing  out  his 
high  character,  his  strength,  and  his  re- 
sourcefulness. I  am  very  glad  indeed  to 
have  the  opportunity  of  placing  in  the 
Record  this  fine  broadcast. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object.  Mr.  John 
Paton  Davies  was  one  of  the  cases  which 
I  cited  before  the  Tydings  committee  as 
a  man  with  such  Communist  leaninga 
that  he  was  a  great  danger  to  this  Na- 
tion. I  pointed  out  to  the  Tydings  com- 
mittee that  he  was  responsible  to  some 
extent  for  the  loss  of  China.  That  man 
was  finally  discharged,  thousands  of  Uvea 
too  late,  and  years  too  late.  I  will  object 
to  any  eulogy  of  John  Paton  Davies  beinff 
placed  in  the  Rxcoro. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  will  object  to  any 
eulogy  about  any  pro-Commimist  being 
placed  in  the  Rbcoro. 

Mr.  cniAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  that  is 
not  so.  I  know  John  Paton  Davies,  and 
I  know  his  family.  They  are  just  aa 
patriotic — ^which  is  not  saying  much — at 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  President,  I  had  not  intended  to 
participate  in  this  debate.  The  trouble 
with  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
is  that  he  thinks  he  is  the  only  one  who 
is  honest;  he  is  the  only  one  who  is  pa- 
triotic: he  is  the  only  one  who  would 
die  for  his  country.  There  are  mlllicxis 
of  Americans  who  are  just  as  patriotic  at 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  roac. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  have  the  floor  for 
the  motnent. 

I  know  Mr.  Davies.  Long  before  emi* 
grants  from  Ireland  came  to  this  coun- 
try, the  ancestors  of  Mr.  Davies  and  hla 
wife  were  in  California.    He  is  patriotia 

Someone  says  he  is  not  patriotic,  bul 
communistic.  Yesterday  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wiaoonsln  accused  six  good 
Americana  of  being  prooommunistlc  Z 
do  not  like  it.  I  do  not  intend  to  hay« 
it  occur  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  any 
more.  The  jimlor  Senatmr  from  Wis- 
consin may  object. 

I  wish  the  junior  Senator  from  Wla* 
consin  had  been  in  the  Chamber  day 
before  yesterday,  when  I  placed  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  daily  Raooan  an  editorial 
from  the  Washington  Star,  which  I  am 
sure  no  one  would  accuse  of  being  a  Com- 
munist newQwper.  That  editorial  eon- 
demned  the  action  of  the  man  who  fired 
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ICr.  Da?te8  after  23  yean  of  fine  serv- 
ice to  the  country.  Mr.  Davles  was  fired 
by  one  man.  The  man  who  did  the  flrttig 
was  fired  by  millions  of  the  people  of 
the  State  of  New  York.  That  Is  the 
difforence. 

What  about  the  Washington  Post  and 
Times  Herald  ?  I  do  not  know  what  aiiy- 
aoe  thinks  about  that  newspaper.  The 
oplnlm  of  a  single  individual  does  not 
mean  anjrthing. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
2  minutes  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  have  expired.  Does  the  Sen- 
ates wish  to  ask  unanimous  consent  to 

continue?  

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     I  am  still  for  Davies. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Idr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  in  order  that 
the  RicoBD  may  be  clear,  let  me  say  that 
Mr.  Davies  was  one  oi  the  men  whom 
I  named  bef(»:e  the  Tydings  c(muaittee. 
HlB  case  was  heard  before  a  loyalty  board 
and  he  was  later  found  unfit  to  represent 
our  country.  They  finally  caught  up 
with  him.  This  administration  should 
get  credit  for  that. 

This  man  was  discharged  many  years 
and  many  lives  too  late,  and  I  will  object 
to  any  eulogy  of  him  going  into  the 
RsccMtD.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  that  he  made  what  I  am 
sture  is  an  honest  mistake  when  he  said 
that  John  Paton  Davies  was  fired  by 
one  man.   

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     No.  no 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Do  not  Interrupt 
me,  please. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    No,  no. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  his  case  was  heard 
by  a  loyalty  board.  The  findings  of  that 
losralty  board  were  upheld.  When  a  man 
has  been  found  to  be  unfit  to  serve  his 
country  by  a  loyalty  board,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  will  not  consent  to  hav- 
ing him  eulogized  in  the  Congrxssionai. 
Rkcoko^ 

&fr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  the  only 
difficulty  Is  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  sasrs,  "I  charge."  Who  are 
we  in  the  Senate,  as  individuals,  to 
charge  that  a  person  is  un-Americsin? 
"I  charge."  What  does  the  law  say? 
!What  does  the  Constitution  say? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yield. 

ISx.  McCarthy.  Has  the  Senator 
ever,  during  all  his  long  career  in  the 
Senate,  given  the  Senate  or  the  coun- 
try any  information  about  Communists, 
ot  has  he  always  risen  on  the  floor  to 
defend  them? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  takes  it  upon  himself  to 
decide  who  is  a  Communist  and  who  is 
not  a  Communist.  Every  Donocrat  is 
supposed  to  be  a  Communist,  including 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  GeorgbI, 
the  Senator  from  Florida  [BCr.  Hollakd], 
my  good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana [Mr.  EiXKNDKB],  the  Senator  from 
Aikansas  [Mr.  McClkllan],  and  my 
friend  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johhson]. 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
tries  to  get  away  with  it  by  bringing  in 
Elsenhower.  There  is  no  closer  friend 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in 
my  opinion,  than  the  good  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson].    What  appeared 


in  yesterday's  press?  We  read  that  the 
Senator  trota.  Kansas,  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  ,  and  the  Sena- 
ten:  from  Utah  [Mr.  WatkinsI  ,  the  next- 
door  neighbor  in  the  Senate  to  my  friend 
from  Wisconsin 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
second  2  minutes  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  have  expired. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  .  Mr.  President^  the 
jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy]  is,  of  course,  within  his  tech- 
nical rights  in  refusing  to  give  unani- 
mous consent  for  Insertion  in  the  Ap- 
pendix of  the  daily  Record  of  this  broad- 
cast by  Mr.  Eric  Sevareid. 

I  want  to  say  that  I  intend  to  assert 
my  rights,  too.  That  statement  Will  be 
read.  It  will  be  placed  in  the  Rscord. 
I  do  not  believe  that  even  the  very 
powerful  jimior  Senator  from  Wisoonsin 
has  the  authority  to  stop  me. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Wisoonsin 
has  accused  this  man,  Mr.  John  Paton 
Davies,  of  disloyalty,  of  treason.  He  was 
cleared  eight  times  by  loyalty  and  secu- 
rity boards.  He  was  removed  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  last  week  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  went  to  great  pains  and 
great  lengths  to  make  it  perfectly  clear 
that  there  was  no  question  of  this  man's 
loyalty  and  devotion  to  this  country.  Ap- 
parently he  was  removed  because  he  had 
the  courage  a  few  years  ago  to  tnaike  an 
honest  report  to  the  State  Department, 
a  report  which  now.  In  the  light  of  his- 
tory, may  not  have  been  correct.  But 
here  is  a  case  of  a  man  being  punished — 
and  fired — for  showing  honesty,  courage, 
and  decency  in  the  performance  of  his 
duties  and  for  making  honest  reports — 
as  he  saw  them — to  his  superiors. 

Mr.  President,  this  and  similar  actions 
have  done  much  to  destroy  the  useful- 
ness of  our  Foreign  Service.  I  intend 
to  read  the  article  into  the  Rkcoro. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Is  the  Senator  from 
New  York  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  Mc- 
Carran  committee  referred  the  John 
Paton  Davies  case  to  the  Justice  Depart- 
ment for  criminal  prosecution? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  What  did  the  Depart- 
ment do  about  it? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Has  the  Justice  De- 
partment taken  any  action  against  him? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Under  the  Truman 
administration,  no. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Has  it  taken  any  ac- 
tion under  this  administration? 

Mr.  WELKER.     Mr.  President— — 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  hope 
we  can  iceep  our  tempers  and  emotions 
within  due  bounds.  I  am  sorry  that  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  was  not  in  the  Chamber  yester- 
day when  I  made  the  statement  that  I 
greatly  regretted  the  vote  I  once  cast, 
based  upon  a  report  submitted  to  the 
Senate  by  good  friends  of  mine,  ^hen  I 
voted  not  to  seat  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator fnxn  New  Mexico  in  the  Senate. 

However,  I  shall  not  allow  to  go  un- 
challenged the  statement  made  by  my 
good  friend  from  New  Mexico.  I  do  not 
care  where  he  read  it,  whether  it  was  in 
the  Washington  Post  and  Times  Herald 


or  in  any  other  newspapers.  While  I  sat 
here  I  heard  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  say  that  there 
was  not  a  drop  of  Communist  blood,  or 
any  kind  other  than  American  blood,  in 
the  veins  of  the  six  Senators — all  friends 
of  mine,  and  I  am  sure  all  friends  of  other 
Senators — who  filed  the  report  of  the 
select  committee.  With  respett  to  the 
allegation  of  who  are  we  to  say  when  a 
man  is  a  Communist  or  a  subversive  or  a 
loyalty  risk,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  that  so  long  as  I  may 
serve  in  the  Senate,  if  I  know  a  man  to  be 
dishonorable  or  a  subversive.  I  shall  not 
hesitate  to  say  so,  because  if  t  did  not 
say  so  I  would  be  a  conspirator  in  the 
crime  of  treason. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  very  glad  to 
yield. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator's  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  I  may  have  time  to  jrield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  for  a 
question. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator 
from  Idaho. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  may  proceed. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  Mr.  Davies  Is  a 
Communist  or  a  subversive  or  is  trying 
to  overthrow  the  Government  by  force 
or  otherwise.  I  say  he  should  be  pun- 
ished. However,  would  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  repeat  his  statement  to  that  eflect 
outside  the  Chamber? 

Mr.  WELKER.  Is  the  Senator  asking 
me  that  question? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  am. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  the  Senfctor  from 
New  Mexico  hear  me  say  that  Mr.  Davies 
was  a  Communist?  I  was  not  a  Member 
of  the  Senate  when  the  Tydings  com- 
mittee was  sitting. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  have  heard  so  many 
innuendoes. 

Mr.  WELKER.     What  Is  that,  sir? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  have  heard  so  many 
Innuendoes. 

Mr.  WELKER.  What  innuendo  has 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  heard 
which  indicated  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Idaho  even  remotely  knew  that 
John  Paton  Davies— or  whatever  his 
name  is — was  a  Communist? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  what  we  were 
discussing,  and  that  is  what  irritated 
the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  think  perhaps  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  in  error  as 
to  who  made  that  remark. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  hope  so. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  was  not  In  the  Sen- 
ate at  the  time.  I  was  in  Idaho  practic- 
ing law  when  that  investigation  was  un- 
der way. 
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NOMINATION  OP  GEORGE  C. 
McCONNAUGHEY 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  Presidtot.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  report  favorably 
from  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  George  C.  McConnaughey,  of  Ohio, 


to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Commu- 
nications Commission  for  the  unexpired 
term  of  7  years  from  July  1,  1950,  to 
which  office  he  was  appointed  during  the 
last  recess  of  the  Senate. 

The  nomination  ctmies  frcmx  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
m,erce.  aJid  it  is  reix>rted  favorably.  The 
vote  on  it  in  committee  was  not  divided, 
but  the  minority  members  of  the  com- 
mittee refrained  from  voting,  because, 
they  said,  the  policy  committee  of  the 
minority  party  in  the  Senate  had  set  the 
policy  of  opposing  the  confirmation  at 
this-  time.  All  the  other  members  of 
the  committee  voted  in  favor  of  recom- 
mending favorable  action  on  Mr.  McCon- 
naughey's  nomination. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  reporting  of  the 
nomination? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  May  an  ex- 
ecutive nomination  be  reported  to  the 
Senate  except  in  executive  session? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Only 
by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.    I  object. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  nomination 
be  received  as  in  executive  session. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.    I  object 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Ob- 
jection is  heard. 


RESOLUTION  OP  CENSURE 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  unfin- 
ished business,  which  is  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 301. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  resolution  (8.  Res.  301)  to 
censure  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  Is  cm  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  1,  line  1. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  California  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I^st  evening  when 
the  Senate  recessed,  at  about  5:30 
o'clock,  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  Casi]  had  the  floor.  Under  a 
unanimous  consent  agreement  entered 
into  he  was  to  have  the  floor  Immediately 
after  the  conclusion  of  morning  busi- 
ness today.  The  distinguished  Senattn: 
from  South  Dakota  apparently  has  been 
delayed.  I  merely  wish  to  observe  that, 
generally,  as  a  ma;tter  of  practice  the 
Senate  does  not  grant  the  floor  to  a 
Senator  in  advance.  I  believe  this  is  an 
example  of  why  it  is  not  wise  that  it  be 
done.  The  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
has  been  unavoidably  delayed,  and  I  be- 
lieve that  it  will  be  necessary  now  to 
clear  the  record,  because  otherwise  we 
would  have  a  hiatus,  inasmuch  as  the 
Senator  who  was  to  have  the  floor  this 
morning  is  not  present  to  claim  it.  I 
make  the  parliamentary  inquiry  whether 
Tuianimous  consent  is  necessary  to  waive 
the  previous  unanimous -consent  order. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It  is 
the  opinion  of  the  present  occupant  of 


the  chair  that  if  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  is  not  here  to  claim  his  right  to 
the  floor,  he  waives  his  right. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Abel 

Flanders 

Martin 

AUcen 

Frear 

McCarthy 

Anderson 

Pulbrlght 

McClellan 

Barrett 

Gillette 

Monroney 

BeaU 

Ooldwater 

Morse 

Bennett 

Oon 

Mundt 

Bricker 

Green 

Murray 

Bridges 

Hayden 

Neely 

Brown 

Hendrlckaon 

Pastore 

Burk* 

Hennlngs 

Payne 

Bush 

Hlckenlooper 

Potter 

BuUer 

HUl 

Purtell 

Capetuut 

Holland 

Ruaeell 

Carlson 

Hniska 

RaltonsUU 

cnavez 

Humphrey 

Schoeppel 

Clements 

Jackson 

Smith,  Maine 

Cooper 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Cotton 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Sparkman 

Crtppa 

KUgore 

Biennis 

Dlrknen 

Knowland 

Symington 

Douglas 

Kuchel 

Thye 

I>Vllt 

Lancer 

Watklns 

Dworahak 

l«hntan 

Welker 

Eastland 

Lennon 

Wiley 

KUender 

MagnuBon 

WUliama 

Errln 

Malone 

Yoxmg 

Fersuaon 

Mans&eld 

The  PR£SIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr. 
HENVRiCKSoir  In  the  chair).  A  quorum 
is  present.  Under  the  unanimous-con- 
sent agreement  previously  entered  into, 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Casb]  was  entttled  to  the  floor  this  morn- 
ing. The  Chair  will  have  to  rule  that 
since  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
is  not  present  he  will  lose  his  right  to 
the  floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
think,  under  the  prior  ruling  of  the 
Chair,  that  if  the  Senator  to  whom  the 
floor  has  been  assigned  by  unanimous 
consent  is  not  present  the  order  is 
vacated.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  That 
was  the  ruling  of  the  Chair. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  section 
1  of  the  amendment  to  Senate  Resolu- 
Uon  301. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  sug- 
gest the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
therolL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  CASE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  junior  Senator  from 
South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Yesterday  afternoon  I 
spoke  informally  on  some  phases  of  the 
pending  matter,  but.  acceding  to  every 
request  to  srield.  I  did  not  get  to  the  main 
presentation  which  I  desired  to  make. 
Today  I  shall  siunmarize  in  a  few  sen- 
tences the  matters  covered  in  my  re- 
marks yesterday  and  then  proceed  to 
complete  the  statement  of  my  position. 

At  the  outset,  I  desire  to  say  that  I 
do  not  intend  to  yield  during  the  pres- 
entation   of    my     principal     remarks. 


although  afterward,  or  later  in  the  de- 
bate. I  will  respond  to  questicms  as 
readily  as  courtesy,  time,  and  my  knowl- 
edge permit.  Although  a  desire  to  pro- 
ceed In  direct  sequence  from  one  point 
to  another  is  a  sufficient  reason  for  de« 
f  erring  questioning,  there  is  another  rea- 
son which  will  be  apparent  as  I  proceed. 
That  reason  is  a  hope  that  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy]  - 
will  give  calm  and  reflective  considera- 
tion to  some  suggestions  I  shall  advance 
before  he  makes  further  statements  or 
even  asks  questions  that  might  compli- 
cate his  position. 

By  way  of  summary  of  my  informal 
remarks  yesterday,  I  will  simply  say  that, 
by  way  of  introduction,  I  recited  the 
progress  and  change  of  the  original 
Flanders  resolution  from  one  to  strip  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  of  cer- 
tain committee  positions  to  one  of  gen- 
eral censure;  the  offering  of  46  amend- 
ments by  way  of  particulars;  and  the 
reference  of  the  matter  to  a  select  com- 
mittee. 

I  then  summarized  the  steps  of  the 
committee  in.  handling  the  matter,  and 
had  proceeded  to  a  discussion  of  the  first 
of  the  two  categories  of  charges  on  the 
subject  of  classified  information,  on 
which  the  committee  did  not  recommend 
action.  That  was  the  alleged  lnvitati(Hi 
illegally  to  submit  classified  information. 
So,  first,  today  I  shall  discuss  the  other 
one,  alleged  misuse  of  clasi^fled  informa- 
tion. 

Then  I  shall  direct  attention  to  the  33 
charges  on  which  the  committee  did  not 
take  public  testimony  and  the  reasons 
therefor. 

I  devote  this  much  time  to  the  dis- 
carded amendments  because  the  reasons 
for  our  not  rec(»nmending  afflrmative 
action  may  possibly  be  cX.  some  help  In 
the  future  if.  regrettably,  any  similar 
issues  arise  asaln.  Furthermore,  there 
may  be  some  Senators  who  would  wish 
that  a  record  be  made  at  this  time  re- 
garding the  amendments.  My  discus- 
sion, however,  will  be  brief. 

Fallowing  that.  I  shall  proceed  to  dis- 
cuss the  two  counts  on  which  the  select 
committee  made  afflrmative  recommen- 
dations, and  I  shall  conclude  by  offering 
some  observations  and  suggestions  on 
my  own  account. 

Yesterday  I  set  forth  the  reascms  why 
I,  the  junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota, 
could  not  vote  to  recommend  censure  on 
the  charge  that  the  jimior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  had  improperly  solicited  re- 
stricted Information  from  Oovemment 
employees.  Simply  to  state  than  by  way 
of  review,  the  reasons  were: 

First.  That  a  careful  reading  of  the 
statements  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  in  the  Army-McCarthy  hear- 
ings and  a  careful  review  of  his  own  un- 
prompted declarations  convinced  mo 
that  he  did  not  invite  any  wanton  ran- 
sacking of  official  flies,  but  that  he  asked 
only  for  evidence  of  wrongdoing  in  the 
fields  of  commimism,  corruption,  and 
treason. 

Second.  That  no  statute  makes  it  % 
crime  to  "jive  information  ya  an  "author- 
ized person.**  and  that  the  statutes  are 
very  unclear  as  to  who  is  an  "authorized 
person." 
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TUrd.  That  the  chairman  of  the  Sen- 
ate Oommittee  on  Oovemment  Opera- 
tlons  and  of  its  Peimanent  Subcommit- 
tee on  Inyestlgatl<m8,  charged  with  the 
responsiUlltles  of  checking  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Ctovemment  for  economy 
and  ^Bdeney  under  the  niles  of  the  Sen- 
ate, might  wen  believe  himself  to  be  "an 
auUiorlaed  person"  to  receive  evidence  of 
wrongdoii^,  even  though  some  of  the 
evidence  might  be  restricted  In  natiire. 
Indeed,  it  might  well  happen  that  the 
more  serious  the  wrongdoing,  the  more 
determined  wouM  be  offenders  In  the 
executive  branch  to  classify  the  informa- 
tion and  keep  it  secret  if  it  were  within 
their  power  to  do  so. 

Mr.  President,  whether  it  be  sound  law 
or  not,  I  shall  never  vote  to  censure  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Castht]  ol*^any  other  Senator  for  doing 
what  the  rules  of  the  Senate  gives  him 
sound  basis  for  believing  It  Is  his  duty 
to  do. 

Mr.  WELEER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  that  I  have  previously  said 
that  I  shall  decline  to  yield  during  the 
presentation  of  my  statement. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  very  sorry.  I 
shall  Interrogate  the  Senator  at  the  end 
of  his  remarks. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer 
iiuestions  then. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  was  not  in  the 
Chamber  when  the  Senator  made  that 
statement. 

Mr.  CASE.  We  come  now  to  the  sec- 
ond charge  connected  with  classified 
information,  which  was  category  HI: 
the  alleged  misuse  of  classified  informa- 
tion once  it  came  into  the  hands  of  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

This  charge  revolves  aroimd  the  offer 
by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
of  a  certain  2V^-page  dociunent  as  evi- 
dence in  the  Army-McCarthy  hearings, 
presided  over  by  my  coUeague.  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  trom.  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Mdmdt]. 

My  reasons  for  not  supporting  cen- 
sure on  this  count  do  not  rest  upon  the 
ground  offered  by  the  Jimior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  or  his  counsel,  namely 
their  belief  that  the  document  was  not 
classified  or  was  improperly  classified. 
Under  the  c<Hidltions  set  forth  in  the 
committee  report,  I  examined  the  docu- 
ment. I  have  examined  or  read  many 
classified  docimients  in  connection  with 
my  woi^  on  appropriations  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  in  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services  of  the  Senate. 
In  my  Judgment  the  document  was  a 
reproduction  of  portions  of  a  properly 
classified  document,  and  the  portions  re- 
inroduced  did  contain  information  that 
would  be  valuable  to  an  espionage  agent 

My  reason  for  not  supporting  cen- 
sure, however,  are  twofold. 

First.  That  the  jvmlor  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  had  possession  of  the  docu- 
ment for  over  a  year,  and  in  all  that  time 
^d  not  misuse  it. 

Second.  That  he  did  offer  to  use  it  or 
make  It  public  only  when  it  seemed  that 
It  was  the  one  piece  of  evidence  which 
could  determine  the  point  at  issue  in 
the  hearings  of   a  Senate  committee 


which  engrossed  the  time  and  attehtion 
of  the  country  for  many,  many  days. 

On  tiiese  two  points.  Uttie  need  be  said. 

First,  I  point  out  that  under  the  Con- 
stitution any  Senator  can  come  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  make  remarks 
or  make  use  of  information  for  which  he 
cannot  be  held  to  account  in  any  other 
place.  We  might  establish  some  rvle  to 
prevent  use  of  classified  information  in 
debate  here,  or  we  might  reprove  a  Sen- 
ator for  so  doing;  but  unless  or  until 
we  do  so,  it  could  be  done. 

Statutes  may  frown  upon  it  now,  un- 
der some  interpretation,  but  the  fact  is 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisoonsin 
in  the  more  than  a  year  during  which  he 
had  the  2  ^4 -page  document  in  his  pos- 
session did  not  make  it  public.  He  did 
not  come  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
with  it,  where  he  might  have  claimed 
immunity. 

Clearly,  then,  he  cannot  be  charged 
with  a  wanton  or  reckless  will  to  make 
the  information  public  or  to  broadcast 
it  to  the  world. 

Second,  I  point  out  that  the  offer  of 
the  document  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  in  the  Army-McOarthy 
hearings  came  only  after  many  efforts  to 
establish  the  central  p>oint  at  issue  by 
other  means;  and  finally,  only  after  ex- 
tended questioning  of  Army  Secretary 
Stevens  failed  to  bring  clear  evidence  on 
the  point  at  issue,  did  he  offer  it. 

The  central  issue  in  those  hearings 
from  tiie  McCarthy  side  .was  whether 
subversives  or  Commimlsts  were  known 
by  the  Army  to  be  working  in  a  highly 
classified  installation  on  secret  projects 
and  had  been  there  for  some  time  with- 
out adequate  steps  to  get  them  out 

The  2 14 -page  document,  as  has  been 
previously  publicly  disclosed,  purported 
to  be  a  letter  from  the  Director  of  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  to  a  gen- 
eral of  the  Army.  It  gave,  among  other 
things,  the  names  of  persons  who  were 
employed  on  a  highly  classified  project. 
Following  their  names  was  an  evaluation 
of  information  about  them,  presumably 
FBI  information.  The  document  was 
dated.  The  date  of  the  document  would 
indicate  that  the  FBI  information  had 
been  sent  to  the  Army  a  considerable 
period  of  time  before  there  was  evidence 
that  the  Army  was  getting  rid  of  the  su- 
Q>ected  subversives. 

Certainly  the  document,  if  valid,  was 
very  much  to  the  point  at  issue  tn  the 
Army-McCarthy  hearings.  The  counter- 
charge of  the  Army  in  that  matter  was 
that  the  Jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  McCarthy]  was  using  imdue  pres- 
sure on  the  Army  to  get  it  to  act.  If  the 
evidence  had  not  been  classified,  he  cer- 
tainly would  have  been  entitled  to  use  it 
to  show  Communist  infiltration  in  the 
Army,  and  the  length  of  time  the  Army 
knew  about  it  before  taking  evident  cor- 
xective  action. 

It  Is  true,  of  course,  that  when  suspects 
are  employed,  there  may  be  tactical  value 
in  letting  them  continue  for  a  while 
under  surveillance  while  FBI  operatives 
or  other  security  agents  endeavor  to  ob- 
tain further  knowledge  of  their  activities 
and  accomplices.  That  is  why  the  docu- 
ment, in  my  judgment,  was  properly 
classified  and  could  only  be  declatsified 


by  the  author  of  the  original  document, 
the  FBI,  when  the  purposes  of  classifica- 
tion had  been  served.  But  that  Is  not  the 
controlling  point  before  the  Senate,  in 
my  judgment. 

The  fact  is  that  the  document  was  not 
made  public.  The  chairman  of  the 
Army -McCarthy  hearings,  the  senior 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  I  Mr. 
MtJNDT  ] ,  did  not  permit  the  document  to 
be  made  public,  and  the  chairman  of  the 
select  committee,  the  Senator  from  Utah 

(Mr.  Watkiws],  has  not  permitted  It  to 
be  made  public.  Senator  McCarthy  did 
not  insist  that  the  document  be  made 
public.  If  he  had  had  any  want»n  desire 
to  make  it  public,  he  could  have  made 
copies  of  the  document  and  could  have 
issued  it,  or  could  yet  bring  it  before  the 
Senate.  He  has  not  done  so.  He  sub- 
mitted the  document  to  the  verdict  of 
the  chairmen  of  the  committees  in  both 
hearings. 

In  the  first  instance,  he  did  so  when 
extended  questioning,  which  occupies  20 
pages  in  the  printed  hearings  of  the 
Army-McCarthy  hearings,  failed  to  elicit 
an  admission  by  Secretary  Stevens  of  the 
extended  presence  of  suspected  subver- 
sives in  the  Army  Signal  Corps  labora- 
tories. He  did  it  only  when  that  evidence 
seemed  to  be  what  would  establish  the 
principal  point  at  issue  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  where  his  official  conduct  was 
on  trial. 

If  any  Members  of  the  Senate  have 
any  doubt  on  that  point.  I  trust  they  will 
look  at  the  record  of  the  Army -McCar- 
thy hearings,  and  note  that,  as  shown  by 
20  pages  of  printed  testimony,  the  coun- 
sel for  the  committee.  Mr.  Jenkins,  of 
Tennessee,  endeavored  to  elicit  some  in- 
formation from  Secretary  Stevens  as  to 
the  presence  of  subversives  in  the  Signal 
Corps  laboratories,  and  the  tength  of 
time  the  Army  had  known  they  were 
there;  but  he  could  not  get  satisfactory 
information.  That  was  a  crucial  point 
in  those  hearings.  So  I  say  d^berately 
that  Senator  McCarthy  offered  it  only 
when  it  seemed  that  it  was  the  evidence 
necessary  to  establish  the  principal  point 
at  issue  so  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
where  his  official  conduct  was  on  trial. 

In  the  second  Instance,  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy offered  the  dociunent  to  our  com- 
mittee, and  it  was  received  by  tiie  chair- 
man for  the  purpose  of  examination, 
because  the  document  itself  was  the  basis 
of  the  charge  under  consideration.  I 
do  not  see  how  he  could  have  done  other- 
wise. Had  he  not  offered  the  document, 
the  committee  would  have  been  com- 
pelled to  ask  for  it  if  we  were  to  make  an 
evaluation  of  the  charge  referred  to  us; 
that  is.  unless  we  could  have  seen  the 
document  or  made  some  evaluation  of  it. 
we  could  not  properly  cover  the  charge 
referred  to  us. 

The  committee  report  presents  what 
is  probably  a  more  adequate  basis  for 
noncensure  on  this  count  from  a  legal 
point  of  view,  but  for  myself,  having  in 
mind  the  place  of  prudent  policy  in  the 
precedents  of  the  Senate,  I  wished  to 
present  my  lasrman's  reasons  for  refus- 
ing to  recommend  censure  on  this  count. 

In  short,  Senator  McCarthy  clearly 
did  not  make  or  seek  to  make  wanton 
misuse  of  the  two-and-a-quarter  page 
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classified  dociunent  but  offered  It  only 
when  it  seemed  to  be  essential  to  the 
determination  of  issues  before  a  duly 
constituted  committee  of  the  Senate,  and 
he  let  that  committee  be  the  judge  as  to 
whether  or  not  any  publication  of  It 
could  be  made.  BeUeving  that,  of 
course  I  could  not  vote  to  recommend 
censure  on  that  count. 

That  brings  us  to  the  33  charges  on 
which  no  public  testimony  was  taken,  but 
which  were  the  object  of  some  explora- 
tion by  the  staff,  and  the  subject  of  some 
discussion  within  the  select  committee. 
I  shall  not  enumerate  them,  for  they 
are  all  set  forth  in  the  committee  report 
on  pages  63  to  66.  inclusive,  and  have 
heretofore  been  printed  in  the  Rccord. 
They  range  from  the  Lustron  matter  to 
the  speech  about  General  Marshall  made 
on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate. 

We  disposed  of  these  33  cotmts  under 
some  one  or  more  of  a  dozen  reasons  set 
forth  on  page  63  of  the  report. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  12  grounds  be  printed  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  grounds 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

1.  Charges  which,  even  If  fully  supported 
and  establlBbed.  would  not  In  the  Judgment 
of  the  committee  conatltute  cenaurable  con- 
duct. 

2.  Charget  which,  even  If  fuUy  supported 
and  established  after  mvestlgatlon.  would 
In  the  Judgment  of  the  committee  be  of 
doubtful  validity  as  a  basis  for  censure. 

3.  Charges  which  are  too  vague  and  un- 
certain, or  which  were  too  broad  In  apparent 
scope  to  Justify  formal  hearings  by  the  com- 
mittee. 

4.  Charges  reflecting  largely  personal  opin- 
ion rather  than  delineating  specific,  con- 
crete conduct  upon  which  a  Judgment  of 
censure  could  properly  be  based. 

5.  Charges  which.  In  order  to  determine 
properly,  would  have  required  more  time 
to  Investigate,  docament,  and  take  testi- 
mony ui>on.  than  was  practically  avaUable  to 
this  committee. 

6.  Charges  which  were  subetantially  cov- 
ered or  duplicated  by  other  charges  upon 
which  the  committee  actually  held  hearings 
and  received  evidence. 

7.  Charges  concerning  statements  made  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  about  public  ofllclala, 
with  which  statements  we  may  disagree,  but 
which.  If  held  censurable,  would  tend  to 
place  unwarranted  limitations  on  the  free- 
dom of  speech  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
SUtes. 

8.  Charges  involving  such  matters  as  the 
receipt  by  a  member  of  a  committee  of  pay- 
ments not  corre^>ondlng  to  the  value  of 
services  rendered,  from  persons  subject  to 
the  Jurisdiction  of  such  oonunlttee  (which 
might  be  reprehensible  if  true,  because  of 
some  ImpUcation  of  lmprcq;>er  influence) ,  but 
which  the  conunlttee  believed  were  not  sus- 
ceptible of  satisfactory  proof  In  this  form. 

9.  Charges  of  Improper  treatment  of  a 
particular  committee  Witness  who  is  pres- 
ently xindergoing  confidential  security  In- 
vestigation by  the  executive  department. 

10.  Charges  Involving  misconduct  of  the 
staff  of  a  standing  committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate, over  which  that  committee  as  a  whole 
has  Jurisdiction  and  primary  responslbUlty. 

11.  Charges  concerning  matters  over  which 
other  committees  have  already  acquired  Ju- 
risdiction. 

12.  Charges  on  which  no  substantial  evi- 
dence was  submitted  and  none  could  be 
found  by  the  committee. 


Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of 
what  has  been  said  about  the  position 
of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Johnson]  as  a  member  of  the  select 
c(»nmittee,  I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  say 
that  the  idea  of  using  this  device  for 
sifting  the  many  charges  was  largely 
his.  Some  of  us  had  proposed  a  few 
standards  for  sorting,  but  it  was  the 
Senator  frcMn  Colorado  who  came  up 
with  the  actual  format  and  the  basic 
wording  of  at  least  10  of  the  12  grounds 
set  forth  for  discarding  or  eliminating 
various  charges.  I  think  each  of  the 
grounds  was  revised  a  bit  in  wording 
by  suggestions  of  various  members  of 
the  committee,  but  the  major  work  on 
this  score  was  that  of  the  Senator  from 
Colorado. 

I  shall  say  nothing  more  of  the  33 
charges.  I  think  the  grounds  on  which 
they  were  dismissed  or  eliminated  are 
stated  with  sufficient  clarity  to  appeal 
to  the  average  Member  of  the  Senate. 
Should  any  questions  exist,  of  course 
some  m«nber  of  the  committee  will  re- 
spond, I  am  sure. 

This  brings  me  to  the  first  of  the  two 
counts  on  which  the  committee  made 
an  affirmative  recommendation,  that 
which  comes  before  the  Senate  as  an 
amendment  to  make  section  1  of  the 
pending  resolution  read: 

Itex>lved,  That  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin [Mr.  McCaktht]  failed  to  cooperate  with 
the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  In  clearing  up  matters 
referred  to  that  subcommittee  which  con- 
cerned his  conduct  as  a  Senator  and  af- 
fected the  honor  of  the  Senate  and.  In- 
stead, repeatedly  abused  the  subcommittee 
and  Its  members  who  were  trying  to  carry 
out  assigned  duties,  thereby  obstructing  the 
constitutional  processes  of  the  Senate,  and 
that  this  conduct  of  the  Senatcnr  from  Wis- 
consin |lir.  MoCabtht],  in  falling  to  co- 
operate with  a  Senate  committee  In  clear- 
ing up  matters  affecting  the  honor  of  the 
Senate  Is  contrary  to  senatorial  traditions 
and  Is  hereby  condemned. 

The  failure  to  cooperate  was  the  fail- 
ure of  Senator  McCarthy  to  appear  or 
to  accept  invitations  to  appear  before 
the  Gillette-Hennings  subcommittee. 

The  abuse  ranged  from  the  several 
letters  he  wrote,  in  which  he  accused 
the  subcommittee  of  "wasting  or  steal- 
ing the  taj^yers'  dollars,"  and  stating 
that  he  "did  not  expect  an  honest  re- 
port" from  them,  to  the  coarse  remarks 
he  made  to  the  press,  in  comment  upon 
the  signing  of  the  report  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  HenoeicksonI, 
that  he  was  "a  Uving  miracle,  without 
brains  or  guts" — a  slander  in  any  State, 
and  wholly  without  warrant,  as  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  knows,  and  ut- 
terly imworthy  of  a  Senator,  when 
speaking  of  the  official  action  of  a  con- 
scientious and  respected  Member  of  this 
body. 

At  the  risk  of  finding  myself  in  dis- 
agreement with  some  of  the  eminent 
lawyers  in  the  Senate,  and  possibly  even 
mnnbers  of  the  select  committee.  I  am 
going  to  say  that  I  question  whether, 
from  a  legal  standpoint,  the  facts  in 
the  record  would  support  a  charge  of 
contempt  for  nonaiH^earance  before  the 
Gillette  or  Hennings  subcommittees.    I 


do  not  base  this  personal  opinion  upon 
the  fact  that  the  Gillette  subcommittee 
denied  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisoon- 
shi  [Mr.  McCarthy]  the  right  of  cross- 
examination,  although  I  think  they 
should  have  permitted  him  that  right. 
They  also  denied  it  to  his  accuser  in  that 
instance,  the  then  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut, Mr.  Benton.  So  it  was  even, 
both  ways. 

I  do  not  base  my  opinion  upon  any  lack 
of  jurisdiction  or  competence  by  the 
committee.  Its  jurisdiction  and  its 
range  of  inquiry  were  approved  by  the 
Senate  itself  by  a  6&-to-0  vote  when 
those  matters  were  directty  challenged. 

I  think  a  strict  charge  of  contempt  on 
the  ground  of  nonappearance  would  fall 
because  there  was  no  clear  request  from 
the  subcommittee  for  the  junior  Senate 
from  Wisconsin  to  appear,  with  adequate 
notice  for  him  physically  to  appear.  Let 
me  say  very  clearly  that  in  my  opinion  a 
subpena  should  not  be  necessary  to  get 
a  Senator  to  appear  before  a  committee 
of  the  Senate  when  a  question  of  privi- 
lege and  honor  is  at  stake;  hut  there 
should  be  a  clear  request  and  an  agree- 
ment upon  time,  or  at  least  a  reasonable 
offer  of  a  possible  time.  That  does  not 
exist  in  the  record  of  the  relations  be- 
tween the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin and  the  Gillette  and  Hennings  Sub- 
ccMnmittees  on  Privileges  and  Elections. 
There  were  invitations — several  of 
them — in  the  letters  from  the  patioit^ 
perhaps  overly  patient — Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  GillxttkI;  but  there  was  no 
formal  request,  and  there  was  not  a  fixed 
time. 

The  first  clear  request  that  the  Junior* 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  appear  before 
that  subcommittee  is  foimd  in  the  tm- 
sent  telegram  which  appears  as  exhibit 
42  in  the  Hennings  subcommittee  report. 
The  telegram  perhaps  was  intended  to 
have  been  sent  on  November  14, 1952,  but 
it  was  never  sent,  as  I  first  discovered 
by  examination  of  the  contents  and  by 
correlation  of  its  contents  with  other 
documents,  and  later  substantiated  by 
the  finding  of  the  origlnaL  I  beUeve  it 
came  from  the  files  of  the  chairman  of 
the  committee,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Haydkn],  although  I  am 
not  siu-e  of  that.  At  any  rate,  we  finally 
found  the  original  copy  of  the  telegram, 
with  the  words  "not  sent"  written  across 
its  face. 

Thus,  the  only  formal  request  actu- 
ally sent  by  the  BUbc<Mnmittee  to  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  con- 
tained in  a  letter  of  November  2l8t  and 
a  telegram  of  the  same  date,  botti  of 
which,  it  appears,  were  not  received  by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  imtil 
after  the  date  suggested  for  meeting  with 
the  subcommittee.  SenatCMrs  wUl  find  a 
discussion  of  this  matter  at  pages  300 
and  following  in  the  printed  hearings. 

The  letter  and  the  telegraih  of  No- 
vember 21,  1952,  requested  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  am>ear  on  the 
22d.  the  24th,  or  the  25th.  The  22d  was 
Saturday;  the  skii^^ed  date  was  Sunday, 
the  23d;  the  24th  and  25th  were  Monday 
and  Tuesday,  respectively.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  in  Wiscon- 
sin, hunting  in  the  northern  woods.  TtM 
messages  were  not  received  by  him  until 
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•boo*  7  days  ftfter  tb«y  were  wnt,  and 
ttwl  ivM  after  tbe  dates  aoKseited.  Tlie 
Junior  Senator  from  Wlaeonsln  admowl- 
edged  receipt  of  both  of  tbem;  on  No- 
Tember  28,  be  acknowledged  receipt  of 
ttM  tetogram;  and  on  December  1.  he 
acloKywIedged  receipt  of  the  letter. 

Doling  the  debate  In  the  Senate  on 
the  citation  of  Corliss  Lamont  for  con- 
tempt of  a  Senate  ccnnmlttee— the  de- 
bate taking  place  in  the  fore  part  of 
August  ol  this  year,  I  believe— I  recall 
the  conoem  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  lioasK]  over  the  question  of 
whether  Mr.  Lamont  or  his  attorney  had 
been  and  I  use  the  phrase  in  Quota- 
tions—"legally  put  to  sleep"  hj  a  tele- 
gram suggesting  a  possible  further  meet- 
ing of  the  committee,  at  which  he  might 
have,  had  he  so  chosen,  purged  himself 
of  the  alleged  contempt.  The  question 
of  ''adequate  notice"  was  Involved. 

It  seems  dear  to  me  that  the  Junior 
Senator  frtnn  Wisconsin.  [Mr.  McCak- 
tht]  is  well  within  his  rights  in  assum- 
ing that  his  acknowledgments  of  the  sev- 
eral communications  from  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Oiluetti]  and  from  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hkhnxngs] 
and  the  eontlTiuatlon  of  the  invitations 
without  formal  request  kept  the  matter 
alive  and  eontinued  his  rights  to  an- 
swer the  charges,  except  for  one  thing: 
That  was  the  abusive  character  of  his 
replies. 

In  order  that  the  nature  of  the  re- 
quest by  the  Senator  twm.  Missouri  [Mr. 
Hkniongs]  and  the  nature  of  the  final 
reply  by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  McCabthy]  may  be  in  the 
RicoRO,  for  convenient  reference,  I  now 
ask  unanimous  ccmsent  that  the  letter  of 
HoyaaJber  21,,  1052,  by  tfae  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Hkhmuvcs},  which  i^ipears 
as  exhibit  No.  41  in  the  appendix  of  the 
printed  hearings;  and  the  reply  letter  of 
December  1, 1952,  by  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCaktht],  whlcti 
^nDears  as  exhlMt  No.  45.  may  be  print- 
ed at  this  point  in  the  Rkcoib.  as  part 
of  my  remarks. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Will  the  Senator 
please  restate  the  pages  on  which  those 
exhUdts  appear? 

Mr.  CASE.  They  are  exhibits  41  and 
45,  and  they  i^wear  in  the  appendix  of 
the  hearings.  The  anDendiz  is  found 
In  part  n  of  the  printed  hearings.  Irefer 
to  the  letter  ftom  the  Senator  from  Mls- 
aouri.  as  chairman  of  the  subcommittee, 
to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 
and  his  rei^  of  December  1.  I  urge  all 
Senators  to  read  those  letters,  because  I 
think  they  are  very  much  in  p^t.  That 
leUer  and  the  reply  constitute  the  formal 
request  and  the  suggestion  of  a  date; 
and  they  are  supported,  of  course,  by  the 
telegram.  The  reply  acknowledges  the 
letter.  There  is  %  shorter  letter  which 
acknowledges  receipt  of  the  telegram, 
hut  it  is  merdy  %  letter  of  acknowledg- 
ment. 

The  FRESIDINQ  OFFiClfiU.    Is  there 

Objection? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  randered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcobo, 

as  follows: 

XxmsiT  Kg.  41 

NovncBn  21,  1852. 
Hon.  JO0KPH  R.  IIcCaxtbt. 

Boon  254,  Senate  Office  Building. 
Waahinffton  25,  D.  C. 

Dkas  Bkmator  McCaktbt:  As  you  wUl  re- 
call, on  fieptomber  25,  1851,  May  7.  1962,  and 
May  10,  1S62.  tbis  subcommittee  Invitee  you 
to  appear  before  It  to  give  testimony  relating 
to  tbe  Investigation  pursuant  to  Senate 
Xtasolution  187. 

TTnder  date  of  November  7, 1952,  the  fcJllow- 
Ing  communication  was  addressed  to  you : 

"Deak  Sikatok  McCaxtht:  In  conn«ctlon 
with  the  consideration  by  the  Subcommittee 
on  Privilegea  and  Elections  of  Senate  Rssolu- 
tion  No.  187.  Introduced  by  Senator  B«nton 
on  August  0,  1951,  as  well  as  the  ensuing  In- 
vestigation, I  have  been  Instructed  by  the 
subcommittee  to  Invite  you  to  appear  before 
■aid  subcommittee  In  executive  session.  In- 
sofar as  possible,  we  would  like  to  rsspect 
your  wlHhes  as  to  the  date  on  whlcll  you 
will  8p])ear.  However,  the  subcommittee 
plans  to  be  available,  for  this  piu-pose.  dur- 
ing the  week  beginning  November  17,  1&52. 

"It  will  be  appreciated  If  you  will  advise 
me  at  aa  early  a  date  as  possible  of  the  day 
you  will  appear,  in  order  that  the  sulkom- 
mittee  may  arrange  Its  plans  accordingly. 
"Very  truly  yours, 

"PAtn.  J.  Comm, 

-Chief  Counael." 

On  November  14,  1952,  the  subcommittee 
received  the  following  communication,  dated 
November  10.  1952: 

"Dbab  Mb.  Cotteb:  Inasmuch  as  Sonator 
McCaxtst  Is  not  now  In  Washington,  I  am 
taking  the  liberty  of  acknowledging  receipt 
of  your  letter  of  November  7. 

"I  have  Just  talked  to  the  Senatot  over 
tbe  telephone  and  he  does  not  know  just 
when  he  will  return  to  Washington.  It  pres- 
ently appears  that  he  will  not  be  availaisie  to 
appear  before  your  committee  during  the 
time  you  mention.  However,  he  did  state 
that  If  you  will  let  htm  know  just  what  In- 
tonxxatlon  you  desire,  he  will  be  glad  to  try 
to  be  of  help  to  you. 

"Sincerely  yours.  j 

"Rat  Kbrmas,' 
''Adininistrativt  Assistant  to  Senator 
McCarthy." 

The  subcommittee  Is  grateful  for  yoxir 
offer  of  assistance,  and  we  want  to  afford 
you  with  every  opportunity  to  offer  yolir  ex- 
planations with  reference  to  the  Issues  in- 
volved. Therefore,  although  the  subcotomlt- 
tee  did  make  Itself  available  din-lng  tbe  past 
week  In  order  to  afford  you  an  opportunity 
to  be  heard,  we  shall  be  at  your  dleixMal 
commencing  Saturday,  November  22  through, 
but  not  later  than,  Tuesday,  November  25. 
1952. 

This  subcommittee  has  but  one  ob}e<t,  and 
that  is  to  reach  an  Impartial  and  proper  con- 
clusion based  upon  the  facts.  Your  appear- 
ance, in  person,  befcx«  the  subcommittee  will 
not  only  give  you  the  opportunity  to  testify 
as  to  any  issues  of  fact  wlilch  may  be  in  con- 
trov«vy.  but  will  be  of  the  greatest  assistance 
to  the  subcommittee  In  Its  effort  to  arrive  at 
a  proper  determination  and  to  embody  In  Its 
report  an  accurate  representation  at  the 
facts. 

Ptirsuant  to  your  request,  as  transmitted  to 
us  through  Mr.  Klermas.  we  are  advising  you 
that  tbe  subcommittee  desires  to  make  In- 
quiry with  req>ect  to  the  following  matters: 

(1)  Whether  any  ^vmds  collected  or  re- 
ceived by  you  and  by  others  on  your  behalf  to 
conduct  certain  of  your  activities.  Including 
those  relating  to  "commTinlsm ."  were  ever  <U- 
verted  and  used  for  other  purposes  Inuring 
to  your  personal  advantage. 


(2)  Whether  you,  at  any  time,  itsed  your 
official  position  as  a  United  State*  Senator 
and  as  a  member  of  the  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency Committee,  the  Joint  Houstng  C!oin- 
mlttee,  and  the  Senate  Investigations  Oom- 
mlttee  to  obtain  a  $10,000  fee  from,  the  Lus- 
tron  Corp.,  which  company  was  th«n  almost 
entirely  subsidized  by  agencies  vguXer  the 
Jtnrisdlctlon  of  the  very  conunittees  of  which 
you  were  a  member. 

(3)  Whether  your  activities  on  behalf  of 
certain  special-interest  groups,  such  as  botu- 
Ing,  sugar,  and  China,  were  motivated  by  self- 
interest. 

(4)  Whether  your  activities  with  respect  to 
your  senatorial  campaigns,  particularly  with 
respect  to  the  reporting  of  your  financing  and 
your  activities  relating  to  the  financial 
transactions  with,  and  subsequent  employ- 
ment of,  Ray  Klermas  Involved  violations  of 
the  Federal  and  State  Corrupt  Practices  Acta. 

(5)  Whether  loan  or  other  trstnsactions 
which  you  had  with  the  Appleton  State  Bank. 
of  Appleton,  Wis.,  Involved  violations  of  tax 
and  banking  laws. 

(6)  Whether  you  used  close  associates  and 
members  of  your  family  to  secrete  receipts, 
income,  commodity  and  stock  sjjeculatlon. 
and  other  financial  transactions  for  ulterior 
motives. 

We  again  assure  you  of  our  deslTe  to  give 
you  the  opportunity  to  testify,  in  executive 
session  of  the  subcommittee,  as  to  tbe  fore- 
going matters.  The  82d  Congress  ezpirea  in 
the  immediate  future  and  the  subaommlttee 
must  necessarily  proceed  with  dispatch  in 
making  its  report  to  this  Congress.  To  that 
end,  we  respectfully  urge  you  to  arrange  to 
come  before  us  on  or  before  November  25th. 
and  thus  enable  us  to  do  our  conscientious 
best  in  the  interests  of  the  Senate  and  otir 
obligation  to  complete  our  work.  We  would 
thank  you  to  advise  mb  immediately,  ao  that 
we  may  plan  accordingly. 

This  letter  is  being  transmitted  at  the  di- 
rection and  with  the  full  conciirrence  of  the 
membership  of  this  subcommittee. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Thomas  C.  Hcnnings,  Jr., 

Choirman. 

EzHiBrr  No.  45 
Vktttd  States  Sxnatz, 
CoMMrntK  OK  AppmoPEiATiONS, 
December  1, 1952. 
Senator  Thomas  C.  HEnrraiGS.  Jr., 
Chairman,  Stihcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections, 
Senate  Office  Buildinffi. 

DxAX  Ma.  HcNNiMCs:  This  is  to  acknowl- 
edge receipt  of  yours  of  November  21  in 
which  you  state  that  your  object  la  to  reach 
an  "impartial  and  proper  conclusion  based 
upon  the  facts"  in  the  Benton  application 
Which  asks  for  my  removal  from  the  Senate. 

I  was  interested  in  your  declaration  of 
honesty  of  the  committee  and  would  like  to 
believe  that  It  is  true.  As  you  know,  your 
committee  has  the  most  unusual  record  of 
any  committee  in  the  history  of  the  Senate. 
As  you  know,  two  members  of  your  staff  have 
resigned  and  made  the  public  statement  that 
their  reason  for  resignation  was  that  your 
committee  was  dishonestly  used  for  political 
purposes.  Two  Senators  have  also  resigned. 
One,  Senator  Weuekr,  in  the  strosgest  pos- 
sible language  indicted  your  committee  for 
complete  dishonesty  In  handling  your  inves- 
tigation. Senator  Gn.LXTTx  also  resigned 
without  giving  any  plausible  reason  for  his 
resignation  from  the  committee.  Obviously 
he  also  couldnt  stomach  tbe  dishonest  use 
of  public  funds  for  political  purposes.  Tot 
that  reason  it  is  difficult  for  me  to  believe 
your  i»-otestation8  oi  the  honesty  of  your 
committee. 

I  would,  therefore,  ordinarily  not  dignify 
your  committee  by  answering  your  letter  of 
November  21.    However,  I  decided  to  give 
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you  no  ezcuae  to  claim  In  your  report  that  X 

refused  to  give  you  any  facts.  For  that  rea- 
son you  are  being  informed  that  the  answer 
to  the  six  insulting  questions  in  your  letter 
of  November  21  Is  "No."  Tou  understand 
that  in  answering  these  questions  I  do  not 
in  any  way  approve  of  nor  admit  the  false 
statements  and  innuendoes  made  in  the 
questions. 

I  note  with  some  interest  yotir  reference  to 
my  "activities  on  behalf  of  certain  special 
interest  groups,  such  as  housing,  sugar,  and 
China."  I  assume  you  refer  to  my  drafting 
of  the  comprehensive  Housing  Act  of  1948 
which  was  passed  without  a  single  dissenting 
vote  in  the  Senate,  either  Democrat  or  Re- 
publican. Neither  you  nor  any  other  Senator 
has  attempted  to  repeal  any  part  of  that 
Housing  Act,  or  perhaps  you  refer  to  the 
slum  clearance  bill  which  I  drafted  and  in- 
troduced in  194S,  which  slum  clearance  blU 
was  adopted  in  toto  by  tbe  Democrat-con- 
trolled Senate  in  1949. 

When  you  refer  to  sugar  I  assume  you  refer 
to  my  efforts  to  do  away  with  your  party's 
rationing  of  sugar,  as  I  promised  the  house- 
wives that  I  would  during  my  194S  campaign. 
If  that  were  wrong.  I  wonder  why  you  have 
not  Introduced  legislation  in  the  Democrat- 
controlled  Senate  to  restore  sugar  rationing. 
You  have  had  2  years  to  do  so. 

I  thought  perhaps  the  election  might  have 
taught  you  that  your  boss  and  mine — the 
American  people — <lo  not  approve  of  treason 
and  Incompetence  and  feel  that  it  must  be 
exposed. 

You  refer  to  the  above  as  "special  inter- 
ests." I  personally  feel  very  proud  of  having 
drafted  the  Housing  Act  In  1948,  which 
passed  the  Congress  without  a  single  dis- 
senting vote — a  Housing  Act  which  contrib- 
uted so  much  toward  making  it  possible  for 
veterans  and  all  Americans  in  the  mlddle- 
and  low-income  groups  to  own  their  own 
homes.  Likewise.  I  am  proud  of  having  been 
able  to  fulfill  my  promise  to  American  house- 
wives to  obtain  the  derationing  of  sugar.  I 
proved  at  the  time  that  rationing  was  not 
for  the  benefit  of  the  housewives  but  for  the 
commercial  users. 

I  likewise  am  doubly  proud  of  the  part  I 

played  In  alerting  the  American  people  to 
your  administration's  traitorous  betrayal  of 
American  interests  throughout  the  world, 
especially  in  China  and  Poland. 

You  refer  to  such  activities  on  my  part  as 
"activities  for  special  interests."  I  am  cu- 
rious to  know  what  special  interests  you 
mean  other  than  the  special  interest  of  the 
American  people. 

This  letter  Is  not  written  with  any  hope  of 
getting  an  honest  report  from  your  com- 
mittee. It  is  being  written  merely  to  keep 
the  record  straight. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Jox  McCAmTHT. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  basis  for  the  opinion 
that  the  abusive  language  in  the  several 
communications  by  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  and  in  his  publicly  ex- 
pressed comment  upon  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrickson]  for  sign- 
ing the  report  \s  a  pr<^>er  ground  for  cen- 
sure is  to  be  found  in  the  law  briefs  sub- 
mitted to  the  select  committee  by  Mr. 
Williams,  counsel  for  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  McCabthy  1 .  I  in- 
vite the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the 
portion  of  them  which  appears  at  page 
572  of  part  II  of  the  printed  hearings. 
It  will  be  noted  that  part  n  ends  with  a 
reproduction  of  the  report  of  the 
Oillette-Hennings  subcommittee,  which 
appears  in  the  appendix  to  part  n.  I  am 
now  referring  to  page  572  of  that  part, 
which  precedes  the  appendix.    The  pages 

are  numbered  consecutively  from  part  L 


SenAtors  will  note  that  on  page  5S4 
there  is  a  section  headed  "Addendum — 
B.  Law  Briefs  Submitted  by  Counsel  for 
Senator  McCabthy";  and  then  there  fol- 
low several  pc^es  relating  to  the  early 
category  of  charges.  The  part  to  which 
I  wish  to  direct  attention  appears  in  the 
memorandum  on  page  571,  entitled:  "V. 
Memorandum  Relating  to  Propriety  of 
Censure  for  Language  Used  Off  the  Floor 
of  the  Senate";  and  at  the  top  of  page 
572  it  will  be  noted  that  counsel  for  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  stated  the 
following  in  his  memorandum: 

It  is  recognized  that  the  censure  power  Is 
derived  solely  rrom  the  power  to  punish  for 
disorderly  behavior  which  is  conferred  by 
article  1,  section  5,  of  the  Constitution.  See 
remarks  of  Senator  Dakizi.,  of  Texas.  Com- 
cacBsioN AL  Rxcoao.  83d  Congress,  2d  session, 
page  12910;  remarks  of  Congressman  Black, 
of  Texas,  Conckxssionai.  Rxcoao,  67th  Con- 
gress, 1st  session,  i>age  6881;  report  of  Sena- 
tors McComas.  of  Maryland.  Beverldge,  of 
Indiana,  and  Pritchard.  of  North  Carolina,  in 
the  so-called  Tillman-McLaurln  case,  Con- 
cxxssioMAL  Rbcoko,  S7th  Congress.  Ist  session, 
page  2206.  This  proposition  bas  already  been 
advanced  by  counsel  for  Senator  McCaktht. 

It  is  likewise  settled  that  the  power  to 
punish  for  disorderly  beiiavlor  Is  nothing 
more  or  less  than  a  constitutional  codifica- 
tion of  the  inherent  power  of  all  legislative 
bodies  to  punish  for  contempt.  As  has  al- 
ready been  pointed  out  by  counsel  for  Sena- 
tor McCaxtbt,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  has  expressly  so  held.  See 
Marshall  v.  Gordon  (248  U.  S.  621,  528); 
Anderson  v.  Dunn  (6  Wheat.  204,  226). 

The  second  paragraph  reads: 

It  is  likewise  settled  that  the  power  to 
punish  for  disorderly  behavior  Is  nothing 
more  or  leas  than  a  constitutional  codifica- 
tion of  the  inherent  power  of  all  legislative 
bodies  to  piinlsh  for  contempt.  As  has 
already  been  pointed  out  by  counsel  for  Sen- 
ator McCabtht,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 

United  States  has  expressly  so  held.  See 
Marshall  v.  Gordon  (243  U.  8.  521,  626 > ; 
ATulerson  v.  Dunn   (6  Wheat.  204,  225). 

The  third  paragraph  reads: 

The  Supreme  Court  has  also  held  that  no 
language  can  be  punished  as  contumacloiis 
unless  it  has  a  real  and  Immediate  tendency 
to  impede  the  legislative  process.  Squarely 
In  point  Is  the  case  of  Marshall  v.  Gordon, 
supra.  There  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  was  Indicted  under  tbe  Sher- 
man Act  in  the  southern  district  of  New 
York.  He  made  certain  charges  against  the 
district  attorney  for  the  southern  district 
and  requested  the  Judiciary  Committee  to 
mvestlgata  such  charges  insofar  as  they 
might  constltuta  grounds  for  impeachment. 

I  think  all  Members  of  the  Senate  will 
wish  to  read  the  remainder  of  that 
memorandum,  submitted  by  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy's counsel.  I  shall  not  take  the 
time  to  read  it.  I  think  probably  Sen- 
ators will  follow  it  more  carefully  and 
meaningfully  if  they  read  it  for  them- 
selves.   However,  I  invite  attention  to  it. 

I  turn  now  to  page  574,  and  come  to  the 
concluding  paragraph  in  the  argimaient 
of  Soiator  McCarthy's  counsel  on  this 
point: 

The  teat  is  always  the  8ame:~> 

This  is  the  test  submitted  by  counsel 
for  Senator  McCarthy — 

Did  the  conduct  obstruct  or  endanger  the 
legislative  process?    This  test  is  applicable 


to  any  offenae  upon  which  a  eeacure  resolu- 
tion Is  predicated,  wbetber  tt  be  a  physical 
assault  upon  the  person  of  a  Member  or 
whether  it  be  language  derogatory  of  a 
Member. 

Let  me  read  that  again.  This  is  the 
test.  I  am  taking  the  language  of  the 
Senator's  counsel: 

Did  the  conduct  olxtruct  or  endanger  the 
legislative  process?  This  test  Is  applicable 
to  any  offense  upon  which  a  censure  resolu- 
tion is  predicated,  whether  it  be  a  physical 
assault  upon  tbe  person  of  a  Member  or 
whether  it  be  language  derogatory  of  a  Mem- 
ber. 

Counsel  goes  on  to  say: 

In  the  present  case,  it  is  crystal  clear  that 
the  language  aUegedly  employed  by  Senator 
McCastht  could  not  and  did  not  endanger 
the  legislative  function.  It  Is  likewise  crys- 
tal clear  that  this  language  could  not  and 
did  not  obstruct  the  legislative  function. 
The  precedents  reveal  that  neither  House  at 
Congress  has  ever  censured  a  Member  for 
language  employed  off  the  floor  of  Congreas. 
thus  substantiating  the  conclusion  that  such 
action  may  be  taken  only  in  the  rare  and  ex- 
ceptional case  where  such  language  does  in 
fact  have  an  obstructive  tendency. 

Those  are  not  the  words  of  the  select 
committee,  but  they  express  the  thought 
upon  which  this  member  of  the  commit- 
tee, at  least,  the  junior  Senator  from 
South  Dakota,  thinks  the  first  count  in 
the  resolution  must  stand  or  fall 

Counsel  for  Senator  McCarthy  goes 
on  in  that  paragraph  to  argue  that  the 
words  employed  by  Senator  McCarthy 
"could  not  and  did  not  obstruct  the  legis- 
lative function."  That  is  the  crux  of  the 
question,  of  course,  and  each  Senator 
will  have  to  form  his  own  judgment. 

For  raysell.  it  seems  evident  that  the 
words  employed  in  the  reply  letters  to 
Senator  Gillette  and  Senator  Hunrnfcs 
were  obstructive  of  the  legislative  proc- 
ess. The  direct  comment  upon  Senator 
Hendrickson  was,  to  my  mind,  obstruc- 
tive. 

Upon  receiving  the  letter  of  December 
1,  1952,  Senator  Hrnnings  and  his  com- 
mittee accepted  the  verdict  tliat  Senator 
McCarthy  was  not  going^to  furnish  that 
committee  with  direct  testimony  upon 
the  matters  about  which  they  sought  to 
Inquire.  They  concluded  they  could  get 
only  language  abusive  of  their  motives. 

As  for  the  statement  about  Senator 
Hendrickson  for  signing  the  report — 
that  he  was  "a  living  miracle  without 
brains  or  guts" — ^what  Senator  would 
ever  willingly  seek  assignment  to  a  S&k- 
at  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections  if  he  knew  that  other  Senators 
might  utter  with  impunity  such  words 
about  his  official  conduct?  What  Sena- 
tors today  would  volunteer  to  take  the 
place  of  members  of  the  select  committee 
in  the  light  of  the  interpretation  placed 
on  their  acts  in  the  Sexiator's  statement 
placed  in  the  Record  last  night? 

That  is  the  issue,  as  I  see  it;  but  it 
need  not  be  so  dark  as  it  might  seem. 
There  is  one  point  which  I  wish  to  make 
at  this  time.  I  do  ao  deliberately.  I 
have  not  consulted  with  my  fellow  mem- 
bers on  the  select  c<»nmittee  previous  to 
making  this  point.  I  am  making  it  on 
my  own  responsibility. 
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Hm  potot  I  wish  to  iDAke  is  tbat  tbe 
Twocd  is  not  ]wt  elowd.  The  sdeet  com- 
Mltte«  WBS  Dot  »  trial  eourt.  Durtnff 
ths  hearings  of  tbe  oommittee,  new  evi- 
denoe  deweioiped  relative  to  the  part  of 
Senator  Bxmittaaaom  in  the  preparation 
of  the  so-called  Hennlngs  repOTt.  Sena- 
tor HATvnr  testified  thlit  Senator  Hm- 
BUcxaoN  wrote  the  addendum,  the 
single  paragraph  on  the  loose-leaf  page 
which  said  stxne  of  the  questions  had 
beak  made  moot  by  the  elections  of  1952. 
Counsel  for  Senator  McCastht  relied 
upon  that  to  throw  oat  some  of  the  issues 
In  the  whole  matter.  I  pointed  that  out 
to  Senator  McCarthy  and  asked  him  if 
be  knew  that  Senator  Hsxdrickson  was 
the  author  of  the  addendum  when  he 
uttered  his  imfortunate  words.  He  said 
that  he  had  not.  but  he  declined  the 
opportuni^  I  deliberately  gave  him  to 
Withdraw  that  statement— to  purge  the 
record,  as  it  were. 

So,  I  say  again  to  my  fellow  Senator — 
and  I  do  this  deliberately — the  record  is 
still  open.  It  is  open  also.  I  feel,  with 
respect  to  the  Hetmings  report.  This  is 
the  first  time  the  Soiate  has  had  it  for- 
mally before  it  for  consideration,  even 
though  it  comes  here  collaterally.  Per- 
sonally, I  should  like  to  see  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  set  forth  his 
jiistification  for  the  utterances  he  made 
with  respect  to  the  invitations  to  appear 
before  that  committee.  I  hope  he  will 
do  so  temperately. 

For,  Mr.  President,  as  I  said  yesterday. 
I  am  ctmcemed  that  we  shall  preserve 
the  capad^  oi  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  to  function.  I  am  concerned  that 
from  now  on  S^iators  can  accept  assign- 
moits  to  difficult  tasks — and  perhaps 
disagreeable  ones — ^without  having  to  feel 
that  their  motives  will  be  misinterpreted 
and  their  political  careers  blasted. 

I  earnestly  hope  that  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin,  whom  I  personally 
admire  for  so  many  great  qualities  and 
for  so  much  valuable  service  to  his  coun- 
try, will  not  utter  "language  derogatory 
of  a  Btember"  for  his  official  conduct  and 
thereby  tend  to  obstruct  the  legislative 
procoses  of  the  Senate  either  here  or, 
by  the  long  shadow  of  precedent,  in  the 
future. 

The  United  States  Senate,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, Is  not  a  thing  apart  from  us  who 
are  its  Members.  Today  and  for  the 
long  future  which  I  l)elieve  is  the  destiny 
of  America,  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  will  be  in  part  what  we  make  it 
by  our  deUberations  and  our  conduct 
today.  

Mr.  McCarthy.--  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  unanimous-con- 
sent request? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does^he 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  jrleld  to  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  should  like  to 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum  at  this 
time.  I  do  so  for  this  reason:  When  I 
look  across  the  aisle  I  see  six  Senators 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle 

The  PRISIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  ftom  South  Dakota  yield  for  that 
purpose? 

Mr.  CASE.  Certainly.  Does  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  wish  me  to  3^1d  to  him 
first? 


Mr.  WELKER.  I  believe  that  the  Jury 
should  be  here. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  to  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  for  that  purpose, 
with  the  understanding  that  I  shaU  re- 
sume the  fioor  after  the  quonun  call 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Iday  I  make  my 
request  now? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.     Mr.  President — — 

Mr.  McCarthy.  May  I  make  my  re- 
quest first? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  has  yitlded 
to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  for  the 
purpose  of  suggesting  tbe  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  address  the  Chair  on  a  point  of  per- 
sonal privilege.  I  should  like  to  make  a 
short  statement. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  May  I  make  my  re- 
quest first?  Will  the  Senator  yield  so 
that  I  may  make  my  unanimous-con- 
sent request?  I  intend  to  make  my  re- 
quest. The  Senator  from  Florida  cer- 
tainly can  reserve  his  right  to  object  and 
make  any  statement  he  cares  to  make. 
I  should  like  to  proceed  with  my  unani- 
mous-consent request. 
^,  Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  becaiEe  of 
the  issues  involved,  I  believe  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  should  have 
every  opportunity  to  get  before  the  Sen- 
ate anything  he  feels  should  be  pre- 
sented to  it.  This  is  a  serious  matter. 
I  certainly  yield  to  him  for  a  unanimous - 
consent  request. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.    Mr.  President- 
Mr.  McCarthy.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.    I  object. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  not  yet  made  my  request. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  object  unless  I  be 
allowed  an  opportimity  to  state  a  ques- 
tion of  privilege. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  win  the  senator 
from  Florida  let  me  make  my  request 
first? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
have  the  Senator  do  so. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  we  have  Just  now  heard  a  scholarly 
discussion  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota.  I  disagreed  with  a  considerable 
part  of  it.  However,  this  is  a  very  im- 
portant Issue.  We  have  been  called  back 
into  session.  We  have  accepted  our 
travel  expenses.  We  returned  for  one 
purpose,  to  decide  whether  new  rules  of 
the  Senate  will  be  adopted  and  whether 
we  will  censure  a  fellow  Member  of  the 
Senate. 

As  I  have  said  repeatedly,  I  believe 
McCastht  is  completely  unimportant  in 
this  issue.  However,  I  also  believe  that 
it  is  important  that  all  Senators  hear 
the  discussion  on  the  issue,  so  that  all 
of  us  can  vote  Intelligently.  I  believe 
it  is  a  great  mistake  to  have  what  to  the 
gallery  may  appear  to  be — and  some  peo- 
ple in  the  gallery  have  mentioned  this 
to  me — an  organized  boycott  of  some  of 
the  speeches.  For  that  reason.  Mr. 
President,  I  should  like  to  say  in  that  con- 
nection that  I  sincerely  hope  the  Jury 
in  this  case,  the  United  States  Senate 
which  Intends  to  vote  on  the  issue,  has 
suflici^it  interest  in  It  to  sit  and  listen 
to  the  argimients.    As  I  have  said,  1  dis- 


agreed with  much  of  the  argiunent  made 
by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Case],  but  I  believe  that  the  Senators, 
who  are  the  Jurors  in  this  case;  should 
listen  to  all  the  arguments. 

If  I  were  a  judge,  as  I  once  was,  and 
three-fourths  of  the  jurors  in  a  case  went 
downtown  and  did  not  listen  to  the  evi- 
dence in  a  case,  I  would  hnmedlately 
declare  a  mistrial. 

Therefore  I  should  like  to  urge,  after 
the  quonun  call  is  made,  that  Senators 
take  their  duties  seriously  and  sit  and 
listen  to  the  argiunents.  such  as  we  have 
just  heard  made  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  WELKER.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object — and  I  shall  not 
object — I  wish  to  say  that  the  oomment 
made  by  the  jimior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, while  probably  not  so  intended, 
was  completely  unfair  to  the  minority 
members,  for  two  reasons. 

In  the  first  place,  he  said  that  there 
were  6  members  of  the  minority  party 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  when.  In  fact, 
there  were  9.  Three  of  them  were  sit- 
ting on  the  majority  side  of  the  aisle. 

In  the  second  place,  the  distinguished 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  over- 
looked the  fact  that  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  announced  it  would  be 
the  practice  during  this  debate  to  hold 
sessions  until  about  1Z:30  and  then  to 
recess  for  lunch.  In  that  cormection,  I 
should  like  to  quote  from  page  15919  of 
the  CoNGREssicNAL  RECORD  of  y^stcrday, 
November  10. 

The  majority  leader  stated  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  majority  leader  and 
the  minority  leader  "to  hold  sessions 
from  10  a.  m.  to  12:30  p.  m.,  for  instance, 
and  then  to  take  a  recess  for  45  minutes, 
in  order  that  all  Senators  might  have 
lunch  at  that  time,  so  that  while  at  lunch 
they  would  not  be  interrupted  by  having 
to  answer  quorum  calls,  and,  also,  so 
that  perhaps  half  the  membership  of  the 
Senate  would  not  be  absent  from  the 
Chamber  during  a  presentation  of  im- 
portance to  this  body." 

I  am  completely  in  accord  with  the 
statement  made  by  the  distinguished 
majority  leader.  I  have  attended  almost 
every  minute  of  the  debate,  and  I  intend 
to  continue  to  do  so  until  the  debate  has 
been  completed.  I  believe  that  to  be  the 
attitude  of  most  of  the  members  of  the 
minority,  as  well  as  of  the  majority. 

I  could  direct  attention  to  the  fact 
that  at  the  time  the  point  was  made  15 
members  of  the  majority  were  on  the 
floor,  but  I  shall  not  do  so,  because  I 
believe  the  other  members  of  the  major- 
ity were  following  exactly  the  game  ob- 
jective that  some  members  of  the  minor- 
ity are  following,  namely,  they  were 
getting  their  lunch,  in  accordance  with 
the  statement  made  by  the  distinguished 
majority  leader. 

I  close  with  the  additional  statement 
that  I  believe  no  Member  of  the  Senate 
should  be  further  maligned  becaxise  he 
has  drawn  his  travel  pay  to  come  to 
Washington.  I  drew  my  travel  pay  to 
come  to  Washington,  although  I  would 
much  rather  have  stayed  in  sunny  Flor- 
ida and  not  come  to  Washington;  but  I 
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expect  to  carry  through  my  duty,  as 
other  members  of  the  majority  and  mi- 
nority intend  to  do. 

In  short.  Mr.  President,  the  point  of 
my  observation  is  that  I  beUeve  every 
comment  of  that  kind  only  adds  to  the 
difficulty  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senate  is  sitting 
in  a  judicial  capacity.  The  Senator  from 
Florida,  as  I  believe  every  other  member 
of  the  minority,  is  here  in  a  Judicial  ca- 
pacity, performing  his  duty,  which  is  not 
a  pleasant  and  not  an  agreeable  task. 

It  seems  to  the  Senator  from  Florida 
that  too  much  emphasis  cannot  possibly 
be  laid  upon  the  statement  so  ably  and 
so  frequently  made  both  yesterday  and 
today  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case],  to  the  effect 
that  diversionary  asides  which  cast  as- 
persions upon  Members  of  the  Senate 
do  not  contribute  to  a  Judicial  or  orderly 
performance  of  a  most  disagreeable  duty. 

The  Senator  from  Florida,  in  an- 
nouncing that  he  will  have  no  objection 
to  the  quorum  call,  merely  wishes  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  any  Senator 
who  looks  at  the  Recou>  has  every  right 
to  conclude  that  at  this  time— which, 
by  the  way.  since  we  have  gone  this  far. 
is  now  1:36  p.  m. — some  Senators  are 
having  lunch.  The  Senator  from  Florida 
has  not  had  any  lunch,  and  most  of  the 
other  Senators  have  not  had  any  lunch. 
Senators  cannot  be  blamed  for  sUpping 
out  to  get  some  lunch.  I  hope.  I,  too,  will 
have  the  chance  to  do  so.  I  beUeve  It 
would  be  far  better,  instead  of  asking 
for  a  quorum  call  at  this  time — to  which 
I  shall  not  object,  of  course — to  take  a 
brief  recess  for  lunch.  Most  of  us  wish 
to  be  present  every  minute  of  this  very 
interesting  and  important,  although  dis- 
agreeable, debate. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  have  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  has  the 
floor. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  to  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator frtxn  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  should  like  to 
point  out  to  the  Senator  from  Florida 
that  no  one  is  being  maligned.  When  I 
made  the  suggestion.  I  realized  that  I 
was  somewhat  in  the  position  of  the 
minister  who  was  castigating  the  mem- 
bers of  his  congregation  who  were  pres* 
ent  for  those  who  were  absent. 

I  believe  the  Senator  from  Florida  will 
agree  with  me,  however,  that  we  should 
work  out  a  system  whereby  the  Jury  can 
be  present.  I  am  not  disturbed  about 
what  the  Jury  will  do  to  McCaktht.  I 
can  take  care  of  myself.  However,  I  am 
disturbed  about  some  dangerous  nUes 
being  adopted  while  Senators  who  will 
vote  on  those  rules  are  absent  from  the 
Senate. 

I  beUeve  the  Senator's  suggestion  that 
we  take  a  recess  for  half  an  hour,  or 
whatever  time  he  would  suggest,  is  an 
excellent  one.  In  that  way  Senators 
could  go  to  lunch.  I  have  not  had  any 
lunch,  either.  I  must  sit  here  as  long' 
as  possible  and  for  as  much  time  as  it  is 


possible  to  do  so.  I  beUeve  the  Senator's 
suggestion  is  well  taken,  and  I  Join  in 
his  suggestion. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Sen- 
ate take  a  recess  for  half  an  hour  so 
that  Senators  may  take  lunch  and  re- 
turn to  the  Chamber  at  2:10  p.  m. 

The  PRB8IDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  I  have  sent  for 
the  majority  leader.  I  do  not  feel,  in 
the  absence  of  the  majority  leader  that 
I  should  consent  to  such  a  request. 
Therefore,  I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec- 
tion is  heard. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Kfr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  on  a 
point  of  pers(nial  privilege  I  should  like 
to  say  that  I  beUeve  that  great  lawyer, 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Florida,  is  eminently  correct. 

Yesterday  afternoon,  not  at  the  lunch 
hoiur  but  in  the  late  hours  of  the  after- 
noon. I  raised  the  same  point — ^that  there 
were  only  eight  Senators  representing; 
the  Democratic  Party  present.  For  that 
I  am  sorry.  This  is  not  a  partisan  mat- 
ter. Mr.  President.  I  look  before  me  and 
see  a  horde  of  RepubUcan  desks  which 
are  also  empty.  What  is  good  for  the 
goose  is  good  for  the  gander;  and  I 
apologize  for  my  reflection  on  the  Demo- 
crats who.  I  am  sure,  all  want  to  hear 
this  debate  as  well  as  do  the  RepubU- 
cans.  I  agree  that  there  certainly  should 
be  some  rule  so  that  all  Senators  can  be 
present  and  hear  the  debate. 

I  wish  to  commend  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case]. 
Rarely,  if  ever,  have  I  heard  a  more  pro- 
found argument,  even  though  I  differ 
with  him  on  certain  aspects  concerning 
certain  questions  which  he  brought  up. 

Mr.  McCarthy  rose. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  3^1^? 

Mr.  CASK  I  shall  yield,  first,  to  the 
Senator  fnxn  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  say  that  I  think  the  point  which 
the  Senator  from  Florida  made  is  weU 
taken.  I  covmted  the  Members  on  the 
Democratic  side  of  the  aisle,  and  there 
were  only  six.  I  beUeve  the  Senator 
from  norida  is  correct  in  saying  that 
three  of  them  were  sitting  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle.  So,  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  correct  my  count  and  say  that, 
instead  of  six.  there  were  nine  of  our 
Democratic  coUeagues  present.  I  have 
heard  the  oomment  made  over  and  over 
again  that  there  is  a  boycott  by  some 
elements  who  refuse  to  listen  to  the 
debate.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
Florida  and  I  agree,  because  he  is  a 
lawyer  also,  that  if  the  J\iry  cannot  hear 
arguments  such  as  we  have  just  heard — 
and.  as  I  have  said,  I  disagree  with  a  con- 
sideraUe  part  of  them — ^I  should  like  to 
have  unanimous  consent 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  If 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  will 
yield 

Mr.  CASE.  I  should  like  to  yield  to 
the  distinguished  majority  leader,  but 
I  do  not  want  to  foreclose  the  Soiator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  ThteI. 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  want  to 
f orecloee  any  Senativ.  but  I  should  like 
to  make  a  brief  statement. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  for  that  purpose, 
Mr.  Presidrat. 

Mr.  EI90WLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
hoiu^  is  now  quarter  to  3.  A  number 
of  Senators  have  been  present  since  noon 
and  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  go 
to  lunch.  That  situation  was  left  a  lit- 
tle open  because  today  we  began  tbe 
session  at  12  o'clock  rather  than  at  10 
o'clock  as  on  yesterday,  when  we  were 
in  session  from  10  o'clock  to  12:30  or  1 
o'clock,  and  then  to<A  a  recess.  But 
what  I  had  intended  to  suggest  was  ttiat 
the  Senate  take  a  recess  at  this  timte, 
after  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
has  fulfilled  his  commitments  to  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Ttarxl 
and  any  other  Senators  who  may  have 
something  to  say  at  this  moment,  and 
return  at  3  o'clock. 

Mr.  THYK  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYEL  The  only  purpose  for 
which  I  sought  recognition  was  to  In- 
vite the  attention  of  this  body  to  the 
fact  that  every  spoken  word  on  the  floor 
is  recorded  in  the  Concekssiohal  Rec- 
ord. While  we  cannot,  as  a  Jury,  be 
present  in  the  Chamber  every  moment 
while  the  debate  is  in  progress,  the  rules 
of  the  Senate  provide  that  every  spoken 
word  shaU  be  printed  in  the  Recobb. 
There  are  Members  who  will  read  the 
Record  to  acquaint  themselves  with 
what  has  taken  place  in  their  absence. 

I  Just  wish  the  Record  to  show  definite- 
ly that  as  a  Jury  we  may  not  all  be  pres- 
ent at  every  moment,  but  every  spc^en 
word  will  be  ours  to  read  if  we  care  to 
acquaint  ourselves  with  tlie  facts  in  the 
Recobd. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  f nxn  California,  the  major- 
ity leader,  for  the  piupose  of  making  m 
unanimous-conswit  request,  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  if  it  Involves  a  recess  Z  ^ 
shall  be  recognised  and  have  the  fk)^  oa 
the  resumption  ot  the  session. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
no  obJecUon  to  that.   I  Uiink  it  is  f  air. 


RECESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Presidtotw 
with  that  understanding.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  now  stand  in  recess  until  3  o'clodc 
this  afternoon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  1 
o'clock  and  45  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  imtil  3  o'clock  p.  m. 

On  the  ezpirati(m  of  the  recess,  the 
Senate  reassembled  and  was  called  to 
order  by  the  Presidmt  vro  tempore. 

Tlie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Tlie 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  (Mr.  CasbJ 
has  the  floor. 


PROGRAM  FOR  TCn>AT 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  PreaLdent.  if  I 
may  have  a  moment  to  make  a  statement 
relative  to  the  program  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  day,  I  wish  to  inform  tbe 
Senate  that  after  continuing  in  sessioa 
untU  about  5:30  o'clock  today,  it  is  con- 
templated that  the  Senate  wUl  recess. 
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Because  of  the  difficulty  we  have  had 

when  a  Senator  who  has  had  the  floor 

has  not  been  present  when  the  Senate 

baa  reeonTened.  I  should  like  to  suggest 

'    and  respectfully  urge,  and.  of  course,  the 

suggestion  would  be  subject  to  further 

ooosultation  with  the  minority  leader-^ 

that  hereafter  Senators  not  request  to 

^  have  the  floor  when  the  Senate  shall  re- 

f  convene.    I  think  such  an  arrangement 

'  results  in  s(»ne  difficulty  which  causes  a 
loss  of  time  and  additional  quonmi  calls, 
which  make  the  proceedings  difficult  and 
prolong  the  discussions. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  South 

Dakota  [Mr.  Cass]  is  now  present.  Un- 
der the  previous  agreement,  he  was  to 
have  the  floor  when  the  Senate  recon- 
vened. However,  barring  some  unusual 
circumstances.  I  should  be  inclined  to  ob- 
ject to  the  floor  being  granted  to  a  Sen- 
ator the  flight  before  for  the  following 

day. 

NOMINATION  OP  JOSEPH  CAMPBELL 
TO  BE  COMPTROLLER  GENERAL 
OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield,  in 
order  that  I  may  ask  a  question  of  the 
majority  leader? 
.  Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  There  is  before  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations 
an  important  nomination,  that  of  Mr. 
Campbell,  to  be  Comptroller  General  of 
the  United  States.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  committee  hold  hearings  on  the  nom- 
ination, and  then  to  be  able  to  report 
it  either  favorably  or,  if  the  committee 
so  vote,  unfavorably. 

I  wonder  whether  the  majority  leader 
would  consider  relaxing  the  rule  for  at 
least  1  day,  so  that  our  committee  can 
hold  hearings,  say,  beginning  at  9  a.  m. 
and  running  to  noon;  and  in  that  way 
perhaps  we  could  dispose  of  the  nomi- 
nation and  could  report  it  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Unless  the  com- 
mittee meetings  could  be  held  at  a  time 
when  the  Senate  is  not  in  session.  I  hope 
that  no  attempt  will  be  made  to  hold 
committee  hearings  while  the  Senate  is 
In  session.      

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  did  not  have  that 
In  mind. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  understand.  I 
also  hope  that  before  making  the  propo- 
sal, the  distinguished  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations, 
will  discuss  the  matter  with  the  ranking 
and  other  minority  members  of  his  com- 
mittee.   

Mr.  McCarthy,    very  good. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Because  over  the 
relatively  brief  period  of  time  I  have  been 
working  with  the  minority  leader,  during 
the  whole  of  last  session.  I  have  found 
that  we  probably  cleared  more  nomina- 
tions on  tiie  Executive  Calendar,  and 
cleared  them  sooner  than  they  had  ever 
before  been  cleared  in  the  history  of  the 
Senate;  and  it  was  done  primarily  by 
having  each  of  us  advised  in  advance 
and,  In  the  case  of  many  of  the  nomi- 
nations, Iqr  securing  the  cooperation  of 
the  minority  members,  as  well  as  of  the 
majority  members. 


So  I  shall  have  some  further  consul- 
tations with  the  minority  leader;  and  I 
hope  the  dlstingxilshed  chairmein  of  the 
committee  will  consult  the  ranking  mi- 
nority member,  and  will  see  what  can  be 

worked^out  in  the  committee  itself.  J 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  had  no  intention 
of  asking  permission  to  hold  hearings 
while  the  Senate  is  in  session.  In  the 
commi{;tee  we  have  a  problem,  because 

several  Senators  have  indicated  that  Chey 
wish  to  be  heard  on  this  particular  ncsni- 
nation.  wliich  means  that  we  shall  have 
to  hold  hearings.  I  should  like  to  dis- 
pose of  the  nomination,  if  possible,  be- 
fore this  session  is  ove:-. 
However,  I  shall  not  now  take  any 

more  of  the  time  of   the  distinguished 
majority  leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  When  a  Senator 
desires  to  be  heard,  whether  he  is  ft-om 
the  majority  or  from  the  minority  tide, 
it  has  been  the  custom,  and  I  think  it 
only  reasonable,  that  such  Senator  have 
an  opportunity  to  be  heard  on  the  nomi- 
nation, when  he  wishes  to  clear  up  aome 
additional  facts. 


OFFICER     (Mr. 
A  quorum  Is  pres- 


RESOLUTION  OP  CENSURE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  to  censure 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  prior  to  the 
recess  for  lunch.  I  had  concluded  the 
statement  I  desired  to  make.  If  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  [Mr.  WelkerI  or  the 
Jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy] desires  to  ask  any  questions 
relative  to  what  I  said  earlier,  I  shall  be 
happy  to  3rield  at  this  time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  does 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  desire  that  there 
be  a  quorum  call? 

Mr.  IVELKER.  Mr.  President,  would 
the  gracious  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
kindly  consent  that  I  may  suggest  the 
absence  of  a  quorum,  with  the  under- 
standing that  he  not  lose  the  floor? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr,  President.  I  have  no 
objection. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quonun. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered 
to  their  names: 


Abel 

Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

BmU 

Bennett 

Bricker 

Bridges 

Brown 

Burke 

Busb 

Butler 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Case 

Chavez 

Clements 

Coojier 

Cotton 

Crlppa 

Dlrksen 

Douglas 

Duff 

Dworshak 

Eastland 

KUendez 

Ervln 


Ferguson 

Flanders 

Frear 

Ful  bright 

Gillette 

Goldwater 

Gbre 

Green 

Hayden 

Hendrlckson 

Hennlngs 

Hlckenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 

Hruska 

Humphrey 

Jackson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

KllgOTe 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehman 

Lennon 

Magnuson 

Malone 


Mansfield 

Martin 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Paistore 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Russell 

Saltonstat . 

Schoeppel 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  N.  J. 

8parkmaa 

Biennis 

Syzningtoa 

Thye 

Watklna 

Welker 

Wiley 

Williama 

Young 


%*•■ 


The     PRESIDING 
Payne  in  the  chair) . 

ent. 

Mr.  CASE.     Mr.  President — — 

The    PRESIDINa    OFFICER.     If    the 

Senator  from  South  Dakota  will  suspend 
for  a  moment,  let  the  Chair  request  that 
there  be  order  in  the  Chamber. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  there  are  in 
the  galleries  many  persons  who  un- 
doubtedly never  before  have  been  in 
attendance  at  a  session  of  the  Senate, 
let  the  Chair  respectfully  call  their  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  they  are  here  as 
guests  of  the  Senate.  The  rules  of  the 
Senate  do  not  permit  manifestations  of 

approval  or  disapproval  of  any  state- 
ments made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate; 
and  the  Chair  respectfully  requests  that 
the  occupants  of  the  galleries  aljstain 
from  any  such  showing. 

In  case  of  any  abuse  of  the  privilege 

of  the  Senate,  of  course,  the  Sergeant 
at  Arms  has  been  instructed  to  exercise 
his  duties. 

The  Chair  now  recognizes  the  Senator 
from  South  Dalcota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  prior  to 
the  taking  of  the  recess.  I  had  indicated 
to  the  Senator  from  Idaho  (Mr.  Welker] 
that  I  would  yield  to  him  for  such  ques- 
tions as  he  might  wish  to  direct  to  me.  I 
now  do  so. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President*  at  the 
outset,  and  with  the  consent  of  the  dis- 
tinguished junior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota,  again  I  wish  to  pay  tribute  to 
him  for  the  very  profound  and  honor- 
able presentation  of  the  facts,  as  he 
views  them,  in  his  address  of  last  eve- 
ning and  again  today. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  appreciate  the  generous 
remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  would  be  kind  enough  to 
do  so,  I  should  like  to  have  him  yield  now 
to  me.  in  order  that  I  may  ask  him  a  few 
questions. 

On  page  30  of  the  report  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Resolution  of  Cen- 
sure— 

May  we  have  order,  Mr.  President? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  I*et  there 
be  order  in  the  Chamber.  j 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  at 
this  point,  to  permit  me  to  make  a  brief 
statement? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  also  suggested  to  the  Sergeant  at 
Arms  of  the  Senate  that  all  the  visitors 
in  the  Capitol  Building  are,  of  course, 
here  as  guests  of  the  Congress  and  of  the 
Senate,  which  is  in  session.  We  are 
trying  to  accommodate  as  many  of  the 
visitors  as  the  galleries  can  hold;  and 
the  galleries  are  full,  as  all  Senaltors  can 
see.  I  have  suggested  to  the  Sergeant  at 
Arms  that  the  visitors  who  are  in  the 
corridors,  and  who  have  not  been  able 
to  get  into  the  galleries,  also  be  advised 
that  they  are  the  guests  of  the  Senate 
and  that  the  same  rules  apply  to  them, 
so  that  there  will  not  be  demonstrations 
of  either  approval  or  disapproval  on  the 
part  of  the  guests  in  the  corridors,  as 
well  as  those  in  the  galleries. 

Mr.  WELKER.     Mr.  President 
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Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  yield  now 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho, 
who  wishes  to  ask  me  some  questions. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Before  questioning 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  about  the  report  on  the  resolu- 
tion proposing  to  censure  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  McCarthy], 
let  me  say  at  the  outset,  as  I  have  stated 
heretofore,  that  every  member  of  the 
select  committee  is  classed  by  me  as  my 
close  personal  friend.  They  are  great 
Americans,  and  in  my  opinion  they  would 
not  do  anything  derogatory  to  the  Senate 
or  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

With  that  preface,  let  me  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  a  question:  I 
wish  to  refer  to  the  rule  set  forth  at  the 
top  of  page  30  of  the  report,  reading  in 
part  as  follows: 

Any  Senator  haa  the  right  to  question, 
criticize,  differ  from,  or  condemn  an  offlctal 
action  of  the  body  of  which  he  Is  a  Member, 
or  of  the  constituent  oommitteea  which  are 
working  arnia  of  the  Senate  In  proper  lan- 
guage. But  he  has  no  right  to  impugn  the 
motlvea  of  Individual  Senators  responalble 
for  official  action,  nor  to  reflect  upon  their 
personal  character  for  what  official  action 
they  took. 

Did  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  or 
did  the  select  committee  consider  the 
criticism  leveled  at  the  chairman  of  the 
permanent  investigating  subcommittee, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy],  when  he  had  been  called  a 
Hitler,  a  smear  artist,  and  had  been  re- 
ferred to  in  other  language  of  a  highly 
abusive  nature? 

Mr.  CASE.  My  recollection  is  that  the 
language  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  alludes  was  not  used  by  any  mem- 
ber of  the  Gillette-Hennlngs  subcom- 
mittee. 

Mr.  WKt^ER.  No.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator misunderstands  me.  This  rule  does 
not  apply  to  the  Gillette-Hennlngs  sub- 
committee alone. 

Mr.  CASE.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  rule  applies  to 
eveiT  committee. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  was  alluding  to  the  ref- 
erence which  the  Senator  made  to  the 
use  of  the  word  "Hitlerlike,"  or  some 
such  expression,  as  being  applied  to  the 
Senator  who  was  the  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Permanent  Subcommittee  on  In- 
vestigations. The  select  committee  did 
take  that  into  consideration  with  refer- 
ence to  the  charges  in  category  4.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  will  find  that  in  the 
discussion  of  the  charges  in  category  4 
the  committee  stated  that  it  felt  the  re- 
ciprocal remarks  which  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy used  were  provoked.  I  Invite  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  to  the  report, 
on  page  46: 

The  remarlu  at  Senator  McCabtht  con- 
cerning Senator  FLANocas  were  highly  Im- 
proper. The  committee  finds,  however,  that 
they  were  Induced  by  Senator  PLANnms'  con- 
duct in  respect  to  Senator  McCaktht  in  the 
Senate  caucus  room,  and  in  delivering  pro- 
vocative speeches  concerning  Senator 
McCaktht  on  the  Senate  floor. 

So  the  select  committee  did  take  the 
language  into  consideration  in  that  way. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  the  Senator  will  be 
kind  enough   to   jrield  further,   as  he 


knows.  I  became  a  member  of  the  Senate 
on  the  same  day  the  able  Senator  from 

South  I>akota,  whom  I  am  interrogating. 
became  a  Senator.  He  had  served  many 
years  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 
I  had  no  legislative  experience  in  the 
Nation's  Capital  prior  to  coming  to  the 
Senate.  So  naturally  I  look  to  the  prece- 
dents which  have  been  established.  I 
wish  to  know  what  has  preceded.  If  I 
am  mistaken  in  certain  of  my  acts.  I  am 
sorry.  I  am  wondering  whether  or  not 
the  select  committee  considered  the  re- 
marks made  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
Idaho,  the  speaker,  when  he  resigned 

from  the  Gillette  committee,  and  the 
public  statement  which  he  released  to  the 
world  as  subjecting  him  to  censure.  I 
quote: 

I  have  Just  received  a  copy  of  the  telegram 
of  resignation  of  a  staff  member,  Jack  Poor- 
biugh.  who  wu  appointed  by  the  subcom- 
mittee. As  you  have  been  notmed  several 
times  by  me,  I  have  felt  this  committee  was 
helng  used  as  a  poUtlcal  vehicle  ot  the  Demo- 
cratic Party. 

I  wUl  have  no  more  of  this,  and  I  wlU  not 
attend  the  hearings  that  you  have  called  in 

Washington  for  September  26.  I  beg  of  you 
that  you  grant  a  fair  hearing  to  the  com- 
plalnU  arising  out  of  the  Bllasourl  primary. 

By  way  of  description,  I  think  the 
entire  committee  will  agree  with  me  that 
many  complaints  came  to  our  coxmnit- 
tee  at  that  time  about  the  Missoiu-1  pri- 
mary, in  which  the  present  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Missouri  [Mr.  SyminctonI  was 
involved. 

I  quote  further: 

I  have  been  ready  to  go  to  St.  Louis  for 
weeks,  and  aU  we  are  confronted  with  are 
delays. 

Z  say  again  that  the  taxpayers  of  this 
Nation  do  not  want  their  money  8i>ent  in 
an  attempt  to  hush  up  complaints  on  one 
aide  and  smear  candidates  and  officebolden 
on  the  other.  I  hand  you  my  resignation 
from  this  subcommittee  forthwith. 

Did  the  select  committee  consider  that 
statement,  and  am  I  subject  to  censure 
by  virtue  of  that  statement? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  does  not  recall  that  that  par- 
ticular letter  was  brought  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee.  In  any  event, 
it  was  not  a  matter  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee. In  the  appendix,  which  appears 
as  part  n  of  the  printed  hearings,  there 
Is  an  exhibit.  No.  36,  on  page  94.  which 
I  have  personally  imderstood  was  the 
letter  of  resignation  of  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  from  the  subcommittee.  It  is  very 
brief.  It  is  dated  September  9,  1952, 
and  is  addressed  to  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Haydsn],  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 
It  reads  as  follows: 

Deab  SxNAToa  Hatden:  I  herewith  submit 
this  my  reslgaation  to  the  Committee  on 
Privileges  and   Elections. 

Win  you  please  take  the  necessary  pro- 
cedure to  ftU  the  vacancy? 

Very  truly  yours. 

That  was  the  only  letter  of  resignation 
to  which  my  attention  was  directed;  and 
that  was  not  a  part  of  the  matter  re- 
ferred to  our  committee. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  my  friend  from 
South  Dakota  will  yield  further,  I  be- 
lieve he  is  familiar  with  the  fact — ^I  think 
he  told  me  so  late  yesterday  evening — 


that  I  had  discussed  my  resignatton  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  on  August  2. 1954. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  understand  the  Senator 
did.  I  do  not  know  that  I  had  the  mrivi- 
lege  of  hearing  him  at  that  thne. 

Mr.  WELKER.  It  was  printed  in  the 
Congressional  Record  ;  and  as  my  dear 
friend  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Thyb],  who 
sits  on  my  right,  stated  a  few  minutes 
ago,  it  is  the  duty  of  all  the  Jurors  to 
read  the  Record. 

Mr.  CASE.  If  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
had  been  in  any  sense  on  trial,  I  would 
undoubtedly  have  read  the  Recoko  thor- 
oughly at  the  time;  but  there  was  no 
Issue  about  it.  and  I  do  not  recall  hav- 
ing read  the  statement  in  detalL 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  think  the  select 
committee  was  ordered,  by  virtue  of  th« 
resolution  of  the  Soiate,  to  seek  ouS 
testimony  and  to  subpena  witnesses. 
Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  com- 
mittee had  either  express  or  construc- 
tive notice  of  my  resignation,  and  the 

words  used  therein.  I  was  not  subpenaed 
before  the  select  conunittee.  That  Is  » 
fair  statement,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  CASK  I  have  no  knowledge  that 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  was  subpenaed. 
In  fact.  I  think  without  a  subpena.  had 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  received  word 
that  the  committee  would  like  to  hear 
him.  he  would  have  been  there. 

Mr.  WEI£ER.  I  certainly  appreciate 
that  statement    I  would  have  been. 

I  should  like  further  to  interrogate  my 
distinguished  friend  from  South  Dakota 
with  respect  to  whether  or  not  the  ideet 
committee  considered  certain  matters 
which  certainly  interfered  with  the  con- 
duct and  the  dignity  of  the  United  States 
Senate.  I  am  about  to  reter  to  a  press 
release.  I  take  it  to  be  authentic  I  was 
not  here  at  the  time.  If  It  Is  not  au- 
thentic, certainly  it  will  be  disproved. 
The  press  release  is  dated  April,  4,  1947, 
and  is  from  the  Washington  Post  If 
this  be  a  true  record  of  what  tiappened. 
it  is  publicly  stated  to  the  world  that 
"Senator  Morse  says  he  will  defend  him- 
self." Following  that  there  is  a  picture 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  and  the  late 
Immortal  Kenneth  Wherry,  loved  and 
respected  by  every  Member  of  this  body 
who  knew  him.    I  quote: 


WATCHnro 


Whbuit — Sknatos 


Senator  Watttx  1..  Mnasr,  RepubUcan.  ot 
Oregon,  yesterday  announced  he  was  ready 
to  "defend  myself  when  assaulted,"  eapeclaUy 
In  any  renewal  of  his  near  flat  flgtat  Wednes- 
day night  with  Senator  Kenneth  8.  Whcny, 
BepubUcan.  at  Nebraska. 

"I  am  afraid  that  since  tbe  Senator  from 
Nebraska  had  hla  picture  publlabed  in  a 
natloiua  magasine  a  few  weeks  ago  wearing 
boxing  glomes  he  Is  laboring  under  the  delu- 
sion that  the  way  to  win  arguments  In  the 
Senate  Is  to  try  to  beat  up  hla  coUesgueB." 
ICoBBK  aald  In  a  formal  statement  explaining 
his  part  In  the  encounter. 

When  confronted  with  It,  Wbetry,  a  robust 
habltuA  ot  the  Semite  gymnasium,  said  sim- 
ply: "I  have  no  oomment." 

"However."  Moan  went  on.  "neither  his 
pugnaclousneas  nor  his  fits  of  temper  wm 
flU  me  with  fear  and  trembling  or  cause 
me  not  to  defend  myself  when  aasaultad.** 

The  46-year-oId  Oregonlan.  terming  him- 
■elf  a  westerner  who  can't  be  pushed  around 
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ftrj  wwtly  aran  by  •  plainsman  from  Ne- 

tmHfta.  was  IrkMl  last  vigbt  bsesuae  Wberry. 

than  pwrtHng.  caveled  the  Senate  to  a  re- 

^  0SSB  wtthont  glTlng  him  a  chanee  to  make  a 

^  spseeh    about    the    pending    buslneee — ^tbe 

,4  highly  controveralal  nomination  of  David  K. 

UUenthal  as  Cbalzman  of  the  Atomic  Snergy 
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hi  what  he  called  a  statement  of 
facts,  gave  this  Tersion: 

"At  the  close  of  the  night  session  on  April 
j  9.  following  a  motion  of  the  Senator  from 

I     t  Nebraska  to  recess  while  I  was  still  in  the 

midst  of  trying  to  explain  my  objections  to 
a  recess,  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  Mr. 
Ifeliahon.  came  over  to  me  as  we  were  walk- 
ing out  of  the  Senate  and  expressed  his  re- 
grets In  not  being  able  to  secure  permission 
from  Mr.  Whory  for  me  to  obtain  the  floor 
for  10  minutes  to  discuss  certain  facts  of  the 
lilllenthal  issue. 

I  dislike  to  take  my  friend's  time. 
However,  there  are  many  of  us  who  are 
young  In  service  in  the  Senate.  We  do 
not  know  all  the  rules  and  precedents. 
I  am  asking  my  distinguished  friend 
whether,  if  this  press  release  is  an  accu- 
rate statement,  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Mosas]  would  be  subject  to  cen- 
sorship? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  so  far  as 
the  issue  immediately  before  the  Senate 
is  concerned,  I  believe  the  question  is  not 
rdated,  except  to  the  extent  the  same 
principle  may  be  involved.  I  did  not 
detect  in  the  reading  of  the  dispatch  by 
the  S^iator  from  Idaho  ansrthing  which 
suggested  a  physical  encounter  having 
taken  place  between  the  two  Senators  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  believe  the  answer  would  be  found — 
and  this  is  my  opinion  about  it — ^in  the 
language  to  which  I  invited  attention 
this  morning.  That  language  appears 
in  the  next  to  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
brief  filed  with  the  select  committee  by 
counsel  for  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin: 

The  test  Is  always  the  same:  Did  the  con- 
duct obstruct  or  endanger  the  legislative 
process?  This  test  is  applicable  to  any  of- 
fense upon  which  a  censure  resolution  is 
predicated,  whether  it  be  a  physical  assault 
upon  the  person  of  a  Member  or  whether  It 
be  language  derogatory  of  a  Member. 

From  what  the  Senator  from  Idaho  has 
II'  read  I  do  not  understand  that  the  inci- 

dent to  which  he  referred  consisted  of 
any  obstruction  of  the  legislative  process. 

I  might  say  parenthetically,  remem- 
bering Kenneth  Wherry  with  a  great 
deal  of  affection,  and  having  some  knowl- 
edge of  the  physical  stamina  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  [Mr.  Mossi],  that  had 
such  an  encounter  occurred  off  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  I  should  have  liked  to  have- 
been  there  to  see  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  always  say,  "Beware 
of  the  little  man."  That  is  my  advice. 
Did  the  committee  consider  the  conduct 
which  is  referred  to  as  a  "near  fist  fight" 
as  conduct  that  would  tend  to  bring  this 
body  into  disrepute? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  presume  it  would  have  if 
It  had  oocurred  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate. I  believe  there  are  precedents  re- 
lating to  flstie  encounters  which  have 
taken  place  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
and  on  the  floor  of  the  House  on  several 
occasl(niSi. 


Mr.  WELKER.  I  shall  be  glad  %o  go 
into  that  later  on.  I  believe  the  jvnior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  recom- 
mended to  be  censured  for  conduct  not 
taking  place  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
but  for  certain  letters  which  he  had 
written  many  miles  away. 

Mr.  CASE.  But  relating  to  olBcial 
conduct^ 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  would  assume  that 
if  anyone  were  to  knock  the  head  olf  the 
Presiding  Officer  he  would  be  interfer- 
ing with  the  official  business  of  the 
United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  CASE.  Presumably  he  would  be, 
if  that  took  place,  and  I  suspect  that  if 
such  action  occurred  on  the  floor  ctf  the 
Senate,  the  Senate  would  take  notice 
of  it.  Obviously  the  incident  to  which 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  has  referred  was 
not  referred  to  our  committee;  nor  was 
it  brought  to  our  attention  as  a  prece- 
dent by  omi'-sion. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  should  like  to  say  to 
my  distinguished  colleague,  if  he  will 
srield  further,  that  I  am  not  trying  to 
abuse  anyone.  However,  as  I  have  said. 
many  of  us  have  c?me  to  the  Senate  in 
very  recent  years.  I  have  ccme,  perhaps, 
very  close  to  violating  rules  of  the  Senate, 
and  it  may  be  that  the  select  comnlittee 
may  feel  that  I  have  violated  some  rules. 
I  asked  that  question  a  moment  ago. 
However.  I  want  all  this  to  be  a  part  of 
the  debate  for  the  benefit  of  those  who 
may  come  after  us.  so  they  may  be  gov- 
erned by  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  may  say  to  the  very  able 
Senator  from  Idaho,  as  a  bit  of  consola- 
tion, that  when  I  first  came  to  Ccnfress. 
I  was  assigned  to  a  room  in  the  old  House 
Office  Building  which  had  been  formerly 
occupied  by  a  Democratic  Representa- 
tive from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania.  He 
came  into  the  office  to  pick  up  a  few 
remaining  books  as  I  was  moving  in.  He 
sat  down  and  said:  "Well,  you  are  a 
young  man.  and  I  am  an  older  man.  I 
have  been  around  here  Jor  10  years. 
You  happen  to  be  a  Republican  and  I 
happen  to  be  a  Democrat.  However, 
everyone  who  comes  here  wants  to  suc- 
ceed. If  you  do  not  mind,  I  want  to  give 
you  just  one  bit  of  advice." 

I  told  him  I  would  be  very  appreciative 
if  he  would  do  so,  and  that  I  would  be 
very  glad  to  have  his  advice. 

He  then  said,  "This  is  the  one  piece 
of  advice  I  want  to  give  you.  Do  not  be 
afraid  to  break  a  rule.  That  is  the  way 
you  learn  what  the  rules  are." 

Mr.  WELKER.  Yet  those  who  break 
the  rule^are  censured. 

Mr.  CASE.  That  depends  on  the  na- 
ture of  the  rule. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  see.  Let  me  now 
refer  to  another  rule  with  respect  to  the 
same  subject  matter.  I  remember  very 
well  the  incident  I  am  about  to  relate. 
because  at  the  time  I  believe  I  was  the 
acting  minority  leader,  in  place  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  BiUDGEs],  the  present  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore.  I  quote  from  a  state- 
ment made  by  one  of  my  closest  and 
dearest  friends,  and  I  dislike  to  quote 
from  him  imder  these  circimistances. 
He  is  a  man  with  whom  I  engaged  in  de- 
bate on  many  occasions,  and  sometimes 
It  was  bitter  debate.    However,  when  he 


retired  from  the  Senate — and  I  believe 
he  will  testify  to  this — I  was  and  still  am 
a  very  close  and  dear  friend  of  his,  as 
I  know  he  is  of  mine. 

I  wish  to  know  whether  the  select  com- 
mittee took  into  consideration  the  de- 
bate which  occurred  on  March  10,  1952. 
as  reported  in  the  CoNGREssioifAL  Rec- 
ord, volume  98,  part  II.  pages  2037  to 
2046;  daily  Congressional  Rscord  of 
March  10,  1952.  pages  2062  to  2071.  at 
page  2062. 

By  way  of  preface  I  should  say  that 
this  was  a  bitter  debate,  in  which  the 
former  senior  Senator  from  the  great 
State  of  Texas  participated.  At  that 
time  he  was  chairman  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee,  and  his  voice  was 
heard  all  over  the  world. 

Did  the  select  committee  trke  this 
language  into  consideration?  I  quote 
from  the  Congressional  Record  a  state- 
ment of  the  then  senior  Senator  from 
Texas,  who  had  served  with  distinction 
in  the  Senate  for  a  very  long  time,  and, 
I  may  say.  had  served  ably  and  honor- 
ably. Did  the  select  committee  take 
into  consideration  these  remarks? 

Mr.  CoN^I^LLT.  Mr.  President,  there  is  a 
small  lizard  called  a  chameleoti,  which 
changes  his  color  according  to  the  necessi- 
ties of  the  occasion.  There  are  chameleon 
politicians.  I  know  one  chameleoo  Senator 
who  changes  his  color  according  to  his  sur- 
roundings and  his  necessities. 

Mr.  President,  he  was  referring  to  the 
Honorable  Robert  A.  Taft,  now  deceased, 
who.  I  know  every  Senator  on  both  sides 
of  the  aisle  will  say  was  one  of  the  great- 
est men  who  ever  served  in  this  body. 

I  quote  now  from  page  2068  of  the 
daily  Congressional  Record.  There  the 
distinguished  former  senior  Senator  from 
Texas,  Mr.  Connally,  said  that  Senator 
Taft  was  "cravenly  going  around  begging 
a  few  dirty,  filthy  votes."  At  that  time, 
as  we  recall,  the  then  senior  Senator 
from  Ohio.  Mr.  Taft.  was  campaigning 
for  the  Republican  primary  nomination 
for  the  Presidency  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CASE.  Of  course,  Mr.  President, 
I  think  the  answer  would  be  that  I  do 
not  think  the  committee  took  that  into 
consideration.  It  -vas  not  called  to  our 
attention.  But,  Mr.  President.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  would  regard  that  as  a 
precedent,  as  the  issue  was  not  raised. 

Let  me  say,  very  frankly,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  the  failure  to  exercise  a  right 
or  the  failure  to  enforce  a  rule  does  not 
destroy  the  right  and  does  not  destroy 
the  rule.  There  is  a  rule  of  the  Senate — 
as  I  recall  it  is  rule  XIX— which  pro- 
vides that  a  Senator  who  speaks  111  of 
another  Senator  or  of  another  State  may 
be  taken  off  his  feet  and  made  to  take  his 
seat.  The  customary  procedure  is  for 
some  Senator  to  move  that  he  take  his 
seat  and  then  be  permitted  to  proceed 
in  order.  I  was  not  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  in  1947 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  not  talking  about 
1947,  but  of  an  incident  occuring  in  1952. 

Mr.  CASE.  In  any  event,  I  would  say, 
although  I  think  it  is  perhaps  unneces- 
sary for  me  to  say  it,  that  if  the  very  able 
former  Senator  from  Texas,  to  whom 
allusion  has  been  made,  uttered  those 
remarks  at  that  time,  it  was  not  his 
finest  hour  during  his  long  service  in  the 
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Senate.  I  have  heard  him  many  times 
speak  brilliantly,  and  I  have  a  great  ad- 
miration for  his  ability.  I  doubt  if  he  is 
today  particularly  proud  of  those  re- 
marks. In  any  event.  If  they  were  not 
challenged  at  the  time,  but  were  passed 
over.  I  do  not  think  the  failure  to  invoke 
a  rule  or  the  failure  to  exercise  a  right 
would  destroy  either  the  rule  or  the 
right. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  my  distinguished 
colleague  will  yield  for  a  further  ques- 
tion, let  me  say  that  I  have  noted  what 
the  Senator  has  said  about  rule  XIX.  I 
think  I  know  that  rule,  because  I  have 
resorted  to  it  during  the  course  of  vicious 
debate  to  make  a  couple  of  my  colleagues 
take  their  seat5,  which  Is  not  a  pleasant 
thing  to  do.  Rule  XIX,  subsection  2. 
merely  permits  a  Senator  to  ask  that  an- 
other Senator  sit  down,  and,  uniformly, 
since  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate, and.  I  think  for  many  years,  the 
procedure  has  been  that  then,  upon  mo- 
tion, the  Senator  is  permitted  to  pro- 
ceed in  order.  Certainly  that  rule  is  not 
so  violent  and  vicious  a  rule  as  is  one 
calling  for  the  censure  of  a  Senator, 
which  I  intend  to  argue  at  a  later  date 
and  which  is  like  a  criminal  action  on  the 
floor  of  the  United  States  Senate,  as  I 
expect  to  prove.  The  Senator  does  not 
have  to  agree  with  me  on  the  criminal 
proposition.  I  shall  argue  that  as  a 
matter  of  law. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  admit  that  a  censure 
motion  is  a  far  more  severe  action  than 
is  a  motion  requiring  a  Senator  to  take 
his  seat. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  sure  my  distin- 
guished colleague,  whom  I  know  to  be 
a  fair  and  honorable  man,  certainly  does 
not  want  any  segment  of  the  American 
people  or  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
to  think  that  the  select  committee  is 
segregating  only  one  Senator  to  penalize. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  from  Idaho 
is  eminently  correct  in  that  statement. 
But.  of  course,  the  select  committee  was 
appointed  for  a  particular  purpose,  and 
I  may  say  that  the  task  was  onerous  and 
distasteful  enough  so  that  the  select 
committee  did  not  seek  to  go  beyond  the 
matters  entrusted  to  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  my  colleague  will 
yield  further,  since  I  have  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  I  have  been  led  to  be- 
lieve that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
governs  itself  in  a  pattern  of  tradition 
and  precedent.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  on 
a  ledge  in  the  Senate  Chamber  there  are 
two  snuffboxes  which  are  filled  daily,  or. 
at  least,  when  they  need  to  be  filled — I  do 
not  think  anyone  uses  them  any  more — 
by  a  deputy  Sergeant  at  Arms.  The 
snuffboxes  represent  tradition  and 
precedent. 

Did  the  select  committee  pay  any  at- 
tention whatsoever  to  the  vicious  state- 
ments made  by  my  friend,  the  great  for- 
mer Senator  from  Texas,  who  is  now  in 
peaceful  and  happy  retirement,  when  it 
considered  this  proposal  to  censure  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  the  select 
committee  did  not  initiate  the  charges 
involved  in  the  matters  referred  to  It 
Obviously,  we  did  not  initiate  others. 


Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield  for  a 
momwit? 

Mr.  WELKER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FTiANDERS.  The  Senator  spoke 
of  the  sntdT  boxes 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
be  through  in  a  moment.  The  Senator 
from  Vermont  can  discuss  the  snuffboxes 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  Vresident.  if  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  wishes  to  tell  us 
about  the  snufnx)xes  a  little  later,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  yield  to  him  at  that  time. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  say  for  the  record  that  in 
the  debate  in  which  reference  was  made 
to  the  immortal  Senator  from  Ohio  in 
the  manner  I  have  indicated,  not  from 
afar,  but  from  a  seat  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  aisle,  by  the  distinguished 
former  chairman  of  the  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee,  one  of  the  deans  of  the 
Senate,  one  of  the  greatest  Senators  ever 
to  be  a  Member  of  this  body,  on  either 
side  of  the  aisle.  I  had  this  to  say: 

I  hope  I  may  never  again  sit  on  thlB  floor 
and  hear  anyone,  whether  he  be  a  Democrat, 
a  New  Dealer,  a  Fair  Dealer,  or  a  Republican, 
aaaalled  in  language  such  as  I  have  heard  this 
afternoon. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  would  join  in  those  senti- 
ments.          

Mr.  WELKER.  I  appreciate  the  Sen- 
ator's statement.  I  wish  to  make  it  emi- 
nently clear  to  my  friend  from  South 
Dakota  t^at  I  know  the  tremendous  task 
and  the  arduous  work  which  the  select 
committee  had  to  do.  I  am  wondering 
why  the  staff  did  not  do  a  little  research 
on  these  matters.  It  could  have  found 
bushels  of  them  happening  in  the  past 
4  years  since  I  have  been  a  Member  of 
the  Senate.  What  were  they  doing? 
Were  they  trying  to  seek  only  one  side 
of  the  controversy? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  can  assure  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  and  all  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate that  the  staff  worked  very  diligently 
into  the  late  hours  of  the  night  and  again 
in  the  early  mornings.  The  labors  of 
the  staff  were  reflected  somewhat  in  the 
material  available  before  the  committee 
at  the  hearings.  If  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  or  his  counsel  had  felt 
we  were  remiss  in  not  finding  all  the 
occasions  on  which  a  resolution  of  cen- 
sure miefht  have  been  proposed  and  was 
not  proposed,  the  counsel  for  the  Sena- 
tor might  have  suggested  that.  But.  in 
any  event.  I  return  to  what  I  said  earUer. 
that  the  failure  of  any  Member  of  the 
Senate  to  rise  to  an  opportunity  to  pro- 
pose a  resolution  of  censure  or  a  repri- 
mand of  some  sort  does  not.  of  course, 
destroy  the  right  to  exercise  it  at  a  later 
date. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator 
mean  that  someone  can  present  a  reso- 
lution of  censure  against  the  great  for- 
mer Senator  from  Texas  who  is  now  in 
peaceful  retirement,  which  we  hope  will 
be  long  and  happy? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  suppose  a  Senator  can 
sxibmit  any  resolution  he  wishes  to  offer. 
I  do  not  think  such  a  resoluticm  would 
receive  any  consideration,  because  there 
would  be  no  point  in  considering  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  will  yield 


further,  I  should  like  to  adc  whether 
or  not  the  staff  of  the  committee  con- 
sidered the  remarks  made  by  a  dlstin- 
giilshed  and  able  Senator  from  Mary- 
land. Mr.  Tydings.  a  man  whom  I  have 
never  had  the  honor  of  meeting,  but  who 
I  understand  is  a  man  of  profound  abil- 
ity, when  he  referred  to  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  jKintm],  who  sits 
at  my  right,  and  who  will  be  here  this 
evening.  Apparently  8(»ne  harsh  words 
were  spoken  between  the  two  of  them. 
The  incident  did  not  happen  in  Milwau- 
kee or  the  north  woods  or  appear  in  a 
press  release.  It  occurred  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  and  is  reported  on  July  20. 
1950,  in  the  Cohgrkssional  Rccoao, 
volume  96.  part  8.  page  10714.  Senator 
Tydings  said: 

But  the  Senator  from  Indiana  was  worried 
about  the  company  I  waa  In.  Well.  Z  fonnd 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  TnriiM%a^  ig  itx 
company  that  I  never  aaeodate  with.  X  flad 
that  Joe  StaUn  and  the  Dally  Worker  and  th« 
Senator  aU  vote  the  same  way.  Z  am  rcaUy 
going  to  read  the  record,  becauae  I  do  not 
want  thla  little  eide  issue  to  go  unnoticed, 
particularly  when  the  Senator  was  so  kind 
while  I  was  working  and  carrying  on  two 
jobs  at  once,  to  take  care  cX  me  during  my 
absence. 

I  take  it  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  or  the  staff  of  the  com- 
mittee did  not  have  time  to  find  that. 

Mr.  CASE.  May  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Idaho,  was  any  resolution  of  cen- 
sure offered  or  predicated  upon  the  inci- 
dent to  which  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
has  referred? 

Mr.  WELKER.  That  is  the  exact 
point  about  which  I  desired  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  to  interrogate  me. 
There  are  many  persons  who  feel  that 
one  particular  Senator  has  been  brought 
into  the  limelight  of  censure.  Since  a 
resolution  of  censure  has  been  submitted 
only  four  times  in  the  history  of  our 
country.  I  wish  to  dispel  any  idea  that 
iserhaps  one  person  was  picked  out.  al- 
though perhaps  others,  including  the 
junior  Senator  from  Idaho,  the  present 
speaker,  and  other  Senators  whom  I  ob- 
serve seated  about  me,  are  equally  guilty. 

I  am  certain  that  the  select  committee 
does  not  wish  to  have  such  an  inference 
drawn;  but  when  there  is  a  record  of  res- 
olutions of  censure  being  sulunitted  only 
four  times  in  the  history  of  the  country, 
it  is  a  rather  logical  conclusion.  I  believe, 
which  people  can  talk  about,  that  per- 
haps a  controversial  Senator  was.  in  fact, 
cited  on  charges,  when  other  Senators 
who  have  acted  in  the  same  way,  have 
had  no  complaint  made  against  them. 

Mr.  CASK  Will  the  S^iator  from 
Idaho  advise  me  whether  or  not  a  reso- 
lution of  censure  was  predicated  upon 
the  incident  to  which  he  has  just  re- 
ferred?   

Mr.  WELKER.  No.  The  Senator 
knows,  as  well  as  I  do.  that  in  the  entire 
history  of  the  Senate  only  three  were  in- 
troduced prior  to  tMa  one.  I  expect  to  go 
into  this  subject  at  length  in  what  I  think 
will  be  a  legal  brief,  to  try  to  show  to  my 
distinguished  colleagues  that  the  select 
committee  did  not  follow  precedents  and 
did  not  follow  the  law.  But  I  shall  not  go 
into  that  part  of  the  question  now. 

Mr.  CASE.  No  precedoit  was  created 
unless  an  issue  was  raised. 
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Wbatdoes  the  Sena- 


Ho  parveedenl  wu  created, 
a  deciaion.  ruUnff.  or  aetton  of 
•  eoocemeil.  mien  tbe  1»- 
nted  or  unleaB  tbe  iMJnt  was 
That  is  bow  a  pceoedent  is 


Tbe  staff  Imvestisatod  Imrtanrw  In 
wlileh  tbs  Denste  or  a  committee  had 
taken  oocntnaee  of  a  sttttati<m.  But 
offtainly  tlie  jindor  Soiator  ftom  Idaho, 
jndieli^iiitaided  and  fair  as  he  is.  does 
not  wish  to  give  the  Impression  that  the 
adeet  cosomtttee  had  anything  whaOao- 
efer  to  do  with  initJating  this  particular 


I  eoiainly  know  that, 
and  I  do  not  desire  such  an  inference  to 
be  drawn  at  alL 

WonkI  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
miad  teilinc  me  w1m>  it  is  on  his  left  with 
whom  be  is  talking?  I  haie  not  met  the 
gentleman. 

Ifr.  CASE.  The  gentleman  to  my  left 
is  Mr.  Ouy  Q.  de  Purla.  assistant  counsel 
to  the  sdect  committee. 

ICr.  WKLKER.    Very  welL 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  says 
that  since  the  issue  was  ruA  raised  no 
precedent  was  set  I  wiU  ask  him  if  it 
is  not  true  that  the  first  two  precedents 
in  the  history  of  our  country  were  based 
upon  ¥iola>t,  vicious  language,  and  a  fist 
fll^t,  and  one,  if  I  remember  correctly. 
InTolTed  a  gun  fls^t.  Certainly  there 
was  the  issue  of  violent,  vlelous  lan- 
guage, and  that  set  a  precedent. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  is  correct. 

Mr.  WBLKER  I  think  a  person  can 
be  hurt  Just  as  much  by  violent,  abusive 
language  as  he  can  by  having  pulled  on 
him  a  3-lnch  podcetknife,  even  though 
there  be  no  intention  of  using  the  knife. 

Mr.  CASE.    We  are  agreed  cm  that. 

Mr.  wKiiKBK.  I  recall  another  inci- 
dent, which  does  not  have  to  do  with  the 
preeedents  set  by  Uie  legislative  body. 
As  I  recall,  on  March  17,  when  some 
committee-H;>erhaps  it  was  the  commit- 
tee of  wliidi  Vkut  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  Tndiana  ilSi.  Capxhast] 
is  diatnnan— brought  out  the  fact  that 
Ma).  Gen.  Roderick  Allen  had  used  some 
Oovemment  lumber  with  which  to  have 
built  for  him  a  doghouse,  the  very  able 
and  dtotingulshed  President  of  the  United 
Stotes  said  that  General  Alien  ought  to 
live  in  the  doghouse.  That  Is  not  a 
precedent  for  the  Senate.  But.  In  my 
humble  opinion,  we  should  realize  that 
we  do  not  Uve  in  glass  houses  when  we 
undertake  to  make  rules  only  for  96  Sen- 
ators. In  these  days,  through  the  press, 
radio,  and  tcterisloa.  the  American  peo- 
ple whom  we  represent  acquire  Imowl- 
edge  of  statements  made  by  everyone  in 
public  ofBce.  including  Senators  and  Rep- 
resentatives, and  by  many  pers<nis  in 
private  Ufe. 

Tlie     FRJEBIDINO     OFFICER.       The 

Chair  must  nde  that  the  Senator  from 
Boo^  Dakote  has  yielded  only  for  a  ques- 
tion, as  the  Chair  uiklerstands. 

Mi.  case.  I  have  no  desire  to  cut  off 
the  Senator  f^om  Idaho.  I  would  not 
want  to  lose  the  floor  by  permitting  him 
to  midn  comments,  if  the  rule  on  yield- 
ing only  for  a  question  Is  to  be  enforced. 


If  that  rule  is  to  be  enforced.  I  shall  Have 
to  insist  ttiat  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
confine  himself  to  addng  questions. 

Mr.  WKIJCBR.  I  am  sorry  to  have 
digressed.  I  was  trying  to  make  my 
statement  in  the  form  of  a  question  I 
am  SOTry  if  I  am  subject  to  censure. 

Did  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
N(Xth  Dakota  observe  in  the  committee 
hearings 

Mr.  CASE.  Let  us  correct  that — 
South  Dakota,  please. 

Mr.  WELXSR.  I  am  sorry.  Can  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  say  whether 
the  committee,  when  they  were  dslib- 
erating  upon  what  brought  disrepute  to 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  con^der 
filibusters,  which  require  sitting  during 
long  ajxi  unusual  hours  of  the  night. 
and  of  wtiich  many  persons  disapprove? 
I  do  not  suppose  that  subject  wsis  <on- 
ddered  by  the  select  committee.  Cer- 
tainly no  resolution  of  censvire  was  rec- 
ommended on  that  matter;  but  any  one 
who  goes  back  into  history  will  find  that 
some  lengthy  debates  have  taken  place, 
which  certainly  must  have  brought  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  into  dis- 
repute. 

Mr.  CASE.  That  may  be.  but  I  think 
the  question  of  filibuster  involves  "prece- 
dents in  quite  another  field.  I  do  not 
know  that  a  filibuster  would  be  covered 
by  any  nile  or  precedent  related  to  the 
immediate  issue  l)efore  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  believe  that  sotne- 
times  a  filibuster  has  been  called  merely 
a  lengthy  debate;  but  I  am  certain  that 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  and  I 
are  agreed  that  filibusters  in  the  Senate 
are  not  infrequent. 

If  I  understand  the  argument  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota correctly,  he  dissented  from  the 
other  members  of  the  select  committee 
with  respect  to  the  matter  of  the  use 
of  confidential  or  secret  information. 

Mr.  CASE.  Let  me  put  it  this  way— 
with  resi)ect  to  the  categories  relating 
to  classification  or  solicitation,  or  alleged 
solicitation  of  classified  docimients,  and 
their  alleged  misuse,  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  very  firmly,  so  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  was  opposed  to  a  reoom- 
mendation  of  censure.  For  the  reasons 
which  I  set  forth  rather  definitely  in  my 
remarks  earlier  during  the  day,  the  oom- 
mittee  did  not  recommend  censure  on 
either  of  those  points.  I  was  not  alone 
In  that  position — my  reasons  or  grounds 
may  not  have  been  exactly  those  of 
others. 

Mr.  WELKER.  For  what  I  am  about 
to  say,  I  perhaps  should  apologize  to  the 
Senate,  though  I  do  not  know  why  I 
should,  because  the  Senator  to  whom  I 
am  about  to  refer  is  one  of  my  dearest. 
closest  friends,  not  only  in  the  political 
field,  even  though  we  are  of  opposite  po- 
litical faiths,  but  also  personally,  on  and 
off  the  floor  of  the  Senate;  and  our  wives 
are  mutually  fond  of  each  other.  I  speak 
with  respect  to  the  publicity  received  by 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Colorado  IMr.  Johnson],  who  was  a 
member  of  the  select  committee,  when  it 
was  alleged  that  he  had  released  for  the 
first  time  some  information  with  respect 
to  the  atomic  bomb.  He  made  the  stste- 
ment,  wliich  was  published  in  the  Wash- 


ington Star.  I  believe,  that  he  wM  tired 
of  sitting  on  committees  and  havifig  con- 
fidential information  imparted  to  him  in 
secret,  and  marked  secret,  only  to  read 
it  in  certain  newspaper  items  and  col- 
umns throughout  the  land.  Did  the  Sen- 
ator hear  that  statement  discuised  by 
the  staff  or  the  committee? 

Mr.  CASE.  No;  I  did  not  hear  it  dis- 
cussed by  the  staff  or  the  committee.  So 
far  as  that  is  concerned.  I  might  aay  that 
I  have  shared  that  feeling,  and  I  think 
most  Members  of  Congress  at  one  time 
or  another  have  felt  a  certain  sense  of 
frustration  when  they  have  read  in  the 
newspapers  information  which  had  been 
imparted  to  them  as  classified  or  secret. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
conclude  after  I  ask  a  few  more 
questions. 

Did  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota, 
the  select  committee,  and  the  staff,  in 
their  deliberations  with  respect  to  the 
Zwicker  incident,  have  brought  to  their 
attention  anything  having  to  do  with  the 
cross-examination  of.  not  a  brigadier 
general  but  a  lieutenant  general,  of  the 
United  States  Army  in  the  Foreign  Re- 
lations Committee  when  the  St-  Law- 
rence Seaway  question  was  being 
discussed? 

Mr.  CASE.    Not  that  I  know  of. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Once  again  I  should 
like  to  say.  if  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  will  yield  for  an  observation 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield,  if  I  do  not  lose  the 
fioor. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  have  nothing  de- 
rogatory to  say  about  the  former  Sen- 
ator to  whom  I  am  about  to  refer.  I 
have  been  engaged  in  trial  work  for  a 
long  time.  I  know  how  difficult  it  Is  to 
cross  examine  effectively.  It  is  the  hard- 
est part  of  any  work  connected  With  the 
practice  of  law.  I  desire  to  have  the 
members  of  the  select  committee  un- 
derstand that,  to  my  knowledge,  tihe  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  does  not 
even  know  of  any  of  the  questions  I 
have  propounded  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  today.  They  have  in  no 
way  been  fed  to  me.  I  have  drawn  up 
these  questions  as  a  result  of  my  own 
research. 

With  that  preface.  I  now  refer  to  pages 
485  and  486  of  the  hearings  of  a  Sen- 
ate committee,  found  in  the  Senate  li- 
brary, volume  1006,  1952,  part  4.  pages 
486,  487,  and  489.  The  following  col- 
loquy took  place:  . 

Tlie  chairicam —  I 

I  am  referring  to  the  able  and  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  Poreigli  Rela- 
tions Committee  at  that  time,  the  re- 
tired and  great  Senator  from  Texas.  Sen- 
ator Connally — 

Do  you  think  the  United  States  Is  in  dan- 
ger of  becoming  a  secondary  Natlott? 

General  Pick.  Yes,  aii. 

Tne   CHAnMAN.  Tou   do? 

General   Pick.  Yea,   sir. 

The  Chaducan.  You  are  Chief  of  Engineers 
and  a  lieutenant  general  In  the  Anay? 

General  Pick.  Yes,  sir. 

The  CHAIUCAI7.  You  think  we  are  on  the 
Bklds  and  we  will  be  a  secondary  Hatlon  if 
we  do  not  do  what  you  say  to  do. 

By  way  of  digression,  I  should  like  to 
say  that  General  Pick  felt  that  we  should 
build  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway. 


I^l-^i-  - 
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a«n«ral  Pane.  I  think  tliat  we  will  become 
a  secondary  Nation,  wti,  because  X  am  con- 
Tincad  that  we  must  go  to  the  world  markets 
for  many  of  our  basic  ooxnmodlties. 

The  CHAfltMAir.  I  am  astounded  that  a  nuui 
who  has  been  hozuxvd  as  you  have  been,  a 
lieutenant  general  in  the  United  States  Army, 
takes  the  position  that  unless  «•  adopt  the 
St.  Lawrence  Seaway  we  are  going  to  become 
a  secondary  nation.  I  am  amaaed  and  as- 
tounded that  any  patriotic  American  would 
express  any  such  sentiments  as  we  hear  In 
this  commltte«. 

General  Pick.  I  didn't  say  that  the  United 
States  would  become  a  secondary  nation  if 
you  didn't  adopt  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway. 

The  CHAntMAir.  What  did  you  mean,  then? 

General  Pick.  I  said  that  the  United  States 
was  In  the  world  market  for  basic  materials — 
Iron  ore,  tin,  lead,  dnc,  copper,  cobalt  and 
many  others  Including  petroleum  products, 
and  we  must  go  abroad  to  get  those. 

The  Chaixmah.  You  said  we  were  going  to 
become  a  secondary  nation.  What  do  you 
base  that  on?  You  know,  if  you  know  any- 
thing, that  this  Nation  now  is  the  strongest, 
the  richest,  and  the  greatest  nation  on  earth, 
and  here  you  are  letting  It  go  out  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States  that  a  lieutenant 
general  says  we  are  In  danger  of  becoming  a 
secondary  na^lon.  I  am  amazed  and  as- 
tounded that  any  man  who  wears  the  uni- 
form of  the  United  SUtes  should  utter  sen- 
timents of  that  kind. 

I  should  like  to  ask  If  my  friend,  the 
Senator  frcwn  South  Dakota,  the  select 
committee,  or  the  staff,  had  that  col- 
loquy brought  to  their  attention? 

Mr.  CASE.  No.  we  did  not,  although  I 
may  say  I  recall  a  report  of  the  incident 
at  the  time.  I  do  not  think  the  case 
is  on  all  fours  with  the  question  pres- 
ently before  the  Senate,  but.  even  if  it 
were,  if  that  case  had  been  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  Senate,  with  a  pro- 
posal of  censure  action,  the  Senate,  of 
course,  would  have  passed  on  the  ques- 
tion at  the  time.  Had  the  Senate  acted 
or  refused  to  act  when  the  issue  had 
been  raised,  then  a  precedent  might  have 
been  created.  No  one  knows  what  the 
Senate  would  have  done,  although  my 
own  position  is  that  for  a  Senator  to  say 
he  is  astounded  by  the  position  of  a 
particular  person  is  not  on  all  fours  with 
saying  that  a  general  is  not  fit  to  wear 
the  uniform  of  a  genera!. 

Mr.  WELKER.  It  is  a  fact,  is  it  not, 
that  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  has 
not  quoted  the  entire  testimony,  and  that 
he  is  taking  merely  a  bit  of  it  out  of 
context? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  would  not  want  to  try 
to  quote  the  testimony,  since  the  lan- 
guage is  not  before  me. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  Senate  is  being  asked  to  censure  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  because, 
in  effect,  he  said  that  any  general  who 
would  protect  a  fifth -amendment  Com- 
munist does  not  deserve  to  wear  the  uni- 
form of  the  United  States  Army?  Per- 
haps my  recollection  is  not  entirely  ac- 
curate. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  has  been  more  accurate  in  his 
recoUection  of  what  was  said  than  I  have 
l}een.  However,  if  we  are  going  to  take 
the  complete  statement,  then  we  wovild 
have  to  go  back  and  recite  the  hypo- 
thetical question  which  had  been  ad- 
dressed to  General  Zwicker  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  and  that  hypo- 
thetical question,  based  in  turn  upon  the 


discharge  order,  involved,  in  my  personal 
opinion,  a  demand,  or  what  was  the 
equivalent  of  a  demand,  that  General 
Zwicker  aay  that  his  superior  officer,  the 
general  who  liad  issued  the  order  for 
discharge  in  the  Peress  case,  an  order 
which  he,  Zwicker.  was  to  carry  out, 
should  l>e  separated  from  the  military 
service. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  the  Senator  will 
yield  to  me.  so  that  I  may  put  the  exact 
language  in  the  Record,  I  should  like  to 
do  so,  bees  use  I  have  been  relying  on  my 
memory 

Mr.  CASE.  I  thought  the  Senator  did 
very  well. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  now  read  from  page 
54  of  the  report  of  the  select  committee, 
wherein  there  is  contained  a  i>ortlon  of 
the  transcript  of  the  hearings,  in  which 
Senator  McCarthy  is  quoted  as  having 
said  to  General  Zwicker  : 

Then,  General,  you  should  be  removed 
from  any  command.  Any  man  who  has  been 
gl^en  the  honor  of  being  promoted  to  general 
and  who  says  "I  will  protect  another  general 
who  protected  Communists."  Is  not  fit  to 
wear  that  uniform.  General. 

If  the  Presiding  OflBcer  and  my  dis- 
tinguished colleague,  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota,  will  permit  me,  I  Ehould 
like  to  observe,  as  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Maryland  IMr.  BxrrLEF] 
stated  yesterday.  I  do  not  believe,  had 
I  been  the  cross-examiner.  I  would  have 
used  the  language  which  I  have  quoted. 
On  the  other  hand,  by  the  same  token, 
the  Jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  no 
doubt  would  not  have  used  the  same  lan- 
guage I  would  have  used  in  my  own 
interrogation. 

But  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
will  agree  with  me,  will  he  not.  that  the 
criticism  of  the  lieutenant  general  be- 
fore the  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
was  based  upon  the  fact  that  the  cross- 
examiner  became  irked  at  a  man  who 
was  in  the  service  of  his  country,  and 
the  cross-examiner  in  the  Zwicker  case 
became  irked  and  used  the  language 
which  has  been  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  because  he  thought  the 
oflScer  should  tell  the  truth  about  one 
of  his  superiors  who  protected  a  man  the 
cross-examiner  felt  to  be  a  Communist? 
Is  that  a  correct  assumption? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator's  hypothesis 
is  a  little  involved ;  and  I  would  not  wish 
to  subscribe  to  so  replete  a  hypothesis 
or  resume,  in  view  of  all  the  matters  it 
involves.  If  it  is  intended  to  cover  the 
second  section  of  tlie  resolution,  which 
deals  with  the  Zwicker  matter,  I  wish 
to  go  into  that  matter  later.  I  have  not 
discussed  it  today. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  has  been 
more  than  courteous  and  generous  in 
yielding  to  me,  and  I  have  taken  a  great 
deal  of  his  time. 

In  closing,  I  wish  to  have  the  record 
straight,  insofar  as  my  individual  re- 
search is  concerned. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  ap- 
preciated the  questions  which  have  lieen 
asked  by  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  and 
I  desire  to  compliment  him  upon  the 
evident  study  of  the  subject  he  has  made. 
I  wish  all  other  Senators  might  accom- 
plish the  study  of  the  question  which  the 


distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho  has 
done. 

Mr.  WELKER.    Mr.  President.  If  the' 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  will  yield 
f  mther.  I  shall  close  by  making  a  brief 
observation. 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  and  to  the 
other  Members  of  the  Senate  that  what- 
ever I  do  in  this  case  is  not  based  upon 
my  personal  friendship  for  the  Junior 
Senator  fnnn  Wisconsin,  that  being 
purely  coincidentaL  But  all  the  re- 
search I  have  made,  whether  it  be  good 
or  bad.  Is  based  upon  my  toterest  to  the 
generations  of  Americans  who  are  to 
follow  us  and  the  precedents  we  shall 
establish,  inasmuch  as  they  will  affect 
the  future  of  our  country  and  will  apply 
after  we  have  gone. 

Later  on,  I  shall  desire  to  go  at  length 
into  other  matters  to  connection  with 
this  case. 

Again  I  desire  to  pay  my  prof oimd  re- 
spects to  my  distinguished  friend,  the 
able  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Idaho. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  wfll 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakoto  yield  to 
me  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  srield  to  the  Senator  from 
Indiana. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Without  regard  to 
whether  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin should  or  should  not  have  made 
the  remarks  he  did  make  about  General 
Zwicker,  did  the  committee  consider 
whether,  even  to  this  day.  the  Army  has 
told  the  investigative  committee  or  any 
other  committee  who  it  was  who  ordered 
the  promotion  and  honorable  discharge 
of  Major  Peress?  I  refer  to  his  promo- 
tiOD.  from  captain  to  major.  Did  the 
committee  make  any  effort  to  ascertain 
who  ordered  tils  promotion  and  who 
ordered  his  honorable  discharge? 

Mr.  CASE.    Collaterally,  yes. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  What  was  the  re- 
sult? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  may  say  the  committee 
has  not  completed  some  of  its  work  to 
that  category. 

I  may  also  say  that  during  the  Peress 
hearing  there  was  presented  to  the  Jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsto  a  letter  from 
Secretary  Stevens,  which  indicated  that 
the  decision  to  discharge  Major  Peress 
was  made  on  a  finding  by  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General.  That  was  elaborated 
upon  at  some  length,  as  I  think  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  Saltohstall]  ,  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices, will  recall,  when  Secretary  Wilson 
was  before  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services.  The  testlQumy  of  Secretory 
Wilson,  the  head  of  the  Defense  Depart- 
ment, at  that  time  was  that  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  felt  there  was  no 
tenable  groimd  under  the  regulations 
which  were  to  effect  at  the  time  when  the 
Peress  case  arose,  for  any  other  discharge 
than  an  honorable  one.  and  that  the  De- 
partment of  Defense,  for  that  reason, 
was  changing  and  had  changed  scxne  of 
its  procedures,  so  that  such  a  case  could 
not  arise  agato.  In  fact,  it  recommended 
some  legislation,  which  the  committee 
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ze|iQrte4.«ad  vhlch  the  Ckngress  pMsed. 
designed  to  correct  and  prevent  weh 
Iwwtancfe  In  tlie  future. 

IgX  me  My  bere  that  that  was  one 
of  fbe  thiao  I  had  in  mind  the  other 
day  when  I  said  I  i^iplauded  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  for  his  efforts 
and  for  arane  dramatic  results.  I  thinlc 
one  of  the  dramatic  results  growing  out 
of  hl»  wo^  was  the  imiurovement  of 
aome  of  the  iux>cedures  of  the  Army 
in  dealing  with  cases  of  that  kind. 

Ifr.  CAPEHART.  Did  the  committee 
estataliah  the  fact  that  Goieral  Zwlcker 
and  the  Axtaj  knew  that  Peress  had  hid- 
den behind  the  fifth  amendment,  when 
he  was  asked  1^  Senator  McCaktht's 
oommittee  whether  he,  Peress.  was  or 
had  been  a  Onmmnniwt?  Did  the  select 
committee  estabUsh  the  fact  that  they 
knew  it? 

MX.  CASE.  We  did  not  estaUiah  the 
fact  that  General  Zwicker  kDew  of  his 
own  knowledge  that  Peress  was  a  so- 
called  fifth-amendment  Communist  be- 
Ime  the  McCarthy  committee.  In  that 
instance  we  relied  upon  the  testimony 
wfal^  Qeneral  Zwicker  ^ave  before  the 
Subc(»nmlttee  on  Investigations.  As 
neaxiy  as  I  zecaD — and  if  I  am  not  cor- 
rect about  this.  I  h(9e  some  other  Mem- 
ber will  correct  me — General  Zwlckor 
Indicated  he  had  read  certain  things 
In  the  newspapers  or  had  heard  certain 
things  on  the  radio,  but  that  when  it 
came  to  answering  a  question  which  in- 
v<dved  the  refiectlng  of  information 
which  was  in  the  restricted  files,  he  de- 
clined to  wswer. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Did  the  Senator 
from  Sooth  Dakota  or  the  select  com- 
mittee estabUsh  the  fact  that  Peress  did 
appear  befoare  the  so-called  McCarthy 
committee  and  did  refuse  to  answer? 

Mr.  CASE.  Oh,  we  accepted  that  I 
beUeve  that  in  the  hearings  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  will  find  a  portion  of  the 
testimony  before  the  McCartiiy  coip- 
mittee.      

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Did  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  or  his  committee 
establish  it  as  a  fact? 

Mr.  CASE.  We  accepted  it  as  a  fact, 
on  the  basis  of  the  testimony  before  the 
McCarthy  committee. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Was  the  committee 
able  to  ascertain  who  in  the  Army  or- 
dered Major  Peress  promoted  and  who 
ordoed  him  honorably  discharged? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  question  before  our 
committee  was  not  one  of  determining 
who  ordered  the  discharge  or  who  or- 
dered the  irnxnotion  or  who  prescribed 
the  regulaUoi^  under  which  the  promo- 
tion occurred.  The  matter  referred  to 
us  was  the  proiuriety  of  the  remarks  of 
the  Junior  Senator  f  nun  Wisconsin  with 
nitanaaat  to  General  Zwicker.  Our  Job 
was  not  to  redo  the  work  of  the  Sub- 
committee on  Investigations. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Did  the  Senator 
from  Soath  Dakota  make  any  effort  to 
establish  whether  General  Zwicker  did 
or  did  not  know  who  ordered  him  to  give 
Ttttm  an  honorable  discharge  or  to  pro- 
mote him;  and  did  he  know  that  of  his 
own  knowledge,  when  he  appeared  be- 
fore the  MeCarthy  committee  In  execu- 
tive aasskm? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  in 
my  hand  an  order  signed  by  R.  C;  Mc- 


Danlel,  Adjutant  General,  by  order  of 
the  Secretsuy  of  the  Army,  dated  Janu- 
ary 18. 1854,  the  subject  of  which  is,  Ee- 
lief  From  Active  Duty  and  Separation 
From  the  Service.  It  is  directed  to  the 
commanding  general.  First  Army;  and 
it  is  the  order  of  discharge  for  Major 
Peress.  It  appears  in  the  printed  rec- 
ord, at  page  454  of  part  I. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  My  question  is,  Did 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  ascer- 
tain from  General  Zwicker  who  ordered 
him  to  promote  or  to  discharge  M^or 
Peress? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  think  General  Zwicker 
submitted  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  a  copy  of  the  order,  at  the 
time. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  It  was  a  general 
order,  wtis  it  not? 

Mr.  CASK  No;  it  was  a  specific  order 
relating  to  Maj.  Irving  Peress. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  am  trying  to  find 
out — and  I  think  the  American  people 
are  vitally  interested  in  it — who  in  the 
Army  ordered  the  promotion  of  Major 
Peress  and  who  ordered  his  honorable 
discharge. 

Mr.  CASE.    It  was  someone 


Mr.  CAPEHART.  The  Zwicker  in- 
cident, as  I  understand,  is  what  started 
the  so-called  Army-McCarthy  hearings. 
Major  Peress  was,  as  I  understand,  an 
alleged  CommunLst,  and  refused  to  tes- 
tify before  the  McCarthy  committee, 
and  hid  behind  the  fifth  amendment. 
But  after  that  date  he  was  given  an 
honorable  discharge.  Who  was  it  who 
gave  It  to  him,  and  was  he  compelled  to 
give  it  to  him  under  the  law?  Was  there 
no  choice?  Was  he  compelled  to  do  it 
iinder  the  law? 

Mr.  CASK  General  Zwicker  had  no 
choice.  He  had  the  direct  order  to  iasue 
the  discharge  not  later  than  90  days 
from  receipt  of  the  order. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.     Is  it  not  a  fact- 

Mr.  CASE.  The  order  further  pro- 
vided: 

a.  Individual  or  extract  orders  will  b«  is- 
sued by  <llrection  of  tbe  President  citing  eec- 
tlon  4  (b),  PubUc  Law  84,  83d  Ck>ngresa.  as 
amended.  Relief  from  active  duty  and  dis- 
charge will  be  effective  upon  explratloa  of 
authorized  rail  travel  time  from  place  of  Rep- 
aration to  home  of  record.  Orders  directing 
issuance  of  DD  Form  214  and  DD  Form  354 A 
wUl  provide  for  payment  of  mileage  and 
lump-sum  payment  for  imused  leave. 

8.  Separation  forms  will  be  completed  and 
forwarded  via  registered  mall  to  officer  stfter 
his  separation  (SR  135-175-5) . 

4.  All  commissions  held  by  him  will  be 
terminated  on  effective  date  of  discbarge 
and  he  will  not  be  tendered  a  reappointment 
in  the  nSAR  except  by  authority  of  the  De- 
partment of  the  Army.  Two  copies  of  sepa- 
ration orders  will  be  fiirnlshed  to  the  Ad- 
jutant General,  Department  of  the  Army, 
Attention:  AOPO-SC  In  addition  to  distri- 
bution required  by  SB  310-110-1  and  SR 
135-178-5. 

6.  Officer  will  not  be  sepcu-ated  prior  to 
determination  that  he  la  physically  qualified 
for  aepaxmtion  by  your  headquarters.  A 
prompt  report  will  be  made  to  this  office  in 
the  event  action  cannot  be  taken  without 
undue  delay. 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army: 
R.  C.  McDAirax, 
Adjutant  Genertl. 

In  any  evoit.  it  was  a  superior  of  Qen- 
eral Zwlcker's,  and  I  think  General 
Zwicicer  had  no  choice  in  the  matter. 
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Mr.  CAPEHART.  He  had  no  choice 
In  the  matter.  Does  the  Senator  know 
why  he  refused  to  tell  the  McCarthy 
committee  on  that  day  who  it  was  who 
ordered  him  to  discharge  Peresis,  and 
who  it  was  who  gave  him  the  promotion? 

Mr.  CASE.  He  had  supplied  a  copy 
of  the  order  in  the  hearings. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.     Prior  to  that  time? 

Mr.  CASE.  Prior  to  the  incident  which 
occurred;  yes. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  interrupt  at  this  point? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  do  not  have  the 
floor,  but  I  should  like  to  have  this  ques- 
tion straightened  out. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  to  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  ask  the  Senator 
to  yield  only  for  the  purpose  of  answer- 
ing that  question. 

General  Zwicker  appeared  before  the 
committee.  He  was  asked  if  he  knew 
who  was  responsible  for  the  honorable 
discharge.  It  is  all  a  matter  of  record. 
He  said  "No."  He  was  asked  whether  he 
was  interested.  He  said  "No."  He  was 
asked  whether  he  tried  to  find  out  who 
was  responsible.  He  said  "No."  He  was 
asked — if  I  may  give  further  information 
on  the  subject  in  answer  to  the  question, 
because  I  have  been  very  close  to  this 
subject — whether  or  not,  if  Peress  were 
guilty  of  some  minor  misdemeanor  such 
as  stealing  a  few  dollars,  he  could  have 
held  up  his  discharge.  He  said  yes,  he 
not  only  could,  but  would.  After  cross 
examination,  he  first  denied  and  finally 
admitted  that  he  knew  that  this  man 
was  a  fifth -amendment  Communist.  I 
intend  to  go  into  that  subject  later  in 
questioning  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  First  of  all,  let  me  say  that 
according  to  my  imderstanding  of  the 
parliamentary  situation,  the  second 
amendment  to  the  resolution  is  not  pend- 
ing before  the  Senate  at  this  time.  The 
pending  question  is  the  amendment  to 
section  1  of  the  resolution,  and  that  lias 
to  do  with  the  category  of  charges  in- 
volving abuse  of  committees  or  members 

of  committees.  The  whole  Zwicker 
matter  is  involved  in  the  second  amend- 
ment. If  we  reach  that  subject  at  some 
stage  in  oiu:  deliberations.  I  think  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  will  discuss  it  in 
some  detail.  However,  lest  there  be 
some  misunderstanding  based  upon  the 
review  which  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  has  made,  and  wliich  is  im- 
plicit in  the  questions  asked  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana,  let  me  simply  say  at 
tills  time  that  I  think  the  full  story  will 
disclose  several  phases  of  the  matter; 
and  while  I  think  what  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  has  said  is  correct, 
so  far  as  it  goes,  there  are  some  other 
aspects  which  bear  upon  the  question. 
For  example — and  I  mention  only  one 
example — it  is  my  recollection  that  in 
the  testimony  of  General  Zwicker  It  de- 
veloped that  he  had  been  in  communica- 
tion with  the  First  Army  in  New  York 
and  had  indicated  that  he  was  not  enthu- 
siastic about  having  a  suspected  Com- 
munist in  his  command;  and  farther- 
more,  that  at  the  outset  of  the  whole 
matter  it  was  General  Zwicker  who  sup- 
plied an  investigator  for  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy's committee  with  the  name  of 
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Peress,  and  who  identified  the  major  who 
was  under  suspicion.  But  again,  I 
readily  concede  that  what  I  have  just 
stated  represents  only  fragments  of  the 
whole  story;  and  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. I  prefer  not  to  go  into  the  Zwick- 
er matter  in  any  detail  at  this  time.  It 
It  not  before  the  Senate,  under  the  pend- 
ing amendment. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Is  it  one  of  the 
grounds  for  censure? 

Mr.  CASE.  Let  me  Invite  the  atten- 
tion of  the  very  able  Senator  from  In- 
diana to  the  fact  that  the  Flanders  reso- 
lution as  it  is  before  the  Senate  embodies 
two  amendments  proposed  by  the  com- 
mittee. The  first  amendment,  the  one 
now  pending,  deals  with  the  alleged  de- 
rogatory remarks  with  reference  to  a 
committee  or  members  of  the  committee. 
Until  that  amendment  Is  disposed  of.  the 
second  amendment,  dealing  with  the 
Zwicker  matter,  is  not  pending. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  It  is  not  pending, 
but  I  see  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
discuss  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  That  may  be,  but  I  am  not 
prepared  to  go  into  it  in  any  detail  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  We  will  go  into  it 
later. 

I  wish  to  say  this 

The  PRESIOrNG  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  will  put  it  in  the 
form  of  a  question  if  I  must. 

Does  not  the  Senator  believe  that  the 
American  people  are  very  much  con- 
cerned about  who  it  was  who  ordered  this 
cffl:;er  honorably  discharged,  and  who  it 
was  who  gave  him  a  promotion  after  it 
had  been  definitely  established  that  he 
was  an  alleged  Communist,  and  that  he 
had  refused  before  a  committee  of  the 
United  States  Congress  to  answer  the 
question  as  to  whether  he  was  or  was 
not,  or  ever  had  been,  connected  with  a 
communistic  or^tuiization? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  that  I  am  interested,  and 
I  think  the  American  people  are 
interested. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  knew  the  able  Sen- 
ator was,  and  I  think  every  other  Sena- 
tor is  mterested  \n  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  But  I  must  remind  the 
Senator  that  that  particular  inquiry  was 
not  referred  to  our  committee.  It  is 
within  the  provuice  of  the  oommittee  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin;  and 
if  collaterally  we  can  develop  any  help- 
ful information  by  reason  of  any  in- 
quiries he  may  have  set  In  motion,  I  as- 
sure the  Senator  from  Indiana  and  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  such 
Information  as  we  may  collaterally  de- 
velop, either  as  a  committee  or  as  indi- 
vidual Senators,  will  be  made  available. 

Mr.  dS\PEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  CASK     I  yield. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  wonder  what  the 
committee  did  with  respect  to  certain 
testimony.  I  read  now  from  General 
Zwicker's  testimony,  when  he  was  asked 
about  the  matter  we  have  been  dis- 
cussing, as  to  who  ordered  the  promo- 
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Uon  and  who  ordered  the  honorable  dis- 
charge.   He  said: 

I  respectfully  decline  to  answer.  ICr.  Chair- 
man, on  the  grounds  of  the  directive.  Presi- 
dential directive,  which,  In  my  Interpreta- 
tion, wUl  not  permit  me  to  answer  that 
question. 

That  directive  was  issued  by  President 
Truman  many  months  ago.  That  was 
what  pit>mpteMl  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsm  to  make  the  statement  which 
he  made  later,  if  I  correctly  understand. 
He  was  unable  to  find  out  who  ordered 
these  things,  which  I  shall  not  repeat. 
My  question  is.  Is  the  committee  or  the 
Senate  going  to  find  out  who  ordered 
the  honorable  discharge,  and  are  we 
entitled  to  know? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  think  that  is  a  question 
which  might  well  be  pursued.  It  is  not 
a  question  which  was  within  the  respon- 
sibility of  this  committee.  The  Senator 
began  his  question  by  asking  whether 
the  committee  did  anything  about  the 
situation  in  which  General  Zwicker  de- 
clined to  answer  somettiing  because  of  a 
Presidential  directive.  My  answer  to 
that  part  of  the  question  is  "Yes";  and 
I  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to 
page  39  of  the  report,  wherein  the  com- 
mittee made  a  recommendation  under 
the  heading  of  "Conclusions."  While  it 
appears  under  category  2,  it  has  a 
broader  application  than  category  2. 
The  conclusion  to  which  I  invite  the 
Senator's  attention  reads  as  follows: 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  lead- 
ership of  the  Senate  endeavor  to  arrange  a 
meeting  of  the  chairman  and  the  ranking 
minority  members  of  the  standing  commit- 
tees of  the  Senate  with  responsible  depart- 
Diental  beads  In  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  in  an  effort  to  clarify  the  mech- 
anisms for  obtaining  such  restricted  Infor- 
mation as  Senate  committees  would  find 
helpful  in  carrying  out  their  duly  authorized 
functions  and  responslblUtles. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  have  one  other 
question,  If  the  Senator  will  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  have  stated  that  some 
other  members  of  the  select  committee 
had  much  to  do  with  certain  phases  of 
the  report.  For  the  particular  para- 
graph which  has  been  read,  I  am  willing 
to  accept  responsibility. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Members  of  the 
Senate,  as  I  stated  to  the  members  of 
the  select  committee,  I  believe  that  one 
of  the  constructive  results  that  might 
well  come  out  of  this  wholly  unhappy 
affair  is  an  improvement  In  the  mech- 
anisms by  which  the  Senate  may  obtain 
information  for  Members  of  the  Senate, 
or  for  its  committees,  or  for  the  Senate 
as  a  whole,  when  we  feel  that  such  infor- 
mation might  be  useful  in  dealing  with 
questions  upon  which  we  are  called  upon 
to  legislate. 

The  House  of  Representatives  has  one 
special  procedure  under  which  I  beUeve 
it  has  a  distinct  advantage  over  the 
Senate.  There  is  a  practice  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  providing  for  a  reso- 
lution of  inquiry  which  has  been  long 
established  in  the  tiistory  of  the  British 
House  of  Commons.  It  is  a  practice  un- 
der which  any  Member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  may  require  considera- 
tion of  a  resolution  asldng  for  specific 
information  from  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government. 


Under  the  rules  of  the  House,  as  I  re- 
call, any  Member  may  Introduce  such  a 
resolution  of  inquiry.  No  matter  how 
hiunble  a  Member  of  the  House  he  may 
be,  the  resolution  must  be  reported  back 
to  the  House  withm  7  days,  or  the  Mem- 
ber, as  a  matter  of  right  and  privilege, 
may  demand  consideration  of  it. 

The  resolution  of  inquiry  In  the  House 
of  Representatives  can  call  upon  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  to 
supply  the  Rouse  with  such  information 
as  is  consistent  with  the  security  of  the 
United  States,  and  can  spell  out  in  de- 
tail the  inf oi-mation  that  is  desired. 

While  it  is  true  that  a  majority  of  the 
House,  if  it  sees  fit  to  do  so.  can  move  to 
table  such  a  resolution,  the  fact  remains 
that  the  humblest  Member  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  may  introduce  such  a 
resolution  of  inquiry,  and  as  a  matter  of 
right  can  get  it  considered  by  that  body. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  In  a  moment  I  shall  be 
happy  to  yield. 

So  I  say  that  I  believe  one  of  the  con- 
structive results  that  may  come  out  of 
this  unhappy  situation  Is  what  I  have 
suggested,  namely,  that  the  majority 
leader  and  the  minority  leader  might  un- 
dertake to  take  some  such  step  as  is  rec- 
ommended in  the  paragraph  which  has 
been  read,  namely,  arrange  a  meeting  of 
the  chairmen  and  the  ranking  minority 
members  of  the  standing  committees  of 
the  Senate  with  the  responsible  depart- 
ment heads  in  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government,  in  an  effort  to  clarify 
and  improve  the  mechanisms  for  getting 
such  restricted  information  as  the  Sen- 
ate committees  would  find  helpful  in  car- 
rying out  their  duly  authorized  func- 
tions and  responsibilities. 

That  suggestion  was  prompted  pailly 
by  the  fact  that  during  our  consideration 
of  the  matters  before  the  committee, 
counsel  for  the  committee,  Mr.  Chadwick, 
who  perhaps  has  not  been  given  as  much 
rect^mition  for  his  fine  services  to  the 
committee  as  he  is  entitled  to  receive, 
called  the  attention  of  the  committee  to. 
the  fact  that  in  all  of  the  Presidential 
directives,  whether  they  were  directives 
issued  by  President  Truman,  or  modifica- 
tions or  changes  Issued  by  President 
Eisenhower,  there  is  provided  an  escaps 
clause,  a  procedure,  deficient  though  it 
might  be,  by  which  we  might  ask  for 

information. 

I  am  also  aware  of  the  fact  that  In 
some  of  the  matters  that  were  broustet  to 
our  attention  by  Mr.  IP^lllams,  the  very 
able  counsel  for  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  as  well  as  a  matter  upon 
which  the  Vice  President  spoke  when  he 
was  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, and  In  other  Instances  of  that 
character,  there  have  been  special  reso- 
lutions or  motions  asking  for  informa- 
tion. 

It  Is  the  feeling  of  the  committee  and 
It  is  my  feeling  Uiat  to  the  extent  these 
directives  in  themselves  provide  a  mech- 
anism for  obtaining  restricted  Informa- 
tion, they  ought  to  be  utiUxed.  How- 
ever, it  was  also  my  feeling,  and  I  be- 
lieve the  feeling  of  the  committee,  that 
existing  mechanisms  are  deficient  and 
inadequate.  Therefore  the  committee 
included   in   its   recommendations   the 
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I  thank  the  dtettnguished  Soiator  from 
T»ww^»>>  for  raising  that  point,  because 
heietofore  that  particular  matter  has  not 
been  rrfetred  to  in  otir  deliberations.  I 
am  glad  Iw  has  given  us  this  cmportu- 
nity  to  diseuas  it. 

Mr.  CAPEEMRT.  Ifr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  am  glad  to  yield  for  a 

QoestiOD* 

ICr.  CAPEEUOrr.  Did  the  oomxnlttee 
give  consideration  to  the  fact  that  this 
Indlvldiial.  Feress.  did  appear  before  the 
McCarthy  committee,  and  that  he  had 
refused  to  answer  the  question  as  to 
whether  he  was  or  was  not  a  Commu- 
nist, and  hid  behind  the  flf  tti  amend- 
ment; that  later  General  Zwidcer,  who 
discharged  Peress— at  least  General 
Zwieker  was  the  immediate  command- 
er  

Mr.  CASE.  He  was  in  command  of 
the  separation  center.  He  was  discharg- 
ing thousands. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Peress  was  then 
given  an  honorable  discharge,  and  he  was 
given  a  promotion.  Did  the  committee 
take  into  consideration  that  possibly  any 
human  being,  having  had  such  a  man 
before  him.  who  refused  to  say  whether 
he  was  or  was  not  a  Communist,  and 
then  at  a  later  date,  but  not  too  late 
a  date,  had  before  him  a  brigadier  gen- 
eral who,  when  asked  who  had  ordered 
him  to  promote  Peress  and  who  had  or- 
dered him  to  give  Peress  an  honorable 
discharge,  refused  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion, might  have  been  provoked,  or  lost 
his  temper?  Did  the  committee  take 
that  into  consideration? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  see  my  colleague  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson]  on 
his  feet.  Perhaps  he  has  a  contribution 
to  make  on  this  point. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  If  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  wDl  yield,  in  view  of  the 
questions  asked  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Indiana.  I  believe  the 
RicoBS  ought  to  be  made  clear  as  to 
General  Zwicker's  position  in  the  Peress 
case.  I  stiall  quote  from  page  507  of  the 
hearings.  General  Zwlcker  had  been  on 
the  stand  b^ore  our  committee,  under 
very  9irited  and  good  questioning  by  the 
distinguished  counsel,  Mr.  Williams.  At 
the  bottom  of  page  507  our  chairman,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
WATKnrsJ.  stated: 

Tha  CwuBMAir.  in  falmeu  to  you,  prob- 
ably w«  ougbt  to  bring  to  tbe  attention  now 
of  th«  eommltte*  this  testimony  appearing 
on  page  140: 

"Mr.  CoBM.  Mow,  General ,  woiild  you  like 
to  be  able  to  teU  ua  exactly  what  happened  In 
that  case,  and  what  steps  you  took  and 
others  took,  down  at  KUmer  to  take  action 
against  Peraaa  a  long  time  before  action  was 
finally  farced  by  the  committee? 

"Oeneral  Zwickbb.  That  Is  a  .toughie." 

ZX>  you  find  It? 

General  Zwicxn.  Tes,  sir;  I  do. 

The  Grahman.  To  continue: 

"Mr.  CoBir.  All  I  am  asking  you  now  is  if 
you  could.  If  you  were  at  liberty  to  do  so. 
would  you  like  to  be  in  a  position  to  teU  us 
that  story? 

"Oeneral  Zwxacn.  Well,  may  I  say  that 
if  I  were  in  a  position  to  do  so.  I  would  be 
perfectly  glad  to  give  the  committee  any  In- 
formation that  they  desired. 


"itr.  CSoBor.  Ton  eertalnly  feel  that  that  in- 
fomuttlon  would  not  reflect  unfavorably  on 
you;  Is  that  corect? 

"General  ZwKxxa.  Definitely  not. 

"Mr.  CoBir.  And  woiild  not  reflect  unflaTor- 
ably  on  a  number  of  other  people  at  KUmer 
and  the  First  Army? 

"Oeneral  Zwicxxa.  Definitely  not. 

"Hie  CwsniMAW.  It  would  reflect  unfktTor- 
ably  on  some  of  them,  of  course. 

"General  Zwnnua.  That  I  cant  aiiswer, 
sir.   I  dont  know."  j 

I  thought  that  ought  to  be  made  a  part 
of  tbe  RxcoKD,  to  show  the  general^  at- 
titude.       

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  should  like  to  read 
from  page  154  of  the  hearings  before  the 
Permanent  Subcommittee  on  Investiga- 
tions on  Senate  Resolution  189 : 

The  CHAntMAM —  j 

That  refers  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy] — 

The  CHAnucAK.  Have  you  tried  to  fli^  out 
who  Is  responsible?  i 

He  meant  who  was  responsible  for  or- 
dering an  honorable  discharge  for 
Peress. 

General  Zwickzr.  Who  signed  this  order? 
The  Chaikmam.    Who  was  responsllrfe  lor 
the  order? 
Oeneral  ZwicKzm.  No,  sir;  I  have  noti 
The  Chaducan.  Are  you  curious?      | 
General  Zwickzb.  Frankly,  no.  ' 

Would  that  not  provoke  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  or  any  other  Senator, 
knowing  that  this  man  Peress  was  an 
alleged  Communist  and  that  he  had  re- 
fused to  say  whether  he  was  or  wae  not 
a  Communist,  and  was  hiding  behind 
the  fifth  amendment? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  again  I 
think  we  have  taken  a  single  exchange 
out  of  a  long  story.  I  believe  that  «rhen 
the  time  comes  to  give  consideration  to 
the  Zwieker  matter.  Senators  should 
read  the  entire  exchange  in  the  Peress 
hearings,  starting  with  the  time  when  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  as  chair- 
man of  the  subcommittee,  addressed 
himself  to  John  Adams,  who  was  eoun- 
sel  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  and 
following  clear  on  through  the  testi- 
mony, in  order  to  get  the  full  story.  The 
fact  is,  as  the  Senator  from  Indiana  must 
be  aware,  there  Is  such  a  thing  as  in- 
subordination in  the  Army.  If  a  man 
in  the  Army  receives  an  order,  it  Is  not 
exactly  up  to  him  to  determine  who 
somewhere  back  up  the  line  initiated  the 
order,  and  for  the  person  who  receives 
the  order  to  be  put  in  a  position  of  fc>eing 
required  to  say  that  the  man  who  initi- 
ated the  order  ought  to  be  separated 
from  the  military  service,  places  him  di- 
rectly in  such  a  situation  that  he  would 
be  liable  to  court-martial  for  insubordi- 
nation. 

Mr,  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  want  to  yield  fully,  but 
I  hope  the  Senator  will  permit  me  to 
make  a  reasonable  amount  of  comment. 

I  have  made  my  comment. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  The  question  is.  Has 
the  Senator's  committee  or  any  commit- 
tee of  this  body  made  any  effort  to  find 
out  or  has  it  been  able  to  find  out  who 
It  was  who  ordered  this  officer  promoted 
and  given  an  honorable  discharge?  I 
am  not  being  critical  of  the  Senator  from 


South  Dakota  or  of  any  other  member  of 
the  committee. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  do  not  think  Itiat  was 
the  responsibility  of  the  committee. 
That  matter  was  not  referred  to.  But 
within  my  knowledge  the  Secretary  of 
the  Defense  Department  indieated  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  that 
it  was  the  decision  of  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  that  there  was  no  basis  on 
which  they  could  court-martial  Peress 
successfully,  and  that  led  to  the  dis- 
charge. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  In  other  words. 
they  felt  that  under  the  law  they  had  no 
choice? 

Mr.  CASE.     Under  the  applioation  of 
the  regulations  and  law   applicable  at. 
the  time  that  Peress  came  in. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  interrupt  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  do  not  have  the 
floor. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  |rield? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  section  1001  of  the 
Criminal  Code  provides  that  a  person 
who  gives  false  information  to  a  Federal 
agency,  such  as  Peress  gave,  Is  subject 
to  criminal  prosecution  and  penalty  up 
to  5  years.  Significantly,  the  regulations 
provide  that  unless  the  penalty  Is  more 
than  5  years  the  Army  loses  jurisdiction 
when  a  man  is  discharged.  That  is  one 
of  the  things  that  irritated  me  a  great 
deal.     Does  the  Senator  follow  me? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  do  follow  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Let  me  repeat,  if 
I  may.    Section  1001 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the 
Chair  may  interrupt  at  this  point,  does 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  statement? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  do.  Mr.  President,  with 
the  reservation  that  I  shall  not  lose  the 
floor.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I 
may  yie'd  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
for  that  purpose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  p>oint  out  that  section  1001  of  the 
Criminal  Code  provides  that  where  a 
man  gives  false  information,  such  as 
Peress  gave  when  he  applied  for  his 
commission,  signing  a  statement  saying 
that  he  belonged  to  no  subversive 
group 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  has  been  very  courteous 
all  along. 

Mr.  CASE.  Did  Peress  say  he  was  not 
a  member  at  the  time  when  he  applied 
for  his  commission,  or  did  he  simply  fail 
to  fill  out  all  the  answers? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  We  sent  the  gen- 
eral a  photostatic  copy  of  what  hie  signed, 
which  said  that  he  belonged  to  no  or- 
ganization which  advocated  the  over- 
throw of  this  Government  by  force  or 
violence.  We  sent  it  by  an  ageat  of  the 
New  York  police  department.  He  was 
not  a  regular  member  of  the  party,  but 
he  was  a  member  of  the  school  and  knew 
what  they  stood  for. 
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So  there  was  a  situation  where  a  man 
was  Uable  to  serve  5  years;  and  the  sig- 
nificant thing  about  the  situation  was 
that  in  a  matter  of  hours,  under  the 
Army  regulations  and  under  the  law. 
they  could  not  court-martial  him  for 
any  offense  luiless  it  involved  more  than 
5  years.  This  offense  called  for  exactly 
5  years,  lliey  could  not  court-martial 
him  after  discharge.  They  could  have 
court-martialed  him  before  discharge. 
So  we  had  the  very  unusual  situation  of 
someone  in  tfae  Army  deliberately  remov- 
ing this  man  from  the  jurisdiction  of 
court-martial  proceedings  because  of 
that  particular  law.  We  were  question- 
ing General  Zwxker  about  that.  It  is 
all  a  matter  of  record,  and  it  has  also 
been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
Watklns  committee. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  may  say 
that  I  share  with  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin a  feeling  cf  remorse  and  a  certain 
sense  of  shame  if  the  procedures  in  the 
Peress  case  camiot  be  ferreted  out  so 
that  all  that  happened  in  connection 
with  it  can  be  fully  placed  before  the 
American  people  in  due  time.  At  the 
same  time,  the  responsibility  to  ferret 
it  out  was  not  the  responsibility  of  the 
select  committee  and  the  conduct  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  with  respect  to 
Oeneral  Zwlcker  must  stand  or  fall  upon 
the  things  for  which  Oeneral  Zwlcker 
can  be  held  accountable.  There  was 
nothing  brought  to  our  attention  which 
would  indicate  that  General  Zwieker  was 
responsible  in  the  sense  of  initiating  the 
discharge  or  the  promotion. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  May  I  say  to  the 
Senator,  as  I  commence  my  questions, 
that  I  hesitate  in  questioning  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota.  I  know  that  if  I 
ask  him  any  questions,  tomorrow  morn- 
ing I  will  read  in  the  left-wing  press 
that  I  made  an  attack  upon  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota.  I  hope  all  Senators 
will  listen  to  what  is  said  here  today  and 
compare  It  with  the  reports  in  the  left- 
wing  press,  because  I  have  no  intention 
of  making  any  attack  upon  the  Senator. 
I  think  he  has  made  a  very  scholarly 
presentation.  I  disagree  with  many  of 
the  things  he  said,  but  I  think  he  is  sin- 
cere. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  before  the 
Senator  addresses  himself  to  the  ques- 
tions, I  wish  to  express  my  appreciation 
of  the  attitude  which  the  Senator  has 
just  stated.  I  do  appreciate  it,  and  I  can 
assure  him  that  any  questions  he  may 
ask  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer,  if  it  is 
withm  my  power  to  answer  them. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  have  a  series  of 
questions  which  I  think  are  extremely 
Important  to  the  Seiuite.  not  only  as  to 
1954.  but  as  to  1960.  1970.  and  1980. 
They  have  nothing  whatsoever  to  do 
with  McCaxtht.  I  think  McCasthy  is  a 
completely  insignificant  figure  in  t^** 
controversy. 

Mr.  CASE.  As  I  said  earlier.  I.  too, 
feel  that  this  matter  concerns  the  Sen- 
ate, not  only  today,  but  for  the  long 
future  which  I  believe  is  the  destiny  of 
America.  The  United  States  Senate  will 
be  in  part  what  we  make  it  by  our  delib- 
erations and  our  conduct  today.  In  that 
spirit,  which  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin has  also  indicated,  I  am  glad  to  yield 
for  questions. 


Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President.  I 
tried  to  clear  this  up  when  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  was  on  the  floor. 
We  were  unsuccessful  in  doing  that. 

I  find  on  page  30  of  the  report  the  fol- 
lowing language: 

Any  Senator  has  the  right  to  question. 
crltlclBe,  differ  from,  or  condemn  an  official 
action  of  the  body  of  which  he  la  a  member 
or  of  the  constituent  committees  which  are 
working  arms  of  the  Senate  in  proper  lan- 
guage. 

So,  in  other  words,  apparently  the 
committee  agrees  with  me  that  one  can 
criticize  the  committee. 

Mr.  CASE.    In  proper  language. 

Biffr.  MCCARTHY.  In  proper  langviage. 
If  a  committee  is  imfair.  it  is  proper 
language  to  say  it  is  unfair.  Is  tliat 
correct? 

Mr.  CASE.  Yes;  I  think  that  is  cor- 
rect. May  I  say  that  I  think  it  is  im- 
plicit, as  I  tried  to  suggest  yesterday, 
that  the  right  is  subject  to  challenge. 

Once  upon  a  time  In  my  newspaper 
experience  I  was  the  defendant  in  a  libel 
suit.  I  am  not  a  lawyer,  as  the  Senator 
knows.  If  I  learned  anything  about  the 
law.  it  was  when  about  $15,000  was  at 
stake  for  a  young,  struggling  newspaper 
man  That  was  a  lot  uf  money,  in  my 
vocabulary,  at  that  time.  But  the  one 
thing  which  was  brought  out,  that  I  have 
remembered  ever  since,  was  that  the 
truth  is  a  proper  defense  to  a  charge  of 
libeL  

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  CASE.  So  if  a  charge  or  a  state- 
mmt  should  be  against  a  committee  or 
against  a  meml)er  of  a  committee,  and 
the  charge  were  true,  certainly,  I  do  not 
think  that  censure  would  stand. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  us  not  speak 
now  of  any  present  committee  of  the 
Senate.  Let  us  assume  that  in  1965. 
there  is  a  Senate  committee  which  is 
completely  corrupt  and  completely  dis- 
honest. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  hope  there  will  then  be 
men  with  the  courage  of  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  to  stand  up  and 
say  so. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. We  are  agreed  that  if  a  commit- 
tee is  performing  improper  acts,  a  Sen- 
ator can  say  so. 

I  now  call  the  Senator's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  a  resolution  was  referred 
to  the  select  committee  on  the  question 
of  whether  McCartht  should  be  cen- 
sured. The  committee  originally  stated, 
through  the  mouth  of  the  chairman,  that 
no  recommendations  would  be  made; 
that  only  facts  would  be  found.  Later 
that  decision  was  changed,  and  there 
were  recommendations  for  censure. 

I  observe  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, the  senior  Senator  from  Utah, 
rising.  Apparently  he  disagrees  with  my 
statement.  I  think  he  should  be  ac- 
corded the  floor. 

Mr.  CASE.  Bfr.  President,  If  I  may 
do  so  without  losing  my  right  to  the 
floor.  I  think  I  should  yield  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Utah. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  never  made  such 
a  remark.    I  did  not  say  that  the  com- 


•orry;    I 
from  Utah 


mlttee  would  not  make  recranmenda- 
tions. 

Mr.     MCCARTHY.    I 
missed  what   the  Senator 
said. 

Mr.WATKINa  I  said  I  did  not  make 
any  statement  that  the  c<Mnmittee  would 
not  make  any  recommcndaticms,  I  did 
not  say  what  we  would  do  as  to  »"aMT^ 
a  report.  I  said  the  conmiittee  would 
go  along  and  make  recommendations  as 
we  determined  at  the  time. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  will  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  if  and 
When  he  takes  the  floor,  to  the  date  and 
the  page  m  the  hearings  when  he  told 
my  counsel,  when  my  counsel  was  ques- 
tioning the  Impartiality  and  prejudice  of 
the  members  of  the  committee,  that  it 
was  not  important  to  be  impartial — I 
am  not  quoting  the  Senator  verbatim, 
but  m  effect — because  the  committee  in- 
tended only  to  find  facts. 

We  are  now  getting  off  onto  a  side 
issue.  I  h(^)e  the  Senator  from  Utah 
will  take  the  floor.  He  assumed  the 
chairmanship  of  the  committee.  I  think 
that,  having  done  so.  he  hsts  aj«iiin«»d 
the  obligation  to  answer  any  questions 
which  I  might  wish  to  ask  about  this 
important  matter. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  and  I 
agree — and  apparently  the  Senator  be- 
Ueves — that  a  committee  can  be  criti- 
cized if  it  has  actually  engaged  in  im- 
proper conduct 

Mr.  CASE.  I  think  that  can  be  done. 
I  think  one  is  responsible  for  what  he 
says  about  it.  We  go  back  to  the  crucial 
question  which  was  suggested  in  the 
memorandum  brief  of  the  Senator's 
counsel,  namely.  Is  the  language  deroga- 
tory, and  does  it  tend  to  obstruct  the 
legislative  processes  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Regardless  of  how 
derogatory  it  might  be,  if  the  statement 
is  true,  the  Senator  and  I  agree  that  it 
may  be  said  and  should  be  said. 

Mr.  CASE.    I  do  agree. 

Ui.  McCarthy.  I  caU  the  Senator's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  committee 
was  acting,  in  effect,  as  a  jury,  because  it 
made  recommendations.  One  Senator, 
the  distinguished  Junior  Senatof  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Sxathxss],  has  said  that 
once  the  committee  had  made  its  recom- 
mendations, he  would  follow  those  rec- 
ommendations; that  if  the  committee 
recommended  in  my  favor,  be  would  fol- 
low that  recommendation:  that  if  the 
committee  recommended  against  me,  he 
would  follow  that  recommendatiim. 

I  call  attention  to  ttie  ruling  of  the 
Chair,  which  appears  on  page  296  of  the 
hearings.  The  Chair  ruled  that  I  could 
not  produce  any  evidence  to  justify  what 
I  had  said.  In  other  words,  I  had  made 
strong  statements  about 

(At  this  point  a  child  cried  out  in  the 
galleries.) 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  think  that  youngster  can  be  gaveled 
into  silence. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bnr- 
nxTT  in  the  chair).  The  Chair  might 
observe  that  the  occupants  of  the  gal- 
leries apparently  are  more  Interested  In 
the  human  cry  ot  a  youngster  than  they 
are  in  some  of  the  discussions  which  are 
taking  place  on  the  floor. 
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I  might  My  VbaX 
so  far  Ml  am  eoocerned.  to 
rdeome  in  the  gaOery^reKanl- 
of  how  load  he  crtea.  lltenitaBt*- 
tions  of  apfdanse  In  the  galleries.] 

Ifr.CAfllL  Mr.Fre8ideiit,Imlghtob- 
aenre,  elnee  we  are  takhilging  in  a  few 
oteaTatAolM  at  the  moment,  that  Ithtaik 
It  to  a  healttaj  thins  for  Amerlea  mat  we 
are  interestod  In  the  erlea  of  youngsters, 
ncanlfeatatloos  of  apfdause  in  the 
gallertes.] 

ICr.  MoCARTHY.  X  diaU  start  my 
qioestlonlnc  again.  The  select  committee 
has  |ifrwwm«m«to<i  that  I  be  censored, 
stathig  that  I  inroduced  no  proof  to  Jus- 
tify my  CTitieiBm  of  the  Gillette  commit- 
tee. It  win  be  noted  that  the  language 
of  the  committee  was  ra^er  strtmg.  I 
refer  to  page  29g.  in  whicfa  the  diair 
ruled  out  with  hto  garel.  the  gavel  which 
he  and  ao  often,  any  evidence  of  JusO- 
flcation.  Let  me  quote  the  language  of 
the  chairman. 

Mr.WATKINB.   At  what  page  to  that? 

ICr.  IfeCARTHY.  It  to  on  page  296. 
On  that  page  the  Chair  said  in  hto  ruling. 
Which  we  had  to  abide  by: 

TlM  only  matter  this  oommtttee  la  tnter- 
Mtad  In  te  wbctber  a  molutton  had  been 
IntroducMl  authorising  th«  tiiTeatlgatlcn^— 

That  to,  the  Benton  investigation — 

and  Moond.  was  It  tMlng  eantod  oa.  uad  did 
it  hav  Jurisdlctton? 

The  Chatr  then  continued  by  saying, 
if  Senators  win  notice  the  next  para- 
graph, that  even  if  the  Qlllette  subcom- 
mittee had  been  using  Insane  investiga- 
tors. I  oouM  not  prove  that;  I  could  not 
use  ttiat  information  as  a  ground  for 
criticising  the  subcommittee. 

I  merely  wonder  how  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota,  who  to  a  fair-minded  man. 
can  rec<mclle  the  two  positions:  First, 
our  agreemoit  that  it  to  our  duty  to  in- 
form the  Senate  if  a  ccmunittee  to  dis- 
honest I  am  not  speaking  about  any 
present  committee;  let  us  suppose  it  to  a 
committee  which  may  exist  10  years  from 
now.  Tbe  Senator  from  Soutb  Dakota 
says  it  to  our  duty  as  Senators  to  say  so. 
That  to  strong  language. 

But  when  a  Senator  has  been  called 
before  a  censure  ctnnmittee  because  he 
has  said  that  a  subcommittee  was  dis- 
honest, and  the  censure  committee  says 
to  the  Senator,  '^e  will  not  allow  you  to 
prove  that  the  subccnnmittee  was  dis- 
honest." would  the  SenatOT  from  South 
Dakota  think  that  the  Senator  who  had 
made  such  a  statement  had  had  hto  day 
in  court? 

Mr.  CASE.  First,  let  me  again  remind 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wiscmisin  ttiat 
I  have  never  studied  law;  I  am  not  a 
lawyer.  I  have  never  served  on  the 
bench,  and  have  never  ruled  on  the  ad- 
missibility of  evidence.  The  membership 
of  the  select  committee  included  three 
Senators  who  have  served  on  the  bench. 
The  distinguished  Junior  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bsvnr]  had  served 
on  the  Supreme  Court  of  hto  State;  the 
distinguished  Junior  Senator  from  Mto- 
sissippi  [Mr.  Snonns]  had  been  a  Judge; 
and  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
eonunittee  had  been  a  Judge  in  Utah; 
and  my  imderstanding  to  that  hto  rulings 
on  evidence  In  the  courts  of  Utah  had  a 


remarkabie  record  of  being  upheld  \ty  the 
Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  know  nothing 
alxnit  hto  reoonl. 

Mr.  CASE.  Under  those  citcimi- 
stances,  a  li^  member  of  the  committee 
naturally  deferred  to  the  rulings  of  the 
lawyer  members  of  the  committee  with 
reapeet  to  what  was  admissible  and  what 
was  not  admissible  under  the  n^es  of 
evidence. 

I  do  not  think  it  is  incumbent  upon  me 
to  go  into  the  technical  questions  in- 
vited in  the  admissibility  of  evidence, 
and  to  pass  any  judgment  whatsoever 
upon  the  decision  of  the  chainnan  in 
that  instance.  As  far  as  my  own  posi- 
tim  in  the  matter  is  concerned,  I  wish 
to  repeat  what  I  said  earUer  in  the  day. 
So  I  say  again  to  my  fellow  Senatois,  and 
I  say  thto  deliberately :  the  record  to  still 
open.  I  said  that  with  respect  to  the 
Hendrlckson  question.  It  is  open  also 
with  respect  to  the  Hennings  report. 
Thto  to  the  first  time  the  Senate  has  had 
that  matter  formally  before  it  for  con- 
sideration, even  though  it  is  before  It  col- 
laterally. Personally  I  should  like  to 
hear  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wiaconsin 
set  forth  hto  Justifications  for  the  utter- 
ances he  made  with  respect  to  the  Invita- 
tion to  appear  before  the  committee — 
but  I  hope  be  will  do  so  temperately. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  As  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. I  shall  be  glad  to  have  any  other 
members  of  the  committee  rise  and  an- 
swer any  of  these  questions,  because  I  am 
not  trying  to  cross-examine  the  very  able 
and  fine  Senator  from  South  Dakota.  I 
am  trying  to  bring  before  the  Senate 
what  happened.  We  now  have  the  agree- 
ment that  the  committee  has  officially 
stated  that  it  to  proper  to  criticize  a  Sen- 
ate committee  if  a  Senator  Is  justified  in 
doing  so.  We  also  have  the  ruling  of  the 
chairman  to  the  effect  that  I  coiild  not 
give  the  reasons  why  I  criticized  the  com- 
mittee. I  wtoh  to  a^  every  Member  of 
the  Senate,  every  person  in  the  giallery, 
and  the  American  people — when  I  speak 
about  the  gallery  I  speak  about  the 
American  pec^le — what  would  they  do  if 
they  found  that  a  Senate  committee  was 
calling  as  a  witness  a  man  who  the  mem- 
bers knew  was  insane,  and  who  had  been 
reported  to  them  to  be  Insane?  Here  is 
the  report,  and  it  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
chairman  of  the  committee.  This  report 
stated  that  what  this  man  had  to  say  was 
untrue,  so  as  far  as  the  committee  could 
ascertain,  but  that  he  hated  a  certain 
Senator,  and  would  make  a  good  witness 
against  him.  Luckily,  that  witness  was 
committed  to  an  institution  for  the  crim- 
inally insane  before  the  subpena  was  is- 
sued. If  one  knew  they  were  calling  that 
insane  man.  to  there  any  individual  who 
would  not  feel  that  he  was  justified  in 
using  the  strongest  language,  much 
stitmger  than  I  used,  in  criticizing  that 
committee  for  that?  We  have  thi:  facts 
before  us.  There  to  nothing  secret  about 
them.  They  are  all  here.  When  I  tried 
to  prove  those  facts,  the  chairman  of  the 
select  committee  banged  his  gavel  and 
said,  '^ou  can't  prove  them." 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  am  per- 
fectly willing  to  yield  for  a  question.  I 
do  not  think  I  should  yield,  under  the 
rule  of  yielding  for  questions,  for  the 


Junior  Senator  from  Wtoconsii]  to  make 
commento  with  respect  to  the  rulings  of 
the  chairman,  or  matters  of  that  sort. 
I  think  that  those  commenls  should 
properly  be  addressed  to  the  thalrman 
of  the  select  committee. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  chsHrman  to 
not  answering  questions. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  read  the  Rscoao  of 
yesterday.  I  had  answered  thto  ques- 
tion. It  was  gone  into  at  some  length. 
I  pointed  out  what  was  done.  I  also 
pointed  out  that  we  received  nimierous 
exhibits  in  which  the  jvmior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  criticized  the  commit- 
tee. I  think  we  received  one  in  which 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
pointed  out  thto  very  allegation  about 
the  witness  referred  to.  who  turned  out 
to  be  insane,  and  who  actually  did  not 
testify.  The  criticisms  of  the  Jimior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  were  put  into 
the  RzcoRo.  What  he  said  i|bout  the 
committee  was  one  of  hto  grounds  for  not 
appearing  before  the  committee.  He 
was  permitted  to  do  that.  Then  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  was 
asked  later  on  for  evidence  of  any  wrong- 
doing on  the  part  of  the  comndttee.  as  I 
remember  the  examination  by  com- 
mittee counsel.  One  can  pick  out  one 
little  statement 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  to 
this  a  question? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  have  asked  for  per- 
mission to  make  the  observatton  m  re- 
ply to  what  was  just  stated  by  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.  One  can  pick 
out  one  particular  statement  on  one 
particular  matter  and  find  a  ruling. 
Later,  one  will  find  that  the  objection 
disappeared,  and  the  evidence  was  re- 
ceived. There  are  numerous  ea:hibits  in 
which  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin criticized  the  committee,  and  the 
gravamen  of  the  charge  that  was 
made j 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  When  will  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  be  available 
so  that  I  may  ask  him  questions?  I  do 
not  like  to  have  a  statement  made  by 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  without 
my  being  able  to  ask  him  questions. 
Thto  to  the  heart  of  the  matto*. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  decUne  to 
yield  further  except  for  questions. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Let  me  put  thto 
question  to  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota: Does  he  not  agree  with  me  that 
the  Senator  who  took  the  responsibility 
to  preside  over  the  committee  should 
tell  me,  within  the  next  day  or  two,  be- 
fore I  must  present  my  case,  when  he 
will  stand  up  and  answer  questions?  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  from  South  Dako- 
ta will  agree  with  me  on  that? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  fear  I  am 
being  placed  in  the  same  position  that 
General  Zwicker  was.  I  am  asked  to 
comment  on  and  say  what  the  duties  of 
my  superior  are.  I  do  not  like  to  be  put 
in  that  position.  But  my  knoiwledge  of 
the  character  of  the  eminent  chairman 
of  the  committee,  the  dtotingutohed  Sen- 
ator from  Utah,  to  such  that  I  am  con- 
fident that  at  an  appropriate  time  he 
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will  make  himself  available  for  answer- 
ing additional  questions.  However,  I  am 
not  trying  to  direct  hto  course  or  pre- 
scribe what  he  shall  do.  He  himself  is 
the  judge  of  what  he  wants  to  answer. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  Rkcord  will  show  that  I  submitted 
to  nearly  an  hour  and  a  half  of  ques- 
tions yesterday.  I  am  going  to  submit 
to  questions,  and  I  shall  make  a  state- 
ment on  that  matter,  which  I  think  will 
be  enlightening,  when  I  get  around  to 
making  my  case  on  thto  question,  and 
I  hope  to  do  that  tomorrow.  There  are 
other  Senators  on  the  committee  besides 
the  Senator  from  Utah.  My  rulings  were 
upheld  by  the  entire  committee.  I  some- 
times wonder  if  I  am  on  trial  here.  I 
was  assigned  to  the  committee  to  per- 
form a  certain  task,  but  it  appears  that 
I  am  on  trial.  It  to  one  of  those  things 
that  the  Senate  and  the  committee  can 
take  judicial  notice  of — that  Senator 
McCarthy  always  tries  somebody  else 
and  never  quite  gets  around  to  himself 
being  tried.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  dislikes  to  "gavel  down"  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  but  the  Chair 
will  have  to  rule  hereafter  that,  without 
s[>eciflc  unanimous  consent,  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  may  not  yield  for 
any  statement  without  losing  the  floor. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  committee  has  found  that  a 
Senator  can  criticize  a  committee,  would 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  agree 
with  me — and  I  address  this  question  to 
all  the  members  of  the  committee  and  to 
all  Senators — that  the  Chair's  ruling, 
appearing  on  page  296  of  the  hearings, 
wherein  the  Chair  ruled  out  any  Justi- 
fication for  the  letters,  precluded  my  pre- 
senting a  case,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
recommendation  to  based  solely  upon  the 
evidence  brought  in  by  Mr.  De  Furia  and 
Mr.  Chadwick,  plus  my  personal  testi- 
mony? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the 
record  will  speak  for  itself.  There  were 
numerous  pieces  of  documentary  evi- 
dence that  were  introduced  and  received, 
including  several  letters  from  l^e  chair- 
man of  the  Gillette-Hennings  committee, 
and  the  replies  of  Senator  McCarthy 
thereto.  I  trust  that  Members  of  the 
Senate  will  read  them  and  review  the 
evidence  which  was  submitted.  I  do  not 
wtoh  to  be  in  the  position  of  second 
guessing  or  in  any  sense  modifying  the 
position  which  I  as  a  member  of  the 
committee  took  in  standing  by  the  chair- 
man as  far  as  hto  rulings  were  concerned. 

The  practice  of  the  committee  was  to 
let  the  chairman  make  the  rulings,  and 
we  did;  and  I  supported  him  in  his  rul- 
ings, and  I  do.  But  I  did  so  in  the  knowl- 
edge— and  I  have  previously  expressed 
this  here  today — that  the  record  to  still 
open,  and  I  trust  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  will  exercise  the  right  of 
a  Member  of  the  United  States  Senate  to 
present  to  the  Senate  any  material  or 
any  evidence  he  thinks  to  important  to 
the  full  presentation  of  hto  case. 

The  committee  was  not  a  trial  court. 


The  Senate  of  the  United  States  it- 
self must  pass  the  final  judgment  here; 
and,  as  I  have  indicated  by  my  state- 
ment earUer  in  the  day,  I  hope  that  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  present  here 
any  matters  he  thinks  should  be  pre- 
sented. If  they  were  not  fully  pre- 
sented during  the  hearings,  I  knew  then, 
and  so  did  other  members,  that  he  would 
have  the  fioor  of  the  United  States 
Senate. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned — and  I  trust 
that  to  evident  by  the  way  in  which  I 
yielded  to  him  yesterday  and  by  the  way 
in  which  I  have  been  yielding  this  after- 
noon— I  want  him  to  have  the  most  com- 
plete opportunity  to  present  whatever  he 
wtohes  to  present  here,  under  the  pro- 
tection of  the  free  speech  which  to  a 
heritage  of  the  United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  agree 
with  me  that  it  to  impossible  for  me  to 
call  witnesses  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  realize  that. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  For  example,  let 
me  refer  to  Poorbaugh  and  Buckley,  both 
of  whom  were  investigators  for  the  Gil- 
lette committee,  and  both  of  whom 
resigned,  saying  the  committee  was  en- 
gaging in  activities  which  were  improper. 
So  it  to  important.  I  gave  that  informa- 
tion to  the  committee,  but  the  chairman 
gaveled  it  down. 

Does  the  able  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota agree  that  I  had  no  way  on  earth  to 
present  that  testimony  before  the  com- 
mittee, although  the  Senate  appointed 
the  committee  to  do  that  work  and  to 
call  the  witnesses?  Will  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  agree  with  me  on 
that? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
implication  of  the  chairman's  niling 
which  would  have  prevented  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  from  calling  Mr. 
Poorbaugh  as  a  witness. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to 
me  for  a  question?  I  wish  to  ask  a 
question. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  wtoh  to  fintoh, 
if  I  may. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield;  and 
if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  May  I  fintoh  thto 
line  of  questioning? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  should  like  to  yield  to 
the  chairman  of  my  committee  for  a 
question,  and  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  will  indulge  me  long  enough 
to  do  that. 

Mr.  McCarthy,     very  well. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Is  it  not  correct  that 
the  statement  of  Poorbaugh  to  in  the 
record?  I  refer  to  a  press  release  he 
issued,  and  it  to  in  the  record. 

Mr.  CASE.   I  believe  it  to  in  the  record. 

Mr.  WATKINS.    Yes.  all  of  it  to  there. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  to  true,  of  course,  that 
if  Mr.  Poorbaugh  had  been  called  before 
the  committee,  he  would  have  been  sub- 
ject to  direct  examination  and  cross  ex- 
amination, and  something  further  might 
have  been  developed.  However,  I  do  not 
know  of  any  ruUng  of  the  Chair  which 
would  have  prevented  the  calling  of 
Poorbaugh  as  a  witness. 


Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  recall  now  that  at 
different  times  the  chairman  said  that 
if  the  jiuiior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
would  submit  the  names  of  witnesses  he 
wished  to  call,  we  would  give  that  mat- 
ter consideration?  I  do  not  recall  hav- 
ing the  names  of  these  two  men  sxibmit- 
ted  to  us. 

Mr.  CASE.     That  to  my  recollection. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  ask  several  other  ques- 
tions. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  to  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  for  a  question. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  said  he  was  not  aware  Of 
a  ruling  which  precluded  the  calling  of 
certain  witnesses.  If  he  will  refer  to 
his  rejKirt — and  I  have  repeated  thto  so 
often  that  I  am  afraid  it  to  getting  bore- 
some,  by  repetition 

Mr.  CASE.    What  page,  please? 

Mr.  McCarthy,  page  296,  reading 
as  follows: 

The  only  matter  tbis  committee  b  Inter- 
ested In  iB  whether  a  resolution  had  been 
introduced  authorizing  the  investigation,  and 
second,  was  It  being  carried  on,  and  did  It 
have  Jurisdiction. 

Do  we  agree  that  Mr.  Buckley,  who  re- 
signed, and  Mr.  Poorbaugh,  who  re- 
signed, accusing  the  committee  of  im- 
proper activities,  could  not  have  testified 
imder  that  ruling? 

If  one  of  the  other  members  of  the 
committee  wishes  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion, I  shall  be  glad  to  have  him  do  so. 
I  think  it  to  very  important  that  ttie 
Senate  •have  the  entire  picture  of  my 
being  precluded  from  presenting  a  case. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  was  my  understanding 
that  the  chairman  at  that  time  was  rul- 
ing on  a  proposal  to  mtnxluce  some- 
thing which  in  hto  judgment  was  re-* 
garded  as  hearsay  evidence. 

I  have  been  under  the  impression  that 
the  chair  constotently  advised  counsel 
for  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
that  if  he  wished  to  call  witnesses,  they 
would  be  subpenaed  if  a  subpena  was 
needed  to  get  their  attendance. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  committee  has 
asked  that  I  be  censured  for,  among 
other  things,  writing  a  letter  criticto- 
ing  the  Gillette  subcommittee  for  its 
attempt  to  call  a  man  who  was  com- 
mitted to  a  home  for  the  mentally  in- 
competent. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  think  that  to  putting 
In  a  conclusion  that  was  not  stated. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  That  to  in  the  com- 
mittee's report. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  would  not  say  that  the 
reconunendation  or  motion  for  censiu^ 
makes  any  citation  of  that  sort  at  all. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Oh,  yes;  the  com- 
mittee gives  the  dates  of  the  letters,  and 
that  to  one  of  the  letters.  The  commit- 
tee identifies  them. 

Let  me  ask  this  question:  Does  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  think  I 
should  be  censured 

Mr.  CASE.  Before  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  leaves  the  other 
matter,  will  he  point  out  where,  in  the 
reconunendation  of  the  conmilttee.  the 
committee  gives  the  dates  of  lettere 
which  include  the  specific  information  to 
which  he  alludes? 
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It  iB  in  the  report. 

■ad  Z  vffl  be  iMiW  to  glre  it  to  tbe 

SMMilor  from  Sooth  Dika«a. 

llr.  CA8B.    I  do  not  recantt. 

Ifr.    MoCARTBY.    Tlie    committee 

Uste  varioot  letter»— 7.  8.  or  1. 1  beUeve. 

Ijetters  ref  errliis  to  an 


in 


Mr.  McCarthy.    Yes.    Let  me  ask 

Mr.  CASE.    I  shaU  be  interested 
xeeetvtoc  the  information. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Sooth  Dakota  think  a  Senator 
should  be  censured  for  eriUdzins  a  c<ttn- 
mittee,  if  the  committee  had  in  its  hand 
a  report  such  as  the  (me  I  give  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  at  this  time, 
which  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
WATKon]  has  had? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  Presictent,  wQl 
the  Senator  from  SouUi  Dakota  yield  to 
me  for  a  questton? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Ijet  me  finish  my 
question,  please.  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  yldded  to  me.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  is  very  anxious  to  get 
on  his  feet.  He  can  do  it  after  my  ques- 
tioning, whenerer  lie  wishes  to. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  Presittent.  I  yield  only 
for  questkms. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Senator  yield- 
ed to  me,  and  I  should  Uke  to  finish  my 
questloos. 

ISx.  CASE.  I  yielded  only  for  a  ques- 
tion, not  for  a  comment  or  for  indulging 
in  peraonalitiee. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Very  well;  let  me 
ask  my  question:  Does  the  Senator  from 
South  Dalcota  fetil  that  a  Senatcn  should 
be  censured  for  criticising  a  committee 
which  proposed  to  call  a  witness,  after 
its  staff  bad  reported  that  the  witness* 
testimony  was  contradictory  and  uncor- 
roborated, that  he  had  a  great  hatred 
for  the  one  whom  we  shall  call  the  de- 
fendant in  the  case;  that  thereafter  the 
committee  issued  a  sulipena.  and  that 
the  only  reason  why  the  man  was  not 
called  as  a  witness  was  that.he  was  com- 
mitted? Does  the  Senator  fnxn  South 
Dalcota  think  a  Senator  would  be  Justi- 
fied in  writing  a  letter  of  criticism  in  a 
case  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  CASE.  Of  course,  Mr.  President, 
in  the  question  of  the  Junior  Smator 
from  Wisconsin.  I  think  there  are  sev- 
eral assumptions  which  are  not  actually 
based  on  evidence  before  the  Senate  at 
this  time,  and  which  do  not  necessarily 
come  within  my  knowledge. 

The  photostatic  material  the  Junior 
Senates  from  Wisconsin  presented  to 
me  malces  some  references  to  a  certain 
Individual  who  was  a  manufacturer  of 
housing  and  a  competitor  of  Lustron. 
This  document— whatever  it  may  be  and 
whatever  its  idehtlflcation  may  be — indi- 
cates that  this  particular  individual  had 
&  bitter  hatred  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCasthtI.  and 
was  mentally  unstable. 

Of  course,  the  Lustron  matter  was  one 
of  the  Items  dted  among  the  several 
charges  which  were  referred  to  our  com- 
mittee, but  it  was  also  1  of  the  33  we 
excluded:  we  did  not  go  Into  the  Lustnm 
matter.  We  eliminated  it.  We  did  not 
fed  that  any  evidence  which  came  be- 
fore the  committee  indicated  a  basis  for 


in  oonnecUon  with  the  Lustron 

matter.  

Mr.  McCarthy.    This  has  to  do  with 
an  alleged  cntP  game.  { 


Mr. CASE.    Alllknowis 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Well,  the  Senator 
from  Soutb  Dakota  can  see.  from  Head- 
ing it,  that  it  has  to  do  with  an  alleged 
crap  game. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  has  something  on  it 
about  the  Lustron  affair.  I  do  not  know 
any  more  than  that  about  it.  I  did  not 
read  every  word  on  the  document 
handed  me.  In  any  event.  I  want  to 
answer  the  question  of  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  as  directly  as  pos- 
sible. 

I  certainly  feel  that  the  Senator  has 
the  right  to  present  to  the  Senate  angr  in- 
formation or  evidence  he  may  have. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  That  was  not  my 
question. 

Mr.  CASE.  He  has  the  right  to  pre- 
sent to  the  Senate  anything  which  would 
deal  with  the  character  of  the  matter 
covered  by  the  Hennings  committee. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  That  was  not  my 
question.  The  question  was  whether  or 
not  the  Senator  feels  that  &  Setiator 
would  be  Justified  in  criticizing  a  com- 
mittee which  would  call  a  witness  of  this 
character,  knowing  that  he  was  men- 
tally unstable.  In  other  words,  was  I 
Justified  in  criticizing  the  committee? 
In  the  report  it  is  stated  that  one  may 
criticize  a  committee.  i 

Mr.  CASE.    Yes.  \ 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  do  not  wish  to 
pursue  the  question  any  further.  If  the 
Senator  will  answer  it.  well  and  good.  If 
not,  we  will  drop  the  matter. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  wish  to  make  a  direct 
answer.  My  answer  is  that  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  witness  was  received 
by  the  Hennings  committee  or  the  Gil- 
lette committee,  or  that  any  reliance 
whatsoever  was  placed  upon  any  testi- 
mony he  offered,  if  he  did  actually  offer 
It.  Whether  or  not  he  was  called  would 
be  relatively  immaterial.  One  of  the 
charges  referred  to  the  committee  was 
that  the  Jvmior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
had  issued  verbal  subpenas.  or  had  sug- 
gested that  he  was  going  to  subpena  cer- 
tain individuals,  and  the  allegation  was 
made  that  that  was  embarrassing  to 
them  because  he  did  not  follow  up  and 
call  them.  The  committee  regarded  that 
charge  as  irrelevant  and  immaterial. 
We  did  not  feel  that  because  the  chair- 
man of  a  committee  subpenaed  certain 
witnesses,  or  announced  that  he  was  go- 
ing to  subpena  certain  witnesses,  he  had 
to  follow  through  and  receive  those  wit- 
nesses, or,  even  if  he  did  receive  them, 
pay  any  great  attention  to  their  evidence 
or  testimony  if  upon  examination  It  did 
not  seem  worthy  of  consideration.  We 
saw  no  basis  for  censure  in  such  a  charge. 
Mr.  McCarthy,  if  a  committee  were 
engaged  in  illegal  activities,  in  vlokiting 
the  Federal  law,  would  the  Senator  feel 
that  a  Senator  would  be  Justified  in  criti- 
cizing that  committee? 

Mr.  CASK  I  do;  and  I  feel  that  If  the 
Senator  has  evidence  showing  that  the 
committee  which  he  criticized  was  oper- 
ating illegally,  that  Is  a  proper  thing  for 

the 


Mr.  McCarthy,  cannot  the  iSenator 
and  I  agree — and  he  has  been  very  frank 
most  of  the  day.  and  I  am  not  trying  to 
cross-examine  him — that  there  1$  no  way 
on  God's  earth  that  I  can  bring  witnesses 
before  the  Senate?  The  place  where  the 
witnesses  should  have  been  heard  was 
before  the  Watkins  committee;  amd  Sen- 
ator Watkins  refuses  to  tell  us  now  why 
he  gaveled  us  down  and  refused  to  let 
those  witnesses  come  before  the  com- 
mittee. So  I  ask  the  Senator  this  ques- 
tion :  If  it  should  appear  that  a  commit- 
tee was  engaged  in  illegal  activity,  does 
the  Senator  believe  that  a  Senator  would 
be  justified  in  criticizing  that  coimnittee? 
Mr.  CASK  I  think  he  would  be  Justi- 
fied in  raising  the  question;  and  If  in  the 
instance  before  us  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  has  evidence  that  Uie 
committee  which  he  criticized  was  en- 
gaging in  illegal  activities,  I  think  it  is 
pro[)er  for  him  to  present  the  outline  of 
the  evidence  to  the  Senate.  I  think  that 
would  undoubtedly  develop  some  re- 
sponse from  members  of  the  committee, 
and  the  issue  could  be  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  Senate. 

Furthermore,  even  though  I  think  the 
Senator  did  have  the  opportunity  to  ask 
for  the  subpenaing  of  witnessesv  had  he 
wanted  them,  if  now  he  feels  that  there 
are  certain  Individuals  who  have  infor- 
mation or  competent  testimony  or  evi- 
dence which  ought  to  be  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  Senate,  it  would  be  pos- 
sible for  such  evidence  to  be  developed 
by  affidavits  which  could  be  retid  before 
the  Senate.  Of  course,  they  would  be 
subject  to  whatever  challenge  or  com- 
ment the  contents  might  suggest  to  any 
Member  of  the  Senate. 

Furthermore,  if  by  reason  of  hia  out- 
line of  evidence  with  respect  to  Which  he 
felt  he  had  been  deprived  of  the  opptn*- 
tunity  of  introducing  it  in  any  way,  cer- 
tain facts  were  outlined  to  the  Senate, 
and  the  Senate  so  desired,  it  coUld  either 
accept  such  outline  as  a  reason  for  de- 
ferring action  upon  the  pending  amend- 
ment to  the  resolution,  or  it  could  take 
whatever  steps  it  thought  necessary  to 
obtain  such  evidence.  Speaking  for  my- 
self— and  I  think  also  for  all  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate — we  do  not  want  to 
do  an  injustice  to  anyone,  and  particu- 
larly to  a  Member  of  this  body,  under 
these  circumstances. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Senator  and  I 
agree  that  if  a  committee  were  violating 
the  Federal  law  it  would  not  be  favpropet 
to  criticize  that  cormnittee  for  vlolatinflr 
the  law. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  would  not.  If  the 
charge  of  vlolaticxi  of  law  could  be  sus- 
tained, it  would  not  be  improptf . 

Mr,  McCarthy.  For  the  Senator's 
own  information,  so  that  he  may  have 
the  facts  before  him  when  he  votes,  I 

should  like  to  show  him 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  examine  this  document  How- 
ever  

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  should  like  to 
show  the  Senator  what  his  cdmmittee 
had  before  it  If  tUs  is  what  the  com- 
mittee ' 


him  to 
Senate. 


bring  to  the  attention  o 


The  PRESIDINO  OPPTOm.  The 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  declines  to 
yield  for  anything  but  a  question. 
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Mr.  McCarthy,  very  well.  I  ask 
this  question:  Does  the  Senator  luiow 
that  item  78  of  the  Items  subpenaed  by 
the  Watkins  committee  showed  that  the 
Gillette  committee,  which  I  criticized — 
and  the  select  committee  asks  that  I  be 
censured  for  criticizing  it — was  engaged, 
during  the  campaign  of  1952 — which  was 
about  17  months  after  the  Investigation 
was  started — in  having  a  mail  cover  not 
only  on  my  mail,  but  on  the  homes  of 
three  of  the  members  of  the  staff?  Item 
No.  78  was  subpenaed  by  Senator  Wat- 
kins and  was  before  him.  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  knew  that  or  not.  or  whether  it 
was  kept  secret  from  him? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  did  not  have  any  knowledge  of 
the  thing  to  which  the  Senator  refers, 
but  I  ask  him  whether  he  is  referring  to 
item  72  in  the  report,  or  in  the  hearings 
before  our  committee. 
Mr.  McCarthy,  it  is  item  78. 
Mr.  CASE.  Is  the  Senator  referring  to 
item  78  in  the  report  of  the  Hennings 

Committee?    

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  am  referring  to  a 
list  of  the  materials  subpenaed  by  Sena- 
tor Watkins  from  the  Gillette  committee. 
Item  No.  78  consists  of  letters  written  by 
the  Gillette  committee,  providing  for  a 
mail  cover,  which  is  strictly  illegal  under 
the  Federal  law.  That  Item  was  before 
the  select  committee.  That  was  kept 
secret  from  us,  and  I  assume  it  was  kept 
secret  from  many  members  of  the  com- 
mittee. I  do  not  think  the  Senator  knew 
of  that  mail  cover.  I  do  not  believe  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Caslson]  or 
other  members  of  the  committee  knew 
of  the  mail  cover.  I  believe  that  if  the 
Senator  knew  of  that  Illegal  activity  he 
would  have  felt  that  I  was  Justified  in 
criticizing  that  committee.  I  ask  the 
Senator  this  question :  If  he  knew  of  that 
illegal  activity,  would  he  have  felt  tl^at  I 
was  justified  in  criticizing  that  commit- 
tee, and  not  coming  before  it  unless 
ordered  to  do  so? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President  I  have  pre- 
viously said  that  I  did  not  feel  that  a 
recommendation  of  censure  would  stand 
upon  legal  grounds  if  it  were  poised  upon 
the  question  of  adequate  notice  and  re- 
quest to  come  before  the  Hennings 
committee.  I  said  that  I  thought  it 
would  have  to  stand  or  fall  up(m  whether 
or  not  derogatory  language  tending  to 
obstruct  legislative  processes  was  used 
in  connection  with  the  official  conduct 
of  that  committee.  All  I  know  about 
the  matter  to  which  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wiscc«isln  has  alluded  Is  what  he 
has  Just  said.  Frankly,  I  do  not  even 
know  what  a  "mail  cover"  is.  The  sub- 
ject was  not  brought  to  my  attention. 
I  am  unawfire  of  it  in  any  respect,  except 
for  what  the  Senator  has  said  here  ^lis 
afternoon. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  jrield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  the  Senator 
know  whether  that  matter  was  ever 
called  to  the  attention  of  the  members 
of  the  committee? 

Mr.  CASE.  Not  that  I  recall,  either 
by  reason  oi  any  work  of  our  staff,  or  any 


comment   or   request   of    Senator   Mc- 
Cabtht  or  his  coimsel. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  the  Senator 
know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  a  subpena 
was  issued  for  the  entire  record  so  that 
we  could  have  it  available  if  we  needed 
it  for  reference? 

Mr.  CASE.  That  is  my  imderstand- 
ing.  I  understand  that  the  committee 
asked  for  certain  records  so  that  if  they 
were  needed  for  reference  they  would  be 
available. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Etoes  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  know  it  to  be  a  fact 
that  in  effect,  we  said  that  there  were 
certain  things  which  the  committee  had 
done,  with  respect  to  the  manner  in 
which  It  operated,  which  were  matters 
for  the  committee  to  give  consideration 
to? 

Mr.  CASE.     Yes. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  And  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin himself  to  come  before  the  commit- 
tee and  cooperate  with  respect  to  those 
matters,  rather  than  for  us  to  try  the 
entire  case  all  over  again? 

Mr.  CASE.  Previously  in  my  remarks 
on  two  or  three  occasions  I  have  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  it  was  not  our 
duty  to  evaluate  the  evidence  considered 
by  the  Hennings  committee  or  the 
Gillette  cc«nmittee. 

The  subject  before  that  committee 
was  not  a  subject  before  our  commit- 
tee. It  was  not  our  function  to  rehear 
or  evaluate  the  Issues  before  that  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  chief  purpose  for  admitting  the  tes- 
timony at  all  was  to  learn  whether  there 
were  serious  matters  which  that  com- 
mittee was  considering  which  should  re- 
quire the  attention  of  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  CASE.  At  least  that  was  the  gen- 
eral opinion  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  In  other  words,  we 
were  not  trying  the  entire  case.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  CASE.  We  were  not  trying  the 
Benton  resolution. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wUl  say  to  the 
Senator  that  when  he  has  concluded  his 
statement,  it  will  be  my  Intention  to 
move  to  recess  the  Senate  until  tomor- 
row. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  have  concluded  the 
statement  I  wished  to  make  at  the  pres- 
ent time.  I  am  afraid  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  did  not  quite  get  the 
infiection  in  my  voice  when  I  said  I  was 
happy  to  yield  to  him.  I  meant  that 
I  yielded  the  floor. 


ANNOUNCEMENT  WITH  RESPECT  TO 
RECESS  AND  SATURDAY  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  be- 
fore Senators  leave  the  Chamber.  I 
should  like  to  state  that  it  is  my  in- 
tention shortly  to  move  that  the  Sen- 
ate recess  until  11  o'clock  tomorrow 
morning.  As  previously  announced,  the 
Senate  will  not  be  in  session  on  Satur- 
day. I  make  the  annovmc«nent  so  that 
Senators  may  be  advised  of  that  fact. 


MASS    NATURALIZATION    CEREMO« 
NIE8  ON  VE^'ERANS'  DAY 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  as 
chairman  of  the  Immigration  and  Nat- 
uralization Subcommittee  of  the  Senate 
Judiciary  Committee.  I  desire  to  take 
official  notice  of  the  mass  naturalization 
ceremonies  that  are  being  conducted 
throughout  the  land  today  as  a  feature 
of  Veterans'  Day. 

These  new  citizens  are  to  be  commend- 
ed for  maldng  the  effort  reqiilred  to 
complete  requirements  for  citizenship  in 
this  great  country,  and  I  hope  that  each 
of  them  will  always  value  his  new  na- 
tional allegiance  as  a  privilege  and  an 
opportunity  and  that  each  will  conduct 
himself  as  a  loyal  and  deserving  Amer- 
ican, ever  faithful  to  Uie  duties  and 
responsibilities  of  citizenship. 

The  mass  naturalization  ceremonies 
will  remind  people  that  this  coimtry  still 
opens  its  doors  to  many  people  from 
other  lands. 

Ehiring  the  past  13scal  year  the  United 
States  admitted  208,177  immigrants,  and 
administered  the  oath  of  citizenship  to 
88,393  persons. 

Without  extending  these  remarks,  I 
also  would  like  to  point  out  that  12,797 
visas  have  been  issued  under  the  refugee 
relief  program  and  32,940  applications 
are  In  process.  This  program  will  con- 
tinue to  be  expedited  until  the  full  214,- 
000  admissions  authorized  under  the 
refugee-relief  program  have  been  com- 
pleted. These  admissions  are  in  excess 
of  the  regular  immigration  quotas  imder 
our  immigration  laws. 

It  is  fitting  that  these  patriotic  cere- 
monies are  conducted  as  a  feature  of 
Veterans'  Day.  Many  of  our  veterans 
obtained  wives  while  on  military  duty  in 
foreign  lands.  Others  adopted  fweign- 
bom  children  or  encouraged  foreign 
families  to  come  to  this  coimtry  and  es- 
tablish residence  here.  And  all  of  them 
participated  in  our  great  military  efforts 
to  keep  this  covmtry  free  and  to  help 
maintain  America's  international  repu- 
tation that  makes  so  many  people  in  the 
world  desire  to  come  here  to  live. 

Hence  In  commending  the  new  citi- 
zens, I  also  commend  America's  veterans 
who  contributed  so  much  to  malring  that 
citizenship  so  valuable  to  us  9M, 


THE  CASE  OP  JOHN  PATON  DA  VIES 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President  on  the 
evening  of  November  8  the  distinguished 
commentator  Eric  Sevareid  broadcast 
over  CBS  radio  an  aiwreciation  of  the 
character,  the  strength,  and  the  re- 
sourcefulness of  Mr.  J(^m  Paton  Davies. 
Bfr.  Sevareid 's  broadcast  was  a  sincere, 
moving,  and  very  convincing  statementi 
which  I  shall  now  read: 

Good  evening.  Sometimes,  to  add  to  th« 
meaning  of  the  headlines,  a  reportor  must 
be  personal.  Eleven  years' ago  I  was  a  war 
coirespondent,  flying  toward  China  over  the 
infamous  "Hump."  There  came  a  terrifying 
moment  when  the  passengers,  mostly  OT%, 
stood  near  the  door,  trying  to  snimmon  the 
courage  to  baU  out  of  the  crippled  plane. 
PreclouK  moments  passed.  Then  1  of  ttas  t 
clvillane  aboard,  the  diplomat  who  clut^^ 
a  dl8pat<:h  case  to  his  chest,  gave  us  a  wry 
smile  and  leaped  out.    His  action  broke  th* 
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V*  an  fdlowad:  and  aU  of  m.  but 
<nw.  ■wilwid. 

la  Vtm  wadBi  tb*t  f  oDoired.  we  were  nerer 
•BtlnAy  BOM  w»  itonkl  gat  out  of  tlioaa  Jon- 
^  aBOmttatna;  In  audi  etreamatanoM  men 
lean  tralj  to^now  ooa  anotlur,  vbo  la  vaak; 
wbo  Is  afiaki:  wbo  la  Impetuoua.  and  who  la 
atrooc  and  calm,  and  prudent.  As  Ute  time 
psisnil.  tbm  on  and  I  began  to  recognlae 
tha  etTlUaB  with  the  carefully  guarded  dls- 
patdi  eaaa  aa  one  aaumg  us  with  a  calm  and 
natural  courage,  as  one  wbo  would  never 
panle.  wtto  never  complained.  He  was  tbe 
one  we  cboae.  Xor  oonunonsenae  and  discre- 
tion, to  deal  wltb  tiM  toucby  and  dangoous 
M«g»  taeadhuntan.  our  undecided  hoati. 
Moatly  we  feared  Japaneae  patrols,  and  a  day 
came  wben  we  beard  tbat  tbere  waa  a  Jap 
patitri  not  far  away.  Tbe  colonel  In  charge 
gave  Oideis  tbat  we  three  etTlllans.  In  case 
of  attadk.  wen  to  take  our  guns  and  try  to 
MG^>«,  whUe  tba  aokllert  remained  to  fight. 
It  waa  tbe  diplomat  wbo  said.  "In  tbe  flrst 
place,  this  would  be  dishonorable.  In  the 
setmag  plaee,  we'd  never  get  out."  Fortu- 
nately, there  was  no  attack. 

Tbere  waa,  however,  a  long  and  painful 
bike  In  nln  and  heat  for  all  <tf  ui.  Then 

were  momenta  wben  another  step  seemed 
(lulte  Impossible.  In  such  moments.  It  was 
generally  tbe  d^ilomat  wbo  would  ^ng  out 
with  something  like  "Onward  and  upward 
with  the  arts,"  and  we  would  latigh  and  gasp 
•ndkMponeUmbinf.  I  began  to  faint  with 
beat  and  thirst  on  one  suSoeatlng  slope; 
tbe  man  who  left  his  half  i^nt  of  water  with 
ma — aU  be  had — was,  of  course,  the  diplomat. 

After  we  emerged  Into  India  and  tbe  mili- 
tary reports  were  In.  tbere  waa  a  move  In 
the  Air  Ftaree  to  deoOTate  our  diplomat  for 
hla  outstanding  personal  conduct.  I  do  not 
know  If  he  ever  received  tbe  decoration.  But 
none*  or  ua  In  tbat  strange  party.  I  think. 
wo«iId  have  disputed  the  choice.  Wot  I 
thought  then,  as  I  think  now,  that  If  ever 
again  I  were  in  deep  trouble,  the  man  I 
WDtQd  want  to  be  with  would  be  this  particu- 
lar man.  I  have  known  a  great  number  of 
aaea  around  the  world,  under  all  manner  of 
drcumatanee.  I  have  known  none  who 
eecoaed  more  the  whole  man;  none  more  fln- 
labed  a  dvlllaed  product.  In  all  that  a  man 
ahould  be — ^In  modesty  and  thoughtfulness. 
In  resourcefulness  and  steady  strength  of 
Character. 

The  name  of  this  man  Is  John  Paton 
Davles.  He  Is  the  man  Secretary  of  State 
Dulles,  on  tbe  recommendation  of  a  6-man 
board,  has  Just  broken  on  the  wheel  of  offi- 
cial disgrace.  The  Foreign  Service  ofllcer 
ritiinilssiid,  S  years  short  of  retirement  and 
pension,  after  giving  28  years  of  his  life — and 
almost  Ufe  itself— in  the  arduous  service  of 
his  government.  Eight  Urnea  he  waa  Investi- 
gated; eight  times  he  was  cleared..  One  by 
one  the  poUUcally  inqtlrad  charges  of  com- 
munism or  disloyalty  or  perjury  were 
dropped;  tbe  ninth  board  came  up  with 
efwnethlng  new.  called  defects  of  character. 
Mr.  Davlea  la  not,  concluded  the  board  and 
Ifr.  I>aUea.  of  sufficient  Judgment,  discretion. 
and  rrilablUty. 

Soflkdent.  one  may  ask,  unto  what?  Their 
test  can  only  have  been  of  supernatural  de- 
algn.  I  saw  their  victim  meaaured  against 
tbe  moat  aevere  tests  that  mortal  man  can 
daalgn.  Those,  he  passed.  At  the  head  of 
the  class. 


RECESS  TO  11  O'CLOCK  A.  M. 
TOMORROW 

llr.  B3TOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Sesoate  stand  in  recess  un- 
til 11  o'dodc  toiiMvrow  mamiDg. 

Tlie  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5 
o'elotA  and  39  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  tomorrow.  Friday,  No- 
vember 12, 1954,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


SENATE  I 

Friday,  November  12, 19r>4 

ILei/itiiatiDe  day  of  Wednesday.  N^em- 
l>erl0.1954) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  am.. 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D.,  offered  the  folk>wlng 
prayer: 

O  God  who,  though  all  else  fades,  re- 
mainest  the  same.  Thou  who  leavest  us 
never,  even  when  we  leave  Thee,  and 
whose  tender  mercy  is  over  all  Thy 
works:  We  come  at  the  beginning  of  yet 
another  day  praying  for  strength  for  our 
burdens,  wisdom  for  our  responsibilities, 
insight  for  our  times,  and  faith  enough 
to  remove  mountains  that  loom  frown- 
ingly  before  us. 

We  thank  Thee  for  America,  which 
still  stands  before  the  oppressed  any- 
where and  everywhere  as  the  symbol  of 
the  morning  radiance  of  a  joyous  hope. 
For  all  afar  off  who  sigh  for  liberty,  for 
all  lovers  of  the  common  people  who 
sta'iye  to  break  their  shacl^es,  for  a^l  who 
dare  to  believe  in  democracy  and  the 
kingdom  of  Clod's  love,  make  Thou  our 
great  commonwealth  once  more  a  flam- 
ing beacon  light  and  a  guide  on  the  path 
which  leads  to  the  perfect  union  of  law 
and  liberty.  We  ask  it  in  the  degr  Re- 
deemer's name.    Amen. 
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Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  annoimce 
that  the  Senator  from  Maryland  IMr. 
Butler  1.  the  Senator  from  Ordgon  [Mr. 
Cordon],  and  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  MiLLiKiN]  are  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Buixxl,  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  DaiIizlI,  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  LoncI,  and 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr,  Robkht- 
son]  are  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  IMr. 
George!  and  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa [Mr.  Kerr]  are  necessarily  at>sent. 

The  Senator  from  Massachufetts  [Mr. 

KennedtI  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
SmathersI  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  ofiBcial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [lit.  Moksi] 
is  necessarily  absent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum 
is  present. 

Routine  business  is  now  in  order. 


On  request  of  Mr.  Knowland,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thurs- 
day, November  11.  1954,  was  dispensed 
with.  j 

ORDER   FOR  TRANSACTION  OP 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  immediately 
following  the  quorum  call  there  may  be 
the  customary  morning  hour  for  the 
transaction  of  routine  business,  under 
the  usual  2-minute  limitatioKi  on 
speeches. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names:  i 


MEMORIALS 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before 
the  Senate  memorials  from  suhdry  citi- 
zens and  organizations  of  the  United 
States,  remonstrating  against  the  cen* 
sure  of  Senator  McCakthy,  which  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 


CIVIL  DETENSE— RESOLUTION  OF 
NATIONAL  ASSOCIATION  OP  STATE 
CIVIL  DEFENSE  DIRECTORS.  CHI- 
CAGO. ILL 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  yesterday, 
the  Nation  observed  its  flrst  Veterans* 
Day.  November  11.  On  this  occasion, 
formerly  known  as  Armistice  Day.  we 
honored  the  heroes  of  America's  con- 
flicts, and  we  rededicated  ourselves  to  the 
defense  of  our  beloved  country  for  which 
they  fought  and  for  which  so  many  of 
them  died. 

It  is  essential — on  365  days  of  tbe 
year — that  we  fulfill  the  age-old  admoni- 
tion of  the  founders  of  our  country  that 
"eternal  vigilance"  is  the  price  of  liberty. 

We  must  be  wary  of  worae  Peail 
Harbors  than  the  tragedy  which  we  ex- 
perienced on  December^,  1941, 

We  must  be  wary  of  dangerous  Soviet 
propaganda  in  which  they  attempt  to  lull 
the  Western  World  to  sleep. 

In  this  connection,  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant needs  of  our  land  is  for 
strengthened  civil  defense.  In  turn,  one 
of  the  most  critical  phases  of  this  prob- 
lem is  protection  against  radiological 
hazards. 

I  have  been  pleased  to  reoeive  from 
Maj.  Gen.  Ralph  J.  Olson,  adjutant  gen- 
eral of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  and  direc- 
tor of  civil  defense,  an  Importeint  resolu- 
tion which  had  been  adopted  at  the  most 
recent  meeting  of  the  National  Associa- 
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tion  of  State  Civil  Defense  Directors  In 
Chicago  urging  important  Federal  steps 
In  co(^?eration  with  the  States  against 
this  radiol<«lcal  danger. 

I  present  the  resolution  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  be  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  Rbcorb. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RscoRD,  as  follows: 

Considering  the  grave  Impllcstlons  to  tbe 
entire  Nation  In  tbe  recent  pronounoemente 
Of  the  Department  of  Defense  relative  to  the 
danger  of  contamination  cauaed  by  fall-out 
of  radioactive  materials  resulting  from  the 
employment  of  the  more  modem  atomic  and 
thermonucletir  weapons; 

ConBlderlnij.  further,  the  unknown  be- 
havior pattern  of  fall-out  of  radioactive  ma- 
terials from  thermonuclear  weapons; 

Conslderlnf,  further,  the  grave  poesibUlty 
that  in  tlie  event  of  an  enemy  attack,  the 
entire  country  will  have  to  be  prepared  to 
cope  with  fall-oat  of  radioactive  materials, 
and  that  every  area  within  the  Nation  may 
have  to  be  surveyed  with  detection  and 

measuring  instruments  to  determine  the 
existence  and  extent  of  radiation  contami- 
nation; 

Considering,  fiirther,  that  exposure  to  ra- 
diation contamination  Is  injurlotu  to  llfe^ 
ranging  from  various  degrees  of  disability 
to  death — and  that  this  haaard  can  be  cir- 
cumvented only  by  avoiding  contaminated 
areas; 

Considering,  further,  that  although  train- 
ing and  preparation  wUl  be  Invaluable,  the 
actual  carrying  out  of  the  training  |»t>oe- 
dures  and  techniques.  In  the  event  of  attack. 
wiU  be  rendered  Ineffective  and  impotent 
without  the  availability  of  Instruments; 

Considering,  fiulher.  that  the  instrumen- 
tation needed  by  the  dvU  defense  radio- 
logical services  Is  entirely  a  war  measure  and 
Is  properly  tbe  responsibility  of  the  Federal 
Government; 

Conaldering.  further,  that,  uiider  wTigtiwg 
Federal  law,  responsibility  for  clvU  defense 
operations  Is  vested  prlmarUy  In  the  Indi- 
vidual States,  but  that  tbe  States  cannot 
effectively  carry  out  their  obligation  of  deal- 
ing with  radiological  hasards  without  the 
aid  and  support  of  the  Federal  Oovenunent 
for  acquiring  radiation  detection  and  meas- 
urement instruments — a  field  in  which  the 
Interest  of  the  Federal  Oovemment  Is  para- 
mount: Be  It,  therefore, 

JResoZoed,  That  the  Federal  Ooverment  be 
requested  and  urged — 

(a)  TO  expedite  the  necessary  experimen- 
tation which  would  produce  effective  high 
scale  Instruments  for  the  civil  defense  radio- 
logical services  at  the  Individual  States;  and 

(b)  to  purchase  and  make  avaUable  to 
each  State,  as  soon  as  possible,  an  adequate 
number  of  such  operational  Instruments  of 
all  types  required  properly  to  safeguard  the 
health  and  wetfsjv  of  the  people  from  dan- 
gerous exposure  to  radiation  should  an 
enemy  attack;  t>e  It  further 

Xesolpetf.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
forwarded  to  all  Members  of  CoDgresa  and 
Federal  ClvU  Defense  Administration. 


eonslats  of  myself,  tbaixmaxL,  the  Sensi- 
tor  from  New  Jersey  [lir.  HainMtxcxs<Ni], 
and  tbe  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
KarAVYaL  The  nominations  are  as  fol- 
lows: 

John  Marshall  Harlan,  of  the  State  of 
New  York,  to  be  Associate  Justice  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  vice 
Robert  H.  Jackson,  deceased. 

Walter  M.  BasUan.  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  be  United  States  circuit 
Judge  for  the  District  of  Columbia  cir- 
cuit, to  which  olSce  he  was  appointed 
during  the  last  recess  of  the  Senate. 

Lamar  Cecil,  of  Texas,  to  be  United 
States  district  judge  for  the  eastern  dis- 
trict of  Texas,  to  which  ofBce  he  wais  ap- 
pointed during  the  last  recess  of  the 
Senate. 

Joseph  Charles  McGarraghy,  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  be  United  States 
district  Judge  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, vice  Walter  M.  Bastlan.  elevated. 

Phil  M.  McNagny,  Jr.,  of  Indiana,  to 
be  United  States  attorney  for  the  north- 
em  district  of  Indiana,  to  which  office  he 
was  appointed  during  the  last  recess  of 
the  Senate. 

Leon  P.  Miller,  of  West  Vhrginia,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  Virgin 
Islands,  to  which  office  he  was  appoint- 
ed diurli^  the  last  recess  of  the  Senate. 

John  R.  Morris,  of  West  Virginia,  to 
be  United  States  attorney  for  the  north- 
em  district  of  West  Virginia,  to  which 
office  he  was  appointed  during  the  last 
recess  of  the  Senate. 

Carlton  O.  BeaU.  of  Marylcuid.  to  be 
United  States  marshal  for  the  District 
of  Columbia,  to  which  office  he  was  ap- 
pointed during  the  last  recess  of  the 
Senate. 

Russell  R.  Bell,  of  West  Virginia,  to  be 
United  States  marshal  for  the  southern 
district  ol  West  Virginia,  to  which  of- 
flce  he  was  appointed  during  the  last  re- 
cess (rf  the  Senate. 

M.  Frank  Reid.  of  South  Carolina,  to 
be  United  States  marshal  for  the  western 
district  of  South  Carolina,  to  which  of- 
fice he  was  appointed  during  the  last 
recess  of  the  Senate. 

Irl  E.  Thomas,  of  West  Virginia,  to  be 
United  States  marshal  tor  the  northern 
district  of  West  Virginia,  to  which  office 
he  was  appointed  during  the  last  recess 
of  the  Senate. 


NOTICE  OP  HEARING  ON  NOMINA- 
TIONS BY  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
JUDICIARY 

Mr.  LANQER.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
haJf  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  public 
hearing  has  been  scheduled  for  Friday. 
November  19.  1954,  at  9  a.  m..  in  room 
434,  Senate  Office  Building,  upon  certain 
nominations.  At  the  indicated  time  and 
place  all  persons  interested  in  the  nomi- 
nations may  make  such  representations 
as  may  be  pertinent.    The  subcommittee 


ANNOUNCEMENT  AS  TO  PROGRAM 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  make  a  brief  announce- 
ment for  the  Information  of  Senators. 

We  shall  take  a  recess  for  the  luncheon 
period,  probably  at  about  12 :  30  or  shortly 
thereafter.  At  2  o'clock  the  Premier  of 
Japan  will  come  to  the  Cbamber  to  lie 
introduced.  I  hope  all  Senators  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  will  be  able  to  adjust 
their  programs  in  order  to  return  to  the 
Chamber  from  luncheon  promptly  at  2 
o'clock,  so  we  shall  have  a  full  attend- 
ance at  that  time. 

BSGUXjui  nuxjiiuKS  or  ths  szhati 

Mr.  MALONK  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  srield  to  me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  understand  that  cer- 
tain committees  are  holding  hearings — 
for  Instance,  the  Appropriations  Com- 


mittee and  other  eommittees — although 
when  the  subject  was  submitted  to  the 
majority  leader  cm  the  opening  di^,  he 
was  very  diaoooraging  in  req;>ect  to  hav- 
ing any  e(»nmittees  hold  hearings.  As 
a  matter  of  fact  he  indicated  he  would 
refuse  tbe  necessary  unanimous  consent. 

It  seems  to  me  it  is  time  we  settled 
down  and  had  a  definite  program  for  the 
Senate.  It  has  been  the  custom  of  the 
Senate  to  meet  at  12  o'clodc  and  to  sit 
continuously  ther^ifter  during  the  day 
until  the  business  at  hand  is  coii4)leted 
or  a  recess  agreed  upon. 

The  Senators  had  limch  either  before 
12  or  later  at  their  convenience  and  the 
business  of  the  Senate  Indicated.  Under 
ttiose  circumstances,  all  of  the  Members 
of  this  body  knew  how  to  aUocate  their 
time  and  to  discharge  their  respcHisi- 
bilities.  Under  the  present  erratic  pro- 
cedure nothing  can  be  planned. 

On  the  opening  day.  our  committee 
sent  23  telegrams  announciiig  a  post- 
ponement of  hearings  which  had  been 
scheduled  for  3  months. 

So  we  would  like  very  much  to  have 
a  definite  program  established  for  the 
Senate  so  we  might  plan  our  work. 

Our  committee — Minerals,  Materials, 
and  Fuels — Senate  Resolution  271 — ^has 
had  a  definite  schedule  of  work  laid 
down  since  Congress  recessed  for  defi- 
nite hearings  and  inspection  In  South 
America  in  coimection  with  Senate  Re- 
port No.  1627  completed  imder  Senate 
Resolution  143  of  the  1st  session  of  the 
83d  Congress.  However,  there  would  ap- 
pear to  be  an  innovation,  in  that  the 
Senate  sessions  begin  at  10  or  11  o'clock 
or  at  any  time  that  may  be  determined 
without  prior  notice;  then  the  Senate 
may  or  may  not  be  recessed  for  a  lunch 
period  lasting  anywhere  from  30  minutes 
to  an  hour  and  a  half.  The  result  is 
that  no  Member  of  the  Senate  Imows  id 
advance  what  the  Senate's  schedule  win 
be;  therefore  no  schedule  of  committee 
operation  can  i>ossibIy  be  set. 

So  let  me  inquire  ot  the  disUnguLShed 
majority  leader  whether  we  can  return 
to  the  regular  order,  so  that  we  shall  be 
able  to  handle  our  regular  work  and  also 
give  proper  attenticm  to  the  emergency 
which  now  confronts  us. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Let  me  say  to  my 
distinguished  colleague  and  friend,  the 
Senator  from  Nevada,  that  I  have  been 
trying  to  adjust  the  program  to  meet 
varying  and  c<mflicting  points  of  view 
in  the  Senate  in  regard  to  the  length  of 
time  the  Senate  sessions  should  last  and 
the  conditions  under  which  we  should 
proceed.  The  committees  to  which  the 
Senator  f nun  Nevada  has  referred  have 
held  their  meetings  at  times  when  the 
Senate  was  not  in  session.  The  Foreign 
Relations  C(xnmittee  met  yesterday,  at 
a  time  when  the  Senate  was  not  in  ses- 
sion. This  morning  the  ApiM'tvrlations 
Committee  met  from  9:30  until  11  a.  m., 
and  then  adjourned  Its  meeting. 

Sometime  ago.  after  consultation  with 
the  minority  leader,  the  majority  leader 
announced  to  the  Senate  that  there 
would  be  no  session  of  the  Senate  on 
Saturday  of  this  week.  Presumaldy.  any 
committee  which  desired  to  meet  (m  tbat 
day  would  not  be  Interrupted  by  quorum 
calls  or  votes. 


I 

OON^tESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


November  12 


I! 


A 


I- 


tlMhaptthftt 


might 

te  BMds  10  that  Senaton  vooid  not  hftve 
to  kttfe  ttie  fTff***"^  for  tbeir  hmeheoa 

In  progrcML 
at  13  €f€koA  yeater- 
rlaj  nnil  12  <felodc  is  tlie  hoar  sag- 
VBrted  bf  tbe  BcnAtor-HOoiig  about  1 
or  1:S0  there  were  suggestions  fram 
Senatoisirtio  had  been  in  the  Chamber 
daring  tbe  enttare  period  of  time  and  had 
heen  partte^iating  in  the  discusdon  or 
IWifntnf  to  the  dlseossion.  that  there 
be  ft  leeess  period  of  a  little  nunre  than 
an  boor.  On  the  first  day  we  found 
that  »  46-ininnte  period  was  not  sufll- 
cient. 

Tbe  majoritj  leader  has  only  been  try- 
ing to  devise  a  program  to  meet  the  Tary- 
ing  potete  of  riew.  Today  it  is  planned 
to  coitintie  in  session  unta  12:30  or 
13:45.  and  then  recess,  no  later  than 
12:46.  to  the  hour  of  2  o'clock.  At  2 
o'clock  the  Premier  of  Japan  win  be 
present,  and  there  will  be  a  brief  period 
i^ien  Senators  wiU  have  an  opportunity 
to  meet  talm.  Then  we  shall  proceed 
with  ddbate  on  the  pending  quntion. 

Mr.  tKAUOftOL  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
*  ator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.MALQNE.  At  what  time  does  the 
distingulwhed  majority  leader  believe  a 
dependable  program  tot  next  week  can 
be  laid  down? 

Mr.  BliOWLAND.  I  have  had  some 
discussions  with  the  minority  leader 
with  respect  to  the  program  for  next 
wedE.  It  is  pixumed  to  have  the  Senate 
meet  at  11  o'dodc  each  day.  not  at  10 
o'clock,  and  to  continue  in  session  until 
appnndmate]^  12:30  or  12:45,  at  which 
time  a  recess  for  Itmcheon  will  be  taken, 
following  which  the  Senate  wlU  recon- 
vene and  remain  In  session  imtll  approx- 
imately 5:30  in  the  afternoon.  All  that 
is  contingent  upon  the  approval  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate.  That  is  merely  our 
rec(Mnmendation. 

Mr.  BCALONB.  Does  the  Senator  sup- 
pose that,  after  discussion,  we  could  ar- 
rive at  an  agreement  upon  a  program  on 
whi^  we  could  depend? 

Mr.  BIfOWLAND.  I  have  given  an 
explanation  of  the  reascMis 

-itx.  MALONg.  Tlie  witnesses  to 
whom  I  haw  referred  come  from  great 
distances,  and  at  th^r  own  expense. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  understand  that. 
I  think  the  Senator  would  be  entirely 
safe  in  assuming  th&t  from  9  o'clock 
untn  11  o'clock  each  day  next  week  he 
could  schedule  the  testimwiy  <rf  those 
witnesses.  If  that  is  the  desire  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  BCAIiONB.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senatm*  further  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.MALCHtS.  No  doubt  the  luncheon 
period  is  a  relief.  However,  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  has  been  in  the  Chamber  a 
c<msidm«lde  part  of  the  time,  and  he 
has  counted  the  attendance  at  various 
times.  The  ayerage  attendance  actu- 
ally on  the  floor  for  this  wedc  would 


add  up  to  about  25  Senators — so  it  wpiild 
■ecm  that  the  membership  could  i|ian- 
age  a  hmefaeon  period  with  the  Sesiate 
in  sesston  as  it  has  always  done. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  this  Is  a 
Bttle  different  situation  from  the  normal 
proceedings  cf  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MAIiONB.  I  agree  that  it  is  im- 
portant; therefore  some  reg\ilar  proce- 
dure should  be  agreed  upon. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  We  are  consider- 
ing a  resolution  of  coisure.  Members 
of  the  committee  are  trying  to  follow 
the  debate  closely,  as  are  members  of 
the  staff  oi  the  distinguished  Junior 
Senator  from  WlsccHisin.  staff  members 
of  the  committee,  clerks  and  attaches 
of  the  Senate,  and  many  Senators. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  complete  Senate 
membership  is  following  the  proceedings. 
I  myself  read  the  entire  Recobs  this 
morning. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Those  who  wish  to 
be  presoit  all  the  time  know  that  they 
WiU  not  miss  any  major  discvission  or 
major  points  during  a  luncheon  period. 
That  is  all  the  majority  leader  has  been 
trying  to  accomplish.  If  the  Senate 
widies  to  change  the  arrangement^  it  is 
entirely  within  the  power  of  the  Senate 
to  do  so. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Why  does  not  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  simply  sug- 
gest the  regular  order,  and  see  if  there 
is  any  abjection  or  a  desire  to  change  it? 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  suggested 
the  present  procedure  after  consxiltation. 
The  Senate  can  reverse  the  arran  ,ement 
if  It  so  desires. 


:ocnoif  or  tbm 


ucisLATivx  po^iKa   or 

SDfATS 

Mr.  MALONE.  Why  hold  the  Senate 
in  extraordinary  hours  of  debate;  why 
pressure  this  body  to  rush  its  own  de- 
struction and  to  further  Impair  the 
inves^tigative  power  of  the  Senate? 

We  have  already  taken  a  big  bite  out 
of  it  when  we  established  the  precedent 
that  at  any  time  members  of  the  escecu- 
tive  branch  can  come  before  a  Slenate 
committee  and.  when  a  question  is  dis- 
tasteful to  him.  hide  behind  the  self- 
incriminatory  provision  of  the  Constitu- 
tion or  an  order  from  his  superior,  and 
then  cause  charges  to  be  filed  against 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  resulting 
in  a  soap-opera  trial,  with  the  original 
question  entirely  forgotten. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Mr.  President 

Ml-.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  Senator  will 
allow  me.  I  should  like  to  answer  his 
observation. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  did  not  ask  fbr  an 
answer. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  yield  further, 
and  then  I  shall  make  my  response. 

Mr.  MALONE.  If  the  proposal  before 
the  Senate  shall  be  approved,  any  Sen- 
ator can  be  censured  because  he  is  losing 
his  hair,  or  does  not  part  it  to  suit  other 
Members. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  Is  following 
the  debate  very  closely.  I  hope  and  I 
believe  every  other  Senator  is  following 
it  cloeely.  so  that  the  investigative  power 
of  the  Senate  may  not  be  further  im- 
paired by  the  final  vote  on  this  resolu- 
tion.   Some  of  us  feel  very  humblt  car- 


rying on  the  traditions  of  th|s  great 
body.  For  175  years  the  Senate  has  at 
least  maintained  those  tradltiom  to  the 
point  where  oiu:  successors  can  darry  on. 
I  hope  the  distinguished  soajortty 
leader  will  arrange  the  program  ao  that 
we  may  follow  the  regular  or^er,  be- 
ginning at  12  o'clock  noon  and  i^ec^sing 
at  a  convenient  point  in  debate  around 
5:30  to  7  p.  m.  as  has  been  the  cus- 
tom. The  program  should  be  svch  that 
Senators  may  have  time  and  opportunity 
to  digest  the  debates  as  members  of  the 
greatest  deliberative  body  in  the:  world — 
and  not  be  pushed  around  In  the  man- 
ner established  during  the  closing  hours 
of  the  Senate  last  summer. 

We  should  be  enabled  to  digest  the 
evidence  and  to  finally  vote  in  such  a 
manner  that  at  least  our  successors  may 
carry  on,  as  our  predecessors  have  done 
for  175  years. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
will  say  to  the  Senator,  in  response  to 
his  statement,  that,  in  the  flivt  place, 
the  committee  did  not  bring  the  charges. 
No  member  of  the  committee  had  to 
serve  on  the  committee.  The  committee 
was  created  by  resolution,  and  by  a  vote 
of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

We  are  here.  I  hope,  with  unpreju- 
diced minds,  to  listen  to  the  evidence  and 
facts  which  are  being  presented  to  the 
Senate.  I  think  we  are  functioning  in 
one  of  our  highest  responsibilittes  when 
we  deal  with  a  Member  of  this  body.  I 
hope  Senators  will  withhold  final  judg- 
ment, and  will  finally  vote  on  the  ques- 
tion presented  to  them  in  the  form  in 
which  it  is  presented  according  to  the 
dictates  of  each  individual  Senator's 
conscience  in  the  light  of  what  is  best 
for  the  Senate  and  what  is  beat  for  the 
country. 

Mr.  MALONK  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  yield  when 
I  finish. 

As  to  the  investigative  powers  of  the 
Senate,  so  long  as  I  have  a  vote  in  this 
body  I  will  never  vote  to  do  anything  to 
impair  the  proper  investigative  func- 
tions of  the  United  States  Senate.  I 
have  always  looked  upon  the  Senate. 
and  I  now  look  upon  the  Senate, 
as  a  part  of  the  legislative  arm  of  the 
Government,  which,  under  the  Constitu- 
tion, is  established  as  a  coequal  branch 
of  the  Government.  The  legislative 
branch  of  the  Government,  the  Con- 
gress, is  not  subordinate  to  the  executive 
branch. 

Mr.  MALONE.    Not  completcfly  as  yet. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Nor  Is  the  execu- 
tive branch  subordinate  to  the  legisla- 
tive arm  of  the  Government.  That  is 
the  way  our  system  is  supposed  to  fxinc- 
tion. 

There  were  times  during  the  previous 
administration,  and  there  have  been 
times  under  this  administration,  when 
there  was  some  reluctance  about  pre- 
senting to  a  committee  upon  which  I 
served  information  which  I  felt  should 
be  presented  to  it.  I  have  taken  just  as 
firm  a  stand  under  this  administration 
as  I  did  under  the  previous  administra- 
tion in  insisting  that  a  commit^  of  the 
United  States  Senate  has  the  right  to 
certain  information.    So  long  as  I  serve 


195U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


15983 


in  this  body  neither  my  voice  will  be 
heard  nor  my  vote  cast,  either  In  this 
proceeding  or  any  other,  in  support  of 
doing  anything  which  would  subtract 
one  iota  from  the  proper  investigative 
powers  of  the  United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  congratulate  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  upon  his 
wonderful  statement,  and  I  hop>e  It  will 
have  its  effect  on  this  great  deUberative 
body. 

I  would  say  at  this  point,  however, 
that  Mr.  Hitler  never  violated  a  rule  or 
law  or  precedent  of  the  Reichstag.  He 
saw  to  It  ahead  of  time  that  the  Reich- 
stag set  the  precedent  or  passed  the  law 
or  made  the  riile  under  which  he  wanted 
to  announce  the  necessary  changes  in 
procedure.  The  legislative  body  de- 
stroyed itself.  I  leave  that  thought  with 
the  majority  leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  quite  get 
the  Senator's  point  in  that  regard.  Un- 
fortunately the  people  of  Germany  un- 
der their  Republic  did  not  have  a  con- 
stitution like  ours.  The  Government 
was  permitted  to  govern  by  decree. 
Under  former  Chancellor  Bruening  prec- 
edents were  established  for  governing 
by  decree.  Those  precedents  were  later 
used  by  Hitler  to  destroy  the  Republic. 
However,  if  we  maintain  our  constitu- 
tional system  and  make  certain  that  no 
Executive  can  govern  by  decree,  but  that 
he  must  follow  the  constitutional  process 
of  having  leirislation  enacted  by  the  leg- 
islative bodies  elected  by  the  people  of 
the  country,  we  will  never  be  faced  with 
that  problem.  I.  for  one.  feel  that  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  or  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  who  takes  an  oath  to 
support  and  defend  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  will  never  ignore  his 
responsibility  or  waive  his  responsibility 
as  a  Member  of  the  House  or  as  a  Sena- 
tor of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Cahfomia  further  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  would  state  at  this 
point  that  we  are  following  the  proce- 
dure of  legislative  bodies  wherever  dic- 
tatorships hive  been  established. 

We  are  nibbling  at  the  investigative 
power  of  tho  Senate  by  censuring  any 
Senator  who  seeks  to  investigate  any  pro- 
cedure or  act.  asking  questions  distaste- 
ful to  a  witness. 

KO  ALLBCATION  OT  VIOLATION  Or  A  SSNATZ  KtrLS 

If  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia will  further  yield.  I  will  say  that 
I  have  heard  no  accusation  made  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  or  at  the  hearings,  or 
at  the  time  the  allegations  were  filed, 
that  the  Senator  on  trial  ever  violated  a 
rule  of  the  Senate. 

I  understand  that  the  Senate  is  Uie 
judge  of  its  own  Members,  and  can  decide 
whom  it  will  seat  in  the  Senate.  The 
Senate  coiild  expel  the  senior  Senator 
from  California  or  the  senior  Senator 
from  Nevada,  if  it  so  desired.  If  it  had  the 
votes  with  which  to  do  it.  regardless  of 
the  nature  of  the  charges. 

NO  CXMCnm  Tn«I.KS8  a  skitatk  ^.ttlm.  tioi.atb> 

However,  the  Senate  has  yet— over  a 
period  of  175  years — to  set  a  precedent  of 
censuring  a  Senator  unless  he  has  vio- 
lated a  rule  of  the  Senate. 


Senators  have  been  tried  and  cen- 
sured—and they  have  faced  expulsion, 
but  no  Senator  has  ever  been  censured 
except  on  an  allegation  and  convlctioa 
that  he  violated  an  established  rule  of 
tbe  Senate. 

Therefore,  if  we  proceed  In  the  matter 
before  the  Senate  on  the  theory  that  we 
will  later  adopt  a  rule  which  the  Senator 
in  question  would  have  violated  if  it  had 
been  a  rule  of  the  Senate  at  the  time  of 
the  commission  of  the  alleged  act.  that  is 
quite  another  matter. 

There  will  be,  I  may  say  to  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader,  some  serious  de- 
bate before  any  such  proposed  rule  will 
be  adopted  in  any  case. 

TBE    JUNIOK    BXNATOm    r«OM    WISCOITEIM    A 
WHIPFUCC    BOT 

The  senior  Senator  from  Nevada  feels 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
is  merely  the  whipping  boy  in  this  pro- 
cedure. He  feels  that  the  real  objective 
from  the  very  beginning  has  been  to  de- 
stroy the  investigative  power  of  this  body. 

By  pinning  the  spotlight  on  a  person- 
ality the  public  can  be  divided.  You 
could  not  so  easily  divide  public  opinion 
on  the  principle  involved.  < 

The  present  procedure  or  the  next  ac- 
cusation, once  the  principle  is  estab- 
lished, could  be  the  chairman  of  the 
ApprcH^riations  Committee  [Mr.  Bridges] 
or  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  [Mr.  Jennix] 
or  the  distinguished  majority  leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  seems  to  me  the 
senior  Senator  from  Nevada  is  making 
an  argument  on  the  merits  of  the  reso- 
lution that  is  worttiy  of  attention.  At 
this  point  I  do  not  care  to  enter  into  that 
debate.  I  have  my  own  views,  which  I 
shall  make  known  at  the  proper  time. 

I  believe  that  the  problem  before  the 
Senate  now,  under  the  unanimous-con- 
sent agreement,  is  whether  the  Senate 
will  have  a  morning  hour  and  immedi- 
ately thereafter  take  up  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  the  resolution  and  debate  that 
issue. 

The  remarks  of  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Nevada  are  in  en- 
tire keeping  with  his  feelings  in  the  mat- 
ter, and  are  arguments  which  need  to  be 
made  in  the  Senate  on  the  question  of 
precedent. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  However.  I  do  not 
want  to  get  into  a  debate  on  that  point 
at  this  time  because  I  may  not  disagree 
with  the  Senator  from  Nevada  on  all  the 
points  he  is  making. 

I  yield  further  to  the  Senator  from 
Nevada. 

ntocxDUKZ  or  thx  skmatx 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  question  that 
brought  about  the  debate  between  the 
Senator  from  California  and  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  was  the  question  of  how 
the  Senate  should  proceed,  so  that  those 
of  us  who  have  other  work  to  do  can 
get  it  done.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
from  California  that  he  consider  having 
the  Senate  follow  the  regular  order  next 
week,  by  having  the  Senate  convene  at 
12  o'clock  and  recess  at  a  convenient 
time  in  the  evening.  If  that  is  done, 
some  of  the  committees  may  hold  their 
hearings  in  the  morning,  and  Senators 


may  also  be  aUe  to  digest  tbe  proceedings 
of  the  Senate,  as  we  always  do  in  mat- 
ters in  which  we  are  interested.  If  that 
course  were  followed,  we  could  hcdd  our 
hearings  and  the  Soiate  could  be  in  ses- 
sion for  6  or  7  hours,  if  that  were  tbo 
desire  of  the  Senate,  and  we  could  per- 
form our  work  in  the  regular  order,  pro- 
vided It  were  understood  and  we  did  not 
keep  this  deliberative  body  always  in  a 
state  of  flux. 

This  nKMning  Is  the  first  time  the  i^n- 
ator  from  Nevada,  after  canceling  all 
hearings  of  his  committee  set  for  3 
months,  ever  had  any  indication  of  what 
we  might  depend  on  in  point  of  timing 
of  the  work  of  committees. 

ZMFOCTAKT    PBBCDUrr 

The  question  before  the  Senate  in- 
cludes an  important  precedent,  and  we 
all  imderstand  it  is  a  vital  matter.  We 
are  watching  it  very  closely.  If  we  were 
to  proceed  in  accordance  with  the  reg- 
ular order  next  week,  all  of  us  could 
digest  the  arguments  made  in  the  Senate 
and  be  ready  to  vote  when  we  have 
reached  that  point  in  the  debate.  At 
the  same  time,  we  could  keep  up  our 
regular  work  and  continue  with  it  even 
after  the  pending  business  has  been 
voted  upon. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  my 
distinguished  friend  and  colleague  from 
my  neighboring  State  of  Nevada,  that  of 
course  any  suggestions  which  he  makes 
or  which  any  other  Senator  makes  will 
be  taken  into  consideration.  I  shall 
consult  further  with  the  minority  leader 
and  with  other  Senators,  who  have  made 
other  suggestions  as  well,  and  determine 
if  it  is  possible  to  reach  fiirther  deter- 
minations. 


AWARD  TO  HON.  WILLIAM  S.  B.  LACY, 
MINISTER-COUNSELOR  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES  TO  THE  PHILIP- 
PINES 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  the 
Honorable  WiUiam  Lacy,  Minister-Coun- 
selor of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
the  Philippines,  has  returned  to  the 
United  States  for  reassignment  by  the 
Department  of  State.  ^ 

Bill  Lacy  did  an  outstanding  job  as 
Minister -Counselor  of  the  United  States 
in  the  Philippines  and  along  with  Am- 
bassador Rajrmond  ^ruance  formed  a 
diplomatic  team  of  outstanding  ability. 
The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smith]  and  I  know  of  the  outstanding 
talent  displayed  by  ytc.  Lacy  at  the  time 
of  the  Manila  Conference  in  S^tember 
of  this  year.  We  were  impressed  with 
his  ability  and  understanding.  He  has 
alwajrs  typified  the  highest  standards  <rf 
our  Foreign  Service  personneL  Bin  Lacy 
is  not  alone  appreciated  by  his  own 
country  but  he  is  also  the  recipient  of 
great  honors  from  the  people  among 
whom  he  served  so  ably. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
tent to  insert  with  my  remarks  in  the 
RccoRB,  the  citation  by  His  Excelloicy. 
Ramon  Magsaysay.  President  of  the  Re- 
public of  the  Philippines,  in  granting  the 
Golden  Heart  Presidential  Award;  a  ci- 
tation from  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the 
Philippine  Armed  Forces.  Gen.  Jesus  Var- 
gas, granting  the  award  of  Commander 
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am  Lmt  dMIngixlilied  Umaelf  aa  a 
npNMitettfB  Of  tbe  United  Stittct  of 
Amerieft.  Hte  Mrrtoe  in  tbe  FtalMppioes 
is  »  eontliiiutais  step  in  Mi  derotton  to  the 
welfare,  the  aeeuri^.  and  natttmal  inter- 
eat  of  oar  eoimtry.  He  has  earned  tlie 
ttaaoiBi  Of  two  gnAefUl  natioaa— Ilia  own 
and  ttM  cne  to  irtileh  he  was  accredited. 
He  haa  Iwen  a  good  md  f aitliftd  aenrant. 

Tliere  beinc  no  objection,  tbe  eitationa. 
^.^7— w>i^i.»fc««««M,  and  editoriala  were  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcobo,  as 
follows: 


OOaaador  iMef,  la  boib  bis  official  and  prl- 
vafe*  capadtKa.  lia«  largely  been  inBtru|nen- 
tal  In  Menring  harmonious  and  progrtaslve 
ralattonahlpa  By  lila  inspired  asslstiince, 
teet  and  blgb  Ideals,  he  has  not  only  woti  the 
giaUtude  of  tbe  Flllplnoe  but  bas  alM>  con- 
tributed significantly  in  making  the  PliUip- 
plnas  a  bastion  of  democracy  in  souHieast 


taarau,  AWj 

XjACT 


Ooumi  Bkast 
ow  Hon.  WsuiAM.  S.  B. 


Pursuant  to  KseeutlTe  Order  40-ft,  dated 
luna  31,  1954,  I  hereby  confer  upon  Eton. 
William  8.  B.  Lacy  tbe  Oolden  Heart  Presi- 
dential Award. 

This  awstrd  Is  conferred  upon  blm  In  bis 
capacity  as  counselor  and  deputy  chief  of 
mission.  Bmbaasy  of  the  United  States  cA 
Amsrira  in  the  Philippines,  In  recognition  ot 
his  outstanding  role  In  the  prosecution  of  the 
Joint  luidertaldng  of  the  two  countries  to 
place  their  relationship  on  a  firm  and  endur- 
ing basis,  particularly  In  the  Implementa- 
tion of  the  poildes  of  the  United  Statee 
Oovemmant  des^ned  to  assist  the  Phlllp- 
plns  Ckyremment  toward  Insuring  the  na- 
tional security  and  the  economic  and  social 
well-being  of  the  Filipino  people.  In  wblch 
endeavor  lis  haa  exercised  exemplary  tact, 
sincere  friendship,  and-  uncommon  imder- 
standing.  Imbued  with  the  deeire  to 
strengthen  the  ties  of  amity  and  good  will 
between  the  United  SUtes  and  the  Philip- 
pines, Counselor  Lacy  has  assisted  the  Fili- 
pino people  In  their  continuing  ^orts  to 
bolster  the  democratic  institutions  in  this 
country  and  to  foster  their  unity  of  purpose 
and  effective  cooperation  essential  to  the 
perpetuation  of  the  intimate  relationship 
that  bind  the  two  countries  and  to  the 
maintenance  of  lasting  peace  in  this  part  of 
the  world. 

Done  on  this  33d  of  Septenfber.  in  the 
year  of  our  Lord,  1964.  and  of  the  Independ- 
ence of  the  Philippines,  the  9th. 

Ramon  Maosatbat. 

SSFTSMUK  23,  19&4. 


Okmxbax.  Headquasrss. 
Abxxd  FtMca  or  thz  Philippikks, 

Camp  Murphy.  Quezon  City, 
September  21.  1954. 

QEmSAL  OaDBS  NO.  444 — AWABO  OT  THX  PHZLZP- 

mn  LBGioir  or  hohob  (coiucAifoa) 
By  direction  of  the  President,  pursutmt  to 
paragraph  2e,  section  I.  APPR  G  131-051, 
this  headquarters,  dated  January  21,  1954. 
the  Philippine  Legion  at  Honor  (Com- 
mander) is  hereby  awarded  to  Hon.  William 
S.  B.  Lacy  for  outstanding  and  fUstingulshed 
service  to  the  Bepublic  of  the  Philippines,  as 
counselor  and  deputy  chief  of  mission.  Em- 
bassy of  the  United  States  of  America.  He 
has  amply  demonstrated  sincerity  of  pur- 
pose and  sympathetic  understanding  of  the 
Philippine  point  of  view,  notably  in  the  con- 
sideration of  the  problems  mutually  affect- 
ing the  two  countries.  Hla  unremitting  in- 
terest in  political,  economic,  and  military 
affairs  has  resulted  in  the  implementation 
of  the  various  United  States  aid  programs 
and  the  promotion  of  Plilllppine  defense, 
thereby  enhancing  the  well-being  and  secu- 
rity of  the  Vlllpino  people.  An  advocate  of 
stronger  ties  of  friendship  and  good  will  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  Philippines, 


V 


j:  I.: 


By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  NatlonsI  De- 
fense: 

JSBUS  Vaxgas, 
Lieutenant  General.  AFP.  Chief  of 
Staff. 

Pxoao  8.  HzaNANDO,  I 
Colonel,  AGS,  The  Adjutant  Genval, 

Rbpubljc  or  thx  PHTUFPiires,  I 

DvAasMSMT  or  Nationai.  Dxtknsk,  ' 

CAKP-MxntPHT,  QTTXZON   CITT, 

September  22,  1$S4. 
Hon.  WnxXAM  S.  B.  Lact, 

Embassy  of  the  United  States.  Manila. 
Dbab  Ma.  CoumsLOB:  By  direction  3f  the 
President,  the  Philippine  Legion  of  Bonor 
(Oranmander)  Is  awarded  to  you  pursuant  to 
the  atttushed  copy  of  General  Orders  No.  444, 
General.  Headquarters,  Armed  Forces  Of  the 
PbiUpplne*.  dated  September  21.  1954,  for 
distinguished  service  to  the  Republic  of  the 
Philippines,  in  your  capacity  as  counselor 
and  deputy  chief  of  mission,  Emba«y  of 
the  United  States  of  America. 

The  Secretary  of  National  Defense  wlD  per- 
sonally award  the  decoration  to  you  at  9:30 
o'clock  In  the  morning,  September  23,  1954, 
at  his  office,  second  floor,  GHQ  AFP  Building, 
Camp  Murphy,  Quezon  City. 

Btoy  we  request  you,  therefore,  to  colne  to 
the  appointed  place  at  the  above-stated 
time  and  date. 

Very  truly  yours. 

IsAOANi  V.  Campo. 
Colonel,  GSC  (in/).  Military  Assistant. 

A  Dn>LoacATic  Team  " 

President  Magsaysay  and  the  Philippine 
Government  have  bestowed  signal  honora 
upon  an  American  diplomat  who  Is  leaving 
the  Philippines  today  on  completion  of  a 
critical  tour  of  duty  as  minister-counselor  of 
the  United  States  Embassy  and  deputy  chief 
of  mission,  next  in  authority  to  Ambassador 
Spruance. 

BClnlster  William  S.  B.  Lacy  was  presented 
with  a  Legion  of  Honor  medal  by  the  de- 
IMtrtment  of  defense  yesterday  mornlog  and 
with  the  Oolden  Heart  medallion  a  few  hours 
later  by  the  President  himself,  both  In  token 
of  his  extraordinary  services  to  this  aatlon 
as  representative  of  tbe  United  States  here 
and  to  the  cause  of  democracy  In  Asia.  Be- 
cause it  is  the  function  of  a  diplomat  to  work 
behind  a  screen  of  formality,  only  a  small 
handful  of  people  know  how  extensive  and 
effective  Mr.  Lificy's  work  has  been.  The 
Presidential  gestiire  was  one  of  deep  and 
sincere  appreciation. 

Mr.  Lacy's  departure  today  for  evtntual 
new  assignment  in  the  service  means  tbe 
separation  of  an  extraordinary  working  team. 
Ambassador  Spruance  and  lix.  Lacy  are  tem- 
I>ermental  oppoeltes  who  complement  each 
other  almost  to  perfection.  The  Ambassa- 
dor's calm  and  deliberate  mien  hides  a  multi- 
tude of  vigorous,  forceful  convictions  and  a 
montunental  rectitude.  Mr.  Lacy's  suave 
tact.  unfaUlng  resourcefulness  In  word  and 
action,  and  his  sympathetic  understanding  of 
people  and  their  problems  reveal  more  about 
him  than  they  hide.  Pride  and  honor  are 
held  high  by  both  men.  Both  are  men  of 
courage.  Although  they  may  have  differed 
as  to  methods  on  occasion  they  have  always 
found  agreement  on  f iuidamentals. 

The  relationship  has  been  thoroughly 
tested  through  all  sorts  of  vicissitudes.  They 
have  handled  American  policy  In  the  Fbllip- 
plnes  in  one   of  its   most  critical   periods. 


when  even  the  survival  ot  democracy  has 
been  at  stake,  as  in  the  last  electuins.  Tbe 
diplomatic  mission  they  head  is  ofa  of  tlM 
largest  in  the  world,  charged  with  v^ry  heavy 
responsibility.  And  as  a  lasting  t^bute  to 
the  working  team  of  Spruance  and  Lacy,  It 
can  be  said  that  Philippine-American  rela- 
tions at  this  moment  have  never  beOn  better. 

WnxiAM  Lact 

William  S.  B.  Lacy,  who  leaves  the  Philip- 
pines today,  arrived  here  to  take  up  his 
duties  as  minister-counselor  In  the  American 
Embassy  2  years  and  1  month  ago. 

The  period  between  has  broi^ht  film 
rather  more  than  one  man's  share  of  hard 
worlc.  of  some  discouragement,  of  some  mis- 
representation. 

But  as  he  boards  the  plane  that  will  take 
him  away  this  morning,  he  will  carry  with 
him  some  rewarding  thoughts,  SGine  com- 
pensations for  the  hard  work. 

The  two  decorations  which  he  received 
yesterday  In  token  of  the  high  regard  in 
whlct  be  Is  held  by  the  nation  whose  bonds 
of  friendship  with  his  own  country  he  strove 
so  mightily — and  on  the  whole,  so  success- 
fully— to  preserve  and  to  strengtheti,  will  be 
tangible  and  gratifying  mementos  of  phases 
In  his  service  to  which  he  can  look  back 
with  Justifiable  pride. 

But  above  all  these  he  will  carry  home  the 
assurance  that  he  has  abundantly  Served  his 
country:  not  In  a  narrow  selfishness  for  bis 
country's  interests  alone,  but  in  the  wider 
knowledge  that  dedicated  servlco  gives  a 
man:  the  knowledge  that  natioft  Is  best 
served  which  Is  best  brought  into  hannony 
with  the  Interests  of  its  friends  and  its 
neighbors — those  of  Its  neighbors  Which  are 
nearest  to  it  In  Ideals  and  in  outlook. 

To  work  In  and  for  the  PhlUppiaes  in  the 
past  half -century  America  has  sent  some  of 
her  best  men,  at  all  levels.  In  William 
Lacy  she  loaned  us  one  of  her  very  best;  and 
It  is  a  pleasure,  now  that  he  is  oa  his  way 
to  other  fields  of  service,  to  acknowledge  this, 
and  to  wish  him  Godspeed  and  those  heavier 
burdens  In  his  country's  service  for  which  he 
Is  so  richly  endowed. 
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CONTROL  OP  THE  MARINE  CORPS 
BY  THE  CHIEP  OP  NAVAL  OPERA- 
TIONS 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  been  hearing  rumors  and  reading 
stories  to  the  effect  that  at  th«  present 
time  an  effort  is  being  made  by  some 
admirals  of  the  Navy  to  gain  control  of 
the  Marine  Corps  and  to  place  its  Com- 
mandant under  the  command  of  the 
Chief  of  Naval  OF>erations. 

In  view  of  this  rumored  proposal,  I 
desire  to  say  it  is  my  understanding 
that  PubUc  Law  416 — the  Marine  Corps 
Act — passed  by  the  82d  Congress,  clearly 
defined  the  status  of  the  Cominandant 
of  the  Marine  Corps  as  a  coe<|ual  par- 
ticipant with  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
in  all  matters  of  direct  concern  to  the 
Marine  Corps.  The  Commandant  of  the 
Marine  Corps  is  a  direct  subordinate  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  and.  is  in  no 
way  subordinate  to  the  Clilef  of  Naval 
Operations. 

It  is  my  hope  that  the  specific  and 
detailed  outline  of  the  Commandant's 
duties,  as  established  by  Public  liaw  416. 
will  in  no  way  be  diminished,  but  that 
the  law  itself  will  be  lived  up  to  in  spirit, 
in  word,  and  in  fact.  I  am  concerned 
by  the  rumors  and  press  reports  to  the 
effect  that  certain  high-ranldng  officials 
within  the  Navy  are  not  willing  to  carry 


out  the  specific  intent  of  this  law  as  it 
affects  the  Marine  Corps.  It  is  my  hope 
that  I  will  receive  the  proper  assurances 
Immediately  from  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense to  the  effect  that  the  statutes 
governing  the  Marine  Corps  and  its 
Commandant  will  be  adhered  to. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  a 
copy  of  a  letter  which  I  wrote  to  the 
Honorable  Charles  E.  Wilson,  Secretary 
of  Defense,  about  this  matter  under 
date  of  November  9,  1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  he  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

XJtrtTWD  Statis  Sknatk, 

COMMTTTXE  OM   FoSZICN   RxUlTIONS, 

November  9,  19S4. 
Hon.  Chakles  E.  Wn.sON. 
Secretary  of  Defense. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Deab  Mk.  Secretakt  :  As  you  may  be  aware 
I  have  been,  both  as  a  Member  of  the  House 
and  presently  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate, 
deeply  Interested  In  defense  matters.  In 
particular,  I  have  had  a  long  Interest  In  the 
organization  ar.d  functioning  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Navy. 

Because  of  my  long-standing  interest  in 
such  matters  I  was  very  pleased  to  note  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Organization  of 
the  Departinen',  of  the  Navy,  dated  April  16. 
1954.  I  feel  that  this  committee,  which  I 
understand  was  an  extension  of  the  reorgani- 
zation initiated  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  6, 
conducted  a  thoughful  and  thorough  exami- 
nation of  the  organizational  functioning  of 
the  DefMirtment  of  the  Navy.  I  was  inter- 
ested to  note  that  the  committee  reported 
that  the  Inconsistencies  between  the  stat- 
utes and  the  regulations  regarding  the  po- 
sition of  the  C.iief  of  Naral  Operations  In 
his  relationship  to  the  Marine  Corps  and 
Its  Commandant  had  been  resolved.  The 
resolution  of  such  conflict  between  statute 
and  admlnlstra'lve  orders  has  long  been 
overdue  and  I  congratulate  you  and  your 
subordinates  on  making  such  a  vital  Im- 
provement. 

Because  of  my  long-standing  interest  in 
this  matter  I  would  deeply  appreciate  re- 
ceiving a  copy  of  the  document  referred  to 
on  page  11  of  th«  report,  by  which  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Nfivy  corrected  the  situation 
by  administrative  action.  If  you  can  pro- 
vide me  with  a  copy  of  this  document  at  an 
early  date  your  courtesy  would  be  deeply 
appreciated. 

I  note  with  deep  concern  the  report  In  the 
November  12  issue  of  U.  8.  News  A  World 
Report  to  the  effect  that  apprehension  is 
being  felt  that  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations 
Is  attempting  to  gain  control  of  the  Marine 
Corps. 

Needless  to  say  I  hope  that  this  is  an  un- 
founded rumor.  As  you  may  know.  I  was 
one  of  the  original  sponsors  of  Public  Law 
416.  82d  Congress,  which  assigned  the  Com- 
mandant of  the  Marine  Corps  coequal  status 
in  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  on  matters  of 
direct  concern  to  the  Marine  Corps.  Any 
direct  or  Indirect  abridgement  of  the  letter 
or  Intent  (as  clearly  set  forth  in  pertinent 
committee  reports  on  the  bill)  of  Public  Law 
416  would  be  a  matter  of  grave  concern  to 
me.  and  I  am  sure,  to  the  many  others  who 
Joined  In  lending  their  names  to  the  long 
list  of  those  who  sponsored  that  vitally  nec- 
essary legislation.  It  would  be  reassuring 
to  learn  that  the  rumor  is  unfounded  and 
that  the  law  Is  not  in  danger  of  being 
thwarted  by  subordinating,  in  any  matter, 
the  Marine  Corps  or  its  Conunandant  to  the 
Chief  of  Naval  Operations. 

With  best  personal  wishes.  I  am. 
Sincerely  yours. 

MIKX  Mansfieui. 


LETTER  OP  SENATOR  JOHNSON  OF 
COLORADO  CONCERNING  SENA- 
TOR MCCARTHY 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
consulted  with  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado [Mr.  Johnson],  who  has  been  my 
dear  friend  since  I  came  to  the  Senate 
and  who  will  remain  my  friend  regard- 
less of  the  outcome  of  the  resolution  and 
the  recommendations  which  are  l>eing 
considered  by  this  body.  I  have  talked 
to  him  alMut  a  matter  which  has  been 
batted  around  in  the  press  and  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  have  shown  him  a  letter  which  he 
wrote  on  the  28th  day  of  August  1954. 

Before  reading  the  letter  I  wish  to  in- 
vite the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the 
fact  that  on  page  58,  paragraph  2,  of  the 
report  on  the  resolution  of  censure,  there 
is  a  conclusion  of  the  select  committee, 
as  follows: 

There  is  no  evidence  that  General  Zwicker 
was  intentionally  irritating,  evasive,  or  arro- 
gant. 

Let  me  say,  Mr.  President,  before  I 
read  the  letter,  that  the  Senator  against 
whom  a  resolution  of  censure  has  been 
filed  has  no  knowledge  whatsoever  of  the 
existence  of  this  letter.  I  am  doing  this 
in  fairness  to  my  distinguished  friend 
frcm  Colorado,  to  indicate  that  there 
will  be  no  mousetrapping  or  embarrass- 
ment to  him.  I  am  certain  that  he  will 
reply  in  due  time.    I  now  read : 

SZTTEUBER  28.   1954. 

Dea«  David:  To  the  extent  that  Senator 
McCaktht  opposes  our  policy  of  trying  to 
run  the  world,  manage  Its  economic  and 
military  and  political  affairs,  and  support 
lavishly  European  politicians  with  American 
dollars  who  are  here  today  and  gone  to- 
morrow  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  to  the  fact  that  we 
are  operating  under  the  2-minute  rule, 
and  that  his  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  have  an 
additional  2  minutes  to  complete  the 
reading  of  the  letter,  and  then  I  must 
insist  that  I  be  given  sufficient  time 
within  which  to  reply  to  the  questions 
which  may  be  asked  me. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  is 
granted,  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Johnson]  will  have  a  right  to  proceed 
under  the  2-minute  rule,  and  if  further 
time  is  needed,  he  may  ask  further  unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  both 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  and  I  be  given 
time. 

Mr.  WELKER.    I  think  it  is  only  fair  "^ 
and  honorable  that -the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Colorado  be  granted  that 
right. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  long  been  told  that  under  the  tra- 
ditions of  the  Senate,  the  Senate  can 
do  anything  it  wishes  to  do  by  unanimous 
consent.  So  there  will  be  no  problem 
raised,  following  the  remarks  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho,  with  reference  to  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  being  given  time 
to  respond.  I  think  all  Members  of  the 
Senate  would  want  the  Senator  frtmi 


Colorado  to  have  adequate  time,  and  if 
it  should  take  2  or  5  or  more  minutes, 
he  should  have  sufficient  time  to  respond! 
While  I  think  we  could  have  achieved 
the  same  restilt  by  the  dlstingiilshed  Sen- 
ator  from  Idaho  waiting  until  the  morn- 
ing hour  had  been  concluded.  I  adc 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  have  the  floor  immediate- 
ly following  the  remarlcs  of  the  Senator 
from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  the 
reason  why  I  did  not  wait  until  the 
conclusion  of  the  morning  hour  is  that 
I  knew  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  StennisI  has  a  lengthy 
speech  and  he  does  not  wish  to  be  inter- 
rupted. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  re- 
sume reading  the  letter: 

To  the  extent  that  Senator  McCastbt  op- 
poses our  policy  of  trying  to  run  the  world. 
manage  Its  economic  and  military  and  po- 
litical affairs,  and  support  lavishly  Exiropean 
politicians  with  American  dollars  who  are 
here  today  and  gone  tomorrow,  I  am  back 
of  him.  I  am  a  card-carrying  American  and 
make  no  apologies  for  it  any  place  at  any 
time.  But  Senator  McCaktht  u  not  alto- 
gether clear  on  these  issues. 

True,  he  has  carried  on  a  continuous  fight 
against  communism  in  high  places  and  low. 
but  in  all  fairness  I  cannot  class  him  as  a 
rugged  individualist,  or  an  American  first. 
However,  I  mtist  agree  that  communism  is  a 
type  of  internationalism.  In  the  old  days  it 
was  spoken  of  as  the  Internationale.  Moscow 
is  only  the  third  headquarters  of  this  politi- 
cal system.  Once  It  was  Brussels.  Belgium. 
I  ntust  agree  also  that  our  own  form  of 
fuzzy  Internationalism  is  a  "kissing  cousin" 
of  the  old  Internationale.  I  agree  with  you 
also  that  General  Zwicker  and  some  of  the 
other  men  In  uniform  were  evasive  and  re- 
sentful of  having  a  committee  of  Congress 
make  Inquiries  into  military  matters.  The 
military  has  the  feeling  that  Congress  haa 
no  right  to  question  them.  In  that  attitude 
they  are  completely  wrong. 
Sincerely, 

Ed.  C.  JoRirsoir. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  the  letter  is  divided  into  two 
parts.  It  was  in  reply  to  a  letter  wliich 
I  had  received,  but  I  do  not  have  before 
me  the  letter  which  I  received.  There  is 
no  question,  however,  that  I  wrote  this 
letter  and  that  it  has  been  correctly 
quoted  at  this  time. 

The  letter  must  be  divided,  however, 
into  two  parts.  It  is  true  that  on  August 
28.  1954. 1  had  a  very  strong  feeling  that 
General  Zwicker  tiad  been  evasive,  ttiat 
he  had  been  arrogant,  tliat  he  haid  not 
l>een  entirely  frank  when  he  was  being 
interrogated  by  Senator  McCastht. 

However,  General  Zwicker  appeared 
before  the  select  committee  and  testi- 
fied at  length,  and  I  received  an  alto- 
gether different  impression  of  htm  I 
had  never  seen  him  before  he  appeared 
before  the  select  committee.  I  discov- 
ered then,  for  the  first  time,  that  when 
General  Zwicker  had  appeared  liefore 
Senator  McCaktht,  he  was  completely 
imder  wrstta.  Instead  of  being  arrogant 
and  evasive,  the  man  was  only  doing  his 
military  duty  in  liis  answers  to  Senator 
McCahtht. 
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changed  my  BUad  after  I  heud  Ocofenl 
Zwidur  teMfy.  and  after  I  beaid  Seoa- 
tar  IfoCuasTtaBtifjr  with  recazd  toam- 


X  viBb  DOW  to  quote  from  the  hearings 
of  the  sdeet  oommittee.  On  page  505  of 
the  heMlnga  on  Senate  Beefdution  301, 
part  I,  there  win  be  found  the  following 
queetkns  and  answen.  Ifr.  de  FUria. 
who  was  assistant  counsel  to  the  select 
comn^ttee.  asked  this  question: 

OenanO.  did  jom  ptomoto  Penn? 

GeiMral  ZwKxn.  I  definitely  did  zwt. 

Mr,  Ml  FmuA.  Did  you  dlaeharge  blm  wltli 
an  laoeoanSaim  dlaeharge? 

Oenerml  Zwnam.  I  did,  air. 

ICr.  OB  PniA.  Was  tluit  on  your  own  tol- 
tiatlve  or  under  orders,  sir? 

General  Zwkkib.  It  was  under  orders. 

Mr.  as  Pdbu.  What  kind  of  work  waa  Pereas 
doing  wblle  you  were  comnuuidant  at  Camp 
Kilmer? 

General  Zwickb.  He  was  a  dentist  and  bis 
work  was  confined  strictly  to  dentistry. 

ICr.  in  Pdka.  Was  be  in  what  you  would 
call  a  sniaitlTe  position  so  far  as  Intelligence 
or  Information  or  daasUted  material  waa  con- 
cerned? 

General  Zwickxb.  He  was  not. 

Ifr.  BB  FOBU.  Senator  Bivm  suggests  tbat 
perbaps  worktag  witb  teetb  and  nervee,  tbat 
made  It  a  senaltive  position. 

When  you  learned  about  tbe  Pereas  sepa- 
ratloo  order,  did  you  express  to  anyone  your 
feelings  about  tbe  merits  or  demerits  about 
that  separation  order? 

General  Zwiumui.  Z  certainly  did. 

ICr.  vaFmo*.  When  you  learned  that  Pereas 
waa  going  from  captain  to  be  a  major,  did 
you  e»|srBBa  your  perscmal  feelings  about 
that? 

General  Zwicnoi.  I  certainly  did. 

Mr.  OB  PDBiA.  And  whan  you  learned  tbat 
Pereai  was  about  to  be  dlacharged  with  an 
honorable  dlaeharge,  did  you  express  your 
personal  feelings  about  tbat? 

General  Zwicxxa.  Most  emphatically. 

Of  course,  these  replies  are  in  cold 
Made  and  white,  but  anyone  who  heard 
General  Zwlcker  make  these  replies  must 
have  been  convinced,  as  I  was  convinced, 
that  he  was  opposed  to  the  promotion  of 
Peress,  that  he  was  opposed  to  his  re- 
ceiving an  honorable  discharge,  and  that 
he  had  made  his  position  clear  to  his 
superior  ofBcers.  Perhaps  I  have  read 
something  between  the  lines  in  that  con- 
nection; nevertheless,  I  was  completely 
convinced  of  those  facts. 

General  Zwlcker  in  his  appearance  be- 
fore our  oommittee  was  very  much  of  a 
gentleman  all  the  way  through.  He  was 
most  courteous;  he  knew  what  he  was 
doing;  he  was  not  evasive,  except  to  the 
extent  that  he  had  to  protect  his  testi- 
mony. After  I  saw  that  demonstration, 
certainly  I  had  a  change  of  heart  with 
respect  to  General  Zwicker. 

I  am  unable  to  locate  it  now.  but  I 
have  the  impression  that  somewhere  in 
the  testimony  Senator  McCastht  made 
the  statement  that  he  was  asked  some 
questions  about  the  time  when  General 
Zwicker  was  being  cross-examined,  and 
in  reply  to  those  questions  he  made  the 
statemrat  that  he  was  not  too  hard  on 
General  Zwicker;  that  he  was  not  hard 
enough  on  him  at  the  time  the  examina- 
tion was  made.  Those  are  not  the  exact 
words,  but  they  are  to  that  effect. 

I  win  admit  that  I  have  changed  my 
mind,  and  the  monbers  of  the  select 
committee  know  that  I  have  changed 


my  mind,  with  respect  to  General 
Zwlcker  and  his  attitude.  They  can  tell 
the  Senate  that  I  changed  my  mind  and 
changed  my  position  completely  with 
respect  to  General  Zwicker  after  I  had 
heard  this  direct  testimony. 

On  the  other  question,  with  refertnce 
to  the  Internationale,  I  have  made  the 
statement  over  and  over  again,  in  let- 
ters to  my  constituents  and  others,  that 
to  the  extent  that  Senator  McCabthy 
opposed  communism,  I  was  back  of  tiim. 
I  know  there  is  quite  a  controversy  with 
respect  to  the  extent  of  his  opposition  to 
communism.  I  have  a  great  many  very 
close  friends  who  feel  that  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy has  never  accomplished  anything 
with  respect  to  his  fight  against  com- 
munism. I  have  other  friends  who  think 
that  he  alerted  the  country  and  rendered 
the  country  a  great  service  in  pointing 
out  the  menace  of  communism,  especially 
the  menace  of  communism  in  the  de- 
partments of  our  Government.  I  am 
not  entering  into  the  controversy  with 
respect  to  the  extent  of  his  opposition 
to  communism.  I  simply  say  that  to  the 
extent  that  Senator  McCarthy  fought 
communism,  I  am  in  his  corner.  I  say 
that  again,  and  it  is  my  position  today. 
It  has  been  my  position  right  straight 
through. 

This  is  the  reply  I  desired  to  make  to 
the  letter  referred  to  by  the  Senator 
from  Idaho.  I  shall  examine  that  let- 
ter further  when  I  find  the  letter  to 
which  it  was  a  reply. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  ap- 
preciate the  remarks  made  by  my  friend, 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Colorado.  When  he  makes  his  presen- 
tation to  the  Senate,  I  shall  inquire  of 
him  about  certain  comments  he  taade 
in  his  statement,  recently  completed.  In 
order  to  save  time  and  to  allow  my 
friend,  the  distinguished  junior  Senator 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Stennis],  to  pro- 
ceed, I  shall  not  ask,  or  attempt  to  ask, 
any  further  questions  at  this  time. 


RESOLUTION  OP  CENSURE 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  fiuiiher  morning  business,  the 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  unfin- 
ished business. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  to  censure 
the  Jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  first  com- 
mittee amendment. 

The  Chair  wishes  to  state  that  It  Is 
recognized  that  in  the  galleries  there 
are  many  persons  who  have  never  be- 
fore attended  a  session  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  has  definite  rules  with  re- 
gard to  demonsti;ations  of  approval  or 
disapproval  of  any  statement  which  may 
be  made  in  the  course  of  the  debate. 
Such  demonstrations  are  forbidden. 

Therefore,  those  in  the  galleries  who 
are  here  as  guesto  of  the  Senate  will 
please  abide  by  the  rules  of  the  Senate, 
and  will  not  indicate  in  any  way  approval 
or  disapproval  of  anything  which  may 
be  said  oa  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  The 
cooperation  of  the  occupants  of  the 
galleries  will  be  very  much  appreciated. 

Mr.  STENNIS.    Mr.  President ^ 


The     PRESIDING     OFFICER,       The 

Junior  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  Presidenlt,  I  do 
not  have  a  long  speech.  I  do  not  have 
one  which  is  in  manuscript  fbrm.  I 
si>eak  as  a  member  of  the  select  com- 
mittee, but  not  for  the  committee.  I 
feel  that  each  member  of  that  oommit- 
tee who  was.  so  to  speak,  drafted  for  this 
assignment  ought  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  state  his  reasons  for  his  position 
and  reply  to  any  reasonable  and  perti- 
nent questions,  and  in  that  way  dis- 
charge his  special  obligation  to  the  Sen- 
ate. I  appear  in  that  capacity  willingly. 
I  shall  not  yield  for  questions  during  my 
remarks,  but,  within  limitations,  shall 
yield  at  the  conclusion  thereof,  t  do  not 
expect  to  speak  at  great  length. 

Mr.  President,  I  may  say  further  that 
this  morning  I  expressed  to  his  counsel 
a  wish  and  hope  that  Senator  McCarthy 
would  be  present,  just  for  the  sake  of 
my  feeling  a  little  better  about  talk- 
ing about  him  when  he  was  present 
rather  than  during  his  absehce.  I 
learned  that  he  is  not  ill.  It  is  entirely 
satisfactory  if  he  chooses  to  attend  to 
other  matters  because  I  appreciate  that 
he  cannot  be  present  in  the  Sepate  all 
the  time. 

Mr.  President,  if  I  may,  I  should  like 
to  say  a  word  about  a  Senator  on  the 
committee  who  in  a  way  has  been  under 
attack.  I  refer  to  the  chairman,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
WatkinsI.  In  all  my  public  career  I 
have  never  seen  a  better  job  done  in 
holding  the  scales  of  justice  evehly  bal- 
anced than  has  been  done  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  select  committee.  In  my 
estimation,  I  do  not  believe  that  I  have 
ever  seen  the  equal  of  the  job  he  has 
done  under  the  circumstances.  He  had 
the  moral  fiber,  the  legal  training,  and 
the  sense  of  devotion  to  duty  that  made 
such  a  performance  possible.  More 
than  that,  he  had  a  great  spiritual  reser- 
voir that  came  to  his  rescue  and  served 
as  a  solid,  strong  foundation  for  him 
all  the  way  through.  I  commehd  him, 
not  for  his  conclusions,  not  for  any  rul- 
ing he  made,  but  for  the  way  In  which 
he  approached  this  matter,  for  his  con- 
secrated devotion  to  duty,  and  for  his 
attitude  all  the  way  through. 

I  note.  too.  that  certain  members  of 
the  committee  have  been  under  special 
attack.  I  say  nothing  in  their  defense 
because  they  do  not  need  any.  However, 
I  should  like  to  say  that  dvuing  the 
very  careful  deliberations  of  the  commit- 
tee, if  any  Senators  who  have  come  luider 
special  attack  had  any  leanings  at  all. 
they  were  leanings  of  great  generosity 
toward  the  Senator  whose  conduct  was 
being  considered. 

I  should  like  to  say  a  word  with  refer- 
ence to  our  recommendations  regarding 
changes  in  the  rules  of  the  Senate.  I 
notice  that  aspect  of  the  recommenda- 
tions has  come  under  criticism  as  being 
a  usurpation  of  power  by  the  committee. 
The  Senate  will  recall  that  it  referred  to 
this  select  committee  the  Bush  resolu- 
tion, which  had  to  do  with  proposed 
changes  in  the  rules.  It  was  mandatory 
that  the  committee  take  some  action 
with  reference  to  the  subject  matter. 
We  have  merely  reported  our  ideas  about 
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some  changes.  This  important  matter 
should  be,  and  we  assume  it  will  be,  in 
line  with  the  usual  procedure,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration for  proper  consideration,  and 
later  on  be  the  subject  of  discussion  in 
the  Senate,  unless  the  Senate  should  see 
fit  to  pursue  a  different  manner.  Cer- 
tainly it  was  not  the  idea  of  the  select 
committee  to  have  any  rules  adopted  by 
the  Senate  except  through  ite  ordinary 
processes. 

I  have  noticed  that  the  report  has 
been  subjected  to  severe  criticism  with 
respect  to  some  of  the  phrases  or  clauses 
In  it.  There  may  be  in  the  report 
loosely  drawn  sentences,  clauses,  or  even 
paragraphs.  However,  when  the  para- 
graphs that  represent  the  conclusions 
and  reccxnmendations  of  the  committee 
and  the  real  heart  of  the  counts  are  con- 
sidered. I  am  sure  Senators  will  realize 
what  I  mean  when  I  say  I  have  never 
known  of  a  matter  in  connection  with 
which  It  was  so  difficult  to  arrive  at  the 
most  appropriate  language;  but  in  the 
committee  each  word  was  carefully  con- 
sidered and  weighed,  with  great  leniency 
toward  Senator  McCarthy.  The  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  carefully  thought 
out  the  meaning  and  possible  implica- 
tions of  the  language.  The  serious  part, 
the  concluding  part,  of  the  report  was 
most  carefully  weighed  and  contains 
language  which  was  deliberately  arrived 
at  after  hours,  days,  and  nights  of  the 
most  careful  and  painstaking  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  President,  I  propose  to  outline  in 
particular  some  of  the  facts  and  the  high 
pointe  of  the  facts  on  which  charge  No.  1 
was  based.  I  shall  not  go  into  detail  as 
much  as  I  otherwise  would  do.  since  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  (Mr.  CasbI 
has  made  an  excellent  stetement  of 
those  facte. 

The  charge  origrinates  because  of  what 
occurred  before  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Oommittee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections.  I  was  once  a  member  of  that 
subcommittee.  The  matter  originated 
as  a  result  of  events  occurring  in  Mary- 
land in  connection  with  the  election  of 
Senator  John  Marshall  Butler.  I  was 
on  that  subcommittee  when  that  election 
took  place,  and  I  was  on  it  after  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  was  elected.  I  was 
on  it  when  persons  seriously  said  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Butler  1 
should  not  be  seated.  I  was  the  first  one 
to  announce  that  it  would  take  a  strong 
set  of  facts  to  lead  me  to  vote,  and  that 
I  would  be  very,  very  slow  in  voting, 
against  seating  a  Senator  whom  a  ma- 
jority of  the  people  of  his  Stete  had 
chosen  to  represent  them  In  this  body, 
unless  there  was  overwhelming  proof  of 
fraud  that  would  have  changed  the  re- 
sult of  that  election.  So  I  am  familiar 
with  the  problems  arising  in  the  investi- 
gation of  an  election. 

I  think,  however,  in  this  case,  that 
charge  does  not  touch,  topside  or  bottom, 
anything  having  to  do  with  Senator 
Butler's  election.  It  does  not  touch, 
topside  or  bottom,  the  question  oi  Com- 
munists in  our  Government.  That  mat- 
ter has  nothing  to  do  with  the  issue  now 
before  the  Senate. 


I  personally  think  that  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy has  done  some  very  good  and 
very  effective  work  on  this  perplexing 
problem;  but,  Mr.  President,  there  have 
been  others  who  have  done  good  work 
on  this  very  problem.  I  think  of  the 
man  who  is  now  the  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States,  who  was  once  a  mem- 
ber of  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities;  I  think  of  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
MuNDT] ;  and  I  could  name  many  others. 
I  do  not  know  of  a  single  one  of  those 
persons  who,  when  called  upon  before 
the  public  for  an  explanation  concern- 
ing some  of  their  affairs  or  some  of  the 
things  they  have  done,  has  said.  "Oh, 
I  am  fighting  communism.  You  must 
not  touch  me  or  call  on  me  for  an  ex- 
planation." The  very  opposite  was  done 
by  the  Vice  President,  and  a  frank,  forth- 
right, full  explanation  was  made  of  what 
the  facts  were,  so  the  people  could  judge 
for  themselves.  They  fully  accepted  the 
explanation  freely  given.  But  I  com- 
mend Senator  McCarthy  for  what  I  con- 
sider some  good  work  in  investigating 
Communists. 

I  remember  that  when  the  Tydings  re- 
port was  submitted,  so  far  as  I  know,  I 
was  the  first  one  to  raise  iwinte  in  criti- 
cism of  that  report,  in  that  it  went  more 
to  a  criticism  of  Senator  McCarthy,  who 
was  a  witness,  than  it  did  to  the  question 
of  the  situation  in  the  State  Department. 
Now  I  find  the  Senate  is  faced  with  the 
same  problem  with  reference  to  an  ex- 
planation of  a  Senator's  conduct.  The 
question  goes  beyond  the  abuse  of  wit- 
nesses. It  seems  to  me  that  there  should 
yet  be  a  clear-cut,  forthright,  upright, 
and  full  explanation  of  the  facts  by  Sen- 
ator McCarthy  as  to  matters  before  the 
Gillette  subcommittee. 

So  I  commend  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  for  what  good  he  has  done. 
But  the  fact  that  he  has  done  good  work 
in  that  mission  of  the  Senate  does  not 
give  him  Ucense  to  destroy  other  proc- 
esses of  the  Senate  or  destroy  ite 
Members. 

The  offense  here,  as  I  see  it,  is  not 
merely  the  remarks  about  the  subcomit- 
tee  or  its  members;  but  the  offense  lies 
in  the  low  standards  of  senatorial  con- 
duct which  there  would  be  a  tendency 
to  esteblish  if  those  remarks  and  that 
conduct  eventiially  were  to  find  their  way 
into  the  accepted  channels  of  conduct  for 
this  great  institution,  the  Senate  of  the 
United  Stetes,  which  is  a  time-tried, 
time-tested  institution  of  free  govern- 
ment. That  is  what  concerns  me  about 
this  matter. 

I  am  not  willing  to  sul»nit  to  the 
standards,  Mr.  President,  that  we  found 
in  this  evidence,  as  set  forth  In  charge 
No.  1;  I  am  not  willing  to  do  so  as  an 
iXMlivldual,  and  I  am  not  willing  to  do 
so  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate. 

I  wish  to  say  that  this  whole  charge  is 
not  a  legal  charge  for  contempt  of  the 
Senate  subcommitee.  If  the  standards 
are  such  that  we  must  track  down  a 
Member  and  serve  upon  him  a  subpena — 
a  subpena  mcEUiing  that  one  must  answer 
under  penalty  of  the  law — if  we  m\ist 
serve  upon  him  a  subpena  to  appear  at 
an  exact  place,  on  an  exact  date,  and 
at  an  exact  time,  then  there  is  no  case 


here,  based  upon  that  concept,  at  alL 
This  charge  is  really  (me  relating  to 
moral  contempt  on  a  set  of  facte  that, 
in  effect,  obstructed  tbe  processes  of  the 
Senate.  The  Gillette-Hennlngs  Sttb> 
committee  was  unable  to  get  an  answer, 
and  was  unable  to  get  an  explanatloo. 

Something  has  been  said  about  the 
stetute  of  limitations.  I  mentton  it 
merely  in  passing .  It  has  been  suggested 
that  all  this  transpired  in  the  82d  Con- 
gress, and  therefore  it  does  not  pr(H?erly 
come  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  83d 
Congress.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate  has 
continued;  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  McCarthy]  has  continued 
here  a&  a  Member;  those  charges  have 
continued.  In  my  view  of  them,  they 
are  not  answered  yet.  The  attitude  con- 
tinues down  to  this  very  day.  If  I  have 
ever  seen  a  continuing  matter,  extending 
from  year  to  year  and  from  session  to 
session,  the  one  before  us  Is  of  that  sort. 

Let  us  remember  that  the  person  in- 
volved is  not  an  ordinary  nor  Just  an 
average  citizen;  he  is  not  a  man  un- 
versed in  the  affairs  of  life  or  the  affairs 
of  government.  He  Is  a  Member  of  the 
United  Stetes  Senate,  a  man  who  has 
been  a  judge  in  his  home  State;  and  so 
far  as  I  know,  he  made  a  good  record 
there. 

I  wish  to  say  that  Joe  McCarthy  to  me 
has  been  a  most  genial  Member  of  this 
body.  I  shall  never  forget  the  reception 
he  gave  me  a  few  years  ago  when  I  came 
to  the  Senate  and  the  kind  friendliness 
which  existed  between  us  and,  so  far  as 
I  know,  existe  now.  But  I  was  not  pass- 
ing on  an  ordinary  person,  an  average 
individual.  On  the  contrary,  I  was  pass- 
ing on  a  Member  of  the  Senate;  and 
more  than  that,  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration  it- 
self; and  more  than  that,  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions; and  more  than  that,  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Govemxnent  Opera- 
tions and  the  chairman  of  ite  subcom- 
mittee dealing  with  special  investiga- 
tions. In  other  words,  he  is  a  Member  of 
the  Senate  whom  the  Senate  has  clothed 
with  authority  to  represent  the  Senate. 
The  Senate  had  vouched  for  him  before 
the  people  of  the  United  States.  He  had 
the  senatorial  seal  or  stamp  of  approval 
upon  him  as  he  went  about  same  of  these 
matters,  although  not  all  of  them. 

But,  as  I  say,  it  was  a  continuing  mat- 
ter and  a  continuing  attitude.  That  is 
the  weighty  part  of  this  case  that  bore 
down  so  hard  on  my  mind,  and  made  hi- 
escapable  the  conclusion  ttiat  this  was  a 
course  of  conduct  that  must — the  chal- 
lenge having  been  made  and  the  issue 
having  been  drawn — be  considMed  by 
the  Senate,  for  the  Senate  has  no  course 
other  than  to  put  either  ite  approval  or 
disapproval  upon  it;  and  a  major  part  of 
the  facte  in  the  case  are  not  disputed. 

Mr.  President,  what  is  the  question 
here?  It  is  purely  a  question  of  poUtical 
morality  in  Senatorial  conduct.  To  be 
more  precise,  the  question  is  whether  I. 
as  a  Senator,  approve  or  disapprove  of 
these  proven  acte  as  proper  standards 
of  Senatorial  conduct.  Each  Senator 
must  make  up  his  own  mind  about  what 
are  the  pr(H}er  standards;  but.  as  Sen- 
ators, let  us  remember  that  it  is  not  a« 
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ladiftduiai  that  w»  are  to  make  nponr 
thli  canu  -  We  axe  to  make 
ae  leptetntottfee  oC  Hut  191 
of  the  United  Btatee;  we 
■tetwhirda  of  conduct  for  a. 
aad  ttme-toBtocllaitttatkm 
vliifeh  bdonts  to  the  people— Ihe  United 


Ai  I  have  aakU  theae  facto  originate 
frem  tlie  proeeedings  of  a  Kilwotnmittee. 
I  Bhall  fee  very  brief  In  referring  to  tbem. 
Thefaeto  gobaidc  to  August  6. 1951,  when 
a  resolutlOD  was  submitted.  It  fid  seek 
the  expulBlaa  i^  the  Junior  '8enat<»  from 
Wteeonsln.  As  I  hare  said,  I  would  be 
alow  to  vote  to  expel  any  Member  of  the 
Senate.  Bat  we  muet  oondder  these 
matters  with  a  view  to  ascertaining  the 
facts.  I  flliall  not  read  all  of  the  resolu- 
tkmr-  butk  after  reciting  certain  items,  it 


And  sach  InTMtlgstlon  with  respect  to 
his  otber  acta  stnoe  his  election  to  the  Senate. 

That  is  one  of  the  basic  foundation 
rocks  upon  which  the  subcommittee  was 
aettag.  and  it  was  acting  otily  after  the 
matter  had  been  referred  to  it  by  the 
Senate.  ttoaX,  in  turn,  was  questiMicd; 
and  I  think  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  had  the  right  to  question  the 
Jurisdiction  and  the  authority  ot  the  aU>- 
eoauBittee.  That  was  the  propra  way 
topNweed.  It  was  eventually  questioned 
here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate..  But 
before  that,  what  did  the  suboommiitee 
meet  with  as  it  tried  to  go  about  its 
duties?  It  met  with  abuse  tm  Uxp  of 
abuse,  and  insult  CO  top  of  insult.  How- 
ever, I  would  forgive  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisoonaln  for  that  because  he  did 
challenge  the  Juri8dictil<m  of  the  subcom- 
mittee: and  that  challenge  came  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  and  did  so  rathor 
rapidly.  He  questioned  not  only  the  Ju- 
risdiction but  the  integrity  of  ito  mem- 
bers, challenging  them  throi«h  his  let- 
ters of  abuse,  and  otlierwise. 

The  reaolutton  itself  was  finally  sub- 
mitted, as  I  recall,  by  the  senicnr  Senator 
from  Artaona  [Mr.  HAT^exl.  then  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration,  or  it  may  have  been  sub- 
mitted by  the  chairman  of  the  subcom- 
mittee; and  that  issue  was  squarely  pre- 
sented on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  At 
any  rate,  it  came  to  the  floor  of  the  Sen-^ 
ate  as  Senate  Resolution  300. 

Let  me  refer  now.  Mr.  President,  to 
page  SI  fif  the  hearings;  and  I  tliink  tliis 
is  a  most  Bsaterial  point  in  connection 
with  ttie  eonslderatian  of  this  matter. 
I  read  new  from  Senate  Resolution  300, 
of  the  t2d  Congress,  ad 


Iir  TBB  8nr«rB  or  mm.  Urnnn  Btm 

Apra  t  {tetMattv€  day,  AprU  2) ,  1952. 

Mr.  Hatbbm  (for  bimMlf,  Mr.  OxLutrie.  Mr. 
MomoHXT,  Mr.  BDnftNoa.  and  Mr.  Hair- 
Bwcxaoor)  sobmtttsd  the  (oUowlnc  reaotu- 
tlon.  which  waa  ocdered  to  Ua  ovn  under  tha 
rule: 

''RBBCM.unOlf 

•  •  •  •     .        • 

"Wharaaa  liy  latter  dated  March  31.  1952, 
the  Senator  ftom  VfTlaoonsln  [Mr.  McCabtktI 
in  effect  declined  to  take  the  action  caUed 
for  by  the  above-etated  motion,  repeating 
hta  diarga  that  the  aabcoaamlttee  haa  been 
guilty  of  la  eomi^etely  dlahoneat  handling 
of  tazpayanT  money,'  referring  to  a  prelfan- 
Inary  and  eoalldentlal  report  tit  Ita  ataff  ai 


'  and  eonalattBg  of  'dererly  teisted 
and  distorted  taota' ": 

MOW.  therefore,  to  detarmlne  the  j/mptt 
Jurladlrtton  of  the  Committee  on  BvUe^  and 
Admlnlatratlon  and  to  express  the  conlKtence 
oC  the  Senate  In  Its  ccnnmlttee — 

I  emphafriro.  Mr.  President,  the  words 
"the  confldence  of  the  Senate  in  its  com- 
mittee"— 

In  their  consideration  of  Senate  Resolution 
1S7.  It  being  imderstocxl  that  the  following 
motion  la  made  solely  for  this  test  and  that 
the  adoption  of  the  resolution  is  oppoaed  by 
the  Members  on  whose  behalf  it  is  sub- 
mitted, tie  It 

"Jtesoloed,  That  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  be,  and  It  hereby  is,  dis- 
charged from  the  further  consideration  of 
Senate  BeaoluUon  187." 

That  was  the  issue  before  the  Senate. 
It  is  plain,  simple,  and  clear.  The  ques- 
tion was  whether  or  not  the  subcoiamlt- 
tee  was  acting  within  its  jurisdictioa,  and 
whether  or  not.  based  upon  the  tacts, 
the  Senate  had  confidence  in  the  in- 
t^Tlty  of  the  Members  and  .their 
methods. 

What  was  the  vote  on  that  resolution? 
By  a  vote  of  60  to  0  the  resolution  failed 
of  adoption.  There  was  a  unaniknous 
negative  vote,  affirming  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  conunittee — and  many  of  these 
facts  had  already  happened — and  the 
integrity  of  its  Members,  both  is  to 
methods  and  as  to  procedure. 

I  was  very  much  Impressed  by  that 
fact.  That  brings  us  down  to  date.  We 
certoinly  have  a  new  start.  I  think,  in 
fairness  to  Senator  McCarthy,  it  ought 
to  be  pointed  out  that,  by  indirection,  he 
voted  against  the  resolution.  He  sided 
with  the  60  others  by  announcing  his 
position  on  the  floor.  At  the  same  time, 
he  knew  what  the  issues  were,  because 
in  a  letter  to  Senator  Haydxn,  which  is 
in  the  record,  he  says^  in  effect,  "You 
say  tliat  this  resolution  is  being  pre- 
sented to  test  the  integrity  of  the  Mem- 
bers and  the  jurisdiction  of  the  com- 
mittee." So  there  is  no  dispute  as  to  the 
facts.  The  L^sue  is  clear.  The  facts  are 
clear,  and  the  results  are  overwhelining. 

What  should  we  expect  after  thU  new 
start?  Certainly  there  is  a  new  begin- 
ning for  the  subcommittee.  The  new 
start  wiped  the  slate  clean,  by  a  xuiani- 
mous  vote.  What  have  we  a  right  to 
expect?  I  think  it  is  not  unfair  to  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  say, 
"Everything  has  been  cleared,  and  you 
must  go  along  with  this  committee  and 
ito  investigation." 

What  did  the  Senate  get?  Not  co- 
operation; not  a  reasonable  approach  of 
any  Idnd,  as  I  see  it.  What  came  from 
the  man  now  being  investigated?  Abuse, 
insults,  more  abuse,  and  more  insults.  I 
say  that  there  is  a  pattern.  It  is  uamis- 
talcable.  There  is  no  way  to  avoid  that 
conclusion.  There  is  a  continuation  of 
the  abuse.  Members  of  the  committee 
are  called  pickpocl^ete  who  are  taking 
the  taxpayers'  money.  They  are  oalled 
dishonest.  The  statement  is  made  that 
there  is  no  possibility  of  an  honest  re- 
port Moreover,  when  the  report  was 
finally  filed,  in  a  press  conferenee  as 
well  as  by  telephone — not  here  oa  the 
floor  of  the  Senate — the  jimior  Setiator 
from  Wisconsin  referred  to  one  of  the 


members  of  that  eommittee  as  *'a  living 
miracle,  a  man  without  brains  or  guts." 

This  is  not  merely  a  question  of  an 
attack  upMi  a  member  of  the  committee. 
I  would  not  pass  it  by  if  It  were.  But 
that  is  not  all  it  was.  As  I  redill.  I  am 
the  member  of  the  committee  Irtao  said 
that  the  remarks  of  the  Junlmn  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  with  reference  to  Sena- 
tor Hkkduckson  belong  in  the  category 
relating  to  the  treatment  of  the  com- 
mittee, because  the  Senator  foom  New 
Jersey  was  a  member  of  that  committee, 
and  the  insult  to  him  was  not  n|erely  an 
insult  to  an  individuaL  It  was  an  insuit 
to  the  constituted  authority  of  the  Sen- 
ate, which  was  carrying  out  a  consti- 
tutional mission.  Moreover,  tkere  waa 
an  insult  to  a  constitutional  authority, 
the  personnel  of  which  had  recently  been 
expressly  approved,  including  Senator 
Hkndrickson,  by  a  unanlmoua  vote  of 
the  Senate. 

Is  it  a  sufficient  answer  to  9ay.  "Joe 
has  done  some  good  in  hunting  Commu- 
nists"? ShaU  we  destroy  what  have 
been  considered  the  necessary  processes 
in  carrying  out  one  mission  because  a 
man  has  done  good  in  another  fleld,  on 
another  mission?  I  cannot  assent  to 
such  an  argument. 

In  view  of  the  facts  which  I  have 
related,  do  Senators  beUeve  that  the  mis- 
sion of  the  subcommittee  was  obstructed? 
Do  Senators  think  there  was  an  obstruc- 
tion of  justice?  Of  course,  they  do. 
There  is  no  way  to  avoid  such  a  conclu- 
sion. That  is  the  final  reason  why  I  say 
there  is  no  escape  from  an  aflrmative 
charge.  Such  conduct  must  be  con- 
demned. Otherwise,  when  chaUenge  Is 
made  of  these  facts,  and  we  fall  to  dis- 
approve them,  we  adopt  them  as  a  stand- 
ard. Let  us  be  clear.  Let  us  tell  the 
youth  of  this  coimtry.  "This  is  the  way. 
This  is  the  high  road  of  which  the  Sen- 
ate approves,  and  upon  which  It  likes  to 
travel  in  the  consideration  of  public 
business."  That  is  the  conclusion  of  this 
member  of  the  committee. 

That  is  not  all.  After  the  report  was 
filed  and  the  subject  set  for  special  con- 
sideration by  the  Senate,  and  gfter  the 
Senate  had  reassembled,  the  flmt  words 
to  be  uttered  on  the  floor  by  this  same 
source  of  conduct  were  a  continvuition 
of  the  slush  and  the  slime  which  have 
been  poured  on  other  committees  which 
were  charged  with  the  duty  of  trying  to 
look  into  the  conduct.  I  have  no  per- 
sonal resentment  toward  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  for  having  made 
such  statements.  I  feel  sorry  for  him 
for  having  done  so.  I  refer  to  Senator 
McCartht's  speech  which  was  not  de- 
hvered  on  the  floor,  but  released  to  the 
press  and  inserted  in  the  Cohgkssionax, 
Record  on  the  flrst  day  of  the  debate. 
It  represented  a  continuation  of  the  same 
pattern,  his  same  course  of  conduct.  It 
is  another  spot  on  the  escutoheon  of  the 
Senate,  another  splash  and  splaitter. 

Every  Senator  must  decide  this  case 
for  himself.  As  for  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi,  I  cannot  approve  sileh  slush 
and  slime  as  a  proper  standard  of  sma* 
torial  conduct  as  we  labor  to  iarry  on 
and  transact  the  business  of  th^  people. 
For  that  reason,  and  that  reasoii  alone,  I 
State  my  position  here. 


195J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


15989 


I  repeat  that  the  question  before  the 
Senate  is  not  a  question  of  fact.  Tha 
facts  are  agreed  upon.  The  question  is 
not,  "Do  we  approve  or  diai^iprove  o( 
everything  that  was  done  or  everything 
that  was  sadd  by  every  Member  of  the 
committee  at  every  turn  throughout 
these  proceedings?"  The  question  is  one 
purely  of  political  moraUty  in  senatorial 
conduct.  To  be  precise,  the  question  is. 
"As  a  Senator,  and  not  merely  as  an  in- 
dividual, do  I  approve  <»■  do  I  dlsapiMX>ve 
of  these  proven  facts  as  proper  standards 
of  senatorial  conduct?" 

If  we  approve,  then  something  big  and 
fine  will  have  gone  from  this  Chamber, 
and  sometiiing  wrmg,  something  repre- 
senting a  wr(mg  course,  will  tiave  entered 
and  gotten  itself  accepted  as  a  proper 
standard  of  conduct. 

As  we  consider  thai  question,  I  hope 
that  in  some  way  each  Senator  will  seek 
and  finally  find  divine  guidance  in  de- 
ciding what  his  duty  is.  and,  from  the 
same  source,  find  help  and  encourage- 
ment in  performing  that  duty. 

Mr.  President.  I  jrleld  the  floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  as 
previously  announced,  at  2  o'clock  this 
afternoon  the  Premier  of  Japan  will  visit 
the  Senate  Chamber.  I  have  requested 
that  all  Senators  return  to  the  Chamber 
promptly  at  2  o'clock,  so  that  we  may 
have  the  opportunity  to  meet  the  dis- 
tinguished visitor.  For  that  reason  I  am 
about  to  move  that  the  Senate  stand  in 
recess  until  the  hour  of  2  o'clock  p.  m. 
today. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  for  the 
sake  of  continuity,  f<^owlng  the  formal 
exercises  this  afternoon,  would  It  be  poa- 
sible  for  me  to  Interrogate  my  friend, 
the  distinguished  fcM-mer  jurist  of  Mis- 
sissippi and  great  lawyer  from  the  Stote 
of  Mississippi?  I  wonder  whether  I 
could  have  that  privilege. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. I  shall  be  glad  to  submit  to  rea- 
sonable questioning  from  any  source.  I 
believe  that  to  be  my  duty.  However. 
I  do  not  wish  to  submit  myself  to  pro- 
longed questioning  or  involved  speeches. 
I  shall  make  my  answers  brief.  If  I  can 
not  answer  a  question  In  that  pattern, 
I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  it  later. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  assure  my  friend 
from  Mississippi  that  my  questions  will 
be  right  to  the  point,  and  will  not  be 
speeches. 

RECESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess 
imtll  2  o'clock  p.  m. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  (at  12 
o'clock  and  31  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  2  o'clock  p.  m. 

On  the  expiration  of  the  recess,  the 
Senate  reassembled,  and  was  called  to 
order  by  the  President  pro  tempore. 


ATTENDANCE  OF  SENATORS  AT 
MEETINOS  OP  THE  JOINT  COM- 
MITTEE ON  ATOMIC  ENERGY 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  in 
a  short  while  the  Prime  Minister  at 
Japan  will  visit  the  Senate,  but  he  has 
been  slightly  delayed.   In  the  meantime 
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I  should  like  to  stote  that  a  number  of 
the  membeis  <rf  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy  have  been  meeting  rather 
eonUnuously  during  the  period  of  time 
the  Senate  has  been  to  its  present  ses- 
Bton.  k)oking  after  joint  committee  re- 
sponsibilities. The  Senators  include 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hickkm- 
Loopnl.  the  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr. 
Buoout],  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
(Mr.  Akdebsom ] .  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Pastors],  and  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Goui.  On  several 
occasions  I  have  been  present  during  the 
committee  meetings.  The  Senatcx?  have 
been  attending  the  committee  sessions 
In  conformity  with  their  duties  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy.  I  think,  for  the  sake  of  the 
Rxcoas.  that  fact  should  be  made  clear. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  dis- 
tingulslied  minority  leader. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  wish  to 
Joto  to  what  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  has  said.  I  was  just  reading  the 
commento  made  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wiaoonsto  [Mr.  McCaktht]  on  yes- 
terday with  regard  to  a  Jury  whose  duty 
required  it  to  hear  a  case,  but  which 
might  be  downtown  somewhere.  I  share 
the  view  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  that  every  Member  of  the 
Senate  ought  to  be  in  the  Senate  when 
the  pending  resolution  is  being  discussed. 

I  felt  that  the  majority  leader,  if  he 
did  not  share  that  oi^nion,  was  cer- 
tahily  sympathetic  with  it.  I  do  not 
know  how  we  are  going  to  be  able  to 
defend  ourselves  from  the  very  natural 
Charge  made  to  the  public  by  individual 
Senators  that  we  are  absent  from  the 
Senate,  If  sesstons  of  a  committee  are  to 
be  held  while  the  Senate  is  to  session, 
even  If  they  are  meetings  of  the  Jcrint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy.  So  I 
want  to  raise  the  question  with  the  ma- 
jority leader,  and  ascertato  whether  it 
is  essential  that  the  joint  committee 
meet  during  the  sessions  of  the  Senate, 
or  if  it  cannot  be  arranged  that  such 
joint  committee  meetings  be  held  after 
the  Senate  has  concluded  Ite  deUbera- 
tlons  CHI  the  question  at  Issue,  or  during 
someday  to  the  week  set  aside  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  say  to  the  mtoority  leader  that, 
even  to  the  case  of  the  Jotot  Committee 
on  Atomic  Energy,  while  it  may  not  be 
subject  to  the  same  control  of  the  Sen- 
ate as  would  a  Senate  committee,  I  hope 
that  the  committee  may  find  it  possible 
to  avoid  meeting  while  the  Senate  is  to 
session,  tqr  meeUng  on  Saturday,  when 
there  is  no  session  of  the  Senate.  Now 
that  it  has  been  announced  that  the 
Senate  will  not  convene  next  week  until 

II  o'clock  to  the  morning,  it  might  be 
possible  for  the  jotot  committee  to  ar- 
range to  hold  ite  hearings  from  9  until 
11  o'clock  to  the  morning,  so  that  they 
would  not  toterfere  with  the  sesstons  of 
the  Senate.  In  fairness  to  the  Senator 
from  Iowa,  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico, the  Senator  from  Ohio,  the  Senator 
from  Rhode  Island,  the  Soiator  from 
Tennessee,  and  other  Senators,  who  have 
felt  they  had  a  dual  responsibility,  I 


thought  the  stotement  I  have  made 
should  be  made,  and  I  made  it  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Pieai. 
dent.  I  deeply  miHeciate  the  majority 
leader's  usual  sense  of  faimeaa.  I  wish 
to  appeal  to  him  to  urge  the  chairman 
of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atmnie 
Energy  to  malce  some  arrangement  for 
meetings  of  the  commitee  which  will  not 
conflict  with  sessUms  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  already  ex- 
pressed myself  to  that  effect.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  Senate  will  not  have 
a  Saturday  session  tomorrow,  and  to 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  sessions  will 
convene  at  11  o'clock  each  mnmitmr  next 
week,  I  ask  the  several  members  of  the 
joint  committee  if  they  will  arrange  to 
have  the  committee  meetings  either  be- 
fore or  after  the  Senate  has  ite  sessions. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, we  know  we  have  no  more  serious- 
mtoded  Senators  than  those  who  make 
up  the  membership  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate  of  the  Jotot  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy.  They  are  diligent  and 
conscientious,  and  they  have  met  regard- 
ing an  extremely  important  matter.  Yet 
I  know  how  their  constitoenta  must  ttA 
when  they  learn  they  are  not  present 
during  the  sessions  of  the  Senate,  when 
a  stotement  is  made  such  as  was  made 
yesterday  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  by 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wlacoosto  as 
appears  on  page  15964  of  the  Rscokd: 

If  I  were  a  Judge,  as  I  once  was,  and 
three-fourths  of  the  jurors  to  a  case  went 
downtown  and  did  not  listen  to  the  evi- 
dence In  a  case,  I  would  immediately  Oeclar* 
a  mistrial. 

Therefore  I  should  like  to  urge,  after  the 
quorum  caU  la  made,  that  Senators  take 
their  duties  aerloxialy  and  alt  and  listen  to 
the  aigumenta.  such  as  we  have  Juat  heard 
made  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota, 

I  can  appreciate  the  desire  of  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wlsconsto  to  have  Soi- 
ators  present.  On  the  other  hand.  I  do 
not  desire  to  have  the  impression  Itft 
with  American  citizens  that  Senators 
have  been  downtown  and  are  unwUUng 
to  listen  to  the  debates,  when  thejr  are 
present  here  to  the  Capitol  on  an  im- 
portant matter  such  as  a  iwt^Mng  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Knowing  all  the 
Senators,  both  Republicans  and  Demo- 
crate,  on  the  Jotot  committee,  I  am  cer- 
toln,  even  though  they  have  l>een  en- 
gaged to  very  important  hearings,  they 
have  had  made  available  to  them  the 
verbatim  debates  to  the  Senate,  and  the 
discussions  concerning  the  question  to 
issue,  and  the  Rsoobb  is  such  that  I  am 
sure  Senators  will  go  over  it  before  mak- 
ing any  final  judgment  to  the  case. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  ANDERSC»7.  I  wish  to  assure 
both  the  majority  and  the  mtoority  lead- 
ers that  the  statemente  they  have  Just 
made  are  very  kind  and  thoughtful,  and 
I  appreciate  them  very  mucTf.  Ttila 
morning  a  matter  came  up  in  toe  Jotot 
committee  dealing  with  the  caaceUatioa 
clau^  In  the  Dixon -Tates  contract.  We 
were  to  some  doubt  about  it,  and  the 
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tnm    Ohio    [lir. 

I],  bMMue  of  his  legal  experi- 

able  to  straighten  me  out.  at 

,  and  I  tlilxdc  other  ifembers.    I 

tUnic,  thezcf  ore.  his  attendance  In  the 
coaoBlttee  this  mining  was  not  only 
svqatred.  but  amply  Justified.  I  appre- 
ciate the  statemoit  that  the  f  aUure  of 
aoembers  of  the  joint  committee  to  at- 
tend MSilnnii  of  the  Senate,  is  not  by  de- 
sire, but  because  of  very  pressing  busi- 
>  pending  before  that  committee. 


VISIT  TO  THE  SENATE  BY  HIS 
EZCBLUSfCY  HON.  SHIOERU 
TOBHIDiC,  PRIME  MUHSTER  OF 
JAPAN 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
has  learned  that  a  distinguished  yisltor, 
the  Honorable  Shlgeru  Yoshlda.  Premier 
of  Japan,  has  Just  arrived  In  the  office 
of  the  inee  President. 

If  it  Is  desired  to  more  a  recess,  the 
Chair  will  then  anpotnt  %  committee, 
ffonffiffttng  of  the  majority  leader.  Uie 
Senator  from  California  IMr.  Know- 
LAVDl;  the  minority  leader,  the  Smator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Jobmsoh]  ;  the  SenaUnr 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wxlkt]  ;  and  the 
Senator  frwn  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Gush] 
to  escort  the  distinguished  Ylsltor  into 
the  Senate  Chamber.,  so  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  may  have  an  OKVortunlty  to 
meet  him. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  stand  In  recess, 
subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair. 

The  motltm  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
2  o'clock  and  8  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess,  subject  to  the  call  of  the 
Chair. 

The  Senate  being  In  recess,  at  2  o'clock 
and  10  minutes  p.  m..  His  Excellency 
Shlgeru  Yoshlda.  Prime  Minister  of 
Japan;  escorted  by  thectMnmlttee  ap- 
pointed by  the  Vlee  President,  consisting 
of  Mr.  Knowlaxb,  Mr.  Johnson  of 
Texas.  Mr.  Wiuet.  and  Mr.  Osksn,  en- 
tered the  Chamber  and  took  the  place 
assigned  him  on  the  rostrum  In  front 
the  Vice  President's  desk. 

The  members  ot  the  party  accompany- 
ing the  Prime  Minister  of  Japan,  includ- 
ing Hon.  Takaklchl  Aso,  member  ct  the 
House  at  Representatives  of  Japan,  and 
Hon.  Shigenobu  Shlma.  Minister  Plenl- 
potratiary  of  Japan  to  the  United  States. 
entoned  the  Chamber  and  were  escorted 
to  the  seato  assigned  them  to  the  left  of 
the  Vlee  Presiitent's  desk. 

Tlie  VICE  RESIDENT.  It  Is  a  high 
himor  and  privilege  to  presmt  to  the 
Monbers  of  the  United  States  Senate  a 
man  who  has  headed  the  Oovemment  of 
the  Bnptre  of  Japan  through  a  difficult 
period  ot  years,  fnnn  1947  to  1954.  He 
Is  one  of  the  great  leaders  of  the  free 
woiid.  He  has  been  a  great  friend  of 
the  United  Stotes  and  the  cause  of  free- 
dcxn.  It  Is  our  privilege  to  hear  from 
him  now. 

I  present  the  Prime  Minister  of  Japan, 
Mr.  Yoshlda. 

CApplause.  Senators  rising.] 

Prime  Minister  YOSHIDA.  Mr.  Vice 
Presktat  and  Members  of  the  Senate,  I 
thank  yoa  very  much  for  srour  kind  ^ords 
of  welcome  and  warm  expressions  of 
friendship. 


I  reciprocate  heartily  the  eood  will  you 
have  shown  me  and  your  friendship  for 
the  people  of  my  country. 

May  I  assure  you  that  I  havt  had  a 
most  instructive  and  fruitful  visit  in  your 
great  country.  Wherever  I  have  gone  I 
have  been  received  with  hospitality  and 
kindness — time  and  sincere. 

I  shall  carry  back  with  me  to  Japan 
many  happy  recollections  of  a  visit  well 
spent.  I  shall  return  to  my  couatry  en- 
couraged and  with  greater  confidence 
that  America  and  Japan  will  coiAinue  to 
march  forward  together  in  friendship 
and  cooperation  in  the  cause  of  peace, 
security,  and  a  better  world.  [Applause, 
Senators  rising.] 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  major- 
ity leader  of  the  Senate,  the  Senator  from 
California  [Mr.  Knowland],  would  like 
to  respond  to  the  remarks  of  the  Prime 
Minister;  and  thereafter  there  will  also 
be  a  response  by  the  minority  leader  of 
the   Senate,   the   Senator   from  Texas 

[Mr.  JOHNSON]. 

Mr,  KNOWLAND  and  Mr.  JOHNSON 
of  Texas  then  advanced  to  the  rostrum 
in  front  of  the  Vice  President's  desk. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  Mr. 
Prime  Minister,  and  Members  of  the 
Senate:  As  the  majority  leader  of  the 
Senate,  I  desire  to  join  in  exteading  to 
you  a  most  hearty  welcome  to  the  Senate 
of  the  United  Stetes.  Every  Member  of 
this  body,  regardless  of  whether  be  sits 
on  the  Republican  side  of  the  aisle  or 
the  Democratic  side  of  the  aisle,  rec- 
ognizes the  great  service  you  have  ren- 
dered to  your  country  and  to  the  cause 
of  free  institutions  In  your  vast  area  of 
the  world.  We  have  a  deep  desire,  a  de- 
Sire  which  I  know  is  entertained  by  you 
and  all  the  other  people  of  the  Empire 
of  Japan,  to  have  friendly  relations 
across  the  Pacific,  a  hands-acioss-the- 
Paclfic  policy,  I  might  call  it.  We  rec- 
ognixe  that  if  we  are  to  maintain  a  free 
world  of  free  men,  it  will  be  necessary  for 
the  govemmente  which  believe  in  hiunan 
freedom,  and  which  recognize  the  dan- 
gers of  aggression  from  nations  which 
do  not  believe  hi  freedom,  to  stand  to- 
gether In  the  hope  that  for  ourselves 
and  for  our  children  we  may  have  a 
more  peaceful  and  a  better  way  of  life. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mbr.  Presi- 
dent. Mr.  Prime  Minister,  my  colleagues 
in  the  Senate,  it  is  a  very  high  honor  and 
privilege  to  welcome  the  head  of  a  great 
Asiatic  nation  to  the  Senate  of  the  United 
Stetes.  All  Americans  are  deeply  con- 
scious, Mr.  Prime  Minister,  of  the  very 
vital  role  your  country  is  playing  in  the 
affairs  of  the  world  of  today.  Japan  is 
one  of  the  great  bulwarks  against  the 
spread  of  Communist  aggression.  Not 
only  are  we  proud  and  pleased  that  you 
should  come  among  us,  but  we  hope  that 
as  a  result  of  your  visit,  the  free  world 
will  be  stronger.     [Applause.] 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  At  this  time, 
the  Chair  is  sure  that  the  Members  of 
t^e  Senate  would  like  to  meet  the  Prime 
Minister;  and  the  recess  will  continue 
for  that  purpose. 

Prime  Minister  Yoshlda  then  took  his 
place  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  in  front 
of  the  rostrum,  and  was  greeted  by  the 
Members  of  the  Senate,  after  which  the 
Prime  Minister  and   the   distinguished 


visitors   and   gueste   retired   from   the 
Chamber. 

At  2  o'clock  and  22  minutes  p.  m.  the 
Senate  assembled,  when  calltd  to  order 
by  the  Presiding  Officer  (Mr.  Bauuett  In 
the  chair) .  I 


RESOLUTION  OP  CENSURE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  cohsideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  301)  to  Censure  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFPDCER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names:  i 
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Abel 

Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Brlcker 

Brtdges 

Brown 

BuBh 

Byrd 

Cape hart 

Carlson 

Case 

Chavez 

Clementa 

Cooper 

Cotton 

Crlppa 

Daniel.  S.  C 

Dirkaen 

Douglas 

Duff 

Dworshak 

Eastland 

EUender 

Eryin 

Ferguson 

Flanders 


Prear 

rul  bright 

OUlette 

Ooldwater 

Gore 

Oreen 

Hayden 

Bendrlckson 

Hennlngs 

Hlckenlooper 

HUl 

Holland 

Hniska 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Oolo. 

Jobn«on,  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C 

Ketauver 

Kllgore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehman 

Ijcnnon 

ICasQuaon 

Malone 


Mtnin 

MtCmrihy 

MtCleUan 

kfonroney 

librae 

MtUMtt 

Murray 

vmy 

P«ator« 
PUjme 
Potter 
PUrtell 
R«MeU 
Baitonatan 
BdtKMppcl 
Smtth.  Main* 
Sibltb,  If .  J. 
Boarkmaa 
.Strnnls 
Symington 
Tlye 
Wtitklna 
Wjelker 
Wiley 
WlUllama 
T^uns 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFTCElEl.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  pay  my  respects  to  the  members 
of  the  select  committee.  In  addressing 
my  inquiries  to  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi,  I  should  like  to  stato 
that  I  class  him  as  one  of  the  great  Sen* 
ators.  He  was  a  dlstlngiiished  Jurist  be- 
fore he  came  to  the  Senate,  luid  he  is  an 

able  lawyer  and  a  leading  and  outstand- 
ing Senator. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  this  ques- 
tion: Did  he  consider  the  select  commit-* 
tee  to  be  a  Judicial  or  a  qaasl-Judlclal 
body  when  it  entered  upon  Its  impleas- 
ant  and  difficult  task? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  committee  report  si)eaks  for  itself 
on  that  point.  I  do  not  bcQleve  it  was 
a  judicial  process  or  a  qtiasl-judlcial 
process  either,  exactly.  W«  did  adopt. 
however,  certain  fundamental  plsms. 
which  would  tend  to  confine  the  hearings 
within  the  limits  of  what  we  iinderstood 
was  to  be  the  scope  of  our  ihqulry.  We 
interpreted  judicial  rules  liberally.  We 
took  the  rules  of  evidence  and  the  rules 
of  relevancy  as  to  the  adiAissiblUty  of 
evidence  as  a  general  guide,  with  the 
understanding  that  we  would  not  follow 
them  technically  or  strictly,  but  as  a 
general  guide. 

In  my  opinion,  the  chairman  of  the 
select  committee  did  an  excellent  Job  in 
following  out  that  principle.    I  approved 


of  his  nilings  then,  and  I  approve  of 
them  now.  I  felt  free  at  that  thne,  and 
it  was  my  duty  at  that  time  to  object 
to  any  rulings  witti  which  I  did  not  agree. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  certainly  not 
unmindful  of  the  fact  that  that  would 
be  the  attitude  of  my  distinguished 
friend  from  Mississippi.  It  is  true,  Is  it 
not,  that  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
has  had  many  years  of  expedience  on  the 
trial  bench? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Yes;  I  was  the  trial 
judge  of  the  circuit  court  for  11  years 
before  I  came  to  the  Senato. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  the  Senator  will 
further  srleld.  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
whether  he  was  present  when  the  dis- 
tinguished Junior  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  DahislI,  the  former  great  attorney 
general  of  that  Stato.  presented  to  the 
Senate  his  legal  argument,  on  July  30, 
1954.  I  believe,  to  the  effect  that  a  pro- 
ceeding of  this  tjrpe  was  a  Judicial  proc- 
ess and  amounted,  in  fact,  to  a  punish- 
ment for  a  crime? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  heard  all  or  a  major 
part  of  the  argument  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas.  I  also  discussed  the 
subject  with  him.  He  and  I  are  in  gen- 
eral agreement  about  the  effect  of  the 
proceeding  and  the  extent  to  which  it  Is 
a  pimlshment  of  a  Idnd. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  the  committee 
presume  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin to  be  Innocent  imtil  proven  guilty 
t>eyond  a  reasonable  doubt  to  a  moral 
certainty? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  certainly  did  pre- 
sume him  to  be  Innocent  of  any  wrong- 
doing until  convinced  otherwise  beyond 
a  reasonable  doubt  and  to  a  moral  cer- 
tainty. I  certainly  would  have  to  be 
convinced  otherwise  before  I  would  vote 
to  sustain  any  charge  against  him.  More 
than  that,  if  there  had  been  any  reason- 
able and  decent  way  to  avoid  preferring 
these  charges,  I  would  have  sought  it 
and  more  or  less  did  seek  it,  not  because 
of  any  feeling  of  liberality  toward  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  neces- 
sarily, but  because  the  Senate  as  a  whole 
is  involved  and  a  Senator's  conduct  is 
involved.  I  do  not  relish  the  idea  of  a 
Senator  being  reprimanded.  If  there 
had  been  any  way  out,  I  would  have 
gladly  helped  find  it.  I  felt  that  way 
then,  and  I  feel  that  way  now. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Mississippi  consider  him- 
self a  quasi- juror  in  trying  the  facts  in 
this  case? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Quasl-juror  is  a  rather 
vague  term. 

Mr.  WEUCER.  I  cannot  very  well  call 
the  Senator  a  Jur<Mr. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  understand  what  the 
Senator  means,  I  believe.  I  considered 
myself  more  as  a  special  investigator 
for  the  Senate,  under  my  oath  of  office 
as  a  Senator,  to  try  to  find  the  major 
pertinent  facts  and  to  weigh  them  as 
best  I  could  and  to  make  a  report  on  my 
findings  to  the  Senate  concerning  the 
charges  which  had  been  made. 

That  does  not  square  exactly  with  my 
idea  of  a  juror.  However,  impartiaUty, 
the  presiunption  of  innocence  behig  in 
favor  of  the  one  who  Is  charged  with 
wrongdoing,  and  all  the  other  safeguards 
applied,  and  I  tried  to  apply  them. 


So  far  as  being  a  Juror  Is  concerned. 
I  can  say  that  I  went  into  the  hearing 
with  the  definite  Impression  that  the 
so-called  Zwlcker  case  was  not  a  matter 
upon  which  censure  should  be  based. 
However,  after  going  into  the  facts — and 
I  will  discuss  them  later — and  under- 
standing what  the<development  was.  and 
the  disclosures  which  General  Zwlcker 
had  made,  and  the  limitations  under 
which  the  General  was  testifying,  the 
case  had  another  meaning  to  me  alto- 
gether, and  I  was  led  to  a  different 
conclusion. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  realizes 
it  to  be  a  fact,  does  he  not,  that  in  the 
course  of  an  orderly  procedure  a  man 
who  is  charged  with  any  offense,  punish - 
aUe  even  in  a  Justice  court,  is  entitled 
to  the  right  ot  trial  by  a  fair  and  impar- 
Ual  jury? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  true  in  the 
Judicial  branch  of  the  Government,  and 
that  principle  appUes.  yes,  without  any 
exception. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  take  it  that  that 
principle  does  not  apply.  In  the  Senator's 
opinion,  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States;  that  we  are  in  a  little  glass  cage 
here.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  same  general 
principles  of  jiistice  do  apply.  However, 
the  Constitution  has  provided  a  special 
court,  so  to  speak,  for  the  hearing  of 
matters  concerning  disorderly  behavior 
or  conduct  by  a  Member  of  the  Senate. 
That  court  is  the  Senate  itself.  A  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate,  who  is  a  rank  partisan 
of  an  accused  Senator  and  who  beUeves 
him  to  be  right,  first,  last,  and  always, 
is  entitled  to  a  vote  In  the  Senate.  Lllce- 
wise.  a  Senator  who  may  have  a  prejudg- 
ment the  other  way  is,  neverthdess,  en- 
titled to  a  vote,  so  far  as  the  final  vote 
is  ccmcemed.  There  is  no  unanimity 
required,  of  course;  and  in  that  respect 
the  Senate  is  different  from  a  jury. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  ask  if  it  is  not  a  fact 
that  it  is  a  Uttle  bit  rough  upon  a  man 
who  Is  before  the  bar  of  Justice,  whether 
it  be  in  the  Senate  or  in  any  other  place, 
when  be  does  not  have  a  right  to  inter- 
rogate and  use  a  challenge  with  respect 
to  one  he  might  suppose  to  be  biased 
either  for  or  against  him. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  With  respect  to  the 
Senator's  term,  "a  UtUe  bit  rough,"  I 
prefer  to  get  down  to  cases. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Perhaps  I  should  say 
"a  Uttle  difficult."  Let  us  put  it  that 
way. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  would  rather  dis- 
cuss it  based  on  cases.  The  point  was 
made  with  reference  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Johnsoic ]  being  a  member 
of  the  select  committee  in  view  of  a  state- 
ment made  in  the  E>enver  Post.  If  I  had 
not  felt  completely' satisfied  with  his  dis- 
closures about  it.  and  with  his  statement 
about  it.  and  had  not  been  completely 
satisfied  of  his  character  and  standards. 
I  would  have  asked  him  to  resign  or  step 
aside;  and  if  he  had  not.  I  would  have 
considered  stepping  aside,  myself.  But 
after  hearing  him  make  a  full  disclos- 
ure, and  knowing  him.  I  felt  duly  satis- 
fled. 

During  our  deliberations,  his  great  11b- 
eraUty  toward  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  his  very  grave  approach  to 


the  subject,  in  the  first  place,  his  Ham 
analysis  of  the  facts,  his  efforts  to  seek 
a  way  to  interpret  facte  favorably  to  tha 
SenatfM*  from  Wisconsin,  and  his  overall 
deep  concern  that  no  charge  be  made  ex- 
cept upon  ccHnplete  facte,  fully  ccmvfnoed 
me  of  the  correctness  of  my  Judgment. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Based  upon  the  Sena- 
tor's experience  as  a  trial  lawyer,  had  ha 
had  the  evidence  of  the  press-release  hf 
the  Denver  Post  before  him,  I  wiU  ask 
if  he  were  proceeding  in  a  court  of  ordi- 
nary justice,  outside  or  inside  the  United 
States,  he  would  have  used  at  least  a  per- 
emptory challenge? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  No;  I  certainly  would 
not  say  that. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  the  Senator  were 
defending  a  man  charged  with  murder  or 
some  other  vicious  offense.  6o&a  the  Sen- 
ator mean  he  would  permit  co  sit  on  the 
Jury,  without  question,  one  i^io  had 
written  such  a  letter  as  that? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Let  us  have  an  under- 
standing, first.  When  I  undertake  to 
answer  the  Senator's  questions  I  ask  that 
I  be  permitted  to  finish. 

Mr.  WELKER.    Certainly. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  was  talk- 
ing, in  the  first  place,  about  the  judicial 
system.  I  would  not  be  called  on  to  ex- 
ercise a  challenge  In  that  way.  I  would 
advise  with  my  client,  and  if  I  knew  the 
character  of  the  man  involved,  and  be 
knew  It.  I  would  advise  him  to  look  more 
at  the  character  of  the  man  rather  than 
at  some  side  statement  the  man  may 
have  made  when  the  questi<Mi  was  not  at 
issue.  I  know  that  in  Mississippi  the  law 
provides  that  a  man  may  be  a  competent 
Juror,  under  our  Judicial  ayrtem,  even 
though  he  has  formed  or  exprassed  aa 
opinion,  if  he  swears  in  open  court  that 
he  can  lay  his  c^lnion  aalde  and  that  he 
will  do  so  and  will  try  the  case  according  ' 
to  the  law  and  the  evidence.  If  the  court 
is  convinced  of  these  facts,  then  he  is  a 
competent  juror.  It  is  up  to  the  de- 
f  eiKiant  to  decide  whether  or  not  he  shall 
be  retained  on  the  Jury.  That  quectton  is 
based  somewhat  upon  the  man's  char- 
acter. 

Mr.  WELKER.  What  I  am  trying  to 
get  at,  and  It  has  talcen  a  long  time,  is 
that  the  man  before  the  bar  of  Justice 
of  the  Senate  was  not  givoi  the  right  to 
challenge  a  juror. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  do  not  Udnk  that  is 
a  correct  statement  of  fact.  As  I  under- 
stand  

Mr.  WELKER.  By  "challeDge**  X 
mean  requesting  that  he  be  excused 
from  the  panel. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  As  I  undo-stand  tbm 
facts,  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin or  his  attorney  never  did  challenge 
the  right  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
to  sit  on  the  select  committee  nor  ask 
him  to  step  aside. 

Mr.  McCART^[Y.  Mr.  Preeklmt.  win 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield  to 
me  at  that  point? 

Mr.  WELKER.    Just  a  moment. 

BCr.  MCCARTHY.  I  should  like  to  saj 
something  for  the  record. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Let  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  continue  his  questioning,  and  I 
shall  yield  to  the  Jtmior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  in  a  moment. 
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Ur.  WELKER.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
firtend  from  Utah  [Ifr.  WAnoNs} 
nade  tlM  statement  that  although  one 
c<  the  Members  could  be  biased  that  it 
tiad  Dothinff  to  do,  or  words  to  that 
tffeet,  with  the  Issue  involved? 

Mr.  8TENNI8.  I  know  the  chairman 
made  no  sueh  statement  to  me  or  In  my 
hearing.  I  recall  that  smne  statement 
was  made  on.  tdevision  or  to  the  press 
and  that  the  Senatcnr  from  Utah  fully 
satisfied  me  that  he  did  not  have  in 
mind  or  intend  to  say  that  a  man  who 
was  biased  or  prejudiced  or  who  had 
formed  a  fixed  opinion  should  pass  on 
the  ease.  But  ttie  Senator  from  Idaho 
will  have  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
just  what  he  said.  I  did  not  hear  him 
say  It.  . 

Mr.  WELKKR.  At  first  the  Senator 
was  somei^hat  concerned  with  respect 

to  the  bias  or  prejudice 

Mr.  8TENNIS.  Na  Pardon  me. 
Those  are  the  words  of  the  Senator 
from  Idaho,  not  mine. 

Mr.  WBLKER.  If  I  misunderstood, 
please  correct  me.  I  thought  I  tender- 
stood  the  Senator  to  say  that  after  the 
chairman  explained  the  matter  the  Sen- 
ator was  satisfied. 

Mr.  8TENNIS.  No.  When  the  point 
was  raised  in  an  executive  meeting  I  lis- 
tened to  what  was  being  said  and  heard 
the  reading  of  the  Denver  Post  story,  and 
at  the  same  sitting  I  listened  to  what  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  had  to  say,  and  I 
was  entirely  satisfied  with  what  he  said. 
Mr.  WELXZR.  Did  the  Senator  read 
the  letter  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  in  explanation? 

Mr.  8TENNIS.  I  read  all  or  a  part  of 
that  letter,  which  came  smne  2  weeks  or 
more  later,  as  I  recall — 10  days  or  2 
weeks.  I  read  it  hurriedly.  I  remember 
hearing  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
thanked  by  the  Jtmior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  for  that  letter. 

Mr.  WELKKR.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
that  letter  merely  emi^iasized  to  a  trial 
attorney  or  to  a  man  before  a  court  of 
jusUoe  that,  in  fact,  the  trial  Juror  or 
committee  member,  or  whatever  we  may 
call  him  for  the  purpose  of  this  discus- 
sion, was  really  and  in  fact  biased? 

Mr.  8TENNIS.  The  letter,  of  course, 
will  QMMk  for  itself.  I  could  not  give  the 
Senate  any  helpful  information  on  that 

point 

Mr.  WELKISR.  The  Senator  was  de- 
fending the  committee  and  is  being  in- 
terrogated with  respect  to  his 

Mr.  STEMNIS.  No;  I  am  not  defend- 
ing the  committee,  but  I  emphasized  this 
morning  that  I  e/peak.  only  for  myself 
and  as  a  Member  of  the  United  States 
Senate. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  believe  the  Senator 
stated  he  was  a  member  of  an  investi- 
gating staff  or  investigating  body. 

Mr.  6TENNIS.  No;  I  did  not  say  we 
were  an  investigating  staff. 

Mr.  WELKEEt.  I  said  you  were  an 
Investigating  body. 

Mr.  STBNNIS.  Yes;  I  considered  it 
my  duty,  primarily,  to  find  and  try  to 
weigh  the  facts  and  then  to  submit  a 
report  to  the  Senate.  We  were  told  to 
do  two  things:  to  act  and  to  report. 
When  the  hearing  was.  concluded,  for  my 
part  it  was  inescapable  that  we  should 


not  report  merely  by  filing  a  r^um^  of 
the  evidence,  but  that  we  should  gWe  our 
conclusions  and  recommendations,  and 
we  did; 

Mr.  WELKER.  As  I  understaad  the 
order,  the  committee  was  ordered  to  seek 
evidence.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  8TENNIS.  The  wording  was  that 
we  were  directed  to  act  and  to  report; 
and  we  were  then  given  power  to  subpena 
witnesses.  That  was  the  understanding. 
We  were  to  get  the  evidence.  That  is 
correct^ 

Mr.  WELKER.    Were  you  not  to  seek 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Yes;  we  were  to  hear 
the  testimony,  pro  and  con. 

Mr.  WELKEIl.  I  am  certain  that  my 
friend,  the  distinguished  junior  Senator 
from  Mississippi,  knows  that  I  resigned 
from  the  Gillette  subcommittee,  and 
stated  my  reasons  publicly  in  the  press. 
to  Senator  Gillette,  and  to  the  United 
States  Senate  on  August  2,  1954.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  feel  that 
the  committee  sought  the  full  evidence 
on  the  Gillette  subcommittee  matter, 
when  I  was  not  even  invited  to  appear 
before  the  select  committee  and  to  ex- 
plain to  it  why  I  resigned? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  So  far  as  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  bemg  invited  is  concerned, 
anyone  who  wanted  to  appear,  could 
have  appeared.  I  knew  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  had  resigned,  t  knew 
that  the  Senator  had  said,  in  subetance, 
that  the  subcommittee  had  been  unfair 
to  Senator  McCarthy,  was  not  proceed- 
ing in  the  right  way,  and  so  forth.  That 
made  some  impression  upon  me  and  car- 
ried some  weight  with  me ;  but  ceo-tainly 
it  was  not  something  which  I  considered 
to  be  controlling. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  convinced  of 
that.  It  was  not  so  weighty  or  con- 
trolling that  the  committee  was  expect- 
ing me.  As  the  Senator  remarked  in 
his  statement,  had  I  wanted  to  appear, 
I  could  have  appeared. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  real- 
ize that  I  was  almost  3,000  miles  away, 
in  the  moimtains.  receiving  a  newspaper 
possibly  once  a  week;  and  that  I  had  no 
idea  what  the  committee  was  Investi- 
gating or  whom  it  was  interrogating? 
How  could  I  have  been  expected  volun- 
tarily to  have  returned  to  Washington, 
at  my  own  expense,  without  receiving  an 
invitation? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  assimie  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  was  present  when  the  reso- 
lution under  which  the  committee  was 
acting  was  agreed  to.  I  do  not  remem- 
ber how  the  Senator  from  Idaho  voted 
on  the  resolution,  or  whether  he  voted; 
but  I  know  the  Senator  from  Idaho  was 
very  alert  as  to  all  matters  that  were 
going  on.  I  could  not  help  but  believe 
that  the  Senator  from  Idaho  would  have 
wanted  to  appear,  and  to  have  said 
something  about  the  incident  to  which 
he  has  alluded. 

Mr.  WELKER.  There  were  some 
other  persons  who  wanted  to  appear. 
whom  the  committee  did  not  reluctantly 
hesitate  to  subpena  or  invite  to  testify. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Will  the  Senator  re- 
state his  question? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  will  ask  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that 


some  other  witnesses  who  appeared  be- 
fore the  Senator's  committee  were 
sought  out  by  the  committee  and  its 
staff,  and  were  invited  or  subpenaed  to 
appear  and  testify  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  committee  heard 
many  witnesses.  I  know  nothing  about 
any  controversy  of  any  of  them  testify- 
ing or  not  testifying. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Once  again  I  will  ask 
my  question,  so  that  I  may  have  an  an- 
swer for  the  record.  If  a  fair  Judicial 
process  were  wanted  in  this  matter,  for- 
getting about  McCarthy,  because  the  fu- 
ture of  the  Senate  is  involved,  why  was 
I  not  permitted  to  appear,  or  why  was  I 
not  advised  as  to  when  I  should  appear, 
so  that  I  might  give  what  little  testi- 
mony I  could  for  the  benefit  of  the  select 
committee? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Before  I  answer  the 
Senator's  question,  did  the  Senator  ever 
make  a  request  to  appear? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  certainly  did  not.  I 
have  rarely,  if  ever,  heard  of  a  witness 
requesting  to  appear,  when  he  had  not 
heard  of  the  time  or  place  of  the  meet- 
ing, and  he  was  3.000  miles  away.  I  am 
certain  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
agrees  with  me  on  that. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Until  the  Senator  had 
Indicated  in  some  way  that  he  desired 
to  appear  or  was  willing  to  appear,  or 
until  someone  did  so  for  him.  I  do  not 
see  how  the  coounittee  could  have  been 
called  upon  to  act  on  such  a  request.  I 
do  not  believe  I  am  called  upon  to  an- 
swer the  Senator's  question  with  all  due 
deference  to  him. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  General  Zwicker 
make  a  request  to  appear? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  As  I  recall,  he  was 
requested  to  appear.  I  did  not  iiandle 
the  bookkeeping  part  of  the.  hearings, 
but  I  am  reasonably  certain  that  he  was 
summoned. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  any  ether  wit- 
nesses make  a  request  to  appear  volun- 
tarily? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Not  to  my  knowledge, 
but  I  do  not  know  positively. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  from 
Mississippi  certainly  does  not  want  the 
record  to  show,  does  he,  that  X  am  to  be 
criticized  for  having  been  ordered  home 
by  the  physician  of  the  United  States 
Senate  because  of  my  health,  and  for  not 
making  a  request  to  appear  when  I  was 
so  far  away? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Idaho  is  not  being  criticized,  so  far  as  I 
know.  I  certainly  am  not  criticizing 
him.  He  is  not  charged  with  anything 
here,  and  I  am  certain  he  does  not  want 
to  be.  I  am  not  charging  him  with  any- 
thing. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  do  not  know.  Per- 
haps I  will  be  charged  with  something 
if  the  pending  resolution  of  censure  is 
agreed  to  because  my  language  with  re- 
spect to  the  Gillette  subcommittee,  ac- 
cording to  the  report  of  the  select  com- 
mittee, is  censurable. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  yielding  now  for 
questions  that  are  f>ertinent;  I  am  not 
yielding  for  argimient. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  desire  to  yield  to 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  if  the 
junior  Senator  from  Idaho  will  permit 
me  to  do  so.    I  shall  be  glad  to  return 
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later  to  the  questioning  by  the  Senator 
from  Idaho 

Mr.  WELKEK.    Very  well. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  have  very  few 
questions.  As  I  said  yesterday,  when  I 
began  to  question  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Case  ] ,  I  hesitate  to  do  so.  because  I  can 
see  the  headlines  tomorrow  morning 
saying.  "McCakthy  Attacks  Senator 
Steknis." 

What  I  intend  to  say  is  not  even  re- 
motely in  the  nature  of  an  attack.  I 
think  the  Senate  has  an  extremely  im- 
portant issue  to  decide,  one  which,  as  I 
have  said  before,  is  entirely  separate  and 
apart  from  McCarthy.  Incidentally,  I 
also  happen  to  be  in  this  proceeding.  I 
am  in  it  for  one  reason,  namely,  that 
for  some  years  I  have  been  exposing 
Communists;  otherwise,  these  censure 
hearings  would  not  have  been  started. 
I  do  not  believe  there  Is  any  question 
about  that  in  the  mind  of  anyone.  But 
that  is  neither  here  nor  there.  We  are 
now  here  to  discuss  the  issues. 

I>oes  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  feel 
that  once  a  person  is  elected  to  the  Sen- 
ate, he  loses  any  of  his  right  of  free 
speech? 

Mr.  STENNIS.    Oh,  of  course  not. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  in  other  words,  a 
Senator  has  a  right  to  criticize  wrong- 
doing and  improper  conduct,  the  same  as 
though  he  were  not  a  Senator.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Instead  of  losing  the 
right  of  free  speech,  I  believe  that  when 
I  came  here  as  a  Senator.  I  gained  even 
more  rights  to  free  speech,  because  I 
have  been  made  immune,  to  a  certain 
extent.  But  I  think  that  carries  with  It 
a  more  serious  obligation  on  my  part, 
as  a  Senator,  not  to  abuse  those  rights 
and  privileges,  especially  as  they  per- 
tain to  senatorial  conduct  and  stand- 
ards. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Let  US  speak  of  a 
Senator's  conduct  outside  the  Chamber. 
There  is  immunity  within  the  Chamber. 
There  are  certain  rules  governing  our 
conduct  within  the  Chamber  because  of 
that  immunity. 

Let  us  now  discuss  the  conduct  of  a 
Senator  outside  the  Chamber.  We  both 
agree,  do  we  not,  that  a  Senator  has  no 
immunity  outside  the  Chamber? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  think  a  Senator  has 
an  obligation  wherever  he  is,  whether 
inside  or  outside  the  Chamber.  I  do  not 
mean  that  his  immunity  Is  any  greater 
outside.  Perhaps  legally  It  is  more  lib- 
eral inside,  but  he  still  must  remember 
that  he  is  a  Senator,  as  I  see  it. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  am  asking  the 
question  in  an  attempt  to  get  down  to 
the  basic  facts  in  the  case.  The  Senator 
from  Mississippi  and  I  agree  that  a  Sen- 
ator outside  the  chamber  is  subject  to 
suits  for  libel  and  slander  the  same  as 
is  any  other  individual;  that  no  immu- 
nity attaches  to  a  Senator  outside  the 
Chamber  or  outside  committee  rooms. 

Mr.  STENNIS.     That  Is  true;  yes. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  So  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  and  I  agree  that  a  Sen- 
ator outside  the  Chamber  should  have 
the  same  freedom  of  speech  as  the  aver- 
age citizen  has.  Does  the  Senator  agree 
to  that? 


Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  will  have 
to  get  down  to  cases;  I  do  not  know  wh^t 
he  has  in  mind. 

I  said  this  morning  that  I  did  not  con- 
demn the  remarks  of  the  Jumor  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  with  reference  to  the 
Junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
HsNDKiCKSONi,  in  connection  with  these 
charges,  merely  because  they  were  from 
one  Senator  to  another,  but  as  remarks 
coming  from  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin with  reference  to  a  duly  constituted, 
legal,  constitutional  authority.  The  Gil- 
lette subcommittee,  to  an  extent,  was  the 
voice  of  the  Senate;  and  the  Senate,  to 
an  extent,  is  the  voice  of  the  American 
State.  So  the  criticism  on  the  part  of 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  in 
that  instance,  to  my  mind,  was  very  near 
the  point  of  revolt  against  authority. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  in  other  words,  so 
that  I  may  understand  the  position  of 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  if  the  Sen- 
ate is  to  adopt  a  new  nile,  the  position 
of  the  Senator  is  that  if  one  is  elected  to 
public  office,  he  attains  some  sort  of  im- 
munity from  criticism.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.     No,  no. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Then,  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Henduckson] 
wovdd  be  subject  to  criticism,  whether 
he  were  or  were  not  a  Senator.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  think  aU  criticism, 
or  whatever  one  may  call  it,  depends 
upon  the  circumstances  surrounding 
the  facts.  However,  as  a  general  propo- 
sition. I  tell  my  constituents  that  I  will 
take  criticism  from  all  and  abuse  from 
none,  and  I  stand  on  that. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  if  the  senator 
from  Mississippi  is  abused,  what  does  he 
do?  Does  he  ask  the  Senate  to  censure 
someone? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  When  I  am  con- 
fronted with  such  a  situation.  I  shall  de- 
termme  my  coun^e. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Senator  says 
he  takes  abuse  from  no  one.  He  does 
not  expect  the  Senate  to  censure  some- 
one who  aouses  him ;  does  he?  I  am  try- 
ing to  get  down  to  the  basic  question, 
and  the  Senator  and  I  should  not  engage 
in  fencing  with  each  other.  The  re- 
port of  the  committee  indicates  that  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  feels  that  a 
Senator  does  not  have  the  right,  outside 
of  the  Chamber,  to  say  what  he  honestly 
thinks  abov^t  another  elected  official.  If 
that  is  the  nile  to  be  adopted,  we  should 
adopt  it  with  our  eyes  open.  I  am  try- 
ing to  ask  the  Senator  some  questions  in 
order  to  get  his  thought  on  the  matter. 
The  Senator  signed  this  report.  I  as- 
sume the  subject  was  given  a  great  deal 
of  thought.  So.  then,  the  question  is: 
Does  a  man  who  is  a  Senator  gain  some 
immunity  from  criticism?  Or  may  he 
resort  to  the  courts  of  the  land,  by  way 
of  libel  or  slander  suits,  or  what  have 
you.  the  same  as  an  average  citizen? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  think  the  Senator's 
question  is  somewhat  of  an  argument. 
It  is  2  or  3  questions  in  1.  However. 
I  shall  try  to  answer  It,  since  I  wish  to 
make  my  view  clear.  The  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  was  not  present  this 
morning  to  hear  my  argument.  I  am 
sorry  about  that.  I  asked  his  attorney 
if  he  were  detained  because  of  illness. 


and  I  stated  that  I  would  rather  speak  in 
his  presence  than  in  his  abemoe.  How- 
ever, without  going  into  aU  that  again, 
I  merely  say  that  the  report  does  not. 
to  my  mind,  set  up  the  standards  the 
Senator  mentioned. 

Getting  down  to  the  case  in  question. 
there  was  not  any  one  particular  thing 
the  Senator  said.  did.  or  failed  to  do  that 
caused  me  to  reach  the  conclusi<m  I  did. 
Just  as  one  spoke  does  not  make  a 
wheel,  and  the  load  cannot  all  rest  on 
one  spoke,  so  in  the  case  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  unhappQy.  the 
entire  picture  led  me  to  the  conclusion 
I  reached.       

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  am  not  asking  the 
Senator  what  the  conclusion  was  in 
this  case.  The  Senate  is  asked  to  set 
up  a  rule  which  should  apply  not  only 
to  McCarthy  but  to  all  the  other  95 
Senators  for  all  time  to  come.  A  drastic 
change  in  the  rules  is  sought  to  be  made. 
I  asked  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  a 
simple  question,  and  we  should  not  fence 
over  it.  Does  the  Senator  think,  because 
he  is  elected  to  the  Senate,  that  he  has 
some  immunity  from  criticism  which  he 
did  not  have  as  a  private  citizen?  I  am 
not  speaking  about  the  rules  applying  to 
conduct  within  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  have  already  tried 
to  answer  the  question  in  the  very  best 
way  I  could.  There  are  certain  prin- 
ciples laid  down  in  the  law  and  certain 
principles  resulting  from  customs  which 
have  become  established.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  question  involved  before  the 
Senate  about  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  Vhii.  Hkndrickson]  or  any  other 
Senator  having  immunity  from  criti- 
cism. It  would  be  purely  academic  for 
me  to  try  to  discuss  it  from  that  angle. 
I  have  answered  the  question  of  the  Sen- 
ator as  best  I  can. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  If  that  is  the  best 
way  the  Senator  can  answer  it.  that  is 
that. 

I  am  not  speaking  about  any  particu- 
lar committee,  but  if  a  committee  were 
guilty  of  illegal  conduct,  would  the  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi  say  that  a  Senator 
would  have  the  same  right  as  a  private 
citizen  to  criticize  that  committee? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  said  this  morn- 
ing  

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  did  not  hear  what 
the  Senator  said  this  morning.  I  should 
like  to  get  the  answer  now. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  shall  give  the  Sen- 
ator an  answer  now.  I  stated  this  morn- 
ing that  when  the  Senator  questioned 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  committee  at 
first,  that  was  entirely  proper  and  right. 
The  question  of  Jurisdiction  came  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  had  the  atten- 
tion of  the  membership  of  the  Senate. 
In  spite  of  all  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsm  had  said  about  that  matter. 
if  the  decision  made  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  had  been  respected,  I  would  have 
been  in  favor  of  forgetting  what  the  Jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  had  said. 
But.  after  the  vote  of  60  to  0  in  the  Sen- 
ate, the  pattern  continued  in  the  same 
way. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Does  the  Senator 
remember  the  question  I  asked? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Yes.  I  remember  the 
question.    Tliat  is  my  answer. 
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lAr.  MeGABTBY.    Ooukl  the  Senstor  * 
tail  wwlMit  ttw  fuestion  wss? 

ifr^aXBOna  I  am  wmflBtng  «y ii- 
MMT,  M  X  told  tbe  Senator  in  tbe  begki. 
nyboc*  to  tbe  vmbOoii  I  am  trying  to  4ia- 
euas  with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BfoCABTH7.  I  do  not  want  to 
fct  iDto  Uk  argument  with  tbe  Senator. 
I  half  pMiAreapcct  tor  him  aa  a  Senator. 

Mr.  sraWKEB.    I  appreciate  thai. 

Ifr.  McCUyftTHY.  We  have  the  Jury 
iitttaig  here  now.  We  are  asked  to  adopt 
»  new  rule.  The  Soiator  from  Miasls- 
aUvi  la  1  of  the  6  members  of  tbe  oom- 
mtttee  who  are  asking  tbe  Senate  to 
adopt  a  new  rule.  I  think  I  have  a  duty 
to  qiieistlon  the  reasons  advanoed  for 
adoptiag  tbe  new  rule.  So  I  ask  the 
Senator  from  litalaslivl  a  question. 
Forgei  about  McCaktht  now.  Forget 
about  tbe  Gillette  committee.  Will  the 
Puna  tor  do  that? 

lir.  srranOB.    if  the  senator  win  ask 

his  fiiiesttoii.  I  shall  tiy  to  answer  it  in 
the  best  way  I  can. 

Mr.  lIoCARTHY.  Forget  IIcCastht. 
Forget  tbe  OUlette  committee.  If  a  com- 
mittee of  the  United  States  Senate  were 
performing  Ul^al  acts,  does  the  Senator 
feel  that  another  Senator  or  a  private 
citizen  would  have  the  risht  to  criticize 
(hat  committee,  or  should  he  be  cen- 
sured for  criticizing  tbe  performance 
of  those  Illegal  acts? 

lir.  BTENHJB.  The  Senator  used  the 
word  "criticise,*'  which  is  a  very  broad 
term.  I  thought  the  Senator's  criticism 
of  that  commtttee  was  out  of  place  when 
be  odd  they  were  inking  the  pockets  of 
the  American  taxpayer,  and  that  an  hon- 
est report  was  impossible,  and  wrote 
letters  to  that  effect.  I  think  the  Senator 
would  have  been  acting  properly  if  he 
had  challenged  the  committee  tn  a  decent 
and  in  an  honorable  way,  as  a  Senator 
should.  If  anything  was  wrong,  it  could 
have  been  shown.  I  would  never  approve 
of  any  such  language  as  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  used — although  It 
would  take  more  than  one  outburst  of 
that  kind  to  lead  me  to  favor  censuring 
a  Senator. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Let  us  assume  for 
the  time  being  that  a  committee  was 
plckbig  ttie  pockets  of  the  taxpayer. 
Does  the  Senator  say  one  ^ould  be  criti- 
cized for  so  stating?  Let  us  forget  about 
the  Oillette  committee.  I  am  trying  to 
keep  the  question  within  a  general  rule. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  In  considering  this 
ease,  I  eannot  forget  the  GHllette  cmn- 
mlttee,  and  I  cannot  forget  anyone  tied 
to  it.  I  am  trying  to  pass  on  this  case. 
Tbe  term  "inking  the  pockets"  does  not 
ahimys  have  a  definite  meaning.  It  is 
aomewhat  like  saying,  "You  are  a  bunch 
of  thieves."  That  Is  what  would  be  un- 
derstood. I  do  not  approve  of  such  lan- 
guage.   

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  am  trying  to  get 
down  to  the  question.  The  Senator  can 
refuse  to  answer,  of  course. 

Mr.  81TNNIS.  No;  I  shall  not  refuse 
to  answer. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Does  the  Senator 
ttxlnk  Umt  if  a  committee  is  engaged  In 
an  tmsnroper  activity — ^let  us  say  that  it 
is  pMdng  tbe  pockets  of  tbe  taxpayer— 
a  Senator  would  or  would  not  be  justified 
in  so  stetlng.  or  must  he  keep  mum?  In 
other  words,  I  am  trying  to  ask  the  Sen- 


ator ibis  question:  Is  there  some  im- 
munity from  criticism  which  a  Senate 
committee  has? 

Mr.  STENKIS.  NO;  not  by  virtue  of 
being  a  committee.  No;  there  is  no  im- 
munity that  goes  with  It. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Yesterday  in  a  col- 
loquy with  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota [Mr.  CasiI.  I  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  letter  I  wrote  criticizing  the 
subcommittee  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Byers 
was  regarded  by  the  select  committee  as 
a  basis  for  censure.  In  that  connection, 
the  Saiator  from  South  Dakota  (Mr. 
Casi]  made  a  completely  honest  mistake. 
I  read  now  from  page  15977  of  the  Coir- 
CKBBSioifAX.  RxcoRD  for  November  11, 
1954: 

Iff.  McCaktht.  The  committee  hat  asked 
that  I  be  cenaured  for,  among  other  things, 
-writing  a  letter  crlticlzliig  the  GUletie  aub- 
conunlttee  for  Its  attempt  to  call  a  man  who 
was  committed  to  a  home  for  the  mientaily 
incompetent. 

Mr.  Cask.  I  think  that  U  putting  In  a  con- 
clusion that  was  not  stated. 

I  now  call  the  attention  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  to  page  28  of  the 
select  committee's  report  in  which  it  asks 
that  I  be  censured  for  writing  that  let- 
ter. I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
ruling  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  WAtKiwsl. 
who  would  not  allow  me  to  state  the 
ground. 

So  today  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
is  asking  the  Senate  to  censure  a  Sena- 
tor for  criticizing  a  subcommittee  for 
knowingly  calling  a  witness  who  was 
mentally  incompetent.  Does  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  think  now,  by  hind- 
sight, that  the  ruling  that  I  coOld  not 
show  the  reason  why  I  criticized  the 
subcommittee  was  an  erroneous  riillng; 
or  does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
think  I  should  have  been  censured,  re- 
gardless of  whether  I  had  valid  ground 
for  the  criticism? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator's  ques- 
tion has  many  different  points.  Itiepart 
I  think  he  intends  to  bring  out  is  as  to 
whether  I  think  the  ruling  was  a  correct 
one. 

On  the  basis  of  the  facts  which  were 
before  the  chairman  of  the  seledt  com- 
mittee. I  think  the  ruling  was  a  correct 
one.  There  is  no  proof,  so  far  as  I  know, 
that  the  Hennlngs  subcommittee  ever 
took  any  testimony  from  anyone  who 
was  Insane,  or  ever  considered  anything 
such  a  person  said,  or  that  there  was  any 
evidence  of  that  sort  at  all  in  the  record 
anywhere. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Is  the  Senator  from 
M1s.sisslM>i  aware  of  the  fact  that  when 
I  appeared  t>efore  the  Watkins  select 
committee.  I  was  asked  to  give  the  facts 
surrounding  the  letter  of  May  11,  in 
which  I  criticized  the  subcommittee  for 
attempting  to  call  a  witness  known  to 
them  to  be  insane,  and  that  the  chair- 
man refused  to  let  me  give  the  facts,  and 
did  so  in  these  words: 

1  think  probably  that  Is  hearsay  and  that 
It  Is  Incompetent  evidence.  Immaterial  as 
well,  and  I  strike  that  out.  j 

Does  the  Senator  from  ftGsiiissippi 
follow  me? 

Mr.  STENNIS.     Yes;  I  am  listening. 


Mr.  McCarthy,     in  other  words,  the 

select  committee  says  I  shoul4  be  cen- 
sured for  criticizing  the  subcommittee 
to  that  letter.  Mr.  Williams  asked  me 
to  give  the  circumstances  surrounding 
the  writing  of  the  letter,  but  the  chair- 
man ruled  that  out.  Does  XiH  Senator 
from  Mississippi  agree  that  if  I  bad  justi- 
fication,  I  should  have  been  allowed  to 
present  it? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  Shall  respond  to  the 
Senator's  question  in  this  way:  I  do  not 
remember  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  ever  crffered  in  evidence  any- 
thing about  the  subccnnmittee's  attempt- 
ing to  use  an  insane  witness  against  him 
or  to  have  an  insane  witness  testify  In 
a  case  involving  the  Senator ;  I  remember 
nothing  about  that. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  me  read  to  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  from  the  testi- 
mony, to  refresh  his  recollection. 

Mr.  STENNIS.     Very  well. 

Mr.  McCarthy.    I  read  tow  from 

page  295  of  part  I: 

Mr.  Wn.LiAi*a.  Senator  McCa«t«t,  exhibit 
No.  21  was  Introduced  last  week  by  Mr.  Chad- 
wlck.  It  U  a  letter  dated  Uay  11.  1952.  re- 
garding the  open  hearings  that  were  sched- 
uled In  the  month  of  May  1952  in  Senate 
Resolution  187. 

What  were  the  circumstances  surrounding 
the  writing  of  that  letter? 

Senator  McCaitht.  Well,  the  conunlttee 
had  received  a  staff  report  that  a  jlfr.  Robert 
Byers — 

Then  came  the  gavel ;  and  now  I  con- 
tinue to  read : 

The  Chahuian.  Just  a  moment. 

I  think  probably  that  is  hfaraay  and 
that  It  Is  Incompetent  evidence.  Immaterial 
as  well,  and  I  strike  that  out. 

So,  from  that  point  on,  unless  I  could 
violate  the  Chair's  ruling,  I  could  not 
present  that  evidence:  and  let  me  say 
that  when  the  Chair  said,  "That  Is  hear- 
say," he  had  before  him  the  committee 
report,  so  he  knew  it  was  not  hearsay;  he 
knew  such  a  report  had  been  given. 

We  have  to  take  this  piece  by  piece,  I 
know.    So  let  us  take  that  one  letter. 

I  think  we  shall  agree  that  I  could  not. 
under  the  Chair's  ruling,  show  justifica- 
tion. I  believe  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi has  agreed,  and  I  believe  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  CassI 
yesterday  agreed,  that  if  there  were  jus- 
tification for  criticizing  the  subc<xn- 
mittee,  such  justification  could  be  shown. 

I  think  that  today  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  should  frankly  tell  the  Senate 
whether  I  was  precluded  from  showing 
justification  for  writing  the  letter. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  In  reading  the  re- 
port  

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  While  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  is  studying  that  docu- 
ment, I  wish  to  ask  him  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  fact  that  the  letter  read 
as  follows — I  refer  to  the  letter  tor  which 
the  select  committee  asks  that  I  be 
censured: 

ExHiarr  No.  21 

Mat  11.  1952. 
Senator  Gut  Gn.LmrE. 
Senator  A.  8.  IdONROifET. 
Senator  Thomas  Hennings. 

Gentlxmen:  I  have  learned  with  regret 
that  yova  public  bearings  are  to  open  tomor- 
row without  the  presence  of  yoiir  star  wit- 
ness.    You  have  my  deepest  sympathy. 
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Some  Doubting  Thomaaaa  mlg^ht  qu— Uon. 
tbe  Importance  of  this  wltncaa.  czoept  that 
after  nearly  a  year  of  InTestlgatlog,  you  and 
your  staff  decided  that  tba  public  bearlnga 
must  open  with  hla  IntelUgently  preaentad. 
clear-cut  txpott  at  tbe  dani;en  of  Uc- 
Carthylsm.  The  Nation  owe*  joxi  a  debt  of 
gratitude  for  so  carefully  and  honestly  devel- 
oping this  wltneM  who  could  have  advlaad 
the  Senate  and  the  voten  of  Wlaoonsln  to 
get  rid  of  McCaktht.  If  only  you  had  set  the 
hearings  10  days  earlier  before  the  Judge  com- 
mitted your  star  witness  to  an  Institution 
for  tbe  criminally  Insane,  you  would  not  have 
been  deprived  of  this  Important  link  In  the 
chain  of  evidence  against  IIoCaktht. 

Some  shallow  thinkers  may  say  that  you 
(tentlemen  are  dishonest  to  have  planned  to 
use  your  committee  as  a  sounding  board  to 
headline  tbe  statements  of  a  witness  after 
your  staff  had  reported  he  was  mentally  un* 
balanced.  I  beg  you  not  to  let  this  distract 
you  from  the  honest,  gentlemanly  job  you 
are  doing.  Those  critics  fall  to  realize  that 
everything  Is  ethical  and  honest  If  It  Is  done 
to    espKwe    the    awful ness    of    McCarthylsm. 

After  all.  bad  not  your  staff  reported  that 
while  this  witness  was  mentally  deranged, 
his  mental  condition  would  help  to  make 
bim  an  excellent  witness  for  you. 

Certainly,  you  cannot  be  blamed  for  not 
knowing  that  some  unthinking  Judge  would 
do  the  country  the  great  disservice  of  com- 
mitting him  to  a  home  for  the  insane  before 
the  committee  had  a  chance  to  publicize  and 
place  Its  stamp  of  approval  on  his  statements 
about  McCastht.  Certainly,  you  cannot  be 
blamed  for  being  unable  to  distinguish  be- 
tween his  testimony  and  the  testimony  of 
the  other  witness.  Benton,  who  asked  for 
and  was  given  the  right  to  appear  before 
your  committee  and  publicly  expose  Mc- 
Cartht.  "■ 

Tbe  Communist  Party,  which  Is  also  doing 
an  excellent  Job  of  exposing  the  evils  of 
McCarthylsm,  has  repeatedly  proclaimed 
that  no  stone  be  left  unturned  In  tbe  effort 
to  remove  McCaitht  from  public  life.  As 
Lenin  said,  "resort  to  lies,  trickery,  deceit. 
and  dishonesty  of  any  type  necessary,"  In 
order  to  destroy  those  who  stand  In  the  way 
of  the  Communist  movement. 

I  ask  you  gentlemen  not  to  be  disturbed 
by  those  who  point  out  that  your  committee 
Is  trying  to  do  what  the  Conununlst  Party 
has  officially  proclaimed  as  Its  No.  1  task. 
You  just  keep  right  on  in  the  same  honest, 
painstaking  way  of  developing  the  truth. 
The  thinking  people  of  this  Nation  will  not 
be  deceived  by  those  who  claim  that  what 
you  are  doing  Is  dishonest.  After  all.  you 
must  serve  the  Interests  of  the  Democrat 
Party — there  Is  always  the  chance  that  the 
country  may  be  able  to  survive.  What  bet- 
ter way  could  you  find  to  spend  the  tax- 
payers money?  After  all.  Isn't  IfcCarrsT 
doing  the  terribly  unpatriotic  and  unethical 
thing  of  proving  the  extent  to  which  the 
Etemocrat  administration  la  Communist 
ridden?  Unleas  he  can  be  discredited,  the 
Democrat  Party  may  be  removed  from  power. 

Again  may  I  offer  my  condolences  upon 
your  failure  to  have  your  star  witness  present 
as  planned  to  open  the  testimony.  Do  you 
not  think  the  Judge  who  committed  bim 
should  be  Investigated? 
Sincerely  yours, 

JOK  MCCatTHT. 

The  Senator  and  I  will  agree,  I  assume. 
that  that  is  strong  language.  I  beUeye 
we  will  also  agree  that  any  man  who 
knew  that  a  committee  was  calling  an 
individual  who  had  been  discredited. 
who  was  Insane,  would  be  justified  in 
using  the  strongest  possible  language  in 
criticizing  that  committee.  Does  the 
Senator  agree  with  me? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
sorry  I  have  to  say  this  to  the  Senator. 


Rls  letter,  which  he  read,  w»^  in  the  evl- 
dence,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    It  is  one  of  the 

grounds  for  censure. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  wiU 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  STENNIS.     It  was  before  us. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  here  to  yield  for 
questions  whereby  I  might  be  able  to 
help  the  Senate  with  reference  to  this 
matter.  I  emphasize  the  word  "might." 
I  feel  under  a  sense  of  duty  to  do  that, 
but  I  am  mider  no  obligation  to  yield  for 
speeches  or  for  the  reading  of  matters 
which  are  in  the  record.  I  am  very  glad 
to  try  to  answer  the  Senator's  questions. 
I  read  ttiat  letter,  and  I  considered  it  in 
evidence.  There  is  no  testimony  before 
us  about  any  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
Gillette  conunlttee  to  use  the  testimony 
of  a  witness  who  was  not  mentally  com- 
petent and  responsible.  If  there  had 
been,  it  would  have  been  a  different  case. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  wUl 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Does  not  the  Sen- 
ator know  that  the  chairman  ruled  out 
that  evidence,  so  that  I  could  not  put  It 
in?  Does  not  the  Senator  know  that  we 
offered  to  put  that  evidence  in  the  rec- 
ord, so  that  the  committee  would  have  it 
before  it?  The  chalmum  banged  his 
gavel  and  said.  "You  cannot  do  it." 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  have  not  yet  seen 
any  evidence  along  that  line.  I  have  not 
seen  any  affidavit  from  anyone.  It  is 
purely  a  hypothetical  question.  It  is  not 
before  me  and  it  is  not  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  do  so,  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Watkins]  temporarily  on  this 
point.         

Mr.  WATKINS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  very  letter  which  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  read  was  received  in  evi- 
dence by  the  select  committee,  with 
everything  he  said  in  it? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  Is  cor- 
rect.   

Mr.  WATKINS.  It  was  before  us  in 
evidence.  The  full  defense,  the  full 
criticism,  and  the  full  stetement  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  about 
this  man  were  in  the  record. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  Is  cor- 
rect. The  Senator  from  Mississippi  has 
just  stated  that  that  letter  was  in  the 
evidence  and  that  we  considered  it  as  a 
a  part  of  the  picture.  It  is  a  part  of  the 
picture. 

Mr.  McCarthy. 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.    I 

Mr.  MCCARTHY, 
tor  may  not  liave  in  mind  the  question 
which  was  asked.  As  I  understood  It. 
the  question  asked  by  the  Senator  from 
Utah  was  whether  the  committee  had 
all  the  facts  before  it.  The  Senator  tias 
just  stated  that  he  knew  nothing  about 
the  fact  that  this  man  iiad  been  com- 
mitted, and  that  there  was  a  committee 
report  stating  that  he  was  menteJly 
incompetent. 

Mr.  STENNIS.     No 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Senator  knew 
nothing  about  tliat,  did  he? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Evidently  I  did  not 
make  myself  clear. 


Mr.  President,  will 

yield. 
I  think  the  Sena- 


Mr.  McCarthy.  I  do  not  think  the 
Senator  did. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  said  that  if  then 
had  been  any  kind  of  sworn  proof  about 
the  c(»nmittee  tnring  to  use  the  testi- 
mony of  a  witness  who  was  insane  or 
not  comiietent,  I  certainly  would  have 
wanted  to  hear  the  testimony,  but.  so  far, 
there  is  nothing  along  that  line.  Many 
witnesses  could  be  summoned.  I  used  to 
be  a  practicing  attorney.  I  have  often 
summoned  a  great  niunber  of  witnesses 
and  perhaps  I  would  not  use  half  of 
them. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  know  the  Senator 
wants  to  be  fair.  He  says  there  was  no 
evidence  before  the  committee.  Let  me 
read  again  the  ruling  of  the  chairman. 
I  started  to  say,  and  I  quote: 

Well,  the  committee — 

That  is,  the  Gillette  committee — 
had  received  a  staff  report  that  a  Mr.  Bobert 
Byers— 

The  chairman  interrupted  and  said: 
I   think   probably  that  is  hearsay  and  la 

Incompetent   evidence.   Unmaterlal   aa  well. 

and  I  strike  that  out. 

So  the  reason  the  committee  did  not 
liave  the  evidence  before  it  about  the 
insanity  of  this  man  was  that  the  chair 
ruled  it  out. 

I  call  attention  also  to  the  fact  that 
the  chairman  had  the  report  of  the  staff. 
I  refer  to  page  43  of  the  staff  report. 
Page  43  of  the  staff  report  pomte  out 
that  Byers  would  be  willing  to  testify 
about  a  crap  game,  and  that  the  alleged 
facts  were  uncorroborated  and  denied  by 
all  the  other  witnesses  present,  but  we 
find  the  stetement: 

Byers  Is  known  to  have  a  bitter  hatred 
of  Senator  McCartht.  and  Is  mentally  un- 
stable as  the  result  of  a  stroke  be  suffered 
In  February  1950. 

The  Senator  repeats  over  and  over  that 
there  was  no  evidence  before  the  com- 
mittee. I  ask  the  Senator  how  in 
heaven's  name  I  could  get  that  evidence 
before  the  committee.  When  I  was 
asked  a  question  about  it  I  started  to 
say: 

WeU,  the  committee  had  received  a  staff 
report  that  a  Mr.  Robert  Byera — 

Then  the  chairman  interrupted.  The 
chairman  said,  "I  have  examined  all  the 
evidence."  He  interrupted  me  and  would 
not  let  me  proceed.  Is  there  any  way  on 
God's  earth  that  I  could  have  gottoi 
the  evidence  before  the  conunlttee? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Let  me  mterrupt  the 
Senator's  repetition.  In  the  first  place, 
as  to  the  witness  being  insane  or  moi- 
telly  incompetent,  this  is  my  final  an- 
swer: The  Senator's  letter  stetes  that 
that  was  the  condition,  and  I  accepted 
that  stetement  as  a  fact. 

A  while  ago  I  said  that  if  there  had 
been  evidence  about  the  man's  being 
Insane,  if  there  had  been  any  evidence 
that  the  Gillette  committee  was  know- 
ingly trying  to  use  the  testimony  of  an 
insane  man  after  it  had  learned  the  facte 
as  to  his  insanity,  and  if  the  Gillette 
committee  had  been  following  a  course 
of  conduct  involving  putting  that  wit- 
ness on  the  stand  to  testify  about  the 
Senator's  case,  that  evidence  certainly 
would  have  been  heard,  so  far  as  I  was 
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I  hope  I  ham  BMde  that 
pointelear.  InspeetfuUyranerttothe 
flMt  «h«»  is  no 'we  in  his  wilDg 
thl»  pattern  acaln.  lliaeeare 
Ihat  is  the  twat  I  «an  do. 
Mr.  lloCABTHY.  Let  Bse  ask  one  fur- 
thar  ijimHtm  Ua  the  bcncilt  of  thefien- 
ate.  Does  the  Bmitiw  still  mkj  today 
thati  dumld  be  oensuied  for  critieisiiw 
the  omiette  cataiBlttee  f or 
call  this  witneai,  ia  Tiew  of  the  itspori 
whidi  the  ecmiBittee  had  upon  his  men- 
tal eondition? 

Mr.  8TKNNIS.  I  say  that  on  all  the 
CTirtrmnr  T  sm  forrf  i1  to  reedwunmrt  that 
the  imlor  Senator  from  Wisconsin  be 
eensiBed.  and  I  stiU  think  that  that  is 
the  eorvect  part  of  the  picture. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Bow  about  that 
one  letter? 

Mr.  STKNNIS.  As  to  any  particular 
part  Of  the  testhnony.  one  part  will  have 
weight  with  one  person,  and  another  part 
with  another  person.  I  am  not  passing 
on  thecase  pieooneal.  excQ;>t  to  say  that 
I  was  wilUng  to  overlook  not  one.  but 
many  instances.  However,  I  am  not 
Wining  to  overlo(dc  the  entire  picture. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  must  take  these 
things  piecemeal.  We  are  now  talking 
about  a  report  whidb  the  Senator  signed, 
**irtwg  that  I  be  censured  for  writing  a 
letter  of  May  11,  1952.  I  merely  ask 
fbe  Senator  this  simple  question — and 
this  will  be  ttie  last  time,  I  hope.  I  shall 
have  to  ask  it:  Does  the  Senator,  as  of 
today,  ad:  Uie  Senate  to  eensure  me  for 
wrltbig  that  letter  of  May  11,  which  was 
erttieal  of  this  particular  act  of  the  com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  8TENMIB.  In  the  first  place.  I 
am  not  asking  the  Senate  to  censure  the 
junior  Senator  fnnn  Wisconsin  for  any- 
thing. I  have  my  rraponsIbQity  in  that 
connection.  Every  other  Senator  has 
his  responsibility,  and  he  will  meet  it. 

This  particular  item  is  a  part  of  the 
picture.  Whatever  materiality  or  weight 
It  is  entitled  to  is  a  question  for  the  Sen- 
ate. I  think  it  has  a  bearing,  and  is  a 
purt  of  the  picture. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  me  ask  1  or 
2  further  questions.  Let  me  say  that 
while  some  members  of  the  committee 
have  indicated  that  they  thought  they 
were  ertending  a  courtesy  to  me  by 
yielding  for  questions,  and  while  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  has  been 
very  courteous 

Mr.  STTENNIS.  I  think  the  privilege 
is  the  Senator's,  as  a  matter  of  right. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator has  been  very  courteous,  but  I  do 
Dot  think  it  is  a  courtesy  to  yield  to  me 
for  questicms.  I  think  it  is  an  absolute 
right  which  I  liave  under  the  drcum- 
stanoes.  and  I  Uiink  any  member  of  the 
committee  who  signed  the  report  should 
explain  any  i»u:t  which  amwars  to  me 
to  be  contradictory.  I  awredate  the 
attitude  of  the  aUe  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi. 

Mr.  BTENNIB.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  realise  that  many 
members  of  the  committee  may  not  have 
»9manin»A  ^11  the  evldencc  ttiat  was  sul>- 
penaed.  I  have  a  list  of  all  the  docu- 
ments sobpenaed  by  the  WatUns  com- 
mittee.   The  Senator  from  Utah  stated 


in  the  reoord^hat  he  had  erami^ed  all 
the  evidence.    Mr.  Ctiadwick  said: 

Tluit  is  tut  Job.    I  have  esamlned  all  of 
the  evidence. 

Item  No.  78  interests  me  a  great  deal 
It  is  entitled  "Mail  Cover.  Twelve 
Items."  As  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration  I  hate  seen 
of  the  12  items.  I  have  seen  the 
letters  providing  for  this  illegal  mail 
cover. 

I  believe  there  is  no  question  that  all 
of  VIS  agree  that  a  mail  cover  is  illegal  in 
such  a  case.  The  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi signed  the  reimrt  which  states  that 
I  should  be  censured  for  criticizing  the 
Gillette  committee.  I  wonder  if  the  Sen- 
ator was  aware  of  the  fact  that  during 
the  election  of  1952 — and  if  I  am  -wrong, 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  OnLrrrE] 
can  correct  me — ^after  the  investigation 
had  been  practically  completed,  the 
chairman  provided  for  a  mail  cover.  I 
ask  whether  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi does  not  agree  with  me  that  in  that 
respect  the  committee  was  engaging  in 
an  illegal  act.  particularly  when  the  law 
provides  for  a  penalty  for  any  postal 
employee  who  delasrs  the  mail.  The  mail 
must  be  delayed  when  a  cover  is  made, 
and  therefore  the  committee  would  be 
asking  the  postal  employees  to  violate 
the  l&T.  So  I  wonder  whether  this  fact 
was  brought  to  the  Senator's  attention 
when  he  signed  the  report. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  knew  nothing  about 
an  alleged  mail  cover.  If  that  was  dis- 
cussed by  our  committee,  I  missed  that 
point. 

I  was  present  all  the  time  with  the 
exception  of  about  30  or  40  minutes,  as  I 
recall,  but  I  do  not  recall  anjrthlng  about 
a  mail  cover.  I  do  not  know  exactly 
What  it  is.   I  do  not  know, 

Mr.  McCarthy,  I  may  say.  in  fair- 
ness to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  and 
Uie  other  Senators,  that  I  doubt  very 
much  if  any  of  the  Senators  wert  aware 
of  this  illegal  act.  The  chief  counsel  of 
the  committee,  Mr^  Chadwick.  said  he 
had  examined  all  the  evidence.  Why 
this  fact  was  not  brought  to  the  Sena- 
tor's attention  I  do  not  know.  Let  me 
ask  this  question:  If  it  had  been  brought 
to  the  Senator's  attention  that  the  Gil- 
lette committee  was  engaged  in  this  vio- 
lation of  Federal  law.  would  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  then  have  felt  that  I 
was  Justified  in  criticizing  the  committee. 
or  would  the  Senator  from  Mi^issippi 
liave  felt  that  I  should  be  censured  for 
criticizing  that  committee? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  do  not  know  what  a 
mail  cover  is.  The  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin will  have  to  explain  it  to  me. 
What  is  a  mail  cover? 

Mr,  McCarthy,  a  mail  cover  con- 
sists of  Stopping  the  mail  of  ah  indi- 
vidual and  taking  oS  the  postmark  and 
the  return  address  on  the  maiL  6n  mail 
going  out  from  the  individual  it  eonslsts 
of  taking  off  the  address  of  the  person 
to  whom  It  is  being  sent.  Such  a  pro- 
cedure is  provided  for  under  the  Federal 
law  to  be  followed  by  the  FBI  ahd  cer- 
tain other  Federal  agencies,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  apprehending  a  fugitive.  In 
other  words,  let  us  assume  thait  John 
Jones  is  a  fugitive  from  justice.  The  law 


provides  that  a  mail  cover  can  be  iriaced 
on  his  mail  in  an  effort  to  locate  him. 
There  is  no  provisi<m  for  a  Sepate  com- 
mittee to  use  such  a  mail  cover. 

The  law  provides  further  that  a  pKMtal 
employee  who  delays  the  mail,  In  the  ab- 
sence of  a  provision  of  law  wbich  gives 
him  permission  to  do  so,  is  guilty  of  a 
violation  of  the  criminal  law. 

My  simple  question  is  this:  IT  the  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi  hcul  known  when 
he  signed  the  report — what  he  did  not 
know,  obviously — that  the  Gillette  com- 
mittee was  engaging  in  this  illegal  ac- 
tivity, would  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi have  felt  that  I  was  justified  in 
criticizing  the  committee? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  what  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin said  in  criticism  of  the  committee 
for  that  act.  As  a  general  proposition. 
I  do  not  approve  of  what  Uie  Senator 
calls  a  mail  cover.  However,  that  was 
not  involved  in  the  case  I  considered. 
Of  course,  I  would  have  to  hear  the 
proof  as  to  just  what  was  done,  if  any- 
thing, along  that  line,  t>efore  I  could 
pass  on  it. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Just  ong  comment 
on  that.  On  page  296  the  chairman 
ruled  out  any  and  all  evidence  of  this 
nature.  Therefore  I  had  no  way  of 
bringing  it  before  the  committee. 
Frankly,  I  did  not  know  ttiat  the  chair- 
man had  in  his  ix>ssession  this  material. 
In  fairness  to  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Watkins],  I  must  assume  that  he 
had  not  examined  this  material  and  that 
he  may  have  not  known  about  it.  How- 
ever, he  did  say  he  examined  all  the 
evidence,  and  his  chief  of  staff  said,  "It 
is  my  job,  and  I  have  gone  over  every- 
thing." 

Therefore,  as  I  say,  I  did  not  know 
that  the  committee  had  all  this  infor- 
mation at  the  time  I  was  trying  to  pro- 
duce it.  If  I  had  known  the  committee 
had  it,  I  would  have  merely  asked  that 
the  committee  produce  it  itsetf . 

One  further  question.  This  is  getting 
down  to  the  meat  of  the  case,  I  believe. 

On  page  30  of  the  report  the  commit- 
tee states,  in  speaking  of  a  Senator: 

But  he — 

Any  Senator — 

has  no  rlglit  to  impugn  the  motfvee  of  lndl< 
vldual  Senators  responsible  for  official  ac- 
tion, nor  to  reflect  upon  their  personal  char- 
acter for  what  offlcial  action  they  took. 

Let  us  assume  that  the  motives  of  a 
Senator  are  extremely  bad.  {jet  us  not 
talk  about  any  present  Member  of  the 
Senate.  Let  us  assume  that  we  are  now 
In  1965.  Let  us  assume  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  knows  of  his  per- 
sonal knowledge  that  the  motives  of  a 
Senator  are  extremely  bad.  ahd  that  he 
was  motivated  by  improper  considera- 
tions in  his  oCacial  acts. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  be- 
lieve that  he,  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi, should  be  censured  for  calling  at- 
tention to  that  fact? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  states  a  hypothetical  case. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  It  hivolves  legal 
principles. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  have  fuHy  explained 
repeatedly  my  judgment  and  have  tried 
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to  make  it  clear.  I  have  tried  to  do  so 
with  respect  to  the  ease  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  and  have  tried  to  state 
my  reasons.  I  refer  to  page  SO  of  the 
report,  particularly  to  the  sentence  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  read: 

But  he  hae  no  r\^X  to  Impugn  the  motlTei 
of  mdivldual  Senaton  reaponslble  for  oOdal 
action,  or  to  reflect  upon  their  personal 
character  (or  what  oOcUa  action  Vbaj  taka. 

Of  course,  that  means  that  the  Sena- 
tor has  no  right  to  do  that  except  in 
order  to  discredit  Senators  or  bring  them 
into  disrepute  or  abuse  them,  or  hold 
them  up  to  ridicule  and  scorn  in  con- 
nection with  their  official  acts.  That 
principle  has  to  be  appUed  always  to 
particular  cases.  I  say  I  applied  the 
facts  in  the  case  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  and  reached  a  conclusion. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  know  that  there 
are  some  persons  who  believe  there 
should  be  a  special  rule  applied  to  my 
case.  However,  this  rule  must  apply  for 
all  time  to  come,  if  we  adopt  it.    . 

The  report  states  that  no  Senator 
may  do  this.  It  does  not  say  only  Sena- 
tor McCasthy  may  not  do  it.  Then  the 
report  points  out  that  a  Senator  has  no 
right  to  impugn  the  motives  of  a  Sena- 
tor, and  so  forth.  Then  the  report  states 
that  if  the  rules  and  procedures  were 
otherwise,  no  Senator  could  have  free- 
dom of  action. 

Let  us  assume  that  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  is  a  Member  of  this  body  in 
1965.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi 
knows  that  a  certain  Senator  has  bad 
motives  and  is  guided  by  those  bad 
motives.  Should  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi be  censtired  for  calling  the  at- 
tention of  the  country  to  that  fact,  off 
the  floor  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  As  a  general  proposi- 
tion, of  course,  we  can  bring  out  all  facts 
that  pertain  or  relate  to  bad  motives, 
and  we  can  give  our  conclusions  on  those 
facts.  However,  in  the  case  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin,  as  I  understand  the 
facts,  it  does  not  fit  into  a  pattern  of 
that  kind.     I  am  sorry  it  does  not. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Senator  from 
Mississippi  is  now  setting  a  nile  of  gen- 
eral appUcation.  not  only  for  McCaktht. 
On  page  30  of  the  report  I  call  atten- 
tion to  this  language.  I  consider  this  to 
be  above  everything  that  has  been  said 
so  far.  This  is  all-important  The  com- 
mittee is  not  referring  to  McCaktht. 
The  committee  is  laying  down  a  general 
rule.    The  coounittee  states: 

Any  Senator  has  the  right  to  questton. 
criticize,  differ  from,  or  condemn  an  oiDdal 
action  of  the  body  of  which  he  ta  a  member, 
or  of  the  constituent  committees  which 
are  working  arms  of  the  Senate.  In  proper 
lan^age. 

In  other  words,  the  committee  starts 
out  by  saying  a  Senator  can  criticiae 
conmiittees.  Then  the  committee  differ- 
entiates, and  it  states: 

But— 

The  committee  is  not  referring  to 
McCarthy  now.  but  to  all  Senators,  for 
all  time  to  come — 

But  he  has  no  rlgbt  to  impugn  the  mo- 
tives of  indlTldual  Senaton  reqwnsibto  (or 
offlcial  action,  nor  to  reflect  upon  their  par- 


lor what  oOklal  aekkm  they 
took. 

If  the  rules  and  prooeduree  were  other- 
wlee.  no  Benator  could  have  freedom  ot 
action  to  perform  his  aiwlgnrd  committee 
duties. 

I  gather  that  the  committee  means 
that  if  a  Senator  could  be  criticized  he 
would  be  intimidated  and  he  would  not 
perform  his  worlc 

I  am  not  aaldng  what  nile  should  lie 
appUed  to  McCasthy.  but  what  rule 
should  be  applied  to  every  Senator.  If 
the  Senator  from  Mississif^i,  having  this 
rule  before  him.  Imew  that  Senator  X — 
or.  let  us  say  Senator  McCasthy — ^was 
gmlty  of  improper  motives,  that  I  had 
been  completely  dishonest  in  my  work 
on  a  committee,  does  not  the  Senator 
feel  he  would  be  in  duty  bound  to  vio- 
late this  rule  and  call  that  dishonesty  to 
the  attention  of  the  covmtry? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  will  answer  the  ques- 
tion in  this  way:  If  I  said  a  Senator  was 
completely  dishonest  and  if  I  thought 
I  had  the  facts  to  liack  up  what  I  said, 
and  could  prove  it.  if  the  Senator  called 
on  me  to  prove  it  I  would  either  prove 
that  the  Senator  was  dishonest  or  take 
back  what  I  had  said  or  admit  that  I 
had  not  told  the  truth. 

Another  thing:  The  Senator  says  to 
this  six-man  committee  ttiat  we  are  all 
unwitting  handmaidens  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party.  I  think  the  word  "unwit- 
ting" does  not  apply,  because  aU  these 
men  are  inteUigent  men,  and  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  should  prove 
what  he  says,  that  we  delUserately  be- 
came handmaidens  of  the  Communist 
Party.  

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Let  us  not  change 
the  language. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  should 
prove  it,  take  it  back,  or  admit  that  it 
is  false.  That  is  the  way  it  looks  to  me. 
Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Let  us  iK>t  change 
the  language.  The  Senator  says  I  say 
the  committee  is  deliberately  doing  the 
work  of  the  Commxmist  Party.  I  said, 
and  I  want  to  make  it  clear,  that  the 
committee  was  unknowingly  acting  as 
the  handmaids  of  the  Communist  Party. 

I  went  on  in  my  speech  to  point  out 
that  a  censure  vote  would  be  a  great 
victory  for  the  Communist  Party.  I 
pointed  out  in  that  speech — and  I  wish 
the  Senator  would  read  it — ^that  the  of- 
ficial organs  of  the  Communist  Party 
have  been  plotting  their  attack  on  Mc- 
Cakthy.  I  pointed  out  that  I  had  been 
Investigated  five  times  as  a  result  of  my 
exposure  of  Communists.  I  have  pointed 
out  that  I  will  be  investigated  the  sixth 
time  unless  I  quit  investigating  Com- 
munists. That  means  that  I  shall  be. 
because  I  do  not  intend  to  discontinue 
exposing  Communists,  regardless  of  any 
censure  vote  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  is  getting  away  from  the 
point,  now.  He  is  trying  to  promulgate 
a  rule  by  which  I  can  be  censured.  Let 
US  have  it  applied  to  all  other  Senators. 
I  do  not  think  an  honest,  forthright  Sen- 
ator such  as  is  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi should  take  as  much  time  an- 
swering these  questions.  The  Senator 
has  a  great  record  in  the  Senate,  and  I 
think  he  is  completely  honest.  I  do  not 
question  his  motives  in  the  slightest. 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ba>- 
UTT  in  the  chair).  The  Senator  from 
Mississippi  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  Presidefit.  let  the 
Senator  from  Wiscon^n  ask  questions,  i 
think  he  has  a  right  to  ask  questions, 
but  not  to  make  speeches. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  lei 
me  say  that  so  far  as  I  am  concerned 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Just  a  moment.  Let 
me  answer  the  Senate's  question. 

Any  rule  that  would  apply  to  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisotmsin  should 
i4>ply  to  me  and  to  all  other  Senators. 
My  speech  this  morning  concerned,  as 
I  saw  it,  a  standard  of  conduct  whidi. 
if  we  adopt  It  as  being  moper,  becomes 
a  standard  of  conduct,  but  if  we  dis- 
approve it,  it  will  not  become  a  standard 
of  conduct  in  the  Senate.  I  think  that 
is  the  issue:  that  is  the  <»ly  issue.  I 
think  we  must  answer  "Yes"  or  "Mo" 
on  the  facts  before  us.  I  do  not  see  any 
halfway  groimd. 

The  words  on  page  30  of  the  report 
are  not  rules  of  the  Senate,  of  course. 
I  think  that  goes  to  the  heart  of  the 
Senator's  question.  They  are  not  rules 
to  apply  to  anyone.  They  are  general 
principles  to  which  we  have  to  apply  the 
facts. 

The  resolution  which  is  before  the 
Senate— without  reading  it  all.  but  tfdp- 
ping  down — states  that  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  "repeatedly  abused 
the  subconunittee  and  its  members  who 
were  trying  to  carry  out  assigned  duties. 
thereby  obstructing  the  oonstitutloiial 
processes  of  the  Senate,  and  that  this 
conduct  of  the  Senator  from  'W\aotauSxL 
[Mr.  McCakthyI.  in  failing  to  cooperate 
with  a  Senate  committee  in  clearing  up 
matters  affecting  the  honor  of  the  Sen- 
ate is  contrary  to  senatorial  traditions.** 

That  is  the  question  which  Is  before 
the  Senate.  To  that  exteiit  it  will  tend 
to  establish  a  rule — to  the  extent  of  the 
facts  in  the  Senator's  case,  and  no 
further. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  In  other  words,  the 
Senator's  position  is  that  the  wortte  at 
the  top  of  page  30  do  not  become  the 
guiding  rule  of  the  Senate,  but  the  guid- 
ing rule  in  this  case? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  No ;  I  certainly  do  not 
feel  that  way  at  aU  about  it.  The  state- 
ments on  page  30  are  statements  of  gen- 
eral principles,  general  lines  of  criticism, 
or  views,  or  whatever  we  may  term  them. 
But  they  are  certainly  not  a  rule  of  the 
Senate.''  I  do  not  consider  them  such. 
Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELXER.  The  Senator  has  been 
very  kind.  I  know  he  is  weary,  as  any- 
one would  be  who  has  been  on  his  feet 
for  a  long  time.  I  shaU  be  veiy  brief. 
It  is  because  of  my  great  and  profoiuid 
respect  for  the  Senator's  legal  ability 
that  I  wish  to  interrogate  him. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  see  anjrthing  funny  abcut  it.  In  the 
utmost  sincerity  and  upon  my  oath  as  a 
Senator  I  state  that  I  respect  the  dls- 
tinguished  Senator  from  Misslsiiippt. 
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.  lir.  8TENMIS.  I  Xxxk.  it  aa  a  eompU- 
meal   I  did  not  amile. 

lir.  WKLKER.  I  know  the  Senator 
dkS  not,  but  scmieone  cUcL 

lir.  wmnr.    Many  Senators  did. 

Ifr.  WELKER.  Would  any  Senator 
Who  amiled  differ  fnmi  that  statement? 
Z  hope  not. 

lir.  Presidait.  this  morning  I  interro- 
gated my  f  rimd — and  I  want  no  smiling 
about  it — with  respect  to  the  Senator 
tinm  Colorado  [Mr.  J(«nson1  regarding 
his  ^Mmging  his  opinion  after  he  had 
seal  Oeneral  Zwicker  on  the  stand.  The 
Senator  f  rem  Mississippi  has  instructed 
many  Juries  in  his  lifetime.  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  it  Is  the  fundamental  law  in  the 
State  of  Mississippi  and  in  every  FM- 
eral  court  he  knows  of  and  in  which 
he  has  inractioed  law,  that  Juries  are 
instnicted  somewhat  as  follows: 

Tou  are  the  sole  Judges  of  the  facta  in  this 
cue.  Tou  are  to  obeerve  the  manner  and 
demeanor  of  the  wltneasea  upon  the  stand, 
their  conduct  and  their  answers. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  knows 
that  instrtietion  better  than  I  do.  May 
I  ask  him  if  he  thinks  it  is  fair  for  a 
member  of  the  select  committee  to 
change  his  opinion  entirely  with  respect 
to  the  testimony  given  by  the  general 
when  he  had  no  opportunity  whatever 
to  examine  the  facts  as  to  the  general's 
conduct? 

Mr,  STENNIS.  Is  the  Senator  refer- 
ring to  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson]  ? 

Mr.  WELKER.  Tes;  I  simply  wanted 
to  have  the  fine  legal  opinion  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  may  not 
have  been  present  this  morning  when 
I  said  that  my  impression,  in  the  begin- 
ning, about  the  so-called  Zwicker  case 
was  that  I  would  not  make  it  a  basis  for 
censure.  But  after  hearing  the  evidence 
and  all  the  facts  adduced  before  the 
committee,  the  case  appeared  in  an  alto- 
gether different  light.  That  was  my  ex- 
perience. Of  course.  I  would  not  pass 
upon  the  experience  of  my  friend,  the 
Senator  from  Colorado.  He  can  speak 
for  himself. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Let  us  discttss  the  ex- 
perience of  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi. He  changed  his  opinion  after  he 
had  seen  and  heard  General  Zwicker  be- 
fore the  select  committee.  The  Senator 
fnnn  Mississippi  did  not  observe  Gen- 
eral Zwicker's  demeanor  and  activity  or 
did  not  hear  his  langiiage  on  the  wit- 
ness stand  when  it  Is  alleged  that  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  abused 
the  witness.    IS  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  correct.  I  am 
very  glad  to  disclose  to  the  Senate  my 
reaction  to  the  Zwicker  case.  When  we 
come  to  a  discussion  of  that  case,  I 
expect  to  speak  fully  on  the  facts  and 
to  give  a  review  of  the  evidence  which 
impressed  me.  I  do  not  have  it  vividly 
In  my  mind  now. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Will  not  the  Senator 
fnm  Mississippi  further  agree  with  me 
that  no  2  Senators,  no  2  judges,  no  2 
lawyers,  and  certainly  no  2  cross- 
examlners,  arfe  alike? 

Mr.  STENNIS.    That  is  very  true. 

Mr.  WKLKER.  Cross-examination,  as 
we  have  been  taught  in  law  school,  is 


the  hardest  and  most  diiBcult  part  of 
a  lawyer's  work.  What  might  be  Simple 
for  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi might  well  be  difficult  for  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  STENNIS,  That  is  correct. 
Those  matters  are  entitled  to  consider- 
ation and  weight. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  shall  be  finished 
with  my  Interrogation  of  the  Senator 
after  one  further  question.  Would  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Mississippi 
agree  with  me  that,  as  a  matter  of  fun- 
damental law.  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
select  committee  was  based  on  the  ex- 
pulsion clause  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  states? 

Mr.  STENNIS.    On  what  clause? 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  expulsion  clause. 
It  is  all  contained  in  one  paragraph  of 
the  Constitution,  as  the  Senator  will  re- 
member,   

Mr,  STENNIS.  I  think  that  any 
legally  constituted  body  has  certain  In- 
herent rights  to  protect  itself.  It  can 
prescribe  its  standards,  rules,  methods, 
and  the  like.  As  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  has  pointed  out,  there  is  in  the 
Constitution  a  special  clause  with  ref- 
erence to  expulsion  and  disorderly  con- 
duct.      

Mr,  WELKER.  The  Senator  from 
Mississippi  is  not  saying  for  a  moment 
that  the  select  committee  went  beyond 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
is  he? 

Mr,  STENNIS,  No;  I  think  not. 
Clearly  not. 

Mr,  WELKER.  Did  the  Senator  from 
Mislsslppi  or  the  committee  counsel  ever 
discuss,  or  did  the  committee  disctjiss,  the 
profound  treatise  on  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  entitled  "The  Van- 
istung  Rights  of  the  States,"  by  James  M. 
Beck,  who  was  a  former  Solicitor  General 
of  the  United  States? 

Mr,  STENNIS.  I  am  familiar  with 
that  book.  I  did  not  study  it  In  con- 
nection with  these  hearings,  particularly, 
but  I  know  in  a  general  way  that  there 
are  some  very  fine  clmpters  in  it. 

Mr,  WELKER,  I  believe  that  Sen- 
ators from  the  South  have  read  it  many 
times, 

Mr.  STENNIS.     Perhaps  so. 

Mr.  WELKER,  Is  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  familiar  with  a  statement  at 
the  bottom  of  page  50  of  Mr.  Becks'  book, 
after  a  discussion  of  expulsion,  in  which 
he  puts  expulsion,  censure,  and  so  forth, 
in  the  same  category?  I  shall  be  glad 
to  hand  the  book  to  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  at  any  time,  I  read  as 
follows: 

It  Is,  however,  equally  clear,  that  the  act 
which  would  Justify  his  expulsloa,  must 
have  taken  place  since  his  election.  What 
he  did  prior  to  his  election  and  qualification 
has  been  passed  upon  by  the  people  of  his 
State.  In  a  political  sense,  It  Is  res  adjudl- 
cata,  A  candidate  for  the  Senate  might  have 
been  guilty  of  embezzlement  before  his  elec- 
tion, but  the  right  of  the  people  of  that 
State  to  send  an  embezzler  to  the  Senate. 
if  it  sees  fit.  is  clear.  Such  declsioa  is  the 
sole  right  of  the  State. 

Does  the  Senator  from  MisBlsslppi 
agree  with  author  Beck  upon  that  subject 
matter? 

Mr,  STENNIS.  There  Is  a  great  deal 
of  soundness  in  a  part  of  that  statement. 


of  course,  I  do  not  think  I  covld  at  this 
time  help  the  Senator  or  the  Senate  in 
any  way  on  this  matter.  It  is  very  clear 
to  me  that  it  is  a  continuing  matter. 

This  proceeding  does  not  deal  with 
expulsion,  in  the  first  place.  But  I  should 
be  glad  if  the  Senator  from  Idaho  would 
defer  further  questions  on  that  point, 
I  may  present  additional  statements 
along  that  line,  and  we  can  then  further 
discuss  the  question. 

I  wish  to  thank  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
for  his  very  considerate  Intttrogatlon, 
and  also  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  McCarthy],  whose  inter- 
rogation also,  I  thought,  was  very  good. 

Mr.  WELKER.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  Preslde»t.  I  yield 
the  floor. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  speak  very  briefly  this  afternoon  about 
the  matter  which  is  before  the  Senate. 

I  oppose  the  resolution  to  censure  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

If  censure  is  voted  in  this  case.  It  Is 
highly  probable  that  other  Senators 
would  be  censured  for  comparable  acts. 
The  result  of  censure,  therefore,  would 
be  one  so  close  to  legislative  tyranny  that 
I  cannot  view  it  with  complacency. 

Fortunately,  we  are  not  all  of  the  same 
mold.  Every  Senator  should  be  free  to 
do  his  job  in  his  own  way,  so  long  as  he 
acts  within  the  law  and  within  the  rules 
of  the  Senate. 

The  f ramers  of  the  Constitution  faced 
the  problem  of  legislative  tyranny.  They 
limited  the  powers  of  Congress  to  those 
specifically  delegated  by  the  Coeastitution, 
Two  forms  of  legislative  tjrranny  were 
specifically  prohibited — ex  post  facto 
legislation  and  bills  of  attainder.  To 
the  Pounding  Fathers,  therefore,  legis- 
lative tyranny  seemed  just  as  ugly  as  the 
tyranny  of  the  despot  or  of  a  mob. 

In  this  case,  the  Senate  is  sitting  as 
Judge,  prosecutor,  and  jury.  However, 
I  do  not  suggest,  nor  do  I  intend  to  Imply 
even  remotely,  that  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  is  imbued  with  the  spirit 
of  punitive  action.  I  yield  tjo  no  man 
in  the  respect  I  hold  for  the  processes 
and  traditions  of  this  body.  Neverthe- 
less, if  the  consequence  of  Senate  action 
is  to  single  out  one  Senator  for  pimish- 
ment  and  to  excuse  all  others  liable  to 
punishment  on  the  same  basis,  the  result 
is  an  injustice. 

Unjust  punishment  is  that  having  no 
basis  in  any  rule  of  law.  The  victim  may 
receive  an  eminently  fair  trial.  But  if 
his  punishment  is  based  on  ex  post  facto 
legislation,  or  on  no  law  at  all,  he  Is 
truly  the  victim  of  injustice. 

No  punishment  can  be  just  if  It  is  not 
based  on  any  law  that  Is  known,  know- 
able,  or  predictable.  We  are  not  con- 
cerned here  with  the  problem  of  power. 
A  mob  has  power,  unlawful  power  to  be 
sure.  The  Senate  of  the  United  SUtes 
In  this  proceeding  is  armed  with  con- 
stitutional power.  Article  I,  section  5  of 
the  Constitution  provides  that  "each 
House  may  punish  its  Members  for  dis- 
orderly behavior."  But  unless  the  ex- 
ercise of  that  power  is  bottomed  on  a 
rule  of  law  designed  for  Impersonal  and 
impartial  application  in  all  similar  cases, 
history  will  surely  record  the  result  as 
unjust. 
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The  rule  of  law  is  defined  as  follows 
in  Prof.  F.  A.  Hayek's  Road  to  Serfdom: 

Nothing  dlstingulahaa  more  clearly  eoa- 
dltlons  In  •  fre«  country  from  tho—  In  » 
country  under  arbitrary  government  than 
the  observance  in  the  former  of  the  great 
principles  known  as  the  rule  of  law.  Stripped 
of  all  technicalities,  this  means  that  Oor- 
ernment  in  aU  its  actions  Is  bound  by  rules 
fixed  f  nd  annotuiced  beforehand — rules 
which  make  It  possible  to  f  ireaee  with  fahr 
certainty  how  the  authority  wlU  use  Its 
coerclTe  powers  In  given  clrnunstances  and 
to  plan  one's  individual  affairs  on  the  basis 
of  this  knowledge. 

That  rule  was  upheld  In  very  strong 
language  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  a 
United  Mineworkers  case  a  few  years 
after  the  First  World  War. 

The  case  was  argued  by  one  who  was 
afterward  Chief  Justice  of  the  United 
States,  the  Honorable  Charles  EL  Hughes. 
I  remember  that  in  his  brief  he  traced 
the  law  from  ancient  times  down  to  the 
present,  and  very  clearly  distinguished, 
as  does  this  noted  author,  between  free- 
dom and  arbitrary  government  power 
and  both  came  to  the  same  conclusion. 

Injustice  is  not  synonymous  with  mis- 
carriage of  Justice.  No  8}  stem  of  Justice 
is  foolproof.  Reasonable  men  may  draw 
erroneous  conclusions  from  a  given  set 
of  facts.  Fairminded  men  may  make 
legal  interpretations  inimical  to  basic 
liberties.  So  long  as  such  men — whether 
they  be  Judges,  prosecutors.  Jurors,  or 
United  States  Senators — honestly  en- 
deavor to  apply  a  definite  rule  of  law. 
they  may  err,  but  they  ait  not  unjust. 

At  this  point  in  my  remarks,  I  wish 
to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  I  have 
the  highest  admiration  and  respect  for 
the  honesty  and  Integrity  of  the  six  Sen- 
ators who  served  on  the  Select  Commit- 
tee To  Study  Censure  Charges.  They 
are  all  able.  They  would  not  wittingly 
set  in  motion,  or  condone,  any  action 
that  is  inherently  imjust.  Nevertheless, 
in  my  Judgment,  that  is  the  efTect  of 
their  recommendations. 

I  cannot  agree  with  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  that  one  or  more 
of  the  members  of  the  select  OMnmlttee 
were  so  biased  as  to  preclude  their  mak- 
ing a  fair  appraisal  of  his  case.  It  was 
manifestly  impossible  to  find  six  Sena- 
tors who  had  not  at  one  time  or  another 
expressed  an  opinion  on  the  controver- 
sial junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

In  my  Judgment,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  should  have  been  al- 
lowed to  make  his  full  defense  before  the 
committee.  The  committee  denied  him 
that  right.  But  since  the  entire  subject 
is  going  to  be  ventilate-d  here  on  the 
Senate  floor,  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  will  have  hi«.  day  in  court. 
Whatever  the  conclusion  of  the  Senate, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  will 
have  had  a  full  and  fair  hearing. 

We  have,  then,  a  resolution  of  censure 
which  six  able  and  honest  Senators  think 
must  be  adopted  to  preserve  the  good 
name  of  the  Senate,  but  which  strikes  me 
as  patently  unjust.  What  is  the  reason 
for  these  radically  different  conclusions? 

If  a  court  tried  and  pimlshed  a  man 
without  citing  any  law  to  support  its 
action,  all  lawyers  would  condemn  the 
result  as  unjust,  and  this  would  be  true 
no  matter  how  skillfully  the  proceedings 


were  decked  out  in  the  trapfrfngs  of  Jus- 
Uce.  It  would  be  no  defense  for  the 
court  to  cite  its  general  authority  to  try 
and  punish  individuals.  Judicial  power 
to  punish  is  limited  by  the  necessity  for 
an  appUcaMe  law,  common  or  statutory, 
which  defines  the  crime  with  reasonable 
prectsioa. 

Legislative  power  to  jninlsh  under  ar- 
ticle I.  section  5.  of  the  Constitution. 
shouM  necessarily  be  exercised  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  same  limitations.  It 
is  even  more  important  that  in  this  pro- 
ceeding we  observe  the  basic  tenets  of 
Anglo-American  criminal  law  because 
the  exercise  of  our  power  to  punish  by 
way  of  censure  Is  not  Judicially  review- 
able. The  law  we  apply  must  be  sought 
primarily  in  a  body  of  legislative  prece- 
dent. Occasionally,  some  new  precedent 
must  Ix  formulated.  But  if  we  censure 
a  colleague  without  reaffirming  or  estab- 
lisliing  a  precedent  for  all  similar  cases 
that  now  exist  or  which  may  exist  in  the 
future,  the  verdict  of  history  will  be  that 
we  were  unjust. 

There  is  no  precedent  for  censuring 
a  Senator  on  the  two  charges  set  forth 
in  the  report  of  the  select  committee. 
The  committee  concedes  this  point  on 
page  61  of  its  report.  The  absence  of 
precedent,  I  agree,  does  not  conclusively 
settle  the  question.  If  the  precedent 
created  by  censure  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  is  to  be  appUed  Impar- 
tially to  all  present  and  future  Senators, 
then  censure,  however  unwise,  would  not 
smack  of  l^islatlve  tyranny.  That  is 
not  the  case,  however.  Censuring  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisc^onsin  would 
not  establish  any  general  precedent.  It 
is  not  seriously  intended  to  establish 
such  a  precedent.  And  because  no  such 
precedent  would  be  established,  we  would 
be  punishing  Senator  McCastht  in  total 
disregard  of  any  rule  of  law. 

This  issue  in  the  case  towers  above 
all  others.  Yet  it  is  not  even  discussed 
in  the  report  of  the  select  committee. 
The  committee's  action  seems  to  rest  on 
the  naive  assumption  that  a  resolution 
of  censure  is  admonitory;  that  the  ob- 
ject of  censure  is  merely  scolded.  It 
is  ptmi^unent.  For  a  Senator,  few 
forms  of  punishment  are  more  severe. 
Of  course,  the  committee  had  no  idea 
of  establishing  a  precedent  under  which 
more  than  half  the  Senate  would  be 
Uable  to  punishment.  That  is  why  the 
committee  regarded  as  irrelevant  and  in- 
admissible the  derogatory  statements  of 
other  Senators  with  reference  to  their 
colleagues.  That  is  why  the  committee 
refused  to  consider  what  other  Senators 
have  said  in  the  heat  of  cross-examina- 
tion. 

Most  opponents  of  censure  have  said 
that  it  would  create  an  undesirable 
precedent.  Of  course,  if  censure  is 
voted,  and  if  the  precedent  is  applied  im- 
partially to  present  and  future  Senators, 
the  result  woxild  be  not  merely  undesir- 
able but  catastrophic .  The  Senate  could 
not  function  as  a  deliberative,  l^islative 
body.  The  truth  is  that  censure  would 
not  establish  a  precedent  governing  the 
conduct  of  all  other  Senators.  And 
when  we  take  punitive  action  against  one 
Senator  and  refuse  to  apply  it  as  a  prece- 
dent to  others,  we  depart  from  the  re- 


straining influence  of  the  rule  of  law. 
We  become  unjust. 

In  my  Judgment,  the  ease  against  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wtaoonsin  stand* 
or  falls  on  the  answer  to  this  quertkm: 
Is  the  standard  of  o(Hiduet  imposed  Iqr 
the  resolution  on  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  to  be  appUed  impartially 
to  all  present  and  future  Senators? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  will  tba 
Senator  from  CMiio  yield  in  order  that 
the  absoMX  ot  a  quorum  may  be  suf  • 
gested?  I  think  he  is  making  a  very  fine 
presentation  of  the  matter.  The  prose- 
cution has  been  heard.  I  thii^  the  de* 
fense  should  be  heard.  The  Senate  has 
met  to  consider  this  question,  and  there 
is  no  reason  why  all  Senators  should  not 
be  present. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  I  appreciate  the  offer 
of  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  but  I  should 
like  to  continue  so  that  I  may  oomplete 
my  statement.  It  may  be  read  in  the 
RxcoRo.  If  the  absence  of  a  quorum  wera 
suggested,  I  doubt  that  ixuxt  Senators 
would  remain  than  the  number  dow 
present.  So  I  refuse  to  yield  for  that 
purpose,  if  it  does  not  offend  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Indiana. 

I  have  seardMd  the  rules,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, and  I  find  no  rule  in  the  estab- 
lished rules  of  the  Senate  wldch  wmild 
provide  any  punishment  for  the  acts  that 
are  here  charged  as  offenses. 

Every  Senator  must  Imow  in  his  heart 
that  the  answer  to  the  following  ques- 
tion Is  "No":  Is  the  standard  of  conduct 
imposed  liy  the  resolutkm  aa  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  be  applied 
impartially  to  all  present  and  future 
Senators? 

In  sAy  event,  the  fact  can  be  demon- 
strated l>eyond  any  shadow  of  doubt.  R 
is  simply  a  Job  of  selecting  several  ex- 
amples from  the  many  thousands  that 
are  available,  even  if  they  are  undeslred 
by  most  of  us. 

Turning  now  to  the  ccmunittee  report. 
I  shall  not  imdidy  extend  these  remaiks 
by  pointing  to  its  many  inconsistencira, 
or  to  the  quaUty  of  the  argument  8id>- 
mitted.  It  is  enough  to  know  that  oen<- 
sure  is  recommended  on  2  of  the  46 
charges  presented  to  the  committee,  and 
that  the  recommendations  on  these  two 
charges  were  influenced  by  2  other 
charges  discussed  at  length  in  the  reprat. 
Briefly  stated,  the  four  major  complaints 
against  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wla- 
consin  are: 

First.  That  he  did  not  avail  himself 
of  the  opportunity  to  appear  before  the 
Qillette  subocmmiittee  which  was  inquir- 
ing into  matters  antedating  his  election 
to  the  Senate,  which  issued  no  subpena 
to  require  his  attendance,  and  which  de- 
nied him  the  right  to  cross-examine  wit- 
nesses which,  incidentidly.  the  WaOdns 
select  committee  found  inexcusable; 

Second.  That  his  public  statement 
with  reference  to  the  Jxmior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  IMr.  Hkhdkickson]  was 
vulgar  and  insulting; 

Third.  That  his  conduct  in  the  cross- 
examination  of  Oeneral  Zwicker  was  in- 
excusable; and 

Fourth.  That  his  Invitation  to  Fed- 
eral employees  to  supply  him  with  in- 
formation on  governmental  operatkms 
"without  expressly  excluding  therefrom 
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clwtiiad  documents,  toids  to  create  • 
dlsruptkMi  of  the  orderly  and  oonstitu- 
tloDi^  ftmctkmtng  of  the  ezeoutlTe  and 
toglihitl^e  branchea."  Though  not  made 
a  fnmiid  for  censure,  the  select  com- 
mittee added:  "Swdi  ecmduct  cannot  be 
eoodoned  and  is  deemed  improper." 

I  aball  take  up  these  complaints  in 
order  to  show  that  adoption  of  a  resolu- 
tiOD  of  eensure  based  on  or  influenced 
hf  them  would  net  establish  a  precedent 
for  an  other  Members  of  the  United 
States  Senate. 

With  refermce  to  complaint  No.  1. 
other  Senators  have  not  been,  and  never 
win  be.  censured  for  declining  to  cM»ept 
a  oommlttce's  invitation  to  appear,  or 
for  decJining  to  appear  voluntarily  to 
ezfdain  conduct  which  took  place  In  a 
prior  Congress,  or  for  refusing  to  coop- 
erate with  a  committee  not  permitting 
them  to  cross-examine  witnesses.  Ap- 
proval of  this  charge  would  not  tead  to 
censure  of  other  Senators  who  have  in 
the  past,  and-  will  in  the  future,  con- 
strue an  invitation  as  something  that 
they  have  the  choice  of  accepting  or  de- 
clining. Thetetan,  I  am  constrained  to 
say  that  censure  on  the  basis  of  this 
flimsy  charge  would  reflect  a  vindictive 
passion  unworthy  of  the  world's  great- 
est deliberative  body. 

In  regard  to  complaint  No.  2;  what 
happens  if  we  censure  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from- Wisconsin  for  using  vulgar 
language  with  reference  to  the.Junirar 
Senator  frtmi  New  Jeney?— and  I  do 
not  con«tone  it.  More  vulgar,  in  my 
Judgment  was  Uie  speech  made  on  the 
Senate  floor  several  months  ago  against 
ihe  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  Will  the 
Senate  ceiisure  that  Senator?  Of  course 
not.  I  do  not  think  it  riiouM.  The 
rules  of  the  Senate  provide  that  such 
a  Senator  may  be  required  to  take 
his  seat  at  the  time  when  he  makes 
such  a  remark  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  and  that  thereafter  he  may 
be  allowed  to  proceed  to  speak  only  by 
an  affirmative  vote  of  his  colleagues;  but 
the  rule  makes  no  reference  r^arding 
censure  for  what  was  said.  But  if  only 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  to 
be  censured  for  using  intemperate  lan- 
guage r^ecting  adversely  on  other  Sen- 
ators, how  Is  the  Senate  to  defend  itself 
against  charges  of  being  unjust  and  dis- 
criminatory? If  uncomplimentary  ref- 
erences by  one  Senator  concerning  an- 
other will  put  the  censure  machinery  in 
motion,  there  will  be  no  time  here  for 
anything  except  mutual  recrimination. 
Nothing  of  the  sort  wlU  happen,  as  we 
know.  That  being  true,  how  can  censure 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  be 
based  on  anything  except  ui  avidity  to 
punish? 

Censure  on  the  basis  of  complaint  No. 
3  would  establish  no  precedent  appli- 
cable to  the  conduct  of  other  Senators. 
Whatever  the  outcome  of  this  proceed- 
ing, in  examining  uncooperative  wit- 
nesses Senators  will  continue  to  follow 
the  example  and  advice  furnished  by  Mr. 
Justice  Black  on  the  value  of  vigorous 
cross-examination. 

I  believe  that  General  Zwicker— and  I 
may  say  I  have  read  all  the  testimony — 
was  an  irritating,  evasive,  and  arrogant 
witness.  If  I  should  say  now,  and  with- 
out the  excuse  of  provocation,  that  Qen- 


enl  Zwicker  is  not  fit  to  wear  the  uni- 
form of  his  country,  would  I  be  cen- 
sured; or  would  any  other  Member  of 
the  Senate  be  censured  for  saying  such 
a  thing?  Will  a  member  of  the  so-called 
crime-investigating  committee  be  cen- 
sured for  showing  less  respect  for  the 
rights  of  witnes.ses  appearing  before  the 
special  crime  ccmimittee  than  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  shows  to  wit- 
nesses appearing  before  his  committee? 
Certainly  not.  And  I  would  oppose  any 
such  move. 

If  the  Senator's  public  criticlEm  of 
General  Zwicker  is  an  adequate  basis  for 
censiu^,  will  the  Senator  who  has 
Charged  General  Zwicker's  boss,  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense,  with  favoritifim  or 
corruption,  or  both,  in  awarding  defense 
contracts  and,  therefore,  necessarily  un- 
fit to  be  a  Cabinet  cfficer,  be  the  next  one 
to  be  subjected  to  a  demand  that  he  be 
censiu'ed?  No,  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ate will  not  censure  him,  and  all  of  us 
know  it.  Just  think  how  many  Senators 
could  be  censured  for  charging  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  notwithetand- 
ing  his  constitutional  oath,  has  been 
giving  away  property  of  the  United 
States  with  the  profligacy  of  a  spend- 
thrift internationalist.  However,  none 
of  these  possible  censure  actions  will 
ever  materialize,  even  if  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  is  censured.  Pre- 
cisely because  the  censure  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  not  create 
a  precedent  of  general  applicability,  we 
would  deny  him  the  Impersonal  justice 
which  from  time  immemorial  has  been 
symbolized  by  a  blindfold  on  the  figure 
of  Justice. 

To  whatever  extent  complaint  No.  4 
influenced  the  action  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee To  Study  Censure,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  [Mr.  WatkinsI  and  his 
colleagues  on  the  Senate  Internal  Se- 
curity Subcommittee  would  be  likely 
candidates  for  censure.  They  signed  a 
report  Inviting  Federal  employees  to  fur- 
nish the  committee  information  telative 
to  subversion,  and.  in  the  words  of  the 
report  of  the  select  committee,  "without 
expressly  excluding  therefrom  classified 
docunxents."  Of  course,  they  will  not  be 
censured,  whatever  the  fate  of  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin,  aixl  they 
should  not  be.  They  were  within  their 
rights  under  the  law.  It  must  be  a 
strong,  holier-than-thou  obsession  which 
prevents  a  Senator  from  seeing  the  un- 
paralleled absurdity  of  the  situation  In 
which  the  Senate  now  finds  itself. 

I  wish  now  to  qualify  slightly  my  pre- 
vious statements  that  a  vote  of  eensure 
will  not  constitute  a  precedent.  Tt  may 
establish  a  very  narrow  precedent,  but 
nevertheless  an  exceedingly  dangerous 
one.  The  precedent  would  operate  as  a 
club  to  beat  down  any  Senator  inclined 
to  lead  in  Congress  the  never-ending 
fight — and  I  hope  it  is  never  ending — 
against  the  Communist  conspiracy  in 
America. 

It  is  not  mere  coincidence  that  the 
main  stream  of  vilification  and  abuse 
has  been  directed  toward  those  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  who  have  been  active 
on  the  committees  which  exi>ose  Com- 
munists and  their  retinue  of  dupes  and 
fellow  travelers.  From  the  time  of 
Mabtim  DDES.  In  the  thirties,  the  strategy 


of  the  Communist  conspiracy  has  been 
to  defame  and  destroy  those  men  in 
Congress  who  symbolize  the  oiTposltion 
of  millions  of  patriotic  Americans.  The 
Communist  strategy  has  been  sound: 
Destroy  the  symbol  first,  and  then  the 
forces  represented  and  made  articulate 
by  the  symbol  can  be  much  more  easily 
crushed.  The  Communist  strategy  has 
been  exceedingly  well  executed. 

Now  a  word  about  methods  In  this 
life-or-death  struggle  with  the  Commu- 
nist conspiracy.  All  of  us  have  seen  the 
grisly  face  of  communism.  Not  all  of  us 
have  reacted  in  the  same  way.  Though 
all  of  us  have  gazed  on  the  same  evil 
countenance,  our  interpretations  of  the 
vision  have  not  been  uniform. 

To  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin and  to  me.  the  gory  mien  of  commu- 
nism appears  as  unmitigated  evil.  The 
reaction  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin has  been  simple  and  direct. 
With  patriotic  exuberance,  ht  grabbed 
his  shillelagh  and  went  to  work.  Some 
of  his  friendly  critics  suggest  that  he 
should  use  a  rapier,  and  other  friendly 
critics  tell  him  that  a  strong  spotlight  is 
sufiBcient. 

There  is  another  class  of  Senators  In 
whom  the  frightful  face  of  communism 
arouses  no  strong  emotion.  They  pre- 
tend that  the  evil  vision  is  some  optical 
illusion.  These  critics  of  McCarthyism 
urge  that  communism  be  discussed  in 
broad  and  general  terms ;  that  the  prime 
necessity  of  the  hour  is  preservation  of 
an  expansive  executive  power;  and  that 
the  only  gentlemanly  way  to  light  Com- 
munists is  with  both  hands  tied  behind 
the  back. 

Most  of  the  fanatical  critics  of  Mc- 
Carthyism are  technically  non-Conunu- 
nists.  But  the  brutal  face  of  commu- 
nism holds  them  in  the  irresl^ble  pow- 
er of  sensual  attraction.  Logically  they 
know  that  to  embrace  communism  is 
fatal.  Yet  they  cannot  tolerate  any 
congressional  attack  on  this  perfected 
evil.  And  why  not?  Because  the  vision 
of  communism  is  so  strikingly  similar  to 
socialism  and  other  collectivisms  to 
which  they  have  pledged  their  lives,  their 
fortunes,  and  whatever  small  honor  may 
exist  in  such  a  cause. 

That,  in  a  nutshell,  is  the  meaning  of 
the  debate  over  McCarthy's  methods. 
The  primary  function  of  congressional 
investigation  in  this  field  Is  to  inform 
and  to  alert  the  American  people  con- 
cerning all  aspects  of  the  Communist 
conspiracy,  and  to  lay  the  foundation 
for  legislation.  In  fulfilling  that  func- 
tion the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
has  been  preeminently  successful.  He 
has  dramatized  the  issue  better  than 
anyone  else.  Deservedly  or  not,  his 
friends  and  enemies,  both  here  and 
abroad,  have  made  him  the  prime  sym- 
bol of  vigorous  anticommunlsm.  The 
question  here  and  now  is  whether  we 
shall  destroy  that  ssrmbol  in  a  spirit  of 
vengeance  or  whether  we  shall  preserve 
it  in  the  tradition  of  equal  justice  under 
the  law. 

Today  the  hue  and  cry  Is  on  through- 
out the  land.  The  pack  which  hunts 
the  hunters  of  Communists  has  caught 
the  smell  of  blood.  Without  any  impli- 
cation of  bad  faith  or  lack  of  patriotism 
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on  the  part  of  any  of  my  colleagues, 
whom  I  respect,  I  shaU  not  run  with  that 
pack.  

Mr.  GOI£>WATER.  Mr.  President, 
we  find  ourselves  in  a  pccuUar  and  im- 
usual  situation  at  this  hour  in  the  de- 
bate. We  have  the  spectacle  of  can- 
nibalism holding  forth.  We  flnd  the  Re- 
publican Party,  on  this  side  of  the  aisle, 
busily  chewing  on  itself.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve RepubUcans  are  enjoying  the  Irish 
stew  they  are  having.  Also  we  have  the 
spectacle  of  the  Senate  gnawing  away 
on  the  very  muscles  which  have  made  it 
great,  namely,  the  muscles  of  its  legis- 
lative mvestigative  power. 

In  any  discussion  such,  as  the  one  in 
which  the  Senate  is  now  engaged,  there 
is  a  tendency  to  drift  away  from  the 
real  issue,  either  by  the  Introduction  of 
diversionary  subjects  or  by  technicali- 
ties which  cause  us  to  lc>se  sight  of  the 
original  problem. 

It  is  necessary,  therefore,  at  some  time 
in  a  discussion  like  this,  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  real  Issue  and  urge  that  the 
minds  of  the  particiiMmtf  return  to  that 
issue.  That  time  has  come  now  in  the 
debate  on  this  censure  move. 

As  I  have  listened  to  the  many  speeches 
which  have  been  made,  pro  and  con,  con- 
cerning this  proposal.  I  have  felt  an 
increasing  sense  of  the  un^'eality  in  which 
this  discussion  has  taken  i)lace.  We  have 
been  splitting  hairs  over  technicalities 
and  legal  trivia,  and  I  do  not  recall  in 
any  of  the  speeches  tliat  have  been 
made,  either  for  or  against  censure,  any 
serious  facing  of  the  key  question  which 
we  are  called  upon  to  settle  in  this  ses- 
sion— the  question  of  what  will  happen 
to  America's  fight  against  communism 
if  the  efforts  of  a  man  who  has  been 
active  in  the  fight  against  this  evil  are 
repudiated.  Consequently,  my  remarks 
will  be  directed  to  that  subject  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  wlU 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Will  the  Senator  be 
gracious  enough  to  yield  so  that  I  may 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonmi.  with 
the  understanding  that  be  shall  not  lose 
the  floor? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President.  I 
appreciate  the  generosity  which  prompts 
that  request  of  my  friend  from  Idaho, 
but  I  am  sure  that  the  experience  of 
other  Senators  will  bear  me  out  In  the 
statement  that  a  quorum  call  would 
probably  mean  the  loss  of  a  few  Sena- 
tors. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
astounded  and  ashamed.  A  fellow  Sen- 
ator is  on  trial  for  his  very  political 
and  moral  life,  and  yet  there  are  many 
empty  seats  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle. 
I  draw  no  distinction  between  Democrats 
and  Republicans.  I  think  this  is  a  low 
day  in  the  history  of  the  land.  [Mani- 
festations of  applause  in  the  galleries.] 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Bfr.  BnsH 
In  the  chair) .  The  Chair  must  remind 
the  occupants  of  the  galleries  that  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  forbid  applause  or 
any  other  demonstrations  of  approval 
or  disapproval  of  statements  made  on 


the  floor  of  the  Senate.  Occupants  of 
the  gaUerlec  are  guests  of  the  Senate, 
and  they  are  asked  to  observe  its  rules. 

The  Senator  from  Arizona  may  pro- 
ceed. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
let  us  place  this  debate — ^not  merely  the 
one  we  are  engaged  in  at  the  moment, 
but  the  one  that  has  been  raging  for 
the  past  4  years — in  perspective.  We 
know  that  this  censure  move  is  not  a 
disconnected  happening  either  in  the 
career  of  Senator  McCaitht  or  in  Amer- 
ica's flght  against  communian.  It  is  a 
part  of  a  sequence  of  events.  Actually, 
those  unknown  engineers  of  censure 
hope  that  this  will  be  the  culminating 
act  in  the  merciless  fight  to  destroy  a 
United  States  Senator  and  the  flght 
against  communism  which  has  been 
crackling  on  a  score  of  left-wmg  fronts 
for  over  4  jrears.  Make  no  mistake  about 
it.  if  this  effort  of  theirs  falls  now,  there 
will  be  another  one. 

What  kind  of  flght  has  it  been?  It  is 
a  fight  which  has  been  laden  with  hypoc- 
risy. The  masterminds  of  this  fight  have 
said  one  thing  and  meant  another.  Their 
progaganda  has  dripped  with  idealism, 
hlgh-mindedness,  and  lofty  sentiments. 
Their  deeds  have  come  from  the  dark- 
ness. As  this  fU,ht  has  progressed  it  has 
snowbaUed  to  include  wider  and  wider 
groups  who  hate  McCaktht  without 
really  knowing  why  that  hate  exists.  All 
the  discredited  and  embittered  figures  of 
the  Hiss-Talta  period  of  American  dis- 
honor have  crawled  out  from  under  their 
logs  to  jom  the  efforts  to  get  even.  The 
news  columns  and  the  airwaves  have 
been  filled  with  their  pious  talk  about 
"civil  llberUes."  "ethical  codes."  and 
'protection  of  the  innocent."  while  at 
the  same  time  these  people  have  dipped 
in  the  smut  pot  to  discredit  Senator 
McCaktht  and  his  work  against  com- 
munism. Mind  you — and  remember 
this — their  efforts  have  not  been  confined 
only  to  this  one  Senator,  but  have  in- 
cluded all  Members  of  both  Houses  and 
aU  Americans  who  have  had  the  courage 
to  stand  up  and  flght  their  evil  cause, 
communism. 

The  culmmation  of  their  efforts  is  now 
to  be  seen  upon  the  Senate  floor,  where 
the  Senate  is  being  asked  to  censure  a 
Member  of  this  body  for  reasons  that 
are  alien  to  the  original  issue,  but  which 
will  serve  the  purposes  of  the  master- 
minds who  have  thus  far  waged  the  war 
against  those  who  flght  communism.  It 
is  because  of  this  that  I  wish  to  develop 
what  I  feel  to  be  the  real  and  basic  issue 
in  this  fight,  so  that  those  of  us  who  sit 
in  this  exalted  Chamber  today  will  not 
have  cause  to  look  back  upon  oiu-  actions 
in  future  years  with  shame  and  sorrow. 

I  am  told  that  once  there  was  a  State 
senator  in  New  York  named  Grady  who 
was  ordered  by  his  organization  to  put 
over  an  imethical  deal  in  the  legislature. 
The  Senator  complied,  and  when  he  came 
out  of  the  senate  chamber  he  was  heard 
to  say,  "This  has  been  the  dirtiest  day's 
work  of  my  life."  If  the  Senate,  upon 
being  reminded  of  the  basic  and  real  is- 
sue in  this  fight,  still  sees  flt  to  approve 
the  censure  resolution,  then  I  suggest 
that  there  are  many  here  who  will  say  to 
themselves  in  the  undeceiving  solitude  of 


their  private  thoughts.  "This  has  been 
the  dirtiest  day's  work  of  my  Ufe.** 

Who  gave  birth  to  this  freuied  titiad, 
"Get  McCaktht"?  The  same  parent  that 
conceived  the  "Get  Diss"  and  the  "Get^ 
any  other  American  who  would  %ht  the 
Communist  Party  ctxiqplracy.  From  Oie 
date  of  his  Wheeling  speech  on  February 
9,  1950,  scarcely  an  issue  of  the  Commu- 
nist Daily  Worker  has  failed  to  shriek 
"McCarthyism"  in  all  the  voice  registers 
of  left-wing  vltuperaden.  Trust  the 
Communists  themselves  to  know  which 
anti-Communist  is  reiUy  dangerous  to 
their  deep  game.  The  cry  of  "Get  Mc- 
Caktht" and  "Get  anybwly  who  fights 
communism"  has  been  taken  up  by  left- 
wing  organizations  all  over  this  country, 
and.  unfortunately,  so  much  dust  has 
been  raised  by  these  people  that  many 
solid,  sound  Americans  have  taken  up 
the  cry  without  exactly  knowing  why. 

Admittedly,  if  the  anU-McCarthy 
camp  were  composed  only  of  these  fig- 
ures, the  "Get  McCaktht"  drive  wouM 
still  be  in  the  obscure  precincts  of  Ameri- 
can communism.  The  deadllness  of  the 
Communist  way  of  operating  is  shown 
by  the  fact  that  they  have  skillfully 
shifted  the  leadership  of  the  campaign 
into  the  hands  of  highly  respectalde 
American  anti-Commimlsts,  who  have 
come  to  hate  McCaktht  for  other  rea- 
sons. Such  present  fronts  for  the  moat 
part  do  not  even  realiae  that  when  they 
hound  McCaktht  they  are  actually  help- 
ing the  stealthy  plotters  in  the  Kremlin 
to  kill  off  their  major  poUtical  ff^^^^tap^e 
in  America. 

Today,  the  labeled  Communists  have 
wisely  moved  aside  and  have  allowed 
these  naive  recruits  to  handle  an  the 
heavy  artillery  against  not  only  the  Wis- 
consin Senator,  but  against  other  men  in 
public  life  who  flght  for  the  same  prin- 
ciples. The  non-Communists  do  the  flr- 
Ing.  but  it  is  Malenkov's  men  who  expect 
to  cash  in  the  dividends.  What  never 
seems  to  dawn  on  most  of  the  people  who 
are  shouting  "We  must  get  rid  of  Mc- 
Caktht. we  must  get  rid  of  McCaktht," 
is  that  the  one  thing  which  Moscow  des- 
perately wants,  and  to  which  a  major 
portion  of  their  efforts  is  devoted,  is  to 
break  up  the  anti-Communist  imity  of 
the  American  people.  Moscow  has  al- 
ways confidently  believed  that  its  day 
would  ultimately  come  in  the  United 
States  when  it  could  flnd  an  issue  whlcb 
would  divide  the  non-Communist  Amer- 
icans against  themselves.  They  have 
found  that  issue  in  so-called  McCarthy- 
ism. For  months  they  have  had  the 
supreme  satisfaction  of  sedng  anti-Com- 
munist Americans  of  both  parties  vilify- 
ing and  smearing  other  anti-Commu- 
nists of  both  parties  over  this  McCarthy' 
issue.  The  American  anti-Communists 
have  been  engaging  in  an  incredible  orgy 
of  political  cannibalism.  Even  were  Sen- 
ator McCaktht  everything  which  his  op- 
ponents charge,  nothing  could  be  more 
suicidal  than  for  anti-Communists  to 
stop  flghting  Malenkov  in  order  to  flght 
McCaktht,  or  to  flght  any  other  indi-' 
vidual  engaged  in  bringing  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  American  people  the  dangers 
of  this  insidious  philosophy.  Yet  that 
is  what  we  are  doing  today,  in  this  at- 
tempt  to  censure  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 
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Why  te  li  that  ttila  pwtteiilw  Benatar 
has  been  atni^ed  oat  for  this  partleidar 
In  the  eonzae  of  the  nian  ataaee 
become  iwgnlient  tA  the 
of  oomwiuil—  In  this  oou^rf  • 
a  nuuny  nen  In  piddle  Ufe 
names  have  been  iuet  as  consiEte- 
tdentlfiwl  with  the  flsht  against 
itb  and  yet  it  is  only  this  SenatcHr  who  has 
been  pat  in  the  pUlozy  and  brought  be- 
fcee  tids  body  for  censure.  What  has 
he  done  ttiat  has  made  him  rach  an  un- 
fmglf  gable  flgure  to  his  strangely  asswt- 
ed  batten?  I  thinlc  that  the  mjmwet  to 
this  questiaii  will  bring  us  very  eloee  to 
the  fcal  ISBua  wldoh  we  are  deddinc  in 
this  ^rt***T  sesBtooL 

Oeciakdy.  it  is  diOcidt  to  beUere  that 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is 
leaUy  under  attack  because  of  the  res- 
tively triirial  offenses  irtiieh  have  been 
alleged  acainst  hte  by  the  aeleei  eom- 
Bsittee.  We  all  know  that  he  could  have 
done  many  things  even  more  serious, 
and  we  all  Imow  that  in  oar  memories 
we  can  recall  more  drastic  words  havfng 
been  qKiken  against  a  witneaii  or  even 
having  been  9oken  on  the  floor  o<  the 
Senate,  witboueb  tbe  wlMde  madilnery  of 
the  Senate  haytng  been  put  Into  motion 
io  a  special  sesslan  to  adc  for  a  partieu- 
iMT  Senator's  censure. 

The  reason  lies  sooaewhere  else.  It  is 
buried  beneath  deceptive  surface  ap- 
piwrnnciew  of  this  case.  Our  search  for 
that  reason  leads  as  to  some  extremely 
teportant  men,  some  of  them  wnrklng  in 
anooyasity,  who  have  vowed  to  drive 
McCartrt  from  a  posltioxr  <tf  influence 
in  this  eoantrr.  Their  motives  are  a 
crisBcross  of  spite,  of  fear  of  his  politi- 
tal  poaiitatlities.  and  of  the  ever-ptresent 
and  haunting  dread  that  his  ranging  in- 
vestigations might  lead  him  into  certain 
dark  idaces  in  the  Washington  scene 
w^dcfa  they  despen^ly  want  to  keep 
coveted  up. 

Fbr  more  than  B  srears,  from  1941  to 
1M6,  this  country  went  through  a  para- 
noiae  attack  of  trust  Stalinism.  Ap- 
parently sound-minded  pubhe  men  dur- 
ing thi^  period  went  on  some  of  the  most 
hieredible  pro-Russian  Mnges.  The 
tfiosts  of  those  wartime  lunacies  are 
burled  aU  over  Washington.  When  san- 
ity returned  to  the  Nation  thoee  who  had 
helped  Russia  to  cheat  us  out  of  the 
peace  did  not  want  the  story  to  be  told 
in  an  Its  unbelievable  sordldness.  A  Ut- 
tle  of  it  was  brought  to  light  In  one 
memoimble  year  of  truth  telling,  1948. 
bat  most  of  it  ranalned  untcdd.  There 
are  pec^e  hi  this  ooimtry  who  want  it 
to  ranain  that  wa7^-<mtold. 

Here  is  where  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
ecmsln  comes  in.  Wbat  Is  it  that  dls- 
tlngnisbes  his  attacks  on  the  Communist 
and  iHt>-CommQnlst  prcritflem?  If  I  may 
put  It  simply  and  in  a  single  phrase, 
it  is  the  fact  that  the  Senator  has 
never  drawn  badE  from  an  hiTestdgstion 
even  though  he  foohd  that  It  was  lead- 
ing him  to  the  highest  sacred  cows  of 
American  polities.  He  has  not  flinched 
from  risking  a  finiafa  fight  with  men  who 
were  powerful  enousA  to  destroy  him. 
p<dltfeally  what  he  found  that,  through 
stupidity,  or  throogh  an  unexplained 
softness  toward  Russia,  they  wore  mak- 
ing  decisions   whl(^   were    weakening 


AmcTka  and  strengthening  Moscow.  I 
ooDcede  that  this  is  not  good  politics  on 
the  Senator's  part,  but  it  is  inspiring  and 
heart-stirring  Americanism. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Wisoonsin 
learned  early  in  his  career  as  an  investi- 
gator of  communism  that  it  was  not 
enough  merely  to  identify  the  card-car- 
rying members  of  the  party  and  tn  im- 
mohlllse  them.  Tbe  FBI  was  and  is 
doing  a  magnificent  job  along  those  lines 
with  means  far  superior  to  anything 
which  ooukl  l>e  commanded  by  an  indi- 
vidual Senator.  What  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  believed  was  isapor- 
tant  for  the  Congress  to  focus  upon  was 
the  Identity  of  the  men  who  consciously 
or  imconsciously  were  behind  the  Com- 
munists. He  found  that  in  every  impor- 
tant Communist  situation  there  lavari- 
aldy  was  some  high -placed  Ooveniment 
oBcial  who,  either  through  ineffleiency 
or  willful  tolerance  of  communism,  had 
helped  the  Moscow  tyrants.  He  believes 
that  these  weak  links  in  the  chain  of 
Anmican  security  constitute  a  threat 
equal  to  and  even  greater  than  that  posed 
by  all  the  adherents  and  discipfes  of 
communism. 

In  keeping  with  this  belief,  he  felt  that 
one  Army  ofiteial  who  could  protect  and 
prcxnote  a  Major  P«-ess  was  a  far  greater 
risk  to  the  United  States  than  the  major 
himself.  He  felt  that  one  unknown  in 
the  Pentag(»i  who  could  punish  and  drive 
from  the  Army  a  superb  officer  likt  Ma  J. 
Qen.  Kirk  B.  Lawton  because  he  coo[>er- 
ated  too  helpfully  in  an  eflort  to  purge 
security  risks  from  a  sensitive  Army  ra- 
dar establishment,  was  a  truly  dangerous 
man  to  hold  authority  in  this  period  in 
which  we  are  living.  He  felt  that  one 
official  in  the  State  Department  who 
could  issue  an  order  preventing  the  FBI 
from  arresting  Arthur  Alexandrovich 
Adams,  the  mastermind  of  the  first  So- 
viet atomic  spy  riz«  in  this  country, 
when  they  had  him  cornered  in  Febru- 
ary 1945.  and  who  could  connive  in  his 
escape  fnna  the  United  States  wlfh  full 
information  about  the  Manhattan  engi- 
neering project,  was  a  risk  to  America 
and  as  deadly  as  Adams  himself.  Be  felt 
that  one  official  of  Government  who 
could  sit  in  Washington  and  issue  hand- 
cuffing orders  to  General  MacArthur  and 
General  Clark  and  General  Van  neet. 
which  required  them  to  permit  the  Com- 
munists to  win  the  Korean  war  in  which 
142,000  American  boys  had  silffered 
death  or  ln}iU7>  was  doing  more  to  help 
Russia  and  to  weaken  America  than  all 
tbe  Communists  in  America.  Hfe  felt 
that  an  American  Secretary  of  Stale  who 
could  declare  that  he  "would  never  turn 
his  bckck  on  Alger  Hiss."  even  after  Hiss' 
conviction,  was  not  the  man  for  that  job. 

It  is  safe  to  go  after  the  mlnnovus.  but 
tt  is  not  so  safe  to  challenge  the  marlin  or 
the  whale.  Had  the  Senator  been  a  mere 
careerist,  it  would  have  been  so  easy  for 
him  to  have  w(m  the  plaudits  of  some 
of  the  men  who  are  now  reviling  him. 
All  he  would  have  had  to  do  would  have 
been  to  create  an  imposing  record  of  ex- 
posing and  publicizing  the  little  men  of 
communism,  the  men  who,  by  taking  on 
the  Communist  label,  can  actually  do 
little  to  Influence  American  events.  As 
a   watclulog   against   the   Fosters   and 


Hynns  and  Dennises  and  N^8(his,  he 
could  have  made  a  great  name  for  him- 
self as  an  anti-Communist  fighter  with- 
out acquiring  any  powerful  enemies 
capable  of  Washington  reprisaL 

But  the  Senator  has  not  been  over- 
awed by  the  usual  "donts"  and  the  taboos 
of  the  Washington  game.  He.  along 
with  others,  cannot  see  any  logical  rea- 
son for  hunting  out  some  of  ttie  Com- 
munists if,  at  the  same  time,  we  are  go- 
ing to  shield  and  whitewash  Incompe- 
tents in  bureaucratic  of&ces  whose  costly 
decisions  have  given  intematioiial  com- 
munism victories  at  the  expense  of  Amer- 
ica which  it  could  never  have  won  on 
its  own. 

This  is  the  basic  issue  with  which  we 
are  faced.  This  is  the  issue  on  which 
we  are  actually  asked  to  act  in  the  Sen- 
ate today.  I  suggest  that  Senator  Mc- 
Cabthy  is  facing  a  censure  vote  in  this 
body  because  he  has  put  his  finger  fear- 
lessly upon  the  men  in  high  places  who, 
through  stupidity  or  muddled  ideology, 
have  stood  in  the  way  of  an  all<»out  fight 
against  communism  both  in  America  and 
abroad. 

ZjCt  me  remind  the  Senate  whaA  one 
great  American  has  said  about  this  man 
whom  we  are  now  asked  to  censure : 

McCaktht  is  a  former  Marine.  Be  was  an 
amateur  boxer.  He's  Irlata.  Combine  tbcaa 
and  you  Ye  going  to  bave  a  vlgctoua  Imll- 
▼Idual  wbo  la  not  going  to  be  poabM  around. 
Certainly  be  Is  a  controversial  figure.  But 
he  Is  earnest,  he  Is  honest,  and  he  is  ■incerc. 
He  has  enemies.  Whenever  you  attack  sub- 
versives of  any  kind  you're  goln«  to  be  the 
▼Ictlni  of  tbe  most  extremely  vicious  criti- 
cism that  can  be  made.  I  know  that,  aome- 
tlmes,  a  knock  is  a  boost.  Wh«n  certain 
elements  cease  their  attacks  on  mt  I  know  I 
am  slipping. 

The  man  who  said  that  was  J.  Edgar 
Hoover,  and  he  said  it  in  San  Diego. 
Calif.,  in  1953.  I  might  suggest  to  the 
Senate  at  this  time  that  if  this  censure 
movement  against  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  is  successful  the  next 
attack  will  undoubtedly  be  made  upon 
this  great  American  who  has  done  so 
much  for  our  Federal  Bureau  of  Inves- 
tigation. 

When  McCarthy's  hand  was  first  laid 
on  the  sacred  cows  in  Washington,  it 
was  not  long  before  he  felt  the  shattering 
force  of  the  counterattack.  It  came  in 
the  sensationalized  motion  for  expulsion 
by  ex-Senator  Benton.  It  was  added  to 
by  the  noncommittal  investigation  by  the 
committee  which  shrank  from  tna^king 
any  report  to  this  body  after  they  had 
listed  all  of  the  unproven  charges 
in  the  Nation's  newspapers  for  careless 
readers  to  mistake  for  a  Senate  commit- 
tee verdict.  It  was  continued  In  the  9- 
weelc  ordeal  of  the  Mundt  coomiittee 
hearings  which  ended  with  no  condem- 
nation of  the  Senator  himself,  but  with 
recommendations  whose  effect  wrecked 
the  staff  of  the  McCarthy  committee. 
It  reached  its  climax  in  this  present 
committee  probe,  which  nobody  wanted, 
except  these  strange  masterminds,  but 
which  has  been  allowed  to  consume  the 
time  of  the  United  States  Senate  at  a 
period  when  there  are  far  mode  impor- 
tant things  to  be  discussed  than  those 
contained  in  this  motion  for  censine.  It 
is  hard,  therefore,  to  escape  the  conclu- 
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sion  that  this  determination  to  destroy 
the  Junior  Senator  trom.  Wisconsin  is 
tied  up  with  the  powerful  enmities  which 
he  has  won  in  his  attempt  to  smoke  out 
the  Government  softies  on  communism. 

Of  course,  Jos  McCaxtht  has  made 
mistakes.  What  man  in  the  fierce  glare 
of  publicity  which  surrounds  a  Senator 
has  not?  Liet  the  Memkters  oi  this  body 
search  their  own  consciences  and  say 
whether  or  not  they  themselves  have 
not  made  mistakes  equally  regrettable. 
Certainly,  in  this  case  the  mistakes  have 
been  mistakes  of  zeal  and  not  of  timidity. 
They  have  been  mistakes  of  the  head. 
but  not  of  the  heart. 

Concerning  the  remarks  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  about  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hkmsrick- 
soN  1 , 1  am  reminded  of  a  saying  we  have 
in  the  West,  "When  you  call  me  that, 
smile."  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
has  made  certain  remarks  about  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey.  If  I  were  Joe. 
I  would  walk  over  to  Bob  and  say  "I  am 
awfully  sorry  about  what  happened."  I 
would  stand  up  and  get  it  off  my  chest. 
I  do  not  believe  it  was  said  with  any  feel- 
ing of  malice. 

Let  us  take  Just  one  rJistance  of  the 
Senator's  alleged  mtstalces,  which  has 
been  highlighted  by  thia  committee  re- 
port. Let  us  look  at  the  Zwicker  case. 
Let  me  say  at  the  outset  of  this  portion 
of  my  discussion  that  no  Senator  in  this 
group  holds  greater  admiration  or  re- 
spect for  the  uniform  of  the  Armed 
Forces  than  I  do.  I  have  been  in  the 
reserves  and  on  and  off  regular  duty 
for  a  [>enod  covering  25  years,  and  in 
that  time  I  have  acquired  the  utmost 
respect  for  the  men  who  wear  the  uni- 
form of  the  United  States  from  tbe  rank 
of  private  to  the  highest  general. 

So  my  remarks  at  this  point  are  to  be 
construed  not  so  much  as  a  criticism  of 
General  Zwicker,  but  rather  as  a  defense 
of  the  attitude  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  took  when  the  general  ap- 
peared on  the  stand  before  him.  If  one 
reads  the  transcript  of  the  Zwicker  ex- 
amination, it  should  be  clear  that  the 
Senator  could  not.  in  all  honesty,  have 
taken  any  other  position  in  the  matter. 
The  information  which  Senator  McCas- 
THY  was  trying  to  extract  from  General 
Zwicker  was  the  name  of  the  man  in  the 
Pentagon  who  had  reconmiended  the 
promotion  and  honorable  discharge  of 
Major  Peress.  a  fifth-amendment  Com- 
munist. The  question  was  important  be- 
cause McCastht's  own  conunittee,  sus- 
pecting that  Peress  would  try  to  evade 
Army  discipline  for  his  fifth-amendment 
pleading  before  the  committee,  had  sent 
a  letter  to  the  Pentagon  on  February 
1,  warning  the  Army  to  be  prepared  for 
such  a  move  by  Peress  and  asking  that 
Peress  be  held  in  the  Army  pending  prep- 
aration of  cotirt-martial  papers.  On  the 
very  next  day.  acting  with  tmexplained 
haste,  General  Zwicker,  at  Camp  Kilmer, 
signed  honorable  discharge  papers  for 
the  suspect  Communist  dentist.  Thetan- 
pUcaUon  was  that  someone  at  the  Pen- 
tagon had  issued  an  order  after  the  re- 
ceipt of  the  Senator's  communication  in- 
structing the  general  to  do  so. 

I  might  suggest  at  this  point  that  the 
name  of  the  person  who  authorized  the 


honorable  discharge  for  Peress  has  still 
not  been  made  known  either  to  the 
United  States  Senate  or  the  people  of 
this  coimtry.  This  is  but  another  part 
of  the  smokescreen  that  has  been  suc- 
cessfully thrown  up  by  the  Communists 
to  evade  the  real  issue  in  this  whole 
matter.  It  would  be  supposed  that  if  a 
mistake  had  been  made  the  general 
would  have  been  just  as  anxious  as  was 
the  Senator  to  clear  it  up.  After  all,  the 
general  had  an  outstanding  World  War 
n  record  and  his  loyalty  had  never  been 
questioned,  nor  has  it  been  questioned 
to  this  moment,  nor  Is  it  now  questioned. 
He  could  have  had  no  possible  motive  for 
covering  up  a  blimder  which  aided  a  sus- 
pected Communist. 

As  the  head  of  a  Senate  investigating 
committee  questioning  the  general,  with 
the  full  authority  of  this  great  body  be- 
hind him.  Senator  McCarthy  had  a  right 
to  expect  the  general's  cooperation,  just 
as  he  had  had  the  cooperation  of  many 
fine  Oovemment  officials  in  other  phases 
Of  his  investigations.  But  the  Senator 
did  not  receive  such  cooperation.  In 
reading  the  testimony  of  that  hearing, 
one  gathers  that  the  general  took  the 
stand  determined  to  shut  the  door  on  all 
further  investigations  of  the  Peress  case. 
When  asked  whether  he  knew  that  Peress 
was  a  fifth -amendment  Communist,  he 
gave  three  different  and  conflicting  an- 
swers at  different  points  of  the  question- 
ing. His  final  answer  was.  "Yes;  I  know 
that  he  refused  to  answer  questions  about 
Communist  activity." 

The  statement,  however,  which  pro- 
voked the  most  widely  criticized  Mc- 
Caktht remark,  and  the  remark  for 
which  we  are  asked  to  censure  him,  was 
the  general's  reply  to  a  hypothetical 
question.  Since  this  is  the  hinge  of  the 
whole  case  against  the  Senator  concern- 
ing the  general,  let  me  read  the  Senator's 
questions: 

Let  tu  aaatime  that  Jolm  Jones  la  a  major 
In  tbe  Dnlted  States  Army.  Let  us  assxime 
that  there  la  a  sworn  testimony  to  the  ef- 
fect that  he  ia  a  part  of  the  Communist  con- 
aplracy  and  haa  attended  Communist  leader- 
ahlp  schools.  Let  us  assume  that  IiCaj.  John 
Jones  Is  under  oath  bef(»«  a  committee  and 
says,  "I  cannot  tell  you  the  truth  about 
these  charges  because.  If  I  did.  I  fear  that 
might  lead  to  incriminate  me." 

Then,  let  ua  say  that  General  Smith  was 
responsible  for  this  man  receiving  an  hon- 
orable discharge.  Knowing  theae  facts,  do 
you  tlilnk  that  General  Smith  should  be 
removed  from  the  mUitary  or  do  you  tlilxik 
that  he  ahould  be  kept  on  In  It? 

Then,  after  a  rather  involved  inter- 
change between  the  Senator  and  the 
general,  diu-ing  which  time  the  hypo- 
thetical question  was  reread  to  the  gen- 
eral twice,  the  general  finally  replied: 
"I  do  not  think  he  should  be  removed 
from  the  military." 

That  was  a  shocking  answer  to  come 
from  a  general  of  the  United  States 
Army.  I  do  not  beUeve  the  general 
would  have  made  It  had  he  given  it  more 
thought,  but  the  fact  remains  that  he 
did  say  that  he  thought  a  person  origi- 
nating an  order  to  give  a  suspected  Com- 
munist an  honorable  discharge  should 
remain  in  the  military.  It  was  an  an- 
swer that  I  feel  would  have  shocked  any 
man  who  ever  wore  the  uniform  of  any 


branch  of  our  services  and  an  answer 
which  should  have  aroused  deep  natinnft] 
concern. 

Is  there  wonder  then  that  Senator 
McCastrt  burst  out  in  unpremeditated 
rebuke  to  say: 

Then.  General,  you  should  be  removed 
from  any  command.  Any  man  who  baa 
been  given  the  honor  al  being  promoted  to 
general  who  ^ays  I  wlU  protect  another  gen- 
eral who  protected  Communists  Is  not  fit 
to  wear  that  uniform,  GeneraL 

Let  us  admit  that  the  language  was 
extreme,  but  let  us  at  the  same  time  ad- 
mit that  the  provocation  was  as  ex- 
treme as  well  Admit,  too,  that  it  would 
have  been  more  polltie  of  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy to  have  talked  giiardedly  to  a 
general  who,  it  was  later  revealed,  had 
extremely  powerful  and  vengeful  friends 
at  the  Pentagon. 

Could  the  Senator,  in  self-respect,  havs 
permitted  the  general  to  get  away  with 
such  a  revolting  exhiUtlon  of  moral  ob- 
tuseness  toward  the  Senator's  fight  to 
protect  the  Nation  against  conununism? 
Was  not  the  general,  by  his  repeatedly 
uncooperative  answers  and  evasions. 
showing  a  cont«mpt.  not  alone  for  Sen- 
ator McCaktht  but  for  tbe  whole  United 
States  Senate,  which  the  Wisconsin  Sen- 
ator symbolized  in  this  situation?  And 
yet.  by  curious  iUogic.  waving  aside  the 
plain  evidence  of  the  written  transcript, 
the  Watkins  committee  reached  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  Senator  McCaitht 
who  had  dishonored  the  Senate  in  this 
Instance  and  not  the  general. 

Could  a  Senate  committee  more  com- 
pletely miss  the  whole  xxrint  of  the  in- 
vestigation of  subversion  In  the  Aimed 
Forces  which  the  Senator  was  trying  to 
conduct  and  which  the  general  bxvI  his 
as-yet-mmamed  backers  were  trying  to 
divert?  No  one  wants  to  get  into  a 
controversy  with  the  Army  or  any  other 
branch  of  the  armed  services,  but  this 
is  not  to  say  that  the  Aimy  is  a  closed 
sanctuary  hermetically  sealed  to  inquiry 
into  which  the  authority  of  the  Senate 
cannot  enter.  We  are  not  a  totalitarian 
state;  we  are  a  constitutional  republle. 
There  are  no  closed  areas  in  our  Govern- 
ment which  the  people's  representatives 
cannot  enter.  There  are  not  officers  so 
exalted  that  they  can  disdainfully  refuse 
the  inquiries  of  the  United  States  Senate. 

Over  the  whole  Peress  case  there  hov- 
ered a  nauseating  atmosphere  of  incom- 
petenoe  and  unconcern  in  high  Pentagon 
places  which' would  have  shocked  to 
strong  language  an  even  less  outspoken 
Senator  than  Senator  McCaktht.  Let 
us  see  what  Secretary  of  Defense  Charles 
Wilson  said  about  the  Peress  case.  In 
a  letter  released  by  the  Senate  Armed 
Services  Committee  on  April  1, 1954.  Mr. 
Wilson  wrote  as  follows: 

Dr.  Pereas  should  not  haiqp  been  commis- 
sioned, and  would  no%  be  commiasloned 
under  present  regulatlona.  Slnoe  be  alKnild 
never  have  been  commlMionsd  in  the  first 
place,  he  aliould  not  have  been  promoted 
while  he  was  being  Investigated. 

As  to  the  type  of  discharge  given  Dr. 
Peress,  the  Army  reports  that  an  honorable 
discharge  was  selected  because  tt  was  ttas 
quickest  way  to  get  him  out  of  tbe  ■enrlos 
and  because,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General,  court-martial  action  was 
not  clearly  Justified,  and  that  board  actum. 
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lioCABTar  ^on  the  Senate  floor.     For  tliese 


M  tnmwUtt  M  ponlklt.  Mr.  WOmi 
ckwed   wtth   these   hlghlj   rigntflnant 


of  aU  tti*  amUabto  facte  a<  tlilB 
ttavfiMr  that  ttla  ladBnaot  VMS 


Let  UB  glye  Oeneral  Zwlckor  all  the 
benefit  of  the  doubt  that  we  can  possibly 
allow.  Ttoe  fact  remains  that  his  stony 
gOeiiep  befove  tbe  ootiwntttec  was  Bkott- 
Tfttetf  by  ttie  deolre  to  eover  op  high-lerel 
tneompetexiee  to  the  Army  to  this  mal- 
odcHroBg  case.  Be  knew.  Just  as  8eere> 
taxy  WOson  knew,  that  someone  had  hor- 
rtbiy  Uundered.  Tet,  his  conception  ct. 
offletel  elhieB  led  htai  to  protect  the  blun- 
derer and  keep  him  to  Mgh  ofllee.  rathw 
ihan  to  heip  a  eommtttee  of  the  United 
States  Senate  to  turn  tbe  dean  Ught  of 
polijietty  on  the  wh<^  sttnation. 

If  these  are  the  motives  which  are  to 
actuate  the  mm  tdgh  to  our  Armed  Ben- 
lees,  thCB  there  is  indeed  reason  to  trcm- 
Me  for  fhe  futuie  aecuiity  of  oar  Natton. 
Oouraceoorty,  and  at  great  personal  cost 
to  lymsrif ,  the  junior  Senatmr  from  Wis- 
eeoBlB  has  brofofht  this  fundamental 
of  the  relatio&s  between  tbe  Armed 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
into  the  searohing  arena  of  na- 
tieaal  eonsideratioD.  I  venture  to  say 
that  wliatevnr  happens  to  tte  Snnator 
pcsMBally,  this  issue  wiD  ronato  there 
until  it  Is  autwated  ec^xectly. 

Doea  any  recngnttlop  appear  to  this 
npori  of  the  fact  that  here  was  a  United 
States  Scoator,  rq^resenting  ttiis  aogust 
hody.  who  was  being  refused  informaticai 
^rtiieh  he  was  trying  to  secure  for  the 
girtdanrr  of  this  body  by  an  offleer  who 
was  kalanetog  himsetf  on  a  tightrope  of 
■uwifiuulng  technicality?   It  does  not. 

Here  we  have  the  unusoal  spectacle  of 
a  Senate  eommtttee  which,  to  a  question 
involving  the  prerogatives  of  this  Sen- 
ate, fails  to  back  up  the  chairman  of  a 
Senate  committee  and  prefers  to  give 
the  benefit  of  the  doubt  to  an  evasive 
Army  witness  who  was  putttog  on  an  act 
to  thwart  the  Senate  to  securing  eswn- 
tlal  bafbimatian.  It  says,  to  effect,  that 
the  Oeneral  omst  be  vindicated  because 
he  was  protecting  his  siqperiats,  but  Mc- 
CMaerww  must  be  condenmed  because  he 
was  trsring  to  protect  the  Senate.  Inthe 
report,  and  I  quote  from  coneluatans  on 
page  gl.  the  aeiect  eoaamlttee  says  that 
tlM  "conduct  of  Senator  McCsbtht  to- 
ward Gmeral  Zwicker  was  reprefacnsU^ 
and  that  for  ttiis  ecmduet  he  should  be 
censured  by  tbe  Senate."  Ttos  coaiduct 
was  uniM-cmcditated  and  was  provoked 
by  an  admission  by  the  gowrai  that  I 
feel  would  have  caused  amr  wearer  of  the 
uniform,  or,  for  that  matter,  any  eitiaen 
of  the  United  States,  to  take  exc^DtioB 
to  it  to  a  degree  varying  frmn.  at  the  vear 
kgst»  nunrisc  to  octgagcd  tndtgnation. 

Let  vs  torn  now  to  page  4g  of  the  re- 
port under  "Conehisions,'*  I  quote  agato: 

Tbe  rcnuaka  of  Bewatnr  McCAarKr  eon- 
crning  Benator  VtJJnmmm  were  liigliilj  tan- 
pNspn.  Tom  coBui^ttae  iadSk  bowever,  that 
they  w«re  induead  by  Braiatar  Pbonns' 
conduct  in  i«q;>ect  to  Senator  MoCastht  in 
tbe  Senate  caucus  room  and  in  deUTering 


ans  the  coounittee  concludes  tfte  re- 
matka  vfttlx  reference  to  Senator  FL4in>XK8 
do  BOi  coBstttute  a  basis  for  censxire. 

Here  «e  find  a  very  strange  situnUon. 
The  committee  finds  to  one  instance 
that  ranarks  induced  by  a  Senpitor's 
conduct  to  respect  to  SenatCHr  McCuitht 
do  not  cimstltute  a  basis  for  c^risure 
against  Senator  McCakthy,  but,  withto 
a  few  pages  to  the  report,  we  fiiK)  that 
remarks  of  Senator  McCarthy  induced 
by  a  higiily  questionable  answer  by  a 
general  do  call  for  censure. 

Before  we  accept  such  an  extraordi- 
nary conclusion,  let  us  consider  for  a 
moment  what  we  are  getting  ouzBelyes 
toto.  To  establish  the  precedent  that  a 
Senator  Is  to  be  publicly  censured  by 
this  body  because  he  Is  a  vigorous  frober 
for  toformatkm  of  tocompetenct  and 
wrongdoing  to  the  Government  cuts  at 
the  heart  of  CTery  investigative  coaomit- 
tee.  Since  when  have  we  become  |o  soft 
as  a  Nation  that  we  wallow  in  msudlm 
grief  when  a  defiant  witness  cries 
"Foul"?  Somehow  it  seems  to  me  that 
we  have  been  through  all  this  before. 

Before  we  vote  for  censure,  let  us  re- 
monber  another  committee  which  made 
a  iJorioQs  contribution  to  the  security  of 
this  Nation  to  another  critical  American 
day.  I  refer  to  the  Joint  Congressional 
Committee  on  the  Conduct  of  the  War. 
which  was  a^wtoted  to  the  early,  dan- 
gerous days  of  the  War  Between  the 
States.  Here  is  what  the  ofDcial  biog- 
raphy of  Abraham  Lincoln,  by  Hicolay 
and  Hay.  lias  to  say  about  it: 

This  committee,  known  as  the  Committee 
en  the  Conduct  of  the  War.  was  for  4  years 
one  of  the  most  tan(>ortant  agencies  In  this 
country.  It  assumed,  and  was  sustaltied  by 
Congress  in  assuming,  a  great  range  of  pre- 
rogative. It  became  a  stem  and  zealous  cen- 
sor of  both  the  Army  and  the  Government. 
It  called  soldiers  and  statesmen  before  it, 
and  qaestl<med  them  Uke  refractory  scbool- 
tooys.  *  *  *  It  was  often  hasty  and  unjust 
la  its  Judgments,  but  always  earnest,  patrl- 
otfc,  and  honest.  It  was  assailed  with  furious 
denunciation  and  defended  with  hoadlong 
ami  undtscrlmlnating  eulogy.  And  on  the 
whole  It  must  be  said  to  have  merited  more 
praise  than  blame.  I 

There  is  nothing  new  to  An»rican 
politics  to  a  congressional  committee 
which.  Uke  the  Senator's  committee.  Is 
vigorous,  earthy,  and  unafraid.  Such 
committees  have  been  in  the  long  and 
honored  tradition  of  this  body.  What  is 
new  is  the  crybaby  witness  who  runs  to 
the  Pentagon  crying  for  help  against  the 
bad  man  MQCabtht,  who  had  actually 
talked  rough  to  him.  What  is  new  is  a 
committee  oi  the  Senate  which  aslcs  us 
to  censure  this  Senator  for  his  vigor  and 
seal,  and  not  to  praise  him. 

How  flabby  and  how  fo<^sh  have  we 
become? 

It  fs  not  ea^  to  follow  the  rather  in- 
volved  logic  of  the  special  eommittee 
reoranmendations  to  the  matter  of  the 
general.  Aa  we  read  them,  we  seem  to 
find,  ourselves  in  a  world  of  upside-down 
values.  In  that  world,  a  general,  and  a 
man  who  tried  to  withhold  information 
from  the  United  States,  appears  as  a 
hero.  McCaitht,  a  man  who  tried  to 
turn  the  searchlight  on  the  guilty  par- 


ties, appears  as  a  viHato.  In  |be  yitX- 
kins  report  It  is  the  men  who  covered  up 
the  higher  ups,  who  were  noi%  to  their 
policies  toward  Communists,  ^hosn  we 
are  asked  to  vii^cate.  It  is  the  cltal- 
lenger  of  communism  whom  we  lure  asked 
to  condemn.  I  cannot  see  it  I  have  no 
standard  of  values  by  which  such  a  pre- 
IXKterous  2  and  2  add  up  to  4. 

Whenever  the  Senate  Is  asked  to  make 
a  decision  so  solemn  and  so  far  reaching 
as  this,  it  is  important  that  we:  ask  our- 
selves whether  we  have  carefully  thought 
out  the  steps  which  we  are  asked  to  take. 
The  smear  shouts  and  the  billingsgate 
against  McCarthy,  the  man,  have  been 
so  shriU  that  at  times  I  am  convinced  we 
have  forgotten  the  real  inescapable  is- 
sue to  this  whole  matter,  winch  is  the 
fight  against  communism. 

But  certain  truths  stand  oult  like  an 
Incandescent  beacon  In  this  matter.    Let   ' 
me  briefiy  state  them: 

First.  It  would  not  be  good  Senate  pol- 
icy to  condemn  McCarthy.  There  can 
be  no  blinking  the  fact  that  the  prece- 
dent which  we  establish  in  repudiating 
the  Senate  committee  chainnan  when 
he  is  seeking  to  dredge  out  the  truth 
about  incompetence  In  the  executive 
branch  is  a  precedent  whkh  v4U  return 
to  haunt  us.  Many  Senators,  for  various 
motives,  may  be  reluctant  to  go  along 
with  Joe  McCartht  in  some  of  his  anti- 
Communist  takeoffs.  None,  I  think,  win 
want  to  take  ofQcial  action  Which  win 
shrivel  the  authority  of  the  Senate  to  In- 
vestigate. Without  that  authority,  this 
body  would  decline  into  a  mere  shadow 
of  what  it  had  once  been.  Without  that 
authority  vested  In  this  body,  the  execn- 
tive  branch  would  achieve  an  immunity 
to  ciieckup  and  legislative  watchfulness 
which  would  disbalance  oxir  whole  Con- 
stitution. 

Woodrow  Wilson  recognized  this  truth 
when  he  wrote: 

The  informing  function  of  Congress  should 
be  preferred  over  the  legislative  IXmctlon. 

A  censure  of  the  chairman  of  the 
Government  Operations  Committee  will 
strike  all  of  us.  And  when  that  censure 
is  voted,  not  for  corruption  or  malfea- 
sance, not  for  the  breaktog  of  any  ex- 
isting rules,  but  for  excessive  seal  In 
carrying  out  his  proper  function  as  an 
tovestigator  for  the  Senate,  it  is  doubly 
senseless.  With  such  an  act  blazoned 
on  the  record,  no  future  Senate  iuvestl- 
gator  would  feel  safe  to  pursue  his  probe 
relentlessly  when  he  runs  toto  the  storm- 
head  of  executive  branch  displeasure 
and  retaliation.  Our  committeca  will  find 
it  more  expedient  to  play  safe  and  go 
along  with  the  Executive.  With  this 
cens\ire  as  a  spectacular  sign  that  their 
Senate  will  not  stand  behtod  them  when 
the  smut  guns  begin  to  shoot,  what  to- 
vestigator will  risk  his  career?  We  win 
find  ourselves  in  a  twilight  period  of 
dead-end  probes  and  whitewash  tovesU- 
gations,  and  Senate  prestige  will  decay. 

I  ask  m  all  sincerity.  Is  a  scoring  off 
ot  grudges  against  Senator  McCaitrt 
worth  this  imthinkable  price? 

Second.  It  would  be  bad  Americanism 
to  censure  McCarthy.  Today,  as  never 
before,  the  American  people  need  des- 
perately  to  present   a   united   front  to 
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overseas  nafciODS  OD  the  Commuiiist  Issue, 
strange  aikd  omtoous  forces  are  at  work, 
trying  to  sell  the  poisonous  doctrine 
of  coexistence  with  communism  to  our 
supposed  alUes.  The  bitter  fruit  of  6 
years  of  EGA  axKl  MSA.  and  $7,707,000,- 
000  of  the  United  States  postwar  haixi- 
outs  to  Prance,  lias  been  Preniier 
Mendes-Pranee's  apparent  retreat  from 
an  American  alliance  to  a  neutralist  and 
bargaining  positicm  to  continental  Eu- 
rope. The  visit  of  the  man  who  may  be 
Britato's  next  Premier,  Clement  Attlee. 
to  Molotov  to  Moscow  and  Mao  Tse-tung 
to  Peii^ng.  shows  the  weakening  loyal- 
ties of  large  sections  of  the  British  peo- 
ple, to  the  face  of  Commimist  trade 
prospects.  Evorywhere,  to  Europe  and 
even  to  Japan,  the  insidious  trader  is  at 
work,  trying  to  whitUe  away  the  deter- 
mination of  the  free  natimls  to  stand 
with  the  United  States  to  an  unbroken 
front  against  further  appeasement  of 
aggressive  communism. 

The  thing  which  would  mean  the  final 
collapse  of  all  that  we  have  dtme  abroad 
since  1947  to  build  tmcMKiuerable  de- 
fenses against  the  Kremlto  would  be  a 
doooestic  retreat  of  tbe  Anaerican  peoste 
frcm  their  present  united  stand  against 
communism.  It  wouki  be  the  return  of 
the  appeaser.  or  the  coexistendst.  as  he 
is  called  today,  to  positions  of  power 
and  authority  to  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment It  would  mean  the  reappear- 
ance of  the  prototypes  of  the  Alger 
Hisses  and  the  Harry  D.  Whites  and 
the  Lauehlin  Curries  to  the  policy  posts 
of  our  Govemmoit. 

Do  not  think  that  tills  Is  fantastic. 
America's  present  soUdartty  against 
communism  conceals  many  weak  and 
dangerous  spots  in  our  public-cpinion 
map.  Do  not  think  that  the  **trust  Sta- 
Un"  people  of  the  war  and  Yalta  period 
all  had  a  change  of  heart  on  Russia 
when  we  went  toto  the  cold  war.  They 
adopted  a  protective  ooloratton.  They 
went  into  storm  cellars,  lliey  put  on 
the  anti-Cooununist  label  so  that  they 
could  survive  as  a  political  otr  a  Journal- 
istic force.  They  are  all  ready  to  leap 
toto  action  and  set  up  a  clamor  for  a 
new  coexistendst  policy  toward  Russia 
and  Red  China  when  the  peychotogical 
moment  arrives. 

How  can  we  know  them?  They  are 
now  almost  tovariatriy  anti-Communist. 
Under  their  mask  d  anti-Communists, 
they  do  an  "aroand-the-dock"  Job 
blackguarding  the  dedicated  men  and 
wcHnen  who  do  the  real  work  of  anticom- 
munism  to  this  coxmtry.  They  sedc  to 
discredit  the  effective  "Red"  fighters  to 
America.  They  spoid  their  time  abus- 
ing Bishop  Pulton  Sheen.  Walter  Wto- 
chell.  John  T.  Flynn.  Clarence  Manion, 
George  Sokolsky.  Russell  McGuire. 
Prank  H^nT>igm^  Pulton  Lewis,  David 
Lawrence.  Alfred  BUdiltierg.  Dr.  Pifield, 
and  the  other  men  who  are  doing  a 
Standout  job  against  communism  in 
America. 

Mr.  McCARTHT.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  aoiX>WATER.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsto. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  wish  to  apologize 
to  the  Senator  for  interrupting,  but  I  am 
racing  against  time.     I  am  due  to  catch 
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a  plane  in  order  that  I  may  attend  a 
testimonial  dinner  to  be  given  tomorrow 
evening  by  the  GOP  Clubs.  Inc..  and 
members  of  the  Young  Republican  Cluba 
of  Milwaukee.  I  dislike  very  much  hav- 
ing to  leave  before  tbe  Senator  from 
Ariaona  has  completed  what  appears  to 
be  an  excellent  9eech.  I  want  him  to 
know  I  appreciate  very  much  his  making 
his  views  known.  While  I  shall  not  be 
able  to  hear  the  remainder  of  his  speech, 
since  I  must  Ieavf\  he  can  be  assured  that 
it  wiU  be  the  first  thing  I  shall  read 
when  I  return  to  Washington 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  wish  to  thank 
the  Senator  for  his  ktod  remarks,  and  I 
also  wish  to  congratulate  him  on  having 
a  Stote  to  go  to  that  still  has  to  it  some 
Republicans.     [Laughter.  1 

Mr.  President,  resumtog  my  comments 
about  those  who  pose  as  anti-Commu- 
nists when  really  they  are  blackguard- 
ing the  efforts  of  the  real  anti -Commu- 
nists to  the  United  States,  they  hurl 
vitriol  at  the  American  Legion,  the  DAR, 
the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  and  the 
other  great  national  bodies  which  are 
holding  the  Itoe  against  Communists  and 
pro-Comm\inlst  maneuvers  to  our  Ameri- 
can life. 

And  always  and  everywhere  the  anti- 
anti-Cammunlsts  are  against  Joi  Mc- 
Caxthy.  They  are  the  shock  troops  of 
the  present  smear  drive  which  has  led 
to  this  special  censure  session.  Their 
papers  and  magaztoes,  their  organiza- 
tions, aiid  their  forums  are  the  tocubat- 
tog  potots  for  the  big  lies  about  this 
Senator. 

This  is  the  national  backgrottnd 
against  which  we  meet  to  this  session 
to  consider  the  censure  of  Joseph  Mc- 
Cakthy. This  Is  the  climate  of  opinion 
which  is  building  up  around  us  to  wait 
for  the  day  when  America  can  be  to- 
duced  to  relax  Its  vigil  against  Commu- 
nist aggression. 

Is  it  necessary  to  potot  out  what  the 
tomx>blliBati<m  of  Senator  McCakthy  at 
this  moment  of  nati<mal  decision  may 
mean  to  the  friends  of  Russia?  like  him 
or  not,  McCastry  is  the  strongest  voice 
now  speaking  out  to  America  against 
communism.  Agree  with  his  methods  or 
not,  he  reiHesents  a  power  against  the 
Kronlto  to  this  country  which  nothing 
on  the  present  national  horizon  can  re- 
place. To  remove  such  a  man  from 
honor  and  Influence  to  America  at  this 
juncture  would  be  a  strong  victory  for 
Moscow  to  the  field  of  American  puMic 
opinion.  To  bring  about  a  situation  in 
which  the  United  States  Senate  could  be 
Induced  to  vote  for  a  resolution  oi  cen- 
sure against  his  anU-Communlst  activi- 
ties— and  that  is  exactly  how  it  would 
be  represented  over  tlie  Communist  air- 
waves— ^woinld  be  a  propaganda  triumph 
for  the  Attlees.  the  Mrades-Frances,  and 
the  double- talking.  coexi8tence«with- 
Russia  crowd  here  at  home,  which  could 
be  tocalculable  to  its  consequences. 

Can  we  afford  to  hand  this  propaganda 
triumph  to  Malenkov  just  to  sooth  the 
ruffled  feelings  of  the  Pentagon  or  to  save 
the  face  of  the  defunct  1952  GUletto 
committee?  I  do  not  think  that  we  can. 
I  do  not  think  tiiat  many  of  my  col- 
leagues to  this  body,  after  they  have  seri- 
ously weighed  alternatives,  will  feel  that 
they  can  do  so. 


There  has  been  much  talk  throughout 
this  entire  episode  about  the  enoouraglnc 
effect  upon  our  aIlieB4f  word  eoaaea  to 
them  that  the  Senate  has  repudiated 
McCakthy.  May  I  suggest  that  thia  is 
the  f  edalest  and  most  vidous  argument 
that  can  be  made  for  a  McCasikt  cen^ 
sure.  The  alUes  who  would  be  heartened 
by  a  Senate  slap  at  MoCaktky  are  allies 
who  are  praying  for  the  day  when  Amer* 
lea  will  sUh;)  its  nasty  fight  agaii^t  com- 
munism azMi  aUow  Europe  to  resume 
strategic  goods  trade,  with  its  fabulous 
profits,  with  the  Iron  Curtato  oountiriea. 
The  Eiu^peans  who  would  rejoice  if  we 
humiliated  McCasthy  are  the  Europeans 
who  are  not  with  us  to  our  antt-oonunu- 
nism  anyhow.  It  Ls  true  that  n%y  col- 
leagues to  ttos  body  can  curry  favor  with 
the  Red  Dean  of  Canterbury  If  they  vote 
anti-McCarthy.  But  can  they,  by  so  vot- 
ing, bring  new  heart  to  the  millions  of 
Uttie  Americans  who  are  watehing  what 
we  are  doing  today,  and  who  are  hoi^ng 
against  hope  that  we  wlU  not  make  an« 
other  tragic  blunder? 

I  have  stocere  and  deep  respect  for  fhe 
six  Senators  who  unoomplatotogly  exe- 
cuted their  hard  task  on  the  Watktos 
committee.  I  know  they  wel^tied  the 
evidence  carefully,  and  that  they  voted 
according  to  their  oonsdences.  but  I  can- 
not bring  myself  to  believe  that  they  saw 
the  action  which  they  recommended 
against  the  Senator  to  the  broader  his- 
toric matrix  which  should  have  beoi  up- 
permost to  their  thoughts.  I  cannot  be* 
lieve  that  they  counted  the  staggering 
consequences  which  may  flow  from  the 
ill-considered  step  wtodi  tiiey  have 
asked  the  Senate  to  take.  Let  us  lift 
this  decision  out  of  the  obscurtag  tangle 
of  trivia  toto  whidi,  unfortunately,  it  has 
been  placed,  and  let  us  weiiAi  It  to  the 
broad  terms  of  national  good.  Let  us 
face  the  fact  that  a  Add  day  agatost 
Senator  McCaitht  to  the  Senate  may 
well  turn  out  to  be  a  fldd  day  against 
America's  global  anti-Communist  poUey. 

Over  the  earth  today,  the  strong  winds 
of  destiny  are  blowing.  They  are  ready- 
ing the  Senate  Chamber  today  as  #e 
make  our  historic  decision  on  the  pend- 
ing resolution. 


SUSPENSION    OP   DAILY   PRINTINa 
OP  IfGISLATTVE  CALDn>AR 

Mr.  CARLSON  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  fw  two  unanimoufr- 
consoit  requests? 

Ut.  CARUSON.  I  yield  to  the  distto- 
guished  majority  leader  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  KNO¥njAND.     I  have  discussed 

the  first  request  with  the  mlnortty 
leader.  We  were  informed  that  the  daily 
Legislative  Calmdar,  which  Is  to  be 
foimd  on  the  de^s  of  Senators,  must  he 
printed  each  day  with  merely  a  change 
to  the  date,  stoce  no  proposed  leglslatioii 
is  being  reported.  To  do  that  costs 
$92.14  a  day  for  the  printing  of  this 
doctmient. 

Upon  further  tovestlgatlon  we  foond 
there  Is  a  rule,  which  was  adopted  by  tbe 
Senate  on  February  5,  1880,  that  the 
Senate  must  have  a  daily  Legislative 
Calendar,  and  that  the  oi^  way  we  could 
do  away  with  it  would  be  by  ototaintng 
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tmortniom  wwwunt  ^or  tfast  poxpotit  ftt 
tbisttme. 

Wtth  thsi  explkziatlon,  Z  Mk  unani- 
inoiai  caoaeaeit  that  f(»r  tbe  duration  of 
the  preoent  seaaloci  <»:  ao-caUed  recess 
iiiMlfin  of  the  Senate,  the  inrinting  of  the 
Leglalative  Calendar  of  bustness  each  day 
be  dlqiMOsed  with. 

The  PRBSIDINa  OmCER  CUr. 
BoBH  in  the  chair) .  Is  there  objection? 
Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

l£r.  LANQER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield  tcx  a 
question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  liANOER.  Will  we  be  notified  in 
ease  any  nominations  are  reported  to  the 
calendar? 

Mr.  KNOWIAND.  Yes;  there  wiU  be 
such  notification. 


BESOLDTION  OF  CBNSX7RB 

The  Senate  resumed  consideration  of 
the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  to  censure 
the  junloft  Senator  from  WisconsliL 

Mr.  CARI£ON.  Mr.  President,  as  a 
member  of  the  select  committee.  I  wish 
to  make  a  few  observations.  I  sincerely 
hope,  I  may  say  to  my  colleagues  who 
are  interested  in  having  the  Senate  take 
a  recess  at  about  this  time  of  the  day 
that  my  remarks  will  not  take  more  than 
15  or  20  minutes,  and  I  trust  that  I  may 
proceed  wittiout  interruption  in  present- 
ing the  statement  I  have  prepared. 

First.  I  wish  to  make  it  definitely  clear 
that  I  did  not  seek  a  place  on  the  select 
CMumittee.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  I  urged 
the  leadership  to  select  some  other  Sen- 
ator. I  can  think  of  no  senatorial  duty 
that  is  more  onerous,  more  imdesirable, 
and  more  dlfBcult  than  to  be  required  to 
sit  in  Judgment  of  one  of  our  own  col- 
leagues. 

Second.  I  have  the  highest  regard  and 
admiration,  personally,  for  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin;  and  on  many 
occasions  I  have  stated  he  was  rendering 
the  Nation  the  highest  service  in  calling 
to  its  attention  the  Communist  menace. 

Furthermore.  I  can  honestly  state  that 
I  accepted  the  position  on  this  commit- 
tee without  bias  or  prejudice  toward  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

The  decisions  I  arrived  at  were  the  re- 
sult of  the  evidence  presented  at  the 
hearings  and  the  findings  following  the 
discussion  of  the  charges,  participated 
in  by  every  member  of  the  committee  In 
the  eiecutive  sessiona. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  not  my  purpose  to 
latmch  into  an  elaborate  speech;  and  I 
do  not  accept  the  suggestion  that  I  or 
any  of  my  colleagues  on  the  committee 
have  any  duty  either  to  defend  the  re- 
port or  to  "make  a  ease."  as  the  disUn- 
gulahed  Jimior  Senator  from  Illinois 
phrased  it  the  other  day. 

As  a  matter  of  fact.  I  c<»iceive  that  the 
report  speaks  for  itself.  The  committee 
framed  it  with  that  end  in  view;  and  I 
gather  that  many  thousands  of  persons 
off  this  floor  have  found  it  so. 

It  would  appear  that  tbe  gentlonen 
Of  the  press,  radio,  and  television  have 
generally  treated  it  with  req?ect,  and 
even  a|q>rovaL 

This  does  not  mean  that  I  regard  It  as 
necessarily  proof  against  all  criticism: 


quite  the  contrary.  But  I  believe  it  is  an 
adequate  report,  honestly  and  cooscien- 
tiously  prepared,  in  the  light  of  fbctual 
evidence,  all  of  which  is  set  forth  in  com- 
plete detail  in  the  record  of  the  hearings. 

All  the  law  which  was  called  to  our 
attention,  either  by  our  stafC  or  by  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  or  his 
able  counsel,  is  set  forth  in  the  report  in 
the  same  completeness  that  it  was  cited 
to  us.  The  application  of  these  legal 
precedents  to  the  five  particular  cate- 
gories of  inquiry  was  discussed  in  place, 
and  every  finding  of  the  committee  and 
its  conclusions  therefrom  will  b^  found 
imder  each  category  of  charges,  just 
where  one  would  expect  to  find  them. 
It  is  all  in  the  English  language,  and  he 
who  runs  may  read. 

I  am.  therefore,  a  little  Impatient  with 
any  delense  which  makes  its  point  by 
attacking  either  the  intelligence  or  the 
sincere  intentions  of  the  committee,  or 
seeks,  by  questions  coupled  with  self- 
serving  speeches  in  the  guise  of  seeking 
information,  to  discredit  the  authors  as 
a  means  of-  discrediting  their  product. 

I  expect  to  be  courteous,  and  will  try 
to  answer  any  questions  that  I  can  from 
any  Member  of  the  Senate,  provided  I 
may  do  so  on  the  basis  of  the  eArldence. 
I  reserve  the  right  to  decline  to  answer 
any  questions  which  may  seem  to  me  to 
be  improper. 

I  question  whether  the  members  of 
this  committee  owe  any  obligation  to 
answer  such  questions,  except  as  any  of 
them  may  desire  to  amplify  his  indi- 
vidual views  beyond  the  unanimous  joint 
views  therein  expressed. 

After  all.  the  Senate  asked,  not  for  our 
Individual  views,  but  for  a  bipartisan  in- 
vestigation and  report.  Insofar  as  that 
contemplates  Joint  action  and  collective 
Judgment,  it  was  supplied  in  full  meas- 
ure in  a  unanimous  report.  Of  course 
it  would  have  been  proper  for  any  of 
us  to  have  filed  any  statement  of  in- 
dividual views,  either  concurring  in  or 
dissenting  from  the  majority's  judgment. 
But  in  the  absence  of  any  such  variance 
of  opiidon,  1  might  readily  be  persuaded 
that  the  situation  does  not  call  for  in- 
dividual interpretation.  All  the  mem- 
bers did  in  fact  concvir,  and  I  am  sure 
they  did  so  in  good  faith.  It  is,  there- 
fore, no  disrespect  to  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  or  to  any  other 
Senator  for  me  to  be  selective  In  any 
individual  answers. 

I  have  devoted  a  few  minutes  to  this 
aspect  of  my  personal  views,  to  avoid 
any  personal  controversy  later.  But  I 
have  some  other  views  which  I  regard 
as  of  more  lasting  importance.  I  shall 
state  these  briefly. 

I  wish  to  bear  personal  testimony  to 
the  fact  that,  having  sat  in  on  all  meet- 
ings of  the  committee,  executive  and 
open.  I  think  I  heard  every  word  spoken 
there  by  any  person,  either  of  the  com- 
mittee or  of  its  staff;  and  I  assert  and 
affirm  that  in  no  act  or  conduct  did  any 
of  us  or  any  of  them  deviate  In  any  way 
from  a  careful  and  conscientious  effort 
to  elicit  all  the  facts  fairly  and  com- 
pletely in  accordance  with  their  best 
Judgment  as  to  what  was  material  and 
relevant  to  the  inquiry. 


Also  I  can  bear  witness  that  the  eom* 
mon  judgments  of  my  colleafues  were 
arrived  at  in  a  completely  toltrant  and 
even  sympathetic  attitude  toward  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  as  wit- 
ness their  significant  decisions  to  refuse 
affirmative  recommendation  oh  the  basis 
of  the  charges  involving  improiper  solic- 
itation of  classified  information  from 
public  employees,  or  the  charges  of  the 
illegal  misuse  of  a  classified  document, 
or  the  charges  of  offensive  remarks  about 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  IMr.  Flan- 
ders 1. 

What  I  do  not  assert — and  only  be- 
cause it  would  be  unbecoming  for  me  to 
do  so — is  that  their  collective  conclu- 
sions as  to  the  ultimate  merits  ot  the 
case  were  sound,  provident,  reasonable, 
and  reflective  of  senatorial  traditions. 
My  reticence  grows  out  of  the  fact  that 
they  were  also  my  own  conclusions.  But, 
after  all,  that  is  the  question  for  the 
Senate,  not  for  any  of  us,  to  decide. 

If  my  colleagues  of  the  Senate,  through 
their  examination  of  the  report  and  the 
hearings,  or  from  the  course  Of  the  de- 
bate, conclude  that  the  conmilttee  was 
justified  in  its  conclusions,  thefi  the  only 
remaining  question  will  be  whether  the 
Senate  will  follow  the  committee  recom- 
mendations as  to  appropriate  action. 
That  is  the  $64  question — not  any  of 
the  legalistic  inquiries  with  which  the 
committee  is  now  being  confronted. 

My  second  point  would  be  |o  remark 
how  hollow  and  strained  these  insinua- 
tions about  our  being  "unwitting  hand- 
maidens of  conununism"  must  sound  to 
our  colleagues.  They  know  whether  we 
are  stooges  of  communism;  and  they 
know  we  are  not — not  any  of  us.  Then 
why  must  we  submit  to  bemg  called  so 
without  protest,  because  the  phrase  "un- 
witting handmaidens"  Is  synonymous 
with  a  shorter  and  uglier  word,  and  I 
think  it  was  so  intended. 

The  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  is  so  convinced  of  tSie  theory 
that  any  criticism  of  him  is  somehow 
traceable  to  the  Communist  (Kmspiracy 
that  he  cannot  explain  even  a  senatorial 
investigation,  under  a  constitutionally 
imposed  duty,  in  any  other  way.  But 
all  the  other  Senators  are  not  bound  to 
accept  that  theory,  or  to  withhold  their 
support  from  conclusions  which  in  them- 
selves are  self-explanatory— *not  even 
though  all  of  us  know  that  there  are 
Communists,  that  they  constitute  a  pres- 
ent danger,  and  that  they  hate  both  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  this 
very  Senate. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  should  refrain  from  thus 
imputing  to  me  and  my  committee  asso- 
ciates any  such  conduct,  clearly  unwmr- 
thy  and  unbecoming  Senators,  if  for  no 
better  reason  than  because  it  constitutes 
a  clear  breach  of  our  rule  XIX  (2)  and 
is  therefore  out  of  order. 

Let  me  recite  some  of  the  details  which 
impressed  me  during  our  investigation. 
For  example.  I  had  heard  something  of 
the  Zwicker  incident  when  it  happened. 
Our  staff  developed  exactly  wOiat  tran- 
spired at  Senator  McCarthy's  executive 
session  in  New  York  on  February  18  last 
past.  This  information  was  supplied 
from  the  hearing  records  themselves.    It 


xV^Wf 


I 

CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


November  12 


195  U 


CCNNGRESSK^AL  RECORD  —  SEN  ATE 


16M7 


was  obvious  that  Senator  McCAsnrr  was. 
or  became,  irate  at  General  Zwicker.  and 
that  the  latter  was  laboring  under  some 
difficulty  in  meeting  the  Senator's  ex- 
pectations of  him  as  a  witness. 

We  also  noted  that  Mr.  Roy  Cohn.  the 
Senator's  chief  counsel,  could  and  did.  at 
the  same  time,  examine  the  general  with- 
out any  difBculty  developing  between 
them.  But  this  might  or  might  not  be 
significant.  Jxist  as  the  fact  that  the  Sen- 
ator was  himself  then  worried  by  an 
accident  his  wife  had  suffered  the  day 
before,  might  have  some  significance. 

But  General  Zwicker  was  himself 
called  as  a  witness  before  us.  and  we 
had  ample  opportunity  to  observe  him 
closely.  I  think  it  would  have  been  dif- 
ficult for  any  of  us  to  have  concluded 
that  he  was.  or  ever  had  been,  "un- 
worthy to  wear  that  uniform."  He  dis- 
played an  intelligence  considerably  be- 
yond that  of  a  "S-srear-old  child."  and 
he  demeaned  himself  with  a  poise  and 
dignity  befitting  his  rank,  and  certainly 
without  arrogance. 

But  right  there  before  oiu-  very  eyes 
we  observed  again  the  difficulty  which 
observance  of  his  orders  and  his  proper 
regard  for  the  orders  of  his  higher  com- 
mand enforced  upon  him.  And  very 
shortly  afterward  we  heard  Senator  Mc- 
Caxtht  recite  his  story  of  the  incident, 
and  observed  that  neither  time  nor  his 
wife's  happy  recovery  from  her  accident 
had  m  any  way  modified  his  antagonism 
against  this  officer. 

It  was.  in  consequence,  actually  hard- 
er for  me  to  xuideratand  the  reason  for 
Senator  McCastht's  outburst  against 
him  at  the  earlier  hearing,  than  to  con- 
clude that  the  tirade  against  him  at  the 
February  meeting  and  the  feeling  again 
displayed  by  the  Senator  at  our  hearing, 
was  other  than  reprehensible,  as  our 
committee  found  it  to  be. 

Another  detalL  There  was  the  mat- 
ter of  a  telegram  or  two  Involved  in  the 
Hennings-Hayden-Hendrickaon  commit- 
tee aspect  of  our  inqiiiry.  If  I  had  not 
been  present  at  the  hearings.  I  might 
have  been  persuaded  m  the  course  of  tbe 
debate  last  Monday  that  somehow  our 
committee  or  our  staff  had  sought  to  take 
some  unfair  advantage  of  Senator  Mc- 
Caitht.  The  truth  was  that  there  were 
two  telegrams.  One  was  prepared,  ad- 
dressed to  Senator  McCasthy.  and  print- 
ed In  the  Hennings-Hayden-Hendrick- 
son  report,  but  actually  not  sent.  An- 
other, also  addressed  to  Senator  McCak- 
THT.  dated  November  21.  1962.  was  duly 
sent,  and  belatedly  received  by  the  ad- 
dressee, but  was  not  printed  In  the  re- 
port of  that  committee. 

This  dilenuna  did  not  develop  in  our 
initial  investigation,  but  before  it  came 
time  for  our  counsel  to  offer  the  tele- 
gram quoted  in  the  Hennings-Hayden- 
Hendrickson  report,  it  nas  discovered 
not  only  unsent  but  so  marked  in  pencil, 
among  the  original  papers  of  that  com- 
mittee, and  when  fxirther  Investigation 
disclosed  the  further  fact  that  a  later 
telegram  had  been  sent,  c»ur  staff  caQed 
for  it  from  Senator  McCaxtht.  offered 
it  m  evidence,  and  stoted  that  the  other 
telegram,  originally  cited  from  the  Hen- 
nings-Rayden-Hendrickson  report,  had 
not  been  sent. 


Senator  Cass  added  the  final  touch. 
He  noted  that  the  index  of  the  exhibits 
of  the  Hennlngs-Hayden-Hendrickson 
report  referred  to  only  one  telegram, 
namely,  the  one  dated  November  21  and 
actually  sent  He  suggested  that  some 
error  had  occurred  when  the  report  was 
prepared,  and  Senator  McCaitht  him- 
self at  the  hearings  praised  the  faimfxgt 
of  the  conunittee  staff  m  these  words: 

Mr.  WUUama.  In  oonnBctkm  wltb  UUs,  I 
would  like  to  oompUment  counsel  for  the 
committee  In  tliat  they  honestly  gave  ub  In- 
formation which  we  did  not  prevloasly  ha  re. 
namely,  that  thia  (telegram]  was  marked 
"not  acnt."    It  waa  not  sent. 

I  move  on  now  quickly  to  my  foinlh 
point,  which  is  the  last  I  wish  to  develop 
Just  now. 

Quietly,  without  any  bombast,  emotion, 
or  self-righteousness,  I  aK>eal  to  the 
body  of  the  Senate  that  we  shall  not 
permit  ourselves  to  descend  mto  a  fac- 
tional controversy  at  this  stage  of  this 
particular  proceeding. 

We  can  certainly  solve  this  problem 
without  the  sacrifice  of  the  dignity  of 
this  Chamber.  If  the  facts  reported  to 
the  select  committee  warrant  acceptance 
of  its  recommSendations  by  the  majority 
of  the  Senate,  we  should,  as  promptly 
as  possible,  settle  upon  this  conclusion. 
Any  prolonged  rear -guard  action  will  be 
misunderstood  and  misinterpreted  by  our 
constituents.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
majority  of  the  Senate  becomes  impressed 
with  the  arguments  against  that  condu- 
siou,  they  should  equally  promptly  and 
equally  firmly  terminate  this  business. 
The  people  of  the  United  States  will  wel- 
come a  conclusion;  they  assume  this 
body  is  capable  of  such  a  disposition; 
and  I  believe  they  would  accept  either 
alternative  more  easily  than  they  would 
any  undue  prolongation  of  this  session, 
much  less  any  failure  to  reach  a  decisive 
answer. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
express  my  appreciation  for  the  very 
thoughtful  and  sincere  address  by  my 
colleague  on  the  conunittee.  I  should 
like  to  ask  him  a  question  at  this  time. 
Will  the  Senator  from  TCnnsmt  yield  for 
questions  now,  or  does  he  prefer  to  wait 
until  Monday? 

Mr.  CARI^SON.  I  am.  of  course,  will- 
ing to  do  whatever  the  Senate  wishes 
to  do.  I  Shan  be  here  Monday,  and  I  am 
willing  to  leave  myself  open  to  questions. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  left  the  Chamber, 
which  I  regret.  I  think  I  should  say  that 
he  should  have  an  opportxinity  to  inter- 
rogate me  if  he  so  desires.  I  shall  be 
present  on  Monday,  if  that  is  agreeable 
to  the  leadership. 

Mr.  KNOWLVro.  Mr.  President,  If 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  will  yield  to 
me  at  this  pomt,  I  had  previously  dis- 
cussed the  subject  with  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Kansas,  who  said  that  he 
would  like  to  be  able  to  make  his  re- 
marks this  afternoon.  I  told  him  that  I 
had  planned  to  move  to  recess  the  Sen- 
ate at  approximately  5:30.  He  said  he 
would  be  glad  to  be  available  on  Monday 
when  the  Senate  reconvenes.  Unless 
there  Is  serious  objection 

Mr.  WA'nUNS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  shall  not  make 
my  motion  until  the  Senator  from  Utah 


has  been  heard.    I  wish  to  *9fnrlHf  my 
statement 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  had  been  trying  to 
get  An  opportunity,  after  other  Senators 
on  the  schedule  had  made  their  «p"*Thna. 
to  make  a  brief  statement.  I  have  aa 
important  statemmt  to  m^ke  in  ronnfc 
tion  with  this  case. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  shall  not  move  to 
recess  the  Senate  until  tbe  Senator  from 
Utah  has  had  an  (HKKirtunity  to  be  heard. 
I  should  like  to  complete  my  statenkent 

Mr.  WATKINS.  My  "ttitTmrnt  will 
require  about  S  minutes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Certainly  as  a 
co\ix\jes3  to  Senators  who  have  anything 
to  place  in  the  Rioou,  or  who  wish  to 
make  brief  statements.  I  shall  not  movo 
to  recess  the  Senate  until  they  have  had 
an  opportunity  to  be  heazxL  However. 
when  the  Senate  completes  its  work  to- 
day, it  will  be  my  intention  to  move  that 
it  take  a  recess  untU  11  o'clock  a.  m.  oa 
Monday  next,  to  proceed  with  the  debate 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  WATKINB.  Mr .  PresidBnt.  I  have 
two  principal  concerns  with  reference  to 
the  matter  now  before  the  Soiate.  One 
is  that  the  Senate  analyze  the  facts  upoa 
which  the  select  committee  based  its  rec- 
ommendations for  censure,  and  the  other 
is  that  the  8«3ate  debate  azxi  pass  Judg- 
ment on  this  very  important  matter  in 
a  dignified  and  Judicial  manner. 

Wednesday,  for  a  long  period  of  time,  I 
submitted  myself  to  Interrogation  by  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  ylehling 
to  him  r^ieatedly  f  or  the  pmiiose.  I  did 
this  as  a  matter  of  courtesy  to  the  Sen- 
ator, but  I  believe  he  abused  that  cour- 
tesy. I  had  hoped  that  he  would  submit 
to  me  questions  which  wookl  w>»ghtyn 
him  or  the  Senate.  I  did  not  then  in- 
tend, nor  do  I  now  IztteBd.  to  engage  In 
a  persona]  wrangle  with  the  Jtxnior  Ben- 
ator  from  Wisconsin,  nor  do  I  Intend  to 
be  idaoed  in  the  position  of  a  prosecutor 
when  my  sole  responsibility  is  to  carry 
out  an  assignment  which  was  given  me 
by  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  and 
by  the  select  eommittee. 

I  am  willing,  and  I  know  every  member 
of  the  select  committee  is  wflltng,  to  be 
helirful  to.  any  way  possible,  and  to  ex- 
pUdn  matters  which  may  require  clari- 
fication. But  we  must  be  pennltted  to 
explain  them  in  oiir  own  way,  and  at 
times  of  our  own  ehoodng.  Under  Sen- 
ate rules  we  are  entitled  to  do  that  The 
unanimous  and  nonpartisan  Judgment 
of  the  committee,  its  precise  and  qieelfie 
findings  of  fact,  and  an  of  Its  conclu- 
sions of  law.  are  set  forth  falrUr,  clearly, 
and  dispassionately  in  the  committeeli 
report  It  is  this  which  embodies  the 
committee's  views;  it  is  a  Joint  and  col- 
lective production,  and  certainly  not 
alone  my  individual  views,  or  those  of 
any  other  individual  member.  It  waa 
unanimous.  If  any  arBument  Is  retnatavd 
to  sustain  the  recoounendatlons  of  tbe 
select  oommittee,  that  argummt  is  set 
forth  in  the  report  Itself. 

Under  the  rules  of  the  Somte.  each 
Senator  is  entitled  to  speak  without  M- 
terruption.  He  may  yieki  onlbr  as  a 
courtesy  to  answer  genuine  questions 
asked  in  good  faith.  I  yiekled  for  that 
purpose  Wednesday.  I  am  aware  of  tba 
fact  that  the  pending  present  matter  la 
not  an  ordinary  legislative  proceeding. 
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R  if  etttelnly  Judidal  in  nature  and.  In 
my  opiDkm.  requires  deocmim  and  a  dlg- 

.  Bity  In  keeping  wtth  that  conception. 
Thii  ooinot  be  maintained,  as  I  view  it, 
when  there  are  personal  wrangles  be- 
tween the  Senators  peurtic^tlng  In  the 
ddbate,  ot  yH/hen  one  Senator  wrongfully 
aoeuaee  another,  on  the  floor  and  In  a 
nationwide  telecast,  of  running  out  on 
quettiooinc,  after  the  Sei^tor  so  crlti- 
daed — myself— 4iad  patiently  submitted 
to  TirtoaOy  a  half  day  of  xepetlUre  q^es- 
tioniBC  on  Wednesday. 

In  fact,  I  even  made  this  offer  on  the 

•f  tenoon  when  I  requested  a  brief  res- 
Itfie  from  the  questicmlng.  which  I  quote 
from,  the  OoifGBxssioNAX.  Bscoao  of 
Wednesday,  at  page  15932: 

Mr.  WAncnra.  ur.  President.  I  was  occu- 
pying the  floor  When  the  Senate  took  s  reossi. 
I  have  been  on  my  feet  with  the  exception 
of  a  brief  interruption  for  the  luncheon  pe- 
riod, for  a  ooaelderaMe  period  of  time.  I 
have  extended  oourteelee  to  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wlaeonaln  in  order  to  enable  him 
to  aak  me  quectlons.  I  do  not  intend  to 
deny  him  the  opporttinlty  for  further  ques- 
tioning, hut  at  this  moment  I  wish  to  yield 
the  floor.  Later  X  shaU  submit  myself  for 
questicming. 

For  this  statement,  made  while  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  on 
the  floor,  I  was  twice  accused  by  him 
Wednesday  oi  running  out 

Therefore.  I  am  stating  now  that  I 
shall  be  ready  and  willing  to  answer 
questfams  that  are  germane,  proper,  and 
in  good  faith,  which  may  be  submitted 
to  me  in  writing  or  which  may  be  sub- 
mitted during  the  course  of  speeches  by 
participating  Senators.  I  will  give  the 
answers  on  my  own  time  and  in  my  own 
way.  I  will  try  to  take  careful  note  of 
the  questions  which  are  propounded.  By 
doing  this  I  believe  we  can  keep  the  de- 
bate on  a  higher  plane  and  give  better 
service  in  the  way  of  information  in  re- 
ply to  inquiries. 

I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  E390WLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  make  a  very  brief  statonent  at 
this  time.  When  the  Senate  took  its 
action  tn  connection  with  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  select  committee,  the  ma- 
jority leader  and  the  minority  leader 
had  the  responsibility  of  maUng  reo(Mn- 
mendatl<»is  to  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States  with  respect  to  appoint- 
ments to  the  select  committee.  The  res- 
olution appointing  the  committee  pro- 
vided that  3  members  of  the  committee 
be  appointed  fn»n  the  Republican  side 
of  the  aisle  and  3  members  from  the 
Democratic  side  of  the  aisle.  I  said  at 
that  time,  during  the  course  at  the  de- 
bate, that  I  felt  every  conMence  in  all 
the  Senatrav  who  had  be«i  i4>pointed, 
not  only  in  the  3  for  whose  selection 
I  had  some  direct  responsibility,  but 
equally  in  the  3  who  were  appointed  from 
the  other  side  of  the  aisle.  I  said  I 
felt  such  oonliden<Be  in  them  that  I  would 
personally  be  willing  to  go  on  trial  for 
my  life  before  the  groiu>  as  a  whole,  or 
b^ore  any  one  oi  them  individually. 
My  statement  applied  to  the  Senators 
who  were  selected  from  the  Republican 
side  of  the  alSIe  and  to  the  Senators  who 
were  sheeted  from  the  XTemocratic  side 
of  the  aide. 


Z  do  not  retract  one  Iota  from  the 
statement  I  made  at  that  time.    I  have 

the  fuUeet  confidence  in  the  patriotism, 
integrity,  and  devotion  to  duty  of  the 
Soiators  in  canrlng  out  their  task,  which 
none  of  them  asked  for. 

Having  said  that.  I  also  wish  to  say 
that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  has 
its  responsibility  as  well.  I  am  sure  that 
each  member  of  the  select  committee 

recognizes  the  fact  that  each  Senator, 
in  examining  the  testimony,  in  examin- 
ing the  evidence,  and  in  listening  to  the 
arguments,  must  finally  reach  a  df  cision 
on  his  own  responsibility,  in  accordance 
with  the  dictates  of  his  own  conseience. 
I  have  a  very  high  respect  for  the 
Committee  on  Finance.  I  must  add  that 
when  I  mention  the  Committee  en  Fi- 
nance I  do  not  detract  from  any  of  the 
other  committees  of  the  Senate.  The 
Committee  on  Finance,  during  the  time 
that  I  have  served  in  the  Senate,  has 
been  headed  either  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  MillikinI 
or  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Gzorge].  I  know  of  no 
2  Senators  for  \('hom  the  whole  Senate 
has  a  higher  regard  thaji  for  those  2 
distinguished  senior  Members  of  the 
Senate. 

During  the  9  years  I  have  served  in  the 
Senate  there  have  been  a  number  of 
times  when  the  Cbmmittee  on  Ftnance 
has  made  a  report  to  the  Senate  which 
I  have  supported  without  a  single  change. 
There  have  been  a  number  of  times  when 
I  have  supportC!d  amendments  to  the 
bills  which  that  committee  reported. 
There  have  been  a  nimiber  of  times  when 
I  have  voted  against  the  prop>osed  legis- 
lation which  the  committee  had  reported. 
There  have  also  been  times  when  I  have 
voted  for  substitute  legislation  to  that 
which  the  committee  reported.  In  all 
the  cases  when  I  did  not  follow  exactly 
the  committee's  recommendation  I  do 
not  believe  it  w(^  a  reflection  upon  the 
committee  or  upon  the  distinguished 
chairman  who  presented  the  bill  on  the 
floor.  I  am  sure  neither  chairman  con- 
sidered it  was  any  lack  of  apprecHation 
for  their  responsibUities  or  for  their 
duties  which  prompted  any  senator 
flnally  to  come  to  a  decision  and  cast  his 
vote  in  that  manner. 

I  wish  to  subscribe  to  the  expression 
of  hope,  which  has  been  expressed  be- 
fore, that  this  debate  may  be  kept  on  a 
plane  wliich  is  within  the  high  dignity 
of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Many  grave  constitutional  questions 
confront  us.  Many  questions  on  prece- 
dents confront  us.  I  beljeve  many  of  us 
recognize  the  fact  that  what  we  do  dur- 
ing this  session  may  bind  the  Senate  for 
the  next  100  years.  Naturally,  we  are 
deeply  troubled  by  some  of  those  prob- 
lems. I  hope.  a£  I  said  on  the  opening 
day  of  this  session,  that  during  the  de- 
bate we  may  keep  this  issue  undeter- 
mined, and  that  we  may  approach  the 
solution  of  the  problem  without  preju- 
dice and  with  an  open  mind.  We  must 
recognize  the  fact  that  we  may  honestly 
differ  with  our  colleagues  on  either  side 
of  the  aisle  and  that  we  must  not  at- 
tribute to  them  motives  which  would  be 
detrimental  to  their  character  or  Intel- 
ligence or  patriotism. 


So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  %  know  of 
no  six  Senators  who  are  entiU^  to  more 
respect  than  the  distlngulshMl'  Members 
who,  through  no  choice  of  their  own, 
have  served  on  the  select  committee. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  wish  to  as- 
sociate myself  with  the  statement  just 
made  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
California  with  respect  to  the  six  Mem- 
bers who  have  served  on  the  select  com- 
mittee, and  I  would  like  particularly  to 
pay  tribute  to  the  Members  who  were 

recommended  for  apix)intmei|t  by  the 
majority  leader.  I  have  never  Imown 
of  any  select  committee  or  any  other 
committee  to  function  more  fairly  and 
more  diligently  and  more  honestly  and 
more  patriotically  than  this  select  com- 
mittee. I  wish  to  associate  myself  with 
what  the  majority  leader  has  stated  with 
respect  to  the  services  of  the  members 
of  the  select  committee. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  shaU 
not  allow  the  remarks  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Kansas  to  stand  as  an  in- 
dictment of  Senators,  partlcula.  ly  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Idaho,  Who  in  all 
good  faith  tried  to  ask  sensible  and  legal 
questions  so  that  he  might  better  under- 
stand the  Issues  and  in  that  way  impart 
what  little  he  could  learn  to  his  fellow 
colleagues. 

I  do  not  wish  to  be  called  on^  of  those 
who  are  asking  self-seeking  questions 
or  are  bombastic.  I  venture  to  say  that 
there  is  no  man  who  has  any  higher 
respect  for  the  six  members  of  the  se- 
lect committee  than  I  have.  If  I  had 
wanted  to  pettifog  this  morning,  my  dear 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Johnson],  would  be  the  first  to  say  that 
I  certainly  could  have  done  so.  But  I 
am  trying  to  respect  my  fellow  col^ 
leagues.  Without  a  doubt,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, since  we  do  not  know  whether  the 
members  of  the  select  committee  were 
Investigators,  or  jurors,  or  Judges,  those 
of  us  who  are  interested  In  the  legal 
aspects  of  the  matter  may  ask  sane  and 
sensible  legal  questions.  I  defy  any 
member  of  the  select  committee  to  show 
me  that  he  has  studied  the  law  any  more 
diligently  than  I  have  in  this  case,  the 
result  of  which  may  set  a  precedent  for 
the  United  States  Senate  for  untold 
years  to  come. 

I  do  not  like  to  have  It  said  that  those 
of  us  who  Interrupt  to  ask  legal  ques- 
tions are  self-seeking  and  bombastic.  I 
Want  that  written  in  capital  letters  in 
the  Record,  because  I  have  not  at- 
tempted to  act  In  such  a  manner  and 
never  shall.  But  I  certainly  want 
brought  out  the  truth  as  to  the  law,  and 
I  expect  to  cross-examine  as  long  as  my 
friends  on  the  select  committee  will  put 
up  with  it.  My  examination  will  be 
honorable,  decent,  and  fair,  I  can  assure 
the  Senate.  i 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  should  like  to  associate 
myself  with  the  remarks  of  tte  distin- 
guished majority  leader,  conciured  in  by 
the  distinguished  minority  leader.  I 
stated  at  the  time  the  Vice  Ihresident 


ie«io 


CONGIUESSiaC^AL  RECORD  —  SENATE 

.1. 


November  15 

.L 


19  5  It 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SEN  ATE 


16009 


named  the  members  of  the  select  eom- 
mittee  of  six  Senators  to  hold  hearings 

and  to  submit  a  report  on  the  eensure 
resolution,  when  I  was  asked  about  it  by 
members  of  the  press  m  ray  own  State, 
that  I  knew  of  no  other  six  men  in  whom 
I  had  greater  confidence  or  in  whose 
judgment  I  would  be  in<)re  willing  to 
place  my  trust. 

I  am  happy  that  the  majority  leader 
and  the  minority  leader  have  made  it 
emphatically  clear  that  those  Senators 
have  rendered  a  great  service,  a  service 
against  which  there  can  be  no  attack. 

The  resolution  presents  i  controversial 

question,  and  both  sides  have  their  sup- 
porters and  friends,  but  I  know  we  all 
have  great  confidence  in  and  respect  for 
the  members  of  the  select  committee. 

Mr.  LANGER  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LANOER.  By  a  strange  coinci- 
dence, when  I  returned  to  North  Dakota 
after  the  regular  session  I  also  was  asked 
by  the  press  in  my  State  what  I  thought 
of  the  six  Senators  who  had  been  ap- 
pointed on  the  select  committee.  I  said 
at  that  time,  as  I  had  said  previously, 
that  I  would  be  perfectly  wilUng  to  be 
tried  for  my  Ufe  before  any  one  of  those 
six  men.  As  I  have  listened  to  the  de- 
bate, Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  reiterate 
that  I  do  not  know  of  any  six  other  men 
who  in  my  opinion  could  have  done  a 
better  job. 

RECiSS  TO  11  A.  M.  ON  MONDAY 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  now  stand  in  re- 
cess until  11  o'clock  a.  m.  on  Monday 
next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5 
o'clock  and  44  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  Monday,  November 
15.  1954,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 
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MoxD.w,  November  15, 1954 

iLegislative  day  of  Wednesday,  Novem- 
ber 10. 1954) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D..  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Our  Father  God.  once  more  at  the  be- 
ginning of  a  new  week's  cliallenge — 

"We  come  unto  our  fathers'  God, 

Their  rock  is  our  salvation. 
The  eternal  arms  their  dear  abode. 
We  make  our  habitation." 

Thou  hast  set  us  in  a  world  of  wonder 
and  beauty.  We  l)eseech  Thee  to  give 
us  wisdom  to  uncover  the  springs  of 
radiant  deUght.  May  we  And  joy  in  the 
loveliness  of  nature,  in  the  strength  of 
friendship,  in  the  conquest  of  difficulty, 
and  in  the  compensations  of  service. 

In  all  our  deaUngs  with  those  who 
walk  by  our  side  and  who  are  tempted, 
even  as  we.  may  we  say  to  them  and  of 
them  the  generous  things  which  would 


be  upon  om'  Ups  if  they  were  here  no 
more.  Presei?e  us  fnm  false  Judgment. 

Help  us  to  Judge  others  as  we  would  be 
Judged,  to  serve  as  we  would  be  served, 
to  understand  as  we  would  be  undo^tood. 
When  the  shadows  fall  and  evening 
comes,  give  us  the  supreme  satisfaction 
that  we  have  given  our  best  to  every 
task  and  that  we  have  faced  every  duty 
Without  bitterness,  with  charity  for  all 
and  mahce  toward  none.  We  ask  it  in 
the  dear  Redeemer's  name.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Kmowlamd.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Friday. 
November  12.  1954,  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  communi- 
cated to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of 
his  secretaries. 


PROTOCOLS  RELATING  TO  THE 
FEDERAL  REPUBLIC  OP  GER- 
MANY—REMOVAL OF  INJUNCTION 
OF  SECRECY 

As  in  executive  session. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
there  are  on  the  Vice  President's  desk 
two  protocols  with  the  Federal  RepubUc 
of  Germany.  The  State  Department  has 
advised  that  it  knows  of  no  reason  why 
the  protocols  shoiild  not  be  made  public. 

One  is  a  protocol  with  the  Federal  Re- 
public of  Germany  on  the  termination 
of  the  occupation  regime,  signed  at  Paris 
on  October  23.  1954.  which  is  Executive 
L.  83d  Congress.  2d  session. 

The  second  is  a  protocol  providing  for 
the  accession  of  the  Federal  RepubUc  of 
Germany  to  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty, 
signed  at  Paris  Octol>er  23. 1954,  which  is 
Executive  M.  83d  Congress,  2d  session. 

I  ask  imanimous  consent  that  the 
injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from 
the  protocols,  and  that  the  protocols,  to- 
gether with  the  President's  message,  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  and  that  the  President's  mes- 
sage be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  injunction  of  secrecy  wiU  be 
removed,  and  the  protocols,  together 
with  the  President's  message,  will  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations, and  the  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  printed  in  the  Record.  The 
Chair  hears  no  objection. 

The  message  from  the  President  is  as 
follows: 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Senate  a  certified  copy  of  the 
protocol  on  the  termination  of  the  oc- 
cupation r^ime  in  the  Federal  RepubUc 
of  Germany,  signed  at  Paris  on  October 
23. 1954,  to  which  are  annexed  five  sched- 
ules, and  a  certified  copy  of  the  protocol 
to  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  on  the  ac- 
Ciession  of  the  Federal  Republic  of  Ger- 
many, also  signed  at  Paris  on  October  23. 
1954.    I  request  the  advice  and  consent 


of  the  Senate  to  the  ratification  of  these 
two  documents. 

In  addition.  I  transmit  for  the  Infor- 
mation of  the  Senate  a  numbo'  of  re- 
lated documoits.  These  include  a  report 
made  to  me  by  the  Secretary  of  Stote 
<Hi  the  present  agreements;  the  final 
act  of  the  Nine  Power  Conference  held 

at  London,  September  28-October  S. 
1954.  with  annexes;  three  resoluticms 
adopted  by  the  North  Atlantic  CouoeU 
on  October  22.  1954;  four  protocols  to 
the  Brussels  Treaty  signed  at  Paris  on 
October  23.  1954,  together  with  the  text 
of  the  Brussels  Treaty  signed  on  Murch/ 

17,  1948:  a  declaration  dated  October  23, 
1954,  of  the  states  signatory  to  the  Brus- 
sels Treaty  inviting  Italy  and  the  Fedoral 
RepubUc  of  Germany  to  accede  to  the 
treaty;  a  resolution  on  the  production 

and  standardization  of  armaments 
adopted  by  the  Nine  Power  Conference 
at  Paris  on  October  21,  1954;  the  Con* 
vention  on  the  Presence  of  Foreign 
Forces  in  the  Federal  RepubUc  of  Ger- 
many signed  at  Paris  on  October  23, 
1954;  the  Tripartite  Agreement  on  the 
Exercise  of  Retained  Rights  in  Germany^ 
signed  at  Paris  on  October  23. 1954;  cer- 
tain letters  relating  to  the  termination 
of  the  occupation  regime  in  the  Federal 
RepubUc  of  Germany,  dated  October  23. 
1954,  together  with  the  texts  of  letters 
exchanged  in  1952  referred  to  therein; 
and  a  statement  on  Berlin  made  by  the 
Foreign  Ministers  of  France,  the  United 
States,  and  the  United  Kingdom  in  Paris 
on  October  23.  1954. 

I  know  the  Senate  is  aware  of  the  very 
great  importance  of  these  agreements 
to  the  security  of  the  United  States  and 
to  the  cause  of  peace  and  freedom  in  the 
world  as  a  whole.  The  agreements  rep- 
resent the  culmination  of  a  joint  effort, 
extending  over  several  years,  to  promote 
closer  cooperation  in  security  matters 
among  the  nations  of  Western  Europe 
and  to  find  a  way  of  associating  the  great 
potential  strength  of  the  Federal  Repub- 
Uc of  Germany  with  that  of  the  free 
world  in  a  manner  which  will  insure 
freedom  and  equaUty  for  the  people  of 
Germany  and  at  the  same  time  wiU  avoid 
the  danger  of  a  revival  of  Grerman  miU- 
tarism.  The  Congress  of  the  United 
States  has  recognized  on  several  occa- 
sions that  the  effectiveness  of  the  entire 
Atlantic  relationship  depends  to  a  very 
great  extent  upon  the  attainment  of 
these  objectives,  and  last  summer  the 
Senate  adopted  a  resolution — Senate 
Resolution  295.  July  30.  1954— expressing 
the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  steps  should 
be  taken  to  restore  sovereignty  to  Ger- 
many and  to  enable  her  to  contribute  to 
the  maintenance  of  international  peace 
and  security. 

It  was  hoped  that  these  objectives 
would  be  accomplished  through  the 
treaty  constituting  the  European  De- 
fense Community,  together  with  the 
Bonn  conventions  of  May  26. 1952,  which 
were  designed  to  terminate  the  occupa- 
tion regime  in  the  Federal  RepubUc.  But 
the  treaty  constituting  the  European  De- 
fense Community  failed  of  ratification, 
and  the  ccmventions.  b^ng  dependant  on 
the  treaty,  could  not  be  brought  into  ef- 
fect.   Accordingly,  it  became  necessary 
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to^dtfiM  ft  B«t  Of  Attwnattve  tmnffe- 
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Hi  Moordenoe  with  these  arrange- 
nents.  the  Federal  RepubUo  will  be  in- 
ipited  to  aeoede  to  the  North  Atlantic 
Trealgrand,  along  with  Italy,  to  the  Brus- 
ads  Treaty.  Furthermore,  important 
changes  win  be  made  in  the  military 
arrangements  under  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  Organisation  and  in  the  basic  na- 
ture of  the  Brussels  Treaty  to  which  Bel- 
gium, nranoe.  Luxembourg,  the  Nether- 
lands, and  the  United  Kingdom  are  al- 
ready parties.  These  changes  will  have 
the  effect,  not  only  of  idaeing  certain 
agreed  controls  on  Eurt^ean  armaments, 
but  also  of  strengthening  and  reinforc- 
ing both  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Or- 
ganisation and  the  new  Brussels  Treaty 
Organisation,  the  Western  European 
Union. 

In  NATO,  the  powers  of  the  Supreme 
Allied  Commander.  Europe,  will  be 
strengthened  in  the  fields  of  assignment 
and  deployment  of  forces.  inq>ection. 
and  logistical  organization.  In  addition, 
the  principle  of  integration  of  units  may 
be  carried  to  lower  echelons  than  is  now 
the  case.  These  measures  are  desirable 
in  their  own  right  because  they  increase 
the  general  effectiveness  of  NATO  forces. 
At  the  same  time,  they  create  a  degree 
of  mutual  interdependence  among  na- 
tional f  (»ees  assigned  to  NATO  that  win 
effectively  limit  the  ability  of  any  one 
nation  to  take  independent  military  ac- 
tion within  SACEUR's  area  of  command. 

The  Brussels  Treaty  Is  modified  so  as 
to  establish  a  new  OouncU  for  Western 
European  Union,  and  promotion  of  Euro- 
pean int^Tation  becomes  a  new  purpose 
of  the  treaty.  The  CouncU  is  given  im- 
portant powers  in  the  fields  of  control- 
ling forces  and  armaments.  The  conti- 
nental fences  of  the  Brussels  Treaty 
countries  are  set  at  specified  limits,  con- 
forming, for  those  countries  which  would 
have  been  members  of  the  European  De- 
fense Community,  to  the  limits  set  l^  the 
EDC  Treaty.  These  limits  cannot  be 
changed  except  by  the  unanimous  con- 
sent of  the  Council.  In  addition,  the 
United  Kingdom  has  agreed  that  it  win 
c<H3tinue  to  maintain  on  the  mainland  of 
Europe  forces  of  the  level  presently  com- 
mitted there.  Further  safeguards  are 
provided  in  the  armaments  field.  The 
Federal  RepubUc  has  renounced  the  right 
to  manufacture  atomic  and  certain  other 
weapons.  Major  types  of  conveational 
weapons  wiU  be  subject  to  control.  An 
agency  for  control  of  armaments  Is  to 
be  set  up  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing 
these  arms  limitations. 

It  has  also  been  agreed  that  the  occu- 
pation regime  must  be  brought  to  an  end 
and  the  Federal  Republic  wiU  assume  the 
f  uU  authority  of  a  sovereign  state  in  its 
external  and  internal  affairs.  This  wiU 
be  accomplished  by  the  protocol  on  the 
termination  of  the  occupation  regime  in 
the  Federal  Repuldic  of  Gennany,  which 
amends  the  conventions  which  were 
placed  before  the  Senate  in  1952  and 
brings  them  into  effect  as  amended.  The 
amendments  are  designed  principally  to 
bring  the  Bonn  Conventions  into  har- 


moaj  with  the  new  arrangementg  for  a 
German  defense  contribution  and  with 
German  membership  in  the  North  At- 
lantic Treaty  Organisation.  The  greater 
part  of  the  c<mventions  has  been  left 
unchanged.  They  win  provide,  as  be- 
fore, for  the  revocation  of  the  occupa- 
tion stotute.  the  aboUUon  of  the  Allied 
High  Commission,  and  the  settlement  of 
numerous  problems  arising  out  of  the 
war  and  the  occupation.  The  conven- 
tion regulating  the  status  of  AlUed  forces 
in  Germany  wiU  continue  until  it  is  re- 
placed by  new  arrangements  based  on 
the  NATO  Status  of  Forces  Agreement. 
Buppl^nented  by  such  provisions  as  are 
necessary  in  view  of  the  special  condi- 
tions with  regard  to  forces  stationed  in 
the  Federal  Republic.  New  arrange- 
ments wiU  also  eventually  have  to  be  con- 
cluded on  the  support  of  foreign  forces 
in  the  Federal  Republic.  Of  the  Special 
rights  retained  by  the  United  States,  the 
United  Kii^dom,  and  France  in  the  orig- 
inal conventions,  those  relating  to  Berlin 
.  and  to  Germany  as  a  whole  will  be  kept 
on  the  same  teims  as  before,  and  the 
right  to  station  forces  in  Germany  will, 
after  German  admission  to  NATO,  be 
exercised  with  the  consent  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  insofar  as  the  Federal 
territory  is  concerned. 

Of  the  four  conventions  which  are  to 
be  amended  by  the  protocol  and  placed 
in  effect  as  amended,  only  one — the  Con- 
vention on  Relations  between  the  Three 
Powers  and  the  Federal  Republic  of  Ger- 
many— was  submitted  to  the  Senate  for 
its  advice  and  consent  to  ratification. 
The  other  conventions  were  in  the  nature 
of  implementing  administrative  agree- 
ments, for  which  the  Senate  recognized 
that  formal  approval  was  unnecessary 
and,  furthermore,  was  undesirable,  in- 
asmuch as  they  might  require  technical 
revision  from  time  to  time  to  meet 
changing  conditions.  Approval  of  the 
protocol  on  the  termination  of  the  oc- 
cupation regime  in  the  Federal  Repub- 
lic of  Germany  will  not  change  the  na- 
ture of  those  related  conventions. 

While  the  arrangements  embodied  in 
these  agreements  are  complex,  their  pur- 
poses are  simple.  The  Federal  Republic 
is  placed  on  a  basi?of  full  equality  with 
other  states.  The  military  strer^th  of 
the  Federal  Repubhc  will  be  combined 
with  that  of  the  other  countries  in  the 
Atlantic  community  in  such  a  way  that 
the  development  and  use  of  the  German 
mUitary  contribution  will  be  in  accord- 
ance with  the  common  need.  The  Fed- 
eral Republic  will  be  fully  associated  with 
the  Atlantic  community  through  mem- 
bership In  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Or- 
ganization, aiKl  with  the  European  com- 
munity through  membership  in  the 
Western  European  Union  established 
under  the  Brussels  Treaty.  Both  of 
these  organizations  will  be  strengthened 
intemaUy.  The  procedures  and  institu- 
tions which  are  the  subject  of  these 
agreements  make  it  inevitable  that  the 
states  involved  wlU  act  closely  together 
In  the  matters  most  important  to  their 
security.  This  concert  of  action  will,  I 
am  convinced,  foster  the  spirit  of  coop- 
eration and  desire  for  continuing  asso- 
ciation which  have  been  evident  in  the 
free  nations  and  which  are  essential  for 
their  future  safety  and  welfare. 


One  of  the  principal  specific  ooose- 
quences  of  the  new  arrangements  wiU  be 
the  addition  of  a  substantial  incremoxt 
of  German  resources  to  the  Attantic  de- 
fense system.  At  the  same  time,  I  want 
to  emphasize  the  fact  that  thfse  agree- 
ments are  founded  upon  the  profound 
yeariUng  for  peace  which  is  shared  by  aU 
the  Atlantic  peoples.  The  agreements 
endanger  no  nation.  On  the  contrary, 
they  represent  one  of  history's  first  great 
practical  experiments  in  the  interna- 
tional control  of  armaments.  Moreover, 
their  fundamental  significance  goes  far 
beyond  the  combining  of  strength  to 
deter  aggression.  Ultimately^  we  h(HW 
that  they  will  produce  a  new  understand- 
ing among  the  free  peoples  of  EJurope  and 
a  new  spirit  of  friendship  which  wiU  in- 
spire greater  cooperation  in  many  fields 
of  human  activity. 

I  urge  the  Senate  to  signify  its  ap- 
proval of  this  great  endeavor  by  giving 
its  advice  and  consent  to  ratification  of 
the  protocols  on  the  admission  of  the 
Federal  Republic  to  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  Organization  and  on  the  termi- 
nation of  the  occupation  regime.  I  hope 
these  instruments  may  be  stuctted  with  a 
view  to  enabling  the  Senate  to  act 
promptly  on  these  matters  when  it  meets 
for  its  new  session  in  January. 

DWICHT  D.  ElSKVHOWn. 

Ths  White  House,  November  IS,  1954. 


ORDER   FOR   TRANSACTION   OF 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Pnesident.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  insmediately 
following  the  quorum  call  there  may  be 
the  customary  morning  hour  for  the 
transaction  of  routine  business,  under 
the  usual  2 -minute  limitntion  on 
speeches. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  Ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered. 


CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roil,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names; 


Abel 

Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

B«all 

Bennett 

Brlcker 

Bridges 

Brown 

Burke 

Bush 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Case 

Chavez 

Clementa 

Cotton 

Crlppa 

Daniel,  S.  C. 

Daniel,  Tex. 

Dlrksen 

Douglas 

Duff 

Dworshak 

Eastland 

Blender 

E:rvln 

Ferguson 


Flanders 

Frear 

Ful  bright 

Gillette 

Goldwater 

Green 

Hayden 

Hendrlckaon 

Hennlngs 

Hickenlooper 

HUl 

Holland 

Hruska 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Johnston,  S.  C 

Kefauver 

KUgore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehman 

Lennon 

Magnuson 

Malone 


MaQsfleld 

Martin 

McOarthy 

McOlellan 

Mooroney 

Mor*e 

Muadt 

Mun-ay 

Neely 

Pastiore 

Pay*e 

Pottter 

PurteU 

Robertaoa 

Rua»eU 

SaltonsUU 

Sch^ppel 

Smith.  Main* 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Spaylcman 

Stettnls 

SyicilnrtOB 

Thy# 

WatkinB 

Welker 

Wll«y 

Williams 

Youtig 
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Mr.  8ALT0NSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Bur- 
Lcal.  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  (Mr. 
Coopn].  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
eoROOMl.  and  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
IMr.  MiixuuNi  are  necessarily  abeent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  Uiat 
the  Senator  from  Oeorgla  (Mr.  OBoeGBl 
and  the  Senator  from  OUahoma  [Mr. 
Kuil  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gorki  and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  SMATHKisl  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennkot]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Lc>uisiana  [Mr. 
LoNcl  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Cox- 
TOi«  in  the  chair) .    A  qiiorum  is  present. 

Routine  business  is  now  in  order. 


PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

A  petition,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  and  referred  as  indicated: 

A  letter  In  the  nature  of  ■  petition  from 
the  lUlnoU  State  and  Chicago  Council. 
American  Veterams'  Committee.  Ctiicaco,  Ul.. 
signed  by  John  M.  Kahlert.  claalrman,  relat- 
ing to  the  censure  of  Sena '.or  licCAimiT; 
ordered  to  He  on  the  table. 

Memorials  of  sundry  citizens  and  organl- 
eaUons  of  the  United  States,  remonstrating 
against  the  censure  of  Senauir  McCabtbt; 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 


COBiiPILATION   OF  DOCUMENTS   ON 
ST.  LAWRENCE  SEAWAY 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  since  the 
83d  Congress  enacted  the  St.  Lawrence 
Seaway  law.  PubUc  Law  33a.  a  tremen- 
dous number  of  inquiries  have  come  to 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  and 
no  doubt  to  other  committees  and  indi- 
vidual Members  of  the  Congress  from 
ail  over  the  Nation,  particularly  from  the 
Great  Lakes  area. 

Chambers  of  commerce,  newspapers, 
and  a  great  many  mdividuals  have  asked 
about  the  background  of  tkxe  seaway  law 
and  the  future  steps  under  it.  particu- 
larly with  respect  to  the  leijal.  economic. 
engineering,  and  other  phases  of  the 
seaway. 

Unfortunately,  the  principal  reference 
documents  on  the  backgi-ound  of  the 
seaway  have  long  since  been  exhausted 
in  supply.  In  order  to  answer  these  in- 
quiries, I  am  now  completing  the  com- 
pilation of  all  the  principal  current  sea- 
way documents.  Together,  they  wiU  teU 
almost  all  there  is  to  know  about  this 
?reat  bipartisan  landmark  of  the  83d 
Congress.  The  documents  include  the 
basic  guide  materials  on  New  York 
State-Ontario  pov/er  project,  seaway 
navigation,  upper  lake  channels.  United 
States-Canadian  treaty  riglits,  and  other 
seaway  phases. 

I  point  out  to  my  colleagues  that  the 
construction  of  the  seaway  itself  has  al- 
ready begun.  Lionel  Chevrier,  presi- 
dent of  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Au- 
thority, announced  at  Ottawa  on  Fri- 
day, November  12,  that  work  on  the 
Canadian  approaches  to  the  canal  to  be 
buUt  at  Iroquois  is  well  under  way. 


It  is  important,  therefore,  that  we  In 
this  country  have  available  a  ready  com- 
pilation of  basic  seaway  data.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  cranpilatlon 
I  am  completing  be  printed  as  a  Senate 
document. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
obJecUon  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 


700.- 


TRIBUTB  TO  WISCONSIN  CANNING 
INDUSTRY 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to 
the  desk  a  brief  statement  with  regard 
to  the  Wisconsin  canning  industry, 
which  has  just  celebrated  its  golden  an- 
niversary. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  statement  be  printed  at  this  point 
in  the  body  of  the  Conckkssional  Rkcou>. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcoko.  as  follows: 

STATKMUrr  BT   SKNATOa   Wn.XT 

Fifty  years  ago  there  was  founded  the 
canning  industry  of  Wisconsin. 

Today  that  Industry  has  grown  to  such 
tremendoiu  proportions  m  to  match  In  toI- 
ume  the  total  amount  packed  In  aU  coun- 
tries outside  the  United  States.  The  volume 
has  reached  nearly  three-quarters  of  a  bil- 
lion cans  of  vegetables  packed  each  year  in 
the  Badger  State  alone. 

Since  the  Indtistry  started  back  In  1887.  45 
billion  cans  have  been  fiUed  In  Wisconsin. 

Each  year  $100  mUllon  In  Income  accrues  to 
the  people  of  Wisconsin  from  the  canning 
Indtistry. 

As  was  pointed  out  at  an  anniversary  din- 
ner in  Mllwatikee  by  Dean  R.  K.  Froker,  of 
the  University  of  Wisconsin  College  of  Agri- 
culture, canning  has  given  farmers  the  op- 
porttinlty  to  grow  some  excellent  cash  crops 
that  spread  their  workload  and  diversify 
their  farming  operation. 

Meanwhile  the  American  canning  industry 
as  a  whole  has  skyrocketed  in  Importance. 

I  should  like  to  point  out  that  the  canners 
of  my  own  State  are  ably  represented  by  the 
Wisconsin  Canners'  Association,  of  which 
Mr.  ICarvln  Verhulst  is  executive  secretary  at 
Madison  and  Mr.  Richard  R.  R.  Hipke.  of  New 
Holsteln,  is  president. 

There  foUows  the  text  of  an  article  which 
appeared  in  the  November  8  Issue  of  the 
JanesvUle  (WU.)  Oasette.  containing  a  trib- 
ute paid  by  E.  E.  WUlkie,  of  BelUngham. 
Wash.,  president  of  the  National  Canners' 
Association,  to  the  canners  of  Wisconsin: 

"STATK  SALtrrXD  AS  CANNING   LKAOEB 

*Mn.WAnKKZ. — Wisconsin  was  saluted  here 
today  as  the  leader  of  aU  States  in  acreage 
of  vegetables  for  canning.  This  tribute  to 
the  record  Wisconsin  mark  of  300.000  acres 
of  canning  crops,  was  voiced  by  E.  E.  WUIkle. 
of  Belllngham.  Wash.,  president  of  the  Na- 
tional Canners'  Association  of  Washington, 
D.  C,  and  was  one  of  many  distinctive 
achievements  praised  at  a  golden  anniversary 
of  the  founding  in  1905  of  the  Wisconsin 
Canners'  Association. 

"Mr.  WUlkle  cited  examples  of  Wisconsin 
leadership  and  growth,  saying  : 

"  Toxir  State  ranks  first  in  canned  peas 
(4  out  of  every  10  cans  each  jrear ) .  in  canned 
corn,  canned  beets,  and  canned  carrots;  sec- 
ond in  sauerkraut  and  pickles;  third  in  lima 
beans:  fourth  in  green  and  wax  beans. 

**  "Today  about  S30  mUllon  flows  each  year 
from  Wisconsin  canners  into  the  ooSers  of 
the  farmer  producer  of  your  canning  crops. 
This  is  more  than  eight  tintes  the  amount 
Wisconsin  canners  were  paying  their  farmers 
in  1B06  when  your  association  was  estab- 
lished. 


**  Tonr  purefaaN  sach  year  of 
000  tons  of  major  v«c«tabl«B  for 
aocounU  for  mar*  than  a  tanth  of  th«  nation^ 
wide  total,  and  is  almost  a  tlUrtwnfoM  in- 
crease sine*  the  year  1918.  wta«n  ths  Oovsm- 
meat  first  began  recording  thsse  tonnagM.' 

"Mr.  Willkl*  said  that  not  only  in  Wis- 
consin but  in  the  NaUon  as  a  vrtmto  eom- 
merclal  canners  make  a  great  ooatrlbutiaa 
to  the  farmers'  welfare. 

-  'Canning  is  an  agricultural  Indxistry  that 
provides  thousands  of  farmers  with  an  m- 
dispensable  market  for  an  appreciable  part 
of  their  production  of  perishable  fruits  and 
vegetables.  Since  1918  production  of  vege- 
tables for  canning  has  Increased  more  than 
a>^  timee — from  3,500,000  tons  to  more  than 
6.500.000  tons  during  this  SS-year  period.'  he 
said. 

"  *On  the  average,  about  four-flftlis  oif  all 
tomatoes  harvested  are  canned,  about  three- 
fourths  of  the  beets,  two-thirds  of  the  sweet 
com  anl  pees,  and  about  one-half  of  the 
asparagus.  The  r-«nmi^g  industry  also  pro- 
vides a  valuable  market  for  pertehahle  fruita; 
on  an  average,  alnaost  80  percent  at  sour 
cherries  are  canned,  and  almost  half  of  the 
peaches,  pears,  and  apricots,'  he  continued." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
further  morning  business  ?  If  not,  morn- 
ing business  is  closed. 


RESOLUTION  OF  CENSURE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  to  censure 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  first  com- 
mittee amendment. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  we  are 
gathered  here  m  this  Chamber  for  a  moat 
solemn  duty.  Six  Members  of  the  United 
States  Senate  have  brought  in  resolu- 
tions of  censure  against  another  Senator. 
The  work  of  this  body  has  been  seri. 
ously  interrupted  during  most  of  the 
year.  One  of  our  most  important  sena- 
torial committees  has  been  at  a  staml- 
still  since  spring. 

Now  96  Senators  from  all  48  States  are 
obliged  to  take  time  they  shoidd  spend 
in  their  constituencies,  to  crane  here  and 
decide  the  issue  raised  by  a  few  Monbers. 

It  is  a  serious  thing  even  to  consider 
censuring  a  Member  of  the  United  States 
Senate. 

As  the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Gbobgk]  said,  in  a  monorable  d^ 
bate  in  1949,  the  Federal  Government  did 
not  create  the  States.  The  States  cre- 
ated the  Federal  Gtovemment.  The 
States  put  into  the  Constitution  the  re- 
quirement that  the  Senate  is  to  be  com- 
posed of  an  equal  number  of  Senators- 
two — ^from  each  State,  wholly  wlthotit 
regard  to  the  ratio  of  the  population  ot 
the  State  to  the  total  population  of  all 
the  States. 

The  primary  fimction  of  the  Soiate. 
said  the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia. 
"is  not  legislation  in  the  strict  sense." 

Its  primary  and  main  function,  indeed. 
in  certain  important  matters,  partakes  of 
the  nat\ire  of  conference  and  negotiation 
between  sovereignties. 

The  States  cannot  be  deprived  of  their 
right  to  equal  representati<m  with  other 
States,  in  the  Senate,  even  by  a  con- 
stitutional amendment.  Our  Constitu- 
tion is  designed  to  insure  that  the  States 
are  no  whit  less  important  than  the 
Federal  Government. 
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no  anttniftj  cxtete 
wlildi  am  pot  Umtts 
of  a  Wrnrtor  from  » 
vnlen  Um  SeiMite  is 
hlB. 


We  want  no  tadataUp  govemmoit 
In  the  nuted  States,  la  whldi  (vlnioBs 
ere  ileelded  at  llie  ecntcr  and  alloved  to 
trickle  back  to  tlM  States  aad^lie  peoide. 

We  want  no  pfiamidal  fovenonent 
in  wlilch  tboM  nearest  to  tbe  seat  of 
power  la  Wasfaington,  or  tfaoee  highest 

la  the  otteial  hleraretay,  lay  down  a  party 
Une  for  the  xcst  to  follow. 

We  want  no  monolithic  Kovemment 
In  the  tThtted  States,  in  which  oidnions. 
once  decided  hy  a  majoritgr.  or  a  favored 
few/are  ttien  inuxned  on  tbe  rest  of  the 
MBttoB.  as  is  the  way  In  totalitarian  sys- 


IKoder  our  form  of  rovemment  the 
people  of  each  State  speak  tm  national 
alfahrs  with  their  own  voice,  through 
their  chosen  spokeanen,  the  Senators 
and  Representatives  from  their  aovtn-rign 
States.  &i  our  country,  as  in  any  tme 
represeiitatiTe  orstem,  public  opinion 
and  political  power  are  a  composite  of 
the  whole  people,  with  all  Oieir  varieties 
of  opinlan  and  judgment.  Agreement  is 
not  imposed  by  anyone.  It  is  arrived  at 
by  fun  and  free  debate. 

Representatives  of  any  part  of  the 
Natkm  are  and  must  be  free  to  try  to 
win  over  their  colleagues  by  fair  and 
open  argument,  at  uqt  time.  That 
means  that  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  must,  at  all  costs,  preserve  and 
protect  the  right  to  dissent. 

We  take  our  stand  baaed  on  the  rich 
historic  experience  of  Western  Europe, 
from  classical  times  to  our  own.  which 
teaches  us  that  there  is  no  monopoly  of 
wisdom  in  those  momentarily  in  the  ma- 
jority, or  at  the  top  of  the  pyramid.  We 
lEnow  that  life  is  subject  to  incessant 
change,  and  that  the  crystallized  wisdom 
of  today  may  be  the  error  of  tomorrow. 
The  unpopular  minority,  or  the  lone  dis- 
senter, may  be  the  source  of  our  security 
in  the  next  crisis  approaching  over  tbe 
invisible  ocean  of  time. 

It  is  the  great  pride  of  tMs  body  that 
it  is  the  last  refuge  of  complete  freedom 
of  debate  left  in  this  world.  No  Member 
of  this  body  is  boimd  by  any  commitment 
to  anyone  or  anything  above  his  oath 
to  support  the  Constitution,  as  his  con- 
acience  dictates. 

We  have  naae  of  the  party  discipline 
which  has  wrecked  representative  gov- 
ernment in  Britain  and  the  Continent 

We  have  no  executive  sui»remacy.  We 
pennit  no  power  in  the  majority  to  bind 
the  minoitty. 

Even  to  our  constituents  our  duty  is, 
first  of  an.  as  Edmund  Burke  put  it  so 
beautifully  in  A  Letter  to  the  Sheriffs  of 
Bristol,  not  obedience  to  their  wishes,  but 
our  best  Judgment  on  the  jnoblons  they 
face. 

We  Uve  by  the  great  principle,  stated 
by  John  Stuart  liUl.  in  On  Uberty. 
tba^ 

If  an  aMuiUad  ndnos  1  wer*  of  one  opin- 
ion and  only  1  poaon  wan  of  tbe  «n- 
trary  qptmioo.  mankind  would  Im  bo  nus* 
Justified  in  sUenclng  that  1  person,  than  he. 


Tlie  IfOBbers  of  this  body,  speaking  as 
ambassadors  from  sovereign  States  to 
the  ambassadors  from  their  sister  States, 
cherish  deeply  thdr  tradition  of  Iree- 
dom  of  speech  and  at  opinicm. 

We  cannot  censure  a  fellow  Member 
unless  we  must.  We  cannot  impose  on 
any  Member  of  this  body  standards 
which  we  would  not  impose  on  all  pres- 
ent and  future  Members  of  the  Senate. 
We  cannot  impose  on  the  representative 
of  the  sovereign  State  of  WisconsHi  any 
limitations  which  we  would  not  r^dily 
impose  on  the  sovereign  people  of  ]4assa- 
chusetts,  Georgia.  Texas,  or  Nevada. 

We  cannot  permit  the  approval,  by  in- 
direction, of  any  shadow  of  majority 
control  over  Senators  from  any  State. 
We»miist  approach  the  question  of  cen- 
sure, fully  aware  that  it  is  interwoven 
wjith  an  the  problems  of  how  to  pre- 
sewa  truly  representative  government, 
und<ir  a  Federal  system  of  divided  jxiw- 
ers,  as  laid  down  in  the  Constitution  we 
love  so  well. 

The  Senate,  conscious  of  the  hea»y  re- 
sponsibilities imposed  upon  it  by  the 
Members  who  brought  up  the  censure 
issue,  voted  last  simmier  to  refer  the 
resolutions  to  a  select  committee  of  this 
body. 

The  report  of  the  Senate  select  com- 
mittee is  now  the  matter  before  us.  In 
thus  referring  the  question  for  a  pre- 
liminary inquiry  to  a  special  committee, 
the  Senate  was  adhering  to  one  of  the 
most  important  principles  of  justice 
among  English-speaking  people,  one  we 
do  not  xieed  to  think  much  about,  be- 
cause we  are  so  confident  this  right  will 
always  be  granted. 

This  is  the  right  to  have  a  grand  jury 
of  freemen  investigate  the  charge  of 
wrongdoing,  tiefore  one  can  be  required 
to  defend  himself.  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
grand  Jury  1h  inquire  into  the  question 
whether  tlie  evidence  is  sufficient  to  sub- 
ject the  accused  to  a  trial. 

The  grand  jury  preserves  the  right  not 
to  be  accused,  not  to  be  forced  t«  the 
cruel  and  costly  task  of  defending  one- 
self, unless  the  acctiser  can  satisfy  an 
Impartial  body— in  this  case  the  Sen- 
ate— that  reliable  evidence  of  guilt  can 
be  produced. 

We  think  of  the  grand  jury  as  con- 
cerned principally  with  indicting  orim- 
inals,  so  they  can  be  tried  before  a  petit 
Jury. 

It  is  easy  to  forget  the  protection  the 
grand  Jury  affords  to  those  who  are 
freed,  because  the  accusers  could  not 
bring  forward  evidence  to  prove  reason- 
able pofisibility  of  guilt. 

The  accused  persons  who  are  freed 
after  a  grand  Jury  investigation  are  no 
measure  of  how  many  people  escape  per- 
secution because  of  this  noble  inltru- 
ment  of  a  free  people. 

The  Icnowledge  that  a  grand  jury  will 
sift  accusations  to  find  out  the  facts  and 
the  law  is  protection  against  attempts 
at  harassment. 

Even  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  cannot  accuse  anyone  of  crime 
and  compel  him  to  stand  trial,  unless  a 
grand  Jury  of  private  citizens  is  con- 
vinced there  is  a  proper  charge. 
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We  can  Imagine  what  might  ^ppen  if 
the  Innocent  could  be  subjected  by  their 
enemies  to  the  humiliation  of  a  trial 
for  misdeeds  without  substaitttal  evi- 
dence that  a  misdeed  had  oecutred. 

Under  our  concept  of  justice,  no  in- 
vidious neighbors,  hateful  relatives,  an- 
gry opponents,  or  overbearing  officials 
can  subject  a  man  to  the  cost  ahd  worry 
of  defense  in  court,  unless  they' can  fhat 
convince  an  impartial  grand  jury  that 
such  a  trial  is  in  the  public  interest. 

Without  the  principle  of  the  grand 
Jury,  without  the  painstaidng,  devoted 
work  of  our  citizens  serving  0n  grand 
,  juries,  year  after  year,  all  over  this 
country,  we  should  have  an  open  door 
to  harassment  and  persecutloii  by  evil 
or  embittered  men  who  coul4  accuse 
their  opponents  of  crimes  against  the 
law  and  the  public  interest,  to  satisfy  a 
personal  quarrel,  or  punish  a  political 
enemy. 

Without  this  safeguard,  we  would 
make  the  vendetta  a  legitimate  weapon 
for  private  or  political  vengeance. 

The  Senate  invoked  this  principle  of 
the  need  for  an  impartial  verdict  on  the 
weight  of  the  accusations,  when  it  ai>- 
pointed  the  select  committee  to  investi- 
gate the  resolutions  for  censure  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

The  problem  before  the  select  com- 
mittee was  to  decide  whether  there  was 
sufficient  evidence  of  misbehavior  to  sub- 
ject the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  a 
"trial"  by  a  jury  of  his  peers. 

The  committee  had  to  decide  whether 
there  were  sufBcient  grounds  for  indict- 
ment. 

We  cannot  proceed  to  vote  an  the  rec- 
ommendations of  this  committee,  that  is. 
on  the  counts  in  the  indictment,  until  we 
satisfy  ourselves  that  the  "grajbd  Jury" 
has  considered  the  entire  case,  and 
brought  in  a  true  bill. 

The  question  whether  the  indictment 
is  a  proper  one  must  precede  any  vote 
on  the  charges  in  the  indictmeoft. 

I  state,  here  and  now,  Mr.  President, 
that  the  select  committee,  charged  with 
investigating  the  censure  resolutions,  did 
not  consider  the  question  assigned,  and 
did  not  bring  in  a  true  bill.  We  cannot 
vote  for,  or  against,  the  charges  in  the 
indictment,  because  the  indictment  is  in 
error. 

I  wish  to  state.  Mr.  President,  that  the 
most  important  evidence  on  the  question 
was  not  considered  by  the  select  commit- 
tee. The  evidence  which  docs  not  appear 
in  the  committee  proceedings  is  the  all- 
important  evidence  that  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  was  fighting  a 
consDiracv. 

A  misdeed  by  an  individual  against  an 
individual  is  one  tiling.  The  struggle  of 
an  individual  against  a  conspiracy  is 
quite  another  matter,  in  law  and  in  fact. 

To  bring  in  a  censure  resolution 
against  a  Senator,  while  ignoring  a  con- 
spiracy against  liim,  is  like  bringing  in 
an  indictment  for  murder  against  a  pri- 
vate citizen,  while  ignoring  the  Evidence 
that  a  goon  squad  had  made  nightly  at- 
tempts to  murder  him  and  his  wife  and 
his  children. 

I  have  made  some  inquiries  tnto  the 
law  of  conspiracy,  Mr.  President 
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Like  80  many  legal  problems  of  today, 
the  doctrine  of  conspiracy  reQUires 
deeper  inquiry  in  our  time  than  was 
needed  in  the  era  of  political  stabUity 
we  enjoyed  for  nearly  200  years. 

Cooeikracy  is  not  a  serious  problem. 
where  law  and  order  prevail  and  sov- 
ereignty is  unchallenged.  Conspiracy  is 
a  proMem  of  deadly  seriousness,  where 
the  rule  of  law  is  challenged,  or  sover- 
eignty is  threatened,  by  groups  working 
to  destroy  the  Nation. 

We  are  face  to  face  with  the  problem 
of  oonspiracy  as  it  was  understood  in 
the  long  centuries  m  which  political 
order  was  uncertain,  and  no  one  could 
take  the  rule  of  law  for  granted. 

The  principle  of  conspiracy  is  that 
when  two  or  more  persons  agree  to  act 
in  a  way  which  is  injurious  to  others 
they  are  guilty  of  a  crime. 

A  conspiracy  is  defined 


A  combination  of  two  or  more  persons,  by 
concerted  action,  to  soeompUab  aome  un- 
lawful. oppreaalTe,  or  Inunoral  action,  or  to 
accomplish  some  purpoae,  not  of  itself  un- 
lawful. oppreaslTc.  or  immoral,  by  unlawful, 
oppresslTC.  or  Imraoral  means.  {Common- 
wealth V.  Hunt.  4  Ifetcalf  (Man.)  Ill,  1883.) 

As  Dr.  Edmund  E.  Witte  says,  in  Gov- 
ernment in  Labor  Disputes,  the  doctrine 
of  oonspiracy — 

Bests  upon  the  proposition  that  the  many 
acting  In  oomblnaUon  havs  a  power  for  evil 
far  greater  tlian  that  of  any  one  IndividuaL 

The  American  courts  have  held  that— 

A  oombtnation  of  men  Is  a  Tcry  seitous 
matter.  No  man  can  stand  up  against  a 
combination:  ha  may  successfully  <l«fend 
blmseU  against  a  slnflc  advcraary.  but  when 
his  foes  are  ccmblnsd,  and  niunerous.  he 
must  falL  (Peopte  ▼.  WiUl§.  4  K.  T.  Crim. 
40e.  issa.) 

Justice  Harlan  states,  in  Arthur  v. 
Oakes.  (63  Fed.  310,  1804) : 

Because  of  tha  great  power  of  oomblna- 
tions,  tbe  law  InqulrM  into  the  purpoMs  at 
those  who  oomblna. 

It  the  purpoee  Is  one  which  the  law  con- 
demns, tbe  very  combining  Is  Illegal. 

The  crime  of  oonspiracy  Is  complete  when 
a  group  or  ir.en  agree  to  do  something  un- 
lawful, before  they  have  done  anything  more 
to  carry  out  their  purpose.  •    •   • 

The  \uiexecuted  Intent  to  do  wrong  is  it- 
self criminal. 

Again,  much  that  Individuals  may  law- 
fully do  becomes  Illegal  when  done  by  many 
in  combination. 

So  great  is  the  power  of  conspiracy 
deemed  to  be,  that  once  a  combination 
to  effect  aome  unlawful  purpose  has  been 
formed,  every  act  done  in  purstiance 
thereof  is  illegal,  although  such  an  act  is 
of  iteelf  innocent. 

All  those  who  engage  in  combinatton 
to  accomplish  an  illegal  purpose,  more- 
over, are  responsible  for  the  acts  of  any 
of  their  numljer  which  are  done  to  carry 
out  the  common  intent. 

Conspiracy  is  a  crime  whose  origins 
lie  in  the  miste  surrounding  the  rise  ot 
the  common  law. 

The  ordinance  of  conspirators  of  1305. 
defined  conspiracy  as: 

Confederation  or  alllanoe  for  the  false  and 
ualleioxiB  promotion  at  Indictments  and 
pleas. 

Modem  critics  challenge  this  doctrine 
Of  the  common  law  origin  of  conspiiacy, 


from  analysis  ot  written  records  alone, 
without  carefully  r'^sMpring  the  nature 
of  the  society  they  are  describing. 

Atasenoe  of  a  body  of  higher  court 
declstona  on  conspiracy  in  the  earlier 
centuries  is  not  proof  of  the  absence  of 
a  doctrine  of  conspiracy.  It  is  rather 
proof  that  the  doctrine  was  so  widely  ac- 
cepted that  the  problem  was  local  en- 
forcement, not  esteblishment  of  legal 
prhidples. 

Conspiracy  is  a  threat  so  serious  that 
conspiring  to  do  something  has  been 
declared  a  crime,  even  if  the  act  to  be 
done  is  not  a  crime,  or  even  if  no  overt 
act  has  lieen  committed. 

Let  us  stop  for  a  moment  to  examine 
why  conspiracy  should  be  considered  so 
great  a  threat  to  public  order. 

Here  I  must  work  without  authorities. 
There  is  very  Uttle  evidence. 

The  threat  was  real  in  early  centimes, 
and  80  presumably  no  legal  theory  was 
needed. 

The  threat  disappeared  in  the  19th 
century,  and  so  no  legislative  action  was 
needed. 

The  political  earthquakes  which  shake 
the  world  today  have  brought  the  prob- 
lem back  to  the  center  of  the  stage. 

We  shall  hear  much  of  this  doctrine  of 
conspiracy,  before  we  can  talce  public  or- 
der and  the  rule  of  law  for  granted  once 
more. 

I  must  stop  here  for  one  apparent 
digression. 

The  doctrine  of  conspiracy  does  not, 
in  itself,  constitute  any  threat  to  labor 
unions. 

The  common  law  regards  all  restraints 
on  freedom  of  trade  as  illegal. 

Early  court  decisions  against  combina- 
tions in  England  and  the  United  States 
denounced  combinations  of  tradesmen 
and  combinations  of  laborers  with  im- 
partlaUty. 

The  British  Parliament,  in  1779,  de- 
nounced combinations  among  manufac- 
turers as  "publick  nuisances." 

In  the  famous  case  of  the  Journeymen 
Tailors,  in  1720,  the  court  objected  to 
combination  because  it  "manifestly  tends 
to  the  prejudice  of  trade,  to  the  encour- 
agement of  Idleness,  and  to  the  great 
necessity  of  the  poor." 

The  Sherman  Antitrust  Act  is  a  stat- 
utory development  of  the  common-law 
doctrine  opposing  combinations  in  re- 
straint of  trade.  American  wage  earners 
benefited  greatly. 

It  is  possible  to  show  that  the  Sher- 
man Act,  by  closing  the  door  to  cartels 
and  pricefixing  as  a  remedy  for  overpro- 
duction, forced  employers  in  this  country 
to  c(nnpete  by  cutting  costs. 

It  led  our  manufacturers  to  devise  the 
assembly  line,  the  policy  of  high  wages 
and  high  volume  of  production,  and 
falling  prices  for  new  Inventions  like  au- 
tomobiles and  electric  refrigerators, 
while  millions  of  European  workers,  in  a 
cartelized  economy,  were  half  starving 
on  the  dole. 

The  question  of  conspiracy  was  of  Im- 
portance to  industrial  wage  earners,  be- 
cause they  needed  to  use  their  numbers 
as  a  bargaining  weapon.  , 

The  common-law  doctrine  was  appUed 
to  bar  combinations  of  working  men  in 
two  periods,  first  after  the  Black  Death, 


in  the  Ordinance  of  UUaorers  of  1MB.  and 
the  Statute  of  laborers  of  1S51,  antf 
Again,  during  tbe  early  years  of  the  in- 
4hMtrial  revolution,  by  court  deeisioDS 
based  <m  the  common  law. 

The  British  ParliMnent  ended  that  in- 
Justice,  by  providing,  by  statute,  thai 
labor  unions  were  no  long«-  deemed  to 
be  a  eoB^iiiracy.  or  held  financially  lia- 
ble for  illegal  acts  committed  in  ooxmec- 
tlon  with  strikes  or  peaceful  rirk-Ptliw 
Combination  Aete  of  1824  and  1825  and 
others. 

In  the  United  States  the  doctrine  of 
conspiracy  was  applied  in  early  tabor 
dilutes,  but  was  replaced  by  uae  of  tbe 
injunction. 

Then  Congress  passed  legislatian  lim- 
iting the  use  of  izijunctlon  in  labor  dis- 
putes. 

It  was,  if  I  may  speculate,  acc^itod 
as  evident  that  combinations  of  work- 
ers for  peaceful  purposes  raise  no  tbxwat 
to  the  sovereisnty  of  a  Tw>t*on. 

There   has   been   no  developmcBt  ot 
the  legal  principles  of  true 
in  the  past  century. 

Historically,  tbe  dot^rine  of  i ,  ...^ 

is  a  first  of  all  protection  for  every  law^ 
abiding  citizen  in  a  free  country,  be- 
cause its  purpose  is  to  preserve  tbe  rale 
of  law  and  the  integrity  of  the  sover- 
eign power. 

Briefly,  tbe  reasons  why  oooqiiracy  is 
in  itself  a  crime  are,  it  seems  to  me.  im- 
plicit  in  the  concept  of  individual  re- 
sponsibility. 

It  is  the  historic  beltef  of  tbe  Btag- 
lish-spealLing  people  that  the  end  <tf  s»> 
ciety  is  the  strengthening  of  tbe  individ- 
ual, and  that  individuals  cannot  be 
strong  except  where  they  are  respoosible 
for  taking  care  of  themselves. 

This  brings  us  to  the  point  for  our  day. 

If  individuals  are  to  direct  and  man- 
age themselves,  the  law  must  protect 
them  against  conspiracy,  because  an  In- 
dividual can  deal  with  other  individ- 
uals, but  he  cannot  meet,  unaided,  tbe 
opposition  of  a  disciplined  conspiracy. 

Why?  The  sinswer  is.  I  believe,  that  a 
conspiracy  operates,  in  fact.  Uke  an 
army. 

Obviously  our  d*!f^nittong  are  iimde- 
quate  here. 

People  constantly  agree  to  act  to- 
gether, but  that  does  not  oonstttute  a 
conspiracy. 

The  essential  diflerenoe  Is  clear 
enough,  if  the  deflnlUons  are  not. 

Where  individuals  agree  to  act  to- 
gether, if  the  act  itself  is  not  illegal,  there 
is  no  eonsfriracy,  provided  the  individ- 
ual members  are  free  to  act  in  ooxt- 
science,  and  change  their  minds. 

The  group  is  held  together  by  flee 
choice  and  voluntary  association. 

Ihe  element  of  conspiracy  whldl  must 
be  stressed  in  our  day,  is  Joint  action  tf 
a  hostile  group,  which  is  directed  from  a 
single  center  and  which  brings  the  power 
of  several  individuals  to  bear  simulta- 
neously, or  In  series.  up(m  s^iarate  indi- 
viduals, and  punishes.  <h:  threatens  to 
punish,  participante  who  might  Uke  to 
withdraw. 

Such  a  eonteolled  group  aete  with  the 
foresight,  the  discipline,  and  the  strategy 
Of  an  army.  It  is,  in  fact,  an  army. 
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Mow  dtiiais  In  a  free  eoaobj  are  not 
requhed  to  defend  ttaemadvee  against 
ananajr.  Tlieannleeof^liIsoimcouBtry 
are  fOfMdden  to  take  miUtarjr  aetkn 
against  blm,  and  the  annies  of  otber 
countries  are  met  bj  the  trained  annies 
of  his  boneland. 

Tbe  nde  oi  law  Is  possible  onity  where 
governments  are  limited  by  law.  armies 
are  limited  by  law,  and  ocmspiracies  are 
deatt  with  by  law. 

An  forms  d  tone  must  be  under  effec- 
tive restraint. 

There  is  a  second  reason  why  con- 
si>lracies  are  Ipso  facto  illegal.  They  are 
not  only  an  army,  but  they  are,  in  fact, 
rebellion.  They  are  an  attempt  to  do 
something  which  free  Individuals  cannot 
do  altme.  and  cannot  do  by  open  political 
action,  that  is,  by  trying  to  change  the 
laws.  They  are  a  resort  to  methods 
which  weaken  the  whole  society.  The 
effect  of  even  the  smallest,  compelling 
military  group  is  the  erosion  of  sov- 
ereignty. 

Conspiracy  is  necessarily,  then,  a  mat- 
ter of  public  concern.  The  individual 
cannot  protect  himself. 

He  must  not  be  required  to  protect 
himself. 

The  authority  of  the  law  uid  the  sta- 
bility of  the  sovereign  nation  are  in  Jeop- 
ardy. The  lawmaldng  bodies  and  the 
law-enforcing  agencies  must  meet  the 
threat. 

We  cannot  leave  the  individual  to  meet 
rebellion  alone. 

I  mustleave  to  otho-  Members  of  this 

body,  more  experienced  than  I  am  in 

constitutional  law.  the  task  of  restating 

the  doctrine  of  conspiracy  to  fit  the 
present. 

I  wish  to  emphasize  the  political  prob- 
lem Which  gives  rise  to  the  need,  in  our 
day,  for  redefinition  of  the  law. 

The  techniques  of  conspiracy  are  the 
tecbnlqoes  by  which  the  Communist 
world  strategists  work  to  destroy  our 
sovereignty,  and  to  punish  any  individ- 
uals who  dare  to  defy  their  emcts  and 
serve  their  own  country.  The  Senate  of 
the  united  States  cannot  ignore  this  new 
use  of  conspiratorial  methods  supported 
by  a  worldwide  apparatus.  We  cannot 
leave  it  to  individuals  to  protect  them- 
selves. We  cannot  permit  Americans  to 
be  punished  for  defying  a  conspiracy 
which  threatens  to  break  our  sovereignty 
into  fragments. 

As  the  lawmakers  for  the  Nation,  we 
are  responsible  for  protecting  the  indi- 
viduals threatened  by  conspiratorial  at- 
tack. I  repeat:  We  are  responsible  con- 
cretely. 

The  select  committee,  by  ignoring 
the  activities  of  a  conspiracy  against  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  comes 
close  to  recommending  the  punishment 
of  a  Member  of  this  body  for  fighting  an 
ali«Q  conspiracy  to  destroy  our  Nation. 

[Manifestations  of  applause  in  the  gsd- 
leries.] 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  There 
must  be  no  applause  from  the  galleries. 
If  the  applause  continues,  it  will  be  nec- 
essary to  clear  the  galleries. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  may  pro- 
ceed. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  the  se- 
lect committee  comes  close  to  asking  the 


Senate  of  the  United  States  to  help  this 
toasptney  to  punish  a  public  official  who 
has  defied  it. 

I  shall  not  take  tdme  to  describe  the 
larger  attempt  by  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy to  destroy  our  sovereignty. 

Suffice  it  to  say  that  the  objective  of 
the  Communist  invasion  is  to  establish 
bridgeheads  on  American  soil,  which  are 
then  operated  as  parts  of  the  Soviet 
state,  in  secret,  but  in  deadly  rivalry. 
With  American  sovereignty. 

The  Communist  conspiracy  is  working 
every  minute  to  set  up  Soviet  military 
government  on  American  soil. 

Until  we~understand  this,  we  shall  not 
understand  the  danger  we  are  facing 
from  the  Soviet  fifth  column. 

I  wish  we  had  a  kind  of  [wlitical  relief 
mi^,  on  which  we  could  mark  in  red  the 
solid  blocks  of  power  which  the  Commu- 
nists control  in  our  land  today. 

If  we  could  map  the  areas  of  Soviet 
power  in  Oovemment.  in  the  Armed 
Purees,  in  the  press  and  publications, 
radio  and  television,  labor  and  industry, 
schools  and  private  agencies,  then  all 
Americans  could  start  from  the  same 
clear  picture  of  our  danger. 

We  must  also  remember  that  the  So- 
viet conspiracy  uses  every  bridgehead  to 
add  more  territory  to  the  Soviet  sphere 
and  reduce  the  area  obeying  American 
sovereignty. 

I  wish  to  call  attention,  briefly,  to  one 
phase  of  the  conflict  that  concerns  us 
first. 

From  the  beginning,  one  of  the  objec- 
tives of  Communi.st  action  has  beeh  to 
destroy  the  lawmaking  body  in  coun- 
tries under  their  attack.  Sabotage  of  the 
legislative  arm  parallels  efforts  to  sabo- 
tage executive  action  and  judicial  proc- 
ess, SO  well  illustrated  before  Judge 
Medina. 

We  know  the  Communists  have  a  bat- 
tery of  lawyers  working  all  the  time  to 
sabotage  court  procedures,  quash  indict- 
ments. Interfere  with  trials,  influence  the 
selection  of  Judges  and  jurors,  and  even 
slant  the  teaching  in  the  law  schools. 

Those  of  us,  and  there  are  many  with- 
in the  sound  of  my  voice  on  the  floor 
today,  who  serve  on  congressional 
committees  investigating  communism, 
know  well  the  difference  lietween  order- 
ly hearings  held  for  peaceable  American 
citizens,  and  heai-ings  to  extract  infor- 
mation from  witnesses  who  are  making 
war  on  our  Government  with  the  he|p  of 
experts  in  legal  sabotage. 

It  is  like  the  dilTerence  between  open- 
ing the  door  to  be  met  by  the  postman, 
iind  opening  the  door  to  be  met  by  storm- 
troopers  without  their  uniforms  but  with 
revolvers  and  machine  guns. 

We  have  never  really  studied  the  Cbm- 
munist  attack  on  our  legislative  bodies, 
and  I  do  not  mean  to  limit  this  statement 
to  the  Congress  in  Washington. 

State  legislatures  and  city  councils  are 
as  much  the  objects  of  this  conspiraay  of 
destruction  as  we  are. 

I  shall  quote  a  few  excerpts  to  show 
how  broad  and  persistent  has  been  the 
attempt  of  the  conspirators  to  under- 
mine the  legislative  process  in  every  free 
country. 

The  second  congress  of  the  Third  Com- 
mimist  International,  held  in  July  and 


August  of  1920,  adopted  the  following 
theses: 

In  particular  one  of  the  grovips  or  nuclei 
of  tbe  Communlsta  deserves  the  #zcIuslTe 
attention  and  care  of  the  party,  naaiely  the 
parliamentary  faction,  that  is,  the  (roup  of 
bourgeois   representative    instltutlohs. 

On  tbe  one  band,  sucb  a  tribune  has  a 
special  importance  In  the  eyes  of  t|ke  wider 
circles  of  the  backward  or  prejudiced  working 
masses;  therefore  from  this  very  tribune,  the 
Ckjmmunlsts  must  carry  on  their  work  of 
propaganda,  agitation,  and  organl74ktion.  •  •  • 

Tbe  Communist  Party  must  be  very  strict 
in  tbelr  attitude  toward  their  parlli4ment«ry 
factions,  demanding  their  complete  submis- 
sion to  tbe  control  and  direction  of  the 
central  committee  of  the  party. 

The  international  also  recommends  inten- 
sive analysis  at  party  meetings  of  speeches 
by  Communist  members  of  legislative  bodies, 
to  make  sure  of  their  "Communist  imtegrlty." 

Parties  asking  to  join  the  Third  Inter- 
national were  required: 

To  Inspect  tbe  personnel  of  thoir  party 
factions,  to  remove  all  unreliable  Clements 
therefrom,  to  control  such  factions,  not  only 
verbally  but  In  reality,  to  subordinate  them 
to  tbe  central  committee  of  tbe  pvty,  and 
to  demand  (from  each  Communist  member 
of  a  legislative  body)  that  he  devot«  his  en- 
tire activity  to  the  Interests  of  real  revolu- 
tionary  propaganda. 

The  Communist  Party  of  America 
adopted  a  constitution  and  program  in 
1921.  The  Communist  Party  adopts  a 
program  every  year.  This  year  the  main 
object  of  their  program  is  to  destroy  Mc- 
Carthyism.  However,  I  am  reading  now 
from  the  program  which  was  adopted  in 
1921: 

The  Soviet  system  of  government  •  •  • 
must  do  away  with  the  parliament,  and  take 
Its  place  •  •  •  Tlie  Communist  Kntema^ 
tlonal  •  •  •  condemns  the  attitude  ©f  •  •  • 
keeping  away  from  parliamentary  •  •  •  in- 
Etitutlons. 

The  Communists  •  •  •  must  mal^e  tise  of 
the  mass  organizations  and  Institutions  es- 
tablished by  bourgeois  society,  wltJk  a  view 
of  overtbrowlng  them  the  more  surely  and 
the  more  speedily. 

Do  my  colleagues  need  to  have  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Conununists  set  forth  any 
more  plainly  than  that? 

In  the  same  year  the  Workers  Party 
of  America — one  of  the  early  names  of 
the  Communist  Party  of  America — 
stated  in  its  program  and  constitution: 

The  work  of  Communist  representatives  in 
parliament  will  consist  chiefly  in  making 
revolutionary  propaganda  from  the  parlia- 
mentary platform.  •    •    • 

Our  representatives  In  parliament  shall 
furtber  tbe  Ideological  unlflcatlon  of  the 
masses  who.  captivated  by  democratic  Ulu- 
sions,  still  put  their  trust  in  parllaiaents. 

What  are  we  doing  here  today?  I  con- 
tinue to  read: 

The  Communist  Party  will  utlllz*  parlia- 
ment as  a  means  of  winning  especially  back- 
ward elements  of  tbe  working  masset  as  ten- 
ant farmers,  farmworkers,  and  thn  aemi- 
proletariat.  •   •   • 

Communist  representatives  shall  make  all 
their  parliamentary  activity  dependent  on 
the  work  of  the  party  outside  of  parliament. 

They  should  regularly  propose  demonstra- 
tive meastu-es.  not  for  the  purpoae  of  having 
tbem  passed  by  the'  bourgeois  majority,  but 
for  tbe  purpose  of  propaganda,  agitation,  and 
organization. 

All  this  activity  must  be  carried  da  under 
the  direction  of  the  party  and  its  central 
executive  committee.  •   •   • 


1954, 


€X>NGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1601S 


It  is  the  task  of  the  proletariat  to  destroy 
the  entire  machinery  of  the  boiugeols  state, 
not  excluding  its  parliamentary  institutions. 

Let  us  know  where  we  are  going;  let 
us  know  what  we  are  doing. 

I.  Komar.  in  a  pamplilet.  Ten  Tears  of 
the  Communist  International,  states: 

Tbe  disctiwlon  of  the  question  of  revolu- 
tionary parliamentarism  at  the  Second  World 
Oongreas  Is  of  great  importance  to  the  entire 
subsequent  revolutionary  parliamentary 
work  of  the  CSomintern. 

This  revolutionary  parllamentariam  is  es- 
sential for  aU  Communists  in  countries 
where  the  Soviet  power  has  not  yet  been 
established. 

M.  J.  Olgln.  in  a  pamphlet.  Why  Com- 
munism? published  in  May  1935.  writes: 

We  go  to  the  lawmaking  institutions,  not 
to  tinker  them  up  for  the  benefit  of  the 
capitalists  but  to  be  a  monkey  wrench  in 
their  machinery,  preventing  it  from  working 
smoothly  on  behalf  of  the  masters. 

Alex  Blttleman.  In  another  oflkcial 
pamphlet,  says  Communist  parliamen- 
tary action  "mtist  on  all  issues  wage  war 
upon  capitalism  and  the  state." 

Communism  was  fairly  well  eradicated 
from  American  life  in  the  twenties,  and 
when  it  was  revived  after  1929,  It  was 
changed  in  important  ways.  The  Com- 
munists quickly  won  converts  and  dupes 
from  every  economic  class,  and  their  lan- 
guage changed  from  its  proletarian 
coloration  to  the  far  more  subtle  propa- 
ganda of  today.  But  in  all  essentials  the 
aim  of  Communist  strategy  In  dealing 
with  Congress  is  still  to  confuse,  divide, 
and  destroy.  The  only  difference  is  the 
ever-increasing  skill  of  the  Communists 
in  distortion,  propaganda,  and  brain 
washing. 

With    that   brief    summary    of    their 

Stated  alms.  I  wi£b  to  turn  to  the  evi- 
dence of  Communist  action,  specifically 
directed  against  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

In  1938  the  so-called  palace  guard  in 
the  executive  branch  decided  to  purge 
those  members  of  the  Democratic  Party 
In  Congress  who  had  refused  to  make 
their  party  into  a  monolithic  party,  di- 
rected from  the  White  House. 

The  Senators  whom  they  actively  op- 
posed or  failed  to  supiwrt  included  Sen- 
ator Guy  Gillette,  of  Iowa;  Senator 
Frederick  Van  Nuys,  of  my  own  State  of 
Indiana;  Senator  Beimett  Champ  Clark, 
of  Missouri;  Senator  Ellison  Smith,  of 
South  Carolina;  Senator  Pat  McCarran, 
of  Nevada;  Senator  Millard  Tydlngs.  of 
Maryland;  Senator  Alva  B.  Adams,  of 
Colorado:  Senator  Augtjstlne  Lonergan, 
of  Connecticut;  and  Senator  Walter  P. 
George  of  Georgia.  None  of  the  Sen- 
ators was  defeated. 

Two  Senators  who  escaped  in  1938  lost 
out  in  the  next  purge  of  1944,  when  the 
conspiracy  determined  to  end  their  po- 
liUcal  Uves. 

I  ask  my  colleagues  to  notice  the  list 
of  states  In  which  Earl  Browder  and 
his  apparatus  campaigned  against  the 
local  voters,  to  punish  the  Senators  who 
had  truly  represented  th«n. 

The  States  were  Iowa,  Indiana.  Mis- 
souri. South  Carolina.  Nevada,  Mary- 
land. Colorado,  Connecticut.  and 
Georgia. 

In  the  House,  hi  1938,  the  '*palace 
guard"    "cold -shouldered"   Representa- 


Uves  Hatton  Sumners,  of  Texas;  Fritz  G. 
fJtnham.  of  Texas;  Howard  W.  Smith, 
of  Virginia;  William  G.  Driver,  of  Ar- 
kansas; Harold  a.  Moser,  of  C»iio;  and 
John  O'Connor,  of  New  York. 

Representatives  Driver,  Moser,  and 
O'Connor  were  defeated. 

Most  patheUc  of  the  victims,  perhaps, 
was  John  O'Connw,  of  New  York.  Rep- 
resentative O'Connor,  at  the  request  of 
the  White  House,  had  used  his  position 
in  the  House  to  subject  William  Wirt,  of 
Indiana,  to  merciless  ridicule  because 
Wirt  found,  in  1933,  that  the  Commu- 
nists had  set  up  their  cells  within  the 
executive  branch  and  were  using  Uie  New 
Deal  emergency  powers  as  a  cover  for  a 
Communist  revolution.  Dr.  Wirt  inno- 
cently told  the  pubUc  what  he  thought 
concerned  them.  For  that  offense  he 
was  unmercifully  smeared  by  Congress, 
and  died  of  a  broken  heart.  Repre- 
sentative O'Connor  changed  his  mind 
about  what  was  going  on;  and,  as  a  re- 
sult, he  was  driven  from  Congress  in  the 
purge,  although  he  had  served  his  prince 
more  faithfully  than  he  had  served  his 
conscience. 

We  know  now— It  took  a  long  time  for 
the  information  to  reach  i;s,  but  we  know 
it  now — who  directed  that  attack  on  the 
Congress.  Representative  O'Connor  told 
US  before  he  left.  Earl  Browder  was  the 
head  and  front  of  the  1938  purge.  He 
was  constantly  in  and  out  of  the  White 
House,  entering  and  leaving  by  a  side 
door,  80  the  press  could  not  report  to 
the  people  who  was  their  real  opponent. 

Here  I  must  digress  again,  for  a  mo- 
ment. We  are  not  dealing  here  with  a 
I>arty  issue.  No  Senator  can  vote  on  this 
question  as  a  Democrat  or  a  Republican. 

In  1933  the  Communists  penetrated 
deeply  Into  our  Government  and  into  the 
councils  of  the  Democratic  Party. 

But  on  January  25,  1954,  I  said  to  the 
Rock  Creek  Women's  RepubUcan  Club: 

The  Communists  were  devoted  to  the 
Democratic  Party — so  long  as  it  was  the  party 
in  power. 

They  wUl  be  devoted  to  the  Republican 
Party  so  long  as  it  Is  the  party  in 
power.  •  •  •  ^ 

They  will  dig  Into  the  Republican  Party, 
they  will  attempt  to  penetrate  It,  and  guide 
it  and  confuse  It,  as  they  did  the  Demo- 
cratic Party,  if  we  are  not  on  guard. 

The  administration  in  power  from 
1933  was  the  first  target  of  the  Commu- 
nist conspiracy ;  but  even  in  those  years, 
much  of  the  best  work  of  uncovering  the 
conspiracy  was  led  by  the  Democrats  in 
Congress. 

As  I  said  to  the  Rock  Creek  Women's 
Club: 

We  must  pay  full  tribute  to  the  work  of 
Democrats  like  liAcnit  Dm,  in  the  Hotue  of 
Bcpreaentatlves,  and  Pat  MoCaaaait  and  Dick 
Bp—kil.  in  the  Senate. 

We  must,  in  falrnesa.  pay  tribute  to  the 
Democratic  ofllclals  like  Secretary  Byrnes, 
Secretary  Vinson,  and  others,  who  recognized 
the  fuU  danger  of  the  FBI  memorandums  (on 
Harry  D.  White  and  his  fellow  conspirators) 
and  apparently  worked  hard  to  get  the  serv- 
ants of  the  Kremlin  out  of  their  important 
poorts  in  our  Oovemment. 

There  is  a  host  of  other  good  Democrats, 
men  who  gave  their  strength,  their  health, 
like  Porrestal  even  their  lives,  to  fight  tbe 
Communist  traitora  from  within. 


In  January  1954  I  said  to  the*  Ywa^' 
Republicans  of  Indiana: 

We  must  never  for  a  moment  relax  our 
vigilance  In  dealing  with  oommunlsm.  •  •  • 

The  Hulls,  the  Gamers,  tbe  Farieys,  the 
Jesae  Jonesea.  had  to  be  put  out  of  tiM 
(Democratic)  party,  before  the  OommaiilaCa' 
could  win  the  victories  tbey  won. 

Where  do  you  think  the  CGmmunlsta  are 
working  today?  •   •   • 

They  are  working  day  and  night  to  worm 
their  way  Into  the  highest  councils  of  tbe 
nepublican  Party. 

I  shall  not  try  to  explain  why  leaders 
of  either  of  oar  great  poUtical  parties 
think  they  can  use  the  Communists  for 
political  advantage,  and  then  discard 
them.  We  know  the  foUy  is  only  too 
real;  and  we  know  that,  once  tbe  Com- 
munists are  Invited  in,  they  do  not  leave, 
except  by  force. 

For  reasons  I  cannot  stop  to  ^yp»*«»«_ 
the  Communists  have  never  tamOe  as 
much  headway  in  the  legislative  branch 
as  in  the  executive.  PerhM»  I  should 
say  the  anti-CommimiBte  In  the  legisla- 
tive branch  could  not  be  silenoed  as 
they  have  been  silenced  in  some  of  our 
executive  agencies. 

In  the  late  thirties  there  was  a  C^Mn- 
munist  cell  in  Congress,  but  many  of  its 
members  could  be  identified  and  de- 
feated by  the  voters,  because  the  House 
Committee  on  Un-Ameriean  Prt^iaganda 
had  carefully  collated  the  records  of  the 
fronts  throtigh  which  the  Communists 
built  their  power  in  those  years.     Three 

of  them  have  been  identified,  under  oath, 
before  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities. 

PVjnner  Representative  Hugh  De  liaey 
took  the  fifth  amendment  on  September 
15,  1954. 

John  T.  Bernard  ctid  the  same  on  Sep- 
tember 3.  1952. 

RoBEBT  L..  CoNDOH  was  Identified  as  be- 
ing present  at  closed  Communist  meet- 
ings. 

We  remember  Representative  Vlto 
Marcantonio.  who  for  years  faithfully 
voiced  the  Communist  Party  line  in  Con- 
gress. He  maintained  his  power,  in 
spite  of  strong  opposition,  by  indudng 
thousands  of  pitiful  Puerto  Ricans  to 
come  and  live  on  reUef  in  New  York's 
worst  tenements,  to  keep  up  his  voting 
majority.  Representative  msaw»ftTit^nlk> 
was  rising  slowly  to  the  top.  when  a  eam- 
bination  of  the  two  constitutional  parties 
defeated  his  coUectivist.  political  ma- 
chine. 

lliis  is,  by  no  means,  the  entire  list 

Political,  rather  than  legal,  evidence 
i£  our  justification  for  tying  a  number  of 
others  to  the  Communist  apparatus. 

We  need  full  investigations  of  the  rec- 
ord to  determine  whether  or  not  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  like  Lee  Geyer,  of  Cali- 
fornia; Savage,  of  Washingtcm;  AdoliA 
Sabath;  John  Tolan;  Glenn  Taylor: 
Samuel  Dickstein:  John  M.  Coffee: 
Ernest  Lundeen;  Jerry  J.  O'Conn^;  and 
Claude  Pepper  have  given  aid  and  com- 
fort to  the  conspiracy  initiated  in 
Moscow. 

The  war  changed  the  political  balance 
of  power  to  the  great  advantage  of  tbe 
Communists. 

But  in  1943,  the  voters  dectad  to  Con- 
gress an  especially  fine  body  of  mea  who 
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_      _     to  dean  19  Hie  wuen  of  eol- 
lecUvlsl  and  pro-Canuniniist  thinkiiig. 

b  lf4S.  Sidney  HtUman  organted  a 
nam  poMtteal  aetton  groiq;>  to  operate  in 
emy  vottnK  district.  It  fitted  exactly 
Sail  Bfeovder's  tdueprints  for  a  nonparty 
■UMM  organl—tfcin  to  take  tbe  place  of 
the  open  Oommunist  Party,  and  to  shape 


The  labor  nnkms  were  used  as  a  front 
for  the  PAC  though  they  had  nothing 
to  do  with  Its  eonception. 

In  1944.  IfAim  Dm  dared  to  publish 
an  cxhaustiTe  cammittee  report  on  the 
PAC,  pointing  out  that  Sidney  Hillman 
and  WkA  Browder  were  hard  at  woiA  In 
the  eonpesBlooal  districts,  to  make  sure 
that  tte  people  would  elect  candidates 
for  Ooogreas  and  tbe  Presidency  who  had 
the  miprovai  of  the  Hillman-Browder 
organisation,  and  defeat  ttioee  who  01^ 
posed  it. 

Joseph  Gaer.  a  member  of  HiUman's 
staff,  has  recorded  tat  posterity  the 
amaitng  success  of  this  campaign.  In 
his  book.  The  Pirst  Round,  he  tells  tri- 
umphantly of  the  Membors  of  Congress 
who  were  defeated  in  1944  because  they 
(Hvosed  the  Hillman  committee  for  po- 
litical aeti<m  at  the  grassroots.  Let  me 
read  the  list  he  cites: 

The  Reiaresentatives  defeated  for 
either  nomination  or  election  were: 
Coetello,  of  California;  Stames,  of  Ala- 
bama: Kennedy,  of  New  York;  Kleberg, 
of  Texas;  Isunbertson.  of  Kansas;  New- 
some,  of  Alabama;  and  Pattim,  of  Texas. 

Tbe  Senators  defeated  for  nomination 
or  election  were:  D.  Worth  Clarlc.  of 
Idaho;  Bennett  Champ  Clark,  of  Mis- 
souri; Rufus  Holman,  of  Oregon;  and 
Ellison  Smith,  of  South  Carolina.  Re- 
member. Senator  Champ  Clark  and  Sen- 
ator EUiaon  Smith  had  been  on  the  purge 
list  of  1938. 

AKain.  I  ask  Senators  to  look  at  tfae 
list  or  States  In  wblcli  the  Sidney  Hlll- 
man-Sarl  Browder  combination  was 
strong  enough  in  1944,  to  defeat  Mon- 

bers  of  Congress  who  dared  oppose  them. 
Let  me  read  them:  California.  Oregon. 

Idaho,  Texas.  Alabama.  Kansas.  Mis- 
souri; Soutb  Carolina,  and  New  York. 
Wbat  do  Senators  tfalnk  we  are  up 
against? 

The  principal  target  was  yuxtat  Dies, 
Of  Texas,  chairman  of  the  hated  Special 

House  Committee  on  Un-American  Ac- 
tivities. BOw  could  It  happen  that  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Resxresentatlires 
from  Texas  was  defeated  in  1944  by  Sid- 
ney Hillman?  Mr.  Qaer  tells  us  the 
story— all  but  one  item. 

He  tells  us  that  Sidney  Hillman  found 
out  Mr.  I^Bs'  winning  margin  In  the  1942 
primaries.  It  was  10.128  votes.  The 
PAC  chedted  and  f  oimd  there  were  about 
40.000  Industrial  workers  in  his  district 
in  1940.  Somehow,  the  munber  of  in- 
dustrial workers  in  that  same  district 
had  risen  to  50,000  by  1944.  Ten  thou- 
sand war  workers  with  their  families 
represented  a  sufBelently  substantial  bloc 
of  new  voters  to  change  the  vote  entirely. 

Mr.  Gaer  does  not  say.  but  Senators 
can  guess,  that  the  so-called  labor  agen- 
cies in  our  Ctovemment,  guided  as  they 
were  by  Nathan  Witt  and  Lee  ftessman. 
would  have  had  no  difficulty  in  maneu- 
vering, so  that  a  mill'ttnt  group  of  pro- 
CommuBlst  workers  would  be  added  to 


the  voting  population  of  Dixs'  district 
in  Texas  in  time  for  the  critical  election 
of  1044. 

Dns  reports  that  he  retired  beeause 
he  bad  a  near  breakdown  from  Com- 
munist luurassment.  but  the  leaders  of 
the  conspiracy  were  taking  no  chances. 
The  Communist  bloc  also  helped  defeat 
Senator  Bob  La  Pollette  of  Wisconsin  be- 
cause,  after  a  bitter  experience,  ho  saw 
through  Communist  doubletalk.  I'hey 
permitted  the  election  of  an  unknown 
Wisconsin  judge  named  Jos  McCarthy 
who.  they  thought,  would  be  easier  to 
handle  than  Bob  La  Pollette. 

Willard  Edwards  has  noted  the  stmnge 
story  of  how  Sidney  Hillman  went 
promptly  to  the  leadership  in  Congress 
and  asked  for  choice  committee  assign- 
ments for  the  PAC  Congressmen  he  had 
helped  elect.  Hillman  was  given  places 
on  the  House  Naval  Affairs  Committee 
and  the  Committee  on  Military  Aflairs. 
He  was  able  to  place  two  freshmen  Con- 
gresswomen  on  the  House  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee.    That  was  10  years  ago. 

Por  10  years  or  more  the  pro- 
Communists  have  been  expert  and  tire- 
less in  planting  critical  blocs  of  voters 
In  key  districts,  or  propagandizing  resi- 
dent voters  already  there,  in  order  to 
insure  the  election  of  candidates  for 
Congress  who  ^ould  coivsciously  or  un- 
consciously serve  them,  in  place  of  men 
who  would  have  truly  represented  the 
people  of  their  area.  There  is  far  more 
to  this  story,  but  I  can  touch  only  the 
high  points. 

The  80th  Congress,  elected  in  1946,  was 
a  milltantly  anticoUecUvist  Congress, 
elected  by  an  angry  people  because  the 
administration  insisted  on  maintataing 
price  control  and  rationing,  especially  of 

meat  and  of  housing  materials.   Both 

these  programs  were  high  among  the 

demands  of  the  Communists,  Just  as  now 
the  demand  to  get  McCarthy  has  high 
priority.  However,  the  scarcity  which 
resulted  caused  popular  discontent,  and 

American  voters  knew  what  to  blame. 

The  80th  Congress  ended  price  con- 
trols and  rationing,  and  then  went  on 

to  an  intensive  attack  on  the  Communist 
apparatus  which  had  grown  so  strong 
in  the  war  years.    That  was  the  Congress 

Which  heard  Whlttaker  Chambers  and 
Elizabeth  Bentley.  Alger  Hiss,  and 
Harry  Dexter  White.  It  was  the  Con- 
gress which  helped  Porrestal  in  his  ef- 
forts to  reverse  our  foreign  policy. 

It  was  the  Congress  which  did  much 
of  the  pioneering  work  on  the  subversive 
activities  control  bill,  passed  several 
years  later.  It  passed  the  Taft-Hartley 
Act.  and  refused  to  pass  the  poll-tax 
blU. 

It  reduced  taxes  and  cut  back  the 
public  housing  pr(«ram.  with  its  pro- 
Communist  masterminds.  Cannot  Sen- 
ators guess  why  the  Commvmists  wanted 
that  Congress  atomized,  as  it  had  atom- 
ized the  very  able  Congress  elected  in 
1942? 

The  experts  were  almost  unanimous 
in  forecasting  the  defeat  of  the  Pair 
Deal  in  1948.  President  Truman  adopted 
a  wholly  new  strategy.  He  created  a 
melodramatic  character  called  the  loth 
Congress,  labeled  it  a  "do  nothing  Con- 
gress," and  went  up  and  down  the  coun- 
try pummeling  it  to  the  crowd's  delight. 


The  Republicans  did  not  say  any- 
thing. The  Pair  Deal  administration 
was  returned  to  office,  and  the  com- 
plexion of  Congress  radically  altered. 

The  result  of  the  strange  1948>  election 
was  a  Congress  over  which,  as  Congress- 
man Ralph  Gwdtk  said,  Sidney  'Htiim*>^ 
and  Lee  Pressman's  PAC  l^ad  a  dtrangle- 
hold. 

The  anti-Communist  trend  revived  in 
the  elections  of  1950  and  1952,  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  Korean  war. 

Of  the  recent  election,  I  shall  say  only 
this — in  a  disturbingly  large  number  of 
key  congressional  or  senatorial  elections, 
across  the  country,  the  local  pro-Com- 
munist machines  operated  at  a  higher 
eCBciency  and  under  more  convincing 
cover,  than  ever  before.  We  oan  take 
no  comfort  from  the  1954  returns.  I 
propose,  instead,  that  we  begin  at  once 
to  establish  the  political  machinery  with 
which  to  counterattack  against  the 
Communist  strategy  for  destroyiing  Con- 
gress. 

The  Communist  attack  on  the  mem- 
bership of  the  American  Congress  is  a 
three-pronged  attack. 

They  work  unceasingly,  in  primaries 
and  in  the  election,  to  destroy  the  pa- 
triotic and  the  strong,  and  to  elect  the 
weak,  the  venal,  and  the  noncohtrover- 
sial. 

Then  when  Congress  Is  In  session,  they 
also  work  to  spread  confusion,  doubt,  and 
factionalism  among  the  moderates  who 
wish  there  was  no  controversy.  How 
many  times  have  I  heard  that? 

The  Communist  attack  on  Congress 
Includes  also  penetration  of  congres- 
sional committees. 

In  1935,  Alger  Hiss,  an  unknown  young 
lawyer  in  the  Agriculture  Department, 
was  named  general  counsel  for  the  Nye 

munitions  investigating:  committee,  a 
part  of  whose  work  was  to  smear  Amer- 
ican industry. 

Hiss  was  suggested  for  this  lob  by  Lee 

Pressman,  chief  counsel  of  the  ClO  and 
an  admitted  party  member. 

I  am  speaking  about  a  committee  of 

the  Senate. 

Charles  Kramer,  also  a  party  member, 
was  counsel  for  Senator  Wagner's  Sen- 
ate Labor  Committee,  and  practically 
wrote  the  Wagner  Act.  which  changed 
American  free  trade  unionism  into  a 
centralized  collectivist,  state-directed 
unionism,  until  the  Taft-Hartley  Act  re- 
versed the  trend. 

The  House  Committee  on  Interstate 
Migration  employed  Henry  H.  Collins 
Frederick  Palmer  Weber,  and  Charles 
Plato,  as  staff  members. 

Flato  has  told  us  how  he  falsely  took 
the  oath  to  uphold  the  American  Con- 
stitution 14  times. 

This  committee  cleverly  built  up  docu- 
mentary evidence  about  the  "okies"  and 
other  migrants  whom  the  Communists 
had  adopted  as  exhibits  of  the  decay  of 
American  capitalism. 

The  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Civil 
Liberties  of  the  Education  and  Labor 
Committee,  had  as  staff  membens,  John 
Abt,  Allan  Rosenberg,  Charles  Kramer, 
and  Charles  Plato. 

Senator  La  Pollette  publicly  disclosed 
the  infiltration  of  congressional  commit- 
tees, and  the  vast  powers  which  hidden 
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Communists  could  exercise  from  such  a 
vantage  point. 

Secret  Communists  on  the  staffs  gave 
valuable  publicity  to  friendly  witnesses, 
smeared  or  smothered  unfriendly  wit- 
nesses, slanted  research  activities,  leaked 
Information  to  friendly  members  of  the 
press,  slanted  the  doc:umentary  material 
on  proposed  legisladon,  and  provided 
propaganda  materials  and  a  forum,  for 
or  against  legislation,  depending  on 
which  served  the  Communist  Party. 
That  went  on  here. 

They  made  changes  in  the  fine  prhit 
of  a  bill  which  miglit  completely  alter 
its  character. 

They  helped  to  slant  congressional  pol- 
icies to  fit  Communist  desires  on  China 
policy,  Oerman  military  government. 
United  Nations,  demobilization,  heavy 
spending. 

They  had  a  perfect  spot  for  espionage 
through  access  to  confidential  documents 
on  military  fwlicy,  foreign  policy,  and 
atomic  energy. 

In  1950.  the  House  Select  Committee 
on  Lobbying  Activities  set  out,  under 
Communist  guidance,  to  search  for  the 
names  of  aU  contributors  to  the  pro- 
American,  proconstltutional  revolt,  and 
to  intimidate  by  Inference,  those  who 
might  give  contributions  to  the  1950  cam- 
paign against  Commimists  in  Govern- 
ment. 

I  shall  not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate 
to  describe  the  work  of  the  Tydings  Com- 
mittee, the  Investigation  of  the  Mary- 
land election,  the  Investigation  of  Sen- 
ator McCarthy's  finances,  the  Mundt 
committee,  wtilch  undertook  to  investi- 
gate a  United  Statiss  Senator,  on  the 
basis  of  a  complaint  by  a  few  civil  serv- 
ants and  some  left-nlng  newspapermen. 

Without  any  formal  protest  by  the  re- 

siMnsible  heads  of  the  executive  branch. 
I  ask  Senators  only  to  evaluate  tnem 
In  the  llRht  of  the  continuous  Commu- 
nist  efforts   to   sabotage   the    legislative 

process  in  the  past  16  years. 

I  know  What  the  Lberals  will  ask  the 
minute  I  leave  the  floor.   They  will  ask, 

"VThat  proof  do  you  have  that  this  is 
aU  one  Communist  war?" 

My  answer  la:  "All  the  proof  we  can 
ever  get  in  wartime."    In  wartime,  the 

enemy  does  not  draw  up  memoranda  on 
its  intentions  or  call  in  three  witnesses 
to  attest  to  the  record  of  each  secret  step. 
In  wartime.  It  Is  the  nature  of  the  prob- 
lem that  one  hsis  only  fragments  of  the 
Story. 

The  remedy  Is  to  develop  so  clear  and 
fuU  a  sense  of  the  enemy's  habits  of 
thought  and  action,  that  those  few  facts 
have  meaning,  as  a  doctor  must  develop 
so  clear  a  knowledge  of  the  body  and  its 
functions  that  he  can  make  decisions 
from  a  few  symptoms. 

It  Is  a  Communist  booby  trap  to  say 
we  must  have  legal  proof  of  conspiracy 
before  we  can  protect  ourselves. 

We  can  have  legal  proof  only  of  what 
Is  past  and  done. 

Of  course  we  shaU  continue  our  efforts 
to  get  every  possible  iota  of  legal  proof 
tlirough  sworn  testimony  before  our  con- 
gressional committees. 

Let  us  not  deceive  ourselves,  however. 

In  pontics,  as  in  medicine,  if  we  can- 
not get  the  truth  from  partial  informa- 
tion, we  get  it  from  the  autopsy. 


I  am  not  attempting  to  insinuate  any 
charge  of  procommunlsm  against  any 
Members  of  this  bot'y  when  I  say  the 
strategy  of  censure  was  initiated  by  the 
Communist  conspiracy. 

There  is  a  long  and  secret  trail  from 
decisions  of  the  top  Communist  strate- 
gists, through  many  devious  channels, 
before  they  appear  weU  disguised  In  the 
words  of  loyal  Americans. 

There  are  a  thousand  degrees  of  rela- 
tionship between  the  Communist  high 
command  and  the  msmy  ranks  which 
help  it  in  its  work. 

I  do  not  need  to  define  exactly  the 
many  ways  in  which  the  Communist 
conspiracy  has  influenced,  consciously  or 
unconsciously,  the  Members  of  Congress 
who  have  done  Its  secret  bidding. 

But  let  us  not  forget  where  we  began. 
Communism  is  a  conspiracy.  Under  the 
doctrine  and  the  fact  of  conspiracy, 
every  person  who  participates  in  a  con- 
spiracy, is  moraUy  and  legally  liable  for 
the  results  of  aU  conspiratorial  actions 
and  even  of  proposed  action. 

Those  who  take  part  in  a  planned 
strategy  for  demolition  of  our  Qovem- 
ment,  or  help  carry  out  parts  of  the  stra- 
tegic plan  for  that  purpose,  are  respon- 
sible for  participation  in  the  entire 
conspiracy. 

No  American  adult  can  argue  today 
that  he  does  not  know  we  are  dealing 
with  a  conspiracy. 

Certainly  no  man  who  has  offered  him- 
self as  a  candidate  for  Senator,  and  been 
elected  to  guard  the  interests  of  the  peo- 
ple of  his  State,  can  try  to  teU  himself 
he  does  not  understand. 

I  believe.  Mr.  President,  a  motion 
should  be  made  to  table  the  report  of 
t!»e  select  committee  because  It  does  not 
deal  with  the  evidence  of  a  long-time 

conspiracy  against  the  Congress,  without 
'whlcti  it  cannot  decide  on  censure  of  an 
Individual  Senator,  fighting  against  the 
conspiracy. 

I  tWnk  we  also  need  a  resolution  in- 
structing the  Senate  Internal  Security 

Subcommittee  to  prepare  a  draft  report 

Kivins  the  available  documentary  evi- 
dence of  the  Communist  attack  on  Con- 
gress, Including  official  documents  of 
Communist  Party  organs,  testimony  and 
reports  of  the  congressional  committees, 
and  any  other  pertinent  source  material. 

I  think  we  need  a  resolution  author- 
izing the  Senate  Rules  Committee  to  sub- 
mit a  report  of  the  criteria  to  determine 
If  and  when  any  Senator-elect  should  be 
refused  admission  to  this  body  because 
he  had  been  elected  £is  a  result  of  a  deal 
with  the  Communists. 

We  need,  also,  a  resolution  to  estab- 
lish a  smaU  Senate  bureau  of  investi- 
gation to  prepare  for  us  the  evidence  we 
need  of  possible  Communist  Influence 
over  Senators,  staffs  of  the  Senate  offices 
and  committees,  and  nominees  sent  to  us 
by  the  executive  branch.  We  are  not 
aUowed  to  see  FBI  reports  with  reference 
to  certain  nominations. 

The  purpose  of  this  unit  will  be  not  to 
make  investigations  but  to  evaluate  the 
cmnpleteness  or  incompleteness  of  data 
sent  us  from  other  sources. 

It  should  cooperate  fuUy  with  the  FBI 
and  other  agencies  of  the  executive 
branch.  Surely  we  must  all  work  to- 
gether. 


I  can  sum  up  all  I  have  said  in  one 
word.    That  word  is  "attack.** 

The  Communists  are  attacking  us  here 
in  this  Chamber.  Any  man  who  steps 
into  the  shoes  of  the  Junior  Senator  frtxn 
Wisconsin  wiU  receive  this  same  treat- 
ment. 

They  are  attacking  ceaselessly  from 
morning  until  night. 

They  are  attaclcing  with  oily  one  pur- 
pose—to destroy  the  legislative  power 
and  the  power  of  the  committees  of  Con- 
gress to  investigate  new  and  strange 
dangers  to  our  security. 

We  are  not  counterattacking  to  save 
our  clvillHition  before  it  is  destroyed. 

Senators  krK>w  the  way  we  wait  for 
the  Soviet  Union  to  shoot  down  our 
bombers  and  kiU  our  unoffending  citi- 
zens, and  then  defend  our  rights  by  writ- 
ing notes.  Each  time  we  almost  catch  up 
with  the  Communists,  but  Uiat  will  never 
deter  them. 

Too  many  Americans  still  think  we  are 
spectators  at  a  debate  on  communism, 
or  the  audience  at  a  movie  watching  the 
bad  men  of  the  frontier  bum  the  set- 
tler's house  and  kiU  his  children. 

We  know  the  sheriff  will  catch  the  evil- 
doers in  the  last  reel,  and  the  hero  and 
heroine  wiU  be  safe. 

I  sometimes  think  this  is  the  most 
dangerous  of  all  the  Communist  booby 
traps,  because  it  works  so  well  to  make 
us  ineffectual. 

You  and  I,  Mr.  President,  are  not  spec- 
tators In  this  war  on  civilization  the 
Communists  have  started.  They  are 
trying  to  bum  our  homes  and  km  our 
sons.  There  is  no  sheriff  who  wm  come 
In  the  last  act  to  make  right  triumphant 
There  is  no  hope  of  rescue  except  as  we 
rescue  ourselves.  There  is  no  defeat  for 
^e^  outlaws  except  as  we  stand  up  and 

We  In  Congress  have  been  exploring 
Communist  power  In  the  State  Depart- 
ment, in  the  Treasury,  in   the  Armed 

Forces,  In  Interior,  and  Agriculture 
By  the  way,  Mr.  President,  I  would 

ask  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin- 

it  he  nas  ever  found  out  who  promoted 
Mr.  McCarthy.     I  have  not 

Mr.  jENNEa  We  have  followed  the 
trail  of  Communists  into  our  colleges 
into  the  United  Nations,  into  our  cul- 
tural agencies,  like  IPR.  into  trade 
unions,  and  fanning  areas.  We  have 
looked  toward  Asia  and  Europe  ^nd 
South  America.  But  we  have  done  al- 
most nothing  to  disclose  the  degree  xA 
influence  over  Congress  and  the  legis- 
lative process. 

We  have  no  comprehensive  studies  of 
the  Communist  plot  to  elect  their  own 
members  of  Congress,  to  punish  men  who 
tried  to  protect  our  coimtry.  to  get  con- 
trol of  staffs,  records,  publicity,  and  con- 
fidential information. 

There  is  not  a  Member  of  this  body— 
unless  he  is  a  secret  Communist — ^who  is 
neutral  iir  this  contest.  We  have  each 
taken  an  oath  to  defend  our  Constitu- 
tion against  all  enemies,  foreign  and  do- 
mestic. We  have  pledged  our  true  faith 
and  aUegiance  to  the  same.  We  have 
said  we  took  this  oath  with  no  mental 
reservation  or  purpose  of  evasion.  W^ 
have  sworn  we  would  weU  and  faithfully 
discharge  our  pledge. 
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v^,v^,   aiiu    l>iic 


vjiat  powers  wnicn  nidden 


uuu,  we  gei  u  irom  me  autopsy. 


gether. 


discharge  our  pledge. 


lMt8 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  ^  SEN  ATE 


November  15 


u  . 


If   >■ 


« 


WteuBot  avoid  for  another  hour  our 
doty  to  elcar  away  efcry  veitlse  of  eon- 
4«brate>ial  teiflwiKir  over  ^be  Sena^  of 
th«  Xtettod  states,  and  tb«  Natfan  we 
liave  sworn  to  aerre. 

Let  na  abandon  this  petty,  trivial  con- 
flkt  tnrtigatfd  by  our  enemies  and  start 
aaain  on  our  imper  IwwLieM,  the  saf e- 
auardina  of  the  United  States.  - 


RECESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAMD.  Air.  President,  it 
is  now  my  Intention  to  recommend  that 
the  Senate  stand  in  recess  until  the  hour 
of  2  o'clock  today.    I  so  move. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  12 
o'clock  and  49  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
to<^  a  recess  until  2  o'clock  p.  m. 

On  the  expiration  of  the  recess,  the 
Senate  reassembled,  and  was  called  to 
order  by  the  PresidlJEig  Officer  (Mr.  Cor- 
TOH  in  the  chair). 


CAIX  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  f  oUowing  Senatcurs  answered  to 
their  names: 


AUE«n 

Andenon 

BArrett 

BoOl 

Bennett 

Brlcker 

Brldcea 

Brown 

Bxirke 

Bush 

Byrd 

Oapehart 

Carlaon 

Case 

Chaves 

Clement* 

Cotton 

Crlppft 

Daniel.  8.  C. 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Dlricaen 

DouglM 

Duff 

Dvonhak 

Eastland 

Blender 

Brrln 

yeniiiMwi 


Vlanders 

Frear 

rulbrlght 

OUIctte 

Ooldwater 

Oretn 

Eayden 

Hendrlckson 

Hlckenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 

Hruska 

Humphrey 

Ivea 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Ck>Io. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C 

Kefauver 

KUgore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehman 

licnnon 

Long 

Magnuson 


llalone 

Mandleld 

l^artln 

McCarthy 

liM3ellan 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastore 

Payne 

Potter 

PurteU 

Robertson 

Russell 

8alt<HistaU 

Bcboeppel 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Sparkman 

Stennls 

Bjrmlngton 

Thye 

Watklns 

Welker 

WUey 

Wmiams 

To\ing 


The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER, 
rum  is  present. 


A  quo- 


RESOLUTION  OF  CiENSURE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  to  censure 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Bdr.  EUVIN.  Bfr.  President,  since  I 
desire  to  make  my  statement  to  the  Sen- 
ate without  interruption.  I  request  that 
all  Senators  withhold  any  questions  un- 
til my  statement  is  completed. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  indeed  a  tragic 
hour  in  the  history  of  the  Senate.  For 
the  fifth  time  in  4  years.  Senators  of 
the  United  States  are  compelled  to  put 
aside  consideration  of  the  tremendous 
international  and  domestic  problems 
which  ccmfront  the  country,  and  expend 
their  time,  their  thoughts,  and  their  en- 
ergies in  studying  the  conduct  of  Sen- 
ator McCabtht  in  his  senatorial  office. 

I  came  to  the  Senate  on  June  11.  Dur- 
ing the  6  years  and  4  months  preceding 


that  date,  I  had  served  as  an  associate 
Justice  of  the  Supreme  (>>urt  of  Horth 
Carolina.  The  exacting  nature  Of  my 
duties  in  that  capacity  prevented  me 
from  keeping  myself  fully  abreast  of 
what  was  transpiring  in  the  life  of  the 
Natim.  I  had  a  vague  impressioa  that 
a  great  storm  was  raging  in  the  country 
around  the  activities  of  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy. I  came  to  the  Senate,  however, 
with  the  impression  that,  by  and  large. 
Senator  McCaktht  was  doing  a  good  job 
in  his  self -proclaimed  role  as  the  sym- 
bol of  resistance  to  Communist  subver- 
sion. 

Mr.  President,  since  the  30th  day  of 
August,  my  principal  occupation  has 
been  that  of  studying  the  conduct  of 
Senator  McCarthy  in  respect  to  his  atti- 
tude and  conduct  toward  the  Gillette  or 
Hennings  subcommittee  and  his  attitude 
and  conduct  in  respect  to  the  Zwicker  in- 
cident. The  task  in  which  I  have  been 
engaged  has  not  been  a  pleasant  one. 
In  addition  to  my  studies  as  a  member 
of  the  select  committee,  I  have  observed 
the  attitude  and  the  conduct  of  Sen- 
ator McCarthy  toward  the  six  members 
of  the  select  committee  since  they  filed 
their  report.  I  am  constrained  to  say 
that  my  studies  as  a  member  of  the  se- 
lect committ(%  and  my  observation  of 
the  attitude  and  conduct  of  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy towai'd  the  members  of  the  se- 
lect committee  since  the  report  cf  the 
committee  was  filed  have  entirely  altered 
my  opinion  in  respect  to  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy and  Ills  activities. 

Mr.  President,  although  the  work  of 
the  select  committee  was  not  ple&sant. 
my  association  during  the  time  of  tuat 
service  with  the  other  members  i)f  the 
select  committee  and  with  the  commit- 
tee's coiuisel  and  staff  proved  the  truth 
of  Shakespeare's  observation  that  "ad- 
versity, like  the  toad,  wears  yet  a  pre- 
cious jewel  in  his  head." 

In  the  other  members  of  the  select 
committee  I  found  a  superb  capacity 
to  execute  justice  in  mercy.  I  p^y  this 
additional  tribute  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Wations],  the  chairman  of 
the  select  committee:  For  one-thiBd  of  a 
century  I  have  been  actively  engaged, 
either  as  a  lawyer  or  a  judge,  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  During  that 
period  of  time  I  have  had  contact  with 
many  great  jurists.  Mr.  President,  I  can 
say  that  I  have  never  known  a  fairer  or 
a  more  just  man  than  the  chairman  of 
the  select  committee.  Senator  Waxkins. 
He  presided  with  the  utmost  fairness. 
In  my  judgment,  as  a  long-time  student 
of  the  law,  all  of  his  rulings  were  legally 
correct  except  those  made  by  him  on  the 
several  occasions  when  his  compassion- 
ate heart  prompted  him  to  set  aside  the 
strict  rules  of  evidence  in  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy's favor. 

The  arduous  task  of  the  committee 
would  have  been  too  burdensome  had  it 
not  been  for  the  great  ability  of  the 
committee's  counsel,  E.  Wallace  Chad- 
wick  and  Guy  G.  de  Puria,  and  the  tire- 
less energy  of  the  committee  staff,  Frank 
Ginsburg.  Ray  R.  McGuire.  John  M.  Jex. 
and  John  W.  Wellman. 

I  deem  it  not  amiss  to  add  at  this  point 
that  the  defense  of  Senator  McCarthy 
before  the  committee  by  his  attorney, 
Edward  Bennett  Williams,  conformed  to 


the  highest  traditions  of  the  American 
bar. 

The  following  story  Is  told  in  North 
Carolina:  A  young  lawyer  went  to  an  old 
lawyer  for  advice  as  to  how  to  try  a  law- 
suit. The  old  lawyer  said,  "If  the  evi- 
dence is  against  you,  talk  about  the  law. 
If  the  law  is  against  you.  talk  about  the 
evidence."  The  yoimg  lawyer  said,  "But 
what  do  you  do  when  both  the  evidence 
and  the  law  are  against  you?"  "In  that 
event, "  said  the  old  lawyer,  "give  some- 
body hell.  That  will  distract  the  atten- 
tion of  the  judge  and  the  jury  from  the 
wealuiess  of  your  case." 

That  is  precisely  what  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy is  doing  in  his  response  to  the 
report  of  the  select  committee.  He  does 
not  attempt  to  meet  that  report  on  the 
merits.  He  insists  that  the  Senate  shall 
try  everybody  and  everything  except  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  the 
issues  which  the  Senate  was  called  into 
special  session  to  try. 

He  asserts  primarily  that  the  Senate 
must  try  Senator  Watkins,  Senator 
Johnsoh  of  Colorado,  and  myself,  on  the 
ground  that  we  were  disqualified  to  serve 
on  the  select  committee  because  we  en- 
tertained a  bias  against  him. 

He  declares  secondarily  that  the  Sen- 
ate must  then  try  the  select  committee 
as  a  whole  upon  his  charge  tliat  all  of 
its  members  arc  unwitting  handmaidens, 
involuntary  agents,  and  attorneys  in 
fact  of  the  Communist  Party. 

Finally,  he  contends  that  in  the  event 
it  ever  gets  around  to  trying  him,  the 
Senate  must  absolve  him  from  all  ac- 
countability for  his  disorderly  conduct  in 
his  senatorial  office  upon  this  curious 
plea:  "I  am  the  symbol  of  resistance  to 
Communist  subversion.  Since  I  am  the 
S3anbol  of  resistance  to  Commilnist  sub- 
version, every  Senator  who  disapproves 
of  my  disorderly  behavior  in  my  sena- 
torial office  is  doing  the  work  of  the  Com- 
munist Party." 

The  claim  that  Senator  McCarthy  Lb 
being  tried  before  the  Senate  because  he 
has  fought  communism  has  no  more 
substance  than  the  shadow  of  a  dream. 
Other  Members  of  the  Congress  have 
fought  communism  with  as  mach  devo- 
tion and  with  far  more  wisdom  than  has 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  I 
cite  the  names  of  only  a  few  of  them: 
Vice  President  Nixon,  Senator  Karl 
Mundt,  Senator  Pat  McCarran,  Senator 
Willis  Smith,  Representative  John  T. 
Wood,  and  Representative  Francis  E. 
Walter. 

It  has 'never  been  necessary  for  either 
the  Senate  or  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  lay  aside  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business  to  investigate  the  be- 
havior of  any  one  of  those  great  Sen- 
ators or  Representatives,  who  have 
proved  their  love  for  America  and  their 
hatred  for  all  things  Communist. 

I  can  tell  the  Senate  in  very  plain 
language  the  charges  which  flhe  select 
committee  says  the  Senate  ought  to  pass 
upon. 

The  first  charge  Is  that  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy has  been  guilty  of  disorderly  con- 
duct within  the  meaning  of  section  5  of 
article  I  of  the  United  States  Constitu- 
tion by  flyblowing  and  obstructhig 
members  of  a  Senate  subcommittee  in 
their  efforts  to  perform  an  ofScial  task 
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Imposed  upon  th(!m  by  the  Senate, 
namely,  the  task  of  determining  whether 
there  was  any  basis  in  transactions  of 
Senator  McCarthy  which  would  justify 
a  resolution  for  hiii  expulsion.  That  is 
the  first  charge  that  Is  pending  before 
the  Senate. 

The  second  chai-ge  is  that  Senator 
McCarthy  has  been  guilty  of  disorderly 
behavior  in  his  senatorial  office,  within 
the  purview  of  section  5  of  article  I  of 
the  United  States  Clonstltution,  by  bait- 
ing, badgering,  and  browbeating  a  wit- 
ness appearing  before  him  in  his  official 
capacity  as  chairman  of  a  Senate  com- 
mittee. 

Neither  one  of  those  charges  has  «uiy- 
thing  whatsoever  tj  do  with  any  ques- 
tion of  a  Communist  conspiracy. 

I  stated  at  the  outset  of  my  remarks 
that  Senator  McCajthy  was  not  meeting 
this  report  on  the  merits.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  since  the  report  was  filed  he  has 
endeavored  to  divert  the  attention  of 
both  the  Senate  and  the  American  peo- 
ple from  the  repor;.  He  asserted,  first, 
that  Senator  Watkins,  Senator  John- 
son of  Colorado,  arid  I  were  disqualified 
to  serve  on  the  select  committee  because 
we  were  prejudiced  against  him,  and  that 
we  fraudulently  concealed  our  prejudice 
against  him  from  Vice  President  Nixon 
and  the  Senate,  so  that  we  might  have 
the  inestimable  privilege  of  sacrificing 
our  holidays  and  absenting  ourselves 
from  our  homes,  ow  families,  and  friends 
to  investigate  his  conduct. 

In  spreading  these  accusations  abroad, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  {"hAr. 
McCarthy]  compared  us  to  petit  jurors, 
drawn  by  chance  from  the  jury  box  or 
jury  wheel,  to  try  ordinary  persons  for 
crimes  and  misdemeanors. 

I  do  not  accept  the  validity  of  this 
comparison.  Senators  are  elected  by  the 
sovereign  voters  of  the  sovereign  States 
to  perform  constitutional  functions. 
One  of  those  fimctlons  is  delimited  in 
these  words,  in  section  5,  article  I.  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States: 

Each  House  •  •  •  may  punish  Ita  Mem- 
bers for  disorderly  behavior,  and,  with  the 
concurrence  of  two-tMrds,  expel  a  Member. 

It  will  aid  clarity  of  comprehension 
to  bear  in  mind  that  the  Senate  itself  is 
the  only  body  on  earth  which  has  the 
power  to  discipline  a  Senator  for  con- 
tempt of  the  Senate,  or  for  misconduct 
in  his  senatorial  office. 

It  is  nonsense  to  maintain  that  when 
the  Senate  exercises  its  constitutional 
power  to  discipline  one  of  its  Memljers, 
Senators  are  subject  to  the  rules  which 
regulate  petit  jurors,  drawn  by  chance 
from  the  jury  box  or  the  jury  wheel,  to 
try  ordinary  persons  for  crimes  and  mis- 
demeanors. 

The  absurdity  of  the  position  that  a 
Senator  of  the  United  States  is  dlsquaU- 
fled  to  participate  in  the  disciplining  of  a 
fellow  Senator  if  he  entertains  any  opin- 
ion of  any  kind  adverse  to  such  fellow 
Senator  is  made  manifest  by  a  simple  il- 
lustration. Let  us  tike  the  supposititious 
case  of  a  hypothetical  Senator.   Senator 

Sorghum  is  guilty  of  misconduct,  which 
rightly  subjects  him  to  senatorial  discip- 
line under  section  5  of  Article  I  of  the 
Constitution.  As  a  result  of  Senator 
Sorghum's  misconduct,  the  other  95  Sen- 


ates form  the  opinion  that  Senator 
Sorghum  ought  to  be  censured  or  ex- 
pelled. The  opinion  of  these  95  Senators 
Is  certainly  adverse  to  Senator  Sorghum. 
However,  under  Senator  McCarthy's  no- 
tion, Just  as  soon  as  these  95  Senators 
form  this  adverse  opinion,  they  auto- 
matically disqualify  themselves  to  p>ar- 
ticipate  in  the  censure  or  expulsion  of 
Senator  Sorghum.  Hence,  the  constitu- 
tional power  of  the  Senate  to  discipline 
Senator  Sorghum  is  nullified  and  Senator 
Sorghum  can  go  on  his  merry  way  un- 
whipped  of  senatorial  justice.  It  thus 
appears  that  under  this  erroneous 
theory,  any  Senator  can  secure  for  him- 
self total  immunity  to  senatorial  disci- 
pline by  the  simple  expedient  of  engaging 
in  senatorial  misconduct  which  is  ob- 
noxious to  a  majority  of  the  Members  of 
the  Senate. 

However.  Mr.  President,  if  Members  of 
the  Senate  who  are  called  upon  to  par- 
ticipate in  the  disciplining  of  a  fellow 
Senator  are  subject  to  the  rules  which 
govern  petit  jurors,  drawn  by  chance 
from  the  jury  box  or  jury  wheel,  then 
Senator  McCarthy  has  no  reason  to 
complain  in  this  case,  because  his  cause 
was  heard  by  Senators  who  were  able  to 
base  their  decision  solely  upon  the  evi- 
dence and  their  understanding  of  the 
relevant  constitutional  provisions.  Un- 
der the  law  in  all  Anglo-American  juris- 
dictions, a  petit  juror  who  has  formed  an 
opinion  adverse  to  a  litigant  is  a  compe- 
tent juror  if  he  can  say  that  he  can  try 
the  cause  solely  upon  the  evidence  and 
the  law. 

I  shall  not  dwell  on  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy's assertion  that  Senator  Wat- 
kins, Senator  Johnson  of  Colorado,  and 
I  wanted  to  have  the  privilege  of  serving 
on  the  select  committee.  Every  Senator, 
except  Senator  McCarthy,  knows  full 
well  that  there  was  not  a  single  Member 
of  the  Senate  who  desired  to  have  any- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  the  unpleas- 
ant task  assigned  to  this  committee.  In- 
deed, when  the  motion  to  send  the  reso- 
lution to  censure  Senator  McCarthy  to 
the  select  committee  was  adopted,  all 
Members  of  the  Senate  emulated  the 
example  of  the  persons  invited  to  the 
great  supper  mentioned  in  the  14th  chap- 
ter of  Luke :  "They  all  with  one  consent 
began  to  make  excuse." 

There  Is  only  one  explanation  as  to 
how  It  was  possible  to  obtain  any  Sena- 
tors to  serve  on  the  select  committee. 
The  explanation  is  simply  this.  When 
all  is  said  and  done.  Senators  do  accept 
as  true  Gen.  Robert  E.  Lee's  assertion 
that  duty  is  the  sublimest  word  in  our 
language. 

It  was  not  a  prerequisite  to  member- 
ship on  the  select  committee  that  a 
Senator  should  have  possessed  a  vacant 
mind,  totally  devoid  of  any  opinion  what- 
ever In  respect  to  Senator  McCarthy. 
Had  such  a  requirement  existed,  no 
Member  of  the  Senate  would  have  been 
eligible  to  serve  on  the  select  commit- 
tee. It  is  doubtful,  indeed,  that  six 
mental  adults  could  have  been  found 
anywhere  in  the  United  States  who  did 
not  entertain  some  opinion  concerning 
Senator  McCarthy  and  his  activities. 

In  his  effort  to  show  prejudice  on  my 
part.  Senator  McCarthy  lifted  out  of 


context  several  statements  which  have  a 
tendency  to  present  my  attitude  m  a 
false  light.  One  of  those  statementa.  to 
wit,  the  one  lifted  from  the  Oreensboio 
Daily  News  of  August  4.  1954,  had  no 
relation  whatsoever  to  the  censure 
charges  involved  in  the  investigatioa 
now  under  review. 

Senator  McCarthy  was  careful  to  omit 
the  portion  of  that  dispatch  which  re- 
vealed that  this  particular  statement  had 
reference  to  a  speech  made  by  Senator 
McCarthy  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on 
the  night  of  August  2.  1954,  which  the 
reporter  himself  described  as  a  vicious 
attack  upon  the  character  of  other  Sen- 
ators. 

I  now  know  that  the  lifting  of  state- 
ments out  of  context  is  a  typical  Mc- 
Carthy, technique.  The  writer  of  Ec- 
clesiastes  assures  us  that  "there  is  no 
new  thing  under  the  sun."  The  BCc- 
Carthy  technique  of  lifting  statements 
out  of  context  was  practiced  by  a 
preacher  in  North  Carolina  about  75 
years  ago.  At  that  time  the  women  had 
a  habit  of  wearing  their  hair  In  Xap- 
knots.  This  preacher  deplored  that 
habit.  As  a  consequence,  he  preached 
a  rip-snorting  sermon  one  Sunday  on 
the  text  Top  Not  Come  Down.  At  the 
conclusion  of  his  sermon  an  irate  woman, 
wearing  a  very  pronounced  topknot, 
told  the  preacher  that  no  such  text  could 
be  found  in  the  Bible.  The  preacher 
thereupon  opened  the  Scriptures  to  the 
17th  verse  of  the  24th  chapter  of  Mat- 
thew and  pointed  to  the  words: 

Xiet  him  which  Is  on  the  housetop  not 
come  down  to  take  anything  out  of  his  house. 

[Laughter.] 

Any  practitioner  of  the  McCarttiy 
technique  of  lifting  things  out  of  con- 
text can  readily  find  the  text  "top  not 
come  down"  in  this  verse. 

Vice  President  Ndcoh  formally  ap- 
pointed to  membership  on  the  select 
committee  3  Republicans  chosen  by  the 
majority  leader  and  3  Democrats  se- 
lected by  the  minority  leader.  The 
charge  that  I  concealed  anything  from 
anyone  is  wholly  baseless  in  fact.  Be- 
fore I  was  appointed  to  memberstiip  on 
the  select  committee  I  was  interviewed 
by  four  of  the  most  experienced  azMi 
most  highly  respected  Members  of  the 
minority  in  the  Senate  who  were  assist- 
ing the  minority  leader  in  choosing  three 
Democrats  for  service  on  the  select  com- 
mittee. These  foiu-  able  and  honorable 
Senators  informed  me  that  I  was  under 
consideration  for  appointment  to  the  se- 
lect committee  because  of  my  long  service 
on  the  com-ts  of  my  State,  and  they 
wanted  to  know  whether  I  would  serve 
on  the  select  committee  if  I  should  be 
named  to  it  by  the  minority  leader.  I 
explained  to  those  four  great  Senators 
ray  attitude  toward  the  censure  proceed- 
ing and  stated,  in  substance,  everythins 
I  had  ever  said  about  Senator  McCartby, 
and  I  advised  them  that  I  would  serve 
on  the  select  committee  out  of  a  sense 
of  duty  if  I  were  deemed  to  be  qualified 
and  if  the  minority  leader  assigned  me 
to  the  task.  They  assured  me  that  they 
considered  me  to  be  qualified  to  act  as 
a  member  of  the  select  committee. 

Upon  my  appointment  to  the  select 
committee  I  prepared  a  statement  which 
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the  state  of  mind .__ 

inf  nr  amice  on  tbe  adeet  oonuatttee. 
This  gftemmt  is  as  folkms: 

X  bsfs  rtet^ed  •  waacatm  ai  eoeuBunles- 
tloas  froBft  mjr  frlemis  in  Hortli  CteoUna 
rrtattBg  to  the  motion  oC  SeBstor  VUhdbs 
to  eensor*  Banator '  IfoCMtiarT.  Som*  of 
th—  emnmunlottona  az«  tsvorabto  to  Sen- 
ator MoCabzht  and  lonw  of  them  are  ad- 
Yene  to  him.  I  feel  that  thoee  who  hare 
eommonleated  with  me  on  this  nibject  are 
entitled  to  know  my  poiltlan  on  It.  I\or  this 
reaeon.  I  have  prepared  this  atotMnent  In- 
■taad  at  trjrtns  to  sat  forth  my  r'^**^m  In 
deteU  m  panonal  letter*. 

On  Monday,  Aagust  2.  1»M.  the  Senate  by 
a  vote  o<  75  to  la.  tent  the  nenders  motkm 
and  all  amendments  propoeed  to  It.  to  a 
special  committee.  I  voted  to  wnd  the 
Randen  motion  and  the  proposed  amend- 
menta  to  the  committee  for  theae  reaaana: 

X.  Tliare  la  no  way  In  wlildi  you  can  give 
freedooi  of  apeeeli  to  wlaa  men  and  deny  It 
to  foola.  By  the  aame  token,  tnere  la  no  way 
In  i^ileh  you  can  give  the  cloak  of  aenatorlal 
Immunity  to  a  Senator  whoae  vlewB  are  la 
bannony  witb  youn  and  deny  it  to  a  Sena- 
tor with  whoee  views  you  disagree.  Since 
many  of  the  charges  against  Senator  Mc- 
Caxtst  were  baaed  in  aubstancis  on  atate- 
menta  made  by  htm  In  tbe  Senate,  and  for 
that  reaaon  are  covered  by  the  cloak  of  aena- 
torlal Immunity.  I  felt  that  aU  the  charges 
should  first  be  considered  In  a  calm.  Judicial 
atmoq>here  with  a  view  to  determining 
which  of  them  had  support  In  constitutional 
law.  I  could  not  conaclentlously  vote  to  sus- 
tain chazKea  en  bloc  wben  Z  knew  that  some 
Of  them  ran  afoul  of  the  principles  of  cbn- 
Btltutlonal  law. 

a.  A  motion  to  censure  a  Senator  Is  Judi- 
cial in  nature.  It  implies  a  condemnation  of 
the  Senator's  conduct.  The  conduct  which 
you  are  asked  to  condemn  should  be  specified, 
and  evldenoe,  either  oral  or  doctunentary, 
should  be  taken  in  some  approprUte  man- 
ner as  a  basis  for  determining  the  truth  or 
falsity  of  the  Bpecined  charges.  It  was  not 
feasible  to  take  such  evidence  on  the  floor 

of  the  Senate.  Per  this  reaaon.  I  favored 
•ending  the  matter  to  a  committee  to  take 
evldenoe  and  nxake  flndlnga  of  fact  with  ref- 
erence to  the  truth  or  falsity  of  such  of  the 

chariw  m  might  be  adjudged  tenable  tinder 

the  GoQstitutlon.  It  is  contrary  to  basic 
American  Justice  to  condemn  people  on  what 
you  read  In  the  newspaper  or  hear  over  the 
radio  or  hear  in  private  conversations.  I  feel 
that  the  Senate  would  do  a  grave  Injury  to 
our  way  of  Ufe  If  it  should  condemn  any 
Senator  without  first  according'  him  due 
proceaa  of  law — "a  law  which  i^oceeds  upon 
Inquiry  and  renders  Judgment  only  after  a 
hearing." 

When  I  voted  for  the  motion  to  send  the 
nanders  resolution  and  all  propoeed  amend- 
ments to  a  oommlttee.  1  ;roted  in  good  faith 
»nd  to  the  belief  that  tfie  committee  would 
do  everything  within  ilmpower  to  conduct  a 
fair  hearlnf  and  make  ai  honest  report,  and 
that  the  Senate  would  then  act  on  the  report 
In  a  forthrls^t  aaanner.  At  that  time,  i  did 
not  have  the  slightest  idea  that  I  would  be 
drafted  by  the  minority  leader  toservc  on  the 
committee  In  question.  It  now  appears, 
however,  that  I  have  been  selected  as  one  of 
ate  Senators  who  la  charged  with  Initial  re- 
aponalblll^  In  this  matter  and  I  can  assure 
you  that  I  expect  to  act  in  the  premises  ac- 
eordii^  to  what  I  believe  the  law  and  the 
evldenoe  warrants. 

I  can  now  swear,  with  a  clear  con- 
science, on  the  altar  of  Almighty  God, 
that  my  decision  as  a  member  of  the 
select  committee  was  based  solely  upon 
the  evidence  considered  in  the  light  of 
the  relevant  constitutionsil  principles, 
and  that  any  assertion  from  any  source 


to  the  contrary  Is  wholly  without  basis 
In  fact. 

Perhaps  I  ought  not  to  have  alluded 
so  much  to  the  attack  which  Senator 
McCaaTHT  saw  fit  to  make  in  reapccX  to 
Senator  WAnmrs,  Senator  Johmsoiv  of 
Colorado,  and  myself  on  the  question  of 
alleged  partiality.  That  questioa  is  an 
immaterial  one. 

I  respectfully  submit  that  if  the  report 
of  the  select  ctMnmlttee  is  righteous,  it 
is  wholly  immaterial  whether  it  was 
made  by  righteous  men.  The  question 
before  the  Senate  is  the  validity  of  the 
report. 

I  submit,  further,  that  if  the  report 
of  the  select  committee  is  unsounil.  then 
it  is  immaterial  whether  the  report  wa^ 
made  by  a  committee  whose  members 
were  as  pure  as  the  aspirations  of  the 
angels. 

I  say  these  things  because  I  do  not 
believe  the  Senate  ought  to  be  shadow- 

boxing  with  unrealities. 

Jt  must  have  occurred  to  Senator  Mc- 
Castht  that  he  could  not  discredit  the 
report  of  the  select  committee  simply 
by  charging  partiality  on  the  part  of 
Senator  Watkims,  Senator  Johnbon  of 
Colorado,  and  myself.  It  evidently 
dawned  on  him  that  all  six  Senators  had 
heard  the  same  evidence  and  had  ar- 
rived at  the  same  conclusions  on  such 
evidence.  It  evidently  dawned  on  him 
that  he  had  no  basis  for  attacking  the 
impartiality  of  the  other  three  Senators 
on  the  ccHnmittee. 

So  it  occurred  to  Senator  McGartht, 
apparently,  that  it  was  necessary  for  him 
to  find  some  basis  on  which  to  discredit 
all  six  members  of  the  select  commit- 
tee. At  that  time  Senator  McCarthy 
fled  to  his  customary  refuge,  his  claim 
that  he  "is  the  symbol  of  resistance  to 

Communist  subversion,"  and  that  any 
Senator  who  fails  to  make  obeisance  to 
him  is  doing  "the  work  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party."  I 

Senator  McCabthy  did  this  by  iread- 
Ing  throughout  the  United  States  an  un- 
deUvered  speech,  which  he  subsequently 
inserted  in  the  Congressional  Record. 
In  this  undelivered  speech  he  made  fan- 
tastic and  foul  accusations  against  six 
Senators,  whose  loyalty  to  America  and 
hatred  of  communism  are  at  least  the 
equal  of  his  own.  Let  me  quote  from  the 
undelivered  speech  in  which  Senator 
McCarthy  attempted  to  assassinate  the 
character  of  six  Members  of  the  Senate. 
I  read  as  foUows  from  that  speech  as 
It  was  ordered  to  be  printed  on  page 

15953  of  the  Congressional  Record  of 
November  10.  1954: 

1  would  have  the  American  people  recog- 
nise, and  contemplate  In  dread,  the  fact  that 
the  Communist  Party— a  relatively  small 
group  of  deadly  conspirators — has  now  ex- 
tended its  tentacles  to  that  most  reapected 
erf  American  bodies,  the  United  Stat«  Sen- 
ate; that  it  has  made  a  committee  of  the 
Senate  its  tmwlttlng  handmaiden. 

Let  me  be  very  clear  about  this.  I  sm  not 
saying,  as  I  am  confident  the  opposition 
press  will  have  me  saying  tomorrow,  that  the 
Watlcins  committee  knowingly  did  the  work 
of  the  Communist  Party.  I  am  saying  it  was 
the  victim  of  a  Communist  campaign-  and 
having  been  victimized,  it  became  the  Com- 
munist Party's  Involuntary  agent. 

T  am  aware  that  many  of  you  listening  to 
me  regard  this  as  an  unpalatable  proposi- 


tion. I  have  made  similar  etaHeaente  be- 
fore in  other  contexts.  Such  statements 
never  f aU  to  exasperate  a  good  number  of 
loyal  Americans.  But  said  they  must  be  if 
we  are  to  survive,  and  said  they  WUl  be. 

I  regard  as  the  most  disturbing  phenom- 
enon In  America  today  the  fact  that  so  many 
Americans  still  ref iise  to  acknowledge  the 
ability  of  Conun  unlets  to  persuade  loyal 
Americans  to  do  their  work  for  them.  In 
the  course  of  the  Senate  debate  X  shaU  dem- 
onstrate that  the  Watkins  committee  has 
done  the  work  of  the  Communist  Party,  that 
It  not  only  cooperated  In  the  echtevement  of 
Communist  goals  but  tbat  In  writing  Its 
report  It  Imitated  Communist  methotte— that 
it  distorted,  misrepresented,  and  omitted  to 
Its  effort  to  manufacture  a  plausible  ration- 
alization for  advising  the  Senate  to  accede 
to  the  clamor  for  my  scalp. 

But  perhaps  more  Important  than  explain- 
ing how  the  Watkins  comnilttee  did  the 
^ork  of  the  Communist  Party  Is  the  Job  of 
alerting  the  American  people  to  tbe  fact  that 
this  vast  conspiracy  posaesaea  tlie  power  to 
turn  their  most  trusted  servants  Into  Its 
attorneys-in-fact. 

When  the  junior  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi [Mr.  Stennis]  made  reference 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  last  week  to 
the  undelivered  speech  of  Senator 
McCarthy  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin stated  in  substance  tliat  he  had 
not  called  the  six  members  of  the  select 
committee  traitors;  he  had  merely  called 
them  fools.  I  do  not  know  how  the  Jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  interprets 
his  words  that  the  Watkins  committee 
"in  writing  its  report  imitated  Com- 
munist methods— that  It  distorted,  mis- 
represented, and  omitted  in  its  effort 
to  manufacture  a  plausible  rationaliza- 
tion for  advising  the  Senate  to  accede  to 
the  clamor  for  my  scalp." 

My  interpretaUon  is  that  by  these 
words  Senator  McCarthy  charged,  in 

the  presence  of  the  Senate  and  in  the 
presence  of  aU  America,  that  the  six 
Senators  who  served  on  the  select  com- 
mittee were  knaves,  who  distorted  and 
suppressed  the  truth  to  satisfy  the  clam- 
or  of  the  mob  for  Senator  McCarthy's 
scalp. 

Mind  you.  Mr.  President,  this  is  the 
kind  of  treatment  wliich  six  Senators  re- 
ceived at  the  hands  of  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  as  a  punishment  for 
making  an  honest  report  to  the  Senate. 

As  I  stated  at  the  outset  of  my  re- 
marks, when  I  came  to  the  Senate  I  had 
a  feeling  somewhat  favorable  t»  Senator 
McCarthy.  I  said  publicly,  in  response 
to  inquiries,  that  I  did  not  fator  expel- 
ling him  from  the  Senate,  and  that  I  did 
not.favor  depriving  him  of  his  commit- 
tee chairmanships.  I  am  constrained  to 
say  that  at  this  hour  I  am  willing  to 
admit  that  I  have  changed  both  of  those 
opimons.  This  is  true  because  I  am  wiser 
today  in  respect  to  Senator  McCarthy 
and  his  activities  than  I  was  a|  the  time 
those  opinions  were  originally  given. 

I  do  not  propose  at  this  time  to  urge 
Senator  McCarthy's  expulsion  from  the 
Senate,  but  I  shaU  make  these  observa- 
tions upon  the  fantastic  and  foul  accu- 
sations made  by  him  against  the  six  Sen- 
ators who  served  on  the  select  com- 
mittee: 

First.  If  Senator  McCarthy  made  these 
fantastic  and  foul  accusations  against 
the  members  of  the  select  committee 
without  believing  them  to  be  true   he 


195^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


attempted  lo  a— ■iliiiite  tbe  eharacter 
of  these  SiBiuitorB  and  ought  to  be  es- 
pied from  BMmbership  in  tbe  Senate 
for  moral  ineapaelty  to  perform  tbe 
duties  of  a^flcnator. 

Second,  If  Senator  McCAaTirr  made 
these  fantastic  and  foul  aocusatlons 
against  the  six  Senators  wbo  serred  on 
the  select  committee  in  tbe  honest  be- 
lief that  they  were  true,  then  Senator 
McCarthy  was  suffering  from  mental  de- 
lusions of  gigantic  proportions,  and 
ought  to  be  expelled  from  the  Senato  for 
mental  incapacity  to  perform  the  duties 
of  a  Senator. 

I  do  not  propose  to  permit  Senator  Mc- 
Gartht to  try  Senator  Watkxnb,  Senator 
Johnson  of  Colorado,  or  me  on  the  charge 
of  partiality.  I  do  not  propose  to  per- 
mit Senator  MoCaktht  to  try  the  entire 
membership  of  the  select  oommlttee  upon 
his  charge  that  they  are  the  unwitting 

handmaidens  or  involuntary  agents  or 

attorneys-in-fact  of  the  Communist 
Party. 

I  shall  insist  that  the  Senate  try  Sen- 
ator McCAwrar  on  the  real  issues.  If 
the  report  of  the  select  committee  is  a 
righteous  report,  what  boots  it  if  some  3f 
the  members  of  the  committee  render- 
ing the  righteous  report  were  unright- 
eous men  in  the  eyes  of  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy? 

If  the  report  of  the  select  conunlttec 
is  unsound,  what  boots  it  whether  the 
members  of  the  committee  rendering  the 
report  were  as  pure  as  the  aspirations  of 
the  angels? 

The  real  issues  now  before  the  Senate 
are  these:  First,  does  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  select  committee  sustain  the 
specific  findings  of  fact  made  by  the  se- 
lect committee? 

Second,  if  so.  do  the  specific  findings 
of  fact  made  by  the  select  committee  jus- 
tify the  conclusion  of  the  select  com- 
mittee that  Senator  McCawhy  merits 
censure? 

If  both  these  Issues  are  answered  in 
the  affirmative,  then  Senator  McCawnrr 
should  be  censured  by  the  Senate.  If 
either  issue  is  answered  in  the  negative, 
then  Senator  McCa«try  should  not  be 
censured  by  the  Senate. 

We  have  had  an  argument  presented 
on  the  legal  Hspects  of  this  matter  to 
the  effect  that  Senator  McCarthy  ought 
not  to  be  censured,  because  there  is  no 
precedent  whereby  the  Senate  in  times 
past  tiad  censured  a  Senator  for  similar 
conduct.    We  ought  to  thank  God  for 

the  absence  of  any  such  precedent. 

As  I  have  said,  the  fifth  section  of 
article  I  of  the  Uhited  States  Consti- 
tution provides  in  effect  that  the  Senate 
may  punish  its  Members  for  disorderly 
behavior. 

In  response  to  the  argument  that  Uiere 
is  no  precedent  on  this  point,  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  if  such  an  argument  had 
been  accepted  as  vaUd  when  the  first 
murderer,  armnist.  rapist,  or  burglar 
was  brought  to  trial,  there  never  wottH 
have  been  anybody  punlibed  for  vsf  ti. 
those  (Senses.  We -do  not  need  a  IMty 
of  statutory  lawe  to  explain  wtiat  tbe 
Constitution  leaves  to  ttie  determlncttao 
of  the  Senate.  Tbe  tmm  diaorderiy  Im- 
havlor  is  very  plain.  The  ConsUtuthin 
leaves  that  matter  to  tbe  determinatton 
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orthe  flwate.  When  the  conduct  of  a 
Senatar  In  bis  offioe  becomes  disorderly 
btiiavier.  only  the  Senate  can  determine 
tbat  matter,  aooording  to  tbe  ConsU- 
tutkm. 

Let  us  take  up  tbe  fhrst  of  tbe  charges. 
If  any  charge  wo«kl  encompass  di»- 
orderly  conduct  to  a  higher  degree,  I 
cannot  Imagine  what  it  would  be.  What 
is  the  charge?  The  charge  is  that  Sen- 
ator McCasthy  was  guilty  of  disorderly 
conduct  by  flyblowing — that  is  a  strong 
Aziglo-Saxon  word,  but  a  very  expres- 
sive one — and  obstructing  a  committee 
of  the  Senate  perfc  -ming  a  task  which 
the  Senate  had  imposed  upon  that 
committee. 

Let  us  consider  what  the  evidence 
showed  took  place.  The  Senate  had 
adopted  a  resolution  which  required  the 
oommlttee  to  investigate  all  the  activi- 
ties of  Senator  McCarthy  after  he  be- 
came a  Member,  with  a  view  to  deter- 
mining whether  there  was  any  basis  for 
his  expulsion  from  the  Senate.  Some 
very  drastic  accusations  had  been  made. 
The  committee  went  into  the  facts. 

The  evidence  before  the  select  com- 
mittee showed  beyond  any  question  that 
Senator  McCarthy  never  intended  to  ap- 
pear before  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  and  submit 
himself  to  an  examination  before  it 
on  oath.  POr  14  months  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Privileges  and  Elections  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration tried  to  get  Senator  McCarthy 
to  apiMar  beCoce  it,  aad  answer  certain 
qufrtioos  with  reference  to  the  disposi- 
tion of  money  givm  to  him  to  fight  com- 
munism, with  reference  to  his  action 
under  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  of  Wis- 
consin, and  his  action  with  reference  to 

whether  or  not  he  had  participated  In 
■  teiallonij  of  the  hanking  laws  of  IVis- 
consin. 

If  Senator  IIcCaitht  had  appeared 
b^ore  the  subcommittee,  and  made  a 
complete  revelation  to  that  committee  in 
respect  to  the  matters  In  qoeBtioB,  the 
Whole  matter  would  have  been  ended  in 
a  day  or  two.  Instead  of  that,  down  to 
this  good  hour  Senator  McCarthy  has 
never  made  an  explanation  with  refer- 
ence to  those  matters. 

Besides  not  appearhig  before  ttie  sub- 
committee, what  else  did  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy do?  He  first  said  tiie  subcom- 
mittee had  no  Jurisdiction  to  investigate 
the  matters  in  question.  Of  course,  that 
claim  fell  by  the  wayside  when  the  Sen- 
ate voted,  M  to  0,  that  the  subcommittee 
did  have  Jurisdiction  to  investigate  such 
matters.  After  that  happened.  Senator 
McCabthy  said  he  would  not  appear  be- 
fore the  subeommittee  unless  he  was  sub- 
penaed.  He  said  that  the  sulxommittee 
did  not  have  the*  power  to  subpena  him 
during  tbe  session  of  the  Senate.  Of 
course,  he  knew  that  the  subcommittee 
was  not  desirous  of  functioning  aXtor 
tbe  Senate  session  adjourned. 

In  my  tiaae  I  have  read  many  legal 
stating  how  one  should  come  to 
on  facts.  One  rule,  based 
after  decision.  Is  that  if  a 
ebarte  Is  made  against  a  person  wfaleb 
he  would  naturally  answer  or  explain, 
and  aosb  penon  falls  to  answwr  tbat 
chartg  ar  ofler  an  explanation,  .the  find- 


ers of  the  facts  may  assume  be  has  thei»* 
by  Impliedly  admitted  the  truth  of  tbe 
ctiarge. 

Senator  MoCastst  did  not  anmir  be- 
fore the  Subeommittee  on  Prlidlcges  aad 
Sections.  Instead  of  doing  so,  he  -becan 
a  systematic  attack  upon  tbe  efaaraetar 
of  the  members  of  the  subcommittee, 
similar  to  the  attack  he  has  made  upon 
members  of  the  select  committee.  Sen- 
ator McCarthy  charged  them  with  steal- 
ing the  taxpayers'  money  for  the  parti- 
san purpose  of  a-tKi.<tt<ng  the  Democratic 
Party  in  smearing  McCakthy.  Then  he 
said.  "You  are  aiding  and  abetting  tbe 
Communist  Party  and  the  Communist 
conspiracy  in  their  No.  1  objective,  that 
is.  getting  rid  of  McCakthy."  Then  be 
said,  "You  are  dishonest,  anyway.  I  win 
have  nothing  to  do  with  you  unless  you 
drag  me  in  before  you  by  subpena." 

Can  any  Senator,  sitting  as  the  finder 

Of  the  facts,  fail  to  arrive  at  the  conclu- 
sion that  Senator  McCabthy  was  guiltf 
of  contempt  toward  that  subcommittee, 
and  that  he  willfully  obstructed  the 
functioning  of  that  subconunittee? 

The  second  charge  arose  out  of  the 
General  Zwicker  incident  The  evidenoe 
taken  before  the  select  committee  indi- 
cates that  General  Zwicker  cooperated 
with  Senator  McCakthy  and  his  staff 
prior  to  the  hearing  in  giving  the  com- 
mittee information  about  MaJ.  Irving 
Peress;  that  the  McCarthy  committee 
perhaps  did  not  even  know  the  name  of 
that  offlcer  until  it  was  given  to  the 
committee  by  Gene/al  Zwicker;  that  im- 
mediately after  General  Zwicker  got  an 
order  from  the  Adjutant  General  of  tbe 
Army  to  discharge  Major  Peress,  at  his 
own  request  at  any  time  within  tte  zmt 
90  days,  he  immediate  furnished  a 

member  of  Senator  McCASzsr'a  staff 
with  a  copy  of  that  order.     'Wben  tlie 

hearing  aas  held,  according  to  the-testf- 

mony,  General  Zwicker  had  a  friendly 
conversation  with  Senator  MfcCAiiHT.  Jn 
which  he  told  Senator  McCakthy  that 
he,  too,  was  a  native  of  Wtseonsin,  aikd 
he  called  Senator  McCAanrr's  attenttoh 
to  a  Presidential  order  and  an  extraot 
from  the  Army  regulations  which.  In  ef- 
fect, prevented  General  Zwicker  from 
testifying  to  any  matters  of  a  aecmitsr 
nature.  Senator  McCaktht  made  a 
statement  that  he  was  familiar  with  the 
order  and  regulation. 

I  wish  to  say  tlmt  one  thing  I  notloed 
about  Senator  McCakthy  is  very  pua- 
zling  to  me.  It  is  reflected  in  all  his  ex- 
aminations. He  seems  to  have  an  In- 
capacity to  distinguish  between  what  be 
thinlcs  in  his  head  and  external  facts. 
I  do  not  say  this  in  unkindness.  But  this 
characteristic  makes  it  very  dlffloult  for 
one  to  meet  him  on  the  same  mental 
plane. 

The  evidence  disclosed  ttiat  Senator 
McCastry  Jumped  on  General  Zwicker 
because  of  the  interpretation  Gnaeral 
Zwicker  placed  on  certain  press  releases 
Senator  McCakthy  had  made.  Wben 
we  read  the  record,  we  reach  the  eon- 
elusion  that  Senator  MoCsaiRT  beoame 
angry  at  Gesieral  Zwicker  because  Gtan- 
wal  Zwicker  was  not  aUe  or  wUUngto 
assume  the  correctness  of  all  the  state- 
ments included  in  the  praos  relsasee 
made  by  Senator  MoCaitht  or  undur 
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hiB  direction,  nien  Seoator  McCaktht 
ttwrndoned  a  proper  type  of  ezamlna- 
tJon  and  began  to  chastise  the  witness. 
Be  eatd  to  the  witness,  as  we  find  set 
forth  on  page  75  of  the  hearings  : 

AnyosM  with  the  tiralns  of  a  6-7«ar-old 
Oblkl  can  understaiid  that  question. 

ICr.  President.  I  think  perhaps  I  un- 
derstand it  now;  but  I  had  to  read  it 
A  tab  times  before  I  understood  it. 

Thm  Senator  McCaitht  put  a  num- 
ber of  words  into  the  mouth  of  the  wlt- 
neea  Some  of  the  things  General  Zwick- 
er  said  seemed  to  anger  Senator  Mc- 
Caktht. Senator  McCaktht  wanted 
General  Zwicker  to  express  his  opinion 
that  his  smieriors  in  the  Pentagon  acted 
in  an  outrageous  manner  when  they  is- 
sued the  order  for  the  honorable  dis- 
charge of  Major  Peress.  Well.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, anyone  who  expects  an  officer  of 
the  Army  to  criticize  his  8uperi(»^  ought 
not  be  tamed  loose  to  do  any  question- 
ing. I  served  In  tbe  Army;  and  I  would 

not  dare  question  an  order  that  even  a 
corporal  gave  me.  mucb  less  question  an 
order  oominK  from  the  Pentagon. 

Senator  McCaktht  asked  General 
Zwicker  if  he  did  not  think  that  anyone 

who  had  anyUiing  to  do  with  ordering 
Major  Peress'  honorable  discharge  ought 
ta  be  removed  from  the  military.  Gen- 
eral Zwicker  made,  in  reply,  about  the 
rally  kind  of  answer  any  military  man 
could  have  made;  he  said : 

X  do  not  think  he  ahoiild  be  removed  from 
the  military. 

That  Is  an  he  said  about  that.  But 
Senator  McCaktht  put  in  General 
Zwldcer's  mouth  some  words  General 
Zwidcer  never  said.   Here  they  are: 

The  CHAiBicAif.  Then,  Oeneral,  you  should 
1m  removed  from  any  command.  Any  man 
who  has  been  glyen  tbe  honor  of  being  pro- 
moted to  general  and  who  saxB.  "I  wUl  pro- 
tect another  general  who  protected  Conunu- 
nlsts."  Is  not  fit  to  wear  that  uniform. 
Oeneral. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  searched  the 
record  in  vain  to  find  where  General 
Zwicker  ever  said  "I  wiU  protect  another 
general  who  protected  Communists."  I 
do  not  think  anyone  can  find  such  a 
statonent  on  the  part  of  General 
Zwicker  anywhere  in  the  record. 

Thm  Senator  McCabthy  said: 

X  think  It  Is  a  tremendous  disgrace  to  the 
Army  to  have  this  sort  of  thing  given  to  the 
public. 

I  lirtend  to  give  it  to  them.  I  have  a  duty 
to  do  that.  I  intend  to  repeat  to  the  press 
exactly  what  you  said.  So  you  know  that. 
Tou  wm  be  back  here.  General. 

According  to  the  undisputed  testi- 
mony. Senator  McCaktht  told  the  gen- 
eral to  return  on  Tuesday.  According  to 
Ci4>tain  Woodward's  testimony.  Senator 
McCaktht  said: 

Oeneral.  you  will  be  back  on  Tuesday,  and 
at  that  time  I  am  going  to  put  you  on  dls- 
I^y  and  let  the  American  pubUc  see  what 
kind  of  (Acers  we  have. 

Then  Senator  McCaktht  said,  using 
one  of  his  most  endearing  terms,  that 
"Goieral  Zwicker  was  the  first  fifth- 
amendment  general  we  have  had  before 
us." 

ytt.  President.  Senators  can  claim  that 
was  legitimate  cross-examination  if  they 


wish  to  do  so:  but  I  call  it  baiting  and 

badgering  and  brow-beating  a  witness. 
Senator  McCaktht  gave  as  his  excuse 
for  his  conduct  in  that  case  that  General 
Zwicker  wais  evasive  and  arrogant. 

General  Zwicker  came  befort  the  se- 
lect committee.  The  other  day  Senator 
Johnson  of  Colorado  told  the  Senate 
what  his  reaction  was  to  Creneral  Zwicker 
and  his  testimony.  I  think  virtually  all 
the  members  of  the  select  committee  at 
first  did  not  even  want  to  consider  this 
charge  we  accepted  as  prima  facie  cor- 
rect the  position  taken  by  Senator  Mc- 
Caktht. and  we  considered  this  charge 
only  because  all  the  proposed  amend- 
ments to  the  original  resolution  called 
attention  to  this  particular  matter.  I 
Have  spent  a  large  part  of  one-third  of  a 
century  in  court  rooms;  and  I  hsve  never 
seen  any  witness  more  free  from  arro- 
gance than  General  Zwicker  was  when 
he  appeared  before  us,  and  was  subjected 
to    one    of    the    most    rigorous    cross- 

examinations  I  have  ever  witnetsed. 

B£r.  President,  Senators  must  not  stick 
their  heads  into  the  sand  like  ostriches 
and  thus  blind  themselves  to  the  realities 

surrounding  them.  One  tragic  truth 
stands  out  above  all  the  sound  and  fury 

of  this  sad  boiu- :  It  is  that  Senator  Mc- 
Caktht     besmirches      throughout      the 

length  and  breadth  of  this  land  the  repu- 
tations of  all  Senators  who  dare  to  op- 
pose his  will  or  to  express  disapproval  of 
his  disorderly  behavior  in  his  senatorial 
office.  As  a  consequence  of  this  practice 
on  the  part  of  Senator  McCarthy,  every 
Senator  sits  in  this  Chamber  under  this 
Damoclean  sword :  The  threat  that  Sena- 
tor McCaktht  will  besmirch  his  reputa- 
tion throughout  the  country  if  he  does 
anjrthing  to  incur  Senator  MoCarthy's 
easily  provoked  wrath. 

Mr.  President,  many  years  ago  there 
was  a  custom  in  a  section  of  my  country, 
known  as  the  South  Mountains,  to  hold 
religious  meetings  at  which  the  oldest 
members  of  the  congregation  were  called 
upon  to  stand  up  and  publicly  testify  to 
their  religious  exiieriences.  On  one  oc- 
casion they  were  holding  such  a  meeting 
in  one  of  the  churches;  and  old  Uncle 
Ephriam  Swink,  a  South  Mountaineer 
whose  body  was  all  bent  and  distorted 
with  arthritis,  was  present.  All  the  older 
members  of  the  congregation  except 
Uncle  Ephriam  arose  and  gave  testimony 
to  their  religious  experiencei.  Uncle 
Ephriam  kept  his  seat.  Thereupon,  the 
moderator  said,  "Brother  Ephrinm,  sup- 
pose you  tell  us  what  has  the  Lord  done 
for  you." 

Uncle  Ephriam  arose,  with  his  bent 
and  distorted  body,  and  said,  "Brother, 
he  has  mighty  nigh  ruint  me." 

Mr.  President,  that  is  about  what 
Senator  McCarthy  has  done  to  the 
Senate.  As  a  result  of  Senator  Mc- 
Cartht's  activities  and  the  failure  of  the 
Senate  to  do  anything  positive  about 
them,  the  monstrous  idea  has  found 
lodgment  in  the  minds  of  millions  of 
loyal  and  thoughtful  Americans  that 
Senators  are  intimidated  by  Senator  Mc- 
Caktht's  threats  of  libel  and  slander, 
and  for  that  reason  the  will  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  visit  upon  Senator  McCAtTHY  the 
senatorial  discipline  he  so  justly  merits 
is  paralyzed. 


The  Senate  is  trying  thla  issue:  Was 
Senator  McCarthy  guilty  otf  disorderly 
behavior  in  his  senatorial  office?  The 
American  people  are  trying  another 
issue.  The  issue  before  the  American 
people  transcends  in  importance  the 
issue  before  the  Senate.  The  issue  be- 
fore the  American  people  is  simply  this: 
Does  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
have  enough  manhood  to  Stand  up  to 
Senator  McCartht? 

Mr.  Presidrat,  the  honor  of  the  Senate 
is  in  our  keeping.  I  pray  that  Senators 
will  not  soil  it  by  permitting  Senator 
McCarthy  to  go  unwhipped  of  senatorial 
justice. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  ERVIN.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  wonder  If  my  distin- 
guished friend  from  North  Carolina  wiU 
agree  with  me  that  the  entire  basis  for 
the  action  taken  by  the  select  committee 
arises  out  of  article  I,  section  5,  of  the 

Constitution  of  the  United  6tates. 

Mr.  ERVIN.      I  do. 

Mr.  AVELKEH.  That  is  about  the  only 
law  which  would  govern  us  in  an  action 

of  this  kind.  In  fact,  It  is  the  only  law. 
In  the  light  of  the  Constitution.  wUl  the 

Senator,  as  one  of  the  able  members  of 
the    select    committee,    tell    me    how    he 

Classified  himself  in  the  diUcult  task  to 
be  performed  by  the  cwnmittee?  Did 
the  Senator  classify  himself  as  a  judge, 
a  member  of  a  grand  jury,  a  member  of 
an  investigating  body,  or  a  prosecutor? 
How  did  the  Senator  determine  what  he 
was  supposed  to  do? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  classified  myself  as  a 
Senator  of  the  United  Statee  passing  on 
a  preliminary  question  submitted  to  the 
select  committee  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  the  Senator  do  so 
in  a  judicial  capacity? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  did  so  in  a  Judicial 
capacity  in  this  sense:  That  I  did  not 
consider  anything  whatever  in  connec- 
tion with  this  matter  except  the  evidence 
which  was  produced  before  the  select 
committee  and  my  understanding  of  the 
meaning  of  the  constitutional  provision 
embodied  in  section  5  of  article  I  of  the 
Constitution. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  the  Senator  and 
the  other  members  of  the  committee 
make  it  mandatory  upon  themselves  to 
enter  into  the  deliberations  unbiased, 
and  with  a  free  and  open  mind,  to  hear 
all  the  evidence,  and  not  merely  a  portion 
of  it? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  can  answer  only  for 
myself. 

Mr.  WELKER.  That  is  true.  Per- 
haps the  question  should  have  been  di- 
rected to  the  Senator  individually. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  can  truly  say  that  when 
I  entered  upon  my  service  dn  this  com- 
mittee I  entered  upon  it  with  the  deter- 
mination— and  with  the  full  conscious- 
ness that  I  could  carry  that  determina- 
tion into  effect— that  the  only  things  I 
would  consider  would  be  the  evidence  be- 
fore the  committee  and  my  understand- 
ing of  the  rules  of  constitutional  law 
applicable  to  that  evidence. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Was  the  Senator  in 
anywise  biased  before  he  undertook  the 
task  given  to  the  committee  by  the  Sen- 
ate? 
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Mr.  ERVIN.  I  will  say  that  I  had  an 
unfavorable   opinion   of   Senator  lie* 

Cartht  in  one  reelect,  and  I  had  a  famr- 
able  opinion  of  him  in  others.  But  X  wlU 
say  Uiat  I  put  all  my  opinions  out  of  my 
mind  and  tried  this  oaae  just  as  I  have 
tried  hundreds  of  cases,  sitting  as  a  trial 
judge  in  the  courts  of  North  Carolina. 
That  is.  I  tried  it  on  the  evidence,  and 
the  law  as  I  saw  it.  Besides,  as  did  the 
other  m^nbers  of  the  committee,  I  gave 
Senator  McCartht  the  benefit  of  all 
doubts,  both  reasonable  and  unreason- 
able. 

[Laughter  in  the  galleries.] 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  order?  This  is  no  laughing  mat- 
ter.   

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Occu- 
pants of  the  galleries  are  reminded  that 
the  rules  of  the  Senate  do  not  permit 
expressions  of  approval  or  disapproval. 

The  Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  WELKER.    Will  my  friend,  the 

distinguished  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina, inform  me  whether  or  not  he 
thought  his  bias  should  be  indicated  to 

Senator  McCaitht  or  hte  counsel? 
Mr.  ERVIN.     When  I  was  trying  to 

find  some  excuse  to  nuJce  to  my  own 
conscience  for  escaping  service  on  the 
select  committee  I  made  the  statement 
that  I  ought  not  to  serve  unless  my  serv- 
ing was  satisfactory  to  both  pro-Mc- 
Carthyltes  and  anti-MoCarthyltes.  But 
after  I  had  considered  the  question  and 
conferred  with  four  of  the  most  ex- 
perienced and  respected  Members  of  the 
minority  in  the  Senate  I  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  members  of  the  commit- 
tee should  be  selected  by  the  Senate. 
rather  than  by  pro-McCarthyites  or  antl- 
McCarthyltes. 

Mr.  WELKKR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  ERVIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKKR.  The  Senator  has  m- 
dicated  today — and  I  know  it  of  my  own 
knowledge — that  he  has  had  a  vast  ex- 
perience in  the  field  of  law.  especially 
in  the  Judiciary.  As  I  understand,  he 
has  handled  many  criminal  cases.  I  ask 
my  friend  from  North  Carolina  this  ques- 
tion: In  the  case  of  a  prospective  Juror 
or  a  prospective  Judge  trying  an  Issue 
involving  a  penalty,  if  the  Juror  or  judge 
showed  bias,  would  it  not  be  proper  for 
the  presiding  Judge  to  disqualify  the 
juror,  or  for  counsel  to  file  an  aCDdavlt  of 
prejudice  against  a  Judge  who  showed 
bias?  Such  afBdavlts  are  filed,  and  such 
requests  are  granted,  in  almost  every 
court  I  have  ever  heard  of  in  America. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  IT  I  were  a  judge  I  would 
ask  the  prospective  juror  a  question 
which  I  have  asked  hundreds  of  Jurors, 
namely.  "Notwithstanding  any  opinion 
you  may  entertam  about  this  matter, 
can  you  sit  in  the  Jury  box.  hear  the  evi- 
dence from  the  witnesses  and  the  law  as 
given  you  by  the  court  in  his  charge,  and 
return  a  verdict  based  solely  on  the  evi- 
dence and  the  law?"  If  such  a  Juror 
said  "Yes"  I  would  hold  him  to  be  a 
comc>etent  Juror,  as  I  have  done  hun- 
dreds of  times. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Knowing  the  able 
Senator  as  I  do,  and  being  familiar  with 
his  great  succeas  in  the  field  of  law,  I  ask 
him  this  question:  If  he  were  oounsel 
in  a  case  and  the  question  to  a  prospee- 


ttve  juror  were  answered  in  the  manner 
Indloited.  after  the  judge  had  adced  the 
praveottve  Juror  whether  or  not  he  could 
remove  from  his  mmd  any  bias  lie  might 
ha^w.  would  not  the  Senator  use  a  per- 
emptory challenge  against  that  prospec- 
tive juror? 

Mr.  KRVIN.  No;  not  if  I  had  oonfl- 
dence  in  his  inteUectual  honesty.  If  a 
prospective  Juror  happened  to  be. a  per- 
son whom  I  considered  intellectually 
honest,  I  would  rather  have  him  on  the 
Jury  if  he  had  some  adverse  opinicm  of 
my  cUent.  because  I  lEnow,  as  a  matter 
of  psychology,  that  he  would  lean  back- 
ward and  give  my  client  much  more 
lenient  treatment  than  he  would  accord 
him  if  he  thought  my  client  were  as  pure 
as  the  driven  snow. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Will  my  friend  in- 
form me,  then,  why  there  are  provisions 
in  the  law  for  filing  afildavits  of  preju- 
dice against  a   trial  Judge?     A  Judge 

might  well  be  as  intellectually  honest  as 

I  am  sure  my  friend  from  North  Caro- 
lina is.  but  a  defendant  is  given  a  ri«ht 
under  the  law  to  file  such  an  affidavit. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  We  do  not  have  that 
practice  in  North  Carolina.    I  know  that 

many  other  States  have  it. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  In- 
diana (Mr.  JcNNEK]  compared  this  com- 
mittee to  a  grand  jury.  In  North  Caro- 
lina— and.  so  far  as  I  Icnow.  in  other 
States — grand  Jurors  cannot  be  disquali- 
fied on  the  ground  of  prejudice. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  jrield  to  me? 

Mr.  ERVIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  made  the  comparison 
on  the  basis  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
seleet  committee  to  obtain  aU  the  evi- 
dence. I  charged  that  the  select  com- 
mitee  did  not  obtain  all  the  evidence,  be- 
cause it  did  not  get  behind  the  facts  to 
Show  a  Communist  conspiracy  worlcing 
to  destroy  this  coimtry. 

Mr.  ERVIN.     We  did  not  do  that. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Of  course  the  commit- 
tee did  not.  That  is  why  I  say  we  can- 
not act  on  this  resolutioiu 

Mr.  ERVIN.  We  did  not  do  that  be- 
cause it  was  not  relevant  to  the  charges 
we  were  considering,  and  because  we  did 
not  propose  to  go  "rabbit  himting"  with 
Senator  McCarthy  or  anybody  else. 

Mr.  JENNER.  The  committee  should 
have  obtained  all  the  evidence,  so  that 
this  body  oould  act  intelUgently.  It  did 
not  do  so. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  believe  the  evidence  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Indiana  was  re- 
ferring was  some  committee  report, 
which  I  would  not  consider  evidence. 

Mr.  JENNER.  If  the  Senator  is  try- 
ing to  establish  legal  evidenoe  of  a  Com- 
munist conspiracy,  it  cannot  be  done.  If 
we  do  not  diagnose  this  conspiracy,  we 
are  going  to  destroy  this  country. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  yielded  to  the  Senator 
for  a  question.  I  will  say  that  in  my 
honest  Judgment — and  this  relates  to  the 
time  when  the  committee  was  sitting,  as 
weU  as  to  the  present  time,  when  ttta 
Senate  is  considering  the  charges — the 
allegations  that  Senator  McCartht  is 
tietng  tried  because  he  has  fought  Com- 
munists has  no  more  subcCa«ce  than  the 
siiadow  of  a  dream. 

Mr.  JranrBR.  Does  not  the  Senator 
realize  that  anv  man  in  the  nosition  of 


Senator   McChxht,    any   man   who 

touches  the  fleid  of  eommuntsm.  is  sub- 
jected to  the  saose  treatment?  The 
aame  treatment  was  accecded  the  tji«^ 
committee,  the  Dues  committee,  the  Vtide 
committee,  the  Internal  aeeurity  Gtaoi* 
mittee.  and  the  McCarthy  '*'*mmitten 
Any  man  who  has  touched  this  subleet 
has  received  the  same  treatmoit. 
Therefore  the  Senator  should  kxA  be- 
hind the  conspiracy  and  find  out  what  is 
going  on. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  assume  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Indiana  is  telling  me  what  his 
experience  has  been.  However.  I  will 
say  to  him  that  I  served  in  the  House 
when  there  were  men  in  that  body  Ufa* 
Fkahcis  Waltr  and  John  Wood  and 
other  Representatives  who  served  on 
the  Un-American  Activities  Cosmnittee. 
which  was  investigating  the  very  subieet 
under  discussion  here,  and  I  never  heaxti 
of  their  conduct  being  investigated  by  tbe 
House.    I  also  know  that  one  distin- 

guished  Senator  from  North  CaroUn«. 
former  Senator  MTlllis  Htinit.»i    did  a  very 

excellent  job  in  investigating  in  the  field 
of  communism,  but  I  never  heaivl  of  hit 
conduct  being  called  into  question  even 
once,  let  alone  5  times  in  4  years. 

Mr.  JENNER.    Ml*.  President,  wiU  tbe 

Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  ERVIN.   I  yield. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Senator  Willis  Smith 
was  a  great  American,  and  he  did  a  great 
Job  on  the  Internal  Security  Commit- 
tee. Senator  Willis  Smith  did  things  In 
committee  that  perhaps  he  should  not 
have  done.  I  remember  that  one  time 
when  I  was  presiding  over  that  commit- 
tee Senator  Willis  Smith  wanted  tahave 
an  attorney  who  was  representing  a 
fifth-amendment  Communist  take  an 
anti-Ooanmunlst  oath.  It  was  wrons 
for  him  to  suggest  it,  of  course,  and 
perhaps  he  could  have  been  subjected 
to  criticism  for  his  suggestion. 

I  siiggest  to  the  Senator  from  North 
CaroUna  that  some  Senators  who  have 
never  dealt  with  this  subject  do  not  re- 
alize what  thoee  wtio  take  part  in  such 
Investigations  are  up  against.  The  wit- 
nesses who  appear  before  us  are  a  part 
of  the  conspiracy;  they  move  as  an 
army ;  they  come  before  our  committees 
with  Communist  attomesrs;  they  try  to 
sabotage  our  courts;  they  work  into  the 
legislative  and  executive  branches  of  our 
Oovemment. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Just  a  nuxnent.  Mr. 
President;  I  did  not  sdeld  for  a  speech. 
I  yielded  (Hily  for  a  question. 

BCr.  WELKER.  Mr.  Presidait,  will  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  ERVIN.    I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  do  not  believe  I  made 
a  speech. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  No;  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  was  not  making  a  q)eeoh.  I  did 
not  refer  to  him.  llie  Senator  from 
Idaho  is  asking  questions;  he  is  not  mak» 
ing  speeches. 

Mr.  WEIiKSR.  As  a  preface  to  my 
remarks  I  shall  make  later,  either  this 
evening  or  tomorrow,  with  respect  to  the 
law  as  I  view  it.  I  should  like  to  get  tba 
Senator's  best  judgment  as  to  the  capao- 
ity  in  which  his  committee  sat.  In  other 
words,  was  the  committee  sitting  as  a 
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gnnd  Jviy.  as  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
f ifr.  Jnnm]  has  Indicated? 

lir.KBVIN.  IwassittUigontfaeaeieet 
eoounittee  an  a  United  States  Senator, 
with  life  other  Senators,  to  perform  a 
duty  imposed  upon  us — ^X  might  add, 
•gainst  our  will— by  the  XThlted  States 
Senate.  I  was  determined,  as  I  stated, 
to  reach  a  decision  based  solely  upon  the 
evidence  we  heard  and  on  the  relevant 
constitutional  provisions. 

Mr.  WELDER.  After  making  a  find- 
ing, does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina feel  it  was  his  duty  to  malce  an  argu- 
ment in  behalf  of  censuring  the  junior 
Senator  frcm  Wisconsin,  as  the  Senator 
did  a  few  minutes  ago? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  In  reply  to  that  ques- 
tion. Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  say 
that  I  made  my  speech  l>ecause  I  thought 
it  was  high  time  for  the  Senate  to  con- 
sider the  issue,  which  the  American  peo- 
ple are  debating  In  their  minds,  namely, 
wheUier  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
has  enough  manhood  to  stand  up  to 
Eenator  McCastht.  who  has  been  inves- 
tigated-5  times  in  4  years.  I  will  say, 
also,  that  when  I  came  to  the  Senate  I 
did  not  see  Senator  MoCartht,  except 
twice,  before  I  sat  on  the  select  commit- 
tee. I  do  not  have  a  television  set  and 
I  saw  him  only  4  or  5  times  on  television 
in  the  home  of  one  of  my  neighbors.  I 
performed  a  task  which  had  been  thrust 
upon  me  by  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

I  claim  that  I  am  a  loyal  American. 
I  claim  that  I  hate  ccHnmimism  Just  as 
much  as  does  Senator  McCastht.  I 
have  been  accused  in  the  press  through- 
out  the  United  States  and  in  the  unde- 
livered speech  Inserted  by  Senator  Mc- 
Castht in  the  Congsbsszcmiai,  Rkcobo  of 
being  a  handmaiden  and  an  agent  and 
an  attorney-in-fact  of  the  Communist 
Party. 

I  have  also  been  charged  with  assist- 
ing the  other  Ave  members  of  the  select 
committee  in  distorting  and  suppressing 
the  truth  in  order  to  bring  in  a  false 
report  against  Senator  McCartht. 

If  under  those  circumstances  I  could 
take  Senator  McCabtht  to  my  bosom 
I  would  be  a  strange  individual,  indeed' 
I  have  a  reputation  to  uphold. 

Mr.WELKER.  May  I  ask  the  Senator. 
If  I  mterrogate  him  merely  on  the  funda- 
mental issues  Involved,  whether  he  will 
answer  such  questions  or  whether  he  will 
launch  into  another  speech? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  will  say  to  my  distin- 
guished friend,  the  Senator  from  Idaho, 
that  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  any  ques- 
tion I  can  answer  that  relates  to  my 
work  on  the  committee  and  to  the  report. 
If  I  cannot  answer  it,  I  will  confess  that 
I  cannot  do  so.  However,  I  would  not 
wish  to  promise  to  go  quite  anywhere  to 
the  ends  of  the  earth  in  debate  with  the 
Senator  from  Idaho,  becaiise  since  the 
30th  of  Atigust  I  have  not  done  much  of 
anything  except  to  study  this  subject, 
and  I  have  become  rather  rusty  with 
respect  to  other  subjects. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Perhaps  I  should  put 
this  in  the  form  of  a  question,  although 
It  may  be  that  I  could  questi<m  the 
amount  of  woi^  the  Senator  has  done 
on  this  matter  in  ctxnparison  with  the  - 
amoimt  of  work  Aane  by  the  Senator 
from  Idaho.    However,  I  should  lllLe  to 


ask  the  Senator  this  question:  I>oes  the 
Soiator  feel  that  it  was  a  part  of  his  duty 
to  use  language  in  a  nationwide  tele- 
vision hookup  on  the  Meet  the  Press 
program  which  certainly  did  not  help  to 
enhance  the  dignity  of  the  United  States 
Senate  in  the  eyes  of  the  Amerloan  peo- 
ple, when  he  referred  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  in  rather  strong  terms,  using 
the  word  "vile"  and  similar  words? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  do  not  believe  I  used 
the  word  "vile." 

Mr.  WELKER.    Or  "slush  and  slime." 

BIT.  ERVIN.  I  did  not  say  that.  Those 
words  were  used  by  my  good  friend  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  SIennis]. 

Mt.  WELKER.  I  understood  the  Sen- 
ator to  agree  with  another  member  of 
the  select  committee  in  the  definition  of 
the  character  of  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. If  I  am  wrong,  I  shall  proceed  to 
another  question. 

The  Senator,  in  speaking  of  the  work 
Of  his  committee,  said  that  he  had  no 
precedent  to  go  by,  or  that  no  precedent 
existed  on  this  subject.  Does  the  Sen- 
ator mean  to  say  that  he  has  not  read 
the  two  cases  which  are  exactly  In  point 
with  the  pending  case?  | 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Oh,  yes;  I  read  the  two 
cases,  but  they  are  not  similar  to  the 
pending  case.  I  believe  I  have  read  every 
case  that  involved  the  disciplining  of  a 
Memlier  of  the  Senate  or  any  Member  of 
the  House,  from  the  beginning  of  the 
establishment  of  Congress. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Is  it  not  a  fair  as- 
sumption that  the  Senator  was  In  error 
when  he  stated  in  the  forum  of  the 
United  States  Senate  that  in  the  absence 
of  precedent,  murder,  rape,  arson,  and 
all  the  other  infamous  crimes  would  go 
impunished?  Does  not  the  Senator  know 
that  those  are  statutory  crimes? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  No;  I  did  not  say  that. 
What  I  said  was  that  when  the  Srst  man 
was  tried  for  murder  or  burglary  or  arson 
or  rape,  if  the  plea  had  been  accepted 
that  there  was  no  precedent  tq  go  by. 
the  man  would  have  t>een  acqaitted;  no 
man  could  ever  have  been  tried  for  any 
of  those  crimes,  if  in  the  first  instance, 
the  theory  had  been  followed  that  there 
was  no  precedent  on  which  to  try  him  for 
such  crimes. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  assume  the  Senator 
has  as  much  respect  for  a  duly  licensed 
attorney  at  law  as  he  has  for  the  rights 
and  dignities  of  one  who  is  a  brigadier 
general  in  the  United  States  Army? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  can  answer  that  ques- 
tion if  the  Senator  will  relate  his  ques- 
tion to  this  particular  case. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator  be- 
Ueve  that  General  Zwicker  should  have 
been  entitled  to  any  more  courtesy  or 
leniency  in  cross-examination  or  more 
respect  than  a  member  of  the  bar? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  No;  I  do  not  believe  so. 
It  does  not  make  any  difference  what  a 
man's  position  is.  I  do  not  believe  that 
General  Zwicker  is  entitled  to  any  more 
respect  than  any  other  human  being. 
However,  I  believe  that  a  man  who  has 
bared  his  breast  to  the  bullets  of  the 
enemy  and  has  been  decorated  for  gal- 
lantry on  the  t>attlefleld,  as  in  the  case  of 
General  Zwicker,  deserved  better  treat- 
ment than  he  received  at  the  htnds  of 
Senator  McCarthy. 


Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator  be- 
lieve that  an  attorney  who  cOmes  before 
the  McCarthy  committee,  the  Jenner 
committee,  or  any  other  committee  of 
the  Congress  should  respect  especially 
that  portion  of  his  oath  whidh  says: 

I  will  never  reject,  from  any  oonsideratlon 
personal  to  myself,  the  catiae  of  the  defense- 
less or  oppressed,  or  delay  any  man's  cause 
fcHT  lucre  or  malice.    So  help  me  God. 

Does  the  Senator  believe  in  that  oath? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Yes;  but  I  am  at  a  little 
loss  to  understand  its  application  to  the 
matter  under  consideration. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  Senator  was  pnejudiced  in 
favor  of  one  particular  individual,  name- 
ly, General  Zwicker,  or  whether  his  scru- 
ples, which  I  am  sure  are  the  very  high- 
est, apply  to  every  person,  whether  he  be 
a  lawyer,  a  general,  or  anyone  else. 

Mr.  ERVTN.  I  was  not  prejudiced  in 
favor  of  General  Zwicker.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  originally  thought  that  the 
committee  ought  not  consider  the 
Zwicker  incident  as  a  basis  for  censure; 
and  the  only  reason  the  committee  con- 
sidered it  was  because  of  the  fact  that 
all  three  Senators  who  had  proposed 
amendments  to  the  resolution  had  men- 
tioned the  Zwicker  incident,  and  we 
thought  that  under  those  circumstances 
it  ought  to  be  investigated. 

Mr.  WELKER.  After  all.  I  think  we 
are  the  jury  in  this  matter.  How  would 
the  Senator  rule  in  the  case  of  a  fellow 
Senator  who  is  given  a  job  to  investigate 
communism  and  who  loses  his  temper  in 
argument  with  a  counselor  representmg 
a  man,  whether  a  Communist  or  not,  and 
finally  has  him  thrown  out  of  the  room? 
Does  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
think  in  such  a  case  his  fellow  Senator 
should  be  censured? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  That  Is  a  case  about 
which  I  know  nothing.  Not  knowing  all 
the  circumstances,  I  would  not  want  to 
express  an  opinion. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  would 
rather  have  a  little  testimony? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  have  never  tried  a  case 
in  a  vacuum.  I  must  know  what  all  the 
facts  are. 

Mr.  WELKER.  In  the  General 
Zwicker  case  did  the  Senator  give  any 
consideration  to  the  testimony  of  one 
Harding,  I  believe  his  name  is.  who  is  al- 
leged to  have  called  a  Senator  an  infa- 
mous name,  such  as  "s.  o.  b." 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  heard  Mr.  Harding's 
testimony  which  indicated  something  of 
that  kind.  I  did  not  see  why  very  much 
consideration  should  be  accorded  to  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  WUl  my  friend  tell  me 
whether  he  gave  any  consideration  at  all 
to  the  fact  that  General  Lawton  had  tes- 
tified before  the  committee  with  respect 
to  some  statement  made  indicating  that 
General  Zwicker  had  been  antagonistic 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  remember  General 
Lawton's  testimony  very  well  General 
Lawton  said  he  did  not  remember  any- 
thing that  was  said  by  General  Zwicker, 
but  he  got  the  impression  in  his  mind 
from  wliat  General  Zwicker  had  said  that 
General  Zwicker  did  not  have  a  favorable 
attitude  toward  Senator  McCarthy. 
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Mr.  WELKER.    In  other  words,  the 
Senator  disregarded  that  conclusion? 
Mr.  ERVIN.    No;  I  did  not. 
Mr.     WELKER.    Did     the     Senator 
weigh  it  along  with  all  the  other  evi- 
dence? 
Mr.  ERVIN.    Yes. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  was  not 
present  to  hear  the  original  mterroga- 
tion  of  General  Zwicker,  was  he? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  No;  and  I  wish  I  had 
never  heard  anjrthing  about  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Will  the  Senator 
please  answer  the  question?  The  Sena- 
tor was  not  present  there,  was  he? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  No;  I  was  not.  I  will 
strike  out  that  remark.  What  I  meant 
to  say  was  that  I  was  in  the  position  of  a 
man  in  North  Carolina  who  qualified  as 
administrator  of  his  father's  estate, 
which  was  mvolved  in  many  lawsuits. 
He  said  he  had  so  much  trouble  with 
them  he  was  almost  sorry  the  old  man 
died.  I  am  almost  sorry  I  ever  heard  of 
General  Zwicker  or  anything  else  about 
this  matter. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  wUl  ask  the  Senator 
whether  at  any  time  heretofore  he  has 
heard  of  a  court,  a  grand  jury,  or  a 
quasi-judicial  body  being  permitted  to 
get  a  retake  of  the  original  testimony  of 
a  man  months  after  he  had  given  testi- 
mony before  a  conmiittee.  and  then  ab- 
solve him  of  arrogant  and  contemptuous 
conduct  against  tlie  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin or  any  other  Senator. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  The  only  evidence  be- 
fore the  committee  that  General  Zwick- 
er was  arrogant  in  the  testimony  taken 
at  Foley  Square  was  Senator  McCastht's 
testimony  to  that  effect.  I  think,  in  fair- 
ness to  General  Zwicker,  and  m  fairness 
to  the  committee,  it  had  to  pass  on  the 
question  of  whether  Senator  McCastht 
was  provoked  by  General  Zwicker's  arro- 
gance and  the  committee  felt  it  was 
necessary  to  bring  the  general  before  It 
to  see  whether  he  was  an  arrogant  man. 
Mr.  WELKER.  How  did  the  commit- 
tee know  he  was  not  arrogant  many 
months  before  that  time? 

Mr.  ERVEN.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
evidence  that  huUcates  arrogance.  He 
had  a  PresidenUal  directive  and  an  Army 
regulation  which  practically  told  him  to 
keep  his  mouth  shut,  and  he  did  not  know 
when  he  should  open  his  mouth  and 
when  he  should  not 

Mr.  WELKER.     If  the  Senator  will  be 
kind  enough— I  do  not  wish  to  tire  him; 
I  know  he  has  lieen  working  hard.    The 
Senator   knows   the   stock   instruction 
which  he  has  given  to  jiules  thousands 
of  times  in  actions  wherein  a  himian  be- 
ing is  to  be  penalised,  which  I  now  read: 
You  are  the  sole  judges  of  the  credibility 
of  the  witnesses  and  the  weight  that  should 
be  given  to  aU  the  testimony.    With  that  the 
court  has  nothing  to  klo.     Tou  may  judire 
the  credibiuty  of  a  ^iritness  by  the  manner 
in  which  he  gives  Ills  testimony,  his  de- 
meanor upon  the  sUnd,  the  reasonablenen 
or  the  unreasonableness  of  his  testimony,  his 
means  of  knowledge,  and  any  facts  about 
which  he  testifies,  his  Interest  In  the  case. 
the  feeling  he  may  have  for  or  against  the 
defendant,  or  any  circxunstances  tending  to 
»hed  light  upon  the  truth  or  falsity  of  such 
testimony.    And  it  U  for  you  at  last  to  eav 
What  weight  you  wm  give  to  the  teetimony 
of  any  and   all   wltnassee.     If  you   beUeve 
mat  any  witness  has  sworn  falsely  to  any 
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material  facts  In  the  ease,  you  are  at  liberty 
to  disbelieve  the  testimony  of  the  witness 
and  disregard  It  Insofar  as  it  U  not  corrobo- 
rated by  other  testimony. 

The  Senator  believes  that  to  be  a  wise 
Instruction,  and  has  often  given  that 
Instruction;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Yes.  I  think  that  is  a 
very  excellent  instruction. 

Mr.  WELKER.  How  could  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  or  any  of  the 
other  members  of  the  select  committee 
arrive  at  a  conclusion  with  reference  to 
General  Zwicker's  testimony  without  be- 
ing present?  Certainly  the  cold  black 
type  would  not  give  an  idea  of  his  de- 
meanor and  manner  of  testifying,  would 
it? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  have  had  experience 
in  several  hundred  lawsuits  where  the 
evidence  given  in  some  prior  case  was 
offered  in  evidence.  I  read  many,  many 
times  GenerakZwicker's  testimony  taken 
at  Foley  Square.  I  found  a  man  whose 
mouth  was  almost  closed  by  two  orders, 
one  from  his  Commander  in  Chief  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
other  by  Army  regulations.  I  think  most 
of  the  examination  by  Senator  McCakthy 
would  not  have  been  permitted  In  any 
court  of  law,  because  it  consisted  mostly 
of  hypothetical  questions  through  which 
he  was  trying  to  find  out  General  Zwick- 
er's attitude  toward  men  in  the  Penta- 
gon. 

I  am  impressed  witli  the  fact  that  a 
large  part  of  the  trouble  at  that  time  was 
due  to  the  insistence  on  the  part  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsm  that 
General  Zwicker  should  rememl>er 
everjrthlng  which  had  been  said  by  the 
Senator,  as  It  had  appeared  in  some 
newspaper  releases,  and  that  he  should 
have  accepted  all  of  the  Senator's  as- 
sumptions. So  I  think,  taken  by  and 
large,  he  did  very  weU.  Genenu  Zwicker, 
like  me,  had  a  rather  sweet  disposition. 
Mr.  WELKER.  That  is,  when  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  heard  him 
testify.    Is  that  a  correct  assiunption? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Taking  the  whole  matter 
into  consideration,  yes. 

Mr.  WELKER,  That  Is.  when  the 
Senator  heard  General  Zwicker  on  the 
retake,  or  the  second  time.  General 
Zwicker  had.  in  the  Senator's  opinion, 
a  rather  sweet  disposition,  did  he? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Under  the  circum- 
stances.  I  thought  remarkably  so. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Very  well.  Does  the 
Senator  Imow  what  kind  of  disposition 
General  Zwicker  had  when  he  originally 
testified? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  could  only  take  the  re- 
port of  the  evidence  on  that  occasion. 
That  was  all  I  had  to  go  by.  I  was  not 
present  on  the  first  occasion.  I  had  to 
take  the  evidence  given  on  that  occasicm 
in  order  to  perform  the  duty  imposed  on 
me  by  the  Senate.  That  was  all  I  had 
to  goby. 

Mr.  WELKER.  As  the  Senator  knows, 
having  been  the  able  jurist  and  counse- 
lor he  was  prior  to  coming  to  the  Senate 
what  is  contained  m  a  printed  transcript 
can  be  Interpreted  in  2  or  3  different 
ways  as  compared  with  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  oral  testimony.  Is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.KRVIN.  I  wlU  grant  to  my  friend, 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho, 


that  there  Is  some  disadvantage  to  con- 
sidering tesUmony  to  writing,  because 
when  testimony  has  been  reduced  to 
writing,  it  is  often  difficult  to  tell  the 
difference  between  the  testimony  of  Ana- 
nias and  George  Washington. 

Mr.  WEIKER.  That  is  correct. 
That  is  the  reason  why  an  BtrpeUate 
court  will  not  reverse  a  question  of  fact 
which  has  been  determtoed  to  a  low^ 
court.  Is  not  that  a  correct  statement 
of  the  law? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  That  would  depend  on 
whether  the  question  of  fact  was  sup- 
ported by  evidence. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  mean  a  question  of 
fact  which  is  supported  by  the  evidence 
Mr.  ERVIN.  In  my  State,  to  equity 
cases,  an  appellate  court  can  consider 
evidence  again,  reverse  the  ftodlngs  of 
the  lower  court,  and  make  Its  own  find- 
ings of  fact.  That,  however.  Is  a  mat- 
ter of  practice  to  my  own  State 

Mr.WELKER.    I  wish  to  ask  the  Sen- 
ator a  question  with  reference  to  his 
speech  made  a  few  moments  ago     Did  J 
1  understand  the  Senator  to  say  thafc/ 
there  was  sufficient  evidence  against  thdy 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconrin  to  war-) 
rant  his  being  expeUed  from  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  upon  the  ground  of 
moral  incapacity  or  mental  incapacity? 
I  was  making  notes  at  the  time,  and  my 
understendtog  of  the  Senator's  state- 
ment may  not  be  fair  to  him.    I  should 
like  to  have  his  observations. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  can  give  the  Senator, 
I  believe,  almost  exactly  what  I  said; 
certainly  I  can  give  it  to  him  to  sub- 
stance. 

I  was  speaking  to  respect  to  the  unde-  • 
llvered  speech  which  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsto  had  inserted  in  the  Cow- 
GRBssiONAL  RjBcoRD.  to  whlch  he  said 
that  the  six  Members  of  the  Senate  who 
constituted  the  select  conunittee  were 
the  unwitting  handmaids,  tovoluntary 
agents,  and  attomeys-to-fact  of  the 
Communist  Party;  and  to  which  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  said  also 
that  the  select  committee  "distorted, 
misrepresented,  and  omitted  to  its  effort 
to  manufacture  a  plausible  rationallsa- 
Uon  for  advising  the  Senate  to  accede  to 
the  clamor  for  my  scalp." 

When  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin inserted  to  the  Rscoao  that  un- 
deUvered  speech,  which  he  had  thereto- 
fore spread  throughout  the  country  by 
means  of  the  press,  either  he  knew  that 
the  statement  was  untrue,  or  he  believed 
it  to  be  true.  This  is  my  personal  opto- 
ioa  I  said  if  Senator  McCaxtht  made 
that  fantastic  and  foul  accusation 
against  the  6  members  of  the  select 
cmnmittee  without  believing  it  to  be 
true,  then  he  attempted  to  assassinate 
the  character  of  those  6  Senators,  and 
he  ought  to  be  expelled  from  the  Senate 
for  moral  incapacity  to  perform  the  du- 
ties of  a  Senator. 

I  said,  further,  that  if  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsto  made  that  fan- 
tastic and  foul  accusation  against  the  six 
members  of  the  select  committee  to  the 
honest  belief  that  such  accusation  was 
true,  then  he  was  labeling  under  mental 
delusions  of  gigantic  proportions  and 
ought  to  be  expelled  from  the  Senate  for 
mental  tocapadty  to  perf  onn  the  duties 
of  the  office  of  Senator. 
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X  ew4>h>ly  aggee  tt»t 
of.  vm^  jwrfcftje  nane  <tf  ns,  wnild 
IwvedeUvwMd  that  ■seech.  NatwoSen- 
•tan  aie- alikft.  But  raKieBe  n^hins 
waft  dOBft  ta  thai  spocb  to  comet  it  to 
the  satlsf •efclon  «t  the  lunior  Senator 
ftaatt  Martb  Candina.  Ib  ttaat  events  on 
ttafrtaals  of  tbat  apeeidt.  woidd  tiM  Scn- 
Merlh  Garaynft  ba  wUUns  to 
•  reaolHttoa  t»  expel  ttw  Junior 
txaok.  Wlecorntin?. 
Mr.  EUVIN.  Mr.  President,  in  re- 
vonae-to  theinqmiry  of  tbe  dlstingulahcd 
Junior  Eiawator  fnun  IdahOi  I  do  not  imto- 
poae  to  submit  a  resokiticm  to  esqpel  the 
Jonier Senator  from  Wtoconrtn,  for  tkree 


Jxk  the  first  places  I  aa  the  lowest 
rankinK  Demoerat  in  seniority  in  the 
Senatek  Scoood,  I  do  not  think  that 
thatidnd  of  reartutien  would  receive  a 
two-thirdi  vote  of  the  Senate  at  pxesoit. 
In  the  third  xdaee.  I  stooidd  hope  that 
a.  reaolvtian  ef  eensore  by  the  Senate 
wovld  have  aoine  tendency  to  cause  the 
junior  Seni^or  from  Wiacanain  to  maul 
his  way*  and  to  stop  flyblowing,  through- 
out the  United  Stotes.  the  charaeter  of 
Members  of  the  Senate  wlio  do  not  I4>- 
prove  of  faia  dlaordaly  coofduct  in  hie 
genateriid  ofllee. 

Mr.  WELKBR.  To  hurry  along,  was 
the  Sautter  from  North  Carolina  preaent. 
when  two  Members  of  this  great  body 
from  the  Senator's  side  of  the  aisle  en- 
gaged in  a  ddaato.  one  accustng  the  other 
of  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  enemy, 
both  of  them  being  great  Senators,  and 
both  being  great  frloids  of  mine? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  have  no  recollection 
of  any  such  debate.  Bting  a  sort  of 
unwitting  p»Mn,  the  debate  might  have 
ooeurred  in  my  presence,  and  I  not  have 
known  anything  about  it.  But  I  have 
no  recollectiMi  of  it. 

Mr.  WEILSSR.  The  debate  occurred 
in  the  presence  of  the  other  Senator 
from  Mortti  Carolina,  who  is  on  the  floor. 

With  reject  to  the  first  charge,  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  handled  it 
quite  fully.  The  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconain.  in  the  opinion  of  the  Junior 
Senates'  from  North  Carolina  and  in  the 
opinion  of  the  otho:  monbers  of  the 
committee,  should  be  oensured  fbr  fail- 
ure to  remember  certain  things  and  to 
answer  certain  questtone,  Does  the  Sen^ 
9kUx  txota  North  Carolina  realize  that 
at  that  time  a  heated  pc^ticiU  eam- 
pcUgn  was  in  mrogress.  on  the  outc<»ne 
of  which  the  future  of  the  Junior  Soia- 
tor  from  Wiceonsin  in  his  State  was 
dqnendent? 

Mr.  ERVINk  I  am  not- aware  that  a 
heated  political  campaign  was  in  prog- 
ress in  the  fall  of  1961,  when,  the  Gil- 
lette suboommittee  ilrst  tried  to  get  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  w^ 
pear  before  it. 

(At  this  point  Mr.  Eavnr  yielded  to 
Mr.  McCarthy,  who  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate  to  certain  court  sub- 
penas  and  submitted  a  resoluticxi.  which, 
with  the  ensuing  debate,  appears  In 
today's  Raoosa  following  Mr.  Ebvin's  re- 
marks.) 

lir.  WKLKXR^  Mr.  President  will  the 
Senator  Xromr  North  Carolina  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Bir.  ERVM.  I  yieU.  to  the  Senator 
from  Idaho. 


Mr.  WEI2EB.  The  Senator  has  been 
very  graelous.  and  I  dislike  to  take  up  so 
nni^  of  his  time. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  am  very  glad  to  have 
yielded  so  that  the  exchange  between  the 
Seutor  from  Idaho  and  mysell  could 
have  taken  place. 

jttx.  WELKER.  Before  the  Interrup- 
tion. I  think  the  Senator  from  North 
CuoUna  stated  he  did  not  know  there 
was  a  poUtical  campaign  goings  on  in 
Wisconain  in  the  fall  of  1S51. 

Blr.  ERVIN.  That  is  correct.  I  do  not 
know  whether  or  not  there  was  a  State 
election  in-  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  WELKER.  My  people  came  from 
North  Carolina.  I  do  not  know  what 
persons  who  come  from  there  call  politi- 
cal campaigns.  I  venture  to  say  that  In 
my  Stote  of  Idaho  some  have  already 
started  campaigning  for  the  election 
which  will  toke  place  2  years  from  now. 
However.  I  should  like  to  ask  tha  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  If  he  heard  my 
discussion  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  as 
reported  in  the  Augrist  2.  1954.  issue  of 
the  COHGRKBSZOHAi.  RccoKD,  wheQ  I  at- 
tempted to  state  why  I  resigned  from 
the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Slectlons.  My  resignation  was  couched 
in  rather  strong  language. 

Mr.  BRVIN.  I  do  not  recall  hearing 
the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  anyone  on  the  se- 
lect committee  or  any  member  of  Its  staff 
suggest  that  my  remarics  respecting  my 
reasons  for  leaving  the  Subcommtttee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  be  read  to  the 
select  committee? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  The  only  thing  I  saw  In 
reference  to  the  Senator  was  his  letter 
of  resignation,  which  is  in  the  Aicord. 
It  was  very  short.  I  also  saw  some  refer- 
ence to  the  resignation  of  the  Senator 
fr«n  Idaho  in  one  of  the  letters  written 
by  Senator  McCartrt,  with  liis  embel- 
lishments. I  do  not  recall  the  Senator's 
speech.    I  am  sorry. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  or  anyone  else  inquire  as 
to  why  I  left  the  committee? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  read  in  one  of  ta\e  let- 
ters which  Senator  McCarthy  wrote  that 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  did  not  s^prove 
the  actions  of  the  aubcommittee,  that  he 
thotight  It  was  being  devoted  to  political 
purposes,  or  something  to  that  efflbct. 

Mr.  WELKER.  In  view  of  that  state- 
ment, did  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina think  it  necessary  to  invite  or  offer  a 
fellow  colleague  an  opportunity  to  ex- 
plain before  the  select  committee  his 
reasons,  whether  they  were  valid  or  oth- 
erwise, for  resigning  from  the  sabcom- 
mittee? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  assumed  that  Senator 
McCabtrt  was  more  familiar  with  those 
facts  than  I  was.  because  I  knew  nothing 
about  them  except  what  I  saw  in  the 
printed  pages.  I  assumed  that  Senator 
McCarthy  and  his  very  brilliant  oounsel, 
Edward  Bennett  WiUlams,  would  sub- 
V&DA  before  the  select  conunittee  the 
Sen&tor  from  Idaho  or  any  other  wit- 
iiesees  they  thought  would  help  Senator 
McCarthy. 

Mr.  WELESR.  In  other  words,  the 
Senator  f  ran  Nortti  Carolina  wanted  tlie 
man -who  stood  before  the  bar  of  justice 
or  the  quasi>-bar  of  Justice,  or  whatever 
it  might  be  called,  to  produce  the  wit- 


nesses who  brought  about  the  dtotton; 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  If  Senator  McCaitht 
had  wanted  the  Senator  froan  Idaho  to 
be  there,  I  would  have  thought  Senator 
McCarthy  would  have  called  that  mat- 
ter to  the  attention  of  the  select  com- 
mittee, and  would  have  requested  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  to  come  before  It. 
As  I  have  said,  I  read  what  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy said  about  the  attitude  of  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  toward  the  subcom- 
mittee.          

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
North  CaroUna  recall  that  by  virtue  of 
the  action  of  the  Senate,  the  select  com- 
mittee had  been  ordered  to  produce  the 
evidence,  to  hear  all  the  evidence,  to 
determine  the  issue,  and  to  decide  what 
it  would  recommend  to  the  Senate? 
That  is  correct;  is  It  not? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  No;  the  Senate  did  not 
instruct  us  to  go  into  all  the  evidence  in 
the  world.  It  said  for  us  to  gf t  evidence 
bearing  on  the  issues  we  were  trying; 
and  I  did  not  see  anjrthlng  to  indicate 
that  the  Senator  from -Idaho  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  writing  the  letters  which 
were  written  by  Senator  McCarthy  or 
the  letters  which  were  wrltteil  by  Sena- 
tor OiLLgTTg.  or  Senator  Hckstngs. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  suppose  there 
would  have  been  some  probative  value 
in  having  the  select  committee  listen  to 
the  testimony  of  such  a  colleague?  The 
committee  did  not  need  believe  It,  but  It 
could  have  listened  to  it.  Will  the  Sen- 
ator agree  as  to  that? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President.  If  it  had 
been  our  duty  to  wade  throueh  all  the 
CoNGREssiowAL  RECORD  and  to  scc  what 
every  Member  of  the  Senate  had  ever 
said  about  any  matter  connected  with 
any  of  the  committees,  this  investiga- 
tion would  have  been  In  progress  until 
the  last,  lingering  echo  of'  Oabrlel's 
horn  trembled  into  ultimate  silence. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  WELKER  Gabriel  could  have 
blown  his  horn  100  times ;  but  If  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Carolina  we|r  on  trial 
and  if  he  felt  that  a  colleague  had  had 
some  retison  for  resigning  from  a  com- 
mittee criticized  by  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  would  not  the  Senator 
think  it  would  be  an  act  of  f  airhess  to  ask 
that  Senator  to  appear? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Knowing  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Idaho  as  I  do,  I 
would  say  that  I  am  satisfied  that  If  he 
thought  he  had  any  Information  which 
would  have  enabled  the  select  committee 
to  arrive  at  a  correct  conclusion,  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  would  have  notified 
us  of  that  fact  and  would  have  asked  for 
the  privilege  of  coming  before'  us. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  sincerely  appreciate 
those  kind  remarks;  but  does  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina,  able  counselor  and 
jurist  that  he  is.  assume  it  was  the  obli- 
gation of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Idaho — who  had  been  ordered  home  for 
his  health,  by  t*ie  Capitol  physician — to 
anticipate  when  the  select  Committee 
would  reach  any  portion  of  the;testimony  ^ 
with  reference  to  him  or  whether  the  se- 
lect committee  was  even  considering  it? 
After  all.  149  charges  were  filed.  I  beUeve. 
at  the  time  when  I  left  Wari^lngton.  to 
return  to  my  home.    But  I  was  not  even 
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given  the  consideration  of  being  allowed 
to  tell  the  select  cMnmittee  why  I  re- 
signed from  the  Huboommittee.  I  do  not 
believe  that  is  tlie  way  tilings  are  done 
in  the  courte  of  Justice  in  North  Carolina 
or  Idaho. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  In  reply  to  the  observa- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  I  may 
say  I  was  not  put  on  notice,  by  anjrthing 
I  saw  or  read  or  heard,  that  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  was  not  aware  of  the  fact 
that  the  investigation  was  going  on. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  have  to  be  put  on  notice? 
There  was  already  in  the  Rbgoro  the  let- 
ter to  the  chairman  of  the  full  commit- 
tee, asking  him  to  fill  my  place  on  the 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions ;  but  nowhere  in  the  Rscoro  appears 
the  telegram  I  sent  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillktti], 
steting  my  reasons  for  resigning. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
have  that  letter,  and  I  never  heard  of 
it.  except  I  saw  the  letter  of  the  Senator 
from  Idaho — let  me  see  if  I  can  find  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  know  wtiat  is  in  it; 
I  think  I  can  stete  It  at  this  time.  It 
was  addressed  to  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona [Mr.  Haydeh],  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
and  it  read  as  follows: 

Thl«  U  to  advlM  you  that  I  resign  forth- 
with  from  the  Subooxiiinlttee  on  PrlvUeges 
and  Elections. 

And  I  asked  him  to  fill  the  vacancy 
thereon. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  That  Is  the  only  thing 
I  noticed  about  any  connection  on  the 
part  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  with 
the  subcommittee  or  in  regard  to  resign- 
ing from  the  subcommittee,  except  there 
was  a  letter  in  which  Senator  McCarthy 
steted,  I  believe,  in  language  Just  as  pic- 
turesque as  any  hiunan  being  could 
utter,  why  the  Senator  from  Idaho  had 
resigned;  and  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  could  have  used 
any  adjectives  or  adverbs  which  would 
have  made  it  any  stronger,  if  he  had 
been  there. 

Mr.  WELKER.  In  other  words,  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  accepted 
hearsay  testimony.  Instead  of  actual  tes- 
timony from  the  man  who  resigned. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  No;  it  was  not  hearsay 
testimony.  It  was  a  letter  from  Senator 
McCarthy,  the  man  whose  conduct  was 
being  investigated.  It  was  a  letter  he 
wrote  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona  I  Mr 
HaypiwI,  I  believe. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Would  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  think  the  Senate 
should  return  to  Washington  to  hear  the 
testimony  of  a  colleague  as  to  the  rea- 
son why  he  resigned  from  the  subcom- 
mittee? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  think  it  would  be  im- 
material as  to  wliy  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  resigned. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Even  though  it  might 
result  in  censuring  the  Senator  from 
Idaho? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  do  not  think  anyone 
wishes  to  censure  the  Senator  from 
Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  will  read  the  telegram 
I  sent,  he  will  find  used  therein  rather 
strong  language,  and  I  am  afraid  it  is 
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very  dose  to  a  violation  of  the  rule 
ad(4)ted  by  the  select  committee.  I  am 
sorry  I  did  not  luive  an  opportunity  to 
appear  before  the  select  committee.  I 
invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  to  the  August  2  issue  of 
the  Cohgrksbionai.  Ricoao,  shortly  be- 
fore I  went  home. 

In  conclusion,  I  should  like  to  have 
the  advice  of  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina,  as  a  fine  lawyer,  jurist,  and 
Senator,  as  to  what  he  thinlcs  is  the  most 
Importent  thing  for  a  Senator  to  do: 
When  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  was 
offered  a  chance  to  come  before  the  Gil- 
lette subcommittee,  should  he  have  ac- 
cepted It;  or  would  It  have  been  better 
for  him  to  have  received  a  subpena  or- 
dering him  to  appear  before  the  subcom- 
mittee— a  subpena  he  could  not  escape. 
Mr.  ERVIN.    In  replying  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Idaho.  I  would 
say  that  if  I  had  regarded  myself  in  the 
way  Senator  McCarthy  regards  himself. 
namely,  as  the  symbol  of  resistence  to 
Communist  subversion,  and  if  the  com- 
mittee had  asked  me  for  information  as 
to  whether  any  funds  collected  or  re- 
ceived by  me  and  by  others  on  my  be- 
half to  conduct  certain  of  my  activities, 
including  those  relating  to  communism, 
were  ever  diverted  and  used  for  other 
purposes  inuring  to  my  personal  advan- 
tage,   I    would    go    immediately    before 
the  committee  without  any  subpena  or 
request.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  I  hap- 
pened to  be  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Potomac  River  and  there  were  no  bridge 
across  it,  and  the  Potomac  River  were 
fire  instead  of  water.  I  would  try  to  cross 
it  to  give  my  testimony  before  the  com- 
mlttee  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  ask  my  friend  please 
to  answer  the  questions.  What  the  Sen- 
ator would  have  done  may  not  be  exactly 
what  the  Senator  from  Idaho  or  any 
other  person  woxild  have  done.  I  ask  if 
it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  people  of  North 
Carolina  sent  the  Senator  to  the  United 
Stetes  Senate  not  to  be  100  percent  right, 
80  percent  right,  or  70  percent  right. 
They  asked  him  to  use  his  own  best  Judg- 
ment, whether  it  be  good  or  bad.  imtll 
they  can  have  another  shot  at  him  at 
the  polls.    Is  that  not  a  fact? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  should  say  "Yes."  I 
will  say  further  that  if  I  were  in  the  posi- 
tion of  Senator  McCarthy  and  the  c<«n- 
mlttee  hsul  requested  me  to  come  before 
the  committee  to  give  information  on  a 
certahi  point,  and  I  had  failed  to  do  so, 
the  people  of  North  Carolina  would  kick 
me  out  of  the  Senate  at  the  next  oppor- 
tunity, and  wovUd  be  justified  in  so  doing. 
Mr.  WELKER.  That  leads  me  to  the 
next  question.  Since  at  least  a  great 
portion  of  the  report  on  count  No.  1 
of  the  allegations  against  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  had  to  do  with 
financial  transactions,  failure  to  i4>pear, 
and  so  forth,  I  ask  if  It  is  not  a  fact 
that  a  large  part  of  that  report  was 
dedicated  to  discussing  Mr.  Ray  Kier- 
mas,  administrative  assistant  of  ^e 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Klermas  was  not  permitted  to  appear 
before  the  select  omunittee— he  was 
not  subpenaed — ^nor  was  he  invited  to 
amiear  before  the  Gillette  subcommittee. 
Is  that  correct? 


B«r.  ERVIN.  I  do  not  know  about  the 
Gillette  committee.  He  was  not  sub- 
penaed to  cMne  before  the  select  com- 
mittee. But  if  I  were  involved  in  the 
matter,  and  I  figured  that  I  would  ba 
the  logical  person 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  talking  about 
McCarthy.  The  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  does  not  have  a  secretary 
named  Klermas. 

Mr.  ERVm.  No:  I  do  not.  But  I 
think  if  Mr.  Klermas  could  have  given 
any  testimony  favorable  to  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy in  respect  to  the  financial  trans- 
actions under  investigation  by  the  Gil- 
lette committee,  Mr.  Klermas,  as  the  ad- 
mlnlstraUve  assistant  of  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy, ought  to  have  gone  before  the 
committee  and  done  so.  I  think  my  ad- 
ministraUve  assistant  would  do  that 
much  for  me.  I  do  not  think  he  would 
wait  for  a  subp)ena. 

Mr.  WELKER.  In  other  words.  It  is 
the  Senator's  contention  that  the  ban  is 
in  McCarthy's  court  to  play.  iTi^t^f^^i 
of  that  of  the  Gillette  ccxnmittee  or  the 
select  committee? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  My  position  Is  that 
when  a  committee  Is  Investigating  a  mat- 
ter In  which  the  honor  erf  a  Senator  and 
the  honor  of  the  Senate  Itself  are  at 
steke,  that  Senator  ought  to  cooperate 
with  that  committee  and  give  it  any  in- 
formation in  his  power  which  might 
show  that  he  had  not  dtme  any  dishon- 
orable thing. 

Mr.  WELKER.  While  this  commit- 
tee  

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  think  the  Senator  and 
I  had  better  conclude  pretty  soon. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  certainly  wlU.  I 
have  only  two  further  questions.  I  am 
sorry  to  have  delayed  the  Senator  this 
long. 

If  the  Senator  w«*  facing  a  crucial 
election  in  the  Stote  of  North  Carolina 
would  he,  the  fall  before  the  election. 
volunterily  appear  before  a  committee 
which  one  of  his  colleagues  of  opposito 
political  faith  had  described  as  a  poUtleal 
committee,  engaged  in  an  effort  to  smear 
him?  If  the  Senator  will  obtain  from 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gn.LETTK] 
the  full  text  of  the  telegram  which  I  sent 
him,  he  will  find  some  other  descriptive 
words.  Woiild  the  Senator  have  been 
happy  to  appear  before  such  a  commit- 
tee, which  might  well  destroy  him  po- 
Utlcally? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  did  not  know  Senator 
HunoNGs,  Senator  Hxnducksom,  or  Sen- 
ator Haydkm  before  I  came  to  the  Senate; 
but  having  observed  those  gentlemen.  I 
will  say  that  if  they  were  investigating 
my  financial  transactions  and  I  had  any 
evidence  upon  which  they  could  base  a 
favorable  report,  I  would  run  to  them  as 
fast  as  I  possibly  could,  because  my  ob- 
servation of  them  leads  me  to  beUeve 
that  they  are  men  with  compassionate 
hearte,  men  who  would  rather  acquit  a 
fellow  Senator  than  to  convict  him. 

Mr.  WELKER  Does  the  Senator 
mean  to  say  Uiat  the  statement  he  has 
just  made  would  be  oomp^nt  evldenoe 
in  any  court  in  the  United  States,  Mex- 
ico, or  anywhere  else? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  No.  The  S«iator  wag 
asking  me  what  I  would  have  done,  and 
I  was  telling  him  exactly  wliat  I  would 
have  done. 
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If  ft  MBUBltiee  ewvoied  ttf  ttaree  such 
flue  and  lair  men  as  thoee  fienatots  were 
ln¥Mt1a>ttng  my  aOain.  I  woidd  seek  m 
lumeB  at  ie<uce  wttli  tbcm.  becatase  I 
thtDk  they  would  aeguit  me  If  I  had  a 
just  case.   

lir.  WBJCBR.  Here  far  a  Senator  who 
bapsnn»  to  dlller  wUfa  the  Senator  froor 
North  CaroUna.  However,  he  was  not 
glyen  the  right  or  opport»mtty  to  ^wear 
befocw  the  Soiater's  e(»ninittee,  eifery 
one  of  whose  members  I  respect  as  my 
•frtfnrt* 

Mi.  EKVIN.  Jjat  me  say  to  my  frimd 
from  Idaho  that  I  did  not  have  any  facts 
upon  which  to  form  the  opinion  that 
the  SenakHT  from  Idaho  was  the  only  one 
of  tbe  163  »>ii»""  people  ai  the  United. 
States  wbo  did  not  know  tbat  an  inves- 
tigation  was  in  progress. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  cannot  follow  the 
Senator.  I  did  not  hear  him  distinctly. 
Docs  the  Senator  say  that  he  did  not 
know  of  any  person  who  was  not  aware 
of  what  was  going  on? 

Mr.  ERVER.  No.  I  said  I  had  no 
knowledge  of  any  facts  which  would  put 
me  on  notice  that  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  did  not  know  that  an  investigation 
was  to  be  conducted.  I  thought  every- 
one in  the  United  States  knew  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  That  is  where  the 
Senator  hajwens  to  be  wrong.  Iwillsay 
further  to  the  Senator  that  I  did  not 
know  what  matters  were  being  investi- 
gated. I  suppose  I  should  have  left  a 
sickbed  neai^  3.000  miles  away,  paid  my 
own  expenses,  and  returned  to  Wash- 
ington to  ttiid  out  that  the  omnmittee 
was  Investigating  the  Zwlcker  matter, 
wh«i  I  knew  nothing  about  it. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  If  the  Somtor  had  noti* 
fled  azvy  membo:  of  the  committee  that 
he  had  any  evidence  to  give  on  the  mat-^ 
teTr  the  committee  would  have  had  him 
subpenaed  and  would  have  paid  his  eat- 
penses  to  come  here  to  testify. 

Mr.  WELKER.  One  further  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WSLKER.  I  have  (mly  two  fur- 
ther questiims,  if  the  Senator  will  bear 
with  me. 

Mr.  KUVIN.  Let  me  yldd  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  the  chairman  of  the 
eommitee. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  In  View  of  the  fact 
that  there  seems  to  be  some  difDcuIty 
over  the  onestion  of  an  opportunity  be- 
ing afforded  the  Soiator  from  Idaho  to 
testtfjr.  is  it  not  a  faet  that  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtht  was  notified  that  he  could  call 
wltaeeses.  and  that  he  did  can  witnesses? 
Bis  was  asked  more  than  onoe-H?robably 
S  or  4  time*— whether  he  had  a^  evt- 
diace  or  ai^  witnesses  he  wished  to  pre- 
sent. Theeamnitteeevenwoitsofaraa 
to  adc  him  if  there  wne  any  invesdga- 
tions  he  wanted  to  suggest  that  the  com- 
mittee make  in  his  brtialf .  We  said  we 
would  send  out  Investigatavs  or  caU  wit- 
HBseeg.    n  that  nottnier 

Mr.  EHVIN.  Tbat^istrue.  The  chair- 
man of  the  eommittee  repeated  the  offer 
to  c;idl  anyone  Senator  MeCAKTST  wished 
to  caU;  and  before  the  evkleDcewB»c(m- 
duded.  tile  ehidrmansaiked  Senator  Mc- 
Camht  uaA  bis  oounsd  if  they  had  any 
further  mrtdenee  to  offer,  and  they  said 
they  had  not. 


Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  i 

Mr.  KBVIN.    I  yield.  1 

Mr.  WBLKER.  Ab  I  understood  the 
order  to  ttae  sdect  committee,  it  was  di- 
rected to  obtain  the  evidence  and  pre- 
sent it.  Does  the  Senator  know  whether 
or  not  Senator  McCabthy  knew  that  my 
telegram,  to  Senator  Qillbtte  reaigning 
from  the  Privileges  and  Electioni  Sub- 
committee was  not  in  the  files?  I  never 
knew  about  it  imtil  yesterday. 

Mr.  ERVIS.  I  caxmot  tell  the  Senator 
what  Senator  McCarthy  knew. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  quite  Certain 
the  Senator  will  agree  with  me— and  I 
ask  him  if  this  is  not  a  logical  oonclu- 
sion — Uiat  if  the  committee  had  tiad  my 
full  telegram,  sent  to  my  Xriend  tlae  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa,  there  would  have  been 
no  occasion  for  me  to  appear,  other  than 
to  answer  any  cross-examination  which 
might  have  been  desired. 

My  final  question  is  this :  Is  the  Sena- 
tor familiar  with  James  M.  Beck,  who 
is  a  doctor  of  laws  and  an  outstanding 
author?  ] 

Mr.  ERVIN.    I  am.  ' 

Mr.  WELKER.  He  is  the  author  of 
the  book.  The  Vanishing  Rights  of  the 
States. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  He  was  a  great  legal 
scholar  and  a  very  fine  American.  I  am. 
familiar  with  sc»ne  of  his  writings.  At 
one  time  he  was  Solicitor  Generali  of  the 
United  States. 

Ii4r.  WELKER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  He  was  a  great  lawyer 
and  a  profound  legal  scholar. 

Mr.  WELKER.  He  wrote  the  book. 
The  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
and  also  the  book.  The  Vanishing  Rights 
of  ti|e  States. 

Mf .  KRVIN.  I  am  familiar  with  his 
book  on  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  I  do  not  believe  I  have  read  the 
other  book. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Certainly  he  is  a  great 
scholar,  who  is  very  much  beloved  and 
respected  by  men  of  the  Soutii.  Of 
course,  the  Senator  knows  that  southern 
blood  fiows  in  my  veins,  too.  I  quote 
from  page  50  of  that  great  boot.  The 
Vanishing  Rights  of  the  States.  What 
is  said  there  is  relevant  to  the  first 
Sharge.  or  allegation,  in  the  censvu-e 
resolutiofn: 

It  is,  however,  eqtially  clear  that  the  act 
which  would  Justify  his  expulsion  must  have 
taken  place  since  his  election.  What  he  did 
prior  to  his  election  and  qualification  has 
been  pwiwirt  upon  by  the  people  ctf  his  State. 
In  a  political  aenae,  U  la  rea  adjudioata.  A 
candidate  for  the  Senate  might  have  been 
gnllty  or  embeszlement  before  his  dectlon, 
but  the  right  of  the  people  of  that  State  to 
send  an  embessler  to  the  Senate,  If  it  sees  fit. 
Is  dear.  Such  decision  Is  the  sole  right  oX 
the  State. 

Does  the  Senator  agree  or  disagree 
with  Mr.  Beck  in  that  conclusion? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  agree  with  that  state- 
ment when  it  is  confined  to  the  prece- 
dents on  which  that  statement  is  based. 
Those  precedents  involve  cases  in  which 
Senators  had  violated  a  criminal  stat- 
ute, and  after  the  violation  of  law,  which 
was  known  to  the  public  In  their  States. 
were  elected  or  reelected  to  the  Senate. 

I  agree  with  Ifr.  Beek  on  that  pomt. 
However,  I  do  not  agree  that  that  prin- 
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eiple  applies  In  the  case  of  a^-  offense 
against  the  Senate  itself,  as  distin- 
guished from  an  offense  against  a  crimi- 
nal law.       

Mr.  WELKER.  I  do  not  believe  the 
Senator  followed  me,  I  am  sure,  because 
otherwise  he  would  not  have  said  wtiat 
he  did  say.    Mr.  Beck  wrote: 

It  la,  howerer.  equally  clear  that  the  act 
which  would  JuBtUy  his  ezpulsien — 

^He  is  gdng  back  to  article  1.  section  5, 

of  the  Constitution,  which  woiild  cover  a 

fist  fig^ht  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  for 

example. 

Mr.  ERVIN.    Is  that  wliat  Mr.  Beck 

says?  

Mr.  WELKEK.  No;  I  am  ad  llbbinfir 
that,  but  the  Senator,  I  am  sure,  as  a 
lawyer,  will  follow  me.  He  understands 
that. 

It  is,  however,  equally  clear  tltat  the  act 
which  would  Justify  his  exptilslon'  muat  have 
taken  place  since  his  election.  What  be  did 
prlco-  to  his  election  and  quallDcatlon  baa 
been  passed  upon  by  the  people  cf  hla  State. 
In  a  political  sense,  it  Is  res  adjudteata. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  The  point  I  am  making 
is  that  that  statement  of  Mr.  Beck  resta 
upon  authorities  which  Involved  only  a 
situation  in  which  a  Senator  had  vio- 
lated a  criminal  law  before  his  election, 
and  that  fact  had  been  known  to  the  peo- 
ple of  his  State,  and  he  had  nevertheless 
been  elected  after  that  fact  was  known. 

There  is  no  case  or  precedent  that  I 
could  find  on  the  question  before  us, 
namely,  a  situation  in  which  sn  offense 
was  committed  against  the  Senate  Itself, 
as  in  this  case,  sis  distinguished  from  a 
violation  of  a  criminal  law. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  shall  turn  the  book 
over  to  my  distinguished  friend  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Carolina.  If  he  will 
read  the  quotation  I  have  read  he  will 
find  that  it  does  not  relate  entirely  to 
criminal  law.  I  wish  to  say  to  my  dis- 
tinguished colleague  from  North  Caro- 
lina that  I  appreciate  the  fact  tiiat  he 
hsu  been  very  kind  in  permitting  me  to 
question  him.  I  trust  he  will  listen  to  the 
legal  discourse  I  hope  to  make  within 
the  next  few  days  and  that  he  will  feel 
free  to  interrogate  me  as  fully  as  I  have 
Interrogated  him. 

Mr.  ERVIN.   I  thank  the  Senator. 


SUBPENA  SERVED  ON  EMTLOYEES 
OF  COMMITTEE  ON  GOVERNMENT 
OPERATIONS  IN  CASE  OP  UNITED 
ELECTRICAL,  RADIO  AND  MA- 
CHINE WORKERS  VERSUS  GEN- 
ERAL ELECTRIC  CO. 

During  the  delivery  of  Mr.  Eivur's 
speech, 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  would 
yield  to  me,  as  a  matter  of  privilege. 
The  matter  I  wish  to  have  considered 
must  be  attended  to  today.  It  will  take 
not  more  than  2  or  3  minutes  at  the 
most. 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICBR.  Does 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  for  that 
purpose? 

Mr.  ERVm.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  There  wfes  served 
upon  Mr.  Walter  L.  Reynolds,  cftiief  clerk 
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of  the  Senate  Oommlttee  on  Oovera- 
ment  (H>erationA,  a  subpena  returnable 
today,  which  required  the  productton  of 
various  files  in  the  poeseesion  of  the 
Special  Subcommittee  on  Investigations. 
There  was  also  served  upon  Mr.  C. 
George  Anastos,  a  subpena  requiring  him 
to  appear,  obviously  for  the  purpose  of 
testifying  as  to  what  was  contained  in 
those  files. 

I  understand  that  the  subpena  dh-ected 
to  Mr.  Reynolds  Is  beln«  withdrawn,  and 
that  a  subpena  will  be  served  ui>on  me. 
as  chairman  of  the  Special  Subcommit- 
tee on  Investigations. 

It  is  rather  hnportant  that  there  be  a 
consideration  of  this  matter  by  the  Sen- 
ate. I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  Senate  rule  XXX.  as  follows: 

No  memorial  or  other  paper  presented  to 
the  Senate,  except  original  treaties  ftnaUy 
acted  upon,  shall  lie  withdrawn  from  its  files 
except  by  order  of  the  Senate. 

I  call  attention  also  to  title  2.  United 
States  Code,  section  72  (D) .  which  reads 
inpart  asfoUowf:: 

All  oonunlttee  hearings,  records,  data, 
charts,  and  flies  sliall  be  kept  separate  and 
distinct  from  the  rongreaslonal  office  racorda 
of  the  member  serving  as  chairman  of  the 
committee;  and  sijch  records  shall  be  the 
property  of  the  Ocrngress.  •  •  •  Each  com- 
mittee U  authorized  to  have  printed  and 
bound  such  testimony  and  other  data  pre- 
■ented  at  bearings  held  by  the  committee 
(Aug.  2.  1946,  ch.  7r>S.  SO  Stat.  684-835.) 

Mr.  President,  this  case  concerns  an 
action  between  the  United  Electrical, 
Radio,  and  Machine  Workers  of  Amer- 
ica—which has  been  expelled  from  the 
CIO  because  of  Communist-controlled 
activities — and  the  General  Electric  Co. 
It  does  not  conwm  the  Investigating 
committee  directly.  It  has  to  do  with 
activities  of  the  Butler  task  force.  The 
Senator  from  Maryland  I  Mr.  Butlhi] 
was  chairman  of  a  committee  which  had 
to  do  with  investigating  communism  in 
Industry.  I  feel  that  I  must  submit  a 
resolution.  I  am  not  going  to  ask  that 
it  be  passed  upon  tonight.  I  should  like 
to  have  the  resolution  he  over,  and  let 
the  minority  Members  scrutinize  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  shaU  yield,  if  I 
may  continue  for  just  a  moment.  The 
Senate  passed  upon  a  matter  within  the 
last  few  days— I  beUeve  it  was  the  10th 
of  November,  Mr.  President^when  a 
subpena  was  served  upon  the  Secretary 
of  the  Senate,  Mr.  Trice,  and  Mr.  Trice 
was  ordered  not  to  supply  the  records  of 
the  Senate. 

In  the  question  now  before  the  Senate 
we  have  the  additional  problem  of  what 
Mr.  Anastos  can  testify  to.  I  think  that 
if  there  is  any  evidence  which  would  be 
valuable  to  a  decision  of  the  case,  the 
Senate  should  not  preclude  that  evidence 
from  being  produced.  However,  I  think 
I  do  not  have  authority,  under  the  rules, 
to  produce  evidence,  hit  or  miss,  from 
everything  we  have  in  our  files. 

I  may  say  to  the  very  able  majority 
and  minority  leaders  that  I  do  not  sub- 
mit the  resolution  as  the  final  step. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield  at  that 
point? 
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Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  the  Sen- 
ator speaking  of  the  resolution  which  he 
reviewed  with  me  earlier  to  the  day? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    Yes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena- 
tor proposes  to  submit  It  so  that  it  may 
be  printed,  as  I  understand. 

Btr.  McCarthy.  And  to  Ue  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  And  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  plans  to  caU  the 
0(»imittee  together  to  consider  it  prior 
to  having  it  taken  up.    Is  that  correct' 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Yes.  I  would  like 
to  announce  that  I  am  calling  a  meeting 
of  the  coDunlttee  for  10  o'clock  tomor- 
row morning  to  consider  the  resolution. 
I  may  say  that  I  hope  it  will  have  the 
attention  of  the  Senate,  because  we  do 
have  an  important  problem  before  the 
committee.  I  do  not  think  we  should 
preclude  the  courts  from  obtaining  evi- 
dence which  we  may  have  in  our  files. 
At  the  same  time  I  think  we  are  bound 
by  the  rule  which  states  that  a  chairman 
may  not  present  files  hit  or  miss.  We 
are  dealing  with  a  union  which  has  been 
named  by  the  CIO  as  being  Commtmlst- 
controlled.  Therefore,  I  think  we  must 
be  doubly  careful  not  to  give  them  any 
files  which  will  give  names  of  informants 
and  investigative  techniques.  For  that 
reastm  I  trust  the  majority  and  minority 
Members  may  give  the  resolution  con- 
siderable thought  until  tomorrow,  at 
which  time  I  shall  call  it  up  for  action. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  think  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin is  following  the  usual  course,  and  I 
have  no  objection,  so  that  the  resolution 
may  be  available  for  all  Members  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  be- 
fore I  leave.  I  should  Uke  to  say  that  I 
have  much  work  to  do.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  the  staff  memorandum 
printed  in  the  Recoxo,  for  the  benefit  of 
Senators  who  may  then  study  it. 

The^PRBBIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bush 
in  the  chair).     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memo- 
randum was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

8TA7V  IfSMOUMOVM,  NOVdCBB  18,  1054 

On  Friday,  November  12.  1954.  Walter  Ll 
Reynolds,  chief  clerk.  Senate  Conmlttee  on 
Oovemment  Operations,  received  a  subpena 
duces  tecum  frtan  the  District  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
commanding  him  to  appear  before  the  aald 
court  on  the  IStb  day  of  November  1954.  at 
10  o'clock  a.  m.,  as  a  witness  In  the  case  of 
the  Vnited  Electrical.  Mtadio  and  Machine 
Workers  of  America,  et  at.  v.  General  Kleetric 
Co.  (Civil  Action  No.  1037-64)  to  bring  with 
him  the  following  documents: 

"(1)  All  memortuida,  or  coptles  thereof.  In 
the  posaeaalon  of  the  Special  Subcommittee 
on  Investigations  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Oovemment  Operations,  of  any  meetings, 
cooferences,  or  diacvisslona  had  from  October 
1,  1953,  to  September  1,  1»64,  IncIualTe,  be- 
tween Boy  Cohn,  C.  George  Anastos,  Francis 
Carr,  or  any  other  repreaentatlw  or  agent  -of 
said  aubctunmlttee,  and  any  officer,  repre- 
sentative, or  agent  of  the  General  Bectric 
Co.,  with  respect  to  the  investigation,  dtsci- 
pllniBg  or  discharge  of  any  employee  vr 
eaaplofsee  of  the  General  Beetrlc  Co. 

"(2)  All  written  eommvnlcatlons,  or 
copies  thereof,  in  the  possession  of  said  sub- 


committee, written  from  October  1,  mss  to 
September  1, 1964,  inclusive,  betaieeu  i 
^o«»ph  R.  ISeCarthy.  Roy  Oohn.  C. 
Anastos.  Vtands  Carr.  or  any  other  ..,,-.^- 
sentative  or  agent  of  aald  subooaamlttee,  mmO. 
any  oOcer.  repreaentatlve,  or  agmt  of  the 
General  Beetrlc  Co..  with  reject  to  the  ta. 
ve«tlg»tton.  dlaclpunlng.  ot  dtacharge  oT  may 
Mnplojree  or  employees  of  the  OenenU  Btoc- 
tric  Co. 

"(3)  Stenographic  transcript  of  hoaHr^g, 
conducted  by  said  subcommittee  on  Mowbi- 
i>er  13  and  IS.  1963.  in  Albany.  M.  T." 

Mr.  c.  a«orse  Anastos,  awistant  ootmael 
of  the  Senate  Permanent  Subcocunlttee  on 
Investigations  of  the  Committee  on  Goveni. 
ment  Operstlons.  received  a  subpena  ad- 
dreaaed  to  C.  George  Anaatoa.  from  the  Dla- 
trlct  Court  of  tbe  Unltad  States  tor  the 
District  of  Colnmbla.  directing  ■«*.».  to  ^>- 
pear  before  the  said  court  on  the  tsth  day  of 
November  1954.  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  to  give 
testimony  in  the  case  of  the  Vnited  Electri- 
cal, nadio  and  Machine  Worken  of  America 
et  al.  V.  General  Electric  Co.  (CivU  action 
No.   1037-^54). 

Tour  attention  and  that  of  the  Senate  Is 
respectfully  Invited  to  rule  "nrx  ot  the 
Standing  Rules  or  the  Senate,  which  rewla 
In  part  as  follows: 

"No  memorial  or  other  paper  prcaented  to 
the  Senate  •  •  •  sbau  be  withdrawn  Own 
its  fllea  except  by  order  of  the  Senate  " 

TlUe  2.  United  States  Code,  section  72  (D) 
reads  in  part  as  foUows: 

"AU  oommlttee  hearings,  records,  data 
charts,  and  Ues  ahaU  be  kept  separate  and 
dutlnct  from  the  congressional  oSce  records 
of  the  Member  aerving  as  chairman  at  the 
committee;  and  such  records  shaU  be  the 
property  of  the  Congress.  •  •  •  gach  com- 
mittee is  suthonaed  to  have  printed  and 
bound  such  testimony  and  other  data  pre- 
sented at  bearings  held  by  the  committee. 
{Aug.  2,  194«,  ch.  753,  00  Stat.  834-898.) " 

This  matter  is  presented  for  such  action 
as  the  Senate  In  Ita  discretion  may  see  fit 
to  take. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  resolution  submitted  by 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  be  re- 
ceived and  printed,  and  will  lie  on  the 
table. 

The  resolution  <S.  Res.  329)  was  01*- 
dered  to  be  printed  and  to  Ue  on  the 
table,  as  follows: 

Whereas,  in  the  case  of  UnUed  Oeetrlcal, 
Radio  and  Machine  Workera  of  America,  et  al., 
plainaffa.  v.  Oenemi  Kleetric  Comptrnp,  de- 
fendants. oivU  action  No.  1087-64.  pending 
In  the  District  Court  of  the  UnMed  States 
for  the  District  of  Columbia,  a  subpena  ad 
testl  flcandum  was  Issued  upon  the  abdica- 
tion of  Joseph  Porer,  attorney  for  the  plain- 
tiffs, and  addressed  to  C.  George  Anastos, 
who  is  an  assistant  counsel  of  the  Senate 
Peraaanent  Subcommittee  on  Investigations 
of  the  Cocnmlttee  <hi  Government  Opera- 
tions, directing  bim  to  ai^MSr  as  a  witness 
before  the  said  court  on  the  16th  day  at 
November  1954  at  10  o'clock  a.  m..  and  to 
give  testimony  In  the  above-entitled  cauae 
regarding  evidence  in  the  possession  and 
under  the  control  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved.  Tbat  by  the  privileges  of  the 
Senate  ot  the  United  States  no  evidence 
under  the  control  and  to  the  pnasraaluu  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  can.  by  «m 
mandate  of  process  of  the  ordinary  ooorts  of 
Justice,  be  taken  from  such  control  or  pas- 
session,  but  by  its  permission;  be  it  fxirthet 

Resolved,  That  Kiien  It  appears  by  the 
order  of  the  court  or  of  the  Judge  thered'f. 
or  of  any  legal  offlcer  charged  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  iwders  of  such  court  or 
Judge,  that  testimony  of  an  employee  of  the 
Senate  at  the  United  Statce  la  needful  for 
use  in  any  court  of  Justice  or  before  any 
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jud|t  or  Ridi  li8»l  offlcer  for  th«  promotion 
of  JwttM  and.  further,  raeb  testimony  may 
InvolTa  doeumenta.  oommtmlcatlonB.  con- 
varaatlona.  and  matters  related  tbereto  under 
tbe  control  of  or  tn  ttae  poeseeeton  of  tbe 
Senate  ot  the  United  Statee,  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  will  take  such  order  there- 
on as  will  promote  the  ends  of  Justice  con- 
sistent with  the  privileges  and  rights  ol  the 
Senate:  be  It  further 

Jtesotoed,  That  C.  Oeorge  Anaatoe.  assist- 
ant ooiinsel  to  the  United  States  Senate  Per- 
manent Subcommittee  on  Investigations  of 
the  CXnnmlttee  on  Oovemment  Operations, 
in  response  to  the  aforementioned  subpena, 
shall  testify  to  any  matter  determined  by 
the  court  to  be  material  and  relevant  for 
the  purpoees  of  Identification  of  any  docu- 
ment or  dociiments  provided  said  document 
or  documents  have  previously  been  made 
available  to  the  general  public;  but  said  C. 
Oeorge  Anastos  shall  respectfully  decline  to 
testify  concerning  any  and  all  other  matters 
that  may  be  based  on  knowledge  acquired 
by  him  In  his  oOelal  capacity,  either  by 
reason  of  documents  and  papers  appearing  In 
the  files  of  said  subcommittee  ox  by  virtue 
of  conversations  or  communications  with 
any  person  or  persons,  and  specifically  he 
shaU  respectfully  decline  to  testify  on  any 
other  matters  Including,  but  not  limited  to. 
the  Investigation  of,  the  disciplining,  reten- 
tion, or  discharge  of,  any  employee  or  em- 
ployees of  the  General  Electric  Corp.  or  the 
agents  or  representatives  of  said  employee  or 
employees,  or  any  knowledge  concerning 
same,  all  of  which  were  acquired  by  said  C. 
George  Anastos  In  his  official  position,  as 
such  testimony  Is  within  the  privileges  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States;  and  be  It 
further 

Betolved,  That  a  copy  of  these  resolutions 
be  transmitted  to  the  said  court  as  a  re- 
spectful answer  to  the  subpena  aforemen- 
tioned. 


RESOLUTION  OP  CENSURE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
Of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  to  censure 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  thank  the  Senator  from  NOrtlv* 
Carolina  [Mr.  Ekvin]  for  yielding  to  j^ 
so  that  I  might  submit  the  resolslron 
I  have  just  sent  forward.  I  Intend  to 
leave  the  Senate  floor  at  this  tiime.  I 
had  planned  on  remaining  while  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Watdns] 
spoke,  so  I  could  question  him  about 
some  contradictions  in  the  report  of  the 
select  committee.  However,  he  has  made 
a  public  statement  that  he  will  answer  no 
questions  propounded  by  me.  Therefore, 
I  feel  It  would  be  a  waste  of  my  time  to 
sit  here  and  listen  to  his  dissertation. 

•  For  that  reason  I  shall  not  remain,  un- 
less. Mr.  President— though  I  do  not 
think  this  request  would  be  granted — I 
could  get  unanimous  consent.  However, 
since  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  already 
annoimced  that  if  I  submit  questions  in 

^  writing  he  will  answer  them,  it  would 
necessitate  having  sten<^p:tiphers  stay 
here  and  type  out  my  questions,  and 
then  Sulunit  them  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah.  I  do  not  think  that  request  would 
be  granted;  therefore,  I  do  not  think  I 
shall  even  make  the  request.  It  would 
be  a  departure  from  the  rules  of  the 
Senate,  as  the  chairman  has  previously 
announced. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

Mr.  WATKINS.     Mr.  President,  as  I 
had  announced,  I  intended  to  make  a 


American  people  must  be  takf  n  into  the 
confidence  of  the  administration. 

No  matter  what  the  decisions  are  in 
the  elections  of  1956,  a  Republican  ad- 
ministration and  a  Democratic  con- 
trolled Congress  in  the  months  imme- 
diately ahead  share  a  heavy  responsibil- 
ity for  the  survival  of  this  Republic,  and 
the  possibility  of  a  free  world  of  freemen 
hangs  in  the  balance. 

The  civilizations  that  flourished  and 

died  in  the  past  had  opportunities  for  a 

limited   period    of    time   to   change   the 

course  of  history.    Sooner  or  later,  how- 

A  point  of  order,  Mr.N,  ever,  they  passed  "the  point  of  no  re- 

Hurn,"  and  the  decisions  were  no  longer 
theirs  to  make. 

Coexistence  and  atomic  stalemate  will 
^sult  in  ultimate  Communiist  victory. 
Jnless  one  believes  that  the  men  In  the 
Kremlin  have  completely  changed  their 
long-term  strategy  of  ultimately  having 
a  Communist  world,  and  no  longer  fol- 
low the  doctrine  that,  in  order  to  achieve 
their  ends,  anything  is  allowable,  includ- 
ing deception  and  treachery,  we  must 
face  the  fact  that  the  Communist  con- 
cept of  peaceful  coexistence  means  that 
the  United  States  or  other  free  nations 
of  the  world  will  be  allowed  to  exist  only 
until  communism  is  able  to  subvert  them 
from  within  or  destroy  them  by  aggres- 
sion from  without. 

It  is  my  belief  that  the  So(viet  Union 
is  advancing  the  Trojan  horse  of  co- 
existence only  for  the  purpose  of  gain- 
ing sufficient  time  to  accomplish  what 
we  may  term  "atomic  stalemate."  When 
would  they  hope  to  accomplish  this  ob- 
jective? The  target  date  is  probably  be- 
tween 1957  and  1960. 

There  is  some  fallacious  thinking  that 
when  that  point  arrives  the  world  will 
have  gained  a  stalemate  peace  because 
neither  side  will  then  dare  to  use  or 
threaten  to  use  its  atomic  power  against 
the  other.  At  that  point  so  ttie  reason- 
ing runs,  the  two  great  world  powers,  the 
United  States  and  the  Soviet  Union,  will 
checkmate  and  immobilize  each  other 
and  a  sort  of  troubled  peace  will  settle 
down  over  the  balance  of  the  world. 

Certainly  we  must  face  up  to  the  fact 
that  the  superiority  the  United  States 
has  today  in  a  stockpile  of  atomic  weap- 
ons and  the  means  of  delivering  them 
will  be  checkmated,  and  the  nations 
which  today  are  toying  with  neutralism 
will  be  actively  proclaiming  it. 

Let  us  examine  the  possibility  then  of 
even  a  troubled  peace.  It  is  more  likely 
that  at  that  point,  when  the  free  world 
has  become  paralyzed  and  immobilized 
by  the  realization  that  the  United  States 
and  the  Soviet  Union  could  act  and  re- 
act one  upon  the  other  with  overwhelm- 
ing devastation,  that  the  men  in  the 
Kremlin  will  see  their  best  opportunity 
to  start  with  what  for  the  want  of  a 
better  term  I  will  call  "operation  nib- 
bhng,"  wherein  they  will  seek  to  take 
over  the  peripheral  nations  bite  by  bite. 

At  that  point,  through  the  capitals  of 
what  remain  of  our  anxious  allies  and 
with  loud  voices  from  the  neutralists,  as 
well  as  from  sources  in  our  own  country, 
will  rise  the  anguished  cry.  "Should  we 
risk  all-out  atomic  war  for  Irah,  Sweden. 
Afghanistan,  Yugoslavia.  India,  Finland, 
Burma,  and  so  forth?"  "For  after  all." 
the  argument  will  run.  "we  have  no  ueaty 


speech  today.   I  have  not  given  out  any 
advance  copies  of  my  speech  to  the  press. 

It  iippears  that  the  distinguished  ma- 
jority leader  has  prepared  a  speech 
which  should  be  made  today.  It  is  now 
within  30  minutes  of  our  usual,  recess 
time.  For  that  reason  I  shall  withhold 
making  my  speech  today,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  the  floor  in 
the  morning  at  the  beginning  of  tShe  ses- 
sion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bush  In  the  chair) .  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WELKER. 
President.    I  did  not  hear  the^equest. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFIC^.  The 
unanimous-consent  request  is  that  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  WatkimsI  who 
is  recognized  and  has  the  floor,  be  al- 
lowed to  yield  to  thc-distinguished  ma 
jority  leader,  with^-4;he  understandii 
that  the  Senator  from  utahwilljjp^e^e 
floor  at  the  opening  of  the  session  to- 
morrow, after  the  usual  morning  hour. 

Mr.  WELKER.     I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presir 
dent,  reserving  the  right  to  object.  I 
would  be  the  last  Senator  to  ask  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  to  forego 
making  any  remarks  that  he  desires  to 
make.  Does  he  plan  to  recess  at  5:30 
this  evening? 

'Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  believe 
that  my  remarks  will  take  more  than  20 
minutes,  at  the  most. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  It  may  be 
that  at  the  conclusion  of  the  majority 
leader's  remarks  the  Senator  from  Utah 
may  wish  to  make  his  address. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  shall  not  be  able 
to  finish  my  remarks  in  time.  It  is  get- 
ting late.  I  have  had  a  long  day,  and  I 
had  to  work  all  day  yesterday. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  no 
objection. 

""  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


-    I 


COEXISTENCE  AND  ATOMIC 
STALEMATE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  re- 
cent developments  abroad  and  at  home 
Justify,  in  my  mind,  interrupting  the  de- 
bate on  the  pending  resolution.  At  an 
early  date  I  shall  discuss  the  pending 
resolution  and  modifications  of  it. 

Grave  problems  and  dangers  confront 
our  Republic,  and  they  are  of  far  greater 
importance  than  the  pending  business 
before  the  Senate.  We  must  keep  mat- 
ters in  their  proper  perspective. 

Are  "coexistence"  and  "atomio  stale- 
mate" synonjrmous  terms?  If  they  are 
not,  just  what  is  the  difference?  Is  the 
former  merely  an  inevitable  prelude  to 
the  latter?  And  what  of  our  foreign 
policy  and  our  defense  policy  when  such 
an  atomic  stalemate  takes  place?  Does 
not  atomic  stalemate  mean  inevitable 
Communist  nibbling  aggression,  rather 
than  peace  in  our  time?  How  many 
years  remain  when  we  still  have  some 
initiative  left?  These  are  some  of  the 
basic  questions  before  the  Government 
and  the  people  of  the  United  States. 

Certainly  they  are  so  important  and 
the  results  of  the  decisions  made  are  so 
far-reaching  that  the  Congress  and  the 
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obligations  to  thenL"  Then  tbey  will 
start  down  tbrxnigh  our  — w^ii^r  allies 
first  to  soften  us  up.  Tbese  will  not  aU  be 
nibbled  at  otiee.  but  will  be  spaced  out  so 
that  as  each  country  puses  behind  the 
Iron  Curtain,  it  will  increase  the  despair 
of  the  other  victims  and  the  paralysis 
of  the  nations  which  might  be  willing  to 
resist. 

Since  stalemate  would  put  the  Soviet 
Union  itself  off  limits,  the  intended  vic- 
tim of  the  aggression  eould  only  look 
forward  to  a  localised  war  within  their 
own  frontiers  with  the  destruction  of 
life  and  property  that  would  entail. 
Since  there  would  be  no  hope  of  re- 
straining this  new  type  of  Soviet  aggres- 
sion by  placing  the  body  of  the  octopus 
in  danger,  these  nations  individually,  one 
by  one.  might  prefer  to  accept  Soviet 
terms  ratber  than  even  call  on  the  West 
for  aid. 

Before  our  eyes  the  people  of  the 
United  States  would  see  nation  after 
nation  nlbtded  away  and  when  the  real- 
ization finally  dawned  that  this  policy 
would  inevitably  result  in  our  oonntry 
becoming  a  continental  DIen  Bien  Phu  in 
a  Communist  totalitarian  world,  the 
chances  of  our  winning  such  a  struggle 
would  be  so  lessened  and  the  Soviet 
world  so  extended  that  they  then  would 
b^prepared  for  an  all-out  challenge  to 
xCs  wherein  we  would  be  allowed  the 
""  choice  to  surrender  or  die. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  responsible 
committees  of  the  Congress  should 
promptly  summ<m  the  State  and  De- 
fense offlelals  and  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  to  fully  inquire  into  our  foreign 
and  defense  policy  to  find  out  where  in 
their  Judgment  it  will  take  us  and 
whether  this  clear  and  present  danger 
which  appears  to  me  to  exist  Is  such  that 
a  basic  change  in  the  direction  of  our 
poUcy  is  warranted. 

Time  is  running  out  and  I  would  re- 
mind the  Senate  that  in  this  day  and 
age  of  the  airplane  and  the  atomic 
weapon,  time  is  not  necessarily  on  the 
side  of  the  free  world. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield? 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  the  first  place.  I 
Wish  to  congratulate  the  Senator  from 
California  for  his  very  able  and  pene- 
trating speech.  It  is  along  many  of  the 
Unes  which  I  tried  to  present  in  late 
January  19S1  in  a  speech  before  this 
body  on  this  very  question. 

I  hope  the  S«iator  from  California 
will  not  regard  the  question  which  I  am 
about  to  put  as  being  politically  moti- 
vated, but  I  should  like  to  ask  whether 
the  contention  made  in  the  midst  of  the 
recent  political  campaign  by  many 
members  of  a  great  political  party  that 
we  will  never  favor  having  our  troops 
fight  on  foreign  soil  is  not  a  declaration 
which,  if  adhered  to,  would  tie  the  hands 
of  America  behind  her  back  and  reduce 
the  maximtim  resistance  of  the  free 
world  to  Communist  aggreaslon. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  Miy  to  the 
Senator,  without  being  parttsan.  be- 
cause I  think  when  a  danger  confronts 
our  Nation  we  should  view  it  as  Ameri- 
cans axid  not  as  partisans,  that  there 
may  have  been  statesoents  made  by  in- 
dividuals on  both  sides  which,  from  a 
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national  poUcy  point  of  view,  were  not 
iMlpfuL  I  taave  never  beUeved  that  we 
tfbould  take  *uch  a  position,  but  that 
this  Nation  should  take  whatever  action 
car  national  Interesti  might  require  at 
a  time  when  a  challenge  might  be  con- 
fronting us  in  the  world. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  wiU  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator that  I  completely  agree  with  him. 
It  is  the  standard  which  I  certainly  try 
to  follow. 

Bat  Is  there  not  a  real  obligation  that 
candidates  and  parties  should  not.  for 
the  sake  of  temporary  political  advan- 
tage, take  positions  which  might  endan- 
ger the  aecurity  of  the  country,  and, 
*ii<leed,  the  aecurity  of  the  entire  world? 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  is 
correct  That  should  apply  to  both  par- 
ties, and  all  persons  concerned. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  there  not  a  fur- 
ther lesson  to  be  learned  both  from  the 
experience  of  the  past  few  months  and 
something  which  I  think  is  Imphcit  in 
what  the  Senator  has  said,  namely,  that 
if  we  reach  a  state  of  atomic  stalemate, 
in  which  each  side  has  availaUe  terrible 
weapons  but  each  side  is  also  afraid  to 
use  them  lest  they  precipitate  an  atomic 
war,  the  whole  world  is  exposed  to  the 
danger  of  being  involved  by  the  piece- 
meal extension  of  oommuniam  to  out- 
lying areas  of  the  world,  but  which  rap- 
idly eat  into  the  very  center. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  Is  what  I 
was  trying  to  outline  on  the  floor,  be- 
cause that  situation  makes  almost  in- 
evitable the  Commtinlst  conquest  of 
what  remains  of  the  free  world. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
Senator.  Is  it  not  true,  therefore,  that 
we  should  not  endanger  the  strength  of 
our  ground  f  orees  because  it  is  the  great 
merit  of  these  forces  that  they  can  deal 
with  local  circumstances,  restrain  ag- 
gression, and  yet  minimize  the  danger 
of  the  expansion  of  a  local  struggle  into 
a  worldwide  conflict? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  that  regard  it 
seems  to  me  that  would  be  a  matter  to 
which  the  Jobit  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  the 
reqixmsible  offloers  in  the  Government, 
including  the  Congress,  should  pay  at- 
tention. I  thinlc  whether  we  speak  of 
ground  forces,  air  forces,  or  naval  forces, 
we  should  take  into  consideration  the 
totals  available,  consider  our  present 
allies,  those  who  are  apt  to  stand  up 
when  the  chips  are  down,  and  what 
would  be  available  in  each  category  un- 
der a  given  set  of  circumstances.  I  do 
not  think  we  necessarily  have  to  hmit 
it  to  what  is  available  in  the  United 
States  of  America  alone.  n.-g«nm<T»g  that 
we  have  aUies  who  are  prepared  to 
stand  with  us.  I  think  the  further  the 
Soviet  Union  moves  along  toward  thii^ 
condition  of  atomic  stalemate  the  more 
apt  they  may  be  gradually  to  move  some 
Of  our  presmt  aUies— «t  least,  there  is 
danger  of  it — ^from  a  position  of  toying 
with  neutrality  to  a  position  where  ttiey 
would  Jump  over  into  the  neutrality 
category. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  not  trying  to 
force  a  confessiMi  from  the  Senator  re- 
garding the  wisdom  or  lack  of  wisdom 
of  recent  military  policy,  but  I  think  the 
Senafeor  is  in  general  correct,  and.  in  tbe 
light  of  faia  own  propoaition.  it  seems  to 
me  it  was  a  great  mistake  for  us  to  have 


reduced  the  armed  atzoyth  of  „„„ 
ground  forces  from  20  to  17  dtvisiona.  I 
think  we  needed  all  those  20  dtvlstans. 
and  that  the  reduction  of «  dMAiiKdls- 

ttnctly  deereaaed  our  strfldBg  power  and. 
therefore,  led,  by  the  force  of  example. 
to  a  net  reduction  in  the  total  llgtittng 
strength  of  toe  free  world.  I  say  that 
without  aziy  reflection  upon  the  taotkwee 
of  those  who  urged  this  decrease,  but 
since  we  shall  shortly  be  passing  upon  a 
new  military  budget,  and  in  view  of  that 
fact  and  in  view  of  the  general  policy 
which  the  Senator  from  Oaltfomia  has, 
I  think,  stated  very  well,  I  think  we 
should  build  up  our  armed  defense  in- 
stead of  reducing  it.  Otherwise  we  are 
likriy  to  be  hilled  to  sleep. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON  and  Mr.  FOL- 
BRIGHT  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRE5IDINO  OFFICBR.    Does  the 
Senator  from  CaUfomia  yield;  and  If  so 
to  whom?  ' 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  ^Id  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Missouri;  and  then  I  shall 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President.  I 
congratulate  the  distinguished  majortty 
leader  upon  his  talk  this  afternoon, 
which  I  look  forward  to  studying.  No 
one  has  been  more  interested  in  the  na- 
tional security  of  the  United  States  since 
1  have  been  In  toe  Government  than  has 
toe  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
California. 

Does  not  the  Senator  from  CaUfomia 
believe  that  as  things  are  now  gobig.  this 
country  is.  or  shortly  win  be.  In  toe  same 
relative  strengto  as  against  toe  Commu- 
nists  as  toe  British  found  toemselves  to 
be  against  toe  Nazis  in  toe  late  1930*s? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  there. ia 
that  danger,  which  neltoer  toe  Govern- 
ment nor  toe  people  of  the  United 
States  dare  ignore,  except  at  their  perlL 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  thank  the  ma- 
jority leader.    Will  he  Ixiither  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yiald. 

Mr.  SYMEMOTON.  With  xefezezx;e  to 
toe  question  of  new  missilea.  atomic  mu- 
taUons,  we  now  are  at  the  point  where, 
so  far  as  I  know,  all  distinguished  mili- 
tary leaders  b^eve  it  would  be  possfl>le 
to  almost  destroy  a  country  within  a 
matter  of  hours  or  days.  If  that  be  true, 
would  not  toe  distinguished  majori^ 
leader  a^ree  toat  we  must  now  prepare 
diflrerently  than  we  did  bcf<»e?  Pz«. 
viously  we  mepared.  supported  by  the 
two  oceans,  to  win  a  long  war.  If  such  a 
war  was  forced  upon  us. 

In  that  any  future  war  will  entail  tz«- 
mendous  original  destruction,  would  ix>t 
the  distinguished  majority  iBadK*  agree 
toat  we  must  be  so  strong  In  the  future 
toat  we  can  prevent  any  war.  Instead  <tf 
trying  to  be  in  the  (dd  position  of  being 
able  only  to  win  a  long  war? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  the  Sena- 
tor  from  Missouri  is  correct  because  It  is 
entirely  possible  that  when  we  approach 
toe  position  of  a  so-called  atomic  stale- 
mate, and  reoogniae  toe  utter  ruthless- 
ness  of  toe  mm  in  toe  KreoAlin.  it  is  pos- 
sible that  toe  decisive  phase  might  end 
within  10  days. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  In  otter  wos^s. 
toe  ocdy  chance  we  have,  unlsas  we  be- 
lieve in  toe  good  f  aito  and  aincertty  of 
toe  Communist  leaders,  is  to  have  toem 
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know,  If  tbey  attack  us  in  this  aUmilc 
age,  xeganUeas  of  the  effect  of  their 
•tomle  attack,  we  will  be  so  strong  that 
we  can  get  up  and  in  turn  destroy  them. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  essential; 
but  I  think  also  it  is  essential  that  they 
be  not  allowed  to  expand  their  present 
strength  to  the  point  where  they  will 
have  such  overwhelming  numbers  in 
manpower  and  resources  that  they  can 
attack  with  calculated  risk. 

Ifr.  STMINaTON.  Recently  I  read 
an  article  signed  by  a  reputable  reporter 
in  a  reputable  newspaper  whicbi-stfld 
that  with  respect  to  the  policies  of  this 
country  vis-a-vis  Communist  China  and 
Formosa,  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
three  members  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  felt  one  way,  while  the  fourth  mem- 
ber of  the  Joint  Chiefs  felt  another. 
The  later  decision  made  by  the  President 
was  to  go  along  with  the  fourth  member. 

I  do  not  know  if  that  article  is  en- 
tirely correct,  but  I  do  know  it  was  from 
a  reputable  reporter — and  it  said  the 
reason  for  the  opinion  of  the  fourth 
monber  of  the  Joint  CSilefs.  with  respect 
to  not  going  ahead  with  a  more  positive 
policy,  was  that  the  United  States  Army 
was  too  weak  to  adopt  such  a  policy. 

Would  not  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  agree  that  if  it  be  true  our  Army 
Is  too  wes^  to  go  ahead  with  what  the 
other  three  members  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  thought  proper  policy,  the  situ- 
ation is  indeed  very  serious,  and  is  one 
which  Congress  should  face  promptly 
diulng  the  next  session? 

Mr.  KNOWLAia>.  If  all  the  facts  in 
the  article  were  correct — and  I  am  not 
at  this  point  prep^ed  to  say  that  they 
were  or  were  not  correct — and  If  the 
weakness  In  the  ground  force  was  not 
made  up  by  other  strength  available  in 

ground  troops,  I  would  say  the  premise 
oT  tbe  Senator  from  Slissouri  ^^as  cor- 
rect. But  I  should  want  to  have  more 
facts  than  I  presently  have,  based  upon 

a  newspaper  article. 

Mr.  S7MINOTON.    May  I  send  the 
article  to  the  Senator? 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Yes. 

Mr.  SYMXNOTON.   Mr.  President,  wiU 

the  Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

BCr.  SYMINOTON.  Many  people  have 
spoken  about  the  reduction  in  the  ap- 
propriation for  the  Air  Fbrce.  in  1953.  of 

more  than  |5  billion,  this  against  the 
position  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  at 
that  time.  But  few  people  realize  that 
in  1954  Uie  appropriation  for  the  Army 
was  reduced  from  some  $12.8  billion  to 
some  $7.6  billion,  which  also  represents 
a  cut  of  more  than  $5  billion. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Again,  would  not 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  agree,  in  that 
regard,  that  it  would  depend  on  where 
the  cuts  were  made  as  to  What  the  end 
result  in  firepower  was;  whether  the  cuts 
were  prlmari^  in  service  troops  or  PX 
troops,  or  whether  they  were  in  combat 
troops  for  frontline  duty? 

I  am  certain  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor, who  served  as  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force^  rather  than  as  Secretary  of  the 
Am^,  was  thoroiighly  familiar  with  all 
branches  of  the  service,  and  knows  that 
for  a  good  many  years  there  have  been 
many  more  troops  supporting  frontline 
troops  than  is  customary  in  other  coun- 


tries, and  certainly  far  more  than  the 
Soviet  Union  has  in  the  same  category. 

Mr.  SYMINOTON.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor. 

As  a  result  of  a  talk  made  recently  in 
Miami  by  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army 
about  the  strength  of  the  Army — and  I 
thought  it  a  very  fine  talk — I  am  wor- 
ried about  the  strength  of  the  Army. 

Just  before  Korea,  in  line  with  the  rec- 
ommendations of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  the  final  military  appropriation 
was  under  $15  billion.  After  Korea, 
within  2  years,  we  were  appropriating 
more  than  $60  billion. 

The  last  administration  recommended 
some  $40  billion.  That  amount  was  cut 
in  the  first  year  of  the  present  adminis- 
tration to  $33  billion  plus;  then,  as  a 
result  of  the  1954  action  by  this  Congress, 
to  $28  billion  plus. 

It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  are  to  be 
effective  in  our  diplomatic  policies,  which 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  has 
foUowed  closely  and  with  profound 
thought,  we  must  negotiate  from  a  base 
of  military  strength  with  that  premise. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  may  say  at  this 
point,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me  to 
do  so,  that  I  fully  agree  that  the  Soviet 
Union  will  only  recognize  strength;  and 
to  negotiate  from  any  basis  other  than 
strength  would  be  to  invite  diplomatic, 
if  not  military,  disaster. 

Mr.  SYMZNOTON.  I  thanlc  the  ma- 
jority leader.  Will  he  yield  for  a  final 
question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  With  the  premise 
which  the  Senator  from  California  has 
so  ably  presented  in  his  remarks,  and 
with  the  premise  of  the  figures  stated, 
before  we  approve  recommetdations 
from  the  military  this  time,  l^ould 

we  not  ^ve  fuU  consideration  to  what 
nesotlatlng  from  relative  \vealcness  as 
against  relative  strength  means   to   the 

future  security  of  the  country? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  the  respon- 
sible committees  of  the  House  and  Sen- 
ate as  rapidly  as  possible  should  go  into 
these  matters,  and  certainly  everything 
Should  be  done,  considering  what  I  be- 
lieve to  be  a  present  and  imminsnt  dan- 
ger, to  be  certain  that  we  are  operating 
from  a  position  of  strength. 

Mr.  SYMINOTON.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  ■ 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield.      | 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I.  of  courae,  agree 
that  adequate  military  preparation  is 
essential.  But  I  wonder  why  the  Sena- 
tor feels  that  under  what  he  cbIIs  co- 
existence and  atomic  stalemate  tbe  Com- 
munists are  bound  to  win.  What  leads 
the  Senator  to  that  conclusion^ 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Reviewing  again 
the  remarks  made,  I  think  the  problem 
is  that  there  has  been  no  indication  that 
the  Communist  leopard  has  changed  his 
spots.  If  that  be  correct — and  I  happen 
to  believe  it  is,  although  I  realize  that 
men  may  honestly  differ  on  that  point — 
then  it  seems  to  me  that  the  evident 
policy  of  the  Soviet  world  is  to  gain  a 
sufficient  amoxmt  of  time  so  that  with 
the  stockpiling  of  atomic  and  hydrogen 
bombs  they  can  achieve  what  I  have 
called  an  atomic  stalemate.    Once  hav- 


ing reached  that  point,  them  what  I  be- 
lieve  now  to  be  a  clear  superiority  on  the 
part  of  this  Government  and  the  rest  of 
the  free  world  wiU  have  been  lost. 

At  that  point,  instead  Of  bringing 
about  a  condition  of  peace.  I  think,  to 
the  contrary,  there  will  have  been  opened 
up  a  vast  new  opportunity  for  the  men 
in  the  Kremlin  to  pursue  What  I  have 
called  a  nibbling  operation,  because  at 
that  point,  if  the  free  world  woxild  not 
dare  to  attack  the  center  of  the  power, 
which  I  have  termed  the  body  of  the 
octopus,  it  would  limit  any  action  which 
they  might  take  to  the  peripheral  coun- 
tries, wiiich,  one  by  one,  would  be  under 
attack. 

I^et  us  take  Sweden  as  am  example. 
Let  us  assume  that  the  Russian  Ambas- 
sador went  to  Sweden  and  saJd,  "We  de- 
mand that  you  yield  to  our  terms  to  put 
in  a  coahtion  government.  Unless  you 
do.  we  are  going  to  move  Soviet  forces 
across  the  frontier." 

So  far  as  the  Soviet  Union  Is  con- 
cerned, it  would  be  able  to  proceed  on 
the  general  theory  that  it  would  not  be 
attacked  on  its  own  home  ba$e.  and  that 
any  resistance  offered  by  the  free  world 
would  be  offered  by  the  sending  of  per- 
haps some  Air  Force  elements  and  per- 
haps some  ground  forces  to  help  Sweden. 
But  from  the  Swedish  point  of  view, 
Sweden  would  be  limited  to  fighting  on 
its  own  territory,  perhaps  with  tactical 
atomic  weapons,  rather  than  strategic 
atomic  weapons,  perhaps  with  old- 
fashioned  artillery,  and  the  normal  dis- 
locations of  war.  So  that  Sweden  would 
be  faced  with  the  prospect  Of  suffering 
utter  destruction,  on  a  purely  limited 
basis,  without  help  in  any  effort  to  de- 
stroy the  fountainhead  of  aggression. 
At  that  point  the  Government  in  Sweden 

might  determine  that  it  would  rather 
risk  a  Communist  goverrunent  in  Svreden 
than  to  have  its  land  devastated  without 

any  hope  of  ever  regaining  its  freedom. 

That  is  the  difficulty  faced  by  such 

countries.  I  believe  the  men  in  the 
Kremlin  would  press  their  advantage  in 
countries  all  around  the  periphery.  I 
believe  it  would  be  found  that  in  the 
neutralist  capitals  of  the  world,  in  the 

capitals  of  our  allies,  and.  indeed,  even 
in  the  United  States,  persons  In  the  C3ov- 
ernment  might  say,  "Why  should  we  be- 
come  involved    in   a    war  wlien   atomic 

weapons  might  bring  destruction  to  the 
United  States?"  I  am  assuming  this 
would  take  place  at  the  time  of  atomic 
stalemate,  when  Russia  and  the  United 
States  would  be  about  in  the  same  posi- 
tion so  far  as  atomic  weapons  were  con- 
cerned. People  would  say,  "Why  should 
wo  take  that  risk  for  a  country  which  is 
10,000  or  15,000  miles  away  from  us?" 

Each  time  the  Soviet  Union  succeeded 
in  one  of  those  peripheral  adventures, 
more  and  more  it  would  break  the  mo- 
rale of  the  countries  on  the  periphery, 
so  that  the  next  time  they  would  be  less 
likely  to  resist.  In  fact,  they  might  even 
become  so  paralyzed  that  they  would  not 
even  ask  for  the  West  to  come  to  their 
assistance. 

Perhaps  if  the  nibbling  process  were  to 
be  so  spaced  that  it  would  not  be  too 
big  a  challenge  to  the  United  States  and 
what  was  left  of  the  free  world,  we  might 
find  that  piece  by  piece  the  other  na- 
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tions  were  being  taken  away  from  the 
free  world,  so  that  we  would  be  left  with 
what  would  be  the  continental  Dien  Bien 
Phu  of  the  rest  of  the  free  world. 

At  that  point,  when  Russia  had  ex- 
panded its  manpower,  resoiu-ces,  and  in- 
dustrial productivity,  having  reached  the 
atomic  stalemate  position.  Russia  might 
then  determine  that  it  could  risk  an  all- 
out  Pearl-Harbor  type  of  attack  on  this 
country,  and  if  we  responded  in  kind  we 
would  at  least  be  thoroughly  limited  to 
the  Soviet  Union  itself.  In  the  mean- 
time the  Soviet  Union  would  have 
gained  the  industrial  potential,  not  only 
of  the  satellite  nations  which  Russia  now 
controls,  but  of  other  nations  in  Europe 
as  well. 

That  is  a  pofislbility  which  I  think 
should  be  given  consideration  by  all  per- 
sons having  positions  of  responsibility  in 
the  legislative  and  executive  arms  of  the 
Government,  as  well  as  by  the  American 
people  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  agree  with  the 
majority  leader  that  those  persons 
should  give  comiideration  to  the  prob- 
lem. I  had  assumed  that  the  present 
administration  had  given  consideration 
to  it.  I  know  the  matter  has  been  very 
much  in  the  minds  of  all  of  us  in  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  It 
would  seem  to  me.  in  view  of  what  the 
Senator  from  California  has  said  about 
the  atomic  stalemate,  that  he  assumes 
that  this  country  now  has  superiority, 
and  that  he  is  suggesting  that  perhaps 
we  should  use  that  superiority  by  at- 
tacking Russia  now. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No;  I  have  not 
suggested  that. 

Mr.  FULBRIGFTT.  What  is  the  alter- 
native?  I  cannot  sec  any  other. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  the  alter- 
native is  for  this  country  to  make  it  clear 
that  we  cannot  and  wlU  not  stand  for 
any  further  Communist  expansion,  and 

if  Russia  makes  the  challenge  of  expan- 
sion, then  I  think  we  must  face  up  to  the 

fuU  repercussions  of  deciding  whether 
we  should  merely  try  to  stop  Russia  on 
a  purely  local  basis,  or  whether  the  body 

Of  the  octopus  Should  be  brought  under 
attack. 

Mr.  FDLBRlOHT.  If  I  may  pursue 
for  a  moment  the  question  of  expan- 
sion— the  Senator  from  California  real- 
izes that  Russia  can  expand  by  ways 
Other  than  overt  military  aggression.  I 
think  we  have  made  it  fah-ly  clear  in 
Korea  that  we  would  not  stand  for  any 
overt  aggression  The  policy  was  made 
clear  to  the  world  that  we  would  not 
stand  for  any  Communist  overt  aggres- 
sion. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  Senator 
win  permit  me,  I  should  like  to  Interrupt 
at  that  point.  I  repeat  that  I  do  not 
wish  to  get  into  a  partisan  discussion 
of  the  question,  because  it  is  too  big  a 
problem  for  that.  People  may  honestly 
differ  on  the  question,  about  what 
should  have  been  done,  and  I  know  many 
persons  who  held  positions  of  responsi- 
bility under  the  last  administration  felt 
the  same  way,  but  I  say  most  respectfully 
that  I  think  one  of  the  great  mistakes  in 
history  may  have  been  that  we  limited 
our  action  to  Korea,  did  not  make  use  of 
the  effectiveness  of  our  strategic  air  arm, 
and  left  the  munitions  centers,  the  ar- 


senals, the  troop  concentration  points, 
the  rail  networks,  and  the  supply  depots 
which  were  Just  across  the  Yalu  in  a 
sanctuary.  We  limited  our  acUvlty  to 
the  area  between  the  Yalu  and  wher- 
ever the  point  of  combat  happened  to  be. 
whether  it  was  at  the  38th  parallel  or  at 
the  Pusan  perimeter. 

I  am  sure  none  of  us  want  to  sec  our 
country  engaged  in  war,  but  in  my  opin- 
ion we  must  determine  our  policy.  This 
is  something  which  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  as  well  as  the  Congress 
and  the  Executive,  must  think  out  well  In 
advance.  We  must  not  have  a  policy 
which  will  engage  us  in  a  series  of  pe- 
ripheral wars,  limited  entirely  to  coun- 
tries which  are  the  victims  of  aggression, 
whereas  the  aggressor  could  maintain 
himself  in  privileged  sanctuaries, 
whether  they  were  in  Communist  China 
or  Communist  Russia. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  point  I  was 
trying  to  make  was  not  as  to  the  policy 
or  strategy  we  should  adopt.  We  cer- 
tainly gave  a  warning  to  the  Soviets 
about  the  adoption  on  their  part  of  a 
policy  of  overt  aggression.  The  problem 
that  concerns  me  so  much  is  that  there 
can  be  expansion  by  other  means  than 
by  aggression,  such  as  winning  an  elec- 
tion<  or  subversion  in  neutralist  coun- 
tries, if  one  likes  that  term,  which  Is  the 
term  used  by  the  majority  leader,  or 
anywhere  else  where  people  have  not 
made  up  their  minds.  I  guess  "neutral- 
ist" is  as  good  a  word  to  use  as  any.  Such 
a  policy  as  has  been  proposed  would  not 
reach  people  in  those  countries  at  all, 
and  I  think  many  persons  feel  there  is 
a  greater  danger  of  Soviet  expansion  in 
that  manner  than  there  is  of  overt  mili- 
tary expansion  by  force. 

Mr.  KNO>«rLAND.  1  think  the  danger 
exists  in  both  categories.  For  instance. 
Czecboslovaiua  Is  just  as  much  behind 

the  Iron  CurtaUi,  although  she  was  taken 
over  by  the  Communists  by  a  coup 

d'etat,  even  though  the  Communists  did 
not  comprise  as  much  as  20  p>ercent  of 
the  populaUon.  if  that  much,  as  if  Rus- 
sian diviaons  had  crossed  the  frontier 
and  seized  the  country.   I  happened  to 

be  in  Czechoslovakia  just  before  that 
country  lost  its  freedom.  The  pattern 
that  was  foUowed  there  was  exactly  the 
same  pattern   that   had   been  foUowed 

earlier  in  Poland.  In  order  to  Intimidate 
the  people  of  the  country,  the  Soviet 
Union  had  had  maneuvers  of  their  ar- 
mored divisions  along  the  Czechoslo- 
vakian-Polish  frontier.  Russia  did  not 
move  a  single  tank  across  the  frontier, 
but  at  precisely  the  time  the  local  Com- 
munists were  taking  over  Russia  was 
holding  maneuvers,  and  the  clear  m- 
timidation  and  blackmailing  effect  of 
those  maneuvers  were  that  if  the  local 
Communists  did  not  succeed  in  their 
coup  d'etat  the  Communist  forces  would 
be  prepared  to  move  in  and  take  over. 

So  I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  that  subversicm  from  within 
may  destroy  freedom  just  as  much  as 
may  aggression  from  without.  I  do  not 
know  that  we  have  the  final  answer  to 
that  question,  but  I  think  we  must  face 
up  to  the  problem.  Otherwise  we  could 
lose  all  the  countries  on  the  periphery  by 
the  same  method. 
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Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  It  seems  to  me  It 
would  be  unwise  to  leave  the  impression 
that  we  would  favor  engaging  in  a  co- 
caUed  preventive  war,  because  that 
would  be  disastrous  to  our  relations  with 
the  rest  of  the  world. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No;  I  think  there 
is  a  difference  between  a  preventive  war 
and  an  act  whereby  a  nation,  with- 
out Justification,  without  an  act  of  ag- 
gression having  been  committed  against 
it,  engages  in  a  Pearl  Harbor  type  of  at- 
tack. I  think  there  is  a  big  difference 
between  the  latter  and  saying  that  the 
Communists  cannot  expect  to  have  the 
hands  of  the  free  world  tied  with  an 
assurance  that  if  an  aggression  is  com- 
mitted by  the  Communists,  our  actions 
will  be  limited  to  the  groimd  or  territory 
of  the  victim  of  the  aggression.  We 
might  or  might  not  determine  that  it 
was  in  the  interest  of  maintnining  ^ 
free  world  of  freemen  to  take  certain 
other  action.  Certainly  we  would  not 
tell  them  in  advance  what  the  action 
would  be.  But  Russia  should  not  be 
allowed  to  proceed  with  any  other  ag- 
gression, either  direct  or  indirect,  with 
any  feeling  of  security  that  our  counter- 
action would  be  limited  to  the  victim  of 
the  aggressor. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  was  under  the 
impression  that  that  was  the  policy  of 
the  present  administration.  That  is 
what  I  understood  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  mean  when  he  talked  about  massive 
retaliation.  It  was  with  regard  to  any 
further  overt  aggression. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes;  but  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas  was  not  referring  to 
overt  aggression.  I  think  the  picture  as 
regards  overt  jggression  has  been  made 

fah-ly  clear.    The  Senator  had  departed 

from  the  picture  of  overt  aseression  and 
had  beeun  tAlKing  about  subversion  from 
within.     I  had  said  that  a  country  could 

lose  Its  freedon'  just  as  much  by  sub- 
version from  within  as  by  overt  aggres- 
sion from  without. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  do  not  quite  un- 
derstand the  Senator.     Would  he  go  any 

further  than  the  present  administra- 
tion's policy,  expressed  by  Secretary 

DuUes — I  assume  with  the  approval  of 
the  President — with  regard  to  the  mat- 
ter of  massive  retaliation?  Perhaps  the 
Senator  does  not  like  that  term.  I  un- 
derstood the  Senator  to  refer  to  a  policy 
of  warning  potential  aggressors  that  If 
any  further  aggression  occurred  we 
would  hit  them  with  our  atomic  bombs. 
Would  the  Senator  go  any  further  than 
that? 

^.  KNOWLAND.    Not  unless  they 

read  into  the  statements  of  Mr.  Dulles 
the  interpretation  that  we  would  trans- 
late "massive  retaliation"  into  atomic 
warfare.  I  do  not  think  that  necessarily 
follows.  I  think  we  will  take  whatever 
steps  are  necessary  in  Uie  national  in- 
terest, and  to  make  stu*e  that  this  Nation 
does  not  lose  its  freedom  and  that  we 
do  not  lose  the  free  world.  But  we  do 
not  necessarily  use  an  elephant  gun  In 
hunting  rabbits.  I  think  it  all  depends 
on  what  the  situation  is  and  what  the 
determination  oi  the  Joint  Chiefs  and 
the  responsible  authorities  is. 

The  only  point  I  have  been  making  it 
that  among  some  people  abroad — and  it 
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^  be  tmBLtlMrOf  «nft  lorttdft  Qoun- 
tfK— IBoe  if  t&e  ImmaBnUm  tbaLa  eoof 
tfBSMH  oTiieaBefiiLcoexMsice  vULgiiar- 
•otae.  mefltet;  a  DerfoiL  of  peaces  with 
UlftSotiM  Unkm^oto  t&at«  poiod  w&en 
mere  18  an  atkonic  stabmate  vill  aKuxa 
tbattboawiU  ba  tio.fiiEtlscc  soviet  as- 
tiiwUiift.  rmerelx  vlsli  to potbtoot fto 
tbcr  eonrikfierettan  of  ttv  SOiate  and  the 
comilry  ttlst  tfiat  wnr  not  neceseari]^ 
mean^ftatraofiet  aggxtmatonB  wSTatiap  at 
that  point.  On  t&B  contrary.  I  tmnk^  i£ 
wffl  open  19  to  t&e  Stmlete  an  entltelSE 
neir  seiles  of  potential  aggressjops  to> 
n^ddK  we  mtist  face  op.  We  must  not 
be  UvfDffnsDder  tlie  false  inmresslon  tbat 
tbat  period  will  brine  about  a  number 
of  3WMa  of  peaceflil'coextetence. 

Mr.  FOUnoOHT.  On  the  other 
tend.  If  we  cancentxate  aH  our  efforts 
on  the  mintary,  to  the  cxcbision  of  the 
otber  iiepe,  and  ttae  Soviets  should  be 
smart  enough  not  to  engage  In.  notary 
czpaiudon.  bat  undertake  exiMuislon 
thxvogh  peaceful  means,  such  as  a  so- 
eaOed*  point  4  program,  wa  would  be  in 
a  bad  way;  I  understand,  they  are  now 
adopting  our  Idea  of  the  point  4  program, 
and'  offering  to  do  the  things  we  did' 
under  point  t  In  many  nations.  If  they 
db  that.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  shall  be 
in  a  vexy  bad  way  without  any  war  at  all. 

Mr.  KMUWIiAND.  It  ah.  depends.  I 
tmzdc,  as  I  stated  em-her.  that  we  have 
not  necessatQjr  jet  found,  the  solution. 
I  do  not  tMi^  tire,  previous  administra- 
tion fbuznf  It.  Perhaps  this  administra- 
tion has'Dot  fbund  out  how-  to  meet  the 
problem  of  Intenud  subveislon. 

Vaiioitf  Buggestione  have  been  made. 
I  do  net  know  ttiat  anyone  has  ttie  com- 
plete aolotion.  One  policy  we  have  fol- 
lowed ia  that.  reganOeas  of  aggressions,, 
for  example,  upon  our  planes  or  m  cer- 
tain other  directions,  we  would  stffl. 
eontteue  our  nomud  diplomatic  rela- 
ttona  with,  the  countries  conmilttinsr  the. 
aggresBlons.  I  think  that  policy  ought 
to  be  reviewed. 

^nie  argument  made  is  ttiat  if  we 
Withdraw  our  AmtMussador  and  send'the 
Communist  Ambassador  home,  so  far  as 
6mr  Amfta88a<tor  is  concerned,,  we  would. 
Ibae  a  wihdow  hi  the  ottier  country.  L 
Qtinlt  tSbat.  factor  mnst  be  welshed 
agafttst  the  fact  that  the  Comnunxist 
embaartes  in.  our  country,  and  in  other 
cocmtries  of  the  free  world,  as  has  been 
tfidwB.by  the  Guzenko  case  in  Canada, 
and  as  has  Yxxni  shown  by  some  of  Uie 
espionasa  cases  In  our  country,  are  used 
ascenteia  of  e^lonage.  So  I  think  the 
breaklhg  off*  of  rations  would  be  of 
greater  disadvantage  to  the  Soviets  than- 
to  us.  However;  that  is  an-  arguable 
point. 

Seoendly,  I  think  there  is  a  certain 
liMuul  ef  restkssnen  witMn  a  number 
<rf  the  satellite  nations.  R  would  eer- 
talBltr  ftw  to  the  advmtaffs  of  tiae  free 
worlA  ft  ttaoae  satteUite  nattoas  conld 
taMMh  awair>.OBe  by  oner  fixxm  the  Com- 
Muniiffcgrlitt  Mmigfat  well  be  that  with 

the  hsf  Mmt  af  rdaUcma  ndth  some  of 
the  natiani  which  have  ^iKm  us  ample 
reason  Cor  bneakiag  relatiesas;  we  would 
Instiir  hope  In  the  heazta  of  the  once 

free  peoplft  ot  Boland,  Czechoslovakia, 

Rtmgary.  Rumania..  TfclVgtt^^^l^  and  other 
countries,  that  someday,  they  mlsht 
again  be  firee.    Regardless  of  whether  or 


not  soma  peo]^  believe  that  reoogni- 
tioa  i^aocsthe  stamp  of  approval  on  a 
government.  neverthelesB,  it  doefrbi  fact 
giye  them  a.  certain  standing  andi  pres> 
tlge  which  the  withdsawal  of  recoaoition 
would  remove.  It  would  have  the  re- 
verse effect. 

For  that  reason  I  think  we  mwt  ex- 
amine our  entire  policy  and  determine 
whether  we  are  to  sit  back  and  do  noth- 
ing in  that  regard,  or  find  some  new- 
formula  to  help  to  resist  the  constant 
encroachment  of  the  Communist  world. 

Mr.  PULBBIOHT.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  I£HMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  1 

Mr.  KHOWLAND.    I  yield.         ' 

Mr.  IJffTMAN.  I  cannot  possibly  con- 
ceive of  this  country  engaging  in  a  pre- 
venthne  /war.  But  i£  the  prediction  made 
by  the  dlstingui^^hed  majority  leader,  to 
the  effect  that  during  the  next  few  years 
we  ^lall  reach  an  atomic  stalemate,  is 
correct— and  I  have  no  doubt  thatat  is — 
will  ne  not  aguee  with  me  that  we  can- 
not afford  to  wait,  in  regard  to  mal^ug 
adequate  poovlMon  to  strengthea  our- 
selves and  our  allies,  imtil  the  time  of 
that  atomic  stalemate  arrives? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  quite  agree  with 
the  Senator  that  the  entire  subject  must 
be  reviewed  in  the  light  of  the  present 
danger,  and  the  potential  dangers  iwhlch 
confront.ua. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  vUll  the 
Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senator  has 
stressed  the  pressure  to  which  the  periph- 
eral nations  may  be  subjected  as  a  result 
Of  this  atomie  stalemate,  or  even  before 
that  stage  is  reached.  Will  he  not  agree 
with  me  that  the  very  drastic  reductions 
we  have  made  in  appropriations  for  the 
Air  Foroe.  for  the  Army,  and  i>Osslbly 
tox  the  Navy,  thus  reducing  oui  pro- 
poKd  adr  strength  from  148  wings  to  siib- 
stantially  less  than  that,  reducing  our 
ground  f occes  fktim  28  ch visions  to  17  di- 
^atona,  and  reducing  our  naval  strength, 
must  serve  as  a  very  great  discottrage- 
ment  to  the  peripheral  nations  and  the 
nations  behind  the  Iron  Curtain,  as  well 
as  to  our  allies?  Will  he  not  agree  that 
tftxese  actions  on  our  part  help  inspire  the 
beUef  abroad  that  we  are  not  going  to  be 
strong  enough  to  deal  from  strength,  and 
that,  we  arc  willing  now  to  accept  a  posi- 
tion of  weakzxeas  in  dealizig  with  the 
Soviets? 

Bfr.  KNOWLAND.  That  woul«  de- 
pmd  mran  what  the  f uU  facts  were.  Rn- 
Instanoc,  I  think  we  could  have  a  lesser 
Bomber  of  wings  and  still  could  have  a 
stronger  bombing  potential,  so  that  1  or 
2  planes  could  do  what  150  or  SOO  planes 
might  have  done  during  World  War  n. 

So  fftr  as  the  Army  is  concerned.  I 
think  it  would  depend  upon  what  the 
situation  was  in  regard  to  the  firepower 
of  the  artillery,  the  infantry,  and  the 
armored  divtsions,  in  relation  to  the  fli«- 
power  previous  existing,  and  wtether 
some  of  the  reductions  had  largely  been 
in  the  supply  forces  and  in  the  behind'- 

thfi-line  troops,  and  whether  we  could 

improve  that  situation,,  so  we  wouU  not 
need  as  many  men  behind  the  Iines«  sup- 
porting the  men  in  the  front  lines.    I 


think  we  need  to  take  all  tlioie  factom 
into  consideration. 

I  believe  we  han^e  to  consider  what  in/ 
the  way  of  airpower  we  have.,  not  only 
in  the  other  services — the  Nwvy  and  the 
Mcu*ine6 — but  also  among  ouri  alUea.,  in; 
terms  of  the  common  contrlbiHion,  Just 
as  we  have  to  consider  what  potentials- 
there  are  in  ground  forces  both  in 
Europe,  Asia,  and  the  Americas. 

Of  course,  all  those  things  liave  to  be. 
taken  into  consideration  before  a  cate- 
gorical answer  can  be  given  tot  the  Sen* 
aUu-  from  New  York.  But  I  believe  the 
overall  strength  needs  to  be  maintained. 
We  might  have  the  desired  strength ;  but. 
if  as  a  matter  of  national  policy  the. 
American  people  were  not  prepared  to 
support  the  use  of  that  strength,  even 
after  having  doubled  its  amount,  that 
strength  on  our  part  would  not  neces- 
sarily constitute  a  restraining  influence 
upon  the  Soviets. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield  for  an- 
other question? 

The  PRESIDINa  OFPICXR  (Mr. 
HiCKEMiooPKR  in  the  chair).  Does  the 
Senator  from  California  yield  further  to 
the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  KNOWLAl>JD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  WUl  not  the  majority 
leader  agree  with  me  that  there  should 
be  a  careful  reappraisal— on  a  biparti- 
san basis — of  the  results  of  the  cuts  in 
the  appropriations  for  our  military  from 
$40  billion  to,  I  believe,  less  than  $28 
billion  in  the  past  2  years,  involving  a 
cut  in  our  Air  Pbrce.  from  143  wings  tot 
a  lesser  number,  and  a  cut  from  20  di- 
visions to  17  divisions  in  our  ground 
forces? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Of  course  the- 
Senator  from  New  York  is  making  a 
statement  that  I  would  not  wish  to  be 
understood  as  accepting.  I  believe  it 
depends  in  both  instances  on  whether  we 
are  taking  about  paper  wings  or  wings 
actuaUy  in  being,  i  think  the  Senator 
from  New  York  wUl  find  that  the  proper 
congressional  committees,  incleding  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  the  F\>reign 
Relations  Committee  and  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee,  can  delve  into  the 
question  of  whether  there  has  been  an 
actual  reduction  in  firepower,  or  whether 
some  of  the  reductions  have  been  in 
types  of  planes  which  could  very  weU  be 
done  without  while  we  were  concentrat- 
ing upon  building  up  the  winga  in  being 
in  both  the  tactical  and  the  strategic 
air  aims. 

So  the  mere  fact  that  there  has  been. 
a  change  in  the  so-called  paper  wings- 
does  not  necessarily  mean — although  I 
do  not  wish  to  argue  the  polxtt  now 

that  there  has  been  a  reduction  in  strik- 
ing power. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  suppose  there  iS' 
logic  in  what  the  majority  leader  haa^. 
said.    But  from  aU  the  reperOs  I  have- 

received  in  the  paat  2  or  3  year$.  I  Judges 

there  has  developed  a  very  d^nite  gap* 
between  the  miUtary  strengtfai  of  our- 
selves and  that  of  Russia.  li  am  not; 
talking  now  about  atomic  strength;  I  am 

talking  about  the  air  loroes  and  tbe' 
around  force& 

I  have  also  been  told  by  excellent  au- 
thority that  this  gap  has  actually  wid- 
ened instead  of  being  narrowed,  within 
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the  last  year^r  two.  I  wonder  whether 
the  Senator  from  California  can  give 
me  any  Information  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No;  I  am  not  In 
a  position  to  do  so  at  this  time. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  CaliforrJa. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  California  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  In  the  Interest 
of  trying  to  be  helpful  in  this  connec- 
tion, I  should  like  to  say  that  a  reducUon 
from  143  wings  to  100  wings  has  not  ac- 
tually occurred;  it  Is  not  correct  to  say 
there  has  been  such  a  reduction,  in  my 
opinion  the  reduction  is  from  143  wings 
to  an  ultimate  goal  of  137  wings.  Fur- 
thermore, there  is  a  difference  in  the 
spread  of  those  wings.  For  instance, 
some  of  them  are  training  or  transport 
wings  that  can  be  eliminated. 

Actually,  the  niunber  of  wings  in  exist- 
ence last  July,  when  I  last  checked  the 
figures,  was  greater  than  the  number  we 
had  a  year  before,  and  at  least  as  many  as 
were  contemplated  by  the  previous  ad- 
ministration at  that  time. 

I  may  also  say  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York  and  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia, that  when  the  Senator  from  New 
York  says  we  have  reduced  our  ground 
forces  from  20  divisions  to  17  divisions, 
that  statement  also  is  not  strictly  cor- 
rect, because  not  included  In  those  di- 
visions are  the  so-called  combat  teams, 
which,  as  I  understand,  are  composed  of 
artillery,  infantry,  aircraft,  and  so  forth, 
and  are  in  addition  to  the  17  divisions. 
Of  course,  we  are  equipping  the  20  divi- 
sions that  are  in  Korea  today,  and  are 
composed  of  Koreans.  8o.  strictly 
speaking,  we  have  not  reduced  the  size  of 
our  Army  to  the  extent  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  York 
would  seem  to  indicate,  when  he  referred 
to  a  reduction  from  20  divisions  to  17 
divisions. 

I  should  Uke  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
Senator  from  California,  who  formerly 
was  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee:  Is  It  not  true  that  it  will 
always  be  impossible  for  us  to  have  as 
large  a  standing  ground  force  as  the 
Russians  have  ?  What  we  have  to  depend 
upon  and  what  we  need  so  badly  to- 
day is  an  Improved  Reserve  training  pro- 
gram. Is  it  not  equally  true  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  has  stated 
to  the  American  Legion  that  in  January 
he  intends  to  submit  to  Congress,  as  one 
of  the  first  measures  he  will  siiggest  at 
the  new  session,  a  bill  calling  for  a  Re- 
serve training  progrtun?  I  ask  that  ques- 
tion because  at  five  different  times  last 

year  I,  as  chairman  of  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee,  tried  to  get  such  a  pro- 
gram submitted,  but  those  in  authority 
could  not  get  together  on  a  reconunenda- 
tion  or  plan. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Of  course,  an  ade- 
quate Reserve  program  is  essential  be- 
cause neither  our  economy  nor  our  gen- 
eral history  and  tradition  would  support, 
nor  would  we  wish  to  support,  an  army 

in  being  as  large  as  the  army  the  Soviet 

Union  has.  We  would  immediately  have 
to  curtail  our  production  of  planes, 
tanks,  equipment,  and  so  forth,  to  the 
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extent  required  to  keep  any  such  force 
mobilized. 

So  I  believe  we  need  an  adequate  and 
efficient  Reserve  trahiing  program,  and  I 
think  we  need  equally  as  much  to  con- 
sider the  contributions  of  our  several 
alUes. 

As  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
well  knows,  when  the  so-called  ROK  di- 
visions— the  divisions  of  the  Republic  of 
Korea — had  proper  training  and  proper 
equipment,  they  turned  out  to  be  among 
the  finest  divisions  that  fought  in  the 
Korean  war.  Certainly  there  is  no  rea- 
son why  the  troops  of  the  Republic  of 
Korea,  in  the  defense  of  their  own  coun- 
try, should  not  l)c  equipped  and  trained 
to  protect  their  own  country,  and  cer- 
tainly there  is  no  reason  why  we  neces- 
sarily should  have  to  tie  up  2,  5.  or  10 
United  States  divisions  in  Korea. 

A  similar  situation  exists  in  other  areas 
of  the  world.  I  believe  that  the  other  na- 
tions, our  allies,  could  themselves  supply 
many  divisions  for  the  cost  of  equipping 
and  maintaining  one  United  States  di- 
vision. For  instance,  it  has  been  esti- 
mated that  anjrwhere  from  10  to  15 
Korean  divisions  can  be  equipped  for  the 
cost  of  equipping  1  United  States  divi- 
sion. A  similar  situation  exists  in  the 
case  of  certain  other  countries,  althoxigh 
perhaps  not  in  so  great  a  degree.  Cer- 
tainly our  allies  and  associates  should  be 
prepared.  In  the  common  defense,  to 
carry  their  fair  share  of  the  burden. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President.'I 
should  Uke  to  ask  one  more  question,  and 
perhaps  make  a  brief  statement,  also. 
What  the  Senator  from  California  says 
about  the  Reserve  training  program  is 
true;  and  I  believe  that  the  enactment  of 
a  measure  bringing  about  such  a  Reserve 
training  program  is  the  most  fundamen- 
tal legislative  improvement  that  Ues 
within  our  piower  today. 

Second,  of  course,  we  should  reap- 
praise, every  year,  the  appropriations  for 
our  miUtary  equipment. 

The  other  question  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
is  this: 

The  former  chairman  of  the  Joint 
Ciiiefs  of  Staff.  Qen.  Omar  Bradley, 
made  a  statement  which  has  always  ap- 
pealed to  me.  He  said  that  if  we  are  to 
send  ground  troops  into  any  situation, 
we  should  choose,  to  the  best  of  our 
abiUty.  where  those  ground  troops  are 
to  go.  and  not  be  forced  to  send  them 

somewhere  as  the  result  of  action  taken 
by  some  other  country.  I  assume  that  is 
the  same  feeling  which  motivated  Gen- 
eral Ridgway  in  his  testimony.  I  l>eUeve 
such  a  concept  is  fundamental  to  our 
future  security.  We  should  keep  our 
ground  forces  mobile  and  send  them  to 
places  of  our  own  choosing. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  beUeve  that 
statement    Is    correct.       However,     we 

Should  understand  that  making  that 
statement  does  not  solve  the  problem,  as 
I  am  sure  the  Senator  did  not  mean  to 
imply.  For  example.  I  beUeve  it  to  be 
entirely  soxind  poUcy  to  withdraw  Amer- 
ican divisions  gradually  from  Korea  and 

to  replace  them  with  Koreans  In  the  de- 
fense of  Korea.  In  that  way  the  Ameri- 
can divisions  can  be  put  into  a  mobile 
reserve. 


I  believe  the  same  policy  should  be 
followed  in  Japan  and  in  other  areas  of 
the  world. 

However,  it  is  not  possible  predfri- 
tantly  to  withdraw  those  divisions  nwi^i— 
at  the  same  time  we  make  siu-e  thi^  the 
withdrawal  of  the  troops  does  not  in  and 
of  itself  encourage  Soviet  aggreesioii. 
That  is  why  I  beUeve  the  poUcy  of  build- 
ing up  the  ROK  divisions  In  Korea  is  a 
necessary  corollary  to  the  withdrawal  of 
American  troops. 

Mr.  SALTON8TAIX.  I  had  in  mind 
sending  our  troops  into  some  places,  such 
as  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  and  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  mentioned. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  quite  agree  that 
neither  in  our  miUtary  poUcy  nor  In  our 
foreign  poUcy  should  we  be  placed  in  the 
position  of  merely  reacting  to  Soviet 
moves,  and  to  make  it  possible  for  them 
by  their  moves  to  determine  what  we  will 
do,  because  that  in  effect  would  make  ue 
a  captive  of  their  poUcy.  I  do  not  beUeve 
that  we  should  do  that. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  appreciate  very  much  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader's  frank  ap- 
proach, as  always,  to  these  troublesome 
problems.  I  am  not  siwe  that  I  fully 
comprehend  aU  the  impUcations  that 
may  flow  from  the  distinguished  8«i- 
ator's  statements. 

I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  study 
his  words.  I  shaU  certainly  do  so  dur- 
ing the  evening.  I  do  wish  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion of  the  distinguished  majority  leader. 

First,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  share  ttae 
Senator's  very  deep  concern  about  the 
state  of  our  Nation's  defenses  and  about 
the  necessity  of  our  n^otiating  from  a 
position  of  strength.  As  the  Senator  will 
recall,  many  years  ago  we  were  among 
6,  7,  or  8  Members  of  the  Senate  who  in- 
sisted that  adequate  funds  be  appropri- 
ated to  maintain  what  we  considered  to 
be  our  essential  defenses. 

With  reference  to  the  present  time, 
what  does  the  Senator  beUeve  we  should 
add  to  the  proclamations  already  made 
by  the  President  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  Insofar  as  warning  Russia  is  con- 
cerned? Would  he  extend  those  procla- 
mations?   Would  he  go  further? 

At  this  time,  does  he  beUeve  that  we 
have  not  studied  the  situation  enough? 
Would  he  precede  any  announcement 
with  a  study,  or  would  he  make  the  an- 
nouncement and  then  make  the  study? 
Would  the  Senator  elaborate  on  that 
point? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  would  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas  ttiat  wtiat  I  prima- 
rily had  in  mind  in  the  remarks  I  mada 
today  was  that  throughout  the  world 
there  has  been  an  obvious  development 
in  the  thinking  of  some  of  our  allies  vnA 
some  of  the  neutral  countries  that  the 

doctrine  of  peaceful  coexistence,  mierely 

because  it  has  been  expressed  by  the 
Soviet  Union,  can  be  reUed  on.  I  be- 
Ueve it  to  be  a  wrong  premise.  I  do  not 
beUeve   that  we   can  trust  the  Soviet 

Union  today  any  more  than  we  ooald 

trust  the  Soviet  Union  under  Stalin  or 
under  Lenin. 

I  beUeve  the  historic  Soviet  doctrine 
is  stm  precisely  what  it  was  before,  and 
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itmM  ta^»da«toy  tfartrae  w«ld  wbai- 


II 


to  do  ao.  It  may  take  some  oooridarable 
ttyiadi»itl«a.pie«c- 
«OTdt  for  an 
It  wmOa  be  poasiUe 
for  tlicki  to  do  H  moefr  acsreaiiTdy  and 
la  »  wlMiia  iMia  fMtii— ■  Howefver.  I  do 
tbair  basic  policy  bar 


faet  tbat  tbey  aar  "We  are 
now  good"  does  not  mean  tbat  we  dMuld 
aeoipt  tbat  ataatement  at  face  vidne.  We 
abaiild  not  do  so.  because  tbe  Soviet 
Union  baa  irtolstcd  evczy  nuiaeKreaBion 
pact  It  ever  altered  Into,  Inclmting  the 
ones  wltl^  Fbiland.  with  Pcdaod.  wtth 
LmMm,  wUh  Tithnanfai.  and  with  BsUmia. 
and  tbe  agreements  with  NationaUst 
Ghtnak 

^^.JOBHaaSotTejoB.  Wbat  would 
tbe^  Senator  from  CaMflmia  reeommead 
dolas  ar  not  doinff? 

Ur.  KHOWLAND.  I  would  say  to  tbe 
Senator  from  Texas  that,  first,  the  ad- 
ministration sbeuld.  as  I  hope  it  will  and 
as  I  believe  it  wlU.  caH.  In  the  leaden  oC 
both  parties  durtag  ttois  saaten— and 
sodi  a  conference  baa  abraady  been 
reiiprt  niid  mrtaiaiyi  daring  the  next 
sesBien*  when  the  party  of  the  Senator 
tnm  Tcaaa:  will  be  in  cMitrol  o£  tbe  Sen> 
ate  and  et  tho  Haute  of  Representatives, 
taordev  to  worktofletberon  some  ot  the 
grave  protatems  that  face  our,  Nation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Tohml  With  that 
wnmnmiwKltk  IJuii  the  Senator  from  Texas 
la  in  hewrty  aeooid. 

Mr.  KIK>WLAND'..  Secondly.  Z  be< 
Beve  It  Is:  equally  Impertu^  tbat  before 
■erne  of  our  friends,  akcoad  get  Che 
fidse  Impresstoor  that  peaertul  eocaiat^ 
that  Soviets,  use  the  teras,  or 
talemate,  when  it  comes,  will 
that  tbqr  will  be  free  from  wonryi 
verrisQuld  1^  least  peint  oat  to  them  amne 
pttfalla  ta  tbat  policy.  X  have  men- 
tioned aooia  oC  them  tcday.  We  should 
point  out  those  pltfaUa  befoce  tiieor  oom- 
mit  themselves  te  ttaepoUcr  of  the  Soviet 
Vaimi  without  reaUiing  the  fullr  impli- 
eattooBQl  thatpoUcy. 

Mb.  JQMKBOm  at  Texas.  I  want  tbe 
jjenator  from:  CallfOxnla  to  understand 
that  I  agree  with  him  wholeheartedl)rln 
the  view  that  our  fOreigit  ptfloy  and  our 
military  padlcy  need  tO'  ba  reviewed  and 


1  metelv  want  to  get  a  httlr  more 
•ioaciy  wlmt  hla.  Ideaa  are  and  what  he 
heUewas  shoidd  or  coidd  be  dboK  l  be- 
lieve the  Presidentbaa  acted  very  wisdy 
aoA  eensidaraMK!  in,  mrraangim^  j^  j^ 
meeting  on  Wednesday  of  this  week.  I 
esanot  anttctpate  what  that  meettnr  will 
Apeadoee;  Z  am  bopefid  that  soma  ctf  the 
thtaas  the  aenator  baa  nMnflhtnTrt  will 
be  placed  Oft  tbe  table  as  fbaiAiy  as  the 
'  lUHKPiaced  them  betec  the  Sani- 


CBsieerued,  baarewex;.  about  the 

^ Ettar   leader's   ataite- 

asitfe-if  1  undwi  stood,  it  correctly^— I  may 
■at  havat  undbwrtood  it  coiractly— that 
be.  wasi  reaamBnendlng  a.  stadp  oft  the 
saltfaBt  tapcommittBeaof  Cmageesaat  the 
Xf.  that  canaet?' 
Voc  not  necsBsarlly 
ao.  I  purposely  did  not  say  that4tAoidd 
be  dbne  at  tha  present  aemion  a€  Cto- 

Bowwcv,  I  do  tbiak.  that>  tima 


m 


la  of  the  easenoe.  I  bdleve  that  tht  year 
1955  may  be  one  of  the  most  cruclalyears 
ta  the  entire  history  of  our  Nation.  Ac- 
tually it  may  be-a  year  such  as  faced  the 
Boman  Empire  at  one  time,  when  it  had 
the  powOT  to  make  decisions  which  might 
have  saved  it,  but  when  they  passed  the 
"point  of  no  return."  From  there  they 
were  no  longer  in  control  of  the  situ- 
ation. 

Therefore  I  merely  say.  on  my  own  re- 
sponsU>ility  as  a  Senator,  that  the  prob- 
lem i»  at  such  magnitude  and  of  such 
importance  that  there  should  be  no  cen- 
ter aisle  dividing  us  in  trying  to  find  a 
solution  wliich  will  preserve  our  Repub- 
lic and  make  it  possible  for  us  to  hand 
it  to  our  children  and  grandchildren  as 
Strong  as  we  received  it  from  those  before 
us.  That  is  basically  what  I  am  trying 
to  say. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  commend 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  for 
that  statement.  -  I  certainly  share  his 
Viewpoint  on  the  necessity  for  uniting  all 
America  in  a  common  determination  to 
preserve  our  country. 

I  assume,  then,  that  the  majority 
leader  does  not  contemplate  any  unilat- 
eral Study  of  the  subject  by  Senate  com- 
mittees during  this  special  session  of  the 
Soiate? 

Mr.  B3JOWIiAND.  No;  I  do  not  have 
that  in  tw<Tiri  Of  course  I  have  no  doubt 
that  I  am  not  the  only  one  who  has  been 
worrying  about  this  problem.  At  least  I 
have  expressed  a  point  of  view  I  wished 
to  get  before  the  Senate  while  the  Sen- 
ate was  in  session  at  this  time  and^  while 
we  are  preparing  for  the  next  session  of 
Oongress.  as  well  as  while  distinguished 
representatives  of  foreign  countries  are 
visiting  us. 

In  that  way  at  least  some  thought  will 
be  given — as  I  know  it  is  being  given — in 
various  countries,  and  by  the  puUlic  as 
a  whole,  to  the  question  of  what  the  full 
Imirilcations  of  the  so-called  policy  of 
peaceful  coeidstence  and  atomic  stale- 
mate may  mean. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dentj  I  wieb  tothank  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  for  the  frankness  of  his 
statement  this'  evening.  I  now  have  a 
much  clearer  view  about  the  plaas  for 
this  Senate  session  than  I  had  when  he 
began  to  deliver  his  statement  because 
I  thought  the  implication  of  a  recom- 
mendation for  study  meant  that  per- 
haps the  committees  would  start  oh  this 
problem  while  we  are  trying  to-  pass 
oa  the  pending  resolution.  I  certainly 
h<9ed  the  majority  leader  did  not  feel 
that  the  matter  was  of  sufScient  urgency 
to  diq>fece  the  pending  business. 

Mr:  HNOWLAND;  No.  I  will  say  to 
ttie  Senator  f^-ani  Texas  that  I  had  no 
suoh  mtentton.  But  I  wish  to  poiat  out 
that  while  we  have  96  Members  trom 
4M  States  engaged  in  the  consideration 
efa  mattcp  which  is  of  some  importance 
to  the  Senate,  other  vital  questions 
whMi  may  affect  the  lite  of  the  Repub- 
lic are  still  arising  in  the  outer  world, 
and  I  hope  that  we  will  not  become  so 
deeply  engroased  in  thm  pending  resolu- 
tkm  that  w  wiU  lose  sight  of  other 
important  rmtben. 

Mt.  J0H1V80N  of  Texas.  I  commend 
the  Senator  for  brhiging  the  matter  to 
our  attention,  and  I  also  congratolate 


him  for  not  intending  that  the  present 
business  be  set  atide. 

I  think  the  most  impertani  Job  the 
g4th  Congress  will  have  is  not  only  to 
examine  and  attempt  to  strengthen  ou> 
foreign  policy  to  give  this  Nation  the 
initiative,  but  to  be  sure  that  the  people 
of  this  country,  as  far  as  posiible.  are 
united  behind  our  foreign  policy.  I 
think  it  is  extremely  urgent  that  we  re- 
examine our  defense  policy  and  our  mili- 
tary strength.  It  is  my  personal  view 
that  it  will  be  absolutely  necessary,  in 
view  of  what  the  Senator  has  said,  and 
in  view  of  what  we  tmow  to  be  the  facts, 
to  make  this  Nation  as  strong  as  is  pos- 
sible. I  am  afraid  that  today  we  are 
weaker  than  we  should  be. 

I  know,  from  my  experience  with  the 
Senator  in  our  respective  leadership  roles 
and  on  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
and  the  Appropriations  Committee,  that 
this  Is  not  an  issue  that  will  be  deter- 
mined by  partisan  considerations.  We 
all  love  this  Nation,  and  we  are  going  to 
march  forward  together  and  attempt  to 
make  this  country  so  strong  that  no  one 
will  dare  attack  It. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  Presidfent.  I  ap- 
preciate what  coexistence  meant.  I  have 
always  thought  that  a  cartoon  I  once 
saw  showing  a  birdcage  containing  a  fat 
cat  and  with  no  bird  in  the  cage  was  an 
indication  of  what  woiild  happen  under 
coexistence. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  When  T  was  In 
China  in  1949  and  was  at  Chungking  the 
day  before  the  Communists  ttook  that 
capital,  one  of  the  elder  statesmen  of  the 
Republic  of  China  said  to  me.  "You  know. 
Senator,  we  have  an  old  expression  in 
China  that  you  cannot  have  coalition  or 
coexistence  with  a  tiger  unless  you  are 
inside  the  tiger." 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  Is  the  same 
idea  which  I  expressed.  But  my  ques- 
tion is  this:  I  was  vmder  the  impression 
that  the  Defense  Department  and  the 
administration  were  studying  our  mili- 
tary situation  from  day  to  day  and  had 
made  announcements.  I  think  the  set- 
tlement which  was  made  in  Korea  was 
an  indication  of  what  we  could  expect 
if  no  determinations  were  reached. 

Does  the  Senator  wish  to  leave  the  Im- 
pression ttiat  the  administration  today 
is  not  studying  the  questions  which  have 
been  raised  not  only  from  the  military 
angle  but  from  the  State  Department 
angle? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Oh,  no.  1  hope  the 
Senator  will  read  no  such  implication  m- 
to  my  stateaient,  because  I  am  lure  that 
almost  daily  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  are 
sending  papers  to  the  Security  Council, 
and  tiie  Securltor  Council,  luuier  its  re- 
sponsibilities, is  making,  determinations 
dependent  on  what  happens  in  tjhe  world 
and  wtiat  changes  have  taken  place.  But 
in  the  past  several  weeks  there  has 
seemed  to  be  a  growing  feeling  In  the 
capitals  of  Europe  that  once  they  accept 
the  Soviet  theory  of  coexistence  it  win 
solve  the  problem;  that  that  nmy  make 
it  unnecessary  finally  to  rearm  Western 
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Oermany;  tbat  the  Soviet  Dhlon  then  is 
going  to  change  from  a  lion  to  a  lamb, 
and  Is  going  to  be  easier  to  get  akmg 
with.  I  do  not  happen  to  "bujr"  that 
theory.  I  think  we  are  going  to  see  an 
Increasing  oplrton  being  built  up  ta  some 
of  the  capitals  of  Europe  and  ta  some  of 
the  neutral  nations,  such  as  India,  that 
if  we  would  aaly  accept  the  Soviet  oom- 
mitmente  and  words  at  face  value  we 
could  hve  ta  security  and  without  fear 
<rf  the  poaslbiUty  ef  an  overt  aggression 
fromwithout  or  subversion  from  with- 
in. KTIs  for  tliat  reason  that  I  felt  it  was 
important  to  make  the  stotement  which 
I  have  made. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  glad  to  have 
tlJit  answer,  because  I  feel  we  are  do- 
ing our  Job  on  a  daily  basis  with  refer- 
ence to  the  problem.  I  share  the  view 
that  some  nations  are  not  aware  of  what 
penetration  by  communism  can  mean. 

I  think  that  in  the  near  future  one  of 
the  Jobs  ot  America,  erf  this  Congresss 
and  the  admmistration.  is  to  create  ta 
the  mtads  of  leaders  of  other  nations,  our 
allies,  an  awareness  of  what  can  be  ac- 
comiriished  by  the  penetration  and  ta- 
filtratlon  of  communism,  and  what 
would  follow  under  tbe  so-called  defi- 
nition of  coexistence.  It  wo\^  take 
thera  all  over,  and  we  might  stand  alone 
if  they  do  not  realise  that  Communist 
penetration  and  infiltration  are  a  means 
of  destruction.  I  understood  that  the 
treaty  with  reference  to  the  South  Pa- 
cific, which  we  are  now  studying  is  an 
indication  that  we  recognize  two  forces^ 
one.  military,  and  the  other,  which  is  of 
great  importance  that  of  penetration 
and  infiltration. 

Mr.  KNOWI.AND.  I  may  be  mistaken, 
but  as  a  matter  of  fact.  I  think  the  Ma- 
nila pact  is  tlie  first  pact  ta  which  the 
free  nations  of  the  wotM  ever  sought  to 
meet  specific  problems  dealtag  with  ta- 
temal  subvention  and  realized  the  im- 
portance of  consultation  together  in  the 
event  of  subversive  activities  ta  any  of 
these  nations  affected. 

Mr.  F¥:R0U60N.  I  tldnk  the  sixth 
section  ot  the  Rio  pact  is  framed  ta  al- 
most the  same  language. 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  Is  correct. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  wanted  to  have 
the  RxcoRo  clear  as  to  the  Senator's 
thinking  on  that  potat. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yiekl? 
Mr.  KNOWIAND.  I  yield. 
Mr.  SYMINCrrON.  With  reference  to 
the  joining  of  the  question  of  adequate 
armed  strength  and  preventive  war.  does 
not  the  Senator  from  California  agree 
that  the  way  to  prevent  any  war  is  to 
have  adequate  military  strength? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  the  best 
ehanee  we  have  e(  rwo^nt^tittHg  the  peace 
of  the  world  is  to  keep  ourselves  and  our 
associates  ta  the  free  world  so  strong 
that  the  very  i-ealistic  men  ta  the  Krem- 
lin wlH  figure  that  tbe^  calculated 
chances  of  winning  are  so  much  less 
than  their  chances  of  foslng  that  they 
win  not  precipitate  a  war  or  encourage 
any  of  their  associates  to  precipitate  a 
war.  I  think  the  greatest  danger  to  peace 
is  to  operate  from  a  position  of  weakness 
so  that  the  oonttazy  would  be  true,  that 
they  would  figure  their  calculated 
chances  of  winning  were  much  greater 


than  tbelr'chanccs  of  Losing.  That  w^niM 
be  our  hour  of  greatest  danger. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  In  other  words.  Is 
not  adeqivate  miUtary  strength  one  of 
the  greatest  wajrs  of  preventing  any  war? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  certata  the 
Senator  from  Mlssoxnl  agrees  with  me 
that  it  is  not  only  necessary  to  matatain 
miUtory  strength,  but  also  economic 
strength  to  support  the  military  strength. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.    I  do  agree. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  But  keeping  in 
mtad  national  strength  in  all  of  its  broad 
aspects,  we  must  maintain  a  strong 
America  and  a  strong  free  world. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  In  other  words,  ta 
the  search  for  peace,  it  is  of  the  utmost 
Importence  to  have  adequate  miUtary 
strength;  is  it  not? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  correct. 
There  is  no  question  about  It. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  majority  leader  is  acquatat- 
ed  with  the  recent  bipartisan  report  of 
the  National  Plarming  Association,  which 
says  America  could  spend  more  than  $ie 
bilhon  additional  on  mlhtary  strength 
and.  at  the  same  time,  increase  our 
Standard  of  living  and  reduce  our  taxes. 
It  says  we  probably  could  spend  $26  bil- 
lion more  and  do  the  same  thing;  that 
we  would  only  get  tato  trouble  if  we  got 
up  to  around  $33  bilhon  more. 

Does  not  the  majority  leader  agree 
that  we  must  have  whatever  is  neces- 
sary lor  adequate  miUtary  security,  as 
we  face  the  great  and  growing  dangers 
of  Soviet  communism? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  When  we  five  in  a 
world  ta  which  If  there  is  any  relaxation 
on  the  part  of  the  free  nations  we  shaU 
have  our  Jugular  veta  cut,  we  must  mam- 
tain  alertness  and  strength. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  thank  the  dis- 
ttaguished  majority  leader.  Achieving 
what  might  be  called  a  poUcrot  strength 
thrmagh  weakness,  which  ha&  resulted 

The  PRESIDING  O^ICER.  What  is 
the  parliamentary  situation?  Has  the 
Senator  from  California  yielded  the 
floor? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  assumed  that  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakoto  wanted  the 

flOCM*. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Chair  understand  that  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  Is  speaking  ta  his  own  right. 
after  the  Senator  from  California  hod 
yielded  the  floor? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  thought  I  had 
yielded  the  floor. 

Mr.  CASE.  Before  the  Senator  from 
California  yielded.  I  hoped  he  would  yield 
to  aae,  merely  to  permit  me  to  oak  unan^ 
BBeus  coBscBt  fOT  Certain  insertions  ta 
the  Rkcokd. 

Mr.  SYMINOTON.  May  I  address  one 
more  question  to  the  majority  leader? 

The  PKESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does 
tbe  Senator  from  California  yl^d  to  the 
Senator  txxnt  Missouri? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  no  desire 
to  hoM  the  floor,  but.  as  a  comtesy.  I 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 
Tlien  I  Shan  be  glad  to  yield  for  inser- 
tions, following  which  I  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  move  that  the  Senate  recess 
until  11  o'clock  tomorrow  morning. 


Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  thank  the  nuu 
Jority  leader  for  his  typical  grackms 
courtesy. 

It  seems  to  me  that  tl^s  policy  of 
strei^rth  through  weakness,  which  has 
resulted  in  reducing  appropriatiena  for 
our  national  defense  soaoewlwrc  betweea 
$11  billion  and  $12  biUion,  is  one  which 
seriously  affects  the  future  security  at 
the  United  States.  It  also  affects  ad- 
versely any  chance  of  handlli«  what  the 
majority  leader,  ta  his  fine  talk  this  aft- 
ernoon, has  presented  as  a  problem  for 
the  United  States. 

I  agree  with  ova  distinguished  minor* 
ity  leader,  when  he  said  that  the  most 
important  problem  to  come  hetore  tbe 
Senate  at  the  next  session  will  prob- 
ably be  what  we  must  do  to  negotiate 
from  a  position  of  strength.  We  auist 
ne^tlate  our  diplomatic  protdems  from 
a  position  of  military  stroi^h  as  agaitMt 
weakness  if  the  tormer  ore  to  be  taken 
seriously  by  any  poaeible  eoemy. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President.  I 
desire  to  a^  1  or  2  qoestkios  mt  the  Sen- 
ator from  California.  I  did  not  have  tbe 
opportunity  to  hear  all  of  the  SeiMktor's 
comment,  but  I  gathered  the  tavden  of 
his  remarks,  for  which  I  commend  i»*» 

I  ask  the  Senator,  flrst,  if  it  Is  not  bis 
belief  that  the  present  developments  ta 
Soviet  foreign  policy,  m  respect  to  what 
might  be  termed  a  softer  attitnde  or  a 
more  conciliatory  attitude,  so  far  as 
Western  JSurope  is  concemed.  and  even 
the  United  States,  as  well,  relate  directty 
to  the  integration  of  the  forces  of  West 
Germany  tato  the  whole  Western  De- 
fense Community? 

Mr.  KNOWLANDl  I  think  it  is  partly 
a  tactical  move  ta  the  long-term  Soviet 
strategic  objective. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Is  tt^  not  to  be 
borne  ta  mtad  that  while  there  seeaae  to 
be,  on  the  surface,  a  lessening  of  the  ten- 
sions ta  certain  areas  of  Knrope.  nevex;- 
theless.  while  that  is  going  on  there  ik 
gross  violation  of  the  truce  agreementg 
i*^  Korea  and  ta  Indochina?  For  exam- 
ple, m  Indochina,  where  there  is  si|u>- 
posed  to  be  a  free  movemeni  of  people 
between  «^he  Red-  or  Communist-con- 
trcdled  area  and  the  rest  of  Vietnam,  the 
movement  literally  has  been  stymied, 
and  despite  the  protests  of  the  truce 
commission  nothing  has  taken  place  to 
respect  to  the  protests^ 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  likewise 
been  oooceraed  with  the  vieiatioiB  of 
the  am^stice  and  truce  aereemeoU  m 
both  Korea  and  Vietnam.  At  tbe  meet- 
ing of  the  Committee  en  Foroign  Rela- 
tions, when  Mr.  Dulles  app^uwd  before 
the  comflBUtee  to  give  soaia  preliminary 
testimony  on  the  Maniia  pact,  I  specifi- 
cally asked  that  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Reiatfons  be  furnished  forthwith 
with  information  ta  ^e  hands  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  rela- 
tive to  such  truce  violations.,  so  that  it 
Bsigbt  be  avaaable  to  tbe  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

I  agata  spoke  today  to  the  staff  ef  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  uid 
asked  them  to  expedite  the  defiveiy  of 
that  Information  to  the  ItareEgn  Rela- 
tions Committee,  and  then.,  if  they  hava 
subsequent  informatiaa  whi^  tfacy  de» 
sire  to  send  us,  to  do  that.    However,  t 
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7  madkx  eoneertied  ftboni  the  rio- 

latioa  ttkk  have  been  reported  to  have 
taken  plaee. 

Mr.  HDMFBREY.  We  owe  the  Sena. 
tor  fnm  California  an  ejcpieaakm  (rf 
thanks  for  his  Inltlathre  In  the  matter, 
beeanse  I  think  it  is  Tery  Important  If 
I  may  make  one  statement,  I  think  what 
we  have  to  pctot  oat  for  the  Information 
of  all  the  people  is  that  whfle  there  is  an 
apparent  facade  of  trylns  to  appxtiaeh 
understandings  between  the  Soviets  and 
the  Western  European  countries,  partic- 
ularly, we  must  keep  in  mind  that  the 
policy  of  the  Soviet  Union  for  a  consid- 
eraUe  time  has  l)een  one  of  pernicious 
-itttrttion,  of  using  truces,  armistice 
agreements,  and  the  lAiikMoi^  of  co- 
evlrtenee  to  penetrate  certain  areas 
without  military  agrgression. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  I  am  not  mis- 
taken, it  is  a  fact,  and  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator from  Minnesota  will  recaU  it.  that 
Just  primr  to  the  aggression  in  Korea 
on  the  25th  of  June  1950,  there  took 
place  the  big  Communist-sponsored 
peace  rally,  known  as  the  Stockholm 
pca(»  ccnference,  at  which  rally  state- 
ments were  made  to  the  effect  that 
everything  was  going  to  be  peaceful  be- 
tween the  Communists  and  the  free 
world. 

There  are  some  people,  who  have  had 
more  and  closer  experience  with  the 
Communists  than  we  have  had,  who 
really  begin  to  worry  when  Communists 
start  talking  about  peaceT  fearing  that 
it  may  be  a  sign  of  an  additional  Soviet 
move. 

Mr.  HUMPHRE7.  Mri  President.  I 
wish  to  thank  the  Senat^  from  Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  ^President.  I 
now  3^eld  to  the  Senator  Q^>m  South 
Dakota. 


RBSOLDTION  OP  CESSl 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consid^_ 
tion  of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  to 
censure  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. 

BCr.CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unani- 
mous (consent  to  have  printed  at  thi^ 
point  in  the  Rccoro  the  text  of  a  letter 
which  I  have  written  imder  date  of 
November  15.  1954,  to  the  Hpnorable 
AxTRTm  V.  WATKOfs,  chalrms^  of  the 
select  committee  to  study  censure 
charges. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkord, 
as  follows: 

TTifRD  Statu  Skitatx 
BgJtCT  OoanciTi'u  To  Stupt 
Cnvsmuc  CHAmcxs  PmuruAjfT 

TO  SXNATS  OBOn  OK 

Sbnatx  RxsOLVnoN  301, 
November  IS.  1954. 
Hie  Honorable  AarRm  V.  Watkxms. 

Chairman,  Select  Committee  To  Study 
Cennre     Charge*.     United     State* 
Senate. 
Mr  Dmb  MS.  chairman:  The  letter  which 
Secretary  Stevens  wrote  late  Saturday,  and 
which  you  delivered  to  me  yesterday  (Sun- 
day) aftamocm  reepondlng  to  the  questions 
which  Z  asked  him  at  the  ccmf  erence  in  your 
odtoe  earlier  Saturday  afternoon,  considered 
with  the  material  in  the  two  letters  which 
he  brought  to  your  offlee.  together  with  the 
prior  evidence  in  the  mattor,  convinces  me 


that  U  would  be  wrong  to  censure  Senator 
McCabtbt  on  the  second  count — the  Zwlcker 
affair. 

Therefore,  Z  shall  not  vote  for  It. 

Tou  recall  that  after  reading  the  Uo- 
Carthy  letto:  which  Secretary  Stevens 
lm>ught  In  Saturday,  I  asked:  "When  was 
the  letter  actually  received?"  and,  "What 
consideration  was  given  to  it?" 

After  the  conference,  I  reread  not  only  the 
testimony  before  our  committee  on  the 
Zwlcker  matter  but  also  the  original  Peress 
testimony  before  Senator  McCarthv  in  New 
York  City.  That  hearing  ended  In  New  York 
City  at  noon  on  Saturday,  January  30  on  a 
quiet  and  sort  of  Incidental  cuestion  by 
Senator  McCaktht,  "You  haven't  been  asked 
to  resign,  have  you?" 

A  short  exchange  apparently  alerted  both 
parties  and  then  a  foot  race  began — by 
Peress  on  Monday,  February  l,  to  get  Imme- 
diate action  on  bis  discbarge.  by  Ii&:Caktht 
to  get  a  court-martial  instituted  before 
Peress  got  out  of  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Army. 

Secretary  Stevens  gives  the  first  positive 
evidence  as  far  as  I  know  that  Senator  Mc- 
Cartht's  letter  of  February  1,  was  delivered 
to  his  office  by  messenger  that  same  Monday. 
and  made  known  "to  the  responsible  Army 
staff." 

Further,  that  it  was  reviewed — presum- 
ably against  the  information  which  Gen- 
eral Zwlcker  relayed  through  his  immediate 
superior.  Chief  of  Staff.  First  Army.  New 
York,  the  same  Monday  that  Peness  had 
asked  for  immediate  discharge  instead  of 
the  previously  agreed  upon  date. 

Mr.  Stevens'  reply  to  my  second  Question 
la  that  the  McCarthy  letter  was  then  re- 
viewed and  that  "it  was  concluded  that  there 
was  no  additional  evidence  to  require  modi- 
fication of  the  prior  determination  of  the 
Peress  case  •  •  •  and  that  the  best  Interests 
of  the  United  States  would  be  served  by  his 
prompt  separation." 

So,  the  discharge  was  executed  and  Peress 
was  released  Tuesday  afternoon.  February  2. 
Mr.  Stevens  arrived  in  Washington  on  his 
trip  back  from  Japan  late  on  the  ajternoon 
of  February  3. 

This  proof  that  an  Army  staff  at  t»ie  Pen- 
tagon did  decide  to  let  Peress  slip  out  of 
their  grasp  after  the  issue  was  directly  and 
timely  raised  throws  into  new  focus  a  whole 
se^^of  dates  and  events  prior  to  the  Zwlcker 
hewing.  It  goes  far  toward  explaining  Sen- 
Htor  McCastht's  conduct  on  Pebrtiary  18 
when  Brigadier  General  Zwicker,  the  repre- 
sentative supplied  by  the  Army  under  wraps 
was  unable  to  pinpoint  the  persons  responsi- 
ble for  giving  more  consideration  to  a  request 
from  a  false-swearing  Communist  seeking  to 
flee  from  the  Armys  Jurisdiction  than  to  a 
suggeetion  from  the  chairman  of  a  Senate 
Investigating  committee  that  "coi»t-mar- 
tlal  proceedings  be  immediately  instituted." 
Heretofore,  the  only  evidence  in  <jur  rec- 
ord, as  far  as  I  recall,  that  the  tssu*  might 
have  been  timely  Joined  before  the  Pentagon 
board  was  Senator  McCaktht's  observation 
that  he  made  his  letter  of  February  l  public. 
(Senator  IMcCamt^t  :  "I  do  not  reeall  the 
date  the  letter  was  dispatched.  It  was  made 
public,  as  I  recall,  on  February  1."  p.  186, 
printing  hearings.) 

Why  the  text  ofyhls  February  1  letter  was 
not  brought  to  thtf  attention  of  the  commit- 
tee I  do  not  know,  especially  since  the 
Stevens  reply  of  February  16  was  entered  in 
full.  But  the  reading  of  Senator  McCaktht's 
letter  when  Secretary  Stevens  brougkt  it  In 
Saturday-  afternoon  makes  clear  that  the 
choice  was  squarely  presented  to  the  Arm^. 
It  U  unfortunate  that  General  Zwlcker,  who 
took  pains  to  advise  First  Army  Headquar- 
ters, next  above  him  In  chain  of  command, 
that  Peress  had  asked  for  the  speed-up  of 
his  discharge  should  have  borne  the  brunt 


of  Senator  McCabtht's  remarks  at  the  Feb- 
ruary 18  hearing.  We  can  all  agree  en  that. 
This  new  evidence,  however,  fn^n  Secretary 
Stevens  that  the  letter  was  actually  received 
and  reviewed  and  a  decision  retched  before 
the  disctiarge  was  issued  convinces  me  that 
formal  censure  should  not  rest  on  the  con- 
duct of  the  chairman  of  a  Senate  committee 
in  this  instance. 

I  regret  to  have  to  write  this  letter  or  to 
in  any  way  add  to  the  heavy  burden  under 
which  you  are  laboring  at  this  time.  I  am 
sure,  however,  that  none  of  lu  want  to  do  an 
injustice  to  anyone. 

The  whole  record,  including  this  new  evi- 
dence, may  appeal  differently  to  other  mem- 
bers, but  that  they  all  may  know  how  it 
appeals  to  me  I  am  sending  each  of  them  a 
copy  of  this  letter — and  becaxue  of  the  Im- 
plications for  other  Members  of  the  Senate 
as  the  issues  are  being  resolved  in  this  affair, 
I  am  placing  a  copy  on  the  desk  of  each  Sen- 
ator and  making  it  public. 

I  think  we  are  all  indebted  to  Senator 
Carlson  for  his  suggestion  last  Week  that  we 
call  on  Secretary  Stevens  for  further  clarifi- 
cation in  the  whole  Zwicker-Percae  matter. 

With  warmest  personal  regards,  I  am. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Fkancis  Cask, 

South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  have  printed  at  this 
point  in  the  Record,  for  the  convenience 
of  the  Senate,  a  portion  of  pages  117  and 
118  of  the  hearings  before  the  Perma- 
nent Subcommittee  on  Investigations  of 
the  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions, part  3,  on  January  30,  1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  tihe  portion 
of  the  transcript  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Ric<md,  as  follows: 

The  Chaixman.   •   •   • 

In  case  any  questions  arise,  havie  the  record 
show  that  the  major  has  the  material  in  his 
hands  and  will  turn  it  over  to  hia  lawyer  and 
he  will  produce  it. 

You  haven  t  been  asked  to  Design,  have 
you? 

Major  P«i»8.  Yea,  I  have. 

The  CHAniMAN.  Who  asked  yoU? 

Major  Pzxzss.  Colonel  Moore.  I  am  not 
Bure  of  that  name.  It  might  be  some  other 
name. 

The  Chaisuan.  Did  you  refuse  to  resign? 
Major  Pexess.  No.  I  accepted  the  request. 
I  have  a  day  of  termination. 
The  Chaikman.  What  date  are  you  due  to 

resign? 

Major  Peress.  It  is  no  later  than  the  31st 
of  March,  but  I  can  move  it  up  if  I  so  desire. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  being  given  an 
honorable  discharge? 

Major  Pexess.  I  haven  t  been  given 

The  Chairman.  So  far  as  you  know,  you 
are  being  allowed  to  resign  with  no  reflection 
on  your  record? 

Major  PxKcss.  There  was  no  d*sc\ission  of 
that. 

The  Chairman.  Why  were  yon  asked  to 
resign  ? 

Major  Pexess.  They  wouldn't  tell  me  the 
reason. 

The  CHAttMAN.  Did  you  ever  refuse  to 
resign? 

Major  Pxxzss.  No,  I  was  never  requested  to 
before. 

The  Chaixmaw.  When  were  you  requested 
to  resign? 

Major  Pxxzss.  A  week  ago  todaf . 

The  Chairman.  In  other  words,  you  were 
asked  to  resign  after  you  were  ordered  to 
appear  before  this  committee? 

Major  Pxxzss.  I  was  ordered  to  dome  before 
this  committee  yesterday  morning. 

Mr.  Cohn.  That  was  the  first  time  you  had 
ever  been  asked  to  resign? 
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Major  Poaas.  The  Ikfst  time  was  a 

ago  this  aomtng  at  11  onDioek. 

The  OWsanssy .  O.  K.,  ymt  may  ate|^  i 
(Whereupon;    the   iJMUtug   adjourned   at 

11.30  a.  m.) 

Mr.  CASS.  Mr.  President.  I  ssk 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  at 
this  potBt  iB  the  Raocas,  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  Senate,  a  portion  of  the 
printed  hearings  of  the  select  committee, 
on  pages  40  and  483,  giving  the  testi- 
mony of  Qeneml  Zwlcker  in  response  to 
questions  of  the  chairman  regarding  re- 
quests for  discliarge  having  been  made 
by  Major  Peress. 

There  bring  no  objection,  the  portion 
of  the  record  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rscoao,  as  follows: 

The  CKAixMAjr.  Did  he  make  the  request? 

General  Zwickix.  Tee,  atr;  he  dM. 

The  CiCAnDeAW.  What  did  he  sayf 

Oencval  ZWkhb.  Be  made  two  ra^piests 
for  dteehargek  Mr.  C^halrami.  Tlw  flnt  re- 
qaeet  was  to  tae  effect  thaA  be  be  aiacharged 
•O  days  after  receipt  of  the  order,  which 
would  have  made  it  the  last  day  of  March 
1954. 

Immediately  snbeequent  to  his  ap^arance 
before  Senator  McCAcnn's  issiliig.  and  the 
morning  at  February  I.  X9S4.  he  came  to  aie 
lit  ary  ofllee  and  requested  then  that  he  be 
immediately   dlschaxged. 

I  had  no  alternative.  In  accordance  with 
the  CH-der  which  Is  In  your  hands,  but  com- 
plying wtth  his  request  for  an  Immediate  dis- 
charge. 

The  CRSBsiAir.  And  that  la  what  you  told 
him  you  would  do? 

GeMsal  ZwKxaa.  That  la  right,  sir. 

The  CHAOtMAN.  And  did  you  follow 
through  and  tmmedlateTy  discharge  him? 

Oeneral  ZwiOBOt.  I  aid.  He  was  dis- 
charged on  the  aXtcmoon  of  the  2d  of  Febru- 
ary 1954. 

Mr.  CASK  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  at 
this  point  In  the  Rkcoro  a  portion  of  page 
485  of  the  printed  hearings  of  the  stiect 
committee. 

There  being  no  objcctten.  the  portten 
of  the  liearlngs  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rkcokb,  as  foUove: 

Sft*.  WtuutAma.  9ut  your  testiaaony  is  you 
dM  talk  «s  eowiebaay  on  Itebrwary  I;  la  tbm* 
rlcht.  abooi  this  dtsefaargef 

Qmamnl  Swicxaa.  Tea»  sir;  and  I  wUl  Im 
very  happy  ta  clear  the  whole  matter  Ux 
you 

Mr.  WxruAKS.  An  right. 

General  Zwicxza.  In  very  alMjrt  order. 

Mr.  WWiJiiia   That  Is  wliat  w«  want.  sir. 

Osneral  awioKsa.  I  caUwl  the  Chief  oT 
Staff.  PtraS  Army,  who  Is  aiy  txaaeedtate  su- 
perior, aad  lalormed  him  that  I  waa  goLB« 
to  comply  wUh  this  directive  and  dlachAsge 
Peress  because  he  had  so  requested  as  sooa 

as  possible. 

That  is  the  only  conversation  dxat  X  had 
with  anybody. 

Mr.  CA8&  Mr.  PresMeBi.  I  Mk 
unanimous  concent  to  have  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  Bcooas  the  text  of  a 
letter  datcxl  February  1.  1954.  from  Sen^ 
ator  McCastrt  to  Secretary  of  the  Anny 
Robert  Stevens.  I  might  stttte.  ts  a 
matter  of  Identification,  that  this  is  the 
letter  to  which  Mr.  Stevens  replied  on 
February  16.  The  reply  of  Mr.  Stevens 
under  date  of  February  16  appears  in  the 
printed  hearings,  but  the  letter  to  which 
it  was  a  response  was  never  presented  to 
the  committee  and  does  not  api)ear  in 
Uia  printed  liearings.    It  should  have 
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been,  tat  my  iudsmeBt.  and  ttetefoia  I 
ask.  te  have  it  priatad  ia  tlw  BacoMS. 
Tho*  bctag  no  ab(tectian.  the  ketter 
>  OBdered  to  be  pdntad  in  tte  Bbcob. 
as  follows : 

UlrmD  States  Senatz. 
■  OimasMi  Si  OpnuTioNS, 
Febrtiary  1.  1954. 
Hon.  BoBzax  Sitvzjta. 

Semetuiy  of  the  Army. 

Wash^y^lton,  D.  C. 

D«»»  Boar  Weeks  at  hrvesttgatloB  toy  the 
Senate  Invfwtlgsttng  CommUtee  uncovered 
what  appears  to  be  very  conclusive  proof  of 
CommualBt  aet>vtttee  en  the  part  of  a  major 
now  an  aedve  duty  at  Ton  Gilmer.  He  had 
been  asalgned  to  duty  near  'Vekohama.  Japan. 
However,  whan  he  arrived  at  the  port  of 
det>arkation.^  those  orders  were  canceled 
upon  his  lequesl  and  he  was  suksequently 
assigned  to  Camp  Gilmer.  The  only  reasoa 
given  for  this  change  of  orders  was  that  his 
wUe  aad  daughter  ware  visiting  a  p^chlatrist 
whoee  name  he  cannot  even  remember. 

There  are  coavindng  IndlcatloaB  that  he 
recmittng  soldiera  into  the  Com- 
munlat  Party,  that  he  has  atUnded  a  Oocd- 
niiialst  leadership  schoct,  and  that  h*  may 
have  pecsoaally  nrganlssrt  a  CoBuaauiaEt  oeU 
at  Fort  Gilmer.  He  was  called  btfore  the 
oommltteee  In  executive  session  and  given 
an  opportunity  to  deny  under  oath  the  evi- 
dence that  he  was  an  active  participant  In 
the  Conununist  conspiracy.  He  refused  to 
answer  all  questions  about  his  Communist 
Party  acttvtttes.  e.  g.,  as  to  whether  Cam- 
munist  meetings  were  held  at  his  home, 
whether  he  organized  a  Communist  cell  at 
FOrt  OthBcr.  whether  he  was  sooosssful  in 
recrumng  eoftHers  koto  the  Oommwnlst 
Partf .  whether  ha  attendsd  a  Cosaniuaist 
leadezatklp  school,  whether  a  Communist 
helped  him  obtain  a  desired  change  In  his 
orders,  and  so  forth. 

The  evidence  shows  that  last  August  the 
Army  submitted  to  him  a  questionnaire  ki 
regard  ta  hla  alleged  Oonunuwlst  activities 
and  that  ha  refoaed  te  aaover  the  questUma 
on  the  ground  that  his  answers  might  tend 
to  Incriminate  him.  wevei  Iheless,  a  few 
months  tbesaaXter  he  was.  prooaoted  to  the 
rank  of  ma)or.  It  was  only  after  our  com- 
mittee became  acUve  la  the  case  that  he 
was  asked  to  resign.  He  has  Indteated  diat 
ha  plans  on  resigaing  some  tans  prior  to 
March  SI  of  this  year.  Having  fllirnnnnd 
With  you  a  number  of  times  what  I  consider 
a  most  dangerous  and  successful  penetra- 
tki»  of  oar  arUHary  t>y  t^e  OoanaaBlst  con- 
spiracy over  the  past  30  years,  I  fully  reallae 
yo\ir  great  and  intelUgsBt  Interest  in  Utia. 
matter  and  that  you  raattae  the  danger  aad 
are  as  eager  to  remove  Communists  from  line 
military  as  any  one  on  my  conunittee.  It 
would  asem  ttierefore  that  tliis  offers  an 
excellent  opportunity  to  set  an  example  and 
to  blase  aa  encouraginc  and  healthy  new 
road  1»  tmia  sdminlatratkMi's  attempt  ta  ful- 
fill our  caaipalgn  promise  at  removing  all 

CoxnxsvBtsta  from  aovertament.  I  therefosw 
make  the  foHowing  suggestions: 

(1>  TlkBt  court-raaxtial  procaedlngs  be  Im^ 
mediately  Instituted  against  the  major.  It 
would  seem  that  the  very  least  charge  of 
irtileti  he  wwoM  be  found  guilty  as  a  matter 
at  come  wotdd  be  "conduct  unbecoming  an 
olBoer." 

(2)  A  thorough  investigation  by  your  De- 
partment would  disclose  the  names  of  those 
responsible  officers  who  had  fun  Imowledge 
of  his  OofTWiMTnlsr  acttvLtlsa  and  slUasr  took, 
no  steps  ta  have  hhn  removed  or  were  re- 
sponalble  far  his  promotion  thereafter.  They 
aJao^  ot  aaurss.  took  aa  oath  to  protect  this 
etmiay  agatast  all  enemies^  fovelga  aaa  do- 
mcsUe.  Aiding  in  th«  promotion  of  or  the 
faUurs  to  expose  the  Communist  activities  at 
a  teUew  ofllcer  Is  a  violation  of  that  oath  and 
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I  very  strongly  feet  timt  peuaipt  aad  vig- 
orous court-martial  piiiiasilTiigi  agalast  att 
ttoss  invotvad  hi  this  case  at  faltars  to  re- 
move, promoting,  and  obtaining  special  fa- 
vors for  a  man  knowa  to  Uiaaa  to  be  part 
of  the  (XxaaranlBt  eaosptracy,  can  do  more 
than  any  oae  thtac  to  serve  notice  on  every 
other  olBoar  in  the  Army  that  xindo*  your 
admlnlBtratlna  of  the  Army  a  new  day  has 
really  dawned  ta  whld»  every  odkecr  wlU  ba 
held  strictly  aeeouataMa  to  hto  oath  "to  de- 
fend this  Kadfln  ^frn«^  au  sariTilss.  fordga 
and  domestic."  and  that  a  failiire  to  report 
and  take  action  against  Conununlsts  will  re- 
sult la  eourt-aartial. 

I  realize  that  this  letter  will  be  interpreted 
by  the  leftwtng  eiameats  at  press,  zadlo.  aad 
talevlslao  as  "a  Agkit  wtCh  Secretary  «  tlw 
Army  Stevens."  Thsrelsra,  let  zae  try  acala 
to  make  it  clear  that  I  have  gieat  tcapact 
far  you  both  as  an  individual  and  as  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army.  I  feel  that  you  have  served 
tsemendoualy  weH  la  a  most  thaaklees  Jobi. 

IB  closing.  let  aw  saggast  that  U  yoa  da» 
clde  to  follow  the  above  suggestions,  our 
committee  wW  bo  aeaOaMe  to  help  you  In 
every  way  poeslble. 

Sincerely  youn^ 

Joe  McCaktbt. 


ISir.CASK.  Mr.  President,  I  a^tman- 
imous  consent  to  have  printed  at  this 
point  iB  the  Rgcom  the  text  of  a  totter 
dated  November  13,  19f4.  addressed  to 
the  Honorable  AaTHua  V.  Watxzms.  and 
Signed  by  Robert  T.  Stevens,  Secn^tsiy 
of  the  Army,  which  embraces  the  re- 
sponse of  BIr.  Stevens  to  certain  ques- 
tions which  I  put  to  bSm  last  Satordar 
afteiBoon. 

There  botag  no  objectton,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  pxinted  to  theSitxaiu 
•a  follows: 

llotoMnaia.l*M. 
Hoa.  AJtxKoa  V.  WanAs^ 
tmited.  state*  Senate, 

Washingtou.  D.  C. 

Dass  aawAi'ua  WATWBfsr  Zb  restfcmse  to  tbm 
questions  raised  hy  nsaalis  caaa  la  ywur  oc^ 
fice  this  morning  >  regarding  the  receipt  and 
pinneeslBn  of  the  letter  from  Senator  Mc- 
CSBHtT  daeed  FBennvy  1,  xN4,  I  havjs  hi^ 
vestlgated  the  records  of  my  office  and  find 
that  this  letter  was  hand  carried  to  my  oC- 
flce  soaastiaaa  durtas  the  day  on  February  1. 
As  3rou  will  recall,  I  had  not  yet  returned 
from  a  trl^  to  the  Fhr  East  on  this  date.  The 
letter,  tterefore.  was  transmitted  to  Mt^ 
John  q.  ylams.  department  counselor,  alnoe 
JKT.  Adams  had  been  deslgBatod  by  me  So 
make  au/osnSacta  wttk  tha  rssaiaiisiil  mill 
~'mm1Uar  on.; 


*■  It  was  abaui  1 :4S  pk 
to  Senator  Ws^aniB'  iiglfni.  bnt  X  ^^*"*  tha 
Secretary  hatf  been  Ctere  for  some  period  at 
Xime  p^*"^  ti->  that.— 
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Mr.  Adam*  bumI*  knowta  tbe  raeelpt  of  th» 
letter  to  the  raaponstbte  Army  staff.  After 
mMmt  ct  tbm  tottOT.  it  was  eoitaudad  that 
no  addltloBMU  andanos  to  raqi^Ura 
«  Mm  prior  detarmlnatlon  in 
tba  yiriaa  oaaa  wbldi  liad  baaa  baaad  om 
•U  tba  awaUaUa  Inttonnatlatk  known  at  ttiat 
tlaa.  and  tbat  tlia  bast  Intensta  at  tha 
OUtad  Stataa  would  ba  aarrad  Iqr  Ua  pfrompt 
aaparaticp,  »  matter  wlikdi  «aa  about  to  be 
oonaimuBKtad.  In  tIsw  of  mj  imminent  re« 
turn  Ifr.  Artama  tlien  decidad  to  delay  tbe 
praparatlan  of  tbe  repty  untU  my  aetnal  ar- 
rival.  I  aiTlTMl  bade  In  Waahlngtom  lata 
an  til*  attemoon  of  Vebniary  8.  I  qient 
February  4  bains  briefed  on  matter*  moat 
urgent  to  tbe  natloxud  defenae.  Ifr.  Adama 
retlewed  Senator  McCAmrmrr'a  letter  wltb  me 
on  tbe  fonowlnc  morning,  February  6.  At 
that  ttm*  Z  directed  that  a  fuU  Inyevtlgatimi 
of  tbe  JPereea  eaae  be  made  by  ih»  Incpector 
Oeneral  and  Initiation  of  a  draft  of  my  repty 
to  Senator  McCAamr,  wblcb  culminated  In 
my  letter  of  February  10.  1064. 

Trusting  tbla  la  tbe  lnfonx)i^loii  dealted,- 
Z  Am. 

Blnoerely  youra. 

BoesBT  T.  BiavKHa, 
Secretmry  o/  the  Army. 

..  Mr.  CASK  Mr.  President.  I  think  that 
makes  the  record  complete.  I  think  all 
these  matters  will  be  of  interest  to  the 
various  Members  of  the  Senate. 


RECESS  TO  11  A.  M.  TOMORROW 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  Z 
move  that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess 
untU  11  o'clock  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6 
o'clock  and  2  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Tuesday, 
November  16.  1954.  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


SENATE 

Tuesday,  November  16, 1954 

iLegislaiive  day  of  Wednesday.  Novem- 
ber 10. 1954) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m., 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Z5r.  Emoiy  S.  Bucke,  Nashville,  Tenn., 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

Our  Heavenly  Father,  we  pray  for  the 
spirit  of  hope  in  a  day  when  men  have 
lost  hope.  We  pray  for  faith  in  each 
other  that  we  may  learn  from  that  faith 
In  ourselves  and  thus  faith  in  Thee. 

Bless  this  day  and  all  its  doings.  BCay 
we  begin  it  and  end  it  in  Thee.  May 
our  hearts  be  humble,  but  confident  in 
Thee  and  in  Thy  way  for  us. 

.    Summary  of 


Guide  our  Nation,  forgive  us  our  sins, 
and  unite  us  heart  to  heart  in  tlie  doing 
of  Thy  will,  for  "Thine  is  the  kingdom, 
the  power,  and  the  glory,  forever." 
Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Knowlaitd,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday, 
November  15.  1954.  was  dispensed  with. 


MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  liis  secre- 
taries. 


REralRRED 


EXECUTIVE   MESSAGES 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid 
before  the  Senate  messages  fxtom  the 
President  of  the  United  States  submit- 
ting sundry  nominieitions,  which  were 
referred  to  the  appropriate  coramittees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  Peceived, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedingB.) 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTION  OP 

ROUTINE  BUSINESS 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  immediately 
following  the  quorum  call  there  may  be 
the  customary  morning  hour  for  the 
transaction  of  routine  business^  under 
the  usual  2-minute  limitatk)n  on 
speeches.  T 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.   With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


I 


CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roU. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names:  | 

Abel  Capehart 

Aiken  Carlaon 

Andereon  Caae 

Barrett  Chaves 

Beau  Clementa  , 

Bennett  Cooper 

Bridges  Cotton 

Brown  Crlppa 

Btirke  Daniel,  S.C. 

BuBh  Daniel,  Tex. 

Butler  Dlrkaen 

Byrd  Douglae 


Duff     ' 

DwonliBk 

Eastlazxt 

Ellend* 

Ervln 

Ferguson 

Flandeta 

Prear 

FullMlght 

OUletta 

Ooldwater 

Oreen 


Hayden 

Hendrlckson 

Hennlnga 

Hlckenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 

Hruska 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston.  8.  C 

Kefauver 

Kilgore 

E^owland 
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Kuchel  Patter 

Langer  P«rteU 

Lehman  Habertaon 

Lennoa  RvsaeU 

Long  8aitonstaU 

Magnvtaon  Sdhoeppel 

Malone  Smith,  ICaln* 

Mansfield  Smith,  N.  J. 

McCarthy  Bparkman 

McClellan  Strnnla 

MonroDcjr  Sjrmington 

Morse  Tttye 

Mundt  Watklna 

Murray  Welker    > 

Neely  Wiley 

Paatore  WUUama 

Payne  Toung 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL,  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr. 
Bricker]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cor- 
don] and  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  MiLLiKiH]   are  necessatily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr. 
Martin]  is  absent  on  ofiBcial  business. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  GborcbI 
and  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Kerr]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gore]  and  the  Senator  fr^m  Florida 
[Mr.  S MATHERS]  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate  on  ofiQcial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
KxNNEOY]  is  absent  by  leave  pf  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A 
quorum  is  present. 

Routine  business  is  now  in  order. 


REPORT  OF  JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON 
REDUCTION  OP  NONH3SENTIAL 
FEDERAL  EXPENDITUREa— SUM- 
MARY OF  PERSONNEL  AND  PAY 
REPORTS  ON  CIVILIAN  E&fPLOT- 
MENT 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  as  chair- 
man of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Reduc- 
tion of  Nonessential  Federal  Expendi- 
tures, P  submit  a  summary  of  monthly 
personnel  reports  on  civilian  employ- 
ment in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Federal  Government  issued  since  the  re- 
cess of  Congress  in  August.  The  reports 
were  concerned  with  employment  and 
payrolls  during  the  period  June-Sep- 
tember 1954,  inclusive. 

In  accordance  with  the  practice  of 
several  years'  standing,  I  request  that 
the  summary  be  printed  in  the  body  of 
the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  sum- 
mary was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record^  as  follows; 


pfrtonnel  and  pay  reports,  June  through  September  1954 


Total  and  major  eategoriee 


Total'. 


AcandH  ttwOoMht  of  Departmait  of  Defense  . 
Department  of  r*^- 


ClvUlan  personijel  In  executive  branch 


In  Sept<>mbcr 
numbered— 


2. 317.  966 


IiHidaMntliMatal  United  Stat«a 

Ootaide  eoBtintnta]  United  States 

Indnstrtal  employment 

Toreign  natiooali.. 


1,174,985 
1,142.580 

2,128,115 
189.  450 
712,  787 

38i239 


In  .Tune 
nutnbered — 


Increa.<ic  (+) 

or 
decrease  (— ) 


S,333.8M 


I.  185.  068 
I,  148.826 

i,  149. 954 
183.040 
713.884 

401083 


-16,329 


-10.083 
-6,329 


Payroll  (In  thousands)  In  ex^cntlTe  brtnoii 


In  Aueust 
was— 


In  May 


$774,464 


401.749 
372,715 


-21,839 
+5,  SIO 
-1,  0»7 

-19,844 


1  Excluaive  of  foreign  nationals  shown  in  tbe  last  line  of  this 


25.452 


$751,088 


302. 3»t 
350,352 


as.  061 


Increaae  (+) 

or 
decrease  (— ) 


+$aa;77* 


summary. 


+«,  41J 
+13,381 


-800 


/ 
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T.B.,  '■-'^^iL^jLi^^,^^^^^^^^^^^  ^-i7sr-^'  ^-- 


Department  or  a^enry 


Pay  On  thoaaandj  of  dollars) 


Total,  excluding  Dpiiartment  of  I>efpnso  

Kri  chanjre,  excluding  Department  of  Defense 
Pep'irt  merit  of  Drfen.se: 

<  >tlif-«'  of  t he  .'MXTTtary  of  Defcnsse 
Drptirltnent  ofthe  Army  ' 

Dcpiirimcnt  ofthe  Navv 

Depart moiit  of  the  Air  Force  ♦..I 

Total,  I>epartment  of  Dofcnv 

Net  change.  Department  of  Defense 

f  inind  total,  Includinit  Department  of  Dcfcn.oe 
Net  chiuiffe,  including  Department  of  Defense 


Executive  departments  (except  Department  of  Defense}: 

Agriculture- 

Commerce  ' -'.'.'."'. 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfaie lll\[["" 

Interior "'11" 

Justice ""II"I" 

Labor 

Post  Otnce 

Plate  ' "!!"1!!"I 

Treasury  '.  I \[ 

Eieoiitive  Office  of  the  Prestdent; 

White  House  OtTice 

Bureau  of  the  Budpet _ II"" 

Council  of  Economic  AdvLser? I"         

Ktecutive  Mansion  and  Grounds 

.Nntional  Seicurity  Council  • 

OfTicc  of  Defense  Mobjllial ion """" 

Tresi'lent's  Advisory  Committee  on  Government  Organization 
Imlci  i-rnii'iit  agencies: 

A<i\  i.sory  Committee  on  Weather  Control  • 

Anioncun  Battle  Monuments  Commission 

Atomic  Knerry  Commission  ...   .,       .    

Hoard  of  CJovemors  of  the  Federal  Ree«rve  System...!"" 

Civil  .tonalities  Board  '.'..'... 

Civil  Service  Commission IIIIIII 

Commission  on  Interjrovernmental  Relations.  """" 

Committee  on  Retirement  Policy  for  Federal  Personnel'.. 

Dtfcnsr  1  ransport  Admmistmtion ' 

Kx[K)rtImport  Bank  of  WaithingtOQ lll.mi[l[[[[l[" 

Firm  Crrdit  Administration    I.IIIIIIIIII 

Fi-'U-ril  Civil  Defense  AdminL-itration 

KtMl.'ral  Coal  Mine  Safety  Board  of  Review 

Ft'dcml  Communications  Commission 

Fclrral  Deposit  Insurance  Cor|>orBtion 

Foliral  Mediation  and  Conciliation  .^♦•rvice 

Federal  Power  Commission 

FrdiTal  Trade  Commission 

F.ir.-ien  ("laims  Settlement  Commission  ' 

FcireiKn  0;>erations  Administration 

(Jeiiernl  Aocountinfr  OfBee 

(leneral  Services  Administration  ' 

(iovemnient  Contract  Committer.  .1.11. 

(invemment  Printing  Office 

Ilmising  and  Home  Finance  Agency  ' 

Iiiilian  Claims  Commission 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics 

National  Capital  Housing  Authority 

National  Capital  Planning  Commission 

National  tlallery  of  Art 

National  I-«bor  Relations  Board 

Niitlonal  Mp<liatlon  Board 

National  Science  Foundation 

National  Security  Training  Commission 

Panama  Canal 

-     Railroad  Retirement  Board 

Kecoiisirurtion  Finance  Corporation  • 

Reriepoiiat  Ion  Board 

Riilitxr  I'rotlucing  Facilifi<>s  Disposal  Commission.. 

Se<uriiies  and  Eichange  Commission 

Selecuve  SW'rvice  Pystem.. .----.-• 

Small  Huslness  Administration  '. 

Smithsonian  Institution 

SoMit-rs"  Home 

Subvirsive  Activities  Control  Board 

n  arifT  Commi.ssion 

Tax  Court  ofthe  Cnited  States 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority 

T'nitetl  States  Information  Agency 

Vi'terans'  Administration 

Var  Claims  Commission  ' 


.  '  SoplemiK-r  figure  includes  932  seamen  on  the  rolls  of  tbe  Maritime  Administra- 
tiun  and  (tieir  puy. 

'  Revjsid  to  exclude  73  employees  of  Gallaudet  College  and  1,176  employees  of 
Uoward  Lniversity.  ' 

'  Revised  on  basis  of  later  information. 
--!  S**"'"'*'^^  °'  personnel  and  i>ay  of  tbe  Central  Intelligence  Agency. 

•  New  agency,  created  pursuant  to  Public  Law  256,  83d  Cong. 

•Ci-ased  to  exist. 

'  New  agency,  created  pursuant  to  Reontaniiation  Plan  No.  1  of  1954  The  func- 
tions of  the  Int/rnational  Claims  Commission  of  the  State  1>epartmpnt  and  the 
War  tlairns  Commission  were  transferred  to  the  Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Com- 
mi.ssion  July  1,  1954. 

.v'  XI"'  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  was  transferred  to  the  Department  of 
the  Treasury  pursuant  to  Public  Law  163.  83d  Cong.;  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
10539,  dated  June  22,  1964,  17  employees  were  transferred  to  the  Oeneral  Services 
Administration  and  pursuant  to  Reorganisation  Plan  No.  2  of  1954.  20  employees 
were  transferred  to  the  Federal  National  Mortgage  Association,  and  33  employees 
were  transferred  to  the  Small  Business  Administration. 

•  On  the  basis  of  current  information  figures  lor  September  have  been  adjusted  to— 

{a)  Exclude  foreign  nalioaals  under  contractual  agrc«m«nt  in. 


(6) 


Figures  for  June  have  not  been  adjusted.  The  SN^ioes  of  tbese  fcnitEn 
nationals  is  provided  by  contractual  agreement  between  the  Oovemment 
of  tt>e  I  nited  States  and  the  governments  of  the  respective  oountries. 
Reporting  of  these  foreign  nationals  is  now  shown  in  Ubie  6  of  this  report. 
Payroll  figures  have  also  been  adjusted.  (Army  fkgrures  subject  to  leTwn.) 
Include  foreign  nationals  employed  by  tbe  United  States  in- 


Korea 

Ryukyus II 


Army 


10,634 


Air  Force 


8.711 
4,610 

Fipires  for  June  have  not  been  adjusted.  Tbese  foreign  nationals  liave 
neretofore  been  shown  in  table  6  of  this  report.  Payroll  figures  have  abo 
been  adjusted.     (F'igures  lor  Army  are  subject  to  revision.) 
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1  £xcluaive  of  foreign  natioiwls  shown  in  tbe  last  line  of  this  summary. 


been  adjusted.     (Kigiires  for  Army  are  subject  to  revision.) 


i 


I 
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Hi-^Ftdtral'ptrmmmtl'^mmit  mntimtHM  WutMi'StaiM  0mpl«yed  by  exenUite  ageneiet  during  Septembtr  1964,  •nd  vdmparimn 
'mtkJiuul9B4 


AfrioiUan 


PM»Offloe.  

-  -etate » ^ 

Vitmmy  *.- "!.._«_„. 

Wmaa^m^  Offlee  of  Um  President: 

White  Honse  Office 

BoNMi  of  the  Budget 

OovBfliLof  Eoononnc  Adviaera 

Kaeei^Te  Mansio  and  Grounds 

Natiowd  Secority  Cimndil  • 

-OaeeotDelBiae-MoUlication 

.PresidaiO  Advisory  Committee  on  Oot- 
~  stMMnt  Organintion 

Ind^Midait  annctes: 


k&wiaMj  Committea  on  "Wsatbea  Con- 
trol*  


Aanrieu  Battle  Moiamenta  Caounis> 

•lion ' 


.  Atomic  En«ty  Commission 

BoiMMiofOu»«imji«ottlie  T'edermI S«aerve 

O  JBllUJlI ^ 

Civil  ▲ertmsattos  B««rd..._ „,J ._ 

Civil  atrriem  <?om«ilMlijn 

<^ninHiiMlfin  on  XObmmovemxntaatmX  B«la- 
Uons 

Committee  on  Retirement  Poll^  for  Fed- 

sralPnoDHl*....^ 

Defaoie  Transport  Administratioa. 

-  Eiyart-Impwt  Bank  of  Washington 

Farm  Credit  Admkiistr»tioa. 

-  Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration 

Inderal  Coal  Mine  BalBtT  Board  oC  Beview. 

Federal  Communi«atl«ns  Comaalaaion 

Federal  Deposit  Tnsnranoe  Corporation... 
Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Serr- 

ico 

-  Voderal  Power  Commiwton.. . 

Vedanl  Trade  ConuBJarion 

FeneicnClaioia  Bettbment  Commission '.. 

■  Wtmtgn  Operattoiia  Artontnistratiwi 

nwral  Aoeoantinc  Offloe ^ 

-OeMenJ  fler  flees  AdmlObtratiaB  • 


6eptem- 


40,880 
86,30 

«^aao 

4,021 

109^977 

S.8» 

71^700 

370 

4aa 

33 

65 
39 


IS 

17 

1010 

oer 
sae 

4,108 

67 


90 

133 

1,068 

604 

8 

I,07» 

1.077 

358 

644 

803 

323 

l,6n 

6,788 
3Bv864 


Jane 


75,122 

sa,a36 

'34. 075 

40,  580 

80,906 

5,000 

004,791 
*a,787 
79,880 

267 
419 

28 
109 

28 
335 


16 


6,180 

673 

533 

4.374 

43 

7 

26 

133 

1,089 

70a 

8 

1,131 

1,016 

963 

661 
000 


1,861 

6,^73 

36,060 


IB- 


i.aM 
ao7 


4« 


2 
16 


IS 


61 


323 
42 


De- 


1,979 


2,5«e 

290 

88 

1,514 

"189 


44 

3 
62 


170 

e 

3 
200 


1 
115 


43 


6 

17 

3 


86 
706 


Departtncnt  or  agency 


Septem- 
ber 


Independent  anerwlps — Continued 

Govi-nimpiit  ('ontrnct  Commiltoe 

Govemmi;nt  IJintmi:  Offia-.  

Eou-sinK  and  llonic  Finance  Agency  • 

'Indian  Cliiinis  C oiuuiission    . 

Interstate  Commorce  Commission 

National  Advisory  Cammitt«>e  for  Aero- 
nautics  - 

National  Capittil  Houiing  .\uthority 

National  Capiftil  I'laimiiig  Commission... 

National  Gallety  of  Art 

National  LaNif  Rcblions  Board 

National  Mediation  Board 

National  Scienre  Koundation 

National  Secuifty  Traixiing  Commission.. 

Panama  Canal 

Railroad  Retin-ment  Board 

Renefiotlation  Board 

Rcponstructioa  Fmaiire  Corporation  ' 

Rubber    Producing    Facilities    l)i.s|)osal 

Commission. 

Securities  and  txcliange  Comiui»ion 

Selective  Servit*  System. 

Small  Buslnesi  .\(lniinlstratioa ' 

Smithsonian  Iislitulion 

Soldiers'  Home    

Subversive  Activities  Control  Board 

XarlfT  Commits  ion 

Tax  Court  of  tiie  L'nited  States 

Tennessee  Valley  .\utilority 

T.'nite<i  States  Informal iou  Agency 

Veterans'  Administration 

War  Claims  Cimmission  ' , 


is 

6,823 

ia4«>e 

14 
1,865 

7.096 

286 

19 

3(W 

1.163 

1(16 

167 

6 

Wl 

2,4M) 
«22 


23 

T\'i 

7,077 

719 

IKS 

3a 

1M> 

142 

23.S7t) 

2,228 

17a.  426 


June 


12 

6.848 

10,600 

14 

I,.  868 

7.161 

3J3 

20 

319 

1.3D4 

116 

311 

6 

641 

3.266 
038 

1,018 

2S 

oue 

7,246 
601 

Mi 

SHS 

32 

103 

141 

2S.9a3 

3.  au7 
177.620 

174 


In- 
crease 


1 

10 

las 


118 


36 
1 


De- 
crease 


25 

131 


66 

28 
1 

10 
42 
10 
44 


17 
1,018 


160 


» 


1.204 

174 


Total,  Mchidlnif  iVpartmrnt  of  Defense. '1. 115, 412 
Net  decreasai  excludiag  Department  of 
Defense 


1,124,658 


IS" 


12,224 


Department  of  I)e|ense: 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Department  of  the  .\rmy 

Department  of  the  Navy 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 


9.346 


1.S27 
378.557 

37y.S6e 

254.750 


1.842 

387.304 
882,666 
2&»,6S5 


Total.  Department  of  Defense 

Net  decrease,  Department  of  I  )efen3e 

Grand  total.  Including  Department  of  1 

I>efense , 12.128,115 

Net  decrease^  including  Department  of  i 
Defense 


1,012,703  ,1,025,306 


l.»9S 


18 

10.647 
3,036 


13,  ( 


12,569 


*  SeptaMfaer  flaore  Inefqdes  933  seamen  on  tbe  rolls  of  the  Maritlm<!  Administration 
s  DeTised  to  exeluda  73  employees  of  Oallaudet  College  and  1,176  employaes  of 

Howard  UniversitT. 

*  Revised  OB  basirof  later  infonnatioi. 

4  gida^v«  of  persoiuMl-of  the  Central  IntelUgeBoe  AKentr. 

*  r!2^L7'''l^i^^  purauaat  to  Public  Lav  286, 83<t  Ccmf . 

^  New  tenej,  created  pnrsoaat  to  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1954.    The  fune- 
vans  of  the  International  Claims  Cemmisnon  of  the  State  Department  and  the  War 


3,148^064 


4.  #73        3^913 
21,830 


Claims  Commissipu  were  transferred  to  the  Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Ooi 
July  I,  1954. 

»u'  XT*  Reconstraction  Finance  Corporation  was  transferred  to  the  Dapartment  of 
in™ '^*'1"7,P"^"^'  '*'  ^"^''c  ^*  1^'  **3<1  Cong.;  punoant  to  Exsaotive  Order 
1053«,  dated  Jun#  22,  1954.  17  employees  were  transferred  to  tbe  Qenaral  Sarrkea 
AOministration  aid  pursuant  to  Reorganiiation  Plan  No.  2  of  1954. 20  employees  wora 
tran.sferre<i  to  the  Federal  National  Mortgage  Association,  and  33  emaloyees  wera 
transferred  to  tbe  Small  Business  Administrauon.  eu.,iMjrw»  weiv 


Tabia  IlI.-'Ftderal  penonnel  autaid*  continental  United  StaUa  employed  by  the  executive  agencies  during  SepUmber  195 A   and 

rompartaon  tsith  June  1954  '      f  t* 


«#-£>Bfaa0e>:  ^^ — 


Labor 


.Mtm»*(ts(eMt««ini|||t||t|«|H 


X*aat<MBoe. 
State 


^cles: 

attle    Ztfoanxiiiezits    Commls- 


Atomic  fiiNrijCoiQIDJSIlOQ. 


■IMftSMtNtl 


eirfl 

Vmrm  Credit  AdnUmstrBtlon 

Kederal  Oommnxiioatioxis  OttmnaiaBtoii 

W«Aewmi  I>epuMlt  Iiiamance  Corporatioa 

rar^lagk  Clalins  Settlement  Coounisslon... 

raraiin  OperaHoni  Administration 


OfStfilAoeountiQiOffiM 

OeaeraUawloeaAdBMMratien 

poalM  yd  Heme  glwnne  Agency 


Hoi 

Ni 


Septem- 


1,  ISO 

a,aaT 

400 

6^370 


143 
9,344 

15.004 
1.000 

8S6 


18 


10 
13 

an 

1 

4,181 

S2 
H8 

138 


3,068 

403 

7,319 

511 

120 

a;  344 

>  14,  A40 
l,OOS 

862 

8 

10 
13 
25 

1 


4,297 

47 

119 

12S 

ao 


In- 

mm 


IIIIIMI 

23 

46*" 


••••11*1 


1 
-- 

•••••••• 

5 


De- 


81 


948 


110 
.... 


Dcptfttoratorjiennf 


-Contlaued 


Xzulependent  &eeziGAes- 

Fanama  Oaaal, 

ReconstrucUoi*  Kixiaxioe*Cori>oration.~*~H~ 
Belective  Service  System.. 
Smtthsonian  Institution. 


United  States  Infonnation  Agency] 


Total,  exclufttnK  Oppartment  of  Defpiiae. 

2<Jet  decrease^  e^clLuUxiie  X>e£iartjza£xit  ol 

I>efeiise 


I>ep&rtTi]«nt  of  Dclcnse. 

omoc  Of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 


DwtintoftlKlfflji ~. 

Department  ofthe  Nary 

Oepartzaent  ottlie  Air  Foroo  • IZIIl 

Total.  T>epartinent  of  Defense 

r»et  uiCTeaae,.I>cpartineQt  of  l>elenseIII. 

Grand  total,  Including  Department  of 

Defense 


Net  increase.  Including  Department' of' 
i>efen3e . 


I  of  later  Information. 

•■^■•wnrtfwtiM  Finance  Oorporatton  was  tTaMfcrred  to  the  Department  of 
5l?2!!!7l!!!"2P*J2  ^'**  M*  ^^  ®*  ^«-;  P™»nt  to  Executive  Order 

jWW,  aSjMQ  Jia  aa,  n>64,  17  emMoyees  were  transferred  to  the  Oeneral  Services 
AtfmUitmMoa  and  pwiyt  to  Bearsanication  Plan  No.  2  of  1954,  ao  employees 
were  traimSnnd  to  tb*  Federal  Nationai  Mortgage  Association,  and  33  employeea 
were  tranatwred  to  the  SmaH  BoalneBS  Administration. 
*  On  tSw  basis  of  oarrent  information  figures  (or  September  have  been  adjusted  to- 
il; SulDde  foreisn  mtknials  imder  contractoal  a<!Teement  in: 


SepieiD- 


aoo 

7,  as 


so.  573 


09 

30.480 
47.  lar 


JnoA 


13^339 

aoi 

7,  MO 

ilk 


6a410 


01 


30.541 

41.  ass 


1S9,450 


183,  MO 


crease 


•06 


D^ 


19 


l.»<3 


I  a  e  otoo ■ 

iki 


St 


6,115 


1.606 


s.sie 


(6^ 


FiKurts  for  June  have  not  been  adjusted.    The  serrioes  of  ttiese  forelpi 

natwiiab  is  provided  by  contractual  apeeraent  between  th«  Ooferament 

of  the  I  nited  Statw  and  the  Rovemments  of  the  respectlvw  countries. 

Keportitig  of  these  foreign  nationals  is  now  shown  in  table  6  of  this 
(r  iffure*  for  the  Army  are  subject  to  revision.) 
Include  foreitcn  nationals  employed  by  tbe  United  States  to: 


Army 

Air  Foroo 

Austria..    ._    ..... 

io.743' 

100 
A224 
6,292 

Bnatand 

France 

Army     i  Atr  Force 


10,  S34 


■tni 

4,810 


Korea 

£yukyas "r"""""""""" 

Figures  for  June  have  not  been  adjusted.  These  foreiRn  nationals  have 
neretofofe  been  sliown  in  table  0  of  this  report,  (Figures  for  Army  are 
subject  to  revision.;  v   ■«         t"         * 
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Table  IV. — Induetrial  employeea  of  the  Federal  Go0emment  inaide  and  outaide  continental  United  Statea  employed  by  executive  a{/eneiea 

during  September  1954  o*^  compariaon  with  July  1954 


Department  or  acency' 


Eiecutive  departments  (except  Department  of 
Defense); 

Afrriculture - .- 

Commerce 

Interior 

Treasury 

Independent  afrencies: 

Atomic  Energy  Commission 

Federal  ("ommunicalions  Commission 

Oeneral  Services  Administration 

(lovemment  Printing  OfBoe  

National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aero- 
nautics...   - 

Panama  Canal 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority 


Total,  etciudinx  Department  of  I>etenae. 

Net  increase,  eiduding  Department  of 

Defense 


Septem- 


2.006 
2,063 
8.615 
6,668 

124 
14 

815 
6,823 

7.0B6 

7.  hi  I 

20.508 

63.212 


Jvlj 


3,400 
2,136 
7,380 
6,621 

141 

13 

839 

6,7»2 

7,186 

7.843 

10.003 


61,362 


In- 


106 


1 

"si 


«oe 
2,149 


De- 


73 

'63 

17 

24 


90 
32 


299 


1.850 


Department  or  airency 


Department  of  Defense: 

Department  of  tbe  Army; 

Inside  ooDtinental  United  Btatee 

Outside  continental  United  States. 

Department  of  the  Navy: 

Inside  continental  United  States 

Outside  oontin«ntaJ  United  States 

Department  of  the  Air  Force: 

In.<:ide  continental  United  States 

Outside  continental  United  States 

Total.  Department  of  Defense 

Net  decrease.   Department  of  De- 
fense  


Grand  total,  includinf  Department 
of  I^efense. 

Net  decrease,  includini:  Department 
of  Defense ." 


Septei 


tern- 


'  300.760 
■28,260 

23S,673 
6,836 

151,972 
14,094 


649,  576 


712,787 


Jnly 


816,373 
27,040 

339,201 
6,832 

151,627 
12,460 


662.522 


713,884 


In- 


1,210 


346 

1,634 


8,198 


De- 


6,623 
618 


M40 


Z947 


6,342         1^430 
1.097 


>  8ubH  to  n  vision. 


neffliinlnir  wtth  the  report  for  Jnly  IftM  Indu^rtftl  eTnplo3nnent  has  be^n 
determined    by   tit^  overall  fixzictloamJ   nAttATV  at  tlie   i>rocrara  or  ■^^▼ity   providing 


thp  employment,  whereas  before  effort  wai!  made  to  base  It  on  the  ehaneteristia  of 

Individual  jobs      For  this  reason  the  flttures  for  September  are  not  eomparable  with 

figures  (or  Juxxe  but  are  oompared  m-itb  ficuree  lor  the  montll  of  July. 


Tabt.k    V. Foreign    nntionala    working   under    United   States    ogenrie»    overaea*.    exrlvided  from    -usruil    Federal   ■personnel  reporting    becatise 

of  the   nature  of  their  work  or   the  source  of  fund*  from   which  they  are  paid,  as  of  September   1954,  and  compariaon  unlh  June  1964 

{not  included  tn  tablet  I,  II,  III,  and  IV  oj  thia  report) 


Country 

Total 

Army  ' 

Navy 

Air  Force! 

September 

June 

September 

June 

September 

June 

Beptember 

June 

AustrUl 

190 

6,224 

16.(135 

119.  M9 

171.802 

68.886 

IO.t 

ans 

416 

63U 

190 

6,224 

6,292 

30,445 

43,004 

Knit  land 

Francp            •  

... 

96,  .^W 
112,662 
'87.260 

i,"»65' 

17,493 

V.'m 

17,484 

10.743 

V7.179 

111.3W5 

> 68.  865 

f  f  pr  man  y 

117.809 

172.931 

a5.9K7 

IM 

16.147 

3.S7 

656 

IV,  360 

J  apon                    

42.885 

8,727 

1    l^yl^                                                                                                                                                                   

106 

loa 



11,467 

au3 

306 

4.475 

KnsiHl    &  mKia 

416 

857 

Trinltiiul                                                                  -    -    -    ...    -.-    -- 

630 

656 

Total 

884.23V 

404,083 

288,182 

307,877 

20,29] 

20.306 

75,766 

76,«00 

i  On  the  ba.sL<  of  current  Information  fljmnx  for  September  have  bw-n  adjusted  to— 
(o;  Inclu'le  foreum  nationals  under  contractual  agreement  In— 


(tij  Exclude  fon>if[n  nationals  employed  by  the  United  States  In: 


Army 


Austiia  . 
Knalbnd. 

fnuiit!... 


10,743 


Air  Force 


190 
6.224 

5,292 


Korea 

Kyukyus. 


Army 


10,634 


Air  Foree 


8,711 
4,610 


KliEuresi  for  Juxie  have  not  t^e«*Ti  adjusted.  The  services  of  the»p  foreiRTi 
Kkattoiimlx  t«  prov  Kied  hy  oon trttc'tUM,!  a^rreement  t>etwoeii  the  <}oveminc>nt 
of  thf  i'nltod  t>tates  a.nd  the  ftovfmxnctit^t  of  the  respeot-ivc  ooi  in  tries. 
Reiaoi-tlnfc  of  the!«e   fon-i^n   n»ttonaL<t   ha;:   heretofore   h<^en   sho^rn    In    tahle   I 

and  111  ol  Uiis  report.      (Fi^ur^s  for  Uie  Army  are  ■ub>ect  to  revisioa.> 


Plpurps  for  .lune  Have  not  W  ft(ljust«d.  These  foreign  nationals  ira 

TM)w  shown  in  tables  I  and  111  of  tbis  report.      <Fksuree  for  the  A^nny  are 

Ruhject  to  revision.) 
*  Includes  3U,H62  mezzihers  of  the  Kore&n  Service  Oorps  iai  Sepl<sasb«r  as  <wHin»anii1 

-with  31,100  in  June. 

>;oxc  —  The    Oem:ian5    are    paid    from  ftinds  pwovkded   by  Oerman   Oovetfninents. 

Knglish.  French,  and  Aii5triaiis  reported  by  the  Army  and  Air  Foi-oe  are  paid  from 

fundi!  appropriated  for  wnoniH  KO'iQt!.  AU  otD^  m  PftM  Im  fuods  mpriitcd 

for  other  contractual  services. 


XOEDERAr.    BOXTSINa    PROKSRASiCS 
XAr.    BYKD.       ItXr.    I»reslcient.    since    tt»e 

beginning  cif  the  recent  and  current  In- 

yesUKM  loto  (lit  me»i  mn 

programs,  the  Joint  Committee  on  Re- 
duction of  Nonessentl&l  Federal  'Ex- 
penditui-es  has  v^orked  as  closely  as  E>os- 
sible  with  the  Internal  Revenue  Service 

and  Uie  Department  ol  Justice. 

In  accordance  with  its  practice,  the 

conunittee,  through  its  chaimrskn.  has 
reported  to  the  Senate  on  these  activities. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  at  this  time 

to  have  inserted  in  the  body  of  the  Rec- 
ord correspondence  with  the  Department 

of  Justice,  and  pertinent  statements  by 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  which 
have  occurred  during  the  recess  of  Uie 

Senate,  as  follows: 
First.  A  j,tatement  by  the  chairman  on 

August  13,  1954,  relating  to  a  letter  from 
the  Department  of  Justice,  dated  Au- 
gust 12,  1934.    The  Justice  E>epartq;ient 


letter  is  omitted  because  it  is  repeated 
^ritti  more  complete  detail  and  later  de- 
velopments in  a  subsequent  letter  dated 

October  18,  1954. 
fieeond.  A  si&iemeni  ky  ^e  eKa!rman 

dated  September  9.  1954,  commenting  on 
a  Justice  Department  statement  of  Sep- 
tember  1.      The  text  of  tbe  Department 

Of  Justice  letter  is  omitted  because  it 

is  covered  in  more  complete  detail  and 

with  later  developments  in  a  subsequent 
letter  dated  October  18,   1954. 

Third.  A  letter  from  the  Department 

Of  Justice  dated  October  18, 1954,  relative 

to  legal  action  in  Federal  housing  pro- 
gram cases. 

fourth.  A  letter  from  the  Department 
of  Justice  dated  October  21,  1954,  advis- 
ing of  further  action  by  the  Department 
in  Federal  housing  program  cases. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ments and  letters  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 


C^LjLXmwmAWt  or  -x-E[x  JoxxvT  Co; 
Dxrcmox*    or    I^oxtesskxctxaz. 

DrrcntBS,  R^ljcasimc  a  DaPAXTmavT  or  Jtm- 

Tici  liTm  imnvTOfG  QoimcnoFs  Aim 

ImfcncCMTs    OkowImg    Orrr    of    ^KdCBAX. 

HoTTsnvo  PaocKAScs.   AucmsT   IS,   10B4 
I    a.izi    In    receipt;    at    &    letter   rrozxi    tt:k^   ^>e— 
partment  of  Jiisttce  irlilcli  Identifies: 

1.  Twenty -tnree  convictiona  and  94,  pend- 
ing hklictmentfl  in  Federal  courts  gh)fiDg 

out  of  the  Federal  Housing  Admlnlatratlon 

bome-rep&lr  and  Improvement  prosranos; 

a.  T^ro  overlapping  Indictments  g^rowlnc 
out    Of     the    Housing    and     Home    Flnanoa 

Agency  slum-clearance  program;  and 

3.  Four  indictments  referred  to  aa  "per- 
sonnel and  mlsceUaneous  cases"  related,  to 
FHA    programs. 

The    letter,    dated    August    12,    196*^  and 

signed  by  tbe  Honwable  Wuren  Olziey  m, 
Assistant  Attorney  Oeneral  of  the  tJnlted 
states  in  charge  of  the  Criminal  Dtvlaion. 
Department  of  Justice,  Is  in  response  to  an 
Inquiry  directed  by  me  on  August  3  to  the 
Attorney  General. 
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It  Is  a«tod  that  tlM  IM  dMs  not  IxMiod* 
any  Indletments  or  oonTletlons  growinf  ant 
of  the  VMaral  HniMlng  Admlnist»tlm  oon- 
■troettoa  loan  cmam  tach.  ac'tlioM  UAdertlie 
M8  antf  iotlMr  progr—  wlwr*  bousing  «lnd- 

^  fMla  kw«  teen  so  hlgUy  puldlclaed.  It  Is 
iHswweslwMa  "to  me  that-  the  tremeadoua 
wtndfslle  alraedy  brought  to  light  In  these 
nKHTtgage  Insurance  loans  could  be  tmat- 
tended  by  eoUuston.  iprairt,  end  fratuL 
Nearly  9%  million  loans  haT9  been  Insured 
under  these  pvognuns  to  a  total  (tf  g2d  btUlon. 
Mr,  Olney  says  many  Vtoderal  Jtousiiig  Ad- 
mlnlstratloin    matters    currently    are.  betog 

-oonaUtared  In  Tarlous  Vsderal  grand  Jaorles 
throughout  the  country.  He  points  out  that 
"the  Hsderal  Bureau  of  IiuresUgatlon  on 
AjaU  la.  1954.  (when  the  honing  scuidals 
publicly  came  to  light)  tor  the  first  time 
assumed  primary  Jurisdiction  of  the  In-Mstl- 
gatlon  OS  all  cslmlnal  matters  arising  trotn 
the  operation  of  the  Federal  Housing  Ad- 
mlhlftratlmi."  ^e  explained  ttaat;  Trior  to 

that  time,  and  since  1935.  the  Federal  Hous- 
ing Administration  by  .an  interagency  agree- 
ment bad  primary  Jurlsdlctloii  of  tb«  tnves- 
tlgation  in  Housing  Administration  criminal 
matters." 

The  malpractices  which  have  teen  going 
on  under  theee  construction  loan  Insurance 
programs  are  a  national  disgrace,  as  weu  as 
those  under  otber  Federal  bousing  pro- 
grams. I  bave  called  t^wn  ttae  Attwaey 
General  befwe  to  ferret  out  the  crimes 
which  have  been  committed  and  to  prosecute 
the  gull^  to  the  limit  of  the  Uw.  €  repeat 
tbls  demand  now.   ' 

Tbe-tezt  <tf  ^be  letter  I  bare  reeetved 
from  Aselstent  Attorney  General  Warren 
01n«y.  with  the  exception,  of  the  Introduc- 
tory puagn^h.  in  which  be  lists  and  iden- 
UfiM  the  eoaTictlona  and  indictomits  re- 
corded to  date  in  the  Department  of  Justice 
under  the  KHA  18  bUUon  home  lm|»a«ement 
and  repair  prognun,  the  leaser  slum  clear- 
ance program,  and  personnel  and  miscel- 
laneous eases  related  to  EHAprogram,  fol- 

"You  request  that  we  identify  each  of 
the  cases  by  name,  location,  and  charge;  and 
In  cases  where  convictions  have  resulted  you 
ask  that  the  penalty  Impoeed  be  indiotted. 
■you  wlU  appreciate  tbat  tbe  status  of  cases 
,  prading  as  weli  as  tbe  number  of  indict- 
ments and  convlctlcms  is  not  static  *pd  that 
currenUy  there  are.telng  oonsMersd  In  vw- 
lous  Federal  grand  Juries  throughout  tbe 
country  many  Federal  Housing  Administra- 
tion matters.  Tbere  Is  an  undcnftandable 
lag  in  obtaining  tbe  results  of  those  presen- 
tations but  I  am.  nerertheleaB,  setting  forth 
data  which  is  as  current  and  Inclusive  as  Is 
possible  under  the  cireumstances." 

(The  text  of  tbe  Department  of  Jiistice  let- 
ter is  omitted  becaxise  It  Is  covered  in  more 
complete  detail  and  with  later  developments 
In  a  sulisequent  letter  dated  October  18, 

bTAXKHSMT  ST  SSMATOSHaSBT  F.  BtXIS  CHAOI- 

issw,  Jonrr  Coaunrm  ow  Bnoonow  of 

NoXBHaMrui.   tmmAL,   EsmnamiaMB.    in 

as  Fknoux.  Hodbzmo,  Ssptxiibkb  9.  1954 

I  tuge  tbe  Justice  Department  to  find  ways 

to  bring  more  Fsderal  housing  profiteers  and 

mstfesisnti  to  Justice,  and  I  iirge  FHA  to 

abandon  its  policy  of  turning  the  other  cheek 

to  those  who  have  already  exploited  it. 

This  demand  is  prompted  by  recent  state- 
m«nts  by  Justice  Department,  FHA.  and  the 
Honistng  sndHaane  Finance  Affsncy  which  in- 
dicate a  tendency  toward  a  soft  policy  which 
could  and  should  subject  Federal  admlnls- 
tntlon  to  national  criticism. 

Actlag  AUoBuifjaenmX  William  P.Bogers, 
on  September  l,sald  there  had  been  74  crim- 
inal indictments.  Involving  IM  individuals, 
of  whom  07  had  been  convicted.  But  most 
of  them  were  In  the  home  Improvoaant  pro- 


i  cnMS'WtersF  4hire-«w«re-  nearly  17  AlUion 
Jmuu  InvolvlBg  $7.e  billion. 

Seventy-four  Indictments  does  not  appear 
too  impressive  in  a  Tprofprtini  pt  this  magnl- 
tuds.  which  was  described  by  Assistatit  At- 
torney General  Warren  Olney  as  explofted  by 
organteed  grmtps-of  swindlers,  thlcvfle,  and 
-erookcd  salesmen,  to  cheat  and  defraud  lit- 
erally thousands  of  small  home  owners,  and 
as  ruinous  to  legitimate-  dealers. 

The  home  improvement  program  was  only 
one  of  14  FHA  programs.  In  tbe  section  608 
rental  housing  program,  where  there  are 
7.000  insured  loans  Involving  more  tban  $4 
billion,  tbere  are  windfalls  running  inte  hun- 
dreds of  millions  of  dollars;  and  much  of  It 
Is  freely  admitted  in  testimony  by  builders 
before  congressional  committees. 

With  respect  to  the  608  program .  cases, 
Mr.  Rogers  said  loose  Federal  regulations. 
Which  permitted  and  even  encouraged  some 
Of  the  fraudulent  practices,  often  foreclose 
criminal  action,  and  the  statute  of  limita- 
tions Is  a  bar  to  many  possible  prosectitions. 

The  FHA  on  June  11  announced  It  hsd  cer- 
tLOed  to  the  Justice  Department  mo^S  than 

aoo  Windfall  corporations  with  PHA-itsured 
loans  In  excess  of  project  costs.  While  Mr. 
Rogers  now  indicates  some  of  those  guilty 
of  608  fraud  wUl  go  free,  the  FHA  on  August 
1  was  reported  as  having  adopted  a  <pollcy 
of  doing  more  business  with  some  companies 

Which  had  already  taken  It  for  windfalls. 

In  the  same  statement  of  June  11.  the  FHA 
said  "certain  {Hroraoters  were  aided  and  guid- 
ed by  former  top  FHA  officials  in  windfall 
practices." 

Mr.  Albert  M.  Ck>le,  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Agency  Administrator,  In  a  letter 
to  me  dated  August  13,  said  the  FHA  Legal  Di- 
vision, as  beaded  by  Burton  C.  Bovard.  now 
discharged.  "faUed  to  use  its  Influence  upon 
the  Commissioner  and  other  offlclals  of  FHA 
to  halt  abuses  by  biillders."  In  the  same 
letter  Mr.  Ck>le  Invited  my  attention  to-  ques- 
tions directed  to  Clyde  L.  Powell,  discharged 
Rental  Project  Commissioner,  as  to  wftether 
he  overrode  FHA  State  office  vetoes  oa  loan 
Insurance  commitments.  The  questions  were 
tmanswered  by  Bilr.  Powell  who  took  the  fifth 
amendment. 

A  dozen  top  officials  of  FHA  have  been 
dismissed  since  the  housing  scandals  were 
forced  into  the  open  last  April,  but  none  of 
those  dismissed  from  the  Washington  iiead- 
quarters  was  Included  on  the  Justice  Depart- 
ment list  of  those  indicted. 

I  communicated  wrth  Attorney  General 
Herbert  Brownell  April  27  relative  to  prose- 
cution of  these  housing  cases,  and  on  May 
1  he  replied  that  action  was  being  taken. 
It  is  hoped  that  the  next  progress  feport 
by  the  Department  of  Justice  will  be  more 
reaasvurlng  than  the  September  report  by 
Mr.  Rogers,  and  It  Is  to  be  hoped  that  a 
way  will  be  found  to  reach  the  608  cases. 

I  have  asked  Mr.  Cole.  In  a  letter  of 
Augiist  e.  to  confirm  or  deny  the  report  that 
PHA  Is  dealing  again  with  windfall  kuild- 
ers.  but  to  date  there  has  been  no  reply. 
In  Justice  to  all  the  conscientious  builders, 
the  buyers  and  renters  of  PHA  housing,  and 
the  taxpayers,  such  a  policy  should  not  even 
be  considered. 

I  have  repeatedly  called  for  the  prosecu- 
tion of  Mr.  Powell  and  all  the  others  who 
allowed  or  participated  in  the  scanclaloua 
housing  practices,  but  to  date  no  top  oBlclal 
has  been  indicted. 

Personally.  I  sponsored  amendments  to 
tighten  up  the  new  housing  legislation. 
Some  of  the  amendments  were  rejected,  and 
others  were  watered  down. 

In  adl,  there  are  nearly  twoscore  Federal 
hoTislng  programs— in  FHA  PHA,  .slum 
clearance,  veterans,  military.  Interior.  Agri- 
culture, etc.  Ttxtij  represent  fantastic  sums 
of  money.  In  the  past  15  years  they. have 
Involved  some  |60  billion  In  grants,  direct 


loans,  guaranteed  loans,  Insured  loans,  direct 
appropriations,  etc. 

They  constitute  an  awful  teniptation  to 
those  who  would  turn  them  Into  a  den  of 
thieves. 

Halfway  measures  will  not  proteet  them. 

Depastmcwt  or  Jtts^ck, 
Washington,  October  ft,  1954. 
Hon.  Harst  F.  Brao, 

Chairman.  Joint  Committee   on   Re- 
duction of  Nonessential  Federal  Ex- 
penditures,   United    States    Senate, 
Washington,   D.    C. 
Dear  Senator  Brao:  I  refer  to  Jour  letter 
of  September  7,  1954.  In  which  you  expressed 
a  desire  to  be  kept  advised  of  further  progress 
in  the  Federal  Housing  AdmlnlstraUon  mat- 
ters in  the  Department. 

I  am  enclosing  copies  of  press  teleasea  of 
the  Department  of  Justice  dated  September 
1,  September  20.  and  October  8.  1054.  I  am 
also  enclosing  a  copy  of  the  press  release 
from  the  Housing  and  Home  Flnaqce  Asency 
dated  September  13,  1954.  in  the  event  you 
have  not  received  a  copy  of  Deputy  Admin- 
istrator William   p.  McKenna's   report. 

I  appreciate  your  Interest  and  assure  you 
that  I  will  continue  to  keep  you  advised  of 
the  progress  In  the  Federal  Housing  Admin- 
istration   program. 

Sincerely, 

Warren  Olnet  in. 
Assistant   Attorney  General. 

Department  or  Justice  Release  or  Septeiuxb 

1,  1964 

Acting  Attorney  General  William,  P.  Rogers 
announced  today  that  74  criminal  indict- 
ments have  been  brought  during  1963  and 
1954  In  Federal  Housing  Administration  cases 
involving  138  individuals,  of  whom  67  have 
been  convicted.  Most  of  these  criminal  of- 
fenses occurred  prior  to  1B63. 

A  Department  of  Justice  summary  showed 
the  majority  of  cases  involve  falsified  loan 
documents  In  FHAs  title  I  home-lmprove- 
ment-loan  program.  Others  include  corrup- 
tion of  Government  officials,  mall  li-aud,  and 
violation    of    bantclng    laws. 

"The  statistical  study  shows  a  vigorous 
and  continuing  effort  by  the  Department  to 
protect  both  the  Interests  of  the  Government 
and  the  homeowner."  Mr.  Rogers  said. 

The  work  of  the  Justice  Department  In- 
Tolves  both  the  Criminal  Dtvtslon.  tinder  As- 
sistant Attorney  General  Warren  Olney  III, 
and  the  Civil  Division,  under  Assistant  At-' 
torney  General  Warren  E.  Burger. 

The  Department  has  under  way  39  fore- 
closures on  defaulted  housing  projects 
amounting  to  S32,089,478  In  FHA-lnsured 
loans. 

Mr.  Rogers  stressed  that  the  Department 
and  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  also 
are  cooperating  closely  with  the  Housing  and 
Home  Finance  Agency  and  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service. 

"Early  in  1953,  we  became  aware  of  the 
many  complaints  from  many  localities  In- 
volving vicious  practices  to  victimize  lx>th 
homeowners  and  the  Government,"  Mr. 
Rogers  said. 

'In  July  1953.  the  Federal  Bureau  of  In- 
vestigation was  Instructed  to  conduct  a  sur- 
vey to  determine  the  extent  of  the  fraudu- 
lent practices.  An  analysis  by  Departm^it^ 
lawyers  of  its  repeat  convinced  us  tbst  thou- 
sands of  homeowners  bad  been  taken  in  by 
confidence  men  principally  dnrmg  Itbe  peak 
years  of  this  program  from  1946  ttmnich 
1952. 

"In  many  cases  no  Federal  law  iwas  vio- 
lated. It  became  clear  tbat  neither  local 
offlclals  nor  the  FHA  which  had  investlga- 
tive  lurisdlction,  could  cope  with  the  moimt- 
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tag  flood  of  complaints.  TTierefwe,  Attor- 
ney General  Herbert  Brownell,  Jr.,  after  oon- 
stUtatlon  with  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Agency  Admlnintrator  Albert  M.  Cole,  re- 
quested tbe  FBI  in  April  1964  to  assume 
primary  Investigation  of  all  allegations  of 
violations  of  the  Federal  criminal  statutes 
arising  in  conne<:tion  with  FHA  operations. 

"Since  then,  several  hundred  such  Investi- 
gations have  been  Initiated.  In  tbe  rental 
housing  field,  tt^ie  so-called  608  cases.  It  was 
found  that  criminal  action  often  was  fore- 
closed by  the  fact  that  loose  regulations  per- 
mitted and  even  encouraged  some  of  the 
fraudulent  practices.  Tbe  statute  of  limi- 
tations of  3  years  also  Is  a  bar  to  many  pos- 
sible proeecutlou." 

Most  criminal  prosecutions  to  date  have 
been  brought  under  section  1010  of  title  18 
(the  Criminal  Ckxle)  of  the  United  States 
Code.  That  ststute  basically  makes  It  a 
crime  knowingly  to  make  or  pass  falss  loan 
documents  witb  the  Intent  that  the  loan 
shaU  be  offered  to  FHA  f cm-  Insurance. 

Cases  under  section  1010  Include  "im- 
piovements"   on    nonexistent    bouaea;    loans 

for  improvements  never  made;  loans  diverted 
to  such  uses  bh  paying  for  new  autoe  or 
alimony  or  repaying  gambling  debts,  and 
cash  rebates  to  the  home  owners. 

Some  activities  violate  local  laws  and  local 
officials  are   informed  of  aU  complaints  for 

this  reason. 

In  title  I  cases,  there  are  five  bsslc  docu- 
ments In  which  falsification  has  been  f otind : 

1.  Constructlcn  contract:  The  quantity 
and  type  as  wei:  as  the  contract  amount. 

2.  Credit  application:  Name  of  borrower 
or  address  flctlt:ous,  or  name  Inserted  with- 
out knowledge  of  borrower;  false  statistics 
on  borrower  and  his  credit  rating  or  debts: 
falsification  coaeemlng  properiy  or  fact 
property  was  urJinlshed;  falsification  of  use 
for  loan  money. 

3.  The  note:  Forgery  of  borrower's  signa- 
ture. 

4.  Completion  certificate :  Forgery  of  home 
own^'s  signature;  or  false  statement  by 
dealer  that  sif^natures  are  genume.  that 
work  was  entir«  consideration  of  loan,  that 
borrower  has  not  been  promised  rebate  or 
bonus  and  tbat  certificate  made  after  work 
done. 

6.  Down  payment  certificate:  A  10  percent 
down  payment  was  required  formerly  and 
dealer  often  Induced  borrower  by  rwUng 
down  payment  himself  wbUe  certifjrmg  tbat 
boi  I  owet  made  it. 

To  fail  within  section  1010.  the  spurious 
document  must,  be  accepted  by  the  bank  as 
an  taducement  to  making  the  loan.    A  com- 


mon requirement  ta  this  category  Is  a  com- 
mercial credit  report  and  in  at  least  one 
series  of  cases  under  investigation,  a  credit 
agency  was  created  by  the  salesmen  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  manufacttiring  fictitious 
credit  reports. 

In  cases  when  the  homeowner  has  been 
victimized  into  Tnairing  the  false  documents 
under  Inducements  of  the  salesmen,  the  De- 
partment, wherever  possible,  has  attempted 
to  I8t>tect  the  owner  and  prosecute  only  the 
salesmen  and  dealers  as  the  actual  perpe- 
trators of  the  fraud. 

Common  practices  of  unscruprulous  sales- 
men Include  the  model-home  approach, 
where  tbe  victim  is  assured  his  home  will 
serve  as  an  advertising  model  and  that  be 
will  receive  special  rates,  bonuses  from  fu- 
ture sales;  talking  the  victim  into  signing 
an  extra  set  of  loan  papers  which  the  sales- 
man then  uses  to  make  a  fraudulent  loan 
for  nonexistent  improvements,  or  Inducing 
tbe  homeowner  to  make  a  loan  In  a  fictitious 
amount  In  excess  of  the  costs  involved. 

Some  notorious  criminals  and  confidence 
game  men  have  operated  in  this  field.  In- 
cluding Stanley  Clifford  Weyman,  a  man  with 
a  long  criminal  record  who  is  Involved  in 
title  I  cases  In  both  New  York  City  and 
Brookljm. 

Many  cases  under  Investigation  or  In 
prosecution   Include   former   public   officials. 

The  former  executive  director  of  the  Jersey 
City  Redevelopment  Agency,  Bernard  F. 
Kenny,  is  cliarged  with  concealing  his  Inter- 
est In  a  firm  doing  business  with  that  local 
alimn-clearance  agency  from  the  Housing  and 
Home  Finanee  Agency. 

Frederick  Carpenter,  former  FHA  director 
in  Puerto  Rico,  is  now  being  tried  on  a 
charge  that  he  conspired  with  Leonard  D. 
Long,  the  contractor,  to  Impede  the  Gov- 
ernment's program  there. 

Joyce  A.  Schnackenburg.  former  dlrecttM- 
of  the  FHA  office  in  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.. 
pleaded  guilty  to  conspiring  with  his  deputy 
for  that  man  to  receive  outside  compensation 
for  normal  Government  services.  The  chief 
underwriter  and  construction -cost  exam- 
iner were  convicted  earlier.  An  FELA  man- 
agement agent,  Leon  J.  Smith,  agent  for  the 
Woolaey  Properties.  Bxizzards  Bay.  Mass..  was 
indicted  July  26,  1954,  for  misapplication  of 
funds. 

The  summary  of  cases  does  not  Include 
complaints  filed  before  United  States  Judges 
or  commissioners  where  tbe  evidence  In- 
volved will  be  presented  to  a  grand  Jury  in 
tbe  near  future. 

There  are  additional  cases  in  which  prose- 
cution has  been  stalemated  because  the  per- 


sons cbai^d  are  fugitives,  an  Indicted  under, 
section  1010:  ;; 

Newark.  N.  J.:  Leon  Harrison. 

San  Francisco,  Calif.:  W.  E.  Dewitt. 

Baltimore,  Md.,  Nathan  Sloan.  ! 

Brooklyn,  N.  T..  Leonard  Larkln. 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y.:  Laurence  McNamara. 

There  are  other  cases  not  listed  in  whlcb 
indictments  were  returned  prior  to  1953  but 
on  wblcb  tbere  has  been  action  during  the 
1953-54  period. 

These  include  a  case  such  as  one  involved 
In  an  Indictment  returned  at  Sacramento. 
Calif.,  September  19,  1952,  against  Ralph 
Kushner,  Elmer  Altmnaa,  Carl  Dunbar,  amd 
Joe  Schlleder.  The  indictment  involved 
eight  counts  under  section  1010  (home  Im- 
provement loans)  and  one  count  \inder  sec- 
tion 371  (conspiracy).  The  case  was  tried 
In  1953  and.  on  November  23,  1953.  Kuabser 
was  sentenced  to  a  total  of  3  years  in  prison 
and  fined  $8,000.  He  has  appealed.  Dunbar 
and  Alterman  pleaded  guilty  to  all  counts. 
Each  was  sentenced  to  6  years'  probation. 
Dunbar  was  fined  S1.500  and  Alterman  S7S0. 
Soblieder  was  acquitted. 

Another  ])endlng  case  Includes  a  series  of 
Indictments  brought  In  New  York  City  Octo- 
ber 31.  1952.  against  William  E.  Horn.  Earl 
P.  Cannon,  Samuel  Hurwlta.  and  J.  H.  Me- 
QulIUn  under  title  18,  United  States  Code. 
section  1010.    The  indictments  were  attacked 

and  recently  upheld  In  court  but  trial  mi 

tbe  Issues  has  not  begim. 

Similarly,  a  May  23.  1951,  indictment '  at 
Newark.  N.  J.,  against  James  D.  Post  as  presS- 
dent  of  the  Popular  Home  Improvement  Co. 
and  two  salesmen.  Otto  Kmeger  and  Burnett 
Taseen,  still  is  under  attack  by  defendants 
on  grounds  of  legal  Insuffldency  of  tlie  In- 
dictment. ' 

Sections  of  the  Criminal  Code,  found  ap- 
plicable and  noted  in  the  following  listing 
of  cases.  Include  these  sections: 

371.  Cohfiplracy. 

220.  Receipt  of  commissions  or  gifts  liy 
bank  officials  for  processing  loans  (and  otber 
banking  statutes). 

650.  Misappl ication  of  funds  by  benk"  oiD- 
clals. 

657.  MlsappUeation     at    funds     by    FHA- 
agents. 

709.  False  advertisement  of  FHA  endorse* 
ment. 

1001 .  False  statement  or  failure  to  disclose. 

1012.  False  statement. 

201.  Giving  a  bribe. 

202.  Accepting  a  bribe.  I 
1006.  False  reports  by  FHA  employee. 
1341.  MaU  fraud. 

493.  Ckjunterfeltlng  notes  and  bonds,     i 


r>at« 


Mar.  23,  IMS 

Apr.     7,1663 


Apr.  22.1053 

Apr.   2».ia&3 
Apr.   28,1053 

Apr.  29.1053 

May    6,1063 

May  15,1053 

Jun*     5, 1053 
June  U.lsaB 

July   17,1053 
Sept.  30, 1053 

Do 


FIsse  of  tadictment 


fhsl  at.  Leabi.  Ill,  hoiB«  ImprsvemeBt. 
NeV'°ark.  N.  J.,  bom»  imisttveaieiit 


Detroit.  Mich.,  home  ImprovrawBt....^.^ 

Tarips,  Fla.,  home  Improvement 

KnoivUle,  Teon.,  home  LaiTS«veoKnt.„.. 

Treaton,  N.  J.,  home  Imprevwnsnt........ 

Sss  Antonio,  Tex.,  home  tnimns— st 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  borne  tmprovtiawit 


Pnrrto  Rloo,  personnel  and  aortcace  In- 

siirams. 
OnaS  RsfMs.  MMk.,  I 


Mfainespolls,  Minn.,  home  improvemaitu. 

Mbimi,    Fls.    (timnaferT«d    to    District   Of 
GoSBaMs),  - 


St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  borne  Improvement. 


Defendaats 


Max  D.  Klabr,  Byroa  Xupsnt 

Nteholsii  John  Penrlll.  JoM>ph  Louis 
Qeorge,  I>ougl>i  V'iaosot  Kirk. 

Georgis  Gisnskls,  wss  Qsorfis  Pete 

John  E.  Fulmer 

Mdvln  TaUas  OokUMrgsc,  S^usfe  Sup- 
ply Co. 

Seoastlan  J.  ScbiavoBS,  dolnc  bosiasss  as 
BAM  FumsM  Co. 

WUMi  E.  Williams 

Stanley  C.  Weyman 


Leoaafd  D.  liOnR,  Frsdsrick  Oarpenter 
Obraier  FHA  diitcUu  for  Puerto  Kin). 

Jey«e  A.  SoliiMckcaberv,  tmtetnoi  BSsto 
director,  FHA,  time  of  oOense  and  later 
dbtrtct 


Ouart  Witaga 

DooaM  W. 


Masy 


John  Nichohs  Feldoi. 


Notes:  Viohttlon,  disposHtMi,  etc. 


18  U.  8.  C.  lOM.    8  eoonts. 

18  T'.  S.  C.  1010.  6  counts.  Oeom  and  PerelU  esdi  entered  cnllty 
plMs;  sentenced  U>  3  months.  Kirk  not  yet  tried.  Kirk  reeelved 
a  3-year  suspended  seoteaoe  and  6yasr  piuhsttua  «■  ISSl  indict- 
ment under  see.  6M. 

18  U.  SO.  1010.  Defwdaat  is  iaEMstrMerCotaBiUaJaa,  charge  of 
emberriement. 

18  U.  8.  C.  1010.    Ouilty.  1  count.    6entenc^  July  15, 1963, 1  yew. 

18  U.  S.  C.  lOUk    3ooiiBts.  I 

18  TT.  8.  C.  lOM).    OniUy  pies.    Jan.  26, 1064,  scntasesd  to  I  year  «u^ 

1  day.  siispended,  3  years  probatloa. 
18  U.  8.  C.  1001  and  1010.    6  counts.    Ouilty  pies,  1  ooont.    Jan.  4, 

1054.  sentenced  2  years  suspended,  3  years  probation. 
18  U.  8.  C.  1010.    Found  guUty  and  sentenced  May  28,  lO&t  t4  It 

months.    Earlier  sentenee  in  New  Torir  City  of  profaatlni  under 

S  IndtctBMnts  then  revoked  and  sentsn^ed  to  6  years. 
I8U.8.C.371.  leomt.  Trial  stwtsd  Apr.  ^  ISM,  and  Is  eoaUnaing. 


18  n.  S.  C.  371.    1  eemt.    Flea  ef  failty  Oct  If,  ItlS.    Fine  t6JDSS.- 

(Indicted  after  Iodk  investigation  of  irregularities  hi  which  chief 
uaderwritsT  and  esnstmctlOB  oast  c»nihwr  ww>  en»vteted  si^er 
OBder  18U.  8.  C.  281.) 
UU.8.  C.  1001.    3eBunto.   OsOtypIca,  Jtiya.mBL   VtmfomQmmt 

1  eooBt,  2  ysars  pfohaUoa  foHewseaetasr. 

18  U.  8.  C.  1001.    3  ooonts.    OaUty  ^eas,  Feb.  IS,  1864.    She  agn> 
tiBoed  4  «•  13  mcBtSs.    Hesspls»esd  4  «e  IS  mwiOis,  sad  plawd  — 

2  yearsprobatlon. 

16  U.  S.  C,  1010.  Information.  Pies  of  nolo  oonteodere.  I  year  pnh 
bation. 
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November  16 


Dmto 


Oct.    xvm 

Oct.     «^1M> 
f 

Oct.     7.19a 

Oct.  v.isn 


Mar.  a  i«a 

Not.    2,l«a 
Not.    t,m» 


Not.  ra.  1«63 

Not.  30, 1988 
Not.  31, 1963 

Do 

Do 

Do 


PiMeofliidlobMat 


Dec  33,19S 
Jan.   ll.lftM 

Jan.  ao,19M 

}an.    25. 1054 
Feb.    3, 19M 

Feb.  HIMM 
Feb.  26,110* 
Feb.  aM«M 
Do- 


Do 

Apr.    7,  tWM 


Do. 


Apr.  15^1954 

Apr.  21,1964 

Apr.  r.lttM 
Apr.  28k  19M 


Do. 


Apr.  29.1054 
Apr.  30,1964 

May    6,1954 

May  11,1954 

Do 

Do 

Do 


Do. 

Do 

Do 

May  13,1964 


May  23,1904 

June  a,  1964 
June  8,1964 
June  18,1964 
June  22,1964 

Do 

June  21,1964 
DoT. 

July     1. 1964 


Brooklyn,  N.  T.,  haaw  fenproreraaiit 

OMahoma  Ctty,  Okla.,  homo  trnptonautot. 

Lot  Ancelea.  Calllf..  home  Improrement— .. 
SiMU  City,  Iowa,  taome  trnproreinent 

IwaahinRton,  D.  C,  home  tmproTonent.... 
Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  home  improTement 

Angnata,  Oa.,  prsTaflinK  wage  oertilleate... 


Portland,.  Orec.,  home  tanproTement. 

Baltimore,  Md.,  miaceOaneous 

do 


Loe  Angeles,  Calif.,  home  improTement.. 
Houston,  Tex.,  home  improTement 


New  York  City,  N.  Y.,  home,  improre- 
ment. 

Miami.  Fla.,  home  Improvement 

San  Franciaoo,  CallL,  home  improvement- 


Little  Rock,  Ark.,  home  improTement. 
yanwM  City,  Mo.,  home  improvement. 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  home  ImproTement. 
Hooston,  Tex.,  home  ImproTement.... 

Birmingham,  Ala.,  home  ImproTement. 
Los  Angeka,  Calif.,  home  improTement 


.do. 


-do. 


Miami,  Fla.,  home  ImproTement. 


Defendants 


Wflmtagton,  Del.,  personnel ^ 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  hoow  improvement 

San  Francisco,  Calif.,  bome  improvement.. 


Bay  City,  Mich.,  home  improvement. 
Puerto  Rico,  misoellaneoos 

Dubuque,  Iowa,  home  improTement.. 

Newark,  N.  J.,  bome  improvement  . 
do — 

llllldolill"iiiiiii"iiii-iii;ii;"i"; 

do . 

do :: 

...-•do .mill 

Omalia,  Nebr.,  home  improvement 


WaahtaiKton,  D.  C,  bome  Improvement 

Newark,  N.  /.,  home  Improvement " 

Houston,  Tex.,  bome  improvement. -.11111 

South  Bend,  Ind.,  bome  improvement ' 

Albany,  N.  V.,  bome  improvement.— II.II 

Oanon  City,  Ner.,  bome  ImproTement. 

Newark,  N.  J.:  Slum  clearance 

do - 

Bnliaio,  N.  T..  banking  violation  and  home 
Improvement. 


Frederick  J.  Dofam.. 


E.  B.  Cselton,  Homer  Lester,  Helen 
Lester,  Leon  Oeeslin,  W.  O.  Wynne, 
Mary  Francis  Ford. 

Winston  C.  Bodden.  Etbel  Bodden 


Boas  Conklin,  E.  J.  McLaughlin,  Harry 
Fuhrman^ 


John  Middlebrooks 

John  Hngbes  Rennie,  Oeraldiue  Kenoie, 
James  WUlianu. 

Carter  Electric  Co.,  C.  E.  Carter 

John  Milton  Owen 

Harry  Bart 

Albert  Sfcirk 

J.  Hamilton  (former  FHA  employee) 

Baymood  Miskunm<Hi  (lonner  FUA  em- 
ployee). 
Raymond  Hart,  Martin  Sorrlano 

Fk>yd  A.  Johnson 


C.  A  8.  Home  Builders,  Inc.,  Marie 
Ca<itorlna,  Leonardo  Castorlna. 

Virginia  Scott,  Jacques  Faden.-   .._.. 

Arnold  Wool,  James  N.  Stefan,  Na- 
thaniel H.  DeSboQg,  Ben  Zuckerman. 

Samuel  L.  Kay,  was  Kasnezer,  Kallne 

Peoples  Bank  of  Kansas  City,  Mo — . 

Beatrice  Partee 

Harvey  Codiran 


James  W.  Huguley,  Jr 

Hyman  W.  Langsam,  David  Brown. 
Morris  J.  Mirkln,  Curtis  S.  Kiiig, 
David  Habif. 


Morris  J.  Mirkln,  Charles  Harry,  Charles 
Howard,  Emanuel  Levlne,  Mike 
Musich,  Arthur  8p(u-ber,  Lou  Barash. 

Edward  Ooldstetn,  Ray  Orant,  Michael 
Nadler,  Marvin  ReSnick,  Sidney 
Winston. 

Roy  Donald  Jobna,  Jr.,  Ann  Johns 


Benjamin  Olaiier 

Eugene    F.    (lirard,    Murray    Kaye,    M. 

Eddie  Males,  A.  H.  Portnoy,  Arnold  O. 

Katz. 
Atlas  Enterprises,  Oordon  Brown,  R.  .\. 

Brown,  Howard  Wardle  (managomful;, 

and  0  salesmen. 


Nathan  Benr,  Max  Ellis,  David  Follicle 
Harry  A.  Denton 


E.  L.  McConnack- 


James  O'Connor 

Vincent  C.  Ruperto 

Martin  J.  Ward 

Mortimer  L.   Scfaultz,  doinn  bu-siiiess  as 

Mortimer  L.  Schultz  Co.  and  Kobert  L. 

Manion. 

Mortimer  L.  Schultz 

Robert  L.  Manion 

Gleim  C.  MacPherson 

Don  F.  Pollock,  Joseph  Titze - 


Heva  Peckells,  Charles  tAwrenson 

Alez  Zuk 

James  Lester  Bennett 

Jerome  E.  DoeUe - 

David  Morris,  Ruby  Korytowski '.. 

C.  H.  Elstner,  Willard  C.  Witt,  Bessie  E. 
Witt. 

Bernard  F.  Kenny... 

Bernard  F.  Kenny,  Oeorge  J.  Masumian, 

Anthony  J.  Masoola,  Joseph  Comparetto. 

William  Koetzle „ 


Notes:  Violation,  disposition,  etc. 


18  tJ.  8.  C.  1010.    —  connts.     Found  guilty  Mar.  10,  1^     1  yew 

tid  1  day,  suspended;  3  years  probation,  and  tl.OOU  fln^. 
1.  8.  C.  lUIO.  5  counts.     18  V.  8.  C.  371.  aU  plead  nolo contendera 

it  November  ltf.U,  found  guilty,  fined  aa  follows:   L#stera.  eadi 

11,000;  Ueeslin,  ta.au,  Wynne,  »4,UU0,  I'selton,  SSOO:  Ford.  S300. 
181    8  C.  1010.    BcHlden  deiKJrted  Sept.  13,  lOM,  dlsmiaied.    Charg«« 

SKainst  Mr),  Bodden  transferred  to  eastern  district  of  Michigan. 
18  U.  8   C.  loin.    ♦  counts.    Guilty  plea,  each  1  count:  cgher  counts 

disniisited.    Conlclin,  2  years  su.spended,  5  years  prohatioo,  t2.iOU. 

Fuhrman,  1  year  susiH-nded,  3  years  probtUiua.     McLaughlin.  1 

year  sus|>ended,  4  yt-ars  probation. 

18  I'.  S.  C.  1010  (3  indictments).    Middlebrooks  hospita|«ed. 

18  I'  S.  O  inu)  and  «  V.  8.  C.  371.  2  counU.  Cuilty  [4(«  Feb.  26. 
U>M,  John  Kennie  and  Williams  (Geraldine  Kennie  dismissed). 
ionnie  s«'ntcn«-  2  years  probation;  Williams,  15  months,  suspended, 
2  years  j)roh:ilion. 

P'alse  wage  statement.  Maxarell  Apart- 


18  C  3.  C    1(110.     1  count. 

ifents,  .\ueiista. 
IS  r.  S.  C.  1010.    »co»ints. 
18  V.  S.  C.  1001.     2  tx>unt.<. 

Do. 
18  V.  8.  C 

Do. 


Ouilty  June  1,  1954.  after  trial.     4  years. 
False  statement  to  mvestigators. 


1001.     1  count. 


False  statement  to  investigalor. 

18!'.  P.  r.  1010,  Porriano  acquitted  on  all  5  counts.  Hhrt  trla' srt 
A-pt.  7,  ly.Sl.  on  4  counts. 

18  I  .  8.  C.  1010.  .1  count-s.  Ouilty  plea  to  1  count.  Aft«c  reatlto- 
tion,  6  inonth.s  su.s| tended,  3  years'  [>rubattoii  wilii  suptrvteiuo  im- 
posed on  Apr.  7.  lt*.SI. 

18  t'.  S.  C.  1010,  3  counts.     18  U.  S.  C.  371,  1  count. 


18  1 

18  v.  t 

Woo 


9.  C.  inio. 

8.  C.  1010,  IS  V.  S.  C.  371,  all  puilty.    Sentences  June  4, 19.M: 
ool,  18  months,  DeShong,  IS  tuontli.\  Stefan,  6  months;  Zucker- 

rtan,  6  months. 
IHf.  8.  ('.  i:Ul,  IS  C.  .•^.  C.ZIM.I  count  cvh      '^'.iiilly.  Jane  J«,  liJM. 

3  yciirs  plus  .■>  years'  probation  to  bevin  at  eml  of  imi>ri!«>nment. 
IS  f.  .S.  C.  1010.      10  <i)Uiit.s.     (iuilly  plru  .Mar.  \2.  1»6*.     ^,0(10  flne 

i»i|)ose<l  on  biinli  for  !a\m-  insurance  r«-|><»rt. 
IH  r.  8.  r.  lOin      .V)  cf)Uiits.     Guilty  [ilea,  16  counts.  May  14,  1954. 

Probation  fur  .3  vpars. 
18  r.  8.  I".  1010.    7  er>unts.    ronvlcfe-l  May  19,  19.14,  on  «  counts 

*ntence    L'  yours,  $1,UUJ,  both  suipt-nilod  (or  5  years'  prutwiiou  with 

strict  suiKTv  isi(jii. 
18  r.  .'^.  (  .  lOKt.    «  counts,     nuilty  plea  May  10,  19*4.     18  months 

sti.s|>en>le'l.  3  years'  probation, 
18  t'.  8.  C.  1010,  IH  r.  .-<    C.  ;i71  ((llsmissefl).     Lannsam  iBUilty  pie*  3 

counts;  !M-ntencf  July  .*»'',  iy.'>4.  1  yejir  siLsiK-nded,  4  years'  probation 

ttOO.     Brown.  Mabif  guilty  plea  1  count,  each  1  year  .s|i.<iT>fnded .  3 

years'  probation,  t3l»).     .Mirkin  disniLis^-l  ul.s  to  all  ootints.    King 

hi'llevei  to  be  an  alia.s  of  another  defendant  and  is  a  fugitive 
18  I.  8,  C.  1010,  IS  r    .-.  ('    UTi  Misniis,s.Mi.    .Mirkin,  tuiltv  plea, 

2  counts  of  1010,  fi  months,  2  years  .su-siM-ndcd,  »l,l«JO.     Rarash. 

BaTiy,    I.evine.   Spirt>er,   puilty   pleas   1    count;  each  )    year  sua- 

l^-nde*!,  3  years  itroballon,  HOD      Mowitnl  and  Mitsich  fugitives 
IS  f.  8.  C.  1010,  18  V.  8.  C.  371      (iuldsiem,  Kesnkk,  aitd  Winston 

lieaded  (fuilty  to  2  counts  of  1010  and  (irant  and  .Nadler  1  count; 

all  sentpncc"!  to  ^  years  probation,     f'onsplricy  count  (iismiaapd 
IS  V    8.  C.  1010  and  18  I'    8.  C.  2.     Trial  May  14,  11»54.     He  con- 
victed 1  count;  3  months.    8hc  guilty  plea  1  count,  3  months  t« 

hfgin  at  etui  of  Sintc  senti'iid', 
1«  C.8.C.201.     lomnt.     Offer  of  bril*.     A  plea  of  not  guilty  entered 
18  r.  8.  r.  1010,  H  counts.     It  V.  H.  C.  .371,  1  c»>unt.      Kaye   pleaded 

rtiilty  June  14.  1(*,S4,  to  2  counts,  5  years'  protntllon.     Others  set  for 

trial  Oct.  M,  1«M. 
18  r.  8.  (',  luiO.     n  counts.     Browns  each  fotmd  ruilty,  8  counts. 

(I.  Brown,  3  years'  protiui  ion,  »J,ooo.     U.  Brown,  3  years'  probatiou. 

11,000.     W  iirdir  ac'iuitled, 
9  salesmen  plea'le.1  euilty  July  12,  iy.M:  Angelo  N'igro,  $100,  3  years' 

l«obatioii;  I'ete  Koniero.  ».ai0,  3  years' probation ;  John  F.  Crosi 

$>«),  3  years'  probation,   Forrest  8ct)lt,  $100,  4  monthls;  Roy  W 

FVedericlc.son,   $.100.    1    ye:ir;  Jose(>h    Bonin,   %.'^*\.   lo  months    T'ai 

J»hn.son,$l(«J,  2  years'  prol.;ition;  .\iiKelo  Chaiupi,  tlUU,  I  years'  pro- 

liation;  .\nthony  t'orco,  Saso.  :«  years'  probiilion 
1«  C.  8.  C.  1010,  1,',  counts.     18  (J,  .•<,  C,  371,  1  o.unt. 
18  C.  8.  r.  i.-io:!.    Charge  of  atunipting  to  influinct-  witness  in  Long. 

C>arpent«T  trial. 
18  C.  S.  r   luin.     2 counts,     Ouilty.  June  fi,  I9.M. 

2  years'  probation,  reimburse  homcowuef  $247. 
18  V.  S.  r,  101(1     7  counts. 
18  t.  8.  C.  1010.    4  counts. 

l>o. 
18  V.  S.  C.  371.     1  count. 

18  r.  8.  C.  1010.     ati  counts. 

18  t.  8.  C.  1010,      U  counts. 

18  t'.  8.  C.  1010.     4  counts. 

18  C.  8.  C,  1010.  2  information  with  30  and  20  counts,  rt»T»ctlvely. 
H)llock  nolo  contendre  to  11  counts;  sentenced  1  year,  I  day  Oned 
$!.!(«)  on  Juno  17,  19.M.  Title  nolo  couleudre  to  8  oouaU:  3  y< 
prot>ation  on  June  17,  lOVi.  ^ 

18  C.  s.  C-.  1011),  1  count:  18  V.  S.  C.  371,  1  count. 

18  C.  8,  C.  1010.     1  count. 

18  C  8.  C.  1010.     Ifi  counts. 

18  0.8.0.1010.    4  counts.     Doelle  Is  fugitive, 

18  0.  S.  C.  1010.    3  counts.    He  pleaded  guUty  and  sentenced  July  11 
1*54,  to  18  month.s.    She  ill. 

18  0,  S.  C.  371.    Conspiracy  to  violate  18  U.  8.  C.  1010, 

18  0.  3.  C.  1001. 
Do. 

18  0.  8.  r   R.V,.  »  cotmfs:  18  r.  P.  r.  1010,  34  roonts.    Ouiltr  plea  to 
1  count  under  each  section,  Aug.  2,  1«M,    Sentence  defttred. 


1  year  suspended, 
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IfiMT 


Date 


July 
July 

2,19M 
7, 1954 

JnJy  a6.ltM 
Do 

July   28,1954 
Do 

July 
Aug. 
Aug. 

ao.i9&4 

2, 1»M 
8,1954 

Fhkee  af  tadletment 


RaTt  f^ke  City,  Ttah,  home  Improvraieiit. 
UatioU,  Misb.,iio(ae  improvement -. 


Mlaiirt,  Ffa.,  home  luipeooeinffnt — 

Bo«t>n,  Mass.,  personnel..- -, 

De#  Moines,  Iowa,  banking  violation. ., 
Dcs  Uolnes,  Iowa,  hone  iHiprovemeBt. 


Hoivton,  Tex.,  home  'mprovement 

8acn>inentA.  CiaMf.,  home  ttnpreveraeut. 
Houfton,  Tex.,  bome  impiwremant 


Harry  Krtek  Oraas,  wtth  numerous  aliaaea 
Jolui  Fwdarteka  doing  boaiiMn  ••  R.  M. 

SmImOo. 
CharlM  Harris  Markfaelm 

Leon  J.  Smith,  FUA  m«nap.TT.on^  ■gBat— 

WtliaM  F.  HaakbMon 

First  Federal  SUte  Bank,  Ravmond  B. 
Muldar.  William  F.  llaakiiison.  QVeo 
H.  Smith,  Inc.  (formerly  Mldtown 
Motors,  Inc.),  Fred  F.  Parkhunt, 
Bkkn  L.  Neal,  Thomas  J.  Wataon. 

Jay  Wayne  McVeagb 

Marcella  ETIlls,  Ouy  Harold  Mcllenry 

Stanton  B.  Daoilow. 


Matt 


18  T7.  B.  C.  10t«. 
IS  V.  B.  a.  lOHL 


Inftfmatlon  In  4  eoimta.    Enterad  a  tdaa  ot  guAy. 
frWMJuia.    FredarMmlMgltlta. 


lan.  S.  aiOIO.    l  eaant  injarmattn^  flla*. 

18  17.  8.  C.  657.    1  count.    Embeaalemeat  of  funds  as  acwt 

Woolsey  Piwpertles,  Buzzards  Bay,  Maar 
18U.  B.  O.  220.    6  counts. 
18  U.  8.  a  S71,  2  eoHBta;  18  U.  8.  O.  lOM,  aaeooBta.    Um  o(  J 

auto  downpaymenii. 


18  U.  S.  O.  into.    Informatkm. 

18  V.  P.  C.  1010,  2  counts;  1»  U.  a  C.  371, 1 

18  U.  S.  O.  1010.     21  ootmts. 


DSPABTMKMT  OF  JUBTICB  ReUUSB  OT  SI 
BEK  30.  19M 

Attorney  Oenersl  Brownell.  Jr.,  announced 
today  tbat  lia  baa  directed  United  Statea  At- 
torney Leo  A.  Rover,  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, to  confluct  a  special  grand-Jury  Invertl- 
gatlon  Into  bribery  and  other  crtminai  con- 
duct In  tbe  Federal  bousing  progrvnt. 

The  InstrtKtlonB  to  Mr.  Rover  provided  ape- 
cifieaUy  that  he  jsreaent  evidence  of  the  ae- 
ttvltles  of  Clyde  L-  PowcU.  former  Aaalstant 
Commlsatoner  of  ttw  Federal  Bousing  Ad- 
ministration. 

Powell,  who  entered  FHA  in  1038.  rose  to 
Aaaiatant  Commlaaioner  despite  knowledge 
of  the  former  administration  of  an  arrest 
record,  including  conviction  for  Jewel  theft. 

While  Assistant  Commissioner,  Powell  had 
charge  of  the  rental  housing  program  which 
operated  from  1948  to  18p0.  Thla  program 
resulted  in  wtndl'alls  to  upccalators  exceed- 
ing $51  million  lilone  in  the  285  cases  re- 
viewed by  the  Special  Investigations  Office 
set  up  by  the  praent  administration  In  FHA. 

No  date  has  been  set  for  the  opening  of 
the  special  grand -Jury  investigation  in  the 
District  of  Colunrtbla.  However,  empaneling 
of  the  special  grand  Jtiry.  authoriaed  by 
Chief  Judge  Bolttha  J.  Lawa.  of  the  Federal 
court,  la  expected  shortly. 

The  Attorney  General  also  said  that  As- 
sistant Attorney  General  Warren  Olney  HI. 
head  of  the  Department  of  Justice's  Criminal 
Division,  win  this  week  call  upon  United 
states  attomrys  in  all  other  districts  of  the 
Nation  to  preaent  to  grand  Juries  as  soon  aa 
material  la  available  full  testimony  oonoem- 
ing  crtminai  conduct  uncovered  by  the  Ad- 
ministration's inveatlgation  in  their  districts. 

The  Department  reported  prevloiisly  that 
It  begMi  to  receive  widespread  complaints 
in  FHA  matters  early  in  1853.  The  FBI  was 
instructed  to  survey  the  altuatlon  and.  after 
consultations  between  Mr.  Brownell  and  Ad- 
ministrator Albert  M.  Cole,  of  the  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Agency,  the  FBI  was  re- 
quested in  April  19M.  to  asmune  primary  in- 
vestigative responsibility  of  all  allegatlona 
of  violations  of  Pederal  criminal  statutes 
arialng  in  connection  with  FHA  operationa. 

Sununaxlea  of  Department  actlvltlea  dur- 
ing 1953  and  1954  to  mld-Aug\ist  ahowed 
foreclosure  proceedings  ordered  on  39  hous- 
ing projects  involving  982,089,476  in  FHA- 
Insured  mortgages  and  74  <n^minal  indict- 
ments involving  134  individuals,  of  whom  67 
had  been  convicted.  Most  of  the  criminal 
cases  Involved  falsified  loan  ctoc amenta  in 
the  home-improvement  program  but  others 
included  corruption  of  Ocvemment  officials, 
mall  fraud,  and  violation  of  banking  laws. 
Referring^  to  th*  last  week's  final  report  of 
Deputy  Administrator  WllllAm  F.  McKenna, 
of  HHFA  to  Mr.  Cole  on  the  special  investi- 
gatl£m.  Mr.  Brownell  said; 

"It  shows  how  the  huge  Federal  agency 
upon  which  the  Nation  depended  for  stimu- 
lating home  building  and  housing  construc- 
tion became  riddled  with  corruption  under 
the  prior  administration. "• 


The  Attorney  General  said  also  that  the 
program  directed  by  Powell  had  resulted  in 
exploitation  both  of  the  Government  and  the 
tenants  of  the  projects  in  the  form  of  finan- 
cial "windfalls  without  precedent"  to  the 
promoters. 

In  connection  with  the  Inquiry  by  the 
grand  Jtules.  Mr.  Brownell  said: 

"The  preliminary  work  done  by  congres- 
sional conamlttees  and  by  the  HHFA  has 
furnlsbed  a  vast  amount  of  material  Indl- 
cmtlng     maladministration     of     theae     laws. 

The  Justice  Department  has  and  will  give 
primity  for  such  study  and  action  as  is 
called  for  and  will  vlgcnously  prosecute  all 
offendeiv. 

"While  the  majority  of  the  employees  were 
loyal  and  faithful,  there  was  disintegration 
of  peraoaal  Integrity  among  others  In  the 
housing  program." 

Mr.  Brownell  called  attention  to  the  HHFA 
report  that  the  practice  of  receiving  gratui- 
ties from  oontractors  and  others  doing  busi- 
ness with  the  agency  was  almost  an  accepted 
norm  of  operation  in  many  FHA  offices. 

Mr.  Brownell  said  that  all  investigative 
reports  of  the  FBI  and  of  the  HHFA  are 
being  and  will  be  forwarded  as  rapidly  as 
possible  to  each  United  States  attorney 
where  Jurisdiction  lies. 

Each  United  States  attorney  also  will  be 
Instructed  to  preeent  any  evidence  arising 
originally  in  his  office. 

Mr.  Brownell  emphasized  that  the  grand- 
Jury  inquiries  are  not  limited  solely  to  pos- 
sible bribery,  but  to  violations  of  any  appro- 
priate laws  in  the  Federal  Criminal  Code  in 
administration  of  the  Federal  bousing  pro- 
grams. 

DsPAmcorr  or  Jttsticx  Release  or 
CXrrOBEX  0,  1954 

Attorney  General  Herbert  Brownell.  Jr., 
announced  today  the  creation  of  a  new  unit 
in  the  Criminal  Division  of  the  Department 
of  Justice  in  order  to  speed  handling  of  the 
vast  amount  of  investigative  material  re- 
cently referred  to  the  Division  In  connection 
with  FHA  housing  scandals. 

Mr.  Brownell  simultaneously  announced 
that  Mr.  Max  H.  Goldscheln,  a  special  assist- 
ant to  the  Attorney  General,  was  being  as- 
signed to  work  with  United  States  Attorney 
Leo  A.  Rover  in  the  special  grand-Jury  in- 
vestigation opening  today  in  the  District  of 
Coltimbia.  Mr.  Goldscheln  also  will  coor- 
dinate the  inquiry  here  with  grand -Jtiry 
investigations  in  other  Federal  districts. 

The  Attorney  General  directed  the  initia- 
tion of  the  inquiry  here  September  20.  The 
special  grand  Jtiry  will  inquire  Into  bribery 
and  other  criminal  oondutrt  In  the  Federal 
housing  program  and  speclflcaltj  Into  tbe 
conduct  of  Clyde  L.  Powell,  who  had  charge 
of  the  rental  housing  program  which  op- 
erated from  1946  to  1960  and  resulted  in 
vrtndfalls  to  speculators  ^coeeding  $61  mll- 
lioo  alone  in  286  cases  reviewed  by  ths 
Boualhg  and  Home  Flnanoe  Agency. 

Ttie  Inveetlgatlve  reports  have  been  eom« 
Ing  IB  fron  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investi- 


gation, the  HHFA,  and  congressional  com- 
mittees. In  each  '"■■^■"'^  where  criminal 
action  appears  warranted  on  the  basis  of 
the  inveetlgatlve  reports  the  material  ■  Is 
being  transmitted  to  tbe  United  States  aiMor- 
ney  in  the  district  where  JurtsdletleB  Ilea. 
The  new  unit  will  take  orer  work  now 
being  handled  In  three  other  units,  tlia 
Fraud.  Government  Operations,  and  Com- 
mon Crimes  units.  The  new  unit  wlU  b* 
heeded  by  Mr.  Nathaniel  B.  Koaaack,  wtto  will 
be    assisted    by    Messrs.    Hobert    J.   Rosthal. 

Walter  E.  MacDonald,  Relgh  P.  Klann,  and 
Robert  Aden.  In  addition,  two  other  Crim- 
inal Division  attorneys,  Messrs.  James  J.  Sul- 
livan and  Oliver  O.  Dibble,  win  be  assigned 
to  assist  the  new  unit  to  prev<Mit  the  build- 
ing up  of  any  backlog  at  cases. 

fir.  Goldscheln  recently  retvimed  to  his 
headquarters  ho-e  after  ooaducting  a  loag 
graiKl  Jury  Investigation  Into  labor  raclcetesr- 
ing  in  St.  Louis.  His  work  there  restilted  In 
several  indlctn>ents  and  in  cases  already 
triod  convictions  have  been  returned  by  th* 
trial  Jury.  His  first  major  grand  Jury  as- 
signment was  the  inquiry  in  1943  into  the 
activities  of  former  F^ederal  Judge  Albert  W. 
Johnson.  In  Scranton,  Pa.  He  also  handled 
grand  Jury  investigations  of  CotniBunlsts  on 
the  Federal  payroU  in  Colorado  and  Cali- 
fornia in  1948.  In  1949,  he  handled  a  grand 
Jury  investigation  into  organised  crime  In 
Miami.  Fla..  which  broke  up  the  greatest 
opium  smuggling  ring  In  history.  In  19*» 
and  1950  his  special  gilmd  Jury  Inveatlgatioii 
of  organized  crime  in  Kansas  City.  Mo.,  re- 
sulted in  el^bt  tax  indictments. 

In  discussing  his  division's  new  unit.  As- 
sistant Attorney  General  Warren  dnsy  UT 
said  the  volume  of  housing  scandal  mattacs 
had  been  growing  steadily  alnoe  the  Depart* 
ment  began  looking  Into  widespread  com« 
plaints  early  In  1953.  It  was  tbcn,  after  coo- 
BUltations  between  the  Attorney  General  sad. 
Administrator  Albert  M.  Cole  of  the  HHFA. 
that  the  FBI  was  given  primary  Invsatlgatlvw 
responsibility. 

In  the  past  month,  Mr.  Olney  said,  the 
number  of  casea  arising  In  the  Frauds  Unit 
alone  reached  10  to  lA  daUy.  In  addltioa. 
the  Federal  Housing  Administimtlon  has 
begun  referring  "packaces"  of  gratuity  al- 
le^attcHis  involving  FHA  pei'sonnel.  Tliwiw 
have  been  increases  not  only  in  title  I  (taomw 
Improvement)  matters,  bxit  also  In  oaass  In- 
volving false  advertising,  peraonnrt  mattssB 
and  fraud  in  connection  with  mortgage  In* 
suranos. 

Each  United  States  attamcy  has  pravlcms 
ly  t>een  Instructed  to  present  to  graad  Juries, 
as  soon  as  material  Is  avallaUe.  full  testt- 
nx>ny  oonoemlng  criminal  oondtict  unoover- 
ed  In  the  AdmlnlstratiOB'a  InveaUgatUms  !■ 
ttMlr  (Ustrtcts. 


21.  1054. 
Hon.  Ha^BT'  F.  Btbd, 

CUMirman.  JoiiU  Comviittee  on  Jtad«e- 

tion    of    Nonessential    Federal    ex- 
penditures.   United    State*    Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Dkak  SENATOt  BTkO:  T&ls  win  acknowledg* 
receipt  at  your  letter  of  October  6.   19M. 
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fOrwanUiiff  addltlonftl  material  oonoerned 
with  the  operatlcaa  of  th«  Vedanl  Hooatiig 
Adnlnlatntlosi. 

In  yltm  ot  your  tmpre— ed  dealr*  to  keap 
Inf  onsMd  coneemlng  tbe  Dcpartmont'a  prog- 
raai  In  tbeie  THA  matters,  I  un  enoloslnff 
two  addltloiua  Department  pr««  releasee 
which  are  oooeemed  with  Pederel  Housing 
Administration  matters. 

I  wish  again  to  thank  you  for  your  In- 
terest and  oo<^>eratlon  In  furnishing  the 
Department  with  the  Federal  Housing  Ad- 
inlnlstratlon  Infonxuttlon  wnich  comes  to 
your  attention.  These  matters  are  receiving 
continuous  consideration  In  tbe  Department. 
Sincerely, 

WAaazlv  OursT  m. 
Assistant  Attorney  OeneroL 

DsPABXifSMT  or  Jtmncx  Rxlxasb  or  Octobbi 
13.  1954 

Assistant  Attinrney  General  Warren  Olney 
Zn  aald  todi^  Uxat  more  tlian  60b  alleged 

erlmliud  mttt«n  stemming  from  jurlor  miii- 

ageznent  ot  tb«  federal  Houatng  AdxxxliUs- 
txatlon  currently  are  under  active  In-reBtl- 
gatlon  by  tbe  Department  of  Justice. 

Mr.  Olney  made  the  otatement  In  dls- 
cii—lfig  FHA  matters  wltb  United  States  at- 
torneys attending  a  S-day  wwklng  coiiXer- 

enc«  at  the  Department  of  Justice. 

He  reiterated  his  request  that  the  United 
States  attcroeys  take  prompt  and  vigorous 
action  on  every  housing  matter  within  their 
districts,  and  reported: 

"Ten  to  fifteen  new  caaee  are  being  referred 
to  the  Criminal  Division  every  day.  The 
majority  of  them  are  from  the  FBI.  Bowt 
ever,  we  still  are  receiving  cases  from  the 
FHA  and.  In  addition,  we  now  are  receiving 
referrals  from  tbe  Senate  Banking  Commit- 
tee. NaturaUy.  as  soon  as  possible,  thoee 
cases  are  referred  to  you  people  who  must 
complete  the  Job  In  the  field." 

Mr.  Olney  reviewed  the  progress  of  the 
Department  In  the  hoiislng  matters.  Ete 
pointed  out  that  a  review  of  the  situation, 
based  on  ccxnplalnts,  was  ordered  early  in 
1953;  that  the  FBI  made  an  overall  study 
of  the  extent  of  the  sltiiatlon,  and,  after 
conferences  between  the  Department  and 
the  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency,  the 
FBI  was  given  primary  Investigative  respon- 
slbiUty  In  April  1954. 

"Since  last  April,  convictions  of  49  Indi- 
viduals have  been  reported  to  the  Depart- 
ment and,  at  tbe  end  of  September,  there 
were  Indictments  reported  pending  against 
135  individuals,"  lir.  Olney  said. 

He  said  the  bulk  of  early  cases  involved 
falsification  of  documents  under  the  title  I 
home-improvement  program  but  that  tbe 
pattern  le  changing  as  more  misconduct  Is 
uncovered  In  fcmner  management  of  FHA. 

"The  section  606  program  Involving  mul- 
tiple imlt  rental  construction  and  which 
ended  In  1960  has  been  found  shot  through 

With  lirlhery  and  criminal  corruption,"  Mr. 

Olney  said.  "The  failure  of  prior  manage- 
ment In  FHA  to  discern  and  act  against  these 
practices  may  bar  prosecution  but  It  Is  es- 
sential that  we  go  ahead  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible with  grand  Jury  investigations  to  de- 
velop all  the  facts." 

He  said  the  complete  docimientation  of  all 
eases  has  a  threefold  piirpoee: 

1.  To  uneovar  cases  where  criminal  prose- 
cution Is  warranted  and  can  be  undertaken. 

a.  To  develop  facts  for  appropriate  admin- 
istrative action  and  Identify  recipients  of 
grattiitles  still  in  Oovemment  employment. 

8.  TO  provide  full  and  accurate  data  upon 
which  the  present  administration  can  act  to 
make  corruption  Impossible  In  the  future. 

AoBRioirAXi  DapABnoEMT  or  Jtmncs  ^"Tf■rfw 
or  OcrroBn  13,  1954 
Assistant  Attcvney  General  Warren  B.  Bur- 
ger today  announced  formation  of  a  special 


vnlt  under  bis  direction  to  coordinate  all 
elvU-legal  matters  arising  from  investiga- 
tions of  the  Federal  Housing  Administration. 

The  unit  Is  composed  of  representatives  of 
the  CivU  Division,  which  Mr.  Burger  taeads. 
and  four  other  divisions  of  the  Department 
of  Justice.  It  parallels  and  is  working  oloee- 
ly  with  a  similar  unit  established  to  coordi- 
nate criminal  matters  arising  from  the  FHA 
studies. 

Kr.  Burger  made  his  announcement  in  dis- 
Ciiaslng  Civil  Division  work  at  one  of  tbe 
early  sessions  of  the  S-day  conferenee  of 
United  States  attorneys  which  opened  at  the 
Department  today. 

A  discussion  of  housing  investigations  and 
prosecutions  was  a  major  Item  on  the  agenda. 
Individual  conferences  with  Washington 
staff  attorneys  also  were  scheduled  for  those 
United  States  attorneys  having  special  FHA 
problems  in  their  districts. 

The  special  civil  unit  is  designed  to  effect 

speedy  analysis  ol  the  vast  amount  of  ma- 
terial being  assembled  as  a  result  of  Senate 

committee  bearings,  tbe  Hoiising  and  Wozne 
P'lnance  Agency's  own  study  of  former-  FHA. 
management  and  Investigations  by  tbe  Fed- 
eral Bureau  oT  Investigation. 

Mr.  Burger  said  particular  attention  will  be 

given  to  circumstances  leading  to  default  In 
the  past  2  yean  of  over  |40  million  in  tOA- 

Insured  mortgage  loans  on  title  608  honslng 
projects.  The  title  608  program  was  directed 
by  Clyde  PoweU.  former  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner of  FHA  whose  activities  are  now  under 
study  by  a  special  grand  Jury  in  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Commenting  on  the  title  608  projects.  At- 
torney General  Herbert  Brownell.  Jr.,  said: 

"Prom  a  preliminary  study  of  what  appear 
to  be  typical  cases,  it  is  plain  that  the  gross 
maladministration  of  this  program  resulted 
In  having  the  tenants  pay  excess  rents  based 
not  on  the  cost  of  construction  but  on  the 
artificially  inflated  mortgage  loan.  In  many 
cases  the  promoters  obtained  mortgages,  in- 
sured at  Government  expense,  for  as  muf  h  as 
20  and  25  percent  over  the  cost  of  the  proj- 
ect. Thus  the  tenants,  who  were  supposed 
to  be  the  beneficiaries  of  this  program,  be- 
came its  victims  and  collectively  they  paid 
out  millions  to  make  possible  the  vast  Wind- 
fall profits.  The  good  Intentions  of  Congress 
were  thereby  distorted  by  those  entrusted 
with  the  administration  of  the  program." 

Mr.  Burger  reported  that  Mr.  BrowneU  has 
Instructed  the  special  unit  to  make  a  par- 
ticular study  of  rent  levels  fixed  in  relation 
to  the  mortgage  debt  where  that  debt  ex- 
ceeded the  cost  of  construction. 

The   special   unit   under   Mr.    Burger   In- 

ludes:  Charles  E.  Rice.  Tax  Division;  Wil- 
Ham  J.  Lament.  Office  of  Legal  Counsel.  John 
J.  Cain.  Lands  Division;  Phltp  Marcus,  Anti- 
tnist  Division,  and  Carl  Eardley,  Marvin  C. 
Taylor,  George  F.  Foley,  and  Lino  Graglis.  all 

ClvU  Division. 

Mr.  Burger  pointed  out  that  the  Civil  Di- 
vision has  been  studying  various  civil  as- 
pects of  the  hoiising  investigations  for  some 
time;  that  a  number  of  foreclosure  actions 
have  been  filed,  and  that  several  civil  suits 
wUl  be  filed  in  the  near  future. 

He  added  that  where  FHA-lnsured  mort- 
gages on  608  projects  are  defaulted,  the  Gov- 
ernment will  Incur  a  direct  loss  it  the  fore- 
closure sale  brings  a  price  less  than  the 
amount  of  the  mortgage  debt.  Close  exami- 
nation is  being  made  of  such  cases  for  this 
reason,  he  said. 

The  head  of  the  Civil  Division  told  the 
United  SUtes  attorneys  he  hoped  the  In- 
creasing number  of  housing  matters  could 
be  handled  in  such  a  way  that  they  would 
not  impede  a  successful  program  to  reduce 
the  inherited  backlog  of  civil  cases.  He  re- 
ported that  the  backlog  totaled  about  5  years 
early  in  1953.  He  said  it  had  been  redHced 
to  about  one-third  since  then. 


<h 


Mr.  Burger  also  discussed  plans  to  delegate 
additional  authority  to  United  StaOes  attor- 
nejm  in  litigation  in  order  fiirther  to  reduce 
paperwork  and  speed  the  handling  of  cases. 


i. 


THE   VARIOUS   ELEMENTS   OF  THE 
FIGHT  AGAINST  COMMUNXSM 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  take  advantage  of  the  2-nilnute 
rule  to  express  my  appreciation  for  the 
address  delivered  yesterday  by  the  Re- 
publican leader,  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  Knowland].  I  had  been  in 
attendance  all  day.  and  left  the  Chamber 
before  he  began  to  speak.  It  seems  to 
me,  as  I  have  read  the  address  In  the 
Record  and  in  the  press,  that  the  distin- 
guished majority  leadei  nas  set  in  proper 
perspective  the  various  eletnente  of  the 

nght  again5t  communlsin    I  am  not 

sure  that  he  will  follow  this  statement. 

and  I  do  not  tkslc  him  to  express,  riimaelf 
about  it.  but  to  my  mind  the  serious 
present  dangers  are  thoee  which  fall 
within  the  purview  of  the  Committee  on 

Foreign  Relations  and  the  Comntlttee  on 

Armed  Services.  I  trust  that  no  particu- 
lar Interest  of  other  Senators  In  the  pos- 
sibility of  subversion  in  the  Government 
in  the  present  or  in  the  immediate  future 
will  misdirect  our  attention  from  the 
present  dangers  to  which  we  muat  apply 
all  the  information  we  can  get  and  all 
the  judgment  we  can  muster. 


THE  FOREIGN  POLICY  OF  THE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President,  yes- 
terday afternoon  the  country  and  the 
Senate  were  witness  to  a  rather  extraor- 
dinary occurrence.  In  order  to  View  this 
incident  in  perspective,  we  must  recall 
that  on  November  8.  Just  1  week  before, 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  rose 
on  the  Senate  floor  and,  in  a  statesman- 
like appeal  to  all  Members  of  the  Senate, 
asked  that  Senators  refrain  from  inter- 
jecting matters  extraneous  t.o  the  cur- 
rent debate  on  the  motion  to  censure  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy],  During  that  week,  I  think 
almost  without  exception.  Senators  com- 
plied with  the  request  of  the  majority 
leader.    The  debate  has  been  vigorous, 

and  during  the  past  week  as  I  heard  the 
members  of  the  select  committee  abused 
In  what  one  of  its  members  referred  to 

as  fantastic  and  foul  language,  and  Its 

members  subjected  to  what  its  chairman 
aptly  called  indecencies.  I  have  waited 
with  patience  in  anticipation  of  a  stirring 
speech  by  the  majority  leader  in  defense 
of  the  select  committee,  and,  of  course, 
more  particularly,  in  defense  of  the  three 
memt)ers  of  the  select  committee  who 
agreed  to  serve  out  of  deference  to  his 
wishes. 

So.  when  the  majority  leader  yester- 
day rose  to  request  the  Senator  from 
Uteh  [Mr.  Watkins]  to  yield  to  him,  I 
thought  the  moment  had  come  far  which 
I  had  been  waiting.  The  Senator  from 
Utah  had  waited  most  patiently  through- 
out the  long  day  for  a  chance  to  defend 
his  honor  and  integrity. 

The  majority  leader,  however,  rose  not 
to  defend  the  Senator  from  Utah  and  hia 
colleagues  on  the  select  committee  from 
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abuse,  but  to  talk  on  a  matter  ex- 
traneous to  the  debate.  He  rose,  it  ap- 
pears, to  take  issue  with  the  foreign  pol- 
icy of  the  present  administration  as 
clearly  enunciated  by  President  Eisen- 
hower within  the  past  month.  He  chal- 
lenges the  concept  of  i>eaceful  coexist- 
ence, and  asks  if  it  is  synonymous  with 
what  he  calls  atomic  stalemate.  He 
went  on  to  say  that  the  country  is  faced 
with  a  clear  and  present  danger. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  question  that 
the  country  is  faced  with  a  present  dan- 
ger in  the  aggression  and  treachery  of 
the  Russian  Communists.  I  beg  to  sug- 
gest that  this  is  known  by  every  school- 
boy in  the  land,  and,  therefore.  I  think 
it  follows  that  the  danger  is  not  only  a 
present  one  but  is  clear.  The  distin- 
guished majority  leader  rose  to  ask  that 

the  Congress  and  the  American  people 

reexamine  our  foreign  policy  and  our 
defense  policy.  I  beg  to  sugerest  that 
these  F>olicies  ought  always  to  be  under 
review,  and  so  long  as  the  Democratic 
Party    remains   a    vigorous   party,    these 

policies  will  continue  to  be  under  review. 

The  process  of  reviewing  foreign  pol- 
icy should  not  include  spreading  con- 
fusion and  doubt  as  to  what  our  foreign 
policy  is.  but  this,  I  am  constrained  to 
say,  is  what  I  think  has  resulted  from 
yesterday's  remarks  by  the  distinguished 
majority  leader.  If  he  does  not  want  co- 
existence, what  does  he  want?  Does  he 
want  war?  Let  me  suggest  to  him  that  in 
the  end,  war  means  the  devastation 
which  would  result  from  the  use  of  hy- 
drogen bombs. 

Actually,  of  course,  our  present  condi- 
tion is  not  peaceful  coexistence,  but  a 

condition  neither  of  peace  nor  of  war. 
This  state  of  tension  is  not  of  our  own 
making.  It  is  a  product  of  Communist 
design  and  aggression.  But  in  order  to 
succeed  in  our  struggle  with  the  dia- 
bolical Russian  tyranny,  we  must  recog- 
nize the  situation  as  it  Is.  In  our  elTorls 
to  coexist  we  must  not  lose  sight  of  the 
fact  that  within  the  next  few  years,  the 
Russians  will  attain  the  means,  by  long- 
range  bombers,  by  hydrogen  bombs,  and 
by  guided  missiles,  to  cause  terrible  dev- 
astation, and  perharw  even  destroy  our 
capacity  to  wage  war.  The  majority 
leader  said  as  much  in  his  statement 
yesterday.  There  is  nothing  new  in  this. 
Our  realization  of  this  grim  fact  is 
crucial   to  a  p>olicy  of  coexistence.     In 

Other  words,  we  possibly  have  a  few  years 

yet  before  us  in  which  we  can  restrain 
the  Russians  by  constantly  developing 
our  power  to  protect  ourselves  and  by 
keeping  ready  the  means  of  overwhelm- 
ing retaliation.  At  the  same  time,  we 
must  find  a  way  of  persuading  them  to 
submit  to  control  by  the  United  Nations. 
Only  in  such  manner  can  we  secure  the 
free  world  against  aggression  and  work 
gradually  toward  the  liberation  of  en- 
slaved peoples.  This  seems  an  impossi- 
ble task,  but  it  is  also  our  only  choice. 
This,  I  think,  is  what  President  Eisen- 
hower means  by  peaceful  coexistence. 
In  order  to  accomplish  these  goals  of 
foreign  policy,  our  Government  should 
act  in  every  way  so  as  to  strengthen  the 
prestige  of  the  United  Nations,  making 
it  an  ever  more  effective  instrument  for 
the  settlement  of  International  conflicts 


and  for  the  maintenance  of  peace.  This 
implies  that  we  cannot  think  of  with- 
drawing from  the  United  Nations  when 
decisions  go  against  us. 

We  Americans  must  face  these  Im- 
placable problems  of  foreign  policy.  If 
we  attempt  to  escaiie  them  by  retreat- 
ing into  our  own  shell  or  through  some 
other  sham  remedies,  ruin  wiU  be  our 
destiny.  Only  in  courage  and  honesty 
Ues  greatness.  We  have  a  choice;  let  us 
not  falter. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
appropos  of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  Missoxiri  I  Mr.  Hennings],  I  do  not 
intend  to  prolong  the  debate,  but  it  is 
quite  obvious  that  the  Senator  has  not 
done  what  a  good  many  other  Members 
on  the  minority  side  have  done,  namely, 
read  the  Congressional  Record.     If  the 

Senator  from  Missouri  had  done  so  he 

would  have  known  that  on  last  Friday, 
the  12tyi  of  November,  the  majority  lead- 
er made  a  statement  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  relative  to  the  appointment  of 
the  select  conunittee  and  the  confidence 

he  had  in  it.  He  reiterated  the  state- 
ment he  had  made  earlier.  That  state- 
ment was  commented  on  favorably  by 
the  distinguished  minority  leader,  the 
spokesman  of  the  minority  party. 

At  a  later  date  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
discuss  further,  if  I  believe  it  is  necessary 
to  do  so,  the  subject  matter  of  the  brief 
remarks  I  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
late  yesterday  afternoon.  They  were 
made  when  the  Senator  from  Utah  I  Mr. 
Watkims]  had  indicated  that  he  did  not 
care  to  make  his  remarlu  at  that  late 
hour  and  prior  to  adjourment.  There 
was  never  any  agreement  that  there 
Should  not  be  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
discussion  of  subjects  extraneous  to  the 
pending  resolution,  if  conditions  in  the 
world  or  in  the  country  should  warrant 
such  discusiiion.  The  only  imderstand- 
ing  was  that  we  would  not  take  up  leg- 
islative matttrs  during  the  time  we  had 
before  the  Senate  the  pending  business. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  was  present  in  the 
Chamber  when  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia made  his  speech  last  evening,  and 
I  had  that  situation  in  mind  when  I  made 
my  remarks. 


DR.  FREDERICK  BROWN  HARRIS 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  30  years  ago  today  there 

came  to  the  Nation's  Capital  a  relative- 
ly young  pastor.  He  accepted  the  great 
responsibility  of  becoming  the  minister 
at  one  of  the  oldest  and  most  historic 
churches  in  Washington.  At  the  old 
foundry  In  Georgetown,  Henry  Foxhall 
helloed  to  forge  the  iron  and  the  steel  to 
withstand  the  attack  of  the  British  in  the 
War  of  181^.  In  honor  and  memory  of 
the  Importance  of  that  undertaking, 
Poimdry  Methodist  Church  of  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  was  established.  To  that  end 
it  has  since  been  dedicated.  The  chief 
mechanic  of  those  operations  now  for 
nearly  a  third  of  a  century  has  been  Dr. 
Frederick  Brown  Harris,  the  beloved 
Chaplain  of  the  Senate. 

Now  is  neither  the  time  nor  the  place 
to  recapitulate  his  services  to  God  or  his 
fellow  man.  I  merely  wish  for  a  moment 
to  felicitate  him  for  the  great  services 


he  has  rendered  this  community  at  large 
and  the  Members  of  the  United  States 
Senate.  At  a  later  date,  no  doubt,  m>- 
propriate  exercises  may  be  held  to  com- 
memorate his  many  achievements  in 
the  chosen  field  of  his  life's  glorious 
work.  As  a  man  of  letters  and  as  an  ex- 
ponent of  the  Christian  faith,  few  are 
his  peers.  His  long  tenure  of  faithful 
service  at  <Mie  great  church,  a  period 
equivalent  to  five  fuU  terms  in  this  body. 
is  convincing  testimony  of  the  worth. 
the  admiration  and  esteem  in  which  his 
flock  hold  their  shepherd.  That  he  has 
been  called  to  serve  the  Senate  under 
changing  administrations  is  proof  of  our 
respect  for  and  appreciation  of  him. 

Whether  In  high  or  low  place, 
whether  collectively  or  individually, 
service  to  his  fellow  man  through  a  dally 

application  of  the  virtues  of  the  Chria- 

tian  faith  has  been  his  shield  and 
buckler.  It  is  my  fervent  prayer.  In 
which.  I  am  sure,  my  colleagues  heartily 
join,  that  Dr.  Harris  may  live  many. 
many  years  more  to  continue  his  great 

work,  embodied  in  the  lines  of  the  old 

hymn: 

A  charge  to  keep  I  have. 

A  God  to  glcM-lfy. 
A  never  dying  aoul  to  save 

And  fit  it  for  the  sky. 

Dr.  Harris,  we  congratulate  you  today 
on  the  30th  anniversary  of  a  life  so  well 
spent  in  our  midst. 


NOTICE   OF   HEARING   ON  CERTAIN 
NOMINATIONS 
Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    Mr.  President.. 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  a  meeting  of 

the  Senate  section  of  the  Joint  Commit- 
tee on  Atomic  Energy  has  been  called 
for  next  Thursday  morning,  the  day 
after  tomorrow,  at  9  o'clock.  It  will  meet 
first  in  the  joint  committee  room,  room 
P-«3  in  the  Capitol,  for  the  purpose  of 
considering  the  nominations  of  Dr.  Wil- 
lard  F.  Libby  and  Dr.  John  Von  Neumann 
to  be  members  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission.  I  give  notice  at  this  time  so 
that  anyone  who  is  interested  in  these 
nominations  may  appear  and  express 
himself,  or  appear  merely  because  of  his 
interest  in  the  hearings. 

_Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Is  it  the  expectation 

of  the  chairman  to  bring  the  nomina- 
tions before  the  Senate  and  seek  con- 
firmation of  those  nominations  at  this 
session  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  My  expecta- 
tion is  that  the  nominations  will  be 
considered  by  the  Senate  section  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy, 
which  is  the  proper  committee  to  con- 
sider the  nominations.  Future  action 
will  then  depend  on  what  action  the 
committee  takes.  If  the  committee 
should  recommend  Senate  confirmation, 
it  would  be  my  hope  that  such  confirma- 
tion could  be  had.  If  the  committee 
should  take  other  action,  I  presume  we 
would  be  boimd  by  that  action. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  understood  that 
the  nominations  would  not  be  brought 
before  the  Senate  at  this  session.    Can 
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bft^Mno^  on  tb»-noml»>tinwi  br  *be 
Bwnati  dt  tiUfc  HMrion. 

Mr^SNeiV7LMn>.  Of  conne.  the  ml- 
iMBl^  landMB  «an«sp«slL  ffloMilnsdf,  taut 
I  htllefve  th»^  SBiienl  tmdartitandlng. 
>ftT-««M«Itayeni  iritlfctfae  xa/mm/Vug,  is 
ttefraiieb-»BiAtter  oMi  bft-taten  up  mwI 
tiMiilmii.hakl  during  aitbne-wtaen  tfae 
OtmaXm  i«  not  to  iMrton  In  other,  words, 
if  Iho-beMlnss  oould  be  held  froBi  9  to 
10  or  to  11  o'ckKtk  in  tbe  momizis.  so  that 
these  would  be  no  iaterference  with  the 
aeagjon*  of  the  Senate,  and  if  nnmina- 
tions  were  recortod  from,  a^  eommittee 
with  suKwrtfrom  both  aides  of  the  aisle, 
we  oouki  disi>o6e  of  the  nominations  after 
we  had  dlspoeed.  of  ttie  pending  business 
before  the  Senate.  I  hope  that  some 
of  the  nonoontroversial  nominations 
may  be  taken  up  in  that  way. 

r  think  I  made  it  clear  in  discussions 
that  in  the  case  of  controversial  nomi- 
nations, or  when  there  Is  substantial  op- 
position  to  them  on  the  other  side  of 
the  aisle,  it  would  not  be  feasible  to  con- 
sider such  nominations  at  the  present 
session  of  the  Senate.  Certainly,  in  the 
case  of  Army,  Navy.  and  Air  Force  nomi- 
nations, which  are  routine  in  character 
and  which  are  usually  considered  by 
unanimous  consent  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  and  certain  diplomatic  nomi- 
nations, which  it  would  be  desirable  to 
confirm  from  the  point  of  view  of  having 
representotion  abroad,  and  certain  other 
nonoontroversial  nominations,  it  seems 
to  me  they  could  be  processed  at  the 
proper  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  am  in  complete  agreement  with 
the  statement  concerning  nominations 
to  be  oonsidered  Just  made  by  the  distin- 
guished majorit^r  leader.  Nominations  of 
a  routine  nature,  such  as  those  in  the 
Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  and  cer- 
tain important  diplomatic  nominations, 
and  any  other  n(»ninations  that  may 
be  noncontioveraial,  should  be  acted  on. 
eBWiining  that  such  a^on  does  not  take 
a  great  deal  of  the  Senate's  time.  We 
have  beoti  in  agreement  on  that  subject 
since  the  day  I  arrived  in  Washington. 
I  have  brought  that  agreement  to  the 
attention  of  the  members  of  my  party 
in  the  Democratic  policy  oommlttee. 
They  felt  that  it  was  an  excellent  policy. 
We  have  so  indicated  to  the  majority 
leader.  We  do  not  want  to  delay  any 
nominations,  but  we  must  reserve  the 
right  of  each  Senator  to  question  any 
nomination  he  may  choose  to  question, 
and  to  Question  the  nominee  to  such 
extent  as  may  be  necessary  to  get  an  the 
Information  he  needs  before  he  votes  on 
the  nomination. 

I  would  be  less  than  frank  if  I  did  not 
say  that  after  some  8  days  of  the  ses- 
sion I  feel  that  unless  we  take  a  new 
look  at  this  session  we  are  likely  to  find 
ourselvas  stras^ng  off  into  greener  pas- 
tures. We  came  here  for  the  purpose 
of  considering  the  report  of  the  select 
committee.  We  have  had  a  numlier  of 
visitors  to  the  Senate,  and.  we  are-alwairs 
glad  to  have  them,  but  meeting  them 
consumes  the  time  of  Senators.  Almost 
every  morning  a  niunbef  of  nominations 


normally,  U  we 
nofe  hee^  to  oooslder  the  rq;)trt  of 
tike  aeleet  ooaomlttce,  such  nominations 
would  come  befioore  ttie  Senate  in  ^aiui- 
arsr.  Sach  mocntog  there  come  from 
the  Presidait  mpseages  designed  to  de- 
mand- tbe  attention  of  Senatom  and 
divert  them  from  the  purpose  of  this 
session. 

In  addition,  BCembers  have  raised  the 
question  of  the  lunch  period.  We  agreed 
we  would  meet  at  10  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing and  work  until  5:30  in  the  aftezinoon. 
Tliat  seemed  to  be  a  reasonable  schedule, 
but  some  S«iators  felt  that,  because  of 
the  responsibilities  of  the  select  com- 
mittee and  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
WiscoDsin,  we  should  make  an  allowance 
of  time  for  lunch.  The  minority  leader 
and  the  minority  party  have  been  will- 
ing to  follow  the  rule  of  reason,  but  I 
wish  to  tovite  the  attention  of  all  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  if  we 
expect  to  get  home  before  Christmas  we 
shall  have  to  take  some  action  with 
reference  to  persons  paying  us  Eocial 
calls  and  to  various  nominations.  I  hope 
the  President  will  give  consideratton  to 
the  fact  that  the  occupants  of  the  of- 
fices to  which  nominations  are  being 
made  can  all  continue  to  serve  and  can 
all  be  paid.  A  great  many  of  them  are 
already  in  their  Jobs. 

The  80th  Congress  did  not  hesitate  to 
hold  back  a  number  of  nominations. 
We  are  willing  to  support  and  approve 
every  nomination  that  satisfies  every 
monber  of  the  committee  which  has  ju- 
risdiction. But  I  still  remember  the  in- 
junction laid  down  by  the  late  Senator 
from  Ohio.  Bob  Taft,  who  said  to  me,  "I 
think  so  long  as  the  hiunblest  Senator 
from  the  smallest  Stote  has  questions  to 
ask  a  Presidential  nominee,  he  should 
have  that  privilege." 

There  is  not  anything  to  be  concerned, 
alarmed,  or  frightened  about.  The  rule 
which  the  minority  followed  during  the 
last  Congress— and  it  will  be  followed  in 
the  next  Congress — was  to  meet  the 
President  more  than  halfway.  We  did 
not  have  a  jammed.  Executive  Calendar. 
We  did  not  hold  up  the  President's 
nominations.  We  did  not  try  to  thwart 
the  will  of  the  Executive.  We  ap- 
proached him  with  prudence  and  reason, 
obtained  the  information  we  desired, 
and  in  practically  every  Instanoe  we 
voted  to  confirm  the  nominations.  I 
hope  the  nominations  in  the  84th  Con- 
gress will  be  of  such  a  character  that 
we  can  follow  the  same  course.  But  I 
wish  to  remind  the  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate that  we  are  now  in  the  middle  of 
November.  Senators  have  been  ealled 
from  their  homes  across  the  Nation  to 
come  here  for  one  purpose,  namdy,  to 
consider  the  report  of  the  select  com- 
mittee. '  We  cannot  make  progress  if 
we  are  going  to  have  committee  hear- 
ings b^ore  10  o'clock  or  after  5:30 
o'clock. 

When  we  arrived  at  the  schedule  now 
in  effect  and  determined  upon  it.  we 
thought  we  had  allowed  t^e  minlKnum 
amount  of  time  Senators  would  roquire 
to  take  care  of  their  mail  and  receive 
whatever  constituents  they  had  to  see. 
After  5:30  in  the  afternoon.  If  a  Senator 
wants  to  work  into  the  evening,  he  can 


further  catch  up  on  his  work.  But  if 
we  are  going  to  chase  every  rabMt  that 
Jumps  up,  we  are  not  only  going  to  be 
diverted  from  the  purpose  of  the  sesslmi. 
but  are  not  going  to  make  progroM  in 
other  directions. 

The  men  whose  nominations  Have  been 
mentioned  are  all  drawing  their  pay. 
They  can  all  serve.  The  public  Interest 
is  not  being  jeopardized.  Not  delay  is 
being  brought  about.  With  reference 
to  Army  and  Navy  nominations,  well  and 
good.  With  reference  to  diplomatic 
nominations,  when  it  is  important  that 
a  person  nominated  to  be  an  Ambassador 
should  take  his  post  of  duty,  hl8»  nomina- 
tion can  be  cleared.  The  same<ls  true  of 
any  other  nominations  which  are  not 
controversial,  and  which  can  be  acted  up- 
on immediately.  But  where  cme  single 
Member  of  the  Senate  wishes  to  ask 
questions  and  have  hearings,  I  hope  the 
majority  will  not  insist  that  committees 
be  asked  to  act  on  nominations.  If  they 
do,  we  shall  have  to  insist  that  the  Sen- 
ate not  consider  them  until  action  is 
taken  on  the  report  of  the  select  com- 
mittee, which  is  now  the  pending  busi- 
ness. 

I  think,  Mr.  President,  that  aith  1  or 
2  additional  speeches  by  members  of 
the  select  committee,  we  ought  to  get  to 
the  [Mint  where  the  Senate  ean  start 
voting  on  the  matter  for  the  considera- 
tion of  which  we  were  called  into  special 
session. 

Mr.  HICKENIOOPER.  Mt».  Presi- 
dent, so  that  my  position  will  be  com- 
pletely clear,  I  wish  to  state  that  because 
of  the  peculiar  situations  suirounding 
the  operation  of  the  Commission  on 
Atomic  Energy,  I  think  it  is  imperative 
that  the  nominations  of  persons  i4>- 
pointed  to  that  Commission  should  have 
consideration.  I  also  wish  to  atate  that 
if  the  committee  votes  to  reeonunend 
these  nominations  for  confirmation,  I 
shall  do  everything  I  can  to  bring  than 
before  the  Senate.  I  recognize  the 
great  power  and  strength  of  the  leader- 
ship in  opposition,  but  I  shall  do  every- 
thing I  can  in  my  weak  way  to  bring 
those  nominations  before  the  Senate  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment.  If  the  com- 
mittee so  recommends.  There  are  pecu- 
Uar  and  quite  important  factors  sur- 
rounding the  operation  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission.  Therefore,  I  feel 
a  responsibility  to  proceed  with  vigor  to 
get  the  machinery  going. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Will  the 
Senator  state  those  peculiar  factors? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  has  two  vacancies. 
There  is  some  question — I  cannot  say 
that  I  agree  with  it — about  the  legality 
of  the  appointments.  I  have  seen  no 
legal  opiniMi  on  the  question.  There 
would  be  a  difficult  situation  If  we  should 
find  that  in  some  of  our  most  sensitive 
activities  certain  persons  have  been  act- 
ing without  authority  and  are  expected 
to  continue  to  act  without  authority. 

I  do  not  care  to  have  any  disciission 
with  my  friend  the  Senator  from  Texas. 
I  only  wish  to  make  my  position  clear. 
We  shall  meet  the  issue  at  a  later  date  if. 
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as.  and  when  it  arises.  But  If  the  com- 
mittee recommends  the  confirmation  of 
these  two  nominations  I  shall  do  what- 
ever I  personally  can  to  bring  that  about. 
I  realize  that  opposition  to  that  action 
could  be  most  formidable,  and  perhaps 
I  could  not  overcome  it,  but  I  shall  do 
whatever  I  can  to  get  the  Senate  to  act 
on  the  recommendations  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Does  the 
Senator  know  of  any  more  peculiar  sit- 
uations which  he  can  point  out  to  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Peculiar  sit- 
uations arise  in  the  day-to-day  program 
in  connection  with  our  international  se- 
curity. The  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion is  a  \mique  body,  conducting  a 
unique  operation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  it  the  Sen- 
ator's position  that  action  cannot  be 
taken  by  the  Commission  unless  and  un- 
til the  nominations  are  approved? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Not  neces- 
sarily, but  the  action  of,  let  us  say,  3 
members  out  of  5  does  not  carry  the  au- 
thority of  action  of  a  full  commission  of 
5  members.  There  are  many  reasons 
behind  my  request  which  I  do  not  care 
to  argue  now  with  the  Senator  from 
Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  not  at- 
tempting to  argue;  I  desire  only  to  un- 
derstand the  viewpoint  of  the  Senator 
from  Iowa.  He  said  there  were  certain 
peculiar  situations  which  required  ac- 
tion, in  his  judgment,  and  I  wanted  to 
know  what  they  were. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER  My  viewpoint 
is  that  if  the  Senate  conunittee  votes  to 
recommend  the  confirmation  of  the 
nominations,  I  shaU  do  everything  I  can 
to  get  the  Senate  to  act  on  them.  At 
the  proper  time,  if  the  Senate  elects  to 
consider  the  matter.  I  shall  go  Into  the 
detoils,  but  I  am  not  disposed  to  discuss 
deteils  in  the  morning  hour. 

The  FRESmiNQ  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Iowa  has  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  stete  why  I 
asked  for  an  explanation  of  the  nomina- 
tions which  are  to  be  considered  by  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  ETnergy. 

The  term  of  E^igene  M.  Zuckert  as  a 
member  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion expired  on  June  30.  It  had  been 
known  lor  many  weeks  that  Mr.  Zuckert 
would  not  be  reappointed.  It  had  been 
expecte<i  by  the  Joint  Conunittee  on 
Atomic  Energy  that  a  nomination  would 
be  sent  to  the  Senate.  At  any  time  dur- 
ing the  month  of  July  a  name  could  have 
been  submitted.  For  the  first  20  days 
of  August,  while  the  Senate  was  still  in 
session,  a  name  could  have  been  sub- 
mitted. No  name  was  submitted  during 
that  period.  Therefore,  I  do  not  believe 
it  is  qu.te  proper  to  suggest  that  there 
is  urgency  now,  if  there  was  no  urgency 
during  r.he  months  of  July  and  August. 
It  was  merely  my  desire  to  have  an 
opportunity  to  hear  the  appointees  and 
to  question  them  which  caused  me  to 
raise  the  question. 


BUBPENA  SKIVED  Off  EMPLOYEES 
OP  COMMITTEE  ON  GOVERNMENT 
CX>ERATIONS  IN  CASE  OF  UNITED 
ELECTRICAL.  RADIO.  AND  MA- 
CHINE WORKERS  V.  GE37ERAL 
EL£CTRIC  CO. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
up  for  immediate  consideration  Senate 
Resolution  329.  which  was  submitted 
yesterday.  There  are  two  members  of 
the  staff  of  the  Senate  Permanent  Sub- 
committee on  Investigations  who  were 
served  with  subpenas,  one  to  testify  and 
the  other  to  deliver  records. 

There  are  two  Senate  resolutions. 
One  is  Senate  Resolution  329,  and  there 
is  an  additional  resolution  which  affirms 
the  position  of  the  Senate  with  resp>ect 
thereto. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. Will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  Senate 
Resolution  329  the  resolution  which  was 
submitted  to  the  majority  leader  and  the 
minority  leader  yesterday  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  is. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Am  I  to 
understend  that  Senate  Resolution  329 
was  considered  by  the  committee  this 
morning,  with  the  ranking  minority 
member  present,  and  that  it  was  reported 
unanimously? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  correct.  I 
may  say,  in  addition,  that  the  anterior 
resolution  was  further  considered  with 
the  Parliamenterian. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Were  any 
changes  made  in  the  resolution  by  the 
committee? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  No ;  because  the  addi- 
tional resolution  was  not  printed  in  the 
Record. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  It  is  my  in- 
formation that  the  language  of  the  reso- 
lution follows,  in  general,  the  language 
set  forth  in  similar  instances  by  the 
House  of  Representetives. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  Is  correct.  It 
preserves  the  privilege  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  under- 
stand from  the  ranking  minority  mem- 
ber of  the  committee,  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Mc- 
Clellan],  that  he  approves  of  the  action 
token  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
approve  it.  I  think  it  is  the  only  way 
in  which  the  integrity  of  the  Senate  can 
be  preserved.  I  am  opposed  to  purely 
fishing  expeditions  which  seek  to  get 
before  a  court  all  the  records  of  any 
Senate  committee. 

If  there  be  any  document  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  committee  which  would 
aid  in  the  administration  of  justice  in 
any  case  pending  in  any  court,  and  that 
document  can  be  identified,  I  am  per- 
fectly willing  to  vote  for  the  release  of 
it,  and  to  have  it  offered  in  court.  But 
I  am  opposed  to  any  type  of  dragnet 
expedition.  I  think  the  present  pro- 
cedure is  the  only  way  in  which  the  in- 
tegrity of  committee  records  can  be  pre- 
served.   

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER.     The 
clerk  will  stete  the  resolution  by  title. 


The  Cmsp  Cunac  A  rssolutton  (8. 
Res.  329)  relative  to  subpena  addressed 
to  a  staff  member  of  a  subcommittee  of 
the  Committee  on  Government  C^ra- 
tions. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  the  resolution  read? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  resolution  for  tbe  In- 
formation of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution, 
as  follows: 

Whereas,  In  the  ease  of  United  Eleetrieal, 
Radio,  and  Machine  Workers  of  Ameriea,  and 
others,  plaintiff*,  ▼.  Oeneral  Electric  Co., 
defendants,  CivU  Action  No.  1087-64,  peixi- 
ing  In  tbe  District  Court  of  the  United 
States  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  a  sub- 
pena ad  testificandum  was  Issued  upon  the 
application  of  Joseph  Forer,  attcnmey  for 
tbe  plaintiffs,  and  addressed  to  C.  Oeorge 
Anastos,  who  Is  an  asslstvit  counsel  of  the 
Benate  Permanent  Subcoinmlttee  on  Inves- 
tigations of  the  Committee  on  Oovemment 
Operations,  directing  blm  to  appear  as  a 
witness  before  the  said  court  on  the  ISth 
day  of  November  1954  at  10  o'clock  ante- 
meridian and  to  give  testimony  in  the  above- 
entitled  cause  regarding  evidence  In  the  pos- 
session and  under  the  control  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved.  That  by  the  privileges  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  no  evidence 
under  the  control  and  In  the  possesion  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  can,  by 
the  mandate  of  process  of  the  ordinary 
courts  of  Justice,  be  taken  from  such  con- 
trol or  possession,  but  by  its  permission; 
be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  when  it  appears  by  the 
order  of  the  court  or  of  the  Judge  thereof, 
or  of  any  legal  officer  charged  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  orders  of  such  court  or 
Judge,  that  testimony  of  an  employee  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  Is  needful 
for  use  In  any  court  of  Justice  or  before  any 
Judge  or  such  legal  officer  for  the  promotion 
of  Justice  and,  further,  such  testimony  may 
involve  documents,  communications,  oonver- 
sations,  and  matters  related  thereto  under 
tbe  control  of  or  in  the  possession  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  wUl  take  such  brder 
thereon  as  will  promote  the  ends  of  Justice 
consistently  with  the  prlvUeges  and  rights 
of  tbe  Senate:  be  it  further 

Resoltxd.  That  C.  Oecsge  Anastos,  assist- 
ant counsel  to  the  United  States  Senate 
Permanent  Subcommittee  on  Investigations 
of  the  Committee  on  Oovernment  Operations, 
in  response  to  the  aforementioned  subpena, 
shall  testify  to  any  matter  determined  by 
the  court  to  be  material  and  relevant  for 
the  piirposes  of  Identification  of  any  docu- 
ment or  documents  provided  said  doctiment 
or  documents  have  previously  been  made 
available  to  the  general  public;  but  said  C. 
George  Anastos  shall  respectfully  decline  to 
testify  concerning  any  and  aU  other  matters 
that  may  be  based  on  knowledge  acquired 
by  him  In  his  official  capacity,  either  by 
reason  of  documents  and  p»f>vn  appearing 
in  the  Ales  of  said  subcommittee  or  by  virtue 
of  conversations  or  communications  with 
any  person  or  persons,  and  specifically  he 
shall  respectfully  decline  to  testify  on  any 
other  matters  including,  but  not  limited  to. 
the  Investigation  of,  the  disciplining,  re- 
tention or  discharge  of.  any  employee  or 
employees  of  the  Oeneral  Electric  Go.  or 
the  agents  or  representatives  of  said  em- 
ployee or  employees,  or  any  knowledge  con- 
cerning same,  all  of  which  were  acquired  by 
said  C.  George  Anastos  In  his  official  poalUon. 
as  such  testimony  Is  within  the  privUeges  of 


195i 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATH 


^tUlRSt 


n 


!  I- 


I' 


r 

I 


! 


I6t52 


I 

amcssssioKAL  ricord — senate 


I 


November  16 


«f  tbe  Vnttott 


be  It 


tli*i 
furtlMr 

Beaobfed,  Thmt  m,  copy,  of  th«—  naolutkois 
tM  trmimmtttBd  to  tbtb  mmUl  eoxirt  ■•  a  re- 
spectful' siuwer  to  ttW'  ■ubpeu  •(areii>B&- 
ttoned. 

The  FREanSENQ  ORETCER.    IB  there 

(>bjecti(m  to  the  present  conaideraticm  of 
the  resolution? 

There  betaiff  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tlon  (S.  Res.  329)  was  considered  and 
agreed  to. 

The  mreamble  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DIRKSEIf.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  caasent  that  the  subpena 
Which  was  issued  and  to  which  Senate 
Reaolutlim  320  te  a:  icspenae.  be  printed 
at  ttala  point  In  the  Rbcobo. 

There  bting  no  objoetion,  the  sub- 
pena  was  ordo-ed  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcokd.  as  follows: 

CmL    SuaPBMA — UMinD    Statm    DisnacT 
Conar  rem  tbx  Dwimicr  or  Cox^maaA 

VnatD  KEBCIBICAL,  BADIO,  *   MAGHDrS  WOBK- 

oo.,  mrDmANT— CIVIL  actk>n 

HO.  X0S7-C4 
To  Oeovge  C.  Anastos: 

Toil  tore  hereby  cominanded  to  appear  in 
this  court — report  to  office  of  aaslgnment 
commissioner— at  Third  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D.  C,  to  give  tes- 
timonj  in  the  above-entitled  ca\ue  on  the 
15th  day  of  Ifovember   19S4.   at   10  o'clock 

a.  m.,  and  do  not  depart  without  leave. 
Habst  K.  Hmx.  Clerk. 
By  Oosa  C.  MOCB. 

Deputy  Clerk. 
Date:  Ifovember  15.  1954. 

Joexnr  Foax*. 
Attomep  for  PUOntiffs. 

Mr.  DIBK6BN.  From  tiie  Committee 
on  OoTemment  Operations  I  report  an 
original  resolution  and  ask  that  It  be 
read  and  immediately  conaldered. 

The  PRBSLUINO  OFFICER.  The  res- 
olution 11^11  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S. 
Res.  380).  as  follows: 


Whereas  In  the  case  of  United  Electrical, 
Hadio,  and  MtuOiine  Workers  of  America,  et 
al.,  pUrtntifft,  v.  Oeneral  Electric  Co..  defend- 

fltitt,  oiTU  Action  No.  1087-M,  pending  in 

the  District  Court  of  l^e  United  States  for 

the  Ototrict  at  Columbia,  a  subpena  duces 

ti'iiiii  ^raa  laaued  on  Movember  15.  1S54. 
txpozi  t^e  akpplic&'Moxi  of  .7o««f>b  Porez-.  m.x.tx>ir^ 
zi«V     for      cue     plAlntmB.     aunxl      mlili  <i«»iiil      to 


_     IT.  Jullmna.  mc-t%rkg  mXmtt  ctlr«ctor.  Sen- 
ate Permanent  Suboc^multtee  on  Inveettga- 


That  James  N.  Juliana,  acting 
staff  dlseetor.  Senate  Permanent  Sutx»m- 
mtttee  on  niveatlcatlona  of  the  Cbmauttee 
on  CHrremxamiX  OpermUons,  be  autbortteed  to 
aiipear  at.  the  place  and  before  the  court 
named  in  the  subpsna  duces  tecum  before 
mentioned,  but  ahall  not  take  with  hUa  any 
papers  or  documents  on  file  In  hu  oftce  or 
imder  bis  oontrol  or  in  his  posseaskm  as 
acting  staff  director  of  the  Senate  Permanent 
Subcommittee  on  Investigations  of  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  Oovermnent  Operations;  be  It 
further 

Resolved,  That  when  said  court  determines 
that  any  of  the  documents,  papers,  com- 
munications, and  memoranda  called  for  In 
the  subpena  duces  tecum  have  become  part 
Of  the  oflBclal  transcripts  of  public  proceed - 

Ings  of  the  Senate  by  virtue  of  their  Inclu- 
sion In  the  otBclal  minutes  and  official  tran- 
scripts Of  such  proceedings  for  dlssemieation 
to  the  public  upon  order  of  the  Senste  or 
pursuant  to  the  rxiles  of  the  Senate,  and, 
further,  that  such  documents,  paper^.  com- 
munications, and  memoranda  are  material 
and  relevant  to  the  issues  pending  before 
said  court;  then  the  said  court,  throuf^  any 
of  Its  officers  or  agents,  have  full  permission 
to  attend  with  all  proper  parties  to  the  pro- 
ceeding, and  then  always  at  any  place  under 
the  orders  and  control  of  the  Senate,  and 
take  copies  of  such  documents,  papers,  com- 
munications, and  memoranda  in  possession 
or  control  of  said  James  N.  Juliana  which  the 
court  has  found  to  be  part  of  the  efflclal 
transcripts  of  public  proceedings  of  the  Sen- 
ate by  virtue  of  their  inclusion  In  the  official 

minutes  and  official  transcripts  of  sucji  pro- 
ceedings for  dissemination  to  the  public 
upon  order  of  the  Senate  or  pursuant  to  the 
rules  of  the  Senate,  and,  further,  that  such 
dociunents,  papers,  communications,  and 
memoranda  are  material  and  relevant  to  the 
Issues  pending  before  said  court  excepting 
any  other  documents,  papers,  communica- 
tions, and  memoranda  including,  but  not 
limited  to,  minutes  and  transcripts  of  execu- 
tive eesBlona  and  any  evidence  of  wltne«es  in 
respect  thereto  which  the  court  or  other 
proper  oAcer  thereof  ahall  desire  as  such 
matters  are  within  the  privileges  of  tbe  Sen-« 
ate;  and  be  it  further 

Bsaolved,  That  a  copy  of  these  resolutions 
be  transmitted  to  the  said  court  as  a  re- 
spectful answer  to  the  subpena  aforemen- 
tioned. 

The  PREsmma  omcER.  isUiere 

objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  resolution? 

There    beingr   no   objection,    the    resolu- 
tion   vfos    considered    and    agreed    tov 
Tbe  preamble  'vras  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     Mr.  President,  |  ask 


mentfl  listed  on  the  attached  pagp,  and  do 
not  depart  without  leave. 

Hakst  M.  BtTLX,  Clerk, 
By   DoKzs  C.  ICEBce. 

Depu^  Clerk, 
Date:  November  15,  1S64. 

JoexPK  Foezi. 
Attorney  for  F^inttgs. 

DocmcEMTs  SomnEHAXB 

1.  All  memoranda,  or  copies  ttiersof.  In 
the  poeses&lon  of  Ihe  Special  Subeommlttee 
on  Investigations  of  the  Senate  Oommlttee 
on  Ctovernment  Operations,  of  any  meetings, 
conferences  or  discussions  had  froti  October 
1.  1953  to  September  I,  1954,  lncl|usive,  be- 
tween Roy  Cohn,  George  C.  Anattos,  Francis 

Carr,  or  any  member,  or  other  representative 
or  agent  of  said  subcommittee,  wltb  any 
officer,  representative,  or  agent  of  the  Gen- 
eral Electric  Co.,  with  respect  to  the  invee- 
tlgation.  and  discipline  or  dlschaiue  of  any 
employee  or  employees  of  the  Oemeral  Elec- 
tric Co.  for  asserting  any  rights,  privileges. 
or  immunities  of  tbe  United  States  Consti- 
tution in  declining  to  answer  qusatlons  of  a 
congressional  investigating  committee. 

2.  All  written  communications,  or  copies 
thereof.  In  the  possession  of  said  evribcommit- 
tee,  written  from  October  1.  1953  t«  Septem- 
ber 1.  1954.  inclusive,  between  Senator 
Joseph  R.  McCarthy.  Roy  Cohn,  George  C, 
Anastos.  Francis  Carr.  or  any  other  repre- 
sentative or  agent  of  said  subcommittee, 
and  any  officer,  representative,  or  agent  of 
the  General  Electric  Co  .  with  respect  to  the 

investigation,  discipline,  or  discharge  of  any 
employee  or  employees  of  the  Oeneral  Elec- 
tric Co.  for  asserting  any  rights,  prlvi. 
leges,  or  immunities  of  the  United  SUtes 
Constitution  in  declining  to  answer  ques- 
tions of  a  congressional  investigating  oom- 
mlttee. 

3.  Stenographic  transcript  of  hearings 
conducted  by  said  subcommittee  oh  Novem- 
ber  12  and  13,  1953,  in  Albany,  N.  T. 


!!!"«""!!"«i?"i»'  miin!  wi  y.,,  lu  ti 


erations^  directing  him  to  appear  as  a  wit 


ttae  said   oourt   on   tbe    17tb   day' 
or    Z«c>v«snft>«r     iaa4    m-fe     lo    o'clock     ^.     xn.     auad 

111  MiaaiiiaiLix&     axMt     ixjadear     tdbi«     <x>ntrol     or     ttxc 

Senate  of  tbe  United  States:  Xberefore  be- it 

Jiesoleed,  That  by  the  prlvUeges  of  the 


RESOLUTION  OF  CENStteB 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  'S.  Res.  301)  to  ce^isure 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate,  in  considering  the  pending  tusi- 
ness.  is  sitting  as  a  court.    At  ICftSt,  tliat 

is  the  legal  effect  of  our  presoit  posi- 
tion.    There  has  been  a  great  deal  of 

discussion  about  t.>ie  nature  of  the  mat- 
t^J"  no-w  F>er»din8r.  XTiere  has  t>een  dls- 
cussiou  aisout  the  nature  ot  the  comxnlt- 
tees    work.       I    have    heard    so    much    of 

What  I  consider  to  be  loose  ta)i[  abQui 
mis  SUDjecl  thai  I  should  like  to  take  a 

text  of  the  subpena  in  this  instance  be      few    minutes    this    morning     to     outline 


printed  in  the  R^oord  at  this  ]>oint 

Itxczs  belne^  Xio  objection,   the  subpena. 

-was^ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  ftECoao, 

as  follows: 


■w^hat    I    thinlE    is    the    real   situation. 

XJnder      the     C^onstitution,       -which       ha^ 
been  referred  to  many  times,  the  Senate 

is  in  full  control  of  its  own  membership. 


j*«av»vea,    inai   oy  we   pnvueges   Of  the  Tf    naiWPS   iinnn    tfc    VTa^Ka-^.  ^.     i.« 

«1  M  BO  iM  d  1  ttMiti  «iii!.  on  mmm  m  mm  I  "  ** 

»     '^'  _-... ^ .,^^_    . .    .       .  '  """*  ^ _  *-        lions,  and  iinon  nil Acflnnc  rt*  .<«.-.i^n~-   i« 


aoter  under   the   oootrol   and    In   the   pos- 

■B— lO'n   of   tbe   Senate   can.    by   the   mandate 

of  x^roona*  tyT  tiMx^  ^^— ■^**^»— — y  ooux-1;«  of  ixia^lcc, 
lac  Xmk^jmx^  firvaan  vmxo^  con't^rol  or  po— djiloia  bia^ 
by  Ita  permlaaton;    be  l«  tvcrxixvr 

Reaolved,  That  when  it  appears  br  tbe 

llrtHllltiltMlttitt«ltiMJ«iltiiN.(. 

or  at  any  legal  ofBeer  ebarged  with  the  ad- 

mlnf gyration  of  -the  orders  of  such  court  or 
JudKs,  tuat  documentary  evidence  in  the  poe- 

seeaion  and  under  the  control  of  tne  Senate 

1*  oeotful  for  uae  In  any  court  or  Justice  or 
b«fori  any  Judge  or  lueh  legal  oiBeer.  for 

the  promotion  ot  Juetice,  tbe  Senate  wUl  take 
such  otxlei  thereon  as  wlU  promote  -Vtxa  ends 
ot    Justice    consistently    irlth    the    prlTUeges 

and  rights  of  tbe  Senate;  he  it  further 


COUKT  FOB  THE  DiSTKICT  OF  COLUMBUV 


NO.    103T— a« 


IllJiNMjtllSidM.SM. 

ate  Subconunlttee  on  Permanent  Itives- 

tlgatlons  of  the  Committee  on  Oovem- 
xxiezxt  Operationa,  Senate  Ofllce  Suilding, 
Washington,  D.   C. : 

You  are  iiereby  commanded  to  appear  In 
courtroom  of  Judge  IfcUughlin.  second 

floor.  Third  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW.. 
to  give  testimony  In  the  above-entatled 
cause  on  the  17th  day  or  Wovember   1994.  at 

10  O'clock  a.  m.  and  bring  with  you  the  (locu- 


tions, and  upon  questions  of  discipline,  if 

it  decides  to  discipline  any  Senator.      It 

is  ans-werable  to  no  one  but  the  Eteople 
themselves.  I«o  court  can  Intervene  or 
Interfere  with  what  this  txxly  does  about 

ite 


own  membersliip. 


I  take  issue  with  those  who  have  said 

w^e  are  sitting  as  a  jury.  A  jmry  is  a 
trier  only   of   the   facts. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.     Mr.  Presi- 
dent, we  are  going  to  have  to  do  some- 

thing  about  order  in  the  Senata.  or  the 

Sena,tor  will  have  to  si>eak  louder.  Con- 
versaUons  are  soins  on  on  aU  sides  of 
us.     I  ask  the  Senate  be  in  order,  and 

that  request  particularly  applle$  to  the 
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aides  and  attaches  of  the  Senate  and  tbe 
occupants  of  tbe  sallerles. 

The     PRESIDINO     OFFICER.        The 

point  of  order  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Texas  is  well  taken.  The  Senate  wiU  be 
in  order.  The  Chair  appeals  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  to  raise  his  roice  in 
order  to  enhance  the  ability  of  Benatora 
to  hear  his  rfsmarks.  The  Chair  would 
also  Inform  those  In  the  galleries  that 
they  are  here  as  quests  of  the  Senate. 
It  is  difficult  to  follow  a  debate  if  there 
l5  noise.  The  Chair  commends  the  occu- 
pants of  the  saUeries  for  the  attention 
they  are  giving  to  the  debate.    If  they 

will  continue  to  pay  the  same  attention, 
the  detwte  will  not  be  interrupted.  Tbe 
Chair  may  also  say  that,  under  the  rules 
of  the  Senate,  demonstrations  either  of 
approval  or  disapproval  are  not  allowed. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  may  resume 
his  remarks.  The  Chair  wlU  endeavor  to 
keep  order. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  re- 
gret that  I  do  not  have  a  voice  as  heavy 
and  as  loud  as  have  some  of  the  speakers 
who  have  preceded  me  in  the  debate.  If 
I  attempted  to  make  it  possible  for  every- 
one present  to  hesu*  me.  I  would  have  to 
shout,  and  then  it  might  be  thought  that 
I  was  angry.  I  should  like  to  be  dispas- 
sionate in  this  discussion,  even  though  it 
involves  my  own  honor.  I  wish  to  speak 
in  tones  of  moderation. 

Mr.  President,  I  started  to  say  some- 
thing about  the  role  of  the  Senate  in  the 
pending  proceeding.  I  call  attention  to 
the  fact  tiiat  the  Senate  Ls  not  a  Jury. 
A  jury  hears  and  determines  matters  of 
fact  only.  As  Members  of  the  Senate  we 
are  caUed  upon  to  determine  not  only 
matters  of  fact,  but  matters  of  law.  We 
sit  very  much  as  a  Judge  sits  in  oourt 
when  he  does  not  have  a  Jury.  He  has  to 
consider  both  matters  of  fact  and  of  law. 
So  all  this  talk  about  the  Senate  being 
the  jury  is.  I  think,  a  rather  loose  de- 
scription of  wliat  it  actually  is.  This  is 
the  body  whic^  makes  the  decision.  No 
committee,  no  matter  how  much  power 

has  been  given  to  it.  has  the  authority 

to  make  a  decision  in  a  case  of  this  kind. 

It  must  be  doive  by  the  Senate  itself.  I 
thlnlc  that  shoiold  be  kept  clearly  in  mind 
in  every  diacuasion  o<  the  pentling 
question. 

As  »  Member  of  the  Senate,  X  should 
like  to  (iiscuss  ihe  case  as  one  of  the 

judges  sitting  here.     Sometimes  in  courts 

htiasLnt3  aK>K>es..z-  who  stir  tfxe  coxirts  to 
their  very  depths  ^nd  soKZXetuxmes  csk\xse 
judges  to  say  thinss  they  should  not  say. 

I  remember  that  Judge  Medina  in  New 

York,  as  he  iA\  ttirough  noQlhs  aod 


m 


Nor  was  It  a  crand  Jury,  whteh  term  has 
been  uaed  In  the  debate. 

If  X  oorrectly  understand  tbe  oper:3itton 
of  a  grand  Jury,  and  I  have  had  some  ex- 
perioice  with  grand  Juries,  a  grand  Jutt 
sits  and  listens  to  evidence  submitted  by 
a  district  attorney,  under  Instructions 
from  a  oourt.  The  grand  Jury  does  not 
on  Its  own  responsibility  investigate  any 
matter.  It  does  not  secure  the  evidence 
to  be  presented  l>efore  it.  or  undertake  to 
make  a  record  for  somebody  else.  The 
Tact  of  the  matter  is  that  a  record  of 
evidence  submitted  to  a  grand  Jury  and 
of  statements  made  before  it  is  not  ordi- 
narily brought  before  the  trial  court 
when  a  person  who  has  been  indicted 
comes  before  a  court  for  trial.  The  evi- 
dence has  to  be  heard  all  over  again. 

What  did  the  select  committee  have 
to  do?  In  the  first  place  it  had  to  go 
over  all  of  the  charges,  some  46  of  them. 
The  committee  had  to  do  Its  work  within 
the  limits  of  the  time  assigned  to  it. 
which  ran  almost  to  the  first  of  next 
year.  It  was  directed  to  report  before 
the  Senate  adjourned  sine  die.  It  mani- 
festly would  have  been  im[>06sible  to 
consider  every  one  of  the  charges,  and 
make  an  investigation  of  them.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  some  of  the  charges 
were  so  broad  in  scope  that  it  might 
have  taken  a  year  to  complete  an  in- 
vestigation of  them.  Some  charges  were 
so  vague  and  indeQnite  that  had  the 
committee  investigated  them,  it  would 
have  resulted  in  our  engaging  in  a  fish- 
ing expedition. 

It  was  the  responsibility  of  the  com- 
mittee, in  Uie  first  place,  to  get  evidence. 
We  hired  staff  personnel  to  investigate 
the  various  charges  and  to  obtain  docu- 
ments and  evidence  of  the  actions  of  oth- 
er committees,  so  that  such  evidence 
could  be  considered  by  the  select  com- 
mittee. Such  activity  Is  not  the  function 
of  a  grand  Jury  or  a  court.  Let  us  keep 
that  in  mind.  At  the  time  the  resolu- 
tion was  originally  ofTered,  it  was  said 

ttiat  the  committee  would  be  sitting  as  a 
court  or  a  grand  jury.    The  committee 

had  its  investigators  gather  t^e  evidence. 

Such  action  was  completely  unlike  ^vhat 
^vould  he  dorke  by  a  Krikr^d  Jury,  a  oo\irt. 
or    a    master,    or    a    hearing    officer    ivho 

might   be   assigned   by   a   court   to   hear 

emeoce.  The  funcUon  q(  ^he  ^\^\ 


was  done  to  screen  out  matters  that 
should  not  be  brought  in.  so  the  com- 
mittee would  have  before  it  a  record 
Which  would  contain  evidence  bearing 
squarely  on  the  matters  in  issue. 

In  addition  to  that,  the  oommlttee  dil- 
cided  It  was  only  fair  to  permit  the  Ben« 
ator  who  had  been  made  the  subject  of 
the  charges  to  appear  before  it  and 
present  evidence,  to  have  investlgatkuxs 
nuuie  in  his  behalf,  by  our  investigators 
if  he  so  requested,  and  to  produce  such 
witnesses  as  he  desired,  in  order  to  put 
them  on  record,  and  also  to  give  the 
select  committee  the  benefit  of  the  legal 

studies  that  liad  been  nuule  In  the  way 
of  briefs,  and  even  oral  arguments,  so 
they  would  be  placed  In  the  recwd  for 
the  benefit  of  the  court,  which  is  tbe 
Senate  itself. 

We  proceeded  to  do  just  that  If  Sen- 
ators will  read  and  consider  ttie  record  as 
a  whole,  instead  of  taking  out  of  context 
1  or  2  little  statements  made  at  the  time 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  they 
will  see  that  we  accomplished  that  objec- 
tive fairly  well.  Notwithstanding  what 
has  been  said  on  the  floor,  the  accused 
Senator  was  given  an  opportunity,  within 
the  confines  of  the  rules  of  evidence  and 
of  the  matters  which  were  before  us.  to 
bring  before  the  committee  the  wit- 
nesses he  wished  to  present,  and  to  bring 
before  the  committee  wtiatever  defenses 
he  had. 

At  the  outset  we  determined  that  we 
were  not  going  to  retry  or  reinvestigate 
all  the  matters  which  had  been  investi- 
gated by  the  Oillette-Hennings  subcom- 
mittee. We  also  determined  that  we 
were  not  going  into  aU  the  matters 
which  had  been  brought  before  the 
Army-McCarthy  hearings.  Manifestly 
we  simply  could  not  do  that,  l^e  did 
not  have  the  time  or  the  capacity  to  do 
it;  and,  besides,  it  was  not  our  job  to  do 
it.  The  matters  considered  by  the  Gil- 
lette-Hennings  subcommittee  grew  out 
of  the  conduct  of  the  junior  Senator 

from  Wisconsin  witti  respect  to  that  sub- 
committee, after  resolutions  calling  for 

his   expulsion   from   the   United   States 

Senate  had  been,  referred  to  the  subcoxn- 
mlttee. 

or  course  vre  had  to  receive  the  refior^ 

Of  the  auiette-H^nings  suboocninlttee. 


We  rccciyea  U  lor  the 


jwpwWflWf' 


committee  was  different  from  such  func-    ing  the  subject  of  the  controversy  and 


tlons.  But  the  select  connmittee  did 
hSLve  a  duty  to  E>erforErL.  and  the  first  tw^lc 
"wsLa    to    st>    over    the    charges     aEU]     weed 

out    those    whlcA    the    committee   felt   It 

Should  not  take  notice  of,  those  which 


MDomtiHinniorttoK  w 


the  seriousness  of  it.  and  for  otber  mis— 

cellarfceovig    i>urx>OG«a;    bufc   we    did   not  re- 
ceive   It    for    the    purpose    of    prxyvlxi«    ths 

chaj-ges  contained  in  the  report  nrwiiii'  by 

the  subcommittee  following  its  investi- 


months  of  a  case,  was  sorely  tempted     it  did  not  have  enough  time  to  Investl- 


time   axid  time   again   to   say   something 

'Which  zxdsht  h^ve  caused  a  znlsta-ukl :  hvit.. 
in  spite  or  all  the  vlimcsLtiorks  and  every— 


gate,    and    to    select    the    more    -veeighty 

ch^LTKes.   tX^oe^  ^vhich    the   coxxunittee    felt 
^vere   naore   import«Lnt   at   the   tlnae.       I^he 


thing  else  he  bad  to  take,  be  kept  his      coounlttee  had  to  decide  which  evidence 


temper  »n(lpgi3(,  nUliUllWWW  ]( mylJ  fldf,  HKD  Df  WiilHCt  M  !t«  Ifi  llJ  I  It  Urtlill  lUlIlM 


the  finest  exhibitions  of  Judicial  action 

I    have    read    of    in   our   Judicial    history. 
The    temi>tationB   -arere   there,    but  Judge 

Medina  did  not  yield. 


to  schedule  hearings,  for  the  purpose  of 

lautting  on.  record  the  evidence  ivhlch  the 
Senate,  as  a  court,  irould  flnaUy  consider. 


Mr.   President,  much  has  been  said 

about  the  members  of  the  select  com- 
n^il^tee.  X  asifc  the  Sex&ckte  t^da  <x«a'ea[t±ox&  txx 
all  fairness.  i^xBt  as  a  ma.tfeer  of  ordhaary. 

oommonsenae    and   logic:    II   this   Ikm^ 

itnioiiviiciiniiiiiidjiiir. 

would  it  be  necessary  for  the  Members  of 

this  body  to  have  better  T»'*'''***^*'*'*n"*fi. 
to    be    moi-e    imparUal.    or   to    have    any- 


In  order  to  keep  from  building  up  a     other  qualities  which  might  be  men- 


Let  me  come  now  to  the  work  of  the  record  which  would  contain  material  tlooed  with  respect  to  a  group  or  that 


eommittee.    The  select  committee  was 

given  a  direct  order  under  Resolution 
301.  'VfThexi  one  examinfat  closely  the 
duty  assigned  to  the  committee,  he  finds 


which  had  no  relationship  to  the  matter 
at  hand,  tbe  committee  adopted,  so  far 
as  then  vpould  be  applicable,  the  ordinary 
rules  of  evidence  in  effect  In  American 


that  the  committee  was  not  to  be  a  jury,   courts,  both  Federal  and  State.  That 


sort,  than  the  quflUfleatians  of  the  court 

itself  to  ^irhlch  tbe  study  gruup  was  to 
report? 

After   aU,    the    test    In   this   case    Is 

Whether  there  can  be  any  legal  ground 
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for  dlaquaUfyins  the  six  members  ti  the 
seleet  committee  from  sitting  on  this 
ooort— the  Senate  itself.  I  have  not 
heard  a  whl^wr  from  anyone  to  indicate 
that  any  one  of  us  could  be  challenged 
sueeesBfuDy,  or  that  any  other  Member 
of  this  body  could  be  challenged  success- 
fully, because  the  Ck>n8titution  of  the 
united  States  prescribed  this  court,  and 
created  it,  and  no  one  else — ^not  even  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States — can 
change  it.  So  let  that  be  the  test.  If  we 
can  sit  in  the  Senate  at  the  time  when 
the  Senate  is  reaching  its  decision  on 
this  matter,  certainly  we  are  qviallfied  to 
do  8(»ne  of  the  chores  in  gathering  to- 
gether the  evidence. 

The  question  of  whether  the  select 
committee  has  done  a  good  Job  or  a  bad 
Job  is  to  be  determined  by  the  Senate. 
The  record  is  before  the  Senate.  We  on 
the  select  committee  went  down  the  line; 
and  when  we  got  through,  we-xe^hed 
certain  conclusions  in  our  own  nmids. 
We  did  not  necessarily  need'to  make  rec- 
ommendations to  the  Senate;  but  we  felt 
that  we  should  make  them  because  we 
realized  that  within  a  very  few  days  after 
the  report  would  be  filed  with  the  Sen- 
ate, we  would  have  to  take  a  position  on 
this  matter.  So  we  could  not  see  why 
we  should  not  take  it  prior  to  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Senate.  That  is  the  way  we 
felt  about  it;  and  if  it  would  be  of  any 
benefit  to  the  Members  of  the  Senate,  we 
wanted  them  to  have  that  benefit. 

I  submit  to  the  Senate  that  in  the  re- 
port itsrif  the  Senate  will  find  an  answer 
to  nearly  every  one  of  the  questions  of 
fact  and  questions  of  law  which  have 
been  raised.  If  Uie  Senate  will  read  the 
report  seriously  and  carefully,  I  submit 
the  Senate  will  find  an  answer  to  nearly 
every  one  of  those  questions.  Some  of 
them  may  have  been  overlooked.  If  so^ 
attention  should  be  called  to  them. 

So  that  is  the  situation  we  have  at  the 
outset;  and  at  this  time,  all  Members  of 
the  Senate  are  here  as  members  of 
what — although  not  described  in  the 
Constitution  as  such — actually,  In  a 
measure,  is  a  court  sitting  to  consider 
charges  which  have  been  made  against 
one  of  the  Members  of  this  body.  In  this 
case  the  Senate  is  not  the  jury.  In  this 
case.  Senators  are  the  Judges  of  the  facts 
and  the  law.  I  do  not  think  I  am  mis- 
talcen  in  the  analysis  I  liave  made  of  the 
entire  situation. 

During  the  sessions  of  the  select  com- 
mittee, from  time  to  time  various  mat- 
\en  were  called  to  the  attention  of  its 
members.  For  instance,  although  the 
members  of  the  select  committee  were 
not  told  that  "Senator  Johnson  of  Colo- 
rado was  disqualified,"  yet  there  was  a 
desire  to  go  into  a  long  series  of  ques- 
tions about  Senator  Johnson  of  Colorado 
or  about  something  he  had  said.  However, 
the  Senate  itself  had  created  the  select 
committee,  and  each  one  of  its  members 
had  identical  authority.  No  one  member 
of  the  committee  nad  any  more  author- 
ity Uian  any  of  the  other  members  had. 

As  a  member  of  the  committee,  I  could 
not  say  to  Senator  Johnson  of  Colorado, 
Tfou  cannot  sit  on  the  select  commit- 
tee." nor  could  he  say  that  to  me.  If  it 
had  been  possible  for  the  various  mem- 
bers of  the  select  committee  to  rule  on 
whether  any  of  its  members  were  dis- 


qualified, we  could  have  begun  by  remov- 
ing one  member  of  the  committee,  and 
then  by  removing  a  second;  but  we  would 
have  been  unable  to  remove  a  third,  be- 
cause in  voting  on  that  question  we 
would  not  have  had  a  majority  to  vote. 
inasmuch  as  such  a  member  could  not 
vote  on  his  own  case.  In  such  circum- 
stances there  would  not  have  been  a  se- 
lect committee.  The  place  to  makd  a 
challenge,  if  any  challenge  at  all  had 
been  permitted,  was  in  the  Senate  itself. 
the  body  creating  the  committee,  because 
the  members  of  the  select  committee 
were  not  given  any  authority  to  judge 
each  other's  qualifications.  All  matters 
raised,  or  attempted  to  be  raised  before 
the  committee,  were  immaterial  and  im- 
proper and  therefore  should  not  be 
considered. 

The  members  of  the  select  committee 
read  the  instructions  contained  in  the 
resc^ution  and,  in  a  larger  sense,  set 
forth  in  its  preamble.  We  attempted  to 
be  as  fair  as  human  beings  could  be  in 
a  very  difficult  situation.  So,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, as  a  matter  of  law,  as  a  matter  of 
Justice,  and  as  a  matter  of  fairness,  all 
this  talk  about  whether  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  had  a  fair  jury  or 
whether,  as  was  referred  to  the  other 
day.  he  had  a  jury  that  would  be  as  fair 
as  the  jury  a  man  would  be  entitled  to 
have  if  he  were  charged  with  stealing  a 
pig — I  remember  that  illustration  was 
used — is  entirely  meaningless,  because 
of  course  the  committee  had  no  duty 
which  would  compare  with  that  of  a 
Jury  sitting  to  determine  whether  a  man 
was  guilty  of  petit  larceny  or  of  grand 
larceny — depending  on  whether  it  is 
petit  larceny  or  grand  larceny  t/)  steal 
a  pig;  and  of  0010*86  that  depends  upon 
the  jurisdiction  involved.  In  such  a  case 
there  would  be  a  prosecuting  attorney  or 
attorneys  and  a  defense  attomesr  or  at- 
torneys, and  a  judge  to  preside  over  the 
trial.  Neither  the  judge  nor  ttie  jury 
would  go  forth  and  hunt  any  of  the  facts; 
that  would  be  done  by  the  praeecution 

and  the  defense.  It  seems  to  tne  that 
point  should  be  so  clear,  that  I  cannot 
understand  how  Members  of  the  Senate, 
qualified  to  sit  here,  could  expect  us  to 
discuss  it  much  further.  In  fact^  I  apol- 
ogize for  mentioning  it  now;  but  it  has 
been  mentioned  so  many  timet  that  I 
felt  I  should  at  least  make  some  state- 
ment with  respect  to  what  we  considered 
our  duties  to  be. 

Mr.  President,  today,  in  what  I  am  go- 
ing to  say  from  now  on,  I  shall  be  as 
dispassionate  as  I  possibly  can.  1  should 
like  to  be  as  dispassionate  as  Judge  Me- 
dina was  in  the  famous  case  In  New 
York.  Probably  I  have  not  the  same  qual- 
ifications. Permit  me  to  say,  as  a  matter 
of  interest  to  myself,  that  Judge  Medina 
was  a  classmate  of  mine  at  Cblumbia 
University.  He  is  a  man  I  hold  in  great 
and  high  respect. 

I  will  do  my  best.  But,  as  Judge  Ervin 
said  yesterday,  he  is  human;  and  I  am 
human.  So  I  may  be  forgiven,  I  am  sure, 
if  at  times  I  evidence  a  little  justifiable 
Indignation;  I  would  not  say  righteous 
indignation,  but  it  may  be  justifiable, 
human  indignation. 

Mr.  President,  as  a  preliminary,  I 
made  a  statement  on  last  Friday.  At 
this  time  I  shall  read  it  again,  because 


I 


it  has  to  do  with  the  situation  which  has 
come  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  in 
the  past  few  days; 

Mr.  Waticins.  Mr.  President,  1  have  two 
principal  concerns  with  reference  to  the  mat- 
ter now  before  the  Senate.  On«  is  that  the 
Senate  analjrze  the  facta  upon  which  the 
select  committee  baaed  Its  recoctmendatlons 
for  censure,  and  the  other  Is  that  the  Senate 
debate  and  pass  Judgment  on  this  very  Im- 
portant matter  in  a  dignined  imd  judicial 
manner. 

Wednesday,  for  a  long   period  of  tlme^ 

I  interpolate  to  say  that  I  tShink  it  was 
more  than  a  hour  and  a  half — 

I  submitted  myself  to  Interrogation  by  the 
Junior  Senator  frona  Wisconsin,  yielding  to 
him  repeatedly  for  the  purpose.  I  did  this 
as  a  matter  of  courtesy  to  the  Senator,  but 
I  believe  be  abused  that  courtesy.  I  had 
hoped  that  he  would  submit  to  Sae  questions 
which  would  enlighten  him  or  the  Senate. 
I  did  not  then  Intend,  nor  do  I  now  Intend, 
to  engage  In  a  personal  wrangle  with  th« 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  nor  do  I  In- 
tend to  be  placed  In  the  positloix  of  a  prose- 
cutor when  my  sole  responsibility  is  to  carry 
out  an  assignment  which  was  given  me  by  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  and  by  the  select 
committee. 

I  interpolate  again  to  say  that  I  was 
the  representative,  and  am  still  the  rep- 
resentative, of  the  Senate,  selected  to  do 
that  job.  When  I  am  attacked,  the  Sen- 
ate is  being  attacked,  because  I  am  the 
agent  of  the  Senate.  The  other  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  are  in  the  same 
capacity. 
I  continue  with  the  statement: 
1  am  willing,  and  I  know  every  member  of 
the  select  committee  Is  willing,  to  be  helpful 
In  anyway  possible,  and  to  explain  matters 
which  may  require  clarification.  But  we 
must  be  permitted  to  explain  them  In  our 
own  way,  and  at  times  of  our  own  choosing. 

The  record  Is  large.  It  consists  of 
nearly  a  thousand  pages.  I  think.  We 
worked  industriously  on  it.  We  did  not 
get  any  vacation;  I  know  I  did  not.  I 
had  to  return  to  Washington  early,  and 
I  had  to  remain  here  after  other  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  went  home,  to 
adjust  certain  matters.  Between  the 
time  the  hearings  were  scheduled  and 
the  time  the  Senate  reconvened,  some- 
one had  to  direct  the  investigations  and 
gather  the  evidence.  That  fell  to  my 
lot.  I  am  not  complaining.  I  was  proud 
to  work  with  the  men  with  whom  I  was 
associated. 

Continuing  the  reading  of  my  state- 
ment of  Friday  last: 

Under  Senate  rules  we  are  entitled  to  do 
that.  The  unanimous  and  nonpartisan 
Judgment  of  the  committee,  lt4  precise  and 
speclflc  findings  of  fact,  and  aD  of  its  con- 
clusions of  law,  are  set  forth  fulrly,  clearly, 
and  dispassionately  in  the  committee's  re- 
port. It  Is  this  which  embodies  the  com- 
mittee's views;  It  is  a  Joint  ahd  collective 
production,  and  certainly  not  Alone  my  in- 
dividual views,  or  those  of  any  other  Indi- 
vidual member.  It  was  unanimous.  If  any 
argument  is  required  to  sustain  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  select  committee,  that 
argument  Is  set  forth  In  the  report  Itself. 

Under  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  each  Sena- 
tor is  entitled  to  speak  without  interruption. 
He  may  yield  only  as  a  courtefy  to  answer 
genuine  questions  asked  in  good  faith.  X 
yielded  for  that  purpose  Wednesday.  I  am 
aware  of  the  fact  that  the  pending  present 
matter  is  not  an  ordinary  legislative  proceed- 
ing.    It  Is  certainly  judicial  In  nature  and. 
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In  my  opinion,  requires  decorum  and  a  dig- 
nity In  keeping  with  that  conception.  This 
cannot  be  maintained,  as  I  view  It,  when 
there  ai«  personal  wrangles  between  the 
Senators  p«rtlclpatlng  In  the  debate,  or  when 
one  Senator  wroogfuUy  accuses  another,  on 
the  floor  and  in  a  nationwide  telecast,  of 
running  out  on  questioning,  after  the  Sena- 
tor so  criticized — myself — had  patiently  sub- 
mitted to  virtually  a  half  day  of  repetitive 
questioning  on  Wednesday. 

In  fact,  I  even  made  this  offer  on  the 
afternoon  when  I  requested  a  brief  respite 
from  the  questioning,  which  I  quote  from 
the  CoifGKxssioKAi,  EUcoKo  of  Wednesday, 
at  page  15983: 

*Mr.  Watjons.  Mr.  President,  I  was  occu- 
pying the  floor  when  the  Senate  took  a  recess. 
I  have  been  on  my  feet  with  the  exception 
of  a  brief  interruption  for  the  luncheon  pe- 
riod, for  a  considerable  period  of  time.  I 
have  extended  courtesies  to  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wlscorsln  in  order  to  enable  him 
to  ask  me  quest  ions.  I  do  not  Intend  to 
deny  him  the  opportunity  for  further  ques- 
tioning, but  at  tnls  moment  I  wish  to  yield 
the  floor.  Later  I  shall  submit  myself  for 
questioning." 

F^r  this  statement,  made  while  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  on  the  floor,  I 
was  twice  accused  by  him  Wednesday  of 
running  out. 

Therefore.  I  am  stating  now  that  I  shall 
be  ready  and  willing  to  answer  questions 
that  are  germane,  proper,  and  In  good  faith, 
which  may  be  siibmltted  to  me  in  writing 
or  which  may  be  tubmltted  during  the  course 
of  speeches  by  participating  Senators. 

Incidentally,  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  did  ask  some  questions  in  his 
brief  remarks  on  Wednesday,  and  I  in- 
tend to  answer  them  in  due  time.  I 
will  give  the  answers  on  my  own  time 
and  in  my  own  way.  In  other  words, 
if  I  am  to  extend  courtesies  which  result 
in  getting  me  into  a  wrangle  which  de- 
tracts from  the  dignity  of  the  Senate  in 
the  present  disc  usslon,  I  ought  to  deter- 
mine What  the  terms  and  conditions 
,  shall  be  for  such  questioning. 

Continuing  with  my  remarks  of  last 
Friday : 

X  will  giye  the  answers  on  my  own  time 
and  In  my  own  way.  I  wiU  try  to  take 
careful  note  of  the  questions  which  are  pro- 
pounded. By  doing  this  I  believe  we  can 
keep  the  debate  on  a  higher  plane  and  give 
better  service  In  the  way  of  information  in 
reply  to  Inquiries. 

On  November  13  a  dispatch  was  sent 
by  the  United  Press  from  Milwaukee 
which  reads,  in  part,  as  follows: 

NovncBES  13.— Senator  Jossph  R.  Mc- 
Caetht  today  accused  Senator  AXTHTrm 
Watkins,  RepubM(ran.  of  Utah,  of  the  "most 
unusual,  most  cowardly  thing  I've  heard  of 
in  saying  he  would  answer  no  future  oral 
questions  by  McCaktht  or  any  other  Senator. 

"If  a  man  Is  chairman  of  a  committee,  he 
should  be  willing  to  answer  for  errors  in  his 
report."  Mr.  UcCartht  said.  "Otherwise  he 
is  miserably  faiUn;^  bis  duty  as  chairman." 

"It  is  the  most  cowardly,  moet  unheard  of 
thing  I've  heard  at  so  far,"  Mr.  kfcCAKTHT 
said. 

"I  expected  be  'ffould  be  afraid  to  answer 
the  questions,  but  dldnt  think  he'd  be 
stupid  enougb  to  make  a  pubUc  state- 
ment," he  aaaerted. 

I  suppose  I  Should  be  very  Indignant 
over  that  statement,  but  in  many  re- 
spects I  feel  more  sorrow  than  axiger 
over  it.  It  reveals  an  attitude  which  has 
characterized  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  for  some  time.  To  be  called 
a  coward,  of  course,  involves  a  stigma 


which  ix>  real  man  relishes.  I  remem- 
ber reading  in  the  record  some  of  the 
things  he  said  about  the  Glllette-Hen- 
nings  committee.  I  expect  to  review 
portions  of  the  record.  Apparently,  if 
we  are  to  judge  from  ills  remarks,  the 
members  of  that  committee  were  not 
only  dishonest  but  they  were  working 
in  the  interest  of  the  Communist  cause. 

The  charges  made  against  the  Gillette 
committee,  which  I  shall  review,  are 
even  worse  ttian  the  charge  against  me 
of  being  a  coward  and  the  charge  that 
I  am  stupid.  Of  course,  the  record  will 
sijeak  for  itself.  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate, and  I  believe  the  people  of  the  coun- 
try at  large,  know  something  about  my 
activities.  I  am  not  going  into  any  de- 
tailed defense  of  my  courage.  I  hardly 
think  that  is  necessary.  But  since  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has 
opened  up  the  subject  of  cowardice,  I 
tliink  it  is  only  proper  to  consider,  from 
the  judicial  standpoint,  some  of  the 
activities  in  which  he  has  been  engaged, 
activities  wliich  are  under  discussion 
and  investigation  by  this  body. 

Let  us  go  back  to  the  Gillette-Hen- 
nings  committee  hearings.  Almost  in 
the  very  begixming  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  said  in  a  letter,  after  it 
was  called  to  his  attention  that  Senator 
Benton  had  appeared  before  the  com- 
mittee, "I  am  not  going  to  even  read,  let 
alone  answer,  the  charges." 

Where  did  he  say  that?  He  wrote  a 
letter  from  the  safety  of  his  ofBce.  Oh, 
no,  he  did  not  appear  before  the  com- 
mittee. He  did  not  appear  when  Senator 
Benton  was  there,  and  he  did  not  accept 
the  invitation  to  come  before  the  com- 
mittee and  testify,  although  such  an  in- 
vitation was  duly  extended  to  him. 

Looking  over  this  group,  I  do  not  think 
I  can  see  any  Senator  present,  and  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  another  Member  of 
this  body,  who  would  iiave  refused  the 
invitation  to  go  before  the  committee 
when  his  honor  and  his  Integrity  were 
under  serious  charges  and  serious  inves- 
tigation. 

As  a  matter  of  law,  I  think  this  court 
has  a  right  to  take  into  consideration  the 
conduct  and  attitude  of  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  with  respect  to  that 
committee,  and  the  question  of  his  will- 
ingness or  unwillingness  to  apr>ear. 

Things  went  on  for  some  time.  There 
followed  one  letter  after  another,  insult- 
ing the  committee,  branding  it  as  dis- 
honest, and  all  that  sort  of  thing.  Such 
letters  were  sent  from  the  safety  of  the 
Senator's  ofSce.  He  did  not  appear  be- 
fore the  subcommittee,  where  he  could 
be  cross-examined.  He  was  not  under 
oath.  He  could  fire  his  questions  and 
epistles  at  the  subconunlttee  and  give 
them  to  the  press  first  and  let  the  sub- 
committee get  them  afterward.  Sena- 
tors must  take  all  that  into  consider- 
ation. 

"Why  did  he  not  appear  before  the  sub- 
committee?    He  said  the  subcommittee 

was  dishonest.  He  said  it  was  going  be- 
yond its  jurisdictioa  He  was  a  member 
of  the  parmt  coounittee.  Wliy  did  he 
xx>t  wish  to  appear  before  the  subcom- 
mitte?  Lei  me  read  some  of  the 
charges  \(iiich  the  subcommittee  was 
considering.     I    believe    the    Senator's 


friends  and  supporters  over  ttie  land 
ought  to  give  careful  attention  to  these 
charges,  because  they  were  what  the 
subcoaimittee  was  oonaiderisg,  namely, 
his  conduct  in  relation  to  the  whc^  sub- 
ject; and  that  is  what  the  select  com- 
mittee was  doing. 

A  letter  was  written  by  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  HsmaKcs].  the 
Chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  to  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  This  la 
what  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  said: 

Pursuant  to  your  request,  as  transmitted 
to  us  ttu-ough  Mr.  Kiermas,  we  are  adviaing 
you  that  the  subcommittee  desires  to  Tn^v^t 
Inquiry  with  respect  to  the  following 
matters: 

1.  Whether  any  funds  coUected  or  received 
by  you  and  by  others  on  your  behaU  to  con- 
duct certain  of  your  activities,  including 
those  relating  to  communism,  were  ever 
diverted  and  used  for  other  purposes  Inuring 
to  joMx  personal  advantage. 

Was  that  a  serious  charge?    Was  that 
a  question  involving  something  serious 
connected  with  the  investigation?   Let  ' 
Senators  read  the  record  of  the  subcom- 
mittee.  It  is  contained  in  volume  2  of  the 
hearings  of  the  select  committee.    Sena- 
tors will  find  in  it  the  report  of  the  Gil-  . 
lette-Hennings  subcommittee.    In  that  f 
report  Senators  will  find  the  report  on 
the  evidence  which  the  subcommittee  re- 
ceived, and  they  will  find  photostats  of 
checks  and  ledger  accounts  and  testi- 
mony, indicating  at  least  that  there  were 
some  serious  problems  coimected  with 
the  first  charge. 

According  to  the  evidence,  thousaxids 
of  dollars  had  been  received,  and  the 
money  had  apparently  gone  into  the 
liands  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consixi  for  the  piu-pose  of  fightixig  com- 
munism. Whether  or  not  that  was  true 
the  select  committee  was  not  to  deter- 
mine, but  the  select  committee  was  to 
determine  whether  the  charges  were 
serious.  There  is  only  one  man  who 
could  clear  that  up.  and  that  man  was 
the  junior  Senator  from.  Wisconsin. 

I  am  not  saying  he  was  afraid  to  ap- 
pear, or  that  he  was  a  coward,  or  that  he 
did  not  dare  appear  before  the  commit- 
tee. However,  there  are  some  legal  im- 
plications that  grow  out  of  it  sill. 

This  was  not  an  ordinary  proceeding. 
It  was  not  a  proceeding  in  court.  His 
honor  was  involved.  No  one  could  seiMl 
him  to  jail.  Certainly  the  Senate,  under 
its  present  rules  and  regulations,  could 
not  send  him  to  jail  for  any  violations. 

Why  did  he  not  appear  and  meet  with 
that  subcommittee,  and  why  was  he  not 
willing  to  help  the  subcommittee  by  an- 
swering the  questions  that  had  arisen? 

Well,  Mr.  President,  he  charged  that 
the  subconunlttee  was  without  jurisdic- 
tion and  that  It  was  dishonest. 

Then  the  subcommittee  put  the  whole 
matter  squarely  up  to  him.  It  said  to 
him:  "If  you  think  this  committee  is  dis- 
honest and  does  not  have  integrity,  and 
that  the  committee  has  gone  beyond  its 
jurisdiction,  there  is  provided  a  way  by 
Which  you  may  test  that  situation.  Tou 
can  submit  a  resolution  to  discharge  this 
committee,  and  set  forth  the  reasons  why 
it  ought  to  be  discharged.  Tou  can  brixag 
the  resolution  before  the  Senate,  which 
gave  U8  a  job  to  do.  Why  do  you  not  do 
that?"' 
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I  may^say  that  that  inquiry  was  a  Job 
which  that  committee  did  not  seek, 
eithor. 

The  cotmnittee  adopted  a  motion  in 
that  regard,  and  adriaed  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  Uiat  if  he  did  not 
do  what  they  suggested  they  would  do  it. 

I  point  out  that  charges  had  been  made 
against  the  ctnnmittee,  but  in  every  in- 
stance there  was  no  proof  to  sustain 
those  charges,  except  the  bare  statement 
Of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
himself.  His  statements  were  mere  con- 
clusions of  his  own. 

I  shall  read  the  resolution,  skipping 
the  preliminary  parts: 

Wbereas,  in  a  series  of  communications 
addressed  to  the  chairman  of  said  subcom- 
mlttae  during  tbe  period  between  December 
6.  1951,  and  January  4.  1952,  tbe  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [ICr.  McCaitht]  charged 
that  the  subcommittee  lacked  Jurisdiction 
to  investigate  such  acts  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [ICr.  McCabtbt]  as  were  not  con- 
nected with  election  campaigns  and  attacked 
the  honesty  of  the  members  of  the  subcom- 
mittee, charging  that,  in  their  investigation 
of  such  other  acts,  the  members  were  im- 
properly -  motivated  and  were  "guilty  of 
stealing  Just  as  clearly  as  though  the  mem- 
bers engaged  in  picking  the  pockets  of  tbe 
taxpayers":  and 

Whereas,  on  ICarch  6,  1962,  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  PrlvUeges  and  Elections  adopted 
the  foUowlng  motion  as  the  most  expedltioiis 
parliamentary  method  of  obtaining  an  af- 
firmation by  the  Senate  of  its  Jurisdiction 
In  this  matter  and  a  vote  on  the  honesty 
of  its  members: 

"That  the  chairman  of  tbe  Committee  oxf 
Rules  and  Administration  request  Senator 
McCiutTHT,  of  Wisconsin,  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Subcommittee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections  and  of  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  members  thereof  In  connection 
with  its  consideration  of  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 187— 

I  wish  it  to  be  kept  clearly  In  mind 
that  Senate  Resolution  187  is  the  resolu- 
tion which  was  submitted  by  Senator 
Benton,  seeking  an  investigation  of  Sen- 
ator McCarthy's  activities  and  his  expul- 
sion. It  is  not  to  be  confused  with  Sen- 
ate Resolution  304.  wliich  was  later  sub- 
mitted by  Senator  McCarthy,  seeldng  an 
investigation  of  the  activities  of  Senator 
Benton  and  his  expulsion  f rtnn  the  Sen- 
ace.  This  has  to  do  only  with  Senate 
Resolution  187.    I  continue  to  read — 

by  making  a  formal  motion  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  to  discharge  the  committee;  and 
that  Senator  McCarthy  be  advised  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  that,  if  he  does  not  take  the 
requested  action  in  a  period  of  time  to  be 
fixed  by  stipulatKm  between  Senator  Mc- 
Castht  and  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  tbe  committee 
(acting  through  the  chairman  of  the  stand- 
ing committee  or  the  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee) will  itself  present  such  motion  to 
discharge  for  the  purpose  of  affirming  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  subcommittee  and  the 
Integrity  of  its  members  in  its  consideratton 
of  the  aforesaid  resolution; "and  * 

Whereas,  on  March  e,  1952,  the  said  mo- 
tion was  also  adopted  by  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  and  the  chairman 
of  said  committee  submitted  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCaxtht]  a  copy  of 
the  above-stated  motion;  and 

Whereas,  by  letter  dated  BCarch  21,  1952, 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCaxtbt] 
In  effect  declined  to  take  the  action  called  for 
by  the  above-stated  motion,  repeating  his 


charge  that  the  subcommittee  has  been 
guilty  of  "a  completely  dishonest  bandllng 
of  taxpayers'  money",  referring  to  a  prelimi- 
nary and  confidential  report  of  its  staff  as 
"scxirrUous"  and  consisting  of  "cleverly 
twisted  and  distorted  facts": 

Now,  therefore,  to  determine  the  proper 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  and  to  express  the  confidence 
of  the  Senate  In  its  committee  in  tfeelr  con- 
sideration of  Senate  Resolution  187,  It  being 
understood  that  the  following  motion  is 
made  solely  for  this  test  and  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  resolution  is  opposed  by  the 
members  en  whose  behalf  It  is  silbmltted, 
be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  ©n  Rules 
and  Administration  be,  and  it  hereby  is.  dis- 
charged from  the  further  consldevation  of 
Senate  Resolution  187. 

The  resolution  was  submitted  to  the 
Senate  for  the  purpose  of  testing  the 
charges.  What  did  Senator  McCarthy 
do  about  it? 

Remember,  he  wrote  the  letter  from 
the  safety  of  his  own  office.  He  did  not 
appear  before  the  committee  and  tell 
them  face  to  face.  When  he  came  on  the 
floor  I  was  present,  and  I  think  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Senators  who  voted  on  the 
resolution  that  day  are  now  in  tihe  Sen- 
ate. He  did  not  defend  his  position  even 
before^  the  Senate,  as  I  remember  the 
record,  but  he  said.  "Of  courBe.  vote 
for  the  resolution."  And  as  I  remember. 
he  had  in  mind  that  we  had  to  vote  for  it 
to  keep  it  alive  so  the  subcommittee  could 
consider  and  take  care  of  Resolution  304, 
wlilch  was  the  one  providing  for  ex- 
pelling Senator  Benton.  There  was 
nothing  in  Resolution  300  about  Reso- 
lution 304. 

Looked  at  as  a  judicial  matter,  would 
not  a  judge  or  a  jury  in  considering  the 
facts  be  rather  interested  in  finding  out 
why.  after  making  these  charges  against 
the  subcommittee,  he  did  not  appear  and 
defend  his  position  in  the  Senate?  He 
did  not  even  remain  to  vote.  He  an- 
noimced  he  would  vote  against  the  reso- 
lution. But  there  was  the  remedy.  He 
would  not  do  it  after  he  was  asked  to, 
after  all  these  charges. 

I  am  not  saying  he  was  afraid;  I  am 
not  saying  he  was  a  coward,  but  I  am 
saying  there  are  some  very  serious  ques- 
tions connected  with  his  conduct  in 
which  any  judge,  and  particularly  a 
Senate  committee  sitting  as  we  were, 
under  our  own  rules  and  regulations, 
would  be  very  much  interested. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  a  note  from  the 
majority  leader  concerning  tht  recess. 
I  think  it  will  take  me  a  considerable 
time  to  complete  my  statement,  and  I 
probably  should  desist  at  this  time,  with 
the  understanding  that  I  shall  have  the 
floor  when  the  Senate  reassembles. 


RECESS  i 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess 
until  the  hour  of  1:45  o'clock  today. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
12  o'clock  and  41  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
Senate  took  a  recess  until  1:45  o'clock 
p.  m. 

On  the  expiration  of  the  recess,  the 
Senate  reassembled,  and  was  called  to 
order  by  the  Presiding  OCBcer  (J||Ir.  But- 
UR  in  the  chair) . 


RESOLUTION  OP  CENSURE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolutioi:  (S.  Res.  301)  to  censure 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESHDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 

Abel  I'ergiison  Mtgnuson 

Aiken  Flanders  MS'one 

Anderson  Frear  Mtnffleld 

Barrett  Pul  bright  McCarthy 

Beall  Gillette  McC.ellan 

Bennett  Goldwater  MOnroney 

Bridges  Green  MDrse 

Brown  Hayden  MUndi 

Burke  Hendrlck.son       Murray 

Bush  Hennlngs  Ntely 

Butler  Hickenlooper      Partore 

Byrd  Hill  Payne 

Capehart  Holland  Potter 

Carlson  Hruska  Pur:ell 

Case  Humphrey  Robertson 

Chavez  Ives  Rwisell 

Clements  Jackson  Baltonstall 

Cooper  Jenner  Sahoeppel 

Cotton  Johnson,  Colo.    Smith.  Maine 

Crippa  Johnson.  Tex.      Smith.  N.J. 

Daniel.  S  C.         Johnston.  8.  C  Sffarkman 
Daniel.  Tex.         Kefauver  SOennls 

Dlrkeen  Kilgore  Symington 

Douglas  Knowlp.nd  Tfcye 

Duff  Kuchel  W  *kina 

DwofFhak  Langer  W^elker 

Eastland  Lehman  Wj'.cy 

Blender  Lennon  Wl'Itams 

Ervln  Long  Young 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat- 
kins  J  has  the  floor. 


VISIT  TO  THE  SENATE  BY  HON. 
EDMOND  MICHELET.  A  MEMBER 
OP  THE  SENATE  OP  FRANCE 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  Presideait,  will  the 
Senator  from  Utah  yield,  in  order  that 
I  may  present  to  the  Senate  a  distin- 
guished visiting  Senator? 

Mr.  WATKINS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  It  is  my  distinct  honor 
today  to  present  to  the  Senate  a  great 
citizen  of  France,  one  who  wears  the 
Medal  of  the  Legion  of  Honor,  who  has 
been  three  times  Minister  of  War,  and 
is  now  a  Senator  of  France.  He  is  a 
businessman,  but  above  all,  he  is  a  great 
Christian  leader. 

I  present  the  Honorable  Edmond 
Michelet,  of  France. 

[Applause,  Senators  rising, 1 


RESOLUTION  OF  CENSURE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  to  censure 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
senior  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  Pre^dent,  when 
the  Senate  took  a  recess  I  was  talking 
about  Resolution  300,  which  had  been 
brought  before  the  Senate  to  test  the 
jurisdiction,  the  honesty,  the  sincerity, 
and  the  integrity  of  the  Glllette-Hen- 
nings  subcommittee.  Before  I  forget  it 
in  the  extemporaneous  speech  I  am  now 
making,  since  I  am  speaking  without  a 
manuscript,- 1  wish  to  point  Out  that  the 
resolution  was  voted  upon  by  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate.    In  doing  that  the 
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Senate  took  a  petition  against  the  con- 
tentions which  Senator  McCaktht  had 
been  mailing  over  the  months  during 
which  the  matter  had  been  before 
the  Oillette-HeimlT\g8  subcommittee. 
Whether  such  action  disqualified  any 
Senator  from  actmg  in  the  future  with 
regard  to  Senator  McCarthy  is  up  to  this 
body  to  decide,  but  even  to  suggest  it 
seems  absurd  to  me.  The  Senate  had 
to  take  a  position,  and  it  took  the  posi- 
tion unanimously,  that  the  subcommit- 
tee had  jurisdiction  of  the  matter  about 
which  Senator  McCarthy  had  been  com- 
plaining, and  that  the  subcommittee  was 
one  of  integrity  and  honesty.  I  was 
present  and  voted  for  the  resolution,  as 
I  remember  the  record. 

Let  me  proceed  to  discuss  the  matters 
which  were  before  the  Oillette- Hennlngs 
subcommittee.  I  have  already  called  the 
attention  of  my  colleagues  to  one  of  the 
matters  which  the  subcommittee  was  in- 
vestigating, and  as  to  which  the  subcom- 
mittee had  imcovered  considerable  evi- 
dence. In  making  this  statement  I  do 
not  say  whether  the  charges  were  true 
or  false,  but  the  committee  had  uncov- 
ered detailed,  documentary  evidence  that 
rather  considerable  funds  had  been  con- 
tributed to  Senator  McCarthy  for  the 
purposes  of  fighting  communism.  Much 
to  my  amazement,  because  I  was  not 
acquainted  with  the  evidence  until  the 
select  committee  went  into  the  matter 
last  August,  after  it  had  been  appointed, 
there  was  record  evidence  that  tended 
to  prove,  at  least  on  the  siirface,  large 
sums  of  money  had  been  diverted  from 
the  so-called  trust  fund  to  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy, at  least  for  investment  pur- 
poses in  his  own  name  or  in  the  names  of 
others. 

Senator  McCasthy  did  not  do  any- 
thing about  that  charge  until  the  sub- 
committee considered  another  charge. 
Questions  had  been  submitted  to  Sen- 
ator McCarthy  by  the  subcommittee 
after  it  had  invited  him  time  and  time 
again  to  appear  before  it.  The  second 
question  was: 

Whether  you.  at  any  time,  used  your  ofll- 
clal  position  as  a  United  States  Senator  and 
as  a  member  of  tbe  Banking  and  Currency 
Committee,  tbe  Joint  Housing  Committee, 
and  the  Senate  Investigations  Conunlttee  to 
obtain  a  910.000  fee  from  the  Lustron  Corp.. 
which  company  was  then  almost  entirely  sub- 
sidized by  agencies  under  tbe  jurisdiction  of 
the  very  committees  of  which  you  were  a 
member. 

That  was  a  very  significant  Inquiry,  for 
the  reason  that  Senator  McCarthy  was  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency  of  the  Senate.  The 
Lustron  Corp.  had  obtained  a  rather 
large  loan  from  the  RFC.  Senator 
McCarthy  later  sold,  for  about  $10,000, 
a  manuscript  to  that  concern,  the 
Lustron  Corp.,  which  later  defaulted  in 
its  payments  to  the  United  States. 
Whether  Senator  McCarthy  did  that  il- 
legally, whether  there  is  anything  bad 
about  that  transaction  or  not.  I  am  not 
here  to  say.  but  on  the  record  as  it  stands 
in  the  report  many  questions  were  raised 
which  any  man  who  wanted  to  protect 
his  name  and  honor,  and  the  dignity  and 
the  honor  of  the  Senate,  certainly  would 
have  answered. 


What  did  Senator  McCarthy  do  about 
that?  He  finally  came  before  the  Sen- 
ate and  made  a  speech  attempting  to 
explain  the  transaction,  if  I  remember 
the  record  correctly.  It  is  rather  sig- 
nificant that  that  was  the  only  one  of  the 
six  charges  he  attempted  to  explain. 
What  would  be  the  legal  inference  to 
lawyers  arising  from  a  situation  in  which 
a  man  faced  with  six  different  grave 
Charges  would  appear  only  as  to  one  of 
them  and  make  an  explanation  in  the 
Senate?  The  Senator  had  a  right  to 
speak  in  the  Senate  if  he  did  not  think 
the  committee  was  doing  the  honest 
thing.  However,  he  did  not  say  any- 
thing about  the  other  equally  grave 
charges.  I  am  not  saying  the  Senator 
was  a  coward,  or  that  he  was  afraid  to 
go  before  the  committee.  I  am  leaving 
it  up  to  my  colleagues  to  make  a  judg- 
ment on  that  question. 

Let  us  consider  what  the  other  in- 
quiries by  this  subcommittee  were. 
No.  3  reads: 

Whether  your  activities  on  behalf  of  cer- 
tain special  Interest  groups,  such  as  bous- 
ing, sugar,  and  China,  were  motivated  by 
self-interest. 

There  are  some  ugly  figures  in  the 
GUiette-Hennings  subc^nmittee  record 
on  the  financial  situation  in  which  Sen- 
ator McCarthy  was  when  he  came  to  the 
Congress,  and  as  the  history  of  his  trans- 
actions developed  over  the  years.  Ac- 
cording to  the  evidence,  there  was  some 
indication  that  Senator  McCarthy  was 
very  heavily  in  debt  when  he  became  a 
Memiier  of  the  Congress,  and  as  time 
w^ent  on  some  rather  rapid  profits  were 
realized.  How  he  was  connected  with 
those.  I  do  not  know.  I  am  p>ointing 
that  situation  out  not  to  indicate  that 
those  charges  were  proven  to  be  true, 
but  merely  that  those  were  the  charges. 
That  was  the  nature  of  the  investiga- 
tion being  made,  and  he  ignored  the 
charge. 

The  fourth  question  was: 

V/hether  your  activities  with  respect  to 
your  senatorial  campaigns,  particularly  with 
respect  to  the  reporting  of  .your  financing 
and  your  activities  relating  to  the  financial 
transACtions  with,  and  subsequent  employ- 
ment of  Ray  Eliermas  Involved  violations  of 
the  Federal  and  State  Corrupt  Practices 
Acts. 

There  was  considerable  testimony  and 
evidence  received  by  the  committee  re- 
specting that  inquiry.  None  of  these 
matters  were  cleared  up.  but  there  was 
much  evidence  indicating  that  somebody 
ought  to  answer  the  charges  or  take 
notice  of  them. 

When  the  allegation  that  the  matter 
was  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the  sub- 
committee is  considered,  my  colleagues 
should  remember  that  the  GUiette- 
Hennings  subcommittee  was  the  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Elections. 
Under  authority  of  the  Reorganization 
Act.  and  by  custom,  the  subcommittee,  if 
it  so  desired,  had  the  right  to  investigate 
matters  concerning  elections,  whether 
there  were  resolutions  before  it  or  not. 
Just  as  Senator  McCarthy's  Committee 
on  Government  Operations  has  the  right 
to  make  investigations  without  having 
resolutions  before  it. 


The  fifth  question  was: 

Whether  loan  or  other  transaetlona  wbieh 
you  had  with  the  Appleton  State  Bank,  of 
Appleton.  WU..  involved  vtolatlona  of  tax  and 
banking  laws. 

There  was  considerable  evidence  on 
that  aspect,  which  certainly  called  for 
some  kind  of  explanation,  and  Senator 
McCarthy  did  not  do  anything  about 
that,  and  did  not  even  come  to  the  Sen* 
ate  floor  to  explain  it. 

The  sixth  question  was: 

Whether  you  used  close  aasoclatee  and 
members  of  your  family  to  secrete  receipt*. 
Income,  conunodity,  and  stock  speculation, 
and  other  financial  trancactions  for  ulterior 
motives. 

There  was  evidence,  documentary  and 
otherwise,  on  that  charge,  which  de- 
manded some  kind  of  explanation. 

Those  were  the  charges  and  the  mat* 
ters  the  committee  was  investigating. 
After  Senate  Resolution  300  was  agreed 
to.  upholding  the  committee  on  every 
point.  Senator  McCarthy's  conduct  did 
not  change  in  the  sUghtest.  Still,  from 
the  sanctity  of  his  office,  he  blasted  them 
with  insulting  letters  and  charges  until 
December  6,  when  he  attempted  to  an- 
swer— by  letter,  not  by  appearing  for 
cross-examination — the  letter  which  had 
been  written  to  him.  setting  forth  these 
charges.  He  said,  in  effect,  "I  do  not 
think  I  am  ignoring  them  completely. 
The  answer  is  'No.' "  So  in  his  insulting 
letters  he  described  the  members  of  the 
subcommittee.  He  was  still  belligerent, 
and  he  still  failed  to  give  any  coopera- 
tion. That  was  in  December  1952.  short- 
ly before  the  new  session  of  Congress  was 
about  to  begin.  So  Senators  can  realize 
how  the  subcommittee  was  handicapped; 
Without  his  appearance  and  without  re- 
ceiving an  explanation  from  him.  it  was 
almost  impossible  for  the  subcommittee 
to  cover  properly  the  charges  which  had 
been  made  and  to  report  to  the  full  com- 
mittee and  for  the  full  committee  to  re- 
port to  the  Senate  on  the  resolution 
which  had  been  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee. 

So  the  matter  went  into  the  new  year. 
At  the  very  last  moment,  the  report  was 
made  by  the  subcommittee  to  the  full 
committee,  and  was  left  with  the  full 
committee.  It  never  reached  the  Sen- 
ate. 

Now  let  us  consider  the  situation  fol- 
lowing the  submission  of  Senate  Reso- 
lution 301  and  its  reference  to  the  select 
committee.  Sometime  after  the  select 
committee  made  its  report,  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy sent  me  a  letter  In  which  he 
charged  that  three  Senators  on  the  se- 
lect committee  were  biased  and  were 
guilty  of  fraud.  That  story  was  released 
to  the  newspapers.  Since  I  returned 
from  Salt  Lake  City,  I  have  not  l>een  able 
to  locate  the  original  letter.  Senator 
McCarthy  charged  there  was  deUberate 
deception  and  fraud  on  the  part  of  those 
three  Senators,  for  failure  to  disqualify 
themselves  from  service  on  the  select 
committee. 

I  have  already  gone  into  the  matter  of 
what  kind  of  Senators  were  on  the  select 
committee,  under  the  law  and  under  the 
resolution.  I  shall  not  repeat  that  state- 
ment.   But  since  my  own  fairness  and 
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my  own  quallflcatioxis  to  sit  on  the  select 
committee  have  been  challenged,  I  should 
like  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  that  sub- 
jects—not because  it  Ls  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  me  to  do  so,  but  because  I  think 
the  select  committee  has  been  unjusti- 
fiably attacked  and  becatise  I  believe  I 
have  been  unjustifiably  attacked.  There- 
fore, I  should  like  to  point  out  my  activ- 
ities with  respect  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  _ 

I  have  long  beeii  a  member  of  the  In- 
ternal Security  Subcommittes,  which  is 
charged  with  investigating  matters  af- 
fecting the  security  of  the  United  States. 
I  have  been  a  member  of  that  subcom- 
mittee practically  ever  since  it  was  or- 
ganized under  the  McCarran  Subversives 
Control  Act.  A  little  later  I  shall  say 
more  about  that.  However,  as  an  inves- 
tigator and  as  a  close  worker  with  the 
late  Senator  McCarran  and  with  the 
other  members  of  that  subcommittee.  I 
came  to  have  a  rather  definite  imder- 
standing  of  the  Communist  menace  and 
the  necessity  for  such  investigations.  I 
participated  in  most  of  those  investiga- 
tions. As  I  remember  the  activities  of 
that  subcommittee,  every  vote  token  by 
it  was  unanimous;  our  reports  were 
always  adopted  as  unanimous  reports. 
So  I  think  I  came  to  imderstand  the 
Communist  >  menace.  We  held  many 
hearings.  I  was  called  to  preside  over 
many  of  them  because  at  that  time  I  was 
not  of  the  majority  party,  and  thus  I  did 
not  have  so  many  legislative  chores,  as 
I  have  had  since  the  Republicans  took 
over  in  1953.  So  at  that  time  I  had  more 
time  to  devote  to  that  work.  As  a  result, 
I  went  Into  that  matter;  and  having  be- 
come acquainted  with  it,  I  knew  the 
problems  with  which  Senator  McCarthy 
and  his  committee  were  faced,  and  I 
knew  the  difBculties  they  were  having. 
Consequently,  when  at  various  times 
some  persons  would  make  attacks  upon 
the  activities  of  Senate  committees,  par- 
ticularly his  committee.  I  felt  it  was 
proper  to  explain  how  they  were  working 
and  why  they  were  justified  in  doing 
what  they  were  doing — although  I  did 
not  always  agree  with  the  way  it  was 
done.  In  fact,  the  Internal  Security  Sub- 
committee proceeded  quite  differently  in 
many  respects. 

A  year  ago  I  was  in  Europe,  where  I 
spent  approximately  3  months.  During 
that  time  I  had  opportunity  to  meet 
many  of  the  ofiBcials  of  16  countries.  In- 
variably, one  of  the  first  questions  asked 

was,  "What  about  the  work  of  Senator 
McCarthy?"  Immediately  I  could  see 
they  were  very  hostile.  That  was  true 
not  only  of  leading  foreign  ofiBcials  I 
met,  but  also  of  officials  of  our  diplo- 
matic corps  and  of  our  service  groups 
and  others.  Again  I  attempted  to  ex- 
plain how  our  committees  operate  and 
Senator  McCarthy's  role  in  that  work; 
and  I  said  I  thought  his  objectives  were 
good.  In  fact,  if  other  Senators  were 
to  talk  to  the  persons  to  whom  I  talked. 
I  think  they  would  find  that  those  per- 
sons would  say  I  was  definitely  pro-Mc- 
6arthy,  I  had  had  the  experience  of 
working  wiUi  the  Internal  Security  Sub- 
committee, and  I  knew  at  first  hand  the 
problem  facing  that  committee  and  other 
committees  engaged  in  similar  work. 
After  all,  for  a  long,  long  time  I  had  par- 


ticipated In  the  Investigations  made  by 
the  Internal  Security  Subcommittee. 

Let  me  now  refer  to  a  speech  Senator 
McCarthy  made  when  the  American 
forces  were  at  the  Yalu  and  being  driven 
back.  As  I  remember,  in  the  speech  he 
attacked  the  Pentagon  for  leaking  a 
very  confidential  dispatch  from  General 
MacArthur  to  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff. 
I  had  forgotten  about  that  incic|ent  until 
after  I  became  a  member  of  the  select 
committee.  I  thought  Senator  McCar- 
thy showed  a  great  deal  of  courage  in  do- 
ing that.  In  a  speech  I  made  on  the 
same  subject,  I  praised  him  publicly.  I 
mention  this  to  show  the  Senate  that  as 
we  go  along  in  the  work  of  the  S3nate, 
when  our  colleagues  are  conceined.  on 
various  occasions  we  can  speak  one  way 
or  another  in  commenting  on  the  various 
events  as'  they  are  happening.  What  I 
have  stated  is  what  occurred. 

Furthermore,  when  inquiries  had  been 
made  of  me,  I  had  written  letters  to 
various  personal  friends,  explaioing  that 
I  felt  Senator  McCarthys  objectives 
were  good,  although  in  many  instances  I 
could  not  agree  with  the  methods  used 
by  him.  That  did  not  necessarily  mean 
any  hostility  to  him,  but  I  did  not  agree 
with  the  way  things  were  being  done  by 
him.  That  often  happens;  for  Instance. 
some  persons  like  the  way  certain  law- 
yers proceed  in  a  court  case,  and  other 
persons  do  not  like  the  way  those  law- 
yers proceed.  A  similar  situation  arises 
in  many  other  fields.  But  there  was  no 
reason  for  me  to  be  hostile  to  Senator 
McCarthy.  I  had  been  working  in  the 
same  field,  and  I  was  familiar  with  it. 

So.  Mr.  President,  the  charge  that  I 
was  biased  against  Senator  McCarthy  is 
absolutely  false.  Yet  that  charge  was 
made  again.  So  we  see  the  pattern.  The 
minute  the  select  committee  alerted  its 
work.  Senator  McC/rthy  charged  that 
Senator  Jchxson  of  Colorado  was  biased. 
Senator  McCarthy  could  not  question 
Senator  Johnson  of  Colorado  on  that 
basis  here  in  the  Senate;  but  he  appar- 
ently wished  to  fill  the  select  committee's 
record  with  questions  of  that  sort. 
Judging  from  the  way  Senator  McCar- 
thy operates,  I  am  as  certain  as  I  am 
that  I  am  now  standing  in  the  Senate 
Chamber  that  Senator  McCartsy  would 

have  kept  on  with  such  charges  and 
questions  in  the  select  committee — as  he 
did — as  long  as  he  could,  until  he  had 
absolutely  stalled  the  entire  investiga- 
tion.   After  all,  it  was  in  that  way  that 

he  stalled  the  Hermings  subcommittee 
Investigation,  and  now  he  says  we  can- 
not go  into  the  matter  that  subcommit- 
tee was  investigating  because  it  occurred 
in  a  former  Congress. 

Under  date  of  November  4,  the  follow- 
ing dispatch  from  Washington  appeared 
in  the  New  York  Times: 

Senator  Joseph  R.  McCarthy  calltd  on  the 
Senate  special  censure  committee  today  to 
explain  what  he  called  an  ImbeclUc  ruling 
before  the  Senate  begins  Its  "lynch  bee 
next  Monday." 

So  now  our  proceeding  in  this  Cham- 
ber is  referred  to  as  a  "lynch  bee  next 
Monday." 

Mr.  President,  who  Is  conducting  the 
lynch  bee?  Apparently,  as  I  now  look 
at  my  colleagues  in  this  Chamber,  I  am 
looking  at  a  groyp  of  mobocrats  here  in 


the  Senate.  The  phrase  "lynch  bee"  has 
a  meaning  in  the  United  SCates.  What 
is  that  meaning?  The  members  of  the 
select  committee  have  not  as  yet  en- 
tered thi^  Chamber  and  say  to  the  other 
Members  that  it  was  an  imult.  But  if 
ever  an  insult  was  hurled  at  the  United 
States  Senate,  it  happened  when  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  made  that 
statement.  That  statement  was  pub- 
lished some  time  ago.  He  has  not  denied 
it;  he  has  net  denied  that  he  referred  to 
this  ses.-^ion  of  the  Senate  as  a  lynch 
bee.  with  all  the  implications  of  that 
phrase. 

What  docs  that  do  to  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  before  the  people  of 
the  world?  The  Communists  telk  about 
lynching  in  the  United  States.  It  is  one 
of  their  pet  subjects.  A  man  who  is 
fighting  the  Commies  now  adds  the 
United  States  Senate  to  those  about 
whom  the  Commies  have  been  talking, 
who  are  allegedly  supposed  to  perform 
lynchinps  —  lawbreakers  Anithout  rule. 
without  process.  Such  talk  concerns  a 
lynching  bee,  with  all  that  implies. 

Again,  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
he  did  not  come  into  the  Senate  to  do 
that.  Of  course,  he  is  not  a  coward. 
Let  Sen?. tors  say  what  he  is. 

I  come  now  to  another  matter.  I  am 
advi.ied  that  on  Tue.sday.  November  9. 
there  was  relea<rcd  to  the  press  a  copy 
of  a  speech  which  Senator  McCarthy 
intended  to  deliver  in  the  Senate  on 
Wednesday,  and  which  he  announced 
would  be  deli'-ered  in  the  Senate  on 
Wednesday.  It  was  not  delifvered  in  the 
Senate  on  Wednesday.  Senators  will  re- 
member that  the  debate  began  with  the 
introductory  statement  which  I  made. 
The  morning  hours  were  consumed  with 
that  statement  and  the  questioning  by 
Senator  McC.'.rthy.  There  was  a  short- 
3  78  of  speakers.  At  one  stage  it  seemed 
that  we  were  about  ready  for  a  vote  on 
the  first  amendment,  because  there  were 
no  speakers;  yet  here  was  a  man  who  told 

the  press  he  was  going  to  make  a  speech. 
He  pave  the  text  of  the  propo.sed  speech 
to  the  press,  and  it  was  printed. 

What  happened?  Only  a  few  minutes 
before  it  was  time  to  adjourn  or  recess 
that  night,  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin asked  unanimous  consent  to  have 
that  speech  printed  in  the  Record.  Ha 
could  not  be  questioned  about  it.  There 
was  no  opportunity.  I.  for  one.  did  not 
know  what  was  in  it.  I  hftd  not  read 
the  release  the  night  before.  Otheru-ise 
I  never  would  have  consented  to  print- 
ing that  speech  in  the  Recobd  by  unani- 
mous consent. 

What  did  he  do  In  that  speech?  Sen- 
ators have  heard  about  it.  I  cannot  say 
that  he  was  afraid  to  face  us;  but  the 
facts  are  there,  and  we  can  take  notice 
of  them.  These  things  were  done  in  the 
presence  of  the  United  States  Senate,  sit- 
ting as  a  court,  considering  the  conduct 
of  one  Joseph  R.  McCarthy,  a  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

I  wish  to  give  two  quotations  from  that 
speech.  The  first  one  is  very  interesting, 
as  it  shows  the  cavalier  way  In  which  he 
tosses  off  the  question  of  denouncing  the 
committee.    This  is  what  he  »aid: 

Denouncing  s  Senate  committee  and  its 
members'  Why.  Senators  haTe  done  this 
with  varying  degrees  of  gusto  from  time  Im- 
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memorial — sometimes  (m  I  bellev*  to  be  the 
case  with  the  OUlette  committee)  with  J\uti- 
ficatlon,  sometimes  without  It — but  always 
with  impunity,  inasmuch  as  this  ts  a  land  c€ 
free  speech. 

I  ask  any  Senator — ^I  ask  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin — ^to  name  a  sim- 
ilar cinnimstance  in  which  any  Senator 
denounced  a  committee  which  had  been 
directed  by  a  resolution  to  investigate 
him  with  the  end  in  view  of  expelling 
him.  In  the  history  of  the  Senate  I  have 
looked  for  precedents.  We  have  had  the 
steff  look  for  them,  and  we  never  found 
one  quite  like  that.  At  various  times 
individual  Senators  have  denounced 
committees  sind  their  actions.  But  did 
Senators  ever  hear  of  one  calling  an  en- 
tire committee  dishonest  and  keeping  It 
up  from  the  safe  distance  of  an  office, 
doing  it  by  letter  rather  than  appearing 
in  person  to  meet  the  committee  face  to 
face  with  the  charges?  Even  after  the 
Senate  said  the  committee  was  honest, 
he  did  not  appear  before  it,  but  con- 
tinued a  running  attack  on  the  com- 
mittee. 

I  should  be  very  much  interested  to 
have  some  of  Senator  McCarthy's 
friends  cite  to  us  a  case  in  point,  in  which 
a  Senator  who  was  imder  charges  before 
a  committee  carried  on  as  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy did.  I  have  never  heard  of  such 
a  case.  It  would  be  interesting  to  find 
such  a  precedent  if  it  exists.  I  do  not 
beUeve  it  does. 

Another  part  of  that  famous  speech, 
which  some  people  have  called  a  hit- 
and-run  speech,  is  also  very  interesting. 
He  placed  the  speech  in  the  Record  and 
then  dashed  off  to  Wisconsin  to  make 
another  speech  attacking  me,  or  at  least 
to  give  out  an  Interview  attacking  me. 
This  particular  quotetion  has  been  dis- 
cussed previously,  but  I  wish  to  bring  It 
to  the  attention  of  Senators  again: 

I  would  have  the  American  people  recog- 
nize, and  contemplate  In  dread,  tbe  fact  ttxat 
the    Communist    Party — a    relatively    smaU 

group  of  deadly  coasplrstors — ^has  now — 

Done  what?  That  calls  for  affirma- 
tive action — 

has  now  extended  its  tentacles  to  that  most 
respected  of  American  bodies,  the  United 
Sutes  Senate— 

That  required  affirmative  action  from 
the  outside.  The  Communist  conspiracy 
outside  extended  its  tentecles  into  the 
Senate — 

that  it  has  made  a  committee  of  the  Senate 
its  unwitting  handmaiden. 

I  cannot  give  a  better  description  of 
that  stetement  than  was  given  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
ErvinI  yesterday  and  by  others  who  have 
described  it.  We  are  either  traitors  or 
we  are  fools.  Calling  me  a  coward  is  a 
small  matter  compared  with  that.  Call- 
ing me  stupid  is  only  one  part  of  this 
charge. 

As  I  told  the  Senate  a  little  while  ago. 
I  have  had  some  experience  in  working 
with  Communists,  and  I  think  Senator 
McCarthy  knows  about  that,  because^  the 
two  committees  have  cooperated  to  a 
certain  extent,  and  they  know  of  each 
other's  activities.  I  do  not  need  to  make 
this  statement  for  the  sake  of  Senators, 
I  do  not  need  to  present  this  point  for 


their  benefit;  but  I  am  convinced,  by 
the  tactics  used  by  the  junior  Senatm: 
f  nm  Wiaoonsin.  that  he  cares  very  little 
about  the  Senate.  He  is  making  his  plea 
to  the  American  people.  As  I  remember, 
after  the  committee  report  was  made, 
he  was  quoted  as  saying  that  that  was 
what  he  Intended  to  do.  He  was  sure 
we  were  going  to  censure  him.  In  other 
words,  there  was  to  be  a  "lynching  bee." 
He  has  been  making  his  appeal  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States. 

It  so  happens  that  a  man  with  whom 
I  worked,  and  for  whom  I  have  great 
respect,  although  we  frequently  differed 
on  some  matters,  wrote  me  a  letter  in 
this  connection.  We  did  not  differ  on 
the  matter  of  hunting  Communists.  He 
wrote  me  a  letter  during  liis  lifetime. 
I  refer  to  a  man  whose  sincerity  in  the 
fight  against  communism  cannot  be 
doubted  for  a  single  solitery  moment.  I 
refer  to  the  late  lamented  Hon.  Pat 
McCarran.  of  the  neighboring  State  of 
Nevada.  Ordinarily  I  would  not  read 
this  communication,  but  for  the  infor- 
mation of  Senators  and  others,  it  ought 
to  be  read.  The  letter  is  as  follows: 
UwrrcD  States  Sknati. 
CoMicrrrxz  ow  the  Jxtdiciaet, 

June  23.  1952. 
Hon.  Aethttx  V.  Watkins, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Mr  Dear  Sewatoi  :  Your  willingness  to  up- 
set your  own  schedule,  on  a  Sunday,  and  to 
disregard  your  own  personal  convenience,  in 
order  to  make  a  hasty  flight  to  New  York  to 
facilitate  the  business  of  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Subcommittee  seems  to  me  worthy  of 
special  commendation,  and  I  want  to  thank 
you  on  behalf  of  the  subcommittee.  Tou 
have  been  most  assiduous  throughout  the 
session  in  aiding  the  work  of  the  Internal 
Security  Butx^oInmlttee,  so  that  your  action 
in  accepting  a  special  and  unusual  burden 
on  Sunday  was  completely  in  character;  yet 
I  think  It  does  deserve  special  mention. 

Without  such  assistance  as  you  have  given, 
from  yourself  and  from  other  members  of  the 
subcommittee.  It  would  have  been  Impossible 
to  have  carried  on  the  work  as  It  has  been 
carried  on. 

I  have  been  informed  that  after  you  had 
apreed  to  go  to  New  York  on  Sunday  on  the 
subcommittee's  business  you  became  indis- 
posed; notwithstanding  which,  you  sought 
no  change  in  the  schedule  and  made  no  ef- 
fort to  get  out  from  under  the  responsibility 
you  had  accepted.  This  also  was  in  keeping 
with  your  character  as  I  have  come  to  know 
It. 

Thanks,  again,  both  for  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Subcommittee  and  for  myself  as  chair- 
man; and  kindest  personal  regards. 
Sincerely, 

Fat  McCAKKAir. 

CKairman. 

It  so  happens  that  the  special  mission 
on  which  I  went  to  New  York  City  in- 
volved a  very  delicate  matter  which  was 
being  investigated  by  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Bubconunittee.  A  witness  was  to 
arrive  at  the  International  Airport  In 
New  York  City.  I  will  not  say  from  what 
part  of  the  earth  he  was  coming.  He 
was  wanted  as  a  witness  before  the  sub- 
committee, and  I  was  delegated  to  hold 
a  special  session  of  tbe  subcommittee  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  that  man's  testi- 
mony. He  was  to  appear  before  the  sub- 
committee the  minute  he  stepped  off  the 
plane  at  the  Inteinational  Airport.  That 
was  done,  and  that  testimony  has  been 
preserved.    It  waf  hichlv  confidential 


and  highly  classified  in  nattuw.  It  was 
very  important  testimony  that  the  com- 
mittee wanted  me.  to  get. 

I  come  now  to  a  part  of  the  discussion 
which  I  would  rather  avoid.  However,  I 
see  no  way  to  avoid  it.  As  we  have  fol- 
lowed the  course  of  this  entire  matter, 
it  has  been  possible  for  me  to  touch  on 
only  the  high  spote.  However,  there  are 
a  great  many  other  actions  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  taken  in  his 
attempt  to  keep  the  committee  under 
constant  attack.  We  were  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  debate  the  issues,  because  we  had 
not  yet  filed  our  report  with  the  Senate. 
We  had  prepared  it  and  we  were  ready  to 
file  it.  Continuous  guerrilla  warfare  was 
waged  against  us  by  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  and  his  Journalistic 
friends  and  radio  conunentetors  and 
satellites  throughout  the  United  States 
in  an  effort  to  put  us  in  bad  with  the 
people  of  the  country. 

It°was  abuse  heaped  upon  abuse. 

Lastly,  in  our  own  presence,  here  in 
the  Senate,  we  have  seen  another  ex- 
ample of  the  Senator's  hit-and-run  at- 
tack. Senators  have  seen  what  I  have 
called  to  their  attention,  an  attack  on 
their  representative,  their  agent.  They 
have  seen  an  atteck  made  on  that  agent's 
courage  and  intelligence.  They  have 
heard  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
say  that  I  am  both  stupid  and  a  coward. 

I  am  asking  all  my  colleagues  in  the 
Senate — and  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  members  of  the  select  conamittee 
were  practically  drafted  for  the  job,  and, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  it  was  the  most 
unpleasant  task  I  have  ever  bad  to  per- 
form in  all  my  public  life — I  am  asking 
all  my  colleagues:  What  are  you  going 
to  do  about  it? 

Some  people  are  inclined  to  say  that 
what  Senator  McCarthy  did  with  respect 
to  the  Gillette-Hennings  subcommittee 
took  place  in  another  session  of  Congress 
and  that  aU  of  that  Ls  outlawed,  and 
theref  0/e  nothing  can  be  done  about  it  by 
the  Senate. 

I  ask  my  colleagues:  What  about  the 
attack  here,  in  their  presence?  What  is 
their  attitude  about  that?  That  is  what 
I  want  to  know,  and  what  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  select  committee  want  to 
know  from  all  the  Senators.  It  was  the 
Senate  that  called  us  to  perform  this 
duty.  Therefore.  I  ask  what  Is  going  to 
be  done  about  it.  Not  only  do  we  on  tbe 
committee  ask  that  question,  but  that 

question  is  asked  by  sdl  Senators  who 
may  some  day  have  to  perform  a  duty 
under  similar  circumstances.  They 
would  like  to  know  what  will  be  done 
about  it. 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  (Mr. 
Ervin]   asked  the  question: 

Do  we  have  the  manhood  in  tbe  Senate 
to  stand  up  to  a  challenge  of  that  kmd? 

I  think  we  do.  I  may  be  a  coward,  but 
I  will  not  compromise  with  that  khid 
of  attack,  with  the  indecencies  involved 
in  it.  I  wish  to  make  that  point  per- 
fectly plain.  There  are,  it  seems.  Sen- 
ators who  wish  to  arrive  at  a  compromiae. 
I  say  we  should  do  what  Is  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  Nation  and  of  the  Sen- 
ate. I  wUl  not  compromise  on  matters 
of  principle.    How  can  the  Senate  hold 
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up  its  be«d  »nM>ng  tbe  ottier  free  de- 
2Uwrsti¥e  bodies  of  the  world  unless  it 

does  scHnething  about  this  matter? 

Some  Senators  say  we  must  ix»t  set  a 
precedent.  I  say  if  we  do  not  dispose  of 
tbis  matter  we  will  be  settins  a  precedent 
Which  wiU  approve  conduct  by  any  Sen- 
ator Similar  to  that  cbai^ed  in  the  pres- 
ent case.  We  have  been  asked  the  ques- 
tioo  whether  we  give  up  any  of  our  rights 
to  free  speech  when  we  coxne  to  tbe  Sen- 
ate.   Any  of  our  rights?    I  say  that  when 

we  come  to  ttie  United  States  Senate  we 
come  here  as  the  representatives  of  our 
States,  and  we  have  a  right  to  speak,  de- 
cently and  in  good  taste,  but  we  have 
no  right  unjustly  to  criticize,  and  we 
have  no  right  to  impugn  tbe  motives  of 
our  colleagues  who  are  performing  an 
<^Bcial  duty. 

liCt  us  consider  what  that  charge 
means  to  the  people  of  Utah.  South  Da- 
kota. Mississippi.  North  Carolina,  and 
Colorado.  It  is  an  Insult  to  them,  as  well. 

We  are  sent  here  as  the  representatives 
of  the  people  of  our  States  to  do  our 
duty  In  Congress.  Many  people  thought 
the  six  Senators  were  unwise  and  very 
foolish  to  accept  assignment  to  the  select 
committee.  What  will  they  think  when 
their  representatives  are  insulted  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate?  Except  for  the  ma- 
jority leader  and  the  minority  leader  and 
1  or  2  other  Senators  who  spoke  up.  I 
have  not  heard  one  word  of  protest  made 
publicly  against  that  charge.  I  know 
there  are  many  Senators  who  are  waiting 
for  an  opportunity  to  speak.  I  know 
they  want  to  make  their  statements. 
However,  except  for  the  speeches  which 
have  been  made  in  behalf  of  Senator 
McCAiTHT-^-and.  of  course,  anjrone  has  a 
light  to  make  such  speeches — ^the^  was 
not  one  word  of  consideration  expressed 
for  the  six  Senators  who  had  to  endure 
that  insult.  Was  there  one  word  of  pro- 
test heard  from  the  Senate  itself,  except 
as  I  have  already  indicated?  I  shall  give 
Senators  an  opportunity — and.  so  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  I  hope  su(^  an  amend- 
ment will  be  offered — ^to  propose  an 
amendment  to  the  censure  resolution  by 
adding  another  section  calling  attention 
to  the  contempt  which  was  eommitteed 
in  the  presence  of  all  Senators  and  pro- 
viding for  censure. 

We  are  a  court  here.  There  Is  another 
Court  across  the  street,  housed  in  a  great 
marble  palace.  It  is  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  united  States.  Could  any  officer 
of  that  Court — and  attorneys  are  officers 
Of  the  Court,  although  not  officers  quite 
in  the  same  sense  as  we  are  in  the  Sen- 
ate—could any  ofOcer  of  the  Sumvme 
Court  make  a  similar  charge  against  one 
Of  the  Judges  of  that  Court  and  not  be 
immediately  haled  before  it  for  con- 
tempt, whether  the  statement  was  made 
in  tbe  presence  of  the  Court  or  outside? 
Would  any  other  coiurt  in  the  land  stand 
for  it? 

If  we  have  any  Judicial  fimction  and  if 
we  have  any  Judicial  office,  I  do  not  know 
how  we  can  escape  our.  duty.  It  may  be 
an  ui^deasant  duty,  but  no  more  ua- 
Pleasanft  than  the  one  the  Senate  gave 
tbe  select  ooaMnlttee  to  perform.  I  hope 
Senators  wlM  have  to  vote  on  that  ques- 
tion. 

If  no  one  moves  soeh  an  amendment — 
and  I  shall  give  Senators  plenty  of  op- 


portunity to  do  so — ^the  maxi  from  Utah 
who  has  been. called  a  coward  will  do  it. 

Now  I  Should  like  to  call  attention  to 
some  other  portions  of  the  report  made 
by  the  Oillette-Hennings  subcommittee. 
The  subcommittee  made  som*  state- 
ments which  I  believe  are  entitled  to 

careful  consideration.   The  subcommit- 
tee states: 

In  Senate  Resolution  187.  this  subcom- 
mittee bad  before  It,  at  the  outset,  merely 
the  issue  of  determining  the  merit*  of  Sen- 
ator Benton 'B  charges  relating  to  Senator 
McCastht's  fitness  to  sit  in  tbe  Senate.  As 
indicated.  Senator  McCarthy  was  Uivlted  to 
attend  subcommittee  hearings  on  six  occa- 
sions to  present  his  explanations  of  the  Issues 
raised  in  Senate  Resolution  187  anil  the  In- 
veetigatlon  made  pursuant  thereto.  Three 
of  the  Invitations  were  extended  prior  to 
the  Senate  vote  on  April  10.  1952.  and  three 
invltatlona  were  extended  subsequently. 
Senator  McCaktht  should  have  known  that 
the  most  expeditious  way  to  rejolve  the 
issues  would  have  been  to  appear  before  the 
Bubcommitee  to  make  such  statemients  and 
refutations  of  the  charges  as  he  saw  fit. 
For  reasons  known  only  to  Senator  Mc- 
CAX.THY,  he  chose  not  to  accept  this  course, 
but  to  charge  that  the  allegations  were  a 
smear  and  that  tbe  subcommittee  was  dis- 
honest and  doing  the  work  of  Coitfmunlsts. 
Between  October  1951  and  April  1952  he 
refused  to  honor  the  invitations  of  the  Sub- 
commUtee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  on 
the  grounds  that  it  lacked  Jurisdiction  and 
that  the  members  of  said  subcommtttee  were 
dishonest  in  their  motives  for  Indstlng  on 
any  investigation,  which,  he  conteaded.  was 
solely  because  of  his  exposure  of  Commu- 
nists in  Government.  Subsequent  to  April 
10,  1952.  and  In  the  face  of  the  Senate's 
aO-0  vote  confirming  the  Integrity  of  the 
xaembers  of  the  subcommittee  and  its  Juris- 
diction to  investigate  the  matters  Involved, 
Senator  HcCahtht  continued  to  reject  the 
Invitations  of  the  subcommittee  to  appear 
before  It  for  the  purpose  of  presenting  testi- 
mony in  explanation  of  the  issues  raised 
by  the  investigation,  and  continued  his  at- 
tack upon  the  members  of  the  subcommittee. 

Such  action  on  the  part  of  Senator  Mc- 
Caktht  might  appear  to  reflect  a  dUdaln  and 
contempt  for  the  rules  and  wlshts  of  the 
entire  Senate  body,  as  well  as  the  member- 
ship of  the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Bections. 

"Reflect  a  disdain  and  contempt  for 
the  rules  and  wishes  of  the  entire  Sen- 
ate body" — that  is  one  of  the  mildest 
understatements  I  have  read  in  a  long 
time.  j 

Por  much  the  same  reason,  the  subcom- 
mittee did  not  subpena  members  of  Sen- 
ator McCaktht's  office  staff  and  family,  or  his 
close  associates.  Until  very  recently,  there 
was  a  chance  that  Senator  McCaktbt  would 
himself  come  In  to  give  explanations  with 
respect  to  the  many  transactions  under  ques- 
tion which  he  has  had  with  such  persons. 
and  which  wUl  be  mentioned  later  in  this 
report.  Senator  McCaktht,  by  his  failure  to 
cooperate,  placed  those  people  In  tha  position 
where,  if  they  had  been  subpenaed,  they 
would  have  had  to  give  testimony  and  ex- 
planations which  Senator  McCArrHT  had  re- 
fused to  give  or  else  be  in  contempt  of  the 
Senate.  It  would  have  been  an  unfair  posi- 
tion to  place  them  In. 

Then,  Mr.  President,  there  is  a  state- 
ment from  the  same  subcommittee  on 
page-11  of  the  report.  I  am  going  to  read 
only  a  portion  of  it.  and  then  I  shall  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  entire  state- 
ment be  placed  in  Uie  Rxcoao. 

The  record  of  what  took  place  tlereafter 
leaves  the  Inescapatde  conclusion  tliat  Sen- 


ator MoCastht  deliberately  set  qut  to  thwart 
any  investigation  of  him   by  ot>acurln«  tha 

real  issue  and  the  responslbliltj  of  tbe  sub- 
committee by  charges  of  lack  of  jurlMllctlon, 
smear,  and  ConMnun  1st- Inspired  persecution. 
Senator  McCarthy's  methods,  Ikls  contempt 
for  tbe  subcoiiunltte«'s  efforts,  even  after  tbe 
unanimous   vote  of  the  entire   Senate,  and 

his  refusal  to  cooperate  in  any  way,  vere 
very  etfective  up  to  a  point,  but  did  not  re- 
solve the  Issue.  The  subcommittee  was  con- 
tinually faced  with  the  alternative  of  hav- 
ing to  throw  up  Its  bands  and  admit  that 
the  task  of  Investigating  Senator  McCaktrt 

was  too  diiScult  and  unpleasant,  or  to  keep 
proceeding  with  the  Inquiry,  Which  raised 
additional  questions  with  respect  to  his  ac- 
tivities as  a  Senator. 

By  his  attacks  up>on  the  rubcommlttee, 
which  hampered  Its  progress.  Senator  Mc- 
Cartht  nevertheless  kept  the  Inquiry  open. 
His  charges,  as  set  forth  In  his  letter  of  De-  ' 
cember  6.  I9S1  (exhibit  6),  that  the  subcom- 
mittee was  8p>endlng  tens  of  tbousands  of 
dollars  and  had  a  horde  of  Investigators  go- 
ing Into  his  life  back  to  a  time  tefore  he  wa« 
old  enough  to  sit  in  the  Senate,  Sre,  of  course, 
without  foundation.  The  recortd  will  reflect 
that  the  great  percentage  of  the  Investigation 
of  Senator  McCaktht  ha«  been  Conducted  by 
one  staff  member.  This  was  particularly  true 
until  the  subcommittee  staff  was  recon- 
stituted in  September  and  October  of  this 
year. 

That  is  what  the  Gillette  subcommittee 
found.  The  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin never  offered  anything  but  his 
own  opinion  and  conclusion,  even  before 
our  committee. 

Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  read 
one  further  statement  which  appears  on 
page  14  of  the  report,  and  I  hope  all 
Senators  will  look  at  it  and  at  the  ex- 
hibits. It  Will  be  an  eye  opener,  and  to 
read  them  in  full  would  be  very  help- 
ful: 

This  subcommittee  is  reluctant  to  become 
Involved  In  matters  concerning  speeches  and 
statements.  It  has  already  made  a  report 
on  lu  Investigation  into  the  1050  Maryland 
senatorial  campaign.  Including  Senator  Mc- 
Cahtht's  participation  therein,  and  feels 
this  report  speaks  for  Itself.  It  should  not 
be  necessary  to  state  that  the  afubcommlttee 
In  Its  effort  to  In  no  way  give  aid  to  com- 
munism or  detract  from  anything  which  has 
been  done  to  prevent  Communist  infUtratlon 
In  Government  or  elsewhere,  ha«  scrupulous- 
ly attempted  to  avoid  any  issues  wherein 
Its  position  might  be  misinterpreted.  It  does 
not  Intend  to  go  Into  matters  relating  to 
Senator  McCaktht's  activities  prior  to  the 
time  he  was  a  candidate  for  the  United 
States  Senate,  except  insofar  as  such  infor- 
mation may  be  necessary  to  a  better  tuxder- 
Btandlng  of  later  financial  matters  treated 
with. 

The  PRESIDING  OFPICEK.  Has  the 
Senator  requested  luianimous  consent 
that  the  remainder  of  the  statement  be 
incorporated  in  the  Record? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  make  that  request. 
Mr.  President. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  remain- 
der of  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the/REcoRD.  as  follows: 
Why  thi  SirBCOMMrrm  Dm  Hot  Subpkna 

SSNATOB   McCAXTHT 

There  would  appear  to  be  no  Meason,  under 
the  law.  why  Senator  McCAaxHY  would  not 
be  subject  to  a  subpena  iasued  by  this  sub- 
committee svunmonlng  him  to  appear  be- 
fore it  for  questioning.  Altlx>ugh  recog- 
nizing Its  authority,  the  subcommittee  did 
not  choose  to  do  so.  Senator  McCabtbt  is  a 
Member  of  the  same  Senate  front  which  such 
authority  to  subpena  stems  and,  until  thla 
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year,  ir*a  a  feUow  member  of  tike  Senate 
Committee    on    Rules    aiul    AdmlnUtratlon. 

the  parent  of  this  subcommittee.  He  is  quite 
familiar  with  the  rules  governing  the  oper- 
ation of  the  Senate  and  the  responsibility 
placed  upon  the  individual  Members  by 
committee  aaalgnments.  Tbe  Issues  of  ttils 
case    Involve    an    internal    procedure   of    the 

Senate  Itself,  stemming  from  the  Constitu- 
tion, whereby  thitt  body  has  the  authority 
and  responsibility  for  keeping  its  own  house 
In  order. 

In  Senate  Resolution  187,  this  subcocnmtt- 
tee  had  before  It,  at  tbe  outset,  merely  the 

Issue  of  determining  the  merits  of  Senator 
Benton's  charges  relating  to  Senator  McCab- 
THT's  fitness  to  sit  in  the  Senate.  As  Indi- 
cated, Senator  McCaktht  was  invited  to  at- 
tend subcommittee  hearings  on  six  occasions 
to  present  his  eiplanatlons  of  the  issues 
raised  In  Senate  Beeolutlon  187  and  the  in- 
vestigation made  pursuant  thereto.  Three 
of  tbe  Invitations  were  extended  prior  to  the 
Senate  vote  on  April  10.  19S3,  and  three  in- 
vitations were  extended  subsequently.  Sen- 
ator McCaktht  should  have  known  that  the 
most  eipedltloiu  way  to  resolve  the  Issues 
would  have  been  to  appear  t>efore  the  sub- 
committee to  ma£e  such  statements  and 
refutations  of  tbe  charges  as  he  saw  fit.  Por 
reasons  known  only  to  Senator  McCastbt. 
he  choae  not  to  asoept  this  course,  but  to 
charge  that  the  allegations  were  a  smear  and 
that  the  subconmtlttee  was  dishonest  and 
doing  the  work  of  Communists.  Between 
October  1051  and  April  1953  he  refused  to 
honor  the  Invltatiirms  of  the  Subcommittee 
on  Privileges  and  BlecUons  on  the  grounds 
that  It  lacked  Jurisdiction  and  that  the  mem- 
bers of  said  subcommittee  were  dishonest  in 
their  motives  for  Insisting  on  any  investiga- 
tion, which,  he  contended,  was  solely  because 
of  his  exposure  of  Communists  In  Govern- 
ment. Subsequent  to  April  10,  1052,  and  In 
the  face  of  the  Senate's  flO-0  vote  confirming 
the  Integrity  of  the  members  of  the  subcom- 
mittee and  Its  Jurifdlctlon  to  investigate  the 
matters  Involved,  Senator  McCastht  con- 
tinued to  reject  the  invitations  of  the  sub- 
committee to  appear  before  It  for  the  pur- 
pose of  presenting  testimony  in  explanation 
of  the  issues  raisod  by  the  invesUgaticm, 
and  continued  his  attack  upon  the  members 
of  the  subcomKnltt<?«. 

Such  action  on  the  part  ot  Senator  Mc- 
Caxtht  might  ap|>ear  to  reflect  a  disdain 
and  contempt  for  tlie  niles  and  wishes  of  the 
entire  Senate  body,  as  weU  as  the  member- 
ship of  the  Subcommittee  on  PrivUegcs  and 
Elections. 

For  much  the  same  reason,  the  subcom- 
mittee did  not  rubjjena  members  of  Senator 
McCaktht's  office  staff  and  family,  or  his 
close  associates.  UntU  very  recently,  there 
was  a  chance  that  Senator  MoCastht  would 
himself  eome  In  to  give  explanations  with 
respect  to  the  msny  transactions  under  ques- 
tion which  he  has  had  with  such  persons, 
and  which  wlU  be  mentioned  later  in  this 
report.  Senator  McCabtht,  by  his  failure  to 
cooperate,  placed  th<3ee  people  in  the  position 
where,  if  they  bad  been  subpenaed.  they 
would  have  had  to  give  testimony  and  ex- 
planations which  Senator  McCabtbt  had  re- 
fused to  give  or  else  bs  in  contempt  of  the 
Senate.  It  would  havs  been  an  tinf^r  posi- 
tion to  place  them  in. 


THX  XXASON  rOB  THT  LONO  BBLAT  IM  THE  OT- 
TBBTICATK>W   Ain>   aZPOKT 

The  subcommittee  desires  to  be  the  first 
to  admit  and,  further,  resent  that  Senate 
Resolution  187  pertaining  to  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtbt has  taken  up  an  excessive  amount 
of  Its  time  and  hat;  deprived  the  members 
thereof  of  ttnoe  and  effort  which  they  could 
have  spent  on  other  pressing  matters  for 
which,  as  Senators,  they  were  responsible. 
The  magnitude  of  the  unpleasantness  con- 
nected with  the  assigned  responsibility  oi 
the  present  inquiry  can  only  be  demonstrated 
by  setting  forth,  as  above,  the  record  of  what 


transpired.  It  la  quite  apparent  tbat  too 
much  of  tne  time  from  September  1061 
through  June  1953.  and  again  between 
November  7  and  December  12  of  this  year, 
was  spent  in  carrjrlng  on  correspondence  with 

Senator  McCastht  and  smarting  from  his 
diverse  attacks  upon  the  membership  of 
the  subcomnUttee.  The  subcommittee  mem- 
bers did  not  ask  for  tbe  assignment  to  In- 
vestigate Senator  McCabtbt  s  activities.  It 
was  willing,  as  early  as  September  28.  1051, 
to  hear  blm  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
whether  there  was  any  merit  to  Senate  Reso- 
lution 187.     The  record  of  what  took  place 

thereafter  leaves  the  inescapable  conclusion 

that  Senator  McCaktht  deliberately  set  out 
to  thwart  any  Investigation  of  him  by  ob- 
scuring the  real  issue  and  the  responsibility 
of  the  subcommittee  by  charges  of  lack  of 
Jurisdiction,  smear,  and  Communist-Inspired 
persecution.  Senator  McCartht's  methods, 
his  contempt  for  the  subcommittee's  efforts, 
even  after  the  unanimous  vote  of  the  entire 
Senate,  and  his  reftisal  to  cooperate  In  any 
way,  were  very  effective  up  to  a  point,  but 
did  not  resolve  the  issue.  The  subcommittee 
was  continuously  faced  with  the  alternative 
of  having  to  throw  up  its  hands  and  admit 
that  the  task  of  Investigating  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtbt was  too  difficult  and  unpleasant,  or 
to  keep  proceeding  with  the  inquiry,  which 
raised  additional  questions  with  respect  to 
his  activities  as  a  Senator. 

By  his  attacks  upon  the  subcommittee, 
which  hampered  its  progress.  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtbt nevertl^less  kept  the  inquiry  open. 
His  charges,  as  set  forth  in  his  letter  of 
December  6.  1961  (exhibit  6).  that  the  sub- 
oonunittee  was  spending  tens  of  thousands 
of  dollars  and  had  a  horde  of  investigators 
going  into  his  life  back  to  a  time  before  he 
was  old  enough  to  sit  in  the  Senate,  are.  ot 
cotirse,  without  foundstion.  The  record  will 
reflect  that  the  great  percentage  of  the  in- 
vestigation ct  Senator  McCabtbt  has  been 
conducted  by  one  staff  member.  This  was 
particularly  true  until  the  subcommittee 
staff  was  reconstituted  In  September  and 
October  of  this  year. 

In  the  early  fall  of  this  year,  the  subcom- 
mittee was  confronted  with  the  burden  of 
work  which  occurs  incident  to  a  national 
election  (it  also  has  the  responsibility  for 
matters  pertaining  to  Presidential  and  Vice 
Presidential  elections  as  weU  ss  senatorial 
contests,  remedial  legislation,  etc.)  and  had 
reached  a  point  where  Uttle  progress  was 
being  made  in  the  investigation  of  Senator 
MCCabtwt.  because  of  the  Senator's  con- 
tinued attitude,  attendant  charges  and  coun- 
tercharges of  partisanship  on  tbe  subcom- 
mittee staff,  leaks  to  the  press,  etc.  As  a 
solution,  the  subcommittee  employed  a  new 
chief  counsel,  Paul  J.  Cotter,  and  a  staff  ot 
experienced  investigators.  The  only  em- 
ployee of  the  previous  staff  retained  for  work 
on  the  Senator  McCarthy  and  Senator  Ben- 
ton Inquiries  was  the  one  mentioned  above, 
an  accountant. 

At  this  Ute  date  there  wis  litUe  thne  left 
to  resolve  the  Issues  in  view  of  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtbt's  refusal  to  cooperate.  It  la  tnie  that 
much  too  much  time  and  expense  havs  been 
spent  on  tbe  Investigation  of  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtht which,  the  record  will  reflect,  was 
directly  caused  by  the  atttttide  and  methods 
employed  by  said  Senator. 

In  Senator  Benton's  charges  against  Sen- 
ator MOCabtwt  and  also  in  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtht's  chsrges  against  Senator  Benton, 
there  were  contained  matters  ao  ccmtrover- 
slal  in  nature  that  it  would  not  be  feasible 
for  this  subcommittee,  or  perhaps  any  other 
agency,  regardless  of  its  resources,  to  resolve. 

This  subcommittee  is  reluctant  to  become 
Involved  in  matters  concerning  speeches  and 
statements.  It  has  already  mads  a  rsport  on 
Its  tnvesttgatlon  mto  the  1080  Maryland 
senatorial  campaign,  including  Senator  Mo- 
Caxtbt's  participation  therein,  and  feels  this 
report  speaks  for  itself.     It  should  not  be 


aeoessary  to  state  that  tlie  subocnnxalttee  la 
its  effort  to  in  no  wmj  give  aid  to  oommunisBa 
or  detract  from  anything  which  has  been 
done  to  prevent  Communist  infiltration  In 
Oovemment  or  elsewhere,  has  scrupulously 

attempted  to  avoid  any  issues  'Wherein  Its 
position  might  be  misinterpreted.  It  does 
not  mtend  to  go  mto  matters  relating  to 
Senator  McCartht's  activities  prior  to  the 
time  he  was  a  candidate  for  the  United  States 
Senate,  except  insofar  as  such  information 
may  be  necessary  to  a  better  understanding 
of  later  financial  matters  treated  with. 

Mr,  WATKINS.  Bir.  President,  I  wish 

to  conclude  with  one  statement  from  tbe 
report  of  the  select  committee  cono«n- 
ing  the  responsibility  of  a  Member  of 
the  Senate  when  he  is  under  charges 
before  any  of  its  committees.  Here  is 
a  statement  which  should  go  down  in 
history.  If  It  Is  not  the  rule  now.  it 
should  be.  It  goes  back  to  the  days  when 
Ood  wrote  with  His  own  finger  on  the 
tablets  of  stone  the  Ten  Commandments. 
It  grows  out  of  the  basic  concepts  of 
Christianity.  The  principle  has  derel- 
oi>ed  through  the  Rngiiah  common  law, 
and  it  stems  from  the  best  traditions 
of  our  law  and  government  and  of  the 
governments  of  the  free  w(»id.  It 
should  be  guide  for  men  in  high  office.  I 
read: 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  select  committee 
that  when  the  personal  honor  and  oOclal 
conduct  of  a  Senator  at  the  United  States 
are  in  question  before  a  duly  eonstitutsd 
committee  ot  the  Senate,  the  Senator  in- 
vcdved  owes  a  duty  to  himself,  his  State, 
and  to  the  Senate  to  appear  promptly  and 
cooperate  fully  when  called  by  a  Senate 
committee  charged  with  the  responsibility  at 
inquiry.  This  must  be  the  rule  if  the  dig- 
nity, honor,  authority,  and  powers  of  the 
Senate  are  to  be  respected  and  mslt^t^^T>f«^ 
This  duty  could  not  be  and  was  not  fuU- 
filled  by  questioning  the  authority  and  Ju- 
risdiction of  the  subcommittee,  by  accus« 
ing  Its  members  of  the  dishonest  expendi- 
ture of  public  funds,  or  even  by  charging 
that  the  subcommittee  was  pmnltttng  itssit 
to  bs  used  to  serve  the  cause  of  comma* 
nlson.  When  peracms  in  high  places  fail  to 
set  and  meet  high  standards,  the  peopAe  lose 
faith.  If  our  people  loss  faith,  our  Xorm  of 
government  cannot  long  endtue. 

Let  me  add,  Mr.  President,  that  when 
a  Senator  takes  the  oath  of  office  to  de- 
fend and  to  suivort  the  C(Kistitutk>n 
of  the  United  States,  that  pledge  is 
not  merely  with  reference  to  a  docn- 
men  containing  certain  words.  It  goes 
to  the  living  Coaostitution.  That  Uvinr 
Constitution  consists  not  only  of  words 
but  the  Office  of  the  President,  the  8a-> 
preme  Court,  the  Senate,  and  the  Houst 
of  Representatives  which  those  words 
create.  When  a  Senator  does  or  says 
things  which  injure  those  institatlons,  ttm 
is  violating  his  oath  to  defend  and  up- 
hold the  living  Constitation  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  President,  I  yldd  the  floor.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr.  WSZiKER.  Mr.  President,  before 
maldng  use  of  my  prepared  remarks  I 
wish  to  say  to  the  Senate  that  it  is  not 
my  desire  to  speak  in  ranctn*  or  bitter- 
ness. It  is  my  purpose  merely  to  dis- 
cuss the  facts  as  I  view  them,  facts 
which  I  believe  win  conf  nmt  the  United 
States  Senate  for  years  to  come.  How« 
ever,  I  cannot  and  shall  not  permit  to 
go  unchallenged  certain  remarks  made 
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by  my  distinguished  colleague  f  ran  the 
State  of  Utah  [Mr.  WatkznsI. 

I  do  not  know  why  people  act  as  they 
do.  whether  it  be  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisctuisin,  the  chairman  of  the 
select  cfunmittee,  or  the  junior  Senator 
from  Idaho.  I  have  not  tried  to  Impress 
the  Members  of  this  body  with  the  man- 
no*  in  which  I  have  tried  lawsuits  and 
In  so  doing  have  attempted  to  protect 
the  Constitution,  the  defenseless,  and 
the  oppressed.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
llUgaUon  In  which  I  have  ever  been  in- 
volved, whether  it  be  direct  litigation 
or  quasl-litlgation.  in  connection  with 
whicti,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  proceed- 
ings, the  parties  participant  went  outside 
and  kissed  each  other  regardless  of  the 
decision. 

I  wish  the  Rccorb  to  be  completely 
clear  at  this  time.  Mr.  President,  that 
I  am  somewhat  concerned  with  respect 
to  the  attitude  which  has  been-Jti^en 
upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  regarding 
a  fundamental  rule  which  has  governed 
this  body  for  many,  many  years,  namely, 

the  rule  concerning  the  power  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States. 

I  have  heard  it  said  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  shoiild  be  criti- 
cized for  remarks  which  he  has  made 
upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  Nowhere 
have  I  heard  it  said  that  the  author  of 
Senate  Resolution  301  should  be  criti- 
cized for  the  remarks  he  made  upon  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  when  he  called  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  a  Hitler 
and  stated  that  ne  was  aiding  and  abet- 
ting the  Communist  cause. 

I  could  go  on^and  on  and  relate  the 
unfortunate  mcldents  which  have  hap- 
pened before  our  very  eyes,  but  I  have 
no  desire  to  do  so.  I  shall  be  as  honest 
and  fair  with  you.  Mr.  President,  and 
with  other  Members  of  this  great  body, 
as  I  can  be.  But  I  am  sorry  that  some 
persons  have  seemed  to  take  adverse 
attitudes  and  have  discussed  matters  in 
the  heat  of  passion—yes,  in  the  heat  of 
anger. 

While  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  select  committee  was  discussing  the 
attitude  of  and  remarks  made  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  about 
and  before  the  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections  and  the  select  com- 
mitee,  I  recalled  that  only  yesterday  eve- 
ning I  read  in  the  newspapeiv  and  heard 
broadcast  all  over  the  world  a  statement 
made  by  my  friend,  the  distinguished 
Senator  fnxn  Utah,  in  reply  to  a  question 
asked  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, who  at  this  time  happens  to  head 
a  duly  constituted  committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate. The  senior  Senator  frwn  Utah 
stated  pubUcly.  for  an  the  world  to  hear, 
•'I  do  not  believe  you  would  ever  be  satis- 
fied unless  you  could  find  scmieone  who 
could  be  shot  or  hanged."  Mr.  President, 
does  such  a  remark  tend  to  bring  great 
repute  to  tbia  august  body? 

Again.  I  wish  to  inquire  who  constitute 
the  rule-making  authority  of  the  Sen- 
ate? .As  I  understand  the  rule,  any 
motion  to  suspend  the  rules  requires  a 
two-thirds  vote. 

But,  according  to  paragraph  2,  of  rule 
3nz,  any  Senator  who  makes  remarks 
derogatory  of  the  character  of  another 
Senator,  or  which  tend  to  bring  such 


Senator  Into  disrepute,  can  be  taken 
summarily  off  the  floor  by  an  objection. 

If  it  is  desired  to  change  the  rules  of 
the  Senate,  let  us  get  down  to  business. 
But  in  this  very  solemn  and  sad  day 
in  the  Senate,  regardless  of  whether  the 
situation  concerns  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  or  my  friend,  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  B7RD],  I  say  let  us  play  the  game 
according  to  the  rules. 

I  have  heard  statements  made  in  the 
heat  of  passion  that  none  of  us  tike,  and 
which  we  do  not  like  to  hear  said  about 
a  feUow  Senator,  regardless  of  \^at  he 
has  done  or  whence  he  has  come.  But..^ays 
it  is  about  time  for  us  to  stop  and  thins  ir 
whether  or  not  it  is  contemptible  and 
abusive  to  say  that  the  members  of  the 
select  committee  adopted,  at  least  in 
part,  the  charges  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders],  who  ad- 
mitted on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on 
July  31,  1954,  that  his  charges  were,  at 
least,  in  part,  prepared  by  the  Commit- 
tee for  a  More  Effective  Congress^      The 

junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  as  I  un- 
derstand, said  that  those  Senators  were 
the  unwitting  tools  of  the  Communist 
Party. 

Every  Member  of  the  Senate  knows 
that  the  six  members  of  the  select  com- 
mittee are  loyal,  dedicated  Americans, 
as  are  all  other  Members  of  the  Senate. 

Contrast  that  with  the  statement 
made — and  I  heard  it  made,  as  we  all 
heard  it  made — yesterday,  in  v^ich  a 
great  and  fine  Senator  stated  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  should 
apologize  for  certain  of  his  remarks;  that 
his  failure  to  do  so  would  show  his  lack 
of  moral  capacity  to  serve  in  the  United 
States  Senate.  Or  that,  in  the  event  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  apolo- 
gized, he  should  be  expelled  because  of 
his  mental  incapacity.  Those  were 
pretty  harsh  words  coming  from  one  who 
serves  in  the  United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  WELKER.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  have  never  said,  at  any 
time  or  at  any  place,  that  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy] 
should  apologize. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Then  certainly  I  mis- 
understood the  Senator  in  his  statement 
on  a  national  forum,  a  publicity  program 
called  Meet  the  Press;  and  I  misunder- 
stood the  Senator  yesterday.  If  I  am 
wrong,  I  apologize  to  my  frienfl  from 
North  Carolina.  But  I  will  challenge  the 
record  upon  that  score. 

When  I  interrogated  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  as  to  whether  he 
would  submit  a  resolution  to  expel  the 
jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  why  did 
not  the  Senator  from  North  CaroUna 
come  forth  and  say  that  he  would  or  he 
would  not  do  it?  Instead,  he  said  that  he 
was  a  junior  Member  of  the  United  States 
Senate,  tliat  he  was  new  here,  and  that 
he  felt  such  a  resolution  should  be  offered 
by  someone  else. 

I  happen  to  be  comparatively  new  In 
the  Senate.  The  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  North  Carolina,  has  just  as 


much  power  in  this  august  body  as  does 
the  senior  Member  of  the  Senate.  His 
vote  counts  just  as  much  as  does  the 
vote  of  one  of  the  elder  statesmen  who 
lead  our  great  body. 

As  I  have  said,  it  seems  to  be  all  right 
for  some  Senators  to  impugn  the  motives 
of  the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin:  but  apparently  it  is  not  all 
right  for  the  motives  of  other  Senators 
to  be  impugned.  I  have  never  encoun- 
tered such  debate  as  this  in  the  almost 
4  years  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the 
Senate. 

It  may  be  remembered  that  In  the  first 
of  this  debate  I  referred.  In  my 
interrogation  of  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Casb], 
to  the  Intemperate  remarks  made  at  one 
time  by  my  friend,  a  great  statesman, 
the  former  senior  Senator  from  Texas, 
Mr.  Connally,  with  respect  to  the  im- 
mortal Bob  Taft — Robert  A.  Thft — when 
Senator  Taft  was  campaigning  for  the 
nomination  for  the  Presidency  of  the 
United  States.  It  was  a  vicious  state- 
ment, made  when  I  was  acting  as  minor- 
ity leader,  and  was  seated  where  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  is  now  Bit- 
ting, to  the  effect  that  Senator  Taft  was 
a  political  chameleon,  who  changed  his 
colors  to  fit  certain  occasions,  and  that 
he  had  been  in  Texas,  stooping  and  seek- 
ing slimy,  filthy,  dirty  votes. 

It  was  a  vicious  debate  in  wihich  I  en- 
gaged with  that  great  debater,  far  abler 
than  I  shall  ever  be.  But  no  resolution 
of  censure  was  submitted.  The  Incident 
was  passed  over,  because  it  was  realized 
that  in  the  rough -and-tough  of  debate 
and  in  trying  to  do  a  job  as  the  prompt- 
ings of  the  heart  suggest  that  it  be  done 
in  the  best  interests  of  the  country,  it  is 
difficult  indeed  to  be  temperate. 

Again.  I  remember  very  well  the  occa- 
sion, on  September  10,  1951.  when  2 
great  Democrats  became  involved  in  a 
heated  debate,  in  which  1  Senator,  far 
the  senior  of  the  other,  accused  the  other 
Senator  of  aiding  and  comforting  the 
Commimist  enemy.  My  colleagues  no 
doubt  remember  that  that  incident  was 
publicized  to  all  the  world;  the  insult  was 
made  known,  to  the  serious  damage  of 
the  Senator  who  was  accused. 

Mr.  President,  one  of  the  things  I  like 
to  remember  about  my  service  in  the 
Senate  is  that  I  was  interrogated  in  the 
accused  Senator's  home  State.  So  far  as 
his  political  faith  is  concerned,  I  do  not 
think  I  have  ever  voted  with  him  once 
in  the  4  years  I  have  been  a  Member  of 
the  Senate,  but  the  question  was  pro- 
pounded to  me  as  to  whether  that  Sen- 
ator would  ever  give  aid  and  comfort  to 
the  enemy.  I  .stated  then,  and  I  repeat 
now,  that  he  was  a  great,  loyal,  coura- 
geous American,  and  I  would  stand  by 
him  to  the  end. 

Mr.  President,  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  has  defined  at  last  the 
capacity  in  which  we  are  Sitting.  I 
think  he  stated  we  are  sitting  as  a  court, 
with  every  last  one  of  us  a  judge  to  try 
the  facts  and  to  apply  the  law,  I  wish 
to  ask  my  colleagues  who  are  learned  in 
the  law  whether  or  not  they  ever  heard 
used  in  a  trial  court  operating  under 
Anglo-Saxon  law,  or  on  a  motion  for  a 
new   trial  presented  such   intemperate 
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and  biased  language  as  has  been  used  In 
the  Senate  against  the  man  who  is  be- 
fore the  bar  of  justice  for  a  decision  as 
to  whether  he  is  to  be  censured  by  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  which  ia 
the  fourth  time  :n  American  history 
such  a  proceeding  has  been  brought. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  we  can  leave 
pjersonaUties  out  of  the  debate.  I  beg 
and  pray  we  can  discuss  the  matter  in 
honorable,  reasonable  debate.  I  could 
go  on  and  on,  and  refer  to  extremely 
vitriolic  debates  that  have  been  held  in 
the  Senate,  brought  to  my  attention  by 
the  distingruished  Parliamentarian. 
Charley  Watkins.  and  the  former  Vice 
President,  Mr.  Barkley,  who  will  soon  be 
back  with  us.  I  could  relate,  not  one, 
but  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  cases 
where  the  language  used  in  debate  was 
just  as  vicious — yes,  I  say  nearly  twice 
as  vicious — as  any  language  used  by  the 
jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  or  even 
language  used  by  S^'nators  who  have  op- 
posed the  Jimior  S<;nator  from  Wiscon- 
sin. 

Mr.  President,  th()se  of  us  who  sit  here 
as  judges  had  nothing  whatsoever  to  do 
with  picking  the  select  committee;  its 
members  were  selected  by  our  leaders, 
to  which  I  had  no  oiijection.  At  the  out- 
set of  the  hearings  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee To  Study  Cunsure  Charges — the 
Senator  from  Utah  as  chairman,  made 
this  statement: 

By  waj  of  coounent,  let  me  say  that  the 
Inquiry  we  are  enga4,'ed  m  is  of  a  epecial 
character  which  dlfftrentiatec  it  from  the 
usual  leglslatlTe  Inq^ilry.  It  Involves  the 
Internal  affairs  of  the  Senate  Itaelf  In  the 
ezercUe  of  a  high  oonstltutional  function. 

Mr.  President.  I  \v\sh  to  invite  atten- 
tion to  the  words  "n  high  constitutional 
function."  because  that  will  be  a  major 
premise  of  the  rem;irks  I  have  to  make 
this  afternoon.  I  continue  to  read  what 
the  chairman  of  the  select  c(xnmittee 
said  at  the  outset  of  the  hearing: 

It  U  by  nature  a  JiKllclal  or  aenUJudlclal 
function,  and  we  ■hall  attempt  to  conduct 
it  ae  such.  The  procedures  outlined  are  not 
(  necessarUj  appropriate  to  congreasioDal  in- 
/  vestlgatlona  and  shoiUd  not.  therefor,  be 
construed  as  In  any  aenae  Intended  ac  a 
model  appropriate  to  such  Inquiries.  We 
hope  what  we  are  doing  wUl  be  found  to 
conform  to  lound  aetiatorial  ^rinciplee  and 
traditions  in  the  epecial  field  in  wiiich  the 
committee  i«  operating. 

Then  this  select  committee,  composed 
of  several  members,  all  good  Americans 
and  friends  of  mine,  three  of  whom 
would  in  a  court  of  law  be  disqualified 
by  previously  indicating  Mas  and  preju- 
dice against  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin— as  wiU  be  later  shown — ^proceeded 
to  disregard  totally  the  express  wording 
of  the  United  States  Constitution,  and 
to  try  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  on 
charges  that  are  nowhere  in  the  Con- 
stitution specified  as  punishable  when 
appUed  to  a  Member  of  Congress. 

Article  I.  section  5.  clause  2.  of  the 
United  States  Constitution  iMrovides: 

Each  House  may  determine  the  rules  of 
its  proceedings,  punish  Its  Members  for  dis- 
orderly behavior,  and.  with  the  concurrence 
of  two-thirds,  expel  a  Member. 

Senate  Resolution  301,  together  with 
the  various  amendments  proposed,  was 


referred  to  the  Select  Committee  Tb 
Study  Censure  Charges.  This  commit- 
tee was,  by  order  of  the  Senate  dated 
August  2,  1954,  instructed  to  act  and 
make  a  report  to  the  Senate  prior  to 
the  adjournment  sine  die  oi  the  Senate 
in  the  second  session  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress. The  original  resolution  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

Reaolv^il.  That  the  conduct  of  tlie  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  Is  unbecoming  a 
Member  of  the  United  States  Senate.  Is  con- 
trary to  senatorial  traditions,  and  tends  to 
bring  the  Senate  into  disrepute,  and  such 
conduct  Is  hereby  condenuied. 

AU  of  the  amendments  insert  speci- 
fications of  acts  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  as  reasons  for  the  condem- 
nation. Nowhere  in  the  original  reso- 
lution, or  in  the  amendments,  is  ic  al- 
leged that  such  acts  constitute  disor- 
derly behavior  so  as  to  bring  the  action 
under  the  constitutional  provision  stated 
above.  The  resolution  states  that  Sen- 
ator McCarthy's  conduct  is  contrary  to 
senatorial  traditions  and  tends  to  bring 
the  Senate  into  disrepute,  and  as  such 
"is  hereby  condemned." 

That  resolution  Is  contrary  to  prece- 
dents of  the  Senate  in  similar  cases. 

Let  me  cite  first  the  case  of  Senators 
Benton  and  Poote,  which  occurred  on 

April  17,  1850.  On  this  occasion  Sen- 
ator Benton,  of  Missouri,  during  the 
course  of  a  debate  with  Senator  Foote, 
of  Mississippi,  advanced  on  him  in  a 
threatening  manner.  Poote  drew  a 
pistol.  After  the  participants  were 
quieted,  the  following  resolution  was  in- 
troduced: 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  seven  be 
appointed  to  investigate  the  disorder  of  to- 
day in  the  Senate,  and  that  they  report  to 
the  Senate  what  befits  the  occasion,  and 
have  power  to  examine  witnesses  and  talce 
testimony  In  the  case.  (  Comgbbsional 
Olobb.  Slst  Oong..  1st  sees.,  pt.  1.  p.  763.) 

The  committee  appointed  reported  to 
the  Senate  July  30,  1850.  No  Senate  ac- 
tion was  recommended  and  the  matter 
was  dropped — Concrkssiohal  Globk, 
Slst  Congress.  1st  session,  part  2.  page 

148. 
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Now  let  me  refer  to  the  second  case  of 
that  sort  in  our  history,  namely,  the 
case  of  Senators  Tillman  and  McLam-in. 
It  occured  on  February  22.  1902. 

Senator  McLAurin.  on  the  floor,  stated 
that  Smator  Tillman  made  a  statement 
about  him  that  was  "a  willf  ull,  malicious, 
and  deliberate  Ue" — Conckxssional  Rec- 
oao.  volume  35,  part  3,  page  2087,  Sena- 
tor Tillman  attacked  McLaurin.  and  a 
scuffle  followed.  They  were  separated, 
and  the  Senate  Immediately  went  into 
executive  session  behind  closed  doors. 
After  2  hours  and  40  minutes  the  doors 
were  reopened,  and  an  order  of  the  Sen- 
ate was  unanimously  passed  which  reads 
as  follows: 

That  the  two  Senators  from  the  State  of 
South  Carolina  be  declared  In  oontenapt  of 
the  Senate  on  accoimt  of  the  altercation  and 
personal  encounter  between  them  tliis  day 
In  open  sseslon  and  that  the  matter  referred 
to  the  OoounlttM  on  PrlTUeges  and  Beetlona 
(then  a  standing  committee)  with  Instnio- 
tlons  to  report  what  action  shaU  be  taken 
by  the  Senate  in  regard  thereto. 


Then,  on  a  motion  agreed  to.  the  two 
Senators  were  given  permission  to  ad- 
dress the  Senate  for  the  purpose  of  mak- 
ing an  apology  in  order  to  purge  them- 
selves of  contempt.  This  was  then  done 
by  each  of  them  (Id.,  p.  2089) .  Six  days 
later  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections  reported  a  resolution  of  cen- 
sure for  disorderly  behavior,  and  the  res- 
olution further  canceled  the  contempt 
order.  It  should  be  noted  that  the  effect 
of  the  contempt  order  was  to  suspend 
their  functions  as  Senators  f ot  the  6  days 
intervening  between  the  mcident  and  the 
resolution  of  censure  (Id.,  pp.  220&- 
2206).  Sections  2  and  3  of  Senate  Rule 
XIX  were  adopted  as  a  result  of  this 
fracas. 


The  third  "censure"  case  in  the  historf 
of  the  United  States  Senate  was  the  so- 
called  Senator  Bingham  censure  case. 
It  is  a  distinct  and  radical  departure 
from  precedent  set  by  the  two  preceding 
actions  I  have  described.  The  resolution 
upon  which  the  Senate  acted  reads  as 
follows:  Senate  Resolution  146,  7l8t 
Congress,  1st  session. 

Resolt>ed.  That  the  actions  of  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut,  Mr.  Bingham,  \n  pladpg 
Mr.  Charles  L.  Eyanaon  upon  the  official  rolls 
of  the  Senate  at  the  time  and  tn  the  mannw 
set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  suboaininlttae 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  (Kept.  No. 
43,  7lBt  Cong.,  l8t  sees.)  is  contrary  to  good 
morals  and  senatorial  etlilcs  and  tends  to 
bring  the  Senate  into  dishonor  and  dlsre- 
irute,  and  such  conduct  is  hereby  condemned. 
(Id.  p.  6063.) 

This  resolution  was  amended  t^  In- 
serting before  "is  contrary."  the  words, 
"while  not  the  result  of  comu)t  motives 
on  the  part  of  the  Senator  from  Connec- 
ticut." The  resolution  passed,  54  to  22 
(id.,  p.  5131). 

The  departure  f  nmi  precedent  la  first 
noted  in  the  wording  of  the  resolution. 
The  two  previous  cases,  by  resolution, 
referred  the  consideration  of  the  in- 
cidents of  misbehavior  to  committees  for 
study  and  report  on  what  action  should 
be  taken.  The  committees  were  then 
authorized  to  take  any  one  of  several 
courses.  They  cotild  first  decide  whether 
the  offending  Senator  was  guilty  of  dis- 
orderly behavior;  and,  if  so,  what  pun- 
ishment should  be  recommended.  In  the 
first  case,  no  disciplinary  action  was  rec- 
ommended. In  the  Tillman  -McLaurin 
case  it  was  found  by  the  committee  that 
the  Senators  were  guilty  of  disorder^ 
behavior — the  constitutionally  defined 
offense;  and  censure  was  recommended 
as  punishment  therefor.  In  sharp  c(m- 
trast  to  those  two  cases,  the  Bingham 
resolution  states  the  alleged  offense  and 
specifies  the  punishment — "and  such  ae- 
tion  is  hereby  condemned."  It  gives  no 
leeway  to  decide  whetho*  the  Senator 
was  guilty  of  disorderly  behavior — ttie  ^ 
constitutional  ground;  and  it  allows  no 
choice  of  punishment,  because  the  pun- 
ishment is  specified  in  the  resolution. 

Let  me  digress  for  a  mmnent  to  refer 
to  the  nature  of  the  punishment  of  of- 
ficial condemnation  or  censure.  The 
serious,  real,  effective  nature  of  such  a 
punishment  was  accurate  described  bjr 
my  respected  colleague,  a  man  at  great 
learning  in  law  and  in  the  legislative 
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Add.  the  highly  respected  junior  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Damibi.]  .  I  quote  from 
page  13919  of  the  CoarcnssszcRrAL  Rbooko 
of  JuIjSl.  1954: 

8onM  penons  may  say  that  la  not  so 
much  of  a  pqniahment,  but,  iti.  President,  I 
know  of  not  numy  greater  ptinlahmflnts 
wliicb  a  llember  of  thto  body  could  luffer 
than  to  be  condemned  for  his  conduct  by 
his  fellow  Senators. 

The  second  departure  from  precedent 
noted  in  the  Bingham  case  is  that  the 
Incident  of  alleged  misconduct  was  not 
referred  to  a  Senate  committee  for  con- 
sideration and  report.  The  entire  action 
was  consummated  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  f  oUowing  a  report  of  a  subcomit- 
tee  of  the  Judiciary  on  lobbying  activi- 
ties. While  it  is  true  that  the  committee 
had  heard  evidence  on  the  Bingham  case. 
Including  testimony  of  the  Senator,  it 
heard  that  evidence  in  relati<m  to  lob- 
bying activities,  and  not  in  relation  to 
dlsordCTly  behavior  of  the  Senator.  Even 
though  the  condemning  facts  were 
brought  out  in  that  hearing,  it  was  still 
precedent  for  another  committee  to  de- 
cide what  should  have  been  done  about 
disciplinary  action  and  so  report  to  the 
Senate  before  the  Senate  was  to  take 
its  formal  action.  Such  had  been  done 
in  the  Benton-Foote  case  and  in  the 
Tillman-McLaurln  case,  even  though  the 
alleged  disorderly  behavior  had  tran- 
spired in  full  view  of  the  Members  of 
the  Senate. 

In  the  present  case  the  established 
precedents  and  the  wording  of  the  Con- 
stitution are  again  ignored.  This  is  evi- 
dently done  in  an  attempt  to  follow  the 
departures  noted  in  the  Bingham  case. 
But  in  this  action  much  more  of  a  de- 
parture is  contemplated.  I  refer  to  the 
attempt  to  punish  for  a  series  of.  unre- 
lated incidents  extendings  to  a  time  long 
prior  to  the  election  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  to  his  present  term  in  the 
Senate. 

TOa  AM  AM  SLKmMT  IN  PAST  CSWSUKg  ACTIONS 

In  all  the  disciplinary  proceedings 
heretofore  instituted  in  the  Senate  and 
in  the  House,  the  actions  were  com- 
menced promptly  at  the  time  of  the  in- 
cidents alleged  to  be  punishable  or  short- 
ly thereafter.  All  of  such  actions  were 
based  on  single  incidents,  never  on  a 
chain  of  unrelated  incidents. 

In  the  Benton-FOote  and  the  Tillman- 
McLaurln  cases,  disciplinary  action  was 
started  immediately  following  the  hap- 
pening of  the  incidents  on  the  floor.  The 
Bingham  case  was  commenced  within 
1  week  after  the  Senate  was  notified  of 
Senator  Bingham's  alleged  censurable 
conduct. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  I  digress 
long  enough  to  say  that  I  regret  indeed 
to  see  that  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  select  committee,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins].  is  not  in 
the  Chamber  at  this  time.  I  regret  his 
absence,  because  I  should  like  very  much 
to  have  him  question  me  or  cross-exam- 
tne  me  about  my  remarks.  Regardless 
of  whether  my  views  are  correct  or  in- 
correct, at  least  they  are  my  views;  and 
I  have  spent  months  in  legal  research 
on  this  matter.  I  want  the  Senate  to 
know  the  facts,  as  I  am  sure  the  dis- 


tinguished  senior  Senator  from  Utah 
wishes  to  have  the  Senate  know  them. 

Furthermore.  I  do  not  see  in  t^io  Cham- 
ber at  this  time  either  the  distlH^uished 
counsel  of  the  select  committee  or* 
assistant.  I  think  those  of  us  who  sit 
as  Judges  in  the  Senate  shouki  have 
these  men  here,  because  if  they  are  not 
learned  in  the  law  involved  in  this  mat- 
ter, they  should  become  learned  in  it; 
and  if  they  are  learned  in  it,  they  cer- 
tainly will  wish  to  have  me  answer  in- 
terrogations regarding  the  law,  as  I 
view  it. 

Mr.  President,  now  resuming  the  text 
of  my  remarks,  let  me  say  that  Jeffer- 
son's Manual  specifically  providfes  that 
censure  for  words  spoken  on  the  floor 
must  be  taken  notice  of  even  before  an- 
other Member  has  spoken  or  other  busi- 
ness has  intervened — section  XVlI.  page 
325  of  1953  edition.  Senate  Manual .  The 
manual  further  states,  "and  this  is  for 
the  common  security  of  all." 

The  selc*^  committee  cites  instances 
of  censure  in  the  House  "even  after  he"— 
a  Member — "has  resigned."  A  study  of 
these  citations,  which  will  be  found  on 
page  22  of  the  committee  report,  shows 
that  in  each  of  the  three  incidents  cited 
the  resignation  of  the  Member  ficcused 
was  submitted  during  the  disciplinary 
action  and  was  submittrd  to  avoid  ex- 
pulsion. The  House,  then,  could  not 
expel  a  Member  who  had  resigned  but 
had  to  settle  for  a  censure. 

Our  judicial  system,  whether  It  be  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  or  in 
the  Justice  coiurt  of  Bay  Horse.  Idaho, 
takes  cognizance  of  time  as  an  element. 
Statutes  of  limitation  have  been  enacted 
to  prevent  undue  delay  in  bringing  pros- 
ecutions. The  necessity  for  sucih  stat- 
utes Is  obvious,  because,  among  other 
things,  time  destroys  a  mans  ptoofs  of 
innocence. 

In  the  present  case  the  acts  for  which 
censure  is  sought  extend  back  to  the  1944 
Wisconsin  primaries  and  include  unre- 
lated incidents  from  that  time  up  until 
the  Army-McCarthy  hearings  of  June 
1954.   The  select  committee  states  that — 

There  Is  no  baals  for  declaring  that  the  Sen- 
ate may  not  censure  one  of  Its  own  Members 
for  conduct  antedating  that  session,  and  no 
controlling  authority  or  precedent  has  been 
cited  for  such  position. 

On  the  other  hand  the  committee  can 
cite  no  precedent  to  support  its  conten- 
tion that  such  action  is  proper.  The 
precedent  that  it  is  improper  to  censure 
for  acts  preceding  an  election  was  set.  as 
I  shall  soon  make  evident.  In  any  event 
it  is  false  logic  to  say,  "We  can  do  this 
because  there  is  no  precedent  to  show 
that  we  cannot  do  it."  Furthermore,  the 
Senate  has  the  precedent  of  165  years  of 
existence  without  once  attempting  to 
punish  a  Member  for  acts  prior  to  his 
election.  This  is  a  late  date  to  assume 
that  such  a  power  exists. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  has  handed  down  several  deci- 
sions pertaining  to  this  constitutional 
provision.  In  Kilbourn  v.  Thompson 
(103  U.  S.  189)  the  Court  said: 

The  punishment  of  Members  of  Congress 
for  disorderly  behavior  may  be.  In  a  proper 
case,  toy  imprisonment,  and  It  may  be  for 
refusal  to  obey  some  rule  on  that  subject 


made  by  the  House  for  the  preservation  of 
order  (Id.,  p.  188). 

The  Court  further  stated  that  the 
constitutional  provisions  of  article  I. 
section  5,  clause  2,  "are  equally  instruc- 
tive in  what  they  authorize  and  in  what 
they  do  not  authorize." 

In  this  connection,  it  should  be  recog- 
nized that  a  resolution  of  censure  as  a 
predetermined  method  of  putishment  Is 
not  authorized  by  the  Constitution.  If 
censure  is  authorized,  it  is  authorized 
only  as  one  of  the  forms  of  punishment 
of  a  Member  for  disorderly  behavior. 
That  Member  must  first  be  found  guilty 
of  disorderly  t>ehavior,  as  contemplated 
by  the  Constitution.  The  Constitution 
is  silent  as  to  "conduct  unbecoming  a 
Member  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
contrary  to  senatorial  traditions,  and 
[which!  tends  to  bring  the  Senate  into 
disrepute" — the  charges  filed  against  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  It  could 
very  well  be  decided  that  the  Senator  was 
guilty  of  tho.se  charges  specified  in  the 
resolution,  but  still  not  guilty  of  dis- 
orderly behavior,  and  therefore  not  sub- 
ject to  punishment  by  censure  or  other 
means. 

Let  me  make  this  point  eminently 
clear.  The  major  portion  of  my  life, 
in  the  practice  of  my  profesgion  of  law. 
has  been  spent,  first,  in  prosecutions 
and  later  in  defense.  If  my  bitterest 
enemy  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  aisle 
were  facing  the  same  situation  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  now 
faces.  I  say  unhesitatingly  that,  if  he 
would  permit  me  to  do  so,  J  would  do 
my  best  to  make  the  legal  argument  I 
am  now  making.  Mcreover.  neither 
Senator  McCarthy  nor  his  able  counsel, 
nor  anyone  else  associated  witih  him.  had 
anything  whatsoever  to  do  with  the 
preparation  of  this  memorandum  setting 
forth  what  I  consider  to  be  the  law. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr. 
Daniel  1  correctly  expressed  lihe  judicial 
nature  of  this  proceeding,  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  since  a  resolution  of  this 
nature.  If  adopted,  would  call  f©r  a  convic- 
tion and  a  punishment,  we  must  recognize 
that  Judicial  standards  of  American  Juris- 
prudence should  apply.  (Conciibsionai. 
Record.  July  31,  19.54,  page  12920.) 

One  of  the  most  important  judicial 
standards  of  American  jurisprudence  is 
that  a  trial  must  be  fair  and  impartial. 
In  the  case  of  Adams  v.  U.  S.  ex  rel. 
McCann  (317  U.  S.  275).  Justice  Frank- 
furter, on  page  275  of  that  opinion,  said: 

Certain  safeguards  are  essential  to  crim- 
inal Justice.  The  court  must  be  uncoerced, 
Moore  v.  Dempsey  (261  U.  8.  86).  and  It  must 
have  no  Interest  other  than  the  pursuit  of 
Justice,  Tumey  v.  Ohio  (273  U.  S,  610).  The 
accused  must  have  ample  opportunity  to 
meet  the  case  of  the  prosecution. 

In  Patterson  v.  Colo.  (205  U.  S.  454) 
Justice  Holmes  said: 

The  theory  of  our  system  is  that  the  con- 
clusions to  be  reached  in  a  case  will  be 
Induced  only  by  evidence  and  argument  In 
open  court,  and  not  by  any  outside  Influence, 
whether  of  private  talk  or  public  print. 
What  Is  true  with  reference  to  a  Jury  is 
true  also  with;' reference  to  a  tOurt. 

Certain  segments  of  the  press  that  I 
call  leftTwing  and  certain  commentators 
whom  I  call  left-wing  have  indulged  in 
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more  abuse  and  spreaul  more  smear  all 
ov^r  the  coimtry  and  all  over  the  world 
than  has  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. Whether  that  constitutes  out- 
side influence,  I  am  not  attempting  to 
say,  because  I  cannot  and  I  will  not  at- 
tempt to  read  the  minds  of  the  six  dis- 
tinguished Members  of  the  Senate  who 
were  given  this  hard  task  by  the  Senate 
itself. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  Colorado  in 
ATTidy  V.  People  (82  P.  2d  757)  said: 

It  remains  the  duty  of  courts  only  to 
safeguard  the  rights  of  a  defendant  and  see 
that  he  has  a  fair  and  Impartial  trial  under 
the  law  of  the  State  as  It  now  Is,  not  under 
what  we  wish  It  might  or  shovUd  or  may  be 
at  some  time  In  the  future. 

With  this  admonition  in  mind,  con- 
sider the  fact  that  the  Senate  has  no 
censure  or  condemnation  proceeding 
set  up  by  its  own  rules.  Censure  or  con- 
demnation is  only  one  form  of  pun- 
ishment which  may  be  prescribed  upon 
a  finding  of  disorderly  behavior.  In  the 
future  if  the  Senate  desires  to  adopt  a 
code  of  procedure  whereby  a  Member 
may  be  censured  for  acting  contrary  to 
the  traditions  of  the  Senate,  or  for  ac- 
tions unbecoming  to  a  Member  of  the 
Senate,  then  the  Senate  can  set  up  .such 
a  code  and  try  its  Members  under  it; 
but  until  then  the  Senate  must  try  its 
Members  under  the  law  as  it  now  is. 
extralegal  or  illegal  precedents  notwith- 
standing. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  Mississippi  in 
the  case  of  Fisher  v.  State  (110  So.  361), 
gave  this  definition: 

Perhaps  no  precise  definition  can  be  given 
it  (a  fair  trial)  but  It  certainly  must  be  one 
where  the  acciised's  leg.U  rights  are  safe- 
guarded and  respected.  There  must  not 
only  be  a  fair  and  Impartial  jury  and  a 
learned  and  upright  )udi;e  to  Instruct  the 
Jury  and  pass  upon  the  legal  questions,  but 
there  ought  to  be  an  atmjsphere  of  calm.  In 
which  the  witnesses  can  deliver  their  testi- 
mony without  fear  and  ir  tlmldatlon,  and  In 
which  the  attorneys  can  assert  the  defend- 
ants' rights  freely  and  fully,  and  in  which 
the  truth  may  be  received  and  given  cre- 
dence without  fear  of  violence. 

Who  is  that  fair  and  impartial  Judge, 
sworn  as  a  jurist,  who  can  instruct  us 
honorably  and  fairly  and  profoundly 
with  respect  to  the  law?  As  I  view  it, 
we  are  in  a  dilemma.  Who  is  the  judge 
to  instruct  us  as  to  tlie  law?  We  are 
not  all  lawyers.  Those  of  us  who  are 
lawyers  have  forgotten  most  of  the  in- 
structions we  prepared  when  presenting 
a  case  to  a  Jury.  In  other  words,  I  say 
that  every  Member  of  the  Senate  is 
placed  in  a  very  difDcult  and  embar- 
rassing position,  according  to  Anglo- 
Saxon  law  and  tradition,  which  we  have 
cherished  all  these  years. 

•nrrH  AMKNDmirr 

Since  it  is  agreed  by  all  that  In  this 
proceeding  against  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  Judicial  standards  of 
American  Jurisprudence  should  apply  so 
far  as  humanly  possible,  and  since  the 
select  committee  commenced  the  hear- 
ings with  a  firmly  expressed  determina- 
tion to  be  guided  by  constitutional  rights, 
it  is  appropriate  to  call  to  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  the  fact  that  an  impor- 
tant provision  of  the  sixth  amendment 


has  been  totally  disregarded  by  the 
framers  of  the  Indicting  resolution  and 
by  the  select  committee. 

I  specifically  call  attention  to  this 
provision  contained  in  the  sixth  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution: 

In  all  criminal  prosecutlohs,  the  accused 
shall  enjoy  the  right  to  a  speedy  and  public 
trial— 

I  underscore  the  next  words  I  quote 
from  the  amendment — 

and  to  be  informed  of  the  nature  and  cause 
of  the  accusation. 

Construing  the  meaning  of  this  con- 
stitutional provision,  I  quote  from  U.S. 
V.  Potter  (56  P.  83): 

In  order  properly  to  inform  the  acctued 
of  the  nature  and  cause  of  the  accusation, 
within  the  meaning  of  tb>s  amendment  and 
of  the  rules  of  common  law,  not  only  must 
all  the  elements  of  the  offense  be  stated  in 
the  indictment,  but  they  must  also  be  stated 
with  clearness  and  certainty. 

In  other  words,  if  a  Senator  is  to  be 
punished  for  disorderly  behavior  as  is 
permitted  under  the  Constitution,  he 
must  be  directly  charged  in  the  indicting 
resolution  with  disorderly  behavior.  It 
means  nothing,  imder  the  Constitution, 
to  be  charged  with  conduct  unbecoming 
a  Senator  or  conduct  contrary  to  sena- 
torial traditions.  Conduct  unbecoming 
a  Senator  can  be  any  unusual  act  or 
speech. 

Mr.  President,  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Butler]  came  into  this  great  body  at 
the  same  time  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
became  a  Member.  We  have  witnessed 
conduct  which  certainly  would  be  cen- 
surable under  the  censorship)  resolution 
prepared  by  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders].  I  recall  such 
incidents  very  well.  They  were  not 
words  or  deeds.  I  recall  the  opening  day 
of  the  baseball  season  when  the  New 
York  Yankees  played  the  Washington 
Senators  in  Washington.  I  was  to  be 
the  next  speaker  on  a  radio  program 
just  before  leaving  for  the  ball  park. 
The  Senator  from  Maryland  left  for  the 
ball  park  with  me  at  a  late  hour. 

Mr.  President,  what  we  are  consider- 
ing Is  of  vast  importance.  It  is  not 
trivial.  If  we  establish  this  precedent  it 
might  well  happen  that  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota,  the  Senator  from 
Indiana,  or  any  other  Senator  might  be- 
come similarly  involved. 

Mr.  President,  I  was  a  rather  young 
Senator  in  those  days — as  I  still  am — 
when  a  debate  presided  over  by  the  late 
Senator  Blair  Moody,  of  Michigan,  was 
on  the  air.  It  involved  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  [Mr.  Lehman],  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Miimesota  [Mr. 
HuMPHRETl.  Uie  senior  Senator  from  In- 
diana [Mr.  Capkhart],  whom  I  have  af- 
fectionately nicknamed  "Slugger"  since 
that  day,  and  the  late  Senator  Robert  A. 
Taft. 

At  the  end  of  that  vigorous  radio  pro- 
gram tempers  were  indeed  strained  and 
actual  physical  violence  occurred  at  that 
time.  The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart]  threw  out  of  the  broadcasting 
studio  Into  my  arms  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey],  a  friend  of 


mine.  The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Lehman]  then  decided  to  get  into  the 
fray,  on  the  back  of  the  Senator  from 
Indiana.  He  was,  in  turn,  thrown  back 
into  the  studio.  The  late  Senator  Taft — 
I  never  knew  he  came  from  the  West— 
"buUdogged"  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Lehman],  took  him  around  the 
head  and  led  him  out;  and  soon  there- 
after  peace  and  quiet  prevailed. 

News  of  the  incident  came  out  of  that 
studio  and  went  out  all  over  the  world. 
Was  there  a  resolution  of  censure  with 
relation  to  that  incident  of  actual  physi- 
cal violence  in  the  Senate  radio  facility? 

I  have  often  wondered,  since  this  ques- 
tion arose,  why  we  have  picked  out  one 
Senator.  Should  we  not  have  funda- 
mental rules  applying  to  the  strong  and 
the  happy,  as  well  as  to  those  who  are 
not  so  strong,  who  are  unhappy  and 
probably  not  so  brilliant  as  many  Sena- 
tors think  they  are? 

Whether  or  not  such  conduct  is  cen- 
surable is  not  to  be  discussed  by  me  at 
this  time,  but  if  the  select  committee  is 
right  in  its  conclusions  we  may  take  up 
this  redection  on  senatorial  tradition  and 
many  similar  past  Incidents,  whether  or 
not  the  perpetrator  of  the  incident  is  still 
in  the  Senate.  Let  me  again  say  that 
there  would  be  no  Senator  picked  out 
from  this  side  of  the  aisle  or  from  the 
Democratic  side  of  the  aisle  who  would 
not  get  what  Uttle  ability  I  could  give 
him  in  his  defense.  We  could  take  up 
such  a  case,  according  to  the  select  com- 
mittee, even  though  the  offending  Sena- 
tor has  long  ago  gone  to  be  Judged  by 
the  Great  Justice  by  whom  we  must  all 
sooner  or  later  be  Judged. 

I  am  surprised  that  the  United  States 
Senate,  composed  as  it  is  of  some  of  the 
best  legal  minds  in  the  country,  has  at- 
tempted to  indict  a  Member  in  the  word- 
ing of  Senate  Resolution  301,  in  complete 
disregard  of  the  specific  ground  for  ac- 
cusation contained  in  the  Constitution, 
and  in  direct  opposition  to  the  safe- 
guards provided  by  the  sixth  amendment 
to  the  Constitution.  I  am  more  surprised 
that  the  select  coounittee  has  seen  fit  to 
act  on  a  resolution  so  worded. 

Permit  me  another  quotation  concern- 
ing the  propriety  of  such  an  indictment: 

This  Is  a  reaffirmation  of  the  essential  prin- 
ciples of  the  common  law,  but  puts  it  beyond 
the  power  of  either  Congress  or  the  courts  to 
abrogate  them.  It  follows,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  that  the  effect  of  this  provision  com- 
mences with  the  statutes  fixing  or  declaring 
offenses,  and,  as  to  them,  insures  the  general 
rule  of  the  common  law  that  they  are  not  to 
be  construed  to  embrace  offenses  which  ar* 
not  within  their  intention  and  terms.  This 
does  not  mean  that  aU  the  elements  of  a 
crime  must  be  set  out  In  the  statute  on  which 
the  prosecutor  relies,  nor  that  the  statute 
may  not  create  an  offense  by  the  use  of  inapt 
or  imperfect  phraseology,  but  they  must  be 
In  some  way  declared  by  the  legislative  power, 
and  cannot  be  construed  by  the  courts  from 
any  supposed  intention  of  the  legislature 
which  the  sUtute  falls  to  state.  (U.  S.  v. 
Potter  (C.  C.  Mass.  1892,  56  P.  83,  88).  re- 
versed on  other  grounds  (15  8.  Ct.  144.  156 
U.  S.  438,  39  L.  Bd.  314).) 

At  this  point.  Mr.  President.  I  desire 
to  dispel  any  possible  supposition  that  I 
am  atteinpting  to  invoke  legal  technicali- 
ties on  behalf  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
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WlBConsin.  On  the  contrary.  I  ajn  insist- 
ing that  basic,  legal,  constitutional  pro- 
cedure be  followed  by  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  in  its  action.  This  great 
deliberative  body,  under  the  Constitu- 
tion, participates  in  making  laws  which 
are  binding  on  the  entire  country.  Such 
laws  are  so  worded  that  everyone  has 
notice  of  the  nature  of  any  violations 
which  may  be  contemplated.  In  crimi- 
nal law  the  exact  nature  of  a  crime  is 
expressed;  the  penalty,  sometimes  flex- 
ible, is  provided,  and  upon  conviction  the 
court  Imposes  the  punishment  it  deems 
to  be  appropriate.  I  am  insisting  that 
in  the  pending  case.'  which  is  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  criminal  action,  pimishment  of 
a  Member  being  involved,  we.  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  apply  the  same 
principles  of  constitutional  law  that  ap- 
ply to  all  our  land. 

I  am  insisting.  Mr.  President,  that  if 
we  seek  to  punish  a  Member  for  an  of- 
fense p\mishable  under  the  Constitution 
we  Indict  him  for  that  offense  as  de- 
scribed by  the  Constitution — "disorderly 
behavior" — not  for  conduct  contrary  t<3 
senatorial  traditions,  or  conduct  unbe- 
coming a  Member  of  the  Senate.  Such 
conduct — unbecoming  a  Member  of  the 
Senate — we  have  witnessed  many  a  time, 
and  have  invoked  no  disciplinary  action. 
Would  you  not  say,  Mr.  President,  that 
it  is  unbecoming  a  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  appear  on  the  floor  of  these  hal- 
lowed premises  in  a  state  of  intoxication, 
to  be  led  oflf  the  floor  of  this  great  de- 
liberative body,  in  full  view  of  a  crowded 
gallery,  to  be  saved  being  made  a  further 
object  of  scorn,  and  to  prevent  obstruc- 
tion of  the  legislative  process  of  this 
body?  Yet  we  have  seen  incidents  of  this 
natiu-e,  and  crowded  galleries  have  seen 
such  incidents.  I  do  not  wish  to  convey 
the  impression  that  such  incidents  are 
common:  they  are  not.  but  they  have 
happened  at  infrequent  intervals.  I  am 
naming  no  offenders  in  this  respect,  but 
I  am  merely  calling  attention  to  one  form 
of  conduct  unbecoming  a  Member  of  the 
Senate.  There  are  many,  many  other 
incidents  which  fall  within  the  category 
of  conduct  unbecoming  a  Member  of  the 
Senate. 

My  contention.  Mr.  President,  is  that 
we  should  heed  the  directions  printed  in 
the  Senate  Manual.  I  again  refer  to 
page  306  of  the  |1953  edition  thereof,  and 
quote  as  follows: 

And  tliat  we  must  therefore  have  a  power 
to  punlEh  these  disturbers  of  our  peace  and 
proceedings  •  •  •;  that  Congress  have  no 
such  natiiral  or  necessary  power,  nor  any 
powers  but  such  as  are  given  them  by  the 
Constitution;  that  that  has  given  them,  di- 
rectly, exemption  from  personal  arrest,  ex- 
emption from  question  elsewhere  for  what 
Is  said  In  their  House,  and  power  over  their 
own  Members  and  proceedings;  for  these  no 
further  law  la  necessary,  the  Constitution 
being  the  law;  that,  moreover,  by  that 
article  of  the  Constitution  which  authorizes 
them  "to  make  all  laws  necessary  and  proper 
for  canying  into  execution  the  powers  v^ted 
by  the  Constitution  In  them"  they  may  pro- 
vide by  law  for  an  undisturbed  exercise  of 
their  functions,  e.  g..  for  the  punishment  of 
contempts,  of  affrays  or  tumult  In  their  pres- 
ence, etc.;  but,  till  the  law  be  made,  it  does 
not  exist,  and  does  not  exist  from  their  neg- 
lect; •  •  •.  But  if  one  branch  may  assume 
Its  own  prlvUeges  without  control.  If  It  may 
Co  it  on  the  spur  of  the  occasion,  conceal 


the  law  In  Its  own  breast,  and  after  the  fact 
committed,  malce  Its  sentence  both  the  law 
and  the  Judgment  on  that  fact;  it  the  of- 
fense Is  to  be  kept  undefined  and  to  be  de- 
clared only  ex  re  nata — 

A  Latin  phrase  meaning  "out  of  the 
thing  bom" — 

and  according  to  the  passions  of  the  moment, 
and  there  be  no  lim'tatlon  elthef  In  the 
manner  or  measure  of  the  punishment,  the 
condition  of  the  citizen  will  be  perilous 
Indeed. 

And,  I  might  add,  the  condition  of  a 
Senator,  as  well  as  of  another  citizen, 
will  be  perilous  indeed. 

The  correct,  interpretation  of"  these 
quotations  from  Jefferson's  Mianual — 
and  it  is  obvious,  Mr.  President^is  that 
if  we  desire  to  punish  our  Members  for 
unbecoming  conduct,,  we  shculc^  set  up 
a  code  for  that  procedure  under  our  con- 
stitutional power  to  punish  for  disor- 
derly behavior.  If  we  wish  to  puni-sh 
for  refusal  to  answer  an  invitttion  to 
testify  before  a  Senate  committae  or  for 
abusive  cross-examination  ih  committee 
hearings,  the  elements  of  such  ofTcn.;cs 
should  be  described  in.  such  a  code ;  and 
the  punishment — whether  it  be  censure, 
fine,  imprisonment,  or  expulsion^should 
be  stated.  Until  the  time  when  such  a 
code  shall  be  adopted,  the  power  to  pun- 
ish does  not  exist,  and  it  does  not  exist 
because  of  our  own  neglect. 

To  proceed  further  with  this  discipli- 
nary action  under  our  present  lack  of  a 
code  of  ethics  Is  to  proceed,  as  Thorn:; s 
Jefferson  said,  "ex  re  nata."  which 
means  "out  of  the  thing  bom";  In  other 
words  this  disciplinary  action  wa.s  born 
out  of  the  incidents  which  are  not  cov- 
ered by  law;  we  are  attempting  to  mak? 
the  law  and  the  punishment  after  the 
occurrence  of  the  fact  and  according  to 
the  passions  of  the  moment.  That  is 
exactly  the  procedure  of  dictator-con- 
trolled countries;  and  in  those  countries 
the  condition  cf  the  citizen  is  perilous 
indeed,  even  as  predicted  it  would  be  by 
Thomas  Jefferson. 

I  now  turn  to  the  facts  as  alleged  in 
the  resolution  of  censure,  and  to  the 
findings  and  recommendations  of  the  se- 
lect committee.  I  shall  discus,  first, 
the  nonacceptance  of  the  invitation  to 
•appear  before  the  committee. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
did  not  accept  various  offers  to  appear 
before  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections.  These  offers  varied  in  form 
from  a  September  25,  1951.  notification 
by  Chairman  Gillette  to  the  effect  that 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  could 
be  present  to  hear  Senator  Benton  in 
executive  session,  to  a  May  7,  1962,  let- 
ter from  the  same  chairman  offering 
"the  oreortunity  to  appear  at  the  hear- 
ings for  the  purpose  of  presenting  tes- 
timony relating  to  the  charges  being  con- 
sidered against  him."  Then  on  Novem- 
ber 21.  1952,  the  then  chairman,  Sen- 
ator HENNiNGs.  sent  a  telegram  to  the 
jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  as  fol- 
lows : 

Today  you  were  advised  by  letter  delivered 
by  hand  to  your  office  of  the  prlnclijal  mat- 
ters which  the  subcommittee  desires  to  In- 
terrogate you  In  furtherance  of  yafur  eScpress 
desire  transmitted  to  the  committee  by  your 
administrative  assistant,  Mr.  Ray  Klermas 
under  date  of  Novcrater  10.     Tlie  subcom- 


mittee appreciates  your  wUlingjiess  to  help 
In  the  completion  of  the  worK  In  connec- 
tion with  the  investigation  of  Resolution  187 
and  the  investigations  predicated  thereon. 
Your  prompt  appeaiance  before  the  subcom- 
mittee can  save  th«;  QovernmeUt  much  ef- 
fort and  expense.  We  are  sure  tfcat  you  want 
to  be  of  help  to  lis  In  arriving  at  a  proper 
determination  of  the  Issues  In  controversy. 
We  are  therefore  at  your  disposal  in  execu- 
tive session  and  for  your  convenience  sug- 
gest that  the  subcommittee  Is  available  to 
you  commencing  with  tomorrow.  Saturday, 
November  22,  but  not  later  than  Tuesday,  the 
25th.  to  enable  the  committee  to  hear  you 
and  allow  time  thereafter  to  prepare  the  sub- 
committee report.  Senator  Benrton  has  also 
been  nctifled  to  appear  by  similar  communi- 
cation. This  action  Is  being  tiaken  at  the 
direction  and  with  the  full  copcurrence  of 
the  commiitce  members  (p.  47  of  the  hear- 
ings), 

I  think  the  evidence  is  uncontradicted 
that  the  junior  Senator  frotn  Wiscon- 
sin was  unnble  to  appear  in  answer  to 
that  telegram  becau.^e  he  was  at  the  time 
on  a  deer-hunting  trip,  and  the  telegram 
wa^  not  delivered  until  after  the  date  set 
for  his  appearance. 

Please  bear  in  mind,  Mr.  President, 
that  all  of  these  offers  or  invitations  to 
appear  before  the  committee  were  made 
with  the  expre?^s  understanding  that  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  if  he  chose  to 
appear,  would  have  no  opportunity  to 
cross-examine  witnesres  against  him. 
Tlie  select  comm  ttce  ccnitncntcd  on 
thi.s  phase  as  follows,  on  pa3e  28  of  the 
report ; 

He  also  stated  that  he  would  net  appear 
unless  he  were  giver  the  right  t ->  cross-ex- 
amine witHf-^Fes.  We  feel  that  this  right 
should  have  been  accorded  to  him  and  that 
xipcm  proper  request,  either  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration,  of  which 
Senator  McCarthy  was  a  member  (p  27  of 
the  hearings),  or  to  the  Senate  itself,  he 
could  have  obtained  this  right,  but  that  In 
any  event.  thLs  cannot  be  a  Justiflcation  for 
contemptuous  condu<-t. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  now  Uke  to 
digress  for  a  moment  to  ask  the  judges 
who  are  sitting  in  the  Senate  to  try  this 
very  serious  matter  was  there  ever  a 
ca.se  in  which  a  man  charged  with  a 
criminal  offense,  or  an  offense  punish- 
able in  any  way.  had  to  go  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration,  or 
to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  in 
order  that  he  might  have  that  right 
which  is  given  to  the  worst  criminal— the 
right  to  cross-examine  those  who  have 
appeared  against  him? 

Let  me  pause  to  suggest  how  I  would 
consider  such  an  invitation  to  appear. 
I  have  already  stated  my  opinion  of 
the  committee  which  was  considering 
charges  against  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  That  opinion  waa  printed  in 
the  Los  AnKeles  Herald  Express  in  the 
form  of  a  telegram  to  Senator  Guy  Gil- 
lette, the  chairman,  under  dtte  of  Sep- 
tember 9,  1952.  as  follows: 

I  have  Just  received  a  copy  of  the  telegram 
of  resignation  of  a  staff  member,  Jack  Poor- 
baugh,  who  was  appointed  by  the  subcom- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Poorbaugh  was  an  investigator 
employed  by  the  then  majority,  the 
Democratic  majority.  I  resume  reading 
from  the  telegram: 

As  you  have  been  notified  several  times  by 

me.   I   have   felt   this   committee  was   being 
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Tued  as  a  poUtlcal  vehicle  by  the  Democratic 
Party. 

I  win  have  no  more  of  this  and  I  will  not 
attend  the  hearings  that  you  have  called  in 
Washington  for  September  26.  I  beg  of  you 
that  you  grant  a  fair  hearing  to  the  com- 
plainants arising  out  of  the  Mlasoiirl  pri- 
mary. 

That  was  another  question  before  the 
Gillette  subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections. 

I  have  been  ready  to  g<}  to  St.  Louis  for 
weeks  and  aU  we  are  confronted  with  are 
delays. 

I  say  again  that  the  taxpayers  of  tbla 
Nation  do  not  want  their  money  spent  in  an 
attempt  to  hush  up  complaints  on  one  side 
and  smear  candidates  and  olBoeboldera  on 
the  other.  I  hand  you  my  resignation  from 
this  subcommittee  forthwith. 

In  view  of  the  proposal  made  by  the 
committee,  I  assiune  that  because  of  that 
telegram,  I  probably  «ill  be  the  next 
Senator  brought  up— I  will  be  batting 
second — in  the  censureship  rally  that  I 
am  so  afraid  may  continue  in  the  Senate 
for  years  to  come. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  probably  unduly 
cross-examined  distinguished  members 
of  the  select  committee  with  respect  to 
why  I  was  not  permitted  to  appear  before 
the  committee  and  give  it  any  evidence 
I  had  in  hand  or  About  which  I  knew. 
The  fact  that  I  was  not  permitted  so  to 
appear  caused  me  to  be  a  little  un- 
happy—yes. quite  unhappy — about  the 
committee. 

It  will  be  recalled  tluit  on  August  2, 
the  distinguished  chairman,  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette],  in  response 
to  a  question  propounded  to  him  by  me, 
when  I  asked  if  it  was  not  a  fact  that  in 
our  secret,  private  sessions,  he  heard 
someone  eavesdropping  at  the  door,  and 
that  he  opened  the  door,  and  found  there 
someone  more  than  casually  interested 
in  those  proceedings,  admitted  that  that 
was  a  fact. 

Mr.  President,  I  feel  it  is  only  fair  that 
I  unburden  my  heart.  cx>  matter  what 
these  Judges  may  do  to  me.  because  I  say 
to  my  distinguished  Judges  who  are  pres- 
ent that  it  is  my  opinion  that  the  testi- 
mony which  was  taken  was  leaked  out  to 
New  Deal,  leftwing  columnists  before 
the  stenographers  had  time  to  transcribe 
the  testimony. 

I  can  continue  to  cite  other  examples, 
but  I  merely  wish  to  add  that  I  interro- 
gated distinguished  members  of  the  se- 
lect committee  as  to  why  I  should  not  be 
permitted  to  testify,  when,  as  I  under- 
stand the  order  given  to  the  committee 
by  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  it  was 
the  committee's  duty  to  seek  evidence, 
and  to  find  the  truth  in  this  matter.  I 
did  not  try  to  entrap  anyone.  I  merely 
wished  to  ascertain  why  it  was  not  de- 
sired that  the  junior  Senator  from  Idaho 
should  be  heard.  What  answer  did  I  get? 
I  got  the  answer  that  had  I  desired  to 
appear.  I  was  probably  only  1  of  162 
million  people  who  did  not  know  what 
was  going  on  in  Washington,  D.  C.  In 
other  words,  I  should  have  left  a  sick 
bed,  traveled  at  my  own  expense,  without 
even  an  invitation — an  interloper,  if  you 
please — and  volunteer  what,  if  any,  tes- 
timony I  could  give  the  committee. 

Why  did  the  select  committee  not  tell 
me  why  I  was  not  to  appear?  I  knew  the 
answer  all  the  time.    I  have  read  every 


bit  of  the  report.  I  knew  why  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Idaho  was  not  permitted  to 
appear.  Why  was  it?  It  was  because 
of  the  ruling  of  the  chairman  of  the  se- 
lect committee,  which  will  be  found  on 
DBige  296  of  the  hearings,  which  reads 
as  follows : 

The  only  matter  this  committee  is  inter- 
ested in  is  whether  a  resolution  had  been  In- 
troduced authorizing  the  Investigation,  and. 
second,  was  It  being  carried  on,  and  did  It 
have  JuriBdlctlon. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota,  because 
he  was  very  kind  to  me  the  other  day. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  was  wondering  if  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  would  not  change 
the  word  "permitted,"  which  he  just  used 
in  his  statement.  I  personally  do  not 
know  of  any  suggestion  that  the  Senator 
should  appear  before  the  committee,  and 
the  use  of  the  words  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Idaho  was  "not  permitted" 
to  appear  would  leave  the  impression 
that  the  issue  was  raised  before  the  com- 
mittee. I  am  not  aware  that  the  issue 
was  ever  raised. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator  as- 
suzne  that  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin and  his  counsel.  Mr.  Williams, 
would  be  so  naive  as  to  ask  me  to  come 
back  to  Washington.  D.  C,  nearly  3,000 
miles  away,  leaving  a  sickbed,  when  I  had 
not  had  a  subpena  served  upon  me.  or 
an  offer  had  not  been  made  that  I  testify, 
when  a  ruling  had  been  made  which 
would  have  made  all  my  testimony  abso- 
lutely immaterial  and  irrelevant,  and 
which  therefore  would  have  made  my 
trip  a  sightseeing  trip,  and  nothing 
more?  That  is  why  I  used  the  words 
"not  permitted."  If  i  am  in  error  in 
using  them.  I  certainly  do  not  wish  to 
abuse  anyone  on  that  score.  So  if  my 
friend,  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota, 
would  prefer  to  have  me  ask  why  I  was 
not  invited  to  appear  before  the  select 
committee.  I  shall  use  the  word  "in- 
vited"; it  makes  Uttle  difference. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  But  in  view  of  the 
ruling.  I  have  said  that  I  was  not  per- 
mitted to  appear;  because  when  the 
"court"  rules,  one  is  making  a  "dry  nm" 
from  a  long,  long  distance  away,  if  he 
comes  to  Washington  under  those  cir- 
cumstances, knowing  that  his  testimony 
would  not  be  accepted. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  appre- 
ciate the  willingness  of  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  to  change  the  phrase,  because 
when  he  said  "not  permitted,"  I  thought 
there  was  an  implication  that  the  ques- 
tion had  specifically  come  up.  I  do  not 
think  the  question  was  ever  raised;  at 
least,  it  was  not  according  to  my 
knowledge. 

Mr.  WELKER.  In  answer.  I  would 
say  to  my  friends  of  the  select  commit- 
tee that  if  I  had  been  in  a  similar  posi- 
ticm.  knowing  that  a  fellow  Senator  was 
on  trial  and  that  another  Senator  had 
resigned  from  the  subcommittee,  for 
reasons  I  have  heretofore  related,  and 
for  other  reasons,  I  beUeve  I  would  have 
been  courteous  eno\igh  to  him  to  have 
invited  such  a  Senator  to  appear  and  tell 
his  story.    Whether  the  select  committee 


took  Judicial  notice  of  it  or  cognisance 
of  it  is  immaterial  However,  it  was 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  select 
committee  in  the  brief  filed  by  Mr.  Wil- 
liams. His  brief  appears  at  page  562  of 
the  record  of  the  select  commitixe's 
hearings. 

However,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  the  members  of  the  select  commit- 
tee heard  my  remarks  in  the  Senate 
Chamber  on  August  2.  or  they  should 
have — and  I  am  sure  they  did;  and  not- 
withstanding the  further  fact  that  coun- 
sel for  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin brought  out  the  point  in  his  brief, 
as  appears  on  page  562  of  the  record  of 
the  select  committee  hearings,  never  once 
was  I  invited  to  appear  or  did  I  have 
an  opportunity  to  appear  or,  may  I  say, 
was  I  permitted  to  appear  there. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  indulge  me  for  an 
observation  at  this  iwlnt? 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Cooper  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota? 

Mr.  WELKER.    Very  well;  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  may  say  that  if  the 
issue  had  come  up.  or  if  the  matter  had 
been  specifically  suggested  by  counsel 
for  Senator  McCastht-,  I  think  the  naem- 
bers  of  the  select  committee  would  have 
thought  the  Senator  from  Idaho  might 
have  had  something  to  contribute. 

In  any  event,  let  Lie  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Idaho  that  I 
think  he  has  something  to  contribute  to 
the  debate.  I  have  been  sitting  here  this 
afternoon,  listening  to  everything  he  has 
said ;  and  I  intend  to  listen  to  his  entire 
speech,  for  I  beUeve  he  is  making  an  in- 
teresting and  worthwhile  contribution  to 
the  subject. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota.  Let  me  repeat  that, 
being  a  trial  lawyer — I  have  never  been 
a  jurist,  and  I  never  wish  to  be  one — ^I 
would  not  wish  to  butt  my  head  against 
a  stone  wall,  in  the  face  of  a  direct  ruling 
that  all  the  select  committee  was  inter- 
ested in  w£is.  first,  whether  a  resolution 
authorizing  the  investigation  had  been 
submitted;  second,  whether  the  investi- 
gation was  being  carried  on;  and  third, 
whether  the  committee  had  jurisdiction. 
The  taking  of  such  a  position  put  me 
"out  of  bounds."  so  to  speak.  Let  us  take 
a  look  at  the  record  if  my  distinguished 
friend  doubts  me  on  that  score,  because 
much  hinges  on  that  one  thing;  much 
important  testimony  hinges  upon  it.  It 
goes  not  only  to  my  failure  to  appear 
before  the  select  committee,  but  it  also 
goes  to  the  fact  that  the  Qillette  sub- 
committee had  knowledge  that  a  man 
who  unfortimately  had  been  adjudged 
incompetent  had  given  some  vicious 
testimony.    I  wish  to  make  that  clear. 

Mr.  President,  I  api»«eiate  the  re- 
marks of  my  friend,  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota. 

At  this  point  let  me  say  that  the  tele- 
gram I  quoted  a  moment  ago  sets  forth 
my  opinion  of  the  Gillette  subcommit- 
tee's objective.  As  I  told  my  distin- 
guished friend,  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota.  I  would  deem  it  foolhardy  to 
accept  an  invitation  to  aK>ear  when  I 
knew  that  my  testimony  would  consti- 
tute nothing,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
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"court"  had  ruled.  Regardless  of  what 
Senator  was  thus  brought  before  the  bar 
of  Justice,  whether  Senator  MoCabtht, 
BenatMT  Casb.  Senator  Schoxppkl,  Sena- 
tor Poim,  my  friend  frien(|— and  all 
Souitors  are'  my  good  friends— or  the 
great  cmd  distinguished  Junior  Senator 
from  Oeorgia.  Richaid  Rtrssku..  I  would 
deem  it  focdhardy  for  any  accused  Sena- 
tor to  accept  an  invitation  to  appear  if 
he  had  no  right  to  cross-examine  his 
•aecusrars.  Under  such  circumstances  I 
would  not  feel  it  my  duty  to  appear.  In- 
stead, I  would  think  of  the  invitation 
offered  by  the  spider  to  the  fly.  "Won't 
you  step  Into  my  parlor?" 

In  any  event,  let  us  see  what  other 
Senators  have  done  when  confronted  by 
similar  circumstances. 

At  this  point,  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  I  wish  to  have  this  presentation 
carefully  followed.  I  shall  not  refer 
again  to  the  large  group  of  Senators 
who  are  absent  from  the  Chamber  at 
this  time.  I  am  delighted  that  my  dis- 
tinguished friends  who  serve  on  the 
select  ccHnmittee  have  seen  fit  to  remain 
here  and  listen  to  my  remarks.  Let  me 
repeat  that  I  think  it  is  a  dark  day  in 
the  history  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
whai  we  are  trying  a  fellow  Member, 
regardless  of  his  poUtical  alBllation  or 
from  whence  he  comes,  to  be  confronted 
with  80  many  empty  seats  in  this  Cham- 
ber, in  view  of  the  fact,  as  heretofore 
related  to  the  Senate,  that  each  Senator 
la  a  Judge  of  the  facts  and  the  law  in 
ttie  ease.  However,  if  the  resolution  is 
adopted  by  the  Senate,  I  suppose  we 
shaU  "just  have  to  take  it" 

Mr.  President,  the  present  case  relates 
to  a  very  sound  proposition  of  law.  inas- 
much as  It  has  to  do  with  a  precedent 
Of  the  Senate  in  yesteryear.  First,  I 
should  like  to  teU  the  Senate  about 
another  Senator  frcxn  Wisconsin  who 
declined  to  appear  before  a  subcommit- 
tee of  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Etections.  under  circumstances  which  in 
some  respects  bear  a  remarkable  re- 
semblance  to  those  presented  in  the 
Instant  case.  The  similarity  between 
the  cases  is  so  amaring  that  I  should 
like  to  tell  the  Senate  in  some  detail 
atioat  the  other  Senator,  whose  name,  as 
some  Senators  probably  have  guessed, 
was  Robert  M.  La  FOllette.  Sr.  The  sub- 
committee before  which  he  refused  to 
appear  had  been  called  to  consider  cer- 
tain resolutions  of  the  Minnesota  Public 
Safety  Commission  looking  toward  his 
expulskm  for  dldoyalty  to  the  United 
States.  That  chaive  was  predicated 
largely  upon  an  allegedly  pro-German 
speech  he  had  delivered  hi  1917,  Sen- 
ator La  Foliette  demanded  that  the  sub- 
committee apprise  him  of  the  charges 
agaiiwt  him,  namely,  of  the  portions  of 
hl«  ^eech  which  allegedly  wej^  disloyal. 
The  snhoommlttee.chairman— and  I  sup- 
pose many  of  the  senior  Members  of 
this  body  remember  Senator  Atlee  Pome- 
rene,  ^  Ohio,  by  name,  at  least,  even 
if  they  do  not  remember  him  in  parson — 
wrote  Senator  La  FoUette  a  tetter,  in- 
forming him  that  the  subcommittee 
would  XK>t  accord  him  that  right  The 
chairman's  letter  wait  on  to  state: 
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In  fact  you  will  be  glad  to  so  testify  and  to 
give  your  autliorlty  for  tliem.  If  they  are 
not.  Its  members  belleye  you  will  be  eager  to 
correct  them  and  thereby  aid  the  coaunlttee 
In  arriving  at  the  real  facts.  In  any  event 
they  feel  that  the  simplest  and  most  direct 
way  to  conduct  the  inquiry  Is  to  Inf  Ite  you 
to  appear  before  It  as  the  one  witness  best 
qualified  fo  verify  the  statements  cantalned 
in  your  speech  or  to  malce  such  explanations 
as  you  may  desire  to  make,  and  to  (Ive  the 
committee  the  sources  of  your  Information. 

That  wsis  from  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  to  anotlier  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  Senator  Robert  M.  ^  Fol- 
iette. 

I  continue  to  quote: 

The  subcommittee  renews  Its  Invitation  of 
the  12th  instant,  for  you  to  appear  before 
It  at  the  committee  room  of  the  Committee 
on  Prlvll^es  and  flections  at  10:30  a.  m. 
on  the  16th  day  of  October,  1917,  and  hopes 
you  will  accept  It.  \ 

On  October  16tii.  the  subcommittee 
met  at  10:30  in  the  committee  room.- 
Senator  La  FoUette  was  present.  The 
following  highly  significant  exchange 
took  place: 

The  Chaibmam.  Senator  La  Foliette,  It 
was  the  desire  of  the  committee  to  Interro- 
gate you  concerning  some  of  the  statements 
of  fact  in  this  speech 

Senator  La  Foixetti  (after  apcloglElng  for 
arriving  late).  I  appear  here.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, to  submit  to  you  In  the  form  of  a  let- 
ter, addressed  to  you  as  chairman  of  this 
subcommittee,  all  the  statement  that  I  deem 
It  proper  or  necessary  for  me  to  make  at  this 
point,  and  I  now  present  that  statement. 

I  win  say  good  morning  to  the  committee. 

(Senator  La  FoUette  thereupon  withdrew.) 

The  Senator's  letter  pointed  out  that 
twice  tiefore  he  had  requested  tlje  sub- 
committee to  advise  him  which  state- 
ments of  fact  in  his  speech  were  now 
challenged.  He  stated  that  'conimon 
courtesy"  required  the  subcommittee  to 
furnish  him  with  this  information,  that 
he  believed  in  the  acciiracy  of  every  state- 
ment in  the  speech  and  that  he  would 
prove  the  accuracy  of  every  statement  if 
he  was  afforded  a  fair  opportunity  to 
confront  and  cross-examine  any  and  all 
persons  denying  the  accuracy  of  such 
statements.  He  said  that  then,  and  not 
before,  he  would  produce  witnesses  and 
evidence  in  his  own  defense. 

The  record  shows.  Bdr.  President,  that 
Senator  La  Foliette  never  produced  1  wit- 
ness or  1  piece  of  evidence  in  his  own 
behalf.  He  never  appeared  before  the 
subcommittee  to  answer  any  of  the 
charges  against  him,  despite  the  fact 
that  these  charges  reflected  upon  his 
personal  honor  and  official  conduct  in 
a  way  that  none  of  the  charges  before 
the  so-called  Gillette  subcommittee  could 
possibly  reflect  upon  the  personal  honor 
and  ofBcial  conduct  of  the  present  jim- 
lor  Senatoi'  from  Wisconsin.  The  record 
further  shows.  Mr.  President,  that  no 
voice  was  ever  raised  on  this  floor  to  de- 
mand the  censure  of  that  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  for  his  failure  to  appear. 

The  La  Foliette  case  did  come  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  for  action  on  %  reso- 
lution of  the  Committee  on  Prtvileges 
and  Electtcms  dismissing  the  petition 
"for  the  reason  that  the  speech  in  ques- 
tion does  not  justify  any  action  by  the 
Senate" — Congbessional  Record,  voliune 
57.  part  2.  pages  1506  to  1527. 


The  committee  resolution  was  passed 
50  to  21,  25  not  voting. 

Here  was  a  man  who,  In  time  of  war, 
was  accused  of  making  a  pro-Qerman 
speech.  He  was  Invited  to  ai^pear,  and, 
lilce  the  brave  man  that  he  was,  he  went 
before  the  subcommittee  and  told  it  that 
he  would  not  appear. 

Are  we  going  back  to  precedents,  or  are 
we  plajring  a  game,  merely  because  some- 
one does  not  like  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin?  If  it  is  a  question  of  not  lik- 
ing the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 
next  day  it  may  be  some  other  Senator. 
It  may  be  I,  or  any  other  Member  of  this 
body. 

PRECEDENTS  CONCERNING  rAILTTRE  TO  APFEAK 
BEFORE  COMMrmX  ON  PRrVILECCS  AND  ELEC- 
TIONS 

The  select  committee  has  recommend- 
ed that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  be 
censured  for  conduct  "contemptuous, 
contumacious,  and  denunciatory,  with- 
out reason  or  justification,  and  obstruc- 
tive to  legislative  processes"— "page  31  of 
the  report — in  failing  to  appear  before 
the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions at  various  times  during  1952. 

Let  me  make  a  personal  observation. 
I  believe  that  those  descriptive  adjec- 
tives, used  against  a  fellow  Senator, 
whether  it  be  Senator  McCabThy,  Sena- 
tor Aiken,  or  any  other  Senator,  are  just 
about  as  vicious  and  bad  as  aniything  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  ever  said 
about  General  Zwicker  or  anyone  else. 

I  shall  devote  my  next  remarks  to  this 
subject,  even  though,  as  I  have  demon- 
strated, it  is  not  a  proper  ground  for  dis- 
ciplinary action  under  the  Constitution 
and  the  existing  laws,  as  well  as  the  rules 
of  the  United  States  Senate. 

The  select  committee,  in  effect,  predi- 
cated its  recommendation  on  the  failure 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to 
appear  and  prove  himself  innocent  of 
charges  which  the  Committee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections  was  investigating. 
That  is  another  way  of  saying,  "You  are 
guilty.  Senator,  because  you  have  not 
proved  yourself  innocent."  In  what  re- 
spect, I  ask.  does  that  resemble  any  form 
of  Anglo-Saxon  jurisprudence?  It  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  comment  upon  what 
a  weird  interpretation  of  American  juris- 
prudence is  such  a  theory.  However,  if 
Senators  doubt  that  the  select  committee 
arrived  at  such  a  conclusion  of  guilty 
because  not  proven  innocent,  I  read 
from  page  30  of  the  report,  as  follows: 

It  is  our  opinion  that  the  failure  of  Sena- 
tor McCaktht  to  explain  to  the  Senate  these 
matters:  (1)  Whether  funds  collected  to  fight 
communism  were  diverted  to  other  purposes 
inuring  to  his  personal  advantage;  (2) 
whether  certain  of  his  offlclal  activities  were 
motivated  by  self-interest:  and  (8)  whether 
certain  of  his  activities  In  senatorial  cam- 
paigns Involved  violations  of  the  law;  was 
conduct  contumacious  toward  the  Senate 
and  injurious  to  its  effectiveness,  dignity,  re- 
sponsibilities, processes,  and  prestige. 

Bear  in  mind  that  he  had  been  denied 
the  right  of  cross-examination.  I  won- 
der what  the  great  Senator.  Hobert  M. 
La  Foliette,  now  long  gone,  whose  voice 
was  heard  all  over  the  world,  would  have 
said  had  he  been  charged  with  those 
things.  He  would  have  said  ex|M;tly  what 
he  said  to  the  subcommittee  of  the  Com- 
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mittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  as  I 
have  heretofore  related. 

Nos.  1  and  3  of  the  above  quoted 
charges  are  certainly  of  a  criminal  na- 
ture, and  No.  2  is  possibly  of  such  a  na- 
ture. The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  would 
certainly  be  answerable,  in  the  proper 
Jurisdiction,  to  the  courts  of  our  land  if 
he  were  guilty  of  such  charges.  Let  us 
see  what  is  the  established  precedent  of 
the  Senate  in  such  cases. 

I  should  like  to  make  this  further  ob- 
servation. Had  he  been  guilty  of  those 
charges,  does  any  Senator  suppose  for  a 
moment  that  the  Truman  administra- 
tion, which  certainly  did  not  have  high 
esteem  for  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, would  not  have  prosecuted  him, 
if  possible? 

THE  CASE  or   HTTMPHarr   M AESRAIX.  A   SEN ATOS 
FKOM   KENTUCKY    (FXBEUAET    36,    1796> 

Within  four  years  after  the  adoption 
of  the  first  10  amendments  to  the  Consti- 
tution, the  legislature  of  the  State 
charged  Humphrey  Marshall  with  the 
crime  of  perjury  and  the  governor  trans- 
mitted the  memorial  to  the  United  States 
Senate  for  its  action.  The  committee  to 
whom  it  was  referred  reported  against 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate. 

The  committee  decided: 

If  In  the  preaent  case,  the  party  has  been 
guilty  in  the  manner  suggested,  no  reaaon 
has  been  alleged  by  the  memorialists  why  he 
has  not  long  since  been  tried  in  the  State 
and  district  where  be  committed  the  offense. 
Until  he  Is  legally  convicted  the  principles  of 
the  Constitution  and  of  the  oonunon  law  con- 
cur in  presuming  that  he  is  innocent,  and 
the  conunittee  are  compelled,  by  a  sense  of 
justice,  to  declare  that  in  their  opinion  the 
presumption  in  favor  of  Mr.  Marshall  Is  not 
diminished  by  the  recriminating  publications 
Which  manifest  strong  resentment  against 
him. 

And  they  are  also  of  the  opinion  that  as 
the  Constitution  does  not  give  Jurisdiction  to 
the  Senate  the  consent  of  the  party  cannot 
give  It;  and  that  therefore  the  said  memo- 
rial ought  to  be  dismissed.  (Senate  Election 
Cases  1789-1913.  Senate  Documents,  vol.  9.  p. 
163;   also  Hinds  Precedents,  vol.  a,  p.  8&8.) 

This  rule  would  certainly  apply  to  the 
4th,  5th.  6th,  and  possibly  all  of  the 
charges  against  Senator  McCarthy  made 
by  the  Hennings  committee  in  the  letter 
of  November  10,  1952 — page  45  of  select 
committee  hearings  on  Senate  Resolution 
331,  83d  Congress.  2d  session. 

CASE  or  Kora  um  ■CBtntAXxa.  m  trs  44th 

COMCBXSa 

The  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House 
was  charged  to  inquire,  "What  action 
should  be  taken  by  the  House  in  refer- 
ence to  the  persons  now  Members  of  the 
House,  King  and  Schumaker,  charged 
with  compUcity  in  the  alleged  corrupt 
use  of  money  to  procure  the  passage  of 
ac  act — and  with  giving  false  testimony 
in  relation  thereto  before  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means  of  the  43d  Con- 
gress. V 

The  report  of  the  COTimlttee  stoted  in 
part: 

Tour  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the 
House  of  Representatives  has  no  authority  to 
take  Juriadlction  of  vtolaUons  of  law  or  <rf- 
fenses  coounitted  against  a  previous  Oon- 
gTM*.  This  la  purely  a  legislative  body,  and 
entirely  unsulted  for  the  trial  of  crime*. 
The  fifth  section  of  the  first  article  of  the 
Constitution  authorizes  "each  House  to  de- 
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termine  ttie  rules  of  Its  {iroceedlngs.  punish 
Its  members  for  disorderly  behavior,  and. 
with  the  concurrence  of  two-thirds,  expel  a 
Member."  This  power  is  evidently  given  to 
enable  each  House  to  exercise  iU  constitu- 
tional function  of  legislation  unobstructed. 
It  cannot  vest  In  Congress  a  Jurisdiction  to 
try  a  Member  for  an  offense  committed  be- 
fore his  election;  for  such  offense  a  member, 
like  any  other  citizen,  is  amenable  to  the 
cotirts  alone.  (44th  Cong.,  1st  sess.  H.  Rept. 
815.  p.  2.) 

Not  only.  Mr.  President,  does  the  se- 
lect committee  attempt  to  go  against 
such  old  and  established  precedent,  but 
it  seeks  to  inaugurate  a  new  precedent  on 
the  ground  that  since  its  contemplated 
action  is  not  forbidden  it  has  the  power 
to  do  it. 

The  select  committee  stated  on  page  23 
of  its  report,  as  follows :    « 

Prom  an  examination  and  study  of  all 
available  precedents,  the  select  committee  Is 
of  the  opinion  that  the  Senate  tias  the  power, 
under  the  circumstances  of  this  case,  to  elect 
to  censure  Senator  McCaxtht  for  conduct 
occurring  during  his  prior  term  in  the  Sen- 
ate, should  It  deem  such  conduct  censur- 
able. 

Prior  to  the  stetement  made  above, 
the  select  Committee  on  page  22  of  its  re- 
port said: 

A  Member  may  be  censured  even  after  he 
has  resigned  (2  Hinds'  Precedents,  1239, 
1273,  1275  (1907).  Precedents  In  the  House 
cannot  be  considered  as  controlling  because 
the  House  is  not  a  continuing  body. 

That  statement,  Mr.  President,  while 
true,  so  far  as  censure  after  resignation 
is  concerned,  is  very  misleading. 

I  will  not  charge  that  it  is  deliberately 
misleading,  but  I  do  say  it  conveys  a  false 
impression  unless  the  citations  of  the 
committee  are  studied. 

I  am  not  trying  to  embarrass  or  ridi- 
cule the  members  of  the  select  commit- 
tee. Many  times  in  the  practice  of  my 
profession  of  law  I  have  lost  lawsuits. 
When  I  thought  the  courts  of  law  had 
erred  I  took  an  appeal.  That  is  the  rea- 
son for  the  existence  of  courts  of  appeals. 
There  would  be  no  need  for  courts  of  ap- 
peal or  for  the  Supreme  Court,  even,  if 
all  Judicial  decisions  were  proper  and 
correct.   I  wish  to  make  that  point  clear. 

In  each  instence  of  censure  after  res- 
ignation— and  they  are  all  House  inci- 
dents— the  Member  resigned  while  ex- 
pulsion proceedings  were  in  progress. 
The  Member  avoided  expulsion  because 
one  cannot  be  expelled  when  he  is  no 
longer  a  Member.  The  House  was  ob- 
Uged  in  those  cases  to  settle  for  cen- 
sure—otherwise no  disapproval  could  be 
officially  recorded. 

Then,  as  to  the  citations  of  the  select 
committee,  concerning  expulsion  or  cen- 
sure for  conduct  occurring  during  a  pre- 
ceding Congress,  I  find — from  a  study  of 
them — no  instance  wherein  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  select  committee  is  supported. 
If  I  am  wrong  I  should  like  to  see  the 
proof  that  I  am  wrong.  I  have  studied 
this  subject  long  and  hard,  and  I  should 
like  to  have  pointed  out  any  citation  to 
*  the  contrary  of  what  I  have  said. 

In  fact,  I  find  the  opposite  conclusion 
in  King  against  Schumaker— cited  by 
the  select  committee  and  heretofore 
cited  by  me.  It  Is  an  instance  wherein 
the  House  refused  to  go  into  acts  prior 


to  election  to  the  sitting  Congress.  If  I 
am  in  error  in  my  stody  of  the  citations 
produced  by  the  select  committee  I 
should  like  to  be  corrected.  Please  un- 
derstand, however,  I  am  not  considering 
cases  involving  election  frauds  or  inci- 
dents in  such  cases;  by  the  very  nature 
of  the  offense  it  is  necessary  to  inquire 
into  events  that  transpired  before  the 
election  of  a  Member. 

Mr.  President,  cf ter  making  such  ref- 
erences to  a  nonexistent  precedent  the 
select  committee  says  that  the  junioi: 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  can  cite  no  au- 
thority to  show  that  the  Senate  may  not 
censure  a  Member  for  conduct  antedat- 
ing that  session.  I  quote  from  page  22 
of  the  report: 

While  it  may  be  the  law  that  one  who  Is 
not  a  Member  of  the  Senate  may  not  be 
punished  for  contempt  of  the  Senate  at  a 
preceding  session,  this  is  no  basis  for  declar- 
ing that  the  Senate  may  not  censure  one  of 
Its  own  Members  for  conduct  antedating  that 
session,  and  no  controlling  authority  or 
precedent  has  been  cited  for  such  position. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  read  at  length, 
in  interrogating  members  of  the  select 
committee,  from  several  books  which  I 
greatly  admire,  including  one  the  con- 
clusions of  which  I  think  no  Senator  will 
deny.  I  refer  to  the  Vanishing  Righto  of 
the  States,  written  by  a  former  Solicitor 
General  of  the  United  Stetes,  a  doctor  of 
laws,  and  the  author  of  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States.  James  M.  Beck,  a 
man  who  I  think  was  generally  recog- 
nized as  one  of  the  greatest  authorities 
on  constitutional  law  in  this  country.  I 
wish  to  quote  from  his  book,  and  I  hope 
Senators  will  follow  me  closely.  I  quote 
from  page  50  of  the  Vanishing  Rights  of 
the  States: 

In  my  Judgment,  tlie  power  of  expulsion 
refers  to  some  act  of  a  Senator  dviring  hia 
membership  of  the  Senate,  and  the  act  must 
have  some  reference  to  the  discipline  of  the 
Senate. 

This  is  indicated  by  the  words  "punlah  Its 
Members  for  dlaorderly  behavior."  If  a  Mem- 
ber persistently  violated  the  ^rulee  of  Xbm 
Bexuite.  and  that  body  could  ao  longer  ef- 
fectively function  because  of  his  deliberate 
interference  with  its  labors,  then  the  Senate. 
If  it  is  to  continue  to  exist,  must  have  the 
power  to  preserve  its  discipline,  and  to  do  so 
must  have  the  power  to  punish  the  Menber 
"for  disorderly  behavtor."  The  final  sen- 
tence In  the  paragraph  IndlcateB  that  ex- 
pulsion was  contemplated  as  possible  pun* 
Ishment.  but  such  punishment  was  so  ex- 
treme that  It  was  wisely  provided  that,  while 
ordinary  punishment  could  be  Imposed  by 
a  majority  of  the  Senate,  the  final  iranlsh- 
ment  of  ei^ulsian  must  have  tbs  cooeur* 
rence  of  two-thirds. 

It  may  be — ^but  I  do  net  eonoede  tt — ^that 
If  a  Senator,  during  the  period  of  his  serv- 
ice. Is  proved  to  have  been  guUty  of  soom 
crime,  he  can  be  expelled,  even  though  the 
crime  has  no  relation  to  the  discipline  of 
the  Senate. 

It  is,  however,  equaUy  dear  that  the  act 
which  would  Jtistif  y  his  expxilsion  must  havs 
taken  place  since  his  election.  What  he  did 
prior  to  his  election  and  «^^^^^^a«»||^;^o^^  im^ 
been  fiassed  upon  by  the  people  of  his  State. 
In  a  poUtlcal  sense,  it  Is  res  adjudlcata. 

Mr.  President,  I  shoold  like  to  have 
my  southern  friends  listen  to  these  words 
of  wisdom.  They  represent  good  law. 
I  have  listened  to  their  debate.  Will  they 
listen  to  me? 
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Mr.  BARRETT,  lir.  Presidait,  will 
the  Benator  ftom  Idaho  yldd  In  order 
that  I  may  suggest  tbe  absence  of  a 
Qttonmt 

Ifr.  WBXER.  I  yitUd,  with  the  iin- 
deratanding  that  I  shall  not  thereby  lose 
the  floor. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  with 
that  understanding.  I  surest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  PREtEEtDINO  OFFICER.  The  Sec- 
retary will  call  the  roll. 

Tbe  l^lslatlve  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


AttA 


Autonoa 

BUTCtt 

B«aU 

Bennett 

Brtdgee 

Bfuwu 

Burk* 

Buih 

Buti«r 

BtM 
Capehart 
CmrUaa 
C»mB 

CbATM 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cotton 

Crtppe 

DuUel.  8. 0. 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Dlrksen 

DougUe 

Z>ull 

X>wa>ehak 

KaatUnd 

Blender 

■run 


Fersuaon 

Flanden 

Vrear 

Fulbrlght 

OtUette 

Ooldwatcr 

Oreen 

Hajden 

Hendrtdcaon 

Hennlngi 

Elckenlooper 

Hiu 

Holland 

Kruaka 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackaoa 

Jenner 

Johnaon.  Colo. 

Jobnaon.  Tex. 

Johnaton.  S.  C 

KeAuver 

Kllgtire 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

lAnger 

Tifthman 

Z^enncm 

XiOnc 


Ifagnuaon 

Malone 

ICanifleld 

McCarthy 

MeClellan 

lionronej 

ICarse 

Mundt 

Mumy 

Neely 

Pastore 

Pajme 

Potter 

PurteU 

Bobertaon 

Buaaell 

SaltonstaU 

BchoepjMl 

Smith.  Maine 

Bmtth.  N.  J. 

.Sparkman 

Stennia 

Symington 

Thye 

Watklna 

Welker 

WUey 

Williams 

Toung 


^4 


The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President  Just  be- 
fore the  quorum  call,  I  was  reading  from 
the  book  entitled  "The  Vanishing  Rights 
of  the  States,"  written  by  the  Honorable 
James  M.  Beck,  a  former  prof essor  of  law, 
formerly  Solicitor  General  of  the  United 
States,  and  also  author  of  the  book  en- 
titled "The  Constitution  of  the  United 
States."  The  Ricokd  will  show  that  I 
quoted  certain  portions  of  his  book.  The 
Vanishing  Rights  of  the  Stat^.  At  this 
time  I  wish  to  continue  quoting  from  it, 
as  follows: 

It  Is.  boweTer.  equally  clear,  that  the  act 
which  would  Justify  bla  expulsion,  must  have 
taken  place  since  his  election.         N 

Let  me  digress  to  say  that  I  believe  all 
authorities  agree  that  article  I.  section  5. 
of  the  Constitution,  which  confers  the 
only  power  either  House  of  Congress  has 
to  penalize  its  Members,  deals  with  acts 
of  expulsion  and  acts  of  censureship  as 
one. 

I  read  further: 

What  he  did  prior  to  his  election  and 
qualineatlon  has  been  passed  upon  by  the 
people  of  his  State.  In  a  political  sense,  it  U 
ree  adjudleata.  A  candidate  for  the  Senate 
might  have  been  giiUty  of  embeszlement 
before  his  election,  but  the  right  of  the  peo- 
ple of  that  State  to  send  an  embezzler  to 
the  Senate,  If  It  sees  lit.  Is  clear.  Such 
deelsion  is  the  sole  right  of  the  State. 

It  must  not  he  supposed  that  the  general 
grant  of  power  to  each  toaneh  of  Congress 
to  determine  the  "qualUtcatlons"  of  its 
Ifemben  gives  them-an  M"Mm1t4*rt  discretion 
In  determining  the  question  of  membership 
In  the  body.  The  {general  language  which 
the  Constitution- uses  must  be  read  In  con- 


nectUm  with  the  entire  Instnunent  and,  thus 
read.  It  Is  unreasonable  that  the  p^wer  to 
Judge  of  the  "qualiflcatlons"  of  its  own  Mem- 
bers, was  or  is,  intended  to  destroy  the  rights 
of  the  States  to  select  their  own  Representa- 
tives in  Congress. 

The  Supreme  Court  has  said,  in  ttie  case 
of  V.  S.  ▼.  BalUn  (144  U.  8.  1) : 

"The  Constitution  empowers  each  House 
to  determine  times  and  rules  of  proceedings. 
It  may  not  by  its  rules  ignore  constlfiutlonal 
restraints,  or  violate  fundamental  rlgbts,  and 
there  should  be  a  reasonable  relation  be- 
tween the  mode  or  method  of  proceeding  es- 
tablished by  the  rule  and  the  result  which  is 
sought  to  be  attained." 

To  permit  the  Senate  to  expel  a  Senator 
on  the  ground  that,  before  bis  election,  he 
had  been  either  a  fool  or  a  knave,  would  rev- 
olutionize our  theory  of  constitutional  gov- 
ernment. All-thii)  had  been  passed  upon 
before  the  Constitution  was  framed  in  the 
great  John  Wilkes  controversy. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  invite  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate  to  page  54  of  the 
book  by  this  learned  author.  I  read  from 
the  second  paragraph  on  that  page : 

The  author  has  thus  quoted  every  perti- 
nent provision  of  the  Constitution.  Beading 
them  together,  it  seems  too  clear  for  argu- 
ment, that  each  State  has  the  right  to  select 
from  its  people  any  representative  in  the 
Senate  that  it  seek  fit,  irrespective  of  his 
Intellectual  or  moral  qualiflcatlons,  and  that 
the  only  limitations  upon  such  choice  are 
that  he  shall  be  30  years  of  age.  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States  for  at  least  9  years,  an 
■  Inhabitant  of  the  State,  and  that  he  shall  not 
hold  any  office  under  the  United  States,  and 
that  he  shall  not  have  engaged  in  insurrec- 
tion or  rebeUlon  against  the  United  Sutes. 
or  given  aid  or  comfort  to  the  enemies  there- 
of, unless  in  the  latter  contlngeney,  the 
Congress,  by  a  vote  of  two-thirdsL  shall 
remove  such  disability. 

In  all  other  respects  the  right  of  the  State 
Is  absolute  and  impaired.  A  State  may  have 
selected  a  Member  of  the  Senate  or  secured 
his  nomination  by  unworthy  means.  He 
may  have  spent  more  to  secure  such  nom- 
ination than  many  would  think  proper  or 
legitimate.  He  may  be  intellectually  unfitted 
for  the  high  office,  and  his  moral  character 
may,  in  other  respects,  leave  much  to  be 
desired. 

The  people  of  the  United  States  may  Justi- 
fiably think  that  the  State  has  sent  to  Con- 
gress an  unfit  man,  who  could  add  nothing 
to  its  deliberations,  and  whose  influence  may 
well  be  pernicious.  Nonetheless,  th«  State 
has  the  right  to  send  him.  It  is  Its  sole  con- 
cern, and  to  nullify  its  choice  is  to  destroy 
the  basic  right  cf  a  sovereign  State,  and 
amounts  to  a  revolution. 

In  this  matter  we  must  not  be  pragmatists. 

That  means  meddlers  or  busybodies 
or  opinionated  persons.  i 

I  read  further:  | 

If  the  Senate  has  the  right  to  nullify  the 
action  of  a  sovereign  State  in  this  matter 
for  good  reasons,  it  has  equally  the  right 
to  nullify  It  for  bad  reasons.  The  State 
may  send  a  representative  to  the  Senate 
who  has  the  Intellectual  ability  of  Webster 
and  the  unimpeachable  morality  of  George 
Washington,  but  he  may  be  a  member  of 
a  political  party  which,  at  the  time,  is  in 
a  minority.  If  the  Senate  rejects  such  a 
man,  it  is  possible  that  the  plain  usurpation 
of  the  power  of  the  State  cannot  be  ques- 
tioned In  any  Judicial  proceeding.  The  sole 
remedy  may  be.  as  In  the  case  of  John  Wilkes. 
In  an  appeal  to  the  people,  but  whUe  the 
victim  might  represent  the  majority  of  ^he 
people  of  his  State,  his  party's  representation 
in  the  Senate  might  weU  be  only  a  minor- 
ity, and  thus  the  right  of  one  State  to  select 


its  own  representative  could  be  Nullified  as 
long  as  a  majority  of  the  Senate,  composed 
of  the  representatives  of  other  States,  saw 
fit  to  refuse  him  his  credentials,  or  as  long 
as  two-thirds  of  the  Senate  saw  fit  to  expel 
him. 

If  such  a  power  exists,  then  the  greatest 
of  all  States'  rights  has  become  little  more 
than  a  "scrap  uf  paper."  | 

I  should  like  to  have  some  member  of 
the  staff  of  the  select  committee,  or  any 
of  the  members  thereof,  successfully  dis- 
pute the  authorities  cited  by  and  the 
arguments  of  this  great  author. 

Now.  in  a  more  or  less  facetious  vein, 
I  think  I  should  refer  to  another  man. 
who  apparently  professes  to  be  an  au- 
thority upon  this  very  subjett  matter. 
In  an  article  entitled  "What  Ails  the 
United  States  Senate?"  he  had  this  to 
say: 

Beyond  all  such  efforts  st  Internal  reform 
to  abolish  abuses,  there  is.  It  should  be 
pointed  out.  the  problem  of  the  electorate, 
the  people  themselves.  After  all,  the  real 
responsibility  lies  with  the  States  for  the 
kind  of  Senators  they  send  to  Washington. 
The  electors  of  each  State  must  realize  that 
they  are  Judged  by  the  men  they  send. 
That  Judgment  is  auUimatic  and  InevlUble. 

The  author  of  that  profound  state- 
ment, who  seems  to  agree  with  the  dis- 
tinguished author  I  have  heretofore 
quoted,  was  the  author  of  Senate  Reso- 
lution 301.  I  refer  to  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  (Mr.  PlanSirs],  who 
was  writing  in  the  New  York  Times 
magazine  of  May  19,  1954.  That  quota- 
tion will  be  found  on  page  62  tjhereof. 

Mr.  President  I  wii.h  to  inform  Sena- 
tors that  a  new  and  able  Member  of  the 
Senate,  who  was  appointed  by  the  Gov- 
ernor of  the  great  State  of  Nevada  to 
succeed  the  immortal  Senator  Pat  Mc- 
Carran,  one  of  the  greatest  lawyers  I 
have  ever  known,  will  discuss,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Senate,  in  a  far  more  pro- 
found way  than  I  have  done,  certain 
other  constitutional  questions  upon  this 
very  subject  matter.  I  have  appeared 
against  him  in  several  cases  in  former 
years.  I  ask  all  the  judges  present  to 
keep  their  minds  open  until  the  case  is 
finally  submitted  to  them.  Senators  are 
the  sole  Judges  of  the  law  and  the  facts. 
I  want  them  to  hear  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  [  Mr.  Brown]  on  the  subject 
matter  I  have  just  discussed. 

It  is  not  the  burden  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  to  prove  Chat  there 
is  precedent  to  show  that  the  power  does 
not  exist.  It  is  the  burden  of  the  select 
committee  and  its  staff,  since  they  have 
asserted  the  power,  to  show  that  it  does 
exist,  and  that  they  have  failed  to  do. 
In  any  event,  we  are  not  considering  con- 
duct during  a  previous  sessiom  of  the 
Senate — as  the  select  committee  by  its 
statement  implies.  We  are  now  consid- 
ering  conduct  prior  to  a  Senator's  term 
for  which  elected — conduct  which  has 
been  passed  upon  by  the  electorate  of 
his  State— the  great  people,  the  sound 
people  of  the  sovereign  State  of  Wis- 
consin. 

In  that  connection  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Privileges  and  Elections  took 
tiie  opposite  view  of  that  expressed  by 
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the  select  committee.    I  quote  f  om  its 
report,  page  52a  thereof: 

AooEMDxm  TO  STTBcoMMrrrix  Repoxt  on  Sem- 

ATS    RESOLDTION     187    AMD    Si.NATX    RSSOLU- 
TION    304 

That  is  the  report  of  the  Gillette-Hen- 
nlngs  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections. 

The  foregoing  report  is  based  substantially 
upon  testimony  and  exhibits  which  were 
presented  before  the  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections.  However,  because  of 
a  lack  of  continuity  in  the  committee  mem- 
bership and  delays  bej'ond  the  control  of  the 
present  membership  of  the  committee.  Its 
preparation  has  given  us  gi"eat  concern  as  a 
number  of  Its  aspects  have  become  moot  by 
reason  of  the  1952  election. 

I  digress  to  say  that  I  think  those 
words  were  written  by  my  friend  on  that 
committee,  the  distingaished  Senator 
from  Missouri  (Mr.  HenmngsJ.  profound 
lawyer  in  his  own  right. 

Quoting  further: 

Such  facts  therein  as  wre  known  to  the 
people  of  the  States  particularly  affect«d 
have  been  passed  upon  by  the  pct^ple  them- 
Felves  In  the  election.  Thus,  as  we  pass  our 
studies  on  to  our  colleagues  of  the  Incom- 
ing session,  we  want  the  Se  late  of  the  United 
States  to  understand  that  the  committee's 
etforts  have  t>eea  harassed  by  a  lack  of  ade- 
quate time  and  lack  of  continuity  in  the 
committee   membership. 

There  will  be  forthcomlr.g  In  the  next  few 
days  a  committee  report  e-nbodylng  sugges- 
tions on  remedial  legislation  affecting  elec- 
tion laws  and  procedures. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Pre^dent.  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WELKER.       I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wonder  if  the 
Senator  would  be  willing  to  yield  to  me 
with  the  understanding  that  he  shall  not 
lose  the  floor  when  tlie  Senate  recon- 
venes at  11  o'clock  tomorrow  morning. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  most  happy  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
am  about  to  move — except  for  insertions 
in  the  Record,  or  any  brief  statements 
Senators  may  wish  to  make  at  this 
time —  that  the  Senate  i-ake  a  recess  un- 
til 11  o'clock  tomorrow  morning. 

I  understand  that  tiie  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Bennett]  has  a  very  brief 
statement  to  make. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  for  a  very  brief 
statement? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.      I  yield. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  on 
November  10  I  made  a  bi'ief  speech  in  the 
Senate  expressing  my  concern  about  our 
ability  to  handle  this  problem  without 
damage  to  the  Senate.  In  that  speech 
I  did  not  indicate  my  position  on  the 
select  committee's  repcirt.  I  remained 
silent  deliberately,  because  I  do  not  wish 
to  make  my  decision  until  all  the  evi- 
dence is  in.  I  did  not  wish  then  to  be 
charged  with  having  prejudged  the  is- 
sues, and  1  shall  try  to  maintain  that 
status.    In  that  speech  :i  said,  in  part: 

Vfe  should  be  meeting  a;  a  court  and  If  we 
fall  to  act  in  the  judicial  atmosphere,  but 
choose  to  follow  our  usual  legislative  pat- 
tern of  partisanship  and  i|ersonal- predilec- 
tion, we  are  bound  to  fall.  Fven  if  we  ar- 
rived at  the  right  decision,  the  wrong  meth- 


ods would  provide  damaging  precedents  for 
future -problems. 

Indeed,  I  think  we  would  be  In  danger  of 
committing  the  very  offenses  with  which  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  been 
charged — showing  contempt  for  a  Senate 
committee  and  abtislng  our  power  as  Sena- 
tors. 

I  continue  to  quote  from  my  speech: 

How  could  we  show  contempt  for  our  com- 
n[iittee7 

First.  By  trying  to  challenge  Its  fitness  and 
authority. 

I  skip  the  second  point. 

Third.  By  trying  to  confuse  the  reported 
issues  with  extraneous  and  irrelevant  mat- 
ters. Including  the  uveraU  problem  of  com- 
munism. 

Ever  since  the  session  began  I  have 
been  disturbed  by  what  the  junior  Sana- 
tor  from  Wisconsin  has  said  about  the 
select  committee,  particularly  about  its 
chairman,  my  distinguished  senior  col- 
league [Mr.  Watkins]. 

Today,  as  my  senior  colleague  cata- 
loged for  us  the  statements  made  about 
him  and  the  select  committee  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  I  real- 
ized that  in  my  earlier  remarks  I  may 
have  come  close  to  prophecy. 

When  the  cliairman  of  the  select  com- 
mittee himself  said  today  that  he  felt 
the  statements  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  did  in  fact  constitute 
contempt  of  the  select  committee,  and 
thus  of  the  Senate  itself,  I  realized  that 
the  Senate  should  have  the  right  to  pass 
on  that  question,  and  that  I,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Utah,  had  the  obligation, 
in  defense  of  the  honor  of  my  colleague, 
and  of  the  great  State  that  both  of  us 
serve,  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  res- 
olution, which  will  bring  the  problem  be- 
fore the  Senate  for  its  consideration.  I 
therefore  rise  to  announce  that  I  shall  be 
prepared  at  the  appropriate  time  to  offer 
such  an  amendment  to  the  resolution 

At  this  time  I  wish  again  to  express  my 
faith  in  my  colleague  the  senior  Senator 
from  Utah  and  in  all  members  of  the 
select  committee.  They  had  a  difficult 
and  disagreeable  job  to  perform  and  they 
tiave  done  their  work  with  great  honor  to 
themselves  and  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.   BENNETT, 
yield.    . 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  not  sure  that  I 
follow  the  Senator  in  his  remarks.  As 
I  understand,  the  Senator  will  present  to 
the  Senate  another  resolution  containing 
another  charge  against  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BENNiriT.  I  expect  to  offer  an 
amendment  to  the  pending  resolution, 
suggesting  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  has  shown  contempt  for  the 
Senate  by  his  personal  attack  on  the 
chairman  of  the  select  committee  and  on 
the  committee  itself. 

Mr.  WELKER,  If  the  Senator  will 
further  yield.  I  trust  the  Senator  from 
Utah  has  not  closed  iiis  mind  to  all  the 
evidence  and  the  arguments  in  the  case. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  tried  to  make  clear 
In  my  statement  that  I  was  not  closing 
my  mind  to  the  arguments  and  evidence 
on  the  two  existing  charges  merely  be- 


I  am  very  glad   to 


cause  I  choose  to  offer  a  third  charge  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  third  charge,  of 
course,  naturally  would  be  referredH» 
another  select  committee  for  study.  ^  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  It  is  my  understand- 
ing that  it  could  be  offered  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  pending  resolution,  without 
referral.  The  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
sees  no  reason  for  referral  of  an  amend- 
ment to  the  resolution,  because  every- 
thing that  will  apply  to  it  has  happened 
since  the  Senate  came  into  special  ses- 
sion. Much  of  it  has  happened  in  our 
hearing  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WELKER.  One  further  question. 
Has  the  Senator  considered  any  of  the 
remarks  made  by  other  Senators  about 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  Senator  from 
Utah  has  not  done  so.  If  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  feels  that  he  wishes  to  offer 
an  amendment  based  on  that  particular 
point  of  view.  I  am  sure  it  is  within  his 
right  to  do  so. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  from 
Utah  knows  that  I  have  tried  to  be  as 
impersonal  in  this  matter  as  I  possibly 
could.  I  have  no  desire  to  censure  any- 
one in  this  matter.  I  am  trying  to  do 
what  little  I  can  to  prevent  censure. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Utah  feels  that  when  the  senior 
Senator  from  Utah,  his  colleague,  raised 
the  question  of  contempt  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
had  an  obligation,  in  support  and  in  de- 
fense of  his  colleague,  to  bring  the  matter 
before  the  Senate.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Utah  has  obviously  not  yet  at- 
tempted to  produce  the  language  in 
which  the  amendment  will  be  offered. 
However,  he  is  now  giving  notice  of  his 
intention  to  offer  such  an  amendment, 
in  such  language  as  may  seem  to  him  to 
be  proper  and  at  such  time  as  may  seem 
to  him  to  be  appropriate. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Will  the  amendment 
be  one  calling  for  expulsion  or  for  cen- 
sure? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Utah  has  not  gotten  down  to  that 
detail.  I  think  I  can  assure  my  colleague 
that  it  will  not  be  a  motion  for  expulsion. 
Of  course.  I  am  not  a  lawTer. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  need  not 
assure  me  of  anything.  I  am  merely  In- 
quiring for  the  purpose  of  gaining  infor- 
mation. I  am  sorry  I  interrupted  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Utah,  without  having  checked  the 
matter  with  the  Parliamentarian,  feels 
that  there  would  be  some  doubt  al)out  the 
wisdom  of  offering  an  expulsion  motion 
as  an  amendment  to  a  motion  to  censure. 
As  I  have  already  stated,  at  this  point 
I  have  not  prepared  any  language. 
Therefore  I  cannot  give  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  any  foreknowledge  of  the 
form  the  amendment  will  take.  How- 
ever, I  shall  be  prepared  to  offer  such 
an  amendment. 

Mr.  WELKER.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

During  the  delivery  of  Mr.  W^zlxes's 
speech. 
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iie.CASE.  Ifr.  Presiden^^— 

The  FItEBIDINO  OPnCBR.  The 
fUnatmr  tram  Idaho  hJM  the  door. 

Mt.  CASS.  Win  the  Scnafao-  from 
-  Suo  Tfeld  tcr  m  uzMmlmoae-omaent  re- 
QDeet? ^^^ 

Kr.  WBLKER.  I  Meld  for  that  pur- 
poee.  .y 

Mr.  CASK.  Itr.  Prc^doit.  I  ask  unan. 
finocM  oaoMBfe  that  a  memorandum 
whtota^  have  prepared  may  be  printed 
in  the  Rioou.  I  attmne  it  will  appear 
at' the  ooDchiatoa  of  the  remarks  of  the 
Smator  from  Idaho. 

There  being  no  c^eetkm.  the  memo- 
randum was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Bmcokd,  as  loUowi: 


IfaacoiAMDDii  oar  ZU' 


AMD  OlATA  Om  ZWICK- 
nf  Two  laaaxm 


■RTTATIOir 


Prior  to  receipt  Suxutay  of  Secretary 
Stevena'  letter  dated  MOvwnber  IS,  1964.  the 
Inf omuttlon  before  tbe  aelect  oommlttee  wee 
tliat  Senator  licCABXHT'a  letter  of  Fetiruery 
1.  bed  been  made  public  tbat  day  wben  It 
was  written  but  tlie  natural  aaeumptlon  was 
tbat  It  would  not  reach  the  Pentagon  before 
the  nest  day,  the  day  when,  miles  away 
Perees  was  discharged,  and  might  not  be 
sorted  and  coitatdered  untU  tbat  afternoon 
or  later. 

In  that  light,  the  following  ma  a  natural 
Impression  of  the  situation: 

January  22  or  28:  General  Zwlcker  gives 
McOsrthy  staff  the  name  of  Perees  as  tbe 
suspected  Communist  dental  major  for  wbom 
tbey  are  looitlng. 

January  20:  They  notify  Pereee  to  appear 
for  hearing. 

January  80:  First  Perees  hearing— he 
pleads  5th  amendment. 

January  81 :  No  acUon  by  anybody. 

February  1:  Perees  notlflee  Zwlcker  he 
wants  discharge  now  instead  of  March  81. 
Zwlcker  notlflee  his  superior  next  in  i«Tt^  of 
Peress  request.  McCastbt  makee  publle 
that  he's  writing  tbe  Pentagon  about  Pereee. 

February  2:  Wltii  Stevens  away.  Army 
either  "let's  nature  take  Its  eoiuse"  under 
original  order  to  discharge  Peress  within  90 
days  or  earlier  if  he  requests;  or,  thinks  "good 
idea  to  get  rid  of  that  guy  McCabtbt's  fussinK 
about." 

February  8 :  Stevens  returns  from  Japan. 

February  18:  Stevens  writes  regrets  to  Joe, 
promlMs  "it  wont  happen  again." 

February  18 — ^A.  M.:  Second  Peress  hearing. 

P.  BC:  Zwlcker  fences  between  ma  "per- 
•onal  knowledge"  and  "the  flies." 

Joe  finally  "pops  off"  and  abuses  Zwlcker 
for  declining  to  critlciBe  his  superior  crfllceiB. 

BICOND  SSTVATIOM 

Secretary  Stevens'  letter  of  last  Saturday 
nlgbt,  November  is,  tells  us  for  the  first  time 
that  Senator  McCabtht's  letter  of  I^bruary 
1  was  delivered  by  hand  (messenger)  and  re- 
eelved  the  same  day.  referred  by  Counsel 
Adams  to  "a  responsible  staff  board"  who 
decided  against  "the  suggestions"  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Senate's  Committee  on  In- 
vestlgattons  and  approved  granting  the  Peress 
request,  instead. 

In  this  new  light,  things  faU  into  a  differ- 
ent focus.  perbi^M  like  tbls: 

January  80  was  Satiirday:  The  fltst  Perees 
hewrlng  ends  at  11:  30  a.  m..  New  York  City. 
The  final,  ahnost  chance  question,  as  they 
were  picking  up  papers  revealed  that  Peress 

was  resigning  and  would  get  an  honorable 
dieeharga  wbenew  be  asked  for  it. 

January  81  was  Sunday. 

February  1:  Monday  at  camp,  Peress 
sought  Zwickwr.  requested  immediate  dis- 
charge. 

In  Washington.  McCarthy^  letter  goes  to 
X>entagon  by  messenger,  says  "flle  cbarges. 
hold  Peress.  probe  his  promotion,  his  eecape 


from  oveiseas  duty,  try  to  uficover  inflll»-a- 
tion  network  by  seasching  associates  Snd 
actlvltlee."  / 

Army  board  huddles,  Stevens  to  be  beck 
Wedneeday.    "npt^tbg    new   to   JoeV  etijff.ivs 
"Let's  get  rid  cd  mis  red-J5re>cant  sUeiHIija^ 
anyway."  X  ^ 

Fsbruary  2/TuesdBy,  Army  tells  Zwlcker 
to  "follow>6\ir  orders." 

P.  M.:  ^Peress  gets  honorable  discharge  and 
eecapes  Army  Jiuisdlctlon. 

February's:  Late  sftemoon,  Stevens  gets 
back,  next  day  gets  hrlefing  on  urgent  def  etise 
developments  during  abeence,  and  on  Sth 
starts  Investigators  on  the  trail  Senator  Uc- 
Cabtbt  had  suggested. 

AprU  1:  Chairman  SAi.ttoNSTALL  of  Arised 
Servicee  Committee  releasgs  letter  from  De- 
fense Secretary  Wilson  which  says,  "My  re- 
view of  all  the  available  facts  of  this  case 
makes  It  appear  that  this  (Army)  Judgment 
(on  tbe  Peress  dlscliarge)  was  faulty." 

This  may  not  create  a  Justification  for  Mc- 

Cabtht's  remarks  to  General  Zwlcker,  but  it 
does  suggest  mitigation.  At  least.  It  se«kns 
poor  precedent  to  prtidlcate  censure  on  the 
foundation  tbat  "a  riikponsible  staff  board" 
tTimed  down  an  urgent  plea  by  the  chairman 
of  the  Senate's  Investigation  committee  to 
file  charges  against  a  known  Communist,  to 
hold  him,  to  probe  his  activities  and  affilia- 
tions, In  favor  of  the  request  by  the  red  him- 
self to  let  him  get  out  of  their  grasp. 

Any  chairman  of  a  Senate  committee  is  en- 
titled to  expect  that  if  a  request  by  him  is 
presented  in  time  thet  any  "responsible"  ie- 
partmental  staff  board  will  give  him  the 
courtesy  of  deferring  terminal  action  on  any 
matter  untU  the  reasons  for  proceeding  have 
been  given  to  him. 

U  the  chairman  of  a  Senate  committee  Is 
Ignwed  to  give  an  immediate  and  favorable 
response  to  the  "hurry-up"  request  of  a 
known  Conununlst  to  let  him  get  away — tbat 
chairman,  any  chairman  might  be  forgiven  If 
he  loees  his  patience  wben  later,  the  nwn 
who  happens  to  have  l)€en  in  charge  of  caity- 
Ing  out  the  action  ccvers  for  his  superiors. 

I  repeat,  this  Zwlcker-Peress  affair  is  a  poor 
foundation  on  which  to  predicate  a  precedent 
of  censure.  Good  faith  between  the  legisla- 
tive and  executive  branches  of  Oovernment 
Is  a  two-way  street. 

Xtespectfully  submitted  to  the  Senate. 

FsANCis  Cask, 
South  Dakota, 


AWARD  TO  PROP.  ENRICO  FERMI 
During  Mr.  Wklksr's  speech. 
B«r.  mCKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
without  prejudicing  the  right  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  to  the  floor.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  I  may  be  permitted  to 
speak  for  not  to  exceed  5  minutes,  al- 
though I  think  I  sliall  take  only  about 
2  minutes,  and  that  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  tMr.  Pastore],  with  whom 
I  have  discussed  the  matter,  be  permitted 
to  speak  for  not  to  exceed  5  minutes,  tn 
connection  with  the  announcement  of  an 
award  granted  to  Professor  Fermi,  a 
BCientist  in  the  atomic  field. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  shaU 
be  very  willing  to  yield  to  my  distin- 
guished friends,  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
and  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island,  upon 
the  condition  that  I  do  not  lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  HICKENIX50PER.  Mr.  President, 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy 
has  been  informed  that  the  first  award 
for  "especially  meritorious  contribution 
to  the  development,  use,  and  control  of 

atmnic  energy."  authorized  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  wiU  be  made  to 
Nobel-laureate  P»rof.  Enrico  Fermi 


Authorization  for  such  awar4s  was 
placed  in  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  0f  1954 
by  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  En- 
ergy as  a  token  of  our  national  indebted- 
ness to  the  atomic  scientists  and  engi- 
neers who  have  so  mightily  contsibuted 
to  our  national  well-being.  It  U  most 
gratifying  to  learn  that  the  first  such 
award,  in  keeping  with  our  intent,  will 
be  made  to  one  of  such  preemine|ice. 

The  award  to  Professor  Fermi  was 
recommended  by  the  General  Advisory 
Committee  of  the  United  States  Atomic 
Elnergy  Commission  and  approved  by  the 
President.  Dr.  Fermi  will  be  presented 
with  a  scroll  pointing  out  his  outetand- 
ing  contributions,  and  will  receive  a 
$25,000  award. 

A  quiet  man,  in  the  great  tradition  of 
scholars.  Professor  Fermi  has  in  the  past 
20  years  devoted  his  life  to  the  tspping 
of  this  primordial  source  of  energy.  His 
contributions  weighed  heavily  in  our 
ability  to  develop  the  atomic  bomb  which 
did  so  much  to  end  the  war  with  Japan. 
Likewise,  his  contributions  to  the  devel- 
opment of  the  use  of  the  atom  in  peace- 
ful pursuits  have  brought  closer  the  day 
when  mankind  may  enjoy  the  great 
blessings  which  atomic  energy  promises. 

I  know  my  colleagues  on  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy  join  me  in 
heartily  endorsing  this  award  to  Prof 
Enrico  Fermi.  On  their  behalf,  I  extend 
our  gratitude  for  his  great  work  and  our 
heartfelt  congratulations  on  this  further 
recognition  of  his  preeminent  role  as  pio- 
neer of  tfie  atomic  age. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Rzcokd  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks  a  release  by 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  an- 
nouncing the  award. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Raco«». 
as  follows: 

PiaMi  Named  To  Rechv*  Fixst  Spbcul  AKO 

AWABO 

Lewis  L.  Strauss,  Chairman  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Conunlsalon.  announced  today  that 
Enrico  Perml,  professor  of  physics  at  the 
Institute  for  Nuclear  Studies,  University  erf 
Chicago,  had  been  named  as  the  re«lplent 
of  the  flrst  special  award  by  the  United 
States  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

The  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954  autftorlzes 
such  awards  for  "especlaUy  meritorious  con- 
tributions for  tbe  development,  iise  or  con- 
trol of  atomic  energy."  The  award  to  Dr. 
Perml.  which  was  recommended  by  the  Gen- 
eral advisory  committee  and  approved  by 
President  Eisenhower,  is  •25,000.  The  award 
will  be  accompanied  by  a  citation  noting 
Dr.  Ferml'B  contributions  to  basic  neutron 
physics  and  the  achievement  of  the  con- 
trolled nuclear  chain  reaction. 

Dr.  Fermi's  accomplishments  in  physics 
and  In  particular  his  contributions  to  the 
development  of  atomic  energy  have  been  of 
tremendous  Importance.  The  Perml-Dirac 
particle  statutlca.  the  theory  of  beta-decay 
the  Fermi-Thomas  model  of  the  atom,  neu- 
tron Induced  radioactivity,  a  theory  Of  the 
origin  of  cosmic  rays,  are  fimong  his  €»perl- 

mental  and  theoretical  works.  He  has  been 
awarded,  among  other  honors,  the  Nobel 
prlae,  and  has  been  president  of  the  Ameri- 
can Physical  Society. 

"In  the  earliest  days  of  the  atomic-energr 
project."  said  Mr.  Strauss.  "Dr.  PemU  de- 
signed" and  directed  the  construcUon  of  tbe 
first  nuclear  reactor.  He  was  In  charge  of 
the  advanced  physics  division  at  Los  Alamos. 
After  the  war  he  advUed  the  Atomic  Energy 
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Commission  for  several  years  as  a  member 
of  its  general  advisory  committee  in  addi- 
tion to  carrying  on  bis  own  research/  Into 
the  theory  of  nuclear  forces  and  the  In- 
terpretation of  meeon  experiments.  As 
much  as  any  Individual,  he  Is  responsible  for 
the  achievement  of  the  controlled  release 
of  nuclear  energy." 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  1  am  glad  to 
yield,  but  I  am  trespas4ng  on  the  time 
of  the  Senator  from  Idaho.  We  are  pro- 
ceeding on  limited  time  I  meant  to  say 
that  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  also 
desired  to  say  a  few  woids. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
on  the  condition  that  I  do  not  lose  my 
right  to  the  floor,  and  that  these  remarks 
app>ear  at  the  end  of  mv  renfiarks. 

Mr.    ANDERSON.     Mr.    President.    I 

merely  wished  to  add  my  word  of  com- 
mendation for  the  gram  ing  of  the  award 
to  Professor  Fermi.  We  cannot  too  fre- 
quently remind  ourselves  of  the  great 
contribution  which  has  been  made  by 
him.  I  appreciate  that  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  has  called  that  fact  to  our 
attention,  and  has  put  it  in  the  Record, 
because  it  is  an  indication  that  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy  is 
unanimous  in  trying  ts  point  out  that 
proper  attention  should  be  paid  to  an 
award  to  this  distinguished  man. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  join  my  colleague,  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hickinloopeh  1 , 
In  warmly  endorsing  the  award  for  espe- 
cially meritorious  contribution  to  the  de- 
velopment, use,  and  control  of  atomic 
energy  which  will  be  made  to  Prof.  Enrico 
Fermi. 

As  a  member  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Atomic  Energy,  I  ha\e  come  to  appre- 
ciate the  great  significance  of  Dr.  Fermi's 
contribution  to  the  development  of 
atomic  energy. 

More  than  20  years  ;igo,  at  the  Uni- 
versity of  Rome.  Dr.  Fermi  Ijegan  his  in- 
vestigations into  the  nuclei  of  atoms, 
which  led  to  world  recognition  in  1938., 
and  to  a  Nobel  prize  in  physics  that  year. 

After  going  to  Stockholm,  Sweden,  to 
receive  the  prize.  Dr.  Fermi  chose  not  to 
return  to  his  native  Italy,  because  of  his 
dislikes  for  the  Racist  government  then 
in  power,  and  instead,  with  his  family, 
came  to  our  shores.  To  me  it  is  most 
significant,  to  me  it  is  an  indication  of 
the  greatness  of  our  country,  that  this 
refugee  scientist  now  receives  the  flrst 
President-approved  award  for  work  in 
atomic  energy. 

After  coming  to  our  land.  Dr.  Perml 
immediately  took  up  hij  work  at  Colum- 
bia University,  begiiinini?  there  the  scien- 
tific investigations  that  were  later  to  lead 

to  the  world's  first  atomic  reactor,  to  the 
atomic  bomb,  and  to  the  great  benefits 
which  atomic  power  will  bring. 

Dr.  Permi  arrived  in  the  United  States 
on  January  2,  1939.    Interestingly,  only 

7  months  later,  on  August  2,  1939,  Pro- 
fessor Eansteln  began  his  famous  letter 
to  President  Roosevelt  with  these  words: 
Sis:  Some  recent  work  'Dy  E.  Permi  and  L. 
Szilard.  which  has  been  communicated  to  me 

In  manuscript,  leads  me  to  expect  tbat  the 
element  uranium  may  be  turned  Into  a  new 
and  Important  source  of  energy  In  the  imme- 
diate future. 


Prom  this  letter  sprang  the  wartime 
Manhattan  District,  the  flrst  atomic  re- 
actor, and  the  flrst  atom  Iximb. 

Dr.  Permi  continued  his  persevering 
work  on  uranium  iission,  and  in  Chicago, 
on  December  2.  1942,  under  his  leader- 
ship, man's  flrst  successful  release  and 
control  of  atomic  energy  was  accom- 
plished. 

"Dr.  Fermi,  under  the  code  name  of 
Henry  Farmer,  continued  his  work  on 
atomic  energy  throughout  the  war  years, 
first  at  Oak  Ridge,  then  at  Hanford,  and 
then  at  Los  Alamos,  where  he  assisted 
in  the  design  of  the  flrst  atomic  Ixjmb. 

After  the  war  he  returned  to  the  Uni- 
versity of  Chicago,  where,  in  addition  to 
his  independent  and  searching  studies 
into  the  secrets  of  atomic  nuclei,  he 
chose  to  teach  physics  to  freshmen.  He 
also  served  until  last  year  as  a  member 
of  the  General  Advisory  Committee  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  the 
highest  scientific  policy  body  in  our  na- 
tional atomic   program. 

Throughout  his  career,  Dr.  Fermi  has 
been  admired  by  his  colleagues,  not  only 
for  the  understanding  of  nuclear  forces, 
but  for  his  characteristic  humiUty.  I 
am  certain  that  throughout  the  scien- 
tiflc  world  this  award  to  Dr.  Fermi  will 
be  unanimously  acclaimed. 

Mr.  President,  as  a  member  of  the 
Senate,  as  a  member  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Atomic  Energy,  and  as  one  of 
Italian  ancestry.  I  am  proud  of  this  rec- 
ognition of  Professor  Fermi  and  his 
work. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  incorporated  in  the  body 
of  the  Record  at  this  point  a  narrative  of 
the  events  leading  to  the  first  successful 
release  and  control  of  nuclear  chain  re- 
action achieved  by  Professor  Permi  on 
December  2,  1942. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  narra- 
tive was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Thb  First  Pu-k 
(By  Corbln  Allardlce.  executive  director. 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy,  and 
Edward  R.  Trapnell.  special  assistant  to  the 
General  ^anager.  United  States  Atcmalc 
Energy  C^nmlsslon) 

On  December  2,  1942.  man  flrst  Initiated  a 
self-sustaining  nuclear  chain  reaction,  and 
controUed  It. 

Beneath  the  west  stands  of  Stagg  Field. 
Chicago,  late  In  the  afternoon  of  that  day,  a 
small  group  of  scienUsts  witnessed  the  ad- 
vent Of  a  new  era  in  science.  History  was 
made  in  what  had  been  a  squash-rackets 
coiu-t. 

Precisely  at  3:  25  p.  m..  Chicago  time. 
Scientist  Oeorge  Well  withdrew  the  cad- 
mium-plated control  rod  and  by  his  action 
man  unleashed  and  controlled  the  energy  of 
the  atom. 

As  those  who  witnessed  the  experiment  be- 
came aware  of  what  had  happened,  smiles 
■pre«kd  over  their  faces  and  a  quiet  ripple  of 
applause  could  be  beard.  It  was  a  tribute 
to  Enrico  Permi,  Nobel  prize  winner,  to 
wbom,  more  than  to  any  other  person,  tbe 

success  of  the  experiment  was  due. 

Fermi,  bom  In  Rome.  Italy,  on  September 
29,  1901,  had  been  working  with  uranium  lor 
many  years.  In  1934  he  bombarded  uranium 
with  neutrons  and  produced  what  appeared 
to  be  element  93  (uranium  is  element  92) 

and  element  94.  However,  after  closer  ex- 
amination It  seemed  as  If  nature  had  gone 
wild;  several  other  elements  were  present, 
but  none  could  be  fitted  into  the  periodic 


table  near  uranium— where  Fermi  knew  they 
should  have  fitted  if  they  had  lieen  the 
transuranlc  elements  S8  and  94.  It  was  not 
untU  5  years  later  tbat  anyyne.  Fermi  In- 
cluded, realized  he  bad  acttuiUy  caused  fis- 
sion of  the  uranium  and  that  these  unex- 
plained elements  lielonged  b«u:k  in  the  mid- 
dle part  of  the  periodic  table. 

Fermi  was  awarded  the  Nobel  prize  In  193S 
for  his  work  on  transuranlc  elements.  He 
and  his  family  went  to  Sweden  to  receive  the 
prize.  The  Italian  Fascist  press  severely 
criticized  him  for  not  wearing  a  Fascist  uni- 
form and  falling  to  give  tbe  Fascist  salute 
when  he  received  the  award.  The  Fermls 
never   returned   to   Italy. 

From  Sweden,  having  taken  most  of  his 
personal  possessions  with  him.  Fermi  pro- 
ceeded to  London  and  thence  to  America 
where  he  has  remained  ever  since. 

The  modem  Italian  explorer  of  the  un- 
known was  In  Chicago  that  cold  December 
day  In  1942.  An  outsider,  looking  into  the 
squash  court  where  Permi  was  working  would 
have  been  greeted  by  a  strange  sight.  In  the 
center  of  the  30-  by  60-foot  room,  shrouded 
on  all  but  one  side  by  a  gray  baUoon  cloth 
envelope,  was  a  pile  of  black  bricks  and 
wooden  timbers,  square  at  the  bottom  and 
a  flattened  sphere  on  top.  Up  to  half  of  Its 
height.  Its  sides  were  straight.  Tbe  top  half 
was  domed,  like  a  beehive.  During  the  con- 
struction of  this  crude-appearing  but  com- 
plex pile  (the  name  which  has  since  been 
applied  to  all  such  devices)  the  standing  joke 
among  the  scientists  working  on  it  was:  "If 
people  could  see  what  weTe  doing  with  a 
million  and  a  half  of  their  doUars.  they'd 
think  we  are  crazy.  If  they  knew  why  we 
are  doing  It,  they'd  be  sure  we  are." 

In  relation  to  the  fabulous  atomic-bomb 
program,  of  which  the  Chicago  pile  experi- 
ment was  a  key  part,  the  successful  result 
reported  on  December  2  formed  one  more 
piece  for  the  Jigsaw  puzzle  which  was  atomic 
energy.  Conflrmatlon  of  the  chain-reactor 
studies  was  an  inspiration  to  the  leaders  of 
the  bomb  project,  and  reassuring  at  the  same 
time,  because  the  Army's  Manhattan  Engi- 
neer District  had  moved  ahead  on  many 
fronts.  Contract  negotiations  were  under 
way  to  build  production-scale  nuclear  chain 
reactors,  land  had  been  acquired  at  Oak 
Ridge,  Tenn.,  and  millions  of  dollars  had 
been  obligated. 

Three  years  before  the  December  2  experi- 
ment, It  had  been  discovered  that  when  an 
atom  of  viranium  was  bombarded  by  neu- 
trons, the  uranium  atom  sometimes  split,  or 
fissioned.  Later,  It  had  been  found  that 
when  an  atom  of  uranium  fissioned,  addi- 
tional neutrons  were  emitted  and  became 
available  for  fiu^her  reaction  with  other 
uranium  atoms.  These  facts  implied  the 
possibility  of  a  chain  reaction.  simUar  in 
certain  respects  to  the  reaction  which  is  tbe 
source  of  the  sun's  energy.  The  facts  fur- 
ther Indicated  that  If  a  sufllcient  quantity 
of  uranium  could  be  brought  together  under 
the  proper  conditions,  a  self-sustaining  chain 
reaction  would  result.  This  quantity  of 
uranium  necessary  for  a  chain  reaction  un- 
der given  conditions  is  known  as  the  critical 
mass,  or  more  commonly,  the  "critical  slae" 
of  the  particular  pile. 

For  3  years  the  problem  of  a  self -sustain- 
ing chain  reaction  had  been  assiduously 
studied.  Nearly  a  year  after  Pearl  Harbor. 
a  pile  of  critical  size  was  finally  constructed. 
It  worked.  A  self -sustaining  nuclear  chain 
reaction  was  a  reality. 

Tears  of  scientific  effort  and  study  lay  be- 
hind this  demonstration  of  the  first  self- 
sustaining  nuclear  chain  reaction.  The  story 
goes  back  at  least  to  the  faU  of  1938.  when 
two  German  scientists,  Otto  Hahn  and  Frits 
Btrassman.  working  at  the  Kaiser  Wilhelm 
Institute  In  Berlin,  found  barliun  In  the 
resldtie  material  frcMn  an  experiment  In 
Which  they  had  bombarded  uranium  With 
neutrons  from  a  radium-beryllium  source. 
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Thia  diaeoverf  eauaad  tremendcw  exetto- 
jaent  In  tbe  laboratory  baeaiae  of  the  dlffcr- 
flfnoe  In  atomle  nam  between  the  barium 
and  tbe  vranlum.  Prerloualy.  In  nalttue  ma- 
terial tram  elmUar  ezpcrlmenta.  elements 
other  than  uranium  bad  been  found,  but 
they  differed  from  tbe  uranium  1^  only  1  or  a 
unlta  of  maw.  The  barium  differed  Iqr  <4>- 
pnatimately  M  unite  of  maae.  Tbe  question 
was.  Where  did  this  element  oomA  from?  It 
appeared  that  the  uranium  atom  when  bom- 
berded  by  »  neutron  pmA  apllt  Into  two 
different  elements  each  of  approximately  half 
the  mass  of  the  uranium. 

Btf  ore  puUishlng  their  work  in  the  Ger- 
man scientific  Journal  Die  Naturwlssen- 
schaften,  Hahn  and  Strassman  communi- 
cated with  Use  Meltner,  wHo,  having  fled  the 
Nad-controlled  Reich,  was  warking  with 
Neils  Bohr  in  Ciopenhagen.  Denmark. 

Ifeitner  i^  very  much  interested  in  this 
phenomenon  and  Immediately  attempted  to 
analyze  mathematically  the  results  of  the 
experiment.  She  reasoned  that  the  barium 
and  the  other  residual  elements  were  the  re- 
sult of  a  fission,  or  breaking,  of  the  uraniiun 
atom.  But  when  she  added  the  atomic 
masaos  of  the  residual  elements  she  foimd 
this  total  was  less  than  the  atomic  mass  of 
uranium. 

There  was  but  one  explanation:  The  ura- 
nium fissioned  or  split,  forming  two  ele- 
ments each  of  approximately  half  of  its 
original  mass,  but  not  exactly  half.  Some 
of  the  mass  of  the  uranium  had  disappeared. 
Ifeitner  and  her  nephew,  O.  R.  Frlscta,  sug- 
gested that  the  mass  which  disappeared  was 
converted  into  energy.  According  to  tbe 
theories  advanced  in  1905  by  Albert  Einstein 
in  Which  the  relationship  of  mass  to  energy 
was  stated  by  the  equation  E=mc'  (energy 
is  equal  to  mass  times  the  square  of  the 
speed  of  light) .  this  energy  release  would  be 
of  the  order  of  200  million  electron  volts  for 
each  atom  fissioned. 

Einstein,  himself,  nearly  35  years  before, 
had  said  this  theory  might  be  proved  by  fiur- 
ther  study  of  radioactive  elements.  Bohr 
was  planning  a  trip  to  America  to  disciiss 
other  problems  with  Einstein,  who  had  found 
a  haven  at  Princeton's  Institute  for  Advanced 
Studies.  Bohr  came  to  America,  but  the 
principal  item  he  discussed  with  Einstein 
was  the  report  of  Meltner  and  Frlsch.  Bohr 
arrived  at  Princeton  on  January  16.  1939. 
He  talked  to  Einstein  and  J.  A.  Wheeler,  who 
had  once  been  his  student.  From  Princeton 
the  news  spread  by  word  of  mouth  to  neigh- 
boring physicists.  Including  Eprlco  Fermi  at 
Columbia.  Permi  and  his  associates  imme- 
diately began  work  to  find  the  heavy  pulse 
of  ionlaatlon  which  could  be  expected  from 
the  fission  and  consequent  release  of  energy. 

Before  tbe  experiments  could  be  com- 
pleted, however,  Fermi  left  Columbia  to  at- 
tend a  conference  on  theoretical  pnyslca  at 
George  Washington  T7nlverslty  in  Washing- 
ton, D.  C.  Here  Fmnl  and  Bdbx  exchanged 
Information  and  discussed  the  problem  of  fis- 
sion. Fermi  mentioned  the  possibility  that 
neutrons  might  be  emitted  in  the  process. 
In  this  conversation  their  ideas  of  the  possi- 
bility of  a  chain  reaction  began  to  crys- 
tallize. 

Before  the  meeting  was  over,  experimental 
confirmation  of  Meltner  and  Frisch's  deduc- 
tion was  obtained  from  four  laboratories 
in  the  United  States  (Carnegie  Institution 
of  Washington.  Columbia,  Johns  Hopkins, 
and  the  University  of  California).  Later  It 
was  learned  that  rf Tinner  confirmatory  ex- 
periments had  been  made  by  Frlsch  and 
Meltner  on  January  15.  Frederic  Jollot- 
Curie  in  France,  too.  confirmed  the  results 
ind  published  them  In  the  January  30  issue 
of  the  French  scientlflc  Journal.  Comptes 
rendus. 

On  February  27.  1839.  the  Canadian  bom 
Walter  H.  Zlnn  and  Leo  Ssllard,*  Hungarian. 
Ixjth  working  at  Columbia  ITniverslty,  began 
their  experiments  to  find  the  number  of 
neutrons  emitted  by  the  fissioning  uranium. 


At  the  same  time,  Fermi  and  his  assoclaftes. 
Herbert  L.  Anderson  and  H.  B.  Hanstein, 
commenced  their  investigation  of  the  same 
problem.  The  results  of  these  experiments 
were  published  side  by  side  in  the  April  edi- 
tion of  tbe  Physical  Review  and  showed  ttiat 
a  chain  reaction  might  be  possible  shice 
the  uranium  emitted  addlUonal  neutrons 
when  it  fissioned. 

These  measurements  of  neutron  emission 
by  Fermi,  Zlnn,  Szllard.  Anderson,  and  Hbn- 
steln  were  highly  significant  steps  towartl  a 
chain  reaction. 

Further  impetxis  to  the  work  on  a  urantum 
reactor  was  given  by  the  discovery  of  plu- 
tonixun  at  the  Radiation  Laboratory.  Berke- 
ley, Calif.,  in  March  1940.  This  element, 
unknown  in  nature,  was  formed  by  uranium 
238  capturing  a  neutron,  and  thence  under- 
going two  successive  changes  In  atomic  struc- 
ttne  with  the  emission  of  beta  particles. 
Plutonium,  it  was  believed,  would  undergo 
fission  as  did  the  rare  isotope  of  uranium. 
U-236. 

Meanwhile,  at  Columbia.  Fermi  and  Zlnn 
and  their  associates  were  working  to  deter- 
mine operationally  passible  designs  of  a  ura- 
nium chain  reactor.  Among  other  things, 
they  had  to  find  a  suitable  moderating  ma- 
terial to  slow  down  the  neutrons  traveling 
at  relatively  fast  velocities.  In  July  1941,  ex- 
periments with  luranimn  were  started  to  ob- 
tain measiirements  of  the  reproduction 
factor  (called  k).  wtlch  was  the  key  to  the 
I^oblem  of  a  chain  reaction.  If  this  factor 
could  be  made  8ulll:lently  greater  than  1. 
a  chain  reaction  could  be  made  to  take  place 
in  a  mass  of  mater. al  of  practical  dimen- 
sions. If  It  were  lese  than  1,  no  chain  reac- 
tion could  occur. 

Since  Impurities  la  the  uranium  and  In 
the  moderator  would  capture  neutrons  and 
make  them  unavailable  for  further  reactions 
and  since  neutrons  would  escape  from  the 
pile  without  encountering  uranium  235 
atoms.  It  was  not  known  whether  a  value 
for  k  greater  than  unity  could  ever  be  ob- 
tained. 

Portimate  it  was.  that  the  obtaining  at  a 
reproduction  factor  greater  than  1  was  a 
complex  and  dlfflcult  problem.  If  Hitler's 
scientists  had  discovered  the  secret  of  con- 
trolling the  neutrons  and  had  obtained  a 
working  value  of  k,  they  would  have  been 
well  on  the  way  toward  producing  an  atomic 
bomb  for  the  Nazis. 

One  of  the  first  things  that  had  to  be 
determined  was  how  best  to  place  the  ura- 
nium in  the  reactor.  Fermi  and  Szllard 
suggested  placing  the  uranium  In  a  mafrlx 
of  the  moderating  miiterlal.  thus  forming  a 
cubical  lattice  of  uranium.  This  placement 
appeared  to  ocrer  the  best  opportunity  for 
a  neutron  to  encounter  a  uranium  atom. 
Of  all  the  materials  which  possessed  the 
proper  moderating  qualities,  graphite  was 
the  only  one  which  could  be  obtained  in 
sufficient  quantity  of  the  desired  degree  of 
purity. 

The  study  of  graphite-uranium  lattice  re- 
actors was  started  at  Columbia  In  July  1941 
hut  after  reorganieation  of  the  uranium 
project  in  December  1941,  Arthur  H.  C!orap- 
ton  was  placed  in  charge  of  this  phase  of 
the  work,  tinder  the  Office  of  Scientific  Re- 
search and  Development,  and  It  was  decided 
that  the  chain-reactor  program  should  be 
concentrated  at  the  University  of  Chicago 
Consequently,  early  in  1942  the  Columbia 
and  Princeton  groups  were  transferred  to 
CWcago  where  the  Metallurgical  Laboratory 
was  established. 

In  a  general  way,  the  experimental  nuclear 
physics  group  under  Perml  was  primarily 
concerned  with  getting  a  chain  reaction 
going:  the  chemistry  division  organized  by 
F.  H.  Speddlng  (later  In  turn  under  S.  K. 
Allison.  J.  Franck.  W.  C.  Johnson,  and  T. 
Hogness)  with  the  chemistry  of  plutonlum 
and  with  separation  methods,  and  the  theo- 
retical group  imder  K.  P.  Wlgner  with  *- 
signing     production     piles.      However,     the 


problems  were  Intertwined  and  the  Tarknia 
scientlflc  and  technical  aspects  at  the  fiaaioa 
process  were  studied  in  whatever  group 
seemed  best  equipped  for  the  particular  task. 

At  Chicago,  the  work  on  subcritital  slae 
piles  was  continued.  By  July  1942.  the 
measurements  obtained  from  these  experi- 
mental piles  had  gone  far  enough  to  permit 
a  choice  of  design  for  a  test  pile  of  critical 
size.  At  that  time,  the  dies  for  the  pressing 
of  the  uranium  oxides  were  designed  by  Zina 
and  ordered  made.  It  was  a  fateful  step, 
since  the  entire  construction  of  the  pile  de- 
pended upon  the  shape  and  size  of  the 
uranium  pieces. 

It  was  necessary  to  use  uranium  oxides 
because  metallic  uranium  of  the  desired  de- 
gree of  purity  did  not  exist.  Although  sev- 
eral manufacturers  were  attempting  to  pro- 
duce the  uranium  metal,  it  was  not  until 
November  that  any  appreciable  amount  was 
available.  By  mid-November,  WeatiQghouse 
Electric  &  Manufacturing  Co..  Metal  HJydrldes 
Co..  and  F.  H.  Speddlng,  who  was  working  at 
Iowa  State  College  at  Ames.  Iowa,  bad  de- 
livered several  tons  of  the  highly  purified 
metal  which  was  placed  In  the  pile,  as  close 
to  the  center  as  p>068lble.  Tbe  procurement 
program  for  moderating  material  and 
uranium  oxides  had  been  handled  by  Norman 
Hi  1  berry.  R.  L.  Doan  headed  the  procure- 
ment program  for  pure  uranium  metal. 

Although  the  dies  for  the  pressing  of  the 
xiranium  oxides  were  designed  In  July,  addi- 
tional measurements  were  necessary  to  obtain 
information  about  controlling  the  retkction, 
to  revise  estimates  as  to  the  final  critical  slae 
of  the  pile,  and  to  develop  other  data.  Thirty 
experimental  subcrltlcal  piles  were  con- 
structed before  the  Qna),  pile  was  completed. 

Meantime.  In  Washington.  Vannevar  Bush, 
Director  of  the  Office  0f  Scientific  Research 
and  Development,  had  recommended  to  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt  that  a  special  Army  engineer 
organization  be  established  to  take  full  re- 
sponsibility for  tbe  development  of  the 
atomic  bomb.  During  the  strnimer,  the 
Manhattan  Engineer  District  was  created, 
and  In  September  1942.  MaJ.  Oen.  L.  R. 
Groves  assumed   command. 

Construction  of  the  miiin  pile  at  Chicago 
started  in  November.  The  project  gained 
momentum,  with  machining  of  the  graphite 
blocks,  pressing  of  the  uranlum-oxlde  pellets, 
and  the  design  of  Instruments.  FeCml's  2 
construction  crews,  1  under  Zlnn  and  the 
other  under  Anderson,  worked  almost  |u-ound 
the  clock.  V.  C.  Wilson  headed  up  the  In- 
strument work. 

Original  estimates  as  to  the  critical  size  of 
the  pile  were  pessimistic.  As  a  further  pre- 
caution, it  was  decided  to  enclose  the  pile  in 
a  balloon-cloth  bag  which  could  be  evacuated 
to  remove  the  neutron-capturing  air. 

This  balloon  cloth  bag  was  constructed  by 
Goodyear  Tire  &  Rubl)er  Co.  Specialists  In 
designing  gas  bags  for  llghter-than-air  craft, 
the  company's  engineers  were  a  bit  pxizzled 
about  the  aerodynamics  of  a  square  belloon. 
Security  regtUations  forbade  informing  Good- 
year of  the  purpose  of  the  envelope  and  so 
the  Army's  new  «quare  balloon  was  the  butt 
of  much  Joking. 

The  bag  was  hung  with  one  side  left  open; 
in  the  center  of  the  floor  a  circular  layer  of 
graphite  bricks  was  placed.  This  and  each 
succeeding  layer  of  the  pile  was  braced  by 
a  wooden  frame.  Alternate  layers  contained 
the  uranium.  By  this  liiyer-on-layer  con- 
struction a  roughly  spherical  pile  of  uranium 
and  graphite  was  formed. 

Facilities  for  the  machining  of  gmphite 
bricks  were  Installed  in  the  west  stands. 
Week  after  week  this  shop  turned  out  traph- 
Ite  bricks.  This  work  was  done  under  the 
direction  of  Zlnn's  group,  by  skUled  me- 
chanics led  by  millwright  August  Knutb 
In  October.  Anderson  ani  his  aasOclatea 
Joined  Zlnn's  men. 

Describing  this  phase  of  the  work.  Albert 
Wattenberg.  one  of  Zinn's  group,  said:  "We 
found   out   how   coal    miners    feel.     After    8 


hours  of  machining  graphite,  we  looked  as  If 
we  were  made  up  for  a  minstrel.  One  shower 
would  remove  only  the  sun  ace  graphite  dust. 
About  a  half  hour  after  tbe  first  shower  the 
dust  In  the  pores  of  your  skin  would  start 
oozing.  Walking  around  the  room  where  we 
cut  the  graphite  was  like  u  alklng  on  a  dance 
floor.  Graphite  is  a  dry  lubricant,  you  know, 
and  the  cement  floor  covered  with  graphite 
dust  was  slippery." 

Before  the  structure  was  half  complete 
measurements  indicated  that  the  critical  size 
at  which  the  pile  would  become  self-sus- 
taining was  somewhat  less  than  had  been 
anticipated  In  the  design. 

Day  after  day  the  pile  grew  toward  its 
final  shape.  And  as  the  size  of  the  pile  in- 
creased, so  did  the  nervotis  tension  of  the 
men  working  on  It.  Logically  and  scientifi- 
cally they  knew  this  pUe  would  become  self- 
sustaining.  It  had  to.  All  the  measure- 
ments Indicated  that  it  would.  But  still,  the 
demonstration  had  to  be  made.  As  the 
eagerly  awaited  moment  drew  nearer,  the 
scientists  gave  greater  and  greater  attention 
to  details,  the  accuracy  of  nteasurements,  and 
e.xactness  of  their  construction  work. 

Guiding  the  entire  pile  construction  and 
design  was  the  nlmble-bramed  Perml.  whose 
associates  described  him  as  completely  self- 
confldent   but   wholly   without   conceit. 

S3  exact  were  Fermi's  calculations,  based 
on  the  measurements  taken  from  the  par- 
tially finished  pile,  that  days  before  Its  com- 
pletion and  demonstration  on  December  2, 
he  was  able  to  predict  almost  to  the  exsu:t 
brick  the  point  at  which  the  reactor  would 
become  self-sustaining. 

But  witb  all  their  care  and  confidence,  few 
in  the  group  knew  the  extent  of  the  heavy 
bets  being  placed  on  their  success.  In 
V/ashlngton.  the  Manhattan  district  had 
proceeded  with  negotiations  with  K.  I.  du 
Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co.,  to  design,  build,  and 
operate  a  plant  based  on  the  principles  of 
the  then  unproved  Chicago  pile.  The  $350 
million  Hanford  Engineer  Works  at  Pasco. 
Wash.,  was  to  be  the  result. 

At  Chicago  during  the  «;arly  afternoon  of 
December  1,  tests  Indicated  that  critical  size 
was  rapidly  being  approached.  At  4  p.  m. 
Zlnn's  group  was  relieved  by  tbe  men  work- 
ing under  Anderson.  Shortly  afterward,  the 
last  layer  of  graphite  and  uranium  bricks 
was  placed  on  tbe  pile.  Zlan,  who  remained, 
and  Anderson  made  several  measurements  of 
the  activity  within  the  pllt;.  They  were  cer« 
tain  that  when  the  control  rods  were  with- 
drawn, the  pile  would  become  self-sustain- 
ing. Both  had  agreed,  however,  that  should 
the  measurements  indicate  tbe  reaction 
would  become  self-sustaln.ng  when  the  rods 
were  withdrawn,  they  would  not  start  the 
pile  operating  until  Fermi  and  the  rest  of 
the  group  could  be  present.  Consequently, 
tbe  control  rods  were  locked  and  further 
work  was  postponed  until  tbe  following  day. 
That  night  the  word  was  passed  to  the  men 
who  bad  worked  on  the  pile  that  the  trial  run 
was  due  the  next  morning. 

About  8:30  on  the  morning  of  Wai^esday, 
December  2.  tbe  group  began  to  a»^ble  in 
the  squash  court. 

At  the  north  end  of  the  f;quash  court  was  a 
balcony  about  10  feet  above  the  floor  of  tbe 
court.  Fermi.  Zlnn.  Anderson,  and  Compton 
were  grouped  around  instroments  at  the  east 
end  of  the  balcony.  The  remainder  of  the 
observers  crowded  the  little  balcony.  R.  G. 
Nobles,  one  of  the  young  scientists  who 
worked  on  the  pile  put  it  this  way:  "Tbe 
control  cabinet  was  surrounded  by  tbe  'big 
wheels';  the  'little  wheels'  had  to  stand  back." 
On  the  floor  of  the  squiish  court,  Just  be- 
neath the  balcony,  stood  f3eorge  Weil,  whose 
duty  it  was  to  handle  the;  final  control  rod. 
In  the  pile  were  three  seta  of  control  rods. 
One  set  was  automatic  end  could  be  con- 
trolled from  the  balcony  Another  waa  an 
emergency  safety  rod.  At  tached  to  one  end 
of  this  rod  was  a  rope  running  through  the 


pile  and  weighted  heavily  on  the  opposite 
end.  The  rod  was  withdrawn  from  the  pile 
and  tied  by  another  rope  to  the  balcony.  Hil- 
berry  was  ready  to  cut  this  rope  with  an  ax. 
should  something  unexpected  happen,  or  in 
case  the  automatic  safety  rods  failed.  The 
third  rod.  operated  by  Well,  was  the  one 
which  actually  held  the  reaction  in  check 
until  withdrawn  the  proper  distance. 

Since  the  demonstration  was  new  and  dif- 
ferent from  anything  ever  done  before,  com- 
plete re^ance  was  not  placed  on  mechanically 
operatedVcontrol  rods.  Therefore,  a  liquid- 
control  sq^ad,  composed  of  Harold  Llchten- 
berger,  W.  Nyer,  and  A.  C  Graves,  stood  on  a 
platform  above  the  pile.  They  were  prepared 
to  flood  the  pile  with  cadmium -salt  solution 
in  case  the  mechanical  failure  of  the  control 
rods. 

Each  group  rehearsed  Its  part  of  the  experi- 
ment. 

At  9:45  Perml  ordered  the  electrically  oper- 
ated control  rods  withdrawn.  The  man  at 
the  controls  threw  the  switch  to  withdraw 
them.  A  small  motor  whined.  All  eyes 
watched  the  lights  which  Indicated  the  rod's 
position. 

But  quickly  the  balcony  group  turned  to 
watch  the  counters,  whose  clicking  stepped 
up  after  the  rods  were  out.  The  indicators 
of  these  counters  resembled  the  face  of  a 
clock,  with  hands  to  indicate  neutron  count. 
Nearby  was  a  recorder,  whose  quivering  pen 
traced  the  neutron  activity  within  the  pile. 

Sh^Iy  after  10  o'clock,  Permi  ordered 
the  emergency  rod,  called  Zip,  pulled  out 
and  tied. 

"Zip  out,"  said  Fermi.  Zlnn  withdrew  Zip 
by  hand  and  tied  It  to  the  belcony  rail. 
Well  stood  ready  by  tbe  vernier  control  rod 
which  was  marked  to  show  tbe  number  of 
feet  and  inches  which  remained  within  the 
pile. 

At  10:37  Fermi,  without  taking  bis  eyes  off 
the  Instruments,  said  quietly: 

"Pull  It  to  13  feet,  George."  The  counters 
clicked  faster.  The  graph  pen  moved  up. 
All  the  instruments  were  studied,  and  com- 
putations were  made. 

"This  Is  not  it,"  said  Perml.  "The  trace 
will  go  to  this  point  and  level  off."  He  in- 
dicated a  spot  on  the  graph.  In  a  few 
minutes  the  pen  came  to  the  Indicated  point 
and  did  not  go  above  that  point.  Seven 
minutes  later  Fermi  ordered  the  rod  out  an- 
other foot. 

Again  the  counters  stepped  up  their  click- 
ing, the  graph  pen  edged  upward.  But  the 
clicking  was  irregular.  Soon  It  leveled  off,  as 
did  the  thin  line  of  the  pen.  The  pile  was 
not   aelf-s\istalnlng — yet. 

At  11  o'clock,  the  rod  came  out  another 
6  Inches;  the  result  was  the  same:  an  In- 
crease in  rate,  followed  by  the  leveling  off. 

Fifteen  minutes  later,  the  rod  was  further 
withdrawn  and  at  11:25  was  moved  again. 
Each  time  the  counters  speeded  up.  the  pen 
climbed  a  few  poinU.  Permi  predicted  cor- 
rectly every  movement  of  the  indicators.  He 
knew  the  time  was  near.  He  wanted  to  check 
everything  again.  The  automatic  control  rod 
was  reinserted  without  waiting  for  Its  auto- 
matic feature  to  operate.  The  graph  line 
took  a  drop,  the  counters  slowed  abruptly. 

At  11:35,  the  automatic  safety  rod  was 
withdrawn  and  set.  The  control  rod  was  ad- 
Justed  and  Zip  was  withdrawn.  Up  went 
the  counters,  clicking,  clicking,  faster  and 
faster.  It  was  tbe  cllckety -click  of  a  fast 
train  over  the  rails.  The  graph  pen  started 
to  climb.  Tensely,  the  llttlr  group  watched, 
and  waited,  entranced  by  the  climbing 
needle. 

Whrrrump!  As  if  by  a  thunderclap,  the 
apell  waa  broken.  Every  man  froze — then 
breathed  a  aigh  of  reUef  when  he  realized  the 
automatic  rod  had  alammed  home.  The 
aafety  point  at  which  the  rod  operated  auto- 
matically had  been  aet  too  low. 

"I'm  hungry,"  lald  Fermi.  "Let'i  go  to 
lunch." 


Perhaps,  like  a  great  coach,  Fermi  knew 
when  his  men  needed  a  break. 

It  was  a  strange  "between  halves"  respite 
They  got  no  pep  talk.  They  talked  about 
everything  elae  but  the  "game."  The  re- 
doubtable Fermi,  who  never  saya  much,  had 
even  leas  to  say.  But  he  appeared  supremely 
confldent.  His  "team"  was  back  on  the 
squash  court  at  2  p.  m.  Twenty  minutes 
later,  the  automatic  rod  was  reset  and  Well 
stood  ready  at  the  control  rod. 

"All  right.  Gecwge,"  called  Fermi,  and  Well 
moved  the  rod  to  a  predetermined  point. 
The  spectators  resumed  their  watching  and 
waiting,  watching  the  counters  spin,  watch- 
ing the  graph,  waiting  for  the  settling  down 
and  computing  the  rate  of  riae  of  reaction 
from  the  indlcatora. 

At  2:50  the  control  rod  came  out  another 
foot.  The  counters  nearly  Jamimed,  the  pen 
headed  off  the  graph  paper.  But  thla  waa 
not  it.  Counting  ratios  and  the  graph  scale 
had  to  be  changed. 

"Move  It  6  Inches."  said  Fermi  at  8:20. 
Again  the  change — but  again  tbe  leveling  off. 
Five  minutes  later,  Fermi  called:  "Pull  it  out 
another  foot." 

Well  withdrew  the  rod. 

"This  is  going  to  do  It."  Fermi  said  to 
Compton,  standing  at  his  side.  "Now  it  will 
become  self-sustaining.  The  trace  will  climb 
and  continue  to  climb.    It  will  not  level  off.* 

Fermi  computed  the  rate  of  rise  of  .the 
neutron  counts  over  a  minute  period.  He 
silently,  grim  faced,  ran  through  tome  cal« 
culations  on  his  slide  rule. 

In  about  a  minute  he  again  computed  the 
rate  of  rise.  If  the  rate  was  constant  and 
remained  so,  he  would  know  the  reaction 
was  self-sustaining.  His  fingers  operated  the 
slide  rule  with  lightning  speed.  Character- 
istically, be  turned  the  rule  over  and  Jotted 
down  some  flgtu-es  on  Its  Ivory  back. 

Three  minutes  later  he  again  computed  the 
rate  of  rise  in  neutron  count.  The  group 
on  the  balcony  had  by  now  crowded  in 
to  get  an  eye  on  the  instruments,  those  be- 
hind craning  their  necks  to  be  aiu-e  they 
would  know  the  very  instant  history  was 
made.  In  the  background  could  be  heard 
William  Overbeck  calling  out  the  neutron 
count  over  an  annunciator  system.  LeoDA 
Marshall  (the  only  girl  present),  Anderaon. 
and  William  Strum  were  recording  the  read- 
ings from  the  instruments.  By  this  time  tbe 
click  of  the  counters  was  too  fast  for  the 
human  ear.  The  cUckety-cllck  waa  now  % 
steady  brrrr.  Fermi,  unmoved,  unruffled, 
continued  his  computations. 

"I  couldn't  see  the  Instruments."  said  Well. 
*T  had  to  watch  Fermi  every  second,  waiting 
for  orders.  His  face  was  motlonleaa.  Hla 
eyes  darted  from  one  dial  to  another.  His 
expresaion  was  so  calm  It  was  hard.  But 
suddenly,  his  whole  face  broke  into  a  broad 
smile."  1^ 

Perml  cloaed  his  slide  rule — 

"The  reaction  is  self-sustaining,"  he  ui«~ 
nounced  quietly,  happily.     *The  eurre  !■ 
exponential." 

The  group  tensely  watched  for  28  min- 
utes while  the  world's  first  nuclear  chala 
reactor  operated. 

The  upward  movement  of  the  pen  waa 
leaving  a  straight  line.  There  waa  no  change 
to  Indicate  a  leveling  off.     This  was  It. 

"O.  K.,  'Zip'  in."  caUed  Fermi  to  Zlnn.  who 
controllad  that  rod.  The  time  waa  8 :  6S 
p.  m.  Abruptly,  the  counters  slowed  down, 
the  pen  slid  down  serosa  the  paper.  It  waa 
all  over. 

Man  had  Initiated  a  aelf-«ustalnlng  au- 
clear  reaction — and  then  atopped  It.  Be  had 
released  the  energy  of  the  atom'a  nuoteiM 
and  controlled  that  energy. 

Right  after  Fermi  ordered  the  reacttoa 
atopped,  the  Hungarian -bom  theoratloal 
phyalclat.  Eugene  Wlgner,  praaanted  him  witb 
a  bottle  of  Chianti  wine.  All  through  the 
experiment  Wlgner  had  kept  this  wine  hld« 
den  behind  his  back. 
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tlM  Vint  bottla  aiMi  lent 
out  for  paper  eapi  w  aU  covM  drlak.  Ht 
poonrt  •  Uttto  via*  la  all  tlw  eapa,  and 
a/amatif,  ■nlwaaly.  wUbofat  toaata.  tkm  acteno 
*tata  talaatf  tlwetiiMto  timr  ltp«  ttw  omi»> 
<llaa  Ztaui.  ttaa  Bongarlana  flUIanl  and  Wlc- 
nar,  tja  ttaUaa  Vmml,  the  AmarieMM  Oaaq>- 
too.  ABdfKsan.  HUbany.  and  a  Mora  a<  othen. 
■niay  dnmk  to  ■occ—  and  to  the  hope  they 
wen  the  fin*  to  eaooeed. 

A  amall  crew  vae  left  to  straighten  up. 
lock  coBtiola.  and  check  aU  apparatue.  Aa 
the  group  flied  from  the  weet  standa,  one  of 
the  guards  asked  Zinn: 

"What^  going  on.  Doctor,  aomethlnc  hap- 
pen in  thwat" 

Tlia  guard  did  not  hear  the  meaaage  which 
Arthur  Oompton  was  giving  Jamea  B.  Oonant 
a*  Hanrard.  by  long-dlatanee  telephone. 
Their  code  wae  not  preairanged. 

"The  Italian  navigator  haa  landed  In  the 
Sew  World."  aald  Oonvton. 

"How  were  the  natlvea?"  aakad  OOnant. 

•^ery  firtendly.'* 


I 


RESOLUTION  OP  CENSURE 

The  Soiate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  <S.  Res.  301)  to  cen- 
sure the  Junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin. 

Mr.  KNOWIAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
understand  that  the  seniOT  Senator  from 
Nevada  wishes  to  make  a  few  brief  re- 
maticB  this  afternoon.  I  explained  to 
tiie  SoiatOT  from  Nevada  that  the  Sen- 
ate from  Idaho  had  not  completed  his 
remarks,  and  would  resume  the  floor  to- 
morrow f  onowlns  the  morning  hour  if  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement  to  that 
effect  is  entered  into. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Wauua]  may 
have  the  floor  tomorrow  morning  after 
the  usual  morning  hour  for  the  trans- 
action of  routine  business. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Coopn  In  the  chair).  Is  there  objec- 
tion? The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement  Is 
entered. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
in  my  hand  a  copy  of  Senate  Resolution 
301.  which  reads  as  follows: 

a^aoUted.  That  the  Senator  ftom  Wlaeon- 
eln  Ilir.  IfoCMtm]  failed  to  eooperato  with 
the  Subcommittee  on  PrlvU^ea  and  Sec- 
tlons  at  the  Senate  Committee  on  Bulee  and 
Administration  la  clearing  up  matters  te- 
'erred  to  that  auboommltteee  which  con- 
cerned hla  conduct  as  a  Senator  and  affected 
the  honor  of  the  SenaU  and.  fnirtead.  re- 
peatedly abused  the  subcommittee  and  Its 
members  who  were  trying  to  catry  out  as- 
signed duties,  thereby  obstructing  the  oon- 
sUtuUonal  processes  of  the  Senate,  and  that 
thU  conduct  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
Illr.  MCCakthtI  In  falling  to  cooperate  with 
a  Senate  committee  in  clearing  up  matters 
affecting  the  honor  of  the  Senate  Is  contrary 
to  senatorial  traditions  and  Is  hereby  con- 
demned. 

8ae.  a.  Itie  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Itr. 
McCsaTHT]  In  conducting  a  senatorial  in- 
quiry tntemperately  abused,  and  released  ex- 
ecutive hearings  in  which  he  denounced,  a 
wltnees  representing  the  ezecuUve  brandi 
of  the  Ooverunent.  Oen.  RaljA  W.  Zwlcker, 
an  oOoer  of  the  United  States  Army,  for  re- 
fosiag  to  crltletn  his  supolor  oOleers  and 
for  respecting  oOelal  orders  and  eaacutlve 
^dlreettvee.  theteby  tending  to  destrw  the 
good  faith  which  must  be  n«»tw»«t.«^  be- 
tween the  eaeentlve  and  leglalatlve  branches 
In  our  system  of  foMmment:  and  the  Sen- 
ate disavows  the  denunciation  of  General 


Zwldcer  bf  Senator  lioCABTHT  aa  chalrgiaa 
of  a  Senate  subeommittee  and  censures  him 
lor  that  action. 

rairraa  to  thx  caAntMAir 
Mr.  President,  on  November  15,  }t54. 
a  manber  of  the  select  committee  to 
gtudy  censure  charges  against  the  Ju^or 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  addressed  a  let- 
ter to  the  chairman  of  the  select  com- 
mittee, in  which  he  said: 

Untrd  States  Sknatk, 

SCLBCT  ColUflTTXS  To  SXUDT  CeN- 
80BX  Chasobb  Puxscant  to  Senate 
Obiuek  On  Senate  RESOLtmoN  301, 

November  15,  19SA. 
The  Honorable  AaTHTiH  V.  Watkins. 

Chairvfian,  Select  Committee  To  Study 
Ceruure     Charges,     United     States 
Senate. 
Mr  Deas  Ma.  Chaibman:  The  letter  which 
Secretary  Stevens  wrote  late  Saturday,  and 
which  you  delivered  to  me  yesterday   (Sun- 
day) afternoon  responding  to  the  questions 
which  I  asked  him  at  the  conference  In  your 
office  earlier  Saturday  afternoon,  considered 
with  the  material  In  the  two  letters  which 
he  brought  to  your  office,  together  with  the 
prior  evidence  In  the  matter,  convinces  me 
that  It  would  be  wrong  to  censure  Senator 
]KcCa>tbt  on  the  second  count — the  Zwieker 
affair. 

Therefore.  I  shall  not  vote  for  It. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  part  of  the  letter  to  the 
chairman  from  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota  which  I  have 
marked  in  the  margin  be  printed  in  the 
RicoKD  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  portion 
of  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rbcobo,  as  follows: 

You  recall  that  after  reading  the  McCarthy 
letter  which  Secretary  Stevens  brought  In 
Saturday,  I  asked:  "When  was  the  letter 
actually  received?"  and  "What  consideration 
was  given  to  it?" 

After  the  conference,  I  reread  not  only  the 
testimony  befc»«  oxir  committee  on  the 
Zwlcker  matter  but  also  the  original  Peress 
testimony  before  Senator  McCaxtht  In  »ew 
York  City.  That  hearing  ended  In  New  York 
City  at  noon  on  Saturday,  January  30,  on  a 
quiet  and  sort  of  Incidental  question  by  Sen- 
ator McCastht,  "Tou  haven  t  been  asked  to 
resign,  have  you?" 

A  short  exchange  apparently  alerted  l»th 
parties  and  then  a  foot  race  began — by  Pefess 
on  Monday.  February  1.  to  get  Immediate 
action  on  his  discharge,  by  McCartht  to  get 
a  court-martial  Instituted  before  Peress  got 
out  of  the  J\ul8dlctlon  of  the  Army. 

Secretary  Stevens  gives  the  llrst  positive 
evidence  as  far  as  I  know  that  Senator  Mc- 
C*aTHT'8  letter  of  Febrtiary  l.  was  delivered 
to  his  oflk^e  by  messenger  that  same  Men- 
day,  and  made  known  "to  the  responsible 
Army  staff." 

further,  that  It  was  reviewed — presumably 
against  the  Information  which  Oenaral 
Zwlcker  relayed  through  his  Immediate  su- 
perior. Chief  of  Staff,  First  Army,  New  York 
the  same  Monday  that  Peress  had  asked  for 
Immediate  discharge  Instead  of  the  previous- 
ly agreed  upon  date. 

Mr.  Stevens'  reply  to  my  second  question 
Is  that  the  McCarthy  letter  was  then  re- 
viewed and  diat  "it  was  concluded  that  there 
was  no  additional  evidence  to  require  modfn- 
catlon  of  the  prior  determination  of  the  te- 
ress  case  •  •  •  and  that  the  best  lnter«ata 
of  the  United  Statea  would  be  served  byTls 
prompt  separation." 

So.  the  discharge  was  executed  and  Peivss 
was  released  Tuesday  afternoon,  February  2. 
Mr.  Stevena  arrived  In  Washlnigton  on  ^ia 
trip  back  from  Jiqian  late  on  the  af  ternopn 
of  February  3. 


This  proof  that  an  Army  staff  at  t^  Pen- 
tagon did  decide  to  let  Peress  slip  out  at 
their  grasp  after  the  issue  was  diredtly  and 
timely  raised  throws  into  new  focus  a  whole 
•et  of  dates  and  events  prior  to  the  Ewlcker 
hearing.  It  goes  far  toward  explaining  Sen- 
ator McCaktht's  conduct  on  February  18 
when  Brigadier  General  Zwlcker,  the  repre- 
sentative supplied  by  the  Army  under  wrape 
was  unable  to  pinpoint  the  persons  respon- 
sible for  giving  more  consideration  to  a  re- 
quest from  a  false-swearing  Communist  seek-/ 
Ing  to  flee  from  the  Army's  Jurisdiction  thai^ 
to  a  suggestion  from  the  chairman  of  a' 
Senate  Investigating  committee  that  court- 
martial  proceedings  be  Immediately  insti- 
tuted. 

raovisioN  roa  censuse  oa  axFUutON 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  in  ar- 
ticle I.  section  5,  provides  that: 

Each  House  may  determine  the  rules  of 
its  procedure,  punish  its  Members  lor  dis- 
orderly behavior,  and  with  the  concurrence 
of  two  thirds,  expel  a  Member. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  only  refer- 
ence the  Senator  from  Nevada  Is  able 
to  find  in  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  relative  to  the  censure  or  expul- 
sion of  a  Member. 

Mr.  President,  other  than  the  charge 
relating  to  the  "Zwlcker  affair"  desig- 
nated by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case],  there  is  left 
only  the  charge  of  abusing  the  subcom- 
mittee "and  its  members  who  were  trying 
to  carry  out  assigned  duties,  thereby  ob- 
structing the  constitutional  processes  of 
the  Senate,  and  that  this  conduct  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  in  failing  to  co- 
operate with  a  Senate  committee  in 
clearing  up  matters  affecting  the  honor 
of  the  Senate,  Is  contrary  to  senatorial 
traditions  and  is  hereby  condemned." 

Mr.  President,  I  And  no  provision  in 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  or 
in  the  rules  of  the  Senate  for  any  such 
procedure,  granting,  however,  that  the 
Senate,  no  doubt,  by  the  required  num- 
ber of  votes,  can  do  anything  it  decides 
to  do  to  a  Member. 

On  November  8, 1954.  at  the  beginning 
of  tills  debate,  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
said  on  page  15849  of  the  Concrisbional 
Record,  in  a  debate  with  the  majority 
leader  of  the  Senate: 

The  Senator  to  whom  the  cens\ire  is  di- 
rected Is  only  a  whipping  boy.  The  objective 
is  and  has  been  to  destroy  the  investigative 
power  of  the  Senate. 

A  WmPPIKC  SOT 

Mr.  President,  on  November  12  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  further  stated  in 
a  debate  with  the  distinguished  majority 
leader,  at  page  15983  of  the  Co»crks- 
sioNAL  Record: 

The  senior  Senator  from  Nevada  feels  that 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  merely 
the  whipping  boy  in  this  procednre.  He  feels 
that  the  real  objective  from  the  very  ban- 
ning has  been  to  destroy  the  Investigative 
power  of  this  body. 

ESTABLISH    THE    PaiNCTPLE WHO    IS    ITEXT 

By  pinning  the  spotlight  on  a  personality 
the  public  can  be  divided.  You  could  not 
BO  easily  divide  public  opinion  on  the  prin- 
ciple involved. 

The  present  procedure  or  the  next  accu- 
sation, once  the  principle  is  established, 
could  be  the  chairman  of  the  Approprtetlons 
Committee  (Mr.  BxmcES)  or  the  chairman  of 
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the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admlnistrttlon 
(Mr.  JxmfEa)  or  the  distinguished  majority 
leader. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  are  stepping  out 
and  beyond  the  Con^stitution  of  the 
United  States  and  the  niles  of  the  Senate 
to  censure  conduct  that  does  not  seem 
proper  to  some  Member  of  the  Senate,  it 
will  be  a  very  wide  field,  I  promise  the 
President  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  portions  of  the  debate  between 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  and 
the  senior  Senator  from  Nevada. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  portions 
of  the  debate  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rkcord,  as  follows: 

Mr.  KurowukND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONa  I  would  s'.ate  at  this  point 
that  we  are  following  the  procedure  of  legis- 
lative bodies  wherever  dictatc»^hlps  have 
l>een  established. 

We  are  nibbling  at  the  Investigative  power 
of  the  Senate  by  censuring  any  Senator  who 
Ee?ks  to  investigate  any  procedure  or  act, 
asking  questions  distasteful  to  a  witness. 

NO  ALLEGATION  OF  VIOLATIOH  OF  A  SENATE  aULS 

If  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia will  further  yield,  I  wlU  say  that  I 
have  heard  no  accusation  made  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  or  at  the  hearings,  or  at  the 
time  the  allegations  were  filed,  that  the  Sen- 
ator on  trial  ever  violated  a  rule  of  the 
Senate. 

I  understend  that  the  Senate  Is  the  judge 
of  its  own  Memt>ers,  and  can  decide  whom 
tt  will  seat  in  the  Senate.  The  Senate  could 
expel  the  senior  Senator  from  California  or 
the  senior  Senator  from  Nevada.  If  it  so  de- 
sired, if  It  had  the  votes  with  which  to  do  It, 
regardless  of  the  nature  of  the  charges. 
MO  cExsuax  xjin.Bss  a  sznats  bttlx  violated 

However,  the  Senate  has  yet — over  a  period 
Of  175  years — to  set  a  precedent  of  censtirlng 
a  Senator  unleea  be  haa  violated  a  rule  of 
the  Senate. 

Senators  have  been  tried  and  censured — 
and  they  have  faced  expulsion,  but  no  Sen- 
ator has  ever  been  censured  except  on  an 
allegation  and  conviction  that  he  violated  an 
established  rule  of  the  Senate. 

Therefore,  if  we  proceed  In  the  matter  be- 
fore the  Senate  on  the  theory  that  we  will 
later  adopt  a  rule  which  the  Senator  In  ques- 
tion would  have  violated  if  it  had  been  a 
rule  of  the  Senate  at  the  time  of  the  com- 
mission of  the  alleged  act,  that  is  quite  an- 
other matter. 

There  wUl  be,  I  may  say  to  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader,  some  sertous  debate 
before  any  such  proposed  rule  wiU  be  adopted 
In  any  case. 

ODTSmS  cow  STITUTION AL  JUaOSDICTION  OT 

iats 


Mr.  MAIONE.  Mr.  President,  the  se- 
lect committee  has  recommended  action 
by  the  Senate  which,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  senior  Senator  from  Nevada,  is 
clearly  outside  the  constitutional  Juris- 
diction of  this  body. 

wo  FUBuc  cornaaMT  nr  wASHntOToar 

Understand,  Mr.  President,  that  I  have 
no  feeling  for  or  against  the  select  com- 
mittee. I  believe  It  made  a  mistake,  and 
I  believe  the  Senate  made  a  mtstakf  In 
directing  the  committee  by  not  specify- 
ing that  the  members  of  the  committee 
shoiild  go  home  for  a  few  wedcs  before 
holding  hearings  In  Washington,  because 
I  believe,  and  have  so  stated  on  the  Sen- 
ate floor  and  elsewhere,  that  this  is  the 


most  dangerous  town  in  the  United 
states  of  America  to  the  United  States 
of  America,  because  there  Is  no  public 
opinion  in  Washington — there  is  no  one 
heie  except  the  people  who  work  for  the 
Government  or  work  for  someone  who 
works  for  the  Government  or  the  folks 
who  sell  something  to  someone  who 
works  for  the  Government. 

So  that  if  we  are  here  more  than  three 
consecutive  months  without  going  home 
or  associating  with  the  producers  of  the 
Nation  we  think  that  what  we  are  hear- 
ing is  public  sentiment. 

There  is  no  public  sentiment  in  Wash- 
ington. So  that  if  the  committee  is  to 
be  censured  for  its  action,  the  Senate 
must  shoulder  some  of  the  blame  for  not 
specifjring  that  they  must  go  home  for 
a  few  weeks  and  get  their  feet  on  the 
ground,  thereby  regaining  their  balance 
by  association  with  the  people  who  still 
revere  and  depend  upon  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  Stetes  and  the  BUI  of 
Rights,  and  who  still  believe  in  the  dig- 
nity and  the  Integrity  of  the  United 
States  Senate. 

Typical  of  the  wires  and  mail  that  I 
am  receiving  from  my  constituents  in 
my  State  of  Nevada  is  the  wire  received 
today  from  Avery  Stitser,  publisher  of 
the  daily  Humboldt  Star  at  Winnemucca, 
Nev.: 

Re  your  letter  November  18.  Continue 
your  fl^t  for  the  enforcement  of  the  cloture 
rule  of  the  United  SUtes  Senate.  In  this 
present  debate,  in  my  opinion,  the  Senate 
is  working  toward  ite  own  destruction.  Am 
behind  you  In  your  endeavors  to  halt  such 
destruction. 

Mrs.  Avery  D.  Stitser  is  a  typical  in- 
dependent American  editor  of  a  news- 
paper in  a  farming,  livestock,  and  mining 
area — ^her  job  Is  to  Inform  the  residents 
of  Humboldt  County.  Nev.,  on  local,  na- 
tional, and  international  affairs,  and  that 
she  does  in  a  very  independent  and 
thorough  manner. 

Avery  Stitser  is  a  typical  editor  of  my 
State— she  prints  the  news  of  the  day, 
taking  orders  from  no  one. 


CKKsuax 


COM  DUCT 


The  committee's  conclusion  in  its  con- 
sideration of  category  V,  the  Zwlcker  al- 
legation, is  that  "the  conduct  of  Senator 
McCakthy  toward  General  Zwicker  was 
reprrtiensible." 

It  adds  that  "for  this  conduct  he 
should  be  censured  by  the  Senate." 

What  kind  of  conduct?  Why.  "repre- 
hensible conduct."  and  reprehensible 
only. 

Dictatorship  may  punish  legislators 
for  conduct  which  dictators  consider 
reprehensible,  but  there  is  no  provision 
in  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
that  grants  anyone  that  power. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
Is  specific  on  what  ground  either  House 
may  punish  a  Member.  Article  I,  section 
5.  states  that  each  House  may  punish 
its  Membns  for  disorderly  behavior,  and 
that  is  the  only  constitutional  ground  on 
which  thej  can  be  punished  by  their  col- 


WO  FIMUIMQ  OV 

The  select  committee  made  no  allega- 
tion of  disorderly  behavior  against  Sen- 


ator McCaitht.  It  made  no  finding  of 
disorderly  behavior.  It  said,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  in  its  opinion,  the  conduct  of 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  in  the 
Zwicker  affair  was  "reprehensible"  and 
that  it  was  "not  proper." 

"niat  is  the  allegation  from  which  the 
disting:uished  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota has  now  withdrawn  his  support; 
and  I  would  not  be  surprised,  if  be 
went  home  for  a  little  while,  with  the 
good  people  of  South  Dakota  that  he 
might  take  a  different  view  of  stifling 
the  investigative  power  of  the  United 
States  Senate. 

I  said  a  few  days  ago  on  this  floor  that 
even  if  some  of  us  fail  to  express  our- 
selves properly  sometimes  or  fail  to  ar- 
rive at  a  proper  conclusion  on  a  natioikal 
or  international  basis,  or  if  we  do  not 
care  to  exercise  our  power  on  a  particular 
subject,  we  ought  to  preserve  that  power 
for  our  successors,  just  as  it  has  been 
handed  down  to  us  over  a  pteriod  of  175 
years.  It  has  never  been  impaired.  Let 
us  not  be  the  first  to  destroy  it. 

Mr.  President,  nowhere  is  there  any 
charge  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  was  gtiilty  of  "disorderly  bc- 
haviOT,"  the  only  constitutional  ground 
on  which  this  body  can  punish  a  fellow 
Member. 

I  think  I  should  amend  that  stsfte- 
ment  by  saying  that  if  we  have  the 
necessary  votes  we  can  expel  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate,  even  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  or  the  distinguished 
minority  leader. 

CAMKOT  BE  BXTaOACnVX 

Conceivably,  if  the  precedent  Is  once 
set,  that  might  even  be  done,  because 
I  understand  there  is  a  committee  work- 
ing on  the  rules  of  the  Senate  that  would 
make  practically  every  Senator  the  Judge 
of  a  breach  of  a  personal-conduct  nde 
by  any  other  Senator.  If  we  pass  such 
a  rule,  and  I  greatly  doubt  we  shall,  be- 
cause nearly  everyone  will  go  home 
before  we  come  back  in  January  and 
possibly  rearrange  his  perspective — and 
even  if  we  should  use  the  poor  judgment 
to  pass  such  a  rule,  thus  further  de- 
stroying the  investigative  power  of  the 
Senate,  there  is  nothing  in  the  law  or 
in  the  Constitution  or  in  the  rules  of  the 
Senate  that  would  allow  any  such  rule 
to  be  retroactive. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  should  set  soeh 
a  precedent,  we  shall  have  gone  a  kmg 
way  toward  a  new  concept,  a  Prussian 
concept,  a  Praetorian  Guard  concept,  a, 
totalitarian  concept,  in  which  Senators 
must  speak  softly,  oboequiouaiy,  and 
servilely,  must  bootlick.  if  you  please. 
any  officer  of  high  rank  from  whom 
information  is  sought  in  perf <ninance  of 
our  legislative  functions. 

We  shall  have  abdicated  our  legWa- 
tive  Independence  to  the  military.  I  do 
not  believe  that  even  the  great  bulk  at; 
our  fine  military  oSHcers  want  that.' 
They  do  not  want  to  be  coddled,  either, 
unless  the  officers  in  the  military  have 
changed  a  great  deal  since  World  War  Z, 
when  the  senior  Senator  from  Nevada 
enlisted  as  a  private  and  finally  was 
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made  an  olllcer  and  was  glvein  max  to 
eommanrt.  We  did  not  ask  tox  quarter, 
nor  did  ire  give  miich.  At  that  time, 
if  we  Ttolated  a  rule.  If  we  violated  a 
military  concept,  there  was  prompt  re- 
trlbutl^  There  was  no  time  to  do 
anything  about  it.  Those  were  the  days 
when  a  sergeant  came  up  from  the  ranks 
becaiise  he  ought  to  be  a  sergeant,  be- 
cause men  requected  him  for  his  power 
or  undentanding  of  perscmality,  not  be- 
cause he  had  passed  an  examination 
somewhere. 

The  report  of  the  select  committee 
cites  testimony  that  General  Zwicker 
used  the  expression  "Tou  s.  o.  b."  with 
reference  to  Senate  McCartht— and  I 
do  not  think.  Mr.  President,  from  the 
context,  that  he  meant  Senate  OfDce 
Building. 

There  is  other  evidence  In  the  report 
that  General  Zwicker  was  "antagonlstio" 
to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
long  m  advance  of  the  hearings  to 
which  he  was  called.  The  select  com- 
mittee does  not,  however,  find  this 
"reprehoisible."  Its  only  criticism  is 
against  Senator  McCabtht. 

On  the  iMSis  of  the  select  committee's 
own  findings,  there  is  no  constitutional 
warrant  whatsoever  for  censure  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  who 
has  violated  no  law  or  rule  of  the  Senate, 
and  who  certainly  has  not  been  guilty 
or  charged  with  being  guilty  of  dis- 
orderly behavior. 

MOVX   TO  TAVLS 

Mr.  President,  if  an  agreement  can 
be  had  with  the  majority  leader  that  the 
Senate  might  meet  cm  Saturday  morn- 
ing next,  at  that  time,  whenever  the 
senior  Senator  from  Nevada  can  obtain 
the  floor,  he  will  move  to  toble  Senate 
Resolution  301.  If  it  is  not  possible  to 
reach  an  agreement  to  have  the  Senate 
meet  on  Saturday  morning,  then  at  any 
time  on  Friday  when  the  senior  Senator 
from  Nevada  can  obtain  the  floor,  he 
will  move  to  toble  Senate  Resolution  301. 


RECESS  TO  11  A.  M.  TOMORROW 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
pursuant  to  the  prior  announcement,  I 
now  move  that  the  Senate  stand  In  recess 
until  11  o'clock  ttnnorrow  morning. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5 
o'clock  and  54  minutes  p.  m.)  .the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  tomorrow.  Wednesday, 
November  17, 1954,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  November  16  (legislative  day  of 
November  10),  1954: 

TTmiw  Otatib  DniiicT  Suuumm 
Bdward  J.  Devltt,  of  Minneaota.  to  be 
United  States  dlatrlct  Judge  for  the  dlatrlct 
of  Mlnneeota,  vice  Mattbew  M.  Joyce,  retired. 
Wmiam  S.  llUler,  of  Tennessee,  to  be 
United  States  district  Judge  for  tlie  middle 
district  of  TMmessee.  to  fill  a  new  position. 

IH  tbxNatt 
Bear  Adm.  Frederic  S.  Wlthlngton.  United 
States  Navy,  to  be  Chief  (rf  the  Bureau  of 
Ordnance  in  the  Department  of  the  Navy  for 
a  term  of  4  years. 


JSEAkU  I 

Wedn^day,  November  17, 1954 

iLegislative  day  of  Wednesday.  Novetn- 
l>erl0.19S4) 

.  The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brotvn 
Harris.  D.  D.,  offered  the  foUowtng 
prayer: 

O  Thou  Father  of  our  spirits  wbo 
hearest  prayer,  to  whom  all  flesh  shall 
come,  breathe  upon  our  agitated  hearts, 
we  beseech  Thee,  the  benediction  of  Thy 
holy  calm.  Lift  the  burdens  of  drab 
duties  and  change  stem  statutes  into 
glad  songs.  Soothe  the  anxieties  of  our 
baffled  sphits,  so  that  with  the  shield 
of  Thy  peace  and  the  sword  of  Thy  truth 
we  may  face  whatever  tests  this  day  may 
bring,  free  and  fearless.  Kindle  on  the 
altar  of  our  hearts  a  flame  of  devotfon 
to  freedom's  cause  in  all  the  world  that 
shall  consume  in  its  white  heat  every 
grosser  passion.  And  may  our  democ- 
racy, confessing  its  failures  and  purged 
of  its  fallings,  be  more  and  more  an  In- 
spiring and  emancipating  power  for 
world  security  and  stability  amid  the 
crucial  conflict  now  raging  in  its  mad 
fury  around  the  world.  We  ask  it  in  the 
name  of  the  Prince  jof  Peace.   Amen. 


by  unan- 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Thye,  and  _, 

Imous  consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  proceedings  of  Tuesday,  No- 
vember 16,  1954,  was  dispensed  with. 


ALEXANDER  HAMILTON  BICENTEN- 
NIAL COMMISSION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
appoints  the  Senator  from  New  York 
(Mr.  IvKs],  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
koto  [Mr.  MuwDT],  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  and  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hxnnings]  as  mem- 
bers on  the  part  of  the  Senate  of  the 
Alexander  Hamilton  Bicentennial  Com- 
mission, created  by  Public  Law  601  of 
the  83d  Congress,  approved  August  20 
1954. 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTION  OP 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  imraediately 
following  the  quorum  call  there  may  be 
the  customary  morning  hour  for  the 
transaction  of  routine  business,  under 
the  usual  2-minute  limitation  ©n 
speeches. 

The  VIC:E  PRESIDENT.  Without 
Objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 
Mr.  THYE.    Mr,  President,  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Seci^- 
tery  will  call  the  rolL 


The  CThief  Clerk  called  the  roU,  and 
the  following  Senators  answei^  to 
their  names: 


Abel 

Pul  bright 

Malone 

Anderson 

George 

ManafleM 

Barrett 

OUletta 

Martin 

B«KlSett 
Bridges 

Goldwater 

McClellan 

Green 

Monronfy 

Brown 

Hayden 

Mundt 

Burke 

Hendrlckaon 

Murray 

Bush 

Henninga 

Neel7 

Byrd 

Hlckenlooper 

Pastor* 

Capehart 

HUl 

Payne 

Carlson 

Holland 

Potter 

Case 

Hruaka 

PurteU 

Chavez 

Humphrey 

Robertson 

Clements 

Ives 

Rusaell 

Cooper 

Jackson 

SaltonstaD 

Cotton 

Jenner 

Schoeppal 

Crlppa 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith,  Malna 

Daniel,  S.  C. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Smith,  H 

J. 

Daniel,  Ter. 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Sparknuia 

Dlrksen 

Kefauver 

Stennls 

Douglas 

Kilgore 

Symington 

Duff 

Knowland 

Thye 

Dworshak 

Kuchel 

Watklns 

Eastland 

lAhger 

Welker 

Ellender 

Lehman 

Wiley 

Ervln 

Lennoa 

WlUlami 

Ferguson 

Long 

Young 

Flanders 

Magnuson 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
AncEN  ]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Bricku] 
is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  BxALL],  the  senior  Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  Butler],  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  I  Mr.  Cordon],  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  MilukinI,  and  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  IMk.  Mc- 
Carthy) are  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  I  Mr.  Fwas] 
is  absent  on  official  business. 

Tlie  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Kerr]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gore]  and  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Smathers]  are  absent  by  leave  Of  the 
Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  fMr. 
Kennedy]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Mossi] 
is  necessarily  absent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Cot- 
ton in  the  chair) .     A  quorum  is  present. 

Routine  business  is  now  in  order. 


COMMUNIST  DOCTRINE  OF  WORLD 
REVOLUTION 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  for  the 
past  8  years  a  major  portion  oLovtc  leg- 
islative endeavors  have  been^Kcused 
upon  meeting  the  single,  ajKembracing 
challenge  of  world  co^ilmunism  and 
world  revolution.  In  these  august  cham- 
bers and  throughout  the  breadth  and 
width  Of  our  free  world,  we  have  heard 
debates  concerning  the  true  naturte  and 
extent  of  the  Communist  global  menace. 
We  have  heard  arguments  concerning; 
the  meaning  of  Leninism,  of  Stelinism, 
of  Malenkov-Marxism — arguments  con- 
cerning the  meaning  of  such  funda- 
mental terms  as  "peace."  "coexistence." 
"imperialism,"  "Marxian-socialism," 
and,  finally,  "world  revolution." 

The  actual  meaning  of  these  funda- 
mental concepts,  as  employed  bf  the 
West  and  as  employed  by  the  forces  of 
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world  communism,  are  as  different  as 
the  respective  philosophies  of  a  totali- 
tarian and  of  a  free  society.  Based  on 
our  understanding  of  these  principles  of 
^orld  communism  and  world  revolution, 
we  have  endeavored  to  formulate  our 
policies.  The  preservation  of  our  Amer- 
ican heritage,  no  less  than  the  very  sur- 
vival of  our  entire  free  world,  depends 
upon  the  correctness  of  our  understand- 
ing. We  cannot  afford  to  err  in  our 
analysis  of  world  conununism  and  world 
revolution. 

Therefore.  In  my  capacity  as  chairman 
of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mitte?,  I  have  been  preparing,  in  coop- 
eration with  numerous  experts  to  whom 
I  shall  refer,  a  detailed  outline,  based 
upon  official  Communist  sources,  of  the 
Communist  doctrine  of  world  revolution. 
This  outline  presents,  in  a  consistent  and 
coherent  step-by-step  form,  the  total 
principles  of  revolution,  as  revealed  most 
starkly  in  the  policy  statements  of  Com- 
munist leaders.  In  these  quotations, 
they  reiJeat  their  fundamental  principles 
of  revolution,  without  actual  variation 
from  the  inception  of  communism  to 
the  present  time. 

This  study  has  been  made  in  consulta- 
tion with  Russian,  Slavic,  and  Chinese 
experts  in  the  Library  of  Congress;  in 
consultation  with  various  policy  and  re- 
search organizations  in  our  executive 
branch:  and  in  consultation  with  leading 
professional  scholars  in  the  field  of  world. 
Communist  studies.  It  is  a  definitive 
study  which  attempts  to  outline  the  total 
doctrine  of  world  revolution,  through  an 
overall  analysis  of  Communist  r>olicy 
statement,  from  Marx  to  the  present. 

It  is  my  sincere  hope  and  intent  that 
this  study  will  prove  of  service  to  those 
of  us  who  bear  the  pressing  legislative 
responsibility  for  countering  the  contin- 
uous global  Communist  menace.  I  hope 
it  will  aid  our  American  citizens  and  the 
other  people  of  the  free  world  to  a  clearer 
understanding  of  the  most  destructive 
totalitarian  doctrine  known  to  man. 

I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  study,  which  I  an.  completing, 
be  printed  as  a  Senate  docu:i.c;nt. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 


ADDRESSES.  EDITORIALS,  ARTICLES, 
ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE  RECORD 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editorials,  articles,  eto..  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

By  Mr.  WILEY: 
Summary  describing  United   States  coop- 
eration   with    the    forces    of    International 
science. 


FREEDOM    OF    DEBATE    AMONG 
CADETS  AND  MIDSHIPMEN 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  as 
a  member  of  the  Board  of  Visitors  to  the 
Military  Academy  and  a  former  member 
of  the  Board  of  Visitors  to  the  Naval 
Academy.  I  take  great  interest  in  the 


work  being  done  by  those  splendid  serv- 
ice schools  and  am  proud  of  the  tjrpe  of 
training  they  give  our  future  mihtary 
leaders.  Consequently,  I  regretted  to 
hear  Edward  R.  Murrow  criticize  those 
service  schools  in  his  broadcast  last  night 
l)ecause  of  their  refusal  to  let  the  cadets 
and  midshipmen  argue  in  intercollegiate 
debate  the  admission  of  Red  China  to  the 
United  Nations. 

Mr.  Murrow  knows,  of  course,  that  the 
hands  of  Red  China,  a  deliberate  aggres- 
sor in  Korea,  are  dripping  with  the  blood 
of  American  boys  and  for  that  reason 
Henry  Cafc>ot  Lodge,  the  appointee  and 
spokesman  in  the  United  Nations  of  the 
President,  has  consistently  opposed  the 
admission  of  Red  China.  He  knows  that 
this  year  the  Senate  by  a  unanimous  vote 
endorsed  that  position  of  the  President. 
He  knows  or  in  any  event  he  certainly 
should  know,  that  every  ooy  who  enters 
a  service  school  immediately  enlists  in 
our  military  forces  and  becomes  subject 
to  all  military  regulations  and  discipline. 
They  take  an  oath  to  defend  our  country 
and  have  no  more  right  to  publicly  chal- 
lenge the  foreign  policy  of  their  Com- 
mander in  Chief  than  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  staff. 

Mr.  Murrow's  word  for  today  to  the 
effect  that  it  Is  better  to  debate  a  decision 
before  it  is  reached  than  to  debate  the 
decision  after\^ard  aS  a  good  theory 
when  properly  applied. 


DR.  FREDERICK  BROWN  HARRIS 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  last 
night  I  was  privileged  to  attend  the  din- 
ner given  by  the  parishioners  and  friends 
of  our  Chaplain,  Dr.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  marking  the  completion  of  30 
years'  service  as  spiritual  leader  of  the 
Foundry  Methodist  Church.  It  was  a 
beautiful  and  moving  occasion,  in  which 
some  of  Dr.  Harris'  friends  had  the  op- 
portunity to  give  expression  to  their  high 
regard  and  affection  for  him. 

With  unfailing  devotion  Dr.  Harris  has 
discharged  his  high  duties  as  a  great 
spiritual  leader  for  nearly  a  third  of  a 
century.  He  has  also  for  more  than  a 
decade  served  as  the  beloved  Chaplain 
of  this  body.  I  congratulate  him,  and  I 
hope  he  will  have  many  more  years  of 
good  health  in  which  to  serve  his  fellow 
men. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  an  editorial  entitled  "Dr.  Harris' 
30  Years,"  which  was  published  in  last 
night's  Washington  Star. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows  : 

Dr.  Harris'  30  Years 

When  the  Reverend  Dr.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris  came  to  Washington  to  guide  the  des- 
tinies of  Foundry  Methodist  Church  in  1924 
he  was  aware  that  the  task  would  be  hard 
and  the  burden  heavy.  To  serve  the  prin- 
cipal Wesleyan  congregation  in  the  Capital 
of  the  United  States  In  a  period  of  national, 
cultural,  and  social  expansion  would  require 
the  best  talents,  the  wisest  Judgment,  the 
seal,  and  the  energy  of  any  minister,  how- 
ever gifted  and  enthusiastic.  But  Dr.  Harris' 
pastorate,  It  soon  became  clear,  was  not  to  be 


limited  to  any  single  house  of  prayer  or  any 
single  denomination.  Almost  from  the  start, 
he  was  to  be  called  upon  to  work  for  a  stUl 
greater  cause  and  a  stUl  more  numerous 
community. 

Year  by  year  his  opportunities  grew  and  hla 
capacity  for  meeting  them  Increased.  Bspe- 
cially  when  he  was  named  Chaplain  of  the 
Senate  In  1942,  his  activities  assxuned  a  tml- 
versal  Importance.  He  moved  Into  new  fields 
also  when  he  began  to  contribute  his  Bplres 
of  the  Spirit  column  to  the  Sunday  Star  la 
1947.  His  books  of  essays  and  poems  coln- 
cldentally  have  added  to  the  reach  of  his 
mind,  his  heart,  and  his  hands. 

What  the  future  holds  for  Dr.  Harris  should 
be  a  reasonable  facsimile  of  what  the  past 
has  held.  His  friends.  Joining  to  thank  him 
for  the  services  already  rendered,  wish  for 
him  a  long  and  fruitful  continuance  of  the 
labors  that  he  loves. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
associate  msrself  with  the  remarks  of  the 
able  Senator  from  New  York  with  refer- 
ence to  the  outstanding  service  which 
Dr.  Harris  has  rendered  to  the  people  of 
the  city  of  Washington  and.  by  reason 
of  that  fact,  to  the  p>eople  of  the  country, 
as  well  as  to  the  Senate. 

I  am  sorry  I  was  not  able  to  attend  the 
testimonial  dinner,  because  of  the  press 
of  other  duties.  However,  I  do  appre- 
ciate the  great  record  of  Dr.  Harris.  I 
am  glad  the  Senator  from  New  York  has 
seen  fit  io  call  the  Senate's  attention 
to  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  am  very  happy  to  associate  my- 
self with  the  remarks  just  made  l^  the 
Senator  from  New  York  and  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  with  regard  to  Dr. 
Harris.  I  noted  In  the  Congressiomai. 
Record  attention  has  heen  called  to  tiic 
fact  that  Dr.  Harris  is  celebrating  his 
30th  anniversary  as  a  spiritual  leader. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  value  a  very  warm 
personal  friendship  with  Dr.  Harris,  and 
I  am  glad  to  add  my  few  words  to  what 
has  been  said  in  deep  apcn-eclation  of  his 
wonderful  service.  I  express  the  hope 
that  he  may  be  with  us  for  many  years 
more. 


THE  MARINE  CORPS  AND  THE  CHIEP 
OF  NAVAL  OPERATIONS 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President.  In 
view  of  the  continuing  press  reports  that 
the  Cliief  of  Naval  Operations  Is  at- 
tempting to  gain  control  of  the  Marine 
Corps,  I  addressed  a  letter  to  Secretary 
of  Defense  Wilson,  on  November  9.  1954, 
requesting  certain  information  and  a 
pertinent  document.  That  letter  ai>- 
Iiears  in  the  course  of  my  remarks  in  the 
November  12,  1954.  Congressional  Rec- 
ord. 

I  took  that  occasion  to  bring  this  sub- 
ject to  the  attention  of  the  Senate.  It  la 
my  opinion  that  this  issue  is  of  major 
importance  to  the  membership  of  the 
Senate,  for  if  the  Chief  of  Naval  Opera- 
tions gains  an  element  of  control,  direct 
or  indirect,  over  the  Marine  Corps  and  its 
Commandant,  then  PubUc  Law  416 — the 
Marine  Corps  bill — of  the  82d  Congress 
will  have  b^n  violated. 

It  Is  of  particular  interest  to  the  mem- 
bership of  the  Senate,  for  approximately 
40  Senators  joined  in  sponsoring  that 
legislation. 
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.  Z  am  oonfldent  that  the  Senate  diarae 
my  detexmliiAtton  that  the  ICarixie  Corps 
bniduOl  not  be  Tkdated  by  adminlstra- 
tlTB  mctton  In  the  Department  of  the 
MaTj. 

JR  mj  November  9  letter  to  Secretary 
WDsoa  I  reooested  a  ccvy  <tf  a  document, 
referred  to  in  the  recent  Report  of  the 
Committee  <»  Orsranizatlon  of  the  De- 
pertment  of  the  Nayy.  TEfy  that  docu- 
ment^ the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  report- 
edly corrected  any  misconceptions  with- 
in the  Department  df  the  Navy  as  to  the 
status  of  the  Marine  Ctorps  and  its  Com- 
mandant. 

By  way  of  dariflcation.  I  might  point 
out  that  this  oivanizatlon  committee  was 
established  m  October  1953  and  com- 
pleted its  work  in  April  1954.  On  the 
basis  of  my  examination  of  that  com- 
mittee report  it  is  my  beUef  that,  in 
general,  it  correctly  reflected  existing 
law  as  to  the  status  of  the  Marine  Corps 
within  the  Department  of  the  Navy, 
recognlzins  the  Marine  Commandant  to 
be  directly  responsible  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Nayy,  and  subordinate  in  no  man- 
ner to  the  Chief  ot  Naval  Operations. 
The  docimient  I  requested  on  November 
9  is  the  directive  which  guided  the  C(Hn- 
mlttee  in  arriving  «t  its  conclusions. 

Yesterday  afternoon  I  received  a  reply 
to  my  letter  of  November  9,  and  as  an 
enclosure  to  the  reply  I  was  furnished 
a  copy  of  the  requested  doctunent. 

Because  it  is  of  such  importance  in 
connection  with  the  reported  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations'  struggle  for  control  of 
the  Marine  Corps,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  letter  and  the  directive 
provided  me  be  incorporated  in  the 
RicoRD  at  this  point  in  my  remarks  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  the  directive  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  RsqoBo,  as  follows: 

DsPAsnaifT  or  ths  Navt, 
Woihington,  Sovember  19.  1954. 
Hon.  ICou  ICAMsnxLS, 
United  States  Senate, 

Waahington,^.  C. 

1>«*E  SsMATOt:  Tlie  Secretary  of  Defense 
has  referred  to  me  your  letter  of  November 
9  in  which  you  raise  certain  questions  re- 
garding the  relationships  between  the  Chief 
of  Naval  Operations  and  the  Commandant 
of  the  Marine  Corps. 

Subsequent  to  the  receipt  of  your  letter, 
other  letters  from  Interested  persons,  both 
within  and  outside  the  Congress,  on  the  same 
subject  have  been  directed  to  both  the  Sec- 
retary of  Defense  and  to  this  Department. 
Furthermore,  an  interest  in  the  matter  has 
been  expressed  by  representatives  of  the 
press. 

In  view  of  this  wide  Interest,  we  have 
decided  the  Interest  of  the  services  would 
be  best  served  if  the  administrative  action 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  were  released 
for  the  bentf  t  ot  the  other  persons  who  have 
inquired  on  the  same  subject,  and  also  be 
Issued  to  representatives  of  the  press. 

Probably  your  interest  stems  from  the  fact 
that  within  the  Department  of  the  Navy  we 
•re  in  the  process  of  rewriting  General  Order 
No.  6  to  reflect  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  on  OrganlBatlon  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Navy,  which  was  dated  AprU  18. 
1984.  and  i^^voved  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  and  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  A  final 
draft  of  this  general  order  has  not  as  yet 
been  completed,  and  discussions  concerning 
lU  format  and  language  are  still  in  process. 

As  you  have  noted  in  yoxir  letter,  the 
report  ot  tba  Committee  on  Organization  of 


the  Deperbnent  of  the  Navy  referred  to  an 
administrative  action  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  and  you  have  requested  a  copy  of  this 
document.  This  letto-.  dated  April  7.  1B54. 
Is  attached  hereto  for  your  Information. 

I  trust  that  tf  there  are  further  questions, 
you  will  not  hesitate  to  call  upon  me. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Thomas  8.  Oatks,  Jr.. 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

April  7,  1954. 
Memorandum  from:  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
To:  Chief  of  Naval  Operations. 

Commandant  of  theMarlne  Corps. 
Subject:  Belatlonshlps  betVeen  the  United 

States  Navy  and  United  States  Marine 

Corps. 

1.  General  Order  No.  5  establUhes  the  basic 
relatlonahlp  between  the  Chief  of  Naval  Op- 
erations and  the  Commandant  of  the  Ma- 
rine Corps. 

2.  In  further  amplification  of  this  owier, 
the  following  statements  of  policy  are  appli- 
cable: 

(a)  The  liarine  Corps,  while  not  a  sepa- 
rate service  In  the  sense  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force,  Is  a  unique  service  and  forms 
an  Integral  part  of  the  Department  of  the 
Navy.  Because  of  its  specialized  mission  and 
objectives,  it  is  distinct  from  a  board,  bu- 
reau, or  office  of  the  Department,  and  yet 
Is  an  Inseparable  part  of  a  compoelte  whole 
comprising  the  Naval  Establishment. 

(b)  The  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  la  the 
senior  military  officer  in  the  Naval  Estab- 
lishment. He  commands  the  operating  forces 
of  the  Navy.  He  is  the  naval  executive  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  the  conduct  of 
appropriate  activities  of  the  Naval  Estab- 
lishment. 

(c)  The  responsibilities  of  the  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations  In  his  capacity  as  naval 
executive  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall 
attach  Insofar  as  the  Marine  Corps  is  oon- 
cemed  only  to  those  areas  assigned  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

(d)  The  Commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps 
commands  the  Marine  Corps  and  is  directly 
responsible  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for 
its  administration,  dL-jcipline,  internal  organ- 
ization, unit  training,  requirements,  effi- 
ciency and  readiness,  and  for  the  total  per- 
formance  of  the  Mailne  Corps. 

(e)  The  Commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps 
When  performing  the  functions  set  ou«  In 
paragraph  (d)  is  not  a  part  of  the  permanent 
command  structvure  of  the  Chief  of  Naval 
Operations.  However,  there  must  be  a  close 
cooperative  relationship  between  the  Chief 
of  Naval  Operations  as  the  senior  military 
Officer  and  the  Commandant  of  the  Marine 
Corps  who  has  command  responsibility  over 
that  organization. 

(f )  The  Commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps 
has  an  additional  direct  responsibility  to  the 
Chief  of  Naval  Operations  for  the  readiness 
and  performance  of  those  elements  of  the 
operating  forces  of  the  Marine  Corps  assigned 
to  the  operating  forces  of  the  Navy  Such 
Marine  Corps  forces,  when  so  assigned,  are 
under  the  command  of  the  Chief  of  Naval 
Operations. 

(g)  Any  administrative  instructions  In 
conflict  with  the  foregoing  will  be  revised 
to  conform  to  this  poUcy. 

Tkomas  S.  Gates,  Jr., 

Actint 


J. 


Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President  the 
dlrecUve  is  reassuring.  If  it  is  obeyed— 
and  I  do  not  see  why  it  should  not  be 
obeyed— the  proper  status  and  functions 
win  be  accorded  the  Marine  Corps  and 
Its  C(nnmandant. 

After  reading  this  document  I  can  bet- 
ter appreciate  the  reluctance  of  the  ad- 
noirals  to  have  It  made  public,  for  this 
directive  of  April  7.  1954,  is  a  pointed  re- 
buke to  any  claims  that  might  be  ad- 


vanced for  giving  the  Chief  of  Naval 
Operations  any  direct  or  Indlredt  com- 
mand authority  over  the  Marine  Corps. 

But  despite  the  Andersen  letter  of 
April  7,  1954,  the  admirals  did  make 
such  claims.  They  attempted  to  pro- 
cure the  promulgation  of  a  general  or- 
der in  terms  which  would  literally  de- 
prive the  Commandant  of  the  Marine 
Corps  of  command  of  all  elements  of  the 
Marine  Corps  except  a  handful  of  ma- 
rines on  duty  at  liiarine  headquarters. 

I  know  the  Senate  will  join  me  in 
commending  Deputy  Secretary  of  De- 
fense Andersen,  who  as  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  was  primarily  responsible  for  the 
document  containing  such  a  well  con- 
sidered and  carefully  balanced  state- 
ment of  the  applicable  law. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  Andersen 
letter,  as  it  is  called,  will  some  day  rank 
as  one  of  the  key  documents  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  Department  of  the  Navy. 

While  applauding  the  document  itself, 
I  regret  and  I  am  alarmed  that  the  law 
was  so  vigorously  challenged  in  the  De- 
partment of  the  Navy  as  to  requEire  the 
Secretary  to  issue  such  an  order,  which 
in  effect  reafflrms  existing  law. 

The  directive  of  April  7  is  noteworthy 
for  the  manner  in  which  It  reflects  the 
law  on  the  following  important  points: 

First.  It  recognizes  the  Marine  Corps 
as  a  military  service  within  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Navy.  It  is  of  minor  impor- 
tance that  this  order  calls  the  Marine 
Corps  a  unique  rather  than  a  separate 
service.  The  essential  thing  is  that  it 
is  a  military  service  which  no  one  with 
good  judgment  would  attempt  to  deny. 

Second.  The  Chief  of  Naval  Opera- 
tions is  not  vested  with  any  authority 
over  the  Marine  Corps  or  its  Comman- 
dant. In  fact,  this  portion  of  the  directive 
is  a  pointed  rejection  of  the  old  claim 
that  Public  Law  432.    80th    Congress. 
granted  such  authority  to  the  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations.     When  the  admirals 
opposed  the  Marine  Corps  bill,  the  then 
Chief  of  Naval  Operations  based  much  of 
his  opposition  on  the  assertion  that  Pub- 
Uc  Law  432  charged  him,  as  naval  execu- 
tive to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  with 
supervision  over  the  Marine  Corps.     In 
passing  the  Marine  CoriJS  bill,  and  by  the 
specific  passages  in  the  committee  re- 
ports, Congress  directly  rejected  these 
claims  as  to  such  authority  of  the  Chief 
of  Naval  Operations  under  Public  Law 
432.    Incidentally.  It  was  clearly  under- 
stood at  the  time  that  law  was  passed 
that  it  was  of  restricted  application  and 
pertained  only  to  the  Navy  per  se.    Thus 
the  only  time  the  Chief  of  Naval  Opera- 
tions has  any  executive  authority  over 
any  element  of  the  Marine  Corps  is  when 
he  is  specifically  assigned  such  executive 
function  for  a  specific  matter  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy.    Of  course,  under  the 
law  even  this  grant  of  executive  author- 
ity could  not  abridge,  even  momentarily, 
the  Marine  Commandant's  coequal  status 
in  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  m  matters  of 
direct  concern  to  the  Marine  Corps,  nor 
could  it  be  used  as  a  device  to  interpose 
the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  between 
the  Marine  Commandant  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy.    Thus,  even  on  the  rare 
occasions  when  this  executive  authority 
might  be  assigned  the  Chief  of  Naval  Op- 
erations by  the  Secretary  for  a  specific 
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and  temporary  purpose,  such  authority 
could  even  then  be  employed  only  in  mat- 
ters unrelated  to  the  Commandant's 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  function  and  status, 
and  could  not  abridge  the  Commandant's 
direct  relationship  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy. 

Third.  The  position  of  the  Comman- 
dant as  a  direct  subordinate  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  is  rtaflBrmed.  The  di- 
rective also  recognizes  the  fact  that  the 
Commandant  commsnds  the  Marine 
Corps  and  is  responsible  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy — not  the  Chief  of  Naval  Op- 
erations— for  all  the  activities  and  total 
performance  of  the  Marine  Corps. 

Fourth.  The  directive  very  properly 
emphasizes  the  close  cooperation  that 
must  exist  between  tlie  Chief  of  Naval 
Operations  and  the  Marine  Comman- 
dant, and  the  responsittility  of  the  Marine 
Commandant  for  the  readiness  and  per- 
formance of  such  marine  units  as  may 
from  time  to  time  be  temporarily  as- 
signed by  the  Secretary,  or  his  su- 
periors, to  the  operating  forces  of  the 
Navy. 

Fifth.  Very  significantly,  this  direc- 
tive contains  the  order  that  '."any  admin- 
istrative instructions  in  conflict  with  the 
foregoing  will  be  revif  ed  to  conform  to 
this  policy."  This  prescribes  a  com- 
mendable procedure,  but  apparently  the 
order  did  not  receive  the  proper  atten- 
tion after  Mr.  Anders*  n  was  relieved  as 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  moved  up  to 
Deputy  Secretary  of  I>?fense.  The  ques- 
tion arises,  of  course,  why  this  policy 
order  issued  April  7,  1954,  has  not  been 
complied  with  in  mid -November.  Yet, 
such  is  the  situation,  for  the  letter  from 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Gates 
states  that  General  Order  No.  5.  which  is 
apparently  the  first  cne  to  be  consid- 
ered. Is  still  in  the  process  of  revision. 

Any  directive  as  clet.r  as  that  of  April 
7  1954,  should,  it  seenu.,  be  complied  with 
more  expeditiously  thtin  is  the  case. 

It  ts  my  hope  that  Mr.  Andersen's 
clear  and  forceful  directive  will  be 
quickly  obeyed  and  a;  a  result  General 
Order  No.  5  and  other  pertinent  admin- 
istrative instructions  will  be  revised  to 
reflect  the  legal  position  of  the  Marine 
Corps  and  its  Conmiandant. 

Had  such  a  procedure  been  followed 
immediately  after  the  issuance  of  that 
April  7  directive,  I  am  certain  the  pres- 
ent unfortunate  situation,  in  which  the 
Chief  of  Naval  Operations  is  apparently 
challenging  the  law  by  his  reported  effort 
to  subordinate  the  Mnrine  Corps  to  his 
control,  rather  than  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  would  never  have  developed. 
But  since  the  situation  has  obviously 
been  permitted  to  get  out  of  hand,  the 
entire  matter  can  still  be  readily  recti- 
fied by  prompt  obedience  to  the  law  and 
to  the  April  7  directive. 


THE  CASE  OP  JOHN  PATON 
DAVIES,  JR. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, on  November  5  1954,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  John  Foster  Dulles,  an- 
nounced that  Mr.  John  Paton  Davies, 
Jr.,  was  being  separated  from  the  For- 
eign Service  under  the  terms  of  Execu- 
tive Order  10450.  which  order  established 


the  revised  security  program.  I  have 
been  disturbed,  as,  I  am  sure,  have  many 
of  my  colleagues,  by  the  torrent  of  edito- 
rials and  syndicated  columns  criticizing 
the  action  of  Secretary  Dulles  for  reasons 
which  are  totally  invalid. 

Two  errors  seem  particularly  preva- 
lent. The  first  is  that  Mr.  Davies  was 
somehow  the  victim  of  persecution  by 
reason  of  his  case  being  read judica ted 
under  the  terms  of  Executive  Order 
10450  despite  a  number  of  clearances 
under  the  earlier  loyalty  and  security 
procedures.  What  was  inadvertently  or 
deliberately  overlooked  by  the  writers 
alleging  persecution  was  that  the  terms 
of  the  Executive  order  itself  required  a 
review  of  all  departmental  and  Foreign 
Service  employees  who  had  been  investi- 
gated under  the  provisions  of  the  old 
loyalty  program. 

The  second,  and  even  more  insidious, 
error  embraced  by  many  writers  was  that 
Mr.  Davies  was  being  separated  because 
hL-,  reports  from  China  during  the  war 
were  unpalatable  to  his  chiefs  in  the 
Embassy  and  the  Department  in  Wash- 
ington. These  writers  thus  twisted  the 
Davies  separation  into  a  crude  attempt 
at  thought  control. 

It  is  true  that  Mr.  Davies  was  separated 
from  the  Foreign  Service  for  "lack  of 
judgment,  discretion,  and  reliability." 
However,  as  Secretary  Dulles  stated: 

The  Board  emphaslz«d  that  It  defended  Mr. 
Davies"  right  to  report  as  his  conscience  dic- 
tated, but  found  that  he  made  known  his 
difsents  from  established  policy  outside  of 
privUeged  boundaries. 

Thus,  the  deficiency  of  Judgment 
forming  the  basis  of  this  discharge  was 
not  principally  that  relating  to  the  sub- 
stance of  his  recommendations,  but  was, 
in  fact,  a  lack  of  judgment  and  discre- 
tion in  publicly  espousing  positions  con- 
trary to  those  already  adopted  by  higher 
authority  after  due  consideration  of  Mr. 
Davies'  recommendations. 

Secretary  Dulles  reviewed  the  Davies 
case  after  a  security  hearing  board  unan- 
imously concluded  that  the  continued 
employment  of  Mr.  Davies  was  not  clear- 
ly consistent  with  the  interests  of  the 
national  security.  The  Secretary's  final 
determination  was  in  accord  with  that 
unanimous  decision. 

In  Justice  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
I  feel  this  explanation  should  be  made. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Statement  of  Secretary  Dulles  of  Novem- 
ber 5  be  printed  in  full  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcord,  as  follows: 
In  thk  MATm  or  John  Paton  Davies,  Jk. 

(Statement   by   the   Honorable  John  Foster 
Dulles,  Secretary  of  State) 

Executive  Order  10450.  Issued  pursuant  to 
the  act  of  August  26,  1950,  became  effective 
May  27.  1963.  It  deals  with  seciu-ity  re- 
quirements for  Government  employment. 
It  establishes  new  criteria  for  continuing 
employment  by  the  United  States.  These 
criteria  related  not  only  to  loyalty,  but  also 
to  reliability  and  trustworthiness.  The  new 
security  program  which  this  order  establishea 
provides  for  various  procedures  culminating 
in  a  final  determination  by  the  head  of  the 
Department  a£  to  whether  continued  em- 
ployment Is  clearly  consistent  with  the  in- 


terests of  the  national  security.    If  not,  the 
head  of  the  Department  is  required  to  ter-  * 
znlnate  the  employment. 

The  Sxecutlve  order  requires  that  the  caees  . 
of  all  departmental  and  foreign  service  em- 
ployees who  had  been  mvestlgated  under  the 
provisions  of  the  old  loyalty  program  sbouM 
be  readjudlcated  under  the  new  eeeurlty 
standards  established  by  the  new  Bcecutlve 
order.  Accordingly,  the  caae  of  John  Paton 
Davies,  Jr.,  previously  ao  investigated,  came 
on  for  readjudicatlon. 

On  December  29,  1953,  the  Department's 
Office  of  Security  concluded  that  Mr.  Davies 
should  be  siispended  and  processed  under 
the  new  security  program. 

On  January  20,  1954,  I  directed  that  a 
statement  of  charges  be  submitted  to  Mr. 
Davies  with  a  view  to  obtaining  hia  sworn 
answers  prior  to  my  determination  with 
reference  to  his  possible  suspension.  This 
was  done  and  Mr.  Davies  made  his  sworn 
answers. 

I  thereupon  made  a  careful  examination 
of  the  charges,  the  answers,  and  the  infor- 
mation upon  which  the  charges  were  baaed. 
I  concluded  that  the  matter  required  fur- 
ther inquiry.  In  this  connection  it  might 
be  noted  that  Mr.  DavlM  had  previously  told 
me  that  he  would  welcome  whatever  further 
examination  I  deemed  appropriate.  Accord- 
ingly, on  March  23,  1954,  I  asked  that  a  Se- 
curity Hearing  Board  be  designated  to  (»n- 
slder  the  case.  Mr.  Davies  voluntarily  ac- 
cepted the  jurisdiction  of  the  Security  Hear- 
ing Board,  and  was  not  then  suspended  as 
would  have  been  the  normal  procedure.  I 
agreed  to  nonsuspenslon  because  I  concluded 
that  under  the  circumstances  then  prevaU- 
ing  the  Interests  of  the  United  States  would 
not  be  prejudiced  thereby. 

On  May  14.  1954.  a  Security  Hearing  Board 
of  five  persons,  drawn  from  other  agencies, 
was  duly  designated  and  convened  for  the 
purpose  of  conducting  a  hearing  according 
to  the  statute,  the  Executive  order  above  re- 
ferred to  and  departmental  regulations. 
After  the  board  had  studied  the  complete 
record.  It  held  hearings  throughout  the  lat- 
ter part  of  June  and  the  first  half  of  July. 

Throughout  these  proceedings  Mr.  Davies 
had  the  benefit  of  able  counsel.  Mr.  Davies 
testified  and  called  six  witnesses  who  tes- 
tified on  his  behalf.  Five  witnesses  who 
had  furnished  derogatory  inTorxnatlon  ap- 
peared and  testified  under  oath;  aU  but  one 
did  SO  in  Mr.  Davies'  presence  and  subject 
to  cross-examination  by  his  counsel. 

On  August  30,  after  consideration  of  aU 
the  available  information  and  the  entire 
record  in  the  case,  the  Security  Hearing 
Board  reached  a  unanimous  decision.  It 
was  that  the  continued  employment  at  Mr. 
Davies  is  not  clearly  consistent  with  the  in- 
terests of  the  national  security.  The  Board 
accordingly  concluded  that  his  employment 
in  the  Foreign  Service  of  the  United  States 
ought  to  be  terminated. 

Following  receipt  of  the  Security  Boards 
decision,  I  have,  as  required  by  the  statute 
and  the  regulations,  reviewed  the  entire  caoe, 
and  I  now  make  my  determination  as  to  its 
disposition. 

My  determination  accords  with  that  of 
the  Security  Hearing  Board;  and  Is  that  the 
continued  employment  of  Mr.  Davies  is  not 
clearly  consistent  with  the  interesta  of  the 
national  security  and  it  ts  advisable  in  sudi 
Interests  that  his  employment  In  the  For- 
eign Service  of  the  United  States  be  ter- 
minated. 

The  reasons  given  by  the  Security  Hearing 
Board  for  its  decision  are  that  Mr.  Davies 
demonstrated  a  lack  of  Judgment,  dlscretioii. 
and  reliability.  The  board  emphasised  tbat 
it  defended  Ifr.  Davies'  right  to  report  as 
his  conscience  dictated,  but  found  ttiat  be 
made  known  his  dlssenta  from  established 
policy  outside  of  privUeged  boundaries.  The 
board    also    emphasized    that    its    decision 
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•tonuiMd  pnpondanatlj  net  fiNim 
tory  Inf omiAtlain  •uppltad  by  othm  but  firaoL 
Its  own  tboton^  and  •s^mwUvb  aaalyala 
of  Ifr.  D«yi— *  hiMiwn  aaul  artmlttad  varks 
and  aeta  and.  In  cwnmwTtioa  thfanrwltb,  bis 
dmct  ■diiitatrw  uid  diillnlenrlM  u  »  irtt* 
BMB  bsfofa  the  boMfd. 

Ttaa  baaid  found  that  Ilk.  DavlM*  oteerva- 
tton  and  awalaatlnm  oC  Ui«  facte,  lila  policy 
racmnfiMinrtatlnna,  lila  attttuda  vltli  reapect 
to  «nrfttm  policy,  and  bla  disregard  of 
proper  f orbewmnoe  and  caution  In  making 
known  Us  dlaMnta  outside  prlTlleged  boun- 
flartes  ima  not  In  accnrdanre  wltli  tbe 
standard  required  of  Foreign  Service  offlcers 
and  show  a  definite  lack  of  Judgment,  dls* 
cretlon.  and  reliability. 

Tbs  Security  Hearing  Board  did  not  find, 
nor  do  Z  find,  that  Mr.  Davles  was  disloyal  In 
the  nense  of  haying  any  communistic  affinity 
or  consciously  aiding  or  abetting  any  alien 
elements  hostile  to  the  United  States,  or 
performing  his  duties  or  otherwise  acting  so 
as  intentionally  to  sorre  the  interests  of 
another  goremment  In  preference  to  the 
Interests  of  the  tTnlted  states. 

Under  the  prceent  Xsecutlve  order  on  se- 
curity. It  Is  not  enough  that  an  employee  be 
of  complete  and  unswerving  loyalty.  Be 
must  be  reliable,  trustworthy,  of  good  con- 
duct and  character. 

Tlie  members  of  the  Security  Hearing 
£oard  unanimously  foiind  that  ICr.  Davles' 
lack  of  judgment,  discretion,  and  reliability 
raises  a  reasonable  doubt  that  his  continued 
employment  in  the  Vcveign  Serrlce  of  the 
United  States  is  clearly  consistent  with  the 
Interests  of  national  security. 

This  is  a  conclusion  which  I  am  also  com- 
pelled to  reach  as  a  result  of  my  review  of 
the  case. 

Z  have  reached  my  determination,  as  the 
law  reqtilres.  on  the  basis  of  my  own  inde- 
pendent examination  of  the  record.  One  of 
the  facts  of  that  record  is  the  unanimous 
conclusion  of  the  members  of  the  Security 
Hearing  Board  that  the  personal  demeanor  of 
Mr.  Z)avle8  as  a  witness  before  them,  when 
he  testified  on  his  own  behalf  and  was  sub- 
ject to  examination,  did  not  Inspire  confi- 
dence In  his  rellabUlty  and  that  he  was  fre- 
quently leas  than  forthright  in  his  response 
to  qtiestlons.  Conclusions  thus  arrived  at  by 
an  Impartial  Security  Hearing  Board  are.  Z 
believe,  entitled  to  much  weight,  particularly 
when  those  conclusions  are  consistent  with 
the  written  record  which  I  have  examined. 


CANCELLATION  OP  CERTAIN  CON- 
TRACTS WITH  FOREIGN  INDUED 
TRIALS  BECAUSE  OF  SUBSEQUENT 
DOMINATION  BY  COMMUNIST 
UNIONS 

Mr.  SYMINOTON.  Mr.  President,  last 
March  tbe  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bbidces]  and 
I  went  to  Europe  representing  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  and  the  Armed 
Pmtcs  Committee.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  is  a  member  of  both 
conmilttoes. 

Much  attention  was  being  given,  in 
various  European  Countries,  to  those 
business  conoeraa  with  labor  imions 
which  were  Communist  Infiltrated.  In 
countries  where  we  found  that  to  be  true 
we  urged  that  no  American  business  be 
given  under  the  mutual-aid  program  or 
any  ottier  aid  program  to  companies 
which  manifested  no  Interest  in  reducing 
communist  inflltration  to  a  minimum 

With  that  premise.  Mr.  President.  I 
now  read  a  report  prepared  tac  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  and  myself  \ty  one  of  the  able 


staff  direeton  <tf  the  Senate  Committee 
on  ApprtVHiations.  Mr.  Slattery : 

lAte  in  June  of  tnis  year  a  contract  •  was 
entered  Into  with  CMBdne  Meccanlche  Vlt- 
toria  of  llUan.  Italy,  for  the  manuf actufe  of 
8,191JS71  rounds  of  40-mlllimeter  ammuni- 
tion.   The  contract  price  was  SlS.SOO.OOt. 

Although  the  sbells  were  for  delivery  to 
tbe  Army  and  Air  Force,  tliey  were  being 
purchased  by  the  Navy  under  single  service 
procurement  responsibility.  Subsequent  to 
the  execution  of  the  contract,  an  election 
was  held  at  the  plant  and,  tbe  workers  voted 
for  a  Communist-dominated  labor  union. 
On  July  30,  1954,  Ambassador  Luce  sent  a 
cable  recommending  (cancellation  of  the  eon- 
trsct  because  of  the  election  results  in  the 
plant.  The  recommendation  was  followed 
and  the  contract  was  canceled  In  AugiiBt — 
canoeUatlon  charges  amounting  to  about  a 
half  million  dollars. 

On  May  6,  1954,  the  Bureau  of  Ships  en- 
tered into  a  contract  with  Finmeccanioa,  a 
Government-owned  or  controlled  Italian  syn- 
dicate, for  the  conftructlon  of  a  destroyer 
sacort,  the  contract  price  being  $7,528,000. 
The  Plnmeccanlca  subcontracted  the  actual 
work  to  Piagglo  of  Palermo,  Sicily.  An  elec- 
tion was  held  at  the  plant  on  September  25, 
1964,  in  which  the  shop  stewards  voted  for 
a  Communist-dominated  union.  Ambassa- 
dor Iiuce  advised  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  results  of  the  election  and  recommei}ded 
that  the  contract  be  canceled,  or  the  actual 
work  shifted  from  Piagglo  to  a  firm  which 
she  would  approve.  As  the  result  of  Ambas- 
sador Luce's  recommendation,  work  has  lleen 
stopped  on  the  ship,  and  if  the  work  is  not 
transferred  to  a  oomp)any  which  the  Ambas- 
sador approves,  the  contract  will  be  canceled. 

Both  Officlne  and  Piagglo  were  plants 
which  had  been  approved  by  the  Country 
Team  in  Italy. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  and 
I  found  that  in  some  cases  employers  as 
well  as  employees  were  not  willing  to 
work  with  our  representatives  in  elimi- 
nating, as  much  as  was  possible,  com- 
munism m  the  indastrial  plants  to  which 
this  country  was  assigning  orders  for 
goods  and  equipment. 

The  senior  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire and  J  are  glad  to  make  this  report 
to  the  Senate,  and  commend  the  actions 
of  Ambassador  Luce  in  the  matter  hare- 
with  presented.  ■ 

LIMITATIONS  OP  ATOMIC  CANNON 

Mr.  ANDERSON.    Mr.  President,  the 
Washington  Star  last  Sunday  carried  an 
article  headed  "Army  Leaders  Now  Ad- 
mit Atomic  Cannon  Has  Serious  Limita- 
tions—Was    Oversold."       The     article 
points  out  that  the  atomic  cannon,  the 
advent  of  which  was  announced  in  such 
glowing  terms.  Is  now  foimd  to  be  some- 
what valueless.     I  shall  ask  imanimous 
consent  to  place  thLs  article  in  the  Rtc- 
ORD  today.   In  doing  so,  I  desire  to  point 
out  that  I  have  been  opposed  to  this 
project  steadily  for  a  year  and  a  half  on 
the  basis  that  it  was  mostly  for  the  pur- 
pose of  an  Army  parade.    An  interact- 
ing aspect  of  this  matter  is  not  the  orig- 
inal cost  of  tbe  cannon,  which,  with  its 
units.  Is  approximately  a  million  dollars, 
but  Is  the  fact  that  the  cost  of  the  pto-^ 
jectile  is  still  classified,  which  is  a  very 
wise  decision  on  the  part  of  the  Army, 
I  think,  because  it  further  shows  the  ab- 
surd!^ of  the  construction  of  this  type 
of  weapon.    There  has  been  recently  de- 
signed a  similar  weapon  for  anoUier 


branch  of  the  service,  and  the  possibili- 
ties are  that  each  branch  of  the  service 
will  have  its  own  type  of  atomic  weapons. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  this  article  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  flECORO, 
as  follows:  I 

AXMT  LEADQtS   NOW   ADMIT  ATOMIC  CAMNOir 

Has  Serious  LiMrrATioNS,  Was  Ov|BaoLO 
(By  L.  Edgar  Prina) 

Top  Army  leaders  are  apparently  bSglnnlng 
to  concede  what  critics  of  the  highly  publi- 
cized 280-mlllimeter  atomic  cannon  have 
been  saying  for  a  long  time:  It  has  serious 
limitations  and  its  value  has  been  oversold. 

Three  weeks  ago,  answering  a  newspaper- 
man's query,  an  Army  spokesman  disclosed 
that  production  of  the  huge  85-ton  weapon 
had  been  halted  because  current  require- 
ments have  been  met.  About  50  of  the  guns 
have  been  delivered  at  a  unit  cost  of  close  to 
•  1  million. 

When  the  280-mlIlimeter  was  first  dis- 
played to  the  press  2  years  ago,  it  was  her- 
alded In  a  shower  of  superlatives: 

•"Excellent  cross-country  (off-the-road) 
mobility,"  the  then  Chief  of  Staff,  Gen.  J. 
Lawton  Collins,  asserted. 

"Able  to  give  a  kind  of  accurate  and  close 
support  to  ground  troops  never  *>efore  avail- 
able to  them  In  the  history  of  warfare,"  the 
Ordnance  Corps  stated  proudly,  adding  that 
the  gun  had  complete  mobility. 

Now.  MaJ.  Gen.  James  M.  Gavin.  Army 
Operations  Chief,  puts  the  280-mllllmeter 
Into  a  more  realistic  perspective. 

VXTLN^ABLX,  ii«TmcrrNT 

General  Gavin,  Interviewed  at  the  Penta- 
gon, conceded  that  the  truck-towtd,  un- 
armored,  atomic  cannon  was  very  vulnerable. 
What  Is  more,  it  Is  IneiSclent  In  Its  use  of 
nuclear  material  when  compared  with  an 
A-bomb. 

The  general,  who  has  a  uound  appreciation 
of  the  role  of  science  In  modern  warfare, 
recalled  the  first  years  of  the  poetwal  period 
when  the  Army  was  outside  looklnj  in  on 
the  atomic  business. 

For  a  service  which  ha*  always  borne  the 
great  brunt  of  war  casualties,  this  was  not 
a  happy  situation.  Then  came  the  stomic- 
cannon  proposal,  and  with  It  immediate  op- 
position, chiefly  from  the  Air  Force.  The 
Navy  at  first  opposed  development  of  the 
cannon,  but  it  endorsed  it  and  now  Is  look- 
ing Into  the  poeslbllity  of  adapting  atomic 
shells  for  use  In  big  battleship  guns. 

General  Gavin  believes  that  the  significant 
fact  In  the  whole  atomic-cannon  matter  is 
not  the  weapon  Itself. 

"The  most  Important  thing  about  the  280- 
mUllmeter  program,  to  my  mind,  is  that  It 
got  the  scientists  interested  in  doing  some- 
thing for  the  Army  in  the  atomic  field,"  he 
said. 

These  views  and  those  stated  prlvaltely  by 
other  Army  offlcers  come  In  the  wake  o* 
statements  by  critics  who  contend  that  tbe 
big  gun  may  be  knocked  out  easUy  a»d  that 
Its  development  was  pushed  becaiase  the 
Army  wanted  to  get  Into  the  atomic  a«t. 

NO   APOLOGIAS 

Defenders  of  the  280-miUlmeter  program 
are  not  apologetic,  despite  the  admitted 
drawbacks.  They  say  that  the  United  States 
Army,  first  to  develop  such  a  weapon,  has 
been  able  to  visualize,  for  the  first  time  with 
some  degree  of  confidence,  an  atomic  battle- 
field. In  addition,  they  point  out  that  the 
gun  has  been  important  In  the  working  out 
of  new  tactics  and  organization  necessary  for 
nuclear  warfare. 

The  frank  acknowledgment  of  ths  can- 
non's weaknesses  comes  when  the  Anhy  ap- 
parently is  on  the  threshold  of  getting  deliv- 
ery on  a  family  of  atomic  artillery  which  will 
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be  far  less  vulnerable  tliar.  the.  380'b  because 
they  wUI  be  armored  and  self-propelled. 
Under  Secretary  George  Roderick  said  In 
\a  recent  speech  that  tbe  2.80-mUlimeter  was 
the  first  in  a  series  of  guns  capable  of  de- 
livering an  atomic  projectile.  The  Army 
now  has  armored  and  self-propelled  artillery 
up  to  310  mUllmeters  (8  liicbes). 

carries'  viicw 

Critics  recognize  that  the  gun  can  deliver 
t  staggering  explosive  power  once  it  is  in 
firing  position.  But  it  tal:e8  at  least  20  min- 
utes to  get  it  ready  to  fire,  and  20  minutes 
to  ready  it  for  the  road  again.  Secondly, 
they  point  out  that  the  ^iSO's  lack  of  armor 
protection,  Its  dependence-  on  truck-tow,  and 
its  limited  off-road  mobility  make  It  and  its 
cache  of  atomic  shells  critically  vulnerable 
to  a  variety  of  enemy  att;M:ks. 

One  expert  Insists  that  a  7-cent  tommygun 
slug  shot  through  the  riidlator  of  the  tow 
truck  could  immobilize  the  monster.  A  gun 
that  cant  move  is  useless  in  a  war  of 
maneuver. 

As  to  the  complete  mobility  and  excel- 
lent cross-country  mobility  claUns  for  the 
cannon,  critics  recall  tliat  in  the  recent 
Battle  Royal  maneuvers  in  West  Germany 
one  of  the  slightly  top-h(>avy  280*8  partially 
turned  over  In  a  ditch.  It  took  3  days  to 
get  it  out.  If  this  happ4>ned  during  a  real 
battle,  one  general  agreed,  the  gun  would 
have  to  be  written  off. 

That  the  cannon  was  conceived  by  road- 
minded  designers  Is  demonstrated  by  tbe 
fact  that  a  battery  of  two  280's  has  a  retinue 
of  9  vehicles  In  support.  There  Is  a 
mobile  shop,  3  trucks  for  towing  the  gen- 
erators which  supply  the  jxtwer  for  the  can- 
non's operations,  4  more  for  towing  con- 
ventional trailers  and  2  Jeeps. 

Because  it  takes  so  Ion;  to  get  into  and 
out  of  firing  position,  some  experts  say  the 
cannon  will  be  unable  to  k($cp  up  with  speedy 
armored  thrusts  against  the  enemy  and  will 
therefore  be  unable  to  maintain  constant 
close  support. 

On  the  other  hand,  armored  and  self-pro- 
pelled guns  can  do  this  because  they  can 
get  up  and  go  In  the  matter  of  seconds  and 
are  not  nearly  as  vulnerable  to  scattered 
patches  of  resistance  which  the  attack  may 
have  overrun. 

The  Umberlng-up  time  needed  by  the  280 
cuts  down  its  range,  especially  on  the  de- 
fense. The  Army  lists  a  30-mlle  range  for 
the  cannon,  but  tacticians  think  that  for 
practical  purposes  10  mllec  beyond  the  front 
Une  would  be  Its  maximum  battle  range. 

There  are  an  estimated  three  doaen  2808 
now  in  the  European  theater.  The  Soviets 
have  20  or  23  armored  divisions  in  East  Ger- 
many alone. 

In  conclusion,  the  SSO's  critics  recall  that  a 
special  United  States  Army  artillery  board 
recommended  after  World  War  n  that  all 
artillery  be  caterpUlar  tracked,  armored,  and 
self-propelled. 

The  validity  of  this  recommendation  was 
borne  out  by  the  Korean  war  experience. 
Mot  one  self-propelled  gun  was  captured,  but 
400  truck-towed  pieces  were  lost  to  the  enemy 
in  the  first  year. 


RESOLUTION  OP  CENSURE 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  un- 
finished business. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  to  cen- 
sure the  Junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 


ICr.   THYE.    Mr.    President.   I   ask 

nnanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bush  in  the  chair).  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 


THE  CASE  OP  JOHN  PATON  DAVIES. 
JR. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  after 
pasring  my  respects  last  evening  to  a 
great  and  distinguished  gentleman  Dr. 
Frederick  Brown  Harris,  who  will  go 
down  in  history  as  one  of  the  great  reli- 
gious leaders  of  America.  I  returned  to 
my  home  at  a  late  hour. 

As  one  who  is  trying  to  present  in  a 
nonpartisan  way  a  picture  of  the  law 
as  I  view  it,  whether  it  be  right  or  wrong, 
I  have  some  observations  to  make. 

Yesterday  I  told  the  judges,  as  Sena- 
tors have  been  termed,  that  I  did  not 
know  why  human  beings  acted  as  they 
did,  and  I  think  it  only  fair  to  my  dis- 
tinguished friend,  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez], 
to  digress  from  my  prepared  remarks  to 
say  something  about  John  Paton  Davies, 
a  man  whom  I  never  met  and  never  luiew. 

Mr.  President,  I  bring  this  matter  up 
to  show  that  remarks  made  by  anyone 
can  be  misconstrued,  and  that  many 
Americans  object  to  this  or  that  remark, 
whether  the  person  concerned  occupies  a 
high  or  low  position  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  or  elsewhere 
in  public  life. 

John  Paton  Davies  may  have  been  a 
Communist;  I  do  not  know.  He  may  have 
been  disloyal.  He  may  have  been  a 
security  risk.  But  the  American  people, 
Mr.  President,  have  very  diverse  opinions 
as  to  the  reasons  for  which  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  suspended  or  discharged 
him.  I  do  not  have  before  me  the  ver- 
batim mnarks  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
I  ask  my  colleagues,  however,  to  keep  in 
mind  that  I  am  not  trying  to  praise  a 
Communist  or  a  disloyal  person,  because, 
as  my  colleagues  Icnow,  since  I  have  been 
a  Senator,  as  a  member  of  the  Internal 
Security  Subcommittee  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  I  have  been  one  of  those 
assigned  the  difficult  Job  of  trying  to  pro- 
tect our  country  from  subversive  influ- 
ences. However,  I  think  it  was  unfortu- 
nate for  the  American  people  that  they 
were  not  informed  as  to  exactly  why 
John  Paton  Davies  was  relieved  of  his 
position.  As  I  remember  the  remarks 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  they  were 
to  the  effect  that  John  Paton  Davies  had 
failed  to  exercise  good  Judgment,  and 
that  he  was  not  reliable. 

Mr.  President,  what  was  done  in  this 
case  is  not  the  usual  way  we  do  things  in 
America.  Mr.  Davies  had  served  his 
country,  whether  honorably  or  disloyally, 
for  about  23  consecutive  years,  and  was 
approaching  the  time  when  he  could  re- 
tire. Why  were  not  the  American  people 
told  the  real  reason,  if  one  existed,  for 
suspending  or  discharging  Mr.  Davies? 
In  the  early  hours  of  this  morning  I 
wondered,  and  I  still  wonder,  if  the  rea- 
sons assigned  for  the  discharge  of  Mr. 
Davies  were  the  real  reasons.  I  hope  the 
Question  can  be  clarified.  As  I  have  said, 


I  have  no  desire  to  iMx>teet  anyone  who 

might  m  any  way  be  a  participant  in  a 
plan  for  the  destruction  of  this  country. 
By  like  token.  I  hope  I  can  inu}re8s  my 
f  rioids  in  the  Senate  that  I  am  trying  to 
be  fair  and  honest  to  every  p^'son.  re- 
gardless of  his  political  affiliation. 


RESOLUTION  OP  CENSURE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  to  censure 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  yester- 
day when  I  concluded  my  remarks  on  the 
censure  resolution — and  if  my  remarics 
were  discursive  or  inadequate  I  apolo- 
gize— I  left  the  floor  feeling,  as  I  do  now. 
since  Senators  are  sitting  as  Judges  to  try 
a  fellow  Member  of  the  Senate  in  a  cen- 
sure proceeding,  somewhat  astounded 
that  there  were  then  present,  as  there  are 
now.  only  a  small  number  of  the  judges. 
I  have  never  appeared  before  Judges  in  a 
court  of  law  when  nearly  two-thirds  of 
the  judges  were  absent  because  they  had 
other  things  to  do.  I  do  not  expect  my 
remarks  to  go  down  m  history  as  con- 
stituting a  profound  legal  dissertation; 
I  merely  desire  that  they  go  into  the 
RscoRo  as  coming  from  one  who  is  not 
representing  Senator  McCarthy  or  any 
other  person.  I  am  merely  trying  to  give 
to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  which 
is  now  sitting  as  the  sole  Judge  of  the  law 
and  the  facts,  a  statement  which  I  be- 
lieve to  be  honest  and  fair. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  jrield  for  the  purpose  of  permit- 
ting me  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quo- 
rum? I  think  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Idaho  is  correct.  There  ought  to  be 
more  of  the  Judges  present,  since  the 
Senate  is  in  session  for  the  purpose  of 
hearing  the  arguments  on  the  pending 
resolution.  I  should  like  to  suggest  the 
absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  3^eld  for  that  pur- 
pose, provided  I  do  not  thereby  lose  the 
floor. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  sug- 
gest the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  rolL 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roU, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Abel 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Bennett 

Bridges 

Brown 

Burke 

Bvisb 

Byrd 

Capehart 

Carlson 

Case 

Chaves 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cotton 

Crippa 

Daniel,  S.  C. 

Daniel,  Tex. 

Dlrkaen 

DouKlas 

Dull 

Dworshak 

Eastland 

Ellender 

Ervin 

Ferguson 

Flanders 


Pulbrlght 

George 

OUlette 

Ooldwater 

Green 

Hayden 

Hendrlckaon 

Hennlngs 

Hlckenlooper 

mu 

Holland 

Hruska 

Hxmiphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kilgore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehman 

Lennon 

Long 

IfagnuBon 


Ifaione 


Martin 

McCldlan 

lionroney 

Mimdt 

Murray 

Ifeely 

Pastor* 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

BobertsoB 

BusseU 

Saltonstan 

Bchoeppel 

Smith,  Main* 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Sparkman 

Stennis 

Symington 

Thyc 

Watklns 

Welker 

Wiley 

Williams 

Touns 


The  PRESlDlNa  OFFICER.    A  quo- 
rum is  present. 
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•vwuub  w^kiuery  wniCD  will 


the  roll 


question  can  be  clarified.  As  I  have  said,     rum  is  present. 


1M8I 


I 
I 


W  -' 


EtI 


XJBAVSS  OP  ABSENCE 

Mr.  CAFKHART.  Mr.  PrMldent.  wm 
die  Bepfctorfrom  Idaho  jMd  to  me? 
Mr.  WBJCBR.  I  am  glad  to  yteid. 
Ifr.  CAPBHART.  I  ask  unanlmons 
eonamt  to  be  absent  from  the  Senate  on 
ofllcial  boiinem.  beginning  next  Ftldaj 
morning.  In  onler  to  attend,  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  President  and  the  Secretary 
of  State,  the  Latin  American  Economic 
Conference  at  Rio  de  Janeiro. 

The  PRESmiNa  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  consent  is  granted. 

Mr.   WHJBY.    Mr.   Presidnit,   If   the 
Senator  from  Idaho  wlU  yield  to  me  at 
this  time,  Inow  malce  a  similar  request. 
The  PREEODINO  OFFICBR.    With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  LANQER.  Mr.  President,  reserr- 
Ing  the  light  to  object.  I  am  curious  to 
know  how  many  other  requests  of  this 
sort  will  be  made.  Can  the  Senator  from 
Wisecmsin  ten  us? 

Bir.  WIUET.  Yes.  I  Biay  say  that 
some  time  ago  the  President  of  the 
United.  Stetes  appointed  three  Senators 
to  accompany  Secretary  Humphrey,  who 
will  attend  the  Rio  de  Janeiro  confer- 
race,  commencing  next  Monday.  As 
chairman  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee, I  was  appointed,  together  with 
the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Smath- 
ns].  Who  already  has  gone,  and  the 
Senator  tram.  Indiana  [Mr.  CAPKSAax] 
^quest  for  leave  has  been  made  for  him.' 
We  are  the  three  who  have  been  ap- 
ix^ted.  I  make  this  announcement  at 
this  time,  following  the  action  of  the 
Senate. 

Jn  short.  ICr.  President,  let  me  state 
that  on  Monday.  November  22,  there  win 
convene  in  Rio  de  Janeiro,  Braxil,  an 
impcnitant  inter-American  economic 
conference. 

I  have  been  asked  by  the  President 
and  by  the  Secretary  of  State  to  partici- 
pate in  the  dellberatl<m8,  as  a  member 
of  the  American  delegation. 

I  have  requested  unanimous  consent, 
therefore,  to  be  excused  from  attending 
the  sesatons  of  the  Senate  for  the  dura- 
tion of  the  adjourned  session. 

Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  a 
Statement  which  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
•Mit  to  haw  printed  at  this  point  In  the 
body  of  the  Ccnranssxoif  al  Rkcoro. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
R»co».  as  follows: 

SrATBCSMT  BT  SslTATOS  WOlT 
I   sbould    Uke    to    atete   very    btieflr   tbe 
unlqiM    clrcunutanccs    or    my    position    la 
relation  to  tlie  matter  now*  pending  before 

As  I  have  indicated.  I  have  been  aSked  as 
chairman  of  the  Senate  Avelgn  Relation. 
Committee,  to  participate  In  the  Bio  Confer- 
ence, along  with  my  aaaoctotee.  the  eenlor 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  CAnHAnj.  and 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Vlarida  [Mr.  Sicatr- 
""1-  ^*>o  *»*▼•  iwevlously  rwelved  the  per- 
mlsBlon  of  the  Senate  similarly  to  partld- 

I  stmuM  like  to  make  It  rery  dear  that 
the  fact  that  1  plan  to  attend  this  confer- 
ence does  not  affect  in  the  slightest  mv 
PJJ»^J^  wgardlng  the  matter  now  befon 

I  have  cooM  to  the  conclusion  tliat  even 
were  I  not  at  the  ooaferenoe.  that  1«.  even 
were  I  present  in  Washington  in  the  Senate 
■CMion.  the  circumstances  of  the  present 
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sontroversy  make  It  necessary  that  I  refrain 
fTMn  casting  a  yea  or  nay  vote,  and  that  I 
vote  "present"  at  the  time  this  Issue  comes 
up  for  final  vote. 

^der  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  whenever 
aSenator  teeU  hlmaeU  personally  aad  di- 
rectly Involved  In  a  matter  on  whldh  the 
Senate  Is  voting.  It  Is  his  righ^-nay.  it  is  his 
obligation— to  request  of  the  Senate  permis- 
sion to  be  excused  from  voting  on  the  pend- 
ing Issue.  *^ 

TTxls  Is  such  a  case  that  falls  souarely 
within  the  rule. 

Alone  among  my  94  other  colleagues  in  the 
Senate.  I  represent  the  same  State  aod  the 
•ame  people  as  does  the  Junior  Senatot  from 
Wisconsin. 

I  have  been  nominated  and  elected  >y  the 
same^arty.  by  the  same  constltuencj,  and 
to  a  great  extent  by  the  same  voters. 

I  believe  that  were  this  issue  takSn  up 
m  a  court  of  law.  any  Judge  who  found  him- 
self in  xaj  position  would  immediately  dis- 
qualify hlnmelf  from  sitting  aa  Judge,  and 
^^t  any  juror  would  similarly  disqjuallfy 

*-ii^*"  ^°°*  ****°  *  P""*  o'  *^e  Anglo-Caxon 
nadttlon  of  parliamentary  bodies  that  a 
legislator  who  could  not  in  his  own  con- 
science cast  an  ImparUal,  objective  vote 
should  not  attempt  to  vote  at  all  on  a  oar- 
tlcQlar  Issue.  ^ 

For  almost  60  years,  I  have  been  a  mem- 
her  of  the  bar  of  the  State  of  WUconsln. 
In  all  that  time.  I  have  adhered  to  ctie  of 
the  cardhial  prtnclplea  of  the  bar  of  my  own 
and  of  every  other  State  in  the  Union^the 
unpwaUve  necessity  of  judge  and  Jurors 
abstaining  from  participating  in  any  case  in 
Which  they  are  personally  involved. 

And  few  the  reason  set  forth  above.  I  would 
not  vote  were  I  present  when  the  final  vote 
comes;  and  the  fact  that  I  shall  be  absent 
doesnot  actually  alter  the  situation  ait  all 

There  is  one  final  point  that  I  should  like 
to  make. 

A  great  many  individuals  who  have  writ- 
ton  to  me  have  asked  about  the  Seuate-s 
and  my  own  attUude  toward  the  ConmiUnist 
problem  as  such. 

I  believe  that  the  Communist  menace 
must  be  combated  with  every  means  at  our 
command  at  home  and  abroad.  A  look  ait  mv 
legislative  record  as  ranking  Republican  of 
the  Judiciary  Committee,  and  of  the  Smiate 
Foreign  Relations  Committee,  will  show  that 
there- has  never  been  an  issue  before  either 
of  these  two  committees,  or  before  the  Ben- 
ate  Involving  the  Comnrunist  problem  In 
which  I  personally  have  not  sought  to  ful- 
mi  my  role  as  a  defender  of  the  Amertcan 
heritage. 

Mr.  CAPEttteT.  Mr.  President  I 
may  say  these  appointments  were  dis- 
cussed many,  many  months  ago;  and  the 
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The  question  arises  as  to  whether  or 
not  we  shall  return  In  time  t4  vote.  I 
hope  so — ^no;  I  do  not  hope  so,  either]  I 
hope  this  matter  will  be  settlfd  sooner 
than  that.  If  it  is  not.  we  shall  be  very 
happy  to  vote  when  we  return.  In  the 
meantime,  I  have  a  pair  with  the  able 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  SMAtmas] 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  is  there  a 
request  pending? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  yielfl  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  happy  to  yield 
Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not 
objecting,  but  I  think  Members  of  the 
Senate  are  entitled  to  say  that  we  are 
not  very  happy  about  this  situation 
Members  of  the  select  commltttee  are 
certainly  entiUed  to  say  that  they  are 
not  very  happy  about  a  situation  which 
involves  Senators  leaving  the  city  on 
trips  of  one  sort  or  another,  whether  re- 
quested to  do  so  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  or  not. 

The  junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
might  have  pleaded  that  duties  on  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  would  require 
his  taking  a  trip  in  September  following 
the  adjournment  of  the  Senate  Cer- 
tain matters  were  referred  to  the  Sub- 
committee on  Real  Estate  and  Military 
Construction.  The  junior  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  had  considerable  re- 
sponsibility in  that  connecUon-  I  ar- 
ranged for  some  special  meetings  of  the 
subcommittee  for  September.  That 
arrangement  was  made  before  the  cen- 

r;^,^!f?*""°P  ""^^  referred  to  the  select 
committee.  I  was  among  those  happy 
or  unfortunate.  Senators  to  be  assigned 
to  the  select  committee.  The  Subcom- 
mittee on  Real  Estate  and  Military  Con- 
struction  of  the  Committee  onArmed 
Services  had  planned  to  make  ,^S 
trips  m  order  to  carry  out  some  cf  the 

srrs!'"^  °' ""  *™«' «"« '" 

I  think  we  are  entitled  to  say  when 
other  Senators  surrender  the  r4t  aSS 
duty  which  conceivably  could  be  said  to 
be  theirs,  to  make  trips  to  various  parte 

d  win  "^^.^^/ernment  within  the  juris- 
nnt  m«  J"'  ^^*,*'"  f  o'^lttees,  that  it  does 
not  make  us  feel  very  happy  about  hav- 
ing responded  to  what  was  said  to  be  a 


latinAmericanco-'nf-^ren^ew^tsarrr^ed     a^d  S  iS.  p5;e^nraTth°i?  t^'  f"^^'^ 
lor  as  long  ago  as  8  months.  I  bel^ve     the  casT  ww  d!.     i*  ^®  ^  ^^^^^ 
As  the  senior  Senator  from  WiS^iS     ^^^^\^^^.^^^-^^^  "»  °^«ht  be  at- 
has  stated,  the  senatorial  delegates  are 
himself,  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr 
Smathers],  and  myself;  and  we  are  going 
at  the  request  of  the  President  and  the 
Secretary  of  State. 

I  may  say  that  I  have  a  pair  with  the 
able  jumor  Senator  from  Florida   [Mr 


,r.^^-^T^e™f  £€S-  ^^h^,  ior.'» 


question  occurs  while  we  are  at  the  Rio 
Conference. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Can  the  Senator  give 
ns  any  Indication  as  to  how  long  the  con- 
ference may  last? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  think  the  confer- 
ence is  scheduled  for  about  2  weeks  or 
perhaps  longer.  I  do  not  think  anyone 
knows  exactly  when  It  will  end.  it  wlU 
begin  on  Monday.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  specified  time,  but  I  expect  the 
conference  to  last  2  weeks  or  longer 


—-^mm^^  v,i  uo  uiiKni  oe  at— 

Mr"  woT^Ti^'*'^'"  committee  duties. 
Mr.    HOLLAND.      Mr.   President    will 
the  Senator  yield?  ' 

Mr.  CASE.   I  do  not  have  the  Ijoor 
The    PRESIDING    OFFICER       ilie 

Mr.  WELKER.    I  am  glad  to  yield  to 


y.^1^^^^-  ^^-  President.  I  conclude 
?,Tr.^''^'^?^  ^^  ^°P^  "^»t  the  depar- 
ture of  various  Senators  on  various  duty 
assignments  throughout  the  wortd  wS 
S^mf  ?^  ^t^  operations  of  the  Senate. 
Some  of  us  have  already  devoted  t  great 

3u?l  whi^^*''^,S°"'  ^  ^  unpJeSfS 
duty  which  has  been  assigned  to  us     I 

hope  consideration  of  this  case  bv  "the 

STn'^  ^  °.°V^^"  ^  ^'  d^^\ioM 
?«"^f  "tended  beyond  Thanksgiving 
until   Christmas,   or  God  knowTv/hen! 
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Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  Pretideiitk  wfll 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  yield  first  to  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Florida^ 

Mr.  HOULAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Idaho. 

I  should  like  to  say  that,  in  the  first 
place,  I  certainly  would  not  want  to  see 
any  meeting  held,  at  which  all  ttie  Latin- 
American  nations  were  represented  by 
duly  constituted  authcnity,  on  the  im- 
portant question  of  the  economic  affairs 
of  this  hemisphere,  without  there  being 
adequate  representation  of  the  United 
States  Senate. 

I  will  say  also  to  my  distinguished 
friend  from  South  Dakota  that  it  seemed 
to  me  that  the  pairing  of  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
CapehaitI.  who,  being  here  today,  can, 
of  course,  speak  for  himself — and  my 
own  distinguished  colleague,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  SiiATHns] 
was  peculiarly  appropriate,  because  each 
of  them  had  announced  in  the  public 
press  what  his  position  would  be  on  the 
question  now  pending.  Their  positions 
happened  to  be  opposite,  which  made  it 
extremely  easy  to  effectuate  the  pair 
which  was  aimounced. 

So  far  as  the  Senator  from  Florida 
is  concerned,  he  does  not  think  there  is 
any  disposition  on  the  part  of  any  Sen- 
ator to  evade  or  escape  his  duty  here. 
The  fact  that  the  announcements  were 
made  when  they  were  made  showed  very 
clearly  that  there  was  no  such  attitude 
on  the  part  of  either  of  those  Senators. 
Likewise,  as  to  the  dlstingtiished  senior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  the  chairman 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations, there  is  every  reason  why  his 
presence  at  the  Rio  conference  should 
be  regarded  as  not  only  appropriatg,  but 
even  as  highly  necessary. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  wishes  to 
say  in  closing  Uiat  he  thinks  there  is  a 
very  important  service  to  be  rendered 
to  this  Nation  and  to  the  cause  of  soli- 
darity in  this  hemisphere  by  having  the 
Senate  well  represented  at  the  Rio  con- 
ference. I  am  glad  that  we  are  to  be  so 
weU  represented  by  these  three  distin- 
guished Senators. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.    Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield? 
Mr.  WELKER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator 

from  Indiana. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  regret  that  the 
able  Senator  from  South  Dakota  did  not 
mention  this  point  when  a  request  sim- 
ilar to  the  request  I  made  a  moment 
ago  was  made  on  behalf  of  our  friends 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle.  I  refer 
to  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
SMATHuts]  and  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee [Mr.  Gotxl.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  is  to  attend  the  meeting  hi  Rio, 
and  the  Senator  from  Tezmessee  is  to 
attend  a  meeting  in  Biu-ope. 

I  dislike  being  pointed  out.  particu- 
larly in  view  of  the  fact  that  I  am  a  Re- 
publican, on  the  same  side  of  the  aisle  as 
the  able  Senator  from  South  Dakota,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  similar  requests 
have  heretofore  been  made  on  behalf 
of  other  Senators,  and  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  made  no  objection.  Had 
objection  been  made  a  week  or  10  days 
c loia 


•SO.  when  this  qnMlioii  flnt  arose,  we 
mlfl^  hare  arranged  to  remain  here.  I 
do  not  like  to  be  pointed  out,  particu- 
larly bar  one  <rf  my  own  colleagues,  when 
he  did  not  see  fit  to  critlclae  similar 
requests  made  on  behalf  of  Senators  on 
the  other  aide  of  the  aisle.  That  is  the 
first  point. 

The  second  point  is  that  I  doubt  if 
there  has  ever  been  a  time  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  Senate — at  least  since  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  it— when  some  Sen- 
ator or  Senators  were  not  busy  some- 
where else  attending  conferences  at  the 
request  of  the  Qovernment — and  right- 
fully so. 

I  do  not  see  that  the  McCarthy  matter 
Is  any  more  important  than  many  other 
questions  which  arise  from  time  te  time. 

Mr.  CASE.  Pertiaps  it  is  less  impor- 
tant. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Perhaps  it  is  less 
important.  In  the  Senate  there  is 
hardly  ever  a  time  when  some  Senators 
are  not  absent.  The  able  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Bucxn]  left  on  Tuesday,  by 
unanimous  consent,  to  represent  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy  on 
a  trip  around  the  world.  Does  the  able 
Senatm-  from  South  Dakota  object  to 
that? 

Mr.  CASE.  If  I  may  respond,  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  did  not  hap- 
I)en  to  hear  the  request  on  behalf  of  the 
Senator  frtnn  Ohio  or  the  request  on 
behalf  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  OoBx]  and  other  Senators. 

Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  yield  to  me  for  an  additional  ob- 
servation? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  happy  to  srield. 
with  the  continuing  understanding  that 
I  shall  not  lose  my  right  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  able  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Maktw].  who  is  now 
seated  to  my  left,  is  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Worlcs.  I  am 
chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Pub- 
lic Roads  of  that  committee.  Both  of 
us  were  scheduled  to  appear  in  Seattle. 
at  the  axmual  convention  of  the  Ameri- 
can Association  of  State  Highway  Offi- 
cials, on  the  8th  and  9th  of  November. 
We  were  on  the  program.  We  had  been 
advertised  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the 
Senate. 

The  distinguished  majority  leader 
[Mr.  Knowland]  was  interviewed  by  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania,   and   the 

Senator  from  Pennsylvania-  called  me 
by  telephone.  We  conferred  in  advance 
on  this  subject.  The  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  advised  me  that  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  California,  the 
majority  leader,  suggested  that  we 
ought  not  to  go  to  Seattle,  so  we  can- 
celed our  reservations  and  did  not  go. 
We  came  here. 

In  September,  in  order  to  carry  out 
the  duties  assigned  to  me  by  the  Senate, 
I  canceled  a  trip  to  San  Praneiseo.  I 
was  scheduled  to  participate  In  a  fortmi 
before  the  American  Mining  Congress 
in  September,  but  it  happened  to  come 
dining  the  time  when  the  select  commit- 
tee was  in  sessicm.  We  did  not  con- 
clude our  task  in  time,  and  I  canceled 
that  appointment  I  was  scheduled  to 
speak  at  the  American  Mining  Congress 
at  San  Francisco. 


As  I  hare  stated,  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  and  I  canceled  our  plai» 
to  go  to  Seattle,  although  we  were  ad^ 
vertised  to  be  there.  I  wish  to  reiterate 
wtiat  I  said  earUer.  that  it  does  not  make 
us  very  happy  now  to  see  Senators  ask- 
ing permission  to  go  on  trips  of  various 
lunds.  My  remarks  were  not  directed 
particularly  at  the  request  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Indiana.  They  apply  to  all 
such  requests.  It  so  happened  that  I 
did  not  hear  the  earlier  requests. 

Bi4r.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  jrleld? 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  other 
Senators  are  on  their  feet,  but  inasmuch 
as  the  question  was  first  raised  with  the 
Senator  from  Indiana.  I  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  It  Is  imfortunate 
that  the  Senate  is  in  special  session  at 
this  time.  I  do  not  Icnow  why  the  pend- 
ing business  could  not  have  been  or 
should  not  have  been  considered  in  a 
regular  session  of  the  Senate.  Frankly. 
I  have  never  quite  understood  why  the 
Senate  was  called  into  special  session  to 
consider  the  pending  business.  The 
other  day  I  made  the  suggestion  that  in 
my  best  judgment  we  should  recess  until 
the  regular  sessimi  of  Congress  next  year 
and  then  handle  the  McCarthy  matter. 
I  do  not  know  why  the  McCarthy  mat- 
ter is  so  Important  that  it  must  be 
handled  in  a  special  session. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  do  not  have  the 
floor. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  We  have  a  general 
understanding  about  the  floor.  Certain- 
ly none  of  us  wishes  to  take  the  Senator 
f  nxn  Idaho  off  the  floor. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.    I  imderstand. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Did  not  the  Senate 
adopt  a  resolution  which  provided  that 
the  Senate  should  return  Ip  special  ses- 
sion for  the  consideration  of  the  pending 
business? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  There  Is  no  ques- 
tion that  the  Senate  left  the  matter  in 
the  good  Judgment  of  the  leaders. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  I  may  join  in 
the  discussion,  the  resolution  itself 
states— and  it  was  known  to  the  Senate 
at  the  time  it  adopted  the  resolution — 
that  the  matter  would  have  to  be  Hia- 
posed  of  prior  to  adjournment  sine  die 
of  the  83d  Congress,  which  means,  under 
the  concurrent  resolution,  that  the  Sen- 
ate is  required  to  adjourn  sine  die  not 
later  than  December  24,  1954. 

I  may  say  that  the  Senate  makes  its 
own  rules.  It  is  true  that  the  Senate 
adopted  the  resolution,  but  it  could  adopt 
another  resolution  at  this  time.  The 
Senate  could  change  or  amend  the  reso- 
lution at  any  time  it  saw  fit  to  do  so.  I 
have  never  beUeved  that  the  matter  be- 
fore us  is'so  serious  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  handle  it  in  a  special  session  of 
the  Senate.  I  do  not  know  why  it  could 
z»t  be  handled  In  the  regular  session  at 
the  beginning  of  next  year. 

Mr.  STENMIS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  WEI^BR.  T  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  frtMU  MtealaslppL 

Mr.  STBmiB.  I  agree  that  there  ii 
need  for  the  attmdance  of  the  Senator 
from  Indiana   [Mr.  Capcssar]  and  the 
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Senator  firom  norlda  [Bir.  SiiATHns]  at 
tbtb  RJo  CQnferenee.  I  know  that  the 
Senator  from  Tomeeeee  [Mr.  Goul  had 
plane  to  go  to  Europe  which  antedated 
tb»  adoptbm  of  the  reeolutlon.  I  also 
agree  that  it  is  inroper  for  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wmcr]  to  be 
away  on  an  assignment  made  and  ac- 
cepted prior  to  this  sessicm. 

The  question  is  not  whether  the  select 
committee  remained  in  session  for  a  few 
weeks,  or  whether  a  Senator  has  waived 
a  trip  of  importance  somewhere,  or 
whether  the  chairman  of  a  committee 
desires  to  leave  on  a  trip  abroad  on  busi- 
ness of  the  Senate. 

It  is  my  belief  that  we  have  now 
reached  such  a  point  in  the  discussion  of 
Senate  Resolution  301  that  I  respectfully 
•ubmit  it  is  the  duty  of  every  Senator  to 
be  in  the  Chamber,  giving  the  matter  his 
very  careful  attention,  and  then,  after 
reasonable  debate,  helping  to  bring  it  to 
a  decision  and  a  vote  that  will  dispose  of 
the  subject. 

Without  any  reference  to  any  service 
any  Senator  may  have  rendered,  I  very 
respectfully  caU  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  the  fact  that  I  shall  be  compelled 
hereafter  to  object  to  any  request  for 
leave  of  absence,  unless  the  request  Is 
baaed  on  compelling  reasons.  I  empha- 
sise again  that  I  agree  there  is  need  for 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capb- 
HA»T]  and  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Skathus]  to  attend  the  conference  in 
Rto,  and  they  have  already  reached  a 
conclusiOD  as  to  how  they  will  vote. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  have  no  particu- 
lar desire  to  go  to  the  conference.  I  was 
in  Rio  last  year.  It  is  no  particiilar 
pleasure  for  me  to  fly  12,000  miles,  with 
one  sUh?.   I  shall  go  to  the  conference 

because  the  President  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  asked  me  to  go  there,  and  be- 
cause I  believe  I  can  make  a  contribution 
that  will  Inure  to  the  good  of  our  Oov- 
emment.  Unfortunately  the  conference 
was  set  long  before  there  was  any 
thought  of  a  McCarthy  censure  proceed- 
ing or  before  anyone  had  any  idea  that 
there  would  be  any.  We  cannot  very 
well  ask  16  or  18  countries  to  change 
the  date  of  the  conference. 

I  say  again  that  I  am  not  very  im- 
portant to  the  conference.  I  appreci- 
ate that  fact  Furthermore,  I  have  no 
objection  at  all  to  stajring  in  Washington 
if  Senators  wish  to  call  back  the  Sena- 
tors who  have  already  departed  on  other 
trips.  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  remain 
here  if  the  Senate  wishes  to  recall  the 
other  Senators.  Unfortunately,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  [Mr.  Sicathsrs]  has 
already  left  for  the  Rio  conference.  I 
understand  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Gou]  has  already  left  for  Eiu-ope. 

I  assure  the  Senate  that  I  am  going  to 
the  conference  at  Rio  only  because  of 
my  responsibility  in  the  matter  and  be- 
cause I  feel  I  can  make  a  small  contri- 
bution to  the  conference.  I  do  not  go  for 
any  other  reascm. 

I  may  say  that  there  has  never  been 
p.  time  since  I  have  been  a  Member  of 
the  Senate  when  Senators  have  not  been 
asked  to  take  part  as  official  delegates  in 
foreign  conferences,  regardless  of  what 
the  Smate  might  be  considering  at  the 
time.  I  cannot  believe  that  the  pending 
question  is  more  Important  than  any- 


thing the  Senate  has  considered  in  the 
past  10  years  during  which  I  have  been 
a  Member  of  the  Senate. 

lilr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  PresMent,  Will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WELKER.    I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  should  Uke  to  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  that  I  believe 
he  should  attend  the  Rio  Conference. 
Of  course  the  pending  business  is  im- 
portant. However,  when  are  we  going  to 
reach  a  vote  on  it?  No  one  knows.  I 
believe  the  Senator  from  Indiana  can 
make  a  great  contribution  to  the  con- 
ference. Conferences  in  Latin  America 
are  absolutely  necessary.  If  we  were 
ever  at  an  all-time  low  ebb  in  our  rela- 
tions with  Latin  America,  it  is  now. 

After  a  representative  of  a  European 
country  comes  to  Washington,  we  read 
in  the  newspapers  that  his  country  has 
been  granted  $150  million  or  $200  million. 
After  an  official  comes  to  Washington 
from  Japan,  we  read  in  the  newspapers 
and  hear  on  the  radio  that  he  Is  going 
to  say  to  his  people  that  they  have  been 
granted  $200  million  or  $250  million. 

On  the  other  hand,  what  do  we  do 
about  Latin  America,  aside  from  holding 
conferences  with  those  countries?  I 
know  of  one  country  in  Latin  America 
which  applied  to  the  Export-Import 
Bank  for  a  loan  in  order  to  buy  American 

equipment.  They  could  get  the  money 
In  ETurope  and  buy  European  equipment, 
but  they  wanted  to  buy  from  us.  That 
application  was  submitted  to  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  last  February.   To  this  day 

the  bank  has  not  had  the  decency  even 
to  turn  down  the  application.  I  believe 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  could  make  a 
contribution  by  attending  the  conference 
at  Rio,  and  at  least  could  give  them  a 

little  llpservice,  if  nothing  else. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield  for  one 
additional  observation? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  happy  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.   HOLLAND.     I  wish   to  Join   the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
in  stating  that  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency  will  make  a  very  real  contri- 
bution to  the  Rio  Conference.     Recently 
by  act  of  Congress  we  effected  a  very 
important  reorganization  of  the  Ixport- 
Import  Bank.     That   organization   has 
very  important  implications  with  refer- 
ence to  the  situation  in  Latin  America. 
I  do  not  know  of  anyone  who  can 
speak  with  greater  authority  on   that 
subject  than  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Indiana.    As  to  my  own  c<4league 
[Mr.   Smathms],  I   am   equally   happy 
that  he  Is  to  attend  the  conference,  not 
only  because  he  is  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce of  the  Senate — and  I  am  thinking 
now  particularly  of  inter-American  rela- 
tioxis  in  aviation,  but  also  because  he 
represents  in  part  the  State  which  is 
closest  geographically  to  Latin  America, 
with  which  there  are  very  frequent  com- 
munications of  every  sort  as  between 
our   Nation   and    our   Latin    American 
friends.    I  believe  that  my  colleague  will 
make  a  very  worthwhile  contribution 
to  the  Conference.    I  believe  that  both 
distinguished    Senators    can,    by    their 
presei^ce,  contribute  greatly  to  the  suc- 


cess of  the  Conference.  Furthermore,  I 
believe  they  could  not  do  aoy  more  in 
the  Senate  if  they  were  present  and  vot- 
ing, because  they  have  alreat^  indicated 
clearly,  well  in  advance,  what  their  votes 
would  be,  and  those  votes  would  be  can- 
celed one  against  the  other  through  the 
process  of  pairing.  ^^^V^ 

Mr.  CARUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield? 

Mr.  WELKER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  had  not  hitended 
to  get  into  this  discussion,  but  I  think 
it  should  be  stated  that,  with  the  junior 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gore],  I 
was  selected  by  the  State  Department 
and  the  Finance  Committee  to  represent 
the  United  States  at  an  international 
trade  agreement  meeting  at  Geneva. 
Switzerland.  I  desired  very  much  to  go.' 
because  I  think  International  trade  is 
very  important,  affecting,  as  it  does,  this 
Nation  and  its  economic  growth  and 
progress,  but  I  felt  it  was  my  duty  to  re- 
main here.  I  am  delighted  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  is  able  to  attend  the 
Conference,  but  I  did  not  feel  that  I 
should  be  absent  from  the  Senate. 

I  agree  with  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Cas«1  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  a  Senator  to  be  present  to 
help  resolve  the  issue  to  which  some  of 
us  have  very  unwillingly  given  our  at- 
tention during  the  past  few  months.  I 
think  it  is  in  the  Interest  of  the  Senate 
to  reach  an  early  decision  so  that  some 
of  us  may  be  able  to  attend  some  of  the 
meetings  scheduled. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  does  not  understand  the  Senator's 
reservation.  There  is  nothing  before  the 
Senate  at  this  moment. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  thought  a  unanl- 
mous-consent  request  was  pending 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  re- 
quest has  been  granted. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
if,  prior  to  beginning  his  speech  this 
afternoon,  he  would  be  willing  to  yield  to 
me  for  the  purpose  of  moving  a  recess 
until  2  o'clock  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  abide  with  me  for  a  couple  of 
minutes  so  that  I  may  place  certain  Im- 
pressions in  the  Record? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Certainly. 
Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  session  I  interrogated 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  as  to 
whether  he  had  knowledge  of  the  Execu- 
tive having  invited  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  what  I  think  I  called  Junkets 
throughout  the  world.  I  am  sorry  for 
the  use  of  the  word  "junkets";  I  now 
understand  them  to  be  conferences. 

Yesterday,  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  select  committee  stated  to  all  the 
world  that  every  Senator  was  a  judge  of 
the  law  and  the  facts.  If  that  be  true, 
what  kind  of  justice  would  it  possibly  be 
for  one  or  more  Senators  to  go  around 
the  world  showing  disrespect,  if  you 
please,  to  the  members  of  the  select  com- 
mittee who  have  worked  so  hawi  and  also 
to  those  who  feel  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  should  have  his  day  in 
court  in  the  United  States  Senate? 
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I  am  sorry  I  did  not  bear  the  unani- 
mous-oooaent  request  made,  because  I 
would  have  asked  my  friend  to  lei  me 
have  a  few  minutes  to  thixtk  and  to  de- 
Uberate  about  the  matto-.  How.  in  heav- 
en's name,  can  we  Justify  to  the  peoi^ 
of  America,  not  only  to  the  friends  of  the 
select  committee  but  to  the  friends  of 
the  Senator  who  stands  before  the  bar  of 
the  Senate,  the  fact  that  we  have  per- 
mitted Senaitors  to  go  to  foreign  lands? 
It  is  true  that  they  are  to  participate  to 
important  conferences ;  but  what  is  more 
important  to  this  Nation  than  preserving 
the  dignity  and  the  honor  of  the  United 
States  Senate? 

Perhaps  my  mind  might  be  changed 
since  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  WATKDfsl  stated  yesterday 
that  each  and  every  one  of  us  should  be 
the  sole  Judges  of  the  law  and  of  the 
facts. 

I  may  say.  Mr.  President,  that  I  agree 
wholeheartedly  with  the  observations 
made  by  the  distinguished  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  CasiI,  the 
distinguished  Junior  Senator  from  Kan- 
.«as  ( Mr.  CAKt.soif  ] .  and  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Stenhts.  Like  all  the  other  Sciuitors. 
I  have  some  legislative  work  to  do.  Since 
the  date  of  adjournment  I  have  been 
ordered.  Mr.  President,  to  take  a  task 

force  of  the  Internal  Secxirlty  Subcom- 
mittee of  the  Judiciary  Committee  to 
the  States  of  Texaa.  Callfonila.  New 
Mexico.  Arizona.  Utah,  Idtho,  Washing- 
ton, and  Oregon— for  what  purpose? 
To  investigate  and  report  to  the  Senate 
and  to  the  American  people  on  the  wide- 
open  infiltration  of  the  Mexican  border 
by  those  who  would  destroy  our  country. 
I  am  here  to  see  whether  we  can  get 
through  with  this  distasteful  task,  so 
that  I  may  then  return  to  legislative 
work.  But  certainly,  from  the  bottom 
of  my  heart,  I  do  not  approve  of  Sena- 
tors leavtog  this  body  when  there  is  such 
an  important  Issue  before  it  After  all, 
we  had  due  notice  of  this  special  Senate 
session.  Every  Member  of  this  body  re- 
ceived his  mileage  to  come  here  tm  one 
specific  purpose.  No  matter  how  impor- 
tant conferences  with  representatives  of 
foreign  governments  may  be,  certainly 
they  could  be  deferred.  I  am  not  un- 
mindful, Mr.  President,  of  the  dangerous 
conditions  which  exist  in  the  wortd  to- 
day, but  I  cannot  see  why  a  Senator 
should  be  called  upon  to  leave  such  an 
important  session  as  is  this  seesion. 

It  was  said  by  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capkhait] — I  do  not 
know  whether  this  is  his  exact  language, 
but  It  is  my  impression  of  it — that  this 
session  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  so 
important.  But  I  believe  firmly  that  had 
the  resolution  been  directed  at  the  great 
Senator  from  Indiana  he  might  very  well 
change  his  mind  as  to  the  importance  of 
the  issue— the  Judicial  determlnaUon  of 
a  legislative  question,  which  has  nothing 
to  do  with  a  request,  tovltation.  or  direc- 
tion of  the  Executive. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield? 

Mr.  WKLKER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President.  I 
say  with  a  big  smile  on  my  face  and  with 
good  nature  that  there  has  been  no 


greater  advocate  of  voting  acainst  cen- 
sure than  I  am.  I  hav«  given  my  rea- 
sons why  I  am  opposed  to  it  I  hope 
the  able  Senator  from  Idaho  and  other 
Senaton  will  not  cause  the  S^iator  from 
Indiana  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
be  has  made  a  mistake. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  do  not  care  what 
decision  the  senior  Senator  from  Iitdiana 
may  make.  He  must  be  guided  by  his 
own  best  judgmmt.  This  is.  as  has  been 
stated,  a  Judicial  determinaUon.  one  to- 
▼olving  a  censure  resolution,  the  fourth 
time  m  American  history  that  such  a 
thing  has  occurred.  If  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  desires  to  change  his  vote.  I 
know  him  well  enough  to  feel  sure  that 
he  will  base  it  upon  fundamental  grounds 
of  Anglo-Saxon  justice. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  The  Senator  seems 
to  be  criticizing  me  this  morning  because 
I  am  trying  to  follow  my  best  judgment. 
The  Soiate  ordered  the  Banking  and 
Currency  Committee  to  make  a  study  of 
the  Export-Import  Bank  and  world 
trade.  I  accompanied  the  committee  to 
Latm  America  last  year.  We  were  gone 
55  days,  we  held  300  conferences,  and  I 
made  a  great  number  of  speeches.  We 
wrote  an  tOO-page  report,  and  we  have 
accumulated  considerable  knowledge  on 
the  particular  subject  The  meeting  at 
Rio  de  Janeiro  was  arranged  months  ago. 
and  I  was  asked  to  accompany  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  SUM  many  weeks  before  the 
McCarthy  proceedings  arose.    I  made  it 

a  point  before  I  decided  to  accept  the  in- 
vitation, to  make  certain  that  I  had  a 
pair  with  the  able  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  SatATHUsl.  Should  he  be  present, 
he  would  vote  for  censure.  If  I  were 
present  I  would  vote  against  censure.  I 
desire  to  make  that  point  I  should  not 
leave  here  except  on  that  basis.  The 
Senator  from  Florida  agreed  to  It;  I 
•creed  to  It  Since  it  was  felt  that  I 
had  had  some  experience  with  matters 
to  be  considered  at  the  Rio  c(xiference, 
I  thought  I  should  accept  the  assign- 
ment 
I  tried  to  say  earlier  that  there  simply 

can  never  be  a  time  to  the  Senate  when 
there  is  not  other  business  for  Senators 
to  attend  to,  besides  being  on  the  floor. 
At  least,  that  has  been  the  case  in  the 
10  years  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the 
Senate. 

When  I  said  that  I  did  not  think  the 
censure  resolution  was  important,  I 
meant  that  it  was  not  so  important,  in 
my  mind,  that  if  there  were  other  official 
business  elsewhere,  and  two  Senators 
could  attend  to  it  and  make  a  contribu- 
tion, and  could  arrange  a  pair  with  each 
other,  they  could  not  leave  the  floor  of 
the  Senate.  That  was  my  point  That 
is  my  point  today. 

I  do  not  mind  telling  the  Senate  that 
I  have  no  desire  to  go.  It  will  not  be  a 
Junket.  80  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  can 
assiue  Senators  of  that.  I  have  been 
there  before.  I  have  been  almost  every- 
where in  the  world.  I  have  sufficient 
funds  with  which  to  pay  my  own  ex- 
penses at  any  time  I  wish  to  go  to  any 
place  in  the  world.  So.  whenerer  I  shall 
go  anywhere,  representing  the  Oovem- 
ment  I  shall  go  prepared  to  work,  and 
I  shall  always  work. 


Frankly.  I  simply  do  noi  avpreciala 
being  singled  out  in  the  Senate  today, 
when  the  able  Senator  from  Ohio  mr. 
Bricxb).  representing  the  Joint  Cmn« 
nuttoe  on  Atomic  Bnervy.  has  left  anA 
properly  so;  and  when  the  able  Ivnior 
Senator  from  nortda  XUt.  SKAinMl 
and  the  able  Junior  Senator  from  T^* 
nessee  TMr.  Ooaal  were  given  un 
consent  to  be  absent  on  oOcial 

L  therefore,  have  asked 

consent  to  be  absent  and  I  have  given 
my  reasons  for  doing  so. 

I  am  for  Senator  McCaitht.  I  think 
the  worid  knows  it  I  have  so  stated. 
Yet  I  am  criticised. 

Mr.  President,  that  ts  aU  I  have  to  say. 

Mr.  WELKER.  MT.  President  wiU  tha 
distinguished  Senator  from  Indiana  ne- 
main  in  the  Chamber  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  shaU  be  glad  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  I  have  critidaed  my 
friend  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  Indiana,  I  humbly  apologiae.  I 
have  no  better  friend  in  this  body.  I 
know  him  to  be  a  great  American. 

As  the  Pnesidins  Offloer  knows,  I  have 
been  trying  to  discuss  the  legal  ameete 
of  the  resolution  of  censure  without  ran- 
cor, bitterness,  or  unfairness  toward  tha 
select  committee,  and  in  fairness  to  Sen* 
ators  who  are  not  in  favor  of  censuring 
Senator  MoCAanrr. 

Since  this  is  a  case,  as  the  chairman 
of  the  select  committee  stated  yesterday, 
in  which  Senators  are  the  Judgct  of  th* 
facts  and  the  law.  it  might  be  that  when 
aU  the  testimony  has  been  offered,  and 
all  the  arguments  have  been  coooluded, 
the  Senators  who  have  gone  to  foreign 
lands  might  well  have  changed  th«lr 
minds  and  opinions. 

But.  Mr.  President  I  beg  of  my  friend 
the  dlstingxiished  senior  Senator  from 
Indiana  not  to  think  that  Z  would  havt 
criUciaed  him 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  appreciate  the 
Senator's  statement  These  remarka 
have  been  made  in  all  good  humor. 


ANNOUNCEMENT  OF  VIBIT  TO  THB 
SENATE  BY  THE  VICE  PRBSIDBrr 
OP  INDIA 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  wfU 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  now  yield f 

Mr.  WELKER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  be- 
fore moving  a  recess,  I  desire  to  make 
an  announcement 

At  2  o'clock  the  Vice  President  of 
Izxiia  will  be  present  in  the  Chambor. 
The  President  of  the  Senate  has  informed 
me  that  at  that  time  the  Vice  President 
of  India  will  present  to  the  Senate  a 
new  gavel.  I  hope  that  all  Senaton, 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  may  be  abte 
to  return  to  the  Senate  Chamber  {nompt- 
ly  at  2  o'clock. 

After  a  brief  period  of  time,  to  which 
to  permit  the'Vlce  President  of  India  to 
visit  with  the  Senate,  the  debate  on  tba 
censure  resolution  will  be  resumed,  with 
the  understanding  that  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  will  conttaroe  to  bold  the 
floor.   

Mr.  WBLKER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  California. 
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RECESS  UNTIL  2  O'CLOCK 

ICr.  KM0WLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
lBov«  tliftt  the  Senate  stand  in  recess 
until  2  o'clock  this  afternoon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  12 
O'clock  and  54  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  2  o'clock  p.  m. 

On  the  expiration  of  the  recess,  the 
Senate  reassembled,  and  was  called  to 
order  liy  the  Vice  President. 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

ICr.  KMOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

Ihe  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


AlMl 

rulbrlght 

Malone 

Anderson 

George 

Mansfield 

Barrett 

GUlette 

Martin 

B«nn«tt 

Ooldwater 

ICcClellan 

BrtdCM 

Oreen 

liConroney 

Hayden 

Mundt 

Bxiilce 

Hendrlckson 

Murray 

Bush 

Hennings 

Neely 

Bym 

Hlckenlooper 

Pastore 

d^ehart 

Hill 

Payne 

Carlaon 

Holland 

Potter 

Cue 

Hruaka 

Purtell 

CiliaTes 

Humphrey 

Robertson 

Clementa 

Ives 

RusseU 

Cooper 

Jackson 

Saltonstall 

Cotton 

Jenner 

Bchoeppel 

Crlppa 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Smith.  Maine 

DuiM.  8. 0. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Sparkman 

Dlrkaen 

Kefauver 

Stennls 

Souclma 

Kllgore 

Symington 

z>un 

Knowland 

Thye 

Dworataak 

Kxichel 

Watkins 

Bastland 

Iianger 

Welker 

mender 

Lehman 

Wiley 

ArrUi 

Lennon 

'Wllllama 

Ferguson 

Long 

Toung 

Ifagnuson 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT. 

A  quorum  is 

present. 

VISrr  TO  THE  SENATE  BY  THE 
HONORABLE  SARVEPALLI  RAD- 
HAKRISHNAN,  VICE  PRESIDENT 
OP  INDIA 

The,  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
has  learned  that  a  distinguished  visitor. 
the  Vice  President  of  India,  is  in  the 
Capitol.  If  the  majority  leader  would 
like  to  make  a  motion  that  the  Senate 
take  a  recess,  such  a  motion  will  be 
entertained  at  this  point. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  now  stand  in 

recess,  subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair, 
so  that  it  may  receive  a  message  from 
the  Vice  President  of  India. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Before  that 
motion  Is  put,  the  Chair  will  appoint 
the  majority  leader  and  the  minority 
leader  to  escort  the  Vice  President  of 
India  from  the  olBce  of  the  Vice  Presi> 
dent  to  the  rostrum  of  the  Senate. 

The  question  now  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  fr(»n  California. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
2  o'clock  and  14  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
Senate  took  a  recess,  subject  to  the  caU 
of  the  Chair. 

The  Senate  being  In  recess,  the  Hon- 
orable Sarvepalli  Radhakrislinan.  Vice 
President  of  India,  escorted  by  the  com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  Vice  President, 
conristlng  of  Mr.  Knowlaito  and  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Texas,  entered  the  Chamber 


and  Uxk.  the  place  assigned  him  on  the 
rostrum  in  front  of  the  Vice  PrOBident's 
deslc 

The  members  of  the  party  accompany- 
ing the  Vice  President  of  India  included 
the  Hcmorable  G.  L.  Mehta,  the  Ambas- 
sador of  India  to  the  United  States;  and 
the  Honorable  J.  K.  Atal.  Minister  of 
India  to  the  United  States,  wbo  were 
seated  in  the  diplomatic  gallery. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  Is  my 
pleasure  to  present  to  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  and  to  our  guests  in  the  gal- 
leries one  of  tlie  world's  great  scholars, 
the  presiding  officer  of  our  sister  par- 
Uamentary  body,  the  Council  ol  States 
of  India,  the  Vice  President  of  India. 

(Applause,  Senators  rising.) 

Vice  President  RADHAKRISHNAN. 
Mr.  Vice  President  and  Members  of  the 
Senate,  it  is  a  great  honor  to  have  an 
opportunity  to  speak  to  the  Members  of 
this  world-famous  assembly.  I  appre- 
ciate it  very  much,  and  I  am  grateful  to 
you  for  giving  me  this  privilege. 

As  your  Vice  President  just  remarked, 
we  have  taken  quite  a  number  of  things 
from  your  Constitution ;  and  one  of  these 
is  the  obligation  of  the  Vice  President  of 
India  to  preside  over  the  Rajya  Sabha, 
or  the  Coimcil  of  States,  corresponding 
to  your  Senate.  In  fact,  not  only  this  one 
thing  was  taken  by  us  from  yoor  Con- 
stitution, but  quite  a  number  of  other 
things  were  taken  by  us  from  it.  Among 
them  is  our  statement  of  objectives — 
Justice,  freedom,  equaUty,  and  fraternity. 
This  statement  echoes  the  ringing  words 
of  Jefferson  in  the  Declaration  of  Inde- 
pendence— 

That  all  men  are  created  equal,  that  they 
are  endowed  by  their  Creator  wltti  certain 
unalienable  rights,  that  among  these  are 
life,  liberty,  and  the  piu^uit  of  happiness. 

These  are  not  mere  phrases  of  propa- 
ganda, but  they  are  products  of  a  deep- 
felt  faith  which  have  inspired  millions, 
both  inside  and  outside  the  United  Stages 
of  America. 

We,  in  India,  became  free  in  August 

"-1947.    We  remember  with  gratitude  the 

sympathy  and  the  support  we  had  from 

your  Government  and  people  during  the 

years  of  our  struggle  for  independence. 

When  power  was  handed  over  to  us, 
many  persons  felt,  and  so  stated,  that  we 
would  not  be  able  to  hold  together;  that 
our  civil  servio^would  break  down ;  that 
with   disorganization   of   the   country, 

there  would  be  no  law  and  order,  and  no 
security  of  life  and  property.  But  these 
doubts  have  now  been  dispelled.  We 
have  been  able  to  hold  the  country  to- 
gether. The  civil  service  is  working  as 
efficiently  as  it  could.  Law  and  order 
prevail.  There  is  not  a  part  of  the  coun- 
try in  which  a  writ  of  the  Government 
does  not  run;  and  travelers  from  other 
countries  come  to  our  country  and  travel 
from  one  place  to  another  without  any 
insecurity  of  life  and  property. 

But  those  doubts  merely  indicate  the 
colossal  character  of  the  task  which  faces 
our  country.  We  have  360  million  people, 
and  on  our  voters'  list  we  have  ito  mil- 
lion, and  in  the  last  general  ejection 
nearly  106  miUion  went  to  the  poUs. 
That  will  give  you  a  measure  of  the  im- 
mensity of  the  task  which  is  facing  our 
country.    We  know  that  those  who  are 


interested  in  this  experiment  of  democ- 
racy will  give  us  tlieir  utmost  sjrmimthy 
and  good  will  in  our  attempts  to  develop 
a  great  democracy  in  India. 

We  realize  that  political  freedom  is  not 
an  end  in  itself.  It  is  a  means  to  social 
equality  and  economic  justice.  In  the 
last  letter  which  Jefferson  ever  wrote,  he 
said: 

The  mass  of  mankind  waa  not  ^3<xn  with 
saddles  on  their  backs,  nor  a  favored  few 
booted  and  spurred,  ready  to  ride  them 
legitimately  by  the  grace  of  Ood, 

The  end  of  all  governments  is  to  give 
a  status  of  social  equality  amd  provide 
economic  opportuiuty  for  the  common 
people.  We,  in  our  country,  are  now  en- 
gaged in  the  enterprise  of  effecting  a 
social  and  economic  revolution.  The 
word  "revolution"  need  not  scare  us.  It 
does  not  mean  barricades  and  blood- 
shed. It  means  only  speedy  and  drastic 
changes.  We  are  interested  not  only 
in  our  objectives,  but  in  our  methods; 
not  only  in  what  we  achieve,  but  in  how 
we  achieve.  Through  peaceful,  consti- 
tutional processes  we  won  our  inde- 
pendence and  integrated  our  country; 
and  now  we  are  striving  to  raise  the  ma- 
terial standards  of  our  people.  Even  if 
these  methods  are  slow  and  cumbrous, 
we  hope  they  will  be  speedy  and  effective. 
Even  if  we  meet  defeat  in  our  attempt 
to  replace  force  by  persuasion,  the  poli- 
tics of  power  by  the  politics  of  brother- 
hood, we  are  convinced  that  the  defeat 
will  be  only  temporary,  for  goodness  is 
rooted  in  the  nature  of  things;  kindness 
and  love  are  as  contagious  as  imkind- 
ness  and  hate. 

Our  past  traditions  and  our  recent 
history  demonstrate  that  lasting  results 

are  achieved  by  peaceful  methods.  We 
must  not  cut  the  knots  with  the  sword, 
but  we  must  have  the  patience  to  untie 
them.  In  this  atomic  age  we  feel  that 
It  is  foolish,  if  not  dangerous,  to  fall  short 
of  patience  and  a  sense  of  proportion. 

No  society  is  static;  no  law  is  unchang- 
ing; and  no  constitution  is  permanent. 
Given  time  and  patience,  radical  changes 
may  happen  both  in  human  nature  and 
in  systems  of  society  which  renect  hu- 
man nature. 

When  my  Government  asked  me  to 
present  this  gavel  to  you,  Mr.  Vice  Pres- 
ident, I  looked  up  some  reference  on 
the  subject.  The  Freemason's  Monitor 
of  1812  contains  the  following  passage: 

The  common  gavel  U  an  instrument  made 
use  of  by  operative  masons  to  break  off  the 
corners   of   rough   stones,    the   better   to   fit 

them  for  the  builder's  use;  but  we.  as  Free 
and  Accepted  Masons,  are  taught  *o  make 
use  of  It  for  the  more  noble  and  glorious  pur- 
pose or  divesting  our  minds  and  consciences 
of  all  the  vices. 

The  gavel  is  used  by  masonis  to  chisel 
off  round  corners.  To  build  a  statue 
out  of  rough  stone  was  the  work  of  the 
gavel.  Himian  nature  Is  the  raw  ma- 
terial. It  is  as  yet  unfinished  and  in- 
complete. To  integrate  human  nature, 
this  gavel  is  being  used.  It  is  for  the 
purpose  of  breeding  and  training  good 
disciplined  men.  That  is  the  purpose  of 
the  gavel. 

On  behalf  of  the  young  democracy  of 
India  and  of  the  Rajya  Sabhft.  I  have  the 
honor  and  the  pleasure  to  present  to  you. 
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Mr.  Vice  President,  this  gavel,  in  the 
earnest  hope  that  the  legislators  of  the 
Senate  will  discuss  all  problems,  national 
and  international,  with  calmness  and 
composure,  with  freedom  from  passion 
and  prejudice,  with  the  one  supreme  ob- 
ject of  serving  your  great  people  and  the 
human  race.  May  this  gavel  serve  as  a 
symbol  to  strengthen  the  bonds  between 
our  two  countries  and  to  promote  coop- 
eration, imderstanding,  and  friendship 
between  our  two  peoples. 

(Applause,  Senators  rising.) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Mr.  Vice 
President  of  India.  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate, and  guests  of  the  Senate,  the  Chair 
believes  that  our  guests  in  the  galleries, 
as  well  as  Members  of  the  Senate,  will  be 
interested  in  a  little  history  concerning 
the  two  gavels  which  the  occupant  of  the 
Chair  now  holds  in  ills  hands.  The  one 
on  the  right  is  the  gavel  which,  accord- 
ing to  tradition,  has  been  used  in  the 
Senate  since  1789.  It  is  165  years  old. 
It  is  made  of  ivory  capped  with  silver. 
The  Chair  does  not  know  whether  it  was 
because  the  gavel  was  used  more  fre- 
quently than  usual  during  the  previous 
session  of  the  Senate,  or  because  the  pre- 
vious session  of  the  Senate  was  perhaps 
a  somewhat  longer  one.  However,  it 
began  to  come  apart  tov/ard  the  close 
of  the  session. 

As  a  result,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of 
the  Senate  set  about  to  find  a  new  gaveL 
The  problem  was  to  find  a  piece  of  ivory 
large  enough  from  which  to  carve  a  gavel 
similar  to  the  one  which  the  Senate  had 
traditionally  used.  He  was  unable  to 
find  the  proper  sized  piece  of  ivory 
through  the  usual  commercial  sources. 
and  consequently  he  contticted  the  com- 
mercial attache  of  the  Embassy  of  the 
Government  of  India.  From  there  on, 
however,  the  matter  was  out  of  his  hands. 
They  not  only  furnished  the  piece  of 
ivory,  but  they  furnished  the  gavel, 
which  the  Vice  President  of  India  has 
presented  to  the  Senate  today. 

For  the  benefit  of  those  who  have  been 
in  the  gaUeries  in  the  past,  and  those  who 
will  be  there  in  the  future,  we  shall  place 
the  old  gavel,  which  no  longer  can  be 
used  because  it  is  coming  apart,  in  a  box 
which  will  be  kept  on  the  Senate  rostnun 
while  the  Senate  is  in  session.  We  shall 
use  in  Its  place  the  gavel  of  solid  ivory 
Which  has  been  presented  to  us,  it  seems 

to  me  quite  significantly  and  appropri- 
ately, by  the  largest  democracy  in  the 
world,  through  the  Vice  President,  the 
presiding  oflBcer  of  our  sister  parlia- 
mentary body  in  India. 

The  Chair  is  sure  that  Senators  would 
like  to  hear  responses  from  the  majority 
leader  and  the  minority  leader  to  the 
remarks  of  the  Vice  President  of  India. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  Mr. 
Vice  President,  I  know  that  I  speak  for 
Members  of  the  United  States  Senate 
when  we  extend  to  you  a  warm  greeting. 
You  come  to  us  from  one  of  the  newest 
free  governments  in  the  world,  and  also 
the  largest  free  government  in  the  world, 
to  this  Republic  of  the  United  States  of 
America.  I  know  that  you  will  extend  to 
your  colleagues  over  whom  you  preside  in 
your  country  our  appreciation  of  their 
thoughtfulness  in  sending  us  this  gavel. 


which  our  Presiding  Officers  will  use  in 
the  se«ions  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

The  pe(4)Ie  and  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  have  an  earnest  desire  to 
live  in  cordial  friendship  with  the  great 
nation  of  India.  We  have  different  prob- 
lems. Our  history  has  lieen  somewhat 
different  from'rthat  of  India;  yet  we,  too, 
sprang  from  a^lonlal  period.  We  knew 
what  it  was  to  win  our  freedom,  and  we 
are  proud  of  that  freedom  as  we  know 
your  own  great  country  is  proud  of  its 
freedom.  We  have  recognized  our  re- 
sponsibilities in  helping  to  maintain  a 
free  world  of  freemen.  We  know  that 
your  great  country  is  no  less  interested  in 
furthering  the  effort  to  maintain  a  free 
world  of  freemen. 

This  is  not  your  first  visit  to  our  coun- 
try. You  are  no  stranger  here.  When 
you  go  back  to  India  you  will  carry  with 
you  the  friendship  and  affection  of  the 
people  of  our  country  for  yourself  as  well 
as  for  your  country.  This  affection  is 
expressed  in  the  unanimous  voice  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  [Applause.] 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  will  respond 
for  the  minority. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, Mr.  Vice  President,  and  my  col- 
leagues m  the  Senate,  it  is  a  great  pleas- 
ure to  have  you.  Mr.  Radhakrishnan, 
with  us  today.  Yom-  nation  is  rich  in 
history,  and  has  made  numerous  contri- 
butions to  the  culture  of  the  world  wliich 
are  real  and  enduring.  As  we  go  down 
the  road  in  this  critical  hour,  searching 
for  the  peace  and  prosperity  so  neces- 
sary to  free  civilization,  we  trust  that 
we  can  march  together  in  a  spirit  of 
friendship  and  mutual  trust  and  confi- 
dence. It  is  good  to  have  you  come 
among  us.     [Applause.] 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  Is 
Bxue  that  Members  of  the  Senate  would 

like  to  greet  the  Vice  President  of  India 
personally.  Therefore  the  recess  will 
continue  vmtil  Members  of  the  Senate 
have  tiad  that  opportunity. 

Thereupon  Vice  President  Radhak- 
rishnan took  his  place  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  in  front  of  the  rostnun,  and 
was  greeted  by  Members  of  the  Senate, 
after  which   he   and   I'he   distinguished 

Visitors  and  guests  retired  from  the 
Chamber. 

At  the  expiration  of  the  recess,  at  2 
o'clock  and  35  minutes  p.  m^.,  the  Senate 
reassembled,  when  caUed  to  order  by  the 
Presiding  Officer  (Mr.  Payni  in  the 
chair). 


CALJL  OP  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  wHI  caU  the  roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roU. 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Abel 

Byrd 

Daniel.  8.  C 

Azulsraoii 

Capehmrt 

Duiiel.  Tex. 

Barrett 

Carlaon 

EMrkaen 

Bennetk 

Cue 

DoucUa 

Bridges 

Chave* 

Duff 

Brown 

Clements 

Dwonhak 

Burk* 

Cooper 

■Mtland 

Buih 

Cotton 

■Uender 

Butler 

Crlppa 

Xrrln 

POFgUSOli 

rundan 

Pulbrlght 

Oeorge 

OUlette 

Ooldwater 

Oreen 

Hayden 

Hendrlckeon 

Hennlnga 

Hlckenlooper 

HUl 

Holland     ' 

Hruska 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Jonnson,  Colo. 


Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kllcore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehnum 

Lennon 

Long 

liagnuson 

Ilalone 

Mansfield 

Uartin 

McClellan 

Monroncy 

Mundt 

Murray 

Meely 


Putore 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robertson 

BusaeU 

BaltonstaU 

Schoeppd 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Sparkman 

Stennls 

Symington 

Thye 

Watklna 

WeUer 

WUey 

WUllanM 

Toung 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    A  quo- 
rum is  present. 
The  Senator  from  Idaho  has  the  floor. 


CONFERENCE  AT  THE  WHl'lB  HOUSE 
BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND 
LEGISLATIVE  LEADERS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  be- 
fore the  Senator  from  Idaho  proceeds,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  ixinted 
In  the  body  of  the  Record  at  this  point 
a  statement  issued  by  the  White  House 
relative  to  the  conference  held  at  the 
White  House  between  the  President  and 
the  legislative  leaders  oS.  both  political 
parties.  \ 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcobd.  as  follows: 

At  the  Invitation  of  the  President,  legis- 
lative leaders  of  both  parties  and  the  chair- 
men and  ranking  members  of  three  commit- 
tees of  both  Houses  of  the  Congress  met  this 
morning  in  the  Cabinet  Boom  at  the  White 
House. 

The  President  opened  the  meeting  by  say- 
ing it  was  essential  to  have  a  continuing  bi- 
partisan approach  to  foreign  affairs  and  na- 
tional security  matters  that  would  repre- 
sent the  best  Interests  of  our  Nation,  re- 
gardless of  which  poUtlcal  party  oontroUed 
the  Congress. 

The  Secretary  eg.  State,  as  he  has  dons 
many  times  In  the  past,  presented  a  com- 
plete review  of  the  IntemaUonal  situation— 
this  tln\e  bringing  the  legislative  members 
up  to  date  on  foreign  developments  since  the 
adjournment  of  tbe  Congress  last  August. 
He  discussed  the  participation  by  the  United 
States  In  4he  Manila,  London,  and  Paris  con- 
ferences, the  Trieste  and  Saar  settlements, 
and  the  President's  proposal  to  the  Dnlted 

Nations  for  an  "atoms  for  peace"  pooL 
Against  this  baclcground,  the  Secretary  out- 
lined the  policies  which  would  guide  the 
futiire  conduct  of  our  international  rela- 
tions. 

In  this  connection,  the  President  and  the 
Secretary  luged  the  legislative  leaders  to  give 
early  consideration  at  the  next  regular  aes« 
Bion  of  the  Congress  to  ratlflcation  of  tbe 
Manila  Pact  and  those  sections  of  the  Paris 
Agreements  which  would  grant  sovereignty  to 
the  Federal  RepubUc  of  Germany  and  admU 
tliat  nation  to  membership  in  the  North  At- 
lantic Treaty  Organization.  Such  action  by 
the  Congress  would  greatly  strengthen  the 
defenses  of  the  free  world  against  Commu- 
nist aggression. 

Together  with  the  Secretaries  of  State  and 
Defense,  the  President  discussed  with  the 
leaders  the  security  and  defense  plans  of 
our  country,  and  the  steps  we  have  taken  and 
propose  to  take  to  strengthen  the  arfnedl 
forces  of  our  friends  and  alUes  throughout 
the  world. 

A  general  discussion  and  eiehange  of  views 

were  held  thereafter  on  these  subjects. 
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Tbe  Qenate  resumed  the  oonsideratfon 
of  tbe  resotutkm  (8.  Res.  301)  to  eensore 
the  Jonior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Ifir.  WELKER.  tax.  Presiclent.  as  I 
said  jeBterday,  I  was  delighted  to  bear 
the  ehaizman  of  the  select  committee 
say  that  tbe  Members  a<  tbe  Senate  were 
meeting  as  judges  to  try  the  Issues  of 
law  and  fact.  I  shall  repeat,  even 
though  it  almost  breaks  my  heart  to  do 
so.  that  I  am  surprised,  once  again,  to 
observe  so  many  «npty  seats  on  both 
the  Denumatic  and  Republican  sides  of 
the  aisle.  I  play  no  favorites  in  that 
respect. 

In  my  opinion,  we  are  here  to  perform 
a  very  important,  solemn  duty,  one  of 
an  ofB(dal  nature.  Yet  I  have  never, 
during  my  experience  in  the  practice  of 
law.  seen  Judges,  whose  solemn  obliga- 
tion, under  oath,  it  is  to  try  questions  of 
law  and  fact,  remove  themselves  from 
the  presence  of  those  who  would  at- 
tempt to  ttillghten  the  court  and  the 
defense,  as  wdl. 

Mr.  President,  it  means  nothing  to  me 
if  there  are  but  a  few  Senators  present 
to  hear  my  ronarks.  Nevertheless,  as  I 
bare  said  many  times  before.  I  tblidc  It  is 
*  sad  day  in  tbe  history  of  tbe  Senate, 
yes.  and  of  the  country,  when  an  issue 
of  tbe  magnitode  of  the  one  now  before 
the  Senate  must  be  argued  to  an  abnost 
empty  Chamber,  evm  though  my  argu- 
mei^  is  without  partisanship,  rancor,  or 
bitterness.  I  desired  to  say  that  for  the 
Bicotn.  It.  will  appear  in  the  Ricors, 
and  it  will  not  be  removed.  Tbe  num- 
ber of  Senatmrs  who  listen  to  my  remarks 
means  nothing  to  me.  I  am  merely  try- 
ing to  help  my  colleagues  in  trying  the 
Issue  which  is  theirs  and  mine  to  decide. 

When  I  concluded  my  remaiks  yester- 
day. I  was  discussing  the  precedents 
which  bad  been  set  heretofore.  I  stated 
that  I  did  not  know  what  led  men  to 
make  gome  of  the  remarks  they  utter. 
Of  course,  all  individuals  are  not  the 
same,  but  in  the  almost  4  years  in  which 
I  have  served  in  this  great  body,  which 
I  love.  I  have  heard  mady  Members  make 
ttatements  for  which  I  am  certain  they 
were  scny.  statements  which  I  feel  sure 
were  made  In  the  heat  of  anger  and  pas- 
sion. 

At  the  risk  of  repetition.  I  wish  to  re- 
tmn  to  a  subject  to  which  I  referred  in 
my  remarks  yesterday,  which  strikes  me 
as  being  fundamental  In  the  argument 
b^zw  made  bef<^  this  Judicial  body, 
namdy,  the  activity  of  another  Senator 
from  the  State  of  WiscoDsfai.  lliat  Sen- 
ator, very  famous  bideed.  wen  known, 
and  loved  by  a  distinguished  predecessor 
of  mine  for  many  years,  the  great  and 
Immortal  William  K  Borah,  was  Senator 
Robert  IC  la  FoUette.  Sr.  Robert  M. 
La  FoUette.  Sr..  declined  to  appear  before 
a  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
PrivUeges  and  Elections,  under  circum- 
stances which,  in  some  req^ects.  bear  a 
remarkable  resemblance  to  the  situation 
hi  the  instant  case.  The  similarity  of 
tbe  two  eases  is  so  amazing  that  I  should 
like  to  9eak  In  some  detaU  about  the 
former  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  Robert 
M.  La  FoUette.  St. 

The  subcommittee  before  which  he  re- 
fused to  aivear  had  been  called  to  con- 


sider certain  resolutions  of  the  Minne- 
sota Pid>Iic  Safety  Commission  kwking 
toward  bis  expulsion  for  disloyalty  to  the 
United  States.  That  charge  was  predi- 
cated largely  upon  an  allegedly  pro- 
Oerman  speech  he  had  delivered  in  1917, 
a  war  year,  a  year  which  was  Indeed 
trying  for  our  coimtry. 

Senator  La  FoUette  demanded  that  the 
subcommittee  apprise  him  of  the  charges 
against  him,  namely,  of  the  portions  of 
his  speech  which  allegedly  were  disloyal. 
The  subcommittee  chairman — and  I  sup- 
pose many  of  the  senior  Members  of 
this  body  remember  Senator  Atlee  Pome- 
rene,  of  Ohio,  by  name,  at  least,  even 
if  they  do  not  remember  him  in  person — 
wrote  Senator  La  Pollette  a  letter,  in- 
forming him  that  the  subcommittee 
would  not  accord  him  that  right.  The 
chairman's  letter  went  on  to  state: 

The  subcommittee  assumes  that  If  the 
Btatements  in  the  spwech  are  well  founded 
In  fact  you  will  be  glad  to  so  testify  and  to 
give  your  authority  for  thenx.  If  tbey  are 
not.  Its  members  believe  you  will  be  aager  to 
ccvrect  them  and  thereby  aid  the  committee 
in  srrlylng  at  the  real  facts.  In  any  event 
they  feel  that  the  simplest  and  most  direct 
way  to  conduct  the  inquiry  is  to  invite  you 
to  appear  before  It  as  the  one  wltnoBs  best 
qualified  to  verify  the  statemento  contained 
in  yotur  speech  or  to  make  such  explanations 
as  you  may  desire  to  make,  and  to  give  the 
committee  the  sources  of  your  Inforsiation. 

That  was  from  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  to  another  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  Senator  Robert  M.  L»  Pol- 
lette. 1 

I  continue  to  quote:  '! 

The  subcommittee  renews  Its  invltaJtlon  of 
the  13th  Instant,  for  you  to  appear  before 
it  at  the  committee  room  of  the  Committee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections  at  10:30  a.  m. 
on  tbe  ISth  day  of  October  1917,  and  hopes 
you  will  accept  It. 

On  October  16th,  the  subcommittee 
met  at  10:30  in  the  committee  room. 
Senator  La  FoUette  was  present.  The 
following  hlghJy  significant  exchange 
took  place : 

The  Chathma^t.  Senator  La  rollette.  It 
was  the  desire  of  the  committee  to  laterro- 
gate  you  concerning  some  of  the  statements 
of  fact  in  this  speech 

Senator  La  Foixkttb  (after  apologizing  for 
arriving  late).  I  appear  bere.  Mr.  Cbalr- 
man,  to  submit  to  you  In  the  form  of  a  let- 
ter, addressed  to  you  as  chairman  of  this 
subcommittee,  all  the  statement  that  t  deem 
it  proper  or  necessary  for  me  to  make  at  this 
point,  and  I  now  present  tbat  statemettt. 

Z  wUl  say  good  morning  to  the  committee. 

(Senator  La  Ptollette  thereupon  withdrew.) 

The  Senator's  letter  pointed  out  that 
twice  before  he  had  requested  the  sub- 
committee to  advise  him  which  state- 
ments of  fact  in  his  speech  were  now 
chaUenged.  He  stated  that  "common 
courtesy"  required  the  subcommittee  to 
furnish  him  with  this  information,  that 
he  believed  in  the  accuracy  of  every 
statement  in  the  speech  and  that  he 
would  prove  the  accuracy  of  every  state- 
ment if  he  was  afforded  a  fair  oppor- 
timity  to  confront  and  cross-examine 
any  and  aU  persons  denying  the  accuracy 
of  such  statements.  He  said  that  then 
and  not  before,  he  would  produce  wit- 
nesses and  evidence  in  his  own  defense. 

The  record  shows,  Mr.  President,  that 
Senator  La  Pollette  never  produced  1  wit- 


ness or  1  piece  of  evidence  Ih  his  own 
behalf.  He  never  appeared  before  the 
subcommittee  to  answer  any  of  the 
charges  against  him,  despite  the  fact 
that  these  charges  reflected  upon  his 
personal  honor  and  official  oonduct  in 
a  way  that  none  of  the  charges  before 
the  so-called  QUlette  subcommittee  could 
possibly  reflect  upon  the  personal  honor 
and  official  conduct  of  the  present  jim- 
ior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  The  record 
further  shows,  Mr.  President,  that  no 
voice  was  ever  raised  on  this  floor  to  de- 
mand the  censure  of  that  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  for  his  failure  to  appear. 

Mr.  President,  referring  again  to  the 
same  distinguished  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, the  late  Robert  M.  La  FoUette. 
Sr.,  he  made  a  statement  about  a  fellow' 
Senator,  Senator  Prank  B.  Kellogg,  of 
Minnesota.  I  now  read  what  he  said 
when  he  was  directing  his  remarks 
against  a  fellow  colleague: 

He  [Senator  Kellogg]  is  by  nature  a  sub- 
servient, cringing  creatxire,  God  almighty 
has  given  him  a  hiunp  on  his  back 

By  way  of  explanation,  Kellogg  did 
have  a  hump  on  his  back — 

crouclilng.  cringing,  un-Amcricaii.  and  im- 

manly. 

I  have  never  heard  that  a  resolution 
of  censorship  was  directed  against  Sen- 
ator La  Pollette.  How  far  are  we  gotag 
in  this  matter? 

Do  you  not  remember  the  vigorous 
debate  of  the  last  session,  Mr.  President? 
Those  of  Us  who  advocated  giving  title 
to  the  submerged  oil  lands  to  the  States 
and  voted  for  such  a  bill,  those  of  us 
who  voted  for  the  controversial  Dixon- 
Yates  contract  to  be  entered  into  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  were  caUed 
what  in  the  debate  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate?  We  were  called  everything  in 
the  book.  We  were  told  that  we  were 
stealing  from  the  American  people.  We 
were  "giveaway"  Senators. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  not  seen  any 
resolutions  of  censorship  submitted 
against  any  one  of  the  debaters  who 
accused  Senators  of  being  thieves  and  of 
giving  away  the  property  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States.  Perhaps  It  was 
a  sincere  allegation,  but  yet  It  was  a 
serious  indictment  against  those  of  us 
who  voted  according  to  our  consciences 
and  as  best  we  could,  with  what  abUity 
we  had. 

Since  we  have  now,  Mr.  President,  a 
splendid  opportunity  to  set  a  precedent 
for  the  guidance  of  future  sessions  of 
the  Senate,  I  strongly  advocate  that  the 
United  States  Senate  pay  due  respect  to 
the  good  judgment  of  the  elect»rate«  of 
the  several  States  by  estabUslhlng  the 
rule  that  a  Senator  may  not  be  pun- 
ished for  conduct  concerning  which  the 
electorate  had  knowledge  at  the  time 
such  electorate  sent  him  as  their  Sena- 
tor to  represent  them  in  the  United 
States  Senate.  That  would  he  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  law  I  cited  to  the 
Senate  yesterday;  and  I  hope  |uid  pray 
that  law  win  be  read  by  every  oHe  of  the 
Judges  in  the  Senate.  If  it  is  in  error 
I  am  sorry,  but,  if  so,  I  should  like  to  be 
corrected.  For  us  to  rule  otherwise— 
as  the  select  committee  would  have  us 
do— would  be  an  insult  to  the  Intelligence 
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and  good  Judgment  of  tbe  dectm^  of 
the  various  SUtes,  wqterlally  tbe  good 
people  of  the  sovereign  State  of  Wiscon- 
sin who  elected  the  Senator  against 
whom  the  censure  resolution  has  been 
directed,  and  against  whom  the  report 
has  been  filed. 

It  would  be  more  than  that — it  would 
be  an  invasion  of  the  constitutional 
right  of  the  States  to  choose  their  own 
Senators.  For  if  a  Senator  can  be  cen- 
sured for  acts  prior  to  liis  election,  he 
can  be  expeUed  for  the  same  causes. 

If  we  desire  to  go  alon?  with  the  rec- 
ommendation of  the  select  committee, 
we  can  do  so;  but  in  that  direction  Ue 
grave  danger  and  uncertainty.  "The 
condition  of  a  citizen  viU  be  perUous 
indeed."  to  quote  Thoma;  Jefferson. 

The  House  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary submitted  a  repon  on  this  issue 
on  AprU  24,  1914.  I  quot«  from  volume 
6  of  Cannon's  Precedents,  a  continua- 
tion of  Hinds'  Precedeni^,  section  398, 
as  foUows: 

That  it  Is  within  tbe  poii-er  of  the  House 
to  punish  Its  Members  for  disorderly  behavior 
and  by  two-thirds  vote  expi>l  a  Member. 

I  ask  my  colleagues  to  remember  my 
argument  yesterday  about  disorderly  be- 
havior. I  want  Senators,  if  they  are  sin- 
cere and  honest,  and  I  am  sure  every 
Senator  is  sincere  and  honest,  to  read 
what  I  said  about  the  pcwer  to  censure 
or  expel,  under  the  wording  of  article  I, 
section  5.  of  the  Constitution,  which  sets 
forth  that  it  must  be  for  disorderly 
behavior. 

I  read  further  from  the  Precedents: 

The  two  methods  of  punlsbment  of  a  Mem- 
ber under  the  practices  of  tlie  House  are  by 
expulsion  and  censure.  •  •  • 

As  a  matter  of  sound  policy,  this  extraordi- 
nary prerogative  of  tbe  Hoose.  In  our  Judg- 
ment, should  be  exercised  only  in  extreme 
cases  and  always  with  great  caution  and 
after  due  circumspection,  and  should  be  in- 
voked with  greater  caution  where  the  acta 
complained  of  had  become  public  previous 
to  and  were  generally  known  at  the  time  of 
the  Member's  election.  To  exercise  such 
power  In  that  Instance  the  House  might 
abuse  its  high  prerogative,  and  In  our  opin- 
ion might  exceed  the  Just  UmlUtions  of  Its 
constitutional  authority,  by  seeking  to  aub- 
Btitute  its  own  standards  and  Ideals  for  tbe 
standards  and  ideals  of  the  constituency  of 
the  Member  who  had  deliberately  chosen 
him  to  be  their  Representative.  The  effect 
of  such  a  policy  would  tend  not  to  preserve 
but  to  undermine  and  destroy  representative 
government. 

In  conjunction  with  the  above  opinion. 
it  is  weU  to  observe  that  the  Senate 
itself  accepted  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  at  the  time  he  was  sworn  In 
following  his  reelection  in  1952.  No  ob- 
jection was  raised  to  his  being  sworn  in 
as  a  Member.  Since  that  time  he  was 
elected  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations,  and  twice  ap- 
propriations were  made  by  the  Senate 
for  expenses  of  the  subcommittee  of 
which  he  is  also  chairman. 

To  consider  charges  of  misconduct 
made  before  the  election,  before  his  sec- 
ond oath  of  office  as  a  Senator,  and  be- 
fore the  voting  of  appropriations  for  his 
committees,  is  a  poor  and  dangerous  pol- 
icy, to  say  the  least.  In  fact,  it  is  in- 
credible that  it  should  be  done. 


>IONAL  RECORD  — SENATE 

^Tbe  8eieet^ainmitte«.  OD  page  SO  or  its 
report,  stated  ar^oUows: 

Any  Senator  haa  tbe  right  to  queatiaB. 
ertttclae.  differ  (rooL,  or  ocxKleinn  an  oActal 
actton  of  Um  body  of  which  he  U  a  member, 
or  at  the  constituent  committees  which  ar» 
working  arma  of  the  Senate  In  proper  lan- 
guage. But  be  has  no  right  to  impugn  tbe 
motives  of  Individual  Senators  responsible 
for  offlclal  action,  nor  to  reflect  upon  their 
perscmal  character  tot  what  oOdal  action 
they  took. 

With  the  first  sentence,  Mr.  President. 
I  agree.  However.  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  second  sentence.  I  beUeve  that  a 
Senator  does  have  the  right  to  impugn 
the  motives  of  individual  Senators  re- 
sponsible for  official  action.  I  assert  that 
it  is  not  only  the  right,  it  is  the  duty  of  a 
Senator,  when  he  is  sincerely  of  that 
opinion,  to  caU  the  attention  of  his  elec- 
torate and  of  the  country  at  large  to 
any  wrtMigful  motives  of  Senators  or 
other  officials.  If  the  select  committee  is 
right,  then  Senator  Walsh  was  wrong 
In  exposing  the  Teapot  Dome  scandal, 
and  President  Lincoln  was  wrong  when 
he,  as  a  Representative  from  Illinois. 
impugned  the  motives  of  President 
James  K.  Polk  in  starting  the  Mexican 
War.  Please  listen  to  these  remarks  of 
the  then  Representative  from  lUinois, 
A.  Lincoln.  I  quote  from  the  Congrks- 
siONAL  Globe,  Appendix.  30th  Congress. 
1st  session,  pages  93  to  95: 

I  am  now  through  the  whole  of  the  Presi- 
dent's evidence;  and  It  Is  a  alngular  fact, 
that  if  anyone  should  declare  the  President 
sent  the  Army  Into  the  midst  of  a  settlement 
of  Mexican  people,  who  had  never  submit, 
ted  by  consent  or  by  force  to  the  authority 
of  Texas  or  of  the  ITnited  States,  and  that 
there,  and  thereby,  the  first  blood  of  the  war 
was  shed,  there  is  not  one  word  In  all  the 
President  has  said  which *would  either  admit 
or  deny  the  declaration.  In  thia  strange 
omission  chiefly  consists  the  deception  of 
the  President's  evidence — an  omission  which, 
it  does  seem  to  me.  could  scarcely  have  oc- 
curred but  by  dealgn.  My  way  of  living 
leads  me  to  l>e  about  the  courts  of  Justice; 
and  there  I  have  sometimes  seen  a  good  law- 
yer, struggling  for  his  client's  neck.  In  a 
desperate  case,  employing  every  artifice  to 
work  around,  befog,  and  cover  up  with  many 
words  some  position  pressed  upon  him  by  the 
prosecution,  which  he  dared  not  admit,  and 
yet  could  not  deny.  Party  bias  may  help 
to  make  It  appear  so;  but.  with  all  the  al- 
lowance I  can  make  for  such  bias,  It  still 
doea  appear  to  me  that  just  such,  and  from 
just  such  necessity,  is  the  President's  strug- 
gles in  this  case. 

Mr.  President,  again  let  me  admonish 
my  friends,  the  Members  of  the  Senate, 
who  are  the  judges  in  this  case,  that  at 
that  time  the  American  Republic  was 
engaged  in  war,  and  those  remarks  were 
made  by  a  then  Member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  the  great  and  immortal 
emancipator.  Abraham  Lincoln.  They 
are  harsh  words  about  the  highest  offi- 
cial in  the  United  States.  Remember. 
t&r.  President,  as  I  have  said  before, 
that  they  were  uttered  at  the  time  when 
the  war  with  Mexico  was  in  progress. 

But.  without  reading  the  entire  long 
speech  of  Representative  A.  Lincoln,  let 
me  read  his  two  concluding  paragraphs : 

As  to  the  mode  of  terminating  the  war 
and  securing  peace,  the  President  Is  equally 
wandering  and  indefinite.  First,  it  is  to  be 
done  by  a  more  vigorous  prosecution  of  the 
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m  tht  Tltsl  parts  of  tbt  cnMsy^  eona- 
trr.  and.  anar  apiMrantly  talklag  hlBMrtf 
ttrad  on  thla  point.  tlM  Preaktant  dropa  down 
Into  a  hall-da^ialrtnc  tooa.  and  taUa  ua  that 
''With  a  people  dlstractad  and  divided  by 
contending  facUona,  and  a  govanunent  aulK 
Ject  to  coDitant  changva.  by  sucosHtw  r»vo- 
lutlona.  the  continued  auooeaa  of  our  arma 
may  faU  to  obtain  a  aatlsfaetary  peaca." 
Then  he  suggesu  the  propriety  of  whaiwinin 
the  Mexican  people  to  desert  the  oooneUa  of 
their  own  leaders,  and.  trusting  tn  our  pro- 
tection, to  set  up  a  govcnunent  (rocn  which 
we  can  secure  a  satisfactory  peace.  teUlng 
us.  that  "this  may  become  the  only  mode 
of  obtaining  such  a  peace.**  But  aoon  ha 
falls  Into  doubt  of  this  too.  and  then  dropa 
t>ack  on  to  the  already  half-ahandoaad 
ground  of  "mora  vigorous  proaacuttoa.**  AU 
this  shows  that  the  Prealdent  la  in  nowtas 
satisfied  with  hla  own  poalUona.  nrst.  be 
takes  up  one,  and.  In  attempting  to  argue 
VIS  Into  it.  he  argues  himself  out  of  It:  then 
seises  another,  and  goes  through  the  aame 
process:  and  then,  confused  at  being  abla 
to  think  of  nothing  new.  he  snatchea  up  the 
old  one  again,  which  he  has  soma  time  be- 
fore cast  off.  His  mind,  taakad  beyond  tta 
power,  u  running  hither  and  thither,  like 
some  tortured  creature  (m  a  burning  aur- 
face,  finding  no  poaitlon  on  which  it  can 
setUe  down  and  be  at  ease. 

Again  It  is  a  singular  omission  In  this 
message,  that  It  nowhere  intlmataa  when  the 
President  expects  the  war  to  tarmlnat*.  At 
lu  beginning.  Oeneral  Scott  waa.  by  this  aame 
Prealdent.  driven  into  dlafavor.  If  not  dis- 
grace, for  Intimating  that  peaca  could  not 
be  conquered  In  leas  than  3  or  4  months. 
But  now,  at  the  end  of  al>out  20  montha. 
during  which  time  our  amu  have  given  ua 
the  most  splendid  successes — every  depart- 
ment, and  every  part,  land  and  water,  oOoara 
and  privates.  Regulars  and  volunteers,  doing 
all  that  men  oould  do.  and  hundrada  of 
things  which  It  had  ever  before  been  thought 
men  could  not  do;  after  aU  thia,  thla  aame 
Prealdent  gives  ua  a  long  message  without 
showing  us  that,  as  to  the  end.  he  haa  him- 
self even  an  Imaginary  conception.  As  X 
have  before  said,  be  knows  not  where  he  la. 
He  Is  a  bewildered,  confounded,  and  miser- 
ably perplexed  man.  Ood  grant  he  may  bis 
able  to  show  there  U  not  aomethlng  about 
his  oonaclenoe  more  painful  than  all  hla 
mental  perplexity. 

Was  Representative  A.  Lincoln  cen- 
sured or  otherwise  punished  for  impugn- 
ing the  motives  of  the  President?  The 
records  of  the  House  fail  to  show  that 
he  was. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  prefer  not  to  3^eld 
now;  if  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
will  permit  me  to  do  so,  I  wish  to  con- 
clude my  statement  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  CASE.  My  question  will  be  a  very 
brief  one.    

Mr.  WEZ£ER.    Very  weU:  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  Was  that  speech  delivered 
in  the  House  of  Representatives? 

Mr.  WELKER.    It  was. 

Mr.  CASE.  Has  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  taken  note  of  the  fact  that  one  of 
the  categories  under  which  the  select 
committee  eUminated  some  of  the 
charges  against  Senator  McCaktht  was 
that  if  we  were  to  propose  any  recom- 
mendations on  those  counts,  that  would 
unduly  limit  the  free  speech  which  is 
guaranteed  Members  of  Congress  for 
what  they  say  on  the  fioor? 
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tlngiAfhwt  friaki  and  ooUeaffoe  from 
aoath  DMdBOta  by  Baylnff  «hiit  I  bdleve  I 
lisfe  taken  note  of  eroy  one  of  Hie  adeet 
eaBiintttoe*s  orders  ind  moves.  I  believe 
tbe  Senator  tnan.  Smith  Dakota  win  ad- 
■alt  t2iatk  as  a  matter  at  law.  I  differ 
wMh  tbe  ooneltisioiis  reached  Igr  tbe 
aeleet  rommlttrr 

10*.  CASK  Tbe  Soiator  may  disagree 
in  certatai  respects;  bat  he  Is  not  In  dis- 
acreement  with  the  select  cominittee  so 
far  as  concerns  basins  censure  upon  any 
t]  1  Statement  by  any  Member  of  the  Senate, 

inehidtaiff  the  JimicHr  Senator  from  Wis- 
oonsjn.  In  whl^  his  personal  opinion  is 
voiced  oo  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WBLKER.  Very  well.  I  believe 
that  without  a  doubt  the  select  commit- 
tee and  the  Judges  seated  here  would 
conelnde  that  it  all  runs  together.  As  a 
matter  ctf  fact—and  I  hope  I  will  not  be 
IntemqHed  further — it  was  suggested 
yesterday  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that 
a  new  allegation  be  made  against  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisoonsin.  affecting 
freedom  of  speech  upon  the  floor  of  the 
united  States  Soiate.  How  can  the  Sen- 
ator justify  that? 

Mr.  CASE.  Does  the  Senator  wish  me 
to  answer  that  question? 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  yield  to  Uie  Senatot: 
from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  WELKER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  is  the  feeling  of  the 
Junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota  that 
the  remarks  made  upon  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  with  respect  to  which  there  was 
some  discussion  yesterday,  do  not  meet 
the  two  elements  of  the  ceaeare  recom- 
mendation in  cotmt  No.  1.  Count  No.  1 
suggests  that  the  two  things,  the  failure 
to  help  the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges 
and  Elections  in  carrying  out  the  duty 
imposed  upon  it.  and.  instead.  £he  use  of 
abuslTe  language,  tended  to  obstruct  the 
oonstftutional  processes  of  the  Senate, 
that  is.  tended  to  prevent  that  committee 
fr(m  doing  the  Job  assigned  to  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  Pre^dent,  I  am 
not  talking  about  count  No.  1.  I  am 
talking  about  count  3. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  has  the  floor.  He 
has  yidkled  for  a  question. 

Mr.  CA£SL  I  am  saying,  in  response 
to  a  question,  that  the  suggestion  of 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Bshiiett] 
does  not  embrace  the  first  element,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  is  on  all  fours  with 
count  No.  1. 

Safar  as  I  am  concerned— and  I  speak 
only  for  myself— while  I  regret  and  de- 
plore the  language.  I  do  not  think  that 
in  order  to  be  consistent,  one  must  justify 
the  pnvosal  to  introduce  a  new  count 
Personally  I  think  it  lacks  one  of  the  two 
elements  mvolved  in  count  NO.  1,  that  is 
the  failure  to  cooperate.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  cooperated  with 
oiu:  committee. 

Mr.  wn^ER.  I  certainly  appreciate 
the  remarks  of  my  distinguished  col- 
league from  South  Dakota.  Ido  not  wish 
to  go  further  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
third  count  I  brought  up  that  point 
merely  to  answer  the  aUegations  with 
respect  to  freedom  of  speech  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate. 


As  the  Senatmr  well  knows,  when  a 
Senator  gets  out  of  bounds  in  the  course 
of  debate,  he  is  supposed  to  be  taken  off 
the  floor  under  Senate  ruJe  ypc,  sub- 
section 2. 

I^  me  proceed.  As  I  previously  stated, 
the  records  of  the  House  fall  to  show 
that  Representative  A.  Lincoln  was 
censured. 

I  am  just  informed  that  that  speech 
was  made  in  a  committee  hearing.  I  did 
not  do  the  research  on  that  point.  I 
found  the  language,  and  I  think,  in  ac- 
cordance with  sound  reasoning,  that  the 
same  penalty  should  apply  with  respect 
to  language  uttered  in  a  committee  hear- 
ing as  with  i-espect  to  language  uttered 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. However,  I  .wish  to  be  factual. 
I  shall  conduct  further  research.  Re- 
gardless of  whether  or  not  the  language 
was  xised  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of 
Representative  or  In  a  committee  hear- 
ing, the  same  logic  and  reasoning  should 
apply.  Yet  although  Representative  A. 
Lincoln  was  not  subjected  to  a  resolu- 
tion of  censiire.  we  are  asked  to^  punish 
a  Senator  for  questioning  the  -tnotives 
of  a  committee  which  floundered  for  2 
years  through  resignations  of  staff  law- 
yers and  resignations  of  committee  mem- 
bers who  resigned  so  as  not  to  be  in- 
volved in  questionable,  political  motives. 
I  am  exhibit  A  in  that  connection.  It 
is  absurd,  Mr.  President,  and  contrary 
to  our  whole  theory  of  government,  to 
claim  that  a  Senator  of  the  United  States 
may  not  question  the  motives  of  a  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  or  of  its  individual 
members. 

The  public  at  large  and  the  press 
throughout  the  country  question  the  mo- 
tives of  the  various  committees  of  Con- 
gress and  the  Individual  members  there- 
of. Has  a  Senator  of  the  United  States 
who  is  answerable  to  his  electorate  a 
lesser  right?  Must  he  remain  silent 
when  hi  his  honest  opinion  a  committee 
is  doing  wrong?  That  Is  what  the  select 
committee  would  have  us  believe.  If 
that  committee  is  right  the  condition  of 
a  citiaen  is  perilous  indeed. 

Mr.  President,  I  come  now  to  the  Re- 
publican platform,  adopted  in  1952  at 
Chicago.  The  preamble — and  this  is 
true  of  the  preamble  which  precedes 
every  platform  of  every  political  party- 
contains  sweet-sounding  words.  The 
closing  portion  thereof  contains  equaUy 
sweet-sounding  words  and  promises. 

I  Invite  the  attention  of  Senators  to 
page  7  of  that  platform,  where  the  fol- 
lowing language  is  found : 

By  the  administration's  appeasement  of 
oommunism  at  home  and  abroad.  It  has  per- 
mitted OommunlstB  and  their  fellow  trivel- 
tsn  to  serve  in  many  key  agencies  and  to 
Infiltrate  our  American  life.  When  such  in- 
mtratlon  became  notorious  throufh  the 
revelaUona  of  RepubUcans  in  Congress,  the 
executive  department  stubbornly  refiised  to 
deal  with  It  openly  and  vigorously. 

To  whom  Is  refei^nce  made?  The  Re- 
publican Party,  to  which  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  belongs,  stated  that 
the  executive  department  stubbornly  re- 
fused to  deal  with  It  oi)enly  and  vigor- 
ously. 


Quoting  further  from  the  platform: 
It  raised  the  false  cry  of  "red  herring"  and 

took  other  measures  to  block  and  discredit 

investigations. 

That  Is  the  statement  of  the  Repub- 
lican Party,  to  which  I  and  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  belong,  and  to 
which  every  Senator  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle  belongs.  I  ask  Senators,  who  are 
the  judges  in  thLs  case,  to  follow  me  very 
carefully. 

re  denied  files  and  Information  to  Con- 
gress. 

Let  me  repeat  that  statement,  Mr. 
President. 

It  denied  files  and  information  to  Congress. 
It  set  up  boards  of  its  own  to  k«ep  informa- 
tion secret  and  to  deal  lightly  with  security 
risks  and  persons  of  doubtful  loyalty.  It 
only  undertook  prosecution  of  the  most  no- 
torious CommunlBts  after  pul^llc  opinion 
forced  action.  l 

Digressing  again.  let  me  saQr  that  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  a  group  of  men  any- 
where in  the  world  who  are  more  pa- 
triotic and  finer  Americans  than  the 
men  who  sit  in  this  body,  of  which  I  am 
honored  to  be  a  Member. 

I  have  read  the  excerpt  from  the  Re- 
publican Party's  platform  of  1952  be- 
cause the  Republican  Party,  the  party 
of  the  man  against  whom  tihe  censure 
resolution  is  directed,  made  some  very 
strong  accusations  against  tbe  opposite 
political  party.  Whom  did  the  Republi- 
can Party  accuse?  It  accused  the  Exec- 
utive. 

If  I  am  correct  In  my  understanding. 
I  beUeve  the  miUtory  establishment 
comes  imder  the  executive  department. 
Certainly  it  is  not  in  the  judicial  or  legis- 
lative branches  of  the  Government. 

The  platform  continues: 

The  result  of  these  poUcles  is  needless 
sacrifice  of  American  lives,  a  crusblng  cost  In 
dollars  for  defense. 


And  so  on.  I  shall  not  read  nil  of  it. 

Did  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin have  a  reason  for  investigating  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government? 

I  assume  it  can  be  argued  that  it  was 
perfectly  all  right  for  the  Democrats  to 
cover  up  what  was  In  the  flies,  to  speak 
of  a  red  herring,  and  so  forth,  but  when 
the  Investigation  got  imder  way  in  a 
Republican  Congress  that  was  a  horse  of 
another  color. 

I  appeal  to  the  judges  here  to  try  this 
case  upon  the  law  and  upon  the  facts. 

I  come  now  to  the  so-called  very  con- 
troversial— but  in  my  opinion  not  so  con- 
troversial as  many  believe — interrogation 
of  Brigadier  General  Zwicker. 

At  the  outset  let  me  say  that  I  respect 
all  men  in  the  uniform,  who  have  dedi- 
cated their  lives  to  their  country, 
whether  they  be  five-star  generals  or 
buck  privates  in  the  rear  ranks.  I  be- 
lieve they  are  to  be  commended.  I  do 
not  see  why  there  should  be  any  dif- 
ference in  the  cross-examination  of  a 
brigadier  general  and  the  cross-exam- 
ination of  a  humble  private  in  the  Army. 

CBOSS-KXAMIKATIOlf  OF  GxmOUI.  KWICKia 

The  second  cause  for  which  the  select 
committee  would  have  us  punish  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  Is  based  upon 
what  the  committee  calls  reprehensible 
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conduct  toward  General  Zwicker.  That 
word  "reprehensible"  baa  an  omlnouB 
sound.  It  carries  <'"pT*rftt4qnB  of  great 
evil— but  it  is  defined  simply  as  "culpa* 
ble."  "censurable."  and  "blamable."  I  am 
of  the  opinion  that  the  select  commit- 
tee searched  long  and  hard  for  a  word 
of  such  impressive  implication  that 
merely  meant  censuraUe.  I  am  con- 
strained to  believe  that,  consciously  or 
unconsciously,  the  lan^uaae  used  by  the 
select  committee  throughout  its  report 
is  far  more  defamatory  than  was  neces- 
sary. 

The  cross-examination  of  General 
Zwicker  provides  the  basis  for  this  charge 
of  reprehensible  conduct.  I  have  before 
me  the  entire  cross-examination  of  Gen- 
eral Zwicker.  It  was  originally  printed 
as  part  of  the  committee  hearing.  Feb- 
ruary 18,  1954.  by  the  Investig'ations 
Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  on  the  subject  of 
1  Communist  Infiltration  in  the  Army, 
pages  145-157.  It  Is  reprinted  on  pages 
70-79  in  the  hearings  on  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 301. 

Mr.  President,  I  Interrogated  my 
friends  on  the  select  committee  at  rather 
great  length.  Many  of  them  served  as 
judges  or  as  lawyers  before  they  became 
Senators.  No  doubt  Senators  followed 
my  interrogation  of  them.  I  asked  them 
if  they  had  ever  seen  2  cross-examiners 
who  cross-examined  in  exactly  the  same 
fashion,  or  any  2  lawyers  who  conducted 
themselves  in  exactly  the  same  way.  or 
any  2  witnesses  who  ik  ere  alike  in  their 
deportment,  or  any  2  Senators  who  were 
exactly  alike.  What  a  wonderful  world 
it  would  be  if  we  could  all  be  alike, 
emblems  of  innocence,  and  the  finest 
people  in  the  world,  respected  by  every- 
one in  all  waliLs  of  life. 

The  select  committee  reported  that  it 
found  General  Zwicker  was  not  inten- 
tionally irritating,  evasive,  or  arrogant. 
The  intent  of  the  general  is  not  an  issue, 
the  fact  remains  that  if  he  was  irritating, 
evasive,  and  arrogant,  such  an  attitude 
would  naturally  cause  a  cross-examiner 
to  become  more  persistent,  more  vig- 
orous, and  even  short  of  temper.  Any 
trial  lawyer  who  has  ever  been  In  court 
knows  that  to  be  so.  Any  judge  knows 
it.  With  respect  to  my  distingtiished 
friend,  the  senior  Senator  from  Colorado 
I  Mr.  JoHNsoKl,  I  wish  to  say  it  is  my 
opinion,  and  it  always  will  be.  that  in  a 
court  of  law  he  would  be  disqualified 
from  service  in  a  case  like  the  one  before 
the  Senate.  I  have  all  the  respect  and 
admiration  in  the  world  for  him.  but  in 
a  court  of  justice,  the  least  a  defendant 
could  do  would  be  to  file  an  affidavit  of 
prejudice  against  him,  and  he  would  be 
a^ked  to  step  down.  In  the  quarter  of 
a  century  in  which  I  have  practiced  law 
I  have  never  had  occasion  to  file  an 
aflldavit  of  prejudice.  All  I  had  to  do 
was  to  go  to  the  court,  present  the  issue, 
whether  of  law  or  of  fact,  discuss  it.  and 
say,  "I  believe  you  could  not  give  us  a 
fair  and  impartial  trial." 

Mr.  President,  the  letter  which  I  read 
into  the  Racoao  a  few  days  ago  shows 
that  prior  to  the  hearings  the  senior 
Senator  from  Colorado  was.  in  fact, 
prejudiced  against  General  Zwicker  and 


the  Army.  I  invite  the  leamsd  Judges 
<  seated  here  before  me  to  read  that  letter. 
Then  the  Denver  Post,  allegedly  quot- 
ing the  distinguished  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado. liMlicated  a  complete  shift  of  the 
wind,  and,  in  my  opinion,  it  would  have 
legally  dlaquaUfled  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  f  rwn  hearing  either  side  of  the 
controversy.  In  other  words,  it  is  my 
opinion  that  the  proponents  of  Senate 
Resolution  301.  and  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  could  well  have  dis- 
qualified the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Let  us  be  realistic.  It  is  said  that  a 
person  once  having  formed  an  opinion, 
once  having  expressed  an  opinion,  espe- 
cially In  a  large  newspaper  in  a  State  in 
Which  he  resides  and  to  which  he  has 
brought  honor  and  glory — a  State  in 
which  he  is  campaigning  for  the  highest 
oflBce  in  the  gift  of  the  State — once  hav- 
ing made  such  a  pubUc  statement,  may. 
in  honesty  and  justice,  remove  from  his 
mind  the  opinion  he  once  had.  set  it 
aside,  and  clothe  the  defendant  with  the 
spotless  white  robes  of  innocence  which 
the  lowest  kind  of  a  criminal  possesses 
In  the  eyes  of  the  criminal  law.  Mr. 
President,  that  is  simply  impossible  to  do. 
I  think,  in  all  fairness,  whether  it  be  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jennzr],  the 
Senator  from  California  I  Mr.  Know- 
land],  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byes],  or  myself,  the  committee  selected 
to  make  findings  and  recommendations 
should  be  composed  of  those  who  have 
never  formed  or  expressed  an  opinion. 

The  Senator  from  Colorado,  after  hav- 
ing formed  and  given  to  the  public  press 
that  opinion,  released  to  the  press  a  let- 
ter showing  reasons  why  the  defendant, 
as  I  may  call  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  in  this  case,  wsm  hated  and 
detested  by  everyone  high  in  the  councils 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  aisle.  He 
went  on  to  say  that  the  leaders  had  been 
distressed  by  certain  speeches  made  by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

That,  to  me.  Mr.  President,  did  not 
show  an  absence  of  the  bias  in  the  mind 
of  the  Senator  from  Colorado.  It 
showed  to  me,  at  least,  as  one  of  the 
judges,  that  he  had  a  bias. 

I  shall  not  discuss  bias  or  prejudice  any 
further.  It  has  been  discussed.  It  is  a 
question  of  fact  as  well  as  of  law  for  the 
Jurors  seated  before  me  today. 

I  read  into  the  Rscord  the  other  day. 
Mr.  President,  the  oath  of  an  attorney 
and  the  oath  of  a  judge,  containing  the 
principles  which  we  so  highly  prize. 

We  all  know  that  a  cooperative  wit- 
ness is  always  handled  graciously  and 
politely,  whereas  one  who  is  uncoopera- 
tive, hostile,  and  evasive  brings  upon 
himself  cross-examination  of  a  severe 
and  persistent  nature.  The  hostile  wit- 
ness always  knows  what  to  expect,  and 
even  invites  harsh  cross-examination. 
Sometimes  he  even  tantalizes  the  cross- 
examiner  in  order  to  cause  him  to  lose 
his  temper. 

As  I  have  said.  Mr.  President,  no  two 
cross-examiners  are  alike.  In  the  prac- 
tice of  law  there  is  nothing  so  difficult 
as  that  which  is  called  the  art  of  cross- 
examination.  In  fact,  the  counselors 
and  advocates  here  present  know  that 
there  are  very  few  good  cross-examiners. 


They  are  rare,  indeed.  If  any  Senators 
wish  a  little  test  of  what  it  means  to 
cross-examme  hostile  witnesses,  let  them 
adc  the  distinguished  Senator  who  is 
seated  at  my  right,  the  able  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Jsnhkb],  who  is  chairman 
of  tilie  SuboHnmittee  on  Internal  Secu- 
rity of  the  Committee  aa  the  Judiciary, 
or  other  Senators  whose  obligation  it  is 
to  the  American  people,  not  to  ourselves, 
to  try  to  save  this  country  from  that 
ideology  which  would  destroy  our  free- 
dom and,  first  of  all,  destroy  this  august 
body.  They  have  "taken  it  between  Qie 
eyes"  far  more  than  they  have  ever 
"dished  it  out."  Stmietimes  I  am  called 
a  pretty  rough  individual,  but  I  have  at 
times  had  to  put  down  the  flaps  when  it 
came  to  certain  cross-examination  which 
it  was  my  duty  to  purstie. 

Mr.  President.  I  now  wish  to  invite 
attention  to  the  record  of  the  hearings, 
and  I  will  at  this  time  comment  on  the 
cross-examination  of  General  Zwicker. 
I  shall  use  the  original  hearing  because 
the  print  is  larger.  Sven  though  the 
paging  differs,  the  testimony  should  not 
be  hard  to  follow. 

Last  night  or  early  this  morning,  when 
I  could  not  sleep  and  was  thtnUng  of 
my  duty  to  my  coimtry  and  to  the  Sen- 
ate, I  questioned  how  many  Senators — 
these  judges  who  are  to  try  the  law  and 
the  facts — ^had  ever  read  the  full  report 
which  was  submitted  to  the  select  com- 
mittee. 

I  now  read  from  the  testimony  of  Brig. 
Gen.  Ralph  W.  Zwicker.  United  States 
Army,  who  was  accompanied  by  Capt. 
W.  J.  Woodward,  Medical  Corps,  United 
States  Army. 

The  oath  was  administered,  and  Gen- 
eral Zwicker  said.  "I  do.- 

Readlng  further: 

Before  we  start  there  Is  no  need  for  a 
medical  officer  to  be  in  here. 

Tbe  CRAnucAN.  That  is  O.  K. 

Mr.  CoBN.  A  man  who  is  hU  own  lawyer 
has  a  fool  for  a  client,  and  It  la  the  n*m* 
thing  with  a  man  who  tries  to  be  hla  own 
doctor. 

General,  could  we  have  your  full  name? 

General  Zwickxs.  Ralph  W.  Zwicker. 

Mr.  Corn.  Oeneral.  to  see  if  we  can  save 

a  little  time  here,  Isnt  the  sltiiatlon  this 

by  the  way.  you  have  been  commanding  offi- 
cer at  Kilmer  since  when? 

General  Zwickbi.  Since  the  middle  of  July 
last  year. 

BCr.  CoHN.  Has  the  Pereas  case  come  to 
your  attention  since  that  time?  I  am  not 
asking  queetions  about  It. 

General  Zwicxxa.  Tee. 

Mr.  CoHN.  It  baa  oome  to  your  attention 
and  you  have  a  famUlanty  with  that  caae? 

Oeneral  Zwickxb.  Tes. 

Mr.  CoHN.  Now,  General,  would  you  Hfc» 
to  be  able  to  teU  us  exactly  what  happened 
In  that  case,  and  what  steps  you  took  and 
others  took  down  at  Kilmer  to  take  action 
against  Perees  a  long  time  before  action  WM 
finally  forced  by  the  committee? 

General  Zwickxx.  That  is  a  tougble. 

It  is  my  sincere  opinion  that  at  thai 
point  a  cross-examiner  would  have 
wondered  why  such  an  answer  was 
made— "that  is  a  tooghie."  I  believe  a 
good  crofis-examinn-  would  Vtusa  have 
been  alerted  to  something.  I  oontiniae 
to  read: 


Mr.  Comr.  All  I  am  askteg  ioa  nam  la  tf 
you  could,  if  you  were  at  liberty  to  do  m. 
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would  fou  UJm  to  be  In  »  poslttott  to  tell  ua 
tbatetoryt 

OftsmnX  Zwicxa.  Well,  nuty  Z  mj  t3iat  If 
I  were  In  •  petition  to  do  ao.  I  would  be  per- 
fectly glad  to  give  the  ccHnmlttee  any  Infor- 
mation that  they  desired. 

ICr.  Ooaif.  Tou  certainly  feel  that  that 
Informatlcai  would  not  reflect  unfavorably 
on  you;  la  that  correct? 

General  Zwicxxa.  Definitely  not. 

Mr.  COHM.  And  would  not  reflect  unfavor- 
ably on  a  number  of  other  people  at  Kilmer 
and  the  First  Army? 

Gena«l  ZwicKXB.  Definitely  not. 

Mr.  President,  would  it  not  be  logical 
for  a  cross-examiner  to  ask  upon  whom 
it  would  reflect  imfavorably? 

Ccmtinuing,  I  read: 

The  CRAnucAir.  It  would  reflect  unfavor- 
ably upon  aome  of  them,  of  course? 

Genwal  Zwicxaa.  That  I  can't  answer,  sir. 
Z  don't  know. 

The  CHAUucAir.  Well,  you  know  that  some- 
body has  kept  this  man  on,  knowing  he  was 
a  Communist,  do  you  not? 

General  Zwicgja.  No,  sir. 

The  CKAoucAir.  Tou  know  that  somebody 
has  kept  him  oa.  knowing  that  he  has  re- 
fused to  tell  whether  he  was  a  Communist, 
do  you  not? 

General  Zwickbu  I  am  afraid  that  would 
comie  under  the  category  of  the  Executive 
order,  Mr.  Chairman. 

I  digress  to  ask  my  Democratic  friends. 
How  does  that  size  up  with  the  platform 
of  the  Republican  convention,  which  I 
have  heretofore  read?  I  continue  to 
quote  from  the  record: 

The  Chaducan.  What? 

General  Zwicxsa.  i  am  afraid  an  answer 
to  that  question  would  come  under  the  cate- 
gwy  of  the  Preeidentlal  Executive  order. 

■Hie  Chatkmatt.  Tbu  wlU  be  ordered  to 
answer  the  question. 

General  Zwickkb.  Woiild  you  repeat  the 
question,  please? 

Mr.  COBK.  Read  It  to  the  general. 

(The  question  referred  to  was  read  by  the 
reporter.) 

CSeneral  Zwickkx.  I  respectfiUly  decline  to 
answer,  Mr.  Chairman,  on  the  grounds  of 
the  directive.  Presidential  directive,  which, 
in  my  interpretation,  will  not  permit  me  to 
answer  that  question. 

The  Chaximan.  You  know  that  somebody 
signed  or  authorized  an  honorable  discharge 
for  this  man,  knowing  that  he  was  a  fifth- 
amendment  Communist,  do  you  not? 

General  Zwickek.  i  know  that  an  honor- 
able discharge  was  signed  for  the  man. 

Mr.  President,  how  many  counselors 
present  in  the  Chamber,  sitting  as  judges 
of  law  and  fact,  would  say  that  that  an- 
swer was  responsive?  It  was  certainly 
not  responsive.  General  Zwicker  com- 
Irietely  omitted  the  fact  that  Major 
Peress  had  been  given  an  honorable  dis- 
charge, knowing  that  he  was  a  flfth- 
am^idment  Communist.     I  continue: 

The  Chaoman.  The  day  the  honorable 
discharge  was  signed,  were  you  aware  of  the 
fact  that  he  had  appeared  before  our  com- 
mittee 7 

General  Zwickkx.  I  was. 

The  CRAnufAN.  And  had  refused  to  answer 
certain  questions? 

General  Zwickkx.  No,  sir,  not  specifically 
on  answMing  any  questions.  I  knew  that 
he  had  appeared  before  your  committee. 

I  invite  the  attention  of  the  Judges  be- 
fore me— their  exceUencies— to  page  152 
of  the  hearings.  I  ask  them  to  read  the 
testimony  on  that  page  and  see  whether 
It  is  not  contrary  to  the  testimony  given 


before  the  select  committee.    I  resume 
reading: 

The  CRAnvAN.  Dldnt  you  read  the  news? 

General  Zwickkx.  I  read  the  news  releases. 

The  Chaixmam.  And  the  news  releases  were 
to  the  effect  that  he  had  refused  to  tell 
whether  he  was  a  Communist,  and  that  there 
was  evidence  that  he  had  attended  Commu- 
nist leadership  schools.  It  was  on-  all  the 
wire-service  stories,  was  It  not?  You  knew 
generally  what  he  was  here  for,  did  you  not? 

General  Zwickkb.  Yes;  Indeed. 

The  Chaixmak.  And  you  knew  generally 
that  he  had  refused  to  tell  whether  he  was 
a  Communist,  did  you  not? 

General  Zwickkx.  I  don't  recall  whether 
he  refused  to  tell  whether  he  was  a  Com- 
mxinist. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe  a  lawyer 
or  a  judge  within  the  sound  of  my  voice. 
who  has  ever  cross-examined  one  witness. 
could  help  but  conclude  that  that  answer 
was  evasive  and  was  contrary  to  the  testi- 
mony given  on  page  152  of  the  hearings, 
regardless  of  the  findings  of  the  select 
committee. 

I  return  to  the  testimony  In  the 
hearings: 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  the  commanding 
ofllcer  there? 

General  Zwickzk.  I  am  the  commanding 
general. 

The  Chaixmak.  When  an  officer  appears  be- 
fore a  committee  and  refuses  to  answer, 
would  you  not  read  that  story  rather  care- 
fully? 

General  Zwickkb.  I  read  the  press  releases. 

I  Challenge  Senators  to  find  a  press  re- 
lease which  did  not  show  that  Major 
Peress  had  refused  to  tell  the  committee 
whether  he  had  ever  been  a  Communist. 
I  resiune  reading  from  the  testimony : 
The  Chaduian.  Then,  General,  you  knew. 
did  you  not,  that  he  appeared  before  the 
committee  and  refused,  on  the  grounde  of  the 
fifth  amendment,  to  tell  about  all  of  his 
Communist  activities?  You  knew  that  did 
you  not? 

General  Zwickeb.  I  knew  everything  that 
was  in  the  press. 

In  my  opinion,  as  a  cross-exajminer, 
that  answer  was  evasive  and  not  re- 
sponsive.   I  continue  to  read: 

The    Chairman.  Dont    be    coy    with    me 

General. 

General  Zwickeb.  I  am  not  being  coy,  sir 
The  Chaihman.  Did  you  have  that  general 

picture?  ^ 

General  Zwickes.  I  believe  I  remember 
reading  in  the  paper  that  he  had  taken  refuge 
in  the  fifth  amendment  to  avoid  answerlne 
questions  before  the  committee. 

How  does  that  jibe  with  the  testimony 
heretofore  read  to  Senators,  who  are 
sitting  as  judges?  Now  the  witness 
seems  to  be  refreshing  his  memory  He 
is  getting  on  the  track  again.  I  resume 
reading: 

»«.  ' 

The  Chairman.  About  communism? 
General    Zwxckkr.  I    am    not    too    certain 
about  tliat. 

Certainly  that  was  rather  etasive 
Prom  a  reading  of  the  cold  black  type 
never  having  seen  General  Zwicker  in 
my  life,  I  should  say.  as  a  cross-examiner 
that  the  general  was  evading,  hiding' 
and  hedging,  with  all  due  respect  to  the 
findings  of  the  select  committee  that 
he  was  not  an  evasive  witness. 

Before  I  return  to  the  text  of  the  tes- 
timony, let  us  not  forget  the  sworn  tes- 


timony of  Mr.  Harding,  who  testified, 
under  oath,  that  seated  within  12  or  14 
inches  of  General  Zwicker,  he  heard  the 
General  call  the  chairman,  the  Senator 
who  is  on  trial  before  the  Senate,  an 
s.  o.  b.  Let  us  not  forget  the  testimony 
General  Lawton  gave  as  to  his  con- 
clusion that  General  Zwicker  was  an- 
tagonistic toward  the  McCarthy  com- 
mittee. 

I  now  resume  reading  from  the  tes- 
timony : 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  that  you  did 
not  have  enough  Interest  in  the  case,  Oen- 
eral,  the  case  of  tills  major  who  Was  in  your 
command,  to  get  some  Idea  of  What  ques- 
tions he  had  refused  to  answer?  Is  that 
correct? 

General  Zwickeb.  I  think  that  is  not  put- 
ting It  quite  right,  Mr.  Chalrmwi. 

The  Chairman.  You  put  it  right,  then. 

General  Zwicker.  I  have  great  interest  in 
all  of  the  officers  of  my  command,  with 
whatever  they  do. 

The  Chairman.  Let's  stick  to  fifth-amend- 
ment Communists,  now.  Let's  stick  to  him. 
You  told  us  you  read  the  press  releases. 

General  Zwickek.  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  But  now  you  indicate  that 
you  did  not  know  that  he  refused  to  tell 
about  his  Communist  actlvltlee.  Is  that 
correct? 

General  Zwicker.  I  know  that  he  refused 
to  answer  questions  for  the  committee. 

Once  again,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
say  it  is  my  conclusion  in  the  argument 
before  this  body  that  that  is  hedging  and 
evasive.  I  do  not  care  how  presentable 
General  Zwicker  was  as  a  witness  when 
he  appeared  before  the  select  oommittee. 
I  am  talking  about  the  interrogation 
which  resulted  in  bringing  tftie  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  before  the  bar 
of  justice  in  the  Senate  because  of  his 
cross-examination  of  General  Zwicker. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  that  he  re- 
fused to  answer  questions  about  his  Com- 
munist activities? 

General  Zwicker.  Specifically,  I  don't  be- 
lieve so. 

In  my  opinion,  Mr.  President,  that  Is 
contrary  to  the  testimony  apiiearing  on 
page  152  of  the  hearings. 

I  resume  reading  from  the  transcript: 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  any  idea? 
General  Zwicker.  Of  course  I  had  an  Idea. 
The  Chairman.  What  do  you  think  he  was 
called  down  here  for? 
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I  ask  my  colleagues  to  listen  to  this: 

General  Zwicker.  For  that  specific  pur- 
pose. 

The  CHAniMAN.  Then  you  knew  that  those 
were  the  questions  he  was  asked,  did  you 
not?  General,  lets  try  and  be  truthful.  I 
am  going  to  keep  you  here  as  long  as  you 
keep  hedging  and  hemming. 

General  Zwicker.  I  am  not  hedging. 

The  Chairman.  Or  hawing. 

General  Zwicker.  i  am  not  havrtng,  and  I 
dont  like  to  have  anyone  Impuga  my  hon- 
esty, which  you  Just  about  did. 

The    Chairman.  Either    your    honesty    or 

your  intelligence;  I  cant  help  impugning 
one  or  the  other,  when  you  teU  us  that  a 
major  In  your  command  who  was  known  to 
you  to  have  been  before  a  Senate  commit- 
tee, and  of  whom  you  read  the  press  re- 
leases very  carefully— to  now  ha»e  you  sit 
here  and  tell  us  that  you  did  hot  know 
whether  he  refused  to  answer  questions 
about  Communist  activities.  I  had  seen  all 
the  prws  releases,  and  they  all  dealt  with 
that.  So  when  you  do  that.  General,  if  you 
Will  pardon  me.  I  cannot  help  but  question 


either  your  honesty  or  your  intelligence,  one 
or  the  other.  I  want  to  be  frank  with  you 
on  that. 

Mow.  is  It  your  testimony  now  that  at  the 
time  you  read  the  stories  about  Major  Perees, 
that  you  did  not  know  that  h«  had  refused 
to  answer  questions  before  this  committee 
about  his  Conununlst  activities? 

General  ZwKKxa.  I  am  wnt  I  had  that 
impression. 

That,  Mr.  President.,  in  my  opinion,  is 
contrary  to  the  testimony  which  appears 
on  page  152. 

I  continue  to  read  from  the  tran- 
script: 

The  CKAOUtAM.  Did  you  also  read  the 
stories  about  my  letter  to  Secretary  of  the 
Army  Stevens  In  which  I  requested  or. 
rather,  suggested  that  this  man  be  court- 
martialed,  and  that  anyone  that  protected 
him  or  covered  up  for  him  be  co\irt-mar- 
tUled? 

General  ZwiCKxa.  Yes.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  At  le<ut.  It  appeared  be- 
fore he  got  his  honorable  discharge? 

General  Zwickrr.  I  don't  know  that  this 
was  true,  either,  sir. 

The  Chaoucan.  In  any  event,  you  saw  it 
in  a  current  paper,  did  you? 

General  ZwicKza.  I  did. 

The  Chaomaj*.  You  did  not  see  the  story 
later.  So  that  at  the  time  he  was  dis- 
charged, were  you  then  aware  of  the  fact 
that  I  had  suggested  a  court-martial  for  him 
and  for  whoever  got  him  qwclal  oonsldera- 
tion? 

General  Zwunuca.  U  the  time  Jlbea.  I  was. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  aware  that  he 
was  being  given  a  discharge  on  February  2? 
In  other  words,  the  day  he  was  discharged, 
were  you  aware  of  it? 

General  Zwicker.  Tea   yes.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Who  ore*  sred  his  dlschargeT 

General  Zwkkxr.  TIm  department  of  tHe 
Army. 

The  Chairman.  Who  in  the  Department? 

General  Zwicker.  That  I  can't  answer. 

Mr.  Cohn.  That  isn't   a  security  matter? 

General  Zwickzr.  No.  I  don't  know.  Br- 
cuse  me. 

Mr.  Cohn.  Who  did  you  talk  to?  Tou 
talked  to  somebody? 

General  Zwickkr.  No:  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Cohn.  How  did  you  know  he  should 
be  discharged? 

Gener&l  Zwtckcr.  Tou  alao  have  a  copy  of 
this.  I  dont  know  why  you  asked  me  for  it. 
This  is  the  order  under  which  he  was  dis- 
charged, a  copy  of  that  order. 

The  Chairman.  Just  a  minute.  Tou  are 
referring  to  an  order  of  January  19. 

General  Zwickzr.  I  am  not  sure,  sir.  Just 
a  moment. 

The  Chairman.  January  18.  WUl  you  tell 
me  whether  or  not  you  were  at  all  concerned 
about  the  fact  that  this  man  was  getting 
an  tionorable  discharge  after  the  chairman 
of  the  Senate  Investigating  Committee  had 
suggested  to  the  Department  of  the  Army 
that  he  be  court-martialed?  Did  that  give 
you  any  concern? 

General  Zwickkr.  It  may  have  concerned 
me,  but  it  could  not  have  changed  anything 
that  was  done  in  carrying  out  this  (vder. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  take  any  steps  to 
have  him  retained  until  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  could  decide  whether  he  should  be 
court-martialed? 

General  Zwicke*.  No,  sir. 

Let  me  leave  the  transcript  for  a 
moment  to  give  my  observations  with 
respect  to  the  cross-examination  and  the 
questions  which  were  asked. 

Why.  I  ask,  did  not  the  general  come 
clean?  In  my  opinion — and  I  saw  only 
the  cold  record,  as  did  our  honorable 
select  committee — in  my  opinion  as  a 
lawyer,  and  trying  not  to  be  prejudiced. 


it  seons  to  me  that  General  Zwicker 
could  hare  ended  the  entire  controversy 
at  that  time,  without  trying  to  pro> 
long  it. 

Now  I  shall  resume  reading  from  the 
transcript,  although  I  wish  more  of  the 
Judges,  the  Members  of  the  Senate,  were 
present  at  this  time.  A  number  of  them 
seem  to  be  out  of  the  Chamber,  for  the 
purpose  xA.  attending  meetings. 

At  that  point  in  the  hearing,  the  chair- 
man was  asking  whether  General 
Zwicker  had  taken  any  steps  to  have 
Major  Peress  retained  in  the  Army  until 
the  Secretary  decided  whether  Major 
Peress  should  be  court-martialed.  Gen- 
eral Zwicker's  answer  was,  "No,  sir." 

I  now  read  further  from  the  tran- 
script: 

The  Chairman.  Did  it  occur  to  you  that 
you  should? 

General  ZwicKxa.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Could  you  have  taken  such 
steps? 

General  Zwkker.  No.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  In  other  words,  there  is 
nothing  you  could  have  done;  is  that  your 
statement? 

General  Zwhjlrr.  That  is  my  opinion. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  any  lawyer 
knows  that  answer  should  have  been 
stricken  from  the  record  because  it  was 
a  conclusion  of  the  witness,  and  should 
not  have  been  put  in  evidence. 

At  that  point,  Mr.  Rainville.  who  was 
associated  with  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  DniKsiN],  I  beUeve,  entered  the  in- 
terrogation, and  said: 

Mr.  RAnrviixK.  May  I  interrupt  a  minute? 
Doeent  tnat  order  specifically  state  that  this 
U  subject  to  your  check  as  to  whether  he 
la  in  good  health  and  can  be  discharged? 

General  Zwiaua.  May  I  read  it? 

Mr.  Rainvilul  I  read  the  order.  It  is  In 
there. 

General  Zwickkr.  Paragraph  5  of  this  order 
states:  CXBcer  wUI  not  be  separated  prior  to 
determination  that  he  is  physically  qualified 
for  separation  by  your  headquarters. 

Mr.  lUiNviujt.  That  is  a  decision  that  you 
mxut  make? 

General  Zwickkr.  Not  me  personally.  My 
medical  offlcers. 

Mr.  RAiNvnxs.  But  he  would  report  to  you. 
He  would  not  make  the  decision  without  giv- 
ing you,  the  commanding  general,  the  order 
for  final  verification? 

General  Zwicker.  It  would  not  be  neces- 
sary. If  something  were  found  wrong  physi- 
cally with  the  man.  he  would  be  retained. 

Mr.  RAiNvnxx.  He  would  report  to  you? 

General  Zwickxk.  No.  He  would  be  re- 
tained. 

Mr.  EUnrviLut.  It  would  be  automatic,  and 
you  would  not  have  to  sign  anything? 

General  Zwickkr.  I  would  not  personally; 
no.  The  medical  officer  would  make  such  a 
report. 

Mr.  RanrviLLi.  But  there  was  somebody  in 
your  outfit  who  could  say,  "This  man  can  go 
out  or  can't  go  out."  and  that  was  the 
doctor? 

General  Zwickkr.  He  could  not  keep  him 
In  if  he  were  physically  qualified  for  separa- 
tion. 

Mr.  Rainviixk.  But  he  could  say  he  could 
not  go  out.  so  that  there  was  discretion  with- 
in that  90-day  period. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  this  question: 
If  this  man,  after  the  ord»  came  up,  after 
the  order  of  the  18th  came  up,  prior  to  his 
getting  an  honorable  discharge,  were  guilty 
of  some  crime — let  us  say  that  he  held  up  a 
bank  or  stole  an  automobUe — and  you  heard 
of  that  the  day  before — let  us  say  you  heard 
of  It  the  same  day  that  you  heard  of  my  let- 


ter— could  you  then  have  tiken  steps  to  pre- 
vent his  discharge,  or  would  he  have  auto- 
matically been  discharged? 

General  ZwxcKxa.  I  would  have  definitely 
taken  steps  to  prevent  discharge. 

The  CHAnacAOT.  In  other  words.  If  you 
found  that  he  was  guUty  of  improper  oon- 
duct,  conduct  unbecoming  an  olBoer,  we  wlQ 
say,  then  you  would  not  have  allowed  the 
honorable  discharge  to  go  through;  would 
you? 

General  ZwicKza.  If  It  were  outside  tha 
directive  of  this  order? 

The  CHAflucAN.  Well,  yee;  let  xm  say  it  was 
outside  the  directive. 

General  Zwick^  Then  I  certainly  wonld 
never  have  discharged  him  untU  that  part 
<rf  the  case 

The  Chairman.  Let  in  say  he  went  out 
and  stole  $50  the  night  before. 

General  Zwickkr.  He  wouldn't  have  been 
discharged. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  think  stealing  $50 
Is  more  serious  than  being  a  traitor  to  Vbm 
country  as  part  of  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy? 

General  Zwickrk.  That.  air.  was  not  my  de- 
cision. 

The  Chairman.  Tou  said  If  you  learned 
that  he  stole  $50.  you  would  have  prevented 
his  discharge.  You  did  learn  something 
much  more  serious  than  that.  Tou  learned 
that  he  had  refused  to  teU  whether  tie  was  a 
Communist.  Tou  learned  that  the  chairman 
of  a  Senate  committee  suggested  he  be 
court-martialed.  And  you  say  IT  ha  bad 
stolen  $50  he  would  not  have  gotten  the 
honorable  discharge.  But  merely  being  a 
part  of  the  Communist  conspiracy,  and  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  ajt^ttig  that  he  be 
court-martialed,  would  not  give  yoia  grounds 
for  holding  up  his  discharge.  Is  that 
correct? 

General  Zwickzr.  Under  the  terms  of  this 
letter,  that  is  correct.  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  That  letter  says  nothing 
about  stealing  $60,  and  it  does  not  say  any- 
thing about  being  a  Communist.  It  does  not 
say  anything  about  his  appearance  before 
our  committee.  He  appeared  before  our  oom- 
mittee after  that  order  was   made  out. 

Do  you  think  you  sound  a  bit  lidlculoua. 
General,  when  you  say  that  for  $50  you 
would  prevent  his  being  discharged,  but  for 
being  a  part  of  the  conspiracy  to  destroy 
this  country  you  could  not  prevent  hla  dis- 
charge? 

General  ZwicKza.  I  did  not  say  that,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Let  tu  go  over  that.  Tou 
did  say  if  you  found  out  he  stole  $60  the 
night  before,  he  would  not  have  gotten  an 
honorable  discharge  the  next  morning? 

General  Zwickzr.  That  is  correct. 

The  Chairman.  Tou  did  leam,  did  you  not. 
from  the  newspaper  reports,  that  this  man 
was  part  of  the  Communist  conspiracy,  or  at 
least  that  there  was  strong  evidence  that  IM 
was.  Did  you  not  think  that  was  mora 
serious  than  the  theft  of  $60? 

General  Zwickzr.  He  has  never  been  tried 
for  that,  sir.  and  there  was  evidence.  Mr. 
Ch  airman 

Mr.  President,  I  say  that  was  rather 
evasive.  In  my  opinion,  with  all  due 
respect  to  the  general,  he  was  hedging. 

Now  I  resume  reading  from  the  tran« 
script  of  testimony: 

The  CHAiaxAN.  Dont  you  give  me  double- 
talk.  The  $50  case,  that  he  had  stolen  the 
night  before,  he  has  not  been  tried  for  that. 

General  Zwickkr.  That  Is  correct.  He 
didn't  steal  it  yet. 

The  Chairman.  WoiUd  you  wait  untfi  he 
was  tried  for  stealing  the  $50  before  you  pre- 
vented his  honorable  discharge? 

General  Zwickzr.  Either  tried  or  ezon- 
erated. 

The  Chairman.  Tou  would  hold  np  the 
discharge  until  he  was  tried  or  ezoneratedt 

General  Zwickzr.  For  stealing  the  $50;  yes. 
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TlM  CBAiucAir.  But  if  you  heard  that  this 
raa  a  traitor — ^In  otber  worda.  Instead 
at  hearing  that  he  had  stolen  $60  from  the 
oomer  store.  let  us  say  you  heard  that  he 
wm»  a  tnltor.  he  belonged  to  the  Communist 
oosisplraey:  that  a  Senate  committee  had  the 
vwam  testimony  to  that  effect.  Then  would 
you  hold  up  his  discharge  xuntil  he  was  either 
exonerated  or  Med? 

Ctoneral  Zwxckxs.  I  am  not-going  to  answer 
th«t  question,  I  dont  believe,  the  way  you 
want  it,  sir. 

Digressing  for  a  moment,  and  speak- 
ing as  a  man  who  bas  cross-examined 
witnesses,  and  as  one  of  the  judges  here, 
I  say  ^at  that  answer  was  "ducking." 
Was  he  not,  tn  fact,  anticipating  future 
pross-examinatlon  ? 

Continuing  with  the  testimony: 

The  CBABMAif.  I  Just  want  you  to  tell  me 
the  truth. 

General  Zwicxn.  On  all  of  the  evidence  or 
anything  that  had  been  presented  to  me  as 
commanding  general  of  Camp  Kilmer,  I  had 
no  authority  to  retain  lilm  In  the  service. 

The  CBAnufAM.  You  say  that  If  you  had 
heard  that  he  had  stolen  |60,  then  you  could 
order  him  retained.  But  when  you  heard 
tbat  he  was  part  of  the  Communist  con- 
mpiracy,  that  subsequent  to  tbe  time  the 
orders  were  Issued  a  Senate  committee  took 
the  evidence  under  oath  that  he  was  part  of 
the  conspiracy,  you  say  that  would  not  allow 
you  to  hold  up  his  discharge? 

General  ZwKaun.  I  was  never  officially  in- 
formed by  anyone  that  he  was  part  of  the 
Communist  conspiracy,  Mr.  Senator. 

I  suppose  the  chairman  should  have 
had  a  picture  taken  of  the  gentleman 
presiding  over  a  secret  cell.  How  can 
anyone  officially  inform  someone  that  a 
man  is  a  member  of  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy? Such  a  case  is  rare,  indeed. 
The  hundreds  who  liave  appeared  before 
the  conunlttee  of  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana [Mr.  Jsmnn]  have  been  controlled 
by  party  discipline.  If  they  know  that 
their  membership  cannot  be  proved,  they 
will  deny  it.  But  if  they  think  we  have 
one  iota  of  evidence  against  them,  they 
take  refuge  behind  the  fifth  amendment 
to  the  Constitution,  a  revered  document 
which  the  Communists  seek  to  destroy. 
So  the  general  had  not  been  notified 
officially. 

Continuing  with  the  testimony: 

The  CBAiSMAir.  Well,  let's  see  now.  You 
say  you  were  never  officially  informed? 

General  Zwickss.  No. 

The  CHAiBMtN.  If  you  heard  that  he  had 
stolen  $50  from  someone  down  the  street.  If 
you  did  not  hear  it  officially,  then  could  you 
hold  up  his  discbarge?  Or  is  there  some 
peculiar  way  you  must  hear  U? 

General  ZwKxn.  I  beUeve  so,  yes,  sir; 
imtil  I  was  satisfied  that  he  bad  or  hadn't, 
one  way  or  the  other. 

.  The.  Chaixmak.  You  would  not  need  any 
official  notification  so  far  as  the  50  bucks  is 
concerned? 

Genwal  Zwickzi.  Yes. 

The  CRAniMAN.  But  you  say  Insofar  as  the 
Communist  conspiracy  Is  concerned,  you 
need  an  official  notification? 

General  Zwickes.  Yes,  sir;  because  I  was 
acting  on  an  official  order,  having  precedence 
over  that. 

The  Chaibman.  How  about  the  $50?  If 
one  of  joxu  men  came  in  a  half  hour  before 
he  got  his  honorable  discharge  and  said, 
"General,  I  Just  heard  downtown  from  a  po- 
lice offloer  that  this  man  broke  into  a  store 
last  night  and  stole  $56,"  you  would  not 
give  him  an  honorable  discharge  xintll  you 
had  checked  the  case  and  found  out  whether 
that  was  true  or  not;  would  you? 


General  Z wicker.  I  would  expect  the  au- 
thorities from  downtown  to  inform  me  of 
that  or,  let's  say,  someone  In  a  position  to 
suspect  that  he  did  It. 

The  Chaikican.  Let's  say  one  of  the  trusted 
privates  in  your  command  came  In  to  you 
and  said,  "General,  I  was  Just  downtown  and 
I  have  evidence  that  Major  Peress  broke  Into 
a  store^and  stole  $50."  You  would  not  dis- 
charge him  until  you  had  checked  the  facts, 
seen  whether  or  not  the  private  was  telling 
the  truth  and  seen  whether  or  not  be  had 
stolen  the  $50? 

General  Zwickzr.  No;  I  don't  believe  I 
would.  I  would  make  a  check,  certainly,  to 
check  the  story. 

The  Chairman.  Would  you  tell  us,  General, 
why  $50  is  so  much  more  important  to  you 
than  being  part  of  the  conspiracy  to  destroy 
a  nation  which  you  are  sworn  to  defend? 

General  Zwickkr.  Mr.  chairman,  IC  Is  not, 
and  you  know  that  as  well  as  I  do. 

The  Chaisman,  I  certainly  do.  That  Is 
why  I  cannot  understand  you  sitting  there. 
General,  a  general  In  the  Army,  and  telling 
me  that  you  could  not,  would  not.  bold  up 
his  discharge  having  received  Informa- 
tion  

General  Zwickes.  I  could  not  hold  up  his 
discharge. 

The  CHAntMAN.  Why  could  you  not  do  It  In 
the  case  of  an  allegation  of  memberBhip  in 
a  Communist  conspiracy,  where  you  tculd  if 
you  merely  heard  some  private's  word  that 
he  had  stolen  $50? 

The  next  few  answers  are  contrary  to 
the  testimony  on  pages  146,  147,  and  148 
of  the  hearings. 

General  Zwickzr.  Because,  Mr.  Senator, 
any  information  that  appeared  in  the  press 
or  any  releases  was  well  known  to  tne  and 
well  known  to  plenty  of  other  peoiSle  long 
prior  to  the  time  that  you  ever  called  this 
man  for  investigation,  and  there  vere  no 
facts  or  no  allegations,  nothln<;  presented 
from  the  time  that  be  appeared  before  your 
first  Investigation  that  was  not  apparent 
prior  to  that  time. 

The  Chaibjsan.  In  other  words,  as  you  sat 
here  this  morning  and  listened  to  the  testi- 
mony you  heard  nothing  new? 

Mr.  COHN.  Nothing  substantially  new? 

General  Zwicker.  I  don't  believe  so. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  all  of  these  facts 
were  known  at  the  time  be  was  ordered  to 
receive  an  honorable  discharge? 

General  Zwicbjer.  I  believe  they  are  all  on 
record;   yes,  sir. 

Digressing  for  a  moment,  how  does 
that  compare  with  the  evasive  sparring 
of  the  witness  in  the  first  part  of  his 
yiterrogation?  Why  could  he  not  have 
said  at  the  outset,  "Yes;  I  know  all  about 
this  man,  but  I  cannot  tell  you  about 
him"?  What  is  a  cross-examiner  ex- 
pected to  do?  Is  he  expected  to  labor 
for  hours  and,  finally,  at  the  end  of  a 
lengthy  interrogation,  find  that  the  facts 
were  already  on  record? 

Mr.  President,  I  point  out  that  the 
present  attendance  of  Members  of  the 
distinguished  body  of  judges  who  must 
weigh  the  law  and  the  facts  with  respect 
to  one  of  our  fellow  Members  consists 
of  10  Members  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate— 11  counting  the  Senator  who  is  ad- 
dressing the  Senate,  and  12  counting  the 
Presiding  Officer,  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Ptjktell]. 
Let  me  say  again  to  the  learned  judges 
who  honor  me  by  their  presence  that  I 
appreciate  their  attendance.  I  khow  of 
no  reason,  other  than  the  pending  case, 
why  they  were  called  back  to  Washing- 
ton. The  lack  of  attendance  may  or  may 
not  be  a  mark  of  disiespect  for  me  or  for 
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the  remarks  I  may  make,  lengthy  or 
otherwise.  However,  it  indicates  a  total 
disresr>ect  for  the  man  charged  in  the 
censure  resolution,  whether  he  be  a 
Democrat  or  a  Republican. 

I  think  it  is  an  unfortunate  situation. 
Senators  may  censure  me  for  what  I  have 
said  if  they  wish  to  do  so.  Let  them 
present  their  resolutions  as  fajst  as  they 
can  send  them  to  the  desk.  All  I  am 
trying  to  do  is  to  state  the  law  as  I  view 
it,  even  though  I  may  not  lie  able  to 
impress  the  learned  Judges  Who  must 
pass  upon  the  future  of  fellow  Senators. 
It  is  just  too  bad  that  such  large  groups 
of  jurors  leave  for  other  parts  of  the 
Capitol,  for  the  Senate  Office  Building, 
or  wherever  else  they  may  go. 

I  hope  I  shall  not  have  to  be  constantly 
harping  on  this  topic,  but  I  do  hope  and 
pray  that  the  gentlemen  of  the  press  will 
relate  these  facts  to  the  Amerioan  people. 
and  will  tell  the  American  people  that 
they  are  witnessing  the  administration 
of  a  kind  of  justice  that  I,  at  least,  have 
not  seen  anywhere  in  the  United  States, 
in  Mexico,  or  in  any  other  part  of  the 
world. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  happy  to  yield. 
Such  a  slim  attendance  is  unfair  to  the 
members  of  the  select  committjee,  as  well 
as  to  the  defendant  in  the  case: 

Mr.  CASE.  I  desire  to  have  the  Sen- 
ator yield  so  that  I  may  propound  a 
unanimous-consent  request  that  I  may 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum  without 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  losing  his  right 
to  the  floor.  That  was  my  purpose  in 
asking  the  Senator  to  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  In  the  words  of  the 
distinguished  Junior  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona (Mr.  Goldwater],  when  he  ad- 
dressed the  Senate  the  other  day,  when 
I  made  the  same  courteous  suggestion  to 
him,  perhaps  the  Senator  should  not 
waste  his  time,  because  I  will  lose  more 
Senators  than  I  have  now. 

However,  on  second  thought,  I  am  be- 
coming a  bit  tired,  and  I  shall  be  happy 
to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota for  that  purpose,  provided  I  do  not 
thereby  lose  the  fioor. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  m$y  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum  without  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  losing  his  right  to 
the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenher 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kilgore 

Knowland 

Ku(£iel 

lAnger 

Lehman 

Lenhon 

Lens 

Magnuson 

Malone 

Maosfleld 

Maitln 

McCleUan 


Abel 

Douglas 

Anderson 

Duff 

Barrett 

Dworshak 

Bennett 

Eastland 

Bridges 

El  lender 

Brown 

Ervin 

Bush 

FerguEon 

Butler 

Flanders 

Byrd 

FuJbright 

Capehart 

George 

Carlson 

Gillette 

Case 

Goldwater 

Chavez 

Green 

Clements 

Hayden 

Cooper 

Hendrlckson 

Cotton 

Hennlngs 

Crlppa 

Hlckenlooper 

Daniel,  S.  C. 

Hill 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Holland 

Dlrksen 

Hruska 
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Monroney 

Robertaoa 

Symington 

Mundt 

RiiaseU 

Thye 

Murray 

BaitonataU 

Watkina 

Neely 

Schoeppel 

Welker 

Paator* 

Smith,  Malna 

WUey 

Payne 

emlth.  N.  J. 

Will  lama 

Potter 

Sparkman 

Young 

PurteU 

Stennls 

The  PRESmmo  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pur- 
tell  in  the  chair) .  A  quorum  is  present. 
The  Senator  from  Idaho  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  the  next 
question  asked  by  the  chairman  was: 

The  Craikmam.  Do  you  think.  General,  that 
anyone  who  Is  responsible  for  giving  an 
honorable  discharge  to  a  man  who  has  been 
named  under  oath  as  a  member  of  the  Com- 
munist conspiracy  should  himself  be  re« 
moved  from  the  military? 

General  Zwickkb.  You  are  speaking  of  gen- 
eralities now,  and  not  on  specifics — is  that 
right,  sir,  not  mentioning  about  any  on* 
particular  person? 

The  CHAiHMAif.  That  Is  right. 

General  ZwicKxa.  I  have  no  brief  for  that 
kind  of  person,  and  If  there  exists  or  has 
existed  something  In  the  system  that  per- 
mits that,  I  say  that  that  is  wrong. 

The  CHAniCAN.  I  am  not  talking  about  the 
system.  I  am  asking  you  this  question,  Oen- 
eral,  a  very  simple  question:  Let  us  assume 
that  John  Jones,  who  la  a  major  In  the 
United  States  Army 

General  Zwickxb.  A  what,  slrf 

The  CHAnuAN.  Let  tis  assume  that  John 
Jones  is  a  major  In  the  United  States  Army. 
Let  us  assume  that  there  Is  sworn  testimony 
to  the  effect  that  h«  Is  part  of  the  Commu- 
nist conspiracy,  haa  attended  Communist 
leadership  schools.  Let  tu  assume  that 
Maj.  John  Jones  is  under  oath  before  a  com- 
mlttee  and  says,  "I  cannot  teU  you  the  truth 
about  these  charges  because.  If  I  did,  I  fear 
that  might  tend  to  incriminate  me."  Then 
let  us  say  that  Oeaeral  Smith  was  respon- 
sible for  this  man  receiving  an  honorable 
discharge,  knowing  these  facts.  Do  you 
think  that  General  Smith  should  be  removed 
from  the  military,  or  do  you  think  he  should 
be  kept  on  In  it? 

Mr.  President,  In  my  opinion,  this  Is 
the  crucial  question,  particularly  when 
amended  by  the  next  statement  of  the 
chairman,  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  McCasthyI.  I  continue  to 
read : 

General  Zwickkh.  He  ahould  be  by  an 
means  kept  If  be  were  acting  under  compe- 
tent orders  to  separate  that  man. 

The  CRAiKicAir.  Let  us  say  he  is  the  man 
who  signed  the  orders.  Let  us  say  General 
Smith  Is  the  man  who  originated  the  order. 

General  ZwicKot.  Originated  the  order  di- 
recting his  separation? 

The  CHABMAic.  Directing  hla  honorable 
discharge. 

General  Zwkxb.  WeU,  that  la  pretty  hy- 
pothetical. 

The  Or  Antic  AK.  It  U  pretty  real.  General. 

General  Zwickxk.  Sir,  on  one  point,  yea.  I 
mean,  on  an  individual,  yea.  But  you  know 
that  there  are  thousands  and  thousands  of 
people  being  separated  dally  from  our  Army. 

The  CHAiKMAjf.  General,  you  luiderst&ud 
my  question 

General  Zwickxb.  Maybe  not. 

The  CBAxaacAM.  And  you  are  going  to  an- 
swer It. 

General   Zwicxxa.  Repeat  It. 

The   CHAiaif  K.  The  reporter  wiU  repeat 

(The  question  referred  to  waa  read  by  the 
reporter.) 

General  Zwickxb.  That  is  not  a  question 
for  me  to  decide.  Senator. 

The  CRAiaicAN.  You  are  ordered  to  an- 
swer it,  GeneraL  You  are  an  employee  of 
the  people. 

General  ZwiCKca.  Yea,  sir. 


The  Cratkmaw.  Tou  have  a  rather  impor- 
tant Job.  X  want  to  know  bow  you  feel  about 
getting  rid  of  Communists. 

General  ZwicKxa.  I  am  all  for  It. 

The  CHAixMAN.  All  Tight.  You  will  an- 
swer that  question,  unless  you  take  the  fifth 
amendment.  I  do  not  care  how  long  we  stay 
here,  you  are  going  to  answer  it. 

General  Zwickxb.  Do  you  mean  how  I  feel 
tpward  Communists? 

The  Chaibman.  I  mean  exactly  what  I 
asked  you.  General;  nothing  else.  Anyone 
with  the  brains  of  a  5-year-old  chUd  can 
understand  that  question. 

The  reporter  will  read  it  to  you  as  often 
as  you  need  to  hear  it  so  that  you  can 
answer  It,  and  then  you  will  answer  it. 

General  Zwickxb.  Start  it  over,  please. 

(The  question  was  reread  by  the  reporter.) 

General  Zwickxb.  I  do  not  think  he  should 
be  removed  from  the  military. 

The  Chaibman.  Then,  General,  you  should 
be  removed  from  any  command.  Any  man 
who  has  been  given  the  honor  of  being  pro- 
moted to  general  and  who  says,  "I  will  pro- 
tect another  gen«-al  who  protected  Ck>m- 
munlsts"  Is  not  fit  to  wear  tliat  uniform. 
General.  I  think  it  is  a  tremendous  dis- 
grace to  the  Army  to  have  this  sort  of  thing 
given  to  the  public.  I  intend  to  give  It  to 
them.  I  have  a  duty  to  do  that.  I  intend 
to  repeat  to  the  press  exactly  what  you  said, 
flo  you  know  that.  You  wUl  be  back  here, 
General. 

Do  you  know  who  initiated  the  order  for 
the  honorable  discbarge  of  this  major? 

General  Zwickxb.  As  a  person,  sir? 

The  Craibman.  Yes. 

General  Zwickeb.  No;  I  do  not. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  tried  to  find  out? 

General  Zwickxb.  No;  I  have  not. 

The  Craibman.  Have  you  discussed  that 
matter  with  Mr.  Adams? 

General  Zwickxb.  As  a  person,  no,  sir. 

The  CHAntMAN.  How  did  you  discuss  it 
with  him  other  than  as  a  person? 

Mr.  President,  in  connection  with  the 
above  remark  made  by  Senator  Mc- 
Camthy  in  coimection  with  the  fitness 
of  the  general  to  wear  the  uniform.  I 
desire  to  call  the  attention  of  this 
learned  body  to  the  incorrect  reporting 
of  the  statement  as  it  appeared  in  many 
newspapers.  Even  at  the  late  date  of 
November  10, 1954.  the  Washington  Post 
and  Times  Herald,  a  newspaper  which 
should  have  the  exact  facts  right  at 
hand,  printed  in  its  complete  Capital 
edition  of  that  day  this  statement 
ascribed  to  Senator  McCarthy: 

Tou  ar«  xuillt  to  wear  that  uniform, 
GeneraL 

This  is  the  exact  statement  as  quoted 
by  the  Washington  Post  and  Times 
Herald.  I  have  the  original  newspaper 
in  my  hand.  Beginning  in  the  right- 
hand  column,  the  headline  is:  "Resolu- 
tion Raps  McCahthy."  At  the  bottom  of 
the  c(Mumn  is  the  word  "McCarthy."  and 
then  the  sentence  is  continued  on  page  2; 
"told  Zwicker  he  was  'not  fit  to  wear  that 
uniform.*" 

Mr.  President,  you  know  such  a  state- 
ment is  not  true.  The  correct  statement 
is: 

Any  man  who  has  been  given  the  honor  of 
being  promoted  to  general  and  who  says,  "I 
wUl  protect  another  general  who  protected 
Oommunlsts"  la  not  fit  to  wear  that  uniform. 
GeneraL 

That  is  far  different  from  saying:,  "You 
are  unfit  to  wear  that  uniform.  General." 
In  fact,  the  statement  made  by  Senator 
McCarthy  merely  implies,  "if  the  shoe 


fits,  wear  It."  It  is  a  statement  with 
which  all  good  Americans  agree.  We  do 
not  want  any  of  our  generals  to  protect  a 
general  who  protects  Communists,     v 

In  my  opinion,  such  reporting  is  eith^ 
grossly  careless  and  inaccurate  or  it  is 
deUberately  distorted  for  propaganda 
purposes.  Were  I  operating  a  newspaper, 
I  would  not  like  to  be  reminded  of  either 
charge. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  the  misinter- 
rretation  of  the  statement  which  was 
made  by  the  Senator  to  General  Zwicker 
has  prejudiced  the  cause  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  in  the  public 
mind  more  than  any  other  factor  in- 
volved in  this  action. 

While  I  am  discussing  the  Washingrton 
Post  and  Times  Herald — and  I  say  to 
them,  print  it  any  way  you  want  to,  be- 
cause the  Record  will  be  complete — ^I 
wish  to  tell  of  a  little  experience  I  had 
on  Veterans'  Day  in  Constitution  Wy^n, 
in  the  shadow  of  the  Washington  Monu- 
ment. I  was  honored  to  be  the  principal 
speaker,  and  to  pay  my  respects  to  a 
colleague  and  a  friend  of  mine,  who  la 
now  here  on  triaL  I  tried  to  make  my 
contribution  in  an  honorable  and  in  iui 
ethical  way. 

The  Washington  Post  and  Times  Her- 
ald had  its  photographer  present,  who 
took  some  pictures  of  those  present  at 
the  gathering.  I  have  them  before  me. 
The  Washington  Post  tind  Times  Herald 
did  not  hurt  me  or  hurt  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy, and  I  shall  presently  go  into 
that.  The  event  occurred  on  Friday. 
November  12,  1954.  That  newspaper 
should  be  the  greatest  in  the  land,  be- 
cause It  is  located  here  in  the  Nation's 
Capital.  It  saw  fit  to  take  some  pictures 
of  those  present  at  the  gathering.  I  say 
to  the  members  of  the  press,  and  espe- 
cially to  the  reporters  who  did  this  for 
the  Washington  Post  and  Times  Herald. 
that  in  Senator  McCarthy's  own  State, 
in  the  fine  city  of  Milwaukee,  I  have 
paid  my  respects  to  him  as  a  hard- 
punching  American  who  wants  to  run 
Communists  out  of  Oovemment.  Never 
did  I  think  I  would  see  such  a  thing 
in  a  newspaper  which  prides  itself  on 
being  one  of  the  Nation's  greatest  news- 
papers. The  story  in  the  paper  does 
not  hurt  Senator  McCarthy;  it  does  not 
hurt  Rabbi  Schultz,  of  New  York,  under 
whose  auspices  the  meeting  was  held,  in- 
deed, he  arranged  it;  it  does  not  hurt 
Herman  Welker,  but  it  does  do  the  cruel- 
est  injustice  to  John  Maragon.  who  I  un- 
derstand was  convicted  of  a  crime.  This 
is  the  wonderful  reporting  of  the  Wash- 
ington Post  and  Times  Herald— a  picture 
of  Rabbi  Schultz.  Senator  Welko-,  and 
Maragon,  and  under  it  the  words.  "They 
rallied  behind  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin." 

The  more  I  see  of  certain  persons.  tb« 
more  I  see  of  certain  reporters,  the  more 
I  respect  ex-convicts  who  have  paid  their 
penalty  for  violating  laws.  I  am  not  say- 
ing that  the  picture  hurt  me.  Think  of 
the  man  Maragon.  He  had  erred,  and 
I  have  no  reason  to  defend  whatever  ha 
may  have  done,  but  at  least  be  paid  the 
penalty.  He  was  convicted  by  a  court  of 
law.  as  I  understand,  for  the  crime  off 
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ptrjmT'  He  was  sentenced  to  the  VBd« 
end  penitentiary.  He  lieanl  the  gate 
lodt.  beUad  him.  and.  as  I  undenrtaad. 
for  24  Bioiitlifl  bejiid  not  exactly  have 
A  White  ChxiBtmas  or  a  wmidaf  ul 
TbmakmMag.  He  answered  to  the  law 
as  he  should  bare  done.  Bui  why  would 
the  Wasblnctmi  Post  and  Times  Herald 
portnj  him  to  the  American  people  as 
attttng  there  on  the  platform  with  a 
Senator  and  with  Rabbi  Schultz?  Not 
that  I  would  consider  it  a  dissrace  to  sit 
beside  MaxBson,  because,  as  I  have  said, 
he  had  paid  the  penalty  for  his  violation 
of  crtminal  law.  I  wonder  how  he  feels. 
I  wcmder  how  xhe  American  people  feel, 
about  the  splendid  reporting  the  report- 
ers did  on  that  dccasion.  I  wonder  if 
John  Maragon  has  reflected  upon  the 
months,  the  long,  trying  nuMiths,  he 
spent  out  of  sode^.  I  wonder  if  after 
seeing  the  picture  he  thought  it  was 
quite  the  honorable  and  ethical  thing  to 
publish  it.  I  wonder  what  the  Washing- 
ton Post  and  Times  Herald  would  have 
done  had  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin abeolutely  faked  a  picture  with 
the  design  to  mislead  the  American 
people,  and  to  discredit  those  who  were 
present  at  a  rally  dedicated  to  saving  our 
country. 

I  never  thought  that  in  my  lifetime  I 
would  see  anyttiing  so  unjustified,  not  to 
Senator  Wiucn,  not  to  Rabbi  Schultz. 
but  to  a  man  who  had  digressed  from 
the  law,  who  had  been  a  criminal,  and 
Who  had  answered  for  his  crime  by  going 
to  the  pentt#int1ary,  and  then  was  por- 
^nyed  as  one  of  the  three  who  rallied  at 
the  McCarthy  meeting.  I  do  not  care 
whether  John  Maragon  was  an  ex-con- 
vict or  not.  He  paid  the  jienalty.  I  do 
notknow  anything  about  publishing 
newspapers,  and  whether  the  person  re- 
8p(Asilde  for  this  reporting  was  the  pic- 
ture editor,  the  news  editor,  or  someone 
else,  but  in  the  heart  of  whoever  was 
xvsponsiUe  certainly  thore  is  a  moral 
penalty  which  he  has  not  paid— not  for 
a  wrong  done  to  Senator  Wxlkxb  or  to 
Rabbi  SehultE,  but  to  this  man  who  had 
paid  his  debt  to  society,  and  th^i  had  to 
■Offer  su/dx  Tidoos,  lowdown,  publicity  as 
that 

Hometimew  I  wonder,  with  respect  to 
freedom  of  the  press,  whether  or  not  it  is 
exactly  right,  wlien  such  instances  as  I 
have-^st  rtiated  occur.  Is  it  f  reedcun  <a 
the  mress.  or  freedon  to  abuse  a  man 
who  iS~  defenseless  and  oppressed? 

I  care  not  what  the  newq^apers  say  or 
irhtkt  they  write  about  me,  so  long  as  they 
try  to  stidc  to  the  truth.  Let  the  col- 
umnists smear  me.  as  they  love  to  do; 
bat  the  television  and  radio  commenta- 
tors and  the  writers  had  best  stick  to 
the  truth.  I  want  them  to  channel  their 
eomments  and  writing  to  the  State  of 
Idaho,  wbleh  gave  me  the  highest  office 
It  coiild  give,  because  I  will  be  willing. 
leady.  and  happy  to  meet  them  at  any 
time  for  debate  on  the  questiasi  of  hon- 
orable, decent  freedom  of  the  press,  when 
they  do  such  a  thing  to  a  man  who  paid 
the  peaalty  that  always  is  paid  by  (Hie 
who  is  convicted  of  AfttnmittJng  |^  crime. 
l£r.  President,  I  feel  these  things  at 
the  bottom  of  my  heart  Nowthatlhave 
paid  my  reqiccts  to  that  newspaper,  in 
COTziectian  with  that  matter.  I  will  say, 
further,  that  some  tbne  I  hope  to  meet 


that  great  newq?aper  In  a  court  where 
there  are  some  rules  and  where  the  play- 
ers are  governed  by  them. 

Let  me  repeat  that  the  more  I  fite  and 
hear  of  certain  of  those  who  woiild  in- 
jure such  a  person — and  even  though  he 
be  an  ex-convict,  he  paid  his  penalty — 
the  more  I  respect  the  man  who  paid 
that  penalty. 

As  I  was  saying  before  disgressing,  the 
statement  which  was  contained  in  the 
press  gave  sm  erroneous  descriptiom  and 
prejudiced  the  cause  of  the  defendant, 
SO  to  speak,  under  Senate  Resodutiou 
301.  Certainly  that  statement  was  for 
different  from  sayiner,  "You  are  unfit  to 
wear  that  imifonn.  General."  in  fact, 
the  statement  made  by  Senator  McCar- 
thy merely  implied,  as  I  stated  before, 
"If  the  shoe  fits,  wear  it." 

Perhaps,  Mr.  President,  if  I.  or  some 
other  Member  of  this  body  had  been 
cross-examining  the  general,  we  would 
not  have  used  that  language.  However, 
mraibers  of  the  select  committee,  when 
interrogated  by  me,  have  admitted  that. 
as  all  persons  know,  no  two  cross-exam- 
iners proceed  in  the  same  way. 

Now  I  wish  to  continue  reading  from 
the  testimony.  I  hope  to  conclude  my 
remarks  tonight. 

At  the  point  In  the  hearing  I  had 
reached,  we  find  that  the  following  oc- 
curred: 

OenCTal  Zwickxb.  I  mean  as  an  individual. 
This  Is  a  Department  of  the  Army  ortLer. 

■me  CWAWMAif.  Have  you  tried  to  flad  out 
wbo  Is  responsible? 

Oeneral  Zwicxn.  Who  signed  this  order? 

The  Cbaixicam.  Who  was  responsible  for 
the  order? 

Oeneral  Zwicxzx.  No,  air;  I  have  net. 

Tbe  Chaikmaw."  Are  you  curious? 

In  referring  to  the  "retake"  that  Gen- 
eral Zwicker  had  before  the  select  com- 
mittee. I  have  heard  members  of  the 
select  committee  say  they  had  never  seen 
a  finer  or  more  cooperative  witness,  or 
words  to  that  effect.  But,  Mr.  President, 
was  he  so  cooperative  when  he  stated. 
•Trankly,  no" — ^that  he  was  not  even 
curious  about  who  was  responsible  for 
tbe  order? 

I  read  further  from  the  hearing: 

General  Zwicxnt.  Frankly,  no. 

Tbe  Chaisjcan.  You   were  fully  satisfied, 

tben,  when  you  got  the  order  to  give  an 

lionorable    discharge    to    this    Communist 

major? 

Oeneral  Zwicxxa.  I  am  sorry,  sir.     i 
mie  Chaxucait.  Read  the  quesUon.  ' 
(The  question  was  read  by  the  reporter  ) 
General  Zwicxxa.  Yes.  sb-;  I  was. 
Mr.  COHif.  General.  I  have  Just   1  or  3 

questions. 
The  Chabucax.  Let  me  ask  one  qusstlon. 

In  other  words,  you  think  It  Is  prober   to 

give  an  honorable  discharge  to  a  man  known 

to  be  a  Oommunlst? 
Oeneral  Zwicker.  No;  I  do  not. 
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He  is  entitled  to  praise  for  that  state- 
ment. 1 
I  read  further:                             I 

The  Chaisman.  Why  do  you  think  It  Is 
proper  hi  this  case? 

Oeneral  Zwican.  Because  I  was  ordered  to 
do  so. 

The  CHAOtiCAif.  In  other  words,  anything 
that  you  are  ordered  to  do,  you  think  is 
proper? 

Oeneral  ZwxaoB.  That  Is  correct.  Any- 
thing  that  I  am  ordered  to  do  by  blgher 
authority,  I  must  accept. 


Mr.  President,  let  me  say  thaA  I  do  not 
profess  to  be  an  expert  on  military  mat- 
ters ;  but  in  the  days  when  we  had  a  cer» 
tain  traitor  in  our  country,  I  wonder 
what  would  have  happened  If  someone 
under  the  command  of  Oen.  Benedict 
Arnold  had  not  tried  to  alert  the  Ameri- 
can people  to  what  Benedict  Arnold  was 
doing.  As  a  lawyer.  It  appears  to  me. 
regardless  of  whether  the  man  Concerned 
was  in  the  military  service  or  in  any 
other  branch  of  the  executive  arm  of 
the  Government,  or  whether  he  was  in 
the  Judicial  branch,  or  the  legislative 
branch,  and  I  say  this  based  upon  what 
law  I  know — that  any  man  who  would. 
in  fact,  try  to  conceal  or  cover  up  a  man 
of  that  nature  would  be  guilty  of  the 
crime  of  conspiracy,  as  was  so  ably  dis- 
cussed by  the  Senator  from  Indiana  in 
his  first  speech  on  this  subject  matter. 

I  read  further  from  the  hearing: 

The  Chadiman.  Do  you  think  that  the 
higher  authority  would  be  guilty  of  Improper 
conduct? 

General  Zwickes.  It  Is  conceivable. 

The  CHAixMAif.  £>o  you  think  they  are 
guilty  of  improper  conduct  here? 

General  Zwickxr.  I  am  not  their  Judge, 
sir. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  I  should 
like  to  ask,  on  behalf  of  the  American 
people  and  on  behalf  of  the  sovereign 
State  I  in  part  represent,  who  happens 
to  be  the  j  udge  ?  Who  pays  the  general's 
salary?  Who  asks  the  general  to  Uve 
up  to  his  oath? 

I  know  something  about  military  or- 
ders; but  If  at  any  time  in  the  history  of 
the  United  States  we  have  needed  men 
who  would  stand  up  and  be  counted,  it 
is  now. 

I  read  further  from  the  testimony: 

The  Chahman.  Do  you  think  to  order  the 
honorable  discbarge  for  a  Communist  major 
was  Improper  conduct? 

General  ZwicKsa.  I  think  it  was  Improper 
procedure,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  think  it  Is  im- 
proper? 

Mr.  CoHw.  General.  I  Just  want  to  ask  you 
this:  Peress  was  discharged  on  February  2, 
Which  was  a  IXiesday. 

General  Zwickir.  That  U  right. 

Mr.  CoHM.  He  appeared  before  the  com- 
mittee on  Satiu-day.  On  Monday  or  Tues- 
day, did  you  speak  to  anybody  In  tbe  Depart- 
ment of  tbe  Army  In  Washington,  tele- 
phonlcally,  about  tbe  Pereas  case?  On  Mon- 
day or  Tuesday? 

Oeneral  ZwKrKza.  Let  me  think  a  minute. 
It  Is  possible  that  I  called  First  Army  to  In- 
form them  that  Peress  bad  changed  his  mind 
and  desired  a  discharge  as  soon  a«  possible. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  repeat  that  pewt 
of  the  testimony: 

General  Zwickeb.  Let  me  think  a  minute. 
It  Is  possible  that  I  called  First  Army  to  in- 
form them  that  Peress  had  changed  his  mind 
and  desired  a  discharge  as  soon  as  possible. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Judges  before 
me  to  note  carefully  the  timing,  as  to 
when  Major  Peress  wanted  his  discharge. 
Continuing  with  the  testimony: 

Mr.  CoHN.  Who  would  you  have  told  in  the 
Plrst  Army?  Who  would  you  call?  O-a,  or 
General  Burrese? 

General  Zwicker.  I  don't  thlnt;  in  that 
case  L  would  call  General  Burreae. 

Mr.  CoHK.  General  Seabree? 

General  Zwickxh.  No,  It  would  liave  been 
G-1,  or  Deputy  Chief  of  StalL 

Mr.  COHN.  Who  Is  that? 
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General  Zwicxsa.  General  Oaraey. 

Mr.  CoHw.  Tou  dont  remember  which 
It  was? 

General  Zwkkbu  I  dont  recall  thai  X 
caUed. 

Mr.  OoRif.  Did  you  talk  to  Mr.  ah^wtm  |q 
those  daya? 

Oeneral  Zwiacm    No.  air. 

Mr.  CoHic.  Did  you  ever  talk  to  Mr.  Adams 
before  yeeterdayf  Tou  recall  whether  or  not 
you  spoke  to  him. 

General  Zwickxb  I  know  Mr.  Ait^wnm  y«s. 
There  was  one  call,  but  I  think  that  "^t^ 
from  a  member  of  your  committee,  from 
Washington,  requesting  that  this  man  ap- 
pear before  your  committee  first. 

Tbe  Chairman.  Tou  understand  the  ques- 
tion. Did  you  talk  to  Mr.  a#«»ti>»  before 
yesterday? 

General  Zwicxsa.  I  dont  recall.  I  don't 
believe  so.  sir. 

I  think  had  I  been  cross-examining,  I 
would  have  gone  into  that  subject  a  little 
deeper.  I  would  have  gone  fiirther  Into 
the  failure  to  recall,  in  connection  a-ith 
an  incident  so  important  as  this. 

Continuing  wltli  the  testimony: 

The  Chairman.  EUd  you  talk  to  anyone  In 
Washington? 

General  ZwiCKza    No.  sir.  about  this  case. 

The  Chairman.  Within  the  week  preceding 
his  discharge? 

General  Zwicxnt.  No.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  at  any  time  erer 
object  to  this  man  being  honorably  dis- 
charged? 

General  Zwicaia.  I  respectfully  decline  to 
answer  that.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Tou  will  be  ordered  to  an- 
swer It. 

General  Zwickxr.  That  Is  on  the  grounds 
of  this  Executive  order. 

The  Chairman.  Tou  are  ordered  to  answer. 
That  is  a  personnel  matter. 

General  Zwickxr  I  sbau  sUU  respectfully 
decline  to  answer  It. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  take  any 
steps  which  would  have  aided  him  in  con- 
tinuing In  the  military  after  you  knew  that 
he  was  a  Communist? 

Oeneral  ZwicKxa  That  would  hare  aided 
him  In  continuing,  sir? 

The  Chairman.  Tea. 

General  Zwkkxr.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  do  anything 
Instrumental  in  his  obtaining  his  promotion 
after  knowing  that  be  was  a  fifth-amend- 
ment case? 

General  Zwicker.  No.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  object  to  his 
being  promoted? 

General  Zwickxr.  I  had  no  opportunity  to. 
sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  enter  any  ob- 
jection to  the  promotion  of  this  man  under 
your  command? 

Oeneral  Zwickxr.  I  had  no  opportunity  to 
do  that. 

The  Chairman.  Tou  say  you  did  not;  is 
that  correct? 

General  Zwickxr   That  Is  correct. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  refuse  to  tell  us 
whether  you  objected  to  his  obtaining  an 
honorable  discharge? 

General  ZwKntxx.  I  dont  believe  that  is 
quite  the  way  tlie  question  was  phrased  be- 
fore. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  answer  It  again,  then. 

General  Zwickxr.  I  respectfully  rcqueet 
that  I  not  answer  "ihat  quesUon. 

The  Chairman.  Tou  will  be  ordered  to  an- 
swer. 

Oeneral  Zwickxr.  Under  the  same  au- 
thority as  cited  before,  I  cannot  answer  It. 

I  digress  for  a  moment  to  refer  again 
to  the  very  pious  platform  of  my  party, 
adopted  at  the  Twtional  convention  in 
1952. 


Continuing  with  the  testimony: 

Ifr.  Ooaot.  Did  anybody  on  your  staff. 
General— Ootonel  Brown  or  anyone  In  O-S — 
communicate  with  the  Department  at  ttM 
Army  on  P^ebruary  1  or  February  2?  In  other 
words.  In  connection  with  tbe  discharge? 

Oeneral  Zwkkxr.  I  dont  kxtow.  but  I  dont 
believe  eo. 

Mr.  OoHN.  Tb  the  best  of  your  knowl- 
edge. DO? 

Oeno^  ZwiCKxa.  No. 

Mr.  OOHN.  In  other  words,  on  January  18. 
ia&4.  you  rveetved  a  direction  from  the  Sec- 
retary, signed  by  the  Adjutant  General— I 
aaeiuae  that  Is  General  Bergtn — telling  you 
to  give  this  man  an  honorable  diacharge 
from  the  Army  at  any  pracUcable  date,  de- 
pending on  his  dealre.  but  in  no  event  later 
than  90  days:  that  that  was  tbe  order,  and 
you  had  nothing  from  the  order  to  change 
that  onler  In  \-lew  of  his  testimony  before 
the  ccmmlttee:  and.  therefore,  when  the  man 
came  In  and  wanted  an  honorable  discharge, 
you  felt  under  tbls  order  compeUed  to  give 
It  to  him  as  a  decision  that  had  been  made 
by  the  Adjutant  General.     Is  that  correct? 

Oeneral  Zwicker.  That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  CoHN.  And  you  received  no  additional 
words  from  the  Adjutant  General  on  Febru- 
ary 1  or  February  2.  and  before  yx»u  gave  the 
discharge  you  did  not  call  and  say.  "In  view 
of  all  of  this,  and  his  testimony  on  Satur- 
day, and  Senator  McCarthy's  request  for  a 
court-martial,  this  man  is  In  here  now  and 
is  that  aU  right?"  Tou  never  made  any  such 
can? 

General  Zwioua.  No;  I  did  not. 

I  digress  for  a  mcxnei^  to  say  once 
egain  that  the  American  people,  through 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  must 
and  aill  finally  find  out  why  this  sort 
of  conduct  took  place. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WELKER.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  Does  the  Senator  feel 
that  Major  Peress  actually  committed 
some  crime  while  he  was  in  the  mihtary 
service,  or  is  it  his  feeling  that  Major 
Peress  should  have  been  court-martialed 
for  something  he  may  have  done  prior  to 
the  time  he  Joined  the  mihtary? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  will  say  to  my  distin- 
guished friend  from  Louisiana  that  the 
least  that  could  have  been  expected  of 
the  Department  of  the  Army  would  have 
been  not  to  expedite  the  discharge  after 
knowledge  had  been  given  to  them  that 
Peress  was  a  man  who  had  taken  refuge 
behind  the  fifth  amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution. 

Mr.  LONG.  One  thing  that  concerns 
the  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana  in 
considering  this  case  is  whether  or  not 
the  military  actually  had  the  authority 
or  the  power  to  dishonorably  discharge 
Major  Peress  or  to  court-martial  him. 
If  they  did  not  have  that  power,  if  they 
could  not  make  a  court-martial  stand  up, 
then,  of  course,  it  would  seem  that  they 
are  not  subject  to  censure  or  criticism 
for  failure  to  court-martial  him.  But 
if  Major  Peress  had  committed  any  of- 
fense in  the  nature  of  subversive  activ- 
ities while  a  member  of  the  military, 
he  would  have  been  subject  to  court- 
martial  or  dishonorable  discharge.  Does 
the  Senator  contend  that  Major  Peress 
could  have  been  prosecuted  for  having 
been  a  Communist  prior  to  the  time  he 
joined  the  Army? 

Mr.  WEI^ER.  As  I  understand,  he 
made  a  false  affidavit. 


Mr.  LONG.  It  is  my  underatandtng 
that  tbe  way  the  fact  came  to  the  aUen. 
tion  of  those  in  tbe  servtee  that  he  was 
a  Communist  was  that  he  declined  to 
sign  the  loyalty  oath.  OtnrkMisIy.  some- 
one should  have  causht  that.  That  was 
an  error,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  WELKER  Yes;  a  yery  important 
erro^, 

I  do  not  wish  to  be  bothered  with  fur- 
ther questions  because  I  know  that  the 
judges  present  are  tired.  %nd  I  certainly 

am  tired.  Let  me  answer  by  saying  that. 
in  the  hypothetical  case  svsgested.  a  pri- 
vate brought  back  the  word  that  John 
Jones,  a  major,  had  stolen  $50  from  a 
store.  Certainly  he  had  not  been  con- 
victed of  anything.  He  had  not  been 
convicted  of  a  crime  But  as  Geon-al 
Zwicker  testified  under  oath  before  his 
God.  with  that  trivial  amount  of  infor- 
mation, he  aould  have  withheld  the  dis- 
charge of  Maj.  John  Jones. 

Mr.  LONG.  The  Senator  from  Idaho 
understands,  of  course,  that  I  am  seeking 
the  facts. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  know  the  Senator  is 
doing  that. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  do  not  wish  to  argue  tbe 
case  with  the  Senator.  I  am  merely  try- 
ing to  get  the  facts.  With  regard  to  the 
S50 

Mr.  WELE£R.  If  the  Senator  will 
permit  me  to  interrupt  him.  we  have 
passed  the  usual  hour  of  adjournment. 
I  am  not  trying  to  hedge  in  any  way.  I 
shsdl  be  in  the  Chamber  tomorrow,  and 
the  Senator  may  address  his  questions 
to  me  at  that  time,  and  I  shall  be  glad 
to  answer  his  questions  and  give  him  any 
information  I  have.  However.  I  still 
have  a  few  pages  of  my  prepared  remarks 
to  read,  and  I  wish  to  continue.  If  I  may 
do  so  without  offending  my  devoted 
friend  from  Louisiana.  Is  that  agree- 
able to  him? 

Mr.  LONG.  That  is  agreeable,  of 
course. 

Mr.  WELKER.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Then  Mr.  RainvUle  takes  over  the 
examination: 

Mr.  Rainvilu.  Oeneral.  I  think  at  one 
place  there  you  said  he  changed  hla  request 
to  an  Immediate  discharge? 

Oeneral  ZwicKxa.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  RAiNvnxK.  Then  he  had  ptreviously  ob- 
jected to  the  discharge  or  at  least  he  wanted 
the  fuU  00  days? 

General  Zwicxb.  No,  sir.  He  requested  to 
be  discharged  on  March  31,  I  think,  which 
would  make  it  60  days  from  receipt,  rather 
than  the  full  90.  He  did  not  ask  for  the 
full  90.  but  he  asked  for  what  amounted  to 
eo  days.  2  months. 

Mr.  RAiNvnxz.  Then  he  came  In  as  eoon 
as  he  testified,  and  asked  for  an  Immediate 
discharge  and  It  was  processed  routinely? 

General  Zwickh.  That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  Rainvuxk.  But  you  never  thought  it 
necessary  after  he  appeared  before  the  com- 
mittee or  when  he  made  that  request  to 
discuss  his  appearance  before  the  committee 
with  him? 

General  ZwicKxa.  I  am  sorry. 

Mr.  Rainviixx.  My  question  la  this:  After 
he  appeared  before  the  committee  and  he 
was  still  a  member  of  your  ooimnand.  even 
though  he  was  on  separation,  you  didn't  ask 
him  to  come  in  and  report  what  he  testi» 
ned  to? 

General  ZwicKza.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Rainvuxji.  And  you  didnt  think  it  was 
necessary  when  be  came  in  and  asked  for  an 
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Imwrtkita  41»C!hwgt)  Jnrtcad  «<  ea  d«ys  to 
Um  vbat  trmoiiitrad  so  as  to  get  soma 
of  aa  Ida*  as  to  why  ha  wanted  it 
or  why  he  is  in  a  msli  to  get 
oirtaaar  tiisteail  oC  takSng  tbe  60  di^s  tliat 
itsd  baftwa  that? 

Kxa.  llMt  was  bayond  my 
pierogatlTe.   I  did  not. 

Jfc  JUnmux.  As  ma  olBaar  of  jour  com- 
maad,  evtatnly  wliat  we  usually  call  the  old 
sum's  prlTllege  there.  iverogatlTe.  they  may 
Mk  Ikat  sort  of  question,  and  so  forth,  so 
as  bs  la  one  of  your  «<t»»«i«a.n^  But 
I  mturt  do  itf 

ISBiial    ZwicxBt.  Mo.     He    told   me    he 

itad  to  be  releiwed  and  I  ntd.  "AU  right." 

Ifr.  Jummi.  General,  did  the  counsel  of  the 

Army  advlss  you  not  to  discuss  the  Peress 

case? 

I  undentend  that  Mr.  Robert  Jones 
vas  fonaerly  ttie  administrative  assist- 
Jtnt  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
PoRsa}.  Be  no  Icmger  occupies  that 
poaitkm. 

General  ZwaaoBL  Be  did  not. 

Mr.  JamtB.  Be  did  not  adTlse  you? 

Oanaral  Swicksb.  No.  sir. 

The  CmAOMAX.  Who  did  advise  you? 

Oeaeral  Zwickbl  No  one. 

Ills  Chaiuian.  What  did  you  and  ICr. 
Adaaa  talk  about  yesterday? 

Qencral  Zwiolsb.  lir.  Adams  and  X  talked 
about  the  Yarlous  procedures  of  prior  meet- 
ings such  as  this.  He  tried  to  indicate  what 
X  might  expect. 

I  digress  to  say  to  the  judges  present 
that  that  statement  might  or  might  not 
give  aome  indication  about  the  kind  of 
eooperaticm  extoided  bf  Oeneral  Zwlcker 
at  the  orlcinal  bearing. 

Mr.  /oms.  Did  Ur.  Adams  adTlse  anyone 
not  to  diseass  tb»  Peress  case  to  this  com- 
mittee? 

Genem  Zwiokb.  I  am  sotry.  He  did  not 
advise  me. 

Idr.  Joins.  I  mean  to  your  knowledge,  did 
he  advise  any  other  person? 

General  Zwicxbl  To  my  knowledge,  he 
did  not. 

Mr.  Joms.  General,  what  is  your  consid- 
ered opinion  of  this  order  here  forbidding 
jrou  to  assist  this  oommittee  In  exposing  the 
Commnntat  eoosplrmcy  In  the  Army? 

General  Zwicxm.  Sir,  I  cannot  answer 
that,  because  it  Is  signed-  by  the  President. 
The  President  says  dont  do  It  and  therefore 
1  don't. 

Mr.  Joma.  What  Is  your  considered  opin- 
ion of  that  wder?  Tou  see  now.  here  is  a 
perfectly  good  example  of  a  Communist  be- 
ing promoted  right  In  the  ranks,  all  because 
of  this  aa^fatlve  order  here.  In  many  ze- 
qwcts.  where  we  oouM  not  get  at  theee 
things  earilar.  What  Is  your  considered 
opinion  of  an  order  of  that  nature? 

General  Zwiodb.  I  wont  answer  that,  be- 
cause I  will  not  criticize  my  Commander  In 
Chief. 

The  CauBKAW.  General,  you  will  return 
for  a  pobile  swsslnu  at  10:90  Tncaday  morn- 
ing. 

GeiMaral  Zwicxaa.  This  coming  Tuesday? 

Hie  CwsiMW.  Tes. 

General  Zwicxsa.  Here? 

The  CKAmcAir.  Tes. 

General  Zwicxza.  At  what  time? 

The  CHsmMAW.  10:30.  In  the  meantime. 
In  accordance  with  the  <vder  which  you 
claim  forbids  you  the  right  to  discuss  this 
ease,  you  wtU  contact  the  proper  auttiortty 
who  can  give  you  permission  to  tell  the 
committee  the  truth  about  the  case  before 
you  appear  Tuesday,  and  request  permission 
to  be  allowed  to  ten  us  the  truth  about 
the 


GeoeraL  ZwKxa.  Sir.  that  is  not  my  pre- 
rogative, either. 

The  CKAaacAir.  Tou  are  ordered  to  do  it. 

General  Zwkxxb.  I  ana  aorry.  sir.  Z  will 
not  do  that. 

The  Cbauucaw.  An  right. 

Qeami  Zwicacxa.  If  you  care  to  luure  me, 
Z  will  cite  certain  other  portions  of  this. 

The  CHAnucAN.  Tou  need  cite  nothing. 
Tou  may  step  down. 

(Whereupon,  at  6:15  p.  m..  the  committee 
was  recessed,  subject  to  the  call  af  the 
Chair.) 

I  may  add  at  this  point  that  the  chair- 
man accepted  the  situation,  when  he  was 
informed  by  General  Zwicker  tl»t  he 
would  not  do  wiiat  was  requested  of  him. 
and  the  chairman  made  no  attempt  to 
threaten  the  general  with  a  contempt 
citation. 

Perhaps  many  Senators,  who  sit  here 
as  judges,  wonder  why  I  have  taken  their 
time  to  read  ttiis  testimony  into  the 
Rkcobd.  I  am  being  brutally  frank  when 
I  say  ttiat  if  my  political  future  must 
stand  on  what  I  have  said  today,  that  is 
certainly  agreeable  with  me.  I  have 
read  the  testimony  into  the  Record  so 
that  millions  of  people  throughovt  the 
land,  as  they  read  the  Congressional 
RacomD,  may  have  before  them  the  orig- 
inal testimony  as  it  is  found  ih  the 
proceedings  before  the  subcommittee. 

I  turn  now  to  another  cross-examina- 
tion. It  was  cross-examination  con- 
ducted by  the  select  committee.  I  again 
wish  to  make  it  clear  that  I  am  not  try- 
ing to  abuse  or  vilify  the  Senatons  who 
served  on  the  select  committee,  all  of 
whom  are  friends  of  mine. 

The  Senate  is  sitting  as  a  court  of 
law,  and  I  am  giving  the  Senate  such  in- 
formation as  I  have.  What  I  am  about 
to  read  occurred  in  the  cross-examina- 
tion of  another  witness  before  the  select 
committee.  Bear  in  mind  that  th^  cen- 
sure hearings  were  the  result  of  the 
charge  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  was  unduly  rough  with  Gen- 
eral Zwlcker  on  cross-examination.  I 
shall  read  from  page  347  of  the  select 
committee  hearings.  Mr.  de  Furia  is 
interrogating  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.    I  read: 

Mr.  DC  FCBiA.  And  yet  you  say  he  teas  the 
most  evasive  and  arrogant,  one  of  the  most 
evasive  and  most  arrogant,  witnesses  who 
ever  appeared  before  you? 

Mr.  McCASTHT.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dz  PcKiA.  Now,  in  all  fairness.  Sena- 
tor, arent  you  sometimes  addicted  to  hyper- 
bole? 

I  am  saying  this  in  all  kindness,  air. 

Senator  McCastht.  Am  I  addicted* 

Mr.  DE  FtTxiA.  I  have  personal  qualities  of 
language  that  other  people  dont. 

Mr.  WiLLUMs.  I  don't  think  that  is  a 
proper  question,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  dont 
think  we  are  here  trying  anybody  for  hy- 
perbole. 

The  Chaibmam.  He  will  not  be  required  to 
answer  It. 

Mr.  ox  Fdsia.  I  am  sorry  I  asked  the  ques- 
tion; I  shouldnt,  sir. 

The  CRAixMAir.  That  is  all  right. 

Mr.  Dx  FUUA.  I  meant  It  In  aU  kindaess,  I 
assiire  you. 

The  CRAnocAW.  I  recognize  that. 

SenAtor  McCaxtht.  I  am  sure  you  did. 

Mr,  President,  I  now  digress  for  a  mo- 
ment to  say  that  the  reason  why  I  bring 
this  particxilar  portion  of  the  testimony 
before  the  Senate  is  to  show  what  the 


distinguished  chairman  of  the  select 
committee  feels  might  happen  in  cross- 
examination. 

The  Jtinior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
said,  "I  am  sure  you  did." 

The  Chaisman.  Being  a  lawyer  myself,  I 
realize  sometimes  when  we  get  Into  the 
warmth  at  a  cross-examination.  We  wlU  use 
some  language  that  might  sound  like  it  waa 
exaggerated.  We  dont  recognise  it  at  the 
time  because  we're  feeling  intense,  and  all 
that  sort  of  thing.  80  we  wlU  let  the  inci- 
dent pass.  I 

Mr.  DX  FiTxiA.  Very  well,  sir.        I 

The  importance  of  this  mild  reproach 
addressed  by  Senator  WATKnfs  to  the 
committee  lawyer,  Mr.  de  Purta.  is  not 
realized  unless  one  anal3?zed  the  word 
"hyperbole."  It  is  defined  as  extrava- 
gant exaggeration.  Macauley  calls  it 
the  boldest  figure  in  rhetoric,  the  hyper- 
bole, it  lies  without  deceiving.  Now  it 
appears,  Mr.  President,  that  this  dic- 
tionary-minded counsel  for  the  commit- 
tee has  come  up  with  a  poUte  way  of 
calling  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  a 
liar.  And  for  that  he  is  niildly  re- 
proached and  instantly  forgiven  by  the 
chairman  conducting  the  hearing. 

I  am  not  critical  of  the  chairman  upon 
that  point,  because  I  have  made  mis- 
takes in  cross-examination.  I  have 
made  many  statements  for  which  I  am 
sorry.  I  know  of  no  man  who  has  ever 
cross-examined  who  has  not  made  mis- 
takes. But  I  am  trying  to  show  that  the 
chairman  of  the  select  committee  indi- 
cated how  easy  it  is  for  a  mpin  to  go 
overboard  in  cross-examination. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish  to  offend 
any  member  of  the  select  committee  or 
any  Member  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate. I  desire  to  try  to  suggest  to  the 
Senate  that  human  beings  are  not  all 
the  same,  and  sometimes  on  cross-ex- 
amination, we  lose  our  tempers,  our 
patience,  and  §ay  things  we  should  not 
say. 

Let  us  see  how  the  same  chairman  con- 
ducted otlier  hearings,  and  how  he  treat- 
ed one  other  lawyer  who  was  not  serving 
his  committee.  I  call  attention  to  the 
hearings  of  the  Internal  Security  Com- 
mittee on  the  subject  of  Subversive  In- 
fluence in  the  United  Electrical,  Radio, 
and  Machine  Workers  of  America,  April 
17.  1952.  The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Watkins]  was  conducting  the  hearing  as 
a  one-man  committee.  Please  follow  the 
testimony  on  page  54  of  that  hearing. 
I  beg  the  judges,  so  many  of  whom  are 
present,  that  they  will  favor  me  by  read- 
ing that  testimony.  I  do  not  bring  it  up 
to  try  to  embarrass  the  Senator  from 
Utah,  because  in  a  like  situation,  cer- 
tainly. I  would  probably  have  done  the 
same,  or  even  worse.  I  bring  it  up  to 
invite  the  attention  of  the  judgies  to  the 
fact  that  Senators  can  be  badgered  and 
become  angry  and  can  lose  their  pa- 
tience. That  is  the  sole  and  only  reason 
why  I  cite  this  testimony  to  the  Senate. 
I  now  read  from  the  hearings  at  pag« 
54: 

Mr.  Aa»f8.  In  July  of  1960.  yoa  wrote  a 

letter,  did  you  not.  to  Bepresentattve  Walter 
B.  Huber,  in  which  you  stated  that  you  are 
not  a  Communist  and  that  you  have  never 
been  a  Communist;  isn't  that  tru4? 


195^ 


OC^IGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


iei«i 


Mr.  Arens  wms  oofe  of  the  gUff  oounad 
for  the  Jeoner  oommlttoa.  I  zmd  far> 
ther: 

Mr.  Sbms.  Zn  view  oT  the  Hue  of  qowtkin- 
Ing.  I  assert  the  prtvUag*. 

Mr.  Aasirs.  On  March  II.  1M9,  you  wrote 
a  letter  toBgtn  pay.  president  of  local  M4 
of  the  DPWA.  Ix^rala.  Oblo.  la  which  you. 
stated  that  yoo  wore  not  a  Oonununlst;  Isn't 
that  true? 

Mr.  Smm.  I  asBcrt  the  prlvltage. 

Tliat  means  the  fifth  amendment. 
Generally  we  allow  witnesses  to  friead 
the  first  time,  but  the  second  time  we  do 
not  have  them  go  through  the  procedure. 

Mr.  Amrs.  In  tliese  Instances  In  which  you 
have  sswfitfd  in  ic tt«s  and  articles,  that  you 
were  not  a  Oooun-unlst.  your  assertions  were 
not  under  oath;  v.-ere  they? 

Mr.  Scaxsma.  That*a  the  trickiest  thing  I 
ever  beard  of.  and  I  wtU  adrtae  you  on  that. 

(Wltne«  confers  with  counsel.) 

Mr.  Scribx^r  ^-as  the  New  York  attor- 
ny  for  Mr.  Siens. 

Senator  Watkxies.  lust  a  moascnt.  I  call 
oounael's  attentlori  to  the  fact  that  he  waa 
only  to  give  counsel  to  the  witness  when  the 
witness  asked  for  It.  He  Is  not  supposed  to 
coach  him  on  his  answers. 

Mr.  SCUBW^.  Does  tbe  Senator  n^ean  that 
if  the  witness  docs  not  aak  for  It,  I  cannot 
represent  him? 

Senator  Watkiks.  He  means  that  eaaetly. 

Mr.  ScaiBJt^.  At.  the  same  time  I  wm  aay 
that  I  wlU  Jaave.  bocause  I  serve  no  function. 
He  has  been  denied  counsel  by  the  Senate 
committee.  I  will  not  sit  by  the  witness  tm- 
der  those  drcumstanees. 

Senator  WAnoNa.  Tou  are  esc  used.  We 
do  not  permit  anyone  to  att  here  and  coach 
a  witness.    Just  a  moment. 

Mr.  ScaminK.  WOl  you  state  fcr  the  record 
that  I  coached  the  witness? 

Again  I  shall  digress  for  a  moment 
to  assure  the  judj^es  who  are  present  that 
I  am  not  trying  to  embarrass  the  senior 
SenaUM-  from  Utah  [Mr.  WatxhcsI. 
Notlilng  oould  be  further  from  my  de- 
sire. Probably  I  would  have  done  the 
same  thing — ^I  do  not  know— although, 
in  the  vast  experience  I  have  had  on  the 
oommittee  headed  by  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  fnan  Indiana  (Mr.  Jnr- 
wnl,  I  have  yet  to  throw  anyone  out  of 
a  hearing  room. 

Mr.  Scilbaer  was  admitted  to  the 
pracUce  of  law  in  the  State  of  New 
York,  and  was  attempting  to  represent 
his  client.  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  Mr.  Scribner  or  his  client,  but  Mr. 
Scribner  was  pni^sent  I  shall  go  back 
for  a  moment  and  repeat: 

Mr.  Watkxks.  Tou  arc  excused.  We  do 
not  permit  anyone  to  sit  here  and  coach  a 
witness.    Just  a  moment. 

Mr.  Scsmivaa.  WlU  you  state  for  the  record 
that  I  coached  the  wltncaa? 

Senator  Watkiwb.  Put  him  out. 

(At  this  point  Mr.  Scribner  was  sscorted 
from  the  bearing  room.) 

I  do  not  know  of  any  more  sacred 
right  than  that  of  a  person  to  be  repre- 
soited  by  counseL  I  have  never  in  my 
life  seen  a  man  ejected  from  a  hearing 
room  in  a  judicial  or  a  quasi-judidal 
proceeding.  When  the  senior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  WatkusI  apparmtly, 
like  most  cross-examines,  lost  his  pa- 
timce,  the  attorney  for  the  witness — not 
the  witness  himself— stated: 

wm  you  state  for  the  record  that  I  coached 

the  witness? 


n  WM  then  Chat  the 
tram  Utah  said; 


SaiJbar 


lliereoard  ttMn  reads: 

(At  this  point  Mr,  Scribner  was 
front  the  h«arli«  roosL) 

I  can  attenUon  to  the  fact.  Mr.  Presl- 
dmt.  that  the  lawyer  who  was  so  vigor- 
ously rebuked  and  put  out  of  the  biearing 
room  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah 
Is  a  member  of  the  bar  of  the  State  of 
New  York  and  of  the  Supreme  Oourt  of 
the  United  States.  I  beUeve  he  was  ad- 
mitted to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  some  2  years  ago. 

I  saw  fit  to  question  Mr.  Scribner  about 
this  matter  because  I  desired  to  bring 
out.  for  the  benefit  of  the  judges  in  this 
case,  whether  it  b^ps  or  not.  that  any 
cross-examiner,  whether  it  be  the  able 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, the  able  chairman  of  the  Sub- 
committee on  Internal  Security,  or  any 
other  Senator  who  sits  in  the  position 
of  a  presiding  oOccr.  might  lose  his 
patience. 

Let  me  reemphasixe  the  fact  that  I  am 
not  attempting  to  bring  ridicule  upon 
the  senior  Soiator  from  Utah.  I  would 
nerer  do  that  because,  heaven  knows,  if 
one  looks  at  my  own  record,  perhaps  he 
will  find  that  I  have  done  things  in  cross- 
examination  for  which  I  am  sorry  now. 
although  I  cannot  recall  them. 

When  I  questioned  Mr.  Scribner  on 
this  incident,  he  stated  as  follows: 

Mr.  Scaismsa.  WeU.  frankly,  to  this  day  I 
am  perplexed  about  that  Incident.  I  have 
been  before  many  eourta  in  the  last  25  years 
and  before  other  committee  hearings  bat 
never  have  I  had  anything  comparable  to 
what  happened  that  day.  Too  know  how 
angry  it  makes  any  lawyer  to  be  accused  of 
coaching  a  witness  and  that  Is  why  I  asked 
the  Senator  If  he  waa  accusing  me,  on  the 
record,  of  coaching  my  cUent  and  that  Is 
when  he  threw  me  out.  I  also  recaU  one 
place  where  there  was  some  statement  or 
advice  given  by  the  committee  counsel — 

Referring  to  Mr.  Arens — 

that  was  completely  erroneous  in  law  and 
I  triad  to  maks  some  comment  abotit  that. 
That  Is  It.  and  I  was  very  much  upset  at 
that  tlsae.  However,  not  any  more  so  than 
X  have  been  on  a  number  of  occasions  when 
trying  a  case  In  court  but  never  before 
have  I  had  any  foUowup  to  an  argument 
such  as  the  followtip  to  this  one.  I  reslly 
felt  that  It  was  a  very  unfortxinate  tnddent. 
LawywB.  as  you  know,  argue  sometimes  bit- 
terly In  court  but  it  is  always  done  with  a 
basic  senss  at  courtesy  and  as  soon  as  you 
are  out  of  the  courtroom  you  carry  on  am 
though  nothing  had  happened.  I  have  been 
before  conunlttees  many  times  and  never 
had  anything  like  that  happen  to  me  before. 
nor  to  a  client  of  mine. 

What  action  shall  we  take  against  the 
senior  Senator  from  Utah?  Surely  his 
disiday  of  temper  and  his  conduct  to- 
ward the  witness'  lawyer  was  reprehen- 
sible. We  cannot  have  one  standard 
of  conduct  toward  generals,  another 
standard  of  conduct  toward  lawyers,  nor 
yet  another  standard  of  conduct  toward 
privates  m  the  Anny.  In  that  oonnec- 
tion,  I  am  boimd  to  speculate  on  whether 
or  not  the  United  States  S^iate  would 
bring  disciplinary  action  for  the  cross- 
examinatioA  of  Private  Dickeraon,  of 
Crackers  Nick,  Va.,  if  he  had  been  sub- 


jected to  audi  «  croas-«xaminatteii  m 
General  Zwictarls.  I  am  inclined  to 
doubt  it«  Mr.  rttaMfiil. 

PleAse  let  me  give  another  enapto 
of  oondoci  in  a  oommittee  of  the  fTrnaU 
r«uote  from  a  hearlof  which  I  shall 
zk>t  identify,  unless  pressed  to  da  aa. 

I  shaa  not  reveal  tt>e  name  ct  the 
Senator  invohred,  because  he  did  not 
serve  upon  the  select  coauniktae.  Hehaa 
done  wotit  for  investigatinc  oommittoesr 
of  the  Senate.  If  any  Senator  demands 
his  name.  I  shall  fed  it  my  duty  to  ttae 
eight  judges  still  remaining  in  ttM 
Chamber  to  hear  this  very  Important 
case  to  reveal  the  name  of  the  Senator. 
But  I  wish.  If  possible,  to  bi1i«  these 
cases  before  the  Sraate  ao  that  we  may 
better  understand  the  trying  times  wfa^eh 
a  cross-examiner  has,  not  only  in  pri- 
vate practice  but  also  in  the  investiga- 
ticm  of  subversives  or  alleged  subversiv<es 
in  the  Government. 

I  may  say  that  the  Seiuitor  tovohred 
in  this  cross-examination  is  not  a  mem- 
ber of  my  party,  so  I  do  not  wish  to  be 
accused  of  trying  to  protect  someone 
on  this  side  of  the  aisle.  I  quote  as 
follows: 

WmfBs.  rd  like  to  aak  my  lawyer  for  soBM 
legal  advice.  Since  these  were  seised  out  of 
the  office  over  our  protest,  they  arc  not  vol- 
tmtarUy  presented   here. 

SKNAToa.  They  were  selaed  at  your  aOe* 
by  committee  Investigators  and  deputy 
United  States  "**''"**iit  under  subpena.  Is 
that  what  you  meant? 

Wmfsaa.  I  was  subpenaed  to  appear  with 
them  here  at  2  o'dock.  but  they  were  sslasil 
prior  to  a  o'clock. 

Ss3f  ATos.  I  know;  you  had  bean  subpenasd 
to  bring  them  before  that. 

L*wm  roa  wiiwaaa.  He  was  not  sub- 
penaed to  bring  them  before  that.  No  sub- 
pens  duces  tecum  was  ever  sened  iq>on  < 


I  need  not  inform  Um  handful,  less 
than  a  corporal's  guard,  of  the  judges 
trying  this  case  who  still  remain  In  the 
Chamber  that  a  subpena  duces  tseum 
calls  for  a  witness  to  bring  to  the  court- 
room or  the  hearing  room  the  papers  and 
other  personal  effects  concerned.  Let 
me  repeat  the  answer,  and  then  continue. 

Lawm  soa  wmnaa.  Ha  was  not  sub- 
penaed to  bring  them  before  that.  Mo  sub- 
pena ducea  tecum  waa  ever  snved  upon 
them. 

SsMATOB.  Ihe  president  of  the  union  was. 

X^vrm  roB  wiiwsas.  X  might  say  this  waa 
a  thoroughly  outrageous  Intarferenca— — 

ScwAToa.  Huow  that  damn  scum  out  ot 
here.    Oct  rid  of  him. 

(At  this  point,  the  lawyer  for  the  witness 
ushered  out  of  the  hearing  room.) 

My  colleagues  may  perhi^s  wonder 
why  I  interrogated  the  members  of  the 
select  committee  who  are  lawyers  with 
respect  to  the  oath  of  oflloe  Vber  took 
when  they  became  members  of  the  bar. 
Among  other  things,  the  record  shows 
that  an  attorney  is  bound  to  defend  hSa 
client,  without  any  personal  oonslder*- 
tion  to  himself,  and  it  is  a  tremendooriy 
Important  oath,  nhidb  every  lawyer  re- 
spects. Why  did  I  bring  out  iiiai  faet? 
It  was  to  show  my  edleagues  ^at  1 
beings  can.  not  only  in 
hearings,  but  to  eointxtnma,  have  their 
patience  extiausted  and  do  ttiinss  I  am 
sure  they  woidd  not  otherwise  do,  and 
would  never  do  again. 
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I  esB  oito  my  eoUeaguei  many  tn- 
ttKtmm.  iDehidtnff  aome  which  oeeurred 
in  my  prtrate  praetkw  of  bMr.  tout  I  ahall 
refer  now  (HOly  to  Seoaton  who  have  lost 
their  patienee  and  their  tempers. 

As  I  have  said.  In  the  Instance  I  was 
dtliiff,  the  lawyer  for  the  witness  was 
ushered  oat  of  the  hearing  room  at  that 
point  I  am  sure  my  coDeagues  would 
not  Imaffine  that  the  lawyer  felt  yery 
happy  about  being  thrown  oUt,  no  mat- 
ter how  otaDoaclous  he  might  have  been, 
when  he  had  taken  an  oath  to  dMend  his 
cUent 

The  same  Senator,  whose  name  I  am 

withholding,  unless  eoatpeUed  to  disclose 
it.  ejected  a  witness  in  another  hearing 
to  which  I  can  rtfer.  He  ejected  him 
With  these  words: 

Tes,  and  you  are  a  diagnee  to  the  United 
States.    Tafea  lilm  out.  llarshal. 

I  dislike  bringing  this  Incident  before 
the  Senate,  because  the  Interrogator  was 
a  man  of  high  prlDciples,  one  who  was 
dedicated  and  devoted  to  his  job.  He 
was  doing  his  level  best  to  stoQ  brime 
and  corruption  In  the  United  States.  I 
call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the 
Incident  mereUr  for  one  reason,  namely, 
once  a^ata  to  show  my  colleagues  that 
no  matter  how  able  or  competent  a 
lawyer  u^ay  be,  he  can  lose  his  patience 
diffing  the  cross-examination  of  a  wit- 
ness before  him. 

The  aenator  I  am  now  about  to  quote 
Is  gone.  As  I  have  said,  I  regret  that  I 
have  to  bring  this  incident,  which  is  a 
matter  of  public  record,  to  the  attention 
of  my  colleagues,  but  I  feel  very  deeply 
about  what  is  happening  or  what  may 
happen  to  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  and  I  desire  the  Judges  to  review 
the  testimony.  It  has  to  do  with  a  cross- 
examination  Iqr  the  late  Senator  Tobey, 
of  New  Hampshire,  in  the  crime  investi- 
gation hearings. 

The  Senator  was  questioning  John  A. 
CWBhey,  superintendent  of  New  York 
State  police — part  7  of  the  crime  hear- 
ings, page  425,  February  13, 1951.  Gam- 
bling in  Saratoga  was  the  subject,  and 
In  particular  the  failure  of  Superintend- 
ent OalTney  to  act  on  a  report  of  such 
gambling.  Prior  to  the  following  ex- 
change, Gaffney  had  disclaimed  respon- 
sibility for  Saratoga  gambling  as  being 
b^ond  his  jurisdiction  as  a  State  ofBcer. 

Senator  Tobkt.  Just  let  ua  taUc  about  Sara- 
toga. Tour  own  deputies  brouglit  tlie  In- 
formation to  you. 

llr.  OAmrar.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Toasr.  You  certainly  would  lo(dc 
like  a  plugged  nickel  to  me  as  superintend- 
ent of  state  poUoe. 

Mr.  Otfymr.  Thank  you  very  much. 


Z  shall  proceed  with  that  in  Just  a 
moment,  but  I  should  like  to  digress. 
The  superintendent  of  the  State  police 
of  the  laivest  State  in  the  Union  was 
being  IntOTQgated  with  respect  to  what 
one  of  our  fellow  members  thought  was 
a  derelictton  <tf  his  duty.  I  do  not  think 
that  a  tirlgadlar  general,  with  regard  to 
his  relations  with  a  major,  is  entitled  to 
any  xnaara  consideration  than  is  the  head 
of  the  State  police  ot  the  largest  State 
In  the  Union  with  req;>ect  to  some  of  the 
activities  of  certain  of  his  underling  offi- 
cers.   After  Mr.  Gaffney  thanked  Sena- 


tor Tbbey,  Senator  Tobey  then  coh- 
tlnued: 

Senator  Toarr.  Wbat  do  you  suppose  tbe 
public  at  large  would  think  of  a  man  wbo 
did  not  report  illegal  doing  to  the  Oovernor, 
after  he  had  sworn  to  uphold  the  law?  What 
hope  la  there  to  keep  crime  down  in  this 
country  If  the  law-enforcement  ofllcen  do 
not  function  properly? 

ICr.  QAmtiT.  Well,  sir,  I  do  not  like  to  be 
abused.  I  am  an  honest  man,  and  I  resent 
that. 

Senator  Tobct.  I  am  not  abusing  you.  I 
am  Just  telling  you  the  facte.  i 

Mr.  GAirmr.  Well,  I  resent  it.  | 

Senator  Tobzt.  Well,  you  can  resent  it 
until  that  well-known  place  freezes  over. 
Tbe  country  wUI  want  to  know  wbat  kind 
of  a  plugged  nickel  you  are. 

Mr.  Oaftnxt.  I  am  not  a  plugged  nickel. 

Senator  Tobxt.  You  are  no  good  in  tny 
Judgment,  you  are  below  par,  and  you  are 
a  counterfeit  of  what  a  good  law-enforce- 
ment officer  should  be.  Jiist  look  at  a  pic- 
ture of  yourself,  just  look  at  yourself,  and 
search  your  own  conscience. 

Mr.  OAfnfZT.  I  am  an  honest  man.  I  Will 
have  you  imderstand  that. 

Senator  Tobxt.  You  are  a  passive  mao. 

Mr.  OAvrmr.  I  am  not. 

Senator  Tobbt.  As  a  law-enforcement  of- 
ilcer,  you  are  no  good  (pt.  7,  p.  425) . 

The  following  quotation  from  the 
hearings  of  Friday,  March  16,  1961. 
which  will  be  found  on  page  1246,  also 
had  to  do  with  the  situation  in  Sara- 
toga: 

Mr.  OAinfET.  They  have  a  police  depart- 
ment there. 

Senator  Tobxt.  You  say  tbere  is  a  police 
department  there.  Tou  know  that  this  man 
Xtox  isnt  wcxth  a  continental. 

Mr.  OAinfXT.  I  pass  no  opinion  on  any 
policeman  at  all. 

Senator  Tobxt.  Of  course,  you  know  that. 
We  know  them.     Why  dldnt  you 

-Mr.  Qaititxt.  I  know  them. 

Senator  Tobxt.  You  say  It  wasn't  your 
duty.  If  I  were  the  Governor  of  this  State, 
Z  woiild  give  you  just  5  minutes  to  get  out 
of  the  place  or  I  would  kick  you  out. 

That  Shows  my  colleague  how  a  great 
and  able  public  servant  can  lose  his  pa- 
tience and  temper  when  engaged  in  ex- 
amining or  cross-examining  a  witness. 
which  is  the  most  difficult  branch  of  the 
practice  of  law  that  I  know  of,  the  art 
of  cross-examination,  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Langbb]. 

I  now  proceed  to  another  subject. 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler,  who  ex- 
posed the  alien  property  frauds,  and  con- 
ducted many  other  investigations,  is 
quoted  in  a  column  by  John  0'E>onnell. 
printed  in  the  New  York  Daily  News  of 
October  1,  iai54,  and  I  can  say  to  the 
Senate  that  Senator  Whec^ler  himself 
has  told  me  of  this;  and  I  have  interro- 
gated members  of  his  family,  to  tee 
whether,  in  fafct,  this  statement  is  a  cor- 
rect one,  because  I  wish  to  try  to  be 
fair  with  everyone.  Senators  who  have 
served  here  for  many  years  certainly 
know  that  Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler 
is  one  of  the  greatest  lawyers  ever  to 
serve  in  this  body,  and  today  he  enjoys 
a  splendid  practice  in  Uie  Nation's  Capi- 
tal. I  now  quote  from  a  statement  made 
by  him: 

If  they  think  that  Senator  McCabtrt  has 
been  abusive  and  harsh  to  evasive  and  dodg- 
ing witnesses,  let  them  go  back  and  rtad 
the  transcripts  of  my  examinations.    I  went 


far  beyond  McCaxtbt.  So  did  the  isfe  Sen- 
ator Jtm  Reed,  of  Missouri,  in  his  cross- 
examinations.  And  bear  this  in  nxind.  We 
were  only  trying  to  uncover  graft  and  cor- 
ruption. Treason  and  betrayal  of  the  coun- 
try Is  far  more  serious  than  grand  larceny 
and  fraud. 

He  was  referring,  I  think,  to  his  ques- 
tioning of  the  then  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States.  Harry  Daughert^r,  and 
the  head  of  the  Alien  Property  Division, 
a  man  by  the  name  of  Miller,  I  believe, 
at  that  time  a  highly  respected  man  from 
the  State  of  Delaware,  as  I  undenstand. 
It  seems  that  Mr.  Miller  was  conylcted. 

Mr.  Daugherty,  I  believe,  had  two  mis- 
trials, and  finally  the  case  was  disiaissed. 

CONCLTTSIOIfS  Or  LAW 

Before  concluding  my  remarks  con- 
cerning the  law  and  the  facts  of  this 
action.  Mr.  President  and  respected  col- 
leagues, I  want  to  briefly  review  the  main 
points  of  law  concerning  which  I  have 
spoken  at  some  length.  These  points 
are  of  extreme  importance,  and  must  be 
seriously  considered.  They  have  no 
bearing  on  personalities  involved  In  this 
issue.  They  are  for  the  guidance  of  the 
Senate  in  this  case  and  in  any  similar 
case  which  may  arise  in  the  future. 

First.  The  Constitution  does  not  au- 
thorize a  censure  action,  as  such.  Estab- 
lished precedents  of  the  Senate  provide 
for  punishment  for  disorderly  behavior, 
after  committee  consideration  of  what 
action  should  be  taken,  and  subsequent 
discussion  and  vote  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  The  Bingham  case  was  a  de- 
parture from  the  established  Senate  pro- 
cedure, and.  in  my  opinion,  should  not  be 
followed  in  this  case. 

Second.  The  wording  of  Senate  Reso- 
lution 301,  83d  Congress,  states  no  cause 
for  disciplinary  action  by  the  Senate  as 
contemplated  by  the  Constitution.  It 
fails  to  comply  with  the  sixth  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution,  in  that  It  does 
not  inform  the  accused  Senator  of  the 
nature  and  cause  of  the  accusatioii.  The 
essential  element  of  the  alleged  offense  of 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  not  stated 
in  the  indicting  resolution — ^to  wit:  dis- 
orderly behavior.  In  the  case  of  United 
States  v.  Potter  (56  P.  83).  the  court 
said: 

In  order  properly  to  Inform  the  accused 
of  the  nature  and  cause  of  the  accusation, 
within  the  meaning  of  this  amendmemt  and 
of  the  rules  of  common  law,  not  only  must 
all  the  elements  of  the  offense  be  stated  in 
the  indictment,  but  they  must  also  be  stated 
with  clearness  and  certainty. 

In  other  words,  if  a  Senator  is  to  be 
punished  for  disorderly  behavior,  as  is 
permitted  under  the  Constitution,  he 
must  be  charged  with  disorderly  be- 
havior, not  with  conduct  unbecoiplng  a 
Senator  or  conduct  contrary  to  sena- 
torial traditions. 

Third.  Congress  has  the  constitutional 
power  to  make  all  laws  necessary  and 
proper  for  carrying  into  execution  the 
powers  vested  by  the  Constitution  in 
them.  They  may  provide  by  law  for 
punishment  of  contempts,  of  affrays  or 
tumult  in  their  presence,  but  until  the 
law  be  made,  it  does  not  exist,  and  does 
not  exist  from  their  own  neglect. — See 
reference  Jefferson'^  Manual  on  page  5 
of  this  brief. 


Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President^ 
will  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield  for  a 
question?  

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pta- 
ctrsoir  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Iowa? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  happy  to  yield, 
although  I  know  that  the  11  Judges  now 
present  are  very  anxious  to  have  me 
suspend.    However,  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Idaho. 

In  the  first  place,  I  wish  to  say  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  has  made  a  most 
exhaustive  study  of  the  sltviation  in- 
volved in  this  matter,  and  I  commend 
him  for  the  thoroughness  of  his  exam- 
ination of  it. 

For  my  own  information,  because  I 
have  not  looked  up  this  point,  and  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  has  spoken  of  the  traditions  of  the 
Senate,  I  should  like  to  ask  him  whether, 
In  the  hlst(M7  of  the  Senate,  the  Senate 
has  ever  voted  oC3cial  censure  or  official 
condemnation  for  words  spoken  by  a 
Senator  either  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate or,  in  his  official  capacity,  in  com- 
mittee activities,  or  spoken  otherwise? 

Mr.  WELKER.  Tliat  never  has  hap- 
pened, insofar  a.s  I  have  been  able  to 
ascertain  from  the  research  I  have  con- 
ducted.             

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  wish  to  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Idaho  that  I  cer- 
tainly agree  with  him  that  words  of  vio- 
lence and  inteaaperance  have  been 
spoken  from  time  to  time  by  Members 
of  the  Senate  ^ther  in  committee  or  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate;  and  over  the 
years,  during  my  service  here.  I  per- 
sonally have  heard  some  of  them  spoken. 
Let  me  say  there  is  a  remedy  which  will 
reach  q)oken  words  that  are  considered 
to  be  offensive. 

Mr.  WELKER.    Without  a  doubt. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  remedy 
Is  to  can  the  Senator  to  OTder.  If  the 
words  are  spoken  <m  the  floor  of  the 
Smate.  The  rule  forbids  such  a  Sena- 
tor to  proceed,  after  being  called  thus 
to  ordM",  except  upon  motion  authorizing 
him  to  proceed  in  order.  I  have  seen 
that  sanction  Imposed  <m  certain  occa- 
sions during  my  aanrioe  m  the  Senate. 

However,  so  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no 
precedent  in  the  hlsttxy  of  the  United 
States  Senate  wherein  official  notice  has 
been  taken,  by  may  of  condemnation  or 
official  criticism  or  censure,  of  wchxIs 
Mpcktn  by  a  Senator  either  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  or  In  committee  or  at  any 
other  place.  I  am  trying  to  get  some 
of  these  matters  clear  in  my  own  mind, 
and  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  about  that  point 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  distinguished 
senior  Senator  f  fom  Iowa,  outstanding 
lawyer  that  he  is,  is  eminently  correct, 
Judging  from  the  research  that  I  have 
made.  I  should  like  to  be  aM?rlsed  of 
any  case  in  which  any  Senator  has  ever 
been  censxu^ed  or  been  the  subject  of 
disciplinary  action  of  any  kind  for  words 
spc^en  either  on  or  M  the  floor  of  the 
United  States  Senate,  other  than  to  re- 
eelve  a  ndnor  slap  on  the  back  of  the 
hand,  so  to  speak.  I  refer  to  the  pro- 
cedure under  rule  XIX.  paragraphs  2 


and  4,  which  requires  a  Senator  who 
Is  called  to  order  to  take  his  seat,  where- 
upon he  is  not  allowed  to  proceed  luitll 

a  motion  to  permit  him  to  proceed  in 
order  is  made  and  agreed  to.  All  Sena- 
tors agree  that  such  an  act  is  merely 
perfiuictory;  but  that  is  the  customary 
procediu%  in  such  a  case. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Then  is  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  arguing  somewhat 
along  this  line:  that  the  ball  game  has 
always  been  played  under  the  rule  that 
one  has  to  hit  the  ball  within  the  base 
lines,  or  else  it  is  a  foul;  but  suddenly, 
after  the  play  has  commenced  and  after 
the  game  has  gone  on  for  a  long  time, 
we  are  told.  "Well,  we  have  changed  the 
rules,  and  now  we  will  apply  a  new 
rule" — one  which  never  in  the  history  of 
the  Senate  has  been  applied  or  attempted 
to  be  applied.  Is  that  a  brief  summa- 
tion of  a  part  of  the  argument  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  has  been  making? 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  is  abso- 
lutely correct  If  he  had  been  present 
yesterday  he  would  have  heard  me  argue 
at  length  that  Senator  McCartht  Is  not 
the  issue  in  this  case.  Day  after  to- 
morrow it  might  be  the  Senator  from 
Iowa,  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
(Mr.  LamgebI,  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  HoLUuvD],  or  any  other  Senator. 
There  is  involved  the  precedent  of  pick- 
ing out  one  man  and  making  him  the 
whipping  boy.  Such  a  precedent  has 
never  been  heard  of  before  in  the  United 
states  Senate. 

Senators  will  recall  that  I  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  Judges  yesterday  tbe 
fact  that  actual  physical  violence  was 
involved  in  the  case  of  four  United  States 
Senators.  Those  cases  were  pul^cized 
all  over  the  United  States — ^yes,  all  over 
the  world — and  no  man  had  the  temerity 
evoi  to  suggest  a  censure  resolution 
based  upon  their  conduct,  even  though 
the  facts  were  admitted  by  alL^  Had  a 
oensure  resolution  been  brought  forUi. 
it  would  have  been  within  the  limitations 
of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
and  would  have  been  limited  to  a  charge 
of  disorderly  behavior. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  thank  the 
Senator.  I  was  not  trying  to  put  words 
In  his  mouth.  I  was  asking  questions 
because,  as  I  imdn^tood  a  part  of  his 
argument  yesterday,  it  was  based  on  the 
theory  that  there  is  an  entirely  unlnioken 
line  of  precedoits  in  the  experience  of 
the  past  170  years;  and  that  no  Smator 
has  ever  been  sidijected  to  official  cen- 
sure because  of  w<xxls  spoken.  That  is 
not  the  principle  which  is  sought  to  be 
mvoked  in  this  case.  What  is  sought  Is 
contrary  to  the  unbroken  line  of  prece- 
dents of  the  past  I  und^'stood  that  the 
Senator  touched  on  that  point  yesterday 
in  a  part  of  his  argmnent  and  I  wished 
in  a  part  whether  or  not  he  was  at- 
tempting to  develop  that  field. 

Mr.  WELKER.  That  is  correct.  I  re- 
fer to  it  in  my  statement  of  conclusions. 

Let  me  say  to  my  distinguished  and 
able  friend,  the  senior  Senator  f ran  Iowa, 
that  I  am  not  so  much  concerned  about 
what  happens  to  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  This  is  not  a  fight  among 
individual  Senators.  I  do  not  know  how 
many  people  dislike  me — ^I  hope  not 
many.  I  have  attempted  to  help  my  col- 


leagues in  the  interest  of  the  presenra- 
tion  of  the  great  precedents  of  this  bo<!^. 

Mr.  LANQER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  tor  a  question? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
my  friend,  the  senior  Senator  from 
North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I,  too.  wish  to  compli- 
ment the  Senator  on  the  very  masterly 
address  he  is  delivering.  I  wish  to  carry 
the  argument  of  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  one  step  further.  In 
all  the  research  made  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Idaho,  has  be  dU- 
covered  any  case  in  the  entire  history 
of  the  Senate  in  which  any  Senator  has 
ever  been  censured  for  refusing  to  accept 
an  invitation  to  appear  before  a  com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  WELKER.  There  is  no  such  case. 
let  me  say  to  my  distinguished  friend, 
the  great  lawyer  who  is  the  chairman  of 
oiu*  Judiciary  Committee. 

On  the  other  hand.  I  have  related  to 
this  body  of  Judges,  which  now  consists 
of  about  10.  including  I  member  of  the 
select  committee,  that  the  great  Robert 
M.  La  Follette,  Sr..  loved  by  me.  and  by 
the  immortal  William  K  Borah,  of  my 
own  State,  defied  the  Ccunmittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections.  Kiajtifw^  the 
papers  down  on  the  table,  and  said,  **I 
will  say  good  morning  to  the  conunlttee.** 
No  on  dared  to  attempt  to  censure  him. 

Mr.  LANQBR.  Let  me  say  to  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  f lu-ther  that,  as  I  re- 
member, the  senior  Senator  La  Annette 
even  said  he  would  defy  a  subpena  in 
case  he  was  subpenaed  to  i^pear  before  » 
committee,  on  the  ground  that  It  had  no 
authority  to  ccmipel  a  Senator  to  appear 
before  any  group  of  Senators. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  is  cor* 
rect. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President  will  tbo 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WELJEER.  I  am  glad  to  yidd  to 
my  friend  from  South  Didkota.  Again. 
let  me  say  that  I  am  beoooilng  very 
weary.    IhdH^elcananswerhisquBsttan. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  merely  widi  to  ask  tbo 
qiiestion  if.  in  the  histanee  referred  U^— 
and  I  am  asking  pur^  for  information  ■ 
Senator  La  FoUette  eombtned  derogatory 
language  with  his  refusal  to  oooperafea 
with  the  committee? 

Mr.  WEEjKER.  I  do  not  siq^poae  that 
woold  have  had  any  possible  bearing  on 
the  case.  As  in  the  ease  before  the  Sen- 
atoR's  conmilttee,  the  aoeosed  Senator 
had  been  denied  the  rifl^t  of  cro8S-ezam- 
hiing  his  accusers.  The  La  FoDette  eaaa 
was  a  far  more  vicious  case.  That  great 
man  had  been  aocoaed  of  being  pro- 
Oerman  and  of  giving  aid  and  oomf ort 
to  the  enemy.  When  Atlee  Pomerene^ 
the  great  Senator  from  Otoio,  asked  lilm 
to  appear.  Senator  La  FoDeite  certainly 
''laid  it  on  the  Une." 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  re- 
fers to  derogatory  language.  Hie  adset 
committee  had  better  start  preparing  a 
resolution  of  censure  against  me  beeaaae 
when  I  resigned  from  the  Olltatte  Sob- 
eommittee  on  Prtvileces  and  Kleettens  my 
language  certainly  could  not  have  boaa 
interpreted  to  mean  that  I  was  tbe  mast 
temperate  Member  of  the  United  States 
Senate. 


16104 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


November  17 


>i 1 


195^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


16105 


The  Suoreme  Court  hu  said,  in  the  case  of     nnnlRhMl  fnr  twin  niHor  t/»  his  »lM>t.1nn       Pral     TAwt/>n     KtAfpH     with     rAcrwwf    *j\ 


16101 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


November  17 


I 


Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the 
Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  WEUOSR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  point  Z  sought  to 
bring  out  was  that  in  the  first  count  in 
this  case  thoe  are  two  elements,  namely, 
the  failure  to  help  the  committee  to 
funetitm  and  the  use  of  abusive  lancniage. 
which  the  committee  felt  a>mblned  to 
obstruct  the  legislative  processes  of  the 
Senate;  I  h«ve  previously  pointed  out 
during  the  day  that  in  some  cases  one 
element  is  absent  and  in  otiier  cases  the 
other  element  Is  absent.  Very  appropri- 
ately, the  Senator  from  Idaho  has  cited 
a  number  of  cases  for  the  consideration 
of  Senators.  In  the  La  Follette  case 
there  was  apparently  a  definite  rejection 
of  cooperation  with  the  committee,  but 
perhaps  not  the  c(»nbination  with  abu- 
sive language.  In  some  of  the  other 
cases  the  Senator  has  cited  there  was 
abusive  language,  but  not  the  failure  to 
cooperate.  It  must  always  be  a  case  for 
judgment  as  to  whether  the  denunciation 
of  the  committee  and  the  failure  to  co- 
operate are  of  such  degree  that,  in  the 
terms  of  the  words  used  by  Mr.  Williams, 
counsel  for  Senator  McCartht,  in  the 
memorandum  brief  filed  with  us.  it 
amounts  to  an  obstruction  of  the  legis- 
lative processes  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.WEI^ER.  Let  me  reply  to  my  dis- 
tinguished friend,  whom  I  respect  highly, 
that  there  has  never  been  a  precedent  in 
the  165  years  of  this  Republic  wherein  a 
resolution  of>censure  was  directed  against 
a  Senator  for  language  used.  Intemperate 
or  otherwise.  If  such  were  not  the  case, 
I  wonder  what  position  we  would  be  in. 
in  the  case  of  the  man  we  are  trying 
today  before  this  great  body  of  Judges, 
now  consisting  of  about  8  or  9.  when  all 
96  should  be  present,  if  every  Senator 
Who  had  used  abusive  or  Intemperate 
language  against  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  should  have  a  censure  reso- 
lution brought  against  him.  Heaven 
knows.  We  would  work  around  the  clock. 
24  hours  a  day.  because,  as  Senators 

know — and  I  am  the  first  to  admit  it 

the  jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  a 
controversial  figure.  Certainly  intem- 
perate, vile,  and  vicious  language  has 
been  used  against  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  direcUy  and  by  impli- 
eation. 

I  further  say  to  the  Senate  that  from 
the  bottom  of  my  heart  I  am  wondering. 
If  this  precedent  Is  established,  where  in 
heaven's  name  we  will  go  and  what  will 
happen  to  those  who  accused  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  in  the  amendments  to 
the  resoluticm  of  behig  a  liar,  and  who 
used  other  lnt«nperate  language,  when 
he  accused  Annie  Lee  Moss  of  beiiog  a 
Communist.  That  was  the  No.  1  charge 
on  which  they  expected  to  "get"  the 
jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  CASE.  Of  course,  they  did  not  get 
anywhere  with  the  select  committee  on 
that  count. 

Mr.WELKER.  Yes;  and  does  the  Sen- 
ator know  why  they  did  not  get  any- 
where? It  was  because  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  documented  that  case  on  August 
2.  before  the  select  committee  even  looked 
at  the  case.    Two  days  thereafter  the 


Army  discharged  her.  I  refer  the  Senator 
to  the  U.  S.  News  ft  World  Report. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  from  Idaho 
performed  a  very  valuable  service  to  the 
country  and  to  the  Senate  in  that  re- 
spect   

Mr.  WELKER.  I  wish  to  say  to  my 
distinguished  friend  from  South  Da- 
kota— and  this  is  not  an  attempt  to  gain 
votes — that  I  would  as  readily  do  what 
little  I  have  done,  as  I  said  yesterday. 
for  a  man  whom  I  detested,  as  I  would 
for  the  Jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

I  am  a  great  believer  in  justice.  I  see 
before  me  a  Senator — and  I  shall  not 
name  him,  but  all  Senators  know  him — 
who  has  not  once  but  twice  come  into 
the  Senate  with  the  shadow  of  nearly 
every  sort  of  dishonest  political  charge 
made  against  him  that  could  possibly  be 
made  against  any  .Senator.  Yes,  com- 
mittees even  reported  that  he  not  be 
seated  and  that  he  be  thrown  out  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  He  is  get- 
ting along  in  years  now.  He  knows  that 
I  will  stand  up  for  him  any  day  of  the 
year. 

What  happened  when  the  sovereign 
State  he  represents  sent  him  back  hare 
with  the  overwhelming  majority  he  al- 
ways enjoys?  I  do  not  know  how  many 
hundreds  of  vicious  and  vile  charges 
were  filed  against  my  friend. 

As  I  have  said  repeatedly,  the  greatest 
honor  that  ever  came  to  me  in  the  prac- 
tice of  law  was  when  that  distinguished 
man  came  to  me,  a  young  man  in  the 
practice  of  law,  and  said,  "Herman,  here 
are  some  charges  that  are  unfounded. 
Will  you  represent  me  before  the  Sen- 
ate?" 

I  told  him  It  would  be  the  greatest 
hcxior  that  had  ever  come  to  me  to  do 
what  little  I  could  to  defend  the  good 
name  of  a  man  I  loved  and  always  will 
love. 

That  is  the  kind  of  Senate  I  always 
want  to  see  preserved.  I  hope  when  the 
wolves  go  after  me,  as  surely  they  will  if 
the  pending  resolution  is  adopted,  that 
I  shall  have  someone  who  will  stand  up 
and  say  a  good  word  for  me.  Perhaps 
I  have  not  done  much,  but  I  have  done 
my  best. 

In  concluding  my  remarks.  I  should 
like  to  say  that  this  group  of  judges  cer- 
tainly is  patient.  There  are  now  8 
judges  In  the  Chamber.  That  is  not 
many,  out  of  the  96  who  may  establish 
here  a  precedent  that  will  haimt  us  the 
rest  of  our  Uves.  I  am  not  afraid  of  what 
might  happen  to  me.  I  am  afraid  of 
what  might  happen  to  the  great  Senate 
of  the  United  States.  As  I  have  said,  if 
a  censure  action  be  deemed  advisable 
as  a  disciplinary  process  of  the  Senate. 
the  Senate  should  set  up  such  a  procass 
by  its  own  rules  or  laws,  but  until  then. 
censure,  as  a  iwocedure  in  itself,  does  not 
exist.  Remember  that  the  Benton-Poote 
and  Tlllman-McLaurin  cases  were  not 
censure  proceedings,  censure  being  ordy 
considered  in  those  cases  as  a  means  of 
punishm^it  for  disorderly  behavior. 

Fourth.  Judicial  standards  of  Ameri- 
can Jurisprudence  should  apply  in  an 
action  of  this  nature. 

I  like  to  refer  again  to  the  great  dis- 
course made  on  this  subject  matter  Dy 


the  distinguished  Senator  and  great 
lawyer,  the  junior  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Daniel]. 

Such  standards  contemplate  a  Written 
accusation  in  compliance  with  the  sixth 
amendment.  They  Include  a  fair  and 
Impartial  trial  under  the  law  as  tt  now 
is.  The  entire  proceeding  carries  a  sup- 
position of  innocence  of  the  accused  until 
he  is  proven  guilty  beyond  a  reasonable 
doubt.  The  burden  is  on  the  accusers 
to  establish  the  guilt  of  the  accused  be- 
yond a  reasonable  doubt.  He,  the  ac- 
cused, is  entitled  to  be  confronted  with 
the  witnesses  against  him.  and  to  have 
counsel  for  his  defense. 

Fifth.  Charges  against  the  Senator  of  a 
criminal  nature,  such  as  income-tax  vio- 
lations. Federal  and  State  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Acts  violations,  and  other  charges 
made  by  the  Hemiings  committee  should 
not  and  could  not  be  considered  by  the 
Senate  in  this  action.  Precedent  against 
considering  such  charges  was  long  ago 
set  in  the  Humphrey  case  and  in  the 
King-Schumaker  case  heretofore  cited. 
The  Senate  was  held  to  have  no  juris- 
diction and  for  such  oflfenses  a  Member, 
like  any  other  citizen,  is  amenable  to  the 
courts  of  proper  jurisdiction. 

Sixth.  The  law  is  not  established  con- 
cerning punishment  of  a  Member  for  dis- 
orderly behavior  prior  to  his  election. 
The  House  Judiciary  Committee  consid- 
ered such  a  procedure  and  stated  its 
opinion  to  be  that  such  action  would  be 
an  abuse  of  power  and  an  excess  of  con- 
stitutional authority. 

Mr.  President,  in  order  to  expedite 
matters.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  at  this  point  in  my  remarks 
the  learned  discourse  on  the  problem  be- 
fore us  by  Mr.  James  M.  Beck,  doctor 
of  laws,  and  a  former  Solicitor  General 
of  the  United  States.  I  should  like  to 
read  it  again,  but  because  I  have  only  a 
private-first-class  guard  to  listen  to/me 
at  this  time,  I  think  it  would  be  useless. 
The  book  to  which  I  refer  is  The  Van- 
ishing Rights  of  the  States  from  which 
I  quoted  yesterday  afternoon.  To  my 
mind  it  is  a  profound  bit  of  authority, 
and  I  like  it  very  much. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  RtcoRO, 
as  follows : 

It  iB,  however,  equally  clear,  that  the  act 
which  would  Justify  hla  expulsion,  muat  haye 
taken  place  since  his  election,  vehat  he  did 
prior  to  his  election  and  qualiflcatlan  has 
been  passed  upon  by  the  people  of  his  State. 
In  a  political  sense.  It  is  res  adjudlcat&.  A 
candidate  for  the  Senate  might  hav9  been 
guilty  of  embezzlement  before  his  eltctlon. 
but  the  right  of  the  people  of  that  State 
to  send  an  embezzler  to  the  Senate,  If  It 
sees  fit.  Is  clear.  Such  decision  Is  the  sol* 
right  of  the  SUte. 

It  must  not  be  supposed  that  the  general 
grant  of  power  to  each  branch  of  Congrees 
to  determine  the  quallflcatlons  of  Its  Mem- 
bers gives  them  an  unlimited  discretion  In 
determining  the  question  of  membership  in 
the  body.  The  general  language  whioh  the 
Constitution  uses  must  be  read  in  connection 
with  the  entire  instrument  and,  thua  read. 
it  is  unreasonable  that  the  p>ower  to  Judge 
of  the  qualifications  of  Its  own  Memljem  was. 
or  Is,  Intended  to  destroy  the  rights  of  ths 
States  to  select  their  own  representatives  in 
Congress. 
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The  Supreme  Court  has  said,  In  the  caae  of 
V.  S.  V.  Ballin  (144  n   S.  1) : 

"The  Constitution  empxjwers  each  house 
to  determine  times  end  rules  of  proceedings. 
It  may  not  by  Its  rules  Ignore  constitutional 
restraints,  or  violate  fundamental  rights,  and 
there  should  be  a  reasonable  relation  be- 
tween the  mode  or  method  of  proceeding  es- 
tablished by  the  rule  and  the  result  which  U 
sought  to  be  attained." 

To  permit  the  Senate  to  expel  a  Senator 
on  the  ground  that,  before  his  election,  he 
had  been  either  a  fool  or  a  knave,  would 
revolutionize  our  theory  of  constitutional 
government.  All  this  had  been  passed  upon 
before  the  Constitution  was  framed  In  the 
great  John  Wilkes  c  introversy. 

The  next  pertinent  provision  Is  the  last 
paragraph  of  sectioa  6,  which  reads  aa  fol- 
lows: 

•  •  •  •  • 

The  author  has  thus  quoted  every  perti- 
nent provision  of  th?  Constitution.  Reading 
them  together.  It  s^ems  too  clear  for  argu- 
ment that  each  Sta-  e  has  the  right  to  select 
from  its  people  ar.y  representative  in  the 
Senate  that  It  seei;  fit.  irrespective  of  hla 
Intellectual  or  moral  qualifications,  and  that 
the  only  limitations  upon  such  choice  are. 
that  he  shall  be  30  years  of  age,  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States  for  at  least  9  years,  an 
Inhabitant  of  the  State,  and  that  he  shall 
not  hold  any  office  under  the  United  States, 
and  that  he  shall  not  have  engaged  In  In- 
surrection or  rebellion  against  the  United 
States,  or  given  aid  or  comfort  to  the  enemies 
thereof,  unless  In  tl^e  latter  contingency,  the 
Congress,  by  a  vote  of  two-thirds.  shaU  re- 
move such  disability. 

In  aU  other  respe<  ts  the  right  of  the  State 
is  absolute  and  unimpaired.  A  State  may 
have  selected  a  Member  of  the  Senate  or  se- 
cured his  homlnatl'in  by  unworthy  means. 
He  may  have  spent  more  to  secure  such 
nomination  than  many  would  think  proper 
or  legitimate.  He  may  be  InteUectually  un- 
fitted for  the  high  o.ilce.  and  his  moral  char- 
acter may.  In  other  respects,  leave  much  to 
be  desired. 

The  people  of  the  United  States  may  justi- 
fiably think  that  the  State  has  sent  to  Con- 
gress an  unfit  man.  who  could  add  nothing 
to  Its  deliberations,  imd  whose  Influence  may 
well  be  pernicious.  Nonetheless,  the  State 
has  the  right  to  send  him.  It  Is  Its  sole 
concern,  and  to  nullify  Its  choice  Is  to  de- 
stroy the  basic  rigfct  of  a  sovereign  State, 
and  amounts  to  a  revolution. 

In  this  matter  we  must  not  be  pragmatlsts. 
If  the  Senate  has  the  right  to  nuUlfy  the 
action  of  a  sovereign  State  in  this  matter  for 
good  reasons,  tt  has  equaUy  the  right  to 
nullify  it  for  bad  reasons.  The  State  may 
send  a  repre8entatl\  e  to  the  Senate,  who 
has  the  intellectual  abUlty  of  Webster,  and 
the  unimpeachable  nriorallty  of  Oeorge  Wash- 
ington, but  he  may  be  a  member  of  a  politi- 
cal party  which,  at  the  time.  Is  in  a  minority. 
If  the  Senate  rejects  Buch  a  man  It  is  possible 
that  the  plain  U8uri)ation  of  the  power  of 
the  State  cannot  be  questioned  In  any  Ju- 
dicial proceeding.  The  sole  remedy  may  be. 
as  In  the  case  of  John  Wilkes,  In  an  appeal 
to  the  people,  but  v.-hlle  the  victim  might 
represent  the  majority  of  the  people  of  his 
State,  his  party's  representation  In  the  Sen- 
ate might  well  be  only  a  minority,  and  thus, 
the  right  of  one  State  to  select  Its  own  rep- 
resentative could  be  nullified  as  long  as  a 
majority  of  the  Senate,  composed  of  the  rep- 
resentatives of  other  States,  saw  fit  to  refuse 
him  his  credentials,  or  as  long  as  two-thirds 
of  the  Senate  saw  fit  to  expel  him. 

If  such  a  power  eziKts,  then  the  greatest  of 
all  States'  rights  has  become  little  more  than 
a  scrap  of  paper. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  there  is 
no  precedent  whereby  a  Member  can  be 


punished  for  acts  prior  to  his  election. 
The  select  committee  stated  "f  rcxn  an  ex- 
amination and  study  of  all  available 
precedents  •  •  •"it  was  their  opinion 
that  the  Senate  has  such  power.  A  study 
of  the  citations  made  to  support  such  a 
conclusion  fails  to  disclose  a  single 
precedent  concerning  punishment  of  a 
Member  for  acts  prior  to  his  election. 
The  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Privileges 
and  EHections  which  considered  the 
charges  against  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  for  a  period  of  almost  2  years 
prior  to  his  election  held  the  opix)site 
view  to  that  of  this  select  committee. 
See  page  52a  of  the  report  of  the  inves- 
tigation under  Senate  Resolution  187, 
82d  Congress. 

I  refer  to  the  Gillette-Hennings  com- 
mittee, which  made  its  final  report  to  the 
Senate.    I  read: 

A  number  of  its  aspects  have  become  moot 
by  reason  of  the  1952  election.  Such  facts 
therein  as  were  known  to  the  people  of  the 
States  particularly  affected  have  been  pfissed 
upon  by  the  people  themselves  in  the  elec- 
tion. 

This,  to  me,  seems  to  be  fundamental, 
good,  common  horsesense. 

Should  the  opinion  of  the  select  com- 
mittee prevail  in  this  action,  and  it  is 
only  an  opinion  with  no  backing  of  es- 
tablished precedent,  countless  discipli- 
nary actions  could  be  instituted,  includ- 
ing expulsion  of  Members  for  acts  com- 
mitted at  any  time  in  the  past.  Elec- 
tions could  be  nulUfied  and  State  elector- 
ates could  be  thwarted  in  their  choice  of 
Senators.  To  say  the  establishment  of 
such  a  precedent  would  be  dangerous 
would  be  only  mildly  expressing  the  pos- 
sible disastrous  effects  of  such  a  pohcy. 

The  General  Zwicker  incident  is  a 
question  of  fact  more  than  of  law.  The 
true  facts  cannot  be  adjudged  by  the 
printed  testimony.  More  important 
than  the  printed  words  is  the  demeanor 
of  the  witness  on  the  stand,  his  inflec- 
tions of  voice,  his  manner  of  testifying, 
whether  he  manifests  any  bias  or 
prejudice  for  or  against  the  one  accused. 
Yet  the  select  committee  arrived  at  a 
conclusion  without  consideration  of  these 
factors  and  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
will  have  to  do  likewise,  if  they  vote  to 
censiu'e. 

Mr.  President,  in  interrogating  the 
members  of  the  select  committee  with 
respect  to  what,  if  any,  consideration 
they  gave  to  the  man  who  raised  his 
hand  to  God  and  swore  that  within  12 
to  14  inches  of  his  ear  he  heard  General 
Zwicker  call  the  man  on  trial,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  an  s.  o.  b.,  I 
brought  that  out  to  show  the  attitude, 
the  demeanor,  and  so  forth,  of  the  wit- 
ness. I  cannot  beUeve  we  can  do  a  re- 
take of  the  testimony  of  a  witness  on 
the  stand.  If  so,  I  can  assure  the  mem- 
bers of  the  select  committee  that  I 
should  Uke  to  go  back  to  the  practice 
of  law  and  do  a  retake  on  a  few  of  my 
mistakes,  because  I  could  dress  them  up 
very  nicely  and  I  would  not  make  the 
mistakes  I  made  at  the  triaL 

I  asked  my  distinguished  friend  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  EKViifl  if  he  had 
given  any  consideration  to  what  Gen- 


eral  Lawton  stated  with  respect  to 
whether  there  was  any  animosity  be- 
tween General  Zwicker  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.  It  was  a  con- 
clusion of  law,  but  the  select  committee 
has  used  conclusions,  hearsay,  and  about 
everything  rymow  of  in  the  books  that 
would  be  excluded  in  a  court  of  justice. 

I  think  my  friend  from  North  Caro- 
lina said  in  response  to  my  question  that 
he  had  heard  it  discussed  that  Geoueral 
Lawton  had  the  impression  that  Zwicker 
did  not  Uke  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  or  the  committee. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  am  nearing  the 
end  of  this  extensive  presentation  of  my 
views  on  the  law  and  the  facts  concern- 
ing the  proposed  censure  of  Senator  Mc- 
Cartht. I  have  tried  conscientiously  to 
present  the  law  as  it  is  and  as  it  has 
been  construed  in  past  similar  incidents. 

If  I  am  denied  the  right  to  be  heard  l>y 
all  the  judges  I  am  proud  of  the  fact  that 
Joe  and  Jean  McCarthy  are  friends  of 
mine.  If  I  am  denied  such  right  to  be 
heard,  then  justice  has  indeed  gone  a 
long  way  down  the  drain. 

I  have  tried  to  keep  personalities  out 
of  this  matter.  I  knew  the  allegation 
would  be  made  that  the  "Charlie  Mc- 
Carthy" of  Joe  McCarthy  was  here  try- 
ing to  defend  him.  Under  similar  cir- 
cumstances I  would  defend,  with  any 
ability  I  may  have,  any  fellow  Senator 
upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  regardless 
of  political  faith  or  of  the  State  whence 
he  comes. 

I  have  tried  to  show  the  inherent  dan- 
ger in  upsetting  the  old  precedents,  in 
disregarding  the  admonitions  contained 
in  Jefferson's  Manual,  in  the  sound  view 
presented  by  the  House  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee. I  sincerely  hope  that  a  code  of 
ethics  may  be  adopted  by  this  body  so 
that  Members  of  the  Senate  may  know 
their  rights.  So  that  they  may  not  be 
threatened  by  censure  for  acts  which  are 
not  specified  to  be  censurable.  So  that 
a  Member  will  not  be  tried  according  to 
the  passions  of  the  moment,  and  on 
charges  originally  prepared  by  a  com- 
mittee whose  headquarters  are  across 
the  street  in  the  Carroll  Arms  Hotel. 

That  was  established  by  the  fine  cross- 
examination  by  our  distinguished  and 
able  majority  leader  in  either  the  last 
part  of  July  or  the  early  part  of  August. 

Until  such  a  code  is  adop^  by  the 
Senate,  let  us  abide  by  the  established 
precedents,  under  the  Ccmstitution,  and 
dismiss  this  attempted  radical  departure 
from  precedent  as  a  nullity  from  its  in- 
ception. 

After  all.  the  American  people  have 
spoken.  The  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin always  will  be  a  controversial^- 
ure,  as  will  be  many  others  among  us. 
We  shall  have  our  friends,  and  we  shall 
have  our  enemies. 

The  people  of  the  Nation,  by  their  vote 
last  November  2,  took  away  from  the 
Junior  Senat(»-  from  Wisconsin  his  chair- 
manship of  the  Senate  Permanent  Sub- 
committee on  Investigaticms.  But.  as  a 
personal  observation.  I  hope  that  no 
Member  of  the  Senate — and,  in  my 
cpinicm.  they  are  all  great  Am^cans — 
ever  will  lessen  his  attacks  upon  and 
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his  efforte  to  defeat  the  tyranny  which 
would  dMUfiy  the  freedom  of  our  coun- 
try. The  first  freedosn  which  such 
tgnraiixar  woakl  seek  to  destroy  is  the 
greateet  deUberatlTe  body  in  the  world, 
the  United  States  Senate. 

Fleaae  ranember,  Mr.  Presidait  and 
my  re^)ected  coUeacues.  that  any  one  of 
us  today  sitttog  as  a  Judge  in  this  action 
may  tomorrow.  If  the  theory  of  the  select 
committee  shall  be  upheld,  be  sitting  as 
a  Judge  by  virtue  of  an  offense  unde- 
fined, not  proscribed,  by  rule  or  law.  and 
rei^Eu^ess  of  the  time  of  its  occurrence. 

aawiming  there  might  be  a  landslide 
▼ictary  for  Donocrats  or  Republicans^ 
let  us  assume,  for  the  purpose  of  argu- 
ment^ that  thore  might  be  in  Uie  Senate 
<^y  20  Republicans,  and  76  Democrats, 
or  vice  versa-4f  such  a  precedent  should 
be  set  as  the  adoption  of  the  pending 
resolution  would  establish.  God  help  any 
future  Senator  who  might  raise  his  voice 
In  a  manner  objectionable  to  the  mili- 
tant opposite  party.  I  pray  that  that 
will  never  happen.  I  feel  that  it  never 
will  happen,  because  I  am  confident  that 
the  people  of  the  sovereign  States,  whose 
rights  must  be  respected,  will  send  to  the 
United  States  Congress  only  great 
Americans,  both  Democrats  and  Repub- 
licans, who  would  not  stoop  to  such  a  low 
leveL  — 

I  heard  it  said  by  my  friend,  the  dis- 
tinguished Junior  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [lir.  Ervik],  when  he  closed 
his  ronarks— and  it  sounded  to  me  like 
the  argumenti  have  made  so  many  times 
whoi  I  have  attempted  to  defend  the 
defenseless  and  the  oppressed — ^WIU  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  be  men  and 
women?  In  effect,  he  said.  "^111  you 
have  the  nerve  and  the  integrity  to  go 
through  with  what  millions  of  Americans 
want  you  to  do?" 

Let  Senators  take  a  look  at  their  mall 
from  throughout  this  land.  The  moth- 
ers and  fathers  of  3  milliOQ  American 
boys — ^yes.  truly,  I  can  say  at  least  30 
million  people— are  watching  the  delib- 
eratkms  ol  the  Senate  today.  Th^ 
want  nothing  done  which  might  give  aid 
and  comf  mrt  to  the  enemy .~ 

Let  there  be  no  misunderstanding.  I 
would  never  accuse  any  select  commit- 
tee of  doing  that  I  am  accusing  the 
Kremlin  of  It  If  they  could  divide  this 
great  body  of  ours,  nothing  would  give 
them  more  hairiness,  nothing  would 
give  them  more  power. 

Let  us  not  hidulge  in  sheer  folly.  Let 
us.  I  pray,  quit  name  caUing.  Let  us 
bind  up  our  wounds,  if  that  is  possibte. 
I  have  seen  them  boimd  up  before  by 
statesmen  much  more  able  than  is  the 
man  who  is  on  trial  today.  I  have  heard 
the  immmrtal  Bob  Taft  abused  and  ma- 
ligned upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  by 
statesmen  of  great  repute.  But  after 
the  heat  and  passion  oi  debate  those 
men  realized  that  they  were  all  Members 
of  the  greatest  deliberative  body  in  the 

WCH-ld. 

We  cannot  allow  petty  folly  to  divide 
us.  God  help  us.  so  that  it  never  will 
divide  us. 

There  may  be  those  among  us  who 
might  in  the  heat  of  passion  think  it 


is  wise  and  political  to  censure  or  thut 
it  is  wise  and  political  to  invite  censute. 
But  Ood  give  them  strength  to  come  jbo 
their  senses,  because  they  know  npt 
what  they  think. 

Let  us,  I  pray,  leave  this  body  as  we 
found  it.  Let  us  not  destroy  it.  In  my 
concluding  remarks  I  wish  to  say  some- 
thing that  reflects  my  feeling  from  the 
bottom  of  my  heart  It  is  a  great  honor 
to  be  a  Member  of  this  body.  I  have 
had  my  Uttle  differences,  but  I  know 
that  I  have  many  friends  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  read  whBt 
was  said  by  a  Senator  who  was  leaving 
this  body  in  1917.  I  cannot  improve 
upon  his  language.  The  gentleman  was 
Senator  Clapp.  His  remarks  are  re- 
ported on  page  4913  of  volume  ^4, 
part  5.  of  the  Congressional  Record  fbr 
the  64th  Congress,  2d  sessioa  Oh.  how 
true  this  is.  Mr.  President: 

Z  beUeve  tlie  American  Senate  ia  the 
grandest  body  of  men  assembled  upon  tais 
earth.  We  have  our  differences,  our  stnig- 
glM,  our  rivalries,  and  our  ambitions.  But 
back  of  all  that  there  Is  a  genuineness  of 
friendship  which  I  doubt  can  be  found  else- 
where In  the  association  of  men  with  men. 
That  association,  in  its  closer  and  dally  rela- 
tions. I  am  about  to  terminate.  I  shall  look 
back  with  pleasure  to  these  associations  and 
the  kindnesses  that  have  been  shown  me  by 
one  and  all.  X  wish  for  one  and  all  the  full 
measure  of  happiness  and  success  and  with 
no  regrets  save  the  regret  of  separation  I 
shall  ever  remember  with  afTectlon  and  kind 
regard  my  association  and  the  kindness  with 
which  I  have  been  treated  by  my  fellow  Son- 
atdrs. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Judges,  especially 
the  few  who  have  honored  me  by  listen- 
ing to  this  long  discourse  on  what  I  con- 
sider to  be  the  law,  I  appreciate  their 
attention  from  the  bottom  of  my  heart. 

I  hope  that  I  am  correct  in  the  stand 
I  have  taken. 

I  have  about  ended  my  first,  and  I 
hope  my  last,  speech  upon  the  subject 
before  the  Senate  although  probably  I 
could  make  further  research  into  the 
subject  matter.  The  case  is  in  the  hands 
of  the  Judges,  who  are  sworn  to  hear  the 
evidence  and  try  the  facts.  Let  not  bit- 
terness be  in  your  hearts.  Let  the  spirit 
of  the  blind  goddess,  who  holds  the 
scales  of  Justice  in  equal  balance,  gov- 
ern your  deliberations,  for  this  time,  and 
for  all  time  to  come. 

I  thank  my  colleagues.  I  respect  them 
one  and  all. 


I 

THE  CASE  OP  JOHN  PATON  DAVl£S 

Mr.  JENNEB.  Mr.  President,  I  issued 
a  statement  yesterday  because  I  was  un- 
able to  obtain  the  floor.  At  this  time  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  the 
statement  prepared  by  me  printed  In 
the  body  of  the  Rbcors. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcokd,  as  follows: 

The  Cask  or  Joaif  Paton  Davies 
(Statement  by  Senator  Wqxzabc  E.  jEinrxa, 
chairman.  Senate  Internal  Security  Sub- 
committee) 

I  have  been  sAed  to  comment  on  the  dls- 
ulssal  of  John  P.  Davies.  Jr..  by  Secretary  of 
State  John  Foster  Dulles.    Of  coiuiBe  the  evi- 


dence available  to  the  State  Department 
Review  Board  may  have  differed  In  scope 
frotu  that  surveyed  2  years  ago  by  ttie  In- 
ternal Security  Subcommittee  undcpr  th» 
chairmanship  of  the  late  Senator  Pat  ICcCar- 
ran,  but  I  do  know  that  the  particular  epi- 
sode involving  Mr.  Davies  which  mov^d  the 
subconnnlttee  to  Investigate  was  considered 
at  great  length  by  the  Board.  Knowing  what 
that  episode  entailed.  I  am  greatly  surprised 
by  the  natiu-e  of  the  attack  by  columnists 
on  the  final  decision  by  Secretary  Duiles  to 
dismiss  Mr.  Davies.  These  columnists  would 
have  us  beUeve  that  Mr.  Davies  was  dis- 
missed because  of  an  expression  of  his  views 
that  proved  to  be  erroneous.  The  mutter  is 
much  more  serious  than  that  and  Involvea 
Mr.  Davies'  acts. 

In  November  1949,  John  Paton  Davies,  Jr., 
who  was  then  a  member  of  the  Policy  Plan- 
ning Board  of  the  State  Department,  sum- 
moned two  officers  of  the  Central  niteUi- 
gence  Agency  and  recommended  to  that 
Agency  that  six  named  persons  be  estab- 
lished as  a  unit  to  give  guidance  to  a  pro- 
posed CIA  operation  that  was  classified 
as  top  secret.  The  six  persons  were:  Agnes 
Smedley,  Anna  Louise  Strong,  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
John  K.  Fairbank,  Edgar  Snow,  and  Benja- 
min Schwartz. 

Agnes  Smedley.  Anna  Louise  Strong;  John 
K.  Fairbank  and  Edgar  Snow  have  since 
been  shown  by  the  record  of  the  Internal 
Security  Subcommittee  to  have  been  In- 
volved In  varying  degrees  with  Communlat 
activity.  At  the  time  it  will  be  recalled  that 
Miss  Smedley  had  Just  been  cleared  by  the 
Pentagon  after  General  WUloughby.  Oeneral 
MacArthur's  Intelligence  officer  in  Tokyo,  had 
linked  her  with  Soviet  espionage  activity. 
This  should  be  stated  because  sine*  that 
time,  the  Internal  Security  Subcommittee 
has  adduced  proof  of  ^hS^aa  Smedley's  Com- 
munist activities,  and  she  has  died  and  re- 
vealed that  the  executor  of  her  estate  was 
the  Chinese  Communist  Oeneral  Chu  Teh, 
to  whom  she  willed  all  her  property.  Now 
It  Is  generally  conceded  that  Oenerid  Wll- 
lougbby's  charge  was  completely  Justified, 
but  in  1949  a  general  in  the  United  States 
Army  was  publicly  reproved  by  the  Pentagon 
for  saying  what  has  since  been  accepted  by 
all  as  the  truth.  Such  was  the  official  at- 
titude toward  Miss  Smedley  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Davies  furtlier  proposed  that  John  K. 
Fairbank  be  the  head  of  this  unit  that  was 
to  give  guidance  to  the  CIA.  After  the 
CIA  officers  heard  his  proposal,  Mr.  Da- 
vies assured  them  that  two  of  these  people, 
at  least,  John  K.  Fairbank  and  his  wife,  were 
not  Communists  but  were  only  very  politi- 
cally sophisticated  people.  Other  contem- 
poraneous memoranda,  moreover,  revealed 
to  the  BUbcommittee  that  Mr.  Davies  lUened 
all  of  these  people  to  a  certain  sophisticated 
political  officer  then  with  the  CIA  who 
was  In  fact  vigorously  antl-Communlst.  He 
did  this  by  way  of  assuring  the  CIA  offlcen 
of  the  merit  of  his  proposal.  This  whole 
proposition  thus  belled  the  relationship  of 
double  agents. 

VSOien  Admiral  HUlenkoetter.  then  bead  of 
the  CIA.  heard  about  the  project,  he  got  in 
touch  with  the  FBI  to  check  the  security 
standing  of  the  personnel  Involved-  After 
he  had  talked  with  J.  Edgar  Hoover.  h«  sum- 
marily rejected  the  project.  Shtx-tly  there- 
after. Admiral  HUlenkoetter  left  the  CIA. 
Subsequently  at  least  four  other  officers  In 
the  CIA  who  opposed  the  Davies  recommen- 
dation were  eased  out  of  that  organisation, 
no  one  of  whom  has  been  defended  by  any- 
one so  far  as  I  can  learn. 

When  the  Internal  Seciirlty  Subcommittee, 
under  Senator  McCarran,  looked  Into  these 
facts,  the  Senators  were  shocked  by  what 
they  learned.  The  Senators  on  the  subcom- 
mittee were  clearly  convinced  that  what  Mr. 
Davies  was  recommending  was  not  a  double- 
agent  operation,  for  the  facts  did  not  allow 
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such  a  conclusion.  When  Davies  himself  was 
questioned  about  the  episode,  his  testimony 
was  found  to  be  so  unsatisfactory  that  the 
7  senators  on  the  aubcommlttee  unanl- 
moiisly  concluded  that  he  told  at  least  7 
untruths,  and  referred  the  record  of  the  case 
to  the  Department  ol  Justice  with  a  recom- 
mendation that  It  be  laid  before  a  grand 
Jury. 

In  dismissing  Mr.  Davies,  Secretary  Dulles 
stated: 

"I  have  reached  my  determination  as  the 
law  requires  on  the  basis  of  my  own  inde- 
pendent examination  of  the  record.  One  of 
the  facts  of  that  record  Is  the  unanimous 
conclusion  of  the  members  of  the  security 
board  that  the  personal  demeanor  of  Mr. 
Davies  as  a  witness  before  them  when  he 
testified  In  his  own  behalf  and  was  subject 
to  examination  did  not  lmi>oee  confidence  in 
his  reliability  and  that  he   was  frequently 


Ie«  than  forthright  in  his  response  to  ques- 
tions. Conclusions  thus  arrived  at  by  an 
Impartial  security  hearing  board  are,  I  be- 
Ueve, entitled  to  much  weight,  particularly 
when  those  conclusions  are  consistent  with 
the  written  record  which  I  have  examined." 

When  Gen.  Bedell  Smith  testified  under 
oath  before  the  Internal  Security  Subcom- 
mittee, he  stated  that  he  regarded  Mr. 
Davies  as  a  security  risk  but  acknowledged 
that  he  had  defended  Mr.  Davies'  loyalty — 
a  distinction  made  by  the  head  of  the  CIA 
that  some  Senators  had  difficulty  reconciling 
with  the  high  standard  that  should  be  set 
under  such  circumstances.  General  Smith 
explained  his  position  by  saying  he  did  not 
consider  any  person  to  be  disloyal  unless  he 
was  provably  guilty  of  treason. 

These  facts  and  others  all  belle  the  pres- 
ent criticism  of  Mr.  Davies'  dismissal,  which 


seems  to  be  growing  daily.  If  the  investiga- 
tive processes  of  the  Senate  are  allowed  to 
function,  I  should  like  to  see  the  whole  case 
openly  reviewed  by  the^Intemal  Security 
Subcommittee;  perhaps  then  we  would  more 
clearly  understand  what  forces  are  trjtag  to 
stifle  Investigation  of  security  risks  and  the 
elimination  of  such  risks  from  our  Oovem- 
ment. 


RECESS  TO  11  A.  M.  TOMORROW 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  move  that  the  Senate  stand  in  re- 
cess until  11  o'clock  tomorrow  momins. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  7 
o'clock  and  2  minutes  p.  in.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  tomorrow.  Thursday, 
November  18, 1954,  at  II  o'clock  a.  m. 


EXTENSIONS    OF    REMARKS 


latemational  Scientific  Cooperatioa 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 
or 

HON.  ALEXANDER  WILEY 

or  WISCONSIN 
IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Wednesday,  November  17, 1954 

Mr.  WILET.  Mr.  President,  science 
has  shattered  the  barriers  of  space  and 
time  in  this  atomic  age.  Here  in  this 
country,  the  overwhelming  proportion  of 
our  scientific  effort  is  devoted  to  creat- 
ing a  better,  more  prosperous,  more 
fruitful  life  for  our  people  and  the  peo- 
ples of  the  world.  Some  of  our  scientific 
effort  is  necessarily  devoted  to  the  needs 
of  our  own  national  defense.  But  much 
effort  is  also  expended,  in  cooperation 
with  the  scientists  of  other  nations,  in 
exploring  the  phenomena  of  this 
planet — the  ph3^ical  aspects  of  the  sky, 
of  the  waters,  and  of  the  ground. 

I  send  to  the  desk  a  summary  state- 
ment describing  United  States  coopera- 
tion with  the  forces  of  international  sci- 
ence.   It  points  out,  incidentally,  that — 

Each  of  the  fields  In  the  •  •  •  interna- 
tional program  (for  example,  meteorology, 
oceanography.  Ionospheric,  physics  and  cos- 
mic rays)  Is  characterized  by  Its  global  na- 
ture— 

I  nnphasize  "its  global  nature" — 

and  its  relation  to  solar  energy  and  disturb- 
ances. 

I  point  out  incidentally  that  our  forth- 
coming expedition  to  the  Antarctic  is  a 
part  of  our  program  of  national  scientific 
exploration,  as  well  as  of  International 
cooperation. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  sci- 
entific summary  be  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix of  the  CONGiESSiONAi.  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  sum- 
mary was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcord.  as  follows: 

SUUUJJLT    OK    iNmNATIOKAL    SCIENTmC 

CoopnuTioN 

The  International  geophysical  year  desig- 
nates a  major  research  effort  to  be  conducted 
cooperatively  by  many  nations:  29  are  now 
participants  and  others  are  expected  to  Join. 


This  program  encompasses  a  many-faceted 
investigation  of  our  planet:  the  surface  and 
core  of  the  earth,  the  oceans  and  their 
depths,   the   atmosphere. 

These  features  of  our  environment,  par- 
ticularly the  atmosphere  and  the  oceans, 
affect  the  dally  lives  of  all  Individuals,  the 
transactions  of  commerce  and  Industry,  the 
safe  conduct  of  land.  sea.  and  air  travel  and 
transportation,  and  the  range  and  reliability 
of  aU  radio  conununication  and  navigation 
systems.  "This  environment  controls.  In 
these  and  many  other  ways,  both  the  civilian 
and  defense  welfare  of  the  Nation. 

Our  knowledge  of  most  of  these  fields  Is 
presently  Inadequate.  In  large  measure  this 
stems  from  the  worldwide  nature  of  geo- 
physical events. 

Storms  forming  off  the  east  coast  of  Asia 
may  cause  a  cold  wave  to  surge  over  the 
United  States  a  week  later,  which  may  In 
turn  create  a  new  storm  In  the  mld-Atlantlc 
and  subsequent  fioods  and  snow  avalanches 
In  Europe.  Solar  fiares  create  magnetic  dis- 
turbances and  may  cause  failure  of  all  radio 
communications  over  an  appreciable  region  of 
the  earth.  Each  of  the  fields  in  the  prop>osed 
international  program  (for  example,  meteor- 
ology, oceanography,  ionospheric  physics,  and 
cosmic  rays)  Is  characterised  by  Its  global 
natxire  and  its  relation  to  solar  energy  and 
disturbances.  To  advance  In  these  fields  ac- 
cordingly requires  measurements  and  obser- 
vations all  over  the  world.  These  measure- 
ments, for  maximum  results  with  minimum 
effort,  must  be  made  simultaneously  by  all 
nations  so  that  the  worldwide  pattern  In  each 
field  can  be  established  and  so  that  the  rela- 
tionships between  fields  can  be  determined. 
These  technical  considerations  led  to  the 
proposal  of  the  International  Geophysical 
Tear,  and  the  period  of  time  chosen  for  this 
Intensive  research  program,  1957-58.  was 
chosen  largely  because  it  coincides  with  a 
period  of  maximum  sun-spot  activity. 

The  program  of  the  United  States  was 
formulated  by  the  United  States  National 
Committee  for  the  International  Geophysical 
Tear.  This  committee  was  established  by 
the  National  Academy  of  Sciences — National 
Research  Council  as  the  adherelng  body  of 
the  United  States  to  the  International  (Coun- 
cil of  Scientific  Unions.  The  committee  was 
assisted  In  its  plans  by  leading  scientists  of 
the  Nation  In  private  laboratories,  universi- 
ties, and  such  Federal  ageiK;le8  as  the  De- 
partments of  Defense  and  Commerce.  The 
United  States  program  Is  a  national  program, 
based  on  ovir  Nation's  needs.  It  encom- 
passes work  under  eight  major  categories: 
astro-geophysical  measurements,  meteorol- 
ogy,  oceanography ,  and  glaclology,  Ionospheric 


physics,  aurora  and  alrglow,  geomagnetism, 
cosmic  rays,  and  rocket  exploration  of  the 
upper  atmosphere.  The  researches  wlU  be 
conducted  In  four  maj<x'  geographical  regions 
of  importance  to  our  national  interests:  (1) 
Arctic  and  sub- Arctic:  (2)  middle  latitudes 
of  the  Northern  and  Southern  Hemispheres 
(including  the  United  States,  Central  Amer- 
ica, South  America,  and  adjacent  parts  of 
the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Oceans):  (3)  the 
equatorial  Pacific  (largely  the  Micronesia 
group  of  Island  possessions  and  tmst  terri- 
tories of  the  United  States);  and  (4)  the 
Antarctic  and  sub-Antarctic. 

This  program  of  basic  research  In  tb» 
earth  sciences  will  add  appreciably  to  our 
knowledge  and  understanding  of  the  several 
fields.  It  will  also,  because  geophysical  data 
have  Immediate  value  In  such  fields  as 
weather  and  radio-frequency  forecasting, 
provide  technical  Information  of  Immediate 
practical  value.  The  interest  of  the  Nation 
In  both  these  areas  has  been  carefully  ccm- 
sidered  by  many  scientists,  by  the  United 
States  national  committee,  and  by  the  Na> 
tional  Academy  of  Sciences.  It  has  been 
reviewed  and  approved  by  the  National  Sci- 
ence Board. 

The  Interests  of  the  Government  in  the 
program  are  exceedingly  great.  The  several 
agencies  having  responsibilities  in  various 
areas  Involving  or  depending  upon  geophysi- 
cal phenomena  are  acquainted  with  the  pro- 
gram. Members  of  several  of  their  staffs 
have  assisted  In  the  formulation  of  the  pro- 
gram. The  Bureau  d  the  Budget  requested 
reviews  by  the  Departments  of  State,  Defense 
and  Commerce,  the  Offloe  ot  Defense  Moblll- 
Eation,  and  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 
The  National  Science  Foundation  and  the 
Natl<Mial  Academy  of  Seienoes  have  also  con- 
sulted these  agencies.  Their  letters  of. 
endorsement  have  been  received. 

The  budget  for  the  scientific  program' to 
be  undertaken  by  the  varloxis  nations  Is 
estimated  to  total  approximately  $100  mil- 
lion. Each  nation  provides  for  its  own 
fimds;  no  pooling  of  fxmds  or  subsidies  are 
Involved.  The  United  States  sclentlflc  pro- 
gram caUs  for  total  expenditures  of  SIS 
million.  Of  this.  S2.5  mlUlon  are  required 
during  fiscal  year  1966  for  the  procurement 
of  sclentlflc  equipment  and  Instrumenta- 
tion— e.  g..  upper  atmosphere  rockets  and 
automatic  Ionospheric  recorders — having  a 
2-year  lead  time;  the  remaining  funds  wUl 
be  needed  In  fiscal  year  19Se.  Tlie  program 
Will  largely  be  conducted  by  grants  to  private 
research  institutions  and  univendttes;  exist- 
ing Federal  faculties,  where  unique  espsrl- 
ence  exists,  will  be  utilised  for  the  economte 
procurement  of  major  Items  of  spedaUasd 
equipment. 
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Thursday,  November  18, 1954 

(LegiMlaUot  day  of  WednetOaif,  Novent- 
berl9.19S4) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  ol, 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D..  offered  the  foQowlns 
prayer: 

O  Thon  great  Fftther  of  us  an.  we 
thank  Thee  for  the  glorious  revelation 
that  the  heart  of  the  etenial  Is  most 
wondrously  Und  and  that  we  can  come  as 
little  children,  trustful  and  happy,  to 
the  Ck)d  of  love.  All  the  tender  beauty 
of  our  human  love  and  the  care  for  others 
which  reaches  out  to  their  want  and  woe 
is  the  reflected  radiance  of  Thy  loving 
kindness,  even  as  moonlight  but  testi- 
fies to  the  blazing  sun,  which  fashions  It 
and  throws  its  silvery  mantle  over  the 
earth.  Since  Thou  art  our  Father,  may 
we  not  attempt  to  hide  our  sins  from 
Thee,  but  to  ov^come  them  by  the  stem 
comfort  of  Thy  healing  presence.  Know- 
ing that  we  live  in  a  universe  where, 
while  all  ia  love,  all  is  also  law,  reveal 
to  us  the  larger  goodness  that  speaks 
through  the  unbending  order  of  the 
world. 

And  now,  as  we  face  the  pressing  con- 
cerns of  this  day,  may  no  passing  irrita- 
tions rob  us  of  our  Joy  in  one  another. 
Forgive  IB  for  our  keenness  In  seeing 
human  fallings  and  our  slowness  In  being 
aware  of  the  virtues  of  those  who  toll  by 
our  side.  May  there  be  no  sharp  words 
that  woimd  and  scar.  And  may  no  rift 
of  opinion  widen  into  estrangement. 
May  there  be  nothing  in  this  day's  work 
of  which  we  shall  be  ashamed  when  the 
Sim  has  set.  nor  in  the  eventide  of  our 
own  brief  day  when  our  task  is  done  and 
we  have  finished  the  woi^  Thou  gavest 
us  to  do.  We  ask  It  an  in  the  Redeemer's 
name.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Kmowuam,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  Uxc 
Journal  of  Wednesday,  November  17, 
1954.  was  dispensed  with. 


SENATOR  FROM  DELAWARET 
Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  the  certificate  of  election  of  my 
colleague,  the  Junior  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware fMr.  Fbxah],  to  be  a  Senator  from 
that  State  for  a  term  of  6  years  begin- 
ning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1955. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
certificate  will  be  read. 

The  eertlflcate  of  election  was  read, 
and  ordered  to  be  placed  on  file,  as 
follows: 

Brarw  or  Dblawasx, 
BuuuTivs  DEPurrwaan, 
^^^^  Dover. 

Tb  the  Pa—uimr  of  th«  Sbn ate  of  th« 
Vmrwo  STATXS: 
^^  ta  to  certify  tliat  on  tlu  2d  day  of 
Iforeiuber  19S4,  J,  Aixnr  FIuab  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qusHfled  electors  of  tbe  State 
of  Delaware  a  Senator  from  said  State  to 
reprewut  laid  SUte  In  tbe  Senate  of  tbe 
United  States  for  a  term  of  6  years,  begin- 
ning on  tlxe  3d  day  of  January  1935. 


Hie  BneUeney.  our  Oovemor.  J. 
Caleb  Boggi.  and  our  aeal  hereto  afflxe#  at 
Dovor.  tills  Uth  day  oC  Noresiber.  In  the  yesur 
CCOVLom.  IBOi. 

J.  Caub  Bogcs, 

Covemdr. 
By  tbe  Governor: 

[SatL]  JOHX  N.  MCDOWBUL. 

Secretary  of  State. 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTION   OP 

ROUTINE  BUSINESS 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Mr.  President.  I 

ask  unanimous  consent  that  immediately 
following  the  quorum  call  there  may  be 
the  customary  morning  hour  for  the 
transaction  of  routine  business,  under 
the  usual  2 -minute  limitation  on 
speeches. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Secretary  will  caU  the  roU. 

■nie  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Abel 

Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Beau 

Bennett 

Brldgea 

Brown 

Bush 

Butler 

Byid 

Cai>ehart 

Carlson 

Case 

Chavez 

dementa 

Cotton 

Crlppa 

Daniel.  8.  O. 

Daniel,  Tex. 

Dlrksen 

Douglas 

Duff 

Dworshak 

Swtland 

Bnrln 

Pergxuon 

nanders 

R«ar 


Pulbrlght 

Qeorge 

OUlette 

Ooldwater 

Green 

Hayden 

Hendrlckson 

Hennings 

Hlckenlooper 

HUl 

Holland 

Hruska 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kilgore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Ijanger 

Lehman 

Leiuxou 

Long 

Magnuson 

ICalone 


Mansfield 

Martin 

McClellan 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastor* 

Payne 

Potter  I 

Purtell         f 

Robertson 

Russell 

Saltonstall 

Schoeppel 

Smith.  Mal«* 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Sparkmau 

Stennis 

Symington 

Thye 

Watkins 

Welker 

Wiley 

WlUUms 

Toung 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Bricker] 
is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate  on  of- 
ficial business. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  fMr. 
CocPKH].  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Cordon],  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[iSr.  McCarthy],  and  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Mn.i.TKnr]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Burke]  and  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellend»r] 
are  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr, 
Gore]  and  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Smathers]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr 
KxNNEDT]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  Illness. 

•nie  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Kerr]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  PRESroiNQ  OFFICER  (Mr.  Cahl- 
sowr  in  the  chair) .     A  quorum  is  present. 

Routine  business  is  now  in  order. 


,.i 


THE  DIXON-YATES  CONTRACT 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President.  In 
my  opinion,  one  of  the  most  deplorable 
aspects  incident  to  the  Dixon- Yales  con- 
tract has  been  the  lowering  of  the  stand- 
ards of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
which  heretofore  has  been  an  organiza- 
tion completely  removed  from  all  politi- 
cal ties  and  implications  so  far  as  the 
representation  of  the  two  politiOBl  par- 
ties is  concerned.  The  interjection  of 
political  lines  into  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  which  is  of  vital  importance 
to  American  industry  and  to  the  de- 
velopment of  our  country,  must  be 
greatly  deplored,  when  we  consider  the 
damage  such  interjection  has  done  to 
the  Commission's  vast  and  important 
duties. 

A  very  splendid  article  was  written  on 
the  subject  by  the  first  Chairmad  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission.  Mr.  David 
E.  Lilienthal,  and  published  in  the  St. 
Louis  Post-Dispatch  of  November  15 
1954. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  arti- 
cle may  be  incorporated  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  m  th-  Record. 
as  follows: 

The  PoLrncALmwo  or  ASC I 
President  Truman  had  nothing  to  do  with 
agency's  power  contracts  or  anything  else, 
always  conferred  with  all  members  ct  Com- 
mission, former  Chairman  says;  these  meas- 
ures were  essential  to  keep  It  out  of  poUUc*. 
Into  which  It  Is  now  plunged. 

A    LZTTXK    TO    THE    EDrrOB    OF    THB    HZW    TOUC 
TIMK8 

The  author  of  the  following  letter  was 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
from  1946  to  1950.  He  had  been  a  member 
of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  from  Its  Inception,  In  1983, 
to  194«,  the  last  5  years  as  chalrmaa 

"The  wrlU'r  has  been  distressed  to  note 
that  Increasingly,  during  the  past  year  or 
so.  In  the  press,  in  public  dlscussloos.  and 
In  the  public  mind  generally  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  has  come  to  be  thoxight 
of.  for  the  first  time  In  Its  history,  lo  term* 
of  political  aflUlatlons  or  obligation*  of  ita 
members. 

•'On  important  matters,  such  as  the  verdict 
In  the  Oppenhelmer  case  or  the  current 
Issue  over  the  Dixon-Yates  power  contract, 
the  confllcUng  views  of  the  CommKsionen 
have  been  reported  as  if  the  AEC  were  a 
bipartisan  body,  organized  on  political  lines 
or  even  as  an  arm  of  the  administration 
In  power. 

"Foi  example,  Chairman  Strauss  (although 
he  had  served  on  the  AEC  for  3^^  years  by 
appointment  of  President  Truman)  is  now 
commonly  Identified  In  the  press  aa  a  Re- 
publican member  or  an  Elsenhowier  ap- 
pointee In  contrast  with  Dr.  Smyth  Ift- 
Zuckert,  and  Mr.  Murray,  who  were  deecTlbed 
as  the  Democratic  members,  as  the  'Truman 
holdovers,  or  In  similar  poliUcal  terais. 

"an  ITNDELZBUUTS  CBANOX 

"This  has  now  come  to  be  more  than  merely 
a  matter  of  the  terminology  of  pubUc  dis- 
cussion and  Joxirnallsm. 

"A  fundamental  transformation  is  In  proc- 
ess in  the  very  character  of  the  body  en- 
trusted with  the  future  of  atomic  aclence, 
the  vast  atomic  Industry  and  nuclear  weao- 
oneerlng.  *^ 

"That  the  change  does  not  appear  to  haw 
been  a  deliberate  one  does  not  make  the 
result  any  less  dUturblng,  nor  the  potenUal 

consequences,    in    the    writer's    opinion     less 
injurious  to  the  national  Interest 
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*lt  therefore  aMma  relevant  to  recall  that 
Congreas.  In  IMA.  aaUhlUhart  tha  A.'BC  aa  a 
xuxaparUmasK  not  as  a  hlpartlaan.  body.     It 

WM  to  be  DonpoUtlcal,  not  bipoUtieaL 

"The  memben  of  tha  flxst  Oommtaalnn 
were  not  appointed  as  Democrata  or  Bepub- 
Ucans. 

"The  Democratlo  National  Committee. 
Democratic  llembers  at  Congreas.  and  Pr«al- 
dent  Truman,  either  as  head  of  his  party  or 
as  Chief  Executive,  liad  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  ASC's  contracts  for  power  supply, 
for  equipment,  the  location  of  plants,  or  the 
employment  of  personnel. 

"All  the  Commlsalonera  Joined  In  the 
AKC'a  communlcationi  to  the  Preaident;  ma- 
jor poUcy  discussions  with  the  Chief  Execu- 
tive were  almost  Invariably  between  the 
President  and  the  entire  Commission. 

"Such  practlcea  were  deemed  easentlal  to 
promote  and  preserve  the  Integral  and  a  po- 
litical character  of  the  Commlsalon  and  of 
the  enterprise  Itself. 

"The  establishment  of  a  strictly  nonpo- 
litlcal  atmosphere  In  the  ASC  goes  back  to 
the  very  beginning:  the  nomination  of  the 
first  Commlsalonera. 

"At  his  press  confereiMe  In  October  1M8, 
In  which  President  Truman  announced  the 
membership  of  the  first  ABC.  a  reporter  In- 
quired about  tbe  politics  of  tlic  Ave  men  be 
had  zu>minated. 

"FIVB  ABOTS  FQUnCB 

**Mr.  Truman  announced  that  he  hadnt 
asked  about  their  politics,  that  be  wasnt  In- 
terested In  knowing  what  party  they  be- 
longed to.    Thla  was  literally  true. 

"When  President  TTuman  asked  me  to  be- 
come a  member  and  Chairman  of  the  first 
ABC  (In  September  1946)  he  told  me  he  had 
already  deatgnated  two  members,  in  addition 
to  myself.  He  adced  me  to  suggest  the  names 
of  two  other  men  to  fill  out  the  membership. 
TbU  I  did. 

"Mr.  Truman  did  not  ask  me  about  the 
political  alBliationa  of  the  men  I  proposed 
(Robert  F.  Bacher  and  William  W.  Way- 
mack).  Nor  did  I  ask  them  any  questions 
about  their  politics. 

"In  point  of  fact,  on  this  first  Commis- 
sion there  wwe  three  men  who  In  private 
life  had  been  active  and  influential  Repub- 
licans: the  preaent  ABC  Chairman,  Adm. 
I>wls  L.  Strauss,  a  close  associate  of  former 
President  Hoover;  W.  W.  Waymack.  editor  of 
stanch  Republican  newspapers,  the  Des 
Moines  Register  and  Tribune;  Sumner  T. 
Pike,  then  and  now  active  in  the  Republi- 
can Party  of  Maine. 

"■T    LAW.    KOT   >T    BBIVT 

Tt  certainly  did  not  occur  to  anyone  at 
the  time  the  ABC  came  into  being,  in  1046. 
that  a  public  body  with  such  vast  powers 
over  the  eecurlty.  the  aclence.  and  the  in- 
dustry of  the  whole  Nation,  operating  largely 
in  secret,  shoald  take  Into  aooount  the  fact 
that  Ita  members  had  been  i^ipolnted  by  a 
Democratic  Preaident  tMX-  that  It  should 
function  aa  a  bipartisan  group  of  Democrata 
and  Republlcana. 

"If  the  country  and  tbe  Oongreas  Intend 
that  the  aflalra  entruated  to  the  ABC  be  ad- 
ministered on  a  political  baala — 1.  e.,  be  part 
of  the  Elsenhower  and  succeeding  adminis- 
trations, or  conduct  Its  affairs  aa  a  bipartisan 
body — the  Issue  should  be  faced  frankly  and 
the  law  changed  to  give  effect  to  this  oon- 
clualon. 

**We  abonld  not.  however,  continue  to 
drift  into  so  momentoua  a  change. 

"DaVD  B.  iJUBfTHAL. 

••Nrw  Yo«K.- 


McCARTHY^  RECORD 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Rbcord  an  article  entitled  "McCaa- 
THY's  Record,"  written  by  Willard  Ed- 


wards, which  was  imbllshed  in  Human 
Xvents,  of  Washington,  D.  C.  on  No- 
Temtoer  10, 1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Recoko. 
as  follows : 

McCaktkt's  Racoan 
(By  wmard  Edwards) 

During  the  next  4  or  more  weeks,  the 
faults  and  vlrtiies  of  Senator  McCAarHT,  Re- 
publican, of  Wisconsin,  wm  be  violently 
debated.  Then  a  vote  wUl  be  taken  on 
whether  he  should  be  ofBdally  reprimanded 
for  rough  and  contemptuous  language  and 
eonduct  in  his  role  aa  ciialrman  of  the  Ben- 
ate  Permanent  Investigations  Subcommittee. 
Five  "lame-duck"  Senators,  repudiated  by 
the  voters  at  the  polls,  will  participate  in 
that  vote.  Two  others,  who  are  ending  their 
terma  by  realgnatlon,  will  cast  their  last 
votes  as  Senators.  Five  of  the  seven  are 
opponents  of  McCAarHT. 

The  record  of  McCabtbt's  acoompliah- 
ments  or  lack  of  them  will  be  a  weighty 
factor  in  the  debate.  Ttiia  article  wUl  at- 
tempt a  factual  review  of  his  achleveuMnts 
aa  chief  of  the  Senate's  principal  Investigat- 
ing unit. 

McCaaTHT  has  been  labeled  by  his  enemies 
aa  a  headline  hunter,  insatiable  for  personal 
publicity,  whoae  sensation  al  probes  have 
never  exposed  a  Communist  or  spy.  His  de- 
fenders have  dalnaed  In  his  behalf  that  he 
has  performed  valuable  services  for  his  coun- 
try, alerting  public  opinion  to  the  menace 
of  communlam.  laying  bare  the  subversive 
infiltration  of  civilian  and  military  govern- 
ment. 

The  following  table  compares  the  work 
at  the  McCarthy  Investigating  subcommit^ 
tee,  In  terms  of  witnesses  and  hearings,  with 
its  operations  under  Democratic  control  in 
1063: 


Demo- 
cratic 

eontrol. 
1062 

Republican  control 

1053 

1064 

Days  of  heartnas 

Kumber  ot  wiumsmb... 

36 
44 

100 

Ml 

112 

The  aubeonunlttee  was  immobUlzed  for  1 
months  of  1964  by  Investigations  of  charges 
against  Chairman  McCaaTHT  and  his  staff. 

Has  McCaktht  failed  to  uncover  a  single 
Communist  or  subversive  aa  charged  by  his 
opponents? 

"Hie  answer  Is  provided  from  official  re- 
ports oi  action  taken  by  Government  depart- 
ments and  defense  industries  after  the  Mc- 
CAwrHT  Bubcommlttee's  investigations  have 
discloaed  evidence  indicating  employees  are 
potential  sources  of  Information  to  the 
enemy. 

The  official  decisions  reveal  tbe  following: 

Army.  Government  and  defense-industry 
employees  discharged,  or  suspended  as  se- 
curity risks,  or  who  resigned,  after  McCaaTHT 
Investigative  hearings,  65. 

Army  employees  auapended  but  restored 
to  duty  after  clearance  of  charges  involving 
loyalty  and  security.  15. 

Net  total.  60. 

The  record  supplies  another  figure. 

Wltneasea  not  now  in  Oovernment  em,ploy 
or  defenae  plants  (and  therefore  not  subject 
to  discharge  or  auspenston)  who  Invoked  thm 
Sth  amendment,  pleading  pcoalble  aelf-in- 
crlznlnaUon.  when  aaked  about  Communist 
activities  or  espionage,  64. 

By  legal  standards,  demanding  proof  of 
guilt  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt,  none  of  the 
114  mdivlduala  llated  In  these  3  tshles  can 
be  branded  a  Omnmunlst.  traitor,  or  spy. 
Tbe  verdict  of  public  opinion  wm  elaaslfy 
ttaem  as  subversives  wboee  acttvlties  are  a 
menace  to  national  security  and  whose  ex- 


posure has  resulted  ia  protection  to  that 
security. 

The  above  figures  cover  tbe  1958  1864  pe- 
riod When  MoCaBXHT  was  Chairman  of  the 
Benate  investigating  iproup.  He  waa  active 
for  only  14  oaontha,  tiaving  been  Immnblltirt 
since  March  1964.  by  two  inveatlgatioas  oC 
his  aetlvlUes.  the  latter  resulting  in  reeom- 
mendations  for  censure  on  the  grounda  eC 
senatorial  misconduct. 

rrom.  1960  to  1963.  McCaanrr  waa  a  one- 
man  InvestlgatCH-.  He  produced  a  list  of  81 
security  risks  in  the  State  Department,  nam- 
ing among  others  Owen  Lattimcve.  Philip  C 
Jessup.  John  Carter  Vincent.  Haldare  Han- 
son. John  Stewsrt  Service.  Oliver  I.  Qabb, 
and  Bdward  O.  Posnlak.  AU  of  the  81  per- 
sons on  McCabtht*s  list  have  since  left  tlie 
Government's  employ  by  dismissal  or  resig- 
nation. The  last  State  Department  emfrioyee. 
John  P.  Davlea.  Jr..  waa  fired  by  State  Sec- 
retary Dulles  Friday.  The  cleaning  out  of 
a  nest  of  homosexuals  in  the  State  Depart- 
ment was  mainly  due  to  the  InTestlgatlve  ef- 
forts of  McCastht  m  this  earlier  period. 

But  Senate  debate  properly  will  be  eon- 
oentrated  on  McCAaxBT's  operatlona  aa  an 
investigating  subcommittee  chairman  since 
January  1953.  This  record  reveals  MoCastht 
aa  one  of  the  most  active  chairmen  in  Senate 
history.  In  1953.  he  held  109  executive  and 
open  hearings  and  questioned  541  wttne— as. 
This  compared  with  26  days  of  hearlnga  and 
44  witnesses  during  1953  when  the  subcom- 
mittee was  under  Democratic  eontroL 

CONSlVUC'llVa    XSBDU8 

Several  McCaktht  investigations,  which 
attracted  httle  publicity  beoauss  they  did 
not  involve  oommunism  angles,  exposed 
waste  and  inefficiency  in  Government  and 
resulted  in  savings  of  mllUnna  (tf  dollan  to 
the  taxpayera.  MoCaxtrt  inveatlgated  In- 
efficiency and  waste  in  the  Voice  of  America 
as  weU  as  subversion  in  that  propaganda  arm 
of  the  United  Statee. 

He  probed  conununlsm  in  defense  plants, 
resulting  \n  the  auspenalon  or  discharge  of 
23  employeea.  Xnveatlgators  have  accumu- 
lated evidence  involving  an  additional  166 
workers  but  the  stop  order  on  the  McCarthy 
aubeonunlttee.  sponsored  by  the  Dexhoeratte 
minority,  has  prevented  questioning  of  thess 
mdivlduala  under  oath. 

The  least  publidxed  phase  of  ICcCaaiBT's 
accompllshmenta  may  oonstltuto  his  most 
lifting  achievement.  It  is  unquestioned  that 
his  tovestigatlona  liave  foroed  changas  ha 
military  policy  irtiich  have  ;tlgfatened  up  se» 
curlty.  made  Oonununist  Infiltration  of  tbe 
Army  more  dlfllcult,  and  pat  additional  ol>- 
stades  In  tlie  path  of  potential  splas  and 
traitora. 

President  Elsenhower.  Defense  Secretary 
Wilson,  and  Army  Secretary  Stevens  admitted 
as  much.  I«st  Msreh  S,  the  Prasldait  con- 
fessed that  the  Army  had  made  "sertous 
errors'*  tn  handling  the  caae  of  MaJ.  Irving 
Peresa,  who  vraa  promoted,  given  special  Im- 
mxmity  from  duty  outside  the  Uaited  States, 
and  finally  given  an  bonarable  discharge  with 
the  fuU  knowledge  of  the  Army  Uiat  1m  bad 
been  identlfled  aa  a  Oommunlst  organl—r 
and  had  pleaded  possible  self-lacrtmlnatkii 
m  refusing  to  answer  the  charge. 

Secretary  Stevena  also  annooneed  he  bad 
ordered  fMrocedixrea  corrected  to  avoid  an- 
other Peress  case  In  the  future.  The  Defense 
Department,  aa  a  result <tf  McCaasBr'S  Invss- 
tigations,  haa  adopted  ehmogm  tn  policy  gov« 
eming  the  miUtaiy  personnei  secttri^  pro- 
gram. 

It  has  ordered  that  loyalty  oaths  bs  ad- 
ministered  to  servicemen  before,  not  after, 
enlistment  or  induction.  It  has  revlaed  reg- 
ulations and  procedures  to  make  eertam  that 
no  Army  oOloer,  aa  In  the  Pai-esa  case,  oaay  bs 
commissioned  or  advanced  In  grade,  white  bs 
la  under  investigation  as  a  secuillf  rlak. 
An  abeolute  bar  has  been  set  up  to  prev>eBt 
favoralde  action,  including  promotion,  being 
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taken  In  th*  eaae  of  an  oflloer  who  reftuM 
to  «H»r1n«w  nte  past  reoord  In  connection  wltn 
■ubrarBlTa  organisations. 

It  toe*  four  Invastlgations  by  lioCABnr 
to  trlng  aboot  this  ImproTemmit  In  proee- 
axftm.  In  addltton  to  his  «zpo>ure  of  th« 
Per—  OMe.  liOCAeTRT  que«tl<SMd  Dr.  liar- 
Tin  BeUcy.  Prt.  DavUI  Unflsld.  axul  81<lney 
Bubenateln.  Belaky  ■•rvMI  a«  a  prlTat*  In 
the  Army  after  belJag  denied  a  ecmunlMlon. 
H«  Invoked  the  fifth  amendment  on  com- 
mimlsm  when  questioned.  Unfleld  was  re- 
tained In  tbe  Army  after  pleading  the  same 
prlvllega  agalnrt  pooalble  aelf-incrtxnlnatlon 
on  Ocnmntmlst  aetlvltlea. 

The  case  of  Rubensteln  proToked  the  In- 
dignation ot  the  McCarthy  subcommittee 
memhcn.  He  admitted  he  had  been  drawn 
Into  Communist  activities  as  a  teen-ager  but 
had  severed  connections  at  the  age  of  17. 
Drafted  4  years  later,  be  freely  told  of  bis 
youthful  record  and  pleaded  to  be  allowed 
to  sign  the  loyalty  affldavlt.  The  Army  re- 
fused him  the  honorable  discharge  which  It 
bad  given  to  ICaJor  Peress,  who  refiised  to 
sign  tbe  same  aflldavlt.  Rubensteln  got  a 
general  discbarge — a  grade  lower  than  an 
honorabla  discharge. 

These  glaring  Inmmslstencles,  which  would 
never  have  come  to  light  except  tot  the  lic- 
Cartby  Inquiries,  led  to  a  general  revamping 
ot  Army  p<fllcy  and  procedures  in  regard  to 
security  and  loyalty.  The  McCarthy  inves- 
tigations of  defense  plants  led  to  the  adop- 
tion of  a  new  p(Aley  by  several  companies 
which  speeded  the  departure  of  a  large  num- 
ber of  security  risks  from  their  establlsb- 
ments. 

Theae  oorporatlons  hitherto  had  been  he^ 
IflH  to  fire  employees  suspected  of  subversive 
connections,  even  though  theee  workers  had 
access  to  restricted  areas  where  American 
defense  weapons  were  being  secretly  manu- 
factured. Military  intelligence  and  FBI  re- 
ports cm  the  activities  of  such  men  could  not 
legally  be  presented  to  Justify  their  dis- 
missals. 

But  bearings  held  by  tbe  McOartby  sub- 
committee resulted  in  the  summoning  of  po- 
tential spies  and  saboteurs  to  answer  under 
oath  the  charge  that  they  were  Cbmmunlst 
agents.  When  the  witness  refused  to  deny 
the  truth  of  such  a  charge,  pleading  that  he 
might  thereby  involve  himself  in  prosecution 
for  a  crime,  a  prima  facie  caae  was  estab- 
lished of  his  subversive  tendencies. 

The  Weetlnghouse  Xlectrlo  Corp..  Buffalo, 
N.  Y..  <m  August  ao,  1854,  announced  a  policy 
of  suspending  nnployees  who  Invoked  the 
fifth  amendment  at  these  congressional 
hearings.  Ten  days  later,  local  1581,  CIO 
International  Union  of  Klectrlcal  Workers. 
at  Weetlnghouse  adopted  a  policy  of  requir- 
ing stewards  to  sign  non-Communist  afll- 
davlts  after  the  McCarthy  subcommittee 
had  presented  evidence  concerning  workers 
in  tbe  plant. 

The  Oeneral  Slectrlc  Co..  with  headquar- 
ters at  Schenectady,  N.  T..  had  earlier  adopt- 
ed the  same  policy  of  suspending  workers 
who  Invoked  the  fifth  amendment  befcve 
the  McCarthy  subcommittee.  The  Interna- 
tional  Telepbone  *  Telegraph  Corp.  adopted 
the  same  policy  as  a  result  of  hearings  by 
McCabtht  Into  subversion  at  the  Federal 
Telecommunications  Laj^pratorlM  In  New 
Jersey  which  performs  secret  work  for  the 
Army  Signal  Corps. 

Among  those  suspended  and  subsequently 
discharged,  under  this  policy,  in  the  Gen- 
eral Electric  Ck).,  at  Lynn.  Mass..  were  the 
foUowlng:  Robert  Goodwin,  Nathaniel  Mills, 
Henry  C.  Archdeacon,  Donald  H.  Morrill,  and 
Wltulad  Plekarskl.  Suspended,  with  acUon 
on  discharge  pending  were  Victor  Bolys. 
Alexander  Gregory,  and  Theodore  Pappas. 

Suspended  at  the  Schenectady  plant  of 
the  General  Slectrlc  Co.  were  Sidney  Ftled- 
lander,  Robert  P.  Northrop.  Arthur  L.  Owens, 
Joseph  A.  Oebhardt,  Emanuel  I^mandes, 
Gordon  Bel^rsve.  Dewey  F.  Brashear,  and 
Louis  Passlkoff. 


In  the  General  Bectrle  plant  at  Fitchbtu^. 

[asB..  the  following  were  suspended :  Joseph 
O.  ICattson.  Walno  K.  Suoko.  and  Waine  S. 
Nlsula.  Dtantha  Hoag  was  suspended  at 
Weetlnghouse.  Buffalo.  i 

roBT  icoKiioirrB  ' 

The  most  important  investigation  oon- 
ducted  by  McCastkt  during  his  cbairman- 
shlp  was  that  involving  potential  espionage 
at  Fort  Bfonmouth,  N.  J.  This  \a  the  haad- 
quarters  of  the  secret  radar  laboratories  of 
the  Army  Signal  Corps. 

This  inquiry  led  BCcCaktht  Into  conClet 
with  Stevens  and  the  Pentagon  and  pre- 
cipitated hearings  before  a  special  commit- 
tee headed  by  Senator  Mundt.  Republican. 
of  South  Dakota.  The  committee  eventually 
found  that  Stevens  had  improperly  sovight 
to  terminate  the  Fort  Monmouth  investiga- 
tion. It  also  found  that  McCahtht's  staff 
had  improperly  sought  favors  for  Pvt.  Q. 
David  Schine,  a  former  McCarthy  staff  oon- 
sultant,  although  It  exonerated  the  chair- 
man of  personal  blame. 

The  Port  Monmouth  inquiry  has  been 
called  a  hoax  and  fraud  in  the  anti-Mc- 
CAaTRT  press  and  statements  made  that  the 
Investigation  never  disclosed  a  spy  or  a 
Communist  in  the  Army  post.  A  review  of 
the  evidence  gathered  during  many  moufths 
of  the  probing  will  be  presented  here. 

Fort  Monmouth  Is  one  of  the  Nation's  most 
Vital  security  centers.  It  houses  three  re- 
search  centers,  dealing  with  electronic  war- 
fare countermeasures,  radar,  nucleoitfcs. 
thermlonlcs,  and  related  subjects.  In  these 
laboratories  are  developed  the  defense  de- 
vices designed  to  anticipate  the  effect  of  an 
enemy  atomic  attack  upon  the  United 
States. 

Rx>m  the  viewpoint  of  the  <Lverage  Ameri- 
can citizen,  security  at  this  Army  Signal 
Corps  installation  is  more  vital  than  secu- 
rity at  the  Los  Alamos  atomic  testing 
groimds.  In  the  latter  weapons  are  de- 
veloped to  attack  the  enemy.  In  the  former 
are  developed  those  Instruments  of  defense 
calculated  to  protect  us  from  the  enemy's 
weapons. 

A  high  security  officer  told  the  subcoin- 
mlttee  that  if  just  one  Conununlst.  willing 
to  sell  out  the  United  States  to  Russia,  was 
employed    at    Port    Monmouth,    the    Soviet 

Union  had  access  to  every  electronic  counter- 
measwe  emanating  from  American  genius. 

Fort  Monmouth  was  an  early  target  of 
R\usian  espionage.  For  14  years,  the  Army 
has  been  seeking  to  check  leaks  of  Informa- 
tion from  this  center  to  enemy  agents.  A 
total  of  600  persons  has  been  Investigated  in 
the  post  since  ld40.  Many  months  before  the 
United  States  was  brought  into  World  War  II, 
Military  Intelligence  was  disturbed  by  re- 
ports from  overseas  which  Indicated  Russia 
was  obtaining  data  on  American  experiments 
with  electronic  devices. 

In  1940,  a  technician  named  Julius  Rosen- 
berg became  a  Signal  Corps  employee.  He 
kept  his  Job  8  years.  Not  until  years  later 
was  he  to  achieve  world  notoriety  as  the  first 
American  spy  ever  to  receive  a  peacetime 
death  sentence  and  die  In  the  electric  chair 
with  bis  wife.  He  was  a  Signal  Corps  In- 
spector and  had  access  to  Port  Monmouth 
and  its  affiliated  installations. 

A  description  of  Rosenberg's  activities  In 
and  about  Port  Monmouth  was  given  to  the 
subctxnmlttee  In  sworn  testimony  by  DaVld 
Greenglass,  now  serving  a  15-year  sentedce 
in  the  Federal  penitentiary  at  Lewlsburg.  Pa., 
for  conspiracy  to  commit  espionage.  Green- 
glass  was  a  member  of  the  Rosenberg  atomic 
spy  ring  who  confessed  his  guilt.  His  testi- 
mony aided  in  the  conviction  of  the  Roseti- 
bergs.   He  was  a  brother  of  Ethel  Rosenberg. 

Greenglass  testlfled  that  Rosenberg  told 
him  he  stole  the  proximity  fuse,  a  device 
attached  to  bombs,  shells,  and  war-rocleet 
heads  which  detonates  explosives  without 
coming  into  actual  contact  with  the  target. 
This  theft  took  place  at  the  Emerson  Radio 
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Co.,  one  of  the  plants  affiliated  with  the 
Signal  Corps  headquarters  at  Port  Mon- 
mouth. Greenglass  testified  that  Rosenberg 
handed  the  proximity  fuse,  then  a  guarded 
American  secret,  to  a  Russian  agent. 

Rosenberg,  according  to  Greenglass,  also 
stole  top-secret  documents  dealing  with 
electronics  data  and  as  late  as  1947  obtained 
data  concerning  an  electronic  computer  from 
an  agent  In  the  Signal  Corps.  This  device 
Is  essential  to  the  manipulation  ot  Inter- 
ceptor guided  missiles  which  knock  out  an 
entmy's  guided  missiles  detected  by  radar 
and  Its  course  predicted  by  the  computer. 

When  Rosenberg  left  the  Signal  Corps  in 
1945,  Greenglass  testlfled,  he  retained  his 
Signal  Corps  contacts.  Greenglass  and 
Rosenberg  formed  an  engineering  company 
as  a  "cover"  and  Rosenberg  made  trips  to 
Signal  Corps  Installations  which  he  told  his 
partner  were  for  espionage  purposes.  Green- 
glass named  members  of  the  Rosenberg  spy 
ring  who  remained  with  the  Signal  Corps 
after  the  master  spy  left.  Among  them  were 
Joel  Barr.  who  fled  the  country  In  1960.  and 
Mrs.  Vivian  Olassman.  Joseph  Levltsky.  an- 
other Signal  Corps  employee,  secured  a  trans- 
fer to  the  Federal  Telecommunications  Lab- 
oratory, Nutley,  N.  J.,  with  Rosenberg  as  a 
reference.  The  laboratory  Is  engaged  solely 
In  electronics  work  for  the  Oovernmant,  op- 
erates under  the  same  secret  conditions  that 
prevail  at  Port  Monmouth  and  Is,  In  #ffect,  a 
branch  of  the  supersecret  radar  laboratoriea. 
Mrs.  Glassman  and  Levltsky  were  questioned 
by  the  subcommittee.  Both  refused  to  tes- 
tify when  asked  whether  they  were  spies. 

The  picture  of  potential  espionage  was 
brought  up  to  February  1953.  with  the  ques- 
tioning of  Levltsky.  He  had  resigned  in 
that  month  and  when  he  was  asked  whether 
he  had  sought  to  enlist  spies  at  Port  Mon- 
mouth since  that  date,  he  refused  to  answer. 
asserting  an  answer  might  Involve  him  in 
prosecution  for  a  crime. 

Pour  witnesses  then  Identified  Hany  Hy- 
man.  an  PTL  worker,  as  a  man  who  at- 
tempted to  recruit  them  as  Commuitlsts  in 
the  plant.  He  was  asked  whether  he  had 
been,  and  still  was,  a  Soviet  spy.  His  only 
anwer  was  a  snarl  that  Senator  McCabtht 
was  a  "Fascist.-  Additional  evidence  re- 
vealed that  Hyman  had  been  In  constant 
touch  with  employees  at  Port  Monmouth,  the 
Navy  air  rocket  test  station,  the  AU  Force 
transportation  control  depot,  and  the  secret 
Army  testing  ground  at  Aberdeen,  Md 

nrrH-AMENDMXNT  wrrNEsa 
McCartht  then  brought  the  evidence  of 
potential  espionage  to  the  very  date  ( Novem- 
ber 1953)  of  the  hearing.  He  questioned 
Mrs.  Ruth  Welner  Levlne,  a  divorcee.  Amer- 
ican born.  Until  the  day  she  received  a  sub- 
pena  to  testify,  Mrs.  Levlne  had  been  a 
trusted  employee  for  10  years  of  the  Federal 
Telecommunications  Laboratories,  with  du- 
ties so  confidential  that  security  Warrant 
officers  barred  their  description.  She  had 
top-secret  clearance,  a  privilege  reserved  to 
a  small  and  exclusive  group  of  employees 
which  gave  her  access  to  Information  in  the 
highest  category  of  secrecy  In  electronics  for 
the  Army  Signal  Corps  and  other  Qovem- 
ment  agencies. 

Material  rated  as  top  secret  by  the  mili- 
tary is  defined  as  information  which.  If  Im- 
properly disclosed,  could  lead  to  war  against 
the  United  States  by  a  foreign  government; 
defeat  planned  operations  of  war  by  the 
United  States:  or  cause  a  loss  of  scientific 
or  technical  advantage  of  such  Importance 
as  to  affect  materially  the  outcome  of  a  war 
of  major  Importance. 

Mrs.  Levlne  was  asked  whether  she  was  a 
Communist  Party  member  and  engaged  In 
a  conspiracy  to  commit  espionage.  She  re- 
fused to  answer,  asserting  the  prtvllege 
against  self-incrimination. 

This  woman  had  been  subjected  tO  rigid 
screening  In  1950  by  Military  Intelligence 
but  nothing  was  found  to  connect  her  with 
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subversive  activities.  Only  the  pwwer  of  the 
congressional  subpena,  which  rt.>qulred  her  to 
testify  under  onth,  had  found  her  out.  Be- 
fore she  appeared  bef<n-e  the  McCarthy  sub- 
committee, she  resigned.  Except  for  the  Mc- 
Carthy investigation,  she  presumably  would 
today  be  working  In  one  of  the  Nation's  most 
secret  electronics  laborstorles.  with  free  ac- 
cess to  the  Nation's  radar  secrets. 

Additional  witnesses  who  had  worked  with 
the  Army  Signal  Corps  at  Fort  Monmouth 
or  its  affiliated  laboratores  refused  to  testify 
when  asked  at>out  Communist  activities. 
They  included  Sidney  Olassman,  Eiseklel  Hey- 
man,  E3eanor  Eutner.  Leo  Kantrowlcz,  Louis 
Kaplan.  Prank  M.  McOree,  Ernest  Patakl,  and 
Joseph  Percoff. 

Under  legal  standards,  none  of  these  wit- 
nesses oould  be  convicted  as  a  Communist 
conspirator.  The  crime  of  espionage  Is  not 
only  one  of  the  most  difficult  to  detect  but 
one  alnaost  ImfKJSSible  to  prosecute  in  court. 
The  Rosenbergs  were  not  sentenced  to  death 
for  espionage,  but  for  conspiracy  to  commit 
it  and  the  testimony  of  a  fellow  conspirator 
was  essential  to  obtain  a  guilty  verdict. 

Critics  of  the  Port  Monmouth  investiga- 
tion have  assailed  McCaxtht  for  not  uncov- 
ering legally  provable  espionage.  McCaktht 
has  replied  that  he  will  let  the  American 
public  decide  whether  the  refusal  of  an 
employee  to  deny  spying  should  Justify  a  ver- 
dict of  not  guUty. 

In  addition  to  the  presence  of  potential 
spies,  the  Investigation  disclosed  the  whole- 
sale disappearance  of  secret  documents.  A 
security  investigation  at  the  Army   post   In 

1952  revealed  hundreds  of  missing  plans,  un- 
accounted for  to  this  day. 

The  Pentagon-McCarthy  hearings  revealed 
that  the  FBI,  Trom  1949  onward,  had  been 
warning  of  security  risks  at  Fort  Monmouth. 
Not  until  the  McCarthy  Investigation  started 
In  1953  did  the  Army  suddenly  Uke  Interest 
in  reports  of  subversion.     Prom  August  19, 

1953  to  October  27.  1954,  the  Army  has  sus- 
pended a  niunber  of  security  rl&ks  at  Fort 
Monmouth,  ranging  In  rank  from  techni- 
cians to  top  rank  scientists. 

Fifteen  have  been  cleared  and  restored  to 
duty  with  full  security  privileges.  Kach 
time  such  action  was  Uken,  the  Pentagon 
issued  a  press  release.  Identifying  the  Indi- 
vidual, and  the  antl-McCarthy  press  gave  full 
publicity  to  the  fact  that  another  "Mc- 
Castbt  victim"  had  been  exonerated. 

No  publicity  was  ever  given  to  the  fact 
that  six  of  those  suspended  were  discharged 
as  loyalty-security  risks  after  full  and  ex- 
haiistlve  hearings  before  regional  loyalty 
boards  and  tbe  top  screening  board  of  the 
Pentagon.  Tliese  men.  unidentified  were 
quietly  dropped  from  the  Army  Signal  Corps 
rolls.  In  addition,  three  of  those  suspended 
resigned  rather  than  face  Investigation.  This 
made  nine  workers,  who  presuntably  woxild 
still  be  laboring  In  the  radar  laboratories. 
If  the  McCarthy  Investigators  had  not  Ini- 
tiated their  Investigation.  Another  IS  of 
those  suspended  have  been  put  back  to  work 
but  removed  from  areas  where  they  would 
have  access  to  secret  material.  Tbelr  cases 
still  are  under  Investigation. 

During  the  Pentagon-McCarthy  hearings. 
Secretary  Stevens  and  other  military  wit- 
nesses admitted  that  if  McCabtht  exposed 
one  potential  spy  at  Fort  Monmouth,  he 
would  have  p>erforn>ed  a  public  service. 

The  Port  Monmouth  clean-up  (August  19, 
1053  to  October  27.  1954). 

Discharged  as  security  risks 6 

Resigned  under  Investigation S 

Suspended  and  still  under  investigation.       6 
Svispended  but  cleared  and  restored  to 

duty _ 15 

Suspended  but  restored  to  duty  in  non- 
secret  areas  pending  further  investi- 
gation      IS 

All  discharges  and  suspensions  were  or- 
dered by  the  Army  after  the  McCarthy  in- 
vestigation stbTted. 


xxposnax  or  wasib 
OChsr  aocompUahtnents  of  McGabtst  znay 
be  summarised  as  foUows: 

Voice  of  America 

Evidence  revealed  waste  and  mlsmanage- 
.ment  of  such  magnitude  as  to  suggest  de- 
Uberate  sabotage  or  hopeless  Incompetence. 
The  chief  engineer  of  the  Voice  of  America. 
George  Herrlck,  was  discharged  after  the 
hearings  established  that  two  huge  radio 
transmitter  towers,  designed  to  broadcast 
United  States  propaganda  to  the  far  corners 
of  the  earth,  were  located  In  areas  obviously 
tuisultable  for  such  projects.  Both  projects 
were  canceled  as  a  result  of  the  investigation 
and  an  estimated  saving  of  $18  million  ef- 
fected for  the  taxpayers. 

An  inquiry  Into  Communist  Influence  In 
the  United  States  Information  Service  librar- 
ies overseas  revealed  more  than  30,000  books 
either  written  by  known  Communists  or 
Communist  sympathizers  or  containing  ob- 
vious pro-Soviet  or  Conununlst  propaganda. 
State  Secretary  Dulles  subsequently  ordered 
the  removal  of  books  by  Conununlst  authors 
as  confilcting  with  the  purpose  of  libraries 
to  "promote  better  understanding  of  America 
abroad"  and  "to  combat  and  expose  Soviet 
commimistic  propaganda." 

State  Department  files 
An  Investigation  revealed  that  State  De- 
partment files,  dealing  with  Foreign  Service 
personnel,  under  the  system  set  up  under 
the  Truman  administration,  had  been 
stripped  of  derogatory  Information  concern- 
ing employees.  Tbey  were  so  scattered 
through  tbe  Department  that  it  was  Impos- 
sible to  locate  a  complete  file  on  any  one 
entpioyee  or  former  employee. 

When  an  employee  was  up  for  promotion, 
the  promotion  panel  was  unaware  of  Infor- 
mation indicating  b*  was  a  security  risk. 
Employees  testified  that  certain  Information 
was  burned  or  otherwise  destroyed  in  de- 
fiance of  sec\u-lty  regulations.  Investigations 
of  the  FBI  were  hampered  by  these  practices. 
The  investigation  resulted  in  a  new  system 
of  file  security  with  the  State  Department's 
administrator  of  security  acknowledging  that 
the  McCarthy  hearings  had  been  very  help- 
ful in  bringing  about  corrective  steps. 

The  subcommittee's  investigation  revealed 
that  more  than  $2  billion  worth  of  goods 
passed  between  Communist  China  and  o\u- 
western  allies  since  June  1952.  This  trade 
had  increased  after  Chinese  Communist 
troops  entered  the  Korean  war.  Chairman 
McCabtht  secured  an  agreement  with  Greek 
owners  of  S27  vessels,  totaling  more  than 
3.5  million  tons  of  ocean  shipping,  to  remove 
volimtarlly  their  vessels  from  actual  or  po- 
tential trade  with  China.  President  Eisen- 
hower and  Dulles  characterised  this  deal  as 
in  the  public  Interest. 

Government  Printing  Office 

The  subcommittee  inquiry  resulted  in  find- 
ings that  secxu-lty  risks,  including  persons 
with  impressive  records  of  Communist  ac- 
tivity, were  employed  in  the  Government 
Printing  Office  which  handles  250,000  pieces 
of  secret  and  classified  printing  matter  an- 
nually. The  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and 
State  Department  use  the  GPO  for  reproduc- 
tion of  restricted  and  ocxifidentlal  material. 
Although  precautions  were  taken  to  maintain 
security  by  printing  this  matter  piecemeal  in 
separate  areas  of  the  printing  plant,  testi- 
mony revealed  that  a  whole  document  be- 
came avaUable  to  potential  spies  in  the  as- 
sembling section. 

Edward  Rothschild,  employed  in  this  as- 
sembly room,  admitted  he  had  access  to  this 
highly  classified  material  up  to  the  moment 
he  was  called  before  the  subcommittee. 
Asked  whether  he  was  currently  a  spy  and 
a  member  of  the  Communist  conspiracy,  be 
refused  to  snswer,  pleading  possible  self- 
incrimination  under  the  fifth  amendment. 


The  investigation  developed  that  the  FBI 
had  forwarded  reports  on  Rothschild,  col- 
lected from  moiY  tlian  40  inf  ormanta,  but  a 
loyalty  board  had  ignored  him.  Members  of 
the  board  baaed  their  attitude  on  a  Truman 
administration  rule  holding  that  mere  mem- 
bership in  the  Communist  Party  was  not  • 
bar  to  employment.  The  exposure  of  Roths- 
child, who  had  retained  his  Job  14  years  de- 
spite the  numerous  FBI  reports  on  hfan,  was 
followed  by  his  removal  from  his  post  In  the 
assembly  room. 

Ttie  McCarthy  investigation  rssnited  la  a 
complete  revamping  of  the  security  system 
in  the  GPO.  The  loyalty  board  panel  was 
removed  and  replaced  by  new  personneL 
Security  regulations  were  overhauled  and 
strengthened.  Fifteen  employees  were  re- 
moved from  sensitive  posts  l>ecause  of 
charges  of  Communist  activity.  Seventeen 
employees  were  suspended  and  the  cases  of 
45  others  were  referred  to  the  FBI  for  in- 
vestigation. 
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The  subcommittee's  investigation  exposed 
the  operations  of  Government  ofllcials  in  1944 
in  securing  the  delivery  to  the  Soviet  Union 
of  currency  plates,  ink,  paper,  and  other 
paraphernalia  for  the  printing  of  occupation 
currency.  This  unprecedented  action  was 
taken  over  the  objection  of  the  Bureau  at 
Engraving  and  Printing. 

The  transfer  of  these  plates,  together  with 
the  failure  to  establish  any  system  of  ac- 
countability, resulted  In  a  financial  drain 
upon  public  funds  to  the  estimated  amotint 
Of  9255  million.  The  United  States  was 
forced  to  redeem  hundreds  of  millions  of  dol- 
lars of  occupation  currency,  in  excess  of  the 
amount  printed  by  this  Government  for  use 
in  Germany,  but  was  never  able  to  establish 
how  much  of  this  currency  was  printed  by 
the  Soviet  Union  with  our  plates. 

Testimony  revealed  that  the  Soviet  spy  ring 
In  Washington  headed  by  Nathan  G.  Silver- 
master,  engineered  this  deal  with  the  ssslst^ 
ance  of  Harry  Dexter  White,  then  assistant 
to  Treasury  Secretary  Morgenthau.  Other 
Treasury  officials.  Including  Harold  Glaaser, 
William  L.  Ullmann,  and  Prank  Coe,  aided 
In  the  operation.  Sllvermaster,  Glasser,  Ull- 
mann, and  Coe  Invoked  the  fifth  amendment 
on  grounds  at  self-incrimination  when  ques- 
tioned by  tlie  subcommittee  conoeming  thdr 
participation  in  this  Communist  plot. 

The  suboonunlttee  was  the  first  investiga- 
tive agency  to  expoee  the  nuirder.  torture, 
starvation,  and  Inhuman  treatment  given 
captured  American  personnel  by  North  Ko- 
rean and  Chinese  Communist  troops  during 
ths  Korean  war.  Twenty-nine  witneaeea.  In- 
cluding 23  survivors  or  eyewitnesses  of  Com- 
munist atrocities,  added  their  evidence  to 
af&davlts.  statements,  photograplis.  and  olB- 
clal  war  records.  A  definite  record  was  es- 
tablished of  crimes  against  the  Geneva  Con- 
vention. Approximately  two-thirds  of  Amer- 
ican servicemen,  taken  prisoner,  died  from 
acts  of  barbarism,  the  sutMxsinmittee  found. 
The  massacre  of  large  groups  was  revealed. 

The  subcommittee  conducted  an  almost 
unnoticed  investigation  of  inefficiency  and 
waste  in  the  administration  of  the  De- 
partment of  Health.  Education,  and  Wel- 
fare, which  annually  distributes  more  than 
•1J2  billion  in  aid  to  the  blind,  aged,  perma- 
nently disabled,  and  dependent  children. 

The  inquiry  revealed  that  an  estimated  $50 
mlUion  annually  were  being  lost  to  the  Gov- 
ernment because  of  failure  to  audit  the  eli- 
gibility of  aid  recipients.  Social  wcrkeis 
were  found  to  be  making  practically  no  chedc 
on  the  legitimacy  of  claims  and  thousands 
of  Illegal  claimants  were  collecting  sums  at 
the  expense  of  the  taxpayer.  The  subcom- 
mittee recommended  the  hiring  at  about  80 
qualified  accountants  to  review  claims  whldk 
would  make  possible  savings  ot  mUlians  at 
dollars  and  bring  about  better  adminlatra- 
tlon  of  the  Federal  assistance  prognm. 


h 


^. 


U' 


19  5  ^. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


16113 


16112 


I 

CONGRESSIONAL  KECORD  —  SENATE 


t 


u 


WTTTiT^M  BRADLEY  UM8TEAD 

ICr.  IjKNMON.  Mr.  President,  Ood  In 
his  Inllalte  wisdom  has  called  a  truly 
great  American  to  his  reward. 

I  refer  to  the  late  Gov.  WilUam  Brad- 
ley Umstead,  of  North  Carolina,  a  former 
Member  of  the  United  States  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

Many  present  here  today  knew  him. 
North  Carolina  loved  him.  My  distin- 
ffulshed  ooUeasue  and  I  were  both  named 
to  this  body  by  Governor  Umstead.  We 
shall  miss  him  imtil  the  last  hour  that 
we  live. 

William  Bradley  Umstead  was  not  an 
ordinary  man.  He  practiced  the  firm 
beiief  thai  public  service  is  a  duty.  He 
was  a  tireless  worker  for  all  things  light; 
he  was  a  soldier,  patriot,  lawyer,  states- 
man. He  possessed  the  highest  charac- 
ter &nd  ability. 

Governor  Umstead  was  bom  on  a  to- 
bacco farm  in  Durham  county.  He  grew 
In  the  certain  knowledge  that  the  soil 
offered  the  f undamenti^  for  the  making 
of  character,  integrity,  and  freedom. 
Last  week  the  farm  boy  was-  laid  to  rest 
beside  his  parents  in  a  small  country 
churchyard  in  his  native  cozmounity. 

stricken  with  a  heart  attack  shortly 
after  his  inauguration  as  Governor  of 
North  Carolina  in  January  of  1952,  Wil- 
liam B.  Umstead  was  forced  to  retire 
to  a  hospital  bed  for  a  time.  Many  felt 
that  was  the  end.  They  did  not  know 
Bill  Umstead.  In  short  order,  his  fight- 
ing spirit  overcame  for  the  time  his  seri- 
ous affliction  and  he  returned  to  his  of- 
fice to  carry  on  the  fight  for  a  bigger 
and  better  North  Carolina.  Under  the 
constant  threat  of  death,  he  labored  as 
few  men  have  done  to  carry  out  his  pro- 
gram. 

But  his  condition  became  weakened 
and  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  take  a 
rest  early  this  f  alL 

On  Sunday  morning,  November  7, 
William  Bradley  Umstead  quleUjc  met 
his  Maker,  leaving  a  sorrowing  North 
Candina  to  mourn  his  passing  along 
with  his  lovely  widow  and  beautiful 
daughter.  He  had  given  his  all,  as  a  dis- 
tinguished Christian  gentleman  and 
statesman,  for  those  who  gave  him  North 
Carolina's  highest  trust. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  an  editorial  from  the  Greens- 
boro Dally  News  of  November  8, 1954,  on 
the  life  of  William  Bradley  Umstead  be 
printed  In  the  Rkcoso  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objecti<m.  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

WtLLIAlC  B.  ITlCSTEAD 

Witb  the  death  of  Gov.  WllUam  Bradley 
Umstead.  the  State  of  North  Carolina  loaea 
a  man  of  the  finest  character  and  ability. 
He  was  an  excellent  lawyer,  a  politician  in 
the  best  sense  of  the  word,  a  patriot,  an 
Indefatigable  worker  and  a  statesman.  But 
all  hla  acoompUshmentflwere  solidly  based 
on  that  strength  of  character  out  of  which 
came  his  goodness,  Jvistlce  and  wisdom. 

He  was  a  man  whran  conservatives  looked 
on  as  a  liberal  and  whom  liberals  looked  on 
as  a  conservative:  In  truth  those  who  knew 
him  at  all  knew  that  he  would  Invariably 
give  careful  cohslderatlon  to  any  problem 
and  then  do  exactly  what  he  believed  was 
right. 

He  was  unusually  reticent,  and  even  shy 
for  a  man  of  his  experience  In  public  life. 


but  those  who  knew  him  intimately  found 
In  him  a  warmth  of  friendship  and  a  teen- 
ness  of  humor  that  always  lay  beneath  the 
surface.  His  famUy  and  most  of  his  friends 
called  him  "William";  a  few  intimates  csiled 
him  "Biu.- 

Formw  Gov.  Gregg  Cherry,  one  of  those 
who  knew  him  best,  wrote  of  him  In  State 
magadne  shortly  after  his  election: 

"In  my  mind  the  things  that  characttrlze 
WllUam  Umstead  are  the  following  descrip- 
tive words:  Honest,  sincere,  capable,  earnest, 
consclentioiis,  modest,  hard  working,  fair. 
clean,  serious,  energetic — and  above  all  orther 
things  a  man  of  Impeccable  character. 

"To  merit  such  adjectives  a  man  would 
have  to  be  a  man  among  men.     Our  tiext 
Governor  Is  Just  that.     Throughout  th^  re- 
cent campaign  he  demonstrated  to  his  clos- 
est advisers  that  he  was  a  great  deal  more 
Interested  In  fighting  fair  than  in  winding. 
Suggestions    from    some    quarters    that    he 
•rovigh  It  up'  were  met  with  the  Arm  answer 
that  he  had  rather  not  be  Governor  of  North 
Carolina  than  to  gain  votes  in  any  manner 
that  might  be  described  as  ungentlemaaly." 
Bom    on    his    father's    farm    in    Durham 
Cotmty  In  1895,  William  Umstead  went  to 
the  University  of  North  Carolina,  whert  he 
became  an  outstanding  debater,  speaker,  and 
student  leader.     His  career  has  no  blemish 
on  It.     On  graduating  he  taught  Bchool  in 
Klnston  for  a  year,  and  then  entered  the 
United  States  Army  In  1917  from  an  offlters' 
training  camp,  serving  as  first  lieutenant  in 
a  machlnegim  company  on  the  western  front. 
Returning  home  after  the  war  he  studied  law 
at  Duke  University,  and  then  entered  on  a 
political  career  Tvhlch  took  him  from  the  post 
of  solicitor  In  superior  court  to  that  of  Bep- 
reeentatlve  In  Congress,  where  he  earned  an 
enviable  reputation  for  ability  and  fairness. 
Resigning,  he  practiced  law  In  Durham  for 
6  years  and  then  reentered  politics,  on  his 
appointment    by    Governor    Cherry    to    the 
United  States   Senate   to  succeed    the   late 
Senator  J.  William  Bailey.     Running  for  re- 
election he  sustained  his 'first  and  only  de- 
feat for  public  office,  at  the  hands  of  former 
Gov.  J.  Uelvllle  Broughton.    In  1952  he  Was 
elected    Governor    of    North    Carolina    and 
•erred    wltli    great    ability,    courai^e.    discre- 
tion, and  devoUon  to  hla  high  office  beyond 
the  caU  of  duty  untU  his  untimely  death. 
His  consclentlousnees  and  high  conception 
of  patriotism  would  not  allow  him  to  spare 
himself.    He  died  In  the  service  of  his  State 
to  wnicn  ne  nad  given  so  much  of  hla  life 
thought,  and  work. 

Our  sympathy  goes  out  to  his  family  »nd 
to  those  Who  knew  him  intimately.  The 
State  and  people  of  North  Carolina  have 
suffered  a  heavy  loss;  nevertheless  his  ex- 
ample wUl  not  be  loet  but  wUl  elevate  the 
life  of  his  State  for  many  years  to  come. 

Mr.  LENNON.  The  certain  hand  of 
death  has  hit  North  Carolina  all  too  fre- 
quently in  recent  years  to  strike  down 
good  and  useful  men  in  high  political 
Office.  I  need  not  list  them  all,  but  \ve 
shall  never  forget  such  men  as  Sena- 
tors Josiah  William  Bailey,  J.  Melville 
Broughton.  WUlis  Smith,  Clyde  R.  Hoey 
and  William  B.  Umstead.  God  rest  their 
souls.  God  give  us  the  courage  to  live 
noble  lives  and  follow  the  high  stand- 
ards of  Christian  and  political  conduct 
of  men  such  as  these.  Let  us  all  remem- 
ber that  public  service  Is  a  duty  and  fol- 
low William  Bradley  Umsteads  dedica- 
tion to  the  high  calling  it  offers. 


RESOLUTION  OP  CENSURE 
The     PRESIDING     OFFICER      (Mr. 
Carlson  in  the  chair) .    The  Chair  lays 
before  the  Senate  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness. 


November  18 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  301)  to  cen- 
sure the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr! 
President,  as  one  of  the  members  of  the 
select  committee,  I  had  intended  to  make 
a  statement  today  with  respect  to  the 
pending  matter. 

However,  I  have  been  informed  by  my 
good  friend  the  able  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  IMr.  Bridges]  that  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCahthy] 
is  quite  ill.  Therefore.  I  do  not  beUeve 
that  a  speech  or  statement  contrary  to 
his  interests  would  be  proper  in  the  cir- 
cumstances. If  possible,  I  would  want 
him  to  be  present. 

However.  I  ask  permission  now,  if  per- 
mission is  necessary,  to  submit  an 
amendment,  on  behalf  of  myself  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd],'  and 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel] 
to  Senate  Resolution  301.  I  shall  send  it 
forward  after  I  have  read  it  to  the  Senate. 

The  amendment  reads  as  follows: 

At   the    end    of   the    resolution,   add    the 

following  new  section: 

"Sec.  — .  It  is  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that 
the  Communist  Party  of  the  United  SUtes 
Is  not  a  domestic  political  party  in  the  usual 
tradition,  but  is  a  part  of  the  international 
Communist  conspiracy,  a  deadly  menace  to 
the  United  States,  and  the  enemy  of  au  dem- 
ocratic forms  of  government.  Accordingly 
the  Senate's  appropriate  committees  should 
continue  diligently  and  vigorously  to  inves- 
tigate, expose,  and  combat  this  conspiracy 
and  all  subversive  elements  and  persons  con- 
nected therewith.- 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield' 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  As  I  under- 
stand the  Senator  from  Colorado  wishes 
to  submit  the  amendment  and  ask  that 
It  be  printed  and  lie  on  the  table 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  Is 
correct.  I  wish  to  send  it  forward  at 
this  time  and  ask  that  it  be  printed  and 

he  on  the  table. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No  oonsent 
Is  necessary  to  do  that. 

The    PRESIDING    OFFICER       The 
amendment  will  be  received  and  printed 
and  will  lie  on  the  table.  ' 

Mr.  WATKINS.    Mr.  President,  on  No- 
vember 13,  1954.  I  received  a  telegram 
which  reads  as  follows: 

Milwaukee,  Wis.,  November  13. 19S4. 
Senator  Asthus  Watkins,  i 

Senate    Office   Building:     ! 
This  is  to  confirm   our  request  that   you 
appear  Monday  at  9  o'clock  a.  m.,  in  rojm 
357  to  give  evidence  In  the  case  of  Major 

Joe  McCaxtht^ 
Chairman,  Subcommittee 
on  Invtatigations. 

Mr.  President,  on  November  15,  1954 
at  the  hour  of  9  a.  m..  I  appeared  in 
room  357.  and  later,  at  10  o'clock,  a  hear- 
ing was  held  before  the  Subcommittee  on 
Investigations. 

Various  excerpts  from  statements 
made  at  the  hearing  have  been  pub- 
lished in  the  press,  many  of  them  lifted 
out  of  context.  So  that  the  public  may 
know  exactly  what  happened,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  entire  tran- 
script be  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  tran- 
script was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

United  States  Scif  atc. 
Senate  Pekmanxnt  SuBCoiocrrrEE 
ON  Investigations  or  the  Commit- 

TXE  on   OOVKKNMENT  OPZaATIONS. 

Washingtofi,  D.  C,  November  IS,  1954. 

The  subcommittee  met.  pursuant  to  notice, 
10  a.  m..  in  room  357,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Senator  Joseph  R.  McCaetht.  chairman, 
presiding. 

Present:  Senator  Joseph  R.  McCarthy, 
Republican,  Wisconsin;  Senator  Eveeett  Mc- 
KiNLET  DaiKsrN.  Republican.  Illinois;  Sena- 
tor John  L.  McCixllan.  Democrat,  Arkansas; 
Senator  Henet  M.  Jackson,  Democrat.  Wash- 
ington; Senator  Stdabt  Stminoton,  Demo- 
crat. Missouri. 

Present  also:  James  Juliana,  acting  direc- 
tor; Bob  Kennedy,  chief  counsel  to  the  min- 
ority;  Ruth  "Soung  Watt,  chief  clerk. 

The  Chaibman.  The  committee  wUl  come 
to  order. 

May  I  say  we  have  a  rule  that  the  flash 
photographers  will  not  take  pictures  during 
the  hearings.  So  if  you  men  will  desist 
taking  picture?;  of  the  witness  and  the  mem- 
bers of  the  c(  mmlttee  during  the  hearing. 
It  will  be  appreciated. 

Senator  Waikins,  you  are  called  here  this 
morning  not  to  in  any  way  answer  for  your 
activities  as  chairman  of  the  Watklns  com- 
mittee. To  vk  you  to  answer  about  your 
activities  on  that  committee  would  be,  in  my 
opinion,  imprciper  and  beyond  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  this  committee. 

However.  In  your  report,  you  indicate  that 
you  have  information  in  regard  to  a  fifth- 
amendment  Communist.  Major  Peress.  I 
have  been  trying  to  find  out  for  months  who 
was  responsible  for  the  special  treatment 
that  this  man  got  by  those  who  knew  that 
he  was  a  *fth- amendment  Communist. 

If  I  may  rerlte  the  facts  of  the  case  for 
the  record  briefly.  Peress  was  Identified  as 
a  Communist  by  an  undercover  agent — wlU 
you  desist  in  taking  flash  pictures  of  the 
witness — Peress  was  identified  under  oath  by 
a  member  of  the  New  York  Police  Depart- 
ment as  a  Coirimunlst.  He  waa  identlfled  as 
having  attended  a  Communist  leadership 
school. 

We  had  before  us.  and  you  had  before  you, 
the  affidavit  which  he  signed  first  saying 
he  was  not  a  Communist  when  he  Joined 
the  military,  which  would  make  him.  of 
course,  subject  to  court  martial,  up  to  5 
years,  and  then  later  the  statement  which 
he  signed  refusing  to  answer  whether  he 
was  a  Communist  or  not. 

The  reason  you  are  here.  Senator,  as  X 
eay.  has  nothing  whatsoever  to  do  with  your 
activities  as  chairman  of  the  Watklns  com- 
mittee. But  In  view  of  the  fact  that  you 
have  Indicated  that  you  have  Information 
about  who  promoted  him.  I  felt  that  1  would 
be  derelict  In  my  duty  If  I  did  not  call  you 
here  to  give  you  an  opportunity  to  tell  us 
What  information  you  have.  I  will  be  very 
much  surprised  if  you  have  that  information, 
but  we  will  get  down  to  that  shortly. 

You  say,  for  example,  that  Peress  was  In 
no  way  responsible  for  the  Zwicker  matter — 
strike  that — that  Zwicker  was  In  no  way 
responsible. 

statement    o»    the    honobable    abthttb    t. 

WATKINS,    A    TTKITED    STATES    BENATOE    FBOM 
THE  STATE  OF  UTAH 

Senator  Watkins.  WlU  you  call  my  atten- 
tion to  the  place  in  the  report  where  that 
appears? 

The  Chaiemam.  I  wlU  be  glad  to.  Page  60 
of  the  report. 

If  you  wUl  refer  to  the  bottom  at  the 
page,  the  last  paragraph.  I  will  quote:  "He" 
(meaning  McCaetht)  "did  much  to  destroy 
the  effectiveness  and  reputation  of  a  witness 
who  was  not  In  any  way  responsible  for  the 
Peress  situation,  a  situation  which  we  do  not 


in  any  way  condone.  The  blame  should 
have  been  placed  on  the  shoulders  of  those 
culpable  and  not  attributed  publicly  to  one 
Who  had  no  share  in  the  responsibility." 

We  will  not  get  into  an  argument.  Senator, 
as  to  whether  or  not  I  blamed  Zwicker  for 
the  situation,  but  you  say  here  that  he  was  in 
no  way  responsible.  You  say  I  should  have 
put  the  blame  on  the  shoulders  of  those  who 
were  culpable.  I  find  that  you  and  I  do 
agree  that  someone  was  culpable,  that  some- 
one was  at  fault  for  keeping  a  Communist 
in  the  military  while  we  are  spending  bil- 
lions of  dollars  trying  to  fight  communism. 

Therefore,  I  will  ask  yoil,  question  No.  1: 
Do  you  know  who  was.  as  you  say.  culpable? 

Senator  Watkins.  No,  I  do  not. 

The  Chadiman.  You  do  not? 

Senator  Watkins.  But  I  think  I  can  help 
you  find  the  information  that  will  show  who 
had  the  responsibility  for  the  promotion  of 
Peress  and  who  also  had  the  responsibility 
for  directing  his  honorable  discharge. 

The  Chaieman.  If  you  do  that,  you  will  be 
of  great  value  to  this  committee.  Senator. 

We  have  asked  Secretary  Stevens  for  that 
information  time  after  time.  He  has  refused 
to  give  It  to  us.  We  do  know  who  signed  the 
order.  We  know  the  Adjutant  General  signs 
the  order,  but  we  are  looking  for  the  man, 
the  secret  master.  If  you  could  caU  him  that, 
who  is  being  protected. 

If  you  can  give  us  the  name  of  the  person 
who  has  been  responsible.  No.  1,  for  the  pro- 
motion, knowing  he  was  a  Communist;  No.  2, 
the  change  In  duty  orders  to  accomplish  duty 
orders;  and  No.  3.  the  honorable  discharge — 
If  you  can.  as  you  say,  help  us  get  that  infor- 
mation, then  you  would  be  of  great  value  to 
this  committee. 

Senator  Watkins.  With  all  the  qualifica- 
tions you  put  In.  descriptions  you  put  In.  I, 
of  course,  may  not  be  able  to  qualify  the 
answer  to  comply  strictly  with  that.  But  I 
can  give  you  the  source  of  Information  where 
you  can  get  the  names  of  the  people  who 
were  resfxsnsible  for  his  promotion  and  for 
his  discharge,  honorable  discharge. 

So  I  will  proceed.  If  you  will  let  me. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  be  delighted  to. 

Senator  Watkins.  The  statement  you  read 
from  the  report,  of  course,  does  not  indicate 
that  we  knew  who  the  culpable  people  were. 
We  said  that  Zwicker  was  not  the  person.  I 
can  call  your  attention  to  the  testimony  In 

the  hearing  record,  if  you  wish,  to  substan- 
tiate Jxist  what  I  am  saying  about  that. 
Zwicker  himself  was  not  the  responsible 
person. 

The  CHAiKMAN.  Would  you  call  my  atten- 
tion to  that  point? 

Senator  Watkins.  I  will  read  It,  if  you 
dont  mind.      On  page  505 

The  Chaixman.  Just  1  minute  until  I  get 
It — you  may  proceed. 

Senator  WATKms.  It  is  the  first  volume  of 
the  hearing  record.  Mr.  Williams  had  been 
examining  Oeneral  Zwicker. 

The  Chairman.  Just  so  the  record  Is 
Straight.  Senator  Watkins  is  now  referring 
not  to  testimony  taken  before  the  investi- 
gating committee,  but  testimony  taken  be- 
fore the  Watkins  committee. 

Is  that  correct? 

Senator  Watkins.  That  is  right.  Other- 
wise known  as  the  select  committee. 

The  Chaixman.  So  when  you  say  I  knew 
what  he  was  testifying  to.  you  refer  to  what 
I  knew  after  he  appteared  before  your  com- 
mittee; is  that  right? 

Senator  Watkins.  That  Is  right;  yes. 

I  wlU  read  the  testimony.  Mr.  Williams 
had  been  cross  examining  Oeneral  Zwicker, 
and  then  he  said,  "I  have  no  further  ques- 
tions.' 

"The  Chaieman.  Mr.  de  Purla.  do  you  hav« 
further  questions? 

"Mr.  DB  FoRiA.  Yes,  sir. 

"Oeneral,  did  you  promote  Peress? 

"Oeneral  Zwicker.  I  definitely  did  not. 


"Mr.  DE  FuBiA.  Did  you  discharge  ht™  with 
an  honorable  discharge? 

"General  Zwickxe.  I  did,  sir. 

"Mr.  DE  PT7BIA.  Was  that  on  your  own  Ini- 
tiative oar  under  orders,  sir? 

"Oeneral  Zwickxe.  It  was  under  orders.* 

Now  we  can  go  on  and  get  some  additional 
testimony. 

The  Chairman.  Senator,  I  wonder  If  you 
would  do  this  for  me.     In  your  report 

Senator  Watkins.  May  I  say  that  was  not 
contradicted  before  us. 

The  Chaieman.  I  don't  want  to  tiae  the 
gavel  on  you. 

Senator  Watxins.  You  don't  need  to.  1 
am  willing  to  cooperate  with  you  a  hundred 
percent. 

The  Chaieman.  May  I  ask  you  to  do  this. 
Obviously.  If  there  is  anything  In  your  record 
which  shows  who  was  responsible  for  cover- 
ing up  for  this  Communist,  I  will  want  you 
to  point  that  out.  However,  at  the  present 
time.  I  am  referring  to  your  report  which 
says  that,  in  eflTect.  I  knew  that  Zwicker  was 
not  responsible.  So  this  had  to  be  some- 
thing antedating  the  testimony  taken  before 
your  committee. 

Could  you  show  us  any  Infonnatlon  which 
you  have  to  show  that  Zwicker  was  not  re- 
sponsible, prior  to  what  he  said  before  your 
committee? 

Senator  Watkins.  I  was  not  acquainted 
with  the  matter  prior  to  that  time.  My  in- 
formation, of  course.  Is  based  on  what  he 
said  in  the  committee,  on  the  uncontradicted 
evidence.  No  one  contradicted  him.  That 
was  his  statement,  and  I  assume  it  is  true, 
and  I  think  other  information  I  have  dis- 
covered since,  which  I  think  will  answer  the 
question  that  we  were  talking  about,  that 
is  to  help  you  find  the  Information  as  to 
who  handled  the  Peress  matter — ^I  can  give 
that  to  you.  because  I  have 

The  Chaieman.  I  wish  you  would,  Sena> 
tor.  I  wish  you  would  have  all  the  facta 
in  mind.  I  refer  you  to  the  testimcmy  taken 
before  the  investigating  committee: 

"Question.  You  know  that  somebody  haa 
kept  him  on  knowing  that  he  has  refused 
to  tell  whether  he  was  a  Communist,  do  you 
not? 

"Zwickee.  X  am  afraid  that  would  come 
under  th*  category  of  the  Kxecutlve  order, 
Mr.  Chairman. 

"The  Chabman.  What? 

"ZwicKXK.  I  am  afraid  an  answer  to  that 

question  would  come  under  the  category  a€ 
the  Presidential  order." 

So  you  know  that  prior  to  his  appearance 
before  our  conunittee  he  did  not  deny  that 
he  personally  as  commanding  officer  was 
responsible.    Do  you  linow  that? 

Senator  Watkins.  I  am  not  sure  about 
that,  because  all  I  would  have  is  the  rec- 
ord, and  I  have  read  so  many  records  that 
I  couldn't  be  sure  as  to  that  positive  state- 
ment. But  I  do  have  some  additional  in- 
formation in  this  record  which  indicates 
very  clearly  that  he  was  not  the  peracm 
responsible. 

May  I  read  It? 

The  Chaieman.  You  certainly  oaay,  but  X 
want  to  get  this  in  chronological  order.  If 
I  may.  You  know,  do  you  not — you  knew 
when  you  signed  the  repmrt,  did  you  not— 
that  Zwicker  had  refused  to  teU  us  who  bad 
ordered  the  promotion  of  Peress?  Did  joa 
know  that? 

Senator  Watkins.  I  think  X  had  the  evi- 
dence. I  had  the  full  record  of  the  hearing 
you  held  in  New  York  City,  at  which  Oeneral 
Zwicker  appeared.  As  I  recall,  in  that  he 
wasn't  In  a  position,  and  he  so  told  you,  to 
give  all  the  information  that  he  would  prob- 
ably like  to  have  given,  because  of  orders. 

The  Chaieman.  Do  you  think  today— and 
time  is  running  out,  and  we  have  a  sesston 
starting  at  11  o'clock— do  you  think  today 
you  can  give  us  information  which  wUl  help 
us  to  nail  down  the  man  responsible  for  the 
protection  of  this  Communist  in  the  miU- 
tary,  do  you?      . 
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Senator  Watkims.  I  can  give  you  Informa- 
tl<Mi  M  to  tti«  men  who  had  something  to 
do  with  It.  and  probably  aU  to  do  with  It. 
U  you  will  let  me,  I  will  proceed. 

The  CKUBMiar.  Would  you  do  that,  pleaae. 

Senator  WATKors.  Tee;  I  did  want  to  read 
that  other,  but  alnoe  you  aay  time  la  run- 
ning out 

The  CKAniCAW.  Read  whatever  you  care  to. 

Senator  WAXKZNa.  All  right. 

After  I  got  your  telegram  In  Salt  Lake  City. 
at  letter,  and  after  I  got  back  here,  as  soon 
as  I  could  get  to  It.  I  called  on  Secretary 
Stevens  to  see  what  Information  I  could  get. 
and  he  did  furnish  me  some  Information. 

I  will  read  now  a  letter  which  I  think  will 
tell  where  the  material  Is: 

"DSPABTXCZlfT  O?  THS  ABICT, 

"Waahington.  June  23,  1954. 

"DBAS  SoTAToa  Ifxnnyr:" — 

This  was  addressed,  so  he  advised  me.  to 
Senator  IIumbt,  the  acting  chairman  of  the 
committee  which  Is  now  In  session  here— 

"I  refer  to  the  case  of  IfaJ.  Irving  Pereas, 
with  which  I  am  sure  you  are  familiar.  X 
have  recently  studied  the  thorough  inves- 
tigation made  by  the  Inspector  General  of 
the  Army  of  all  the  clrcximstances  pertain- 
ing to  this  advancement  In  grade  and  separa- 
tion from  the  service. 

"This  investigation  disclosed  no  evidence 
Of  any  subversive  conduct  with  respect  to 
personnel  actions  Involving  Pereas.  Fur- 
thermore, there  Is  no  evidence  of  disloyalty, 
pro-Cknnmunlst  Influence,  or  any  other  type 
of  misconduct  reflecting  on  the  loyalty.  In- 
tegrity, or  patriotism  of  the  officers  or  clvll- 
lans  who  processed  the  case. 

"The  investigation,  however,  did  reveal 
that  in  several  Instances  Improper  admin- 
istrative handling  of  papers  resulted  In  un- 
warranted delays  In  processing  actions  con- 
cerning Major  Peress. 

"On  the  basis  of  the  facts  now  known  and 
limitations  Imposed  by  outmoded  regula- 
tions, and  legislation  pertaining  to  doctors 
and  dentists,  my  original  conclusion  that 
the  Peress  case  was  not  handled  as  It  should 
have  been  has  been  substantiated.  As  will 
be  remembered,  when  I  returned  from  the 
Far  Bast.  Februitfy  3,  1054,  and  In  my  letter 
to  Senator  BicCAaTHT  dated  February  18. 
1954.  I  readily  admitted  that  this  case  could 
have  been  handled  better. 

"The  Inqiector  General's  findings  disclosed 
inordinate  time  was  consumed  in  the  proc- 
essing of  this  case.  Ifajor  comnumders  h*ve 
been  directed  to  take  the  appropriate  stepe 
against  the  individuals  Involved  and  at  all 
levels  of  command  administrative  reforms 
consistent  with  existing  law  have  been  made, 
which  I  fervently  hope  wiU,  mal^e  it  impoe- 
aible  for  such  errors  to  bo  made  in  the 
future. 

"Further  refwence  Is  made  to  the  sealed 
envelope  marked  'Ckxifldential.'  containing 
the  names  <tf  Army  personnel  who  in  the 
course  of  their  duties  took  some  type  of 
administrative  action  with  respect  to  the 
disposition  of  ICaJor  Peress. 

"As  you  wlU  recaU,  on  February  34,  1964, 
I  agreed  to  suboilt  to  joui  subccMnmlttee 
the  names  of  these  indlvld\ials  as  soon  as 
they  had  been  determined.  In  the  course 
of  the  hearings,  pages  1420  and  2253,  I  re- 
iterated this  promise,  and  by  covering  letter 
of  May  13,  1954.  I  submitted  to  Mr.  Jenkins 
In  an  eavrtope  marked  'Confidential'  the 
names  of  the  individuals  who  had  scMuething 
to  do  with  the  Peress  personnel  actions. 
The  covering  letter,  copy  inclosed,  was  read 
into  the  transcript  of  the  hearings  at  page 
3781. 

"SubMquently.  on  June  18, 1954.  lieuten- 
ant Murray,  of  my  office.  dellVored  to  you  an 
additional  envelc^e  marked  'confidential'  to 
replace  the  first  one.  This  was  necessary 
because  a  name  had  been  erroneously  in- 
cluded in  the  flxst  compilaticm.  On  this  oo- 
casion  you  inqxilred  about  the  confidential 
character  of  this  list.    In  answer  to  your 


question,  I  can  only  reemphaslze  my  original 
request — that  the  names  of  these  individuals 
not  be  made  public  under  any  circumstances. 

"As  you  know,  these  names  were  bbtained 
after  a  thorough  investigation  by  the  Inspec- 
tor General  of  the  Army.  I  wish  to  empta- 
siae  that  the  mere  fact  that  the  indlvld\ials 
are  named  as  having  some  administrative 
responsibility  or  knowledge  of  the  subject 
should  in  no  way  be  construed  to  indlcnte 
ctUpability  on  their  part.  Should  ttese 
names  be  made  public,  it  would  unneoes- 
sarlly  subject  them  and  their  families  to 
unwarranted  publicity  completely  out  of  pro- 
portion to  the  facts. 

"I,  therefore,  request  again  that  you  do 
not  publicize  this  list.  To  publicize  tttese 
names  without  a  full  explanation  of  the  eir- 
ciunstances  surrounding  their  participation 
in  the  case  could  well  east  public  discredit 
upon  the  individuals  concerned. 

"In  addition,  such  publication  would  go 
far  to  diminish  the  future  effectiveness  of 
the  Inspector  General  Corps  because,  histori- 
cally, investigations  of  this  character  liave 
been  successful  Information-gathering  de- 
vices for  commanders  because  of  a  strict  ad- 
herence to  the  maintenance  of  a  confidential 
relationship  between  the  interrogator  tnd 
the  person  interrogated.  This  is  another 
reason  for  my  definite  desire  not  to  have 
their  names  publicized. 

"Also  In  the  transcript,  on  page  2266.  lir. 
Jenkins  stated:  'And  then  the  names,  as  I 
understand  It,  the  chaimian  ruled  are  to 
be  submitted  to  this  committee  or  to  me  as 
Its  counsel,  privately  and  without  exposing 
these  names.'  On  page  2268  you  stated :  'The 
other  names  requested  should  be  submitted 
confidentially  and  to  counsel  for  our  com- 
mittee.'    See    enclosure   for   full   quote. 

"Accordingly,  it  is  my  opinion  that  the 
confidential  character  of  the  list  of  names 
should  be  maintained  and  revealed  only  on 
a  need-to-know  basis  to  those  who  have  a 
confidential  clearance." 

The  Secretary  advised  me  as  a  result  of  my 
inquiry  that  a  list  of  30  names,  beginning 
with  a  general,  had  been  given  to  Senator 
MUNDT,  the  acting  chairman  of  this  com- 
mittee. Those  were  the  names  that  were  to 
be  kept  confidential.  As  I  understood  It 
from  him,  they  contained  all  the  names  of 
those  who  had  anything  to  do — any  of  the 
responsibility  for  the  promotion  and  the 
honorable  discharge  of  Major  Peress.  That 
information,  I  understand,  came  into  the 
hands  of  Senator  Mundt,  was  delivered  by  a 
messenger — I  mean  the  envelope  that  was 
marked  confidential  containing  the  names — 
and  is  now  in  the  files  of  this  committee  and 
has  been  since  June  23,  1954. 

Now,  I  was  further  advised  by  Secretary 
Stevens  that  I  could  have  a  copy  of  that  list, 
he  exhibited  an  envelope  which  was  marked' 
confidential  and  sealed,  that  I  could  have  a 
copy  of  thoee  names.  But  he  would  expect 
me  to  keep  them  confidential.  I  said  If  y©ur 
committee,  if  the  McCarthy  committee,  tias 
those  names  now,  It  is  not  necessary  for  me 
to  have  them,  because  that  is  their  Job. 
They  can  Immediately  go  into  executive  ses- 
sion and  call  in  these  various  persons  to 
determine  their  share  of  the  responsibility, 
whatever  they  did  about  It.  I  said,  "WofUd 
you  be  willing  to  furnish  these  officers  to  see 
that  they  get  here,  or  this  jjersonnel?"  And 
he  said,  "We  would  do  our  level  best  to  get 
them  there  upon  the  demand  of  this  Perma- 
nent Committee  on  Investigations,"  the 
committee  over  which  you  preside.  Senator. 

The  CHAnucAN.  I  do  not  want  to  waste  my 
time  and  the  time  of  the  Senators  here, 
unless  you  have  some  Information  as  to  who 
Is  culpable.  Tou  say  in  your  report  "Zwicker 
was  in  no  way  responsible."  I  do  not  know 
what  you  know  about  the  military.  You 
BhotUd  know,  you  made  the  statement,  that 
a?  man  is  not  promoted,  he  is  not  honorably 
discharged,  unless  his  commanding  officer 
makes  the  recommendation.  If  you  read  the 
record,    you    know    that    Secretary    Stevaons 


promised  to  have  an  Investigation  made,  that 
he  would  tell  tia  who  was,  as  you  say.  culpa- 
ble— he  did  not  use  that  word;  he  said  at 
fault;  you  used  the  word  ciilpable— In  this 
case.    That  has  never  been  done. 

Now,  if  you  merely  Intend  to  read  from 
the  transcript  of  the  Mundt  hearings,  which 
you  have  been  doing  so  far 

Senator  Watkins.  I  have  been  reading  a 
copy  of  the  letter  from  the  Secretary  to 
Senator  Mumrr. 

The  Chaikman.  That  is  in  the  Mundt  hear- 
ings, and  has  been  In  there  for  months. 

Senator  Watkins.  He  told  me  this  had  not 
been  made  public  before. 

The  CHAniMAN.  That  is  part  of  the  Mundt 
hearings.  Do  you  have  any  information  to- 
day? Do  you  have  any  information  today 
as  to  who  was.  as  you  say.  culpable  In  this 
case? 

Senator  Watkins.  I  have  exactly  what  I 
have  told  you.  I  had  no  personal  knowledge. 
I  came  to  the  conclusion,  based  on  the  un- 
contradicted testimony  in  our  hearings,  be- 
fore the  Watkins  committee,  that  C^neral 
Z wicker  was  not  responsible.  Then,  In  or- 
der to  help  this  committee,  becavise  I  am  a 
member  of  the  Internal  Security  Committee, 
which  is  charged  with  the  responsibility  of 
ferreting  out  these  matters  Just  as  much 
as  your  committee — as  a  member  of  It  I 
was  personally  very  much  Interested  In  find- 
ing out.  and  I  would  like  to  find  out. 

But  I  do  say  now,  in  view  of  what  has 
been  said  to  me  by  the  Secretary,  as.  I  liave 
related  It,  that  you  do  now  have  In  your 
files  the  names  of  all  the  people  wl|o  were 
responsible  for  the  promotion  and  ^e  dis- 
charge, the  honorable  discharge,  of  Peress. 
All  you  need  to  do  is  to  call  those  men  in 
tn  executive  session.  If  you  want  to  abide 
by  the  confidential  request  of  the  Secre- 
tary, and  you  can  find  out  from  them  the 
part  that  each  one  had  In  that  affair.  That 
has  been  In  your  files  since  June  23. 

The  Chaisman.  I  am  afraid  we  are  wasting 
the  time  of  the  Senate.  If  that  is  all  the  In- 
formation you  have. 

Senator  Watkins.  You  Invited  me  bere.  I 
did  not 

The  Chaixman.  Just  a  minute.  Please, 
Senator.  I  will  give  you  a  gavel.  General 
Zwlcker  when  called  said  he  could  not  tell 
who  was  responsible.  We  have  a  llA  of  30 
names,  an  unusual  list.  It  lists  the  people 
in  headquarters  of  the  First  Army,  the  Office 
of  the  Surgeon  General,  all  the  doctors  In 
the  Surgeon  General 's  office  who  might  have 
given  this  man  a  physical  examination  when 
he  was  promoted,  the  officers  in  the  Adju- 
tant General's  office,  again  when  he  was 
appointed  to  the  grade  of  major  aU  of  the 
doctors  who  were  In  the  Surgeon  General's 
office,  and  on  down  the  line.  You  and  I 
know  that — you  and  I  know  that  aotbing 
will  be  grained  by  calling  foiir  or  eight  doc- 
tors from  the  Surgeon  General's  oOce  and 
finding  out  whether  or  not  they  examined 
this  man.  I  thought  when  you  made  this 
statement,  Sanator,  this  very  serious  state- 
ment made  In  your  report — you  state  that  I 

should  blame  the  person  who  Is  culpable 

I  thought  maybe  you  had  some  information. 
Let  us  see  if  I  have  your  testimony  clear 
today.  It  is  that  you  have  nothing  except 
what  was  presented  to  the  Mundt  comcnlttee. 
Including  this  list  of  30  people.  Yo\|  know 
now  as  you  knew  at  the  time  you  signed  this 
report,  that  when  we  had  one  of  the  Individ- 
uals before  us.  he  said.  "I  can't  answer  be- 
cause of  the  Presidential  order."  You  are 
aware  of  the  Presidential  order  when  you 
Invoked  before  your  committee  In  which  you 
said  that  General  Lawton  could  not  even 
tell  atKsut  the  conversation  he  had  with  Gen- 
eral Zwicker.  Is  it  your  testimony  norw  that 
that  is  aU  you  have?  You  have  nothing  In 
addition  except  this  conversation  you  had 
With  Stevens  in  which  he  said  "Here  la  ft 
list  of  30  names.  If  you  want  to  take  a  look 
at    them,   if   you   think  there   la  some   way 
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that  I  can  find  out  who  was  the  secret  master 
by  looking  at  these  namea.  I  wUl  give  It  to 
you." 

Keep  In  mind  the  ruling  that  you  made — 
hand   this  down  to  the  Senator,  will  you? 

(E>ocument  banded.) 

Keep  In  mind  the  ruling  you  made  that 
one  Army  officer  would  not  have  to  testify  as 
to  conversations  he  had  with  another. 

Senator  Watkins.  I  take  It  you  are  ask- 
ing for  my  advice.  That  is  what  it  sounded 
like.    I  would  advise  you 

The  Chaikman.  Not  your  advice.  Senator. 
You  have  signed  a  formal  report  saying  that 
I  should  blame  the  person  who  Ls  culpable. 
That  means  that  you  should  know. 

Senator  Watkins.  Do  you  disagree  with 
that? 

The  CRAnuc\N.  That  means  you  should 
know.  I  have  been  trying  to  find  out.  I 
wired  you  and  told  you  that  unless  you  had 
some  informati  >n  I  did  not  want  you  to  waste 
my  time  and  yc  ur  time.  You  did  not  answer 
that  wire.  I  gather  today  that  you  have 
nothing  except  what  was  before  the  Mundt 
committee  and  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  did  not  give  you  the  result  of  the 
Inspector  General's  report.  You  knew,  of 
course.  Senator,  you  know  now.  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Army  promised  that  he  would 
have  the  Inspector  General  make  an  investi- 
gation and  that  he  would  try  and  tell  us 
then  who  was  a  fault  or,  using  yoxir  word, 
culpable.  You  know  that  he  has  refused  to 
do  that.    I  tbougnt  maybe  when  you  were 

Senator  Watkins.  Just  a  moment.  I  do 
not  know  any  of  those  things  you  are  say- 
ing. Those  are  your  statements,  not  mine. 
I  am  not  agreeing  with  them  Just  because 
I  sit  here.  I  am  not  afcreelng  with  what  you 
are  saying  because  I  have  to  sit  silently. 

The  CRAnucAK.  You  do  not  have  to  sit 
silently.  You  Cdn  talk  all  you  like.  I  am 
not  going  to  use  a  gavel. 

Senator  Watkins.  You  ask  me.  in  effect,  as 
I  get  the  purport  of  your  question,  how  I 
would  go  about  It  to  get  this  Information. 
I  would  tell  you  exactly  bow  I  would  go 
about  It.  I  would  serve  on  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  a  request  for  each  one  of  thoce 
officers  and  I  would  have  them  brought  be- 
fore the  committee  in  executive  session  so 
that  I  could  prc'tect  the  families  of  these 
people  in  the  evert  there  was  nothing  against 
them  any  more  than  administrative  work. 
I  am  advised  thf.t  this  contains  the  list  of 
the  people  who  bad  all  to  do  with  this  pro- 
motion and  with  this  discharge. 

I  would  go  right  down  through  that  list. 
And  then  I  would  say  to  you.  in  answer  to 
what  you  said  alxjut  not  being  able  to  get 
the  Information  out  of  them  because  of  the 
orders — I  would  do  exactly  what  I  did  in 
the  select  committee  case.  I  called  on  the 
Secretiu-y  of  Defease,  Mr.  Wilson,  and  I  got 
him  to  give  me  a  letter  which  permitted 
General  Lawton  to  testify,  wblcb  permitted 
General  Zwlcker  t<}  testify  on  the  things  that 
be  could  not  say  before. 

The  Chaiuian  Let's  keep  the  record 
straight.  You  did  not  get  permission  for 
Lawton  to  testify.  Lawton  refused  to  testify. 
S3  let  8  keep  the  record  straight. 

Senator  Watkins.  Lawton  came  on  the  sec- 
ond time  and  testified  when  be  was  given 
the  opportunity  to  recount  and  to  give  the 
statements  that  General  Zwlcker  had  made 
to  him  at  a  conversation  with  respect  to 
Senator  McCaitht  and  bow  he  felt  about  It. 
When  we  gave  him  the  opportunity 

The  CHAiKifAN.  Senator  Watkins,  let's 
keep  the  record  straight. 

Senator  Watkins.  I  am  testifying.  If  you 
find  it  is  wrong — you  said  I  could  talk  all  I 
wanted.    Now  let  me  go. 

The  Chauucan.  You  can  talk  all  you  like. 

Senator  Watkins.  Let  me  go.  then,  and  I 
can  finish  my  statement.  With  your  permis- 
sion, I  am  doing  this. 

The  Chaikman.  Okay.    Proceed. 

Senator  Watkins.  All  right. 


I  have  forgotten  where  I  was.  Will  yoa 
give  me  the  last  statement? 

(Ttie  record  was  read  by  the  reporter.) 

Senator  Watkxns.  When  we  gave  htm  the 
opportunity  to  testify  he  co\ild  not  recount 
or  recall  a  single  statement  made  by  Zwlcker. 
Then  we  stretched  the  rule  on  giving  evi- 
dence of  that  sort  and  said.  "Ordinarily,  we 
would  Uke  to  form  our  own  conclusions  from 
what  was  said,  but  you  can  go  ahead  and 
give  your  impressions."  Then  he  did:  that 
General  Zwlcker  was  antagonistic  to  you. 
Then  when  we  go  to  Zwlcker.  he  was  per- 
mitted to  say  that  he  had  been  opposed  to 
the  promotion  of  Peress.  he  had  been  op- 
posed to  his  honorable  discharge,  he  had 
been  against  generals  or  any  officials  in  the 
Army  claiming  the  protection  of  the  fifth 
amendment. 

But  he  was  not  permitted  to  say  to  whom 
he  objected.  He  had  to  stop  there.  But  we 
got  that  through  the  letter  Mr.  Wilson  and 
the  counsel  sent  over  from  the  War  Depart- 
ment. 

Senator,  as  a  i>art  of  my  advice  from  an 
older  man.  Just  a  little  older  in  years.  I 
would  say  to  you  I  think  if  you  will  follow 
on  that  procedure.  If  you  will  cooperate  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  and  the  Defense 
DepcLrtment.  they  will  be  able  to  help  you  a 
lot  in  actually  pinpointing  who.  if  anybody. 
Is  culpable:  that  is.  any  evil  culpability,  for 
the  promotion  of  Peress  and  for  his  dis- 
charge honorably. 

Now.  I  do  not  know  whether  this  Is  going 
to  be  of  any  help  to  you  or  not.  You  have 
to  decide  that  matter.  But  since  you  asked 
for  It.  that  is  the  story.  You  have  it  In  your 
flies,  and  I  think  there  is  a  reasonable  pro- 
cedure to  follow.  I  recommend  it  strongly 
to  your  committee.  And  If  you  do  not  want 
to  do  it.  give  us  the  names  In  the  Internal 
Security  Committee  and  1  will  ask  our  chair- 
man to  proceed  on  that. 

The  Chaikman.  Then  I  understand  that 
the  only  help  you  can  give  us  is  that  we  call 
additional  Army  witnesses  and  hope  that 
they  will  not  invoke  any  secrecy  rule  and  try 
and  get  them  not  to  Invoke  the  secrecy  rule. 
Beyond,  that,  you  can  give  no  information,  is 
that  It? 

Senator  Watkins.  I  would  like  to  say  that 
the  report  that  you  called  my  attention  to 
does  not  profess  to  know  the  name  of  the 
person  culpable.  It  merely  says  whoever 
they  are.  in  effect,  they  ought  to  be  held 
responsible.  It  does  say  positively  that 
Zwlcker  was  not  culpable.  That  is  all  I  have 
to  say.  Senator. 

The  Chaikican.  Where  does  It  say  posi- 
tively that  Zwlcker  was  not  culpable? 

Senator  Watkins.  Well,  I  think,  in  what 
we  read. 

The  Chabman.  Where  does  It  say  that? 
I  would  like  to  read  that  Into  the  record. 
You  said  the  report  that  you  got  from  the 
Army.  I  handed  It  to  you.  I  am  not  asking 
about  your  report.  Senator  Watkins. 

Senator  Watkins.  That  is  what  I  thought 
you  said.  I  am  only  responsible  for  my  own 
report,   nobody   else's. 

The  Chaikican.  In  other  words,  you  were 
not  referring  to  the  Army  report?  I  handed 
you  a  report.  I  thought  you  were  referring 
to  that. 

Senator  Watkins.  I  have  the  list,  yes,  the 
confidential  list  that  you  Just  banded  me. 

The  Chaikican.  There  Is  nothing  on  tht^? 

Senator  Watkins.  That  is  to  be  taken  in 
connection  with  the  letter  which  he  gave 
you.  That  Is  to  be  taken  In  connection  with 
what  he  told  me.  I  could  have  had  this 
identical  list,  and  If  the  select  committee  had 
any  Job  In  connection  with  it,  I  would  be 
only  too  glad  to  proceed  and  follow  It.  But 
that  is  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  your  com- 
mittee and  the  Internal  Security  Committee 
as  I  see  it.  I  cannot  do  anything  about  it. 
I  said.  "There  Is  no  use  in  giving  that  to 
me,  Mr.  Secretary,  and  have  me  hold  It  in 
a  confidential  capacity,  even  though  It  might 


satisfy  some  of  my  curiosity.'*  But  be  said. 
"Poeltively  that  contains  the  list  from  tbe 
top  down  in  grade,  the  people  who 
sponsible  for  the  handling  of  the 
matter."  That  has  been  in  yoor  files  stnoa 
June  23.  1954. 

The  Chatkmsn.  You  are  aware,  of  course,  of 
the  fact  that  Zwlcker  said  that  be  oouM 
have  held  up  an  honorable  discharge  if  a  man 
had  stolen  $60. 

Senator  Watkins.  I  understand  all  of  that, 
but  you  said  you  were  not  going  Into  tbat. 
You  were  going  to  ask  me  what  I  knew  about 
Peress. 

The  Chaikman.  I  think  you  should  haw 
told  me  that  you  knew  nothing  about  t>ii» 
before  we  wasted  this  time  this  moralng. 
You  came  here  this  morning  and  read  a  let- 
ter which  Is  In  the  Mundt  testimony.  You 
refer  to  a  list  of  SO  people.  The  man  who 
signed  the  honorable  discharge — his  name  la 
not  here.  The  commanding  officer's  name  Is 
not  here.  There  are  many  names  missing,  al- 
though the  letter  says  that  all  those  adminis- 
tratively responsible.  Yo\ir  advice  is.  all  you 
know  is  that  we  should  call. these  men  and 
hope  they  would  not  do — would  the  young 
man  desist  while  I  am  tjtini^g  to  the  wit* 
ness? 

Senator  Watkims.  Is  it  out  of  line  for  my 
administrative  assistant  to  hand  me  soma 
papers? 

The  Chaikman.  Let  me  finish  my  question. 
The  only  thing  you  have  to  give  xu.  then. 
Is  the  advice  that  we  call  all  of  the  thirty- 
odd  officers  from  the  Surgeon  General  on 
down  and  hope  that  they  will  not  InvtAa 
the  privilege  which  Zwlcker  invoked.  We 
asked  Zwicker,  you  understand,  who  was 
responsible,  and  he  said  he  could  not  answer. 
The  only  thing  you  can  tell  us  now  is,  when 
you  say  I  should  have  blamed  the  person 
culpable,  Is  that  we  ahould  call  thoae  SO 
people? 

Senator  Watkins.  I  called  yotxr  atten- 
tion  

The  chaikman.  Is  that  roughly  Itt 

Senator  Watkins.  Not  exacUy  It,  no.  I  call 
your  attention  to  a  letter  of  November  S. 
1954.  addressed  to  you  by  Mr.  Stevens,  in 
which  he  expressly,  as  I  recall,  leaves  out 
two  officers  here.  I  think  McManus  and  Gen- 
eral Bergin.  and  It  already  appeared — "Ko 
action  was  taken  against  MaJ.  Gen.  Wllilam 
K.  Bergin.  the  Adjutant  General,  Brig.  Oen. 
Ralph  Zwlcker  or  MaJ.  John  J.  McManus,  be- 
cause in  the  opinion  of  the  Army  no  acta 
perfcMmed  by  them  manifested  the  slightast 
indication  of  Communist  sympathy  nor  any 
other  dereliction  of  duty.  These  ofllcers  hold 
the  same  rank,"  et  cetera  That  was  in  the 
letter  to  you.  The  letter  you  wrote  me  had 
a  paragraph  in  it  like  this: 

"This  Indicates  that  you  must  have  som* 
information  as  to  who  was  culpable  and  some 
information  to  the  effect  that  Zwicker  waa 
not."  I  have  given  the  information  that 
Zwlcker  was  not,  the  sworn  testimony,  un- 
contradicted testimony  of  Zwlcker  himself. 

"This  is  information  for  which  our  inves- 
tigating committee  has  been  searching.  You 
are  therefore  Invited  to  appear  before  the 
investigating  committee  to  give  the  informa- 
tion upon  which  you  base  the  above  state- 
ment." 

I  have  now  given  It.  That  is  the  best  I 
can  do  and  I  stand  cm  my  statement. 

The  Chaikman.  In  other  words,  you  and 
I  Will  agree  that  somebody  was  culpable? 

Senator  Watkimb.  Somebody  actually  pro- 
moted Peress.  yes.  In  the  same  letter  that 
Mr.  Stevens  sent  you  under  date  of  November 
S,  It  quotes  the  law  with  respect  to  the  pro- 
motion of  these  people.  It  seems  to  me,  as  a 
reasonable  human  being,  knowing  how  these 
things  operate,  that  that  probably  was 
largely  responsible  for  almost  the  automatic 
advancement  of  this  man  rrrnsi,  Z  wooUl 
like  to  offer  that  for  your  leoord. 

The  CHAftMAW.  Seeing  you  bring  that  up. 
Senator,  we  will  call  your  attention  to  Um 
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fiMt  tiuit  »  Or.  B«Wc7  WM  btttar*  tlM 
mlUM  alM.  Hs  bad  tli*  qusllfleatlana.  ap- 
parently as  vmt  aa  Fenaa.  Ha  waa  no* 
glTen  a  ownmlaalfwi;  1m  waa  not  proaaotart; 
ba  waa  not  bonoraMy  diaebartad.  Z  aavaly 
caU  tbat  to  your  attention  so  tbat  you  wUl 
know  that  wIimi  you  cite  a  law  thert  wia  no 
Uw  that  f oceed  the  promotion.  X  wlU  aak 
yoQ  one  flnal  guevtlon. 

Tou  and  I  agree  that  somebody  who  oot- 
erad  up  for  thla  liajor  Paraaa  la  at  fault? 

Senator  Wanmia.  I  do  not  think  anybody 
eoTtred  up,  aa  f ar  ai  I  can  get  It  Xrooa  the 
Btatementa  made  by  Mr.  SteveDa.  I  am  rely- 
ing lersely  on  what  be  eeld.  Eto  has  given 
you  the  namea  of  the  people  who — all  the 
people— bad  anything  to  do  with  that.  Tou 
already  knew  about  Zwlcker  and  you  already 
knew  about  Bergln  and  McManus.  So  you 
have  had  aU  of  that  list.  I  cannot  go  beyond 
that.  And  when  you  say  "culpable"  Z  do 
not  know  wbather  you  mean  criminally  cul- 
pable or  whether  they  actually  did  the  work. 

The  Chaibman.  I  am  using  your  word. 

Rui^^Vy  Watxims.  CulptAle  aa  far  as  we 
were  concerned  meant  the  pec^le  who  did 
whatever  waa  done.  We  do  not  prejudge 
people  and  aay  they  are  guilty  of  something 
simply  because  they  may  have  recommended 
prtnnotlon  at  a  man  or  hla  honorable  dis- 
charge. That  would  be  determined  by  a 
proper  trial,  whether  they  were  criminally 
culpable  or  not.    ^ 

The  Cbaibmam.  Tou  said  the  blame  should 
have  been  placed  cm  the  shoulders  of  those 
culpable.  By  the  term  "culpable"  you  meant 
nothing  wrong? 

Senator  WAncxwa.  Z  did  not  necessarily 
mean  criminally  culpable.  'They  were  re- 
sponsible. Besponsible  would  probably  have 
been  a  better  word.  But  you  cannot  hang  a 
man  for  writing  a  rep<»t  with  as  many  words 
in  It  aa  that  If  you  get  one  word  slightly  oft 
key.  There  was  no  intention  to  say  that 
anybody  had  committed  a  crime,  because  we 
did  not  know  that,  and  we  do  not  step  out 
and  Judge  them  in  advance. 

The  CBAmcuf .  I  am  not  asking  you  about 
a  claim.  Tou  say  there  was  a  wrong  done. 
Is  that  right? 

Senator  WATXiwa.  Xt  stands  for  what  it 
Bays,  and  I  do  not  care  to  explain  It  further. 

The  CHAnucAN.  Senator.  I  am  trying  to  find 
out.  Tou  say  X  should  have  put  the  blame 
on  the  shoulders  of  those  culpable.  I  am 
trying  to  find  out  whether  you  think  there 
was  somebody  to  blame. 

Senator  Watkois.  Somebody  was  responsi- 
ble for  his  promotion  and  discharge,  that  la 
what  I  meant. 

The  CBAiucAjr.  There  was  nothing  wrong 
with  tbat? 

Senator  Watkikb.  X  do  not  know  whether  it 
waa  wrong  or  not.  That  would  depend  on 
the  facta. 

The  CHAiBicAir.  Senator,  I  p«'h^)s  should 
be  censured  for  what  I  am  about  to  say  If  X 
am  to  be  censured  for  what  I  said  to  Zwlck- 
er. Z  might  say  that  a  Senator  who  repre- 
sents tha  great  State  of  Utah,  who  cornea 
here  and  says  he  does  not  know  whether 
someone  should  be  blamed  for  promoting. 
hoooraMy  discharging,  a  man  who  has  gradu- 
ated from  a  Onnmunlst  leadership  school,  a 
Oonununlst  leader,  a  man  who  owea  his  duty 
to  a  foreign  country,  a  man  that  waa  a  traitor 
to  this  country;  a  Senator  who  says.  "X  don*t 
know  whether  he  la  at  fault.  I  dont  know 
whether  those  who  protected  him  are  at  fault 
or  not — ^Z  wouldn't  aay."  but  who  says  and 
argues  on  the  Senate  floor  that  the  man  who 
tries  to  find  out  who  has  been  the  secret 
TBMttter  oorerlng  up  for  this  man.  that  such  a 
Senator  certainly  la  derelict  In  hla  du^.  And 
that  la  putting  it  very,  very  mildly. 

Senator,  you  should  be  jiist  aa  concerned 
aa  Z  am  about  finding  out  who  la  prntawting 
the  tralton  in  thla  manl  Army.  We  know 
that  aomabody  protected  Peraaa.  Toa  know 
as  well  as  Z  do  that  while  mava  bean  begslnir 
and  coaxing  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  give 
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m  tlM  naoM  of  Ilia  man  responsible,  you 
know  aa  w^  aa  I  do  that  the  Secretary  pram- 
Ised  that  ha  would  have  an  investigation. 
that  ba  would  give  us  that  information.  Tou 
have  indicated  In  your  report  tbat  you  kaow 
who  waa  at  fault. 

You  ny  that  the  commanding  officer  was 
not  at  fault,  although  the  commanding  of- 
ficer refused  to  answer  wbetber  be  was  at 
fault  or  not.  X  may  say  I  wish  you  had 
not  wasted  our  time  this  morning.  X  wish 
you  had  told  me  you  knew  nothing  about 
thla  situation  before  I  took  this  hoiir's  time 
this  morning. 

If  the  other  Senators  have  any  questions 
to  ask,  they  may  proceed. 

Senator  McClxuan.  Are  you  willing  to 
make  a  motion  in  the  Internal  Security  Cem- 
mlttee  to  call  these  officers  named  in  that 
letter  and  make  inquiry  of  them  with  regard 
to  their  responsibility? 

Senator  Watkins.  I  certainly  am,  If  Sen- 
•ator  McCaxtht  does  not  move  rather 
promptly  in  that  field. 

Senator  McClzixan.  If  this  committee 
does  not  proceed  to  do  so,  I  will  be  glatf  to 
second  your  motion  in  the  Internal  Se- 
curity Committee. 

Senator  Watkins.  That  Is  right.  You  are 
a  member  of  that  committee  with  me. 

Senator  McCleixan.  Yes,  sir;   I  am. 

The  Chauuian.  If  they  refuse  to  testify 
as  Zwlcker  refused,  will  you  find  them  In 
contempt  or  what  will  you  do? 

Senator  Watkins.  I  think  I  will  get  the 
answers  with  a  little  cooperation  of  the 
Army  and  Secretary  Stevens.  I  think  I  will 
get  the  answers  if  I  am  permitted  to  proeeed 
with  It. 

The  CHAiaicAjr.  In  other  words,  you  think 
you  can  find  out  who  has  been  covering  up 
for  Peress? 

Senator  Watkins.  X  never  could  find  out 
that  which  would  satisfy  you.  I  will  say  that 
very  frankly.  I  do  not  believe  you  could  ever 
be  satisfied  unless  you  can  find  somebody 
that  ought  to  be  shot  or  hung. 

The  CHADtiCAN.  Do  you  think  you  could — 
X  may  say  that  I  think  a  man  who  covers  up 
for  a  traitor  under  our  law  should  be  shot 
or  hung. 

Senator  Watkins.  Right;  I  will  agree  with 
you. 

The  Chaikman.  Many  American  young 
men  have  died,  many  American  young  aien 
will  die.  Senator,  because  traitors  have  been 
covered  up.  l 

Senator  Watkins.  Have  you | 

The  Chaikman.  Those  traitors,  under  the 
law,  should  be  shot  or  hung  even  as  our 
3roung  boys  were  shot  and  mutilated  out  in 
Korea. 

Senator  Watkins.  IjCt  me  ask  you  this- 

The  Chaikman.  This  Is  no  laughing  matter. 
Senator.  Xf  you  think  you  have  a  secret  way 
of  finding  out  who  the  secret  mfister  is  who 
covered  up  for  Peress,  we  will  be  glad  to — 
very  happy  to — have  you  try  and  force  the 
testimony  from  the  witnesses.  We  will  be 
glad  to  have  you  do  tha^. 

Senator  Watkins.  I  would  say  this :  that  I 
would  like  to  ask  you  this  question:  Do  you 
think  I^eress  ought  to  be  shot  or  hung  on 
the  situation  as  it  stands  at  present  witlK>ut 
a  trial? 

The  CHAnucAM.  I  did  not  say  Peress  should 
be  shot  or  hung;  X  said  any  man  in  our 
military  who  covers  up  for  traitors,  who  cov- 
ers up  men  guilty  of  treason,  under  the  law 
there  Is  a  death  penalty.  You  try  to  make  a 
joke  of  that.  You  say  that  I  would  not  be 
satisfied  iintll  I  can  find  someone  who  should 
be  shot  or  hung. 

Senator,  when  we  have  secret  masters  in 
the  military  covering  up,  covering  up,  cover- 
ing lip  for  Communists,  then  they  sbould  be 
subjected  to  the  fiUl  responsibility  of  the 
law.    It  la  no  laughing  matter,  Senator. 

SenatcMT  Watkimb.  I  was  not  laughing,  and 
the  record  will  so  show,  the  pictures  will  so 
show.     X  was  not  laughing.     But  I  say  this: 


That  any  man  In  the  military,  any  man  In 
this  country.  Is  entitled  to  a  fair  and  impar- 
tial trial  before  a  Jviry  of  his  peers  When  it 
comes  to  a  criminal  case. 

Now.  if  a  full  investigation  reveals  that  no 
one  was  criminally  culpable  in  thla  matter, 
that  may  be  a  disappointment  to  yoli.  But 
if  that  is  the  truth,  that  Is  the  way  it  will 
have  to  be.  Tbat  is  wbat  oiight)  to  be 
thoroughly  explored.  That  ought  to  be  done 
before  we  go  on  saying  that  somebody  baa 
committed  a  crime  all  the  time.  Xt  could 
have  been  negligence.  It  could  bate  been 
failure  to  keep  the  records  together  as  they 
sbould  bare  been.  It  could  have  happened 
in  a  large  army  with  millions  of  records.  It 
could  have  happened  purely  as  a  matter  of  a 
mistake.    There  is  always  that  possihUlty. 

Now,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  in  the  com- 
mittee of  which  I  am  a  member,  where  we 
are  searching  for  these  matters,  we  try  to 
do  It  in  an  orderly  way.  We  do  not  make  a 
lot  of  charges,  ordinarily,  unless  we  are 
pretty  siu-e  of  our  ground  and  we  have  gone 
into  the  matter  carefully.  Even  then  we  are 
very  modest  in  the  charges  we  make.  Dp  to 
date  we  have  been  a  100  percent  united.  I 
think,  in  all  the  reports  of  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity Committee  in  this  country. 

The  Chairman.  Senator,  a  boy  in  Korea 
who  goes  to  sleep  on  his  poet  of  duty  Is  court 
martlaled  and  a  death  penalty  is  provided  for 
him.  Don't  you  agree  with  me  that  where 
someone  deliberately  covers  up  month  after 
month  after  month  for  Communists  in  the 
military,  that  he  is,  tislng  your  language, 
much  more  culpable  than  a  young  kid  who 
has  been  awake  for  18  or  20  hours  and  who 
goes  to  sleep  on  his  p>ost  of  duty? 

Senator  Watkins.  Yes.  I  will  agree  with 
that;  a  man  who  has  been  doing  that.  Buft 
first  of  all,  I  want  to  be  dead  sure  be  has 
been  doing  that. 

The  Chairman.  Unless  the  Senators  have 
some  questions,  I  think  we  have  waated  one 
morning.  I  had  hoped  that  you  would  tell 
us  ahead  of  time  you  knew  nothing  about 
this  situation.  Senator. 

Senator  Watkins.  It  was  my  purpose  to 
come  before  your  committee  and  make  such 
answers  as  I  could  make  in  response  to  your 
invitation. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  asking  that  I  be 
censured  for  not  placing  the  blame  on  the 
shoulders  of  those  culpable.  You  aay  now 
that  you  think  by  some  mysterious  process 
your  committee  might  be  able  to  get  the  wit- 
nesses to  disregard  the  Presidential  directives. 
If  you  have  such  a  way  of  getting  tha*  infor- 
mation, you  are  welcome  to  proceed.  X  would 
like  to  see  you  try  and  get  It. 

The  committee  will  be  adjourned  unlea 
there  are  any  questions  to  be  asked. 

(Whereupon,  at  10:45  a.  m.,  the  committee 
recessed,  subject  to  call.) 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roU. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roD. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  first 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
that  many  Members  of  the  Senate  are 
aware  of  the  report  which  has  ccsne  to 
our  attention  with  reference  to  the  pres- 
ent physical  condition  of  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin.  I  think  the  Senate 
will  give  further  consideration  to  that 
situation  during  the  day. 

I  wish  to  say  at  the  outset  that  the 
remarks  I  desire  to  make  now  axe  not 
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adverse  to  the  Junior  SenatoT  from  Wis- 
consin. iMit  are  in  his  interest  and  win 
relate  entirely  to  the  new  evidence  which 
came  to  the  attention  of  the  members 
of  the  select  committee  over  the  past 
weekoid,  and  which  was  the  basis  of  my 
letter  to  the  chairman  of  the  comxnit- 
tee.  which  was  i>laced  in  the  Rkcokd  on 
Monday,  with  reference  to  the  second 
amendment  proposed  to  the  resolution, 
and  in  which  I  stated  that  I  could  not 
support  tbat  amendment 

I  desire  to  make  this  statement  be- 
cause, although  I  have  placed  the  basic 
evidence  in  the  RKCoao  by  way  of  inser- 
tion, I  am  aware  of  the  fact  that  some 
Members  of  the  Senate  have  not  had  it 
called  to  their  attention;  and.  further, 
that  the  statements  I  have  made  with 
respect  to  the  origin  of  that  evidence 
have  not  had  widespread  circulation  or 
are  not  fully  or  generally  understood. 

The  Members  of  the  Senate  who  heard 
my  remarks  during  last  week  or  at  any 
other  time  during  the  deliberations  on 
the  resolution  of  censure  will  recall  that 
when  any  questions  were  directed  to- 
ward me  with  respect  to  the  so-called 
Zwicker  matter  last  week  I  stated  that 
I  was  not  prepared  to  discuss  that  ques- 
tion at  that  time.  I  indicated  that  at  a 
later  date,  if  some  information  came  to 
the  committee  on  that  subject,  it  would 
be  made  available  to  the  Senate.  I  made 
that  statement  deliberately. 

The  fact  is  that  when  the  committee 
reconvened  on  November  8.  pursuant  to 
the  call  for  the  special  session  of  the 
Senate,  the  distinguished  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Kansas  I  Mr.  Carlson]  stated 
to  the  members  of  the  select  committee 
that  he  was  not  entirely  satisfied  with 
the  information  which  had  been  de- 
veloped with  respect  to  the  Zwicker- 
Peress  matter.  He  felt  there  was  addi- 
tional information  which  might  be  ob- 
tained by  contacting  the  appropriate 
authcHities  in  the  Army. 

Thereupon,  on  Tuesday,  November  9. 
1954.  the  second  day  the  Senate  was  in 
session,  the  Junior  Senator  from  Kansas 
brought  up  the  matter  during  a  formal 
executive  meeting  of  the  committee.  A 
suggestion  or  perhaps  a  motion  was 
made  by  the  SenaUM-  from  Kansas.  In 
any  event,  action  was  taken  which  ap- 
pears in  the  minutes  of  the  executive 
meeting,  and  on  Tuesday  of  last  week, 
November  9,  the  select  committee  au- 
thorized the  chairman.  Uie  distinguished 
senior  SenaUx-  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat- 
kins], to  contact  the  Department  oi  the 
Army,  and  to  endeavor  to  arrange  a 
meeting  with  Secretary  Stevens.  That 
action  was  not  made  public  at  the  time, 
but  those  are  the  facts  as  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  know.  This 
occurred  on  Tuesday  of  last  we^. 

Secretary  Stevens  was  out  of  town.  I 
understand  the  chairman  of  the  select 
committee  endeavored  to  contact  him  at 
another  time  during  the  week,  but  the 
Secretary  was  still  out  of  town. 

On*8aturday  afternoon,  at  about  20 
minutes  of  2,  I  received  a  call  from  the 
chairman  oi  the  cMnihlttee.  the  senior 
Senator  from  Utah,  who  said  he  would 
like  to  have  me  onne  to  Mb  ofBce.  He 
did  not  state  the  reason.  I  was  tempo- 
rarily otherwise  engaged,  and  I  said  I 
would  be  present  in  10  minutes.    I  vent 
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to  the  ofBoe  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
Utah  at  approximately  10  minutes  ol  2 
last  Saturday  afternoon.  November  13. 

In  the  office  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
Utah  at  the  time  I  arrived,  or  within  a 
moment  or  two  thereafter,  were  two 
other  members  of  the  select  committee, 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Colorado  (Mr.  Johnson  ]  and  the  distin- 
guished Junior  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Smonsl.  With  the  chairman  of 
the  select  committee  was  Secretary 
Stevens. 

During  the  meeting  which  ensued.  Mr. 
Milton,  assistant  to  Secretary  Stevens, 
appeared  briefly  for  a  conference  with 
the  Secretary. 

The  clerk  or  assistant  to  Senator  Wat- 
kins reported  that  he  was  unable  at 
that  time  to  locate  the  distinguished 
Junior  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Cau.- 
soN]  and  the  distinguished  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Ekvin],  so 
they  were  not  present.  It  was  somewhat 
ironical  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson],  who  had  sug- 
gested a  further  contact  with  Secretary 
Stevens,  could  not  be  present  at  that 
time. 

Secretary  Stevens,  apparently,  had 
been  requested  to  bring  with  him  such 
information  as  he  thought  might  be 
pertinent  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Zwicker-Peress  angle  of  this  whole  mat- 
ter, and  he  brought  with  him  two  letters. 
He  may  have  had  others,  but  he  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  committee  two 
letters  of  importance. 

One  letter  was  a  copy.  In  full  text,  of 
the  letter  which  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy]  had  written 
to  Secretary  Stevens  under  date  of  Feb- 
ruary 1,  1954.  The  other  letter  of  par- 
ticular significance  which  he  brought  to 
our  attention — he  may  have  had  other 
letters^was  a  letter  addressed  to  my  col- 
league, the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Mundt],  who 
presided  at  the  so-called  Army-McCar- 
thy hearings.  It  was,  I  believe,  dated  in 
June.  In  any  event,  that  letter  dealt 
with  a  request  for  the  names  of  the  per- 
sons who  had  been  involved  in  the  Peress 
matter.  I  shall  deal  with  that  letter 
first. 

That  letter  stated  that  the  names 
would  be  made  available  to  the  omimit- 
tee.  They  were  available  on  a  separate 
sheet  of  paper,  but  it  was  suggested  in 
the  letter — and,  of  course,  this  is  a  sum- 
mary, so  to  siieak,  of  the  purport  of  the 
letter — that  the  Department  of  the  Army 
hoped  that  the  names  would  not  be  made 
public,  because  there  was  a  considerable 
list;  that  many  of  the  names  were  of  per- 
sons who  had  dealt  in  a  clerical  capacity 
with  some  phase  of  the  Peress  matter; 
that  publication  or  release  of  their  names 
would  cause  embarrassment  to  them  or 
to  members  of  their  families  unneces- 
sarily, because  they  were  not  iiersons  who 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  policy  deter- 
minations or  decisions  involved. 

Another  reason  given  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Army  in  expressing  the  hope 
that  the  names  would  not  be  made  public 
was  that  the  names  had  been  obtained 
by  the  action  of  the  Inspector  General, 
and  that  to  release  the  names  would,  in 
some  way,  involve  the  activities  of  the  In- 
spector General,  and  would  msJce  it  difli- 


cult   for  the  represmtatives  of  tlte  In- 
saiector  Oeneral  to  operate  thereafter. 

Consequently,  and  apparently  for  the 
same  reasons  that  these  names  were  not 
made  pubUc  by  the  committee  headed  by 
my  colleague,  the  distinguished  sailor 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Mundt]  ,  whom  I  see  before  me.  the  sdect 
committee  decided  that  they  did  not  care 
to  see  the  names  on  Saturday  afternoon. 
If  my  colleague  widies  to  oorrect  me  as 
to  my  assumption,  I  hope  he  vill  do  ao. 
Secretary  Stevens  had  a  folded  sheet 
on  which,  presumably,  those  names  were 
listed.  He  referred  to  it  and  offered  tt  to 
us,  but  no  member  of  the  select  commit- 
tee expressed  any  desire  actually  to  look 
at  the  list,  in  view  of  the  statement  set 
forth  in  the  letter. 

At  s<Hne  time  during  proceedings  on 
Saturday  afternoon.  I  asked  to  see  the 
copy  of  the  letter  which  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  had  written  to  Sec- 
retary Stevens.  I  was  impressed  by  the 
contents  of  the  letter,  and  I  shall  call 
attention  to  them  later.  But  with  re- 
spect to  the  letter  and  the  names  which 
were  involved.  aaaxeoDit  adced  the  num- 
ber of  names  contained  in  the  list. 

Secretary  Stevens  said.  "Approximate- 
ly 30,  but  they  are  groups.  There  are 
4  or  5  or  6  that  had  to  do  with  the  in- 
duction of  Peress.  T^ere  are  4  or  5  or 
6  that  had  to  do  with  his  promotion. 
T^ere  are  some  that  had  to  do  with  the 
medical  phases  of  his  service."  he  hav- 
ing come  in  under  the  doctors'  and  den- 
tists' provision  of  the  draft  law.  "There 
are  some  names  in  another  group  that 
had  to  do  with  the  change  of  orders. 
There  is  another  group  of  names  of 
those  that  had  to  do  with  his  discharge." 
Someone  asked,  "Is  the  name  of  Gen- 
eral Zwicker  on  the  list?" 

Secretary  Stevens  said.  "It  is  not." 
Then  I  asked.  "With  respect  to.  the 
group  of  names  that  had  to  do  with  the 
discharge  of  Peress,  is  the  top  name  on 
that  list  a  brigadier  general  or  a  mKjor 
general?" 

I  asked  that  question  because  one  of 
the  facets  or  aspects  of  the  whole  mat- 
ter was  whether  General  Zwicker  was 
the  top  officer  who  was  responsible,  or 
whether  a  superior  was  involved. 

Mr.  Stevens  replied.  "Neither;  higher 
than  that." 

In  other  words,  the  man  at  the  top  of 
the  group  of  officers  who  made  the  final 
determination  for  the  Peress  discharge 
was  not  a  brigadier  general,  which  was 
the  rank  that  General  Zwicker  had,  was 
not  a  major  general,  but  was  s<meone 
higher  than  that. 

Thereupon.  I  suggested  to  the  chair- 
man, "If  this  can  be  regarded  as  a  for- 
mal meeting,  I  move,  and  if  it  is  not  a 
formal  meeting,  I  suggest,  that  we  have 
a  meeting  of  the  committee  at  9  o'clock 
Monday  morning,  a  public  meeting,  at 
which  time  we  shall  ask  the  top  man 
in  the  discharge  group  of  names  to  be 
present." 

The  point  was  then  made  by  smne- 
one  that  at  9  o'clock  Monday  mining, 
the  chairman  of  the  ccxnmittee,  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkxms].  had 
been  asked  to  appear  btfore  Senator 
McCarthy,  and  that  that  would  cause 
a  conflict.  The  further  point  was  made 
that  the  Senate  was  due  to  begbi  its 
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BMskm  <»i  Monday  at  11  o'clock  In  the 
morning,  and  that  it  would  be  dliOcult 
to  have  a  hearing  or  accomplish  any« 
thing  under  those  circumstances. 

I  stated  at  that  point  that  I  would  be 
satlsfled  if  we  could  have  certain  infor- 
matton  from  Secretary  Stevens.  I  asked 
two  questions  as  to  wlilch  I  thoi^ht 
Secretary  Stevens  shoiild  give  informa- 
tion. 

TTie  first  was,  "When  did  you  receive, 
or  whoi  did  the  Army  receive,  the  let- 
ter dated  February  1,  1954,  by  Senator 
McCastht  addressed  to  you?"  Secre- 
tary Stevens  said  he  did  not  know  the 
facts  involved  in  that  question,  and  he 
would  have  to  look  the  matter  up. 

The  sectmd  question  I  asked  was, 
"What  did  you  do  with  it  when  you  re- 
ceived it?" 

Secretary  Stevens  again  indicated  that 
he  would  look  up  that  information  and 
make  it  available  to  us.  That  happened 
at  midaftemoon.  I  do  not  know  how 
long  we  were  there.  I  did  not  look  at  the 
clock  when  the  meeting  broke  up,  but 
I  would  assume  it  was  sometime  after  3 
o'clock  that  Saturday  afternoon. 

Because  of  the  implications  or  the 
meat  of  the  letter  addressed  by  Senator 
McCaktht  to  Secretary  Stevens,  the 
full  text  of  wliich  letter  I  read  on  Satur- 
day afternoon.  I  spent  some  time  Sunday 
rereading  the  hearings  in  the  Zwlcker 
matter. 

I  might  state  this  at  this  time,  al- 
though I  do  not  make  a  particular  point 
of  it:  I  was  not  present  on  Monday.  Sep- 
tember 13.  when  General  Zwicker  testi- 
fied before  the  select  committee.  I  had 
left  the  previous  Saturday  evening  for 
my  home.  The  printed  hearings  recorded 
me  as  being  present,  but  the  clerk  of 
the  committee  has  stated  that  my  name 
had  been  included  by  the  copy  reader 
who  assumed  I  was  present.  A  reading 
of  the  record  shows  that  I  was  not 
present,  and  that  I  did  not  participate 
in  any  of  the  hearings  on  September  13. 
I  make  no  point  of  it,  but  simply  wish 
to  keep  the  record  straight,  because  when 

1  returned  for  the  deliberations  of  the 
committee,  before  I  took  any  action  I 
was  asked  to  read  the  hearings  of  Sep- 
tember 13.    I  did. 

It  was  oa  the  basis  of  what  took  place 
at  the  hearing  that  I  conciured  in  count 

2  of  the  resolution  at  the  outset.  How- 
ever, I  wish  to  point  out  that  in  the 
hearing  of  September  13,  the  reply  of 
Secretary  Stevens  to  Senator  McCarthy 
was  inserted  in  full,  but  the  letter  of 
February  1  to  Secretary  Stevens,  to  wtiich 
his  letter  was  a  reply,  was  not  inserted. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Soaator  yield? 

Mr.t;ASE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah.         

Mr.  WATSONS.  Does  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  know  that  we  did  not 
have  a  copy  of  the  letter  by  Senator  Mc- 
Castry  which  was  written  on  Febru- 
ary 1? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  assume  that  is  true;  that 
It  was  not  produced,  and  that  no  one 
asked  for  it. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  should  also  like  to 
eall  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  letter 
of  Senator  McCastht  to  Secretary 
Stevens  bad  been  put  in  the  Army-Mc- 
Carthy hearing  record,  which  is  a  large 


record,  as  everyone  knows.  We  assumed 
it  had  been  placed  in  that  record,  be- 
cause I  recalled  that  it  had  been  pub- 
lished. There  was  not  anything  secret 
about  it  at  all. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  not  saying  there  was 
any  adverse  intent  in  the  fact  that  it 
was  not  put  in  the  record  of  the  select 
committee,  but  I  merely  state,  as  a  sim- 
ple matter  of  record,  that  it  was  not 
there.  So  it  was  not  in  the  record  which 
I  read  at  the  time  I  returned  for  the  ex- 
ecutive meeting  of  the  committee  follow- 
ing the  time  General  Zwlcker  testified. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  whether 
there  is  any  evidence,  either  new  or  old. 
to  the  effect  that  Senator  McCarthy 
knew  about  the  reconsideration  of  the 
original  order  in  the  Pentagon  at  the 
time  he  examined  General  Zwicloer  on 
February  18? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  do  not  know  that  there 
is.  I  think  probably  the  fact  is  to  the 
contrary,  but  I  shall  deal  with  that  point 
in  due  course. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further?  i 

Mr.  CASE.     Yes.     I  yield.  \ 

Mr.  ERVIN.  As  I  understand,  the 
committee  recommended  censure  of  Sen- 
ator McCarthy  in  what  I  would  call  the 
second  count,  which  was  based  on  the 
General  Zwicker  incident,  because  of  his 
attitude  and  conduct  toward  General 
Zwicker  in  the  examination  of  February 
18.  If  Senator  McCarthy  was  ignorant 
of  the  action  which  took  place  in  the 
Pentagon  after  the  receipt  of  the  letter 
of  February  1,  how  could  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy's attitude  and  conduct  toward 
General  Zwlcker  be  influenced  in  any 
way  by  a  fact  of  which  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy was  ignorant? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  does  not  contend  that  it  was. 

Mr.  President,  the  question  which  the 
distinguished  and  very  able  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  has  raised  is  very  much 
in  point,  but  I  invite  the  attention  of  the 
Senators  to  the  fact  that  the  proposed 
amendment  contained  in  section  2  of  the 
resolution  reads: 

Sbc.  2.  The  Senator  from  WisconBln,  Mr. 
McCastht.  In  conducting  a  senatorinl  in- 
quiry Intemperately  abused,  and  released 
executive  hearings  In  which  he  denoonced, 
a  witness  representing  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Oovernment,  Gen.  Ralph  W.  Z^tlcker, 
an  officer  of  the  United  States  Army,  fbr  re- 
fusing to  criticize  his  superior  officers  and- 
for  respecting  official  orders  and  executive  di- 
rectives, thereby  tending  to  destroy  the  good 
faith  which  must  be  maintained  between 
the  executive  and  legislative  branches  In  our 
system  of  government. 

It  is  on  that  grotind,  namely,  the  de- 
struction of  good  faith  between  the  exec- 
utive and  the  legislative  branches  oif  the 
Government,  that  the  motion  for  cen- 
sure is  predicated. 

As  I  shall  attempt  to  develop,  the  re- 
ceipt of  Senator  McCarthy's  letter  of 
February  1  by  the  Army,  in  advance  of  a 
confirming  decision  to  give  Major  I^ress 
his  discharge,  Itself  shows  a  breach 
of  good  faith  between  the  executive  and 


legislative  branches  of  the  Government, 
because  the  Army  gave  priority  to  the 
request  of  Major  Peress  for  an  imme- 
diate discharge,  over  and  above  the  re- 
quest by  the  chairman  of  a  Senate  inves- 
tigating committee  that  the  Army  defer 
action,  that  It  file  charges,  th»t  it  hold 
the  man,  and  that  it  probe  his  activities 
and  see  whether  it  thereby  would  un- 
cover some  of  the  network  of  infiltration 
into  the  Army. 

The  good  faith  and  coopemtlon  be- 
tween the  executive  and  legislative 
branches  of  the  Government  are  a  two- 
way  street;  and  the  whole  point  upon 
which  the  amendment  embodied  in  sec- 
tion 2  is  predicated  falls  when  we  find 
that  the  good  faith  was  destroyed,  first, 
on  the  other  side  of  the  street  or  at  the 
other  end  of  the  street,  however  one  may 
wish  to  phrase  it. 

I  submit  to  the  Senate,  as  I  set  forth 
in  the  memorandum  the  other  day,  that 
it  is  a  poor  foundation  upon  which  to 
predicate  censure  for  the  breaking  of 
good  faith  between  the  operations  of  the 
executive  and  the  legislative  branches 
of  the  Government  when  a  responsible 
Army  staff  receives,  in  time,  and  con- 
siders a  request  from  the  chairman  of  a 
Senate  committee — any  Senate  commit- 
tee— not  to  take  terminal  action  with  re- 
spect to  some  employee  in  that  depart- 
ment or  agency  until  it  investigates,  or  to 
file  some  charges,  and  hold  him.  and  not 
release  him  from  its  jurisdiction. 

If  the  Senate  understands  the  issue 
that  is  set  forth  in  section  2  by  the 
words — 

Thereby  tending  to  destroy  the  good  faith 
which  must  be  maintained  between  the  exec- 
utive and  legislative  branches  in  ovir  system 
of  government. 

I  think  the  Senate  will  not  say  that  an 
adequate  basis  for  censure  of  Senator 
McCarthy  exists,  when  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  wrote,  in  time,  and  his 
letter  was  received  in  time  by  the  head  of 
that  executive  agency,  asking  that  it  file 
charges  and  look  into  the  matter,  where- 
as, instead  of  acceding  to  that  request, 
the  next  morning  that  agency  took  ad- 
verse action,  and,  instead,  respected  the 
request  of  Major  Peress,  an  admitted 
Communist,  that  he  obtain  an  immediate 
discharge,  and  thus  escape  from  the  ju- 
risdiction of  the  Army. 

That  is  the  issue  involved  here,  and  I 
think  the  Senate  should  know  it. 

I  desire  to  support  and  document  that 
situation.  So  far  as  I  know,  the  only  ref- 
erence in  the  hearings  to  what  was  con- 
tained in  Senator  McCarthy's  letter  to 
the  Army  appears  at  pages  184  and  185. 
I  desire  to  read  that  portion  of  the  hear- 
ings, because  it  is  quite  important: 

Mr.  Williams.  Now.  at  the  time  that  Major 
Peress  appeared  before  you  on  January  30 
of  1954,  he  was  still  on  active  duty  at  Camp 
Kilmer;  is  that  correct? 

Senator  McCa«tht.  He  was. 

Mr.  Williams.  As  a  result  of  the  testimony 
developed  In  executive  session  on  that  oc- 
casion, was  a  request  made  for  his  {(ppear- 
ance  in  open  session? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Yes;  that  is  right. 

Mr.  WnxiAMs.  Do  you  recaU  whan  he  was 
asked  to  present  himself  for  lnt«rrogatlon 
and  examination  In  open  session? 

Senator  McCarthy.  I  do  not  recall  the 
date  he  was  asked  to  appear.  He  appeared 
on  the  18th  day  of  February. 
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Then  Senator  McCarthy  made  the  fol- 
lowing statement:  and  this  is  the  only 
part  of  the  entire  retord  to  inform  us 
what  was  contained  in  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy's letter: 

I  might  say  that  In  the  meantime,  Mr. 
Williams,  a  rather  important  occurrence 
having  a  direct  bearing  upon  this  Zwlcker 
matter,  after  Peress  appeared  and  rtfused  to 
tell  whether  he  was  recruiting  soldiers  into 
the  Communist  Party,  whether  he  was  hold- 
ing Communist  meetings  at  bis  home, 
whether  he  was  a  graduate  of  a  Communist 
leadership  school,  whether  a  Communist 
helped  him  to  get  his  change  in  duty  orders, 
I  wrote  to  Secretary  Stevens  and  suggested 
that  this  man  t>e  court-martialed. 

There  were  two  grounds  for  the  court- 
martial  : 

No.  1.  When  he  entered,  be  signed  a  state- 
ment to  the  effect  that  be  belonged  to  no 
subversive  organization,  specifically  I  be- 
lieve that  included  the  Communist  Party. 

Under  the  code,  that  Is  the  criminal  code. 
that  Is  a  felony  calling  for  a  prison  sentence 
ui^  to  5  years. 

I  felt  also  that  his  refusal  to  answer  the 
questions  about  Communist  activities,  while 
this  refusal  could  not  be  accepted  in  a  crimi- 
nal court,  contrary  to  the  popular  concep- 
tion the  use  of  the  fifth  amendment  in  re- 
gard to  criminal  activities  can  be  used  in  a 
civil  action. 

I  suggested  to  Bob  Stevens,  and  I  cannot 
quote  the  exact  language — 

Here  Senator  McCaathy  himself  states 
what  was  in  his  letter,  although  he  did 
not  have  the  text  before  him — 

that  here  was  a  chance  to  serve  notice  on  aU 
officers  in  the  Army  that  there  would  be  no 
more  coddling  of  Communists,  that  if  they 
had  any  Information  about  Communist  infil- 
tration, that  they  would  be  expected  to  give 
that  information  to  the  proper  authorities 
that  could  be  acted  upon.     That  was  done. 

Mr.  WiLxxAMs.  On  what  date? 

Senator  McCabthy.  I  do  not  recall  the  date 
the  letter  was  dispatched.  It  was  made  pub- 
lic, as  I  recall,  on  February  1. 

Mr.  Williams.  Was  that  letter  written,  to 
the  best  of  your  recollection,  on  the  date  on 
ahlch  Peress  had  testified  before  your  com- 
mittee? 

Senator  McCaitht.  It  was  written  that 
evening,  as  I  recall,  or  the  next  morning. 

That  record  was  before  the  committee, 
to  show  that  the  letter  was  made  public 
on  February  1.  That  was  Senator 
McCarthy's  impression,  and  it  would 
support  the  angle  of  the  matter  which 
Senator  Ervih  has  mentioned,  namely, 
that  there  is  no  evidence  that  Senator 
McCarthy  was  aware  of  the  actual  re- 
ceipt of  the  letter  and  its  consideration 
by  the  Army  at  the  time  when  the  Army 
took  the  terminal  action  in  the  case  of 
Major  Peress.  That  may  be,  and  it  is 
another  facet  of  the  question.  But  it 
does  not  alter  the  fact  that  it  can  be 
established  that  the  letter  was  received 
and  considered  by  the  Army  staff  before 
they  took  the  final  terminal  action,  and 
that  the  responsible  Army  staff  turned 
down  the  request  from  the  chairman  of 
the  Senate  c<Hnmittee  which  asked  them 
to  avoid  taking  terminal  action  and  to 
retain  Jurisdiction.  Instead,  the  staff 
turned  down  that  request,  in  order  to 
speed  up  the  discharge  of  Major  Peress. 
I  hope  all  M«nbers  of  the  Senate  will 
read  the  full  text  of  Senator  McCarthy's 
letter,  which  appears  in  the  Corcbcs- 
siONAL  Record  for  November  15;  I  in- 
serted it  there.  It  is  on  page  16039. 
Senators   do   not   need   to   read    it   at 


once,  if  they  do  not  wish  to;  but  if 
they  wish  to  get  the  full  impact  of  what 
Senator  McCarthy,  as  chairman  of  a 
Senate  committee,  said  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  they  should  read  that  letter. 
It  Is  more  than  2  pages  long. 

After  I  read  the  letter,  I  wished  to 
know  when  the  Army  received  the  letter, 
and  what  the  Army  did  about  it,  because 
the  only  suggestion  which  had  been  made 
was  that  it  was  made  public  on  February 
1.  I  am  familiar  with  the  way  mail  is 
handled,  in  the  case  of  a  letter  written 
by  any  person  to  an  executive  agency. 
So  the  suggestion  that  the  letter  was 
made  public  on  February  1,  never 
brought  to  my  mind  any  intimation  that 
the  letter  was  received  and  considered 
by  the  executive  agency.  On  the  con- 
trary, knowing  that  the  testimony 
showed  that  Major  Peress  was  dis- 
charged on  February  2,  I  assumed  that 
the  making  of  the  letter  pubUc  to  the 
press  on  February  I  did  not  give  the 
Army  staff  any  actual  notice,  or  even 
constructive  notice,  that  the  chairman 
of  a  Senate  committee  was  making  the 
suggestion  that  he  did  make. 

If  I  write  a  letter  to  a  department 
today  and  make  it  public  today,  I  do  not 
asstime  that  the  department  takes  cog- 
nizance of  that  letter  by  rettson  of  read- 
ing it  in  the  newspapers.  I  assume  that 
the  department  does  not  take  cognizance 
of  it  for  oflScial  consideration,  at  least, 
until  it  is  received  by  the  department. 
In  the  normal  course  of  events,  if  the 
letter  went  through  ordinary  mail  chan- 
nels, if  the  letter  were  made  public  on 
the  first  of  February,  that  ^ould  mean, 
perhaps,  receipt  at  the  sorting  desk  some- 
time on  February  2,  and  consideration 
sometime  thereafter. 

There  are  further  reasons  for  that  im- 
pression. I  may  have  had  the  wrong 
impression.  Others  may  have  had  the 
idea  that  m  some  way  the  Army  received 
the  letter  that  day.  But  in  the  reply 
letter  from  Secretary  Stevens,  which  will 
be  found  at  pages  462  to  464  of  the  rec- 
ord, there  appeared  the  statement  which 
I  shall  read.  The  reply  letter  of  Febru- 
ary 16  from  Secretary  Stevens  to  Sena- 
tor McCarthy  begins  near  the  bottom  of 
page  462  of  the  record.  I  read  from 
page  464: 

The  suggestion  which  you  made  in  your 
letter  that  the  officer's  discharge  should  be 
reversed  and  tiiat  he  should  b«  recaUed  for 
the  purposes  of  court-martial  on  charges  of 
conduct  unbecoming  an  officer  have  been 
examined  and  appear  to  be  Impracticable. 
In  the  first  place,  the  separation  of  an  c^Bcer 
under  clrcvunstances  such  as  this  is  a  final 
action,  and  there  is  no  means  of  which  I  am 
aware  by  which  the  action  could  be  suc- 
ceasfuUy  reversed. 

I  sulimit  that  would  suggest  to  any 
person  reading  it  that  the  Stevens  inter- 
pretation was  that  the  discharge  had 
been  made.    He  says: 

The  suggestion  which  you  made  In  your 
letter  that  tlie  officer's  discharge  should  be 
reversed — 

It  is  a  fair  interpretation  of  Secretary 
Stevens'  letter  that  the  McCarthy  letter 
was  received  too  late.  The  impression  I 
received  was  the  Stevens  interpretation 
related  to  the  suggestion  that  the  dis- 
charge already  issued  be  recalled.   Upon 


that  basis  it  did  not  appear  that  tba 
Army  had  received  in  time  the  request 
from  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  com- 
mittee that  it  not  take  terminal  action. 

Mr.  DIRKSE3f.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield 
for  a  series  of  short  questions  on  this 
subject,  which  might  conceivably  throw 
some  light  on  the  whole  Peress  case? 

Mr.  CASE.  Will  the  Senator  wait 
imtil  I  read  a  certain  letter? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  will  abide  by  the 
wishes  of  my  friend  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASK  I  should  like  to  read  the 
letter  of  Secretary  Stevens  dated  last 
Saturday  on  the  pcrint  as  to  when  the 
letter  from  Senator  McCarthy  was  re- 
ceived. This  letter  was  written  on  No- 
vember 13.  last  Saturday,  after  the  con- 
ference in  the  office  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  WatkxmsI.  It  appears  at 
pages  16039-16040  of  the  Cohcrxssiohal 
RjEcoRD  for  November  15.,  It  was  in 
response  to  the  two  specific  questions 
which  I  had  raised  as  an  altemativ«  to 
having  a  meeting  of  the  committee  on 
Monday  morning  of  this  weelL.    I  read: 

NovnCBKB  13,  IBM. 
Hon.  AsTKua  V.  Watkins. 

United  States  Senate. 

WoMhington.  D.  C. 
Deax  Sknatob  Watkins:  In  response  to  tha 
questions  raised  by  Senator  Cass  in  your 
office  this  morning  regarding  the  reoeipi  and 
processing  of  the  letter  from  Senator  Mc- 
Caktht dated  February  1,  1954 — 

It  was  about  1 :45  p.  m.  when  I  reached 
the  office  of  the  Senator  from.  Utah. 
Secretary  Stevens  was  already  there 
when  I  arrived.  I  assume  he  had  been 
there  for  some  time.  Whether  it  was 
technically  in  the  forenoon  or  early  after- 
noon is  immaterial.  Frequently  we  say 
"this  morning"  even  when  the  Senate 
meets  at  12  o'clock. 

Continuing  with  the  reading: 

I  have  investigated  the  records  of  my  office 
and  find  that  this  letter  was  hand  carried 
to  my  oOVce  sometime  during  the  day  of  Feb- 
ruary 1 — 

It  was  taken  to  his  office  by  messenger. 
It  was  taken  to  his  office  by  hand  scane- 
time  during  the  day  on  February  1 — 

As  you  will  recall,  I  had  not  yet  rettimed 
from  a  trip  to  the  Far  East  on  this  date.  The 
letter,  therefore,  was  transmitted  to  Mr.  Jolin. 
G.  AdanvB,  department  counselor,  since  Mr. 
Adams  had  been  designated  by  me  to  make 
all  contacts  with  the  Permanent  Subcom- 
mittee on  Investigations. 

Mr.  Adams  made  known  the  receipt  of  the 
letter  to  the  responsible  Army  staff. 

It  was  not  a  matter  of  chance.     It 
went  to  the  "responsitfle  Army  staff." 
Continuing  with  the  reading: 

After  review  of  the  letter,  it  was  concluded 
that  there  was  no  additional  evidence  to 
require  modification  of  the  prior  determina- 
tion m  the  Peress  case,  which  had  been  based 
on  all  the  available  Informatton  known  at 
that  time — 

The  Peress  discharge  was  ordered 
earlier  in  January.  Tlxe  order  was 
dated  earlier  in  Jsinuary.  I  think  it  was 
delivered  to  General  Zwlcker  about  the 
23d  of  January  1954.  It  will  be  remem- 
bered that  that  order,  in  the  first  para- 
graph, directed  that  Peress  be  dis- 
charged at  the  earliest  practicable  date, 
according  to  the  desires  of  Peress,  but 
in  no  ca::e  later  than  90  days  after  the 
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receipt  of  the  order.  He  was  to  be  dis- 
daaxwfA  at  the  earliest  practicable  date, 
acoordlns  to  the  desires  of  Peress. 

I  proceed  with  the  reading  of  the 
letter: 

After  reTl9w  of  the  letter.  It  was  concluded 
that  there  was  no  additional  evidence  to 
require  modification  of  the  prior  determina- 
tion In  the  Fereas  case,  which  had  been  baaed 
on  all  the  available  information  known  at 
that  time,  and  that  the  best  Interests  of  the 
United  States  would  be  served  by  his  prompt 
separatl(»i.  a  matter  which  was  about  to  be 
consummated. 

It  had  not  been  consummated.  It 
''was  about  to  be  consummated."  The 
letter  of  February  16.  which  was  in  the 
record  of  our  hearing  of  Monday.  Sep- 
tember  13.  stated: 

The  suggestion  which  you  made  in  your 
letter  that  the  officer's  discharge  should  be 
reversed  and  that  be  should  be  recalled  for 
the  purposes  of  court-martial  on  charges  of 
conduct  unbecoming  an  ofllcer  have  been 
examined  and  appear  to  be  Impracticable. 

The  intimation  in  the  letter  before  us 
In  the  record  was  that  Senator  Mc- 
Cahtht's  suggestion  was  that  the  dis- 
charge should  \ie  reversed.  Those  words 
are  in  the  letter.  However,  in  the  letter 
of  November  13  the  Secretary  uses  the 
language: 

A  matter  which  was  about  to  be  consum- 
mated. 

Do  I  make  myself  clear,  that  the  sug- 
gestion contained  in  the  letter  of  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  as  chair- 
mtm  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Ciov- 
ernment  Operations,  or  as  chairman  of 
the  Permanent  Subcommittee  on  Inves- 
tigations, reached  the  Department  in 
time,  iMXthe  Ist  of  February? 

It  was  referred  to  the  responsible 
Army  staff.  They  gave  it  consideration, 
but  decided  to  proceed  with  a  matter 
which  was  about  to  be  consummated. 

The  letter  was  there  in  time.  The  De- 
partment turned  down  the  request,  made 
in  a  formal  letter  from  the  chairman  of  a 
Senate  committee.  I  do  not  care 
whether  it  was  the  Army,  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior,  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  or  the  Department  of  State. 
If  the  Senate  is  to  preserve  its  self- 
respect,  it  must  recognize  that  it  is  a 
poor  foundation  to  predicate  censure  on 
the  breaking  of  good  faith  as  between 
the  executive  and  legislative  branches  of 
the  Government. 

The  chairman  of  a  committee  of  the 
Senate  wrote  a  letter  and  had  it  delivered 
in  time  to  a  i^sponsible  Army  staff 
dealing  with  the  subject.  In  the  letter 
he  suggested  that  charges  be  filed 
against  a  certain  ofScer  in  the  service, 
and  that  his  activities  be  Investigated, 
because  of  the  possibility  of  discovering 
the  infiltration  of  Communists,  or  the 
possibility  of  discovering  certain  of  his 
activities,  perhaps.  In  soliciting  member- 
ship In  the  Communist  organization. 

I  care  not  whether  the  request  came 
from  the  chairman  of  one  of  the  most 
important  committees  of  the  Senate,  or 
from,  the  chairman  of  a  minor  commit- 
tee. I  hope  the  Senate  will  not  say  that 
it  will  censure  one  of  its  Members  be- 
cause he  lost  patience  when,  on  such  a 
foundation,  his  formal  request  was  re- 
jected and  preference  was  given  to  the 
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request  of  the  person  who  wanted  to 
escape  from  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  De- 
partment. 

The  oflBcer  said,  in  effect,  "Let  mt  out 
today."  How  do  I  know  that?  Let  us 
examine  the  full  record.  When  was  the 
Peress  hearing  in  New  York  City?  It 
was  on  January  30.  That  appears  in  the 
record.  Perhaps  at  that  time  no  sig- 
nificance was  attached  to  the  fact  that 
January  30  happened  to  be  Saturday; 
but  after,  I  went  into  the  subject  the 
other  day  I  went  back  and  read  the 
record  of  the  Peress  hearing  in  New  york 
City. 

At  the  very  conclusion  of  the  record, 
just  before  the  subcommittee  adjourned 
its  hearing — I  believe  it  had  met  at  10 :  30, 
and  it  adjourned  at  11:30,  practically  at 
noon — a  discussion  ensued.  Apparently 
everyone  was  folding  up  his  papers,  and 
>at  that  point  there  was  a  little  exchange 
between  Mr.  Cohn,  counsel  for  the  sub- 
committee, and  Major  Peress  with  regard 
to  the  possession  of  certain  documents. 
Finally  Chairman  McCarthy  entered  the 
discussion  with  this  statement:        i 

The  Chairman.   •   •    •  \ 

In  case  any  questions  arise,  have  the  record 
show  that  the  major  has  the  material  In  his 
hands  and  will  turn  It  over  to  his  lawyer  and 
he  will  produce  It. 

You  haven't  been  asked  to  resign,  have 
you?  I 

Major  Peress.  Yes,  I  have.  f 

The  Chadman.  Who  asked  you? 

Major  Peress.  Colonel  Moore.  I  am  not 
sure  of  that  name.  It  might  be  some  other 
name. 

The  CHAnticAN.  Did  you  refuse  to  resign? 

Major  Peress.  No,  I  accepted  the  re<}uest. 
I  have  a  day  of  termination. 

The  Chairman.  What  date  are  you  due  to 
resign? 

Major  Peress.  It  Is  no  later  than  the  31st 
of  March,  but  I  can  move  It  up  if  I  so  desire. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  being  giveh  an 
honorable  discharge? 

Major  Peress.  I  haven't  been  given— i — 

The  Chairman.  So  far  as  you  know,  you 
are  being  allowed  to  resign  with  no  reflection 
on  your  record? 

Major  Pekess.  There  was  no  discussion  of 
that. 

The  Chairman.  Why  were  you  asked  to 
resign? 

Major  Peress.  They  wouldn't  tell  mt  the 
reason. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  ever  refuse  to 
resign? 

Major  Peress.  No,  I  was  never  requested  to 
before. 

The  Chairman.  When  were  you  requested 
to  resign? 

Major  Peress.  A  week  ago  today. 

The  Chairman.  In  other  words,  you  were 
asked  to  resign  after  you  were  ordered  to 
appear  before  this  committee? 

Major  Peress.  I  was  ordered  to  come  before 
this  committee  yesterday  morning. 

Mr.  CoHN.  That  was  the  first  time  you  had 
ever  been  asked  to  resign? 

Major  Peress.  The  first  time  was  a  week 
ago  this  morning  at  11  o'clock. 

The  Chairman.  O.  K.,  you  may  step  down. 

(Whereupon,  the  hearing  adjourned  at 
11:30  a.  m.) 

The  record  shows  that  the  hearing  ad- 
journed at  11:30  a.  m.  That  was  11:30 
a.  m.  on  Saturday. 

What  happened  then?  I  suppose 
Major  Peress  went  back  to  Camp  Kilmer, 
and  I  suppose  Senator  McCarthy  came 
to  Washington.  The  next  day  was  Sun- 
day. Nothing  happened  on  Saturday 
afternoon  or  on  Sunday.     I  suppose  it 


was  not  possible  to  get  any  action  that 
afternoon  or  on  Sunday,  and  Peress 
could  not  get  disciiarged  even  If  he  re- 
turned to  Kilmer  immediately. 

However,  on  Monday  morning  the  race 
began.  Peress  met  with  General  Zwick- 
er  and  he  said,  "I  want  my  discharge 
now." 

Why?  It  was  because  he  hiad  been 
alerted  that  if  he  did  not  get  it  then, 
he  might  not  get  an  honorable  dis- 
charge. What  did  Senator  McCarthy 
do?  He  wrote  his  letter.  Perhaps  he 
wrote  it  that  evening.  However,  on  Mon- 
day the  letter  went  by  hand  to  the  re- 
sponsible Army  officer  in  the  Pentagon. 
The  staff  in  the  Pentagon  gave  consid- 
eration to  the  matter,  which  was  about 
to  be  consummated,  and  decided  to 
grant  the  request  of  Peress,  who  had  said, 
"Let  me  out  now."  The  staff  did  not 
show  any  respect  to  the  letter  from  the 
chairman  of  a  Senate  committee  stating, 
in  effect:  "Pile  some  charges,  investigate 
the  situation,  and  keep  your  fingers  on 
this  man.    Look  into  it  a  httle  bit." 

Such  a  course  of  events  is  a  poor 
foundation  on  which  to  set  a  precedent 
for  censure  in  the  Senate.  I  now  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  first 
let  me  ask  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota whether  he  is  aware  or  whether  the 
select  committee  was  aware  that  there 
was  a  staff  memorandum  which  em- 
bodied consultations  of  the  staff  of  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations 
with  General  Zwicker  and  General  Law- 
ton  and  General  Partridge,  as  early  as 
October  or  November.  It  can  be  reason- 
ably inferred  from  the  staff  memoran- 
dum that  General  Zwicker  would  have 
bristled  if  he  had  come  before  the  sub- 
committee; in  fact,  he  is  alleged  to  have 
said  to  General  Lawton  and  General 
Partridge,  "Why  do  you  let  McCarthy 
push  you  around?  If  he  gets  me  before 
that  committee.  I  will  not  let  him  push 
me  around."  The  question  is.  was  that 
information  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  select  committee? 

Mr.  CASE.  No;  it  was  not.  I  have 
heard  and,  in  fact,  have  seen  what  ap- 
peared to  be  a  staff  memorandum,  which 
would  suggest  what  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  has  stated.  However,  let  me  say 
that  there  was  a  little  testimony  by  Mr. 
Anastos.  an  assistant  coimsel  of  the  sub- 
committee on  investigations.  But  I  qual- 
ify my  statement  by  adding  that  I  have 
not  looked  up  the  matter. 

I  believe  Mr.  Anastos  testified  that  he 
had  talked  with  General  Zwicker  in  ad- 
vance of  the  appearance  of  General 
Zwicker  before  the  McCarthy  subcom- 
mittee, which  would  indicate,  perhaps, 
some  prejudice  on  the  part  of  the  gen- 
eral. On  the  other  hand.  I  thought  it  was 
a  little  inconclusive  so  far  as  anything 
coming  before  us  in  an  ofiBcial  way  was 
concerned.  Although  General  Ewicker. 
ill  the  first  interrogation  before  the  Mc- 
Carthy committee,  indicated  that  he 
took  no  steps  to  force  the  discharge,  in 
testimony  before  the  select  committee 
did  state,  when  he  was  permitted  to  tes- 
tify about  what  he  knew  or  did  of  his 
own  knowledge,  that  after  Perees  came 
to  him  to  ask  him  for  an  immediate  dis- 
charge, instead  of  giving  it  to  him  that 
day  or  immediately,  he  telephoned  his 
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next  superior  officer  in  the  chain  of  com- 
mand, the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  First 
Army. 

I  have  also  heard — and  this  was  not  be- 
fore our  committee,  but  is  based  on  a  staff 
memorandum — that  General  Zwicker 
was  in  contact  with  the  Pentagon,  either 
directly  or  thix>ugh  the  chain  of  com- 
mand through  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the 
Pirst  Army.  2  or  3  or  4  times  on  February 
1  and  February  2. 

However,  the  fact  remains — and  I  say 
this  In  defense  of  General  Zwicker — in 
the  h>TX)thetical  case  which  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy presented  to  him  about  someone 
who  had  stolen  $50  being  up  for  dis- 
charge, and  whether  General  Zwicker 
would  suspend  action  on  the  discharge 
of  such  a  person.  General  Zwicker  did 
say  that  he  would  hold  up  the  discharge 
because  if  something  which  had  oc- 
curred was  within  his  knowledge  there 
were  orders  covering  such  a  situation. 

However.  General  Zwicker  did  not  give 
Peress  a  discharge  immediately  when 
Peress  asked  for  it.  General  Zwicker 
alerted  the  Pentagon  through  the  Chief 
of  Staff  of  the  Pirst  Army.  There  was  a 
little  colloquy  at  the  hearing  about  whom 
he  had  talked  to  at  the  Pentagon.  He 
used  the  name  of  General  Gumey,  but 
later  it  turned  out  to  be  General  Mur- 
phy. However,  In  talking  over  the  tele- 
phone he  had  asked  for  the  Office  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff,  and  he  did  not  know  with 
whom  he  had  talked,  until  that  person 
called  up  and  said  that  he  was  the  one 
to  whom  the  general  had  spoken. 

The  record  is  clear  that  General 
Zwicker  had  alerted  the  Pentagon 
through  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Pirst 
Army,  in  the  Une  of  command,  that 
Peress  had  come  In  and  asked  for  the 
exercise  of  the  option  under  the  order 
and  wanted  an  immediate  discharge. 

Thereupon  the  Army  had  two  requests 
before  It.  One  was  from  Peress  for  his 
immediate  discharge.  The  other  was 
from  the  chairman  of  a  Senate  commit- 
tee, who  had  requested  that  charges  be 
filed  against  Peress  and  that  the  matter 
should  be  looked  into  and  that  the  Pen- 
tagon should  keep  its  finger  on  Peress. 

Mr.    DIRKSI5N.      Mr.    President.    wUl 

the  Senator  fi-om  South  Dakota  yield 
further? 

Mr.  CASE.     1  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  have  about  a  dozen 
questions  I  should  like  to  ask.  By  way 
of  a  preface  to  my  second  question,  let 
me  say  that  thi?  staff  memorandum  was 
before  the  committee  at  the  time  that 
General  Zwicker  appeared,  and  all  the 
information  wiis  ih  the  memorandum 
and  was  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
committee.  Therefore  it  does  have  some 
bearing  on  the  question  of  provocation. 

Mr.  CASE.  That  was  not  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  However,  did  the 
committee  know  or  does  the  Senator 
from  South  E>akota  know  that  the  staS 
memorandum  indicated  that  there  was 
a  board  in  the  Army  consisting  of  3  gen- 
eral officers,  which  had  the  Peress  case 
before  it  no  le&s  than  4  times,  and  that 
one  of  the  general  officers  was  in  favor  of 
disposing  of  the  matter  forthwith,  and 
that  the  other  two  general  officers  de- 
murred? Did  that  come  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee? 


l£r.  CASE.  It  did  not  come  to  my 
attention  until  within  the  past  2  or  3 
dasrs,  when  someone  advised  me  that 
that  information  was  contained  in  a  staff 
memorandum  of  the  investigating  sub- 
committee. 

I  do  not  know  that  that  particular 
point  was  ever  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  select  committee  so  that  it  would 
receive  the  individual  attention  of  its 
members. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Does  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  know  whether  the 
request  of  Dr.  Peress  was  in  the  custody 
of  General  Zwicker? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  shall  have  to  speak  from 
memory.  I  believe  that  somewhere 
along  the  line  it  was  indicated  that  Gen- 
eral Zwicker  had  access  to  the  file  and 
that  he  was  j)erpetually  plagued  in  his 
own  mind  during  the  hearing  before 
Senator  McCastht  as  to  what  he  should 
testify  to  from  knowledge  on  his  own  part 
without  giving  an  answer  which  reflected 
information  which  came  to  him  from  the 
files. 

Mr.  DIREISEN.  Does  the  Senator 
know  whether  General  Zwicker's  com- 
mand did  recommend  or  endorse  or  con- 
cur in  the  promotion  of  Dr.  Peress? 

Mr.  CASE.  My  recollection  is  that 
General  Zwicker  was  asked  the  direct 
and  specific  question  as  to  whether  he 
approved  it  or  whether  he  filed  a  protest 
against  it,  and  he  said  he  had  had  no 
opportunity  to  do  that.  From  that  I 
took  It  that  he  personally  did  not  make 
the  promotion,  and  that  he  had  no  op- 
portunity to  protest  it,  once  it  was  made. 
That  is  my  recollection. 

My  further  recollection  Is  that  he 
knew  it  went  to  the  matter  of  the  dis- 
charge, and  that  the  first  time  that 
question  was  raised  with  General  Zwick- 
er he  indicated  that  he  would  like  to 
be  excused  from  answering  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  he  had  protested  the 
discharge.  Whether  that  indicated  that 
If  he  were  permitted  to  testify  he  would 

have  said  he  did  or  he  did  not,  I  do  not 
know. 

I  took  it,  however,  from  his  subse- 
quent testimony,  made  when  counsel 
was  with  him  as  he  appeared  before  the 
select  committee,  that  he  did  call  up  the 
Chief  of  Staff,  First  Army,  his  immediate 
superior  in  the  chain  of  command,  that 
either  it  was  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
against  the  discharge  being  made  at  that 
time,  in  the  light  of  Peress'  conduct  at 
the  hearing  on  the  Saturday  preceding, 
or  he  did  It  as  a  precaution  so  that  the 
decision  for  proceeding  under  the  alter- 
native in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  sep- 
aration order  would  rest  at  the  highest 
possible  level,  or,  at  least,  not  at  the 
separation  center  Itself. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Having  in  mind  that 
General  Zwicker  appeared  before  the 
committee  on  February  18,  and  having 
In  mind  that  Peress  was  actually  dis- 
charged on  the  2d  of  February,  16  days 
before,  does  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota know  whether  on  the  first  of  Feb- 
ruary, the  day  before  Peress  was  dis- 
charged. General  Zwicker  did  commu- 
nicate with  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  First 
Army  concerning  Dr.  Peress? 

Mr.  CASE.    Between  what  dates? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  On  the  1st  of  I^b- 
ruary. 


Mr.  CASE.  Yes.  There  1«  direct  testi- 
mony that  he  did,  after  Peress  came  In 
and  after  the  discharge,  ctmimunlcate 
to  his  immediate  superior,  the  Chief  of 
Staff  of  the  First  Army,  and  advise  him. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  win  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  sdeld  at  that  point? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  do  not  want  to  spoil 
the  continuity  of  the  colloquy. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  think  I  can  explain 
that  the  question  was  not  before  the  se- 
lect committee. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  understand  that. 

Does  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
know  that  there  was  a  staff  memoran- 
dum in  the  possession  of  the  committee 
at  the  time  General  Zwicker  appeajvd 
before  the  committee  which  indicated 
that  on  the  1st  day  of  February,  the 
day  before  the  Peress  discharge.  General 
Zwicker  Interviewed  Dr.  Peress  and  im- 
pressed upon  him  the  necessity  of  get- 
ting out  of  the  Army  as  quickly  as  pos- 
sible? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  do  not  know  that  such 
a  staff  memorandum  of  the  Investiga- 
ting committee  was  In  the  possession  of 
the  select  committee  or  its  staff.  I  do 
not  know. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  If  the  Senator  will 
permit  me,  and  if  It  is  not  in  violation  of 
the  rules,  since  it  is  not  in  the  form  of  a 
question,  with  all  this  information  in  the 
possession  of  the  committee  in  the  form 
of  staff  memorandums,  and  the  belief 
that  General  Zwicker  would  appear  as  a 
friendly  witness — but  when  he  actually 
appeared,  he  was  not  quite  so  friendly — 
is  it  the  opinion  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  that  that  could  have  given 
rise  to  provocation  and  probably  have 
intensined  the  feeling  manifest  at  the 
time,  knowing  what  was  in  the  staff  files 
and  comparing  that,  of  course,  with  the 
answers  General  Zwicker  made  in  pur- 
suance of  tH  the  inquiries  of  Dr.  Peress? 

Mr.  CASE.  There  are  many  factors 
that  entered  into  It.  I  think  probably 
one  could  go  back  and,  if  he  wanted  to 
open  up  the  way  for  the  Army-McCarthy 
hearings  and  the  Peress  hearings,  and 
went  back  to  the  fall  of  1953.  he  might 
find  some  things  that  would  be  cumula- 
tive as  to  the  mental  attitude  of  General 
Zwicker  and  the  mental  attitude  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  when 
they  got  together.  When  we  have  so 
many  small  things,  each  of  which  makes 
some  contribution,  it  is  not  helpful  to  a 
judgment  to  try  to  bring  in  this  Uttle 
thing  or  that  little  thing. 

What  I  have  tried  to  confine  msrself  to 
has  been  the  central  issues  involved;  and 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  central  issue  in- 
volved in  section  2  of  the  amendment 
was  the  breiu:h  of  good  faith  between  the 
branches  of  the  Government.  I  think 
this  record  will  maintain  it.  And  I  rec- 
ognize it  is  a  two-way  street. 

I  want  to  confine  myself  to  the  legal 
argiunents  presented  in  the  defmse 
counsel's  memorandum  on  that  point. 
I  think  we  have  to  look  at  things  that 
would  in  some  way  obstruct  the  proc- 
esses of  the  legislative  branch  of  the 
Government  or  the  processes  of  the  exec- 
utive branch  of  the  Qovemment,  or  the 
relationship  between  them.  I  wish  to 
come  back  to  that.  But  I  shall  3deld  for 
a  further  question. 


ii;i22 


iHnNrnnvQCTnMAT  Jivrnon .qbmatt; 


AJ, 


r\t}0'vy%i 


1  O 


■*  nj 


/-V^'VT^^  T»  ¥?C  C  ¥/^"a.T  k  T 


C»»»^.T  A  »■'■■ 


161^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


November  18 


*3 


i 


t5S 


\ 


I"' 


'.    I 


MrnTBKRKTf.  I  have  oidy  <me  more 
question. 

The  language  of  the  resolution  Sndi- 
categ  that  intemperate  language  was 
used.  Intemperate  language  la  language 
which  comes  from  an  individual  when 
he  loses  his  temper.  The  easiest  way  to 
lose  one's  temper — and.  hicldpntaTly, 
that  is  one  of  the  vices  even  of  the  vir- 
tuous in  this  rather  cynical  age — ^is  to 
be  provoked.  With  all  this  information 
in  the  stair  flies  and  before  the  commit- 
tee, before  General  Zwieker  ever  ap- 
peared before  the  committee  <ni  ttie  18th 
of  Vehmary,  is  it  not.  then,  fully  under- 
standable that  when  his  testimony  was 
evasive,  in  my  considered  Judgment, 
when  his  testimony  went  off  in  this  di- 
rection and  that  direction  and  was  not 
zcspoostve  to  the  questions  of  the  chair- 
man, the  chairman  could  have  been  eas- 
Uy  iwovoked?  Although  I  have  never 
known  him  to  admit  that  he  lost  his  tem- 
■per,  yet  piovocatiozi  does  lead.to.inteBi- 
perate  language.  So.  if  we  are  going  to 
use  a  rule  in  one  ease,  we  should  use  it 
in  another  case,  because  in  the  commit- 
tee report  itself  the  committee  says  it 
could  not  very  well  undertake  censure  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  PtAMBiss]  because  there  was  prov- 
ocation. Then,  how  do  we  use  another 
rule  when  all  the  background,  all  the 
facts,  all  the  information  In  the  staff 
memorandums  before  the  committee  in- 
dicated bow  easy  there  could  have  been 
provocatton  which  led  to  &ome  intemper- 
ate language? 

Mr.  JXNNEB.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.    In  a  moment. 

I  do  not  happen  to  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Qlinois  that  General 
Zwlcker  was  evasive.  I  thought  he  fol- 
lowed a  pretty  clear  line  when  he  was 
trying  to  testify  as  between  what  be 
knew  specifically  and  firmly  within  his 
own  knowledge  and  what  he  bad  read 
in  the  newqiM^iers.  and  separating  either 
of  those  as  to  what  he  could  testify  to  as 
against  that  which  was  reflected  knowl- 
edge, which  came  only  from  the  official 
flies  which  he  was  forbidden  to  iise. 

I  do  not  contend  that  the  whole  sit- 
uation which  I  have  described  was  justi- 
fication for  the  use  of  intemperate  lan- 
guage, but  I  say  that  it  suggests  miti- 
gation. In  the  memoranduin  which  I 
placed  in  the  Rscoao  on  Monday.  I  said 
to  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  select 
committee  that  if  this  c^cial  letter  was 
ignored,  and  an  immediate  and  favor- 
aUe  response  was  given  to  the  hurry-up 
request  of  a  known  Communist  to  be  dis- 
charged from  the  Army  and  get  away, 
then  the  chairman  of  the  investigating 
committee,  or  any  other  chairman,  might 
be  forgiven  if  he  lost  his  patience,  when 
later  the  man  who  happened  to  be  in 
charge  of  carrying  out  the  action  covered 
up  for  his  superiors 

I  do  not  say  it  Justifies  the  use  of  such 
language  as  was  used  toward  a  general 
who  had  the  distinguished  record  which 
General  Zwieker  had.  I  would  not  have 
used  such  language.  I  do  not  think 
many  other  Senators  would  have  used 
such  language,  namely,  that  General 
Zwieker  was  not  fit  to  wear  the  uniform 
Of  an  Officer  of  the  United  States  Army. 


I  do  not  say  that  the  use  of  such  lan- 
guage was  Justified,  but  I  say  that  the 
Soiator  who  used  such  language  might 
be  forgiven,  if  its  use  came  as  the  cul- 
mination of  a  situation  in  which  Ym  had 
to  send  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  after  he  had  learned  that  the  man 
under  investigation  was  about  to  get  an 
honorable  discharge;  and  after  he  had 
sent  his  letter  he  had  then  learned  that 
first  consideration  had  been  given  to  the 
olBoer  involved  in  the  matter,  and  that 
the  action  "was  about  to  be  consumma- 
ted" and  given  preference  over  the  re- 
quest of  the  chairman  of  a  committee 
of  the  United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  JISNNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASK    I  yield. 

Mr.  JKNNER,  I  think  ax  reading  of 
the  hearings  of  the  select  committee, 
on  pages  166  and  167,  might  explain  why 
it  was  that  the  select  committee  of  the 
Senate  was  not  able  to  get  all  the  facts 
and  evidence  upon  which  the'  Senate  is 
expected  to  act.    Let  me  read: 

Mr.  Wn.iJAMB.  Now.  on  that  occasion,  did 
you  have  a  conversation  with  him  regtu-dlng 
Senator  McCaxtot  and  the  work  of  the  Sen- 
ate Permanent  Investigating  Committee  at 
Fort  Monmouth? 

General  L&wton.  I  will  have  to  raspect- 
fully  decline  to  answer  that  question  on  the 
baslfl  of  the  Presidential  directive  of  May  17, 
19S4,  regulations  based  upon  that  which  pro- 
hibits members  at  the  executive  def>avtment 
from  revealing  conversations  between  em- 
ploye^^  thereof. 

Mr.  Wii.UA MS.  Do  I  understand,  sir.  that 
you  refuse  to  answer  the  question  wltlch  is 
directed  to  the  substance  of  your  coaversa- 
tlon  with  General  Zwlcker?  1 

General  Lawton.  That  is  correct.    I 

Mr.  WiLUAics.  And  I  understand  yoti  base 
your  refusal  on  the  order  of  May  17? 

General  Lawton.  Tes, 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Do  you  have  a  copy  of  that 
order  with  you,  General? 

General  Lawton.  I  haven't;  no. 

Mr.  WtLLiAMs.  Don't  you  luiow.  General, 
that  order  of  May  17,  1954,  referred  only  to 
the  Government  Operations  Committte  and 
tlie  bearing  then  in  session  which  was  com- 
monly known  as  the  Army-McCarthy  hear- 
ing? 

General  Z^AWroir.  I  recaU  exactly  wh»t  you 
say,  but  I  have  taicen  advice  from  counsel 
and  other  sources  and  after  that  counsel, 
it  Is  my  belief  that  that  directive  not  only 
applied  to  the  so-called  Mundt  committee 
but  It  Implies  to  this  or  any  other;  and. 
therefore.  I  stUl  would  have  to  respectfully 
decline. 

Mr,  WXLLiAMs.  General,  will  you  tell  this 
committee,  counsel,  and  myself,  with  whom 
you  talked  about  this  since  Monday  night? 

General  Lawton.  I  will  have  to  respect- 
fully decline  to  answer  that  one  on  the  basis 
that  the  same  directive — conversations  be- 
tween two  employees  of  the  executive — 

I  shall  not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate 
to  read  all  the  colloquy,  but  at  thfS  top 
of  page  168  of  the  hearings  the  follow- 
ing appears: 

BIr.  WoLiAMs.  You  talked  to  Mr.  Brucker, 
the  General  Covmsel  of  the  Department  of 
Defense:    did  you  not? 

General  Lawtoit.  I  vrtll  have  to  respect- 
fully decline  to  answer  that  one,  on  tha  same 
basis. 

How  can  Senators  vote  for  censure 
when  they  do  not  have  the  facts? 

Mr.  CASE.  Let  me  answer  the  Sen- 
ator's question,  in  fairness  to  the  se- 


lect committee  and  in  fairness  to  the 
Senate.  I  should  say  that  4he  select 
committee  was  disturbed  by  that  sit- 
uation. 

Mr.  JENNER.    I  should  think  it  was. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  select  committee  des- 
ignated the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from' 
Utah  [Mr.  Watkins],  and  me  to  con- 
tact Secretary  Wilson  and  tell  him  that 
we  were  not  satisfied  with  the  evidence 
which  we  had  been  able  to  develop  ftt)m 
General  Lawton  under  that  restriction. 
We  called  Secretary  Wilson  one  noon- 
time from,  I  believe,  the  offiee  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  Utah.  It  was  on 
the  day  when  Secretary  Wilson  was 
about  to  depart  for  the  special  confer- 
ence of  the  National  Security  Council, 
which  President  Eisenhower  had  called 
in  Colorado.  Secretary  Wilson  came  up 
with  Mr.  Brucker,  who  was  formerly 
Governor  of  Michigan. 

We  discussed  the  matter.  I  think  the 
Senate  is  entitled  to  know  about  our  con- 
ference, although  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  has  ever  been  discussed  or  made  pub- 
lic before. 

Secretary  Wilson  and  his  counsel  came 
before  us  and  talked  with  us  about  the 
restrictive  order.  I  may  say,  to  give  all 
due  credit  to  the  chairman  of  the  select 
committee,  that  the  chairman  very  vig- 
orously said  to  Secretary  Wilson.  "We 
think  you  ought  to  take  the  wraps  off 
General  Lawton  and  General  Zwieker,  so 
that  they  can  testify,  and  thait  we  can 
get  direct  answers  to  some  of  the  ques- 
tions asked." 

They  first  told  that  they  were  about 
to  go  to  Denver  for  the  conference  with 
the  President;  that  a  time  Umit  was  in- 
volved, and  they  could  not  do  anything 
at  that  moment.  But  the  chairman  of 
the  select  committee,  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Watkins],  insisted  that  we 
should  have  some  sort  of  answer  that 
day.  We  suggested  that  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  confer  with  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral. Mr.  Brownell,  with  respect  to  the 
statutes  involved,  to  see  if  it  were  not 
possible  to  get  a  relaxation  of  the  order. 

That  was  done,  and  the  chairman  re- 
ceived a  letter,  which  appears  on  page 
434  of  the  hearings.  The  background  of 
the  letter  is  contained  in  the  record,  but 
I  can  give  it. 

The  letter,  dated  September  10,  1954. 
signed  by  c.  E.  Wilson.  Secretary  of  De- 
fense, is  addressed  to  Hon.  Akraui  V. 
Watkins,  United  States  Senate,  and  was 
the  result  of  the  conference.  The  let- 
ter came  before  the  select  committee. 
In  part,  the  letter  reads: 

Testimony  regarding  facts,  and  action  doc- 
uments in  regard  to  orders,  acttons,  and 
similar  matters  not  directly  affecting  na- 
tional security  and  not  dealing  wltth  ccmver- 
satlons.  communications,  and  letters  affect- 
ing policy  and  reasoning  back  «rf  the  ac- 
tions In  many  cases  are  not  prohibited  by 
the   forementloned   Presidential   order. 

Generals  Lawton  and  Zwlcker  are  being  so 
advised.  This  was  the  Intent  of  «he  advice 
previously  given  by  General  Counsel  Bruck- 
er to  General  Lawton  when  he  wtis  advised 
that  his  retirement  status  did  not  change 
his  responsibility  under  the  PziesldentUl 
order. 

The  full  text  of  this  letter  wlB  be  fur- 
nished personally  to  Generals  Lawton  and 
Zwieker  for  their  guidance. 
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It  was  on  that  basis  that  General  Law- 
ton,  who  was  recalled  before  the  com- 
mittee, testified  further  in  answer  to 
questions,  perhaps  in  not  too  great  detail, 
but  somewhat  more  freely  than  he  had 
testified  before.  I  think  he  left  with  the 
committee  the  feeling  that  he  had  the 
impression  that  General  Zwieker  was  not 
friendly  to  Senator  McCastht. 

On  the  basis  of  Secretary  Wilson's  let- 
ter, also,  Ctenei-al  Zwieker  testified  in 
greater  detail.  That  Ls  why  I  think  Gen- 
eral Zwieker  felt  he  could  testify  that  he 
had  personally  notified  the  Chief  of  Staff 
of  the  First  Army  about  the  Peress  re- 
quest, whereas  in  the  earlier  hearing  he 
had  not  felt  free  to  discuss  it. 

Mr.  JENNERi  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished junior  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota for  his  explanation.  I  think  he 
has  contributed  greatly  to  the  debate. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  at  the 
outset  I  should  like  to  pay  my  respects 
to  the  select  committee.  The  task  as- 
signed to  that  committee  was  not  only 
extremely  unpleasant  but  exceedingly 
difScult  as  welL  One  is  constrained  to 
agree  with  the  committee  that  it  "faced 
an  unprecedented  situation,"  if  not  an 
impossible  task,  when  it  was  called  upon 
to  bring  in  its  report  within  a  matter  of 
weeks  and,  worse  yet,  to  do  so  with  "few 
precedents  to  serve  as  a  guide." 

I  want  to  Join  with  the  statements 
made  by  many  of  my  colleagues  here  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  the  select 
committee  are  fair,  upright,  and  honor- 
able men  and  that  each  member  of  that 
committee  enjoys  the  respect  and  the 
complete  confidence  of  the  entire  Senate. 

I  want  to  congratulate  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Cass]  for 
the  splendid  manner  in  which  he  has 
presented  his  views  on  this  entire  matter 
and  in  particular  the  excellent  disserta- 
tion here  today. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  been  greatly  dis- 
turbed about  two  matters  in  connection 
with  the  testimony  of  General  Zwieker. 
In  the  first  Instance,  as  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [lix. 
Cask]  has  Just  indicated.  General  Law- 
ton  has  testified  at  great  length  that  he 
had  called  on  General  Zwieker  in  Decem- 
ber 1953.  and  had  discussed  witli  him 
security  problems  at  Fort  Monmouth 
and  the  work  of  Senator  McCarthy's 
conunittee  with  relation  thereto.  Gen- 
eral Lawton  testified  that  he  left  the  con- 
ference with  the  distinct  Impression  that 
General  Zwieker  was  antagonistic  toward 
Senator  McCarthy. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  was  astounded 
when  General  Zwieker  appeared  before 
the  select  committee  and  testified  that 
he  could  not  recall  discussing  Senator 
McCarthy  in  his  conversation  with  Gen- 
eral Lawton  and  I  should  like  very  much 
if  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  can 
in  any  way  account  for  the  failure  of 
General  Zwieker  to  remember  having  any 
conversation  with  reference  to  the  Jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin,  particularly 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  General  Lawton 
testified  that  he  tried  to  explain  to  Gen- 
eral Zwieker  the  work  of  the  McCarthy 
committee  in  the  Fort  Monmouth  inves- 
tigation and  endeavored  to  convince  him 
that  he  did  not  think  his  attitude  toward 
Senator  McCarthy  was  proper. 


ICr.  CASS.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can 
account  for  it  I  think  we  had  to  take 
both  statements  as  they  were  submitted. 
It  is  entirely  possible  that  General  Zwiek- 
er may  have  had  a  conference  with  Gen- 
eral Lawton  which  he  did  not  recall  at 
the  time  he  was  asked  about  it 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Can  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  tell  me  if  it  is  reasonable 
to  beUeve  that  a  general  ofllcer  of  the 
United  States  Army  would  not  remem- 
ber a  conversation  with  another  general 
officer  with  reference  to  a  United  States 
Senator? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  junior  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  is  not  going  to  speculate 
upon  the  ability  to  remember  of  any 
general  officer  of  the  United  States  Army. 
I  think  the  record  will  have  to  si>eak  for 
Itself,  and  everybody  will  have  to  make 
his  own  judgment  or  appraisal  of  that 
I  personally  do  not  feel  that  I  know 
either  oCDcer  well  enough  to  speculate 
about  his  memory  ability. 

B4r.  BARRETT.  There  is  one  other 
matter  I  should  like  to  inquire  about 
in  connection  with  Greneral  Zwieker. 
There  was  a  statement  made,  under  oath, 
by  a  businessman  from  New  York,  by 
the  name  of  Hamilton 

Mr.  WELKER.     Harding. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Hamilton  or  Harding, 
to  the  effect  that  he  was  sitting  next  to 
General  Zwieker  at  one  of  the  McCarthy 
hearings  when  General  Zwieker  was 
asked  a  question  by  Senator  McCarthy, 
and  that,  after  answering  the  question 
and  when  he  was  sitting  down,  he  heard 
General  Zwieker  mutter  under  his 
breath,  "You  s.  o.  b."  When  the  select 
committee  interrogated  General  Zwiek- 
er with  reference  to  that  incident,  did 
he  deny  it? 

Let  me  ask  the  distinguished  Senator 
frcMn  South  Dakota  if  he  thinks  it  rea- 
sonable to  believe  that  a  general  in  the 
United  States  Army  should  have  been 
able  to  remember  whether  he  had  used 
such  offensive  language  and  if  he  con- 
siders his  answer  entirely  full  and  frank 
when  he  testified:  "I  do  not  recall  mak- 
ing any  remarks,"  and  "I  have  searched 
my  memory  very  carefully;  and  to  this 
moment  I  have  no  recollection  of  having 
made  any  such  remark"? 

Is  it  reasonable  to  expect  that  a  gen- 
eral officer  of  the  United  States  Army 
would  not  remember,  and  could  not  say 
categorically  that  he  either  called  Sen- 
ator McCartrt  an  s.  o.  b.  or  he  did  not 
call  Senator  McCarthy  an  s.  o.  b.? 

Mr.  CASE.  There  is  one  aspect  of  that 
incident  which  has  not  been  brought  out. 
The  question  about  which  General 
Zwieker  was  asked  at  that  time  related  to 
whetlier  or  not  Peress  had  ever  been 
ofBcer  of  the  day.  If  the  Senator  will 
read  the  questioning  of  General  Zwieker 
at  that  time,  I  think  he  will  see,  and  my 
recollection  Lb,  that  that  questioning  oc- 
curred in  the  morning,  when  General 
Zwieker  was  sitting  in  the  audience  dur- 
ing the  interrogation  of  Peress.  It  was 
not  in  the  afternoon,  when  General 
Zwieker  was  called  formally  to  testify. 

At  one  time  during  the  morning  hear- 
ing Senator  McCarthy,  noting  General 
Zwicker's  presence  in  the  audience,  ap- 
parently directed  an  inquiry  to  him  and 
asked  him  whether  he  knew  if  Peress 


had  ever  been  OO.  which  means  ofllDer 
of  the  day.  There  followed  qioeBtiona 
which  related  to  whether  or  ntA,  Vtnm 
had  served  as  OD. 

I  am  not  impugning  the  honesty  be- 
ton  the  committee  of  the  witness  who 
came  from  New  York — and  he  was  the 
only  witziess  to  the  incident — ^who  testi- 
fied to  the  B.  o.  b.  utterance.  I  think  it 
is  entirely  possible  that  he  thought  h« 
heard  such  a  remark.  I  do  not  question 
that  but  I  suggest  that  all  int«TOgatlon 
at  that  point  was  as  to  whether  or  not 
Peress  had  t>een  an  OD.  Then  when 
Zwieker  sat  down,  whether  he  said  s.  o.  b. 
or  OD.  or  something  like  it.  I  do  not 
know. 

But  the  whole  incident  is  relatively  im- 
material. At  best  it  would  mere^  be  a 
little  sidelight  indicating  whether  or  not 
Zwieker  at  the  moment  felt  a  Uttle  dis- 
gust over  the  affair.  I  have  never  as- 
sumed that  General  Zwlcker  proceeded 
on  the  basis  of  fundamental  antipathy 
toward  Senator  McCaitht. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President  will 
the  Senator  yield  further  to  meT 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Wjroming. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  The  sole  purpose  of 
asking  these  questions  with  reference  to 
General  Zwlcker  is  to  ascertain  if  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  came  to  the 
same  conclusion  that  I  did  after  reading 
the  hearings;  namely,  that  General 
Zwieker  was  very  definitely  of  the  feel- 
ing that  the  United  States  Senate,  a 
committee  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
and  the  chairman  of  a  committee  of  the 
United  States  Senate  were  interlopers,  so 
to  speak,  when  it  came  to  interrogating 
a  general  ofllcer  of  the  United  States 
Army. 

Mr.  CASE.    No.  I  did  not  come  to  that 

conclusion. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  desire  to  ask  the 
Senator  if  he  beUeves  that  General 
Zwieker  knew,  which  I  am  sure  he  must 
have  known,  of  the  provision  in  the  Con- 
stitution that  gives  the  Congress  tha 
power  "to  make  rules  for  the  government 
and  regulation  of  the  land  and  naval 
forces." 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  is  aware  of  that  fact 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  am  not  questioning 
whether  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
is  aware  of  it;  I  am  talking  about  Gen- 
eral Zwieker  and  whether  it  was  the  im- 
pression of  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  that  the  general  was  aware  that 
the  United  States  Senate,  as  a  part  of 
the  legislative  arm  of  this  Government, 
had  a  duty  in  connection  with  the  hear- 
ings of  the  McCarthy  committee. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  sure  he  did.  He 
came  before  a  committee. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  If  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Malokc]  will  bear  with 
me  for  a  moment,  there  is  one  other 
point  about  which  I  should  like  to  m- 
quire.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  if,  by  chance,  the 
committee  was  able  to  get  any  explana- 
tion whatsoever  of  the  third  point  in  Sen- 
ator McCarthy's  letter,  and  I  read: 


fe 


r 


l^.■ 


(3)  As  above  stated,  when  this  dBoer 
assigned  to  a  duty  station  at  Yokohsma.  he 
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in.  ««fefeliic  tboM  ordcn  etaanged 
#iid  bmag  ■wttn>rt  to  «  doty  tUtion  In  the 
tfiUtod  0C«tw  mar^y  on  ttM  gromula  that 
lUi  wfto  Mid  daughfr  ««r«  TlsMiig  %  psyehl- 
•trlst.  A*  you  and  Z  iroll  know,  a  vast  niim- 
IMT  Of  lOTBg  man  irltb  araeh  more  aggra- 
«a*ad  haailahip  atoriea  oC  itekiMM  in  Um 
ftually.  «te^  wlio  raqiiait  determaat  tram 
(onlsa  aai  »lca  aia  of  naeeaslty  reqiilred  to 
tbalr  usual  time  outalde  tills  cotmtry. 


Did  aaytxKty  In  tbe  miited  States  4nn7 
enllidbten  the  committee  and  ezidain  bow 
lI«)or  PoresB  was  able  to  get  recalled 
from  Yokohama  before  he  even  landed 
at  the  port  and  to  be  ordered  bftck  to 
duty  at  Fort  raimer.  N.  J.,  especially 
when  he  dkl  not  eren  know  the  name 
of  the  psychiatrist  whom  his  wife  and 
daughter  were  consultiiig.  and  that  was 
tbe  basis  upon  i^ilch  be  was  returned 
Jbome? 

ICr.  CASE.  That  Is  one  of  the  matters 
wiileh  I  feel  could  have  been  appropri- 
atdy  investigated  by  the  Army  before  it 
let  Peress  go.  It  Is  my  feeling  that,  the 
Army  having  been  alerted,  and  that  ques- 
tkm  having  been  raised  Iqr  the  chainnan 
of  the  committee,  the  responsible  Army 
staff  dioold  have  looked  into  the  question 
before  it  let  Peress  get  out  of  its  Juris- 
diction. 

yix.  BARRinT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to 
me  ao  that  I  may  make  an  observation 
rather  than  ask  a  questi<Hi,  provided  he 
does  not  lose  the  flocx-? 

Ifi*.  CA^K  I  yield  for  that  purpose, 
provided  I  do  not  lose  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Hkttska  in  the  chair).  Without  objec- 
tion, the  Smator  from  South  Dakota 
may  yield  for  that  puipcee. 

Ifir.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  when 
I  first  read  the  testimony  given  by  Gen- 
eral Zwlcker  last  February  before  the 
McCarthy  c(»nmlttee  I  came  to  the  very 
definite  conclusion  that  he  was  not  only 
uncooperative  and  evasive  tnit  hostile 
and  provocative  as  well.  I  read  the  tes- 
timony  of  Oeneral  Zwicker  before  the 
select  committee  last  September.  I 
grant  that  General  Zwlcker  was  a  very 
fine  and  cooperative  witness  before  the 
select  committee,  but  I  do  not  for  the  life 
of  me  understand  how  any  Senator  can 
conclude  that  since  such  was  the  fact 
that  it  follows  that  Oeneral  Zwlcker  ex- 
hibited  the  same  demeanor  when  he  was 
testifying  before  Senator  McCaktht. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wyoming  is  entitled  to  make  his 
own  evaluation  of  that,  and  so  is  every 
other  Member  of  the  Senate,  on  the 
basis  of  the  record. 

Peraosially.  because  of  what  I  saw  of 
General  Zwicker  when  he  was  in  attend- 
ance at  some  kA  the  committee  hearings 
In  the  week  prior  to  the  Monday  at  which 
he  testified.  I  did  not  get  an  unfavorable 
impression  of  him,  nor  did  I  even  get  one 
from  the  testimony  before  S^ator  Mc- 
Caktht. 

I  thought  General  Zwl(±er  was  very 
alert,  mmtally.  because  he  drew  a  very 
careful  Une  between  things  he  could  tes- 
tify to  from  his  own  knowledge,  as 
against  anm«»tiii»ig  he  had  heard  on  the 
radio  or  something  he  lutd  read  ui  tbe 
press  or  something  which  would  reflect 
Information  in  official  files.    But,  of 


course,  every  Senatcnr  is  entitled  to  form 
his  own  opinion  on  this  point 

Personally,  my  opinion  of  General 
Zwicker  is  not  the  one  wliich  has  been 
expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming; but  I  accord  to  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  the  fullest  right  to  plaoe  his 
own  interpretation  upon  the  recoad. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  wQl  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to  me 
for  a  brief  question? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  Malons]  has  been  on  his  feet  for 
a  long  time,  waiting  to  question  me.  So 
I  should  like  to  yield  first  to  Iiim  for 
questions. 

Let  me  state  that  I  believe  I  should 
yield  for  questions  only.  I  have  been 
referring  to  a  specific  part  of  th^e  mat- 
ter, and  now  I  yield  only  for  questions. 

Mr.  BAIffiETT.  Mr.  President,  at  this 
time  I  should  like  to  ask  one  more  ques- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  MAipNE.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  defer  my  questions,  if  that  is 
agreeable  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE,  Very  well.  Mr.  President; 
I  yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
nUng. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  In  the  light  of  the 
last  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota,  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
whether  he  remembers  a  question  asked 
by  counsel  for  the  committee,  Mr.  de 
Furia,  and  the  answer,  as  they  appear 
on  page  465  of  the  hearings,  as  foDows: 

Do  you  recaU  discussing  Senatot  Mc- 
CftKTST,  In  your  conversation  wltli  Oeneral 
Lawton? 

General  Zwickeb.  No,  sir.  i 

I  cannot,  for  the  life  of  me 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  this  a  question,  Mr. 
President?     

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  shall  come  to  the 
question  in  a  moment.  I  cannot,  for  the 
life  of  me.,  understand  how  a  general 
oflleer  in  the  United  States  Army  could 
forget  a  conversation  of  that  character; 
and  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  whether  he  agrees  or  dis- 
agrees on  that  point. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  think  the  first  question 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  asked,  in 
the  course  of  his  last  general  interroga- 
tion, was  whether  I  recalled  that  m&tter. 
Let  me  say  that  that  took  place  tbe  one 
^xs  of  the  hearings  before  the  select 
committee  at  which  I  was  not  present. 
as  I  have  previously  stated. 

Before  agreeing  with  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  whether  that  is  a  proper  ex- 
pression of  the  memory  of  a  general  offi- 
cer of  the  United  States  Army.  I  would 
have  to  know  more  about  the  cizciun- 
stances  of  the  meeting  between  the  two 
generals,  and  I  liave  previously  indicated 
that  I  do  not  know  enough  about  cither 
officer  to  speculate  about  their  memory 
ability.  So  I  let  the  Senator  from  Wy- 
oming express  his  own  opinion  of  it.  I  re- 
frain from  expressing  an  opinion,  for  the 
reasons  I  have  set  forth. 

Mr.  MALONK  Mr.  President,  wffl  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to  me 
at  this  time? 

Mr.  CASK  Now  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada,  for  a  question. 

Mr.  MALC»}E.  I  believe  the  junior 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  made  a  val- 


uable contribution  to  this  debate  on  No- 
vember 15.  when  he  said,  in  wonls  of  one 
syllable  In  regard  to  the  second  count 
of  the  resolution: 
Therefore.  I  shall  not  vote  for  it, 

I  ask  the  dlstlngiiished  Senatdr  to  eon- 
firm  that  it  was  because  he  had  found 
new  evidence 

Mr.  CASE.    Very  definitely  m. 

Mr.  MALONE.  TTiat  the  proper  Army 
officers  had  been  alerted  of  the  position 
of  Major  Peress  prior  to  his  honorable 
discharge  from  that  body. 

Mr.  CASE.     In  time. 

Mr.  MALONE.  They  were  officially 
notified  prior  to  the  discharge  of  Major 
Peress. 

Mr.  CASE.  And  that  instead  of  the 
matter  before  the  Army  stafT  being  that 
a  discharge,  which  presumably  had  been 
issued,  "should  be  reversed."  as  was  sug- 
gested by  Secretary  Stevens'  letter  of 
February  16.  it  actually  was  considera- 
tion of  a  discharge  "about  to  be  consum- 
mated", as  he  states  in  his  letter  of  last 
Saturday. 

Mr.  MALONE.  And  about  which  he 
had  full  knowledge  before  the  discharge 
was  issued? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  letter  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  now  set  forth 
In  full  text  before  the  Senate.  Ls  certainly 
evidence  that  if  it  was  before  the  re- 
sponsible Army  staff  and  was  given  con- 
sideration in  connection  with  a  dis- 
charge "about  to  be  consummated",  they 
had  official  knowledge  of  it. 

Mr.  MALONE.  If  the  Senator  will 
yield  further,  let  me  say  that  those  of  us 
who  are  trying  to  keep  close  accoimt  of 
the  happenings  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate are  now  aware  that  the  distlngiilshed 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  haa  changed 
his  mind  on  count  No.  2— leaving 
only  one  count  on  which,  presumably,  he 
would  vote  censure. 

Mr.  CASE.  Permit  me  to  say  that  I 
did  not  change  my  mind;  instead,  the 
new  evidence  changed  my  mind  for  me. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  assume  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  had  adequate 
reasons  for  changing  his  mind,  but  he 
did  change  it.  I  merely  wish  to  have  my 
own  understanding  confirmed. 

Mr.  CASE.  Let  me  also  point  out  that 
I  did  not  initiate  the  conference  with 
Secretary  Stevens.  The  conference  was 
the  result  of  a  question  raised  by  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  CABtsoH],  as 
to  whether  we  could  obtain  further  in- 
formation on  the  Peress  matter. 

When  I  went  to  Senator  Watkihs* 
office  that  afternoon,  I  did  not  even 
know  that  Secretary  Stevens  was  there. 
I  Iiad  nothing  to  do  with  the  matter  he 
brought  up.  But  apparently  Secretary 
Stevens  thought  it  was  germane  to  the 
question  Involved  to  submit  in  full  text, 
the  letter  Senator  McCaxthy  liad  writ- 
ten. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  for  that  explana- 
tion. But  I  still  wish  to  determine  the 
Status  of  the  charges  at  this  time. 

Now  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
has  changed  his  mind  on  the  second 
count. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  evidence  changed  my 
mind. 
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Mr.MAiXJtNS.  very  wen;  I  accept  tbe 
correction.  But  regaidleaB  of  wtaaterer 
caused  him  to  change  Ills  mind— lie  baa 
changed  It. 

Apparently  the  reason  was  a  lade  of 
competent  evidence  at  the  time — the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  is  aware,  is 
he  not.  that  the  chairman  of  the  select 
conunittee.  Senator  WAtxnrs,  has  said 
he  has  a  further  censure  charge  he  as- 
serts he  will  offer. 

Mr.  CASE.  He  said  that.  Re  said 
that  he.  the  Senator  from  Utah,  had 
been  charged  with  being  a  coward,  and 
that  he  would  submit  the  motion  to 
which  reference  has  been  made,  if  no 
other  Senator  submitted  it  I  respect 
him  for  that  statement;  the  Senator 
from  Utah  is  no  coward. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  Senator  fnxn 
Nevada  has  never  said  anything  derog- 
atory about  any  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate, and  does  not  intend  w^  do  so.  But 
he  is  trying  to  determine  the  status  of 
this  matter  at  the  present  time. 

Then  the  chairman  of  the  select  com- 
mittee has  said  he  has  a  fmlher  cen- 
sure amendment  to  submit;  is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  CASE.  Yes;  if  no  other  Senator 
submits  it.  I  think  the  junior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  BknitkttI  has  indicated 
that  he  would  submit  a  motion  along  that 
line. 

Mr.  MALONE.  So  a  new  censure 
resolution  or  amendment  is  in  the  offing? 

Mr.  CASS.  The  record  spealu  for 
itself  on  that  point. 

Mr.  MALON&  Then  U  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  cognisant  of  the 
present  status  of  the  reaolotkm  when  one 
Senator  member  of  the  cocninlttee  has 
repudiated  one-half  of  Resolution  301, 
and  two  other  Senators — one  the  chair- 
man of  the  censure  oommittee — ^have 
warned  the  Senate  of  pending  amend- 
ments? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  tUnk 
Senators  will  remember  that  last  week 
wiien  I  first  spoke  upon  this  subject. 
during  the  first  aftemotm  I  addressed 
the  Senate — informally  and  unexpect- 
edly—I  was  interrogated  at  one  or  two 
points  —  perhaps  more  —  about  the 
Zwicker  matter.  I  indicated  that  I  pre- 
ferred not  to  discuss  that  subject  at  that 
time. 

Either  that  day  or  the  succeeding  day 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Capkhast]  asked  me  some  very 
pointed  questiODS  about  the  Zwicker- 
Peress  matter.  I  pointed  out,  first  of  all, 
that  the  secraid  count  was  not  pending, 
that  the  first  amendment  is  within  the 
text  of  the  original  Flanders  resolution, 
and  that  until  the  ftarst  amezMlment  is 
disposed  of  the  sebood  amendment  will 
not  be  pending,  so  I  indicated  that  I  pre- 
ferred not  to  discuss  this  subject  until 
later. 

Thereafter  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
said,  in  effect,  "It  is  a  part  of  the  whole 
picture,  and  there  la  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  disc\iaB  it."  I  agreed  that 
there  was  no  reasoo  why  it  should  not 
be  discussed,  except  that  I  preferred  not 
to  discuss  it  for  the  reason  given. 

As  he  proceeded  with  his  mterroga- 
tion  he  asked  whether  or  not  the  com- 


mittee bad  endeavored  to  obtain  anj  ad- 
ditional inf  onnatkm.  I  sidestepped  that 
isaesttoa  a  Ut,  I  think.  I  did  say  that  if 
ooUaterallar  we  dereioped  any  infonna- 
ttoa  with  regard  to  the  Peress  matter  it 
woiild  be  made  available  to  the  Senate. 
Ihat  was  not  an  accidental  statement. 
It  was  Blade  because  of  the  fact  that 
I  knew  that  on  Tuesday  the  select  com- 
mittee had  ad<q?feed  a  formal  motion  re- 
qoesting  the  chairman  to  get  in  contact 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Army.  Mr. 
Stevens,  and  ask  him  to  meet  with  the 
mwmittfe  in  order  that  we  might  de- 
termine whether  he  had  further  infor- 
mation. 

That  was  why  I  said  last  week  to  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  that  I  preferred 
not  to  dtwcuaa  the  subject  further,  but 
added  that  if  we  developed  some  m- 
fiRination  collaterally  on  the  subject  we 
would  bring  it  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  or  make  it  available.  That  was 
why.  on  Monday,  at  the  first  opportunity 
ffrilowing  the  disclosures  over  Saturday 
and  Sunday,  I  brought  the  Information 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate. 

At  this  point  let  me  say  also  that  I  did 
not  broadcast  the  Information  first.  As 
I  was  coming  downtown  m  a  cab  Mon- 
day morning  I  asked  myself,  "What  is 
the  logical,  honest,  and  proper  thing  for 
me  to  do  in  this  situation?"  I  said  to 
myself.  "I  think  the  thing  for  me  to  do 
is  to  write  a  letter  to  the  chainnan  of 
the  committee  telling  him  how  I  feel 
about  the  matter."  He  had  sent  a  letter 
to  my  office,  following  a  telephone  con- 
versation. I  took  it  home,  and  there  I 
reviewed  the  testimony.  Monday  morn- 
ing when  I  returned  to  the  Capitol.  I 
said  to  myself.  "I  will  write  a  letter  to 
the  chairman  of  the  conm:ilttee." 

When  I  reached  my  office  I  dictated 
a  letter  and  asked  my  secretary  to  make 
some  extra  copies  of  it.  When  the  letter 
was  brought  back  to  me  I  was  not  satis- 
fied with  the  phraseology  in  a  few  places, 
so  I  followed  an  old  editorial  habit.  I 
md  a  little  blue  penciling.  I  said  to  my 
secretary,  "I  think  this  letter  had  better 
be  recopied.  There  are  too  many  inter- 
lineations and  changes."  So  I  asked  her 
to  recopy  it.  I  said,  "Address  an  enve- 
lope to  each  member  ol  the  select  com- 
mittee," which  she  did. 

I  came  to  the  Senate  CSuunber  some 
time  between  11  and  12  o'clock  Monday- 
morning  with  the  sealed  envelopes  in  my 
hand,  one  of  them  addressed  to  the  chair- 
man and  one  addressed  to  each  other 
member  of  the  select  committee.  I  had 
an  extra  copy,  which  I  expected  to  insert 
in  the  Rxcosd. 

I  had  intended  that  the  copy  for  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  would  be 
delivered  first,  but  the  page  did  not  qtiite 
imderstand.  However,  within  a  matter 
of  a  few  seconds,  or  certainly  less  than 
a  minute,  a  sealed  envelope  containing 
a  copy  of  that  letter  was  in  the  hands 
kA  trrvrj  member  of  the  select  committee. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  letter  which 
was  addressed  to  the  chairman.  I  stated 
VcaX  I  was  making  copies  available  to  the 
other  members  of  the  committee  and  to 
the  Senate.  t<yt  the  purpose  of  making  it 
public,  beeause  I  thought,  to  be  consist- 
ent with  the  record  before  the  Senate, 
and  to  be  consistent  with  my  statement 
to  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Cape- 


KAKTl,  tbe  Infannation  staoakt  be 
available.  So  frooi  the  file  copy 
was  left  at  the  oflkce  a  stencil  was 
and  copies  were  ran  olf  and  asad 
able  to  the  preas  within  an  boor  or  m 
after  the  letter  went  to  the  chainnan 
and  the  other  members  of  the  committea. 

MT.MALOMK.  Mr.  President.  Will  the 
Senator  srield? 

Mr.  CASK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONK  Does  the  Senator  un- 
derstand that  Senate  Resolution  301  will 
be  voted  upon  by  sections,  or  as  a  whole? 

Mr.  CASE.  As  I  have  previously  indi- 
cated, I  understand  that  if  ~^>**"g  dae 
intervenes,  the  first  vote  will  be  a  vote 
on  the  first  committee  amendBient,  tba 
amendment  to  section  1.  It  is  within  tha 
first  and  taist  words  of  the  ortglnal  Flan- 
ders resolution.  There  will  be  a  vote  on 
that  amendment  before  there  is  a  vote 
on  the  amendment  proposed  as  aec- 
tion  2. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Does  the  reaolutian 
now  read  as  it  is  proposed  to  be  voted 
upon? 

Mr.  CASE.  It  does.  On  page  2  tbe 
Senator  wiU  note  that  in  Une  5  the  last 
three  words  are  in  roman  letters.  Ttie 
words  ahead  of  that  appear  in  itallea. 
That  is  the  form  in  which  the  Senate  in- 
dicates amendmente  and  original  text. 

Mr.  MALONK.  That  was  a  correctiOB 
made  by  the  chairman  originally;  was  It 
not? 

Mr.  CASE.  Oh.  no.  That  was  the 
form  m  which  the  amendment  was 
agreed  upon  and  presented  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Meaning  that  it  was 
amended  befme  being  presented  to  the 
Senate— but  passing  that  question.  Itr. 
President,  whether  we  vote  once  or  twice. 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada, the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Dakota,  has  C(Hitributed  greatly 
to  this  debate  bjr  hie  iMmesty  and 
straightforwardness  in  coming  forward 
when  evidence  was  available  to  diow 
that  the  higher  officers  who  arranged  for 
the  discharge  of  Pereas  wa«  aware  of  the 
accusations,  and  were  offlciaUy  informed, 
contrary  to  the  imidications  of  this  tes- 
timony, or  contrary  to  the  imderstanding 
which  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
had  in  the  committee  hearings.  Is  that 
true?  The  Senator  did  not  obtain  that 
idea  in  the  hearings.  It  was  never  made 
clear  in  the  hearings.  The  question  was 
evidently  not  asked. 

Mr.  CASK    That  is  correct 

Mr.  MALONE.  If  not  denied,  it  had 
at  least  been  covered  up  or  made  m- 
determinable  for  the  testimony. 

Mr.  CASE.  No;  it  was  not  covered  up. 
I  certainly  wouM  not  intimate  that  any 
person  on  either  side  covered  up  that 
matter.  It  simply  was  not  brought  for- 
ward. 

Mr.  MALONE.  It  perhaps  so  happened 
that  no  one  asked  the  question? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  oidy  suggestion  with 
respect  to  the  ecmtents  of  the  letter  of 
February  1  was  Smator  McCaarHT's  own 
summary  of  it,  which  did  not  do  justiee 
to  the  letter,  in  my  opfaiioQ. 

Mr.  MALONE.  It  so  happened,  did 
ft  not,  that  no  member  of  the  eoaamlttee 
asked  the  direct  questtana? 

Mr.  CASE.  It  80  Itappened  that  n* 
member  asked  direct  questions  about  It. 
If  the  Senator  will  read  the  tranauliit 
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of  the  hearing  on  September  IS.  when 

Qeoenl  Zwicker  was  before  the  commit- 
tee, at  which  time  the  first  reply  letter 
from  Secretary  Stevens,  the  letter  of 
February  10,  was  Introduced,  he  will  find 
that  some  qwstiODs  were  asked  by  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson]. 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Stsn- 
xns],  or  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Caklson]  which  almost  skirted'  the  sub- 
ject. The  Senator  may  wonder  why  the 
question  did  not  arise  at  that  time,  but 
It  so  happened  that  it  did  not  occur  to 
anyone. 

Mr.  MALONE.  At  least  three  Sena- 
tors, including  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota,  have  suggested  eitber  that  they 
do  not  agree  with  the  resolution  in  Its 
present  form,  or  that  they  will  offer 
amendments  to  it.  That  is  true;  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  CASE.    That  Is  true. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Those  of  us  who  had 
no  opportunity  to  attend  the  hearings 
and  listen  to  the  evidence,  because  we 
were  in  an  area  west  of  the  Potomac  en- 
gaged in  other  activities  before  the  elec- 
tion in  November,  are  left  no  alternative 
but  to  question  the  members  of  the  cen- 
sure committee;  then,  when  they  do  not 
agree,  confusion  only  can  result. 

It  has  been  customary,  over  the  pe- 
riod of  8  years  during  which  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  has  been  a  Member  of 
this  distinguished  deliberative  body,  that 
when  the  committee  reporting  a  bill  or 
resolution  became  divided  or  confused, 
a  motion  to  recommit  to  the  committee 
is  in  order,  so  that  the  committee  itself 
may  have  a  meeting  of  the  minds  and 
then  come  before  ttie  Senate  and  ex- 
plain exactly  what  they  want  the  Senate 
to  do. 

Would  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota support  such  a  motion? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  Is  not  Interested  In  having  any 
additional  duties  assigned  to  the  select 
committee  of  which  he  is  a  member. 

Mr.  MALONE.  That  could  be  consid- 
ered facetious.  It  is  not  a  question  of 
acquiring  or  dodging  work ;  it  is  a  matter 
of  properly  completing  the  Job. 

Furthermore,  let  me  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota,  we  shotild 
conform  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  which  provides  that  "each 
House  may  determine  the  rules  of  its 
proceedings,  punish  its  Members  for  dis- 
orderly behavior,  and,  with  the  concur- 
rence of  two-thirds,  expel  a  Member." 

There  Is  nothing  in  the  constitutional 
prsvlsion  which  indicates  that  tiiere 
must  be  a  reason  for  expelling  a  Member 
of  the  Senate.  All  that  is  necessary  is  to 
have  the  requisite  number  of  votes. 
Some  of  us  are  interested  to  know  ex- 
actly what  the  position  of  the  c<Hnmit- 
tee  is  at  this  time. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  have  tried  to  clarify  the 
situation  so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Mr.  MALONK  Yes;  and  the  chair- 
man ot  the  select  ctmunlttee  clarified  his 
position.  I  would  again  refer  to  the 
situation  as  it  now  stands,  namely,  that 
three  Senators,  two  of  them  members  of 
the  committee,  and  one  of  those  two  the 
chairman  of  the  select  ccmunittee,  expect 
to  offer  amendments,  or  do  not  agree  with 
the  resolution  as  it  is  now  before  the 
Senate. 


Mr.  CASE.    Of  course,  so  far  as— ^ 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  debate  being 
rather  heated.  I  would  ask  the  Senator 
from  South  E>akota  if  he  does  not  believe 
that  some  of  us  have  a  right  to  ask  for 
clarification. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  shall  not  say  that  it  is 
a  simple  matter;  it  is  quite  a  comidex 
matter.  I  have  tried  to  yield  generously 
to  any  Senator  who  wished  to  ask  me 
questions.  I  have  tried  to  clarify  any 
questions  with  respect  to  the  subject. 
I  think,  however,  that  the  motion  which 
one  or  the  other  of  the  two  Senators 
IrMn  Utah  indicated  they  might  offer 
ought  not  to  be  regarded  as  confusing 
with  respect  to  the  matter  it  reaches, 
namely,  something  that  occurred  during 
the  debate  in  the  present  session  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  Senators  propose 
an  addition  to  the  resolution,  is  that 
correct?  1 

Mr.  CASE.    That  is  correct.  * 

Mr.  MALONE.  That  would  be  very 
Important,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  CASE.  Yes.  it  would  be.  but  I 
think  that  Senators  all  know  how  they 
feel  about  it. 

Mr.  MALONE.  All  of  them,  of  course, 
do  not  know  and  will  not  know  until  the 
committee  can  agree  on  their  recom- 
mendations. 

Mr.  CASE.    Perhaps  so. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  am  speaking  for  the 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  from  Nevada 
is  entitled  to  his  opinion. 

Mr.  MALONE.  It  is  not  an  opinion. 
■■     Mr.  CASE.    Or  the  lack  of  an  opinion. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Listening  to  the  evi- 
dence— or  lack  of  it,  so  far. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  is  entitled 
to  a  lack  of  opinion. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  Senator  is  entitled 
to  know  what  the  committee  recom- 
mends. 

THE  mST  BZCOMMENDATION  rOR  CKNSTTIK 

I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  another  question,  with  re- 
gard to  the  first  charge  in  the  resolution, 
namely — 

That  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  Mr.  Mc- 
Caktht.  faUed  to  cooperate  with  the  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Elections  of  the 
Senate  Ctommlttee  on  Rules  and  Admlnlste-a- 
tlon  in  clearing  up  matters  referred  to  that 
BUbcommlttee  which  concerned  hla  conduct 
as  a  Senator  and  affected  the  honor  of  the 
Senate  and,  instead,  repeatedly  abused  the 
BUbcommlttee  and  its  members  who  were 
trying  to  carry  out  assigned  duties.     , 

If  it  were  determined  and  established 
that  the  cmnmittee  itself  had  no  author- 
ity to  subpena  a  Senator— that  it  had 
been  determined  as  a  precedent  over  a 
number  of  years  and  had  been  demon- 
strated seversd  times  that  it  is  the  privi- 
lege of  a  Senator  invited  to  come  before 
a  committee  to  exercise  his  judgment  as 
to  whether  he  testifies  and  that  there  is 
no  authority  to  subpena  a  Senator — 
would  that  fact  make  any  difference  in 
the  conclusion  of  the  distinguished 
members  of  the  select  committee  relative 
to  the  first  accusation  as  a  ground  for  the 
censure  of  the  jimior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  from  South 
Dakota,  in  his  formal  statement  made 


last  Friday,  stated  that  so  far  as  he  was 

concerned  he  did  not  believe  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  received  a  re- 
quest from  the  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections  at  a  time  when  he 
might  have  appeared  within  the  terms 
of  the  request  and  that  if  we  were  con- 
sidering it  purely  on  a  legal  cootempt 
basis  of  due  notice  ana  order  to  appear, 
a  legal  basis  did  not  exist.  However,  I 
did  state  that  I  did  not  feel  that  that 
covered  the  whole  ground  in  that  par- 
ticular sispect  of  the  situation. 

I  may  say  to  the  very  able  Senator 
from  Nevada  that  he  is  proceeding  to  a 
point  in  connection  with  this  whole  sub- 
ject on  which  I  had  wished  to  conclude 
my  remarks.  If  the  Senator  will  permit 
me  to  do  so,  I  should  like  to  conclude  my 
remarks  on  that  point. 

Mr.  MALONE.  If  the  Senator  will 
further  yield,  I  shall  not  interrupt  him 
again.  I  am  trying  to  get  information. 
I  know  the  Senator  has  been  very  gener- 
ous with  his  time  in  that  regard, 

However,  the  Senator  from  Nevada  is 
not  clear  as  to  the  position  of  members 
of  the  committee.  He  was  not  confused 
when  he  first  read  the  resolution.  It  was 
only  a  question  of  listening  to  the  debate 
and  deciding  whether  to  vote  for  the 
resolution  or  against  it. 

However,  the  Senator  from  Nevada  has 
become  confused  by  the  lack  of  unity  of 
the  members  of  the  censure  committee, 
particularly  with  respect  to  what  consti- 
tutes a  ground  for  censure. 

No  one,  least  of  all  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota,  has 
ever  said  in  my  hearing  at  least  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  had  vio- 
lated any  rule  of  the  Senate.  I  have 
heard  it  said  in  heated  argument  that 
he  should  not  talk  the  way  he  does  and 
that  he  should  not  use  the  kind  of  lan- 
guage he  uses. 

Mr.  CASE.  Of  course,  with  reference 
to  the  remarks  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  which  he  inserted  in  the 
RrcoRD  the  other  day,  wherein  he  re- 
ferred to  the  activities  of  the  select  com- 
mittee, even  though  he  qualified  them  by 
using  the  word  "unwitting,"  if  those  re- 
marks had  been  uttered  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  instead  of  being  inserted  as 
a  statement  in  the  Record,  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  would  have  violated  a 
rule  of  the  Senate  with  regard  to  certain 
implications  about  other  Members,  Had 
he  made  the  remarks  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate,  I  beUeve  he  could  properly  have 
been  seated. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Does  the  Senator 
mean  "unseated"? 

Mr.  CASE.  No;  seated— that  is.  he 
would  be  asked  to  take  his  seat.  He 
would  be  taken  off  the  fioor  for  speaking 
In  such  terms.  Then  another  Senator 
could  make  a  motion  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  be  allowed  to 
proceed  in  order. 

Mr.  MAUJNE.  That  has  happened 
several  times  during  the  membersihip  of 
the  Nevada  Senator  in  this  great  body. 
I  have  listened  for  nearly  2  weeks, 
and  have  read  the  Congressional 
Record  diligently  every  day.  I  must  say 
to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  I 
have  been  trying  to  determine  from 
the  debate  what  the  grounds  foy  cen- 
sure are. 
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Since  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota  has  been  a  Member  of  the  Senate, 
and  many  times  stnee  tlie  Henator  f  rraa 
Nevada  has  been  a  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate, there  have  been  occasions  when  a 
Senator  has  objected  to  a  remark  made 
by  another  Senator,  and  the  Senator 
Tnajfing  the  remark  has  been  required  to 
take  his  seat.  Then,  after  tempers  had 
been  permitted  to  cool,  a  motion  was 
made  that  the  Senator  be  permitted  to 
proceed  In  order,  and  the  Senator  then 
was  permitted  to  proceed  in  order. 
However,  no  one  has  ever  suggested  that 
a  censure  resolution  be  adopted  in  such 
a  situation. 

Therefore.  I  should  like  to  close  by 
saying,  if  I  may,  that  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  still  can  find  no  ground  for  cen- 
sure, and  he  is  supported  in  that  beUef 
by  the  debate  with  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota.  He  now  apparently  does 
not  agree  with  either  of  the  two  parts  of 
Senate  Resolution  301. 

I  agree  wholeheartedly  with  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  South  Dakota 
in  his  retraction  of  his  supiwrt  of  the 
No.  2  censure — that  he  would  not  vote 
for  it  Also  that  he  can  find  no  rea- 
son to  support  the  first  part  of  the  reso- 
lution since  there  is  zio  authority  to  re- 
quire a  Senator's  appearance  before  a 
committee — long  procedure  established 
the  definite  preeedent  that  it  is  left  to 
the  judgment  of  the  Senator  himself  as 
to  whether  or  not  he  appears. 

There  is  no  substance  left  to  Resolu- 
tion 301. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  understand  it  Is  the 
present  conviction  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota,  based  upon  conferences 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  based 
on  new  evidence  that  has  been  disckMed. 
and  tMised  on  the  Senator's  analysis  of 
certain  letters  which  came  to  his  atten- 
tion, that  section  2  of  the  pending  reso- 
lution should  be  stricken.  Is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  CASK  It  ought  not  to  be  offered ; 
If  offered,  it  ought  to  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Will  the  Senator  al- 
low me  to  make  an  observation? 

Mr.  CASK  If  I  do  not  lose  the  floor. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  have  the  Senator  do  so. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  have  taken  much 
time  of  this  great  body.  I  cannot  too 
highly  praise  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  for  his  kindness  and 
honesty  and  fairness  in  attempting  to 
bring  out  before  this  court  of  Justice 
the  facts  that  all  of  us  ought  to  know. 

Now  I  should  like  to  ask  a  question. 
Knowing,  as  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  does,  that  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Idaho  has  not  seen — and  he  defies 
anyone  to  produce  it — any  law  or  any- 
precedent  for  censuring  a  Senator  for 
words  spoken,  either  on  or  off  the  fioor 
of  the  United  States  Senate,  and  realis- 
ing that  I  disagree  with  the  select  com- 
mittee in  that  respect,  does  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  think  it  would  follow 
that  sueh  an  additional  resohition  of 
censure  should  be  filed  against  the  Jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin,  when  he  is 


defending  hintaelf  in  a  eriminal  actioB 
for  calling  some  Senator — I  believe  in 
this  case  It  was  aUeged  be  called  the 
senior  Senator  from  Utah  a  coward 
Mr.  CASE.    Off  the  floor. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Off  the  floor,  or  on  the 
floor,  or  wherever  it  happened.  Does  the 
Senator  think  it  would  follow  that  an 
additional  resolution  should  be  offered 
or  an  amendment  proposed,  or  some- 
thing of  that  parliamentary  nature,  cen- 
suring other  Senators  who  had  uttered 
such  words  against  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  to  the  effect  that  he  was 
a  Hitler,  or  a  follower  of  the  Communist 
line,  and  statements  which  certainly  im- 
plied to  all  the  world — and  I  am  being 
charitable  in  saying  that — ^that  he  was  a 
sexual  pervert  and 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  re- 
call any  such  statement. 

Mr.  WEI^ER.  I  am  willing  to  argue 
that  upon  the  question  of  the  implica- 
tion,   I  used  the  word  "impUed." 

Mr.  CASE.  Whatever  the  Senator's 
question  may  be,  my  answer  is  not  going 
to  be  predicated  upon  the  assumption 
that  any  such  statement  was  made. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Very  well.  I  cer- 
tainly would  not  propose  a  resolution  im- 
less  I  felt  that  the  impUcations  impxigned 
the  character  of  a  fellow  Senator  with 
respect  to  that  allegation. 

I  would  ask  also  with  respect  to  state- 
ments made  before  the  Senate  that  the 
Jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  a 
liar,  that  he  made  false  accusations,  and 
things  of  that  nature.  Would  my  dis- 
tinguished and  able  friend  tell  me 
whether,  in  his  opinion,  such  additional 
resolutions  could  and  should  properly 
follow? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  the  Junior 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  last  week,  at 
one  point  during  the  debate,  stated  that 
the  committee  gave  scmie  consideration 
to  the  statements  which  were  uttered  by 
the  SMiator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flaiv- 
onsl  in  connection  with  one  of  the 
amendments  referred  to  the  committee 
relating  to  the  remarks  of  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  about  the  Senator 
irom  Vermont,  and  it  was  our  conclusion, 
as  stated  In  the  report,  that  the  remarks 
by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  were  pro- 
voked. 

I  win  state  further,  as  I  think  I  said 
at  that  Ume.  that  the  remarks  he  made, 
whether  seriously  or  not.  were  such  that 
possibly  the  select  committee  should 
make  some  recommendation  with  refer- 
ence to  the  conduct  of  the  Senator  from 
Vermont,  but  we  felt  that  was  not  a  mat- 
ter referred  to  the  select  committee,  so 
we  made  no  recommendation  with  re- 
spect to  it. 

The  principle  involved  In  the  sugges- 
tion now  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  is  consistent  with  the  many  cases 
he  cited  to  us  during  his  exhaustive 
and  lengthy  discourse  of  yesterday  and 
the  day  before.  I  think  his  suggestion 
and  the  La  FoUette  case,  which  is  aa 
the  other  side,  fall  into  the  category  at 
lode  known  as  the  fallacy  of  false  par* 
■Uels;  the  error  in  this  instance  deriv- 
ing from  the  fact  that  tn  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  committee  there  are  two 
elements  involved,  one,  the  failure  to 
assist  a  committee  of  the  Senate  in 


clearing  up  a  matter  wherein  the  honor 
of  the  Senate  and  the  honor  of  a  Sak-> 
ator  hlmnrlf  were  involved,  and.  instead, 
repeatedly  abusing  the  suboommittea 
and  its  members  for  trying  to  carry  out 
their  duties,  thereby  tending  to  ohrtnaci 
the  legislative  processes  of  the  Senate. 

That  leads  me  again  to  the  poin^ 
which  Is  the  crux  of  the  matter.  TtM 
real  test,  so  far  as  I  am  eonoeroed. 
whether  the  Senate  ought  to  adopt  any 
resolution  of  censure  with  reference  to 
the  action  complained  of.  is  a  twofold 
action,  namely,  a  failure  to  help  the 
committee  carry  out  the  duties  imposed 
upon  it.  and  at  the  same  time  using 
derogatory  .language  which  also  would 
tend  to  discourage  or  prevent  the  com- 
mittee froxh  acting.  That  is  the  basio 
issue. 

In  a  case  where  either  element  is  lack- 
ing there  is  a  different  sitiiation.  I  aaa 
not  saying  that  a  flagrant  case  may  not 
arise  in  which  derogatory  language  is  of 
such  character  and  of  such  degree  as  to 
warrant  censure.  I  am  not  saying  that 
such  a  case  may  not  arise.  I  am  not 
saying  that  at  some  time  there  might  not 
be  a  case  where  a  Member  of  the  Smata 
by  some  action  prevented  a  committee 
from  carrying  out  its  functions  by  lock- 
ing the  door,  or  whatever  it  might  be, 
thereby  giving  a  basis  for  censure. 

But  in  section  1  we  have  presented  two 
phases  of  the  action,  not  so  solous  as 
locking  the  door  or  destroying  the  files, 
or  something  of  that  kind.  I  think  the 
ttie  Senator  will  agree  with  me  that  if 
a  Member  of  the  Senate  were  charged 
with  certain  actions  which  were  very 
serious,  such  as  obtaining  certain  files 
and  destroying  them,  that  would  be  a 
case  in  which  the  Senate  would  want  to 
take  some  action.  That  would  be  pre- 
venting the  Senate  from  fimctlonlng; 
It  would  be  obstructing  the  legislative 
process. 

Similarly,  there  might  be  a  ittuatkm 
where  some  Senator  might  repeatedly 
and  insistently,  day  after  day.  indulge 
in  derogatory  language,  preventing  tho 
Senate  from  carrying  out  its  functlmia. 

Mr.  WELKER.  What  would  the  Sen- 
ator do  with  rule  XIX.  subsection  2? 
Would  he  disregard  that  or  would  ha 
have  it  enforced? 

Mr.  CASE.    I  would  exo-clae  it  first. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  a  Senator  ooatin- 
ued  to  use  violent  language  which  dis- 
rupted the  legislative  process  of  this  great 
body,  certainly  there  would  be  action  to 
prevent  him  from  continuing. 

Mr.  CASE.    If  be  repeatedly  did  that. 

That  brings  me  to  the  point  on  which 
I  wish  to  conclude  the  matter. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  want  the  Senator  to 
conclude,  but  the  Senator  teought  up  a 
matter  as  to  which  I  do  not  agree  with 
him.  This  is  the  first  time  in  the  hia* 
tory  of  the  Republic  that  a  censure 
luticm  has  been  iH-esented  with  reff 
to  words  spoken  on  the  floor.  oH  tliA 
floor,  or  in  any  other  place.  Invohdnc  a 
Senator  or  any  other  person. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  would  not.  under  tbe 
drcumstances  m^vailing  today,  with  tlio 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisoansin  neces- 
sarily absent  by  reason  of  illness,  present 
any  argument  on  the  fLrst  count  with  a 
view  to  influencing  the  action  <tf  the 
Senate. 


t?»f 


19  5  U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


16129 


-The  vehemence  of  the  language  uaed  la     where  such  language  hM  a  real  and  Imme- 


WaJI  a  tAnrfpnrv  in  HMlfmir  tih«  nnnA  faM'K 


AVrAAV         HMVmA\^ 


OUJ.C  aic. 


1S128 


I 

CXJNGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


I 

November  18 


iff 


ICr.  WELKER.  I  have  only  one  other 
QUesticm.  Mr.  President,  and  it  Involves 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Idaho.  With 
respect  to  the  first  count,  setting  forth 
that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
did  not  cooperate  with  the  OUlette-Hen- 
nings  committee.  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  whether  he  has  read  my 
full  telegram  of  resignation  and  whether 
he  does  not  feel  that  I  should  be  the  next 
man  censured  because  I  failed  to  co- 
operate with  the  committee;  I  Inter- 
rupted the  legislative  process  in  that  in- 
stance; I  refused  to  remain  a  member 
of  the  committee,  and  explained  why.  in 
very  strong  language. 

Mr.  CASE.  But  the  action  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  did  not  prevent  that 
committee  from  functioning. 

Mr.  WELKER.  In  the  findings  of  the 
committee  it  is  stated  by  the  committee 
itself  that  the  committee's  work  had 
been  hampered  by  several  changes  of 
Senators  becaiise  of  resignations. 

In  conclusion,  I  wish  to  thank  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  for  permitting  me  to 
Interrupt  him. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  wish  to  ask  unani- 
mous ciHisent,  with  the  imderstanding 
that  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
shall  not  lose  the  floor,  that  the  Senate 
may  take  a  recess  for  1  hour. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  appreciate  the  courtesy 
and  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from 
Michigan^  but  if  a  recess  Is  to  be  taken 
with  the  understanding  that  I  am  to 
resume  the  floor  following  the  recess, 

1  am  afraid  I  shall  get  into  a  disciission 
all  over  again.  I  really  feel  that  I  can 
conclude  what  I  have  to  say  in  less  than 

2  minutes. 

However.  I  yield  for  a  single  question 
to  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Lennon],  who  has 
been  on  his  feet  for  several  minutes. 
Then  I  should  like  to  continue  for  2  min- 
utes so  that  I  may  conclude  my  remarks. 
I  shall  then  be  glad  to  yield  for  a  motion 
to  recess. 

Mr.  LENNON.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
a  series  of  questions  which  I  had  in- 
tended to  ask  with  respect  to  the  an- 
nouncement by  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  that  he  did  not  intend  to  sup- 
port the  second  count  of  the  censure  res- 
olution. I  wondered  If  he  would  be  will- 
ing to  remain  on  the  floor  for  at  least  10 

minutes  longer,  although  I  faiow  he  has 
been  on  his  feet  for  qiiite  a  while. 

Mr.  CASE.  At  a  later  time  I  shaU  be 
glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  for  whatever  questions  he  may 
Wish  to  ask  me. 

I  now  srield  to  the  Senator  from  Mich- 
igan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr 

ENOWLAIfS]. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  California,  but  I  hope 
he  will  not  move  to  recess  imtil  I  have 
had  an  opportunity  to  proceed  for  about 
2  minutes.   Then  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Very  well. 

Mr.  CASE.  Article  I,  section  6.  of  the 
Constitution  provides,   with  respect  to 


Senators  and  Representatives,  as  fol- 
lows: 

And  for  any  speech  or  debate  in  either 
Bouse,  they  shall  not  be  questioned  in  any 
other  place. 

That  Is  the  constitutional  backdrop  for 
free  speech,  which  we  seek  to  maintain 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
particularly  in  the  Senate.  I  have  the 
very  definite  feeling  that  the  speech  of 
Senators  ovight  not  to  be  the  basis  for 
censure,  unless  it  tends  to  obstruct  the 
processes  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks  the  very  able  memorandum  re- 
lating to  propriety  of  censure  for  lan- 
guage used  off  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
prepared  by  counsel  for  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from.  Wisconsin,  which  appears  at 
pages  571  to  574.  inclusive,  of  the  hear- 
ings before  the  select  committee. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  mem- 
orandum was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

V.  MKMORANOtnC  RELATING  TO  PROPRIETT  OF 
CKNSXJSE  rOR  LANGUACS  USED  OFT  THE  rUX)R 
or  THZ  SKNATX 

Category  IV  of  the  charges  now  under  study 
by  tblB  conunlttee  relates  to  certain  remarks 
allegedly  made  by  Senator  McCarthy  off  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  It  is  bis  poBltion  that 
the  censure  power  is  nothing  more  or  less 
tban  the  power  to  punish  for  contempt.  It 
Is  hla  furtner  position  that  Congress  can 
only  punish  language  as  contemptuous  if 
such  language  has  a  real  and  immediate 
tendency  to  obstruct  the  legislative  process. 
Clearly  the  testimony  which  has  been  intro- 
duced under  category  rv  does  not  show  tihat 
Senator  McCaxtht  nas  employed  language  of 
this  nattire. 

It  Is  recognized  that  the  censure  power  Is 
derived  solely  from  the  power  to  punish  for 
disorderly  behavior  which  is  conferred  by 
article  1,  section  6,  of  the  Constitution.  Bee 
remarks  of  Senator  Daniel,  of  Texas,  Con- 
CRBSSIOMAL  RECORD,  83d  Congress,  2d  session. 
'page  12919:"  remarks  of  Congressman  BlSck, 
of  Texas.  Congressional  Record,  67th  Cbn- 
gress,  1st  session,  page  6891:  report  of  Sen- 
ators. McComas,  of  Maryland.  Beverldge,  of 
Indiana,  and  Pritchard,  of  North  Carolina, 
in  the  so-called  Tillman -McLaurln  case,  Con- 
gressional RiroBD,  57th  Congress,  1st  ies- 
■ion,  page  2206.  This  proposition  has  al- 
ready been  advanced  by  counsel  for  Senator 
McCarthy. 

It  is  likewise  settled  that  the  power  to 
punish  for  disorderly  behavior  is  nothing 
more  or  less  than  a  constitutional  codlQca- 
tlon  of  the  inherent  power  of  all  legislative 
bodies  to  punish  for  contempt.  As  has  al- 
ready been  pointed  out  by  counsel  for  Sena- 
tor McCarthy,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  has  expressly  so  held.  See 
Marshall  v.  Crordon  <243  U.  6.  521,  526); 
Anderson  v.  Dunn  (8  Wheat.  204,  225). 

The  Supreme  Court  has  also  held  that  no 
language  can  be  punished  as  contumacious 
unless  it  has  a  real  and  immediate  tendeocy 
to  Impede  the  legislative  process.  Squarely 
In  point  Is  the  case  of  Marshall  v.  GordJOn, 
supra.  There  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  was  indicted  under  the 
Sherman  Act  in  the  southern  district  of  New 
York.  He  made  certain  charges  against  the 
district  attorney  for  the  southern  district 
and  requested  the  Judiciary  Committee  to 
Investigate  such  charges  insofar  as  tUey 
might  constitute  grounds  for  impeachment. 
While  this  investigation  was  going  on,  an 
article  appeared  In  a  dally  newspaper  charg- 
ing that  the  writer  was  Informed  that  the 
committee  was  endeavoring  rather  to  inves- 
tigate and  frustrate  the  action  of  the  grand 


jury  than  to  Investigate  the  condtict  of  the 
district  attorney.  When  the  writer  AecUned 
to  name  his  informant,  the  district  attorney 
addressed  a  letter  to  the  committer  chair- 
man, avowing  that  he  was  the  Informant 
referred  to  in  the  article  and  repealing  the 
charges  there  made  in  amplified  for«i.  The 
language  of  these  charges  was  maniliestly  ill 
tempered  and  well  calculated  to  arouse  the 
indignation  of  the  House  generally.  The 
letter  was  given  to  the  press  and  published 
contemporaneously  with  its  receipt  by  the 
chairman. 

After  a  select  committee  concluded  that 
the  letter  was  defamatory  and  insulting  and 
that  It  tended  to  bring  the  House  into  pub- 
lic contempt  and  ridicule,  the  district  at- 
torney was  arrested  for  contempt.  He 
brought  hat>eas  corpus  to  test  the  legality  of 
his  detention,  and  the  Supreme  Court  held 
that  he  must  be  discharged  liecause  his  lan- 
guage was  not  contumacious  in  thaJt  it  did 
not  tend  to  obstruct  the  legislative  process. 
At  243  United  States  545-546  the  Supreme 
Court  gave  the  rationale  of  this  decision : 

"There  is  room  only  for  the  coacluslon 
that  the  contempt  was  deemed  to  resalt  from 
the  writing  of  the  letter,  not  because  of  any 
obstruction  to  the  performance  of  legisla- 
tive duty  resulting  from  the  letter,  or  because 
the  preservation  of  the  power  of  the  House 
to  carry  out  its  legislative  authority  was  en- 
dangered by  Us  writing,  but  because  of  the 
effect  and  operation  which  the  irritating  and 
ill-tempered  statements  made  in  tt*e  letter 
would  produce  upon  the  public  mind,  or  t)e- 
cause  of  the  sense  of  indignation  which  It 
may  be  assumed  was  produced  by  the  let- 
ter upon  the  members  of  the  commltit.ee  and 
of  the  House  generally.  But  to  state  this 
situation  is  to  demonstrate  that  the  con- 
tempt relied  upon  was  not  intrinsic  to  the 
right  of  the  House  to  preserve  the  means  of 
discharging  iU  legislative  duties,  but  was 
extrinsic  to  the  discharge  of  such  duties,  and 
related  only  to  the  presumed  operation  which 
the  letter  might  have  upon  the  public  mind 
and  the  indignation  naturally  felt  by  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  on  the  subject." 

Thus  the  Supreme  Court  held  that  re- 
marks made  In  the  press  cannot  be  punished 
as  contemptuous  merely  because  they  tend 
to  bring  Congress  into  ridicule  or  disrepute. 
There  must,  in  addition,  be  a  finding  that 
such  remarks  Inherently  obstruct  or  prevent 
the  discharge  of  legislative  duty. 

This  rule  is  not  peculiar  to  the  oongres- 
Blonal  power  to  punish  for  contempt.  It  1« 
also  a  limitation  upon  the  power  of  a  court 
to  punish  for  contempt.  The  most  recent 
Supreme  Court  ca«e  in  this  field  is  Craig  v. 
Harney  (331  U.  S.  367,  373.  376).  There  peti- 
tioners published  certain  articles  in  a  Texas 
newspaper  regarding  the  action  of  ft  State 
Judge  In  directing  a  verdict  in  a  certain  law- 
suit. His  ruling  was  characterized  as  arbi- 
trary action  and  a  travesty  on  Justice.  It 
was  deplored  that  a  layman,  rather  than  a 
lawyer,  was  acting  as  the  Judge  in  thds  case. 
The  ruling  was  labeled  a  "gross  miscarriage 
of  Justice,"  which  brought  down  the  wrath 
of  public  opinion  upon  his  head  and  repu- 
diated the  first  rule  of  Justice. 

Petitioners  were  imprisoned  for  contempt 
on  account  of  these  articles.  They  brought 
habeas  corpus  to  test  the  legality  of  their 
detention,  and  the  Supreme  Court  held  that 
they  must  be  released  because  their  lan- 
guaage  did  not  constitute  a  clear  and  present 
danger  to  the  administration  of  Justice  stat- 
ing: 

"The  history  of  the  power  to  punish  for 
contempt  •  •  •  and  the  unequivocal  com- 
mand of  the  first  amendment  serve  as  con- 
stant reminders  that  freedom  of  speech  and 
of  the  press  should  not  be  impaired  througb 
the  exercise  of  that  power,  unless  there  is 
no  doubt  that  the  utterances  In  question  are 
a  serious  and  imminent  threat  to  the  sdmin- 
istratlon  of  Justice. 
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*Tbe  vehemence  of  the  language  used  la 
not  alone  the  measure  of  the  power  to  pun- 
ish for  contempt.  The  Ores  which  It  Undies 
must  constitute  an  Imminent,  not  merely  a 
likely,  threat  to  the  administration  of  J\is- 
tlce.  The  danger  must  not  be  remote  or  even 
probable:  it  must  immediately  imperil." 

Thus  the  Supreme  Court  has  held  that 
language  employed  outside  of  a  courtroom 
cannot  constitute  contempt  of  court  unless 
It  constitutes  an  imminent  obstruction  to 
the  Judicial  process.  The  rule  here  is  the 
same  rule  which  obtains  In  congressional 
contempt  cases  and  Is  predicated  upon  the 
same  principle,  namely,  that  the  power  to 
punish  for  contempt  Is  a  power  of  self- 
preservation  alone,  and  exists  only  to  the 
extent  required  by  this  objective. 

Both  Houses  of  Congress  have  repeatedly 
recognized  that  they  can  punish  language 
spoken  off  the  floor  of  the  Senate  or  the 
House  only  In  the  most  exceptional  circum- 
stances. The  Senate  of  the  United  States 
has  never  censured  a  Member  for  language 
employed  off  the  floor.  So  far  as  careful 
research  reveals,  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives has  never  censured  a  Member  for  lan- 
guage employed  off  the  floor.  Certainly 
Senator  McCarthy  Is  not  the  first  Member 
of  this  body  who  has  allegedly  used  "in- 
sulting" language  concerning  his  colleagues 
off  the  floor  of  Congress.  The  conclusion 
is  irresistible  that  there  was  no  censure  in 
these  prior  cases  because  Congress  felt  it 
had  no  power  to  pass  a  censure  resolution. 

This  conclusion  is  substantiated  by  the 
remarks  of  Speaker  OUlette  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  on  March  24,  1924.  set  forth 
at  VI  Cannon's  Precedents,  section  584.  In 
response  to  a  parliamentary  inquiry  from 
John  E.  Rankin,  of  Mississippi,  the  Speaker 
said: 

"Well,  the  Chair  thinks,  no  matter  what 
a  person  says  outside,  a  Member  attacked 
has  a  right  outside  to  say  what  be  pleases 
and  has  a  right  also  on  the  fioor  of  the 
House  to  answer  any  argument  or  attack, 
provided  he  does  not  violate  the  rule  as  to 
personalities.  As  to  them  the  Chair  thinks 
the  rules  apply,  no  matter  what  the  provoca- 
tion may  be." 

In  other  words,  Congress  has  no  Jurisdic- 
tion over  remarks  made  off  the  floor  of  Con- 
gress in  the  visual  case. 

This  distinction  between  the  power  to  pun- 
ish for  language  used  in  debate  and  the 
power  to  punish  for  language  uaed  outside  of 
debate  finds  support  In  the  fact  that  a  Mem- 
ber Is  Immune  from  civil  liability  only  for 
language  of  the  former  type.  A  Memlier  is 
not  answerable  in  the  cotirts  for  language 
employed  on  the  floor  of  Congress,  but  he  is 
answerable  to  the  Congress  itself  for  such 
language.  On  the  other  hand,  a  Member  Is 
answerable  in  the  courts  for  language  em- 
ployed off  the  floor  of  Congress,  and  hence 
it  seems  logical  that  he  should  not  generally 
t>e  answerable  to  Congress  Itself  for  sucli 
language. 

Counsel  for  Senator  lIcCarrRT  does  not, 
of  course,  contend  that  a  censure  resolution 
may  never  be  predicated  upon  conduct  com- 
mitted off  the  floor  of  Congress.  For  ex- 
ample, it  is  settled  bcyoni  dispute  that  a 
Member  may  be  censured  for  complicity  in 
the  offense  of  bribery,  although  no  part  of 
the  offense  was  committed  within  the  walls 
of  Congress.  The  obvious  reason  for  this  re- 
sult Is  that  bribery,  wherever  consummated, 
constitutes  a  real  and  Inunlnent  obstruction 
to  the  legislative  process.  A  Member  may 
likewise  be  censured  for  a  physical  attack 
upon  the  person  of  another  Member  outside 
of  the  walls  of  Congress.  Such  attacks  ob- 
viously obstruct  the  legislative  process  be- 
cause they  hinder  the  Memtiers  in  the  per-' 
lormance  of  their  legUlaUve  duties. 

Nor  does  counsel  for  Senator  McCastrt 
contend  that  language  spoken  off  the  floor 
of  Congress  can  never  form  a  predicate  for 
a  censure  resolution.  As  indicated  by  the 
Supreme   Couft,    there   may    be    Instances 


where  such  language  bas  a  real  and  Imme- 
diate tendency  to  obstruct  the  legislative 
function.  In  such  a  case,  of  course,  lan- 
guage of  this  nature  would  support  a  reso- 
lution of  censure. 

The  test  is  always  the  same :  Did  the  con- 
duct obstruct  or  endanger  the  legislative 
process?  This  test  Is  applicable  to  any  of- 
fense upon  which  a  censure  resolution  is 
predicated,  whether  it  be  a  physical  assault 
upon  the  person  of  a  Member  or  whether 
it  be  language  derogatory  of  a  Member.  In 
the  present  case,  it  U  crystal  clear  that  the 
language  allegedly  employed  by  Senator  Mc- 
Cartht  could  not  and  did  not  endanger  the 
legislative  function.  It  is  likewise  crystal 
clear  that  this  language  could  not  and  did 
not  obstruct  the  legislative  function.  The 
precedents  reveal  that  neither  House  of  Con- 
gress has  ever  censured  a  Member  for  lan- 
guage employed  off  the  floor  of  Congress, 
thus  substantiating  the  conclusion  that  such 
action  may  be  taken  only  in  the  rare  and 
exceptional  case  where  such  language  does 
in  fact  have  an  obstructive  tendency. 

For  the  foregoing  reasons,  it  is  respect- 
fiUly  urged  that  Senator  McCarthy  cannot 
be  censured  for  any  of  the  alleged  offenses 
set  forth  In  category  IV  of  the  present 
charges. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  for  the 
suggestion  of  a  possible  correction  in  his 
statement? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to  the 
new  Senator  from  Nevada.  I  invite  hia 
question  at  this  time. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Did  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  mean  to  say  "processes  of 
the  Government."  or  did  he  desire  to 
confine  his  statement  to  the  legislative 
processes? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  am  glad  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Nevada  has  raised 
that  question,  because  it  brings  out  a 
point  involved  here. 

The  first  part  of  the  memorandum 
prepared  by  Mr.  Williams,  counsel  for 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  re- 
lates to  8ome  Supreme  Court  cases  in- 
volving the  question  of  the  obstruction 
of  legislative  processes.  The  memo- 
randum cites  the  most  recent  Supreme 
Court  case  on  the  question  of  contempt, 
the  case  of  Craig  v.  Harney  (331  U.  S. 
367).  a  Texas  case,  which  involved  the 
interruption  of  Judicial  processes  because 
of  words  spoken  outside  the  court. 

In  those  approaches  to  the  question, 
one  finds  the  suggestion  that  utterances 
outside  the  body  might  be  considered  a 
basis  for  censure  only  if  they  obstruct  or 
endanger  the  processes  of  the  CSrovem- 

ment,  in  the  one  case  the  legislative  proc- 
ess, in  the  other  the  Judicial  process. 
Finally,  on  page  574,  counsel  suggests: 

The  test  Is  always  the  same:  Did  the  con- 
duct obstruct  or  endanger  the  legislative 
process?  This  test  Is  applicable  to  any  of- 
fense upon  which  a  censure  resolution  is 
predicated,  whether  it  be  a  physical  assault 
upon  the  person  of  a  Member  or  whether  it 
be  language  derogatory  of  a  Member. 

Or.  as  in  the  case  suggested,  it  might 
be  applicable  where  a  Member  might  get 
possession  of  the  files  of  a  committee,  or 
something  like  that,  and  otherwise  make 
it  impossible  for  the  legislative  processes 
to  operate. 

Applying  that  to  the  principle  Involved 
in  the  proposed  section  3  of  the  resolu- 
tion, the  reason  why  I  felt  that  that  sec- 
tion should  not  stand  was  that  it  rests 
upon  the  conclusion  that,  thereby,  there 


was  a  tendency  to  destroy  the  good  f  atth 
which  must  be  maintained  between  the 
executive  and  legislative  branches  <A  our 
Government 

It  is  my  contention  that  on  the  basis 
of  the  letter  of  Secretary  Stevens  of  last 
Saturday,  the  breach  of  good  faith  oc- 
curred at  the  other  end  of  the  street; 
that  the  breach  of  good  faith  was  the 
failure  to  respect  a  letter  from  the  chair- 
man of  the  Senate  committee  when  it 
was  received  in  time  to  forestall  action 
which  was  about  to  be  consummated,  ta 
contradistinction  to  the  situation  which 
appeared  to  exist  before  that  time,  name- 
ly, that  a  request  had  been  made  for  the 
reversal  of  action  which  had  been  taken, 
when  it  could  not  be  recalled. 

On  that  basis.  I  felt  that  section  2 
should  not  stand,  and  I  felt  the  Senate 
was  entitled  to  know  how  the  evidence 
was  developed;  that  it  was  new  evidence; 
that  the  change  in  n:.y  position  wsls  not 
capricious  or  arbitrary,  res[>onding  to 
any  so-called  pressure,  or  anything  of 
that  sort,  but  was  the  direct  result  of  a 
sequence  of  developments  of  new  evi- 
dence along  the  Unes  I  have  tried  to 
outline  to  the  Senate  today. 

I  thank  the  Senate  for  its  indulgence. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  California  srield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  understand 
that  the  Senator  from  Calif omia  is  about 
to  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  luncheon 
recess.  Before  the  Senator  so  moves.  I 
wish  to  state  that  I  desire  to  address 
myself  to  a  point  of  personal  privilege. 
Therefore.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  have  the  floor  when  the  Senate 
reconvenes  following  the  recess,  although 
I  do  not  believe  it  is  necessary  for  me 
to  have  unanimous  consent  to  do  so. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  a  question 
of  personal  privilege  is  of  the  highest 
order.  I  suggest  to  the  Junior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  that  he  raise  the  ques- 
tion of  personal  privilege  when  the  Sen- 
ate convenes  following  the  recess. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  shall  be  happy 
to  do  so. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parUamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Who  has 
the  floor? 

The     PRESIDINO     OFFICER.       The 

Senator  from  California  has  the  floor. 


RECESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess 
until  3  o'clock  this  afternoon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  1 
o'clock  and  56  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  3  o'clock  p.  m. 

On  the  expiration  of  the  recess,  the 
Senate  reassembled,  and  was  called  to 
order  by  the  Presiding  Officer  (Mr.  Gold- 
water  in  the  chair). 


l\ 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  imme- 
diately prior  to  the  recess  for  luncheon, 
the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Henorickson]  asked  for 
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the  floor  In  order  that  he  might  discuss 
a  point  of  personal  privilege,  and  I  think 
that  the  Senate  shovild  have  a  quorum 
for  that  occasion.  Therefore,  I  suggest 
the  ateenoe 

Ifir.  JOHNSON  of  Texas  and  lifr. 
HENDRICKSON  addressed  the  Cliair. 

Ilie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  yield? 

lir.  BUTLER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, whether  for  the  purpose  stated  or 
for  another  purpose.  I  also  desire  that  a 
quorum  be  present.  The  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  has  not  been  recognized  as 
yet.  I  assimie  that.  If^  there  is  to  be  a 
call  of  the  roU.  It  will  then  stiU  be  with- 
in the  discretion  of  the  Chair  to  recog- 
nize either  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
or  the  majority  leader.  It  may  be  that 
the  majority  leader  wiU  want  to  make  a 
brief  statement  following  the  quorum 
call,  so  I  would  not  want  it  to  be  luider- 
stood  that  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Is  the  Senator 
from  Texas  saying  in  effect  that  the  ma- 
jority leader  Is  to  be  recognized  before 
the  Junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  is 
recognized? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  is  not  saying  that 
directly  or  in  effect.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  Is  saying  he  does  not  want  any 
imderstandlng  that  following  a  quorum 
call  the  junlw  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
will  be  recognized,  and  that  was  the  im- 
plication of  the  statesnent  of  the  acting 
majority  leader. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  That  was  my 
understanding. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  It  may  very 
well  be  that  the  majority  leader  may 
desire  to  make  a  brief  statement  prior 
to  the  time  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
speaks. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Of  course,  the 
Jimlor  Senator  from  New  Jersey  will  al- 
ways be  glad  to  jrield  for  that  purpose. 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  sug- 
gest the  absence  of  a  quonun. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  Uie  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Abel 

Brrtn 

Aiken 

Anderson 

Flanders 

BarreU 

Frear 

Beall 

Fulbrlght 

Bennett 

Oeorge 

Bridges 

CHllette 

Brown 

Ooldwatcr 

"Busli 

Oreen 

Butler 

Bayden 

Byrd 

Bendrtckaon 

Capehart 

Hennlnga 

Carlaon 

Hlckenlooper 

Case 

Hill 

Cbaves 

Holland 

Clements 

Hruaka 

Cotton 

Humphrey 

Crlppa 

Z'ves 

Daniel,  8.  a 

Jackson 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Jenner 

Dlrksen 

Johnson,  Oolo. 

Douglas 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Duff 

Johnston.  8.  C. 

Dwwtfuik 

Kefauver 

Kastland 

Kllgore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehman 

Lennon 

Long 

Magnuson 

Malone 

Mansfield 

Martin 

McCIellan 

Monroney 

Morse 

Miindt 

Murray 

Neely 

Pastore 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robertson 

Russell 

Baltonstan 

Schoeppel 

Smith,  Maine 


> 


Smith,  H.  J.  niye  WlUlams 

l^iwrkman  Watklna  Yoiuig 

Btennls  Welker  J 

Symington  WUey  I 

The        PRESIDINO        OFFICER.     A 

quorum  is  present.    The  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  is  recognized. 


QUESTION  OF  PERSONAL  PRIVTUEGE 

JMr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
since  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  addresses  himself  this  afternoon 
to  a  matter  of  personal  privilege,  I  shall 
refuse  to  yield. 

Mr.  President,  much  has  been  said  in 
the  course  of  these  extraordinary  ses- 
sions of  the  Senate  about  the  abusive 
language  impugning  the  capacity  and 
the  courage  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey. 

At  the  time  the  words  were  uttered, 
the  junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  was 
obliged  to  consider  the  source  of  the 
remarks  and  the  circumstances. 

He  then  emphatically  refused  to  dig- 
nify either  the  author  or  the  words.  He 
still  refuses,  insofar  as  they  could  afftct 
any  decision  of  his  upon  the  real  issues 
before  the  Senate  in  these  important 
proceedings,  to  permit  those  words  to 
become  a  part  of  the  Recore — the  Record 
as  he  will  read  it  and  interpret  it. 

As  an  individual,  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  is  of  little  consequence 
in  this  affair. 

If  he  was  unfairly  criticized,  the  real 
victim  was  a  duly  constituted  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Senate. 

If  he  was  maligned,  the  Senate  was 
maligned  far  worse.  If  he  was  slandered, 
the  Senate  was  truly  slandered.  These 
are  the  inescapable  facts,  Mr.  President. 

Thus,  Mr.  president,  it  must  be  clear 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
is  not  personally  troubled  by  the  refer- 
ence made  about  him,  nor  has  he  erer 
been.  I  may  add  that  it  was  unpleasant 
to  have  a  Senator  use  those  words;  but, 
beyond  that,  the  reference  has  neyer 
troubled  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey. 

As  a  consequence,  it  should  be  pointed 
out  that  no  apology  need  be  made  to 
him — the  individual. 

The  apology,  if  any  apology  is  forth- 
coming, is  owed  the  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions Subcommittee  which,  in  its  moment 
of  trial,  was  supported  by  a  60-to-O 
vote  of  the  Senate,  for  it  was  on  that  sub- 
committee I  was  serving  when  ttie 
remarks  were  made. 

There  is  no  personal  malice  involved 
here,  therefore.  Indeed,  Mr.  President, 
the  junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  de- 
plores the  acrimony  emanating  from 
various  sections  or  from  various  sides  of 
this  Chamber. 

TTiere  are  greater  things  at  stake  for 
this  body  than  the  reputation  of  one  of 
its  Members,  whether  it  be  the  reputa- 
tion of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin, or  that  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey,  or  that  of  any  other  Member 
of  this  body. 

The  Senate,  in  my  opinion,  should 
completely  disregard  remarks  made 
about  me. 

The  Senate  should,  hideed,  consider 
remarks  about  me  only  as  they  reflact 
on  the  credibility  and  the  decency  of  the 


Privileges  and  Elections  Subcommittee 
which  had  been  trying  to  do  a  job  which 
the  Senate  as  a  whole  had  asked  it  to  do. 
Mr.  President,  at  a  later  date  in  these 
sessions  I  shall  ask  to  be  heard  further 
on  the  other  real  and  fundamental  is- 
sues involved.  Until  then,  I  refuse  to 
yield.  As  I  have  already  said  today.  I 
address  myself  only  to  a  question  of  per- 
sonal privilege. 


COEXISTENCE  OR  WAR?' 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  yester- 
day was  the  21st  anniversary  of  recog- 
nition by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  the  Government  of  the  Soviet 
Union. 

There  is  something  symbolic  in  a  21st 
anniversary.  It  signifies  the  coming  of 
age.  the  achievement  of  full  growth  and 
development. 

It  is  proper  that  we  should  pause  a 
moment,  to  look  back  at  what  has  grown 
out  of  that  new-born  policy  of  November 
17,  1933.  What  have  we  won  by  21  years 
of  peaceful  coexistence  with  the  Soviet 
Union? 

From  1917  to  1933.  both  parties  In  this 
country  had  agreed  to  refuse  recognition 
to  the  Communist  government,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  a  barbarous  tyranny, 
maintained  only  by  continuous  violence 
against  its  own  people. 

In  1933,  the  Soviet  Union  was  ex- 
hausted from  a  cruel  famine  brought  on 
by  the  stupidity  of  its  own  leaders,  in 
killing  or  jailing  its  farmers  if  they  were 
successful.  The  people  were  angry  and 
rebellious.  The  Japanese,  aware  of  its 
weakness,  were  threatening  attacks  on 
Siberia  at  any  moment. 

We  do  not  know  who  directed  the  cam- 
paign, in  American  press  and  political 
circles,  for  recognition  of  the  Soviet 
Government  in  1933,  when  the  new  ad- 
ministration came  in.  But  we  can  easily 
understand  why  the  tottering  Bolshevik 
leaders  needed  the  psychological  and 
economic  lift  of  diplomatic  recognition 
and  trade  with  the  United  States. 

Let  us  recapitulate  briefly  the  gains  of 
the  Soviet  Union  from  our  generojity,  or 
shall  I  say  our  creduhty.  over  these  21 
years. 

The  Soviet  Union  obtained  at  once 
greatly  improved  resources  for  maintain- 
ing its  tyranny  over  its  rebellious  people. 

It  obtained  far  better  facilities  for  es- 
pionage in  American  industrial  estab- 
lishments and  business  oflB^^es,  and  for 
propagandizing  industrial  and  business 
leaders. 

It  made  its  first  effective  step  In  pene- 
trating the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  and  we  know  where  the  trail  of 
interlocking  subversion  has  led  us  to 
date. 

It  intensified  its  campaign  to  pene- 
trate American  schools  and  colleges. 

It  used  its  new  respectability  to  pene- 
trate the  American  press  and  publishing 
industry. 

It  began  its  influence  on  United  States 
legislation,  and  on  the  congressional 
committees,  whose  task  it  was  to  formu- 
late legislation. 

It  began  to  smear  American  business 
and  to  humiliate  American  military 
leaders. 
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Of  course.  Litvinov  had  solemnly 
agreed  that  the  Soviet  Union  would  dis- 
band its  fifth  column  on  American  soil. 
We  know  how  faithfully  the  Communists 
have  kept  that  pledge. 

In  foreign  relations,  the  Soviet  leaders 
began  their  long,  devious,  and  brilliantly 
successful  campaign  to  turn  the  Japa- 
nese militar:ists  away  from  attempts  to 
capture  eastern  Siberia,  and  to  turn  them 
toward  attacking  the  United  States. 
Richard  Sorge  and  his  associates,  hidden 
high  in  the  Nazi  Party  apparatus,  were 
secretly  working  to  bring  about  the  Jap- 
anese attack  on  Pearl  Harbor,  during  the 
years  in  which  we  were  giving  the  Soviet 
leaders  all  the  help  we  could  give. 

In  1940  the  Soviet  Union  was  deeply 
."^plit  by  near  civil  war.  in  which  many 
of  its  ablest  army  and  political  leaders 
had  been  killed  by  Stalin.  The  people 
were  cold,  hungry,  and  embittered.  The 
Soviet  rulers  needed  time  to  rebuild  their 
tyranny,  and  resources  to  extend  it. 

Again  the  American  Government  came 
to  their  rescue.  We  knew  the  Commu- 
nists had  suddenly  made  an  agreement 
with  Hitler,  in  order  to  incite  war  be- 
tween the  nations  oppwsed  to  them. 
When  Hitler  turned  on  them,  we  never 
doubted  the  honor  and  trustworthiness 
of  the  Communists.  While  the  Red  lead- 
ers were  planning  the  Japanese  attack 
on  our  fleet,  we  poured  billions  of  lend- 
lease  into  the  Soviet  Union,  not  for  war 
only  but  for  every  kind  of  postwar  in- 
dustrial development.  We  even  per- 
mitted Soviet  airmen  to  have  precedence 
over  American  airmen  when  our  fliers 
needed  equipment  or  protection  for  Arc- 
tic flights. 

We  fought  on,  after  the  enemy  was 
defeated,  in  the  useless  exhausting  fight 
for  unconditional  surrender,  while  fifth 
columnists  in  our  own  Government  were 
writing  the  directives  by  which  we  were 
to  destroy,  for  the  Communists,  the  great 
military  barriers  in  Germanj'  and  Japan, 
which  had  protected  the  west.  We  left 
the  lands  and  the  nerves  of  the  western 
nations  open  to  direct  Communist  attack. 

Protected  by  their  fifth  column  and 
our  exhausted  credulity,  the  Soviet  power 
rumbled  westward  over  Poland,  Czecho- 
slovakia, East  Germany,  Hungary,  and 
the  Balkans.  Eastward  it  rumbled  over 
the  heartland  of  Asia,  the  China  main- 
land. Then  it  came  up  against  our  fight- 
ing men  and  our  brave  Korean  allies,  and 
it  broke.  The  power  of  communism 
could  have  been  broken  forever  if  our 
own  Government  had  not  tied  the  hands 
of  our  fighting  commanders  behind  their 
backs. 

Today  we  see  the  forked  tongue  of 
Communist  attack  darting  out  toward 
free  Korea,  darting  out  toward  free 
China  on  Formosa,  darting  out  toward 
the  pitiful  remains  of  Indochina. 

In  the  West  we  see  the  vials  of  poison 
gas  being  spilled  over  the  people  of  West 
Germany,  Prance,  Britain,  and  Italy— 
the  poison  gas  we  call  peaceful  coexist- 
ence. The  fumes  are  spreading  over  the 
United  States.  We  hear  about  it  daily. 
We  read  about  it  m  the  news  and  edi- 
torial columns  and  on  the  front  pages 
of  our  newspapers. 

The  minds  of  our  leaders  are  falling 
asleep.    From  their  drug-poisoned  minds 


we  hear  the  words  "peace,  peace,"  when 
there  is  no  peace. 

For  21  years  we  have  been  slipping 
and  sliding  into  the  pit  of  lies,  con- 
fusion, and  hidden  treachery  the  Ccwn- 
munists  have  dug  for  us. 

World  conquest  by  the  Communists 
comes  nearer  every  day. 

Today,  as  in  1933,  the  Communists 
are  divided  at  home.  Their  people  are 
embittered  and  rebellious  over  the  pri- 
vations they  have  suffered  as  a  result 
of  Communist  tyranny.  The  people  of 
the  satellite  nations  are  so  desperate 
tha*-  they  have  even  attacked  tanks  with 
their  bare  hands,  while  courageous  Rus- 
sian soldiers  refused  to  fire  on  them. 

The  Soviet  system  is  internally  as 
weak  today  as  it  was  in  1933.  It  is  fight- 
ing the  desperate  battle  for  peaceful 
coexistence  because  it  cannot  take  the 
slightest  shock  from  without.  It  must 
give  its  people  more  food  and  clothes, 
and  it  must  get  them  from  the  foolish 
anti-Communist  countries.  It  mast  get 
more  machine  tools  to  make  guns  and 
find  shipyards  to  make  ships,  and  it 
expects  to  get  them  from  the  blind  and 
foolish  anti-Communist  countries.  It 
must  have  time,  and  it  expects  to  get 
more  time  from  the  foolish  anti-Com- 
munist nations. 

When  will  America  awake?  When 
will  we  realize  our  danger?  When  will 
we  close  the  doors  to  all  diplomatic  and 
trade  relations  with  the  Soviet  Govern- 
ment? When  will  we  withdraw  from 
our  foolish  effort  to  save  the  Commu- 
nist rulers  from  the  consequences  of 
their  own  stupidity? 

Secretary  of  Defense  Wilson  is  quoted 
as  saying  that  we  must  think  about 
r>eaceful  coexistence  and  trade  with  the 
Soviet  or  look  forward  to  the  possibility 
of  war.     Of  course,  no  one  wants  war. 

I  admire  Secretary  Wilson's  industrial 
genius  and  his  patriotic  devotion  to  our 
security.  But  this  is  a  political  booby- 
trap,  a  clever  use  of  the  Communist 
dialectic. 

The  choice  is  not  coexistence  or  war. 
Coexistence  is  war. 

The  distinguished  majority  leader  [Mr. 
Knowland]  made  a  statement  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  the  other  day.  Cer- 
tain writers  have  picked  it  up  and  have 
said  that  the  Senator  from  California 
wants  war.  The  choice  is  not  coexist- 
ence or  war;  coexistence  is  war.  The 
other  choice,  our  choice,  is  to  stop 
propping  up  the  Soviet  Union  and  the 
Red  government  of  China  so  that  they 
can  tyrannize  over  their  own  people  and 
keep  their  neighbors  in  mortal  fear.  The 
Soviet  system  cannot  stand  without  our 
help.  It  will  fall  to  pieces  if  it  cannot 
collect  tribute  from  new  conquests.  Co- 
existence is  war.  We  have  had  coexist- 
ence for  21  years — peaceful  coexistence, 
if  you  please.  Diiring  many  of  those 
years  they  were  our  great  so-called  demo- 
cratic alUes.  I  ask  Senators  whether 
they  like  peaceful  coexistence. 

The  American  policy  of  nonrecognition 
of  tyranny  is  the  road  to  peace.  It  is  the 
only  way  to  give  hope  to  the  captive  peo- 
ple behind  the  Iron  Curtain.  Let  us 
assure  them  we  will  never  desert  them. 
We  will  not  do  business  with  gangsters, 
bandits,  and  murderers. 


Let  us  celebrate  this  landmark  of  our 
folly  and  credulity  by  breaking  all  diplo- 
matic and  trade  relations  with  the  Soviet 
Union  and  giving  to  the  helpless  people 
of  Russia,  Chma,  and  the  satelUtes  a 
chance  to  destroy  the  tsrranny  which 
without  our  help  must  crumble  into  dust. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  an  article 
entitled  "Peace — But  Not  at  Any  Price," 
written  by  David  Lawrence,  and  pub- 
lished in  the  Washington  Evening  Star 
of  Noveimber  17,  1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  REc6in>. 
as  follows: 

Peace — Btrr  Not  at  Ant  Pkice 
(By  David  Lawrence) 

Everybody  in  the  Government  here,  Includ- 
ing the  Congress,  seems  to  be  in  favor  of  co- 
existence wltn  Soviet  Russia  but  nobody  la 
quite  sure  Us  going  to  be  peaceful. 

Thafs  the  crux  of  the  debate  precipitated 
Tuesday  by  Senator  Knowland,  of  California. 
majority  leader,  who  wants  to  discuss  frankly 
and  in  the  open  Just  what  the  present  Com- 
munist activities  In  the  world  really  mean. 

This  doesn't  mean  that  Senator  Knowland 
is  necessarily  at  variance  wltb  the  White 
House.  Nor  Is  there  any  real  evidence  that 
either  the  President  or  the  Secretary  of  State 
are  averse  to  having  the  Senate  debate  the 
Issues.  For  It  Is  apparent  that,  as  Secre- 
tary Dulles  himself  told  a  press  conference 
after  the  Knowland  speech,  there  Is  some 
diHerence  of  opinion  between  Moscow  and 
Washington  as  to  Just  what  peaceful  co- 
existence means. 

So  far  as  this  Government  and  perhaps 
also  most  all  of  the  western  countries  known 
as  a  part  of  the  free  world  are  concerned, 
•peaceful  coexistence"'  means  honorable  In- 
tercourse, a  willingness  to  keep  out  of  each 
other's  affairs,  and  particularly  It  means  the 
absence  of  any  aggression. 

But  the  suspicion  here,  which  is  shared  by 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government,  is 
that,  Just  as  the  Soviet  Union  claims  It  is  a 
democracy,  so  will  also  distort  the  meaning 
of    peaceful   coexistence. 

To  the  United  States,  peaceful  coexistence 
does  not  mean  the  repeated  shooting  down 
of  planes  on  peaceful  errands  or  a  threat 
to  invade  weaker  countries  such  as  is  now 
being  witnessed  in  the  Far  East  and  south- 
east Asia. 

Since  it  is  apparent  that  Moscow  isn't  sin- 
cere and  refuses  to  be  peaceful,  the  debate 
on  what  coexistence  means  has  been  opened 
up  In  timely  fashion  by  Senator  Knowzj^kd. 
There  are  Indications  that  Senator  Ltndon 
Johnson,  who  speaks  as  Democratic  Party 
leader,  and  other  Democrats  in  Congress,  are 
aware  of  the  importance  of  full  discussion, 
especially  as  It  relates  to  the  meaning  of 
peaceful  coexistence.  It  Is  of  the  utmost  Im- 
portance, too,  that  Soviet  Russia  should  not 
misconstrue  the  meaning  of  the  last  election. 
In  Britain,  Clement  Attlee,  of  the  Ijabor 
Party,  was  quoted  not  long  ago  as  saying  that 
a  Democratic  victory  in  the  congressional 
elections  would  mean  a  change  In  America's 
stand  against  admission  of  Red  China  into 
the  United  Nations. 

There  are  some  Democrats,  like  Senator 
Hennincs,  of  Missouri,  who  by  their 
speeches  at  any  rate  give  the  impression  that 
they  believe  there  is  no  alternative  to  peace- 
ful coexistence  except  an  atomic  war.  There 
are.  moreover,  some  impressions  conveyed 
occasslonally  by  the  President's  remarks  at 
his  press  conferences  which  have  led  to  a 
belief  that  he  Is  against  war  no  matter  how 
much  American  rights  may  be  violated. 

The  truth  Is  the  President  Is  not  a  peace- 
at-any-prlce  man  and  has  never  deliberately 
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given,  tbst  Imprenioou  Oa  th*  coatrax;,  he 
U  the  kind  of  President  wbo.  like  Woodrow 
WllBon.  Is  known  for  Ills  pacific  desires  and 
tendencies  tipt.  wben  tbe  big  overt  act  comes 
and  there  to  no  altematlTe  but  to  fkgbt  It 
out.  h»  ooorageoiuly  makes  that  decision. 

TtM  Ms  wars  In  history  have  come  be- 
cause the  enemy  has  misconstrued  the  pa- 
tience of  the  democracies  and  miscalculated 
what  they  might  do  IX  their  allies  were 
attacked. 

The  purpose  of  the  debate  started  by 
Senator  Kmowland  to  to  let  Soviet  Russia 
know  that  America  Isnt  going  to  sit  pas- 
sively by  while  the  Communists  gobble  up 
nation  after  nation  in  Asia  or  while  they 
carry  on  their  subversive  propaganda  Inside 
peaceful  nations.  The  Idea  of  severing  diplo- 
matic relations  with  the  Soviet  Union  to 
often  mentioned  by  Senator  Kivowxjii«i>  rs 
one  of  the  alternatives  to  war.  It  to  a  step 
considered  as  one  means  of  Impressing  the 
Soviet  that  she  cannot  count  on  a  coexist- 
ence policy  tlukt  envisages  a  continuance  of 
the  cold  war  by  the  Soviets. 

Something  more  than  mere  talk  about 
peace  to  being  sought.  Senator  Kkowland'b 
remarks,  which  have  already  been  misin- 
terpreted as  belligerent  and  probably  will  be 
twtoted  by  critics  who  want  a  peace-at-any- 
price  policy,  are  designed  solely  to  apply 
moral  force  to  prevent  a  third  world  war 
from  breaking  out.  That's  why  the  debate 
that  has  started  to  a  healthy  sign.  It  may 
be  that  Moscow  will  be  convinced  by  the  dto- 
eussion  that  there  is  more  for  the  Soviet 
Government  to  do  on  the  peacefiil  end  of 
coextotence  than  has  been  apparent  thus 
far  from  Moscow. 


ORDER  OF  PROCEDURE 

Mr.  KNOWIiAND  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  wish  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum.  If  the  Senator  from  California 
win  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  KNOWIiAND.  I  yield  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum^ 

The  PRBSIDINO  OinCER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  leglslatiye  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Abrt 

Pulbriffht 

Mansfield 

Aiken 

Oeorge 

Martin 

Anderson 

OUlette 

McClellan 

Barrett 

Ooldwater 

Monroney 

Beau 

Green 

Morse 

Bennett 

Bayden 

Mundt 

Brtdces 

Hendrlckaon 

Murray 

Bvcywn 

Hennlngs 

Neely 

Bush 

Hickenlooper 

Pastors 

Butler 

Hill 

Payne 

Byrd 

Holland 

Potter 

Capehart 

Hruska 

PurteU 

Carlson 

Robertson 

Caae 

Ives 

Buuell 

Chaves 

Jackson 

SaltonstaU 

Clements 

Jenner 

Schoeppel 

Cotton 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith.  Maine 

Crlppa 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Smith,  N.  J. 

TMnlel,  8.  O. 

Johnston,  8.  C 

Sparkman 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Kefaaver 

Stennis 

Dlrksen 

KUgore 

Symington 

Vouffiaa 

Thye 

Duff 

Kuchel 

Watkina 

Dwonhak 

lAngei 

Welker      - 

■asUand 

Lehman 

Wiley 

Ervln 

Lennon 

Williams 

Long 

Toung 

Flanden 

BCagnuson 

Ttear 

Malone 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate  to  com- 
plete the  statement  and  to  read  the  let- 
ter I  have  before  me.    Then  I  shall  be 


glad  to  yield  for  any  questions  which 
may  be  asked. 

When  the  iS^iate  received  the  news 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  McCarthy]  had  entered  the  hos- 
pital, and  in  view  of  his  absence,  I  con- 
siilted  with  the  minority  leader  relative 
to  the  situation  confronting  the  Senate 
in  proceeding  with  the  consideration  of 
the  pending  resolution,  under  which  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  a  party 
at  issue. 

After  consulting  together  we  agreed 
that  as  a  matter  of  proper  procedure 
we  should  call  in  the  official  physician 
of  Congress,  Dr.  George  W.  Calver,  and 
to  present  to  him  the  information  we 
had.  and  to  ask  him.  on  behalf  of  the 
Senate,  to  see  Senator  McCarthy  in  the 
hospital,  to  consult  with  his  doctors,  and 
to  seek  such  other  advice  as  he  might 
feel  warranted  in  seeking  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  then  to  address  a  com- 
munication to  me  on  the  basis  of  which 
I  might  make  a  statement  to  the  Senate. 

That  has  been  done,  and  I  have  in  my 
hand  a  letter  which  was  delivered  to  me 
during  the  luncheon  recess  of  the  Sen- 
ate.   The  letter  reads  as  follows : 

NovxMBEX  18,  1954. 
Hon.  WnxiAM  F.  Knowland, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sznatoh  Knowland:  Pursuant  to  the 
request  of  the  majority  and  minority  leaders 
Of  the  Senate  I  have  the  following  report 
on  the  condition  of  Senator  McCarthy.  I 
visited  him  in  his- room  in  the  hospital  and 
talked  with  him  about  his  Injury.  He  has 
a  laceration  of  the  skin  and  soft  tissue  about 
the  right  elbow,  with  considerable  swelling 
and  some  pain  about  the  Joint  and  running 
down  Into  the  fingers.  The  wound  Is  dreased 
with  tbe  usual  STirglcal  dressing.  He  has  re- 
ceived some  antibiotics  and  the  arm  has 
been  X-rayed  and  shows  no  fracture  but 
some  roughness  of  the  periosteum  which 
could  possibly  be  due  to  an  infection. 

In  telephone  consultation  with  the  as- 
sistant chief  of  surgery  at  the  naval  hoepltal 
it  has  been  discovered  that  the  Senator  has 
developed  a  traumatic  bursitis  which  will 
require  the  arm  being  placed  In  a  splint  for 
a  period  estimated  by  him  to  be  6  days, 
following  which  he  will  require  physio- 
therapy for  another  5  days  and  should  not 
be  discharged  from  the  hospital  before 
November  29,  1954.  If  this  schedule  is  not 
followed  permanent  injury  could  result. 
Respectfully  yoiu-s. 

GxoaCE  W.  CALVza. 

Following  the  receipt  of  the  letter  by 
me  I  immediately  sent  a  copy  of  It  to 
the  minority  leader.  He  will  be  pre- 
pared to  discuss  the  subject  in  his  own 
time.  I  also  took  the  matter  up  with  the 
members  of  the  select  committee  and 
presented  the  letter  to  them.  I  am  at 
liberty  to  say,  so  far  as  they  are  con- 
cerned, they  believe  that  under  the  odr- 
cumstances  outlined  by  me,  and  in  view 
of  the  letter  which  I  received  from  the 
attending  physician  of  Congress,  there 
Is  no  alternative  but  for  the  Senate  to 
take  a  recess  luitll  the  Junior  Senator 
frrnn  Wisconsin  Is  available  to  help  con- 
duct his  own  defense. 

I  do  not  intend  to  cut  off  any  debate, 
and  it  is  not  my  Intention  to  make  any 
motion  until  discussion  has  been  had. 
I  merely  wish  to  advise  the  Senate  that 
under  the  circumstances,  in  my  respKin- 
sibility  as  majority  leader  of  the  Senate, 
I  personally  can  see  no  alternative  l»ut 


to  move  at  the  proper  time  that  the 
Senate  stand  in  adjourrunent  until  Mon- 
day, the  29th  day  of  November.  I  de- 
sired to  have  the  Senate  advised  of  that 
fact,  and  I  wished  to  lay  all  the  facts 
I  have  in  my  possession  before  the  Sen- 
ate. I  also  wished  the  Senate  to  know 
what  I  expected  to  do  at  the  proper 
time. 

Mr.  MORSE  and  Mr.  JOHNSON  of 
Texas  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  shaU  yield  first  to 
the  minority  leader;  then  I  shall  be  glad 
to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregoru 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 
I  have  a  brief  statement  that  I  should 
like  to  make  in  my  own  time. 

Mr.  MORSK  I  wonder  whether  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  would  be 
interested  in  offering  a  unanimous-con- 
sent agreement  that  during  the  first  10 
days  following  the  29th  of  November 
the  time  for  debate  be  equally  divided, 
and  that  at  the  end  of  the  10-day  period 
the  Senate  vote  as  of  a  day  certain. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  sorry;  I  did 
not  hear  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wonder  whether  the 
majority  leader  would  be  interested  in 
offering  a  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment that  for  a  10-day  period  follow- 
ing the  reconvening  of  the  Senate  on 
November  29th,  the  time  for  debate  be 
equally  divided,  and  that  at  the  end  of 
the  10-day  period,  at  an  hour  certain, 
the  Senate  start  to  vote  on  the  Watkins 
resolution  and  all  amendments  thereto. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  that  I  shall,  of 
course,  be  glad  to  abide  by  the  determi- 
nation of  the  Senate.  This  is  the  first 
time  I  have  heard  the  suggestion  made. 
I  have  no  personal  objection  to  it,  but 
personally,  I  should  like  to  coni^der  it 
a  little  further.  It  is  my  own  desire,  at 
least,  that  this  matter  be  brought  to  a 
determination  as  soon  as  decency  will 
permit,  in  view  of  the  facts  presented  by 
the  attending  physician  to  the  Confess. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  wonder  if  this  body 
is  in  position  to  take  up  such  a  motion 
at  this  time,  in  the  absence  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  that  there  will  be  ample  time  to 
discuss  it.  But  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  minority  leader  also  sat  in  consul- 
tation with  the  attending  physician,  I 
should  like  to  have  him  be  given  an 
opportunity  to  speak. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  CaxoUna. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Texas  yield  before  he  begins  his  re- 
marks? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  after  I  have 
made  a  very  brief  statement. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  Soutl»  Carolina. 
Are  we  acting  under  the  Senate  rules 
with  reference  to  adjournment  as  be- 
tween the  two  Houses? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  I  can  an- 
swer that  question,  if  the  Senator  from 
Texas  will  permit. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  is  the  only  question  I  have  in  mind. 
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Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  thiit  the 
question  occurred,  of  course,  to  both  the 
minority  leader  and  myself.  I  have 
consulted  with  the  Parliamentarian  of 
the  Senate  and  he  has  invited  my  atten- 
tion to  the  resolution  which  was  adopted 
by  the  Senate  on  August  20,  the  legis- 
lative day  of  August  5,  1954,  which  reads 
as  follows: 

In  the  Senate  or  the  UNrm)  States, 
August  20  (lejrisJafiue  day.  Auftuat  5),  1954. 

Retolved,  That  the  concurrent  resolution 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  (H.  Con. 
Res.  266)  entitled  •"Concurrent  resolution 
providing  for  adjournment  sine  die  of  the 
83d  Congress,  2d  session,"  do  pass  with  the 
following  amendment:  Strike  out  all  after 
the  resolving  clause  and  Insert:  "That  the 
House  of  Representatives  shall  adjourn  on 
August  20,  1954.  and  that  when  it  adjourns 
on  said  day,  it  stand  adjourned  sine  die. 

"Resolved  further.  That  the  consent  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  is  hereby  given 
to  an  adjournment  sine  die  of  the  Senate  at 
any  time  prior  to  December  25,  1954,  when 
tbe  Senate  shall  so  determine:  and  that  the 
Senate,  in  the  meantime,  may  adjourn  or 
recess  for  such  periods  in  excess  of  3  days 
as  it  may  determine." 

The  Parliamentarian  tells  me.  and  I 
fully  concur,  that  we  have  complete  con- 
trol over  the  situation  as  to  how  long  we 
shall  adjourn  or  recess  up  to  the  24th  of 
December  1954.  We  cannot  go  beyond 
that  period. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
That  clarifies  the  matter,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  but  I  wanted  it  in  the  Record 
so  that  there  would  be  no  question  atxjut 
it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr  Presi- 
dent. I  desire  to  make  a  very  brief  state- 
ment pertainirig  to  the  motion.  The 
Senator  from  California  has  given  us  the 
information  concerning  the  hospitaliza- 
tion of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin. Everything  which  has  occurred 
since  then  has  been  related  to  the  Senate 
by  the  majority  leader. 

I  am  not  going  to  try  to  persuade  any 
Member  of  the  Senate  to  reach  any  con- 
clusion. Each  Senator  must  reach  his 
conclusion  in  his  own  heart  and  mind. 

When  this  situation  was  brought  to  my 
attention  I  consulted  an  able  jurist,  who 
is  a  Member  of  this  body.  He  told  me 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  since  I 
am  not  a  physician  and  since  the  nor- 
mal court  procedure  would  be  for  the 
court  to  ask  a  competent  physician  to 
make  a  report,  he  thought  the  attending 
physician  to  the  Congress  should  be 
asked  to  go  into  the  matter  and  give  an 
opinion.  I  made  that  suggestion  to  the 
majority  leader.  The  Congress  of  the 
United  States  has  an  attending  physi- 
cian. We  asked  him  to  go  to  the  hos- 
pital to  explore  the  situation  and  then 
report  the  facts  to  us,  together  with  his 
recommendations.  That  was  done,  Mr. 
President,  and  we  have  the  report  in  the 
form  of  a  letter. 

I  must  admit  that  this  Is  a  very  un- 
usual situation.  To  me  it  is  a  very  re- 
grettable situation.  But  I  do  not  know 
what  we  can  do  about  it.  So  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  am.  not  going  to  pit  my 
medical  Judgment  against  the  medical 
opinions  of  the  Naval  Hospital  physi- 
cians and  the  attending  physician  to 
the  Congress.    For  that  reason  I  propose 
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to  support — ^wben  It  Is  made— a  motion 
to  adjourn  imtil  November  29.  In  my 
opinion,  it  would  be  horrible,  iinder  the 
circumsiAnces,  for  the  Senate  to  proceed 
with  the  COTisideration  of  the  pending 
business  with  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  hospitalized  and  with  rep- 
utable physicians  saying  to  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  that,  in  their  judgment,  he 
should  not  be  discharged  before  No- 
vember 29,  and  that  if  this  schedule  is 
not  followed,  permanent  injury  may  re- 
sult. 

I  am  not  speaking  for  any  Democrat 
on  this  side  of  the  aisle  except  the  senior 
Senator  from  Texas.  This  has  never 
been  a  partisan  matter.  So  long  as  we 
sit  in  judgment  and  so  long  as  I  have 
any  voice  in  the  matter,  it  will  not  be- 
come a  partisan  issue. 

I  am  deeply  grateful  to  the  select  com- 
mittee for  their  performance  of  duty 
and  for  the  dignity  and  the  honor  with 
which  they  have  operated.  They  have 
conducted  themselves  in  the  highest  tra- 
ditions of  the  United  States  Senate. 

I  think  I  should  further  say  that  when 
we  return  on  November  29,  so  far  as  one 
voice  may  be  able  to  influence  a  decision, 
I  shall  insist  that  the  Senate  meet  as 
early  as  is  possible  and  remain  in  session 
as  late  as  may  be  necessary  in  order  that 
the  Senate  may  pass  judgment  with  ref- 
erence to  the  pending  business. 

Mr.  President,  we  shall  have  to  re- 
double our  efforts  when  we  come  back  on 
November  29,  unless  we  want  to  say  to 
the  people  of  the  United  States — yes.  Mr. 
President,  to  the  people  of  the  world — 
that  the  greatest  deliberative  body  ever 
known  is  unable  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
involving  a  matter  of  morality  and  con- 
duct. I  am  not  trying  to  dictate  to  the 
Senate  what  that  conclusion  should  be. 
The  select  committee  has  made  its  rec- 
ommendations. The  proponents  and  op- 
ponents of  the  repwrt  have  had  10  days 
in  which  to  discuss  their  respective  posi- 
tions. 

I  would  hesitate  to  offer  a  motion 
which  would  carry  us  over  to  November 
29,  except  on  the  statement  of  the  at- 
tending physician  to  the  Congress  that 
our  colleague  should  not  be  discharged 
from  the  hospital  prior  to  that  time. 

Mr.  President,  I  try  to  follow  the 
Golden  Rule.  I  want  to  treat  my  friends 
and  my  enemies  in  the  same  way  in 
which  I  should  like  to  be  treated.  I 
certainly  wish  to  treat  every  Member  of 
this  body  in  the  same  way  I  should  like 
to  be  treated.  The  medical  evidence 
brought  to  me  at  the  instance  of  the 
majority  and  minority  leaders  from  our 
own  physician  shows  that  our  colleague 
is  in  the  hospital  and  should  remain 
there  until  November  29.  If  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  felt  he  could 
come  here  earlier,  and  it  was  so  indi- 
cated. I  would  urge  the  majority  leader 
to  modify  his  motion.  But  that  is  not 
the  case,  and  we  must  act  on  the  only 
competent  evidence  before  us.  The  opin- 
ion of  the  treating  physicians  is  con- 
firmed by  our  own  physician. 

But  I  wish  to  emphasize  that  I  think 
we  are  going  to  indicate  to  the  world 
that  the  Senate  cannot  function  prop- 
erly if  we  come  back  on  November  29 
and  then  fail  to  meet  early  in  the  morn- 


ing and  remain  imtil  late  at  night  until 
action  one  way  or  the  other  is  had  on 
the  p>endmg  resolution. 

Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  facts 
before  me,  I  called  the  three  Democratic 
Members  of  the  select  committee  and 
asked  them  this  question: 

"In  your  opinion,  is  there  any  alterna- 
tive to  following  the  competent  medical 
advice  presented  to  the  minority  leader?'* 

The  three  members  of  that  committee 
concurred  in  the  tentative  decision  which 
the  majority  leader  and  the  minority 
leader  had  reached. 

I  thought  then  that  I  should  seek 
counsel  of  the  Democratic  members  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  Most 
of  them  are  lawyers  of  great  experience; 
all  of  them  are  men  of  great  competence. 
So  I  put  the  same  question  to  all  the 
Democratic  members  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  whcnn  I  could  reach — 
some  4  or  5;  I  believe  2  or  3  members 
were  available  at  the  time.  All  of  them 
feel  that  the  situation  is  very  unusual; 
that  it  is  very  regrettable;  that  they  are 
ready  to  stay  here,  debate  the  issue,  face 
up  to  it,  and  vote  when  the  roll  is  called. 

None  of  the  Democratic  Senators 
wants  to  be  placed  in  the  position  of 
trying  to  postpone  a  vote.  I  have  tried 
to  make  it  clear  that  we  have  no  desire 
to  postpone  a  vote  or  to  avoid  a  vote. 
But  certainly  we  do  not  want  to  be 
placed  in  a  position  of  discussing  this 
issue  and  the  matters  relating  to  it  when 
the  junior  Senator  frcxn  Wisconsin  is 
flat  on  his  back  and  is  not  in  a  position 
to  be  present  and  defend  himself,  if  he 
should  choose  to  do  so. 

For  that  reason,  whatever  any  other 
Member  may  do,  I  propose  to  supp<M't 
the  motion  made  by  the  majority  leader. 
I  asked  him  if,  in  his  judgment,  this  was 
the  wise  and  proper  thing  to  do;  and  in 
his  forthright  manner  he  has  told  me 
he  believed  it  was.  For  that  reason.  I 
concur  in  the  judgment  which  he  has 
reached. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  preface  my  remarks  by  expressing  my 
very  deep  appreciation  of  the  accom- 
plishments and  contributions  of  the  dis- 
tingxiished  members  of  the  select  com- 
mittee, who  have  given  so  much  of  their 
time,  strength,  and  effort  to  this  most 
important  matter  which  affects  every 
Member  of  the  Senate.  I  believe  the 
speeches  we  have  heard  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  delivered  by  some  of  the 
members  of  the  select  committee,  were 
among  the  greatest  utterances  I  have 
heard  in  the  more  than  5  years  I  have 
been  in  this  Chamber.  I  can  only  say 
to  the  members  of  the  select  committee 
that  I  am  most  appreciative  of  their 
sacrifice  and  their  achievements. 

I  wish  to  say,  also,  that  I  have  very 
great  respect  and  regard  for  oar  physi- 
cian. Dr.  Calver.  I  know  that  he  is 
thoroughly  qualified,  and  is  a  man  of 
great  sincerity  and  honesty. 

But  it  does  not  make  sense  to  me 
that,  at  this  stage,  we  should  decide  to 
recess  or  adjourn  the  Senate  tmtil  the 
29th  of  this  month.  When  the  matter 
was  first  broached  to  me  this  mominsr. 
and  a  suggestion  was  made  that  tho 
Senate  recess  because  of  the  unavoid- 
able absence  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
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Wisconsin,  I  said  that,  of  course.  Sena- 
tor McCarthy's  regrettable  Illness  would 
have  to  be  taken  into  consideration.  My 
original  advice  was,  however,  that  the 
Senate  recess  from  day  to  day,  in  order 
to  be  able  to  review  the  situation  and  the 
likelihood  of  Senator  McCarthy's  return 
to  the  Senate.  It  was  suggested  to  me, 
at  the  time  the  matter  was  taken  up  with 
me  this  morning  that  it  was  proposed 
to  recess  until  next  Monday,  November 
22,  so  that  Members  who  wished  to  seek 
rest  or  recreation  could  do  so  over  the 
weekend.  I  raised  no  objection  to  that 
proposal. 

But  now  we  are  faced  with  a  new  pro- 
posal, to  recess  until  November  29.  I 
see  no  reason  for  that.  I  see  no  reason 
for  recessing  beyond  November  22.  which 
is  next  Monday,  so  that  the  Senate  can 
meet  again  to  consider  the  situation  and 
review  the  prospect  for  resuming  our  de- 
liberations. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  If  I  may  complete  my 
thought,  then  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  exact  medical 
factors  are  in  Senator  McCarthy's  case, 
but  I  have  Uved  a  long  time  and  have 
seen  some  strange  things  happen  in 
medicine.  I  have  seen  men  who  by 
medical  prognosis  were  condemned  to 
early  death,  walking  on  the  streets  with- 
in a  week  or  two  thereafter. 

In  1938,  when  I  was  nominated  for  the 
ofiBce  of  Governor  of  New  York  against 
a  very  strong  candidate,  Mr.  Dewey,  I 
had  a  broken  leg,  which  was  in  a  cast.  I 
was  warned  against  attempting  to  make 
a  campaign  under  those  circumstances. 
I  made  the  campaign  in  spite  of  that,  and 
I  won. 

In  1944,  I  broke  a  leg  again  when  I 
was  in  Algiers,  as  Director  General  of 
UNRRA.  I  had  on  my  leg  a  cast  which 
weighed,  as  it  felt  to  me,  a  ton.  I  was 
warned  that  I  had  better  discontinue  my 
mission.  But  I  did  not.  I  went  ahead, 
and  I  visited  many  countries  of  the 
Middle  East  and  Europe,  with  that  cast 
on  my  leg.  I  completed  my  mission 
abroad. 

I  mention  these  personal  experiences 
only  to  show  how  uncertain  a  medical 
prognosis  can  be. 

We  are  engaged  in  a  proceeding  for 
censure.  I  do  not  think  there  has  ever 
been  a  more  important  question  before 
the  Senate.  I  feel  that  it  afifects  every 
Member  of  the  Senate.  Our  good  faith, 
honesty,  loyalty,  and  patriotism  have 
been  impugned  in  terms  which  are  un- 
mistakable in  their  implications.  I  do 
not  think  we  can  or  should  temporize 
further  in  the  matter. 

I  have  not  said  a  word  about  this  sub- 
ject on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  the  2 
weeks  during  which  the  debate  has  been 
in  progress.  My  colleagues  and  I  have 
waited,  and  have  waited  patiently,  for 
the  Senate  to  get  to  a  vote.  I  believe 
the  Senate  has  been  ready  for  a  long 
time  to  express  its  opinion. 

If  Senators  will  examine  the  Record, 
they  will  find  that  on  August  2  I  pre- 
dicted that  there  would  be  endless  delays, 
recesses,  and  adjournments,  and  that  it 
would  be  a  long,  long  time,  if  ever,  be- 
fore the  Senate  would  reach  the  point 
of   making   a   decision   in   the   matter. 


That  Is  Just  what  has  happened,  and  is 
Just  what  is  happening. 

I  hope  and  pray  that  the  Senate  Will 
recess  now  to  meet  next  Monday.  Novem- 
ber 22.  and  will  then  re-examine  the 
situation.  I  want  to  be  compassionate. 
I  do  not  wish  to  do  an  injustice  to  any 
Senator.  I  do  not  desire  to  force  any 
Senator  who  is  sick  to  come  here  in  his 
own  defense  nor  to  conduct  these  pro- 
ceedings in  his  enforced  absence.  But 
neither  do  I  wish  to  give  any  Senator  the 
chance  of  postponing  the  day  of  judg- 
ment, which  I  think,  must  and  should 
come  promptly. 

I  hope  the  date  for  reconvening  will 
be  changed  from  November  29,  to  No- 
vember 22. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  the  first  place. 
I  have  confidence  in  Dr.  Calver.  whom  I 
know.  The  other  physicians  who  are 
mentioned  are  naval  doctors,  the  one  a 
specialist  in  his  field,  the  other  the  at- 
tending physician  at  the  hospital.  I 
shall  not  pit  my  judgment  against  their 
judgment.  The  letter  is  very  clear  in 
stating  that,  in  their  judgment,  it  would 
be  unwise,  and  might  result  in  perma- 
nent injury,  if  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  were  to  return  before  Novem- 
ber 29. 

So  far  as  my  own  resp>onsibility  is  ccn- 
cerned.  with  this  information  before  the 
Senate,  I  do  not  wish  to  appear  to  be 
putting  pressure  upon  or  casting  reflec- 
tions, either  upon  the  doctors  who  have 
been  consulted  or  upon  the  Senator  who 
is  indisposed,  and  I  desire  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  the  motion  is  being  made  for 
no  other  purpose  than  that  stated  in 
the  medical  report.  I  can  assure  the 
Senator  from  New  York — I  say  this  in 
the  best  of  feeling — that  certainly  the 
majority  leader,  and  while  I  do  not  pre- 
tend to  speak  for  him,  I  am  confident  the 
minority  leader,  would  not  be  parties  to 
any  maneuver  for  postponement  on  any 
grounds  other  than  those  based  upon  the 
best  medical  advice  the  Senate  has  been 
able  to  obtain.  Rather  than  take  advice 
from  either  the  friends  or  the  counsel 
of  the  Senator,  or  even  from  the  doctor 
at  the  hospital  alone,  I  did  what  I  felt 
should  be  done  in  this  position  of  re- 
sponsibility. I  called  upon  a  man  who 
was  not  my  appointee,  but  who  has  been 
the  attending  physician  at  the  Capitol 
under  both  Democratic  and  Republican 
control  of  Congress,  who  is  competent 
medically,  and,  on  behalf  of  and  in  the 
presence  of  the  minority  leader,  asked 
him  personally  to  make  an  investigation 
and  to  report  in  precisely  the  same  way 
he  would  if  he  had  been  asked  by  a 
judge  to  make  a  report  in  a  court  case 
which  was  pending,  in  which  the  defend- 
ant or  a  witness  had  been  asked  to  be 
excused  because  of  illness,  or  in  which 
counsel  had  reported  to  the  court  that 
a  witness  or  the  defendant  could  not  be 
present  because  of  illness.  I  asked  the 
Capitol  physician  to  give  us  the  best 
medical  advice  he  could  give  us,  on  pre- 
cisely the  same  basis,  and  that  report  I 
have  read  to  the  Senate. 

Of  course,  the  matter  is  in  control  of 
the  96  Members  of  this  body.  So  far  as 
my  responsibility  is  concerned,  after  suf- 


ficient time  and  without  any  aJttempt 
to  foreclose  any  Senator,  based  on  the 
facts  I  have  presented  to  the  Senate,  and 
which  form  their  very  inception  I  dis- 
cussed with  the  distinguished  minority 
leader,  considering  the  fact  that  the 
matter  was  called  to  the  attention  of  the 
three  Democrats  and  three  Republicans 
on  the  select  committee,  and  considering 
the  fact  that  the  minority  leader  had 
had  additional  corLsultations,  as  had  I. 
I  am  prepared  to  move,  and  I  am  will- 
ing to  take  the  responsibility  for  so  mov- 
ing, in  the  light  of  the  facts  I  have  pre- 
sented, that  the  Senate  adjourn  until  the 
29th  day  of  November.  If  the  Senate,  or 
if  any  Member  of  the  Senate  in  their 
wisdom  and  their  conscience,  desire  to 
take  other  steps,  they  are,  of  course,  at 
liberty  to  move  to  amend. 

I  think  I  have  made  my  position  clear 
that  I  have  been  no  party,  and  that  I 
would  not  permit  myself  to  be  a  party, 
to  any  maneuver  which  had  as  its  objec- 
tive the  postponement  of  the  question 
before  the  Senate.  I  am  sure  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  did  not  want  that 
impres.sion  to  be  conveyed. 

I  have  felt  a  deep  sense  of  responsibil- 
ity regarding  the  question  before  the 
Senate.  I  have  tried  to  look  at  the  mat- 
ter entirely  without  regard  to  partisan 
considerations.  I  recognize  the  high 
dignity  and  the  importance  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States,  and  I  have 
never  been  so  proud  in  my  life  as  I  have 
been  to  be  a  Member  of  this  great  body. 
I  wish  the  Record  to  be  clear  in  that  re- 
spect, and.  with  the  background  I  have 
stated,  at  the  proper  time  I  shall  move 
to  comply  with  the  reconmiendations  of 
the  attending  physician. 

Several  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  reply  to  the  statement  of 
the  majority  leader.  With  great  respect. 
I  should  like  to  say  that  I  share  the  high 
regard  that  he  has  for  Dr.  Calver.  I 
said  he  was  a  man  who  was  thoroughly 
qualified  as  a  doctor  and  a  man  of  great 
integrity  and  character.  I  am  not  say- 
ing that  the  Senate  should  not  recess 
today.  I  know  Senator  McCarthy  can- 
not be  here,  but  I  say  there  is  nothing  to 
be  lost  if  the  Senate  recesses  only  until 
next  Monday.  November  22,  instead  of 
until  a  week  later.  I  do  not  know  what 
may  happen  between  now  and  November 
29.  I  do  not  have  the  exact  words  of 
the  doctor's  letter  in  my  mind,  but  he 
wrote  about  the  necessity  of  treatment 
for  4  or  5  days.  Perhaps  by  next 
Wednesday  or  Thursday 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  should  like  to  con- 
clude my  statement. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Senator  made  men- 
tion of  next  Thursday,  which  happens  to 
be  Thanksgiving  Day. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Perhaps  by  either 
Wednesday  or  by  Friday  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  will  have  recovered 
sufficiently  to  be  present.  My  suggestion 
is  that  the  Senate  recess  until  next  Mon- 
day, November  22,  at  which  time  it  can 
take  another  look  at  the  situation,  and 
have  another  examination  made  by  I>r. 
Calver.  or  any  other  doctor  whom  the 
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leadership  of  the  Senate  may  designate, 
and  then  have  the  Senate  come  to  a  de- 
cision as  to  whether  it  is  desired  to  recess 
until  a  later  date.  To  cl^  the  door  now 
and  provide  that  the  SRiate  shall  not 
sit  until  November  29  would  be  an  utterly 
unwise  course,  and  might  entail  an 
avoidable  delay  in  these  all-important 
proceedings — a  delay  which  will  not  be 
justified  by  the  actual  condition,  next 
week,  of  Senator  McCarthy's  health. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  does  the 
Senator  yield,  or  does  the  Senator  still 
retain  the  floor? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield, 
unless  the  Senator  desires  to  ask  a 
question. 

Mr.  THYE.  If  the  Senator  yields  the 
floor,  then  I  should  like  to  ask  him 

Mr.  MORSE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  has  been  seeking  the 
floor. 

Mr.  WATKINS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Did  the  Senator  from 
Utah  wish  me  to  yield? 

Mr.  WATKINS.   For  a  brief  statement. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  all  I 
wished  to  do  was  to  make  a  brief  com- 
ment on  what  the  Senate  has  before  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  WATKINS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  agreed  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  do  I  have 
the  floor? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  has  relinquished 
the  floor.  The  Chair  recognizes  the 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
say  that  I  support  the  objective  of  the 
Senator  from  California  and  the  Senator 
from  Texas  with  regard  to  the  proposed 
motion  to  adjourn  until  November  29. 
based  upon  the  medical  report  of  the 
Senate  doctor.  I  do  so  because  I  am  a 
stickler  for  fair  procedure.  We  must  not 
forget,  that  in  considering  the  issue  now 
before  it,  the  Senate  is  sitting  as  a  quasi- 
judicial  body — in  fact,  more  than  sis  a 
quasi-judicial  body.  Our  obligation  is 
to  carry  out  the  fair  procedures  of  the 
American  judicial  process.  In  any  court 
of  the  land  a  person  put  on  his  defense 
would  be  entitled  to  a  postponement  of 
the  case  for  such  a  reasonable  period  of 
time  as  the  covirt  might  find  justified  in 
the  light  of  a  medical  report  such  as  has 
been  submitted  to  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  President,  in  view  of  that  medical 
report,  we  have  no  alternative.  Any 
court  that  proceeded  in  an  analogous  sit- 
uation to  consider  the  case  of  a  defend- 
ant who  was  absent  because  of  illness 
would  be  reversed  by  an  appellate  court. 
But  I  wish  to  point  out — and  I  think  I 
have  a  right  to  do  so  on  the  basis  of  my 
own  past  conduct — that  a  tremendous 
responsibihty  and  obligation  rest  upon 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to 
see  to  it  that  he  is  bcu:k  in  this  Chamber 
at  the  earliest  hour  possible,  commen- 
surate with  the  protection  of  his  health. 
I  say  half  jocularly  that  I  have  a  right 
to  speak  in  that  regard  because  I  have 
sat  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  a  wheel- 
chair. I  have  sat  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  when  my  jaws  were  wired  shut. 


and  I  stUl  made  nine  speeches.  [Laugh- 
ter.] I  was  present  against  the  tulvice 
of  my  physician  on  such  occasions.  I 
remember  that  on  one  day  I  came  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  from  the  hospital  to 
defend  myself  against  misrepresenta- 
tions which  had  been  made  in  debate  on 
a  position  I  had  taken  previously  on  a 
certain  issue. 

Certainly,  if  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  wants  to  appear,  and  is  able 
to  appear.  In  the  Senate  before  Novem- 
ber 29.  commensurate  with  the  best  in- 
terests of  his  health,  then  I  think  he 
owes  it  to  himself  and  to  the  United 
States  Senate  to  be  here. 

When  the  Senate  comes  to  adopt  the 
motion  suggested  by  the  majority  leader 
as  I  believe  it  will,  there  should  be  at- 
tached to  it  a  condition  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  shall  be  free 
and  privileged  to  request  the  majority 
and  the  minority  leaders  to  call  the  Sen- 
ate back  in  session  prior  to  November  29 
if,  upon  the  advice  of  doctors,  it  would 
be  consistent  with  the  best  interests  of 
his  health  to  be  here. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  stress  the 
point  of  fair  procedure  and  fair  play  in 
this  matter,  because  I  suppose  the  basic 
objection  I  have  to  McCarthyism  is  what 
I  honestly  l)elieve  to  be  its  violation  of 
ti.e  fair  procedural  rights  of  persons  who 
have  been  called  before  his  investiga- 
tions. I  think  he  is  entitled  to  the  same 
fair  procedure  that  I  am  seeking  to 
guarantee  to  others. 

While  I  am  on  my  feet,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  wish  to  say — because  I  have  not 
heretofore  expressed  myself  during  the 
debate — that  I  feel  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  is  a  better  place  in  which 
to  serve,  and  I  feel  that  I  am  a  better 
human  being,  for  having  heard  the  great 
defenses  of  political  morality  and  per- 
sonal freedom  which  have  been  uttered 
here  on  the  floor  by  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Stennis],  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins],  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Ervin],  and 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson]. 
Those  historic  speeches  will  be  em- 
blazoned and  read  by  students  for  gen- 
erations to  come  on  the  pages  of  the 
records  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  Those  Senators  so  very  clearly 
have  called  attention  to  the  basic  issue 
in  this  censure  hearing.  The  issue  be- 
fore the  Senate  has  never  been  the  issue 
of  communism,  because  there  are  95 
other  Senators  who  hate  communism 
and  are  as  oppwsed  to  communism  as 
much  as  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin hates  it  and  is  opposed  to  it.  In 
spite  of  his  attempt  to  try  to  divert 
attention  from  the  basic  issue  of  viola- 
tion of  fair  procedure  by  himself,  the 
Senators  I  have  just  named  have,  by 
means  of  speech  after  speech,  brought 
us  back  to  the  underlying  issue  before 
us.  We  are  mdebted  to  them.  The 
Nation  owes  them  much.  American 
history  will  pay  tribute  to  them. 

I  think  the  Senate  must  proceed  with 
this  censure  case  as  soon  as  possible, 
after  the  Senator  from^  Wisconsin  is  in 
siifBciently  good  health  to  return  to  this 
Chamber,  and  then  must  vote  on  this 
Issue. 

Mr.  President.  I.  too,  know  something 
about  delaying  tactics.     [Laughter.  1     It 


is  well  understood.  I  hope,  by  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  that  at  this  hour  there 
is  in  the  Nation  a  growing  segment  of 
the  public  that  is  becoming  siispicioua 
that  F>erhaps  there  is  on  foot  a  movement 
to  prevent  a  vote  prior  to  the  required 
^oumment  hour  on  December  24, 1954. 
on  the  issue  of  McCarthyism.  That  is 
why  a  few  minutes  ago  I  suggested  that 
at  least  consideration  be  given  to  the 
possibility  of  our  reaching  a  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  to  vote  on  the  censure 
resolution  by  the  end  of  10  days  follow- 
ing November  29.  ,1954.  I  believe  such 
an  agreement  would  be  a  test  as  to 
whether  every  Member  of  the  Senate  is 
willing  to  measure  up  to  the  issue  of  Mc- 
Carthyism and  to  vote  on  it.  Such  an 
agreement  should  call  for  having  the 
final  vote  taken  at  the  end  of  a  lO-day 
period  of  debate  following  November  29. 
Certainly  in  that  10 -day  period,  in  view 
of  the  long  hours  we  can  and  should  re- 
main in  session,  we  can  exhaust  the  pros 
and  the  cons  of  the  McCarthyism  issue, 
now  pending  before  the  Senate. 

But  be  that  as  it  may.  Mr.  President. 
I  think  the  Senate  should  recognize  that 
the  country  has  its  eyes  focused  on  lis, 
to  see  what  will  be  our  answer  to  the 
simple  question.  "Does  the  Senate  dare 
come  to  a  vote  on  this  issue  before  the 
required  adjournment  hour  on  Decem- 
ber 24?' 

I  am  confident  that  a  majority  of  the 
Senate  dare  do  so,  and  I  want  to  beheve 
that  all  Members  of  the  Senate  will  do  so. 
But  I  think  we  need  be  on  guard  against 
any  attempt  so  to  delay  the  final  decision 
that  the  required  adjournment  hour  of 
December  24  will  roll  around  and  the 
issue  still  will  not  be  decided. 

Mr.  President,  in  fairness  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  and  in  keeping 
with  fair  judicial  processes.  I  think  we 
have  no  alternative  but  accept  the  com- 
petent medical  authority,  as  set  forth 
this  afternoon  by  the  majority  leader, 
and  take  a  recess  or  adjourn  imtil  No- 
vember 29.  at  the  same  time  making  it 
clear  to  our  colleagues  and  to  the  entire 
country  that  we  expect  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  to  return  here  be- 
fore November  29.  if  he  can  do  so  in  good 
health,  so  we  can  go  on  with  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Senate  and  can  come  to  a 
final  vote  on  this  issue  long  before  De^ 
cember  24. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
a  rather  amazing  discussion.  There  is 
before  the  Senate  a  statement  by  a 
reputable  physician,  who  has  l)een  known 
for  years  to  everyone  who  has  served  in 
either  the  House  or  the  Senate.  I  have 
known  Dr.  Calver  for  more  than  22  yeai^ 
and  I  recognize  his  capacity  and  also  his 
record  in  the  Navy. 

When  it  first  came  to  the  attention  of 
the  majority  leader  that  om:  colleague, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCartht],  was  in  the  Naval  Hospital 
at  Bethesda.  Md..  I  think  the  majority 
leader  did  the  eminently  correct  thing  by 
conferring  with  the  minority  leader,  and 
by  checking  to  see  precisely  what  was  tb« 
situation,  and  by  obtaining  from  the 
physicians  a  formal  statement  in  regard 
to  how  soon  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  might  be  released  from  the 
hospital.    That  statement  is  here,  lir. 
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President;  and  those  doctors,  after  con- 
sultation, have  stated  to  the  majority 
leader  that,  in  their  considered  judg- 
ment, the  junior  Senator  fi»m  Wisconsin 
should  not  be  released  from  the  Bethesda 
Naval  Hospital  until  November  29. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  comes  an  amazing 
proposal  from  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  New  York  tMr.  Lehman], 
who  says,  in  effect.  "Let  the  Senate  take 
a  recess  from  day  to  day."  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, there  will  be  great  healing  in  that 
sentiment,  will  there  not,  when  it  is  con- 
veyed to  the  one  who  lies  in  pain  in  the 
Naval  Hospital  at  Bethesda?  Will  he 
not  find  great  comfort  in  that  statement? 
In  line  and  in  consonance  with  the  spirit 
of  that  statement,  we  could  send  to  Joe 
McCarthy  a  note,  this  afternoon,  in 
which  we  could  say  to  him.  "Joe.  we  are 
going  to  have  the  Senate  take  a  recess 
from  day  to  day;  we  are  going  to  be  here 
to  catch  you  the  minute  the  revolving 
door  of  that  hospital  lets  you  out  into 
the  world."  That  would  be  a  healing 
sentiment,  would  it  not,  Mr.  President? 

Oh.  I  trust  that  the  distinguished 
Junior  Senator  from  New  York  will  ex- 
punge all  his  remarks  from  the  Record; 
he  is  too  big  to  let  such  a  statement 
stand.  He  has  a  great  compassion.  He 
has  been  schooled  and  educated  in  the 
ancient  faith.  He  knows  about  the  spirit 
that  animated  the  Good  Samaritan,  long 
ago.  So  I  trust  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  York,  will  not  permit  to  re- 
main in  the  Congressional  Record  a 
statement  of  a  sentiment  that  would  be 
so  unworthy  of  this  body,  no  matter  how 
one  may  feel  about  the  pending  issue. 
It  would  be  rather  distressing  this  eve- 
ning, when  the  newspapers  are  delivered 
at  the  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital,  for  the 
Senator  who  Is  ill  at  that  institution  to 
read  in  the  headlines  that  in  this  great 
deliberative  body  it  was  suggested  that 
the  Senate  will  be  waiting  to  catch  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  as  soon 
as  he  has  been  discharged  from  the  hos- 
pital and  after  physiotherapy  has  been 
administered.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not 
put  myself  in  that  position.  I  would  not 
do  it  to  my  worst  enemy,  if  I  had  one. 

I  think  this  is  a  time  for  compassion; 
I  think  it  is  a  time  for  a  little  nobility 
on  our  part,  in  behalf  of  a  colleague  who 
has  been  under  harassment  from  the 
day  in  February  1949,  when  he  made  his 
speech  in  Wheeling,  W.  Va.  Yes.  it  has 
been  a  long  and  difficult  course  for  Joe 
McCarthy;  and  he  deserves  eminently 
better  from  us  than  that.  How  amazing 
It  is.  Mr.  President,  when  a  man  lies  in 
pain  in  a  hospital,  to  send  to  him  a  mes- 
sage at  once  so  csmical  and  so  brutal. 
Where  are  the  common  charities,  after 
all.  Mr.  President?  How  bad  must  be 
the  evil  acids  eating  at  the  soul  if  finally 
they  stir  in  such  a  way  our  passions  and 
our  tempers?  Where  are  the  little  chari- 
ties—particularly. Mr.  President,  as  we 
think  of  the  time,  scarcely  a  week  ago, 
when  we  were  commemorating  the  serv- 
ice and  the  fellowship  of  great  and  good 
men  who  served  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  in  this  body.  I  refer  to  Dwight 
Griswold,  who  used  to  sit  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle;  to  Hugh  Butler,  who  used 
to  sit  close  to  my  desk;  to  Pat  McCarran. 
who  used  to  sit  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle;  to  Bumie  Maybank.  who  used  to 


sit  across  the  aisle,  and  on  whose  com- 
mittee I  had  the  privilege  of  serving,  and 
to  Lester  Hunt.  As  I  think  of  them,  now 
gone,  and  as  I  become  a  little  older  and 
a  little  more  mellow  in  my  judgment,  I 
shall  wish  to  have  inscribed  in  the  eter- 
nal ledger  that  I  am  not  so  much  con- 
cerned about  my  sins  of  commission  as 
I  am  about  sins  of  omission — the  things 
I  failed  to  do  as  a  part  of  the  common 
charity  of  life.  That  is  a  better  message 
to  send. 

I  am  sorry  that  my  friend  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Morse]  spoke  as  he  did.  If  we  are 
to  try  to  weigh  this  issue  in  the  balance 
and  divide  up  the  time,  how  are  we  to 
divide  the  time  when  a  man's  political 
life  is  in  jeopardy?  How  can  we  say 
that  5  hours  on  a  side  or  5  days  on  a 
side  will  be  enough  for  a  man  who  is 
presently  in  pain  to  defend  himself? 
That  is  not  a  happy  sentiment  for  the 
world's  greatest  deliberate  body  to  send 
to  a  man  who  is  in  the  hospital  this 
afternoon. 

I  hope,  therefore,  Mr.  President,  that 
before  angry  humors  are  uttered  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  this  afternoon.  Sena- 
tors will  realize  that  the  resolution  ■will 
come  to  our  attention  in  all  good  time. 
When  the  forces  of  healing  have  restored 
Senator  McCarthy  to  health,  he  will  be 
back. 

No  one  ever  charged  or  suspected  that 
Joe  McCarthy  was  lacking  in  courage. 
No  one  ever  suspected  or  charged  that 
he  was  lacking  in  that  necessary  com- 
monplace heroism  which  is  required  to 
meet  every  neurotic  challenge  which  has 
come  day  after  day. 

It  is  a  terrible  thing  to  suspect  that 
subterfuge  may  be  involved,  or  that  this 
is  a  "run  around."  God  save  the  mark. 
Those  sentiments  might  best  be  ex- 
punged from  the  Congressional  Record 
this  afternoon,  so  that  when  the  fevers 
have  subsided  we  may  consider  the  itsue 
dispassionately.  Let  me  say  parentheti- 
cally that  the  condition  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  probably 
worse  than  the  cold  print  of  Dr.  Calver's 
statement  would  indicate.  I  reach  that 
conclusion  as  a  result  of  talking  with 
the  distinguished  Senator  who  now  oc- 
cupies the  chair  [Mr.  GoldwaterI.  who 
went  to  Naval  Hospital  last  night  to  see 
him.  If  we  can  rely  upon  a  very  reliable 
person,  Edward  Williams,  counsel  for 
Senator  McCarthy,  who  has  been  out  to 
see  him,  his  condition  is  probably  worse 
than  this  cold  and  feeble  language  would 
indicate. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  fever,  and  there 
Is  pain.  The  least  we  could  do  in  an 
effort  to  be  charitable  would  be  to  recess 
the  Senate,  in  consonance  with  the  sug- 
gestions made  by  eminent  medical  au- 
thority. When  Senator  McCarthy  is 
ready  he  will  be  back  here  to  defend  him- 
self, with  his  chin  up. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President.  In 
common,  I  think,  with  all  the  other 
Members  of  the  Senate,  I  regret  the  dif- 
flciilty  in  which  Senator  McCarthy  finds 
himself,  and  hope  that,  regardless  of  its 
effect  upon  our  problem,  he  will  regain 
his  good  health  quickly,  for  his  own  sake 
and  his  own  benefit.  Certainly  in  this 
hour  I  do  not  wish  to  add  to  his  burdens. 

I  took  the  floor  Tuesday  afternoon  to 
annoimce  that  I  intended  to  ofler  an 


amendment  to  the  censure  resolution. 
I  stated  that  I  would  offer  it  at  what  I 
considered  to  be  an  appropriate  time. 
I  am  sure  every  Senator  will  agree  that 
under  the  present  circumstances  this  is 
not  the  appropriate  time.  So  I  shall 
reserve  decision  as  to  the  appropriate- 
ness of  the  time  until  after  the  Senate 
reconvenes  on  November  29. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  re- 
gret very  much  that  this  debate  has  had 
to  take  place.  With  the  exception  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  no  one 
in  this  Chamber  has  put  in  more  time 
on  this  question  than  have  members  of 
the  select  committee.  Members  of  the 
select  committee  have  met  with  the 
leaders  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  and 
they  are  in  full  agreement  with  the  ma- 
jority leader  and  the  minority  leader  in 
the  statements  which  have  been  made. 

I  have  personally  presided  over  a  court, 
and  time  and  time  again  I  have  granted 
continuances  to  people  who  were  ill.  In 
stating  my  personal  feeling,  I  do  not 
pretend  to  speak  for  other  members  of 
the  committee,  but  my  personal  feeling 
is  that  the  Senate  should  not  even  have 
held  a  se.ssion  today.  It  should  have 
recessed  immediately  upon  learning  of 
the  condition  of  Senator  McCarthy.  In 
responding  to  the  charges  which  are 
pending,  under  our  procedure  he  is  en- 
titled to  be  present  in  person  and  to 
direct  his  defense.  That  is  my  personal 
feeling. 

I  hope  this  body  will  have  the  con- 
fidence in  Dr.  Calver  that  it  should  have. 
We  all  know  him.  I  personally  have 
been  under  his  charge.    I  have  been  in 

the  hospital.  I  know  something  about 
his  ability  and  integrity.  I  hope  we 
shall  accept  what  he  says  at  face  value. 
I  am  willing  to  accept  it.  Members  of 
the  select  committee  are  relying  up>on 
it,  and  are  willing  to  agree,  and  have 
agreed  with  the  majority  leader  and  the 
minority  leader  in  their  stand. 

I  hope  this  body  will  not  attempt  to 
amend  or  modify  the  motion  which  I 
think  the  majority  leader  intends  to 
make.  I  join  my  colleague  from  Utah 
(Mr.  Bennett]  in  hoping  for  the  speedy 
recovery  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, for  his  own  good  and  for  the  good 
of  all  his  friends  and  of  the  people  of 
the  country.  I  wish  him  no  hann.  I 
hope  a  spirit  of  justice  and  mercy  will 
direct  us  in  whatever  we  do.  even  in 
connection  with  the  matter  of  poetpone- 
ment. 

TABLE    OR    RECOMMrr    THE    RESOLTmON 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the 
least  we  can  do  is  to  recess  or  adjourn 
until  Senator  McCarthy  is  able  to  attend 
sessions  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  on  Tuesday  of  this 
week  I  stated,  at  the  conclusion  of  a 
brief  statement,  that  on  Friday,  or  on 
Saturday,  if  the  distinguished  majority 
and  minority  leaders  agreed  to' hold  a 
se.ssion  on  that  day,  I  would  move  to 
table  Senate  Resolution  301.  I  fully  in- 
tended to  do  so.  and  I  think  it  should  be 
done. 

In  view  of  the  evidence  developed  be- 
fore this  body,  with  3  Senators  disa- 
greeing. 2  of  them  being  members  of 
the  censure  committee  and  I  being 
chairman,  as  to  the  accuracy  and  com- 
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pleteness  of  the  resolution,  the  least  the 
Senate  should  do  is  to  recommit  the  res- 
olution for  further  committee  study. 
The  opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
is  that  it  should  be  tabled.  Since  there 
Will  be  a  2  weeks'  recess  a  motion  to  re- 
commit the  resolution  to  the  select  com- 
mittee would  enable  members  of  the 
committee  to  meet  and  decide  what  they 
themselves  believe  should  be  done. 

In  any  event,  they  refuse  to  hear  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wiscon.sin.  Since 
he  is  in  the  hospital  they  have  plenty  of 
time  to  agree  among  themselves.  We 
have  the  word  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  in  debate  this  afternoon  that  he 
will  not  vote  for  the  second  part  of 
Resolution  301.  and  does  not  believe  that 
the  first  part  of  it  should  be  approved. 

I  shall  not  object  to  the  proposed 
adjournment  or  recess.  There  are  com- 
mittees which  have  work  to  do.  How- 
ever the  Senator  from  Nevada  believes 
that  it  is  an  unusual  procedure  to  pre- 
vent all  Senate  committees  from  work- 
ing until  the  first  of  the  year. 

If  we  are  not  to  recommit  the  resolu- 
tion or  lay  it  on  the  table,  the  best  thing 
we  could  do  would  be  to  postpone  con- 
sideration of  it  until  the  5th  of  January, 
so  that  Members  may  return  to  their 
homes  and  pet  the  Washington  atmos- 
phere out  of  their  hair.  Then  they 
could  return  and  actually  represent  the 
citizens  of  this  Nation. 

Mr.  LENNON.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
sure  the  position  stated  by  the  majority 
leader  and  the  minority  with  respect  to 
the  motion  for  adjournment  until  Mon- 
day, November  29,  Is  supported  by  the 

preat  majority  of  the  Members  of  the 
Senate.  Certainly  no  court  has  ever 
gone  behind  a  certificate  from  a  reputa- 
ble and  honorable  doctor.  I  am  sure 
this  court  will  not  do  so  either. 

Today  I  had  intended  to  speak  to  the 
subject  resolution.  Senate  Resolution 
301.  Inasmuch  as  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  wa.s  hospitalized  yester- 
day, I  realized  a  motion  probably  would 
be  made  to  rece.ss  or  adjourn  until  at 
least  next  Monday.  On  reaching  the 
Senate  Chamber  this  afternoon  at  3 
o'clock.  I  learned  for  the  first  time  that 
the  Senate  would  likely — and  I  think 
properly  so — adjourn  until  the  29th  of 
this  month. 

I  shall  not  have  an  opportunity  to 
record  my  vote  as  a  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate, with  respect  to  my  feeling  on  the 
motion  of  censure.  It  so  happens  that 
on  Monday,  the  29th  of  November,  my 
successor  will  present  his  credentials  and 
will  be  sworn  m  and  take  my  place  as  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  representing  in 
part  the  State  of  North  Carolma. 

I  did  not  desire  to  make  a  statement 
or  address  myself  to  this  subject  during 
the  absence  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  However.  I  should  like  the 
Record  to  show  that  I  favor  the  censure 
motion  in  the  two  separate  counts,  and 
if  I  were  present  and  able  to  vote  I  would 
vote  for  it. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  print- 
ed in  the  Record  at  this  p>oint  an  outline 
of  the  speech  I  had  prepared  on  Senate 
Resolution  301. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Leknon  on  Senate 
Resolution  301,  the  McCarthy  Censure 
Issue 

Having  learned  from  the  experience  of  pub- 
lic life  as  Judge  of  New  Hanover  County 
court,  and  as  a  member  of  the  State  Sen- 
ate of  North  Carolina,  I  came  to  the  United 
States  Senate  In  July  1953.  with  the  full  re- 
alization that  there  would  be  times  when  my 
views  and  my  votes,  as  a  Member  of  the 
United  States  Senate,  would  not  be  approved 
by  some  North  Carolinians  and  probably  not 
acceptable  even  to  some  of  my  friends  and 
neighbors. 

I  favor  censure  of  Mr.  McCarthy.  I  have 
the  feeling  that  Mr.  McCarthy  should  be 
censured  If  the  honor.  Integrity,  and  dignity 
of  the  Senate  are  to  be  preserved. 

At  the  outset  I  call  the  Senate's  attention 
to  my  statement  to  the  press  of  North  Caro- 
lina at  the  time  the  motion  of  censure.  Sen- 
ate Resolution  301  (and  all  of  the  charges 
Incidental  thereto)  against  Mr.  McCarthy 
were  filed  with  the  United  States  Senate  last 
summer.  This  statement  was  made  before 
any  debate  on  the  floor  and  it  was  to  the 
effect  that  I  would  not  vote  for  censure  on 
the  basis  of  the  then  alleged  charges  unless 
and  until  they  were  considered  by  an  Impar- 
tial committee  of  the  Senate,  apix)lnted  to 
study  the  charges,  document  and  assemble 
the  charges,  hearing  any  and  all  witnesses 
available,  under  oath,  as  to  the  truth  of  such 
charges,  and.  most  Important  of  all.  provide 
Mr.  McCarthy  with  an  opportunity,  not  only 
to  testify  In  his  own  behalf  before  the  com- 
mittee, but  to  offer  any  and  all  witnesses  that 
he  might  desire  In  support  of  any  defense 
that  he  might  have. 

It  developed  before  the  debate  was  over 

that  that  was  the  feeling  of  the  majority  of 
the  Members  of  the  Senate,  and  as  a  result 
of  this  feeling  and  the  determination  on  the 
part  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  to  pro- 
ceed in  a  fair,  impartial,  and  Judicial  atmos- 
phere. Senate  Resolution  301  was  passed  by 
a  vote  of  75  to  12,  referring  the  motion  of 
censure  and  all  the  charges  pertaining  there- 
to to  a  select  committee  of  6  Senators.  3 
Republicans  and  3  Democrats.  They  were 
appointed  to  this  select  committee  upon  the 
recommendation  of  the  majority  and  minor- 
ity leaders  of  the  Senate  and  these  app)oint- 
ments  were  made  by  the  President  of  the 
Senate,  Richard  M.  Nixon. 

This  select  committee  of  three  Republicans 
and  three  Democrats  were  men  of  the  high- 
est character  and  Integrity  and  men  of  ex- 
ceptional ability  and  Judicial  temperament. 
Senator  Sam  J.  Ervin  Jr..  of  North  Carolina, 
my  colleague,  has  spent  nearly  a  third  of  a 
century  as  an  inferior  Judge,  superior  court 
Judge,  and  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
North  Carolina  and  is  an  example  of  the 
type  of  men  that  were  selected  for  this  ardu- 
ous and  unpleasant  task. 

This  committee,  after  more  than  a  month 
of  public  hearings,  study,  and  deliberations, 
sifted  and  heard  evidence  on  the  many 
charges  filed  in  the  Senate  against  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  |Mr.  McCarthy). 
In  their  obvious  desire  to  be  fair,  the  com- 
mittee resolved  every  reasonable  doubt  and. 
In  a  number  of  instances,  every  possibility 
of  a  doubt  In  favor  of  Mr.  McCarthy.  In 
doing  so  they  threw  out  many  of  the  charges 
against  Mr.  McCarthy,  and  while  holding 
and  finding  that  they  were  serious  charges, 
finally  agreed  to  recommend  to  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  censure  of  Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy on  only  two  of  the  charges. 

In  the  first  Instance,  they  made  findings 
of  fact,  and  upon  such  findings  reached  the 
conclusion  that  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy toward  the  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
leges, and  Elections,  its  members,  including 


the  statement  concerning  Senator  Hendrick* 
BON,  acting  as  a  member  of  the  subcommit- 
tee, and  toward  the  Senate  Itself,  was  con- 
temptuous, contumacious,  and  denunciatory, 
without  reason  and  Justification,  and  was 
obstructive  to  the  legislative  function  and 
process.  For  this  conduct  the  select  com- 
mittee recommended  that  Mr.  McCarthy  be 
censured  by  the  Senate. 

I  want  to  state  emphatically  and  in  utmost 
good  faith  that  I  am  in  accord  with  and 
subscribe  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
select  committee  on  this  particular  matter 
and  shall  attempt  to  tell  you  why. 

The  above-referred-to  and  legally  con- 
ducted Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Election!^,  acting  under  the  direct  orders  of 
the  United  States  Senate,  was  inquiring  Into 
matters  affecting  the  honesty,  sincerity, 
character,  and  conduct  of  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy. These  charges  against  Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy were  of  such  nature  that  the  In- 
tegrity, honor,  and  dignity  of  the  United 
States  Senate  was  directly  Involved.  Time 
and  time  again  the  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections,  through  Us  chairman 
and  through  the  medium  of  letters,  called 
upon  Mr.  McCarthy  to  come  before  the  com- 
mittee and  to  offer  at  least  some  explana- 
tion of  the  serious  and  grave  charges  made 
against  him.  Senator  McCarthy  not  only 
failed  to  make  any  app>earance  and  any  ex- 
planation whatever  to  this  duly  constituted 
committee,  but  continuously,  through  t^je 
medium  of  the  press,  in  public  addresses, 
and  in  other  ways,  referred  repeatedly  to 
the  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections  as  a  dishonest  committee.  Time 
and  time  again.  In  his  public  utterances, 
press  releases,  in  letters  addressed  to  mem- 
bers of  this  subcommittee,  he  stated  that  the 
committee  was  using  funds  appropriated  by 
the  Senate  for  other  purposes  and  were 
stealing  from  the  taxpayers'  money.  He 
issued  a  public  press  release  stating  that  a 
member  of  the  subcommittee.  Senator  Robert 
HfNDRicKsoN,  Republican,  of  New  Jersey, 
was  "a  living  miracle — without  brains  or 
guts."  History  does  not  record  that  the 
official  acts  of  a  Senator  of  the  United  States 
have  ever  been  the  subject  of  such  con- 
tinuous vile,  vulgar,  and  Insulting  language 
by  a  fellow  Senator. 

These  were  the  findings  of  fact  of  the 
select  committee,  and  it  should  be  Interest- 
ing to  you  to  know  that  Mr.  McCarthy  has 
not  denied  these  public  statements  and  has 
likewise  admitted  that  he  wrote  and  signed 
the  letters  to  the  committee  which  contained 
this  insulting  language. 

The  select  committee  In  recommending 
censure  of  Mr.  McCarthy  on  this  count 
took  the  p>osition  that  Mr.  McCarthy  bad 
the  right  to  question,  to  be  critical  of,  aikl 
to  condemn  the  official  acts  of,  any  Member 
of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  as  weU 
as  the  findings,  conclusions,  and  recommen- 
dations, of  any  Senate  committee.  How- 
ever— and  the  writer  shares  this  belief  and 
feeling  of  the  select  committee — no  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  has  a  right  to  Impugn  the 
motives  of  Individual  Senators  responsible 
for  ofBclal  action,  nor  to  reflect  upon  their 
personal  character  for  what  official  action 
they  took.  It  Is  my  opinion,  and  I  think 
It  is  shared  by  a  majority  of  the  Members 
of  the  Senate,  that  to  permit  such  continual 
disorderly  behavior  and  such  statements 
would  bring  about  the  complete  destructloa 
of  the  Senate  processes  and  procedures. 

Even  before  the  select  committee  had 
filed  its  report  with  the  Senate,  Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy in  public  utterances,  and  In  press 
releases,  referred  to  the  Senate's  considera- 
tion of  the  motion  of  censure  as  a  lynching 
party,  with  aU  of  Its  vile  and  ugly  Implica- 
tions. Since  the  report  was  filed  with  the 
Senate  last  week,  Mr.  McCarthy  has  con- 
tinued his  constant  pattern  of  heaping  abuse 
and  insults  upon  the  members  of  the  select 
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eommlttM  m  well  u  on  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  wbo  do  not  subscribe  to  his  de- 
fense. He  publicly  stated  that  the  select 
eommlttee  was  "the  unwitting  handmaiden 
of  the  Oommunlot  Party,  tbat  tbe  committee 
In  its  report  was  guilty  of  discrepancies,  in- 
accuracies, and  misrepresentations;  that  the 
Communist  Party  had  reached  Its  tentacles 
into  the  Senate  Itself  and  that  the  members 
of  the  select  conunittee  were  attorneys  in 
fact  of  the  CcHnmunist  Party."  He  has  like- 
wise stated  publicly  that  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  select  committee.  Senator 
Watkins.  Republican  of  Utah,  was  stupid  and 
cowardly. 

Some  feel  indebted  to  Mr.  McCahtbt  for 
fighting  communism.  In  that  connection  I 
would  like  to  respectfully  call  your  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  at  no  time  in  the  his- 
tory of  Mr.  McCabtht's  exp>erience  as  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  or  as  chairman  of  the 
Permanent  Senate  Investigating  Conunittee 
has  he  been  able  te  obtain  evidence  against 
any  person,  sufficient  to  convict  that  person 
lor  BUbTersion  or  traitorous  acts. 

I  could  give  the  names  of  many  great 
Americans.  Members  of  both  the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives,  who  have  val- 
iantly and  effectively  lead  the  fight  against 
conununlsm  and  subversion  in  Government. 
Kone  of  these  men  has  ever  been  investi- 
gated or  called  to  task  by  either  the  Senate 
or  the  House  of  Representatives.  Why? 
The  answer  is  simple.  They  have  gone  about 
their  Job  without  fanfare  and  without  trying 
to  make  it  appear  that  they  alone  were  the 
symbol  of  the  fight  against  conununlsm.  Mr. 
MCCABTHT'S  counsel,  in  his  law  brief,  filed 
in  the  report,  admits  that  there  may  be 
Instances,  where  language  spoken  by  a  Sena- 
tor about  a  colleague,  and  no6  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  could  have  a  real  and  Imme- 
diate tendency  to  obstruct  the  legislative 
function  or  process  and  could  therefore  be 
censiu-able.  Certainly  no  fair-minded  per- 
son under  their  oath  as  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  can  say'^that 
the  language  and  conduct  of  Mr.  McCabthy 
has  not  obstructed  or  endangered  the  legis- 
lative function  of  the  Senate.  The  time  is 
here  when  the  Members  of  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  must  face  the  issue  of 
having  its  legislative  processes  and  functions 
endangered,  obstructed  or  destroyed  by  Mr. 
McCaktht,  or  anyone  else.  Unfortunately  In 
the  eyes  of  a  niunber  of  Americans,  Mr.  Mc- 
Cartht  makes  it  appear  that  a  vote  of  cen- 
sure for  his  insulting,  abusive,  vile,  and  dis- 
orderly behavior  is  a  vote  In  favor  of  com- 
munism. 

In  addition  to  this  recommendation  of 
censure  the  select  committee  has  likewise 
recommended  that  Mr.  McCartht  be  cen- 
sured because  of  the  language  and  the 
method  and  tactics  used  in  the  examination 
of  a  witness  who  appeared  before  the  Sen- 
ate Permanent  Committee  on  Investigations. 
The  select  committee  found  as  a  fact  that 
his  treatment,  abusive  language  and  conduct 
of  Gen.  Ralph  W.  Zwlcker  was  insulting  and 
calculated  to  humiliate  and  was  in  no  sense 
or  nuuiner  Justifiable. 

The  evidence  now  discloses  that  at  the 
time  General  Zwlcker  testified,  at  which 
hearing  he  was  referred  to  publicly  by  Mr. 
McCabtrt  as  a  fifth  amendment  general,  a 
disgrace  to  the  Army  uniform  and  a  man 
unfit  for  any  service  of  the  United  States, 
that  Mr.  McCabtht  knew  all  of  the  facts  and 
circumstances  about  which  General  Zwlcker 
was  called  upon  to  testify.  Mr.  McCabtht 
likewiee  knew  that  General  Zwlcker  did  not 
believe  in  coddling  or  protecting  commu- 
nism or  thoae  who  followed  the  Communist 
line,  and  further  knew  that  at  the  time  Gen- 
eral Zwlcker  tesUfled  that  he.  General  Zwlck- 
er was  under  a  Presidential  directive  or 
order  forbidding  him  to  give  any  Information 
pertaining  to  the  jn-omotion  and  honorable 
discharge  of  Major  Peress,  the  subject  under 
inveetlgatlon. 


I  have  read  and  reread  the  testlmoity  of 
Gen.  Ralph  Zwlcker  and  the  cross-examina- 
tion of  General  Zwlcker  by  lii.  McCabtht 

and  by  the  counsel  of  Mr.  McCarthy's  com- 
mittee, Mr.  Roy  Cohn.  I  have  likewise  read 
the  testimony  of  B4r.  McCartht  given  before 
the  select  committee  and  It  was  at  that  time 
that  Mr.  McCabtht  stated  that  he  knew  and 
had  known,  prior  to  his  examination  of  Gen- 
eral Zwlcker.  that  General  Zwlcker  hsKl  no 
sympathy  for  the  Communist  Party  or  for 
anyone  who  followed  the  Communist  line. 
He,  Senator  McCartht,  likewise  testified  un- 
der oath  before  the  select  committee  that 
he  was  familiar  with  and  had  In  his  pos- 
session a  copy  of  the  Presidential  directive 
which  prohibited  General  Zwlcker  from  testi- 
fying in  detail  on  the  matters  and  things  in- 
volving Major  Peress. 

I  am  In  full  agreement  with  the  select 
committee  that  Mr.  McCarthy  should  be 
censured  for  this  disorderly  behavior.  Had 
Mr.  McCarthy  honestly  believed  that  General 
Zwlcker  was  sympathetic  to  anyone  who 
had  Conununlst  Inclinations,  and  U  he 
had  not  known  of  the  Presidential 
Executive  directive,  I  could  then  have  readily 
understood  how  he  could  have  been  provoked 
to  the  extent  that  he  might  have  used  the 
language  that  he  did  about  General  Zwlcker. 
It  has  now  been  publicly  announced  from 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  a  new  charge 
of  censure  will  be  lodged  against  Mr.  McCar- 
thy for  disorderly  behavior,  Including  the 
vile  language  and  Insults  of  several  meoibers 
of  the  select  committee  and  the  Senate  Itself, 
since  it  began  the  consideration  of  Senate 
Resolution  301.  There  will  be  no  necessity 
for  referring  these  admitted  and  known  acts 
of  disorderly  behavior  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  as  they  were  committed  in 
the  presence  of  the  Senate,  Including  his 
speeches  on  the  Senate  floor.  I  shall  vote  to 
sustain  this  additional  censure  motion. 

I  am  sure  Senators  are  familiar  with  article 
1,  section  5,  of  the  United  States  Constitu- 
tion which  provides  as  follows: 

"Each  House  may  determine  the  rules  of 
its  proceedings,  punish  its  Members  for  dis- 
orderly behavior,  and.  with  the  concurrence 
of  two-thirds,  expel  a  Member." 

It  is  a  duty  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
to  determine  whether  or  not  Mr.  McCarthy 
has  been  guilty  of  disorderly  behavior  and 
If  this  determination  is  made  it  is  the  In- 
escapable duty  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
to  publicly  reprimand  him  for  such  disor- 
derly behavior,  however  personally  distaste- 
ful, I  regret  that  Mr.  McCabtht  has  con- 
ducted himself  in  such  a  way  that  the  Sen- 
ate Is  called  upon  to  determine  if  he  has 
been  guilty  of  disorderly  behavior.  But  since 
he  has  been  so  charged  and  since.  In  my  opin- 
ion, the  evidence  is  so  clear,  cogent,  and  con- 
vincing. I  cannot  escape  my  responsibility 
by  taking  refuge  with  those  who  may  believe 
that  a  motion  of  censure  for  Mr.  McCarthy 
will  be  construed  as  being  soft  on  com- 
munism. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  say  tha^^  sincerely  regret  the 
Illness  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. I  have  only  recently  left  the  hos- 
pital myself,  after  I  had  a  cartilage  re- 
moved from  my  right  knee.  I  went 
home  on  the  fifth  day  after  the  opera- 
tion, which  is  considered  a  rather  diffi- 
cult one.  I  merely  wish  to  remind  the 
majority  leader  that  in  the  debate  on 
August  2  I  opposed  the  referral  of  the 
resolution  to  a  committee  and  the  post- 
ponement of  consideration  of  this  mat- 
ter. It  was  not  because  I  did  not  have 
the  greatest  respect  for  the  Senators  who 
were  to  compose  the  committee,  although 
I  did  not  know  at  that  time  who  they 
would  be 


In  any  case,  I  wish  to  congratulate  the 
members  of  the  committee.  1  believe 
they  have  done  a  magnificent  job.  I  be- 
lieve the  presentation  on  the  part  of  all 
of  them  has  been  extremely  fine,  and  I 
have  no  complaint  about  that  at  all.  In 
fact,  I  must  confess  that  perhaps  I  was 
in  error  in  my  view  back  in  August  that 
the  committee  would  find  itself  unable 
to  fortify  the  evidence  already  in  the 
record  with  respect  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  I  did  not  at  that  time 
realize  that  many  Senators  were  not  as 
well  acquainted  with  the  junior  Senator's 
activities  as  I  was.  Apparently  not  all 
Senators  had  made  as  thorough  a  study 
as  I  had  made  of  what  he  had  done  in 
the  various  committees.  Therefore,  I 
believe  the  select  committee  rendered  a 
great  service. 

I  merely  remind  the  majority  leader 
that  in  the  discussion  and  debaf«  which 
took  place  during  the  latter  part  of  July 
and  early  part  of  August  he  morally 
committed  himself  and  his  party  and 
everything  he  has  at  his  command  in  the 
Senate  to  bring  the  matter  to  a  vote. 

This  is  an  unfortunate  development 
which  has  now  come  t>efore  the  Senate. 
However,  in  all  fairness,  I  do  believe  that 
the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon I  Mr.  Morse]  is  a  sound  and  equita- 
ble one.  It  is  true  we  feel  very  sorry  for 
an  individual  who  is  indisposed.  We  al- 
ways do.  However,  there  are  a  great 
many  others  of  us  who  are  greatly  indis- 
posed by  this  special  session.  1  had  to 
go  to  New  York  as  a  delegate  to  the 
United  Nations.  It  caused  a  great  deal 
of  trouble,  as  well  as  considerable  ex- 
pense, as  everj'one  knows,  who  has  been 
there.  I  had  to  return  to  attend  the  spe- 
cial session.  I  suppose  now  I  shall  be 
faced  with  the  necessity  of  returning  to 
New  York  for  a  week  and  then  coming 
back  to  Washington. 

In  any  case,  the  indisposition  is  not 
all  on  one  side.  Therefore,  all  the  gen- 
erous sympathy  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois expre^ed  should  not  be  reserved  for 
the  junior 'Senator  from  Wisconsin.  All 
of  us  have  been  put  out  considerably  on 
account  of  the  activities  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
he  has  occupied  a  very  large  proportion 
of  the  time  and  thought  of  the  Senate 
and  of  the  executive  department  dur- 
ing the  past  3  years. 

I  certainly  believe  that  it  is  time  for 
a  vote  to  be  taken.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  outcome  of  the  vote  will  bt.  How- 
ever, in  all  fairness,  coupled  with  the 
motion  to  adjourn  we  should  have  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement  for  a 
vote.  I  do  not  care  what  the  date  is. 
but  a  date  should  be  fixed  on  which  the 
Senate  is  to  vote  before  the  Senate  ad- 
journs sine  die.  I  certainly  understood 
the  Senator  from  California,  the  ma- 
jority leader,  to  assure  the  Senate  we 
would  have  a  chance  to  vote  at  some 
time  before  the  Senate  adjourns  sine 
die. 

The  majority  leader  knows  very  well. 
If  the  Senate  adjourns  to  the  29th,  it 
will  be  a  relatively  simple  matter  to  pre- 
vent a  vote  before  the  24th  of  December, 
if  the  opposition  to  the  resolution  so 
desires.  I  certainly  do  not  want  to  ap- 
pear in  the  position  of  heartlessness.  or 
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anything  of  that  sort.  All  of  us  have 
had  similar  indispositions  and  Illnesses. 
On  the  authority  of  the  letter  from  Dr. 
Calver  it  would  appear  that  the  illness 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
is  not  of  major  propwrtions.  and  that  he 
does  not  seem  to  suffer  from  a  serious 
disease,  and  I  do  not  doubt  that  he  will 
recover. 

In  the  meantime,  we  will  have  a  delay 
to  a  point  where  it  would  be  a  simple 
matter,  as  the  Senator  from  California 
knows,  to  prevent  any  vote.  Those  of 
us  who  have  been  intert  sted  in  this  mat- 
ter believe  that  it  is  desirable  to  have  a 
vote  at  some  time  before  the  Senate  ad- 
journs sine  die. 

Therefore,  I  respectfully  submit  that 
It  is  the  majority  leaders  obligation  to 
request  such  unanimous  consent.  If 
such  unanimous  consent  is  not  granted, 
I  cannot  in  good  faith  vote  for  the  reso- 
lution to  be  offered  by  the  majority 
leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Arkaiisas 
that  the  majority  leader  has  been  en- 
deavoring during  what  has  been  a  trying 
period  for  all  of  us — and  today  is  no  less 
trying — to  keep  in  good  humor,  and  I 
wish  to  address  myself  i-o  this  subject  in 
that  attitude  and  frame  of  mind. 

I  believe  the  Senator  from  California, 
who  happens  to  be  charged  with  the  re- 
.sponsibility  of  occupying  the  majority 
leader's  chair  at  the  present  time,  thor- 
oughly understands  his  obligations  to  the 
Senate. 

Ljice  most  of  the  other  Members  of  the 
Senate,  if  not  indeed  all  of  them,  I  am 
familiar  with  the  fact  that  when  we  ad- 
journed last  August,  whether  we  were 
candidates  for  election  or  whether  we 
were  not  candidates,  all  of  us  knew  we 
w  ould  engage  in  an  important  campaign, 
w  hich  took  place  as  a  part  of  the  Ameri- 
can constitutional  process. 

The  day  after  that  campaign  was  over 
I  left  California  to  return  to  Washing- 
ton for  this  session  and  for  some  pre- 
liminary matters,  including  a  meeting  of 

a  joint  committee  on  which  I  have  the 
responsibility  of  servinp. 

Neither  my  wife  nor  I  have  had  an  op- 
portunity to  enjoy  a  holiday,  and  I  am 
very  desirous  of  doing  that  for  reasons 
which  are  entirely  personal.  However,  I 
wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas that,  so  far  as  the  majority  leader 
is  concerned,  there  is  no  interest  in,  and 
there  will  be  no  support  for,  any  effort  to 
prevent  a  vote  on  the  pending  resolution 
in  the  83d  Congress.  I  believe  the  Sen- 
ate has  a  responsibility  to  settle  this 
matter  and  to  bring  the  resolution  to  a 
vote  before  it  adjourns  sine  die.  To  the 
best  of  my  ability,  and  with  all  the  advice 
I  might  give  to  my  colleagues  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle — and  I  have  no  right  to 
advise  any  Senator  on  the  other  side  of 
the  aisle 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.      I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  merely 
wish  to  say  that  the  minority  leader  does 
not  need  any  advice.  However,  he  does 
wish  to  associate  himself  with  the  en- 
deavors of  the  majority  leader  to  bring 
this  matter  to  a  vote  at  the  earliest  pos- 


sible date.  So  far  as  the  minority  leader 
and.  I  am  sure,  the  minority  as  a  whole 
are  concerned,  we  are  willing  to  begin 
the  sessions  of  the  Senate  as  early  in 
the  morning  as  possible  and  stay  in  ses- 
sion as  late  at  night  as  we  were  required 
to  do  in  the  regular  session  of  the  83d 
Congress  before  we  adjourned.  The 
majority  leader  can  speak  for  both 
of  us  insofar  as  setting  the  schedule  is 
concerned,  and  to  sit  as  long  as  Senators 
are  able  to  sit  and  listen  to  the  debate. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  thank  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

I  have  stated  the  background  and  the 
facts,  fully  realizing  that  perhaps  in 
some  quarters  criticism  will  be  made — 
I  think  not  in  the  Senate;  I  hope  not. 
but  if  here.  I  am  prepared  to  accept  the 
responsibility;  perhaps  in  the  public 
press;  I  hope  not,  but  if  under  our  sys- 
tem of  the  free  press  such  criticism  is 
leveled,  I  am  prepared  to  accept  it.  In- 
asmuch as  I  have  served  in  the  position 
of  majority  leacjer  in  a  body  divided  so 
closely  as  this  body  has  been  during  the 
83d  Congress,  and  since  in  the  84th  Con- 
gress it  will  be  divided  equally  closely,  I 
can  say  in  entire  good  humor  that  not 
only  does  the  new  majority  leader  who 
sits  across  from  me  have  my  congratula- 
tions with  reference  to  the  position 
which  he  will  soon  occupy,  but  he  also 
has  my  deepest  sympathy,  because  these 
problems  are  not  easy  of  solution. 
Someone  has  to  take  some  responsibility 
and  I  am  prepared  to  take  mine. 

I  have  before  me  the  resolution — as  I 
have  indicated  it  will  be  offered  by  me — 
which  reads  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate,  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  Its  business  today,  adjourn  until 
Monday.  November  29,  1954,  at  12  o'clock 
meridian. 

It  is  entirely  within  the  hands  of  this 
body  to  amend  it  if  it  is  so  desired,  but 
that  is  my  recommendation  to  the  Sen- 
ate, based  on  the  facts  before  me.  amply 
spelled  out  here  today,  and  on  my  re- 
sponsibiUty  as  majority  leader  of  the 
Senate;  since  I  hold  this  position  of  re- 
sponsibility, I  am  going  to  offer  that  mo- 
tion, and  any  Senator  may  amend  it  if  he 
so  desires.  I  send  it  to  the  desk  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President.  I 
thought  the  Senator  from  California  was 
responding  to  my  inquiry. 

Mr.  KNO"WLAND.  I  think  the  Sena- 
tor is  correct.  I  do  not  have  the  floor. 
I  felt  I  should  make  that  statement  and 
I  have  made  it.  The  Senator  has  all  his 
rights,  under  the  rules,  as  a  Senator  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  appreciate  that. 
If  I  correctly  understand  the  Senator's 
response,  it  is  that  he  is  not  willing  to 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  some  time 
prior  to  \he  adjourrmient  of  this  session 
of  the  83d  Congress  we  come  to  a  vote  on 
Senate  Resolution  301. 

Mr.  President,  if  no  other  Senator  Is 
willing  to  ask  it — and  I  take  it  from  the 
attitude  of  several  Senators  who  have 
spoken  that  it  will  not  be  granted — I 


make  the  unanimous-consent  request 
that  in  view  of  adjournment  to  the  29th 
of  November,  when  we  return,  the  mat- 
ter be  brought  to  a  vote  not  later  than 
the  20th  of  December.  I  couple  with  it 
the  usual  request  that  nongermane  mat- 
ters be  excluded,  if  that  is  a  permissible 
request  to  make  at  this  time. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object — and  I  shall  ob- 
ject— I  want  to  cite  my  authority,  which 
is  none  other  than  the  very,  very  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse],  who  said: 

Furthermore.  Mr.  President.  I  have  already 
said  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that,  as  a 
matter  of  policy.  I  believe  unanimous-con- 
sent agreements  to  have  the  Senate  vote  at 
a  certain  hour  represent  a  very  bad  policy, 
as  a  general  habit,  insofar  as  the  Senate  Is 
concerned.     It  leads  to  steamroller  tactics — 

I  am  sure  no  one  wants  to  do  that. 
I  read  further : 

and  It  results  In  the  situation  that  Members 
of  the  Senate  will  not  be  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  with  open  minds,  subject  to  chanse, 
in  accordance  with  the  evidence  and  the  ar- 
guments ofTered  on  the  floor. 

I  remind  my  colleagues  that  when  the 
debate  closed  yesterday  there  was  a  great 
crowd  of  seven  judges  present.  I  do  not 
know  where  the  others  were. 

Mr.  President,  the  very,  very  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Oregon  said,  fur- 
ther: 

Once  before  I  submitted  a  detailed  analysis 
of  the  history  of  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ments in  the  Senate,  going  back  a  great 
many  years.  The  fact  is,  Mr.  President,  that 
as  we  examine  the  statistics,  we  find  that 
the  unanimous-consent  agreements  are  clus- 
tered around  recent  dates.  They  are  a  new 
development,  and  I  think  that  development 
is  an  unsound  one. 

Therefore,  on  the  ground  of  that  general 
policy,  I  shall  object  to  any  such  request  for 
a  unanimous-consent  agreement,  although, 
as  I  have  always  said,  I  shall  reserve  the 
right,  in  specific  case&^ 

I  presiune  this  is  a  specific  case — 
when  I  am  satisfied  that  debate  upon  the 

merits  of  an  issue  has  been  fulfilled — 

Has  the  debate  been  fulfilled?  Here 
is  a  member  of  the  select  committee  who 
gave  this  body  new  facts  which  had 
never  been  considered  by  the  select  com- 
mittee. I  wonder  if  the  very,  very  dis- 
tinguished Senator  fr(»i  Oregon  was 
present  today  to  hear  the  facts  pre- 
sented. 

I  could  go  on  And  on,  but  I  take  as 
my  authority  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oregon,  and  I  object. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Has  the  Senator  any 
further  objections? 

Mr.  JENNER.    No.    That  is  all. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to 
thank  my  friend  from  Indiana  for  read- 
ing with  such  "friendly  emphasis"  the 
policy  position  of  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon on  imanimous-consent  agreements. 
I  do  not  change  that  poUcy  position.  Mr. 
President.  Time  and  time  again,  as  the 
majority  leader  and  the  minority  leader 
can  testify  as  my  witnesses.  I  have  coop- 
erated in  obtaining  unanimous-consent 
agreements  whenever,  in  my  opinion,  the 
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exception  claiise  read  by  the  Senator 
trom  Indiana  had  been  met  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  and  when  I  was  satisfied 
that  the  minority  interests  were  bein« 
protected  by  being  given  full  oppcMrtunity 
to  present  their  arguments  on  the  merits 
of  the  issue.  In  the  specific  case  now 
before  the  Senate  there  may  be  more 
things  to  be  said  on  the  issue,  but  I  re- 
spectfully siiggest,  Mr.  President,  that 
many  of  them  will  be  redundant  and 
repetitive.  Certainly,  if  we  reconvene 
on  November  29,  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement  to  vote  10  days  thereafter  will 
give  every  Senator  ample  opportunity  to 
bring  out  all  the  pros  and  cons  on  this 
issue.  It  is  only  when  I  am  satisfied  in 
a  specific  case  that  there  is  an  attempt 
to  throttle  the  minority  and  prevent  full 
debate  that  I  object  to  unanimous-con- 
sent agreements  as  a  matter  of  policy. 
The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  JknnkrI 
certainly  can  be  charged  with  knowledge 
of  my  policy  on  this  matter  and  his  at- 
tempt to  becloud  it  is  not  going  to  fool 
the  Senate  or  the  country. 

I  repeat.  Mr.  President,  that  my  record 
on  this  matter  will  continue  to  be  my 
policy.  Here  we  have  an  instance  of 
a  unanimous-consent  agreement  offered 
which  calls  for  days  and  days  of  debate, 
and  it  certainly  gives  everyone  an  oppor- 
timity  to  present  the  merits  of  the  pros 
and  cons  of  the  arguments  on  the  pend- 
ing censiu'e  resolution.  In  my  judgment, 
any  refusal  to  go  along  with  an  agree- 
ment calling  for  a  final  vote  by  Decem- 
ber 20  is  a  confession  that  Senators  do 
not  want  to  vote  at  all  on  this  Issue  before 
the  required  hour  of  adjournment  on 
December  24. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  the  majority  leader  a  question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAiro.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
have  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  aslc 
a  question. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
already  expressed  my  sentiments  to  the 
minority  leader  with  reference  to  the 
question  of  carrying  over  this  matter  be- 
cause of  the  condition  of  the  health  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  I 
have  conferred  with  the  chairman  of  the 
select  committee,  this  afternoon,  and  he 
has  expressed  sentiments  which  I  shall 
not  repeat,  but  in  which  I  join. 

But  there  is  a  serious  question  in  my 
mind,  and  it  is  this:  Has  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  requested  that  the 
matter  be  carried  over,  or  has  his  at- 
torney or  anyone  who  speaks  for  him  on 
the  floor  made  such  a  request?     I  think 

we  should  know  about  that.  I  have 
heard  quoted  a  radio  broadcast  which, 
if  it  was  correct,  indicated  that  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  desired  to 
have  the  Senate  continue  in  session  and 
to  vote  on  the  matter. 

I  do  not  believe  that  such  a  request 
would  be  controlling  upon  the  Senate. 
because  if  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin were  not  able  to  be  present,  the 
Senate  could  continue  the  debate  even 
il  he  objected. 

The  point  I  make  Is  that  the  Senate 
Is  entitled  to  know  whether  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  requested  a 
postponement,  either  himself  or  through 
his  attorney  or  anyone  else  who  speaks 
for  him. 


Mr.  Sa^OWIiAND.  So  far  as  I  know. 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  him- 
self has  not  requested  any  postponement. 
When  the  letter  was  finally  delivered  by 
the  attending  physician  of  Congress 
during  the  recess.  I  supplied,  as  I  have 
heretofore  stated,  a  copy  of  the  letter 
to  the  distinguished  minority  leader,  and 
I  then  consulted  with  the  persons  with 
whom  I  indicated  I  had  consulted. 

I  then  sent  for  Mr.  Edward  Williams, 
who  is  counsel  for  Senator  McCarthy, 
and  who  has  been  sitting  on  the  floor 
next  to  him.  I  read  him  the  text  of  the 
letter,  which  I  thought  was  proper  pro- 
cedure and  should  be  done,  and  told  him 
what  I  intended  to  do. 

Mr.  Williams  expressed  to  me  his 
personal  opinion—and  I  did  not  base  my 
recommendation  on  his  opinion,  but 
rather  on  the  medical  advice  contained 
in  the  letter  I  received;  but  since  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  has  raised  the 
question.  I  desired  him  to  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  all  the  information  I  have  re- 
ceived in  the  matter — Mr.  Williams  ex- 
pressed it  as  his  personal  opinion,  he 
having  seen  Senator  McCarthy  briefly 
last  night,  and  having  informed  me  that 
the  doctor  in  attendance  was  really  dis- 
turbed that  the  Senator  had  had  a  visitor 
even  last  night,  that  Senator  McCakthy 
was  not  in  a  position  to  conduct  his  own 
defense. 

That  is  the  only  information  I  have  to 
offer  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  or 
to  the  entire  Senate. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  If  I  understand  cor- 
rectly, Mr.  Williams,  the  attorney  for 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  re- 
ported to  the  Senator  from  California 
that  the  attending  physician  said— — 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  No.  no.  Mr.  Wil- 
liams told  me  that,  in  his  personal  opin- 
ion, he  thought  Senator  McCARtHYs 
condition,  as  he  observed  the  Senator 
last  night,  was  such  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve Senator  McCarthy  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  conduct  his  own  defense,  and  he 
doubted  whether  the  Senator  would  be  in 
a  position  to  do  so  in  so  short  a  time  as 
the  Senator  had  indicated.  But  that  was 
not  a  medical  opinion:  that  was  the 
opinion  of  counsel,  to  whom  I  read  the 
letter. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  think  the  opinion  of 
counsel  in  the  case  would  be  very  serious 
and  entitled  to  great  weight.  But  1  did 
not  want  to  be  confronted  with  the  fact 
that  after  the  Senate  had  taken  this  ac- 
tion and  had  recessed,  the  contention  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  would 
be  that  he  did  not  desire  it  to  be  done. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  was  for  that 
reason,  among  others,  that  I  felt  I  had  an 
obligation — and  I  discussed  the  matter 
with  the  minority  leader — to  call  in  the 
attorney  who  Is  representing  Senator 
McCarthy,  and  to  lay  before  him  the 
letter  which  I  had  received  from  the  at- 
tending physician. 

With  the  information  Mr.  Williams 
supplied,  not  as  medical  information,  be- 
cause I  assume  he  is  not  a  medical  man, 
I  did  not  feel  warranted,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, in  asking  for  a  personal  in- 
terview "with  Senator  McCarthy,  be- 
cause it  had  been  indicated  to  me  by  his 
counsel  that  the  doctors  had  been  dis- 
turbed that"  even  Mr.  Williams  had  vis- 
ited Senator  McCarthy  last  evenins. 


Mr.  STENNIS.  I  can  appreciate  those 
facts. 

I  observe  on  the  floor  Mr.  WilUams, 
the  attorney  for  Mr.  McCarthy.  Durmg 
the  hearings  I  learned  to  know  and  re- 
spect him  very  highly,  both  isersonally 
and  as  a  lawyer.  Of  course,  he  may  not 
speak  on  the  floor,  but  I  am  certain  he 
would  correct  this  impression  if  it  were 
not  correct.  As  I  understand,  he,  as  at- 
torney for  Senator  McCarthy,  made  the 
representation  to  the  majority  leader 
that,  in  his  opinion.  Senator  McCarthy 
is  unable  properly,  from  his  standpoint, 
to  conduct  his  case  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  Would  it  not  be  improper 
for  the  Senate  to  continue  discussing 
that  which  is  of  a  personal  nature  and 
is  against  the  character  of  a  Member 
of  the  Senate,  if  that  Member  were  con- 
fined to  a  hospital  upon  the  orders  of  his 
doctor?  As  one  Member,  I  would  not 
wish  to  deliberate  any  further  concern- 
ing that  Member  until  such  time  as  he 
was  able  to  come  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  said  that  even 
though  there  were  a  request  on  the  part 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  for 
the  Senate  to  continue,  it  might  still 
be  the  duty  of  the  Senate  to  recess.  I 
made  that  clear  in  the  beginning.  At 
the  same  time,  if  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  is  objecting  to  the  proposed 
recess.  I  think  the  Senate  ought  to  know 
about  it  now. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
desire  to  make  one  change  in  my  state- 
ment. Following  the  su{?gestion  of  the 
Senator  from  Mi.<^sissippi,  I  spoke  to  Mr. 
Williams.  He  said  that  the  statement 
I  had  made  was  substantially  correct, 
as  he  recalled  it,  with  one  addition. 

I  now  recall  that  Mr.  Williams  stated 
that  when  he  saw  Senator  McCarthy, 
Senator  McCarthy  himself  had  ex- 
pressed the  hope  that  the  matter  would 
not  be  postponed  merely  because  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  in 
the  hospital. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  think  the  informa- 
tion which  we  have  now  received  has  en- 
tirely cleared  up  the  matter.  I  thank 
the  majority  leader. 

I  wish  to  make  it  clear  that  I  am  not 
in  favor  of  proceeding  until  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  able  to  be 
present,  even  if  it  should  be  his  opinion 
that  the  Senate  should  proceed. 

Several  Senators.  Vote!   Vote!   Vote! 


SUBCOMMITTEE  MEETING  DURING 
SENATE  SESSIONS  —  MINERALS. 
MATERIALS,  AND  FUELS  ECO- 
NOMIC SUBCOMMITTEE  OP  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  INTERIOR  AND 
INSULAR  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Minerals, 
Materials,  and  Fuels  Economic  Subcom- 
mittee of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  may  proceed  to  conduct 
their  business  in  accordance  with  the 
modified  schedule  already  established. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
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Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  J  should  like  to 
ask  a  question  of  the  distinguished  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Illinois,  provided  I  may 
have  unanimous  consent  to  do  so  with- 
out his  losing  the  floor. 

I  have  been  very  much  impressed  by 
the  very  eloquent  speech  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Illinois;  in  fact,  it  brought 
tears  to  my  eyes.  I  wondered  if  we 
should  not  mclude  in  the  resolution  a 
provision  for  the  sending  of  flowers  to 
Senator  McCarthy;  and  whether  we 
should  not  debate  the  kind  of  fiowers 
which  should  be  sent,  whether  they  be 
forget-me-nots,  chrysanthemums,  or 
roses. 

I  should  like  to  have  the  opinion  of 
the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Illinois  as  to  whether  this  should  not  be 
done  as  an  act  of  sympathy  on  our  part. 
It  would  be  a  very  fine  gesture  to  send 
flowers,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  disabled 
and  is  in  a  hospital. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  am  I 
at  liberty  to  answer? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tlie 
Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  MaloneI  has 
the  floor. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  Piesldent.  the  re- 
quest for  unanimous  permission  for  my 
subcommittee  to  proceed  with  our  work 
in  accordance  with  the  modified  sched- 
ule already  adopted  has  already  been 
granted. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  what 
was  the  imanimous-consent  request? 
Senators  In  the  rear  of  the  Chamber  can- 
not hear  what  is  being  said. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
unanimous-consent  request  was  that  the 
Economic  Subcommittee  on  Minerals. 
Materials,  and  Fuels  of  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  be  per- 
mitted to  conduct  their  business  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  modified  schedule  al- 
ready established.  The  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lancer]  reserved  the 
right  to  object.  The  Chair  has  not  yet 
heard  objection. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
request  is  not  a  request  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs;  it  Is 
a  request  of  the  Economic  Subcommittee 
on  Minerals.  Materials,  and  Fuels. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  Is  a 
request  of  the  Economic  Subcommittee 
on  Minerals,  Materials,  and  Fuels  of  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af- 
fairs. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  has 
unanimous  consent  been  granted  for  the 
request  made  by  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  Nevada?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  With- 
out objection,  the  request  is  granted. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  has  relin- 
quished the  floor;  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois has  the  floor. 


ORDER  OF  PROCEDURE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield,  so  that  I 
may  make  an  additional  statement? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  This  statement 
will  not  foreclose  any  further  discussion, 
but,  in  view  of  the  general  discussion 
which  has  taken  place,  I  might  say  that. 


from  a  parliamentary  point  of  view,  the 
adoption  of  the  resolution  Itself  will  not 
adjourn  the  Senate  until  November  29; 
it  will  merely  become  an  order  of  the 
Senate,  which  will  be  subject  to  a  later 
motion  to  adjourn. 

On  the  resolution,  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays.  I  am  not  asking  for  a  vote  at 
this  time;  I  am  merely  requesting  the 
yeas  and  nays  on  the  resolution. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 


COMMITTEE  MEFTINGS  DURING 
ADJOURNMENT  PERIOD 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  really  do  not 
have  the  floor  in  my  own  right ;  I  have  it 
by  courtesy  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois 

[Mr.   EhRKSENl. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  In  line  with  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Mal(m«b],  may  we  assume  that  all  com- 
mittees will  have  a  right  to  meet  during 
the  recess? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  wishes  to  answer  the  question  pro- 
pounded by  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  I  have  the  fioor. 
If  the  Senator  from  Montana  will  now 
address  me.  I  shall  be  delighted  to  yield 
for  a  question  or  two  without  losing  my 
right  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  have  no  ques- 
tions to  ask  at  this  time.  I  thank  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
yield  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  or  not.  under  the 
ruling  made  or  agreement  entered  into, 
during  the  recess  the  subconm:iittees  of 
the  Judiciary  Committee  must  ask  for 
unanimous  consent  in  order  to  be  per- 
mitted to  sit. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
would  rather  address  a  parUamentary 
inquiry  to  the  Chair  than  attempt  to 
answer  that  question,  but  when  the  Sen- 
ate is  not  in  session  I  beUeve  that  the 
Senate  committees  have  whatever  power 
and  authority  they  have  to  ftmction  dur- 
ing recesses  or  adjournments  of  the  Sen- 
ate without  getting  permission  of  the 
Senate  specifically  to  do  so.  Subsequent 
to  my  brief  statement,  I  shall  make  a 
parliamentary  inquiry.  I  think  the  re- 
quirement for  getting  unanimous  con- 
sent stems  from  the  fact  that  the  duty 
of  Senators  is  to  be  in  the  Senate  Cham- 
ber while  the  Senate  is  in  session.  In 
order  to  be  excused,  so  that  they  will  not 
be  brought  in  perhaps  by  the  Sergeant 
at  Arms  if  there  is  a  quorum  call,  or  in 
order  that  Senators  may  be  permitted  to 
leave  while  the  Senate  is  debating,  it  is 
customary  to  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  such  committees  may  meet  while 
the  Senate  is  in  session. 

Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  in- 
qxiiry. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Is  there  any  rule 
requiring  that  a  standing  committee  of 
the   Senate   or   its   properly   authorized 


subcommittees  must  gain  the  permls- 
filon  of  the  Senate  to  meet  during  the 
period  of  time  the  Senate  may  be  either 
in  recess  or  in  adjournment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  informed  that  there  is  no  such 
reqiurement.  On  the  other  hand,  there 
is  a  rule,  which  the  Chair  wiD  read: 

No  standing  committee  of  tbe  Senate  or 
the  House,  except  tbe  Committee  on  Rules 
of  the  House.  shaU  sit,  without  special  leave, 
while  the  Senate  or  tbe  House,  as  tbe  case 
may  be.  Is  in  session. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  there- 
fore ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Committee  of  the  Judiciary 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  I  may  interrupt 
the  Senator,  I  wish  to  tell  him  that  it 
is  not  necessary  that  he  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  committee  or  subcom- 
mittees to  sit  during  the  period  of  a  re- 
cess  or  adjournment. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  has  the  fioor. 


ORDER  OP  PROCEDURE 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  know  that  my  very 
distinguished  colleague  from  the  great 
open  spaces  in  North  Dakota  is  never 
facetious,  and  his  question  to  me  was  in 
the  utmost  of  good  faith,  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  Senate  should  send  flowers  to 
our  colleague. 

That  is  en  individual  matter.  Mr. 
President.  The  only  thing  I  know  in  the 
rule  book  about  flowers  is  that  there  is 
m  the  general  rules  appertaining  to  the 
Senate  a  provision  that  flowers  must  not 
be  brought  into  the  Senate  Chamber. 

I  think  the  matter  of  sending  fioyrers 
to  an  ill  colleague  is  a  matter  to  be  de- 
cided by  individual  Senators.  With  all 
modesty,  I  may  recall  the  fact  that  dur- 
ing the  last  session  one  of  the  very  dili- 
gent and  devoted  reporters  of  debates 
of  the  United  States  Senate  collapsed  in 
the  course  of  his  work.  To  me  it  wa« 
rather  strange  that  no  Senator  bothered 
to  send  him  any  fiowers  in  his  distress. 
One  Senator  may  have ;  I  would  not  wish 
to  comment  on  that.  But  any  Senator 
is  at  Uberty  to  send  fiowers  to  the  Naval 
Hospital  if  the  sweet  and  gentle  spirit 
moves  him. 

One  other  thing  I  must  allude  to,  be- 
cause I  cannot  let  it  go  unchallenged. 
My  very  distinguished  friend  frooa  Ore- 
gon— stnd  I  wish  he  would  listen  for  a 
moment 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  always  listen  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  grateful  indeed 
for  this  attentiozi. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  said  it  waa 
a  kind  of  confession  to  make,  if  we  have 
failed  to  adopt  some  kind  of  a  rule  that 
would  actually  assure  a  vote  on  the  pend- 
ing measure.  I  know  of  no  juridical  body 
in  tJie  world.  I  know  of  no  court  in  the 
world,  wherein  the  complaining  witness, 
or  one  of  the  complaining  witnesses, 

must  first  present  his  complaint  to  the 
grand  jury  and  then  go  before  the  judge 
and  state  that  the  judge  ought  to  limit 
the  time  of  the  defense. 

Tlie  distinguished  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas [Mr.  PuLBRiGHT]  is  In  the  same 
position.     He  is  one  of  the  complaining 
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witnesses,  and  it  appears  in  the  testi- 
mony and  in  the  hearings  as  to  who 
filed  the  charges.  He  suggests  now  to 
the  Senate  that  it  limit  the  debate,  that 
the  Senate  limit  the  defense. 

Mr.  FDLBRIOHT.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  jrleld? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  jrield  to  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  FULBRIOHT.  I  did  not  originate 
the  siiggestion.  It  was  only  in  response 
to  the  request  by  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois, or  at  least  he  and  his  friends,  for 
this  very  unusual  delay,  that  the  pro-> 
posal  was  made.  I  did  not  initiate  the 
move  for  limitation.  It  was  only  in  re- 
sponse to  the  move  that  has  been  made 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  that  the 
Senate  suspend  this  discussion. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  Junior  Senator 
from  Illinois  is  astounded  at  that  ob- 
servation. I  know  of  nothing,  by  direc- 
tion, indirection,  word,  deed,  sign,  or 
gesture,  on  the  part  of  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  that  might  have  con- 
veyed to  any  Member  of  this  great 
deliberative  jury  that  there  should  be  a 
limitation  on  the  defense.  Who  knows 
how  long  the  defense  needs?  The  chief 
defendant,  if  one  may  call  him  that — 
he  is  not  a  defendant  in  my  book — is 
not  present.  He  is  the  only  one  who  call 
speak  for  himself.  The  proposal  simply 
violates  every  juridical  rule  of  which  I 
have  any  knowledge,  that  when  a  man's 
political  future  Is  in  jeopardy,  there  shall 
be  afforded  him  imrestrained  opportu- 
nity to  defend  himself.  That  is  why 
there  Is  provision  that  a  series  of  ap- 
peals can  be  taken.  That  is  why  in  any 
court  of  the  land  an  attorney  can  note 
every  exception  in  the  record  and  take 
the  case  to  the  highest  court  before  ulti- 
mate judgment  is  pronounced.  There 
will  be  no  appeal  from  the  judgment  of 
this  body.  There  is  no  statute  of  lim- 
itations to  be  imposed. 

I  do  not  go  along  with  the  suggestion 
that  the  Senate  is  sitting  as  a  court. 
There  Is  not  a  single  judicial  attribute 
about  the  Senate  of  which  I  know.  First 
of  all — and  I  may  just  as  well  complete 
this  observation  before  I  yield  to  my 
friend  from  Oregon — Federal  judges 
hold  terms  for  life,  conditioned  on  good 
behavior.  If  the  Senate  is  a  court,  if  we 
are  judges,  this  is  a  peculiar  court,  in- 
deed, elected  by  the  people,  and  sitting 
in  a  political  atmosphere,  where  letters 
and  telegrams  by  the  ton,  as  well  as  per- 
sons, can  pressure  the  court.  That 
would  be  an  amazing  court,  would  it 
not? 

There  is  no  attribute  of  a  judicial  body 
In  this  so-called  court.  This  is  a  legis- 
lative trial,  Mr.  President,  and  I  trust 
when  the  time  comes  for  me  to  make 
some  amplifying  remarks,  I  shall  be  able 
to  dig  deeply  into  the  works  of  the  very 
distinguished  jurist,  former  dean  of  the 
Harvard  Law  School,  Roscoe  Pound,  who 
made  researches  in  this  field,  and  wrote 
about  legislative  trials. 

I  am  not  disposed  to  detain  the  Senate 
further,  but  I  did  not  believe  the  obser- 
vation of  my  esteemed  friend  from  Ore- 
gon should  go  unchallenged.  I  yield  the 
floor  to  him. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  my  reply 
will  be  very  brief.  I  think  my  good 
friend  from  Illinois  is  using  an  argu- 


ment by  analogy  to  court  procedure  up 
to  the  point  he  thinks  will  serve  his 
purpose.  Then  he  shifts  his  ground  and 
pleads  for  unlimited  debate  on  this  cen- 
sure resolution  forgetting  that  under  his 
own  court  procedure  analogy  defendants 
are  subject  to  fair  procedures  aimed  at 
bringing  the  trial  to  an  end  within  a  rea- 
sonable time.  I  shall  not  even  attempt 
to  carry  the  argument  by  analogy  I  now 
make  into  complete  and  analogous  de- 
tail, but  in  no  small  sense  can  it  be  said 
that  the  lower  court  or  the  lower  tri- 
bunal has  already  acted  on  this  censure 
charge.  The  trial  of  the  charge  was 
held  before  the  select  committee.  We 
are  not  conducting  a  de  novo  trial.  The 
Senate  is  sitting  in  review  to  press  this 
argiunent  by  analogy  a  bit  further.  "We 
are  sitting  in  the  capacity  of  an  appel- 
late tribunal. 

It  is  a  common  practice  for  appellate 
tribunals  to  put  reasonable  time  limita- 
tions upon  argument.  All  they  have  to 
make  certain  of  is  that  it  is  a  reason- 
able exercise  of  judicial  discretion,  and 
the  decision  of  the  appellate  court  will 
stand,  no  matter  how  high  upstairs  one 
takes  it,  even  to  the  great  judicial  cathe- 
dral across  the  way,  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
yield  at  this  point. 

I  wish  to  say  that  all  the  elements  of 
justice  will  be  protected  by  the  imposi- 
tion of  a  reasonable  period  of  time  for 
argimient  on  the  part  of  the  McCarthy 
defenders  and  on  the  part  of  those  who 
are  opposed  to  the  position  taken  by  the 
McCarthy  defenders.  I  am  certain  that 
even  the  Senator  from  Illinois  IMr. 
DiRKSEN]  would  find  ample  time,  in  the 
period  of  time  between  November  29  and 
December  20,  to  present  even  the  most 
exhausting  arguments — which  certainly 
he  is  very  capable  of  making — to  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  when 
I  spoke  a  few  moments  ago  about  a  dila- 
tory tactic  which  would  seek  to  prevent 
a  vote  by  the  Senate  by  the  time  of  final 
adjournment,  and  when  I  referred  to  it 
as  a  confession  of  delay  tactics  on  the 
part  of  those  who  may  entertain  such 
an  intention  I  meant  it.  I  repeat  it.  I 
do  not  know  whom  they  think  they  are 
kidding,  but  certainly  they  are  not  kid- 
ding the  Senator  from  Oregon.  Neither 
will  they  fool  the  American  people. 

This  afternoon,  Mr.  President,  the 
very  simple  question  before  the  Senate 
and  before  the  American  people  is  this: 
After  we  convene  on  November  29,  will 
j>art  of  the  strategy  be  so  to  delay  the 
debate  that  the  Senate  will  have  to  ad- 
journ on  December  24,  without  reaching 
a  vote  on  the  censure  resolution? 

Mr.  President,  during  the  debate  there 
has  been  an  attempt  to  paint  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  as  being  one  without 
human  sympathy.  However,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, not  a  word  of  my  remarks  this 
afternoon  would  justify  such  a  conclu- 
sion. In  fact,  quite  the  contrary  is  true. 
I  began  my  remarks  by  making  a  plea 
for  procedural  fairness  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  as  I  did  some 
weeks  ago  when,  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate,  I  urged  that  a  bill  of  particu- 


lars be  filed  against  the  Jimior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  and  I  filed  one.  Before 
this  debate  is  over  I  will  file  my  docu- 
mentation in  support  of  that  bill  of  par- 
ticulars. I  am  very  happy  over  the  fact 
that  apparently  the  select  committee 
found  tliat  some  basis  existed  for  that 
documentation,  because  the  sele.^t  com- 
mittee appears  to  have  made  consider- 
able use  of  it  in  the  preparation  of  its 
report. 

At  this  time  let  me  say  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  I  disagree 
fundamentally  on  many,  many  issues, 
including  the  issue  of  the  procedure  he 
has  adopted  too  frequently  in  conduct- 
ing his  investigations.  But  if  he  were 
here  this  afternoon.  I  think  he  would 
say — as  I  wish  to  say  about  him — that 
there  has  always  been  a  kindly  and 
friendly  personal  relationship  existing 
between  us.  We  have  had  deep  profes- 
sional differences  of  opinion,  but  there 
has  been  good-natured  banter  between 
us  almost  eveiy  time  we  met.  including 
the  other  day.  when,  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  I  said.  "Hello.  How  are  you. 
Joe?  I  am  glad  to  see  you."  And  he  re- 
plied. "Well.  I  am  not  sure  I  am  glad  to 
see  you  but  how  are  you  anyway?"  We 
laughed  about  it,  and  then  proceeded  to 
discuss  what  had  transpired  since  last 
we  met  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
We  know  that  we  differ  fundamentally 
on  the  great  issue  which  is  t>efore  the 
Senate,  namely,  the  kind  of  procedure 
which  should  have  been  followed  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  in  con- 
ducting his  investigations. 

But.  Mr.  President,  let  me  tell  you,  as 
a  Christian  I  wish  nothing  but  good  to 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  from 
the  standpoint  of  his  health.  I  pray  a 
speedy  recovery  for  him ;  and  I  hope  he 
can  get  back  here  before  November  29, 
so  that  we  can  proceed  to  reach  a  flnai 
disposition  of  this  issue  at  the  earliest 
possible  hour. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
desire  to  move  the  adoption  of  the  reso- 
lution as  soon  as  I  may. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
GoLowATER  in  the  chair).  The  Senator 
from  New  York  will  state  it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Is  it  in  order  for  me 
to  propose  an  amendment  to  the  reso- 
lution which  has  been  submitted  by  the 
majority  leader? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  will 
he  in  order  for  the  Senator  from  New 
York  to  submit  an  amendment  to  the 
resolution,  after  the  clerk  has  stated  the 
resolution.  j 

The  clerk  will  state  the  resolutioln. 
The  legislative  clerk  read  the  resolu- 
tion <S.  Res.  331 »  as  follows:  j 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate,  at  the  Conclu- 
sion of  its  bu.siness  today,  adjourn  until 
Monday.  November  29.  1954,  at  12  o'clock 
meridian. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Have  the  yeas  and 
nays  already  been  ordered  on  the  ques- 
tion of  agreeing  to  the  resolution? 
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The  PRESIDINa  OmCER.  They 
have  been  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  As  I  imderstand. 
Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  New 
York  will  be  In  order  if  at  this  point  he 
submits  an  amendment  to  the  resolution 
I  have  offered ;  is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
not  suggested  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  informed  that  the  matter  is 
not  debatable.  If  the  Senator  from  New 
York  has  an  amendment  to  submit  to 
the  resolution,  he  should  do  so. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Then.  Mr.  President, 
I  propose — because  I  think  the  Senate 
has  a  right  to  know  what  the  condition 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
is  before  the  29th  of  November,  and  also 
because  I  think 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  call  for 
the  regular  order. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
regular  order  is  called  for. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  has  been 
recognized  for  the  purpose  of  sending 
forward  an  amendment.  He  will  do  so. 
or  will  relinquish  the  floor. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Then.  Mr.  President. 
I  propose  the  following  amendment: 
that  the  date  set  forth  in  the  resolution 
of  the  Senator  from  California,  namely, 
November  29,  be  changed  to  Novem- 
ber 22. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

i4r.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  on 
this  question  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
yeas  and  nays  having  been  ordered,  the 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  Do  I  correctly  understand 
that  the  pending  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  submitted  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  York? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

The  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered, 
and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  CAPEHART  (after  having  voted 
in  the  negative).  I  have  a  general  pair 
with  the  Senator  from  Florida  (Mr. 
SmathersI.  I  have  voted  "nay"  on  this 
question.  I  understand  that  if  he  were 
present  and  voting  he  would  likewise 
vote  "nay." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
vote  will  stand. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker] 
Is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate  on  offi- 
cial btisiness. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges  1  and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Welker]  are  absent  on  offi- 
cial business. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cor- 
T>OH].  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  IMr. 
McCarthy],  and  the  Senator  from  Colo- 


rado [Mr.  Mtlliktw]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bxtrke],  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez], 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellen- 
DER],  the  Senators  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George  and  Mr.  RrrssEixl,  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauver]  are 
absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gil- 
lette] is  unavoidably  detained,  and  if 
present  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
GoREl  and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Smathers]  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennedy  ]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Kerr]  Is  necessarily  absent,  and  if  pres- 
ent would  vote  "nay." 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Chavez]  would  vote  "nay." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  2. 
nays  76,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 2 


Fulbrlght                  Lehman 

NAYS— 76 

Abel 

Frear 

Martin 

Aiken 

Goldwater 

McClellan 

Anderson 

Green 

Monroney 

Barrett 

Hayden 

Morse 

Beall 

Hendrlckson 

Mundt 

Bennett 

Hennlngs 

Murray 

Brown 

Hlckenlooper 

Neely 

Bush 

Hill 

Paste  re 

Butler 

Holland 

Payne 

Byrd 

Hru.ska 

Potter 

Capehart 

Humphrey 

Purtell 

Carlson 

Ives 

Robertson 

Case 

Jackson 

Sal  tons  tall 

Clen^nts 

Jenner 

Schoeppel 

Cooper 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith.  Maine 

Cotton 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Smith,  N.J. 

Crlppa 

Johnston.  S.  C 

Sparkman 

Daniel.  S.  C. 

Kllgore 

Biennis 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Knowland 

Sj-mlngton 

Dlrksen 

Kuchel 

Thye 

Douglas 

Langer 

Watklns 

Dworsbak 

Lennon 

Wiley 

Eastland 

Long 

Williams 

Ervtn 

Magnuson 

Young 

Ferguson 

lialone 

Flanders 

Mansfield 

NOT  VOTING — 18 

Bricker 

Blender 

Ken- 

Bridges 

George 

McCarthy 

Burke 

Gillette 

Mllllkln 

Chavez 

Gore 

Russell 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

Smathers 

Duff 

Kennedy 

Welker 

So  Mr.  Lehman's  amendment  was  re- 
jected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution (S.  Res.  331)  submitted  by  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Know- 
land],  that  the  Senate  adjourn  imtil 
November  29,  1954.  On  this  question 
the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered, 
and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  in 
order  that  Senators  may  not  leave  the 
Chamber  immediately  following  the  vote, 
I  desire  to  announce — and  I  take  pleasure 
in  making  the  announcement — that  the 
President  of  the  Council  of  Ministers  of 
France,  Mr.  Mendes -France,  will  visit 
the  Chamber  immediately  following  the 
yea-and-nay  vote,  so  I  hope  Senators  will 
remain  to  greet  him. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamentary  inquiry. 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  As  I  imder- 
stand, the  Senate  is  about  to  vote  on  the 
Knowland  resolution  providing  that  at 
the  conclusion  of  business  today,  the 
Senate  shall  adjourn  until  November  29. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator Is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, may  we  have  order? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ate will  be  in  order.  The  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call 
the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  CAPEHART  (after  having  voted 
in  the  affirmative ) .  I  have  a  general 
pair  on  this  subject  with  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  SbiathersI.  If  he 
were  present  and  voting,  I  understand 
he  would  vote  "yea."  I  have  voted  yea, 
and  I  ask  that  my  vote  stand. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Bricker!  is 
absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate  on  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges]  and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Welker]  are  absent  on  offi- 
cial business. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  (Mr.  Cor- 
donI.  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy  ] .  and  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado [Mr.  Mtlliktw]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bttrkx],  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavxz], 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellkn- 
der],  the  Senators  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George  and  Mr.  Russell],  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ketattveb]  are 
absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette  1 
is  unavoidably  detained,  and  if  present 
would  vote  '"yea." 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gore]  and  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Smathers]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennedy  ]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate t>ecause  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Kkrr]  is  necessarily  absent,  and  if  pres- 
ent would  vote  "yea." 

I  annoimce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Chavez]  would  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  76^ 
nays  2,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 76 


Abel 

Eastland 

Knowland 

Aiken 

Ervln 

Kuchel 

Anderson 

Fergtison 

Langer 

Barrett 

Flandera 

Lennon 

Beall 

Frear 

Long 

Bennett 

Goldwater 

Magnuson 

Brown 

Green 

Malone 

Biish 

Hayden 

Manafield 

Butler 

Hendrlckson 

Martin 

Byrd 

Hennlngs 

McOellan 

Capehart 

Hlckenlooper 

Monroney 

Carlaon 

Hill 

Morse 

Case 

Holland 

MllTMit 

Clements 

Hruska 

Murraj 

Cooper 

Humphrey 

Neely 

Cotton 

Ives 

Pastor* 

Crlppa 

Jackaon 

Payne 

Daniel,  8.  C. 

Jenner 

Potter 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Johnson.  Cblo. 

PurteU 

Dlrkaen 

Johnaon.  Tex. 

Roliertaon 

Douglas 

Johnston,  8.  C 

Saltonstall 

Dworshak 

Kllgore 

Schoeppel 
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Is  a  tribute  to  him  and  is  somewhat  of  an    men  of  the  hieh  stAndinc  unrf  st^^riinor    T.mranv  hnvA  >w»An  tvi 


A   var^r  KlrrKAc*4>    4>VkA^ 


I- 

I,, 


»*      v^x       ^Ui.   blV^U" 


iiuu  ui  ttKieeiiig  to  me  resoiuuon? 
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I 


Smith.  Iteln*    Bymlngton 
Smith,  N.  J.        Thye 
Sparkman           Watklna 
Stennto               WUey 

WlUiams 
Toung 

NAYS— 2 

rulbright 

Ti^^man 

NOT  VOnNCh— 18 

Bricker 

Bridge* 

Burke 

Chavez 

Cordon 

Duff 

Blender 

George 

GUlette 

Gore 

Kefauver 

Kennedy 

Kerr 

McCarthy 

MUllkln 

Riusell 

Smathen 

Welker 

So  the 
agreed  to. 

resolution  (S. 

Res.   331) 

was 


VISIT  TO  THE  SENATE  BY  THE 
HONORABLE  PIERRE  MENDES- 
PRANCE.  PRESIDENT  OP  THE 
COUNCIL  OP  MINISTERS  OP  THE 
FRENCH  REPUBLIC  AND  ^REIGN 
MINISTER  ^ 

Mr,  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
pursuant  to  earlier  announcement,  the 
President  of  the  Council  of  Ministers 
of  Prance  is  in  the  Capitol.  Immedi- 
ately following  the  appointment  by  the 
Chair  of  the  committee  to  escort  the 
French  Premier  into  the  Chamber,  I 
shall  move  that  the  Senate  stand  in 
recess,  subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Hkndrickson  in  the  chair).  The  Chair 
appoints  the  majority  leader,  the  Sen- 
ator from  California  [Mr.  Knowland]  ; 
the  minority  leader,  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  ;  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley]; 
and  the  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Green],  a  committee  to  escort  the  Pre- 
mier of  France  into  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  now  stand  in 
recess,  subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
5  o'clock  and  34  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate took  a  recess,  subject  to  the  call  of 
the  Chair. 

The  Senate  being  in  recess,  the  Hon- 
orable Pierre  Mendes-Prance.  President 
of  the  Council  of  Ministers  of  the  French 
Republic  and  Foreign  Minister,  accom- 
panied by  Mr.  Henri  Bonnet.  Ambas- 
sador Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary _at  the  Republic  of  France  to  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  escorted 
by  the  committee  appointed  by  the  Pre- 
siding OfBcer,  consisting  of  Mr.  Know- 
land,  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas,  Mr.  Wiley, 
and  Mr.  Green,  entered  the  Chamber 
and  took  the  place  assigned  him  on  the 
rostrum  in  front  of  the  Vice  Pi-esident's 
desk.  Mr.  Bonnet  was  escorted  to  the 
seat  assigned  to  him. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Members  of 
the  Senate  and  guests  in  the  galleries,  it 
is  my  great  honor  and  privilege  to  pre- 
sent to  you  on  this  occasion  a  very  dis- 
tinguished visitor  to  the  United  States 
and  to  this  legislative  body,  the  Premier 
of  France. 

[Applause.  Senators  rislng.l 

Premier  PIERRE  MENDES-PRANCE. 
Mr.  Vice  President  and  Members  of  the 
Senate,  it  is  a  great  and  unexpected  hon- 
or for  me  to  have  the  privilege  of  being 
invited  to  come  on  the  floor  of  this  great 


assembly.  I  only  want,  in  my  very  bad 
English,  to  thank  you  for  your  reception 
and  to  tell  you  how  I  am  moved  by  the 
honor  which  Is  accorded  me  of  speaking 
before  an  assembly  which  in  our  country 
enjoys  such  high  prestige  and  admira- 
tion. 

All  of  us  in  Prance  know  of  the  great 
decisions  which  have  been  made  in  this 
Senate,  from  which  my  country  has 
profited.  We  know  that  you  took  a  large 
part  in  all  the  decisions  and  measures 
which  were  designed  to  help  my  country 
during  the  war  when  we  were  suffering 
invasion  and  occupation,  and  later  which 
resulted  in  your  sons  driving  through 
Europe  to  achieve  our  liberation. 

So  it  is  a  message  of  gratitude  which  I 
wish  to  convey  to  you.  and  I  desire  like- 
wise that  you  make  known  to  your  con- 
stituents the  high  gratitude  my  country 
has  for  the  great  Republic  which  you 
represent. 

I  am  very  sorry  not  to  be  able  to  speak 
better  Ehiglish  than  I  do,  and  not  be  able 
to  express  all  the  feelings  which  are  in 
the  hearts  of  the  people  of  my  country 
for  your  country  and  your  great  as- 
sembly. 

[Applause,  Senators  rising.! 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Mr.  Premier. 
I  assure  you  that  all  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  will  agree  with  me  when  I  say 
that  if  anyone  of  us  had  the  opportunity 
to  appear  before  the  legislative  body  of 
Prance,  I  doubt  if  any  of  us  could  show 
such  a  command  of  your  language  as 
you  have  exhibited  in  addressing  the 
Senate  in  English  today.     I  Applause.  1 

In  keeping  with  our  custom,  I  believe 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  and  our 
guests  in  the  galleries  would  like  to  hear 
responses  from  the  majority  leader  and 
the  minority  leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Premier,  on 
behalf  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate, 
without  regard  to  partisanship,  we  wel- 
come you  to  our  country.  We  recognize 
that  France  is  our  oldest  ally,  having 
participated  in  our  own  war  of  inde- 
pendence. We  have  been  allied  with 
France  in  two  great  struggles  which  have 
taken  place  when  the  freedom  of  man- 
kind was  in  danger.  We,  in  this  coun- 
try, recognize  that  should  other  difficul- 
ties face  us  in  the  future,  France,  our 
great  ally  in  three  wars,  including  our 
own  war  of  independence,  will  be 
stoutly  on  our  side  as  she  has  been  in 
the  past.  You  will  find  in  Washington 
and  throughout  the  Nation  a  deep  love, 
reverence,  and  respect  for  the  Republic 
of  France  and  an  appreciation  of  the 
heavy  responsibilities  you  have  been 
carrying.     [Applause.! 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, Mr.  Premier,  and  my  colleagues, 
I  know  that  all  Senators  join  with  me  in 
the  feeling  that  this  is  a  great  occasion 
and  a  great  day  for  the  Members  of  the 
United  States  Senate.  In  many  past 
struggles  for  liberty  and  human  freedom. 
Mr.  Premier,  your  nation  has  been  allied 
with  ours.  As  we  go  down  the  rtad 
searching  for  the  difficult  answers  that 
can  preserve  peace  and  prosperity  for 
the  free  world,  we  are  glad  that  you  have 
come  here  to  attempt  to  work  out  with 
our  leaders  some  of  the  solutions  to  the 
perplexing  problems  of  our  times.    Your 


nation  has  been  one  of  the  great  leaders 
of  Western  civilization.  I  trust  that  as 
we  approach  the  critical  hours  ahead, 
we  shall  do  so  in  a  spirit  of  confidence, 
admiration,  and  mutual  trust,  guided  by 
only  one  criterion — what  is  best  for  free 
I>eoples  everywhere.     [Applause.! 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I  know  all 
Members  of  the  Senate  will  want  an  op- 
portunity to  meet  personally  the  Premier 
of  Prance.  He  will  now  be  escorted  to 
the  well  of  the  Senate,  and  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  will  have  an  opF>ortunity 
to  meet  him. 

The  Premier  of  France  was  thereupon 
escorted  to  the  well  of  the  Senate,  where 
he  was  greeted  by  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate, after  which  he  and  the  Ambassador 
retired  from  the  Chamber. 

At  5  o'clock  and  45  minutes  p.  m..  the 
Senate  reassembled  when  called  to  or- 
der by  the  Presiding  Officer  (Mr.  Payne 
in  the  chairs . 


SENATOR  LENNON,  OP  NORTH 
CAROUNA 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  detain  the  Senate  at  great  length, 
but  I  remind  the  Senate  that  when  the 
84th  Congress  convenes,  the  term  of  our 
friend  and  colleague  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Lennon]  will  have  come  to  an 
end.  I  did  not  want  this  opportunity  to 
pass  without  saying  a  word  of  apprecia- 
tion for  his  very  fine  services  in  the  Sen- 
ate, which  have  been  outstanding  in 
many  respects. 

As  I  recall.  Senator  Lennon  came  here 
only  a  little  over  a  year  ago,  on  July  10, 
1953,  in  the  heaviest  days  of  the  session. 
He  had  behind  him  a  fine  background,  as 
he  had  been  a  practicing  attorney,  a 
member  of  the  State  senate,  and  a  judge 
in  his  State.  He  has  a  very  finely  trained 
judicial  mind.  On  coming  to  the  Senate 
he  took  part  immediately  in  the  strenu- 
ous work  of  the  session,  and  made  valu- 
able contributions  to  the  solution  of 
difficult  questions  before  this  body. 

I  have  been  most  favorably  impressed 
with  his  conscientious  devotion  to  the 
public  service,  his  complete  impartiality, 
and  the  sound  conclusions  he  has 
reached  after  thorough  consideration  of 
matters  which  have  been  submitted  to 
him.  I  do  not  know  of  anyone  who  in 
such  a  short  time  has  made  a  finer  con- 
tribution to  the  work  of  the  Senate.  I 
am  certain  there  are  not  many  who  have 
made  as  fine  a  record  a.s  he  has  made  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States 

I  congratulate  him  and  express  my 
appreciation,  and  I  am  sure  that  of  his 
other  colleagues,  for  the  very  high  type 
of  service  he  ha  3  rendered.  At  the  same 
time  I  extend  sincere  good  wishes  as  he 
plans  his  future,  which  we  know  will  be 
helpful  to  his  State  and  to  the  Nation. 

I  trust  that  his  fine  family  will  share 
with  him  the  rich  satisfactions  of  life 
which  he  and  they  so  well  deserve. 

I  desire  to  recite  one  incident  showing 
Senator  Lennon's  passion  for  duty  and 
willingness  to  work.  He  came  here  dur- 
ing the  hectic  last  days  of  July  1953.  In 
trying  to  familiarize  himself  with  all  the 
bills  and  other  measures  of  a  serious  na- 
ture, I  understand  he  lost  more  than  15 
pounds  in  about  18  days.    That,  I  think. 
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Is  a  tribute  to  him  and  is  somewhat  of  an 
indication  of  the  work  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  sentiments  expressed  by  the 
very  able  and  distinguished  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  represent.  I  am  cer- 
tain, the  sentiments  of  every  member  on 
the  minority  side.  I  have  never  served 
with  a  man  more  courteous,  more  con- 
siderate, more  diligent,  more  fair  than 
Alton  Lennon.  We  are  all  going  to  miss 
him.  Many  times  it  has  been  necessary, 
in  my  capacity  as  minority  leader,  to  call 
on  him  to  assume  heavy  burdens.  Not 
only  has  he  always  been  ready  and  will- 
ing to  perform  any  task  assigned  to  him, 
but  he  has  approached  it  with  a  cheerful- 
ness which  has  always  excited  my  ad- 
miration. 

He  has  a  penetrating  mind.  He  has  a 
high  sense  of  honor.  He  is  typical  of 
the  kind  of  men  whom  North  Carolina 
has  been  in  the  habit  of  sending  to  Con- 
gress in  the  17  or  18  years  I  have  been 
a  Member. 

I  suppose  I  may  be  pardoned  for  say- 
ing this,  but,  as  a  Member  of  the  House, 
I  always  thought  that  Texas  had  about 
the  best  delegation  in  Congress.  It  is 
not  unusual  for  a  Texan  to  feel  that  way. 
But  if  there  was  a  delegation  which  was 
equal  to  that  of  Texas  during  the  time 
I  was  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, it  was  the  North  Carolina 
delegation. 

In  every  resp>ect,  Alton  Lennon  has 
measured  up  to  the  high  standards  set 
by  men  like  Lindsay  Warren  and  Max 
Gardner,  and  by  the  great  men  who  pres- 
ently serve  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  who  serve  in  the  Senate  with  us. 

Governor  Hoey,  the  late  Senator  Clyde 
Hoey,  was  one  of  the  ablest  men  I  have 
ever  known.  He  was  one  of  my  closest 
counselors.  Willis  Smith  was  a  symbol 
of  all  that  is  good,  fearless,  courageous, 
and  American.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
representatives  of  any  State  who  have 
made  me  prouder  to  be  in  the  Senate 
than  have  the  Senators  from  the  State 
of  North  Carolina,  including  Senator 
Alton  Lennon. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle,  and  sp>eaking  also  for  myself  indi- 
vidually and  in  my  capacity  as  majority 
leader,  I  would  not  want  this  moment 
to  pass  without  joining  in  the  comments 
which  have  been  made  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Stennis]  and  by  my  colleague,  the  mi- 
nority leader,  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson], 

We  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  who  have 
been  privileged  to  serve  with  Senator  Al 
Lennon  have  come  to  have  a  very  high 
regard  for  him — for  his  integrity,  his 
devotion  to  duty,  his  capacity  for  work, 
and  for  his  interest  in  the  legislative 
problems  which  have  confronted  the 
Senate  in  the  period  of  time  which  he 
has  served  with  us. 

I  have  felt  that  he  is,  and  I  know  him 
to  be,  a  man  of  great  ability.  I  hope 
that  government  in  general,  whether  it 
be  that  of  liis  own  State  of  North  Caro- 
lina or  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  may  in  the  future  find  use  for  his 
outstanding  ability  and  outstanding  de- 
votion to  public  duty.  The  Nation  can 
little  afford  to  lose  from  the  Government 


men  of  the  high  standing  and  sterling 
character  which  he  has  demonstrated  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Though  I  sit  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  aisle,  I  would  not  want  this  oppor- 
tunity to  pass  without  expressing  to 
Senator  Lennon  my  high  personal  re- 
gard, and  the  hope  that  he  may  find  it 
jxDSSible,  from  time  to  time,  to  return 
and  visit  with  us  who  have  served  as  his 
colleagues  in  the  Senate.  I  can  assure 
him  that,  as  during  the  period  of  his 
service  here,  he  will  find  as  warm  a  re- 
ception on  this  side  of  the  aisle  as  he  will 
among  his  brethren  on  the  other  side  of 
the  aisle. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  avail  myself  of  the  privilege  of  asso- 
ciating myself  with  the  previous  speak- 
ers, and  to  express  my  very  high  regard 
for  the  senior  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina I  Mr.  Lennon].  It  has  been  a  great 
pleasure  and  privilege  to  have  served 
with  him  for  the  past  several  months.  I 
have  learned  to  feel  that  he  was  a  friend 
and  to  admire  his  many  sterling  quali- 
ties. I  share  the  hope  expressed  by  the 
majority  leader  that  he  will  continue  to 
be  of  useful  service  to  the  Nation. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
had  the  great  pleasure  of  serving  on  com- 
mittees with  three  Senators  from  North 
Carolina,  Senator  Willis  Smith  was  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary a  part  of  the  time  wiiile  I  was  a  mem- 
ber of  that  committee.  I  learned  to  love 
him  for  his  fine  ability.  He  was  a  great 
patriot,  and  it  was  a  severe  loss  to  the 
Nation  and  to  his  own  State  when  he 
was  called  to  "the  other  side." 

I  have  also  recently  served  with  Judge 
Ervin  on  the  select  committee,  and  have 
found  him  to  be  a  wise  counselor  and  a 
great  American.  He  is  a  very  fair  and 
efficient  worker  in  any  problem  which  is 
presented  to  him.  It  has  been  a  great 
honor  to  have  served  with  those  two  men, 

I  have  also  had  an  opportunity,  in  the 
very  brief  time  that  Senator  Lennon  has 
been  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  to  serve 
with  him  on  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs.  The  work  of  that 
committee  ordinarily  would  not  lie 
within  the  experience  of  men  like  Sen- 
ator Lennon,  coming  from  North  Caro- 
lina, because  the  problems  of  that  com- 
mittee, as  we  all  know,  are  connected 
largely  with  the  great  West,  the  Terri- 
tories, and  the  island  and  insular  pos- 
sessions. 

But  Senator  Lennon,  who  served  with 
me  on  the  Subcommittee  on  Indian  Af- 
fairs of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs,  showed  a  grasp  of  the 
Indian  problem  and  a  sympathy  toward 
the  Indians  which  helped  greatly  to  fur- 
ther legislation  which  was  pending  be- 
fore the  committee,  and  which  was 
finally  passed  by  the  Senate.  I  wish  to 
join  and  to  be  associated  with  those  who 
have  spoken  of  him  today,  and  to  say 
that  he  has  rendered  valuable  service 
in  the  Senate.  I  wish  for  him  a  future 
of  great  and  fruitful  service  to  his  State 
and  to  the  Nation. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  regret 
that  this  body  will  be  without  the  serv- 
ices of  the  senior  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Lennon]  when  the  Sen- 
ate meets  after  the  recess.  Certainly  the 
standards  which  have  been  set  by  Ai. 


Lennon  have  been  the  very  highest  that 
could  be  expected  of  anyone. 

He  has  been  courteous  to  and  consid« 
erate  of  his  colleagues.  He  has  been  a 
diligent  student  of  legislation.  He  has 
spoken  seldom,  but  when  he  has  ad- 
dressed the  Senate,  his  remarks  have 
been  deserving  of  study  by  all  Members 
of  this  body. 

I  have  had  occasion  to  work  with  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  frcmi  time 
to  time  with  respect  to  pending  legisla- 
tion. I  have  been  very  fortunate  in  that 
association,  because  not  only  did  he  dem- 
onstrate the  highest  learning,  but  he  also 
demonstrated  integrity,  earnestness,  and 
conscientiousness  in  performing  his 
duties. 

We  all  wish  him  every  success  in  what- 
ever future  endeavor  he  may  engage.  I 
join  with  others  in  hoping  that  he  will 
continue  his  efforts  in  the  field  of  public 
service,  because  he  has  served  his  coun- 
try extremely  well  while  he  has  been  a 
Senator. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
it  would  be  useless  for  me  to  attempt  to 
add  anything  to  the  expressions  of  siffec- 
tion,  admiration,  and  respect  for  Senator 
Lennon,  of  North  Carolina,  other  than 
to  endorse,  a&  I  sincerely  do,  what  has 
been  said  by  his  friends  and  associates 
in  the  Senate. 

I  wish  to  say  that  my  association  with 
Senator  Lennon  has  brought  only  the 
highest  respect  for  him  on  my  part,  and 
the  greatest  admiration  for  his  pene- 
trating understanding  of  the  problems 
which  have  come  before  him,  for  the 
high  integrity  he  has  shown,  for  the 
fine  manner  in  which  he  has  approached 
his  duties,  and  for  the  zeal  with  which 
he  has  attempted  to  carry  out,  and  with 
which  he  has  carried  out,  his  responsi- 
bilities. 

I  have  not  enjoyed  Senator  Lennon's 
acquaintance  as  long  as  I  have  that  of 
certain  other  Members  of  the  Senate,  but 
when  I  have  had  the  pleasure  and  the 
honor  of  serving  with  him,  I  can  only  say 
that  I  have  been  stimulated  by  the  asso- 
ciation, and  that  I  now  have  a  twinge  of 
regret  at  his  departure  from  the  Senate. 

I  trust  the  departure  of  Senator  Len- 
non will  not  end  the  acquaintance  and 
the  association  we  have  all  had  with 
him,  and  I  am  sure  that  all  his  col- 
leagues join  me  in  wishing  him  well,  and 
in  hoping  that  his  talents  will  continue 
in  the  future  to  be  used  for  the  benefit 
of  the  public  as  they  have  been  used  so 
well  in  the  past.  We  shall  welcome 
Senator  Lennon  back  as  often  as  he  shall 
find  time  to  cwne. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  join  my  colleagues  on  boUi  sides 
of  the  aisle  in  expressing  my  high  esteem 
and  fond  affection  for  the  senior  Senator 
from  North  Carolina,  the  Honorable 
Alton  Lennon.  We  are  indeed  sorry  to 
see  him  go,  becaAise  he  has  been  a  prodi- 
gious worker  dtiring  his  service  in  the 
Senate.  We  hope  that  he  will  come  back 
to  visit  us  very  often.  We  certainly 
anticipate  that  his  great  talents — and 
they  are  great  as  well  as  many — will  be 
used  in  behalf  of  the  development  of  his 
State  and  the  Nation. 

We  are  indeed  sorry  that  the  services 
of  this  great  Senator  will  no  longer  be 
available  to  the  Senate,  but  we  are  happy 
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In  the  fact  that  we  have  had  the  honor 
and  the  privilege  of  having  become  ac- 
qiiainted  with  him,  having  seen  him  at 
woiic,  and  having  witnessed  the  many 
contributions  which  he  has  made  to  the 
welfare  of  his  State  and  his  country. 

Mr.  LENNON.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  detain  the  Senate  long.  I  rise  only 
to  express  my  sincere  appreciation  for 
the  gracious  and  kind  remarks  of  my 
colleagues.  I  should  like  to  have  all  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  know  that  I  am 
grateful  for  the  many  kindnesses  and 
courtesies  which  they  have  extended  to 
me  both  on  c<»nmittees  and  on  the  Sen> 
ate  floor.  I  also  want  all  Senators  to 
know  that  I  consider  my  experience  in 
the  Senate  to  be.  and  I  shall  always  so 
consider  it,  the  greatest  experience  in  my 
life,  because  of  the  wonderful  relation- 
ships I  have  had  with  the  Members  of 
this  body,  the  United  States  Senate. 


POSTPONEMENT  OP  HEARINGS  ON 
CONFIRMATION  OP  NOMINATIONS 
TO  THE  ATOMIC  ENERGY  COM- 
MISSION 

Mr.  mCKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
I  should  like  to  announce,  so  that  it 
may  be  in  the  Recosd  for  all  interested 
to  read,  that  the  hearings  on  the  mat- 
ter of  confirmation  of  nominations  to 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  will  be 
postponed,  because  of  the  adjournment 
of  the  Senate,  until  a  later  date,  either 
prior  to  or  during  the  Senate  sessions. 
Since  many  Senators  are  leaving  Wash- 
ington, there  will  not  be  a  quorum  avail- 
able, so  the  meeting  will  be  postponed 
until  a  future  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  My  under- 
standing is  that  no  nominations  can  be 
reported  by  a  committee  during  a  recess 
or  an  adjournment  of  the  Senate.  Is 
my  understanding  correct? 

The     PRESIDINO     OFFTCBR.       Not 

without  the  permission  of  the  Senate. 

li«r.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Presiding  Officer. 


ADJOURNMENT    UNTIL    NOVEMBER 
29.  1954 

Mr.  KNOWIiAND.  Mr.  President,  pur- 
suant to  the  resolution  Just  agreed  to, 
I  now  move  that  the  Senate  stand  ad- 
journed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6 
o'clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
adjourned,  the  adjotuxunent  being,  xm- 
der  the  terms  of  Senate  Resolution  331. 
to  November  29,  1954.  at  12  o'clock 
meridian. 
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Monday,  November  29, 1954 

Rev.  F.  Norman  Van  Bnmt.  associate 
pastor.  Foundry  Methodist  Chiurh. 
Washington,  D.  C.  offered  the  followhig 
prayer: 

Almighty  and  Eternal  God.  In  whom 
there  is  no  variableness  neither  shadow 


of  turning,  we,  tlie  sons  of  time  and 
place,  are  buffeted  about  in  the  stress 
and  strain  of  life.  Help  us  to  know 
Thee  as  the  polar  star  by  which  we  may 
direct  our  aims  and  attitudes,  thai  our 
highest  hope  may  be  to  do  justly,  to 
love  mercy  and  to  walk  humbly  with 
Thee.    Amen.  1 


THE  JOURNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Knowlanl,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  ol  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday, 
November  18,  1954,  was  dispensed  ivith. 


LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 


f 


On  request  of  Mr.  Clements,  and  by 
imanimous  consent,  because  of  illness  in 
his  family,  Mr.  Anderson  was  excused 
from  attendance  on  the  sessions  of  the 
Senate  for  the  next  few  days. 


ORDER  FOR  ADMINISTRATION  OP 
OATH  TO  NEW  SENATORS  AND 
TRANSACTION  OF  ROUTINE  BUSI- 
NESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  immediate- 
ly following  the  quorum  call  the  oath  of 
oflQce  may  be  administered  to  new  Sena- 
tors and  then  that  there  may  be  the  cus- 
tomary morning  hour  for  the  transaction 
of  routine  business,  under  the  usual  2- 
minute  limitation  on  speeches. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Mr.   President, 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names : 


Abel 

Pulbrlght 

Martin 

Barrett 

George 

McCarthy 

Beall             _ 

OUlette 

McClellau 

Bennett 

Ooldwater 

Miuikin 

Bridges 

Qreeii 

Monroney 

Brown 

Hayden 

Mundt 

Butler 

Hendricluon 

Murray 

Byrd 

Hennlngs 

Neely 

Carlson 

Hickenlooper 

Payne 

Case 

Holland 

PurteU 

Chavez 

Hruska 

Robertson 

Clements 

Ives 

Russell 

Cooper 

Jenner 

Saltonstal 

1 

Cordon 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith.  Ma 

ln« 

Cotton 

Johnfon,  Tex. 

Smith.  N., 

J. 

cnppa 

Johnston,  S.  O. 

Sparkmaa 

Daniel.  S.  O. 

Kerr 

Stennls 

mr  ksen 

Kllgore 

Symingtoi 

i 

Duff 

Knowland 

Thye 

EUender 

Kuchel 

Watktns 

Brvln 

Lehman 

Walker 

Ferguson 

Long 

WlUiama 

Flanders 

Magnuson 

Young 

Frear 

Mansfleld 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker], 
the  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart],  and  the  senior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wn.EY]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate  on  oflBcial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
AntEN],  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr,  Lancer],  and  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Malone]  are  absent  on  offi- 
cial business. 


The  Senator  from  Connectiout  [Mr. 
Bush],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
DworshakI,  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Potter],  and  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Schoeppel]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  annoimce  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr,  Andkr- 
son]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate 
because  of  illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr.  BxniKE]. 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel], 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land],  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Hill],  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Humphrey],  the  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton [Mr.  Jackson],  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauver],  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Pastore] 
are  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Doug- 
las! is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gore]  and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
(Mr.  Smathers]  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennedy]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The    PRESIDENT    pro     tempore.       A 

quorum  is  present. 


CREDENTIALS  OP  SENATORS  FROM 
NORTH  CAROLINA 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  credentiaU  of  Sam 
J.  Ervin,  Jr.,  duly  chosen  by  the  quaU- 
fied  electors  of  the  State  of  North  Caro- 
lina a  Senator  for  that  State  for  the  term 
ending  January  3.  1957.  which  were  read 
and  ordered  to  be  filed,  as  follows: 

State  or  North  Casolima, 

Department  of  State. 

I.  Thad  Eure,  secretary  of  state  of  the 
State  of  North  Carolina,  do  hereby  certify 
that  the  State  board  of  elections  met  on 
Tuesday  the  23d  day  of  November  A.  D. 
1954,  In  accordance  with  chapter  163  of  the 
General  Statutes  of  North  Carolina,  at  which 
time  the  board  did  open,  canvaae,  Bnd  Judi- 
cially determine  the  returns  of  the  votes  cast 
In  the  election  held  on  Tuesday.  November 
2.  1954.  and  certified  to  me  that  Sam  J.  ^vnr, 
Ja.,  was  duly  elected  United  States  Senator 
from  North  Carolina.  (Term  ending  Janu- 
ary 3.  1957.) 

In  witness  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  set 
my  hand  and  affixed  my  official  seal. 

Done  In  office  at  Raleigh,  this  the  23<1  day 
of  November  1954. 


[seal] 


Thad  Ettrz, 
Secretary  of  State. 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  credentials  of  W. 
Kerr  Scott,  duly  chosen  by  the  quali- 
fied electors  of  the  State  of  North  Caro- 
lina a  Senator  for  that  State  for  the  short 
term  ending  January  3, 1955.  which  were 
read  and  ordered  to  be  filed,  as  follows: 
Statb  or  North   CAxoLHrA. 

Depaxtmekt  or  Stats. 

I.  Thad  E^ire,  secretju-y  of  state  of  the 
State  of  North  Carolina,  do  hereby  certify 
that  the  State  board  of  election*  met  on 
Tuesday,  the  23d  day  of  November,  A.  D. 
1954,  In  accordance  with  chapter  IBS  of  the 
General  Statutes  of  North  Carolina,  at  which 
time  the  board  did  open,  canvass,  And  Judi- 
cially determine  the  returns  of  the  rotes  cast 


1954' 
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in  the  election  held  on  Tue,sday.  November 
2.  1954,  and  certified  to  me  that  W.  Kerr 
Scott  was  duly  elected  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina.  (Short  term  end- 
ing January  3.  1955.) 

In  witness  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  set 
my  hand  and  affixed  my  official  seal. 

Done  In  office  at  Raleigh,  this  the  23d  day 
of  November  1954. 

ISEAL]  TltAO  EURE. 

Secretary  of  State. 


ADMINISTRATION  OF  OATH 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  Senators-elect  are  present  and 
desire  to  take  the  oath  of  office. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  If  the 
Senators-elect  will  present  themselves  at 
the  desk,  the  oath  of  office  will  be  ad- 
ministered. 

Mr.  ERVIN  and  Mr.  SCOTT,  escorted 
by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas,  advanced  to 
the  desk;  and  the  oath  of  office  pre- 
scribed by  law  was  admini;;tered  to  them 
by  the  President  pro  temi)ore. 

[Applause  on  the  floor  and  in  the  gal- 
leries. 1 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senators-elect  will  subscriije  to  the  oath 
in  the  official  oath  book  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senators-elect  th'?reupon  sub- 
scribed to  the  oath  in  the  official  oath 
book. 


THE  LATE  SENATOR  McCARRAN— 
RESOLUTION  OP  BOARD  OF  TRUS- 
TEES. NATIONAL  SOCIETY  OF  SONS 
OF  THE  AMERICAN  REVOLUTION. 
WASHINGTON,  D.  C. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
board  of  trustees  of  the  National  Society 
of  the  Sons  of  the  American  Revolution. 
October  16.  1954.  in  tribute  to  the  late 
Senator  Patrick  A.  McCarran. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

REsoLt-'TiON  Adopted  bt  thi:  Board  or  Tatjs- 
TEEs  or  THE  National  Socutt  or  the  Sons 
OF  THE  American  Revclution,  CXto- 
BER  16.  1954 

Whereas  It  haa  pleased  Almighty  God.  the 
Supreme  Commander,  to  summon  to  His 
Immortal  army  the  beloved  Senator  Patrick 
A.  McCarran  who  served  his  country  In  the 
Halls  of  Congress.  1933  to  19  >4:  and 

Whereas  we  bow  to  the  wU.  of  divine  prov- 
idence, while  ever  cherlshln?  In  our  hearts 
the  nraemory  of  his  distinguished  contribu- 
tions to  our  Nation  as:  Estal)llshed  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority.  1938;  author  Internal 
Security  Act.  1950;  cosponsor  of  the  McCar- 
ran-Walter  Immigration  bll", ,  1952;  member 
and  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  To  Inves- 
tigate the  Administration  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act  of  the  CommitTee  on  Judiciary 
of  United  States  Senate;  and  contributor  to 
other  Federal  legislation  ard  congressional 
comn5»lttees:   Now.  therefore,  tx  It 

Resolved.  That  the  board  of  trustees  of  the 
National  Society  of  the  Sons  of  the  American 
Revolution  In  regular  meeting  assembled  on 
this  16th  day  of  C>ctol)er  and  In  the  year  of 
our  Lord  1954  mourns  the  passing.  Septem- 
ber 28.  1954,  of  the  Honorable  Patrick  A.  Mc- 
Carran and  In  token  of  our  common  grief 
and  our  country's  great  loss  prayerfully 
stand  with  bowed  heads  In  his  honor;  and 
be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
expressing  our  affections  and  deep  sympathy 
be  presented  to  his  family,  and  to  the  chair- 


man of  the  Subcommittee  of  Internal  Secu- 
rity of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  of  the 
United  States  Senate  and  respectfully  re- 
quest the  recording  of  the  resolution  In  the 
Congressional  Record. 


MISTREATMENT  OF  AMERICAN  MIL- 
ITARY AND  CIVILIAN  PERSONNEL 
BY  CHINESE  COMMUNISTS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  at 
least  11  men  wearing  the  uniforu*  of  our 
country's  armed  services  have  been  sen- 
tenced to  prison  in  Communist  China 
for  f>eriods  of  from  4  to  10  years.  Two 
civilians  were  sentenced  on  November 
23,  1  for  life  and  the  other  for  20  years. 

This  is  not  all.  Twenty-six  Ameri- 
can civilians  have  been  in  Communist 
jails  for  periods  going  back  to  1950  and 
1951.  Many  of  them  have  never  even 
had  any  semblance  of  a  trial. 

That  is  not  all.  How  many  of  the  men 
who  are  listed  as  missing  in  action  are, 
in  fact,  either  in  Communist  jails  or  in 
slave -labor  camps  we  do  not  know. 

What  are  we  going  to  do  about  it? 
What  is  the  free  world  going  to  do  about 
it?  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Commu- 
nists will  be  impressed  with  merely  an- 
other note. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  the 
names  of  the  26  American  civilians  who 
are  in  Communist  prisons,  together  with 
the  list  of  our  military  personnel  who 
have  just  been  sentenced  to  terms  of 
from  4  to  10  years,  as  well  as  the  names 
of  the  2  Civilians  sentenced  on  Novem- 
ber 23. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  lists  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

CivuJAN  UNrrro  States  Cittzens  in  Prison 
IN  Communist  China 

1.  Malcolm  Bersohn.  July  1951. 

2.  Homer  B.  Bradshaw.  1951. 

3.  Mrs.  Homer  B.  Bradshaw.  1951.  >: 

4.  Lawrence  R.  Buol,  January  1950. 

5.  John  W.  Clifford. 

6.  Jvistln  Garvey. 

7.  Fulgence  Gross.  January  1951. 

8.  John  A.  Houle. 

9.  Dllmas  T.  Kanady,  April  1951. 

10.  Levi  A.  Lovegren,  January  1951. 

11.  Paul  Macklnsen. 

12.  Robert  McCann.  June  1951. 

13.  Charles  J.  McCarthy. 

14.  Joseph  P.  McCormick. 

15.  Dorothy  Mlddleton.  April  1951. 

16.  Harriet  Mills.  July  1951. 

17.  Sarah  Perkins.  March  1951. 

18.  Thomas  L.  Phillips. 

19.  Ambrose  Pinger,  August  1951. 

20.  Armand  Proulx. 

21.  Hugh  Francis  Redmond.  April  1951. 

22.  Walter  A.  Rickett.  July  1951. 

23.  Mrs.  Walter  Rickett. 

24.  Harold  M.  Rlgner. 

25.  John  P.  Wagner. 

26.  Marcellus  White. 

Air  Force  Americans  in  Communist  Prisons 


sentences 
Col.  John  K.  Arnold.  10  years. 
Maj.  William  H.  Baumer,  8  years. 
Capt.  Elmer  F.  Llewellyn,  5  years. 
Capt.  ETugene  J.  Vaadl.  6  years. 
First  Lt.  Wallace  L.  Brown,  5  years. 
First  Lt.  John  W.  Buck,  4  years. 
T.  Sgt.  Howard  W.  Brown,  4  years. 
Ale.  Steve  E.  Klba,  4  years. 
A2c.  Daniel  C-  Schmidt.  4  years. 
A2c.  John  W.  Thompson  III.  4  years. 
A2c.  Harry  M.  Benjamin,  4  years. 


CmuANs  Sentench)  No\xmber  23 
John  T.  Downey,  life. 
Richard  O.  Pecteau,  20  \e&rs. 


THE  MARINE  CORPS  AND  THE  CHIEP 
OF  NAVAL  OPERATIONS 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  on 
November  19,  195  i,  I  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Thomas  F.  Gates.  Jr.,  Under 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  relative  to  the 
status  of  the  Marine  Corps,  which  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  incorpwrated 
in  the  Record  at  this  point,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  wishes  of  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy.  I  make  that  request, 
and  also  ask  unanimous  consent  that  my 
reply  to  Mr.  Gates,  dated  November  23, 
1954.  be  printed  in  the  Recoho  at  thip 
point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  corre- 
spondence was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  Under  Secretary  or  thr  Navt, 
Washtngton.  D.  C.  November  19, 1954. 
Hon.   Mike   Mansfield. 
Urjjfcd  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C 

Dear  Senator:  On  reading  the  remarks 
which  you  made  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate  In  connection  with  matters  pertain- 
ing to  the  relationship  between  the  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations  and  the  Comjnandant  of 
the  Marine  Corps.  I  am  prompted  to  add  to 
my  letter  of  November  16.  And  also,  for  this 
reason.  I  would  appreciate  It  if  you  would 
Include  this  additional  information  in  the 
Congressional  Record. 

I  feel  that  you  should  be  advised  that 
there  has  been  no  attempt  made  on  the  part 
of  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  to  In  any 
way  affect  or  change  the  statutory  respon- 
sibilities of  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations 
and  the  Commandant  of  tbe  Marine  Corps' 
with  respect  to  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  StalT. 
Nor  has  there  been  any  attempt  on  the  part 
of  anyone  to  change  the  direct  relationship 
which  exists  between  the  Commandant  of 
the  Marine  Corps  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy. 

The  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  has  never 
questioned  the  legality  or  the  propriety  of 
these  arrangements,  and  the  Inference  that 
there  Is  an  attempt  to  challenge  the  law  or 
to  in  some  way  subordinate  the  Marine  Corps 
Is  unfounded.  For  this  reason  I  would  ap- 
preciate this  being  understood  and  clarified. 

As  you  know,  the  development  of  a  de- 
tailed general  order  In  which  the  respective 
tasks  and  relationships  within  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Navy  are  outlined  Is  a  compli- 
cated matter.  It  can  best  be  resolved  by 
taking  the  time  to  properly  review  and  con- 
sider how  these  duties  and  relationships  are 
to  be  stated  and  how  they  will  best  work  for 
the  good  of  the  whole.  Work  on  this  did  not 
actively  commence  until  this  fall.  It  is  for 
these  reasons  that  General  Order  No.  6  has 
been  delayed,  although  a  draft  U  now  In 
what  I  trust  will  be  Its  final  form. 

I  am  sure  that  you  will  be  satisfied  that 
the  general  order,  when  Issued,  will  properly 
reflect  the  policy  directive  of  April  7,  .and 
will  In  no  way  violate  the  principles  that 
have  been  heretofore  clearly  established. 
F^irthermore,  the  situation  is  far  from  out 
of  hand  and  Is  under  the  proper  control  of 
the  Secretary. 

Secretary  Thomas  will  return  to  Washing- 
ton this  weekend,  at  which  time  I  wUl  show 
him  this  correspondence. 

Promptly  after  his  return,  I  expect  he  will 
approve  a  final  draft  of  General  Order  No.  6 
on  which  we  have  been  working,  and  will  be 
In  a  position  to  advise  you  of  its  contents. 
Sincerely, 

Thomas  S.  Gatks.  Jr. 
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HofnoBB  23. 1954. 
,  Jr., 


of  our  American  citizens.    Both  as  a 
monber  of  the  United  States  delegation 


I  make  the  further  observation  that 
the  crisis  we  face  in  trying  to  work  out  a 
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independence,  and  tn  temporary  retreat  bf 
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SHOPPINa  ON  THE  SABBATH  recognize  the  Sabbath  Day— It  has  been 


there  is  no  variableness  neither  shadow    cial  business. 


»'»'•*»«•  !.•»•»*.  »juvLiwiiAj  oic  auociib  uix  Ulll- 


tlme  the  board  did  open,  canvass,  And  Judi- 
cially determine  the  returns  of  the  Totes  cast 


be  presented  to  his  family,  and  to  the  chair-         A2c.  Harry  M.  Benjamin.  4  yean. 


THOMAS  S.  Oatks.  Jr. 
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MofnoBB  2$,  1954. 
Hon.  TKOMA8  8.  Gatxs,  Jr.. 

Under  Secretary  of  the  Navf, 

Navjf  Department. 

Dbab  lAi.  SBonrriurr:  Tour  letter,  contain^ 
lug  your  obeerrations  on  my  remarks  In  the 
OoMOBSsioMAi.  RacoBD  oS  NoTembeT  17.  1964, 
haa  been  received.  I  was  glad  to  note  your 
asBuranoes  to  the  effect  that  press  reports 
as  to  efforts  on  the  part  of  the  Chief  of  Naval 
Operations  to  gain  an  element  of  control 
orer  the  Marine  Cknpe  or  subordinate  It* 
Commandant  are  Inaccurate  and  that  the 
apprehensions  ezpreeeed  in  the  matter  by 
certain  ICembers  of  Congress  are  iinf  ounded. 

Specifically.  I  was  very  pleased  to  be  ad- 
vised by  you  that  "there  has  been  no  at- 
tempt made  on  the  part  of  the  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations  to  In  any  way  affect  or 
change  the  statutory  responsibilities  of  the 
Chief  at  Naval  Operations  and  the  Com- 
mandant -of  the  Marine  Corps  with  respect 
to  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff.  Nor  has  there 
been  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  anyone  to 
change  the  direct  relationship  which  exists 
between  the  Commandant  of  the  Marine 
Corps  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy."  Also, 
it  was  reassuring  to  be  informed  that  the 
Chief  of  Naval  Operations  has  never  ques- 
tioned the  legality  or  propriety  of  the  Ma- 
rine Conunandant's  relationship  to  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  and  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  and  that  the  inference  is  unfounded 
that  there  is  an  attempt  to  challenge  the 
provisions  or  the  Intent  of  the  law  or  in  some 
way  subordinate  the  Marine  Corpe. 

I  am  in  thorough  accord  with  your  ex- 
pressed desire  that  the  matter  be  understood 
and  clarllled,  and  I  would  be  most  happy 
to  Include  your  letter  of  November  19,  1954. 
in  the  Conqbbsional  Rscord.  I  note  with 
considerable  Interest  your .  reference  in  the 
last  paragraph  of  your  letter  to  the  fact 
that  a  final  draft  of  General  Order  No.  S 
has  been  prepared.  I  hope  that  Secretary 
Thomas  will,  upon  his  return  to  Washing- 
ton, approve  In  accordance  with  your  expec' 
tatlons,  the  final  draft  of  General  Order  No. 
5.  I  would  also  appreciate  receiving  a  copy 
of  that  dociunent  so  it  boilj  be  Included, 
with  your  letter  of  November  19,  in  the  CoM- 

CSESSIONAL   RBCOKO. 

I  wish  to  thank  you  again  for  your  reas- 
suring letter,  and  I  am  confident  that  you 
will  agree  with  me  that  this  requested  gen- 
eral order  wlU  be  of  considerable  interest 
to  Members  of  Congress  and  will  be  effective 
In  clarifying  this  matter  which  has  been  a 
source  of  such  widespread  concern. 

Wl^  best  personal  wishes.  I  am., 
sincerely  yours. 

MnCK   MAIfSrOLD. 


FREEDOM,  INDEPENDENCE,  AND 
SELF-DETERMINATION:  THE  KEY 
TO  PEACE  IN  ASIA 

Mr.  SMITH  Of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  have  been  serving  as  one  of  the 
official  delegates  of  the  United  States  to 
the  United  Nations  during  the  sessions  of 
the  Assembly  this  year.  I  mention  that 
fact  because  I  may  feel  constrained  to 
ask  leave  of  the  Senate  to  attend  the 
sessions  of  the  United  Nations  tomorrow 
and  on  Wednesday,  particularly  because 
I  have  been  assigned  within  the  United 
States  delegation  the  responsibility  of 
handling  the  Korean  resolution,  which  Is 
a  matter  of  first  importance. 

I  mention  that  fact  also  to  indicate 
the^  scope  of  the  problems  which  I  have 
been  considering  in  the  light  of  the  tragic 
world  events  which  are  constantly  oc- 
curring. 

I  am  concerned,  as  all  of  us  are,  with 
the  imprisonment  in  Red  China  of  some 


of  our  American  citizens.  Both  as  a 
monber  of  the  United  States  delegation 
to  the  United  Nations  and  as  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
I  am  conferring  with  the  administration 
and  specifically  with  the  Department  of 
State  with  regard  to  the  most  effective 
way  of  dealing  with  that  tragic  situation. 

I  shall  not  go  into  this  problem  in  more 
detail  at  this  time,  except  to  express  my 
profound  concern  over  it.  However,  I 
wish  to  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
published  in  the  Record  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  my  remarks  an  article  which  I 
recently  prepared  at  the  request  of  the 
International  News  Service  entitled 
"Freedom,  Independence,  and  Sell-De- 
termination: The  Key  to  Peace  in  Asia." 

I  may  say  also  that  we  are  being  at- 
tacked from  all  sides  because  of  our  in- 
sistence that  the  Red  Chinese  govern- 
ment be  not  recognized  in  the  United 
Nations.  I  emphasize  in  my  article  that 
what  we  are  doing  today  is  entirely  con- 
sistent with  our  policy  of  over  50  years 
with  regard  to  a  free  and  independent 
China. 

I  quote  a  few  paragraphs  from  the 
article: 

The  overriding  policy  of  the  United  States 
for  over  half  a  century  has  been  that  tlje  key 
to  peace  In  Asia  Is  the  atUinment  of  free- 
dom and  independence  from  external  con- 
trols for  the  people  of  that  vast  continent. 
Including  the  people  of  China.  The  liey  to 
a  free  and  Independent  Asia  is  a  free  and 
independent  China.  In  a  sense  this  wts  the 
true  meaning  of  John  Hay's  open-door  policy. 
On  July  3,  1900,  Secretary  of  State  Hay, 
greaUy  dlstxirbed  by  the  implications  of  the 
Boxer  Rebellion,  sent  a  circular  note  to  the 
interested  powers,  declaring  that  the  "policy 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  is  to 
seek  a  solution"  which  may  "preserve  Chi- 
nese  territorial   and   administrative   entity." 

Several  years  later  this  same  attitude  was 
expressed  in  the  Root-Takahlra  agresment 
With  Japan,  which  provided  that  both  powers 
uphold  the  open  door  in  China  and  support 
by  pacific  means  the  "Independence  and 
integrity  of  China   •    •    •." 

Again  the  United  States  emphasized  this 
traditional  policy  toward  China  after  Japan 
presented  to  the  Chinese  Government  In 
1915  the  famous  21  demands.  The  Secretary 
of  State,  WUllam  Jennings  Bryan,  sent  a  note 
to  Japan,  in  which  he  declared  that  the 
United  States  "•  •  •  cannot  recognize  any 
agreement  or  undertaking  •  •  •  imperiling 
•  •  •  the  political  or  territorial  Integrity  of 
the  Republic  of  China." 

I  then  cite  other  historical  incidents 
along  the  same  line.    Then  I  add : 

This  is  the  real  background  to  our  present 
policy  toward  Red  China.  History  shows 
that  we  have  been  consistent  in  our  con- 
cern for  a  free  and  independent  China, 
Today  it  is  Soviet  Russia.  Instead  of  Japan, 
which  has  moved  In  to  control  China.  There 
is  very  little  difference  in  our  present  atti- 
tude toward  Red  ClUna  and  the  policy  ex- 
pressed by  Stimaon  toward  Japan.  As  we 
refused  to  recognize  Japanese  claims  to  Chi- 
nese soil,  so  we  now  refuse  to  recognize  the 
Communist  infiltration  in  that  same  country. 

Today  Red  China  is  a  satelUte  of  Moscow, 
taken  over  by. Red  conquest  and  insidious 
infiltration,  in  a  fashion  similar  to  the  Soviet 
absorpUon  of  Poland,  Czechoslovakia,  Hun- 
gary, and  Riunania. 

Recognition  of  the  Communist  conquest 
of  China  and  admission  of  Red  China  to  the 
United  NatiMis  would  be  a  reversal  of  all 
that  we  have  worked  for  in  the  Far  East  since 
the  days  of  John  Hay. 
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I  make  the  further  observaUon  that 
the  crisis  we  face  in  trjring  to  work  out  a 
solution  of  the  Korean  situation  is  cl06ely 
related  to  the  situation  of  our  beys  being 
imprisoned  in  Red  China. 

I  reiterate  my  announcement  that  I 
shall  do  everything  within  my  power  to 
back  up  the  administration  in  finding  the 
right  kind  of  solution  to  the  problem 
looking  toward  having  our  boys  released 
promptly. 

I  recall  that  a  great  President  once 
said:  "Perdicaris  alive,  or  Raisuli  dead." 
Perdicaris  came  back  alive.  I  leave  that 
thought  with  my  colleagues,  because  in 
these  critical  days  we  must  give  serious 
consideration  to  this  problem  and  we 
must  back  up  the  administration  in  the 
firmest  position  it  can  take  witix  regard 
to  it.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Dirk- 
sen  in  the  chair) .  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  ai^icle 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows; 

FsEEDoii,     Inoependemcz,    Am)     Sixr-Dms- 
MiMATioN:  The  Kit  to  Peace  ik  Asia 

The  people  of  Asia,  and  especially  those  In 
Southeast  Asia,  are  going  through  »  period 
of  great  transformation.  For  a  relatively 
long  time  they  have  dreamed  of  achieving 
freedom.  Independence,  and  self-determina- 
tion. But  only  within  the  last  10  years  haa 
there  been  real  progress  toward  transforming 
that  dream  into  a  reality  in  Southeast  Asia. 
For  the  first  time  the  populace  of  these 
ancient  eastern  lands  sees  the  attainment  of 
these  goals  within  sight.  Since  the  end  of 
World  War  II.  we  have  seen  In  Burma.  Indo- 
nesia, India,  Korea.  Indochina,  and  elsewhere 
a  shift  from  colonial  rule  to  self-rule.  But 
the  long  history  of  colonialism  and  of  "white 
rule'  is  still  very  fresh  In  the  nUnds  of  aU 
Asians.  We  In  the  West  must  stUl  deal  with 
this  lingering  suspicion  and  must  get  across 
to  the  people  of  Asia  that  throughout  our 
history  we  have  led  the  opposition  to  Im- 
perialism and  colonialism  and  that  our  policy 
remains  unchanged. 

The  overriding  policy  of  the  United  States 
for  over  half  a  century  has  been  th»t  the  key 
to  peace  in  Asia  Is  the  attainment  cf  freedom 
and  lndep>endence  from  external  ccotrols  for 
the  people  of  that  vast  continent.  Including 
the  people  of  China.  The  key  to  a  free  and 
independent  Asia  Is  a  free  and  Independent 
China.  In  a  sense  this  was  the  true  meaning 
of  John  Hay's  open-door  policy.  On  July  3, 
1900.  Secretary  of  State  Hay.  greatly  dis- 
turbed by  the  implications  of  the  Boxer 
Rebellion,  sent  a  circular  note  to  the  inter- 
ested powers,  declaring  that  the  policy  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  Sutes  Is  to  seek 
a  solution  which  may  preserve  Chinese  ter- 
ritorial  and   administrative   entity. 

Several  years  later  this  same  attitude  was 
expressed  in  the  Root-Takahlra  agreement 
with  Japan,  which  provided  that  both  powers 
uphold  the  open  door  in  China  and  support 
by  pacific  means  the  independence  and  in- 
tegrity of  China. 

Again,  the  United  States  emphaaized  this 
traditional  policy  toward  China  after  Japan 
presented  to  the  Chinese  Government  in  1916 
the  famous  21  demands.  Secretary  of  State. 
William  Jennings  Bryan  sent  a  note  to  Japan 
In  which  he  declared  that  the  United  States 
"•  •  •  cannot  recognize  any  agreement  or 
undertaking  •  •  •  impairing  •  •  •  the  po- 
litical or  territorial  integrity  of  the  Republlo 
of  China.  •  •  •••  American  opposition  to 
Japanese  expansion  on  the  Asian  Oontinent 
continued  to  grow  untU  the  Washing^n  Con- 
ference of  1921,  which  resulted  in  further 
agreement  to  respect  Ctiiiias  sovereignty  and 
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independence,  and  tn  temporary  retreat  by 
Japan  aU  along  the  Uziia. 

And  flnaUy,  in  1932.  as  a  result  at  tta* 
overrunning  ot  Manchuria  by  Japan.  Secre- 
tary of  Stat*  Btlmaon  sent  notes  to  China 
and  Japan,  ezpresaing  what  becaaoe  known 
as  the  policy  of  noorecognitlon  directed  spe- 
cifically at  Japanese  expansion  in  China. 

This  Is  the  real  background  to  our  present 
policy  toward  Red  China.  History  shows 
that  we  have  been  consistent  In  our  con- 
cern for  a  free  and  independent  China.  To- 
day it  is  Soviet  Russia,  instead  of  Japan, 
which  has  moved  In  to  control  China.  There 
is  very  little  difference  in  our  present  atti- 
tude toward  Red  China  and  the  policy  ex- 
pressed by  Stlmson  toward  Japan.  As  we 
refused  to  recognize  Japanese  claims  to  Chi- 
nese soil,  so  we  now  refuse  tc  recognize  the 
Communist  Infiltration  of  that  sanie  country. 

Today  Red  China  la  a  satellite  of  Moscow, 
taken  over  by  Red  conquest  and  insidious 
Infiltration.  In  a  fashion  similar  to  the  So- 
viet absorption  of  Poland,  Caechoslovakia, 
Hungary,  and  Rumania. 

Recognition  of  the  Commxmlst  conquest 
of  China  and  adnUsslon  of  Red  China  to  the 
United  Nations  would  t>e  a  reversal  of  all 
that  we  have  worked  for  In  the  Far  East 
since  the  days  of  John  Hay. 

But  nonrecogTiltlon  of  Commun-lsrt  China 
coupled  with  an  attack  in  deptJi  on  the  mis- 
understanding among  Asian  peoples  con- 
cerning the  position  of  the  United  States 
on  colonialism  wherever  it  may  be  found  are 
not  enough.  A  vigorous  effort  must  be  made 
to  snatch  away  the  false  face  of  Uberatlon 
which  has  been  assumed  by  conununlsm  In 
Asia.  The  passionate  desire  of  the  people 
of  Asia  for  freedom  and   self -rule  has  so 

blinded  them  as  to  permit  considerable  suc- 
cess In  the  Soviet  practice  erf  this  deception. 
We  must  tear  away  the  papier  mache  facade 
of  Communist  protection  and  reveal  to 
the  great  masses  of  people  In  all  these  coun- 
tries the  brutal  and  tyrannicil  colonialism 
which  it  covers  up. 

The  Manila  Pact  and  accompanying  Pa- 
cific Charter  are  major  strides  In  the  right 
direction  toward  Improving  thp  prospects  for 
nr^otlating  from  strength.  However,  words 
must  be  backed  with  action.  We  must  show 
conclusively  not  only  that  we  offer  freedom 
as  an  alternative  to  communism,  but  that 
the  freedom  we  oOer  will  be  accompanied 
by  a  better  life  of  real  prosperity  and  prog- 
ress which  respects  the  dignity  of  each  indi- 
vidual. Promising  avenues  along  which  we 
can  pursue  this  goal  are  a  stcpped-up  pro- 
gram of  bilateral  and  multilateral  (United 
Nations)  technical  assistance,  accompanied 
by  a  hard-hitting  Information  program,  and 
•■»  preatly  expanded  plan  for  student  exchange 
to  the  end  that  institutions  of  freedom  may 
be  studied  firsthand.  One  has  only  to  talk 
with  the  leaders  of  the  free  r.atlons  in  the 
Far  East  to  realize  how  highly  effective  an 
idea  can  t>e  when  Uanslated  and  applied 
with  boldness  and  imagination. 

For  many  centturies  the  greatest  cultural 
and  political  Influence  in  the  east  stenuned 
from  ChintL  China  has  always  been  the  key 
to  the  history  of  that  whole  area.  Today, 
as  In  the  past,  the  key  to  a  free  and  Inde- 
pendent Asia  is  a  free  and  independent 
China.  American  policy  has  recognized  this 
political  fact  for  over  half  a  century.  We 
must  continue  to  recognize  it.  This  country 
of  ours  has  come  a  long  way  on  the  Ideals 
which  are  the  foundation  of  our  very  exist- 
ence. The  American  dream  which  caught 
the  Imagination  of  men  everywhere  180  years 
ago  Is  EtiU  only  a  dream  for  millions  of 
people. 

We  have  the  opportunity  out  of  our  own 
experiences  to  inspire  and  fire  the  imagi- 
nations of  those  who  strive  to  make  this 
great  dream  a  reality. 
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SHOPPING  ON  THE  SABBATH 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  four  full- page  adver- 
tisements  which  appeared  m  a  Washing- 
ton newspaper  on  Simday.  The  first  (me 
reads: 

Sunday  sale.  Today.  Save!  Save!  9  a.  m. 
to  5  p.  m. 

Another  advertisement  reads: 

Today — Sunday — 11  a.  m.  to  7  p.  m.  at  our 
warehouse. 

Another  reads: 

Starts  today  Sunday!  Six  hours.  11  a.  m. 
to  5  p.  m. 

Another  advertisement  reads: 

Today  Sunday!  8  a.  m.  to  6  p.  m. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  becoming  very  ap- 
prehensive about  the  growing  tendency 
illustrated  by  these  full-page  ads  to  tiim 
the  Sabbath  into  a  bargain  shopping  day 
m  the  Nation's  Capital. 

Since  the  founding  of  this  Nation,  the 
Sabbath  has  been  a  day  of  rest,  of  wor- 
ship, of  family  association,  and  of  out- 
door recreation.  I  am  not  asking  for 
"blue  laws"  or  the  stern  austerity  with 
which  obeervance  of  the  Sabbath  has  in 
times  been  enforced  by  laws.  But  the 
violation  of  the  Sabbath  in  the  Nation's 
Capital  as  a  purely  bargain  shopping  day 
has  l)een  growing  and  now  threatens  to 
turn  Washington  into  a  "Bagdad  on  the 
Potomac." 

There  is  ru)  urgency  or  need  for  these 
"bargain  days"  which  are  here  adver- 
tised. There  is  no  compelling  reason, 
except  to  get  the  jump  on  other  business 
houses  who  choose  to  observe  the  Na- 
tion's religious  habits  of  honoriivg  Sun- 
day as  a  day  of  religious  observance,  of 
rest,  and  recreation. 

If  this  practice  by  a  few  prevails  it  can 
establish  a  very  distinctive  merchandis- 
ing pattern  which,  because  it  is  accepted 
in  the  Nation's  Capital,  could  spread  to 
make  Sunday  a  bargain  shopping  day 
throughout  the  48  States. 

Employees  in  Washington  are  given 
ample  time  to  pursue  their  merchandis- 
ing needs  throughout  the  week.  With  a 
40-hour  week  prevailing  in  almost  every 
department  of  Government,  and  with 
practically  no  industrial  or  other  re- 
quirements making  it  necessary  for  un- 
usual o[>enings  on  Sunday.  I  feel  that  the 
Senate  and  the  Board  of  Trade  of  Wash- 
ington should  concern  itself  with  this 
growing  habit.  There  is  no  law  at  the 
present  time  which  can  prevent  it.  How- 
ever, if  the  habit,  which  is  growing,  can- 
not be  prevented,  I  believe  it  is  high  time 
for  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  put  the  problem  on  its 
agenda  for  consideration  in  the  new 
Congress. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  commend  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  for  calling  to 
our  attention  the  advertisements  to 
which  he  has  just  referred  concerning 
sales  held  on  the  Sabbath  Day,  which  is 
commonly  known  as  Sunday.  I  wish  fur- 
ther to  invite  the  attention  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  the  fact  that  it  has  always  been 
true  in  the  past  that  when  a  nation  for- 
got God — and  these  business  concerns 
are   forgetting  God   when   they   fail   to 


recognize  the  Sabbath  Day — it  haa.  been 
only  a  short  time  until  that  nation  has 
been  destroyed.  We  in  America  must 
look  to  God  for  guidance  and  help  In- 
stead of  looking  to  material  things.  Our 
defenses  will  be  of  no  use  unless  we  are 
a  God-fearing  people. 


RESOLUTION  OP  CENSURB 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  301)  to  cen- 
sure the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  had  this  morning  some  discussions 
with  the  minority  leader  relative  to  our 
general  program  for 'this  week.  Of 
course,  whatever  reconmiendations  are 
made  are  subject  to  the  approval  and 
decision  of  the  Senate  itself,  but  at  leftst. 
tentatively,  it  has  been  my  view  that  for 
today,  for  example,  we  will  remain  in 
session  until  approximately  6  or  6:''M 
o'clock  this  evening;  that  tonioirow 
morning  we  would  resume  at  10  o'clock 
and  continue  until  6  or  6 :  30  in  the  after- 
noon, taking  off,  at  approximately  1 
o'clock,  a  1-hour  lunch  period. 

I  have  not  had  the  opiMirtunity  to 
check  with  all  the  Senators  on  this  side' 
of  the  aisle  who  may  be  interested  in 
the  pending  matter,  including  the  mem- 
bers of  the  select  committee  and  some 
of  those  who  are  carrjring  on  the  debate 
on  both  sides,  in  favor  of  or  opposed  to 
the  resolution  and  such  amendments  as 
may  be  presaited.  Ehiring  the  course 
of  the  afternoon  I  shaU  do  that,  but  I 
desired  to  acquaint  the  Senate  with  the 
tentative  plan  which  I  had  in  mind. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  on 
November  16  I  suinounced  to  the  Senate 
my  intention  of  offering  an  amendment 
to  Senate  Resolution'  301.  adding  a 
new  section  condemning  certain  actions 
taken  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin fMr.  McCarthy]  and  certain  lan- 
gnage  used  by  him  in  referring  to  the 
Senate,  to  the  select  committee,  and  to 
its  chairman,  my  colleague  the  senior 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins]. 
This  language  mcludes  some  remarks 
made  off  the  floor,  and,  since  no  one  has 
challenged  their  accuracy,  I  am  assum- 
ing that  they  have  been  truthfully 
reported. 

I  ttiink  our  present  deliberations  would 
not  be  either  conclusive  or  complete  if 
these  additional  possible  bases  for  cen- 
sure were  not  carefully  considered,  since 
they  seem  to  be  logical  extensions  of,  or 
parallels  to,  the  two  sections  in  the  c<Hn- 
mittee's  recommendations,  and  therefore 
point  to  continuing  actions  which  also 
might  tend  to  bring  the  Senate  into 
dishonor  and  disrepute. 

Since  under  Senate  i*ules  action  on  my 
proposed  amendment  must  foDow  that 
taken  on  the  committee  report,  I  shsdl 
not  try  to  develop  the  case  for  it  today. 
But  I  have  prepared  a  preliminary  state- 
ment and  ask  that  it  be  printed  in  the 
body  of  the  Recoeo  at  the  end  of  these 
remarks. 

There  beii^  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  m  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  bt  Ssnatxa  Beknxxt 


On   November   10.   as  this  special 
began,  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  mada 
a    short    speech    expressing    his    hopes    that 
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our  dellbcimtlons  would  be  conducted  In  an 
Impenmal.  Judicial  atmoepbere  whlctx  would 
maintain  and  enhance  the  honor  and  dig- 
nity of  the  Senate.  He  certainly  had  no  Idea 
then  that  he  would  become  Involved  In  the 
subsequent  developments  as  the  auth(»  of 
an  amendment  extending  the  scope  and  area 
of  potential  censure.  At  the  same  time,  he 
■till  stands  on  several  positions  taken  in  that 
opening  statement : 

First.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  still 
hopes  that  we  can  resolve  the  Issues  on  the 
facts  and  not  on  personalities.  He  repeats 
what  he  said  on  June  10,  "We  are  not  here 
to  pass  Judgment  on  a  fellow  Senator,  but 
to  try  Issues  which  Involve  a  man  whCMn  we 
should  Impersonallze  as  'Mr.  X.' "  On  this 
point  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  seems  to 
agree,  because  during  the  debate  he  has 
said  taany  times,  as  he  did  on  November  11 
(Congressional  Record,  p.  15964) ,  "As  I  have 
repeatedly  said,  I  believe  McCarthy  Is  com- 
pletely unimportant  in  this  issue."  There- 
fore, the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  hopes 
that  we  will  consider  the  actions  and  lan- 
guage complained  of  apart  from  the  man. 
Certainly  he  has  no  personal  animosity. 

Second.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Utah 
hoped  then,  and  still  hopes,  that  we  can 
finally  make  our  decision  without  having  "to 
confuse  the  reported  issues  with  extraneous 
and  irrelevant  matters,  including  the  overall 
problem  of  communism."  On  this  it  Is  ap- 
parent that  the  two  Junior  Senators  from 
Utah  and  Wisconsin  do  not  agree,  since  Sen- 
ator McCartht  has  since  accused  the  mem- 
bers of  the  select  committee  of  being  "un- 
witting handmaidens,"  "involuntary  agents," 
and  "attorneys  In  fact"  of  the  Communist 
Party,  and  says  that  in  writing  its  report  the 
committee  "Imitated  Communist  methods." 
In  considering  the  proposed  amendment  the 
Senate  mxist  decide  whether  the  interjection 
of  the  Communist  Issue  In  such  a  form  Is 
censurable. 

Third.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  ex- 
pressed the  fear  that  during  these  delibera- 
tions the  same  offenses  with  which  the  Jimior 
Senator  tram.  Wisconsin  was  charged  would 
be  repeated.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Utah 
is  now  persuaded  that  this  may  have  SMrtually 
happened,  and  that  our  work  would  be 
neith^  conclusive  nor  complete  unless  we 
considered  the  apparent  extensions  of  and 
parallels  to  the  committee  report  as  they 
have  developed  since  that  report  was  Issued. 

The  parallel  between  the  attitude  of  Sena- 
tor McCartht  toward  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  In  the  82d  Congress 
and  his  attitude  toward  the  select  committee 
of  the  83d  Congress  is  not  complete,  but  it 
is  strikingly  similar.  In  the  first  Instance  he 
Is  charged  with  having  ref  vised  to  cooperate 
with  the  subcommittee  and  having  attacked 
Its  authority  and  honor  In  the  strongest  lan- 
guage. In  the  second  instance,  he  cooperated 
with  the  select  committee  until  a  committee 
print  of  Its  report  had  been  released,  and 
then  attacked  Its  authority  and  honor  In 
similar  language.  His  characterization  of 
Senator  Watkins,  chairman  of  the  select 
committee,  as  "stupid"  and  "cowardly"  has 
a  ring  strangely  reminiscent  of  his  earlier 
reference  to  Senator  Hendrickson  as  being  a 
man  "with  neither  brains  nor  guts." 

The  question  has  been  raised  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  83d  Congress  can  censiire  a  Sen- 
ator for  actions  and  language  occurring  in 
the  82d  Congress.  But  wben  the  pattern  Is 
substantially  repeated  In  the  83d,  doesn't  the 
problem  of  a  "continuing  Senate"  largely  dis- 
appear? And  if  it  Is  worthy  of  censvu-e  in  one 
case.  Isn't  it  worthy  In  the  other? 

Fourth.  The  Junior  Senator  expressed  the 
fear  that  we  might  conduct  these  delibera- 
tions in  such  a  way  that  someone  would  show 
contempt  tot  the  committee. 

Much  has  been  made  of  the  extent  to 
which  and  the  manner  in  which  our  present 
deliberations  parallel  the  proceedings  of  a 
court  of  law.    The  Junior  Senator  from  Utah 
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neecis  hardly  repeat  again  that  he  \b  not  a 
lawyer,  but  he  thinks  he  can  see,  in  the 
actions  and  language  covered  by  his  amend- 
ment and  occurring  since  the  select  com- 
mittee issued  its  report,  conditions  which,  if 
a  court  of  law  were  involved,  might  well  form 
the  basis  for  charges  of  contempt.  He  is  in- 
clined to  believe  that  this  forms  another  par- 
allel that  may  well  stand  up  in  this  case. 
Since  the  facts _are  apparently  undisputed, 
the  Senate  may  properly  act  on  his  amend- 
ment without  referring  it  to  a  committee, 
Just  as  a  court  initiates,  hears,  and  punishes 
Its  own  contempt  charges.  When  the  debate 
on  this  amendment  occurs,  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  hopes  to  cite  many  authori- 
ties on  this  point. 

Fifth.  Briefly,  in  his  earlier  speech,  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Utah  touched  on  the 
question  of  possible  effects  on  our  freedom 
of  speech  here  in  the  Senate.  Since  then, 
much  has  been  made  of  this  Issue.  It  has 
been  suggested  that  any  action  we  take  to 
censure  a  Senator  for  the  use  of  what  seems 
to  be  Improper  language  is  a  telling  blow  to 
our  liberty.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Utah 
Is  not  Impressed,  because  his  concept  of  free- 
dom is  that  it  is  basically  a  spiritual,  father 
than  a  literal,  force.  Only  men  who  are 
capable  of  self-control  can  enjoy  the  bless- 
ings of  freedom,  and  thus  It  can  exist  only 
In  a  high  moral  atmosphere.  Being  spiritual. 
any  attempt  to  materialize  It  Into  specific 
rules  weakens  and  may  eventually  destroy  it. 
At  the  same  time,  at  the  other  end  of  the 
scale,  unbridled,  immoral  exploitation  of 
freedom  becomes  anarchy.  "The  keys  of  lib- 
erty are  not  In  the  hands  of  license." 

We  are  a  selected  handful  of  Americans. 
96  out  of  162  million,  entrusted  with  a  great 
respGnsibility.  On  the  principle  that  where 
much  is  given  much  Is  expected,  the  Ameri- 
can people  are  entitled  to  expect  our  gtand- 
ards  of  language  and  conduct  always  to  be  In 
good  taste  and  far  above  any  arbitrary 
. .  minima. 

Certainly,  we  need  no  Hays  office  or  other 
form  of  censorship  to  set  forth  the  words 
we  may  not  use  or  the  extent  to  which  we 
may  bare  our  rhetorical  bosoms.  Certainly, 
when  necessary,  we  should  feel  that  we  have 
the  power  tp  discipline  ourselves,  or  one  of 
us,  according  to  the  then-existing  conditions 
Without  thus  fixing  a  precedent  lor  all  time. 

Sixth.  We  have  a  responsibility  to  preserve 
the  Senate  from  dishonor  and  disrepute  and 
to  enhance  its  dignity  In  the  eyes  of  the 
American  people  and  the  world.  In  his 
speech  on  November  10,  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Utah  made  a  few  observations  on  the 
general  subject  of  dignity,  which  he  wUl  not 
repeat  here.  Instead,  may  he  repeat  the 
words  of  our  beloved  colleague,  the  dean  of 
this  body,  spoken  during  the  debate  on  the 
Bingham  censure  case.  On  page  5126  of 
the  Congressional  Record,  volume  71,  part 
5,  Senator  Walter  F.  George,  of  Georgia,  said 
then,  "The  view  I  take  of  the  question.  Mr. 
President,  is  simply  this:  That  the  official 
act  of  each  one  of  us  has  a  public  quality  and 
that  act  is  either  in  the  interest  of  the  pub- 
lic good  or  it  is  contrary  to  the  interest  of 
the  public.  It  either  promotes  confidence 
in  the  processes  of  Government  or  it  tends 
to  weaken  public  confidence  in  the  processes 
of  Government."  I  think  this  applies  with 
equal  force  to  our  present  problem.  Our 
obligation  today  is  Just  as  great. 

It  is  for  these  six  reasons,  among  many, 
that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  believes 
that  we  cannot  conclude  this  unpleasant 
task  without  having  considered  the  state- 
ments made  over  the  past  6  weeks  by  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  about  the 
select  ccxnmlttee,  some  of  Its  individual 
members,  and  about  the  Senate  itself. 

Certainly,  we  owe  that  to  the  members 
of  the  select  committee.  They  did  not  seek 
their  difficult  job.  but  were  literally  drafted 
for  It  and  performed  their  onerous  tatk  as 
an  unrewarding  duty.     While   some   of   the 


Senators  may  not  agree  with  the  recom- 
mendations they  made,  we  should  respect 
them  for  their  service  to  the  Senate.  Cer- 
tainly, their  only  reward  should  not  be  pub- 
lic ridicule  and  personal  castlgatlon.  Nor 
should  the  Senate  Itself  be  similarly  treated 
because  It  has  met  to  consider  the  commit- 
tee report. 

It  Is  the  feeling  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Utah  that  any  actions  taken  or  language 
used  which  might  create  this  unhappy  ef- 
fect should  be  considered  as  a  part  of  these 
deliberations,  in  order  that  our  final  action 
may  be  conclusive  and  complete.  It  Is  for 
this  purpose  that  the  proposed  amendment 
Is  being  Introduced. 

Mr.  BE^fNETT.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  to  the  desk  a  proposed  ansendment 
to  Senate  Resolution  301,  and  ask  that 
it  be  printed  and  lie  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
amendment  will  be  printed  and  will  lie 
on  the  table. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  make  it  clear,  first  of  all,  that 
what  I  am  about  to  do  is  not  to  be  taken 
as  any  compromise  on  my  part,  with  the 
principles  I  have  held  and  which  I  still 
hold.  It  does  not  constitute,  directly  or 
indirectly,  any  lessening  of  my  determi- 
nation in  the  fight  against  communism, 
in  or  out  of  government. 

I  have  had  disagreements  of  fact  and 
opinion  with  Members  of  the  Senate  and 
I  have  disapproved  of,  and  criticized  the 
conduct  of  certain  senatorial  committees, 
which  is  the  right,  and  the  responsibility 
of  every  Senator  if  his  conscience  so 
dictates.    For  this  I  have  no  apologies. 

The  efforts  to  expKJse  communism  have 
engendered  deep  bitterness  and  heat  on 
both  sides.  I  know — perhaps  better  than 
any  other  Member  of  the  Senate — what 
it  is  to  suffer  abuse,  heaped  upon  me  to 
the  point  of  exhaustion.  I  would  be  the 
last,  therefore,  to  deliberately  administer 
abuse  to  anyone  else. 

During  the  past  10  days  of  confine- 
ment— painful  days,  I  may  say — there 
has  been  time  for  contemplation,  and 
careful  analysis  of  the  charges  that  have 
been  made  against  me. 

They  boil  down  simply  to  the  accusa- 
tion that  I  have  used  discourteous  and 
offensive  words — words  that  have  in- 
jured the  sensibilities  of  some  of  my  col- 
leagues. I  admit  that  at  times  I  have 
been  extremely  blunt  in  expressing  my 
opinions.  I  do  not  claim  to  be  a  master 
of  words. 

This  being  true.  I  say  to  those  who  feel 
they  have  been  offended,  that  1  had  no 
intention  in  the  words  that  were  used  of 
hurting  the  feelings  of  anyone;  but  in 
the  facts  and  opinions  that  I  held,  I  am 
unchanged.  Like  my  colleagues.  I  am 
not  without  weaknesses.  Like  them,  I 
make  mistakes;  and  however  I  may  strive 
otherwise.  I  suppose  I  shall  make  others 
in  the  future. 

I  yield  to  none  of  my  colleagues,  how- 
ever, in  my  ideals,  my  principles,  my 
integrity,  or  my  prayerful  devotion  to 
this  great  Nation  I  am  privileged  to  try 
to  serve.  I  am  distressed  that  for  10 
months,  the  attention  of  the  Senate  has 
been  too  greatly  monopolized  by  the 
clamor  and  controversy  over  oae  Sena- 
tor— Joe  McCarthy. 

It  has  been  stated  that  the  dlgrnity  of 
the  Senate  is  involved.    My  greatest  wish 
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is  to  help  increase  the  dignity  oi  the 
Senate,  for  the  dignity  of  the  Senate  i« 
of  great  importance. 

Of  even  greater  importance,  however, 
is  the  honor,  the  safety,  and  the  welfare 
of  the  Nation,  and  the  security  of  its 
citizens,  wherever  they  may  be.  And 
while  the  attention  of  the  Senate  has 
been  largely  concentrated  on  McCaxtht, 
the  world  Communist  conspiracy  has 
made  dangerous  and  costly  gains.  Thir- 
teen American  airmen  are  in  Communist 
Chinese  prisons,  for  terms  up  to  life  im- 
prisonment. Our  planes  are  shot  down 
by  Communist  violators.  As  of  the  mo- 
ment, hundreds  of  GI's  are  being  "brain- 
washed" in  bloodstained  Communist 
dungeons.  American  citizens  are  held  in 
the  Iron  Curtain  prisons  of  Europe  and 
Asia  on  trumped-up  charges.  In  com- 
parison to  these,  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  language  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  are  inconsequential  in  the  ex- 
treme. In  that  view,  I  am  certain  my  dis- 
tinguished colleagues  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  will  Join  me  without  reserve. 

These  times  call  for  solidarity  of  pur- 
pose and  of  effort  against  common  prob- 
lems. 

I  came  prepared  for  whatever  action 
the  Senate  may  take  on  this  resolution 
of  censure.  My  colleagues.  I  hop>e,  real- 
ize the  tremendous  implications  and 
recognize  their  responsibility  to  the  fu- 
ture. For  my  p>art.  my  efforts  to  expose 
Communist  infiltration  in  government 
will  continue  regardless  of  the  outcome 
of  the  censure  vote. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  overall  national  welfare.  I 
suggest  that  no  good  can  be  achieved  by 
continuing  this  debate. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  de- 
bate be  terminated  at  3  p.  m.,  on  Wednes- 
day, and  that  votes  on  the  resolution  of 
censure  and  the  amendments  thereto  or 
substitutes  therefor  be  commenced  at 
that  time. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  what  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsm  has  just  stated 
is  exactly  and  100-percent  correct. 
E^•ents  are  taking  place  which  are  far 
more  important  than  what  has  been  go- 
ing on  in  the  Senate  and  in  the  Halls  of 
Congress  for  the  past  several  weeks  and 
months. 

I  may  say  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  that  I  objected  to  a  urumi- 
mous-consent  agreement  which  was  pro- 
pcsed  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
IMr.  Morse]  on  November  18,  the  last 
day  when  the  Senate  was  in  session.  I 
used  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  as 
my  authority  for  objecting,  but  the  basis 
for  my  objection  to  the  proposed  unan- 
imous-consent agreement  to  dispose  of 
this  matter  was  that  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Oregon,  who  has  always 
been  so  much  opposed  to  unanimous- 
consent  agreements,  had  proposed  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  when  the 
junior  Senator  froin  Wisconsin  was  not 
on  the  floor,  but  was  in  the  hospital, 
unable  to  protect  and  defend  himself. 

However,  at  this  time,  since  the  junior 
Senator  ftoax  Wisconsin  is  present  to 
speak  for  himself,  I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  and  I  shaU 


not  object,  because  I  desire  to  see  the 
pending  question  brought  to  a  head  and 
the  matter  resolved,  I  wonder  if  the  dis- 
tinguished junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin would  be  willing  to  amplify  his  pro- 
posal that  starting  at  3  o'clock  on 
Wednesday  all  the  various  amendntents 
and  the  resolution  itself  shall  come  to  a 
vote. 

I  think  perhaps  it  will  be  necessary  to 
provide  for  an  allocation  of  time,  and 
that  matter  could  be  worked  out  between 
the  minority  leader  and  the  majority 
leader,  so  as  to  provide,  for  instance,  one- 
half  hour  or  1  hour  to  a  side  on  each 
amendment,  the  time  to  be  equally  di- 
vided, so  that  on  new  amendments  which 
may  be  offered  adequate  time  would  be 
afforded  for  discussion 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  California  has  made  a  good  point. 
I  wish  to  amend  my  proposed  unani- 
mous-consent request  so  as  to  provide 
that  1  hour  be  allocated  to  each  side  on 
any  substitute  or  any  amendment  to  the 
resolution. 

The  question  then  arises  as  to  who 
shall  be  in  control  of  the  time.  I  would 
rather  not  control  It  myself,  I  am  in- 
clined to  think  that 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest,  at  this 
point,  that  perhaps  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  might  designate  a  Sen- 
ator to  control  the  time  on  his  side  of 
the  question;  or,  perhaps,  a  Senator 
might  be  designated  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle,  and  a  Senator  might  be  designated 
by  the  minority  leader  on  the  other  side. 
I  think  it  would  be  necessary  to  have 
the  time  controlled  by  individual  Sena- 
tors, who  could  then  allocate  the  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  will  yield  in  a 
moment. 

I  suggest  that  perhaps  the  dLstin- 
guished  senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Watkins]  might  control  the  time  on  one 
side,  and  that  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker],  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dieksen].  or  some  other  Senator  might 
control  the  time  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  the  cus- 
tomary practice  has  been  to  have  at 
least  half  of  the  time  controlled  on  each 
side  of  the  aisle.  The  minority  leader 
normally  has  had  control  of  half  of  the 
time,  whenever  there  has  been  a  situa- 
tion of  this  kind,  and  has  then  allocated 
that  time  to  Senators  on  his  side  of  the 
aisle. 

It  may  be  that  we  shall  need  to  dis- 
cuss the  matter  a  little  further,  but  I 
feel  certain  that  It  will  be  possible  to 
reach  a  satisfactory  understanding. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  suggest  that  the 
majority  leader  and  the  minority  leader 
control  the  time.  I  am  certain  that  they 
will  do  so  fairly,  so  as  to  enable  Sen- 
ators on  both  sides  of  the  question  to 
be  heard. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  yield. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  It  the  In- 
tention of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin to  have  divided  equally  between 
the  two  sides  all  the  time  between  now 
and  Wednesday  at  3  o'clock? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  My  thought  is  that 
cotninencing  at,  say.  2  o'clock  this  after- 
noon we  start  dividing  the  time. 

I  frankly  feel  that  we  have  discussed 
this  question  to  the  limit.  I  think  there 
is  no  further  light  which  can  be  sbed 
upon  it. 

I  may  say  to  the  able  Senator  from 
Texas  that  one  of  the  reasons  why  I 
should  like  to  see  an  end  to  this  debate 
over  words  is,  first,  the  seriousness  of  the 
world  situation,  as  I  have  previously 
pointed  out. 

A  second  reason  is  that  our  investigat- 
ing committee  has  a  tremendous  back- 
log of  work.  There  are  approximately — 
and  I  hate  to  use  figures — 42  fifth- 
amendment  Communists  who  are  work- 
ing in  defense  plants  as  of  this  very  mo- 
ment. We  are  and  have  been  receiving 
full  cooperation  from  the  security  officers 
of  these  defense  plants.  But  once  they 
have  been  called  before  our  subcommit- 
tee, and  if  they  plead  the  fifth  amend- 
ment. I  feel  cwifldent  that  they  will  be 
immediately  removed  from  any  classi- 
fied work  on  defense  contracts. 

I  am  extremely  eager  to  get  back  to 
the  work  of  my  committee.  We  have 
been  kept  from  that  work  for  about  10 
months.  I  dislike  seeing  this  Important 
work  delayed  unnecessarily  during  a 
repetitious  debate  extendmg  over  the 
next  2,  3,  or  4  weeks, 

I  hope  I  have  answered  the  question 
of  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  no 
desire  to  delay  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  and  his  committee  in  their 
very  important  work.  Neither  have  I 
any  objection  to  the  proposed  unani- 
mous-consent stgreement.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  think  it  would  be  very  desirable 
to  have  such  an  agreement,  provided  we 
understand  what  we  are  agreeing  to,  and 
provided  also  that  each  Senator  be  on 
notice  with  respect  to  the  agreement 
which  it  is  proposed  to  enter  into. 

First,  I  think  it  might  be  well  for  the 
majority  leader  to  give  consideratiortlto 
an  announcement  in  advance  of  entering 
into  the  proposed  agreement,  that  he 
would  not  be  disposed  to  recess  the  Sen- 
ate even  at  6:30  or  7  o'clock,  as  we  had 
previously  agreed  upon,  if  Senators  were 
present  who  desired  to  speak  this  eve-  ,. 
ning  and  tomorrow  evening. 

It  has  been  my  purpose  to  see  to  it 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
and  Senators  who  supported  his  posi- 
tion were  afforded  every  opportunity  for 
the  fullest  expression  of  their  views,  and 
that  the  same  opportunity  be  afforded  to 
those  who  opp>osed  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  I  think  the  procedures 
which  have  been  agreed  upon  heretofore 
have  done  that. 

Therefore.  I  welcome  the  proposed 
unanimous-consent  agreement,  ai>d  I 
suggest  that  if  the  maj(H'lty  leader  is  to 
control  half  of  the  time  and  the  minority 
leader  is  to  control  half  of  the  time,  the 
majority  leader  state,  for  the  benefit  of 
Members  who  desire  to  be  heard,  that 
the  Senate  will  hold  evening  sessions  on 
bclh  Monday  and  Tueaday. 
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Mr.  BENNETT.  BCr.  President,  will  the 
Sraator  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  am  delighted  to  hear 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  sug- 
gest a  i«t>po8ed  unanimous-consent 
agreement,  tmt  I  am  a  little  puzzled  aa 
to  its  effect. 

Is  it  the  purpose  of  the  Senator's  re- 
quest, under  the  limitation  he  proposes, 
that  the  total  time  between  now  and 
Wednesday  at  3  p.  m.,  be  equally  divided, 
without  an  actual  limitation  on  the  time 
of  any  one  speaker,  so  that  when  we  shall 
have  reached  the  hour  of  3  o'clock  on 
Wednesday  afternoon,  we  shall  begin  to 
vote?  Or  is  it  his  intention  that  begin- 
ning at  2  o'clock  this  afternoon  the  con- 
trol of  the  time  with  respect  to  amend- 
ments, substitutes,  and  resolutions  shall 
begin,  which  might  bring  us  to  a  vote  at 
5  o'clock  this  afternoon? 

It  seems  to  me  there  is  a  little  area  of 
possible  misunderstanding  in  this  situ- 
ation, and  I  am  anxious  to  have  it 
straightened  out. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  As  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  understands*  the  situa- 
tion, the  j\uilor  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
proposes  that  we  proceed  to  vote  on  all 
amendments  and  on  the  resolution  itself 
at  3  o'clock  on  Wednesday  afternoon. 
That  is  a  normal  procedure. 

Mr.  BENNETT.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  Senators 
do  not  care  to  consume  the  time — and  it 
is  a  little  difficult  for  me  to  believe  that 
they  will  not  [laughter] — if  they  do  not 
care  to  consiune  all  the  time  between  now 
and  3  o'clock  on  Wednesday  afternoon, 
then  I  believe  the  majority  leader  will 
always  be  prepared  to  accommodate 
Senators  and  move  a  recess. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  One  thing  which  puz- 
zled me  was  the  reference  to  a  specific 
period  of  an  hour  to  a  side.  If  we  begin 
at  2  o'clock  today  to  limit  debate  on  the 
proposed  amendments  and  substitute — 
and  thus  far  there  is  only  one  which  iias 
been  offered;  I  understand  that  there 
will  probably  be  two — ^we  might  conclude 
the  matter  by  6  o'clock  tonight,  which 
would  be  perfectly  satisfactory  to  the 
junior  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  first  let  me  say 
that  since  the  select  committee  is  really 
the  pn^Mjnent  of  the  resolution,  I  be- 
lieve it  would  be  only  fair  that  the 
chairman  of  the  select  committee  be  con- 
sulted in  the  matter,  and  tliat  he  have 
an  oiqx>rtunity  to  confer  with  the  other 
members  of  the  select  committee. 

Secondly,  I  may  say  to  my  good  friend 
from  Wisconsin  that  I  believe  the  re- 
quest—^ 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  am  sorry,  I  missed 
the  first  part  of  the  Senator's  statement. 
I  was  talking  to  the  able  Senator  from 
South  Dakota. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  My  statement  was 
that  since  officially  the  select  committee 
is  the  proponent  of  the  resolution  now 
pending  before  the  Senate,  it  ought  to  be 
consulted  with  respect  to  the  continuity 
of  the  sessions,  and  as  to  how  late  the 
Senate  shall  sit.  I  do  not  believe  there 
can  be  any  objection  to  the  request  as 
made,  except  that  it  should  be  refined. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 


Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  should  like  to  con- 
tinue for  a  moment  so  that  I  may  <}om- 
plete  my  statement. 

Unfortimately,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Illinois  will  ha/ve  to  be  out  of  the  city 
late  tomorrow  afternoon  and  We<lnes- 
day  morning.  Frankly,  I  have  prepared 
aoms  data  and  information  which,  in 
my  feeble  way,  I  shall  want  to  impress 
upon  the  Senate  in  due  time.  I  believe 
there  should  be  some  refinement  of  the 
imanimous-consent  request,  in  order 
that  provision  may  be  made  for  a  limita- 
tion of  debate  and  a  division  of  time 
with  respect  to  any  amendments  or  sub- 
stitutes which  may  be  offered.  I  would 
not  want  to  vmdertake  to  address  the 
Senate  in  my  own  time  until  I  had  of- 
fered my  substitute,  and  that  probably 
will  be  done  after  the  limitation  hour  set 
for  Wednesday  at  3  o'clock. 

Mr.  President,  still  reserving  the  right 
to  object,  I  believe  we  can  afford  to  be 
hberal  with  respect  to  limitation  of  time 
on  amendments  and  substitutes.  1  be- 
heve  that  on  substitutes  the  Senate 
might  agree  to  an  hour  and  a  half  for 
each  side.  I  shall  strive  for  compres- 
sion when  I  address  the  Senate.  I  some- 
times have  difficulty  in  achieving  that 
goal.  However,  I  think  I  shall  want  to 
have  an  hour  and  a  half.  I  would  not 
want  to  be  limited  otherwise. 

My  information  is  that,  other  than 
perfecting  amendments  which  may  be 
offered  by  the  select  committee,  there  is 
one  amendment  to  be  offered  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Utah  IMr.  Ben- 
nett], and  a  noncontroversial  amend- 
ment, as  I  read  it,  to  be  offered  con- 
jointly by  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  Johnson]  and  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]. 

With  that  information  as  a  basis,  I 
suppose  the  Senate  can  be  reasonably 
hberat4n  allowing  time  to  Senators  to 
speak  on  amendments  and  substitutes, 
and  still  bring  the  present  session  to  a 
close  by  the  end  of  the  week. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  that  there  is  no 
objection  to  amending  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  to  provide  for  an  hour 
and  a  half  for  each  side  on  any  amend- 
ment or  substitute.  There  is  no  objec- 
tion whatsoever  to  such  a  provision. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  have  an  opportunity  to 
confer  with  the  chairman  of  the  select 
committee  [Mr.  Watkins]  respecting 
the  time  limitation.  Acting  jointly  with 
the  minority  leader,  I  asked  the  Parlia- 
mentarian to  try  to  draft  the  proposal  in- 
to language,  so  that  there  might  be  read 
to  the  Senate  precisely  what  the  Senate 
is.  being  asked  to  agree  to.  I  am  hopeful 
that  the  area  of  agreement  may  be  em- 
bodied in  that  draft,  so  that  a  unani- 
mous-consent agreement  may  be  en- 
tered into  early  this  afternoon. 

I  should  like  to  confer  with  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Utah,  the 
chairman  of  the  select  committee,  in  re- 
gard to  the  proposed  time  limitation.  I 
may  state  that,  as  the  minority  leader 
has  pointed  out,  if  it  is  desired  that 
certain  Senators  make  speeches  today 
rather  than  tomorrow  or  Wednesday, 
I  would  be  prepared  to  ask  that  the 


Senate  sit  a  little  later  than  the  hour 
of  6  o'clock  which  had  been  contem- 
plated. The  same  understanding  would 
apply  to  tomorrow  and  the  following 
day.  We  shall  certainly  try  to  ac- 
commodate Senators  on  both  sides  of 
the  aisle  who  may  desire  to  make  re- 
marks, and  who  would  find  it  incon- 
venient to  do  so  Tuesday  or  Wednesday. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  the  unani- 
mous-consent request  has  come  as  some- 
what of  a  surprise.  I  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  consult  with  the  members 
of  the  select  committee.  They  are  not 
all  present  on  the  floor  at  the  moment. 
Personally  I  am  very  much  in  favor  of 
having  a  unanimous-consent  agreement, 
but  I  think  the  agreement  ought  to  be 
worked  out  very  carefully,  so  that  in  pro- 
ceeding under  such  an  arrangement  all 
Senators  will  have  adequate  opportunity 
to  say  what  they  desire  to  say,  and  yet 
the  Senate  be  enabled  to  come  to  a  con- 
clusion at  the  time  which  will  be  set  in 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement.  I 
think  the  request  ought  to  be  examined 
and  worked  on  a  little  more  today.  I 
should  like  to  consult  with  the  members 
of  the  select  committee.  I  do  not  know 
just  how  they  feel  about  the  request.  I 
assume  they  would  feel  very  much  as  I 
do,  but  I  think,  out  of  courtesy  to  them. 
the  members  of  the  committee  ought  to 
be  given  an  opportunity,  between  now 
and  2  o'clock  this  afternoon,  to  consult 
with  each  other  about  the  proposal. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Before  I  yield  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Watkins]  a  question  so  we  shall 
know  what  the  understanding  is.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Utah  agree  in  principle 
with  the  idea  of  limitation  of  debate  so 
that  we  can  get  back  to  other  work?  If 
so,  I  am  sure  we  can  work  out  the  tech- 
nicalities, the  time  limitation,  and  points 
of  that  kind. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  have  already  indi- 
cated I  am  agreeable  to  a  unanimous- 
consent  agreement.  I  think  agreeing  on 
a  time  limit  is  the  right  thing  to  do. 
However,  I  should  like  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  consult  with  the  other  members 
of  the  select  committee  so  that  we  can 
know  what  the  wishes  of  the  members  of 
the  committee  are  respecting  the  request, 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  When  the  Senator 
meets  with  the  other  members  of  the 
committee,  there  is  one  point  I  should 
like  to  have  him  take  up  with  them.  The 
suggestion  has  just  been  made  to  me  by 
2  able  Senators  that  the  time  limit  for 
speaking  on  substitutes  be  2  hours  for 
each  side,  and  that  the  time  limit  on 
amendments  be  a  half  hour  for  each  side. 
I  wish  the  Senator  would  check  with  the 
other  members  of  the  select  committee. 
I  am  not  asking  the  Senator  from  Utah  to 
commit  himself  here  and  now,  but  when 
he  discusses  the  matter  with  the  com- 
mittee, I  ask  that  he  mention  that  sug- 
gestion to  them,  that  there  be  allowed 
half  an  hour  to  each  side  on  amendments, 
and  2  hours  to  each  side  on  substitutes. 
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Mr.  WATKINS.  I  shall  be  glad  to  dis- 
cuss the  suggestion  with  the  members  of 
the  select  committee. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  should  like  clarification  of  what 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsm  is 
proposing.  As  I  understand  it,  he  pro- 
poses that  beginning  at  3  o'clock  on 
Wednesday  the  time  for  debate  shall  be 
limited,  under  the  control  of  the  ma- 
jority and  the  minority  leaders,  to  30 
minutes  for  each  side  on  amendments, 
and  2  hours  for  each  side  on  substitutes. 
Is  my  understanding  correct? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  imderstandlng 
of  the  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  we 
would  have  to  Include  in  the  understand- 
ing, in  the  customary  form,  a  provision 
regarding  any  motions  which  might  be 
made.  Such  a  provision  would  have  to  be 
included  so  that  there  might  not  be  in- 
cluded language  which  would  result  in  a 
change  m  the  rules. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  what  I 
have  stated  an  accurate  summary  of  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Yes.  I  may  say  to 
the  Senator  that  I  am  willing  to  agree 
to  almost  anything,  so  long  as  there  is 
a  cut-off  time,  and  that  the  understand- 
ing is  then  followed.  I  think  almost 
everything  has  been  said  that  can  be 
said,  therefore,  I  think  a  half  an  hour  is 
sufficient  on  any  motion,  except  a  motion 
to  table. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  I 
promised  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Idaho.  I  should  Uke  to  yield  to  him 
first. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  question  that  en- 
ters my  mind  Is  as  to  the  division  of  time. 
Who  shall  control  the  time?  We  have 
been  told  by  the  chairman  of  the  select 
committee  that  Senators  sit  here  as  sole 
judges  of  the  law  and  the  facts.  I  am 
wondering  if  we  shall  not  be  putting  the 
minority  and  the  majority  leaders  in  a 
tremendously  embarrassing  position  if 
we  enter  into  such  an  agreement  as  is 
proposed.  It  might  be  that  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  select  commit- 
tee would  want  some  time  to  speak,  and 
that  other  Senators  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle  might  desire  some  time.  Since  this 
is  a  supposedly  bipartisan  tribunal,  I 
think  we  had  better  study  the  question 
of  who  is  to  control  the  time.  I  would 
not  have  any  objection  at  all  to  having 
my  distinguished  friend,  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins],  or  the 
proponents  of  the  censure  resolution, 
control  the  time  on  behalf  of  those  who 
support  the  resolution,  and  another  Sen- 
ator, but  not  the  junior  Senator  from 
Idaho,  control  the  time  en  behalf  of 
Senators  in  opposition  to  the  censure 
reslution.  If  the  Senate  should  enter 
into  an  agreement.  I  would  want  to  be 
sure  about  its  provisions,  because  I  can 
foresee  that  the  distinguished  minority 
leader  and  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  could  be  embarrassed  when  time 
to  speak  on  the  matter  was  requested. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  it  seems  to 
me  it  would  be  well  to  have  these  matters 


discussed  by  the  select  committee.  The 
committee  would  like  to  meet  and  go 
over  the  suggestions  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin,  as  well  as  those 
made  by  other  Senators.  I  have  no  de- 
sire to  control  the  time  at  all.  but  I  think 
if  action  on  the  request  could  be  with- 
held until  at  least  some  time  this  after- 
noon, the  committee  could  meet  and 
consider  the  subject.  However,  I  can 
say  now  I  am  certainly  in  agreement 
with  the  proposal  that  the  Senate  ought 
to  impose  a  limitation  on  debate,  and 
that  a  time  for  voting  should  be  set. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  MUNDT,  and 
other  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
glad  to  yield.  First,  let  me  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  say  that,  in  view  of  the 
discussion,  the  majority  leader  and  mi- 
nority leader  have  requested  the  Par- 
liamentarian to  prepare  a  rough  draft  of 
the  proposed  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment, so  we  can  have  it  in  typewritten 
form.  I  shall  then  see  that  the  chair- 
znan  of  the  select  mommittee,  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Utah 
IMr.  WatkinsI,  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCar- 
thy], and  all  other  Senators  will  have 
an  opportunity  to  examine  the  draft  of 
the  proposed  agreement  and  to  consider 
the  time  elements  involved,  and  the  pro- 
posal in  regard  to  what  Senators  would 
control  the  time.  Furthermore,  I  would 
suggest  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  for 
luncheon,  so  as  to  permit  all  Senators  to 
consider  the  proposed  agreement;  and  it 
would  be  my  suggestion  to  have  the  Sen- 
ate return  to  the  Chamber,  following  the 
recess,  and  at  that  time  have  a  quorum 
call,  before  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement  is  again  proposed,  so  that  all 
Senators  would  be  on  notice  of  it. 

Let  me  say  that  it  is  not  my  intention 
to  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess 
until  all  Senators  have  had  a  chance  to 
discuss  the  matter  further  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MUNDT,  Mr.  HOLLAND,  and 
other  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield;  and, 
if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  a 
number  of  Senators  are  on  their  feet, 
seeking  to  have  me  yield.  I  should  like 
to  yield  to  all  of  them  before  the  motion 
for  a  recess  is  made. 

F^rst,  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  should  like  to  ask  a 
question  regarding  the  plans  for  holding 
hearings  on  security  risks  in  defense 
plants.  Assuming  that  it  will  be  possible 
to  have  the  proposed  unanimous-consent 
agreement  entered  into — and  I  certainly 
hope  that  will  be  possible — and  that  it 
will  then  be  possible  to  complete  by 
Wednesday  night  or  Thursday  the  work 
of  the  Senate,  insofar  as  the  special  ses- 
sion is  concerned,  is  it  the  plan  of  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  then  to  re- 
main in  Washington  and  to  stay  on  the 
job  of  mvestigating  Communists  in  de- 
fense plants,  and  to  do  so  on  Friday  and 
Saturday,  and  perhaps  the  following 
Monday  and  Tuesday,  so  that  then  we 
can  return  to  our  homes,  rather  than  re- 
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turn  to  our  homes  following  the  end  of 
the  special  session,  and  then  have  to 
come  once  more  to  Washington  for  an- 
other session  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  the 
question  asked  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  is  most  apropos,  and  I  am 
sorry  I  did  not  cover  that  point  before. 

As  chairman  of  the  p>ermanent  Sub- 
committee on  Investigaticn,  my  plan 
would  be  to  immediately  begin  caUing 
witnesses  to  clean  up  the  accumulation 
of  the  committee's  work  as  soon  as  the 
special  session  has  ended.  It  might  bo 
that  we  could  not  start  the  committee 
hearings  the  day  following  the  end  of  the 
special  session,  in  view  of  the  time  re- 
quired to  serve  subpenas  on  witnesses 
and  to  give  them  a  chance  to  employ 
counsel,  and  so  forth.  But  if  such  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement  is  entered 
into,  my  plan  would  be  to  ask  the  staff 
of  the  committee  to  start  inmiediately  to 
serve  subpenas  on  witnesses  and  have  the 
subpenas  returnable  on  this  Friday — I  do 
not  think  we  could  risk  having  them  re- 
turnable on  Thursday — and  then  pro- 
ceed with  conunittee  sessions  on  Friday, 
Saturoay,  Monday,  and  Tuesday,  and 
so  forth,  so  as  to  clean  up  the  com- 
mittee's work.  I  think  that  Is  very 
important,  because  until  now  the  se- 
curity officers  in  the  various  defense 
plants  have  been  cooperating  fully; 
and  they  indicate  they  will  get  rid  of 
fifth-amendment  Communists  or  at  least 
will  get  rid  of  them  so  far  as  top-secret 
work  is  concerned.  So  I  think  it  is  vi- 
tally important  that  the  committee  pro- 
ceed in  the  way  I  have  suggested.  If  it 
is  possible  to  have  the  proposed  unani- 
mous-consent agreement  entered  into 
this  afternoon,  I  shall  have  the  sub- 
penas prepared,  so  they  can  be  served 
on  the  witnesses  and  so  the  witnesses 
can  come  before  the  conmuttee  on  Fri- 
day. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  certainly  hope  that 
will  be  done;  and  such  procedure  meets 
with  my  approval,  because  I  desire  to 
have  the  work  of  the  committee  pro- 
ceeded with  as  soon  as  possible,  in  the 
interest  of  the  seciuity  of  the  Nation^ , 
Every  passing  day  security  risks  are  em- 
ployed at  defense  plants  jeopardizes  the 
safety  and  preservation  of  freedom 
everywhere.  "     " 

Let  me  say  I  was  impressed  with  the 
first  part  of  the  statement  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  read,  in  which 
he  said  that  nothing  regarding  the  fu- 
ture sessions  of  the  committee  had  been 
definitely  agreed  to  because  of  the  uncer- 
tainty of  the  length  of  the  special  ses- 
sion of  the  Senate.  That  indicates  the 
urgency  of  having  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement  entered  into.  There  are 
other  more  important  problems  before 
our  Nation  than  determining  the  Sen- 
ate's position  regarding  the  activities  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

As  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
proceeded  with  his  statement,  I  con- 
strued it  to  be  in  the  nature  of  an  apol- 
ogy to  the  Members  of  this  body  because 
of  his  alleged  use  of  offensive  language 
concerning  individuals — although  not 
necessarily  a  retraction  of  his  state- 
ments about  certain  committee  reports 
or  committee  activities.  However,  I 
judge  it  was  in  the  natiu-e  of  an  apology 
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Insofar  u  nis  semarKa  about  ottia:  Sen- 
aton  pezBOoaUy  wore  concerned.  I 
wopder  whether  my  interpretation  of  bia 
stateinent  Is  oorreet. 

Mrr  MCCARTHY'.  I  thoustit  I  had 
made  myself  as  clear  as  I  possibly  could. 
Let  me  say  that  I  am  not  wedded  to 
any  particular  words;  for  example,  when 
I  referred  to  the  Watkins  committee  as 
ttie  "handmaidens  of  the  Communist 
Party,"  I  should  say  now  that  "hand- 
maidens" ts  not  a  proper  word  to  use  in 
tliat  connection,  because  a  handmaiden 
is  a  female  servant,  and  certainly  the 
m.einber8  of  the  committee  are  not  fe- 
male servants.  The  thought  I  tried  to 
express  was  that  the  Watkins  ^mmittee 
miwittingly,  and  I  stress  the  word  "un- 
wittingly", was  doing  exactly  what  the 
Communist  Party  was  clamoring  for. 
BCy  choice  of  lemguage  was  in  that  case 
imfOTtunate.  Insofar  as  my  use  ot,the 
word  "handmaidens"  Is  concerned— and 

let  me  say  that  I  am  no  master  of  words. 
I  speak  rather  bluntly  most  of  the  time — 
certainly  that  word  could  be  stricken; 
I  am  not  wedded  to  that  word. 

When  I  referred  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  HsmsbicksoitI  as 
"a  living  miracle,  a  man  without  brains 
and  Without  guts,"  again  that  involved 
a  choice  of  words  which  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  might  not  use.  I  felt  very 
strongly  that  ttie  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey was  completely  wrong  in  signing  a  re- 
port which  he  knew  was  based  upon  in- 
nuendo and  falsehood,  and  that  only 
about  four  pages  of  it  were  based  upon 
any  evidence.  I  had  talked  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  that  night,  and 
I  had  asked  him  if  he  was  going  to  sign 
that  report,  knowing  that  parts  of  it 
were  false.  He  said  he  would  sign  it, 
but  he  disagreed  with  the  parts  that  were^ 
false.  I  still  feel  as  strongly  as  I  did  then 
that  what  he  did  was  wrong,  that  he 
should  not  have  signed  it,  but  that  he 
should  have  made  his  position  clear. 
However,  I  concede  that  the  language 
"without  brains  and  without  guts"  was 
an  unfortunate  choice  of  words. 

I  think  I  often  use  language  much 
more  blunt  than  the  language  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  would  use.  Let 
me  say  that  I  am  not  wedded  to  any  of 
the  particular  words  I  have  used.  But 
insofar  as  the  ideas  are  concerned,  I  still 
feel  as  strongly  now  as  I  did  then  about 
the  Hennings  subcommittee;  I  still  feel 
as  strongly  as  I  did  about  having  the 
Junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Hewdrickson]  sign  the  report;  I  still  feel 
as  strongly  as  I  did  about  the  refusal 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkws] 
to  allow  me  to  introduce  evidence  in 
justification  of  my  criticism  of  the  Oil-  , 
lette  subcommittee,  and  then  sa3ring  in 
his  report.  "But  he  has  submitted  no  evi- 
dence of  justification." 

However,  insofar  as  the  words  used 
are  concerned,  I  am  willing  to  strike  out 
all  the  words  that  are  considered  objec- 
tionable. On  the  other  hand,  I  still  havte 
the  same  strong  feeling  about  the  actions 
that  were  taken. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
this  question  primarily  because  my  col- 
league the  jimior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Cask],  who  is  a  member 
Of  the  select  committee,  and  who  is  un- 


avoidably absent  today,  stressed  that 
point  to  a  considerable  extent  during 
the  course  of  his  participation  tn  the 
debate,  believing — to  use  his  words — that 
a  retraction  or  a  striking  out  of  the  ob- 
jectionable words  vised  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  was  important,  insofar 
as  the  attitude  of  my  colleague  the 
junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Case]  is  concerned.  I  am,  therefore, 
gratified  that  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin has  now  agreed  to  strike  them 
out. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  striking  out  any  words  whatso- 
ever; but  I  would  not  strike  out  a  pres- 
entation of  any  of  the  ideas  I  have  had 
on  that  subject. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  LEHMAN,  and 
other  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDEINT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Hoixand], 
to  whom  I  previously  promised  to  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  for  yielding  to  me. 

Mr.  President,  reserving  the  right  to 
object — and  let  me  say  I  certainly  shall 
not  object.  l>ecause  I  welcome  any  op- 
portunity to  bring  this  matter  to  a 
determination  at  an  early  date — the  at- 
tention of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin was  directed  elsewhere  when  the 
able  majority  leader  brought  out  one 
point  applicable  to  the  proposed  unani- 
mous-consent agreement,  which.  In  the 
opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Florida,  it 
would  be  extremely  necessary  to  coiver  in 
the  agreement.  That  was  the  require- 
ment of  germaneness  with  respect  to  all 
amendments,  because  very  easily  the 
resolution  could  be  made  to  include 
matters  which  would  make  it  almost  im- 
possible for  the  resolution  to  be  consid- 
ered on  its  merits.  I  wished  to  assure 
msrself  of  what  I  felt  was  the  case, 
namely,  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  was  agreeable  to  the  attach- 
ment to  the  proposed  unanimous-con- 
sent agreement  of  the  usual  require- 
ment of  germaneness  with  respect  to 
amendments  or  substitutes. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  certainly  had 
that  in  mind.  I  was  of  the  opinion 
that  nothing  that  was  not  germane 
should  be  offered  as  an  amendment. 
That  was  the  thought  I  had  in  mind 
while  the  proposed  unanimous-consent 
agreement  was  being  discussed  during 
the  recess.  I  beUeve  that  language 
which  would  satisfy  the  Senator  from 
Florida  should  be  included. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Let  me  say 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
an;*,  the  Senator  from  Florida  that,  so 
far  as  the  minority  leader  is  aware,  no 
unanimous-consent  agreement  has  been 
proposed  or  entered  into  in  the  Senate 
since  the  Senator  from  California  has 
been  majority  leader  and  I  have  been 
minority  leader  which  did  not  provide 
that  all  amendments  be  germane.  That 
is  customary  in  connection  with  every 
such  agreement.  Otherwise,  there  would 
never  be  a  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment. 


I  am  sorry,  but  I 

the   Senator   from 


Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY, 
did   not    hear   what 
Texas  said. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas,  The  s;ig- 
gestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida has  been  incorporated  in  all  unani- 
mous-consent agreements  of  which  I  am 
aware  since  the  Senator  from  California 
has  been  majority  leader  and  I  have  been 
minority  leader.  Of  course,  we  expect 
such  a  requirement  in  connection  with 
the  profKjsed  agreement.  Otherwise  we 
could  not  agree  to  it. 

Mr.  I^HMAN.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLA^ro.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  me  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  to  wait  a  moment, 
in  order  that  I  may  yield  further  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  while 
the  position  taken  by  the  distinguished 
minority  leader  is  correct  as  regards  new 
amendments,  it  is  not  correct,  at  least 
in  my  judgment,  as  it  relates  to  the  ques- 
tion of  germaneness  of  pending  amend- 
ments, as  will  appear  from  at  least  one 
vinanimous-consent  agreement  which 
was  entered  into  in  recent  months.  The 
Senator  from  Florida  wishes  to  have  it 
very  clearly  understood  that  all  amend- 
ments must  be  germane  before  they  can 
be  considered  under  any  imanimous- 
consent  agreement  relating  to  the  pend- 
ing resolution. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  during  the 
luncheon  hour,  if  the  Senate  ts  to  take 
a  recess,  we  can  discuss  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  and  with  the  minority 
leader  exactly  what  is  meant  by  ger- 
maneness. Normally,  what  we  have  done 
is  to  adopt  a  standard  procedure  which 
would  prevent  consideration  of  amend- 
ments which  are  not  germane.  To  be 
specific,  if  a  tax  bill  is  before  the  Senate 
for  consideration,  and  a  unanimous -con- 
sent agreement  is  sought,  we  do  not  want 
an  amendment  offered  which,  for  exam- 
ple, might  change  the  rule  with  respect 
to  the  vote  required  in  connection  with 
cloture.  So  it  has  been  customary  to 
provide  that  all  amendments  must  be  re- 
lated to  the  subject  matter  dealt  with 
in  the  particular  resolution  or  bill  which 
is  pending.  If  amendments  relate  to  the 
general  subject  matter.  I  do  not  think 
we  have  ever  tried  to  draw  too  fine  a 
line,  or  to  try  to  weigh  too  minutely  the 
effect  of  particular  wording  or  language 
in  an  amendment  or  a  substitute.  I  feel 
that  it  WiU  be  necessary  to  have  a  meet- 
ing of  minds  as  to  the  exact  meaning 
which  the  Senator  from  Florida  has  in 
contemplation  in  connection  with  the 
word  "germaneness." 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  Presidwit,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  I  wish  to  make 
it  very  clear  that  no  Member  of  ttiis  body 
is  more  eager  to  bring  this  debate  to  a 
conclusion  than  I  am,  provided  that 
every  Senator  has  the  opp>ortunity  and 
the  time  to  express  himself  adequately. 
I  am  glad  to  know  that  we  are  on  the 
path  possibly  leading  to  a  limitation  of 
debate.  However.  I  think  we  should 
make  very  certain,  in  limiting  debate, 
that  every  Senator  has  an  opportunity  to 
be  heard. 
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The  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
has  talked  about  indiscreet  words  which 
he  may  have  uttered,  during  the  course 
of  the  debate  or  otherwise.  He  has 
offered  an  expression  of  regret  that  he 
has,  by  his  words,  insulted  certain  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate. 

In  my  opinion  the  question  now  before 
the  Senate  goes  far  beyond  the  -M&e  of 
words  or  of  language  or  a  belated  apology 
for  their  use.  The  issues  which  have 
been  the  subject  of  debate,  and  the  issues 
on  the  basis  of  which  censure  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  recom- 
mended by  the  select  committee  go  far 
beyond  the  indiscreet  use  of  words. 
They  go  to  the  issue  of  the  integrity,  the 
good  faith,  the  character,  and  the 
loyalty  of  the  entire  Senate. 

I  know  that  preservation  of  the  dignity 
of  the  Senate  is  a  highly  important  part 
of  the  responsibilities  which  we  of  the 
Senate  have  assumed.  However,  I  pay 
much  less  attention  to  those  things 
which  attack  only  the  dignity  of  the 
Senate  than  I  do  to  those  which  attack 
the  honesty,  the  good  faith,  the  courage, 
the  patriotism,  and  the  loyalty  of  the 
Senate.  That.  I  beUeve.  is  the  great 
issue  before  us  and  a  rigid  test  of  the 
Senate. 

Not  only  have  the  good  faith,  the 
integrity,  and  the  loyaltj  of  the  select 
committee  and  other  committees  been 
attacked,  but  the  loyalty,  the  good  faith, 
the  patriotism,  and  the  mtegrity  of 
every  Member  of  this  body  have  been 
impugned  in  a  speech  given  to  the  news- 
papers for  publication  and  placed  in  the 
Congressional  Recorb  la^er  m  the  day 
of — I  believe  November  10  That  speech 
impugns  and  reflects  upon  the  mtegrity, 
the  good  faith,  and  the  loyalty  of  every 
Member  of  the  Senate.  The  attack  is 
not  limited  to  the  select  cwnmittee.  It 
is  directed  against  the  loyalty  and 
patriotism  of  every  Member  of  this  body. 

Another  issue  is  the  attacks  by  im- 
plication which  have  been  made  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  on  the 
loyalty  of  hundreds  of  good  American 
citizens. 

I  do  not  know,  and  no  cne  else  knows 
at  this  time,  what  amendments  may  be 
offered,  or  what  substitutes  may  be  sub- 
mitted. The  junior  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois I  Mr.  DiRKSENl  has  already  an- 
nounced that  he  intend?  to  offer  an 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute. 
No  one  knows  what  is  in  that  proposed 
substitute.  No  one  knows  what  may  be 
in  many  other  amendments  which  may 
be  offered. 

I  wish  to  bring  this  issue  to  a  decision. 
However,  I  desire  to  be  certain  that  there 
will  be  at  least  a  reasonable  time  for  dis- 
cussion and  debate  on  the  various 
amendments  and  substitutes  which  may 
be  offered. 

I  know  that  there  has  b<>en  a  long  de- 
bate on  the  original  resolution  itself, 
Senate  Resolution  301.  The  Senate  ad- 
journed for  10  days,  during  which  we 
could  not  debate  any  oi  the  issues  which 
are  before  the  Senate.  I  shall  enter  no 
objection  to  a  reasonable  hmitation  of 
debate,  but  I  do  not  think  we  should  be 
rushed  into  acceptance  of  a  proposed 
agreement  until  we  have  the  opportu- 
nity, after  substantial  and  suiicient  con- 


sideration, to  reach  our  own  conclusions 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  proposed  agree- 
ment would  insure  adequate,  fair,  and 
reasonable  time  for  debate,  not  only  on 
the  resolution,  but  on  all  amendments 
and  substitutes. 

I  shall  not  object  to  any  limitation  of 
debate  which  is  fair.  I  shall  not  agree 
to  a  limitation  of  debate  which  would 
place  at  a  disadvantage  those  of  us  who 
feel  that,  time  and  time  again,  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  attacked 
the  integrity,  the  loyalty,  and  the  good 
faith  of  the  entire  Senate.  I  wish  to 
see  those  issues  discussed  at  sufficient 
length.  I  do  not  think  it  is  important 
to  decide  here  and  now.  or  at  2  o'clock 
on  Monday  afternoon  whether  the  Sen- 
ate shall  adjourn  on  Wednesday  after- 
noon, Thursday  afternoon,  or  Friday 
afternoon. 

I  wish  to  make  certain  that  Senators 
will  have  suflBcient  time  for  debate,  be- 
cause I  cannot  emphasize  too  strongly 
that  the  issue  before  the  Senate  is  not 
merely  the  use  of  words  or  the  use  of 
insulting  language  by  the  jumor  Senator 
from  Wisconsin 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  a  point 
of  order. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  will  state  it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  But  it  goes  also  to  the 
loyalty  and  to  the  integrity  of  the  Senate 
as  a  whole. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  a  point 
of  order. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  will  stat^  the  point 
of  order. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  In  my  opinion,  Mr. 
President,  the  language  used  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  York  con- 
travenes rule  XIX.     I  feel  I  must  protest. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  will  take  his  seat, 
under  the  rule. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  move  that  the  Senator  from  New 
York  be  permitted  to  proceed  in  order. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Texas  that  the  Senator  from  New 
York  be  permitted  to  proceed  in  order. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
completed  the  statement  that  I  desired 
to  make,  as  was  my  right.  I  have  noth- 
ing further  to  say  at  this  moment.  I  will 
not  at  this  time  object  to  the  unanimous- 
agreement  request. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, it  seems  to  me  that  every  Senator 
wants  to  be  fair.  That  is  a  good  sign. 
We  will  have  plenty  of  time  to  determine 
what  is  fair.  However,  before  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  takes  his  seat  it  ' 
might  be  well  to  review  the  proposal  that 
has  been  made,  so  that  every  Member  of 
the  Senate  may  consider  it.  In  that  way 
any  Senator  who  may  wish  to  do  so  may 
make  suggestions  after  the  luncheon 
hour.  We  can  then  reach  a  conclusion 
when  the  Senate  reconvenes  after  a 
recess. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  believe  that  is  an 
excellent  suggestion. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  In  line  with 
previous  imanimous-consent  agreements 
which  the  majority  leader  has  offered, 
and  in  which  the  minority  leader  has  al- 


most always  joined,  the  Parliamentarian 
has  prepared  a  brief  ouUine  of  the  pro- 
posal, and  I  should  like  to  inquire 
whether  it  meets  the  suggestion  offered 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 
The  proposal  reads: 

Or<ieTed.  That  on  Wednesday,  December  1, 
1954,  at  not  later  than  the  hour  of  3  o'clock 
p.  m.,  the  Senate  proceed  to  vote,  under  the 
limitations  of  debate  hereinafter  provided, 
upon  any  amendment  or  motion,  including 
appeals  that  may  be  pending  or  that  may 
thereafter  be  proposed  to  Senate  ResoluUon 
301.  and  upon  the  final  passage  of  the  reao- 
lution :  Provided.  That  after  the  said  hour  of 
3  o'clock  p.  m.  debate  upwn  any  amendment, 
motion,  or  appeal  shall  be  limited  to  60  min- 
utes, to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled, 
respectively 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  interrupt  the  Senator  at  that  point? 
I  believe  the  suggestion  was  made — and 
I  believe  it  was  wisely  made— that  on 
motions  30  minutes  be  allowed  to  each 
side,  but  that  on  substitutes 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  We  shaU 
get  to  that  point  in  a  minute.  This  pro- 
vision covers — 

Any  amendment,  motion,  or  appeal  pro- 
viding 60  minutes  of  debate,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled,  respectively,  by  the 
mover  of  any  such  amendment,  motion,  or 
appeal,  and  the  Senator  from  Utah  (Mr 
Watkins  J. 

The  proposal  provides  further: 

That  on  any  substitute  the  debate  shall 
not  exceed  4  hours 


Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  interrupt  the  Senator  again?  I  do  not 
like  to  do  so  as  he  reads  the  agreement. 
However,  if  there  is  an  amendment 
offered  which  the  Senator  from  Utah 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  We  will 
get  to  that  in  a  minute,  if  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  follow  me. 
I  believe  we  have  covered  the  situation 
which  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin has  in  mind. 

On  any  substitute  the  debate  shall  not 
exceed  4  hours,  under  similar  control,  pro- 
vided that  if  the  Senator  from  Utah  (Mr. 
Watkins]  is  in  favor  of  any  such  amend- 
ment, substitute,  or  motion,  the  time  shall 
be  controlled  by  the  minority  leader. 

That  has  been  the  custom  in  the  Sen- 
ate. It  has  been  the  custom  for  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  to  control 
the  debate  in  opposition  to  an  amend- 
ment, but  such  control  goes  to  the  mi- 
nority leader  if  the  chairman  is  in  favor 
of  an  amendment. 

Provided  further.  That  the  time  between 

3  o'clock  p.  m.  today  and  3  o'clock  p.  m. 
on  Wednesday,  December  1,  shall  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled  by  the  majority 
leader  and  the  minority  leader:  Provided 
further.  That  no  amendment  or  motion 
which  is  not  germane  to  the  resolution  shall 
be  received. 

There  may  be  Senators  who  feel  that 

4  hours  of  debate  is  not  sufficient,  while 
other  Senators  may  feel  it  is  too  much 
with  respect  to  a  substitute. 

Some  Senators  may  feel  that  an  hour 
of  debate  on  an  amendment  is  not  suffi- 
cient time,  whereas  other  Senators  may 
feel  it  is  too  much.  I  believe  Senators 
can  consider  these  suggestions  during  the 
luncheon  hour.    So  far  as  I  know,  the 
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language  in  tbe  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  Is  similar  to  and  con- 
aistent  with  the  language  In  other  unan- 
Imous-oonaent  agreements. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  a  point 
Of  order. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  wiQ  state  It. 

Mr.  JENNER.  With  reference  to  the 
matter  of  garmaneness,  since  the  pend- 
ing resolution  is  a  resolution  of  censure, 
certainly  smy  censure  resolution  concern- 
ing any  other  Member  of  the  Senate 
-would  be  germane.    Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  Is  of  the  opinion  that  an  amend- 
ment of  censure  affecting  any  Senator 
other  than  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin would  not  be  germane. 

Mr.  JENNER.    I  thank  the  Chair. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  suggest  that  dur- 
ing the  luncheon  hour  the  resolution  be 
amended  so  as  to  provide  that  any  other 
censure  resolution  may  be  offered.  I  im- 
derstand  some  Senators  have  in  mind 
submitting  such  a  censure  resolution.  I 
assume  they  would  object  to  a  unani- 
mous-consent agreement  unless  such  a 
provlsi<m  were  included.  In  fact.  I  shall 
amend  the  unanimous-consent  request 
after  the  luncheon  recess  so  as  to  provide 
that  any  other  censure  resolution  may  be 
considered  as  germane. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  the  other 
language  in  the  resolution  generally  sat- 
isfactory to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  think  it  is  com- 
pletely satisfactory. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. 2  weeks  ago.  before  the  Senate  re- 
cessed^ I  had  prepared  an  address  on  the 
censure  proposaL  I  did  not  have  an  op- 
portunity to  deliver  It  at  that  time,  and 
I  Shan  now  say  what  I  have  in  mind. 

Mr.  WELXER.  Mr.  President,  a  point 
of  order. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Is  the  morning  hour 
over? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
morning  hour  is  over.  The  Senate  is 
now  co^idering  the  unfinished  business. 

Mr.  WEI£ER.  May  we  expect  to  eat 
at  any  time  today? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  has  not  been  informed  on  that 
point. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  wilj 
the  Senator  3rield?  ; 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  1  yield- 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  and  to  the  Senate 
that  I  bad  in  mind,  subject  to  the  desires 
of  the  Senate,  to  move  a  recess,  so  that 
the  proposed  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment could  be  typed  and  perhaps  mimeo- 
graphed, so  that  copies  would  be  avail- 
able to  all  Members  of  the  Senate  and  on 
their  desks  before  we  returned  to  the 
Senate  after  the  luncheon  recess. 

I  imderstood  that  the  distingiiished 
Senator  from  Ccdorado  had  his  name  at 
the  desk  for  some  time  and  had  been 
seeking  recognition.  I  would  not  wish  to 
take  him  off  the  floor  tiy  movlns  a  recess. 
If  it  would  be  agreeable  to  him,  I  may 
say  that  I  am  prepared  to  move  a  recess 


at  this  time,  until  3  o'clock  this  after- 
noon. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
perfectly  satisfactory  to  me. 

Mr.  WELKER.  With  the  understand- 
ing that  the  Senator  from  Colorado  will 
have  the  floor  when  the  Senate  recon- 
venes? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  correct. 
However.  I  would  hope  that  at  that  time 
he  will  be  willing  to  let  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  be  propounded. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Certain- 
ly. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  It  is  my 
understanding  that  the  majority  leader 
is  willing  to  have  the  Senate  stay  in  ses- 
sion until  12  o'clock  tonight  and  until  12 
o'clock  tomorrow  night,  so  that  Senators 
who  may  desire  to  do  so,  may  speak  on 
the  pending  question.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  had  hoped  that 
the  Senate  would  not  be  in  session  until 
12  o'clock  tonight  or  tomorrow  night. 
I  indicated  that  we  would  not  be  bound 
to  the  6  o'clock  or  7  o'clock  hour  of  recess. 
I  should  like  to  have  a  reasonable  pro- 
gram or  schedule  determined  upon;  but 
certainly  I  will  not  foreclose  any  Senator 
if  it  is  the  desire  of  the  Senate  to  stay  in 
session  later. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  do  not 
know  that  any  Senator  would  wish  to 
speak  until  12  o'clock,  but  I  am  sure  the 
majority  leader  and  the  minority  leader 
would  remain  here  until  that  time  if 
that  should  be  necessary. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  In 
order  to  reach  an  agreement,  I  woiild 
commit  myself  to  stay  until  midnight,  if 
that  be  necessary;  but  I  hope  it  will  not 
be  necessary. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  under- 
stand the  position  of  the  Senator  from 
California. 


RECESS  TO  3  O'CLOCK  P.  M. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  move  that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess 
until  the  hour  of  3  o'clock  this  after- 
noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
1  o'clock  and  40  minutes  p.  m. )  the  Sen- 
ate took  a  recess  until  3  o'clock,  p.  m. 

On  the  expiration  of  the  recesB,  the 
Senate  reassembled,  and  was  called  to 
order  by  the  Presiding  Officer  (Mr. 
Patne  in  the  chair). 


RESOLUTION  OF  CENSURS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  <S.  Res.  301)  to  censure 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  foUowijig  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 

Flanders 

Prear 

Ful  bright 

G«orge 

GUlette 

Ooldwat«r 

Oreen 

Hayden 

Hendrlckioii 

Hennlngs 

Hlckenlooper 


Abel 

Clements 

Barrett 

Cooper 

Beau 

Cordon 

Bennett 

Cotton 

Bridges 

Crlppa 

Brown 

Daniel.  8.  a 

Butler 

Dlrkaen 

Bjrrd 

Zhiff 

Carlson 

Ellender 

Case 

BTln 

Cbavei 

Poguaon 

Ecdland 

ICftgnnson 

BuneU 

Eruska 

Mansfield 

Saltonstall 

Ives 

Martin 

Bcott 

Jenner 

llcCartby 

Smith,  Main* 

Jotinaon,  Colo. 

McCleUan 

8ml<h.  N.  J. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

MllUlcln 

Spailunaa 

Johnston.  8.  0. 

Monroney 

SteozUs 

Kerr 

Mundt 

Symington 

Kllgore 

Murray 

Thy« 

Knowland 

Neely 

Watkln« 

Kuchel 

Payne 

Welker 

Liehman 

Purtell 

WlUlama 

Long 

Robertson 

Youcg 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, on  New  Year's  day  I  shall  be  71 
years  of  age.  Nearly  half  of  my  long  life 
has  been  spent  in  public  service.  I  served 
in  both  houses  of  the  legislature  of  my 
State;  I  have  been  Governor;  and  for 
nearly  18  years  I  have  been  a  Member 
of  this  esteemed  body. 

In  those  years  I  have  dealt  on  the 
closest  personal  basis  with  literally  thou- 
sands of  people.  I  have  had  my  differ- 
ences with  them,  and  they  with  me.  I 
have  engaged,  as  most  of  my  colleagues 
have,  ill  sharp  and  bitter  political  cam- 
paigns. I  have  been  castigated  and  crit- 
icized and  denounced,  and  I  have  casti- 
gated, criticized,  and  denounced  others. 
But  I  have  not  hated,  and  I  do  not  today 
hate  any  man. 

I  freely  admit  that  I  have  despised 
methods  and  ideas  that  others  have  em- 
braced; and  God  willing.  I  hope  I  always 
shall.  I  have  hated,  and  I  hate  now, 
tyranny  in  all  of  its  various  forms.  I 
hate  the  international  Communist  con- 
spiracy because  it  represents  triple  tyran- 
ny— economic  tyranny,  political  tyranny, 
and  tyranny  of  the  mind. 

When  this  special  session  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  adjouma  sine  die. 
I  shall  have  ended  my  career  in  this  body. 
The  past  18  years  have  been  the  most 
exciting,  the  most  challenging,  and  the 
most  precious  of  my  life.  I  treasure 
every  moment  of  my  service  here,  and  I 
am  humbly  grateful  for  the  opportunity 
that  has  been  given  me  to  know  inti- 
mately the  great  men  and  women  who 
have  served  in  this  body  during  the  past 
two  decades. 

In  aU  probability,  this  Is  my  last  speech 
in  the  Senate.  During  my  service  here, 
this  Chamber  has  echoed  many  great 
speeches.  Here,  where  Borah  and  Hiram 
Johnson  thundered;  here,  where  George 
Norris  in  simple  language  carried  us  back 
to  the  grassroots ;  here,  where  Pat  Harri- 
son thrust  his  sharp  barbs;  here,  where 
young  Bob  La  PoUette  pleaded  so  ear- 
nestly; yes,  here,  where  my  own  beloved 
colleague.  Gene  Millikin,  exchanges 
witUcisma  so  delightfully  with  the 
"Young  Turks";  here,  where  Walter 
George  moves  us  with  his  sage  and  rea- 
soned oratory;  here  I  now  stand.  Mr. 
President,  delivering  my  swan  song.  I 
fear  its  only  distinction  will  be  that  it  is 
my  last  speech.  In  it  I  shaU  speak,  not 
for  today,  but  for  tomorrow  and  all  the 
tomorrows  during  the  life  of  the  Republic 
that  the  United  States  Senate  wiU  face. 

Most  Americans  rightfully  deem  It  a 
Singular  honor  to  be  a  Senator  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  for  In  all  the 
world  or  in  all  human  history,  no  polit- 
ical institution  surpasses  it,  or  ought  to 
surpass  it,  in  democratic  procedures  and 
nationwide  prestige.    The  flnaaicial  re- 


19  5  U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1615T 


wards  are  near  zero;  but  the  reward  of 
knowing  intimately,  as  close  friends,  the 
political  leaders  of  the  world  is  a  rich 
experience,  indeed.  Traditionally,  serv- 
ice in  this  political  body  carries  with  it 
a  very  demanding  challenge  upon  all  Its 
Members  to  be  considerate,  and  it  gives 
them  a  golden  opportunity  to  cultivate 
warm  and  lasting  friendships.  Long  ex- 
perience has  demonstrated  that  demo- 
cratic, parliamentary  achievements  re- 
quire a  dignified  atmosphere,  where  mu- 
tual respect  among  its  membership  is 
forever  present.  The  Senate  must  ever 
remain  the  citadel  of  courtesy  and  dig- 
nity. This  is  the  way  I  found  it  when  I 
came  here,  and  this  is  the  way  I  want  to 
leave  It  when  I  return  to  Colorado. 

On  Tuesday.  November  9.  Members  of 
the  Senate  paid  their  last  respects  to 
three  of  our  departed  colleagues.  No  one 
could  have  listened  to  the  tributes  which 
were  enunciated  and  observed  the  grief 
and  sorrow  so  earnestly  and  sincerely 
expressed  here  without  realizing  the  close 
ties  of  deep  respect  and  affection  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  have  for  one  another. 
Often  the  Senate  has  been  described  by 
the  penetrating  observers  of  the  press  as 
the  "world's  most  exclusive  club"  because 
the  ties  of  friendship  and  mutual  regard 
are  so  strong  here. 

Nevertheless,  regrettable  actions  have 
followed  regrettable  acts  in  this  Cham- 
ber of  "brotherly  love."  In  the  closing 
days  of  the  last  session  of  the  83d  Con- 
gress. 3  amendments  to  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 301  recited  46  specific  charges  of 
misbehavior  against  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCakthvI.  Ob- 
viously, the  Senate  as  a  whole  could  not 
hold  hearings  and  sift  these  charges; 
so  Senate  Resolution  301,  together  with 
all  amendments,  was  referred  to  a  special 
committee  of  six  members,  created  for 
that  purpose.  The  committee  was  called 
the  Senate  Select  Ccxnmittee.  and  was 
directed  to  report  to  the  Senate.  The 
only  qualification  stipulated  by  the  Sen- 
ate for  the  committee's  membersliip  was 
that  it  be  composed  of  3  Republicans  and 
3  Democrats.  It  was  mv  misfortune  to 
be  selected  as  one  of  the  3  Democrats. 
When  it  was  pointed  out  to  me  that  the 
honor  of  the  Senate  was  involved.  I  felt 
compelled  to  set  aside  my  many  selfish 
reasons  for  not  serving,  and  to  accept 
the  difQcult  assignment. 

In  fact,  no  member  of  the  select  com- 
mittee sought  assignment  to  it.  It  is  no 
secret  that  some  of  us  were  importuned 
again  and  again  to  take  up  a  responsibil- 
ity which  all  of  us  regarded  as  onerous, 
and  which  many  of  us  feared  would  be 
a  miserable  business.  I,  for  one.  had  to 
weigh  my  duty  to  my  leader  and  to  the 
Senate  as  an  institution,  against  my  per- 
sonal problem  of  an  especially  difficult 
political  campaign  and  the  commensense 
realization  that  whatever  decision  on  the 
charges  I  might  reach  would  hurt  me  po- 
litically, and  might  very  well  lose  me  the 
high  office  I  sought. 

The  members  of  the  select  committee 
as  a  whole  assumed  their  unprecedented 
task,  not  with  exultation,  but  in  the  se- 
rious vein  of  patriotism  and  sacriflc. 
To  me,  its  one  redeeming  feature  has 
been  the  consecrated  approach  of  the 
other  five  members  of  the  select  com- 
mittee to  the  task  at  hand.    Their  fixed 


determination  to  be  impartial  and  Just  to 
Senator  McCarthy,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  meet  their  responsibilities  without 
fear  or  favor,  bias  or  prejudice,  has  been 
in  the  highest  traditions  of  the  United 
States  Senate. 

Especially  do  I  want  to  commend  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  WatkinsI.  for 
his  inexhaustible  patience  and  his  spir- 
itual dedication  to  the  job  to  be  done.  He 
was  not  well,  but  he  gave  it  every  ounce 
of  strength  and  devotion  he  possessed, 
and  thereby  imparted  much  tone  and 
dignity  to  the  proceedings. 

Each  of  the  six  members  of  the  select 
committee  took  up  the  assignment  with 
a  completely  open  mind.  To  this  I  can 
testify  freely  without  mental  reserva- 
tion, both  as  to  myself  and  my  commit- 
tee colleagues.  This  is  not  to  say  that 
none  of  us  had  knowledge  of  the  activ- 
ities of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin as  a  Member  of  this  body  through  the 
years,  about  which  some  of  us  may  have 
expressed  opinions. 

Because  of  a  newspaper  story  pub- 
lished in  the  Denver  Post  5  months  pre- 
vious to  the  creation  of  the  select  com- 
mittee and  based  on  an  interview  with 
me  by  telephone,  some  question  wm 
raised  about  whether  or  not  I  was 
biased  or  prejudiced  against  Senator 
McCartht. 

Robert  Lucas,  editor  of  the  Denver 
Post,  a  newspaper  violently  opposed  to 
Senator  McCarthy,  had  asked  me  ques- 
tions over  long-distance  telephone  about 
the  position  of  the  Senate  Democrats  to- 
ward Senator  McCarthy,  which  ques- 
tions I  answered  the  best  I  could. 

At  the  time  the  question  of  my  fitness 
was  raised  I  was  positive  I  could  and 
would  weigh  the  evidence  in  the  case  ob- 
jectively and  without  any  bias  or  preju- 
dice whatsoever.  In  the  deliberations  of 
the  committee  which  followed  the  hear- 
ings I  insisted  upon  giving  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  the  benefit  of 
the  doubt  whenever  there  was  any  doubt. 

In  my  opinion,  no  Senator  among  the 
96  would  have  sifted  and  weighed  the 
evidence  with  more  painstaking  care  and 
less  bias  and  prejudice  than  did  L 

With  a  clear  conscience  I  can  now 
swear  on  the  Holy  Bible  and  before  the 
everliving  God  that  my  decisions  as  a 
member  of  the  select  committee  with  re- 
spect to  the  46  charges  before  us  were 
based  solely  upon  the  evidence  consid- 
ered by  the  committee  without  bias  or 
prejudice  or  influence  of  any  kind. 

I  regret  that  in  fc;ood  conscience  the 
select  committee  could  not  have  brought 
in  a  less  severe  recommendation  How- 
ever, I  realize  that  the  select  committee 
is  merely  the  agent  of  the  Senate,  and 
that  the  final  decision  to  censure  or  not 
to  censure  rests  not  with  it  but  with  the 
Senate  Itself.  I  have  no  desire  to  try  to 
influence  a  single  vote  here  either  for  or 
against  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. I  will  do  my  duty  as  I  see  it;  and 
beyond  that  point  I  will  not  go.  It  is  not 
my  duty  to  try  to  obtain  votes  either  for 
or  against  anyone.  I  am  speaking  here 
today  not  to  gain  votes  for  one  side  or 
the  other,  but  in  a  humble  effort  to  try  to 
clarify  the  Issues  before  the  Senate, 
which  I  feel  is  my  obligation  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  select  committee. 


The  select  committee  did  not  have  be- 
fore it,  and  the  Senate  does  not  now  have 
before  it.  the  question  of  whether  the 
jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  a  good, 
bad,  or  indifferent  Communist  investiga- 
tor. There  was  no  charge  against  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  he 
failed  to  find  Communists  In  Grovemment 
or  in  defense  plants,  or  in  schools,  or  in 
churches.  There  was  no  charge  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  found  too 
many  Communists  in  GovemmMWf  or  in 
defense  plants,  or  in  schools,  or  in 
churches.  There  was  no  charge  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsm  was  either 
too  soft  or  too  harsh  on  Communists,  or 
fifth  amendment  Communists,  or  sus- 
pected Communists.  I  can  understand 
why  those  who  do  not  favor  the  commit- 
tee report  would  like  to  make  communism 
and  Communist  ferreting  the  issue  here. 
It  is  an  ideal  cloak  to  throw  over  this 
entire  issue.  It  is  the  kind  of  cloak  that 
registers  quickly  with  a  pubUc  which  does 
not  know  all  the  facts. 

If  the  accused  can  make  it  appear  that 
the  select  committee  is  in  league  with 
communism,  it  will  aid  his  cause  greatly. 
But  are  Senators  familiar  with  these 
facts  to  fall  for  that  line  of  subterfuge? 
Are  lawyers,  former  jtuists.  and  experi- 
enced Senators  who  know  fact  from 
fancy,  morality  from,  immorality,  hon- 
esty from  dishonesty,  to  allow  themselves 
to  be  pushed  back  to  a  defense  line  from 
which  there  Is  no  defense?  The  Ameri- 
can people  have  no  patience  with  the  in- 
ternational Communist  conspiracy  and 
they  will  have  no  part  of  It.  No  segment 
of  the  American  people  could  be  more 
opposed  to  communism  than  the  mem- 
bers of  the  select  committee. 

Every  Senator  realizes  that  Senator 
McCarthy  has  been  a  very  controversial 
figure  for  many  years.  I  have  received 
many  hundreds  of  letters  about  him.  and 
I  am  still  receiving  them.  Some  have 
praised  him  in  various  degrees,  and  some 
have  criticized  him  In  various  degrees. 
Some  have  asked  me  for  information 
about  him.  I  have  tried  to  reply  to  each 
letter  honestly  and  frankly. 

In  these  letters  I  have  said  over  and 
over,  "To  the  extent  that  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy has  exposed  Communists  in  or 
out  of  the  employ  of  the  Government  I 
pay  tribute  to  him."  I  am  aware  that 
there  Is  considerable  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  exactly  how  much  Senator  McCar- 
thy has  contributed  to  the  fight  against 
communism.  The  Senator  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  GoLDWATER]  and  many  others  in 
good  faith  and  perhaps  with  good  reason 
have  contended  that  Senator  McCarthy 
has  made  a  superlative  contribution  in 
this  field,  while  the  New  York  Times  in 
an  editorial  on  November  11  argues  that 
he  has  made  no  contribution  at  all. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  an  edito- 
rial which  was  published  in  the  New  York 
Times  of  Thursday,  November  11.  1954. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  may  I  see 
the  editorial  first?  I  should  like  to  see 
the  editorial  before  I  consent  to  its  be- 
ing printed  in  the  Record. 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  shall  continue. 

I  have  been  concerned  by  the  state- 
ment that 'Senate  Resolution  301  as 
amended  might  give  comfort  to  Commu- 
nists. I  wish  to  eliminate  any  such  pos- 
sibility, and  therefore  I  submit  here  and 
now  another  amendment  to  Senate  Reso- 
lution 301.  I  ask  that  it  be  printed  and 
lie  on  the  desk.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  printed  and  will  lie 
on  the  table. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  My 
amendment  reads  as  follows: 

Sac.  4.  It  Is  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that 
the  Communist  Party  of  the  United  States  Is, 
not  a  domestic  political  party  In  the  usual 
tradition,  but  is  a  part  of  the  International 
Conununlst  conspiracy,  a  death  menace  to 
the  United  States  and  the  enemy  of  all  dem- 
ocratic forms  of  government.  Accordingly, 
the  Senate's  appropriate  committees  shotild 
continue  diligently  and  vigorously  to  inves- 
tigate, expose,  and  combat  this  conspiracy 
and  aU  subversive  elements  and  persons  con- 
nected therewith. 

Personally.  I  feel  that  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  has  alerted  the  Na- 
tion to  the  menace  of  communism  in 
Federal  emplosrment  and  in  the  Army. 
Because  I  have  said  so  in  numerous  let- 
ters. I  have  been  charged  with  being 
pro-McCarthy  by  some  Colorado  news- 
papers. Middle-of-the-road  moderates 
who  see  both  good  and  evil  in  controver- 
sial issues  must  expect  to  be  criticized  by 
the  extremists  of  both  camps. 

Originally  the  select  committee  had 
before  it  46  charges  upon  which  it  was 
alleged  that  censure  of  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  was  merited.  The 
committee  rejected  33  of  these  charges, 
and  consolidated  the  balance  into  2 
charges  upon  which  it  recommended 
censure  to  the  Senate.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion in  my  mind  but  that  the  evidence 
and  the  record  fully  support  the  select 
comjnittee's  findings  of  fact  and  recom- 
mendations. As  one  member  of  the 
select  committee,  I  am  content  to  let  the 
report  which  we  unanimously  agreed 
upon  and  filed  with  the  Senate,  stand  as 
our  final  record. 

But,  in  my  personal  capacity  as  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  I  deem  it  incumbent  upon  me  to 
add  some  footnotes  to  that  record  and 
that  report.  I  do  this  solely  with  the 
purpose  of  illuminating  some  darker 
corners,  and  to  make  plain  where  I  stand 
and  why. 

The  footnote  I  want  to  add  relates  to 
the  charge  in  the  category  dealing  with 
Ralph  W.  Zwicker,  a  general  ofBcer  of  the 
Army  of  the  United  States. 

Prom  reading  the  McCarthy-Zwicker 
testimony  I  got  the  impression  that  Gen- 
eral Zwicker  was  evasive,  arrogant,  and 
unnecessarily  diflQcult  in  the  McCarthy 
cross-examination,  and  at  the  beginning 
of  the  select  committee's  considerations 
I  felt  that  Senator  McCarthy  was  more 
or  less  justified  for  his  irritations  at  this 
witness. 

However,  when  General  Zwicker  ap- 
peared before  the  Watkins  committee. 
and  after  I  had  seen  him  in  action  and 
heard  him  testify,  I  was  compelled  by  the 
evidence  to  change  my  position. 

Before  the  select  committee  he  sub- 
mitted to  a  lengthy  and  gruelling  cross- 


examination  by  counsel  for  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  by  the  com- 
mittee's counsel.  Through  it  all  he  was 
intelligent,  patient,  deliberate,  coopera- 
tive, dignified,  and  courteous.  In  my 
opinion,  he  made  a  perfect  witness,  never 
losing  his  temper  and  never  resorting  to 
cute  answers.  I  was  tremendously  im- 
pressed by  him. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Senator  from 
Colorado  requested  that  he  be  permitted 
to  insert  in  the  Congressional  Ricord 
an  editorial  published  in  the  New  York 
Times.  I  have  read  the  editorial.  I 
should  like  to  say  that  if  any  Senator 
made  some  of  the  statements  contained 
in  the  editorial  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate he  could  be  forced  to  take  his  seat 
at  least  a  dozen  times.  It  is  filled  with 
falsehoods  and  innuendoes.  Hawe?er,  I 
shall  not  object  to  its  being  inserted  in 
the  Record,  but  I  ask  that  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  read  the  editorial  before 
he  again  requests  that  it  be  made  a  part 
of  his  comments. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Very  well. 
I  shall  do  so. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Even  if  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  does  not  care  to  do  so, 
I  have  no  objection  to  its  being  printed 
in  the  Record. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  1  .-^hall 
do  so.  I  shall  go  on  with  what  I  have 
to  say. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  insist  upon  his 
previous  request  that  the  editorial  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  or  does  he  with- 
draw the  request? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  shall 
deal  with  it  as  I  go  along. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield  once 
more? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  to  yield  for  the  purpose 
of  correcting  the  Record.  I  am  sure  he 
wishes  to  keep  the  Record  straight.  He 
has  twice  mentioned  an  investigation  of 
communism  in  churches.  I  wish  he 
would  make  clear  in  the  Record  that  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  his  com- 
mittee have  never  investigated  commu- 
nism in  churches.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  does  not  wish  to  create 
that  impression.  I  am  not  saying  that 
it  would  be  wrong  to  conduct  such  an  in- 
vestigation. However,  we  have  never 
undertaken  such  an  investigation.  1  be- 
lieve the  Senator  from  Colorado  should 
clarify  the  Record  on  that  point. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  have 
no  specific  evidence  on  tliat  point.  I 
had  something  in  the  back  of  my  mind 
to  the  effect  that  a  certain  minister  in 
one  of  the  churches  had  made  certain 
remarks,  which  appeared  in  print,  and 
that  is  what  I  was  referring  to.  If  the 
Senator  says  he  has  never  investigated 
communism  in  churches,  I  am  willing  to 
take  his  word  for  it,  and  have  the  Rekord 
60  Show. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  believe 
it  is  true  also  that  no  Senate  committees 


Jurisdiction  would  cover  such  an  investi- 
gation. 

However,  to  continue  with  my  remarks. 
I  should  like  to  say  that  I  argued  long 
and  earnestly  in  the  select  committee 
that  we  drop  the  charges  filed  with  us 
that  "without  justification  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  impugned  the 
loyalty,  patriotism,  and  character  of 
Gen.  Ralph  Zwicker." 

It  was  my  contention  that  the  junior 
Senator  was  proceeding  with  the  Zwicker 
hearings  on  February  18  under  great  dif- 
ficulty. His  wife  had  met  with  a  serious 
accident  and  had  to  be  taken  to  the  hos- 
pital, and  the  Senator  had  been  up  all 
nicht  looking  aftei-  her  comfort  and  had 
had  no  sleep.  At  the  beginning  of  the 
hearings  he  was  handed  a  letter  from  the 
Secretary  of  War  Stevens,  dated  Febru- 
ary 16,  which  infuriated  him.  All  in  all, 
it  was  just  a  bad  day  for  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  and  all  who  ap- 
peared before  him.  However,  my  views 
did  not  prevail  and  the  select  committee 
went  into  the  McCarthy-Zwicker  hear- 
ings in  all  of  their  ugly  detail,  which  I 
will  highlight. 

Since  General  Zwicker  was  testifying 
under  Presidential  orders  which  restrict- 
ed his  te-stimony  .severely  he  appeared 
to  be  a  reluctant  witness,  when  in  truth 
he  was  a  very  frightened  witness,  who 
went  on  the  deferusive  very  naturally 
when  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin resorted  to  rough  tactics  in  his  cross- 
examination.  General  Zwicker  appeared 
before  Senator  McCarthy  without  the 
benelit  of  counsel,  and  explained  to  the 
select  committee  that  at  that  time  he 
was  inexperienced  in  testifying  before 
committees  of  Congress. 

In  the  course  of  his  examination.  Sen- 
ator McCarthy,  in  an  aside  to  his  col- 
leagues on  the  committee,  said: 

This  Is  the  first  flfth-amendmeat  general 
we've  hud  before  us. 

Later,  but  directly  to  General, Zv.icker. 
Senator  McCarthy  said: 


Then.  General,  you  should  be  removed  from 
any  command.  Any  man  who  has  been  given 
the  honor  of  being  promoted  to  general  and 
who  says.  "I  will  protect  another  general  who 
protected  Communi.sts,"  is  not  fit  to  wear 
that  uniform.  General.  I  think  It  is  a  tre- 
mendous disgrace  to  the  Army  to  have  this 
sort  of  thing  given  to  the  public.  I  Intend 
to  give  it  to  them.  I  have  a  duty  to  do  that. 
I  intend  to  repeat  to  the  press  exactly  what 
you  said.  So  you  Itnow  that.  You  will  be 
back  here,  General. 

Afterward  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  made  the  following  remark: 

General,  Im  going  to  have  you  back  here 
Tuesday  and  put  you  on  display  before  the 
public  in  order  that  they  may  see  Just  what 
kind  of  Incompetent  officers  we  have  In  the 
Army. 

During  our  hearings  it  developed  that 
General  Zwicker  not  only  had  opposed 
the  promotion  of  Major  Peress  and  had 
opposed  giving  him  an  honorable  dis- 
charge but  also  was  very  much  opposed 
to  any  ofBcer  in  the  United  States  Army 
invoking  the  fifth  amendment.  In  fact, 
on  January  21,  1954,  General  Zwicker,  in 
a  spirit  of  friendly  cooperation,  had  actu- 
ally revealed  the  name  of  Major  Peress 
to  the  McCarthy  committee  staff. 

As  a  member  of  the  select  committee. 
it  was  my  duty  to  set  aside  any  prejudice 


195^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


16159 


a,  »=• 


for  or  against  Senator  McCarthy  I  might 
have,  and  be  guided  entirely  by  the  evi- 
dence. 

Previous  to  the  select  committee  hear- 
ings I  made  excuses  for  the  bad  temper 
displayed  on  February  18,  1954,  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  in  his 
examination  of  General  Zwicker,  but  on 
September  8,  1954.  more  than  6  months 
afterward,  even  though  the  Army  had 
given  the  Senator  and  his  committee  a 
list  containing  the  names  of  every  Army 
oCacer  and  everyone  else  who  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  induction,  transfer, 
assignment,  promotion,  and  discharge  of 
Major  Peress,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  had  not  mellowed  toward 
General  Zwicker  in  the  slightest  degree. 
General  Zwlcker's  name  did  not  appear 
on  that  list,  the  Army  taking  the  position 
that  General  Zwicker  was  merely  the 
separation  officer  carrying  out  the  orders 
of  his  superiors,  and  had  at  no  time  de- 
termined any  policy  with  respect  to 
the  handling  of  Major  Peress.  It  is  sig- 
nificantly strange  that  neither  the  jimior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  nor  any  other 
Senator,  nor  any  other  Senate  commit- 
tee, had  called  any  of  the  oflBcers  on  the 
Army  list  to  ascertain  who  promoted 
Major  Peress,  and  why.  and  who  ordered 
his  honorable  discharge,  and  why. 

The  people  have  a  right  to  this  irifor- 
mation  and  I  think  they  wiU  be  surprised 
w  hen  they  learn  that  General  Zwicker  is 
completely  innocent  of  determining  any 
policy  with  respect  to  this  whole  mixed- 
up  affair.  There  is  not  the  sUghtest 
doubt  in  my  mind  that  a  completely  in- 
nocent and  able  and  distinguished  gen- 
eral was  shamefully  treated  by  the  chair- 
man of  a  committee  of  Congress  as  a  re- 
sult of  that  Senator's  carelessness  and 
stubbornness. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  wonder  if  the 
Senator  is  aware  of  the  fact  that  we  did 
get  the  promise  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Ai-my  that  he  would  have  the  Inspector 
General  make  a  search  and  try  to  find 
out  who  promoted  and  honorably  dis- 
charged Major  Peress,  and  that  up  to 
that  date,  even  though  I  had  written  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  repeatedly,  we  had 
not  received  that  information.  I  wonder 
if  the  Senator  is  aware  of  the  fact  that 
the  indications  are  that  General  Zwicker 
was  the  man  responsible  for  the  promo- 
tion of  Peress.  Is  the  Senator  aware  of 
that  fact? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No :  I  am 
not  aware  of  it.  In  fact,  I  have  just  the 
opposite  information.  I  will  say  to  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  it  is 
my  understanding  that  the  names  of  30 
men  had  been  submitted  to  the  commit- 
tee, either  the  committee  headed  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsm,  or  the 
other  committee,  indicating  those  who 
had  ansrthing  to  do  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  hesitate  to  in- 
terrupt the  Senator  during  his  speech, 
because,  as  I  have  said  before,  I  will  read 
In  the  headlines  tomorrow  that  we  had 
a  fight  or  an  argument,  and  I  have  had 


no  fight  or  argument  with  the  Senator 
from  Colorado.  But  is  he  not  aware  of 
the  fact  that  his  own  committee,  the 
select  committee,  saw  Secretary  of  the 
Army  Stevens,  that  the  Senator  from 
Utah  (Mr.  Watkins  1  made  the  appoint- 
ment; that  Stevens  told  him  that  after 
I  had  written  my  letter  suggesting  a 
court-martial  of  those  responsible,  there 
was  a  meeting  in  the  Pentagon,  and  the 
letter  was  turned  over  to  Mr.  John 
Adams,  the  legal  counsel.  They  had  a 
meeting,  and  at  that  meeting  it  was  de- 
cided to  give  Peress  an  immediate  hon- 
orable discharge. 

So,  Mr.  Stevens  knew  who  was  respon- 
sible for  giving  the  honorable  discharge. 
The  Senator's  committee  was  told  about 
the  meeting.  In  other  words,  it  is  not  a 
case  of  giving  30  names.  The  names  in- 
cluded persons  in  the  Surgeon  General's 
Office  who  examined  men  receiving  hon- 
orable discharges.  The  select  commit- 
tee knew  there  was  a  meeting  held  and 
they  knew  who  was  there  and  that  it 
was  decided  to  give  Peress  an  honorable 
discharge. 

I  wonder  if  the  Senator  and  I  cannot 
wholeheartedly  agree  that  where  there 
was  a  meeting  at  the  Pentagon  and  a 
decision  to  give  an  honorable  discharge 
to  a  man  who  was  Itnown  to  be  a  Com- 
munist, known  to  be  guilty  of  a  violation 
of  a  Federal  law,  for  which  there  was  a 
penalty  of  5  years  imprisonment,  in  all 
decency  Mr.  Stevens  or  someone  should 
tell  the  committee  and  tell  the  Senate 
who  was  responsible.  I  am  sure  the  Sen- 
ator will  agree  that  we  cannot  get  that 
information  by  questioning  persons  in 
the  Surgeon  Generals  Office. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  yield  in  a  moment. 

I  was  going  on  to  say  some  of  the 
things  which  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  has  already  said.  But  the 
point  I  am  making  and  the  point  which 
I  shall  continue  to  make  is  that  General 
Zwicker  was  not  present  in  the  confer- 
ence about  which  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  speaks.  He  was  merely 
the  separation  officer  and  he  at  no  time 
exercised  any  judgment  with  respect  to 
the  discharge  of  Major  Peress.  He  sim- 
ply carried  out  the  orders  which  were 
given  to  him.  I  am  familiar  with  the 
fact  that  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin wrote  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  a  letter  which,  in  his  absence,  was 
handled  by  the  Acting  Secretary,  Mr. 
Adams,  and  that  a  very  important  de- 
cision was  made,  namely,  not  to  pay  any 
attention  to  the  letter  which  was  re- 
ceived from  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  I  think  that  is  an  intolerable 
thing,  and  I  am  going  to  discuss  that 
in  a  few  moments. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  appreciate 
the  yielding  by  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado. 

There  are  2  or  3  points  I  wish  to  bring 

out,  because  I  think  this  is  a  very  im- 
portant matter  and  that  the  record 
should  be  clear  regarding  it. 

The  Senator  from  Colorado  has  just 
stated  that  he  would  clarify  some  of  the 


points  involved,  but  I  should  like  to 
correct  one  thing  which  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  has  said  when  he  ^ 
was  paraphrasir^  the  letter  from  Sec-^r 
retary  Stevens  which  was  written  on  thtf 
13th  of  November,  a  week  ago  Saturday.' 
In  paraphrasing.  I  believe  that  he  in- 
advertently had  the  Secretary  s&ying 
"we"  did  certain  things.  I  am  sure  he 
meant  to  say  "they."  meaning  the  staff 
at  the  Pentagon  which  handled  the  mat- 
ter, rather  than  Secretary  Stevens.  Sec- 
retary Stevens  was  not  at  the  Pentagon 
on  the  1st  of  February  when  the  letter 
from  the  chairman  of  the  investigatingr 
subcommittee  arrived.  Had  he  been 
there,  as  has  been  said,  the  whole  Peress 
matter  might  have  been  handled  dif- 
ferently. But  he  was  on  his  way  back 
from  Japan  and  did  not  return  until  the 
3d  of  February,  the  day  after  the  Mc- 
Carthy suggestion  was  finally  rejected 
and  the  request  of  Peress  granted  with 
the  immediate  discharge. 

A  point  to  keep  clear  is  that  in  hia 
letter  of  February  16,  2  days  before  the 
Zwicker  hearing.  Secretary  Stevens  was 
signing  a  letter  prepared  by  a  staff  at 
the  Pentagon. 

The  February  16  letter  which  stirred 
Senator  McCarthy  .iwas  not  a  letter  pre- 
pared by  the  Secrfetary  himself,  as  is 
evidenced  by  several  references  in  Secre- 
tary Stevens'  statements  to  the  commit- 
tee and  m  his  later  letter  of  November 
13.  The  staff  letter  of  February  Id, 
signed  by  Secretary  Stevens,  indicated 
that  the  letter  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  got  there  too  late.  It  re- 
ferred to  the  McCarthy  letter  as  asking 
for  a  reversal  of  an  action  previously 
taken,  which,  it  said,  was  impossible,  be- 
cause the  discharge  was  final. 

Personally,  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  feel 
that  General  Zwicker  was  responsible  for 
the  discharge  of  Peress.  At  a  meeting 
in  the  office  of  Chairman  Watkins  on 
Saturday,  November  13.  Secretary  Stev- 
ens did  bring  with  him  a  paper  which  he 
said  contained  a  list  of  the  persons  who 
were  associated  in  the  Peress  affair;  and 
General  Zwicker's  name  did  not  apptear 
on  that  list.  General  Zwicker  was  in 
command  of  the  separation  center,  where 
15,000  or  16,000  persons  were  being  sep- 
arated every  month.  When  Peress  came 
in  on  Monday,  the  1st  of  February,  fol- 
lowing the  hearing  before  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy on  Saturday.  January  30.  in  New 
York,  and  asked  for  an  immediate  dis- 
charge, General  Zwicker  notified  the 
next  officer  in  line,  his  superior,  the  Chief 
of  Staff,  First  Army,  that  Peress  said  he 
wanted  the  discharge  inmiediately.  Th^t 
was  the  day  on  which  the  McCarthy 
letter  went  to  the  Pentagon,  when  Secre- 
tary Stevens  was  not  there.  It  went  to 
the  responsible  Army  staff.  The  Secre- 
tary's letter  of  November  13  says  the  Mc- 
Carthy letter  was  referred  by  Mr.  Adams 
to  the  responsible  Army  staff,  that  they 
reviewed  it,  and  then  decided  there  was 
nothing  in  it  to  require — and  I  emphasize 
the  word  "require" — a  modification  of 
the  determination  previously  made, 
which  was  to  give  Peress  an  immediate 
discharge.  The  Secretary's  letter  uses 
the  phrase  "which  was  about  to  be  con- 
summated." 

So  the  facts  are  that  the  letter  of  the 
chairman   of   the   Senate   Investigating 
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Subcommittee  was  delivered  at  the  Pen- 
tagon on  the  Ist  of  February,  was  re- 
ferred to  a  responsible  staff,  by  them  re- 
viewed, and  the  matter  was  finally  de- 
termined, without  Mr.  Stevens  bein? 
present.  General  Zwlcker  had  notified 
the  Army  through  his  Immediate  su- 
perior that  Peress  had  come  in  that  same 
Monday.  February  1,  and  asked  for  his 
Immediate  discharge  Instead  of  the  pre- 
viously agreed  upon  March  31.  So  both 
appeals  were  before  them.  The  dis- 
charge was  consummated  on  the  follow- 
ing day,  February  2. 

Late  on  February  3  Mr.  Stevens  re- 
turned to  the  Pentagon,  and  on  February 
5  responded  to  one  of  the  suggestions  by 
Senator  McCarthy  and  directed  the  In- 
spector General  to  make  an  investiga- 
tion. That  Investigation  resulted  In  the 
compiling  of  a  list  of  30  names  which, 
as  Mr.  Stevens  told  us,  had  to  do  with 
the  Peress  affair.  But,  as  I  imderstood 
him — and  my  recollection  may  be  sub- 
ject to  correction  on  any  point,  although 
on  this  particular  point  I  think  my  recol- 
lection Is  correct — Stevens  said  to  us  in 
the  oflBce  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
Utah  on  the  Saturday  afternoon  in  ques- 
tion that  the  list  of  30  names  was  in 
groups.  There  was  a  group  of  4  or  5 
which  hswl  to  do  with  draft  induction;  a 
group  of  4  or  5  names  which  had  to  do 
with  medical  aspects  of  induction  or 
commissioning  under  the  Doctors  and 
Dentists  Draft  Act;  a  group  of  4  or  5 
which  had  to  do  with  promotion;  and  a 
group  which  had  to  do  with  the  dis- 
charge. 

It  was  at  that  point  In  this  meeting 
on  November  13  that  I  asked  whether  or 
not  the  name  at  the  head  of  the  group 
having  to  do  with  the  discharge  was  that 
of  a  brigadier  general  or  a  major  gen- 
eral. My  reason  was  that  Zwicker  was 
a  brigadier  general,  and  I  wanted  to 
know  if  it  was  the  name  of  an  officer  of 
higher  rank  than  that  who  was  at  the 
head  of  the  group  which  ordered  the 
Peress  discharge  consiunmated.  Secre- 
tary Stevens  said  that  it  was  neither  a 
brigadier  general  nor  a  major  general, 
but  a  person  of  higher  rank. 

It  was  then  that  I  suggested  that  we 
have  another  meeting  of  the  committee 
and  invite  the  man  who  was  at  the  head 
of  the  discharge  group  to  come  before  us 
and  answer  questions.  Then  someone 
objected  and  pointed  out  that  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat- 
kins],  had  already  been  asked  to  appear 
before  the  subcommittee  headed  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  on  the 
following  Monday  morning,  and  since  the 
Senate  was  to  meet  early,  it  would  be 
impracticable  to  have  the  meeting. 

Then  it  was  that  I  said  there  were  two 
questions  I  wanted  to  ask  after  having 
read  the  full  text  of  McCarthy's  Feb- 
ruary 1  letter  which  the  Secretary  had 
brought  with  him.  The  questions  were: 
First,  when  was  the  letter  from  Senator 
McCarthy  received  by  the  Pentagon; 
second,  how  was  it  handled,  that  is,  what 
was  done  with  It? 

The  next  day,  Sunday,  Senator  Wat- 
kins  sent  me  a  copy  of  the  reply  to  those 
questions,  a  letter  from  Secretary  Ste- 
vens, dated  November  13,  which  he  says 


he  wrote  after  consulting  the  records  In 
his  oflBce.  This  November  13  letter  says 
the  Secretary  found  that  the  McCarthy 
letter  had  been  delivered  by  hand — that 
Is,  by  messenger — on  the  1st  day  of  Feb- 
ruary; that  it  had  been  given  to  Army 
Counsel  John  Adams;  that  Adams  re- 
ferred it  to  the  resp>onsible  Army  staff; 
and  that  they  reviewed  it  and  decided  it 
did  not  require  or  compel  them  to  modify 
the  earlier  discharge  order  which  di- 
rected the  Peress  discharge  in  not  less 
than  90  days  or  earlier  if  he  so  requested. 
So  they  proceeded  with  the  discharge 
which  later  the  staff-prepared  letter  said 
could  not  be  reversed. 

I  wifh  to  express  my  appreciation  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado 
for  his  indulgence  in  permitting  me  to 
review  these  items. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am  glad 
to  have  the  clarifying  statement  of  the 
distinguished  junior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  with  reference  to  there  matt3rs. 
I  am  glad  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota has  stated,  without  any  hesitation, 
that  General  Zwicker  had  nothing  to  do 
with  these  matters — policy  matters — 
which  is  the  only  point  I  am  making. 

If  Senators  will  give  me  an  oppor- 
tunity to  read  my  next  paragraph,  they 
will  hear  a  statement  of  the  way  I  feel 
about  how  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin and  a  responsible  ccmmittee  of 
the  Senate  were  treated,  not  by  Geiieral 
Zwicker,  because  General  Zwicker  had 
nothing  to  do  with  it.  but  by  the  staff  of 
the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Army  in  the 
Pentagon. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  this  point? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 
Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Senator  from 
Colorado  has  said  that  General  Zwicker 
had  nothing  to  do  with  this.  I  wonder 
if  he  is  aware  of  the  fact  that  our  inves- 
tigators visited  Camp  Kilmer,  and  so  tes- 
tified, and  here  interviewed  General 
Zwicker;  that  Zwicker  told  them  he  had 
been  in  touch  with  the  Pentagon  before 
he  gave  Peress  the  sudden  honorable 
discharge. 

The  testimony  of  Peress  was  that  he 
did  not  request  the  discharge. 

In  other  words,  one  day  the  investiga- 
tors visited  Zwicker,  who  said.  "Yes;  I 
was  in  touch  with  the  Pentagon."  The 
next  day  Zwicker  appeared  before  our 
committee  and,  under  oath,  said,  "I  was 
in  touch  with  no  one." 

I  simply  wonder  if  it  would  not  tax 
the  patience  of  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado if  he  found  that  a  general  had  given 
one  story  to  an  investigator  on  one  day 
about  a  man  known  to  be  a  fifth -amend- 
ment Communist,  and  on  the  next  day, 
imder  oath,  had  changed  his  story  and 
had  made  a  complete  about  face. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 
Mr.  CARLSON.  I  think  it  is  impor- 
tant that  at  this  point  in  the  Record  we 
have  the  exact  testimony  of  General 
Zwicker  on  this  very  issue.  I  refer  now 
to  page  505  of  part  I  of  the  hearings  of 
the  select  committee.  Since  it  will  not 
take  more  than  a  moment.  I  wish  to 
read  it.  Mr.  de  Furia.  counsel  for  the 
committee,     was    questioning     General 


Zwicker,  who  was  the  witness  on  the 
stand.    I  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  DE  F*uRiA.  General,  did  you  promote 
Peress? 

General  ZwiCKrR.  I  definitely  did  not. 

Mr.  DE  Furia.  Did  you  discharge  l>lm  with 
an  honorable  discharge? 

General  Zwicker.  I  did,  sir. 

Mr.  DE  Furia.  Was  that  on  your  own  Ini- 
tiative or  under  orders,  sir? 

General  Zwicker.  It  was  under  orders. 

Mr.  DE  Furia.  What  kind  of  work  was  Peress 
doing  while  you  were  commandant  at  Camp 
Kilmer? 

General  Zwicker.  He  was  a  dentist  and  his 
work  was  confined  strictly  to  dentistry. 

Mr.  DE  FuRM.  Was  he  in  what  you  would 
call  a  sensitive  position  so  far  as  Intelligence 
or  information  or  classified  mateirlal  was 
concerned? 

General  Zwickfr.  He  was  not. 

Mr.  DE  Furia.  Scnatar  Frvin  suggests  that 
perhaps  working  with  teeth  and  nerves,  that 
made  it  a  sensitive  position. 

When  you  learned  about  the  Pertss  sepa- 
ration order  did  you  express  to  anyone  your 
feelings  about  the  merits  or  demerits  aiJoui 
that  separation  order?  , 

General  Zwickau.  I  certainly  did.  ' 

Mr.  DE  Flria.  When  you  learned  thBt  Peress 
was  going  from  captain  to  be  a  major,  did 
you  express  your  personal  feelings  about 
that? 

General  Zwicker   I  certainly  did. 

Mr.  DE  Fl'ria.  And  when  you  leartied  that 
Peress  was  about  to  be  discharged  with  an 
hononible  discharge,  did  you  express  your 
personal  feehngs  about  th.it? 

General  Zwicker.  Most  emphatically. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yiold? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  shall 
yield  to  the  junior  Sjnator  from  Wiscon- 
sin at  this  time,  although  I  cie  ire  to 
finish  what  I  have  to  say.  Later  I  shall 
be  slad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  know  the  E-nator 
from  Colorado  desires  to  piocttd  w-ili 
his  statement,  but  I  wish  to  have  the 
Zwicker  record  complete  for  the  ocnelit 
of  the  Senate. 

When  Zwicker  appeared  before  our 
committ-e,  he  was  a^kcd  whether  he 
knew  who  had  ordered  the  dischar-je  of 
Peress.     He  .^aid,  "No." 

We  asked  him  if  he  cnred.  He  said. 
"No,"  that  frankly  he  wa.s  not  inteie  ted. 
He  then  said  that  he  had  expretsed  no 
opinion  to  anyone  about  it. 

So  the  testimony  which  the  juniT 
Senator  from  Kansas  has  just  read  i.s  di- 
rectly contradictory  of  what  Zwicker  tes- 
tified before  our  committee.  I  may  al^o 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado  that 
later — I  do  not  have  the  testimony  be- 
fore me,  so  I  cannot  give  the  pace  num- 
ber, althou.gh  I  can  almc?t  quote  the 
testimony  varbatim— Zwicker  was  asked, 
first,  whether  he  knew  that  Peress  had 
appeared  and  refused  to  answer  ques- 
tions. 

His  answer  was,  "No,  sir;  not  Epecifi- 
cally  to  answer  questions." 

Then,  after  cross-examination,  which 
covered.  I  think,  a  page  and  a  half. 
Zwicker  admitted  that  he  knew  Peress 
had  refused  to  answer  questions,  but  not 
about  Communist  activities. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado  fol- 
low me? 

First.  Zwicker  said  he  did  not  know 
that  Peress  had  refused  to  answer  ques- 
tions. Then,  after  cross-examination,  he 
said,  "Yes;  I  know  he  refused  to  answer 
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questions,  but  not  about  Communist  ac- 
tivities." 

Then,  about  a  page  or  two  later, 
Zwicker  finally  said.  "Yes;  I  had  the  im- 
pression he  refused  to  answer  questions 
about  Communist  activities." 

I  merely  point  this  out  to  the  Senator 
from  Colorado,  as  I  assiune  he  did  not 
have  it  brought  to  his  attention  before 
this;  I  want  merely  to  show  that  we  had 
before  us  a  general  who  was  not  relying 
upon  a  Presidential  directive;  a  general 
who  was  not  saying,  "I  cannot  answer 
questions";  but  a  geii«ral  under  oath 
who  changed  his  story  three  times.  I 
am  certain  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
will  agree  that  it  required  vigprous  cross- 
examination  to  try  to  get  the  truth  from 
General  Zwicker;  and  we  sUU  do  not 
have  the  truth  from  him. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Tfie 
facts  are  that  when  General  Zwicker  ap- 
peared before  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  he  did  not  have  counsel  with 
him.  He  was  acting  under  higher  or- 
ders from  the  military.  He  was  acting 
under  instructions  which  had  been  given 
to  him,  and  also  on  Presidential  orders, 
and  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  inter- 
pret to  what  extent  those  orders  per- 
tained to  him.  Naturally,  he  went  on 
the  defensive;  and  to  read  the  evidence, 
it  wotild  sound  like  he  was  reluctant  to 
testify. 

But  when  he  appeared  before  our 
committee,  he  had  an  attorney  with 
him;  he  had  counsel  by  his  side;  and 
when  questions  were  asked  of  him,  he 
referred  the  questions  to  the  counsel  and 
asked  if  he  might  reply.  This  gave  the 
witness  a  great  deal  more  confidence.  I 
have  read  all  the  testimony  in  the 
Zwick'er-McCarthy  hearings,  not  once, 
but  many  times.  I  listened  to  the  testi- 
mony before  the  committee.  I  could 
find  nothing  wrong  with  the  testimony 
of  General  Zwicker.  either  his  previous 
testimony  or  the  testimony  before  the 
select  committee. 

Mr.  McCarthy  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  yield  to  me  at  this  point? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  I 
yield.  

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  wonder  whether 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  will  permit 
me  to  correct  the  quotations  I  previ- 
ously gave  from  memory  frcwn  CJeneral 
Zwicker's  testimony.  At  this  time  I  have 
the  exact  quotations  before  me,  and  I 
should  like  to  have  them  api>ear  in  the 
Record  at  the  point  where  I  previously 
referred  to  the  quotations. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  I 
shall  be  glad  to  have  that  done. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  First,  I  read  from 
page  70  of  the  hearings: 

The  Chaiuian.  The  day  the  honorable  dis- 
charge was  signed,  were  you  aware  of  the 
fact  that  he  had  appeared  before  our  com- 
mittee? 

General  Zwicker.  I  was. 

The  Chairmam.  And  had  refused  to  answer 
certain  questions? 

General  Zwickzb.  No,  sir;  not  speclflcally 
on  answering  any  questions.  I  knew  that 
he  had  appeared  before  your  committee. 

Then  I  read  from  page  71,  after  further 
cross  examination: 

The  Craekmaiv.  But  now  you  indicate  that 
you  did  not  know  that  he  refused   to   tell 


about    hi*    Communist    activities.    Is    that 
correct? 

General  Zwickix.  I  know  that  he  refused 
to  answer  questions  for  the  committee. 

You  see.  at  that  point,  a  page  later  In 
the  printed  hearings.  General  Zwicker 
said: 

I  know  that  he  refused  to  answer  ques- 
tions. 

I  read  further: 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  that  he  re- 
fused to  answer  questions  about  his  Com- 
munist activities? 

General  Zwickzx.  Specifically,  I  don't 
believe  so. 

Then,  after  further  cross  examina- 
tion: 

Now,  is  it  your  testimony  now  that  at  the 
time  you  read  the  stories  about  Major  Peress, 
that  you  did  not  know  that  he  had  refused 
to  answer  questions  before  this  coiruiUttee 
about  this  Communist  activities? 

General  Zwickxk.  I  am  sure  I  had  that 
Impression. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  a  question,  if  I 
may  do  so:  In  view  of  the  three  conflict- 
in?  answers  by  General  Zwicker — and  let 
me  say  that  in  those  instances  he  was 
not  hiding  behind  a  Presidential  order; 
if  he  had  been,  he  could  have  refused  to 
answer — but  in  view  of  those  three  con- 
flicting answers,  how  does  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  reconcile  them  with  the 
statement  in  the  select  committee's  re- 
port that  General  Zwicker  was  truthful 
and  not  evasive?  Can  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  reconcile  the  three  conflicting 
answers  with  that  statement  in  the  re- 
port? Let  me  say  I  am  not  submitting 
the  question  in  the  form  of  cross 
examination. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  thank 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  for 
not  cross-examining  me. 

Let  me  say  that  I  read  all  the  testi- 
mony which  now  has  been  inserted  in 
the  Record.  I  was  going  to  say  that  I 
read  the  testimony  dozens  of  times, 
although  that  would  be  an  exaggeration. 
However,  I  have  read  it  very  carefully 
at  least  a  dozen  times.  I  do  not  think 
one  can  pick  out  only  one  quotation  and 
frMn  it  reach  a  firm  determination. 

I  wish  to  say  once  more  that  when 
General  Zwicker  appeared  before  the 
committee  in  New  York  at  the  time  of 
the  cross-examination  he  was  there 
without  counsel.  I  think  he  wsis  very 
foolish  to  appear  without  counsel,  but 
he  did;  he  walked  in  there  without 
counsel.  He  had  Presidential  instruc- 
tions. I  do  not  have  the  instructions 
under  which  he  was  working,  but  he  did 
have  Presidential  instructions,  and  also 
instructions  from  his  superior,  in  regard 
to  the  matters  with  respect  to  which  he 
could  testify  and  the  matters  with  re- 
spect to  which  he  could  not  testify. 
Like  all  other  Army  officers — and  let  me 
say  that  my  experience  with  Army  of- 
ficers has  been  that — to  use  a  slang 
expression — they  never  stick  their  necks 
out;  they  are  very  careful  about  that. 
From  the  beginning  of  their  Army  serv- 
ice they  have  learned  not  to  do  that. 
So,  without  having  counsel  to  rely  on  and 
to  make  the  interpretations  for  him,  the 
witness  appeared  reluctant.  But  when 
he  appeared  before  our  committee 


Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  interrupt? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  was 
present  when  General  Zwicker  testified 
before  the  select  committee.  He  had 
counsel  at  his  side,  and  when  a  question 
was  propounded  to  him  he  let  the  counsel 
determine  whether  he  should  be  per- 
mitted to  answer  the  question,  and  when 
the  counsel  would  give  him  a  green  light 
he  woud  proceed.  He  was  extremely 
frank. 

I  had  to  read  into  the  questions  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  his  feel- 
ing in  the  matter.  As  I  have  stated 
already  in  my  remarks,  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  was  laboring  under 
great  difficulty  on  the  day  this  cross- 
examination  was  held.  Naturally  he  was  • 
perhaps  a  bit  irritable.  If  nothing  els^ 
made  him  irritable,  it  was  the  belated 
letter  which  he  received  from  Secretary 
of  the  Army  Stevens  in  reply  to  his  letter 
of  February  1.  I  think  the  reply  was 
dated  February  16,  and  was  handed  to 
him  on  the  18th.  I  can  understand  why 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsm  had 
reason  to  be  infuriated  by  that  kind  of 
treatment,  and  by  the  kind  of  treatment 
accorded  his  request  which,  as  I  have 
already  said,  was  a  valid  and  reasonable 
request,  and  one  which  it  was  the  Sena- 
tor's duty  to  make  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army.  In  view  of  the  shabby  treatment 
which  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
received,  I  can  understand  why  he  had  a 
great  deal  of  justification  for  being  irri- 
table and  for  being  angry  at  the  time  he 
examined  General  Zwicker. 

But  I  can  also  see  General  Zwicker's 
position.  Here  wtis  a  man  who  had  had 
no  part  whatsoever,  so  far  as  judgment 
was  concerned,  or  so  far  as  pohcymaking 
was  concerned.  He  was  simply  carrying 
out  the  order  which  was  handed  down  to 
him;  and.  acting  under  all  his  limita- 
tions. I  can  see  why  he  testified  as  he  did. 

I  think  we  must  take  into  considera- 
tions those  sideline  points  when  we  try  to 
judge  the  cold  tjrpe  testimony  before  us. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  desire  to  continue 
with  my  prepared  statement. 

Nevertheless,  it  should  be  said  that  on 
January  30,  1954,  in  New  York  City,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  learned 
for  the  first  time  that  Major  Peress  would 
be  given  an  honorable  discharge  when- 
ever he  asked  for  it.  On  Monday,  Feb- 
ruary 1,  1954,  by  messenger,  Senator 
McCartht  handed  the  Acting  Secretary 
of  the  Army  a  committee  request  to  hold 
up  the  proposed  separation  of  Major  t 
Peress.  The  Acting  Secretary  passed  this 
matter  on  to  his  staff,  and  it  decided  to 
ignore  Senator  McCarthy's  demand  that 
the  honorable  discharge  be  withheld,  and 
the  very  next  day  Major  Peress  was  offi- 
cially separated  from  the  service  with  an 
honorable  discharge. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  emphasize 
that  General  Zwicker  was  not  on  the 
staff  which  made  the  decision  at  the 
Pentagon  for  Acting  Secretary  Adams. 
The  general  wGis  attending  to  his  work. 
looking  after  the  separation  of  men  from 
the  Military  Establishment,  and  he  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  deci- 
sion. 

The  action  of  the  staff  of  the  Acting 
Secretary  of  the  Army  amounted  lo  a 
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flagrant  disregard  by  the  Army  of  a  valid 
request  by  a  committee  of  Congress,  and 
one  having  great  merit,  and  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  bad  every  right 
to  resent  It.  I  resent  this  haughty  high- 
handedness on  the  part  of  the  Army,  and 
now  declare  It  to  have  been  both  repre- 
hensible and  without  excuse.  However, 
General  Zwicker,  the  separation  officer, 
was  in  no  degree  responsible  for  this 
contemptible  treatment  of  a  congres- 
slonskl  committee,  and  should  not  have 
been  castigated  and  held  up  to  scorn  for 
carrying  out  the  orders  of  ills  superiors. 
Accordingly.  I  was  compelled  by  the  evi- 
dence broiudit  before  the  select  commit- 
tee to  hold  that  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  "without  Justification  had  im- 
pugned the  loyalty,  patriotism,  and  char- 
acter of  Gen.  Ralph  Zwicker." 

Under  the  laws  enacted  by  Congress, 
special  registrants,  consisting  of  physi- 
cians and  dentists,  made  liable  for  serv- 
ice under  the  physicians  and  dentists 
draft  law.  are  processed  by  the  local 
boards  in  exactly  the  same  manner  as 
are  regiilar  registrants,  under  the  Uni- 
versal Military  Training  and  Service  Act, 
as  amended,  with  the  exception  that  each 
<fiuch  registrant  who  has  been  foimd  by 
the  Armed  Forces  to  be  qualified  physi- 
cally, professionally,  and  in  other  re- 
spects. Is  offered  an  opportunity  to  be 
commissioned  in  the  Reserve  component 
of  the  designated  service  prior  to  such 
induction.  Acceptance  of  such  commls-r 
sion  prior  to  induction  results  in  the 
physician  or  dentist  entering  service  as  a 
commissioned  officer  rather  than  as  an 
enlisted  man.  and  also  insures  him  of 
the  additional  $100  a  month  pay  pro- 
vided for  such  persons  who  enter  service 
prior  to  induction. 

The  law  enacted  by  Congress  provides 
for  the  drafting  and  induction  of  Com- 
munists as  privates,  noncommissioned 
ofQcers,  and  commissioned  ofBcers  into 
the  military  on  precisely  the  same  basis 
as  for  non-Communists.  Also  the  law 
that  requires  dentists  and  doctors  to  be 
commissioned  and  promoted  makes  no 
reference  to  whether  they  are  or  are  not 
Commimists.  In  my  opinion,  no  Com- 
munist should  he  drafted  or  inducted 
into  any  military  establishment  of  the 
United  States,  and  especially  he  should 
not  be  commissioned.  However,  until 
we  ourselves,  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  change  the  law,  we  ought  not  to 
be  too  critical  of  the  military  who  use  the 
Communists,  officers  and  men,  we  pro- 
vide them. 

In  amplifying  the  facts  dealing  with 
the  interrogaUon  of  General  Zwicker  it 
is  important  that  we  emphasize  and  re- 
Iterate  the  necessity  for  the  investigating 
committees  of  the  Senate  to  retain  their 
full  power  and  authority  to  act  ef- 
fectively. 

It  is  in  the  public  Interest  that  the  in- 
vestigative arms  of  the  Senate  not  be 
hampered  by  rules,  which,  however  well 
intentioned  and  carefully  drawn  to  meet 
a  particular  circumstance,  will  in  their 
enforcement  in  other  circimistances  and 
on  other  occasions,  permit  wrongdoing 
to  continue  unknown  and  unpunished. 

I  hold  strongly  to  the  opinion  that  the 
Senate  should  never  take  any  action 
which  might  in  any  way  be  interpreted 


either  by  committees,  individual  Sena- 
tors, or  the  public  generally  as  meaning 
that  an  effort  is  laeing  made  to  curb  the 
power,  authority,  or  responsibility  of  leg- 
islative or  investigative  committees  of 
the  Senate.  The  scope  of  the  authority 
of  the  Senate's  committees  is  by  right, 
and  ought  to  be.  of  the  broadest  and 
most  sweeping  nature. 

There  is  ample  precedent  that  a  vig- 
orous and  searching  inquiry  by  various 
Senate  committees  in  the  past  has  re- 
sulted in  great  public  good.  Many  im- 
portant legislative  landmarks  are  the  di- 
rect result  of  investigations  which  at  the 
time  were  criticized  as  unduly  harsh  and 
strident.  The  lobby  investigation  by  the 
late  Senator  Thaddeus  Caraway,  the 
Shipping  and  mail  subsidy  investigation 
under  the  direction  of  former  Senator 
Hugo  Black,  the  Teapot  Dome  investiga- 
tion by  the  late  Senator  Thomas  J. 
Walsh,  the  Justice  Department  investi- 
gation by  former  Senator  Burton  K. 
Wheeler,  the  munitions  investigation  by 
former  Senator  Gerald  Nye.  the  utility - 
lobby  investigation  by  the  late  Senator 
Robert  La  PoUette,  Jr.,  and  the  stock- 
market  investigation  under  the  direction 
Of  the  late  Senator  Robert  Wagner,  are 
examples  of  Senate  committee  probee  in 
which  strong  words  and  vigorous  actions 
were  displayed.  There  can  t>e  no  doubt 
of  the  ultimate  good  to  the  citizenry  of 
the  Nation  resulting  from  these  investi- 
gations. 

In  asserting  this  position.  I  do  not  con- 
done bad  manners,  or  the  display  of  pas- 
sion and  temper,  or  abuse  of  witneeses 
by  members  of  Senate  investigating  com- 
mittees. There  is  neither  need  nor  pur- 
pose in  attacking  the  personal  life  of  a 
witness,  in  holding  him  up  to  contumely 
and  derision  becau;se  his  responses  may 
appear  to  the  interrogator  to  be  evasive, 
or  in  denouncing  him  because  he  refuses 
to  answer  at  all  when  within  his  legal 
right  to  refuse  to  answer. 

The  taunt,  the  name  calling,  the  guilt 
by  association,  the  pompous  derision,  are 
the  stock  in  trade  of  the  totalitarian 
countries,  the  governmental  systems 
which  free  men  despise.  How  ironic  it 
would  be  if  in  exp>osing  them,  we  would 
engage  in  the  self -same  practices  and 
acts.  In  the  United  States,  every  per- 
son is  presumed  innocent  until  found 
guilty  by  a  jury  of  his  peers.  A  Senate 
committee  investigation  is  not  a  trial  by 
jury,  and  ought  never  to  condemn  out  of 
hand. 

I  turn  now  to  another  facet  of  the 
charges  against  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  and  the  recommendation  for 
censure  made  by  the  select  committee. 
It  deals  generally  with  those  charges  in 
the  category  of  Incidents  of  Contempt 
of  the  Senate  or  a  Senatorial  Committee. 

It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  useful 
if  we  better  understand  this  charge.  The 
select  committee  limited  itself  in  this 
instance  to  specific  findings  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  person- 
ally mahgned  a  Senator  of  the  United 
States  for  carrying  out  specific  duties 
assigned  him  by  the  Senate,  and  was 
contemptuous  and  irresponsible  toward 
a  duly  constituted  committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate which  was  carrying  out  speoifie 
duties  assigned  to  it  by  the  Senate. 


There  can  be  no  question  that  the 
weight  of  the  evidence  preponderantly 
supported  the  findings  and  reoommenda- 
tions  of  the  select  committee  in  this 
instance.  But  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  as  a  Ixxly,  need  not  limit  Itself 
merely  to  these  specific  findings  and  rec- 
ommendations. Just  as  a  Judge  in  a 
trial  may  take  judicial  notice  of  the  fact 
that  a  particular  day  of  the  month  fell 
on  a  Monday,  so,  too,  may  the  Senate 
take  judicial  notice  of  plain,  inescapable, 
accepted,  and  uncontrovertible  facts. 

It  has  been  testified,  substantiated, 
and  not  denied  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  that  in  referring  to  the 
ofiQcial  actions  of  one  of  his  colleagues, 
he  questioned  both  his  moral  courage 
and  his  mental  ability.  In  partial  ex- 
culpation of  that  statement,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  some  stu- 
dents of  parliamentary  practice  have 
pointed  out  that  the  offensive  action  did 
not  take  place  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  and  therefore  is 
not  within  the  rules. 

It  is  true  that,  in  general,  a  member 
of  a  legislative  body  has  wide  discre- 
tion with  respect  to  what  he  says  or  does 
off  the  floor,  even  when  such  remarks 
or  actions  deal  directly  with  one  of  his 
colleagues.  Except  in  the  most  unusual 
cases,  such  references,  conduct,  or  action 
should  not  be  questioned  by  the  Senate. 

But  the  gravamen  of  the  remarks 
made  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin with  respect  to  one  of  his  col- 
leagues lies,  not  in  the  fact  that  it  was 
made  off  the  floor,  but.  rather,  that  it 
questioned  an  official  action  of  his  col- 
league, carried  out  in  the  line  of  that 
colleague's  duties  and  responsibilities  as 
a  Member  of  this  body.  Any  B^ator 
has  the  right,  even  the  duty  in  particu- 
lar cases,  to  question,  criticize;  differ 
from,  or  condemn  an  official  action  of 
the  body  of  which  he  is  a  member  or  of 
the  constituent  committees  which  are  the 
working  arms  of  the  body.  But  no  Sen- 
ator has  the  right  to  impugn  the  motives 
of  those  who  are  in  part  or  jointly  re- 
sponsible for  the  official  action,  nor  to 
question  or  upbraid  their  personal  char- 
acters. 

If  the  rules,  procedures,  precedents, 
and  customs  of  legislative  bodies  in  gen- 
eral, and  of  this  Semite  in  particular, 
permitted  otherwise,  no  Senator  could 
have  freedom  of  action  to  perform  his 
assigned  committee  duties.  If  a  Sena- 
tor must  first  give  consideration  to 
whether  an  official  action  of  his  can  be 
questioned  or  traduced  by  a  colleague  in 
another  place  as  having  been  motivated 
by  a  lack  of  the  very  personal  capaci- 
ties a  Senator  is  presumed  to  have,  the 
entire  mechanism  of  the  Senate's  pro- 
cedures is  in  jeopardy. 

The  facts  are,  however,  that  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  on  divers 
occasions  has  violated  both  Senate  cus- 
tom and  decorum  by  personal  first-per- 
son references  to  colleagues,  by  making 
a  coarse  play  on  the  name  of  a  colleague,, 
and  generally  offending  against  good  or- 
der and  decent  respect  for  the  rights 
and  feelings  of  his  colleagues. 

Let  me  make  clear  qui*^  that  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  not 
alone  in  breaches  of  good  order  and  de- 
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corum.  But  to  exculpate  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  simply  because 
some  of  his  colleagues  are  equally  guilty 
is  the  same  as  arguing  that  because  one 
culprit  is  not  prosecuted,  a  second  culprit 
is  ipso  facto  entitled  to  the  same  treat- 
ment. The  Senate  is  considering  and  is 
concerned  with  the  charges,  the  find- 
ings, and  the  recommendations  made 
against  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, and  not  against  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  this  body.  There  is  no  validity  in 
either  law  or  good  morals  to  excuse  an 
offensive  action  by  one  because  others 
have  done  it.  The  very  fact  that  others 
indulge  In  such  violations  makes  it 
doubly  essential  that  this  offensive  and 
vile  practice  be  stopped   forthwith. 

It  is  my  judgment,  based  on  long  study 
of  the  history  and  procedures  of  parlia- 
mentary bodies,  that  the  code  of  conduct 
of  a  member  of  a  legislative  body  toward 
his  peers  is  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  efficient,  deliberate,  and  orderly  proc- 
esses of  democratic  government. 

Prom  the  very  beginning  of  repre- 
sentative government,  from  the  days  of 
the  Greek  city  states  to  the  mother  of 
parliaments  in  Britain,  iind  from  the 
time  of  George  Mason  in  the  Virginia 
Assembly  and  Thomas  Jefferson  in  the 
National  Legislature,  to  the  present  mo- 
ment, it  has  been  recognized  that  mem- 
bers of  a  deliberative  or  legislative 
assembly  must  have  exactly  equal  status. 
Every  member  must  attribute  to  his  col- 
leagues the  same  virtues  he  attributes 
to  himself,  and  accord  to  him  the  same 
honest  and  conscientious  motivation  that 
he  imputes  to  himself.  Without  this 
comity  of  mutual  respect  and  considera- 
tion, every  member's  actions  become  sus- 
pect, intelligent  deliberation  is  turned 
into  angry  personal  abuse  and  suspicion, 
and  anarchy  replaces  order. 

These  are  the  reasons  why  rules  of 
order  and  procedure  were  established  in 
the  earliest  parliaments.  These  are  the 
reasons  why  Thomas  Jefferson  regarded 
his  manual  as  one  of  his  most  important 
contributions  to  democratic  government. 
It  is  material,  he  asserted,  that  order, 
decency,  and  regularity  be  preserved  in  a 
dignified  public  body. 

How  wise  and  farseeing  he  was.  Look 
about  us  in  the  world  and  consider  what 
has  been  taking  place.  One  of  the  most 
subtle  and  effective  weapons  of  the 
worldwide  Communist  conspiracy 
against  free  governments  is  the  move  to 
break  down  orderly  and  decent  pro- 
cedures in  the  parliamentary  bodies  of 
the  nations  it  seeks  to  envelop. 

Personal  attacks,  public  outcries, 
threats  of  violence,  and  actual 'acts  of 
violence  upon  one  member  by  another, 
impugning  character,  charging  illegal  or 
dishonest  motives,  assailing  the  conduct 
of  members.  Insinuations  of  lack  of 
fealty  to  the  existing  government  or  to 
the  nation — all  these  have  become  com- 
monplace in  the  parliaments  of  a  number 
of  European  nations.  It  is  no  secret  that 
the  Communist  members  of  the  legisla- 
tive assemblies  or  those  sympathetic  with 
their  aims  are  the  perpetrators  of  these 
outrages. 

Does  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin desire  me  to  yield  to  h:m? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  if  I  may  ask  the  Senator  to  bear 


with  me  for  a  moment  longer,  for  a  few 
more  questions. 

I  refer  the  Senator  to  page  2.  line  8. 
of  the  censure  resolution,  I  wonder  if 
there  is  not  something  here  which  the 
committee  might  wish  to  delete.  I  as- 
sume the  censure  resolution  will  pass. 
I  assume  the  committee  does  not  want 
anything  in  it  which  looks  ridiculous. 

In  section  2  of  the  resolution  I  am 
accused  of  releasing  executive  hearings. 
I  ask  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Colorado  if  he  is  not  aware  of  the  fact 
that  I  had  telegraphed  to  all  members  of 
the  committee  and  asked  for  permission 
to  release  the  executive  hearings?  I  told 
them  that  all  parties  desired  to  release 
them.  Prior  to  that  time  General 
Zwicker 's  affidavit  had  been  released.  I 
telegraphed  members  of  the  committee 
and  told  them  to  let  me  know  if  they 
objected,  and  stated  that  if  I  did  not  hear 
from  them  I  would  assume  that  I  had 
their  permission. 

In  view  of  that  situation,  does  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  believe  that  a  Sena- 
tor should  be  censured  for  doing  what 
all  the  members  of  his  committee  agreed 
to? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  With  re- 
spect to  making  public  the  testimony. 
does  the  Senator  now  say  that  he  is  being 
censured  for  making  public  the  testi- 
mony taken  at  the  Zwicker-McCarthy 
hearings? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  am  reading  from 
section  2  of  the  censure  resolution.  I 
am  accused  of  having  released  executive 
hearings.  The  Senator  knows — I  say  the 
Senator  knows;  he  may  not  know,  be- 
cause he  may  not  have  been  present  at 

the  time  the  telegrams  were  introduced 
in  evidence,  but  there  were  introduced 
in  evidence  telegrams  showing  that  I  had 
received  permission  from  the  committee 
to  release  the  testimony.  It  has  long 
been  the  practice  of  the  committee  to 
release  executive  testimony  on  the  vote 
of  the  committee.  I  wonder  if  the  Sena- 
tor wishes  to  take  up  with  the  commit- 
te3  the  deletion  of  this  particular  line? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  did  not 
attach  vital  importance  to  that  particu- 
lar line,  taken  out  of  context.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  look  at  it.  In  the  light  of 
what  the  Senator  says.  I  shall  be  glad 
to  take  another  look  at  it. 

I  now  wish  to  proceed ' 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  For  the  benefit  of 
the  Senator,  I  overheard  the  Senator 
from  Utah  I  Mr.  WatkinsI  saying  that  it 
is  not  a  question  of  the  release  of  the 
executive  hearings,  but  rather  the  release 
of  a  resume  of  the  hearings.  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  should  have  the 
benefit  of  this  advice.  Even  though  he 
cannot  hear  it  I  can  hear  it. 

In  that  connection,  I  assume  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  is  aware  of  the  fact 
that  I  took  up  with  my  committee — 
Democratic  members  and  Republican 
members — the  question  of  how  we  should 
handle  executive  sessions.  I  told  the 
other  members  how  they  were  being 
handled,  and  stated  that  if  there  were 
any  objections,  we  would  change  the 
practice.  Any  one  of  the  three  Demo- 
cratic members,  I  am  sure,  will  verify 
this  statement,  as  will  the  Repubhcan 
members.  I  wonder  if  it  is  desired  to 
censure  a  Senator  for  following  the  prac- 


tice of  his  committee.  I  do  not  think 
tills  is  a  vital  matter,  but  it  is  of  some 
importance. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  thank 
the  Senator.  As  I  understand,  at  the 
time  of  the  McCarthy-Zwicker  hearings, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconson  told 
General  Zwicker  that  he  was  going  to 
make  public  the  hearings.  I  did  not  un- 
derstand that  he  had  received  in  ad- 
vance the  permission  of  his  committee 
to  do  so.  He  virtually  told  the  general 
that  he  was  going  to  hold  him  up  to 
scorn,  that  he  was  going  to  give  all  the 
information  to  the  pubUc,  which  was  en- 
titled to  it,  and  so  forth.  I  have  al- 
ready placed  that  language  in  the  Rec- 
ord. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  ask  the  Senator 
to  check  the  record  and  see  if  there  is 
not  in  the  record,  first,  testimony  that 
I  sent  a  telegram  to  all  the  members  of 
the  committee  asking  for  permission  to 
release  the  testimony;  and  second,  that 
I  told  the  committee  what  the  practice 
was  with  respect  to  releasing  a  resum6. 
in  order  to  prevent  leaks.  If  the  Sena- 
tor  finds  such  testimony  in  the  record.  I 
wish  he  would  return  to  the  floor  and 
move  that  this  line  be  deleted. 

While  the  very  able  Senator  from  Col- 
orado is  on  his  feet,  I  should  like 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  be- 
fore he  proceeds  to  another  matter  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  jrield  to  me 
in  order  that  I  may  clear  up  the  ques- 
tion which  has  just  been  discussed? 

The     PRESIDING     OFFICER.       The 

Senator  from  Colorado  has  the  floor.   To 
whom  does  he  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield- 
ing to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield  - 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah.  * 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  invite  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  following  hne  of  ques- 
tions and  answers  occurred  during  the 
examination  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  The  language  to  which  I 
have  referred  is  found  on  page  56  of  the 
report.  It  is  a  quotation  from  the  rec- 
ord of  the  hearing.  I  read  from  page  56 
of  the  report: 

On  his  right  to  reveal  to  the  press  what 
had  been  testified  to  at  the  Zwicker  executive 
bearing.  Senausr  McCartht  testified: 

"Mr.  DE  Ftj»ia.  Senator,  were  you  author- 
ized by  either  the  major  committee  or  your 
SubcQmm.ittee  on  Permanent  Investigations 
to  reveal  what  trajisplred  at  the  Zwicker 
executive   hearing? 

"Senator  McCartht.  I  dlscuBsed  the  matter 
with  the  representatives  of  the  two  Senators 
who  were  present  and  we  agreed,  in  view  of 
the  Stevens'  statement,  It  should  be  released." 

Mr.  DE  PuRiA.  You  say  you  discussed  It  with 
the    representatives   of    two    Senators? 

Senator  McCartht.  That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  DE  FuRiA.  In  spite  of  the  rules  of  your 
own  committee  that  all  testimony  taken  In 
executive  session  shall  be  kept  secret  and  wUI 
not  be  released  or  iised  In  public  session 
without  the  approval  of  the  majority  of  the 
Bubcom^mlttee? 

Senator  McCarthy.  I  felt  that  the  two  men 
who  were  present  were  representing  the  Sen- 
ators, and  they  constituted  a  majority.  There 
were  only  fovir  Senators  on  the  committee 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  DE  FuKiA.  In  a  matter  involving  a 
general  of  the  United  States,  then,  you  per- 
mitted an  administrative  assistant  to  exercise 
the  prerogatives  of  the  United  States  Senate? 
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Senator  McCasthx,  I  think  1  hxf  recited 
the  facta  to  you. 

That  appears  at  page  349  toad  page  350 
of  the  healings.  I  continue  to  read  from 
the  bearings: 

Senator  MoCarht.  May  I  say  farther,  Mr. 
d«  Furla.  In  answer  to  your  question,  tliat 
Oenetml  Zwfteker  liad  alresdy  releaaed  a  dis- 
torted venlon  ai  tbe  teetlnxmy.  tlirougb 
Bob  SteTciu.  In  aOdaTlt  form.  Z  felt  under 
the  circumstances  that  the  correct  version 
should  be  released. 

Mr.  •■  Fimu.  Why,  Senator,  you  released 
tills  first  S  or  S  minutes  after  your  bearing 
eonetuded;   did  you  not? 

Senator  McCasxht.  No;  I  did  not.  It  was 
the  transcript. 

Mr.  OS  Pintu.  Tou  called  in  the  press,  did 
you  not.  right  away? 

Senator   HcCabtht-.  I   did   not. 

IB:,  xm  FoaiA.  TO  teU  tbem  wbat  bad  bap- 

pened  In  the  ezeeutlve  session? 

Senator  McCabtbt.  Mr.  de  Purla,  If  you 
want  io  know  what  the  practice  was  here, 
and  what  the  practice  la 

Mr.  Dx  PuazA.  I  do  not  want  the  practice. 

Senator  IfcCaaraT.  Z  did  not  release  the 
transcript. 

Mr.  DE  Fttiu.  I  am  not  talking  about  the 
transertpt.  But  you  did  tell  the  press  what 
happened  in  the  closed  executive  session 
within  a  few  minutes  after  that  session 
ended? 

Senator  McCabtht.  I  gave  them  a  rteumd 
of  the  testimony;  yes. 

Mr.  Dx  PtrxiA.  Sir,  I  am  asking  you.  Upon 
What  authority,  or  by  what  right,  you  did 
that? 

Senator  McCabtht.  Because  that  has  been 
our  practice. 

Mr.  m  FuaxA.  In  spite  of  the  rule  of  your 
own  committee? 

Senator  MbCASTHT.  That  has  been  the 
practice  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Dx  PoaiA.  General  Zwlcker's  affidavit 
was  not  made  until  2  days  later;  Isn't  that 
right.  Senator?    It  is  dated  February  20. 

Senator  MdCabtht.  I  dont  know  what 
date  it  Is  dated,  but  the  transcript  was  not 
releaaed  untu  after  the  distorted  version  of 
the  testimony  given  by  Zwicker. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    May  I  say— — 

1ST.  WATKINS.  I  should  like  to  fin- 
ish, if  I  may,  by  saying  that  the  state- 
ment in  the  amendment  which  the 
committee  has  ready  to  offer  and  which 
will  be  called  up  when  we  get  to  that 
point  is  not  quite  accurate.  Apparently 
it  is  open  to  two  interpretations.  My 
personal  feeling  is  that  it  ought  to  be 
amended  u  I  had  originally  drafted  that 
part  of  the  amendment,  so  that  it  would 
be  clear  that  what  was  released  was  a 
r6sum6.  not  the  actual  transcript  pre- 
pared by  the  reporter  after  the  reporter 
had  had  time  to  transcribe  his  notes. 

I  beueve  that  point  should  be  elim- 
inated. Oniain  matters  in  that  particu- 
lar amendment  can  be  deleted.  Person- 
ally I  feel  that  the  language  ought  to  be 
deleted,  "niat  matter  will  be  taken  up 
by  the  committee  before  we  get  to  the 
final  consideration  of  the  perfecUnsr 
amendments.  I  am  glad  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  Ixrought  ttie  matter  up. 
I  hare  glTen  the  record  of  what  took 
place. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield?  I  should  like  to  cor- 
rect the  record  which  the  Senator  from 
Utah  made.    It  is  an  incorrect  record. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  have 
yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Utah.  I  now 
yield  to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. 


Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  should  Uke  to  cor- 
rect the  record  which  the  Senator  from 
Utah  has  made.  It  is  an  incorrect  rec- 
ord. I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Utah, 
did  not  make  it  on  his  own  responsibility. 
but  that  the  record  was  handed  to  him 
as  the  complete  record.  The  record 
shows  that  what  he  read  is  accurate ;  but 
it  should  be  shown  that  after  that  testi- 
mony we  checked  the  committee  files, 
and  we  brought  back  the  telegrams  that 
had  been  sent  to  the  Senators.  Those 
telegrams  showed  that  we  received  per- 
missicHi  from  the  Senators  to  release  the 
executive  session  testimony.  Therefore, 
When  the  Senator  from  Utah  reads  from 
the  record  to  the  effect  that  the  testi- 
mony was  released  upon  the  advice  of 
the  administrative  assistants,  he  is  giv- 
ing only  half  the  story.     That  was  the 

accurate  story  at  the  time.  However,  we 
came  back  and  we  gave  him  the  tele- 
grams, and  he  knew  what  the  telegrams 
said,  and  he  knew  we  had  ];>ermission  to 
release  the  testimony  of  the  Zwitker 
executive  session.  So  much  for  that 
,  I  should  like  to  refer  now,  if  I  may, 
to  something  which  I  consider  to  be  of 
the  utmost  importance.  McCarthy  is 
completely  unimportant  in  this  matter. 
What  I  have  in  mind  is  something  we 
will  have  to  live  with  for  the  next  30 
or  50  or  60  years.  I  refer  to  page  30 
of  the  committee  report,  to  which  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  has  referred  in 
his  speech. 

In  its  report,  the  Watkins  committee 
finds  that  a  Senator  does  not  have  a 
right  to  criticize  an  individual  Senator. 
I  Should  like  to  state  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  that,  although  I  have  criticized 
him  for  not  having  told  us  about  the 
statements  he  had  made  before  he  be- 
came vice  chairman  of  the  Watkins  com- 
mittee, I  still  have  a  high  respect  for  the 
Senator  from  Colorado. 

I  should  like  to  ask  him  this  question : 
Does  he  not  believe  that  we  would  be 
setting  a  very  dangerous  precedent  if  we 
were  to  say — and  this  is  regardless  of 
Joi  McCabtht  or  John  Jones  or  any  other 
Senator — that  no  Senator  may  critteize 
a  member  of  a  committee?  In  other 
words,  do  we  lose  freedom  of  speech  when 
we  become  Senators? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  As  I  see 
it,  the  rule  is  what  I  have  stated  in  my 
remarks,  namely,  that  while  a  Senator 
has  a  right  to  criticize  actions  of  a  Sen- 
ator or  a  committee,  no  Senator  has  a 
right  to  Impugn  the  character  or  the 
motives  of  the  ofElcial  members  of  the 
Senate  in  reaching  a  decision. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  ttie  Senator  one  fur- 
ther question.    It  is  very  important. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  us  assume  that 
In  1970 — let  us  forget  about  1954 — let  us 
State  that  the  motives  of  a  Senator  are 
bad.  Let  us  assume  that  the  Senator  is 
completely  dishonest.  That  is  entirely 
possible,  in  a  membership  of  96  Senators. 
Let  us  assume  that  the  Senator's  motives 
are  bad.  If  we  now  adopt  this  rule,  nc 
Senator  would  ever  be  permitted  to  dis- 
close the  dishonesty  and  the  bad  motives 
of  another  Senator.  I  wonder  if  that 
would  not  be  setting  a  very  dangerous 
rule. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  C<^orado.  There  la 
a  vast  difference,  as  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  understands,  between  criticia- 
ing  the  official  acts  of  committees  or 
Members  of  the  Senate,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  impugning  the  character  and  the 
motives  of  Senators  and  members  of 
committees,  on  the  other  hand.  How- 
ever, I  wish  to  go  ahead  with  my  re- 
marks. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  May  I  ask  one  more 
question  of  the  Senator? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  1  should 
like  to  finish  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield  further  to 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  My  question  refers 
to  the  part  of  the  report  of  the  committee 

which  bothers  me  most.  I  do  not  care 
whether  the  Senate  censures  McCarthy. 
I  believe  there  are  enough  votes  in  the 
Senate  to  vote  censure.  I  am  very  much 
disturbed,  however,  about  adopting  the 
rule  set  forth  at  page  30  of  the  report. 
I  should  like  to  have  all  members  of  the 
select  committee  expi-ess  their  views  on 
this  point.  I  do  not  believe  the  p>art  of 
the  report  to  which  I  refer  was  written 
by  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  or  by  any 
other  member  of  the  select  committee. 
I  believe  it  was  written  by  a  counsel,  who 
did  not  know  what  he  was  doing.  I  won- 
der if  it  is  the  position  of  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  that  a  Senator  is  subject 
to  censure  if  he  criticizes  the  motives  or 
the  character  of  a  Senator,  assuming 
that  his  motives  are  bad  beyond  words, 
and  assuming  that  his  character  is  bad 
beyond  words.  Are  we  precluded  from 
talking  about  the  matter? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Perhaps 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  did  not  hear 
me,  but  I  said  I  hold  strongly  to  the  opin- 
ion that  the  Senate  should  never  take 
any  action  which  might  in  any  way  be 
interpreted,  either  by  committees,  indi- 
vidual Senators,  or  the  public  generally, 
as  being  an  effort  to  curb  the  power,  au- 
thority, or  responsibility  of  legislative  or 
investigative  committees  of  the  Senate. 
The  scope  of  the  authority  of  the  Senate 
committees  is  by  right,  and  ought  to  be, 
of  the  broadest  and  most  sweeping 
nature. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  asked  me 
what  I  thought  about  these  things.  I 
am  sure  the  other  members  of  the  select 
committee  will  testify  that  all  through 
the  hearings  I  was  a  stickler  for  these 
very  principles. 

I  should  like  to  proceed  with  the  re- 
mainder of  my  statement.  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry.  1 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER]  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WELKEK.  May  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Colorado  be  permitted  to 
continue  without  interruption? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Colorado  has  the  power  to 
decline  to  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

I  now  resume  reading  my  statement 

The  motive  is  clear.  The  objective  is 
a  breakdown  in  the  parliamentary  sys- 
tem. The  provocateurs  know  that  even 
the  most  decent  and  lawabiding  of  hu- 
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man  beings  can  stand  only  so  much  prov- 
ocation. The  aim  is  to  tantalize  and 
provc^e  to  the  breaking  point,  to  the 
end  where  the  most  orderly  of  parlia- 
mentarians in  sheer  self-defense  are  lit- 
erally forced  into  the  same  tactics.  The 
result  is  a  breakup  in  the  legislative  as- 
sembly, the  end  of  sane  deliberations 
and  mutual  respect,  and  chaos.  The 
next  step  is  an  Insistent  outcry  from  an 
outraged  citizenry  for  strong  leadership, 
and  totalitarianism  takes  over. 

I  had  wished  that  I  might  end  my 
Senate  career  on  a  happier  note.  I  bear 
no  man  malice  or  ill-will.  This  has  not 
been  a  pleasant  duty  for  me.  I  value, 
above  anything  I  have  done  in  my  life- 
time, my  tenure  In  this  preat  body.  I 
treasure  the  friendships  and  associations 
I  have  been  privileged  to  make  here.  I 
am  jealous  of  the  good  name  of  this 
great  institution,  of  its  prerogatives,  its 
responsibilities,  its  sjrmbolism  to  an  un- 
happy and  worried  world  as  the  last 
citadel  of  free  men.  frefly  expressing 
their  minds  and  their  hearts. 

I  believe  with  all  my  .soul  that  this 
body  must  preserve  its  dignity,  its  august 
reputation,  its  tradition.  I  am.  as  those 
who  know  me  well  must  realize,  mo- 
mentarily troubled  by  the  wounds  it  has 
received.  But  I  leave  it  strong  In  the 
belief  and  fervent  in  the  hope  that  my 
grandchildren,  and  their  children  will, 
in  their  adulthood,  point  to  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  with  pride  as  the 
great  bastion  of  honor,  decency,  respon- 
sibility, and  nobility  among  the  parlia- 
ments of  free  men. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  insert  in  the  Rkord  some  ex- 
cerpts from  the  hearims  before  the 
select  committee.  They  are  all  in  the 
testimony  in  the  hearings. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Mr.  DC  Pdxia.  Will  you  please  teU  mm,  •It, 
what  happened  after  General  Zwicker  was 
asked  to  step  down  from  the  witness  stand? 

Captain  Wooowabd.  Gener&l  Zwicker,  when 
he  was  aaked  to  step  down  from  the  wltnesa 
Bland,  was  told  by  Senator  McCximiT — I 
think  be  shook  hix  Onger  at  him — "General. 
you  will  be  back  on  Tucsdity.  and  at  that 
time  I  am  going  to  put  you  on  display  and 
let  Uie  American  public  see  what  kind  of 
officers  we  liave."  (Select  committee  hear- 
ing, p.  451.) 

Mr.  DB  FURiA.  Will  you  teU  u».  please. 
Captain,  what  wa«  the  remark  about  fifth 
amendment  and  General  Zwicker.  who  made 
It,  and  the  exact  words,  if  you  can  give  them 
to  us? 

Captain  Woodward.  Sir.  T  remember  that 
very,  very  correctly.     The  statement 

Mr.  BE  FcwA.  Who  made  the  «tatement? 

Captain  Woodwaks.  The  statement  was 
made  by  Senator  McCa«tht.  It  was  made 
rather  early  In  the  hearing  while  he  was 
questioning  General  Zwicker.  At  the  time 
General  Zwicker  was  pausing  to  get  an 
answer  for  a  question  Senator  IIcCaitht 
looked  at  his  colleagues  and,  laughingly,  said, 
"This  is  the  flrst  Qtth-amendment  general 
we've  had  before  us."  (Select  committee 
hearing,  p.  451.) 

The  Chaibman.  Who  notified  you  that  you 
would  receive  an  honorable  dlschar^f 

Mr.  PBUE88.  I  tfont  belieTe  I  was  offlclally 
notltted.  It  was  Just  tendered  to  me  when  I 
left. 

The  CRAOufAK.  It  was  handed  to  yon? 
Mi.  Psaass.  Yes;  as  part  ol  my  records. 
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The  CHAnucAH.  Let's  have  the  record  show 
that  this  is  signed  February  2.  1054.  This 
was  handed  to  you  on  what  date? 

Mr.  Pnuas.  February  2.  1054. 

The  CKAnucAM.  Let  us  have  the  record 
thow  that  this  was  signed  and  handed  to 
this    fifth    amexuiment    Communist,    Ifajor 

Pa%sa.  after  I  had  written  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  suggesting  that  he  be  court- 
martialed,  suggesting  that  everyone  having 
anything  to  do  with  his  promotion,  with 
his  change  of  orders,  be  court-martialed.  I 
did  that  feeling  that  this  would  be  one  way 
to  notify  all  the  officers  in  the  Army  and  all 
the  enlisted  men.  that  there  has  been  a  new 
day  In  the  Army,  that  the  20  years  of  treason 
have  ended,  and  that  no  officer  in  the  Army 
can  protect  traitors,  can  protect  Commu- 
nists. I  want  the  record  to  show  this  was 
given  to  you  after  that  letter  had  been  made 
public,  before  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
Robert  Stevens,  returned  to  the  United 
States.  I  ask.  Mr.  Adams,  where  is  John  J. 
IfcManus  now? 

Mr.  John  Adams  (legal  counsel  to  Depart- 
ment of  the  Army.  Washington,  D.  C).  I 
dont  know,  Mr.  Chairman.  J  presume  he  Is 
an  officer  in  headquarters.  First  Army. 

The  CRAnMAW.  Will  we  have  to  subpena 
him,  or  will  he  be  produced? 

Mr.  Adams.  He  will  be  produced.  (Select 
committee  hearings,  p.  2IS.) 

Mr.  DK  FcaiA.  I  repeated  my  question  three 
times,  and  I  think  I  remember  what  I  said, 
sir,  and  that  was: 

"Did  he  express  his  personal  feelings  about 
the  claim  of  the  refuge  of  the  fifth  amend- 
ment and  about  the  separation  order  and 
about  the  honorable  discharge?" 

I  did  not  ask  him  about  whether  he  ob- 
jected to  those  things  because  of  the  Presi- 
dential orders. 

Mr.  WnxiAMS.  What  was  the  purpose  of 
the  mqulry  if  we  weren't  going  to  get  that 
information? 

Was  It  to  leave  an  Inference? 

Mr.  DE  FrxiA.  I  dont  think  I  have  to 
answer  that,  Mr.  Williams. 

Mr.  Wn.LLAM8.  When  you  expressed  your 
oplrUon.  General,  were  you  for  It  or 
against  it? 

That  Is  the  next  question:  Were  you  for 
these  things  or  against  them;  to  clear  the 
record  up  on  it? 

(At  this  point  General  Zwicker  conferred 
with  Colonel  Johnson.) 

Mr.  WnxiAMs  Don't  you  have  the  record. 
Mr.  Reporter,  where  Mr.  de  Furla  asked  the 
witness 

General  Zwidtra.  Mr.  Williams,  I  have 
been  informed  by  my  counsel  that  he  indi- 
cates that  I  may  answer  yotir  question  in 
the  manner  w^hlch  I  hope  will  be  satisfac- 
tory to  you. 

I  am  Informed  by  my  counsel  I  may 
answer  your  question  In  this  manner:  That 
my  personal  opinion  was  that  I  was  very 
much  opposed  to  any  change  In  grade  of 
Peress,  regardless  of  how  it  was  accom- 
plished; that  I  was  very  much  opposed  to 
his  receiving  an  honorable  discharge. 

And  what  was  the  third  factor? 

Mr.  DE  FusiA.  About  his  claim  of  refuge  in 
the  fifth  amendment. 

General  Zwicker.  Yes.  sir;  and  was  very 
much  opposed  to  any  officer  in  the  United 
States  Army  Invoking  the  fifth  amendment. 

Mr.  WnxiAMS.  Did  you  express  this  opinion 
to  anyone,  sir? 

Genera)  Zwickxs.  I  did. 

Mr.  WzujAMs.  Did  you  express  this  opinion 
to  p>ersons  in  the  service? 

(At  this  point  General  Zwicker  conferred 
with  Colonel  Johnson.) 

Did  you  express  It  to 

The  Chaouian.  Just  a  moment.  He  hasnt 
answered  yet.  Let's  get  the  answer  t>efore 
you  ask  him  another  question. 

General  Zwickee.  My  counsel  says  I  am 
now  at  the  end  of  the  rope. 


Mr.  WiLUAMs.  Why  couldn't  you  give  ttooae 
answers.  General,  to  the  questions  tha^  wei« 
propounded  to  you  on  February  18? 

General  ZwicKxa.  For  the  same  reason  Z 
am  not  able,  apparently,  to  give  a  satisfac- 
tory answer  to  those  questions  today. 

Mr.  WnjJAMs.  The  answers  you  have  Just 
given,  sir,  that  you  expressed  your  opinion 
personally  to  these  actions — ^why  couldn't 
you  have  given  those  answers  on  Febru- 
ary 18? 

General  Zwickek.  I  don't  know.  Mr.  WU- 
liama.  My  opinion  is.  Had  they  been  pre- 
sented in  that  way.  I  may  have  been  able 
to  do  It. 

However.  I  would  like  to  make  this  state- 
ment: 

That  I  am  much,  much  more  familiar  wHh  ^ 
proceedings  and  hearings  and  what  I  could 
say  and  what  I  couldn't  say  now  than  I  was 
on  February  18. 

Mr.  Williams.  Thank  you,  sir.  (Select 
committee  hearings,  pp.  660-507.) 

The  Chaoman.  And  may  I  ask  thi«  ques- 
tion: 

Did  you  have  counsel  with  you  at  that 
time? 

General  Zwickeb.  No.  sir;  I  did  not. 

The  Chaieman.  Had  you  consulted  counsel 
before  you  went  into  that  bearing? 

General  Zwickik.  No.  sir;  except,  again,  in 
order  that  it  not  be  brought  up.  I  did  talk 
to  Mr.  Adams,  of  covu-se.  and  Mr.  iTa«fc^iTi|f  but 
having  no  bearing,  sir,  on  my  testimony  on 
the  day  of  the  18th. 

The  Chaixmak.  In  falrners  to  you.  prob- 
ably we  ought  to  bring  to  the  attention  now 
of  the  committee  this  testimony  appearing 
on  page  14S: 

"Mr.  CoHN.  Now.  General,  would  you  like 
to  be  able  to  tell  us  exactly  what  happened 
In  that  case,  and  what  steps  you  took  and 
others  took,  down  at  Kilmer,  to  take  action 
against  Peress  a  long  time  before  action  was 
finally  forced  by  the  committee? 

"General  Zwickr.  That  is  a  toughie." 

Do  you  find  it? 

General  Zwicker.  Yes.  sir;  I  do. 

The  CHADtMAM.  To  continue: 

"Mr.  CoHN.  All  I  am  asking  you  now  Is  If 
you  could,  if  you  were  at  liberty  to  do  so, 
would  you  like  to  be  in  a  position  to  tell  us 
that  story? 

"General  Zwicker.  Well,  may  I  say  that  if 
I  were  In  a  position  to  do  so,  I  would  be 
perfectly  glad  to  give  the  committee  any  in- 
formation that  they  desired. 

"Mr.  CoHN.  Tou  certainly  feel  that  that  in- 
formation would  not  reflect  unfavorably  on 
you:  Is  that  correct? 

"General  Zwickeb.  Definitely  not. 

"Mr.  CoHN.  And  would  not  reflect  unfavor- 
ably on  a  number  of  other  people  at  Kilmer 
and  the  First  Army? 

"General  Zwicker.  Definitely  not. 

"The  Chairman.  It  would  reflect  unfavor- 
ably on  some  of  them,  of  course. 

"General  Zwicker.  That  I  can't  ans'ver. 
sir.  I  don't  know."  (Select  committee 
hearings,  pp.  507-508.) 

"The  Chairman.  Tou  have  a  rather  impor- 
tant Job.  I  want  to  know  how  you  feel  about 
getting  rid  of  CXimmunists. 

"General  Zwickd.  I  am  all  for  It. 

"The  Chairman.  All  right.  Tou  will  answer 
that  question,  unless  you  take  the  fifth 
amendment.  I  do  not  care  how  long  we  stay 
here,  you  are  going  to  answer  it. 

"General  Zwicker.  Do  you  mean  how  I  feel 
toward  Communists? 

"The  Chairman.  I  mean  exactly  what  X 
asked  you.  General;  nothing  else.  And  any- 
one with  the  brains  of  a  5-year-old  child  can 
understand  that  question. 

"The  reporter  will  read  it  to  you  as  often 
as  you  need  to  hear  It  so  that  you  can  answer 
It.  and  then  you  will  answer  it. 

"General  Zwicker.  Start  it;  over,  please. 

"(The  question  was  reread  by  the  reporter.) 

"General  Zwicker.  I  do  not  think  h» 
should  be  removed  from  the  military. 
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"Tbe  Chaibmak.  Then,  General,  you 
Bhould  be  removed  from  any  command.  Any 
man  who  haa  been  given  the  honor  of  being 
promoted  to  general  and  who  says.  'I  will 
protect  another  general  who  protected  Com- 
munists,' la  not  fit  to  wear  that  uniform, 
General.  I  think  It  Is  a  tremendous  disgrace 
to  the  Army  to  have  this  sort  of  thing  given 
to  the  public.  I  Intend  to  give  It  to  them. 
I  have  a  duty  to  do  that.  I  Intend  to  repeat 
to  the  press  exactly  what  you  said.  So  you 
know  that.    You  will  be  back  here.  General. 

"Do  you  know  who  Initiated  the  order  for 
the  honorable  discharge  of  this  major? 

"General  Zwick^.  As  a  person,  sir? 

"Tbe  Chaoucan.  Tes. 

"General  Z wicker.  No;  Z  do  not. 

"The  Chairmak.  Have  you  tried  to  find 
out? 

"General  Zwickks.  No;  I  have  not. 

"Tbe  CHAnMAK.  Have  you  discussed  that 
matter  'wltb  Mr.  Adams? 

"General  Zwickes.  As  a  person;  no,  sir. 

"The  CBAnticAN.  How  did  you  disciiss  It 
with  him  other  than  as  a  person? 

"General  Zwickes.  I  mean  as  an  Individ- 
ual.   This  is  a  Department  of  the  Army  order. 

"The  Chathmam.  Have  you  tried  to  find  out 
Who  Is  responsible? 

"General  Zwickes.  Who  signed  this  order? 

"The  Chairman.  Who  was  responsible  for 
the  order? 

"General  Zwickkr.  No.  sir;  I  have  not. 

"The  Chairman.  Are  you  curious? 

"General  Zwickes.  Frankly,  no. 

"The  Chairman.  You  were  fully  satisfied 
then,  when  you  got  the  order  to  give  an  hon- 
orable discharge  to  this  Communist  major? 

"General  Zwicker.  I  am  sorry,  sir? 

"The  Chaikman.  Read  the  question. 

"(The  question  was  read  by  the  reporter.) 

"General  Zmocker.  Yes.  sir;  I  was."  (Select 
committee  hearings,  pp.  75-76.) 

Mr.  DK  Fttria.  February  16.  1954.  to  Hon. 
Joseph  R.  McCastht,  from  Robert  T.  Stevens, 
Secretary  of  the  Army.  I  have  a  copy  here 
that  I  should  be  very  happy  to  pass  down 
to  you.  Senator. 

Senate-  Stknnis.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chair- 
man. 

The  Chairikan.  Do  you  wish  to  ask  any 
further  questions,  Senator  Stennis? 

Senator  Stennis.  No;  thank  you. 

The  Chasucan.  I  understood  generally 
that  the  conunlttee  would  ask  questions  after 
the  counsel  had  finished. 

The  committee  members,  of  course,  may 
tisk  questions  at  any  time  they  desire. 

Are  there  any  members  of  the  committee 
who  wish  to  ask  the  witness  any  questions 
at  this  stage? 

Senator  Johnson.  I  have  some  questions. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Johnson. 

Senator  Johnson.  General  Zwicker,  are 
you  a  graduate  of  West  Point? 

General  Zmticker.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Johnson.  You  have  been  In  the 
Army  all  your  life,  then,  since  gradilatlon? 

General  Zwickes.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Johnson.  Have  you  ever  resented, 
or  have  you  ever  expressed  resentment  with 
respect  to,  letters  to  you  from  Members  of 
Congress,  or  Inquiries  by  Members  of  Con- 
gress concerning  military  personnel  serving 
under  your  command? 

General  Zwicker.  No;  and  quite  the  con- 
trary, sir. 

Senator  Johnson.  Would  you  and  do  you 
and  have  you  classed  congressional  letters 
or  inquiries  as  PI,  meaning  political  Influ- 
ence? 

General   Zwicker.  No. 

Senator  Johnson.  Have  you  ever  marked 
Buch  letters  "PI"  and  attached  them  to  the 
flies  of  military  personnel  serving  under  you? 

General  Zwicker.  Never. 

Senator  Johnson.  You  have  never  been 
provoked  or  expressed  provocation  over  in- 
quiries made  to  you  by  Members  of  Con- 
gress with  respect  to  personnel  serving  under 
you? 

General  Zwicker.  No,  sir;  not  provoked. 


Senator  Johnson.  What  would  you  Cbll  It 
then.  If  not  {K-ovoked? 

General  Zwicker.  Well.  It  adds  a  great  bur- 
den to  the  work  that  has  to  be  done  at  any 
headquarters  at  Bome  time  or  other,  Mr. 
Senator,  and  it  Is  Just  another  tlme-coneum- 
Ing  function  which  we,  as  post  commanders. 
or  anyone  associated  must  perform.  Of 
course,  we  must  reply  to  those  letterj  and 
It  is  a  time-consuming  function. 

Senator  Johnson.  And  an  onerous  func- 
tion? 

General  Zwicker.  Yes.  sir.  If  you  wish 
me,  I  could  give  you  my  opinion  of  such 
letters. 

Senator  Johnson.  Well.  I  would  like  to 
have  yovir  opinion  of  such  letters,  sir. 

General  Zwicker.  For  a  long  period  of 
time,  from  the  time  I  arrived  at  Camp  Kil- 
mer until  almost  the  first  of  1954,  I  was 
averaging  six  congressional  letters  a  day. 
It  required  that  l,hose  letters  be  answered 
Within  48  hours  after  their  receipt.  Each  of 
such  letters  had  something  to  do  with  per- 
sonnel who  were  either  at  or  being  prooessed 
through  Camp  Kilmer. 

I.  myself,  and  I  was  very  careful  to  in- 
struct  my   staff   tliat   these    letters    be   given 

the  fullest  consideration  because  it  was  my 
experience  that  they  were,  a  portion  of  ruch 
letters  were.  In  f;ict,  correct  and,  in  fact, 
had  brought  to  my  attention  or  someone 
else's  attention  an  injustice  of  some  kind 
that  should  be  corrected. 

Therefore,  it  han  always  been  my  opinion 
that  regardless  of  how  many  we  get.  how 
many  which  may  not  have  any  substance  in 
fact,  that  there  arf  always  bound  to  be  some 
Which  call  to  our  attention  correctable  de- 
ficiencies. Therefore,  each  must  be  Investi- 
gated thoroughly  and  each  must  be  answered 
frankly,  and  if  there  is  corrective  action 
necessary,  it  should   be  taken   immediately. 

Senator  Johnso.v.  You  have  taken  these 
Inquiries  seriously  then? 

General  Zwickek.  Yes,  sir;   very  seriously. 

Senator  Johnson.  And  courteously? 

General  Zwicke?..  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Johnsov.  You,  of  course,  under- 
stand that  Members  of  Congress  must  pass 
on  Inquiries  to  the  military  and  that  the 
right  of  petition  is  a  constitutional  right. 
and  that  soldiers  are  entitled  to  that  right 
the  same  as  other  civilians? 

General  Zwickei:.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Johnsom.  Is  that  your  belief? 

General  Zwickef..  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Johnson.  And  your  attitude? 

General  Zwickek.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Joixtiso^.  General,  do  you  have  a 
right  to  be  more  frank  in  your  testimony 
today  than  you  had  in  the  hearing  Ijelore 
Senator  McCarthy? 

Are  the  wraps  off  today  and  were  they 
not  off  w\en  you  testified  before  Senator 
McCarthy? 

General  Zwickir.  I  do  not  believe  there 
Is  much  difference,  sir.  I  think  that  the 
rules  have  been  relaxed  to  permit  rae  to 
testify  here  to  certain  things  that  I  felt  I 
could  not  testify  to  at  the  time  that  Senator 
McCarthy  had  hl.s  hearing. 

Senator  Johnson.  Then  there  were  no 
more  restrictions  when  you  testified  before 
Senator  McCarthy  than  are  imposed  Upon 
you  at  this  time? 

General  Zwicker.  I  do  not  believe  so;  no 
Sir. 

Senator  Johnson.  That  Is  all,  Mr.  Chair- 
man. 

The  Chairman.  Does  any  other  Senator 
wish  to  question  the  witness?  If  not,  Mr. 
Williams,  you  may  proceed. 

Mr,  Williams.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

General,  as  I  understand  you,  sir.  you  took 
command  at  Camp  Kilmer  In  July  1933-  is 
that  right? 

General  Zwicker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Williams.  Where  had  you  beea  as- 
signed prior  to  coming  to  Camp  Kllmerf 

General  Zwicker.  Immediately  prior  to 
that.    I    was    assistant    division    commander 


of  the  Fifth  Infantry  Division  at  Indiantown 
Gap,  Pa. 

Mr.  Williams.  It  was  in  August,  as  I  un- 
derstood it  from  your  testimony,  that  you 
became  aware  of  the  Irving  Peress  case'  Is 
that  right? 

General  Zwicker.  That  is  right,  (Select 
committee  hearings,  pp.  467-468.) 

speech  on  FEBnUART  22.  1954,  IN  PHILADELPHIA 
AT  THE  SONS  OF  THE  AMEKICAN  RRVOLUTION 
CHAPTER 

Senator  McCarthy.  I  don't  know.  I  don't 
remember  what  I  said  at  that  speech. 

Mr.  Williams.  Do  you  have  anything  there 
to  refresh  his  recollection  on  that.  Mr.  de 
Furia? 

Mr.  DE  Fltila.  Only  a  newspaper  article. 
sir;  that  is  all;  but  we  will  check  toto  It. 

Mr.  Williams.  May  we  see  that? 

Mr  DE  FxTRiA.  Yes;  I  will  be  glad  to  show 
you  the  article. 

(Mr.  de  Furla  shows  Mr.  Williams  a  paper.) 

Senator  McCarthy.  Can  I  answer  you,  Mr. 
de  Furia? 

Was  this  after  the  transcript  was  made 
public? 

Mr.  DE  FtjRiA.  Apparently  so.  Tbe  article 
says  you  read  portions  of  the  traascript  at 
the  luncheon. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I  am  curious.  I  am 
not  trying  to  cross-examine  you,  but  the 
transcript  was  made  public  after  Zwicker's 
affidavit  and  I  wondered  if  you  would  know 
whether  this  was  after  that  or  not. 

Mr.  DE  Furla.  Apparently  it  was.  Senator; 
I  can  only  fix  the  date  from  the  news  story 
which  is  the  22d  and  apparently  your  speech 
was  either  the  21st  or  that  same  day,  sir. 

Senator  McCahtht.  I  may  well  have  read 
portions. 

Mr.  de  Furla? 

Mr.   DE  Furia.  Yes.   Senator. 

Senator  McCarthy,  I  made  an  off-the-cuff 
speech  at  that  time,  and  I  very  honestly  can- 
not tell  you  what  I  said,  or  what  transcripu 
or  what  documents  I  read  from,  I  Just 
wouldn't  know  and  I  wouldn't  attempt  to 
swear  to  It  under  oath. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  discuss  the  ap- 
pearance of  General  Zwicker  before  the  com- 
mittee at  this  executive  session  in  Mew  York. 
the  one  in  question? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Senator  Wstklns,  I 
make  a  great  number  of  speeches  aqd  I  make 
them  off  the  cuff.  This  was  off  the  cuff.  I 
do  not  know  what  I  dlccussed. 

The  Chairman.  I  wanted  to  be  sore  about 
that.  If  you  do  remember,  and  I  realize  that 
you  do  make  a  lot  of  speeches  and  It  is  dltB- 
cult  to  remember  those  things,  all  I  can  ask 
you  to  do  Is  to  do  the  best  you  can  to  give  us 
the  Information. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I  might  well  have  dls- 
cus.sed  the  Zwicker  case  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  date  of  that 
article  in  the  newspapers? 

Mr.  Williams.  Dateline  February  22. 

Mr.  DE  Furia.  February  22.  1954:  yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Williams.  It  sounds  like  a  Washington 
Birthday  speech. 

Mr.  DE  Furla.  Senator,  can  you  affirm  or 
deny  that  at  that  speech,  in  discussing  the 
General  Zwicker  case,  you  said: 

"As  I  look  over  it  today,  I  was  too  tem- 
perate. If  I  were  doing  it  today  I  would  be 
much  stronger  in  my  language." 

Senator  McCarthy.  As  I  say.  I  Ju»t  cannot 
recall  what  was  said  in  this  off-the-cuff 
speech.  There  was  no  prepared  transcript. 
I  made  notes  during  the  luncheon.,  as  I  re- 
call, and  I  gave  a  speech.  That  is  all  I  can 
tell  you.  (Select  committee  hearings,  d. 
356.)  *^ 

General  Zwicker.  Mr.  Anastoe  said  to  me. 
"We  understand  that  you  have  a  dental 
major  In  the  Dental  Corps,  stationed  at 
Kilmer,  who  Is  alleged  to  have  a  Communist 
background  and  has  failed  to  sign  the  neces- 
sary form.  "  and  other  words  of  that  general 
nature. 


195U 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


16167 


I  replied,  after  having  gotten  the  question, 
and  after  the  first  part  of  the  call,  having 
called  ytr.  Anastos  back  to  be  sure  I  was 
talking  to  Mr.  Anastos.  and  that  he  was  defi- 
nitely a  representative  of  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy's committee.  I  said— and  Mr.  Anas- 
tos should  recall  it — "Mr.  Anastos,  I  believe 
that  the  person  to  whom  yc  u  were  referring 
Is  MaJ.  Irving  Peress."  (Select  committee 
hearings,  p.  466.) 

BErrXMSER   •,    1954 

Mr.  WiLLUMS.  Senator,  I  want  to  ask  you  to 
describe  if  you  will  In  the  most  accurate 
manner,  but  in  a  very  brief  time,  the  de- 
meanor, the  attitude,  of  tb;s  witness  as  he 
testified  before  the  committee. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I  would  say  he  was  one 
of  the  mo«t  arrogant,  one  of  the  most  evasive 
witnesses,  that  I  have  ever  had  before  my 
committee,  one  of  the  moet  irritating. 

The  Chairman.  Just  what  did  he  do.  other 
than  answer  the  questions?  Was  there  some- 
thing with  respect  to  his  manner?  We  have 
the  record  before  us  as  to  what  he  said.  It 
is  somewhat  in  the  nature  of  a  conclusion, 
but  if  you  can  ^t  us  some  of  the  facts  that 
helped  you  to  arrive  at  that  conclusion,  we 
would  appreciate  it,  because  we  did  not  see 
it.    We  were  not  there. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  you 
have  been  a  Judge  for  quite  some  time.  It 
Is  Impossible  to  describe  in  detail  the 
arrogance  of  a  witness.  He  shows  it  when 
he  appears  before  a  committee.  He  displayed 
It  that  morning  when  he  sat  In  the  audience 
calling  me  a  S.  O.  B.  because 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  know  about 
Viat. 

Senator  Case    Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  know  about 
that  at  the  time  you  were  examining  him. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I  did  not.  but  tlie  at- 
titude was  In  complete  keeping  with  it.  Mr. 
Chairman.  All  you  do  is  to  look  for  de- 
meanor of  a  witness,  his  attitude,  his  evasive- 
ness, and  you  know  as  a  Judi^e  and  as  a  law- 
yer that  you  cannot  put  your  hnger  on  spe- 
cific items.  You  have  got  to  sum  the  whole 
attitude  up  In  one  parcel,  and  I  merely  men- 
tioned the  morning  because  I  knew  about 
that,  to  show  that  his  attitude  in  the  after- 
noon was  In  keeping  with  his  attitude 
In  the  morning.  His  attitude  on  the  stand 
was  about  the  same  as  in  i  he  morning;  In 
other  words,  that  the  chairman  was  an  S.  O, 
B.  and  he  wouldn't  answer  unless  he  had  to. 

The  Chairman.  Of  course,  we  heard  the 
other  witness.  You  are  assuming,  of  course, 
that  what  he  said  was  the  Uuth.  We  do  not 
know  all  of  the  meaning  that,  he  had  in  con- 
nection with  it.  At  any  rate,  that  Is  before 
us.  to  be  considered.  In  all  Rood  faith,  I 
asked  If  there  were  anythlnp  Jn  his  manner- 
ism that  you  could  give  us  a.?  a  fact,  what  he 
did— his  tone,  and  a  lot  of  things.  I  mean, 
which  might  tend  to  make  a  man  conclude 
that  he  was  arrogant. 

I  mean,  aside  from  the  answers  that  he 
gave,  the  factual  matters  wltli  the  state- 
ments and  the  answers,  themselves — I  won- 
der if  there  was  anythhig  In  his  physical  ap- 
pearance or  his  physical  action  at  the  time, 
that  you  used  as  a  basis  for  concluding  that 
he   was   arrogant. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  all  I 
can  say  is  that  his  whole  attitude  when  you 
talk  with  him,  in  connection  with  his  re- 
fusal to  answer  questions  and  his  evasive- 
ness, you  would  get  the  picture,  but  you 
cannot  get  It  from  the  printed  record;  and 
all  I  can  say  is,  the  ftill  attitude  was  one  of 
complete  arrogance,  complete  contempt  of 
the  committee.  (Select  committee  hear- 
ings,  pp.  303-204.) 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  de  Purla,  do  you  have 
any  further  questions? 

Mr.  DE  FuRU.  Yes,  sir. 

General,  did  you  promote  Peress? 

General  Zwicker.  I  definitely  did  not. 


Mr.  Bs  PtmiA.  Did  you  dlacharge  Kim  with 
an  honorable  discharge? 

General  Zwicker.  I  did.  sir. 

Mr.  DE  PuRiA.  Was  that  on  your  own  Initia- 
tive at  under  orders,  sir? 

General  Zwicker.  it  was  under  orders. 
(Select  committee  hearings,  p.  505.)         -i 

Mr.  DE  PURiA.  What  happened'  after  you 
stepped  down  from  the  witness  stand? 

General  Zwicker.  Senator  McCarthy  ad- 
dressed me  and  said 

Mr.  DE  FcTRiA.  I  want  the  number  of  per- 
sons present.  Did  anybody  else  come  In  the 
room  or  did  anybody  leave  the  room? 

General  Zwicker.  No  one  entered  or  left 
the  room  immediately,  sir. 

Mr.  DE  Furla.  Very  well.    Go  ahead. 

General  Zwicker.  Senator  McCAkTHT 
looked  at  me.  and  he  said.  "General,  I'm  go- 
ing to  have  you  back  here  Tuesday  and  put 
you  on  display  before  the  public  in  order 
that  tlaey  may  see  Just  what  kind  of  In- 
competent officers  we  have  in  our  Army." 
(Select  committee  hearings,  p.  460.) 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.   I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  merely 
wished  to  observe  that  the  splendid  pres- 
entation made  by  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado Is  evidence  characteristic  of  the 
impartiality  and  the  dispassionate  way  in 
which  he  met  the  several  matters  which 
came  before  the  select  committee. 
Whether  the  Senator  from  Colorado  and 
I  saw  exactly  the  same  or  now  see  exactly 
the  same  with  reference  to  all  of  those 
matters  is  immaterial.  I  believe  that  the 
wish  he  has  expressed  that  his  grand- 
children and  their  children  will  point  to 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  with 
pride  as  the  great  bastion  of  honor,  de- 
cency, responsibility,  and  nobility  among 
the  parliaments  of  freemen  will  be  one 
of  the  classic  remarks  credited  to  the 
Senator  for  all  time. 

I  desire  to  express  my  personal  ap- 
preciation of  the  statement  he  has  made. 
I  personally  regret  that  he  is  leaving  this 
body.  I  think,  however,  we  all  under- 
stood the  considerations  which  impelled 
him  to  make  the  decision  to  leave  the 
Senate,  and  we  wish  him  Godspeed  in 
connection  with  his  duties  as  Ctovemor 
of  Colorado  after  the  first  of  January. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, I  am  grateful  to  my  colleague,  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota,  for  the  very 
generous  statement  he  has  made  and  for 
the  good  wishes  he  has  extended  to  me. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield  to 
my  friend  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  join 
with  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  in  saying  that  we  are  sorry 
we  have  heard  the  final  speech  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  I  have 
no  better  friend  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate than  Is  the  able  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado, and  Mrs.  Welker  has  no  better 
friend  than  is  Mrs.  Johnson.  We  wish 
them  nothing  but  complete  happiness  in 
one  of  the  great  States  of  the  Union. 

What  I  have  now  to  proptound  to  my 
distinguished  friend  is  beised  upon  a 
matter  of  precedent  and  law  which  I 
should  like  to  have  clarified;  and  I  cer- 
tainly want  no  one  to  think  that  I  am 
trying  to  impugn  the  high  honor  and  in- 


tegrity of  my  distinguished  friend  from 
Colorado  in  nmking  the  inquiry. 

With  that  preface,  the  Senator  will  re- 
call that  at  the  outset  of  the  debate  I 
introduced  into  the  Rrcotn  a  letter  writ- 
ten by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  prior 
to  his  service  on  the  select  COTimittee. 
Among  other  thiii£:s,  he  stated: 

I  *gree  with  you,  also,  that  General  Zwicker 
and  some  of  the  other  men  In  uniform  were 
evasive  and  resentful  of  having  a  committee 
of  Congress  make  Inquiry  into  military  mat- 
ters. The  military  has  the  feeling  that  Con- 
gress has  no  right  to  question  them.  In  that 
attitude  they  are  completely  wrong. 
Sincerely, 

B>wtN  C.  Johnson. 

This  letter  was  written  in  long  hand 
by  the  senior  Senator  from  Colorado  to 
a  friend. 

From  the  Senator's  discussion  this 
afternoon  I  take  it  that  he  has  com- 
pletely changed  his  mind  after  seeing 
and  observing  General  Zwicker  upon  the 
Stand.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  Is 
correct.  I  changed  my  mind  completely 
upon  seeing  and  hearing  the  witness 
testify  before  our  committee.  I  changed 
my  mind  somewhat  on  another  point, 
not  exactly  covered  in  that  letter,  which 
I  think  is  of  importance.  I  made  ex- 
cuses for  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin for  being  irritable  on  that  par- 
ticular occasion.  I  reahze  that  things 
happen  to  us  that  make  us  all  irritable 
at  times.  But  the  point  which  bothered 
me  more  than  did  anything  else  in  this 
whole  Zwicker  episode  was  the  fact  that 
6  months  after  the  Zwicker  hearing, 
when  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin, or,  at  least,  his  committee,  had  evi- 
dence from  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 
giving  him  the  names  of  30  oflBcers  who 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  induction, 
service,  or  promotion,  or  the  discharge 
of  Major  Peress.  and  when  Grcneral 
Zwicker's  name  did  not  appear  in  that 
hst  of  30  names,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  was  not  in  the  least  softened 
in  his  attitude  toward  General  Zwicker. 
He  felt  just  the  same  toward  him,  so  far 
as  I  could  see,  as  he  felt  on  the  18th  of 
February. 

I  felt  aggrieved  that  that  was  the  case, 
because  I  considered  he  had  had  addi- 
tional information.  I  do  not  wish  to  di- 
gress too  much  and  make  my  answers 
too  long,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  some 
committee  ought  to  call  in  those  30  offi- 
cers who  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
induction  or  ptromotion  or  honorable  dis- 
charge of  Major  Peress,  a  procedure 
which  General  Zwicker  condemned. 

It  seems  to  me  that  they  should  be 
called  in  and  be  questioned  by  a  com- 
mittee of  Congress,  to  ascertain  what 
their  thinking  was  and  what  their  atti- 
tude was  or  might  have  been  toward  the 
Communist  international  conspiracy.  I 
hope  that  one  of  these  days  a  sufficient 
number  of  these  officers  will  be  called 
before  committees  of  Congress,  so  that 
the  people  may  know  absolutely  and 
completely  who  was  responsible  for  the 
promotion  of  Major  Peress.  who  was  re- 
^wnsible  for  his  honorable  discharge, 
and  the  names  of  the  officers  who  were 
responsible  for  ignoring  the  request — ^the 
reasonable  and  valid  request — which  the 
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Junior  Senator  from  "Wisconsin  pro- 
pounded to  the  Secretary  of  War  that 
Major  Feress  be  not  discharged  until  the 
committee  had  an  opportunity  to  exam- 
ine further  into  the  whole  situation  with 
respect  to  him.  I  hope  that  some  com- 
mittee of  Congress  will  explore  the 
Whole  matter  from  top  to  bottom. 

I  am  concerned  about  this  because 
General  Zwicker  was,  in  my  opinion — 
and  I  have  read  the  evidence  backward 
and  forward  and  have  studied  it  care- 
fully—entirely innocent  of  any  wrong- 
doing, either  at  the  time  of  his  testi- 
mony before  the  able  jimior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  or  in  his  testimony  be- 
fore the  select  committee.  I  believe 
that  he  was  not  at  any  time,  in  any  of 
his  actions,  deserving  of  the  language 
used  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin toward  him — language  so  very 
brutal  and  very  harsh. 

Mr.  WELKER.  May  I  ask  the  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado  one  question  on  that 
point?  Then  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator 
from'  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  have 
changed  my  mind. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  have  no  doubt  about 
that. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  felt 
compelled,  when  I  became  a  member  of 
the  select  committee,  to  go  by  the  evi- 
dence, and  not  by  any  personal  ideas 
which  I  might  have  had  with  respect  to 
the  reluctance,  the  mannerisms,  or  the 
attitude  of  General  Zwicker  before  the 
McCarthy  committee. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  shall  go  Into  that 
later,  after  I  have  yielded  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 

The  Senator  from  Colorado  has  stated 
that  he  is  anxious  to  have  congressional 
committees  call  before  them  the  30  or 
so  witnesses,  in  order  to  ascertain  who 
promoted  and  honorably  discharged 
Major  Peress.  I  wonder  if  my  distin- 
guished friend  from  Colorado  will  not 
agree  with  me  that  perhaps  it  is  the 
obligation  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  and  those  in  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  to  do  a  Uttle  inves- 
tigating of  their  own  to  learn  who  pro- 
moted and  honorably  discharged  Peress. 
Would  not  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
agree  with  me  on  that? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  think 
they  might  very  well  do  so.  Since  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  has  asked  me  that 
question,  I  may  say  that  I  asked  Secre- 
tary of  War  Stevens,  in  a  private  conver- 
sation, why  that  was  not  done  or  why  it 
had  not  been  done. 

Secretary  Stevens  said  that  the  com- 
mittees of  the  Senate  knew  the  names 
of  all  those  officers  and  that  if  the  com- 
mittees desired  to  call  them  and  exam- 
ine them  the  officers  were  available  for 
examination.  He  said  the  committees 
could  call  the  officers  any  time  it  was 
desired  to  do  so  to  obtain  the  answers  to 
these  questions. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  Senator  has 
made  that  statement  several  times  today. 
I  have  the  list  of  30  officers,  which  was 
given  to  us  by  the  Department  of  the 
Army. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  have 
been  told  about  that  list,  but  I  have 
never  seen  it. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  it  would  not  be 
surprising  to  the  Senator  if  he  saw  it. 
It  contains  the  names  of  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Surgeon  General,  the  Of- 
fice of  the  Adjutant  General,  the  Office 
of  the  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  and  the 
headquarters  of  the  Department  of  the 
Army. 

My  staff  has  Iteen  calling  some  of  these 
individuals.  We  have  been  given  the 
names  of  persons  in  the  Office  of  the 
Surgeon  General  who  know  nothing 
about  Major  Peress.  Because  Major 
Peress  had  to  submit  for  a  final  physical 
examination,  we  were  given  the  names 
of  persons  in  tlie  Surgeon  General's  Of- 
fice. We  have  made  a  test  run  on  those 
names,  and  have  found  that  those  per- 
sons know  nothing  about  Major  Peress. 

We  know,  and  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado knows  nov/,  that  Bob  Stevens  knows 
the  names  of  those  who  ordered  the 
honorable  discharge  for  Peress,  because 
Secretary  Stevens  told  the  Senator's 
committee  tha'  my  letter  went  to  John 
Adams,  and  from  there,  he  said,  to  re- 
sponsible officials,  who  decided  that  an 
honorable  discharge  would  be  granted 
forthwith. 

So  that  information  is  known  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army. 
■  This  is  a  completely  phony  list  To 
give  us  the  names  of  5  or  6  junior  officers 
in  the  Office  of  the  Surgeon  General,  and 
to  suggest  that  we  ask  them  about  the 
promotion,  simply  because  Peress  had  to 
be  physically  examined,  is  about  the 
phoniest  thing  which  could  be  imagined. 

However,  I  instructed  my  staff  to  make 
a  dry  run,  to  see  if  they  could  get  any 
information.  The  answer  is,  "No."  As  of 
today  all  the  information  I  have  is  that 
General  Zwicker  was  the  man  who  rec- 
onunended  the  promotion  of  Peress. 
General  Zwicker  was  in  touch  with  the 
Pentagon  on  the  morning  Peress  got  his 
honorable  discharge.  General  Zwicker 
and  others  in  the  Pentagon  knew  that 
Peress  was  subject  to  court-martial. 
They  knew  that  the  offense  carried  a 
penalty  of  up  to  5  years.  They  knew  that 
if  they  discharged  him  with  the  penalty 
not  being  in  excess  of  5  years,  he  would 
be  removed  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Army.  They  took  immediate  steps  to 
remove  him  from  the  juiisdiction  of  the 
Army. 

The  sworn  testimony  of  Peress  was  that 
he  went  to  Zwicker,  and  that  he  did  not 
ask  for  an  honorable  discharge.  This  is 
all  a  matter  of  record. 

I  simply  wish  to  keep  the  record  clear 
by  stating  that  the  list  of  30  persons  is  a 
completely  phony  list.  The  Army  knows 
who  promoted  and  honorably  discharged 
this  fifth-amendment  Communist.  There 
is  no  question  about  it.  Why  do  they  not 
tell  us?  I  ask  the  senior  Senator  from 
Colorado  to  try  to  answer  that  question. 
If  he  can.  Why  do  they  not  tell  us  now, 
before  the  debate  ends? 

I  ask  the  senior  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Ervin]  if  I  may  have  the 
attention  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Col- 
orado [Mr.  Johnson],  please. 

When  I  said  to  General  Zwicker  that 
any  general  who  would  cover  up  and  pro- 


tect a  fifth -amendment  Communist — in 
other  words,  a  traitor — does  not  deserve 
to  wear  the  uniform  of  a  general.  I  meant 
it,  I  mean  it  today,  and  I  shall  mean  it 
forever. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  All  I  can 
say  is  that  if  General  Zwicket  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  promotion  of  Major 
Peress,  or  if  he  was  the  man  who  de- 
termined the  policy  with  respect  to  the 
honorable  discharge  of  Major  Peress, 
then  General  Zwicker  should  be  tried  for 
pei-jury,  because  we  have  his  sworn  state- 
ment to  the  contrary.  We  have  the 
sworn  statement  of  General  Zwicker 
that  he  was  opposed  to  the  promo- 
tion of  Major  Peress,  that  he  was  op- 
posed to  an  honorable  discharge  being 
given  to  him.  and  that  he  resented  any 
Army  officer  hiding  behind  the  fifth 
amendment.  General  Zwicker,  in  his 
sworn  tenimony.  testified  to  those  facts. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
will  yield  for  an  inquiry  at  this  point' 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     I  yield 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  was  hopeful, 
without  the  Senator  losing  the  floor 
and  without  changing  the  parhamen- 
tary  situation,  that  we  might  have  an 
agreement  for  a  quorum  call,  after 
wliich  I  desired  to  propound  a  proposed 
unanimous-consent  agreement  relative 
to  time.  I  had  given  notice  previously 
that  before  propounding  the  proposed 
unanimous-consent  acreement.  there 
would  be  a  quorum  call.  I  was  hopeful 
that  before  the  hour  got  too  late  this 
afternoon,  we  might  have,  an  opportu- 
nity to  see  if  an  area  of  agreement 
could  be  reached  upon  the  proposed 
unanimous-consent  request  which  had 
earlier  been  propounded  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wiscon.sin.  It  may  be 
that  some  features  of  the  proposal,  or 
the  time  element  involved  in  it,  will  re- 
quire discu.ssion  in  order  to  iroa  out  any 
uncertainties. 

In  addition,  it  had  previously  been 
brought  to  my  attention  that  at  5  o'clock 
the  Senate  would  take  up  a  matter  of 
the  highest  privilege,  the  administra- 
tion of  the  oath  of  office  to  Senator- 
elect  O'Mahoney.  As  pointed  out  ear- 
lier, it  is  agreeable  that  the  administra- 
tion of  the  oath  take  place  at  5  o'clock 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  Mr 
President,  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  with 
the  understanding  that  I  do  not  lose  the 
floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  was  with  that 
understanding  that  I  made  my  request. 


SENATOR  FROM  WYOMING 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  understands  there  is  an  agreement 
regarding  the  presentation  of  the  cre- 
dentials of  a  new  United  States  Senator, 
which  is  to  take  place  at  5  o'clock. 

If  there  is  no  objection,  it  being  a  priv- 
ileged matter,  the  Senate  will  proceed 
with  that  matter  at  this  time,  and  will 
resume  debate  on  the  censure  proposal 
immediately  thereafter. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  I  pre- 
sent the  certincate  of  election  of  Joseph 
C.  O'Mahoney,  to  be  a  Senator  from  the 
State  of  Wyoming,  for  the  unexpired 
term  ending  the  3d  day  of  January  1955. 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
certificate  will  be  read. 

The  certification  of  election  was  read 
and  ordered  to  be  placed  on  file,  as 
follows: 

CEHTmcATE  or  Blfction 

State  of  Wtoming. 
ExECurivi:  Department. 
To    the    Pkesident    of    the    Se-wate    of    the 
LNrTED  States: 
This  is  to  certify  that  or.   the  2d  day  of 
November    1954   Josei  h    C.    O'Mahoney    was 
duly  chrsen  by  the  quallfleci  electors  of  the 
State  of  Wyoming  a  Senator  from  said  State 
to  rcjirerent  said  State  In  tl.e  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  the  unexpired  term  ending 
the  3d  day  of  January  1935. 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor,  C.  J. 
"Doc"  Rogers,  and  our  seal  hereto  cIH  .ed  at 
Cheyenne,  the  Stat«  Capita'.,  this  27ih   day 
of  November  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1934. 
C.  J.  "Doc"  Rogers. 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
I  SEAL  J  C.  J.  "Doc"  Roc^Rs. 

Sccrrtary  of  State. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  t(  mpore.  If  the 
Senator-elect  will  present  himself  at  the 
desk,  the  oath  of  office  wdl  be  adminis- 
tered to  him. 

Mr.  OMAHONEY.  escorted  by  Mr. 
Bafrett.  advanced  to  the  Vice  Presi- 
dents desk,  and  the  oath  of  office  pre- 
scribed by  law  was  administered  to  him 
by  the  President  pro  tempore,  and  was 
subscribed  by  the  new  Senator. 


The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


RESOLUTION  OF  C  ENSURE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301  •  to  censure 
the  junior  Sen{.tor  from  Wisconsin. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Colorado  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  with 
the  understanding  that  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  does  not  lose  his  right  to 
the  floor,  I  wonder  if  he  will  yield  so  that 
I  may  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
in  order  that  the  majority  leader  may  be 
able  to  propKDund  a  unanimous-consent 
request,  which  is  now  reduced  to  writing 
and  which  will  be  sent  to  the  desk? 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  California  will  yield,  I 
should  like  to  ask  him  a  question.  Will 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  advise 
me,  in  the  event  the  Senate  adopts  the 
unanimous-consent  request,  what  effect 
such  adoption  will  have  on  the  brief  in- 
terrogation I  intend  to  make  with  re- 
spect to  the  remarks  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  would  say  that 
the  proceedings  would  not  be  inter- 
rupted. After  completion  of  the  quorum 
call  the  Senator  from  Colorado  will  have 
the  floor  and  will  then  be  able  to  yield. 
in  the  normal  course  of  debate. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Is  it  my  understand- 
ing that  the  time  for  such  interrogation 
will  not  be  taken  from  any  Senator's 
time? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  is  not  intended 
that  the  unanimous-consent  agreement 
would  start  operating  until  6  o'clock. 

Mr.  President,  with  the  understanding 
1  have  mentioned,  I  now  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 


Abel 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Bridges 

Brown 

Bufer 

Byrd 

Caribon 

Case 

Chavez 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

C'xton 

Daniel.  S.  C. 

DirkLcn 

Duff 

ELrr.der 

Ervni 

Fergu'-on 

F^andtrs 

Frear 

Fulbr-ght 

George 


GUlette  McCTellaa 

Gcldwater  Mllllkln 

Green  Monroney 

Hayden  Mundt 

Hendrickaon  Murray 

Hennlngs  Neely 

Hlckenlooper  O'Mahoney 

Holland  Payne 

Hruska  Pu'rtell 

Ives  Robertson 

Jenner  Ru.^sell 

.'ohn.son.  Colo.  Saltonstall 

Johrison.  Tex.  Scott 

Johnbton,  S.  C.  Smith,  Maine 

Kerr  Smith.  N  J. 

Kilgore  Sparkman 

Kiiowiand  Stennis 

Kuihel  Symington 

Lanscr  Thve 

Lehman  Watkins 

Loug  Weiker 

M'jgnuson  Williams 

Ma-'-.'fl^ld  Young 
Martin 
McCarthy 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A 
quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  KNO\\T.AI:d.  ^^r.  Pre.'^ident,  at 
this  time  does  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wi!;ccn.sin  wish  to  submit  the  proposed 
unanimous-consent  agreement  and  have 
it  read  at  the  desk^ 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Yes.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  now  send  forward  the  proposed 
unanimous-consent  agreement,  and  ask 
that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
propo.'^ed  agreement  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ordered,  by  unanimous  consent,  that  on 
Wednesday.  December  1,  1954.  at  not  later 
than  the  hour  of  3  o'clock  p.  m  .  the  Senate 
proceed  to  vote,  under  the  limitation  of 
debate  hereinafter  provided,  upon  any 
amendment  or  motion  (Including  appeals i 
that  may  be  pending  or  that  may  thereafter 
be  proposed  to  Senate  Resolution  301.  and 
upon  the  final  passage  of  the  resolution;  Pjo- 
vidcd,  That  after  the  said  hour  of  3  o'clLx:k 
p.  m..  debate  upon  any  amendment,  motion, 
or  appeal  shall  be  limited  to  60  minutes,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled,  respectively, 
by  the  mover  of  any  such  amendment,  mo- 
tion, or  appeal  and  Mr.  Watkins.  of  Utah; 
(2)  that  on  any  substitute  the  debate  shall 
be  not  exceeding  4  hours,  under  similar 
control:  Provided,  That  if  the  Senator  from 
Utah  Is  In  favor  of  any  such  amendment, 
substitute,  or  motion,  the  time  in  opposition 
thereto  shall  be  controlled  by  the  minority 
leader:  Provided  further.  That  the  time  be- 
tween 6  p.  m.  today  and  3  p.  m.  Wednesday 
shall  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
majority  and  minority  leaders:  Provided, 
That  no  amendment  or  motion  that  is  not 
germane  to  the  resolution  shall  be  received, 
with  the  exception  that  any  amendnient  re- 
lating to  censure  of  another  Senator  shall  be 
In  order. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  proposed  imani- 
mous-consent  agreement? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  I  should  like 
to  propwund  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Arkansas  will  state  it. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chair  this  question :  If  an  amendment  or 
motion  to  censure  some  other  Senator 
were  to  be  offered  at  this  time,  before 
the  proposed  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment has  been  entered  into,  would  such 
an  amendment  or  motion  be  germane? 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chaar  is  of  the  opinion  that  if  such  an 
amendment  or  motion  were  offered  prior 
to  the  entering  of  the  proposed  unani- 
mous-consent agreement,  the  amend- 
ment or  motion  would  not  be  ger- 
mane  

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Then,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  desire  to  propound  another  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Let 
the  Chair  state 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  propound  a  parUamentary 
inquiry  at  this  time,  if  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  will  permit  me  to  interrupt, 
for  I  think  we  wish  to  have  the  matter 
made  perfectly  clear. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  trying  to 
clear  it  up,  if  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia will  permit  me  to  proceed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  Uke  to 
suggest  that  perhaps  the  President  pro 
tempore  may  have  misstated  the  case, 
for  I  believe  the  Senate  does  not  have 
a  rule  of  germaneness;  and  germane- 
ne.ss  would  enter  into  the  situation  only 
in  the  event  of  the  adoption  of  the  pro- 
posed unanimous-consent  agreement. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That 
Is  what  the  Chair  meant  to  state. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  understand  the  Chair's  ruling. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Very 
well.  Will  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
restate  his  parliamentary  inquiry? 

Mr.   McCLELLAN.     Yes. 

If  an  amendment  or  motion  proposing 
that  another  Senator  be  censured  were 
to  be  offered  prior  to  adoption  of  the 
pending  unanimous-consent  agreement, 
would  such  amendment  or  motion  be  in 
order  or  be  germane? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It 
would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN,  And  would  it  be 
germane? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It 
would  not  be  germane,  because  the  Seh- 
ate  does  not  have  a  rule  of  germane- 
ness. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Do  I  correctly  un- 
derstand that  such  an  amendment  or 
motion  would  be  in  order,  but  would  not 
be  germane?  If  so,  I  desire  to  propound 
another  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Arkansas  will  state  it. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  If  the  proposed 
unanimous-consent  agreement  should  be 
entered  into,  and  if  an  amendment  or 
motion  proE>osing  that  another  Senator 
be  censured  were  then  to  be  submitted, 
in  that  case,  regardless  of  the  serious- 
ness or  the  number  of  such  charges 
against  the  other  Senator,  such  Senator 
would  then  be  limited  to  30  minutes  in 
which  to  defend  himself  against  such 
accusations;  is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  will  state  that  there  will  be  a  limi- 
tation of  30  minutes  on  either  side  on  any 
amendment.  So  the  answer  to  the  par- 
liamentary inquiry  is  "Yes." 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Then.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  desire  to  ask  my  distinguished 
colleague,  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin I  Mr.  McCarthy],  whether,  as  a 
matter  of  fairness,  he  will  agree  to  elimi- 
nate from  the  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  the  words  in  the  last 
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two  lines,  according  to  my  copy  of  the    tbe  GiBette  oommittee.    He  ruled  time 
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no  day  in  court.     Let  me  asHc  the  Sen- 
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not  had  a  fair  hearing.    However,  I  do     tlon  for  criticizing  the  Gillette  commit-    that  we  did  not  do  so.    The  fact  Is  that 


Army. 


any  general  who  would  cover  up  and  pro- 


t^J  v«>*  v\^ 


TTjruiiiiiig,  lui    lae  unexpirea 
term  ending  the  3d  day  of  January  1955. 


The  PRESroENT  pro  tempore. 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 


The    ment  has  been  entered  into,  would  such 
an  amendment  or  motion  be  germane? 


nate    from    the    proposed    unanimous- 
consent  agreement  the  words  in  the  last 
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two  lines,  according  to  my  copf  ot  the 
proposed  agreement.  I  refer  to  all  tin 
word3  following  the  last  comma  appear- 
ing at  the  end  of  line  14.  in  the  copy  I 
have;  and  I  shall  read  thoee  words: 

With  the  exception  that  aay  amendment 
relating  to  censure  of  another  Senator  ahaU 
be  In  order. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana;  but 
first  I  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
junior  Senator  frtmi  Wisconsin  will  con- 
sider striking  the  words  I  have  just  read. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  First,  may  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  the  floor.  If  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  does  not  wish  to  answer 
my  question 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
answer  the  question,  but  first  I  should 
like  to  hear  from  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana. 

Mr.  BfcCLELLAN.  Very  well;  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  JENNER.  In  other  words,  if  there 
were  a  proposal,  by  means  of  an  amend- 
ment submitted  to  the  pending  resolu- 
tion, to  censure  another  Senator,  under 
the  proposed  unanimoijs-consent  agree- 
ment the  debate  on  such  charges  against 
another  Senator  would  be  limited  to  30 
minutes;  is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.    That  is  correct 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  I  can  see  the  undesirability  of 
such  an  arrangement. 

Let  me  point  out  that,  earlier  today, 
another  cenusure  resolution,  or  perhaps 
it  was  in  the  form  of  an  amendment  to 
the  pending  censure  resolution,  was  sub- 
mitted against  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy].  So,  under 
my  interpretation  of  the  proposed  unani- 
mous-consent agreement,  if  the  agree- 
ment were  entered  into,  there  would  be 
no  hearing  on  the  charges  contained  in 
that  amendment  to  the  pending  resolu- 
tion, and  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin would  not  have  an  opportunity  to 
defend  himself  against  those  additional 
charges. 

Would  not  that  situation  fall  in  the 
same  category  with  the  situation  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  has  mentioned? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
am  inquiring  about  the  present  situa- 
tion; and  I  earnestly  ask  the  distin- 
guished junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin to  withdraw  that  part  of  the  pro- 
posed unanimous-consent  agreement  to 
which  I  have  referred. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  cay  that  I  would  do  almost  anj^hing 
to  l*ring  the  present  proceeding — I  do  not 
know  how  to  describe  it  properly  without 
becoming  subject  to  fiu-ther  censure 
charges — to  an  end. 

I  may  say  that  I  am  in  exactly  the 
same  position  in  which  any  other  Sena- 
tor would  be  if  he  were  subjected  to  a 
censure  motion.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Behnett]  filed  a  new 
charge  against  me  today.  The  senior 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  WAiKiifs] — and 
the  committee  agreed  with  him — ^found 
that  I  had  no  justification  for  criticizing 


tbe  GiDette  committee.  He  ruled  time 
and  again  that  I  could  not  present  any 
justification.  So  I  have  had  no  tfay  in 
court  on  this  question. 

My  thought,  frankly,  is  that  if  a  special 
rule  is  sought  to  be  applied  to  McCakthy, 
perhaps  we  should  apply  the  same  rule 
to  all  other  Senators. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator — 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  a  question 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Let  me  say  this  be- 
fore the  Senator  asks  his  question. 

Mr.  McCarthy.     Let  me  finish. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.     I  iiave  the  floor. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    Let  me  finieh. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  is  exactly 
what  I  am  trying  to  do.  I  have  stood 
on  this  floor  and,  along  with  the  majority 
leader  and  the  minority  leader,  fought 
for  the  Senator's  right  to  have  a  hearing 
before  a  committee. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  know  the  Senator 
did. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  still  maintain 
that  position.  I  beUeve  it  is  manifestly 
unfair,  and  a  flagrant  violation  of  every 
rule  of  proper  procedure,  to  bring  cen- 
sxure  charges  on  this  floor  against  any 
Senator  and  give  him  only  30  minutes  to 
answer,  before  the  Senate  must  pass 
judgment.  I  think  it  is  unfair  to  make 
the  request  that  such  a  rule  be  applied 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 
I  think  it  is  unfair  to  make  a  request 
that  such  a  rule  be  applied  against  any 
other  Member  of  this  body. 

I  trust  the  Senator  will  amend  bis  re- 
quest by  striking  the  clause  to  which  I 
have  referred.  I  am  just  as  eager  as  is 
any  other  Member  of  this  body  to  bring 
this  proceeding  to  a  conclusion  and  to 
dispose  of  the  pending  resolution  one 
way  or  another. 

I  cannot  in  good  conscience  readily 
consent  to  establish  in  this  body  a  prece- 
dent such  as  is  here  proposed.  If  I  do 
so,  I  shall  have  to  do  so  most  reluctantly. 
That  is  why  I  am  appealing  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  to  keep  the  consid- 
eration of  this  resolution  on  the  fair 
plane  which  it  has  thus  far  occupied,  and 
give  everyone  who  may  be  accused  an 
opportunity  for  a  hearing.  I  cannot  in 
good  conscience,  except  with  great  re- 
luctance, consent  to  the  pending  request. 
If  the  Senator  will  modify  it,  I  hope  we 
may  then  proceed  to  the  conclusion  of 
this  matter. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
has  referred  to  an  amendment  submitted 
today.  I  may  say  that  the  Senator  was 
aware  of  that  when  he  made  this  request. 
He  may  be  willing,  in  connection  with 
that  particular  amendment,  to  be  limited 
to  30  minutes  in  which  to  defend  himself. 
I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question. 
As  I  say,  I  will  do  almost  anything  to 
bring  this  case  to  a  conclusion,  so  that 
the  Senate  can  proceed  with  its  business. 
But  let  me  ask  the  Senator  a  question. 

The  Watkins  committee  has  asked  that 
I  t€  censured.  They  say  I  offered  no 
Justification  for  criticizing  the  Gillette 
committee.  When  I  tried  to  offer  justi- 
fication, it  was  ruled  out.    So  I  have  had 


no  day  in  court.     Let  me  a£l:  the  Sen- 
ator  

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  The  Committee 
says  the  Senator  has  had  fads  day  in 

court. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Let  me  finish  my 
question. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.     I  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  As  an  a<Jt  of  cour- 
tesy, let  me  finish  my  question. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  The  Senator  has 
made  a  statement  with  which  I  do  not 
agree.  So  long  as  I  have  the  floor,  I  am 
entitled  to  correct  it, 

Mr.  McCarthy.  As  a  courtesy,  may 
I  be  permitted  to  finish  the  question? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  will  extend  the 
courtesy. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  in  fairness,  let  me 
ask  the  Senator  this  question:  How  am  I 
to  bring  before  the  committee  testimony 
to  show  justification? 

For  example — may  I  have  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  think  the  Sena- 
tor has  more  of  my  attention  than  he 
realizes. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor. This  is  no  laughing  matter  to  me, 
let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.   I  did  not  laugh. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Watkins  com- 
mittee had  before  it  12  items,  which  I 
now  have  before  me,  allegedly  signed  by 
the  able  Senator  from  Iowa  I  Mr.  Gil- 
lette I .  I  have  every  reason  now  to  be- 
lieve that  he  did  not  sign  the  papers  ask- 
inc;  for  an  ille-Tal  mail  cover.  He  has  not 
told  me  so.  but  I  do  not  believe  he  would 
do  it.  I  have  every  reason  to  believe  that 
his  signature  was  placed  there  by  some- 
one else.  That  was  an  illegal  action.  It 
is  justification  for  criticizing  the  com- 
mittee. How  am  I  to  get  the  witnesses 
before  the  committee  when  the  Senator 
from  Utah  I  Mr.  Watkins  i  would  not  al- 
low me  to  bring  them  before  his  com- 
mittee? The  Senator  asks  that  we  pro- 
ceed in  a  spirit  of  fairness.  If  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  to  be  censured 
for  allegedly  criticizing  a  oommittee. 
when  he  had  no  justification  for  doing 
so,  then  should  he  not  be  entitled  to 
bring  witnesses  either  before  the  Senate 
or  before  a  committee  to  show  justifica- 
tion? If  I  am  precluded  from  doing 
that,  why  should  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont I  Mr.  Flanders  1  be  allowed  to  hide 
behind  this  screen  and  not  come  up  for 
censure  also? 

I  am  inclined  to  strike  the  language  to 
which  reference  has  been  made,  but  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas how  I  can  bring  before  this  body 
evidence  to  justify  the  criticism  of  the 
Gillette  committee. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  The  Senator  has 
had  his  ooportunity. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    No:  he  has  not. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  He  had  it  before 
the  committee. 

Mr.  McCarthy.    He  did  not. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  The  committee 
made  its  rulings.  The  committee  is 
an  agency  of  this  body.  If  the  commit- 
tee has  made  a  mistake,  the  Senator  has 
a  right  to  argue  it  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  The  argument  goes  to  the  point 
of  justification  for  the  Senator's  desire 
that  no  censure  be  voted  because  he  has 
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not  had  a  fair  hearing.  However,  I  do 
not  subscribe  to  the  Senator's  statement 
that  he  has  not  had  a  fair  hearing.  He 
may  not  have  had,  but  I  do  not  know 
that  to  be  a  fact.  The  Senator  has  made 
a  speech  unrelated  to  the  request  with 
respect  to  allowing  only  30  minutes'  time 
for  a  Senator  to  defend  himself  when 
censure  proceedings  are  brought  against 
him  by  an  amendment  which  may  take 
him  completely  by  surprise. 

I  do  not  know  whom  any  Senator  may 
have  in  mind  in  connection  with  an 
amendment  to  censure  some  other  Sen- 
ator. It  may  be  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas.     I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  McCarthy.    I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  have  no  reason 
to  know  one  way  or  the  other.  We  are 
all  subject  to  such  procedure  if  our  con- 
duct has  warranted  it.  I  do  not  think 
mine  has,  yet  I  could  be  charged,  within 
the  next  few  hours,  without  any  notice 
whatsoever,  in  a  resolution  as  long  as 
ones  arm,  setting  forth  many  spurious 
charges.  I  would  have  30  minutes  in 
which  to  defend  myself.  I  would  have 
no  opportunity  to  obtain  witnesses.  I 
would  have  opportunity  only  to  make 
such  statement  as  I  might  be  able  to 
make  in  my  defense  in  30  minutes. 

Mr.  WATKINS  and  Mr.  WELKER 
addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Let  me  make  this 
statement,  and  then  I  shah  have  con- 
cluded: 

I  do  not  intend  to  object,  because  I  do 
not  wLsh  to  delay  these  proceedings.  I 
fou!,'ht  for  the  rights  of  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  to  have  a  hearing 
before  a  committee,  and  endured  criti- 
cism for  it,  because  I  beheved  in  fair  play 
for  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 
Today  I  urge  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  and  the  majority  leader- 
ship and  the  minority  leadership  reach 
some  agreement  so  that  any  other  Sen- 
ator who  may  have  charges  of  censure 
filed  against  him  in  this  body  may  have 
an  equal  opportunity  to  that  accorded 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  Whether 
he  receives  a  fair  hearing  or  not.  let  us 
give  him  the  opportunity.  Then  we  can 
criticize  the  committee  if  it  does  not  give 
him  a  fair  hearing.  Then  we  can  weigh 
the  actions  of  the  committee  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  as  we  are  weighing  the 
action  of  the  select  committee  here 
today. 

I  urge  the  Senate  not  to  set  an  unfor- 
tunate precedent  by  agreeing  to  a  pro- 
posal to  grant  the  right  to  file  censure 
charges,  cither  by  means  of  an  amend- 
ment or  a  motion  in  connection  with  this 
pending  resolution.  Under  the  unani- 
mous-consent proposal  now  before  us, 
another  Senator  might  be  censured  with- 
out being  given  adequate  opportunity  for 
defense. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Let  me  say  this  in 
conclusion,  and  then  I  shall  be  glad  to 
answer  any  questions. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  it  is  an  established 
fact — there  is  no  question  about  it — that 
I  was  precluded  from  showing  justifica- 


tion for  criticizing  the  Gillette  commit- 
tee. It  is  an  established  fact  that  the 
Watkins  committee  had  before  it  Items 
of  evidence  which  were  not  plEiced  in  the 
record,  but  which  were  kept  from  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  is  speak- 
ing of  fairness.  Does  he  not  feel,  if  we 
are  to  apply  that  rule,  I,  also,  should  be 
entitled  to  call  witnesses  and  to  subpena 
documents  which  the  Senator  from  Utah 
(Mr.  Watkins  1  had,  but  which  were 
never  used?  For  example,  I  refer  to  the 
minutes  of  the  meetings  of  the  Gillette 
subcommittee.  Decisions  were  made  to 
the  effect  that  I  would  not  be  entitled  to 
subpena  those  documents  or  to  subpena 
witnesses  and  to  present  a  defense.  I  am 
not  asking  that  for  McCarthy.  I  know 
there  are  sufficient  votes  in  the  Senate  to 
vote  censure  when  we  get  around  to  hav- 
ing a  vote.  However,  are  we  not  estab- 
lishing a  dangerous  precedent? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  not  passing 
judgment  at  the  moment  on  the  select 
committee.  The  Senator  has  stated  cir- 
cumstances of  which  I  have  no  knowl- 
edge. I  understand  that  the  select  com- 
mittee states  an  entirely  different  view- 
point. That  is  a  question  to  be  settled 
when  we  come  to  discuss  the  matter.  We 
can  weigh  the  statements  that  are  made 
at  the  time.  The  question  is.  Are  we  now 
to  establish  a  precedent  under  which  we 
can  censure  a  Senator  on  a  motion,  or  a 
resolution  in  the  nature  of  an  amend- 
ment, and  give  him  only  30  minutes  in 
which  to  defend  himself  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate?  That  is  the  real  issue.  I 
do  not  believe  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  wishes  to  estabhsh  any  such 
precedent. 

Mr.  WELKER,  Mr.  DIRKSEN,  and  Mr. 
WATIONS  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Utah  seek  recognition? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  wish  to  have  the 
Senator  yield  so  that  I  may  make  a  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  wish  to  conclude 
my  statement,  unless  Senators  desire 
to  ask  me  questions.  If  any  Senator 
wishes  to  ask  me  a  question,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  yield  for  that  purpose.  Then 
I  shall  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Has  the  Senator  read 
the  record  in  this  case? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  beg  the  Senator's 
pardon. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Has  the  Senator  read 
the  record  of  the  select  committee  in 
this  case? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  have  read  sub- 
stantially all  of  it. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Did  the  Senator  find 
in  the  record  that  time  after  time  the 
select  committee  gave  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  the  opportunity  to  produce  his 
witnesses  and  that  he  was  asked  whether 
we  could  do  any  investigating  for  him? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  believe  the  Senator 
will  find.  If  he  'will  look  at  the  record, 
that  we  gave  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin full  opportunity  to  present  his 
case.    I  have  heard  it  repeatedly  stated 


that  we  did  not  do  so.  The  fact  is  that 
we  did  give  him  a  full  opportunity.  I 
expect  to  speak  on  that  subject  matter 
later.  

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  is  a  contro- 
versy between  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin and  the  select  committee.  I 
merely  wish  to  settle  this  issue.  I  again 
ask  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
if  he  will  withdraw  that  part  of  his 
unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN,  Mr.  WELKER,  and  Mr. 
McCarthy  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Arkansas  still  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.     I  yield  gladly. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  will  put  my  state- 
ment in  the  nature  of  a  question,  in  order 
to  keep  the  record  straight.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins]  has  stated 
that  the  select  committee  offered  to  let 
me  call  witnesses.  That  is  true.  They 
said  that  I  could  call  witnesses.  How- 
ever, the  select  committee  stated  that 
such  witnesses  could  not  testify  to  any- 
thing which  would  show  justification. 
For  example,  one  ground  on  which  the 
Watkins  committee  asks  that  I  be  cen- 
sured is  a  letter  which  I  wrote  criticizing 
the  Gillette  committee  for  attempting  to 
call  a  man  whom  all  of  us  knew  was  in- 
sane. The  Senator  from  Utah  was  pre- 
siding at  the  time,  and  I  tried  to  show 
that  he  himself  had  the  document  in  his 
hand.  The  record  will  show  that  he  ruled 
out  that  testimony  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  incompetent.  Apparently  he  mis- 
understood the  situation,  because  he  said 
it  would  not  make  any  difference  even  if 
the  investigators  were  insane.  The  only 
thing  we  were  interested  in,  according  to 
the  chairman — and  if  I  misquote  the 
chairman  I  hope  he  will  correct  me — was 
the  question :  Had  the  Gillette  committee 
been  formed,  did  it  have  jurisdiction,  and 
was  it  acting? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.     Do  I  lose  the  floor' 
if  I  permit  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
to  interrogate  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Arkansas  can  yield  only 
for  a  question.  The  Senator  has  the 
floor  under  a  reservation,  as  he  knows. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  yield  only  for  a 
question. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  My  question  is  this : 
Is  the  Senator  aware  of  the  fact  that 
the  Senator  from  Utah  TMr.  Watkins] 
ruled — and  he  was  upheld  in  his  ruhngs 
by  the  committee — that  I  could  present 
nothing  in  regard  to  the  activities  of  the 
Gillette  subcommittee  except  whether 
It  had  been  formed  and  had  jurisdiction 
and  was  acting;  that  he  ruled  out  any 
testimony  as  to  illegal  activity;  that  he 
had  in  his  possession  12  docvunents  show- 
ing a  violation  of  Federal  law;  that  he 
had  in  his  possession  the  minutes  of  the 
November  21  meeting,  at  which  it  waa 
decided,  not  that  McCarthy  be  called, 
but  that  they  would  place  a  deadline  be- 
yond which  he  could  not  appear;  and 
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that  an  this  ixaTormation  was  kept  from 
the  Smate?    Is  the  Senator  awar»— ^ 

Mr.  McCIiELLAN.  I  will  answer  tho 
Senator's  question  by  saying  that  I  am 
not  ^»»«««a^g-  with  all  the  circumstances 
he  has  related.  However.  I  say  that  if 
^e  Senator  felt  aggrieved  by  the  actions 
of  the  select  committee,  upon  its  filing  its 
report  and  upon  the  resolution  being  pre- 
sented, he  could  have  moved  to  recommit 
the  resolution  to  the  ccHnmittee.  with  in- 
structions that  there  be  taken  the  testi- 
mony he  now  complains  he  was  denied 
the  opportunity  to  submit.  I  assume 
that  with  his  able  counsel  he  knew  how 
to  protect  his  own  rights.  That  was  the 
purpose  of  sending  the  matter  to  the 
committee,  namely,  to  give  him  every 
opportunity  to  protect  his  rights. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  I  demand 
the  regular  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fm- 
GiTsoir  in  the  chair) .  The  regular  order 
has  been  demanded. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  I  demand 
the  regular  order.  ^ 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Does  that  mean 
that  I  must  s^eld  the  floor? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under 
the  regular  order,  the  Senator  will  either 
object  or  state  his  reservation  in  as  few 
words  as  possible. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  have  stated  my 
reservation.  I  trust  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  will  withdraw  the  phrase  or 
clause  in  his  unanimous-consent  request 
to  which  I  have  referred.  I  shall  not 
object.  I  withhold  objection  with  great 
reluctance.  In  fairness  to  my  colleagues 
I  must  state  the  only  reason  I  can  con- 
sent not  to  object  is  because  I  have  faith 
and  confidence  in  the  Senate  that  if  such 
a  procedure  is  attempted  a  motion  to 
table  will  immediately  be  voted  favor- 
ably. If  I  were  not  confident  that  the 
Senate  would  not  censure  a  Senator  after 
giving  him  only  30  minutes'  time  to  de- 
fend himself,  I  would  be  compelled  to 
object.  BAay  I  make  another  parliamen- 
tary inquiry? 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Arkansas  will  state  it. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  A  motion  to  table 
would  be  in  order  if  such  an  amendment 
or  proposal  were  offered;  is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  answer  that  question  in  the 
aflirmatlve. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  inquire  whether 
the  regular  rules  of  the  Senate  would 
still  previdl.  and  that  such  a  motion  to 
table  would  be  voted  on  immediately 
without  debate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
the  opinion  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  I  appreciate  the 
remarks  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Aikansas.  He  was  not  alone  in 
fighting  to  preserve  the  rights  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  I  be- 
lieve I  voted  with  him  on  that  point.  I 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  fact  that  it  is  my  informa- 
tion the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
was  denied  the  right  to  cross-examina- 
tion of  his  accusers,  namely,  the  wit- 
nesses who  were  produced  against  him 


Itefore  the  Gillette-Hennings  sul)com- 
mittee. 

Second,  with  respect  to  the  statement 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas regarding  the  30  minutes  which 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  had. 
If  he  were  willing  to  proceed,  having  had 
that  notice.  I  am  wondering  whether 
the  other  Senators  who  certainly  had 
notice  of  the  resolutions  contemplated — 
and  I  served  notice  upon  the  entire  body 
in  the  debate  with  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  that  they  would  be  pre- 
sented— would  agree.  What  is  good  for 
the  goose  is  good  for  the  gander.  If  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  should  be 
willing  to  waive  and  let  his  defense  take 
30  minutes,  I  am  wondering  whether 
other  Senators — even  though  they  were 
not  in  the  Chamber  they  had  construc- 
tive notice — would  be  willing  to  rest 
their  case  in  30  minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  let  me  say  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arkansas 
that  I  think  he  is  on  sound  ground.  It 
would  come  in  the  nature  of  a  surprise 
and  would  put  a  Member  of  this  body  in 
jeopardy  if  he  could  defend  himself  for 
only  30  minutes,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  at  the  end  of  any  such  defense 
a  motion  to  table  a  censure  proposal 
could  be  made  and  the  proF>osal  could  be 
laid  on  the  table.  Speaking  for  myself, 
I  think  it  would  be  an  unhappy  record, 
indeed. 

But  I  should  like  to  take  the  logic  of 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  and  carry  it 
a  little  further. 

I  am  concerned  about  the  record.  A 
new  charge  is  an  additional  count.  It 
is  in  the  nature  of  an  indictment;  and 
if  we  should  open  the  door,  there  would 
be  nothing  to  prevent  any  niunber  of 
Senators  from  taking  the  remaining  42 
charges,  offering  them  as  amendments, 
and  keeping  us  here  until  midnight  on 
December  24. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas, and  I  urge  upon  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  that  the  last 
clause  in  this  unanimous -consent  re- 
quest be  stricken,  but  that  there  be  added 
additional  language  to  the  effect  that 
any  allegations  or  charges^ade  for  the 
purpose  of  censure  or  condemnation 
which  are  proposed  subsequent  to  the 
time  the  select  committee's  rerwrt  was 
filed,  shall  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  because 
there  is  no  way  of  closing  the  door  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  to  any  kind  of 
a  charge,  any  kind  of  an  allegation,  and 
submitting  it  in  the  form  of  an  amend- 
ment and  having  it  discussed. 

I  beheve  the  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest can  be  amended  accordingly,  so 
that  there  will  be  no  surprises,  and  we 
may  follow  what  I  deem  to  be  good 
procedure;  and  then  I  think  we  can  go 
forward  hopefully  and  ring  down  the 
curtain  on  this  matter  before  the  pres- 
ent week  closes. 

I  say  freely  and  publicly  that  I  would 
agree  to  deleting  the  last  clause.  On 
the  other  hand.  I  do  not  believe  amend- 
ments which  propose  additional  grounds 
for  censiu-e  and  condemnation  should 
be  considered  without  reference  to  a 
proper  committee.  If  it  be  in  order,  I 
would  certainly  offer  to  strike  the  last 


clause  in  the  pending  imaniqious-con- 
sent  request  and  substitute  appropriate 
language  to  effectuate  the  sentiments  I 
have  just  expressed  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  and  I  shall 
not  object,  I  wish  to  propound  three 
parliamentary  inquiries. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  them. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Assuming  the  adop- 
tion by  the  Senate  of  the  pending  unani- 
mous-consent request,  would  any  amend- 
ment involving  a  proposed  change  of  any 
of  the  standing  rules  of  the  Senate  be 
in  order,  as  germane? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
opinion  of  the  Chair  is  that  they  would 
not  be  germane. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Another  parliamen- 
tary inquiry,  Mr.  I»resident. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Ignoring  the  ques- 
tion of  any  possible  amendment  to  the 
standing  rules,  would  any  proposed  new 
rule,  which  itself  would  be  an  addition  to 
the  standing  rules,  be  in  order,  as  ger- 
mane, under  the  pending  unanimous- 
consent  request? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It  is 
the  opinion  of  the  present  occupant  of 
the  chair  that  such  an  amendment  to  the 
rules  would  not  be  In  order. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  A  third  parliamen- 
tary inquiry,  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Having  in  mind  the 
proposed  chsuige  of  the  rules  on  the  same 
general  subject  matter  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  select  committee,  along 
with  the  pending  resolution,  is  the  Chair, 
by  his  ruling,  precluding  the  bringing  in 
and  consideration  by  the  Senate,  as  ger- 
mane, under  the  proposed  agreement,  if 
it  be  adopted,  of  either  that  specific 
amendment  to  the 'rules  or  any  one  cov- 
ering the  same  ground? 

The  PRESIDE3^T  pro  tempore.  If  the 
agreement  is  adopted,  it  is  the  opinion 
of  the  Chair  that  it  would  not  be  proper. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.    I  thank  the  Chair. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President. 
while  I  feel  that  the  same  rule  should  be 
applied  to  other  Senators  that  is  ap- 
plied to  McCarthy,  I  do  not  wish  to  take 
the  time  of  the  Senate  debating  whether 
we  should  censure  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas [Mr.  FoLBRicHT],  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  or  some  - 
other  Senator  for  anything  they  have 
said.  1  have  long  felt  that  Senators 
should  have  complete  freedom  to  say 
what  they  think  and  feel,  regardless  of 
how  much  we  may  differ  with  them. 

The  only  reason  why  I  added  this  pro- 
vision was  to  ascertain  whether  or  not 
the  Senate  would  apply  the  same  rule  to 
other  Senators  who  have  used  language 
much  stronger  than  that  which  I  have 
used;  whether,  for  example,  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Pulbrigbt],  who 
proposed  that  I  be  censured  for  having 
called  Annie  Lee  Moss  a  Communist  or 
said  she  was  engaged  in  Communist  ac- 
tivities, and  then  overlooked  the  fact 
that  the  Army  has  gotten  rid  of  her  be- 
cause of  her  Communist  activities.  I 
think  that  Is  not  censurable.    I  think. 
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whether  he  made  the  charge  m  good 
faith  or  in  bad  faith,  be  is  entiUed  to 
say  what  he  wishes  to  say  so  long  as  he 
does  not  violate  the  rules  of  the  Senate. 

I  was  curious  to  know  whether  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr.  Flanvkis] 
should  be  censured,  when  he  stood  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  made  the 
foulest  charges  conceivable  against  me. 
and  one  of  his  counts  of  censure  was  to 
accuse  me  of  calling  the  wrong  witness, 
when  the  newspapers  showed  that  the 
right  witness  came  before  the  commit- 
tee and  invoked  the  fifth  amendment. 

I  was  curious  to  know  whether  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  should  apologize 
to  the  Senate  for  doing  that.  Pranitly. 
I  think  that  he  should  not  be  required 
to  apologize  to  the  Senate.  I  think  if  he 
feels  that  I  have  done  something  im- 
proper, he  is  entitled  to  stand  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  discuss  it.  or  dis- 
cuss it  outside  the  Senate. 

The  same  is  true  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse  1. 

I  merely  added  this  provision.  Mr. 
President,  to  find  out  whether  Senators 
wanted  to  go  on  record  as  applying  a 
different  rule  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

I  shall  now  submit  the  unanimous- 
consent  request,  deleting  the  words  "with 
the  exception  that  any  amendment  re- 
lating to  cerisure  of  any  other  Senator 
shall  be  in  order." 

Mr.  KUOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object — and  I  wish 
to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
that  I  shaU  not  object — I  think  it  a  wise 
move  to  make  the  change.  The  Sena- 
tor has  shown  that  he  desires  to  reach 
an  agreement,  if  that  is  possible. 

I  think  the  Senator,  if  I  am  not  mis- 
taken, changed  3 :30  p.  m.  to  6  p.  m. 

Mr.  McCarthy.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Since  it  is  about 
10  minutes  to  6,  and  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Johnson]  had  the  floor  and  there  were 
certain  questions  to  be  asked  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  (Mr.  Welker]  and 
other  Senators,  I  suggest  that  it  read  7 
p.  m.  rather  than  6  p  m.,  if  that  is  agree- 
able to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  shall  make  that 
modification. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A 
Senator  has  the  right  to  change  his  own 
unanimous-consent  request.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  request  as  modified? 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  am  I  to  under- 
stand that  we  are  now  going  down  the 
road  toward  permitting  a  complete  new 
censtire  resolution  to  be  offered  against 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 
without  his  having  the  right  to  prepcu^ 
his  defense,  without  his  having  the  right 
to  explain  his  side  of  the  case?  Is  that 
the  question  on  which  we  are  now  being 
asked  to  vote? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WELKER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  So  f ar  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  have  no  concern  whatsoever 
about  additional  amendments  to  the 
censure  resolution.  Senators  can  offer  as 
many  as  they  wish.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  BKNifrrr]  offered  a  new 


one  this  morning.  So  far  as  I  am  oon- 
cemed.  Senators  can  offer  new  ones  to- 
morrow morning  and  the  morning  after 
that. 

I  simply  hope  there  will  be  an  end 
to  the  debate  as  soon  as  possible,  so  that 
we  can  get  back  to  the  work  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  WELKER,  I  know  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  eminently  well,  azui  I 
know  him  to  be  a  high-minded  man  and 
gentleman.  In  view  of  the  debate.  I  am 
confident  in  my  heart  that  he  will  with- 
draw his  proposed  amendment,  since  the 
question  has  been  ably  discussed. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas IMr.  FuLBRiCHT]  has  not  had  his 
day  in  court  upon  his  proposal. 

If  we  are  to  consider  amendments  per- 
taining to  everything  spoken  in  the 
Chamber,  then  I  shall  have  to  refer  again 
to  the  notice  which  I  served  the  other 
day  that  many  other  resolutions  of  cen- 
sure will  be  introduced. 

Mr.  BEaWETT.  Mr.  President,  on  No- 
vember 16  I  gave  notice  in  the  Senate 
of  my  intention  to  offer  an  sonendment 
to  the  resolution,  based  on  the  state- 
ments made  on  that  day  by  me.  There 
is  nothing  in  the  proposed  language  of- 
fered by  me  as  an  amendment  which 
was  not  available  through  a  study  of  the 
statements  of  my  colleague. 

I  should  like  to  make  these  observa- 
tions: First,  the  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  was  submitted  by  the 
jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  and  the 
proposed  time  limitation  on  the  amend- 
ment was  a  proposal  of  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin. 

Second,  I  observed  that  when  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  niinois  (Mr.  Dnucsrwl 
Indicated  that  he  also  had  an  amend- 
ment, and  wanted  more  time  than  30 
minutes.  It  was  agreed  that  4  hours  would 
be  allowed  for  debate  on  that  particular 
amendment,  and  I  have  remained  silent 
with  respect  to  the  time  limitation  placed 
on  my  proposed  amendment. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mt.  president,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BENNETT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  may  say  that  I 
have  absolutely  no  concern  whether  the 
Senator  from  Utah  withdraws  his 
amendment  or  leaves  it  to  be  voted  upon. 
I  have  absolutely  no  concern  about  It. 
Let  us  have  all  of  these  resolutions  of 
censiu^  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  On  that  basis,  since 
the  jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  the 
party  most  concerned,  I  see  no  reason 
for  withdrawing  my  amendment. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  I  disagree  with  my  able  friend,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Utah.  The 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  not  the 
only  person  here  concerned.  The  future 
of  this  great  deUberative  body  is  at  stake. 
That  is  the  reason  why  I  have  raised 
these  questions. 

The  position  of  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Utah  on  November 
16  certainly  was  no  different  from  that 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Idaho,  when 
I  served  notice  upon  the  Senate — and 
upon  the  world,  if  you  please — that  other 
censure  resolutions  wotdd  be  introduced, 
and  I  stated  the  words  and  allegations 
used  in  the  presence  of  all  of  us,  or  at 
least  those  of  us  who  were  here,  as  they 


ttiould  nave  been,  since  we  are  nip- 
posedly  the  sole  judges  of  the  law  and 
fact  in  this  proceeding. 

Mr.  KUCH  V.\ ..  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
tng  the  right  to  object,  I  wish  to  ask  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wiscqpsin  if  the 
time  limit  on  an  amendment  such  as 
that  which  is  now  Intended  to  be  offered 
by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  wotild 
remain  at  60  mmutes. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  it  would  remain  at 
60  minutes,  imless  the  Senator  from  Utah 
felt  he  needed  more  time  in  which  to  pre- 
sent his  case  against  me.  In  that  eyent. 
I  certainly  would  have  no  objection  to 
amending  the  proposed  request  in  order 
to  give  him  more  time. 

Mr  KUCHEL.  Would  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  consider  changing 
the  60  minutes  proposed  to  be  allowed 
for  discussion  of  the  amendment  in- 
tended to  be  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Utah  to  4  hours?  I  think  the  amend- 
ment which  the  Senator  from  Utah  in- 
tends to  offer,  and  which  he  now  states 
he  will  offer,  is  probably  just  as  impor- 
tant from  the  standpoint  of  the  decision 
which  the  Senate  may  make  as  is  any 
so-called  substitute  which  might  be  of- 
fered by  another  Member  of  the  Senate. 
For  that  reason,  I  should  prefer  to  have 
the  proposed  unanimous-conseRt  request 
allow  time  for  delMte  of  the  proposed 
amendment  eqiial  to  that  of  a  so-called 
substitute,  because  to  some  of  us  it  might 
appear  to  be  a  mere  play  upon  words  to 
call  one  proposal  an  amendment  and  an- 
other a  substitute.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  matter  discussed  for  more  than 
merely  60  minutes. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  should  be  glad  to 
amend  the  proposed  unanimous-consent 
request  to  conform  with  the  wishes  of 
Senators,  but  I  very  much  dislike  to 
string  out  the  time  too  long.  I  wonder 
if  the  Senator  from  California  would  be 
willing  to  consider  something  less  than  4 
hours.  ' 

May  I  ask  the  junior  Senator  from 
Utah  how  much  time  he  woxild  need  to 
present  his  case  against  me? 

Mr.  BENNETT.    So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. 1  hour,  divided  equally  between  ^ 
the   two  sides,   as  originally   proposed, 
would  be  perfectly  satisfactory. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Would  the  Senator 
then  consider  making  that  2  hours,  an 
hour  to  each  side?  I  do  not  like  to  place 
a  limitation  of  4  hours  on  each  of  the 
various  amendments. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wonder  if  Sena- 
tors  could  not  agree  upon  2  hom-s.  and 
whether  the  2  hours  might  not  be  appUed 
to  amendments,  but  not  to  motions  or 
appeals.  Could  we  not  have  the  2  hours 
apply  to  the  Bennett  amendment? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  This  is  what  both- 
ers me :  I  expect  that  there  will  be  called, 
up  10,  15.  20.  or  25  amendments,  propos- 
ing additional  counts  of  censure  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  I  dis- 
like to  agree  to  4  hours  of  debate  on  each 
one. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Could  we  not  limit 
the  debate  on  the  Bennett  amendment 
to  2  hours,  as  in  the  case  of  the  substi- 
tute previously  mentioned,  or  to  what* 
ever  time  the  Senate  finally  agrees  toi, 
while  still  leaving  the  60  minutes  to  ap> 
ply  to  other  amendments? 


tc^rtA 


r^\uf^nx:Q.Qjr\st k^  »rmwr» <3CKrATrT7 


"hJnvp.rrthp.r  9.Q 


IQKL 


rY\Amx>i;ccTr\KTiT    t>Br»r\t>T\ 


crr%y  A»wo 


tif-tne 


16174 


I 
CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


November  29 


Mr.  MCCARTHY'.  I  think  that  Is  an 
excellent  suggestion. 

Mr.JENNER.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  PREaiDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
SenatfH*  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JENNEK.  As  I  understand,  by 
Changing  the  words  of  the  proposed 
unanimous-consent  request,  we  are  now 
discussing  how  much  time  we  shall  give 
to  what  is  in  effect  a  new  censure  resolu- 
tion introduced  this  morning. 

Mr.  McCarthy.   That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JENNER.  It  is  an  amendment 
whiph  has  not  been  referred  to  a  stand- 
ing committee  of  the  Senate  or  even  to  a 
seleibt  committee. 

Mr.  McCarthy.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object.  I  wonder  if  we  are  not  again  set- 
ting a  very  bad  precedent.  We  are  mak- 
ing rules  which  apply  only  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  when  it  has 
been  objected  that  30  minutes  Is  too  short 
a  time  for  a  Senator  to  defend  himself. 

I  wonder  if  we  could  not.  by  changing 
the  original  wording,  say  "with  the  ex- 
ception of  any  amendment  relating  to 
the  censure  of  another  Senator  for  words 
spoken  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate."  and 
then  let  the  30  minutes  apply  to  any 
Senator,  because  certainly  If  a  Senator 
utter»  words  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
where  constructively  speaking  all  his  col- 
leagues are  present  or  are  supposed  to  be 
present,  and  those  words  are  printed  in 
a  public  record,  the  Senator  concerned 
should  be  entitled  to  defend  himself. 

If  it  is  intended  to  limit  debate  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Utah  to  60  minutes  or  to  4  hours, 
why  not  have  the  limitation  apply  equal- 
ly to  amendments  offered  by  any  Sen- 
ator? 

If  we  are  out  to  get  Joe  McCarthy's 
head,  that  Ls  simply  a  situation  of  the 
pot  calling  the  kettle  black.  The  rules 
ought  to  be  made  the  same  for  everyone. 
Otherwise  let  us  not  stand  up  and  talk 
about  the  United  States  Senate  being  a 
great  deliberative  body.  That  makes 
me  a  little  bit  sick. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  intend  to  object.  Already 
five  amendments  have  been  offered  to  the 
proposed  unanimous-consent  request.  I 
think  a  good  purpose  would  be  served  to 
let  this  matter  go  over  tonight,  and  to 
be  taken  up  again  tomorrow  morning. 
I  object. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Ob- 
jection is  heard. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mt.  President,  I  am 
sorry  that  I  did  not  hear  what  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  said. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  objected. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  senator  ob- 
jected to  the  unanimous-consent  request. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Colorado  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     I  yield. 

Mr.   McCarthy.      Mr.  President.   I 

should  like  to  make  a  very  brief  an- 
noimcement,  which  I  had  intended  to 
make  this  morning,  but  forgot  to  do  so. 
Mr.  Williams,  who  has  been  my  counsel 
all  along,  is  necessarily  absent  because 
he  is  attending  a  session  of  the  Federal 


eourt  In  St.  liouis.  Mo.  He  could  not  get 
a  continuance.  He  had  to  be  there  on 
a  motion.  He  will  be  back  some  time 
tomorrow.  

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  order? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  order.  The  conversa- 
tion in  the  Chamber  will  cease.  / 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  ask  my  distinguished  and  aole 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  tf  he 
can  tell  the  Senate  what  caused  him  to 
change  his  mind  with  respect  to  the  ar- 
rogance and  evasiveness  which  had  been 
shown  in  the  testimony  of  General 
Zwicker. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  order,  and  if  we  cannot 
have  order  the  rear  of  the  Chamber  will 
be  cleared.  The  Senator  from  Idaho 
will  desist  until  there  is  order. 

The  Senator  may  now  proceed. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  did  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  hear  my  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  heard 
the  question  propounded  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Idaho.  My  reasons  for 
changing  my  position  with  regard  to 
General  Zwicker  were  based  on  the  evi- 
dence that  was  brought  out  before  the 
select  committee  with  respect  to  the 
whole  matter.  When  I  discovered, 
through  the  evidence  that  was  adduced 
before  the  select  committee,  that  Gen- 
eral Zwicker  pleaded  that  he  was  not 
accustomed  to  hearings  before  a  Seniate 
committee  at  the  time  of  the  previous 
hearing,  that  he  had  learned  a  great  deal 
about  such  matters,  that  he  did  not  have 
the  benefit  of  counsel  at  the  time  he 
appeared  before  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy]  ;  when  X  saw 
General  Zwicker  in  person  and  observed 
the  abiUty  and  the  intelligence  displayed 
by  him,  and  his  cooperative  attitude  be- 
fore the  select  committee  when  he  was 
subjected  to  grueling  cross-examinttion 
by  counsel  for  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  by  the  committee's  own  coun- 
sel, and  by  members  of  the  committee; 
when  I  saw  that  he  handled  himself  so 
splendidly  during  all  of  those  interroga- 
tions; when  I  discovered  that  General 
Zwicker  had  been  opposed  to  the  promo- 
tion of  Major  Peress,  that  he  had  been 
opiposed  to  his  honorable  discharge,  that 
he  was  out  of  patience  with  Army  officers 
or  military  men  generally  who  plead  the 
fifth  amendment,  I  adopted  a  com- 
pletely different  attitude  toward  General 
Zwicker. 

That  is  the  reason  why  I  changed  my 
mind — because  the  evidence  compelled 
me  to. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  General  Zwicker 
tell  the  Sen;vtor  from  Colorado  where  he 
learned  a  great  deal  more  about  appear- 
ing before  congressional  committees? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  He  said 
to  the  select  committee  that  he  had 
learned  a  great  deal  about  testifying  be- 
fore Senate  committees. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  General  Zwicker 
tell  the  Senator  from  Colorado  where  he 


learned  a  great  deal  more  about  appear- 
ing  before  committees? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No:  he 
did  not  tell  us  where  he  got  his  experi- 
ence. I  took  it  for  granted  that  his  ex- 
perience before  the  McCarthy  committee 
taught  him  a  great  deal,  and  I  imagine 
that  he  learned  a  great  deal  from  testi- 
fying before  the  select  committee.  I 
think  he  learned  that  a  person  who  ap- 
p>ears  before  a  Senate  committee,  when 
he  is  handling  very  delicate  situations, 
when  his  testimony  has  to  be  given  with 
great  delicacy  and  exactness,  and  when 
he  must  interpret  orders  that  have  come 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
and  from  superior  officers  in  the  Army, 
had  better  have  counsel  to  determine 
such  interpretations  for  him.  No  one 
asked  General  Zwicker  where  he  got  the 
new  information  about  how  to  testify  be- 
fore committees,  but  it  was  apparent 
when  he  testified  before  the  select  com- 
mittee that  he  was  an  extremely  able 
witness. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Would  the  Senator  at- 
tribute that  to  the  fact  General  Zwicker 
had  counsel? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes.  I 
think  having  counsel  gave  General 
Zwicker  a  great  deal  of  self-confldence, 
because  counsel  could  tell  the  General 
just  how  far  he  could  go  under  the  in- 
structions the  general  had  from  the 
President  and  his  superior  oflScers.  I 
think  that  fact  gave  General  Zwicker  a 
great  deal  of  confidence. 

I  remember  that  at  one  point  in  the 
examination  before  the  select  committee 
General  Zwicker  declined  to  answer  a 
question.  Then  he  talked  with  his  coun- 
sel about  it,  his  counsel  gave  him  the 
green  light,  and  the  general  answered 
the  question  straightforwardly,  and  an- 
swered the  question  very  well.  Pretty 
soon  the  general  was  asked  another 
question,  and  the  general  asked  counsel 
whether  he  could  reply  to  that.  Counsel 
told  him  he  could  not.  and  General 
Zwicker  said,  "Counsel  has  told  me  that  I 
have  gone  as  far  as  I  can  go."  The  fact 
that  General  Zwicker  had  counsel  pres- 
ent to  interpret  the  orders  the  general 
had  from  his  superiors  seemed  to  give 
him  a  great  deal  of  self-reUance  and 
confidence. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  is  cer- 
tainly aware  of  the  fact  that  General 
Zwicker  Ls  a  brigadier  genera!  m  the 
United  States  Army.  As  such,  I  assume — 
or  at  least  we  can  take  some  notice  of 
the  fact — the  general  has  served  on  trial 
boards  or  courts  martial  in  which  the 
life  or  the  liberty  of  a  fellow  officer  or 
enlisted  man  was  at  stake.  I  wonder  if 
the  select  committee  gave  any  consider- 
ation to  the  fact  that  one  who  attends 
West  Point  at  the  expense  of  the  Amer- 
ican taxpayers  studies  law,  military  law, 
and  trial  procedures.  Was  that  fact 
considered  when  the  Senator  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  General  Zwicker  was 
a  much  better  witness  by  virtue  of  his 
having  counsel  present? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  1  cannot 
say  any  more  than  I  have  said.  In  his 
personal  appearance  before  the  commit- 
tee, relying,  as  he  frequently  did  when  he 
testified  before  the  select  committee,  on 
his  counsel,  he  seemed  to  have  great 
confidence  in  his  counsel,  and  he  seemed 
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to  be  free  to  answer  questions.  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  General  Zwicker 's 
experience  in  court-martial  proceedings 
or  his  knowledge  of  the  law  or  anything 
of  that  kind,  but.  as  the  general  ap- 
peared before  the  committee,  I  was  im- 
pressed by  his  intelligence,  his  poise,  his 
cooperation,  and  his  seeming  desire  to 

give  the  committee  all  the  information 
he  was  Justified  in  giving  it  legally.  I 
was  impressed  by  those  things. 

Mr.  WELKER.  But  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  was  not  impressed,  was  he.  by 
the  testimony  of  General  Zwicker  when 
he  first  appeared  before  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy's investigating  conunittee? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  Is 
correct.  I  first  read  that  testimony 
when  it  was  publislied  in  the  press,  and 
afterward  I  read  it  in  the  hearings  when 
they  were  published.  It  seemed  to  me 
that  he  was  evasive  and  contemptuous 
of  the  committee — m  short,  that  he  was 
all  the  things  that  Senator  McCaktht 
said  about  him;  that  is  the  impression 
I  gamed  at  first.  But  m  reading  that 
testimony  I  think  I  made  an  erroneous 
appraisal  of  General  Zwicker.  I  did  not 
know  all  the  circumstances  which  siu*- 
rounded  the  hearintrs,  so  I  think  I  made 
a  grave  mistake  in  appraismg  General 
Zwlcker's  testimony  and  his  attitude. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
the  $64  question:  Did  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  and  the  other  members  of 
the  select  committee  appraise  General 
Zwicker  as  a  witness  and  arrive  at  a  con- 
clusion as  to  the  tyjie  of  witness  he  was 
when  he  appeared  before  the  select  com- 
mittee, or  the  type  of  witness  he  was 
when  he  appeand  before  Senator 
McCarthy's  investigating  committee? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  understand  the  reference  to 
the  $64  question ;  it  may  have  too  high  a 
price  tag  on  it  for  my  comprehension. 

Mr.  WELKER  Perhaps  I  should  say 
it  is  an  important  question. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  reaUze 
that  the  Senator  from  Idaho  would  not 
ask  a  question  which  was  not  important. 

In  reply  let  me  say  that  I  made  allow- 
ance both  for  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy]  and  for  Gen- 
eral Zwicker. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  yield  to  me  at 
this  time  for  a  moment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fu- 
cusoN  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  yield  to  the  Seimtor  from 
West  Virgmia? 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  would 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  mind  waiting  a  minute?  I  have 
only  a  few  more  questions  to  ask. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  I  object  to 
having  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Colorado  yield  for  anything  except  ques- 
tions; and  from  now  on  I  shall  object  to 
having  the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield 
for  any  other  purpose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  Sena- 
tor who  has  the  floor  may  yield  only  for 
a  question. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
sorry  if  I  have  made  a  speech ;  I  thought 
I  was  asking  questions.  So  I  ara  very 
sorry  if  I  have  transgressed. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Ccdorado.  Mr. 
President,  1  thought  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  was  asking  me  questiona. 

Mr.  WELDER.  Thank  you.  Senator 
JOHNSOK.  Let  me  ask  this  questl(»i  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado 
if  he  will  yield — and  I  hope  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  West  ^^glnia  win 
pay  attention  now  so  as  to  see  whether 
this  is  a  question:  Is  it  a  fact  that  the 
question  before  the  select  conmiittee — 
composed  of  good,  loyal  Americans,  who, 
I  know,  are  friends  of  mine— was  the 
conduct  of  General  Zwicker  before  the 
McCarthy  investigating  committee,  not 
the  conduct  of  General  Zwicker  before 
the  select  committee? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Not  ex- 
clusively. If  we  were  able  to  gain 
some  fxirther  information  about  General 
Zwicker.  and  thus  were  better  able  to 
appraise  the  Interrogations  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  the  answers 
made  by  General  Zwicker,  I  think  we  had 
to  make  allowances,  judging  from  our 
own  examination  and  from  General 
Zwicker's  examination  by  the  counsel 
representing  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsm.  I  think  we  had  to  take  all 
that  testimony  into  consideration. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  able  Senator  from 
Idaho  that,  as  the  members  of  Uie  select 
committee  will  recall,  in  the  conferences 
the  select  committee  had  previous  to  the 
examination  of  General  Zwicker  before 
the  committee,  I  argued  against  taking 
up  that  matter,  and  I  did  so  on  the 
ground  that  I  thought  there  was  no 
justification  for  the  charge  of  abuse  of 
General  Zwicker.  So  I  argued  against 
holdmg  hearings  on  that  subject.  But 
I  did  not  have  my  way.  and  the  hearings 
were  held.  In  those  hearings  matters 
which  changed  my  views  were  disclosed. 
I  think  I  was  still  mterpreting  the  testi- 
mony given  by  General  Zwicker  before 
the  McCarthy  committee  when  I  listened 
to  General  Zwicker  testify  before  the 
select  C(Mnmittee,  in  answering  the  ques- 
tions of  the  counsel  representing  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  the 
questions  asked  by  the  counsel  of  our 
committee,  and  the  questions  which  were 
propounded  to  General  Zwicker  by  the 
members  of  the  select  committee. 

Mr.  WELKE31.  Let  me  ask  this  ques- 
tion of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Colorado:  Did  he  and  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  select  committee  judge  the 
Zwicker  matter  on  the  testimony  and 
conduct  of  General  Zwicker  before  the 
McCarthy  committee  or  on  the  general's 
testimony  and  conduct  before  the  select 
committee? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Of 
course.  I  can  speak  only  for  myself; 
but  I  interpreted  General  Zwicker's  testi- 
mony and  attitude  before  the  McCarthy 
committee  by  what  I  learned  in  the 
hearing  before  the  select  committee. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  General  Zwicker 
had  had  with  him  at  the  McCarthy  in- 
vestigating committee  hearing  a  very 
poor  lawyer  who  could  not  help  him. 
and  therefore  made  upon  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  the  impression  he  made 
upon  me.  by  means  of  the  printed  hear- 
ings of  the  original  testimony  before  the 
McCarthy  committee,  did  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  give  any  consideration  to 


the  new  counsel  General  Zwicker  had 
before  the  select  committee? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  was 
surprised  when  I  learned  that  General 
Zwicker  did  not  have  the  boieflt  of  coun- 
sel when  he  appeared  before  Senator 
McCakthy's  committee.  If  ever  a  man 
needed  counsel,  it  was  Qeneral  Zwicker 
at  that  time — to  interpret  the  involved 
and  complicated  orders  he  had  from  his 
superior  officers  and  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States.  He  needed  badly 
someone  to  make  those  interpretations 
for  him.  His  entire  testimony  and  ap- 
pearance before  the  McCarthy  commit- 
tee disclosed  that  he  was  \n  great  diffi- 
culty in  discussing  the  orders  and  in 
walking  the  tightrope,  so  to  qseak,  and 
in  being  very  careful  that,  on  the  one 
hand,  he  was  being  faithful  and  true  to 
the  orders  of  his  superior  officers,  and. 
on  the  other  hand,  in  giving  information 
to  the  committee. 

The  select  committee — or  at  least  I 
should  say  that  I.  sis  one  oS.  its  members — 
was  greatly  impressed  with  General 
Zwicker's  rephes  to  Mr.  Cohn,  the  coun- 
sel for  the  McCarthy  committee.  Gen- 
eral Zwicker's  replies  to  that  interroga- 
tion were  entirely  different  from  his  re- 
plies to  the  interrogation  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.  I  at^bUted 
the  difference  to  the  fact  that  the  ques- 
tions asked  by  Mr.  Cohn  were  more 
clear-cut  and  more  definite,  so  that 
General  Zwicker  could  make  clearer  re- 
phes to  Mr.  Cohn;  and  when  I  reread 
the  testimony,  I  thought  that  General 
Zwicker's  replies  to  Mr.  Cohn's  questions 
showed  a  spirit  of  cooperation. 

Mr.  WELKER.  In  view  of  the  state- 
ment the  Senator  from  Colorado  has 
just  made,  did  he  give  any  consideration 
to  the  fact  that  General  Zwicker  co- 
operated with  Counsel  Cohn  better  than 
he  did  with  Senator  McCasthy,  possibly 
because  of  animosity  and  hatred  for  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  I 
did  not  discover  anything  of  that  kiiad. 
But  in  reading  the  questions  asked  by  the 
coimsel,  Mr.  Cohn,  I  thought  his  ques- 
tions were  better  adapted  to  the  kind  of 
answers  General  Zwicker  was  permitted 
to  make  in  view  of  the  wraps  under 
which  he  was  testifjring.  I  decided  that 
the  difference  was  m  the  nature  of  the 
questions  rather  than  in  the  attitude 
toward  the  person  who  was  propoxmd- 
ing  the  questions. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  does  not 
mean  to  mtimate,  does  he.  that  all  cross- 
examinations  are  the  same,  that  all  Sen- 
ators are  the  same,  or  that  all  people  are 
the  same?  I  think  the  Senator  can  fol- 
low me.  One  man  might  be  smooth,  and 
get  more  out  of  witness  than  another.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  pre- 
sume it  is.  I  know  nothing  about  cross- 
examination.  I  am  not  e^Q^erienced  in 
that  art  at  alL  I  know  that  the  very 
able  Senator  from  Idaho  is  experienced 
in  cross-examination,  because  I  know 
that  he  is  a  very  able  and  distinguished 
attorney,  and  that  he  has  done  much  of 
that  kind  of  work.  The  Senator  from 
Colorado  has  not  been  in  court  at  all, 
and  has  never  studied  law.  He  knows 
nothing  whatever  about  legal  matters 
and  cross-examination. 
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Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  Is  a  very 
smart  man  U  he  does  not  know  anjrthing 

Uke  other  Senators,  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  reached  his  original  conclusions 
with  respect  to  General  Zwicker  from 
the  official  transcript  of  the  McCarthy- 
Zwicker  interchanges;  and  in  those  inter- 
changes was  the  constantly  recurring 
theme  in  Zwicker's  testimony  that  he 
would  have  to  plead  inability  to  answer 
question  after  question  because  of  an 
executive  order  forbidding  him  to  do  so. 
That  Is  correct;  is  it  not? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  I 
think  that  is  a  correct  statement.  I 
think  the  Senator  has  made  a  correct 
analysis  of  how  I  reached  my  original 
conclusion.  I  obtained  it  from  reading 
newspaper  accoimts  of  the  hearings,  and 
afterward  reading  the  printed  hearings. 
I  very  definitely  obtained  the  idea,  as 
the  Senator  knows,  that  the  General  was 
evasive  in  his  replies  to  questions. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Will  the  Senator 
answer  this  question:  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  transcript  of  the  Zwicker  testimony 
before  the  McCarthy  committee,  and  of 
what  Senator  McCarthy  said  to  Zwicker, 
did  not  change  between  the  time  the 
transcript  convinced  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  that  Zwicker  was  evasive  And 
resentful,  and  the  time  it  was  read  to 
the  Watktns  committee  and  convinced 
the  Senator  that  the  opposite  was  true? 
That  transcript  was  the  only  pertinent 
evidence  with  respect  to  Zwicker's  words, 
and  his  attitude  toward  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtht.  as  indicated  by  his  words. 

Furthermore,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  Gen- 
eral Zwicker's  amiable  attitude  when  be- 
fore the  Watkins  committee  had  nothing 
to  do  with  his  attitude  when  he  was  being 
questioned  by  Senator  McCartht? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  It  is  true 
that  the  printed  page  did  not  change. 
Of  course,  the  hearings  before  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  in  the  Zwicker 
case  did  not  change.  They  were  printed. 
But  it  is  true  that  the  testimony  by  the 
general  before  our  committee  gave  me 
new  light  on  the  testimony  General 
Zwicker  gave  before  the  McCarthy  com- 
mittee. I  received  a  different  impression. 
It  was  the  same  man,  even  though  the 
questions  and  answers  were  not  the  same. 
It  was  the  same  man,  and  he  was  dis- 
cussing the  same  subject.  In  some  way 
or  other  I  obtained  the  idea  at  first  that 
General  Zwicker  was  defending,  if  he 
did  not  have  a  hand  in,  the  promotion 
and  honorable  discharge  given  to  Major 
Peress.  I  had  that  idea  at  first.  When 
I  learned  that  was  not  true,  of  course, 
that  made  some  difference  in  my  under- 
standing of  the  testimony  of  GenerEd 
Zwicker  before  Senator  McCarthy. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  the  Senator  will 
allow  me  to  preface  the  next  question 
With  a  brief  observation,  I  am  convinced 
in  my  own  heart  that  there  is  not  a  fairer 
or  more  honorable  man  in  the  United 
States  than  the  man  I  am  now  inter- 
rogating. 

With  that  preface.  I  ask  this  question: 
Did  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  in  the 
vast  amount  of  work  he  had  to  do,  give 
any  consideration  to  the  fact  that  there 
was  sworn  testimony  before  the  select 
committee  to  the  effect  that  General 


Zwicker  had  called  Senator  McCart«y  an 
s.  o.  b.? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  heard 
the  witness  Harding  testify.  Frankly,  I 
was  not  imp)ressed  by  his  testimony  at  all. 

Mr.  WELKER.     Why? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  do  not 
wish  to  intimate  in  any  way  that  the 
man  Harding — and  I  never  saw  him  be- 
fore he  testified — was  anything  other 
than  completely  honest.  He  may  have 
been  completely  honest  in  thinking  that 
he  heard  General  Zwicker  say  what  he 
says  General  Zwicker  said.  But  there 
was  no  testimony  before  our  committee 
that  General  Zwicker  had  had  anything 
but  pleasant  relations  with  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy up  to  that  moment.  This  was 
before  the  hearing  started.  General 
Zwicker  Wiis  called  up  from  the  audi- 
ence, and  gave  some  answers  to  ques- 
tions. He  had  no  difBculty  with  Senator 
McCarthy,  and  apparently  he  had  no 
reason  to  call  him  any  vulgar  names  of 
any  kind. 

I  think  the  witness  Harding  was  mis- 
taken in  what  he  thought  he  heard.  He 
heard  something  about  "O.  D."  and  he 
became  confused,  thinking  that  he  cor- 
rectly heard  something  that  General 
Zwicker  may  have  said  under  his  breath. 
He  did  not  testify  that  he  heard  him  say 
it  in  audible  tones.  He  was  seated  in 
front  of  General  Zwicker.  General 
Zwicker  rose  to  answer  the  questions, 
and  Harding  thought  he  heard  him  say 
imder  his  breath,  "You  s.  o.  b."  Har- 
ding was  under  oath  when  he  testified 
before  us,  and  I  have  no  reason  to  think 
that  he  is  not  an  honest  man.  He 
thought  he  heard  General  Zwicker  say 

that,  but  I  thTnk  there  is  quite  an  ele- 
ment of  probability  of  error  in  what  he 
thought  he  heard.  I  think  Mr.  Harding 
was  mistaken.  That  is  my  conclusion. 
Mr.  WELKER.  I  knew  the  Senator 
would  be  kind  and  make  such  an  ob- 
servation. 

The  Senator  stated  a  moment  ago 

Mr.  NEET.Y.  Mr.  President,  I  demand 
the  regular  order,  and  I  object  to  any 
speeches  being  made  which  are  cot  in 
the  form  of  questions. 

Mr.  "WELKER.  To  satL^fy  my  distin- 
giushed  friend  from  West  Virginia  I  will 
put  it  in  the  form  of  a  question.  I  am 
trying  to  do  a  job.  If  I  were  abusing  my 
friend  it  would  be  different.  I  am  sure 
my  distinguished  friend  from  West  Vir- 
ginia wants  me  to  do  what  little  I 
can 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  I  again 
demand  the  regular  order. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  will  get 
It.    Let  him  worry  no  more  about  It. 

Mr.  NEELY.  I  demand  it  now,  and  I 
object  to  the  remarks  which  are  being 
made. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Colorado  has  the  floor. 
Does  he  yield,  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Idaho  for  a  question. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
He  is  very  kind. 

I  ask  the  Senator  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that 
he  stated  a  moment  ago  that  he  had  no 
evidence  before  him  of  any  animosity  be- 
tween General  Zwicker  and  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy? 


^ 


Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  t  demand 
the  regular  order.  That  is  not  a  ques- 
tion. It  is  not  a  question  to  tell  what  a 
Senator  said. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  submit  the  question 
to  the  Presiding  Officer.  I  asked  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  if  It  Was  not  a 
fact  that  he  made  a  certain  statement  a 
moment  ago.    I  ask  for  a  ruling. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President.  I  deem  that  to  be  a  question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Phrased 
in  that  form,  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
may  answer  it  as  a  question. 

Mr.  WELKER.     I  thank  the  Chair. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Another 
officer  appeared  before  our  committee 
and  stated  he  had  had  a  conversation 
with  General  Zwicker  and  that  he.  the 
witness,  gained  the  impression  that 
General  Zwicker  was  not  friendly  toward 
Senator  McCarthy.  This  second  officer 
was  asked  questions  about  how  he 
reached  that  conclusion  and  as  to  what 
words  had  been  spoken  in  that  regard. 
He  could  not  testify  to  the  details,  and 
he  could  not  give  us  any  words  related 
to  such  incidents.  That  evidence  was 
before  our  committee. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  committee  had  sworn  testimony  to 
the  effect  that  another  witness  heard 
General  Zwicker  remark  to  other  peo- 
ple, "Now  I  told  you  what  I  would  get 
when  I  came  before  this  committee"? 
Did  the  committee  have  that  testimony 
before  it? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Was  that 
some  more  of  Mr.  Harding's  testimony? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  believe  it  was.  if  I 
am  permitted  to  answer  the  Senator's 
question. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  It  seems 
to  me  that  something  along  that  line  was 
asked  and  that  something  along  that 
line  was  said.  As  I  said  before,  I  really 
was  not  much  impressed  by  the  witness 
Harding. 

Mr.  W^ELKER.  But  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  was  impressed  by  the  witness 
Zwicker  when  he  made  a  wind-shift  and 
a  retake,  after  he  came  before  the  com- 
mittee with  counsel? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  was 
very  much  impressed  by  General  Zwicker 

when  he  appeared  before  the  select  com- 
mittee.    That  is  correct.    I  was  very 

much  impressed  by  him. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  will  ask  my  distin- 
guished friend  whether  it  is  not  a  fact 
that  he  has  served  as  Governor  of  a 
sovereign  State  for  many  year$  and  that 
he  will  soon  again  assume  the  office  of 
chief  executive  of  the  greats  State  of 
Colorado? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
correct,  and  Colorado  is  a  great  State. 

Mr.  WELKER.  It  certainly  is.  The 
distinguished  Senator,  as  Governor,  had 
occasion  to  hear  pleas  for  clemency  in 
connection  with  the  imposition  of  the 
death  penalty,  or  in  connection  with 
other  convictions  in  serious  cases  in  a 
court  of  law,  when  appeals  were  taken 
to  him  as  Governor  for  executive  clem- 
ency or  leniency.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  as 
Governor  I  have  had  cases  before  me  in 
which  the  death  penalty  had  been  im- 
posed.   Witnesses  came  before  me  in- 
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formally  and  discussed  the  matter  with 
me,  but  not  on  any  formal  basis,  such 
as  in  the  manner  of  a  court  examining 
the  whole  question.  Everything  was 
handled  informally.  I  have  discussed 
matters  with  lawyer?  a  great  deal.  How- 
ever, I  am  not  an  expert  on  cross-exami- 
nation. 

Mr.  WELKER.  TVhen  such  matters 
came  before  the  Senator  from  Colorado, 
as  Governor,  did"  he  take  the  printed 
testimony  as  it  was  given  under  orth 
before  God  in  court  or  did  he  take  the 
testimony  given  to  him  after  the  de- 
fendant had  been  convicted  and  was 
about  to  face  the  extreme  penalty? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  recall 
two  cases.  One  wa.«;  the  ca«e  in  which 
there  was  no  question  about  the  sworn 
testimony.  The  defendants,  who  had 
committed  the  murcer.  were  very  youn-? 
teen-age  boys.  I  commuted  their  death 
penalty  to  life  imprisonment.  Another 
case  came  before  me  in  which  there  was 
involved  a  murder  which  had  occur  red  in 
a  freight  car.  I  did  not  commute  the 
sentence  in  that  ca.'-e,  and  the  defend- 
ant was  electrocuted.  I  believe  that  in 
the  case  in  which  I  commuted  the  sen- 
tence of  the  three  very  young  teen-acre 
boys  I  took  into  cons. deration  something 
more  than  the  sworn  testimony  on  wlvch 
the  verdict  was  based.  I  read  the  testi- 
mony very  carefully,  and  I  went  over  it 
very  carefully.  I  talked  to  the  boys,  and 
I  discussed  the  case  with  them.  I 
reached  the  conclusion  that  society 
would  be  better  served  by  my  commuting 
their  sentence  to  life  imprisonment  than 
by  having  them  executed. 

Mr.  WELKER.  It  is  a  fact.  Is  it  not, 
that  the  commutation  of  the  death  sen- 
tence was  based  upon  the  youth  of  the 
defendants,  rather  than  uix>n  the  sworn 
testimony?  In  other  words,  the  defend- 
ants did  not  chance  their  testimony 
when  they  came  before  the  Senator  from 

Colorado,  as  Governor  of  the  great  State 
of  Colorado? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  is  correct  in  his 
analysis,  but  the  facts  are  that  the  sworn 
testimony  in  the  trial  was  not  questioned 
by  me.  However,  other  matters  that 
were  not  in  the  testimony  appeared  to 
me,  and  I  exercised  ray  duty  as  I  saw  it, 

and  commuted  the  death  penalty  to  life 
imprisonment.  When  the  defendants 
appeared  before  me  as  Governor  and  I 
talked  with  them.  I  did  not  base  my  ac- 
tion altogether  on  the  testimony  given 
in  court.  If  I  had,  I  certainly  would  not 
have  commuted  their  sentence,  because 
they  had  been  tried  by  a  jury,  they  had 
been  represented  by  counsel,  they  had 
had  a  fair  trial,  so  far  as  trials  are  con- 
cerned, and  the  penalty  had  been  legally 
imjx>sed  upon  them. 

I  believe  there  is  a  close  relationship 
between  the  action  I  took  in  that  case,  in 
which  I  commuted  the  death  penalty  to 
life  impnsonment,  and  my  action  in  the 
Zwicker  case,  in  which  I  changed  my 
position  because  of  the  appearance  of 
General  Zwicker  and  the  pdditional  in- 
formation the  committee  received  on  the 
whole  matter  that  had  taken  place  be- 
fore Senator  McC.»rthy  when  General 
Zwicker  testified  before  him. 


Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  that  it  should  not  be  necessary  for 
a  congressional  committee  to  find  out 
who  promoted  and  honorably  discharged 
Major  Peress,  and  that  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government,  namely,  the 
Army,  should  give  that  information  to 
the  American  people? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  believe 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  should  give  it 
to  the  American  people,  or  that  a  com- 
mittee of  Congress  should  ascertain  who 
it  was  that  promoted  Major  Peress  and 
who  it  was  that  approved  his  honorable 
discharge.  I  believe  those  facts  should 
be  made  known  to  the  American  people. 
I  am  very  much  in  hope  that  a  commit- 
tee of  Congress  will  go  into  that  matter 
and  make  the  facts  krwwn.  I  am  firm 
in  my  conviction  that  when  the  whole 
truth  is  known.  General  Zwicker  will  be 
held  blameless,  both  in  the  promotion 
and  in  the  honorable  discharge  of  Major 
Peress. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  knows, 
dees  he  not,  that  I  hope  and  pray  for  the 
same  conclu'^ion? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  cf  Colorado.  I  am 
glad  the  Senator  feels  that  way.  After 
all.  a  committee  of  Congress  is  not  a  jury 
and  cannot  find  General  Zwicker  guilty 
of  something  in  a  hearing.  I  hope,  for 
General  Zwicker's  sake,  this  matter  will 
be  fully  explored  and  the  truth  ascer- 
tained.   I  believe  it  can  be  ascertained. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator 
agree  with  me  that  primarily  and  funda- 
mentally the  Army  could  have  prevented 
all  this  investigation  by  coming  out 
forthrightly,  as  the  great  Senator  from 
Colorado  would  have  done,  and  saying, 
"We  are  the  tort  feasor,  and  we  are 
responsible?" 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  I 
agree  with  that.  I  agree  firmly  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  was 
treated  shabbily,  and  that  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  and  his  committee 
were  treated  shamefully,  by  the  military, 
in  not  granting  him  the  request  he  made, 
which  was  a  valid  and  reasonable  re- 
quest, that  Major  Peress  not  be  given  an 
honorable  discharge.  If  I  thought  for 
one  second  that  General  Zwicker  was  a 

party  to  that  treatment  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  certainly  I  would 
feel  altogether  different  about  the  whole 
matter.  But  I  am  satisfied  in  my  own 
mind  that  General  Zwicker  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  decision  which 
was  made  to  ignore  the  valid  request  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

I  do  not  blame  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin one  iota  for  being  indignant  and 
resentful  over  this  shabby  treatment. 
The  only  thing  I  blame  him  for  is  that  he 
picked  on  an  innocent  man.  I  believe — 
well,  I  wUl  not  go  further.  That  is  my 
position. 

Mr.  WELKER.  It  is  a  fact,  is  it  not, 
that  since  the  Senator  from  Colorado  has 
admitted  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  was  treated  shabbily  and 
rather  disgracefully  by  the  Army,  he  had 
a  right  to  be  most  exacting  and  firm  in 
his  interrogation  not  only  of  General 
Zwicker.  but  of  any  other  witness  con- 
nected with  the  Army  in  the  matter 
which  was  before  him  ? 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  He  had 
every  right  and  every  duty  to  be  firm, 
and  he  had  every  right  and  every  duty  to 
cross-examine  and  to  try  to  find  out  the 
facts  and  the  truth ;  but  he  had  no  right 
to  abuse  General  Zwicker.  He  had  every 
right  to  cross-examine  him  and  to  try  to 
find  out  the  truth  and  the  facts.  I  share 
the  Senator  s  feeling  of  resentment  over 
the  way  in  which  he  was  treated  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  from 
Colorado  has  stated  that  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  had  no  right  to 
abuse  General  Zwicker;  but  if  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  actually  felt 
that  a  soldier  was  covering  up  another 
soldier  in  order  to  protect  a  fif  th-amend- 
m;nt  Communist,  would  he  not  have 
had  the  right  to  be  vigorous  and  firm  in 
his  interrogation  of  that  witness  or  of 
any  other  military  witness? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  He  had 
every  right  to  be  vigorous  and  firm  in 
making  his  inquiries;  but  the  jvmior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  knows  military 
customs  and  military  traditions,  and  he 
should  not  have  expected  a  brigadier 
general  to  disclose  matters  and  orders 
passed  down  to  him  by  his  superior  of- 
ficers. The  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin knows  that  a  junior  officer  can- 
not and  does  not  disclose  things  about 
his  senior  officers.  The  committees  of 
Congress  have  every  right  to  interrogate 
the  senior  officers,  and  they  now  have 
the  names  of  the  senior  officers,  but  they 
have  never  been  interrogated.  Perhaps 
the  committee  has  not  gotten  around  to 
it  yet,  but  it  has  every  right  to  inter- 
rogate the  senior  officers  themselves. 
The  committee  does  not  have  to  go  to 

a  junior  officer  and  compel  him  to  tattle 
on  a  senior  officer.  Anyone  who  has  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  miUtary  knows 
that  is  not  done,  should  not  be  done, 
and  cannot  be  done. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator 
agree  with  me  that  the  military  is  no 
sacred  cow,  and  that  if  a  junior  .officer 
knows  of  treasonable  acts  committed  by 
generals,  I  care  not  whether  they  are  5- 
star,  4-star,  or  3 -star  generals,  he  would 
be  guilty  of  a  conspiracy  to  commit  the 
crime  of  treason  if  he  did  not  come  forth 
and  tell  the  whole  truth? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  sup- 
pose in  a  treason  case  any  witness  would 
be  compelled  to  testify  to  the  truth.     I 
do  not  think  any  witness  can  refuse  to 
testify  in  a  court  of  law  if  he  knows 
something  about  a  crime.    But  I  do  not 
believe  General  Zwicker  knew  this  crime 
was  being  committed.    I  do  not  think  we 
have  a  right  to  assume  he  knew  that  a 
crime  had  been  committed.    I  do  not 
know  that  a  crime  had  been  committed.  I 
do  not  know  whether  Major  Peress  was 
promoted  under  laws  enacted  by  the  Con- 
gress, whether  he  received  an  honorable 
discharge  under  laws  enacted  by  the 
Congress,  or  whether  there  was  any  vio- 
lation of  any  law.    But  I  do  know  that 
when  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Army 
had  a  vahd  and  reasonable  request  from 
the  jumor  Senator  from  Wisconsin  not 
to  issue  an  honorable  discharge  to  Major 
Peress,  that  request  should  not  have  beea 
ignored.    I  am  very  positive  about  that. 

Mr.  WELKER.    Disregarding  the  ques- 
tion of  treason.  I  ask  the  Senator  if  it  is 
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not  a  fact  that  a  Junior  officer  (»:  an  en- 
listed man,  knowing  his  superior  officer, ' 
whether  he  be  a  graeral^  a  major,  or  a 
corporal,  was  in  fact  suppressing  evi- 
dence, would  be  guilty  of  the  crime  of 
conq;>iracy  if  he  did  not  make  disclo- 
sure? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  at  Colorado.  I  do  not 
know  about  that  pcdnt  of  law;  but  this 
was  a  situation  in  which  General  Zwick- 
er  had  orders  from  his  superior  oflicer, 
as  weU  as  Presidential  orders,  and  he 
gave  more  weight  to  them  than  he  did  to 
a  committee  of  the  Congress.  If  that 
is  a  crime,  if  that  is  suppressing  evidence, 
if  that  is  wrong,  the  Senator  tTom  Colo- 
rado does  not  know  it  to  be  wrong.  I 
cannot  say  whether  he  was  guilty  of  a 
crime  or  that  he  suppressed  evidaice.  I 
think  committees  of  Congress  have  every 
right  to  call  in  the  superior  officers.  As 
a  matter  of  fact.  Secretary  Stevens 
stated  that  any  time  a  committee  of  the 
Congress  wished  to  examine  the  officers 
who  had  anything  to  do  with  the  induc- 
tion, assignment,  promotion,  or  honor- 
able discharge  of  Major  Peress,  it  could 
call  them  and  interrogate  them  without 
going  to  any  junior  officer.  This  is  my 
own  language;  it  is  not  the  language  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Colorado  will 
yield,  without  losing  his  right  to  the 
floor? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fer- 
guson in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
California? 

1ST.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  desire  to  pro- 
pound a  propoised  unanimous-consent 
request  which  has  been  prepared  with 
some  modifications,  and  after  consider- 
able consultation  among  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  aisle.  But  first  I  desire 
to  sijggest  the  absence  of  a  quonmi.  be- 
cause I  feel  that,  in  accordance  with  the 
prior  discussion,  there  should  be  a  quo- 
rum call  in  advance  of  the  propounding 
of  the  proposed  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest. 

I  should  appreciate  it  if  the  distin- 
guished Senator  fron  Colorado  and  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho  would 
yield  for  this  purpose,  with  the  under- 
standing that  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
will  not  lose  the  floor  and  can  resume 

his  remarks  following  the  action  on  the 
proposed  unanimous-consent  agreement. 
Mr.  WELKER.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Colorado  has  been  a  gen- 
tleman in  this  matter.  He  has  been  very 
kind  to  me. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  would 
be  glad  to  lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  have  only  two  more 
questions  to  ask. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
with  the  understanding  that  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  will  not  lose  the  floor,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
polL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Mr.  President,  I 

ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered.         > 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  to  the  desk  a  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agre^nent,  which  is  the  same  as 
the  one  previously  requested  or  sug- 
gested by  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  McCahthy],  with  the  fol- 
lowing exceptions:  The  division  of  time 
would  ,start  at  10  o'clock  tomorrow 
morning,  instead  of,  as  was  originally 
provided,  at  3:30  p.  m.  this  afternoon, 
which  was  subsequently  changed  to  7 
o'clock  this  evening.  The  last  sentence, 
or  at  least  the  last  part  of  that  sentence, 
is  eliminated,  the  elimination  having 
been  previously  agreed  to. 

I  send  the  proposal  to  the  desk,  and 
ask  that  the  clerk  read  it  in  its  present 
form  for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 
I  offer  the  unanimous-consent  request 
on  behalf  of  the  majority  and  the  minor- 
ity leaders,  and  after  consultation  with 
the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy];  the  chair- 
man of  the  select  committee,  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  WatkinsI,  and  with 
other  Senators  who  have  been  interested 
In  the  problem.  On  that  basis  I  offer 
it  for  the  consideration  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  Senator  from 
California  has  merely  deleted  that  part 
of  the  sentence  which  It  had  already 
been  agreed  should  be  stricken  out? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  correct, 
and  the  proposal  changes  the  start  of 
the  division  of  time  to  10  o'clock  tomor- 
row morning,  instead  of  7  o'clock  tonight. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement,  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ordered,  by  unanimous  consent,  that  on 
Wednesday,  December  1,  1954.  at  not  later 
than  the  hour  of  3  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  Senate 
proceed  to  vote,  under  the  limitation  of  de- 
bate hereinafter  provided,  upon  any  amend- 
ment or  motion  (including  appeal*)  that 
may  be  pending  or  that  may  thereafter  be 
proposed  to  Senate  Resolution  301,  and  upon 
the  final  passage  of  the  resolution :  Provided. 
That  after  the  said  hour  of  3  o'clock  p.  m., 
debate  upon  any  amendment,  motion,  or 
appeal  shall  be  limited  to  60  minutes,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled,  respectively, 
by  the  mover  of  any  such  amendmert,  mo- 
tion, or  appeal  and  Mr.  Watkins  of  Utah;  (2) 
that  on  any  substitute  the  debate  Shall  be 
not  exceeding  4  hours,  under  similar  control : 
Provided.  That  If  the  Senator  from  Utah 
is  In  favor  of  any  such  amendment,  sub- 
stitute, or  motion,  the  time  in  opposition 
thereto  shall  be  controlled  by  the  minority 
leader:  Provided  further.  That  the  time  be- 
tween 10  a.  m.  Tuesday.  November  80.  and 
S  p.  m.  Wednesday  shall  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled  by  the  majority  and  minority 
leaders:  Provided,  That  no  amendment  or 
motion  that  Is  not  germane  to  the  reaolution 
shall  be  received. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  I  inquire  if 
the  provision  with  reference  to  the  re- 
quirement of  germaneness  is  exactly  the 
same  as  that  contained  in  the  formerly 
offered  unanimous-consent  request? 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.    The  provisions  are 

precisely  the  same. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is 
so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate,  I  should 
like  to  state  that  the  pxarliamentary  sit- 
uation is  that  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  Johnson]  has  the  floor.  I  do  not 
know  how  many  additional  questions  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  may  wish  to  ask  this 
evening.  I  understand  he  has  a  few 
more  to  propound.  If  it  is  agreeable  to 
to  Senators,  the  Senate  may  continue  in 
session  until  the  Senator  from  Idaho  has 
concluded  asking  his  questions.  I  shall 
then  propose  a  recess  until  10  o'clock  to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  if  any 
man 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  the  Senator  from  Colorado  has  the 
floor,  under  the  previous  unanimous- 
consent  agreement. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President.  I  want  the 
floor  for  2  minutes  in  my  own  right. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  am  willing  to  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  for  a  question. 

Mr.  NEELY.  ,1  do  not  wish  to  ask  a 
question;  I  desire  to  have  the  floor  in  my 
own  riRht. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  In  view  of  his  years 
of  public  service  in  the  Halls  of  Congress. 
I  should  like  to  ask  my  distinguished  col- 
league from  Colorado  whether  or  not  it 
is  his  opinion  that  the  rules  of  the  Sen- 
ate are  based  upon  precedents  and  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  think 
they  are  based  upon  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States.  The  Constitution 
gives  the  Senate  the  duty  and  the  re- 
sponsibility of  prescribing  its  own  rules. 
The  Constitution  is  the  basic  law  govern- 
ing all  procedures  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  famihar  with  the  statement 
made  in  my  remarks  of  a  few  days  ago, 
wherein  I  brought  out  the  fact  that  an- 
other Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  in- 
vited to  appear  before  the  Privileges  and 
Elections  Subcommittee  and  explain  why 
he  made  a  pro-German  speech  while  we 
were  engaged  in  war  with  Germany,  in 
about  the  year  1917,  and  that  he  ada- 
mantly refused  to  appear  before  that 
committee? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  heard 
the  Senator's  statement  with  respect  to 
that  matter.  With  reference  to  the  two 
cases,  the  one  involving  the  present  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCar- 
thy], who  did  not  appear  Isefore  the 
Gillette  committee,  and  the  one  in  which 
the  senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  many 
years  ago,  Robert  M.  La  Follette.  Sr.,  did 
not  appear  before  a  certain  committee, 
I  understand  that  the  basic  setup  was 
entirely  different.  I  do  not  know.  I 
cannot  make  a  legal  argument  as  to  the 
difference  between  the  two  cases. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Is  the  Senator  fa- 
miliar with  the  fact  that  ttie  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  of  yesteryear. 
Robert  M.  La  Follette,  Sr.,  gave  as  one 
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of  the  basic  reasons  for  refusing  to  ap- 
pear before  the  committee,  the  fact  that 
he  was  denied  the  right  of  cross  exam- 
ination of  his  accuser? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  heard 
the  junior  Senator  from  Idaho  make 
that  statement  when  he  addressed  the 
Senate  some  days  ago. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Since  many  of  us 
have  become  Members  of  the  Senate 
long  years  after  those  who  preceded  us 
and  set  the  precedents  and  made  the 
rules,  and  since  the  rules  and  precedents 
were  actually  thought  to  be  binding,  is  it 
not  rather  unfair  for  us  to  pick  out  of  the 
clear  blue  sky  a  proposal  which  is  con- 
ti-ary  to  a  precedent  set  by  such  a  great 
and  able  Senator  as  Robert  M.  La  Fol- 
lette. Sr.? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Robert 
Marion  La  Follette,  Sr.,  was  a  very  great 
Senator,  a  very  great  statesman,  and  a 
great  man.  Like  all  other  human  beings, 
he  no  doubt  made  his  share  of  mistakes. 
But  the  alleged  violation  by  Senator  La 
Follette  was  not  before  the  selecttr com- 
mittee. The  select  committee  did  not 
originate  any  of  the  charges  Involving 
former  Senator  La  Follette.  The  Senator 
from  Colorado  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  those  charges.  He  did  not  make 
them.  The  select  committee  could  study 
and  consider  only  the  charges  which 
were  before  it.  and  Robert  M.  La  Fol- 
lettes  case  was  not  before  it.  The  mere 
fact  that  Robert  M.  La  Follette,  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin,  escaped  cen- 
sure, or  escaped  any  punishment  for  his 
behavior,  if  he  did  misbehave — and  I  do 
not  know  that  he  did;  I  am  not  alleging 
that  he  did;  I  am  not  hinting  that  he 
did ;  I  do  not  believe  that  he  violated  any 
law  or  that  he  violated  the  Constitu- 
tion— and  the  mere  fact  that  his  case 
was  not  brought  before  the  Senate,  is  no 
responsibihty  of  the  select  comanittee. 
We  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
that.  Two  wrongs  do  not  make  a  right — 
if  in  his  case  there  was  a  wrong. 

But  the  attitude  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  toward  the  Gillette  sub- 
committee and  the  names  he  called  its 
members  and  the  things  he  said  about 
them,  were  what  was  before  our  com- 
mittee— and  not  the  merits  of  the  Gil- 
lette subcommittee  hearings.  The 
merits  of  that  matter  were  not  before  us. 
But  the  matters  on  which  we  had  to  pass 
were  the  things  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  said  about  the  Gillette  sub- 
committee and  about  its  members,  in  im- 
pugning their  integrity  and  calling  them, 
various  names.  Those  were  the  matters 
which  were  before  us. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  from 
Colorado  did  know,  did  he  not,  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy]  was  denied  the  right  of 
cross-examination  before  the  Gillette- 
Hennings  subcommittee? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  I 
know  he  was  not  granted  the  right  of 
cross-examination  before  the  Gillette 
subcommittee.  Although  I  am  not  versed 
in  the  law,  I  think  he  should  have  been 
given  the  right  of  cross-examination  in 
that  subcommittee.  So  I  do  not  uphold 
the  subcommittee's  decision  regarding 
that  matter.  But  I  do  say  that  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  had  no  right 
to  start  calling  them  names. 


Mr.  WELKER.  It  is  the  opinion  of 
the  Senator  from  Colorado,  is  it  not,  that 
since  in  earUer  days  there  was  no  cen- 
sureship  resolution  against  Senators  who 
indulged  in  violent  and  contemptuous 
language,  we  should  ignore  those  mat- 
ters, but  shotUd  let  the  younger  Senators, 
who  have  come  to  the  Senate  since  that 
time,  step  into  a  bear  trap?  Is  that  a 
correct  assumption? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  think 
each  Senate  has  to  meet  its  own  re- 
sponsibilities. The  junior  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Welker]  knows  the  genesis 
Of  this  entire  matter.  He  knows  that 
three  Senators  of  the  United  States  filed 
46  charges,  and  that  the  46  charges  were 
referred  to  the  select  committee,  with  in- 
structions to  sift  them  and  hold  heatings 
on  them  and  explore  the  matter  and  re- 
port to  the  Senate.  That  we  did,  and 
that  was  the  only  thing  we  had  before  us. 
We  did  not  have  any  other  matter  before 
US.  I  do  not  believe  it  was  incumbent 
upon  us  to  search  through  the  records 
and  ascertain  whether  some  other  Sen- 
ator in  bygone  days  had  violated  the  dig- 
nity of  the  Senate  and  had  done  some- 
thing or  other  which  perhaps  was  cen- 
surable. In  this  case  we  simply  had  the 
46  charges. 

Mr.  WELKER.  But  the  select  com- 
mittee was  aware,  was  it  not.  of  the 
precedents  regarding  censure,  only  three 
of  which  exist  in  the  Senate,  and  many 
in  the  House  of  Representatives? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  in 
the  cases  in  which  there  was  censure; 
and  in  the  report  we  state  that  our  task 
was  not  made  easier  by  any  clear-cut 
precedents.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  did 
not  have  any  precedents  strictly  on  that 
point.  So  that  was  a  handicap  to  us. 
We  were  not  complaining,  except  we 
mentioned  it  as  a  difBculty. 

Mr.  WELKER.  As  one  of  my  last 
questions,  let  me  ask  this  of  the  Senator 
from  Colorado:  He  knows,  does  he  not. 
that  Senator  Robert  M.  La  Follette,  Sr.. 
was  called  before  a  standing  committee 
of  the  United  States  Senate,  to  hear 
charges,  in  much  the  same  way  that  the 
charges  against  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wiscorisin  [Mr.  McCarthy]  were  re- 
ferred to  the  select  committee? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  heard 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  say  so;  and 
whatever  he  says  is  a  fact,  I  believe  to 
be  a  fact.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  has 
told  US  that  he  looked  up  that  matter, 
and  he  has  given  the  information  to  the 
Senate;  and  I  took  it  on  full  faith,  as 
being  a  fact. 

However,  I  simply  wish  to  say  that,  as 
I  recall.  Senator  Robert  M.  La  Follette. 
Sr.,  said  something  very  uncomplimen- 
tary of  Senator  Kellogg  of  Minnesota. 
The  Senate  did  not  do  anything  about 
that  at  the  time.  The  Senate  certainly 
could  have  done  something  about  it,  but 
the  Senate  did  not  do  so.  So  that  matter 
was  not  before  our  select  committee. 

Now,  the  Senator  from  Idaho  brings  up 
the  question  of  a  speech  Senator  La  Fol- 
lette made;  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  said  it  was  a  pro-German  speech. 
Mr.  WELKER.  An  alleged  pro-Ger- 
man speech. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am 
glad  the  Senator  from  Idaho  uses  the 
word  "alleged,"  and  says  it  was  an  al- 


leged pro-Germ&n  speech.  I  think  the 
speech  was  made  before  the  United 
States  declared  war  on  Germany. 

Our  select  committee  had  before  it  a 
charge  based  on  something  uncompU- 
mentary  which  had  been  said  about 
General  Marshall.  I  know  it  was  my 
position,  as  a  member  of  the  select  com- 
mittee, that  the  committee  must  not  do 
anything  which  would  place  a  curb  upon 
free  speech  in  the  United  States  Senate. 
It  was  my  p>osition  that  the  charge  that 
uncomplimentary  things  had  been  said 
about  General  Marshall  should  not  be 
regarded  by  us  as  a  basis  for  censure  of 
any  Senator. 

If  Senator  La  Follette  made  a  speech 
about  Germany,  and  if  it  appeared  to 
some  that  it  might  be  a  speech  friendly 
to  Germany,  my  position  is  that  he  had 
every  right  in  the  world  to  make  the 
speech;  in  fact,  he  had  a  duty  to  make 
the  speech,  if  that  was  what  he  believed; 
and  he  should  not  be  censured  for  mak- 
ing a  speech  of  that  sort.  Otherwise, 
where  does  free  speech  in  the  United 
States  Senate  go?  It  goes  right  out  the 
window,  and  then  there  is  no  such  thing 
as  free  speech  in  the  Senate. 

So,  I  think  there  may  be  a  great  deal 
of  difference  between  the  La  Follette  case 
and  the  McCarthy  case,  as  regards  the 
Gillette  subcommittee. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Let  me  ask  my  friend, 
the  Senator  from  Colorado,  whether  it^ 
a  fact  that  he  knows  that  many  peojife 
throughout  the  Nation,  and,  in  fact, 
many  Members  of  the  United  States 
Senate  feel  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  had  a  right  to  interrogate 
General  Zwicker  as  he  did,  and  had  a 
right  to  complain  about  the  Gillette- 
Hennings  subcommittee?  In  that  case, 
then,  in  view  of  the  premise  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  previously  has  laid  down, 
what  are  we  going  to  do  about  fre« 
speech? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  In  reply, 
let  me  say  that,  as  I  believe  OUver  Wen-  ' 
dell  Holmes  once  said,  no  one  has  a  right 
to  enter  a  theater  and  yell  "Pire"  when 
there  is  no  fire.  I  do  not  believe  free 
speech  can  be  exercised  to  that  extent. 

The  Senate  has  rules  by  which  all 
Senators  must  abide.  Those  rules  give 
to  the  Senate  a  certain  dignity  which  it 
is  necessary  for  the  Senate  to  have.  So 
all  Senators  must  abide  by  and  observe 
those  rules. 

I  think  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin had  every  right  to  interrogate 
vigorously  and  firmly  General  Zwicfaer, 
but  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  haa  a 
right  to  abuse  him.  However,  I  thihk  the 
evidence  shows  very  clearly  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  did  abuse 
General  Zwicker. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  agree  with  many  of  the 
Senators  who  have  sp>oken  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  when  they  have  said  that 
two  wrongs  do  hot  make  a  right? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  beUeve 
that  is  so. 

Mr.  WELKEK.  Has  not  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  heard  rule  XIX  of  the 
Senate  violated  many  times  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate?  Of  course,  when  a  Sena- 
tor violates  that  rule,  he  is  merely  re- 
quired to  take  his  seat;  and  thereupon  it 
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is  customary  for  anotfaier  Senator  to' 
move  that  the  Senator  who  was  required 
to  take  his  seat  may  be  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed in  order.  That  merely  means,  does 
it  not.  that  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
where  Senators  have  tmmunity,  we  are 
trying  to  preserve  the  right  of  free 
speech?    Is  that  a  correct  assiunption? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is  a 
correct  analysis,  as  I  understand  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  and  the  duties  of 
Senators.  A  Senator  can  be  called  to 
order  if  he  uses  certain  language  toward 
his  cc^eagues  or  toward  Members  of  the 
oth«:  House. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Inasmuch  as  we  have 
Immunity  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  I 
ask  the  Senator  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that 
we  are  protected  here  in  the  sacred  con- 
fines of  this  great  body?  When  a  man 
makes  statements  off  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  statements  which  are  derogatory 
to  a  Senator  or  to  any  other  person,  he 
is  then  subject  to  civil  liability  in  the 
form  of  damages,  and  in  many  cases  to 
prosecution  for  criminal  libel  or  slander. 
That  is  correct:  is  it  not? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  think 
that  is  correct,  but  that  is  not  the  situa- 
ti(m  we  are  facing  at  the  present  time. 
The  words  which  were  spoken  about 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Hendrxckson]  were  with  reference  to 
his  conduct  as  a  member  of  a  Senate 
committee,  an  assignment  which  the 
Senate  gave  him,  and  which  he  fulfilled. 
I  presume  he  fulfilled  it  with  great  com- 
petence, because  we  know  that  is  the  way 
he  proceeds  with  everytliing.  At  any 
rate,  he  fulfilled  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  agree  with  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  How- 
ever, when  his  character  is  impugned, 
and  when  unworthy  things  are  said 
about  him.  it  becomes  the  business  of  the 
Senate  to  defend  him.  He  is  an  ofOcial 
of  the  Senate.  He  was  laboring  under 
the  directions  of  the  Senate,  and  we  have 
every  right  to  protect  him. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator 
agree  with  me  that,  whether  or  not  we 
like  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 
many  Senators  have  said  things  about 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and 
the  conduct  of  his  committee — whether 
that  conduct  be  right  or  wrong — that  are 
three  times  as  derogatory  as  any  of  the 
things  which  we  have  heard  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  say  in  my  4 
years  in  the  Senate? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  think 
many  unkind  things  have  been  said 
about  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin, both  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and 
elsewhere.  However,  the  select  com- 
mittee did  not  have  those  charges  before 
it.  The  select  committee  had  46  spe- 
ciflc  charges,  and  we  were  instructed  by 
the  Senate  itself  to  explore  those  charges 
and  to  submit  a  report.  We  followed 
those  instructions  to  the  best  of  our  abil- 
ity. We  did  not  go  beyond  those  46 
charges.  We  did  not  expand  our  assign- 
ment in  any  way.  We  reported  nothing 
which  did  not  relate  to  something  which 
had  been  referred  to  us  in  a  Senate  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  WELKER.  "VnVL  the  Senator 
agree  with  me  that  perhaps  we  should 


establish  a  committee  to  educate  and 
lecture  all  yoimg  Senators  who  are  so 
naive  as  was  the  junior  Senator  from 
Idaho,  who  came  here  basing  his  conduct 
and  his  activity — and  he  hopes  Justly 
so— upon  the  great  precedents  of  this 
august  body  from  yesteryear? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  think 
it  is  unfortunate  that  Senators  are  show- 
ing less  resi>ect  for  their  fellow  Senators 
than  they  did  a  few  years  ago.  Referring 
to  Senators  in  the  second  person  is  not 
dignified,  in  my  judgment.  I  think  they 
should  refer  to  one  another  as,  for  exam- 
ple, "the  junior  Senator  from  Idaho" 
or  "the  senior  Senator  from  Colorado.- 
They  should  not  be  addressed  in  the 
second  person.  Formal  language  should 
be  used,  and  that  is  in  accordance  with 
the  rules  of  the  Senate.  I  regret  that 
Senators  are  falling  into  the  bad  habit 
of  not  living  up  to  the  rules  of  the  Sen- 
ate with  respect  to  matters  involving  the 
dignity  of  the  Senate.  I  regret  that  that 
is  happening.  I  can  see  a  great  change 
occurring  in  the  Senate,  in  the  matter 
of  dignity.  Senators  who  have  been 
Members  of  this  body  for  any  great 
length  of  time  must  notice  the  great 
change  which  has  come  over  the  United 
States  Senate. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  make  an  cbserva- 
tion  lasting  not  to  exceed  half  a  minute, 
in  order  that  I  may  pay  my  profound 
respects  to  my  distinguished  friend,  the 
senior   Swiator  from   Colorado. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Cask 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am 
glad  to  yield,  and  I  hope  I  may  Iobc  the 
floor  by  yielding,  because  I  wish  to  yield 
the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  wishes  to  yield 
the  floor  he  may  do  so.  and  the  Chair  will 
recognize  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  say  to  my  distinguished  friend  from 
the  neighboring  state  of  Colorado  that 
I  profundly  appreciate  his  honesty  and 
fairness  in  answering  my  interrogations, 
I  shall  always  hold  him  in  the  highest 
esteem,  regardless  of  the  outcome  of  the 
case  before  us,  which  is  unfortunate  not 
only  for  my  friend  from  Colorado,  but 
for  the  Senate  as  a  whole. 

I  wish  for  my  friend  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado  and  his  lovely  wife, 
whom  we  know  so  well,  everythinf  that 
is  good  in  life.  Ed  Johnson  s  heart  is  as 
big  as  the  heart  of  a  bull  elephant.  He 
would  never  intentionally  do  anything 
to  harm  a  hiunan  being. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  very 
generous  statement.  I  appreciate  it 
more  than  I  can  express.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  knows  in  what  high 
regard  and  esteem  I  hold  him.  I  thank 
him  for  what  he  has  said. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President.  i|  any 
man  should  ever  become  curious  to  know 
what  Oliver  Goldsmith  meant  when  he 
wrote,  in  the  Deserted  Village — 

Where  village  statesmen  talked  with  looks 

profound. 
And  news  much  older  than  their  ala  went 

round. 


Let  him  read  the  proceedings  of  the 
United  States  Senate  in  the  Comcus- 
siONAL  Record  for  today. 

Mr.  President,  I  improve  this  oppor- 
tunity to  join  in  the  compUmentary  re- 
marks just  made  about  the  distlngviished 
Senator  from  Colorado.  The  recollec- 
tion of  my  service  with  him  in  this  body 
will  be  to  me — 

The  rainbow  to  the  storms  of  lifej 

The   evening    beam   that  smiles   the   clouds 

away 
And  tints  tomorrow  with  prophetic  ray. 


RECESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President. 
pursuant  to  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement  heretofore  entered  into,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess 
until  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  7 
o'clock  and  28  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess,  the  recess  being,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  order  previously 
entered,  until  tomorrow  Tuesday,  No- 
vember 30,  1954,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


SENATE 


Tl  ESDAY,  XOVII.MFJER  30,  1951 

(.Legislative  day  of  Monday,  November 
29,  1954> 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D..  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

O  God.  in  whose  strong  hands  are  the 
threads  of  every  life,  again  we  turn  un- 
filled to  Thee.  Back  of  all  our  thinking 
and  strivint?  we  are  conscious  of  rome- 
thing  divine  and  eternal  that  haunts  us 
and  will  not  let  us  go — something  at  work 
behind  our  fallible  minds:  sometimAs  in 
the  stillness  we  hear  it  like  soft  bells  at 
evening  pealing;  sometimes  in  hours  of 
mystic  insight  we  feel  it  and.  riling  above 
the  trifles  which  clutter  our  days,  our 
hungry  hearts  cry  out,  ''Nearer,  my  God, 
to  Thee,  nearer  to  Thee. "  If  that  peti- 
tion is  but  answered  in  our  wayward  lives 
and  really,  in  spirit,  we  draw  near  to 
Thee,  we  know  that  always  brings  us 
nearer  to  our  fellows. 

In  these  stern,  strange  times  In  which 
our  lot  is  cast,  take  us  as  we  are,  we 
pray  Thee,  with  doubtings  and  longings, 
so  often  frustrated  and  thwarted;  and 
even  with  what  is  imi>erfect  and  broken, 
through  us  make  Thy  purposes  prevail 
for  all  mankind.  We  ask  it  in  the  Re- 
deemer's name.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Knowland,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday, 
November  29,  1954.  was  dispeased  with. 


MESSAGES  PROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  In  writing  from  the  Presi- 
dent of   the   United    States  submitting 
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nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries. 

EXECUTIVE    MESSAGES   REFERRED 

As  in  executive  session, 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  messages  from  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  submitting 
sundry  nominations,  which  were  re- 
ferred to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nonunations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings. ) 


CREDENTIALS 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  There 
are  on  the  desk  credentials  of  certain 
Senators-elect  for  the  term  beginning 
January  3.  1955.  which,  without  objec- 
tion, will  tie  received  and  placed  on  file, 
and  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  cre- 
dentials were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  file 
and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  fol- 
io ws: 

Btatt  or  Illinois. 
To  the  Pkesidckt  or  the  Senatk  or  the 
UNrnx  Statis: 
This  is  to  certify  that  on  the  2d  day  of 
November  1954,  Paut,  H  Douglas  wa«  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  SUte 
of  Illinois  &  Senator  from  said  State  to  rep- 
resent said  State  In  the  Senate  of  th» 
United  States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  be- 
ginning on  the  3d  day   Df  January  1955. 

Witness:  His  Excellency-,  our  Governor.  Wil- 
liam G  Stratton,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed 
at  Springfield  thU  19th  day  of  November. 
in  the  vear  of  our  Lord.  1954. 

William  a.    S-nuTTOw, 

Gixvemor. 

Bv  the  Governor: 

[SEAL J  CHA»LES  F.  CARPINTtlR, 

iecretary  o]  State. 

iCississTFrr, 
ExicxmvE  DEFABTMErrr, 

Jackson. 
To  the  PaESiDEjrr  or  thk  Sinat«  or  the 
Unttcd  Statks: 
This  la  to  certify  that  on  the  2d  day  of 
November  1954.  James  O  Eastland  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qu&lifled  electors  of  the  Stale 
of  MisslsslDDl  a  Senator  from  said  State  to 
represent  said  State  in  the  Senate  of  tha 
United  States  for  the  t«>rm  of  8  years,  be- 
ginning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1955. 

Witness:  Hla  Excellency,  our  Governor, 
Hush  White,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed  at 
J.irkson  this  the  2ad  diiy  of  Novemt»er.  ia 
i!.e  year  of  our  Lord.  1954. 

BucH  Whit«. 

Governor. 
By  the  Goyernor: 

[SEAL]  HeBE«     LaDNES. 

Hecretary  of  State. 
State   or  Loctsiana, 

EXtCVTTVT    DEFABTMBNT. 

To  the  PmzsTOtNT  or  thi  Senats  of  thi 
United  States: 
This  la  to  certify  that  on  the  2d  day  of 
November  1954,  Aixxir  J.  Elldcdeb.  Sb..  was 
duly  chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana  a  Senator  from  said  State 
to  represent  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  the  term  of  6  years.  t)egln- 
nlng  on  the  3d  day  of  January  1955. 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor. 
Robert  P.  Kennon.  and  cur  seal  hereto  affixed 
at  Baton  Rouge  this  2:'d  day  of  November, 
In  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1954. 

Robebt  p.  Kexnow, 

Goverjufr. 
By  the  GoTemor: 
[SEAL]  Wads  O.  BIakttw.  Jr.. 

Secretary  of  State. 
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T»   the   Pbesioxnt   or   tkx   Behate   or   the 
DinTED  States: 

This  is  to  certify  that  on  the  2d  day  of 
November  1954,  Ltwdow  B.  Johnson  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of  Texas  a  Senator  from  said  State  to  repre- 
sent said  State  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  beginning  on 
the  3d  day  of  January  1955. 

Witness;  His  Excellency,  our  Governor  of 
Texas,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed  at  Austin. 
Tex.,  this  19th  day  of  November,  In  the  year 
of  our  Lord,  1954. 

Allan  Shivebs, 
GovernoT  of   Texas. 

By  the  Governor: 

(SEALj  C.    E.    F*ITLGHAM. 

Secretary  of  State. 

To  the  PBEsroENT  or  tkx  SENAxr  of  the 
UNrrED  States: 
This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  2d  day  of 
November  1954,  Estes  Kefauver  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 
of  Tennessee  a  Senator  from  said  State  to 
represent  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  Tor  the  term  of  6  years,  be- 
ginning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1955. 

Witness:    His    Excellency,    our    Governor, 
Prank  G.  Clement,  and  our  seal  hereto  af- 
fixed  at   Nashville.   Tenn..   this   26th   day   of 
Novemljer,  In  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1954. 
Frank  G.  Clement, 

Gorernor. 
By  the  Governor; 
(SEAL J  G   Edwabd  Priab. 

Secretary  of  State. 

To  the  Pbesident  or  the  Senate  or  the 
UNrriD  States: 
This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  2d  day  of 
November  1954.  Matthew  M.  Neelt  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  voters  of  the  State 
of  West  Virginia  a  Senator  from  said  State 
to  represent  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  Sutea  for  the  term  of  6  years,  be- 
ginning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1955. 

Witness:  His  Excellency.  Gov.  William  C. 
Marland.  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed  at 
Charleston,  W.  Va..  this  18th  day  of  Novem- 
ber, in  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1954. 

William  C  Makland, 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
[sEAi.]  D   Prrr  0*BKirN. 

Secretary  of  State. 

CBTincATE  or  EXBcnoir 

The  State  or  Wtominc, 

ExECtrnvE    Depabtment. 

To  the  Pbcstdent  or  the  Senate  or  the 
United  States: 
This  is  to  certify  that  on  the  2d  day  of 
November  1954.  Joseph  C.  CMahontt  was 
duly  chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the 
State  of  Wyoming  a  Senator  from  said  State 
to  represent  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  sutea  for  the  term  of  6  years,  be- 
ginning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1955. 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor.  C. 
J.  "Doc"  Rogers,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed 
at  Cheyenne,  the  State  capital,  this  27th 
day  of  November,  In  the  year  of  our  Lord, 
1954. 

C.  J.  "Dcx:"  RocEjts. 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
(seal]  C.  J  "Dcx:"  Rogers, 

Secretary  of  State. 

Noncz  or  Election  or  Uioted  States  Senatob 
State  or  Georgia, 

EXECLTIVE   DEPABTME?*T. 

Atlanta. 

To   the   President  or  thb   Senate   or   ths 

Unnxo  States  : 

This  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  2d  day  of 

November  1954.  Richabd  B.  Rttssxll  was  duly 

chosen  bj  the  qualified  electors  of  the  State 


of  Georgia  a  Senator  from  said  State  to  repre« 
sent  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  beginning  on 
the  3d  day  of  January  1955. 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  GoverncM', 
Herman  E.  Talmadge,  and  our  seal  hereto 
affixed  at  Atlanta  this  15th  day  of  November, 
in  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1954. 

Hebman  E.  Talmaoce, 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor; 
[seal]  Ben  W.  Pobtson. 

Secretary  of  Stated 

State  or  North  Carolina, 

Depabtmkmt  or  State. 

I.  Thad  Eure,  secretary  of  state  of  the  State 
of  North  Carolina,  do  hereby  certify  that  the 
State  board  of  elections  met  on  Tuesday  the 
23d  day  of  Novemt>er  A.  D.  1954.  In  accord- 
ance with  chapter  163  of  the  General  Stat- 
utes of  North  Carolina,  at  which  time  the 
board  did  open,  canvass,  and  Judicially  deter* 
mine  the  returns  of  the  votes  cast  in  the  elec» 
tlon  held  on  Tuesday.  November  2.  1954.  and 
certified  to  me  that  W.  Kxaa  Scott  was  duly 
elected  United  States  Senator  from  North 
Carolina.  (Regular  term  ending  January  3, 
1961.) 

In  witness  whereof.  I  have  hereunto  set  my 
hand  and  affixed  my  official  seal. 

Done  In  office  at  Raleigh,  this  the  23d  day 
of  November  1954. 

[SEAL]  Thad  EtntE, 

Secretary  of  State. 

State  or  Alabama, 

ExEcruTivE  Omcr, 

Montgomery. 

To   the   President  or  thk  Sknatk  or  trs 

United  States: 

This  is  to  certify  that  on  the  2d  day  of 
November  1954,  John  Spabkman  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the  Stat* 
of  Alabama  a  Senator  from  said  State  to  rep- 
resent said  State  In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  for  the  term  of  6  years,  beginning  oa 
the  3d  day  of  January  1955. 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor, 
Gordon  Persons,  and  our  seal  hereto  affixed 
at  the  capltol,  this  16th  day  at  November,  la 
the  year  of  our  Liord,  1954. 

COBDOK  PxBSONS, 

Gorerjior. 
By  the  Governor: 
(SEAL]  Mn.  ACNKS  Bagcrt, 

Secretary  of  Stat*. 

To  the  PBEsmENT  or  thb  Senate  or  tks  ' 
U.vited  States; 
7*hls  Is  to  certify  that  on  the  2d  day  of 
November  1954.  Strom  THtnMOND  was  duly 
chosen  by  the  quaUfied  electors  of  the  Stat* 
of  South  Carolina  a  Senator  from  said  Stat* 
to  represent  said  State  In  the  Senate  of  th* 
United  States  for  the  term  of  0  years,  be- 
ginning on  the  3d  day  of  January  1955. 

Witness:  His  Excellency,  our  Governor. 
James  F.  Byrnes,  and  our  seal  hereto  alllzed 
at  Columbia,  this  23d  day  of  November,  la 
the  year  of  our  Lord.  1954. 

Jamxs  F.  Brum, 

Governor. 
By  the  Governor: 
[SEAL]  O.  PBank  TRoairroir. 

Secretary  of  State. 


COMMITTEE  SERVICE 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Khowlamd,  and  by 

unanimous  consent,  it  was 

Ordered,  That  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
(Mr.  Brown  |  be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  assigned  to 
service  on  the  Committee  oo  the  District  at 
Columbia,  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs,  and  the  Cuinmlttee  on  Publlo 
Works. 
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That  the  Senator  from  Nebradut  [Mrs. 
Amkl]  be,  and  sbe  1b  hereby,  assigned  to  serr- 
loe  on  the  Committee  on  Finance  and  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  ^reign  Com- 
merce. 

That  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Cotton]  be,  and  be  Is  hereby,  assigned 
to  service  on  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  and  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

That  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [llr. 
JlKVSXA]  be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  assigned  to 
service  on  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  and  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTION  OP 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  immediately 
following  the  quorum  call  there  may  be 
the  customary  morning  hour  for  the 
transaction  of  routine  business,  under 
the  usual  2 -minute  limitation  on 
speeches,  without  the  time  being  charged 
to  either  side. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  it  Ls  so  ordered. 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names; 


Abel 

Flanders 

Lehman 

Barrett 

Prear 

Martin 

Bridges 

George 

McCIellan 

Brown 

OUlette 

Murray 

Butler 

Hayden 

Payne 

Carlson 

Hendrickson 

Purtell 

Case 

Holland 

Robertson 

Clements 

Hruska 

Russell 

Cooper 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Scott 

Cotton 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Tbye         ;^ 
Welker     %_ 

Daniel,  S.  C. 

Johnston,  S.  C 

Dlrksen 

Kefauver 

Young 

Dworshak 

Knowland 

Ervln 

Kuchel 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker], 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Cape- 
hart],  and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
I  Mr.  Wiley]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
AncEN]  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
(Mr.  Malone]  are  al)sent  on  official  busi- 
ness. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Beall]  is  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Anderson!  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Burke  1, 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Daniel], 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Doxtglas], 
the  Senator  from  Minesota  [Mr. 
Humphrey],  and  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Pastore]  are  al)sent 
on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Ogre]  and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
(Mr.  SmathersI  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennedy]  is  absent  l^  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse] 
is  necessarily  absent. 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A 
quorum  is  not  present. 

Mr,  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  be  di- 
rected to  request  the  attendance  of  ab- 
sent Senators.  j 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  ' 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Sergeant  at  Arms  will  execute  the  order 
of  the  Senate. 

After  a  little  delay  Mr.  Bennett,  Mr. 
Bush,  Mr.  Byrd,  Mr.  Chavez,  Mr.  Cordon, 
Mr.  Duff,  Mr.  Eastland,  Mr.  Ellbwder, 
Mr.  FERGUSON,  Mr.  Fulbright,  Mr.  Gold- 
water,  Mr.  Green,  Mr.  Hennings,  Mr. 
Hickenlooper,  Mr.  Hill,  Mr.  Ives,  Mr. 
Jackson,  Mr.  Jenner,  Mr.  Kerr,  Mr.  Kil- 
GORE,  Mr.  Langer,  Mr.  Long.  Mr.  Mag- 
nuson,  Mr.  Mansfield,  Mr.  McCarthy, 
Mr.  MiLLiKiN,  Mr.  Monroney.  Mr. 
MUNDT,  Mr.  Neely,  Mr.  O'Mahoney.  Mr. 
Potter,  Mi-.  Saltonstall,  Mr.  Schoefpel, 
Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine,  Mr.  Smith  of  New 
Jersey,  Mr.  Sparkman,  Mr.  Stennis,  Mr. 
Symington,  Mr.  Watkins.  and  Mr. 
Williams  entered  the  Chamber  and 
answered  to  their  names. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A 
quorum  is  present. 


MEMORIALS 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  memorials  from  sundry 
citizens  and  organizations  of  the  United 
States,  remonstrating  against  the  cen- 
sure of  Senator  McCarthy,  which  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table.  i 

ADDRESS  DELIVERED  BY  SE3CRE- 
TARY  OF  STATE  DULLES  ON  THE 
BASIC  AIMS  OF  UNITED  STATES 
FOREIGN  POUCY 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  at  this  point 
the  text  of  the  address  delivered  last 
evening  at  Chicago,  111.,  by  the  Secretary 
of  State,  Mr.  John  Foster  Dulles. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  Goal  or  Our  Foreign  Policy 

(Address  by  th?  Honorable  John  Foster 
Dulles,  Secretary  of  State) 

Ten  days  ago  at  the  White  House  1  dis- 
cussed our  foreign  policy  with  the  congres- 
sional leaders  of  both  parties.  Republicans 
and  Democrats.  Afterward  the  President  told 
me  he  thought  it  would  be  a  good  idea  for 
me  to  report  also  to  the  American  people. 
,  It  is  not  easy  to  compress  the  whole  story 
'into  a  short  talk.    But  I  shall  do  my  best. 

Let  me  begin  by  emphasizing  the  goal  of 
our  foreign  policy — it  Is  to  enable  you  and 
me  and  our  children  to  enjoy  in  peace  the 
blessings  of  liberty.  That  purpose  is  back 
of  everything  we  do. 

The  task  is  not  tm  easy  one,  for  interna- 
tional conununism  threatens  both  peace  and 
liberty,  by  many  means,  at  many  places. 

COEXISTENCE 

One  ever-present  danger  is  the  danger  of 
being  fooled  into  dropping  our  guard  before 
the  peril  is  really  past. 

The  international  Communists  are  mas- 
ters at  the  trick  of  using  words  which  mean 
one  thing  to  them  and  another  thing  to  us. 

It  took  us  time  to  learn  that  the  word 
"democracy"  means,  to  Comunists,  a  dicta- 
torship— what  they  call  "dictatorship  of  tbe 
proletariat." 


It  took  us  time  to  learn  that  the  word 
"peace"  means,  to  international  Commu- 
nists, a  world  of  conformity — conformity 
with  a  pattern  of  conduct  prescribed  by 
Moscow. 

Now  the  tricky  word  is  "coexistence."  To 
us  it  means  tolerance  of  differences.  It  re- 
mains to  be  seen  what  it  means  to  interna- 
tional Communists.  It  is  true  that  the  Rus- 
sian Communists  have  recently  talked  more 
softly.  But  it  is  equally  true  that  the  Chi- 
nese Communists  have  talked  and  acted  with 
increasing  violence.  They  break  their  armi- 
stice agreements  and  they  outrage  the  ele- 
mental decencies  of  international  Conduct. 

Perhaps  international  communitnj  is  try- 
ing by  a  new  way  to  divide  the  free  nations. 
They  seek  to  be  soothing  in  Europe.  They 
are  provocative  in  Asia. 

Our  Nation  will  react,  and  react  vigorously, 
but  without  allowing  ourselves  to  be  pro- 
voked into  action  which  would  be  a  viola- 
tion of  our  international  obligations  and 
which  would  impair  the  alliance  of  the  free 
nations.  What  has  happened  Is  a  challenge 
to  us,  and  indeed  to  all  who  w^nt  peace, 
to  find  ways,  consistent  with  peace,  to  sus- 
tain international  riglits. 

We  have  agreed,  by  the  United  Nations 
Charter,  to  try  to  settle  international  dis- 
putes by  peaceful  means  in  such  a  manner 
that  international  peace  Is  not  endangered. 
Therefore,  our  first  duty  Is  to  exhaust  peace- 
ful means  of  sustaining  our  inUernational 
rights  and  those  of  our  citizens,  rather  than 
now  resorting  to  war  action  such  bs  a  naval 
and  air  blockade  of   Red  China. 

Of  course,  we  look  anxiously  for  signs  of 
real  change  In  the  attitude  of  international 
Communists.  We  hope  that  the  day  will 
come  when  they  will  renounce  the  effort  to 
rule  the  world  by  methods  of  force.  Intimida- 
tion, and  fraud.  When  that  new  day  dawns 
we  shall  greet  it  eagerly.  But  we  want  to 
be  sure  that  we  do  not  mistake  a  lalse  dawn 
for  the  real  dawn. 

There  is  still  a  vast  Russian  military  es- 
tablishment, far  in  excess  of  any  defensive 
needs.  Tlie  Chinese  Communists  are  still 
aggres.sive.  There  Is  still,  in  every  free  coun- 
try, a  Communist  apparatus  seeking  to  over- 
throw the  established  order. 

Therefore,  we  must  remain  vigilant.  We 
must  have,  and  we  do  have,  policies  to  meet 
both  the  military  risk  and  the  Bubversive 
risk. 

DEFENSE  OF  THE   V.NITED  STATES   ACAiaMST  ARMED 
ATTACK 

There  are  some  people  in  the  United  States, 
and  there  are  more  in  other  lands,  who  con- 
tend that  it  is  wrong  to  be  ready  ajid  able  to 
fight.  They  say  that  the  true  peace-lovers 
should  be  unarmed  and  neutral. 

We  have  tried  that  and  It  did  not  work. 

We  were  unarmed  and  neutral  in  1914 
when  the  First  World  War  came.  The  ag- 
gressors felt  that  they  could  count  us  out. 

We  were  unarmed  and  neutral  In  1939 
when  the  Second  World  War  came.  Again 
the  aggressors  thought  they  could  count  us 
out. 

The  Korean  war  came  after  we  had  largely 
disarmed,  and  withdrawn  our  troops  from 
Korea,  and  the  aggressors  thought  that  they 
would  be  unopposed. 

Today  we  take  a  different  view.  We  be- 
lieve that  the  greatest  contribution  we  can 
make  to  peace  Is  to  be  ready  to  flgbt.  If  need 
be.  and  to  have  the  resources  and  the  allies 
to  assure  that  an  aggressor  would  surely  be 
defeated.  That  does  not  mean  being  trucu- 
lent or  provocative  or  militaristic.  It  does 
mean  seeking  peace  not  only  with  the  heart, 
but  also  with  the  mind. 

In  that  mood,  we  make  military  prepara- 
tions which,  we  believe,  will  deter  «ar.  That 
requires,  basically,  that  a  potential  aggressor 
shall  not  think  that  aggression  is  a  paying 
proposition.  He  must  know  that  he  cannot 
destroy  the  United  States  by  sudden  attack 
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and  that  we  have  the  caj>aclty  to  counter- 
attack. 

So.  we  are  developing  continental  defense 
in  a  major  way.  It  will  consist  of  an  elab- 
orate series  of  early  warning  systems  and  In- 
terceptors which  apply  the  latest  scientific 
knowledge.  These  should  enable  us  to  knock, 
down  a  very  high  percentage  of  any  Red 
bombers  engaged  in  hostile  missions  against 
the  United  States. 

Then,  we  have  our  Stra':eglc  Air  Command 
which  Is  capable  of  delivering  retaliatory 
blows  against  vital  parts  cf  the  Soviet  Union. 
These  blows,  we  calculate,  would  do  damage 
i.ir  in  excess  of  that  whicli  Red  planes  could 
inHict  upon  the  United  States. 

You  may  ask  what  foreign  policy  has  to  do 
v,ith  this.  My  answer  is:  everything.  Our 
c.mtinental  defense  system  depends  on  Can- 
:ida.  And  the  free  nations  cannot  have  ef- 
fective retaliatory  power  :o  deter  aggression 
without  airfields  In  widely  scattered  places. 

Therefore,  a  vital  part  of  our  foreign  policy 
Is  to  have  friendly  relations  with  many  other 
countries  so  that  we  can  work  together  for 
cur  con-.mon  defense. 

I  can  report  that  we  do  have  such  friendly 
relations,  and  that,  as  a  result,  we  can  make 
ir  unprofitable  for  any  n.itlon  to  attack  the 
United  Slates. 

DEFENSE  or  OTHEas  AGAINST  ARMED  ATTACK 

Of  c.urse.  we  could  not  have  that  relation- 
ship if  we  thought  only  of  ourselves.  The 
relationship  must  be  for  the  conunon  good. 
Sj,  the  common  defense  l:icludes  many  areas 
outside  the  United  States. 

It  is  particularly  Imfxjrtant  that  the  grre'at 
oceans  should  be  dominated  by  free  and 
Iriendly  nations.  We  hf,ve  made  this  clear 
by  a  series  of  security  trestles.  The  Atlantic 
area  is  covered  by  the  North  Atlantic  Secu- 
r:*y  Treaty.  The  Pacific  :irea  is  covered  by  a 
series  of  treaties,  some  still  In  process  of  con- 
fiimmation.  which  cover  Japan,  the  Republic 
t'f  Korea,  the  Ryukyus  {Okinawa),  Formosa. 
t;,e  Philippines,  Australli.  and  New  Zealand, 
and  parts  of  southeast  A.ila. 

To  back  up  these  treaty  words  there  are 
local  forces.  In  some  ca;?es  the  local  forces 
which  seem  necessary  are  larger  than  the 
1  >cal  governments  can  support.  If  so.  we 
help  out.  That,  however.  Is-  not  a  handout. 
It  Is  something  called  foreign  aid.  although 
I  dislike  that  phrase.  The  correct  and  better 
I^hrase  is  mutual  security. 

Western  Europe,  with  Its  vast  Industrial 
power.  Is  a  prize  of  first  order  to  any  who 
i.eek  world  domination.  So  It  requires  spe- 
f  i.-»l  protection.  It  gets  It  by  N.fTO.  But 
N.\TO  needs,  at  Its  core  on  the  Continent,  a 
greater  measure  of  unity  with  German  par- 
ticipation. That  was  the  purpose  of  the  his- 
toric agreements  made  la-st  month  at  London 
and  Paris.  These  agreements  should  end  the 
constant  warring  of  European  nations 
against  themselves,  and  at  the  same  time 
jirovide  Western  Europe  with  effective  de- 
fense. The  prospect  of  European  unity  Is 
reinforced  by  the  recent  Trieste  settlement 
between  Italy  and  Yugoslavia  and  the  pros- 
jwctlve  Saar  settlement  between  France  and 
Germany. 

In  addition  to  local  defense  within  treaty 
areas,  there  Is  striking  ix)wer  by  air  or  sea. 
Such  mobile  forces  are  needed  to  deter  at- 
tack because  an  aggressor  would  have  a  great 
advantage  if  be  could  attack  a  single  locality 
with  assurance  of  safety  against  retaliation. 
We  must  have  the  capacity  to  respond  at 
places  and  by  means  of  our  choosing. 

This,  however,  does  not  mean  that  any 
local  war  would  automatically  be  turned 
Into  a  general  war  with  atomic  bombs  being 
dropped  all  over  the  map.  The  essential 
thing  Is  that  we  and  our  allies  should  have 
the  means  and  the  wUl  to  assure  that  a  po- 
tential aggressor  would  iose  from  his  aggres- 
sion more  than  he  could  win.  This  does  not 
mean  that  the  aggressor  had  to  be  totally 
destroyed.  It  does  mean  a  capacity  to  In- 
flict punishing  damage.     We  believe  that  we 


and  our  allies  have  the  power  to  do  that.  We 
also  believe  that  so  long  as  we  do  have  that 
power,  it  is  unlikely  that  there  will  be 
armed  attack  upon  the  areas  covered  by  our 
security  arrangements. 

'ihere  are  some  areas  In  the  world  which 
are  not  covered  by  special  collective  security 
arrangements.  That  Is  notably  the  case 
with  reference  to  portions  of  Asia. 

However,  there  are  trends  toward  collective 
security  In  this  area.  For  example.  Turkey 
and  Pakistan  have  started  to  create  a  north- 
ern tier  of  defense,  which  would  block  oO  the 
rich  oil  fields  of  the  Middle  East  from  easy 
seizure  by  the  Soviet  Union.  The  recent 
liberation  of  Iran  from  the  grip  of  the  Com- 
munist Tudeh  Party,  the  subseqvient  oil  set- 
tlement and  the  settlement  of  the  Suez  base 
controversy,  all  open  up  new  possibilities  of 
strength  In  this  part  of  the  world. 

In  all  cases,  the  United  Nations  provides 
an  overriding  shield  against  open  aggression. 
This  is  not  negligible — as  Korea  showed. 
And  it  is  our  policy  to  support  vigorously  the 
United  Nations. 

In  the  various  ways  I  have  outlined,  the 
free  nations  are  largely  protected  against  the 
danger  of  armed  attack. 

The  peoples  of  the  world  seem  to  sense 
this  fact.  That  is  why  it  is  now  generally 
felt  that  there  is  less  danger  of  world  war 
than  seemed  to  be  the  case  a  few  years  ago. 

UrmNG  STTBVERSIOK 

Let  me  turn  now  to  the  danger  which 
comes  from  subversion.  This  danger  is  great. 
International  communism  has  had  great  ex- 
perience in  fomenting  political  disorder. 
These  successes  are  not  merely  measured  by 
governments  actually  taken  over — nearly  a 
score — but  by  divisions  and  obstructions 
which  Communists  promote  within  the  free 
world. 

A  first  concern  to  us  in  this  connection  Is 
the  situation  in  the  American  Republics. 
The  Latin  American  countries  are  in  no 
great  danger  from  open  armed  attack,  but 
they  are  vulnerable  to  Communist  subver- 
sion. We  dealt  with  this  matter  at  the  Con- 
ference of  American  Nations  which  was  held 
at  Caracas  last  March.  They  there  adopted 
a  declaration  to  the  effect  that  it  would  be 
dangerous  to  the  peace  and  security  of  all 
of  the  American  nations  if  international 
communism  should  gain  control  of  the  politi- 
cal institutions  of  any  one  of  them. 

That  was  a  momentous  declaration.  It 
may  serve  the  needs  of  our  time  as  effectively 
as  the  Monroe  Doctrine  served  the  needs  of 
otir  Nation  during  the  last  century.  It  made 
clear  that  collective  action  to  eradicate  Inter- 
national communism  is  not  an  act  of  inter- 
vention, but  an  act  to  uproot  Intervention. 

The  principle  of  this  Caracas  declaration 
had  a  special  bearing  on  the  situation  in 
Guatemala.  There  international  communism 
had  in  fact  got  control  of  the  Government. 
The  American  States  were  about  to  meet  with 
reference  to  this  danger  when  the  Guate- 
malan j>eople  themselves  backed  loyal  ele- 
ments who  cut  out  the  cancer  of  communism. 
The  Communist-directed  President  of  Guate- 
mala ignomlnlously  fled,  and  the  leader  of 
the  liberation  movement  is  now  the  President 
of  Guatemala. 

This  Caracas  Declaration  and  the  demon- 
stration that  the  American  States  take  it  se- 
riously, greatly  protect  this  hemisphere 
against  Conununist  subversion.  The  Com- 
munists know  that  if  they  should  get  con- 
trol of  the  political  institutions  of  an  Amer- 
ican State,  they  can  expect  the  other  Ameri- 
can States  to  be  against  them.  Therefore, 
there  is  leas  Incentive  to  seek  control  than 
has  been  the  case  heretofore. 

The  American  nations  are  also  trying  to 
achieve  sounder  economies.  There  is  now 
taking  place  at  Rio  an  economic  conference. 
We  hope  and  believe  that  this  conference 
will  stimulate  sound  measures  to  develop  the 
economies  and  li.t  up  living  conditions.     It 


will    give    practical    meaning    to    President 

Eisenhowers  'good  partner"  policy. 

In  Asia  and  Africa,  the  dangers  of  sub- 
version are  great.  In  these  continents, 
there  are  countries  without  self-government, 
many  of  their  political  Institutions  are  not 
yet  firmly  rooted,  the  economies  are  weak 
and  the  governments  often  are  insecure. 
The  situation  in  Vietnam  is  particularly 
precarious  today,  and  in  North  Africa  the 
situation  is  troubled. 

Some  of  the  Asian  nations  which  bave 
recently  won  Independence  need  help.  But 
they  are  afraid  to  take  It  from  the  West 
because  they  fear  that  means  a  rebirth  of 
western  colonialism.  So  they  remain  ex- 
posed to  a  brand  of  communism  which  breeds 
the  most  ruthless  colonialists  In  history. 

It  must  be  made  clear  that  the  Asian 
and  Western  nations  can  work  together  as 
equals.  We  took  a  big  step  in  that  direction 
at  the  Manila  Conference  of  last  September. 
There,  both  Western  and  Asian  participants 
Joined  in  a  Pacific  Charter,  which  proclaimed 
their  dedication  to  the  independence  and 
self-government  of  all  peoples  everywhere,. 
able  to  discharge  those  responsibilties. 

That  was  an  important  step  toward  lay- 
ing the  ghost  of  Western  colonialism  whlcb 
still  so  irightens  some  free  Asian  countries 
that  they  hesitate  to  accept  helpful  associa- 
tion with  the  West. 

ECONOMIC    POUCIES 

There  Is  also  need  for  economic  policies 
which  will  help  to  develop  all  underdeveloped 
countries.  In  the  Communist  countries,  de- 
velopments are  achieved  through  a  system  of 
forced  labor,  akin  to  slavery.  Living  stand- 
ards are  kept  very  low  and  the  people  ar« 
forced  to  work  very  hard.  In  this  way,  heavy 
industry  is  developed.  It  is  a  cruel  system 
and  is  primarily  for  war  purposes.  It  does. 
however,  have  a  certain  fascination  for  the 
p>eoples  of  undeveloped  countries  who  feel 
that  their  own  economies  are  standing  still. 

In  a  free  society  It  is  normal  that  the  de- 
veloped countries  lend  money  to  the  under- 
developed countries.  Our  United  States,  in 
its  early  days,  was  partially  developed  by 
European  capital.  Today,  it  is  the  United 
States  which  has  the  most  capital  available 
to  help  develop  other  countries.  We  must 
find  a  way  to  put  It  to  work.  This  is  good 
business,  for  provident  loans  are  usually  re- 
paid, and  experience  shows  that  we  all  profit 
from  an  environment  of  prosperity. 

I  should  mention  In  this  connection  Presi- 
dent Elsenhower's  plan  for  putting  atomic 
energy  to  p>eacetime  purposes.  This  plan, 
when  announced  at  the  United  Nations  last 
December,  stirred  a  tremendous  response. 
For  nearly  a  year  we  tried  to  get  the  Rus- 
sians to  contribute  to  the  plan.  I  person- 
ally discussed  it  several  times  with  Mr.  Molo- 
tov.  However,  they  refused.  Then  this  fall 
we  said  we  would  go  ahead  with  others,  leav- 
ing the  Russians  out.  No^  it  seems  that, 
after  all.  they  want  to  come  along. 

By  this  Eisenhower  plan  our  Nation  re- 
appears in  its  historic  role.  We  have  discov- 
ered new  possibilities  for  human  welfare  and 
are  putting  our  knowledge  at  the  peaceful 
service  of  all  mankind. 

THI  CAPTTVI  PEOPLES 

There  Is  one  final  aspect  of  our  policies  to 
which  I  would  allude.  We  believe,  as  Abra- 
ham Lincoln  said,  that  our  Declaration  of 
Independence,  promises  "liberty,  not  alone  to 
the  people  of  this  country,  but  hope  for  the 
world  for  all  future  time." 

Today,  a  third  of  the  human  race  Is  in 
fearful  bondage  to  Communist  dictatorships. 
But  we  do  not  regard  that  as  immutable. 

There  is.  we  know,  vast  hunaan  discontent 
among  the  800  million  people  whom  inter- 
national communism  rules.  Tbat  comes 
from  the  enslavement  of  labor,  the  suppres- 
sion of  religion  and  of  individual  initlatlTe. 
and  the  national  humiliation  of  the  satellite 
countries. 
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Liberation  normally  comes  from  within. 
But  It  la  more  apt  to  come  from  within  If 
hope  is  constantly  sustained  from  without. 
That  we  arc  doing  in  many  ways. 

A  significant  recent  development  has  been 
the  Soviet  change  of  policy  toward  Yugo- 
slavia.^ In  1948  Yugoslavia  broke  free  from 
the  grip  of .  international  communism  and 
reasserted  Its  own  nationalism. 

Until  recently  the  Yugoslav  Government 
and  Nation  were  threatened  and  reviled  by 
the  international  Commvmists  of  neighbor- 
ing Hungary,  Rumania,  and  Bulgaria.  Now, 
however,  the  Soviet  Union  treats  Yugoslavia 
with  deference,  while  It  continues  to  treat 
with  contempt  the  puppet  governments  of 
Hungary,  Rumania,  and  Bulgaria.  That  may 
embolden  the  satellites  to  demand  a  meastire 
of  independence. 

Developments  clearly  portend  the  change, 
at  some  time,  of  the  absolute  rule  which 
international  communism  asserts  over  the 
once  free  nations  of  Europe  and  Asia. 

CONFEKXNCES 

Our  policies  do  not  exclude  international 
conferences  even  with  those  who  are  hostile 
to  UB.  In  that  way  we  ended  the  Korean 
war.  The  scope  of  conferences  with  the 
Soviet  Government  is  necessarily  limited  by 
our  attitude  toward  the  captive  peoples,  for 
the  Soviets  know  that  we  will  not  make  any 
deal  which  would  condone  and  perpetuate 
the  captivity  of  men  and  nations. 

Also,  we  do  not  want  to  talk  with  the 
Soviet  representatives  when  their  only  pur- 
pose is  to  divide  the  free  nations  and  pre- 
vent their  taking  necessary  measures  for 
their  own  seciirity. 

We  had  one  such  meeting  at  Berlin  last 
January  and  February.  The  ostensible  pur- 
pose was  to  unify  Germany  and  to  liberate 
Austria.  In  fact,  the  Soviet  Foreign  Minis- 
ter only  sought  to  block  the  plans  for  West- 
ern European  security. 

We  do  want  to  find  out  whether  the  So- 
viet Union  will  sign  the  Austrian  Treaty  and 
whether,  after  the  London  and  Paris  ac- 
cords are  ratified,  it  will  talk  seriously  about 
uniting  Germany.  That  is  the  purpose  of  a 
note  we  delivered  to  the  Soviet  Government 
today. 

We  are  also,  of  course,  deeply  Interested 
In  the  limitation  of  armaments.  A  principal 
pvirpose  of  the  London-Paris  acccnrds  Is  not 
merely  to  create  defensive  strength  in  West- 
ern Europe  but  to  limit  and  control  that 
strength  so  that  it  can  never  be  an  aggres- 
sive force.  There  opened  today  at  Moscow 
a  so-called  security  conference  where  the 
Soviet  leaders  will  talk  to  their  puppets  and 
they  in  turn  will  respond  as  ordered.  We 
shall  see  whether  the  Soviet  Union  takes  this 
occasion  to  match  the  West  by  imposing  rea- 
sonable limits  on  military  establishments  in 
that  part  of  Europe  which  it  controls. 

CONCLUSION 

There  is  often  a  tendency  o^  the  part  of 
free  peoples  to  see  their  own  faults  and 
weaknesses  and  to  exaggerate  the  strength 
and  successes  of  others.  Of  course,  we 
should  subject  ourselves  to  constant  self- 
criticism.     That  is  the  way  to  betterment. 

We  need  not,  however,  feel  that  we  are 
now  falling  in  the  great  struggle  which  has 
been  forced  upon  us.  We  are  entitled  to  be 
confident  because  we  are  strong  in  ourselves 
and  strong  in  the  good  partnership  we  have 
with  our  allies. 

The  reality  of  the  matter  Is  that  the 
United  States,  by  every  standard  of  measure- 
ment, is  the  world's  greatest  power  not  only 
materially  but  spiritually.  We  have  national 
policies  which  are  clear  and  sound.  They 
fit  a  civilization  based  on  religious  faith. 
They  are  Btron{,ly  Implemented  and  at  a  cost 
we  can  afford  to  live  with.  They  have 
evolved  on  a  non-partisan  basis  and,  in 
broad  outline,  they  are  overwhelmingly 
backed  by  our  people.  Such  policies,  I  am 
supremely  confident,  will  peacefully  prevail. 


THE  INCENTIVE  AWARDS  PROGRAM 
FOR  FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  the  83d 
Congress  approved  a  new  incentive 
awards  program  for  Federal  employees, 
which  goes  into  effect  today. 

This  new  incentive  awards  program 
provides  for  both  honorary  awards  and 
cash  awards,  and  should  prove  to  be  a 
real  incentive  to  the  Federal  employees 
of  this  Nation  in  making  suggestions  and 
recommendations  to  the  various  depart- 
ments and  agencies  for  the  improvement 
of  our  Government  operations. 

It  was  my  privilege  to  introduce  the 
measure  which  was  consummated  in  this 
legislation.  Through  the  cooperation  of 
the  members  of  the  Committee  on  Post 
0£Bce  and  Civil  Service,  the  committee 
reported  it  to  the  Senate  and  the  Senate 
passed  the  measure. 

This  legislation  was  a  part  of  the  Pres- 
ident's program  for  an  improved  Federal 
civil  service.  The  legislation  provides  for 
substantial  cash  awards,  in  addition  to 
honorary  awards,  which  may  b«  given 
upon  recommendation  of  the  President 
and  the  various  agencies. 

The  contribution  of  an  employee  may 
be  in  the  form  of  an  idea.  It  may  be  a 
new  invention  or  it  may  be  some  special 
performance  of  duty. 

The  Civil  Service  Commission  will  ad- 
minister the  program,  and  this  should 
eliminate  some  of  the  confusion  and 
overlapping  of  the  actions  on  the  part 
of  the  various  agencies  during  the  past 
years. 

In  the  past  many  of  our  Federal  em- 
ployees have  made  suggestions  and  rec- 
ommendations that  have  saved  the  Gov- 
ernment literally  thousands  and  millions 
of  dollars.  Under  the  old  legislation,  no 
agency  or  individual  was  in  a  position 
to  give  them  proper  recognition  or  a  sub- 
stantial award  for  this  outstanding 
service. 

The  incentive  awards  program,  which 
becomes  effective  today,  should  be  a  great 
encouragement  to  all  Federal  workers 
for  the  improvement  of  our  Federal  pro- 
grams. I 

AN  OPEN  LETTER  TO  THE  RUSSIAN 
PEOPLE— BROADCAST  BY  SENA- 
TOR FLANDERS 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  it  has 
long  been  clear  to  me  that  we  ought  to 
make  a  distinction  between  the  Soviet 
Government  and  the  Russian  people,  and 
that  friendship  for  the  Russian  people 
should  be  continuously  and  warmly  ex- 
pressed. 

I  had  the  very  great  opportunity  of 
broadcasting  a  message  to  the  Russian 
people  on  Thanksgiving  Day.  It  was  a 
Thanksgiving  Day  message,  which,  I  am 
told,  v/as  translated  into  Russian  and 
was  broadcast  many  times  during  the 
course  of  Thanksgiving  Day. 

I  am  also  told  that  at  times  such  mes- 
sages get  through  In  spots,  in  spite  of 
the  jamming  that  is  done  to  prevent  their 
going  through.  I  am  also  told  that  my 
message  was  repeated  in  broadcasts  to  all 
the  satellites  in  the  languages  of  the 
satellites,  and  in  English  to  all  the  trans- 
mitting stations  of  the  Voice  of  America 
in  Europe  and  Asia. 


Believing  as  I  do  In  the  importance 
of  this  project  of  talking  with  and  to  the 
Russian  people,  I  ask  unanimoius  consent 
that  my  message  may  be  printed  in  the 
body  of  the  Record  following  my  re- 
marks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  message 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

An  Open  Letter  to  the  Russmn  People 
Today  is  our  Thanksgiving  Day.  The  day 
on  which  the  American  people  give  thanks 
In  their  homes  and  in  their  churches  for  the 
harvests  of  a  year  of  work  on  their  farms  and 
in  their  factories. 

I  am  talking  to  you,  the  Soviet  people  to- 
day, our  Thanksgivlni?  Day.  to  bring  greet- 
ings and  warm  affection  from  the  American 
people,  and  the  hope  of  an  abundant  harvest 
for  you  as  well  as  for  us.  And  it  Is  In  the 
reverent  splirt  of  Thanksgiving,  of  friend- 
ship, and  of  the  true  brotherhood  which  we 
feel  for  you,  the  Soviet  people,  that  I  give 
you  this  me.'-«age: 

The  American  people  want  earnestly  to 
live  in  peace  and  free  contact  with  you,  the 
Soviet  people. 

Day  by  day.  incidents  occur  which  stretch 
tensions  to  the  breaking  point.  These  dis- 
turbing incidents  of  current  history  take 
place  against  a  background  of  the  mounting 
armed  strength  of  the  Soviet  Government 
and  Its  satellites  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
world  of  free  nations  on  the  other.  We  make 
anxious  comparisons  month  by  month  and 
year  by  year  as  to  the  strength  of  armies, 
armament,  airplanes,  and  air  farces.  These 
anxieties  are  heightened  by  rivalry  in  the 
stockpiling  of  terrible  atomic  weapons. 

We  Americans  have  no  ambitions  to  con- 
quer any  people.  We  covet  no  one's  terri- 
tory. And  yet,  we  are  spending  huge  sums 
of  money  in  arms,  armament,  aod  armies. 

Why? 

We  are  doing  so  because  since  the  end  of 
the  war,  your  Government  has  conquered 
people  after  people,  and  we  do  not  think  it 
Is  right.  We  therefore  feel  It  necessary  to 
arm  ourselves  to  protect  the  areas  of  the 
earth  that  your  Government  ixus  not  con- 
quered. 

These  arms  and  armies  we  support  are 
not  good  for  the  American  people.  Given  the 
resources  we  pour  into  them,  we  could  have 
more  roads,  more  dams,  more  schools,  more 
houses  than  we  have  now.  We  could  have 
more  clothing  and  more  food,  more  of  the 
kind  of  education  the  American  people  want 
for  their  children. 

As  for  you,  the  Soviet  people,  arms  and 
armaments  and  armies  are  also  a  burden. 
Too  much  of  your  time,  too  much  of  your 
resources  go  into  supporting  them.  You 
could  have  more  and  better  food,  more  cloth- 
ing and  better  houses  and  schools.  If  you 
could  rid  yourself  of  the  burden  of  8upp>ort- 
Ing  huge  armies. 

The  cost  of  continuing  the  arms  race  cries 
out  for  an  alternative.  Even  more  so  does 
the  danger  of  continuing  the  arms  race  cry 
out  for  an  alternative. 

My  friends — my  Soviet  brothers — there  Is 
an  alternative,  and  that  is  why  t  am  talking 
to  you  now  with  such  a  sense  of  urgency. 

The  free  nations  of  the  world  have  offered 
your  Government  a  means  of  removing  this 
load  from  your  backs  and  this  anxiety  from 
your  spirit. 

We  have  offered  to  end  the  arms  race. 

We  have  offered  to  make  no  more  tanks 
and  warplanes  and  missiles. 

We  have  offered  to  eliminate  our  great 
armies. 

To  this  offer  we  have  set  only  one  condi- 
tion: that  the  disarming  of  our  Government 
and  of  your  Government  shall  be  done  under 
the  eyes  of  representatives  of  the  nations 
of  the  world — so  that  all  the  world  will  be 
sure  it  is  carried  out.    We  shall  be  glad  to 
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have  representatives  of  your  Government 
among  the  International  ofllclals  who  watch 
our  disarming.  We  ask  the  similar  privilege 
of  Inspecting  the  disarmament  of  your  Gov- 
ernment. 

The  free  nations  of  tlie  world  have  made 
this  offer  to  your  Government.  Your  Gov- 
ernment's acceptance  is  all  that  is  required 
to  lift  the  cost  of  armies  and  the  fear  of 
war  from  you.  from  us.  and  from  all  the 
people  of  the  earth.  So  that  we  may  all  on 
future  Thanksgiving  Djiys  have  more  and 
more  of  what  our  toil  hiis  earned  for  us. 

It  is  with  this  thought  that  I  leave  you. 
It  has  been  good  to  talk  this  way  with  you, 
.i:id  to  bring  you  the  wiirmest  wishes  of  the 
American  people. 

Mr.  JENNER  subsequently  said,  dur- 
ing the  delivery  of  Mr.  Brown's  speech: 
Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  distinguished  junicr  Senator 
from  Nevada  may  yield  to  me  for  a  min- 
ute or  two.  without  losing  his  right  to 
the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Cot- 
ton in  the  chair*.  Does  the  Senator 
f:om  Nevada  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Indiana? 

Mr  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  even.' 
day  I  grow  more  bewildered  at  what  is 
^oing  on. 

The  airwaves  are  full  of  talk  of  co- 
existence while  the  Communists  im- 
pi  i.son  our  soldiers  who  are  entitled  to 
the  honors  of  war.  Our  Ambassador  to 
Moscow  attends  a  banquet  and  drinks  a 
toast  to  the  Soviet  Union,  while  the  radio 
carries  the  story  of  their  shooting  down 
an  American  plane  in  Japanese  waters. 

Now  I  find  that  on  Thanksgiving  Day, 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  I  Mr. 
Flanders),  who  may.  censure  me  for 
making  this  statement,  but  that  is  his 
privilege,  and  who  is  at  present  deeply 
engaged  in  a  controversy  which  has  sus- 
pended all  other  Senate  busmess.  took 
t:me  out  to  broadcast  over  the  Voice  of 
.America  greetings  to  what  he  calls  the 
Soviet  people. 

I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
uas  asked  to  make  this  broadcast,  or  if 
he  himself  suggested  the  idea.  I  wonder 
if  he  was  assisted  by  the  Committee  for 
an  Effective  Congress  in  preparing  this 
L reeling,  which  has  so  many  of  the  ear- 
marks of  the  "peaceful  coexistence" 
propaganda. 

I  care  not  which  is  the  truth.  I  note 
only  that  the  broadcast  was  made  just 
a.ter  we  had  learned  of  the  shooting 
djwn  of  the  American  bomber  in  Japa- 
:;ese  waters.  It  was  made  the  day  before 
publication  of  the  news  that  11  of  our 
.'■oidiers  in  China  were  being  kept  in  jail 
ty  Communists  contrary  to  the  rules  of 
vv.tr.  and  to  the  cease-fire  agreement  in 
Korea.  But  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
must  know,  if  he  is  so  familiar  with  com- 
munism, that  the  Soviet  leaders  take  a 
.'■pecial  delight  in  dishonoring  our  re- 
haious  hoUdays  by  perpetrating  or  an- 
r.ouncing  their  worst  atrocities  timed  to 
deride  our  hohdays  and  our  protestations 
of  peace  and  friendship. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  means  by  "the  Soviet  people." 
Obviously  he  does  not  include  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  Russia,  China, 
or  the  satellite  countries,  who  are  so 
cruelly  oppressed  by  the  Soviet  system. 


I  ask  the  Senator  from  Vermont  just 
one  question.  Mr.  President.  What  did 
he  mean  when  he  apF>ealed  to  these 
Communist  tyrants,  who  were  jailing  and 
shooting  American  fightmg  men,  "as  my 
friends,  my  Soviet  brothers"? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  to  a  point  of  personal  privilege. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
with  the  consent  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada,  and  out  of  the  time  allo- 
cated to  me,  because  I  think  we  are  oper- 
ating under  controlled  time.  I  will  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Vermont  for  a  p>oint 
of  personal  privilege. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  The  Senator  from 
Indiana  is  perhaps  not  aware  that  dur- 
ing the  morning  hour  I  placed  that 
speech  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Oh.  yes;  I  am  aware 
of  that. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  It  would  appear  to 
me 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  have  the  speech  be- 
fore me. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  It  would  appear  to 
me.  however,  that  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  had  not  read  it. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  have  read  it.  I  want 
to  know  what  justification  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  had  for  making  that 
speech.  By  what  reasoning,  by  what 
process  of  mind,  by  what  course  of 
twisted  thinking  did  the  Senator  refer  to 
these  tyrants,  these  murderers,  as  "my 
friends,  my  Soviet  brothers "? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  The  Senator  from 
Indiana  is  beside  himself. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  am  not  beside  my- 
self, but  I  want  to  know  what  goes  on 
in  the  United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  The  Senator  has 
taken  leave  of  his  intelligence.  If  he 
had  read  the  message,  if  he  had  under- 
stood it 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  have  read  it.  Will 
the  Senator  answer  my  question? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.     Just  a  minute. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Answer  my  question. 
Why  did  the  Senator  refer  to  the  Com- 
munist tyrants  as  "my  frienas.  my  Soviet 
brothers '?  Will  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont answer  that  simple  question? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Let  me  finish  my 
answer  to  the  Senator's  question. 

Mr.  JENNER.  The  Senator  has  not 
answered  my  question. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  The  Senator  gives 
me  no  time  to  do  so.  He  constantly  in- 
terrupts. 

Let  me  say  that  that  message,  as  any- 
one who  has  not  taken  leave  of  his  in- 
telligence would  see.  was  an  appeal  to 
the  people  of  Riissia  over  the  govern- 
ment which  rules  them. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President.  I  rise  to 
a  point  of  personal  privilege.  The  Sen- 
ator says,  "anyone  who  has  not  taken 
leave  of  his  intelligence." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Vermont  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  JENNE31.  My  intelligence  is  my 
own;  it  does  not  come  from  an  organi- 
zation called  the  Committee  for  an  Ef- 
fective Congress. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Vermont  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  first  that  the  message  Is  one 
vkhich  I  had  prepared  at  least  2  years 


ago,  and  which  I  have  been  endeavoring, 
by  one  means  or  another,  to  get  across  to 
the  people  of  Russia.  The  single  iwint 
on  which  there  may  be  misapprehen- 
sion is  the  fact  that  In  condensing  this 
2-year-old  message,  which  I  have  sug- 
gested and  repeated  many  times  in  the 
past  2  years  before  audiences,  and  which 
I  think,  although  I  am  not  sure — I  shall 
investigate  and  verify  whether  it  is  a 
fact — is  already  spread  on  the  records  of 
the  United  States  Senate,  and  in  edit- 
ing it  in  shortened  form,  probably  for 
the  purposes  of  diplomatic  procedure  of 
some  sort  of  which  I  am  not  aware,  the 
message  was  changed.  Instead  of  be- 
ing for  the  Russian  people,  the  message 
was  changed  to  refer  to  the  Soviet 
p>eople.  That  was  not  my  script,  but  I 
accepted  it  for  the  chance  of  getting  the 
message  over. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Whose  script  was  it  if 
it  was  not  that  of  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont?    Who  wrote  it? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  wrote  it  2  years 
ago. 

Mr.  JENNER.  At  a  time  when  our 
boys  were  dying  and  freezing  in  Korea, 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  still  referred 
to  "My  friends,  my  Soviet  friends." 
Why?  WiU  the  Senator  tell  this  body 
why? 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICEJI.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  yield? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.     I  do  not  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Vermont  naay  proceed. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  shall  say  1  or  2 
simple  things  more,  and  then  I  shall 
yield  the  floor.  I  ask  every  Senator, 
whether  present  on  the  floor  or  else- 
where, to  read  that  message  and  pass  his 
own  judgment  on  it. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  have  passed  my 
judgment  on  it. 

Mr.  FLANDERS  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President,  earlier  in  the  day  I  intro- 
duced into  the  Record  an  open  letter  to 
the  Russian  people,  as  it  was  entitled. 
It  was  delivered  as  a  Thanksgiving  Day 
address. 

Later  the  junior  Senator  from  Indiana 
TMr.  jEKNERl  criticized  that  message. 
In  replying  to  him  I  stated  that  it  was 
my  recollection  that  I  had  already  given 
the  substance  of  that  message  on  this 
floor  sometime  ago.  Since  the  time  of 
that  disciission  I  have  looked  up  the 
Record,  and  I  flnd  that  on  July  8.  1953. 
as  shown  on  page  8199,  volume  99,  part 
6.  of  the  Congressional  Record  for 
that  day,  beginning  at  the  bott<m  of  the 
right-hand  column,  I  spoke  as  follows, 
as  a  part  of  my  speech  of  that  day.  In 
order  that  I  may  not  have  to  read  the 
context,  I  will  say  that  where  I  refer  to 
"national  policy"  I  am  referring  to  the 
policy  of  our  Goverrmxent  for  support- 
ing universal  guaranteed  disarmament 
in  the  United  Nations.  I  now  proceed 
to  read  the  passage: 

with  this  as  our  publicly  affirmed  national 
policy,  even  on  the  basis  of  past  pronounce- 
ments, we  can  and  mtist  go  to  the  Russian 
people  through  the  air  and  by  other  means 
with  this  messaga  of  peace.  We  must  tell 
them  in  simple  language,  repeated  over  and 
over,  that  they  can  have  better  housing, 
better  food,  and  better  clothing  if  their  gov- 
ernment turns  Its  expenditures  Into  the  sup- 
port of  the  weU-t>elng  of  Its  people  instead 
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of  into  the  amassing  of  armaments  and  the 
support  of  armies.  We  are  ready  to  end  all 
that.  Why  Is  not  their  government  ready  to 
join  tia  In  ending  all  that?  Why  does  their 
goremment  prefer  that  their  people  should 
toil  for  that  which  they  cannot  eat  or  wear 
and  which  will  not  ahelto-  them  Instead  of 
dCTotlng  the  natural  wealth  of  Russia  and 
the  work  of  its  people  to  their  own  good? 

That  is  the  end  of  the  passage.  There 
Is  one  point  of  difference  betwefen  the 
talk  which  was  broadcast  on  Thanksgiv- 
ing Day  and  the  earlier  statement  in  the 
Record  of  the  same  message.  The  point 
of  difference  is  that  that  message  was 
addressed  to  the  Russian  people,  while 
the  Voice  of  America  made  an  editorial 
change,  which  referred  to  them  as  the 
Soviet  people.  I  assume  that  that  change 
had  a  very  practical  purpose,  because  of 
the  fact  that  the  Soviet  Government  rules 
over  many  peoples,  and  if  the  message 
were  addressed  only  to  that  portion  of 
the  people  ruled  over  by  the  Soviets  who 
are  the  Russians,  it  would  have  a  smaller 
audience  than  it  was  desired  to  give  it. 

I  assume  that  was  the  reason  for  the 
editorial  change. 

Let  me  say  in  conclusion  that  when  I 
read  those  words  on  this  floor  on  July  8. 
1953.  no  objection  was  made  to  the  con- 
tent or  purpose  of  that  message. 


RESOLUTION  OP  CENSURE 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  unfin- 
ished business. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  301  >  to  cen- 
sure the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  wishes  to  Invite  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  the  time  is 
now  controlled  jointly  by  the  majority 
leader  and  the  minority  leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
have  consulted  with  the  minority  leader, 
and  it  is  agreeable  to  him  that  I  make 
the  first  assignment  of  time.  I  yield  1 
hour  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Brown]. 

Taking  the  statement  I  am  about  to 
make  out  of  my  own  time,  and  not  out 
of  the  time  of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 
I  should  like  to  say  that  if  there  are  any 
Senators  who  desire  to  speak  on  the  reso- 
lution or  on  any  amendment  or  sub- 
stitute, I  should  appreciate  it  very  much 
if  they  would  indicate  to  me  the  amount 
of  time  they  desire  to  have  assigned, 
regardless  of  which  side  of  the  question 
or  what  particular  amendment  or  sub- 
stitute may  be  involved,  so  that  I  may 
have  a  list  for  the  allocation  of  time. 
'  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  California 
yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  join  with 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  in  ex- 
pressing the  hope  that  any  Senators  who 
may  desire  to  speak  will  notify  the  ma- 
jority leader  and  the  minority  leader 
as  to  how  much  time  is  desired. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Brown]  is 
yielded  1  hour. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  at  the 
present  time  there  is  missing  from  this 
Chamber  a  judge  who,  without  the  inter- 


Tcntlon  of  Almighty  God,  would  be  here, 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  with  his 
flowing  white  hair,  and  would  undoubt- 
edly take  a  part  in  this  great  debate. 
I  know  that  if  he  wfere  here,  seated  in 
the  front  row,  he  ^(tould  not  only  take 
a  part  in  this  debate,  but  he  would  have 
an  opportunity  to  look  through  the  pur- 
ported issues  concerning  individuals  and 
would  seek  out  the  great  constitutional 
problem  which  confronts  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States. 

I  had  the  privilege  of  talking  to  the 
senior  Senator  from  Nevada,  the  late 
Patrick  A.  McCarran,  2  days  before  his 
death.  Pat  had  previously  made  an  an- 
nouncement in  the  press  of  his  State  that 
if  he  were  permitted  to  do  so  he  would 
cast  his  ballot  against  censure.  Being 
a  lawyer.  Mr.  President,  I  was  curious 
to  know  how  the  late  Senator  from 
Nevada  could  have  made  up  his  mind 
Without  having  heard  the  arguments  of 
coimsel  or,  perhaps,  all  the  evidence 
which  might  have  been  presented  in  this 
great  debate. 

In  my  conferences  with  him  as  a  law- 
yer it  was  very  evident  to  me  that  he 
had  read  the  record,  that  he  had  ascer- 
tained the  important  constitutional  is- 
sue involved  in  this  debate.  He  stated 
to  me,  in  effect,  that  his  research  and 
study  of  the  record  had  indicated  to  him 
that  if  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
were  to  vote  censure  In  this  matter  it 
would  accomplish  two  great  constitu- 
tional results. 

First,  it  would  relegate  to  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States  judicial  powers 
not  given  to  it  under  the  Federal  Con- 
stitution; and.  second,  it  would  limit 
the  unlimited  power  of  the  Senate,  un- 
der the  Constitution,  to  make  required 
inquiry  to  ascertain  necessary  facts  re- 
lating to  the  fulfillment  of  the  Senates 
constitutional  legislative  function. 

I  know  that  if  that  silverhaired  con- 
stitutional lawyer  were  here  today  he 
would  discern  the  issue  before  the  Sen- 
ate as  one  which  bore  no  relationship 
to  partisan  politics,  and  that,  under  his 
oath  as  a  Senator  to  defend  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States,  he  would 
say  to  his  colleagues,  in  effect,  that  if 
censure  were  to  be  voted  by  the  Sen- 
ate it  would  constitute  a  violation  of 
what  he  understood  his  oath  as  a  Sen- 
ator of  the  United  States  to  mean. 

I  have  examined  his  notes.  I  have 
made  research  to  fill  them  in.  While  the 
late  great  Senator  from  Nevada  may 
not  have  expressed  himself  in  the  same 
language  in  which  I  now  address  the 
Senate,  I  know  that  the  fundamental 
issues  as  he  would  have  seen  them,  the 
fundamental  conclusions  as  he  would 
have  indicated  them,  would  be  essentially 
the  same  as  mine  so  far  as  doing  justice 
is  concerned. 

Mr.  President,  Senate  Resolution  No. 
301  and  the  propwased  amendments  pre- 
sent to  the  Senate  an  issue  of  both  law 
and  fact.  We  are  the  judges  of  the 
facts.  We  are,  in  a  sense  a  court  of  final 
judgment,  though  of  course  not  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States.  I 
say  that  because  the  ultimate  conclu- 
sion at  which  the  Senate  shall  arrive 
is  subject  to  no  further  appeal  or  review 
by  the  judicial  branch  cf  the  Oovern- 


ment.  To  that  extent  each  of  us  must 
constitute  himself  a  Supreme  Court  Jus- 
tice in  the  sense  that  our  obligation  is 
to  preserve  the  balance  of  power  as  in- 
dicated by  the  separation  of  powers  un- 
der the  Federal  Constitution. 

What  are  the  issues  of  fact  which  we 
as  jurors  must  determine?  They  can  be 
stated  very  briefly  as  follows:  What  did 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  do? 
Resolution  301  states  the  ultimate  con- 
clusions of  fact  very  briefly,  ts  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 
Mr.  McCarthy,  failed  to  cooperate  with  the 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration in  clearing  up  matters  referred  to 
that  subcommittee  which  concerned  his  con- 
duct as  a  Senator  and  affected  the  honor  of 
the  Senate  and,  instead,  repeatedly  abused 
the  subcommittee  and  its  members  who  were 
trying  to  curry  out  assigned  duties,  thereby 
obstructing  the  constitutional  processes  of 
the  Senate  and  that  this  conduct  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  Mr.  McCarthy.  In 
failing  to  cooperate  with  a  Sentite  commit- 
tee in  clearing  up  matters  affecting  the  honor 
of  the  Sen.ite  is  contrary  to  senatorial  tradi- 
tions and  1.'.  hereby  condemned. 

That.  Mr.  President,  is  the  first  ulti- 
mate fact  upon  which  censure  is  sought. 

The  second  allegation  in  the  resolution 
relating  to  the  ultimate  conduct  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  stated 
as  follows: 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy, in  conducting  a  senatorial  Inquiry 
intemperatcly  abused,  and  releHsed  execu- 
tive hearings  in  which  he  denounced,  a  wlt- 
nes.s  repre.^nting  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Governmen*.  Gen  Ralph  W.  Zwlcker.  an 
officer  of  'he  United  States  Army,  for  refus- 
ing to  criticize  his  superior  offloers  and  for 
respecting  official  orders  and  executive  direc- 
tives. 

The  i-ssues  of  law  of  which  we  are.  In 
a  sense.  Supreme  Court  Justices  may  be 
stated  as  follows:  First.  What  rule  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  did  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  violate? 
Second.  Did  he  exceed  the  privileges  of 
a  citizen  or  of  a  Senator  in  exercising 
free  .speech  in  his  criticism  of  the  Gillette 
subcommittee?  Third.  Did  he  violate 
any  rule  of  the  Senate  in  his  remarks 
concerning  General  Zwicker? 

It  would  be  pre.sumptuous  for  me  to 
take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  reiterate 
the  facts  upon  which  the  resolution  is 
predicated,  for  they  have  been  detailed 
at  length  in  the  Record  and  in  the  de- 
bates in  this  special  session  o(f  the  Sen- 
ate. It  would,  therefore,  be  well  to  de- 
termine what  rules  of  the  Senate,  if  any, 
were  violated  by  the  failure  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  appear  be- 
fore the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections.  In  this  respect,  the  select 
committee  assumed  the  following  rule: 

It  Is  the  opinion  of  the  select  committee 
that  when  the  personal  honor  and  oflBclal 
conduct  of  a  Senator  of  the  Uaited  States 
are  in  question  before  a  duly  constituted 
committee  of  the  Senate,  the  Senator  In- 
volved owes  a  duty  to  himself,  hlB  State,  and 
to  the  Senate  to  appear  promptly  and  coop- 
erate fully  when  called  by  a  Senate  commit- 
tee charged  with  the  responsibility  of  the 
Inquiry.  This  must  be  thfe  rule  If  the  dig- 
nity, honor,  authority,  and  povers  of  the 
Senate  are  to  be  respected  and  maintained. 

^At  this  point  Mr.  Brown  yielded  to 
Mr.  JENNER,  whose  remarks  appear  in 
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todays  Record  following  the  printing  of 
Mr.  FLAKoras'  "Open  Letter  to  the  Rus- 
sian People.") 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  in  ask- 
ing ourselves  what  rule  of  the  Senate,  if 
any,  was  violated  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  in  failing  to  appear  be- 
fore the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections,  as  I  sugge.'-ted  before,  the  rule 
assimied  by  the  select  commitee  was  that 
any  time  charges  are  filed  before  a  com- 
mittee which  go  to  the  question  of  the 
honor  or  the  integrity  of  the  Senate,  a 
Senator,  without  process  of  any  kmd 
t>eing  served  on  him,  is  immediately  as- 
.sumed  to  be  charged  with  the  duty  of 
volunteering  to  appear  and  prove  the 
negative  of  those  charges. 

The  select  committee  also  indicated. 
en  the  same  page,  the  following  assump- 
tion of  a  rule  of  the  Senate: 

The  appearance  which  we  l>elieve  was  nec- 
e^'^ary  was  l)efore  a  sub«.ommittee  of  the  Sen- 
.i:e  Itself  to  which  subcommltee  the  Senate, 
tl'irough  Its  normal  processes,  had  conQded  a 
matter  affecting  Its  own  honor  and  Integrity. 
In  such  a  rase  legal  process  was  not  and 
bi'.ould  not  be  required. 

Mr.  President,  it  i.^  therefore  apparent 
that  without  either  constitutional  t>asis 
or  precedent  of  the  Senate  or  of  Congress 
the  select  committee  has  assumed  a  duty 
upon  every  Senator  to  volunteer  and  ap- 
pear before  a  committee  of  the  Senate 
and  to  disprove  any  charges  which  may 
be  made  against  him  when  the  nature 
of  the  charges  involves  his  personal 
honor  and  official  conduct.  This  as- 
sumed rule,  according  to  the  select  com- 
mittee, imposes  such  a  duty  upon  a  Sen- 
ator regardless  of  w  ho  made  the  charges. 
hoA  responsible  they  may  be.  and  lor 
w  hat  purposes  they  were  made.  It 
would  still  be  his  obligation  to  appear 
voluntarily.  This  is  even  assumed  to  be 
t:ue  without  any  legal  process  being  in- 
voked to  require  the  appearance  before 
the  commitee  of  a  Senator  of  the  United 
States  to  answer  or  explain  such  charges. 

The  suggested  rule  further  assumes 
that  such  duty  rests  upon  the  Senator 
regardless  of  the  fact  that  he  may  have 
failed  or  refused  to  app>ear  before  a  com- 
mittee in  a  previous  session  of  the  Sen- 
i.te.  and  whether  or  not  he  has  been  sub- 
."^equently  reelected  to  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  by  the  people  of  his  own 
.'^overeign  State. 

The  implications  of  that  assumed  rule. 
I  respectfully  submit  to  the  Members  of 
The  Senate,  have  no  basis  either  in  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  or  in 
the  precedents  of  this  august  body. 

This  position  of  the  select  committee 
w  as  further  assumed  to  be  the  law,  as  was 
expressed  by  the  select  committee  on 
page  26  of  the  report  in  the  following 
language: 

The  provisions  of  the  Legislative  Reorgani- 
7.»iion  Act.  atwve  referred  to,  make  it  clear 
that  the  subcommittee  had  the  power  and 
r\%hx  to  require  the  attendance  of  Senator 
McCarthy  for  purposes  of  investigation  and 
examination  by  subpena  or  otherwise.  It 
can  be  stated,  therefore,  categorically,  that 
u  was  not  necessary  for  the  subconxmlttee  to 
issue  its  subpena  for  him.  Section  134-A  of 
the  Legialative  Reorganization  Act  does  re- 
ler  to  'requiring"  the  attendance  of  wit- 
nesses, and  the  select  committee  is  of  the 
c  plnlcn  that  an  Invitation  to  appear.  Is  not 


KQch  action  Indicating  a  requirement  to  ap- 
pear ms  Is  coDtempUted  by  the  set. 

Then  the  select  committee  made  this 
astoimding  statement: 

It  U  tbe  opinion  of  the  select  commit- 
tee that  s  request  to  appear,  such  as  the 
letter  and  telegram  from  the  sul)commlttee 
to  Senator  McCasthy  dated  November  21, 
1952.  was  sufficient  (aside  from  any  question 
whether  Senator  McCabthy  received  them 
in  tune)  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
law. 

Then  the  select  committee  further 
found,  as  appears  on  page  28,  the  fol- 
lowing : 

Senator  McCasthy  testified  that  he  was 
in  Wisconsin,  on  a  hunting  trip,  and  that  he 
did  not  see  the  letter  or  telegram  until 
Novemt>er  28.  1952  (p.  298  hearings..  The 
select  commutee  accepts  this  testimonv  as 
true. 

Considering  this  request  as  a  formal  re- 
quest, and  Senator  McCasthy  being  unable 
to  appear  In  the  dates  fixed  t>ecause  he  did 
not  know  of  the  request  In  time,  we  believe 
that  this  request  considered  independently, 
would  not  be  contempt  in  the  ordmarv  legal 
sense. 

It  will  be  observed  that  this  language 
of  the  select  committee  is  to  the  effect 
that  any  request  to  appear  is  sufficient  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  law.  This 
assumes  the  precedent  before  stated, 
namely,  that  a  Senator  of  the  United 
States,  when  charges  against  him  are 
pending  before  a  committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate, must  voluntarily  seek  out  the  com- 
mittee and  appear  and  disprove  the 
charges;  and  further,  that  such  prece- 
dent is  the  law.  If  this  assumption  fails, 
then  the  entire  case  suggested  in  section 
1  of  Senate  Resolution  301  fails.  Fur- 
thermore. It  must  be  emphasized  that  the 
subcommittee  conceded  that  it  did  not 
subpena  or  require  the  attendance  of 
Senator  McCarthy  to  the  extent  that 
failure  to  appear  on  his  part  would 
amount  to  a  contempt.  The  wrongdoing 
on  the  part  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  really  alleged  is  set  forth  on 
page  29  of  the  report,  wherein  it  is  al- 
leged that  he  denoimced  the  Senate  sub- 
committee without  justification,  and 
stated,  in  effect,  that  they  were  guilty  of 
stealing  the  taxpayers'  money  and  turn- 
ing the  loot  over  to  the  Democratic  Na- 
tional Committee.  Mr.  President,  this 
requires  a  further  analysis  of  the  as- 
siuned  precedent  or  rule  purported  to 
have  been  violated,  by  examining  the 
right  of  the  jiuiior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin to  exercise  the  right  of  free 
speech.  It  immediately  raises  the  ques- 
tion under  the  Constitution.  "Does  a 
Senator  have  a  greater  or  lesser  right  to 
criticize  the  Goverrmient.  its  officials, 
and  committees  than  does  a  private  citi- 
zen." 

It  will  be  noted  that  Senate  Resolution 
301  does  not  ask  for  expulsion  of  a  Sen- 
ator, nor  does  it  ask  for  the  initiation  of 
proceedings  as  for  contempt. 

Mr.  Piesident,  without  further  impos- 
ing upon  the  time  of  this  body,  I  believe 
it  will  be  conceded  that  there  is  no  prece- 
dent that  has  been  foimd  to  date  where 
a  Senator  has  ever  been  censured  for  re- 
marks, written  or  oral,  not  made  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  The  reason  for  the 
nonexistence  of  such  a  precedent  is  ob- 
vious.   The  p>ower  to  discipline  or  expel 


a  Senator  is  given  by  parliamentary  com- 
mon law.  as  codified  in  the  CoDstitutkm 
of  the  United  States,  to  tbe  Senate  in 
the  power  to  punish  as  for  contempt. 
Mr.  President,  it  is  an  incident  to  legis- 
lative authority  to  prevent  the  obstruc- 
tion of  the  performance  of  the  legisla- 
tive duty  and  to  prevent  the  defeating 
of.  impeding,  or  embarrassing  the  exer- 
cise of  legislative  power.  TTiis  power  is 
essential  to  enable  the  Senate  to  perform 
its  high  functions  and  is  necessary  to 
the  safety  of  the  state.  As  pointed  out 
by  Judge  Cooley  in  his  work  on  consti- 
tutional limitations,  such  power  is  a 
power  of  protection,  and  it  is  necessary 
to  the  safety  of  the  state.  But.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, no  precedent  can  be  found  where 
the  power  of  censure  or  expulsicm  was 
ever  exercised  by  one  session  of  Congress 
or  the  Senate  after  the  adjournment  of 
a  prior  session  in  which  the  alleged  con- 
duct occurred,  and  after  the  reelection 
of  the  Member  to  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States.  Where  pimishment  has 
been  undertaken,  it  has  been  in  only 
three  types  of  cases:  First,  in  cases  in- 
volving physical  >iolence:  second,  in 
cases  involving  improper  language  used 
in  det>ate:  and.  third,  in  cases  involving 
corruption  of  the  legislative  process.  No 
Congress  has  the  power  to  punish  a  con- 
tempt committed  against  a  prior  Con- 
gress, and  this  power  to  punish  dies  with 
the  expiration  of  the  session  during 
which  the  contempt  is  committed.  This 
is  logical  and  sound  constitutional  law, 
for  the  reason  that  the  right  to  punish 
or  the  right  to  censure  is  directly  related 
to  the  power  of  the  legislative  body  to 
protect  itself  in  exercising  the  legisla- 
tive function.  What  function  of  a  sub- 
sequent session  could  be  impeded  by 
either  contempts  or  the  conduct  as  set 
forth  in  Senate  Resolution  301,  and  al- 
leged to  have  been  committed  in  a  prior 
session  of  the  Senate?  It  is  obvious, 
therefore,  Mr.  President,  that  the  entire 
assumption  of  the  select  committee  was 
based  upon  a  purported  violation  of  a 
rule  which  does  not  exist  and  cannot  be 
pointed  out  by  any  proponent  of  censure. 
We  then  come  to  the  serious  matter 
presented  to  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States:  and  that  is  that  if  we,  by  cen- 
sure, as  proposed  by  Senate  Resolution 
301.  adopt  the  assumed  precedents  and 
rules  upon  which  the  select  committee 
based  its  recommendations,  is  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  abrogating  its  power 
and  authority,  as  now  existing,  to  obtain 
information  essential  to  the  exercise  of 
its  legislative  process?  This  is  true,  for 
by  a  mere  assimiption  of  a  rule  which 
does  not  exist  in  fact,  the  entire  ma- 
chinery of  a  $enate  investigating  com- 
mittee may  be  stopjaed.  and  its  chairman 
muted,  and  its  staff  languish  in  a  state 
of  enforced  inactivity.  This  is  true 
whether  the  censure  move  is  instigated 
by  another  coordinate  branch  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  or  by  those  who  may 
desire  to  destroy  the  legislative  branch 
of  our  Government. 

Mr.  President,  this  entire  question,  as 
presented  by  the  repwrt  of  the  select 
committee,  has  been  settled  by  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  in  the 
case  of  Marshall  v.  Gordon  (37  Supreme 
Court  Reporter » .  commencing  at  page 
448.    It  will  be  remembered  that  in  that 
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case  «  Mcimber  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives on  tbe  floor  charged  a  Federal 
district  attorney  with  many  acts  of  mis- 
feasance  and  nonfeasance.  At  the  time 
when  this  was  done,  the  grand  jury  in 
the  southern  district  of  New  York  was 
engaged  in  investigating  alleged  Illegal 
conduct  of  the  Member  in  relation  to  the 
Sherman  antitrust  law  and  asserted  il- 
legal activities  of  an  organization  known 
as  Labor's  National  Peace  Council,  to 
which  the  Member  belonged.  The  inves- 
tigation as  for  the  latter  subject  not  yet 
ha/nng  been  reported  upon  by  the  grand 
jvu7,  that  body  found  an  indictment 
against  the  Member  for  a  violation  of 
the  Sherman  law.  Thereafter  calling  at- 
tention to  his  previous  charges  and  stat- 
ing others,  the  Member  requested  that 
the  Judiciary  Committee  be  directed  to 
ixiquire  and  report  concerning  the 
charges  against  the  district  attorney  in- 
sofar as  they  constituted  impeachable 
offenses.  After  the  adoption  of  the  reso- 
lution in  the  House  of  Representatives,  a 
subconunittee  was  appointed,  and  it  pro- 
ceeded to  New  York,  to  take  the  testi- 
mony. Friction  arose  there  between  the 
subcommittee  and  the  office  of  the  dis- 
trict attorney,  based  up>on  the  assertion 
that  the  subcommittee  was  seeking  to 
unlawfully  penetrate  the  proceedings  of 
the  grand  jury  relating  to  the  indictment 
and  the  investigations  in  question.  In  a 
daily  newspaper  in  New  York  an  article 
appeared  charging  that  the  writer  was 
informed  that  the  subcommittee  was  en- 
deavoring rather  to  investigate  and  frus- 
trate the  action  of  the  grand  jury  than 
to  investigate  the  conduct  of  the  district 
attorney.  When  called  upon  by  the  sub- 
committee to  disclose  the  name  of  his 
informant,  the  writer  declined  to  do  so, 
and  proceedings  for  contempt  of  the 
House  were  threatened.  The  district  at- 
torney thereupon  addressed  a  letter  to 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  avow- 
ing that  he  was  the  informant  referred 
to  in  the  newspaper  article,  averring  that 
the  charges  were  true,  and  repeating 
them  in  amplified  form  in  language 
Which  was  certainly  unparliamentary 
and  manifestly  ill-tempered,  and  which 
was  well  calculated  to  arouse  the  indig- 
nation not  only  of  the  members  of  the 
subcommittee,  but  of  Members  of  the 
House  generally.  This  letter  was  given 
to  the  press  so  that  it  might  be  published 
contemporaneously  wtih  its  receipt  by 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee.  The 
Judiciary  Committee  reported  the  matter 
to  the  House,  and  a  select  committee  was 
appointed  to  consider  the  subject.  The 
district  attorney  was  called  before  that 
committee  and  reasserted  the  charges 
made  in  the  letter,  averring  that  they 
were  justified  by  the  circumstances,  and 
Stating  that  they  would,  under  the  same 
conditions,  be  made  again.    Thereupon 

the  select  committee  made  a  report  and 
stated  its  conclusions  and  reconmienda- 
tions  to  the  House  as  follows: 

We  conclTide  and  find  that  the  aforesaid 
letter  written  and  published  by  said  H.  Snow- 
den  Uarsliall  to  Hon.  C.  C.  Carlln.  chairman 
of  the  Subcommittee  of  tlle  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Representatives,  on 
March  4,  1916.  •  •  •  la  as  a  whole  and  in 
several  of  the  separate  sentences  defamatory 
and  insulting  and  tends  to  bring  the  House 
Into  public  contempt  and  ridicule,  and  that 
the  said  H.  Snowden  Marshall,  by  writing  and 


publishing  the  same,  is  guilty  of  contempt  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  because  of  the  violation  of  its  priv- 
ileges, its  honor,  and  its  dignity. 

Upon  the  adoption  of  this  report,  un- 
der the  authority  of  the  House  a  formal 
warrant  for  arrest  was  issued  and  its 
execution  by  the  sergeant  at  arms  in 
New  York  was  followed  by  an  applica- 
tion for  discharge  on  writ  of  habeais  cor- 
pus; and  the  correctness  of  the  judg- 
ment of  the  court  below,  refusing  the 
same,  was  the  matter  before  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  on  appeal. 
The  Supreme  Court  pointed  out  the  is- 
sue in  that  case.  Mr.  President,  as  a 
matter  of  constitutional  law  it  is  identi- 
cal with  the  issue  which  is  presented  to 
the  Senate  by  Senate  Resolution  301. 

The  question  before  the  court  was 
whether  the  House  had  power  under  the 
Constitution  to  deal  with  the  conduct 
of  the  district  attorney  in  writing  the 
letter  as  a  contempt  of  its  authority,  and 
to  inflict  punishment  upon  the  writer  for 
such  contempt  as  a  matter  of  legislative 
power,  that  is,  without  subjecting  him  to 
the  statutory  modes  of  trial  provided  for 
criminal  offenses,  protected  by  the  limi- 
tations and  safeguards  which  the  Con- 
stitution imposes  as  to  such  subject. 

Mr.  President,  I  realize  that  thi  posi- 
tion of  the  select  committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate is  that  this  particular  holding  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  is 
different  in  two  respects.  The  first  re- 
spect in  which  it  is  said  to  differ  Is  that 
Senate  Resolution  301  seeks  to  discipline 
or  punish  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  and 
not  a  third  party. 

Secondly,  the  select  committee  endea- 
vors to  differentiate  this  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  upon  the  proposition, 
generally,  that  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  is  a  continuing  body.  But  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in 
the  Marshall  opinion,  delivered  by  Mr. 
Justice  White — and  I  may  say  that  it  was 
delivered  at  a  time  in  the  history  of  our 
cotmtry  when  we  did  not  have  read  into 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
either  principles  of  interpretation  or  lan- 
guage which  cannot  be  found  therein — 
reviewed  the  EInglish  cases  and  the  prec* 
edent  of  Congress  and  pointed  out  that 
no  power  was  expressly  conferred  by  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  on  the 
subject  except  that  given  to  the  House  to 
deal  with  contempt  committed  by  its 
own  Members,  as  the  rule  concerning 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  is 
that  powers  not  delegated  were  reserved 
to  the  people  or  the  States.  It  follows 
that  no  other  expressed  authority  to  deal 
with  contempt  can  be  conceived  of, 
either  under  precedent  or  under  the  Con- 
stitution. 

After  reviewing  the  English  parlia- 
mentary power  to  punish  for  contempt 
the  court  pointed  out  that  parliament 
was  exercising  judicial  and  legislative 
functions  which  did  not  exist  in  the 
Senate  or  the  House  under  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States.    Then  the 

provisions  of  the  State  constitutions  as 
they  existed  at  the  time  of  the  forma- 
tion of  the  Federal  Government  were 
reviewed,  and  the  court  held  that  Con- 
gress had  the  implied  power  whereby,  by 

reason  of  article  1,  section  5,  to  punish  as 
for  contempt  irrespective  of  its  right  to 


legislate.  But.  Mr.  President,  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  then 
pointed  out  that  the  implied  power  was 
to  be  construed  strictly  and  limited  to 
those  instances  in  which  the  alleged 
contempt  should  be  punished  at  once 
and  upon  the  right  of  self-preservation 
to  enable  the  public  powers  of  legisla- 
tion given  to  Congress  to  be  asserted. 

The  ixjwer  to  punish  for  contempt  must 
be  exercised  only  if  the  particular  acts 
involved  result  in  the  inmiediate  pre- 
vention of  the  exercise  of  legislative  au- 
thority. The  court  further  pointed  out 
that  if  this  were  not  so  it  would  be  an 
unconstitutional  comingling  of  judicial 
and  legislative  powers  which  were  not 
granted  by  the  Constitution  to  Congress, 
or  either  House  thereof,  and  would  inter- 
fere with  the  guaranties  and  limitations 
concerning  the  assertion  of  the  power 
to  punish  criminally. 

The  Court  further  pointed  out  that  the 
contempt  was  deemed  to  result  from  the 
writing  of  the  letter,  and  not  because  of 
any  obstruction  to  the  performance  of 
legislative  duty  resulting  from  the  letter, 
or  because  the  constitutional  provision 

relating  to  the  power  of  the  House  to 
carry  out  its  legislative  authority  was  en- 
dangered by  its  writing,  but  because  of 
the  effect  and  operation  which  the  irri- 
tating and  ill-tempered  statements  made 
in  the  letter  would  produce  upon  the  pub- 
lic mind,  or  because  of  the  sense  of  indig- 
nation which  it  may  be  assumed  was  pro- 
duced by  the  letter  upon  the  members  of 
the  committee  and  of  the  House  gener- 
ally. The  decision  pointed  out  that  the 
contempt  relied  upon  was  not  intrinsic 
to  the  right  of  the  House  to  preserve  the 
means  of  discharging  its  legislative  du- 
ties, but  were  extrinsic  to  the  discharge 
of  such  duties,  and  related  only  to  the 
presumed  effect  which  the  letter  might 
have  upon  the  public  mind  and  the  indig- 
nation naturally  felt  by  the  members  of 
the  committee  on  the  subject.  The 
Court  then  said: 

But  these  considerations  plainly  serve  to 
mark  the  broad  boundary  line  which  sepa- 
rates the  limited  implied  power  to  deal  with 
classes  of  acts  as  contempts  for  self -preserva- 
tion  and  the  comprehensive  legislative  power 
to  provide  by  law  for  punishment  for  wrong- 
ful acts. 


wer 


The  conclusions  which  wire  stated 
bring  about  a  concordant  operation  of  all 
the  powers  of  the  legislative  and  judicial 
departments  of  the  Government,  express 
or  implied,  as  contemplated  by  the  Con- 
stitution. 

The  select  committee  of  the  Senate, 
however,  found  on  page  28  of  the  report 
that  the  conduct  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  toward  the  Subcommit- 
tee on  Privileges  and  Elections  was  con- 
temptuous, independently  of  his  failure 
to  appear,  and  that  he  did  denounce  the 
subcommittee  without  justification.  No- 
where has  the  argument  been  made  that 
this  session  of  the  Senate  may  punish 
by  censure  an  act  occurring  in  a  previous 
session  and  which  in  no  manner  impedes 

the  legislative  function.  To  do  so  would 
be  beyond  the  constitutional  power  of  the 
Senate  or  the  House,  as  it  would  be  ex- 
ercising judicial  powers  not  conferred 
upon  this  body  by  the  Pounding  Fathers. 
Much  is  said  in  the  report  ooncerning 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  subcommittee,  but 
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the  power  to  censure  is  found  in  the  ar- 
gument presented  on  page  20  of  the  re- 
port of  the  select  committee,  to  the  effect 
that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body,  but 
by  no  stretch  of  the  imagination  can  the 
select  committee's  interpretation  of  Sen- 
te  rule  XXXII  constitute  the  Senate  a 
continuing  body  justiflng  the  exercise  of 
judicial  functions  not  delegated  by  the 
Constitution,  for.  obvioualy.  in  respect  to 
the  83d  Congress,  the  alleged  acts  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  could  not 
possibly  prevent  or  impede  the  exercise 
of  the  legislative  function  by  the  Senate 
in  the  latter  session. 

Assuming  the  argument  contained  in 
the  repKjrt  of  the  select  committee  to  be 
true,  would  not  the  only  proper  way  that 
punishment  could  be  inflicted  upon  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  be  upon 
application  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections?  The  record 
discloses  that  no  such  apphcation  for 
punishment  of  any  kind  was  ever  re- 
quested or  desired  by  the  subcommittee 
or  its  chairman  or  any  of  its  members. 
It  is  clearly,  therefore,  a  moot  question 
and  beyond  the  constitutional  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

It  has  been  stated  in  debate  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  (Mr. 
Morse]  that  the  matter  before  the  Sen- 
ate now  constitutes  a  proceeding  in  the 
nature  of  an  appeal.  That  reasoning 
cannot  stand  up.  for  the  reason  that  if  it 
were  such  a  proceeding,  the  Senate 
would  then  be  exercising  a  judicial  func- 
tion not  delegated  to  it  by  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States,  and  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  would  then  vio- 
late his  oath  to  uphold  and  defend  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  fur- 
ther ix)inted  out  that  it  was  his  desire  to 
inaugurate  new  rules  for  fair  judicial 
procedures  before  Senate  investigating 
committees.  The  entire  concept  is  con- 
trary to  the  legislative  function  given 
to  the  legislature  by  the  Constitution 
and  would  substitute  therefor  judicial 
powers.  But,  more  than  this,  it  would 
establish  a  limitation  upon  the  p>ower  of 
the  Senate  to  proceed  in  its  own  way  in 
the  collection  of  such  information  as 
may  seem  Important  or  desirable  to  a 
proper  discharge  of  its  fimctlons. 

The  issue  then  in  this  case,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, is  very  clear.  Are  we  by  censure  at 
this  late  date  to  usurp  the  function  of 
the  judicial  branch  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment and  punish  a  Senator  for  con- 
duct which  might  irk  certain  Members 
past  or  present  of  this  body,  when  that 
conduct  bears  no  relationship  to  the  im- 
peding of  the  legislative  function  of  the 
Senate? 

Are  we  to  Impede  in  our  own  way  the 
collection  of  such  information  as  may 

seem  important  to  a  proper  discharge  of 
the  functions  of  the  Senate?  If  we  are, 
we  have  violated  our  oath  to  defend  the 
Constitution  and  to  uphold  it  by  assert- 
ing and  relegating  to  ourselves  the 
power  to  punish  criminally,  without  the 

constitutional  safeguards  applicable  to 
the  judicial  branch  of  the  Government 
becoming  available  to  a  Senator  or  citi- 
zen sought  to  be  punished.  We  are  fur- 
ther limiting  the  right  of  the  Senate  to 
collect  required  information  in  any  mat- 


ter which  we  seek  to  do  so.  But,  above 
all,  we  are  further  violating  our  oath  to 
uphold  the  Constitution  by  impairing 
the  right  of  the  citizen  and  a  Senator  to 
exercise  legitimate  free  speech  in  ex- 
pressions of  condemnation  of  public 
bodies,  officials,  and  committees.  It  is 
realized  that  there  are  limitations  upon 
the  rights  of  free  speech. 

Judge  Cooley,  in  his  Constitutional 
Limitations,  in  volume  II,  page  908.  has 
the  following  observation  to  make  in  re- 
spect to  a  citizen's  right  of  free  speech: 

There  are  certain  cases  where  criticism 
upon  public  officers,  their  actions,  ctiaracter, 
and  motives,  is  not  only  recognized  as  legiti- 
mate, but  large  latitude  and  great  freedom 
of  expression  are  permitted,  so  long  as  good 
faith  inspires  the  communication.  There 
are  cases  where  It  is  clearly  the  duty  of 
everyone  to  speak  firely  what  he  may  have 
to  say  concerning  public  officers,  or  those 
Who  may  present  themselves  for  public  posi- 
tions. Through  the  ballot  box  the  electors 
approve  or  condemn  those  who  ask  thelr 
suff rages:  and  If  they  condemn,  though 
upon  grounds  the  most  unjust  or  frivolous, 
the  law  affords  no  redress.  Some  officers, 
however,  are  not  chosen  by  the  people  di- 
rectly, but  designated  through  some  other 
mode  of  appointment.  But  the  public  have 
a  right  to  be  heard  on  the  question  of  their 
selection:  and  they  have  the  right,  for  such 
reasons  as  teem  to  their  minds  sufficient,  to 
ask  for  their  dismissal  afterward.  They 
have  also  the  right  to  complain  of  official 
conduct  affecting  themselves,  and  to  peti- 
tion for  a  redress  of  grievances.  A  princi- 
pal purpose  in  perpetuating  and  guarding 
the  right  of  petition  is  to  insure  the  public 
the  privilege  of  being  heard  in  these  and  the 
like  cases. 

Mr.  President,  can  it  be  said  that 
under  the  Constitution,  a  Senator  of  the 
United  States  has  less  right  than  a 
private  individual,  to  express  his  con- 
demnation of  a  conunittee  of  the  Sen- 
ate or  of  any  branch  of  our  Govern- 
ment, assuming  it  is  done  in  good  faith? 
Does  a  Senator  have  a  lesser  right  than 
a  citizen?  It  is  obvious,  Mr.  President, 
that  all  the  privileges  given  to  a  Senator, 
such  as  freedom  from  arrest  in  certain 
circumstances,  the  right  to  be  free  from 
harassment  during  debate,  the  right  to 
be  free  from  questions  concerning  a 
statement  made  during  debate,  are  not 
the  privileges  of  Senators,  but,  Mr. 
President,  they  are  the  privileges  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  given  simply 
to  permit  their  chosen  representatives  to 
exercise,  fully  and  imimi^ed,  the  legis- 
lative function  of  the  legislative  branch 
of  the  Federal  Government. 

Judge  Cooley  further  pointed  out : 

When  It  la  among  the  fundamental  prin- 
ciples of  the  Goverrmient  that  the  people 
frame  their  own  constitution,  and  that  in 
doing  so  they  reserve  to  themselves  the  power 
to  amend  it  from  time  to  time,  as  the  public 
sentiment  may  change,  it  Is  difficult  to  con- 
ceive of  any  sound  principle  on  whlrh  prose- 
cutions for  libels  on  tbe  system  of  govern- 
ment can  be  baaed,  except  when  they  are 
made  in  furtherance  of  conspiracy  with  the 
evident  Intent  and  purpose  to  excite  rebellion 
and  civil  war.  It  is  very  easy  to  lay  down 
a  rule  for  the  discussion  of  constitutional 

questions:  that  they  are  privileged,  if  con- 
ducted 'Wltb  calmness  and  temperance,  and 
that  they  are  not  Indictable  unless  they  go 
beyond  the  bounds  of  fair  discussion.  But 
what  Is  calmness  and  temperance,  and  what 
is  fair  in  the  discussion  of  supposed  evils 
in  the  government?     And  if  something  is  to 


be  allowed  "for  a  little  feeling  in  ments 
minds."  how  great  shall  be  the  allowancer 
The  heat  of  the  discussion  will  generally  be 
in  proportion  to  the  magnitude  of  the  evU  as 
it  appears  to  the  party  discussing  it:  must 
the  question  whether  he  has  exceeded  due 
bounds  or  not  be  tried  by  Judge  and  Jury, 
who  may  sit  under  different  circumstances 
from  those  under  which  he  has  spoken,  or 
at  least  after  the  heat  of  the  occasion  has 
passed  away,  and  who.  feeUng  none  of  the 
excitement  themselves,  may  think  it  un- 
reasonable that  anyone  else  should  ever  have 
felt  it?  The  dangerous  character  of  such 
prosecutions  would  be  the  more  glaring  if 
aimed  at  those  classes  who,  not  being  ad- 
mitted to  a  share  In  the  government,  at- 
tacked the  constitution  In  the  point  which 
excluded  them.  Sharp  criticism,  ridicule, 
and  the  exhibition  of  such  feeling  as  a  sense 
of  injustice  engenders,  are  to  be  expected 
from  any  discussion  In  these  cases:  but  when 
the  very  classes  who  have  established  the 
exclusion  as  proper  and  reasonable  are  to 
try  as  Judges  and  jurors  the  assaults  made 
upon  it,  they  will  be  very  likely  to  enter 
upon  the  examination  with  a  preconceived 
notion  that  such  assaults  upon  their  reason- 
able regulations  must  necessarily  be  un- 
reasonable. If  any  such  principle  of  repres- 
sion should  ever  be  recognized  in  the  com- 
mon law  of  America,  it  might  reasonably  be 
anticipated  that  in  times  of  high  party  ex- 
citement it  would  lead  to  prosecutions  by 
the  party  In  power,  to  bolster  up  wrongs  and 
sustain  abuses  and  oppressions  by  crushing 
adverse  criticism  and  discussion.  The  evil, 
indeed,  could  not  be  of  long  continuance; 
for.  judging  from  experience,  the  reaction 
would  be  speedy,  thorough,  and  effectual; 
but  It  would  be  no  less  a  serious  evil  while  it 
lasted.  The  direct  tendency  of  which  would 
be  to  excite  discontent  and  to  breed  a  re- 
bellious spirit.  Repression  of  fuU  and  free 
discussion  is  dangerous  in  any  government 
resting  upon  the  will  of  the  people.  The 
people  cannot  fall  to  believe  that  they  are 
deprived  of  rights,  and  will  be  certain  to  be- 
come discontented,  when  tlieir  dlacussion 
of  public  measvires  is  soiight  to  be  circum- 
scribed by  the  Judgment  of  others  upon  their 
temperance  or  fairness.  They  must  be  left  at 
liberty  to  speak  with  the  freedom  whlcli  the 
magnitude  of  the  supposed  wrongs  appears 
in  their  minds  to  demand:  and  If  they  exceed 
all  the  proper  bounds  of  moderation,  the  con- 
solation must  l)e.  that  the  evil  llkeiy  to 
spring  from  the  violent  discussion  will  prob- 
ably be  less,  and  its  correction  hjt  public 
sentiment  more  speedy,  than  If  ^e  terrors 
of  the  law  were  brought  to  bear  to  prevent 
the  discussion.  (Cooley,  Constitutional 
Limitations,  vol.  n.  8th  ed.,  pp.  BOO-001.) 

Are  we,  therefore,  by  censure,  to  limit 
the  right  of  the  Senate  to  a  greater  de- 
gree than  it  can  be  constitutionally 
limited  in  respect  to  a  private  citizen,  in 
those  instances  where  the  conduct  of  a 
Senator  does  not  impede  the  legislative 
functions  of  this  body?  We  therefore 
should  not  extend  the  rule  beyond  that 
which  is  now  provided  by  Senate  Rule 
XIX. 

It  might  be  said  that  the  right  to  pun- 
ish or  expel  Members  is  a  right  given  to 
the  Senate  without  limitation.  Judge 
Cooley  said: 

Each  House  has  also  the  power  to  punish 
Members  for  disorderly  l)ehavlor.  and  other 
contempts  of  its  authority,  as  weU  as  to 
expel  a  Member  for  any  cause  which  seems 
to  the  body  to  render  It  unfit  that  he  oon-^ 
tlnue  to  occupy  one  of  its  seats.  Xbis  power' 
Is  generally  enumerated  In  tbe  Constitution 
among  those  which  the  two  Houses  may 
exercise,  but  it  need  not  be  specified  in  that 
instrument,  since  it  would  exist  whether  ex- 
pressly conferred  or  not.     It  is  "a  necessary 
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and  incidental  power,  to  enable  the  House 
to  perform  its  high  functions,  and  is  neces- 
sary to  the  safety  of  the  State.  It  is  a  power 
of  protection.  A  Member  may  be  physically, 
mentally,  or  morally  wholly  unfit;  he  may  be 
affected  with  a  contagious  disease,  or  insane, 
or  noisy,  violent,  and  disorderly,  or  in  the 
habit  of  using  profane,  obscene,  and  abusive 
language."  And,  "independently  of  parlia- 
mentary customs  and  usages,  our  legislative 
Houses  have  the  power  to  protect  themselves 
by  the  punishment  and  expulsion  of  a  Mem- 
ber"; and  the  courts  cannot  inquire  into 
the  Justice  of  the  decision,  or  even  so  much 
as  examine  the  proceedings  to  see  whether 
or  not  the  proper  opportunity  for  defense 
was  furnished.  (Constitutional  Limitations. 
8th  Ed.,  p.  271.) 

It  therefore  devolves  upon  us,  who  are 
acting  in  efifect.  as  Supreme  Court  judges 
under  the  Constitution  in  determining 
these  issues,  to  malce  certain  that  we 
apply  not  legislative  tyranny,  but  the 
rule  of  constitutional  law,  as  implied 
from  the  very  taking  of  our  oaths  as 
Members  of  this  body.  The  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Bricker]  pointed  this  out  in  his  address 
to  the  Senate  a  few  days  ago.  Are  we  to 
substitute  legislative  tyranny  for  the  rule 
of  law? 

We  must,  under  our  oaths  of  office, 
govern  our  conduct  in  this  legislative 
trial  by  the  rule  of  law;  otherwise  we 
can  defeat  the  will  of  the  people  and 
exceed  our  powers  under  the  Constitu- 
tion. Our  power  is  legislative.  Any 
power  to  punish  must  be  by  limitation,  a 
power  limited  to  preserving  the  Senate's 
right  to  legislate,  and  no  other. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  compelled  to  call  the  Senatorl^ 
attention  to  the  fact  that  his  time  has 
expired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
such  additional  time  as  he  may  desire. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Nevada  may  proceed. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  unless 
we  exercised  our  judicial  discretion  in 
the  light  of  our  oaths,  it  could  be  con- 
tended that  we  could  defeat  the  right 
of  the  people  to  elect  Senators,  as  pro- 
vided for  by  the  17th  amendment  Vb  the 
Constitution,  by  refusing  to  seat  or  by 
expelling  new  Members  simply  because 
they  did  not  represent  the  then  majority 
party  in  this  body. 

A  mere  reading  of  article  1,  section  5, 
of  the  Constitution,  without  considering 
the  other  provisions  of  the  Constitution, 
might  lead  to  the  conclusions  as  before 
indicated.  But  were  we  to  do  so.  we 
would  have  violated  our  oath  to  uphold 
and  defend  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States.  We  thus,  in  every  aspect 
of  our  delegated  power,  apply  the  rule 
of  law  in  our  exercise  of  our  power  under 
the  Federal  Constitution. 

But  since  the  right  to  censure,  to  pun- 
ish for  contempt,  must  relate,  as  does 
the  power  to  expel,  to  the  preservation 
of  the  legislative  function,  hence  article 
1,  section  5,  of  the  Constitution  provides: 

Each  House  may  determine  the  rules  of  its 
proceedings,  punish  its  Members  for  disor- 
derly behavior  and,  with  the  concurrence  of 
two-thirds,  expel  a  Member. 

This  merely  codified  the  common-law 
rule  of  parliamentary  bodies,  that  of 
self-protection  in  exercising  the  legis- 


lative function.  The  difference,  how- 
ever. Is  that  the  English  legislative  body 
had  both  legislative  and  judicial  power. 

The  relegation  to  the  Senate  of  power 
to  censure  or  punish  for  contempt  not 
related  to  the  preservation  of  the  cur- 
rent session  of  the  Senate  in  the  exercise 
of  its  legislative  function  or  power  is 
unconstitutional. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  have  been 
listening  to  the  Senator's  address,  par- 
ticularly with  relation  to  the  Senate  car- 
rying over  from  one  session  to  another. 
Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada  interpret 
the  Constitution  to  mean  that  while  the 
Senate  is  a  continuing  body,  its  rights 
over  the  conduct  of  its  Members  in  one 
Congress  do  not  carry  over  into  another 
Congress? 

Mr.  BROWN.  In  answering  that 
point,  we  come  back  to  the  case  of 
Marshall  against  Gordon.  It  occurs  to 
me  that  that  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  as  written 
by  Justice  White,  indicates  specifically 
that,  regardless  of  the  argument,  or  I 
should  say  assumption,  of  the  select 
committee,  that  the  Senate,  in  contra- 
distinction to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, is  a  continuing  body,  nowhere  in 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  is 
there  given  expressly  the  power  to  pun- 
ish its  Members  for  contempt  or  to  cen- 
sure them,  save  and  except  as  it  is  spe- 
cifically enumerated  in  article  I,  section 
5,  of  the  Constitution,  or  where  it  is  im- 
plied as  an  essential  part  of  the  parlia- 
mentary common  law,  to  enable  the 
Senate  to  preserve  its  legislative  func- 
tion. 

In  other  words,  regardless  of  whether 
the  Senate  be  a  continuing  body  or,  not, 
under  Marshall  against  Gordon  the  im- 
plied power  of  a  legislative  body  can 
extend  only  to  those  instances  of  punish- 
ment, except  in  the  case  of  expulsion. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield,  to 
permit  me  to  ask  one  more  question? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Does  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  dispute  the  fact  that 
the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body?  Does 
he  agree  that  the  Senate  is  a  continu- 
ing body,  but  that  its  acts  cannot  carry 
over  from  one  Congress  to  another?  Or 
does  the  Senator  contend  that  the  Sen- 
ate is, not  a  continuing  body?  | 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  is  a  continuing  body  in  certain 
senses;  for  other  purposes,  it  is  not. 
But,  if  I  may  so  suggest  in  answer  to 
the  Senator's  question,  it  is  totally  im- 
material to  this  argument  whether  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  be  a  con- 
tinuing body,  or  otherwise,  for  this  rea- 
son: There  is  no  proof  of  any  conduct 
enumerated  in  Senate  Resolution  301 
which,  if  permitted  to  be  censured  at  this 
late  date,  could  in  any  wise  relate  to  the 
preservation  of  the  legislative  function 
in  the  83d  or  any  subsequent  Congress. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  assume  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  is  familiar  with  the  book 


which  I  used  in  my  remarks  in  the  Sen- 
ate a  few  days  ago,  written  by  James 
M.  Beck,  a  doctor  of  laws,  a  former  Sohc- 
itor  General  of  the  United  States,  and 
also  the  author  of  a  book,  entitled  "The 
Constitution  of  the  United  States." 
Does  the  Senator  agree  with  Dr.  Beck 
when  he  writes,  on  page  50  of  the  book 
entitled  "The  Vanishing  Rights  of  the 
States."  to  this  effect: 

In  my  Judgment,  the  power  of  fexpulslon 
refers  to  some  act  of  a  Senator  during  his 
membership  of  the  Senate,  and  the  act  must 
have  some  reference  to  the  discipline  of  the 

Senate. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada  agree 
with  that? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  certainly  do. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  At  the  bottom  of 
paKe  50  of  the  book.  The  Vanishing 
Rights  of  the  States — and  I  might 
digress  to  say  that  the  great  State  of 
Nevada  is  one  of  the  great  States  which 
believes  in  States  rights — Dr.  Beck  fur- 
ther states: 

It  is,  however,  equally  clear,  that  the  act 
which  would  Justify  his  expulsion,  must 
have  taken  place  since  his  election.  What 
he  did  prior  to  his  election  and  quAliflcatlon 
has  been  passed  upon  by  the  people  of  his 
State.  In  a  political  sense.  It  is  res  adju- 
dicata.  A  candidate  for  the  Senate  might 
have  been  guilty  of  embezzlement  before  his 
election,  but  the  right  of  the  people  of  that 
State  to  send  an  embezzler  to  the  Senate. 
if  it  sees  fit.  is  clear.  Such  decision  is  the 
sole  right  of  the  State. 

Does  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Nevada  agree  with  that  statement? 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  certainly  do  agree 
with  that  .statement. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  At  the  middle  of  page 
51  of  the  book.  The  Vanishing  Rights 
of  the  States.  Dr.  Beck  has  this  to  say: 

To  permit  the  Senate  to  expel  a  Senator 
on  the  ground  that,  before  his  election,  he 
had  either  been  a  fool  or  a  knave,  would 
revolutionize  our  theory  of  constitutional 
government.  All  this  had  been  passed  upon 
before  the  Constitution  was  framed  In  the 
great  John  Wilkes  controversy. 

Does  the  Senator  agree  with  that  con- 
clusion? 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  I  agree 
With  that  conclusion. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Now  inviting  my  dis- 
tinguished colleagues  attention  to  page 
54  of  the  book,  I  ask  him  if  he  is  familiar 
with  and  agrees  with,  the  quotation  con- 
tained therein,  as  follows: 

The  author  has  thus  quoted  every  perti- 
nent provision  of  the  Constitution.  Read- 
ing them  together,  it  seems  too  clear  for 
argument,  that  each  State  has  the  right  to 
select  from  its  people  any  representative  In 
the  Senate  that  it  sees  fit.  Irrespective  of  his 
intellectual  or  moral  qualifications,  and  that 
the  only  limitations  upon  such  choice  are. 
that  he  shall  be  30  years  of  age,  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States  for  at  least  9  years,  an 
inhabitant  of  the  State,  and  that  he  shall 
not  hold  any  office  under  the  United  States, 
and  that  he  shall  not  have  engaged  in  Insur- 
rection or  rebellion  against  th«  United 
states,  or  given  aid  or  comfort  to  the  enemies 
thereof,    unless    In    \t\e    latter    contingency, 
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the  Congress,  by  a  vote  of  two-thirds,  shall 
remove  such  dlsabUity. 

Does  the  Senator  agree  with  that 
statement? 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  I  agree 
with  that  statement  as  a  definite  state- 
ment of  what  the  law  is.  However,  we 
know  that  there  may  be  instances  of  a 
person  elected  by  the  t>cople  being  so 
morally  unfit,  or  so  ill.  or  so  insane,  as 
to  jeopardize  the  leg;lslative  function  of 
ihe  Senate,  which  might  possibly,  after 
his  being  seated,  but  not  before,  indicate 
the  necessity  for  expulsion. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  should  not  think 
that  a  censure  resolution  would  be 
adopted  as  to  an  insane  man  or  as  to  one 
.suffering  from  a  similar  disabihty. 
Such  a  situation  would  come  under 
article  I,  section  5.  of  the  Constitution, 
which  permits  expulsion  from  the  Sen- 
ate by  a  two-thirds  vote. 

If  the  Senator  will  yield  further,  I 
.should  like  to  invite  his  attention  to 
page  54  of  the  learned  discourse  on  con- 
.■-titutional  law,  as  it  relates  to  the  prob- 
km  before  this  quasi-judicial  body  to- 
day. I  ask  the  Senator  if  he  agrees  with 
the  following  quotation  from  Dr.  Beck: 

The  people  of  the  United  States  may  Justl- 
f.  tbly  think  that  the  State  has  sent  to  Con- 
pres.s  an  unfit  man.  who  could  add  nothing 
to  it-s  deliberations,  and  whose  influence  may 
well  be  pernicious.  Nonetheless,  the  State 
ha.>:  the  right  to  send  him.  It  is  its  sole 
concern,  and  to  nullify  its  choice  is  to  de- 
stroy the  basic  right  of  a  sovereign  State,  and 
:i mounts  to  a  revolution. 

Docs  the  Senator  from  Nevada  agree 
w.'.h  Dr.  Beck  upon  that  fundamental 
con^-titutional  question? 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  my  an- 
.swer  is  "Yes."' 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  the  Senator  wiU 
yield  further,  Mr.  President,  I  should 
li.ke  to  ask  him  one  more  question.  At 
the  top  of  page  55  appears  the  following: 

Tile  State  may  send  a  representative  to 
the  Senate  who  has  the  intellectual  ability 
of  \Veb.5ter  and  the  unimpeachable  morality 
of  George  Washington,  but  he  may  be  a 
member  of  a  political  party  which,  at  the 
time  is  in  a  minority.  If  the  Senate  rejects 
.such  a  man  It  Is  poaslble  that  the  plain 
usurpation  of  the  power  of  the  State  can- 
not be  questioned  in  any  judicial  proceeding. 
The  sole  remedy  may  be.  as  In  the  case  of 
John  Wilkes.  In  an  appeal  to  the  people, 
but  while  the  victim  might  represent  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  his  State,  his  party's 
representation  In  the  Senate  might  well  be 
only  a  minority,  and  thus,  the  right  of  one 
State  to  select  its  own  representative  could 
be  nullified  as  long  as  a  majority  of  the 
Senate,  composed  of  the  representatives  of 
ether  States,  saw  fit  to  refuse  his  credentials, 
or  .IS  long  as  two-thirds  of  the  Senate  saw 
fit  to  expel  him. 

If  such  a  pKJwer  exists,  then  the  greatest  of 
all  States'  rights  has  become  little  more 
tiian  a  'scrap  of  paper." 

Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada  ^gyee 
with  that  conclusion?  I 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President.  r|sub- 
scribe  to  that  conclusion.  * 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  having  yielded  to  me. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
penator  from  Nevada  srield  to  me? 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota. 


Mr.  CASE.  If  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada and  the  Senate  will  indulge  me, 
before  I  address  a  question  or  two  to 
the  Senator  from  Nevada.  I  should  like 
to  say  that  I  think  the  debate  has  been 
immeasurably  enriched  by  the  scholarly 
approach  to  the  question  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Nevada.  I  may  further 
say  that  the  speech  which  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  is  making  must  impress  all 
who  have  heard  it  with  the  feeling  that 
we  can  only  regret  that  the  5er\-ices  of 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  will  be  avail- 
able to  the  Senate  for  such  a  short  time. 
He  is  making  a  scholarly  and  able  con- 
tribution to  the  question  now  before  the 
Senate. 

I  should  like  to  point  out  a  few  facts 
by  way  of  questions  in  order  that  we 
may  have  the  Senators  comments 
thereon.  First,  with  respect  to  the  in- 
terropations  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho, 
the  Senator  from  Nevada,  of  course, 
realizes  that  the  quotations  recently 
cited  related  to  expulsions,  and  that  the 
issue  before  the  Senate  relates  to  cen- 
suie  and  not  expulsion.  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Nevada  if  he 
has  given  consideration  to  the  para- 
graphs which  appear  at  page  30  of  the 
committee  report,  in  which  it  is  stated: 

The  reelection  of  Senator  McC.^btht  in 
195'2  did  not  settle  these  matters. 

For  the  sake  of  brevity,  I  skip  the  first 
paragraph  which  follows  and  read  the 
next  one: 

Some  of  the  questions,  notably  the  use  for 
private  purposes  of  funds  contributed  for 
fighting  communism,  were  not  raised  until 
after  the  election.  The  people  of  Wisconsin 
could  pass  only  ufvon  what  was  known  to 
them. 

That  is  the  fiist  statement  in  the  re- 
port to  which  I  desired  to  invite  atten- 
tion. The  second  one  is  in  the  follow- 
ing paragraph: 

Nor  do  we  believe  that  the  reelection  of 
Senator  BiIcCartht  by  the  people  of  Wis- 
consin In  the  fall  of  1952  pardons  his  con- 
duct toward  the  Sut>committec  on  Privileges 
and  Elections.  The  charge  Is  that  Senator 
McCartht  was  guilty  of  contempt  of  the 
Senate  or  a  senatorial  committee.  Neces- 
sarily, this  Is  a  matter  for  the  Senate,  and 
the  Senate  alone.  The  people  of  Wisconsin 
can  only  pass  upon  issues  before  them;  they 
cannot  forgive  an  attack  by  a  Senator  upon 
the  Integrity  of  the  Senate's  processes  and 
its  committees.  That  is  the  business  of  the 
Senate. 

Did  the  Senator  from  Nevada  note 
that  paragraph ;  and  if  so,  what  would  be 
his  conmaent? 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  did  note  the  para- 
graph, but  I  might  point  out  in  that  con- 
nection that  the  implied  power  given  to 
this  txxly  to  censure,  which  is  found  in 
article  I.  section  5.  of  the  Constitution, 
can  be  used  only  to  punish  in  instances 
where  it  would  be  necessary  to  preserve 
the  legislative  function,  as  set  forth  in 
Marshall  against  Gordon. 

It  would  apr>ear  that  the  matter 
brought  to  our  attention  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota,  as  contained  in  the 
report  of  the  select  committee,  on  page 
30,  misconceives  the  purpose  of  censure 
or  punishment  in  its  relation  to  the  pres- 
ervation of  the  legislative  function  by 


substituting  therefor  a  criterion  which 
must  be  expressed  by  the  language  itself 
in  the  last  sentence  of  paragraph  13  on 
that  page: 

The  people  cA  Wisconsin  can  only  p«sa 
upon  issues  before  them;  they  cannot  for- 
give an  attack  by  a  Senator  upon  tbe  integ- 
rity of  the  Senates  processes  and  it«  com- 
mittees.     That  is  the  business  of  the  Senate. 

Mr  President,  in  answer,  let  me  sug- 
gest one  other  concept :  Throughout  the  j. 
report  of  the  select  committee,  I  be- 
lieve that  the  committee,  being  abso- 
lutely fair,  and  its  integrity  being  beyond 
question,  carefully  considered  the  brief 
of  Mr.  Williams,  as  well  as  the  advice 
and  memorandtmi  of  the  select  commit- 
tee s  own  staff.  But  I  believe  it  was  as- 
sumed that  an  attack  in  the  form  of  a 
vigorous  denunciation  of  a  Member  of 
the  Senate  or  a  Senate  committee  is 
synonymous  with  an  attack  upon  the 
legislative  process,  and  therefore  must  be 
censured  or  denoimced  in  the  interest  of 
preservation  of  the  legislative  process. 

Inasmuch  as  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  may  have  made  a  written  or 
oral  attack  upon  the  subcommittee  or 
upon  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  it  would 
seem  from  the  debate,  as  it  has  developed 
thus  far,  that  the  burden  of  the  Select 
committee  or  of  the  proponents  of  cen- 
sure is  to  demonstrate  that  what  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  alleged 
to  have  done  did  impede — and  in  that 
respect  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota— the  processes  of  the  Sen- 
ate as  a  whole,  acting  by  and  through 
its  committee  machinery. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  that*  I  ap- 
preciate very  much  that  throughout  his 
argument  he  has  recognized  that  the 
conduct  complained  of,  whether  it  be 
physical  conduct  or  derogatory  language, 
must  imE>ede  the  legislative  processes  of 
the  Senate  in  order  to  constitute  a  soimd 
basis  for  censure.  All  through  the  de- 
bate I  have  tried  to  make  clear  that  it 
seemed  to  me  that  the  critical  question 
for  us  to  consider  was  the  one  pro- 
pounded by  counsel  for  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy, namely — and  this  is  the  test — 
"Did  the  conduct  obstruct  or  imp>ede  the 
legislative  process?" 

We  are,  as  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
has  so  well  pointed  out,  dealing  with  a 
problem  where  we  have  no  fixed,  written 
rule  or  standard  by  which  to  measure 
senatorial  conduct  We  must  rely  upon 
the  inherent  right  of  self-preservation 
carried  in  the  constitutional  power  of 
either  House  of  Congress  to  make  its 
rules  and  to  punish  Members  for  disor- 
derly conduct. 

What  is  disorderly  conduct?  Person- 
ally. I  believe  a  reliable  guide  can  be 
found  by  asking  three  questions: 

Did  the  conduct  or  the  derogatory 
language  obstruct  or  tend  to  obstruct 
the  legislative  process? 

Did  it  corrupt  or  tend  to  corrupt  the 
legislative  process? 

Did  it  destroy  or  tend  to  destroy  the 
legislative  process? 

And,  if  we  carry  the  question  through 
to  other  phases,  we  could  ask,  Does  the 
conduct  of  the  Senator  in  question,  rep- 
resenting the  Senate,  tend  to  destroy  the 
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proper  relationships  between  the  execu- 
tive and  legislative  branches  or  between 
the  legislative  and  judicial  branches  of 
the  Federal  Government? 
,  But  in  this  case  we  are  dealing  with 
conduct  with  respect  to  a  senatorial 
committee.  So  the  question  here  is.  Did 
the  failure  of  Senator  McCarthv  to  ap- 
pear before  the  Oillette-Hennings  sub- 
committee and  did  his  derogatory  lan- 
guage impede  the  subcconmittee's  per- 
formance of  its  function? 

I  have  before  me  part  n  of  the  hear- 
ings, and  I  now  Invite  attention  to  page 
45  of  the  appendix,  which  reproduces 
the  report  of  the  Gillette-Hennings  sub- 
committee. Without  taking  time  to  read 
all  the  several  questions  to  be  found  at 
that  point,  I  invite  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  to  the  last  sen- 
tence in  the  center  of  page  45,  just  be- 
fore the  heading  "Conclusions  and  Rec- 
ommendations." There  we  find  the  fol- 
lowing sentence: 

Only  Senator  McCarthy  or  Mr.  Klermas 
can  supply  the  answers. 

Then  we  find  that  the  next  section  is 
headed  "Conclusions  and  Recommenda- 
tions," and  begins  with  the  following 
paragraph : 

The  subcommittee  itself  Is  not  making  any 
recommendations  In  this  matter.  The  rec- 
ord should  speak  for  Itself.  The  i^ue  raised 
is  one  for  the  entire  Senate. 

That  report  was  submitted  to  the  Sen- 
ate with  the  opening  of  the  83d  Congress. 
The  subcommittee  had  no  opportunity 
to  present  the  report  to  the  82d  Congress, 
and  it  was  submitted  on  the  eve  of  the 
opening  of  the  83d  Congress.  The  sub- 
committee said  it  could  not  obtain  the 
answers,  and  said  that  only  Senator 
McCarthy  or  his  assistant  could  supply 
the  answers. 

I  may  say  there  are  several  other  in- 
stances along  that  line. 

So  I  wish  to  repeat  and  emphasize 
the  first  sentence  of  the  subcommittee's 
"Conclusions  and  Recommendations,"  as 
follows : 

The  subcommittee  itself  Is  not  making  any 
recommendations  in  this  matter.  The  rec- 
ord should  speak  for  itself.  The  issue  raised 
is  one  for  the  entire  Senate. 
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Pother  words,  the  Hennings  subcom- 
miflee  found  itself  unable  to  m&ke  rec- 
ommendations, because  it  could  not  ob- 
tain the  answers.  That  is  the  position 
which  I  felt  the  subcommittee  expressed, 
and  I  think  that  is  what  impressed  the 
select  committee,  namely,  that  the  net 
effect  of  the  repeated  failure  of  Senator 
McCarthy  to  appear  before  the  subcom- 
mittee— and  I  have  readily  accepted  the 
idea  that  there  was  not  a  legal  contempt 
in  that  instance;  there  was  no  due  notice 
to  him,  or  time  for  him  to  appear,  and  so 
forth;  and  I  so  stated  some  time  ago — 
the  net  effect  of  Senator  McCarthy's 
repeated  failure  to  appear  before  the 
subcommittee  by  a  given  date,  coupled 
with  his  denimciation  of  the  Gillette- 
Hennings  subcommittee,  constituted,  fi- 
nally, a  situation  in  which  the  subcom- 
mittee found  itself  powerless  to  resolve 
the  question  which  had  been  referred  to 
It,  and  to  which  its  jurisdiction  had  been 
affirmed  by  the  Senate  as  a  whole  by  the 
vote  of  60  to  0. 


So  the  Gillette-Hennings  subcommit- 
tee found  itself  unable  to  obtain  the  an- 
swers ;  and  thus  the  subcommittee  stated 
in  the  Conclusions  and  Recommenda- 
tions: 

The  subcommittee  Itself  is  not  making  any 
recommendations  In  this  matter.  The  rec- 
ord should  speak  for  itself.  The  issue  raised 
is  one  for  the  entire  Senate. 


So  the  subcommittee  presented  its  re- 
port on  the  eve  of  the  opening  of  the 
83d  Congress.  Thus,  as  a  practical  mat- 
ter, the  only  opportunity  the  Senate  has 
had  to  consider  the  report  or  to  consider 
the  failure  of  the  subcommittee  to  resolve 
the  issues  before  was  in  the  83d  Con- 
gress, with  the  Senate  being  a  continuing 
body. 

What  would  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
say  with  respect  to  the  Hennings  sub- 
committee: Was  the  subcommittee  able 
to  function;  or  did  the  conduct  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  impede  or  ob- 
struct the  functioning  of  the  subcom- 
mittee, under  the  responsibilities  as- 
signed to  it  in  1952? 

Mr.  BROWN.  First.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  ask  a  question  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Dakota,  before  I  en- 
deavor to  answer  his  question:  Is  the 
Gillette  subcommittee  still  in  being? 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  is  still  in  being ; 
and  the  personnel  which  constituted  the 
Gillette  subcommittee,  or  perhaps  I 
should  say  the  Hennings  subcommittee, 
because  Senator  Hennings  was  chair- 
man of  it  at  the  time  when  the  report 
was  submitted,  continued  over  to  the  83d 
Congress.  Rule  XXV  of  the  Senate  pro- 
vides that  each  standing  committee 
shall  continue  and  have  the  power  to  act 
until  their  successors  are  appointed. 
Even  so,  the  issue  involved  in  the  ques- 
tion the  Senator  raises  bothered  me 
somewhat  during  our  hearings.  So  I 
tried  to  find  whether  the  subcommittee 
actually  functioned  after  the  83d  Con- 
gress opened.  We  were  told  it  did  func- 
tion in  various  ways  after  the  election  of 
1952.  Its  parent  committee  proceeded  to 
function  after  the  opening  of  the  83d 
Congress  until  successor  members  were 
named.  Pursuing  this  point  one  very 
salient  fact  was  developed  under  ques- 
tioning by  the  Senator  from  Utah  I  Mr. 
Watkins]  .  It  was  that  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  HaydenI,  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration in  the  82d  Congress,  continued 
to  serve  as  chairman  of  that  committee 
during  the  early  days  and  preliminary  or- 
ganization of  the  83d  Congress;  and  at 
the  end  of  January  1953 — during  the  first 
month  of  the  83d  Congress — he  signed 
the  payroll  for  the  employees  of  that 
committee.  So  the  committee  had  con- 
tinued in  being,  and  was  recogniaed  by 
the  disbursing  of  funds  for  services  in 
January  on  vouchers  approved  by  the  old 
committee  at  the  end  of  January  1953. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
answer  in  the  following  manner  the  ques- 
tion propounded  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Dakota:  Those  mat- 
ters were  considered  in  connection  with 
the  preparation  of  my  argument  in  this 
debate.  However,  there  are  two  out- 
standing considerations  which  impress 
me  tremendously  in  respect  to  the  mat- 


ters to  which  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  has  referred.  The 
first  is  that  the  Hennings-GiUette  sub- 
committee itself  at  no  time  sought  any 
further  assistance,  either  by  way  of  dis- 
cipline or  by  way  of  cooperation,  from 
the  Senate  as  a  whole.  ^ 

A  further  outstanding  fa(t,  which 
would  appear  to  be  most  relevant  to  the 

ultimate  issue,  is  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wiscon.sin  was  p>ermitted  to  be 
seated  in  the  83d  Congress  without 
objection. 

Mr.  CASE.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  that  I  think  both  those 
points  are  points  which  are  entitled  to 
consideration.  However,  it  Should  be 
pointed  out  that  at  the  time  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  seated  at 
the  opening  of  the  83d  Congress,  the 
question  was  raised  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  seating  should  be  without  prejudice 
with  respect  to  two  other  Members, 
tiie  Senator  from  North  Dakota  I  Mr. 
Lancer  1  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  (Mr.  Chavez  1.  as  I  recall.  At 
least,  the  question  was  raised. 

The  late  very  much  beloved  and  re- 
spected Senator  Taft,  who  was  then  ma- 
jority leader,  took  the  position  that  the 
Senators  referred  to  could  be  seated;  but 
whether  or  not  it  was  stipulated  to  be 
without  prejudice,  the  seating  would  not 
constitute  a  bar  against  any  proceeding 
which  might  subsequently  be  Instituted. 
Whether  or  not  the  decision  with  respect 
to  the  two  Senators  whose  names  were 
bi'ought  up  at  the  time  had  any  bearing 
upon  the  attitude  of  the  members  of  the 
Hennings  subcommitee,  I  do  not  know; 
but  I  a.ssumed  at  the  time  that  the  prin- 
ciple was  applicable  to  Senators  gener- 
ally, and  that  if  there  was  anything 
pending  the  door  would  not  be  closed 
by  their  having  been  seated. 

Mr.  BROWN.    Certainly  we  must  agree 
that  apparently  the  precedent  has  been 
that  the  seating  of  a  Senator  after  elec- 
tion does  not  close  the  door  to  further 
inquiry,  which  might  result  in  expulsion 
or  other  punishment.    But  let  me  suggest 
that  there  is  no  connection  between  the 
censure  resolution  and  the  impeding  of 
the  legislative  functions  of   this  body. 
The   implementation   in   this   case    has 
come  from  other  sources.    I  am  thinking 
of  the  initiation  of  the  Benton  resolution, 
and  the  initiation  oi  the  bill  of  particu- 
lars by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon    (Mr.    Morse]    and    the   distin- 
guished   Senator   from    Arkansas    (Mr. 
FniLBRicHTl.     Unless  the  conduct  com- 
plained   of    can    properly    be    tied    up 
with   an   immediate,   definite,   provoca- 
tive   type    of    conduct    which,    if    not 
censured     or    punished,     would     inter- 
fere   with    or    impede    our    legislative 
function,  it  would  seem  that  we  have  es- 
tablished a  new  rule,  under  which  we 
assume  something  which  never  existed— 
a  rule  which,  at  any  time  charges  might 
be  pending  against  a  Senator  before  any 
committee,   would   require  him  to  seek 
out  evidence  and  volunteer  to  disprove 
the  charges,  regardless  of  how  irrespon- 
sible they  might  be.  or  whether  or  not 
they  were  made  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
feating his  particular  function  of  acting 
in  the  Senate  as  an  effective  representa- 
tive of  the  people  of  his  State. 
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Mr.  CASK.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  Let  me  say  to  the  distin- 
truished  Senator  from  Nevada  that  I 
think  he  has  again  placed  his  finger  upon 
a  very  important  point.  If  charges  could 
be  capriciously  raised  against  a  Senator 
in  order  to  impede  him  in  his  conduct 
as  a  Senator,  or  tvS  chairman  of  a  Senate 
committee,  it  would  be  an  unfortunate 
day  for  the  Senate. 

I  recognize  also  that  there  is  some 
force  in  the  suggestion  that  the  Senate 
slept  on  its  rights,  so  to  speak,  in  not 
acting  earlier  in  this  matter.  I  do  not 
attempt  to  justiiy  that  lack  of  action. 
I  had  nothing  to  do  with  bringing  up 
the  question  or  initiating  the  charges. 
Senators  who  sponsored  the  resolution 
or  amendments  to  it  did  so  on  their  own 
lesponsibility.  So  far  as  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  was  concerned,  h^ 
was  busy  with  otlier  matters,  and  he  di^ 
not  feel  any  respc'nsibility  on  his  pwirt     ' 

However,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
when  the  Hennings  subcommittee  made 
Its  report,  it  specifically  stated  "The  issue 
J  aised  is  one  for  the  entire  Senate." 

The  Senate  die  not  take  up  the  is.sue 
immediately.  It  was  taken  up  only  as  a 
result  of  the  initiative  of  the  Senators  to 
whom  the  Senator  from  Nevada  has  re- 
ferred. Nevertheless,  the  issue  did  come 
before  us.  Some  of  us.  who  were  per- 
fectly willing,  apparently,  to  be  indiffer- 
ent to  the  situation,  and  who  were  busy 
with  other  things  and  were  not  identi- 
fied with  the  matter,  were,  for  that  rea- 
son, assigned  the  task  of  serving  on  the 
select  committee  The  next  time  any- 
thing like  this  arises,  perhaps  Members 
of  the  Senate  will  take  notice  and  see 
that  they  make  :iome  expression  which 
would  disqualify  them  from  service  on 
a  select  committee. 

Be  that  as  it  may.  the  Issue  was  raised 
for  the  Senate  a.s  a  whole,  according  to 
the  statement  in  the  Hennings  subcom- 
mittee report  which  I  have  cited.  So. 
although  there  w;is  delay,  althougii  there 
v.as  not  a  clear  case  of  legal  contempt 
lecause  of  the  lack  of  adequate  notice, 
time  to  appear,  and  so  forth,  it  did  ap- 
pear to  the  members  of  the  select  com- 
mittee that  there  was  an  impeding  of  the 
legislative  process,  and  that  the  Hen- 
nings sulKommit:ee  was  not  able  to  func- 
tion, which  fact  it  reported  to  the  Senate. 
Finally  the  issue  was  presented  in  Senate 
Resolution  301. 

Mr  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  First  of  all.  if  the  Sen- 
ator will  permit  it.  I  should  very 
much  like,  as  the  neightxjr  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Nevada,  to  pay 
m.v  respects  to  h-m  and  to  tell  him  that 
he  has  made  a  fine  contribution  to  the 
discussions  which  are  taking  place  on  the 
fioor  of  the  Senate  today. 

In  Ime  with  the  question  asked  earlier 
by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  i  Mi-. 
Saltonstall  [ .  I  should  like  to  under- 
stand, if  I  may.  exactly  what  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  Senati)r  is  with  respect  to  the 
power  of  the  Seriate  to  sit  in  judgment 
on  a  fellow  Senator  for  any  acts  which 
occun  ed  prior  to  the  time  of  the  session 


in  which  the  Senate  Is  asked  to  take  posi- 
tive action. 

I  simplify  the  question  by  asking  it  in 
this  form:  In  the  judgment  of  the  Sen- 
ator, does  the  Senate  have  the  right  to 
expel  a  Member  for  any  acts  wiiich  the 
Member  Ls  alleged  to  have  committed 
prior  to  the  convening  of  that  particular 
session  of  the  Congress? 

Mr.  BROWN.  The  precedents  from 
the  earliest  times  are  clear  and  easily 
understood  in  respect  to  the  House  of 
Representatives,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  the  sessions  definitely  begin  and 
definitely  end.  There  are  precedents — 
and  I  believe  the  ruling  of  the  ParL'a- 
mentarian  of  this  body  is  to  the  same 
effect— which  hold  that  the  Senate  is  a 
continuing  body.  However.  I  respect- 
fully suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia that  the  real  facet  of  that  ques- 
tion IS  this:  Does  the  Senate  have  juris- 
diction to  punish  at  this  late  date  the 
acts  complained  of  in  Senate  Resolution 
301.  irrespective  of  the  fact  that  the 
Senate  may  be  a  continuing  body,  in 
that  we  may  consider  that  it  has  con- 
tinued from  the  82d  through  the  83d 
Congress? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  appreciate  that 
point,  but  I  am  now  speaking  in  the  ab- 
stract. I  ask  the  Senator  whether,  in 
his  judgment,  the  constitutional  author- 
ity to  expel  is  proscribed  in  any  fashion, 
.so  that  the  time  of  commission  of  the 
alleged  acts,  upon  which  an  expulsion 
could  be  based,  would  be  relevant  to  the 
power  of  the  Senate  to  take  action  to  ex- 
pel a  Memt)er? 

Mr.  BROWN.  My  answer  would  be. 
based  on  Marshall  against  Gordon,  that 
if  we  assume  that  the  power  to  exp>el  or 
to  otherwise  punish  is  limited  to  the  pres- 
ervation of  the  legislative  function,  then 
certainly  it  would  be  definitely  imma- 
terial, in  respect  to  that  preservation,  to 
expel  or  to  endeavor  to  punish  a  Senator 
during  the  83d  Congre.ss  for  something 
that  may  have  occurred  in  the  82d  Con- 
gress, irrespective  of  whether  the  Senate 
be  a  continuing  legislative  body. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  permit  me  to  make  a  suggestion 
at  this  point? 

Mr.  BROWN,     I  am  glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  CASE.  If  I  may,  I  should  like  to 
recall  for  the  immediate  purpose  the 
further  point  which  was  made  by  the 
late  Senator  Taft  at  the  opening  of  the 
83d  Congress.  It  was  to  the  effect  that 
in  the  Langer  case  the  conduct  in  ques- 
tion was  conduct  which  had  occurred 
prior  to  the  then  most  recent  election  of 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  ( Mr. 
Lancer  1,  and  that  if  the  issue  had  been 
vhether  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
should  be  seated,  when  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  presented  himself  to  be 
sworn  in.  a  simple  majority  vote  sufficed. 
The  Senate,  by  a  majority  vote,  however, 
decided  that  a  two-thirds  vote  should  be 
required,  the  same  as  in  the  case  of  an 
expulsion  on  the  grounds  that  the  con- 
duct occurred  prior  to  the  election  of  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Therefore  it  was  exphcit  that  the  Sen- 
ate could  expel  a  Senator  by  a  two-thirds 
vote  on  the  basis  of  conduct  which  had 
taken  place  prior  to  the  election. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Setwitor  from  Nevada  yield  to  permit  me 


to  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota? 

Mr.  BROWN.     I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  With  respect  to  expul- 
sion, therefore,  if  the  conclusion  of  the 
Senate  in  the  instance  cited  is  a  prece- 
dent, there  was  absent  at  that  time  any 
indication  that  the  legislative  process 
had  been  abused  or  impeded.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  would  assume  that  there 
was.  Of  course,  there  are  two  different 
clauses  in  the  constitutional  provision  on 
this  matter.  One  provides  for  punish- 
ment for  disorderly  behavior.  As  has 
been  pointed  out  previously,  tlie  power  to 
censure  is  derived  from  the  right  to 
punish  for  disorderly  l)ehavior.  The 
power  of  expulsion  is  covered  in  a  sub- 
sequent clause  in  the  Constitution  which 
provides  that  a  two-thirds  vote  is  re- 
quired to  expel  a  Member. 

However.  I  raised  the  question  as  to 
whether  a  two-thirds  vote  should  be  re- 
quired in  this  instance  on  count  No.  1, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  conduct  com- 
plamed  of  did  antedate  the  swearing  in 
of  Senator  McCarthy  on  January  3. 1953. 
I  believe  that  question  is  still  pending. 
The  Parliamentarian  took  the  question 
under  advisement,  and  a  ruling  has  not 
been  called  for.  However.  I  l)eheve  it  is 
a  legitimate  question  for  the  Senate  to 
consider.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  from 
California  has  raised  the  question. 

If  the  Senate  at  one  time,  in  the 
Langer  case,  by  majority  vote,  held  that 
it  wished  to  set  the  precedent  that  in 
dealing  with  conduct  occurring  prior  to  a 
current  term  a  two-thirds  vote  should  be 
required  in  the  case  of  expulsion,  the 
Senate  may  wish  to  say  now  that  a  two- 
thirds  vote  should  be  required  in  this 
instance  for  censure  of  conduct  com- 
plained of.  \»hich  conduct  antedates  the 
current  term  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  (Mr.  McCarthy].  I  do  not 
know  the  wishes  of  the  Senate  in  this 
regard  but  it  is  a  fair  question. 

There  is  one  point  that  ought  to  be 
kept  in  mind,  if  we  are  to  be  absolutely 
fair.  Although  tlie  Senate  is  a  continu- 
ing body,  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin in  this  instance  was  not  a  continu- 
ing Senator.  That  is.  his  conduct  in  1952 
was  not  conduct  which  occurred  in  the 
term  in  which  he  is  now  serving  as  a 
Senator.  He  was  sworn  in  as  a  Senator 
on  January  3.  1953.  Therefore  he  was 
not  a  continuing  Senator  from  the  82d 
to  the  83d  Congress.  If  that  point  has 
a  bearing  on  the  question  before  the 
Senate.  I  believe  we  should  consider  it 
very  caiefully. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  first  of  all  to  say  to  my  friend  from 
South  Dakota  that  I  was  presiding  at 
the  time  he  raised  the  parliamentary 
question.  It  was  I  who  referred  the 
question  to  the  Parliamentarian. 

Mr.  CASK  I  recall  that  and  appreci- 
ate the  action  of  the  Senator  as  Presid- 
ing Officer  at  that  time. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  In  the  Constitution  the 
language  which  is  relevant  to  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Senate  reads: 

Each  House  may  determine  tlie  rules  of  ita 
proceedings,  punish  Its  Members  for  dis- 
orderly behavior,  and.  with  the  concurrence 
of  two-thirds,  expel  a  Member. 
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I  have  been  considerably  bothered  by 
the  question  whether  the  Senate  can  go 
into  what  occurred  dvu-ing  a  prior  session 
with  respect  to  any  attempt  to  punish  a 
Member  for  disorderly  behavior.  Prob- 
ably in  this  instance,  since  the  right  to 
punish  for  disorderly  behavior  is  quite 
separate  and  apart  from  the  right  to 
punish  by  way  of  expulsion,  it  cannot  be 
said  that  the  right  to  expel  includes  the 
right  to  pimish,  since  it  is  specifically 
dealt  with. 

However,  I  do  not  quite  understand 
the  Senator's  siiggestior.  if  I  state  it  cor- 
rectly, that  the  power  to  expel  or  the 
power  to  punish  can  reach  back  into  a 
prior  session,  in  order  to  find  the  neces- 
sary basis  for  action,  only  if  the  legis- 
lative process  was  impeded.  If  he  would 
develop  that  point  a  little  further,  it 
would  be  helpful  to  me. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
early  part  of  nly  remarks  I  pointed  out 
that  if  the  late  Senator  Patrick  A.  Mc- 
Carran  were  present  today,  he  would  in- 
dicate what  the  issues  before  the  Senate 
amount  to. 

In  answer  to  the  question  propounded 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  California, 
let  it  be  remembered  that  the  language 
of  article  I,  section  5  of  the  Constitution 
reads  as  follows: 

Each  House  may  determine  the  rules  of  its 
proceedings,  punUh  Its  Members  for  dis- 
orderly behavior,  and,  with  the  concurrence 
ol  two-thirds,  expel  a  Member. 

There  is  nothing  contained  in  the 
article  which  permits  the  Senate  to  cen- 
sure a  Senator.  There  is  nothin,s  con- 
tained in  the  article  which  indicates  that 
the  Senate  can  find  any  Senator  to  be 
subject  to  a  warrant  of  arrest  for  con- 
tempt. 

However,  as  pointed  out  by  Mr.  Justice 
White  in  Marshall  against  Gordon,  the 
power  is  implied  from  the  language  used 
in  article  I,  section  b,  that  the  Senate 
does  have  a  right  to  preserve  order  in  its 
legislative  proceedings. 

Returning  to  the  specific  question,  the 
endeavor  is  not  to  exp)el  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin.  It  is  to  punish  him 
for  certain  alleged  disorderly  behavior. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  won- 
der whether  the  Senator  will  yield  to  me 
briefly. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  wish  to  congratulate 
the  Senator  from  Nevada,  who  has  been 
a  Member  of  the  Senate  for  only  a  short 
time,  for  what,  in  my  opinion,  is  a  won- 
derful contribution  to  the  debate. 

There  is  more  involved  in  the  debate 
than  personalities.  Under  the  Constitu- 
tion, the  Senate  itself  is  involved  in  this 
particular  matter.  I  do  notsee  any  rea- 
son whatever  for  discussing  the  right  of 
expulsion.  We  are  not  trying  to  expel 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  be- 
cause he  did  something  contrary  to  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  or  the  dignity  of  the 
Senate.  We  are  approaching  it  from  an- 
other angle  completely.  It  is  whether  we 
have  the  authority  and  the  right  to  scold 
him  or  to  censure  him  because  he  may 
have  expressed  an  opinion  that  does  not 
appeal  to  some  of  us.  I  would  be  one  of 
those.  Nevertheless,  I  believe  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada  is  making  a  wonderful 


contribution  In  his  dissertation  on  the 
rights  and  the  dignity  of  the  Senate. 
There  is  only  one  State  in  the  Uniot  that 
can  expel  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, and  that  is  the  State  of  Wiscon- 
sin. Pennsylvania  cannot  do  it;  Nevada 
cannot  do  it;  California  cannot  do  it. 
Only  the  State  of  Wisconsin  can  do  it. 
I  hope  the  Senator  from  Nevada  will 
continue  with  that  thought  in  mind. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Nevada  for 
yielding. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President.  I  know 
the  hour  is  getting  late,  and  I  shall  close 
as  rapidly  as  may  be  possible. 

The  real  issue  before  the  F?nate  is 
whether  we  shall  determine  that  we 
must  be  so  self -disciplined  that,  under 
the  rule  of  law,  we  shall  apply  puni.'^h- 
ment  only  as  it  may  be  required  to  pre- 
serve the  order  of  the  Senate  and  the 
legislative  processes  of  this  body. 

We  have  rule  XIX.  which  is  sufficient 
immediately  to  preserve  order  in  this 
body.  If  it  be  necessary  to  go  further 
than  that,  we  certainly  can  punish  for 
contempt,  provided  we  do  not  relegate  to 
ourselves  the  judicial  function  of  con- 
ducting a  criminal  trial.  That  is  exactly 
what  it  would  seem  to  amount  to  if  we 
let  prior  acts,  in  no  way  concerned  with 
or  related  to  the  job  we  are  supposed  to 
do,  govern  us  in  our  action. 

Mr.  President,  the  scope  and  limita- 
tions of  the  investigating  power  of  Con- 
gress have  been  the  subject  of  debate  and 
investigation  by  the  American  Bar  Asso- 
ciation and  the  public  at  large.  The 
1954  Ross  essay  contest  conducted  by  the 
American  Bar  Association  was  duected 
to  this  very  subject.  The  winning  essay 
published  in  the  September  issue,  1954. 
of  the  American  Bar  Journal,  page  763. 
collected  all  of  the  Supreme  Court  cases 
on  the  subject  matter,  and  it  is  apparent 
that  the  Federal  courts  from  the  time 
of  the  first  House  congressional  investi- 
gation in  1792  have  upheld  the  power  of 
Congress  to  investigate  any  facts  which 
Congress  may  require  in  the  discharge 
of  its  legislative  function,  granted  to  it 
by  the  Federal  Constitution.  And  where 
objections  have  been  made  by  individ- 
uals compelled  to  testify  before  commit- 
tees of  Congress,  the  overall  presump- 
tion has  always  been  indulged  in  by  the 
courts  that  the  committees  in  cairying 
out  the  investigations  were  obtaining 
facts  directly  or  indirectly  related  to  the 
legislative  function  of  Congress. 

The  very  issues  we  are  debating  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  was  the  subject  of  a 
debate  in  August  of  this  year  before  the 
house  of  delegates  of  the  American  Bar 
Association.  The  committee  proposed  a 
resolution  and  code  to  be  adopted  by 
Congress  pertaining  to  investigatiMi  pro- 
cedure. In  that  debate  Hatton  W.  Sum- 
ners,  of  Texas,  a  distinguished  former 
Member  of  Congress,  and  one  of  the  most 
able  constitutional  lawyers  in  America 
today,  had  this  to  say  concerning  the 
proposed  code  and  resolution,  painting 
out  that  he  did  not  see  how  a  congres- 
sional committee  could  properly  conduct 
its  business  with  the  handicaps  the  code 
would  throw  in  the  way: 

When  you  handicap  the  House  ard  the 
Senate  in  trying  to  get  the  knowledge  they 
must  have  In  order  to  properly  legislate,  you 
are    doing    a    tremendously    important    and 


dangerous  thing.  It  Is  necessary  to  have 
the  facts,  and  you  had  better  leave  them — 
they  may  abuse  their  powers  sometimes — 
but  you  had  better  leave  your  agents  so  that 
they  will  be  free  and  able  to  get  the  facts 
which  they  in  their  Judgment  ne«d  in  order 
to  properly  legislate. 


It  should  be  clear  that  section  2  of 
Senate  Resolution  301,  recommending 
censure  for  the  alleged  abuse  of  General 
Zwicker,  is  no  longer  an  issue  in  the 
Senate  in  view  of  the  additional  facts 
disclosed  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  South  Dakota. 

However,  let  us  briefly  consider  the 
danger  of  such  a  count  in  a  censure  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.     I  yield.  I 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Before  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada  proceeds  to  count  2, 
let  me  say  that  I  have  been  tremendously 
inteiested  in  his  speech;  it  is  one  of  the 
ablest  addresses  I  have  hcaixl  on  this 
general  subject  matter  delivered  in  the 
Senate  since  the  discussion  began.  The 
Senator  is  to  be  complimented  upon  the 
research  which  has  been  done  and  upon 
presenting  the  facts  to  the  Senftte.  I  am 
only  sorry  that  all  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  have  not 
be?n  present  at  all  times  to  hear  his 
remarks,  and  I  hope  they  will  have  the 
opportunity  of  reading  them  tomorrow 
before  the  debate  is  resumed,  and  if 
they  have  any  questions,  they  may  pro- 
pound them. 

I  should  like  to  a.sk  the  Senator  if  I 
understand  him  correctly  in  regard  to 
count  1.  relative  to  the  charges  growin-? 
out  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges 
and  Election.s.  whether  it  is  his  viewpoint 
that,  first  of  all.  though  the  Senate  is  a 
cont:nuinu  body  for  certain  purposes  at 
least,  and  has  been  generally  so  consid- 
ered by  the  Senate  itself,  all  the  Mem- 
bers of  it  are  not  continuing  Members. 
In  other  words,  one-third  of  the  Senate 
comes  up  for  reelection  each  2  years, 
and.  therefore,  they  are  not  continuing 
in  the  sense  that  the  other  two-thirds 
continue.  Second,  whether  it  is  the  Sen- 
ator's viewpoint  that  where  misconduct 
has  taken  place  in  a  prior  Congress  it  is 
up  to  the  Senate  of  that  Congress  to 
inflict  such  discipline  as  in  its  judgment 
might  be  warranted,  rather  than  to  pass 
on  the  responsibility  to  a  subsequent 
Senate. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
light  of  the  implications  of  Marshall 
against  Gordon,  if  there  be  conduct  im- 
peding either  the  Senate  or  its  commit- 
tees in  the  discharge  of  their  functions, 
the  remedy  must  be  sought  now.  not  sub- 
sequently, resiardle.ss  of  whether,  for 
some  purposes,  the  Senate  be  a  continu- 
ing body. 

Does  that  answer  the  Senat»r's  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  in  part  answers 
it.  In  addition  to  that  the  paint  might 
be  raised  that  when  a  Senator  is  elected 
for  a  term  of  years  and  his  candidacy  is 
normally  resubmitted  to  the  voters  of 
his  State  each  6  years,  unless  he  happens 
to  have  received  a  short  term  which  may 
have  run  for  2  years  or  4  years,  as  the 
case  might  be.  but  having  submitted  his 
candidacy  to  the  voters  of  the  State  and 
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they  having  passed  upon  it.  and  the  Sen- 
ator having  presented  himself  at  the  bar 
of  the  Senate  to  seek  admission  under 
his  new  credentisils.  if  the  question  has 
not  been  raised  by  that  time  a  certain 
statute  of  limitations  runs,  speaking  as 
a  newspaperman  and  not  as  a  lawyer. 
Let  us  consider  the  Langer  case  in  1941 
when  the  Senate  had  the  question  before 
It  of  whether  a  Member  should  be  per- 
mitted to  sit  CT  should  be  expelled. 
They  determinetl  by  their  vote  that  he 
would  not  be  exp<;lled. 

But  it  is  inconceivable,  unless  there 
were  some  application  of  the  statute  of 
limitations,  that  Senators  could  go  back 
to  1941,  dig  out  material,  and  determine 
that  they  wanted  to  introduce  a  resolu- 
tion of  censure.  There  must  be  some 
termination  date;  otherwise,  depending 
upon  the  whims  of  a  temp>orary  majority, 
they  might  continue  to  f\sh  out  of  the 
past  whatever  might  please  a  transient 
majority.  Is  that  the  point  of  view  of 
the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  BROWN.  That  is  exactly  my 
point  of  view. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  BROWN  Mr.  President,  the 
statute  of  limitations  has  definitely  been 
e.stabli.shed  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, because  it  .nas  been  held,  time  and 
time  again,  that  where  the  conduct  con- 
.«i.sts  of  actions  committed  at  a  prior 
.ses;;ion.  subsequent  discipline  is  nor- 
mally considered  to  be  beyond  the  juris- 
diction of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
Tlie  effort  is,  if  the  rule  of  law  is  applied 
in  the  manner  suggested,  to  do  exactly 
that,  because  by  what  token  can  we. 
under  the  Consti  ution.  punish  the  junior 
Senator  from  ^^■i.sconsin  for  something 
which  he  allegedly  did  in  a  prior  session, 
and  which  is  in  no  way  connected  with 
the  functions  of  any  committee,  or  the 
functions,  actiotiS,  or  legitimate  powers 
to  be  exercised  by  the  83d  Congress? 

But  the  most  important  result  of  cen- 
."^ure  would  be  tlie  instilhng  of  the  fear 
on  the  part  of  iny  committee  meml>er 
or  any  committee  chairman  that  if  he 
m  the  heat  of  debate  were  to  exceed 
the  bounds  of  leason  and  prudence,  it 
would  be  possible  through  censure  to 
ema.<;culate  the  iwwers  of  the  committee 
ir.  obtaining  the  necessaiT  infoiination 
which  we.  the  Members  of  the  Senate, 
may  deem  neccia^ry  for  the  fulfillment 
of  our  legislative  functions. 

In  conclusion.  Mr.  President,  the  adop- 
t:on  of  Senate  Flesolution  301  would  es- 
tablish the  following  sp)ecific  results. 

•  a  1  It  would  foreclose  the  Senate's 
power  to  get  the  facts  from  a  ho.stile 
executive  or  other  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

'  b  •  It  would,  by  recognizing  ex  post 
facto  rules,  relegate  judicial  functions 
to  the  Senate,  and  enable  the  enemies  of 
America  to  pre<:lude  investigation.  No 
chairman  or  no  member  of  a  committee 
would  ever  take  a  chance  on  offending 
anyone,  as  it  mii:ht  result  in  censure. 

'c>  There  is  no  need  for  a  new  code 
or  censure,  as  witnesses  are  well  pro- 
tected now  by  tlie  Constitution. 

'd>  It  would  defeat  the  will  of  the 
people  by  curtailing  their  duly  elected 
representative  from  getting  the  facts  for 
the  people  and  the  Senate,  which  is  so 


essential  to  the  fulfillment  of  the  legis- 
lative function,  given  by  the  Consti- 
tution. 

Let  us  ask  ourselves,  would  the  defeat 
of  the  resolution  mean  that  the  Senate 
was  without  power  to  retain  its  dignity 
and  the  integrity  of  its  committees?  By 
no  means;  for  example  the  Subcommit- 
tee on  Privileges  and  Elections  could 
have  invoked  its  process  compelling  ap- 
pearance, then  could  have  pursued  the 
course  prescribed  by  law  as  for  contempt 
if  the  witness  failed  to  appear. 

I  am  assuming  that  that  is  a  conclu- 
sion which  the  select  committee  reached 
when  they  said  that  under  the  Reorgani- 
zation Act  they  had  the  power  to  compel 
the  attendance  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 

As  a  further  e.xample.  when  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  spoke  from  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  rule  XIX  could  have 
been  invoked,  r&ther  than  subsequent 
censure,  as  suggested  by  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  I  Mr.  Bennett  i. 

Mr.  President,  for  the  reasons  I  have 
given — and  I  feel  confident  that  if  the 
late  senior  Senator  from  Nevada.  Mr. 
McCarran,  were  present  in  the  front  row- 
across  the  aisle,  he  would  say  what  I 
am  about  to  say — I  shall  be  compelled,  if 
permitted  to  do  so.  to  vote  against  cen- 
sure, as  to  do  otherwise  would  consti- 
tute a  violation  of  my  oath  of  office. 


RECESS  TO  2  O'CLOCK  P.  M. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  now  stand  in  re- 
cess until  the  hour  of  2  o'clock  this 
afternoon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  ^at 
12  o'clock  and  56  minutes  p.  m.  i  the  Sen- 
ate took  a  recess  until  2  o'clock  p.  m. 

On  the  expiration  of  the  recess,  the 
Senate  reassembled,  and  was  called  to 
order  by  the  Piesiding  Officer  'Mr.  But- 
ler in  the  chair  • . 


RESOLUTION  OF  CENSURE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  301  •  to  cen- 
sure the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  time  con- 
sumed in  calling  the  quorum  not  be  taken 
from  either  side. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered,  and  the 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  ansv.ered.to 
their  names: 


Ab^l 

Ellender 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Barrett 

Erviii 

Johnson.  Tex 

Bennett 

Ferguson 

Johnston.  S.  C 

Bridges 

Flanders 

Kefauver 

Brown 

Frear 

Kerr 

Bush 

Fulbnght 

Kilgore 

Butler 

George 

Knowland 

Byrd 

Gillette 

Kuchel 

Carlson 

Goldwater 

Langer 

Case 

Green 

Lehman 

Chavez: 

Hayden 

Long 

Clements 

Hendrickson 

Magnuson 

Cooper 

Hennlngs 

Mansfield 

Cordon 

Hlckenlooper 

Martin 

Cotton 

Hill 

McCarthy 

Daniel,  S.  C. 

Holland 

McClellaa 

Dlrluea 

Hruska 

MiUikin 

Duff 

Ires 

Monroney 

E>wor*hak 

Jackson 

Mundt 

Ea!>tland 

Jenner 

Murray 

Nee'.y 

Saltonstall 

Symington 

O'Ma honey 

Schoeppel 

Thye 

Payne 

Scott 

Watkins 

Potter 

Smith.  Maine 

Welker 

PurteU 

Smith.  N.J. 

WlUUms 

Robert.'son 

Sparkmaa 

Toung 

RuseeU 

Stennis 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

I.lr.    FLANDERS.     Mr.    President 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  10  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Vei-mont. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.     That  will  be  ample. 

<  Mr  FLANDERS  addressed  the  Senate 
in  further  reference  to  his  Open  Letter 
to  the  Russian  People.  His  remarks  ap- 
pear in  todays  Record  following  the 
earlier  debate  on  that  subject.) 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  30  minutes  to  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  already,  on  several  occasions, 
spoken  on  the  subject  under  considera- 
tion. I  do  not  intend  to  speak  very  long 
today.  However.  I  shoiUd  like  to  make 
a  few  obsenations  before  the  vote  is 
taken. 

At  the  outset  I  wish  to  pay  tribute 
to  the  select  committee  as  a  whole,  and 
especially  to  the  chairman,  who  did  such 
an  outstanding  piece  of  work  in  pre- 
senting this  case  to  the  Senate. 

The  committee  had  a  distasteful  duty 
to  perform.  All  the  members  of  the 
committee  performed  that  duty  in  a 
statesmanlike  manner,  and  the  entire 
Nation  owes  them  a  debt  of  gratitude. 
My  faith  in  our  system  of  government, 
and  especially  in  the  Senate,  was  re- 
vived and  strengthened  by  the  manner 
in  which  the  members  of  the  committee 
conducted  themselves  in  this  difficult 
undertaking.  Those  Senators  demon- 
strated how  a  committee  should  be  con- 
ducted. So  out  of  these  hearings  the 
Senate  will  have  learned  both  how  a 
committee  should  be  conducted  and  how 
a  committee  should  not  be  conducted. 
Therefore  I  think  these  proceedings  may 
be  of  value  in  the  future. 

I  wish  to  pay  a  very  special  tribute 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah  I  Mr.  Wat- 
kins  l,  the  Senator  from  Kansas  I  Mr. 
CARLSON  1,  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota IMr.  Case  J.  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado I  Mr.  Johnson],  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  I  Mr.  Stennis  J.  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  ErvinI. 

We  owe  a  special  debt  to  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  committee. 
We  are  indebted  to  him  for  the  manner 
in  which  he  retained  control  over  the 
hearings.  I  confess  that  last  August. 
when  this  question  arose,  I  was  very  du- 
bious about  the  ability  of  anyone  to  cope 
with  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
in  a  committee  hearing.  I  do  not  think 
anyone  had  done  so  successfully  prior 
to  the  hearings  before  the  select  com- 
mittee. 

We  are  also  indebted  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  Utah  for  the  magnificent 
way  in  which  he  presented  this  complex 
and  difiBcult  subject  to  the  Senate.  In 
all  my  experience  in  the  Senate  I  have 
never  heard  a  more  moving  speech,  or 
one  delivered  with  greater  dignity  and 
conviction. 
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Lastly,  we  are  indebted  to  the  chair- 
man because,  as  the  agent  of  this  body, 
designated  by  the  Senate  to  perform 
this  onerous  task  he  was  personally  sub- 
jected to  the  vilest  kind  of  abuse.  He 
took  that  abuse  on  our  behalf,  so  he  de- 
serves not  only  our  sjnnpathy,  but  also 
vindication  by  the  vote  of  the  Senate,  if 
the  Senate  has  any  honor  and  self-re- 
spect left. 

If  there  were  no  other  reason  to  vote 
for  the  resolution  of  censure,  the  at- 
tempted intimidation  of  the  chairman — 
and,  through  him.  of  the  Senate — by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
would  be  ample  reason  for  the  censure. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  insert  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  an  excerpt  from 
an  article  published  in  the  Arkansas 
Gazette  of  November  24. 1954.  It  is  a  re- 
print of  an  article  written  by  Bob  Fisher, 
editor  of  the  Crossett  News-Observer, 
and  published  in  a  recent  issue  of  that 
newspaper.  It  relates  to  an  incident 
Which  the  Senate  should  know  about. 
Perhaps  it  knows  about  it  already.  I 
shall  read  only  a  part  of  it.  but  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  entire  ar- 
ticle be  inserted  in  the  Record  as  a  part 
of  my  remarks.  I  quote  only  a  part  of 
it.  as  follows: 

Historians  In  future  generations  will  sure- 
ly accord  a  large  place  to  the  tolerance  and 
patience  of  the  American  taxpayer — because 
as  we  were  again  shown  this  week — It  is  a 
marvel  to  behold. 

This  is  Bob  Pisher,  the  editor  of  the 
Crossett  News-Observer  writing: 

What  brought  this  fact  to  light  was  the 
receipt  of  a  20-page  booklet  from  Senator 
Joe  McCastht,  entitled  "Throw  the  Bum 
Out."  which  is  composed  entirely  of  excerpts 
from  the  Dally  Worker,  Communist  Party 
propaganda  organ  published  In  New  York. 
We  are  not  sure  who  paid  the  huge  cost  of 
publishing  this  piece,  but  we  sort  of  think 
It  was  the  same  fellow  who  paid  the  mailing 
charges  on  it — namely,  you,  you,  and  you, 
Mr.  Average  Taxpayer. 

Now  we  don't  have  any  particular  quarrel 
with  Senator  McCarthy  and  what  he  sends 
through  the  mails,  if  It  is  information  for 
his  own  people  of  Wisconsin,  but  we  think 
he  is  carrying  his  Government  free-mailing 
privilege  a  bit  too  far  when  he  mails  pieces 
like  this  to  literally  thousands  of  news- 
papers all  over  the  United  States  to  try  and 
Influence  them  in  his  behalf. 

The  remainder  of  the  article  discusses 
th^  pamphlet.  Apparently  it  did  not 
make  a  very  favorable  impression  on  the 
editor  of  the  Crossett  News-Observer.  I 
may  say  that  Crossett  is  a  relatively 
small  but  progressive  town  in  the  south- 
ern part  of  my  State.  The  article,  nat- 
urally, was  well  received  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Arkansas. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  en- 
tire article  be  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

McCastht:  All  Is  Not  Red  That  Beistles 
The  myth  that  antl-McCarthyism  must  be 
considered  as  synonymous  with  procom- 
munlsm  was  examined  last  week  by  an  Ar- 
kansas editor.  Bob  Fisher  of  the  Crossett 
News-Observer : 

"Historians  In  future  generations  will 
surely  accord  a  large  place  to  the  tolerance 
and  patience  of  the  American  taxpayer — be- 


cause as  we  were  again  shown  this  week — 
it  is  a  marvel  to  behold. 
,  "What  brought  this  fact  to  light  was  the 
receipt  of  a  20-page  booklet  from  Senator 
Joe  McCartht,  entitled  'Throw  the  Bum 
Out,'  which  is  composed  entirely  of  excerpts 
from  the  Dally  Worker,  Conununlst  Party 
propaganda  organ  published  in  New  York. 
We  are  not  sure  who  paid  the  huge  cost  of 
publishing  this  piece,  but  we  sort  of  think 
it  was  the  same  fellow  who  paid  the  mail- 
ing charges  on  It — namely  you,  you,  and  you, 
Mr.  Average  Taxpayer. 

"Now  we  dont  have  any  particular  quarrel 
with  Senator  McCarthy  and  what  he  sends 
through  the  malls,  if  it  is  information  for 
his  own  peo|)le  of  Wisconsin,  but  we  think 
he  is  carrying  his  Government  free-mailing 
privilege  a  bit  too  far  when  he  mails  pieces 
like  this  to  literally  thousands  of  newspa- 
pers all  over  the  United  States  to  try  and 
influence   them  in   his  behalf. 

"Getting  back  to  the  booklet  in  question. 
It  is  composed  of  stories  and  pictures  taken 
from  the  Daily  Worker  to  show  how  much 
they  hate  Joe.  The  inference  is  that  if  you 
hate  Joe,  too,  then  you  must  also  be  a  Com- 
munist. If  this  line  of  reasoning  is  true  then 
the  ranks  of  the  Communist  Party  will  be 
swollen  overnight.  The  tactic  Is  one  that 
Joe  has  used  often — that  of  guilty  by  asso- 
ciation. In  short  he  says,  you  are  either 
for  me  or  against  me.  If  you  are  against 
me  then  you  are  anti-American.  Nuthing 
could  be  fur'.her  from  the  truth,  and  if  Joe 
was  as  well  schooled  in  the  fundamental 
ideals  of  his  native  land  as  he  is  in  its  in- 
vestigative powers,  he  would  know  it. 

"The  mailing  of  the  booklet  referred  tn 
was  timed  to  coincide  with  the  opening  of 
the  Senate  censure  hearings  about  Joe  s  very 
fitness  to  sit  in  the  world's  highest  govern- 
ing body  and  no  doubt  many  persons  were 
swayed  by  it  to  believe  that  it  would  be 
criminal  for  us  to  publicly  spank  a  Senator 
whom  the  Communists  have  so  little  taste 
for. 

"Perhaps  this  Is  true  but  we  still  believe 
that  the  treasures  of  our  American  Ideals 
and  liberties  must  be  zealously  guarded 
from  all  corners  and  from  the  manner  Sen- 
ator McCarthy  has  conducted  himself  in  the 
past  there  is  little  choice  between  his  meth- 
ods and  these  of  the  Communists.  In  short 
if  your  pocket  is  robbed  it  makes  little  dif- 
ference who  does  it,  the  person  is  still  a 
thief." 

The  cost  to  taxpayers  of  the  McCarthy 
censure  spectacle  also  was  taken  up  by 
Bradford  Govan  of  the  Melbourne  Times: 

"Along  with  a  lot  of  other  'Junk'  I  get 
in  my  mall,  I  received  one  of  those  Ten 
Millions  Americans'  petitions  in  support  of 
McCarthy,  that  so-called  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. 

"If  there  has  ever  been  a  waste  of  tax- 
payers' money,  this  McCarthy  censure  thing 
tops  them  all.  Russia  could  take  over  the 
country  while  the  Senate  tosses  this  thing 
around. 

"It  is  time  that  the  Senators  stand  up  and 
be  counted  and  then  drop  the  whole  darn 
thing — then  maybe  the  voters  In  Wisconsin 
will  drop  their  junior  Senator  in  the  elec- 
tion." 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  wish  to  pass  to  another  aspect  of 
the  subject. 

Criticism,  vigorous  and  personal,  is  a 
characteristic  of  public  life  in  our  demo- 
cratic system.  All  of  us  are  accustomed 
to  it.  I  do  not  believe  that  I  am  any 
more  thin  skinned  than  any  of  my  col- 
leagues. However,  formerly  criticism 
was  based  on  legitimate  differences  of 
opinion  about  issues  before  the  Senate. 
Of  late,  especially  since  the  censure  res- 
olution came  before  the  Senate,  the  char- 
acter of  the  criticism  has  changed.    It 


Ic  no  longer  criticism.  It  is  unadulter- 
ated hate,  vituperation,  and  abuse.  It 
is  highly  emotional,  irrational,  and  de- 
signed to  intimidate  and  overawe  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate. 

I  shall  read  into  the  Record  a  lew 
communications  which  I  have  before  me 
as  examples  of  the  character  of  what  has 
come  to  be  known  as  McCarthylsm. 
The  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  by 
his  reckles.s  charges,  has  so  preyed  upon 
the  fears  and  hatred  of  uninformed  and 
credulous  people  that  he  has  started  a 
prairie  fire,  which  neither  he  nor  any- 
one else  may  be  able  to  control. 

If  there  are  10  million  people  in  this 
country  similar  to  the  authors  of  these 
letters.  I  believ  it  is  something  about 
which  all  of  us  ought  to  be  deeply  con- 
cerned. 

I  may  say  that  I  have  received  thou- 
.<^ands  of  similar  communications.  Some 
of  them  aie  so  vile  that  I  cannot  u.se 
them.  I  shall  leave  it  to  Senatois  to 
judpe  the  significance  of  the.se  letters. 

The  first  letter  is  from  San  Antonio, 
Tex  ,  and  is  sipned  by  G.  G.  Gurley, 
piesident.  Chemical  Attraction  Oil  Corp. 
In  a  postscript  it  is  stated  that  a  copy  of 
the  letter  has  been  sent  to  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy. The  letter  is  dated  Novem- 
ber 19,  1954.  and  reads  as  follows: 

San    Antonio.   Tex.,   November   19.    19$4. 
Senator  J.  W   Fui.bright,  or  Notbrlght, 
Care  0/  Se7tate  Office  Building, 
Washington.  D    C. 

Dear  Sir  We  have  a.sked  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy to  help  us  get  your  name  changed  to 
"Notbright"  instead  of  Fvlbricht.  Also,  we 
have  asked  Mr  McCarthy  to  help  get  you  in 
insane  a.^ylum  for  your  safety  as  a  New  Deal 
associated  with  20  years  of  treason.  You  are 
Judged  by  the  company  you  keep.  You 
have  been  a  party  to  the  RooseveU-Truilian- 
Acheson-Hiss  gang  of  traitors  for  20  years 
or  more,  as  per  the  records  I  get.  We  thall 
ask  Senator  McCarthy  to  investigate  you 
and  your  leftv^-ing  gang  of  traitors.  As  per 
the  records,  your  passed  life  has  not  been 
perfect.  When  you  Joined  the  only  Jew  to 
vote  against  76  Senators,  that  proved  you 
were  the  henchmen  for  the  Jew  Deal. 
H  H.  Lehman  should  be  deported  out  of 
this  Nation  to  Russia,  or  let  Germany  take 
that  ■bird  '  in  and  give  him  the  gas  like 
Hitler  did,  as  per  my  opinion  of  his  record. 
We  know  there  is  always  some  crackpot 
fronting  for  the  Jew,  in  this  case  it  sounds 
like  its  you,  as  per  Mr,  PxUton  Lewis,  Jr. 
I'm  for  McCarthy  100  p>ercent  like  80  percent 
of  the  American  people  are.  When  you  are 
up  for  reelection  we  want  McCarthy  t.» 
campaign  in  Arkansas  against  you.  Theru 
will  be  many  Senators  defeated  in  1956  on 
that  very  thjng.  McCarthyism.  McCarthy 
is  the  biggest  man  in  the  United  States  Ben- 
ate  today  and  you  can't  defeat  him.  We  are 
working  to  get  10  million  names,  or  more, 
who  will  work  against  you  leftwlngers  and 
the  fake  New  Dealers  and  traitors.  We 
mean  to  save  America  if  we  have  to  Jail  the 
workers  against  our  Government.  All  this 
graft  in  income  tax.  housing,  mink  ooats, 
5-percenters,  Hissism,  et  al.  of  some  un- 
Americanism,  etc.  are  fronting  for  the  Jew 
as  per  their  records.  You  and  your  gang  of 
20  years  of  treason,  put  us  In  three  wars. 
Your  Truman-Acheson-Hlss  war  was  pro- 
moted to  get  Truman-Acheson  ofT  the  hook 
to  prevent  a  panic.  They  never  Intended  to 
permit  MacArthur  to  win  that  war  as  you 
well  know.  You  and  your  gang  put  vts  in 
debt  up  to  near  $275  billion.  As  you  know, 
Truman  was  a  Pendcrgast  gangster.  That's 
the  record  of  that  faker  and  traitor  as  you 
know.  When  McCarthy  gets  out  of  the 
hospital  he  should  get  you  told.    We  will 
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back  him  100  pe  cent  If  he  will  take  you  out 
to  the  woodshed   and   give  you   the   paddle. 
Yours  very  truly, 

G.  G    Gurley. 
PTesident.  Chemical  Attraction  Oil  Corp. 
P.  S. — A  copy  X)  Senator  McCarthy. 

Mr.  Gurley  encloses  for  my  informa- 
tion an  article  by  Mr.  David  Lawrence, 
and  another  aiticle  by  Mr.  Pegler.  which 
I  shall  not  buiden  the  Record  by  read- 
ing, unless  some  Senator  would  like  that 
done. 

That  letter  i ;  one  example.  I  think  it 
Ls  veiy  revealing. 

I  have  another  letter  before  me.  It 
comes  from  Laverne.  Okla.  It  is  dated 
November  24,  1954.  and  is  signed  by  Mrs. 
George  T.  Whitaker.  It  reads,  in  part, 
as  follows: 

Every  person  that  fights  those  that  are  try- 
ing to  rid  our  ( ?  Government  and  Nation  of 
the  Reds,  all  shades  are  branded  with  Rus- 
sia's red  stick. 

• 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  I  take  it 
that  everyone  *ho  does  not  agree  with 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is 
a  Red. 

I  shall  not  read  all  of  the  letter.  I  ask 
unanimous  cor.sent,  however,  that  the 
entire  text  of  the  letter  may  be  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks, 
so  that  there  will  be  no  mistake  about  the 
contents  of  the  letter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Lavern*.  Okla.,  November  24,  1954. 
Senator  PuL^RiCHx: 

Every  person  tliat  fights  those  that  are  try- 
ing to  rid  our  (?)  Government  and  Nation 
<.f  the  Reds,  all  shades  are  branded  with 
Russia's  red  stick.  They  need  a  good  dose 
of  salvation,  so  they  will  act  like  upright 
men  instead  of  spoiled  children. 

Next  year  8  Senators  will  be  chosen  to 
study  the  changing  of  our  Constitution  so  as 
to  change  it  in  1W56.  (Reds  again.)  We  will 
be  worse  than  tilaves.  The  Devil  through 
the  Reds  are  pu'  ting  the  people  asleep. 

This  Nation  U.  going  down.  The  people 
have  turned  their  backs  on  God.  Worse  now 
since  the  Reds  h.ive  put  out  the  demon  pos- 
ses.sed  New  Bible  (?).  Antichrist  Is  working 
extra  hard  these  last  days.  All  such  will  end 
up  In  the  lake  of  Are. 

It    takes    backbone    to    stand    up    for    the 
right.      Pew    there    be    that    has    It.      The 
President  is  hoodwinked. 
As  ever, 

Mrs,  Geo.  T,  WHrrAKEB. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  will  not  take  the 
time  to  read  all  of  the  letter,  but  I  shall 
read  another  part  of  it,  as  follows : 

This  Nation  Is  going  down.  The  people 
have  turned  their  backs  on  God.  Worse  now 
since  the  Reds  have  put  out  the  demon  p>os- 
sessed  New  Bible  (?).  Antichrist  is  working 
extra  hard  these  last  days.  All  such  will  end 
up  in  the  lake  of  fire. 

It   takes   backbone   to  stand   up   for   the 
right.    Few  there  be  that  has  It.    The  Presi- 
dent Is  hoodwinked. 
As  ever, 

Mrs.  Geo,  T.  Whitakex. 

I  have  read  that  kind  of  letter  to  show 
how  sad  it  is  for  people  of  that  type  to 
be  incited  by  the  kind  of  charges  the 
country  has  been  subjected  to  for  the 
past  2  or  3  years. 
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Here  Is  another  one,  from  Philadel- 
phia, Pa.,  signed  "Tupti."  It  reads  as 
follows : 

Philadelphia.  Pa  .  November  26,  1954. 

Sir:  You  ask  for  public  support  in  this 
phony  censure  showdown.  I  am  an  ex- 
marine  who  fought  In  the  South  Pacific,  to 
open  the  gates  of  this  Nation  for  the  commy 
Jews  that  Hitler  did  not  kill? 

You  are  one  of  the  phony  pinko  punks 
connected  with  Lehman,  Morse,  Flanders, 
and  Bennett. 

FuLBRicHT,  th^  writing  is  on  the  wall,  if 
that  great  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  cen- 
sured. 

The  people  of  this  Nation  will  take  over, 
and  I  don't  mean  ADA  or  the  commy 
liberals  that  you  and  your  stooges  meet  In 
the  capital  every  evening.  Senator  Long 
(Hueyi  had  the  Indian  sign  on  a  great  son 
from  Arkansas,  Joe  Robinson.  The  Ameri- 
can people  are  watching  you  with  the  halo 
around  you  accusing  a  great  American.  Hon. 
Joseph  McCarthy,  of  Wisconsin;  why  did 
not  the  United  States  Senate  censure  those 
corrupt,  rotten,  racket  men  like  Heflin.  Ala- 
bama; Robinson.  Arkansas:  Truman,  Mis- 
souri,   :  Chavez.  New  Mexico;  Wagner, 

New  York  (Whisky  Bob);  Fulbnght.  Arkan- 
sas. 

Stand  up  in  the  United  States  Senate  and 
put  this  in  the  Record.  I  will  be  there 
watching  you. 

Tupti. 

FLaughter.l 

Here  Is  a  lather  mild  one  from  Elm- 
hurst.  111.,  from  Mrs.  Barbara  B.  Crone, 
which  reads  as  follows: 

Elmhurst,  III.,  November  18.  1954. 

Dear  Senator  Fulbricht:  The  resolution 
to  censure  Senator  McCarthy  should  be  over- 
whelmingly defeated.  This  smear  campaign 
to  "get  McCarthy"  was  devised  by  the  Com- 
munist Party,  furthered  by  fellow  travelers, 
aided  by  people  too  stupid  to  think  for  them- 
selves, and  abetted  by  spineless  individuals 
who  will  not  face  the  truth.  McCarthy  Is 
based  on  fact  and  proof,  which  cannot  be 
said  for  his  accusers.  Thinking  Americans 
thank  God  for  McCarthy,  Welker.  Jenner. 
V'elde.  We  need  many  more  with  their  "in- 
testinal fortitude," 

Defeat  the  resolution  to  censure  McCarthy. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Mrs    Barbara  B.  Crone. 

P.  S, — Have  heard  on  the  news  this  evening 
that  you,  along  with  Senator  Lehman,  voted 
against  adjourning  until  Senator  McCarthy 
Is  out  of  the  hospital  and  able  to  be  present 
for  the  debate  on  the  censure  resolution. 
You  certainly  have  a  peculiar  sense  of  fair 
play,  to  say  the  least.  But  then,  the  Ameri- 
can people  have  come  to  expect  very  little 
from  your  breed,  so  it  really  is  not  very 
surprising. 

Here  is  one  from  Levittown,  Pa.,  from 
Mr.  John  Lavezzoli : 

November  21,  1954. 
Senator  William  Fitlbright: 

The  name  assigned  to  you.  Senator  Half- 
bright,  is  without  question  proper,  espe- 
cially so,  after  listening  to  your  comments 
today. 

You  Stated  that  you  thought  this  country 
was  not  a  gone -goose,  or  words  to  that 
effect. 

Senator,  if  people  of  your  type  live  very 
much  longer,  you  will  see  the  great  Com- 
munist conspiracy  take  over  this  country, 
lock,  stock,  and  barrel. 

You  take  the  opposite  side  of  Senator 
Knowland  on  the  question  of  whether  or 
not  we  should  break  oil  relations  with  Rus- 
sia. This,  of  course.  Is  your  proper  right, 
but  you  evidently  have  sold  out  to  the 
Communist  thinking.  Yes,  you  sbould  go 
along  with  Herbert  Lehman,  an  old  hand 
at  subtley  pushing  for  expansion  of  Com- 


munist influences.  Keep  up  the  good  work, 
as  you  certainly  will  be  Justly  rewarded  for 
all  of  your  misdeeds  in  y0ur  constant  neg- 
lect to  fight  to  keep  this  country  strong. 

At  least  Senator  McCarthy  has  always 
been  consistent.  He  is  a  great  American. 
He  has  done  more  to  uncover,  expose,  and 
get  rid  of  Communists  in  Government  de- 
partments than  any  other  one  man  in 
America. 

Some  unthinking  people,  including  you. 
Senator  Halfbrlght,  say,  "Oh,  I  approve  of 
Senator  McCAR-rHY's  objectives,  but  I  do  not 
approve  of  his  methods."  Certainly  even  a 
Senator  Halfbrlght  is  not  opposed  to  remov- 
ing the  scum  of  the  earth,  the  Communist. 
from  our  Ciovernment.  This  last  statement 
is  just  pure  assumption,  as  you  may  be  for 
the  Commurist  conspiracy.  Who  knows 
what  is  in  your  heart  and  mind? 

Ycu  may  even  worry  more  about  the  com- 
munistic press  in  other  countries,  with  their 
constant  line  against  McCarthy.  After  all, 
you  are  on;y  a  Senator  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  so  why  should  you  worry  about 
conditions  at  home? 

Under  Roosevelt  we  let  the  Commies  in. 
under  Truman  we  kept  them  in,  and  with 
the  weakling  Elsenhower  In  office  we  shall 
continue  to  keep  them  in  office;  yes,  with 
your  help,  we  will  destroy  all  effective  steps 
that  possilJly  could  be  taken  against  the 
Communists  in  this  country,  as  well  as 
throughout  the  world. 

God  help  this  country,  as  we  surely  cannot 
depend  on  the  likes  of  you  to  help  clean 
up  this  country,  keep  it  for  the  future  gen- 
erations, sc  that  our  children's  children  will 
know  democracy  as  we  knew  It  prior  to  the 
time  that  old  boy  Roosevelt  recognized  Rus- 
sia. You,  a  Democrat,  appear  to  be  quite 
pleased  with  the  election  of  Senator  Cask, 
of  New  Jersey.  This  is  what  can  be  ex- 
pected of  a  free  thinker;  always  welcome 
assistance  from  anyone,  even  if  he  Is  of  the 
opp>06ite  party.  Just  so  long  as  he  can  be 
counted  to  work  with  you  and  Lehman  to 
help  keep  the  Commies  in  office.  We  are 
already  well  on  the  road  to  the  loss  of  all 
of  our  democratic  principles.  Keep  up  your 
work  for  the  International  Bank,  which  is 
part  of  the  Federal  Reserve  conspiracy.  Just 
keep  working  with  Lehman  and  you  surely  . 
will  become  a  great  Senator,  working  to- 
ward the  loss  of  all  of  our  franchised  rights. 

May  the  good  Lord,  remove  you  and  your 
type  from  office  in  the  very  near  future. 
Surely  the  loss  to  the  country  wUl  not  be 
great;  in  fact  it  might  be  helpful. 

John  Lavezzoli. 

Levittown,  Pa. 

It  is  strange,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
supporters  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  all  seem  to  think  that  we  are 
going  to  be  taken  over  by  our  enemies. 
They  seem  to  be  pessimists. 

Another  characteristic  is  the  injec- 
tion of  a  rather  unrelated  idea  now  and 
then  in  these  letters.  The  writer  of  this 
one  does  not  explain  what  the  Federal 
Reserve  System  has  to  do  with  com- 
munism. 

Here  is  a  letter  from  Buffalo,  N.  Y., 
from    Peter    Murphy,    which   reads   as 

follows : 

Bttttalo,  November  20, 1954. 
Senator  Pulbright: 

If  you  knew  the  contempt  the  people  hold 
you  and  HERBzarr  Lehman  (Alger  Hiss'  pal) 
you  wouldn't  strut  around  so  cocky.  What 
did  you  ever  do  to  combat  communism? 
Nothing.  You  refused  to  vote  one  dollar  to 
the  McCarthy  committee.  A  line  dirty  red 
rat  are  you. 

It's  an  old  saying,  and  a  true  one:  "Birds 
of  a  feather  flock  together."  Who  were  the 
birds  that  voted  not  to  allow  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy time  off  to  recover  from  his  illness? 
I'll  tell  you:  It  was  Red  loving  Fulbricht 
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and  the  rotten  Jew,  Hkbbebt  Lehkam^  the 
pal  of  Hlas. 

Yours  truly, 

Prrm  Mctipht, 
An  Admirer  of  Senator  McCarthy. 

[Laughter  in  the  galleries.  1 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  must  state  to  those  who  are  occu- 
pying space  in  the  galleries  that  they 
must  comply  with  the  rules  of  the  Sen- 
ate. Expressions  of  approval  or  disap- 
proval of  anything  that  may  be  said  are 
not  permissible.  The  Chair  kindly  re- 
quests them  to  cooperate  with  us  in 
abiding  by  the  rules. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  may  pro- 
ceed. 

Mr.  FUIJ3RIGHT.  Some  of  the 
writers,  Mr.  President,  do  not  have  as 
much  imagination  as  others.  The  next 
one  is  very  short.    It  reads: 

PuLntiGHT :   Tie  Hyena  Morse  and  Jackal 
Lehman  around  your  foul  coyote  neck  and ' 
Jump  Into  the  Potomac. 

The  next  letter  I  shall  omit,  because  it 
Is  a  little  bit  strong  in  its  language. 

The  next  one  is  from  Springfield,  Tenn. 
It  begins: 

Pseudo  Senator  Sam  Ebvin.  Washington, 
D.  C. 

I  did  not  notice  that.  It  is  a  copy  of 
a  letter  to  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina  [Mr.  EaviN].     It  reads  as  follows: 

Spsincfield,  Tenn., 

November  17,  1954.     . 
Pseudo  Senator  Sam  Ekwin. 

Washinffton,  D.  C.r 

I  have  read  your  tirade  against  McCabtht 
In  which  you  did  not  utter  one  word  of  truth. 
Your  tirade  was  down  the  alley  of  the  Dally 
Worker  and  100  percent  the  voice  of  that 
paper.  We  wonder  if  the  Daily  Worker  has 
you  in  its  service.  McCarthy  haters  are  Com- 
munist lovers.  There  is  no  other  reason  for 
being  a  McCarthy  defamer.  Smoke  this  ia 
your  pipe. 

McCartht  Is  as  much  your  superior  as 
George  Washington  was  the  superior  of  Ben- 
edict Arnold.  Same  is  true  of  all  McCarthy 
haters. 

You  Impress  me  as  being  one  of  Truman's 
red  herrings.  Give  you  a  gentle  shove  and 
you  ^ould  land  in  the  tents  of  Earl  Browder. 

Harry  Truman  sent  our  boys  to  start  a  war 
In  Korea  to  ward  off  a  Truman  depression. 
In  so  doing  he  violated  his  oath  to  support 
the  Constitution.  He  is  as  guilty  of  the 
death  of  every  boy  killed  in  Korea  as  if  he 
had  stabbed  them  in  the  back. 

He  called  Drew  Pearson's  mother  a  . 

He  made  It  easy  for  his  confederates  to  steal 
from  Uncle  Sam.  He  threatened  to  smash 
the  faces  of  his  constituents.  He  is  the  star 
member  of  the  vUest  machine  on  earth — the 
Pendergast.  He  is  the  most  discredited  po- 
litical degenerate  in  this  country.  You  have 
played  ball  with  him  from  the  start.  You 
never  chirped  when  Truman  violated  his 
oath,  nor  did  you  chirp  when  he  called  Mrs. 
Pearson  a  vile  name.  That  being  true  you 
have  concurred  In  all  the  malefactions  of 
the  star  of  the  Pendergast  machine.  You  are 
In  the  same  class  with  all  members  of  that 
machine,  many  of  whom  have  served  terms  in 
penitentiaries  until  Truman  pardoned  them. 

The  Conununists  had  enough  influence  to 
get  a  bill  through  the  Senate  to  make  it  un- 
lawful  to  call  a  Communist  what  he  is.  This 
affords  protection  to  McCarthy  haters. 

One  does  not  have  to  identify  you.  Tou 
are  known  by  your  own  words  and  the  stand 
you  take. 

Anti-Communist. 


Here  Is  a  rather  interesting  letter  of 
a  little  different  character.  It  was  for- 
warded to  me  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  on  November  24.  The  covering 
letter  says:  j 

Unith)  States  Senate.  | 

iVorember  24,  1954. 

Hon.  J.  W.  FULBBIGHT, 

United  States  Senator, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Dear    Senator   Fxtlbright:    The    attached 
letter  speaks  for  itself  and  is  referred  to  you 
due  to  the  fact  that  on  page  2,  thereof,  your 
name  has  been  mentioned.  i 

Sincerely   yours,  I 

J.  Mark  Trice. 

This  letter  is  from  Berkeley,  Calif.,  ad- 
dressed to  the  Secretary,  United  States 
Senate,  Washington,  D.  C,  and  reads  as 
follows : 

Dear  Sir:  The  talk  going  the  rounds  out 
here  in  California  is  that  when  traitor  Hiss 
is  released  from  prison  next  week  he  Is  going 
to  look  for  a  sponsor  to  bring  censure  pro- 
ceedings against  our  beloved  Vice  President. 
Dick  Nixon,  for  sending  the  scoundrel  to 
Jail. 

In  view  of  this  talk  I  thought  I  should 
send  the  information  on  to  you  and  ask  you 
to"  relay  it  to  the  following  Members  of  the 
Senate: 

Senator  Lehman,  of  New  York. 

Senator  Morse,  of  Oregon.  1 

Senator  Flanders,  of  Vermont,  I 

Senator  Watkins.  of  Utah. 

Senator  Pttlbright,  of  Arkansas. 

Senator  Johnson  of  Colorado. 

Senator  Ervin,  of  South  Carolina. 

Senator  Bennett,  of  Utah. 

Senator  Hendrickson.  of  New  Jersey. 

Senator  Lancer,  of  North  Dakota. 

I  feel  sure,  sir,  that  one  or  more  of  the 
above-'mentloned  Senators  will  be  ap- 
proached on  behalf  of  traitor  Hiss  and  asked 
to  introduce  the  censure  resolution. 

Before  circulating  this  to  the  Senators 
named  above,  would  you  kindly  bring  it  to 
the  attention  of  that  good  old-fashioned 
American  and  patriot,  Dick  Nixon,  In  order 
that  he  may  be  apprized  of  the  expected  ac- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Commie-loving 
traitor. 

With  the  assurance  of  my  high  regard, 
I  am, 

Sincerely, 

Frank  J.  Reynolds. 

•'America  First." 

Mr.  President,  here  is  one  from  Tea- 
neck,  N.  J.,  having  a  little  different  ap- 
proach: 

November    22.    1954. 

Comrade  Pulbright:  Incloced  find  two-bits 
toward  your  public  schools  in  Arkansas. 

If  enough  people  mail  money  maybe  Ar- 
kansas can  buy  books  so  the  people  of 
Arkansas  can  learn  to  read  and  write.  If 
they  could  they  would  know  Jeff  Davis  was 
not  President  today,  and  they  would  elect 
a  real  Democrat  to  be  their  Senator.  And 
be  sure  and  wear  the  red  flag  of  your  com- 
rades when  you  vote  censure  against  the 
most  Honorable  Joe  McCarthy.  , 

Who    promoted    Peress?  I 

Bert  B.  Cox. 

Mr.  President,  the  next  one  is  not  so 
original.    It  reads: 

Dear  Senator  Half-Bright:  Now  that  Sen- 
ator McCarthy  has  gone  under  the  knife 
will  you  still  say  he  is  faking?  You.  sir, 
are  not  worthy  of  being  a  human  being. 
1  would  spit  on  you  if  I  could,  but  you  would 
not  be  worthy  of  my  saliva. 

Will  you  apologize,  or  do  you  think  you 
should  be  censured?  I  honestly  wonder  how 
It    is   possible    to    look    at    yourself    in    the 
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mirror    (If    you    do).      You    are    plain    dis 
gustlng. 

Sincerely, 

George  J.   Nick. 
Middle  Village,  Long  Island,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 
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Mr.  President,  one  of  the  strangest 
ters  comes  from  Kansas,  and  the  writer 
apparently  thinks  I  am  a  Ftepublican. 
He  says: 

Clay  Center.  Kans..  Noiember  22,  1954. 
Hon.  William   Fl'lbricht 
Senate  Office  Budding. 

Washington.  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Fulbright;  First,  I  will  Intro- 
duce myself. 

I  am  77  years  old.  I  have  lived  in  Kansas  all 
my  life,  and  have  voted  the  Republican  ticket 
ever  since  I  was  old  enough  to  vote. 

Last  night  I  heard  ynu  on  the  radio,  if  I 
understood  you  right  you  blamed  McCarthy 
to  be  largely  responsible  for  the  Democrats 
winning  the  majority  in  the  Senate  and  the 
Hotise. 

Dont  kid  yourself.  We  living  out  here 
In  the  stlcics  and  the  grassroots  can  tell  you 
a  few  things. 

First  the  Republican  Party  Is  the  cause 
of  loosing  the  election.  You  cannot  agree 
among  yourselves.  Knowland  says,  break 
with  Russia.  Ike  says  "No."  Ike  comes  up 
with  something  and  the  rest  say  'No,*'  be- 
cause you  might  lose  some  \otes. 

You  say  you  are  for  90-percent  parity.  Tlie 
country  is  full  of  grain  bins  now  full  of  Corn 
and  wheat.  What  are  you  going  to  da 
with   it? 

We  cannot  continue  to  subsidize  the  farm- 
ers forever,  and  some  other  plan  will  have 
to  be  worked  out. 

What  are  you  doinc:  now  at  the  exjjense 
of  the  taxpayers'  Quarreling  among  your- 
selves how  you  are  ^oing  to  censure  Mc- 
Carthy for  exposing  the  Communists.  What 
good  did  the  trial,  if  we  may  call  It  so.  be- 
tween the  Army  and  McCarthy  do?  Evi- 
dently the  Army  was  sore  because  McCartht 
Investigated  Fort  Moimiouth.  What  was  the 
result  of  his  Investigation''  Six  discharged; 
resigned  under  Investigation,  3:  suspeiKied 
and  still  vinder  investigation,  6.  Was  that 
worth    investigating? 

If  you  do  not  do  something  In  the  next 
2  years  to  vindicate  the  Republican  Pftrty 
you  will  help  elect  a  Democrat  President. 

First  you  will  have  to  quit  bickering  nnd 
quarreling  among  yourselves,  at  the  expense 
of  the  taxpayers. 

We  are  getting  disgusted  with  all  this  end 
If  you  cannot  do  something  that  will  beaeflt 
the  Nation  adjourn  and  go  home,  and  9a\e 
the  expense. 

What   do    we   care   who    calls   who   names; 
What  we  want  is  lower  taxes. 
Respectfully, 

Perry   PetersoI.-. 

Mr.  Pre.sident.  the  next  letter  comes 
from  Michigan— Cadillac,  Mich.  It 
reads  as  follows: 

Cadill.vc.  Mich..  November  22,  1954. 
The  Honorable  Senator  Fxjlbright, 

United  State.''  Senate,  I 

Wa.'^hington.  D.  C.  I 

Dear  Sir:  You  should  be  ashamed  of  your- 
self for  the  way  you  have  Insulted  Senator 
McCarthy  during  his  illness  and  you  should 
be  made  to  apologize  publicly  to  him.  Vou 
and  that  other  Red  bird  Flanders  haven't 
the  sense  God  gave  a  goose  and  it's  no  won- 
der the  people  of  Arkansas  have  no  use  for 
you.  All  you.  Flanders,  and  Morse  have 
done  Is  to  belittle  Senator  McCarthy;  you 
haven't  done  one  bit  of  constructive  work 
this  summer  or  fall — he  Is  so  right  when  he 
said  you  Senators  were  the  unwitting  tools 
of  the  Communists— I  don't  know  if  it  »,i»« 
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unwitting  or  not.  The  rest  of  you  Senators 
can  .say  anything  and  not  a  word  of  criticism 
handed  to  you,  but  let  Senator  McCarthy 
open  his  mouth  and  there's  a  howl  from 
the  red  and  pink  element  at  once.  If  you 
aren't  Reds  then  what  Red  are  you  covering 
for?  Who  promoted  Peress?  Who  put  the 
Reds  In  service  at  Fort  Monmouth  and  who 
Is  using  Senator  McCarthy  as  a  carry  on 
blind  while  some  more  are  hid  or  given  hon- 
orable discharges  so  as  not  to  hurt  their  feel- 
ings and  to  try  and  cover  up  what  Roosevelt, 
Truman,  and  Ike  have  done?  I  hnj)e  Senator 
Mc-Carthy  sues  every  one  of  you  lor  the  way 
you  have  mislabeled  him.  misconstrued  his 
quotes,  and  maligned  his  every  effort  to  do 
as  we  the  p>eople  wish  him  to  do.  Why  didnt 
Truman  honor  his  subpena  In  the  H.  D. 
White  case;  also  Tom  Clark?  Why  was  Tru- 
man not  cen.'-.ured  and  sent  to  Jail  when  he 
lied  in  the  H.  D.  White  case?  J.  Edgar 
Hoover  said  that  he  never  told  Truman  lo 
promote  White.  Why  was  the  pi>or  brain- 
washed Batchclor  boy  given  a  life  sentence 
and  later  20  years  because  of  public  senti- 
ment and  the  .'~limy.  rotten.  Roosevelt-lover 
HiF.«:.  piven  but  5  years.  Why  was  old  ches.<;y 
cat  Ike  allowed  to  issue  a  directive  to  ob- 
struct Justice  and  hide  some  dirty,  under- 
handed. Clocked  work?  Hud  I  or  some  poor 
brainwashed  soldier  done  such  a  thing  we 
would  go  to  prison.  Who  was  the  Red  that 
ordered  Acheson  to  order  Truman  to  recall 
General  Mac? 

One  thing  we  can  thank  the  Honorable 
Joe  McCarthy  for  Is  that  he  ha.«:  given  us  a 
chance  to  see  who  favor  the  Reds  In  Wash- 
ington. They  have  exposed  tliemselves  in 
full  view  without  the  help  of  tlie  FBI. 

You  know  the  people  aren't  fools  like  they 
were  In  1933 — we  read  books  of  enlighten- 
ment and  are  not  going  down  the  Red  road 
no  easily  as  Mandell  House  and  the  other 
Reds  had  planned.  Who  in  America  Is  fi- 
nancing the  Reds  In  Russia?  Couldn't  be 
the  rich  Jews  or  the  Rockefellers,  could  it? 

Why  Is  Youngdahl  allowed  to  preside  over 
the  Lattimore  case?  Why  isn't  Acheson  sent 
to  prison?  That  goofy  Flanders  should  be 
censured  Instead  of  Senator  McCarthy.  No 
one  but  a  goof  or  a  Red  would  be  so  111 
mannered  or  ignorant  as  to  walk  Into  a 
hearing  room  as  he  did.  but  a  Red  will  do 
most  anything  to  divert  attention  when  he's 
almost  cornered,  I  shall  insist  that  he  be 
censured  and  a  full  Investigation  made  into 
his  activities  In  behalf  of  his  friend  Hiss 
and  to  his  flight  to  Europe  and  his  hideaway 
at  the  hotel  before  he  left. 

Very  respectfully  yours. 

Mrs.  Chas  BniQuiST. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  wishes  to  advise  the  Senator  from 
Aikan.sa.s  that  his  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  an  ad- 
ditional 15  minutes. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  That  will  be  more 
than  ample.  I  am  about  finished,  I  may 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  it  be  agreeable 
to  the  Chair,  I  shall  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  the  remainder  of  these  letters, 
which  are  of  a  similar  nature. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follov.'s: 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  Nofember  22,  1954. 
Senator  Fulbright: 

You  certainly  are  out  to  get  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy's blood.  It  makes  one  wonder  what 
kind  of  beast  you  are.  For  one  thing,  you 
are  a  perfect  handmaiden  of   the   Commu- 


nist conspiracy  in  this  country.  I  wish  the 
Devil  would  take  you  along  with  Vlshlnsky. 
One  thing  is  sure,  you  would  be  in  yotir 
element. 

Alice  M  Dinamarca. 

Senator  Pclbricht: 

You  dirty,  low-down,  evil-minded  traitor, 
and  the  rest  of  your  fellow  traitors  who  are 
persecuting  the  great  American  Senator 
McCarthy,  saying  his  Illness  Is  a  hoax  Just 
shows  to  what  length  a  fllthy-mlnded  rat 
win  stoop  to.  I  hope  you  will  have  to  eat 
your  words,  and  It  will  backfire  on  you,  and 
hope  It  Is  not  far  away.  It  would  do  well 
for  you  to  brush  up  on  some  of  the  past 
performances  of  the  Senate  (as  I  read  David 
Lawrence),  and  maybe,  Just  maybe,  you  can 
be  enlightened  on  some  past  censures.  Such 
men  as  Borah.  La  Follelte.  and  Wheeler  could 
send  you  to  the  river  (and  your  kind),  where 
you  belong. 

A  Roman  Catholic. 

New  York.  N    Y  .  NoiembcT  25,  1954. 
Fm  lbricht  ■ 

When  will  you  stop  flghtlng  McCarthy 
and  become  an  American?  How  have  you  got 
the  gall  to  Insult  us  Americans?  Do  you 
think  we  are  blind  and  cant  see?  Maybe 
you  think  that  we  Americans  can't  read? 
How  dare  you  and  your  Red  pals  of  ADA  and 
Committee  for  a  "Defective"  Congress,  and 
the  gang  at  the  Waldorf  (Goldsmith  traitors) 
insult  our  Intelligence.  With  the  conserva- 
tive pro- American  exceptions  your  party  Is 
the  party  of  treason  and  corruption  of  20 
years. 

Long  live  McCarthy  and  those  who  think 
and  love  the  United  SUtes  of  America  as  he 
does  and  to  hell  as  Vlshlnsky's  companions 
with  those  America  haters  who  pretend  to 
hate  the  McCarthy  methods  as  an  excuse 
because  you  really  sold  cut  cur  America. 
We  are  ex-Democrats  and  now  conservative 
prolestant  American  Republicans. 

Stringham  Family, 

P  S — Who  promoted  Peress?  Hew  is 
"Slew  •? 

MorNT  Vernon,  N.  Y  .  November  24,  1954. 
Senator  William   Fvlbricht. 

United  States  Senator,  Arkansa.*, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
You  English  louse.  Go  back  to  England 
with  your  British  wife  and  stay  there.  Mc- 
Carthy was  the  cause  of  the  English  retreat 
at  Dunkirk,  where  England  left  poor  Belgium 
stranded.  McCarthy  has  showed  up  you  and 
your  typ>e  of  pinko  Senators.  Ship  supplies  to 
England,  and  England  sells  It  to  the  Reds  to 
kill  our  boys.    Drop  dead,  you  skunk. 

American  Veteran. 

N0\TMBER  23.  1954. 

Senator   Frt-BRicHT    (but   not   very   bright), 
OF  Arkansas, 

Washington.  D.  C: 
My  dream  may  never  reach  fruition  but  It 
will  always  be  foremost  in  my  mind.  That 
is  to  plant  a  healthy  punch  on  your  nose. 
What  have  you  ever  done  about  Commu- 
nists?   There  may  come  a  day. 


San  Francisco,  Calif..  November  22,  1954. 
Senator  J.  W.  Fulbright, 
Democrat,  ArkoJisas, 
\  Washington,  D.  C. 

(The  hate  monger)  :  To  a  blind,  greedy 
materialistic  pig;  Where  have  you  been  for 
the  past  8  years,  you  durnd  stupid  fool. 
Pearson,  the  greatest  Communist-line  smear 
artist,  has  Ijeen  smearing  McCarthy  every 
week  all  year  around,  he  has  mentioned  Mc- 
Carthy's name  up  to  20  times  in  a  15-minute 
program,  plus  advertising  (and  all  bad). 
This  rat,  Pearson,  has,  and  is  doing,  more 


harm  to  America  than  20  McCarthy's.  May 
you  suffer  the  tortures  of  hell  before  you 
croak,  and  be  damned  for  all  eternity. 
"Feigning  sick  "  The  doctor  is  a  liar.  You 
should  be  censured. 

An  American. 

Senator  Fulbright. 

Democrat  of  Arkansas, 

Washington,  D.  C.r 

A  boot  for  Joe  is  a  Ixxxt  for  the  Reds. 

Five  million  do'lars  in  Washington  to  cen- 
sure McCarthy.   '' 

Truman   says    a   snollygoster  is   a  person 
born  out  of  wedlock. 

Will    you    help   take  the  stars  out  of  Old 
Glory  and  put  the  hammer  and  sickle  there? 

Who  were  the  drunken  Senators  who  had 
to  be  led  off  the  Senate? 


■  i 
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Chicago.  III.,  November  20,  1954. 
Senator  FVlbright  or  Arkansas, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Re  McCarthy.  ,' 

Aren't  you  one  of  the  slmonized  stumble 
bums  that  voted  out  another  great  patriot. 
General  MacArthur? 

Looks  as  if  another  20  years  of  treason  ia 
in  the  making. 

N.  Hale. 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  Noiember  20,  1954. 
Senator  J.  William  Ftn,BRiGHT, 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Senator  Fvlbricht:  I  would  think  that  you 
and  your  colleague  Senators,  Wayne  (Mug- 
wump) Morse  and  Flanders  or  Slanders  are 
very  proud  of  the  fuss  you  have  caused  re- 
garding a  few  silly  charges  against  the  patri- 
otic Senator  Joseph  R.  McCarthy.  You.  et 
al  .  are  the  real  parties  who  should  be  cen- 
sured and  then  given  a  hard  kick  in  the  seats 
of  your  pants.  It  is  a  shame  that  we  have  to 
have  such  little  freaks  as  your  group  in  the 
United  States  Senate.  Senator  Francis  Casc 
is  a  real  man  who  is  strong  enough  to  admit 
the  fallacy  of  the  unjust  charges  recom- 
mended by  the  Watkins  committee. 
Yours  truly, 

Haret  R.  Palmes. 

San  Mateo.  Caut.,  A^oi'cmber  22,  1954. 
Senator  Fttlbricht, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
I   see   you're   one   of    the    cowards   who   is 
attempting  to  stab  Senator  McCarthy  in  the 
back.     How  low  can  you  get? 

Cbas.  Thomas. 
San  Carlos.  Calef. 

Pullman.  Mich.,  November  22,  1954. 
Senator  Fulbright, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:    Would  you  please  do  our 
country  a  big  favor  and  drop  dead? 

McCarthy  is  an  Araerican.     What  are  you? 

A.  Rawson. 

New  York.  N.  Y.,  JVorember  23.  1954. 
Senator  Fulbright, 

Senate,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Red  skunk.  I  will  not  dignify  you  with 
the  title  Senator.  You  are  a  disgrace  to  the 
United  States  Senate.  A  dirty  Red  rat  like 
you  should  be  kicked  out.  You  are  DOt  fit 
to  clean  Senator  McCarthy's  shoes.  Hope 
you  are  struck  by  God. 

Sacramento,  Calif.,  November  20,  1954. 
Senator  J.  William  Fulbright, 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Sis:  At  one  time  I  was  almost  convinced 
that  you  were  a  loyal  aspirant  for  the  Presi- 
dency.   Now  you  have  dropped  to  the  lowest  ^ 
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rung  of  tlie  ladder,  flgbting  a  real  American, 
Senator  licCAKTBT. 

I  should  bave  seen  through  that  farclal 
eooDsUn-eap  act  at  the  time.  Now  you  are 
ahowlng  your  true  colors,  along  with  Alger 
Hiss  and  other  traitors  of  the  United  States. 

You  are  finished  politically.  You  might 
as  well  fold  up  your  coonskln  cap  and  sneak 
into  political  oblivion. 

History  will  record  you  as  a  fourflusher. 
Pbotestant  Refubucai«. 

AsBtniT  Pabk,  N.  J.,  Novemher  23, 1954. 
Senator  TxrvamicBr. 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Senator  Fttlbkicht:  How  a  Jackass  like  you 
got  into  the  Senate  is  beyond  human  under- 
standing. 

LXriHER  B.  SCHMITT. 

T^iNTON,  N.  J.,  November   22.   1954. 
Comrade  Senator  J.  William  Pulbright, 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Deax  Senator  Pulbright:  Are  you  a  Com- 
munist? You  act  like  one;  you  also  act  like 
a  typical  fatuous  Senator;  t'hat  is  common 
these  days  in  the  party  of  20  years  of  treason. 

Tell  me.  Senator,  is  it  unlawful  for  a  citi- 
zen to  come  to  Washington  and  use  a  Sena- 
tor like  yoiu^elf  as  a  punching  bag  and 
maybe  knock  him  out?  Hoping  that  such  a 
knockout  might  knock  some  good  American- 
ism in  the  likes  of  you — if  that  is  possible? 
Understand,  I'm  not  threatening  you.  I'm 
only  asking  you. 

I'll  be  in  Washington  one  day  next  week, 
and  when  you  feel  as  though  you  were  hit 
by  a  mule  you'll  know  it  was  me.  coming  to 
pay  a  debt  that  you  owe  to  every  American 
for  your  pro-Commie  acts  against  McCarthy. 

Oh,  how  I  hate  you,  you . 

A  Korean  Veteran. 

Who  had  a  brother  who  was  a  prisoner  in 
Korea  and  was  executed  with  a  Communist 
sword.  Yes,  they  decapitated  his  head, 
you . 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  read  the  text  of  one  of  three 
posters  which  came  to  my  desk  this 
morning.  I  do  not  know  whether  all 
Members  have  received  them  or  not. 
They  are  issued  by  an  organization  with 
which  Mr.  Gerald  L.  K.  Smith  is  iden- 
tified, and  are  distributed  by  the  Chris- 
tian Nationalist  Crusade.  The  one  I 
shall  read  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate  is  entitled  "Suicide,"  and  is  as 
follows: 

SxnciDE 

Pew,  if  any  Members  of  the  present  United 
States  Senate  can  be  reelected  without  the 
McCarthy  vote.  It  Is  now  an  established  fact 
that  antl-Cathollc  bigots  have  used  Senator 
McCarthy's  religion  as  a  weapon  with  which 
to  whip  up  hate  In  Protestant  communities. 
Catholic  leaders  have  shown  great  restraint 
in  issuing  no  statements,  but  shrewd  politi- 
cians who  know  how  to  interpret  and  under- 
stand inarticulate  sentiment  are  now  aware 
that  98  percent  of  the  Catholic  leadership 
Is  pro-McCarthy. 

Add  to  this  his  great  Protestant  following 
among  conservative  Republicans  and  right- 
wing  Democrats  and  you  have  an  Intense  ir- 
reconcilable bloc  of  votes  which  cannot  be 
Ignored. 

If  you,  Mr.  United  States  Senator,  think 
that  the  sentiment  Is  not  tense,  we  chal- 
lenge you  to  have  your  picture  taken  in  a 
cordial,  smiling  mood,  shaking  hands  with 
Lehman.  Flanders,  Pulbright.  or  Watkins. 
After  such  a  picture  has  t>een  duly  publicized, 
read  your  mall  and  prepare  yourself  for  "Salt 
Creek." 

Distributed  by  the  Christian  Nationalist 
Crusade. 


Prepared  especially  for  and  only  for  Mem- 
bers of  the  United  States  Senate  on  the 
occasion  of  the  special  Senate  session  relating 
to  the  Communist-fighting  activities  of  Sen- 
ator JosxPH  McCarthy  beginning  November 
8.  1954. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks  two  similar  posters  distributed 
by  the  Christian  Nationalist  Crusade,  one 
entitled  "The  Man  in  the  Glass  House. 
Attention:  Senator  Ervin,  of  North 
Carolina":  the  other  entitled  "A  Word 
to  the  Wise." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  text  of 
the  posters  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  Man  in  the  Glass  House 

Attention  Senator  Ervin.  of  North  Caro- 
lina: 

Were  we  correct  in  understanding  that  yo\x 
made  a  statement  which,  in  effect,  said : 
"Senator  McCarthy  should  be  thrown  out  of 
the  Senate  either  for  lack  of  character  or 
for  lack  of  brains"? 

Now  do  you  propose  to  censure  Senator 
McCarthy  because  he  spcke  Ifghtly  of  Sen- 
ator Hendrickson's  supply  of  brains  and 
guts?  The  Wisconsin  Senator  made  no  ref- 
erence to  Hendrickson's  character.  It  might 
even  be  implied  by  generous  souls  that  a 
man  could  have  character  and  even  sanity 
without  brains  or  guts.  Senator  McCarthy 
did  not  even  propose  that  Hendrickson  be 
thrown  out. 

You  now  ask  the  Nation  to  believe  that 
McCarthy  is  either  a  liar  and  a  hypocrite 
on  one  hand,  or  mentally  unstable  on  the 
other.  Do  you  seriously  expect  the  Nation 
to  believe  that  you  have  a  judicious  mind? 
Surely  you  learned  in  your  childhood  that 
people  In  glass  houses  should  not  throw 
stones,  or  do  you  live  In  a  house  of  non- 
Bhatterable  glass,  made  solid  and  safe  by  the 
fact  that  you  have  served  5  long  months  in 
the  Senate  and  are  now  wise  enough  to  deter- 
mine who  should  be  in  the  Senate,  and  in 
violation  of  constitutional  tradition,  put 
yourself  above  the  electorate  of  Wisconsin? 

Please  tell  the  world  the  difference  between 
your  attack  on  McCarthy  and  McCarthys 
attack  on  Hendrickson. 

Distributed  by  the  Christian  Nationalist 
Crusade. 

Prepared  especially  for  and  only  for  Mem- 
bers of  the  United  States  Senate  on  the 
occasion  of  the  special  Senate  session  relat- 
ing to  the  Communist-fighting  activities  of 
Senator  Joseph  McCarthy  beginning  No- 
vember 8,  1954. 

A  Word  to  the  Wise 
Unscrupulous  politicians  in  large. protest- 
ant  communities  are  deliberately  intro- 
ducing the  issue  of  anti-Catholic  bigotry  in 
their  campaign  against  Senator  Joe  Mc- 
Carthy. Certain  cunning  Democrats  are 
saying  "sic  "em"  to  the  Republicans,  hoping 
that  by  this  technique  they  can  take  from 
the  Republicans  the  complete  Catholic  vote. 
Representatives  of  our  committee  have 
returned  from  a  14,000-mile  tour  of  the 
United  States.  They  find  that  McCarthy 
organizations  and  McCarthy  committees  are 
at  least  two-thirds  Protestant. 

We  are  keeping  careful  tab  on  all  Senators 
and  their  political  organizations  who  are 
exploiting,  undercover  or  above  cover,  the 
anti-Catholic  trick  against  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy. Senators  will  be  defeated  2  and  4 
and  6  years  from  now,  not  on  the  basis  of 
party,  but  on  the  basis  of  how  they  handled 
the  McCarthy  matter. 

In  case  of  war  or  the  intensification  of  the 
cold  war.  any  Senator  who  made  it  difficult 
for  McCarthy  will  be  automatically  retired 
as  an  appeaser  of  communism. 


You  know,  Mr.  United  States  Senator,  that 
the  pro-McCarthy  mail  Is  outnumbering  the 
anti-McCarthy  mail  as  much  as  100-to-l.  Do 
not  be  deceived  by  the  sweet,  seductive,  per- 
fumed flattery  of  the  anti-McCarthy  Wash- 
ington newspapers.  They  merely  represent 
the  sterile  opinion  of  the  voteless  Jobholders, 
answerable  to  McCarthy  s  enemies.  In  ad- 
dition these  newspapers  are  more  concerned 
about  the  persecution  (  ? »  of  Peress,  Hiss.  Op- 
penheimer.  and  Da  vies  than  they  are  about 
the  unnamed  traitors  and  appeasers  who 
have  thus  far  escaped  open  and  publicized 
detection;  thanks  to  the  dirty  Job  that  has 
been  done  on  Joe  McCarthy  by  the  Interna- 
tionalists, the  Marxist.s.  and  their  thickhead- 
ed "handmaidens'  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United    States. 

Distributed  by  the  Christian  Nationalist 
Crusade. 

Prepared  especially  for  and  only  for  Mem- 
bers of  the  United  States  Senate  on  the  oc- 
casion of  the  special  Senate  session  re- 
lating to  the  Communist-fighting  activities 
of  Senator  Joseph  McCarthy  beginning  No- 
vember 8.    1954.  j 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  Piesident.  T 
conclude  with  only  thi.s  further  com- 
ment: As  I  said  in  the  beginning  of  my 
remarks,  the.se  are  typical  of  the  com- 
munications I  hc.ve  been  receiving  for  al- 
most a  year.  I  think  they  evidence  a 
great  sickness  among  our  people,  and  that 
sickness  has  been  greatly  enhanced  and 
increased  during  the  course  of  the  past 
year. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  in  voting  for 
censure,  which  I  believe  the  Senate  will 
do.  we  may  put  a  ."^top  to  the  reckless  in- 
citement of  the  hatred.s  and  fear.s  of 
people  who  are  suffering  from  a  lack  of 
information  or  a  lack  of  understanding 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  'Viill  the 
Senatoi  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
for  a  question. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  heard  con-ectly.  the  first  portion 
of  the  distinguished  Senator's  remarks 
were  dedicated  to  the  use  of  the  f rankint< 
privilege  in  connection  with  a  certain 
document.  Would  the  Senator  mind  tell- 
ing me  what  that  document  was?       i 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  gave  it  to  'the 
official  reporter,  but  what  I  was  readinq 
was  an  excerpt  from  an  article  which 
was  published  in  a  newspaper  publisjied 
at  Crossett.  Ark. 

Mr.  WELKER.     Crossett?,^ 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Cioss^.  The  ed- 
itor had  been  sent  one  of  thekiocuments 
which  were  distributed  in  tne  Senate,  en- 
titled. 'Throw  the  Bum  Out.  '  I  as.sumed 
it  was  prepared  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  or  at  his  request.  Cros- 
sett is  a  small,  but  very  progiessive,  lum- 
ber town  in  southern  Arkansas.  The 
editor  was  complaining  about  the  waste 
of  the  taxpayers'  money  in  sending  .such 
elaborate  documents  all  over  the  United 
States.  Apparently  if  such  a  document 
was  sent  to  the  newspaper  at  Crosaett. 
Ark.,  similar  documents  must  have  been 
sent  to  every  other  newspaper  in  the 
United  States,  of  which  there  are  seveial 
thousand.  That  was  the  complaint  the 
editor  was  making. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  know  such  documents  were 
mailed  all  over  the  United  States  or  tjow 
many  of  them  were  sent? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  What  I  meant 
was — and  I  shall  read  from  the  article  if 
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the  reporter  will  have  them  returned  to 
me — that  I  think  it  is  a  logical  assump- 
tion that  if  the  document  was  sent  to  a 
newspaper  in  a  small  town  in  Arkansas, 
similar  documents  must  have  been  sent 
to  newspap<irs  all  over  the  country,  al- 
though I  did  not  check  every  newspaper 
in  the  UniU'd  States. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  take  it  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkan.sas  disapproves  of  the 
use  of  the  franking  privilege  for  the 
mailing  of  .such  a  document? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Yes.  just  as  the 
writer  of  th<?  article  did.  If  the  Senator 
would  like  me  to  read  it,  I  shall  do  so. 
This  is  what  he  said 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  not  interested  in 
What  he  said.  I  heard  what  the  Senator 
said,  and  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say 
that  he.  along  with  the  editor,  disap- 
proved of  such  use  of  the  franking  privi- 
lege. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  That  is  true;  I 
agree  with  the  editor. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Has  the  Senator  dis- 
approved of  such  use  of  the  franking 
privilege  dtring  all  his  time  in  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  do  not  recall  an 
incident  quite  like  this  one.  I  have  never 
done  such  a  i  hing.  and.  to  my  knowledge, 
no  other  Serator  except  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  has.  That  is  a  re- 
markable th  ng  about  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin — he  has  great  orig- 
inality. He  iias  done  so  many  things  for 
which  I  knew  of  no  precedent  in  the 
practice  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further'' 

Mr.  FUT.BJIIGHT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  ask  the  Senator  if  it 
is  not  a  fact  that  on  October  3.  1950.  and 
on  Novembei  3.  1950.  the  then  distin- 
gui.'^hed  majority  leader  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side  o  the  aisle,  and  one  of  the 
members  of  -he  so-called  censure  com- 
mittee, was  involved  in  sending  over  100 
mail  bags  full  of  campaign  literature, 
which  appealed  to  be  an  insertion  in  the 
CoNCREssiON/.L  RECORD,  made  into  book- 
let form,  and  which  cost  the  taxpayers 
of  the  Natio.i  about  $15,533.  in  an  at- 
tempt to  help  the  then  distinguished 
majority  leacer.  Senator  Scott  Lucas,  of 
the  State  of  Illinois.  Did  the  Senator 
fiom  Arkansas  rise  in  the  Senate  and 
express  his  disgust  at  such  an  occur- 
rence? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  did  not  know 
anything  atK>ut  it.  and  I  do  not  know 
now  whether  that  is  an  accurate  state- 
ment or  not. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  did  not 
know  anything  about  it? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  No.  I  think  there 
has  usually  been  some  recognition  in  this 
body  of  a  dist.nction  between  the  incident 
under  discu&iion  and  what  is  done  in  an 
election.  Tliat  is,  I  think  it  would  have 
been  legitimiite,  as  the  article  indicates, 
for  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
to  have  sent  such  an  article  to  his  con- 
stituents in  Wisconsin.  I  know  I  have 
sent  mail  to  my  constituents  relating  to 
my  activities  in  the  Senate.  I  am  sure 
that  I  had  it  in  the  back  of  my  mind 
that  the  sending  of  such  mail  might  have 
some  influenc:e  in  the  attitude  of  my  con- 
stituents toward  me  in  the  next  election; 


but  I  did  not  send  any  such  mail  to  Wis- 
consin. I  assure  the  Senator,  and  I  do 
not  think  that  is  customary. 

Mr.  WELKER.  That  leads  me  to  a 
further  question,  if  the  Senator  will  yield 
further. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas,  intelligent 
Senator  that  he  is,  if  he  does  not  know 
it  to  be  a  violation  of  law  for  the  con- 
gressional franking  privilege  to  be  used 
by  a  private  organization,  namely.  "The 
Republicans  for  Lucas,"  and  to  send  out 
under  frank  about  100  mail  bags  full,  or 
470.000  booklets?  I  will  ask  the  Senator 
if  he  is  familiar  with  the  title  39.  United 
States  Code,  section  325.  which  explicitly 
bars  any  organization,  such  as  the  one 
mentionec.  from  using  the  free  mailing 
privilege  of  a  Member  of  the  Congress? 
The  sections  reads: 

Lending   or   Permitting   Use   or  Frank 

UNLAWFI'L 

It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  en- 
titled under  the  law  to  the  use  of  a  frank 
to  lend  said  frank  or  permit  its  use  by  any 
committee,  organization,  or  association,  or 
permit  its  use  by  any  person  for  the  benefit 
or  use  of  any  committee,  organization,  or  as- 
sociation. 

Is  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  familiar 
with  that  section  of  the  law"' 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  .shall  accept  the 
Senator's  statement  as  to  the  law.  If 
that  be  true,  why  did  not  the  Senator 
have  a  prosecution  instituted  under  the 
law? 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator 
man  the  Senator  fiom  Idaho? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  Any  Senator  who 
knew  about  it.  I  did  not  know  about  it, 
and  I  am  not  willing,  in  such  a  situation 
as  this,  to  accept  from  the  Senator  that 
statement  as  a  matter  of  fact.  It  is  a 
matter  to  be  proved.  Assuming  what 
the  Senator  says  to  be  true.  I  doubt  that 
it  is  a  proper  excuse  or  answer  to  the 
complaint  registered  by  the  editorial 
which  I  read  to  the  Senate.  I  never 
agree  with  the  approach  of  the  de- 
fenders of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin who  undertake  to  say  that  be- 
cause some  other  persons  may  have 
acted  in  a  certain  way  or  may  have  vio- 
lated a  law.  that  is  an  excuse  for  any- 
thing the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin may  wish  to  do.  In  the  first  place.  I 
do  not  have  any  knowledge  of  those 
facts,  but  if  a  violation  of  the  law  were 
involved,  as  the  Senator  says,  he  or 
somebody  else  should  have  prosecuted 
the  Senator  or  the  persons  responsible. 
I  think  the  facts  should  be  gone  into  a 
little  further.  I  do  not  wish  to  have  the 
Record  appear  that  l>ecause  I  say  that  is 
a  violation  of  the  law.  I  agree  that  those 

alleged  facts  are  true,  because  I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  would  not 
say  the  alleged  facts  were  not  true,  would 
he? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  would  not  say 
either  way.  The  Senator  has  asserted 
them. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Will  the  Senator  yield 
for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  has  asked 
me  why  I  did  not  prosecute  the  Senator. 


I  wish  I  had  been  a  Senator  at  that  time. 
It  happens  that  I  was  at  that  time  en- 
gaged in  a  campaign,  without  using  the 
frank  to  help  me  get  elected.  I  was  not 
in  the  Senate  at  the  time,  but  I  read 
about  it  in  the  newspaF>ers  some  2.500 
miles  away.  I  am  sure  that  if  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Arkansas  de- 
sires t(D  interrogate  a  certain  member  of 
the  censure  committee  he  will  find  the 
facts  to  be  as  I  have  related  them  in 
connection  with  that  incident. 

Will  the  Senator  jield  for  a  further 
question? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Yes.  I  yield  for  a 
question. 

Mr.  WELKEn.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  assume  that  the  letters  of  the 
type  he  has  read,  some  of  which  were 
tiivial.  some  harsh,  and  some  abusive  in 
nature,  have  been  directed  only  to  him? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  No.  I  assume  that 
practically  every  Member  of  the  Senate 
who  has  expressed  himself  in  this  matter 
has  received  similar  letters.  As  I  said 
before,  these  letters  are  by  no  means  all 
I  have  received.  These  are  typical  let- 
ters. I  have  some  which  are  much  worse 
and  much  more  abusive,  but  I  thought  it 
might  offend  the  sense  of  propriety  of 
this  body  to  read  them.  I  think  there 
are  some  limits  to  which  we  should  go 
even  in  this  kind  of  proceeding.  I  read 
the  letters  which  I  did  becau.se  I  think 
they  indicate  one  of  the  most  evil  effects 
of  the  activities  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  during  the  past  2  or  3 
years. 

I  think  he  has  in.spired  and  aroused 
fears  for  which  there  is  no  real  justifi- 
cation. As  I  said  before,  many  of  these 
letters  evidence  a  great  pessimism  about 
the  future  of  the  United  States.  In  his 
charges  of  infiltration  of  this  Govern- 
ment by  disloyal  people,  he  has  gone  so 
far  that  he  has  made  many  persons  in 
this  country  lose  confidence  in  their  own 
Government :  and  in  a  self-governing 
democracy.  I  think  that  is  one  of  the 
worst  things  a  man  can  do.  He  has 
directly  done  that  himself.  He  has  had 
on  his  staff  a  man  who  has  made  similar 
charges  about  the  Protestant  churches. 
The  Senator  himself  has  made  charges 
about  our  educational  institutions. 
When  a  man  causes  a  large  number  of 
persons  in  a  free,  self-governing  democ- 
racy to  lose  confidence  in  their  Govern- 
ment and  in  their  churches  and  in  their 
.schools,  he  has  done  a  great  disservice  to 
that  democracy. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
additional  15  minutes  yielded  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas  have  expired. 

Mr.  WELKER.  May  I  have  a  little 
further  time"' 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  give  me  some  idea  of  the 
length  of  time  he  needs  in  order  to  com- 
plete his  interrogation? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  shall  need  only  a 
short  time.  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield  time  to 
me,  or  we  can  take  it  from  the  time 
available  to  our  side. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Perhaps  the  addi- 
tional time  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
wishes  to  have  can  be  taken  from  the 
time  available  to  his  side. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Very  well.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent; I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
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15  addittonal  minutes,  if  that  will  suf- 
fice.      

Mr.  WELKER.    Yes.  it  will. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFPICEft.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  is  recognized  for 
15  minutes. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Yes.  15  minutes,  Mr. 
President. 

With  respect  to  the  statement  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  made  about  a 
member  of  the  staff  who  attacked  the 
Protestant  clergy 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT,  The  Senator  from 
Idaho  knows  about  whom  I  was  talk- 
ing; I  was  referring  to  Mr.  Matthews, 
who  was  on  the  staff. 

Mr.  WELKER.  That  is  correct.  Is  it 
a  fact  that  as  soon  as  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  who  now  is  on  trial,  was 
informed  of  that  situation,  he  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  dismissal  of  that  man? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  I  am  informed  by 
members  of  the  committee  that  that  is 
not  a  correct  statement  of  the  facts; 
and  I  have  every  confidence  that  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  who  now  are  on 
the  floor  will  verify  that. 

Mr.  WELKER,  Is  that  man  still  on 
the  staff? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  No,  he  is  not;  but 
I  am  informed  that  he  left  under  pres- 
sure from  other  members  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  did  not  take  the  initiative  in 
that  respect,  but,  in  fact,  that  he  re- 
sisted the  attempt  to  dismiss  Mr.  Mat- 
thews. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  fact  of  the  mat- 
ter is  that  that  gentleman  is  no  longer 
there;  is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  point  out  to  me  one  iota  of 
testimony  or  publicity  wherein  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  demand- 
ed that  that  man  be  retained  as  a  staff 
counselor,  or,  whatever  his  position  may 
have  been? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  I  do  not  have  that 
Information  available;  but  certainly  I 
have  a  very  clear  memory  with  regard 
to  conversations  about  the  matter,  be- 
cause it  so  happens  that  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  my  State  was  a  member  of  that 
committee.  I  do  not  wish  to  put  him  on 
the  spot ;  but  I  am  quite  sure  that  he  and 
other  Members  would  verify  what  I  am 
saying,  because  I  remember  very 
definitely  the  discussion  of  that  very 
matter,  for  I  was  deeply  shocked  by  the 
charge  that  "the  Protestant  clergy  har- 
bors the  largest  group  of  disloyal  or 
Communist-inclined  persons  in  the 
country" — or  something  of  that  sort. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.    Mr.  President,  will 

my  colleague  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  I  shall  yield  to  my 
colleague  from  Arkansas,  if  I  may  have 
the  permission  of  the  Senator  from 
Idaho,  who  yielded  to  me  15  additional 
minutes,  I  understand. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFIQER.  The 
Chair  understands  that  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Butler]  yielded  15 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
WELKER  ],  in  order  that  his  questions 
might  be  answered. 

Mr.  WELKER    That  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  yield  to  the  senior 


Senator  from  Arkansas   [Mr.  McClel- 

LANl? 

Mr.  WELKER.  First,  let  me  ask 
whether  the  junior  Senator  from 
Arkansas  heard  the  statement  which 
was  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  the 
other  day,  by  the  alleged  defendant  in 
the  present  action,  namely,  that  his 
committee  had  never  taken  action 
against  a  church  group,  and  that  that 
field  was  outside  the  sphere  of  the  com- 
mittee's investigatory  power? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  I  did ;  and  I  did  not 
say  they  took  any  such  action.  But  I 
said  they  had  on  their  staff  a  man  who 
made  serious  charges  about  such  a 
group,  and  I  said  that  his  activities  have 
tended  to  arouse  religious  prejudices  in 
our  country — prejudices  which  I  deplore. 
I  thought  we  had  long  since  gotten  away 
from  the  problem  of  religion  in  politics. 
and  I  dislike  to  see  it  revived  in  any  re- 
spect whatever. 

On  the  other  hand,  I  know  of  my  own 
knowledge  that  ministers  in  my  State 
have  been  greatly  disturbed  about  that 
matter,  because  they  have  told  me  of 
their  deep  concern  about  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  will  yield  fur- 
ther, I  should  like  to  ask  another  ques- 
tion. Since  it  has  been  stated  that  the 
committee  had  on  its  staff  a  gentleman 
who  offended  the  Protestants,  does  not 
the  junior  Senator  from  Arkansas  know 
it  to  be  a  fact  that  Alger  Hiss  at  one 
time  occupied  a  quite  prominent  position 
as  a  member  of  the  staff  of  a  Senate 
committee?  Is  that  not  correct?  Is  it 
not  also  correct  that  his  activities,  both 
before  that  time  and  since  then,  have 
alienated  the  affections  of  millions  of 
the  American  people? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  That  is  correct. 
However,  I  do  not  quite  see  the  relevancy 
of  the  Senator's  question. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Of  course.  Let  me 
ask  this  final  question:  Does  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  think  it  is  within  the 
code  of  ethics  of  a  Senator  of  the  United 
States  to  come  before  this  body  and  pub- 
licly disclose  letters  written  to  him  and 
disclose  the  names  of  those  who  signed 
the  letters,  and  also  disclose  their  ad- 
dresses, without  first  obtaining  the  con- 
sent of  the  ones  who  sent  the  letters? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  Normally  I  do  not 
make  a  practice  of  doing  that;  that  is 
quite  true.  However,  as  I  said  a  mo- 
ment ago,  this  action  is  a  very  unusual 
one. 

Mr.  WELKER.  It  is.  indeed;  I  agree 
about  that  with  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas. 

Mr.    PULBRIGHT.     As    the    Senator 

has  said,  we  are  dealing  with  a  most  un- 
usual situation,  and  naturally  the  pro- 
cedure is  also  unusual.  This  is  the 
fourth  time,  I  believe — the  fourth  time 
in  this  century,  at  least — when  there  has 
been  a  censure  action  in  the  Senate. 
Most  of  the  actions  coming  before  the 
Senate,  having  to  do  with  recalcitrant 
Members,  have  been  expulsion  actions; 
there  have  been  more  expulsion  actions 
in  the  history  of  the  Senate  than  cen- 
sure actions.  But,  as  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  knows,  today  we  say  things,  in 
connection  with  an  action  of  this  kind, 
which  normally  we  do  not  say  about  our 


colleagues:  it  would  violate  the  rules  of 
the   Senate  if   we   did   say   such   thimgs. 

But  there  would  be  no  possible  way  of 
even  discussing  this  matter  if  we  were 
to  follow  rigidly  the  normal  rules  of  the 
Senate  with  regard  to  a  discussion  of  one 
of  our  Members. 

In  this  particular  instance,  I  think 
these  letters  show — at  least,  they  do  in 
my  opinion — a  characteristic  result,  as 
I  said  a  moment  ago,  the  actions  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin;  the  let- 
ters are  characteristic  of  many  of  his 
supporters.  I  think  that  is  something 
the  Senate  should  know  about. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Let  me  ask  another 
question.  The  Senator  from  Arkansas 
has  related  that  a  situation  of  this  sort 
brings  about  a  waiver  of  rule  XIX,  sub- 
section 2.  inasmuch  as  a  Senator  could 
not  discuss  a  matter  of  this  sort  without 
violating  that  rule.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  by 
virtue  of  his  attempt  to  defend  himself, 
was  not  required  to  take  his  seat,  under 
the  rules  of  the  United  States  Senate — 
rules  which  have  beeii  in  force  in  the 
Senate  for  many  years,  indeed — but  that 
by  virtue  of  his  attempt  to  defend  him- 
self another  resolution  of  censure  was 
offered  again.st  him?    Is  not  that  a  fact? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  I  take  it  that  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  is  referring  to  the 
added  count  filed  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Utah  (Mr.  Bennett!. 

Mr.  WELKER. .^  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT. .  Certainly,  even  in 
a  censure  debate.  I  think  there  are  lim- 
its of  good  taste  and  proper  conduct,  and 
the  lid  is  not  completely  off ;  and  I  do  not, 
think  it  ever  .should  be.  Of  course,  that 
is  a  matter  for  the  Senate  to  determine. 
But  it  is  the  .same  with  many  of  the 
other  things  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  ha.s  done.  Many  of  his  activi- 
ties are  unprecedented.  These  matters 
are  not  all  black  and  white,  with  every- 
thing about  them  either  good  or  bad.  in 
this  type  of  .situation,  there  is  always  a 
que.stion  of  degree  and  a  question  of"  the 
circumstances  and  the  pattern  of  con- 
duct. All  that  is  to  be  considered. 
These  are  very  difficult  problems,  and  we 
have  very  few  guideposts  to  help  us  in 
our  handling  of  a  question  of  this  type. 
But  the  disruption  of  the  orderly  proc- 
esses of  our  Government,  both  executive 
and  legislative,  is  quite  clear;  and  to 
many  of  us  such  conduct  is  intolerable, 
and  it  means  a  breakdown  of  orderly 
government. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  not  the  Senator 
feel,  then,  that  if  the  defendant  on  trial 
herein  should  be  put  under  wraps,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Arkansas  should 
also  be  quite  temperate  in  his  remarks? 
He  is  one  of  the  Senators  named,  with 
respect  to  whom  I  said  I  would  propose  a 
censure  re.solution  because  of  the  re- 
marks made  against  the  defendant  in 
this  action,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  Does  not  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Arkansas  feel  that  we  should 
all  be  temperate,  rather  than  require 
the  defendant  alone  to  be  temperate'' 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  I  agree.  I  think  I 
have  been  temperate.  In  fact,  I  have 
had  great  difficulty  in  restraining  my 
temper.  I  have  been  as  temperate  as  I 
know  how  to  be.  I  know  of  no  insulting 
language  that  i  have  used.    On  the  other 
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hand,  the  Senator  from  Idaho  will  re- 
member an  incident  in  the  debate  of  last 
August,  when  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  challenged  5  or  6  Senators  on 
the  floor.  He  stated  that  he  was  going 
to  prove  us  to  l>e  perjurers  or  liars.  I 
believe,  if  we  would  come  before  his 
committee.  He  made  a  very  violent  at- 
tack upon  us.  I  do  not  recall  that  any 
of  us  responded  in  like  manner  on  that 
occasion.  I  do  not  know  of  anything 
that  I  have  saic  today  which  could  be 
described  as  intemperate. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Without  going  fur- 
ther into  the  matter  of  intemperance, 
because  no  two  Senators  are  alike,  does 
the  Senator  think  he  was  fair  and  hon- 
est toward  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  when  he  accused  him  of  ut- 
tering a  lie  when  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin accused  Annie  Lee  Moss  of  being 
a  card-carr>'ing  Communist? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  I  do  not  recall 
that  I  said  he  was  a  liar.  I  said  that  the 
manner  in  whi{;h  he  conducted  that 
hearing  was  certainly  unbecoming  a 
Senator,  and  unworthy  of  a  chairman 
of  a  Senate  committee.  The  same  prin- 
ciple is  involved  as  was  involved  in  the 
Zwicker  case.  Annie  Lee  Moss  was  a 
rather  helpless  Negro  woman  who  was 
brought  before  a  committee.  It  seems  to 
me  that  that  sort  of  person  deserves  de- 
cent and  gentlemanly  conduct  and 
treatment,  even  more  so  than  does  a 
general,  because  such  a  person  is  rela- 
tively helpless.  Yet  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  browbeat  that  woman  in 
a  shameful  way.  I  do  not  know  whether 
she  is  a  Communist  or  not.  I  was  not 
present,  but  I  dd  read  the  record.  I 
should  say  that  the  way  he  treated  her 
was  unjustified. 

Mr.  WEXKER.  Was  it  any  more  un- 
justified that  the  cross-examination  be- 
fore any  other  committee  the  Senator 
has  heard  of? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  I  have  attended  a 
great  many  comn.  ittee  hearings.  On  the 
whole.  I  think  the  chairmen  treat  wit- 
nesses with  respect.  They  have  respect 
for  them  as  people.  In  all  frankness.  I 
must  say  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  strikes  me  as  having  the 
greatest  contempt  for  the  human  per- 
sonality of  anyorie  I  have  ever  seen.  I 
have  had  several  personal  experiences 
with  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
in  which  he  treated  me  that  way;  and 
if  he  would  treat  a  Senator  that  way, 
he  would  probably  treat  others,  such  as 
Annie  Lee  Moss,  with  even  greater  con- 
tempt. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  does  not 
think  he  is  better  than  any  other  human 
being,  does  he? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  I  do  not.  I  often 
think  the  opposite. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator  re- 
member presiding  at  the  investigation 
into  the  PHA  housing  scandals  several 
years  ago? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  It  was  not  the 
PHA 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  RPC.  I  beg  the 
Senator's  pardon. 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.    Yes. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  the  Senator  feel 
that  at  all  times  he  conducted  himself 
as  a  kind  cross-examiner,  who  never 
pressed  hard  in  trying  to  get  the  truth? 


Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  I  do  not  quite  see 
the  connection  between  those  two  state- 
ments. I  personally  happen  to  think 
that  treating  a  witness  with  respect  and 
decorum  is  more  likely  to  result  in  get- 
ting the  truth  than  the  opposite  kind  of 
treatment.  I  may  say  that,  in  all  frank- 
ness. I  feel  that  the  browbeating  tactics 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
have  caused  some  witnesses  to  refuse  to 
answer  simply  l)ecause  they  resented  his 
methods.  I  cannot  prove  that,  but  I 
think  the  proper  way  is  to  treat  them 
with  respect,  and  that  such  treatment 
is  more  likely  to  result  in  getting  at  the 
truth.  I  do  not  know  whether  my  own 
conduct  was  good  or  not.  I  do  not  recall 
anyone  making  any  charges  about  it  at 
the  time. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  does  not 
recall  anyone  making  any  charges 
against  any  Senator  such  as  the  charges 
which  are  made  here:  does  he?-  Such 
charges  have  been  made  only  three  other 
times  since  the  Republic  was  founded; 
is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.     What  is  that? 

Mr.  WELKER.  This  is  only  the  fourth 
time  a  censure  resolution  has  ever  been 
offered  since  the  Republic  was  founded; 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  I  believe  that  is 
correct. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Has  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  ever  done  any  cross-examina- 
tion of  Communists  or  alleged  Commu- 
nists? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  Not  to  my  knowl- 
edge. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator 
know  where  Annie  Lee  Moss  is  today? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  No;  I  am  not  a 
particular  friend  of  hers.  All  I  know  is 
what  I  have  read  in  the  newspai>ers  and 
in  the  rejxjrt  of  the  committee.  I  have 
no  idea  where  she  is. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  warned  the  lady 
that  if  she  did  not  tell  the  truth  she 
would  be  committing  the  crime  of  per- 
jury. I  think  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Arkansas  is  an  attorney.  If  not.  he 
certainly  acts  like  one.  Would  it  be  un- 
fair cross-examination  to  advise  this  poor 
lady  of  difficult  procedures  ahead? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.    I  can  only  say  that 

1  read  about  the  case,  including  the 
printed  hearings  of  the  committee.  I 
was  not  present.  However.  I  also  heard 
from  some  members  of  the  committee. 
The  Senator  from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Sym- 
ington] and  the  senior  Senator  from 
Arkansas  I  Mr.  McClellanI  did  not  seem 
to  think  that  was  an  entirely  proper  kind 
of  cross-examination.  That,  together 
with  what  I  read  in  the  record  led  me 
to  believe  that  this  poor  woman  had  been 
maltreated. 

I  must  say  to  the  Senator  that  we  do 
not  reach  a  final  judgment  on  a  question 
of  this  kind  based  upon  a  single  incident. 
If  that  had  been  the  only  thing  ever  al- 
leged against  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  I  doubt  if  I  would  be  here 
mentioning  it.  However,  it  is  one  inci- 
dent which  is  typical  of  the  course  of 
conduct  which  has  been  going  on  now  for 

2  or  3  years.  It  only  fortifies  and  rein- 
forces the  belief  of  some  of  us,  at  least, 
about  the  way  the  junior  Senator  from 


Wisconsin  treats  witnesses.  Many  Sen- 
ators now  in  the  Chamber  were  present 
at  a  hearing  when  I  appeared  before  the 
Appropriations  Committee  to  present  the 
case  regarding  the  exchange-of-students 
program.  The  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin undertook  to  discredit  my  testi- 
mony. At  that  time  many  Senators  evi- 
denced dislike  or  disapproval  of  the  Itind 
of  tactics  he  used.  The  succession  of 
events 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICER.  The  ad- 
ditional time  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
has  expired. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
have  2  or  3  more  minutes? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  yield  5  more  minutes  to  the  Senator 
from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Let  me  say  to  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  from  Arkansas — and 
1  hope  he  will  believe  me — that  I  will  not 
condone  the  conduct  of  any  cross-exam- 
iner or  anyone  else  who  would  try  to 
embarrass  or  intimidate  a  fellow  Senator 
or  a  fellow  human  being.  If  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  behaved  in  any 
such  manner  toward  the  junior  Senator 
from  Arkansas.  I  am  sorry  for  it.  I  cer- 
tainly do  not  wish  to  be  placed  in  the 
position  of  condoning  such  conduct. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  ask  the  Senator 
this  question:  Has  the  Senator,  since  h« 
filed  his  charges  or  amendments  to  Sen- 
ate Resolution  301,  investigated  to  deter- 
mine what  happened  to  Annie  Lee  Moss, 
and  has  he  examined  the  FBI  report  on 
her,  which  is  a  public  record  at  the  Civil 
Service  Commission? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.    No;   I  have  not. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Since  the  Senator 
filed  this  additional  charge  against  the 
defendant  in  this  action,  and  since  it  was 
publicized  all  over  the  world,  does  not 
the  Senator  think  it  would  be  fair — and 
I  know  he  is  a  fair  man — to  check  the 
record  as  it  exists,  a  record  which  caused 
the  Army  to  fire  Annie  Lee  Moss  shortly 
after  certain  disclosures  were  made  here 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  All  I  can  say  is 
that,  in  the  first  place,  the  committee  did 
not  feel  that  it  was  worthwhile  to  go  into 
that  subject.  My  feeling  is — although 
I  do  not  know  this — that  the  conunittee 
felt  the  Zwicker  case  was  perhaps  a  bet- 
ter case  to  illustrate  this  particular  char- 
acteristic of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

As  often  happens,  the  committee  did 
not  take  the  time  to  go  into  a  great  many 
of  the  charges.  But  I  do  not  know.  The 
charge  having  been  dropped,  there  seems 
to  have  been  no  particular  reason  for 
pursuing  it. 

Let  me  mention  one  further  point. 
The  fact  that  a  person  has  been  dropped 
from  the  rolls  or  susp>ended  is  by  no 
means  final  proof  that  he  was  guilty  of 
disloyalty.  The  influence  of  the  jimior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  been  very 
great.  We  know  of  many  discharges  in 
various  branches  of  government  which, 
in  my  opinion,  were  without  any  founda- 
tion whatever  so  far  as  the  loyalty  of  the 
persons  involved  was  concerned.  In 
other  words,  I  have  never  accepted  as 
a  fact  that  2,000  or  6,000  employees  have 
been  discharged  for  being  disloyaL 


16204 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


November  30 


5 


i, 
n 


i!^- 


I* 


;i 


^'1 


\> 


•1^ 


Mr.  WELKER.  Let  us  not  get  off  the 
subject  matter.  I  am  not  talking  about 
any  6,000  employees. 

Mr.  FUIiBRIOHT.  I  believe  it  was 
the  Vice  President  who  used  that  num- 
ber. He  said  that  that  niunber  of  em- 
ployees had  been  discharged  for  security 
reasons.  I  do  not  know  anything  about 
Annie  Lee  Moss.  I  do  not  know  whether 
she  is  a  Communist.  The  point  is  that 
the  way  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin interrogated  her  in  committee 
was  absolutely  unjustified  and  wiworthy 
of  a  Senator.  That  is  the  real  point  I 
make. 

Mr.  WELKER.  My  final  question  is 
this :  The  Senator  admits  that  the  charge 
dealing  with  Annie  Lee^Moss  was  not 
of  sufficient  weight  for  the  select  com- 
mittee to  pay  any  attention  to  it.  I 
assume  the  Senator  knows  that  2  days 
after  I  made  the  disclc&ure.  namely,  on 
August  2,  Annie  Lee  Moss  was  relieved 
from  Government  service  by  the  Army. 
The  Senator  from  Arkansas  knows  that 
to  be  a  fact,  does  he  not? 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  allege  that  Mrs.  Annie  Lee 
Moss  was  found  to  be  a  Communist,  or 
disloyal  to  the  Government? 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  will  not 
get  me  to  call  anyone  a  Communist. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.     WeU 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  have  had  a  hundred 
or  a  thousand  times  more  exiierience  in 
investigating  these  people  than  has  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas.  Never  once 
did  I  call  any  of  them  a  Communist.  I 
let  the  record  speak  for  itself. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  May  I  ask  whether 
the  record  shows  it? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
Of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  has  expired. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  did  not  hear  what 
the  Senator  said. 

Mr.  FTJLBRIGHT.  Does  the  record 
show  that? 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  record  was  suffi- 
cient. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  Of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  has  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield  me 
half  a  minute? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  1  minute 
to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  record  was  suffi- 
cient to  show  that  2  days  after  I  made 
my  remarks  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
the  Army  released  Annie  Lee  Moss,  un- 
fortunate person  though  she  may  be. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  That  may  only 
show  the  great  power  of  the  Senator 
from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much.  I  did  not  think  I  would  re- 
ceive such  a  gracious  tribute  from  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  to  the  senior  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellanJ  such  time  as 
he  may  desire  to  use. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President, 
what  I  am  about  to  say  is  now  rather 
moot,  in  view  of  the  extended  colloquy 
which  has  taken  place  between  my  dis- 
tinguished colleague  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
FULBRIGHT]  and  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker].  During 
the  course  of  the  colloquy  my  jvmior  col- 


league said  he  did  not  want  to  put  me  on 
a  spot  regarding  the  so-called  J.  P.  Mat- 
thews case. 

I  did  not  want  to  leave  the  Record  in 
exactly  that  light.  Therefore  I  wish  to 
announce.  Mr.  President,  that  I  am  pres- 
ent in  the  Senate,  that  I  am  not  on  a 
spot,  and  that  I  am  prepared  to  answer 
any  questions  either  of  the  two  Senators 
who  engaged  in  the  colloquy  or  any  other 
Senator  may  wish  to  ask  of  me,  if  they 
deem  such  questions  pertinent  to  the 
issue  now  before  the  Senate.  I  am  not 
on  a  spot,  and  I  am  glad  to  answer  any 
questions  about  the  case.  If  any  Sena- 
tor wishes  to  do  so,  he  may  ask  the  ques- 
tion in  his  time,  and  I  shall  be  glad  to 
answer  the  question. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
have  another  minute  yielded  to  me  so 
that  I  may  ask  a  question  of  my  distin- 
guished friend,  the  able  senior  Senator 
from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Inasmuch  as  I  used 
about  a  minute  in  making  my  state- 
ment, I  shall  be  glad  to  allow  a  similar 
amount  of  time  to  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  in  which  to  ask  his  question. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Has  the  Senator's 
committee  ever  gone  into  the  field  of  in- 
vestigating communism  in  churches  or 
schools? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  was  not  the 
question,  but  I  will  say  no. 

Mr.  PULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  i 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.     I  yield.  \ 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  real  question, 
as  I  understood,  was  whether  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  had  vol- 
untarily asked  Mr.  Matthews  to  leave  his 
staff  position.  In  other  words,  did  he 
dismiss  Mr.  Matthews  volunta»-ily.  or 
did  the  other  members  of  the  committee 
request  his  dismissal? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  will  answer  that 
that  I  do  not  know  how  Mr.  Matthews 
got  off  the  committee.  I  assume  that 
the  resignation  was  submitted  on  the  day 
the  Democratic  members  of  the  com- 
mittee announced  that  they  wanted  to 
be  given  some  consideration  in  his  ap- 
pointment, after  the  article  published  in 
the  American  Mercury  magazine,  I  be- 
lieve, came  to  the  attention  of  the  three 
Democratic  members  of  the  committee. 

It  was  some  5  or  6  days  thereafter. 
at  a  meeting  of  the  committee,  after  a 
conference  or  after  a  discussion  with  Mr. 
Matthews  regarding  the  article  he  had 
written,  that  he  admitted  in  the  presence 
of  the  members  of  the  committee  then 
present — I  believe  all  members  were 
present,  but  at  any  rate,  in  the  presence 
of  the  members  then  present — that  the 
tone  of  the  article  was  such  and  the 
content  of  it  was  such,  irrespective  of 
how  sincere  he  may  have  been  in  his  be- 
lief, that  its  publication  had  evidently 
impaired  his  usefulness  as  a  member  of 
the  committee  staff. 

When  he  admitted  that  to  me,  I  asked 
him  the  question,  "Why  don't  you  sub- 
mit your  resignation?" 

His  answer  was  that  he  had  already 
submitted  it. 

I  asked  him  when  he  had  submitted  it. 

He  said,  "On  last  Thursday." 

It  was  then  that  I  asked  the  chairman 
to  accept  the  resignation.  At  that  time 
he  declined.    I  then  asked  the  chairman 


to  i)ermit  the  members  of  the  committee 
to  vote  to  accept  the  resignation.  The 
chairman  ruled  that  the  members  of  the 
committee  had  no  jurisdiction  and  no 
authority  in  the  selection  of  members  of 
the  staff. 

Thereafter  when  the  majority  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  voted  to  adopt  a 
motion  denying  to  the  members  of  the 
committee  any  voice  in  the  selection  of 
staff  members,  and  investing  all  the 
power  in  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
the  Democrats  promptly  resigned  from 
the  committee. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  one  question  on  that  point? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield,  if  I  have  the  time  to  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  After  the  Democratic 
members  of  the  committee  left  the  com- 
mittee, it  is  a  fact,  is  it  not,  that  the 
resignation  of  the  staff  member  was 
accepted'!' 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  WELKER.  He  is  not  there  now. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  do  not  know  how 
he  got  off  the  staff  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  from 
Arkansas  knows  that  Mr.  Matthews  did 
not  work  there  when  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  returned  to  the  committee.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  He  was  not  there 
w  hen  we  came  back  about  some  7  months 
later.  I  do  not  know  how  he  got  off  the 
stafT 

Mr  POTTER,  Mr.  President,  win  the 
Senator  yield '' 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.     I  yield. 

Mr  POTTER.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  Arkan.sas  did  not  wi.«=h  to  leave  the 
impression  that  it  was  only  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  committee  who 
were  concerned  about  the  J.  B.  Matthews 
statement  legarding  Communist  Infil- 
tration in  churches. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  may  say  that  the 
Senator  from  Michiq;an  is  a  member  of 
the  committee.  He  can  speak  for  him- 
self. 

Mr.  POTTER.  The  Senator  from 
Arkan-^as.  I  am  sure,  agrees  that  the 
Senator  now  speaking  opposed  the  con- 
tinuation of  J.  B.  Matthews  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  staff  t)ecaupe  a 
religious  controversy  had  developed  as 
the  result  of  an  article  he  had  written, 
which  was  injurious  to  the  effective  op- 
eration of  the  committee. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  The  Senator  from 
Michi'j:an  is  correct.  I  am  happy  to  have 
him  speak  for  himself.  I  did  not  want  to 
speak  for  him. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  me  10  sec- 
onds on  that  point? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr  FULBRIGHT.  A  member  of  the 
pre.^s  .sends  me  a  note,  which  I  am  sure 
is  accurate.  It  is  to  the  effect  that  Mrs. 
Annie  Lee  Moss  was  suspended  by  the 
Army  6  weeks  ago.  that  she  has  been 
given  a  hearincj  on  charges,  and  that 
the  decision  is  still  pending. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  1  hour  to  the  senior  Senator  from 
South  Dakota. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President.  I  am  not 
sure  that  I  shall  use  a  full  hour  if  there 
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are  no  interruptions,  but  I  appreciate  the 
majority  leaders  yielding  me  that  much 
time. 

Mr.  President,  a  careful  study  of  the 
hearings  condjcted  by  the  select  com- 
mittee, its  report  to  the  Senate,  and  the 
presentations  made  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  by  the  memkwrs  of  the  select 
committee,  indicate  that  basically  the  is- 
sues raised  by  the  committee  in  its  de- 
liberations and  in  its  consideration  of 
Senate  Resolution  301  fall  into  four  cat- 
egories, as  follows: 

First.  Should  the  Senate  vote  to  cen- 
sure the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin (Mr.  McCahthyJ  because  his  failure 
to  coop>erate  with  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  Administration  in 
clearing  up  ma'  ters  referred  to  that  sub- 
committee, which  concerned  his  conduct 
as  a  Senator,  may  have  affected  the 
honor  of  the  S<nate? 

Second.  Should  the  Senate  vote  to 
censure  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin because  of  statements  he  made 
about  the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges 
and  Elections  >vhile  they  were  trying  to 
cari-y  out  their  assigned  duties,  thereby 
obsti-ucting  the  constitutional  processes 
of   the  Senate" 

Third.  Shculd  the  Senate  vote  to  cen- 
sure the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
because  in  failing  to  cooperate  with  a 
Senate  commit  .,ee  in  clearing  up  matters 
affecting  the  hcnor  of  the  Senate,  he  was 
in  fact  acting  contrary  to  senatorial  tra- 
dition and  should  therefore  be  con- 
demned? 

Fourth.  Should  the  Senate  vote  to 
censure  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin because  of  his  conduct  as  chair- 
man Of  a  Senate  subcommittee  in  exam- 
ining a  witness  representing  the  execu- 
tive branch  of  the  Government  by  the 
name  of  Gen.  Ralph  W.  Zwicker,  and  be- 
cause the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin subsequently  released  the  executive 
hearings  of  thii  testimony,  and  that,  by 
so  doing,  he  tended  to  destroy  the  good 
faith  which  must  be  maintained  be- 
tween the  executive  and  the  legislative 
branches  in  our  system  of  government? 

Mr.  President,  the  foregoing  appear  to 
be  a  full  listing  of  the  reasons  suggested 
by  the  select  committee  of  the  Senate 
for  favoring  a  censure  of  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy at  the  time  the  committee  re- 
ported the  resolution  of  censure  on  No- 
vember 9.  Iml>edded  in  the  second  of 
these  reasons,  of  course,  is  the  deroga- 
tory statement  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  I  Mr.  McCarthy  I  made  about 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  IMr.  Hem- 
srickson  ]. 

I  should  like  to  discuss  these  four  fac- 
tors today  as  .ogically  and  dispassion- 
ately as  may  be  possible  in  view  of  the 
complete  array  of  data  and  evidence 
now  available. 

Since  my  colleague  from  South  Dakota 
IMr.  Case]  has  presented  to  the  Senate 
new  evidence  concerning  the  second 
count  in  the  censure  resolution,  that 
relating  to  the  Zwicker  incident  and  ac- 
tivities; since  he  reports  that  for  some 
reason  or  othe;  it  was  not  brought  to 
the  attention  oi  the  select  committee  at 
the  time  of  its  hearings;  and  since  this 
new  evidence  clearly  indicates  that  if 


there  was  any  action  tending  to  destroy 
the  good  faith  which  we  all  recognize  to 
be  essential  between  the  executive  and 
legislative  branches  of  our  system  o<f 
government,  any  breach  of  faith  in  this 
instance  was  initiated  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Army  rather  than  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  it  would 
appear  that  Senators  would  not  be  in- 
clined to  vote  a  censure  for  Senator 
McCarthy  on  that  count. 

To  say  this  does  not  imply  that  the 
senior  Senator  from  South  Dakota  places 
his  stamp  of  approval  on  the  language 
used  by  Senator  McCarthy  in  trying  to 
induce  General  Zwicker  to  be  a  more 
forthright  and  helpful  witness  during 
the  course  of  the  hearings  in  question. 
It  should  be  recognized,  of  course,  that 
General  Zwicker  was  far  from  a  help- 
ful, forthright,  and  coop>erative  witness. 
but.  even  so.  a  more  restrained  reprimand 
on  the  part  of  Senator  McCarthy  would, 
in  my  opinion,  have  been  more  ap- 
propriate and  would  have  served  the  pur- 
PKJse  fully  as  well.  I  regret  that  Senator 
McCarthy  used  the  language  which  he 
used.  I,  myself,  would  not  have  used 
it. 

Be  that  as  it  may.  since  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy was  awurc  of  the  fact  that  the 
Department  of  the  Army,  which  at  tliat 
hearing  was  represented  in  the  person  of 
General  Zwicker.  had  permitted  the  hon- 
orable discharge  of  Dr.  Peress  despite 
the  letter  which  Senator  McCarthy  as 
chairman  of  the  investigating  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  had  written  on  Feb- 
ruary 1  requesting  that  the  whole  Peress 
matter  be  reviewed  and  reconsidered  be- 
fore an  honorable  discharge  was  con- 
summated, it  is  understandable  that 
Senator  McCarthy  had  reached  a  stage 
of  exasperated  frustration  at  the  time  he 
made  his  statements  in  the  presence  of 
General  Zwicker. 

The  subsequent  release  of  the  execu- 
tive-session transcript  was  an  under- 
standable sequel  to  the  events  which  fol- 
lowed and  which  included  the  partial  re- 
lease to  the  press  by  both  sides  to  the 
controversy  of  its  recollection  of  the  per- 
tinent portions  of  the  testimony.  Of 
course,  the  record  also  shows  that  the 
release  of  the  transcript  to  the  press  was 
made  after  the  members  of  the  commit- 
tee had  been  asked  by  telegram  to  ap- 
prove such  release. 

Taking  the  Peress-Zwicker  incident  as 
a  whole,  therefore,  it  does  not  seem  to 
this  Senator  that  it  is  possible  to  sup- 
port the  recommendations  of  what  now 
apF>ears  to  be  only  a  majority  of  the  se- 
lect committee  to  the  effect  that  Senator 
McCarthy  should  be  censured  for  his 
part  in  trying  to  bring  about  the  dis- 
closure of  the  identity  of  those  in  the 
Pentagon  who  promoted  this  fifth 
amendment  Communist  and  who 
brought  about  the  special  consideration 
of  his  requests  for  state-side  service  as 
well  as  his  frantic — and  successful — 
request  for  an  honorable  discharge  to 
be  issued  with  such  speed  that  it  was 
granted  before  the  investigation  headed 
by  Senator  McCarthy  was  able  tp  br 
about*  its  postponement  or  denial  or  to 
give  the  Army  additional  information. 


I  believe.  Mr.  President,  that  many 
Americans  would  feel  that  a  great  injvis- 
tice  had  been  perpetrated  if  the  man  who 
diligently  tried  to  stop  the  honorable  dis- 
charge of  Dr.  Peress  and  to  disclose  the 
identity  of  those  in  the  Department  of 
the  Army  who  were  granting  him  un- 
usual favors  were  to  be  censured  for  his 
efforts — even  though  some  might  agree 
that  Seruitor  McCarthy's  efforts  were 
overzealous  and  unduly  vigorous — while 
Dr.  Peress  iumself  continues  to  enjoy  all 
the  benefits  accruing  to  one  holding  an 
honorable  discharge  from  the  United 
States  Army,  and  while  every  single  offi- 
cer of  the  Army  having  to  do  with  his 
promotion  or  his  discharge  remain  in  the 
safety  of  obscurity,  entirely  unrepri- 
manded  and  unpimished. 

For  myself,  at  least,  I  cannot  partici- 
pate in  precipitating  such  a  miscarriage 
of  justice,  insofar  as  count  2  of  the  cen- 
sure resolution  is  concerned,  nor  can  I, 
by  voting  censure  on  the  basis  of  such  a 
sequence  of  events,  place  my  personal 
stamp  of  approval  of  the  Army's  mani- 
festation of  a  cavalier  contempt  for  an 
ofiBcial  letter  from  the  chairman  of  a 
Senate  committee,  and  for  an  official 
letter  coming  from  the  properly  desig- 
nated chairman  of  an  established  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  on  the  1st  day  of 
February,  which  was  completely  and  con- 
temptuously ignored. 

Mr.  President,  for  a  long  time  in  Wash- 
ington, in  the  House  or  in  the  Senate, 
sometimes  as  a  member  of  the  minority 
party  and  sometimes  as  a  member  of  the 
majority  party.  I  have  been  consistent 
in  believing  that  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  has  been  somewhat  derelict 
in  maintaining  its  own  position  vis-a-vis 
the  executive  departments  of  Govern- 
ment. For  many  years,  under  the  New 
Deal,  I  saw  the  prominence,  the  prestige, 
the  importance,  and  the  significance  of 
Congress  shrivel  and  shrink  month  by 
month  because  Members  of  Congress  did 
not  dare  to  stand  up  against  officials  in 
the  executive  department  of  Government. 
I  deplored  that  in  many  a  pubhc  speech 
at  that  time,  Mr.  President;  I  deplore  it 
just  as  completely  at  this  time. 

As  for  me,  whether  we  have  a  Republi- 
can President  or  a  Republican  Congress, 
a  Democratic  President  or  a  Democratic 
Congress,  or  some  other  combination,  so 
long  as  I  am  here  I  shall  do  what  I  can 
to  maintain  the  coordinate  importance 
and  ix>sition  of  the  Senate  and  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  I  shall  know- 
ingly do  nothing  to  encourage  executive 
departments  and  agencies  to  ignore  legit- 
imate and  official  requests  from  congres- 
sional committees. 

If  there  be  those  among  us  m'ho  feel 
differently,  I  shall  not  criticize  them. 
If  there  be  those  among  us  who  are  will- 
ing to  place  their  stamp  of  approval  on 
a  procedure  which  would  then  become  a 
precedent,  saying  it  is  perfectly  all  right 
for  the  Department  of  the  Army  or  any 
other  department  of  government  to  ig- 
nore completely  an  official  letter  from 
an  official  committee  of  the  Senate,  I,  at 
least,  want  to  have  no  part  in  this  new 
surrender  of  congressional  authority  to 
executive  importance.  I  think  Senators 
ahd  Members  of  the  House  have  a  duty. 
60  long  as  they  hold  these  offices,  to 
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maintain  the  importance  of  the  branch 
of  government  which  they  represent,  and 
that  they  serve  freedom  badly  if  by  their 
actions  they  try  to  reduce  or  minimize 
the  importance  of  the  legislative  branch 
of  government  and  start  where  the  New 
Deal  left  off,  surrendering  legislative 
rights,  authority,  and  power  to  executive 
authority  and  executive  i>osition. 

In  passing.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
lilce  to  congratulate  my  colleague  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  for  what  I 
think  has  been  an  extremely  construc- 
tive service  in  ferreting  out  this  bit  of 
evidence  which  for  some  reason  the 
select  committee  did  not  have  before  it. 
and  in  bringing  it  before  the  Senate  and 
placing  his  finger  upon  one  of  the  most 
vital  phases  of  the  decisicm  we  are  about 
to  make.  The  basic  issue  in  the  propo- 
sition before  us  is  crystal  clear. 

On  count  2,  are  we  going  to  vote  to 
maintain  the  power,  prestige,  and  dig- 
nity of  the  Senate,  or  are  we  going  16 
vote  to  reduce  its  power  and  dignity  and 
Importance,  and,  in  the  melancholy 
fashion  of  the  long  years  of  the  New 
Deal,  once  again  discontinue  holding  our 
legislative  heads  erect,  and  stai-t  again 
to  bow  low  before  the  shadow  of  the 
power  coming  from  the  White  House  and 
executive  agencies? 

Let  us  now  return  to  the  three  remain- 
ing issues  raised  by  the  select  commit- 
tee, and  consider  them  in  the  order  in 
which  they  appear  in  the  committee's 
resolution  proposing  the  censure  of  Sen- 
ator McCarthy,  all  of  which  can  be  bun- 
dled together  and  bracketed  under  one 
heading,  although  Z  shall  discuss  them 
separately,  because  there  are  separate 
aspects  of  each  facet.  I  might  add  that 
all  of  these  three  issues  deal  with  mat- 
ters occurring  in  a  previous  Congress, 
and  before  the  election  of  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy to  his  present  term  in  the  United 
States  Senate.  This,  in  itself,  gives  them 
an  unprecedented  and  a  curious  aspect. 

The  first  issue  is:  Should  the  Senate 
vote  to  censure  Senator  McCarthy  be- 
cause he  failed  to  cooperate  with  the 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  In  clearing  up  the 
matters  referred  to  that  subcommittee 
which  concerned  his  conduct  as  a  Sen- 
ator? 

On  that  particular  facet,  my  answer 
to  the  suggestion  for  censure  is  in  the 
negative,  for  what  I  consider  to  be  a  very 
good  and  valid  reason,  namely,  that  the 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions itself  failed  to  exercise  full  dili- 
gence and  failed  to  use  its  complete  au- 
thority in  an  effort  to  bring  Senator 
McCarthy  before  the  group  in  order  to 
receive  any  information  which  it  desired 
to  have  him  provide  under  oath. 

If  the  evidence  before  the  Senate  indi- 
cated that  the  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections  had  been  more  pre- 
cise, specific,  and  compelling  in  its  re- 
quest to  have  Senator  McCarthy  appear 
before  it  on  a  mutually  convenient  date, 
or  had  the  subcommittee  manifested  the 
earnestness  of  its  zeal  by  issuing  a  sub- 
pena  for  the  appearance  of  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy, and  had  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  then  failed  to  appear,  I  should 
be  quite  prepared  to  vote  to  censure  a 
fellow    Senator    under    those    circum- 


stances, because  there  would  then  be  a 
clear-cut  case  of  a  defiant  refusal  of  the 
Senator  to  present  himself  before  a  com- 
mittee of  his  colleagues. 

However,  we  must  deal  with  realities, 
and  not  with  the  ifs,  ands,  and  buts.  In 
the  instant  case,  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections,  as  indicated  by 
the  uncontested  record,  and  for  reasons 
best  known  to  itself,  completely  failed 
and  failed  completely  both  in  the  preci- 
sion and  the  compelling  nature  of  its  so- 
called  invitations  to  Senator  McCarthy; 
and  it  markedly  and  conspicuously  failed 
to  exercise  its  power  of  subpena  to  induce 
the  appearance  of  Senator  McCarthy 
before  the  subcommittee  on  a  specific 
day  and  date. 

In  failing  to  exercise  these  committee 
prerogatives — and  I  think  they  were 
committee  duties — the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  made  it  impos- 
sible for  the  senior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  to  vote  to  censure  a  colleague  for 
failure  to  answer  the  type  and  nature  of 
indefinite  and  ineffective  invitations 
Which  were  extended  to  him. 

To  be  guilty  to  the  extent  of  justifying 
censure,  it  appears  to  me  that  any  Sen- 
ator must  exercise  a  degree  of  defiance 
toward  a  committee  which  could  be 
measured  only  by  his  willingness  or  un- 
willingness to  answer  a  direct  and  spe- 
cific summons  to  appear  before  it  at  a 
time  when  he  was  able  to  be  present,  and 
when  the  committee  had  exercised  its 
full  authority  in  requiring  his  presence. 
Such  obviously  is  not  the  histoi-y  found 
in  the  hearings  of  the  present  case. 

Let  us  now  consider  the  second  issue 
raised  by  the  select  committee:  Should 
the  Senate  vote  to  censure  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy because  of  statements  he  made 
about  the  subcommittee  and  its  members 
while  they  were  trying  to  carry  out  their 
assigned  duties,  thereby  obstructing  the 
constitutional  processes  of  the  Senate? 
,Let  me  make  my  position  crystal  clear 
on  this  specific  issue.  I  do  not  approve 
what  Senator  McCarthy  said  about  Sen- 
ator Hendrickson.  I  wish  he  had  not 
said  it.  I  am  glad  that  he  retracted  it 
yesterday,  and  that  he  agreed  it  was  an 
unfortunate  choice  of  words.  An  apol- 
ogy to  that  extent  seems  more  than  justi- 
fied. 

I  realize  that  Senator  McCarthy  was 
hurt  and  angered  by  what  he  conceived 
to  be  important  elements  of  political  per- 
secution in  the  actions  of  the  Gillette 
subcommittee  in  giving  such  sustained 
attention  to  the  unsupported  charges 
which  former  Senator  Benton  placed  be- 
fore the  committee  by  an  address  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  Even  so.  I  believe 
Senator  McCarthy  was  unjustified  in 
assailing  Senator  Hendrickson  person- 
ally for  his  part  in  serving  on  the  com- 
mittee as  a  minority  member  under  most 
trying  and  exasperating  circumstances. 
I  do  not  approve  of  that  or  any  other 
excessively  offensive  language  or  adjec- 
tives which  Senator  McCarthy  may  have 
used. 

If  it  were  in  keeping  with  the  rules  and 
traditions  of  the  Senate  to  censure  every 
Senator  who  makes  an  unjustifiable  per- 
sonal attack 'against  a  colleague,  whether 
on  or  off  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  I  would 
unhesitatingly  vote  to  censure  Senator 
McCarthy  for  some  of  the  statements 


he  has  made.  The  most  cursory  exam- 
ination of  the  records  of  the  Senate, 
however,  completely  and  definitely  re- 
futes the  theory  that  it  is  in  the  tradition 
of  the  Senate  to  adopt  a  resolution  of 
censure  against  any  one  of  our  more 
vigorous  and  vociferous  colleagues  who 
engages  in  unwarranted,  unjustified,  and 
undignified  attacks  upon  a  fellow  Sen- 
ator. As  a  matter  of  fact,  while  several 
Members  have  used  much  more  offen.slve 
and  destructive  language  than  has  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  none 
has  ever  been  censured  in  the  history  of 
the  Senate  for  such  an  offen.se. 

So  far  I  have  refrained  from  taking 
any  part  in  this  debate,  hoping  for  more 
clarification  on  the  point  I  am  atwut  to 
make,  namely,  that  up  to  this  late  hour — 
and  it  i.s  s rowing  late — no  member  of 
the  select  committee  and  no  Senator  not 
a  member  of  the  select  committee  ha.s 
placed  before  the  Senate  any  reasonable 
justification  as  to  why  we  should  adopt 
one  rule  of  eood  forensic  behavior  for 
Senator  McCarthi-.  and  apply  another 
rule  for  all  the  rest  of  us,  or  for  all  the 
other  Senators  who  have  preceded  us  as 
Members  of  this,  the  most  important  leg- 
islative body  of  the  world.  Porhap.*;  there 
should  be  a  lule  which  would  call  for 
censure  of  any  one  of  us  who  intemper- 
ately  and  without  justification  indulges 
in  personal,  derosatory.  and  damaglns: 
criticism  of  a  colleague,  whether  on  the 
Senate  floor,  in  the  heat  of  a  political 
campaign,  or  in  a  careless  statement  to 
the  press  or  on  the  radio. 

The  fact  remains,  however,  that  there 
is  no  such  rule.  If  there  were  one  it 
should,  of  course,  be  made  effective  for 
future  offen.'-es.  rather  than  to  be  u.sed  to 
penalize  a  Senator  for  something  occur- 
ring before  the  adoption  of  the  rule. 

I  fail  to  see  how  any  Senator  in  good 
conscience  can  justify  a  vote  of  censure 
against  Senator  McCarthy  for  havinsi 
violated  a  rule  which  does  not  exist,  or 
for  having  engaged  in  excesses  similar  to 
those  which  have  been  practiced  by  other 
Senators  and  which,  without  exception, 
have  failed  to  provoke  a  vote  of  censure. 
Justice  and  discrimination  seldom  team 
up  to  result  in  equity. 

What  is  there  about  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy, this  man  from  Wisconsin,  it 
would  -seem  both  fair  and  appropiiate  to 
ask,  that  sets  him  off  as  a  man  apart, 
against  whom  the  Senate  should  legis- 
late, vote  censure,  or  suggest  reprimand 
for  offenses  which  when  committted  by 
others  of  our  present  membership,  or  by 
those  who  preceded  us.  go  unpunished, 
unnoticed,  and  virtually  unpublicized? 

Is  it  because  Senator  McCarthy,  per- 
haps against  his  will  and  wish,  and  cer- 
tainly more  because  of  an  adverse  press 
and  radio  than  because  of  anything 
which  he  has  done,  has  become  a  sym- 
bol of  the  fis^ht  against  communism?  Is 
it  because  eveiT  Communist  in  America 
and  overseas  is  deteimined,  at  any  coet. 
to  discredit  anything  which  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy may  have  done? 

Is  it  because  every  Communist  in 
America  and  overseas  is  determined  at 
any  cost  to  discredit  everything  that  Sen- 
ator McCarthy  may  have  done  to  help 
disclose  and  punish  Communi.sts  both  in 
and  out  of  Government?  Is  it  because 
every  left-wing  columnist,  commentator, 
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cartoonist,  and  editorial  writer  In  Amer- 
ica has  for  many  months  been  engaged 
in  a  well  coordinated  plan  to  "get  Mc- 
Carthy"? Is  it  because  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy has  attacked  some  Democrats 
more  harshly  than  they  felt  the  facts 
might  justify;  or  is  it  because  Senator 
McCarthy  has  not  l)een  willing  to  call  off 
investigations  or  hearings  which  proved 
embarra.ssing  to  some  Republicans?  Is 
it  because  his  persistence  finally  brought 
Owen  Lattimore  before  the  bar  of  justice, 
and  twice  resulted  in  his  indictment  by 
grand  juries  selected  from  the  people? 

Fiankly,  my  fellow  Senators,  I  do  not 
know  what  the  explanation  is,  and  I  am 
not  trying  to  impute  motives,  but  it  cer- 
tainly is  more  than  passing  strange  that 
there  seems  to  prevail  in  this  body,  and 
in  the  country  generally,  a  feeling  that 
we  should  adopt  some  sort  of  double 
."Standard  of  morality  in  the  United  States 
Senate:  one  for  Joe  McCarthy  and  one 
for  the  rest  of  us.  As  for  me.  sirs.  I  can- 
not go  along  with  such  a  hypwcritical 
hypothesis. 

I  know  full  well  that  every  member 
of  the  select  committee  is  an  enemy  of 
communism.  I  am  completely  confident 
that  their  recommendations  stem  from 
the  noblest  of  purposes.  I  know  them  all. 
I  admire  them  greatly.  I  am  afraid, 
however,  that  the  limitations  of  time  and 
the  pres.«;ures  created  by  having  to  make 
a  report  before  adjournment,  and  before 
a  full  and  careful  survey  could  be  made 
of  the  annals  of  the  Senate,  as  well  as 
the  far-flung  ramifications  flowing  from 
their  recommendations,  prevented  our 
distinguished  and  able  colleagues  on  the 
.select  committee  fiom  considering  all  the 
facets  and  all  the  factors  involved  in  their 
precedent-establishing  proposals  for 
censure. 

I  re.spect  the  members  of  the  select 
committee  for  the  careful  work  which 
they  did  in  the  altogether  too  brief  span 
of  time  which  they  had  to  devote  to  their 
duties.  However.  I  am  sure  that  they 
would  be  the  first  to  admit.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  they  have  not  written  the 
final  word  on  the  issues  which  are  in- 
volved, or  on  the  historic  precedents 
which  we  shall  establish  if,  on  the  basis 
of  the  evidence  before  the  Senate,  we 
vote  to  censure  Senator  McCarthy  for 
the  reasons  set  forth  in  the  resolution 
reported  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Watkins  ]  on  November  9. 

As  evidence  of  the  fact  that  the  se- 
lect committee  itself  recognizes  that  it 
has  not  written  the  final  word,  we  find 
them  now.  at  this  late  date,  considering 
changes,  modifications,  alterations,  and 
refinements  in  the  product  which  they 
brought  before  the  Senate  on  Novem- 
ber 9. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  does 
not  find  us  changing  the  report  which 
was  filed,  does  he.> 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  did  not  .say  I  found 
the  committee  changing  the  report. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  committee  re- 
ported a  resolution,  with  some  amend- 
ments. It  is  customary  in  the  Senate, 
as  the  Senator  knows,  to  have  clarify- 
ing   and    perfecting    amendments    to 


whatever  may  be  proposed  by  commit- 
tees. That  is  almost  universally  done. 
With  regard  to  almost  any  bill,  whether 
it  be  an  appropriation  or  any  other  bill 
that  comes  before  the  Senate,  the  com- 
mittee usually  has  some  clarifying 
amendments. 

Mr.  MUNDT.    I  think  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  As  I  take  it.  the  Sen- 
ator is  saying  in  effect  that  the  commit- 
tee has  to  be  absolutely  bound  by  the 
propo.sed  amendments  to  the  Flanders 
resolution. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  No,  I  did  not  say  that 
at  all. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  We  are  following  the 
customary  procedure  adopted  in  the  case 
of  any  proposed  legislation,  or  other 
matters  before  the  Senate,  which  is  to 
offer  perfecting  amendments. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  had  pointed  out  that 
perfecting  amendments  were  being  of- 
fered. I  was  not  criticizing  the  commit- 
tee for  that,  but  that  action  bore  elo- 
quent testimony  to  the  fact  that  the 
committee  had  not  written'  the  final 
word  in  the  resolution  presented  on  No- 
vember 9. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  .said  so.  I  said  we 
did  not  pretend  to  be  perfect. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  To  that  extent  we  are 
in  agreement. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  thought  the  Sen- 
ator was  "laying  it  on  heavy." 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  am  afraid  the  Sen- 
ator is  assuming  something.  I  would 
hesitate  to  "lay  it  on  heavy,"'  the 
Senator  from  Utah  being  a  judge,  and  I 
not  being  a  lawyer,  and  the  Senator  hav- 
ing .'aid  this  is  a  court  procedure  rather 
than  a  legislative  procedure.  As  far  as 
my  layman's  knowledge  goes,  however, 
when  charges  are  presented  in  a  court, 
they  are  not  changed  as  the  witness 
answers  certain  of  those  charges. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  further? 

Mr.  MUNDT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  committee  did 
not  present  charges.  The  committee 
was  appointed  to  perform  a  mission. 
The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  was  one 
of  the  Senators  who  voted  that  mission 
to  the  committee. 

Mr.  MUNDT.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  took 
enough  stock  in  the  charges  to  vote  in 
favor  of  having  the  committee  hold  an 
investigation,  hearings,  and  to  make  a 
report. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  That  Is  correct.  I 
wanted  to  find  a  way  to  get  the  facts. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  think  we  carried 
out  the  spirit  of  that  mission.  Nobody 
told  the  committee  whether  it  had  to 
find  for  or  against  Senator  McCarthy, 
and  that  was  properly  so.  We  carried 
out  our  mission.  We  think  we  have  ren- 
dered a  report  which  will  stand  up. 
When  it  comes  to  the  actual  judgment 
that  is  going  to  be  finally  entered,  that 
will  be  done  by  this  body.  This  is  the 
court.  After  the  actual  trial  of  the 
charges  is  held,  as  it  is  now  being  held, 
this  body,  not  the  committee  itself,  will 
render  the  final  judgment. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  As  one  of  the  jurors.  I 
have  had  some  difiBculty  in  reaching  a 
verdict  when  the  charges  are  continually 
being  changed,  and  we  do  not  have  a 
fixed  picture  we  can  look  at.    I  was  hop- 


ing that  at  the  end  of  the  deliberations 
of  the  committee  the  committee  would 
bring  forth  on  November  9  a  specific  set 
of  circumstances. 

As  I  say.  I  do  not  criticize  the  com- 
mittee for  changing  the  charges;  I  com- 
mend it  if  it  feels  changes  are  now  nec- 
essary; but  I  think  that  fact  dramatizes 
what  I  said  earlier,  that  under  the  pres- 
sures of  time,  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee did  not  have  an  opportunity  to 
exhaust  all  the  human  wisdom  of  which 
they  are  capable. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  so-called  amend- 
ments to  the  Flanders  resolution  will  be 
the  judgment,  not  the  charges.  The 
charges  were  given  to  the  committee  in 
some  other  proposed  amendments  which 
were  referred  to  it.  The  final  resolution 
will  be  the  judgment.  The  Senator  is 
helping  to  contribute  to  that  judgment, 
which  will  be  drawn  up  in  an  ironclad 
expression  of  the  will  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  do  not  wish  to  become 
involved  in  any  legislative  legerdemain 
with  a  Senator  who  has  been  a  judge, 
when  I  have  never  been  a  ISLwyer,  so  I 
shall  not  comment  on  that  particular 
observation.  All  I  ask  is  that  the  Senate 
be  given  a  clear  and  fixed  proposal  to 
examine. 

Mr.  President,  at  all  events  I  do  not 
see  how  the  Senate  can  jiistify  a  deter- 
mination to  censure  Senator  McCarthy 
on  the  basis  included  in  the  second  sec- 
tion of  the  resolution,  which  indicts  him 
for  statements  and  personal  criticisms, 
which  I  admit  were  evidences  of  exces- 
sive and  unjustifiable  language,  but 
which  when  stated  by  others  in  this  body 
have  been  completely  ignored  or  for- 
gotten. 

I  return  to  that  point  because  I,  for 
one,  do  not  see  how  we  can  apply  two 
standards  of  senatorial  morality,  one,  to 
one  Wisconsin  Senator,  and  one  to  all  the 
other  Senators  sitting  in  this  Chamber 
and  to  all  who  have  sat  here  in  the  past. 
Perhaps  it  is  too  comphcated  or  too 
simple  for  a  layman  to  comprehend,  but 
it  seems  to  me  there  should  be  some  ele- 
ment of  consistency  in  anything  that  is 
just  and  proper.  I  think  a  rule  should 
have  universal  apphcation.  Unless 
some  Senator  can  point  out  why  we 
should  have  a  special  rule  for  Senator 
McCarthy  which  does  not  apply  to  all 
the  rest  of  us,  and  which  did  not  pre- 
vail for  all  our  predecessors,  I  do  not  see 
how  we  can  logically  or  fairly  indict  or 
censure  Senator  McCarthy  for  his  in- 
dulgence in  a  practice  which  has  un- 
happily been  employed  in  this  body  by 
other  Members  of  the  present  Senate  in 
this  very  session  without  any  effort  to 
censure  being  made. 

This  brings  us  to  the  third  of  the  rea- 
sons listed  by  the  select  committee 
for  censuring  Senator  McCarthy.  The 
committee  suggests  that  in  failing  to  co- 
operate with  a  Senate  committee  in 
clearing  up  matters  affecting  the  honor 
of  the  Senate,  he  was  acting  contrary  to 
senatorial  tradition,  and  therefore 
should  be  condemned. 

I  have  already  covered  one  point  in 
connection  with  this  issue,  namely,  that 
in  my  opinion  the  failure  of  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Privileges  and  Elections  to 
exercise  due  care,  full  diligence,  and  its 
maximum  authority  in  requesting  the 
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appearance  of  Senator  McCarthy  on  a 
mutually  agreeable  day  and  date  de- 
stroys the  argument  that  Senator  Mc- 
Caktht  acted  arrogantly  or  was  in  de- 
fiance of  the  Senate  In  failing  to  coop- 
erate with  a  Senate  committee  which  he 
felt  was  being  used  for  purposes  of 
political  persecution.  No  Senator  has 
ever  made  it  clear  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  Just  why  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  failed  to  sub- 
pena  Senator  McCarthy  to  appear  be- 
fore it,  as  it  had  a  right  to  do.  and  as  I 
believe  it  had  a  duty  to  do  if  it  desired 
to  obtain  the  facts.  Had  it  done  so.  that 
would  have  brought  this  issue  to  a  head ; 
it  would  have  demonstrated  the  serlovis 
determination,  beyond  all  peradventiu-e 
of  doubt,  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections  to  bring  Senator 
McCartht  before  it;  second,  it  would 
have  demonstrated  that  the  subcommit- 
tee itself  felt  tiiat  the  evidence  was  suffi- 
ciently important  to  Justify  requiring  his 
appearance;  and,  in  the  third  place,  it 
would  have  provided  us  with  crystal- 
clear,  indisputable  evidence  as  to  whether 
Senator  McCarthy  would  have  acted  de- 
fiantly or  in  contempt  of  th6  subcom- 
mittee. That  would  have  been  the  situa- 
tion if  Senator  McCarthy  had  received 
such  a  serious  and  specific  summons. 
However,  as  tlie  matter  now  stands,  we 
are  not  in  possession  of  valid  evidence 
on  these  points. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr.  PuR- 
TELL  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  MUNDT.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Will  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota  tell  the  Senate 
how  he  would  have  enforced  a  subpena 
of  the  sutKJommittee.  with  all  the  other 
members  of  the  parent  committee  of  the 
Senate  at  home,  and  with  the  Senate  in 
a  period  of  adjournment? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Yes.  I  would  assume 
that,  as  a  subcommittee,  those  Senators 
had  the  right  to  issue  subpenas.  Prob- 
ably they  had  that  standing  right  as 
members  of  the  parent  Senate  commit- 
tee. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Suppose  the 
subpena  had  been  ignored;  then  where 
would  the  subcommittee  have  been? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  If  the  subpena  had 
been  ignored,  then  we  would  now  have 
before  us  a  clear  issue  of  open  defiance 
on  the  part  of  Senator  McCarthy  and  a 
good  clear  cause  to  censure  him. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Has  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota  ever  before  heard 
of  subpenaing  a  Senator? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Yes.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  that  question  came  before  a  com- 
mittee of  which  I  served  as  chairman, 
somewhat  reluctantly,  a  short  time  ago. 
Actually,  we  did  not  have  to  subpena  the 
Senator.  But  if  we  had  had  to  do  it  we 
would  have  done  so;  we  would  not  have 
ducked  our  responsibility. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  But,  Mr.  President,  in 
the  present  situation  we  find  ourselves 
up  in  the  air,  uncertain;  we  do  not  know 
whether  Senator  McCarthy  would  have 


come  or  would  not  have  come  in  re- 
six>nse  to  such  a  subpena,  for  he  was  not 
subpenaed.  No  one  has  told  us  why  he 
was  not  subpenaed.  The  question  is 
asked,  "What  if  he  had  not  come  in  re- 
sponse to  a  subpena?" 

Mr.  President,  if  a  subpena  had  been 
Issued  by  the  subcommittee,  and  if  Sen- 
ator McCarthy  had  not  appeared  in  re- 
sponse to  such  a  subpena.  the  Senate 
would  have  voted  censure.  But  if  a  sub- 
committee fails  to  exercise  its  authority 
in  connection  with  obtaining  witnesses, 
I  do  not  see  how  it  can  be  determined 
that  a  Senator  is  acting  in  defiance  of 
the  stibcommittee.  when  it  has  not  sub- 
penaed him.  Certainly,  he  could  not 
defy  or  demonstrate  contempt  for  a  sub- 
committee that  failed  specifically  to 
simmion  him. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
will  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
yield  further  to  me? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  First.  Mr.  President. 
let  me  inquire  of  the  distinguished  ma- 
jority leader  whether  I  have  available  to 
me  further  time  which  I  can  use  for  the 
purpose  of  yielding?  I  contracted  for  1 
hour,  and  I  did  not  anticipate  these  in- 
terruptions. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  inquire  of  the  Chair  how  much  time 
remains  to  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  has  25  min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Very  well,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent; if  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
wishes  me  to  yield  for  a  brief  interrup- 
tion, I  think  I  have  time  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota.  Does  he 
feel  that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
has  reached  a  point — I  would  term  it  a 
lowly  point — where  the  Members  of  this 
body  have  to  subpena  each  other,  in 
order  to  get  one  another  before  a  duly 
constituted  subcommittee  of  this  body? 
If  we  have  reached  such  a  point,  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  must  say 
it  will  be  a  happy  moment  when  he 
departs  this  body. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  have  never  held  that 
Senators  should  be  entitled  to  any  con- 
sideration, privileges,  or  advantages  not 
accorded  the  average  citizen — none 
other  than  those  incorporated  in  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  A 
Senator  should  have  all  the  rights  and 
all  the  obligations  which  accrue  to  any 
other  citizen.  I  may  point  out  that  in 
the  instant  ca.se  we  have  not  only  the 
absence  of  a  subpena.  but  the  absence 
of  specific,  serious,  direct,  and  detailed 
invitations  to  appear.  Instead,  there  are 
too  many  hazy  letters  and  too  many  in- 
stances of  failure  to  make  clear  whether 
the  subcommittee  ever  really  wanted 
Senator  McCarthy  to  appear. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  should  like 
to  understand  what  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  means  by  "hazy." 

Mr.  MUNDTi  I  mean  hazy  invita- 
tions, such  as  "If  you  so  desire  to  appear" 
you  may,  and  "come  if  you  like"  and 
fuzzy,  hazy  phrases  like  that. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Does  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  remember  the 
response   of   the   junior   Senator   from 
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Wisconsin  to  the  invitation  of  the  sub- 
committee? 

Mr.  MUNDT.    Yes. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.    Has  the  Ser 
tor  from  South  Dakota  found  in  those 
responses  anything  hazy? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  No;  and  I  have  said 
that  to  the  extent  it  was  abusive  I  re- 
gretted the  language  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  used  in  those  replies. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  to  hold, 
as  some  of  the  select  committee  members 
have,  that  because  Senator  Benton,  of 
Connecticut,  delivered  on  the  floor  of 
th^  Senate  a  speech  attacking  Senator 
McCarthy,  and  that  because  the  Demo- 
cratic majority  of  the  subcommittee  to 
which  the  Benton  resolution  was  referred 
decided  to  devote  .serious  attention  to  it. 
Senator  McCarthy  was  automatically 
obligated  to  volunteer  to  appear  before 
the  subcommittee  to  defend  himself 
against  the  long  list  of  Benton  charges. 
is  to  assume  a  theory  directly  op{K)«ite 
to  our  American  concept  of  jurispru- 
dence that  one  is  innocent  until  he  is 
proven  guilty. 

During  the  past  few  years  we  have 
heard  much  about  an  approach  called 
guilt  by  a.ssociation.  It  has  a  disa- 
greeable connotation.  It  implies  a  con- 
cept of  reckless  generalization  which  I 
deplore.  In  our  American  codes  of  jus- 
tice or  concepts  of  fair  play  I  can  find 
nothing  which  justifies  a  verdict  of  guilt 
by  a.ssociation.  However.  I  must  con- 
fess I  am  greatly  disturbed  and  disillu- 
sioned when  I  now  find  the  chief  critics 
of  guilt  by  association  applying  to  Sen- 
ator McCarthy,  of  Wisconsin,  an  even 
more  fatuous  and  fictitious  criterion  of 
justice,  which  I  presume  should  be  called 
guilt  by  accusation. 

We  now  find  these  opponents  of  guilt 
by  association — and  I  join  them  in  their 
opposition  to  such  an  un-American  and 
unwarranted  criterion — telling  us  that 
Senator  Joseph  R.  McCarthy,  of  Wis- 
consin, should  be  censured  by  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  because  he  did  not 
voluntarily  and  on  his  volition  present 
himself  before  a  subcommittee  of  the 
United  States  Senate  to  answer  a  Ion? 
series  of  unsupported  charges  made 
against  him  on  the  floor  of  the  United 
States  Senate  by  another  Member  of  this 
body,  a  member  of  the  opposite  political 
faith.  If  we  were  to  accept  as  a  pre- 
vailing concept  the  idea  that  any  Sen- 
ator is  to  be  considered  guilty  of  any 
charge  made  against  him.  at  any  time, 
by  any  of  his  colleagues  or  by  any  of  hi.s 
critics,  I  am  afraid  that  most  of  us  would 
become  candidates  for  censure  by  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  after  evea-y 
political  campaign. 

In  my  opinion.  Senator  Benton  had 
every  right  to  voice  his  criticisms  of  Sen- 
ator McCarthy  if  Senator  Benton  felt 
they  were  justified.  And  if  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Privileges  and  Elections  was 
motivated  and  felt  itself  justified  either 
by  the  practical  reason  of  partisan  poli- 
tics or  by  completely  pure  and  pious  rea- 
son of  detached  adherence  to  principle  to 
the  point  that  it  felt  it  should  dignify 
the  charges  by  holding  hearings  upon 
them,  it  had  a  right  to  hold  hearings. 
However,  it  should  be  equally  clear  that 
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Senator  McCarthy,  likewise,  had  a  right 
to  ignore  such  unsupported  charges  made 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  if  the  sub- 
committee failed  to  subpena  him  or  if 
he  felt  such  charges  were  of  a  partisan 
nature.  In  all  events,  I  scarcely  feel  that 
the  sedate  and  significant  Senate  of  the 
United  States  would  want  to  say  by  its 
vote  that  it  believes  that  a  colleague  of 
the  Senate  should  be  censured  because 
he  failed  to  seek  an  opportunity  to  answer 
charges  which  were  made  about  him  on 
the  unsupported  presentations  of  a  col- 
league in  this  body  who  was  a  member 
of  an  opposite  political  party.  Truly.  Mr. 
President,  if  we  start  on  such  a  trail,  we 
are  indeed  headed  down  a  mighty  long 
road  which  may  have  many  curious 
twists  and  strange  detours.  As  for  me. 
I  want  it  clearly  understood  that  I  deny 
the  theory  that  "guilt  by  accusation"  is 
so  effective  a  criterion  that  any  of  us 
may  be  a,s.sumed  to  be  guilty  of  any 
charge  or  critici.sm  or  accusation 
launched  against  us  by  any  writer  or 
speaker  whose  words  we  elect  to  ignore. 
Moreover.  Mr.  President,  all  the  reasons 
listed  for  censure,  and  involved  in  the 
activities  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections,  come  to  us  under 
.something  of  a  shadow  of  doubt,  since 
each  and  all  of  them  were  passed  upon  by 
the  electorate  of  Wisconsin,  in  an  elec- 
tion which  occurred  in  1952.  The  issues 
were  again  passed  upon  later  by  the 
United  States  Senate,  itself,  when  this 
body,  including  (he  members  of  the  Sub- 
committee on  FTivileges  and  Elections, 
failed  to  find  a  single  Member  rising  to 
oppose  the  seating  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  when  he  was  sworn  in 
in  1953  after  being  reelected,  and  after 
the  charges,  hearings,  and  reports  of  the 
Subcommittee  en  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions had  been  concluded. 

My  good  friend  from  New  Jersey  (Mr. 
HENDRICKSON  1  ha.s  indicated  that  a 
Senator  should  have  certain  special 
rights.  I  do  not  believe  a  Senator  should 
have  any  special  rights.  I  think  a  Sen- 
ator should,  however,  be  subject  to  the 
same  kind  of  statute  of  limitations  as 
applies  to  ordim.ry  people.  It  seems  to 
me  that  there  must  come  a  time  when 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  can  no 
longer  go  behind  the  votes  of  the  people 
of  a  State  and.  for  rea.'-ons  other  than 
fraud,  deprive  them  of  their  representa- 
tion, or  cripple  the  representatives  they 
send  here. 

If  we  establish  the  precedent  that  we 
can  go  back  beyond  one  election,  can  we 
go  back  beyond  two?  If  someone  digs 
up  some  unkind  thing  said  30  years  ago 
by  the  great  and  good  senior  Senator 
from  Georgia  I  Mr.  George),  who  has 
been  here  for  a  third  of  a  century,  are 
we  to  issue  a  resolution  of  censure  against 
him.  come  some  happy  hour  when  there 
are  so  many  Republicans  in  the  Senate 
that  we  swagger  and  become  arrogant 
because  of  the  siiie  of  our  majority? 

I  think  most  persons  would  agree  that 
30  years  is  too  long  a  time.  How  about 
15  years?  How  should  the  statute  of 
limitations  operate?  How  about  two 
elections?  Where  is  the  line  to  be 
drawn?  What  is  to  happen  to  the  con- 
cept of  the  rightf  of  States?  What  has 
happened  to  the  idea  that  people  have 
the  right  to  select  their  own  representa- 


tives, good  men  or  bad  men,  so  far  as 
abilities  are  concerned,  and  so  far  as 
concerns  manners  and  mores,  provided 
their  election  is  not  brought  about 
fraudulently,  but  is  done  honestly? 

If  the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections  was  so  eager  and  zealous  that 
it  wished  to  pick  up  the  fumble  it  made 
when  it  failed  to  subpena  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin,  what  a  golden  op- 
p>ortunity  to  rise,  when  he  was  being 
sworn  in.  after  being  reelected,  and  say, 
"We  ask  that  he  step  aside."  That  was 
their  responsibility  and  duty,  if  they  had 
the  evidence  to  support  such  a  course 
of  action.  That  was  the  time  to  bring 
the  question  before  us.  and  not  after  an 
emotional  binge  such  as  the  Senate  went 
through  during  a  large  part  of  the  late 
summer  and  early  fall. 

This  brings  me  to  perhaps  the  most 
significant  and  overriding  consideration, 
which  in  my  opinion  we  should  all  take 
into  consideration  before  casting  our 
vote  for  or  against  the  censure  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  Joseph 
R.  McCarthy,  on  the  basis  of  the  evi- 
dence supporting  the  resolution  reported 
from  the  select  committee  by  the  Senator 
from  Utah  I  Mr.  WatkinsI  on  November 
9.  which  I  construe  to  be  the  case  before 
the  court  today.  I  know  not  what  new 
amendments  may  be  brought  forward  at 
this  late  date.  when,  instead  of  having 
time  for  a  new  hearing,  and  time  for  fur- 
ther debate,  we  have — and  I  think  wisely 
so — limited  ourselves  to  30  minutes  on 
a  side.  If  we  are  going  into  the  business 
of  censure  by  quick  dispatch  and  30- 
minute  speeches,  on  all  kinds  of  bases, 
the  censure  club  in  the  United  States 
Senate  may  grow  rather  alarmingly  large 
in  years  to  come. 

Therefore  the  consideration  which  in 
my  opinion  is  the  difficult  determination 
which  we  must  make  in  this  situation 
today  is  the  question  of  which  vote,  which 
action,  which  position,  will  best  serve 
the  longtime  general  welfare  of  our  Na- 
tion and  the  cause  of  human  freedom. 
For  me  that  is  the  important,  overriding 
question.  I  am  not  interested  in  per- 
sonalities. I  do  not  happ>en  to  be  a  Sen- 
ator who  engages  in  them:  and  those  who 
engage  in  them  against  me  do  so  at  their 
own  p)eril.  because  I  am  prepared  to  de- 
fend myself. 

So  I  am  not  very  deeply  involved.  I 
have  neither  any  particular  friendship 
nor  any  particular  antipathy  for  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  He  has 
cau.sed  me  more  than  my  fair  share  of 
trouble  in  the  past  6  months.  I  see  no 
particular  reason  to  have  any  unusual 
personal  concern  for  him  over  what  I 
would  extend  to  any  Senator.  But  there 
is  an  overriding  question,  and  it  should 
be  oiu"  major  considc-ation.  We  ought 
to  begin  now  to  think  as  Senators,  not 
as  Republicans  or  Democrats,  not  as 
friends  of  McCarthy  or  enemies  of  Mc- 
Carthy, not  as  people  who  are  tough  on 
Communists  or  soft  on  Communists,  not 
as  left-wingers  or  right-wingers.  Let  us 
take  a  look  at  the  question  as  Senators 
trying  to  produce  something  constructive 
from  the  existing  situation. 

During  the  past  few  months  we  have 
spent  a  great  deal  of  time,  in  one  way  or 
another,  before  one  committee  or  an- 
other, discussing  and  debating  the  ac- 


tivities associated  with  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin.  Out  of  it  all,  if  we 
act  prudently,  some  good  may  come.  But 
it  cannot  come  from  any  piu-ely  negative 
action. 

The  chief  consideration  should  there- 
fore be  which  decision  by  the  Senate  in 
this  difficult  situation  would  best  serve 
the  longtime  general  welfare  of  oiu-  Na- 
tion and  the  cause  of  human  freedom? 
To  me,  that  is  the  important,  overriding 
question.  That  should  be  our  major 
consideration. 

The  question  now  arises  in  my  mind: 
How  can  we  conclude  this  chapter  of  our 
congressional  armals  so  as  best  to  serve 
the  people  of  our  great  country  and  the 
traditions  of  freedom  which  we  all  em- 
brace, and  at  the  same  time  try  to  restore 
good  will  and  brotherly  feeling  among 
the  Members  of  the  Senate?  We  miist 
all  live  with  each  other  for  some  time  to 
come.  Will  voting  for  the  censure  reso- 
lution now  before  the  Senate  accomplish 
an  important  constructive  result?  Will 
defeating  the  censure  resolution  do  it? 
Or  is  there  some  third  course  of  action 
which  can  provide  the  greatest  construc- 
tive good? 

Personally  I  am  one — and  I  am  confi- 
dent most  of  my  colleagues  are  moti- 
vated similarly — who  would  freely  and 
firmly  vote  for  any  one  of  these  three 
possibilities  or  any  combination  of  them 
in  order  best  to  serve  the  greatest  good 
for  the  largest  number  for  the  longest 
time.  The  difficulty  is  to  decide  which 
course  of  action  best  serves  these  con- 
structive purix)ses.  It  is  easy  enough  to 
act.  but  it  is  a  little  difficult  to  know  how 
to  act  most  wisely. 

Let  us  consider  these  choices,  there- 
fore, not  in  the  light  of  strained  human 
emotions  or  of  seeking  some  temporary 
release  from  a  distasteful  situation,  but 
rather  from  the  standpoint  of  the  impact 
of  our  actions  on  the  future  of  the  Senate 
and  on  our  great  American  traditions  of 
freedom. 

Let  us  also  keep  in  mind  the  nature  of 
the  world  in  which  we  live  today,  as  we 
consider  these  alternatives. 

Admittedly,  if  we  select  the  first 
choice  and  vote  to  censure  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy, we  may  feel  that  we  are  achiev- 
ing something  of  at  least  a  temporary 
value. 

In  the  firet  place,  we  shall  have  dis- 
posed of  the  resolution  and  have  ended 
the  debate  on  the  issues  involved,  at 
least  for  the  immediate  future. 

Moreover,  we  may  .  have  convinced 
some  people  that  we  are  determined  to 
protect  and  promote  the  dignity  of  the 
Senate  by  striking  back  at  one  of  our 
Members  who  has  used  language  of 
which  we  disapprove  in  referring  to 
some  of  our  colleagues,  as  well  as  to  cer- 
tain other  individuals,  who  may  or  may 
not  have  been  witnesses  before  Senate 
committees.  F*urthermore,  by  doing  so 
we  shall  perhaps  have  served  warning 
on  other  Senators  that  they  too  may  be 
subject  to  censure  by  the  Senate  if  they 
deal  too  vigorously  with  reluctant  wit- 
nesses who  appear  before  senatorial 
committees,  or  if  they  indulge  in  per- 
sonal criticism  of  each  other  during  the 
heat  or  debate  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
or  in  the  course  of  a  poUtical  campaign. 


16210 


I 

CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


November  30 


hat 


Perhaps  we  shall  also  gain  for  our- 
selves some  feeling  of  self-satisfaction 
or  a  sense  of  smug  superiority,  in  that 
we  will  have  publicly  castigated  a  fel- 
low Senator  for  making  statements  of  a 
nature  which  each  of  us  is  convinced  he 
would  never  make  under  similar  circum- 
stances. 

We  shall  also,  of  course,  have  pleased 
the  chronic  critics  of  Senator  McCarthy. 
While  some  of  these  throw  their  punches 
only  from  the  left,  there  are  admittedly 
many  good  and  patriotic  Americans  who 
are  seriously  disturbed  by  their  under- 
standing and  analysis  of  some  of  Sena- 
tor McCarthy's  activities. 

In  the  main.  Mr.  President.  I  believe 
the  foregoing  pretty  well  summarizes  the 
dividends  and  advantages  which  might 
flow  from  a  vote  of  censure  of  Senator 
McCarthy.  Nothing  else  will  have  been 
changed.  After  that,  we  will  go  on  just 
as  we  have  in  the  past.  Our  actions  will 
have  been  completely  negative. 

To  gain  these  actual  or  alleged  advan- 
tages, Mr.  President,  by  voting  censure, 
we  would  have  to  pay  a  substantial  price. 
In  the  first  place,  there  is  the  danger  that 
the  precedent  we  would  establish  in  vot- 
ing to  censure  Senator  McCarthy  for  his 
statements  might  come  back  to  plague  us 
again  and  again  when  at  times  a  deter- 
mined majority  of  the  Senate  might 
elect  to  pillory  and  censure  other  Sena- 
tors with  whom  they  disagree  for  state- 
ments made  on  or  off  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  which  might  be  dififerent  in  only 
slight  gradations  up  or  down  from  those 
uttered  by  Senator  McCarthy,  which 
comprise  the  basis  of  the  charges  now 
before  the  Senate. 

Thus,  without  intending  to  do  so,  we 
might  be  establishing  machinery  which 
could  be  used  excessively  in  future  times 
to  circumscribe  the  rights  of  free  speech 
by  Members  of  the  Senate  and  to  weaken 
or  destroy  the  rights  of  criticism  when 
indignant  Senators  feel  they  have  cause 
to  attack  or  criticize  a  public  policy,  or 
some  public  figure  who  has  proclaimed 
a  public  policy,  which  they  consider  un- 
wise, unjust,  or  unacceptable. 

At  least  some  kind  of  precedent  would 
be  established  which  would  protect  the 
dignity  of  generals  and  of  Senators,  al- 
though apparently  the  precedent  would 
not  apply  to  anyone  else  in  the  entire 
country. 

That  is  all  the  more  true  by  virtue  of 
the  fact  that  it  Is  now  proposed  that  we 
censure  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin for  violation  of  a  rule  which  did  not 
exist  at  the  time  of  his  alleged  offenses 
and,  except  for  the  precedent  established 
might  not  exist  for  others  guilty  of  the 
same  offenses. 
j^  In  addition,  there  can  be  no  denying 
I  the  fact  that  by  singling  out  Senator 
I  McCarthy     for     present     punishment, 
j  whether  for  just  cause  or  not,  and  by 
,  voting  for  the  pending  resolution  of  cen- 
I  sure,  we  Shall  be  giving  great  aid  and 
comfort  to  the  Communists  around  the 
world,  whom  all  of  us  abhor  and  whom 
most  of  us  recognize  as  the  sole  and  sor- 
did source  of  virtually  all  our  present 
dangers. 

t  I  am  completely  stire  that  none  of  us 
would  wittingly  or  willfully  give  aid  to 
our  global  enemy  by  any  act  or  action  on 
our  part.   Unfortimately,  however,  none 


6f  us  can  control  the  repercussions  which 

/would  flow  from  the  propaganda  mills  of 

the  leftwingers  in  America  and  the  Com- 

'  munists  abroad  as  a  consequence  of  an 

;  affirmative  vote  on  the  censure  resolu- 

I  Won. 

"Hirough  no  particular  fault  of  his  own. 
and  in  my  opinion  far  beyond  the  merits 
involved  in  the  true  facts  of  the  case,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy] has  Ix^come  a  symbol  in  Amer- 
ica's fight  against  communism.  Admit- 
tedly, he  has  fought  hard  and  persist- 
ently against  this  godless  menace,  but  to 
no  greater  degree  and  with  no  greater 
success  than  many  others  in  and  out  of 
Congress.  It  is  one  of  the  paradoxes  of 
our  day  that  Senator  McCarthy  has  be- 
come a  symbol  of  anticommunism  largely 
as  a  result  of  the  editorials  and  columns 
carried  in  a  ho.stile  press,  of  caricature.s 
by  antagonistic  cartoonists,  and  of  radio 
commentaries  by  people  who  dislike  him 
personally,  or  who  deplore  his  activities 
against  the  Communists. 

Be  that  as  it  may,  if  the  Senate  votes 
to  censure  what  has  rightfully  or  wrong- 
fully become  a  symbol  of  the  congres- 
sional fight  against  communism  to  many 
good  Americam^,  who  share  with  us  our 
common  antipathy  to  this  warlike,  god- 
less, global  menace,  it  is  as  certain  as 
night  follows  the  day  that  every  Com- 
munist agency  at  home  and  abroad  will 
pull  out  all  the  stops  in  misrepresenting 
our  actions  as  btiing  a  retreat  in  the  fight 
against  communism.  I  hope  and  I  be- 
lieve that  the  number  of  Americans  who 
could  be  so  deceived  would  be  compara- 
tively small,  but  I  fear  that  there  are  a 
great  many  people  in  other  areas  of  the 
world  who  would  accept  this  Communist 
line  and  believe  in  their  hearts  that  there 
was  a  weakening  here  in  the  degree  and 
the  determination  of  our  opposition  to 
world  communism. 

What  then  are  the  possible  gains  or 
losses  if  we  select  the  second  choice  and 
vote  against  this  censure  resolution? 

Among  the  advantages  of  such  a  vote,' 
insofar  as  the  long-term  viewpoint  is 
concerned,  in  my  opinion,  is  the  fact  we 
would  rim  no  danger  of  having  our  de- 
termination propagandized  by  the  Com- 
munists abroad  as  a  softening  of  our  at- 
titude toward  communism.  It  would  also 
be  a  vote  reiteraiLing  our  conviction  thaC 
unless  fraud  is  involved  at  election  time 
the  citizens  of  a  i.overeign  State  have  the 
right  and  duty  to  select  the  type  and 
manner  of  individual  who  they  desire  to 
represent  them  here  in  Congress.  Thus 
it  would  be  a  vote  reiterating  and  re- 
emphasizing  our  belief  in  the  rights  of 
States  and  our  conviction  that  States 
rights  are  something  which  we  should  be 
slow  and  reluctant  to  abrogate  by  ca- 
pricious use  of  the  power  of  Congress  or 
of  any  other  Federal  authority. 

In  addition,  voting  against  the  cen- 
sure resolution  would  emphasize  our  be- 
lief that  nobody  in  America  should  be 
punished  retroactively  for  violating 
rules,  regulations,  or  statutes  which  were 
not  in  being  at  the  time  his  alleged 
offenses  were  committed.  Finally,  vot- 
ing.against  the  censure  resolution  would 
save  us  from  enxting  any  vague  new- 
screens  or  standards  which  might  some 
day  return  to  plague  us  as  a  circum- 
scription of  complete  freedom  of  speech 
in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  advise  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  that  his  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
have  an  additional  3  or  4  minutes? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  an 
additional  5  minutes'  time. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  California. 

Mr.  President,  admittedly,  voting 
against  this  resolution  of  censure  also 
exacts  its  price  and  toll.  By  voting 
against  censure,  we  run  the  risk  that 
many  righteously  indignant  Americans 
will  feel  that  we  have  let  them  down 
and  have  failed  to  uphold  the  dignity 
and  decorum  which  they  have  a  right  to 
expect  :rom  the  world's  most  important 
parliamentary  body.  If  we  vote  against 
censure,  some  will  make  it  appear  by  so 
doing  the  Senate  has  placed  its  stamp  of 
approval  on  every  word,  on  every  exces- 
sive adjective  and  on  every  action  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  Others 
will  attempt  to  make  this  vote  appear  as 
a  criticism  or  indictment  of  the  judg- 
ment of  the  six  colleagues  of  ours  who 
went  through  the  disagreeable  task  of 
serving  on  the  select  committee.  Propa- 
gandists, to  be  sure,  will  clamor  causti- 
cally and  with  reckle.ss  disregard  for  the 
facts  from  the  camp  of  those  using  a 
vote  again.'-t  censure  as  their  buUwhip 
ju5t  as  propagandists  will  use  a  vote  for 
censure  with  equal  abandon  as  a  de^•ice 
for  trying  to  make  it  appear  that  a  vote 
for  censure  is  in  reality  a  vote  for  com- 
munism. Unhappily,  there  is  no  escape 
from  the  spiteful  spleen  of  professional 
propagandists  as  we  approach  this  vote. 
There  is  this  to  be  .said,  however:  insofar 
as  our  friends  in  foreign  countries  are 
concerned,  a  vote  against  this  censure 
resolution  simply  cannot  be  interpreted, 
or  distorted  to  mean  a  vote  sympathetic 
to  communism  or  soft  toward  Commu- 
nists, either  at  home  or  abroad. 

Here  at  home.  Mr.  President,  many 
good  Americans  as  well  as  many  warm 
personal  friend.s  of  each  of  us  find  them- 
-selves  on  both  side.s  of  this  controver.^ial 
issue.  It  has  divided  families,  divided 
husbands  from  wives,  brother  from 
brother.  Good  people  are  confused  and 
.in  conflict  with  each  other:  there  i$  no 
question  about  that.  Unfortunately,  too, 
Mr.  President,  there  are  no  blacks  or 
whites  before  us.  There  is  not  any  clear- 
cut,  easy  answer  which  anyone  serious- 
ly seeking  the  facts  can  easily  discern. 
Most  of  the  evidence  and  most  of  the 
facts  are  .shrouded  in  the  obscurity  of 
dull  and  misty  gray. 

But.  Mr.  President,  there  is  one  fact. 
it  seems  to  me,  of  which  I  can  be  fairly 
sure.  I  know,  as  every  other  Senator 
knows,  that  we  cannot  satisfy  all  our 
friends  on  this  vote.  We  cannot  make 
them  all  happy:  we  cannot  please  them 
all.  We  have  good  friends  on  both  .sides 
of  the  issue. 

Mr.  President.  I  thirrk  I  know  one 
thing  I  can  do.  I  know  how  I  can  dis- 
please 99.9  percent  of  my  enemies,  be- 
cause I  think  I  know  where  my  enemies 
stand  on  this  issue.  I  think  I  know 
wliere  the  enemies  of  other  Senators 
stand,  also.  t>ecause  their  enemies  are 
rny  encmie.:,  and  on  this  our  friends  are 
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divided    but   our    enemies    are    united      believe  that  by  refusing  to  vote  for  this     gating  committees,  that  we  must  not  so 
T,  ?.5°^™-^^!i!'''5_.!?f/"!'!?!i^°f.f"    resolution  of  censure,  we  can  take  steps     circumscribe  ourselves  as  to  make  a  seat 


of  us.  So  are  the  crypto-Communists; 
so  are  the  fellow  travelers;  so  are  the 
dull-witted  people  who  are  utilized  and 
confused  by  Communists;  so  are  the  left- 
wingers  and  divisive  forces  in  our  midst. 
I  think  I  know  where  they  stand.  It 
ha^  been  a  part  of  my  official  business 
for  many  years  to  read,  off  and  on.  the 
Daily  Worker,  the  official  organ  of  the 
Communist  Party.  I  know  where  it 
stands.  It  is  seeking  the  adoption  of 
the  censure  resolution  as  its  "baby."  I 
know  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  bring- 
ing about  the  verdict  of  the  select  com- 
mittee. I  do  not  think  it  will  directly  in- 
fluence a  single  vot<'  in  the  Senate.  In- 
directly, perhaps,  a  few,  but  none  di- 
rectly. I  am  pretty  sure  I  know  how  I 
can  displease  every  Communist  enemy 
jn  this  country.  I  think  I  know  how  I 
can  displease  the  front  runners  of  the 
divisive  forces  which  are  trying  to  at- 
tack and  to  destroy  private  enterprise, 
individual  initiative.  States'  rights,  and 
our  great  constitutional  institutions. 

Wrapp>ed  up  in  this  argument,  Mr. 
President,  is  a  hidden  bomb 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
has  again  expired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  5  additional  m.nutes. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  California. 

Wrapped  up  in  all  this  is  a  secret, 
hidden  bomb  which  some  day.  I  am 
afraid,  will  explode  all  over  Dixie. 
Wrapped  up  in  thi.s  is  an  element  of 
States'  rights  more  :mportant  than  are 
any  of  the  arguments  about  fllibu-stering 
or  cloture  ever  made  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  We  may  establish  a  precedent 
which  some  day  in  tlie  sunny  Southland 
will  cause  great  distress  if  we  here  estab- 
lish a  precedent  that  Congress  can  over- 
ride the  elective  selections  by  the  voters 
of  a  sovereign  State. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  many  enemies 
of  freedom,  many  eremies  of  our  great 
way  of  life.  I  know  where  the  enemies 
of  the  Republican  Party  are  going  to  be. 
I  do  not  think  there  are  very  many 
enemies  of  the  Republican  Party  who 
have  successfully  ard  successively  in- 
duced us.  by  their  divisive  tactics,  to 
split  up  on  other  issues  and  who  will 
bring  up  still  other  diverse  issues  who 
now  would  have  us  vote  against  this 
censure  resolution.  I  know  that  most 
enemies  of  the  Republican  Party  are 
going  to  be  displeased  by  a  vote  against 
censure. 

More  important  a-e  the  enemies  of 
freedom  overseas.  And  this  brings  us 
now  to  a  third  po.s5ible  choice  as  we 
exercise  our  judgment  in  the  present 
controversy.  In  oth<r  words,  is  there 
.some  better,  constr  active  alternative 
confronting  us  which  might  accomplish 
whatever  benefits  are  involved  in  a  vote 
of  censure,  avoid  any  pitfalls  and  dis- 
advantages involved  in  a  vote  against 
censure,  and  yet  serve  to  maintain  the 
dignity  and  decorum  of  this  body  and 
safeguard  us  against  situations  like  the 
current  controversy  coming  to  confront 
us  at  .some  future  time  ? 

Mr.  President.  I  believe  there  is  such 
a  constructive  third  course  of  action.    I 


which  will  make  it  clear  that  we  dis- 
approve of  some  of  the  expressions  and 
activities  which  gave  rise  to  the  report 
of  the  select  committee,  and  that  we  can 
do  it  without  trying  to  punish  retro- 
actively a  Member  of  this  body  or  to 
make  an  ex  post  facto  application 
against  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin of  rules  and  regulations  and 
codes  of  conduct  which  the  Senate  has 
not  yet  decided  to  adopt  for  itself  and 
all  of  its  Members. 

It  would  be  my  suggestion  that  we  re- 
ject this  censure  resolution,  but  that  in 
so  doing  we  establish  or  substitute  or  af- 
firm or  declare  our  intention  of  giving 
prompt  and  painstaking  attention  to  two 
possible  types  of  changes  in  our  book 
of  rules  which  can  prevent  recurrences 
of  the  type  of  situation  which  we  now 
confront. 

The  first  of  these  proposals  would  be 
that  early  in  the  84th  Congress  we  adopt 
whatever  changes  in  rules  may  be  de- 
sired or  desirable  for  use  by  senatorial 
committees  hearing  witnesses.  We  al- 
ready have  had  extensive  hearings  by 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration on  this  point.  I;  myself,  ap- 
peared before  that  committee  on  the  12th 
of  August  of  this  year. 

Almost  10  years  ago.  while  serving  as 
a  member  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities.  I  made  the  first 
move  in  Congress  to  bring  into  focus 
and  into  being  rules  for  prop>erly  con- 
ducting investigations.  I  asked  the 
Brookings  Institution  to  prepare  a  study, 
which  was  done.  I  had  the  study  in- 
corporated as  a  part  of  the  hearings,  and 
today  it  provides  a  base  for  most  of  the 
rules  now  used  by  investigating  com- 
mittees. I  think  that  after  10  years  we 
have  learned  something,  and  that  we  now 
can  improve  uV?on  our  rules.  Many  other 
Senators  made  similar  suggestions. 
Therefore,  from  those  suggestions  it 
seems  evident  to  me  that  some  new  rules 
might  be  adopted  for  universal  applica- 
tion: rules  which  would  express  the  de- 
termination of  the  Senate  concerning  the 
tyi)e  of  investigations  and  hearings  it 
considers  appropriate  in  establishing 
standards  of  conduct  which  would  be  en- 
forceable  by   the   Senate. 

This  would  provide  a  constructive  re- 
sult growing  from  the  current  contro- 
versy and  the  events  preceding  it.  Once 
such  rules  were  adopted  by  a  Senate  vote, 
they  would  be  enforceable  by  Senate  ac- 
tion. They  would  apply  to  all  Senators, 
not  merely  to  those  with  whom  we  may 
find  ourselves  in  disagreement.  I  pledge 
myself  to  do  everything  possible  to  help 
perfect  and  enforce  such  rules. 

To  this  Senator  it  would  seem  that  a 
much  more  constructive  purpose  could 
be  served  by  adopting,  deliberately  and 
carefully,  whatever  new  rules  we  desired 
to  write  to  govern  committee  procedures 
and  then  to  enforce  them  against  each  of 
us  impartially  and  honestly,  rather  than 
now  to  apply  retroactively  the  terms  of 
rules  and  regulations  which  have  never 
been  adopted  by  the  Senate  as  a  whole. 

In  considering  such  new  rules,  how- 
ever. I  wish  to  caution  my  fellow  Sena- 
tors, out  or  an  abundance  of  experience 
as  a  member  of  congressional  investi- 


in  the  witness  chair  before  a  congres- 
sional committee  a  cyclone  cellar  of 
safety  for  every  crook  and  Communist  in 
all  America. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  the  conclusion  of 
my  remarks  the  text  of  a  statement  made 
by  me  before  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  on  Thursday, 
August  12,  1954. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

•  See  exhibit  A.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
has  expired. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
for  sufficient  time  in  which  to  conclude 
my  statement  briefly? 

Mr.  KNGWLAND.  How  much  time 
does  the  Senator  desire? 

Mr.  MUNDT.    About  3  minutes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  3  minutes 
to  the  senior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  the  sec- 
ond of  these  constructive  pro[>osals 
which  I  would  place  before  the  Senate 
as  a  third  and  better  choice  than  voting 
a  resolution  of  censure  either  up  or 
down  and  then  hurrying  home  is  that 
we  reject  the  present  resolution  of  cen- 
sure and  instead  instruct  either  a  special 
committee  of  the  Senate  or  some  stand- 
ing conrunittee  to  submit,  early  m  the 
first  session  of  the  84th  Congress,  a  list 
of  proposals,  after  adequate  hearings, 
and  careful  consideration,  recommend- 
ing proper  rules  of  conduct  for  Senators 
either  on  or  off  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
or  both,  including  committee  room  con- 
duct. 

I  think  Senators  would  wish  to  con- 
sider such  proposals  very  carefully;  but 
certainly  if  reforms  or  restrictions  or  re- 
straints are  needed,  this  would  be  a  more 
constructive  method  for  achieving  them. 
than  by  the  awkward,  ill-defined,  and 
unprecedented  manner  of  voting  upon 
a  resolution  of  censure  of  a  fellow  Sen- 
ator, and  thereby  trying  to  establish  a 
precedent  for  future  conduct  by  apply- 
ing retroactively  the  punishment  which 
might  be  prescribed  for  the  violation  of 
a  rule  not  yet  adopted. 

In  considering  these  rules  of  conduct. 
the  appropriate  committee  could  decide 
upon  and  present  to  the  Senate  recom- 
mendations as  to  whether,  for  example, 
the  failure  to  accept  a  mere  invitation' 
on  the  part  of  a  Senate  committee  to 
app>ear  before  it,  should  he  so  desire,  is 
to  be  considered  an  act  of  contempt  on 
the  part  of  the  Senator.  Personally,  I 
doubt  the  wisdom  of  such  a  rule,  unless 
a  Senate  committee  were  serious  enough 
about  its  business  or  its  charges  to  issue 
a  subpena  for  the  Senator's  appearance. 
But  whatever  the  verdict  of  the  Senate 
might  be  upon  such  a  proposed  rule,  all 
Senators  could  be  expected  to  Uve  by  it 
thereafter. 

Such  a  committee  could  also  recom- 
mend whether  hereafter  it  should  be 
considered  censurable  for  any  Senator  to 
criticize  another  Senator  personally,  re- 
gardless of  his  degree  of  provocation,  on 
the  floor  or  off,  justifiably  or  not. 
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Whaterer  the  ultimate  decision  of  the 
Senate  might  be,  I  am  certain  we  would 
all  be  prepared  to  live  by  the  rules  adopt- 
ed and  announced. 

During  the  10  happy  years  which  I 
served  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
we  were  always  able  to  meet  a  problem 
like  the  one  presently  confronting  the 
Senate  by  the  application  of  a  simple  rule 
providing  that  when  a  Member  of  the 
House  used  inappropriate  language  he 
coiild  be  ordered  to  take  his  seat;  and  in 
extreme  cases  the  House  could  vote  to 
strike  the  words  from  the  Record  and 
silence  the  offending  Member  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  day.  What  a  penalty  for 
any  Senator.  Mr.  President!  [Laughter.] 
If  it  were  made  a  week,  that  would  be 
worse  than  a  life  sentence  in  the  peni- 
tentiary for  some  Senators  whom  I  know. 

Such  a  committee  as  I  have  suggested 
could  give  consideration  to  the  adoption 
of  some  modification  or  expansion  of 
this  rule  for  use  in  the  Senate.  I  am. 
not  certain  what  those  rules  and  regula- 
tions should  be,  nor  what  restraints 
should  be  imposed.  Personally,  I  shall 
be  prepared  to  vote  for  any  reasonable 
rules  of  conduct  which  appeal  to  the 
majority  of  my  associates. 

However.  I  should  like  to  add — and 
with  this  statement  I  shall  close — that 
I  think  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
has  a  great  record  of  constructive  serv- 
ice to  the  country,  which  up  to  now  has 
necessitated  neither  special  rule^  of  con- 
duct for  its  Members  nor  motions  of  cen- 
sure for  excessive  statements  by  Sen- 
ators. I  hope  the  Senate  will  do  nothing 
to  weaken  or  nullify  the  ability  of  the 
Senate  to  serve  in  the  future  with  at  least 
the  same  success  and  significance  with 
which  it  has  so  ably  and  consistently  met 
the  problems  of  the  past.  Despite  all  Its 
shortcomings  and  the  mistakes  of  its 
individual  Members,  both  in  the  present 
and  in  the  past,  I  think  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  has  done  and  is  doing 
more  to  hold  aloft  the  torch  of  human 
freedom  than  any  other  legislative  body 
in  the  world. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  do  nothing  here 
to  dim  or  darken  this  great  light  of  legis- 
lative authority  and  of  constitutional 
Uberty. 

Exhibit  A 
KxcERPTs  or  Statemint  bt  Senatob  Karl  E. 

MtJNDT,      ReFTTBLICAN      OF      SOXTTH      DAKOTA, 

Betorc  thjs  Sknatz  Committee  on  Rules 

AND  ADMINISTSATION,  THOTteDAT,  AUGUST  12, 

1954 

Mr.  Cbairman,  your  committee  paid  me  an 
honor  in  inviting  me  to  come  before  you  to 
make  any  suggestions  that  I  might  have  in 
connection  with  the  establishment  of  a  uni- 
versal aet  of  rules  and  procedures  to  be  used 
by  aU  congressional  committees  engaging  In 
Investigations  of  one  kind  or  another. 

You  are  engaging  in  an  important  and 
constructive  study  in  trying  to  develop  an 
optimum  set  of  rules  and  procedures  for  the 
very  Important  fimction  of  Congress  which 
Is  represented  by  its  duty  to  Investigate 
charges  and  to  investigate  conditions  In 
which  corruption,  communism,  malfeasance, 
and  maladministration,  waste,  inefficiency,  or 
the  outright  failiu-e  to  comply  with  the  legis- 
lative mandates  of  Congress  might  be  a  fac- 
tor. Despite  the  fact  that  I  am  In  the  unique 
position  of  probably  having  spent' more  years 
as  a  member  of  such  investigating  commit- 
tees of  one  type  or  another  than  any  other 
Member  of  the  Senate,  I  would  not  have  the 


temerity  to  come  before  you  on  my  own  voli- 
tion to  intrude  my  Judgment  voluntarily  into 
your  deliberations.  However,  In  response  to 
your  request,  I  am  pleased  to  come  here  to 
answer  any  questions  which  you  might  have 
to  ask  and  to  make  a  few  modest  recom- 
mendations and  observations  of  my  own. 

It  is  my  conviction  that  the  investigative 
function  of  Congress  ranks  high  among  its 
most  important  functions  and  responsibili- 
ties. It  Is  not  enough  that  Congress  enact 
legislation  and  pass  appropriation  bills  ap- 
proving the  exjiendlture  of  public  funds. 
Equally,  we  have  the  responsibility  to  see  to 
it  that  the  laws  which  we  pass  are  properly 
administered  and  that  the  money  which  we 
appropriate  Is  efUlclently,  economically,  hon- 
estly, and  properly  expended. 

We  have  a  direct  responsibility  to  expose 
and  eliminate  corruption  whenever  and 
wherever  It  occurs  in  any  of  the  agencies  uf 
Government  since  we  would  indeed  be  dere- 
lict In  our  duties  if  we  appropriated  billions 
of  dollars  with  no  concern  as  to  whether  the 
money  is  stolen,  misspent,  funneled  Into 
perverted  channels  because  of  favorltlsra  or 
squandered  through  reckless  inattentio.i 
to  the  concepts  of  sound  economy. 

We  would  likewise  be  derelict  in  our  re- 
sponsibilities If  we  knowingly  permitted 
foreign  agents.  Communist  sympathizers. 
saboteurs,  and  spies  to  exercise  authority  and 
spend  public  funds  within  our  structure  of 
Government  without  doing  everything  within 
our  power  to  expose  and  eliminate  such 
disciples  of  disaster. 

I  am  sure  that  American  citizens  who  are 
alert  enough  to  the  problems  of  our  times  to 
be  Members  of  Congress  are  today  aware  of 
the  fact  that  human  nature  is  such  that  on 
occasion,  cheats,  chlselers,  and  crooks  will 
work  their  way  into  the  executive  agencies 
of  any  administration  and  that  we  are  realis- 
tic enough  to  know  that  the  global  con- 
spiracy of  communism  Is  tough  enough  and 
aggressive  enough  to  try  to  place  its  agents 
and  sympathizers  in  positions  of  public  re- 
sponsibility whether  we  are  living  under  a 
Republican  or  a  Democratic  President.  I 
believe  and  hope  that  present  day  Members 
of  Congress  are  also  candid  and  realistic 
enough  to  recognize  that  it  is  neither  soUnd 
Judgment  nor  good  governmental  practice  to 
expect  executive  agencies  to  be  as  zealous 
In  Investigating  themselves  as  would  be  an 
alert  and  properly  conducted  congressional 
investigating  committee  carrying  out  one  of 
the  direct  responsibilities  of  its  branch  of 
Government. 

My  own  experience  on  Investigating  com- 
mittees began  while  I  was  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  serving  on  the 
House  Committee  on  Un-American  Activi- 
ties while  it  was  under  Chairman  MAr- 
TiN  Dies,  of  Texas.  In  those  days,  the 
emphasis  was  on  trying  sufficiently  to  pro- 
tect the-powers-of-Congress-to-lnvestigBte 
so  as  to  enable  us  to  at  least  control  a  coon- 
mlttee  room  situation  against  the  disruptive 
antics  of  the  Communists  and  their  aaeo- 
clates.  Members  of  that  Dies  committee 
were  Intimidated,  and  pressures  of  all  types 
were  used  to  induce  them  to  stop  all  investi- 
gations and  to  avoid  all  efforts  to  dig  out 
and  expose  Communist  agents.  Chal1-man 
Martin  Dies  was  harassed  and  attacked  rot 
only  by  Communists  and  left-wingers  but  by 
people  in  high  positions  of  responsibility 
from  within  his  own  administration.  The 
drum  flre  of  attack  on  Martin  Dies  finally 
impaired  his  health  and  necessitated  his 
retirement  from  Congress.  He  has  now  hap- 
pily retm-ned  from  retirement. 

However,  the  committee  carried  on  its  un- 
pleasant, unpopular,  and  unrewarded  duties. 
Under  a  series  of  chairmen — both  Democrat 
and  Republican — the  committee  devoted  it- 
self to  developing  techniques  of  investiga- 
tions and  hearings  designed  to  protect  God- 
fearing and  freedom-loving  Americans 
against  the  brow-beating  tactics  and  the  dire 


threats  of  physical  and  political  violence  di- 
rected by  the  Communists.  Severnl  other 
chairmen  were  successively  retired  to  private 
life,  and  it  was  not  until  the  evidence  pro- 
duced by  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  during  the  Repoibllcan 
80th  Congress  resulted  in  the  conviction  and 
Imprisonment  of  Alger  Hiss  that  ser\lce  on 
the  House  Commltt<?e  on  Un-Amerlean  Ac- 
tivities was  really  considered  something  dif- 
ferent from  receiving  an  assignment  on  the 
kamikaze  squad. 

On  the  Senate  side.  I  watched  a  succession 
of  chairmen  of  investigating  committees 
both  Democrats  and  Republicans  come  under 
attack  at  times  from  the  Communists  and 
those  they  can  control  or  confuse  and  at 
times  from  partisan  sources  eager  to  destroy 
the  effectiveness  of  a  given  Investigation  In 
order  to  protect  a  political  rampart  which 
would  be  placed  in  Jeopardy  If  the  truth 
about  malfeasance  or  maladministration  be- 
came generally  known. 

Primarily,  however,  it  Is  when  an  Investi- 
gating committee  of  Congress  attempts  to 
expKDse  a  mare's  nest  of  subversion  that  its 
members  come  under  direct  attack  and  that 
its  rules  of  procedure  are  tested  in  the  cru- 
cible of  flre  It  is  in  investigations  of  this 
type.  too.  that  all  of  us  are  called  upon  to 
exert  our  best  Judgment  in  evolving  and  en- 
forcing rules  of  procediire  which  will  be  fair 
to  all  witnesses  while,  at  the  same  time,  not 
sacrificing  the  best  security  Interests  of  the 
free  people  of  the  United  States  who  find 
tlieir  cherifched  Republic  coming  under  the 
concerted  attack  ol  the  global  Communist 
conspiracy. 

While  serving  as  a  member  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities  nearly 
10  years  ago,  I  asked  our  committee  to  have 
the  Brookings  Institution  make  a  careful, 
analytical  study  for  determining  un-Ameri- 
can activities  and  suggesting  standards  for 
use  by  our  investigating  committe*.  The 
Brookings  Institution  responded  magnifi- 
cently and  I  ask  leave  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks  to  Insert  a  copy  of  the  Brookings  In- 
stitution report  In  the  body  of  these  hear- 
ings since  only  a  very  limited  number  of 
copies  of  the  report  are  still  extant. 

I  believe  that  the  rules  our  House  Commit- 
tee on  Un-American  Activities  adopted  sub- 
sequent to  the  report  we  received  from  the 
Brookings  Institution  were  one  of  the  first 
set  of  rules — if  not  actually  the  first — for- 
m.ally  evolved  and  accepted  by  a  commit- 
tee of  Congress  in  governing  its  procedures 
of  investigation.  You  will  note  that  many 
of  the  suggested  rules  of  procedure  Included 
in  the  report  of  the  Brookings  Institution 
are  presently  Incorporated  in  the  rules  of 
our  investigating  committees  which  now  es- 
tablish for  themselves  specified  rules  of 
procedure. 

In  the  past  10  years,  of  course,  we  have 
learned  much  about  how  to  conduct  a  con- 
gressional investigation  and  also  how  to  con- 
duct executive  and  open  hearings  which, 
on  occasion,  bring  recalcitrant  or  rebellious 
witnesses  before  a  panel  of  Congressmen  or 
Senators.  Unhappily,  the  Communists  and 
others  determined  to  disrupt  congressional 
committee  procedures  have  also  learned 
much  during  the  past  10  years. 

One  of  the  collateral  results,  for  example, 
of  the  conviction  of  Alger  Hiss  for  perjuring 
himself  before  the  House  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  and  before  the  grand 
Jury  was  the  development  on  the  part  of 
uncooperative  and  guilty  witnesses  of  the 
habit  of  hiding  behind  the  fifth  amendment 
in  an  attempt  to  conceal  facts  from  those 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  ascer- 
taining them.  Increfisingly.  those  who 
would  give  aid  or  comfort  to  Communist 
causes,  utilize  the  fifth  amendment  as  a 
tactic  for  deceiving  the  public,  for  conceal- 
ing their  duplicity  and  for  pyramidUig  the 
difficulties   with   which  a  congressioaal   lu- 
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vestigating  committee  or  a  grand  Jury  Is  con- 

Irjuted. 

Another  favorite  tactic  cf  those  who  would 
destroy  America  from  within  by  utilizing 
the  protection  of  our  Constitution  to  help 
I  hem  make  a  shambles  of  this  great  charter 
tf  freedom.  Is  to  Insist  upcn  committee  rules 
of  procedure  which  would  be  entirely  un- 
workable and  which  would  give  those  with 
facts  to  conceal  additional  advantages  over 
those  charged  with  the  rejponsibillty  of  re- 
vealing the  truth.  In  your  deliberations.  I 
urge  that  you  keep  these  facts  in  mind  as 
you  move  forward  In  an  effort  to  strike  a 
pr  ^per  balar.ce  between  tht  necessity  of  safe- 
guarding the  interests  of  innocent  witness*? 
and  of  safeguarding  the  security  of  millions 
cf  innocent  Americans  »ho  must  depend 
up'Tn  the  machinery  of  Congress — including 
i:i  vest. gating  committees  of  Congress — to 
protect  apainst  the  tyjje  of  human  slavery 
which  the  Communists  have  already  imposed 
(.  n  nearly  half  the  people  cf  this  globe. 

In  my  opinion,  it  is  en:irely  possible  to 
revise  a  universal  set  of  riles  o!  pr'jcedure 
: or  congressional  Inveslig;  ting  comm:f.ees 
which  will  strike  this  happy  balance.  Enjr- 
mg  the  ptLSX  decade,  we  l.ave  mcved  defl- 
r.itely  in  that  direction.  The  successive  pros- 
ecution of  many  cases  involving  citations 
Ijr  contem.pt  cf  Congress  has  helped  to 
strengthen  the  hand  of  investigatir.g  com- 
n..::ces  while  at  the  same  t.me  vie  have  been 
s:ead:;y  losing  ground  ag3;i.st  those  adroitly 
e  — ploying  the  mechanism  cf  the  flft.i 
.  mer.dment  While  attack;  upcn  investigat- 
ing committees  are  no  longer  as  violent  and 
v:ci  us  as  they  were  in  the  days  when  Mas- 
tin  D:es  served  a^  the  chairman  cf  our  Hoxise 
Comm.tiee  on  Un-Amencat  Activities,  these 
8"irka  d-  ar.d  •»:::  contini,e  but  ;t  u  good 
to  kr.  ■»  that  an  increaslr.Ely  large  number 
cf  .Americans  are  recognizing  the  inherent 
cev!ce«  of  the  C  >mmuni**.  x-risp.ratcrs  and 
6-e  r.»r.ying  behind  tho^e  \.h06*  duty  :t  u 
tj  pr,  tec:  lis  all  from  an  irr.perialist  dicta- 
:-irii;  Communist  tiireal  wiiicfc.  if  saccest- 
:-,    wjuld  n^ake  s^sTes  ot  evfryt>c«jT. 

Tt.e  lor.c»ir.g  speciSc  si.^ges'.:cn.s  c<cur 
to  me  ir.  add::;cr. :.  the  rS.^.  a.-.d  reg-jlations 
r-rn-.ally  err.plc-yed  by  the  0;Terr.me:.:  Op- 
rrstirr.s  Committees  Subc  mmittee  on  In- 
lesTieatior.s  cf  which  I  aar:  a  meir.ber  and 
tv  mist  of  the  ir.ves*. igat;-. e  rommittees  with 
»r.rh  I  arr.  faciliar. 

1  The  fcrst  cf  my  sueges.jns  I  have  In- 
c  rp^Tated  ir.  pr^P'-^ed  ie^-».ilatijn  uh;ch  is 
rres*:.tlT  before  this  Rulet  C-^ir.m:::e*  I 
reel  that  tr.e  FBI  shf-li  t>?  cUth:rt2«<:  by 
law  •:>  make  a  complete  flfld  check  of  all 
pe.-scr.r.el  err.pl?ved  on  a:  y  ir.ieftigative 
:  amir.;::**. 

:  I  fe*:  li-at  we  shotiid  continue  our 
're*er.t  p'olicy  z'.  having  or.'-  ir.an  crmpnse 
i  c-i--ruir.  on  an  ir.ve*t-£fc— :r.  cc'tnE'..f.ee 
t_:  ti-kt  eiery  reascziatic  t'^r:  si.uld  be 
r.iie  --c  hs-.e  s:  leist  tT,  r  mmt-ee  rr.eni- 
r-'T?  -res«r.T  ••hen  hearings  are  actiiallv 
i»?:r.e  held 

3  I  feel  ihar  before  cj:-C''-:.:wr.  bearmzs 
fe  held  by  any  coir-ini-.te*  they  t.ho-id  be 
J"_ii.-ri2ec  fcT  a  rr-ajanty  rc'e  c'  the  ccmmiT- 
•^^  z>z  sui>r&=im:;t««  arid  -.^a:  at  >an  two 
rr.^— t>er5  cf  iJte  oaffTLmitte*  ti:.i^t  b*  a*- 
y-r:.ft  t.r  ittenc  suri  o-t-i^-iiwn  heaj-.ng* 
hi  hrt  sriieduie^ 

4  I  'Jt-irX  n  wcuid  be  hel-  -_!  L'  ti.e  chatr- 
rr-tr.  M  earn  tnrertiraf.nr  c^simtttee  wtoUd 
i.Eie  his  r:.aC  diret-top  tr^ake  a  w«*ii:t  t  .irc- 
n^ATT  report  -x.  eacn  o'.  the  c  mm.- tee  meic- 
'xfTi.  epitomizuLj  ihe  st*£  an;T;t-M  ot  the 
j-.-e;-ec.nf  »eek_ 

t  I  ;e*l  Uiat  *uhe  pireeent  pc-licy  oi  per- 
i^*t-n.g  kLl  -riiniesaes  icj  be  i  ccomp^nied  by 
::-iiii*el  u  Kvuad.  aid  that  ire  tho-.ijd  con- 
t-r-ae  :.:  V.r-Tt  the  ptLr:ir;;;ttJ- n  of  nach 
c:  tinsel  :.:>  e-ci^KUJtinp  w-.t*:  hit  client  and  t-o 
i-9m:Ti.Txt  any  writte'i;  qijeF-Kri*  wh>cfc  l>e 
ir-arh:  cire  to  ask  W)  the  cti^rzzLhz.  vi  the 
'  -ctaunee  ■wz\i.  the  uaiierKAading  tha:  tJae 
c :2» 


committee    shall    control    the    decision    of 
whether  or  not  those  questions  will  be  asked. 

6.  I  feel  that  testimony  taken  in  execu- 
tive hearings  should  not  be  released  in  whole 
or  In  part  except  upon  the  vote  of  a  majority 
of  the  committee  or  subcommittee. 

I  suggest  the  foregoing  six  rules  of  pro- 
cedure to  your  committee,  in  addition  to 
calling  to  your  attention  and  recommending 
the  use  of  the  entire  body  of  procedures  now 
being  employed  by  our  Inveetigatlng  subcom- 
mittee and  which  are  already  a  part  of  your 
record. 

Your  committee  may  desire  to  ask  me 
questions  concerning  other  recommendailoris 
which  have  come  before  you  and  with  which 
I  may  or  may  not  have  had  some  experience 
or  familiarity.  In  the  mam.  I  think  it  is 
the  attitude  and  the  personalities  of  the  in- 
dividual committee  members  and  their  chair- 
men which  will  determine  whether  or  not 
invesligauons  are  conducted  successfully  and 
with  proper  decorum.  I  know  of  no  rule 
that  a  bad  chairman  could  not  break,  a.^d 
perhaps  there  a.-e  none  that  a  gfx>d  chair- 
man should  require  However  I  definitely 
am  among  those  who  believe  that  every  com- 
mittee should  have  a  code  of  procedure:  I 
believe  it  should  be  published  and  available 
to  the  puciic.  and  I  be.ieve  jt  would  be  wi£« 
to  t.-y  to  have  unifcm  rules  of  procedure 
for  every  committee  operating  with  funds  of 
the  United  States  Senate.  However  I  repeat, 
recalcitrant  or  rebellious  witnesses  can  some- 
times make  a  shambles  cf  any  hearing,  re- 
gardless of  the  rule*  cf  proced'ore.  and  im- 
petuous or  quick-tempered  cr^alrmen  can 
sometimes  destroy  the  dignity  a.'.d  decorum 
of  any  hearing  quite  .'ecardless  of  any  code 
of  committee  conduct.  Men  cannot  be  made 
over  by  the  printing  of  a  set  of  rules  of 
procedure. 

Before  closing  I  wotild  like  to  say  a  final 
w:.'d  ab<jut  the  Jeg^«^l&t;on  before  as  propo*- 
1.':?  to  establiih  statutory  p.'oL.biiion  against 
the  televising  and  broadcast:r-g  of  co.'.grei- 
sional  hearmra.  This  :«  a  decirl'^r.  tihlch  I 
believe  should  be  left  to  the  individual  cjir.- 
m:ttee  and  that  it  should  be  made  on  the 
basis  of  the  nature  of  the  hearing  and  the 
purpose  which  the  commute*  seeks  to 
achieve  by  condiicting  it  Undoubtedly, 
many    hearings    might    better 


t    be    tele- 

vii,ed  or  broadcart  bu:  fi  eftal';l:sh  a  stat  j- 
tory  prohibition  agairut  them  :t  seemi  va 
rae    mould  be  exceedingly  unwise. 

in  my  opinion  both  television  arid  radio 
are  here  to  stay  They  are  legitimate  media 
cf  communication  The7  are  adm.nutered. 
operated,  ar.d  staffed  by  men  of  the  same 
general  respectability  and  cApac-tv  a«  those 
e.T.pl'.Ted  In  the  field  of  iturnilikm  T^.ty 
proriii*  informatKin  and  service  '.r,  rr.:ili',ns 
of  people.  For  the  grett  Congress  of  the 
United  States  t-o  pass  a  law  u.  prevent  it*elf 
fr-um  aiiowlng  any  of  its  committees  to  hold 
^**rin.2i  m  the  presence  of  telerisioa 
camera  or  radio  nnic."_.phonet  wcu.c  in  my 
cpin..n    t>e  a  back  wane  ttep. 

The.T  IS  m-jch  tc  be  said  en  the  pa*ni-.e 
t.de  .n  beha-f  of  televiK.if  and  br'-jadciit:r..g 
t*"!"— -"  congreseicna:  he^.ings  I  believe  that 
i^e  time  we  permitted  teievition  camera*  vj 
report  c*rt*..n  phaeea  of  the  now-famvus 
H^st-Chambe.-s  hearings  dtir^j-g  the  Wna 
Congresf  at  whici  tin:**  I  was  acting  chair- 
can  -.'  the  grojp  cf  members  on  the  House 
Un -American  Artiritiet  C-om.trJ-.tee  who  cot.- 
dtrctod  that  invertigatlon  and  the  p.-esent 
V)<:«  President  wat  a  member  of  my  c.m- 
irn:t*«.  that  this  was  the  £rrt  teleru*d  con- 
gressional hearta^  in  hiKtory.  I  recently  had 
tn*  fcOCiTiona.  experience  of  presiding  o'er 
the  CjOEt  WMieiT  ve)evia«d  series  of  coD«re«- 
aivnal  hea_Tng»  m  history.  Out  of  th«ac  ex- 
penien,::**.  I  want  to  pay  a  salute  to  irjxne  of 
the  posit:  re  rertilts  flowing  Tr'^jm  the  us*  of 
'.•eieTiEa-Tn  and  radio  ir.  coEtrcrerni.:  innsiz^ 
C'^  thu  nature. 


In  the  first  place,  these  new  media  which 
report  by  sound  and  picture  to  John  Q. 
American  are  a  great  and  mighty  conscience 
for  the  press.  There  U  seldom  any  cause  to 
complain  about  biased  or  prejudiced  report- 
ing when  a  congressional  hearing  li  con- 
ducted before  the  television  and  over  the 
radio.  Even  the  most  prejvullced  of  reporters 
or  of  newspapers  hesitate  long  before  trying 
to  slant  a  news  story  on  a  hearing  which  the 
readers  have  seen  before  their  eyes  and  have 
listened  to  as  it  unfolded  word  by  word. 
Television  and  radio.  Indeed,  make  better  re- 
porters of  the  beat  that  we  have  and  good 
reporters  of  the  rest  of  those  covering  Caol- 
tol  Hill 

In  addition.  tele%-l«lon  and  radio  provide 
for  Americans,  generally,  the  same  oppor- 
tunities to  watch  and  hear  a  segment  of  their 
Government  in  action  as  Is  consistently  pro- 
vided for  citizens  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  adjacent  Maryland  and  VlrginU  who  can 
commute  to  Capitol  HiJl  and  attend  any  open 
committee  hearings  that  they  choose.  Tele- 
vision simply  removes  the  walls  from  the 
committee  room  Vj  let  the  people  living  in 
South  Dakota,  ColCM-ado,  or  Cahfornia  have 
the  same  access  to  the  deliberatlona  of  a 
committee  as  would  otherwise  be  excluwvely 
the  right  of  th^jse  living  within  a  few  miles' 
driving  distance  of  the  National  Capital.  I 
submit  that  the  people  of  "my  State  have 
the  same  right  Vj  see  and  to  hear  what  takes 
place  in  a  committee  hearing  as  the  people 
of  Virginia  or  Maryland.  Certain  committee 
seafcioiiA  should,  of  course,  be  cloeed  and 
held  as  executive  meetings.  Once  you  hold 
a  public  hearing  meeting,  however,  I  would 
deplore  any  etatuVjry  provision  which  would 
f.ut  the  great  Congrct*  of  the  United  States 
on  record  as  saying.  It  is  good  that  the  peo- 
ple ll-.mg  .-aear  the  Capital  ahould  see  and 
hear  t.nese  hearings.  It  U  well  that  they  be 
reported  by  the  press,  it  is  proper  that 
photographeri!  should  take  picture*  of  the 
wi'.ne&ses  and  that  perhaps  a  newareel  be 
rr.ide  or  the  pfcj-ticipating  SenaVjra  lor  ab- 
brevuised  u^  on  some  theater  screen  But 
It  Is  nf.rt  only  bad  and  improper  but  Illegal 
to  jjer.mil  radio  mlcop .bones  and  telnislon 
camera*  to  carry  the  whole  story  and  the 
true  story  of  these  open  oongreastonal  hear- 
it^s  directly  to  the  people  of  America  who- 
ever they  are  and  wherever  they  live  "  Per- 
s'jnally  I  shall  alwayt  vote  against  any  leg- 
i-lative  measure  based  on  such  a  discrlmuji- 
tory  premise  and  which  endeavors  to  select 
f.",m  a.T.ong  the  media  rtt  communication 
t.om*  »:th  which  to  cooperate  and  othert  to 
condemn. 

If  there  are  questions,  gentlemen,  I  shall 
d:.  my  beat  to  anrwer  them. 

Dunns   the  deliverj-  of  Mr.  Mckdt's 

speech. 

M."  McCarthy.  Mr.  Preildent  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr    MUNDT.     I  jield. 

M."  .McCarthy,  wm  the  senator 
from  South  Dakota  yield  to  me  in  order 
t.*iat  I  may  submit  a  unammous-corjierit 
request  that  the  absence  of  a  quorum 
may  be  suggested  without  affecting  thie 
right  of  the  Senator  to  the  floor? 

I  ihinlc  the  most  disgraceful  spectacle 
I  have  ever  seen  is  the  cme  before  my 
eyes  when  I  look  at  the  Democrat  side 
of  the  aihle  and  see  one  Smator  seated 
there  There  are  two  good  Democrats 
now  .seated  on  this  side  of  the  aisle.  I 
refer  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
!Mr.  Lojtcj  and  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia IMr  ByedJ  who  are  seated  on  our 
Side  of  the  aisle.  Only  three  Democrats 
are  present  while  we  are  debating  what 
rales  of  the  Senate  »e  fchall  apply.  I 
thinJc  the  absence  of  a  quorum  should  be 
t.-i?geste<L 
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The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER,  Doeff 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield 
Xor  that  purpose? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  my 
colleague  yield  to  me?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Bailor  Senator  from  South  Dakota  has 
the  floor.  Does  he  yield,  and  if  so,  to 
Whom?  

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mt.  President,  may 
I  complete  my  statement? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  thought  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  had  finished. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  should  like  to 
suggest  to  my  Donocratic  friends,  who  so 
mysteriously  appear  when  the  prosecu- 
tion ccHnmences.  and  then  disappear 
when  any  defense  is  offered,  that  I  think 
when  we  are  talking  about  preserving 
the  dignity  of  the  Senate,  this  is  the 
most  disgraceful  spectacle  I  have  ever 
seen.  Perhaps  we  should  consider  pre- 
serving the  dignity  of  the  Senate  by 
having  Senators  present,  because  Sen- 
ators are  the  jury  in  this  case,  which 
involves  the  rules. 

I  mentioned  the  fact  that  one  l3emo- 
crat  Senator  was  seated  on  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle.  The  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Long]  is  present,  and 
has  been  present  during  most  of  the 
debate.  The  Senator .  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Byrd]  is  also  present,  and  is  seated 
on  the  side  of  the  aisle  where  I  like  to 
see  him  sitting. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  wishes  to  announce  that  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  South  Dakota  yielded 
for  a  question.  The  Chair  will  have  to 
hold  that  if  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota yields  in  the  future  he  must  jrield 
for  a  question  or  yield  the  floor,  unless 
Otherwise  provided  by  unanimous  con- 
sent. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  my  distinguished  colleague 
a  question.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  senior  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
yield  to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  MUNDT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  Will  the  senior  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  permit  me  to  submit 
a  unanimous-consent  request  that  I  be 
allowed  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum  without  affecting  my  colleague's 
right  to  the  floor? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  have  to  object  to  that,  for  this 
reason:  While  I  would  like  to  have  all 
Senators  present  constantly,  if  possible, 
we- are  now  operating  under  controlled 
time.  Every  Senator  has  had  notice  of 
that  fact.  A  number  of  speakers  have 
requested  the  opportunity  to  be  heard. 
By  the  time  a  quorum  could  be  obtained, 
and  the  call  of  the  roll  completed,  we 
have  no  assiu-ance  that  any  more  Sena- 
tors would  be  present  after  the  quorum 
call  than  are  now  present.  For  that  rea- 
son I  must  respectfully  request  that  the 
Senator  not  yield  for  that  purpose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  wishes  to  announce  that  if  a 
quonmi  call  had  been  in  order,  the  time 
would  have  come  out  of  the  time  of  the 
Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MUNDT.     I  yield. 


liT.  LONG.  T  merely  wish  to  state  for 
the  benefit  of  other  Senators  that  Sena- 
tors who  have  been  present  during  the 
entire  day  will  notice  that  during  most 
of  the  day  monj  than  50  percent  of  the 
Democratic  Senators  have  been  present. 
I  am  sure  that  if  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  had  been  present  during 
the  entire  day  he  would  have  noticed 
that. 

Also,  it  is  now  about  4:30  in  the  after- 
noon, which  is  a  good  time  for  Senators 
who  have  been  in  the  Chamber  all  day 
to  Sign  their  mail.  That  accounts  for 
the  scarcity  ol  Senators  during  Ions 
speeches. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President.  I  .should 
like  to  submit  a  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest of  my  own.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  colloquy  for  which  I  have 
just  yielded,  l>?ginning  with  the  re- 
marks of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin and  ending  with  those  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  appear,  if  at  all,  fol- 
lowing my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  one-half  hour  to  the  distinguished 
seni<y-  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  .wish 
to  comment  briefly  on  the  matter  now 
before  us.  Senate  Resolution  301. 

At  the  outset,  I  desire  to  compliment 
the  members  of  the  select  committee.  I 
am  proud  of  my  association  with  these 
able  and  distinguished  Senators.  I  have 
the  higliest  resp«!ct  for  their  patriotism 
and  their  integrity. 

The  distingui.ihed  chairman  of  the 
select  committee,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  WatkinsJ,  and  I  came 
to  the  Senate  in  the  same  class.  I  have 
been  his  guest  in  his  home  State.  I  have 
long  admired  his  outstanding  American- 
ism and  his  conscientious  devotion  to 
duty. 

The  jimlor  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  Case]  and  the  junior  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  StennisI  have  served 
with  me  on  the  Public  Works  Committee. 
Both  are  devoted  Americans  and  are  so 
appreciative  of  our  ideals. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Colorado 
TMr.  Johnson!  and  the  junior  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson]  have  served 
with  me  on  the  Finance  Committee. 
Both  are  sincerely  devoted  to  American 
principles  and  dedicated  to  the  public 
service. 

The  senior  Sen.itor  from  North  Caro- 
lina CMr.  Ervin  1  has  been  my  friend  for 
many  years  because  of  our  military  asso- 
ciation.   He  is  an  outstanding  American. 

I  cannot  praisr  too  highly  the  com- 
pletely fair  and  extremely  creditable 
manner  in  which  these  members  of  the 
select  committee  met  the  great  responsi- 
bilities imposed  upon  them  by  this  body. 
Theirs  was  not  an  easy  task.  It  is  not 
pleasant  to  sit  in  judgment  upon  a  col- 
league who  has  been  widely  acclaimed  as 
one  of  the  most  vigorous  and  courageous 
fighters  against  the  Communist  Con- 
spiracy in  our  Nation.  | 

I  was  very  much  impressed  by  the 
Introductory  remarks  of  my  good  friend 
and  distinguished  colleague,  the  Senator 
from  Utah,  in  submitting  the  report  of 


the  select  committee.   He  stated  as  fol- 
lows: 

The  Senate  ae  a  body  Is  now  In  a  poeltlon 
to  Interpret  that  evidence  and  applicable  law 
and  decide  to  agree  or  disagree  with  the 
committee  findings  and  conclusions  or  make 
findings  or  conclusions  of  Its  own.  Our  find- 
ings do  not  represent  an  adversary's  brief, 
and  the  committee  by  no  means  assumes  the 
poeition  of  a  prosecutor.  We  are  available 
to  explain  our  report  or  answer  questions 
concerning  it.  but  we  are  not  here  to  argue 
that  our  findings  and  conclusionB  must  be 
followed. 

I  submit.  Mr.  President,  that  this 
statement,  reflecting  the  views  of  the 
individual  members  of  the  committee 
and  its  chairman,  was  cgmpletely  fair 
and  proper  and  in  keeping  with  the 
quasi-judicial  character  of  the  proceed- 
ings in  which  the  Senate  is  now  engaged. 

The  charges  against  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy which,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
select  committee,  justify  a  resolution  of 
censure  have  been  ably  and  eloquently 
discussed,  pro  and  con,  at  length.  I 
shall  not.  therefore,  take  the  time  of  the 
Senate  to  elaborate  further  on  the  merit 
or  lack  of  merit  with  respect  to  those 
charges. 

I  do  feel  called  upcin.  however,  to  make 
mention  of  the  recommendation  by  the 
select  committee  that  Senator  McCar- 
thy is  de.serving  of  censure  because  of 
his  remarks  concerning  my  great  and 
good  friend,  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  iMr.  Hendrickson  1 . 

I  have  had  a  very  close  and  pleasant 
association  with  Senator  Hen»rickson 
over  the  years.  I  have  the  highest  re- 
gard for  him.  I  honor  his  brilliant  rec- 
ord as  a  gallant  and  heroic  soldier  in 
both  World  Wars,  his  honorable  career 
as  a  public  .servant,  and  the  high  charac- 
ter of  his  statesmanship.  I  shall  miss 
him  in  the  years  ahead.  In  my  opinion. 
Senator  McCarthys  reference  to  Sen- 
ator Hendrickson  had  no  basis  in  truth 
or  fact.  I  feel  that  every  other  JMember 
of  the  Senate  shares  that  opinion.  If 
Senator  McCarthy  has  not  already 
apologized  to  Senator  Hendrickson  for 
his  unjust  and  improper  remark,  then  I 
hope  that  he  will  soon  do  so. 

While  I  do  not  condone  the  remark 
regarding  our  distinguished  colleague,  I 
submit  that  we  must  keep  in  mind  the 
great  principle  involved.  Even  though 
we  do  not  approve  the  language  or  the 
opinions  expressed  by  Senator  McCar- 
thy, we  must  regard  freedom  of  speech 
on  the  same  high  plane  mentioned  by 
the  late  Justice  Oliver  Wendell  Holmes: 
"Freedom  for  the  thought  we  hate."  Or 
as  Voltaire  said:  'I  disapprove  of  what 
you  say,  but  I  will  defend  to  the  death 
your  right  to  say  it." 

I  am  sure  that  everything  that  has 
been  said  on  the  Senate  floor,  or  that  I 
shall  say  in  these  remarks,  is  not  in- 
tended in  any  way  to  be  a  reflection 
upon  the  select  committee  or  upon  any 
other  Member  of  the  Senate.  I  look 
upon  the  present  case  as  a  quasi-judicial 
proceeding;  one  of  great  importance,  not 
only  to  the  Members  of  the  Senate,  but 
to  the  Nation  as  a  whole.  I  have  con- 
sidered the  status  of  the  select  com- 
mittee, and  have  compared  its  function, 
in  my  own  mind,  with  that  of  a  grand 
jury  which  is  empowered,  in  our  crimi- 


195, 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


16215 


nal  courts,  to  sift  out  the  allegations; 
to  consider  all  the  eviderce  presented 
before  it.  and  then  to  determine  which, 
if  any,  of  the  charges,  shall  be  returned 
to  the  court  for  further  a<;tlon.  When 
a  grand  jury  returns  a  true  bill,  it  carries 
no  presumption  of  guilt.  An  indictment 
has  the  effect  of  saying  that  a  prima 
facie  case  has  been  made  out,  or  that  the 
grand  jury  recommends  further  consid- 
eration by  the  court  and  tlie  jury. 

As  we  sit  here  today,  we  are  not  only 
acting  as  a  jury  but  we  are  also  acting 
as  a  chancellor^in  equity,  iK-cause  we  not 
only  have  the  rfsjxjnsibihty  of  determin- 
ing the  facts  but  also  of  dijciding  what 
are  the  proper  conclusions  of  law. 

Censuring  a  Senator  is  a  very  serious 
matter,  and  in  this  proceeding  serious 
charges  have  been  made.  I  l)elieve  that 
we  can  agree  that  the  burden  of  proof 
rests  uix>n  those  who  have  made  the 
charges.  Any  person  who  is  accused  of 
w  rongdoing  is  presumed  to  be  innocent. 
That  presumption  stays  with  him  until 
the  evidence  satisfies  the  jury  of  the  de- 
fendant's guilt  Ijeyond  a  reasonable 
doubt.  And  where  a  reasonable  doubt 
exLsts,  that  doubt  should  and  must  be 
lesolved  in  favor  of  the  person  against 
whom  the  charges  have  been  preferred. 

Forty-six  specifications  of  wrongdoing 
were  brought  against  Senator  McCarthy. 
The  select  committee  broke  the  charges 
down  into  five  categories.  After  care- 
fully reviewing  and  giving  ever>'  con- 
.sideration  to  the  charges,  the  select  com- 
mittee decided  to  proceed  with  hearings 
on  13  sp>eciflcations.  which  W(«re  set  forth 
in  the  5  categories  contained  in  the  no- 
tice of  hearings.  After  holding  hearings, 
the  select  committee  has  recommended 
censure  on  but  two  of  the  charges.  The 
.'-elect  committee  recommend'?d  dismissal 
of  all  the  other  charges,  reporting  that 
these  charges,  under  all  the  evidence,  did 
not  justify  a  resolution  of  censure. 

The  first  recommendation  that  Sen- 
.Ttor  McCarthy  should  be  censured  deals 
with  the  Senator's  conduct  toward  the 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions. The  second  recommendation  for 
censure  deals  with  the  incider  ts  and  con- 
duct of  Senator  McCarthy  in  connec- 
tion with  the  taking  of  the  testimony  of 
Gen.  Ralph  W.  Zwicker,  a  general  oCacer 
of  the  Army  of  the  United  States. 

On  the  first  coimt  the  committee  re- 
port states: 

It  is  therefore  the  conclusion  of  the  select 
committee  that  the  conduct  ol  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  toward  the  Sub- 
r  >mmlttee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  to- 
w.trd  its  members.  Including  the  statement 
concerning  Senator  Hendricksov,  acting  aa 
a  member  of  the  subcommittee,  and  toward 
the  Senate,  was  contemptuou.';,  contuma- 
cious, and  denunciatory  without  reason  or 
Justiflcatlon,  and  was  obstructive  to  legis- 
lative process.  For  this  conduct.  It  is  our 
recommendation  that  he  be  cen;iured  by  the 
Senate. 

To  sustain  this  conclusion  the  select 
committee  cites  five  incidents.    First: 

That  Senator  McCartht  refused  repeated 
Invitations  to  testify  before  the  subcom- 
mittee. 

I  have  examined  the  record  and  I  find 
that  in  each  of  the  incidents  relating  to 
this  matter  the  committee's  letters  were 
merely  invitations  to  appear     'When  a 


Senator,  or  anyone  else,  receives  an  in- 
vitation to  appear,  it  carries  with  it  the 
suggestion  that  he  may  accept  or  reject 
the  invitation.  In  these  particular  in- 
vitations referred  to  under  this  category, 
the  invitations  even  go  further  than  I 
have  suggested,  because  they  state: 
•  Come  if  you  wish."  The  gist  of  these 
letters  was  to  the  effect  that  Senator 
McCarthy  could  appear  before  the  com- 
mittee if  he  so  desired. 

Certainly  under  such  circumstances 
there  was  no  misconduct  on  the  part  of 
Senator  McCarthy.  In  my  opinion,  he 
had  a  perfect  right  to  accept  or  reject 
the  invitations  to  appear. 

The  second  incident  of  misconduct 
given  by  the  select  committee  to  sustain 
the  first  count  u-as  that  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy had  declined  to  comply  with  a 
request  by  letter  dated  November  21, 
1952,  from  the  chairman  of  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Privileges  and  Elections,  to  ap- 
pear and  supply  information  concern- 
ing certain  specific  matters  involving  his 
activities  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate. 
This  letter  was  entirely  different  from 
those  to  which  I  have  referred,  because 
this  letter  was  not  a  mere  invitation  to 
apF>ear,  but  was  a  specific  request  that 
Senator  McCarthy  app>ear  before  the 
subcommittee  on  Saturday.  November  22, 
or  on  Monday,  November  24,  but  in  no 
case  later  than  November  25.  The  rec- 
ord shows,  and  the  select  committee 
makes  reference  to  the  fact,  that  Sen- 
ator McCarthy  did  not  receive  this  letter 
or  its  contents  until  after  November  25. 
Senator  McCarthy  so  advised  the  sub- 
committee, and  at  no  time  was  there  an- 
other request,  nor  was  he  at  any  time 
subpenaed  to  appear  before  the  subcom- 
mittee. His  failure  to  comply  with  a  re- 
quest to  appear  before  the  subcommittee 
on  or  before  November  25  certainly 
should  not  be  considered  a  subject  for 
censure  when  it  is  admitted,  at  the  same 
time,  that  he  had  no  knowledge  of  such 
a  request  until  after  Noveml)er  25. 

The  third  incident  cited  by  the  com- 
mittee to  sustain  the  first  count  of  cen- 
sure was  that  he  denounced  the  subcom- 
mittee and  contemptuously  refused  to 
comply  with  its  request.  The  language 
Senator  McCarthy  lised  toward  the  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Elections 
was  indeed  most  unfortunate.  In  con- 
sidering this  incident,  however,  we  mtist 
keep  in  mind  the  conditions  under  which 
his  statements  were  made  back  in  1952. 
We  must  remember  that  that  was  an 
election  year.  It  was  a  year  in  which 
Senator  McCarthy  was  a  candidate  for 
relection.  It  was  a  year  in  which  he 
felt  that  an  attempt  was  being  made  to 
reflect  upon  him  so  as  to  affect  his  reelec- 
tion. We  must  keep  in  mind  that  there 
had  come  to  the  attention  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  the  investi- 
gation which  was  being  conducted  did 
not  confine  itself  to  his  conduct  as  a 
United  States  Senator,  but  went  back 
many  years  into  his  private  life,  and  into 
matters  concerning  members  of  the  Sen- 
ator's family.  It  must  be  remembered 
also  that  he  had  been  denied  the  privilege 
of  appearing  before  the  committee  for 
the  purpose  of  cross-examining  the  wit- 
nesses who  testified  against  him. 

The  select  committee,  in  its  report,  has 
stated  that  Senator  McCarthy  should 


have  been  granted  the  privilege  of  cross- 
examining  such  witnesses. 

We  must  keep  also  in  mind  that  Sen- 
ator McCarthy  stated  that  he  would 
appear  before  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  upon  oral  re- 
quest by  the  chairman  of  the  subcommit- 
tee if  he  were  given  the  opportunity  to 
cross-examine  the  witnesses  who  had 
appeared  against  him.  He  also  stated 
that  he  would  gladly  appear  before  the 
subcommittee  if  he  were  subi>enaed.  In 
view  of  these  circimistances,  can  we  say 
that  Senator  McCarthy  was  without 
some  provocation  for  the  attitude  he 
took  at  the  time? 

The  fourth  incident  cited  to  sustain 
the  first  count  of  censure  was  that  Sena- 
tor McCarthy  continued  to  show  his  con- 
tempt for  the  Senate  by  failing  to  explain 
in  any  manner  the  six  charges  contained 
in  the  Hennings-Hayden-Hendricksoa 
report.  That  report  was  filed  during  the 
82d  Congress;  I  believe  it  was  filed  Janu- 
ary 2.  1953.  The  83d  Congress  convened 
on  January  3,  1953. 

Before  Senator  McCarthy  was  sworn 
in  for  his  second  term  in  oflBce,  on  Janu- 
ary 3,  1953.  he  denied  the  charges  made 
in  the  report.  He  made  a  public  state* 
ment  that  the  members  of  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Privileges  and  Elections,  or  any 
other  Member  of  the  Senate  who  felt  that 
he  had  been  guilty  of  misconduct,  should 
appear  on  January  3  and  request  that  he. 
Senator  McCarthy,  stand  aside  until 
these  matters  had  been  thoroughly  in- 
vestigated and  until  the  evidence  against 
him  had  been  presented.  In  spite  of  his 
public  statement,  no  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate raised  his  voice  in  opposition  to  the 
swearing  in  of  Senator  McCarthy  on  that 
day  as  a  Member  of  this  distinguished 
body. 

The  fifth  incident  to  strstain  the  first 
count  of  censure  deals  with  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy's remarks  with  reference  to  my 
good  friend.  Senator  Hendrickson,  which 
I  have  already  discussed. 

I  cannot  agree  that  the  various  inci- 
dents above  referred  to  resulted  in  ob- 
structing the  legislative  process  of  the 
Senate.  If  the  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections  desired  to  do  so.  It 
could  have  subpenaed  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy at  any  time.  The  sut)committee 
had  over  15  months  in  which  to  take 
testimony  and  to  prepare  its  report.  If 
the  legislative  process  was  obstructed,  it 
was  due  to  the  fact  that  the  subcommit- 
tee had  failed  to  compel  the  attendance 
of  witnesses  by  using  the  tools  with  which 
it  had  been  provided. 

All  the  incidents  enumerated  to  sus- 
tain the  first  count  in  the  resolution  of 
censure  occurred  during  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy's first  term  in  office.  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  any  authority  for  the 
Senate  to  punish  or  censure  a  Member 
for  conduct  which  took  place  during  an- 
other term  of  oCBce.  If  there  were  ob- 
jections to  his  conduct  or  if  he  were  dis- 
qualified in  the  opinion  of  any  Meml)er 
of  the  Senate,  such  Senator  had  a  per- 
fect right  to  take  appropriate  action  by 
asking  that  Senator  McCarthy  stand 
aside  until  these  matters  had  been  de- 
termined. 

I,  therefore,  feel,  based  upon  the  record 
as  it  now  stands  before  us,  that  the  first 
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count  is  not  sustained  and  should  be 
dismissed. 

The  second  count  for  cens\ire  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

The  BClect  committee  concludes  that  the 
conduct  of  Senator  McCastht  toward  Gen- 
eral Zwlcker  was  reprehensible,  and  that  for 
this  conduct  he  should  be  censured  by  the 
Senate. 

To  sustain  this  count  the  committee 
claims  that,  without  justification,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  impugned 
the  loyalty,  patriotism,  and  character,  of 
Gen.  Ralph  W.  Zwicker,  and  in  his  inter- 
rogation of  General  Zwicker  resorted  to 
abusive  conduct,  including  a  charge  that 
he  was  unfit  to  wear  the  uniform.  The 
select  committee  states  that  this  was 
done  without  provocation. 

In  the  select  committee's  report,  the 
committee  states: 

There  Is  no  evidence  that  General  ZwlcKer 
was  Intentionally  Irritating,  evasive,  or  arro- 
gant. 

It  would  seem  to  me  that  General 
Zwicker's  intentions  are  not  really  ma- 
terial to  the  issue.  I  think  that  whether 
he  intended  to  be  irritating,  evasive,  or 
arrogant  has  no  bearing  on  the  question 
involved.  "Hie  question  we  have  to  de- 
cide is  whether  under  all  the  circum- 
stances that  existed  on  February  18, 
1954,  when  General  Zwicker  testified  be- 
fore the  McCarthy  committee,  his  con- 
duct, his  answers,  or  his  demeanor  gave 
rise  to  a  feeling  that  he  was  being  eva- 
sive and  that  he  was  withholding  proper 
information  from  a  committee  of  the 
Senate.  General  Zwicker's  demeanor 
and  the  manner  in  which  he  testified 
before  the  select  committee  are  not 
really  at  issue  in  the  case  before  us. 
Here  again,  Uie  question  is  what  was  his 
demeanor,  what  was  his  attitude,  what 
were  his  answers  on  February  18,  1954, 
when  it  is  alleged  that  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy was,  without  provocation,  abu- 
sive and  used  improper  language  toward 
the  general. 

We  must  keep  in  mind  the  fact  that 
when  General  Zwicker  was  testifying. 
Major  Peress  had  been  promoted  from 
the  rank  of  captain  to  the  rank  of  ma- 
jor, and  that  on  February  3,  1954,  he 
had  received  an  honorable  discharge 
from  the  United  States  Army.  We  must 
also  keep  in  mind  that  General  Zwicker 
was  present  during  the  morning  session 
of  February  18,  the  date  on  which  he 
testified;  that  he  had  heard  all  the  testi- 
mony offered  to  establish  Major  Peress' 
activities  in  connection  with  the  Com- 
munist Party;  and  that  he  knew  that 
Major  Peress  had  invoked  the  fifth 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  and  had 
refused  to  answer  questions  regarding 
his  Communist  activities,  on  the  ground 
that  such  answers  would  tend  to  incrim- 
inate him.  We  must  also  keep  in  mind 
the  fact  that  on  the  same  afternoon 
General  Zwicker  testified  that  all  facts 
which  had  been  developed  during  the 
morning  session  were  matters  of  record 
with  the  Army  prior  to  the  date  of  Major 
Peress'  promotion  from  captain  to  ma- 
jor. It  is  hard  for  me  to  understand 
how,  with  this  information  of  record 
with  the  Army,  it  was  possible  to  pro- 
mote such  an  individual  from  the  rank 
of  captain  to  major,  and  finally  to  sep- 


arate him  from  the  service  on  February 
3.  by  handing  him  an  honorable  dis- 
charge. Regardless  of  who  was  to  blame 
for  the  situation,  it  certainly  would  have 
been  irritating  and  provoking  to  me  to 
know  that  the  United  States  Army,  in 
which  I  so  proudly  served  over  such  a 
long  period  of  time,  had  promoted  such 
a  man  from  captain  to  major,  and  then 
made  matters  worse  by  giving  him  an 
honorable  discharge.  Keeping  this  in 
mind,  I  cannot  read  the  testimony  of 
February  18  without  coming  to  the  con- 
clusion that  General  Zwicker  was  irri- 
tating and  evasi\e.  I  do  not  want  to 
believe  he  was  intentionally  evasive  in 
order  to  protect  his  superiors.  I  would 
rather  assume  that  he  did  not  know  how 
far  he  could  go  under  the  Executive 
order  under  which  he  was  testifying.  In 
any  event,  his  testimony  when  he  ap- 
peared before  the  .select  committee  was  a 
great  deal  different.  Then  his  answers 
were  not  evasive;  on  the  contrary  they 
were  direct  and  to  the  point.  I  am  sure 
every  Member  of  the  Senate  has  read 
that  testimony,  as  it  was  given  on  Feb- 
ruary 18.  I  am  confident  that  in  the 
mind  of  each  Senator  there  is  some 
question  as  to  whether  the  general  was 
somewhat  irritating  and  evasive  when 
he  was  examined  at  that  hearing.  I  feel 
that  there  was  some  provocation,  per- 
haps not  intentionally  on  the  part  of 
General  Zwicker,  which  gave  rise  to  the 
unfortunate  language  used  by  Senator 
McCarthy  when  he  stated  that  the  gen- 
eral was  not  fit  to  wear  the  uniform. 

Mr.  CASE.  Madam  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mrs.  Abel 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Madam  President,  I 
am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  will  wish  to  qualify  the 
statement  he  just  made,  by  using  the 
words  "the  uniform  of  a  general."  Such 
a  distinction  was  made  by  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy; he  did  not  say  General  Zwicker 
was  not  fit  to  wear  the  uniform  of  the 
United  States  Army,  but  he  said  General 
Zwicker  was  not  fit  to  wear  the  uniform 
of  a  general. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  am  glad  to  make  that 
distinction,  although  I  wish  to  .say  there 
is  no  distinction  between  oflRcers  and 
men,  insofar  as  the  uniform  of  the 
United  States  Army  is  concerned.  The 
uniform  of  an  American  oflficer  or  of  an 
American  soldier  is  like  the  flag;  we  want 
to  keep  it  unsullied;  it  must  be  above  re- 
proach. However.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  for  the  correction. 

Mr.  CASE.  Yes;  because  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy himself  made  a  point  about  that. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Yes.  I  appreciate  the 
correction. 

Madam  President,  the  second  count  for 
censure  is  based  on  occurrence.s  durin? 
Senator  McCarthy's  second  term  in  of- 
fice, and  during  this,  the  83d  Congress. 
It  is,  therefore,  a  subject  of  proper  con- 
sideration by  the  Senate.  I  feel,  hoviever, 
that  since  none  of  the  incidents  under 
either  count  1  for  censure  or  count  2  for 
censure  was  in  violation  of  the  Rules  of 
the  Senate,  we  should  not  take  aCarma- 


tive  action  on  the  resolutivon.  Other- 
wise, we  would  be  establishing  a  very 
dangerous  precedent.  How  can  we  lay 
down  a  code  of  ethics  to  guide  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate?  We  have,  by  rules, 
set  up  the  procedure  by  which  we  can 
control  the  conduct  and  the  language  of 
Senators  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  This 
is  proper  because  a  Member  of  Congress 
is  immune  from  the  civil  and  criminal 
proces.ses  of  the  law  for  remarks  made 
upon  the  Senate  floor.  But  for  remarks 
made  off  the  Senate  floor,  a  Senator 
should  have  no  greater  privileges  than 
those  had  by  any  other  citizen  of  the 
United  States. 

As  it  appears  to  me.  Madam  Presi- 
dent, that  the  question  before  the  Senate 
is  whether  the  counts  on  which  the 
select  committee  recommended  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wi.sconsin  be  cen- 
sured by  the  Senate  are  of  sufficient 
gravity  to  warrant  the  taking  of  such 
drastic  action. 

Censuring  a  Member  of  this  body  is 
punishment  of  such  severity  that  it 
should  be  invoked  only  after  it  is  estab- 
lished beyond  all  rea.sonable  doubt  that 
the  Member  i.s  guilty  of  deliberate,  fla- 
grant, and  aRgravaled  disorderly  con- 
duct, in  violation  of  the  rules  of  the 
Senate. 

Madam  President.  I  feel  that  the  dras- 
tic action  called  for  by  Senate  Re.solu- 
tion  301  is  not  justified;  and  I  shall  vote 
against  the  resolution. 

Mr.  BENNETT  obtained  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Payne  in  the  chain.  How  much  time 
does  the  .Senator  from  California  yield' 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  30  minutes 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
been  on  my  feet  a  number  of  times  dur- 
ing this  debate,  and  a  number  of  times  I 
have  expre.ssed  the  hope  that  we  could 
approach  this  problem  objectively,  with- 
out any  emotional  excitement.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  will  attempt  to  do  so 
now. 

Yesterday  the  Senator  from  Utah  .sub- 
mitted a  proposed  amendment  which 
would,  in  effect,  broaden  the  base  of  pos- 
sible censure  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  It  is  my  purpose  tonight  to 
di.scass  the  language  from  the  point  of 
view  of  .suggesting  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wi.sconsin  and  his  friends  what  the 
Senator  from  Utah  would  consider  to  be 
an  adequate  defense  against  his  own 
amendment.  Before  I  reach  that  point 
however,  there  are  1  or  2  observations 
which  I  should  like  to  make. 

During  the  dl.«cu.ssion  of  the  proposed 
unanimous-consent  agreement  last  night 
it  was  suggested  that  it  was  unfair  to 
consider  any  amendment  which  would 
broaden  the  base  for  the  cen.sure  propo- 
sal. The  Senator  from  Utah  respect- 
fully suggests  that  if  that  should  be  the 
decision,  it  would  be  equally  unfair  to 
consider  any  amendment  or  substitute 
which  would  narrow  the  base  or  soften 
it.  I  am  happy  that  the  Senate  decided 
not  to  place  that  limitation  upon  the 
resolution. 

During  the  same  discussion  the  ques- 
tion was  raised  that  by  the  submission 
of  the  proposed  amendment  yesterday 
the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  was  prob- 
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ably  unfair  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  because  he  and  his  friends 
would  have  no  time  to  prepare  a  defense, 
on  the  assumption  that  perhaps  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  would  net  discuss  his 
amendment  until  within  1  hour  of  the 
time  for  voting. 

Th"  Senator  from  Utah  has  been  try- 
ing to  obtain  the  floor  during  the  after- 
noon. 

of  defense  which  might  be  used,  and  to 
give  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
and  his  supporters  and  advocates  all 
the  possible  time  there  is  .eft  in  which 
to  prepare  this  or  any  other  defense. 

Another  question  was  raised — and  I 
think  properly  so — namely,  that  this 
amendment,  if  it  should  be  voted  upon 
by  the  Senate,  on  Wednesday  or  Thurs- 
day, as  it  will  be,  will  not  have  been 
referred  to  £.  committee.  The  Senator 
from  Utah  suggests  that  every  act  in- 
volved in  every  allegation  contained  in 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah  has  been  committed  in  the  presence 
of  the  Senate.  The  earliest  date  which 
IS  attached  to  any  of  the  language  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Utah  refers  is 
October  25,  1954.  The  latest  date  is 
Noveml)er  13,  1954,  Involvinsj  the  latest 
sutement  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wi.scon.sin.  So  it  seems  to  me  that  there 
is  no  necessity  for  referring  this  amend- 
ment to  any  committee  to  attempt  to  find 
the  facts  in  the  case. 

That  leads  the  junior  Senator  from 
Utah  to  his  first  suggestion  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  allegations  in  the  amend- 
ment of  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
can  be  divided  into  three  groups.  To 
use  the  old  phrase  which  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  heard  when  he  sat  as  a 
juror  in  an  ordinary  courtroom,  these 
three  hang  as  a  chain.  If  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  his  advo- 
cates can  completely  destroy  one  group. 
I  think  they  will  have  effectively  de- 
stroyed the  amendment  of  the  junior 
Senator  frcwn  Utah. 

It  .seems  to  me  that  the  first  question 
which  should  be  considered,  and  the 
first  group  which  could  be  destroyed,  in- 
volve a  question  of  fact.  Did  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  actually  make 
certain  statements?  So  far  as  the  junior 
Senator  from  Utah  knows,  he  has  not 
denied  making  them.  The  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  Is  prepared  to  introduce 
into  the  record  documentary  evidence 
that  they  were  in  fact  made,  but  he 
will  not  clutter  up  the  Rxcoro  with  such 
evidence  today.  He  merely  gives  notice 
that  if  there  is  a  claim  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  did  not  in  fact 
make  such  statements,  the  junior  Sena- 
tor frcMn  Utah  will  be  prepared  to  offer 
such  evidence  as  he  has  during  his  half 
of  the  limited  time  available,  whenever 
the  oppKjrtunity  may  arise. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  second  chain 
of  issues,  or  the  second  set  of  facts  which 
must  either  stand  or  fall  if  the  amend- 
ment of  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
is  to  stand,  grows  out  of  this  kind  of 
problem:  If  certain  statements  were 
made  by  any  Senator,  would  they,  in 
fact,  merit  censure?  Or,  to  phrase  it  in 
another  way,  would  they — and  I  now 
quote  from  the  language  of  my  proposed 
amendment — be  "contrary  to  good 
morals  and  senatorial  ethics  and  tend  to 


bring  the  Senate  into  dishonor  and  dis- 
repute, to  obstruct  the  constitutional 
processes  of  the  Senate,  and  to  impair 
its  dignity." 

The  junior  Senator  from  Utah  feels 
that  if  it  can  be  shown  that  none  of  the 
statements  attributed  to  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  and  referred  to  in 
these  allegations  would  have  the  effect 


November  4.  and  repeated  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  on  a  television 
show  on  November  7,  1954,  the  day  be- 
fore the  Senate  came  into  special  session, 
I  have  the  text  of  the  statement  made 
on  the  television  program,  but  I  shall 
not  read  it. 

The  key  word  is  the  word  "lynch."   In 
one  case  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 


junlor  Senator  from  Utah  must  fall. 
The  junior  Senator  from  Utah  would 
like  to  take  a  minute  or  two  in  discussing 
each  one  of  them  briefiy. 

The  first  statement  was  the  one  con- 
tained in  the  letter  written  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  Utah  I  Mr.  Watkins]  un- 
der date  of  October  25.  1954. 

For  pxample,  It  Is  now  unquestioned — 

Said  Senator  McCarthy — 

that  three  members  of  the  committee,  In- 
cluding yourself — 


the    senior    Senator    from 


Meaning 
Utah- 
indicated  prejudice  toward  me  before  you 
were  selected  to  act  on  that  committee,  and 
failed  to  tell  the  Vice  President  of  your 
statements  In  that  regard  before  he  ap- 
pointed you  to  this  committee. 

This  would  appear  to  be  a  deliberate  de- 
ception— 


another  case  he  referred  to  a  "lynching 
bee." 

It  seems  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Utah  that  to  impute  to  the  Senate  itself 
all  the  implications  that  go  with  the  word 
"lynch"  is  to  bring  the  Senate  into  dis- 
honor and  disrepute. 

Going  back  to  Webster's  International 
Dictionary,  Webster  defines  "lynch"  as: 

To  inflict  punishment,  especially  death* 
upon  a  person  without  the  forms  of  law. 

I  refer  now  to  volume  25  of  Words  and 
Phrases,  which  defines  "lynch"  as  fol- 
lows ; 

It  Is  a  t«rm  descriptive  of  action  oT  un- 
offlcial  persons,  organized  bands,  or  mobs,  who 
seize  persoLs  charged  with  or  suspected  of 
crimes,  or  take  them  out  of  the  custody  of 
law,  and  Inflict  summary  punishment  on 
them  without  legal  trial  and  without  war- 
rant or  authority  of  law. 


An  Ohio  act  defines  "lynching"  as: 
A  collection  of  Individuals  assembled  for 
any  unlawful  purpose  Intending  to  do  dam- 
age or  injury  to  anyone,  or  pretending  to  ex- 
ercise correctional  power  over  persons  by 
violence,  and  without  authority  of  law.  A 
lynching  involves  situations  where  a  group 
of  persons  usurps  ordinary  government  pow- 

&  fraud  upon  the  Senate  which  obviously     ers  and  exefclses  correctional  authority  over 

intended    that    an    unprejudiced    committee      them. 


TTiat  is  where  the  junior  Senator  from 
Utah  gets  the  words  which  he  put  into 
his  proix)sed  amendment — 

deliberate   deception   of   the   Vice   President 
and — 

These  are  the  other  words — 


be  appointed. 

Is  It  true  that  any  Senator  who  im- 
putes to  members  and  to  the  chairman  of 
a  committee  deliberate  deception  and 
fraud  would  tend  to  bring  the  Senate 
into  dishonor  and  disrepute? 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  have  only  a  limited 
time  available.  I  do  not  wish  to  get  off 
my  subject. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  merely  wished  to  ask  the 
Senator  whether  that  statement  was 
made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  That  statement  was 
contained  in  a  letter  addressed  by  Sena- 
tor McCarthy  to  Senator  Arthur  V. 
Watkims  on  October  25.  1954, 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  went 
to  the  most  obvious  source,  namely,  Web- 
ster's International  Dictionary.  Webster 
defines  a  fraud  as — 

One  who  perpetrates  a  fraud;  a  cheat;  an 
imposter. 

I  underline  this  definition: 

An  Intentional  perversion  of  truth  for 
the  purpose  of  inducing  another  in  reliance 
upon  It  to  part  with  some  valuable  thing 
belonging  to  blm. 

It  seems  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Utah  that  the  Senate  must  be  p>ersuaded 
that  the  three  members  of  the  committee 
did  intentionally  perpetrate  a  fraud,  and 
that  even  the  imputation  of  that  inten- 
tion tends  to  bring  the  Senate  into  dis- 
honor and  disrepute. 

The  second  statement  to  which  I  refer 
is  the  statement  made  to  the  press  by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  on 


In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  it  seems 
to  me  that  this  part  of  my  amendment 
raises  the  question  of  whether  charging 
the  Senate  with  being  that  kind  of  un- 
organized and  unlawful  group,  proceed- 
ing without  due  process  to  punish  a  man 
even  to  a  degree  comparable  to  death,  is 
bringing  the  Senate  into  dishonor  and 
disrepute. 

I  pass  next  to  the  statements  made  by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and 
reported  as  having  been  made  in  a  speech 
in  Milwaukee  on  Saturday  evening.  No- 
vember 14,  after  the  Senate  met  in  special 
session.  In  that  speech,  in  referring  to 
the  chairman  of  the  select  committee, 
he  used  the  words ; 

The  most  unusual,  the  most  cowardly  thing 
I  ever  heard  oi(. 

He  said,  further: 

I  expected  he  would  be  afraid  to  answer 
the  questions,  but  didn't  think  he'd  be  stupid 
enough  to  make  a  public  statement. 

So  far  as  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
is  concerned,  with  all  due  respect  to  his 
senior  colleague,  these  statements  pre- 
sent him  with  the  greatest  difficulty  in 
this  situation,  because  it  might  be  as- 
sumed that  these  were  statements  made 
by  one  Senator  with  respect  to  another, 
as  an  individual,  rather  than  with  re- 
spect to  a  Senator  as  an  officer  of  the 
Senate,  namely,  as  chairman  of  a  com- 
mittee. 

If  those  statements  had  been  made  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  undoubtedly  they 
would  have  been  subject  to  rule  XIX. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  in  passing  that 
only  once  in  the  history  of  the  Senate 
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has  rule  XIZ  been  used  with  reference 
to  a  committee  or  a  committee  official. 
It  has  always  been  used  on  a  personal 
basis. 

I  should  like  to  move  on  to  the  next 
series  of  statements.  These  \7ere  ut- 
tered, shall  we  say,  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  The  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin announced  on  the  morning  of 
November  10  that  he  would  make  a 
speech  on  that  day,  and  he  released  a 
copy  of  his  speech  to  the  press.  As  so 
often  happens  in  the  Senate,  he  was  not 
able  to  get  time  until  the  session  reached 
the  point  where  he  felt  he  would  not 
have  sufficient  time  to  make  the  speech. 
Therefore  he  asked  and  received  permis- 
sion to  have  the  text  of  the  speech 
printed  in  the  Record.  What  I  am  about 
to  quote  from  is  the  material  which  was 
put  into  the  Record.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Utah  assumes  that  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  accepts  as  much  re- 
sponsibility for  those  statements  as  if  he 
had  actually  made  them  vocally  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  Those  statements, 
as  reported  in  my  amendment,  are: 

Characterizing  the  Bald  committee  as 
the  "unwitting  handmaiden."  "Involuntary 
agent,"  and  "attorneys  In  fact"  of  the  Com- 
munist Party,  and  In  charging  that  the  said 
committee  in  writing  its  report  "imitated 
Communist  methods." 

Can  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin or  his  advocates  say  that  that 
did  not  bring  the  select  committee,  and 
thus  the  Senate,  into  dishonor  and  dis- 
repute? 

Unfortunately,  there  is  a  body  of  legal 
decisions  on  this  subject.  It  is  pretty 
definitely  determined,  at  least  in  some 
States  of  this  Nation,  that  to  charac- 
terize an  association  as  a  Communist 
association  in  the  United  States  is  libel- 
ous per  se.  The  courts  of  New  York  have 
held  that  it  is  libelous  per  se  to  charac- 
terize a  person  as  a  Communist  or  as  a 
Communist  sympathizer.  In  Illinois  it 
has  been  decided  that  published  words 
reflecting  on  one's  patriotism  are  libelous 
per  se.  One  of  the  most  interesting  de- 
cisions, however,  was  made  in  my  own 
State  of  Utah  in  a  case  in  which  one 
farm  organization  sued  another  farm 
organization  because  of  statements  by 
the  second  organization  that  the  first 
organization  was  either  Communist  or 
Communist-dominated  or  contained 
Communist  sympathizers.  I  quote  from 
the  decision: 

It  is  the  accepted  view  that  to  write  or 
speak  of  a  person  or  an  organization  as  being 
Communist  or  a  Communist  sympathizer  is 
to  subject  fiucb  a  person  to  public  hatred 
and  contempt,  and  Is  libelous  per  se. 

The  court  said: 

The  label  of  Communist  today  in  these 
times  In  which  we  Utc,  In  the  minds  of 
average  and  reputable  persons,  places  the 
plaintlfTs  beyond  the  pale  of  respectability, 
makes  them  a  Bymbol  of  public  hatred,  ridi- 
cule, and  contempt,  or  to  designate  the 
plaintiffs  as  Communist-dominated  is  to 
cripple  the  functioning,  the  dignity,  and 
reputation  of  those  organizations  In  the 
communities  in  which  they  do  business. 

To  call  someone  or  to  refer  to  him  as  Com- 
munist-<lomlxxated  is  a  statement  of  a  bald 
and  unambiguous  fact.  It  Is  not  a  criticism 
or  a  comment  on  an  acknowledged  or  ac- 
cepted fact. 


It  is  interesting  to  me  to  note  that  that 
language  contains  the  idea  that  to  oall 
an  organization  Communist-dominated 
Is  to  cripple  the  function  of  such  organi- 
zation. I  suggest  that  perhaps  here  we 
have  a  statement  which  might  also  In- 
clude the  effect  of  obstructing  the  con- 
stitutional processes  of  the  Senate. 

I  have  one  more  legal  decision  before 
me  in  the  case  of  Grant  against  Readers 
Digest.  The  second  circuit  court  held 
that  it  is  libelous  even  to  write  of  a  law- 
yer that  he  acted  as  a  legislative  repre- 
sentative of  the  Communist  Party. 

Here  we  have  in  the  statement  sub- 
mitted for  the  Record  by  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  three  interesting 
phrases.  The  first  is  the  phrase  'unwit- 
ting handmaidens."  Some  facetious  ref- 
erences have  been  made  to  that  phrase, 
and  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yesterday  suggested  that  maybe  the 
gender  of  the  words  should  be  changed. 
But  as  I  look  at  it,  it  is  probably  the  most 
contemptuous  phrase  used  amonK  these 
3  or  4;  in  many  ways  it  might  be  the 
most  contemptuous  phrase  that  one  Sen- 
ator could  address  to  another  or  to  a 
committee.  The  word  'handmaiden' ' 
imputes  the  character  of  a  servant,  a 
servant  of  low  degree,  or  an  agent-i-in 
this  case  an  agent  of  what  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  I  Mr.  JennerI  has  to  elo- 
quently described  as  the  Communist  con- 
spiracy. 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  order  to  escape 
the  possibility  of  censure  for  the  use  of 
such  a  term  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  has  the  responsibility  of  per- 
suading the  Senate  that  such  is  not  the 
case.  The  word  "handmaidens"  would 
be  enough,  but  the  word  "unwitting"  is 
added.  This  implies  that  his  colleagues 
in  the  Senate  lacked  the  mental  ability 
to  recognize  that  they  were  being  used 
as  dupes  or  stooges,  and  that  they  were 
incapable  of  protecting  themselves  and 
the  Senate  against  the  machinations  of 
the  Communist  conspiracy. 

I  shall  not  dwell  on  the  phrase  'invol- 
untary agent."  because  I  think  that 
whatever  criticism  might  be  made  of  that 
could  also  be  made,  with  some  force,  of 
the  phrase  "attorney  in  fact."  Webster's 
International  Dictionary  says  that  such 
an  attorney  is  a  person  appointed  by  an- 
other. It  is  not  an  office  which  someone 
acquires  of  his  own  volition  or  his  own 
choice.  He  is  appointed  by  another,  by 
letter  or  by  power  of  attorney,  to  trans- 
act any  business  for  him  out  of  court. 

In  another  legal  decision  attorneys  in 
fact  are  defined  as  persons  who  are  act- 
ing under  a  special  power.  Attorneys  in 
fact  are  agents. 

By  this  language  it  seems  to  me  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  un- 
dertaken to  show  there  was  a  conscious 
relationship  between  the  members  of  the 
committee  and  the  Communist  conspir- 
acy, a  kind  of  relationship  so  close  that 
it  involved  an  appointment  on  the  one 
side  and  an  acceptance  of  the  appoint- 
ment. So  it  involved  some  kind  of  con- 
tact perhaps  with  some  kind  of  negotia- 
tions. It  contains  the  express  delegation 
of  authority  from  one  person  or  group  to 
another  person  or  group. 

If  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
can  persuade  the  Senate  that  in  calling 


the  members  of  the  committee  "Unwit- 
ting handmaidens"  and  "involuntary 
agents,  and  attorneys  in  fact''  of  the 
Communist  Party,  and  can  somehow 
take  those  statements  out  from  under 
the  double  implication,  first,  that  anyone 
who  is  called  a  Communist  or  a  Conunu- 
nist  sympathizer  is  brought  into  disre- 
pute simply  by  the  implication  of  the 
words,  and.  second,  that  to  impute  a  con- 
scious contractual  relationship  is  some- 
how not  calculated  to  bring  the  conunit- 
tee  and  the  Senate  into  di-srepute,  I  think 
the  suggested  amendment  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Utah  can  be  defeated. 

The  third  area  in  which  I  think  the 
amendment  can  be  defeated  is  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  might 
undertake  to  prove  that  oven  though 
these  charges  may  seem  to  bring  the 
Senate  into  di.srepute,  they  ai'e  in  fact 
true,  and,  therefore,  should  be  allowed  to 
stand,  regardless  of  the  disrepute,  and 
that  he  should  not  be  censured  for  mak- 
ing statements  about  the  Senate  and  its 
committees  which  are  in  fact  true. 

The  first  one  was  the  statement  about 
deliberate  deception  and  fraud.  1  have 
been  on  the  floor  many  hours  during 
which  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin and  those  who  have  worked  with  him 
have  questioned  members  of  the  select 
committee,  particularly  the  three  re- 
ferred to  in  his  letter,  to  attempt  to 
establi>h  the  truth  of  this  particular 
allegation.  It  is  for  the  Senate  itself 
to  decide  whether  that  allegation  has 
in  fact  been  established  as  true. 

We  heard  the  senior  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson  1  yesterday,  in 
his  last  speech,  make  a  statement  with 
respect  to  his  own  attitude,  aixi  other 
Members  of  the  Senate  have  been  equally 
fi-ank. 

If  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
could  establi.>-.h  that  the  proceedings  of 
this  special  ses-^'.on  since  November  8 
have  been  conducted  in  an  atmoKphere 
outside  the  Senate  rules,  have  been  con- 
ducted without  any  semblance  of  n  judi- 
cial nature,  then  he  might  be  able  to 
establish  that  this  is.  in  fact,  a  lynching 
bee.  and  that  perhaps  .such  a  statement 
does  not  improperly  impute  dishonor  and 
disrepute  to  the  Senate. 

Parenthetically,  I  can  observe  only  one 
fundamental  chance  which  has,  taken 
place  in  the  proceedings  of  the 'Senate 
during  this  special  session,  namely,  that 
the  Senate  has  recessed  each  day  for 
lunch :  and  we  have  to  thank  our  friend, 
the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Idaho  (Mr.  Welker]  for  his  eloquent 
speech  about  the  rights  of  the  sheep- 
herders  in  his  State  to  help  us  achieve 
that  very  worthwhile  objective. 

But  beyond  that,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, there  havo  been  no  variations 
either  from  the  rules  of  the  Senate  or 
from  its  established  pattern  of  pro- 
cedure. 

I  will  agree  that  the  question  of 
whether  the  distinguished  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  WatkinsI.  my  col- 
league, is  cowardly  and  stupid  is  some- 
thing which  will  and  must  remain  a  mat- 
ter of  opinion,  and  is  not  susceptible  of 
proof. 

I  also  feel  that  the  statements  made 
with  respect  to  the  relationship  of  the 
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select  committee  to  the  Communist  Party 
are  likewise  not  susceptible  of  proof. 

I  now  desire  to  quote  briefly  from  the 
material  which  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  placed  in  the  Record  on  No- 
vember 10. 

The  PRESIDING  OmCER.  The 
Chair  wishes  to  Inform  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  that  his  time  h&&  expired. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
have  sufficient  time  in  which  to  fimsh 
this  particular  quotation? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah  3  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  While  my  assistant  is 
locating  the  quotation.  I  shall  attempt 
to  round  up  my  remarks  in  summary. 

I  am  trying  to  be  completely  objective 
with  respect  to  my  amendment,  and  to 
.sugge-st  the  methods  by  which  the 
charges  can  be  defended,  and  the  type 
of  defense  which  I  feel  would  be  neces- 
sary to  persuade  me  that  my  amend- 
ment is  improper  and  out  of  order. 

Included  in  the  text  of  the  material 
placed  in  the  Record  by  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  is  the  following 
statement: 

In  the  course  of  the  Senate  debate  I  shall 
demonstrate  that  the  Watkins  committee 
luis  dyne  the  work  of  the  Commiuu&t  Party. 

I  have  been  waiting  patiently  for  that 
demonstration.  I  have  no  right  to  sug- 
gest any  course  of  action  to  my  colleague 
from  Wisconsm.  but  I  hope  that  before 
the  debate  is  ended  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  will  take  the  floor  and.  in 
an  affirmative  statement,  will  make  his 
own  defense,  rather  than  to  depend  very 
largely,  as  it  seems  to  me  he  has  done, 
upon  the  questioning  of  other  Senators. 
Certainly  if  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  can  make  that  statement 
'r^ood,  if  he  can  dononstrate  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  that  the  Watkins  commit- 
tee has  done  the  work  of  the  Communist 
Party,  then  I  should  say  that  the  last  of 
these  problems  and  charges  would  fall, 
and  that  my  amendment  would  have 
been  successfully  defended  and  therefore 
defeated. 

I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  LEHMAN  and  Mr.  WELKER  ad- 
dressed the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  have  time  in  which  to  interrogate  the 
junior  Senator  from  Utah? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  How 
much  time  does  the  acting  minority 
leader  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  yield  30  minutes 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr,  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  has  the  floor. 
Does  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
for  a  parliamentary  inquii-y? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  wiU  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator frwn  Idaho  for  a  parliamentary  in- 
quii-y,  provided  that  the  time  for  such 
an  inquiry  shall  not  be  taken  out  of  my 
limited  allotment  of  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  understood,  if  the 


acting  majority  leader  will  take  the  time 
necessary  for  a  parliamentary  inquiry 
out  of  his  own  time. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  a  p«a-- 
hamentary  inquiry. 

Ttie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.    I  had  asked  the  ma 


Mr.  President,  I  with- 


Mr.  KUCHEL. 
draw  my  request. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield  so  that  I 
may  make  an  observation,  provided  the 
Senator  from  New  York  does  not  lose  the 
floor? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    I  yield  for  a  parlia- 


jorlty  leader,  who  yielded  time  to  the  /rhentary  inquiry,  provided  I  do  not  lose 
disUnguished  junior  Senator  from  Utah.  1  th^  floor:  I  do  not  yield  for  a  speech 
whether  or  not  I  would  be  granted  suffi-  V^i ,  WELKER.     WUl  the  Senator  from 


cient  time  in  which  to  interrogate  my 
friend  and  colleague  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Bennett  1.  The  majority  leader  assured 
me  that  I  would  be  given  time.  In  such 
a  situation,  is  the  defendant  in  this  mat- 
ter to  be  deprived  of  the  right  of  inter- 
rogation of  one  who  has  filed  a  charge 
of  censure  against  him? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  will  have  the  right 
to  interrogate  the  Senator  from  Utah  If 
time  can  t>e  assigned  to  him,  and  if  the 
Senator  from  New  York  will  yield  for 
that  purpwse. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    For  what  purpose? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  For  the  purpose  of  in- 
quiring whether  the  Senator  from  New 
York  would  be  agreeable  to  having  the 
acting  majority  leader  yield  a  few  min- 
utes of  his  own  time,  so  that  the  ques- 
tions which  the  Senator  from  Idaho  de- 
sires to  ask  of  the  Senator  from  Utah 
might  be  propounded  now.  following  the 
speech  of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  no  objection 
to  yielding.  I  should  think  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  would  ask  his  questions  on 
his  own  time  and  in  such  manner  as 
might  seem  proper;  but  I  have  no  ob- 
jection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  was  not  informed  of  the  request 
made  of  the  majority  leader  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho. 

Mr.  KUCHEL  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  New  York,  without  losing  his 
right  to  the  floor,  may  yield  temporarily 
to  me,  so  that  I  may  yield  time  to  the 
Senator  from  Idaho. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered,  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  California  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  KUCHEIL.  I  yield  15  minutes  to 
the  junior  Senator  from  Idaho,  so  that 
he  may  ask  questions  of  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Utah. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield  to  me 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  KUCHEL.    I  yield, 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Did  the  Senator  from 
California  hear  me  say  that  I  hop>ed  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  his  advo- 
cates would  develop  their  case  aflBrma- 
tively?  I  feel  that  having  presented  the 
material  in  the  manner  in  which  it  has 
been  presented,  I  should  prefer  to  be 
questioned  about  It  during  the  period  of 
limitation  on  debate,  when  my  amend- 
ment is  before  the  Senate.  My  purpose 
in  making  the  statement  today  was  to 
give  the  case  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  and  his  friends  for  study. 
Under  those  circumstances,  I  shall  not 
ask  to  have  the  floor  again  in  order  that 
I  might  be  questioned. 


New  York  yield  for  a  very  brief  observa- 
tion, not  a  speech? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield  for  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquirv. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  When  did  it  become 
the  rule  of  this  august  body  that  a  Sen- 
ator who  has  spioken  for  more  than  30 
minutes  on  the  fundamental  issues  in- 
volved in  this  trial  can  then  shut  off  the 
right  to  questioning,  when  all  the  other 
membere  of  the  select  committee  have 
submitted  to  interrogation?  I  should 
like  to  know  if  that  is  the  rule.  If  so. 
I  desire  to  have  the  Recokd  so  show  at 
this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Utah  relinquished  the 
floor;  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
York  asked  for  the  floor;  the  acting 
minority  leader  stated  the  amount  of 
time  he  would  allocate  to  the  Senator 
from  New  York;  and  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  has  the  floor  at 
present. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  for  a 
further  parliamentary  inquiry? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield  for  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  will  state  his  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Record  show 
that  the  distinguished  majority  leader, 
the  senior  Senator  from  California  I  Mr. 
Knowland],  promised  me  that  I  would 
have  ample  time  in  which  to  interrogate 
the  junior  Senator  from  Utah? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  wishes  to  state  tj>f.t  the  Chair  has 
no  such  information  In  his  possession, 
nor  has  the  Chair  been  informed  of  the 
agreement  between  the  majority  leader 
and  the  Senator  from  Idaho.  The  Chair 
regrets  that  the  information  was  not 
available. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  for  a 
parliamentary   inquiry? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield  for  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Utah  will  state  his  par- 
liamentary inquiry- 
Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  un- 
derstand this  will  not  be  taken  out  of  my 
time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  un- 
derstanding that  the  Chair  has  is  that 
the  time  will  be  charged  to  the  majority 
leader. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  will  state  his 
parlimentary  inquiry. 
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Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  is  it 
not  in  fact  the  Senate  rule  that  the  mat- 
ter of  yielding  for  the  purpose  of  ques- 
tioning is  entirely  within  the  power  of 
the  Senator  who  has  the  floor.,  and  that 
the  asking  of  questions  is  a^priyilege 
given  by  the  Senator  who  has  the  floor, 
and  not  a  right  which  any  other  Senator 
can  demand? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  is  so 
understood  by  the  Chair. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Presid^it.  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  permit  me 
to  make  a  brief  statement  without  his 
losing  the  floor? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
to  the  majority  leader,  with  the  us\ial 
understanding. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  shaU  be  glad,  out 
of  the  time  allotted  to  me,  if  it  is  agree- 
able to  the  Senator  from  Utah,  to  yield 
10  or  15  minutes,  or  whatever  reasonable 
time  is  desired. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  California  came  into  the 
Chamber  after  the  Senator  from  Utah 
made  a  statemwit  in  which  he  hoped  he 
made  it  plain  that  he  did  not  wish  to 
yield  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Utah  does  not  wish  to  oc- 
cupy the  floor  to  answer  questions.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  for  a 
parliamentary  inquiry? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senator  from  New 
York  will  not  yield  further. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
I  wish  to  thank  him  very  much. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
regular  order  has  been  called  for.  The 
regular  order  will  be  observed. 

The  Chair  wishes  to  inquire  from  the 
acting  minority  leader  how  much  time 
has  lieen  allocated  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York. 

-    Mr.  MANSPIEII>.    Thirty  minutes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  before 
I  proceed  with  my  remarks  in  connection 
with  the  pending  resolution,  I  wish  to 
express  my  very  deep  appreciation  and 
my  deep  gratitude  to  the  members  of  the 
select  committee  who  have  been  engaged 
in  c<H3sidering,  for  so  many  weeks,  the 
highly  important  and  historic  issue  now 
before  the  Senate.  I  believe  that  the 
members  of  the  select  committee,  the 
chairman.  Senator  Watkins.  S^ator 
JoHKsoN  of  Colorado,  Senator  Carlson. 
Senator  Stennis.  Senator  Ervik,  and 
Senator  Cask  have  earned  and  deserve 
the  very  real  and  sincere  gratitude  of 
their  fellow  Members  of  this  body.  They 
have  served  witti  devotlMi,  with  the  ut- 
most laimess.  with  great  skiU,  and  with 
great  consideration.  I  think  very  few 
committees  which  have  served  the  Sen- 
ate have  performed  their  missions  with 
greater  distinction  and  with  greater  fair- 
ness, and  I  may  say  with  greater  mercy, 
than  has  the  select  committee. 

:  wish  to  commend  particularly  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee, the  Seoator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat- 
KiHs],  both  for  the  skill  with  which  he 
conducted  the  hearings  held  by  the  com- 
mittee, and  for  the  way  he  handled  the 
debate  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.   I  said 


a  few  days  ago  that  in  my  nearly  6  years 
of  service  in  the  Senate  I  do  not  believe 
that  I  have  ever  listened  to  greater 
speeches  than  have  been  delivered  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  by  the  membtrs 
of  the  select  committee.  I  cannot  em- 
phasize too  strongly  my  sense  of  grati- 
tude and  appreciation  for  the  service 
those  Senators  have  so  unselfishly  ren- 
dered. 

Mr.  President,  this  historic  debate  is 
nearing  its  climax  and  its  end.  We  shall 
vote  on  amendments  until  the  last  one 
has  been  offered  and  voted  upon,  and 
then  Anally,  before  too  many  hours  are 
gone,  upon  the  censure  resolution  itself. 

I  trust  and  hope  that  every  debilitat- 
ing amendment  will  be  defeated.  It 
seems  unbelievable  that  the  United 
States  Senate,  which  has  been  so  set 
upon,  so  harassed,  so  long  diverted  frcm 
its  vital  business  by  the  irresponsible 
conduct  of  the  junio  -  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, should  now  v.eaken  in  its  resolve 
to  approve,  as  a  minimum,  the  report  of 
the  Watkins  commit  tee,  and  the  simple 
I'esolution  recommended  by  that  com- 
-^mittee,  and  recommended,  save  for  one 
defection,  unanimously. 

This  august  body,  often  called  the 
greatest  dehberative  body  in  the  world, 
must  not,  and  will  not,  I  trust,  shirk  its 
high  responsibility  to  the  American  peo- 
ple and  to  the  entire  free  world.  It 
should  not  take  a  single  step  backward 
from  the  minimum  terms  of  censure 
recommended  by  the  Watkins  commit- 
tee. To  do  so  would  arouse  a  cry  of 
shame  throughout  our  country,  and 
throughout  much  of  the  free  world. 

It  is  not  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin who  is  on  trial  here  before  us.  It 
is  we  who  are  on  trial;  we,  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  are  on  trial  at  the 
bar  of  public  opinion  in  our  own  coun- 
try, and  at  the  bar  of  world  opinion,  too. 

Will  we  discharge  our  sworn  duty  un- 
der the  Constitution,  or  will  we  tempo- 
rize and  compromise,  and  weigh  down 
the  words  of  justice  with  phrases  of  ex- 
pediency? 

There  is  no  personal  issue  here.  It  is 
not  Senator  McCarthy,  the  individi»l, 
who  is  at  issue.  There  is  no  individual 
Member  of  the  Senate  who  would  merit. 
or  who  could  justify,  the  expenditure  of 
the  time  and  energy  we  have  devoted  to 
this  question.  No,  the  junior  Senator 
frmn  Wisconsin  is  only  the  symbol  of 
the  real  issue.  The  real  issue  is  the  na- 
ture of  the  Senate,  and  its  ability  to  in- 
sure that  the  powers  conferred  upon 
each  Senator  under  the  rules  and  under 
the  Constitution — powers  provided  lor 
the  protection  of  the  people — shall  not 
be  used  to  abuse  people,  to  distort  the 
legislative  process,  and  to  besmirch  the 
name  and  dignity,  not  only  of  the  Sen- 
ate, but  of  our  country. 

To  emasculate  the  Watkins  resolution 
would  serve  notice  upon  the  Nation  that 
the  Senate  is  unable  to  control  the  fair 
administration  of  its  own  processes ;  and 
that  the  Senate  can  be  successfully  par- 
alyzed and  frustrated  by  one  of  its  Mem- 
bers— all  without  discipline  by  the  Sen- 
ate Itself. 

The  report  of  the  Watkins  committee 
gives  in  detail  the  reasons  which 
prompted  its  recommendations.  It  has 
given  the  Senate  the  benefit  of  calm  and 


restrained  conclusions,  suppwrted  by  in- 
controvertible facts,  ascertained  by 
scrupulous  inquiry.  The  explanations 
made  in  support  of  its  recommendations 
indicate  with  what  great  reluctance  the 
Watkin-s  committee  condemned  the  con- 
duct of  a  fellow  Senator. 

The  committee  has  done  its  duty  as  it 
saw  it.  Its  recommendations,  if  they  are 
adopted,  will  do  much  to  restore  the 
prestige  and  dignity  of  the  Senate,  and 
to  repair  the  injury  done  it  and  the  Na- 
tion by  a  Ions  succession  of  im- 
proprieties by  Senator  McCarthi. 

I  intend  to  vote  for  the  Watkins  reso- 
lution to  censure  Senator  McCarthy, 
without  cripplinti  amendments.  I  be- 
lieve sincerely  that  he  should  be  cen- 
sured, not  only  for  the  reasons  stated  by 
the  select  committee,  but  also  for  many 
other  reasons — reasons  which  satisfy  me 
as  justifying  not  only  censure,  but  more 
strineent  action. 

The  committee,  as  was  to  be  expected 
from  such  a  group  of  able  and  judicial- 
ly minded  Senators,  has  been  mone  than 
fair  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin. 

I  would  be  less  than  fiank  if  I  did  not 
say  that  I  believe  that  censure  could 
properly  be  voted,  for  instance,  on  the 
other  grounds  chosen  by  the  Watkins 
committee  for  consideration. 

I  accept  the  committees  statement  of 
its  inability,  because  of  time  and  other 
limitations,  to  pass  judgment  upon  many 
of  the  charges  it  has  eliminated.  But 
the  fact  is — and  I  mention  it  here  for 
the  record — that  the  charges  selected  by 
the  committee  to  support  censure,  and 
the  others  upon  which  criticism  without 
censure  is  made,  do  not  even  begin  to 
present  the  true  picture  of  what  the  Sen- 
ate, another  branch  of  the  Gtovemment. 
and  the  entire  Nation,  have  suffered  from 
Senator  McCarthy.  The  detrimental  ef- 
fects of  his  activities  upon  our  country 
and  upon  the  Senate  are  reflected  only 
in  part  in  the  original  charges  filed  with 
the  Watkins  committee.  Available  evi- 
dence, practically  all  of  which  is  readily 
accessible  in  public  documents  and  in 
public  testimony  and  statements,  gives 
an  authentic  picture  of  McCarthy  and 
McCarthyism— that  dangerous  phenom- 
enon which  has  damaged  the  morale  of 
the  Government  service,  spread  fear  and 
distrust  throughout  the  land,  and  Im- 
paired the  prestige  of  the  United  States 
among  free  people  everywhere. 

The  record  of  the  hearings  held  by  the 
select  committee,  together  with  the  sum- 
maries contained  in  its  report,  is  a  tes- 
timonial to  the  meticulous  care  with 
which  the  committee  performed  its  im- 
portant task.  The  record  is  in  large 
measure,  and  except  for  some  oral  testi- 
mony, a  compilation  of  excerpts  from 
hearings  conducted  by  various  commit- 
tees of  the  Senate  itself,  and  from  re- 
ports of  Senate  committees  and  from 
proceedings  and  statements  made  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  It  presents  a  wealth 
of  evidence  on  the  charges  on  which  cen- 
sure of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin has  been  recommended. 

However.  I  disagree  with  several  state- 
ments made  by  the  committee  in  its  re- 
port; and  I  desire  to  make  clear  for  the 
record  that  my  vote  in  favor  of  the  Wat- 
kins resolution  is  not  to  be  construed  as 
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approval  by  me  of  those  particular  state- 
ments, although  of  course  I  am  strongly 
supporting  the  committee':,  recommen- 
dations. 

One  of  the  defenses  made  by  Senator 
McCarthy  to  the  charge  that  he  treated 
with  contempt  the  Gillette  subcommit- 
tee, which  in  1950  sought  t<i  inquire  into 
his  financial  dealings,  is  that  the  present 
Senate  lacks  the  power  to  censure  a  Sen- 
ator for  acts  committed  duiing  a  session 
of  a  previous  Congress.  In  the  course  of 
its  rejection  of  this  defense,  the  Watkins 
committee  states,  as  its  opirion.  that  the 
Senate  is  a  continuing  body.  I  disagree 
with  this  statement.  I  always  have. 
Personally,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Sen- 
ale  is  a  continuing  body.  In  speaking 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  January 
1953.  during  the  debate  on  our  rules,  I 
expressed  this  opinion.  I  am  still  of  that 
opinion.  But,  Mr.  President,  under  any 
ciicumstances,  that  question,  in  my  opin- 
ion, is  entirely  irrelevant  liere.  It  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  merlT.s  of  the  case.\ 
The  resolution  of  censure  now  under  con- 
sideration calls  for  an  expression  of  the 
Senates  opinion  that  one  of  its  Mem- 
bers in  several  .<;eparate  and  specific  mat- 
ters is  guilty  of  improper  conduct.  The 
Senate  adopts  such  resolutions  only  in 
ca.-^es  where  it  finds  that  the  improper 
conduct  is  of  such  gravity  us  to  bring  it 
into  disrepute  and  to  impair  public  con- 
fidence in  its  integrity.  The  particular 
acts  the  Senate  may  decide  to  condemn, 
and  the  relevancy  of  time,  place,  and  cir- 
cumstance, are  all  matters  confided  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Senators,  to  be  ex- 
ercised by  them  according  t<'  the  dictates 
of  their  own  corisciences.  For  such  a 
purpose,  we  are  not  limited  by  any  fixed 
procedures  or  rules.  If,  in  the  final  judg- 
ment of  the  Senate.  Senate  r  McCarthy 
has  at  anj-  time  so  overstepped  bounds 
of  propriety  as  to  merit  censure,  it  is 
within  the  Senate's  power  to  take  the 
proposed  action  at  any  time  it  chooses. 

The  illusion  has  developed — I  think  it 
is  an  illusion — that  this  is  a  court  of  law, 
and  that  we  are  judges,  bojnd  by  rules 
of  evidence  and  of  procedures  applicable 
in  a  court  of  law.  In  our  desire  to  do 
justice  and  to  assure  fair  play,  the  effect 
of  this  illusion  may  be  to  make  each  of 
us  fearful  lest  we  violate  rules  and  pro- 
cedures to  which  many  of  us  are 
strangers. 

Mr.  President,  this  Is  net  a  court  of 
law.  It  is  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  We  are  Senators,  elected  by  the 
people  to  serve,  not  as  judges  in  a  court 
of  law.  but  as  Members  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  with  all  the  plenary  and 
sovereign  powers  conferred  upon  us  by 
the  Constitution. 

We  are  bound  only  by  the  rules  we 
ourselves  adopt,  under  the  Constitution. 
We  are  empowered  to  follow  prece- 
dent or  to  make  precedents,  as  we 
choose.  No  Congress  can  bind  a  suc- 
ceeding Congress  in  legislstive  matters 
or  in  any  other  matters  which  come 
within  our  constitutional  jurisdiction. 
No  previous  Senate  can  bind  us  to  any 
course  of  action,  if  we  chcose  to  select 
a  new  course  of  action.  V/e  can  expel 
a  Member  or  discipline  a  Member.  We 
are  the  judges  of  the  qualiflc  ations  of  our 
colleagues.    We  can  discipline  a  Mem- 


ber for  recent  acts  or  for  past  acts,  if 
our  sense  of  justice  indicates  the  desira- 
bility of  such  a  procedure. 

In  the  present  case  we  deal,  not  really 
with  single  acts— although  single  acts 
have  been  selected  by  the  Watkins  com- 
mittee for  purposes  of  convenience  in 
considering  the  resolution  of  censure. 
No.  Mr.  President:  in  the  present  case 
we  are  concerned  with  a  whole  pattern 
of  conduct,  unchanging  in  its  nature 
down  to  this  very  day.  This  is  the  real 
object  of  our  censure.  Let  us  not  lose 
sight  of  this  fact  in  the  forest  of  legal- 
isms with  which  we  have  surrounded 
ourselves.  Let  us  neither  lose  perspec- 
tive nor  forget  our  own  powers  and  func- 
tions and  responsibilities  as  Senators,  as 
Members  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

The  findings  of  fact  made  by  the  Wat- 
kins committee  on  the  charges  relating 
to  Senator  McCarthys  attitude  in  1950 
toward  the  Gillette  subcommittee  amply 
support  the  Watkins  committee's  con- 
clusion that  censure  is  now  warranted. 

The  other  ground  for  censure  recom- 
mended by  the  select  committee  relates 
to  Senator  McCarthy's  abuse  of  Gen. 
Ralph  W.  Zwicker.  The  Watkins  com- 
mittee found  that — 

The  conduct  of  Sen.itor  McCartht  toward 
General  Zwicker  In  reprimanding  and  ridi- 
culing him.  in  holding  him  to  public  scorn 
and  contumely,  and  In  disclosing  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  executive  session  in  viola- 
tion of  the  rules  of  his  own  committee,  was 
Inexcusable. 

The  committee  recommended  censure 
for  such  conduct.  I  heartily  concur  in 
that  recommendation  and  in  the  state- 
ment of  the  conclusions  appearing  in  the 
resolution  of  censure,  as  reported  by  the 
Watkins  committee.  To  vote  on  that 
ground  for  censure  is  the  very  least  we 
can  do  to  make  amends  for  the  abuse 
General  Zwicker  received  from  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate. 

As  I  said  before,  I  would  have  voted 
for  censure  on  the  categories  of  charges 
on  which  the  Watkins  committee  con- 
fined itself  to  criticism,  without  recom- 
mending formal  censure. 

One  such  category  is  based  upon  the 
charge  that  Senator  McCarthy  issued  to 
Federal  employees  a  public  invitation  to 
supply  him  with  classified  information, 
in  violation  of  the  law  and  of  their  oaths 
of  office.  The  Watkins  committee  con- 
cluded that  the  conduct  of  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy in  this  regard  "tends  to  create 
a  disi-uption  of  the  orderly  and  constitu- 
tional functioning  of  the  executive  and 
legislative  branches  of  the  Government, 
which  tends  to  bring  both  into  disrepute. 
Such  conduct  cannot  be  condoned,  and 
is  deemed  improper. " 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  conduct 
was  far  more  than  improper.  Every 
Senator  is  aware  of  the  necessity  of  ob- 
taining information  from  executive  files, 
through .  requests  made  to  the  proper 
authorities.  The  facts  prove  conclu- 
sively that  Senator  McCarthy  wa^  seek- 
ing confidential  information  from  irreg- 
ular sources.  The  gross  effect  of  such 
improper  solicitation,  if  it  were  a  general 
practice,  would  be  to  destroy  all  disci- 
pline in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment.   Chaos   would   result.    There 


would  be  bedlam  and  confusion;  the 
Armed  Forces  could  not  fimction  suc- 
cessfully, and  neither  could  the  Congress. 
I  am  of  the  same  opinion  with  regard 
to  Senator  McCarthy's  receipt  and  use 
of  the  famous  phony  letter  purported 
to  have  been  sent  by  J.  Edgar  Hoover, 
Director  of  the  FBI,  to  Major  General 
Boiling.  Mr.  Hoover  denied  that  any 
such  letter  was  ever  sent  by  him.  It 
appeared  that  the  letter  did  contain  in- 
formation copied  from  a  15-page  confl- 
dential  memorandum  from  the  FBI  to 
the  Army.  The  Watkins  committee  con- 
cluded that — 

In  offering  to  make  public  the  contents  of 
this  classifled  document  Senator  McCarthy 
committed  grave  error.  He  manifested  a 
high  degree  of  IrresponslbUlty  toward  the 
purposes  of  the  statutes  and  execuUve  direc- 
tives prohibiting  the  disclostire  to  unau- 
thorized persons  of  classified  Information  or 
Information  relating  to  the  national  defense. 

The  Watkins  committee,  however,  de- 
cided not  to  base  censure  on  this  action. 
I  think  censure,  and  more,  was  merited 
on  this  ground,  too. 

There  are  several  other  observations 
I  am  impelled  to  make.  The  Watkins 
committee  expressed  reluctance  to  rec- 
ommend censure  of  a  Senator  for  state- 
ments made  by  him  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  on  the  groimd  that  such  censure 
would  place  unwarranted  limitations  on 
the  freedom  of  debate.  One  of  the 
statements  was  Senator  McCarthy's  in- 
credible attack  on  the  patriotism  of  Gen. 
George  C.  Marshall.  I  respectfully  sub- 
mit that  the  fpecificatiwis  relating  to 
the  shameful  abuse  of  General  Marshall 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  should  not 
have  been  eliminated.  Senatorial  im- 
munity from  criminal  prosecution,  and 
from  claims  for  damages  for  unfounded 
and  false  and  slanderous  statements 
made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  is  pro- 
tection enough  of  the  right  of  free 
debate,  and  should  in  no  way  provide  a 
Senator  with  the  right  to  destroy  repu- 
tations of  others  at  will. 

The  Constitution  contemplates  that 
the  Senate  itself  should  take  appropriate 
action  to  restrain  its  Members  from 
using  their  immunity  for  reprehensible 
purposes.  The  Constitution  provides  for 
Members  of  Congress  that  "for  any 
speech  or  debate  in  either  House,  they 
shall  not  t>e  questioned  in  any  other 
place."  It  seems  clear  that  when  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  or  the  Senate  exceed. 
in  their  speeches  or  debates,  the  bounds 
of  propriety  or  of  honesty,  the  Senate  or 
the  House,  as  the  case  may  be,  is  not  only 
authorized  but  has  a  duty  to  reprimand 
or  to  take  whatever  action  may  be  nec- 
essary to  discourage  abuse  of  the  right 
of  congressional  immunity.  I  believe 
that  this  is  the  proper  interpretation  of 
the  congressional  immunity  provision  of 
the  Constitution.  I  regret  that  the  Wat- 
kins committee  gave  an  interpretation 
which  seems  to  open  the  doors  wide  to 
those  whose  tongues  know  no  limitations. 
If  such  persons  are  not  to  be  restrained 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  they  are  sub- 
ject to  no  restraint  whatsoever. 

Since  1950  Senator  McCarthy  has 
posed  as  the  self -anointed  champion' of 
the  anti- Communists.    His  self-asserted 
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preoccupation  has  been  to  find  Commu- 
nists and  other  subversives  in  Govern- 
ment and  in  private  industry  under  con- 
tract with  the  Government.  No  right- 
thinking  person  can  quarrel  with  his  al- 
leged objectives.  But,  Mr.  President,  the 
fact  is  that  the  tactics  he  has  used  are 
destructive  of  the  very  institutions  of 
free  government.  His  unfounded  accu- 
sations and  charges,  his  invasion  of  the 
operations  of  the  executive  branch  of 
government,  and  his  many  other  irre- 
sponsible and  reckless  actions  have  con- 
tributed to  bring  him  and  his  committee 
and  the  entire  Senate  into  disrepute. 
The  fears  and  siispicions  he  has  engen- 
dered have  spread  throughout  the  Gov- 
ernment departments.  Agencies  of  the 
State  Department  and  of  other  branches 
of  the  Government  have  suffered  di- 
rectly from  his  heavy  hand.  Others 
are  threatened  or  are  indirectly  affected. 
The  Communists  themselves  could  not 
have  accomplished  in  many  years  the 
devastation  in  public  o£Bce  and  pub- 
lic service  caused  by  Senator  McCar- 
thy. So  far  as  I  know  not  a  single  Gov- 
ernment official  Jtias  been  convicted  in  a 
court  of  law  on  evidence  obtained  as  a 
resiilt  of  his  labors  in  the  field  of  internal 
security.  But  despite  this  he  has  con- 
vinced many  people  that  he  is  the  only 
leader  of  those  who  would  protect  our 
Government  from  Communist  infiltra- 
tion. Anyone  who  criticizes  him  or  his 
methods  is  immediately  the  object  of  his 
attack.  Any  eff(H't  to  curb  or  restrain 
his  excesses  is  labeled  the  work  of  Com- 
munists or  subversives.  In  his  opinion 
anyone  who  opposes  him  is  either  a  Com- 
munist, a  subversive,  a  pink,  or  a  dupe. 
He  has  attacked  committee  officials  and 
many  other  i>ersons  who  disagree  with 
him  or  his  methods.  He  ha^  used  his 
authority  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  to  spread  confusion 
and  fear,  and  many  have  suffered  from 
unjustified  and  unfounded  accusations 
for  which  there  is  no  redress. 

I  resent  his  attack  on  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Utah,  who  is  the  chairman 
of  the  select  committee,  and  on  other 
members  of  that  committee  appointed 
by  the  Senate  to  inquire  into  the  charges 
made  against  him.  Indirectly,  these 
charges  fall  on  the  shoulders  of  every 
Member  of  this  body,  whose  agent  the 
select  committee  has  been.  All  -  of  us 
who  love  our  country  and  who  are 
alarmed  over  Senator  McCarthy's  at- 
tempts to  place  himself  above  law  and 
order,  using  the  anti-Communist  crusade 
as  a  shield,  have  felt  the  weight  of  his 
irresponsible  assaults.  But  we  are  not 
afraid  of  him  or  anything  he  can  do. 
We  are  just  as  much  opposed  to  com- 
munism and  its  works  as  he  says  he  is. 
We  are  alive  to  the  danger  communism 
holds  for  our  way  of  life.  But  we  want 
to  make  the  fight  against  it  through  the 
duly  constituted  agencies  of  our  Govern- 
ment and  according  to  the  principles 
Imbedded  in  our  Constitution,  our  Bill 
of  Rights,  and  the  duly  enacted  laws  of 
our  land.  Any  other  way  invites  the  de- 
struction of  our  freedoms  and  our  lib- 
erties and  opens  wide  the  path  for  the 
dictator  and  totalitarianism.  We  shall 
not  take  that  path.    We  shall  remain 


true  to  our  oaths  of  office  and  to  the 
democratic  principles  with  which  we 
have  retainfed  our  right  to  life,  liberty, 
and  the  piirsuit  of  happiness. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
beUeve  there  are  no  additional  sp>eakers 
for  this  evening.  Certain  Senators 
who  had  been  listed  decided  to  speak 
tomorrow. 

However,  we  have  a  very  crowded 
schedule  for  tomorrow.  We  are  work- 
ing under  a  limitation  of  time.  I  appeal 
to  Senators  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  to 
be  present  promptly,  if  possible,  par- 
ticularly if  a  quorum  call  is  to  be  made, 
because  otherwise  a  considerable  amount 
of  time  will  be  lost.  Such  loss  of  time 
will  become  far  more  important  tomor- 
row than  it  would  be  today,  if  taken  out 
of  the  debate,  inasmuch  as  we  shall  be 
operating  against  the  3  o'clock  time  limi- 
tation, at  which  time  the  other  part  of 
the  unanunous-consent  agreement  will 
go  into  effect. 

I  have  just  been  discussinsr  with  the 
distinguished  minority  leader  the  suk- 
gestion  that  the  Senate  take  a  rece.ss 
until  9:30  a.  m.  ton^.orrow,  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  thf  period  between  9: 30 
and  10  would  be  used  for  the  purpose  of 
the  usual  mornini?  hour,  under  the 
2-minute  limitation,  to  allow  Senator.s 
to  place  material  in  the  Record.  Follow- 
ing the  morning  hour  there  would  be  a 
quorum  call.  I  respectfully  urge  that  all 
Senators  be  present  promptly,  so  that  we 
may  proceed  with  the  debate. 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  should  like  to  pix)pound  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  do  I  cor- 
rectly understand  that  60  minutes  are 
allowed  on  each  amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  so  understands. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  How  many 
amendments  have  been  filed? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Parliamentarian  informs  the  Chair  that 
1  amendment  had  been  submitted  previ- 
ous to  today,  and  1  was  received  today, 
namely,  the  amendment  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  Bennett], 
Those  are  the  only  two  amendments, 
aside  from  the  committee  amendments. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas,  They  con- 
sist of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  I  Mr.  Johnson)  and  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah 
I  Mr.  Bennett]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Thai  is 
correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas,  As  I  under- 
stand, those  are  the  only  two  amend- 
ments at  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  so  informed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  And  60 
minutes  are  allowed  on  each  amend- 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Those 
amendments  have  been  ordered  to  be 
printed  and  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas,  And  60 
minutes  are  allowed  on  each  of  those 
amendments. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  As  I  under- 
stand, under  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement  the  debate  on  substitutes 
shall  be  not  to  exceed  4  hours.  Has  any 
substitute  been  offered'' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  To  the 
lt)est  of  the  Chairs  knowledge,  no  substi- 
tute has  been  submitted. 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  It  Is  the 
minority  leader's  understanding  that  in 
no  event  will  the  Senate  start  voting 
prior  to  3  o'clock  tomorrow  afternoon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  wishes  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  minority  leader  and  the  majority 
leader  to  the  fact  that  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  states  "not  later  than 
the  hour  of  3  o'clock." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  should 
like  to  say  that  the  minority  leader  and 
majority  leader  agreed  yesterday  between 
themselves  that  in  the  event  all  tim« 
were  not  con.sumed  we  would  move  to 
have  the  Senate  take  a  recess.  $o  that 
Senators  on  both  sides  of  the  ai.sle 
would  know  that  no  vote  could  possibly 
be  had  before  3  o'clock. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  my  under- 
standnm.  that  we  would  not  have  a  vot« 
prior  to  3  o'clock. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  And  it  could 
be  had  as  late  as  4  o'clock,  if  the  time 
were  used. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    That  is  correct, 

Mr  JOHNSON  of  Texas,  I  wanted  to 
have  that  point  clear  in  the  Record 

The  PRESIDING  OFP7CER.  The 
Chair  wi.shes  to  state  that  the  under- 
standing of  the  Senator  from  Cahfornia 
and  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  is  also 
the  under.standing  of  the  Chair.  The 
time  up  to  3  o'clock,  the  Chair  wishes  to 
inform  the  Senators,  is  controlled  by  the 
majority  leader  and  the  minority  leader 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  "When  the 
Senate  has  completed  the  debate  and  has 
voted  on  the  various  motions  and  appeals 
and  amendments  and  substitutes,  and 
so  forth,  pertaining  to  the  McCarthy 
matter,  is  it  the  plan  of  the  majority 
leader  to  have  the  Senate  adjourn  sine 
die  on  the  .same  day? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND,  I  would  .say  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas  that  that  would 
.somewhat  depend  on  the  time  involved. 
I  certainly  would  not  wish  to  have  the 
Senate  go  into  an  all-mght  session.  I  do 
not  believe  it  would  be  wise  to  hold  an 
extensively  prolonged  session.  However 
even  as.suming  that  additional  amend- 
ments are  presented  over  and  above  the 
two  amendments  which  are  now  lying 
on  the  table.  I  can  see  no  reason  why  we 
cannot  conclude  the  bu.siness  of  the  Sen- 
ate by  Thur-sday.  I  hope  we  will  be  able 
to  do  so  early  in  the  evening  of  Thursday. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas,  And  the  dis- 
tinguished majority  leader  would  then 
expect  the  Senate  to  adjourn  sine  die'' 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes;  I  would  ex- 
pect to  move  then  that  the  Senate  ad- 
journ sine  die. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas,  I  thank  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  Kf;OWLAND.  I  wish  to  make  it 
perfectly  clear  that  while  only  two 
amendments    are    at    the    desk,    other 
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amendments  are  in  order  In  accordance 
with  the  unanimous-consent  agreement. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  So  the 
Chair  understands. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr,  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr,  KNOWLAND.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  North 
Dakota, 

Mr.  LANGER.  May  I  inquire  of  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  with  re- 
spect to  one  matter  in  which  I  am  directly 
concerned?  Does  he  projjose  to  take  up 
any  other  bu.siness  at  all  except  the 
McCarthy  matter? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND,  We  plan  to  take  up 
no  other  legislation  of  any  kind.  We 
would  not  exp>ect  to  take  up  any  con- 
troversial nominations,  or  anything  else 
of  a  controversial  nature. 

With  respect  to  anything  that  might 
be  done  by  mutual  agreement  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle,  the  majority  leader  and 
the  minority  leader  are  in  consultation, 
as  the  Senator  knows, 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  is  very  eager  to  have  certain 
nominations  which  are  ijencing  before 
the  Senate  passed  upon.  One  involves  a 
judgeship  in  Texas. 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  distin- 
guished majority  leader  earlier  in  the 
day  brought  to  my  attention  a  number  of 
nominations  which  the  dif  tinguished 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary had  reported  to  the  Senate.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  those  nominations 
will  be  cleared  for  action.  Wt  have  con- 
tacted all  but  one  interested  Member  of 
the  Senate.  All  other  Senator.s  interested 
have  approved  the  nominations,  I  be- 
lieve they  come  within  the  agreement 
v.hich  was  entered  into  betwe<?n  the  ma- 
jority leader  and  the  minoritj  leader. 

I  hope  that  by  the  time  the  Senate  con- 
venes at  9:30  tomorrow  morning  to  be 
able  to  inform  the  majority  leader  that 
the  nominations  are  not  controversial  so 
far  as  this  side  of  the  aisle  is  concerned, 
and  that  they  come  within  our  agree- 
ment. It  is  my  understandinj.  that  prior 
to  adjournment  sine  die  th<?  majority 
leader  will  ask  that  they  be  considered 
by  the  Senate  in  executive  session. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Could  th.?y  not  be 
taken  up  tomorrow  morning  .it  9:30? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  We  sha  1  first  have 
to  find  out  whether  they  have  l)een 
cleared  for  consideration. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Conmi.ttee  on  the 
Judiciary  unanimously  reported  the 
nominations. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND,  I  have  conveyed 
th.at  information  to  the  minority  leader. 
I  am  certain  we  can  work  the  matter  out 
if  the  Senator  will  give  us  a  little  time. 

Mr.  LANGEIR.    I  thank  the  Senator. 


ORDER  FOR  THE  TRANSA<mON  OP 
ROUTINE  BUSINESS  TOMORROW 
Mr,  KNOWLAND.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  when  the  Senate  convenes 
tomorrow  morning  at  9:30.  after  action  is 
taken  on  the  Journal,  the  Senate  may 
have  the  customary  mornin;?  hour  for 
the  transaction  of  routine  business,  im- 
der  the  usual  2-minute  limitt.tion. 


The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 


RECESS  TO  9:30  A.  M.  TOMORROW 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  if 
there  are  no  further  remarks  to  be  made 
at  this  time,  and  again  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  to  my 
hope  that  Senators  will  be  present  to  re- 
spond to  a  quorum  call,  I  now  move  that 
the  Senate  stand  in  recess  until  9:30 
o'clock  tomorrow  morning. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  <at  6 
o'clock  and  36  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Wednesday, 
December  1,  1954.  at  9:30  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  November  30  "legislative  day  of 
November  29),   1954: 

Dep.vktuent  of  State 

G«orge  V.  Allen,  of  North  Carolina,  a  For- 
eign Service  officer  ot  the  class  of  career  min- 
ister,  to  be  an   Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

Diplomatic  and  Forkicn  Sebvice 
Henry  A.  Byroade.  of  Indiana,  now  an  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  State,  to  be  Ambassador 
Extraordinary    and    Plenipotentiary    of    the 
United  States  of  America  to  Egypt. 

The  following-named  Foreign  Service  offi- 
cers for  promotion  from  class  1  to  the  class 
of  career  minister  of  the  United  Slates  of 
America  ; 

Elbrldge  Durbrow,  of  California. 
Livingston  T  Merchant,  of  New  Jersey. 
Edward  J.  Sparks,  of  New  York. 
Llewellyn  E.  Thompson,  Jr  ,  of  Colorado. 
Robert  F.  Woodward,  of  Minnesota. 

Thomas  J.  Maleady,  of  Massachusetts. 
now  a  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  1  and  a 
secretary  In  the  diplomatic  service,  to  be  also 
a  consul  general  of  the  United  States  of 
America. 

William  M.  Rountree.  of  Maryland,  for 
appointment  as  a  Foreign  Service  officer  of 
class  1.  a  consul,  and  a  secretary  In  the  dip- 
lomatic service  of  the  United  SUtes  of  Amer- 
ica. 

The  following-named  Foreign  Service  offi- 
cers for  promotion  from  class  3  to  class  2; 

Olcott  H.  Deming.  of  Connecticut. 

Carlos  J.  Warner,  of  Maine. 

Tlie  following-named  persons  for  ap- 
pKJlntment  as  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class 
2.  consuls,  and  secretaries  In  the  diplomatic 
service  of  the  United  Stales  of  America: 

Edgar  P.  Allen,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Fred  L.  Hadsel,  of  Virginia. 

Joseph  S.  Henderson,  of  Virginia. 

Edward  A.  Jamison,  of  Illinois. 

Allen  B.  Moreland,  of  Florida. 

B.  Winfred  RufTner,  of  Tennessee. 

Francis  T.  Williamson,  of  Virginia. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  3. 
consuls,  and  secretaries  In  the  diplomatic 
service  of  the  United  Slates  of  America: 

Clement  E.  Conger,  of  Virginia. 
Frederick  B.  Cook,  of  Virginia. 
William  B.  Coolidge,  of  Virginia. 
Hefiry   Dearborn,   of   New   Hampshire. 
William  B.  Dunham,  of  Virginia. 
Walter  H.  Dustmann,  Jr.,  of  Vlrghila.' 
James  H.  Ennls,  of  Maryland. 
L.  James  Palck.  of  Maryland. 
George  M.  Fennemore.  of  New  Tork. 
John  C.  Guthrie,  of  Virginia. 
Jack  A.  Herfurt,  of  Callforni*. 
John  L.  Hill.  oX  Wisconsin. 


Frederick  Irving,  of  Virginia. 

Clinton  E,  Knox,  of  Maryland. 

Thomas  H.  Llnthlcum,  of  CallfomU. 

David  E.  Longanecker.  of  Virginia. 

John  W.  McBrlde.  of  Virginia. 

William  K.  MUler,  of  nilnote. 

William  F.  Nlccloy,  of  New  York. 

Horace  J.  Nickels,  of  Maryland. 

Dana   Orwlck,   of   Maryland. 

Miss  Constance  Roach,  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Eddie  W.  Schodt.  of  Virginia. 

Thomas  K.  Shields,  of  California.  • 

Thomas  W.  Simons,  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Erwln  Strauss,  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Jules  H.  Wayne,  of  Maryland, 

William  L.  S.  WUUams,  of  Wisconsin. 

Roland  K.  Beyer,  of  Wisconsin,  now  a  For- 
eign Service  officer  of  class  4  and  a  secretary 
In  the  diplomatic  service,  to  be  also  a  consul 
of  the  United  States  of  America, 

Philip  C.  Hablb,  of  California,  for  promo- 
tion from  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  5 
to  class  4  and  to  be  also  a  consul  of  the 
United   States  of  America. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  4. 
consuls,  and  secretaries  In  the  diplomatic 
service  of  the  United  States  of  America: 

Seburn  E.  Baker,  of  Florida. 

Mrs.  Mildred  L.  Brockdorff,  of  Maryland. 

Miss  Roene  G.  Brooks,  of  Iowa. 

Thompson  R.  Buchanan,  of  Maryland. 

Robert  A.  Clark.  Jr.,  of  Oregon. 

Wendell  B.  Coote.  of  Virginia. 

Miss  Prances  M.  Dailor.  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Edmund  A.  da  Sllveira.  of  Virginia. 

Huston  Dixon,  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mrs.  Alice  L.  Dunning,  of  New  York. 

James  P.  Gorman,  of  Delaware. 

John  K.  Hagemann,  of  Maryland. 

Harold  E.  HaU,  of  Utah. 

Miss  Betty  R.  Hanes,  of  Ohio, 

Joseph  A.  Harary.  of  New  York. 

Miss  Margaret  P.  Hays,  of  Texas. 

Adolf  B.  Horn,  Jr.,  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Morris  Kaufman,  of  New  York. 

John  W    Keogh.  of  IlUnoU. 

John  L.  Kuhn,  of  Virginia. 

Prank  R.  LaMacchia,  of  Maryland. 

Jerome  R.  Lavallee,  of  Massachusetts. 

Neil  C.  McManus,  of  New  Jersey. 

John  E.  Mellor,  of  Virginia. 

Robert  C.  Mudd,  of  Virginia. 

George  P.  Muller,  o:  Maryland. 

John  F.  O'Grady,  of  Massachusetts. 

John  L   Ohmans,  of  Maryland. 

William  J.  Reardon,  of  New  York. 

George  C  Spiegel,  of  Indiana, 

Isaac  A.  Stone,  of  Massachusetts. 

Frank  J.  Wathen,  of  Texas. 

Harry  J.  Wetzork,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Miss  Mildred  M.  Yenchius,  of  Ohio. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  5, 
vice  consuls  of  career,  and  secretaries  In  the 
diplomatic  service  of  the  United  States  of 
America: 

Miss  Norma  M.  Arthur,  of  New  York. 
Kyle  D.  Barnes,  of  Alabama. 
Mario  Calvanl.  of  Maryland. 
William  L.  Carr.  of  Massachusetts. 
William  M.  Chllds,  of  Massachusetts. 
Miss  Mary  W,  Culler,  of  the  District  of 
Columbia, 

Edward  L.  Eberhardt,  of  Virginia. 

Guy  Perrl,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Miss  Alice  M.  Griffith,  of  Maryland. 

John  O.  Hemard.  of  Louisiana. 

Delon  L.  Hlxon,  of  Maryland. 

Edward  J.  Holway,  Jr..  of  Ohio. 

Miss  Frances  D.  Howell,  of  North  Carolina. 

John  Krlzay,  of  Maryland. 

James  F.  Morlarty,  of  Massachtisetts. 

Albert  D.  Moscotil,  of  Mew  Jersey. 
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IClss  Jeanne  C.  Nelson  n,  of  Arizona. 

J.  Stanley  PhiUlps,  of  Virginia. 

Robert  B.  Rosselot,  of  Virginia. 

Charles  B.  Selak.  Jr.,  of  Pennaylvanla. 

Andrew  Stalder,  of  New  York. 

Miss  Marilyn  D.  Sworzyn,  of  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

William  D.  Toomey,  of  North  Dakota. 

Rene  A.  Tron,  of  New  York. 

Aug^]st  Velletrl,  of  Maryland. 

Norman  M.  Werner,  of  Texas. 

MlEs  Sugenla  WolUak,  of  Connecticut. 

Amos  Yoder,  of  Virginia. 

Miss  Olga  M.  Zhlvkovltch,  of  Illinois. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  Foreign  Service  ofQcers  of  class  6, 
vice  cxmsuls  of  career,  and  secretaries  In  the 
diplomatic  service  of  the  United  States  of 
America : 

Dwight  R.  Ambach,  of  Rhode  Island. 

George  R.  Andrews,  of  Maryland. 

Robert  B.  BcM-in,  of  Nebraska. 

Ward  Lee  Chrlstensen,  of  Oregon. 

Douglas  McCord  Cochran,  or  Pennsylvania. 

John  J.  Crowley,  Jr.,  of  West  Virginia. 

Thomas  W.  Davis,  Jr.,  of  California. 

Thomas  De  Sclsclolo,  of  New  York. 

Dirk  Gleysteen,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Miss  Bemlce  A.  Goldstein,  of  Pennsylvania. 

John  J.  Harter,  of  California. 

John  D.  Hemenway,  of  Washington. 

Robert  C.  Herber,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Miss  Irma  Lang,  of  Connecticut. 

Dudley  C.  Lunt,  Jr.,  of  Delaware. 

William  P.  McRory,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

Charles  R.  Moomey,  of  Nebraska. 

Miss  M.  Jane  Neubauer,  of  Oklahoma. 

A.  Gregory  Nowakoskl,  Jr.,  of  New  Jersey. 

Don  W.  Rogers,  Jr.,  of  Ohio. 

Edward  B.  Rosenthal,  of  New  York. 

Thomas  J.  Scotes.  of  Pennsylvania. 

Harry  W.  Shlaudeman,  of  California. 

Miss  Nancy  L.  Snider,  of  Ohio. 

Miss  Mary  Ann  Spreckelmeyer,  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia. 

Arthur  M.  Stlllman,  of  Illinois. 

Edward  H.  Thomas,  of  New  Jersey. 

Richard  N.  Tillson,  of  Massachusetts. 

Ross  P.  Titus,  of  Illinois. 

John  E.  Williams,  of  North  Carolina. 

Eric  V.  Youngqulst,  of  Illinois. 

Earle  J.  Rlchey,  of  Kansas,  a  Foreign  Serv- 
ice staff  officer,  to  be  a  consul  of  the  United 
States  of  America. 

The  following-named  Foreign  Service  Re- 
serve officers  to  be*  consuls  of  the  United 
States  of  America: 

J.  Deering  Danlelson.  of  Virginia. 

Walter  K.  Schwinn.  of  Connecticut. 

John  A.  Brogan  III,  of  New  York,  a  For- 
eign Service  Reserve  officer,  to  be  a  vice  con- 
sul of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Foreign  Operations  Administration 
'Christian  A.  Herter,  Jr.,  of  Massachusetts. 
to   be   General   Counsel.   Foreign   Operations 
Administration. 

TSEASTTBT  DEPARTMENT 

David  W.  Kendall,  of  Michigan,  to  be  Gen- 
eral Counsel  for  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  to  fill  an  existing  vacancy. 

Export -Import  Bank  of  Washington 
George    A.    Blowers,    of    Florida,    to    be    a 
member   of    the    Board    of   Directors   of    the 
Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington. 

In  the  Coast  Guard 

The  following-named  licensed  officers  of 
the  United  States  merchant  marine  to  the 

^ades  Indicated  in  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard: 

To  be  lieutenants 

V 

Alexander  D.  Holman,  Jr. 
Jay  A.  Small,  Jr. 
Charles  B.  Williams 

To  be  a  lieutenant  (junior  grade) 
Walter  P.  Condon 


In  the  Navt 

Adm.  John  E.  Gingrich,  United  States  Mavy, 
retired,  to  be  placed  on  the  retired  list  With 
the  rank  of  vice  admiral. 

Vice  Adm.  Murrey  L.  Royar,  Supply  Corps, 
United  States  Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank, 
pay,  and  allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while 
serving  as  Chief  of  Naval  Material. 

Rear  Adm.  Ralph  J.  Arnold.  Supply  Corps. 
United  States  Navy,  to  be  Paymaster  General 
and  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Supplies  and 
Accounts  In  the  Department  of  the  Navy  for 
a  term  of  4  years. 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Navy 
and  Naval  Reserve  on  active  duty  for  tem- 
porary promotion  to  the  grade  of  captain  In 
the  line  and  staff  corps  indicated,  subject  to 
qualification  therefor  as  provided  by  la«: 

For  temporary  promotion  in  the  Navt/ 

LINE  I 

Alford.  John  M.  Decker,  Arthur  T. 

Amme,  Carl  H..  Jr.         Dockum.  Donald  G. 
Armstrong.  Warren  W.Dougherty.  .Joseph  E 
Arnold,  Henry  A.  Doukas.  Nicholas  G. 

Atkins,  Nevett  B.  Drake.  Francis  R. 

Austin.  Marshall  H.       Dunn.  William  C. 


Avery,  Howard  M. 
Badger.  Rodney  J. 
Balrd.  Leonard  J. 
Barbam.  Eugene  A. 
Barnard.  James  H.. 
Bartlett.  Wilson  R. 


East.  Walter  J. 
Eastman.  Charles  J 
Edrington,  Thomat  C. 
3d 
2dEisenbach.  Charles  R. 
Eldridge.  Robert  L. 


Bassett,  Robert  V.,  Jr.  Ellis,  William  A. 


Baurer.  Louis  H. 
Baum,  Ralph  J. 
Bell,  E>avid  B. 
Bellinger,    William    C 

P.,  Jr. 
Bennett,  Fred  G. 
Bennett,  Warfleld  C, 

Jr. 
Besson,  John  H..  Jr. 
BJarnason.  Paul  H. 
Blenman.  William 
Blltch,  John  D. 
Borries,  Fred,  Jr. 
Bowker,  Albert  H. 
Boyd,  Alfred  I..  Jr. 
Boyle.  Peter  F. 
Bradley,    Richard    R., 

Jr. 
Brlngle.  William  F. 
Brock.  James  W. 
Brown,  James  H. 
Brown,  James  A. 
Burns.  Richard  H. 
Butler,  Ovid  M. 
Calrnes,  George  H. 
Caldwell,    Robert    H., 

Jr. 
Caldwell.    Turner    F,. 

Jr. 
Callahan.  Edward  C. 


Eppes,  Marion  H 

Farrell,  Richard  M. 

Faust.  Allen  R. 

Ferguson.  Herbert  C. 

Finnigan.  Oliver  D, 
Jr. 

Flachsenhar,  John  J. 

Fleming,  Allan  F. 

Folsom.  Parker  L. 

Fowler.  Gordon 

Fowler.  Richard  L. 

Friede,  Richard  L. 

Purer,  Albert  B. 

Fyfe.  John  K. 

Gabbert.  John  S   C 

Gage,  Joseph  A  .  Jr. 

Gambacorta,  Francis 
M, 

Gardner,  Earle  G..  Jr. 

Geist,  John  W. 

Germershausen.  Wil- 
liam J.,  Jr. 

Gillette.  Norman  C  . 
Jr. 

Gimber.  Stephen  H. 

Good,  George  D. 

Gray,  James  S.,  Jr. 

Greenup,  Francis  A. 

Griggs.  Paul  C. 

Groner,  William  T, 


Campbell.  Grafton  B    Guest,  William  S. 


Carlson.  Edward  B. 
Carmichael.  John  H. 
Carson,    Matthew    V., 

Jr. 
Casey,  Vincent  F. 
Chenault.  Frederic  A. 
Cherry,  Parker  E. 
Chlpman.  Briscoe 
Christie,  Gerald  L. 
Claggett,  Bladen  D. 
Cole.  Otis  R..  Jr. 
Combs.  Walter  V.,  Jr. 


Gumz,  Donald  G. 
Gurney,  Alfred  L. 
Hanger,  Willard  M. 
Hansen,   James  R. 
Harmer,  Richard  B. 
Hartmann.  Paul   H. 
Hatcher,  Martin  T. 
Hathaway,  Amos  T. 
Hayler,  Frank  E. 
Hazzard,  William  H. 
Headland,     Edwin     H, 
Jr. 


Connor,  Terrell  H.  W,  Henry,  Walter  F. 


Cook,  Harry  E.,  Jr. 

Coppola,  Joseph  A. 
Gotten.  John  H. 
Crawford.,  Earl  R. 
Cvirrler,  Prescott  H. 

Cutter,  Slade  D. 
Dabbieri,  Peter  V. 
Dabney,  Thomas  B. 
Davies,  Thomas  D. 
Dawley,  Jack  B. 


Herold,  Frank  B. 
Hess.  John  B. 
Hilands,  ^Vi^lam  H. 
Hinckley.    Robert     M. 
Jr. 

Hoffman,  Edmund  J. 
Holman.  William  G. 
Holmes.  Robert  H. 
Holtnshaw,  Harry  f. 
Holt,  Pliny  G. 


Houston.  Charles  E. 

Howe,  Wallace  H. 

Humes,  Ralph  R. 

Hunter,  Gould 

Icenhower.   Joseph   B.  Radford,  James  C. 


November  30 

Porter,  William  B. 
Pratt,   Richard   R. 
Preston.  John  P. 
Price,  William  N. 


Irving.  Ronald  K. 
Jack.  Richard   G. 
Jackson,  Robert  W. 
Jennings,  Carter  B. 
Johnson.  Erik  A. 
Kefauver,  Ru.'-.sell 
Keithly,  Roger  M. 
Kelly,  Robert  B. 
Kimmel,  Thomas  K 
King,  Ed  R. 
King.  Thomas  S.,  Jr 
Klrcher.  John  J. 
Kirkpatrick, 

G 
Klopp.  James  W. 
Knight.  Page 
Laizure.  Dallas  M. 
Lantrston.  Charles  B. 
Lanham.  Harvey  P. 
Larsen.  Harold  H. 
Law,  Frank  G. 
Lederer,     William     J 

Jr. 
Lee.  George  R. 
Lewis,  Joseph  S 
Link.  Everett  M..  Jr. 
Log.sdon.  Earl   W. 
L'jomis,  Sam  C  .  Jr. 
Lynch.  John  J. 
Lyndon.  Dennis  C. 
Mack.   William   P. 
Mackie.  Thomas  R. 
Mann.  Hoyt  D 
Marcus.  Groome  E  .  Jr 
McCiiuIty,  James  W. 
MfDjiiald.    Harold    W 
McDonald.  Ja.sper  N. 


Ramey.  Ralph  L. 
Rawllngs.   John   B. 
Reifenrath,  Wilson  G. 
Rice,  Joseph  E. 
Richardson.  David  C. 
Roby.  P^orrest  A.,  Jr. 
Romberg.  Henry  A. 
Russell,  Hawley 
Ruttcr,  James  B  ,  Jr. 
Ryan.  Thomae  F. 
R.der,  John  T. 
Sager,  John  P. 
Harlan  Sampson.  William  S. 
Samuel,  Thomas  W. 
Schacht.    Kenneth    G. 
Schlech.  Walter  F.,  Jr. 
Schwab.  Herbert  S. 
Schwaner.     Henry     C, 

Jr. 
Searcy.  .Seth  $  ,  Jr. 
Semmes,  James  L. 
Settle.  Walker  A..  Jr. 
Shaw.  James  C. 
Shea.  William  H..  Jr. 
Sherby,  Sydney  S. 
Sherman.  Philip  K. 
Shetenhelm.  Philip  E. 
Simp.von.  Ernest  L  .  Jr. 
Sleieht.  Robert  C. 
Slincy,  James  G. 
Slonim,  Gilveii   M, 
Smith.  Kerf.oot  B. 
Springer.   Frank  G. 
St.iggs.   Wiliiiun  R. 
Stnrk.  Harry  8 
Sti'bbins.   Edgnr  E 
Steffanides,     Edward 


McEIrath.  Robert  W 
Mclntire.    Ha 
McKellar.   CI 
McLaren.  William  F 


F,  Jr. 


irrison    P  Steinmetz,  Everett  H. 

inton.   Jr-^'^' ''"•''■    '^°^^   ». 

Stevenson.  William  A. 

Street.  Gerirge  L    3fl 
Mecklenburg.   Herman  Sullivan.   WiUlani   A 

Summer-.,  Paul  E. 
E.      Talman,   Benjamin   L 

E. 
.  Jr  Taylor.  James  O. 
Taylor.   Lerry   T. 
Teel.   Richard   A. 
Terry.  James  H  .  Jr. 
Thacher,  Rob«rt  A. 
Thomas.  Willium  B. 
Brendan  Thompson.  Floyd  T. 

Thompson.      Marshall 

F. 
Toner.   Raymond  J. 
Torian,  Melvin  C. 
Touart.   Richard   G. 
Jr.  Turner,  Charles  H. 
Turner.  John  H. 
Turner.  Renfro.  Jr. 
Tyree.  Alexander  K. 
A. Von    Bracht,    William 
O. 
Wampler   French,  Jr. 
Wanles.';.  Robert  H. 
Ware,   Bruce  R. 
Wen.  Elliott  M. 
White.     Clarence     M  . 

Jr. 
White.   Richard   D. 
Whiting.  George  H. 

Williams,   Robert  J. 
WUlman.  Etonald  E. 
Wilson.  Dcniald   W. 
Winters.  Theodore  H., 

Jr, 
Wood,  Burris  D.,  Jr. 
Wo<3dvllIe.       Jonathan 

L..  W.,  Jr. 


J 

Meneke.  Kenneth 
Michael.  Fred  D 
Michel.  Edward  A 
Mini.  James  H. 
Moody.  DwitJht  L. 
Moore.  Ben.  Jr. 
Morrison.  William  F. 
Morton.  Robert  C 
Moynahan, 

J. 
Munster.  Joe  H  .  Jr, 
Newomb.  Arnold  H 
Neyman.  Robert  L. 
Nibbs.  Alan  M. 
Nimitz.  Chester  W 
Nixdorfr.  Samuel 
Noel,  John  V,.  Jr. 
Obernwyer.  Jack  A. 
O'Ccnnell,    George    A 

Jr. 
Odening    Robert  E 
Oelheim.  Bennett  C. 
OGrady,  James  W. 
Oker.<;iin.  Glenn  W. 
Orr.  Ellis  B. 
Oseth.  John   M 
Outlaw.  Edward  C. 
Packard,  Wyman  H. 

Palmer.    Fitzhugh    L. 

Jr. 
Parham.  William  B. 
Parker,  Edwin  B..  Jr. 
Parunak,  Aram  Y. 

Penland,  Joe  R. 
Pennoyer.   John   H. 
Phillips.  Jewett  C,  Jr 
Phillips,  Robert  A. 
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Allen.  Wallace  E. 
Amberson.  Julius  M. 
Barber,  Leonard  H- 
Barr,  Norman  L. 
Baumgarten.  Otto  C. 
Heals.  Lynn  S-,  Jr. 
Berley.  Ferdinand  V. 
Boone.  Daniel  W. 
Burroughs.  Clement  D 
Byrne   Edward  T. 
Canada,  Robert  O.,  Jr 
C.>hen,  Marshall 
Cooperman.  Martin 
Cox   John  H. 
Crawfcird,  James 
Crowder.  Roy  E. 
Curtis.  Mark  S. 
Derantan.  Paul 
DuVigneaud.  DeSale  O 
Fruiii.  Richard  L. 
Fry.  Wesley 
Fuhring.  Shirley  A. 
Giddings.  Harold  D. 
Gilbert.  Walter  W. 
Oillen    James  H..  Jr. 
Orlndell.   James   A. 
OruKgel.  John  S. 
Hanten.  John  S. 
Ha.vrall.  Charles  S.,  Jr. 
H.iynes.  Lewis  L. 


L  COKFS 

Hebble   Jacob  G  .  3d 
Henderson.  Robert  E. 
Hill.  Hirold  H. 
Hyiies,  Edward  A. 
Irons,  ICdward  P. 
James.  William  J. 
Juunllii.  Bruno  O. 
Kenne;'.  Leroy  L. 
Kirch.  Everett  P 
Krepel.i.  Miles  C. 
Lynch,  Ge»,>rge  M. 
MacGri'gor.  John  B 
Martens,  Vernon  E 
Mershi  n,  Robert  H 
Miller.  Donald  W. 
Musso.  Nicholas  M. 
Nardin ..  John  E. 
Norwtxd.  Emmet t  F. 
OtTonnell.  Hugh  V. 
Pope.  Lester  J. 
Rambo.  Reginald  R. 
Richardson.  Jesse  F. 
Shaver  John  S 
Shepardson,  Robert  B. 
Sims.  l,ewi>  S..  Jr. 
Slosek.  Edward  F. 
Stradford.  Harry  T. 
Timmes.  Joseph  J. 
Walter*.  John  D 
Warden.  Horace  D. 


st:T»»LT  CORPS 
Bacon.  Walter  G. 
Br.idy    Norbert  C 
Brewton.   Glenn   F, 
Clegg.  Glenn   W. 
Drescher.  Carl   G. 
E\ans.  William  A. 
Huey.  William  M  . 
Johnson.  Billy 


Meade,   Randolph,   Jr. 
Moore,  Irwin  S. 
Myers.  Richard  L. 
Peel.  Marcus  A  .  Jr. 
Phillip.'.  Charle.s  K 
Sharrocks.  Charles  S. 
Jr.  Sherwojd,   Stephen 
Sutherlmg,  Elton  W. 


Johnston.  William  J,    Vestel,  Edgar  D.  Jr. 

CHAPl^IN     CO»P5. 

Bennett.   Samuel   B.      Mannion.  Joseph  P. 
Hohensteln,  Raymond  Meeha:      Daniel  F. 
C.  Wood.    Harry   C. 

CmL    ENClNErS    CORPS 

Barker.    Joseph.    Jr.       Krum.    Raymond    B. 
Bennett,    Earl    R.  Loveil.  Kenneth   C. 

Coddlngton.  James  A.  McManus.   William   A. 


Cunnlff.  James  F. 
Curtis.   Ira   N. 
Davidson,    Roscoe    A. 
I>x1d.   Jack   G. 
Gans.   George  M. 
Oordanier.  John  W. 
Harris.  Richard  E 
Johnson,  Weston  M. 


Morris.   Robert    B. 
Neel    Charles  H   . 
Roulett,   John    P  ,  Jr. 
Sease.  .Fohn  C. 
Si^ellman     Clemens   1 
Thorscn     Robert   D. 
Tyrrell.   Frank   C 
Wilson,  Samuel  K. 


DENTAL  CORPS 

B'-)wers.    Aaron   N.  Jr  Liedman.  Sidney  C. 
Brandt,  Conrad  H.       Mclnni?.  Harrv  B. 


Charm.   William   J. 
Colby.    Robert    A. 
Eaton,  Stanley  W. 
GvKxlel!.  Fred  E. 


McKlni.ey.  Howard  B 
Mudler    James  T. 
Nliranen.  John  V. 
Owen.  William  D. 


Jeansonne,  Edmund  E.  Rendtorff,  Herman  K. 
Johnson.    William   B..  Shaw.  Richard  C. 

Jr.  Stanmeyer.  William  R. 

Lesney,  Theodore  A.    Turner.  M>Ton  G. 
Lett.  Walter  B.  WyckoH,  Robert  D. 

aCEDICAI.     SERVICE     CORPS 

Huntslnger.  Pay  O. 

For  temporary  promotion   in    the  Naval 
Be  serve 

LINE 
Consolvo.    Charles   IW. 
Kirkpatrick,  Claude  S. 

STTPFLT    CORPS 

Milling,  Clarence  H. 

CTVn.    ENGINEER     COttPS 

Bertelsen,  Viggl  C. 


DFNTAL    CORPS 

Dove.  Ronald   C. 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Navy 
and  Naval  Reserve  on  active  duty  lor  tem- 
porary promotion  to  the  grade  of  com- 
mander in  the  line  and  staff  corps  indicated: 
subject  to  qualificatiou  therefor  as  pro- 
vided by  law: 

For  temporary  p'omotton  in  the  Nary 

LI.VE 

Abbott.   Cecil.  Jr. 
Abernathy.  Buford  D 
Abrams.  Earle  B. 


Adair.  Lallance  A 
Adams.  Corliss  W 
Adams.  Robert  S 
Adkms.  Aubyn  L. 
Adler.  William  C  . 
Adrian.  Robert  N. 
Albrecht,  Edward 
Aldous   Theodore  F 
Allbrlght.  Willard  F 
AUeman.  James  K. 
Allen,  Edgar  L 
Allen,   William    B. 
Aller,  James  C. 
Alley.  Justus  N 
Allmon.  Clyde  E 
Ainbroslo.  William 
Amme.  Robert  G. 


Betu.  Frederick  M. 
Beyer.  Clarence  R. 

Bigham.  Frank.  Jr. 

Bir.nebose.        Gustave 
W. 

Birdsai;,  Douglas  M. 

Bitting.  Frederick  E. 
Jr.    Bixby.  Norman  W. 

Black.  Rogers  L. 
M.    Blackwell.  William  P. 

Blattmann.  Walter  C. 

BLie.  Robert  O 

Boehlert.  William  R. 

Bonnie.  Daniel  A. 

Bjrdlhn.  Irvin  H. 

Bostenero.  Ouacomo 
A 

Boulton,  Thomas  A. 

Boyd.  William  W..  Jr. 

Boydstun.  Howard  J. 


Anastasion.   Steven   N   Bradley,  Richard  H  , 


Anderson,  Clyde  B 
Anderson.  Gene  C. 
Anderson.  Roy 
Anderson.  William  R 
Anderson,  Wtlilum  H 

Jr. 
Angelo.  Raymond  L 
Appelquii>t 

L, 


Jr. 


Bradshaw.  Harold  G. 
Brady,  Francis  X.  V. 
BranibiUa.  Marius  G. 

Jr. 
Branchl    Titus 
Brand,  Ferdinand  L. 
Theodore  Braun.  John  E. 

Brega.  Richard  E. 


Armoglda.  Dante  Bremer,  James  R. 

Armstrong.  John   G.      Brewer.  Cleon  A. 
Armstrong,  William  H.  Briggs.  Chester  E  ,  Jr. 
Ashcraft.   Robert   L.       Briggs,  Chester  A. 
Asmus.  Dwight  F.  Brixjks.  Clarence  M., 

Aubrey.  Norbert  E  .  Jr.      Jr. 
Augenbllck,      Richard  Brown.  Alfred  E. 


G. 
Ault,  Frank  W. 
Austin,  William  R. 
Bailey,  Daniel  G. 
Balrd,  Harold  J. 
Baker.  Albert  H. 
Baker.  John  G..  Jr. 
Baker.  Quentln  F. 
Baldrldge,  Jewett  A. 
Baney.  Sidney  N. 
Banks.  William  R. 
Barker.  Jonathan  A 
Barker.  Laughlin 
Barnltz,  James  W. 
Barrett.  Alcus  E. 
Barrett,  John  M. 
Barring  ton. 

W. 
Barry.  Charles  B. 
Bartko,  John  J. 
Bartlett.  Lewis  C. 
Basler,  Henry  L.,  Jr. 
Bass.  Stirling  W..  Jr. 
Bates,  George  B..  Jr. 
Bayes.  Howard  S. 
Beadles,  Joe  W..  Jr. 
Beaver.  Robert  H. 
Beavers.  Oscar  J. 
Becker,  Jack  L. 
Becker.  Roger  W. 
Behl,  John  H. 
Bennett,  Milton  D. 
Bennett,  Vane  M. 

Benz.  Robert  P. 
Berck.  Henry  F. 
Berg,  Kenneth  L. 
Bergeron.  Robert  F. 
Bergey,  Gale  L. 

Berns.  Elbert  O. 
Berqulst.  Carl  R. 
Berry.  Benjamin  H. 


Brown,  Carl  A.,  Jr. 
Brown.  Cllllord  L. 
Brown.  Galen  C. 
Brown.  Harry  J..  Jr. 
Brown,  James  S. 
Brown,  Leo  R. 
Brown.  Melvin  W. 
Brown.  Richard  K. 
Brown.  William  P. 
Browning,  Benjamin, 

Jr. 
Brownsberger,  James 

A. 
Bryan,  David.  Jr. 
Bryan.  Garland  B 
Buchanan,  Edward  S. 
Francis  Buckwalter.  Earl  E. 
Budding,  William  A., 

Jr. 
Buehlman,  Joseph 
Bunce.  Lawrence  W. 
Burdette,  Fred  M. 
Bureau.  Arthur  L. 
Burge.  John  L. 
Burkey.  Gale  C. 
Burley.  Albert  C. 
Burris,  Hugh  B. 
Buslk,  William  S. 
Bustard,  Melvin  E..  Jr, 
Butlak.  John  J. 
Butler.  Francis  A. 
Butterfleld,  Harry  E., 

Jr. 
Byrd.  James  R..  Jr. 
Cafferata.  William  F. 
Cain.  William  T. 
Calhoun,  Aubra 
Calhoun.  John  E. 
Callls.  John  L. 
Calvert.  James  P. 
Campbell,  James  M. 


Campbe!!.  Thomas  M.  Detrlck.  Donald  M. 
Caney.  Lawrence  D.       Detweiler.  Austin  L. 
Caparrelli.  Moreno  J.   Derlto.  Raymond  J. 
Carlson,  Allan  R.  Dice.  Paul  H. 

Carlson.  Walton  L.        Dickson.  Paul  E. 
Carmichael.  William     Dickson.  William  B. 

F.  tngnan.  Paul  E. 

Carroum.  Jefferson  H.  EMnger,  Elmer  W. 
Carter.  Arthur  M  .  Jr.  Dixon,  Eugene  C. 
Case  Gerald  F  Dixon.  Thomas  P. 

easier.  James  B.  Dobbs.  Harry  J. 

Cassell.  George  L.  Dochnahl.  Joseph  W. 

Ca:es.  Clifton  B  .  Jr.     Dohertv.  James  F.,  Jr. 
Cawthorne.  Robert  M  Etohertv.  John  P. 
Cevoli,  Richard  L  Dombroff,  Sevmour 

Chamberlain.  RlchardDonahoe.  Onier  J. 

D  Donahue.  Richard  V. 

Champlin.  Norman  D.  Donaldson.  James  C, 
Charles.  Nelson  R.  jr. 

Cherbak.  Alfred  A.        Donnallv.  Edward  W. 
Chevertcn.  Robert  E.    Doran.  Homer  M..  Jr. 
Christian.  Oren  R.         Etosskey.  Gordon  B. 
Christians.  Robert  W.  Douglas,  Ivan  H. 
Clark   Harry  L..  Jr.        ix,wd,  Robert  A. 
Clark.  Henry  E.  Downln.  John  K. 

Clarke,  Robert  A.  Downs.  Fordvce  R..  Jr. 

Clayton.  Raymond  1.     Downs.  Jam«  A. 
Cleaver.  Thomas  L  , 

Jr. 


Cobb  William  W. 
Coker.  William  K, 
Colenda.  Ftank 
Colleran.    Gerard    F 
Collins,  Cecil  B  .  Jr 


Downes.  Melvin  R. 
Doyel.  Wilbur  T. 
Doyle.  Patrick 
Drachnlk.  Joseph  B. 
Drewelow.  Robert  W, 
Dryer,  OrvUle  W.  J. 

^      ^       ^  .     .    Duborg,   Robert  W. 

Conder,  Thomas  L..  Jr.  oubvk.  Wllllani 

Condon.  LawTence  D.    Dudiev.  John  A. 

Cone.  Wade  H.  Duell.Lowell  F.  W. 

Coningham.  Seward  B.  Dunham.  William  S. 

Connell.  Thomas  P.       Dunn,  George  L. 

Conner.  Andrew  B.,  Jr.  Durborow.  James  W. 

Connolly.  Barth  J.,  3d  Durham,  Hugh  M. 

Connolly,  Robert  J.        Dusch.  Robert  A. 

Cocke,  Henry  J.  H.         Duval.  Harold  F. 

CcKiley,   Benjamin  C,  Duvall,  Charles  T. 
Jr.  Dye.  Howard  W. 

Cixjnan,  John  J.  Eaton.  Charles  H. 

Cixiper,  Charles  T.,  3d  Eddy^  Howard  B. 

Ccwper.   Thomas   V.       Edgerton.  Edwin  H. 


Edmonson.  Edgar  T. 
Edwards.  John  Q..  3d 
Elchelberger.      Robert 

W 
Ellerbe,  Gall  J. 
Ellis.  James  W.,  Jr. 
Ellis.  Nell  L..  Jr. 
Ellis.  William  S. 
Emanskl.  John  J.,  Jr. 
Emerson,    Arthur    T., 

Jr. 
Empey.  Robert  E. 
Emrlck.  Merwln  G. 


Cork.  John  A  .  Jr. 
Cormier,  Richard  L. 
C(wby.  Adolphus  B. 
Coste.  John  E. 
Cousins.  Romolo 
Cox,  Albert  W, 
Cox,  Dale  W  ,  Jr. 
Craig,   Russell   F. 
Crance.  Elmer  L. 
Creed,  Donald  L. 
Creekmore.  Edmund 

W. 
Crook.  Flatus  W.  _ 

Crosslev.  Woodrow  D.  ^^^J"    Clifford  W. 
Cummlngs.EdwardJ..-|;-WnHamJ. 

r-  ..  ^,  -  ..  n  T  Epley.  Robert  H. 
Curtis.  Clifford  B.,  Jr.  Erdner.  Lewis  E. 
^'L,  K'chard   F.  Erlckson.  Harold  E. 

Dahlen,  Vincent  R,        Erkenbrack.  Philip  F. 
Daley,  Elmer  W     Jr.    Etherldge.  Melvin  R. 
Dalley,  Franklyn  E,.  Jr.  pubanks.  Jack  L 
Daniel.   John   J.  S.         Evans.  Herman,  Jr. 
Dankworth,  Edwin  G..  Evans.  Marlon  S. 

'^'^-  Evans.  Roy  A. 

Banner,  Howard  E.,  Jr.  Pacer.  Gordon  ^ 
Danowski,  Frank  L.       Pearnow.  Frederick  R. 
Davern.  William  T.        Fehr.   Harrison   R..   3d 
Davidson.  John  R.  Felghtner.  Edward  U 

Davidson,  Willard  H.  Fenley.  Albert  G. 
Davis,  Darold  W.  Fennig,  Otto  A. 

Davis.  George  S..  Jr.       Fernandez,  Caesar.  Jr. 
Davis.  Thomas  H..  Jr.   Plchman.  Herbert  T. 
Dawklns.  M.  Vance        Field.  Leonard  E. 


Dean.  William   E. 
Deans,  Thomas  C. 
Deltchman,  Vincent 
Delaney,  Henry 
DeLuca,  Joseph  D. 
Dennis.    Milton   K. 
Derlin,  Howard  W. 


Flnley.  Miles  R-.  Jr. 
Flte.  Wallace  A. 
Flanagan,  George 
Flath,  Robert  N. 
Flessner.  Conrad  J. 
Flultt,  William  S. 
Flynn,  Bot>ert  D. 
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Hall,  Perry 
Hall.  WlUlam  S. 
Hallett,  Burton  C. 
Hancock,  Alex  F. 
Hanley,  Robert  T. 
Hann,  Edward  N. 
nannon,  Edward  J.,  Jr. 


FDgarty,  WiUlam  K. 

Fold.  Bernard  O. 

Foley,  WUlUm  J.,  Jr. 

Ford,  Arlo 

Ford,  George  E. 

Forman,  Bichard  K. 

Forrest,  Harold  M. 

Fowden.  Wilbur  M.,  Jr.  Hannon,  Paul  O. 

Fox.  Elmer  U  Hansen.  Robert  L. 

Frady.  Rayonnd  A.     Hanson.  Ralpta  M. 

Francis,  Arthur  B.         Hardcastle.  WilUam  H., 

Franger.  Marvin  J.         jr. 

Frank.  FTed  W..  Jr.      Harlan.  George  If. 

Franklin.  Jesse  W.,  Jr.  Hamlsb,  William  If. 

Frazier,  Sdmond  F.      Harper.  George,  Jr. 

Harper,  Marvin  B. 

Harriman,  Russell  G. 

Harris,  Ernest  C.  Jr. 


Freeman.  Daniel  H. 
Frencb.  Donald  R. 
Fret  well.  Uncas  L. 
PYey,  Saleem  D. 
FroBcher.  Clarence  T. 
Frossard.  Clarence  F. 
Fuller,  Charles  R. 
Fuller,  George  H. 
Fuller,  William  E. 
Gage,  Rex  A. 
Gaines.  Robert  Y. 
Gallemore,  Boy  H. 
Gallon,  Roy  P. 
Galvanl,  Amedeo  H. 
Gano,  John  H. 
Gardner,  Ned  A. 
Garretty,  Ned  A. 
Garriott,  Richard  R. 
Gastrock,  Martin  D. 


Harris,  Floyd  L. 
Hart,  Ralph  W.,  Jr. 
Hart,  Richard  H. 
Hartin.  Frank  R. 
HatcbeU.  Edward  G. 
Havu.  Arne  W. 
Hawkins.  Gordon  S. 
Hawthorne.  Robert  E. 
Haynie,  John  C,  Jr.  * 
Hayward,  Albert  W. 
Heady,  Richard  S. 
Hearrell,  Frank  C,  Jr. 
Reldel,  Carl  C. 
Heishman,  Jack  C. 
Helm,  Donald  F. 
Helme,  Charles  P.,  Jr. 


Gates,  Chester  W..  Jr.  Helms,  Daniel  G. 


Gates,  Marshall  J. 

Gates.  Robert  L. 

Gaw,  Benjamin  D. 

Gelse,  Emory  C. 

George.  John  B. 

Glblln,  Robert  B. 

Gibson,  Freal  J. 

Gibson,  James  C. 

Gierlsch,  Jack  K. 

Glffln,   Ray  K. 

Gill,  Ronald  B. 

GilUssle.  John  G. 

Olllock,  Robert  H. 
Gilpin,  Harold  J. 
Girault.  Norton  R, 
Glenn,  Stuart  V. 
Gockel,  Bernard  N. 
Goetter,  Ralph  P. 
Golden,  William  A., 
Gonzalez,  Rene  E. 
Goode,  William  M. 
Gordon,  Donald 
Gould,  Joseph  E. 
Oover,  Walter  R. 
Grant,  Merle  A. 
Graves,  Harry  S. 
Gray,  Hugh  M. 
Gray,  Theodore  R. 
Greeley,  George  R. 
Greene,  Vincent  M. 


Helsel,  Kenneth  D. 

Henderson,  WilJiam  f . 

Herlder,  George  L. 

Hershey,  Merle  M. 

Heselton,  Leslie  R.,  Jr. 

Hess,  Ernest  B. 

Heyworth.   Lawrence. 
Jr. 

Hlbben,  Carl  B. 

Hubert,  Ray  A. 

Hill,  Fred  C. 

Hill,  James  F. 

Hill,  WllUam  O. 

Hills,  Hollis  H. 

Hine,  Thomas  L. 

Hitchcock,  Edwin  N., 
Jr. 

Hobbs,  William  I. 
'''"•Hcffman,  Robert  C. 

Hoflfman,  Robert  G. 

Holcomb,  Fred  W..  Jr. 

Holcpmb,  John  K. 

Hon,  Trygve  A. 

Hollands  worth,  Her- 
bert C. 

;    Holley,  Edward  B., 
Jr. 
Hollinshead,  Charles 
W.,  Jr. 


Greer,  Richard  D.,  Jr.  Holloway,  James  L. 

3d 

Hollowell,  Frank  W., 

Jr. 
Holmes,  Etavid  C. 
Holmquist,  Carl  O. 
Hoof,  Wayne 


Gribble.  William  W. 

Griffln,  Edwin  C. 

Griffith.  John  T. 

Griggs.  John  B.,  3d 

Griswold,  James  A. 

Grkovlc,  George 

Grossetta,  Warren  A.,  Hoot,  Willard  D. 


Jr 
Guhl.  Eldon  L. 
Gullett,  John  H. 
Gulmon,  Robert  H. 
Guy,  James  W. 
Kaas,  Paul.  Jr. 
Haase.  Richard  A. 
Hackett.  Bernard  E. 
Hadley,  Stephen  V. 
Hagan,  Joseph  F. 
Haggerton,  Robert  J. 
Haines,  Joseph  E. 
Halsten,  Homer  H, 
Haley.  Richard  I. 

Hall,  Alvin  W..  Jr. 
Hall,  George  A. 


Hoover,  George  W. 
Horrall.  Eugene  F. 
Horton,  William  R.,  Jr. 
Hosklns,  Floyd  E. 
Hoekins,  Ralph  E. 
House,  James  O.,  Jr. 
Howe,  George  B. 
Howe.  Richard  P. 
Howerton,  Wilfred  M. 
Huber,  Harvard  C. 
Hudson,  Jack  G. 
Hudson,  William  O.,  2d 
Jr.Huey.  Robert  N. 
Huff,   WllUam  H. 

Huggard.  John  J. 
Hughes,  John  D. 


Humphrey,  William  S.,  Kurtz.  Lawrence  A. 
Jr.  Labyak.  Robert  W. 

Hunt.  Daniel,  Jr.  Lackey,  Dalton  E. 

Hunt,  John  E.    ^  Lacy,  Paul  L.,  Jr. 

Hurst,  Thomas  C,  3d   Ladley,  Herbert  V. 
Hussong,   William   J.,  Laliberte,  Joseph  H. 


Jr 

Hutto,  John  P. 
Hydinger,  Marlin  C 
Imus,  lYavis  L. 
Ischinger.  Eric,  Jr. 
Israel,  Robert  M.. 
Iverson,  Willard  M 


Laliberte.  William 
Lamar.  WllUam.  W..  Jr. 
LaMarre.  Allen  W. 
Lammi,  Weikko   S. 
Land.   Jay   W. 
Lang,  Harold  F. 
Lanier,  Samuel  L. 


Jackman,  Lawrence  S.LaPlant,  Lloyd  P. 


Jackson,  Erwin  S. 
Jackson,  Maurice  B. 
Jackson,  Robert  W. 
Jaep,  Charles  H.,  3d 
Jamagin,  Roy  B. 
Jeffords,  Joseph  D. 
Jenkins,  William  E. 
Jennings.  Douglas  H 
Jennings 
Jr. 


Laplante,  WilUam  J. 
Larsen,   Frank 
Larson,  Wesley  L. 
Lasater,  Allen  N. 
Lassell,  Donald  L. 
Laurie,  Robert  G. 
Lavrakas.  Lefteris 
— -    Law,  Francis  E. 
Pender    L.,Law,  John  T. 

Law.  Richard  R. 


Jensen.  Christian  T.     Lawson.   Dunbar 
Jernigan,    William    A.,La2enby.  Richard  D 

Jr-  Leavitt.  Guy  C. 

Johnson,   Bjrendt   E.,Lee,  Cyrus  S. 


Jr. 

Johnson,  Charles  W. 
Johnson,  Clarence  E 
Johnson,  Dwight  F. 
Johnson,  Earl  B. 
Johnson,  James  M. 
Johnston,  Juel  D. 
Johnston,  Robert  B. 


Lee.  Jesse  E 
Leehey.  Patrick 
Lees.   James  S. 
Lemaster.   Caleb   M. 
Lennon,  Bernard  C. 
Lewandowski,   Stanley 
J.  ^ 

Lindstrom.  Kenith  V. 


Jonassen,  Anthony  O.    Littmann,  George  C. 


Jones,  David  M. 
Jones,  Donald  R 
Jones,  Francis  R 
Jones,  Jack  B. 
Jones,  James  A. 
Jones,  Marvin  D. 


Livingston.   Fred   J. 
Lloyd.  Frederic  M.,  3<1 
Lobdell.  John   H. 
Logan,   Robert   C. 
Lorch.  Jacque  \V. 
Lovington,  Joseph  A. 


Jones,  Thomas  C,  Jr.    Lowry,  Allen  W. 
Jones,  Walter  W.,  Jr.     Luberda.  William  S 


Julllen,  Louis  iH, 
Justiss,  "C"  "Y" 
Justus,  Fowler  H. 
Karcher,  Daniel  M. 
Karl,  Robert  D. 
Kassell,  Bernard  M. 
Kauffman,  Hal  A. 
Kay.  Buryl  C. 
Keed^,  "C"  "L",  Jr. 
Keller,  Harry  B. 
Keller,  William  K. 
Kelley,  George  A.,  Jr 
Kelly,  Daan  E. 
Kelly,  Marlon  C. 
Kelly,  Thomas  J. 
Kemp,  Robert  R. 
Kemper.  George  \E. 
Kenney,  Edward  F. 
Kent,  George  L. 
Kern,  Donald  H. 
Kerr,  Edward  E. 
Kessler,  Horton  C. 
KIdd.  Frederick  C 


Luke.  Raymond  W. 
Lumpkin.   Pickett 
Lyberg.  Robert   N. 
MacDonald,  Philip  N. 
MacGovern  Robert  N. 
Mackey,  Wendell   C. 
Madson,  Richard  O. 
Magie.  Albert  H.,  Jr. 
Maher,  David  B. 
Malley,  Francis  E. 
Manby.  WilUam  J  .  Jr. 
Manning.   James   H. 
Mansard.    Robert    E. 
Margetts.  Richard  K 
Marquart.  PhiUip  Q. 
Marsden.  Roy  E. 
Marshall.  Walter  L. 
Martin,  James  N. 
Martin,  Neal.  Jr. 
Marvel.  Robert 
Marx.  Theodore  P 
Mathis,  Kenneth   J. 
Maxwell,  George  T.     . 


KilUngsworth,  Samuel  May.   Allan   E 

B.                                        Mayer.  Nicolas  J. 
King,  Chauncey  B.,  Jr.  Mazurkiewicz,       Clar 
Kinsella,  James  J.  " " 


Kirkland,  William 

Jr. 
Kisner,  Homer  L. 
Klstler,  John  M. 
Klein.  Walter  C. 
Knight,  Denman  W. 
Knight,  Louis  F. 
Knight,  Olyce  T. 
Knowles,  Lloyd  C. 
Koch,  George  P. 
Kolakowski,  Roman 
Kona,  Steve  G. 
Kotsch,  William  J. 
Kreltzer,  WUHam  R. 
Kubel,  Howard  L. 


ence  F. 
,McBrler,  James  W. 
McCain.   Audley  H. 
McCants,    Thomas    R. 
McCauley.    Brian 
McCauley.  Charles  N. 
McCauley,  John  C,  Jr. 
McClaugherty,      HarrJ 

c. 

McClellan,  Thomas  R. 
McClendon,  William  R. 
McClure,  Huston  B. 
McCoIlum,  John  C,  Jr, 
McConnell,  Robert  M , 
Jr. 


McCord,  Walter  D.,  Jr. 
Kunhardt.  Robert  M.  McCormick,  James  B. 
Kuntze.  Archie  C.        McCrerey,  Homer  A. 


McCuddln.  Leo  B. 
McCuUey,  WiUiam  M., 
Jr. 

McDougal,    Clifford    A. 
McEwan,  Archibald  J. 
McGann,  Patrick  H. 
McGinnls,  George  P. 
McGinnis,   Paul   H. 
McGregor.  Ronald  K. 
McKellar,  Robert   M. 
McKenzie,     James    R., 

Jr. 
McKinney.   Grange  B. 
McLeod.  Don  E. 
McLeod.  Norman  W. 
McLinn.   Frank   M. 
McMahon.  John  L  .  Jr 
McManus.  Philip  S. 
McNally.   Irvln   L. 
McNamara,  Paul   E. 
McQuilkln.  William  R. 
McTighe.   John   A 
McWhorter.   Hamilton 

3d 
Meacher.  Leo 
Medbury.  Arnold  H. 
M?dick,  G'enn  A 
Meehan,  James  W. 
Meehan.   John    B. 
Megrew.  Harold  R. 
Meigs.  Joseph  V  .  Jr 
Menard.  Ix5uls  A  .  Jr. 
Merntt.  Clinton  J. 
Metzger.  John  K. 
Metzger.  Lewis  W  .  3d 
Met?ger.  Robert  M. 
Meyer,  Edgar  R. 
Meyer.  Francis  A. 
Meyer,  George  R. 
Michel.  Glenn  C. 
Miicich.  Kmil 
Miller.  Anthony  J. 
Millar.  CharlesA 
Miller.  Clarence  K. 
Miller.  D  jnald  A. 
Miller,  Edward  C. 
Miller.  Frank  E, 
Miller,  John  F, 
Miller,  Luther  R. 
Miller,  Stewart  C, 
Miller,  Stunrt  R 
Miller,  William  T, 
Miller,  William  J 
Mills.  Alvah  V  ,  Jr, 
Mills, Lee  G. 
Mink.  Robert  O 
Minor.  Warner  M 
.Mitchell.  Forre-st  R. 
.Mitchell.  John  C. 
Mitteiimaicr.  Ernest 

P. 
Mix.  Arthur  E 
Mize.  Wilton  S, 
Moeller.  Alonzo  R. 
Mongogna.  Josepn  B. 
M'Kire.  Howard  S. 
Moore.  Larry  D 
Moore.  Michael  U. 
Moore.  Sam  H. 
Moore.  Willard  H. 
Moran.  George  R, 
Morelock,  Jerry  P,  B, 
Morin,  George  P. 
Moring.  Joe  R. 
M<5rrls,  Kyle  H 
Morton.  Samuel  L. 
Mott.  Albert  W. 
Moulton.  Bernard  W. 
Moyer,  Robert  L. 
Movers,  Frederick  C. 
Mueller.  Gregg 

Mundy,  Kenneth  A. 
Murpliy.  John  W. 
Murphy,  Robert  J. 
Murray,  Arthur  H.,  Jr 
Myers.  Harold  E, 

Napier.  Charles  E. 
Naumann.  Carlton  P. 
Naylor,  Jesse  A. 


Neff,  John  L.         ^ 
Nelson,  Hugh  M.  ^ 
Nelson,  Nels  J. 
Nemeth,  Stephen  J. 
Nesbltt,  John  W. 
Nester,  Robert  O. 
Newland,  John  W.,  Jr. 
Newlon.  Arthur  W. 
Newman,  Hubert  P. 
Newton,  Arthur  G. 
Ney.  Robert  J. 
Nichols,  John  L. 
Nicholson,  Arthur  D. 
NIebuhr.  Elmer  E. 
Nifong.  Jame!"  M. 
Nolan.  John  J. 
Nordquist.  Arthur  W. 
Nuttall.  John  L,,  Jr. 
Obert.  Orion  J. 
O'Brien,  James  M. 
OBrien.  John  J. 
OConnell.  Daniel  J. 
.O'Connor.  RemI  C 
OPlaherty,  RodorIc  L. 
Ogden,  Myron  L. 
Oleicsy.  John  T. 
Oliver.  James  D  .  Jr 
Omohundro.  Frank  P. 
O  Neill.  Martin  Q. 
Onofrlo.  Michael  J. 
Osborne.  Bascome  K. 
Os.heim.  Oscar 
Otiomeyer.  Wallace  J. 
Pace.  Joseph  J. 
Padget,  Paul  E. 
Patje.  Horace  C. 
Paradiso.  John 
Pardee.  William  M. 
Panseau.  Joseph  A. 
Paskoskl.  Joseph  J. 
Peck.  John  R 
Peer.  Raymond  B. 
Pelley.  Everett  H, 
Ppndergrart.  Vertion 
L, 

Pendleton.  Charles  A 
Jr. 

Perce.  Earle  B. 

Perrin.  George  W 

Peterson,  Robert  F. 

Peterson.  Robert  M, 

Phelps,        Richardson, 
J.- 

Phillips,  Glenn  B, 

Phipps.  Richard  W, 

Pickering.  Herbert  W. 

Pif-kles.  Ralph  N. 

Piikingion.  Marirus 

PiHer.  Marcel  N. 

Pir,e,  Robert  E. 

Pittman,  Milan  L 

Polk,  Jack  O, 

Pollow,  Charles  H. 

Pomatti,  Arthur  p. 

Popko.  Sigmund 

Porter,  John  E.  Jr. 

Potter,  Edward  H, 

Prager.  Morton  A. 

Prat  her.  Hubert  P. 

Prescott.  Elmer  L. 
Prldonoff.  Ei;gen« 
Pruski.  Leonard 
Pump.  Fred  W. 
Purcell.  Jones  W. 
Puryear.  Wilson  O. 
Pyne.  George  C. 
Qulllin.  James  C. 
Radcliffe.  Jessie  H. 
Rains.  Bncil  E. 
Ramsey.   John   W. 
Ramsey.  Marvin  L. 
Randall.  John  H. 
Rapp,  Lawrence  B. 
Rapp.  William  T. 
Rash,  Looie  W. 
Rasmussen.    Albert    I>. 
Rathbun.  Leon  H.,  Jr. 
Rawls,  Hollis  C,  Jr. 
Rawls.  Julian  K. 


Jr. 


Jr. 


Jr. 


19. 


i-^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


16227 


Ray.  Prentis  R. 
Raynor,  Leon  T. 
Reck,    Floyd   F. 
Reding,  Willis  B. 


Shaw.  Frank  J. 
Shepard,   Tazewell  T., 

Jr. 
Shepherd.  John  T. 
Redmond,  Richard  GSheppard,  Charles  P. 


Redwine,  W.  J 
Reed.  RoUIn  M. 
Reed,  Roy  E. 
Rees,  Joseph  R. 
Reeves.  Roy  S. 
Regan.  Robert  P. 
Reh.  Frank  J. 
Rehnberg.  Kay  P. 
Relgher.  Joseph  M. 
Reinhardt.  William  C 
Rhodes,  Raleigh  E. 
Rhodes.  Thomas  W. 
Riblett,  William  R. 
Rice.  Dixon  B. 
Rice.  Eugene  J. 
Rich.   Charles  W, 
Richards.  John  M 
Riddle.  Meredith  C. 
Ries.  Herbert  H. 
P.lngeiiberg, 

W 
Rivers.  'Winiam  J, 
R'iacli.  Walter.  Jr. 
Roberts,  Perry 
Roble.  Edgar  A. 
Robinson.  Leonard 
Robinson,  Oscar  E 
Robinson,    Samuel    J 

Jr. 
Robinson.  Wayne  D. 
Roblson,    Charles    D 

Jr. 
R(jdenburg,  Eugene  B 
RO.S.S.  Donald  K, 
Rossell.  Robert   H. 
Rourke.  Robert  A. 
Rowell.  Ira  M  .  Jr. 
Ruffln,  Chester  E. 
Rui7.  Charles  K. 
Runion.  Dallas  B 
Rus.sell.  Kenneth  M. 
Russell.  Thomas  E. 
Rustm.  John  I. 
Rutledge.  John  R 
Ryan,  John  W.,  Jr. 
S«haJ.  Joseph 
S.ilk.jwski.   WiUian*  F 
Sammons.  Robert  J. 


Shepple.  Byron  G. 
Shlffer,  Kenneth  P. 
Shirley,  James  A, 
Shlvely.  Howard  B. 
Shoemaker.  James  M. 
Shor,  Samuel  W.  W. 
Short.  James  W. 
JrShortall.  James  E 
Shouldice.  Darcy  V. 
Shriber.  Roy  C 
Shultz.  John  W,.  Jr. 
Shuttleworth,    W.    G., 

Jr. 
Sib<jld.   Arthur   P.   Jr. 
Slmdars.  Paul  H 
Simmons.  Andrew  K. 
Simmons.  Glenn   E 
Simpson.  WiUlam  A. 
Sinclair.  Andrew  M. 
George Slran.  John  M. 
Ska  hill.  John  J. 
Skjei,  Sidney  M 
Sltx^um.    Wmrield     S., 

3d 
Slone,  WiUlam  J. 


Smith, 

FeiUcjn  F  ,  Jr. 

Smith 

Frederick  W. 

Smith. 

Kenneth  D. 

Smith 

Lawrence  M 

Smiih, 

Leonard      G 

Jr. 

Smith 

Norman  A. 

Smith. 

Robert  G, 

Smith 

Russel  D 

Smith 

Walter  F 

Smith, 

William  C 

Smithey,  Talmadge  A. 
Smith.son,  Garnet  M. 
Snj'der,  Gordon  .A, 
SoUenberyer,      Harcld 

D, 
Sorenson.  Norman  L. 
Souza.  Philip  E. 
Spencer,  Howard  J. 
Splelman,  James  S. 
Spreen.  Roger  E. 
Stack    Martin  J. 
Stafford,  Jame.'!  S 


Sampson.  Courtney  H.Staley.  David  L  .  Jr. 

Staley,  Donald  C. 
Stanczyk,  Stanley  L. 
Stanley.  David  S. 
Stark.  Robert  E, 
Stastny.  Charles  E, 
Stecher.  Robert   W. 
Steffen.  Ernest  W  .  Jr. 
Stephens.  Jerrel  D. 


Sanders.  Charles 
Sanders.  Charles  C. 
S.inders.  Kenneth  T. 
Sanders,  Lewis  B. 
Sands.  James  F. 
Sands.  Pierre  N. 
Santtl.  Carl 
Sapp,  Clyde  C. 


Sappington.  Merrill  H  Stephens.  Walter 


Sterrett.  E>avid  S. 
Stevens.  Jean  B. 
Stewart,  Charles  M 
Richardson  W.Stewart.    Jamie    •"B" 


Savlo.  Frank  H. 
Sawula,  John 
Saxton.  Charles  E 
Sayler 
Scales.  Harrell  H. 
Schelbeler.  Otis  L. 
Scherer,  Lee  R.,  Jr, 
Schick,  Joseph  M. 
Schimmelpfennig, 

Walter 
Schmalfeldt.  'Victor 
Schmidt,  Harry  E. 
Schroeder,  William 
Schubert,  WllUam 
Schweitzer.  Vance  A 
Scott.  David  A. 
Scott.  Ivan  J. 
Sedwick,  John  W. 
Selby.  Robert  S. 
Sell.  Leslie  H. 
Selmer.  Robert  J. 


Stewart.  WilUam  G. 
Stiling.  David  F, 
Stlmac.  Naden  F  J. 
Storey.  SUnford  E 
Stough.  Den  H,,  Jr. 
Stowers.  William  C. 
,  Strawhorn.  Harold 
Strayer,  Louis  M. 
Strelow,  Reuben  E. 
Strickland,  Guy  R. 
Strohl.  Mitchell  P. 
Strong,   Hope.  Jr. 
Struble,  Arthur  D,,  Jr. 
Stuart,  Robert  M, 
Suggs,  Charles  L. 
Suggs.  Emmett  C. 
Sullivan.  Arthur  D. 
Sullivan,  Clifford  W. 


Semanskl.  Stanley  A. 

bencenbaugh,   Donald  Sullivan,  John  P. 

W.  Sullivan,  Joseph  B. 

Sestak,  Joseph  A.  Sullivan.  Kenneth  M. 

Sharp,  Harry  G.,  Jr.     Sumrall,  Elton  L. 


Sutton,  James  C,  Jr. 
Bwain,  Ted  N. 

Sweeney,  John  M. 

Swope,  James  8. 

Symons,  Floyd  M. 

Tabellng,  Roy  H.,  Jr. 

Talbert,  Cornelius  H. 

Taliaferro,  Philip  B. 

Tate,  Albert  O. 

Taylor,  Clarence  M. 

Taylor,  Donald  C. 

Taylor.  Robert  E. 

Tazewell,  John  P. 

Tefft,  John  E. 

Templeton,  Orion  A. 

Tervo.  Aarne   J. 

Therrlen.  Leo  E. 

Thielges.  Bernard  A. 

Thorn,  John  L. 

Thomas,  John  M. 

Thomas.  Mlllred   W. 

Thomas.   Sylvester  A. 

Thompson.  Bert  A. 

Thompson.  John  G. 

Thompson.  Lewis  E, 

Thompson.   Norman 

Thorne.  Cecil  R. 

Thorne.  Fred  H, 

Thueson.  Theodore  S. 

Thurmon.  Norman  E 

Tickle.  Paul  A. 

Tidwell.  Charie.«;  C    Jr 

Todd.  James  H. 

Tolerton.  Ravmond  C, 
Jr. 

Toileson.  Robert  T. 

Ttxif.  Robert  B. 

T<xjhey.  William  P. 

Tixan.  Buster  E. 

Torrey.  Julian  A. 

Torry.  John  A,  H..  Jr. 

Trapani.  Peter  G, 

Traylor.  James  T.  Jr 

Trexler.  Burton  R. 

Trittipo.  Ivan  L. 

Trohanov.  OrvlUe  W, 

Tuggle.  Charles  M  .  Jr. 

Turner.  Henry  C. 

Turner.  Humphrey  L. 

Turner.  Russell 

Turner.  Thomas  A. 

Turnipseed.  Truman 
E. 

Tuttle.  Louis  K..  Jr. 

L'mbarger.  Bernard  S. 

Valencia.   Eugene  A. 

Vallandlgham.   Wil- 
liam W. 

Vanaman.  Herbert  H. 

VanNess.  Harper  E,.  Jr. 

Vescovl.    Amerlco   J. 

Vlegelmann.  Adolph 

■V'itucci,  Vito  L. 

Volonte.  Joseph  E. 

Vroom.  Jacques  E. 

Waggener.  Arthur  R. 

Wagner,  Dennis  A. 

Wagner.  Erwin  J. 

Waldman,    Allseri    C, 
Jr. 

Walkley.  Charles  U. 

Walker.  Delmar.  Jr. 

Walker.  Lewis  W.,  Jr. 

Wall.  Charles  B,,  Jr. 

Wall.  Maurice  E. 

Wallace,  Kenneth  C. 

Wallace,  Wilfred  G. 

Walton.  Donald  F. 

Waltrip,  F\irman  D. 

Ward.  James  R. 

Warner,  Robert  E. 

Wasco,  Michael  F. 

Waters,  Nathan  F. 

Watklns,  Nelson  J. 

Watklns.  Robert  J. 

Watklns,  Walter  R. 

Watson,  Richard 

Watson.  Samuel  E. 

Webb,  Boyce  S. 


Webb.  Charles  D. 
Webster,    William    S.. 

Jr. 
Weed,  Sydney  R. 
Weeks,  John  M. 
Weldon,  Harry  V. 
Welling,  Conrad  G. 
Wentz,  Charles  A. 
Wesolowski,  John  M. 
Wessinger,  Hall  B. 
West,  Horace  B. 
Westrup,   Warren  E. 
Wharton,  Claude  A., 

Jr. 
Wheatley.  Bacil  C. 
Wheatley.  John  P. 
Wheeler.  Robert   E. 
Whisler,  George  H..  Jr. 
White.  Gerald  T. 
White.  Richard  S.,  3d 
White.  Roy  C. 
Whiteaker.  James  G. 
Whitlow,  Thomas  J. 
Wllburn,    William    C, 

Jr. 
Wlldfong.  Daniel  W. 
Williams,  Richard 
Willis,  Richard  W. 
Wills.  James  K, 
Wil&on.  Archer  W. 
V.'ilson,    Frederick    C, 

Jr. 
Wilson.  Walter  K, 
Winter.  Edward  J. 
Wissman.  Robert  G. 
Witmer.  Robert  M. 
Witting.  Maurice  E. 
Woodall.  Reuben  F. 
Woodside.  Robert  C. 
Wfxidson.  HaU'ord 
Woodward.   Horace  J. 
Woodward.  Lynn   F. 
Woodward.  Nelson  C. 
WoolUng.  Robert  F. 
Wright.  Robert  C.  Jr. 
Wright.  Wayne  G, 
Wunderlich.  John  F. 
Wyatt,  Micajah  R, 
Wynkoop.  David  P. 
Yarnell.  Lawrence  R 
Yerger.  Maury  F,.  Jr. 
York.  Thomas  H. 
Young.  Felix  G..  Jr. 
Young,  Howard  S.,  Jr. 
Yutkus.  Julius  J. 
Yuzakewich,  Alfred  J. 
Zeigler.  Joseph  S. 
Zimerniann.  Richard 

G. 
Zoeller.  Robert  J. 
Zumwalt.  Elmo  R..  Jr. 
Achuff.   John   N. 
Ahman.   John   C. 
Aldent.  Charles   C, 
Alderman.  Loren  E. 
Aldrich,  Virgil  F. 
Alexander.  Clyde  E. 
Algeo.  John  K. 
AUbrltton.  Alton  S. 
Allen.  Harold  G. 
Anderson,  Robert  K. 
Annls,  Elliott  F. 
Avery.  Ellsworth  C. 
Ayres.   Bickings  T. 
Baczenskl,  Frank  J. 
Balrd,  Chester  S, 
Baird.  Ernest 
Baldwin.  Lucian  E. 
Barnard.   William   J. 
Barnes,  Arthur  W. 
Barrett,  Thomas  E. 
Bartsch,  Lauren  H. 
Bass.  Ralph  C. 
Baxter,  Ernest  W.,  Jr. 
Beadle,  Robert  H. 
Beers,  John 
Bemls,  William  D, 
Bendlnelll,  Donald  A. 
Bengel,  WllUam  G. 
Benham,  Wallace  E. 


Berdalle,  Louis  J, 
Bergmann,  John  F. 
Bergstad,  Ralph  H. 
Bertrand,  Raymond  A 
Blgger.s,  Charlie  C 
Bilderback.  Arthur  H 
BUlig,  August  B. 
Blrchmlre.  Thomas  H 
Bird,  Leroy  A. 
Blackmore.  William  P 
Bloom.  Eugene  J. 
Bonsack.  WUIianr  H. 
Bosselet.  Alfred  J. 
Boucher.  Ausborn  L, 
Bowers.  Allen  G. 
Bowman.  CUngmon  E 
Bramlett.  Otho  L. 
Braun.  John  O. 
Brewer,  Charles  E, 
Brldwell.  Paul  W. 
Briscoe,  Carlton  F. 
Brown.  Albert  W. 
Brown.  Harold  C. 
Brown.  John  L. 
Brown.  Reginald  O. 
Brubaker.  Claude  C. 
Buday.  John 
Buell.  Clement   A. 
Buffington.  Jack  H. 
Bunting.    Arthur    W., 
Jr. 

Burr,  James  K. 
Burton.  James  B. 
Busby.  Henry  R. 
Bush,  WllUam  E, 
Bushong,  Clyde  J. 
Butler.  Henry  L. 
But  tier.  John  F. 
Byers.  Elmer  G,,  Jr. 
Byron.    Walter 
Cadaret.  Albert  J. 
Carlson,  Carl  F. 
Carlson.  Carl  A..  Jr. 
Carmody.  Edward  A. 
Carter.  Delmar  W. 
Carter.  Harold   G. 
Cartwright,       Morgan 

R  .  Jr. 
Chastain.  Reagen  T. 
Chern,  John  R. 
Clark.  Cullen  C. 
Clark.  Samuel  E. 
Coates,  Ernest  R. 
Collier.  Charles  L. 
Collier.  Leland  H. 
Collins.    PhUlip    E. 
Collins.  W'ilson^L. 
Conley,  Loy  A. 
Conser.  Charles  S, 
Cooley.  Wayne  D. 
Corbett,  William  C. 
Cork.  Richard  "M" 
Corkins.  Charles  W. 
Cox.  George  E, 
Crain.  Leonard  H. 
Crain,  Robert  F. 
Cravens.  Eugene  D. 
Crews.  Ellis   P. 
Cudney.  Ellis  J. 
Custance,  Elmer  L. 
Dallendorfer,    Andrew 

J. 
Darcy.  John  J. 
Darrah.  Frank 
Davidson,  Donald  K. 
Davidson,  Thurman 
Davis,  Eugene  R, 
Davis,  Howard  M, 
Davis,   Robert   R. 
Davis.  WllUam  L,, 

102182 
Davis,  WlUiam  L., 

113111 
Dawson,  John  E. 
DeBlanc.   Ernest   C. 
DeForest,  Don  C. 

DeJarnatt,  Dallas  K, 
Dickinson,  Russell  C 
Dicks,  Trlbble  J. 
Dill,  Mason  H. 


Dobis,  Edward  S. 
Dodson,  Paul  W. 
Dowdy,  Thomas  L. 
Dower,  Victor  H. 
Drain,  Orvllle  D. 
Drott,  William  L. 
Dukelow.  Clarence  W. 
Dukes,  Jesse  M. 
Dunn,  Harvey  G. 
•  Eaton,  Charles  R. 
Eddy,  Joseph  C,  Jr. 
Edge  worth,  Richard  L. 
Edsall,  Edgar  R. 
Edwards,  Berkeley  C. 
Edwards,  Raymond  E. 
Elder,  Roy  T. 
Engel,  Joseph  C. 
Epperly,  Virgil  L. 
Ernst.  Clyde  L. 
Eschmann,  Walter  H. 
Esders,  WUhelm  G. 
Evans,   Samuel  L. 
Farrar,  "J"  "C" 
Fauber,  Robert  S. 
Fields,  WilUam  L. 
Fisher,  Willie  C. 
Flynn.  John  P. 
Flynn,  Leo  A. 
Flynn,  Louis  E. 
■Forman,  Conrad  M. 
Foulks,  Ralph  E. 
Fournier,  Joseph  O.,  Jr. 
Fowlston,  John  J. 
FYazler,  Etwln  B. 
Fuller.  Joseph  D. 
Gabriel,  Harold  C. 
Gaines,  John  B. 
Galassi,  Francis  B. 
Garrett.  Dennis 
Geary.  John  J. 
Getzewich,  Julian 
Giacomelli,  Frank  J. 
Gilmore,  Joseph  c. 
Glndllng.  Howard  F. 
Glidden.  Harold  R. 
Golian.  Andrew,  Jr. 
Good,  Clarence  W. 
Gould,  James  R. 
Graves,  Rowlett  L. 
Gray.  Kenneth  E. 
Green.  Keith  A. 
Gregg.  James  H. 
Gregg.  Robert  A. 
Griffln,  Bruce  M. 
Griffln.  Raymond  H. 
Grimes,  Joe  W. 
Groebler,  George  A. 
Gustafson,  Karl  W. 
Gysl,  John  G. 
Hagler,  Frank  V. 
Haglund.  Russell  M. 
Hahn,  Vernon  M, 
Hall.  Marlin  L. 
Hall,  Vaness  F. 
Halpln,  John  B. 
Ham,  Jesse  W. 
Hammock.  William  R. 
Hansen,  Lilo  G. 
Hanson,  Reinold  H. 
Harman,  Julius  W. 
Harmond,  Dolan  A. 
Harrison,  John  M. 
Hart,  Bernlce  C. 
Hart,  Marvin 
Hartsell,  Harry  V..  Jr. 
Haskamp,  Alvin  J. 
Hastings,  Harold  E. 
Hawkins,  Joseph  K. 
Hayford,  Lyle  D. 
Healy,  Joe  M. 
Hearst,  Ray 
Heck,  Chester  W. 
Heft,  Norman  E. 
Heggie,  James  B. 
Heldenreicb,  Oeorge 
Heln,  John  A. 
Henderson,  James  W. 
Henderson,  Paul  E. 
Henderson,  Frank  J. 
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Hiefcey.  Cbeitcr  O. 
Htn.  UliBoot  c. 
Hizrra,  Dennis 
Bock.  Bcrxnan  K. 
Bamnan.  DocaM  O. 
Hctah.  Thcmas  J. 
Bovard,  Ifamis  If. 
Bowie.  James  IC. 
Bcyt,  Ijeraf  L. 
Hoettei.  RcT  KL 


MeCnaj.  WaUlo  J. 
Ifclntyre.  Prascis  H.. 
McKtzuicT.  MUIard  G. 
McLaren.  Dsvld  G. 
MrMIIUn.  DocaM  J. 
McBae.  Bol3«rt  D. 
IfcWauy,  Ernest  C. 
MelTin.  Fred  B. 
Ifessick.  Harry  J. 
Ifetz.  FranJc 
Miller.  Donald  L. 
Idler.  Boy 


Bamphreys,  Majxurd  ICsnexxum.  Fred  L. 


Bunter.  Murray  J. 
Burley.  Jack  CL 
Butts.  Jaunes  D. 
Jackson.  Herman  T. 
John.  Herman  F. 
Jobns.  Daniel  E. 
Johnscn.  Albert  M. 
Jobnsan.  Leroy  T. 


Mlnyard.  WUIlam  C. 
Mitchell,  Jobs  D^  Jr. 
BCtchell.  Uo7d  R. 
Mbr^n.  Daniel  B. 
Morgan.  Frederick  L. 
Morttz,  Jack  T. 
Morrts.  ArUiur  S. 
Morse.  Artnur  X. 
Moser.  Kenneth  L. 


Johnson.  Melreme  E.  Mounger,  Temple  B. 
Johnson.  Russell  C.      Mountain.  Wilbur  B. 


Jones.  Granrll  H- 
Jordan.  Paul  C. 
Jowdjr.  Albert  M. 
Julian.  Jfcd  N. 
Jiine.  Russell  Q. 
Kane.  Harry  F. 
Keefe.  Jonepb  F. 
Keesey.  Edward  R. 
Keiztir.  Btiest  T. 
Kelso.  Stanley  J. 
Kern  merer.  Carl  B. 
Kennon.  Randall  F. 
Keys.  Stuart  D. 
Kilbom.  Jessie 
King.  Charles  W. 
Kinney.  Vsn  M. 
Klrlnlcb.  Andrew 
Klsela.  Joseph 
Klvell.  Lloyd  M. 
Knight.  John  J. 
Kruttzfeldt 
B. 


MucUer.  Richard  K. 
Mun>bcy.  Ifrncst  B. 
Myers.  Arthur  B. 
Neal.  Frank  S. 
Near.  Jesse  L. 
Kelson.  Harry  T. 
Kelson.  Ivan  G. 
Nichols.   Robert  L. 
Noel.  James  J. 
Norwood.  Carro!!  H. 
Kowack.  Harry  F. 
Nuss.  Leo  T. 
CDonnell.  Joseph  P. 
Ollrer.  Allen 
Olllver.  George  R. 
Olson.  Harold  P. 
Grand,  Elden  D. 
O-Rellly,  Henry  F. 
Ozenberger,  Kmer  W., 
Jr. 
Herman  Palmer.  William  G. 
Pandzlk.  George  R. 


Kunz,  MelTln  M.  Parker.  Alvtn  D 

L.abo.  Howard  G.  Parr  a.   Edward  J. 

Lacy.  Leamond  F.  Parsons.  James  C. 

Lahmann,  Stephen  F.  Partis.  G«orge 
Langwortby,    Richard  Pawela.  Frank  J. 

W.  Peak.  Doyle 

Lawrence.  Oscar  O.       Perdok,  Michael 
Layne.  Charles  W.  Perecko,  Julius  J..  Jr. 

LeCompte,  James  W.   Peter»on.  Clarence  J. 
Lecompte,  Melville.      Peterson.  James  C. 


Leewe.  Milton  W. 
Lewis.  Aerlyn  M. 
Llechty,  Dave  A. 
Lindhjem.  Nell  H. 


Pettlt.  Hubert  H.  S, 
Philip.  Charles 
Phillips.  Boyce.  D. 
Phillips.  Joseph  J. 


Lindstrom.  Julien  E.  Pleper.  Walter  F. 

Linn.  Ray  8.  Pllson,  Louis  J. 

Llsenby.  Harry  C.  Pinch,  Jack  O. 

Lock.  Earl  W.  Plttam.  George  E. 

Lock-RTood.  David  S.  Pitts.  Clyde 
Logan,  William  C,  Jr. Poole.  James  S. 

Lubbock.  Clyde  O.  Porter,  Henry  L. 


Lyics,  Glenn 
Lynch.  Claude  L. 
Lynch.  George  M. 
Lynch,  John  I. 
Lyons.  Arthur  T. 
MacGUl,  Harry  L. 


Post.  Robert  W. 
Pound.  Robert  C. 
Powell.  Henry  O. 
Pratt.  Damon  J. 
Price,  Morris  C. 
Provln,  Lee  R. 


Machalinskl,  Alois  R.  Prue.  Grant  W. 


MacNell.  John  W. 
MahalTey.  Clarke  R. 
Malone.  Odie 
March.  Warren  T. 
Martin.  John  C. 
Mathys.  Harry  B. 


Purcell.  Jack  R. 
Quesenberry,    Mawyer 

V. 
Raab.  Paul  J. 
Ragsdale.  Charles  C. 
Ramsey,  Ira  B. 


Matthews.   Istbmael     Rath.  Robert  L. 


W. 


Raymond.    Henry    H., 

Jr. 
Reed.  Kenneth  L. 
Reese.  David  H. 
Reld.  James  E. 


Matthews,  Roy  J. 

Mayabb.  Virgil  M. 

McAnn.  James  L. 

McCabe.  James  E. 

McCarthy.  Walter  Lu     Reld.  Jewell  H. 

McCormlck,  Marvin  P.Rennert.  Paul  Z. 

McCown.  Walter  Richardson.  Curtis  M. 

McDonald.  Francis  O.  Riddle.  Gecrge^Z. 


RIggan.  Samuel  H. 
Riggs.  Hiram  A. 
Eightmeyer.  Harry  H. 
Ripley.  Ormel  F. 
Bitter,  Preston  R. 
Roberts.   Nelson   E. 
Robertson.  Thurmond 

EL 
'  Robinson.  James  W. 
Robinson.  Star  ley  J. 
Rocher,  Cliester  R. 
Rodgers.  Waiter  C. 
Roper.  Jasper  H. 
Roee.  Angus  W. 
Rosa.  Clarene«  B. 
Rest  ten.  Jack  C. 
Runyan.  Lester  E. 
Hunyon.  Donald  E. 
Sanders.  Clinton  F. 
Satterwhlte.  George^ 
Schafer.  Carl  J 
Scheffler.  Hubert  W. 
Schroedes.  Joseph  T 
Schmidt.  AjgusU::e  E 

Jr. 
Scholer.  Frederick  W. 
Schwahn.  Joseph   L. 
Scott,  Leonard  P. 
Scott.  Walter  E. 
Seene.  Jacob.  Jr. 
Shannon.  Robert  C. 
Shaver.  William  R. 
Sheller,  Lawrence  E. 
Shenton,  Thomas  L. 
Sherfey.  Samuel  W. 
Shields,  Charles  W. 
Shoemaker.  Kenneth 
Sills.  Joseph  R. 
SimervlUe.  Louts  R. 
Simpson,  Harold  M.. 

Jr. 
Sinclair.  Pierre  M. 
Skadowskl.  Karl  E. 
Skinner,  Walter  P. 
Skjaret.  Jalnier  H. 
Sledge.  Milton  C. 
Smathers.  Hilliard  C. 
Smith.  Boudlnot  L. 
Smith.  Julius  S. 
Smith.  Walter  C. 
Smith,  WUUam  H. 
Smlthson,  Albert  B. 
Smithwick.  Robert  W. 
Snay,  Charles  A. 
Sokulski.  Stanley  A. 
Sosnowsky.  Edward  L^ 
Sotak.  John  W. 
.Southland.  Johannes 
Epangler.  Clarence  M 
Spangler,  Kenneth  E. 
Spike.  Torrance  G. 
Spilker.  Harold  P. 
Spitzer.  Cecil  E. 
Sproule.  Alexander  A. 
St  anger.  John  R. 
Starck,  Louis  C. 
Stark.  Stanley  D. 
Steenman.  Oliver  F. 
Steffa.  Edward  D. 
Steler.  Elmer  B. 
Stephens,  James  M. 
Stephenson.  Joseph 

E. 
Stewart,  Erwln  R. 
Stimpert,  Harvey  A. 
St.  Pierre,  Francis  W. 
Strawhccker,  Lester 

O. 

iczDicAL  rosrs 
Adams.  Jesse  P.  Cfjopcr.  Henry  R. 

Atlclnson.  Thomas  E.. Courtney,  Marvin  D 

Jr.  Cionemiller,  Philip  O. 

Bachman,  Kenneth  P.deWUton.  Edward  L. 
Banks,  Lawrence  E.        Faaland.    Halvdaa    G. 
Beckman,  Edward  L.        K. 
Brooks,  Ralph  K.  Hill,  Howard  W. 

Capron.  Manley  J.,  Jr.Holloway.  Charles  K, 
Clare.  Ftank  B.  Jr. 


Sf.uiBer  Prink  M. 

Sumra:;.  He  well 

Sutberim.  Drnald  E. 

fiwLrL5.^n.  WA;-.er  H. 

Taibct.  MauT-.ce  P. 

Tarkcwslc;.  La-Brence 

Tate,  Thcma^  R. 

TeaTcTd.  HcTi.-i  C. 

Tei::n  P^ttt-.-'cI  C 

Thompscr..  Ui',-jri  J 

Xhompecr.    Lots*;:  E 

T^'-.tr.pacn    P.ilph  M 

Thcrr.'xr.   Rnber:  L. 

Th'^rp.  Da—c:  S 

Triorp«»    Thadd'-^? 

Tlrr.iTierTr.an    J'.hr.  T. 

TreadTei:    J^rr.^  L. 

Tr:n:b>   H.-s'.ri  S 

Trlplerr   Pranlir.  A. 

Tr-ie    Joh.-.  P. 

Turr.-r    .\r-:a  O 

TMrr.qurst    Gecrge       | 

T^irt    A'vir.  H 

Tvnda::   Lj-.her  L. 

U'hr    Chr_<!r:ar.  E 

Underwood   A:b*T*B, 
Jr 

VanB:b»>?r   Cr.a.-'«  E. 

VanO'/er    P.-j^-k?:! 

Va-jght    C.a'jdi''  P.. 

Vautrot    Jo«*ph  N 

VerTneersc  h    R^  r.  n  !^ 

VoKmar.    Lecr.ard  W. 

Waddell   Harry 

Wagner  Richard  O  E. 

Wagoner    Lecr.ard  H. 

Waacer.  Char.e?  H 

Wallace. -Job r.nv  L. 

Wallace    Mar*;-  H 

Walls.  -J  •  Herbe.-. 

Ward.  Raymond  E. 

Weaver    Hubert  A 

Webber.  George  W. 

Weber   Edi^ar  H. 

Weddle.  WUiiara  H. 

Weir.  Geor?e  T 

Wells,  George  B. 

Wells.  William 

Werner.  Leonard  H. 

West.  Waller  G. 

Westergaard.  Clar- 
ence W. 

White.  AInr.on  E. 

White.  Art:e  P 

Wiegand.  Rudolf  P. 

Wiirong.  Thomajs  L. 

WUlhoite,  Robert  B. 

Williams,  Andy  W. 

Williams.  Charles  A. 

Williams.  Frederick  E, 

Wililams,  Lorjs  D. 

Williams,  Pinckney 
M. 

Willis,  Harold  R. 

Wilson.  Edgar  L. 

Wilson.  James  C. 

Wmchell.  Albert  W. 

Wlngo,  Leonard  A. 

Wood.  Jesse  V. 

Wood.  Malcolm  L. 

Wood.  OUin  L. 

Woodliff.  Roy  A- 

Woody.  Myrrl  M. 

Wundram,  Horace  J. 

Young,  James  D  .  Jr. 

Ysung,  William  E. 

Zuehlke.  Arthur  R. 


Jcres    Edward  A. 
Kibler.  Robert  S 
May    .Vber.  L    Jr. 
M'rCabe.  J.fcn   P 

NetJt»rk.  WUliam   I. 
Ne-itor.     C'r-arles   B. 
Pal-T-er    J.nr.  P.  .  Jr. 
Pruet-    Carl  B 
P..::.i:scr.,  W„:.a!r.  C. 


November  30 

T.rxA    Charles  P  .  Jr. 
Smith    Bruce  H  .  Jr. 
Stalter.  Robert  A, 
SVjeciciem.  Herb«jrt  G. 
Stover.  John  H  .  Jr. 
Ta.-T    Oecrze  H  .  Jr. 
Wa-lcin^,  E>aie  B 
Wetzel   Fredericit  E. 
Wi.'.ei.iger.  Gerald  E. 


E!-  yi'LT    '-ORPS 

.*c:a:r.=    H^n.-r  T  .  Jr.  La.-.ders    Elnter  3 

A.>r.    .=  •  .a.-t  P..  Lane^.  Earl  V. 

A.'-ders',.-..    E^r*.-.e    P  Leedv.  Ralph  G 

Jr  I>e:del    OiOxr  V/  .  Jr. 

Arrr-B-rtnr    Ei.-l  P.  L*-srLs    J'.hn  M  .  Jr 

Bald-*:.'.     Fri-.i   .K  I.*-»:=    Wtlli.-igto.-j  H. 

Barter      Frir.cevio  VI  Linden.  Claren'-e  W. 


BA.-l;e.  EnMr.ett  O 
Ba.T.hard    Clrde  C. 
Bartcn     J   r.n    J 
B*isten     R-.ber-    C 
Bel>T    M.-h.':el    F. 
Br.-.-.a.n     J.*   T 
Br'^.in    Daniel  W 
B  irnett,     H,zi.'d 


Lind«^eT    RitLard  A. 
Lmic.  M-l'on  A. 
M^cDor^ld.   Albert   M. 
M.  i-  >.  Bernard   .V 
X  Mart.n.  Daniel  L. 
M'-K»nna.    Williarr.    J. 
McWiilian-.s,     W;.l;<tra 
W  ,      G     Jr 

M^le.  Hr.Tiard  »4. 


CiiOfjTizc    J.hn  J, 

Carrol!     Caude   I 

C'-lquh  .un    Jantes  D. 

Cooper   J.hn  W 

Corcoran     Janr.es    E 

Culver    Fred   C 

Daniels    P.  .y^e  L 

Di.n^rr.-re    Dale  D 

Drevf    ^=    Le»;^  E 

En-.r-.cir     Char.es   E 

F^rrell    Thon-.ii5   C. 

F;nal.iv.  Geor^-e  J 

Fillers     WoodTcrd    L  Rhoades.  Benjamin  A.. 

Foft'-^r    ry.-n-.ai  E.  Jr.      Jr 


Mo'-re    J'.hn  C. 
Jr  Morton    H.r/ery  L 

M'.rtcn    Franic  H  .  Jr. 
N>»sorr.e,    Robert    F., 

J.'.  I 

Kicics    Paul  B.       I 
N'-.-ntile   Water  O. 
Parr..sh.  Melv.n  O 
Peach    William  T.  3d 
Pr:nc«>    Carl  \ 
Rapp,  Harry  L. 
R^yne^.  James  E. 


Furfxangler.  Leo  E 
Garref    John  H     Jr. 
Gerhard*    Rf  bert  J 
Gilbert     William   O. 
G:  jl:    Vmren*.  P 
Greene    Daniei  W. 
Ores?    Fr^r.i  V. 
Grey    Ja.'r.«»s   E 
Gr:Sn    Gerald  L    2d 
Grim.^ley    Gele'^r 
GuelfT    Pic.Te  H. 
Halla    C'crge  F. 
Har.^  .r.    Frank  O. 


Rye    William   A 
.Sanders,  Joseph  E 
Sa:.ford.     Ed-Aard     A.. 

Jr 
Kchweizer    Earl  O. 
.Sharon.  H<  race  D. 
.Shawkey.  Arthur  A. 
.Sherer.  Ramon  A. 
Shirley,  Joseph  R. 
Sieck,  John  P. 
Sikes,  Thomas  J. 
Simmons.    Robert    C. 

Jr. 


Hsrdacre     Francis    W.  Slrginson.  Arthur  W. 


Hart    Robert  F 
Haskell    John  W. 
Hauz-    Ge   r^e  E 
Herrick     Eugene   G. 
Higeins    Si.T.eon  G. 
Hof,  John  W 


Smith.  Frank  W. 
Smith,  William  A. 
Stevens.  Lesier  !». 
Swint.  Bwin  O. 
Tolleson,  Carlos  L. 
Tol.son,  Walter  W. 


S. 

Horp^r    John  C. 
Hub^.na.  Michael 
Hughes.    Augustus 

Jr. 
Jark.  Ralph  H 
Johnson    Henry  R. 
Jone.s.  J'jseph  C. 
Jones    William  B 


Holtslander.     Herman  Wade.  John  W. 

Walker,  John  K. 

Warden,  John  L. 

Waters    George  C  ,  Jr. 
P  .Weatherson.  Frederick 
W, 

Wheeler,  LawTence  A. 

Whelan,  Robert  E. 

Whitaker.  Frank  A. 

Whltcher,  Lamar  D. 
Kasprzak.    Stephen    L.  White,  Ernest  C. 
Kaufman.  Sewell  T.      Whitener.  John  H 
Keefer   John  A.  Williams.    Douglas    O. 

Kerr    Algernon  H.  Jr  WU.son.  Robert  H 
Klofkorn.  Kenneth  R.Wol.'e.   George   M     Jr 
Knapp    M;-hael  J.         Wood.   Russell   K,.  Jr. 
Koeky    Walter   H.  Wright,  Jack  L. 

Kr.2    Joseph  A.  Yadon.    James    D. 

Krueger.  Henry  C.  Zivnuska,    Puibert    W. 

Lampshire,   Harvey   R. 


CHAPLAIN    CORPS 


Beukema    Iienr>-  J. 
Ford.  Edmund  J. 
Gendron.  Anthony  L. 
Helmich,  Ed»ard  C, 
Holilngsworth,  John 

E  .  3d 
Lmdquist.  Lcren  M. 


MacNeill.  Harold  A. 
Markley.  John  H. 
McManus.  Hugh  T. 
Noce,  William  S. 
Sassaman,  Roberts. 
Tubbs.  Joseph  J. 
W^iese.  Oliver  F.  I» 


1/!OOA 


^/^XT^T>T?CCT/^XT  AT    n-cr^r\T%T\ 
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crviL  ENCi 
Avers.  Bwing  L. 
Brown.  Woodrow  M. 
Callahan.  John  P. 
Cline,   Warren   P. 
Corn.    Harold    D. 
Da\is.  Wendell  G. 
Denman.  Justin  D. 
Ej^ps.  Robert  W. 
Foster    Edmund  R  .  Jr 
Gassctt.  Charles  M. 
German.  Joseph  W. 
Grubb.  Clarence  A. 
Hansche.  Prank  C  ,  Jr 
Hubson.  Haxiild  B. 
Ji.nes.  Jack  J. 
Ji.nes,  Joseph  V. 


NCEB    COSPS 

Lakos.  Eugene  A. 
Larson.  Lief  R. 
Laughliu.  Richard  A. 
Lewis.  Chester  A. 

Martinson.  Norman  L. 
Martiny,  Eugene  F. 
Masters,  Claude  D. 
McPhillips.  James  E. 
Meeks.  Arthur  F. 
Miller.   William  A. 
Nuckel,  John,  Jr. 
Pickett    Bryan  S. 
Pollock.  Jack  P. 
Trzyna.  Zbyszko  C. 
Underbill,  Edward  G. 
Young    Oran  W.  V. 


DiNTAL  roaps 

Blackwood.  Robert  M.  Phillips.  Robert  D. 

Curreri,  Rosolino  J.        ReiUy.  John  V. 

Hodman.  Warren  J  ,  Jr.  Rudolph,     Charles 

Hurka,  Joseph  S. 

Joseph.  Robert  L. 

Kaire?    .Anthony  K 

Mc-Gonnell.  Joseph  P. 

MKire    Edward  W. 

Oesterle,  Albert  R 

Peterson.  Richard  V. 


Schneider.  John  J. 
Scott.  Rilph  H   S. 
Stoopack  Jerome  C. 
Trick.  Wilbur  .A 
Walter,  Georce  W 
Willian-.s,  Robert  M. 


Jr, 


Ar.dersrn.  Chalmers 
Austin.  Paul  L. 
BarbcKo  Samuel  H. 
B.trunas.  George  A- 
B.  :id    Leslie  E 
Boston    Lester  E 
Brenner  Sidney  G. 
Br.^  ks    Roy   T. 
Bickner.  James  P 
Eurtiii.  Herman  H, 
Ciiartier    Armand  P. 
Chevrehls.  Francis  A. 
Collins.  Joseph  W. 
Ccmbs    Harry  W  .  Jr. 
C.x    Paul  R 
Daul.  .\rthur  P. 
Dreitle'.ri.  William  M 
D.:»e:    Btriiard  F. 
Eii^man,  Leon  P. 
Els-»sser    Leo  J. 
Fl'  yd   ThL'mas  M  .  Jr. 
Ft*»ces.  Conard  C 
traiictsco    Jcseph  E. 
Frk  ntls.  Irving 
G.  dberry.  Duight  L. 
Haas"    Edward  F. 
Hall.   Heyward   E. 
Henry    Robert  L. 
Hibdon,  Lawrence  E. 
K:.l   Stanley  E. 
Huber    Melvin  P. 
I  ert.   Lawrence   L. 
J'  hnson,  George  A.  I 
Ke.zur,      Marques      E 

Jr 
Keiley    J  >hn  E. 
Kent    Paul   R. 
l-iwix.n.  Clifford  R. 


MFDICAL     SEaviCr    CORPS 

L.  Lee.  Arve 

Lewis    Frederick  J  .  Jr. 
Lewi.'i    Ramon  C. 
Lewis.  Hoy  D. 
Lewis    William  C. 
Llnder    Harry  H 
Luckie    Robert  G. 
Maddox,   Edpar  J. 
Mann.  Charles  F. 
Millard    Matthew  J. 
Miller.  Denny  S. 
Mitchell.  Frank  J. 
Moss.  Vernon  T. 
Oley,  John   A. 
Pittser.  Clay  E. 
Price    Kenneth  L 
Pry  or.  Lawrence  B. 
Quigley    Charles  V. 
Roepke.  Fred  C. 
Rutter.  John  M. 
Sant    John 

Schweinturth,  Karl  E. 
Shea.  TTiomss  E  ,  Jr. 
Skow    Royce  K 
Smith    James  P. 
Staln-s.  George  S. 
Stevens.  Eugene 
Stovill.  Earnest   R. 
Taylor.  Andrew  A. 
Taylor    Hugh   M. 
Tidwell    Herman  B. 
Vas.T    Ralph  L 
West  brook.   Francis  L. 


White    Erwin  W 
Wilford.  Walter  H. 
V.'iUgrube,   Wayne 
Wilson,  Percy  C 
Witcofskl.  Louie  K. 


W. 


NTTRSE    COSPS 

-Mberta  S.  Moesser.  Maxine  M. 

Monahan    Dorothy  P. 
Nelson.  Gertrude  H. 
Quebbeman,      FYancls 


Eurk. 

Danyo    .^nna 
Dt.lll  ff,  Ellen  N, 
Dv   rak.  Gladys  E. 
Erickscn    Ruth  A 
Haley.   Marcaret  L. 
Lampp    Clara  L. 
L.*nee    EsteMe  K. 


Shavlfl  F'.CKemary 
Warner  Myrtle  M. 
Wilson.  Judy  N. 

For    tempoTary   promotion   in    the   NcimI 

LINK 

.  Jr.  Bagbey.  William  B. 

Balr,  James  K..  Jr. 

Bannon.   Marvin  L. 

Bartell.  Frederick  J. 
L.     Baumanc.  Henry  R. 

Beebe,  Henry  P. 

Belanger.  Henry  O. 


Adams.  George  M 
Allen.  Clifton  C. 
Allen    Harold  G. 
Allen.  Louis  W. 
Anderson.  Marvel 
Arthurs.  Richard 
Avila.  Frank  W. 
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Belmore.  Brainard  J. 
Bomberger,  George  K. 
Boyd,  Herschel  B. 
Brltt,  Gilbert  A. 
Bunch,  Walter  P. 
Burwell.  George  A. 
Bush.  George  B  .  Jr. 
Bushner.  Francis  X. 
Campbell,  Truman  F 
Chapman,  Cednc  L. 
Clark.  Thomas  F. 
Clarke.  Leo  C. 
Coletti,  Vincent  J.,  Jr. 
Collins.  Frank  T. 
Craddock    Felix  B 
Crawtord.  Robert  V. 
Crispx'll.  Albert  E  .  Jr. 
Cros.s.  James  J  .  Jr. 
Crowder.  William  T. 
Dallas.  .Allen  K 
Davis.  Arthur  C  .  Jr 
DeFav.    Theodore    G 

Jr, 
Downes.  Robert  S. 
Drake.  TTiomas  R. 
D>er.  William  W. 
Erw:n.  James  C 
Fagerland.    Robert    H 
Featherstone.   Charles 

M  .  Jr. 
Fellows    Fred  J 
Fe:us.  Stanley  W. 
Fey.   George   W 
Flelden.  Rot>ert  W 
Foster.  John  P. 
Garvin.  Daniel  T. 
Germain.  H   H 
Crore.  Charles  M 
Graham.  Allen  J. 
Haggard,  William  H  .  II 
Hammet.  Benjamin  F 
Hancock.  Stoddard  P. 
Hardenburg.  Henry  T. 
Hardey,  James  W. 
Harrison.  William  E. 
Henson.  John  G. 
Hirschrcld.  Henry  G. 
Hoffman.  E>euane  M. 
Hoik,  rimer  M 
Horn.  Revella  W. 
Hunnlcutt.  William  V 
Jones,  Clayton  D, 
Kastantin,  Julius 
Knechtel.  Alton  S. 
Ki.ipht.  Charles  M. 
Kruse,  William  C. 
KuEler.  Edwin  B 
Kuhn.  Martin.  Jr. 
Lacy,  John  C. 
Lassiter.  James  E 
Lawler,  Joseph  J. 
Lee.  Charles  L 
Leonard.  John  I 
Lichliter,  Leroy  L. 
Linear,  Ailon  B. 
Lovejoy.  Gordon  B. 
Lynn.  Kane  W. 
MacCormack.  Ewan  A. 
Madme.  Robert  W. 
Magee.  Fred  I. 
Manson,   Armand   G. 
Marten.  William  H. 
Martin.  Edward  B. 
llasterson.  Christopher 

R. 
McAvcy,  William  J 
McCoy.  George  W. 

SUPPLY 

Brcbston.  Walter  M. 
Dellman,  William  P. 
Fox,  Karl  G. 


McCullough.  Harry  R., 

Jr. 
Mcintosh.     Ellsworth 

L,  Jr. 
Mclntyre.  John  A. 
McLean    Coll  H 
Meade.  Edward  G 
Meehan.  Joseph  P  .  Jr. 
Menard,  Bronley  M. 
Meyer.  Anton  A. 
Mickle.  Francis  L. 
Mielke.  Revo  C. 
Milius.  Gay  E  .  Jr. 
Morray.  Joseph  P. 
Mcrteiisen    Ralph  H. 
Mueller   Gerald  J. 
Mueller.  Henry  V. 
Mullenix.  Martin  B. 
Mullins.  Kennedy  F. 
Mullnn.  Franklin  G. 
Munkasey.  Paul  P. 
Nutt    Francis  N 
O  Connor.  James  F. 
Orr.  Paul  P. 
Palmer.  Glenn  I. 
Partridge.      Benjamin 

W  .  Jr 
Patterson,  Edward  R, 
Potter.  Robert  R. 
Powell.  Jonn  W, 
Prade   Nathaniel  H. 
P-T.tiss.  Paul  T.  K. 
Qainn.  TTiomas  E. 
Ralsh.  Leonard  R. 
Ray.  Thomas  W. 
Rices.  J->e  R. 
Riveland   Hare  Id  R. 
Roebuck.  Mac  J. 
Rc>gers.  Cciletus  A. 
RoFS.  William  C. 
Rowe.  John  R. 
Rucker.  Louu>  D 
Sanborn.  Vmcem  G. 
Saunders.  David  G. 
Schultze,  Donald  P. 
Sellers.  Daniel  N. 
Shaw   Clyde  A  .  Jr. 
Sherrard,    Andrew    C., 

Jr. 
Shoemaker.  Robert  F. 
Simpson.  Edward  W. 
Slane.  James  F. 
Smith.  Charles  W. 
Smith.  Harold  E. 
Smith,  Harvey  F..  Jr. 
Smith.  Jay  B. 
Snipht.  Eldridge  A 
Solomon.  Bernard  S. 
Spooner.  Gordon  F. 
Stames.  William  A. 
Taylor.  John  A. 
True.  EIrcy  G  ,  Jr. 
VanBuren.  Rol>ert  L. 
Vencill.  Charles  A. 
Vollberg.  Ernest  M. 
Wagner,    William    R., 

Jr. 
Weland.  John  E. 
Wells,  Robert  W. 
Wendell.  Jchn  H. 
Wheelahan.  Edmund 

J 
Williams.  Joshua  P. 
Williamson.  Be^-erly  P. 
Zimmerman.  Edwin  J., 

Jr. 
Zoeckleln,  Walter  O. 
coaps 
Fullam.  Ralph  E. 
Moffett.  Virgil  V. 
Wallis.  Fred  M. 


S   E. 


CHAPLAIN    COHPS 


Andrews.  Edwin  W. 
Boyle,  Laurence  E. 
Burke,  Thomas  J. 
Crain.  Loren  O. 
Geary,  Joseph  M 
Handran,  Ralph  S. 


Lane.  William  P. 
McMillen,  Gervase  C. 
Naughten.  Gabriel  J. 
O'Connor,  Leslie  L. 
Palubickl,  Gregory  J. 
Tillman,  Thaddetis  J. 


Cr^TL    CNCIiriEX    CCNLPS 

Baer,  Harold  H.  Fales.  WUlard  C. 

Bitten  bring,    Charles.  Jaquess.  Ronald  C. 

Ill  Jung.  Joseph  W. 

Capwell.  Carl  W.  Nordbye,  Lee  O. 

DENTAL  CORPS 

Blar.cheri.  Raymond     Kuhrtx,  Kenneth  L. 


Bcstian.  Paul 
Fos5.  Calvin  L. 
Gilson.  Thomas  D. 
Hughes.  Francis  W. 
Kosteleckv,  William 
L. 

NimSK  COEPS 

Grimes.  Mary  C. 


MacDonald.  Dexter  R. 
Marquis.  Donald  T. 
Eusewind.  Simon  W. 
Solomon.  Robert  D. 
Stowell.  Ralph  H. 


I 


l«OICAL  SXXVTCZ  COKPS 

Molish.  Herman 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Nurse 
Cirps  cf  the  Navy  and  the  Nurse  Corps  of  the 
Naval  Reserve  on  active  duty  for  temporary 
promotion  to  the  grade  of  lieutenant  com- 
mander, subject  to  qualification  therefc«-  as 
provided   by   law: 

For   fr^ipo'cy   proTicfion   in    the   Snvy 


Adrian.   Lois   E. 
Allgeier.  Althea  E. 
Alvord.  Bertha  I. 
Arnold.  June  E 
.Aycock.   Martha  O. 
Baer,  Annette 
Ballantyne.  Alm.a  C. 
Barclay.   Kathryn 
Bare.  Thelma  R. 


Goldthwaite,  Marie  B. 
Gresko.  Mary 
Grzelka,  Mary  A. 
Hankey.  Lorraine  M. 
Hanwell;  Muriel 
Harrington,  Eleanor  M. 
Harrington.  Mary  A. 
Hase.  Thelma  B. 
Holte.  Edna  P.  H 


Bartos.  Josephine  T.     Houp.  Geraldine  A. 
Bates.  Virginia  M.  Hotiska.   Pearl   K. 

Battir    Ethel  L.  Jacobs.  Grace  E. 

Becker.  Dorothy  C         Jane.  Cecilia  R. 
Bednsrskl.  Pauline  M  Johnson.  Edns   I. 
Belden,  Virginia  C,       Jones,  Dorothy  E. 


Benjamin     Lticy  R. 
Benson.  Anna  j. 
Benson.  Wilma   M. 
Berry.  Margaret  R. 
Beumer.  Lucille   M. 
Blaska,   Burdette  M 
Boyle.   Helen   L 
Brandenburg 

O 
Brochtrup,  Rita  M. 
Brown,   Iva  H. 
Brown.  Lois  E. 
Brown.  Mai-y  J. 
Browne.   Ruth  A 
Bussey.  Gladys  V. 
Carlson.  Elolse  M. 
Cheek.  Marie  M, 


Jones.  Virginia  E. 
Kaes.  Anna  A. 
Kieler.  Lydia  F. 
Kirk.  Bertha  M. 
Klein.  Ruth  O. 
Knowles,   Marie   A. 
Knox,  Nathalia  A. 
MarthaKroush.  Nina  M. 
Lahr.  Arleen  E. 
Langton.  Mary  M. 
Lavigne.  Rose  H. 
Lee.  Barbara  D. 
Lepine,  Martha  M 
Liebman,  Leara  B. 
Linnenbruegge,     Hed- 

wig  M.  E. 
Linnett.  Catherine 


Chipman.  Virginia  R,  Llnville,  Delma  U. 


Clark,   Hazel   E. 
Clarke,   Rita   D. 
Coderre.  Evelyn   I. 
Cohen.   Ruth   M. 
Cole,  Deon 
Collins.  Jeannette 


Little.  Prances  L. 
Lowe,  Nancy  C. 
Martin,  Mary  A. 
Mauldin,  Norma  E. 
McCarthy.  Helen  G. 
McDaniel.  Mona  L. 


Company,  Eleanor  M.  McKinney,      Dorothea 

Coughlan,   Joan   M.  J. 

Coxsey,  Essie  E, 

Crenshaw.  Mary  E. 

Daughtry.  Edna  M. 

Davis.  Cella  M. 

Delfs.   Rosa   J. 

Dunning.  Carol  L. 

Duwe.  Elizabeth  M. 

Egan.  Anne  M. 


Messer.  Elna  C. 

Miller.  Elizabeth  L. 

Minkel.  Eva  M. 

Mitchell,  Rachel  L. 

Moeller.  Ruth  I. 

Nelson.  Harriet  A. 

Noteware.  Margaret  A. 

O'Brien.  Elizabeth 
Ellingson.  Norma  A.    O'Bryant,  Blanche  M 
Entrlken.   Helen   S.         Olson.  Louise  B. 


Erlckson,  Evelyn  I. 
Fannan,  Helen  R, 
Feezor,  Thelma  L. 
Flanagan,  Rose  A. 
Flickinger.  Ruth  L. 
Frazier.   Florence   M. 
Gale,  Dorothy  M. 
Gavelek,  Tekia  S. 
Glvens,  Iris  E. 
Glancy,  Evelyn  D. 


Otero,  Lucille  M. 
Penkunas,  Nellie  M. 
Phillipps.  Dolores  C. 
Pintnar,  Anna  M. 
Pongratz.  Marie  A. 
Poulter.  Marlon 
Poytress.  Anne  J. 
Pressley.  Patricia  S. 
Price,  Frances  P. 
Reilly,  Alice  R. 


10 
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Rhoades,  Helen  M. 
Sagawe,  Julia  If. 
SamoDsU.  Helen 
Sanderson,  Laura  IC. 
Scheipa.  Sdna  M. 
Schmidt,  Esther  I*. 
Scott,  Margaret  E. 
SelcU,  Elizabeth  B. 
Shedyak,  AU«e  IC 
Shurr,  Agnes  O. 
Smith,  Catherine  L 
Smith,  Ellen  E. 
Smith,  Hattle  B. 
Smoker,  Sue  E. 
Soto,  Margaret  M.  ' 
Springer,  Virginia  F. 
Steams,  Llna 
Stickles,  Norma  V. 
Stutler.  Edna  M. 


Styron,  Buth  H. 
Thomas.  Rachel  E. 
Thompson.  Vera  E.  K. 
Thurber,  Mabel  G. 
Townsend,  Edna  I<. 
Tulin,  Flora 
Tyson,  Emma  E. 
Vaubel,  Valera  C. 
Vaughn.  Mary  A. 
Vltillo.  Angelica 
Von -Stein,  Marjorie  E. 
Wallace,  Nancy  I. 
Walton,  BCaude  S. 
Warner,  Edla  C. 
Williams.  Kathryn  BL 
Wilson,  Doris  A. 
Wolfgang,  Mary  I. 
Woodall,  Owenevere 
Zlnkus.  Katherine  A. 


For  temporary  promotion  in  the  Naval 
Reserve 


Nixon,  Frances  B. 
Retzlafl.  Viola  B. 
Stewart,  Lillian 
Vecchione,  Claire  M. 
Wilkinson.  Olive  M.  P. 


Baer,  Ardath  J. 
Baskin,  Lois  M. 
Dominique,  Alice  H. 
Harrell,  Esther  C. 
Jenkins,  Margaret  B. 
Milsted.  Lucille  H. 

The  following-named  women  officers  of  the 
Navy  for  permanent  promotion  to  the  grade 
of  commander,  subject  to  qualification 
therefor  as  provided  by  law; 

Council.  Dorothy  L 
Rich,  Elinor  D. 
Shilling.  Katherine  E. 

The  following-named  line  officers  of  the 
Navy  for  permanent  promotion  to  the  grade 
of  lieutenant  (Junior  grade) ,  subject  to  qual- 
ification therefor  as  provided  by  law: 

Backman,  Fred  M.         Messina,  Sylvester  C. 
Ball.  Millard  C.  Sherman.  Lee  H. 

Davis,  CecU  C.  Skyrud,  Jerome  P. 

The  following-named  lieutenant  com- 
mander of  the  line  of  the  Navy  for  transfer 
to  and  permanent  appointment  In  the  Sup- 
ply Corps  of  the  Navy  with  the  grade  of  lieu- 
tenant conunander: 

French,  Ferris  L..  Jr. 

The  following-named  line  officers  of  the 
Navy  for  transfer  to  and  permanent  appoint- 
ment In  the  Civil  Engineer  Corps  of  the  Navy 
with  the  grade  of  ensign: 


Aquadro,  Lincoln 
Coates,  Edward  E. 
Chouree.  Jack  M. 
Ellne.  Gervase  F.,  Jr. 
Fitzgerald,  Nathan 
M.,  Jr. 


Myers,  Clayman  C. 

Jr. 
OTIaren.  Patrick  J. 
Reedy.  Roger  F. 
Shaw,  Robert  W. 
Stump,  Edward  J. 


Gaskln.  Herbert  L..  Jr.  Wagner,  Ralph  L. 
Haycraf  t.  William  R.     Wiederecht.  Donald 
H«rvey.  Frank,  Jr.  A. 

Huston,  Robert  J. 

The  following-named  chief  warrant  officers 
W-3  of  the  Navy  for  permanent  promotion 
to  chief  warrant  officer  W-4.  subject  to  quali- 
fication therefor  as  provided  by  law : 

Dougan.  George  M.       Myers,  John  W. 


Forkner,  Charles  A. 
Hatch,  KUsworth  K. 
Kerrell.  Joseph  H. 
Mason,  Clyde  S.,-^r. 
Moran,  Franklin  D. 


Nolan.  Michael  A. 
Poston,  Charles  G. 
Seel.  Joseph 
Spear.  Russell  O. 
Sullivan,  John  E. 


The  foUowing-named  (Naval  Reserve  Of- 
ficers' Training  Corps)  to  be  ensigns  in  the 
Navy,  subject  to  qualification  therefor  as 
provided  by  law: 

Barr,  Ronald  L.  Hays,  John  T. 

Bean,  Alan  LaV.  Lima,  John  M. 

Blackmar,  Ftederik  S.,  Livingston.  Dpniel  S. 
m  Pruett,  James  H.,  IV 

Burt,  Charles  N..  Jr.      Schott,  Charles  E. 
Craven,  WiUiam  D.        Shearer.  Warren  D. 
Doyle.  William  J.  Starke,  Clinton  J. 

Ferguson.  WUliam  H.  Stoner,  Charles  L. 
Fulcher,  Clay  W.  G.     Swenson,  Thomas  F. 


I 


WUklng.  Richard  P.     Tewk,  Howard  L. 
Woolaway.  Thomas  P. 

The  following-named  (Naval  Reserve  Of- 
ficers' Training  Corps)  to  be  ensigns  in  the 
Navy  as  previously  nominated  and  conftrmtd. 
to  correct  name,  subject  to  qualiflcatloa 
therefor  as  provided  by  law: 

Herren.  Philip  C.  i 

Wetzel.  Weslie  W.  -I 

The  following-named  Reserve  officers  to 
the  grades  indicated  In  the  Medical  Corps  in 
the  Navy,  subject  to  qualification  therefor  _a3 
provided  by  law: 

LllUTKNANT 

Bennett.  Wayland 
O'Connell,  Patrick  F. 

l.irT3TEI»A»fT     (JUmOR    GRADE  I 

Poster,  Donald   J.  Hemness.  Edwin   \L 

Francis,  Cercy  D.  Staggers,  Frank  E. 

Gloconda  R.  Saraniero  (lieutenant  com- 
mander. Medical  Corps.  United  States  Navy) 
to  be  commander  in  the  Medical  Corps  in 
the  Navy,  subject  to  quallflcatlou  therefor 
as  provided  by  law. 

Mary  T.  Lynch  (civilian  college  graduated 
to  be  lieutenant  in  the  Medical  Corps  In  the 
Navy,  subject  to  qualification  therefor  as 
provided  by  law. 

The  following-named  Reserve  olBcers  to  be 
lieutenants  (Junior  grade)    in  the  Chaplain 
Corps  In  the  Navy,  subject  to  qualiflcatiou 
therefor  as  provided  by  law: 
Clayton.  Walter  "B."    Stewart.  Dell  F..  Jr. 

Jr.  Youngermau,       Theo- 

Davls,  Joe  A.  dore  R. 

Holland.  Harry  W..  Jr.   Zeller,  Dwight  P.      i 
Huffman.  William  W.  | 

The  following-name<l  civilian  college  grad- 
uates to  be  lieutenants  (Junor  grade)  in  the 
Chaplain  Corps  in  the  Navy,  subject  to  quail- 
flcatlon  therefor  as  provided  by  law : 

Belda,  Albert  G.  Jensen.  Andrew  F..  Jr. 

Bevan,  Leroy  A.  Morgan.  Ralph  O..  Jr. 

Firth,  Harry  B.  Wllllama.  LeOrant  B. 

The  following-named  Reserve  officers  to 
the  grades  Indicated  In  the  Dental  Corps  in 
the  Navy,  subject  to  qualification  therefor  as 
provided  by  law: 

LITDTOfANT    COMMANDEK 

Gabrels.  Wilton  R. 
Stanford,  Walter  O. 

LXIUTENANT 

Carmen,  l^arvin  James.  Thomas  L. 

Englander.  Harold  R.    Meeks.  Stanley 
Hancock,  Joseph  G.       P»ryle8,  George  V. 

LIETTTENANT     (JUNIOR    GRADE) 

Janus.  John  T.  Shreve.  William  B. 

Lyons.  James  J.  Slagle.  Lowell  E. 

Messina,  Richard  J.  Swan,  Walter  D.        j 
Phillips,  James  W.  1 

ITie  following-named  civilian  college  grad- 
uates to  be  ensigns  in  the  Medical  Service 
Corps  in  the  Navy,  subject  to  qualification 
therefor  as  provided  by  law: 

Barrett,  Nell  K.  Miller,  Harry  P. 

Beyer,  Charles  E.  Oleson.  Russell  H. 

Brandon,  Daniel  A.        Oswald.  Charles  A.    HI 


Brannon,  Joe  F. 
Carpenter,  Arden  R. 
Curto,  James  C. 


Reed,  John  R. 
Richardson,  James  W. 
Riser.  Ellis  W. 


Dletch.  Michael  M.. Jr.   Schaffner.  Leslie  J. 


Gallaher,  Robert  £ 
Goon,  Melvin  H. 
Hartley,  Robert  L.,  Jr 
Holston,  Charles  A. 
Janson,  Harold  J. 
Keesee,  Robert  C. 
Long.  William  L. 
McComb,  Gordon  S. 


Sloan,  Marshall 
Smout,  Jay  C. 
Talley,  Russel  L. 
Tatum,  Raymond  B. 
VanBusklrk.  Floyd  W. 
Woodham.  James  T. 
Morris,  Carlton  R. 


James  P.  Anderson  to  be  a  temporary  chief 
electrician  In  the  Navy,  subject  to  qualifica- 
tion therefor  as  provided  by  law. 


The  following-named  (Naval  Reserve  avi- 
ators) to  be  ensigns  in  the  Navy,  subiject  to 
qualifications  therefor   as   provided  by   law: 

Anderson,  Charles  A.    Merkler.  Georgt  J. 
Archer,  Burton  E.,  Jr.  Nichols.  John  F. 


Bassett,  Jerry  S. 
Benton.  Jerry  S. 
Boehmer.  Arthur  W. 
Bozeman,  Henry  G. 
Bruning.  Richard  A. 
Caines.  Robert  H. 
Cann.  Ted  ford  J. 
Clare.  James  S. 
Clark,  WUliam  B  .  Jr. 
Curry.  Thomas  E. 
DaRodda,  Aldo  J. 
Day.  Arthur  R. 
Edwards.  Forrest  L. 
Flmiey.  Jack  L. 
Harris.  James  W. 
Helms.  Harlie  B.,  Jr. 
Hlggs,  Jay  D. 
Jaburg,  Conrad  J. 
Kling.  William  T 
Knight.  Charles  H. 
Kugler.  Kenneth  D. 
LeBlanc,    George    E  , 

Jr. 
Lefler.  Grady  D. 
LewLs.  Robert 
McCardell.    James    E., 

Jr. 


ONell.  Louis  C,  Jr. 
Painter.  George  V. 
Panlcratz,  Carl  J. 
Pattrldge.  Roger  H. 
Pearl.  Leo  J. 
Perrault.  Mark  E. 
Person,  Ross  H. 
Reynolds,    Robert    P., 

Jr. 
Robertson,  Coll  E. 
Roblllard,  Malcolm  R. 
Ros.son,  James  W. 
Schaub.  John  R..  Jr. 
Sheets.  Roger  B. 
Shepherd,  David  C. 
Shuler,  Ashley  C,  Jr. 
Smith.  Jason  J. 
Spear.  Wlllard  W,.  Jr. 
Thomas.  Donald  P. 
Thompson.  Clllford  E. 
Thoreston.  Glya  T. 
Tobias,  Robert  E. 
Watts.  John  E. 
Williams.  Frank  C. 
Williams.  Randall  L. 
Wyatt.  Charles  M. 
ZirkLle,  Forrest  E. 


Mann,  Robert  L. 

In  the  Marine  Corps 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Marine 
Corps  for  temporary  apix>lutment  to  the 
grade  of  major  general: 

Rldgely,  Reginald  H.,  Hogaboom,  Robert  E, 

Jr-  Bunker.  Joseph  C. 

Litzenberg.  Homer  L.   McCaul,  Verne  J. 

The  following-named  oftcers  of  the  Marine 
Corps  for  temporary  appointment  to  the 
grade  of  major  general,  subject  to  quMiflca- 
tlDn  therefor  as  provided  by  law: 

Snedeker.  Edward  W. 
Wornham.  Thomas  A. 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Marine 
Corps  for  temporary  appointment  to  briga- 
dier general : 


Luckey.  Robert  B. 
Blniiey.  Arthur  F. 
Ennis.  Thomas  G. 


,L 


Jordahl.  Russell  N. 
Juhan.  Jack  P. 
Munn,  John  C. 
Wlrslg,  Frank  H. 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Marine 
Corps  for  temporary  appointment  to  the 
grade  of  brigadier  general,  subject  to  quali- 
fication therefor  as  provided  by  law; 

Hansen,  Harold  D.        Victory.  Randall  M. 
Croft.  Frank  C.  Rob«'rts.  Carson  A. 

Dyer.  Edward  C.  Berkeley.  James  P. 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Marine 
Corps  for  temporary  appointment  to  the 
grade  of  colonel,  subject  to  qualiflication 
therefor  &s  provided   by   law: 

McCoy.  Charles  W. 


W. 


Burkhardt.  John 
Day.  Merrill  M. 
Dean,  Raymond  L. 
English,  Lowell  E. 
Fletcher,  Maurice  W, 
FYash.  William  M. 
Handley.  Rodney  M. 
Hlatt.  Robert  C. 
Leary,  Byron  V. 
Leonard.  John  P..  Jr. 
Lucas,  Albert  F.,  Ill 


McMillan.  John  H. 
Ridge,  Thomas  L. 
Roose,  Albert  J. 
Sanders,  Alvin  S. 
Schmuck.  Donald  M. 
Smith.  Andrew  G., 

Jr. 
Steidtmann,    Robert 

F. 
Wrenn,  Elmer  A. 


Magee.  John  C,  Jr. 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Marine 
Corps  for  temporary  appointment  to  the 
grade  of  lieutenant  colonel,  subject  to  quali- 
fication   therefor   as   provided    by    law: 

Akstln,  Anthony  A. 
Allen.  Gordon  L. 
Anderson,  Cecil  E. 
Anderson,  £>onald  V. 


Abel,  Joseph  L. 
Abel,  Raymond  L. 
Acker.  George  K. 
Adams.  William  O. 
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Anderson.  Robert  S. 
Antink.  James 
ApfTel.  James  A..  Jr. 
Armstrong.  William  D. 
Atkins.  Joseph  L. 
Avant.  Percy  P..  Jr. 
Ayres.  Robert  R  .  Jr. 
BabAshanlan.  John  O. 
B.icon.  Franklin  C. 
Batrd,  William  B. 
Baldwin.  Robert  S. 
B.ile.  Edward  L..  Jr. 
B.irker.  Frank  P..  Jr. 
Barnes.  Frederick  W. 
E.irtley.  Whitman  S. 
B.i.-tosh.  Walter  R. 
B;.'dorfT.  Richard  W. 
B.iies.  William  L..  Jr. 
Belyea.    Richard 
Bennett.  William  R. 
BeruefTy,  Max.  Jr. 
B;bb.  Orville  L. 
Blackburn.  George  P.. 

Jr. 
E;atkniun.  Arvld  W 
El'.imenateln.  John  H. 
B>  .ig.  Arthur  R. 
E^  cgs.  Charles  W  .  Jr. 
p.  lish.   Robert   J 
!->  llmann.  Howard  W. 
Bi  It.  John  F. 
Broth.  Philip  E 
El  urv'eols.  Henry  M. 
Et  wman,  John  W. 
B  vd.  Kenneth  B. 
Prf.tten.  Patil  H  .  Jr. 
Braun.  Richard  L. 
BridfTS.  David  W. 
E'i^;hT    Cruger  L. 
Bristow.  John  B 
Bn Hikes.  Oeorfre  J  ,  Jr. 
Br^Hjks    Louis  V. 
Erown.  Harold  F 
B^^'wn.   Robert  E. 
Fr  ider.  Joseph  A. 
E-uk    Lyle  E. 
E  irpess    Richard 
Butler    John  J  .  IV 
(  .ildwell.   Frank   C. 
C  ulland.  R*il>ert  M. 
Card.  Horace  W  .  Jr. 
Carney.  Robert  B  .  Jr. 
C.irF>enier,  James  B  , 

Jr. 
C.irrmgton.  George  W  . 

Jr. 
r.irrull.  John  H 
Citse.  William  N. 
C.isey    Dennis  P 
Chambers.  John  S  .  Jr. 
Cha>*.  Norman  8. 
Chip.  Wjlliam  C. 
Chnstie.  Wesley  R. 
Ctbik.  Steve  J. 
Cl.irk.  Albert  L. 
Clarke    Maurice  H. 
Claude.  Eugene  P 
Cloern.  Lawrence  R. 
Cole    Carlton  G. 
C  .le     Roscoe   E 
Cunley.  Robert  F. 
Conrad.  Robert  L. 
CfT.w^ay.  John  A. 
Cimk.    Howard   E. 
Cick.  MUton  M  .  Jr. 
Coijk.  Richard  M. 
Ci.stello.  William  H. 
Creamer.  John  A. 
Crnnin.  Angrus  J. 
Crotlnger.  James   A. 
Crowe.  William  B. 
Crown.  John  A. 
Cuenin.  Walter  H. 
Cushman,  Thomas  J., 

Jr. 
Daigh.  Robert  B. 
ralton.  Carol  D. 
Davis,  ayde  H.,  Jr. 
Dawes,  George  M. 


Dayton.  Francis  P. 
Dees.  Harry  C. 
DeLamar.  Richard  F.. 

in 
Dick.  Wll  lam  L. 
Dickey.  Robert  L. 
Dickinson.  Harry  E. 
Donahoe.    Joseph    F.. 

Jr. 
Douglass.  Graham  T. 
Downs.  John  V. 
Doyle.  Griffith  B. 
Drapjer.  F-ederic  P. 
Dudley.  Pemmel  H. 
Dukes.  William  P. 
Dunlap    Howard  I. 
Dunn    Elswln  P. 
Dyer.  James  R. 
Edwa.Tds.  3rannnier  G. 
Edwards.  Jack  R. 
Edwards.  Robert  J. 
Elliott.  R.chard  M. 
Elliott    Rlrhard  B. 
EUU.  George  W. 
Elrod.  Roy  H. 
Estes.  J     B. 
Etheridee.  James  A. 
Eubank    WillUm  L. 
Evans.  W.lbur  P.  Jr. 
Falrbalrn   Clifford  A. 
Falrbankf.  Willis  L. 
Fairfield.  Robert  J. 
Farrell.  George  E. 
Ferguson   Cecil  D. 
Fetters.  James  C. 
Fields.  Tt.omas  M. 
Finn.   Horard   J. 
Flynn.  Richard  J  .  Jr. 
Ptigg.  JoEPpb  E. 
Folscim   Simuel  B  .  Jr. 
FcK*.  Da^id.  Jr. 
Fursvth.    Thomas    M. 

Jr 
Frazier    Flenneth   D 
Freeman.  Ernest  P  .  Jr 
French.  Richard  E. 
Frlstoe.  Ashby  J. 
Fritch.  Robert  G. 
Gall.   Walter 
Gardner.  Joseph  S. 
Garner   Jimes  E. 
Gertman.  William 
Cfierhart.  George   B. 
GilhulT.  Ired  J. 
Gilson.  L<>slie  A  .  Jr. 
Glenn    N\  rman  D. 
G.imes.  Hi'rbert 
Gray.  Gordon  E. 
Green.  Bert  A. 
Greenougi.    Kenneth 

C. 

Gregory.  Marshall  C. 
Grove.   Join    R. 
Grow.  Lov/ell  D. 
Haberlle.  IDouglas  E. 
Hadd.  Hairy  A. 
Halgler.  \^  Uson  D. 
Hale.  Arttur  M. 
Hall,   Rob<;rt 
Hammond.  Robert  H. 
Hannah,  Samuel  A. 
Harbin.  Fed  F 
Hargrave.  Harry  D. 
Harrlngto:i.  Frank  W. 
Hartley.  Dean  S..  Jr. 
Hartman.  Albert 
Hartsock,  Exlmond  P. 
Haxton.  Floyd  C. 
Hayes.  Irving  B. 
Haynes.  F-ed  E.,  Jr. 
Hays.  Joh:i  E. 
Hazel.  George  H. 
Hearn.  Alf  zander  M. 
Hendley.  Allen  C. 
Henry.  Wallace 
Heraog.  Lawrence  L. 
Hewitt.  Rjy  R. 
Hey,  Richard,  Jr. 
Hill.  Homer  S. 
Hill,  Jake  B. 


Hill.  Milton  D. 
Rise.  Henry  W. 
Hobbs.  Ralph  H. 
Hoffman,  Carl  W. 
Hogan.  John  K. 
Hollowell.  George  L. 
Hood.  Harlen  E. 
Hood.  Jobn  A. 
Hoover.  Ben  L. 
Horn.  Charles  H. 
Howard.   Harold   C. 
Huwle,  Robert  G. 
Hudson.  Robert  S. 
Huff    Henry  P. 
Hughes.  Stanley  S. 
HuKhes.    Thomas    H. 

Jr 
Hunt.  Sanford  B..  Jr. 
Janson.  Russell  L. 
Jarvis.  John  J  .  Jr. 
Jfx-hke.    Richard    H. 

Jr. 
Johnson.  Dan  H. 
J   hnsou.      Flovd      M 

Jr 
Ji  hnson.  Frank 
Jxhnson.  James  E. 
Ji>hnson.    Richard    W 
J'  hnson.  Robert  B. 
Johnson.  William  G. 
Ji'nep.  Janies  L. 
Joslin.  Henry  V. 
Keck,  Warren  H. 
Keen.  Charles  J. 
Keith.  Bruce  B. 
Kelloag.  Paul  H. 
KellT.  Irving  N. 
Kellv.  Philip  W. 
Kelly.  Robert  E. 
Kelso.  Lynn  N. 
Ku-kpatrick.  Floyd  C. 
Kohler.  WUliam  J. 
Ki'llmann,  Charles  E. 
Korf.  Charles  W. 
Koz&k.  BolUh  J. 
Kujovsky.  Philip  T. 
Kusiak.  John  M. 
Lalng.  Robert  B. 
Liindrum.   John   C. 
Langstaff.    Harold    A. 

Jr 
Lanlgan.  John  P. 
Larson.  Bertil  E. 
L.twrence,     James     F. 

Jr. 
Leasure.  Harry  V. 
LcClaire.  Charles  H. 
Lee,  Howard  M. 
Lemke.  Willard  C. 
Lengyel.  Nicholas  P. 
Lesko.  Stephen 
Leu.  Reinhardt 
Lewis.  Earl  N. 
Line.«:.  John  D..  Jr. 
Lloyd.  Warren  P. 
Lcindon.  Lyle  K. 
Lorigan.  Robert  E. 
Lowman.  Jobn.  Jr. 
Loy.  John  I. 
Ludvigson.  James  D. 
Lundrigan.  John  C. 
Luun.  William  E. 
Lyford.  Truman  K. 
Lynch.  John  K. 
Mahon.  John  L. 
Marston,  Coburn 
Marston,  John.  Jr. 
Masters.  Irvin  V. 
Matthews,  Thomas  J. 
McArdle.  Phihp  H. 
McCabe.  Robert  A. 
McCartney.  Henry  A. 
McCIanahan.  James  F. 
McClelland,   John    C. 

Jr. 
McCombs,  Grant  W. 
McCullah,  Carroll  E. 
McCully,  Alton  W. 
McDonald,  Jay  E. 
McFarland,  David  W. 


McHenry.   George  W.. 

Jr. 
Mclntyre.  Bxigene  G. 
McKean.  Vance  F. 
McLaughlin.  Earl  R. 
McLean.  Carl  T. 
McMaster,  Robert  G. 
McNeil.  John  P. 
McShane.    Bernard 
Merritt.  Thomas  R. 
Metzelaars,  Charles  R. 
Mickle.  Richard  H 
Midkiff.  Lynn  E 
Mitchell.  William  P. 
Moore.    Clarence  H. 
Moore    Robert  T  .  Jr. 
Moriarty.  James  A..  Jr. 
Momsey.  Richard  J. 
Mcsteller.   Michael 
Munday.  Jack  R. 
.Nahrganc.  Donald  V. 
Nehf.  Arthur  N  .  Jr. 
Nelson.  Harold  E 
.Nickerson.  Richard  L. 
Nielsen.  Carl   A. 
Noble.  John  D. 
Noonan.  Arthur  J. 
Nor  I.  Eero 
Norns.  Glenn  E. 
Ober.  Malt  S  .  Jr 
OBryan.   Norman 
O  Keefe    Arthur  F. 
Olson.  Donald  T. 
Ourand.  William  R.. 

Jr 
Pankhurst.   Paul   L. 
Parker.  Paul  D. 
Parker.  Ralph  J  .  Jr. 
Parnell.  Leslie  J. 
Patrow.   Lelon   L. 
Patterscn.  WUliam  D  , 

Jr 
Paul.   John    F 
Pawloski.  Stephen  K. 
Pedersen.  Edwsrd  K. 
Pepper    David   H. 
Percy.   Gilbert 
Perkins.   Robert   V. 
Perslnger,   Delmar   M. 
•Petras.  Theodore  K. 
Phillips.  James  H. 
Pierce.   Herbert  E. 
Pierce.  Philip  N 
■Pierce,  Richard  H. 
Piper,  John  B. 
Poggemeycr.   Herman, 

Jr. 
Prescott.  Robert  B. 
Price.   Caryll   A 
Ramlo.  Orvln  H 
Randall.  Thomas  L. 
Rankin.  William  H. 
Rathbun.  Robert  L. 
Raynor.  Dewey  D. 
Read.  Robert  R. 
Reamy.  John  S. 
Reese.  Paul  F. 
Regan.  Daniel  J. 
Regan.   William   D. 
Reld.  Wlnfred   O. 
Reusser.  Kenneth  L. 
Reynolds,     Augustine 

B..  Jr. 
Richards.   Samuel.  Jr. 
Richardson,       JucLson 

C  .  Jr. 

Ridlon,  Walter  J.,  Jr. 
Risher,     Clarence     T.. 

Jr. 
Roane.  E^igene  S.,  Jr. 
Roberts,  Edward  L. 
Roberts,  Lee  E. 
Robertson.  Charles  S. 
Robichaud,  Clifford  J., 

Jr. 
Robinson.  Eugene  J. 
Rogers.  Thomas  H..  Jr. 
Rchrabacher,    Donald 

T. 


Rosacaker,  Ralph  C. 
Rouse.  Jules  M. 
Roush.  Martin  B. 
Rumbotd.  Charles  S. 
Saunders.  Donald  O. 


Thomas.  Frmnklln  C^ 

Jr. 
Thomas.  Robert  L. 
Thompson,    Bmcr    P.. 

Jr. 


Saussy.  George  S..  Jr.  Thompeon.  Roy  H. 
Sawyer.  Alex  H.  ThooMon.  David  W. 

ScanUlng.      Frederick  TiUmann.  Alfred   A. 

Titterud.  Stanley  V. 

Tobin.  John  L. 

Tosdal.  Orlando  S. 

Trapnell.  Alton  P. 


H. 


Scar  through.  Hart 
well  v..  Jr. 

Scherr.  Robert  A.  ,         . 

Schmidt.  Maynard  W.  Treadwell.  James  P 
Schutt.  Richard  W.       Turner.  Henry  M. 
Schwet»ke.  WiUiam  V.  Turner.  Walter  W. 
Schwethelm.  Harry  F.  Tuiton,  Marshall  R 
Se\  erance.  Dave  E 
Sexton.  Martin  J. 
Shepherd.  John  E. 
ShiSaett.  Bdwln  E. 


Twisdale.  Robert  H. 
Valentin.  Alarte  W. 
Jr.  Venn.  Robert  H. 
Voorhees,  Edward  H. 


Short.  James  C.  Vovles.  Andrew  J. 

Shuchter.  Gerard  M.     Wagner.  Joseph  F..  Jr. 
Silverthorn.      Merwin  Walker,  Alexaader  8.. 


H  .  Jr. 
Simmons.  David   H. 
S'.nunons.  Edwin  H. 
Simonds,  Frank  H. 
Simpson.  Archie  D. 
Simpaon.  Frederick 
Simpson.  Warren  H 
Sims.  WUliam  J. 
Sims,  William  L. 
Skinner.  John.  Jr. 
Slappev.     Wallace 

Jr. 

Jefferson 


Joseph   T 
Lawrence 


Smith 

Jr 
Smith 
Smith 

Jr. 
Smith.  Paul  M 
Snead.  Morris   R. 
Snoddv.    Lawrence 

Jr 
&ihn.  Benjamin  F. 
Spar.jer.  Ralph  H. 
Siadler.  Clement  J 
Stampfli,   Fritz 
Steinhauser. 

erick  M 


Jr. 

Walker.  Carl  E. 

Wall.  Robert  E. 

Wallace.  Harold 

W'alter.  Howard  L. 

Wander,    William    W., 
Jr. 

Warnke.  George  M. 

Wasson.  George  E. 

Watson.  William  F. 
J..  Webber.  John  W. 

Weir.  Robert  R. 
D  .Weir.  William  A. 

Wethe.  Wallace  G. 
Jr  Whipple.  Warren  B. 
W. Whiteside.  Madison  C. 

Whitlock.  Claude  L. 

Wl£.gins.  Austin,  Jr. 

W'lTey.  David  K. 
F.,Wilk'ln»on,    Frank    R. 
Jr. 

Williams,    Grover    C.. 

Jr. 
Williams.  Jan^es  S. 
Wills.  Virgil  T. 
Fred-WUson.  James  P. 
Wilson,  Robert  S. 


STcinkraus.   Robert  F.Wilson,  Robert  W. 
Stevens.  John  R.  Windsor.  John  J. 

Stockman.  James  R.      Winters.  Jack  B. 
Stixrkwell.  Thomas  D.,  Wltherspoon,   Thomas 


Jr 

Stone.  John  R. 
Sullivan.  Frank  E. 
Sullivan.  Richard  E. 
Sullivan.  Richard  L. 
Sullivan.  Wilham  J. 
Swart  ley.  John  N. 
Taft.  Rowland  G. 
Tatro.  IjCo  F..  Jr. 
Thobe.  Bernard  G. 


Witt,  Francis  X..  Jr. 
Wolverton.   George   D. 
Word.  WUliam  E. 
Worlund.  John  E. 
Wright.  Dorian  J. 
Wyckoff.  Don  P. 
Young.  Russell  L. 
Zastrow.  Herbert  E.  L. 
Zeiger.  Clarence  L  .  Jr. 


Thoemmes.  Edward  C.Zimmer.  Andrew  M. 
Thomas,  Prank  C.         Zuber.  John  W. 

TTie  following-named  officers  of  the  Ma- 
rine Corps  Reserve  for  temporary  appoint- 
ment to  the  grade  of  lieutenant  colonel, 
subject  to  qualification  therefor  as  provided 
by  law; 

Anderson.  Harry  J.        Kemper,  Franklin  L. 
Augustine.  Francis  W.  Kidney.  John  A. 
Blackwelder.  Harry  J.    McGuckin.  John 
Breneman,  John  W. 
Bryant,  Arthur  L. 


Merritt.  James  W. 
Ochoa,  Edward 
Peterson.  Roger  D. 
Presley.  Frank  H. 
Smedley.  Kenneth  C. 
Taylor,  Mervin  L. 
Thorson,  Roy  A. 
Wltherspoon,  John  C. 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Ma- 
rine Corps  for  temporary  appointment  to 
the  grade  of  major,  subject  to  qualification 
therefor,  as  provided  by  law: 

Abadle.  George  G.         Abrahams.  Charles  W. 
Abbott,  Harry  F.  Adam,  Jack  H. 


Cameron.  Alan  D. 
Clark,  E>onald  L. 
Croyle,  WiUiam  R. 
Haehl.  Robert  J. 
Havens.  Paul  T. 
Jones,  Clinton  E. 
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Adams.  Harold  W. 
Adams,  Stanley  E. 
Affleck.  William  R.,  Jr. 
Agnew.  Edward  R..  Jr. 
Alrtaeart.  William  C. 
Albers.  George  H.  , 
Alberts,  Howard  K, 
Aldworth.  James 
Alexander.  Jolin  S. 
Allen,  NcxTls  D. 
Allen,  Robert  U 
Allen,  Victor  E. 
Alslp,  Kdward  O. 
Amann.  Emanuel  R. 
Amundsen.  Elmer 
Anderson,  Elmer  A., 

Jr. 
Anderson.  James  B. 
Anderson.  Robert  V. 
AnderscHi.  Roy  I<. 
Anderson,  WlUlam  H. 
Andres,  Russell  A. 
Andrews,  Richard  C. 
Angle,  Cbarles  C. 
Anstock,  Kennetb  L. 
Anted.  Stanislaus  A. 
Archer,  Thomas  E. 
Armstrong.  Cliarles 

B.,  Jr. 
Armstrong,  Gerald  C. 
Armstrong.  Victor  A. 
Arnaud.  Joseph  R. 
Arndt,  Russell  O. 
Ameson,  Charles  A. 
Artnak,  Edward  J. 
Ashman.  James  S. 
Ashton,  Clark 
Atherton.  Walter  M. 
Atkins,  Wade  W. 
Atwater,  William  L.. 

Jr. 
Austen,  Philip  N. 
Austin.  Marshsai  S. 
Aynes,  James  P. 
Bachateln,  Roy  S. 
Baden,  John  P. 
Bagnall.  Earle  E. 
Bailey,  Albert  N. 
Bailey,  Almarion  S. 
Balrd.  Robert 
Baker.  Arnold  8..  Jr. 
Baker,  Haskell  C. 
Baker,  James  W. 
Baker,  Robert  W. 
Ball,  Vernon  E. 
Barber.  Billy  H. 
Barber,  Nell  E. 
Barber,  Stewart  C. 
Barber,  William  E. 
Barbour,  Robert  J. 
Barden.  Arnold  W. 
Bardon.  Thomas  J. 
Barnett.  John  E. 
Barney,  Irvln  J. 
Barnhill,  Claude  O., 

Jr. 
Barrett,  Gilbert  A. 
Barrlneau.  William  E. 
Barrow,  Robert  H. 
Barry.  Cleveland  C. 
Barton,  Leroy  C. 
Baas.  Julian  O..  Jr. 
Bateman,  James  W. 
Bateman,  William  E. 
Bauer.  Richard  A. 
Bauman,  Oeorge  F. 
Bayless,  Robert  W. 
Bays.  Leslie  W. 
Beach,  William  L. 
Beamon,  Mont  L. 
Beau,  Jerome  J.  C. 
Beck.  Noble  L. 
Beckett,  John  W.,  Jr. 
Beckington,  Herbert 

L. 
Beer,  WUliam  J. 
Belknap,  Earle  W.,  Jr. 
Bell,  Rebert  T, 
Bell,  William  C. 
Benjamin,  Louis  W., 

Jr. 


Bennett,  Eugene  K. 
Bent.  Paul  F. 
Benton.  Richard  W. 
Benton,  William  C. 
Berard.  James  L. 
Berge,  James  H.,  Jr. 
Berger,  Ernest  J. 
Bethards.  Leonard  S. 
Blanchl.  Rocco  D. 
Blbee.  Albert  J. 
Bidwell.  David  McC. 
Biehl.  WUllam.  Jr. 
Billings.  Thomas  C. 
Bittman,  Rudolph  L. 
BJorson.  Richard  A. 
Black,  Albert  A. 
Blake,  Francis  E. 
Blake.  Wesley  C. 
Blakely.  James  A..  Jr. 
Blanchard.  Don  H. 
Blancherl,  Howard  A. 
Bland,  Richard  L. 
Blankenship.  Clifford 

P. 
Blatt.  Wallace  D. 
Bledsoe.  WUlmar  M. 
Bloomer.  Donald  M. 
Blue,  Miller  M. 
Bohannon,  Thomas  J. 
Bohl.  Leigbton  T..  Jr. 
Bobn.  Robert  D. 
Boldman.  James  D. 
Boll.  Joseph  L. 
Bolts,  Lewis  E. 
Booker,  Jesse  V. 
Bortz.  William  H..  Jr. 
Boswell,  Charles  E., 

Jr. 
Bowen,  Ermel  D. 
Bowen,  Ralph  E. 
Boyle,  Patrick  D. 
Brandenburg,  Paul  F. 
Brandon.  Lawrence  H. 
Brandon.  William  E. 
Brewer.  Oeorge  W. 
Briganti,  Emidio 
Brlgham,  Oeorge  A. 
Bristow,  Ralph  E. 
Brock,  Willie  W. 
Bronleewe.  Loren  K. 
Brooks,  Donald  H. 
Broudy.  Charles  A. 
Brown,  Charles  S. 
Brown,  James  E. 
Brown,  Nelson  E. 
Brown,  William  E. 
Brown.  Williams  P. 
Browne.  John 
Browne.  John  A.,  Jr. 
Browning,  Richard  C. 
Bruce,  Henry  K. 
Bruce,  James  P. 
Bruce,  Ronald  L. 
Brumfleld,  Max  F. 
Bryant,  George  M. 
Bryant,  William  W. 
Buckingham,    Clifford 

W. 
Buettner,  Robert  H. 
Buford,  Ernest  A.,  Jr. 
Burleson,  Good 
Burnam,  Thomas  J. 
Burt,  Edward  E. 
Bush,  Elwood  D. 
Bushnell,  Richard  H. 
Butcher.  Warren  A. 
Butler.  Floyd  H..  Jr. 
Butters,  Raymond  J. 
Call.  Ralph  D. 
Caldwell,  Charles  T. 
Calhoun,  Loren  W. 
Callen,  Oeorge  W. 
Camp,  James  C,  Jr. 
Campbell,   Charles  I., 

Jr. 
Campbell,  Donald  H. 
CampbeU,  Marshall  S. 
Canan.  Christopher  M. 
Canton.  John  S. 
Capps,  Arnold  B. 
Card,  Eugene  T. 


Carlock.  Robert  O. 
Carlson,  William  C. 
Carlton.  Edwin  T. 
Carmlchael,  Edward  W. 
Carr.  Walter  B. 
Carraway.  Cecil  T. 
Carter,  Bobby 
Carter,  David  V. 
Carter,  William  G. 
Carver,  Nathaniel  H. 
Case,  John  D. 
Casey,  Daniel  A.,  Jr. 
Casey,  Thomas  P. 
Cass.  Bevan  G. 
Cassldy,  Earl  W. 
Caswell,  Dean 
Caudle.  Forrest  E. 
Causer,  Arthur  R. 
Cavalero,  John  H. 
Challacombe,     Arthur 
D.,   Jr. 

Chamber  lin,  George  E.. 

Jr. 
Chambers,  Charles  B. 
Champion,  Cecil  L.,  Jr. 
Checklou.  Henry  A. 
Chllders.  Lloyd  F. 
Church,  Charles  H.,  Jr. 
Ciampa,  Emllius  R.,  Jr. 
Clapp,  Archie  J. 
Clark,  Amil  K. 
Clark,  Truman 
Clarke,  Thomas  W. 
Clary.  Matthew  A.,  Jr. 
Claterbos,  Henry  L. 
Clay,  Robert  B. 
Cleeland,  David 
Clements,  Edwin  M. 
Cllne.  Richard  W. 
Cloud,  Guy  M. 
Cobb,  Thomas  L. 
Cochrane.  Kevin 
Coleman,  Thomas  A. 
Collen,  Frank  R. 
Collier,  John  W.,  Jr. 
Collins,  George  J. 
Colllris.  Ted  H. 
Coltrane.  James  R. 
Compton,  Joseph  C. 

Jr. 
Conklin,  Kenneth  J. 
Conley,  Wilbur  C. 
Connell,  Herschel  O. 
Connelly,  Frederick  G. 
Connelly,  Ray 
Conroy,  Donald 
Cook,  Dudley 
Cook,  Robert  H. 
Cooper,  Milton  B. 
Coplan,  Ralph  D. 
Coppedge,  Charles  H. 
Corbett,  Leroy  V. 
Corboy,  Leo  J.,  Jr. 
Corcoran,  Clement  T. 
Cordes,  Alfred  M. 
Corley,  Clarence  E..  Jr. 
Corley,  Ruel  H..  Jr. 
Corman,  Otis  W.  8. 
Cosgrove,  William  P. 
Costello,  Byron  J. 
Costello,  Keith  W. 
Cotton,  James  T. 
Cotton,  John  D. 
Cowles,  Raymond  C. 
Cowper,  William  H. 
Cox,  John  F. 
Cox.  Lewis  J. 
Craig,  John 
Craig,  Robert  J. 
Crapo,  William  M..  Jr. 
Crawford,  Frank  S. 
Creel,  William  B. 
Cresap,  Charles  C. 
Crew,  Charles  E. 
Crew,  Erskine  B. 
Crompton.  Wallace  W 
Cronln.  James  T. 
Crooks.  William  M. 
CroBsman,  Ralph  B. 
Crownover,  Joe  B. 
Crum.  Calvin  C. 


CulUns.  George  H. 
Culp,  William  E. 
Curtis,  Oliver  W. 
Curtis,  Paul  P. 
Cushing.  Joseph  ^. 
Cutler,  Thomas  H. 
Daigle.  Adlin  P. 
Dalr.  William  G.,  Jr. 
Dake.  Merlin  L.     i 
Dalton,  John  J.     I 
Danckaert.  William  A. 
Daniel,  Walter  E. 
Daniels.  Elmer  R.,  Jr. 
Danner,  John  J. 
Danowltz,  Edward  F. 
Davenport.  Leslie  L. 
David.  Maurice  A. 
Davidson.  Eldon  E. 
Davidson,  Russell  A. 
Davles.  Joseph  E.  | 
Davis.  Dellwyn  L. 
Davis,  George  L.,  Jr. 
Davis.  Jefferson  A.,  Jr. 
Davis.  Oliver  R. 
Davis.  Philip  A. 
Davis.  Raymond  W. 
Davis.  Raymond  R. 
Davis,  Stanley 
Davis.  William  A. 
Dawkins,    Charles    D., 

Jr. 
Dawson.  Robert  E. 
Dayson.  Patrick  J. 
Daze.  Louis  R.       , 
Dean.  Walter  P.    I 
Deasy.  Rex  A.         ' 
Deckard.  Marlon  H. 
Deeds.  William  E. 
Deering.  Harold  V. 
Dakeyser.  Charles  F. 
Dellamano.  Albert  P. 
Dempwter.  E>onald  R. 
Dennis,  Nicholas  J. 
Denny,  Rex  C,  Jr. 
Derby,  William  McK., 

Jr. 
Derrlckson.  Eugene  W. 
Derryberry.  Don  O. 
DeVol.  Austin  O..  Jr. 
DeWees.  Raymond.  Jr. 
Dial.  Oliver  E. 
DiFrank.  Joseph,  Jr. 
Dlllberto.  Charles  O. 
Dillow.  Rex  O. 
Dlmond.    Nell 
Dionisopoulos,    Jtmres 

G. 
Dixon.  Gerald  T. 
Dizney.  Charles  F. 
Dochterman.  Lloyd  B., 

Jr. 
Dodenhoff.   George   H. 
Doehler,  William  F. 
Doherty.  John  J.  I 
Dole,  Charles  E.    | 
Doll.  Carl  A. 
Dominlclc.  Robert  L. 
Donnell.  James  W. 
Dormady.  WilUanj  K. 
Dorsey.  James  A. 
Doswell.  James  T.,  II 
Doty.  William  C,  Jr. 
Dove.  Charles  E. 
Doxey.  Donald  T. . 
Doyle.  Ernest  R.,  jr. 
Dressln.  Sam  A. 
Drewltz.  William  H. 
Drlftmler.  John  P. 
Dumas.  James  L. 
Duncan,  William  R. 
Dunlap.  Jack 
Dunwlddie,       Stanley 

G..  Jr. 
Dupre.  Paul  J. 
rxurnford,    Dewey    F 

Jr.  1 

Dyer.  Phillip  G.    I 
Dykeman.  Arthur  R. 
I>ykes.  Kenneth  T. 
Earnest,  Floyd  W. 
Earney.  William  E. 


Ebel,  Ardell 
Ecklund.  Arthur  W. 
Eddy,  Samuel  L.,  Jr. 
Edelmann,   George   J., 

Jr. 
Edwards,  Anthony 
Edwards,  Delrrrar  L. 
Edwards,  Donald  H. 
Egan,  Charles  W. 
Egan,  John  J. 
Egan,  Thomas  R. 
Elder,  Thomas  G. 
Eldracher,    Frank    A., 

Jr. 
Eldridge,   William   W.. 

Jr. 
Elias,  George  H. 
Elzey,  William  P.,  Jr. 
Emils,  Arnold  L. 
Emswiler.  Robert  H. 
Engelhardt.  Lloyd  J. 
Engelkes,  Ernest  L. 
Estey.  Ralph  F. 
Eubanks.  Fred  F..  Jr. 
Evans,  Daniel  R 
Ewers.  Norman  G. 
Ezell,   Dee   E. 
Ezell,  Don  D. 
Fairchild,   Richard  H. 
Falk.  Earl  H. 
Fallon.  Eugene  B. 
Parish.  George  B. 
Farmer,  Chester  V. 
Farrell.  William 
Faureck.  Frank  J. 
Fedor.  John  J. 
Feid,   Gordon  I. 
Feliton,  James  A. 
Fellingham,     Richard 

J. 
Fenton.  Donald  L. 
Ferazzi,  Alflo  B. 
Ferguson,     Glenn     L, 

Jr. 
Ferris.  James  W. 
Flegener.  Kenneth  G. 
Filippo.  John  J. 
Finch.  Francis  E. 
Fine.  Dail  D. 
Flnlayson,   Edwin    H. 
Finn.  John.  Jr. 
Flnnigan.  John  E. 
Fischer.  John  J. 
Fitzgerald.  Au.stin  C. 
Fltzmaurice,  Charles 

w. 
Flannagan   Melvin  J. 
Fllnn.  Norman  W.,  Jr. 
Flory.  Lester  D. 
Flynn.  John  P..  Jr. 
Foltz.  Harold  R. 
Fornonzini,  Benjamin 

A  .  Jr. 
Foss.  Donald  H. 
Foster.  Ted  J. 
Fowler,  Albert 
Fox.  James  G. 
Francke.  Donald  E. 
Frankovic.  Boris  J. 
Eraser.  Robert  M..  Jr. 
Fredrick.  Charles  D. 
Freitas.  Joseph  L  .  Jr. 
Frew.  James  C. 
Frlbourg,  Leonard  E. 
Frier.   Donald   G. 
Fris.   Edward    S. 
Fri.sble.    Varge    G. 
Furlmsky.  Steve.  Jr. 
Fuson,  Harold  C. 
Gagyl.  Alexander 
Galbraith.  Donald  L. 
Gal  ford.  Troy  L. 
Gallagher.  Burnette  R. 
Gallentlne,  Owen  V. 
Gallo.  James  A.,  Jr. 
Garrotto.  Alfre*  F. 
Gasser.  James  C. 
Gaug.  Leland  S. 
Geishecker,  Edward  J. 
Gelsslnger,  Robert  S. 
Gentry,  Tclben  T. 


Gerlach,  Leo 
Gibson.  Baylor  P.,  Jr. 
Gibson,  George  A. 
Gibson,  John  A.,  Jr. 
Giddens,  Richard  M. 
Giles,  Walter  R. 
Gill,  John  R. 
Gillis.  Alexander  J..  Jr. 
Gllmore.  Richard  G. 
Glthens,  £>anlel  P.,  Jr. 
Gleason,  Eugene  W. 
Gleason,  Thomas  E. 
Glenn,  Jack 
Glenn,  John  H..  Jr. 
Gccke.  Charlas  E. 
Gc«bel,  Jerome  L. 
Goewey.  Bruoe  A. 
Goldston,  Eugene  V. 
Golleher.  Gecrge  M. 
Gcode.  Charles  L. 
Gould.  Charles  H. 
Gould,  William  R. 
Gourley.  Norman  W. 
GraafT,   James   E. 
Graf,  David  P. 
Graham,  Paul  G. 
Graham.  Robert  J. 
Grasselll.  Albert  A. 
Graves.  James  B. 
Gray.  Roy  C,  Jr. 
Graybeal.  David  W. 
Green.   George   H.,  Jr. 
Green,  Robert  D. 
Greene.  Daniel 
Greene,  Joe  R. 
Greene,  John  L. 
Greene,  Richard  P. 
Greenfield,  Gaylord  C. 
Grey,  Jack  R. 
Grlbbin,  Thomas  A.,  II 
Grlffln.  Samuel  J. 
Griffltts.  Lynn  W. 
Griswold,  Edmund  K. 
Groff.  Goodwin  C. 
G'jss.  William  F. 
Gutshall.  Dale 
Guy.  Clyde  P. 
Hadcock.  Keimeth  O. 
Hiiggerty.  George  L. 
Haines.   Frederick   B. 
Haizies.  Richard  B. 
Hale.  Frederic  A..  Jr. 
Hiiley.  Harold  L. 
Hall,  Harold  K. 
Hall,  Reverdy  M 
Hall.  W.  C. 
Hfell.  William  L. 
Haliameyer,    Donald 
J. 

Halllgan.  WlUlam  J. 
Halliwlll,  John  E. 
Hamilton,  John  L..  Jr. 
Hamilton.  Robert  W. 
Hamlin.   Curtis  F  ,  Jr. 
Hamm.  Norman  L. 
Hanes,  John  V. 
Haney.  C.  L. 
Hansen,  Dale  W. 
Hansen,  John  E. 
Hanson,  Harry  B. 
Hanson.  Reuben  H. 
Harlan.  Murray  V..  Jr. 
Harmon,  Lester  G. 
Harney,  John  B. 
Harp.  Dene  T. 
Harper,  Jamee  A. 
Harrell.  William  F. 
Harrington,  James  C. 
Harris.  Charles  W. 
Harris,  Chester  R. 
Harris.   Donald   R.,  Jr. 
Harris.  William  3. 
Harrison,  Joseph  B. 
Hart,  Henry 
Harvath.  Michael  D. 
Harwood.  Edward  A. 
Hasley.  Merlia  L. 
Hastings,  Jesse  T.,  Jr. 
Hawkins.  Harold  W. 
Hayton.  Robert  G. 
Healy,  Robert  M. 
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Hean,  Howard  L. 
Heidrick,  John  G. 
Heilman,  Roland  B. 
Heitzler,  Joseph  S. 
Helling,  F|-ederlck  J., 

Jr. 
Helm,  Samuel  E.,  Jr. 
Helstrom.  Roland  S. 
Hemstad.  Robert  8. 
Hendley,  Vernon  L. 
Henley.  Paul  B. 
Henneberger,     Harry 

G   C. 
Henry,  Robert  A. 
Henshaw,  George  C. 
Henson.  Joe  B. 
Hepler.  Frank  M. 
Herndon,  John  L. 
Hess.  Theodore  D. 
Heywood.  Ralph  A. 
Hickey,  Thomas  R  ,  Jr. 
Higglns,  William  B. 
Hilburn.  John  J.,  Jr. 
Hill.  Arthur  T. 
Hill,  Carl  L. 
Hill.  Walter  L. 
Hinckel.  Harvy  C. 
Hines,  Cloyd  V. 
Hinshaw.  Don  M. 
Hinson,  William  J.,  Jr. 
Hirt.  Paul  L. 
Hitchcock.  Paul  L. 
Hixson.  Wilmer  W. 
Hodde.  Gordon  V. 
Hoereth.  Wayne  H. 
Hoey.  James  A  .  Jr. 
Hoffman.  Robert  W. 
Hohl.  RtJbert  W. 
Holcombe.  James  V. 
Holland.  Dan  C. 
Hollenbeck,      Marvin 

K. 
Holloway.  Harding  H. 
Holmes.  Henry  G.,  Jr. 
Holt.  Edgar  P. 
Holtzclawe,    Svlvestus 

W. 
Hol/bauer.  Jsseph  F. 
H(X)per.  Ward  L. 
Hoover.  Gene  M. 
Hopkins.  Donald  S. 
Hopkins.  Warren  G. 
Horgan.  Thomas  J  ,  Jr. 
Horner.  Bill  E. 
House,  Charles  A. 
Houser.  Fred  C. 
Hovatter,      Eugenous 

M 
Howe.  Charles  R. 
Howe.  John  J. 
Howe.  Odia  E  .  Jr. 
Howerton.  Bryce 
Hubka.  Frank  J. 
Huffstutier,  Hardy  V.. 

Jr. 
Hughes.  John  A. 
Hughes.  Orlin  A    P. 
Hughes.  Thomas  H. 
Humphreys.   Zaphney 

O. 
Hunter.  Harry.  Jr. 
Hunter.  Walter  G. 
Huntington   Kenneth 

E. 
H\irst.  Clarence  M. 
Hyatt.  Floyd  E. 
Hyneman.  John  R. 
Idler.  Basil  T. 
Irick.  Joseph  N. 
Itzln.  Martin  J. 
Jackson,  Boyd  J. 
Jackson,  Dewey  H. 
Jackson.  Gordon  K. 
Jackson.  Owen  G.,  Jr. 
Jagoda.  John  M. 
James.  Thon>as  A. 
James.  William  C.  Jr. 
Jannell,  Manning  T. 
Jarrett,  Clyde  R. 
Jedenoff,  Alexis  A. 
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Jefferson,    James    M., 
Jr. 

Jennings.  Francis  C. 
Jensei,  Harvey  L. 
Jerni^an,  Curtis  D. 
Jewel  ,  James  C. 
Jilllsky,  Leo  R. 
Jobe.  Harrel  K. 
Joens    Ray  N. 
Johnson.  Danny  W. 
Johnson,  Earl  W. 
Johnson,  Irving  R. 
Johnson,  James  K. 
Johns'Sn,  James  D..  Jr. 
Johnson,  James  R. 
Johnson.  Thirl  D. 
Johnson,  Victor  E.,  Jr. 
JohnsDn,  Wayne 
Johnston,  Glennon  A. 
Johnston,  John  C. 
Johns  ion,  Thomas  J., 

Jr. 
Jones.  Alfred  M  .  Jr. 
Jones.  Charles  D. 
Jones.  Coleman  C. 
Jones.  Elwin  M. 
Jones    Harold  O. 
Joues    James  R. 
Jones    States  R.,  Jr. 
Jones    Thomas  J. 
Joslyti,  William  G. 
Judd.  Amo  F. 
Judge.  E>onald  R. 
Judy,  James  W. 
Kane.  Eugene  S  .  Jr. 
Kapsch,  Joseph   R. 
Kaufer.  Edward  E. 
Keeling.  Harvey  A  ,  Jr. 
Keim   Robert  M. 
Keleher.  Philip  J. 
Kellei .  Gordon  H.,  Jr. 
Kellei,  Harold  F.  **. 

Keller,  Joseph 
Kellei,  Karl  T. 
Kelle;-.  John  P. 
Kello,!g.  William  H. 
Kelloj;g.  Wilbur  C,  Jr. 
Kelly    George  E. 
Kelly    Jack  G. 
Kelly    William  D. 
Kennedy.  David  H. 
Keown.    Lyman    E. 
Kern.  Richard  H. 
Kerr.  Melvyn   H. 
Kerr.  William  A. 
Kew,  George  D. 
Keys.   George   T. 
King.  Carl  W. 
King.  George  J. 
King.   Paul   D. 
King.  Robert,  Jr. 
Kingsiey.  Daniel  R. 
Klrkljnd.  John  W. 
Kirsch.  Oscar  H. 
Klebe:-.  Victor  A.,  Jr. 
Klein,  Robert  G. 
Klimek,  Walter  J. 
Klinpman.  Robert  R. 
Knapj).  George  C. 
Knau  .   Robert   C. 
Knocl:e.  Jack  K. 
Koehler.   Elmer   F. 
Koehrlein.  William  F. 
Koesl-ir.  Oliver  J. 
Kopaf.  William  J. 
Kosltth.  Alexander 
Koste-.  Edward  A. 
Kraince,  Francis  R. 
Krew«r.  Joseph  W. 
Kross    George 
Krumm.  George  A. 
Kuprtsh.  George 
LaFayette.  Cecil  B. 
LaFord.  Paul  D. 
Lamar.  Robert  L. 
Lamt>«?rt.  Edward   S. 
Lanagan,   William   H., 

Jr. 
Landrum.  James.  Jr. 
L&ndry,  Fernand  A. 


Lang,  Frank  C. 
Lansford,  Breen  O. 
LaRoche.  Arthur  L.,  Jr 
Larsen.  Robert  J. 
LaSpada,  John  F. 
Latta,  Arthur  W.,  Jr. 
Lauer,  Stewart  R. 
Lavoy,  John  H. 
Lawrence,  George  E. 
Lawson,  Roger  C. 
Lees.  Urban  A. 
LeFaivre.  Edward  N. 
Lehnert.  Robert  C. 
Lels.  Sylvester  F. 
Lelte.  Roy  J.,  Jr. 
Leland.  Harry  E  .  Jr. 
Lembeck.  Leonard  A. 
Leogue.  John  J. 
Leon.  Jamee 
Lesak.  Robert  J. 

Leutz,  Charles  R..  Jr. 
Lewis,  Claude  H..  Jr. 
Lewis.  Edward  L.  Jr. 
Lewis.  George  F. 
Lewis.  Leo  G..  Jr. 
Lewis.  Woodrow  B. 
Llllie.  James  L.,  Jr. 
Llmberg.  Robert  D. 
Linden.  Carl  W. 
Lindley.  Dean  W. 
Lindley,  Johnny  D. 
Livingston.  WUliam  H. 
Lobell,  William  R. 
Lodge.  Orlan  R. 
Liomac.  John 
Long.  Edwin  B. 
Long.  William  J. 
Longfellow.  William  J. 
Loos.  Billie  E. 
Losse.  Robert  N. 
Lovette.  Lenhrew  E. 
.Lucas.  Burton  L  ,  Jr. 
Lucas.  William  R. 
Ludden,  Charles  H. 
Luker.  Joseph  W. 
Lupton.  Edward  I. 
Lupushansky,  Chester 

M. 
Luther,  James  W. 
Luther,  Robert  E. 
Lutnlck.  William  A. 
Lynch.  I>uane  G. 
Lynch.  Joseph  O. 
Lynch.  Robert  J..  Jr. 
MacAskill.  Ross  M..  Sr. 
Mack.  William  E. 
Maskel.  Edward  H. 
MacQuarrie.  Warren  L 
Magill.  James  H. 
Magon.  Walter  E. 
Maire.  Gerald  J. 
Malcolm.    Joseph    W., 

Jr. 
Malone.  Crawford  B. 
Maloney.  Emmons  S. 
Maloney.  John  H. 
Mample.  Richard  H. 
Mangum.  Mildrldge  E 
Manley.  Norbert  C.  Jr 
Manning,    Herbert    G., 

Jr. 
Mansfield.  George  S. 
Mariades.  James  P. 
Marker.  Holland  E. 
Marr.  Robert  F. 
Mars.  William  O..  Jr. 
Marshall.  John  B.,  Jr. 
Martin.  Benjamin  G. 
Martin.  James  R. 
Martin.  Samuel  F. 
Marzelo.  Vincent  J. 
Mason.  John  B. 
Matthews.  Lyle  B.,  Jr 
Matthews,  Merlin  T. 
Maust,  Kenneth  W. 
Mawyer.  Ralph  P. 
Mayer.  Henry 
Mayfleld.  Harold  L. 
Mayo,  Dwlght  E. 
McAllster.  James  S. 
McArdle.  Gilbert  J. 


McArthur,  Raymond 
McBarron,  Alden 
McBee,  Lance  T. 
McCabe,  John 
McCain,  Warren  E 
McCaleb,  Alfred  P.,  Jr. 
McCarthy,  Thomas  E 
McCarvllle.  Robert  E. 
McCaslin,  William  S., 

Jr. 
McClane,  George  E. 
McCormlck,  Herbert 

F. 
McCov.  Kenneth  R. 
Mcculloch,  William 

L. 
McDaniel.  James 
McGee,  Charlie  H.,  Jr. 
McGee.  James  M. 
McGlade.  Lawrence 
McGough.  James  D. 
McGraw,  Thomas  F., 

Jr. 
McGraw,  William  C, 

Jr. 
McGuire,  Donald 
McKiever,  Charles  P. 
McKltrick.  Rodney  D. 
McLaurin,  John  M.. 

Jr. 
McMahon,  John  F., 

Jr 
McMakln,  William  M., 

Jr. 
McManus.  John 
McMillan,  Donald  A. 
McMullen,  Robert  A. 
McNeill,  Edward  B., 

Jr. 
McNew.  Robert  E. 
McNiel,  Monroe  E. 
McNulty.  John  W.,  Jr. 
McPartiin,  Charles  E., 

Jr. 
McRay.  Harold  G. 
McRobert,  Perry  P. 
McShane.  John  J. 
McVey.  John  E. 
McVicars.  Andrew  L. 
Meehan.  James  E. 
Melancon.  Bvron  J. 
Melby.  William  E. 
Melin,  Ernest  I. 
Mendenhall,  Herbert 

E. 
Menzies.  Henry  D. 
Merchant.  Clark  El. 
Meyer,  Eugene  W. 
Meyer,  Kenneth  G. 
Meyer,  Robert  A. 
Michael,  Richard  L., 

Jr. 
Mickelson.  Laurel  M. 
Mika.  Eklwln  J. 
Mildner.  Theodore  J. 
Mileson.  Donald  F. 
Millenbine,  Otis  E. 
Miller,  Clifford  D. 
Miller,  Edward  J. 
Miller,  Francis  L. 
Miller.  Jack  A. 
Miller,  Lee  R. 
Miller,  Leona!rd  A. 
Miller.  Lewis  L. 
Miller,  Roland  R. 
Miller.  Thomas  H.,  Jr. 
Mlllette,  Eugene 
Miner.  Ross  R. 
Minlck,  Robert  W. 
Misura.  E^mil  M. 
Mitch.  Ernest  A. 
Mitchell.  Donald  C. 
.  Mitchell.  Joseph  A. 
Mitchell.  Randall  L. 
Mixson,  Herman  L. 
MUson.  Willie  J. 
Mlze.  Charles  D. 
Molse.  Frank  V.,  Jr. 
Moland,  John  T. 
Moncrief ,  Malcolm  G., 

Jr. 


Moody,  Richard  E. 
Moore,  Harry  R. 
Moore,  John  T. 
Moore,  Richard  M. 
Moos,  Kenneth  L. 
Moran,  Frank  P. 
Morel.  Oscar  J. 
Morris,  Delmer  O. 
Morris,  Roger  A. 
Morrison,  Gene  W. 
Morrison,  Robert  J. 
Morrison,  William  R. 
Morton,  Douglas  K. 
Mosca,  Herbert  P.,  Jr. 
Mottl.  George 
Mouzakis,  George  E. 
Mucciaccio,  Patrick 

H. 
Mullane.  Raymond  W. 
Muller.  Godfrev 
Mulvey.  William  H. 
Mulvihill.  Thomas  E. 
Munro.  Roderick  J. 
Murchall,  Frederick 

A. 
Murphy,  John  J. 
Murphy,  Joseph  T. 
Murray,  Daniel  G. 
Murray,  Edward  D. 
Myers.  Victor  E. 
Nasif,  George 
Nelson,  Eugene  W. 
Nelson,  Herbert  A. 
Nelson,  Joseph  A. 
Nelson,  Robert  I. 
Nelson.  Robert  E. 
Nelson.  Wilbur  O. 
Neuman,  Joel  L. 
Nevill.  Harry  E. 
Newendorp,  Arthur 

W. 
Newport,  Richard  B. 
Nichols,  Thomas  H., 

Jr. 
Nichols,  William  J.. 

Jr. 
Nolan.  Keith  D. 
Norton,  LawTence  C. 
Nowadnick.  William 

R. 
O'Callaghan,  Thomas 

P. 
Odenthal,  Joseph  T. 
Oderwald.  Richard  E. 
Oglesby,  Edward  D. 
OUara",  Frank  J.,  Jr. 
Oliver.  Roy  E. 
OUen.  Wlllard  C. 
Olson.  Etnest  R. 
Oltmer,  Lavem  J. 
O'Malley.  Charles  J. 
Opeka.  Francis  C. 
Ord.  James  B..  Jr. 
Orem.  Edward  J. 
Orr,  John  N. 
Osborn,  Frederick  V. 
Ostby,  John  L. 
Ostcr.  Eugene  M. 
Ottmer,  Walter  E. 
Padach,  John.  Jr. 
Page.  Leslie  L. 
Painter,  Harry  F. 
Panchlslon.  Walter 
Panska.  Donald  A. 
Parker,  George  W. 
Parker.  WUliam  C, 

Jr. 
Parks,  Prank  G. 
Parks,  Fred  L. 
Parnell.  Robert  L.,  Jr, 
Patee.  Will  S..  Jr. 
Patrlas.  Eraine  M. 
Patterson,  Russell  G., 

Jr. 
Pat  ton,  Harvey  M. 
Patton,  Walter  B. 
Paulson,  Robert  E. 
Payette,  James 
Payne.  Ernest  W. 
Peacock,  Richard  H. 
Pearce,  James  T. 


Pearsall,  James  E. 
Pearson,  John  A. 
Pedersen,  Poul  F. 
Peebles,  Vernon  J. 
Peel,  Edd  P. 
Peevey,  Nathan  B., 

Jr. 
Pendrey,  Edwin 
Perkins,  E>on  M. 
Perrin,  John  S. 
Perry,  Jack  E. 
Persac,  Walter  L. 
Persmger,  Harry  B., 

Jr. 
Peter,  WUliam  J.,  Jr. 
Peterson,  Richard  F. 
Petro,  George  E. 
Pett,  Raymond  H.  W. 
Pettlgrew,  Parker  O. 
Petty,  Douglas  D.,  Jr. 
Phelps,  Boyd  M. 
Phillips,  Arthur  E. 
Phillips,  Allen  L. 
Phillips,  George  A. 
Philpot,  Fred  R. 
Pietz.  Reuel  H. 
Piland,  George  W.,  Jr. 
Pillon,  George  R. 
Pippin,  Franklin  N. 
Pitman,  Edgar  D. 
Poage,  Jay  V. 
Pointer,  Eugene  V. 
Pomeroy,  William  D. 
Pond,  Darwin  B.,  Jr. 
Poor,  Ernest  E. 
Pope,  Eugene  J. 
Poppa,  Chester  J. 
Poppe,  Elery  G. 
Porter,  Mervin  B. 
Potter.  Elwood  H. 
Poulson.  George  W. 
Prestridge,  John  G. 
Price.  Elbert  F. 
Prltchett,  Clarence  H. 
Pultorak,  Joseph 
Quay.  John  E.'.  Jr. 
Quick.  William  H..  m 
Qulllian,  Stone  W. 
Quinn,  William  R. 
Quint,  Frederick  A. 
Rainer,  Mark  A..  Jr. 
Rainforth.  Richard  H. 
Ramseur,  Franklin  F« 

Jr- 
Rash,  Richard  S. 
Rausch.  John  J. 
Ray.  Grady  W. 
Reed.  Benjamin  S.  . 
Redalen,  Dwaln  L: 
Redmond,  Walter  L. 
Reece,  Joeef  I. 
Reed,  Harold  R.,  St. 
Reed,  Herbert  C. 
Reed,  Roy  L. 
Reich  wald.  Norman  R. 
Reid,  William  G. 
Reler,  Gordon  R. 
Remington.  Edgar  P. 
Reno.  William  A. 
Richard.  Merle  O. 
Richards.  John  J. 
Rieder,  Glenn  L. 
Riffle,  James  C. 
Riley,  David 
Rlnehart.  James  H. 
Risner,  Albert  H. 
Ritter,  Darrell  L. 
Ritter,  Leland  C. 
Rlxey,  Palmer  H. 
Roark,  Walter  N..  Jr. 
Robertson.  Robert  S. 
Robinson,  Gus 
Robinson,  Harry  O..  Jr. 
Robinson,  James  W. 
Robinson,  Paul  L. 
Robinson,  Robert  B. 
Robinson.  Vincent  J. 
Roden,  John  P. 
Roe,  Murray  O. 
Roeder.  Horton  E. 
Roley.  William  H. 
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Rollins,  John  J. 
Ronald.  Robert  O. 
Rooney,  Jobn  J. 
Ross,  Oeorg*  W. 
Ross,  John  D. 
Ross,  ThonuM  J. 
Roueche,  Brett  E. 
Rowe,  Carroll  D. 
Ruffner.  Paul  M. 
Rupp,  Oeorge  B. 
Rushlow,  Bruce  A. 
Rushlow,  Bay  D. 
Russell,  Marrin  B. 
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Smith.  Mercer  R. 
fimlth,  Nathan  A. 
Smith,  Baymond  M. 
Smith.  Blchard  B. 
Smith.  Bobert  L. 
Smock,  Kenneth  J. 
Snapper,  John  N. 
Bnell,  Albert  W. 
Soderberg,  Ralph  A. 
Sollom.  Almond  H. 
SomerTllle,  Daniel  A. 
Sparkman,  Thomas  B. 


Sparling.  Walter  E. 
Rutledge,  Rockwell  M.Spieker,  Ira  E. 
Sabot.  Robert  Splelman.  Harvey  E. 

Salser,  Charles  A.  Squires,  Gordon  R. 

Sammartino,  Angelo  J.Stahlstrom,  Harry  A. 
Sanders,  Roger  If.  Stamford,  Edward  P. 
Sartor,  Louts  J.  Stanfleld,  James  C. 

Schanamann.         Bay-Stanford,  Nonnan  R. 

mond  H.  Stanton,    Eldon    C. 

SchelTer,  Cornelius      Stawlcki,  Theodore  A. 


Schick,  Edwin  8.,  Jr. 
Schmagel,  Arthur  O. 
Schmidt,  Carl  E. 


Steele,  Hugh  M. 
Stender,  Bernard  J. 
Stephenson,  Lyle  S. 


Schmuck,  Paul  A.,  Jr. Stewart,  Orover  3..  Jr. 
Schneider,  Robert  M.  Stewart,  Walter  C,  Jr. 
Schoneberger,     AlbortStien,  Laurence  J. 

G.  Stingley,  Elmo  J. 

Schoner,  Albert  C.         Stirling,  Harold  H.,  Jr. 
Schriver,  Richard  J.     Stivers.  Frank  P..  Jr. 
Schroeder,  Charles  L.  St.  John,  Roscoe  R. 
Schultz.  Leonard  L.     Stockdale.  Allen  F. 
Schuster,  Stephen  L..  Stone,  Wilford  L. 

Jr.  Stoneman,  Russel  H. 

Scbwartz,  Leo  R.  Stout,  Bforvln  R. 

Schwendlmann,  HenryStoyanow,  Victor 


N. 

Schwenk,  Adolph  G. 
Scurrah,  Robert  O. 
Seabaugh,  Paul  W. 
Seabeck.  Frank  E. 
Seaman,  Mllford  V. 
Seibert.  Kenneth  ZX 
Seipp.  Leroy  A. 
Sellers.  Victor  E. 
Semb,  Allen  R. 


Straner.  Frank  L. 
Street,  Charles  E..  Jr. 
Street,  Lewis  C.  Ill 
Streeter,  William  Bi. 
Stribllng,  Joe  B. 
Stubbs,  Robert  S.,  II 
Stuckey.  Harry  B. 
Sturdevan.  Garth  K. 
Sudnick.  Ralph  M. 
Sullivan,  John  B. 


Seminoff,  Nicholas  U.  Sullivan,  John  W. 


Sevier,  Charles  B. 
Shank.  James  W. 
Shanks.  William.   Jr. 
Sharkey.  Harold  L. 
Sharp.  James,  II 
Shearer.  John  L. 


Sullivan,  Richard  J. 
Sullivan,  Walter  E.,  Jr. 
Sumerlin.  Earl  B.,  Jr. 
Sutkus.  John  F. 
Swenson.  Lester  V. 
Swetnam,  William  E. 


Shepherd,  WUliam  A.Swindall,  Lee  B. 


Swinford,  David  G. 
Swlnson.  James  D. 
Takala.  David  O. 
Taub.  Samuel,  Jr. 
Taylor,  Harry  Q. 
Taylor,  Max  C. 


Shervals,  Stephen 

Sherwood.  James  M. 

Shields,  John  E. 

Shields,  Robert  F. 

Shoden,  John  C. 

Shofik.  Frank  A.,  Jr. 

Shropshire,  Clyde  B.  Taylor,  Paul  N. 

Shupe.  Arthur  F.  Taylor,  Richard  M. 

Sienko,  Walter  Taylor,  Robert  W. 

Slgler,  William  M..  Jr.Temple,  Jack  W. 

Silverthom,  Russell  L.Temple,  Richard  D. 

Simlik,  WUbiu:  F,  Terry,  Wilson  C. 

Simmons,  Albert  W.     Theros,  John  G. 


Simmons,  Robert  L. 
Simons,  Robert  C. 
Sims,  Charles  N.,  Jr. 


Thomas,  John  H. 
Thompson,  Earl  W. 
Thornbury.  Donald  S.  . 


Sinderholm.  John  K..Thorne.  Nicholas  G.  W. 

Jr.  Togerson.  Richard  S. 

Skeath,  liCarvln  A.,  Jr.Tomllnson,  Francis  K., 


Skow.  Duane  W. 
Slack,  Arthur  B.,  Jr. 
Slaton,  Clyde  H..  Jr. 
Slay.  Robert  D. 
Smart,  WUllam  D. 
Smith,  Ardath  C. 
Smith,  Arthur  R. 
Smith,  Bumeal  E. 
Smith,  Edward  D. 
Smith,  George  E. 
Smith,  Harold  E. 
Smith,  Jack  A. 
Smith,  James  W. 
Smith,  Jerry  B. 
Smith,  Leland  R. 
Smith,  Loren  B. 


Jr. 

Tonnema,  Peter  A.,  Jr. 
Tope,  Lyle  V. 
Torbert.  George  W. 
Torbett,  Eddie  C. 
Torbett,  Harry  G. 
Townsend,  Johnnie  V. 
Trager,  Earl  A.,  Jr. 
Trammell,  Thomas  B. 
Trantham,  Walter  E., 

Jr. 
Traynor,  William  L.    , 
Troy,   Harland   E. 
Truesdale.  Marlon  G. 
Tucker,  Lud  R. 
Tucker,  Nolan  E. 


Tullpane.   Tliomas  T 
Tuma.  James  W. 
Turcotte,  Edward  W. 
Turcotte,  Theodore  W 
Turner,  ByTon  O. 
Tweed,  McDonald  D. 
Urell,  John 
Vale.  Sumner  A. 
VanCampen,  Hiel  L. 
Vance,  Johnnie  C,  Jr. 
Vanderhoof.  Judson. 
Vatcher.  Walter  W. 
Veach,  Howard  C. 
Velgel.  Lester  E. 
Vergote.  Alton  P. 
Vernon,  Frederick  A. 
^Veuleman,   Elbert  F. 
Via.  Burks  A. 
Vlckers.  Earl  K.,  Jr. 

Victor.  James  E.,  Jr. 
Vtnlng.  Norman 

Volkert,  Marvin  D. 
Vonderheyde,  Henry  A. 
F..  Jr. 

Voth,  Stanley  B. 

Wachsler,  William  J. 

Wade,  Robert 

Wagner,  John  H. 

Wagner,  Taylor  H. 

Wagner,  William  J. 

Walles,  Eugene  A. 

Waldrop,  Otis  R. 

Walker,  Edward  H. 

Walker,  John  W. 

Walker.  William  L. 

Wall,  Calvin 

Wallace.  Samuel  A. 

Waller,  Clyde  T. 

Waller,  Wllbourn 

Walla,  Edward  L.,  Jr. 

Walsh,  Kenneth  A. 

Waltz,  Herbert  R. 

Ward,  Charles  C. 

Ward,  Dale  L. 

Ward.  Ralph  P..  Jr. 

Ward,  Richard  A. 

Warren,  Robert  P. 

Warren,  Stephen  G. 

Washburn,  Guy  M. 

Waskom,  Wendell  M. 

Watkins,    Charles    H., 
Jr. 

Watson,  Paul  B.,  Jr. 

Watson,  William  D. 

Watterson,  Donald  E 

Watts,  Frederic  T.,  Jr 

Wears.  Leo  G. 

Weaver,  James  R. 

Weaver,  Robert  J. 

Webster,  William  J. 

Weghorst,  Thomas  O. 

Wegley,  Don  E. 

Weidner,  James  M. 

Weitzel,     Charles     W. 
Jr. 

Welch.  Robert  N. 

Well  wood,  Robert  E. 


Wendt,  Harvey  E. 

Wesley.  Rupert  C.  Jr. 

Wetzel,  Robert  M. 

Whitaker,  James  L. 

White.  Edwin  B..  Jr. 

White,  Erving  F. 

White,  Rex  A. 

White.  Russell  C. 

White,  Thomas  A. 

Whitehin,  William 

Whitescarver,       Ken- 
neth T.,  Jr. 

Whltlock.  Roy  B. 

Wlckham,   Lawrence 
V.  M. 

Wieczorek.  Myron  P. 

Wiedenkeller,  Paul  T. 

Wilcox,   Myron   E.,  Jr. 

Wilder,  Charles  S. 

Wiley,  Norman  C. 

Wllicer.  Dean 

Wilkinson.  John  H. 

WiUett,  William  A. 

Williams,  George  L. 

Williams,  James  F. 

Williams,  Lynn  F. 

Williams.  Royce  M. 

Williams,  Robert  G. 

Williams,  Walter  L. 

Willis.  Robert  L. 

Wilson,  Alexander 

Wilson.  Frank  E. 

Wilson,  James  E.,  Jr. 

Wilson.  John  B..  Jr. 

Wilson,  Norrls  W. 

Wilson,  Rex 

Wilson,  Robert  R. 

Winneberger,     George 
L.,  Jr. 

Winters.  Donald  M. 

Winters,    Richard    A-. 
Jr. 

Wise,  Dwaln 

Witt.  William  T.,  Jr. 

Witte,  Karl  B. 

Woerner,  Robert  E. 

Wolf.  Howard 

Wood,  Drury  W.,  Jr. 

Woodard,   Richard  M. 

Woodbury.   George    B. 
,  Woods,  Laurence  H. 

Woods.  Ray 

Wosser.  Joseph  L.,  Jr. 

Wray,  Robert  P. 

Wright.  Robert  J. 
.Wydner,     Charles    E., 
Jr. 

Yachlk,  Theodore  R, 

Yerkes,  Robert  W. 

Young,  Frank  R. 

Young.  Warren  R. 

Zagrodzky,  Howard  H. 

Zane,  William  E. 

Zeugner,  Robert 

Zlmmer,  William  E. 

Zitnik.  Robert  J. 

Zorn,  Elmer  J. 


The  following-named  oflBcers  of  the  Marine 
Corps  Reserve  for  temporary  appointment  to 
the  grade  of  major,  subject  to  qualification 
therefor  as  provided  by  law: 

Abner,    Edward   L.         Banks,  John  S..  Jr. 
Ahern.  Joseph  M.,  Jr.  Barian.  Dicran  B. 
Allensworth,  Ray-         Barnes,  Arch  D. 

mond  M.  Barron,  Thomas  W. 

Anderson,  Alva  Beauparlant,   John  C. 

Anderson,  Gerald  L.     Beeson,  Arley  E. 


Anderson,  Philip  B 
Andre,  Edward  L. 
Angell,  Victor  L. 
Anton,   Anthony  D, 


Bendeich,  Charles 
Benson,  John  M. 
Benton,  Robert  E. 
Berger,  Thomas  S. 


Armagost,  William  I.  Beyes,  Warren  J 


Aune,  Arthur  J 
Baade,  Russel  D. 
Babb,  James  M. 
Babbitt,  Robert  E. 
Babcock,  Ira  V. 
Bailey,  Kelvin  W.  A, 
Baker.  Ralph  A. 
Ballant.  Dennis  W. 


Bixler,  James  L. 
Borcherlng.  Clarenca 

L. 
Bordigon,  Romeo 
Bowen,  Vaughn  E. 
Boyd.  Joe  T. 
Brandon,  Henry  F. 
Branham,  Alfred  F. 


Bray.  Edward  A. 
Breymaier.  Robert  S. 
Broker.  Darrel  E. 
Bruce.  Vernon  W. 
Buchser,  Edmund.  Jr. 
Bunker,  Joseph  L. 
Burgans.  Charles  H., 

Jr. 
Buschena.    Carl   J. 
Bushong,    Herman    L., 

Jr. 
Cameron,  Eugene  D. 
Carpenter.  Burson  D. 
Carruthers.  Joseph  N. 
Cartoski,   Edwin   J. 
Gate,  Clarence  C. 
Catluw,  Walter  S. 
Cauthou.  Gilbert  R. 
Chacto,  Alex  S. 
Child.  Warren   C. 
Clark.  Ellon   H 
Clark,  Richard  H. 
Clarke,  Donald  G. 
Clune.  Joseph  W. 
Cole.   Robert  W..  Jr. 
Collins.   Richard  J. 
Collins,   Thomas   W. 
Conlon,  Thomas  W. 
Cook,  Robert  E. 
Cooke,  Weldon   C. 
Costos.  George 
Co.x.   George  W. 
Cox.  George  R. 
Cox.  Raymon  R.,  Jr, 
Crabb.  Craig  C. 
Critchley.   Jack   B 
Cronin.  John  E..  Jr. 
Cullison,  Robert  D. 
Currier.  Burton  D. 
Curzon.  James  R. 
Dftlgle.  Bernadin  J. 
Daly.   Claude  W. 
Darfler.  Donald 
Davis.   David.   Jr. 
Davis,  Donald  F. 
Davis.  James   K. 
Davis.  William  B. 
Decker.  Gerald 
Detmerlng.  Carl  S. 
Detrio,  Joseph  M. 
Dickey.  William  E  .  Jr. 
Dlmlck.  Dexter  A.,  Jr. 
Dixon.  John  E. 
Dobbins.  Robert.  Jr. 
Donovan.    William    J. 
Donovan,   William   P. 
Dufford.   John  M. 
Eddens,   Frank  L..   Jr. 
Elliott.  Robert  B. 
Evans.  Malcom  D. 
Everett.  Ernest  E. 
Ewan.    Randolph    J. 
Fagnan,  Gerald  Q. 
Feenan.  James  F. 
Pink,  Gerald 
Flske.  Russell  P. 
Fletcher,  Raleigh  E. 
Folk.  Richard  W. 
Forrest.  Shelby  M. 
Foster,  Francis  A. 
Foust.  Harry  L. 
Franano.  Vincenzo 
Friend.    Charles.   Ill 
Gangnath.  Charles  R. 
Gemmell.  Ronald  H. 
Gibson.  Robert  L. 
Gilmour,  Robert  E. 
Gipple.  Guy  M. 
Givens,  Joseph  E. 
Glaese,  Darwin  P. 
Glasgow,  Keith  W. 
Graham,  Byron,  Jr. 
Gravning,  Vernon  J. 
Griffin.  Clair  E. 
Griffin.  William  W.,  Jr. 
Hanan,  John  H.,  II 
Hansbrough,  Thomas 
Hardy.  Irving  B. 
Harrington,  Jack  G. 
Harrison,  Joseph  L.,  Jr. 


November  30 

Hart,  Gordon  C, 
Hawkins.  James  J. 
Heaton,  Joseph  E- 
Heinley.  Phillip  E. 
H^mbree.  J.  D. 
Henderson,  Robert  P. 
Hertzler,  Charlss  A. 
Hewlett,  Robert  M.,  Jr. 
Holden.  William  H. 
Holiday.  Robert  C. 
Homeyer,  Robert  F. 
Hopkins,  Harold  H. 
Hopkins,    Thomas    D., 

Jr. 
Horn.  Thomas  B. 
Home,  Clinton  D. 
Horn.sby.  Richard  G. 
Horton,  Howard'K. 
Hosklng,  Elmer  E. 
Howard,  Robert  B. 
Hoyle.  Homer  IX 
Hunt,  Ernest  L. 
Ireland,  James  D. 
Jackson.  Grovef  C. 
Jarne.^.  Eugene  N. 
Jensen.  Lehl  D. 
Jerominskl,  Paul  E. 
Johnson,  Ector  R..  Jr. 
Johnson,  William  H. 
Johnston,  Jamen  M. 
Johnstone.  Forrest  L. 
Jones,  Earl  E  .  Jr. 
Jones,  Grifflth 
Jungl,  Harry  L. 
Kamp.  Arthur  M.  "" 

Kane.  William  J.,  Jr. 
Kennedy.  Anthony  J., 

Jr. 
Kern.  Peter  W. 
Kidd.  Donald  S. 
Klester.  KenneUi  R. 
Klme.  Merle  A. 
Kinsey,  Robert  T. 
Klpp.  Gordon  B. 
Kiselicka.  Stephen  F. 
Klockzlen.  Vincent  H. 
Knowles.  Harold  R. 
Knox.  Alv4n  A. 
Knutson,  Donald  S. 
Koyiades,  John 
Lamoreaux.  Harold  G. 
Lancaster.  Wilson  G. 
Langston,  Earl  W. 
Lathrop.  Edwin  H. 
Lawlor,  John  L, 
Lentz.  Paul  W. 
Leonard,  Clarence  E. 
Levy.  Charles  P. 
Lewis,  George  W. 
Lewis,  Jesse  M. 
Lewis,  Robert,  Jr. 
Linen,  Charles  J. 
Locke,  Melvln  K. 
MarDonald.      Richard 

A. 
Maginnis.  Patrick  M. 
Major,  James  B..  Jr. 
Manley,  Charles  L. 
Marcusson,    Peter    A., 

Jr. 
Mark,  Dewey  M.,  Jr. 
Maxson,  Embre«  W. 
McCabe.  Maurloe 
McCall,  Durwood  P. 
McCann.  Robert  E. 
McCleery,  James  H. 
McComber,  Franklin  J. 
McDermott,  John  E. 
McDevltt,  Hugh  A. 
McDonald,  Roy  B..  Jr. 
McDonald.        Thomas, 

Jr. 
McFadden,  Leslie  T. 
McGulre,  Robert  C. 
Mclnnls,  Rol)ert  J. 
McLaughlin.  James  A. 
McMahon.  Richard 
McNab,  Robert  C.  Jr. 
Meadows,  Carl  3. 
Meeker,  Robert  J. 
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Melcher,  Thomas  J. 
Menard.  James  L. 
Miller.  Robert  L. 


Sekard  .  Max  M. 
Ses&l.   Victor   A. 
ShamLs.  EUlward 


Mitchell.  John  D..  Jr.  Shelllto.  John  L. 


Molick.  Roy  J. 
Monroe.  Douglas  E. 
Morgan,  Stacy  M 
Mueller,    Glltien    N. 
Munnell.  Hugh  E 
Murnane.  John  P. 
Murray.  Frank  J. 
Nelson.  Emery  E 
Nichols.  Worrell  P. 
Offerle.  Laurel  E 
Oldefendt.  Glendon  E 
O  Nell.  James 
Onyett,  Jack  E. 
Oreilly.  Andrew  E  .  Jr 
Orr.   Burt   M  .  Jr. 
Orr.  Leonard  L.. 
Osgcxxl.  Clarence  W. 
Owens.  Dick 
Ownbey.  Harold  C. 
PMlmer.  Harold  L. 
Parker.  George  B. 
Parsons.  Lloyd  J. 
Peak.   Wilbur   L. 
Perina.  Lambert  J 
Petersen.  Robert  W. 
Peterson.  Philip  A. 
Pickering.  Wilbur  W. 
Pierce.  Leon  W..  Jr. 
Pinkston.   Mose  T. 
Pitslnger.  Rupert  C. 
Pit!  man.  Teddy  L. 
Pont    Albert 
Poppke.  William  R. 
Price.  Joseph  R. 
Price    Glen  H 
Price    Sterling  F. 
Radin.  Morris 
RatlifT.  Bert  E. 
RauFe.  Robert 
Rector.  James  R. 
Reed.  Jack  K. 
Reed.  Robert  J..  Jr. 
Regas.  William 
Rich.  Richard  V. 
Rlckles.  Rot>ert  E. 
Rike.  Joe  A. 
Riley.  Glenn   O. 
Riley.  John  C. 
Ritchie.  John  A. 
Robbln.<!.  Cecil  E. 
Rose.  Albert  A. 
Rose.  Julius  R. 
Ross.  Kenneth  S. 
Ruhsam.  John  W. 
Rushfeldt.  Collin  H. 
Ryan,  John  T. 
Salmon.  Robert  L. 


Sherman.  Richard  J. 
Sherwood.    Harry    L., 

Jr 
Shevlln   Eueene  P. 
Shotwell,  Harold  W. 
Simmon,  Hal  K. 
Sims.  Albert  C. 
Smith,  Donald  W. 
Smith.    Henrv    G  .    HI 
Jr. 


Smith.  Hicks  A 
Smith.   John   C, 
Smith,   William   L. 
Snell.  Harold  D. 
Snyder,  Alan  J. 
Soncrart.  Edward  L. 
Spence   Robert  M 
Sp)eldet ,  Roland  E 
Stansbury.  Charles  P. 
Stepman.  James  J. 
Stetler,  Patrick  P 
Stevenp    Merrill  E. 
Stewart    Roper  A. 
Stith.  J  >hn  D. 
Stone,  (Jrepory  S. 
Suter.  Merrill  F, 
Swafforil.  Johnny  L. 
Swansoi.  Russell 
Swedl)e-g.  John  E  .  Jr. 
Swenso  i.  Merrill  E. 
Tabler.  Robert  R. 
Tait,  Leonard  R. 
Taylor.  Raymond  B. 
Tebow.  Wiillam  J 
Tesko.  Stanley 
TTioma.' .  John  P 
Thomaion.  Hugh  M 
TTiompKon,    Foster   L., 

Jr. 
Thomsf  n.  Ernest  W. 
T\ittle.  John  W. 
Wagner    Arthur 
Wagner,  Robert  E 
Walden    Ennis  E 
Wallace.  George  M. 
Warrender.  Charles  A. 
Washburn.    Hugh    D., 

Jr. 
Watson.  Alexander 
WeAthersbee,    William 

P 
Webb,  John  R. 
Whipple.  Charles  C. 
Whitefield.  Donald  E. 
Wicker.  Roy  W,.  Jr. 
Willis,  Charles  A. 
Wilson.  Harry  S. 
Wilson.  Sidney  J.,  Jr. 


Samuelson,  Richard  K.Wolfe.  James  E 


Santamaria.  Thomas 
Savage.  Thomas  F.  Jr 
Scarborough 
T  .  Jr. 


Woodbrldge.      Charles 
L. 
Walter  Woodruff.  William  B. 
Writer.  Carl  P. 
Schroeder.  Warren  F.     Young.  Nell  F. 
Schuerman.  Mervyn  T.Young,  Robert  J. 
Schumacher,    Paul    E. Zagone.  Nlcaslo  J. 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Ma- 
rine Corps  and  Marine  Corps  Reserve  for 
temporary  appointment  to  the  grade  of  first 
lieutenant  subject  to  qualification  therefor 
as  provided  by  law: 

Abbey.  Robert  B.  Adler.  Seymour  J. 

Abbott.  Millard  S.  Aeschbacher.    Herbert 

Abbott,  Robert  G.  L. 

Abbott.  Wiillam  V.  C.   Affeld.  Francis  O..  IV 
Abercromble.     Harold  Agnello.  Angelo 

Agos.  Robert  R. 

Ahearn,  Joseph  M. 

Ahlberg.  Richard  C. 

Aichroth.  Etonald  T. 

Alba.  John  R. 

Alber,  Charles  L. 

Alber,  John  W. 

Albers,  Vincent  A„  Jr. 

Albert.  Duane  H. 

Albrecht,  Robert  C. 

Alexander,  Dan  C. 


Abernathy,  TTiomas  R 
Abies.  Murray  F. 
Ackerson,   Garrett  G 

III 
Adair,  James  T,,  Jr. 
Adams,  George  H. 
Adams.  John  M.,  Jr. 
Adams.  Sammy  T. 
Adamson,  Clarence  E. 
Adamson.  Walter  K. 


Alexander,  Tommy  D. 
AUaband.  Wlnfield  A. 
Ailbrooks.  Eugene 
Allen.  Albert  D  ,  Jr. 
Allen.  Albert  N. 
Allen,  Chester  W. 
Allen.  Clyde  E 
Allen.  George  M. 
Allen.  Norgren  B. 
Allen.  Richard  J. 
Allen.  Rives  C. 
Allen.  Robert  E. 
Allen.  Thomas  B, 
Allen.  Thomas  H  .  Jr. 
Allen.  William  B. 
Allen.  William  V. 
Allgood.  Prankle  E. 
Allison  Lee.  J. 
Allweller.  Joseph  O. 
Aim.  Richard  A. 
Alpert.  Leonard 
Alsmeyer.  Charles  R 
Altenbern.  Stanley  E. 
Alter.  Francis  M. 
Alt  man.   Georgt    F. 
Alvaro.   Michael   A. 
Alves.  Edward  R,,  Jr. 
Amaya.  Julian 
Amberg.  John  M. 
Ambrosl.    Americo    L. 

Jr. 
Ames.  Carl  S. 
Ames,  George  S. 
Ames.     Sheppard     K. 

Jr. 
Ammentorp.  Warren  L 
Ammons.  James  F. 
Amo,  Jerry  L. 
Amos.  Paul  F. 
Analla.  Robert  N. 
Andersen.   Andrew   E. 

Jr. 
Andersen.  Earl  R. 
Andersen,  Ernest  J. 
Andersen.  Eugene  W. 
Andersen.  James  V. 
Andersen.  Wayne  C. 
Anderson,   Andrew   J. 

Jr. 
Anderson.  Carl  E. 
Anderson.  Donald  L. 
Anderson.   Henry  D. 
Anderson.  Joseph  C. 
Anderson,  Leonard  W 
Anderson.  Milton  A. 
Anderson,  Paul  L. 
Anderson,    Robert    L. 

Jr. 
Anderson.  William  L. 
Anderson.  William  B. 

Jr. 
Anderson.  William  D 
Anderson.  Wilburn  C. 

Jr. 
Anderton.    George   T 

Jr. 
Andreos.  John  A. 
Andresevic,    William 

R. 
Andrew,  Joe  H. 
Andrew.  Paul  B. 
Andrews,  Algle  F. 
Andrews.  Clyde  P. 
Andrews.  Clifton  B. 
Andrews.  John   W. 
Andrlliunas.  Francis 
Andrus,  Kermlt  W. 
Angelo,  Leon  N. 
Angros,  Leo.  Jr. 
Angus,  Carl  J. 
Antczak.  Arthur  J. 
Anthony.  Frederick  P 
Anthony.  Garner 
Anthony.  Richard  A. 
Antonlaccl,  Gene  E. 
Apker,  Joseph  E. 
Applegate,  James  L. 
Applegate,  Frank  A. 
Applequist,  Edward  R 

Jr. 


Archer.  Harry  J..  Jr. 

Archer.  Way  land  L. 

Armbruster.  Robert  F. 

Annentrout,  James  R. 

Armstrong,       William 
H.,  Jr. 

Armstrong.  Max  L. 
Armstrong.     Frederick 
R  ,  Jr. 

Arneson,  Richard  B. 
Arnold.  Edwin  L. 

Arnold.  John  L 

Arnold,  Kenneth  G. 

Arp   Dxidley  M. 

Arquiette.  John  B. 

Arrlngton.     Ravmond 
O 

Arthur.  Charles  L. 

Arthur.  Ernest  W. 

Arthur.   Robert    J  .   Jr. 

ArzAniewicz,       Joseph 
B 

A.>ichenbeck.  Theo  F. 

Ash.   Allen   H. 

Ash.  Peter  S. 

Ashby.  WUliam  C  .  Jr. 

Ashenhurst    Frank  L., 
II 

Ashley.  William  C 
,  Ashton,  Fr.inklin  E. 

Askinoste.  Lawrence 

Asmus.  Vernon  C. 

Asmuth.  Richard  J. 
,  Aspinwall.  Glen  S. 

Atha.  Donald  J. 

Atkinson.  James  P. 

Atkinson,  Nell,  Jr. 

Ator,  Donald  W.    , 

Atwater.  Gerald  K  .  Jr. 

Ausband,  Rol)ert  W. 
.  Austgen.  Donald  R. 

Austin,  Harold  M.,  Jr. 

Austin,  James  P. 

Austin,  James  L. 

Austin,  John  H. 

Austin.  Marion  G. 

Avery,  WlUard  C,  Jr. 
,  Axton.   Robert   H. 

Aycock.  James  F. 

Ayers.  Thomas  J. 

Ayres.  Horace  C  Jr. 

Azevedo,  Lloyd  H. 

Bablklan.    Charles   A.. 
Jr. 

Babskl.  Bruce  S. 

Babyak.   Joseph   K 
.Backus.   Edward   £. 

Bacon.   Dwight   G. 

Badamo,    Frank   J. 
,  Bade.  Charles  R.  R. 

Badger.   Eugene   C. 

Baer.  James  W. 
.  Bahner.   Robert    H. 

Baier,  Donald  I. 
.Bailey,   Donald   W. 

Bailey.   Earl   W. 

Bailey.   Garnett   R. 

Bailey.  Gerald  D. 

Bailey,  Leo  P..  Jr. 

Bailey.   Paul   E. 

Bainbrldge,  Beryl  E. 

Baird.  Jesse  F. 

Baker.    Bernard    B. 

Baker,  Charles  E. 

Baker,  Clarence  M. 

Baker,  Gerald  F. 

Baker,  John  M. 

Baker,   Stephen   E. 

Baker.    William   H. 

Balakas,  Joseph,  Jr. 

Baldlnger,  James  D. 

Baldwin,  Covert  F. 

Baldwin.  Harry  J.,  Jr. 

Bales,  Frank  N. 

Bales.  George  W. 

Balester.   Joseph 

Ballus,  David  H. 

Ball,  William  L. 

Ballard,  Donald  S. 

Ballek,  Fred  J. 


Ballew.  Thomas  J. 
Ballog.  Ronald  M. 
Ballou.  Frank  W. 
Bancroft.  John  V. 
Bancroft.  Richard  A. 
Baney.  Lowell  K. 
Banks.    Charles   D. 
Bany.  John  B..  Jr. 
Bart>ee.  Harrison  I. 
Barber.  George  D. 
Barber.  James  K 
Barberl.  John  M. 
Bardell,  Donald  J. 
Barham,  Bobby  L, 
Barham.   Thomas   W. 
Barker.  Lionel  A. 
Barker.  Paul  R. 
Barker.  Warren  H. 
Barlow.  Glen  H. 
Barlowe.  Etonald  E. 
Barnes.   Barry  P. 
Barnes.  Lloyd  J. 
Barnett.  Gordon  P. 
Barnett.  James  B. 
Barnett.  Thomas  P. 
Barr.  Robert  G. 
Barrer.  William  S .  Jr 
Barrett.  Richard  C. 
Barron,    Thurston    B., 

Jr. 
Barth.  Olav 
Bartl.  Charles  P. 
Bartlett.  Edward  A. 
Bartlett,  Kenneth  T. 
Bartlett.   Robert    M. 
Bartlett.  Stephen  W. 
Bartley,  John  T. 
Bartley.  William  J. 
Barton.  W^lllis  W.,  Jr. 
B.artoslk.   Frank   J. 
Bartunek.  Richard  M 
Batcbelder.  Svdney  H., 

Jr. 
Bates.  John  B. 
Bates,  John  W. 
Bates.  Maurice  J. 
Bates.  William  H. 
Battanl.  Kenneth  J. 
Battlstone,  Carl  L. 
Battle.  Benjamin  O., 

Jr. 
Batts,  Robert  E.  L..  Jr 
Bauer,  Peter  A. 
Bauer,  Richard  J. 
Baughman,    Prentiss 

H. 
Baum.   Julian   P.,   Jr. 
Baumwart.  EUdon  L. 
Baxmann,  Robert  O. 
Baxter,  Robert  M. 
Beach.  Andrew  D. 
Beach,  Edward  E. 
Beal,   Don   D. 
Beam.  George  H. 
Bearchell,  William  L. 
Beardslee.  William  C. 
Beasley.  Robert  D. 
Beatty,  Robert  M. 
Beauchamp,  Glen  T. 
Beaumont,  Charles  D 

III 
Beaver,  Jlnuny  C. 
Beck,  James  T. 
Beck,  Kenneth  R. 
Beck,  WlUlam  R. 
Becker,  Leslie  R. 
Becker,  Teddy  J. 
Beckham,  William  G, 

Jr. 
Beckner,  Boyd  H. 
Beckwlth,  Bruce  W. 
Beers,  Richard   W. 
Beersman,  James  H. 
Beglnes.    Joseph 
Begley,  Kevin  M. 
Bels,  John  T. 
Belcovskl,   Frederick 
Belden.  Edward  B. 
Bell,  Douglas  L. 
Bell.  George  N. 


Bell.  James  B. 
Bell.  Rav  H. 
Bell.  Richard  L. 
Bellamy.  Richard  E. 
Belling.  James  M. 
Belt.  James  L. 
Belt.  Robert  B. 
Bench.  James  D. 
Bender.  Allen  L. 
Bender.  Joseph  M. 
Benero,  Joseph  L. 
Bengele,    Charles    If., 

Jr. 
Bennark.  Cant  ley  P. 
Benner,    Theodore   F., 

Jr. 

Bennett.  Dale  T. 

Bennett,  Homer  L. 

Bennett.  James  L. 

Bene.  Joseph  P. 

Bensco,  Allan  J. 

Benson.  Carl  H. 

Benson.  Robert  A. 

Bent.  Russell  F. 

Benton.  William  D. 

Bentsen.  WllUam  B. 

Berckmans.  Bruce,  Jr. 

Berg,  August  L. 

Berg.  Donald  R. 

Berger.   Michael  A. 

Berglund.  Warren  T. 

Bergmann.  Henry  C. 

Bergstrom.  James  C. 

Bergs  trom.  John  W. 

Berkley.  Stanley  G. 

Bermas.  Edward  M. 

Berndt,  Harland  W. 

Bernhardt.  John  J. 

Berolattl.   Louis   J. 

Berrey.   Charles  H. 

Berry,  Jesse  S. 

Berry.  Wesley  B. 

Bertea,  Richard 

Bertheau.  Franklin  R. 

Berthoud,        Kenneth 
H  .  Jr. 

Bertke.  Thomas  J. 

Berube.  Raymond  L. 

Besse,  James  D.,  Jr. 

Best.  Edgar  N. 

Bethel.    William    F.. 
.  Blckert.  Robert  G. 

Bickley.  Roy  W. 

Blcknell.    Ralph    L. 

Blerhaalder.  Dirk  C. 

Bigelow.  William  C. 

Blgley.  Richard  R. 

Billera.  Joseph  P. 

Bingham.  Ellis   D. 

Binney.  Douglas  C. 

Binnion,  William  E. 

Blr,   James   E. 

Bird.  James  H.,  Jr. 

Bird,  Neale  E. 

Bird.  Philip  S. 

Blrdwell.  Tom  R. 

Blrou.   Francis   L..  Jr. 

Blschoff,  Joseph  J. 

Bishop.  Charles  H. 

Bishop,  John  W. 
'Blsland.  Edward  C. 

Blssell.  Glenn  A. 

Blssonette.  Charles  G. 

Bltner,  Daniel  S. 

Blvins.  George  E. 

Blvlns.  Harold  A. 

BJerke,  Duwaln  E. 

BJorklund.  Kay  D. 
'  BJornaas,  Forrest  B. 

BJorvlk,  Roger  A. 

Black.  James  O. 

Black,  John  G. 

Black.  Theodore  H. 

Black.  William  C. 

Blackburn.  Jason  A. 

Blackstone,  George  E., 
Jr. 

Black  well.  James  L. 

Bladergroen,     Charles 
H. 


H  ;. 
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r,  AaliMByL. 
Mata. 


BUOmIe.  ¥lets*JiL.  Jr. 


J. 


Bradiay,  JoMph  V. 

Bndkj.  WUliaaa  c. 

Brady,  Arthur  P^  Jr. 
^  _  Bradj,  John  A. 

Blaady,  Mtui  r.         .  Bradj.  SotMrt  O. 
BUnkinuhlp^  Lavof  Z.Brak«,  Jamaa  W. 
Blantem,  9imld  L^.  A.Brand,  Vanea  D. 
BladDO,  WUlam  A.      Brandon.  VtancU  X. 
Btaffdaa^  AqolU*  M.     Branaon.  WUUam  B. 
Blayloek.  Bnlan  A..  «r.Bra«s«tta.Ma«iriea.  Jr. 
Blafton.  Walter  X.       BraaaflaU.  John  T. 
Blo(^  BObart  X.  Bratt.  Bocana  J. 

Biomqulrt.  Robert  F.Brauae.  Bernard  B^ 
Bloom,  Allan  H.  Jt. 

Bloom,  John  C.  Bray,  Richard  P. 

Bloom.  BonaM  J.  Braaelton,  Robert  8. 

Bloomflald,  Wmiam  P.Breckanrldga,  floyd 
Blylar.  Donald  N.  S.,  Jr. 

Boederl.  Bootld  J..  Jt.  Breeden.  Robert  P. 
Bodnar.  Mleholaa  K.     Braea.  Joaeph 
Bogan.  Bwold  J.  Breeaa.  John  R. 

Bogg.  Charlaa  P.  a«ndcn.  Gene  W. 

Boggs.  WfUtem  a..  J^.Brennan.  Oregory  L. 
"''""   '""  Brennan,  Jftmea  J. 

Brennaman,  Wllmer 

Breslauer,  Charles  K. 
Breth,  James  R. 
Bretachar,  Arthur  J. 


Bohler.  Ijidwlg  C. 
Bohn.  WUllam  O. 
Boles.  Robert  D. 
BcMln.  Harold  R. 
Bolton,  Jamea  H. 

Bolvea,  Budolph  W.         

Bomgardner.  Oecarge  I.  Brett.  Richard  A. 
Bonadlo.  Bobert  A.  Breuer.  Harry.  Jr. 
Bond.  David  T.  Brewer.  Arnold  J. 

Bond.  Leighton  lIcG.  Brewer.  Clyde  W..  Jr. 


Bond.  Boyoe  L. 
Bonne,  Men  8. 
Bonaan.  William  O. 
Boone,  Oven  B. 
Booth.  Charlea  L^ 
Booth.  Ptank  B..  Jr. 
Booth.  Lewla  H. 


Brewer.  Glenn  D. 
Brewster.  Albert  E.. 

Jr. 
^dges.  Henry  if. 
Brlgden,  John  K..  Jlr. 
Brlgham.  John  M. 
Bright.  Ray  B..  Jr. 


Borcherdt.  Bdward  B..Bnndell,  Charles  B 


Jr 

Borda.  Richard  J. 
Boring.  Harry  R, 
Borjeason.  Stanley  G 
Bomell.  Donald  O. 
Borom.  Ferry  U 
Bossert.  George  J. 
Boewell.  Benjamin  L. 
Boswell.  George  8. 
BoeweU,  John  D. 
Bott.  WUUam  J. 
Bottoma.  Lemuel  li. 
Bottortt,  BMXtf  J. 
Bourne.  Arthur  H. 
Bourne.  Btchard  X. 
Bouaman.  Jamea  8. 
Boutiette.  Rlehaz«l  C. 
Bowen.  David  W. 
Bowen.  Gregory  Z^ 
Bowen,  James  T. 
Bowen.  Vb>gtt  G. 
Bowen.  WllUam  T. 
Bower,  Bdward  L. 
Bowers.  Jamea  IC 
Bowman.  Richard  D. 
BowTon.  Walter  P. 
Bowaer.  Jamea  R.,  Jt. 
Bf^agea.  Zack 
Boyan,  GUrence  C 


Brlnkley.  Harvy  D, 
Brlody,  James  J. 
Brltton,  Thoraas  B. 
Broad.  Alfred  T. 
Broadwell.  Pranklln  C. 
Brockman.  WUllam  A. 
Broderlck,  Richard  8. 
Brog.  Bobert  li. 
Bromm,  Harold  J. 
Brooks,  Gene  B. 
Brooks,  Stephen  J. 
Brooks,  Thomas  D. 
Brooks.  William  E. 
Brosco,  Anthony  J. 
Brosnahan.  Thomas 

R. 
Brosnan,  James  S. 
Brothers.  William  B. 
Broughton.  Phillip  C. 
Brower.  Joaeph  P. 
Brown.  Bernard  M. 
Brown,  Carl  D. 
Brown.  Carroll  X. 
Brown.  Guy  Ij. 
Brown,  H.  P. 
Brown.  Harry  W.,  Jr. 
Brown.  Irvln  C. 
Brown,  John  H. 
Brown.  John  8.  L.,  Jr. 


Boyd,  darenoe  A,  Jr.  Brown,  Joseph  B..' Jr. 


Boyd.  Daniel  Z. 
Boyd.  Prank  U. 
Boyd.lioeeW. 
Boylan.  ThooMa  Bw 
Boyle.  Ftukele  a  X 
Boyle,  Jotan  K. 
Boyi^,  cmiea  S. 
Boynton.  Robert  H. 
Brace.  Imeet  a 
Bracken.  John  C. 
Bracken.  Wallaoe  D. 
Braekett.  Joaeph  X 
Brackett.  Richard  C. 
Braekett.  WllUam  D. 
Bradberry.  Joe  X 
Braddon.  John  B. 


Brown,  Lewis  A. 
Brown,  Philip  J.,  Jr. 
Brown.  Phillip  W.  T., 

Jr. 
Brown,  Richard  A. 

Brown.  Richard  E. 
Brown,  Robert  L.,  Jr. 
Brown,  Bonald  A. 
Brown,  Th(»nas  J. 
Brown.  Thomas  S. 
Brown.  Wadsworth  8. 
Brown,  William  R. 
Browne.  James  P..  Jr. 
Browne,  Joaeph  X 
Browne,  Richard  C. 
BrowneU.  Richard  !<. 


Jr. 


jQhaO, 


Bniee.  Ptaak  K..  Jt. 

Bruee,  Lowell  L^ 

Bruce,  Blchard  O. 

Bruoe,  Walter  K. 

Brupe,  William  K. 

Bruggemeyer,  Boger 
A. 

Brunscm.  Auble  W. 

Bryant,  KIrneat  A.,  m. 

Bryant.  Tliomas  IC. 

Bryson,  Walter  J.,  m. 

Buchanan.  Robert  B. 

Bucher.  William  X 

Buckholts,  Edgar  X 

Buckley.  S>avid 

Bookman.  John  G. 

Buckrtdge.  Richard 
D. 

Budd,  Talman  C.  II. 

Budny.  Stanley  J. 

Budow,  Lawrence  S. 

Buechl,  William  K. 

Buechner.  Robert,  Jr. 

Bugg.  John  8..  Jr. 

Bujan,  Chailes  D. 

Bump.  Judson  C. 

Bunce.  Tlruman  G. 

Bunnell.  Ruskln  C. 
Buonocore,  Gregory 

P. 
Buran.  Philip  P. 
Burchard.  Harold  W., 

Jr. 
Burcher.  Eugene  S. 
Buren,  John  W. 
Burgess,  Horace  W. 
Burgh.  Donald  A. 
Burgln,  Henry  N. 
Buigon,  Edwin  L. 
Burin,  Michael 
Burk,  Thomas  K.,  Jr. 
Bvirke,  Bdward  J. 
Burke,  Richard  R. 
Burkiey,  Prancis  B. 
Burlage.  Gerald  J. 
Bumette,  lliomas  D. 
Bumham.  Daniel  A. 
Bums,  John  J. 
Burrltt,  Richard  R. 
Burrows,  Thomas  E. 
Burton,  Jerry  B. 
Buachman,  Theodore 

W. 
Buskirk,  Charles  D. 
Buss,  Herbert  P. 
Butler.  John  H. 
Butler,  John  K. 
Butler,  Larry  R. 
Butler,  Owen  J. 
Button,    William    H., 

m 

Buzbee.  Richard  L. 
Byers,  Bradley  C. 
Bymaster.    Cortlandt 

O. 
Bjrrd,  Charles  R. 
Byrnes,  Peter  J. 
Byron,  Robert  J. 
Cable,  WUey  R. 
Cabral,  Louis  A. 
Cadenasso,  Bldon  J. 
Cadmus,  Lewis  H.,  Jr. 
Cadrtn,  Leo  A. 
Cadwell,  Robert  A. 
CahiU,  Bdward  D.,  Jr. 
Cabin,  John  J. 
Cain.  Pat 
Cain,  Thomas  L. 
Calandrella,  Carmine 

A. 
Calder,  James  D. 
Caldwell,  John  T. 
Callff,  Irvln  D. 
Gallery.  WiUUm  J..  Jr. 
Callison.  Harold  R. 
Calvert.  Jonathan  C. 
Camp,  Gene  P. 
Campagnone.  John  X 


Campbell,  Albert  J.^ 

Jr. 
Campbell.  Harold  R.^ 

Jr. 
Can4>bell.  James  R. 
Campbell.  John  W. 
Campbell.  James  N. 
Campbell,  John  P. 
Campbell.  James  A.« 

Jr. 
Campbell,  Joe  A. 
Campbell.     Laxirence 

A.,  m 
Campbell,  Paul  P. 
Campbell,  Paul  T. 
Campbell,  Ronald  W. 
Campbell,  Thomas  R. 
Campbell.  William  H. 
Campbell.  Walton  M. 
Campbell,  WUllam  S. 
Campe,  John  N. 
Candy,  Thomas  R. 
Cannon,  Oeorge  W. 
Cannon,  Robert  O. 
Cannon,  Samuel  P. 
Cantleny,  John  B. 
Caplnas,  Donald  J. 
Capriano,  Michael  P. 
Caputo,  Ernest,  Jr. 
Carbone,  Martin  R. 
Carchietta,    Anthony 

J. 
Cardlnale,  Peter  T. 
Cardlnale,  Anthony 
Carey,  James  E. 
Carey,  Raymond  A. 
Carey.  William  E. 
Carleton,  Welby  A..  Jr. 
Carlisle,  Ralph  C,  Jr. 
Carlo,  Jerry  M. 
Carlson,  Prancis  J. 
Carlson,  Richard  T. 
Carlson,  Wilbur  M. 
Carlton,  Claudius  L., 

Jr. 
Carney,  Leo  G. 
Carney,  Stephen  P. 
Carotbers,  James  H., 

Jr. 
Carpenter,  Donald  R. 
Carpenter,  Earl  E. 
Carpenter,   John   W.. 

Jr. 
Carr,  Oeorge,  Jr. 
Carr,  Howard  E.,  Jr. 
Carr,  Roger  A. 
Carr.  William  L. 
Carroll,  Arthur  A..  J.-. 
Carroll,  Charles  W. 
Carroll,  John  P.,  Jr. 
Carruthers,  Robert  E. 
Carson,  Alan  T. 
Carson,  Richard  H. 
Carter,  Denton 
Carter,  Shelby  H.,  Jr. 
Caruso,  Salvatore  C. 
Carver,  Thomas  R. 
Casey,  Patrick  J. 
Cash,  Richard  A. 
Cassedy.  Logan 
Cassell,  Richard  T. 
Cassldy,  James  P.,  Jr. 
Cassldy,  John  M. 
Castagna.  Edwaod  J.  A. 
Castellans,     Alphoasa 

Catallo,  Merico  L. 
Catt,  Jack  R.  ' 

Caudill.  Curtis  E. 
Cavallo.  Louis  J. 
Cavendish,  John  C. 
Cavneas,  Joseph  R. 
Cavros,  Steve  N. 
Cawfleld.  Prancis  R. 
Cawthon,    Walter    C. 

Jr.  J 

Caynak.  John  P.  f 

CecU,  Earl  D. 
Centola.  David  D. 
Cermlnara.      Umberto. 

V. 


Cervenak,  Iflchael  W.  OcKknim,  James |X 
Cesare,  Donald  J.         Cody,  James  B.    >    | 
Chace.  Prank  C,  Jr.     Cody,  Thonuta  G. 
Challgren,  Stanley  A.  Ooffey,  WUllam  f . 
Chambers,  James  W.     Coffin,  Charlea  T.j 
Cbambless,  WUllam  8.  Coffin,  George  J.j  Jr. 
Champion.  William  M.  Coffin,  James  H.  ] 
Chandler,  Charles  El.     Coggan.  Leland  |...  Jr. 


Chaney,  Earl  D.,  Jr 
Chaney.  Guy  R. 
Chaney,  John  B.,  Jr. 
Chapell,  Donald  R. 
Chapln,  Robert  W. 
Chapman,   Edward   J 

Jr. 
Chapman,  Edward  J. 
Chapman,  John  L. 
Chapman,  Leland  L. 
Chardon,  Alain  J. 
Charon,  Larry  P. 
Chase,  Ptederlck,  Jr. 
Chase,  Marshall  C. 
Cheatham.  WiUard  E. 
Chellis,  Thomas  W. 
Chernack,  Boris  J 


Cohn,  WUUam  A* 
Colt,  WUUam  H.,  II 
Coladonato,  Palc|>  J. 
Colbert,  Arthiir  $. 
Colby,  Dwaln  A. 
,Cole.  Doyle  H. 
Cole.  Frank  H. 
Cole,  Joe  M. 
Cole,  Robert  C. 
Cole,  Robert  E. 
Cole,  Ronald  D. 
Coleman.  Daniel  C. 
Coleman.  Don  fa  (). 
Coleman,  Edward  C. 

Jr. 
Coleman,  James  P. 
Coleman,  Joseph  E.. 

Jr. 


Chesla,  Edward  J.,  Jr. 

Chester.  John  W.,  Jr.  Coles,  Laurie  B. 

Chez,  Joseph  M.  Oollston,  Prancis  X. 

Chiles,  Charlea  H. 

Chlsholm.  WUllam  H. 


CoHler.  WUllam  R. 
Collins,  Charles  X 


Chlsnell,    Thomas    C  ^oUins,  Donald  L, 


Jr 

Chlttlck,  John  M. 
Chockley,  Robert  S. 
Chrlsman,  Robert  A. 
Christ.  George  M. 
Chrlstensen,  Don  R. 
Chrlstensen,  John  D 
Christian,  Eual  R. 


Collins.  Jeaaie  R. 
Colo,  Marshall  A. 
Colquitt,  Roy  S..  Jr. 
Colson,  Charles  W 
Colven.  Richard  A. 
Colyer.  Charles  O..  Jr. 


Comer,  Andrew  , 
Comer,  Robert  X 


wnrisiian,  suai  ft.  —•".-. ,  nuucn  &. 

Christiansen,     Hyrum*^"^^*'  Clayton  L. 

E.  Como,  Joseph  A. 

Christlleb,  Beryl  T.        Conaway,  Charlee  R. 
Chrtstopherson,  James  S**'^^''^'  ^°^^  ^■ 

y^  Conlon.  Arthur 

Christy.  Robert  A. 


Conlon.  Arthur  R. 

Conlon,  Bernard  P. 

Conlon.  James  P. 

Connell.  Richard  P. 

ConneUy.  Prancis  J. 

Conners.  WlUlamL. 
Cmclarelll,  Roland  P  ^O'^noHy.  James  J. 
Cincotta.  Donald  J.       Connolly,  Walter  J.. 


Clanci,  Prancis  X 
ClardJ,  Dominlck  R. 
Cicala.  Oeorge 
Cignottl.  Louis  J. 


Cincotta.  Donald  J 
Clapp,  Frederick  H 
Clark,  Arthur  D..  Jr. 
Clark.  Bernard   E. 
Clark.  Bobby  E. 
Clark.  Pi-ank  A. 
Clark.  Fred  E..  Jlr. 
Clark.  Gerald   E. 
Clark.  James  E. 
Clark,  Merideth  M. 
Clark.  WlUlam  M 


Jr. 

Connor,  Pred  W..  Jr. 
Conrad.  Billy  D. 
Conrado,  James  3.,  Jr. 
Conroy,  Rigene  U 
Conroy.  Richard  J. 
Conroy.  Thomas  |£.. 

Consodlne,  Thomfts  J., 
Jr. 


Clark.  WUUam  h'  HI  ^"^"O'"-  Samuel  U. 
Clary,  Robert  X  Conway,  Alfred  G. 

oi-*i .»-_    ,T  Conwav.  wniiftm  ti 


Conway,  William  H. 
Conyers.  John  P. 
Cook,  Edward  C. 
Cook,  Gorton  C. 


Clatworthy.  John 

Claunch.  J.  M. 

Clayton.  Charlea  B 

Clayton.  PhUlp  c.  Jr  r^t  2°''*°°  ^^ 

Clayton,  WaltSr  E .       9,^1'  ?°''"^  ^ 
III  •       Cook,  John  D. 

Clemens.  Glenwood  A.^t  ^^^IL^  „ 
Clement,  Ralph  F.  ^J"  J^'  « 
Clements,    Prederlck  ^^  ^^^J^ 

Clemens.  Glrard  L.,       SJe.^liS^rd^M; 

r^mr^M.^,  r,  ,^  Cooley,  Gordon  R. 
Clendenlng,  Carl  C.  Coombe.  PhUlo  W 
Cleveland,  WiHlam  L^CoopeTp^n^  wl 

Cooper,  Gary  D 
Click.  James  C.  Cooper,  Jesse  O 

Clifford.  Henry  C.  Jr.    Cooper.  Joseph  M 
Clifford.  Martin  L  "  _     f    «• 


Clifton,  James  A. 
Cllne.  AusUn  R. 
CUne.  Prank  E. 
Coates.  Franklin  W. 
Cobb.  John  L. 
Coble,  James  H. 
Cochran,  John  E. 
Cochran,  WlUlam  A. 
Cockey,  John  M. 


Cooper,  Kenneth  t. 
Cooper,  Robert  M, 
Cooper,  Virgil  G. 
Cope.  John  P. 
Copeland.  Edwin 
Copland.  John  8. 
Corbet,  Jimmy  A. 
Corbln,  Joseph  G, 
Cordiel.  James  B. 
Corliss,   Gregory  A, 
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Com,  Donn  E. 
Cornelius.  n*anklln  L. 
Cornell,  Marion  H. 
Coming,  Nathan  E. 
Cornish.  Chester  L. 
Cornwall,  Gerald  B. 
Cornwallis -Stevenson, 

CyrU  H..  Jr. 
Corr,  James  R. 
Corregan.  Bradley  W. 
Cosby.  Leslie  C. 
Coegrove,  George  P. 
Costelra.  James  H. 
Costello.  Prank  P..  Jr. 
Costello,  Thomas  L. 
Cotreau.  Gerald  S. 
Cottingham,  Robert 

P..  Jr. 
Cottom,  John  W. 
Cotton,  Joab,  Jr. 
CottreU.  James  E.,  Jr. 
Cottrell,  Johnnie  C. 
Couch,  Wallace  M. 
Coughlin,  Richard  L. 
Coulter.  Oeorge  P..  Jr. 
Coulter,  Richard  W. 
Courtney,  Richard  G. 
Courtney,  Thomas  H.. 

Jr. 
Courts.  Carl  E. 
Covalt,  Theodore  L. 
Cowper,  Thomas  J. 
Cox,  Donald  L.,  Jr. 
Cox.  Jay  M. 
Cox,  John  V. 
Cox.   Lemoin. 
Cox.  Robert  B.,  Jr. 
Ccx.  SUnley  D. 
Coyle,  Thomas  J. 
Craemer,  Oeorge  H., 

Jr. 
Craig.  Winchell  M.,  Jr. 
Cralne,  James  X 
Crawford.  Charles  W. 
Crawford,  Harden  L., 

Jr. 
Crawford.  John  M. 
Crawford.  Raymond 

M. 
Crawford,  WUlUm  J. 
Creamer.  John  P..  Jr. 
Creekmore.     Oregory, 

Jr. 
Cresswell.  Charles  W. 
Cretney,  Warren  O. 
Crews,  Dxiane  D..  Jr. 
Crews,  Eugene  E. 
Crlbb,  George  P. 
Cribben.  John  P. 
Crlpe.  Prederlck  J. 
Crlpps.  Willie  S. 
Crlss,  Edward  M. 
Crlss,  Jackie  L. 
Crist.  Oeorge  B. 
Crist.  Raymond  P.,  m 
Crlswell,  Dale  W. 
Crlttendon,  Robert  R. 
Critz,  Richard  L. 
Crncic.  Daniel  M. 
Crocker.  Robert  W. 
Croll.  Robert  M. 
Cronk.  Robert  A. 
Cronk.  Robert  R. 
Crosby.  Allan  R. 
Crosby.  Donald  A. 
Crouse,  Richard  T. 
Crow,  Arthur  E. 
Crowe,  Patrick  J..  Jr. 
Crowley.  Jerome  P.,  Jr. 
Crowley.  Maurice  D. 
Crutchfleld,  James  R. 
Cucka.  John 
Cull,  Albert  L. 
CuUen,  Thomas  P. 
CuUlgan.  James  M. 
Culllgan.  Thomas  M. 
Cullom,  James  H. 
Culpepper,  Richard  H. 
Cununlngs.  Dale  D. 
Cummlngs.  John  M. 


Cunningham.  Robert 

P.,  Jr. 
Cunningham,  Roy  T. 
Cuppy,  Win  C,  Jr. 
Curley,  Herbert  J. 
Curley,  James  M. 
Curran,  Maurice  P. 
Curran.  Thomas  L. 
Currle.  Thomas  R. 
Curry.  Edward  H.,  Jr. 
Curtis,  Conrad  M. 
Curtis.  James  A. 
Cusack.  George  G. 
Cushman.  James  R. 
Cusick.  George  C. 
Cutler.  Jesse  T. 
Cysewskl,  Sigmund  J., 

Jr. 
Daake,  Duane  L. 
Dabney,  Donald  J. 
Daglis.  Arthur  J. 
D'Agostlno.  Thomas  S. 
Dalgle.  Chester  J. 
Daily,  Roger  M. 
Dalbey,  RoUand  M.* 
Dalena.  Albert  P. 
D'Alesandro.  Louis  W. 
D'Alessandro,     Joseph 

J. 
Daley.  John  J.,  Jr. 
Daley.  Richard  P. 
Dalldewlcz,    Thaddeus 

E. 
Daly.  Daniel  C. 
Daly.  Joseph  P..  Ill 
Damone.  William  P. 
Dandrea.  Louis  A. 
D'Angelo.  John  J. 
Daniell.  Paul  L. 
Daniels.   Otis  D. 
Danielson.  Donald  C. 
Danielson.  Derrell  C. 
Danner.  Richard  L. 
Darby,  Donald  W.,  Jr. 
Darco.  Anthony  J. 
Darling.  Eugene  R. 
Darron,  Robert  R. 
Daut.  John  D. 
Davenport.  Richard  K. 
Daves.  Joel  T.,  Ill 
David,  Edward  L. 
David.  Joseph  B.,  HI 
Davidson,  Bobby  E. 
Davidson,  Darrell  U. 
Davidson,  Thomas  L. 
Davies.  Ed  R. 
Davis.  Bennle  E. 
Davis.  George  R. 
Davis.  Jack  Wolfe 
Davis.    Jack    William 
Davis,  Jesse  D. 
Davis,    Joseph    W.   S.. 

Jr. 
Davis,  Leland  L. 
Davis,  WUllam  H..  Jr. 
Dawes,  Lyell  C.  Jr. 
Dawson.  Bobby  G. 
Dawson.  Carl  P. 
Dawson.  Porest  O. 
Dawson.  WUUam  A. 
Day,  James  L. 
Day.  Marvin  E. 
Day,  Richard  L. 
Deadwyier.  Joe  D. 
Deal,  Nelaon  P. 
Dean,  John  M. 
Dean.  Roland  H. 

Dean.  Stanley  W. 
Dearmon.  James  D. 
Decker,  John  H. 
Decoursey,  John  E. 
Decrane.  Alfred  C. 
De««i,  Richard  G. 
Deen.  Charles  H. 
DePazlo.  Ernest  L. 

Deffebaeh.  WUllam  T. 
DeOanahl.  Carl  B. 
DeOiacomo.  Jamea  R. 
DeHaven,  LesUe  B. 


Deimer.  Theodore  J.     Dolmetsch,  Robert  B.. 

DeLahr,  Ifarvln  L.  Jr. 

Delahunty.       WiUlamDolphln.  Robert  E. 


R.,  Jr. 
DeLalne,  Louis,  J)r. 
Delaney,  Gerald  R. 
Delaney,  James  J. 
Delaney,  John  P. 


Dolsen.  Norman  M. 
Donahue,  Arthur  J. 
Donahue,  John  T. 
Donald,  William  A. 
Dondey,  Leon 


DeLaTorre.  George  P.  Donnellan,  Richard  P. 
Delcuae,  Godfrey  S.     Donnelly,  Donald  E. 
DeU.  Melvln  B.  Donnelly,  Peter  E.,  Jr. 

DeLong.  Clyde  8..  Jr.  Donnelly.  Thomas  X 
DeLong,  George  J.  Donnelly,  Vincent  C. 
DelSanto.  Pasquale       Donnelly.  WUUam  R. 


Delude.  Ralph,  Jr. 
Demarest,  John  B. 
Demaris.  John  C. 
Demers.  Charles  O. 


Donogbue,  Joseph  C. 
Donovan,  Orval  E. 
Doolan,   Leonard   W., 
ni 


Demmerly,  Harry  W.  Dooley.  Prancis  M. 
Demos,  John  Dopier,  John  R. 

Demott,  Harry  J..  Jr.  Doran^  James  J..  Jr. 
Dempster.  James  P. 
Deneen.  Bruce  T. 
Denehy.  Harry  A. 
Dennerleln,    Cyril 

Jr. 
Dennis,  Utah  G.  L. 
Denora.  John 
Dent.  Robert  H. 
Dentler,  Paul  J. 
Deprlma.  Joaeph 


Dore,  Cornelius  M.,  Jr. 
Dore.  Robert  P, 
Dorffeld.  Charles  E. 
DDrman,  John  F. 
Dorn,  Alvln  K. 
Dorr,  Oeorge  C. 
Dorsett,  Thomas  M. 
Dotson,    Courtney    J., 

Jr. 
Dotter,  James  E.,  Jr. 
Dotterer.  Robert  A. 


DeSario.  Louis 

DeScbuytner,    Victor  ^^^y-  I^*^*<1  S. 
R  Doub.  Jay  A. 

DeShazo.  Thomas  D.     Doublet.  Alvln  J. 
DesJardines.  LawrenceD°"<*""-  Thomton  E 
J  Dougherty,  John  X 

D3sJardlns.  Fsblan  e^"B'">  J"n>«  B. 
D^EMaraU,   Robert   k.'^"^*"'  Tho™"  J- 
Desmet.  Oeorge  W        Douglass.  Dwlght  P. 


Desmond.  Robert  C. 
Detroy,  John  W. 
Dettman.  Jamce  A. 
Denser,  James  P 


Douglass.  William  X 
Douville,  Charles  G. 
Dove.  David  R. 
Dowd.  Anthony  J.,  Jr. 


Devanney.  William  t.^^^**-  ^^^  ^^ 
Dewell.  Jack  L.  Downey.  Kenneth  W. 

Dewey,  Robert  R.  Downing,  James  B., 

Dbonau,  Donald  D.  ''''- 

Diamond.  Donald  L.     Downs.  Roy 


DUnetti.  Albert  R 


Dowsett.  John   E 


Dickerson. 

E.  Jr. 
Dickey,  David  K. 
Dickey.  Donald  R. 
Dickson,  Robert  X 
Diehl,  John  J. 
Dietrich,  Oeorge  R. 


Lawrence  Doyle.  Donald  A. 
Doyle.  John  M. 
Doyle.  Joseph  E.,  Jr. 
Doyle.  Peter  E. 
Doyle,  Teddy  J. 
Doyle,  Thomas  A. 
Draper,  WUllam  W. 


Dignan.  Oeorge  J..  jr.Drazich.  George 


DUlard,  Jamea  L. 
DUlard.  JulUn  M. 
Diller,  Jack  K. 
DUlle.  Donald  K. 
DUlon.  James  L. 
Dinlnger,  Charles  P., 

Jr. 
Dion.  James  W. 
Dion,  Robert  P. 
Dishcr.  WiUUm  H. 


Drennan,  Lawrence  T.. 

Jr. 
Drescber.  Herbert  W. 
Dresely.  John  W. 
Drew,  WUllam  B. 
DriscoU,  Bernard  E. 
Drovedahl,  Robert 
Duane,  Daniel  J..  Jr. 
Dubeau.  Leo  P. 
Duchesne,  John  W. 


Ditch.  Wlnfleld  S..  HI  Duck.  John  E. 


Dlttmann.  Wayne  R. 
Divoky,  Robert  J. 
Dix.  Kenneth  M. 
Dixon.  John  C. 
Dobbrats,  Joaeph  R. 
Jr. 


Duckworth.  Donald  J. 
Dufendach,  Paul  E. 
Duff.  John  C. 
Duffleld,  Daniel  M.,  Jt. 
Dugan,  John  E. 
Dugan,  John  W. 


Dockstader,    Richard  Duhnkrack.  Alan  R. 
W.  Dumont,  Thomas  J. 

Dodd.  John  P.  Dunbar.  Robert  D. 

Dodson.  Orayson   K.      Dunbaugh.  Charles  R. 
Dodson,  Warren  McL., Duncan,  Billy  R. 


Jr. 
Doescher.  Wllmer  P. 
Doherty.  James  M. 
Dolan,  Eugene  T. 
Dolan,  Ptancls  A. 
Dolan,  John  X 
Dolan,  RuaaeU  X 
Dolan,  Samuel  J. 
DoUard.  Charlea  W. 


Duncan,  William  B. 
Dunham,  WUllam  J. 
Dunn,  HoUis  T. 
Dunn.  John  H. 
Dunn.  Walter  P. 
Dunphy,  John  J. 
DunweU,  Bonald  P. 
Duphlney.  RandaU  W. 
Dupont.  Jamea  A. 


Dura,  Andrew 
Durbin,  Hugh  C. 
Dure,  Leon  S.,  ni 
Durham,  Bdwin  A. 
Durham,  John  A..  Jr. 
Durkin.  Robert  J. 
Dutton,  Prank  W. 
Dutton,  Harold  K. 
Dutton.  Thomas  A. 
DuvaU,    Raymond 

Jr. 
Dyer.  Robert  J. 
Eagan.  Arthvu*  J. 
Eaheart.  John  P. 
Eames,  Stewart  V. 
Earle,  Oeorge  H.,  Jr. 
Eastman.  Robert  J. 
Eastwood,  Oerald  W. 
Eaton,  Carl  G. 
Eckenfels,  Gerald  T. 
Ecker,  Donald  D. 
Eckert.  John  P.,  Jr. 
Eckert.  Shirlan  L. 
Eckmann,  Ronald  P. 
Eddy.  James  R. 
Edebohls.  Hans  G. 
Eden,  David  J. 
Edgerton,  Edward  J. 
Edinburgh.  Lester  X 
Edson.  Richard  D. 
Edwards,  Charles 
Edwards,  Donald  A. 
Edwards,    Tliomas    E 

Jr. 
Egger.  Charles  H.  P. 
Eggleston.  Joseph  N. 
Ehlers,  Clifford  C. 
Ehm.  Charles  H. 
Ehrlich,  MazweU 
Eichor.  James  R. 
EUers.  Albert  D. 
Eitel,  Robert  J. 
Elam,  David  L. 
Elder.  Wilbur  M. 
Eldridge,    Prancis 

Jr. 
Eleazer.  William  R. 
EUason.  Arthur  P.,  Jr, 
Elkins.  Jim  T. 
EUery.  Thomas  G. 
Elliott.  Oeorge  F. 
Elliott,  Joseph  A. 
Elliott,  John  M. 
Elliott,  Lyle  B.,  Jr. 
Elliott,  Nathaniel 

Jr. 
EUls,  Theodore,  Jr. 
E'mendorf .  Carlln  T. 
Elmer,  Neil  B. 
Elmiger.  Robert  P. 
Elmlund,  Herbert  W. 
Elmwood,  Robert  E. 
Elrod.  TerreU  L. 
Elstner.  Earl  T. 
Elting.  John  D. 
Elwood,  William  R. 
Elzea.  William  D. 
Emery.  John  M..  11 
E^mmons.  Charles  D. 
Emmons,    Robert 

Jr. 

Emrich.  WUllam  R. 
Enderle.  Rodolfo  R. 
Enders.  John  P..  Jr. 
Engel,  Edward  A. 
Engels,  Frank  J. 
Bngler,  Robert  H. 
Enley.  WUlUm  M. 
Enoch.  John  T. 
Enright,  John  R. 
Eppley,  Arthur 
Erlckson.  Charles  B. 
Erickson,  Xldon  L. 
Erlckson.  Kenneth  D. 
Erickson.  WlUlam  P. 
Ericsson.  Robert  D. 
Brkenbeck.  Jamea  B. 
Ennan,  Robert  J. 
Ermatlnger.  Paul  J. 


Xrnet,  Alfred  R. 
Brspamer.  WUllam  P. 
Xrwin,  Louis  O. 
■sther.  JcOin  R. 
Xtchart.  William  M. 
Btnyre.  WllUam  R. 
Evaako.  Leonard 
Bvans,  Donald  C. 
Evans.  Gary  N. 
L.,  Evans,  James  R. 
Xvana.  John  L.,  Jr. 
Evans,  John  R. 
Xvana.  Richard  D. 
Evans,  Richard  L. 
Evans,  Robert  D. 
Everett.  Wilbur  D. 
Everbart,  John  D. 
Eversole.  Carl  J. 
Bwald,  WUllam  P. 
Xyster.  Charles  R. 
Paber.  WUUam  A. 
Pagot,  Robert  J. 
Pahlstronr,  Paul  G. 
Pairchlld.  Charles  T. 
Palrey,  WUllam  P..  HI 
Pairhuret.  WUllam  A. 
Falrley.  WUlls 
Palst,  Richard  M. 
Palce,  Looto  R. 
Paley.  Thomas  J. 
Pancher,  CUfton  C 
Parnsworth,  Ward.  Jr. 
Pamsworth.      Prancis 

W..  Jr. 
Parrell,   Prederlck  L., 

Jr. 
ParreU,  John  J. 
Farrlngton.      NormMi 

C.  Jr. 
Parrls,  Harry  W. 
Farrls,  WUllam  X. 
Pa(|ierree,  Bobby  D. 
Faulk.  Samuel  G. 
Paulkner.  Howard  X 
Pauver,  Ronald  E. 
Pay.  John  X 
Fazzano.  Henry  W. 
Fear,  Norman  B.,  Jr. 
Peaster,  Richard  C. 
Fechtlg,  Charles  W. 
Fein,  Louia  L 
Peldmann,  Jerry  J. 
Peldon.  Richard  A. 
Felton.  James  J. 
Penenga.  Oerlt  X* 
Fenn,  Delbert  8. 
FenneU.     Patrick     J.. 

Jr. 
Penton,  PhUip  8. 
Ferguson,  Jamea  S. 
Ferguson,  Richard  J. 
FerreU,  Doyle  M. 
Perrlngtoxi,  George  B.. 

Jr. 
Perry.  Richard  T. 
Pibich,  Michael  J.,  Jr. 
Flcke,  Howard  W. 
Field,  Harold  J.,  Jr. 
Field.  Wells  L..  HI  ^ 
PlertK.  Alden  L. 
W..pikrle.  George  E. 
PlUer,  WUUam  C. 
Pine.  David  & 
Pink.  Arden  X* 
Pink,  Jack  D. 
Plnniegan.  John  X. 
Plnnessey.  James  P. 
Finney,  Howard,  m 
Finney,  Lawrence  A. 
Plnney.  Etobert  X 
Plppa,  Roger  E. 
Pint.  Balph  D. 
Plecher.  Robert  W. 
FlBchettl.  Patrick  B. 
Piah,  Thomaa  X 
Plsher.  Albert  T. 
Plsher,  Arthur  R. 
FiahCT.  PurrisO. 
Plsher.  George  Du 
Plsher,  Gerald 
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nteh.  WUUmk  ■ 

nx 
vttM,  Mideoim  ▼. 
FttatMOglk, 

B. 
Fltigenlil,  Hi 

Jr. 


r.    Vnbursor,    Bamlltoa     OmIcIU,  Howard  H.,  Jr.Ooodnws,  Paul  J. 
.  P..  Jr. 

Vk«d«,  Ji 
B.»rr6d«nek.  JoMph  P. 

KwBkAii^  Don  La 

Wnmuat,    Ctoorge    O^ 
Jr. 

RvemaD,  Btehwd  A. 
F^Tnem.  Wsyxi*  ■. 

rnath,  KennatliL  O. 


OatM.  Hardy  D. 
Cteughan.  P«ter  J. 
Oaut,  Dcmald  L. 
GauTTMU,  David  L. 
Gear,  JoMfth  P.,  Jr. 
Geams.  William  J. 
OeddM,  David  O. 


Goodsell.  WUUam  J. 
GkMdBon,    George    O^, 

Jr. 
Goodwin,  Robert  E. 
Gordon.  Alexander  J., 

in 

Gordon,  Bascom  P.  J. 


Fltmtrald,  Paul  K.      Freudenberger,  Victor  < 
PItmerald,  Bdward  P.     D. 
ntqMtrtac.     BtebanlPriberg.  Jamaa  W. 

X.  Pridell,  John  B. 

PltEpatrlek.  ICdiaal  P.  medman,  Artbur  D. 
PlabMty,-  Ambroae  S.,  mend,  Victor  8..  Jr. 

Jr.  Prlsble.  Clark  W. 

Planagan.  Brace  PHsble.  H.  B..  Jr. 

Flanagan.  Jamas  W.     Prltscb,  Billy  D. 
Flanagan,  Jolui  H.       Vritacbl,  George  W. 
Planagan.  Lawrence  J.  Prltz,  Martin  P. 
Pleck,  vruuam  B.         Ptltslen.  James  W. 
Fl«mtaig,  JlBBM  8.       Frioell.  Olexm  K. 
Plemlng.  WUUam  IL    Proemadorf ,     Douglas 


Flemons.  Jolm  Z<. 
Pletctacir.  Bdwatd  S. 
Flint.  Georft,  Jr. 
Flora.  Talbtrt  T. 
Floren.  XkuUM  W. 


FTfmcek,  Blcbard  A. 
Ptoech.  Kenxwtb  M. 
Prud^ier,  Karl  L. 
Fty.  Cbarlcs  H. 


Florence,  David  W.,  Jt.PTy,  Htery  C. 


FloTMioe.  Jdax  O. 
Florence.  Jolm  W. 
Floyd,  Donald  8. 
Floyd.  Janksa  E. 
Floyd,  Joeepb  C. 
Flynn.    Alexander 

Jr. 
Flynn.  J^unes  O. 
Flynn.  Jobn  J. 
Foent.  Henry 
Fogarty.  Blehard  A. 
Fogle,  Biipert  I*. 
Fojtlln.  Lools 
Folek,  Chester  A. 
Foley.  C%artai  D.. 
Foley.  John  P. 
FoU.  Victor 
Folmar,  Jesse  a'. 
Folaom,  Arthur  E. 
Polaom.  Charles  A. 
Fonburg.  John  D., 
Fontenot,  Karl  J.. 
Forbes,  Arthur  L., 
Ford.  Aubry  P. 
Ford,  Charles  T. 
Ford,  Daniel  J. 
Ford.  Bobsrt  B. 
Pordham,  Palmer  B 
Forrey,  WUmer  H. 
Fortie.  Balph 
Portlne,  Dale  O. 


nry.  Jobn  H. 

Try,  BayuMHid  S. 

P^,  Bobert  L. 

Puellgraf,  Charles  L.. 
Jr. 
J..Pulk8,  Jack  D.,  Jr. 

Fulcher.  Xieeter  II. 

Pulham,  Donald  J. 

Puller,  Bruce  C. 

Puller,  George  E. 

Fuller.  Thomas  C. 

Fullert<»i.  John.  Jr. 

Pulton,  Samuel  J. 

Puqua.  Calvin  L. 
Ar.  Gabriel,  Douglas  J. 

Gaffen.  Malcolm  C. 

GaflTney.  Joseph  L 

Gaffney,  Paul  L. 

Gage,  Carl,  Jr. 

GagUardo.  Joseph  P., 
Jr.     Jr. 

Jr.  GaJewBkl,  Francis  J. 
in  Gale,  John  B. 

Gallsdorfcr,  John  C.  ~ 

Gallagher.  Eugene  P. 

Gallagher,  James  A. 

Gallagher.  John  H. 

Gallagher,  Edward  W. 

Gallagher,  John  O. 

Gallagber.  Edward  P. 

Galloway,  Janice 


Portmeyar,    BaymondGalloway,  Jack  J. 


D. 

Foster.  Bennett  P. 
Foster.  Carl  C. 
Foster.  David  U 
Poster.  Don  M. 
FoaUr,  Riehanl  B. 
Foster.  Blehard  M. 
Foster.  Roger  D. 
Ponmlcr,  Ifonnan  D. ' 
Pov.  Bsn  P.,  :fr. 
Fowler,  Clmilai  C. 
Fowler,  FMok  R. 
Fowler.  Jamea  V.,  Jt. 
Fowler.  Rtdiard  IC 


Galloway.  William  M. 
GamblU.  Malcolm  W. 
Gamble,  Boss  M. 
Gambrel.  James  E. 
Gamon,  Albert  T. 
Gandy,  Robert  R. 
Ganey.  Thomas  P. 
Oannon,  Robert  E. 
Ganshow,  Robert  A. 
Gantt.  Robert  B. 
Gardiner,  Edward  E. 
Gardiner,    Joseph    C, 

Jr. 
Gardner.  Jack  S. 


FowMr,  WUUam  H.,  Jr.Oarlty,  Thomas  H. 


Fox.  David  W. 
Fox.  John  B. 
Francis,  Paul 
Prandsoo.  Dwli^t  R. 
Frank.  Pbll^i  T. 
Frank,  Boger  B. 
Franklin.  Quantln  L 
Franks.  Bobert  B., 
Frana.  Bdgar  R. 
Frappollo,  Pkul  8. 
r.PaulH. 
ElobartH. 
Fray.  Frank  8. 


Oarllck,  Ewlng  D. 
Garman.  William  E. 
Garretaon,  WUliam  B. 
Garrett,  Donald  J. 
Garrett,  Elmer  T.,  Jr. 
Garrett.  Jonathan  R. 
Garrison,  Gerald  W. 
Jr.CkUTlson.  Raymond  W. 
Garrison,  WUllam  W. 
Oartln.  Luther  E. 
Gartrell.  Craig  B. 
Garrey.  William  P.,  Jr. 
Garvin,  James  P. 


Gehrlng.  Lavaughn  W.ck>rdon,  Bobert  P 
Gehrslta.  Richard  N.    Gordon.  Samuel  P..  J», 
Gelger.  WUllam  J.        Qore.  John  W..  Jr. 
Gelhardt,  Herbert  G..Q,3rman,    William    B„ 

m  Jr. 

Genco.  Henry  Ii.  Gormley.  John  D. 

Gende.  James  J.  Oott.  Michael  J. 

Gentile,  Vincent  J. 


Gentry,  Billy  J. 
Gentry.  George  H. 


Ooudelock,  WUllam  P. 
Gould.  Edward  P. 
Gould,  Gerald  A. 


Gera-galas,    AnastaslUBQouW.  John  P..  Jr 
J.,  Jr.  Gould.  Stanley  J. 

George,  Chicles  W. 
George,  Oxu  J. 
Geraghty,  Ronald  E. 
Gerdlng,  Edward  E. 
Oerlcnten.  WUllam  S 


Gouty.  Wayne  G. 
Gower,  Joseph  W. 
Gozlglan,  George 
Orablnskl,  Bernard  P., 

Oermaglan.  Barker  P.   Oracle.  George  S..  Jr. 

2^°?°'  T^^.:  "'''    Gfadl-  Herbert  M. 
Gervals.  Alfred  A.         cragan,  David  E. 
Getz.  Richard  E.  Graham.  Bruce  E. 

Geyer,  George  W     Jr-Qraham,    Edward    T., 
Gibbons,  Jamea  J.  j^ 


Gibson,  Charles  B. 
Gibson,  James  R. 
Gibson,  John  P.,  Jr. 
Gieeel,  Joseph  R. 
eigllo.  WUllam  P. 
GUberg.  Richard  L. 
GUbert,  Clifford  B. 
Gilbert,  Eugene  W. 
GUe.  Bobert  N. 
GUes.  Kenneth  M. 
GUI.  Bronlslaus-A. 
GUlen,  John  P. 
GUUam,  Ronald  R. 
GUllck,  Richard  O. 
GUUes.  Warren  D. 
GUIls,  James  B. 
GUUs,  Paul  A. 
GUlls,  Robert  D. 
GUlottl,  Robert  W. 
OiUum,  Donald  E. 


Graham,  Raymond  H« 
Graham,  Robert  E. 
Graham.  Robert  B. 
Graham,  Wallace  H. 
Graney.  Thomas  E. 
Gravel,  Marcus  J. 
Gray,  Alfred  M.,  Jr. 
Gray,  Dwayne 
Gray,  James  C,  III 
Cray,  Jobn  S.  j 

Gray,  John  O.  1 

Gray,  Thomas  W. 
Gray.  Thomas  P. 
Green.  Albert  D. 
Green.  Allen  J. 
Green.  Austin  H. 
Green,  Billy  R. 
Green,  Claude  P. 
Oreen,  Gordon  O 
Green,  Jack  C 


GUman,  Oewge  L..  Jr-oreen,"  Leonard  P 

GUinore.  Wim.  H    Jr.^^.^^  ^.^^^  ^ 

OUstrap,  Roderlc  W. 

Gimple,  Walter  Ii. 

Glordanl,  PaiU  R. 

Glpson,  Sam  M..  Jr. 

Gtsli,  Raymon  A. 

GJei-tsen.  Harold  G. 

Glaeser,  Robert  G. 

Glahn,  John  P.,  Jr. 

Olancy.  Robert  P. 

Glasgow.  Harold  G. 

Glans,  James  M. 

Glattly,  Charles  D. 

Glavcs,  Virgil  M. 

Gleason,  Louis  E.,  Jr 


Greene,  Prank  B. 
Greene,  John  W. 
Greene,  Robert  H. 
Greene,  Thomas  H. 
Greene,  Vincent  L. 
Greenwell,  Paul  J. 
Greenwood.  John 
Greer,   MacDcrald 
Greer,  Roger  W. 
Greer.  Thomas  N.,  Jn 
Gregerson.  Johnny  <X 
Gregory,    Malcome    O. 
Gregory,  Rawley  M. 


„,  Gregory.  Richard  K. 

Glendrange,     Theodor  Gregory.  Robert  O. 

^.**-  _  Orekln.   Norman 

Olenka,  John  M.  Orenler,  John  E. 

GUdden,  Thomas  T.  Oreaham,  John  F. 

GUdeweU,       Clarence,  Grlffln.  John  J. 

«w':    »       ,^  «  Oriffln,  Thomas  L.,  Jr. 

Glint,-  Arnold  R.  Griffith.  Jack  K. 
Glynn.  Thomas  W. 


Grlgsby,  Edwin  B. 
Grimes,  Ronald  W. 
Grimes,  Sammy  L. 


Goar,  John  W. 

Ooddard.  Carl  D. 

Goelxer,  Robert  A..  Jr.  Grimm!  Paul  e! 

Goeringer,  Louis  F.       Grocott.  John 

Gocser,  Alvln  H..  Jr. 

Goff,  Richard  C. 

Goggin.  Thomas  P. 

Goldberg,  Robert  L. 

Golden,  Laurence  E. 

Goldman,  Donald 

Gooch,  Robert  8. 

Goodale,  Richard  W. 

GoodaU.  Bobert  L. 

Goodln,  James  C. 


Groenlger,  William  C, 
m 

Groome,  Edwin  W. 
Grooms,  Bernard  D. 
Grove,  Bobby  R. 
Grunwald,    Harry    H., 
Jr. 

Guarino,  Frank,  Jr. 
Guay,  Gerald  P. 
Ouay,  Robert  P. 


Goodman.  Norman  D.  Gubany,  Michael  W. 


Guempel.  Donald  R 
Guldone,  Frank  J. 
Guimond.  Leon  A. 
Gulas,  Edward  J. 
Gulling.  Louis  A. 
Gunn,  John  A. 
Gunther,  Donald  E. 
Gurtner,  Louis  R 


November  \  30 

Harlow,  Charles  V..  Jr. 
Harman,  Donnle  N. 
Harney,  James  P, 
Harnlck,  Keith  I^. 
Harp,  James  J. 
Harper,  Francis  R.,  Jr. 
Harper,  Jack  W. 
Harper,  James  C. 


Gustafson,  Warren  H.Harrah.  William  K 
GuBUfson.  Walter  C.Harrell,  Charles  $. 
Gustitls.  Bernard  V.     Harrington,  Jam#s  A. 


Harris.  Charles  J. 
Harris,  Charles  P, 
Harris.  Clifford  P.,  Jr. 
Harris,  Frederick  L. 
Harris,  George  C.  Jr. 
Harris,  James  8. 
Harris.  James  R. 
Harris,  James  B. 


Guter,  Joseph  O. 

Haaker.  William  E. 

Ha  bash,  Lewis  C. 

Haberman.  James  D. 

Hackett,  Eugene  D. 

Hackler.  Kent  C. 

Hackman.  Alfred  J. 

Haddock.  Thomas  R 

Hafeman.    William    C.  Harris,  John  C. 

Hafey,  Robert  J..  Jr.    Harris,  John  B 

Hafley.  David  L. 

Hagaman,  Harry  T. 

Hagan.  Frank  E..  Jr 

Hagel.  Norman  B. 

Hagen.  Jerome  T. 

Haggard.  Robert  O. 

Haggerty.  John  O. 


Hahn.  Billy  N. 
Hahn.  John  S. 
Hale.  Nathan  S. 
Hales.  Noel  J. 
Haley.  John  A.,  Jr. 


Harris,  Ramsey  vi 
Harris,  Rex  K. 
Harris,  Richard  M- 
Harris.  WUllam  C..  Jr. 
Harris,  Winlred  F. 
Harrison.  Charlea  L. 
Harrison.  Freddy  D. 
Harrison,  Richard  P. 
Harry,  Lawrence  E- 
Hart,  Albert  E.,  Jr. 
Hart,  Henry  J. 
Hart.  James  M. 


Haley,  Lawrence  A.  G-Hart.  Joseph  E. 
Haley.   WendeU   E.        Hart,  Leo  T. 


Hall.  Bobby  R. 
Hall,  Douglas  W. 
Hall.  Edward  E. 
Hall.  Howard  H. 
Hall.  James  D.,  Jr. 
Hall.  Paul  W. 
Hall.   Walter   O..  Jr. 
Hall.  Wilmer  R. 
HalUsey.    Michael    J 

ni 

HalUsey.    William    J 

Jr. 
Halloran.  Thonnas  L. 
Hamby,  Ronald  L. 
Hamer.  Myron  C. 


Hart,  Rudy  J. 
Hartley.  WUUam  H. 
Hartwlck.  Jobn  ^. 
Harvey,  Charles  R. 
Harvey.  Donald  L- 
Harvey.  James  W.,  Jr. 
Harwood.  Russell  M. 
Hasemeyer.  Clyde  R. 
Haskell.  James  W. 
Haskins,  Francis  W. 
Hasklns.  Harold  $. 
Haskins,  Sidney  S. 
Haslsm.  Charles  B- 
Hassam.  Eugene  E. 
Basse.  Otto  K. 


Jr.        HamUton,     Alexander  Hasse!  Robert  P. 


S..  ni 
Hamilton.  Carl  D. 
Hamilton.  John  A. 
Hammel.  Charles  F 
Hammond.  Orrin  B. 


Hasselfeldt.  Ronald  G. 
Hastings.  Albert  W. 
Hastings.  John  T- 
Hastings.  Paul  P. 


TT         .         „.  ^     ^   «  Hastings.  Paul  G. 
Hampton.   Richard  R-Hiftch.  Richard  U 
Hanafin.  Roger  A. 
Hane.  John  D. 
HanUord.  Norbert  N 


Hatch.  Robert  D. 
Hatfield.  David  M 
Hathaway.  George  B. 


Hanlon.     Edward     E..Hatzllambrou,    Lam 


Jr 

Hanlon.  Joseph  H. 
Hanmore,  Robert  C. 
Hannan.  Richard  d! 
Hannegan.  Richard  T. 
Hanntff.  George  E. 
Hannon,  Robert  E. 
Hannum.  Jamea  A. 
Hansberry.  John  J. 
Hanscom.  Richard  J 
Hansen.  David  A. 
Hansen.  Ounnar  O. 
Hanson.  James  W. 
Hanson.  Robert  B. 
Hanson.  Robert  H 


br<38 
Hauck.  Walter  R. 
Havlland.  Harold  D. 
Hawkey.    William    S., 

Jr 

Hawkins.  David  9. 
Hawkins.  Harold  E. 
Hawkins.  Lawrence  R. 
Hawkins,  Robert  O. 

Hawley.  Richard  t. 
Haws.  VlrgU  B. 
Hawthorne,  Walter  E., 

Jr. 
Hawthorne.  Thomas  P. 


Hardacker,  Nelson  S.,   Hay<l«n.  Dale  L 


Jr. 
Hardey.  Gordon  W. 
Hardin,  Harley  8. 
Hardin,  Robert  L. 
Hardt,  Uoyd  E. 
Hardy,   Tom  K.,  Jr. 
Hare,  Othello  O..  Jr. 


Hayden,  WlllUm  K.. 
ni 

Haydock.  Robert  A. 
Hayes.  PhUip  8. 
Hayes,  Raymond  9..  JT. 
Hayes.  Thomas  J.,  Jr. 
Hayes,  WUllam  M- 


Hargadine.  Walter  W.  Haygood,   Thomas  A., 
Hargrove,  Alton  J.  Jr. 

Hargrove,  Arthur  W.    Haynes,  Aaron  E. 
Harkey,  Herbert  J.,  Jr.  Hays,  Curtis  E. 
Harkey.  John  N.  C.     Hays.  James  R. 
Harklns,  Daniel  D.         Hazen,  Charles  M. 
Harlan,  Gale  Hazen,  Clifford  H* 
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BeacoK.  Wllllam  J. 
Bead.  Joe  M. 

Healy,  Donald  J. 

Healy,  Martin  J. 

Heap,  VlrgU  L 

Hearn,  James  R. 

Bearn,  Thomas  M. 

Heath,  Francto  J.,  Jr. 

Heath,  Webster  C. 

Hebson.  Kenneth  L. 

Hecht,  Leon,  Jr. 

Beckcnhaucr.  John  F. 

Bcdden,  Robert  W. 

Hedges.  Richard  C. 

Hedln.  Jobn  A. 

Hedloff,  Richard  J. 

Beerlng.  David  P. 

Heeach,  Robert  W. 

Heffeman.  Michael  A. 

Befllcy,  Henry  B..  Jr. 

Hefty.  MUton  T. 

Hegyl,  Stephen  J. 

Heldkamp,  George  L. 

Heidi.  George  L..  Jr. 

HeintK.  WUUam  H. 

Heintzelman.  John  B. 

HeUt.  Lewis  C. 

Hettntf ,  John  A. 

Helm.  Wallace  H. 

Helsel.  James  F. 

Helaher,  Paul  M. 

Helton,  Herbert  J. 

Hemenway,  Porter  A. 

Hemmingway,      Rich- 
ard E. 

HempbUl.      Meredith. 
Jr. 

Henderson,  Walter  J. 

Hendricks,  James  W. 

Hendricks,  Robert  G., 
Jr. 

Hendrickaen,  Milan  B. 

Henley,  Robert  J. 

Henn,  Howard  R. 

Hennegan,  Joseph  E. 

Hennelly,  John  A. 

Henncr,  Dale  E. 

Hennessy,  George  M. 

Renneesy,  John  A. 

Henney.  Howard  E. 

Henrtksen,  Paul  H. 

Henry,  Charles  W.,  Jr. 

Henry,  Clsrk  G. 

Henry,  Eugene  J. 

Henry,  Gaylord  L. 

Henry,  John  O..  Jr. 

Henry,  John  P. 

Henry.  Wilson  W. 

Benson,  Ronald  A. 

Henson,  WiUiam  B. 

Hentz,  Albert  G. 

Berber.  John  C. 

Herbert,    Clayton    G.. 
Jr. 

Herbruck.  Walter  H. 

Herbst,  Richard  W. 

Herman.  George  C. 

Hemdon.  Gerald  G. 

RerrlotU.  Charlea  I. 
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Loughlin.  Donald  J, 


Mainland,  Keith  F. 
Malnaer.  Francis  K. 
Mais,  Raymond  S. 
Malmgren.  Everett  L. 
Malone,  Gordon  E. 
Malone,  Richard  J. 


Loug^iran.  Anthony  H.  Moloney.  John  H. 
Loul.  Herbert  H.  K.    Malovlch.  Arthur  D 


Love,  Edgar  J. 
Love.  Edwin  L. 
Love.  Bmold  G. 
Love.  John  C. 
Loving.  Bobart  L. 
LovuUo.  Joseph  A. 
Lowe.  Clyde  T. 
liownl  Robert  O. 
Lowndea.  John  F, 


Manchester,  Leslie  O. 
Mandery,  Jobn  C. 
Mandula,  John  C. 
Manfre.  Salvatore  F. 
Manhard.   Albert   H.. 

Jr. 
Manhart,  Doyle  B. 
ManloB,  John  W. 
Manlon,  Joseph  B.,  Jy. 


Lowrey.  Horace  8.,  Jr.***^l«y-  William  K 


Lowry.  WlUlam  M. 
Loy.  Loran  D. 
Lubln.  Irvln 
Luccarlnl.  Louis  J. 
Luce.  Donald  L. 
Luekett.  Jackson  R. 
Lufkln.  Dan  W. 
Lugger,  Marvin  E. 
Luley.  Bonald  E. 
Lumpkin.  Aubrey  L. 
Lxind.  Lloyd  L. 
Lundbeck,  Lawrence 


Mann,  Bennie  H.,  Jr. 
Mann,  John  W. 
Mann.  Mitchell  M. 
Mann,  Ralph  O. 
Manning,  James  P. 
Manning,  Kenneth  C. 
Manning, 'Martin   P., 

Jr. 
Manning.  William  J. 
Mannlx,  Edward  V.,  Jr. 
Mannix,  Gerald  J. 
lianooglan.    Normal 

V. 


Lundberg.  Donald  R-U!^"' ^'^*'*'"*l^ 
Lun.ford.WllUamT.    Jj!!*!^!*',^*'"^  ^ 
Lurklns.  John  F.  ij^?"'d        ^» 

Lutes.  George  W..  Jr.  ^^if^^^rne  F. 

Luta.  Theoctore  J..  Jr-^JIki^Toh  °  f,®' 
Lylee.  George  R.  darkle,  John.  Jr. 

Lyles.  James  H, 
L^nch,  Barry  E 


Lynch,  Daniel  F. 
Lynch.  Francis  J.,  Jr. 
Lynch,  Kevin  P. 
Lynch.  Richard  A. 
Lynch.  Ronald  J. 
Lynch,  Walker  R. 
Lyon.  C.  Bentley 
Lyon.  James  A. 
Lyons.  Robert  J. 
Lyons.  Robert  D. 
Lytle,  William  V. 
Maas.  Bertram  A. 


Marohn,  Marvin  A. 
Bforques,  Preston  P, 

Jr. 

Marren.  Martin  J.,  Jr. 
Marsh,  John  C. 
Marshall.  Bchol  8..  Jt. 
Marshall.  Henry  R.,  li 
Btortin,  Charles  A. 
Martin,  Humphrey  J. 
Martin,  James  A. 
Martin,  James  R. 
Martin,  Lawson  E. 
Martin.  Manuel  J. 
Martin,  Richard  L. 


MacDonald,     HermaiiMartln,  Thomas  M. 

A..  Jr.  Martin.  William  F. 

MacDonald,  Glenn  A.  Martin,  William  Q 
MacDonell.  Angus  G.  Martlnelll,  Joseph  W 
MacDougall,      Bobert  Martlng.  Henry  A. 

H-  *•  Marts,  Austin  M. 

Mace.  Bobert  L  Martson,  Richard  L. 

MacEwan,  Xldrldge  J.Maryanskl,  Bernard  J, 


Mash.  Virgil  L. 
Maska,  Edwin  C. 
Mason,  FtOyd  8-.  Jr. 
Mason,  John  C. 
Mason,  Lawrence  M. 


November  SO 

McCormlck,  Rol^ert  W. 
McCormlck,     "Shomas 

P..  Jr. 
McCormlck,  CedU  N. 
McCormlck,  Jamee  O. 


Mason.  WllUam  P..  in  McCormlck.  Jaihea  T. 
MassanopoU.  Paul         McCoy.  Donald  'R. 


Massen.  Donald  O. 
Massey,  Lonnie  M. 


Mccracken.  WUUam  J. 
McCreery,  Lew  X- 


Massldda.  William  R.  McCrelght.  Jack;  D. 
Masters.  WllUam  A.      McCurdy,  Kennfttb  P. 


Masterson,  Frank  C 

Jr. 
Masuccl.  Louis  P. 
Matchefts.  John  P. 
Maten,  Robert  J. 
Matheson.  John  R. 
Mathews,  WUUam  H. 
Mathlas.  Robert  B. 


McDanlel,  Gary  A. 

McDermott.  Arthur  T. 

McDonald.  Dantel  V. 

McDonald.  Donald  T. 

McDonald.  Xverett  R. 

McDonald.  John  J..  Jr. 

McDonald,  Richard  C. 

McDonald,  Robert  J. 
Mathysengerst,  Koen-  McDonough.  Jobn  J. 
faad  K  McDonough.  John  P. 

Matlack.  Walter  L.,  Jr.  McDougal,  Jacki  P. 
Matthews.  Jeter  R..  Jr.  McDougall.  Robert  W. 
Mattson.  GUbert  B.,  Jr.jjjcDowell,  Tho«uu  Di 
Maurer.  Donn  W.  McElheny,  Ralph  A. 

Maurer,  Robert  T.         McElroy.  Gerald  J. 
Maxwell,  Glenn  K.         McEwan.  Fredertck  J. 

McFadden.  OrvUle  A. 

McParland,  Robert  U 

McGahan.  Jaraca  P. 

McOarry.  Jamet  P. 

McOee,  John  F, 

McGee,  WUlUm  R. 

McGlhon,  Glen*  E. 

McGlUicuddy.  Fbul  W. 


BCaxweU,  Hurdle  L. 
May.  Bernard  F.  R. 
May.  David  H. 
May.  Francis  T. 
Mayer,  Donald  P. 
Mayer.  Gerald  S. 
Mayer.  Jonas  H.,  Jr. 
Mayhew.  Donald  K 


Mayock.  Robert  8..  H  McGinnU.  Holland  8 

Mazerov.  Paul  H.  McOlasson.  James  C. 

Mazmanian.      EdwardMcOIone.  Vincent  P. 

M-  McGovem.     Raymond 

Mazzurca.  Val  8.  d. 

McAdams.  Donald  J.     McGowln,  Norman  P. 
McAUnn.  John  H.  P.         jr. 

McAllister.  C.  C.  Jr.     McGrane,  Lawrence 
McAneny.  Alan  M.  m. 

McAullffe.  Lawrence  C.McGrath.  CletuS  '* 
McAullffe,  Andrew  M.,McGreen.  Michael  j. 
^'■-  McGrew.  Wayna  D., 

McAusIan.  Bamaby  W.     Jr. 
McBrayer,  William  L.  McGuane,  WUlUm  H. 
McBrlde.   Frederick   J.  McOulre,  Jamea  F. 


H. 


McHenry,  Byrod  K. 
McHugh,  Patrick  J. 
Mclnemey.  John  J. 
Mclnnls.  Robert  W. 
Mclntyre.  Philip  G. 
Mclver,  Donald  J. 
McKay,  Charles  L 


McBride.  Glenn  X. 

McCabe.  Michael  K. 

McCabe.  Morley  E. 

McCafferty.  John   J. 

McCaffrey.  Joseph  J. 

McCamant.  Wallace 

McCamey,  Robert  Z, McKay,  Conrad  L. 

n  McKay,  David  Hi 

McCan.  Claude  K..  Jr.   McKee,  Richard  O. 
McCandless,  John  R.    McKee.  Roland  D. 
McCann.  Henry  J.  McKellar,  Robert  K.  ' 

McCarthy.  Eugene  C.   McKenney,  Ton>  C. 
McCarthy.  Joseph  J.     McKenzle,  Robert  W. 
McCarthy,  Joseph  R.     McKlbben,  Masdn  X.. 
McCarthy.  Robert  L.  Jr. 

McCarthy.      Theodore McKU lop.  WUUam  D. 

C.  Jr.  McLane,  Donald  C, 

Mccarty.  Howard  J.  Jr. 

McCaslln.  Donald  G.     McLaughlin,  Charles 
McCauley.  Bertram  W.     E- 
McCauley.  Eugene  H., McLaughlin,  Rldhard 

Jr.  B. 

McClarln,  WlUlam  H.. McLaughlin,  Lelgh- 

Jr.  ton  B.,  n 

McClatchey,  John  P.  McLean,  Axistin  J. 
McClearen.  John  M.  McLean,  Robert  D. 
McClellan,  WUllam  O.McLellan,  Howard  8.. 

Jr.  Jr. 

McClelland.  Oliver  H.  McLendon,  Chailes  R. 
McCleskey.  Francis  R.  McLendon,  Luther  A., 
McClintock,      Charles     J'- 

H..  Jr.  McLoughlin,  Mattln 

McCloskey.  Gerald  L.       P- 
McCloy.  Frank  T.  McLoughlin.  Hubert 

McClure.  Lewis  F.  P. 

McCluakey,  John  C.     McLoughlin.  John  J. 
McCluskey,  WUUam  T.McMahon,  Robert  A, 
McConneU.  Richard  R.McManus.  Waltet-  J. 
McConneU,  Warren  M.McMUlan,  David  R., 
McCormac,  Charles  X.      Jr. 
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licMUlan.  WUliam 

W..  Jr. 
McMonagle,  James  J. 
McMuUen.  Harold  J. 
MCNair,  WlUlam  G. 
McNaUy,  Charles  B. 
McNamara,  John  T. 
McNamee,  John  P. 
McNary,  John  H. 
McNelU,  Charles  8. 
McNeUl,  George  8. 
McNussen,  Med  E. 
McPartlln,  James  W. 
McPeak.  Jack  D. 
McPhall,  Clark  B. 
McPhaU.  Larry  K. 
McSherry,  Joseph  M., 

Jr. 
McSorley,  Arthur,  Jr. 
McWhlrt,  Jlmmie  L.. 

8r. 
McWhorter,  PonvlUe, 

Jr. 
Meaney,  Thomas  P., 

Jr. 
Mears.  WlUUaa  O.,  Jr. 
Medina.  Antonio 
Media.  James  W. 
Meehan.  Charles  M. 
Meehan,  Joeeph  P., 

Jr. 
Meek.  Earl  C. 
Meier.  Orval 
Meier.  Robert  H. 
Meindl.  Allen  P. 
Meiaenhelmer,  Robert 

E. 
Mein.  Robert 
Mellis,  Frank  J. 
MeUy.  Lee  T.,  Jr. 
Meloche.  Donald  L. 
Mennlg.  George  H..  Jr. 
Mercer.  Prank  W.,  Jr. 
Mercer.  WUlls  J. 
Meredith.  Robert  C. 
Mergens,  Edward  H. 
Merola,  Armando  J. 
Merrick.  Richard  J. 
MerrlU.  John  R. 
Merrill.  Richard  R. 
Merrill,  WUl  A. 
Mcrtes.  David  H.,  Jr. 
Merta.  Edward  P. 
Merwln,  MUes  P. 
Metas.  John  G. 
Metcalfe.  Richard  T. 
Metskas.  Thomas  8. 
Metzko,  John  J. 
Meyer,  Frederick  W. 
Meyer,  George  W. 
Meyer.  Kenneth  H. 
Meyer.  Richard  L. 
Meyer.  Robert  O. 
Meyer,  WUllam  A. 
Meyers,  George  X 
Meyers,  John  P. 
Meyers.  Robert  E.,  Jr. 
Mesa,  Raymond  C. 
Michael,  John  E. 
MlchaeU.  WUllam  R. 
Michel.  Thomas  F. 
Mlchelet.  Allen  H. 
Michot.  WUliam  H. 
Mickle.  Don  A. 
Middleton.  WUlls  D. 
Mies.  Peter  M. 
Mies.  Richard  C. 
Mlgnardot.  George  C. 
Miguel.  Jarvls  G. 
MlhaUldes,  Emmanuel 
Mikelson,  Charles  L. 
Mlkulics,  Michael  C. 
Milbrad,  Robert  L. 
MUes.  Hubert  D. 
Millard.  John  R. 
MlUer,  Earl  F. 
Miller,  Edison  W. 
MUler,  Edmund  H. 
Miller,  Edward  A. 
Miller,  Gerald  J. 
MlUer,  Hubert  X. 
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MUler,  James  W. 
Miller,  Jesse  A. 
MUler.  John  H. 
MUler,  Murray  J. 
MUler,  Raymond  O. 
MUler,  Richard  M. 
MUler,  Robert  A. 
MUler,  Robert  Baker 
MUler,  Robert  Borrls 
MUler,  Robert  D. 
MUler,  Robert  H. 
MUler,  Robert  K. 
MUler.  Rodney  W. 
Miller,  Roger  D. 
MlUer,  Rufus  B. 
MlUer.  Thomas  F. 
Miller,  Thomas  L. 
Mdler,  Wlllard  E. 
MiUer,  WUliam.  Jr. 
Miller.  William  8..  Jr. 
Maier,  William  E. 
MOless.  Elmer  W. 
Mlllett.  Chester  J..  Jr. 
MlUtgan,  James  F. 
MUlikin.  Dudley  L..  Jr. 
MUU.  Lewis  L. 
Mllner,  EmU  A. 
Mlnica.  Jack  L. 
Minor.  Lewis  D. 
Mlsenhlmer.  Joy  B..  Jr. 
MltcheU.  Frank  H..  Jr. 
Mitchell,  Farrell  J. 
MltcheU,  Joeeph  P.,  Jr. 
MltcheU,  John  F. 
Mitchell.  Louis  L.,  Jr. 
Mitchell,  Mack  E. 
M;tcheU.  Wilfred  G. 
MltcheU.    WlUlam    J.. 

Jr. 
Modzelewski,     Bdward 

R. 
M3eder,  Joeeph  A. 
Moehle.  Albert  B. 
Moehlenkamp,  Donald 

E. 
MocUer.  Alwin  L..  Jr. 
Moeller.  Gordon  G. 
Moeller.  Richard  L. 
Moen.  Charles  H. 
Moffett.  Bobby  O. 
Molse,  Michael  F. 
Mollneuz.    Walter    L., 

Jr. 
MoUer,    Frederick    A.. 

Jr. 
Monahan,  Paul  A. 
Monath.  Lewis  R. 
Mondo.  Louis  V. 
Mondy,  David  A. 
Monfort,  Robert  A. 
Monroe.  Clyde  C.  Jr. 
Montagne.  Robert  J. 
Montague.  James  H. 
Montague.  Paul  G. 
Montgomery.   WUUam 

H. 
Moody.  Gilbert  D. 
Moody.  Jasper  A. 
Moody.  Robert  R. 
Moog.  David  C. 
Mooney.  James  H. 
Mooney.  Thomas  G. 
Moore,  Donald  L. 
Moore,  Edward  B..  Jr. 
Moore.  Elmer  L. 
Moore,  Jacques  J. 
Moore,  Johnes  K. 
Moore,  Paul  F. 
Moore.  Richard  D. 
Moore.  Robert  B. 
Moore,  Robert  J. 
Moran,  Jc^n  P. 
Mordine.  Glenn  1. 
Moreau.  Paul  L. 
Morgan.  Donald  C. 
Morgan,  Graham  W. 
Morgan,  James  W. 
Morgan.  John 
Morgan,  Thomas  R. 
Morgan,  WUlison  H. 


Mdrgenthaler,  Wendell  Naylor,  John  W.,  Jr. 


P.  C,  Jr. 
Morrill,  David  W. 
Morrin.  WardeU  C. 
Morris,  Clark  8. 
Morris,  Irving  L.,  Jr. 
Morrts,  John  N. 
McMTis,  Loyd  E.,  Jr. 
Morris,  Robert  W. 
Morris.  WUbur  J. 
Morrlsey,  Robert  B. 


Naee,  Allen  F. 
Neary,  Bernard  J. 
Neblett.  Sidney  8. 
Nee,  Thomas  H. 
Needham.  Michael  J. 
Neel.  George  E..  Jr. 
Neilan.  James  J.,  Jr. 
Nellson.  Roger  B. 
Nelson.  Charles  D. 
Nelson.  Delbert  L. 


Morrison.  Alexander  J.Nelson.  Lawrence  F. 
Morrlssey.  Michael   F.Nelson.  Robert  C. 


Morrow.  CSene  S. 
Morrow.  Thomas  E. 
Morse.  Arthur  H..  II 
Morse,  Clayton  E. 
Moser,  Charles  P. 
Moser.  Edgar  S. 
Moaes.  Richard  L. 
Mosher,  Edwin  T. 
Mosler,  Travis  E. 
Mostardi.  Stephen 
Moughon.  John  L. 
Mounce.  Michael  J. 
Mounie.  John  R..  Jr. 
Mouvery,  George  J. 
Mowbray.  George  B. 
Moyer.  Roes  H. 
Moynlhan,  James  E. 
Moynlhan,  Robert  J. 
Mueller.  Charles  E. 
Mueller,  J.  Robert 
MueUer,  Karl  N. 
Mueller,  Nornuin  D. 
Mujllg.  John  R..  Jr. 
Muldoon.  Donald 
Mulhall,  Harry  O. 


Nelson.  Ronald  E. 

Nelson,  WUllam  A. 

Nemetz.  Roger  J. 

Nesbit.  Charles  L. 

Neth.  Dale  L. 

Neuenschwander.  Wil- 
liam J. 

Neveux.  Richard  E. 

NevUle.  Patrick  G. 

NewbUl.  MerrUl  S. 

Newbum,  William  H., 
Jr. 

Newcomer,  John  E. 

Newell,  Donald  L. 

Newman.  Bruce  W. 

Newman.  Buel  B..  Jr. 

Newman.  Franklin  8. 

Newmark.  Charles  C. 

Newsom.  Robert  B. 

Newton.  Bernard  J. 

Nichols.  Ernest  D. 

Nichols.  Louis  R..  Jr. 

Nichols,  WUliam  S. 

Nicholson,  Robert  E. 

Nickel.  James  B. 


MuUen,  Arthur  L..  Jr.  Nickerson.  Glendon  B. 


Mullen,  Francis  A. 
Mullen.    Thomas 

Jr. 
MuUm,  Edward  A. 


NicoU,  Francis  R. 
W.,NlcoU.  John 

Nlcolls.  WlUlam  L. 
Niehoff,  Ralph  J. 


Mulrennan.     Timothy  Nielsen.  Berturm  H. 


Nielsen.  John  M. 
Nielsen,  PaiU  K. 
Nielsen.  WlUiam  J. 
Nlles,  Eugene  R. 
NUsen.  Donald  A. 
Nlnlchuck,  Paul 
Nola.  John  C. 
Nolan,  wmiam  A. 


c. 

Munger,  WUUam  H., 

Jr. 
Munsell,  Vernon  S. 
Munson,  James  D. 
Munter,   Weldon   R. 
Murdock,  Burt  A. 
Murdock,  Robert  S. 
Murnane,  Jeremiah  T.,  Noland,  Kenneth  B. 

Jr.  Noonan,  Joseph  F. 

Murphy,  Albert  G.        Norcross,    Charles    C. 
Murphy.  Bernard  F.  Jr. 

Murphy,  Charles  L.      Normandeau.    Joeeph 
Murphy,  Clarence  M.,     P. 

Jr.  North.  WUUam  J.,  Jr. 

Murphy.  Desmond  H.   Northffeld.  Charles  H. 
Murphy,  Donald  L.       Norton.  Robert' R. 

Norwood.  James  T. 

NoBun.  Robert  D. 

Novak.  Lawrence  A. 

Nugent.  Edgar  H.,  Jr. 

Nugent,  Edward  O.  B. 

Nugent.  Raymond  J. 

Nugent,  Thomas  F.  E. 

Nyland.  William  T. 

Oakes,  Bernard  P..  Jr. 

Oatley.   Rollie.   Jr. 

O'Brien,  Charles  H. 


Murphy,  Gerald  B. 

Murphy,  James  L. 

Murphy,  John  E. 

Murphy,  John  P. 

Murphy,  Leo  P. 

Murphy,  Leo  R.,  Jr. 

Murphy,   Martin   C. 

Murphy,  Maurice  M. 

Murphy,  Maurice  L. 

Murphy,   Paul   V. 

Murphy,  Richard  E. 

Murphy,   WUliam   D.   O'Brien,  Daniel  P.,  Jr. 

Murray,  Donald  C.        O'Brien,  Eugene  J. 


Murray,  Francis  R. 
Murray,  John  D. 
Murray,  Richard  P. 
Murray,  Thomas  C. 
Murtha,  John  P.,  Jr. 
Mushett,  Howard  F. 


O'Brien,  Exigene  K. 
O'Brien,  George  E.,  Jr. 
OBrlen,  John  D. 
O'Brien.  John  A. 
O'Brien,  Joseph  W.,  Jr. 
03rlen.  WlUlam  J. 


Musselman.    Dale    T.,0'Connell,  John  J.  P. 


Jr. 
Muth,  Harold  F. 
Myers,  Donald  A. 
Myers,  Robert  D. 
Nagler,  Oscar  P..  Jr. 
NaU.  James  R. 
Mash,  James  W. 


O'Connell,  John  T. 
O'ConneU,  Patrick  J. 
O'Connell,  WilUam  J. 
O'Connor,  John  J. 
O'Connor,  Karl  W. 
Oden,  Thomas  8. 
Odermat.  Victor  D. 


Mast,  Christian  A.,  Jr.O'Donnell,  Harold  P. 
NatareUi,  Daniel  S.      Oerly,  Samuel  H. 
NatleUo.  Robert  A.       Ogden,  Bruce  F. 


Ogden,  Robert  P. 
Ogelsby,  John  C.  M. 
Oglesby,  Howard  8. 
O'Grady.  Lawrcnoe  R. 

Jr. 
O'Hara,  WUllam  H. 
O'Hare,  Robert  P. 
CHarra.  Robert  P. 
CKane,  John  T. 
Olander,  James  M. 
Olds,  James  H. 
CLeary,  Donald  R. 
Olelnlk,  George 
Olexa.  John  J. 
Oliver,  Joeeph  H.,  Jr. 
Oliver,  Robert  B. 
Oliver,  Robert  W. 
Olney,  Herbert  F. 
(Msen.  Herbert  P. 
Olsen.  Robert  J. 
CMsen,  Robert  A. 
Olson,  George  A..  3t. 
Olson,  MUton  J. 
Olson,  PatU  I. 
CMson.  Reynold  M. 
Olaovsky.  Rlcbard  J. 
Ondek,  Joeeph  P. 
O'Neal,  Jerry 
CNeU,  Edward  V..  Jr. 
O'NelU,  James  E.,  Jr. 
O'NelU,  John  B. 
O'Neill,  John  F. 
O'Neill,  Patrick  J. 
O'NelU,  WlUiam  H. 
Ordeman,  John  T. 
CRourke,  Francis  J. 
CRoiu-ke,  James  K. 
ORourke,  WlUiam  T., 

Jr. 
Orr,  Arnold  J. 
Orth.  Donald  G. 
Osenbaugh,  Roger  T. 
O'Shea.  John  T. 
Oshlrak.  Paul  L. 
Osterhoudt,  Peter  C. 
Oeterman,  Leo  V. 
Ostlund,  Donald  P. 
Oetrowskl,  Edwin  P. 
Oswald,  Prank  G..  Jr. 
OToole.  John  L. 
Otott,  George  B. 
Ott,  Arthur  L. 
Ottenvllle,  WllUam  N. 
Otteraaen,  Robert  M. 
Owen,  Billy  M. 
Owens,  Charles  R. 
Owens,  Hoeea 
Owens,  WlUiam  D. 
Owens,  WlUlam  L. 
Pack,  Kenneth  L. 
PadiUa,  Salvatore  P. 
Pagano,  Vincent  B. 
Page,  David  P.,  Jr. 
Page,  James  D. 
Paige,  Fred  E..  Jr. 
Palaoro,  Edward  C. 
Pallc.  Eugene 
Palmer,  Charles  B. 
Palmer,  Charles  W. 
Palmer,  James  N..  Jr. 
Palmer,  Kenneth  P. 
Palmer,  Richard  L. 
Palmer,  Robert  P. 
Palmer,  ThcHnas  P. 
Paltz,  John  C. 
Palumbo,  Nicholas  X. 
Pang^bum,  Charles  X. 
Pape,  WUUam  L. 
Papetti,  Robert  A. 
Pappas,  Charles  W. 
Parand.  Carl  A. 
Paratore,  Joeeph  P. 
Parish,  Lowell  W. 
Parish,  WUUam  M. 
Parker,  Evan  L..  Jr. 
Parker,  Hubert  D.,  Jr. 
Parker,  Hubert  L. 
Parker.  Jamee  8. 
Parker,  John  K. 
Paro.  Eugene  E.,  Jr. 
Parrlsh,  Darold  D. 
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Parrlsh.  James  P. 
Paraons.  Francta  IC 
Parsons.  Rex  D. 
.Partridge.  Rlcfaazd  C. 
Paasano.  WUllam  M.. 

Jr. 
Pastore.  Robert  C 
Pastarino,  Bdward  T. 
Patberg.    Norman    B., 

jr. 
Pate.  Gerald  8. 
Pate,  Robert  A. 
Patrick.  Cbarlee  B. 
Patrick.  George  L..  jr. 
Patsko,  Andrew  IL 
Patterson.  Francis  H., 

Jr. 

Patterson,  Paul  P..  Jr. 
Patterson,  Paul  W. 
Patterson,  Richard  BL 
Patterson.  WUllam  D. 
Patton.  Robert  T. 
PauU,  Murray  8. 
Paulson.  George  IT. 
Pauscb,   Henry  M..  H 
Payne,  Blm«-  8. 
Payne,  Thomas  J. 
Paynter,  Richard  A. 
Pearlman,  Stanley  L. 
Pearman,  William  B. 
Pearson,  Lyndon  L. 
Pearson.  RusseU  C,  jr. 
Peck.  Kenneth  b. 
Pedersen,  Vem^:..iC. 
Pegues,  Dock  H. 
Peirson,  Ftank  H. 
PeUetler.  PhlUlp  L. 
PelUcane.  Richard 
Pels,  John  M. 
Pence,  Clarence  J. 
Pence,  Ronald  O. 
Pennell.  Ouas  H.,  Jt. 
Penny,  James  R. 
Pereival,  Donald  B. 
Percy,  Stephen 
Perdue,  John  D. 
Perea.  HcMadoX. 
Perea,  Richard 
Perkins.  Frank  A. 
Perkins,  iciua,  T..  Jr. 
Perkins,  WlUiam  R. 
Perrette.  OecU  L.,  Jt. 
Perrin.  Jaclc^  W. 
Perrott.  Charles  M. 
Perry,  Aydlette  H..  jr. 
Perry,  James  M. 
Perry,  Victor  A. 
Perry,  Warren  R. 
Perry,  WlUiam  H..  Jt. 
Peschke,  Bdward  D. 
Peters.  Bdward  W..  JT. 
Peters.  Elbert  L.,  jr. 
Peters.  Jack  A. 
Peters.  Richard  A. 
Peters,  Robert  J. 
Petersen.  Ftank  X. 
Peterson,  Bob  K. 
Peterson.  Burdette  H. 
Peterson.  Carl  D. 
Peterson.  Gerald  L. 
Peterson,  Herbert  H. 
Peterson.     Jamea     0« 

Jr. 
Petitbon.  John  BL 
Petrarca.  John  A. 
Petrunlc.  John  M. 
Petty,  Howson  W. 
Pevoto.  Ovie  R.,  Jr. 
Peyla,  Louis  R.,  Jr. 
Pfeffer.  Karl  J. 
PfeUrer,  Jwdk.  M. 
Pfeifle,  Richard  C. 
Phelps.  Barry  C. 
Phelps.  Charles  H.,  Jt. 
Pbenlx.  Bonald  C. 
PhUbrick.  Charles  A. 
PhlUlpa.  Bernard  P. 
PhiUips.  Jameft  8. 
Phillips.  Jerry  K. 
PhUlips.  JimnUe  R. 
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PhlUlpa.  Jtaba  Pmro^  Bobart  Dw 

PhlUlps.  Mammn  <L.  Pnralllr.  IMiphO^Jfe 

Jr.  Pnrdj,  DmVI  M. 

PbUIlp^  Bl^  4,  jr.  Punlr.  pa««lM  B. 
PhUUpt.  Bmma  O.     Purywr.  Herbert  B. 
PhlUlpa,  millam  B.    Pjne.  ChwlM  B..  Jr. 
Pblnaar,  Oapii*  B.      Qumrgnentl.  Jvam  J. 
Plekatt»  Bi9W«  &        Quick.  Daatal  J. 
Flrokatt,  B«  Lb  Qnlnlan.  Ovm  IC. 

Plckford,  TbooiM  M.  Qulnn.  Ytaaeto  X. 
PldtMn.  Artlmr  J..  Jr.  Qulnn,  JamM  W. 
Ptepor.  Bui  B.  Qulnn.  JtOtn  D.,  Jr. 

Pl«ro«.  BolMrt  K,  Jr.  Qulnn.  Jixppli  T. 
PtarcTt  BMBual  B.        Baad.  BmU  J. 
Plerr*.  Bvaratt  O.        Raba.  Vuof  D. 
Plaraoo,  Barl  P..  Jr.    Badabangb.  Barold  Y. 
Pleraon,  Bobert  A.       Bademacbcr.     Bobert 
PU«,  TbflOMa  B. 
Plllan.  Jamaa  I 
Plna.  WaUaca  M. 


Radhuber,  Stanley  O. 
Radlcn,  Oearge  J. 
Plnflaid,  Oaorga  W.,  Ar.RadJeskl.  Tbaodore  O. 


PlontA  Idvanl 
PlrhaUA,  Pwil  P. 
Ptrman.  Ptank  M. 
Pteboek.  atmpban  J. 
Pitcher.  Bert  B..  Jr. 


Radtke,  Paul  O. 
Badwell.  Pranda  J. 
Rago,  Vincent  J..  Jr. 
Bahlll.  Jamee  W. 
RaU.  Richard  M. 


Pltehford.  Cbariaa  P.  Balnbolt,  Bletaard  B. 


PltsMibtfger, 

W. 
Plttman.  Gary 
Plzarro,  Riobazd  A. 


Balnea,  Thomas  X. 
Ralph,  Kenneth  X. 
Ralaon.  liaaley  Ij. 
Ramer,  Ralph  J. 


Plamondon,  Robert  A.Randiap.  Richard  B. 
Pland,  RlchaM  H.       Bamaey.  James  B. 
Plates.  Anthony  P..  Jr.Ranck.  Robert  B. 


Piatt.  Charlee  1*. 
Plimpton.    HidUs    ^ 

Jr. 
Plume,  Walter  J. 
Plummer,  James  B. 
Plununer,  Bes  L. 
Plunkett.  Joseph  A. 
Pohlman.  JSdc  R. 
Polndezter.  John  X. 
Poiteyent,  Walter  O. 
Polakoff.  OeraM  H. 
Polltea.  William  C. 
Polk.  Ronald  S. 
Pollard,  Jack  O. 
Pollard,  Morel  B. 
Poorman,  Donald  W. 
Pope.  James  P. 


Randall.    Beaton    B.. 

Jr. 
'Raney.  •  William  ■. 
Bankln,    William    A.. 

Jr. 
Rapalch,  HI 
Raper.  Clarence  H. 
Rapp.  George  W..  Jr. 
Rapp.  John  M. 
Rappe,  J.  C. 
Raaoo.  Sammle  J. 
Raadal.  Robert  W. 
RatdUr.  Percy  X>. 
RaUlff.  Dale 
Ratzlaff.  John  S. 
Rauch.  Karl  A. 
Rawlings,  Richard  J. 


Pope!  Richard  D..  *^  ^l  ^IL ^- 


Porter.  Arnold  J. 

Porter,  Oeorge  A. 

Porter,  Walter  T. 

Potter,  Charlea  W. 

Potter,  Harold  D. 

Potter,  Richard  J. 

Pound,  Jere  M. 

Powell.  Dcmald  B. 

PoweU,  Bollln  B..  Jr. 

Powers.  Alexander  D.,     p    j,. 

in 
Powers.  Olney  H. 
Powers.  William  T. 
Prater.  William  T. 
Pratt.  OSTld  C. 
Prawel.  Sherwood  P, 
Prebihalo.  Robert  O, 
Pretael.  Paul  W. 
Prlbble/  Barry  A. 
Price.  Joseph  V. 
Price.  Kenneth  R. 
Priest.  Donald  B. 
Prince,  Charlie  J. 


Ray.  Edwin  A. 
Raymond.  Phillip  C. 
Rayner,  C!harles  F. 
Read.  Charles  O. 
Read,  William  A. 
Reagan,  Kenneth  H. 
Realsen.  Arrld  W. 
Reames,  Louis  O. 
Reardon.  Harry  T.,  Jr. 
Reddlck,  Clereland  M. 


Reddick.  Dorrla  A.,  Jr. 
Reddlck.  William  H. 
Reed.  Charles  B. 
Reed,  Donald  C. 
Reed.  Kenneth  S. 
Reed.  Robert  W. 
Reedy.  Thomas  M. 
Reese.  Donald  R. 
Reesman.  Clifford  J. 
Rehbock.  Alan  R. 
Rehfus.  James  R.  A. 
Reich,  Daniel  O. 
Reich.  Nathaniel  N. 


Prltchett,  Donald  B..  Reich.  Stephen  O, 


Jr. 

Proctor,  Ziouls  O. 
Proeser.  Robert  J. 
Provlne,  Carl  B. 
Provow,  Joe  F. 
PryaUI,  Sabmei  U 
Pryor,  Taylor  A. 
Pucber,  Oeorge  X. 
Puckett,  Charies  B. 


Held.  Benjamin  H..  Jr. 
Reid.  Charles  K. 
Reilly,  Donald  J. 
RelUy.  Joseph  H. 
HjBeilly.  Laurence  J. 
Relmer,  Donald  D. 
Relners.  Robert  P. 
Relnholm.  Arthur  W.. 


Jr. 

Pullar,  Walter  8..  Jr.  Belss,  Philip  8. 
Pulllam    William    B..Relter,  Herbert  C. 

Jr-  Remmert.  Theodore  C. 

Pullin,  Millard  B.  BepetsU.  Jerry  J. 

Pupkar,  Ralph  B.         Beppert,  James  G. 


BesnUc.  Bdward  D.       Etodgers.  Kenneth  A. 
Besnlsky.  Andrew  P..  Etoe.  James  D. 

Jr.  Roe,  John  If.,  Jr. 

Betike,  Barold  I.  Rogers,  Charles  J.,  Jr. 

BezroMl.  D(mald  B.      Rogers,  Francis  P.,  Jr. 
Reynolds.  Prank  B       Rogers,  Franklin  B. 
Reynolds.  Thomas  A..  Rogers,  George  P.,  Jr. 

Jr.  Rogers,  James  O. 

Reynolds,  Thomas  H..  Rogers.  Lane 


Jr. 
Reyncdds,  Waldo  R. 
Rhine,  Wesley  X. 
Rhodes.  James  V. 
Rlbar.  George  W. 
Rlcchl,  Prands  L. 
Rice,  Prank  T. 
Rice,  Keith  If. 
Rice,  Wesley  H. 
Richard.  Roy 
Richards,  Daniel  W. 
Richards.  Harry  R. 
Richardson,  Xdwln  J.,  Root,  Edward  R 

Jr-  Root,     Thatcher 

Richardson,    Harrison      ni 

L..  Jr. 
Richardson.  John  A. 
Rlckard.  Norman  Q. 
RlckM,  Richard  L. 
Rlcketaon,  John  H. 
Rldenour.  Alien  R. 
Ridge.  Joseph  S. 


Rogers,  William  M. 
Rogers.  William  W. 
Rohde,  AUred  W..  Jr. 
Boblman.  Walter  C. 
Ro)o,  Manuel,  Jr. 
Roles,  Wayne  L. 
Roman.  John  D. 
Romano,  Carlo 
Romans,  Donald  B. 
Romlne,  Richard  E. 
Rood.  Paul  M. 
Roop,  Robert  L. 


Ropkey,  Fred  N. 
Roque.  How  M. 
Roschlau.  John  K. 
Rosen.  Joel  M. 
Rosengrant.  John  A. 
Roaedthal,  James  D. 
Roes.  John  T. 


Rldgway.  Alvin  P..  Jr.  Ross,  Thomas  E 


Rledy.  Richard  V 
Blehl,  John  H.,  m 
Rlerdon.  James  C. 
Riflno.  WUllam  R. 
Rlgsbee.  John  W. 
RUey.  WUllam  B..  Jr 
RUl.  John  C,  Jr. 
Rilling.  Fred  C,  Jr. 
RUo,  Joseph  J. 
Rinaldl,  Joseph  A. 
Ringer.  Gerald  J. 
Rlngler.  Jack  K. 


Rossi.  Gene  A. 
Rostad,  John  D. 
Roth  *-latt.  Mel vin 
Rothermel,    Raymond 

V. 
Rourke.  Anthony  J. 
Rouse,  Frank  E. 
Rovegno,  Donald  C. 
Howe.  Lawrence  B. 
Rowe.   Richard   J. 
RoweU.  Robert  W. 
Rowett,  John  C. 


Rlugwood,  Stewart  H.  Rowland,  Harold  W 
Ripley.  George  H. 
Riseley,  James  P.,  Jr. 
Rishel,  Aiistln  C. 
Rltter,  Otto  W. 
Rivard,  Ronald  I. 
Rives,  Robot  A. 
R123CO,  Barry  H. 
Roach.  Colin  D. 
Roark.  Hugh  W. 
Robb,  Allan  H. 
Bobb.  John  M. 
Robblns.  Kenneth  G. 
Robbins.  Laurence  B 
Jr. 


Rowlands,  Cledwyn  P. 
Roxbugh,  Richard  E. 
Roy,  John  B..  Jr. 
Rubenoff.  Richard  P. 
Rubin,  Leonard  H. 
Ruby,  Jimmy  O. 
Rudlcus,  Walter  J. 
Rudolph.  Philip  M. 
Rudolph,  William  E. 
Rueckel,  Frederick  A. 
Ruete,  Alfred  W..  Jr. 
Rumble,  Wilson  B. 
Riunboiigh.  Roy  A. 
Rumps,     Bernard     R., 
Jr. 


Robblns.  Morris  G. 

Robbins.  Raymond  B.  Junkie,  Harry  M. 

Robbins.  Sanford  H.     Rupp.  Robert  R. 

Robbins.  WillUm  L. 

Roberts.  Richard  T 


Rvish.   Andrew   W..   n 
Rvish,  Wesley  M. 


Roberts.    Stanley    a.,RuBaeU.  Frederick  H 


Jr. 
Roberts.  Thomas  L. 


Russell,  George  P.,  Jr. 
Russell,  Raymond  H. 


Roberts!    William    C.  Rua«ell.  Richard  S.,  II 

Jr.  Russell,  Robert  A. 

Robertson,  Duncan  jRussln.  Stanley  j. 
Robertson,  John  W.  P.  Russo,  Anthony  S.  P. 
Robinett.  Henry  U-       Vi^^'  <^^*«° ^e  M..  Jr. 
Robinson,  Alan  kT       ^"H!*^'"'  ^t"^!°  ^ 
Robinson.  Allan  C,  Jr.  ^"'^"I?'"**'  ^o*'*^  J. 

Robinson.  Prank  C,  Jr.  ^y^^'  ^""^  h.-  ^J- 
-  Hysn,  James  K.,  Jr. 


Robinson,  Gene  P 
Robinson.  James  C. 
Robinson.  Ralph  K. 
Robinson.  Robert  J. 


Ryan,  James,  Jr. 
Ryan,  John  P. 
Ryan,  Philip  j. 
Ryan.  Robert  L.,  Jr. 


Robinson,  Thomas  M.,'n_._   rn.„^j • 

J-  Ryan,  Thaddeus  J.,  Jr. 

Ryan.  Timothy 


Robinson,  WUbur  R 
Rocha,  Thomas,  Jr. 
Roche,  John  P.,  m 
Roche,  Thomas  O 


Ryan,  Warren  J.,  Jr. 
Ryhanych,  George  W. 
Sader,  Raymond  H. 
Sadler,  Stephen  L. 


Rochfard.  Bdward  J..Saffelle,  Robert  L.',  Jr. 

_  ''^-  .  .^  _    Salisbury.  Ralph  W. 

Rochford,  Thomas  P.    SaUade.  Paul  H. 
Roder,  John  R.  Sails.  CarroU  E. 

Roderick.      Benjamin  Salter.  Martin  E.,  Jr. 
^•>  Jr*  Salvagno.  Ralph  G. 


Salzman.  Frederick  P..8chwanderla,  Xdwird 

Jr.  A. 

Sanunons.    W.    Baird.  Schwartz.  Carl 


Schweigerdt,  Rlch#rd 

P. 
Schwelss.  Bhner  J, 
SchweiMlt.  Kdwln  O. 
Schwob,  Cluu'les  B 
Jr.  Scobell,  George  A..  Jr. 


Jr. 
Samora.  WUllam  J 
Sample,  Edward  J. 
Sampson,  George 
Samuels,  Frank  D. 
Sanborn,  Sarle  L 

Sanderson,  Dudley  B.Scoppa.  Joseph,  Jr. 
Sanderson,    John    M.,8cott,  Donald  E. 

Jr.  Scott,  James  K. 

Sands,  Terence  J.  Scott.  John  A.        J 

Sandy.  Allen  D.  Scott.  Joseph  W.,  Jk 

Sanford.  Herbert  C.     Scott,  Louis  O. 
Sanks,   WUllam    E.      Scott,  Robert  P. 
Sanseverlno,     Patrick Scott.  Robert  K. 


Sansom.  Howard  D. 
Saraflny.  James  C. 
Sarago,  Thomas  J. 
Sartor.  Victor  H. 


ScovUle.  Charles  O. 
Scrlbner,  Raymond  B. 
Scruggs.  Janves  W. 
Scyphers.  Ruel  T. 
Seaman,  Donn  X. 


W..      Saucier,  Frederick  W. seaman.  Oeorge  W. 


Saul.  Jac^ue  L. 
Sautter.  Melvln   H. 
Savage,  John  M. 
Savoy.  Ernest  R. 
Sawyer,  Harold  L. 
Sawyer.  Robert  H. 
Sayce.  ISonald  H. 
Scalfe,  WUllam  M.. 
Schaaf.  Alfred  N. 


Searle.  Richard  H. 
Sears.  Walter  E..  Jf. 
Seaver.  George  P..  Jr. 
Seay,  James  L. 
8eay,  WUllam  L. 
Secrest.  Richard  T. 
See.  Russell  W..  Jr. 
Jr- Seeds,  Ian  S..  Jr. 
Seely,  Gerard  H. 


Schackne,  Stewart,  Jr.Segel.  Sheldon 

Schaefer.  Thomas  L.     selden.  Stanley 

Schaeffer.    Thomas   A.  seller.  David  P. 


Schantz.  Melvln  R. 
Scharback.  Ronald 
Scbatzle.  Joseph  N. 
Schaub,  Bdward  J. 
Schauf.  Robert  W. 
Schelrman,  Charles  C 
Schenck.    Paul    K. 
Scherer,  Robert  D. 
Schemer,  Roger  A. 
Scherr,  Emil  A..  Jr. 
Schlarp,  Jack  E. 
Scbllchte.  Miles  J. 
Schlotzhauer,         WU- 
llam P. 


Seltz,  John  K. 
Selby,  Donald  P. 
Self.  Joseph  M. 
Selke,  Albert  C.  Jr. 
Sequella.  Louis  A.| 
Serup.  Donald  K. 
Severson,  Donald  B. 
Sewell,  Leonard  G. 
Sexton.  WUllam  O, 
Seymour,  Kenneth  P. 
Shackelford,  James  Ia. 
Shackelford,  John  &. 
Shaffer,  John  C. 


Shaffer,  Raymond  4. 
Schlueter,  Stanley  R.  shafter.  Robert  L. 
Schmld,  James  A.  Shaklee.  Harold  G. 

Schmld.  Robert.  Jr.        Shananhan.  James  L. 
SchmldU,  Donald  L.       Shanberg,  Robert 
Schmidt.  Kenneth  R.   Shannon,  Eugene  P, 


Sharpe.  James  R. 
Shauer.  Walter  H..  iJr. 
Shaver,  Donald  B. 
Shaw.  John  P.,  Jr, 


Schmidt,  Laveen  D. 
Schmidt,  Louis  F. 
Schmidt,  Michael  E. 

Schmltz,  John  O.  

Schmulbach.  James  CShawver,  John  W 
Schmults.  Edward  C.     Shea,  John  R. 
Schneider,  Arthur  C. 
Schneider,  Charles  A 
Schneider,  Donald  E. 
Schnell,  BmU  R. 


Sbeahan,  Robert  R, 
Shedden,  Harry  B. 
Sheely,  Harold  E. 
Sheetz,  Thomas  L. 


Schnitzler,  Harold  V..  Shelburne.  Robert  If. 
^^-  SheltOn.  AUen  C,  Jr. 

Schoen.  Thomas  L.       Shelt«n,  Thomas  R. 
Schoenberger,  Leonard  Shepherd.  David  L. 
Schomp.  Donald  D.        Shepherd.  John  A. 
Schramm.  Charles  P.    Shepherd,  Peter 
Schremp,  George  R..   Shepherd.   Robert 


Jr. 


Jr. 


A.. 


Schrepferman.  John  P.  Sheppard,  Charles 
Schoreder,  John  W.  Sherlock.  John,  Jr. 
Schroerlng,  Charles  J..  Sherman,  Robert  P. 


Jr. 

Schryver,  Gilbert  D. 
Schuberg,  Richard  E. 
Schubert,  Charles  J. 
Schuette,  Henry  G. 
Schul,  Allan  D. 
Schuler.  Raymond  T. 
Schulte,  Lawrence  A.. 

Jr. 
Schulthesz,  Henry  J. 
Schultz,  Robert  H. 
Schuman,  Oeorge  P.. 

Jr. 
Schureman.  Charles  E. 
Schuyler,  Terry  E. 
Schwab,  John  J.,  Jr. 


Sherrlll,  Benjamin  C. 
Sherwln,  John  M. 
Sherwood.   Donald   K. 
Shields.  Edward  A.,  Jr. 
Shifter.  Ernest 
ShUan,  Arthur  B. 
Shildneck.   Donald  P. 
Shlnuinoff,  Morris  3. 
Shlnbaum,    Marvin   S. 
Shine.  John  P. 
Shlnkle.  Raymond  C. 
Shlrar,  Donald  J. 
Shiver,  Clements  W. 
Shoefstall.  Adrian  A. 
Shoemake,  Loyd  R. 
Shore,  Bruce  J. 
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Shore,  Sumner  A.  Sn^lth.  Kenneth  B. 

Shorter.  Walter  W.       Smith.  N<xman  J. 
ShortsleeTes.     VemonSmlth,  Ray  Xj. 

C.  Smith.  Richard  D. 

Shoults.  Xugene  B  Smith,  Robert  L. 
Shovar.  John  P.  Smith,  Robert  G. 

Shryock.  Meredith  G. Smith,  Robert  X. 
Shultz.  Edward  C.  Smith,  Rol>ert  R. 
Bhumsky,    Prank    J..  8m  1th,  Robert  H. 

Jr.  Smith,  Robert  S. 

Shine,  Alan  H.  Smith,  Stanley  W. 

Shuttleworth.     James 8m  1th.  Thomas  8. 

B.  Smith,  William  D. 

Siedler,  WUbert  A..  Jr. Smith,  WUllam  R. 
Siegfried.  WUllam  G..Smola,  John  K. 


Sr. 
Sievers.  Harry  J. 
Sigler,  Andrew  C. 
Slldar,  WUllam  P. 
Silles.  Donald  X. 
Silk.  John  B. 
Sllvestrl.  Leonard  A. 
Slmas.  Prank  J. 
Slmlcb,  John 


Sn:u«,  Joseph  C,  Jr. 
Sniisd.  Doiiglas  I^ 
BniiU.  Bradley  S. 
SnfUl.  Thomas  O. 
SnlfTen,  Robert  L. 
Snodgrass.  Clyde  R. 
Snodgrass,  Thomas  F. 
Snow,  Avery  C. 
Snyder,  Arthur  K..  Jr. 


Slmkowski,  George  R. Snyder,  Pranklln  A. 
Simmons,  Jack  A.         Snyder,  Fred,  Jr. 
Simmons.  John  X.        Bhyder.  Harold  B..  Jr. 
Simmons.  Peter  P.       Snfder,  Louis  O. . 
Simmons,  Vernon  H., Snyder,  Theodore  O. 


Jr. 
Slmms,  Thomas  S. 
Simon,  Francis 
Simons,  Benton  R. 
SImonson,  James  T. 
Slmpklna.  Blllle  D. 
Simpson,  Donald  R. 
Simpson,  Marvin  X. 
Simpson,  Thomas  H. 
Simpson,  WUllam  A. 
SLms.  Prank  E. 
Sims.  Oeorge  R. 
Sims,  Tony  L. 
Sinclair,  John  K. 
Slrols.  B3n'^n  K. 
SkagerberK,  Alan  X. 
Skipper.  Kenneth  J. 
Skyrm.  James  M. 
Slack,  Oerald  J. 
Slack,  Robert  K. 
Slack,  Thomas  W. 
Blavens.  Daniel  I^ 
Slee,  Don  J. 
Slepin.  Ronald  B. 
Sloan,  Richard  X. 
Slocum,  Clyde  W. 
Small,  Robert  8. 
Smalley,  William  O. 
Smlgay,  Daniel  B. 
Smllanlch,  William  X.,8))erisen.  Richard  L. 

Jr.  8]>hon,  Charles  X. 

Smith.  Bernard  B.,  Jr.Sjjlers,  Homer  P. 
Smith,  Blakeslee  A.       S)>lnella,  Vincent  B. 


8olx>l.  Harold 
So:i>ach.  Harry  O..  Jr. 
So;ilday.  Robert  X. 
So:iltto,  Francis  V. 
So:omon,  Charles 
Somers.  Allen  H. 
Bonnes.  Donald  H. 
SommerrUle,  Herbert 

C. 
Soper,  Melvln  A.,  Jr. 
Sorenson,  Ralph  J. 
Sorenaon,  Richard  K. 
Sorenson,  Sigurd  A. 
Sorgenfrel,  Carl  J. 
SottUe,  Louis  T. 
Soudan,  Thonuks  A. 
8c uth worth,  Thomas 

J.,  Jr. 
8f>ark8.  J<^n  A. 
8|iauldlng.  Robert  K. 
B}ieeler,  Hardin  L, 
8i>eUacy,  John  P. 
8|>ence.  AUan  J. 
S|>ence,  Morgan  Lb 
8|>encer.  Ralph  B. 
Silencer,  Ray 
8]>encer,  Richard  O. 
^lencer.  Thomas  H.. 

Jr. 


Smith,  Bobby  N. 
Smith,  Boyce  D. 
Smith,  Buck  D. 
Smith,  Charles  D. 
Smith,  Clarence  L. 
Smith.  Clifford  E. 
Smith,  Conway  J. 
Smith,  Craig  S. 
Smith.  Donald  J. 
Smith,  Edwin  D. 
Smith.  Elbert  O. 
Smith,  Erik  T.,  Jr. 
Smith,  Frank  R. 
Smith.  Frederick  A. 
Smith,  George  D. 
Smith,  Oraham  W. 
Smith,  Harold  W. 
Smith,  Harvey  D. 
Smith,  Haywood  R. 
Smith.  Howard  M. 
Smith,  James  H. 
Smith,  James  M. 
Smith.  James  R. 
Smith,  James  Robert 
Smith,  Jean  V. 
Smith,  John  H. 
Smith.  Joseph  N. 
Smith,  Keith  A. 
Smith,  Kenneth  L, 


Splotta.  Robert  A. 
Spivey.  Harold  O. 
Sprague,  Bernard 
Spranger.  Gary  8. 
Spring.  Carlton  J. 
Sproul.  Robert  J. 
Spry.  WiUiam  R. 
e  purling.  George  N., 

Jr. 
Spurlock.  David  A. 
Spurr,  Thomas  L. 
Stackhouse,  Norman 

R. 
Stallings,  Hezu^  O.,  .Tr. 
Stamour,  Paul  A.  A. 
Stamp,  Lloyd  V. 
Standlsh,  Cameron 
Stanford,  WUllam  L- 
Si.anley,  David  O. 
S'Anley.  John  R. 
Si;anscl,  Edward  H. 
Sianton,  David  R. 
Si.anton,  Thomas  P. 
Staples,  Ernest  L..  Jr. 
Snaples.  Joseph  8. 
SLarbuck,  William  B. 
Stargel,  Louis  R. 
Stark,  Clifford  M. 
Stark,  Richard  T. 


Stark,  Bobert  W. 
Btames,  CuUen  O..  Jr 
Starr,  Donald  I. 
Staton.  Thomas  H. 
SUtaer,  Merlin  V. 
Stayton,  John  P. 
St.  Clair.  Pred  W. 
Steadman.  Henry  W. 
Steck.  Louis  J. 
Steeber.  Robert  A. 
Steele.  John  G..  Jr. 
Steffens.  Charles  T. 
Stein.  Alfred  P. 
Stein,  Francis  K 
Stein,  WUllam  B. 
Steinberg.  Melvln  J. 
Stelnmann.  David  E. 
Stenback.  Norman  E. 
Stcnzel,  Josepb  A. 
Stephens.  Psul  R. 
Stephens.  Ray  A. 
Stephens.  Walter  X. 
Stem,  Laurence 
Stevens.  Joseph  W.. 

Jr. 
Stevens,  Marvin  B. 
Stevens,  Nicholas  L. 
Stevens.  Richard  L. 
Stevenson,  Charles  C. 
Stevenson.  WUllam  H. 
Stewart,  BlUy  P. 
Stewart,  Douglas  C. 

Jr. 
Stewart.  Harvey  C. 
Stewart.  Hugh  M. 
Stewart.  James  H. 
Stewart.  Kenneth  R. 
Stewart.  Lawrence  E. 
Stewart.  Robert  A. 
Stewart.  Robert  D. 
Stewart.  Robert  J. 
Stlce.  Ray  B. 
Stldger,  Howe  A. 
Btlffler.  Charles  R. 
Stlgilts.  Robert  A. 
StlUman,  Charles  W., 

Jr. 
StlUwagon,  James  X. 
Stltt,  Charles  L. 
St.  Jeor,  Leroy  A. 
8tockt<Hi,  Robert  L. 
Stockton.  Walter  S., 

Jr. 
Btoffa,  Joseph  J.,  Jr. 
Stoflelen,  Peter  L. 
stokes,  Robert  L. 
Stokes.  William  A. 
StoU.  Charles  B. 
Stone,  James  B. 
Stone.  Richard  J. 
Stone,  Robert  R. 
Stouch,  Raymond  B. 
Stover,  Prank  B..  Jr. 
Stow.  Donald  W..  Jr. 
Strain.  Donald  H. 
Strambl,  Rudolph  C. 
Strandqxiist,  John  H. 
Strange,  James  B.,  Jr. 
Stratton.  Robert  A. 
Strickland.  Donovan 

C. 
Strickland,  George  E. 
Strlngfleld.  Thomas 

R. 
Stucker,  Gsyle  O. 
Stuckey,  John  S. 
Stuckey.  WUllam  K. 
Studt,  John  C. 
Stuhldreher.   Michael 

W. 
Stultz.  Rsymond  D., 

Jr. 
Stvum.  August  J. 
styles.  Michael  J..  Sr. 
Subowsty.  Bdward  B. 
Budlnskl,  Norbert  L. 
Sugarman.  Alan  C. 
Sullk.  Richard  A. 
Sullivan.  Cornelius  J. 

Jr. 
SulUvan,  Ftancls  J. 


SulUvan.  Oeorge  B.. 

Jr. 
Sullivan,  Joseph  R. 
Sullivan,  Lawrence  F. 
Sullivan,  Michael  L.. 

Jr. 
Sullivan,  Thomas  L. 
SulUvan,  WUllam  J. 
Sullivan,  WlUiam  M. 
Sultzer,  Barnet  M. 
Sununers.  Harry  B. 
Sumner,  Alton  W. 
Sumner,  Donald  W. 
Sumner.  PhlUp  D..  Jr. 
Surles,  Jerry  T. 
Sussen.  Daniel  C. 
Sutphln.  Ronald  J. 
Sutter,  Rudolf  S. 
Swalm,  Johnny  R. 
Swallow,  Richard  P. 
Swank,  James  E. 
Swanson,  AUan  R. 
Swanson.  Anton  R. 
Swanson,  Donald  L. 
Swanson,  James  L. 
Swanson,  Roger  D. 
S warts,  Herbert  I. 
Swearingen.  Robert  B. 
Sweeney.  Lawrence  P. 
'  Sweeney,  Walter  E. 
Sweeney,  William  B. 
Swenson,  Louis  S. 
Swift.  Oeorge  W. 
Swinburne.  Bruce  R. 
Swlnney.  James  T. 
Swope.  Charles  E..  Jr. 
Syers,  James  D. 
Scydloskl.  Wayne  T. 
Tabar.  WUllam  J. 
Taber.  Richard  D. 
Talbert.  Robert  L. 
Talbot.  Lee  M. 
Tallentlre.  Ollson  A.  D. 
Tallon,  John  X..  Jr. 
Tammen,  John  W. 
Tarklngton,  Friench 

8..  Jr. 
Tarr,  James  O. 
Tashjlan.  Arthur  F. 
Tassini,  John  T. 
Taylor.  Brooke  P. 
Taylor.  Charles  F. 
Taylor,  Charles  H.,  Jr. 
Taylor,  Clyde  K. 
Taylor,  Harry  B. 
Taylor,  Irving  G. 
Taylor,  Joseph  P.,  Jr. 
Taylor,  Laurence  A. 
Tajrlor.  Najah  C.  Jr. 
Taylor,  Robert  D. 
Taylor,  Robert  M. 
Taylor,  Samuel  B.. 

Jr. 
Taylor,  Wayne  D. 
Tayntor,  Charles  K 
Teague,  Charles  K 
Teare,  C3»eorge  W..  Jlr. 
Tellkamp.  John  W. 
Tenley,  Walter  B. 
Terrell,  Daniel  K.  Jt. 
TerrUl,  Herbert  I* 
Tharp.  Ross  G. 
Thatcher.  John  L. 
Thayer,  Richard  E. 
7<homan,  Richard  B. 
Thomas,  Charles  L. 
Thomas,  Charles  P. 
Thomas,  David  E. 
Thomas,  Donald  N. 
Thomas,  Hasil  S. 
Thomas,  James  C,  Jr. 
Thomas,  John  E. 
Thomas.  Keith  N. 
Thomas,  Lance  D. 
Thomas,  Louis  C. 
Thomas,  MUford  J. 
Thomas,  Richard  W. 
Thomas.  Spencer  P. 
.  Thomas.  WiUiam  J. 
Thompson.  Alva  P., 

Jr. 


Thompson.  David  P.     TTef  ny.  Rudcriph  A. 
Thompeon.  CSerald  X.    Tremblay.  Lauiier  J. 
Thompson,  James  P.    Trepsgnler,  Wade  H.. 
Tliompson.  Jamas  8.       Jr. 
Thompson,  John  T.      Trescott,  Xngens  H. 
Thompson.  Joseph  A.  Trees.  David  M. 
Thompson,  Joseph  H.  Trezler,  Richard  T. 
Thompson,  Lawrence  Tribe,  Stanley  O.,  Jr. 

L-,  Jr.  Troupe.  Ralph  J. 

TlHHnpson.  Lester  H..  Trout.  Robert  O. 

J''  Trowbridge.  Clyde  A. 

Thompson,  Robert  B.  Troxel.  J.  B. 
Thompson.  Robert  H.  Troxler,  Oeorge  W. 
Thompson,  Roland  B.  Truesdale.  Bruce  A. 
Thompson.  Richard     Tryon.  Raymond  L. 

K.  Tryon.  William  A. 

Thomson,  Richard  8.    Tuchek,  John  B. 
Thompson,  WUllam      Tucker.  Oeorge  A. 

D  ■  Jr-  Tucker.  Jbhn  O. 

Thompson.  WUllam  X.  Tucker,  Lelaad  W. 
Thornbury.  BlUy  D.     Tucker,  Robert  W.,  J*. 
Thornton,  Boede  P.,    Tull,  James  R. 

^'-  TuUer,   Charles  B. 

Thorsen,  Timothy  J.     Tulley,  WUllam  BL 
Threlfall,  WUllam  L.     Turley,  OeraM  H. 
Throckmorton,  Roger  Turner,  Bobby  O 


R. 
Thurber,  WUllam  M. 
Thurman.  Winfred 

M..  Jr. 
Thiu-ston.  Lyle  X. 
Tiaga,  SUverlo  V. 

Tiago,  Joseph  L.,  Jr.  

Tldemann.  Andrew  H.  Twaddle,  WUllam  ML 
Tlede,  Herbert  R.  Tweedy.  James  «. 

Tleman.  Robert  E.  Twining.  David  8. 
Tlemann.  Richard  K.  Twyman.  Gayle  P. 
Tieman,  Richard  B    Tykslnskl.  William  A. 


Turner,  Charles  F. 
Turner.  Frank  P. 
Turner.  James  A. 
Turner.  Robert  M. 
Tuszynakl.  Enria  J. 
Tuteral.  Marlon  B. 
TutUe,  David  L.,  Jr. 


Tlghe,  Paul  J. 
TUI.  Joseph  P. 
TIU,   Martin 
Tlllls.  James  O. 
TUly,  Bobert  C. 
Tllton,  Robert  X. 
TUton.  Robert  C. 


Tyler,  William  H..  Jr. 
Tyner,  Neal  B. 
Tyson,  Charles  J..  211 
Uhlemeyer,  Ted,  jr. 
Underwood.  Malcolm 

8.,  Jr. 
Unger,  Robsrt  O. 


Tlmmerman.  Kenneth  X7pschulte.  PhUUp  P. 


Timmons,  Olenn  W, 
Ttnney.  WUllam  H. 

Jr. 
Tipton,  Dale  L..  Jr. 
Tipton.  Walker  T. 
Tobin.  Bdward  P. 
Tobln,  Thomas  L, 
Tocksteln,  Robert  I 
Todd.   WiUiam  8. 
Toller.  William  M. 
Tolnay.  John  J. 
TomUn,  James  B 
Tomlinson.  Robert  H.. 


Urban.  Jos^h  A. 
Urbanake,  ThomM  B. 
Ustach,  Vincent  A. 
Usto-,  WUllam  H. 
Valencia,  Edwla  J.,  JT. 
Valratlne,  Ira  8.,  Jr. 
Valentine,  Herbert  J. 
Valento,  Dmald  J. 
Vallee,  Robsrt  A. 
VaUette,  Charles  W. 
Vamod,  Joseph  8. 
VanOamp,  James  W. 
VandeBossche,  Bobsrt 
T. 


Ill  Vandeburg,  Clyde  M.. 

Tomlinson,   Richard         Jr. 

W.  Vandemark,  Charles  B. 

TomUnson,  Herbert  W.VanDenBlaen, 
Toms,  Bdward  H.  R. 

Tbnettl.  John  8. 
Toney.  Buford  L. 
Toolajlan.  Vahan 
Toole,  Lee  H. 
Toomey.  Charles  J. 
Topallan.  Theodore  S.VanPleet,  Thomas  B. 


VanderLans,  John  A. 
Vandersluls,  Jan  P. 
VanDeuaen,  Larry  B. 
VanDyke,  BUdiard  P. 
Vanek,  Kenneth  D. 


Tormey,  John  L. 
Torok.  Robert  J. 
Totten,  Frederick  R. 
Totten.  Oerald  H. 
Touchton,  Elbert  R. 
Toulmln,  Hugh  H. 


VanPOssen,  Harry  B. 
VanOassbesk.  Leonard 

S. 
VanOeffen,  Carroll  D. 
VanOorder.  Lawrsoce 

A. 


Tcwnsend,  Charles  L.   VanHook,  Bdward  H. 
Townsend,  Donald  B.  Vanlnwegen,    WlUlaa 
Townsend,  Bdward  J.       C. 
Townsend,  Oerald  B.    Vann,  JOeeph  W.,  Jr. 
Townsend,  Joseph  B.,VanNatter,  James  H. 


Jr. 
Townsend.  Kyle  W. 


VanSant.  Frederick  N. 
VanSant.  Thomas  R. 


Townsend.  Ronald  L.  VanStone,  Bdward  L. 
Tracey,  Joeeph  &        VanTlne,  Kenneth  O. 


Trahan,  Francis  J. 
Traub.  Bllis.  Jr. 
Travers,  Thomas  R. 
Treble.  Charles 
Trebon.  Iver  W. 


VanWlnkle.  Roy  L. 
VanWlnkle.  Archie 
Vaiian.  Homer  A.,  Jr. 
Vaughn.  Thomas  A. 
Vaught.  Richard  H. 


|i3    f 


I 
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Vftum.  BirtwrtI  a. 
Veal.  BawtOrr. 
VB—ey.  JUm  ■. 
Veda.  XdwMTd  P. 
Veao.  Vfe«««lBk  a. 
Verdon.  **'TffiW  J. 
VoTter.  AUnd  J«  Jr. 
Vey.  WUlla  IX 
VeBanl.  Daniai  U 
Vlbborta.  John  L. 
VldAMb  JJbart  J. 
Vldnuur.  PMd  B;  B. 
Vl««.  Duitel  J. 
Viers.  Wlllaid  O..  Jr. 
Vietan.  Vtneant  O. 


I 
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Ward.  JMin  J. 
WaMBisa.  John  IC 
WultoM.  CUffard  XX 
Warholak.  lOehMl  B, 

Jr. 
Wamar,  John  D. 
Warren,  Frank  B. 
Warren,  Harold  B..  Jr. 
Wamnder,  John  W. 
Washlagtoii.  Harold 

M. 

Waterman.  Philip  a 
Waten,  Oeorge  J. 
Waters,  Bcrbert  B..  Jlr. 
Waters,  Joaepb  B. 


Vlgneron.  Baymcmd  B-Watkins.  Joel  S..  Jr. 
Vllehea.  Samuel  B..  jr.  Watklzw,   William 
VUlar.  James  W. 
Visage.  Billy  ¥. 
VitaU.  Henry  B. 
Vltalls.  WUItem  N. 
Vittltoe.  Jamee  A. 
Vladios.  Theodore  J. 


Jr. 
Watson.  Howell  K.,  Jr. 
Wataon,  Jack  B. 
Wataon,  Laurence  W. 
Watscm.  lise  J^  Jr. 
Watson,  Leroy  E. 


Vochataw.  Ouurlaa  IX  Watson,  Bobert  W. 


Vogt.  Timothy  a 
Volght.  Dettwt  a. 
Voll.  Bletaazd  W. 
Volz.  Vrita 
Vorbauor.  Qenrga  F, 
Voabuxgh,  Fatter  B. 
Voss.  Hwury  B. 
Votava.  Bobert  J. 


WatBoa.  Bobert  C. 
Witteon,  Thomaa  W. 
Watts,  Dale  X. 
Watts.  Klwood  J. 
Watts.  Ivan  L. 

Wawrzynlak,  Staulej 
Weatbcrly.  James  O. 
Weatherspoon,   Jamea 

A.- 


Vreeland,  Morouui  H. 

VuctwfMD.  Harold  I^   Wabb.  Lonnic  Ij^ 

Vukellch.  John  J.,  Jr.  Webber.  Charles  U 


Waddell.  LMnar  P. 
Wade,  Bay  B. 
Wager.  Charlee  P. 
Wagnar.  Oanlet  C. 
Wagner.  Band  H. 
Wfegnar,  X>onglaa  A. 
Wagner.  Frter  K. 
Wagner.  Blehard  XX 
Wagoner,  Barl  X«. 
Wagu 

J.,  in 


Weber,  Albert  C. 

Weber.  Charles  P..  Jr. 

Weber.  Daniel  B. 

Weber.  Gerald  V. 

Weber,  John  «.,  ar. 

Weber,  Paul  !<. 

Wedel,  Paul  A.,  Jr. 

Weenis,  Benjamin  P.. 
_  in 

William  Wehr.  WUliam  W. 

Welgic,  Bobert  F. 


WahUeld.  Howard  W.  Weiland.  Gerald  A. 

Wahlatrom.  Donald  &  Weiland,  Joseph  K. 

WakeflekL  Henry  a.      Weiland,  Robert  X. 


Waldera.  Oorald  J. 
Waldow.  Blehard  & 
Walker.  Allen  B. 
Walker.  Dallas  B. 
Walker.  Bmast  B. 
Walker,  Oeorge,  Jr. 
Walkor,  Jamea  H. 
Walker,  Jamea  W. 
Walker.  Joe  O..  Jr. 
Walker.  John  B..  Jt. 
Walker,  Phillip  C. 
Walkar,  Boyal  -H. 
Walker,  Thomas  C. 
Walteoe.  Bruce  T. 
Wallace,  Ctttrles  F. 
Wallace,  John  J.,  m 
Widler.  Ifarben  O. 
WaiUg,   Baymond   J 
n 

Walling.  Bobert  P. 
WalJa.  Bobert  T. 
Wallwork.  Donald  T. 
Walaer.  Orover  B. 
Waltfi.  Gerard  J. 
Walsh,  Jamee  A. 
Walsh.  Jamee  T. 
Walah.  John  X. 
Walsh.  Michael  J. 
Walah,  Patrick  P. 


Weill,  Paul  D. 
Weinwi;.  Frederick  B. 
Weir.  Kenneth  W. 
Weir,  Richard  M. 
Weise,  William 
Weisser,  Lawrence  II. 
Weitekamp.  Lawrence 

E. 
Welthman.  James  C. 
Welch,  Homo-  L. 
Welch,  Bobert  C. 
Welker.  George  J. 
Wells,  Burt  A. 
Wells.  Glenn  T. 
WellB,  Laveme  M. 
Wells,  UlUe  C." 
Wendt.  James  W. 
Wenner,  Howard  T., 

Jr. 
Wenrlch.  Jay  H. 
Wenslng.  Donald  R. 
Went,  Joseph  J. 
Wenzel,  Gerald  A. 
Werner.  Joseph  C. 
Wersel.  William  J. 
Wer«,  Francis  J. 
Wescott.  WUllam  J. 
West,  Donald  K. 
West,  Frank  K.,  Jr. 


Walters.  Baym<»d  D.West,  Hugh  8. 
Walton.  Jamas  A.         West.  Jack  W. 
Walton,  naaodore  C.    Westbay,  Harry  H.,  in 
WameU    WUllam    W..  Westbrooke.  Lewis  E. 


Jr. 
Wander.  Xtton  B. 
Wander,  Bobert  B. 
Ward,  Donald  B. 
Ward,  Fred  O. 
Ward,  Oeacge  W. 
Ward.  Guy  W. 


Westendorf ,  Robert  J. 
Wester,  Josei^  M. 
Westerman.  Bonald  If. 
Wetherlll,  Ira  IX 
Wetoel.  Tna  J..  Jr. 
Weybright,  Walter  K. 
Whalen,  DaTld  F. 


Whalea.  Bobert  P. 

Whaling.  Bobert  W. 

Wheatley.  Paul  B. 

Wheeler,  Charles  K. 

Wheeler.  James  R. 

Wheeler,  John  D. 

Wheeloek,  Richard  J 

Whelan,  William  L. 

Whelen,  James  W.,  Jr.  Wilson,  Robert  G 

Whidden,  GUbert  L.     Wilson.  Robert  L. 

Whipple,  Chester  L. 

Whltaker.  Donald  J. 


Wilson,  Douglas  H. 
Wllaoa,  Edwin  P. 
Wilson,  Francois  S.^ 
Wllstm.  James  R. 
Wilson,  James  R.,  Jr. 
Wilson.  Joe  D. 
IK^son.  Raymond  B. 
Wilson,  Richard  O. 


White,  Charles  H. 
White,  David  R. 
White,  Edward  D 
White.  Jean  P. 
White.  John  N 


Wilson,  Robert  L..  Jr. 
Wilson,  Warren  L. 
Wilson.  William  C. 
Wiltsie,  Russell  E.     | 
Wimber,  Melvln  L. 
Wlmpey,  Garrette  J. 
Winans,  James  W 


White,  Joseph  H.,  Jr.  Wlncentsen,  Bruce  M 
White,  Leonard  N..  Jr.  Winder.  Charles  R. 


White,  mchael  E 
White,  Neil  V. 
White.  Robert  E. 
White,  Robert  D. 
White,  Terry  H. 


Windsor.    Blllle    W. 
Winfield,  Charles  R. 
Wlnrock,  Prederlck  H. 
Wlnslow.   John   D. 
Winter.  Wallace  B. 


White,  Thomas  H..  Jr.  Winter,  Wllbert  C 
White,  Walter  P..  Jr.     Winters.  James  E 


White.  Warner  L. 
White.  'V^Iliam  A. 
Whitley,  Hubert  8. 
Whltmer,  James  A 


Wlntersteen,  John.  Jr. 
Winton.  John  N.,  Jr. 
Wiper,  Harold  A.,  Jr. 
Wiseman.  Thomas  R. 


Whitmore.  WiUiam  H-.Wlssel.  Conrad.  Ill 
m  Withers.  Merlyn  H. 

Wibom.  Richard  J.       Witt.   Lewis  C. 

Wickersham.    William Wt^y-  Loren   a. 
S.,  Jr.  Woehle,  Fritz 

Wlckham,  Howard  B.    Wolber,  James  E. 

Wickman.  George  A.     Wolcott,  Prank  B..  XH 

Wiederecht.  George  P.  Wolf.  Andreas  W..  Jr. 

Wiedhahn.  Warren  H.,Wolf.  Jerry  H.,  Jr. 
Jr.  Wolf,  John  B. 

Wonbof.  Alan  E. 
Wood,  Charles  D. 


Wieland,  Philip  J, 
Wiese,  James  J. 

Wlet.  John  P.  ^     -■  -'- — 

Wlgginton,  WUllam  B.^°°^-  Erman  E..  Jr 
Wlghtman.  Gene  P.     ^°°**'  •'°"*»^  ^ 


Wood,   Donald    E. 


WUta.  Clifford  B 
Wllcher.  Charles  E. 
Wilcher.  David  W. 
Wilder.  Mack  E. 
Wiley.  Teddy  B. 
Wllhelm,  Baker 
WUhelm.  Melvln  J. 
Wilkins.  James  R. 
WUklns,  John  W. 
Wilkinson,  Bobby  B. 
WiU,  David  H. 
WlUcox.  Clair  E. 
WilUord.  Milton  D. 
Williams.  Bruce  C. 
Williams.  Carl  D. 
Williams,  Estas  L. 
WUliams,  Earl  L 


Wood.  Paul  A. 
Wood,  Robert  H.       | 
Wood,  Stanley  B.      • 
Wood,  William  F. 
Wood,  William  G..  Sr. 
Woodard.  Floyd  P. 
Woodring.  WiUard   J., 

Jr. 
Woodroof ,  Robert  H. 
Woods.  Otray  J..  Jr. 
Woods.  Preston  D. 
Woods.  Roderick  D. 
Woodward.       Richand 

W. 
Woodyard,  Harvey  J, 
Woolery,  Dean 
Wooten.  Perry  R. 
Worley.  Daniel  E. 


Sm.!^*  "V"**  "*•»  W^'Kht-  Charles  C. 
Williams.    James    W.,wright.  Dennis  W. 

«7.,,i  ,     w  «  Wright,  Francis  E. 

Williams,  Jack  C.         Wright,  Harvey 

»»JJ*°^  ^•**'  ^-  Wright,  Herbert  L. 

Williams.  Justin,  Jr.  Wright,  James  H. 
WiUlams,  Kenneth  L.  Wright,  James  R. 
Williams,  Marshall  E.   Wright,  Jerry  H 

Williams,  Perry  H.         

Williams,  Robert  G. 
WlUtams,  Robert  T 
Williams,  Ralph 


O.. 


Wright,  WlllU  M. 
Wulf.  Jerry  C. 
Wyatt.  Wlllard  J. 
Wyman,  Todd  L. 


Williams,  ThurmanL.,Wynn.  Neal  B 


Jr. 


Yale,  Robert  S. 


Williamson.  James  E.Yant.  John  T. 


WiUis,  Joe  B. 
WUlis,  Lawrence  J. 
WUIU,  Mazey  A. 
WUlB,  Daniel 
WUIs,  William  P. 
Willwerth,  James  A. 
Wilson,  Billy  E. 
Wilson.  Donald  W. 


Yardley.  Thomas  J. 
Teager.  Richard  A. 
Yeager.  William  E. 
Yeargan.  WiUlam  C. 
Yeck.  Kenneth  R. 
Yelek.  Don  U 
Yelenick,  Joseph  T. 
Tohe,  Francis  U 


Yoshloka.  Arthur  H. 
Young.   Carl  L. 
Young,  Dale  E. 
Young,  Earnest  O. 
Young.  Oeorge  D. 
Young.  Harold  G. 
Young.  Norman  L. 
Young.  Rex  J. 
Young.  Robert  G. 
Young.  Timothy  R. 
Young.  WUllam  H..  Ul 
Yourlshin.    George   P 
Zaloaki,  Alfred  R. 
Zang,  Gerald  L. 
Zedekar.  Stanley  L. 
Zehmer.  Edward  E. 


November  SO 

Zeigler.  Lewis  I.; 
Zern.  Joseph  C. 
Zero,  Walter  B. , 
Zlence.  Walter  1. 
Zimmerman,     Bugene 

H. 
Ziniolzak.  Fran^ 
Zlngone.  Frank  C. 
Zisl.  WUliam  Z. ; 
Zook.  John  E. 
Zuccarello.  Johi)  W. 
Zuck.  Walter  S. 
Zuelsdorf .  Gerald  R. 
Zuern,  Robert  L. 
Zuersher,  Ronald  W. 
Zurllni.  Jack  Q. 


I'm-  ■•* 


J 

iser 


The  following -named  officers  of  the  Ma- 
rine Corps  for  permanent  pronwtion  to  first 
lieutenant,  subject  to  qualification  thereftw 
as  provided  by  law: 

Herbert  M.  Baker 
William  R.  Beeler 
Louis  A.  Bonln 
Ernest  C.  Brace 
William  Q.  Brothers 
WiUiam  E.  Caslln 
Robert  L.  Closson 
Robert  W.  Cooney 
Franklin     G. 

Jr. 
Paul  L.  Davis 


Willis  L.  Kay 
Charles  E.  Kla 
Leo  J.  LeBlanc.  Jr. 
Charles  H.  May 
Russell  W.  McNIutt 
Arthur  8.  Ohlgren 
Oeorge  M.  Olsze^raki 
John  W.  P.  Robertson 
Cowle,  Edward  J.  Sample 
Baxter  W.  Seaton 
Ronald  I.  Severson 
Jlmmle  L.  DiUon  Charles  A.  Sewell 

Raymond     L.     Duvall,  George    H.    Shutt.    Jr. 

Jr.  Luther  8.  Smith.  Jr. 

John  HavUk  Lawrence  A.  Tajlor 

Lawrence  R.   Hawkins  James  S.  Thompeon 
Richard  L.  Hawley        Ronald  Trepas 
James  E.  Hendry  Ted  Uhlemeyer.  Jr. 

Hershel  H.  Henson        David  Y.  Westlihg 
Laverne  D.  Hlghhouae  Bobby  R.  WUklhson 

The  following -named  women  officers  of 
the  Marine  Corps  for  permanent  appoint- 
ment to  the  grade  of  lieutenant  colonel. 
subject  to  qualification  therefor  aa  pro- 
vided by   law; 

Barbara  J.  Bishop 

Emma  H.  Ciowers 

The  following-named  woman  ofBcer  of  the 
Marine  Corps  for  permanent  appointment 
to  the  grade  of  major,  subject  to  qualifica- 
tion  therefor  as  provided   by  law: 

Shirley   J.  Puetsch 

The  following-named  woman  officer  of  the 
Marine  Corps  for  permanent  appointment 
to  the  grade  of  captain: 

Doris  V.  Kleberger 

The  following-named  women  officers  of 
the  Marine  Corps  for  permanent  appoint- 
ment to  the  grade  of  captain,  subject  to 
qualification    therefor   as   provided   by   law: 

Elaine  T.  Carville 

Essie  M.  Lucas 

Francis  N.  Berdanler  (Naval  Reserve  Offl- 

cers'  Training  Corps)  to  be  second  Ueuten- 
ant  In  the  Marine  Corps,  subject  to  qualifica- 
tion therefor  as  provided  by, law. 

The  following-named  (Reserve  Oflcers* 
Training  Corps)  to  be  second  Ueutenaitts  In 
the  Marine  Corps,  subject  to  quallfioatlon 
therefor  as  provided  by  law: 

William   R.  VanHarten 

Henry  Q.  White,  Jr. 

The     following-named      (civilian     college 
graduates)    to  be  second  lieutenants  in  the 
Marine     Corps,     subject     to     qualification 
therefor  as  provided  by  law: 
Harold   E.   Arney.  Jr.    Charles  J.  Kirkhoff 
Eugene  M.  Bass  William    A.    Ba^nus- 

Joseph  W.  Blocker  sen 

John  G.  Celli  Thomas  C.  RlccI 

David  M.   Cla\u-etle      James  C.  Roddey 
Barry  8.  Colassard        Thomas  P.  Bosaadlch 
Charlee  J.  Ouida  Joseph  F.  Schappa 

Hunter  B.  Hadley.  Jr.  WiUiam  8.  Shea 
Hussain  R.  Hellett        Gordon  B.  Sbock|ey 
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Tta*     foBowtnE-aai 

Msd     eAseis     eg     tiaa 

Marine  Oorpa  fOr  teen 

Vonry  asMtntaeMt  te 

the  grade  of  flzet  UeotenuX; 

Jack  B.  ClirlBtenaei 

a 

LuctoD  H.  grieen.  Jr. 

Tbe     fOUovtBc-Bai 

Bed     odken    of    tBe 

Marine  Oorps  for  tan 

iporary  MipelBtmeBt  te 

the  grade  of  eeoood  Heutaaaat: 

Donald  B.  Baum 

JaaMs  B.  Jeimaaa 

Max  Beaidesi 

Hairy  P.  Jonea 

mnaman  O.  Boae 
Jsmee  D.  CttaiwHer 

WBUaa  B.  Kuafcsr 

Bogcr  n.  Chaput 

MartOB  B.  I«wla 

GeoTfe  W.  Oolbuni 

Jacqxiaa    B.    Idrmlae, 

George  D.  Oca 

jr. 

Wallaoa  B.  Povo 

Joaepb     M.     MagakU. 

BaroU  J.  rord.  Jr. 

Jr. 

Balph  B.  F«MBtea 

BoraoeL.  Mann 

Joeeph  G.  Oardlner 

Cbarlea  A.  Miller 

Balfrii  Q.  Getmaa 

Van  A-Morman 

Arthur  L.  Graves 

Richard  L.  Pratber 

Balpb  N.  Hardin 

Herbert  J.  L.  Bekl 

Dooald  L.  Harris 

CSaarley  Boblnaon 

WUllam  J.  Hartmelci 

rAntlwmy  V.  Rocha 

Frederick  B.  Haaler 

Wllltam  J.  Shetaer 

Tbomas  W.  Hendrtck 

-  Jeroaae  B  8bc|riMns 

■oa 

Jack  R.  Taylor 

Gerald  J.  Hepp 

Vernon  J.  HIcka 

Davtd  C  Turner 

Balpb  B.  HoUer 

Bethel  A.  Vass 

Don  C.  Hunter.  Jr. 

John  H.  Webb.  Jr. 

The  foUowlng-named  Beeerve  otBcea  to 
be  second  Ueutenanta  In  the  Marine  Oorpa. 
subject  to  qualification  therefor  as  provided 
by  law: 

Roger  J.  Bartels  John  B  Mead 

Edward  H.  Berger         Richard  M.  Myers 
Richard  B  Bourne      Darld  J.  Naugle 
Joaepb  P.  Brower  Bert  W.  Paterka 

Thomas  K.  Burk.  Jr.  Jamas  8.  PblUtpa 
Tbomas  D.  Burnett*     Raymond  R.  PoweU 
Bllswarth  P.  Coleman  Daniel  Prudbonune 
Karl  F.  Chrlatman       Harold  P.  Relland 
Jack  L.  Dewell  Francis  N.  Blney 

Arthur  >|1.  DIttmeler     George  M.  Shlfller 
Winiain'  Drebushenko  Allan  J.  Bpenee 
Bonald  H-  GlannotU    Henry  O.  StaUing .  Jr. 
Herbert  M.  Oradd       Bobert  W.  Topping 
Paul  R.  Jones.  Jr.         John  J.  Tolnay 
Robert  B  Jones  Xdward  R.  Wagner,  Jr. 

Wlllard  T.  Layton         Allen  B.  Walker 
Charlee  P.  Llndsley     Billy  B  Wilson 
Bugene   C.   McCarthy  Paul  A.  Wilson,  J^. 

The  following -nanted  Women  Reserve  of- 
ficers to  be  second  lieutenants  in  the  Marine 
Corps,  subject  to  qualification  therefor  as 
provided  by  law: 

Ann  C.  Anderton  Natalie  H.  LoweU 

Claudette  T.  Berube  Marilyn  A.  Malnes 

Doris  J.  Bivke  Mary  T.  Malloy 

Mary  J.  Callahan  Audra  D.  MarataaU 

Beveriy  A.  Cearley  PatrlcU  A.  Mc- 
Martba  A.  Cos  Doaougb 

Katharine  M.  Donohoe  Aurora  M.  Mondo 

Xlixabetb  M.  Faaa  Margaret  R.  Prbett 

Jane  P.  Grundy  BUsabetb  M.  Strand 

Ada  J.  Harris  Jane  L.  WalUs 

Patricia  Kuebn  Antoinette  S.  Wlllard 

Florence  B.  Land  Catherine  Toyoe 

Ijf  TBS  AaicT 

The  foUowing-named  officers  for  appoint- 
ment to  the  poaltlon  Indicated  and  for  ap- 
pointment as  lieutenant  general  in  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  under  the  provisions  at 
sectioDs  804  and  615  of  the  OCBeer  Personnel 
Act  of  1947: 

MaJ.  Gen.  Thooaas  Wade  Herrai,  07490, 
Dnited  atatee  Army,  to  be  erwnmandlng  gen* 
eral.  First  Army,  and  eenlor  United  Btatee 
Army  member.  Military  Staff  Oammittee. 
United  NaUona.  with  the  rank  of  Usutenant 
generaL 

MaJ.  Gen.  Oaude  Blrkett  V%renbaugta. 
013479,  united  SUtee  Army,  to  be  deputy 
commanding  general.  Army  Iftveee,  Far  Bast, 
with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  general. 
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019000. 


oi4rrx. 


To  be  aM/or  fewereZs 
Pkaak  Otto 
United  atatee  Army. 

Brig.  Oa^  XiOMdB  WatUns 

^ki^^  ^i^^^  ^F^^^wm^^  VlB^^hk^^  WW  ■       a  dill         1 

OlSiao.  United  atafess  Army. 

To  be  Oilfditi  §enerula 

GoL  Bk^ard  Joseph  Werner.  039107. 
united  States  Army. 

OoL  Barman  Hayden  Vlsaerlng.  041001. 
United  Stataa  Army. 

CoL  Bdgar  Thomas  Conley.  Jr..  017865. 
United  States  Araoy. 

OoL  William  Rlcbaiti  Frederick.  Jr..  OOOSOO. 
United  Statea  Army. 

Col.  Brlard  Poland  Johnson.  O3980S.  United 
States  Army. 

Ool.  Andrew  Thomas  McAnab.  000667, 
United  Statas  Army. 

Oc^  PtklUp  Campbell  Wchlc.  Oiaoe7.  United 

States  Army. 

CoL  laaac  SeweU  Morris.  O18006.  United 
States  Army. 


Im  ths  Aa 
Brig.  Oen.  Kart  Truesdell.  Jr..  I02SA  (colo- 
nel. Begular  Air  Force).  United  Sutee  Air 
Faroe,  for  temporary  appointment  as  major 
general  la  tb*  United  States  Air  Faroe,  under 
the  provisions  of  section  SIS.  Officer  Person- 
nel Act  at  I9«T. 


SENAII 

Wednesd.w,  December  1, 1954 

(Leffislmtive  dav  of  Mondap,  N<n>ember 
29.  1954) 

The  Senate  met  at  9:30  a.  m.,  on  the 
ezpiratkiD  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rer.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris.  D.  D.,  offered  the  foUowinc 
prasrer: 

O  Thou  source  of  our  strength  and 
hope,  humldy  we  come,  trusting  not  In 
our  feeble  hold  of  Thee,  but  rather  In 
Thy  mighty  grasp  of  us.  Our  minds  are 
puzded  and  confused — full  of  doubt  and 
auestioidng;  wickedness  seems  so  ram- 
pant and  triumphant,  goodness  so  rare 
and  spoiled  by  lurking  evil. 

Qive  us,  we  beseech  Thee,  the  faith 
which  In  the  darkness  still  believes  in 
the  dawn.  Out  of  dense  darkness  has 
leaped  the  light  of  this  new  day,  touch- 
ing into  loreliness  the  fields,  the  hills. 
and  the  sea,  filtering  into  the  deepest 
woods — Into  the  darkest  homes.  Come 
to  us.  Thou  Light  of  the  WorlcL  May 
we  become  sure  of  Thee  as  men  who 
watch  through  a  long  night  are  cohfldent 
of  the  dawning.  Scatter  our  doubtings. 
Fill  us  with  life  anew.  Send  us  forth  as 
sons  of  the  morning  to  bring  Thy  light 
to  every  shadowed  area  of  human  r^- 
tionshlps.  We  vik  it  in  the  dear  Re- 
deemer's name.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Kkowlamd,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  ct  the  i»roceedings  of  Tuesday. 
November  30,  1954,  was  dispensed  with. 


Tint YKX piaKimarr.  nMtBreoa 

thede^  ttie  ovdenftiate  ol  ttir  Hmolm 
etoot  from  Aiteasos  [Mr.  MrTiniaHl 
for  the  tenB  boglnnmg  Janoary  3.  Itfi. 
which,  without  objcctkxi.  wiU  Be  re- 
ceived, placed  on  fUe.  and  prtnfted  iB  Iba 


Tttere  being  no  olijectioiv  thto 
Uals  were  ordered  to  be 
and  to  be  printed  In  tte 

follows: 


placed  on  fUo 


nocLsisaxeow 


lb 


Srata 
BaauunfB 
the  Passu 

Uwrrca  Srai 
This  U  to  ocrttfy  that  on  the  M  day  of 
WoTcmbei  10S4.  Joaor  L.  MCCLaujuv  waa  duly 
chosen  by  the  qualifled  tiectoca  of  the  State 
of  Arkansas  a  Senator  from  aaM  State  to 
repreeent  said  State  ta  tbe  anate  of  the 
United  States  far  the  term  of  6  yeers,  begin.- 
nlng  on  the  Sd  day  of  Mnuary.  X96S. 

Witness:  His  >acotiI«acy  our  OoTemoc. 
FrancU  Cherry,  and  oar  seal  hereto  aSnd  at 
UtUe  Bock,  tbia  istb  day  of  Mbvcmber.  ta 
the  year  of  our  Lord  1954. 

PaaMcm  Caaaai. 
By  the  OoTemor: 

C.  O.  Hsu.. 
Secretary  o/  SUU. 


TRANSACTION  OF  ROUTINB 
BUSINB3S 

Mr.  ENOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  un- 
der the  order  iveviously  altered,  the 
Senate  is  about  to  have  its  customary 
morning  hour  for  the  transaction  c^ 
routine  business,  under  the  usual  2- 
minute  limitation.  Fi^lowlng  the  trans- 
action of  routine  business  I  shall  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  guorum. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Routine 
business  is  now  in  order. 


RETURN  OF  CERTAIN  PAPERS  BT 
COMMTTTKB  ON  THE  DLBTRICT 
OF  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan- 
imous oonaent  that  an  order  may  bo 
Issued  relative  to  certain  papers  which 
were  obtained  by  the  Suboommlttee  on 
Crime  and  Law  Enforcement  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia  In 
1952.  These  papers  and  documents  wero 
produced  by  Mr.  William  L.  Taylor,  and 
he  has  written  me  as  chainnan  of  tho 
District  of  Ootiimhia  Committee,  askinc 
that  they  be  rtieased  from  tho  euatody 
of  the  committee.  I  am  informed  that 
they  may  be  released  only  by  an  order 
of  the  Senate. 

I  have  consulted  with  the  ranking 
miiKMlty  momber  of  the  ooouaittoo  and 
he  informs  me  that  he  has  no  oiaiJeettoB 
to  this  procedure. 

I  submit  the  order,  and  adc  for  Its 
present  consideration. 

There  being  no  objection,  tho  order 
was  considered  and  agreed  to,  as  foUows: 

Ordered,  That  the  Senate  Committee  OB 
the  District  of  Columbia  be,  and  Is  hereby. 
authorised  to  return  to  MT.  William  L.  Taylor. 
8901  North  George  Maaoa  Drtre,  Arlington. 
Va.,  the  following  documents  which  were 
produced  by  the  said  William  L.  Taylor  In 
1962  to  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee 
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«m  th»  SIrtrlet  cT  fWamhte.  Invcctlpitlne 
txtmm  waA  tow  •&fe*o«ii«Bt: 

<1>  Thnm  buBdnd  uad  fifty  caneeled 
cihMica  of  WlUlam  I^  Tiiyior.  %b»  OtttMos 
BMik  cf  Mdoim  Park,  cxmiiig  the  psrlod 
MomaBtar  IS.  1900.  to  Jaauanr  25.  IMS. 

(3)  VtttMn  bank  statenMnta.  tb*  GitlMiw 
Bank  of  Tw^kaauk  Park,  sbowtoff  tha  aooount 
of  wmtam  L.  Mod  Beuior  V.  Taylor,  firom 
OetolMr  14.  1990,  tfarougli  January  80,  1992. 

(S)  atac  Italted  8UtM  indlvldtua  IncooEw- 
tax  ratuma  aa  foUom: 

(a)  Rfltum  of  William  Leonard  Taylor  for 
the  year  1046. 

(b)  B^um  of  William  L.  and  Mary  K.> 
Taylor  for  the  year  1047. 

(c)  Betum  of  WlllUm  L.  Taylor  for  the 
year  IMO. 

(d)  Betum  of  William  L.  Taylor  for  the 
year  1940. 

(e)  Betum  of  William  L.  and  Kleanor  V. 
Taylor  for  the  year  1850. 

<f )  Betum  of  WUllam  L.  and  Beanor  V. 
Taylor  for  the  year  1061. 

(4)  Thirty-four  mall-depoalt  receipt*  of 
WllUam  Xj.  and  Eleanor  V.  Taylor,  the  Cltl- 
sens  Bank  of  Takoma  Park. 

(8)  Three  depoait  aUpe,  the  Cltlsens  Bank 
of  Takoma  Park,  of  Wnilam  L.  or  Eleanor  V. 
Taylor. 

(8)  One  receipt  for  collection,  the  Cltlaens 
Bank  of  Takoma  Park,  of  WllUsun  L.  Taylor. 

(7)  Two  correction  deposit  slips,  the  ClU- 
aene  Bank  of  Takoma  Park,  one  to  WUllam  L. ! 
or  Eleanor  V.  Taylor,  and  one  to  WUllam  L. 
Taylor. 

(0)  One  a7-page  financial  questionnaire  of 
William  Leonard  Taylor. 


Ififlk  unanimouB  eonsent  that  my  reply 
to  Mr.  Allsoa  be  i>rlnted  In  the  RxCord 
»t  this  point  as  a  pctrt  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  lotter 
WM  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Reoord, 
M  follows: 

NOVKMBEX  29,   1914. 

Ml.  Jobh  R.  ALisoir,  | 

Freaident.  Air  Force  Association,       ' 
Washington,  D.  C. 

nuM  US.  AUBON:  Yovir  telegram  of  No- 
▼ember  28  bas  been  received,  and  I  appreciate 
having  your  constructive  cc«nments. 

I  fully  agree  with  you  that  Bomething  aiust 
he  done  to  protect  the  men  wearing  the 
American  uniform  who  find  themselvas  In 
Communist  prisons  contrary  to  the  artnis- 
tlce  agreement  and  the  decent  conducrt  of 
nations  under  International  law. 

It  has  been  my  belief  for  a  long  time  that 
merely  sending  another  note  will  not  pro- 
duce results.  If  these  Americans  who  have 
just  been  sent  to  prison  and  others  who  are 
being  Illegally  held  are  not  Immediately  re- 
leased I  believe  that  the  note  should  be 
followed  up  by  a  complete  blockade  of  the 
Chinese  Communist  coast  to  see  to  It  that 
not  a  single  vessel  of  any  nationality  eaters 
or  leaves  a  Chinese  port  until  all  of  the 
Americans  have  been  freed.  1 

With  best  regards,  I  remain,  1 

Sincerely  yours, 

WILUAIC   F.   KNOWLAItn. 


THE  niFRISONMENT  OP  OUR 
CmZENS  IN  RED  CHINA 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  read  Into  the  Rkcou  a  tel^ram 
which  I  have  received  from  the  Air  Force 
Association.    It  reads  as  follows: 

WsSHiifOTON,  D.  C.  November  26, 1954. 
Bon.  WnxiAM  P.  Kmowlamd, 
United  States  Senate,  - 

WaaMngton.  D.  C: 

In  behalf  of  the  Air  Force  Association.  I 
have  aent  today  the  foUowing  telegram  to 
President  Elsenhower,  with  copies  to  the 
pr«n.  aU  Members  of  Congress,  the  gov- 
ernors of  each  State,  and  the  Secretaries  of 
State,  Defenae.  and  Air  Force.    Text  follows: 

"The  Air  Force  Aisoclatlon  has  been  deeply 
eoncemed  about  United  Statea  Air  V^n-ce  per- 
•onnel  and  other  Americans  itiU  held  as 
prlsonen  by  Red  China.  As  evidence  of 
this  concern  the  association  printed  in  the 
November  Issue  of  Air  Force  Magazine,  Its 
official  Journal,  a  special  report  including 
pictures  on  the  II  airmen  who  have  in  the 
last  few  days  been  given  long  and  severe 
prison  smtenees  by  Bed  China.  We  have 
been  Informed  through  sources  which  we 
believe  to  be  correct  that  these  men  were 
shot  down  over  Korea,  not  Red  China.  The 
motto  of  a  famous  Air  Force  fighter  group 
Is  'We  take  care  of  our  own.'  The  Air  Force 
Aeaoelatlon  believes  that  this  is  an  appro- 
priate motto  for  otu-  Nation  at  this  time. 
We  know  you  share  our  feeling  that  these 
mm  must  be  released.  This  message  is  to 
assure  you  that  the  Air  Force  Association 
stands  behind  whatever  action,  no  matter 
how  sttong,  you  may  take  to  obtain  the 
release  of  every  American  held  in  the  prisons 
of  Bed  China.  We  believe  time  Is  of  the 
eaeenoe." 

We  respectfully  enlist  your  support  in  ef- 
foru  to  obtain  the  release  of  these  Amer- 
icans. 

JOkm  B.  Ausoor, 
Preaident.  Air  Force  Asaociation. 


SENATOR    ROBERT    C.    HENDRICK- 
SON,  OP  NEW  JERSEY 

»^.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, last  August,  because  of  my  trip  to 
the  Far  East  with  Secretary  of  State 
Dulles,  I  left  the  Senate  1  day  before  the 
recess  was  taken.  Due  to  this  fact,  I  was 
unable  to  be  in  the  Senate  on  the  after- 
noon when  many  of  my  colleagues,  led 
by  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs.  Smith  1 , 
paid  well-deserved  tributes  to  my  col- 
league the  Junior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Hehdrickson],  who,  to  the 
regret  of  all  of  us,  will  not  be  a  Member 
of  the  Senate  next  year. 

Before  the  final  adjournment  of  the 
Senate  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  with 
regard  to  the  junior  Senator  from  my 
State. 

Prior  to  coming  to  the  Senate  in  1948 
Senator  Hknorickson  had  been  very  ac- 
tive in  New  Jersey  politics,  as  State  sen- 
ator and  later  as  Republican  majority 
leader  and  president  of  the  State  senate. 
In  1940  he  was  the  Republican  nominee 
for  Governor.  In  1942.  and  again  in 
1946,  he  was  elected  State  treasurer. 

The  whole  field  of  Federal-State  op- 
erations in  fiscal  matters  has  long  been 
dear  to  his  heart,  and  in  connection 
with  this  interest  Senator  Hendrick^on 
served  as  member,  and  later  as  chair- 
man, of  the  board  of  managers  of  the 
Council  of  State  Governments.  As  a 
Member  of  tlie  Senate  he  was  greatly  in- 
stnmiental,  along  with  the  late  Senator 
Taft  and  the  distinguished  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson],  in 
setting  up  the  Commission  on  Intergov- 
ernmental Relations,  of  which  he  is  now 
a  member. 

Senator  Henoricxson  served  his  coun- 
try in  both  World  Wars.  In  1918  he 
enlisted  as  a  private  and  saw  action  in 
Prance.  He  was  awarded  the  Medal  of 
Verdun  and  other  citations  for  his 
service. 
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In  1943  he  again  volunteered  his  serv- 
ices and  was  assigned  to  the  American 
Military  Government  in  North  Africa, 
upper  Austria,  and  Italy.  As  senior  legal 
officer  AMG  with  the  Fifth  Army,  he 
was  with  one  of  the  first  comb(it  units 
to  enter  Rome.  In  1944  he  was  promoted 
to  the  rank  of  lieutenant  colonel.  He 
returned  to  civilian  life  in  1946.  He  re- 
ceived the  World  War  n  medal.  Euro- 
pean-African Middle  Eastern  Theater 
Service  Medal  with  four  bronze  stars, 
and  several  other  awards  for  hi4  efforts. 
Senator  Hendrickson  has  long  been  an 
active  member  of  the  American,  Legion, 
and  as  a  lawyer  has  l^een  a  metnber  of 
the  bar  of  the  State  of  New  Jeiisey  and 
active  in  the  Gloucester  County,  N.  J., 
Bar  Association.  ] 

Senator  Hendrickson  has  a  distin- 
guished ancestry,  as  is  illustrated  by  the 
fact  that  he  is  a  member  of  the  Society 
of  Cincinnati,  one  of  the  oldest  if  not 
the  oldest,  of  our  patriotic  societies. 

In  his  6  years  in  the  Senate,  Benator 
Hendrickson  has  served  with  di^inction 
on  many  important  committees.  For  a 
time  he  was  a  member  of  the  Rifles  and 
Administration  Committee  and  of  its 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions. As  a  member  of  the  Armed  Serv- 
ices Committee  he  played  an  important 
role  in  the  ammunition-shortage  in- 
vestigation. He  is  a  member  of  the  Re- 
publican policy  committee,  the  Select 
Committee  on  Small  Business,  and  has 
served  tirelessly  and  conscientiously  as 
chairman  of  the  Republican  calendar 
committee. 

As  a  member  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee Senator  Hendrickson  was  the  au- 
thor of  Senate  Resolution  89,  8^d  Con- 
gress, 1st  session,  authorizing  an  in- 
vestigation of  juvenile  delinquenoy  in  the 
United  States.  On  August  4,  1953.  he 
was  appointed  chairman  of  a  subcom- 
mittee to  carry  out  the  terms  of  the  reso- 
lution. 

Rarely,  in  my  opinion,  has  a  Senator 
conducted  such  a  complete  and  finable 
Investigation.  The  subcommittee  set  out 
on  a  factfinding  tour  to  determine  the 
extent,  causes,  and  implications  of  ju- 
venile delinquency.  For  Senator  Hend- 
rickson, this  has  been  a  labor  of  love. 
The  imix)rtance  of  the  children  of  Amer- 
ica, the  need  for  better  public  under- 
standing of  the  great  problem  of  juvenile 
delinquency,  and  the  deep  desire  to  make 
this  Nation  a  better  place  in  which  to 
live,  have  been  the  motivating  convic- 
tions behind  the  fine  work  whlich  has 
been  done  under  Senator  Hendrickson's 
initiative. 

Obviously  the  role  of  the  Congress  in 
dealing  with  the  problem  of  elimhiating 
juvenile  delinquency  has  just  begun.  It 
is  a  matter  of  deep  regret  to  all  of  us  that 
the  man  responsible  for  undertaking  this 
work  will  not  be  here  in  future  years  to 
continue  this  fight.  His  leadership  and 
example  will  be  a  great  inspiration  to 
those  who  follow  him. 

In  closing  these  few  remarks  I  wish  to 
emphasize  the  personal  side  of  the  very 
happy  relationship  of  Mrs.  Smith  and 
myself  with  Senator  and  Mrs.  Hendrick- 
son. We  have  been  close  friends  for 
many  years  during  our  Joint  endeavors  to 
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improve  political  conditions  in  our  home 
state  of  New  Jersey.  I  watched  Senator 
HnrDBXCKsoif  grow  from  a  member  ot 
the  State  legidature  through  the  Im- 
portant State  offices  I  have  mentioned, 
until  at  last  in  1948  he  became  my  col- 
league here  in  the  United  States  Senate. 
Our  mutual  relations  have  been  those  of 
respect  and  deep  affection,  and  it  was  a 
great  personal  regret  to  me  that  he  felt  it 
necessary  to  make  the  personal  sacrifice 
of  not  running  for  reelection  to  continue 
his  career  in  the  United  States  Senate. 

He  is  going  to  a  new  work  of  critical 
importance  and  responsibility  in  our 
troubled  world. 

I  am  confident  that  all  of  his  collea«ues 
in  the  United  States  Senate,  without  ex- 
ception, Jom  me  as  we  close  the  83d  Con- 
gress, in  wishmg  him  and  Ids  charming 
wife  Godspeed  and  deserved  success  in 
their  new  dedication  to  the  service  of 
their  country. 


ADDRESS  BY  FIELD  MARSHAL  THE 
VISCOUNT  MONTGOMERY 

Mr.  OOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
on  November  29. 1954.  Field  Marshal  the 
Viscount  Montgomery  of  Alamein  ad- 
dressed the  California  Institute  of  Tech- 
nology. He  made  one  of  the  most  pro- 
vocative speeches  it  has  been  my  pleasure 
to  read  in  some  time.  Because  of  the 
importance  of  the  subject  discussed.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  speech 
be  incorporated  m  the  body  of  the 
Record  foUowing  my  remarks.  Field 
Marshal  Mcmtgomery  was  a  great  pro- 
ponent of  ground  forces  who  now  recog- 
nizes that  future  wars  will  be  fought  in 
the  air.  He  discusses  his  reasons  for 
going  over  to  that  thesis,  and  he  further 
outlines  his  theories  of  naval  warfare. 
I  think  the  address  should  be  read  by 
every  Member  of  the  Senate  because  of 
the  possibility  of  this  subject  being  dis- 
cussed more  fully  in  the  coming  session 
of  the  Congress. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcokd. 
as  follows: 

Tkx  Pos8iBn.rrT  or  Was 

(Address  of  Field  Marshal  Montgomery  to 
California  Institute  of  Technology.  Los 
Angeles.  Noveml>er  29,  1964) 

The  world  Is  split  in  two  and  the  aims  of 
the  two  parts.  Kast  and  West,  are  in  direct 
conflict.  In  some  areas  the  conflict  is  violent 
and  has  led  to  fighting.  These  local  wars 
are  part  of  what  is  called  the  cold  war.  A 
better  name  would  be  the  cold  peace. 

History  records  that  from  time  to  time  evil 
men  arise,  seixe  power,  and  attempt  to  exert 
their  will  by  force.  Hitler  was  such  a  man. 
Therefore  the  possibility  of  the  cold  war 
turning  to  a  liot  war  li  always  with  us.  and 
we  must  be  prepared  liccordingly. 

Both  are  global,  the  cold  war  and  the  hot 
war. 

In  trying  to  win  the  cold  war  one  side  or 
the  other  may  miscalculate  and  bring  on  a 
hot  war,  though  nelttwr  side  wanted  it. 

So  once  again,  war  Is  always  a  possibility. 

But  as  we  advance  further  along  Uie  road 
of  deTelopment  of  atocilc  and  thermonuclear 
weapons,  giUded  missiles,  and  ballistic  rock- 
ets, it  will  become  increasingly  clear  that  a 
hot  war  win  be  mutual  suicide  for  the  con- 
testants. Therefore  the  great  jiroblem  re- 
garding the  cold  war  now  in  progress  is  how 
to  win  it  without  prticipitatlng  a  hot  war. 


Local  wan  call  for  the  uae  ot  oonventional 
kpona.  and  for  a  raadlmsas  to  uae  new 
weapons  If  the  circumstances  demand  it. 

It  Is  obvtous  that  the  use  of  atomic  and 
thermonuclear  weapons  is  going  to  have  a 
profound  effect  on  the  conduct  of  war.  on 
weapon  syatema.  on  strategical  and  tactieal 
conceptions,  aod  tlieref  ore  on  the  organiza- 
tion of  f  orcea. 

I  want  to  make  it  absolutely  clear  that 
we  at  Supreme  Headquarters  Allied  Powers. 
Kurope.  are  l>aslng  aU  our  operational  plan- 
ning on  using  atomic  and  thermonuclear 
weapons  In  our  defense.  With  us  it  is  no 
longer  "They  may  possibly  be  used."  It  is 
very  definitely  "They  will  be  used,  if  we  are 
attacked." 

The  reason  for  this  action  is  that  we  can- 
not match  the  strength  that  could  b« 
brought  against  us  unless  we  use  nuclear 
weapons:  and  our  political  chiefs  have  never 
shown  any  great  enthusiasm  in  giving  us  the 
number  to  be  able  to  do  this  wltliout  uting 
such  weapons. 

It  aU  calls  for  a  certain  reorganization  of 
our  foroea,  and  in  our  strategy.  In  fact,  we 
have  reached  the  point  of  no  return  as  re- 
gards the  use  of  nuclear  weapons  in  a  hot 
war. 

Now  let  us  consider  a  future  global  hot  war. 

TRK   rTTTUaC  CL.OBAL    WAB 

In  our  thinking  ahead  we  need  some  re- 
alistic foundation. 

Let  xu  therefore  consider  a  war  between 
two  powerful  groups  of  nations,  and  let  us 
call  them  Bast  and  West.  Tou  can  make 
any  grouping  within  this  broad  sUtement 
that  3rou  think  suitable.  I  would  siiggest 
we  include  the  NATO  nations  in  the  West. 

We  wiU  asBume  that  the  West  has  at  pres- 
ent a  superiority  In  atomic  and  thermo- 
nuclear weapons  together  with  the  means 
of  deUvery.  but  that  as  the  years  pass  that 
margin  superiority  is  likely  to  decline. 

OUnSAL   APFBOACH 

So  far  as  we  can  see  today  we  are  not  jus- 
tified in  depending  on  air  bombardoMnt 
alone,  even  with  nuclear  weapons,  to  bring 
a  world  war  to  a  successful  conclusion;  still 
less  a  local  war  or  disturbance.  Wars  today 
can  be  won  only  by  fighting,  and,  in  a  hot 
war,  fighting  wUi  continue  in  the  air,  at  sea, 
and  on  land  until  one  side  loses  the  will  to 
fight  on. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  skillful  employ- 
ment and  accurate  application  of  supulor 
nuclear  firepower  in  combination  with  the 
operations  of  streamlined  land  forces,  can  be 
a  decisive  factor  in  the  battle  on  land.  The 
problem  will  be  how  to  force  the  enemy  to 
concentrate  his  armed  forces  sufficiently  to 
offer  a  worthwhile  nuclear  target,  without 
exposing  our  own  forces  to  destruction  by 
the  enemy's  nuclear  attack. 

TBS    BXUBXaATaLT    PLAKKKB    WOBLS    ROT    WAX 

I  suggest  that  such  a  war  will  hare  tiiree 
phases. 

First  phase:  A  worldwide  struggle  for  nuut- 
tery  in  the  air  and  of  the  oceans.  It  wlU  be 
vital  during  this  phase  to  prevent  enemy 
land  forces  overrunning  and  neutralizing 
western  bases  and  territories. 

Second  phase:  The  destruction  of  the  re- 
maining enemy  land  forces. 

Third  phase:  The  bargaining  phase,  when 
the  enemy's  homeland  and  aU  It  contains  is 
at  the  mercy  of  the  Western  airpower.  We 
wlU  then  carry  the  air  attack^to  the  point 
where  the  enemy  accepts  our  terms. 

The  second  and  third  phases  may  be  eon- 
current. 

Against  the  background  of  this  overall 
strategy,  let  us  consider  the  war  under  three 
headings: 

The  War  In  the  Air. 

The  War  at  Sea. 

The  War  on  Land. 


WAX   nf   THX    Aia 

n  Is  clear  from  the  etnttegy  I  have  oat- 
lined  that  the  dominant  factor  In  future  war 
will  be  airpower.  And  that  is  my  very  firm 
belief.  But  like  so  many  things  we  do  we 
too  often  pay  only  Up  servioe  to  thla  great 
truth. 

The  greatest  asset  of  airpower  Is  Its  OckI- 
bUity.  The  main  factors  in  determining 
the  degree  of  flexibility  are  the  methods  of 
conunand  and  control,  the  range  of  aircraft, 
and  the  moMUty  of  supporting  equipment. 

Flexibility  andfcentrallaed  control  ot  an 
the  air  forces  in  a  theater  of  war  are  vital 
to  success. 

But  the  West  has  sacrificed  much  of  its 
flexibility  by  basing  the  air  command  organi- 
sation on  the  requirements  of  direct  suppost. 
of  the  land  forces,  whereas  It  shoxild  be  based 
on  the  organization  necessary  to  g«««  the 
greatest  measure  of  oontrcd  in  the  air. 

Airpower  is  indivisible.  If  you  split  it 
up  Into  compartments  you  merely  pull  ft  to 
pieces  and  destroy  its  greatest  asset,  its  flex- 
ibility, u  we  lose  the  war  in  the  air.  we  loee 
the  whole  war  and  loae  it  quickly. 

We  will  never  win  the  war  in  the  air  with 
the  organization  for  air  command  and  con- 
trol thst  we  have  at  present.  The  present 
organization  Is  unworthy  of  a  group  of  na- 
tions who  claim  to  have  some  knowledge  of 
war. 

Now  let  us  have  a  look  at  the  war  in  the 
air. 

If  we  can  maintain  the  abUlty  to  start 
a  tremendoiis  nuclear  bomtjardment  of  the 
East  the  moment  we  are  attacked,  they  can- 
not afford  to  do  nothing  about  it. 

It  must  affect  Uie  employment  of  thtir 
air  forces. 

It  must  force  them  to  devote  a  o(uuldar- 
able  effort  of  their  long-rknge  air  foroea 
and  nuclear  weapons  to  attempt  to  lilt  our 
strategical  air  forces  and  ttie  InstaUatlona 
on  which  they  depend.  It  must  force  them 
to  expend  effort  on  air  defense,  no  easy  prob- 
lem for  them. 

Against  this  background.  I  suggest  Uiere 
are  three  successive  stagea  to  consider  in 
the  war  in  the  air. 

TSZ  naST  BTAOZ 

This  stage  would  be  if  war  comes  In  the 
near  future. 

In  this  period,  as  I  see  it,  both  sides  win 
rely  principally  on  piloted  aircraft  in  both 
the  strategical  and  tactical  fields.  I  see  no 
sign,  within  this  period,  of  either  side  being 
able  to  create  an  air  defense  system  which 
could  greatly  affect  the  present  balance  in 
favor  of  the  offensive  in  the  air. 

The  results  of  this  great  battle  for  mas- 
tery In  the  air  wUl  have  a  tremendous  effect 
on  tiie  whole  war,  and  we  must  win  it.  But 
we  cannot  afford  to  rely  on  air  resources 
which  depend  on  mobilization.  The  air 
forces  we  need,  together  with  an  the  means 
necessary'  to  keep  them  operational,  must 
exist  In  peacetime.  And  by  centralizing  Air 
Command  on  the  liighest  possible  level  we 
must  restore  to  the  air  forces  tlie  flexibility 
they  have  largely  lost. 

THX   SBCOHD   8TA6Z 

In  the  not-too-far -distant  future,  the  Sut 
may  create  a  sufficient  stock  of  atomic  weap- 
ons, and  the  long-range  means  of  deliv- 
ering them,  effective  enough  for  them  to 
strike  at  the  outbreak  of  war  a  devastating 
blow  at  oTir  means  of  delivering  offensive  air- 
power. At  this  stage,  as  far  as  I  can  see. 
both  sides  will  still  t>e  relying  principally  on 
piloted  aircraft.  lx>th  for  offense  and  de- 
fense. 

Before  thla  period  arrives.  It  will  be  of  tre- 
mendous importance  that  we  sliould  have 
developed,  and  have  in  being,  a  highly  ef- 
fective global  early  warning  system,  together 
With  the  best  air  defenae  that  the  scien- 
tists can  give  us.  in  order  to  prevent 


1^248 


I 

CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


December  1 


U 


m 


h  ■•.! 


u 


offenatT*  fttrpcmcr  bring  erlpfded  firom  the 
•tar*  lif  a  mirprla*  atte^.  aad  to  mimmfa 
tlM  cf  Ml  9t  MMk  an  Uttaek. 

THB  THUS  BtJkOt 

IjiAm  on  atUl  tlia  Baat  maj  liav*  darak^Md 
TO—Tit  Of  dellTcrlng  thetr  waapona  with  ae- 
cvnett  both  ahflrt-raiise  and  long-range, 
which  do  not  rely  on  piloted  aircraft,  e.  g.» 
the  banistle  mlaalle. 

Our  ability  to  counter  that  threat  by  both 
offenalTe  and  defenalve  naeaaures  will  be 
miach  reduced,  becaiiae  the  targets  will  be 
far  leaa  ^  vulnerable — ^w&ether  they  are 
launching  aitee,  or  the  wei^wna  themaelvea 
actually  |n  the  air. 

We  must  ask  ourselTea  aerlouBly  what,  at 
that  stage,  are  to  be  the  targets  of  our  oflen- 
•Ive  alrpower. 

Will  it  then  be  true  that  offensive  opera- 
tkuna  by  our  aircraft  or  missiles  will  directly 
aireot  the  enemy's  ability  to,  deliver  his 
we^xnia  agiOnst  us. 

X  do  not  see  the  airplane  disappearing  al- 
together. 

In  the  tactical  field  I  am  sxire  that  there 
will  always  be  tasks  for  pUoted  aircraft  In 
cupport  of  land  and  naval  forces.  The  ene- 
my's aircraft  used  for  these  purpoeee,  and 
tbelr  bases,  will  remain  an  important  target 
for  our  aircraft  and  missiles. 

CORCLITSIOKS :    THE  WAS  IN  THX  Am 

What  are  the  conclusions? 

Now  that  we  have  solved  the  problem  of 
endurance  in  the  air,  and  an  aircraft  can 
remain  In  the  skies  for  prolonged  periods 
and  In  all  weathers,  alrpower  Is  becoming  tlie 
decisive  factor  in  warfare.  We  must  there- 
fore get  organized  accordingly.  What  we 
must  do  now  Is  to  organize  the  command 
and  control  of  our  air  forces  so  as  to  retain 
the  greatest  degree  of  llexlbUlty:  centraliz- 
ing coantnaiKf  In  tb»  nignest  conunander 
Who  can  effectively  exercise  that  command, 
io  that  he  can  wield  the  available  air  forces 

In  a  theater  of  war  as  one  nUghty  weapon. 
If  we  are  attacked,  we  must  set  in  motion 
an  Immediate  air  offensive  on  tne  largest 
poesible  eoale,  directed  at  the  enemy's  air 
forces  and  at  bis  homeland.  The  means  of 
delivering  an  immediate  air  offensive  must 

exist  in  peace. 

We  miist  develop  an  effective,  and  global, 
early  warning  system  in  order  to  have  some 
chance  of  being  able  to  take  the  offensive 
in  the  air  should  we  be  attacked.  And  we 
must  study  air  defense  iirgently;  I  will  say 
something  cbi  this  subject  later  on.  It  is 
vital  tbat  our  air  forces  sliould  be  able  to 
absorb  nuclear  attack,  and  survive  to  strike 
back.  The  principle  of  dispersion  must  be 
explored  from  every  angle.  We  must  get 
away  from  the  enormotis  concrete  runways 
of  today,  and  develop  aircraft  which  can 
land  and  take  off  from  small  PSP  airstrips 
dispersed  over  the  coxmtryside.  In  this  re- 
spect vertical  lift  aircraft  have  very  great 
posalbUltles. 

THX   WAX   AT   SXA 

Now  let  OS  discuss  the  war  at  sea. 

As  things  stand  today,  it  is  my  view  that 
the  West  could  not  win  if  it  lost  control  of 
the  Atlantic. 

If  we  cannot  deploy  in  Europe  the  power 
of  the  American  Continent.  Europe  could  fall. 

In -the  open  seas  the  great  threats  are  the 
submarine  and  air  attack.  In  the  narrow 
waters,  the  threat  of  the  mine  m\ut  be  added 
and  attack  by  aircraft  will  be  more  effective. 
Naval  forces  of  today  require  air  support  in 
the  same  way  as  do  land  forces.  It  is  essen- 
tial In  the  conditions  of  today  that  navies 
called  on  to  operate  in  the  great  oceans 
should  have  their  own  air  forces. 

The  navlee  of  those  nations  whose  work 
lies  entirely  in  narrrow  seas,  such  as  the 
Mediterranean,  or  in  Suropean  waters,  are  in 
a  different  situation;  in  my  view,  such  navies 
do  not  need  their  own  air  forces.  What  I 
have  said  about  the  war  at  sea  is  applicable 
only  for  today  and  for  the  next  few  years. 


But  the  more  one  considers  the  future,  the 
more  the  problem  of  control  of  the  seas  be- 
comes difficult  to  fcMresee.  The  question  to 
be  faced  and  decided  is: 

"In  the  future,  will  the  seas  be  contiblled 
firom  the  sea  or  from  the  air?" 

When  one  considers  the  range  and  power  of 
aircraft  of  tlie  future,  and  the  pu-ogress  that 
Is  likely  in  radar  and  electronics,  I  am  per- 
sonally forced  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
time  will  come  when  the  major  factor  in  the 
control  of  tlie  seas  will  be  air  power. 

I  consider  that  the  day  of  the  large  warship 
on  the  surface  of  the  sea  Is  over.  The  em- 
phasis in  the  future  Is  likely  to  be  oa  the 
smaller  type  of  vessel  and  on  underwater 
craft. 

If  it  is  true  that  the  seas  will  In  the  future 
be  controlled  mainly  from  the  air,  then  It  Is 
for  consideration  whether  this  control  would 
not  be  best  exercised  by  national  air  forces 
and  not  by  naval  forces.  If  this  is  the  case, 
then  navies  will  not  In  the  future  require 
their  own  air  forces.  That  time  has  not  yet 
come.  But  in  my  view  It  will  come  even- 
tually. If  this  is  true,  then  we  should  at 
once  stop  building  any  more  aircraft  car- 
riers, because  they  are  very  expenslvs  and 
Will  not  produce  a  dividend.  What  It 
amounts  to  Is  that  new  weapons  have  not 
yet  rendered  the  aircraft-carrier  obsolete, 
but  they  will  do  so  In  the  future.  And  I  see 
control  of  the  seas  eventually  passing  to  air 
forces.  I 

THE  WAS  ON  LAND  ' 

Tb  fight  successfully  on  land  we  need  the 
following  four  essentials,  as  a  minimum — 

First.  We  must  have  first-class  forces  "In 
being"  in  peace  time,  up  to  strength  and 
ready  at  all  times  to  act  as  our  shield  without 
any  mobilization  procedure.  These  forces 
must  be  trained  and  equipped  to  the  highest 
pitch:  mobile,  hard-hitting,  offensive  troops 
Of  magnificent  morale,  very  highly  disci- 
plined, under  young  and  active  commanders. 
Tbese  are  the  troops  and  the  commanders 
who  have  got  to  stand  firm  in  the  face  of 
the  horrors  and  terrors  of  the  opening  clashes 
Of  an  atomic  war,  and  they  will  stand  firm 
only  if  they  are  highly  trained  and  highly 
disciplined. 

Second.  We  need  reserve  forces.  weU  or- 
ganised, capable  of  being  mobilized  in  eche- 
lons, and  each  echelon  receiving  suQclent 
training  In  peace  to  ensure  It  is  fit  to  fight  at 
the  time  It  is  needed. 

Third.  Our  forces,  active  and  reserve,  niust 
be  backed  by  a  sound  logistic  and  movement 
orc^anizatlon,  which  should  exist  in  peace  to 
the  degree  nei^essary  to  ensure  success  It  the 
opening  weeks  of  war. 

Fourth.  We  must  have  a  sound  civil  de- 
fense organiziitlon  in  each  national  territory. 

The  whole  philosophy  underlying  these 
needs  In  land  forces  is,  that  the  active  forces 
"in  being"  in  peace  will  make  It  impossible 
for  the  East  to  launch  an  attack  succesrfully 
without  a  preparatory  buildup^  of  their 
forces,  which  we  would  know  abouav  It  would 
be  difficult  fc:r  the  enemy  to  surprise  Us. 

Our  active  forces  will  prevent  the  Eastern 
forces  from  reaching  our  vital  areas.  While 
we  are  assembling  and  moving  forward  our 
reserve  forces. 

Let  us  have  a  last  look  at  the  war  la  the 
air,  at  sea,  and  on  land. 

THE  WAX  IN  THX  AUt 

We  have  got  to  win  the  war  In  the  air. 

We  will  upt  win  It  unless  the  air  ferces 
are  allowed  to  regain  their  flexibility  and 
unity,  and  unless  air  command  Is  organized 
accordingly.  It  is  vital  that  this  matter 
be  tackled  at  once  on  the  highest  political 
level. 

We  must  maintain  in  peace  the  ability  to 
launch  an  immediate  offensive  in  the  air 
against  anyone  who  attacks  us. 

The  West  it.  vulnerable  to  nuclear  attack. 
Oreat  offensive  power  Is  wasted  unless  it  is 
married  to  defensive  power  and  can  be 
launched  from  a  secure  base.    As  time  passes 


and  the  offensive  capability  between  Cast 
and  West  levels  out,  the  advantage  will  go 
to  that  side  which  has  the  greater  defensive 
strength,  which  can  protect  itself  against 
attack,  and  can  survive  to  strike  back. 

There  Is  at  the  present  time  no  sure  de- 
fense against  the  airplane  or  ballistic  rocket. 
Indeed,  so  far  as  we  can  see  today,  trying 
to  get  a  secure  defense  against  air  attack 
is  rather  like  trying  to  keep  the  tide  back 
on  the  seashore  with  a  picket  fence.  This 
situation  must  not  be  allowed  to  continue. 

The  best  scientific  brains  we  possess  should 
t>e  gathered  in  to  help  In  the  task,  working 
in  close  cooperation  with  air  forces.  I  say 
"air  forces"  because  I  hold  the  view  that 
air  defense  should  be  organized  ^nd  han- 
dled by  air  forces,  and  that  ailtlaircraft 
commands  should  be  handed  over  to  that 
service. 

THE    WAX    AT    SKA 

Today  the  navies  must  handle  this  war. 
They  must  be  given  the  minimum  means  to 
Insure  control  of  the  seas  and  o|  the  ap- 
proaches to  essential  ports  and  no  more. 
It  Is  essential  that  they  should  not  dissipate 
those  means  on  tasks  which  do  not  affect  the 
war  at  sea.  But  we  must  not  be  bddebound 
by  past  traditions.  I  give  It  as  my  opinion 
that  the  time  will  come  when  the  seas  will 
be  controlled  from  the  air.  If  tbla  is  true, 
the  future  must  be  planned  and  organized 
accordingly. 

THE   WAX   ON   LAND 

In  the  organization  of  land  forces  the 
emphasis  must  be  on  strategical  and  tactical 
mobility  and  on  simplicity  of  weapons  sys- 
tems. We  need  divisions  that  can  be  moved 
rapidly  by  air:  this  will  neceasltat«  suitable 
aircraft  for  the  purpose. 

To  gain  full  advantage  of  the  Immense 
firepower  that  nuclear  weapons  have  pro- 
vided, and  to  avoid  destruction  Oy  enemy 
nuclear  attack,  armies  must  develop  a  more 
lively  and  opportunist  type  of  battle  leader 

than  exists  at  present  in  both  Jvtnlor  and 
senior  ranks.  Such  a  leader  must  have  the 
imagination,  the  daring,  and  the  rAource  to 
seize  fleeting  local  opportunities^  he  must 
be  trained  to  act  independently  and  imme- 
diately within  the  framework  of  a  general 
plan  rather  than  on  precise  and  detailed 
orders  or  only  after  reference  to  a  superior. 

I  should  add  that  these  qualities  in  a 
leader  apply  equally  to  navies  and  air  forces. 

Land  forces  must  become  less  dependent 
on  roads  and  more  capable  of  croe4-oountry 
movement. 

The  supply  system  of  land  armies  must  be 
Streamlined.  They  must  become  much  less 
dependent  on  fixed  lines  of  supply,  such  as 
roads  and  railways,  which  Involve  frequent 
transfers   of    load. 

Armies  need  a  simple  line  of  supply  based 
on  an  airlift.  Today,  when  supply  imea 
are  cut  by  enemy  action,  armies  cease  to 
operate  efficiently.  The  system  of  the  future 
should  provide  air  supply  to  forward  main- 
tenance areas  from  base  depots  many  miles 
to  the  rear  and   well  dispersed. 

The  airlift  from  base  depots  to  forward 
maintenance  areas  must  be  by  some  type  of 
'vertical  lift"  aircraft,  which  can  take  off 
and  land  vertically,  and  which  fly  at  a  fast 
speed  like  an  ordinary  aircraft  In  level  flight. 
The  air  supply  must  be  capable  of  being 
maintained  in  all  weathers  and  by  day  and 
night. 

I  see  base  depots  being  replenished  by 
large  freight-carrying  aircraft  which  can 
land  and  take  off  from  PSP  airstrips. 
There  Is  clearly  a  tremendous  future  for 
"vertical  lift"  aircraft.  It  is  my  opinion 
that  this  vast  air  organization  for  the  land 
armies  will  be  best  handled  by  the  sjlr  forces, 
since  you  cannot  separate  an  air-transport 
system  from  air  operations. 

Such  a  supply  organization  would  do  away 
with  the  vast  array  of  units  and  hi-adquar- 
ters  which  today  constitute  the  onormous 
tall  of  a  modern  ermy.  It  would  be  the  first 
step  in  restoring  to  armies  the  "freedom  of 
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the  eountryslde"  and  the  tactical  mobility 
that  have  so  largely  disappeared.  By  alin- 
pilfylag  the  taU  we  ahall  get  more  bite  inXbrn 
teeth. 

Ibm  armies  ai  today  have  to  a  large  extent 
lost  thetr  mobility:  they  ere  becoming  road- 
bound  and  are  weighed  down  by  a  gigantic 
administrative  setup  in  and  around  them. 
Staffs  are  far  too  big:  tiie  amount  of  paper 
that  Is  required  to  produce  even  quite  small 
action  Is  terrific.  We  esem  to  have  lost  the 
art  of  command,  other  than  by  paper.  No 
ordinary  man  can  read  half  the  paper  that 
Is  in  circulation;  I  doubt  if  the  other  half 
is  worth  reading. 

THE  CIST   or  THE   WHOU   MATm 

We  stand  today  at  the  crossroads,  not 
knowing  which  tvimlng  to  make. 

Absolute  defense  against  air  attack  will  be 
impossible  in  the  future.  A  deterrwtt.  the 
nwans  with  which  to  hit  back  instantly  and 
to  give  more  Uum  you  receive.  Is  the  sureet 
wsy  to  make  an  aggresaor  think  twios  before 
he  attaclu.  The  West  must  build  up  such  a 
deterrent,  capable  of  being  delivered  im- 
mediately by  air  forces  which  must  be  in 
being  in  peacetime. 

It  is  then  vitally  neoeswry  to  guard  against 
a  surprise  attack,  and  af^alnst  traachary,  and 
to  be  able  to  hold  such  a  a  attack  long  enough 
to  enable  nations  to  spring  to  arms  behind 
the  shield  and  mobUlxe  their  oollecUve 
strength. 

The  Western  nationa  must  alao  retain  the 
ability  to  absorb  atomic  and  thermonuclear 
attack,  and  must  ensure  that  thetr  m^rns  of 
ittstant  retaliation  are  not  compromised  by 
surprise  or  treachery. 

Political,  financial,  and  economic  oon- 
slderatlona  will  make  it  impoaalble  for  anned 
forces  to  have  all  they  want,  or  do  all  they 
would  ilk*.  It  wUl  b«co«ne  more  important 
than  ever  to  concentrate  on  aasentlals  and 
to  have  our  prlorltiat  right. 

In  the  scientific  age  into  which  we  are 
moving,  wnicn  Is  alao  an  age  of  sTsr  Inrrees 
Ing  costs,  governments  have  got  to  Insure 
that  Uieir  armed  forces  and  security  meas- 
ures are  built  up  with  in  a  framework  of 
economic  realltias  and  afainst  a  background 

of  sound  interservloe  responsibllitlas. 


If  what  I  say  haa  validity,  then  the  prl- 
oHties  will  call  for  the  following: 

(a)  Bigger  air  forces. 

(b)  Smaller  and  more  Immediately  ready 
regular  armies  with  great  strategical  and 
taeUcal  mobility.  Better  organised  and  more 
etficient  reserve  armies. 

(c)  Smaller  navlaa. 

(d)  The  organiaatlon  of  the  three  fighting 
services  based  on  naore  ntomle  and  thermo- 
nuclear power,  and  less  manpower. 

(e)  A  civil -defense  organlasition  which 
existe  in  peace  to  the  degree  neceaaary  to 
insure  it  can  operate  in  top  gear  in  an 
emergency.  It  must  be  understood  in  this 
reepect  that  while  great  deetruetton  may  be 
caxued  at  the  point  <tt  btirst  of  a  nuclear 
weapon,  tremendotis  saving  at  life  and  prop- 
erty will  be  possible  on  the  fringes. 

COMCLUKtON 

I  would  like  to  put  some  polnte  to  you  la 
conclusion. 

First.  We  are  living  today  in  an  age  of 
great  scientific  progress.  The  poealbllltiaa 
that  lie  ahead  are  almoet  llmltle^  If  evar 
war  should  come  again  to  this  distracted 
world,  which  God  forbid,  the  key  to  our 
success  will  lie  in  your  liands.  I  would  put 
forward  the  following  polnta  for  your  con- 
sideration. 

The  scientific  advanoeB  of  today  in  civilian 
life,  and  in  the  realm  of  defense,  are  creating 
a  demand  for  highly  trained  technicians  and 
engineers  in  ever-incrsaelng  numbers.  Uost 
nationa  are  falling  behind  more  and  niore  in 
the  attempt  to  meet  this  need. 

I  have  been  told  that  Russia  Is  producing 
more  of  these  technlclaoa  than  the  United 


Statea.  It  la  not  Important  whether  yen 
produce  mors  tstfinlciana  than  Ruasla.  It  la 
Important  that  you  have  enough  to  mast 
your  nasda  for  defense  and  to  keep  ahead  in 
new  illevelopiueute.  And  your  needa  are  also 
the  needa  of  the  free  world. 

I  brieve  there  U  a  further  problem  In  the 
field  of  edenee  that  needs  to  be  watctosd. 
Tour  Nation  haa  earned  a  great  reputation 
as  a  mass  producer  and  for  jrour  ability  to 
take  an  Idea  and  improve  on  it.  I  suggeet 
that  you  want  to  have  the  same  reputetlon 
in  basic  raaearch.  Basic  reeearch  has  given 
us  some  near  mlradea  in  the  past,  and  we 
want  more  in  the  future.  I  suggest  you  con- 
centrate on  this  and  lend  your  aaalstance, 
BO  that  you  gain  for  the  United  Stetes  a 
reputetlon  In  basic  research  that  matches 
jroor  reputetlon  for  production  and  applied 
technlquee.  The  survival  of  the  free  world 
may  w^  depend  on  your  suocees  In  this  vital 
matter. 

Second.  What  Is  needed  today  in  every 
nation  is  a  clarion  call  and  a  rOU  of  drums. 
That  call  must  be  one  to  discard  out-of-date 
doctrines  and  methods  of  past  wars,  and  to 
organise  our  affairs  to  take  fuU  advantage 
of  the  piogieaa  of  science. 

We  see  today  the  rise  of  alrpower  and  the 
emergence  ot  the  air  forces  as  the  decisive 
arm  in  warfare.  We  see  the  big  warship  dis- 
appearing from  the  seas. 

We  see  the  day  of  the  aircraft  carrier  ap- 
proaching its  end. 

It  U  no  good  trying  to  fight  against  the 
inevlteble,  as  some  people  do.  Do  not  let 
us  be  meamerised  by  what  worked  in  past 
wars;  it  will  not  work  again. 

We  must  take  off  otu-  hat  to  the  past  and 
roll  up  our  sleevaa  for  the  future. 

Service  chiefs  must  cooperate  cloaely  with 
tbe  aclentUt.  put  their  protdems  clearly  and 
simply  te  them,  and  give  them  all  possible 
help  In  aolvinff  thoae  problems. 

We  require  a  Agfa  ting  machine  which  Is 
backed  by  a  sound  logistic  organization. 
Both  of  theee.  the  flgfating  machine  and  the 
lofflstlc  organlaation,  must  be  planned  in  fuU 
accord  with  adentiflc  piiigieai. 

There  will  be  much  oppoaitlon. 

Tbe  citadels  at  veated  interests  must  l>0 
swept    away:     out-of-date    procedures     and 

techniques  must  be  discarded.  All  this  will 
require  courage  and  deciaion. 

And  the  first  courageoua  decision  wUl  be 
to  acknowledge  the  dominance  of  alrpower 
and  to  place  air  forces  In  the  position  of 
being  atrie  to  play  their  part  as  the  decisive 
weapon  in  futtirc  war.  This  decision  must 
be  taken  at  once;  delay  will  be  dangerous. 

Third.  In  the  past  the  defense  program 
of  a  nation  has  often  been  decided  as  a  result 
of  compromise  decisions  by  chiefs  of  staff. 
If  this  practice  is  foUowed  in  the  future  we 
ahall  faU. 

The  vital  thing  today  is  to  produce  a  mili- 
tary weapon  which  U  in  all  respecte  adequate 
for  the  national  needs  and  for  the  oollecUve 
security  system  of  the  free  world. 

In  the  navy,  the  army,  and  the  air  force 
each  nation  has  a  team.  By  themaelvea  the 
individual  members  can  achieve  little.  The 
team  can  achieve  victory  if  it  is  properly 
constituted.  Tlie  progress  of  science  is 
likely  to  change  the  former  responsibilities 
of  the  three  members  in  certain  directions. 
Parte  of  the  load  are  shifting  from  the  shoul- 
ders of  one  eervloe  to  the  shoulders  of  an- 
other. 

In  particular,  the  air  is  coming  to  tbe  frcmt 
as  the  dominant  factor  in  war  and  the  ded- 
aive  arm.  as  I  have  already  said.  This  is 
going  to  Introduce  difllcult  problems,  and  In 
solving  them  do  not  let  tie  bother  unduly 
about  the  ccdor  ot  our  uniform:  dark  blue, 
li^t  blue.  khakL 

What  is  vital  U  to  find  the  right  answer 
and  ths  one  which  is  best  for  the  naticm. 
and  to  reach  that  answer  without  ill-feeling 
and  interservice  quarrels. 


FlnaUy.  the  key  to  tlw  future  Bee  In  ttos 
hands  of  the  sdsntlste  and  in  Inatltutss  cC 
techndogy  such  as  yours.  I  am  coofldsaa 
you  will  not  fall  us. 


PROSPECTS  FOR  WBSTBiN  UNITT 
AND  THE  SrrUATIOIf  Df  INDO- 
CHINA—REPORTS BY  SENATOR 
MANSFIELD 


Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Pmident.  X 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  ortnted 
in  the  body  of  the  Rsoou  the  text  of  two 
reports  which  I  made  this  fall,  one  brtng 
a  report  on  Indochina,  and  the  other  » 
report  on  proqweta  for  Western  uni^. 

There  being  no  obJeeUoa.  the  two  re- 
ports, together  with  the  letters  of  trana- 
mlttal,  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RxcoRo.  as  follows: 


or  TaaKSSRTTsz. 

OcTona  16. 1054. 
Hon.  Ai.BXAKam  Wnxr. 

Committee  on  Foreign  BelMtion*, 
Wtuhin§ton,  D.  C. 

DiAB  lla.  Cbaibmak:  Transmitted herswlth 
is  my  report  on  a  study  mission  to  Vietnam 
and  the  kingdoms  of  Laos  and  Cambodia.  Z 
visited  these  countries  during  August  and 
September  en  route  and  returning  from  the 
Republic  of  Philippines.  In  the  latter  coun- 
try, as  you  know,  I  served  as  a  dalsgate  of  the 
United  Statea  to  the  international  ocmferenoe 
on  the  Southeast  Aala  Treaty  Organlsatloa. 
at  the  requeet  of  the  President  and  the  BSe- 
retary  of  Stete. 

I  should  Uke  to  take  this  occasion  to  call 
to  your  attention  the  contribution  being 
made  by  oOloers  of  tbe  Department  of  Stete 
and  other  United  Btetas  odiclala  in  the  Phil- 
ippines and  Indochina.  Thsss  msn  and 
women  are  working  faithfully  to  carry  out 
the  policies  of  the  Nation,  sotnetlinse  under 
conditions  of  considerable  personal  hardahlp, 
with  a  high  sense  of  the  responslbUltlse  at 
public  service.  They  were  uniformly  helpful 
to  me  during  the  course  of  my  mission. 

I  also  want  to  commend  llr.  rtands  R. 
Valeo  whom  you  assigned  from  tb«  staff  to 
accompany  me  on  tbe  mivti'iTn      Bis  asalst- 

ance  and  cooperation  were  of  Insstimable 
value  and  they  mark  a  ccmtinttation  of  hla 
outetending  service  from  Isst  yew  on  the 
same  project. 

Sincerely  yours. 


R>p<»T  OK  ImocHna 
1.  XMiauuucisuiv 

The  foreign  poUey  of  the  United  Stetaa 
has  suffered  a  serious  reversal  in  Tw«<ift..*>i^^ 
More  than  a  year  ago.  we  embarked  oa  a 
major  effort  to  assist  in  ths  pressrvatioa 
of  the  three  nations  in  the  Indoohinsse  aiwa. 
Theae  nationa.  Vietnam.  Laoa.  and  Oambodla. 
lay  in  the  path  of  the  eouthward  eweep  at 
totalitarian  communlam  In  Asia,  and  were 
threatened  with  engulf  ment  In  a  new  type  of 
odonlallam  even  before  they  had  achieved 
full  Independence  from  tbe  old. 

The  objective  of  our  pollcy-^to  aaalat  In  the 
preeervaUon  of  theae  atetee  waa  a  worthy 
one.  It  accorded  with  our  fundamental  be- 
lief in  the  right  of  peoplea  to  freedom,  tt 
achieved.  It  prnmieert  to  enhance  the  aeeu- 
rity  ot  the  United  Stetea  by  aettlng  119  aloag 
the  aouthem  bordera  cA  an  eapanalve  and 
aggressive  China  a  bloc  of  three  Independent 
and  durable  nattona. 

On  my  previous  visit  to  Indociiina.  a 
ago.  it  appeared  to  nM  that  there 
reasonable  expectetton  of  acfxunfrilahing  our 
objective.  Experienced  obeervsrs  tlisrs  as- 
pressed  an  almost  unanlmoua  view  that  the 
united  tf  orte  of  the  three  Tnrtnffhlneas  coun- 
tries. Prance,  and  the  United  Stetes  could 
serve  to  check  the  Communist  drive  and 
might  even  eventuaUy  dissipate  It. 


IttSO 
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fturatTcd  In  this  effort  was  tlM  p^Ueal  mid 
nltttary  MnWIIitlBn  of  tiM  ||MUfno«i  peo- 
plM  <parttenlarly  of  Vtatnam)  agaliMk  tte 
Comznuntote,  •  eontlTmano  at  tbm  <n|lif  ry 
opentlons  of  th*  Ftench  Ululon  fcvees  In 
TnH^***"*  until  fbe  Tlct  iCnli  Communlata 
win  Ivoa^it  viid«r  oontrol.  «iul  mlUtMry  aid 
ftom  tiw  UBtte4  Stataa.  Tbe  axtant  of  tlie 
ABMrteaa  eontrllmtion  to  the  effort  U  rag- 
gaatad  \fr  the  allocatton  of  aaatstanee  for 
Indoehina.  Tot  the  3  flacal  yeaxa  lOSO-sa 
aid  programa  ammmted  to  about  taoo  mll- 
lloo.  Tot  198S  and  1954,  howerer.  they  were 
aimoet  WiM  bUnon. 

On  my  reeent  vtalt  to  Indochina.  X  f  otmd 
that  tbe  opttmtan  eoneemlng  the  proepeeta 
of  rtiecwii  for  the  united  effort  had  aU  but 
dtiiappaartiil.  and  vlth  good  reaaon.  Instead 
of  belnc  chaeked  or  OTerwhelmed  the  Viet 
IClnh  have  now  obtained  firm  control  of  the 
northern  half  at  Vietnam.  While  Laos  still 
remains  outside  the  Communist  engulfment. 
Intwnal  conditions  In  that  coontry  are  such 
as  to  make  its  future  highly  qpeculatlve. 
Only  la  Cambodia  Is  there  some  tangible  ex- 
pectation of  the  achievement  of  the  objee- 
tlvee  of  a  year  ago. 

The  gravest  situation  exists  In  Vietnam. 
In  this,  the  most  populous  and  strategically 
the  most  Important  of  the  three  states,  events 
have  now  reached  a  stage  of  acute  crisis. 
The  Viet  mnh  are  consolidating  their  hold 
on  Vietnam  north  of  the  17th  parallel,  ^e 
area  allotted  to  them  by  the  Geneva  accord. 
Tbe  ncm-Gommunlst  Vletnameee  leaders 
have  spent  much  time  and  energy  which 
shoold  have  gone  Into  a  similar  oonsolkla- 
tlOD  in  the  eouth  In  what  amounts  to  quasi- 
suicidal  political  maneuvering  and  strife. 

This  dlylsfvenesB  in  all  probability  has 
served  to  facilitate  a  growth  in  Viet  lllnh 
stmigth  throughout  Vietnam.  Althoiigli  the 
Oeneva  accord  Is  being  ostensibly  observed 
la  the  entire  country  and  the  fighting  has 
eome  to  an  end,  the  cease  fire  does  not  pre- 
ehide  a  subsurface  continuation  of  the  Com- 
munist advance  in  south  Vietnam.  Viet 
Mlnh  sympathlaers  are  to  be  found  through- 
out that  region  and  it  Is  likely  that  their 
number  Is  growing.  It  must  also  be  pre- 
sumed that  THet  ICnh  activists  are  being  left 
behind  as  the  Viet  Mlnh  withdraw  their  regu- 
lar farces  from  south  Vietnam  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  cease  fire.  One  ob- 
server described  the  situation  to  me  in  these 
terms:  "Bring  a  brush  down  on  the  map  of 
south  Vietnam.  Wherever  the  bristles  touch 
you  will  find  Viet  xnnh." 

Beyond  this  subsurface  infiltration,  the 
possibilities  of  a  sudden  revival  of  an  overt 
advance  of  the  Viet  Mlnh  cannot  be  dis- 
counted. There  la  reason  to  believe  that 
they  acc^ited  the  Geneva  agreement  with 
some  misgiving  and  only  because  it  waa 
necessary  to  some  larger  purpose  of  com- 
munism. By  the  same  token,  they  could 
conceivably  be  led  to  abandcHi  the  agree- 
ment ahould  the  requirements  of  interna- 
tional oomni'i"*fTfi  change. 

BflganUMs  of  this  possibUlty.  the  stote  of 
affalxa  throughout  Vietnam  (^ers  scant  hope 
for  an  outcome  in  accord  with  the  objectives 
of  our  policy.  UUless  there  U  a  reversal  of 
presort  trends.  aU  of  Vietnam  Is  open  In  one 
way  or  another  to  abetnptlon  by  the  Viet 
lilah.  Kv«n  now  there  is  Uttle  to  stand  In 
their  way. 

The  morale  of  the  nench  Union  forcea 
was  shaken  by  the  defeat  at  Dlen  Blen  Phu 
and.  In  any  event,  massive  French  military 
detachments  la  Indochina  may  well  have 
outlived  their  usefulness.  Internal  political 
iTIwwT^slan  »w»o»n  non-Commiuilst  Vlet- 
nameee factions  and  even  blatant  chicanery 
cm  tha  part  of  some  tends  to  weaken  the 
MatlonaUst  Government  and  discourage 
popular  aeeeptanoe  of  It.  The  national 
army  of  Vietnam  la  diaorganlcad  in  the  after- 
math of  the  loes  of  the  north.  Recent  de- 
velopments, moreover,  suggest  that  it  is  on 
the  way  to  being  converted  Into  the  private 


aimy  of  Its  eommaader  and  his  advisees  to 
ba  uaed.  qot  for  tbe  legitimate  purposes  of 
the  government  but  as  a  tool  in  the  ma|ieu- 
vertng  for  political  power  In  Saigon. 

In  theee  circumstances,  American  mate- 
rial aid,  regardless  of  amount,  is  harcSy  a 
panacea,  and  It  may  not  even  be  a  ivajor 
factor  In  the  achievement  of  the  objectives 
of  our  policy  in  Indochina.  In  some  In- 
stances it  has  even  served  Inadvertently  to 
work  at  cross-purposes  with  our  objectives. 
AocordlDg  to  best  available  estimates,  for 
example,  somo  25  percent  of  American  eco- 
nomic aid  went  into  areas  which  are  now 
held  by  the  Communists,  an  unwitting  gift 
of  the  United  States  to  the  Communists.  To 
cite  another  case,  o\u  assistance  made  pos- 
sible major  improvement  in  the  airport  In 
the  northern  city  of  Hanoi.  Tbe  airport  has 
now  passed  intact  to  the  Communists.  Its 
new  Amerlcan-ald-bullt  runway  can  handle 
heavy  bombers  capable  of  striking  at  our 
bases  in  the  Philippines. 

The  situation  in  Vietnam,  and  In  a  larger 
sense  in  Indochina,  is  grim  and  discouraging. 
It  wo\ild  be  misleading  and  futile  to  report 
it  to  the  Senate  and  to  the  people  of  the 
Nation  In  any  other  fashion.  The  need,  It 
seems  to  me.  is  not  to  bury  the  realities  of 
this  situation,  but  to  face  them,  however 
grim  and  discouraging  they  may  be.  JX  we 
do  so,  it  Is  possible  that  aspects  of  our  policy 
in  Indochina  may  be  salvageable.  It  Is  also 
possible  that  the  reversal  which  has  been 
sustained  in  Indochina  may  yield  experience 
which  has  application  elsewhere  in  Asia. 
This  experience  could  be  useful  in  avoiding 
still  other  setbacks  and  the  damaging  waste 
of  untold  millions  of  dollars  of  the  resources 
of  the  citlzenti  of  the  United  States.        i 

a.  aacKcaoxnfo  to  the  situation  in  ihoo- 

CHINA 

A  year  ago,  at  the  time  of  my  previous  visit 
to  Indochina,  the  French  authorities  hag  re- 
cently put  Into  effect  a  new  plan  of  campaign 
against  the  Viet  Minh.  The  plan  was  easen- 
tially  military  in  concept.  It  envisloiwd  a 
three-pronged  effort  which  would  combine 
the  striking  power  of  the  French  Union  forces 
in  Indochina,  vastly  expanded  natloiwlist 
armies  of  the  three  states  and  large  amounts 
of  American  material  aid.  The  latter  was 
all  that  was  asked  of  us.  There  was  no  bu%- 
gestlon  from  any  responsible  source  that 
American  forces  should  become  engage  In 
the  fighting  in  Indochina.  On  the  contf ary, 
there  was  general  agreement  that  their  en- 
gagement would  simply  complicate  the  prob- 
lem. In  my  report  last  year  I  emphasized 
that— 

"American  aid  does  not  and  should  not 
involve  the  commitment  of  combat  fafces. 
Sacrifices  for  the  defense  of  freedom  mu|t  be 
equitably  shared  and  we  have  borne  our  full 
burden  In  blood  In  Korea." 

The  objective  of  this  three-prong  plan  was 
to  break  the  stalemate  In  the  war  against 
the  forces  under  the  Cpmmunlst  government 
of  Ho  Chi  Mlnh.  a  war  which  had  gone  on 
for  7  years.  At  that  time,  the  combined 
military  strength  of  the  French  Union  forces 
and  the  Nationalist  governments  of  the  three 
states  already  oxrtwelghed  their  opponents 
In  manpower  In  a  ratio  of  5  to  3.  As  a  result 
largely  of  American  assistance,  moreover,  the 
non-Conununlst  forces  possessed  g^eat  su- 
periority— estimated  as  high  as  10  to  1- — in 
armaments,  und  the  flow  of  American  aid 
was  constant  and  increasingly  heavy.  As 
one  French  tnilltary  observer  expressed  It: 
"Never  before  in  our  history  have  we  had  a 
force  that  was  so  well  equipped  and  Sup- 
pUed." 

In  a  military  sense,  therefore,  the  plan 
seemed  to  offer  reasonable  prospects  of  suc- 
cess and  I  so  reported  to  th^commlttee  and 
to  the  Senate  last  year.  It  Appeared  to  me 
then,  however,  that  the  fulfillment  of  two 
political  conditions  was  essential  to  the  ac- 
complishment pf  the  plan.  There  was,  Urst, 
the  need  for  a  rapid  and  clear-cut  transfer  of 


full  sovereignty  from  France  to  t|w  three 
states;  and  second,  an  equally  urgent  need 
for  the  development  of  a  capacity  among  tha 
non-Communist  Indocblnese  (paixlcularly 
of  Vietnam)  to  put  aside  factional  a,\i\lt  and 
excessive  self-seeking  and  to  unite  under  a 
nationalist  leadership  firmly  base^  In  the 
populace. 

The  two  conditions  were  of  the  greatest 
importance  for  these  reasons.  In  the  first 
place,  the  transfer  of  full  sovereignty  was 
essential  In  order  to  mobilize  thie  latent 
power  of  nationalist  sentiment  ag^nst  the 
Viet  Mlnh.  In  this  respect,  I  reported  last 
year  tbat — 

"The  current  of  natlonallam  runs  strong 
throughout  Indochina.  It  is  not,  perhaps, 
of  equal  fervor  In  each  of  the  three  states 
but  in  all  of  them  it  is  the  basic  political 
reality.  It  gives  rise  to  a  desire  Ibr  inde- 
pendence from  foreign  control  that  is  deep 
seated   and   widespread." 

For  7  years,  the  Communist  leadet.  Ho  Chi 
Mlnh.  had  capitalized  on  this  force,  especial- 
ly in  Vietnam.  He  had  done  so  with  effec- 
tiveness by  concealing  his  Conunuaist  pur- 
poses in  a  cloak  of  nationalism.  To  have 
won  the  initiative  from  the  Viet  Minh  In 
this  matter  would  have  required,  on  the  part 
of  the  non-Communists,  a  major  political 
offensive  buUt  on  genuine  nationalist  con- 
cepts, an  offensive  that  was  at  once  sincere, 
bold,  imaginative,  and   Immediate. 

The  second  political  condition  was  equal- 
ly important  to  the  success  of  the  plan.  It 
Involved,  In  effect,  the  development  of  a  ca- 
pacity among  the  non -Communists  to  sub- 
merge personal,  factional,  and  secterlan  in- 
terests In  the  larger  Interests  of  thflr  coun- 
try. The  need  to  fulfill  this  latter  dondltlon 
was  urgent  because  In  7  years  (he  Viet 
Mlnh  had  acquired  numerous  fanatic  ad- 
herents and  had  obtained  the  suppbrt,  will- 
ing and  unwilling,  of  additional  mlUions.  A 
year  ago,  however,  a  large  part  of  the  Viet- 
namese population,  probably  a  substantial 
majority,  still  remained  uncommAtted  to 
either  side  In  the  struggle.  To  rally  this  un- 
committed segment  and  to  win  away  sup- 
porters of  the  Viet  Mlnh,  It  waa  essential 
that  the  non-Communists  establish  national 
governments  of  an  Integrity  and  eharacter 
that  would  conmiand  the  respect  of  the 
people  and  enlist  their  active  support.  In 
my  report  last  year,  I  stated: 

"The  basic  problem  which  confronts  all 
three  governments  and  particularly  that  of 
Vietnam  is  to  put  down  firm  roots  in  their 
respective  populations.  They  will  be  able  to 
do  so  only  if  they  evolve  in  accord  With  pop- 
ular sentiment  and  if  they  deal  competently 
with  such  basic  problems  as  illiteracy,  pub- 
lic health,  excessive  population  In  the  deltas. 
Inequities  In  labor  Jind  In  land  teoiure.  aud 
village  and  agricultural  improvement.  Fi- 
nally, it  is  essential  that  there  be  a  constant 
raising  of  tbe  ethical  standards  of  govern- 
ment and  a  determination  to  use  the  armies 
now  in  the  process  of  formation  stvlctly  for 
national  rather  than  private  purposes." 

A  year  ago  the  non-Commvmists  appeared 
to  1>€  making  progress  under  the  three-prong 
plan.  American  military  aid  in  quantity 
was  reaching  the  ports  of  Saigon  and  Hai- 
phong and  was  being  used  to  enlarge  the 
offensive  capacity  of  the  French  forces  as 
well  as  to  equip  the  developing  nattionalist 
armies.  The  conscription  and  training  of 
men  for  these  armies  was  well  advanced, 
particularly  in  Vietnam.  TTyouts  0f  a  new 
"offensive  strategy"  In  some  minor  engage- 
ments seemed  to  promise  an  end  to  the 
stalemated  war  in  the  near  future. 

Progress  In  fulfllling  the  two  political  con- 
ditions for  success,  however,  did  ndt  match 
that  In  the  military  field.  With  respect  to 
the  transfer  of  sovereignty,  an  excellent  be- 
ginning had  been  made  with  the  French 
p'-- Ige  of  full  sovereignty  In  the  declaration 
of  July  3,  1953.  When  It  came  to  giving  ef- 
fect to  the  pledge,  however,  numerous  delays 
were  encountered,  sometimes  of  a  m(>st  petty 
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and  exasparatlng  nature.  Norodom  Palaoa 
in  Saigon,  for  example,  symbol  oi  n«neh 
rule  in  Indochina  was  xuii  turned  over  to  tha 
Vietnamese  untU  SqHcmbar  19M. 

In  Cambodia  tbsas  daUys  led  to  ssrious 
tensions  between  the  Nationalists  and  tha 
French.  Only  tn  tha  eaao  of  Laoa,  whoaa 
government  was  most  Intimately  associated 
with  France  and  at  thitt  time  least  affected 
by  tbe  nationalist  wave  running  through 
southeast  Asia,  did  T;h«  negotUtlons  go 
smoothly  from  tbe  oulset. 

With  respect  to  Vietnam,  the  key  state  In 
Indochina,  tlM  delays  were  the  most  con- 
spicuous and  damaging.  Actual  negotUtlons 
between  France  and  Vietnam  did  not  even 
begin  until  some  8  Bwuths  after  the  July  S 
declaration.  It  was  not  until  June  4.  19M, 
ahnost  a  year  Uter  that  the  basie  treaties 
were  finally  initialed  by  the  repreeentatlves 
of  the  two  countries.  By  ttutt  time,  the 
event  seemed  of  little  moment  and  almost 
passed  unnoticed.  What  might  have  been  an 
occasion  8  months  earMer  for  a  rallying  of 
nationalist  sentiment  in  Vietnam  was  all  but 
submerged  in  the  loss  of  Dlen  Bien  Phu  and 
the  negotiations  which  were  then  in  progress 
St  Geneva. 

Failure  to  make  an  effective  transfer  of  full 
sovereignty  was  matched  by  the  inability  of 
the  Vlenameae  to  develop  a  convincing 
nationalist  leadership.  The  months  follow- 
ing the  July  8  declaration,  months  which 
should  have  been  used  for  this  piupose,  were 
spent  Instead  In  an  internal  jockeying  for 
power.  The  Chief  erf  State,  farmer  Emperor 
Bao  Dai,  passed  most  of  thU  critical  period  in 
Paris  and  at  Cannes,  rather  than  with  the 
people  of  Vietnam.  His  Prime  Minister, 
Prince  Buu  Loc.  and  the  leading  members 
at  his  cabinet  likewise  were  out  of  the  coun- 
try for  long  pegfods. 

It  was  duric0[  thU  interlude  that  the  mill- 
tary  situation  moved  toward  Its  catastrophic 
climax  at  Dlen  Blen  Phu.  In  December  10S3. 
the  Viet  Mlnh  had  launched  an  attack  on 
central  and  southern  Laos,  the  weakest  and 
least  defensible  or  the  three  sUtes.  They 
unleashed  a  second  offensive  against  the 
northeastern  part  of  the  ootmtry  early  In 
February.  These  offeu.lves  apparently  were 
not  talcen  seriotuly  at  first,  some  in  Saigon 
and  Washington  even  labeling  them  mere 
real-estate  advances. 

By  the  end  of  February,  however,  it  waa 
evident  that  they  were  nerious.  The  reaction 
of  the  French  Union  command  was  to  build 
a  strong  defensive  point  at  Dlen  Blen  Phu 
and.  in  effect,  to  invite  attack  on  It  in  the 
hope  of  inflicting  cripipling  losses  on  the 
enemy. 

On  March  13,  the  Viet  Minh  launched  an 
assault  on  the  fortress,  as  antlcliMted.  Their 
tactics  and  firepower  showed  clearly  from 
the  outset  the  influence  of  increased  aid 
from  Communist  China.  They  also  displayed 
far  greater  offensive  strength  than  the  inade- 
quate intelligence  services  of  the  non-Com- 
munist command  bad  estimated  when  they 
began  simultaneous  attacks  in  north  and 
central  Vietnam.  The  effect  of  thai^  diver- 
sionary drives  was  to  prevent  a  concentration 
of  defense  at  Dlen  Biec  Phu.  On  May  7.  the 
fortress  surrendered.  The  Geneva  agree- 
ment, signed  some  weeks  later  was  almost 
an  anticlimax. 

It  would  do  llUle  good  at  thU  late  date 
to  Indulge  in  recrtmlmitlons  over  the  tragic 
chain  of  evenu  that  Ind  to  Dlen  Blen  Phu. 
In  a  sense  each  of  the  participants  sharea 
the  responsibility:  the  French  for  miscalcu- 
lating the  magnitude  of  the  military  and 
political  task  they  had  set  for  themselves 
and  then  abandoning  It  at  Geneva:  the  non- 
Communist  Vietnamese  for  failing  to  provide 
responsible  nationalist  leadership  to  their 
people;  and  the  adminlttration  here  at  home 
for  overpromoting  to  Itself  and  to  the  Amer- 
ican people  the  capacity  of  material  military 
aid  alone  to  Influence  the  situation  In  Viet- 
nam as  well  as  for  the  wave  of  irresponsible 


statements  eoneemlng  direct  Amarleaa  par- 
tldpatkm  la  tha  eoofllet  at  the  time  of  DIaa 
Blen  Phu  which  served  only  to  demoraUas 
and  to  eonfusa  the  aatl-Communlst  reslst- 
anoa  la  Indochina.  Throughout  thsse  devsl- 
opmants,  moreover,  thsrs  vras  a  general  ten- 
dency to  auks  the  wish  father  to  the  thought 
and  eonalstantly  and  seriously  underestimata 
ths  strength  of  the  Viet  Minh. 

If  there  was  ons  overriding  cause  of  tha 
failure,  however,  it  is  to  be  found  In  the  dis- 
torted emphaals  given  to  the  capacity  of  mili- 
tary measures  alone  to  bring  about  an  end 
to  the  OcMnmuntst  advance  in  Indoclilna.  It 
was  not  because  of  an  inadequacy  of  allied 
military  manpower  or  of  military  equipment 
and  supplies  in  Indochina  that  American 
policy  suffered  a  reversal.  It  is  dUBcult  to 
see  what  more  could  have  been  added,  short 
of  some  foolhardy  conunltment  of  Aoierican 
troops  on  the  Asian  mainland  against  an 
outpost  of  international  communism — liter- 
ally its  third  line  of  defense  In  AsU.  What 
was  lacking  in  the  situation  was  not  mili- 
tary power  but  a  sound  political  substructiire 
for  this  power  which  could  only  have  been 
built  by  fulfllling  the  two  conditions  pre- 
viously discussed. 

3.   THS   GKirXTA    ACKXnCXWT 

The  Geneva  agreement  brought  8  years 
of  war  in  Indochina  at  least  to  a  temporary 
halt.  It  provided  for  a  cease-fire  which  came 
into  effect  at  various  dates  during  July  and 
August  IBM  In  Vietnam,  Laos,  and  Cambo- 
dia. The  operation  of  the  agreement  has 
now  become  a  major  factor  in  the  present 
situation  in  Indochina. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  agreement,  the 
conferees  promise  to  re^>ect  the  sovereignty, 
independence,  unity,  and  territorial  integrity 
of  the  three  Indochlneae  States  and  to  re- 
frain .|rom  interference  in  their  internal  af- 
fairs. France,  in  a  unilateral  declaration, 
expresses  a  willingness  to  withdraw  its  forces 
from  Indochina,  except  that  special  arrange- 
ments for  their  temporary  retention  may  be 
nuule,  at  tlM  request  of  the  Indochlnese  Gov- 
ernments. 

All  sldss  agree  to  what  amounts  to  a  gen- 
eral amnesty,  with  provision  for  an  exchange 
of  prisoners  and  free  movement  of  refvigees. 
Laos  and  Cambodia  and  both  sides  In  Viet- 
nam pledge  nondiscriminatory  treatment  to 
former  dissidents  remaining  under  their  Ju- 
risdiction. 

In  coimection  with  the  international  re- 
lations of  the  Indochlnese  States,  the  in- 
tent of  the  agreement  appears  to  be  to  main- 
tain the  status  quo.  Thus,  except  if  threat- 
ened, neither  Laos  nor  Cambodia  are  expect- 
ed to  join  in  military  alliances  or  to  permit 
their  territories  to  be  used  for  foreign  mili- 
tary bases  and  both  sides  in  Vietnam  are 
fiatly  prohibited  from  doing  so.  Restrictions 
of  various  kinds  are  applied  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  additional  foreign  military  personnel 
and  materiel,  the  object  being  to  permit  lim- 
ited rotation  of  men  and  plece-for -piece  re- 
placenaent  of  equipment  but  no  increaaea. 

The  cease-fire  provided  for  by  the  Geneva 
agreement  Is  preliininary  to  an  anticipated 
political  aettlement  in  Indochina,  with  re- 
spect to  Cambodia  this  arrangement  presents 
no  special  dUDcultles  since  only  the  National 
Government  is  recognised.  The  situation 
in  Laos  is  more  obscure  and  uncertain.  Un- 
der the  terms  of  the  agreement,  Viet  M<n>^ 
Invaders  are  to  be  withdrawn  but  Laotian 
dissidents  are  to  concentrate  in  two  north- 
ern provinces  of  Laos,  contiguous  to  Com- 
munist Chliut  and  north  Vietnam.  Although 
the  authority  of  the  Laotian  Government 
presumably  extends  over  the  area  xA  dissi- 
dent-occupation, the  agreement  is  sufli- 
clently  unclear  on  thte  point  to  lay  the 
groundwork  for  future  dlfflcultles. 

The  most  serious  problem  created  by  tha 
Geneva  agreement  is  the  splitting  of  the 
state  of  Vietnam,  roughly  at  the  17th  paraUel 
into  a  Communist-controlled  ncxth  and  a 
non-Oommunlst -controlled  south.    This  ar- 


rangament  Is  intended  to  be  temporary  and 
provision  is  made  for  a  permanent  potttieal 
scdutton  through  the  Instrumentality  oC 
free  general  elections  in  Vietnam  to  ba  \mAA 
in  1066.  An  International  ooaunlsslon.  com- 
posed of  reprsaentatlvea  of  Onwda.  Poland, 
and  India,  U  to  supenrlse  these  Sections. 

The  international  oommisslons.  one  for 
each  state,  are  also  charged  with  general 
supervision  of  the  observance  of  the  cease- 
fire, although  Initial  respoaaiblllty  in  t**«« 
respect  resu  with  joint  commissions  of  the 
opposing  forces.  The  international  commis- 
sions make  their  recommendations  on  the 
basis  of  a  aoajorlty  vote,  except  in  certain 
key  decisions  such  as  those  pertaining  to 
violations  or  threata  oC  vlolatlODs  oC  the 
cease-flre,  where  unanimity  la  required.  In 
the  event  of  disagreement  <m  the  latter  la*^ 
sues,  the  questions  are  referred  to  the  alg- 
natory  governments. 

4.  THi  cuaazMT  siTUAnoM  DC  vnnraic 

Effect  of  the  division  at  the  17th  pmrmOel 

All^of  Vietnam  north  of  the  17th  parallel, 
with  the  exception  of  a  small  area  around 
the  city  of  Halduong  and  the  neighboring 
port  of  Haiphong  baa  already  been  ttnnad 
over  to  the  Viet  Mlnh.  By  May  19,  1956,  the 
non-Communist  forces  will  tiave  withdrawn 
in  progressive  stages  from  these  two  placea 
as  well.  In  a  similar  fashion  the  Viet  Mlnh 
are  commlUed  to  pull  back  thebr  forces  from 
south  Of  the  17th  parallel,  with  the  comple- 
tion of  their  withdrawal  also  scheduled  for 
May  IB.  1965. 

At  the  time  of  my  visit  to  Hanoi  in  early 
September,  the  withdrawal  ta  the  French 
Union  and  Vletnameae  nationalist  forces 
from  the  north  was  proceeding  without  Inci- 
dent. Squlpment  was  bcUig  evacuated  by 
rail  and  truck  from  Hanoi  to  Haiphong. 
Military  authorities  in  the  area  gave  asaur- 
anoes  that  all  movable  equipment  would  be 
removed  before  the  Viet  Mlnh  take  owr. 

Only  small  forces  remained  in  Hanoi  to 
guard  civilian  and  mUitary  t«T**llitiTrns. 
Government  bureatu  likewise  were  being 
maintained  by  skeleton  forces.  The  Viet 
Mlnh  encircled  the  outskirta  of  the  city, 
awaiting  the  arrival  of  October  10.  the  offi- 
cial occupation  date  for  Hanoi.  In  early 
September,  however.  Hanoi  had  already 
taken  on  the  aspects  of  a  ghost  town.  A  few 
French  civilians,  mostly  businessnten  and 
technicians,  were  remaining  tn  the  north 
for  an  attempt  "to  ride  out  the  storm." 
So.  too,  were  most  of  the  Indian  and  Paki- 
stani merchanta  and  a  nimiber  al  Ohineae. 
Thousands  of  persons,  however,  had  aheady 
left  the  city  for  the  south  or  for  Haiphong 
and  countless  others  had  faded  into  the  sur- 
rounding villages. 

The  British  consulste  was  remaining  open. 
A  decision  has  also  been  made  to  leave  Amer- 
icans at  our  consulate  in  Hanoi.  When  the 
French  military  withdrawal  is  completed,  a 
French  liaison  mission  under  Jean  Sainteny 
will  remain.  Sainteny,  who  conducted  nego- 
tiations with  the  Viet  Mlnh  in  1946  on  be* 
half  of  the  French  Government,  is  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  Communist  leaders. 

With  respect  to  the  Viet  Mlnh  withdrawal 
from  the  south,  it  waa  generally  reported  to 
me  In  Saigon  that  the  operation  is  pro- 
ceedlng.  on  the  surface,  in  accord  with  the 
cease-flre  agreement.  Much  of  the  Viet 
Minh  military  strength  in  the  south,  how- 
ever, has  lain  under  the  surface.  It  is  com- 
posed of  irregulars:  that  is,  peaceful  clvlUana 
by  day  and  marauders  by  night.  It  is  im- 
possible to  determine  how  much  of  this 
strength  to  being  left  behind  in  the  with- 
drawal. 

The  irregulars  could  blend  with  relative 
ease  Into  the  regular  life  of  their  eonunu- 
nltles  where  they  would  constitute  a  reaer- 
voir  of  Viet  Minh  leadership  In  the  area 
under  nomfiial  non-Communist  oontrol. 
When  this  reset  voir  of  actlvlsta  is  coBobtned 
with  Viet  Minh  sympathlaers  In  the  south. 


5*' 


I 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


i 


December  1 


vit  th*  antl-OoTenunent 
wy  eoaulclerabto. 

,  %o  wpwto  xvmehlnc  me  In  Sal* 
Vlat  Mlnlt  Budet  tn  tli*  aoutli  are 
mtamOj  nMktac  tiMtr  valslit  felt.  Tbey  do 
Mt  iMMnUj  lotarfera  with  ttM  tawttUsttoa 
of  nsttotuOtot  sMdals  In  tovae  end  vCtta«w. 
kwt  tof  •  aoMte  nonoooperatton  and  intlml- 
daUoa  nadv  tban  nlailvaly  powleee  and 
in  aota*  eaaea  virtual  prlaiDnara  In  tltelr 
ottoea.  Fover  in  jgaany  loeaUUea.  ^ooordlnff 
to  thM»  V^orta.  contlnuaa  to  rcalde  In 
"aliadow  sovamaianta"  neponalTe  to  tlie 
Vlatmlnh. 

Uxdimngt  of  friaoner$ 

TUa  tmpmet  of  the  agreement  aa  it  affecta 
tlie  return  of  Reneb  Union  nationals  ap- 
peared to  be  prngreeilng  fairly  aatlafactorlly 
at  tbe  tInM  of  my  vlatt  to  Vietnam.  Sevenkl 
Amrrteana  laUd  by  the  Viet  Mlnh  had  alao 
been  releaaed.  The  fate  of  many  Vietnam- 
ese Nationalists  and  French  Union  soldiers, 
however,  who  disappeared  in  the  north  is 
BtlU  unknown^ 

The  totar  number  of  prisoners  returned  to 
the  Viet  ictnh  far  outnumbers  those  re- 
ceived from  them.  It  is  dUBeult  to  deter- 
mine what  part  at  this  disparity  Is  due  to  a 
deUberate  Vict  Idnh  policy  of  withholding 
•nd  what  part  to  desertions,  eonverslons,  and 
dafectloaa.  It  Is  a  question  which  should  be 
expected  to  command  the  attention  of  the 
International  Oommlsslon. 

Among  the  prisoners  released  while  I  was 
In  Saigon  was  Oen.  Christian  de  Castries. 
French  commander  at  Dlen  Bien  Phu.  Be- 
cause of  the  statements  he  made  at  the  time 
of  his  release  and  other  factors  there  has 
been  a  noticeable  cooling  off  of  attitude  to- 
ward the  general  on  the  part  of  many  French 
and  American  oar.lals  who  Just  a  few  months 
ago  were  lavish  In  their  praise  of  him.  I 
cite  the  incident  only  because  it  Illustrates 
the  dangers  o*  pcdlcymaklng  by  personalities, 
a  tendency  which  appears  to  afflict  many  of 
our  omdala  charged  with  responslbllltlee  in 
foreign  rtiatlona  both  here  and  alHoad.  It  is 
also  noteworthy  becaxise  It  suggests  the  de- 
sirability of  avoiding  impetuous  Judgments 
of  situatlona  based  upon  reports  Altering 
through  press  censorship  from  a  distance  of 
some  10.000  mllsa. 

The  re/uffee  problem 
Viet  lOnh  propaganda  promising  amnesty 
and  nondiscriminatory  treatment  to  per- 
sons who  formerly  oppoeed  them  has  failed 
to  convince  a  substantial  segment  of  the 
ptvulaitlon  in  the  north.  Many  ttv>mmnds 
have  chosen  the  difflcult  life  of  the  refugee 
father  than  to  put  faith  in  Communist 
ivomises.  Beports  in  Hanoi  indicated  that 
while  ostensibly  abiding  by  the  provisions  of 
tiM  cease-Hre  dealing  with  the  free  now  of 
refugees,  the  Viet  Mlnh  wwe  placing  ob- 
staclea  in  the  way  of  some  who  desired  to 
fosouth. 

Nevertheless,  as  shown  in  the  foUowing 
table,  by  the  middle  of  September.  Ftance 
and  the  United  States  had  evaenated  ahnoet 
S00.000  penons  by  sea  and  air.  Most  of  these 
evacuees  an  Vtetnameae  civilians  and  some 
ao  percent  are  Catholics. 

Kvaeuatkms  from  Iforth  Vietnam 


Fnncfa 

United 

SUtM. 

Air 

8es 

TotsI 

TrenOi  TJnlon  trooiM 

Vlrtaaiii  troops  and  d«- 

poidenti 

French  ciTlUmu 

2.703 

».«71 
901681 

IM 

11.84S 

igiM4 

3,323 
48^424 

4, 649 

8^708 

'aaiTB 

24»382 

3^079 

22^281 

VicUiam  ciTiliaUis .  . 

OthfT  rt\ilten^  (InHades 
ClUiMse  sod  Nongs).... 

Tot^ ...,, 

11C^4U 

8^2B4 

M,i!0 

202,052 

It  Is  entirely  possible  that  the  total  num- 
btt  oC  evaeueea  may  reach  400.000  to  480.000 


before  the  niwtbem  area  Is  completely  Aban- 
ckmed  to  the  Viet  Mlnh.  The  movemekit  of 
the  refugees  repreeenta  a  h\unanltE^ian 
-undertaking  in  which  south  Vietnam. 
France,  and  tlie  United  States  are  psHlcl- 
patlng.  Their  efforts,  moreover,  have  been 
supplemented  by  such  organizations  em  the 
Bed  Croes.  the  United  NaUons  International 
Children's  Fund.  CARE,  religious  wfeUare 
units,  and  th«  American  Women's  ClUb  of 
Saigon.  Oen.  John  W.  O'Danlel,  Chief  of  the 
Uhlted  States  Mllltsry  Advisory  OroUp  in 
Indochina,  end  Mr.  F.  E.  Everett.  Acting 
Chief  of  the  Foreign  C|peratlonB  Admin U- 
tratlon  mlsBlon  in  Indochina  are  handling 
the  operation  for  the  United  States.  It  In- 
cludes the  use  of  our  naval  vessels  under 
the  command  of  Rear  Adm.  Lorenzo  S.  Sabln. 
Jr.  At  Salg-on.  I  went  aboard  the  U.  8.  S. 
Montrail  under  the  command  of  Capt.  Scott 
K.  Olbeon.  which  had  just  arrived  from 
Haiphong  with  several  thousand  refugees.  I 
also  Inspected  Camp  Pbutbo,  a  transient 
establishment  for  refvgees  several  miles  out- 
side Saigon.  Both  visits  Indicated  to  me 
that  Americans  are  making  an  out£tatiding 
contribution  in  this  humanitarian  endeavor. 
The  problem  of  permanently  resettling  up- 
ward of  300.000  persons,  mostly  utterly  flestl- 
tute,  la  a  major  one,  particularly  In  view  of 
present  conditions  in  south  Vietnam.  Re- 
ports reaching  me  after  I  had  left  Indochina, 
however.  Indicate  that  the  Vietnamese  Gov- 
ernment, which  has  primary  responsibility 
for  this  aspect  of  the  refugee  probletn.  Is 
making  a  determined  and  effective  effort  to 
cope  with  it. 

The  political  situation  in  south  Vietnam 
The  most  explosive  single  problem  in  Viet- 
nam revolves  about  the  current  political 
crisis  in  south  Vietnam.  On  its  oulfcome 
may  well  hinge  the  fate  of  present  Amarlcan 
policy  In  Vietnam. 

As  previously  pointed  out,  the  Geneva 
agreement  provides  for  general  elections 
throughout  Vietnam  In  1956.  Unless  the  po- 
litical difficulties  of  south  Vietnam  are  over- 
come quickly  the  area  now  remaining  outside 
Communist  hands  may  pass  to  the  Vlettnlnh 
at  that  time.  Even  before  1956.  south  Viet- 
nam could  give  way  to  complete  Internal 
chaos. 

The  political  crisis  in  south  Vietnam  •tems 
from  the  same  causes  that  were  evldefit  at 
the  time  of  my  previous  visit,  except  that 
these  causes  have  now  become  more  acute. 
There  Is  still  the  same  shortsighted  struggle 
for  Immediate  gain  among  the  various  politi- 
cal   groups,   sects,    and    factions.    Each    of 
these   elemente    possesses   some    aspects   of 
power   In   Its   organization,    armaments,    or 
heritage    of    authority.     None,    however,    is 
broadly  based   in  the   people.     The   urgent 
need  to  develop  such  a  base  through  th#  for- 
mation of  a  national  government  by  pc^ular 
participation  continues  'Xo  be  Ignored.    In 
their  anxiety  to  preserve  and  enhance  their 
individual  positions  the  petty-power  groups 
in  south  ^etnam  appear  completely  oblivi- 
ous to  the  overhanging  shadow  of  the  Viet 
Mlnh  which  before  long  may  envelop  them 
all  \mless  they  put  aside  their  factionalism. 
Saigon  Is  the  hub  of  the  political  arlsU. 
Since  the  Geneva  agreement  that  capltaj  city 
has    seethed    vrlth    intrigue    and    cotmter- 
intrlgue.  with  rumors  and  counter  ruSaors. 
The  political  plotting  goes  on  In  army  cir- 
des.  government  circles,  foreign  circlet,  in 
party  headquarters.  In  police  heaquafters. 
and  even  in  the  de^mlmonde  of  lU-dlsgwlsed 
gangsters,  pirates.  And  extortlonUts. 

The  pattern  of  conflicting  Interest  and 
political  rivalry  In  Saigon  Is  complex  and 
devious,  so  much  so  that  It  Is  virtually  Im- 
possible to  fik  clear-cut  responsibility  fot  the 
crisis  of  inertia  that  grips  the  political  life 
of  the  country. 

Certain  factors  In  the  situation,  however, 
are  evident  and  tangible.  In  office  at  the 
present  time  is  a  government  headed  by  Ngo 
Dlnh   Diem,   President   at    the    Council   of 


Ministers.  He  has  a  theoretical  mandate  of 
full  powers  from  the  Chief  of  State.  Bao  Dai. 
who  in  turn  derives  his  authority  from  a 
combination  of  a  French  grant  an4  the  per- 
sistence of  the  symbolic  power  of  his  former 
rule  as  Emperor. 

In  reality,  bowerer.  Diem  does  not  control 
the  Vietnamese  Nationalist  Army;  nor  does 
he  have  power  over  the  surety  or  the  police 
In  the  Salgon-Cholon  area.  By  special  ar- 
rangements with  Bao  Dal.  the  latt«r  two  are 
operated  by  Blnh  Xuyen,  a  demimonde  or- 
ganization which  also  controls  gambling,  and 
other  questionable  concessions  la  fialgon- 
Cholon.  Diem's  strength  rests  oft  the  re- 
cently arrived  refugees  and  on  tk  tenuous 
alinement  with  two  quasi -religious  sects,  the 
Cao  Dal  and  Hoa  Hao,  each  of  which  has  a 
military  force  of  some  thousands  of  men 
responsive  to  its  command. 

Diem  has  a  reputation  throughK>ut  Viet- 
nam for  Intense  nationalism  and  equally  In- 
tense incorruptibility,  traits  which  have  been 
sorely  needed  in  the  government  of  Vietnam. 
Those  who  criticize  him  point  to  his  Inex- 
perience (be  spent  many  years  in  exile  dur- 
ing the  period  1933-54),  the  fact  that  he 
Is  not  a  native  of  south  Vletnan)  and  his 
political  rigidity  which  makes  It  difficult  for 
him  to  compromise. 

Whatever  his  shortcomings,  th«  fact  re- 
mains that  Diem  assumed  the  presidency 
on  July  7,  under  the  most  difflcult  of  cir- 
cumstances, aft«r  half  of  the  country  had 
been  lost  to  the  Communists,  while  it  was 
being  governed  by  some  of  his  moot  vehement 
critics.  At  that  time,  the  Viet  Mlnh  were 
riding  a  crest  of  popularity  in  the  after- 
math of  their  victory  at  Dlen  Bien  Phu.  The 
national  government  was  seriously  disorgan- 
ized. Thousands  of  refugees  were  moving 
into  the  south  without  adequate  prepara- 
tions having  been  made  for  their  reception. 

It  might  have  been  expected  that  in  such 
a  situation,  those  who  professed  to  be  anx- 
ious to  see  an  independent,  non-C0nununlst 
government  survive  In  Vietnam — French  cffl- 
cials.  the  Vietnamese  factions  and  the  United 
States — would  support  the  Diem  golvernment 
fully.  The  policy  of  the  United  States  has 
been  to  give  strong  backing  to  thait  govern- 
ment. Our  State  I>partment  officials  have 
assisted  it  In  every  practicable  way.  Beyond 
this,  however,  the  Diem  government  has  had 
little  else  in  the  way  of  tangible  support. 
On  the  contrary  an  Incredible  campaign  of 
subversion  by  intrigue  has  gone  qn  in  the 
city  of  Saigon.  Occasionally  echo^  of  this 
campaign  have  reached  the  surface,  as  In  the 
recent  Instance  of  the  insubordination  of 
the  Vietnamese  Army  command. 

While  this  campaign  has  gone  pn.  Diem 
has  been  a  virtual  prisoner  In  bis  tesldence. 
His  constructive  program  which  cOnsiste  of 
the  elimination  of  some  of  the  mo^t  brazen 
aspects  of  corruption  and  social  Inequity, 
remains  largely  a  paper  program.  |t  is  kept 
that  way  by  a  kind  of  conspiracy  of  non- 
cooperation  and  sabotage  by  those  who  op- 
pose him. 

The  political  Issue  in  South  Vietnam  Is 
not  Diem  as  an  Individual  but  rather  the 
program  for  which  he  stands.  It  la  unlikely 
that  any  Independent  non-Commu|ilst  gov- 
ernment can  survive  In  Vietnam,  let  alone 
recover  the  Viet  Mlnh -held  areas  imleas  It 
represents  genuine  nationalism,  unless  it  is 
prepared  to  deal  effectively  with  corruption, 
and  unless  it  demonstrates  a  concern  In  ad- 
vancing the  welfare  of  the  Vietnamese 
I)eople. 

If  the  effort  to  found  a  government  based 
on  those  principles  Is  now  abandoned  Just  a 
few  months  after  Ite  Inception  In  an  over- 
throw of  Diem.  It  would  raise.  In  my  opinion, 
serious  doubts  about  the  salvagea^Ulty  of 
any  of  our  present  policy  with  r#8pect  to 
Vietnam.  The  visible  alternatives  to  the 
Diem  government  are  not  promlsli^.  They 
are  a  Viet  Mlnh  absorption  of  the  south  or 
a  government  or  succession  of  govfrnmenta 
a*  Saigon  In  the  pre-Dlem  pattern.     Such 
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govcmaMnto  made  little  effort  to  root  them- 
selves in  the  people  in  the  pMt  and  It  ta 
unlikely  that  they  wiU  do  so  in  the  future. 
It  to  probable,  instecid  that  they  will  oontinua 
to  lean  heavUy  and  indallnltoly  on  tlM  prop 
of  foreign  suMMrt.  Barring  sonM  drastie 
change  in  the  toted  situaUon  in  Vietnam, 
such  a  government  will  stand  only  so  ^nng 
as  the  prop  remalits  and  Viet  M»"*»  acqui- 
escence can  be  obtiUned  in  Ito  survlvaL 

I.  THS  SnVATIOH  ZK  LAOS 

The  Kingdom  of  I^aos  has  iMcn  invaded  on 
several  occasions  by  the  Viet  Mlnh.  operating 
imder  the  euphemlam  of  "the  Vietnamese 
People's  Volimteera  "  In  addition,  there  has 
long  been  active  Imdde  the  country  a  native 
dissident  movement  known  as  the  Pathet 
Lao. 

Under  the  terms  ot  the  armistice,  the  Viet 
Mlnh  invaders  are  t3  be  withdrawn  gradually 
from  Laos  to  Vietnam  and  the  lAotlan  dlssl- 
denU  are  to  oonc«:ntrate  in  the  northern 
provinces  of  Phong  Saly  and  Sam  Meua.  The 
French  Government  Is  permitted  to  retain  In 
Laos  for  the  preseat  some  5,000  men  as  a 
training  mission  and  to  maintain  2  military 
bases. 

The  Government  of  Laos.  In  a  separate 
declaraUon  at  Geneva  committed  Itself  to 
Integrate  all  citlaens  without  discrimination 
Into  the  national  community  and  to  guaran- 
tee to  them  constitutional  rlghU  and  free- 
doms. Pending  the  holding  of  general  elec- 
tions, the  Government  agreed  to  provide  spe- 
cial representation  for  the  Laotian  dlssldente 
of  the  two  northern  provinces. 

In  a  second  separikte  declaration,  the  Gov- 
ernment of  lAoa  pledged  that  luleas  threat- 
ened. It  will  Isolate  ihe  country  Id  a  military 
sense  from  other  foreign  nations  except  for 
the  continuing  ties  'jrlth  the  French. 

Considerable  difficulty  has  been  encoun- 
tered In  Laos  In  carrying  out  the  tenns 
reached  at  Geneva  insofar  as  they  Involve  the 
withdrawal  and  concentration,  respectively, 
of  the  Viet  Mlnh  and  the  Laotian  dissidents. 
The  Impression  give  a  me  In  Vientiane,  the 
capital  of  Laos,  was  that  the  vrlthdrawal  of 
the  Viet  Mlnh  was  not  proceeding  either 
smoothly  or  rapidly.  There  to,  moreover. 
every  llkclUiood  that  in  the  process  of  vrlth- 
drawal many  Communist  agenta  are  being 
left  behind.  Such  agenta  can  readily  be  ab- 
sorbed Into  the  permanent  oooununlty  of 
Vietnamese  natlonah  In  Laos  whose  sym- 
pathies. I  was  advised,  are  heavily  with  Ho 
Chi  Mlnh. 

The  Laotian  dlasidenta  in  the  northern 
provinces  give  rise  t<>  sddltional  problems. 
They  are  interpreting  the  Geneva  accord  to 
mean  that  they  may  (serclse  full  powers  In 
Phong  Saly  and  Sam  Neua.  at  least  pending 
the  holding  of  a  genei-al  election.  Compul- 
sory poUUcal  Indoctrination  to  being  en- 
forced In  the  villages  which  they  control. 
Young  men  from  all  over  Laos  are  being 
brought  to  the  provlncea  for  training  and 
some  are  being  sent  to  north  Vietnam  for 
the  same  purpose. 

The  basic  propaganda  theme  of  the  dto- 
sldent  Laotians  to  that  the  true  king  of  the 
country  to  Prince  Souphamouvong.  rather 
than  the  incumbent.  King  Slsavong  Vong. 
Souphamouvong  to  a  half  brother  of  the  pres- 
ent prime  mlntoter  of  the  regular  Laotian 
Government.  Prince  Souvana  Phouma. 

That  severe  tensions  have  developed  In 
Laos  over  the  last  year  to  evident  from  the 
arrest  of  several  hundred  plotters  some 
months  ago  and  the  assassination  of  the 
Laotlon  Defense  Mlntoter  Kou  Voravong  on 
September  18.  lliere  to  a  posslbUlty  that 
these  tensions  may  be  dissipated  by  a  sud- 
den reallnement  of  loyalties  aoMng  the  var- 
ious leaders.  Government  and  dissident  alike, 
many  of  whom  are  personally  acquainted. 

A  development  of  thto  kind,  if  It  occurred, 
might  express  itself  in  a  sudden  nationalist 
surge  against  the  French,  who  still  retain 
considerable  tnfltience  In  Laoa.  and  who  have 
heretofore  had  less  difficulty  in  dealing  with 


Oovemment  than  with  any 
other  In  Indochina.  In  present  circum- 
stances in  southeast  Asia,  however,  it  to  un- 
likaly  that  Xaos  can  stand  without  strong 
fora^n  tlaa.  As  it  li  now,  the  i-amumng  m« 
heavily  dependent  on  French  technical  and 
military  asstotanoe  and  American  aid.  If  the 
French  go.  It  would  appear  Inevitable  that 
Laos  would  move  or  be  moved  Into  the  orbit 
of  one  or  more  at  Ita  stronger  neighbors. 

s.  TRs  atruAnoM  m  cambooia 

At  the  time  of  my  previous  visit  the  fever 
of  militant  nationalism  was  at  Ite  height  in 
Cambodia.  Thousands  of  young  men  were 
engaged  In  mUitary  training  In  the  streete 
of  the  capital.  Pnom  Penh.  The  Cambodian 
Government,  under  the  young  and  energetic 
King  Norodom  Sihanouk  Varman  was  both 
leading  and  being  led  by  the  powerful  na- 
tionalist surge.  That  thto  Government  was 
influenced  by  the  Ideas  and  experiences  of 
Indian  nationalism  and  policy  was  evident 
then  and  even  clearer  on  the  occasion  of 
my  recent  visit. 

Last  year  the  Cambodians  obtained  full 
control  over  their  armed  forces  from  the 
French  and  subsequently  full  Independence. 
There  are  detalto  still  to  be  worked  out  to 
give  final  form  to  the  transfer  of  sovereign- 
ty. For  all  practical  purposes,  however, 
Cambodta  to  Independent.  Perhaps  even 
more  significant,  the  people  of  the  country 
know  and  believe  that  they  are  independent. 

Thto  development  appears  to  have  pro- 
duced a  salutary  situation  In  Cambodia. 
Relations  with  the  French,  now  on  the  basto 
of  equality,  have  improved,  and  French  tech- 
nldana  are  t>eing  retained  to  assist  in  the 
training  of  the  army.  Dissident  natlonaltot 
elemente  among  the  Cambodians,  according 
to  reporte  which  I  received,  have  been  weak- 
ened, and  the  shadowy  Communist -sponsored 
"Khmer  government"  apparently  has  lost 
what  little  support  It  formerly  enjoyed. 

The  Geneva  agreement  served  to 
strengthen  the  stability  of  the  country  by 
providing  for  the  rapid  removal  of  all  foreign 
forces  from  Camt>odla  and  the  demobllixa- 
tlon  on  the  spot  of  the  Khmer  resistance 
forces. 

Assuming  that  aggression  to  not  resumed, 
the  principal  problems  confronting  Cam- 
bodia are  essentially  those  of  modemlaatlon. 
In  thto  respect  the  oountry  to  fortunate  for 
it  to  rich  in  reaoiu«es  and  relatively  xinder- 
populated.  There  to  an  eagerness  for  prog- 
ress on  the  part  of  the  King  and  hto  Im- 
mediate advisers.  It  to  an  eagerness,  how- 
ever, that  to  tempered  by  an  appreciation 
of  the  value  of  their  rich  and  vital  traditional 
culture. 

To  fuae  those  technical  elementa  of  west- 
em  dviilaation  which  are  needed  and  de- 
sired in  Cambodia  with  the  extotlng  culture 
vrlthout  deatroylng  the  latter  will  not  prove 
easy.  To  the  extent  that  United  States  as- 
stotanoe plays  a  i>art  In  thto  process.  It 
should  be  extended  with  a  full  awareness  of 
thto  dilBculty.  The  presence  of  the  recently 
^ipointed  American  Ambassador  at  Pnom 
Penh  should  help  to  Insure  caution  in  thto 
matter. 

T.  OONCLTTDINC   CX>MlfKMTB 

A  year  ago.  the  principal  requlremente  for 
the  success  of  our  policy  vrlth  respect  to 
Indochina  were  political.  These  requlre- 
mente. full  Independence  and  effective  In- 
ternal government,  notably  In  Vietnam,  have 
not  been  effectively  fulfilled.  The  failure  In 
thto  respect  appears  also  to  have  been  ac- 
cfxnpanied  by  a  constotent  underestimating 
of  both  the  political  and  military  strength 
of  the  Viet  Mlnh,  on  the  part  of  practically 
all  concerned.  In  consequence,  the  situa- 
tion has  sarlously  deteriorated. 

■me  United  States  sharea  reHX>nslblllty  for 
the  revaraal  in  Indochina.  We  ahould  not 
nuLke  the  mistake,  however,  of  assuming  all 
tha  Mama.  We  gave  material  aid  unatint- 
ingly.  bat  Ita  value  was  dissipated  by  inade- 


quactee  elsewhere.  I  report  this,  not  so  i 
in  criticism — I  am  ful^  aware  at  the  ^aat 
contributions  to  ttars  eosnman  cuiae  mada 
by  sincere  French  nflictato  and  sinaera  Vtoii> 
nsmiMS  nattonallrts  but  rather  to 
clear  that  thto  country  has  dischargad 
coaunltmente  which  it  was  asked  to 
last  year  and  which  it  agreed  to  maka.  At 
that  time  it  was  not  aakad  to  eomaait  and 
was  even  discouraged  from  «v»««»*t*^^f»»g  man- 
power in  Indochina  Not  untU  the  crtala  of 
IXen  Bien  Pbu  did  the  queatloti  even  arias. 
Then  the  preasttfes  of  Amerioan  opinion  op- 
erating largely  through  Congress  dtocouragad 
a  hasty,  lll-conoelved  involvement.  Our 
share  in  the  defense  of  Indochina  was  dearly 
understood  at  the  outset  to  be  the  supply  of 
material  aid  only  and  we  quite  properly  in- 
stoted  that  thto  understanding  be  main- 
tained. The  situation  In  Indochina  to  only 
one  of  the  many  crhes  that  confront  ua 
and  the  burden  of  sustaining  freedom  in 
the  world  must  be  equitably  home. 

At  preeent  there  appears  to  be,  at  beat. 
scant  hope  of  achieving  the  objeetlvea  of  our 
policy  In  Indochina  in  the  near  future,  with 
Cambodia  the  only  exception  to  thto  conclu- 
sion. The  present  Government  of  Vietnam 
which  to  based  on  the  sound  principles  of 
national  independence,  an  end  to  oorruptkm 
and  internal  amelioration,  to  Inunoblhaed 
largely  by  a  squabbling,  plotting  opposition. 
Ite  critics  complain  of  the  personality  of  the 
leader  of  that  Government.  In  view  of  the 
numerovu  and  varied  peraonalltiee  who  tiave 
occupied  the  Preaidency  in  Saigon  during  tha 
past  3  or  3  years  without  tangible  resulta.  it 
seems  more  likely  that  the  real  question  to 
one  of  dissatisfaction  with  the  principles  of 
the  Diem  government  rather  than  the  in- 
adequacies of  hto  personality. 

Should  the  Diem  government  be  forced 
out  of  office.  It  to  doubtful  that  under  the 
pressure  of  time  a  more  satiafaetory  subatl- 
tute.  subscribing  to  the  same  prineiplsa  to 
which  he  does,  will  be  found.  Tet  theae 
IHinclples  must  prevail  in  south  Vietnam  if 
an  alternative  to  the  Communist  Viet  Mlnh 
that  to  likely  to  be  acceptable  to  the  people 
of  Vietnam  to  to  extot.  Any  replaoemcnt  of 
EMem  at  thto  thne.  if  it  occurs,  will  probably 
take  the  form  of  a  mlUtary  dietatorahlp 
based  upon  a  coaUtion  of  the  special  Inter- 
ests, partlss.  and  groupa  which  now  nupnan 
the  present  Government.  It  to  improbable 
that  the  substitute  will  be  the  kind  of  gov- 
ernment which  will  be  generally  supported 
by  the  Vietnamese  people  any  more  than  the 
pre-Dlem  govemmenta  were.  Nor  to  it  likely 
to  be  a  government  capaMe  of  sustaining  a 
free  and  independent  Vietnam  eventually 
vrlthout  foreign  support.  It  was  to  develop 
that  kind  of  Vietnam  that  the  United  Statea 
made  avaltoble  hundreds  of  millions  of  dol- 
lars of  aid.  In  my  view,  only  that  kind  of 
Vietnam  can  achtove  the  purpose  of  our  pol- 
icy in  Indochina,  which,  in  the  final  analy- 
sis, to  Ite  freedom  and  the  consequent  en- 
hancement of  our  own  security. 

In  the  event  that  the  Diem  government 
falto.  therefore.  I  beUeve  that  the  United 
States  should  consider  an  Inunedlate  suspen- 
sion of  all  aid  to  Vietnam  and  the  French 
Union  forces  there,  except  that  of  a  humani- 
tarian nature,  preliminary  to  a  complete  re- 
appraisal of  our  present  policies  in  FTee 
Vietnam.  Unices  there  to  reasonable  expec- 
tation of  fulfilling  ova  objectives  the  oon- 
tlnued  expenditure  of  the  reaouroes  of  ttia 
citlaens  of  tha  United  Statea  to  unwarranted 
and  inexcusable. 

I  further  recommend  that  the  approprtato 
commltteea  of  the  Senate  atudy  the  extant 
of  the  loeaes  of  United  Stataa  mUitary  axid 
other  aid  In  Indochina  through  defeat,  de- 
fections, and  the  operation  of  the  Oeneva 
accord.  The  purposes  of  such  a  study  mig^t 
well  be  not  merely  to  eetabUsh  the  monetary 
value  of  the  losses  already  sustained  Irat  to 
determine  their  adverae  effect  on  our  own 
aecurity  by  their  inadvertent  eontrtlmtkMa  to 
international  cotnmunIsM  in  Asia.    Sueb  aa 
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lufMtlgitloa  mlctat  aIm  yteld  mora  sattafae- 
ttum  •pparantly  mst  at  praaent 
to  wbact  eountrtaa.  In  what 
and  undar  what  eondltlona  mlll> 
aid    cam    ba    cffeetlraly 


for 
tary 


In  ■uMBBUng  aiieh  a  Btody.  I  do  not  Intend 
to  lni]rfy  that  sueh  aid  has  no  plaee  tn  our 
poUelaa  with  rMfpeet  to  Asia.  It  nems  to 
me  cnantlal,  howvvar,  that  the  limitations 
and  dangen  as  well  as  the  potentialltlea  of 
assist  auee  programs  must  be  clearly  under- 
stood. We  must  guard  against  extending  aid 
by  toroe  of  habit. 

In  the  Ught  of  my  recent  obserratlons  In 
southeast  Asia,  it  seems  to  me  that  these 
commonsense  precautions  have  not  always 
prevailed  In  the  conduct  of  our  policy  in 
that  region.  Unless  they  do,  we  are  likely 
to  find  the  door  shut  against  our  legitimate 
Mcuri^,  and  our  cultural  and  commercial 
interests  in  Asia.  We  will  have  arrtved  at 
this  point  despite  the  expenditure  of  billions 
of  dollars,  in  good  faith,  for  what  we  tielleved 
were  decent,  worthy,  and  mutually  beneficial 
purpoaes. 
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AGKISICXMT  ON  TBI  OtBSATION  OT  H08TILITXBI 

nf   VIBTNAK 

(IC/4a/Bev.  2.  July  20.  1»S4) 

Chapter  1 — rrovisUmal  military  denutreation 

line  and  demUitariged  «m« 

Article  1 

A  ivovlsional  mlUtary  demarcation  line 
shall  be  fixed,  on  either  side  of  which  the 
forces  of  the  two  parties  shall  be  regrouped 
after  their  withdrawal,  the  forces  of  the 
People's  Army  of  Vietnam  to  the  north  of  the 
line  and  the  forces  of  the  French  Union  to 
the  south. 

The  provlaiooal  military  demarcation  line 
Is  fixed  as  shown  on  the  map  attached.  (See 
map  No.  1  (not  printed).) 

It  Is  also  agreed  that  a  demilitarized  cone 
shall  be  established  on  either  side  of  the  de- 
marcation line,  to  a  width  of  not  more  than 
5  kilometers  trota  it.  to  act  as  a  bxiffer  aone 
and  avoid  any  incidents  which  might  result 
in  the  resumption  of  hostilities. 
Article  2 

Hie  period  within  which  the  movement  of 
all  the  forces  of  either  party  into  Its  regroup- 
ing aone  on  either  side  of  the  provisional  mU- 
Itary  demarcation  line  shall  be  completed 
shall  not  exceed  900  days  from  the  date  of 
the  present  agreement's  entry  into  force. 

Article  8 

When  the  provisional  military  demarcation 
Une  ocdnddes  with  a  waterway,  the  waters 
ot  such  waterway  shall  be  open  to  civil  navi- 
gation by  both  parties  wherever  one  bank  Is 
controlled  by  one  party  and  the  other  bank 
by  the  other  party.  The  Joint  commission 
shall  establish  rules  of  navigation  for  the 
stretch  of  waterway  in  question.  The  mer- 
chant shipping  and  other  civilian  craft  of 
each  party  shall  have  unrestricted  access  to 
the  land  under  its  military  control. 

Article  4 

The  proyfsional  military  demarcation  line 
between  the  two  final  regrouping  aones  is  ex- 
tended into  the  territortal  waters  by  a  line 
perpendicular  to  the  general  line  of  the  coast. 

All  coastal  islands  n<»th  of  this  boimdary 
shall  be  evacuated  by  the  armed  forces  of 
the  French  Union,  and  all  islands  south  of  it 
shall  be  evacuated  by  the  forces  of  the  Peo- 
ple's Army  of  Vietnam. 

Article  5 
To  avoid  any  incidents  which  might  result 
in  the  resumption  of  hostilities,  all  military 
forces,  supplies,  and  equipment  shall  be  with- 
drawn from  the  demUitarlaed  acme  within  26 


days  of  the  present  agreement's  entry  into 
force. 

Article  8 

No  person,  military  or  civilian,  shab  be 
permitted  to  cross  the  provisional  military 
demarcation  line  unless  specifically  author- 
ised to  do  so  by  the  Joint  CoznmlssioiL 
Article  7  j 

No  person,  military  or  civilian,  sh^l  be 
permitted  to  enter  the  demilitarized  zoite  ex- 
cept persons^  concerned  with  the  condvict  of 
civil  administration  and  relief  and  persons 
speeificaUy  authorized  to  enter  by  the  #oint 
Commission. 

Article  8  I 

Civil  administration  and  relief  in  the  de- 
militarized zone  on  either  side  of  tbe  provi- 
sional military  der  arcatlon  line  shall  be  the 
responsibility  of  the  commanders  In  chief  of 
the  two  parties  in  their  respective  aones. 
The  number  of  persons,  military  or  civilian. 
from  each  side  who  are  permitted  to  enter 
the  demUltarized  zone  for  the  conduct  of 
civil  administration  and  relief  shall  be  de- 
termined by  the  respective  commanderai  but 
in  no  case  shall  the  total  number  authorized 
by  either  side  exceed  at  any  one  time  a  llgure 
to  be  determined  by  the  Trung  Gla  Military 
Commission  or  by  the  Joint  Commission. 
The  number  of  civil  police  and  the  arms  to  be 
carried  by  them  shall  be  determined  by  the 
Joint  Commission.  No  one  else  shall  carry 
arms  unless  specifically  authorized  to  4o  so 
by  the  Joint  Commission. 

Article  9  I 

Nothing  contained  in  this  chapter  shall  be 
construed  as  limiting  the  complete  freedom 
of  movement  into,  out  of,  or  within  the  de- 
militarized aone  of  the  Joint  Commission,  Its 
Joint  groups,  the  international  commlaslon 
to  be  set  up  as  indicated  below,  its  inspec- 
tion teams  and  any  other  persons,  supplies, 
or  equipment  specifically  authorized  to  enter 
the  demilitarized  zone  by  the  Joint  com- 
mission. Freedom  of  movement  shall  be  per- 
mitted across  the  territory  under  the  mili- 
tary control  of  either  side  over  any  road  or 
waterway  which  has  to  be  taken  between 
points  within  the  demilitarized  zone  frhen 
such  points  are  not  connected  by  roads  or 
waterways  lying  completely  within  the  de- 
militarized zone.  ]  ' 

Chapter  II — Principles  and  procedure  go^Oem- 
iitg  implementation  of  the  present  agree- 
ment 

Article  10  I 

The  conunanders  of  the  forces  on  each  side, 
on  the  one  side  the  commander  In  chief  of 
the  French  Union  forces  in  Indochina  and 
on  the  other  side  the  commander  in  chief  of 
the  People's  Army  of  Vietnam,  shall  order 
and  enforce  the  complete  cessation  of  all 
hostilities  in  Vietnam  by  all  armed  forces 
under  their  control,  including  all  unlta  and 
personnel  of  the  ground,  naval,  and  air  forces. 
Article  11 

In  accordance  with  the  principle  of  a 
simultaneous  cease-fire  throughout  Indo- 
china, the  cessation  of  hostilities  shaD  be 
simultaneous  throughout  all  parts  of  Viet- 
nam, in  all  areas  of  hostilities  and  for  all 
the  forces  of  the  two  parties. 

Taking  into  account  the  time  effectively 
required  to  transmit  the  cease-fire  order 
down  to  the  lowest  ^helons  of  the  combatant 
forces  on  both  sides,  the  two  parties  are 
agreed  that  the  cease-fire  shall  take  effect 
completely  and  simultaneously  for  the  dif- 
ferent sectors  of  the  country  as  follows : 

Northern  Vietnam  at  8  a.  m.  (local  ttane) 
on  July  27,  1954. 

Central  Vietnam  at  8  a.  m.  (local  time)  on 
August  1.  1954. 

Southern  Vietnam  at  8  a.  m.  (local  time) 
on  August  11,  1964. 

It  is  agreed  that  Pekin  mean  time  shall  be 
taken  as  local  time. 

From  such  time  as  the  cease-fire  beccmes 
effective  in  northern  Vietnam,  both  patties 


undertake  not  to  engage  in  any  litrge-scale 
offensive  action  in  any  part  of  itie  Indo- 
Chinese  theater  of  operations  and  not  to  com- 
mit the  air  forces  based  on  northernl  Vietnam 
outside  that  sector.  The  two  parties  also 
undertake  to  Inform  each  other  of  their  plans 
for  movement  from  one  regrouping  zone  to 
another  within  25  days  of  the  present  agree- 
ment's entry  into  force. 

Article  12 


All  the  operations  and  movement^  entailed 
in  the  cessation  of  hoetllltles  and  ragrouping 
must  proceed  in  a  safe  and  orderly  f |tshion : 

(a)  Within  a  certain  number  of  days  after 
the  cease-fire  agreement  shall  have  become 
effective,  the  number  to  be  determined  on 
the  spot  by  the  Trung  Ola  Military  Com- 
mission, each  party  shall  be  respotislble  for 
removing  and  neutralizing  mines  (Including 
river-  and  sea-mines),  booby  tra^s,  explo- 
sives and  any  other  dangerous  substances 
placed  by  it.  In  the  event  of  its  being  impos- 
sible to  complete  the  work  of  removal  and 
neutralization  In  time,  the  party  concerned 
shall  mark  the  spot  by  placing  visible  signs 
there.  All  demolitions,  mine  fields,  wire  en- 
tanglements, and  other  hazards  to  the  free 
movement  of  the  personnel  of  tbe  Joint 
Commission  and  Its  Joint  groups,  known  to  be 
present  after  the  withdrawal  of  th#  military 
forces,  shall  be  reported  to  the  Joint  Com- 
mission by  the  commanders  of  the  opposing 
forces; 

(b)  Prom  the  time  of  the  cease-jOre  until 
regrouping  Is  completed  on  either  side  of  the 
demarcation  line: 

( 1 )  The  forces  of  either  party  shsfll  be  pro- 
visionally withdrawn  from  the  provisional 
assembly  areas  assigned  to  the  other  party. 

(2)  When  one  party's  forces  withdraw  by 
a  route  (road,  rail,  waterway.  s«a  route) 
which  passes  through  the  territory  of  the 
other  party  (see  art.  24).  the  latter  party's 
forces  must  provisionally  withdraw  3  kilo- 
meters on  each  side  of  such  route,  but  In  such 
a  manner  as  to  avoid  Interfering  with  the 
movements  of  the  civil  population. 

Article  13 

Prom  the  time  of  the  cease-fire  until  the 
completion  of  the  movements  fron)  one  re- 
grouping zone  Into  the  other,  civil  und  mili- 
tary transport  aircraft  shall  follow  alr-cor- 
rldors  between  the  provisional  assembly  areas 
assigned  to  the  French  Union  foroes  north 
of  the  demarcation  line  on  the  one  hand 
and  the  Laotian  frontier  and  the  rqgrouplng 
zone  assigned  to  the  French  Unl<)n  forces 
on  the  other  hand. 

The  position  of  the  air-corridors,  their 
width,  the  safety  route  for  slngle-engined 
military  aircraft  transferred  to  tbe  south 
and  the  search  and  rescue  procedure  for 
aircraft  In  distress  shall  be  determined  on 
the  spot  by  the  Trung  Gla  Military  Commis- 
sion. I 
Article  14  I 

Political  and  administrative  measures  in 
the  two  regrouping  zones,  on  either  side  of 
the    provisional    military   demarcation    line: 

(a)  Pending  the  general  electloas  which 
will  bring  about  the  unification  of  Vietnam, 
the  conduct  of  civil  administration  In  each 
regrouping  zone  shall  be  in  the  hands  of 
the  party  whose  forces  are  to  be  regrouped 
there  In  virtue  of  the  present   agreement; 

(b)  Any  territory  controlled  by  one  party 
which  Is  transferred  to  the  other  party  by 
the  regrouping  plan  shall  continue  to  be  ad- 
ministered by  the  former  party  until  such 
date  as  all  the  troops  who  are  to  be  trans- 
ferred have  completely  left  that  tertltory  so 
as  to  free  the  zone  assigned  to  the  party  in 
question.  Prom  then  on,  such  territory  shall 
be  regarded  as  transferred  to  the  other  party, 
who  shall  assimie  responsibility  for  it. 

Steps  shall  be  taken  to  ensure  that  there 
is  no  break  In  the  transfer  of  responsibili- 
ties. For  this  purpose,  adequate  notice  shall 
be  given  by  the  withdrawing  party  to  the 
other  party,  which  shall  make  the  necessary 
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arrangements,  in  parUcular  by  sending  ad-  fsr    aa    the    moidlan    of    Campha-lIInes;          (g)  Tbm       International 

mlnlstratlve  and  poUoe  detachoMnta  to  pre-  meridian  of  Campha-llinea.  throu^  its  Inspection  teams  shaU  i 

pare  for  the  assumption  of  administrative  2.  The  withdrawals  and  transfers  shall  be  and  Inqiect  the  rotation  of  unite  and  KRNiaa 

responsibility.     The  length  of   such  notice  effected  in  the  following  order  and  within  the  of  penonnel  and  the  arrival  and  daparUiita 

shall  be  determined  by  the  Trung  Ola  llUi-  following  periods  (from  the  date  of  the  entry  of  individual  peraonnal  as  authoriMd  ilwvv. 

tary  Commission.    The  transfer  shaU  be  ef-  Into  faros  of  the  present  agreement) :  at  the  points  of  entry  enumerated  in  artlS 

fected   in  successive  stages  for  the  various  »^^.  „#  ♦•.^  . ^  „  ,  20  below  ~«— 

territorial  sectors.  '°^'^  °f  ''^  French  Vnion  ^  nelom.                ^^ 

The  transfer  of   the  civU  administration     Hanoi   perimeter 80  days  Aracie  if 

of  Hanoi  and  Haiphong  to  the  authorities     Haiduong  perimeter 100  days  ,  /•>   '^"»  «"•«»  '«»«  **»•  «»te  of  antry 

of  the  Democratic  Republic  of  Vietnam  shaU     Haiphong  perimeter _  300  days  *"*°  '"^  "  **>•  preaent  agreameat,  tha  in- 

be    completed    within    the   respective    time-  roree,  of  the  People;  Army  of  Vietnam  ^^^ ^l^tHS^J? ^^^^^ 

llmlU  laid  down  in  article  15  for  military  »,_    -,_    -_^    Tr„«„.„^    '      ,  ^^T^.        the  form  of   aU  types  of  arsM. 

movements.  ?      ,        *"**    Xuyenmoc   provi-  munitions,  and  other  war  material.  maOk  aa 

(c)  Each  party  undertakes  to  refrain  from  cen?r?l^tnam  "J^^;;;!;",,';,"-;;-     "^  '^"^  combat  aircraft,  naval  craft,  ptocm  of  ord- 
any  reprl«dior  discriminaUon  against  per-  «Slv  l^a^?Tn«tl^f,^Lt        «n  h  »»«««.  M*hglhes   and   Jet  WMipona  ana 
so^   oi-   organization,  on   account   of   thTlr  PiSS^  ^e.    jo^^niS^i.^?   L"           ^^  armored  vehicles.  Is  prohibited, 
activities     during     the     hcUlltles     and     to  tSSblv    a,^          provisional    "-                              (b)   It   la   understood,  however,   that  war 
guarantee  their  democratic  liberties.                   Central    vw!tn«m'«r;,;,^;iV.::r ^^  material,  arms,  and  munitions  which  hava 

(d)  From  the  date  of  entry  Into  force  of  ^JS Iv  JJS!^oS^^.t«nm.^"  in«  h  »x*n  destroyed,  damagwi.  worn  out  or  u«^  up 
the  present  agreement  until  the  movement  PotoTilSTJ'^vUioiaf^^h  ;  ^  ^^  ''**'  ^^'^  ceswitlon  of  bostUlUea  may  be  pi^ 
of  tr^ps  is  completed,  any  civilians  residing  ^^^Camau  provisional  assembly  p„ced  on  the  basis  of  pleoe-for-plece  of  the 
in  a  district  controUed  by  one  party  who  c»Dtr^\"'^7Z*r^ZZ:'i:^~,i:~'':"'~  ^^  **"*  *^P*  *"**  ^^***  similar  characterlstlOB. 
wUh  to  go  and  live  In  the  zone  alwlgned  to  ^^,v  it^^a,?Tn!^M^.„f""  ««,  .,  »"«=»*  replacemenU  of  war  material,  arms. 
the  other  party  ShaU  be  permitted  and  helped  •^"'"y  area-last  Installment..  300  days  and  munitions  shall  not  be  permitted  for 
to  do  so  by  the  authorities  in  that  district.  Chapter  III — Ban  on  introduction  of  fresh  Prench  Union  troopa  stationed  north  of  tbe 

*,^i  I.  IK  troopa.  military  personnel,  arms  and  mu-  provisional   military  demarcation   Una  laM 

*"'*'*•  ^^  nitions.     MUitary  l>aaes  down  in  article  1  of  the  preaent  agreement. 

The  disengagement  of  the  combatants,  and  Article  iff  during  the  withdrawal  period  provided  for  In 

the   withdrawals   and   transfers   of   mlUtary  Article  18  article  2                             »-«        p™  »»« xor  m 

forces,   equipment  and  supplies  shaU   take  with  effect  from  the  date  of  entry  into         ^aval  craft  mav  nerform  tr^n.rvirt  »»»•. 

place  InVcc^irdance  with  the  foUowing  prln-  '<>«*  of  the  present  sgreement.  the  Intro-  tioM^t^n^e  ^iSr^iSJ^T    ^ 

cipies-  duction  into  Vietnam  of  any  troop  reinforce-         7~  "ZT^     ^*  ^E^^^^        ^ 

<a)The  wlthdrawaU  and  transfers  of  the  m*nU  and  additional  military  personnel  is  ^ '^'  t^r^'^.^'^^T^i.^^' .!^^^'' 

military  force.,  equipment  and   .uppUes  of  prohibited.  ,„  ^!^LI!5!  ^~^  ^Iff*'**?.  ?~^w*?.  '^ 

Se  t^  partlei  ^all  be  completed   within  It  U  understood,  however,  that  the  rote-  StiS^^^nti  irwr,.^«!["*;HL«"*^*^ 

300  days.  «  laid  down  in  article  3  of  the  tlon  of  unite  and  groups  of  personnel,  the  ^^"!?*.?^  }TJ^?S^ ^H"^  ^ 

present  agreement:  »*Tival  In  Vietnam  of  individual  personnel  on  P°J"**   °4  *°^,  enumerated   In   article   90 

(b)   Within     either     territory     successive  a  temporary-duty  basU.  and  the  return  to  ^  ^I"     r^^^^.r^JfH^*^'  "^  """^^5*^ 

Withdrawal.  shaU  be  made  by  .ector..  por-  Vietnam  of  Individual  per«>nnel  after  short  ^J^^!*,^^t^^,,^^J^fl^^    f°"  ^***" 

tlon.  of  sectors,  or  provinces.    Transfer,  from  periods  of  leave  or  temporary  duty  outside  ^^^l  ^^^  J^tJ^     ^  °'  '"'^  """" 

one  regrouping  sone  to  another  shall  be  made  Vietnam  shall  be  permitted  tmder  the  condl-         ,7°  .     *"*«!"  •*'  oeiow; 

lu  suocesaive  monthly  InsUllments  propor-  tions  laid  down  below:                                           ^°'  Apart  from  the  replaoemenU  permit- 

Uonate  to  the  number  of  troops  to  be  trans-  (a)   HoUtion  of  unite   (defined  in  para-  *?*|  ^*^S  "**  Umita  laid  down  in  paragraph 

f erred:  graph  (c)  of  thU  article)  and  groups  of  per-  (o>   «'  *»»«  article,  the  hitroductlon  of  war 

(c     The    two   partlea   shall    undertake    to  sonnel   shall    not   be    permitted   for   French  f"^''^V"  *™"'  *****  munitions  of  all  types 

carry  out  aU  troop  withdrawals  and  trans-'  Union  troops  sUtioned   north  of   the  pro-  ^"  "**  '°""  °'  unassembled  parte  for  subae- 

fers  In  accordance  with  the  aims  of  the  pres-  visional  mUltary  demarcation  line  laid  down  I"*"*  assembly  U  prohibited: 

ent  agreement,  shall  permit  no  hostile  act  in  article  1  of  the  present  agreement,  dur-          <«)   ■*«*»    Party    shall    notify    the    Jolat 

and   shall   take   no  step   whatsoever   which  ing  the  withdrawal  period  provided  for  in  Ctommission  and  the  International  conunla- 

mlght  hamper  such  withdrawals  and  trans-  article  2.  aton  at  least  2  days  in  advance  of  any  ani- 

fers.    They  shall  assist  one  another  as  far  as  However,  under  the  heading  of  Individual  **^  **"  departures  which  may  take  plaoe  of 

this  Is  possible;  personnel  not  more  than  50  men,  including  '^*'  material,  arms,  and  munltiona  of  all 

(d)  The  two  parties  shai:  permit  no  de-  ofllcers.  shaU  during  any  one  month  be  per-  *7pee. 

structlon  or  sabotage  of  any  public  property  mltted  to  enter  that  part  of  the  country         ^  order  to  Justify  the  requeste  for  the 

.n't  no  Injxiry  to  the  life  and  property  of  the  north  of  the  provlalonal  military  demarca^  introduction  into  Vietnam  of  arms,  munl- 

c'vll  population.    TTiey  shall  permit  no  inter-  tlon   line   on   a  temporary-duty   basis  or   to  tions.  and  other  war  material  (as  defined  In 

ference  in  local  civil  administration;  return  thwe  after  short  periods  of  leave  or  P*'-    (•)    °^  ^^^  article)    for  replaoemant 

(e)  The  Joint  Commission  and  the  Inter-  temporary  duty  outside  Vietnam.  purposes,  a  report  concerning  each  incoming 
national  Commission  shall  ensure  that  steps  <»>)  "Rotation"  is  defined  as  the  replace-  shipment  shaU  be  submitted  to  the  Joint 
are  taken  to  safeguard  the  farces  in  the  ™«nt  of  unite  or  groups  of  personnel  by  Commission  and  the  International  Commla- 
course  of  withdrawal  and  transfer-  other  unite  of  the  ume  echelon  or  by  per-  ■^o'^-     Such   reporte   shaU   indicate  the  use 

(f)  The  Trung  Ola  Mllltery  Commission.  <onnel  who  are  arriving  in  Vietnam  terrl-  »»<*«  o«  the  items  so  replaced. 

and  later  the  Joint  Commission,  shall  deter-  ^'y  *°  <*o  "»*^  overseas  service  there;  (')  The  International  Commlaslon,  through 
mine  by  common  agreement  the  exact  pro-  <*>  ''^*  unlta  roteted  shaU  never  be  larger  **«  inspection  teams,  shall  supervise  and  In- 
cedure  for  the  disengagement  of  the  com-  **^*°  *  battalion— <m-  the  corresponding  "pect  the  replacemente  permitted  in  the  clr- 
batante  and  for  troop  withdrawals  and  trans-  •cbelon  for  air  and  naval  forces;  cumstences  laid  down  in  this  article  at  the 
fers,  on  the  basis  of  the  principles  mentioned  (**>  Rotetlon  shsU  be  conducted  on  a  man-  polnte  of  entry  enumerated  in  article  20  be- 
above  and  within  the  framework  laid  down  for-man  basis,  provided,  however,  that  in  any  low. 
helow:  ^^*  quarter  neither  party  shall   Introduce                                   Article  18 

1.  The  disengagement  of  the  combstente,  ™o™  t*»*n  15.500  members  of  Ite  armed  forces         With  effect  from  the  date  of  entry  Into 

including  the  concentration  of  the  armed  *"^  Vietnam  under  the  rotetion  poUcy:  force  at  the  preaent  agreement,  the  astab- 

forcea  of  all  kinds  and  also  each  party's  move-  (e)   Rotetlon  unite  (defined  In  paragraph  llshment  of  new  military  bases  is  prohibited 

mente   Into   the  provisional   assembly  areas  (c)  of  this  article)  and  groups  of  personnel,  tliroughout  Vietnam  territorv 

assigned  to  It  and  the  other  party's  provi-  and  the  Individual  personnel  mentioned  in 

slonal  withdrawal  from  It.  shall  be  completed  ^^  article,  shall  enter  and  leave  Vietnam                                     Article  19 

within  a  period  of  not  exceedlnc  15  days  after  only  through  the  entry  polnte  enumerated         With  effect  from  the  date  of  entry  Into 

the  date  when  the  cease-fire  becomes  effec-  Ih  article  20,  below;  force  of  the  present  agreement,  no  military 

tlve.  (f )  Each  party  shall  notify  the  Joint  Com-  base  under  the  control  of  a  foreign  state 

The  general  delineation  of  the  provisional  mission  and  the  International  Commission  nuiy  be  estebllshed  in  the  regrouping  aone 

assembly  areas  is  set  out  in  the  maps  an-  at  least  2  days  in  advance  of  any  arrivals  or  of  either  party;  the  two  parties  shall  Inaura 

nexed  to  the  present  agreement.  departures  of  unite,  groups  of  personnel  and  that  the  zones  assigned  to  them  do  not  ad- 

In  order  to  avoid  any  incldento.  no  troops  individual  personnel  in  or  from  Vietnam,  here  to  any  military  a^iiaw^  ^nd  are  not 

shall  be  stetloned  less  than  1,500  meters  from  Beporte  on  the  arrivals  or  departures  of  unite  mbbA  for  the  resumpUcm  of  Kn^rt"*tr«t  or  to 

the  lines  delimiting  the  provisional  assembly  groups  of  persozuiel  and  individual  personnel  further  an  aggi^wlve  policy. 

areas.  in  or  from  Vietnam  shall  be  submitted  daily                                    s.**  i«  a« 

During  the  period  until  the  transfers  are  to  the  Joint  Commission  and  the  Interna-  Article  90 
concluded,  all  the  coastel  Islands  weet  at  the  tlonal  Commission.  The  polnte  of  entry  into  Vietnam  for  rota- 
following  lines  shall  be  Included  in  the  Hal-  AU  the  above-mentioned  notifications  and  tlon  personnel  and  replacemente  of  material 
phong  perimeter:  Meridian  of  the  southern  reporte  shall  indicate  the  places  and  dates  of  are  fixed  as  follows:  Zones  to  the  north  of 
point  of  Kebao  Island:  northern  coast  of  Pe  arrival  or  d^arture  and  the  number  of  per-  the  provisional  military  demarcation  llnat 
Rousse  (excluding  the  Island),  extended  ai  sons  arriving  or  departing.  Laokay,  Langson,  lien -'Ten,  H*1ph""t.  Vinlw 
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Dong-Hol,  ltaoiiK-8en;  manm  to  tbe  south  of 
the  pgovtelonal  military  demarcation  line: 
Tisunne,  Qntnhon.  nbatrans.  Bangol.  8al« 
gm.  cap  Bt.  Jaequea,  TRnebau. 

Chapter  Ff—Triaonen  o/  war  ani  cMUan 
internee* 

Article  ai 

Tine  ittieratlon  and  repatriation  of  all  prte- 
oofen  of  war  and  clTUlan  intemeca  detained 
bf  eacii  ot  tbe  two  partlaa  at  tbe  coming  Into 
-  1  oeee  at  the  preeent  agreement  shall  be  car- 
ried out  under  the  following  conditions: 

(a)  All  prlsonara  of  war  and  dvlllan  In- 
tomees  of  Vietnam,  the  Ptench  and  other  na- 
tionalities captured  since  tbe  beginning  of 
hostilities  In  Vietnam  during  military  c^mt- 
atlons  or  In  any  other  dreumatances  of  war 
and  In  any  part  of  the  territory  of  Vietnam 
^lall  be  liberated  within  a  period  of  30  days 
after  the  date  when  the  cease  Are  beoomee 
effective  In  each  theater. 

<b)  The  term  "civilian  Internees'*  Is  under- 
stood to  mean  aH  persons  who.  having  In  any 
way  ctmtrlbuted  to  tbe  political  and  armed 
stru^e  between  the  two  parties,  have  been 
arrested  for  that  reason  and  have  been  kept 
In  detention  by  either  party  during  the 
period  of  hostilities. 

(c)  All  prIaonCTs  of  war  and  civilian  in- 
ternees held  by  either  party  shall  be  sur- 
rendered to  the  appropriate  authorities  of 
the  other  party,  who  shall  give  them  all  pos- 
sible assistance  in  proceeding  to  their  coun- 
try Off  origin,  place  of  habitual  residence,  or 
the  Bone  of  their  choice. 

Chapter  V— Miscellaneous 

Article  22 

The  eommandsrs  of  the  forces  of  the  two 
partlee  shall  ensure  that  persons  imder  their 
respective  conunands  who  violate  any  of  the 
provisions  of  the  present  agreement  are 
suitably  punished. 

Article  23 
In  cases  In  which  the  i^ace  of  burial  is 
known  and  the  existence  of  graves  has  been 
-establlahed,  the  commander  of  the  forces  of 
either  party  shaU,  within  a  specific  period 
after  the  entry  into  force  of  the  armistice 
agreement,  permit  the  graves  service  person- 
nel of  the  other  party  to  enter  the  part  of 
Vietnam  territory  under  their  military  con- 
trol for  the  purpose  of  finding  and  removing 
the  bodies  of  deceased  military  personnel  of 
that  party,  including  the  bodies  of  deceased 
prisoners  of  war.  The  Joint  commission 
shall  determine  the  procediues  and  the  time 
limit  for  the  performance  of  this  task.  The 
commanders  of  the  forces  of  the  two  parties 
shall  comm\inleate  to  each  other  all  infor- 
mation in  their  possession  as  to  the  place  of 
burial  ta  mUltary  personnel  of  the  other 
party. 

Article  24 

The  present  agreement  shall  apply  to  all 
the  armed  forces  of  either  party.  The 
armed  forces  <rf  each  party  shall  respect  the 
demllltarlaed  aone  and  the  territory  under 
the  mUltary  c^mtrol  of  the  othor  party.  &nd 
shall  eommlt  no  act  and  imdertake  no  oper- 
ation against  the  other  party  and  shall  not 
engage  in  blodtade  of  any  kind  in  Vietnam. 

Fw  tbe  purpoees  of  the  present  article,  the 
word  "teiTltory"  Includes  teritorlal  waters 
and  air  qiaoe. 

Article  25 

The  commanders  of  the  forces  of  the  two 
partlee  shall  afford  full  protection  and  all 
possible  aaslatanee  and  cooperation  to  the 
Joint  Commiaalon  and  its  Joint  groups  and 
to  the  Zntemational  Commission  and  its  in- 
spection teams  In  the  pcrfcmnance  of  the 
functions  and  tasks  anlgned  to  them  by  the 
jareaent  agreement. 

ArUcle2« 
The  costs  Involved  In  the  operations  of  the 
Joint  Commission  and  Joint  groups  and  of 


the  Intematlonal  Commission  and  Its  in- 
spection teams  shall  be  shared  equally  be- 
tween the  two  parties. 

Article  27 

The  signatories  of  the  present  agreement 
and  their  siiccessors  In  their  functions  shall 
be  responsible  for  Insuring  the  observance 
and  enforcement  of  tlie  terms  and  provtelons 
thereof.  The  ccnnmanders  of  the  forces  of  the 
two  parties  shall,  within  their  respective 
conunands,  take  all  steps  and  make  all  ar- 
rangements necessary  to  insure  full  compli- 
ance with  all  the  provisions  of  the  present 
agreement  by  all  elements  and  military  per- 
sonnel under  their  command. 

The  procedures  laid  down  In  the  present 
agreement  shall,  whenever  necessary,  be 
studied  by  the  conunanders  of  the  two 
parties  and,  if  necessary,  defined  more  spe- 
cifically by  the  Joint  Commission. 

Chapter  VI — Joint  Commission  and  Interna- 
tional Commission  for  Supervision  and 
Control  in  Vietnam 

28.  Respcmfiibility  for  the  execution  of  the 
agreement  on  the  cessation  of  hostilities 
shall  rest  with  the  parties. 

29.  An  Intematlonal  Commission  shall  In- 
sure the  control  and  supervision  of  this 
execution. 

30.  In  order  to  facilitate,  under  the  condi- 
tions shown  below,  the  execution  of  provi- 
sions concerning  Joint  actions  by  the  two 
parties  a  Joint  Commission  shall  be  set  up 
in  Vietnam. 

31.  The  Joint  Commission  shall  be  com- 
posed of  an  equal  number  of  representatives 
of  the  commanders  of  the  two  parties. 

32.  The  presidents  of  the  delegations  to 
the  Joint  Commission  shall  hold  the  rahk  ol 
general. 

The  Joint  Commission  shall  set  up  Joint 
groups  the  ntunber  of  which  shall  be  deter- 
mined by  mutual  agreement  between  the 
parties.  The  Joint  groups  shall  be  composed 
of  an  equal  number  of  ofBcers  from  both 
parties.  Their  location  on  the  demarcation 
line  between  the  regrouping  zones  shall  be 
determined  by  the  parties  whilst  taking  Into 
account  the  powers  of  the  Joint  Commieslon. 

33.  The  Joint  Commission  shall  Insure  the 
execution  of  the  following  provisions  of  the 
agreement  on  the  cessation  of  hostilities : 

(a)  A  simultaneous  and  general  cease-fire 
In  Vietnam  for  all  regular  and  irregular 
armed  forces  of  the  two  parties. 

(b)  A  regroupment  of  tbe  armed  foroes  of 
the  two  parties. 

(c)  Observance  of  the  demarcation  lines 
between  the  regrouping  zones  and  of  the  de- 
militarized sectors. 

Within  the  limits  of  Its  competence  It  Bhall 
help  the  parties  to  execute  the  said  provi- 
sions. Shan  insure  liaison  between  them  for 
the  purpose  of  preparing  and  carrying  out 
plans  for  the  application  of  these  provisions, 
and  shall  endeavor  to  solve  such  disputed 
questions  as  may  arise  between  the  parties 
In  the  course  of  executing  these  provisions. 

34.  An  International  Commission  shall  be 
set  up  for  the  control  and  supervision  over 
the  application  of  the  provisions  of  the 
agreement  on  the  cessation  of  hostilities  In 
Vietnam.  It  shall  l>e  comp>osed  of  repre- 
sentatives of  the  following  states:  Canada, 
India,  and  Poland. 

It  shall  be  presided  over  by  the  ropre- 
aentative  of  India. 

85.  The  International  Commission  shall 
set  up  fixed  and  mobile  inspection  teams. 
compoeed  of  an  equal  number  of  officers  ap- 
pointed by  each  of  the  above-mentioned 
states.  The  fixed  teams  shall  be  located  at 
the  following  points:  Laokay.  Langson,  Hen- 
Yen.  Haiphong,  Vlnh,  Dong-Hol.  hiuong-Ben, 
Tourane,  Quinhon,  Nhatrang.  Bangol,  Saigon. 
Cap  St.  Jacques,  Tranchau.  These  points  of 
location  may,  at  a  later  date,  be  altered  at 
the  request  of  the  Joint  Commission,  or  of 
one  of  the  parties,  or  of  the  Internaticnal 


Commission  Itself,  by  agreement  between  the 
International  Commission  and  the  Command 
of  the  party  concerned.  The  zones  of  action 
of  the  mobile  teams  shall  be  the  regions 
bordering  the  land  and  sea  frontiers  of  Viet- 
nam, the  demarcation  lines  between  the  re- 
grouping zones  and  the  demilitarized  zones. 
within  the  limits  of  these  Eones  ihey  shall 
have  the  right  to  move  freely  and  shall  re- 
ceive from  the  local  civil  and  military  au- 
thorities all  facilities  they  may  require  for 
the  fulfillment  of  their  tasks  (provision  of 
personnel,  placing  at  their  disposal  docu- 
ments needed  for  supervision,  sujmmonlng 
witnesses  necessary  for  holding  inquiries, 
insuring  the  security  and  freedom  of  move- 
ment of  the  ln{!i>ectlon  teams,  ete.  *  *  •). 
They  shall  have  at  their  disposal  sudb  modern 
means  of  transport,  olxervation.  Und  com- 
munication as  they  may  require.  Beyond  the 
zones  of  action  as  defined  above,  the  mobile 
teams  may,  by  agreement  with  the  com- 
mand of  the  party  concerned,  carry  out  other 
movements  within  the  limits  of  the  tasks 
given  them  by  the  present  agreement. 

36  The  International  Commission  shall  be 
responsible  for  8up>ervlsing  the  proper  execu- 
tion by  the  parties  of  the  provisions  of  the 
agreement.'  For  this  purpose  it  shall  fulfill 
the  tasks  of  control,  observation,  laspection, 
and  Investigation  connected  with  the  appli- 
cation of  the  provisions  of  the  agreement  on 
the  cessation  of  hostilities,  and  it  shall  in 
particular : 

(a)  Control  the  movement  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  two  parties,  effected  within  the 
framework  of  the  regroupment  plan. 

(b)  Supervise  the  demarcation  lines  be- 
tween the  regrouping  areas,  and  also  the 
demilitarized  zones. 

(c)  Control  the  operations  of  releasing 
prisoners  of  war  and  civilian  interaees. 

(d  )  Supervise  at  (>ortfi  and  airfields  as  well 
as  along  all  frontiers  of  Vietnam  the  execu- 
"•tlon  of  the  provisions  of  the  agreement  on 
the  cessation  of  hostilities,  regulating  the 
Introduction  Into  the  country  Of  armed 
forces,  military  personnel,  and  of  all  kinds 
of  arms,  munitions,  and  war  materiel. 

37.  The  International  Commission  shall, 
through  the  medium  of  the  Inspection  teams 
mentioned  above,  and  as  soon  a4  possible 
either  on  Its  own  initiative,  or  at  the  request 
of  the  Joint  Commission,  or  of  one  of  the 
parties,  undertake  tbe  necessary  Investiga- 
tions both  documentary  and  on  the  ground. 

38.  The  ln£pection  teams  shall  ^bmlt  to 
the  International  Commission  the  fesults  ol 
their  supervision,  their  investigation  and 
their  observations,  furthermore  tbey  shall 
draw  up  such  special  reports  as  they  may 
consider  necessary  or  as  may  be  requested 
from  them  by  the  Commission.  In  the  case 
of  a  disagreement  within  the  teams,  the 
conclusions  of  each  member  shall  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Commission. 

39.  If  any  one  Inspection  team  is  unable  to 
settle  an  Incident  or  considers  that  ibere  is  a 
violation  or  a  tlu-eat  of  a  serious  vloliatlon  the 
International  Commission  shall  be  Itiformed; 
the  latter  shall  study  the  reports  and  the 
conclusions  of  the  Inspection  teams,  and 
shall  Inform  the  parties  of  the  pleasures 
which  should  be  taken  for  the  settlement  of 
the  Incident,  ending  of  the  violation  or  re- 
moval of  the  threat  of  violation. 

40.  When  the  Joint  Commission  Is  unable 
to  reach  an  agreement  on  the  interpretation 
to  be  given  to  some  provision  or  od  the  ap- 
praisal of  a  fact,  the  International  Commis- 
sion shall  be  Informed  of  the  disputed  ques- 
tion. Its  recommendations  shall  l>e  sent 
directly  to  the  parties  and  shall  be  notified 
to  the  Joint  Commission. 

41.  The  recommendations  of  the  Interna- 
tional Commission  shall  be  adopted  by  ma- 
jority vote,  subject  to  the  provisions  con- 
tained in  article  42.  If  the  votes  arf  divided 
the  chairman's  vote  shall  be  decisive. 
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The  International  Commission  may  formu- 
late recommendations  concerning  amend- 
ments and  additions  which  should  be  made 
to  the  provisions  of  the  agreement  on  the 
cessation  of  hostilities  In  Vietnam,  In  order 
to  insure  a  more  effective  execution  of  that 
agreement.  These  recommendations  shall  be 
adopted  unanimously. 

42.  When  dealing  with  questions  concern- 
ing violations,  or  threats  of  violations,  which 
might  lead  to  a  rtvumption  of  hostilities, 
namely : 

(a)  Refusal  by  the  armed  forces  of  one 
party  to  effect  the  movements  provided  for 
in  the  regroupment  plan; 

(b)  Violation  by  the  armed  forces  of  one 
of  the  parties  of  tht;  regrouping  aones.  terri- 
torial waters,  or  air  space  of  tbe  other  party; 
the  decisions  of  the  International  Commis- 
sion must  be  unaniqious. 

43.  If  one  of  the  parties  refuses  to  put  Into 
effect  a  recommendation  of  the  Intematlonal 
Commission,  tbe  parties  concerned  or  the 
Commission  itself  s:iall  Inform  the  members 
of  the  Geneva  Conference. 

If  the  International  Commission  does  not 
reach  unanimity  in  the  cases  provided  for 
in  article  42,  it  shall  submit  a  majority  report 
and  one  or  more  minority  reports  to  the 
memtsers  of  the  Coiference. 

The  InternationtJ  Commission  shall  In- 
form the  members  of  the  Conference  in  all 
cases  where  lu  ac-ivity  Is  being  hindered. 

44.  The  International  Commission  shsll  be 
set  up  at  the  time  of  the  cessation  of  hoatili- 
tles  in  Indochina  in  order  that  it  should  be  ^ 
able  to  fulfill  the  tasks  provided  for  in  article 
38. 

45.  The  International  Commission  for  Su- 
pervision and  Control  in  Vietnam  shall  act 
in  close  cooperatioM  with  the  International 
Commissions  for  Supervision  and  Control  In 
Cambodia  and  Laot. 

The  Secretaries-General  of  these  three 
Commissions  shall  be  responsible  for  co- 
ordinating their  work  and  for  relations  be- 
tween them. 

48.  The  Interna  tjonal  Commission  for  Su- 
pervision and  Cont'-o:  in  Vietnam  may,  after 
consultation  with  the  International  Com- 
missions for  Supervision  and  Control  in 
Cambodia  and  Lace,  and  having  regard  to 
the  development  of  the  sltustion  in  Cam- 
bodia and  Laos,  progressively  reduce  Its  ac- 
tivities. Such  a  d^lslon  must  be  adopted 
unanimously. 

47.  All  the  provisions  of  the  present  agree- 
ment, save  the  seccnd  subparagraph  of  arti- 
cle 11,  shall  enter  into  force  at  2400  hours 
(Geneva  time)  on  July  22,  1954. 

Done  In  Geneva  at  2400  hours  on  the  aoth 
day  of  July  1B64  in  French  and  In  Viet- 
namese, both  texts  being  equally  authentic. 

Ta -^U*  »0-BUTT, 

Vice  Minuter  of  National  Defense  of 
the  Democratic  Republic  of  Viet- 
nam (For  ttis  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  People's  Army  of  Vietnam). 
Brigadier  General  Deltdl, 

(For  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
French  Union  Forces  in  Indochina). 

Annkx  to  trc  AoaxamMT  on  thx  CaaaA-noM 
or  HosTn.rna8  nt  Vxctnam 

X.  DCLXNXATION  OF  THE  FEOVlatONAL  MILrrAXT 
DEMABCATION  XJICX  AND  THS  DXmUTAUZKO 
ZONK 

(Art.  X  of  the  Agreement;   reference  map 
Indochina  1/100,000) 

(a)  The  provlsl<maI  military  demarcation 
line  Is  flxad  as  follows,  reading  from  east  to 
west:  The  mouth  of  the  Song  Ben  Hat  (Cxia 
Tung  River)  and  the  course  of  that  river 
(known  as  the  Rao  Thanh  In  the  mountains) 
to  the  village  of  Bo  Ho  Su.  then  the  parallel 
of  Bo  Ho  Su  to  the  Laos-Vietnam  frontier. 

(b)  The  demllli.arlaed  aone  shall  be  de- 
limited by  Trung  Ola  MiUtary  Commission 
la  accordance  wltli  the  provisions  of  article 


X  of  the  agreement  on  the  cessation  of  hoa- 
tlllilcsin  Vietnam. 


onmui.  BKUKKATioiv  or 

nraLT  ASXAS 
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(Art.  15  of  the  agreement;  reference  maps, 
Indochina  1/400,000) 
(a)   North  Vietnam 
Delineation  of  the  Boundary  of  the  Provi- 
sional Assembly  Area  of  the  French  Union 
Foroes 

1.  The  perimeter  of  Hanoi  is  delimited  by 
the  arc  of  a  circle  with  a  radius  of  16  kilo- 
meters, having  as  its  center  the  right  bank 
abutment  of  Doumer  Bridge  and  running 
westward  tram  the  Red  River  to  the  Rapids 
Canal  m  the  northeast. 

In  this  particular  case,  no  foroes  of  the 
French  Union  shall  be  stationed  less  than 
2  kilometers  from  this  perimeter,  on  the 
Inside  thereof. 

2.  The  perimeter  of  Haiphoi^;  shaU  be  de- 
limited by  the  8ong-Van-Uc  as  far  as  Kim 
Thanh  and  a  tine  running  from  the  Song- 
Van-Uc  3  kilometers  northeast  of  Kim  Thanh 
to  cut  Road  No.  18.  2  kilometers  east  of  Mao- 
Khe.  Thence  a  line  running  3  kilometers 
luwth  of  Road  18  to  Cbo-Trol  and  a  straight 
line  from  Cbo-Trol  to  the  llong-Duong  ferry. 

3.  A  corridor  contained  between: 

In  the  south,  the  Red  River  from  Thanh- 
Trt  to  Bang-Nho.  thence  a  line  Joining  the 
latter  point  to  Do-liy  (southwest  of  Kesat), 
pia-Loc.  and  Tien  Kleu; 
'  In  the  north,  a  line  running  along  the 
R^ptds  Canal  at  a  distance  of  1,500  meters 
to  the  north  of  the  canal,  passing  3  kilo- 
meters north  of  Pha-Lai  and  Seven  Pagodas, 
and  thence  parallel  to  Road  No.  18  to  its  point 
of  Intersection  with  the  perimeter  of  Hai- 
phong. 

Nora. — Throughout  the  period  of  evacua- 
tion of  the  perimeter  of  Hanoi  the  river 
forces  of  the  French  Union  shall  enjoy  com- 
plete freedom  of  movement  on  the  Song- 
Van-Uc.  And  the  forces  of  the  People's  Army 
of  Vietnam  shall  withdraw  3  kilometers  south 
of  the  south  bank  of  the  Song-Van-Uc. 

Boundary  Between  the  Perimeter  of  Hanoi 
and  the  Perimeter  of  Halduong 
A  straight  line  running  from  the  Rapids 
Canal  3  kilometers  west  of  Chl-ne  and  end- 
ing at  Do-My  (8  kilometers  southwest  of 
Kesat). 

(b)   Central  Vietnam 
Delineation  of  the  Boundary  of  the  Provi- 
sional Assembly  Area  of  the  Forces  of  the 
Vietnam  People's  Army  South  of  the  Col 
des  Nuages  Parallel 

The  perimeter  of  the  central  Vietnam  area 
shall  consist  of  the  administrative  bound- 
aries of  the  provinces  of  Quang-Nagi  and 
Binh-Dlnh  as  they  were  defined  before  the 
hoetUltles. 

(c)  South  Vietnam 

Three  provisional  assembly  areas  shall  be 
provided  for  tbe  forces  of  the  People's  Army 
of  Vietnam. 

The  boundaries  of  these  areas  are  aa 
follows: 

1.  Xuyen-Moc,   Ham-Tan   Area: 
Western  boundary :  The  course  of  the  Song- 
Ray  extended  northwards  as  far  as  Road  No. 
1  to  a  point  thereon  8  kilometers  east  of  the 
Interaectloa  of  Road  No.  1  and  Road  No.  3. 

Northern  boundary:  Road  No.  1  from  the 
above-mentioned  Intersection  to  the  Inter- 
section with  Route  Communale  No.  0  sit- 
uated 27  kilometers  west-south-west  of 
Phanthlet  and  from  that  intersactlon  a 
straight  line  to  Kim  Thanh  on  the  coast. 

2.  Halne  des  Jones  Area: 

Northem  boundary:  The  Vietnam-Cam- 
bodia frontier. 

Western  boundary:  A  straight  line  from 
Tong-Blnh   to   Blnh-Tbanli. 

Southern  boundary:  Course  of  the  Fleuve 
Ant^leur  (Mekong)  to  10  kilometers  south- 


east of  Cao  Lanh.  rrota  that  point,  » 
straight  line  as  far  as  Ap-liy-Oten.  and  from 
Ap-My-Olen  a  line  parallel  to  the  S  kllame- 
ters  east  and  then  south  of  tbe  Tong  Doe-Loe 
Canal,  this  line  reaches  My-Hanh-Dong  and 
thence  Htug-Thanh-lCy. 

Eastern  boundary:  A  straight  line  from 
Hung-Thanh-SCy  running  northwarda  to  th* 
Cambodian  frontier  south  at  Dol-Bao-VoL 

3.  Point  Camau  Area: 

Northern  boundary:  The  8ong-Cai-km 
from  its  mouth  to  lu  Junction  with  the 
Rach-Nuoc-Trong.  thence  tbe  Raeh-Nuoo- 
TYong  to  the  bend  5  kllonoeters  nortbeaat 
ot  Ap-Xeo-La.  Thereafter  a  line  to  tbm 
Ngan-Dua  Canal  and  following  tbat  Canal 
as  far  as  Vinh-Hung.  Finally,  from  Vtnh- 
Hung  a  nmth-south  line  to  tbe  sea. 

Geneva  CoNrKasNca — Ikdochiiva 
Final  declaration,  dated  July  21,  1054,  of 
the  Geneva  Conference  on  the  problem  of  re- 
storing peace  in  Indochina,  in  which  the  rep- 
resentatives of  Cambodia,  the  Democratic  Re- 
public of  Vietnam.  France,  Laos,  the  People's 
Republic  of  China,  the  State  of  Vletnami,  the 
Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  RepubUca.  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  the  United  States  of 
America  took  part. 

lIC/43/Rev.     2,     21     JxUy     1054.     Original: 
French] 

1.  The  Conference  takes  note  of  the  agree- 
ments ending  hostilities  in  Cambodia.  Laoa. 
and  Vietnam  and  organizing  IntemattOQal       ! 
control  and  the  supervlsltm  of  the  executtaa 

of  the  provisions  of  theee  agreementa. 

2.  The  Conference  expreeeee  satisfaction  at 
the  ending  of  hostilitlee  In  Cambodia,  Laoa. 
and  Vietnam;  the  Conference  expreases  Its 
conviction  that  the  execution  of  the  ptovl- 
slons  set  out  In  the  present  declaration  •ayi 
in  the  agreements  on  the  ceesation  of  boa- 
tUltlee  will  permit  Cambodia.  Laoa,  and  Vlet- 
ruun  henceforth  to  play  their  part.  In  full 
independence  and  sovereignty.  In  the  peaoe- 
ful  community  of  nations. 

3.  The  Conference  takes  note  of  the  decla- 
rations made  by  the  Governments  of  Cam- 
bodia and  of  Laos  of  their  Intention  to  adopt 
measures  permitting  all  cltlaens  to  take  their 
place  in  the  national  community,  in  partteu- 
lar  by  participating  In  the  next  general  elec« 
tioiu,  which.  In  conformity  with  the  consti- 
tution of  each  of  theee  countrtea.  shall  take 
place  in  the  course  of  tbe  year  1056.  by  secret 
ballot  and  In  conditions  of  respect  for  fuxMla- 
mental  freedoms. 

4.  The  Conference  takes  note  of  the  clauses 
In  the  agreement  on  the  cessation  of  hos- 
tilities In  Vietnam  i»x>hlbltlng  the  Introduc- 
tion into  Vietnam  of  foreign  troops  and  mili- 
tary personnel,  as  well  as  all  kinds  of  arms 
and  munitions.  The  Ocmferenoe  also  takes 
note  of  the  declarations  made  by  the  Gov- 
ernments of  Cambodia  and  Laos  of  their 
resolution  not  to  reqttest  foreign  aid,  whether 
In  war  material,  in  personnel,  or  in  instme- 
tors,  except  for  the  purpoee  ot  tbe  effeetlva 
defense  of  their  territory  and.  tn  the  case  of 
Laos,  to  the  extent  defined  by  the  agreementa 
on  the  cessation  of  hostUltleB  in  Laoa. 

5.  Tbe  Oonfoence  takes  note  of  the  clauaea 
In  the  agreement  on  the  cessation  of  hos- 
tilities In  Vietnam  to  the  elTect  that  no  mUl- 
tary bcMs  under  the  control  of  a  foreign  state 
may  be  established  In  the  regrouping  Tmos 
of  the  two  parties,  the  latter  having  tbe  obli- 
gation to  see  that  the  aones  allotted  to  thena 
shall  not  constitute  part  of  any  military 
alliance  and  ahall  not  be  utlUaed  for  tlie 
restunptlon  of  hostllttlas  or  In  the  aervloe 
of  an  a^reealve  policy.  The  Conferenoe  alee 
takes  note  of  the  dedarattens  of  the  Qow- 
emments  of  Cambodia  and  Laos  to  the  eOset 
that  they  will  not  Join  in  any  agreetaent 
vrlth  other  statee  If  thla  agreement  ineludaa 
tne  obligation  to  partleipata  in  a  mUltary 
allianoe  not  In  conformity  with  ttie  prin- 
ciples of  ths  Charter  of  ths  United  Mattong 
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r.  la 


of  tmem,  wttb  tba  prlneiplfli 

ttm ilw  ct  Im- 

••  thatr  — ciotlty 

Laotlaa  tmrttorj  for 
tlM  mlUtvy  f orees  of  fONign  powwa. 

d.  Tta  OoHfitanae  tt -H"*—  tiut  the  m- 

■Hkttel  vupoM  «f  tlM  acrMBMBt  r*lstlxic 
to  TtmiTtir  la  to  aettte  a^lttorr  quMttooa 
wttb  a  Ttew  or  cndliv  hortnmM  amd  tliat 
tiM  flriBtoKjr  tfMMfcatkm  Una  li  pravlsMmal 
•Bd  ifcolil  aot  In.  any  vaj  ba  Intcrpretad 
a  poUtteal  or  tKHtorlal 
Oottf cranea  eTpnaaea  ita 
tta*  ttke  «aaeatlon  of  tba  provl- 
,  out  la  tta  praiant  dadaratton  and 
iB  tlia  aipaanMBt  on  tba  oOHatlon  of  hoa- 
tUltlaa  oMtaa  tba  naeeMary  liaala  fw  tbt 
achiarament  In  tbe  naar  future  of  a  political 
aattlamaat  la  Vlatiiam. 

7.  TlM  Otrnfacnoe  dedaraa  tbat.  ao  far 
aa  Vletnaia  la  oooeemed.  the  lettlement  of 
pt^tlcal  prottlema.  effectad  on  the  bada  of 
respect  for  tba  principles  at  Independence, 
unltj  and  tezrltorlal  integrity,  eball  permit 
tba  Vlatnamaae  people  to  enjoy  tbe  funda- 
maa  tal  traadoau,  guaranteed  by  democratic 
Institutlans  eetabliabed  aa  a  restUt  of  free 
general  elections  by  secret  ballot.  In  order 
to  insure  tbat  sufBeient  progress  in  the  res- 
toration nf  peace  baa  been  Biade.  and  that  all 
tbe  necessary  conditions  obtain  for  free  ex- 
piwsslijii  cC  tba  watlrmal  will,  general  elec-  I 
ttooa  sball  be  bald  la  July  1056.  under  tbe  \ 
at  aa  latemattonal  eoaunisslon 
e<  reprsasntatJTea  a<  tbe  member 
atatee  at  the  latamatlanal  Buparvlaory  Com- 
to  in  tbe  asraaasent  on  the 
fctton  of  liaacmtlas.  ConstUtationa  wiU 
bs  bald  oa  tbla  subject  between  tbe  com- 
peteat  lapreaantatlva  autborttlaa  of  tbe  two 
■OBSs  from  90  July  1B66  cmward. 

S.  Tba  pravlatona  ot  the  agreemcnta  on 
tbe  efssstinn  of  hostilities  intended  to  insure 
tbe  pceteeUon  of  Indlvlduala  and  of  prop- 
arty  must  be  most  strtetly  aj^ed  and  must. 
In  particular,  sllow  STeryone  in  Vietnam  to 
dadda  fra^y  in  which  tone  he  wishes  to 
live. 

9.  Tbe  eoB^etent  representative  authori- 
tlea  of  the  northom  and  southern  sones  of 
Vtetnam.  as  well  aa  the  autboritiea  of  Laos 
and  Caasbodla.  must  not  permit  any  In- 
dividual or  collective  reprisals  against  per- 
sons who  have  collaborated  in  any  way  with 
one  of  tbe  portlea  during  the  war,  or  against 
msmbers  of  such  persona'  families. 

10.  The  Conference  takes  note  of  the  dec- 
laration of  the  Oovemment  of  tbe  French 
BapobUe  to  the  effect  that  it  is  ready  to 
wlth^^sw  its  troops  from  the  territories  of 
Cambodia,  Laoa,  and  Vietnam,  at  the  re- 
queat  of  tbe  govemmenta  concerned  and 
within  periods  which  shall  be  fixed  by  agree- 

\%  between  the  parties  except  in  the 
where,  by  agreement  between  the  two 
parties,  a  certain  number  of  French  troope 
ahaU  remain  *at  n»eclfled  pointa  and  for  a 
spsdflad  time. 

11.  Tbe  Conference  takes  note  of  the  decla- 
ration of  the  Vtench  Oovemment  to  the  ef- 
fect that  for  the  aettlement  of  all  tbe  prob- 
lems connected  with  the  reestabllstament  and 
consolidation  d  peace  in  Cambodia,  Laos, 
and  Vietnam,  tbe  Reneb  Government  will 
proceed  tram  tbe  principle  of  respect  for 
tba  independence  and  sovereignty,  unity  and 
territorial  integrity  of  Cambodia.  Laos,  and 
Vietnam. 

13.  In  their  relations  with  Cambodia.  Laos, 
and  Vietnam,  each  mnnber  of  the  Geneva 
CoDferenea  umtertakas  to  respect  the  sov- 
srsignty.  the  independence,  tbe  unity  and 
the  territorial  tntagrtty  of  tne  above-men- 
tloned  states,  and  to  refrain  from  any  inter- 
ference in  their  iatemal  affain. 

IS.  The  members  of  the  Ccmference  agree 
to  consult  cms  another  on  any  question 
whtoh  may  be  ref«rred  to  thenk  by  tbe  In- 
tamsttooal  Supervisory  Commission,  in  or- 


to  atudy  such  measures  as  may  itrove 
Msary  to  insure  tbat  the  agreements  on 

the  ceesstion  of  hostilities  in  CambodU.  Laos. 

and  Vietnam  are  respected. 


OKMinrA  CoNiTsxiicB— Indochina 


or 


nacuuuTioir  bt  tbx  kotai.  govzxnmknt 

CAXBODIA 

(Reference:  Art.  3  of  tbe  final  declaratton) 
[IC/44  Rev.  1.  31   July   1954,  Original: 

French] 
Tbe  Ro3ral  Government  of  Cambodia, 
In  tbe  desire  to  insure  harmony  and  agree- 
ment among  the  peoples  of  tbe  kingdom. 

Declares  itself  reeolved  to  take  the  neces- 
sary measures  to  integrate  all  citizens,  with- 
out dlscrtminatlon,  into  the  national  eom- 
mnnlty  and  to  guarantee  them  the  enjoy- 
ment of  tbe  rights  and  freedoms  for  wbich 
the  constitution  of  the  kingdom  pro-vldts: 

Afllrms  that  all  Cambodian  citizens  may 
freely  participate  as  electors  or  candidates 
in  general  elections  by  secret  ballot. 

Okmkva  Conrxsncz — Indochina 

raCLASATION    BT    THE    SOTAL    GOVTXNMXNt    OF 
LAOS 

(Reference:  Art.  3  of  the  final  declaration) 

(IC/45   Rev.   1,  ai   July   1954,  Origin*!: 
French  I  • 

Tbe  Royal  Oovemment  of  Laos,  ) 

In  the  desire  to  Insure  harmony  and  ag ree- 
aaent  amoTig  tbe  peoples  of  tbe  klngdatn, 

Declares  Itself  resolved  to  take  the  neces- 
sary measures  to  integrate  all  citizens,  with- 
out discrimination.  Into  the  national  som- 
munlty  and  to  guarantee  them  tbe  enjoy- 
ment of  the  rights  and  freedoms  for  which 
the  constitution  of  the   kingdom   provides; 

AlBrms  that  all  Laotian  citizens  may  freely 
participate  as  electors  or  candidates  in  gen- 
eral elections  by  secret  ballot; 

Announces,  furthermore,  that  it  will  pro- 
mulgate measures  to  provide  for  special  rep- 
resentation In  the  royal  admlnlstratioti  of 
the  Provinces  of  Phang  8aly  and  Sam  Keua 
during  the  Interval  between  the  cessation  of 
hostilities  and  the  general  elections  of  the 
interests  of  Laotian  nationals  who  did  not 
support  the  royal  forces  during  hostilities. 

GnnEVA  CoNTEaxNCK — Indochina   ) 

BBCX.ABATION     BT    TMK    BOTAL     GOVXHNMENT    OT 
CAMBODIA 

(Reference:  Arts.  4  and  5  of  the  flnSl 
declaration ) 

[IC/4fl/Rev.  2,  Ju^y  21,  1954.  Cambodia. 
Original:  French) 

The  Royal  Government  of  Cambodia  Is 
resolved  i^ever  to  take  part  in  an  aggressive 
policy  and  never  to  permit  the  territory  of 
Cambodia  to  be  utilized  in  the  service  of  such 
a  policy. 

The  Royal  Government  of  Cambodia  will 
not  Join  in  any  agreement  with  other  states. 
if  this  agreement  carries  for  Cambodia  tbe 
obligation  to  enter  Into  a  military  alliance 
not  in  conformity  with  tbe  principles  of  tbe 
Charter  of  the  United  Nations,  or,  as  long 
as  its  security  is  not  threatened,  tbe  obliga- 
tion to  establish  bases  on  Cambodian  terri- 
tory for  the  military  forces  of  foreign  powers. 

The  Royal  Government  of  Cambodia  is 
reeolved  to  settle  its  international  disputes 
by  peaceful  means,  in  such  a  manner  as  not 
to  endanger  peace,  international  security, 
and  Justice. 

During  the  period  whicb  will  elapse  be- 
tween tbe  date  of  the  cessation  of  bostllitles 
in  Vietnam  and  that  of  the  final  settlement 
of  political  problems  in  this  country,  the 
Royal  Government  of  Cambodia  will  not  so- 
licit foreign  aid  in  war  material,  personnel, 
or  Instructors  except  for  tbe  purpose  of  tbe 
effective  defense  of  the  territory. 


h 


GEWXVA  CONITBSNCB — lNI>OCB^A 

BBCLABATION  OT  THZ  KOTAL  GOVXBNlSXNT  OW 
LAOS 

(Arts.  4  and  5  of  the  final  dccIarStlon) 

IIC/47/Rev,  1,  July  21,  1964,  Orl^nal: 
French) 

Tbe  Royal  Government  of  Laos  Is  resolved 
never  to  pursue  a  policy  of  aggression  and 
win  never  permit  the  territory  of  Laos  to 
be  used  in  furtherance  of  such  a  policy. 

The  Royal  Government  of  Laos  Will  never 
Join  in  any  agreement  with  other  states  if 
this  agreement  Includes  the  obligation  for 
the  Royal  Government  of  Laos  to  participate 
in  a  military  alliance  not  In  confora^ty  with 
the  principles  of  the  Charter  of  ttw  United 
Nations  or  with  the  principles  of  t|ie  agree- 
ment on  the  cessation  of  hostilities  or,  un- 
less its  security  is  threatened,  the  obligation 
to  establish  bases  on  Laotian  teriftory  for 
military  forces  of  foreign  powers. 

The  Royal  Government  of  Laos  la  resolved 
to  settle  its  international  disputes  by  peace- 
ful means  so  that  international  peace  and 
security  and  Justice  are  not  endangjered. 

During  the  period  between  tbe  cessation 
of  hostilities  In  Vietnam  and  the  final  set- 
tlement of  that  country's  political  problems, 
the  Royal  Government  of  Laos  wiU  not  re- 
quest foreign  aid,  whether  in  war  material, 
in  personnel,  or  in  instruct^,  except  for 
the  purpose  of  its  effective  territorial  de- 
fense and  to  the  extent  defined  by  the  agree- 
ment on  the  cessation  of  hostlUtiea. 

Geneva  Confebence — IndochIna 

DECLARATION    BT   THE  COVXBNMXNT  OF  THE 
FRENCH     REPUBLIC 

(Reference:  Art.  10  of  the  final  declaration) 
lIC/48  Rev.  1,  July  21,  1954.  original:  French) 
The  Government  of  the  French  llepubllc 
declares  that  It  Is  ready  to  withdraw  Its 
troops  from  the  territory  of  Cambodia.  Laos, 
and  Vietnam,  at  the  request  of  the  govern- 
ments concerned  and  within  a  period  wblch 
shall  be  fixed  by  agreement  between  the 
parties,  except  In  the  cases  where,  by  agree- 
ment between  the  two  parties,  a  certain 
number  of  French  troops  shall  rSmaln  at 
specified  pointa  and  for  a  specified  time. 

Geneva  Confebence — IndochIna 
declaration  bt  the  government  of  th« 
french   republic 
(P-^ference:  Art.  11  of  the  unal  declaration) 
IIC'49  Re  .  1.  July  21.  1954.  original;  French  I 
For  the  settlement  of  all  the  problems  con- 
nected with  the  reestabllshment  and  consoli- 
dation of  peace  In  Cambodia,  Laos,  and  Viet- 
nam,  thi  French   Government   will  proceed 
from  the  principle  of  respect  for  tttie  inde- 
pendence and  sovereignty,  the  unity  and  ter- 
ritorial   Integrity    of    Cambodia,    Laos,    and 
Vietnam. 


Geneva  Conference — Indochina 
draft  submitted  bt  the  dklxgatioh  of  thb 

state  of  vietnam 
(Amendment  for  Insertion  between  Art.   11 
and  present  Art.  12  of  the  declaration) 
[IC,50.  July  20,  1954.  original:   French) 
The  conference  takes  note  of  the  declara- 
tion of  the  Government  of  the  State  of  Viet- 
nam undertaking :  to  make  and  support  every 
effort  to  reestablish  a  real  and  lastifig  peace 
in  Vietnam;   not  to  use  force  to  resist  the 
procedures   for    carrying   tbe   cease-fire    into 
effect,  although  it  deems  them  to  be  incon- 
sistent with  the  will  of  the  nation;  to  pursue 
the  achievement  of  the  aspirations  of  the 
Vietnam  pe<^le  with  all  the  means  oonferred 
upon  It  by  tbe  national   Independence  and 
sovereignty  solemnly  recognized  by  France. 
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OamvA  CoairauHCa — DraocHnrA 

ACBKBMBWT  ON  TKS  OSaATBOH  OT  HOanLmSS 


(IC/51,  Rev.  1  July  ao.  19M.  Original: 
RvnCb] 

Compter  I — Cease-fire  mnd  evmeuutUm  of  for- 
eign  mrmed  /orcet  and  foreign  mititmrp  per- 
eonnel 

Article  1 
Tbe  oommandfTs  of  tbe  armed  forces  of 
the  partlas  in  Laos  shall  order  and  enforce 
tbe  oompleto  oetaatlan  of  aU  hoetlUtiaB  in 
Laoa  by  all  armed  foroaa  nnder  tbair  ccmtrol. 
including  aU  iizJts  and  perBonnel  of  the 
ground,  naval,  aitd  air  forcea. 

Article  9 

In  accordance  vrttb  the  principle  of  a  si- 
multaneous ceaat  -fire  throughout  Indochina 
the  ceasatlon  of  :30BtUities  shall  be  slmulU- 
neouB  throughout  the  territory  of  Laos  in  all 
combat  areas  anl  for  all  forces  of  tbe  two 
parties. 

In  order  to  prevent  any  mistake  or  mis- 
understanding and  to  ensvire  that  both  the 
c— ation  of  hoatlUtleB  and  the  dlaencage- 
ment  and  movenents  of  the  opposing  forces 
are  in  fact  slmul  taneoua. 

(a)  Taking  into  aooount  tbe  time  effec- 
tively required  -x>  tranamlt  the  cease-fire 
order  dovm  to  tbe  lowest  echelons  of  the 
combatant  forceti  on  both  aides,  the  two 
parties  are  agreed  that  the  complete  and  si- 
multaneous oeas(-flre  throughout  the  terri- 
tory of  Laos  ttuHl  become  effective  at  •  hours 
(local  time)  on  August  «.  IBM.  It  U  agreed 
that  Pekln  meantime  shall  be  taken  as  local 
time. 

(b)  The  Joint  Commission  for  Laos  shall 
draw  up  a  scbediJe  for  the  other  operations 

resulting  from  tbe  ceesatlon  of  bostilltiea. 

NOTX. — Tbe  cef.se-flre  shall  become  effec- 
tive 15  days  after  the  entry  Into  Xoroe  of  the 
present  agreement. 

Article  8 

All  oparattons  und  movements  enteiled  by 
the  ceasatlon  of  hostilltlee  and  regrouping 
must  proceed  In  i  safe  and  orderly  fashton: 

(a)  Within  a  cumber  of  days  to  be  deter- 
mined on  the  spct  by  tbe  Joint  Commission 
in  LaoB  each  party  shall  be  res^nalble  for 
removing  and  neutralizing  mines,  booby 
trapa.  ezploslvea.  and  any  other  dangerous 
substance  placed  by  it.  In  the  event  of  its 
being  impossible  to  complete  the  work  of  re- 
moval and  neutriiUzatlon  in  time,  the  party 
concerned  shall  mark  the  spot  by  placing 
visible  signs  theT>i. 

(b)  As  regards  tbe  security  of  troops  on 
the  move  foUowiiig  the  lines  of  communica- 
tion in  accordance  with  the  schedule  pre- 
viously drawn  up  by  the  Joint  Armistice 
Commission  in  laoa.  and  the  safety  of  the 
assembly  areas,  •letelled  measures  sball  be 
adopted  in  each  <:aae  by  the  Joint  Armistice 
Commission  in  Lsos.  In  partietilar,  while  the 
forces  of  one  party  are  wltbdrawtog  by  a  line 
of  communieatloii  passing  through  tbs  terri- 
tory of  tbe  other  party  (road  Or  waterways) 
the  roroee  of  the  latter  party  shall  provlalao- 
aUy  withdraw  2  kHometera  on  either  side  of 
such  line  of  communication,  but  in  such  a 
nutnner  as  to  avoid  interfering  with  the 
movement  of  tbe  civil  population. 

Article4 
The  withdraws  is  and  transfers  of  mlUtary 
forces,  supplies,  imd  equipment  shall  be  ef- 
fected   in    accordance    with    the    following 
principles: 

(s)  The  withdrawals  and  transfers  of  the 

mlUtary  foroee.  tunpUes.  and  equipment  at 
the  two  parties  shall  be  completed  within  a 
period  of  lao  dayn  from  the  day  on  which  tbe 
armistice  agreement  enters  into  force. 

The  tvro  partieu  undertake  to  communicate 
their  transfer  plans  to  each  other,  for  infor- 
mation. wltUn  at>  days  of  the  entry  into  force 
of  the  preaent  agreement. 


(b)  l%s  wltbdrawals  of  the  Vletaameaa 
Feople^  WotaaSasrs  from  Laoe  to  Vietnam 
abaU  ba  effaetad  by  provlneea.  Tbe  poattkm 
of  thoas  voluntaers  who  ware  settled  in  Laoa 
bsfcra  tbe  bostUitlm  staaU  form  tbs  subject 
of  a  special  oonTsntloo. 

(e)  The  routea  for  tbe  vrltbdrawal  of  tba 
f orees  at  the  Ftencti  Union  and  Ylrtnanwe 
People's  Volunteers  in  Laos  trmn  ».•«««»  ter- 
rltciy  sball  be  fixed  on  the  q;>ot  by  tbe  Joint 
Oommlaslon. 

(d)  Tbe  two  parties  shall  guarantee  that 
the  withdrawals  and  transfers  of  all  forces 
will  be  effected  in  accordance  with  the  pur- 
poees  of  this  agreement,  and  that  they  will 
not  permit  any  hoetUe  action  or  take  action 
of  any  kind  whatever  whicb  might  hinder 
such  withdrawals  or  transfers.  The  parties 
•haU  assist  each  other  as  far  as  possible. 

(e)  Whll^  the  withdrawals  and  transfers 
of  tbe  forces  are  proceeding,  the  two  parties 
shall  not  permit  any  destruction  or  sabotage 
of  any  public  property  or  any  atUck  on  the 
life  or  property  of  the  local  civilian  popula- 
Uon.  They  shall  not  permit  any  interfer- 
ence with  the  local  civil  administration. 

(f)  Tbe  Joint  Commisaion  and  the  Inter- 
national Commission  shall  supervise  the  Im- 
plementetion  of  measures  to  Insure  the 
safety  of  the  forces  during  withdrawal  and 
tranafer. 

(g)  Tlie  Joint  Commission  In  Laos  shall 
determine  the  detaUed  procedures  (or  the 
withdrawals  and  tranafers  of  the  forces  in 
accordance  with  the  above-mentioned  prln- 
ciplea. 

Article  5 

During  tbe  dsys  Immediately  preceding  the 
wae-flre  each  party  \indertakes  not  to  en- 
fSffs  in  any  large-scale  operstion  between  tbe 
tUne  when  the  agreement  on  the  nnsistlim 
of  hostilities  is  signed  at  Geneva  and  the 
time  when  the  cease-fire  oomes  into  effect. 

Chapter  il—^rohibitioH  of  the  i$Uroduction 
of  freth  troops,  military  pertonnel,  arma- 
vtenta,  sad  munition* 

Article  6 

With  effect  from  the  proclamation  of  the 
eeaae-flre  the  Introduction  into  Laos  of  any 
relnforcemente  of  troops  or  military  person- 
nel from  outside  Laotian  territory  is  pro- 
hibited. 

Nevertheless,  the  French  high  command 
msy  leave  a  specified  number  of  French 
military  personnel  required  for  the  traliUng 
of  the  Laotian  National  Army  in  the  territory 
of  Laos:  the  strength  of  such  personnel  shall 
not  exceed  1.500  officers  and  noncommis- 
sioned oOloers. 

Article  7 
Upon  the  entry  Into  force  of  the  preaent 
agreement,  the  esteblishment  of  new  military 
bases  U  prohibited  throughout  the  territory 
of  " 


ArUcle  g 

The  High  Command  of  the  French  forces 
shall  maintain  in  the  territory  of  Laos  the 
personnel  required  for  the  maintenance  of 
two  French  military  efitebliahmente,  the  first 
at  Seno  and  the  second  In  the  Mekong  VaUey, 
either  in  the  pravinoe  of  Vientiane  or  down- 
stream from  Vientiane. 

The  eflteetlves  maintained  in  theee  military 
eetaMlshmenta  shall  not  exceed  a  total  of 
S.500  DMn. 

Article  9 

Upon  the  entry  into  force  of  the  present 
agreement  and  in  accordance  with  the  dec- 
laration Boade  at  tbe  Oeneva  Conference  by 
the  Royal  Oovemment  of  Laoe  on  July  20, 
1964,  the  introduction  into  Laos  of  arma- 
ments, munitions,  and  military  equipment 
of  aU  Iciada  Is  prohibited,  with  the  exception 
of  a  spscltted  quantity  of  armamento  in  cate- 
gortas  apeetfled  as  necessary  tor  the  defense 
of 


Article  10 
Tbe  new  armamenta  and  mlUtary 

nrt  permitted  to  enter  Laoe  in  aeo 

with  the  terms  of  article  9  above  sball  rater 
Laos  at  the  foOowlng  points  only:  Lmmf- 
Prabang,  Ziet«-Klioaaag,^  ~ 
6.  BavannaKbet.  and 


Chapter  III— Disengagement  of  the  foree»-~ 
A»»embt9  areas— COnce  afratfcm  areas 

Article  11 

The  dlaengagement  of  tbe  armed  fcrees 
of  both  sides,  including  ooneentratkm  of  tba 
armed  foroes.  movementa  to  rejota  tbe  pro- 
visional asaeobty  areas  allottad  to  one  party 
and  provisional  withdrawal  saovemmits  1^^ 
the  other  psrty.  shall  be  completad  wltbm  a 
period  not  fxrieedliig  15  days  after  tbe  ceaes 
fire. 

AfUeam  la 

The  Joint  Comnfisslon  tn  Laoa  shall  fix  tbs 
site  and  boundaries:  Of  tbe  five  prorlakmal 
assembly  areas  for  tbe  reception  of  tbe  Vlst- 
nameee  People's  Volunteer  Fonea:  of  tbe 
five  provlaional  ssesmMy  areas  for  the  r«<- 
fxptlon  of  the  French  foroea  to  Laoa;  of  tba 
la  provisional  assemMy  areaa,  1  to  mtH 
prm-inee.  for  tbe  reception  of  tbe  llghtltif 
unita  of  "Pathet  Lao."  Tbe  focoea  of  the 
I*otlan  National  Army  shall  remain  la  ettu 
during  the  entire  duratton  of  the  operatSoiM 
of  dlaengagement  and  transfer  of  feralga 
forces  and  fighting  unita  of  "Patbat  Lao.* 

Article  IS 

The  foreign  f orcae  shaU  be  transferred  out«> 
side  Laotian  territory  aa  foUows: 

( 1 )  French  forces :  The  nench  foroes  will 
be  moved  out  of  I^oe  by  road  (akmg  routea 
laid  dowa  by  tbe  Joint  Oonuniasloa  la  Laos) 
and  also  by  air  and  Inland  wmtsrway; 

(3)  Vletnameae  Peopled  Volunteer  foioae; 
Tbeee  foroes  will  be  moved  out  of  Laee  by 
land,  along  routee  and  in  aeoardaace  witb 
a  schedule  to  be  determined  Iqr  ttie  JMat 
Oommlssion  in  Laoa  in  aeeordanos  wttb 
principle  of  slmultaneoua  wttbdrawid  of  far* 
eign  forces. 

Article  14 

Pending  a  political  setUemant.  tbe  fighting 
unite  of  "Patbat  Lao."  ooneentratad  to  the 
raovlaional  ssssmbly  areaa.  shall  saove  lata 
the  Provlncee  of  nwngsaly  and  Bam-Neoa, 
except  for  any  military  p— -^""iti  wbo  wlah 
to  be  demobillaed  where  they  are.  Tbey  wtU 
be  free  to  move  between  theee  two  Ptovlaeea 
in  a  corridor  along  the  frontier  betweau  I*oa 
and  Vietnam  bounded  on  the  eouth  by  tba 
Une  8<^  Kin,  Na  Mi-8op  flang.  Muong  Son. 

Concentration  shall  be  completed  vrlthia 
lao  days  from  the  date  of  entry  into  focoa  of 
the  present  agreement. 

Article  15 
Sach  party  undertakes  to  refrain  from  any 
reprisals  or  discrimination  against  p— yy^ 
or  organizations  for  their  activities  during 
the  hostilities  and  also  undertakea  to  guar- 
antee their  democratic  freedoms. 

Chapter  IV—Friaonera  of  ipmr  and  etvOim^ 
internee* 

Arti<^e  16 
The  Ilberstion  and  repatrlatlcm  of  all  pris-  • 
onov  of  war  and  civilian  internees  detained 
by  each  of  the  two  parties  at  the  coming  into 
force  of  the  preeent  agreement  shall  be  car- 
ried out  under  the  following  conditions: 

(a)  All  prisoners  of  war  and  ctvlUan  In- 
temeee  of  Laotian  and  other  nationatttlas 
captured  since  tbe  beginning  of  bostilltlaa  la 
Laioa,  during  military  operatlona  or  to  any 
otber  circumstances  of  war  and  In  any  part 
of  the  territory  of  Laoa.  shall  be  liberated 
within  a  period  of  80  days  after  the  data 
when  the  cesae-flre  comes  into  effect. 

(b)  The  term  "civilian  internees"  is  un- 
derstood to  mean  all  persons  who.  having  in 
any  way  contrlbutad  to  the  polltSEal  abd 
armed  strif s  between  the  two  parties^  bavo 


; 
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for  4hal  TCMon  or  kept  in  <to- 
\f9  tItOmr  partj  dwlac  the  period  «f 


(e)  All  fanliB  yckoncn  «C  «ur  o^tunA 

Hy  ettfcer  jpeety  abeU  be  eonraiMtared  to  tbe 

wbo  itall Jill*  tkaaa  eU  poartkle  eertf  new  Im 

proeeeOfaf  te  th«  dMtUuttlon  of  tbelr  Choice. 

Cke^ier  F— ^<*eeZle»eoi(« 

Artleto  17 
.Tbe  egmnaadan  of  tlie  Xoroee  of  the  two 
>«rWee  ISmU  tamm  HuA  peraona  under  theli 
n«eetlve  enmrnaixte  wbo  Yiolate  an  j  of  tbe 
prowtaloiui  of  tiM  pneent  egrewmeivt  ftx«  cuit- 
eMy  proniaHed     . 

Article  }a 
la  eeaee  la  vhtdk  13m  idaoe  of  burial  la 
known  and  the  odatence  of  graves  haa  been 
cstabUabed.  the  oonunaader  of  the  forcea 
of  etthe*  paitr  aliaU.  within  a  apeelfled  pe- 
riod eft«r  the  entry  into  force  of  tSie  present 
agreenieat»  pennlt  the  gzaves  aerrlce  of  the 
Other  par^  to  «it«  that  part  ot  LaoUan  tw- 
rttcrr  wukr  bki  milltuy  control  for  tbe  pur<* 
poae  of  fladtnc  and  ranorlnf  the  bodlee  of 
dace— d  vlUtary  pmwemnM  ef  Uiat  party. 
tnolimn^  the  bodlee  at  deceeeed  prtoonera  ot 
wax. 

Th§  MM  (Dommlaakm  ahall  fix  tba  pro- 
eednraa  bf  whldk  this  taak  la  carried  out  and 
the  ItaM  Uaatte  within  which  it  must  he 
eooipleted.    Tbe  coDunanders  ot  the  forces 

of   each   party   shall    «<r»TT>»¥iriT<i<»«^t-^    to    the 

other  all  InfOTmatlon  in  bis  possession  as 
to  the  plaee  of  btirial  cf  military  personnel 
of  the  other  party. 

Article  1» 
The  prsaani  agreewiwnt  dudl  apply  to  all 
the  annad-fttroae  cC  either  party.  Tbe  armed 
fersee  «(  ea^  party  ahaU  raveet  the  terri- 
tory under  the  mlUtwy  ccnxtrel  of  the  other 
par«7.  and  encage  In  no  hoatUe  act  agalaat 
the  other  party. 

^  Wot  the  punwee  of  the  preesnt  article  tbe 
word  '♦tssKltosj-  Includes  territorial  waters 
and  air  space. 

Article  ao 
The  ownmander  of  tlw  f CKas  of  tbe  two 
psrtlea  ahaU  aflord  fnil  protection  and  aU 
poaslWe  aaalstsnce  and  eooperattan  to  the 
Joint  ODmmlaslon  and  Ita  Joint  orsana  and 
to  the  Xntsmatkuial  OammteBlon  and  Its  in- 
speetton  teama  In  the  performance  of  the 
funetlQBB  and  taaks  taalgned  to  them  by  tbe 


Article  21 
Tbe  eosts  Involved  In  the  operation  of  tbe 
Jbtnt  Cammlsskni  and  Its  Joint  groups  *««i 
of  tbe  Zntematlonal  Oranmlsslon  and  Its  In- 
qMctton  teams  shall  be  shared  equally  be- 
tween the  two  partlee. 

Article  23 
Tbe  signatories  of  the  preeent  agreement 
and  thtfr  suooamors  in  their  functions  shall 
b*  reapdnalble  for  the  observance  and  en- 
f  oroemant  Of  tbe  terms  and  provisions  there- 
df.  The  fwrmaandei  ■  of  the  forces  of  the 
two  parties  shall,  wltbln  tbeir  respective 
oommanda,  take  aU  ctepe  and  make  all  ar- 
rangemaats  naoaaaary  to  insure  full  ccmpll- 
ance  with  aU  tbe  provisions  of  the  present 
agreonent  by  all  military  personnel  tmder 
their  command. 

Artlde  2S 

Tlw  proeeduree  laid  down  In  the  preeent 
'  ahaU.  vrhenever  neosssary.  be  ez- 
t  Iqr  the  eooamanders  of  tbe  two  parties 
If  Booaasary,  defined  more  apedflcally 
by  the  loint  Oommisalon. 

Chapter  Yl-~Jolnt  Commission  and  Intema- 
tUmat  ComminsUm  for  SupenHsUm  and 
Control  In  Laos 

Article  a« 

for  the  exBCtttlan  of  the 
<m  ^e   eeesation  of   toostilities 
ahall  reet  with  the  parties. 


Article  25  these  clauses.    Tbe  Joint  groups  ahall  follow 

An  bitematlonal  Commission  shall  be  en-  tbe  forces  in  their  movements  and  sball  be 

trusted  with  control  and  supervision  tover  disbanded  once  tbe  withdrawal  pl^os  have 
tba  i^ipUcatlon   of  the   provlalon»/orT:fie^"^««ii  carried  out. 

agreement  on  tbe  ceesatlon  of  ^bt^lUties  in  Article  29 

irSC  ^««'^^  ^SS?*^  "^  reprwentatlve.  ^h.  j^mt  Commission  and  tbe  Joiat  group. 

iiiSi5^S?£^J^!r~*'',!°*l'' .''''*  •^»"  ^  composed  of  an  equal  numSr  Sf 

Bsland.    It  shall  be  presided  over  by  the  rep-  representatlv^T^  the    ct^manda    (7  the 


Shall 


reeentatlve  of  India.    Its  headquarters 
he  at  Vientiane. 

Article  26 

Tpa  International  Commission  shall  set  up 
flZM  and  mobile  inspection  teams,  composed 
of  an  equal  number  of  officers  appointed  by 
each  of  tbe  above-mentioned  states. 

The  fixed  teams  sball  be  located  at  the  fol- 
lovrlng  points:  Paks«,  Seno.  Tch^pone.  Vien- 
tiane. Xleng-Kbonang,  Pbongsaly,  So]^hao 
(Province  of  Samneua).  These  pointi  of 
location  may.  at  a  later  date,  be  altered  by 
agreement  between  the  Oovemment  of  {.aoa 
and  tbe  International  Commission. 

Tbe  aones  of  action  of  the  mobile  tosmB 


parties  concerned. 

Article  30 

The  International  Commlsslod  shall, 
through  the  medium  of  the  li|spectlon 
teams  mentioned  above,  and  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, either  on  its  own  Initiative  or  at  tbe 
request  of  the  Joint  Oonunlssion,  or  of  on* 
of  tbe  parties,  undertake  the  necessary  in- 
veetlgations.  both  documentary  and  on  to 
ground. 

Article  31 

The  Inspection  teams  shaU  submit  to  tbe 

Internauonal  Commission  the  result^  of  tbelr 

supervision.  Investigation,  and  observations* 


ns 


sbaU  be  regions  bordering  the  land  frontiers     furthermore,  they  shall  dra*"'  up  sucb  special 


of  Laos.  Within  the  limits  of  their  zones  of 
action  they  shall  have  the  right  to  nSove 
ft«ely  and  sbaU  receive  from  the  local  civil 
and  military  authorities  all  facilities  they 
may  require  for  the  fulfillment  of  their  tasks 
(provls<ms  of  personnel,  access  to  documents 
needed  for  supervision,  summoning  of  wit- 
nesses needed  for  holding  inquiries,  the  secu- 
rity and  freedom  of  movement  of  tbe  inspec- 
tion teams,  etc.  *  *  *).  They  shall  havte  at 
their  disposal  such  modem  means  of  trans- 
port, obeervatlon,  and  communication  as 
tbey  may  require. 

Outside  tbe  acmes  (tf  action  defined  above. 
the  mobile  teams  may,  with  the  agreement 
of  the  command  of  tbe  party  concerned, 
move  about  as  required  by  tbe  tasks  assigned 
to  them  by  tbe  present  agreement. 

Article  27 
The  International  Commission  shall  be  re- 
spoiulble  tot  supervising  tbe  execution  by 
tbe  parties  of  tbe  provisions  of  tbe  preeent 
agreement.  For  this  purpose  it  shall  fulfill 
tbe  functions  of  control,  observation,  inspec- 
tion, and  Investigation  connected  vrith  the 
Implementation  of  the  provisions  of  the 
agreement  on  the  cessation  of  hostilities, 
and  shall  in  particular — 

(a)  Control  tbe  withdrawal  of  foreign 
fwces  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  agreement  on  the  cessation  of  hostilities 
and  see  that  frontiers  are  respected: 

(b)  Control  tbe  release  of  prisoners  of  war 
and  civilian  internees; 

(c)  Supervise,  at  ports  and  airfields  and 
along  all  tbe  frontiers  of  tiaos,  the  imple- 
mentation of  the  provisions  regulating  the 
introduction  mto  Laos  of  military  persodnel 
and  war  materials; 

(d)  Supervise  the  implementation  of  the 
clauses  of  the  agreement  on  the  cessation 
of  hostilities  relating  to  rotation  of  personnel 
and  to  supplies  for  French  Union  security 
forces  maintained  in  Laos. 

Article  28  | 

A  Joint  Oommisalon  shall  be  set  uji  to 
facilitate  the  implementation  of  the  clavses 
relating  to  the  withdrawal  of  foreign  foacee. 

Tbe  Joint  Commission  shall  form  Jeint 
groups,  the  number  of  which  shall  be  de- 
cided by  mutual  agreement  between  the 
parties. 

Tbe  Joint  Commission  shall  facilitate  the 
implementation  of  the  clauses  of  the  agree- 
ment on  tbe  cessation  of  hostilities  relating 
to  the  simultaneoxis  and  general  cease  fire 
In  Laoe  for  an  regular  and  irregular  anbed 
forces  of  tbe  two  parties. 

It  shall  assist  the  parties  in  the  imple- 
mentation of  tbe  said  clauses;  it  sball  ineure 
liaison  between  them  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
paring and  carrying  out  plans  for  the  Im- 
plementation of  tbe  said  clauses;  it  shall 
endeavor  to  settle  any  disputes  between  the 
parties  arising  out  of  the  implementation  of 


reporU  as  they  may  consider  necessary  or  se 
may  be  requested  from  them  by  tbe  Com- 
mission. In  tbe  case  of  a  dtsagreexnent 
within  the  teams,  the  findings  of  ea^b  mem- 
ber shall  be  transmitted  to  the  Commission. 
Article  32 
If  an  inspection  team  is  unable  |to  settle 
an  Incident  or  considers  that  there  Is  a  vio- 
lation or  a  threat  of  a  serious  viola|lon,  the 
International  Commission  shall  be  informed: 
the  latter  shall  examine  the  reports  4nd  find- 
ings of  the  inspection  teams  and  ahall  in- 
form the  parties  of  the  measurek  which 
should  be  taken  for  the  settlement  of  the 
incident,  ending  of  the  vioUtlon  or  removal 
of  the  threat  of  violaUon.  , 

Article  33 
When  the  Joint  Commission  is  ubable  to 
reach  an  agreement  on  the  Interpretation  of 
a  provision  or  on  the  appraisal  of  a  fact,  the 
International  Commission  shall  be  informed 
of  the  disputed  question.  Its  reoocamenda- 
tions  shall  be  sent  directly  to  the  parties  and 
shall  be  notified  to  the  Joint  Conmilasion. 

Article  34 

The  recommendations  of  the  Inteitiatlonal 
Commission  shall  be  adopted  by  tnajorlty 
vote,  subject  to  the  provisions  contained  in 
article  35.  If  the  votes  are  equally  divided. 
the  chairman's  vote  shall  be  decisive. 

The  International  Commission  may  make 
recommendations  concerning  amendments 
and  additions  which  should  be  made  to  the 
provisions  of  the  agreement  on  the  oessatlon 
of  hOBtlUtles  in  Laos,  in  order  to  ensure  more 
effective  execution  of  the  said  agreement. 
These  recommendations  shall  be  adopted 
unanimously. 

Article  35 

On  questions  concerning  vlolattons.  or 
threats  of  violstlons,  which  might  Ifad  to  a 
resumption  of  hostilities,  and  In  ptttlcular, 
(a)  refusal  by  foreign  armed  force*  to  eftect 
the  movements  provided  for  In  tlte  with- 
drawal plan;  (b)  violation  or  threat  ^  viola- 
tion of  the  country's  integrity  by  foreign 
armed  forces;  the  decisions  of  the  Intern*- 
tionai  Commission  must  be  unanimous. 

Article  96 

If  one  of  the  parties  refuses  to  piTt  a  rec- 
ommendation of  the  International  Commis- 
sion into  effect,  the  parties  concerned  or  tbe 
Commission  itself  shall  Inform  the  xpembcrs 
of  the  Geneva  Conference. 

If  the  International  Commission  does  not 
reach  unanimity  in  the  cases  provided  for 
in  article  35,  it  sball  transmit  a  majCrity  re- 
port and  one  or  more  minority  reporljs  to  the 
members  of  the  conference. 

Tbe  International  0(»nmisslon  shall  Inf  oraa 
the  members  of  the  conference  cf  all 
In  which  iU  work  is  being  hindered. 
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Article  S7 
Tbe  International  OommlsBlon  ahaU  be  set 
up  at  the  time  of  the  eeaaatlon  of  boaUlitles 
in  Indochina  in  order  that  it  may  be  able  to 
fullUl  tbe  taaks   prescribed  in  article  27. 

Article  S8 

The  International  Commission  for  Super- 
vision and  Contrcl  in  Laos  sball  act  in  close 
cooperation  with  tbe  International  Conunis- 
slons  in  Vietnam  and  Cambodia. 

The  secretarieft-general  of  these  three 
commissions  shall  be  responaltile  for  coordi- 
nating tbeir  work  and  for  relations  between 
them. 

Article  S8 

The  International  OommiBBlon  for  Super- 
vision and  Control  in  Laos  may,  after  con- 
sultation with  tlie  International  Commis- 
sions in  Cambodliv  and  Vietnam,  having  re- 
gard to  the  develC'pment  of  the  situation  In 
Canabodia  and  Vietnam,  progressively  re- 
duce its  activities.  Such  a  decision  must  be 
reduced  unanimously.  Tbeae  recommenda- 
tions shall  be  adopted  unanlmoiosly. 
Cliapt^  VII 
Article  40 

All  the  provisions  of  the  present  Agree- 
ment, save  paragraph  (a)  ot  article  2,  sball 
enter  Into  force  at  24  hours  (Geneva  time) 
on   22  July   1954. 

ArUcle  41 

Done  in  Geneva  (Switzerland)  on  30  July 
1934,  at  24  hours,  in  the  French  language. 


Okmkva  CoifrzBCMC 
ow  nti; 

ZM 


— iKOocnnvA 
TioM  oiT  Bosnunxs 


|IC,  52.  21  July.  1954  Original:  French] 

Chapter   1 — Princi,iles   and   conditions   gov- 
erning execution  of  the  Ceaae-Fire 

Article  1 
As  from  July  23.  1064  at  OtOO  hours  (Pekln 
mean  time)  complete  cessation  of  all  bosUll- 
tles  throughout  Cambodia  sball  be  ordered 
and  enfcH-ced  by  *Jie  oomnumders  of  tbe 
armed  forces  of  the  two  parties  for  all  troops 
aiul  personnel  of  'Jie  land,  naval  and  air 
forces  under  their  (X>ntrol. 

Aitlcle   2 

In  conformity  aith  the  principle  of  a 
simultaneous  cease-fire  throughout  Indo- 
china, there  shall  !«  a  simultaneous  cessa- 
tion of  hostilities  throughout  Cambodia,  in 
all  the  combat  areac  and  for  all  the  forces  of 
the  two  parties. 

TO  obvlste  any  mistake  or  misunderstand- 
ing and  to  ensure  that  both  the  ending  of 
hostilities  and  all  other  operations  arising 
from  cessation  of  hoetilltlea  are  in  fact  slnnil- 
taneous. 

(a)  doe  allowance  being  made  for  tbe  time 
actvially  required  for  transmission  of  the 
cease-fire  order  down  to  the  lowest  echelons 
of  the  combatant  forcea  of  both  aidea.  the 
two  parties  arc  agreed  that  tbe  complete  and 
simultaneous  cease-fire  throughout  the  ter- 
ritory of  Cambodia  sbaU  become  effective  at 
8  hours  (local  time)  on  7  August  1954.  It 
is  agreed  that  P^ln  mean  time  sball  be 
taken  as  local  time. 

(b)  Bach  side  shall  comply  strictly  with 
tbe  tlmetaMe  Jointly  agreed  upon  between 
the  parties  for  the  execution  of  all  opera- 
tions connected  with  the  cessation  of  hos- 
tUiUea. 

ArUcle  S 

All  operatlotis  and  movements  connected 
with  tbe  execution  of  tbe  cessation  of  hos- 
tilities must  be  carried  out  in  a  safe  and 
orderly  fashion. 

(a)  Within  a  number  of  days  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  commanders  of  both  sides. 
after  tbe  cease-fire  has  been  achieved,  each 
party  shall  be  responsible  for  removing  and 
neutrallxing  mines,  booby  traps,  explosives, 
and  any  other  dangerous  devices  placed  by 
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tt.  Should  tt  be  tiiiiMjsafhle  to  complete 
removal  and  aentraUaatlan  before  departure. 
th«  party  otmrfmaA  will  mazfc  tbe  spot  by 

placing  visible  signs.  Sites  thtis  cleared  of 
mines  and  any  other  obstacles  to  tbe  free 
Bkovetnent  of  tbe  personnel  of  tbe  Interna- 
tional Oommimlon  and  tbe  Joint  Commis- 
sion shall  be  notified  to  tbe  latter  by  tbe 
local  asilltary  commanders. 

(b)  Any  incidents  tliat  may  arise  between 
tbe  forces  of  the  two  sides  and  may  result 
from  mistafces  or  misunderstandings  shall 
be  settled  on  the  spot  so  as  to  restrict  their 
scope. 

(c)  During  tbe  days  immediately  preced- 
ing tbe  cease-fire  each  party  undertakes  not 
to  engage  In  any  large-scale  operation  be- 
tween tbe  time  when  tbe  agreement  on  the 
cessation  of  hostilities  Is  signed  st  Geneva 
and  tbe  time  when  the  cease-fire  comes  into 
eflfect. 

Chapter  II — Procedure  for  the  withdratoal  of 
the  foreign  armed  forcea  and  foreign  mili- 
tary personnel  from  the  territory  of  Cam- 
bodia 

Article  4 

1.  Tbe  withdrawal  outside  tbe  territory  of 
Cambodia  shall  apply  to: 

(a)  the  armed  forces  and  military  com- 
batant personnel  of  the  French  Union: 

(b>  tbe  combatant  formations  of  an  types 
which  have  entered  the  territory  of  Cam- 
bodia from  other  countries  or  regions  of  tbe 
peninsula: 

(c)  all  the  foreign  elements  (or  Cam- 
bodians not  native*  of  Cambodia)  in  the 
military  formations  of  any  kind  or  holding 
supervisory  functions  in  all  poUtical  or  mUi- 
tary.  administrative,  economic,  financial  or 
aocial  bodies,  having  worked  in  liaison  with 
tbe  Vietnam  military  units. 

2.  Tbe  wttbdrawala  of  the  forces  and  ele- 
ments referred  to  in  the  foregoing  para- 
graphs and  their  military  supplies  and  ma- 
terials must  be  completed  within  00  days 
reckoning  from  tbe  entry  into  force  of  tbe 
present  agreement. 

3.  Tbe  two  parties  shall  guarantee  that 
tbe  withdrawals  of  all  the  forces  will  be 
effected  tn  aooordanoe  with  the  purpoees  of 
the  agreement,  and  that  they  will  not  pennlt 
any  hostUe  action  or  take  any  action  likely 
to  create  difficulties  for  such  withdrawals. 
Tbey  shall  assist  one  another  as  far  as  pos- 
sible. 

4.  While  the  withdrawals  are  proceeding, 
the  two  parties  shall  not  permit  any  de- 
struction or  sabotage  of  pubUc  property  or 
any  attack  on  the  lUe  or  property  of  the 
Civilian  population.  They  shall  not  permit 
any  interference  with  the  local  civil  admin- 
istration. 

6.  The  Joint  Commission  and  tbe  Inter- 
natloaal  Superriaory  Commiaalon  shall  su- 
pervlae  tbe  execution  of  measures  to  Insure 
tbe  safety  of  tbe  forces  during  withdrawal. 

6.  Tbe  Joint  Commission  in  Cambodia  shall 
determine  the  detailed  procedures  for  the 
withdrawals  of  the  forces  on  the  basis  of  the 
above-mentioned  prlnclplea. 

Chapter  III — Other  questions 

A.  The  Khmer  Armed  Forces,  Natives  of 
Cambodia 

Article  5 
Tbe  two  parties  shall  undertake  that 
wlthm  80  days  after  the  oease-fire  order  has 
been  proclaimed,  the  Khmer  realstance  foroee 
SbaU  be  demobUlsed  on  the  spot;  simtiltane- 
ously,  tbe  troope  of  tbe  Royal  w^'w^r  Army 
shall  abataln  from  taking  any  hostile  action 
against  the  Khmer  resistance  foroee. 

Article  « 

The  situation  of  theee  nationals  shall  be 
decided  in  tbe  light  of  the  declaration  made 
by  tbe  delegation  of  Cambodia  at  the  Geneva 
Conference,  reading  as  follows: 

"The  Royal  Oovemment  of  Cambodia,  In 
the  desire  to  ensure  harmony  and  agrsement 
among  the  peoples  of  the  kingdom,  declares 


itaelf  reedved  to  take  the  ^ , 

to  mtegrate  aU  cltlnens,  vrlthout  dlscrlml- 
nation,  into  tbe  national  eommunity  and 
to  guarantee  tbem  tbe  enjoyment  of  ttM 
rights  and  freedom*  for  whieb  the  eonatl- 
tutlon  of  the  kingdom  provides;  alBrms  that 
all  Cambodian  dtlaena  may  freely  partici- 
pate as  electors  or  candidates  in  general 
elections  by  secret  ballot." 

No  reprisals  shall  be  taken  against  tbe 
said  nationals  or  their  families,  each  na- 
tional being  entitled  to  the  enjoyment,  with- 
out any  discrimination  as  eomparad  with 
other  nationals,  of  all  oonstltatlcnaal  guaran- 
ties concerning  the  protection  of  persons  and 
property  and  democratic  freedcms. 

Applicants  therefor  may  be  accepted  for 
service  in  tbe  regiilar  army  or  local  polloa 
formations  If  they  satisfy  the  condltiona  re- 
qtilred  for  current  recruitment  of  tbe  army 
and  poUce  corps. 

The  same  procedure  shaU  apply  to  tboee 
persons  who  have  returned  to  civilian  Ufa 
and  who  may  apply  for  civilian  employment 
on  the  same  terms  as  other  nationals. 

B.  Ban  on  the  Zntroduction  of  FTesh  Troop*. 
Military  Personnel,  Armaments  and  Muni- 
tions, Military  Basea 

Article  7 

In  accordance  with  the  declaration  made 
by  the  delegation  of  Cambodia  at  2400  laours 
on  July  ao.  IBM.  at  tbe  Geneva  Conferenee 
of  Foreign  Ministers: 

"The  Royal  Government  ot  Cambodia  will 
not  Join  in  any  agreement  wltb  other  states, 
if  this  agreement  carries  for  Cambodia  the 
obligation  to  enter  into  a  military  *iny»y<ff 
not  in  conformity  wltb  the  principles  of  the 
Charter  of  the  United  NattoBa.  or.  as  loi« 
as  its  security  is  not  threatened,  the  obUga- 
tioo  to  establish  bases  on  Cambodian  tatrt- 
tory  for  the  military  forces  cf  foreign  powera. 

"During  the  period  which  win  tf  apae  be- 
tween tbe  date  of  the  rossstlou  of  hostlll* 
ties  in  Vietnam  and  that  of  tbe  final  aettXe- 
ment  of  poUUcal  problems  In  tbis  country, 
the  Royal  Oovemment  of  Cambodia  will  not 
solicit  foreign  aid  \n  war  material,  peraon- 
nel.  or  instructors  except  for  the  purpoae  of 
the  effective  defense  of  the  territory." 

C.  Cinuan  Internees  and  Prisoners  of  War- 

Burial 

Article  8 

The  liberation  and  repatriatian  of  all  civil- 
ian internees  and  pristmem  of  war  detained 
by  each  of  the  two  parties  at  the  coining  mto 
force  of  the  in-esent  agraem«nt  ahaU  be  car- 
ried out  under  the  foUowing  conditions: 

(a)  All  prisoners  of  war  and  civilian  in- 
ternees of  whatever  nationality,  capttired 
since  the  beginning  of  hostilities  in  Csm- 
bocUa  during  mUitary  operations  or  in  any 
other  circumstances  of  war  and  in  any  part 
of  the  territory  of  Cambodia  shall  be  liber- 
ated after  the  entry  into  force  of  the  preeent 
armistice  agreement. 

( b )  The  term  "civilian  internees"  Is  tmder- 
stood  to  mean  ail  persons  who.  having  in  any 
way  contributed  to  tbe  political  and  armed 
struggle  between  the  two  parties,  have  baen 
arrested  for  that  reason  or  kept  in  d^tfntion 
by  either  party  during  the  period  of  hoa- 
tllltles. 

(c)  All  foreign  prisoners  of  war  capfcuzed 
by  either  party  shaU  be  surrendeiad  to  the 
appropriate  authoritlea  of  the  other  party. 
wbo  shall  give  tbem  all  poasible  SMistanoe 
in  proceeding  to  tbe  destination  of  their 
choice. 

Article  9 
After  the  entry  Into  force  of  the  prsaent 
agreement.  If  the  place  of  burial  la  known 
and  the  existence  of  graves  has  been  eatab- 
lished.  the  Cambodian  "««""«"ilfr  ahaU. 
within  a  apeelfled  period,  autluirlae  the  ex- 
humation and  removal  of  tbe  bodiee  of  de- 
ceased noilitary  psrsosnel  of  the  other  party* 
including  the  bodies  of  prisoners  of  war  or 
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t  and  Inarted  on  OMBbodlaa 

ttBtttOff, 

tbm  MtoX  Onmmlarion  shall  fix  tt«  pfoe»« 
tfuvw  toy  wMeli  ttUa  tMk  to  to  b*  ewrtaA  oat 
Itett  within  vhlBh  It  must  In 

Chmfit^  ir-^-JolHt  CommUtUm  rnnd  Intemm-' 
Noma  CtoNHiUnfoii  /or  SvjwrrMon  mnd 
Controt  i»  Cmmbodim 

ArtUi*  10 
BwpooalMmy  tor  tli*  eneutlan  of  Um 
•traMBMBton  th*  oe— itton  of  hostUltlM  shall 
rsst  with  thapartta*. 

Article  11 
An  Intanuitloiua  CommiMlon  shall  be  le- 
sp(Miatl4e  tor  oontrOl  end  supMrlelon  of  the 
appUeatkm  of  the  provisions  of  thf  4tgree« 
mant  on  the  eesaatlon  of  hostilities  In  Cam- 
bodia. It  ahall  ba  oompoaed  of  rapnaenta- 
tlves  of  the  foltowlng  Statee:  Canada.  India, 
end  Poland.  It  ahall  be  prcaMed  over  by  the 
repreeentattre  of  India.  Ita  headquarters 
shall  be  at  Pfanoin>Penh. 

Article  la 

The  fiitematlonal  Conunlaalon  «hall  aet 
up  fixed  and  mobile  Inspectkm  teams,  com- 
posed at  an  equal  number  of  olBcers  ap- 
pointed by  each  of  the  above-mentioned 
SUtes. 

Ttie  find  teams  shall  be  located  at  the 
foUowlnc  polnte:  Phnom-Psnh.  Kompong- 
Cham,  Krattt.  Svay-Rlent.  Kampot.  Theee 
polnte  of  location  may  be  altered  at  a  later 
date  by  agreement  between  the  Government 
of  Cambodia  and  the  International  Oom- 


Tbe  Bonea  of  aetlon  of  the  mobile  teams 
Shan  be  the  veglanc  borderlnc  cm  the  land 
and  aea  fironttara  «f  Oambodla.  The  mohUe 
teams  shall  hava  tiie  rli^t  to  move  fretfy 
wlthto  ttM  llaslts  of  tb^  Kmee  of  aetloa.  and 
they  ahaU  raestve  fr«n  the  loetf  dvU  and 
military  aotliorltlaa  all  f  aellltiai  ttiey  may 
reqiitae  for  the  fulfillment  of  their  tasks 
(provlalmi  of  personnel,  aooees  to  doeumenta 
needed  for  eoparvlslon,  sumnumlnc  of  wit- 
nesses needed  for  Inquiries,  security  and 
freedcnn  of  movement  of  the  Inapectkm 
teams,  etc.).  They  shall  have  at  their  dle- 
posal  such  modem  means  of  transport,  ob- 
servatlcm  and  oommtmlcatlon  as  ttiey  m*y 
require. 

Outside  the  aonee  of  aetlon  dtilned  above, 
fhe  mobile  teams  may.  with  the  acraement 
of  the  Cambodian  eommand.  move  about  as 
required  by  the  taska  assigned  to  them  under 
the  present  agraament. 

Article  19 

The  Zntematlonai  CtmmUsslon  tOttin  be  re- 
sponsible for  supervising  the  execution  by 
the  partlae  of  the  provisions  of  the  present 
agreement.  For  this  puipoee  It  shall  fulfill 
the  functions  of  control,  observation.  Inspec- 
tion, and  inveetlgatlon  connected  with  the 
tmplementatton  of  the  provUtons  of  the 
agreement  on  the  cessation  of  hostilities,  and 
shall  In  partleular:  (a)  control  the  with- 
drawal of  f ora^  forces  In  accordance  with 
the  provlBtons  of  the  agreement  on  the  ces- 
eatfon  of  hoctOttles  and  see  that  frontters 
are  raepaeted;  (b)  control  the  release  of 
prleouers  of  war  and  civilian  Intemeee;  (c) 
supervise,  at  porta  and  airfields  and  along  all 
tike  fnmtlen  of  Oambodla,  the  application 
at  the  Cambodian  declaration  concerning  the 
introduetlen  into  Cambodia  of  military  per- 
sonnel and  war  materials  on  grounds  of  for- 
eign asstotanee. 

Article  14 

A  Joint  commissicm  shall  be  set  up  to 
facilitate  the  incrementation  of  the  clauses 
relating  to  the  wltiidrawal  of  foreign  forces. 

The  Joint  oMnmlsslon  may  form  Joint 
groups  the  number  of  which  shall  be  decided 
by  mutual  agreement  between  the  pities. 

The  Joint  commission  shaU  feeUttato  the 
Implementation  of  the  clauass  of  the  agree- 


ment on  the  eissattop  of  hostHlties  rekitlng 
to  the  slBBUltaneone  and  general  cease-4re  in 
Cambodia  for  aU  regular  and  Irregular  «med 
foroee  Of  the  two  partiee. 

It  shall  assist  the  parties  in  the  impl«nen. 
toticm  of  the  said  clauses;  it  shall  ttisure 
liaison  between  them  for  the  purpose  of 
preparing  and  carrying  out  plans  tar  tte  im- 
plementotlon  of  the  said  clauses;  It  shall 
andeavor  to  settle  any  disputes  between  the 
parties  arising  out  of  the  Implementatkin  of 
these  clauses.  The  Joint  commlasion  may 
send  Joint  groupe  to  foUow  the  forces  In  their 
movonents;  such  groups  shall  be  disbanded 
once  the  withdrawal  plans  have  been  carried 
out. 

Article  15  I 

The  Joint  commission  shall  be  composed  of 
ah  equal  number  of  representatives  a$  the 
oomimuids  of  tl^  parties  concerned.    | 
Article  16  ' 

The  Intematicmal  CommUsion  sbaU. 
through  the  medium  at  the  inspection  teanos 
mentioned  above  and  as  soon  as  po^ble, 
either  on  its  own  initiative  or  at  the  request 
of  the  Joint  CcHunission  or  of  one  of  the 
parties,  tmdertake  the  necessary  investiga- 
tions both  dfxnunentary  and  on  the  ground. 

Article  17 

The  taupeeticm  teams  shall  transmit  to  the 
International  Commission  the  results  of  their 
supervision.  Investigations,  and  observations; 
furthermore,  they  shall  draw  up  such  special 
reports  as  they  may  consider  necessary  or 
as  may  be  requested  from  them  by  the  Com- 
mlsston.  in  the  case  of  a  disagreement 
within  the  teams,  the  findings  of  each  mem- 
ber shall  be  transmitted  to  the  Conunlsslon. 
Article  18  j 

If  an  Inspection  team  is  luable  to  settle 
an  incident  or  considers  that  there  is  a 
violation  or  threat  of  a  serious  violatioa,  the 
Intamattonal  Commlasion  shall  be  infoiyned; 
the  Commission  shall  examine  the  r«|K>rta 
and  findings  of  the  inspection  teams  and 
shall  Inform  the  parties  of  the  measures  to 
be  taken  for  the  settlement  of  the  incident, 
ending  of  the  violation  or  removal  of  the 
threat  of  vlolaUon.  i 

Article  19  1 

When  the  Joint  Commission  is  tmal4e  to 
reach  agreement  on  the  interpretation  of  a 
provision  or  on  the  appraisal  of  a  f  ac^  the 
International  Commission  shall  be  informed 
of  the  disputed  question.  Its  recommen- 
dations shall  be  sent  directly  to  the  pArtles 
and  shaU  be  notified  to  the  Joint  Commis- 
sion. 

Article  20 

Hie  recommendations  of  the  International 
Commission  shall  be  adopted  by  a  ma^lty 
voto,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  article  21. 
If  the  votes  are  equaUy  divided,  the  Chair- 
man's vote  ahall  be  decisive. 

The  Intematloiua  Conunlsslon  may  make 
reomnmendatlons  concerning  amendments 
and  additions  which  should  be  made  to  the 
provisions  of  the  agreement  on  the  cessation 
of  hoetiUties  in  CambcxUa,  in  order  to  insure 
more  tffeetlve  execution  of  the  said  agree- 
ment. These  recommendations  shall  be 
adopted  unanimously. 

Article  21 

On  questions  eon(^ernlng  violations^  or 
threats  of  violations,  which  might  lead  to 
a  resumption  of  hostilities,  and  in  partictilar. 
(a)  refusal  by  fcNreign  armed  forces  to  effect 
the  movements  provided  for  in  the  with- 
drawal plan,  (b)  VlolaUon  or  threat  of  viola- 
tion of  the  country's  Integrity  by  foreign 
armed  forces,  the  decisions  of  the  Interna 
tlonal  Commission  must  be  unanimous. ' 


1 


Article  22 

IS  one  of  the  parties  refuses  to  put  a  rec- 
ommendation of  the  International  Commis- 
sion into  effect,  the  parties  concerned  or  the 


Commission  Itself  shall  Inform  the  members 
of  the  Geneva  Conference. 

If  the  International  CcmunlssiaQ  does  not 
reach  unanimity  in  the  casee  provided  for 
in  article  21,  it  shall  transmit  a  majority  re- 
port and  one  or  more  minority  reports  to 
members  of  the  Conference. 

The  International  Commlsston  shall  in- 
form the  members  of  the  Conferehce  of  all 
cases  in  which  its  work  is  being  hindered. 
Article  23  T 

The  International  Commission  ihall  be  set 

up  at  the  time  of  the  oessatton  of  bostilitlea 

In  Indochina  in  order  that  it  may  be  abto 

to  p«-form  the  tasks  prescribed  In  article  IS. 

Article  34 

The  International  Conunlsslon  fbr  Super- 
vision and  Control  In  Cambodia  shall  act  la 
close  cooperstlon  with  ths  International 
Commissions  in  Vietnam  and  Laos^ 

The  Secretaries-Oeneral  of  th^ae  three 
Commissions  shsll  be  responsible  fir  coordi- 
nating their  work  and  for  relation^  between 
them.  I 

Article  25  I 

The  International  Commission  for  Super- 
vision and  Control  in  CambcxlU  i^y,  after 
consultation  with  the  International  Commie- 
sions  in  Vietnam  and  in  Laos,  ami  having 
regard  to  the  development  of  the  attuation 
in  Vietnam  and  in  Laos,  progressively  reduce 
its  activities.  Such  a  decision  must  be 
adopted  unanimously.  j 

Chapter  V — /mplem^nfafloli 
Article  20 
The  commanders  of  the  forcee  of  the  two 
parties  shall  insure  that  persons  udder  their 
respective  commands  who  violato  any  of  the 
provisions  of  the  present  agreement  are  suit- 
ably punished. 

Article  27 

The  present  agreement  on  the  cessation 
of  hostilities  shall  apply  to  all  ths  aroMd 
forces  of  either  party. 
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Article  28 

The  commanders  of  the  forces  oi  the  two 
parties  shall  afford  full  protection  »mi  all 
possible  assistance  and  cooperation  to  the 
Joint  Commission  and  to  the  Inte|>natlonal 
Commission  and  Its  inspection  teams  in  the 
performance  of  their  functions. 


Article  29 

The  Joint  Commission,  composed  of  an 
equal  number  of  representatlvW  ~of  the 
commands  of  the  two  parties,  f'Hfil  assist 
the  parties  Ih  the  implementation  ef  all  the 
clauses  of  the  agreement  on  the  cematlon  of 
hostilities.  Insure  liaison  between  ths  two 
parties,  draw  up  plans  for  the  Implemento- 
tlon  of  the  agreement,  and  endeavor  to  settia 
any  dispute  arising  out  of  the  Implementa- 
tion of  the  said  clauses  and  plans. 

Article  80 
The  costs  Involved  in  the  operatidn  of  the 
Joint  Commission  shall  be  shared  equally 
between  the  two  parties. 

Article  31 

The  signatories  of  the  present  atreeraent 
on  the  cessation  of  hostilities  and  tKeir  suc- 
cessors in  their  functions  shall  b«  respon- 
sible for  the  obeervance  and  enforcement  of 
the  terms  and  provisions  thereof,  -^be  com- 
manders of  the  forces  of  the  two  partlee 
shall,  within  their  respective  commapds,  toke 
all  steps  and  make  all  arrangemenis  neces- 
sary to  insure  full  compliance  with  all  the 
provisions  of  the  present  agreement  by  aU 
personnel  under  their  command. 


Article  32 

The  procedures  laid  down  in  the  present 
agreement  shall,  whenever  necessary,  be  ex- 
amined by  the  commands  of  the  tw0  parties 
and.  if  necessary,  defined  more  speclAcally  by 
the  Joint  Commission, 


ArUcle  33 

All  the  proviaions  of  the  preeent  agreement 
shall  enter  into  force  at  00  hours  (Geneva 
time)  cm  23  July  1054. 

Done  at  Geneva  on  30  July  1054. 

Ta-QUAMO-BCTTT, 

Vice  Minister  of  National  Defense 
o/  the  Democratic  JtcpuMtc  o/ 
Vietnam, 
(For  the  commander  in  chief  of  the  units 
of  the  Khmer  resistance  forces  and  for 
the  (XMnmander  In  c:hlef  of  the  Vietnam- 
ese military  imlts). 

OxN.  Nhxkk  TtoTTLOiva 
(For  the  commander  in  chief  of  the  Khmer 
national  armed  farces). 


Afpxmsix  n 

BiocsAPBixs  or  VaaxotTs  Pbuonacus  im 

Imdochima 

vncnvAicxsK 

Boo  I>af ,  Chief  of  State  of  Vietnam 

Prior  to  the  end  of  World  War  n.  Bao  Dal 
was  Bmperor  of  Annam,  then  a  protectorate 
of  France.  He  ascended  the  imperial  throne 
of  Annam  In  1920  at  the  age  of  13.  In  1045 
Bao  Dal  abdicated  the  throne,  and  the  em- 
pire of  Annam  became  extinct  as  a  political 
entity.  For  a  few  months  in  1945  and  1940 
Bao  Dai  served  as  "supreme  adviser"  for  the 
government  of  Ho  Chi  Ulnh,  then  established 
in  Hanoi,  but  in  the  spring  of  1940  he  went 
to  Hong  Kong,  where  he  remained  for  several 
years  in  exile.  In  1949  he  c»ncluded  an 
agreement  with  France  to  establish  the  Stato 
of  Vietnam,  of  whicb  he  Is  sovereign,  ruling 
with  the  UUe  of  Chief  of  Stato.  His  wife,  the 
Empress  Nam  Phuong.  has  been  living  in 
France  for  some  Ume  with  their  children. 
Bao  Dal  has  also  been  Uving  In  France  since 
AprU  1954. 

Kgo  Dinh  Diem.  President  of  the  Council  of 
Ministers  of  the  State  of  Vietnam 

Bom  in  Hue  in  1901.  Diem  belcrngs  to  an 
old  and  distinguished  Mandarin  family  of 
central  Vietnam.  After  graduating  from  the 
Hanoi  School  of  Administration,  he  entered 
the  mandarinate  and  rose  rapidly  to  become 
Province  Chief  in  1930.  In  this  capacity  he 
is  said  to  have  used  very  drastic  measures  to 
repress  revolutionary  activities  in  his  prov- 
ince. In  1933  he  headed  a  commiSBlon  to 
Investigate  charges  of  corruption  in  the  An- 
namese  administration,  and  In  1933  he  be- 
came Minister  of  the  Interior  under  the  new 
Kmperor  of  Annam,  Bao  Dai. 

When  the  reform  program  he  believed  in 
was  shelved.  Diem  promptly  resigned  and 
went  into  political  retirement,  part  of  which 
he  spent  In  Japan. 

After  the  March  9,  1945.  Japanese  coup  In 
Indochina.  Diem  ttimed  down  an  offer  to 
form  a  new  government  iinder  Bao  Dal 
(sponsored  by  the  Japanese)  and  a  later  offer 
to  serve  as  Ho  Chi  Mlnh's  Minister  of  Interior. 

The  Vietmlnh  arrested  Diem  in  September 
1945  and  released  him  in  March  1940.  at 
which  time  he  went  toto  hiding  In  HanoL 
Prom  1947  to  1949  he  played  an  active  role 
in  negotiations  for  Bao  Dai's  return  to 
power.  Recognized  throughcmt  Vietnam  as 
the  most  Important  true  nationalist.  Diem 
was  able  to  rally  much  support  to  what 
seemed  then  to  be  the  answer  to  Vietnamese 
nationalist  aspirations. 

However,  Diem  favored  a  bilateral  alllancx 
with  France  (rather  than  membership  in  the 
French  Union  as  then  ccmcxlved ) .  and  op- 
posed the  continued  presence  of  French 
Army,  police,  and  secnuity  systems  as  Incom- 
patible with  Vietnamese  sovereignty. 

In  disagreement  with  the  policies  of  Bao 
Dal  and  the  French  authorities.  Diem  conse- 
quently refused  Bao  Dai's  offer  to  lead  or 
support  a  Vletoamese  government  set  up  to 
accordance  with  the  Franco-Vletname 
agreemenu  of  March  8.  1940. 


Diem  went  into  self-imposed  exUe  to 
France.  Belgium,  the  United  SUtes  (2  years) . 
However,  to  Jtme  1954.  after  the  fall  of  Dlen 
Blen  Ph\i.  and  while  the  Geneva  Conference 
was  still  in  process.  Diem  was  given  full 
powers  by  Chief  of  State  Bao  Dal  (then  resid- 
ing to  France),  and  returned  to  form  a  new 
government  which  took  office  July  6,  1954. 
and  was  s(x>n  faced  with  implementotlon  of 
the  Geneva  agreement  of  July  23.  1954,  whlc^h 
partittoned  Vietnam  at  the  17to  parallel,  and 
started  the  flow  of  refugees  from  the  Viet- 
mlnh area  to  toe  north,  to  free  Vietnam  to 
the  south. 

Family:  His  father,  Ngo  Dinh  Khal.  was 
Minister  of  Rites  at  the  Imperial  0>urt  of 
Annam  and  Lord  Cbamberlaln  to  tbe  Km- 
peror  Thanh  Thai.  His  eldest  brotoer,  Ngo 
Dinh  Khol.  Province  Chief  of  Quang  Nam 
Province,  was  klUed  by  the  Viet  Minh  to 
August  1945,  together  with  the  letter's  son 
Ngo  Dlnb  Huan.  Anotber  brother  U  Ngo 
Dinh  Thuc  Bishop  of  Vlnh  Long,  South 
Vietnam,  cme  of  the  best-known  members  of 
the  Vietnamese  Catoollc  hierarchy.  The 
three  remaining  brothers  are  Ngo  Dinh  Nhu. 
an  archivist  and  paleographer  by  profession 
and  a  prominent  CatooUc  nationalist,  Ngo 
Dinh  Dlem^  alter  ego  at  the  Presidential 
Palace  Ngo  Dtoh  Luyen,  who  has  served  Bao 
Dal  at  various  times  and  now  acrts  as  a  rov- 
tog  ambaasador  and  his  brother's  eyes  and 
ears  to  Paris,  Geneve,  Cannes,  and  elsewhere; 
and  Ngo  Dinh  Can,  who,  with  toe  mother, 
sUU  lives  in  Hue. 

Diem  is  a  bachelor,  an  totollectual  and 
CathoUc. 

Tron  Van  Do,  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs 

tBrother  of  the  Vietoamese  Ambassador  to 
the  United  Stotes,  Tran  Van  Chuong.  Dr.  Do 
betongs  to  a  distinguished  family  of  Ccx^hto- 
chj^ese  orlgto,  long  resident  to  north  Viet- 
nam. 

He  studied  medicine  to  France,  practiced 
to  Saigon,  and  was  mobiliaed  as  first  chief  of 
the  Vletoamese  Army  Medical  Corps  with 
toe  rank  of  cx>lonel. 

Or.  Doli  present  position  is  his  first  gov- 
ernment post. 

Nffugen  Van  Hinh.  major  general,  chief  of 
staff,  Vietnamese  National  Army 
Born  to  1910,  Hinh  is  toe  son  of  former 
President  Tarn.  During  World  War  H.  Gen- 
eral Hinh  served  as  a  lieutenant  colonel  to 
the  French  Air  Force.  After  1949  he  held 
a  number  of  positlcms  to  the  Vietnamese 
Government.  He  was  appototed  brigadier 
general  to  toe  Vietnamese  NaUonal  Army 
and  named  to  his  present  position  as  chief 
of  staff  to  1962.  His  wife,  a  Frenchwoman, 
is  active  to  toe  social-welfare  work  of  the 
Vietnamese  National  Army. 

Prince  Buu  hoc.  High  Commissioner  of 
Vietnam  in  France 

Bom  August  23,  1914,  at  Hue,  central  Viet- 
nam. Member  of  toe  former  Imperial  family 
of  Annam,  descendant  of  toe  Emperor  Ola- 
long  and  cousin  of  His  Majesty  Bao  Dal. 
Doctor  of  political  and  econcnnlc  science. 
Chairman  of  Vletoamese  delegation  of  1948- 
49  conference  preceding  slgnat\u-e  of  the 
Franc»-Vletoamese  accxirds  of  Marc^h  8.  1949. 
Director  of  the  Imperial  Cabtoet  at  Dalat, 
1949-50.  Director  of  the  Imperial  Cabinet 
at  Paris.  1050-62.  First  High  Commissioner 
of  Vietnam  to  France.  1952-53:  Elevated  to 
personal  rank  of  Ambassador  of  Vietnam 
July  37,  1952,  and  presented  credentials  to 
President  of  Fren<:h  Union  on  September  10, 
1953.  Special  Imperial  envoy  charged  with 
the  organization  of  toe  Vletoamese  National 
Congress.  October  1953.  Designated  by  Bao 
Dal  to  form  government  December  1953,  he 
assumed  office  January  1954.  His  govern- 
ment was  replaced  by  toe  Diem  government 
in  July  1964.  Buu  Loc  Is  currently  High 
Commlssicmer  of  Vletoam  in  France. 


Nguyen  Van  Tarn,  former  President  of  tfce 
Government  of  Vietnam,  and  Minister  •# 
the  Interior 

Former  President  Thm  rose  to  that  p^ttffa 
through  a  life  of  Government  service,  having 
worked  for  many  jrears  to  ths  n«nch  eolaslal 
admtoistratton  of  prewar  nnfi>i»mt>tTn  (bow 
Sou  to  Vietnam) .  Following  the  lecatahUah- 
ment  of  Ftench  control  to  on^'Ht^^K^na  la 
1945,  he  becramc  active  to  the  now  defunct 
Coc:htochlna  separatist  movement,  which  ad- 
vocated the  establishment  of  an  independ- 
ent Republic  of  CcMzhtodiina. 

In  IMO  Tam  became  Director  of  the  Na- 
tional Security  Service  (SureM)  of  Vietnam. 
Rising  througb  a  •ertee  at  i^fpototoaentB.  be 
was  named  to  June  1063  to  the  poet  of  Preai- 
dent  of  the  Government  (equivalent  to 
Prime  Minister),  whi^  poeitton  he  held 
along  with  toe  poet  of  Minister  of  toe  In- 
terior until  his  government  waa  replaced  fey 
tbat  of  Buu  Ijoe  In  January  lOM. 

Former  President  Tain  was  t)am  to  Oochln- 
chtoa  to  1895.  He  is  a  widower.  Of  hto 
children,  one  daughter  remains  unmarried/ 
and  his  son.  Gen.  Nguyen  Van  Hinh.  is  chief 
of  staff  of  toe  Vietnamese  National  Army. 
Tran  Van  Huu,  former  President  of  tha 
Council  of  Ministers 

Bom  to  1800  at  Vlnh  Long.  Souto  Vletoam. 
Tran  Van  Huu  studied  to  Saigon  and  then 
went  to  Norto  Africa,  where  he  received  the 
diploma  of  agricultural  eogtoeer.  Betuin-i 
tog  to  todochina.  he  obtained  posts  first  In 
the  agrlctiltural  service  and  thm  to  toe, 
Credit  Fonder,  a  land-mortgage  bank.  Ba 
was  elected  to  varlotu  ocmsultotive  coundto 
to  toe  prewar  period,  and  also  served  to  Usa 
provisional  government  of  toe  Republic  of 
Cochtochtoa.  In  July  1949,  he  became  Gov- 
ernor of  Souto  Vietnam  to  Bao  Dai's  gov- 
ernment, continuing  to  serve  under  Nguyen 
Phan  Long,  and  toen  was  anx>toted  Piael- 
dent  of  toe  Council  of  Ministers.  Itareign 
Minister,  and  Minister  of  National  Defease 
on  May  8.  1950.  As  Prime  Mtolstcr,  he  led 
toe  Vletnameee  delegatlcm  to  toe  San  Fran* 
c:lscx>  Conference  of  1961.  In  Jtme  of  lOfS 
he  was  replaced  as  Prime  Minister  by  Nguyen 
Van  Tam. 

Nguyen  Van  Xuan.  general  in  the  French 
Army 

Xuan  is  toe  only  Vietnamese  officer  to 
have  attained  toe  rank  of  general  to  toe 
Frenc^h  Army. 

Bom  to  1892.  to  Cochtochtoa.  he  was  toe 
first  Vletnameee  admitted  to  the  Paris  Bcdla 
Polytectonlque.  He  became  a  French  dtiaen. 
fought  to  World  War  I.  and  cUstinguiahed 
himself  at  Verdun. 

In  World  War  n,  he  was  chltf  of  toe  Se 
bureau,  and  served  to  the  military  section 
of  the  Mtoistry  of  Oolcmiss.  He  was  impris- 
oned bn^ly  during  the  French  retreat  to 
1940.  was  released,  and  returned  to  Indo- 
chtoa  in  1941.  In  1942,  he  was  subdirector 
of  artillery  of  Cochlnchina-Cambcxiia  (as  an 
officer  in  toe  French  Army). 

He  refused  the  Japaneee  c»ffer  of  head  o( 
toe  Mtoistry  of  War  to  a  puppet  govanunent. 
After  toe  March  1046  coup,  he  waa  Imprto- 
cmed  to  Hanoi  untu  toe  Japaneee  sunendv. 

He  refused  to  take  part  to  toe  Viet  Mlnh 
Government  of  Augiist  1946. 

General  Xuan  organiaed  native  armiee  to 
Cambodia  and  Laos.  He  heeded  the  Cochto- 
chtoa delegations  to  toe  Dalat  cx>nfet«noea, 
to  1940. 

In  1940,  he  became  lOnister  of  Naticmat 
Defense,  and  Vice  President  of  the  first  pro- 
visional  government  under  Nguyen  Van  Tinh. 
tben  Vice  President  under  Le  Van  fn^-**  in 
1947,  and  finally  President  and  Minister  of 
Interior  and  of  Naticmal  Defense  of  toe  Pro- 
visional Central  Government  to  liMO.  He 
participated  In  toe  Bale  d'Along  meeting  and 
worked  untlrtogly  for  the  return  of  Bao  DaL 
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bitt  iaattll  actlva  In  poUtka. 

liaa  a  Ttmth  wlfa.    Hi 

almoat   no  Vlat- 

qwnt  moat  of  Itla  Ule  In 


JVjrvyeti  FMn  £0119,  former  President  0/  Me 
CoMiiea  0/ JTiniitert 

Xrf»C.  JoumaUat  and  Preaidant  of  tha 
Council  of  Minlateca  In  1080,  la  a  Tataran  90I- 
Itldan  wlio  iiaa  baeoma  ona  of  Vlatnamii 
aldar  atatwnin  Bom  in  Banal  In  1880  ot 
Coehlttchinaaa  parental  Long  Iiaa  ^pent  moat 
0<  bla  Ufa  In  ttea  aouth.  Af tar  attending  ecA- 
laga  In  Banal,  Ita  waa  amployad  in  tlia  Ranch 
Cuataaa  Adaslnlatratlon  and  than  founded 
tha  oonaarratlva  Canatttutlonallat  Party,  mm 
suhaaquantly  baeama  tha  ownar  of  a  boya' 
aehool.  which  he  acid  in  1830  to  enter  the 
nawapapar  llald.  gaining  the  reputation  of 
being  one  of  the  county's  best  Joumallsta. 
Be  aarred  00  Tarloua  oonsultative  councils  in 
the  prewar  period,  and  presumably  con- 
tinued his  newspaper  work  during  World 
War  n  and  afterward.  After  6  months  aa 
Foreign  ifiniater  under  Bao  Dal,  Long  a«- 
aumad  tha  pramlsrship  in  January  ISOO,  but 
friction  with  the  oooaemtlTe  nationalist 
Dal  Viet  party  eontributed  to  the  cabinet's 
downfall  a  few  months  later.  Since  then  he 
haa  not  aetlvaly  participated  in  Joumallam 
or  in  polities,  although  he  was  a  delegate  to 
the  national  congrsas  held  in  mid-October 
Its*. 

Long  la  a  eotnaerrmtlTe  nationalist  who  af 
fliat  favotad  Ho  Chi  mnh,  but  who  changed 
his  attitude  completely,  backing  Bao  Dai 
when  Bo's  Communist  alleglanoe  became 
clear.  Ha  now  has  little  following  among 
^etnameae,  and  hla  age  is  a  deto^lng  fac- 
tor on  his  futvlre  rOle.  Be  speaks  excellent 
R«n<^.  Be  belonga  to  a  sect  of  the  CBo 
Dal  religion  mmsidered  heretical  by  the  Cao 
Dal  pope. 

Phtm  Huf  Quat.  former  Minister  of  National 
Defense  in  Long.  Tarn,  and  Buu  Loe  gov- 
ernments 

Bom  July  1,  1900.  in  the  ProTlnee  of  Ba- 
Tlnh.  Central  Vietnam.  Son  of  a  landowner 
who  was  alao  a  doctor  of  letters.  Admitted 
to  the  Faeult*  de  lIMedne  of  the  Univer- 
sity of  Banoi  In  1880  and  received  his  doc- 
toral degree  in  1086  with  a  gold  medal  for 
the  eseeUenoe  of  his  thesis.  He  was  one 
of  the  founders  and  the  flrst  tiected  presi- 
dent of  the  AsBOCiation  CMntrale  dea  Stu- 
dlanta  of  the  UnlTerslty  of  Banol  in  1030; 
In  this  capacity  he  devoted  himself  to  bring- 
ing together  students  from  north  and  south 
Vietnam.  Wtam  1936  to  1045  he  engaged  in 
tha  general  practice  of  medicine  in  Hanoi 
as  wall  aa  tn  teaching  at  the  Faculte  de 
Medicine  of  the  university,  where  he  re- 
malnad  a  oounaalor  oi  the  Association  oen- 
erala  daa  Studlanta.  which  he  had  helped 
found.  He  aequlred  a  distinguished  repu- 
tation aa  a  parasitologist.  Secretary  of  Stote 
for  Hatlooal  Bdueation  in  the  Bao  Dai  gov- 
ernment of  National  Union.  1949.  Minister 
of  National  Defanae  in  the  Nguyen  van  Long 
govemnmtt.  lOfO.  lUnlster  of  National  De- 
fanae In  the  former  Nguyen  van  Tam  and 
Buu  Loe  governments,  he  holds  no  govern- 
ment poat  at  present.  He  la  one  oi  the  leaders 
of  the  Dal  Viet  Party,  a  conservative  na- 
tionalist graop  with  greateat  strength  In 
north  Vletaam. 

Le  Buu  Tu,  Bomtm  Catholie  bishop  of 

Phai  Diem 
Tu  waa  the  aanlor  blahop  and  ii/^m«n»«"g 
persuiaUty  la  tha  rlee-rloh  area  of  Phat 
biem-Bul  Chu  In  the  Tonkin  DelU  now  lo- 
cated in  the  Viet  Mlnh  aone.  A  native  ta 
central  Vietnam,  Tu  was  bom  In  1897  and 


presumably  waa  educated  In  Indochina. 
Named  blidlop  In  1946,  he  functioned  trom 
1046  to  1061  virtually  as  an  Independent 
ruler  of  an  autommious  state  populated  by 
some  IJOO.000  people,  less  tnan  35  perf:ent 
<tf  whom  are  Catholic,  aerclslng  civil  and 
religious  control  and  commanding  his  own 
anaed  forces.  In  1981  Phat  Diem  again  be- 
came an  administrative  part  of  north 
Vietnam. 

Although  rabidly  antl-Communlat.  Tu 
supported  the  anti-Prench.  antlcoldnlal 
stand  of  Ho  Chi  lilnh,  but  succeeded  in 
maintaining  a  poaition  of  autonomy  diflng 
the  period  from  1946  to  1949  when  Pbat  Olem 
waa  part  of  Viet  Mlnh-occupled  territory, 
Tu  then  strongly  backed  Bao  Dal  as  the  Only 
counter  to  the  C(»nmuni8t  Ho  Chi  Mlnh,  and 
was  a  member  of  the  organizing  committee 
of  the  National  Congress  called  by  the  Chief 
of  State  to  define  Vietnamese  independence 
and  future  relationship  with  Prance.  Since 
the  Viet  Mlnh  occupation  of  hU  blahot>rlc, 
Tu  has  been  active  in  encouraging  Catholics 
to  flee  south  to  the  free  zone.  | 

Pfiam   Cong   Tac,   Cao   Dai   Pope 

Pham  Cong  Tac  is  father  superior,  or  pope, 
of  the  principal  sect  of  the  Cao  Dal  religion. 
the  largest  and  most  significant  Indlgeaoua 
Vietnamese  cult.  Formally  established  In 
1926,  Cao  Dal  combines  elements  of  Bud- 
dhism, Confucianism.  Chrtetlanlty,  TaoUm, 
and  Animism,  that  is,  the  principal  religions 
practiced  in  Indochina.  Tac  la  temporal 
ruler  of  moat  of  Tay  Nlnh  Province  and  parts 
of  others  adjacent  to  It,  and  Is  nominally  the 
commander  in  chief  of  the  sizable  Cao  Dal 
paramilitary  forces. 

Tac  was  bom  in  1883,  in  Tan  An  Province 
In  south  Vietnam.  There  is  no  Information 
concerning  his  education  or  family  back- 
ground. Before  the  founding  of  the  Cao  Dai 
religion  Tac  was  a  clerk  in  the  customs  serv- 
ice in  Saigon,  but  since  1026  he  has  devtted 
himself  to  various  posts  within  the  Cao  Dal 
hierarchy,  becoming  pope  in  1936.  Because 
of  secret  relations  with  the  Japanese  during 
World  War  n.  Tac  was  ezUed  to  Madagascar 
by  the  French.  When  he  returned  in  1946 
he  found  the  Holy  See  at  Tay  Nlnh  and  the 
surrounding  area  ruled  by  the  Viet  Mlnh. 
Since  that  time  Tac  has  been  strongly  op- 
posed to  the  Communists,  and  long  sup- 
ported Bao  Dai.  He  refused  to  allow  the  Cao 
Dai  to  be  represented  officially  in  the  Viet- 
namese Government  until  recently,  but  he 
was  a  member  of  the  organizing  committee 
of  the  Bao  Dai-sponsored  national  congress, 
any  many  Cao  Daists  participated  In  the 
local  elections  of  1953.  In  May  1954  the  pope 
sent  a  personal,  friendly  message  to  Ho  Chi 
Mlnh  advocating  peace  and  collaboration. 
Tron  Van  Tuyen,  Cao  Dai  leader 

Tuyen  was  born  In  1913  in  Hanoi,  where 
he  also  attended  university,  receiving  a  law 
degree  in  1942.  During  the  early  forties  he 
was  engaged  In  educational  activities  and  as 
province  chief  of  Hal  Duong,  east  of  Hatiol. 
In  1946  he  fled  to  China,  following  several 
months  of  association  with  the  Ho  Chi  Mlnh 
regime.  In  1947  he  Joined  Bao  Dal,  then  In 
e«lle  in  Hong  Kong,  working  closely  with  the 
latter.  Following  the  establishment  of  the 
preaent  state  of  Vietnam  In  1949.  he  accepted 
various  cabinet  posts,  but  has  remained  ahat- 
slde  the  Government  since  the  summer  of 
1961. 

In  1950  he  was  converted  to  Cao  Dalsm.  a 
religious  sect  active  In  south  Vietnam.  At 
present  he  is  political  adviser  to  the  Cao 
Daist  armed  forces,  in  which  he  hlmielf 
holds  the  rank  of  lieutenant  colonel.  Tfan 
Van  Tuyen  was  an  assistant  secretary  general 
of  the  October  1963  national  congress  called 
by  Bao  Dai. 

General  Le  Van  Vien  (known  as  Bay  Vifn) 

Commander  of  the  Blnh-Xuyen  military 
forces  which  at  one  time  supported  the 
Viet  Mlnh.  but  In  1948  switched  to  suoDort 
Bao  Dal. 


The  Blnh  Xuyen  has  a  large  Interest  in 
the  Cholon  gambling  concession,  And  cur- 
rently has  control  of  the  police  fbroe  and 
Vietnamese  Siiret6  in  the  Saigoit-Cholon 
area. 

L>e  Van  Vlen  is  president  of  the  Vietnam 
Front  for  National  Salvation  and  honorary 
president    of    the    Committee    for    Aid    to 
Evacuees. 
Tran  Van  Soai.  commander  of  Hoa  Kao  forces 

Tran  Van  Soai  is  titular  commander  of 
the  paramilitary  forces  organized  in  July 
1947  by  the  Hoa  Hao,  a  south  Vietnamese 
poUtlcal-rellglous  sect,  to  rid  their  areas  of 
Viet  Mlnh  troops.  Soai  holds  the  military 
rank  of  general,  given  by  the  Fren<ib  partly 
as  a  reward  and  partly  for  hla  centlnued 
cooperation.  Hoa  Hao  opposition  to  the 
Viet  Mlnh  arises  from  the  Viet  Minl|'s  assas- 
sination of  the  founder  of  the  sect  In  1947. 
Soai  has  largely  rid  the  region  under  his 
control  ol  Viet  Mlnh  elements,  and  collects 
his  own  taxes,  administers  his  owq  Justice, 
and,  with  the  help  of  the  French  biUltary, 
trains  his  own  troops. 

Soai  is  a  native  of  Lon  Xugen  province, 
south  Vietnam,  and  is  about  60  y^ars  old. 
He  has  a  long  police  record  of  thffts  aiMl 
assaults,  dating  from  bis  days  aa  ri!ver-boat 
skipper  or  pirate  and  head  of  a  gang  of  local 
ruffians. 

The  Hoa  Hao  waa  represented  on  the  or- 
ganizing committee  of  the  Bao  Dal-s|»onsored 
national  congress  in  October  1953. 

Dr.  Pham  Van  Ngoi.  secretary  genergl  of  the 
south  Vietnam  Socialist  Partg 

In  1947,  he  was  a  councilor  of  the  Cochin- 
Chinese  Government  of  Le  Van  Hoacb.  He. 
his  wife,  and  16-year-old  son  were  kidnapped 
by  the  Viet  Mlnh  and  returned  uaharmad 
in  exchange  for  certain  prisoners  belli  by  tha 
Vietnamese. 

In  1963.  Ngol  favored  a  constitution,  uni- 
versal suffrage,  and  a  provisional  fistionai 
assembly  In  the  controlled  zone. 

At  present.  Ngol  advocates  a  government 
uniting  all  elements  and  with  de«iocratic 
and  socialist  orientation.  Such  a  govern- 
ments flrst  job  would  l>e  to  set  up  a  provi- 
sional national  assembly,  aa  wldelf  repre- 
sentative as  possible,  and  to  organize  general 
elections  with  a  minimum  of  delay.  Ngoi 
also  favors  calling  a  national  congress  of 
leading  personalities  from  north  and  south 
to  form  a  government  of  true  patrk)ts  who 
would  work  to  reunite  Vietnam. 

Buu  Hoi.  scientist,  research  scholar  at  the 
National  Center  of  Scientific  Research. 
Paris 

Born  In  Hue  In  1915,  Member  of  the  im- 
perial family  (cousin  of  Bao  Dai)  and 
descendant  of  a  long  line  of  poets,  writers, 
high  court  officials. 

Following  secondary  schooling  id  Hanoi 
(with  Buu  Loe.  Nguyen  Duong  Dinh,  General 
Olap).  Buu  Hoi  followed  courses  for  a  while 
at  the  University  of  Hanoi,  then  left  for  Paris 
at  the  age  of  20  to  devote  himself  to  scientific 
research,  specializing  In  organic  chemistry. 
He  Is  credited  with  noteworthy  achievements 
In  research  on  leprosy  and  tuberculosis. 

After  attending  the  Ecole  Polytedhnlque. 
he  Joined  the  staff  as  Instructor  and  in  1043 
entered  the  Institute  of  Radium  tn  Paris 
where  he  la  currently  chief  of  the  Laboratory 
of  Organic  Chemistry. 

razNCH 

Paul  Ely.  Commissioner  General  of  France 
and  Commander  in  Chief  of  French  Union 
lorces  in  Indochina 

Born  in  1897  at  Salonika,  Macedonki.  Gen- 
eral Ely  graduated  from  St.  Cyr,  fought  in 
World  War  I,  attended  the  French  war  col- 
lege, and  was  appointed,  in  1939,  to  the  army 
general  staff. 

He  was  assigned  to  Oran  In  November  1942. 
After  the  liberation,  he  waa  made  assistant 
director  of  the  FPI,  and  then  brigadier  gen- 
eral in  charge  of  infantry. 
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PttMn  1046  to  1048  he  was  succeaslvely  aa- 
alstant  director,  then  director  of  the  military 
cabinet  m  the  Ministry  of  War.  oommaader 
of  the  7th  mlUtary  region  at  DlJon.  and  chief 
of  stall  to  the  inspector  general  of  land 
forces. 

General  By  headed  the  French  mlaalon  to 
the  Standing  Group  of  the  Atlantic  Pact 
Group,  and  subsequently  replaced  General 
Bradley  aa  bced  of  tbe  group.  In  1953  be  vraa 
appointed  chief  of  staff  for  land  farces. 

General  Ely  was  chief  of  the  French  mis- 
sion which  visited  Waahington  in  1954  to  dis- 
cuss Indochina  affairs.  After  the  fall  of  Dlen 
Blen  Pbu.  General  By.  aoconapenled  by  Gen- 
erals Balan  and  Pellssler,  undertook  a  2 
weeks'  survey  of  the  situation  in  Indochina 
and  reported  back  to  Paris. 

General  E3y  returned  to  Indochina  in  June 
1954.  to  assume  his  present  dual  role  of  Oom- 
mlssoner  General  of  France  and  Commander 
In  Chief  of  French  Union  forces  m  Indochina. 

Raoul  Salan.  Deputy  Commander  in  Chief  of 
French  Union  forces  in  Indochina 

Bom  In  1809.  General  Salan  is  a  graduate 
of  St.  Cyr.  He  fought  In  World  War  I  and 
later  commanded  an  Infantry  company  in 
Indochina.  He  became  a  specialist  on  Indo- 
china in  the  Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs  in 
Paris,  where  he  remained  until  World  War 
II,  when  he  fought  under  General  de  Lattre. 
spearheading  the  thrust  mto  Germany. 

In  1946  General  Salan  served  under  Gen- 
eral Leclerc  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  French 
forces  in  China  and  North  Indochina.  After 
negotiating  tbe  withdrawal  of  the  Chinese 
occupation  troops  In  Indochina,  he  took  part 
in  prepartng  the  March  6,  1946.  agreement 
with  Ho  Chi  Mlnh.  In  1947  he  was  put  in 
command  of  French  troops  In  northern  Indo- 
china, and  launched  an  offensive  in  the 
Tonkin  region  after  Ho  Chi  Mlnh  violated  tbe 
modus  Vivendi  agreements  signed  at  Fon- 
tainebleau. 

Salan 's  assignment  to  Paris  as  director  of 
colonial  troops,  in  1949.  lasted  for  only  a 
brief  period,  for  General  de  Lattre  recalled 
him  to  Indochina,  in  1960,  to  serve  as  his 
operational  assistant. 

After  General  de  Lattre's  death.  General 
Salan  was  made  commander  In  cblef  of 
ground,  air.  and  naval  forces  in  Indochina 
until  May  1953  when,  replaced  by  General 
Navarre,  be  returned  to  Prance  as  inspector 
general  of  territorial  defense,  and  membar 
of  the  high  council  of  the  armed  forces. 

He  came  back  to  Indochina  in  May  1954 
after  the  fall  of  Dlen  Blen  Pbu.  as  a  member 
of  General  By's  survey  mission.  Shortly 
thereafter  he  assumed  his  present  post. 

General  Salan  was  awarded  the  American 
Distinguished  Service  Cross,  as  well  ss  several 
high  French  and  foreign  decorations. 

Jean  Daridan.  Deputy  Commissioner  General 
of  France  in  Indochina,  with  rank  of 
Ambassador 

Bom  in  190f.  M.  Daridan  specialized  in 
paleography  l>efore  entering  the  diplomatic 
service.  From  1932  to  1943  he  served  in 
Athens,  Rome,  Prague,  at  the  League  of  Na- 
tions, and  In  Belgrade.  In  1043,  he  became 
chief  of  cabinet  to  the  delegate  general  of 
the  French  Committee  for  National  Libera- 
tion. 

After  serving  in  the  FFI.  he  became  coun- 
selor of  embassy  In  Chungking  In  1945,  then 
counselor  at  Nanking,  charge  d'affaires  In 
Bangkok,  and  finally  counselor  in  Washing- 
ton fr<xn  1947  ontll  July  1954,  when  he  was 
appointed  to  h.s  present  post  in  Indochina. 

Jean  Sainteny,  Delegate  General  of  France  in 
Sorth  Vietnam 
Bom  in  1907  :it  Vesinet.  Mobilized  in  1939 
In  the  land  forces,  then  in  air  reconnaissance, 
he  later  Joined  the  resistance.  After  escap- 
ing from  the  ge^Upo.  he  participated  in  plan- 
ning for  the  Normandy  landings,  and  on 
several  occasions  crossed  enemy  lines  to  bring 
Vital  information  to  General  Patton. 


In  1048.  be  beaded  Iftench  mlasion  No.  5. 
with  headquarters  in  Kunming,  whoae  ptir- 
poae  it  was  to  eombat  tbe  Japanese  and  plan 
the  return  of  the  French  to  Indochina. 

Salnteny  entered  Banol  in  AugtHt  1046. 
following  the  Japanese  surrender.  Be  was 
named  Onmmlasioner  of  the  Bepubllc  of 
Ftanoe  for  Tonkm  and  North  Annam  and 
negoUated  tbe  March  6.  1046,  agreement  with 
Ho  Cbi  BUnb  which  enabled  General  Lederc's 
forces  to  enter  Hanoi. 

Salnteny  returned  to  Paris  in  1047  after 
being  aerlously  wounded  in  Hanoi  at  the 
outbreak  of  bostlllUes  between  the  Viet  M*wh 
an<l  tbe  French  In  December  194«. 

He  returned  to  Indochma  in  bis  present 
capacity  on  August  27.  1954. 

M.  Salnteny  is  the  son-in-lsw  ot  M.  Albert 
Sarraut.  former  Governor  General  In  Indo- 
china and  now  President  of  the  French 
Union  Assembly. 

Ukomuf 
Sisavang  Vong,  King  of  Laos 
King  Slsavang  Vong  probably  has  had  a 
longer  reign  than  any  other  living  sovereign, 
having  aacended  the  throne  of  the  now  de- 
funct Kingdom  of  Luang  Prabang  in  1904. 
In  1946.  under  pressure  from  the  dissident 
liko  Isaara  (Free  Laos)  independence  move- 
ntent.  he  renounced  his  throne,  but  assumed 
it  again  m  1946.  when  the  French  reestab- 
lished control  In  Indochina.  In  more  recent 
y^LTs.  the  poor  health  of  the  King  tias  thrown 
increasing  responsibilities  upon  the  crown 
prince,  Sevang  Vatthana. 

Savang  Vatthana,  Crown  Prince 
Crown  Prince  Savang  Vatthana,  bom  In 
1907,  is  the  eldest  of  King  Slsavang  Vong. 
He  was  educated  In  law  m  France.  He  is 
married  and  is  the  father  of  five  children. 
The  poor  health  of  the  King  throws  a  con- 
siderable burden  upon  the  crown  prince,  al- 
though* he  has  no  formal  political  status 
whatever,  except  as  heir  to  the  throne. 
Prince  Savang  has  visited  the  United  States 
several  Umes.  He  has  headed  the  LaoUan 
delegation  at  the  San  Francisco  Conference 
of  1951. 

Prince  Souvanna  Phouma.  President  of  the 
Council  of  Ministers.  Minister  o/  Informa- 
tion 

Prmce  Souvanna  Phouma,  bom  in  northern 
Laos  m  1901.  was  educated  in  engineering  in 
France.  He  was  acUve  In  the  postwar  Lao 
Issara  (Free  Laos)  movement,  but  was  one  of 
tbe  most  prominent  of  the  advocates  of  a 
return  to  tbe  constituted  government.  He 
has  held  cabinet  posU  since  February  1950 
and  was  appointed  President  of  the  Council 
of  Ministers  (that  is.  Prime  Minister)  in  the 
faU  of  1961.  He  attended  the  San  Francisco 
Conference  of  Septeml>er  1951  as  a  member  of 
the  Iiaotlan  delegation. 

Prince  Souvanna  Phouma  is  s  half  brother 
of  the  Laotian  dissident  leader.  Prince  Sou- 
phanouvong.  HU  wife,  a  Franco-Laotian.  U 
very  active  in  governmental  and  educational 
affairs. 

Phouy  Sananikone.  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  of  Ministers.  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs,  of  the  Interior 

In  the  troubled  postwar  years  Phouy  re- 
mained consistently  loyal  to  the  royal  fam- 
ily of  Laoa.  Educated  entirely  in  Laoe.  he 
rose  through  the  ranks  of  the  civil  service. 
In  February  1950  he  became  President  of  the 
CouncU  of  Ministers  (that  la.  Prime  Minis- 
ter), but  resigned  from  this  poslUon  in  the 
fall  of  1951.  It  was  in  this  capacity  that  he 
attended  the  1951  San  Francisco  Conference. 
A  younger  brother,  Ngon  Sananikone,  la  Lao- 
tian Mmister  to  the  Court  of  St.  James. 
He  recently  headed  the  Lao  delegation  to  the 
Geneva  Conference. 

Prince  Souphanpuvong.  Laotian  dissident 
When  the  Viet  Mlnh  Invaded  Laos  tn  tlie 
spring  of  1953.  It  masked  Its  aggression  as  a 
"Laotian    independence    movement."    pur- 


portedly  under   the   leadership   of   Frlaee 
Souphanonvong. 

SouiAanonvong  vras  bom  In  1011.  and  la 
the  half-brother  ot  Prlnee  Souvanna 
Phouma.  present  Prime  af'^titrr  of  t,»«^ 
He  was  educated  tn  engtnaerlng  at  Hanoi 
and  in  France,  and  semtd  for  many  yeaza  In 
Annam  (now  Central  Vietnam)  in  the  Ad- 
ministration of  PubUc  Works  in  Indocnina. 
Following  World  War  H.  he  was  prominent  in 
the  Lao  lasari  (Ftee  Laos)  movcflaent.  tout 
tended  to  diverge  from  that  movement  In 
that  he  advocated  cloae  ooUabwatlon  with 
the  Viet  Mlnh.  When  other  leaden  at  the 
Free  Laos  movemrat  rallied  to  tlie  pceaent 
government  In  1040.  Souphanonvong  re- 
mained apart,  and  became  increasingly  yViff 
to  the  Viet  Mlnh.  He  is  pcrhapa  Influegicad 
In  this  orientation  by  bis  Vietaameae  wift. 

CAJSBOOIAN 

Norodom  Sihmnouk  Varman,  King  of 
Cambodia 

King  Norodom  was  bom  In  Cambodia  In 
1022  and  educated  m  French  scboolsih  In- 
dochina and  Paris.  He  ascended  the  throne 
m  1941.  During  World  War  n  be  was  kept 
a  virtual  prisoner  in  his  palace  by  the 
Japanese  forces  of  occupation  in  Pnom  Penh. 
After  the  war  he  went  to  France  where  he 
enrolled  \n  cavalry  aehool  and  achieved  a 
brilliant  record.  The  King  returned  to  Cam- 
bodia In  1947  and  instituted  reforms  which 
changed  the  government  from  an  abaolute 
to  a  constitutional  monarchy  under  Ftench 
protection.  In  1953.  the  King  won  addi- 
tional prerogatives  from  France,  assuring  the 
nation  of  full  sovereignty.  In  the  same  year 
he  led  the  newly  reorganized  Cambodian 
Army  against  the  Viet  Mlnh  raiders  along 
the  borders. 

Penn-Nouth.  PHme  Minister 
The  Prime  Minister  was  bom  in  Pnom 
Penh  in  1906  and  was  educated  In  Cambodia.  ' 
He  was  an  official  with  an  outstanding  rec- 
ord In  the  old  Cambodian  mandarinate. 
Since  the  end  of  World  War  n  he  haa  aerved 
in  numerous  govemnkentai  posts,  includ- 
ing that  of  Minister  of  Finance.  Governor 
of  the  city  of  Pnom  Penh,  Mlnisto'  Without 
Portfolio,  President  of  the  CouncU  of  Min- 
isters, and  Acting  Minister  of  Defense.  In 
January  1953  he  was  appototed  Prime  Min- 
ister in  the  Royal  Cabmet,  a  post  whi#i  he 
has  held  ever  since  except  for  a  perlbd  of 
several  months'  temporary  retirement  due 
to  Illness.  After  the  King,  Qenn  Nouth  la 
regarded  as  the  first  citlxen  of  Camt>odla. 

Lrtcb  or  ThANsacnTSL 
Hon.  AuxAHOsu  Wn,ST, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Foreign  Jtela- 
tiOTM,  United  States  Senate,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

Dbab  Mb.  Chaoucak:  Transmitted  here- 
with is  my  report  on  a  study  mission  to 
France,  Germany,  and  Italy  during  August 
and  September  of  this  year.  Since  my  re- 
turn, events  have  moved  very  rapidly  in 
Europe.  I  refer  particularly  to  the  develop- 
ments at  tbe  recent  Lcmdon-Parla  confer- 
ences. In  my  report,  I  have  placed  my  ob- 
servations in  Eim}pe  largely  ia  the  context 
of  these  conferences  since  the  results  whidi 
they  have  produced  are  of  great  significance 
to  this  country. 

Tbe  United  States.  I  know,  is  fully  aware 
of  the  fine  contribution  which  you  person- 
ally made  in  connection  with  your  confer- 
ences with  the  leading  stateamen  of  Western 
Europe  during  the  cmcial  days  when  the 
search  was  on  for  alternatives  to  the  Euro- 
pean Defense  Community.  I  should  like, 
again,  to  take  this  occasion  to  call  attention 
to  the  wortc  of  officers  of  the  Department  of 
State  and  other  United  States  employeee  in 
the  countries  of  Europe  which  I  visited.  Too 
often  the  excellent  service  on  behalf  of  our 
country  which  Is  being  rendered  by  these 
men  and  women  goes  unappreciated. 
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X  alao  wmat  to  eo«niBMMl  ICr.  Frands  B. 
Vatoo,  wliom  you  awtgiiMf  from  tbe  staff  oC 
tlM  OnminHt—  cm  Vtoralgn  :BaUtku]yi  pa  mo- 
company  ma.  Bla  ■■Ittano*.  oooperatkm, 
•ad  kaowladcK  war*  of  gr««t  value  in  carry- 
ing out  tb*  purpo— ■  of  the  mlMOon. 
Siaotnly  youre, 

ICou  Mawsviblb. 
4.  1964. 


a.  TBS  aBaTTLTa  or  trs  London -PAais 


van  vrmgnmn  Vmrr 

1.  DRBOODCTOIT 

Aaoarleaa  foreign  poliey  luu  lought  to  en- 
courage the  Integration  of  Weatcm  Europe  ao 
that  tha  region  might  eooperato  more  ef- 
f  eetlvaiy  within  the  larger  aaaoeUtlon  of  the 
North  Atlantic  Community.  To  this  end.  we 
have  proTlded  billions  of  dollars  In  aid  pro- 
grams and  committed  American  Armed 
Porcce  to  the  Continent  of  Europe. 

Thla  poUey  has  bean  baaed  on  the  belief 
that  In  IntMmatlimal  gKnq;>irg8  of  this  kind 
the  Unttad  States  and  tha  luropean  nations 
can  beat  {wovlde  foe  the  common  security 
essential  to  the  proqierlng  in  freedom  of 
each  participating  country.  Tb  a  great  ex- 
tent, the  Immediate  need  for  the  groupings 
grew  out  ot  the  towering  threat  to  free  na- 
tions poaed  by  the  postwar  poUcles  of  Soviet 
communism. 

Recently,  our  policy  with  respect  to  Eu- 
rope has  paaaed  throi^  a  major  crisis,  pre- 
dpltotad  by  the  rejection  of  the  European 
Defense  C(»mnunlty.  The  action  of  the 
Vtench  Parliament  In  this  connection 
brought  us  fkce  to  face  with  a  fundamental 
question.  Were  the  forces  of  cohesion  among 
the  firea  nations,  particularly  in  Western 
Europe,  strong  enough  to  prevent  a  return 
to  age-old  and  now  i»t>bably  suicidal  rival- 
ries? 

For  us,  tha  significance  of  the  question 
waa  clear.  If  the  Impulse  toward  unity  was 
not  suflclently  strong,  then  the  premise  or 
our  policy  waa  In  error.  To  put  It  another 
way,  U  wa  could  not  count  on  rcglcHial 
groiq)lngi  to  provide  a  means  f  w  our  security 
and  progress  In  common  with  other  free  na- 
tions, the  "agonising  reappraisal."  the  search 
for  alternatives,  would  have  been  inevitable. 

To  soma  extent,  the  question  hsa  been 
answered  by  the  recent  London-Paris  oon- 
fermoes.  No  sooner  had  EDC  faUen  than 
the  Western  natlcms  and  particularly  those 
In  the  core  of  Europe — Great  Britain,  France, 
Western  Oermany,  Italy,  and  the  Benelux 
countries  set  about  erecting  a  substitute. 
A  new  formula  baa  now  been  found. 

These  conferences  have  restored  the  prom- 
ise of  continuing  Western  imlty.  That  In 
itself  u  an  aeoompUshment  of  great  Impor- 
tance. Perhaps  even  more  significant,  how- 
aver,  la  the  spaed  with  which  this  has  hap- 
pened. It  la  a  demonstratton  of  the  vital- 
ity of  the  idea  of  Western  eoc^ieratlon.  It  Is 
also  an  indlcatton  ot  the  bulc  soundness 
oC  the  blpartlaan  pollciee  of  thia  country 
which  have  tapportea  this  Idea  for  almcat  a 


It  seems  to  me  important,  however,  to 
reiterate  that  the  resiUts  of  the  London-Paris 
conferenoea  cctastltute  a  promise,  not  a  ful- 
fillment. These  conferences  have  made 
available  a  new  plan  for  giving  elfect  to  West- 
ern unity.  Tha  plan  may  prove  more  ac- 
ceptaMa  and.  in  the  long  run,  more  effective 
than  tha  one  It  replaced — ^that  la.  EDC. 

For  tha  praaant.  however,  all  that  we  have 
is  a  bluaprlnt.  The  buUdlng  must  go  for- 
ward. If  a  sound  structure  Is  to  be  produced 
and  if  It  la  to  be  lived  in.  ao  to  speak,  by 
the  Western  nations,  the  same  mutual  under- 
standing and  national  forbearance  which 
made  possible  tha  success  of  tha  London- 
Paris  cooferanoea  must  continue.  In  this 
way  tha  partnenhip  Idas  In  foreign  policy, 
advanced  by  Praaldent  Elaenhower  some 
montha  ago.  can  become  the  foundation  of 
our  relatloas  with  our  alllaa. 


Tlie  acoOTds  reached  at  London  and  Parts 
are  primarily  concerned  with  the  manaer  in 
which  Weatam  Germany  is  to  be  brought  Into 
and  retained  in  the  community  of  fres  na- 
tions. They  provide  for  the  return  of  sov- 
ereignty to  that  country,  German  and  Itnllan 
adherence  to  the  Brussels  Treaty  of  19481  and 
German  admission  Into  the  North  Atlantic 
Organization. 

The  Germans  wlD  raise  a  national  ar«iy  of 
12  divisions  and  eatebllah  air  and  navtf  de- 
fense forces  as  their  contribution  to  the  com- 
mon defense  of  the  West.  This  is  a  principal 
difference  between  the  present  accords  and 
the  EDC  concept.  Under  the  latter,  the  Ger- 
mans would  also  have  rearmed.  Tha  na- 
tional identity  of  their  forces,  howevar,  as 
In  the  case  of  other  continental  nations, 
would  have  been  submerged  In  an  Integrated 
European  army  In  order  to  minimize  the  pos- 
sibilities of  a  resurgence  of  nationalistic 
militarism. 

The  ZiOndon-Parls  accords  seek  the  same 
end  by  different  means.  Armies  of  ea«h  of 
the .  continental  countries  retain  their  na- 
tional identity  but  the  powers  of  the  MATO 
oommander  to  control  them  are  extended. 
Moreover,  maximum  levels  of  forces  are  es- 
tablished and  these  levels  are  to  be  main- 
tained by  a  system  of  International  in«pec- 
tion.  There  is  also  provision  for  the  control 
of  arms  production.  In  the  latter  connec- 
tion, the  Germans  forswear  the  manSfac- 
tin-e  of  biological  and  atomic  weapons,  guid- 
ed mlsKlles.  large  naval  vessels,  submarines, 
and  bombers.  They  also  undertake  not  to 
resort  to  arms  to  change  the  existing  fron- 
tiers or  to  achieve  unification  with  Eaftern 
Germany. 

As  a  fvu^her  safeguard.  Great  Britain  tom- 
mlts  foTor  divisions  and  a  tactical  air  force  to 
the  Continent.  These  forces  are  to  be  with- 
drawn only  with  the  consent  of  a  majority  of 
the  Brussels  Treaty  naUons.  For  our  part, 
the  Secretary  of  State  promised  to  recom- 
mend to  the  President  that  we  retain  a»med 
forces  in  Eiirope. 

3.  snunncAMcx  of  the  london-pakis 
CONIXEXNCIS 

The  need  for  the  restoration  of  Gennan 
sovereignty  has  long  been  recognized  not 
only  in  this  country  but  throughout  Europe. 
It  is  almost  10  years  since  the  end  of  World 
War  II.  Japan,  which  waa  defeated  after 
Oermany,  has  long  since  regained  control  of 
her  affairs.  A  continuance  of  foreign  control 
over  Germany  could  only  serve  to  encourage 
nationalistic  resentments  In  a  new  generation 
of  Germans  which  Is  now  coming  of  aga  It 
would  mean,  moreover,  an  indefinite  prolon- 
gation of  the  occupation  regime  whldh  is 
costly  not  only  to  Germany  but  to  oursaives. 

On  the  question  of  rearmament  of  Oer- 
many, there  has  been  less  unanimity  of  view, 
particularly  In  Europe.  Doubts  of  the  wlgdom 
of  this  coiirse  persist  in  minority  parties 
throughout  Europe,  including  Germany. 
These  are  not  solely  "Communist  dovibts," 
the  purposes  of  which  are  clear — to  keep  a 
defenseless  Western  Germany  soft  for  even- 
tual conquest  by  Communist  legions  |rom 
Bast  Germany  and  elsewhere.  They  ar#  for 
the  most  part  the  doubts  of  sincere  people 
who  twice  in  a  generation  have  seen  European 
civilization  brought  to  the  edge  of  destruction 
by  war.  The  grim  reminders  of  this  recent 
past  are  still  to  be  seen  in  many  cltlea  of 
Europe.  A  decade  of  rebuilding  has  not 
obliterated  the  scars  of  war. 

One  can  appreciate  these  fears.  The  fact 
is,  however,  that  the  present  leaders  of  free 
ETnx>pe  along  with  oxir  own  recognize  that  the 
continued  dependence  of  Germans  primarily 
on  the  defense  forces  of  the  occupying 
powers,  rather  than  on  their  own,  constitutes 
a  greater  invitation  to  a  thlfd  world  war  tjhan 
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the  plan  of  defensive  rearmament  that  is 
now  proposed. 

The  policy  of  the  United  States  in  this 
respect  has  long  been  establishedi  During 
the  last  session  of  the  Congress  it  was  reiter- 
ated and  reinforced  when  the  Senate  passod 
a  resolution  by  a  unanimous  vote  Sailing  on 
the  President  to  take  steps  "to  restore  sov- 
ereignty to  Germany  and  to  enable  her  to 
contribute  to  the  maintenance  of,  interna- 
tional peace  and  security." 

The  accords  reached  at  Lcmdon  lind  Paris 
reflect  an  awareness  of  the  risks  thst  are  in- 
herent In  rearmament  as  well  as  tha  need  for 
conunon  defense  of  the  West.  It  is  a  credit  to 
the  participating  continental  nations  that 
they  agreed  to  accept  maximum  liinltatlons 
on  armaments,  production  control^  and  the 
vesting  of  greater  authority  over  thfslr  forces 
In  the  NATO  commander.  PalthHully  car- 
ried out,  these  arrangements  should  mini- 
mize the  danger  of  unilateral  actiosi  by  any 
Western  European  country.  The|  should 
also  permit  the  effective  use  of  ths  various 
national  forces  in  Integrated  defense  opera- 
tions. The  pledge  of  Western  Ger^uny  not 
to  seek  a  rectification  of  existing  frontiers 
by  force  offers  further  assurance  that  the 
Intent  of  these  acfcords  is  solely  defensive. 

Perhaps  no  single  factor  was  move  impor- 
tant to  the  success  of  the  conferences  than 
the  British  pledge  to  retain  armed  forces  in 
Europe.  This  pledge  representa  a  historic 
decision  by  which  the  British  people  have  re- 
linked their  destiny  with  the  ContlSent.  Ite 
immediate  significance  lies  In  the  reassur- 
ance It  gives  to  Prance  against  a  dominant 
Germany.  It  may  prove,  In  this  reSpect,  de- 
cisive in  French  ratification  of  the  accords. 
At  the  time  of  my  visit  to  Europe,  the  absence 
of  such  a  pledge  was  regarded  by  many  ob- 
servers as  a  basic  cause  of  the  relation  6f 
EDC. 

By  bringing  the  question  of  I$X  to  a 
decision  in  the  Assembly,  the  Fredch  Gov- 
ernment has  also  contributed  to  ttie  cause 
of  Western  unity.  There  are  many  to  Europe 
who  will  argue  that  EDC  was  a  hotter  ap- 
proach to  the  problem  of  integration  than 
what  has  emerged  from  the  London-Paris 
conferences.  Few.  however,  would  contend 
that  the  long  delay  In  facing  a  desisloh  on 
that  plan  led  to  anything  but  a  ^reading 
paraljrsls  In  the  Western  community^  If  con- 
tinued It  ultimately  might  have  resulted  In 
a  return  to  chaotic  nationalistic  rivalries. 
By  forcing  a  decision  on  what  could  not  be 
obtained.  Prance's  Premier,  M.  Mendes- 
France,  made  It  possible  to  explore  the  pos- 
sibilities of  what  might  be  obtalne<L 

In  citing  the  role  of  Germany,  tbB  United 
Kingdom,  and  France,  at  the  London-ParU 
conferences.  I  do  not  mean  to  Ignort  that  of 
other  European  countries,  nor  of  ©ur  own. 
The  conferences,  however,  dealt  with  matters 
which  were  preponderantly  European.  Even 
more  specifically  they  dealt  with  the  problem 
growing  out  of  the  Interaction  of  tho  policies 
of  three  powers — Germany,  the  United  King- 
dom, and  Prance.  In  such  circumstances, 
the  best  solutions,  and  perhaps  the  Only  pos- 
sible solutions,  were  those  that  oould  be 
found  by  the  Europeans  themselves.  The 
most  effective  contribution  which  xtm  United 
States  could  have  made  was  auxiliary,  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  made  it,  with  helpful 
suggestions  and  pledges  of  continuing  Amer- 
ican support. 

4.  THE  PKOSPICTS  rOS  WSSTZEN  UltTrT 

Before  the  accords  reached  at  London  and 
Paris  can  take  effect,  various  agreemtote  and 
protocols  must  be  ratified.  In  th«  case  of 
those  extending  the  Brxissels  Treaty  of  1948 
to  include  Germany  and  Italy,  5  other  na- 
tions are  involved.'     With  respect,  to  tha 
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'United  Kingdom,  Prance,  Belgliun.  ths 
Netherlands,  and  Luxembourg. 


admission  of  Germany  to  NATO.  14  nations 
must  approve.'  At  first  glance,  this  may  ap- 
pear to  be  a  formidable  gauntlet  for  the 
accords  to  run.  The  problem  of  ratification, 
however,  is  likely  to  boll  dovm  to  the  situa- 
tion and  the  attitudes  that  prevail  inside 
Germany.  France,  and  to  some  extent  Italy. 
The  leaders  of  the  governments  of  these  three 
coimtries  have  all  cast  their  lot  for  the  plan 
of  Western  unity  that  has  emerged  from  the 
LoiMlon -Paris  conferences.  The  question  is 
largely  whether  or  not  this  concept  and  ite 
promise  vrtll  outweigh  confilctlng  attitudes 
based  on  traditional  national  fears,  real  or 
imagined  nationalistic  Intereeta  and  the  at- 
traction of  mof-e  extreme  plans  of  European 
unity,  as  well  sa  the  divisive  efforte  of  in- 
ternational communism.  A  factor  less 
clearly  related  to  ratification,  but  in  my 
opinion  of  the  greatest  Importance,  is  the 
economic  situation  that  may  exist  In  all 
Europe  In  the  months  ahead.  A  slackentog 
in  the  economic  progrew  of  the  various  coun- 
tries could  result  in  one  oi-  more  of  them 
pvirsulng  policies  designed  to  protect  their 
Immediate  well-being  regardless  of  the  ulti- 
mate cost  of  such  policies  to  themselves  or 
the  West. 

The  prospects  in  Germany 
Chancellor  Kcnrad  Adenauer  brought  t>ack 
from  the  London-Paris  conferences  three  re- 
sulta  of  particular  Importance  to  his  coun- 
try. He  obtair  ed  assurance  of  a  prompt 
restoration  of  German  sovereignty,  admis- 
sion to  the  Bnistels  Treaty  Organization  and 
NATO,  and  the  right  to  build  a  German 
army.  In  the  l;nmedlate  situation  in  Ger- 
many, the  first  two  accompllshmenta  are 
probably  the  most  significant.  Restoration 
of  sovereignty  thould  serve  to  reduce  the 
restlessness  und<tr  continued  foreign  control 
which  was  caiutng  some  Germans  to  look 
eastward.  Admission  to  the  Brussels  Treaty 
Organization  and  NATO  has  the  same  effect 
in  another  way;  it  is  an  acknowledgement 
of  Germany's  international  equality  and  ita 
right  to  fiill  membership  in  the  Western 
community.  As  for  the  reestablishment  of 
a  national  army,  there  is  little  surface  en- 
thusiasm for  this  project  In  Oermany  at  the 
present  time.  This  attitude  may  change 
rapidly,  however  as  the  military  forces  take 
form. 

What  Germany  has  obtained  at  London 
and  Paris  is  sicillar  in  substance  to  what 
would  have  beer,  provided  through  the  EDC 
approach.  The  jiroblems  of  securing  ratifica- 
tion of  the  present  accords  are  also  similar 
to  those  previously  encountered.  Principal 
opposition  is  likely  to  center  on  the  theme 
of  "unification  first."  A  censiderable  body 
of  opinion  supporte  the  view  that  unifica- 
tion with  Eastern  Germany  should  be  the 
primary  aim  of  German  foreign  policy.  It 
has  not  been  discouraged  by  the  obstacles 
which  the  Soviet  Union  has  repeatedly  placed 
in  the  way  of  unification.  On  the  contrary, 
this  opinion  has  im>bably  been  stimtilated 
by  recent  Communist  tactics  which  give  the 
appearance  of  be  Ing  conciliatory  In  nature. 

Support  for  tlie  "unification  first"  idea  in 
Germany  is  compounded  of  many  elemente. 
There  are,  for  example,  strongly  natl<HuUistlc 
aentimente,  paiticularly  in  Berlin,  which 
veer  in  this  dlre<:tlon.  There  are  oonunerclal 
groups  which  look  to  the  Bast  for  marketa 
and  raw  materials.  There  are  thoae  who 
visualize  Germany  as  an  Independent  neu- 
tralist or  activlct  third  force  in  central  Eu- 
rope. There  are.  finally,  the  Oommimista. 
presently  few  iii  numb«-  in  Western  Ger- 
many, w*io  seek  to  link  Germany  with  the 
international  tot^ilitarian  movement.  These 
oppoeitlon  forcet.  can  find  issues  in  the  Lon- 


*  Belgium,  Ctinada,  Denmark,  France, 
Greece,  Iceland  Italy.  Luxembourg,  the 
Netherlands,  Norway,  Portugal,  Turkey, 
United  Kingdom,  and  the  United  States. 


don-Parls  accords,  and  in  some  cases  are 
already  doing  so.  They  could  object,  for 
example,  to  the  prohibitions  placed  on  cer- 
tain arms  manufacturing  in  Germany,  the 
powers  given  to  the  NATO  conunander  over 
the  German  army,  and  particularly  the  Saar 
settlement.  The  latter  may  be  an  especially 
effective  issue  for  the  opposition.  Under 
the  terms  of  the  settlement,  the  Saar  ta 
"Europeanlzed."  and  the  special  economic 
prerogatives  of  France  are  maintained.  This 
status,  however,  is  made  subject  to  a  pleb- 
iscite of  the  Inhabltante  of  the  Saar,  who 
are  preponderantly  German. 

Chancellor  Adenauer  prevailed  against  his 
opposition  in  the  past  In  securing  ratifica- 
tion of  EDC.  The  question  is  whether  or  not 
he  can  succeed  again.  There  are  indications 
that  the  Chancellor  has  lost  some  poUtlcal 
support  since  his  great  victory  in  the  na- 
tional elections  of  1853.  The  defections  of 
Otto  John  and  Karl  Franz  Schmldt-Wltt- 
mark  are  not  without  significance  in  terms 
of  the  appeal  of  the  "unification  first"  Idea, 
nor  can  the  endorsement  of  this  concept  by 
four  former  German  Premiers  be  Ignored. 

A  principal  asset  on  the  side  of  ratlficaUon 
will  be  the  favorable  economic  situation  in 
Germany,  provided  that  it  is  maintained. 
Recovery  under  Adenauer  has  been  remark- 
able. Agricultural  and  Industrial  activity 
is  at  a  high  level,  the  currency  is  stable, 
and,  to  general,  living  conditions  are  mod- 
erately good.  This  "prosperity"  has  been 
due  primarily  to  the  hard  work,  ability,  and 
perseverance  of  the  German  people.  It  has 
depended  heavUy,  however,  first  on  Amer- 
ican economic  aid  and  more  recently  on  an 
en<Mmo\is  expansion  to  foreign  trade.  At 
the  time  of  my  visit  to  Germany  there  was 
some  evidence  of  impending  economic  dif- 
ficulties, some  reporte  of  dissatisfaction  in 
the  ranks  of  labor. 

The  most  decisive  factor  in  the  outcome 
of  the  ratification  issue  may  be  the  leader- 
ship of  Chancellor  Adenauer  himself.  He 
has  been  in  recent  years  the  personifica- 
tion of  the  ideal  of  Western  unity.  He  has 
labored  Indefatigably,  courageously,  and  un- 
derattandingly  to  bring  it  to  reallzaUon.  His 
Influence  with  the  German  people  in  this 
respect  has  been  enormous.  He  led  them 
once  to  the  acceptance  of  the  concept  as  ex- 
pressed In  EDC.  It  will  not  be  easy,  how- 
ever, for  him  to  repeat  this  acoomplish- 
ment. 

r;ie  pro«pecf«  in  France 
■DC  waa  voted  on  to  the  French  Parlia- 
ment 27  months  after  it  had  been  signed. 
Dxu-ing  that  period  three  French  govern- 
menta.  preceding  the  present  Government 
headed  by  kCendes-Prance.  held  olDce.  All 
were  piec^ed  to  support  EDC.  Yet.  all  had 
hesitated  to  bring  the  issue  to  a  vote  to 
Parliament. 

At  the  Brussels  Conference  last  August. 
Mendee-France  sought  amendmenta  to  EDC 
which  would  have  enabled  his  government  to 
support  the  measure.  He  was  unable  to  ob- 
tain the  consent  of  the  other  signatories  to 
his  proposed  changes.  Subsequently,  he 
brought  the  question  of  ratification  to  a  vote 
in  ParUament  without  approval  or  disap- 
proval. SDC  waa  defeated  on  August  80. 
1964.  by  a  vote  of  319  to  204. 

Whatever  the  merits  of  the  EDC  concept, 
and  there  were  many,  the  vote  on  ratification 
had  the  effect  of  ending  the  vacillation  to 
French  foreign  policy  and  the  paralysis  to 
the  toternatlonal  relations  of  Western  Eu- 
rope. It  spurred  action  leading  to  the  Lon- 
don-Paris conferences  and  a  fresh  approach 
to  the  problem  of  European  totegratlon. 

The  agreemento  which  have  resulted  from 
these  oonlerenoes  have  a  better  chance  of 
galntog  French  acceptance  than  EDC.  Most 
important,  perhaps,  toe  British  pledge  to 
keep  forces  on  the  Continent  helpe  to  neu- 
tralise fears  to  France  oX  a  possible  resur- 


gence of  German  militarism.  Further  assur- 
ances are  oontatoed  in  the  arms-manufacture 
controls,  the  provision  for  inspected  maxi- 
mum levels  of  forces,  the  eztenaton  ot  tha 
NATO  commander's  powers,  and  the  promise 
by  Germany  not  to  resort  to  a  military  rectifi- 
cation of  the  frontiers.  Ftoally,  subatttu- 
tion  of  national  armies  for  a  European  army 
as  had  been  proposed  to  EDC,  and  the  Saar 
settlement,  if  it  is  accepted  by  Germany, 
should  tocrease  the  receptivity  to  the  aoooitla 
among  more  nationalistic  n^nch  groupa. 
That  the  prospecU  for  ratlficatton  are  good 
is  todlcated  by  the  360- to- 113  vote  of  confi- 
dence given  to  Ifendes-Prance  on  his  return 
from  the  London  Conference.  Furthennois, 
the  French  Premier  has  assured  prompt  con- 
sideration of  the  new  accords.  They  ai« 
scheduled  for  debate  to  the  Assembly  during 
the  month  of  December. 

If  the  agreemente  are  finally  approved,  it 
will  be  due  to  no  small  msssura  to  tbs 
change  to  political  climate  to  Prance  to 
recent  ninths.  Without  i»«sumlng  to  dis- 
cuss the  merita  of  any  particular  maasurs, 
the  fact  is  that  the  Mendes-Fraaoe  govern- 
ment has  replaced  the  drift  and  dodge  which 
formerly  existed  with  a  program  of  action  >to 
boto  foreign  and  domestic  matters.  The 
issue  of  the  war  to  Indochina  has  been  faced. 
So  too  has  the  issue  of  the  archaic  aconcmlc 
structure.  These  are  Isaslc  problems  that 
have  long  been  recognised  throughout  Pranes 
as  associated  with  the  country's  Indecisive- 
ness  to  European  affairs.  Few  have  had  tha 
courage,  however,  to  face  them  to  the  past. 
That  toese  quesUons — and  particularly  tha 
latter — arc  now  being  dealt  with  by  the 
Mendes-Prance  government  suggests  a  re- 
newed vigor  to  French  political  Ufa.  It  may 
fHxnnlse  further  important  oontribuUons 
from  France  to  the  common  prograas  of 
Western  Europe. 

The  prospects  in  tUOg 

Italy  did  not  ratify  EDC.  Tha  measun 
was  kept  from  a  vote  to  Parllamant,  at  first* 
apparently,  pendtog  a  settlement  ot  tha 
Trieste  question.  When  it  later  tM^r"**^  evi- 
dent that  ratification  to  nmnoe  vraa  htgMy 
doubtful,  EDC  was  held  back  as  succsssjy 
Italian  Govemmenta  sought  to  deal  wltli 
more  pressing  domestic  issues. 

The  settlement  of  the  Trieste  dispute  to  an 
agreement  signed  by  Tugoslavta  and  Italy  on 
October  5.  1954,  should  remove  a  posslbia 
obstacle  to  ratification  of  the  present  ac- 
cords. However,  full  and  effective  partldpa- 
tlon  of  Italy  to  the  Western  community  Is  to- 
separable  from  the  political  and  eoonomle 
situation  that  prevails  inside  toe  country. 
The  great  strength  enjoyed  by  the  Christian- 
Democratic  Party  under  Premier  Alcide  Ds 
Gasperi  from  1948  to  1953  no  longer  eodsts. 
At  present  the  Government  headed  by 
Premier  Mario  Scelba  Is  based  on  a  coalltton 
of  Christian -Democra to.  Liberala.  Republi- 
cans, and  Socialists.  It  has  commanded  only 
a  scant  majority  to  the  Chamber  ot  Deputlsa. 
Communist  and  allied  groups  whoae  oppoal- 
tlon  to  any  form  at  Western  totegratlon  has 
)}een  automatic,  polled  over  86  percent  of  ths 
vote  in  the  national  elections  cf  1858.  Then 
are  also  extreme  nationalist  elements  who 
may  oombtoe  with  the  Communlsta  to  aa 
effort  to  forestall  acceptance  of  toe  London- 
Paris  accords. 

Apart  from  the  poUtlcal  questkm  of  rati- 
fication, the  capacity  of  Italy  to  parttolpato 
effectively  to  the  progrsaa  of  Western  unity  Is 
conditioned  by  the  economic  problems  which 
have  long  plagued  the  peninsula.  These  to- 
clude  chronic  unemployment  and  underam<. 
ployment.  an  antiquated  and  Inequltabla 
economic  structure,  and  the  backwardnsM 
of  the  southern  Provtoces. 

Stoce  toe  end  of  the  war  efforte  have  been 
made  to  deal  with  theae  problama.  Standing 
out  as  positive  achievements  are  the  alow 
but  tangible  progreas  of  the  land  reform  to 
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of  tlM  Loodm-raila  ■eeortfa 
h*  pnmlM  or  tlM  eonttnued 
of  Vm  free  natloiu  both  ivtthln 
.  and  In  tli*  North  Atlantte 
t«gkm.  BaWkitfcm  of  tbaw  aeeords  ta  ttia 
nnt  step:  tt  Is  not,  howtnrmr,  tfa*  laat. 

WlMtbar  thii  stop  la  taken  and.  If  taken, 
wbctbar  It  wlB  lead  to  gemdna  ■aeuittj  and 
progroM  win  depend  on  the  pollelea  that  are 
pursued  trouk  now  on  hf  Okla  country  and 
other  fMa  nattona.  The  need  for  eertaln 
poUcy  uwaauiM  la  clearly  erident.  Ibgether 
with  oUaor  natton<  we  muet  support  the 
ivlnelpie  ai  Oerman  unttk'.atton  and  exirtoc* 
any  raaaonaMa  poaalblllty  of  aehtertnc  it. 
We  mnet,  aa  the  Prsrident  haa  tried  to  do. 
rhamptop  the  eaow  of  peaoe  in  a  war-weary 
Kurope  and  eontinue  to  aeareh  for  practical 
meana  to  reduce  the  burden  of  armamenta. 
The  United  States  and  the  Weetem  nations 
must  pertset  and  build  thetar  Individual  and 
onnnxm  strength.  This  strength  is  measm*- 
abls  not  tmly  In  tarma  of  armanMnts  but  In 
the  vigor  ta  their  belles  and  the  stability  of 
their  ecanomlaa. 

In  the  latter  connection,  tt  is  nssniitfsl  that 
we  no*  only  perfect  the  structure  of  inte- 
grated Waalam  dofenae  but  that  we  reenforce 
the  ecnnnmle  baae  en  which  it  reats.  Failure 
to  thia  rsapsct  would  Innte  Obmmuntot  pene- 
tration on  a  maaslTe  ecala.  The  matnte 
nance  ef  strong  eotwiomles  Is  partly  a  na- 
tlonal  problem  and  each  nation  must  die- 
charge  those  reqxmslbllltlee  which  are 
uniquely  its  own.  In  some  resjwcts.  bow- 
ever.  It  is  also  a  common  Xuropean  problem 
and.  In  a  laifer  sense,  a  problem  of  the  Weet- 
em community. 

The  lerM  of  economic  acttvtty  and  growth 
In  recent  years  haa  been  high  to  moet  Weet- 
em nations.  We  must  act  now  to  see  that 
It  cottttoues  that  way.  If  we  do  not,  the 
totaUtarlan  forces  which  have  been  Munted 
once  agato  by  the  promise  of  the  London- 
Paris  accords  win  find  new  means  of  pene- 
tration. 

A  primary  need.  It  would  appear  to  me.  is 
to  push  forward  the  further  eooncHnic  inte- 
gration of  Weetem  Europe.  In  the  appar- 
ently successful  Coal  and  Steel  Community 
there  exists  a  workable  pattern  tac  progrea 
Of  this  ktod.  Other  basic  Xuropean  indus- 
trlee — ^transport,  power,  and  communica- 
tions, for  ezanq>le — may  be  susceptible  to 
similar  treatment.  Of  a  more  general  nature 
are  the  problems  posed  by  the  tariff  and  cur- 
wocy  barriers  which  separate  the  Kiiropean 
eountriea.  Progress  toward  economic  tote- 
gratlon  in  Western  Kurope  win  of  course  be 
diflloult.  TbiM  does  not  make  it  anv  i— 
eeeentlaL 

The  reponsiblUty  for  action  along  these 
Unea  rests  preponderanUy  with  the  free  Su- 
ropean  nations  themselves  acting  in  concert. 
Kurope  haa  come  a  long  way  from  the  days 
when  tt  depended  on  the  United  Statee  for 
economic  aurvlval.  Frc«  Europeans  no  less 
than  oorstivae  would  reeent  a  coottoimnoe 
Of  this  dspsndsnce.  To  say  this,  however. 
Is  not  to  Ignore  ths  oonttoulng  totereet  of 
this  country  to  Kuropean  totsgratkm.  There 
are  undoubtedly  other  ways,  nMure  appro- 
priate to  preeent  eoodlttons.  by  wbith  the 
Uhltcd  States  might  dlreeUy  encourage  this 
procees.  nisre  are  also  lass-dlreet  methods 
related  to  the  trade,  foreign  earhange,  and 
investment  mlattonships  among  tlw  nattona 
of  the  North  Atlantic  Tteaty  Grgaaiaatlon. 

The  Immadtate  need,  therefore,  would  seem 
to  me  to  be  for  the  Western  nattons  to  give 
aerlous  consideration  to  conventog  one  or 


economic  conferences.  \  Such 
copferenees  ml^t  ssrve  to  define  the  iprob* 
-ISBM  whtah  nniBt  be  overcome  if  the  nittlona 
of  Wsstwn  KuR^  and  the  North  Atlantic 
/  are  to  maintain  sound  leoon- 
Tlwy  eonld  alao  potot  the  itoy  to 
~L  aetlcn  to  meeting  these  problems  to 
1  "partnership''  qilrlt  of  mutual  un- 
derstanding that  tiuuracterlaed  the  Loddon- 
Parla  conf  erencea.  The  groundwork  f of  such 
economic  conf  erencee  has  to  large  part  been 
laid  by  conttouing  organizations  lUas  the 
KiviqiMan  PaTmente  Unton  and  the  Organiza- 
tion for  Eur(^>ean  Kocmomlc  Cooperation. 

What  Is  at  stake  here  Is  not  only  the  eco- 
nomic weU-b^ng  of  Kurope  and  ourselves. 
^  the  last  analysis,  it  is  the  security  and 
of  civilisation  to  a  world  at 


I  peace. 


.     CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Mr.  President,  I 
anggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
.'  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  SBcre- 
tary  wlU  call  the  roU. 

The  Chief  Clei*  proceeded  to  caH  the 
ron. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
aA  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
Xor  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  80  ordered. 


RESOLUTION  OP  CENSURE 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
lays  before  the  Senate  the  unfinished 
business. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (a  Res.  301)  to  ceiisure 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary Inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Idaho  will  state  It. 

Mr.  WELKER.  May  I  Inquire  ot  the 
dlstingiiished  Vice  President  what  the 
arrangements  are  for  the  allocation  of 
time?  Who  is  allocating  the  time,  how 
much  time  remains,  and  will  there  be 
sufficient  time  in  which  to  interrogate 
Senators,  If  they  will  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Five  Hours 
and  thirty-five  minutes  have  been  used 
by  the  majority;  l  hoiu-  and  19  mitutes 
have  been  used  by  the  minority.  The 
time  between  yesterday,  when  the  divi- 
ston  of  time  began  to  run.  and  3  o'eiock 
this  afternoon  is  supposed  to  be  equally 
divided. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Presldett,  I 
yield  one-half  hour,  or  so  much  time  as 
may  be  needed,  to  the  dlstlnguiehed 
senior  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Bush]. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  all  my  life 
I  have  looked  upon  membership  in  the 
United  States  Senate  as  the  greatest 
office  to  which  one  coiild  aspire.  Even 
as  a  schoolboy,  I  acquired  a  respect  for 
the  Senate  that  has  stayed  with  me 
through  the  years. 

So,  despite  the  fact  that  many  others 
have  longer  service  behind  them.  I  ven- 
ture to  think  that  few,  if  any.  hold  the 
Senate  higher  in  esteem  than  do  I.  Nor 
would  I  concede  that  any  Senator  feels 
more  keenly  his  responsibility  of  the 
moment  than  do  I.  ITiat  is  why  I  feel 
obliged  to  iy>eak  out  today. 

Mr.  President,  I  came  to  this  special 
session  with  no  commitment  of  any  kind. 


Like  other  Senators,  I  had  necessarily 
observed  the  Junior  Senator  ffom  Wis- 
consin, and  had  more  than  lonce  ex- 
pressed reservations  concer^dng  his 
methods,  while  endorsing  always  his 
stated  objectives  of  com  bating;  ooimnu- 
nlsm  at  home  and  abroad. 

His  efforts  were  for  a  long  time  effec- 
tive in  alerting  our  people  to  the  dan- 
gers of  Communist  subversion^  But  In 
so  alerting  them,  the  Junior^  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  did  harm  as  well  as 
good.  The  methods  he  saw  fit  to  em- 
ploy alienated  many  loyal  Afmericans 
who  are  as  determined  as  himself  to  fight 
communism. 

He  has  caused  dangerous  divisions 
among  the  American  people  because  of 
his  attitude,  and  the  attitude-  h^  has  en- 
couraged among  his  foUowtrs.  that 
there  can  be  no  honest  dlffetences  of 
opinion  with  him.  Either  you  must  fol- 
low Senator  McCastht  blindly,  not  dar- 
ing to  express  any  doubts  or  disagree- 
ments about  any  of  his  actions,  or  In  his 
eyes  you  must  be  a  Communis^,  a  Com- 
munist sympathizer,  or  a  fool  who  has 
been  duped  by  the  Communist  line. 

That  attitude,  I  believe,  has  been 
amply  demonstrated  during  this  d^»te. 

Mr.  President,  before  returning  for 
this  special  session,  I  read  car^ully  the 
report  of  the  select  committee,  and  the 
record  of  the  hearings.  It  seexoed  to  me 
that  a  conscientious  Job  had  been  done. 
The  six  brave  and  worthy  Senators  who 
composed  the  select  committee,  none 
wanting  the  assigzunent,  gave  generous- 
ly of  their  time  and  effort  as  agents  for 
other  Senators. 

Debate  over  the  select  committee's  re- 
port has  now  been  in  progress  lor  iw-ny 
days.  When  it  began.  I  had  an  open 
mind.  I  have  now  been  convinced  by 
the  arguments  I  have  heard  and  read 
that  I  must  support  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  distinguished  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  Waikins]  and  other 
members  of  the  select  committee. 

Mr.  President,  because  of  the  time 
limitations  upon  this  debate,  and  be- 
cause of  the  great  length  of  time  devoted 
to  a  discussion  of  all  the  questions  In- 
volved. I  intend  at  this  time  to  Twa^-g 
only  a  few  general  observation  in  sup- 
port of  the  select  committee's  reccun- 
mendations. 

However,  I  have  prepared  a  more  de- 
tailed analysis  of  the  charges  against  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  my 
reasons  for  reaching  my  conclusions.  I 
now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  my 
statement  may  be  printed  in  the  Rkcobb 
at  the  conclusion  of  these  remaijks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered.  J 

(See  exhibit  A.)  ' 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr,  President,  I  wish  at 
this  time  to  pay  a  personal  teibute  to 
the  select  committee  which  had  the  un- 
pleasant duty  of  initially  acting  for  the 
Senate  in  this  matter.  Since  we  re- 
turned for  the  special  session,  ^hese  six 
courageous,  patriotic  Senators  have  been 
severely  abused  by  the  Jimior  ; Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  They  have  be4n  called 
the  unwitting  handmaidens  of  {commu- 
nism. The  distinguished  chairman,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat- 
kins  J,  has  been  labeled  a  cowand. 


195J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1€3M  / 


Mr.  President,  if  I  have  ever  met  a 
brave  and  nolile  Senator,  AiTHua  Wat- 
K»8  Is  that  man.  And.  Mr.  President, 
I  for  one  will  not  walk  off  and  leave  him 
standing  in  this  Chamber  with  a  coward 
tag  on  him — not  without  protest. 

And,  in  pledging  my  suppcwt  to  the 
chairman  of  the  select  committee.  I  also 
pay  tribute  to  each  member,  and  express 
my  personal  appreciation  of  their  self- 
less performance  of  an  imwanted  duty 
as  my  agent,  and  the  agent  of  all  Sena- 
tors. 

I  wish  they  had  been  able  to  find  dif- 
ferent facts  and  draw  different  conclu- 
sions. But,  try  as  I  have.  I  am  unable 
honestly  to  reject  their  findings. 

So.  Mr.  President,  believing  with  them 
that  the  honor  of  the  Senate  is  at  8take,<^ 
I  must  support  the  findings  of  the  select 
committee. 

Mr.  President,  the  constitutional  se- 
curity of  the  Senate  appears  to  be  in- 
volved here. 

If  Senators  are  to  be  reviled  and 
roughly  abused  and  insulted  by  col- 
leagues for  whom  they  act  in  commit- 
tee as  agents:  if  Senators  acting  for  the 
Senate  cannot  rely  upon  fellow  Senators 
for  the  protection  of  their  honor  and 
reputations ;  then.  Mr.  President,  we  will 
have  chaos.  If  that  were  the  situation, 
each  Senator  could  make  his  own  rules. 
And  that  is  to  suggest.  Mr.  President, 
that  the  Senate  would  thus  c^iprove  of  a 
government  of  men,  net  of  laws,  with 
every  Senator  a  dictator— a  dictator.  Mr. 
President. 

I  wonder  what  the  world  would  think 
of  the  Senate  if  each  Senator  reserved 
to  himself  the  special  privileges  seem- 
ingly reserved  to  himself  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  President,  the  General  Zwicker  in- 
cident suggests  that  if  the  Senate  now 
concludes  that  such  violent  abuse  of  an 
honoraMe  witness  be  approved — and  at 
this  stage  of  the  affair,  failure  to  censure 
would  suggest  approval  by  the  Senate- 
then  the  Senate  will  indeed  appear  to  be 
aiding  the  Communist  conspiracy. 

For.  if  a  witness— particulariy  one  of 
undoubted  loyalty  and  honor — eaimot 
feel  secure  In  oooperatfeog  with  his  Gov- 
ermnent  by  testifying  before  congres- 
sional committees — and  it  is  the  duty  of 
an  citizens  to  so  co(v»erate  when  re- 
quired— then  such  committees  may  ftod 
themselves  hamstrung,  indeed,  becawe 
Mr.  President,  even  honorable  patriots 
may  be  driven  to  shield  themselves  be- 
hind the  fifth  amendment  when  they 
may  not.  in  fact,  need  it.  They  might 
wen  be  frightened  Into  taking  Us  shelter. 

The  abuse  of  the  witness  Zwicker  ap- 
pears so  severe  that  leas  brave  witnesses 
might  be  so  frightened  at  the  piuspect 
of  testifying  that  they  would  dmply  re- 
fuse on  the  basis  of  fear,  and  take  shelter 
in  the  ConsUtutkm. 

Thus  might  the  methods  used  by  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  tax  the 
Zwicker  case  am)ear  to  obstruct,  imtber 
than  aid.  his  stated  objectives  of  de- 
stroying Communist  subversion. 

There  must  be  confidence  and  respect 
for  our  Government,  or  It  wiU  not  work. 
Respect  and  cenfldence  ean  only  be  ki- 
jqiired  by  falmesa 

"Equal  iostiee  mider  law."  Tboae 
words,  emblazoned  on  the  front  of  (be 


Supreme  Court  Building,  are  the  symbols 
ot  our  loan  of  government. 

If  we  want  witnesses  to  cooperate  with 
investigating  committees,  they  must  be 
assured  of  fair  treatment— not  soft  treat- 
ment, but  firm  and  dignified  treatment, 
with  observance  of  rulea  of  falmeas. 
Firmness  goes  weU  enough  with  fairness. 
It  goes  very  wen. 

Mr.  President,  last  spring,  and  again 
last  summer.  I  proposed  that  the  Senate 
take  affirmative,  rather  than  negative 
action,  by  adopting  in  this  83d  Congress  a 
code  of  fair  procedures  for  investigating 
committees. 

To  that  end.  I  submitted  Senate  Reso- 
lution 263.  TTie  Committee  on  Rules  and 
<  Administration  proceeded  to  hold  hear- 
"IngB  on  this  whole  matter.  However,  the 
distinguished  chairman,  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  JbhmsrI,  objected  to 
my  pnHXMal  for  prompt  action  on  Sen- 
ate Resolution  253  because  the  committee 
had  not  finished  its  labors  and  was  not 
prepared  to  report  the  resolution,  or  any 
resolution  on  that  subject.  He  promised 
action  early  in  the  84th  Congress. 

I  was  disappointed,  and  so  were  some 
other  Senators  who  wished  to  support  my 
substitute  proposal.  I  felt  that  the 
Zwicker  incident  never  would  have  hap- 
pened if  the  Senate  rules  had  provided 
a  code  of  fair  procedures  such  as  were 
provided  in  Senate  Resolution  253.  and  if 
such  a  code  were  enforced.  I  note  that 
the  select  committee  made  a  similar  ob- 
servation in  chapter  7  of  its  report. 

Thus  the  Senate  had  some  rej^xmaibil- 
ity  in  the  matter.  The  committees  are 
but  the  agents  ot  the  Senate.  I  felt 
that  adoption  of  the  code  would  carry 
its  own  message  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  and  to  all  Sezuitors;  that  it 
would  assist  him  and  those  conducting 
investigations,  and  eliminate  the  danger 
of  frightening  innocent  witnesses  tram 
cooperation  with  committees. 

But  since  my  efforts  failed  at  that  time, 
and  In  view  of  the  select  committee's 
labors  and  Its  report,  and  its  brave  ex- 
position and  defense  thereof  on  the 
fiocH'.  I  find  it  impossible  to  turn  my 
back  upon  them. 

Mr.  Presideut,  I  am  forced  to  the  con- 
clusion that  our  failure  to  support  their 
recommendations  would  be  a  victory  for 
the  Communist  conspiracy. 

This  affair  has  been  so  blown  up  that  I 
believe  our  allies  In  Europe,  those  allies 
who  are  ataeolutely  eesential  to  our  own 
defensea,  would  be  shaken  in  their  faith 
in  us,  and  conclude  that  perhaps,  after 
aU,  we  ourselves  did  not  care  too  deeply 
for  our  constitutional  processes  and  for 
equal  Justice  under  law. 

I  believe  that  our  failure  to  act  would 
frighten  millions  ot  our  citiaens.  and 
that  they  would  lose  faith  In  our  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  mil- 
lions of  persons  are  addressing  a  petiUon 
to  the  Senate.  They  certainly  haVe  a 
coaatttutioaal  right  to  do  that.  I  ap- 
plaud tlie  energy  and  vigor  btitng  coo- 
sunwd  in  tl^  unusual  movement  Bat, 
as  one  Senator  on  the  reeelvlug  end  of 
this  petition,  I  venture  to  sngfett  respect- 
fully to  this  large,  enthuttiutte  groop  of 
loyal,  patriotic  cftlaens  that  a  petition 
be  directed  to  the  Junior  Senator  <ram 
^^nsconsin.  begging  hie  consi4eiatkm  of 


other  Senaton  who  also  have  4vtim  f 
perfoTBL 

Let  them  ask  him  not  to  aeeuie  thoM 
of  us  who  may  feel  that  his  netbotti 
have  at  times  faOed  to  meet  baile  Aaert- 
can  standards  of  f almeis  aa  »^^m  Hi^ 
Communist  oonsplracy— tboie  of  as  irti» 
have  been  ready  to  lay  down  ear  hVM 
for  our  country  in  the  past,  and  frbo 
even  now  would  do  so,  and  whoee  tUH^ 
dren  now  are  In  the  Armed  Ftoeee.  Lst 
them  ask  this  able  and  vlforous  Sena* 
tor  from  Wisconsin  if  he  irill  not  ba 
more  tolerant  of  us  00  that  «e  oaa  heart- 
ily support  his  energetie  efforts  In  the 
fight  against  Communist  subversion. 

We  also  were  elected  In  our  reepeetlve 
States.  We.  too,  have  our  responstbiU* 
ties.  We.  too.  feel  the  urge  to  fight  Oott- 
munist  subversion  at  home  and  abroad. 
And  we  also  feel  the  urge  to  protect  the 
honor  of  the  Senate.  Uie  eoostititttonal 
rights  of  American  eiUaens,  and  the  eon* 
stitutlonal  processes  of  our  Oovemment. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  concluded  By 
remarks. 

BXHIBIT  A 

Statbmxmt  bt  SsMAToa  Bvsn 


The  Mleet  oommlttas  appolntad  to  < 
tba  raaolutUm  racommandlng  oansura  oi 
Senator  MoCAantT  oallad  hla  eoneuct  into 
question  on  two  grounds: 

1.  Tluit,  acting  aa  an  agent  of  tht  Benats, 
In  bis  rol*  as  chairman  of  a  Sanats  suboom- 
mlttaa.  be  Tlolatad  tbe  tmat  tba  Oanata 
placed  In  bin  by  Intamparataly  abasing  a 
wltneee  and  by  Ignoring  tba  rules  of  bla  own 
BUbcoountttaa. 

a.  That.  In  bU  ralatloos  with  tba  Ssnste 
and  fellow  Senatom  designated  by  lbs  SenaSe 
to  cany  out  dutlee  aaelgnad  to  tben,  ba  haa 
been  guUty  of  oonduet  untoseooMng  a  flsaa- 
tor,  and  haa  otoatmetad  the  eonsCttutloaal 
proceaeet  of  the  Senate. 

Those  are  the  charges  In  substanea.  If  not 
In  the  langttage  of  the  rssdutloa  ss  rspuiled 
by  the  selaet  eommlttee. 

Let  us  eiamlne  ths  oount  ebarglng  tbel 
tba  Junior  Senator  fron  Wisconsin  vlolatsd 
the  tmst  plaeed  In  him  bjr  the  Senata. 

After  bearing  the  new  facta  bronght  to  our 
attantioo  by  the  tfisttngulsbsd  junior  SsBaior 
from  South  Dakota  fMr.  Casai,  en  ttia 
Zwieksr-Parsss  matter,  It  ispaois 
to  reesamtna  that  whole  iMiaae  of  tlia 

Z  have  great  i  aspect  for  esnator  Caas, 
high  regard  for  his 
edncss.  and  abtUty.  So,  wiMa  he 
very  grave  doobu  about  the  wladom  of 
iwrtng  Beaator  ICeCaanrv  oa  thla 
and  announesd  tale  own  oppasitkm  to  tt.  I 
waa  shaken  in  tns  views  X  had  iMid  tmtU  tiMt 
tlma. 

After  again  rsvlawlng  the  leeoftl,  I  am 
forced  to  the  eondusloB  that  Senater.  liD» 
Gaarar'a  treatasent  of 
talm  cannot  be  sendoosd  by 
wbtcb  beats  ttaa  nmmeta  lasisaislbllilf  fSv 
tba  way  In  whieb  the  ossaaiSHsss  an  esa- 
dtietad. 

Tbe  wnaasB  siri^aoCad  to  sboss  ta  Utfa  «aae 
happened  to  be  a  general  af  tlM  Onttad  Mates 
Army,  but  tlM  piiuclplas  apply  Os  ttaa  mm 
of  any  wttnaas.  bowavsr  inaBMe.  All  are 
entltlad  to  fair  tnatmsnt,  aa 
agatnat  btimlWafton  baaaoss  at 
whieb  they  have  no  eoatrel. 

To  qtaola  from  the  report  of  lb 
mlttee: 

"In  tbe  eptatai  eC  tbls 
ttaa  oeodn. 

Oaneral  XwMur  waa  aot  prapar.    Wadai 
thtak  ttaat 


similar  sltuatloo. 
"•niator  MoOi 
General  Zwlckas  to  tbs 


tssMfylng  la  a 


ttaat  taM#ttif» 


I  t 


I 

CXXHSmSSSlONAL  R£CX)RD  —  S9ENATE 


December  1 


ILTka  Joakir 
did 'dMKrano^  th* 


— . id9v«taaiii*ltf*totlMMmMo(liii 

eotntrj.  ttel  C^Mna  tm/kOtm  was  ■ttmi^ 
omiid  ^OPn»aiiD»teta  «iid  tbdv  acUTttlM, 


fnl 


ta  anilav 

and  ojppowa  tha  gtrlnc  t* 
'    dlMhTja,  and  tlMt  ta« 
tlM  iwtrlctiMM  ctf  tew- 


Qf  dsMia*  hM  been  that 

vaa  J^ietlflttWy  liilUiled 

■7  *ny  i«»yT»  hawntnc  of  the  Vwnm  ctm. 

bit  aaaw  oa  OeiMral  Bwlefcv. 

&»  MfMd  to  tlM  P caae,  Z  ahaiv  ttta 

brttaUM  Mad  ^nav  of  the  laaiar  flenator 
from  Wtawmain  orer  tbc  Army's  »5lBn1ttftt| 
buagUiif  tad  apparent  eraatTMuaa. 

Tbe  altasttan  now  diacloaed  by  tbe  junior 
Sanator  ftoaa  Beoth  Dakota,  nam^.  that 
thm  Mtmf  noslvad  UmHty  nottea  aC  Sanateor 
lioCaaanr^  nqiaaat  tba*  Pareaa  be  bdd  for 
f wtbar  lB*ai«1tatluu.  and  Ignarad  tbat  ra- 
qoaat.  was  taiaseuaabla. 

I  acraa  vltb  Saaator  Can%  poaltton  tbat 
"Aogr  abalman  of  a  Bammtm  ooaamlttaa  Is  on- 
to e^Hot  tbat  u  ft  raqiiaet  by  btoa  la 
In  ttaaa  tbat  any  naponalble  da- 

joacd  «m  gtre  blm  tte 

eofattmif  of  dafarrlng  terminal  actloii  on  aaf 
aattar  ualll  tbanaacaia  for  pnoeadlnt  hare 
baan  stvaa  to.  tatm.** 

And  Z.  aoaa  vttb  bim  in  ballerlnc  tbat 
"QQod  f«itb  batwaau  tba,  laglalatlva  and  «. 
a«iia?t  bVMi«haa  of  OomnaMnt  te  a  two- 
way  straat." 

Hovavar.  Z  cannot  aooapt  bla  vtow  tbat  be. 
eauaa  tba  Amy  alao  was  at  fault  aanator  lic- 
CAanrrli  oooduet  can  ba  OTnued,  In  tba 
Ucbt  or  bla  knowledge  tbat  Oenai«I  Bwldcv 
pvaonaOy  waa  Mamalaaa,  waa  a^lng  nndw 

ordan  wlikdi  aa  a  military  man  ba  WNM  bound 
to  obey,  bte  treatment  at  tbat  witnew  waa 
an  earblbitUm  wbleb  dlecraeed  tbe  Senate, 
for  wbom  be  was  aekizic  aa  an  agent. 
In  tbe  wofda  at  tbe  atiact  commlttaa: 
"Tba  qoadupt  of  aenator  moCactt  to- 
ward OeaaiM  ZwtahK  la  rapriaaaadliM  and 
ridhwiltng  btaa.  in  boidlnc  blm  vp  to  public 
aoom  and  aontnaaaly.  and  in  <tu«MMii.fg  fj^ 
proeeedln0»  <K  tbe  eaeentlTe  aarnkm  In  tIo. 
latkm  «<  tlw  ndaa  of  bla  own  oooaittea.  waa 
InMaaMbla.  Senator  McOtmraa  acted  as  a 
«>ttla  994  Jwls*.  vptam  ptiaooncalTad  and 
pNtliatfMat  notlona.   He  did  mucb  to  destroy 


tba  iCa«ltva«aaB  and  rvatation  at  a  wlt- 
nam  wiwtfaaaat  m  any  way  reqpcmalMa 
far  tb0  tmmm  aitaatkm,  a  attuatlon  wbleb 
we  4i»JMi|  ta  any  wny  condone.'* 
Z  do  aotballiia  tbe  Senate  abould  let  tba 
treat  wttb  ccnaoce  of  Senator 
Iba  names  of  all  tbe  Army  per- 
tved  kn  tbe  Peraae  oaae  bave  been 
to  «l»  approprUte  Senate  eom- 
-  An  iBwastlsatlon  sboold  be  made 
to  jet  to  tbabottom  of  tbU  matter. 

I  aoftkm  Is  required.  In  my  Judg- 

IJba*  li  fba  adoption  as  proapuy 

of  artdMoms  to  tbe  Senate  mlea 

_   jottorm  and  fair  procedures  for 

Investigating  oommlttees. 

MnOanwY  ta  tlttt»  to  bti  lalattoMa  wttb  tbe 
88Mtoaa«  fallov  anatoni  «i^gBatod  by  tba 


liebi 

HenatBC 
tlonal 
Tba 
phaaaaf  tba 


or 

of  ^f»*  Senate. 
amtae'adlBM 
ti  u  foUows: 


of  tbla 


front  WlaoQiisla 
Suboommlttei  on 
wltbout  patuha^ 


nra  faai  ttiat  tba  fMt  tbat  Senator  jllc- 
fneami  denoonoed  tbe  Subccmmltteel  on 
Pn^^afaa  and  lOeetlons  la  eaUbUahed  byiref- 
enaiee  to  a  few  of  tbe  letters  In  tbe  ezchan«a 
of  eorraapoodenoa.  In  bla  letter  of  Deceibbsr 
6.  laai  (p.  34  of  tne  bearings) .  to  Cbalitnan 
GBUBm.  Senator  licGurrHT  sUtes  tbat 
wbmx  tbe  aubonmmlttee.  wltbout  Senatei  au- 
thoraatlan,  la  'q>endlng  tens  of  thousand  of 
taxpayers*  dollars  for  tbe  sole  purpose  of 
(Ugging  up  canqiaign  material  a^tnst  Afc- 
Ceaasr,  ttaen  tbe  eommlttca  is  guilty  of 
ateallnf  |ust  aa  clearly  as  though  the  ntem- 
bera  angatig  in  picking  the  pockeu  of  the 
taatpayere  and  turning  tbe  loot  over  to  the 
Democrat  Mktional  Committee.'  Such  lan- 
guage directed  by  a  Senator  toward  a  obm- 
mftttee  of  tbe  Senate  pursuing  its  authoiSzed 
funetkme  la  dearly  Intemperate,  In  bad  taste, 
and  vnirartby  of  a  Member  of  this  body. 

Tbeee  accuse tlons  by  Senator  McCA«nrr 
are  oontbraed  and  rapeeted  in  his  lett«r  to 
Chairman  Ouum  dated  December  19,  1951 
(p.  27  of  tbe  heeringit) .  Under  date  of  Uarch 
21, 19S2  (p.  90  of  tbe  bearings) ,  Senator  ;Mc- 
Cabtht  wrote  to  Senator  Hatock,  chairfnan 
of  tbe  parent  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
mlDietratlon  that:  'As  you  know,  I  wrote  ihsn- 
ator  OnxBTTB.  chairman  of  the  subcommittee, 
tbat  I  consider  this  a  completely  dlahotiest 
handltng  of  taxpayers'  money.'  Similar  lan- 
guage Is  iised  In  Senator  McCAarHT's  letters 
down  to  tbe  last  dated  December  1.  195)  (p. 
61  of  tbe  bearing) . 

"U  Senator  IfcCAsrHT  bad  any  Justlfica- 
tlon  for  such  denunciation  of  tbe  subctnn- 
mittee,  be  rtiotild  have  presented  it  at  these 
bearlnga.  His  f allore  so  to  do  leaves  hii^  de- 
nunciation erf  oOoers  of  the  Senate  witbout 
any  foundation  In  this  record. 

*rrbe  members  of  the  subcommittee  were 
Senators  repreeentlng  the  people  of  sa|rer- 
elgft  atataa.  Tbey  were  performing  ofltcial 
dutlea  of  tbe  Senate.  Cvery  Senator  Is  'un- 
derstandably jealous  of  his  honor  and  integ- 
rity, but  ttils  does  not  bar  inquiry  into  his 
conduct,  since  tbe  Constitution  ezprdniy 
makea  tba  Senate  tbe  guardian  of  its  t>wn 
bonor. 

"It  la  tbe  opinion  of  tbe  select  committee 
tbat  tbcee  chargea  of  political  waste  knd 
dlshtmesty  for  Improper  motives  were  de- 
nunciatory and  unjustified. 

"In  this  connection,  attention  is  directed 
to  tbe  charges  referred  to  this  committee 
relating  to  words  uttered  liy  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wtsotmaln  about  individual  Sen- 
atora. 

"It  baa  been  eatabllshed,  without  denial 
and  in  fact  with  confirmation  and  reitera- 
tion, tbat  Senator  McCAaraT,  in  reference 
to  ttw  oAdal  actions  of  tbe  Junior  Senitor 
from  New  Jersey,  itx.  BxMsaicxsoN,  tm  a 
member  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Privllfgea 
and  Bectlona.  queattoned  both  bis  nM>ral 
courage  and  bis  mental  abUity. 
-  "His  pubUe  statement  with  reference  to 
Senator  HKmaiCKaoir  was  wilgar  and  InMilt- 
Ing.  Any  Senator  has  tbe  right  to  queeqon. 
crltlclae.  differ  from,  or  condenm  an  ofllcial 
aeUon  of  tbe  body  of  which  be  is  a  Mender, 
or  Of  tba  eonstltuent  committees  which 'are 
worfcbBg  arms  of  tbe  Senate,  in  proper  lan- 
guage. But  he  has  no  right  to  impugn  the 
motives  of  Individual  Senators  responitble 
tor  oBclal  action,  nor  to  reflect  upon  their 
personal  character  for  what  official  acilon 
tbey  took. 

'If  the  rales  and  proeedures  were  otber- 
I.  no  Senator  could  have  freedom  of^ac- 
tloa  to  parfotm  bla  aaalgned  committee  du- 
tlea. If  a  Senator  must  first  give  conaid- 
eratlon  to  wbethar  an  olBcial  action  can  be 
wantonly  Inqnigned  by  a  colleague  as  Ijav- 
Ing  been  motivated  by  a  lack  of  the  Very 
qualities  and  capacities  every  Senator  is 
presumed  to  bave,  tbe  processes  of  the  Sen- 
ate wUl  ba  daatroyed." 


I  believe  the  select  commlttaa  draw  • 
sound  and  wise  distinction  between 


a  Senator  may  say  about  a  feUowi  Senator 
as  an  individual  and  what  he  may  mkj  about 
a  fellow  Senator  fulfilling  official  d^ttea  aa- 
signed  to  him  by  the  Senate. 

No  question  of  free  epeecb  la  ^vcriTad. 
Free  speech  does  not  mean  unrestrained  li- 
cense. In  certain  drciimstancee.  wdrds  aowy 
be  tantamount  to  acts,  aa  when  a  paan  In- 
cites a  mob  to  riot;  or  when  they  ipay  lead 
to  disastroiis  consequences.  As  llr^  JuBtloe 
Holmes  said.  "The  most  stringent  p^oteetlOB 
of  free  speech  woiild  not  protect  a>  man  In 
falsely  shouting  'fire'  in  a  theater  atid  catl- 
ing a  panic."  { 

In  my  Judgment,  tbe  worda  usadtby  Sen- 
ator McCabtht  in  regard  to  the  Sub^mmlt- 
tee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  ware  tba 
equivalent  of  bludgeons  with  which  be  at- 
tempted to  beat  into  submission  Setuitars 
who  had  been  assigned  ths  unpleaaant  and 
unsoiight  duty  of  investigsting  the  very  ee- 
rious  charges  which  had  been  made  agatnat 
him  and  which  could  not  be  ignored^ 

I  must  vote  for  censure  on  this  ground. 
If  conduct  like  his  in  this  respect— icosuluct 
which  clearly  is  witliin  the  disorderly  be- 
havior which  the  Senate  may  constitution* 
ally  punish — is  tolerated,  we  shall  become 
paralyzed  as  a  legislative  body. 

In  tbe  course  of  tbis  debate  we  have  seen 
the  tactics  used  against  the  Subcoinmlttee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections  employed  against 
the  members  of  the  select  commlttea. 

When  this  session  began  I  atteo^pted  to 
purge  my  mind  of  all  preconoetv^  Ideaa 
about  tbla  caae.  I  had  read,  of  oo^rse,  tba 
select  committee's  report  and  the  bearlnga. 
and  it  seemed  to  me  that  a  fair-minded  and 
careful  Job  bad  been  done.  But  before 
reaching  any  conclusions  I  wanted  to  baar 
Senator  McCaktht's  defense. 

Wbat  bas  bappencd  during  tbla  debatet 
I  have  sat  in  this  Chamber  sick  at  beart  aa 
I  have  heard  and  witnessed  tbe  tactics  of 
Senator  McCaktht's  defense. 

That  defense  has  been  baaed  prlntarlly  <m 
an  attempt  to  discredit  the  select  coaunlttee. 
composed  of  six  men  aa  fine  and  honorable 
as  can  l>e  found  in  the  Senate.  I  will  not 
repeat  the  statements  which  ,  Senator 
McCaktht  has  made  about  the  oMimlttea, 
its  chairman,  and  other  members.  Ipepagee 
of  the  CoNcazssiONAL  Racoas  alreakly  have 
been  indelibly  stained  with  the  Inqecendaa 
of  his  attack  upon  the  committee. 

I  agree  completely  with  the  distlilgulsbed 
senior  Senator  from  Utah.  Ifr.  WaTtUMa,  In 
his  view  of  that  conduct  of  tbe  Junior  Sen- 
ator frc«n  Wisconsin  as  contempt  eoaunltted 
in  the  very  preeence  of  tbe  Senate  Iteelf. 
Senator  Watkims'  colleague  from  Utah,  tba 
distinguished  Junior  Senator,  Mr.  Surmrrr. 
has  brought  this  matter  to  lasue  by  offering 
an  amendment  to  the  censure  reeolntlon.  S 
must  rote  for  bis  amendment. 

It  is  distasteful  to  be  compelled  to  vote  to 
censure  a  fellow  Senator.  If  aued  aettoa 
could  be  honorably  avoided.  I  tbin^  we  all 
would  do  so. 

But  the  Junior  Senator  from  wiaoonala 
himself  has  forced  the  issue  by  a  Idug-con- 
tlniiing  course  of  conduct  that  baa'  stained 
the  honor  of  the  Senate.  i 

To  Wipe  out  that  stain  we  must  isuppoct 
the  recommendations  of  the  sele^  oom- 
mlttee.  ^ 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  Presldciit,  WlH  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BUSH.    I  shaU  be  glad  to  field  to 

my  friend. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Prestdett,  may 
I  ask  how  much  time  remsins  '>  to  tbe 
Senator  from  Connecticut? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Connecticut  has  17  minutes  re- 
maining to  tiim.  If  the  Senate^  from 
Connecticut  wishes  to  yield  tor  Vkt  pur- 
pose of  inquiry,  he  may. 
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Mr.  BUSH.  I  Shan  be  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  Preaident.  I  thank 
my  distinguished  coDeague  from  Con- 
necticut. I  take  it  to  be  a  fact  that  at 
this  time,  before  the  case  has  gone  to 
the  court  and  the  Jury,  my  friend  has 
made  up  his  mind,  before  the  caae  has 
finally  been  submitted.  Is  that  a  fair 
stotoment? 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ator may  draw  whatever  eondusions  suit 
him  from  what  I  have  just  said.  I  said 
that  I  had  studied  this  matter  very 
closely  and  for  a  long  time.  Just  as  long 
as  the  select  committee  has  been  in  ex- 
istence, and  I  have  come  to  the  conclu- 
sions I  have  stoted  at  this  moment,  or 
as  of  yesterday  evening,  and  I  ttwught 
I  made  pretty  clear  Just  how  I  felt  about 
the  matter.  I  do  not  kixm  what  the 
purpose  of  the  Senatcn-'s  question  is. 
If  the  Senator  beard  my  remarks,  he  cer- 
tainly can  draw  the  conclusion  that  I 
shall  support  the  select  committeeis 
report 

Mr.  WELKER  Then  it  is  a  fata-  state- 
ment, is  it  not.  that  the  Senator  has 
closed  his  mind,  regardless  of  what  the 
defense  might  show? 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President.  I  am  not 
going  to  answer  questicms  like  that.  The 
Senator  can  use  his  own  judgment  as  to 
whether  it  is  a  fair  statement. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Very  well.  If  the 
Senator  does  not  want  to  answer  that 
questlmi.  perhaps  he  will  answer  my 

next  question. 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  would  observe  tliat  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  seems  to  have  made 
up  his  mind  very  quickly  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  WELKER  Oh.  my  mind  is  very 
open,  just  as  open  as  is  the  mind  of  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  BUSH.  It  appears  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  seems  to  have  made  up 
his  mind  much  more  quickly  than  I  have 
made  up  mine. 

Mr.  WELKER  Just  a  moment.  Mr. 
President. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
desire  to  can  for  the  regular  order.  As 
was  pointed  out  in  the  discussion  yes- 
terday, yielding  is  a  matter  wtiich  comes 
within  the  Judgment  of  the  Senator  who 
has  the  floor :  and  no  Senator  is  required 
to  yield. 

Furthermore,  our  program  for  today 
is  a  ven  full  one.  When  a  Senator  has 
a  question  which  bears  on  the  pending 
debate.  I  think  it  is  helpful  to  have  yield- 
ir^  occur.  However,  I  hope  we  may  pro- 
ceed with  the  debate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Cotmectictit  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
like  to  say  to  my  distinguished  friend, 
the  Senator  from  Idaho,  that  I  certainly 
wish  to  show  him  every  courtesy.  He  is 
a  personal  friend  of  mine,  one  whose 
friendship  I  have  enjoyed  here,  and  I 
hope  I  shall  continue  to  enjoy  it.  But 
I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
deflate  by  answering  questions  as  to 
whether  I  think  what  I  have  said  con- 
stitutes a  fair  statement.  On  the  other 
hflind.  I  shaU  be  glad  to  answer  any  ques- 
tioas  the  Senator  from  Idaho  may  wish 
to  ask  me.  if  the  questions  really  bear  on 
the  pending  issue. 


Aceordtngly,  I  yield  once  more  to  tbe 
Senator  tnm  Idaho,  in  order  that  he 
may  ask  a  question,  if  he  desires  to  do  so. 

Mr.  WELKER  Does  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  agree  with  me  that 
the  words  used  by  the  defendant  in  the 
pmrting  action — as  I  tfxall  call  him — 
when  he  called  the  select  committee  the 
unwitting  handmaidens,  agents,  or  some- 
thing of  the  sort,  of  the  Communist 
Party,  constttutcd.  in  fact,  a  very  iU- 
conceived  and  liad  statement? 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  certainly  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  that  it  was 
that;  yes. 

Mr.  WQKER.  Knowing  my  distin- 
guished friend,  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necUcut,  as  an  intimate  and  personal 
friend,  who  will  always  be  my  friend,  re- 
gardless of  the  outcome  of  this  de- 
bate  

Mr.  BUSH.  I  certainly  thank  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  for  that  assurance. 

Mr.  WELKER  Does  the  Senator  from 
Cotmectlcut  have  at  hand  the  dictionary 
definition  of  the  word  "imwitting"? 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  must  confess  I  have  not 
looked  up  the  definition.  Mr.  President; 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  meaning  of 
that  word  is  fairly  obvious.  I  shaU  be 
glad  to  hear  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
define  it  if  he  wishes  to  give  the  defini- 
tion to  me;  but  I  think  I  understand 
what  the  word  means. 

Mr.  WEIfER.  I  shaU  obtain  the  defi- 
nition in  a  moment. 

Does  my  distinguished  colleague  re- 
alize that  the  word  -handmaiden"  comes 
from  a  very,  very  profound  verse  in  the 
Bible? 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  for  that  reminder.  I  recall  hav- 
ing seen  that  word  in  the  Good  Book, 
and  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
may  have  extracted  it  therefrom.  But 
I  do  not  think  that  point  is  particularly 
significant  in  coiuiection  with  the  pend- 
ing question. 

I  think  the  sense  of  what  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  said  when  he 
accused  the  select  committee  as  he  did 
was  that  the  members  of  the  committee 
were — perhaps  ignorantly  so — tools  of 
the  Communist  Party  or  helpers  of  the 
Communist  Party.  That  remain  offend- 
ed me  very  much  as  a  Senator  of  the 
United  SUtes.  and  it  stiU  does. 

Mr.  WELKER.  WiU  tbe  Senator  from 
Connecticut  agree  with  me  that  Senators 
of  the  United  States  occupy  no  different 
position  with  respect  to  interrogation  on 
the  witness  stand  than  that  occupied 
by  the  humblest  citizen,  regardless  of 
where  he  might  be ;  and  will  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  also  agree  that  gen- 
erals do  not  occupy  a  different  position, 
and  neither  does  anyone  else? 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President.  I  think  aU 
^ould  be  treated  with  fairness. 

Mr.  WEIXER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  agree  with  me  that  it  did  not 
enhjmce  the  dlanity  of  the  United  States 
Senate  to  have  my  able  and  distinguished 
friend,  the  ehahman  of  the  select  com- 
mittee, evict  from  tbe  hearing  room  pre- 
sided over  liy  himself — it  was  then  a  one- 
man  committee — an  attorney  at  law  who 
is  licensed  to  practice  in  the  State  of 
New  York  and  before  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States,  and  to  evict  him 


for  one  alleged  breach  of  good  proeedure. 
one  action  on  the  part  of  that  Imrycr 
which  the  Senator  from  Utah  appaxenSty 
thought  violated  good  decorum  tn  the 
hearing  room,  namdy.  the  qoestton.  lifr. 
Chairman.  wiU  you  aay  for  the  xeeord 
that  I  have  coached  the  wltneas?" 

In  reaponae.  the  diaktnsniilied  efaair« 
man  of  the  select  committee  said.  Tut 
him  out." 

Does  the  Senator  from  Oonneetieiit 
think  that  enlianced  the  dignity  of  tike 
United  States  Senate? 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President.  I  am  not 
passing  judgment  as  to  whether  it  en- 
hanced the  dignity  of  the  QuMte 
Frankly.  I  do  not  recaU  the  JncMhrnt 
But  I  respectfuUy  suggest  to  my  good 
friend,  if  I  may.  that  if  he  widies  m«  to 
yield  fmr  questions — vhiefa  I  am  de- 
lighted to  do-^ie  question  me  about 
what  I  said  or  about  my  ro»ttt<m  an  this 
matter,  i-ather  than  about  something 
with  which  I  am  not  familiar. 

Frankly.  I  do  not  recaU  that  incident 
and  I  do  not  know  who  was  'Hdckcd  out." 
I  would  rely  on  the  fairness  of  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Utah 
TMr.  WatkimsI,  and  I  have  no  reason  to 
doubt  at  any  time  his  fairness.  In  fact. 
I  am  m<we  impressed  with  it  than  ever. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Then,  In  fact,  the 
Senator  from  ConneetJctit  did  not  resMl 
the  remarks  made  by  his  friend,  the 
present  interrogator,  the  junior  Senatmr 
from  Idaho,  who  spoke  at  great  length 
upon  this  matter  and  dteclosed  to  this 
jury,  the  sole  judges  of  the  law  and  tlie 
facts  in  this  case,  some  at  the  details  of 
the  incident  about  whkh  he  has  just 
interrogated  the  Senator  from  Oonnee- 
ticut? 

Mr.  BUSH.  I  would  simply  say  to  the 
Senator  that  I  doubt  that  any  other 
Member  of  the  Senate  has  hstened  more 
carefully  to  tbe  remarks  of  the  Jtmlor 
Senator  from  Idaho  or  has  heard  more 
of  his  remarks  in  connectton  with  this 
entire  debate  than  has  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Connecticut.  I  may  have 
missed  something  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  has  said;  but  I  can  assure  him 
that  I  have  paid  the  utmost  attention  to 
his  remarks,  which  hare  been  very  ex- 
tended in  this  entire  matter. 

Mr.  WELKER.  In  conchision^-be- 
cause  I  know  the  time  is  Aort.  and  I  de- 
sire to  cooperate  with  the  Senate— can 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  name  one 
man  who  has  been  driven  to  resort  to 
the  protection  of  the  fifth  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
by  a  vigorous  cross-examination, 
whether  it  was  cross-examination  by  the 
jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  or  cross- 
examination  by  any  other  Member  of 
the  Soiate  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  even  tf  I 
chose  to  name  one  or  more  sueh  p*r*™^, 
I  do  not  think  I  would  do  so  at  the  pres- 
ent time,  because  I  would  not  wish  to 
bring  Into  the  debate  the  name  of  any- 
one who  might  have  said-H?eiiiaps  con- 
fidentially—that  was  his  attitude.  I  do 
not  think  that  is  relevant  to  the  pending 
issue. 

I  simply  assert  that  I  have  talked  suf- 
ficiently with  persons  generaUy  who  are 
interested  in  this  matter — with  lawyers, 
as  well  as  with  laymen— wbo  share  my 
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Tbe  SaxMtor  from  Idaho 

is  oorreet:  1  do  not  cafe  to  do  toat,  and 
Idonotdott  But  I  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  that  there  are  aome  such 


^  Mr.  WELXMR.  U  the  Senator  from 
Cotmeetteut  knom  aome  peraans  who 
reaorted  to  the  pretoettoo  of  the  fifth 
MModmeut  to  tbe  Ooostttution  because 
of  trtghtk  mA  If  the  Senator  will  have 
thoee  peceona  appear  before  the  Jenner 
Internal  Seeoritjr  Oonmiittee,  we  shall 
see  that  they  reeelve  proper  protection. 
We  woiM  Uke  to  obtain  the  facts. 

Mr.BUBH.  I  asree  with  the  Senator 
from  Idaho,  and  I  have  pointed  out  that 
voy  thing  perhaps  more  than  any  other 
Member  of  the  Sonato  has  dene.  lam 
▼ery  glad  to  have  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  make  that  pointy  and  I  enptaatfae 
that  it  is  perfectly  possible  to  eonduct 
theee  investigations  with  f  almesi  In 
fact,  the  distinguished  Senators  com- 
mittee has  been  eunpUmented  by  highly 
intolligent  persons  for  the  f atmeas  with 
whiflh  it  has  conducted  its  investiga- 
tions; and  I  am  glad  to  pay  tribute  to  it 
at  tbe  preeent  time. 

Itr.  WBLKER.  Notwithstanding  the 
faet-4f  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oonnectleut  knows— that  the  committee. 
m  membeta  ai  the  committee-Hsot  the 
preeent  speaker— have  seen  fit  to  eject 
2  attorneys  and  1  oth«r  citlaen  from  the 
hearing  room,  for  minor  matters  which 
caosed  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
or  the  ii^errogator  to  loee  his  tonper? 

Mr.  BOBB.  Mr.  Resident.  I  am  not 
prepamd  to  debate  that  question.  I  do 
not  know  about  that  ejection.  I  can 
conceive  of  dreumstancea  Jn  which  it 
miiAit  be  aeoflssary  to  have  someone 
ejected  fwjt  tbe  hearing  room. 

Mr.  WIUDDl.  Z  thank  my  distin- 
gulahed  ftjsod. 

Mr.  BOtBOL  The  proposal  I  have 
made,  Seniate  Reeidution  353,  which  I 
again  commend  to  the  Senator's  atten- 
tion, pnrfUtm  for  such  a  contingency. 

Mr.  KNOWX4ND.  BCr.  President.  I 
yield  6  minutes  to  the  Junior  Senator 
from  North  Dakoto  CMr.  ToDwoI. 

Mr.  YODNQ.  Mr.  President,  my 
newsletter  to  the  peoide  of  North  Dakota 
Isst  wtek.  pret^  wen  dcplatos  my  posi- 
ti<m  on  the  pending  questi(«.  I  ask , 
unanimous  oooaent  to  have  it  printed  In 
the  RnoBB  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks,  following  which  I  wi^  to  niake 
a  few  additional  (teervations. 


niere  being  zm>  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  inihted  in  the  Racom, 
as  follows: 

Om  CUmoL  BILL  WtoR  flhcKATtn  YoTmo-»A 
Pmaomu.  Bstobt  to  tbs  Pbopls  or  NoitH 
Dakota 

Tttm  pending  reaolutkm  In  the  UnltM 
BtotBS  Senate  to  oeneure  Senator  Joskph  ft. 
MpCabtbt  deele  with  one  of  the  nuvt 
cherlalMd  and  Important  proTlsloru  of  our 
Federal  Constitution— that  of  freedom  of 
ape«ch.  Including  the  right  to  criticize. 

I  am  not  greatly  disturbed  about  hie  crltf- 
dam  at  Oen.  Ralph  Zwldcer.  Geneila 
2;w<eker  ^ae  an  arrogant,  evasive  wltneda. 
P  provocation  in  any  degree  Justlflee  harih 
words,  the  Army,  through  General  ZwlckSr. 
certainly  deaerved  It.  The  record  clearly  la- 
dlcatea  that  Senator  IIcCabtht  had  t». 
^weted  that  the  Army  not  give  Ma  J.  Zrviag 
Pereee,  a  fifth-amendment  Communist,  ^ 
honorable  dlacharge.  Despite  the  written 
request  delivered  by  special  messenger  to  tlie 
Secretapy  of  ,the  Army,  Perees  was  granted 
an  honorable  dlaehar^. 

World  War  U.  the  Korean  war.  and  the 
preeent  critical  world  situation  have  neces- 
sitated the  building  up  of  great  military 
strength  in  the  United  SUtes.  In  line  wltti 
the  experience  of  other  nations  of  the  worm, 
aome  ambltloue  ofllcere  high  In  the  rants 
of  tbm  military  have  come  to  despise  the 
Oongreea  which  directly  represents  the 
psopls.  They  will  countenance  no  hlghsr 
authority  than  their  own.  Some  of  theai 
have  bene  apolllng  for  a  fight  with  Congress 
for  a  long  while.  When  it  seemed  that  Sen- 
ator licCAiTBT  was  loelng  favor  with  tlae 
psofris.  he  became  a  good  target  for  their 
purpose. 

Senator  licCArrBr's  erttlelam  of  the  special 
oonualttae  aj^olnted  by  the  Senate  itself  Iti 
August,  headed  by  Senator  AarHm  WatkxnS. 
at  Utah,  waa  unwarranted  and  unreasonably. 
TUs  select  committee  Is  compwed  of  six  df 
ths  moBt  highly  reelected  Members  of  tta* 
Senate.  All  have  a  reputation  of  being  f  aii^ 
mtnded.  independent  thinking  Individuals. 
la  no  senae  has  the  chairman,  Senatcr 
Watklna.  ever  been  cowardly  in  his  actlonc 
nor  could  the  committee  be  rightly  termed 
"haadmaidena  at  the  Gbnununist  Party." 

Senator  IIcCabtht,  In  his  criticism  of  oonv- 
mlttee  members  and  others,  however,  broka 
no  standing  rule  of  the  Senate.  By  law  and 
precedent.  North  Dakota  and  other  Stat« 
permit  almost  unlimited  criticism  of  public 
o<Hclals,  particularly  during  an  election  canv 
palgn.  I  have  oftentimes  felt  that  many  at 
the  aocusatlona  leveled  at  me  were  more 
vicious,  uxu^asonable,  and  untruthfiU  thaa 
those  embodied  In  the  pending  censure  reso* 
Ititlon.  It  is  not  a  pleasant  thing  to  be  th# 
target  of  such  accusations.  Any  rule  of  the 
Senate,  cr  a  State  or  a  Federal  law.  to  curb 
such  criticism  of  neceeslty  must  limit  in  onS 
form  or  another  the  people's  right  of  fres 
qMech  or  their  right  to  criticize  as  they  ses 
fit. 

The  citizens  of  the  United  States  enjoy 
greater  freedom  in  that  respect  than  an^ 
nation  in  the  world.  It  Is  one  of  our  most 
deep-rooted  freedoms.  It  is  better,  in  my 
Judgment,  for  an  occasional  individual  who 
Is  so  perverted  in  his  Judgment  or  so  mis* 
guided  in  his  civic  responsibility  to  go  free 
than  that  aU  of  the  citizens  should  be  put 
in  Jeopardy  if  they  venture  to  criticize  aa 
inefficient  or  corrupt  government  ofllcial. 

Senator  McCaxtht  has  rendered  a  highly 
important  service  to  this  Nation  in  fighting 
and  expoalng  the  Comm\inlst  influence  in 
the  Federal  Oovemment  and  other  institu-. 
tlons.  He  is  entitled  to  great  credit  for  the 
effective  work  he  bss  done.  I  shall  not  vote 
for  the  pending  Watkini  resolution  in  the 
Senate.  1 


Mr.  YODNG.  Mr.  President,  during 
my  nearly  10  years'  service  in  the  Senate 
there  has  been  one  attempt  aftc|:  an- 
other, in  one  form  or  another,  to  durtail 
or  limit  the  right  of  free  speech  |n  the 
United  States  Senate.  I  have  (q>po|ed  all 
of  them,  and  I  shall  oppose  the  pending 
resolution  largely  upon  the  same  gifound. 
I  do  not  believe  that  merely  beciiuse  I 
disagree  with  the  select  oomnuttee 
headed  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Watkins],  I  am  in  any  way  criticising 
the  committee.  The  committee  is  eom- 
prised  of  six  of  the  finest  Members  of 
the  Senate.  I  honestly  and  sincerely  and 
in  a  friendly  way  disagree  with  them, 
and  I  tlilnk  I  have  the  right  to  do  |k>. 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Wlsqonsln 
[Mr.  McCarthv]  has  been  intemperate 
in  many  of  his  comments  regarding  other 
Members  of  the  Senate  and  othei;  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States.  I  do  not  ap- 
prove of  much  of  his  criticism  of  many 
Members  of  the  Senate  aiul  others.  But 
he  has  not  been  the  only  one  indulging 
in  intemperate  criticism.  During  my 
service  in  the  Senate  there  have  been 
others  who  have  made  Just  as  caustic 
remarlcs  as  he  has  made.  Some  at  my 
real  favorites  of  years  gone  by  have  been 
even  more  vitriolic  and  caustic  in  their 
criticism  than  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  has  been,  and  some  of  them 
are  among  the  most  greatly  admire^  miyi 
most  respected  Senate  Members  in  his- 
tory. I  refer  particularly  to  the  fqrmsr 
senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  Robert 
M.  La  FoUette,  Sr.,  Senator  William 
E.  Borah,  of  Idaho,  and  Senator  jiames 
Reed,  of  Missouri. 

In  conclusion.  I  may  say  that  I  am  not 
surprised  at  comments  in  foreign  coun- 
tries with  respect  to  the  exercise  of  the 
right  of  free  speech  in  the  United  States. 
In  no  other  country  in  the  workl  do  the 
People  possess  the  right  of  free  speech 
to  the  degree  in  which  we  enjoy  that 
right  In  one  way  or  another  »fnfMit 
every  other  country  in  the  world  curtails 
the  right  of  the  average  citizen  to  criti- 
cize a  government  offlcial.  whether  he  be 
a  member  of  the  leglsUtive  body,  a  king, 
or  a  president.  The  same  limitation  ap- 
plies, to  a  considerable  degree,  to  the 
right  of  members  of  the  legislature  to 
criticize.  Here  In  the  United  Stotm  we 
have  attained  the  highest  degree  offree- 
dom,  including  the  right  of  free  speech 
and  the  right  to  criticize  any  natidn  In 
the  world.  I  Intend  to  vote  to  support 
the  continuance  of  that  freedom  foitver 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  10  minutes  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith]. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  pres- 
ident, it  has  seemed  to  me  that  we  have 
been  somewhat  confused  in  this  ddbato 
as  to  what  the  real  issues  are.  Lei  me 
first  put  aside  as  irrelevant  to  this  dis- 
cussion the  sioggestion  that  has  been 
made  that  we  are  aiding  the  cause  of 
Communist  infiltration  if  we  partictMite 
in  any  form  of  criticism  of  the  past  or 
present  actions  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  Everybody  is  agreed 
that  all  true  Americana  must  fight  Oom- 
munlst  infiltration  wherever  they  find  It, 
in  the  Government,  or  anywhere  else. 
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We  all  ccmunend  the  eagerness  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  as  ex- 
hibited In  his  crusade  to  fight  Commu- 
nist infiltration.  That  question  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  present 
consideration  of  the  motion  to  censure. 

L«t  me  express  my  regret  also  that 
those  who  defend  the  Jimlor  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  for  his  actions,  which 
have  been  imder  discussion,  would  at- 
tack the  integrity  and  ability  of  a  select 
committee  which  was  appointed  from 
both  sides  of  the  aisle  to  consider  the 
various  charges  made.  No  finer  or  more 
able  men  could  have  been  selected  by 
this  body  to  handle  this  difllcult  prob- 
lem with  Judicial  calm  and  with  mag- 
nlflcent  statesmanship.  As  one  of  the 
96  Members  of  this  body  I  must  express 
my  firm  dissent  from  the  suggestion  that 
any  one  of  the  6  Senators  on  the  select 
committee  could  have  been  biased,  or 
would  be  in  any  way  disqualified  from 
performing  the  high  duUes  of  the  Job 
to  which  they  were  appototed.  I  must 
come  to  the  conclusion,  therefore,  that 
Communist,  infiltration  Is  not  in  any  way 
involved  Ir  these  proceedings,  and  that 
the  integrity  and  ability  of  the  select 
committee  can  in  no  way  be  questioned. 

Another  matter  which  has  disturbed 
me  in  comiection  with  this  whole  pro- 
ceeding is  'iie  public  clamor  which  has 
been  enger  dered  with  regard  to  it.  I 
have  been  deluged  with  letters  on  both 
sides  of  the  controversy,  and  I  regret  to 
say  that,  g-nerally  speaking,  they  have 
not  been  helpful,  because  they  seem  to 
me  to  be  an  attempt  on  both  sides  of  the 
controversy  to  line  up  the  so-called  pro- 
McCarthyites  and  anti-McCarthyites. 
This  is  a  great  disservice  to  the  Junior 
Senator  frcm  Wisconsin  himself,  and  is 
even  a  greater  disservice  to  the  United 
States  Semite.  To  my  mind,  the  dem- 
onstrations have  been  undignified  and 
most  unfortunate,  and  the  attempt  to 
collect  signatures  pro  or  con  indicates 
a  wide  misunderstanding  among  some 
of  the  people  of  the  United  SUtes  as  to 
the  way  this  distinguished  body  func- 
tions. It  does  not  function  by  popular 
vote. 

The  issue  before  us  is  far  more  seri- 
ous than  a  popularity  contest,  or  a  con- 
test between  those  for  and  those  against 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  As 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Stxn- 
NisJ  said  in  his  remarks,  it  has  profound 
moral  implications,  and  we  are  all 
troubled  by  the  attitude  of  mind  of  one 
of  our  Members,  which,  unfortunately, 
leads  him  to  resent  and  oppose  either 
the  kindly  advice  or  the  hostile  criticism 
of  his  colles^gues. 

When  I  proposed  my  resolution  last 
summer  as  n  substitote  for  the  Flanders 
resolution  I  had  in  mind  an  operation 
which  would  be  different  from  a  trial, 
and  I  did  not  even  contemplate  a  reso- 
lution of  censure.  It  seemed  to  me  then 
that  there  might  be  a  possibility — and  I 
still  believe  there  is— of  bringing  the 
fundamental  good  that  we  recognize  in 
the  junior  Senator  of  Wisconsin  as  a 
frlezid  of  wm  into  line  with  the  best 
intereste  of  the  country.  It  seemed  to 
me  that  we  could  deal  with  his  objec- 
tionable activities  as  matters  for  criti- 
cism by  this  body  and  as  a  basis  for 
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warning  as  to  his  future  conduct  It 
was  my  hope,  and  it  is  still  my  hope,  that 
the  cimacities  and  energies  of  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  might  be  al- 
lied with  the  objectives  and  purposes  of 
our  great  President  in  eliminating  from 
our  country  subversive  Communist  in- 
fluences and  bringing  the  country  back 
to  a  true  conception  of  fundamentel 
loyalties  and  a  united  front  of  true 
Americanism. 

After  considering  carefully  the  report 
of  the  select  committee  and  being  con- 
vtoced  of  ite  Judicial  and  stotesmanlike 
approach,  it  is  my  own  personal  convic- 
tion that  the  action  of  the  Senate  should 
be  an  endorsement  and  commendation 
of    the    conunlttee's    work.      We    must 
stamp  that  work  with  approval  to  the 
end  that  there  may  be  no  further  sug- 
gestions of  bias  or  any  unfair  approach 
by  these  outstanding  colleagues  of  ours. 
I  had  thought  there  might  be  some 
different  form  of  resolution  than  that 
proposed  by  the  select  committee,  and 
that  possibly  we  could  avoid  a  direct  vote 
of  censure,  because  that  seemed  to  me 
to  be  more  In  the  nature  of  a  penalty  for 
past  aete  than  a  warning  for  the  future. 
The  way  the  case  is  presented  we  are 
faced  with  a  specific  resolution  of  cen- 
sure.   Whatever  we  do  on  the  censure 
vote  I  hope  that  in  some  form  we  can 
urge  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin with  all  the  eloquence  at  our  com- 
mand to  Join  now  with  his  colleagues  in 
the  common  endeavor  to  meet  the  dan- 
ger of  communism  which  is  threatening 
us  all.    I  am  sincerely  hopeful  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  in  his 
future    activiUes    will    throw    himself 
wholeheartedly  into  working  with  the 
administration  in  this  common  endea- 
vor for  the  best  interests  of  our  country 
and  not  work  in  competition  with  the 
administration.    I  have  felt,  as  so  many 
do,  that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin has  been   led   astray  from  the 
paths  at  our  Senate  tradition  and  Senate 
dignity  in  the  inept  way  in  which  he  has 
handled  some  of  these  difficult  problems, 
and  it  has  occurred  to  me  that  more  may 
be  gained  by  our  strong  dissent  from 
some  of  his  activities  and  by  firm  ad- 
monition for  the  future,  than  by  any 
attempt  at  direct  punishment  for  past 
action.    With  such  an  admonition  I  sug- 
gest that  we  should  all  lend  a  helping 
hand  in  esteblishing  a  new  association 
among  us  all.  including  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin,  so  that  once  again 
we  can  have  mutual  respect  and  mutual 
admiration  and   work   together   rather 
than  separately. 

As  I  have  said,  we  shall  probably  be 
called  on  to  vote  yes  or  no  on  the  pending 
resolution,  because  it  is  difficult  in  the 
time  at  oiu-  disposal  to  offer  alternatives. 
For  the  record,  however,  I  wish  to  sug- 
gest the  kind  of  stotement  which,  it  has 
occurred  to  me,  would  be  dignified  for 
the  Senate  to  adopt  and  which  by  Its 
very  terms  would  be  an  invitation  for  a 
new  approach  by  us  all  to  the  handling 
of  the  critical  situation  which  faces  our 
country.  It  may  be  appropriate  for  me 
at  a  later  date  to  offer  this  proposal  as 
a  substitote  for  the  pending  resolution, 
but  I  will  not  do  so  at  this  time. 


The  following  is  a  draft  of  a  suggested 
stotement  to  be  adopted  by  the  Senate 
in  lieu  of  the  pending  censure  rcaoiu- 
tion: 

The  Senate  of  the  United  States  has  noted 
with  concern  the  illness  of  the  junior  Sena- 
tor  from  Wisoonsin  and  extends  to  t>ti  ||a 
beet  wishes  for  his  early  and  oompleta  la- 
covery. 

The   Senate  of   the   United  States 

with  real  concern  the  growing  dlviaii 

and  disunity  within  the  Senate  and  through- 
out the  country  because  of  the  peobleme 
created  by  the  tnAltratlon  of  Communists 
and  oth^  security  rlaks  into  sensitive  poai- 
tlons.  both  in  Oovemment  and  otherwtoa, 
and  the  methods  and  procedures  employad 
in  exposing  and  eliminating  such  security 
rUkB.  Tlie  Senate  of  the  United  States  real- 
izes that  it  is  its  inmnedlate  reaponsiblUty 
to  d«al  with  this  critical  situation. 

The  Senate  of  the  United  States  takes 
note  of  the  objectives  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  |  Ur.  IfcCaarHV  ]  in  pursuing 
his  InvestigaUons  of  lnt«mal  Communist 
subversion  and  commends  those  objectives. 

The  Senate  of  the  United  SUtea.  in  acting 
on  the  report  of  the  select  committee,  em- 
pbssizes  that  Its  actions  in  thU  connection 
are  In  no  way  to  be  Interpreted  as  condemn- 
ing the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  (ilr. 
IfcCASTHT  I  for  the  work  he  has  done  In  In- 
vestigating the  Communist  menace. 

The  Senate  of  the  United  Statee  points  out 
that  this  question  of  investigating  Com- 
munist subversion  is  not  an  issue  now  before 
the  Senate.  The  question  before  the  Senate 
is  one  of  individual  senatorial  conduct  In- 
volving the  tradiUons  and  integrity  and 
public  manners  of  this  great  body. 

Tbe  Senate  of  the  United  Statee  rrpronacs 
lU  deep  appreciaUon  of  the  patriotic  and 
honorable  service  rendered  by  the  select  com- 
mittee composed  of  Senators  Watkiks.  Cabl- 
sow,  Caes.  Stennis.  Johnson,  and  Bavm,  and 
heartily  commends  its  Judicial,  statesman- 
like, and  objective  handling  of  this  difllcult 
matter. 

It  is  the  conclusion  of  the  Members  at  ths 
Senate  that  the  analysis  and  conclusions  of 
the  select  committee  should  be  accepted  ^rv^ 
adopted  by  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  of  the  United  SUtes  feels  eon- 
strained  to  rebuke  lu  fellow  Member,  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisoonsin  (Mr.  Mc- 
Caxtbt  I ,  for  the  reasons  clearly  set  forth  In 
the  repxort  of  the  select  committee,  and  urges 
that  he  once  again  establiah  the  mutual 
confidence  between  the  Members  of  this 
body  and  himself  to  which  they  arc  aU  en- 
titled. The  Senate  of  the  United  SUtes  ap- 
peals to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
(Mr.  UcCaktrt]  to  recognise  and  frankly 
admit  the  harm  that  has  been  done  by  his 
thoughtless  and  indefensible  words  and  by 
his  contempt  of  his  ooUeagues.  His  fellow 
Senators  urge  that  he  recognlae  and  admit 
theee  mistakes,  and  express  his  willingness 
to  work  with  his  colleaguee  in  the  Senate  in 
endeavortng  to  esUblish  the  proper  rriatton- 
shlps  between  the  executive  department  of 
our  Oovemment  and  the  Congress. 

The  Senate  of  the  United  BUtes  furtoer 
recommends  that  toe  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  immedUtely  take  undar 
lU  consideration  the,  various  propoaala  that 
have  been  made  to  amend  the  Senate  rulea 
adequately  to  protept  witnesses  appearing 
before  committees  of  the  Congress  and  make 
prompt  recommendations  to  amand  thoes 
rules. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum; 

Tbe  PRISIDniQ  OFFICKR  (Ur. 
Patmx  to  the  chair).  Hie  Secretary  will 
call  the  rolL 

The  Chief  Cleric  proceeded  to  call  the 
rolL 
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Mr.  KNOWIWiND.    Ur,  President.  I 
adc  unairttiMwui  consent  that  the  order 
for  tliomaraa^eall  be  rescinded. 
-    Tlie  FSOESIUIMO  QPVICER.    Without 
ohjectkm,  Jt  Is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  JOBRBON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent.  I  yidd  ao  minutes  to  the  distin- 
guished Benafeor  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gil- 
um].        

Ifir.  (HZliBTTB.  Mr.  President,  sev- 
eral t&nes  In  the  course  of  the  debate  on 
the  pending  measure  reference  has  been 
made  to  scmiething  that  is  called  "man 
cover."  On  two  or  three  of  these  occa- 
sions the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
has  referred  to  mall  covers  and  has 
stated  that  the  Junior  Senator  f  nnn  Iowa 
Is  famlUar  with  the  facts  and  could  cor- 
rect the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  if  he 
was  making  an  Incorrect  statement. 
Several  of  my  colleagues  have  asked  me 
with  reference  to  the  discussion  of  the 
maU  covCTs,  and  I  feel  that  I  should  dis- 
cuss the  charge  very  Iniel^. 

Mr.  President,  I  never  heard  of  a  mail 
cover  until  about  4  weeks  ago.  I  did  not 
know  what  a  mall  cover  was  and  I  am 
not  fully  informed  at  the  presoit  time. 
The  first  time  I  ever  heard  of  a  mail 
cover  was  on  the  30th  day  of  October 
last.  It  seems  that  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  had  addressed  a  tele- 
gram to  me  on  this  subject  and,  in  line 
with  the  quaint  custom  the  Soiator  from 
Wisconsin  follows,  he  had  given  copies  of 
the  tslegraoi  to  ttie  news  services  serving 
Iowa  papers.  I  did  not  receive  the  tele- 
gram until  Monday,  the  1st  kA  Novem- 
ber preceding  the  recent  election.  But 
the  telegram  was  released  to  the  pub- 
licity media  from  the  office  of  Senator 
McCabtht  Sunday  morning  preoedlns 
the  Tuesday  election.  The  telegram  was 
as  follows: 

OCTOBB  30,  10M. 

Hon.  Ovr  IC  OnxEm. 

Clieroikee,  Iowa: 
As  jou  know  the  WatUna  cMnmlttee  haa 
voted  that  I  be  censured  for  what  I  con- 
Bidered  Improper  conduct  on  the  part  of  the 
OlUette  oommlttee.    There  has  now  come  to 
mj  attention  four  different  letters  which 
you  wrote  to  the  Poatmaster  during  the  1982 
campaign  ordering  that  arrangements  for  a 
maU  corer  be  provided  for  on  my  mall  and 
on  members  at  my  staff.    According  to  your 
letter  the  mail  oarer  was  to  extend  to  Novem- 
ber 10.  1953.    As  ^u  know  and  knew  at  the 
time  this  was  a  clear-cut  violation  of  the  law 
as  maU  covers  are  only  aUowed  by  the  FBI 
and  certain  executive  agencies  and  then  only 
for  the  limited  purpose  of  obtaining  infor- 
mstl(»i  to  apprehend  fugitives  from  Justice 
and  in  eases  of  subversives.   As  you  are  aware 
thia  flagrant  violation  was  only  one  of  the  Im- 
proper acttons  on  the  part  of  your  committee. 
Neverthtiess  the  Watklns  committee  says  that 
I  ataould  be  censured  for  vigorously  criticiz- 
ing your  committee.   It  would  seem  therefore 
that  tte  voters  Should  have  a  clear-cut  state- 
ment from  yott  before  election  as  to  whether 
you  wHl  vote  censure  because  of  my  criticism 
of  your  eommittee,  vdiich  committee  as  you 
well  know  was  used  to  make  an  example  of 
anyone  who  dared  to  expose  subversives  in 
Government.    I  hope  that  you  will  not  stall 
untU  after  etoetlan  but  wiU  give  a  yes  or  no 
answer.    There  is  not  available  to  you  the 
excuse  used  by  some  Senatora  that  they  can- 
not answer  thla  question  beeauae  they  do 
not  know  the  f  aefes.    AU  the  f  aeU  are  known 
to  you  so  there  should  be  no  reason  for  you 
to  duck  answering  this  question. 

Job  McCabtbt. 


Mr.  President,  as  I  m^viously  stated, 
this  telegram  iras  glvea  circulation  in 
Iowa  3  days  before  the  election  an0  3 
days  before  I  received  it.  I  repeat,  Mr. 
President,  that  until  I  read  this  telegiam 
I  had  never  heard  of  a  mail  cover.  I 
have  been  at  some  pains  to  make  inquiry 
of  members  of  the  staff  of  the  Prlvil^es 
and  Elections  Subcommittee  relative  to 
this  matter,  and  there  is  not  one  scintlUa 
of  evidence  that  I  had  any  knowledgs  of 
the  use  of  mail  covers  in  connection  \«ith 
the  mail  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
or  any  of  his  staff.  Neither  have  I  bf en 
able  to  learn  of  the  unauthorized  use  of 
my  name  in  connection  with  any  letter 
or  letters  on  the  uubject 

I  had  resigned  as  chairman  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions on  the  36th  of  September  1952. 

The  purpose  of  the  junior  Senat;or 
from  Wisconsin  in  sending  this  telegram 
and  making  it  public  prior  to  its  receipt 
by  me  just  3  days  before  the  Iowa  sena- 
torial election  can  only  be  conjectured. 
I  simply  state  the  facts. 

Mr.  President,  it  might  be  of  interest 
to  the  Senate  to  hear  the  reply  which  I 
made  to  the  telegram  when  it  was  finally 
delivered  to  me  on  the  day  before 
election: 

I  regret  that  the  Senate  was  not  caQed 
into  session  for  consideration  of  the  Watklns 
committee  report  before  election. 

However,  since  the  Senate  will  not  be  re- 
convened until  after  election.  I  have  made 
and  shaU  make  no  statement  relative  to  my 
vote  on  the  resolution  prior  to  consideration 
of  the  resolution  by  the  Senate  and  the  ftill 
hearing  of  the  facts  as  developed  by  all  cdn- 
oemed  in  the  debate. 

Mr.  President.  In  the  normal  course  of 
congressional  postelection  events  ttie 
83d  Congress,  without  an  intervening 
session,  would  come  to  the  end  of  its 
legisJaUve  life  January  3  next,  and 
those  like  the  junior  Senator  from  Iowa 
who  will  not  be  Members  of  the  84th 
Congress  could,  in  the  meantime,  "fold 
their  tents  like  the  Arabs  and  silently 
steal  away."  But  the  Senate  of  the  asd 
Congress  has  been  called  back  in  extraor- 
dinary session  to  consider  a  special 
committee  report  on  a  resolution  intro- 
duced in  the  Senate  and  calling  for  the 
censure  of  a  sitting  Senator  for  a<ts 
which  it  is  alleged  have  impaired  the 
prestige  and  dignity  of  the  United  States 
Senate  and  its  memtiership. 

I  have  been  very  reluctant,  Mr.  Preil- 
dent.  to  participate  in  the  discussion  of 
the  pending  measure  for  two  important 
reasons:  First,  as  a  "lame  duck"  Sen- 
ator, there  was  a  hesitancy  on  my  part 
to  speak,  which  I  am  certain  all  Sen- 
ators will  understand,  whether  they 
have  ever  experienced  this  status  or  not. 
Second.  I  was,  for  an  extended  period, 
the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Subcommit- 
tee on  Privileges  and  Elections,  which 
has  been  repeatedly  referred  to  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  as  the  Gillette  com- 
mittee, and  the  contacts  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  with  this  sub- 
committee are  the  basis  for  one  of  the 
recommendations  for  censure  in  the 
special  committee  report. 

I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the  report 
directly  now.    But  the  fact  tha  t  the  Sea- 


ate  has  been  called  back  to  Washington 
for  a  special  session  and  for  a  special 
purpose  has  brought  to  my  mind  a  flood 
of  thoughts  and  an  opportunity  to  ex- 
press these  thoughts. 

Perhaps  I  may  be  excused  in  what  may 
well  be  my  valedictory  talk  in  thia  Senate 
if  I  exercise  an  old-timer's  privilege  to 
talk  of  the  past. 

Mr.  President,  18  years  ago  this  verj 
month  I  first  became  a  Member^  of  the 
United  States  Senate.  At  the  end  of  my 
present  term  I  will  have  served  here  a 
little  over  14  years.  I  presume,  then, 
that  it  is  inevitable  that  one  wfio  has 
served  that  many  years  in  thl|s  body 
would  recall  a  host  of  outstandlngstates- 
men  with  whom  he  has  been  permitted 
to  serve  here  and  to  ask  what  has  hap- 
pened or  what  shall  be  permitted  (o  hap- 
pen that  would  lower  the  standards  of 
integrity,  quality,  and  dignity  that  have 
through  all  these  years  charaoterized 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Without  mentioning  or  referring  in 
any  way  to  present  Members  or  detract- 
ing in  the  slightest  from  the  great  service 
of  former  colleagues  whom  I  may  not 
specifically  mention,  I  want  to  express 
the  pride  and  pleasure  I  have  had,  Mr. 
President,  in  the  great  privilege  at  serv- 
ing here  with  men  like  Senator  Oiarles 
McNary,  the  great  minority  leader  over 
many  years,  an  ardent  worker  for  legis- 
lation to  aid  the  agricultural  industry. 
with  his  ability,  calm  and  alert  leader- 
ship, and  unvarying  consideration  for 
others. 

Senator  Joe  Robinson,  of  Arkansas, 
Who,  as  majority  leader,  unselfishly 
fought  for  his  party's  legislative  pro- 
gram, subordinating  all  personal  ambi- 
tions and  prospects  to  this  task. 

Senator  William  Borah,  of  Idaho,  un- 
doubtedly one  of  the  great  Semite  or- 
ators and  a  man  whose  judgmentiB  were 
sought  nationally  and  Intematlpnally, 
yet  who  was  invariably  ready  to  give  the' 
benefit  of  his  advice  and  guldanOe  to  a 
new  Member. 

Senator  George  Norrls.  of  Nebraska, 
whose  constructive  liberalism  developed 
legislative  enactments  that  stand  as 
monuments  to  his  service. 

Senator  Arthur  Vandenberg,  of  Michi- 
gan, intelligent,  able,  constructive,  and 
the  symbol  of  bipartisanship  in  oiur  in- 
ternational relations. 

Senator  Robert  Taft,  a  man  strongly 
partisan  but  a  man  of  great  ability  and 
courage,  with  tireless  energy,  and  s  tem- 
perate, courteous,  and  reasonable  op- 
ponent in  debate. 

Senator  Carter  Glass,  of  Virginia,  a 
great  and  kindly  genUeman.  fleiy  and 
fearless  in  debate,  but  never  deviattng  In 
the  slightest  from  the  chivalrous  attitude 
toward  an  opponent. 

Senator  Robert  La  Follette— |roung 
Bob — able  and  tireless  worker,  always 
deeply  concerned  with  the  welfare  of  the 
little  man,  a  student  of  Senate  pro- 
cedure, and  an  unswerving  advocgte  of 
fair  play. 

Senator  Alva  Adams,  of  Colorado,  one 
of  the  ablest  and  most  hard-workteg  of 
all  my  associates  over  these  years.  He 
shunned  publicity  and  any  outward  dis- 
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play  of  hi£  rightful  credit  for  public 
acclaim. 

senator  Blram  Johnson,  of  California, 
of  strong  and  unyielding  convictions,  in- 
telligent mind,  and  a  tremendous  an- 
tagonist in  debate,  but  never  failing  in 
urbanity  and  poUteness. 

Senator  lom  Connally.  of  TCxas,  the 
incisive  and  cutting  debater. 

Senator  Warren  Austin,  of  Vermont, 
the  urbane  intellectual. 

Senator  Pat  Harrison,  of  Mississippi, 
the  fighting  Democratic  partisan  who 
was  never  unfair  and  never  unjust. 

The  temperate  and  judicial  Josiah 
BaUey,  of  North  Carolina;  the  placid  but 
keen  WaUao;  White,  of  Maine;  the  for- 
midable but  jovial  and  kindly  Senator 
Alben  BaiUey.  of  Kentucky;  the  re- 
sourceful and  hard-flghting.  but  always 
just.  Biuton  K.  Wheeler,  of  Montana: 
and  the  courtly  Henry  Ashurst,  of 
Arizona. 

Because  I  liavc  named  several  of  these 
great  former  colleagues,  it  is  not  intended 
to  exclude  a  host  of  others  who  have 
graced  the  Senate  during  my  years  of 
service  here.  Is  it  surprising,  then,  Mr. 
President,  tliat  having  had  the  rare 
privilege  of  serving  with  these  great 
Senators,  who  cherished  and  protected 
the  Senate  f rjm  anjrthing  that  would  im- 
pair its  tradition  of  more  than  a  century 
and  a  half  of  dignity,  honesty,  integrity, 
and  prestige,  I  am  greatly  concerned  in 
the  present  situation  that  finds  the 
United  SUUs  Senate  repeatedly  tra- 
duced in  various  publicity  mediums  and 
engaged  in  a  mighty  effort  to  sustain 
and  perpetuate  its  unsullied  tradition  of 
probity  and  honor? 

Now  let  me  turn.  Mr.  Preskient.  to 
some  other  facts  which  come  to  my 
memory  that  more  closely  pertain  to 
some  phase  cf  the  present  controversy. 
In  the  year  1940,  a  presidential  election 
year,  there  was  appointed,  as  was  cus- 
tomary, a  Seiurte  Special  Committee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections;  not  a  subcom- 
committee  of  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Adminisnration.  but  a  committee 
specifically  selected  for  the  purpose  of 
inquiring  int)  complaints  relative  to 
senatorial  elections  in  the  1940  cam- 
paign. I  was  named  to  head  this  special 
committee.  Of  its  membership,  the  two 
Repubhcan  members.  Senator  Clyde 
Reed,  of  Kansas,  and  Senator  Charles 
Tobey,  of  Nt?w  Hampshire,  and  one 
of  the  Democratic  members.  Senator 
Alva  Adams,  have  passed  on.  One  of  the 
members,  the  distinguished  senior  Sena- 
tor from  AlalMuna  (Mr.  Hiia.1,  is  still 
with  us  and  is  an  outstanding  Member  of 
this  body. 

This  special  committee  had  a  host  of 
complaints  laid  before  it  in  connection 
with  the  1940  election.  It  was  necessary 
to  hold  hearings  in  several  places  out  of 
Washington,  as  well  as  in  this  city.  To 
hold  these  hearings  outside  of  Washing- 
ton, we  InvarLibly  selected  one  Republi- 
can and  one  Democrat  to  go  to  the 
various  jurisdictions. 

ScHse  of  the  hearings  were  tense  and 
vitriolic,  and  questions  were  raised  not 
only  of  mtenw  general  mterest  but  of 
strong  partisan  importance.  The  special 
committee  completed  its  arduous  task 
and  filed  its  report  with    the    Senate. 
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With  very  minor  ezeeptteos  as  to  legal 
que8ti<»8.  the  report  was  unanimously 
approved  and  signed  by  all  the  members 
of  the  special  committee.  No  attack,  so 
far  as  I  know,  was  made  aa  the  mem- 
bers of  this  special  committee  or  the 
committee  Itself  for  its  work  and  its  re- 
port and  while  the  monbers  assiduously 
polormed  their  task  there  was  unfaU- 
ing  and  continuing  courtesy  to  each 
other  and  a  desire  to  serve  sincerely  the 
interests  of  the  Senate  and  the  Nation. 
Before  I  returned  to  this  body  in  1948 
the  Reorganization  Act  had  come  into 
force.  The  functions  of  the  special  Com- 
mittee on  Privileges  and  Elections  had 
become  part  of  the  area  of  responsibiUty 
of  the  Senate  standing  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration. 

Under  Senate  rule  No.  XXV,  setting 
up  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration, a  part  of  that  committee's  ju- 
risdiction was  defined  under  subsection 
(D)  of  section  (o)  as  "Matters  relating 
to  the  election  of  the  President.  Vice 
President,  or  Members  of  Congress;  cor- 
rupt practices;  contested  elections:  cre- 
dmtials  and  qualifications:  Federal  elec- 
tions generally;  presidential  succession." 
In  conformity  with  this  responsibility, 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion set  up  a  subordinate  Ijody  to  have 
specific  responsibility  in  carrying  out  its 
work  in  this  area  of  elections  and  elec- 
tion contests.    The  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration,  for  the  1950  elec- 
tion, appointed  as  members  of  the  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  aiKl  Elections 
the  junior  Senator  from  Iowa  as  chair- 
man, with  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
(Mr.  Smnrxs]   and    the  Senator    from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Schocppel]  as  members. 

This  subcommittee  had  the  usual  quota 
of  complamts,  protests,  and  charges  rela- 
tive to  alleged  violations  of  law  in  con- 
nection with  senatorial  elections.  We 
considered  each  and  every  complaint  that 
seemed  to  have  any  reasonable  founda- 
tion. Never  at  any  time  was  the  ques- 
tion of  partisanship  or  party  advantage 
raised  by  a  member  of  our  subcommittee 
relative  to  any  complaint  laid  before  us. 
No  ooe  could  be  more  impartial  than 
these  men  with  whom  I  served  in  consid- 
ering these  alleged  violations  either  by 
investigations  or  hearings.  No  men 
could  have  bem  more  fair  than  were  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  and  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  in  considering  all  of 
these  complaints:  and  the  same  judicial 
approach  was  evinced  whether  a  Repub- 
lican or  a  Democratic  senatorial  seat  was 
in  Jeopardy. 

After  the  1950  election  and  with  the 
reshuffling  of  committee  memberships. 
Senators  STzmns  and  Schoeppel  were 
both  shifted  from  the  Ctnnmittee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  to  other  stand- 
ing committees.  The  chairman.  Senator 
Hatdkh .  appointed  the  S«iator  from  New 
Jersey  (Mr.  Hznokicksoh],  the  S«3ator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  HnnmiGsl,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maine  [Mrs.  SiothI,  and  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Mow- 
■oinnr]  to  serve  with  me  as  chairman,  as 
members  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections  of  the  «»*"i1ing  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration. 
The  increased  membership  from  3  to  5 
seemed  advisable  because  of  the  large 


amount  of  work  that  faced  the  sabcom- 
mittee  and  our  p(dk7  of  «w«fart«T*p  that 
both  a  Democratic  and  a  Republican 
Senator  Aoold  be  assigned  to  cmidiwt 
each  and  every  designated  bearing.  ^ 
Again,  Mr.  President.  I  pay  high  tribute 
of  praise  to  each  and  every  one  of  these 
Senators.  Some  of  the  hearings  on  com- 
plaints laid  before  us  were  protracted  and 
extreme  arduous,  particularly  the  hear- 
ing involving  the  seat  now  hdd  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Maryland  fMT- 
Bunxs].  ff  , 

Because  of  the  seriousness  at  charges 
in  connection  with  this  ^yntest.  I.  as 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  assigned 
two  Republican  Senators  and  two  Demo- 
cratic Senators  to  oondoct  the  hearing 
in  the  Maryland  contest,  and  I  took  the 
further  precaution  of  not  personally  at- 
tending the  hearings,  in  cmler  that  tbei« 
be  iK)t  the  slightest  party  nmnerical  ad- 
vantage. 

The  responsibilities  laid  on  the  sob- 
committee  In  the  area  of  alleged  electioa 
irregularities  were  so  heavy  and  *i«w  mt 
recent  that  I  am  sure  they  are  well  re- 
memtiered  by  a  majority  of  the  Senators 
now  atting  as  Members  at  this  body. 
I  shall  only  repeat  what  I  said  with  ref- 
erence to  the  1940  Committee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections.  Each  and  every  one 
of  my  four  associates  on  the  sulicammit- 
tee  brought  to  the  membership  task  a 
clarity  of  tmliiaaed  thinUng  and  an  in- 
tegrity of  purpose  and  effort  that  could 
not  be  surpassed. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OPPICER  (Mr. 
Paths  in  the  chair).  The  Chair  must 
advise  the  Senator  from  Iowa  that  his 
time  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Pxvsi- 
dent,  I  yield  to  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa  5  additicmal  mtn^tyg 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Then.  Mr.  President, 
there  was  filed  in  the  Senate  a  reaolutioa 
sponsored  by  the  then  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut. William  Benton,  charging  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsm  with  cer- 
tain alleged  derelicttons  of  ecoduct.  and 
authorizing  and  directing  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administratioti  to  *vw»«miT 
these  specified  charges,  and  "to  make 
such  further  investigation  with  reject 
to  other  acts  since  his  election  to  the 
Senate  as  may  he  i4H>ropriate  to  enaMe 
such  committee  to  detennixke  whether  or 
not  it  should  initiate  action  with  a  view 
toward  expulsion  from  the  Senate  of 
Senator  Joseph  R.  McCutTHT." 

It  will  be  noted.  Mr.  President,  that 
the  Benton  resolution  did  not.  as  has 
often  been  stated  on  this  floor,  *^Jl  for 
the  expulsion  of  Senator  MoCaizht.  But 
it  authorized  and  directed  that  investi- 
gation t>e  made  with  reference  to  cer- 
tain qxcifled  and  other  acts  on  which 
might  be  predicated  an  ^»r"^**'*n  action 
on  recommendation  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administratian. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Iowa  was 
then,  and  still  is.  of  the  opinion  that  tiae 
Benton  resolution  should  better  have 
been  referred  to  the  Committee  on  tte 
Judiciary,  since  it  did  not  come  within 
any  area  regularly  assipied  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration,  but 
the  Benton  resolutimi  was  refeiied  by 
the  Senate  to  the  Onnmittee  on  Rules 
and  Administration,  and  rereferred  by 
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IttetMoittal  to  k6cp  tfaeiiMtB  ill  aiad. 
Ifr.  FnHdent  Tbe  Juriadletkm  ot  tte 
SuhmmiilftiH  on  FrtvilcgM  and  Bee- 
tkMis  i»  Um  Benton  reKduthm  did  not 
dettvo  tram  tbe  area  of  remocisailtty 
deUDoatad  by  tbe  Reorsuiiiation  Aot. 
but  it  ma  a  spedfle  ref  erenee  of  a  ape- 
elfle  oMtter  hr  the  Senate  Itedf. 

Tbe  Watldns  committee,  in  its  report 
to  tbeaanate.  stated  tbat  beeause  Sena- 
Xar  McCAnHT  bad  questioned  tbe  Juris- 
diction of  tbe  Bnbcommittee  on  Prtyl- 
leges  and  WentionB,  and  because  of  the 
allegatinns  of  Senatoa:  MoCaxtst  tbat 
tbe  suboonmittee  w^  proceeding  witb- 
ont  Jurladietlon  and  dislioneetiar.  and.  in 
cffeet^  stealing  pidilie  money.  Senator 
HATimr.  diabnan  of  tbe  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  submitted 
Senate  Beaohitlon  3M.  Amll  8.  18S2.  in 
the  82d  Congress,  and  2  days  later.  April 
10.  1SS2.  tbe  Senate  voted.  flO  to  0.  to 
cmdlrm  botb  tbe  coea  of  Jurisdiction  and 
the  honesty  and  conduct  of  tbe  subcom- 
mittee. 

Tbese  matters  have  been  recited  re- 
peatedly in  tbe  reports  and  discussions 
now  before  the  Senate.    ICy  onlyf  purpose 
in  citing  tbem  once  more  is  to  present 
more  Tiridly  tbe  facts  of  tbe  long  years 
of  unquestioiied  probity,  honesty,  and 
integrity,  in  tbe  performance  of  tbelr 
onerous  duties,  on  the  part  ot  all  the 
members  of  tbe  apeeial  and  Subcommit- 
tee on  PilTUeges  and  E]ection»-how 
they  eadi  and  everyone  minbnized  party 
advantages,  and  in  all  tbelr  dellberatimis 
evineed  tbe  most  assidaoos  siq>port  at 
all  times  of  tbe  dignity,  standing,  and 
xeputation  of  the  XMted  Stetcs  Senate. 
The  dlsttngaished  Senator  from  Mls- 
siasippi  [Mr.  Smtms]  stated  a  few  days 
ago  that  in  certain  acts  and  statements 
c^  recent  numths  it  seemed  that  some- 
thing floe  had  gone  out  of  this  Chamber. 
It  might  be  potinent  if  each  Senator 
should  ask  whether  something  ta  deteri- 
oration, something  corrosive,  or  even 
aometbing  sinister  has  ctmie  into  this 
Chamber  and  been  allowed  to  lessen  its 
dignity,  its  prestige,  its  influence.  Its 
eflreetivenem.  and  Its  hcmor. 

The  Senate  is  what  we  malce  it.  The 
reqiMosflUlity  is  ours  for  the  ocmduct  of 
the  Senate  as  a  whole,  and  for  the  con- 
duet  <tf  its  Individual  Members,  so  far 
as  sueb  etmduet  reflects  on  the  position, 
importanee,  and  influence  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States.  If  tbe  Senate  is 
to  contlnas  its  investigatbig  functions— 
and  I  am  waan  It  should  and  will— 4f  ft 
Is  to  sit  In  Judgment  on  our  citizens  in 
e3ctr»-Jurldical  activities,  we  must  look 
to  our  own  standards  in  the  Senate  itself 
andwe  cannot  avoid  our  reqxKisiUIlties! 
Som*  mobUm  ago  I  stood  on  the  oni- 
nenee  In  Ctalilee  where  tradition  says 
the  Master  of  Men  delivered  that  super- 
lative message  which  we  can  the  Sermon 
on  the  Mtoont.  If  we  are  to  act  as 
Judgeaof  tbe  oonduct  and  performance 
of  duty  of  other  governmental  agencies 

oroftaidlviduaH,wesboqlddow^tore- 
"*"^*ber  these  words  from  tbe  Sermon 
on  tbe  Mount: 

Why  ItwhftldMl  thou  the  mote  that  Is  In 
thy  brotberli  my  •  •  •  uaA,  b^oM.  a  beam 
is  In  thine  own  eye?  ... 


Ttomx  ^ypecite,  flzst  east  out  the  beaia  out 
of  thlM  ova  ays;  and  tlten  shalt  thofi  sae 
oleariy  to  cast  out  the  mot«  out  ofi  thr 
tootherU  eye. 

Mr.  HAYISN.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  5  minutes 
to  me? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  HAYDSN.  I  have  aslced  for  this 
time  because  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator fnnn  Iowa  XhaX  I  have  caused  dili- 
gent research  to  be  made  of  both  the 
United  States  Code  and  the  postal  regu- 
lations, and  I  can  find  nowhere  that 
there  is  any  violation  of  law  In  the  use 
of  what  is  known  as  a  mail  cover  or  mail 
check. 

Mr.  JENMER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Is  not  a  mail  cbeck 
ordinarily  used  to  catch  mxirdererS  or 
other  criminals?  i 

Mr.  HATDEN.    No.  | 

Mr.  JENNER.  Has  It  ever  before  been 
used  to  catch  a  United  States  Senator? 

Mr.  HAYIKEN.  I  do  not  know  about 
that.  The  point  I  make  is  that  a  mail 
cover  is  a  common  means  or  device  fre- 
quently used  by  the  post-office  Inspec- 


Mr.  JENNER.    To  catch  criminals. 

Mr.  ELAYISN.    To  catch  criminals 

Mr.  JENNER.    That  is  right.    Has  It 
ever  been  used  to  catch  a  Senator? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    Perhaps  the  Senator 
ought  to  have  been  caught. 

Mr.  JENNER.     Very  well. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  point  I  wish  to 
make  \z  that  post-office  Inspectors,  when 
mail  fraud  is  involved,  very  frequently— 
almost  invariably — use  a  mail  coirer 
What  is  a  mail  cover?  It  Is  a  recording 
in  the  poet  office  of  tbe  return  address 
on  envelopes.  It  does  delay  the  deUvery 
of  a  letter  for  a  brief  time,  imtil  a  postal 
employee  can  note  down  the  return  ad- 
dress on  the  outside  of  the  envelope.  The 
lettfr  is  otherwise  untouched,  remains 
unopened,  and  is  then  deUvered.  In  the 
case  of  a  maU  fraud,  the  postal  inspeotor 
obtains  the  names  of  the  persons  writing 
to  tlie  person  or  persons  who  are  aiis- 
pected  of  a  mail  fraud.  In  order  to  asoer- 
tain  whether  money  Is  being  transmitted 
tlurough  the  mails.  In  that  way  the 
postal  service  is  able  to  expose  the  fraud 
and  obtain  evidence  to  convict  the  swln- 
<flers. 

In  the  instance  referred  to  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa  very  serious  charges  bad 
been  made  against  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator, one  of  which  was  tliat  he  had  taken 
money  contributed  to  him  to  nght  com- 
munism, and  had  diverted  it  to  his  amn 
personal  use.    It  was  alleged  that  the 
diversion  of  tbe  money  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  speculation  on  the  commodity 
and  tbe  stock  markets.    In  order  to  en- 
aWe  the  investigator  to  ascertain  Who 
v^re  the  commodity  and  stock  brokers 
with  whom  tbe  Senator  was  dealing  in 
view  of  tbe  very  serious  cliarges.  wh'teh 
might  or  might  not  be  true,  a  mail  cover 
was  instituted,  and  I  am  Informed  tbat 
the  mail  cover  did  disclose  who  were  the 
iHrokers  with  whom  the  Senator  was  tlMen 
doing  business. 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Presl<|ent,  wiU 
the  Senator  jrield  at  that  point? 

Ux.  HAYDEN.  I  yield  to  the  Inajority 
leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  there  bad  been 
such  a  diversion  of  the  fiinds.  however, 
would  that  not  In  fact  have  been  a  viola- 
tion of  the  income-tax  laws,  aiM  would 
that  not  approach,  if  not  indeed  be  in 
fact,  a  criminal  violation  of  the  biws  and 
of  the  statutes,  and  be  a  mattef  for  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  mvesdgate  and. 
if  the  facts  substantiated  the  chUrges,  to 
prosecute  the  perpetrator  of  tbe  fraud 
in  vlolaUon  of  the  law?  If  a  person 
used  such  funds  for  his  own  purposes, 
would  not  the  receipt  of  such  lunds  be 
in  the  nature  of  income,  and  h«ve  to  be 
reported  in  his  income-tax  return? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  income-t|Lx  phase 
was  fully  examined  into  by  the  staff  of 
the  subconunittee.  All  of  the  fiu:ts  de- 
veloped were  subsequently  forwiirded  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue, 
and  to  date  there  has  been  n4  report 
from  Commissioner  Andrews  as  to 
whether  or  not  there  was  a  violation  of 
the  income-tax  laws.  I  am  trying  to 
point  out  that  this  was  the  logical  aud 
well-established  way  for  a  trained  in- 
vesUgator  to  obtein  facts  which  would 
determine  whether  there  had  been  a 
violation  of  the  law. 

I  do  not  know  the  date  of  an^  of  the 
alleged  letters  relative  to  a  mall  cover 
which  the  Senator  from  Iowa  (Mr.  On.- 
LiTTEl  Is  supposed  to  have  signed.  But 
the  telegram  read  by  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  addressed  to  him  by  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  widely  pub- 
lished in  the  Iowa  newspapers  on  the  day 
before  the  election.  It  was  stated  that 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  wrote  fotir  such 
letters,  but  I  am  satisfied  that  he  did 
not.  because  It  is  quite  certain  that  the 
question  of  the  use  of  a  mail  cover  did 
not  arise  until  after  he  had  resigned 
from  the  subcommittee  and  was  no  long- 
er its  chairman. 

I  did  not  know  anything  about  the  mall 
cover  at  the  time;  and  I  douU  that 
either  the  Senator  from  Missouti  tMr. 
HENNHfcs]  or  the  Senator  from  Nfcw  Jer- 
sey [Mr.  Hendwckson]  did. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President. 
will  the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to 
me  for  a  moment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  BcsH 
In  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    I  yield.  | 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  may  say  I 
never  heard  of  the  thing,  and  I  <lid  not 
know  what  a  mail  cover  was  until  the 
matter  came  up  on  the  floor  of  tbe 
Senate. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  me,  so 
that  I  may  ask  a  question  of  tbe  Senator 
from  New  Jersey?  T 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  shall  be  glad 
to  answer  the  Senator's  question^ 

Mr.  JENNER.  The  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  was  a  member  of  the  subocgnmit- 
tee  investigating  this  matter*  Was  ha 
not?  • 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.     I  was. 
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Mr.  JENNER.  And  yet  the  Senator 
from  New  Jeruey  had  no  knowledge,  and 
no  one  inf  ormod  him,  tbat  a  mail  check— 
which  is  used  to  api^-ehend  criminals- 
was  going  to  be  placed  on  the  mall  of 
a  United  StaUs  Senator,  when  tbe  very 
information  t^ie  subcommittee  was  seek- 
ing could  have  been  obtained  from  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service,  which  un- 
doubtedly already  had  the  information? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  repeat  that  I 
never  heard  of  such  a  Uiing  as  a  mail 
check  or  mail  cover. 

Mr.  JENNEIl.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  my 
point  is  that  the  tavestigators  employed 
by  the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections  were  experienced  in  their  line 
of  work:  they  were  former  members  of 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation. 
That  method  of  checking  up  on  the  mail 
received  by  persons  under  investigation 
is  a  familiar  practice  among  experienced 
investigators.  Just  as  it  is  a  familiar  prac- 
tice among  poit-offlce  inspectors;  and  it 
has  been  used  time  and  time  again  by 
good  investigators. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President.  If  the 
Senator  from  ^Vrizona  will  yield  to  me. 
let  me  point  out  that  the  practice  is  a 
familisu*  one  only  for  tlie  purpose  of 
catohlng  criminals. 

Mr.  HAYDEN,  Well.  Mr.  President.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  was  committing  a  crime, 
and  neither  does  anyone  else.  He  had 
been  charged  aith  very  serious  miscon- 
duct which  the  Senate  had  directed  the 
SutKommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions to  investiftate. 

The  PRESrOINa  OFFICER.  The 
time  yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
has  expired. 

Mr.  JENNER.  In  other  words.  Mr. 
President,  if  it  is  a  famiUar  practice, 
would  the  Senator  from  Arizona  object 
to  having  any  other  Senator's  mail  cov- 
ered? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  would  not  object  to 
having  my  own  mail  covered. 

Mr.  JENNER.  But  when  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  says  it  is  a  familiar  prac- 
tice. I  wish  to  point  out  that  it  is  a  prac- 
tice which  is  used  only  to  apprehend 
criminals,  such  as  murderers. 

Mr,  HAYDEN.  I  do  not  know  about 
its  use  in  ctmnection  with  murderers,  but 
It  is  widely  used  in  coxmection  with  mail 
frauds. 

However,  the  statement  has  been  made 
that  a  mail  cover  was  used  on  Sena- 
tor McCaktht's  mall.  Undoubtedly  the 
check  was  made  and  the  names  of  the 
persons  from  whom  he  received  m^\\ 
were  noted  and  listed.  That  is  all  I  say. 
I  wish  to  emphasise  that  the  practice  is 
not  unlawful  and  is  a  regular  one  on  the 
part  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion, and  a  regular  one  on  the  part  of 
the  Post  Office  Department,  and  is  a 
practice  well  known  to  experienced  in- 
vestigators aUover  the  Nation. 

Mr.  WATKINa  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arisona  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  2  additional  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  Arizona. 
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The  PRESIDmo  OPFldSL  Tbe 
Senator  from  Arizona  is  recognised  for 
2  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  WATKIN8.  I  desire  to  ask  this 
question:  if  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  had  come  before  the  subcom- 
mittee when  he  was  invited  to  do  so,  he 
could  have  furnished  the  Information 
about  his  brokers,  could  he  not? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    Certainly. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  It  would  not  have 
been  necessary  for  the  investigators  to 
have  made  a  mall  check  if  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  had  come  to  the 
subcommittee  and  had  furnished  the  in- 
formation about  who  his  brokers  were 
and  about  ills  stock  transactions;  is  that 
not  correct? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  correct.  The 
Charges  were  well  known;  they  had  been 
made  Iqr  Senator  Benton  and  by  otiiers. 

The  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections  were  directed  by  a  vote  of  60 
to  0  on  Um  part  of  the  Senate  to  pro- 
ceed with  its  work,  and  luul  authority 
to  malce  a  tlMrough  investigation  and 
to  determine  the  facts  as  to  all  charges. 
The  way  to  accomplish  that  result  was 
to  get  the  basic  information  as  best  the 
subcommittee  oould. 

If  it  were  true  that  a  stock  specula- 
tion had  been  undertaken  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  and  that  he  had 
taken  money  contributed  to  him  for  the 
purpose  of  fighting  communism,  and  had 
applied  it  to  the  purchase  of  commodi- 
ties or  stocks,  it  was  appropriate  for  the 
subcommittee  to  determine  who  were 
the  stockbrokers  with  whom  he  had 
conducted  business;  and  that  informa- 
tion could  be  developed  by  a  mail  cover. 


COMMITTEE  SERVICE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  one-half  minute  to  myself.  I  now 
send  to  the  desk  a  proposed  order  for 
wiilch  I  request  immediate  considera- 
tion. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  is  recognized 
for  one-half  minute,  and  the  proposed 
order  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ordered.  Ttuit  tbe  Senator  from  Nevada 
[iti.  BbowmI  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  exciued 
from  aenrice  on  the  Committee  on  Public 
WoMn  and  ta  aaalgned  to  aervice  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 

Tbat  the  SanatOT  from  New  Hampahire 
[Mr.  Corrow]  be.  and  he  U  hereby,  excuaed 
from  aerrioe  on  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 
PubUc  Waif  are  and  ia  aaalgned  to  aervice  on 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  order. 
Without  objecti(m,  the  order  is  entered. 


IMPRISONMENT  BY  CHINESE  COM- 
MUNISTS OF  UNITED  STATES 
BHUTARY  AND  CIVILIAN  PER- 
SONNEL 

liir.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  California  yield  15  min- 
utes to  me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes,  Mr.  President, 
I  yield  15  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Tb* 
Senator  from  Indiana  is  reoognbBed  for 
15  minutes. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  Presidesit.  tbe 
young  men  who  leave  their  bomee  and 
families,  put  tm  tbe  American  uniform, 
and  go  to  strange  places  to  risk  their 
Uves  for  our  country  are  the  liigbest 
responsibility  on  our  Qovenuncnt. 

The  Chineee  Communists  boast  tbat 
11  members  of  our  Armed  Forces  and 
2  civilian  employees  of  the  Defense  De- 
partment are  being  held  in  jail  by  than 
as  spies,  in  vlolatioQ  oar  tbe  rules  of  war 
and  the  speciAe  terms  of  tbe  Korean 
cease-fire  agreement  We  have  been 
told  there  are  626  missiw  QTu  and  sev- 
eral himdred  civiiiaas  who  cannot  g^ 
out  of  China. 

This  latest  deHanoe  of  tbe  ri^ts  of 
the  United  States  is  perikHisly  cloee  to 
an  act  of  war.  It  must  be  met  by  all 
necessary  measures,  whatever  they  may 
be,  to  compel  the  Red  bandits  to  free  aU 
Americans  now  held  in  restraint  by  tbem. 

I  wish  to  olfer  my  full  support  to  the 
proposal  of  the  majority  leader  that  tbe 
United  States  Government  order  an  im- 
mediate blockade  of  the  China  coast  by 
the  American  Navy,  to  continue  until  all 
our  citisens  held  captive  by  the  Reds  are 
free.  I  wish  to  offer  my  support  ^Uo  to 
his  demand  for  full  information  on  all 
Americans.  miUtary  or  civilian,  now  de- 
tained by  the  Communists,  Cfaineae  or 
Russian  or  any  other,  and  full  infoima* 
tion  on  all  outrages  against  our  per- 
sonnel, such  as  the  recent  shooting 
down  of  an  American  plane  on  a  peaee- 
ful  mission  over  Japanese  watov,  in 
which  one  member  of  the  crew  lost  his 
life. 

It  is  the  first  obligation  of  a  sovereign 
power  to  protect  the  men  who  fight  for 
the  nation's  security.  Tlieae  young  men 
ask  nothing  for  themselves.  They  are 
content  to  serve  their  country.  In  re- 
turn, our  country  can  never  forget  ita 
obligation  to  them. 

It  is  part  of  the  cruel  injustice  of  war 
that  the  many  who  stay  home  owe  so 
much  to  the  few  who  go  forth  to  tigkA. 
But  if  those  few  are  ill-treated,  contrary 
to  the  rules  of  war,  then  every  citiaen  of 
the  Nation  must  rise  up  and  defend 
them  with  every  resource  we  possess.  A 
nation  which  will  not  give  every  last 
ounce  of  its  strength  and  courage  to  free 
its  unjustiy  Imprisoned  fighting  men.  Is 
not  worthy  of  respect  as.  a  sovereign 
power. 

I  am  concerned  about  proposals  that 
we  should  ask  the  United  Nations  to 
compel  the  Red  Chinese  to  desist  from 
violence.  I  do  not  want  the  United  Na- 
tions ever  again  to  tell  us  bow  much 
support  we  may,  or  may  not,  give  to  our 
own  fighting  men.  Tliis  is.  as  the 
senior  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
KifowLAjTO]  said,  a  matter  for  the 
United  States  Oovemment  to  settie  for 
itself.  We  shall  be  glad  to  have  friends 
with  us.  but  no  one  above  us. 

We  shall  be  glad  to  work  with  the 
United  Nations,  but  never  under  it.  If 
we  turn  over  to  the  United  Nations  the 
question  of  protecting  our  fight»"g  men, 
we  shall  be  transferring  mir  sovereignt?. 
We  shall  be  admitting  that  we  are  a 
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fl^tffifMl  imr  naHnniil  taOBlMr. 
_i  4  ymn.  Amorimw  lutvc 
te  asfiT  UnpoteiifM  while  ttie 
wideii  Red  Chtaft  mg«d  asalnst  us 
SGHVft  «M  tnuMfamiMl  Into  »  mlll- 
•Itftanaita  and  a  poitttteal  defeat. 
Z  have  BBtened  to  stetement  after 
itotCBMotk  voder  ottth.  by  our  military 
oonmuuiiden  la  Korea — Generals  llac- 
Arthnr,  Gtaxk,  Tan  Vleet.  Stratemeyer, 
and  AHaoBd.  All  said  we  bad  militair 
vietory  within  our  grasp,  and  that  it  was 
taken  from  as  and  tamed  into  defeat. 
Our  admlndS'toid  us  b«w  the  Red  Chl- 
mae  war  eouldliave  been  dM»rtened,  and 
OomaMniiBt^barMtflem  ended,  by  a  triodc- 
ade  of  th«  Chfeia  eoast  in  ItM  fOMl  1961 
and  by  other  military  action,  which  was 
refused  Iqr  our  Oofemmmt. 

Our  figfcting  men  won  the  Red  Chi- 
neee  war  te  Kerea^  %ut  our  poUtieid  lead- 
ers saved  ttte  Reds  fnm.  the  tomat- 
quenees  of  defeat  We  were  told  that 
the  united  MatloDS  was  responsible  for 
this  transformation  of  bloody  victory 
Into  humiliating  compromise,  and  that 
the  Amertaan  Oovemment  had  no  choice 
but  to  aequiesoe.  Personally.  I  am 
skeptleal  of  these  plausible  explanations 
that  the  United  Nations  was  responsible 
tor  our  humiliation. 

Philip  Jesmip  told  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  For^gn  Relations  that,  of 
course,  American  rqiresentatives  to  the 
United  Nations  oould  not  present  a  pure- 
ly AmericMi  p<rtnt  of  view. 

The  Jui^r  Senator  from  Iowa  Clir. 
OnxBTTS].  w^io  has  just  spoken,  very 
properly  asked  why  they  etyuM  not,  and 
voted  in  committee  against  confirming 
Jessup  as  our  representative  to  the 
United  Nations. 

Ambassador  liodge  has  spoken  out  In 
the  United  MatkHis  in  truly  American 
fashion  against  this  newest  atrocity,  but 
I  am  still  fearful  that  pro-Ctnnmunist 
sympathisers  in  our  Oovemment,  and 
pro-Communists  in  other  governments, 
have  their  own  channels  Into  United  Na- 
tions, through  which  they  can  block 
American  diorts  to  tead  the  anti-Com- 
munist world  to  victory. 

I  have  stated  elsewhere  that  today  we 
have  a  ''fourth  house"  of  Oovemment, 
Ind^wndent  of  the  President,  the  C<m- 
gress,  and  the  courts,  which  makes 
many  of  the  basic  decisions  of  ova  Gov- 
ernment In  foreign  policy,  and  makes 
them  favorable  to  a  collectlvist  one- 
workL 

I  do  not  think  we  can  submit  any  ques- 
ti<m  of  American  sov»elgn^.  of  Ameri- 
can mlUtuT  policy,  or  of  American  lead- 
erdiip  in  ttie  anti-Communist  struggle, 
to  the  United  Nations,  imtil  we  find  out 
who  in  our  Government,  and  in  the 
united  Nations,  are  pulling  the  invisible 
strings.        '  i 

The  Soviet  Union  and  its  Red  Chinese 
satellites  have  planned  each  of  these  epi- 
sodes of  humiliation  as  part  of  the  cold 
war.  to  make  the  United  States  look  big. 
overgrown,  worn  out.  basking  in  past 
gknr.  but  too  rich  and  decadent  to  de- 
fend Itself  agataist  the  brave,  new,  vital 
Communist  empire  in  Asia.  The  United 
States,  not  the  United  Nations,  must  an- 
swer this  question. 

A  navti  blockade  of  the  China  coast 
would  spe»k  the  only  political  language 


the  Commtmists  understand.  It  woxild 
stop  the  ikim  of  war  materials,  Which 
the  Communists  plan  to  use  to  delstroy 
our  country.  It  would  be  a  signkl  to 
every  starving  peasant  and  slave  laborer. 
that  hope  is  not  lost. 

Let  us  make  an  American  policy  now, 
for  the  American  Government  to  carry 
out,  in  defense  of  American  fighting 
men.  If  our  friends  in  the  United  Na- 
tions wish  to  Join  us.  we  shall  welcome 
them.  If  appeasers  here  at  home  lary  to 
bind  us  with  the  cords  of  United  Nations. 
let  us  say.  "No.  A  sovereign  America 
defends  its  own."  Let  us  make  it  clear 
for  all  time  that  we  know  how  to  deal 
with  bullies,  bandits,  murderers,  and 
cowardly  showoffs. 

Secretary  Dulles,  who  spoke  in  Chi- 
cago day  before  yesterday,  is  opposed 
to  our  making  any  warlike  moves.  I. 
too,  am  opposed  to  making  any  warlike 
moves.  The  problem  is  to  makf  the 
Chinese  Communists  desist  from  their 
warlike  moves. 

The  Communists  do  not  want  war. 
They  had  a  taste  of  war  in  their  aittack 
on  us. 

They  want  victories  without  coat.  If 
we  make  their  victories  expensive,  they 
will  retreat. 

The  Soviet  Empire  is  weaker  today 
than  it  has  been  since  the  Nazi  inva- 
sion, or  the  time  of  the  purges.  Its  l>eo- 
ple  are  starving,  disillusioned  and  febel- 
lious.  Red  China  is  seething  with  hate 
and  oppression.  Only  the  fifth  ccQumn 
can  help  the  Communists  today.  We  are 
hearing  the  siren  song  of  coexistence  on 
every  side. 

If  anything  shows  the  true  nature  of 
coexistence,  it  is  this  new  outburst  of 
lawless  violence. 

"Coexistence  or  war,"  say  the  fifth 
columnists  and  their  unwitting  victims. 
But  coexistence  Is  war.  Coexistence  is 
designed  to  prop  up  the  Soviet  Union  and 
its  Chinese  colonial  satellite,  so  they 
can  put  down  the  threat  of  internal 
disorder,  and  then  safely  turn  against 
us. 

The  Commimist  empire  cannot  etand 
without  help  from  us  or  our  allies.  We 
made  it  what  it  is  today. 

It  will  fall  to  pieces  unless  we  give 
it  food,  machinery,  prestige  and  foot- 
holds for  propaganda. 

The  Commimists  want  us  to  dresm  of 
peace,  until  their  armies  can  strflce  at 
Eiurope  from  Poland  or  the  Balkans,  or 
come  over  in  airplanes  to  Chicago  or 
Detroit. 

The  American  policy  of  defiance  of 
tsnranny  is  the  only  road  to  peace.  It  is 
the  only  way  to  give  hope  to  the  captive 
peoide  behind  the  Iron  Curtain. 

Let  us  break  all  diplomatic  and  trade 
relations  with  the  Soviet  Union,  give  to 
the  helpless  people  of  Russia,  China,  and 
the  satellites  the  reassurance  of  an 
American  Government,  ready  to  defend 
its  own  fighting  men  to  the  uttermost, 
and  refuse  the  hand  of  fellowship  to 
governments  red  with  the  blood  of  their 
own  people  and  ours. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senat(»from  Indiana  yield  for  one  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  JENNER.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Could  it  be  properly 
said  that  those  of  us  who  think  as  the 


SMiator  does — and  there  are  too  few  of 
us  on  the  fioor  of  the  United  Sti^tes  Sen- 
ate— might  well  adopt  the  slogitn.  "The 
country  you  save  may  be  your  own"? 

Mr.  JENNER.    The  Senator  1^  correct. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Rbcoro  at 
this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  an 
editorial  entitled  "  'Peaceless'  Coexist- 
ence." written  by  David  Lawrence  and 
published  in  the  U.  S.  News  li  World 
Report  for  November  26,  1954. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rsooui, 
as  follows: 

*'PkaCZU»8"  COKXISTZMCa 

(By  David  Lawrence) ' 

It  is  characteristic  of  the  moralt  weakness 
of  our  times  that  even  a  proposal  to  debate 
the  facta  of  InternaUonal  life  Is  regarded  as 
dangerous — as  fostering  perhaps  a  dliaate  of 
war. 

Senator  Knowland  of  California,  last  week 
called  upon  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
to  study  the  implications  of  peaceful  co- 
existence— the  phrase  which  seenls  to  have 
anesthetized  so  many  of  the  sta|te8men  of 
the  free  world. 

Ur.  Knowlakd  spoke — as  Senator  Taft 
often  did — not  necessarUy  as  the  nepubllcan 
leader  of  the  Senate,  but  with  the  deep- 
seated  sense  of  duty  of  a  representative  of  a 
large  State.  The  California  Senator's  com- 
ments were  met  with  an  outburst  of  criti- 
cism In  the  press,  though  he  was,  to  be  sxire. 
Joined  sympathetically  by  the  O«mocratic 
Party  leader.  Senator  Ltndoh  Johkson. 

Is  It  a  phenomenon  of  our  day  that  Con- 
gress must  abdicate  Its  position  as  a  co- 
ordinate branch  of  the  Government  and  fur- 
nish only  rubberstamp  Senators  Who  blind- 
ly follow  the  executive? 

All  that  Mr.  Knowiani)  really  proposed  was 
that  the  entire  field  of  diplomatic  and  mili- 
tary policy  be  sxirveyed  to  determkne  wheth- 
er America  Is  being  duped  Into  acoeptlng  the 
theory  of  a  stalemate  while  Soviet  Russia 
continues  her  conquest  of  weaker  countries. 
Are  we,  in  effect,  the  victims,  he  asks,  of  a 
self-imposed,  one-sided  truce?  Should  not 
our  policies  be  reexam'lned  constaaUy  in  the 
light  of  Soviet  behavior? 

Mr.  Knowland  Is  a  realist  who  Soesnt  be- 
lieve that  peaceful  coexistence  to  attained 
by  wishful  thinking  or  by  Issuing  agonized 
pronouncements  abouts  the  horrors  of  an 
atomic  war. 

But.  exclaim  some  of  the  othet  Senators, 
doesn't  Mr.  Knowland  understand  that  there 
is  no  alternative  to  peaceful  coexistence  ex- 
cept a  terrible  war? 

The  very  asking  of  that  question  empha- 
sizes the  moral  bankruptcy  of  tihe  hoiir — 
the  Inability  to  perceive  that  there  Is  and  al- 
ways has  been  an  alternative  to  wsr.  namely, 
the  concerted  use  of  moral  force. 

For  there  are  even  stronger  weftpons  than 
atom  bombs  with  which  to  attain  peace  in 
the  world.  They  are  the  weapons  which 
mean  moral  ostracism  of  the  agoresaor  and 
nonlntercourse  with  the  potential  enemy. 
They  are  weapons  which  do  not  destroy  peo- 
ples but  organize  their  desires  fdr  peace  in 
a  positive  and  constructive  program  of  action. 

To  apply  moral  force  requires  courage. 
Unfortunately,  It  takes  far  mote  courage 
nowadays  merely  to  sever  diplomatic  rela- 
tions with  the  Soviet  Union  and  to  cut  off 
all  trade  Intercourse  than  It  used  to  take  to 
declare  war  when  an  overt  act  qame.  The 
protest  which  arises  from  the  victims  of  the 
terror  propaganda  of  today  whenerver  a  non- 
Intercourse  policy  is  suggested  Is  sympto- 
matic of  the  craven  attitude  wh)ch  Is  fast 
becoming  characteristic  of  many  a  govern- 
ment. 

Yet  why  should  we  furnish  materials  to 
build  up  the  enemy's  war  macbine? 
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Why  should  w*.  by  our  peastve  aequles- 

cence,  lead  the  rulers  In  the  KMmlla  to  be- 
lieve that  they  may  take  .a  Chancs  and  com- 
mit acta  of  aggression  beesoM  we  ouiMaTas 
talk  always  as  if  we  ar*  M^tstMdf  8aeh 
moods  of  frustrated  dsspalr  oouM  faro*  war 
upon  ua  som*  day  as  an  UiavttaUe  altcma* 
tlve.  And  war  Umb  wouM  be  Um  product 
of  our  own  fallacious  part  flam. 

The  hope  of  the  world  Ues  In  the  emanci- 
pation of  the  people  of  Soviet  Buaala  and  in 
the  liberation  of  the  people  of  the  satellite 
countries.  They  can  be  convinced  that  the 
peace  of  mankind  Is  In  their  bands.  Tbe 
mere  mention,  however,  of  tbe  word  "libera- 
tion" is  greeted  by  our  allies  with  tbe  spe- 
cioxis  argument  that  only  military  force  can 
achieve  such  an  objective. 

The  Red  army  is  an  influential  eefment  of 
the  Soviet  people.  There  is  today  no  mn-e 
affinity  inside  tbe  Bed  army  for  the  despotism 
of  the  Kremlin  than  there  was  for  tlie  Ctar 
who  was  overthrown  in  1017. 

vee  can  and  must  give  hope  to  tbe  peopla 
behind  the  Iron  Curtain.  Tbey  regard  peace- 
ful coexistence  as  a  willlngnen  on  our  part 
to  condone  evil — to  tcnmJob  tbe  oppreeeed. 
Knowing  that  tbe  Soviets  always  distort  tbe 
word  "democracy"  in  describing  their  own 
form  of  government,  tbe  enslaved  peoples 
may  well  wonder  why  the  Western  World 
grasps  the  phrase  "peaceful  coeziatetwe" 
with  such  enthusiasm. 

How  shall  we  convlnee  tbeee  peoples  that 
we  are  not  being  deceived?  Certainly  not 
by  accepting  tbe  insidious  policy  of  peaceful 
coexistence  which  Is  only  a  means  of  lulling 
us  Into  a  state  of  fancied  aeeurlty. 

Episode  after  episode  reveals  the  belliger- 
ent piirpoees  of  ttas  Ooramtmist  regime — Its 
words  are  at  times  eoft  spoken,  but  its  acts 
are  still  those  of  tbe  aggreaaor.  aa  recent  inei- 
denu  in  Indoeblna.  and  particularly  tbe  re- 
peated abootlng  down  at  our  planes,  will 
testify. 

Let  the  debate  go  on.  What  dlscuHlons 
do  we  fear? 

The  basic  desire  of  everybody  Is  for  «oex- 
Istence.  The  real  qaastton  la  wbetber  It  is 
to  be  peacefxil  or  peaceless.  We  must  not 
adopt  a  do-noiblng  attitude.  There  must 
be  a  consUnt  stirrey  and  lesurtey  of  tbe  acts 
as  well  as  tbe  words  of  tbe  Soviet  Union. 


RESOLUTION  OF  CENSURE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  conaideraUon 
of  the  resolution  (8.  Res.  301)  to  cen- 
sure the  junior  Senator  from  Wiwconrin. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  has 
expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  to  the  majority  leader  I  hour 
of  the  time  allotted  to  the  minority 
leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President. 
with  the  understanding  that  tbe  time  Is 
to  be  divided  equally.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  qfuonim. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  a  half  hour  to  the  senior  BeoMXae 
from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKIN8.  Mr.  President.  I  rise 
at  this  time  to  clear  op  some  mtseoncep- 
tions  with  refq;)ect  to  the  activities  of  the 
select  committee  In  the  matter  ol  the 
reception  of  evidence  at  its  hearings. 


Ik  tea  been  eharged  repeatedly  that 
ttie  Junior  Senator  from  Wlaoonsin  was 
not  allowed  to  present  evidence  In  his 
defense  before  the  select  committee. 

IB  order  to  understand  the  subject,  we 
must  examine  the  situation  which  ex- 
isted aS  the  time  the  select  ocomiittee 
began  tts  bearings  <»i  the  charges  which 
had  been  prepared,  not  by  the  committee 
but  by  someone  else,  and  which  had  been 
submitted  to  the  select  committee  by  the 
Senate,  as  the  basis  for  the  investiga- 
UoD  and  bearings  conducted  by  the  se- 
lect committee. 

One  of  those  charges  had  to  do  with 
the  activities  of  the  Oillette-Hennings 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions. Charges  had  been  made  that  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Caktht]  had  abused  the  committee. 
The  charges  were  that  he  had  written 
abusive  letters  to  the  committee  and  had 
refused  to  cooperate  with  it. 

Tlie  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gzl- 
LKTTK]  this  morning  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  Senate  Resolution  No.  300 
was  brought  before  the  Senate  to  test 
the  very  matter  that  had  been  charged 
by  Senator  McCaktht.  I  wish  Senators 
who  are  lawyers  would  take  particular 
note  of  this  point.  Senator  McCastht 
had  made  a  written  appearance  before 
the  BUboommittee  when  he  sent  his  let- 
ters to  tbe  subcommittee.  He  had  had 
full  nottee  of  the  taivestigation  and  its 
seriousness,  and  he  had  sent  these  let- 
ters. Those  letters  made  certain  charges, 
and  he  said  those  letters  contained  his 
defense. 

The  subcommittee  decided  that  It 
would  have  a  definite  test  made  before 
the  Senate.  In  other  words,  it  would 
seek  a  ruling  by  the  only  body  which 
could  rule  on  the  questions  raised,  name- 
ly, the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

It  invited  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  to  come  before  the  Senate 
with  such  a  resolution,  to  wit  a  resolu- 
tion propoeinc  that  the  Senate  discharge 
the  subcommittee  because  of  its  alleged 
dtshanesty.  and  because  it  exceeded  its 
jurtodlettaa.  Its  Integrity  had  been  at- 
ta^ad.  and  the  members  of  the  sub- 
committee  urged  Senator  MoCaarHT  to 
make  that  test  before  the  Senate,  the 
only  place  uliere  such  a  test  could  be 
made.  He  did  not  do  so. 

The  subcommittee  brought  the  reso- 
lution before  the  Senate.  The  resolu- 
tion was  discussed  and  voted  on  in  the 
Senate.  Tbe  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin wsas  present  in  the  Chamber 
when  the  vote  was  taken.  At  least,  he 
was  present  when  the  debate  was  had  cm 
the  resolution.  As  I  recall,  he  announced 
that  he  would  vote  against  the  resolu- 
tion if  he  remained  m  the  Chamber.  He 
had  to  leave,  as  I  remember. 

Every  Soiator  presmt  at  the  time,  as 
I  recall,  voted  on  the  resolution,  except 
Senator  McCaktrt.  who  left  immediately 
after  the  vote  was  taken.  The  vote  was 
00  to  0  against  this  resolution. 

The  Senate  at  that  time  was  passing 
on  the  very  defense  which  Senator  Mc- 
CAtZHT  had  urged  as  his  defense,  name- 
ly, that  the  committoe  was  dishonest, 
that  it  was  ronriucting  ita^  dishonestly, 
and  that  it  did  not  have  jurisdiction. 
Tliat  was*  I  beUeve.  in  AprU  1952. 


When  the  subject  was  submitted  to 
the  select  committee,  what  posltifcm  woe 
the  aaembera  of  the  committee  to  take 
with  reelect  to  a  matter  which  appar- 
ently had  hetn  decided  by  the  Senate? 
Senatm:  MoCabxht  still  daimed  that 
that  was  his  defense,  namdy.  that  ttaa 
subcommittee  was  dishonesti.  that  it  did 
not  have  jurisdictitm.  and  that  it  was 
conducting  itself  dishonestly. 

W««  we  of  the  committee  to  say  fe» 
the  Senate  that  tbe  Senate  did  not  know 
what  it  was  doing,  and  that  the  select 
committee  would  reexamine  the  whole 
matter? 

It  was  discussed  by  the  select  commit- 
tee, and  it  was  decided  that  the  questioa 
was  res  Judicata  because  a  decision  had 
been  made  by  the  Senate.  The  select 
committee  decided  that  it  had  been  set- 
tled that  the  subcommittee  had  Juris- 
diction to  do  what  it  was  doing,  and  that 
the  subcommittee  was  an  honest  sub- 
committee. The  select  committee  de- 
cided that  since  the  integrity  of  the  sub- 
cccnmittee  and  its  JurisdictiMi  had  been 
sustained  by  the  vote  of  the  Scoate.  and 
Senator  McCaktht.  the  one  who  had 
raised  the  matter  as  his  defense,  had 
abaiMloned  his  defense. 

He  Joined  with  other  Soiators  in  say- 
ing that  he  would  vote  against  the  reso- 
lution. In  order  to  sustam  his  position, 
it  would  have  been  necessary  to  adopt 
the  resolution.  That  would  have  been 
a  vote  to  sustain  his  contention.  He  had 
a  full  opportunity  btfore  the  subcom- 
mittee to  present  his  defense,  for  he  had 
been  invited  to  an;»ear  tiefore  it.  but  be 
also  had  an  c^iportunlty  when  before  the 
Senate  of  the  United  SUtes.  tbe  real 
court,  the  final  authori^,  but  he  aban- 
doned the  defense. 

That  was  the  legal  position  in  which 
we  found  ourselves,  and  that  vras  the 
justification  for  tbe  decision  which  the 
select  committee  made,  in  a  general  way. 
m  respect  to  what  we  should  do  vTlth 
reference  to  the  attack  on  tbe  honesty, 
integrity,  and  jurisdiction  of  the  sub- 
committee. The  Senate  can  see  iThat  It 
would  have  meant  if  the  select  commit- 
tee had  undertaken  to  try  the  Qillette- 
Hennings  committee  to  see  whether  it 
was  honest  or  dishonest.  It  arould  havo 
taken  many  mmxths  to  have  gone  into 
the  record  again  and  to  examine  every* 
thing  it  had  done.  It  was  up  to  the 
Jtmior  Senator  from  Wlaoonstn  to  offer 
whatever  defense  he  wished  to  OBer  be- 
fore the  select  committee.  In  qaite  of 
the  fact  that  that  question  had  been  set- 
tied,  and  we  determined  we  could  not 
retry  the  whole  question,  we,  in  effect, 
said.  "We  are  going  to  do  what  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Eavni] 
said  the  committee  had  done  previously" ; 
and  if  we  erred  at  all.  we  erred  in  favor 
of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wiscansln. 

So  we  did  actually  rec^ve  the  evi- 
dence. The  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin said  he  had  submitted  it  to  the 
QHlette  committee,  and  we  received  the 
same  evidence,  but  gave  him  a  further 
oiHKurtunity  to  present  evidence  as  tothe 
dishonesty  of  the  commlttrfi  if  he  'de- 
sired to  do  so,  notwithstanding  ,  we 
thought  the  matter  had  been  settlefl. 

By  the  way,  Mr.  Presidettt,  m  connee- 
Uon  with  this  matter.  I  think  this  com- 
ment should  be  made;  namely,  that  ttaio, 
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innfar  Bebaktor  from  Wisconsin  had  sub- 
jamed  *  resolution  asking  for  the  expul- 
sion of  Oenafor  Benton,  and  the  resohi- 
tlon  was  refer  rtd  to  the  selfsame  o(Mn- 
mlttee.  The  Junior  Senator  fnnn  Wis- 
ocmsln  was  invited  to  aiqpear  before  the 
subcommittee  to  testify  with  respect  to 
that  resolution.  It  Is  wcnthy  of  note  that 
be  did  appear.  He  did  not  object  then 
that  the  subo(»nmittee  was  dishonest 
and  that  it  did  not  have  Jurisdiction; 
he  did  not  object  in  any  way  to  the  sub- 
ccnnmittee;  he  did  not  object  to  the  fact 
that  Senator  Benton  was  not  going  to  be 
permitted  to  cross-examine  the  Jimior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  when  he  ap- 
peared. 

Mr.  MONRONE7.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  fn»n  Utah  yield? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  do  not  have  very 
much  time,  and  I  dislike  very  much  to 
yield  when  I  am  making  my  presenta- 
tion.   

Mr.  MONRONEY.  The  only  thing  I 
should  like  to  say  is  that  Senatcnr  Bentcm 
came  btf  ore  the  committee  to  answer 
those  charges  when  he  was  Invited  to  do 
so,  In  pursuance  to  the  resolution  of  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  on  the 
day  of  the  60-to-O  vote  sustaining  the 
Subcmhmittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions.          

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  now  go  into  the 
record  to  show  what  actually  happened 
bef  c»re  the  select  committee.  I  shall  read 
excerpts  from  the  record  with  respect  to 
the  inresentatlon  of  evidence. 

At  page  354  of  the  hearing  record, 
volimie  I.  I  wish  to  read  excerpts  which 
wfU  show  tbe  general  trend  and  the  gen- 
eral attitude  of  the  committee : 

The  CHAmMAN.  I  will  aay.  Senator,  if  you 
have  same  testimony  from  lir.  Carr,  we  would 
like  to  caU  him  to  testify  about  the  matter 
you  had  reference  to. 

If  you  indicate  he  is  to  be  a  witneas,  let 
UB  know,  and  we  will  call  htm. 

Senator  McCastht.  I  merely  wanted  to 
qualify — ^I  made  an  answer,  Mr.  Chairman. 
Z  dont  argue  this  other  point.  I  made  the 
answer  saying  that  I  relied  upon  the  admin- 
istrative assistants,  and  I  was  going  to  tell 
you  that  lir.  Carr  was  checking  with  the 
telegraph  oonipany  to  find  If  we  did  not  send 
wtree  to  aU  seven  Senators  to  get  permis- 
sion. 

He  wouldn't  know  that  for  some  time. 

The  Cbabman.  All  right,  we'  can  take  it 
up  when  he  gets  the  Information. 

Hie  record  will  show  that  he  never 
did  bring  In  Mr.  Carr  with  any  informa- 
tion showing  whether  he  had  sent  tele- 
grams to  all  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee with  respect  to  the  release  of  the 
Zwlcker  testimony. 

Another  excerpt,  from  page  359,  where 
Senator  Haybxn  was  testifying.  This  Is 
Senator  Hatdkn  speaking: 

Senator  Hatdkit.  I  was  advised  oi  the  res- 
ignation of  Senator  Oiixn-rK  and  Senator 
WiuuB  by  mail,  whlcH  I  received  in  Phoenix, 
Arts.,  and  at  that  place  accepted  both  resig- 
nations. 

I  realised,  by  reason  of  a  suggestion  nutde 
In  Senator  Gnxdm's  letter,  that  the  sub- 
committee might  continue  as  8  rather  than 
to  make  it  5,  that  there  was  a  question  there. 
So.  I  directed  the  clerk  of  the  committee, 
Ifrs.  Grace  E.  Johnson,  to  inquire  of  the 
Ftollamentarian  of  the  Senate  as  to  what 
tbm  sttuatlon  would  be,  and  X  received  from 


her  this  memorandum,  which  I  am  paepared 
to  read.    It  it  addressed  to  me  and  sSys    ~ 

The  Ckaducan.  Mr.  Williams. 

Mr.  WiLUAMa.  I  would  like  to  see  It,  If  I 
may,  before  it  goes  in. 

The  CHAOuiAir.  Will  you  please  suHmit  it 
to  ICr.  Williams? 

Mr.  WiLUAiu.  Tliank  you.  Senator. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  memorandum  by 
Orace  E.  Johnson,  as  Senator  Hatixm  bma 
Jiist  indicated,  recounting  a  conversation 
which  she  says  she  had  with  the  Parlia- 
mentarian, In  which  she  undertakes  to  set 
out  the  law  on  this  subject  as  she  under- 
stands it  from  her  conversation  with  the 
Parliamentarian. 

I  Just  dont  see  how  this  could  go  In  if 
we  are  still  adhering  to  the  hearsay  rule. 

The  CHAnMAN.  I  think  your  exception  or 
your  questioning  of  the  document  M  well 
taken.  | 

-Another  instance,  Mr.  Presideiit,  at 
page  376  of  volume  I  of  the  recoiti.  Mr. 
de  Furia.  assistant  counsel  to  tho  com- 
mittee, was  examining  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin,  who  was  testifying 
in  his  own  behalf:  i 

Mr.  DK  FuaiA.  I  will  repeat. 

Did  you  not  state  in  that  same  letter: 

"While  the  actions  of  Benton  and  some  of 
the  committee  members  do  not  surprise  me. 
I  cannot  understand  your  being  willing  to 
label  Gnr  OnxrrrE  as  a  man  who  will  head  a 
committee  which  is  stealing  from  the  pockets 
of  the  American  taxpayers  tens  of  thousands 
of  dollars  and  then  using  this  money  to  pro- 
tect the  Democratic  Party  from  the  political 
etfect  of  the  exposure  of  Communists  tn  Gov- 
ernment." 

Senator  McCastrt.  That  is  a  correct  quote. 

Ur.  DC  PuBiA.  Did  you  have  any  evidence. 
Senator  McCastht,  to  support  the  state- 
ments of  fact  that  you  made  in  this  letter? 

Senator  McCaktht.  Tea. 

Mr.  Dx  FuxiA.  Did  you  ever  produce  that 
evidence? 

That  was,  in  effect,  an  invltatSon  to 
produce  it  then  If  he  had  it. 

Senator  McCabtht.  I^  was  produced  in  let- 
ters to  the  cmnmlttee. 

He  is  speaking  of  the  Gillett«-Hen- 
nlngs  subcommittee.  We  had  every  one 
of  those  letters  in  evidence.  They  were 
put  in  by  the  select  committee  itself. 
Here  was  his  own  characterization.  The 
evidence  he  had  In  support  of  his  state- 
ments were  in  his  letters  to  the  select 
committee,  and  they  were  all  put  In  evi- 
dence. So  I  cannot  understand  why 
there  should  be  any  complaint  that  he 
did  not  have  full  opportunity  to  present 
his  case  to  the  select  committee,  even 
though,  as  matter  of  law,  he  was  not  en- 
titled to  do  so,  because  the  place  to  have 
presented  his  defense  was  before  the  Gil- 
lette subcommittee  before  which  the  Sen- 
ate Resolution  300  was  under  considera- 
tion. I  do  not  see  how  any  lawyer  can 
get  away  from  that  fact.  i 

Continuing  with  his  statement:' 

Senator  McCaxtht.'  It  was  produced  In 
letters  to  the  committee.  I  pointed  out  to 
them  exactly  what  I  had  in  mind,  that  they 
were  going  far  beyond  the  Benton  resolution, 
that  they  were  going  back  to  1935,  that  they 
were  making  photostats,  and  I  think  that 
photostats  cost,  I  think,  in  the  neighborhood 
of  fl.OOO  and  the  correspondence  they  had 
with  the  bank,  having  nothing  to  do  with 
wrongdcing,  requests  for  extension  Of  time 
and  payment  of  Interest. 

He  said  he  had  pointed  It  out  to  the 
committee.  He  had  made  his  written 
appearance  before  the  committee.    He 


said,  "I  put  it  in  my  letters  to  the  com- 
mittee." All  those  letters  wene  received 
by  the  select  committee,  so  we  had  all 
his  so-called  defense. 

I  shall  continue  with  the  reading.  In 
order  to  present  this  matter  clearly  in 
the  Record,  I  must  repeat  some  of  It. 
I  read  from  page  376  of  the  hearings: 

Senator  McCastht.  *  *  *  I  pointed  out 
to  them  exactly  what  I  had  in  mind,  that 
they  were  going  far  beyond  the  Benton 
resolution,  that  they  were  going  back  to 
1935,  that  they  were  making  photostats, 
and  I  think  that  photostats  coet.  I  think, 
in  the  neighborhood  of  $1,000,  and  the  cor- 
respondence they  had  with  the  bank,  hav- 
ing nothing  to  do  with  wrongdoing,  requests 
for  extension  of  time  and  payment  of  in- 
terests. 

The  bank  has  answered,  granting  exten- 
sion of  time,  evidence  of  the  payment. 

They  did  me  one  favor.  They  proved  that 
no  one  evfcr  lost  one  penny  py  loaning 
money  to  iI!cCastht. 

Then,  I  read  from  page  378  of  the 
hearings: 

The  CHAntMAK.  That  is  the  question:  "Did 
you  ever  produce  the  evidence?"  and  the 
answer  could  be  yes  or  no. 

Senator  McCaktht.  The  answet  is  the  evi- 
dence has  been  produced. 

Those  letters  were  the  evidence.  I 
continue: 

Mr.  De  Fvxia.  Where  was  it  produced,  Sen- 
ator? 

Senator  McCaxtht.  Produced  by  the  com- 
mittee at  their  own  invitation. 

Mr.  Dx  Fxtxia.  Tou  did  have  available  to 
you,  did  you  not,  Senator  McCaxtht,  an  ex- 
act financial  record  of  every  ptnny  spent 
by  that  subconunittee? 

Senator  McCaktht.  No. 

Mr.  Dx  PusiA.  You  could  have  gotten  it,  I 
mean,  Senator;   Isn't  that  correct? 

Senator  McCaxtht.  I  doubt  that  very 
much. 

Mr.  Dx  Pttsia.  Tou  did  obtala  from  the 
comcmittee.  however,  a  record  of  their  em- 
ployees and  salaries,  did  you  not^  sir? 

Senator  McCaxtht.  A  record  of  some  of 
the  employees.  I  believe  the  letter  I  got 
from  GiLLXTTE  Indicated  that  there  were  2  or 
3  other  employees  not  named. 

Mr.  Dk  Fttsia.  Tes.  sir;  but  they  did  give 
you  full  information,  did  they  not,  in  reply 
to  your  inquiry  about  the  employees? 

In  order  to  show  that  the  subcom- 
mittee was  spending  tens  of  thousands 
of  dollars  dishonestly  in  making  these 
searches,  direct  evidence,  competent 
evidence,  would  have  had  to  be  brought 
in — the  committee  books,  committee 
records,  and  the  persons  who  had 
charge  of  those  records.  That  would 
have  been  competent  testimony  as  to 
exactly  how  much  was  spent.  The  Jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  never 
brought  in  any  of  the  witnesses,  nor  did 
he  ask  to  have  them  subpenaed  by  the 
committee,  even  after  the  information 
had  been  supplied. 

On  the  last  day  of  the  hearing.  Mr. 
Williams  was  asked  if  he  had  any  further 
testimony.    He  said: 

Yes,  sir.  I  wanted  to  call  this  to  the 
Chair's  attention,  U  all  the  evidence  is  in, 
and  I  assume  it  Is. 

We  have  nothing  fin^her  to  Offer  and  1 
understand  covmsel  on  the  other  side  has 
nothing  further  to  offer.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  CHAOwiCK.  That  is  correct,  Mr.  Wil- 
liams. 

I  also  invite  attention  to  the  fact  that 
in  the  very  beginning,  at  the  opening  of 


the  hearincs.  an  annooncfeat 
made,  through  the  chairman,  that  tbm 
select  ooBuaittee  wms  inttrcHtd  In  gei- 
ting  all  the  material.  oompftent>  rela- 
tive evidence  which  could  be  rcoeiwd  tagr 
the  oommittte  for  the  use  of  tte  Senate. 
That  invitatkm  was  extended  several 
times  throughoot  the  hewing.  So  when 
it  was  stated  tint*  and  time  again  by  the 
distingutahed  aecior  Senator  frooi  Ohio 
(Mr.  BaKxnl  tiiat  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  was  not  given  an  oppor- 
tunity to  preaeni.  his  case,  his  defense. 
to  the  sdect  committee.  th«  record  is  to 
the  contrary  to  mil  such  a— ertions  which 
have  been  made  An  opportunity  was 
offered,  going  far  and  beyond  the  ruling 
or  the  decision  which  had  been  aaade  by 
the  select  committee  that  the  entire  mat- 
ter with  reaped  to  dlslwiraty  and  jurls- 
dicUon  of  the  OiUette-Hennings  sub- 
committee had  biseo  settled,  as  a  matter 
of  law.  by  the  Sriate  itaelf .  In  ipite  of 
that  ruling,  the  8f4cct  committee  allowed 
and  practically  Livlted  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  to  bring  in  such 
evklence. 

A  quoution  ha<  been  made  out  of  con- 
text with  reference  to  a  sutenkent  I 
made  having  reference  to  the  legal  situ- 
ation which  existed,  namely,  that  the 
place  to  present  the  case  about  the  dis- 
honesty of  the  Oilleite  committee  was 
in  the  United  States  Senate.  The  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  eouki  have 
brought  such  evidence  to  the  Senate,  but 
he  did  not  bring  it  to  the  Senate.  The 
committee  asked  him  to  do  so.  but  he 
refused.  When  the  committee  did  it. 
to  make  a  test  erf  the  situation,  the  Junior 
Seriator  from  Wisconsin  backed  down. 
He  had  already  made  what  might  be 
termed  a  written  appearance  before  the 
committee.  He  had  filed  what,  in  effect, 
he  said  was  his  evidence.  Be  told  us  the 
evidence  was  in  the  letters  he  had 
written. 

How  on  earth  can  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisoonsm  .sustain  the  charge  he 
has  made  that  he  did  not  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  present  Lis  defense?  He  was  in- 
vited to  brl^fig  m  witnesses  and  to  name 
the  lines  of  *  investigation  he  desired  the 
committee  to  toikrm  for  him.  We  were 
willing  to  do  it.  3ecause  we  had  taken 
the  position  that  we  wanted  to  get  all 
the  evidence  we  OMild  obtain  in  order  to 
help  us  arrive  at  our  decision.  I  cannot 
understand  how  any  person  in  the  situa- 
tion in  which  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  was  at  the  time,  if  he  knew 
he  had  some  witnesses,  sxich  as  the  Jtmlor 
Senator  from  Idaho  (Mr.  Welui],  and 
others,  who  had  seme  firsthand  infonna- 
tion  about  the  matter,  why  he  did  not 
have  these  witnesses  present. 

The  Junifx-  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
had  a  full  opportunity  to  present  evi- 
dence. The  select  committee  did  not  try 
to  anticipate  his  i»se  or  try  to  jarove  it 
for  him.  The  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin had  a  full  (QHwrtunity  to  bring 
before  the  sdect  committee  all  the  wit- 
nesses he  wished  no  have  called,  and  at 
the  expense  of  the  United  States,  because 
subpenas  were  slgr«d  by  the  chairman  <»f 
the  select  ccmmilttee,  and  some  witnesses 
received  their  pivy  from  the  United 
States. 


Hr.  HSNMIMGS.  Ifr.  President,  will 
tlw  ^?Tifi»BT  from  Utah  yield? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  have  Iwsitatod  to 
yield,  because  I  have  only  a  very  limited 
ammmt  of  time.  There  are  other  mat- 
ten  wtkleh  I  wish  to  take  up  this  after- 
noon, and  I  want  to  conserve  my 
strength. 

Mr.  HSmiNOS.  I  shall  not  intrude 
upon  tbe  time  of  my  distinguished 
friend:  I  sinply  rose  to  compliment,  pay 
tribute  to,  and  make  one  or  two  oCho- 
observations  about  the  Senator's  work 
and  the  work  of  the  other  members  of 
the  select  oonunittee.  But  I  shall  do  so 
later. 

Mr.  8ALTONSTALL.  Mr  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  one  question 
ou  the  point  which  he  has  just  discussed? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yiekl.  I  wish  to  be 
courteous. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  appreciate 
that.  The  Senator  from  Utah  is  essen- 
tially a  fair  man. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  draw  a 
distinction — and  if  so.  what — between 
having  the  Senate  act  on  the  Bennett 
amendment,  which  is  now  lying  on  our 
desks,  and  having  the  Senate  act  on  the 
charges  in  that  amendment,  without 
rtfermoe  of  the  amendotent  to  a  com- 
mittee, and  the  vote  of  the  Senate  in  re- 
ferring the  charges  made  last  August  to 
a  committee,  rather  than  acting  on  them 
without  any  committee  reoommenda- 
Uons?  That  is  the  first  part  of  the 
question. 

I  should  also  like  to  have  the  answer 
of  the  Senator  on  this  matter,  in  the 
same  ccmnection :  What  is  the  distinction 
betwera  having  the  Senate  act  on  the 
Bennett  amendment  with  relation  to  the 
Jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  axMl  the 
attitude  expi  eased  so  clearly  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Mc- 
CucLLAM]  relative  to  a  censure  charge 
being  Ivought  against  any  other  Senator, 
when  such  other  Senator  would  have, 
under  the  unanimous-ccmsent  agree- 
ment, only  one-half  hour  to  respond  to 
a  censure  charge?  There  are  really  two 
questions. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  There  is  a  difference 
betwem  the  situati<ms.  Forty-six 
charges  were  in  the  original  material 
which  were  given  to  the  select  commit- 
tee to  work  on.  They  involved  a  long 
period  of  time  and  some  rather  volumi- 
nous records.  That  was  a  situation  in 
which  the  Senate  was  justified  in  saying 
that  it  could  not  consider  all  those  mat- 
ters very  well  as  a  body,  because  it 
would  have  involved  too  which  detail 
and  required  too  much  time  of  the  entire 
Senate. 

Those  charges  did  not  allege  the  com- 
mission of  offenses — at  least  all  of  them 
did  not — in  the  presence  of  the  Senate 
itself.  The  charges  in  the  Bennett  reso- 
lution all  relate  to  matters  of  conduct  by 
the  Jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsiif  while 
a  proceeding  in  the  nature  of  a  judicial 
hearing  was  pending  before  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States.  This  entire  pro- 
ceeding had  been  set  for  ccmsideratlon 
by  a  qiedal  session,  involving  a  return 
of  the  Senate  to  Washington,  to  hear  the 
matter.  All  the  circimistances  and  al- 
legations ot  misconduct  In  the  Bennett 
amendment  have  to  do  with  the  conduct 


of  the  joniior  Senator  froHi 

while  a  prooeedinK  in  tlw 

pending  agiunst  him.   Tbttj  tin  aM  9t  9^ 

nature  aiilch  he  most  bave 

understood  at  the  time  ha 

and  he  either  had  a  defense  or  did  noi 

have  a  defense. 

For  example,  let  ui  constder  ttko 
oMique  attack  on  the  Senate  of  thfe 
United  States.  I  say  it  is  obU«ue.  be- 
cause it  is  a  charaderistle  of  tbe 
McCarthy  way  of  doing  thiiws.  The 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  itferrod 
to  this  proceeding  as  a  lynching  bee." 
with  all  the  ugly  iaaplicatlons  whidt 
grow  out  ckf  such  a  term.  TIk  Junior 
Smator  from  Utah  (Mr.  Baonrrl  dis- 
cussed it  last  night.  Svcry  Senator  mbo 
has  bera  considering  charges  against  tho 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  been 
charged  by  him.  in  an  ^fort  to  prevent 
the  adcHition  <tf  the  eoisure  resolution, 
with  an  attempt  to  lyn^  him,  to  proceed 
without  any  semblance  of  law  and  ckrder, 
and  as  a  mob.  That  is  in  effect  of  what 
he  was  saying,  and  that  is  an  attack  upon 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  Mo  one 
can  tdl  me  that  when  a  Senator,  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  body,  goes  so  far  as  to  say  that 
the  tribunal  which  is  hearing  the  matter 
is  made  up  of  mobocrats.  and  that  they 
were  going  to  lynch  htm.  such  an  attack 
does  not  have  a  tendency  to  bring  Into 
disrepute  the  entire  Sezuite  of  the  United 
States.  That  statement  was  made  before 
millions  of  people  via  television.  There 
cannot  be  any  question  whether  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  said  it  or 
did  not  say  It  That  statement  was  ooq- 
temptuous  in  the  extreme  and  was  made 
almost  in  the  very  presence  of  the  court. 
while  the  very  matter  of  the  charges 
made  against  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  was  pending,  and  in  which  be. 
was  the  subject  of  proposed  censure. 

The  same  statement  applies  to  tbe  rest 
of  the  Senator's  ccmduet.  He  attacked 
an  agency,  an  arm.  of  the  United  States 
Senate,  when  he  stated  that  three  Mem- 
bers of  the  committee  which  had  been 
appointed  by  the  Senate  were  guilty  of 
fraud  in  that  they  (Ud  not  teU  the  Vice 
President  that  they  were  biased,  and 
that  they  were  guilty  of  deoeptlcm.  The 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  stated 
that  in  a  letter  to  me  as  chairman  of  the 
c»mmlttee.  He  would  not  have  been 
writing  me  letters  if  I  had  not  been 
chairman  of  the  committee.  That 
<:harge  was  an  attack  on  the  very  body 
<;onsidering  his  case  while  the  case  was 
pending. 

There  was  also  filed  in  the  Senate 
itself  the  so  called  "handmaiden"  or  hit- 
and-run  speech.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsm  stated  he  did  not  have 
time  during  the  day  to  d^ver  it,  al- 
though we  were  hunting  for  persons  to 
fill  in  the  program  that  day.  The  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  put  the  speech 
in  the  RxcoRD  by  unanimous  ccmsent,  and 
in  it  he  made  the  most  dastardly 
charges  against  .the  select  committee, 
and  against  the  whole  Senate,  because 
we  were  the  agents  of  the  Senate.  I  defy 
anyone  to  show  that  the  select  commit- 
tee was  acting  outside  the  acape  of  the 
authority  which  the  Soiate  gave  It.  Wo 
were  charged  with  being  attorneys-in- 
fact  to  the  Communist  conspiracy,  and 
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wfth  foOowlnr  tlie  OommoniBt  Hoe. 
TlMM  stefeesicntB  were  nuule. 

Ai  ttie  JsBior  8enat<H>  fimn  Utah  flfr. 
^MiraTT]  etated  last  ni^t,  those  stete- 
ments  were  BbelouB  per  ae.  There  Is  no 
il«iesttOB  Aboot  it.  Tbe  statements  li- 
beled axxl  slandered  an  arm  ct  the 
United  States  S«iate.  It  Is  In  line  with 
the  pattern  of  statiner.  "Too  are  lynch- 
ers. Too  act  as  a  mob,  without  law  or 
semblance  of  law." 

The  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
has  Imown  about  these  matters.  I  called 
them  to  his  attention  Tuesday,  in  a 
speech  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  The 
junior  SenatOT  from  Wisconsin  has 
known  an  amendment  would  be  pre- 
pared and  presmted  to  add  to  the  pro- 
posed censure  rescduticm.  Shortly  there- 
after the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
BomxTT]  notifled  the  Senate  he  would 
propose  an  amendment  such  as  he  did 
offer.  The  Senate  does  not  have  to  have 
committees  to  do  the  woric  of  the  Senate, 
unless  it  wants  to.  The  only  requirement 
is  that  the  Senator  accused  must  have  an 
opportunity  to  present  his  defense. 
When  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin made  his  charges,  they  were  false — 
just  as  false  as  they  were  vicious.  He 
should  have  known  he  was  going  to  have 
to  back  them  up  if  he  intended  to  use 
them  as  an  affirmative  defense. 

That  is  the  answer  to  the  first  i>art  of 
the  Question  of  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts.   What  was  the  second  part? 

Mr.  SALTONSTAIli.  The  second 
part  of  the  question  is.  How  does  the 
Senator  frcMn  Utah  draw  a  distinction 
between  the  action  of  the  Senate  last 
summer  in  referring  the  matter  to  a 
committee,  and  the  attitude  expressed  so 
clearly  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas [Mr.  McClkllak]  the  other  day 
relative  to  a  charge  being  brought 
against  axmther  Senator  when  he  would 
have  coaly  a  half  hour  to  answer,  as 
would  have  been  the  case  under  the  pro- 
posed unanimous-consent  agreement? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  think  it  Senator 
McCarthy  had  had  only  a  half  hour*  to 
present  his  defense,  and  he  had  not 
known  about  the  charge  until  a  Senator 
presented  it  in  the  half  hour  preceding. 
the  statemmt  made  would  absolutely  ap- 
j^;  but  this  is  r^t  new  matter.  This 
was  matter  which  the  committee  was  al- 
ready Investigating  and  on  which  the 
committee  was  holding  hearings.  Re- 
member that  the  Senate  is  the  body 
which  hoMa  the  trial,  not  the  committee. 
What  would  happen?  I  can  read  it  just 
as  if  it  was  written  In  letters  10  feet  high. 

The  FRE8IDINO  OFFICER  [Mr, 
BnmTT  in  the  chair] .  The  time  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  Utah  has  expired. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
have  a  few  additional  minutes? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  5  additional  minutes  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  If  that  matter  were 
to  be  referred  to  a  committee  at  this 
time,  the  Senate  would  be  right  where  it 
was  in  1953.  There  will  soon  be  a  new 
Congress.  The  report  of  the  Hennings- 
GMllette  subcommittee  was  not  presented 
until  January  1953,  there  was  not  time  to 
act  on  it,  and  the  Republicans  did  not 
push  it  wiien  it  was  refei-red  to  them.  If 
the  ctiarge  is  to  be  referred  to  a  com- 


mittee, the  Senate  will  not  p06st)ly  be 
able  to  do  anything  about  the  matHer,  be- 
cause the  Senate  will  not  stay  in  session 
while  the  committee  considers  it,  and 
then  there  will  be  a  new  Congress.  No 
one  has  to  be  a  prophet  to  read  wtnt  will 
be  written:  "It  was  in  the  83d  Congress. 
We  are  now  in  the  84th  Congress,  and 
you  can't  go  back.  The  statute  of  limita- 
tions has  run." 

Do  my  colleagues  see  the  position  the 
Senate  is  in?  Tb  me  the  conduct  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  much  to 
my  sorrow — and  I  mean  that  sincerely — 
has  been  of  this  nature :  He  was  charged 
with  abusing  the  GlUette-Hennings  sub- 
committee. His  answer  to  that  charge 
is  to  abuse  the  Watkins  committee,  only 
he  goes  at  It  with  more  vehemence. 
Senator  HEifDRicKsoN  weis  cowardly  and 
he  was  kind  of  stupid,  but  at  that 
time  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
used  the  woixls,  "He  was  a  living  miracle, 
without  brains  or  guts."  When  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  described 
the  chairman  of  the  select  committee,  he 
said  that  the  chairman  was  stupid  and 
was  a  coward.  There  is  very  littile  dif- 
ference except  in  the  words  used.  They 
mean  the  same  thing,  except  tliat  the 
Senator  has  sort  of  improved  a  little 
since  he  made  the  original  charges. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  shall  yield  for  a  few 
brief  questions,  because  my  time  has 
about  expired. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  invite  the  attention 
Of  the  Senator  to  page  296  of  the  hear- 
ings. I  will  ask  the  Senator  if  it  is  not 
a  fact  that  the  chairman  announced  that 
any  evidence  of  justification  would  be 
subject  to  the  rule  of  the  distinguished 
chairman,  the  Senator  from  the  State 
of  Utah,  tis  follows : 

I  do  not  see  tbat  this  Is  material.  The 
letter,  of  course,  speaks  for  Itself,  but  I 
should  say  In  addition  to  that  the  matter  Is 
Immaterial.  The  matter  that  Is  material 
here  is  whether  the  committee,  in  »lew  of 
the  rilling,  whether  the  committee  had  juris- 
diction and  whether  an  Investigation  was 
actvially  going  on. 

Being  the  able  judge  and  lawyer  that 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Utah  is, 
is  it  true  that  at  the  close  of  the  testi- 
mony the  Senator  asked  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin,  "Do  you  have  any 

more   evidence   to   offer?"     In   other 

words 

B£r.  WATKINS.  Wait  a  minute.  The 
Senator  asked  a  question.  Let  me  an- 
swer it.  I  am  not  going  to  have  a  dozen 
questions  asked  me  at  one  time.  The 
statement  that  was  made  was  taken  out 
of  context,  as  I  have  suggested.  Prior 
to  that  time  a  letter  regarding  the  so- 
called  insane  man  had  been  put  in  the 
record  by  the  committee,  and  the  Sen- 
ator himself  had  said  that  the  letter  con- 
tained his  testimony  or  evidence.  The 
committee  already  had  that  letter  before 
it,  and  he  made  that  statement.  Later 
on  the  committee  allowed  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  to  go  on,  as  is 
shown,  in  examination  by  Mr.  de  Purla. 
and  the  Senator  was  asked  for  the  evi- 
dence. He  was  asked.  "What  evidence 
do  you  have?"  We  did  not  feel  as  a  mat- 
ter of  law  that  the  Senator  was  entitled 
to  do  that 
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And  the  Senator  so 


Mr.  Wf^KEK. 
ruled,  did  tje  not? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  NO.  We  leJt  the  Sen- 
ator go  ahead  and  put  in  all  that  evi- 
dence, all  he  wanted  to.  

The  PRESIDING  OPnCER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  expired. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  He  had  already  put  in 
the  evidence  about  Uie  insane  man;  and 
the  insane  man,  by  the  way,  never  did 
appear  before  the  Gillette  subcommittee. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  gravamen  of 
the  situation.    I  now  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  UtAh  has  ex- 
pired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  inquire  how  much  time  remains  to 
our  side. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  has  23  minutes 
remaining  under  his  control. 

Mr.  KNOVn^ND.  Then  I  yield  23 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  IQinois  I  Mr. 

DiRKSENl. 

Before  the  Senator  from  Illinois  pro- 
ceeds, Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  at  this  time  there  may  be 
a  quorum  call,  with  half  of  the  time  re- 
quired for  it  to  be  charged  to  the  time 
available  to  each  side. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Then.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  First,  let 
the  Chair  remind  the  Senator  from 
California  that  if  the  roll  is  called  at 
this  time,  it  will  reduce  the  remaining 

available  time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  understand. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Very 
well. 

The  absence  of  a  quorum  being  sug- 
gested, the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  further  pro- 
ceedings under  the  order  for  the  call  of 
the  roll  be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the 
order  for  the  call  of  the  roll  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  30  minutes  of  my  time  to 
the  distinguished  majority  leader. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  is  recognized. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  inquire  how  much  time  originally  re- 
mained to  me,  under  my  control? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Twenty- 
three  minutes,  but  it  has  been  dimin- 
ished by  one-half  of  the  time  required 
for  the  proceedings  under  the  call  of  the 
roll:  therefore,  only  19  minutes  of  the 
former  23  now  remain  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Senator  from  California. 
plus  the  additional  30  minutes  yielded 
to  him  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson].  So  a  total  of  49  nUnutes  is 
now  available  to  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  49  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksin]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  is  recognized  for 
49  minutes. 
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Mr.  DHUDSBN.  Mr.  Prerident^  I  am 
afraid  I  am  the  victim  of  a  bit  of  a  par- 
liamentary snarl,  and  probably  it  en- 
sues as  a  result  of  my  own  f eebte  famil- 
iarity with  tbe  ruks.  At  the  time  wtkcn 
I  was  oooteoiplatirig  proposlnf  a  substi- 
tute for  the  pendirg  reaohitton.  I  had  in 
mind  that  it  would  be  possiMe  to  secure 
a  vote  on  tbe  substitute  before  a  vote 
was  taken  on  section  1  of  the  pendlni 
resolution.  Hower^-r,  I  am  infonned  by 
the  Parliamentarian  that,  under  tbe 
rules,  tbe  substitute  would  have  to  be 
considered  as  a  motion  to  strike  out  and 
insert,  and  that  tbi«re  would  have  to  be 
a  vote  on  the  language  as  it  now  stands 
m  the  committee  reaolutloii.  Conse- 
quently, if  what  I  have  m  mind  is  offered 
as  a  substitute,  no  rote  can  be  taken  on 
it  until  the  perfectlag  amendments  have 
first  been  disposed  of  by  tbe  Senate. 

I  consider  it  appropriate  at  this  time 
to  advise  the  Senati!  as  to  what  I  had  In 
mind  by  way  of  a  substitute.  Let  me 
make  it  as  clear  as  possible  that  this  is 
no  compromise.  Whea.  we  compromise 
we  find  some  half -iimy  mark.  If  we  are 
dealing  with  approoriatioas.  If  tbe  sum 
of  SI  million  is  m^xtlved.  and  someone 
suggests  ^SOOjMW,  ptrhaps  a  ccmpromisa 
is  three-quarters  of  a  million.  If  we  are 
dealing  with  tbe  autb<H-ity  which  is  ex- 
tended to  a  Federal  agency,  sometimes 
we  can  compromise  with  respect  to  the 
limitations  on  sui:h  authority.  But 
frankly,  when  we  aie  dealing  with  what 
I  esteem  to  be  a  principle.  I  know  of  no 
way  to  compromise.  If  tbe  qfuestkxi  is 
as  between  a  good  souzkI  spanking  and 
a  litUe  spank,  that  involves  a  matter  of 
principle,  aztd  I  say  that  I  can  draw  no 
line. 

So  I  say  to  the  Simate  that  this  Is  no 
compromise  proposiil.  This  is.  in  truth 
and  in  fact,  a  subst  tute.  Probably  it  is 
not  in  tbe  best  legal  form,  because  I  put 
my  argument  in  tt-e  pleadings.  How- 
ever. I  should  like  U>  read  it  to  the  Sen- 
ate at  this  time.  befcKe  we  reach  tbe 
limitatioQ  of  debate  at  3  o'clock. 

If  I  were  at  liberty  under  the  rules  so 
to  do.  I  would  strike  out  all  the  lanauage 
of  section  1  after  the  word  "resolved" 
and  Insert  tbe  folic  wing: 

That  with  rsspsct  to  the  report  and  recon- 
mendaUons  of  tlM  select  oonuaittee.  ■  rea- 
sonable doubt  exists  ii*  to  tbe  auttiorlty  of 
the  Senate  to  oenatxre  or  oondemn  a  Senator 

ior  language  or  oonduirt  In  s  prtar  MHlon  of 
the  Oongreas:  that  nc  rote  pr— cntly  exlcta 
under  which  censure  or  condemnation  tot 
the  aUared  lansuac*  or  condwrt  mlcht  be 
Justmably  tmposad:  VtaX  a  Senator  U  under 
no  legal  duty  to  appeiir  before  a  oommlttee 
on  inritstkm  and  that  oensure  was  not  here- 
tofore proposed  where  a  Senator  refused  to 
appear  before  a  committee:  that  oensure  or 
condemnation  while  ni>t  deprlTlng  a  Senator 
of  any  prtvUege  or  prerogaUre  is  ptmltlve 
In  nature  and  might,  tlicreCore.  be  considered 
ex  post  facto  in  character,  If  imposed  for 
language  or  conduct  m  a  prior  Congress: 
that  there  has  been  ito  Ttolatlon  of  Sena- 
torial tradition  as  evidenced  by  countless 
Instances  of  robust  aikl  salty  phraseology  In 
Senate  debate  dating  )Mck  to  the  first  Oon- 
gress  in  1780:  that  there  is  no  evidence  to 
establlah  that  the  coiwtituUonal  processes 
of  the  Senate  were  In  fact  obstructed:  that 
the  failure  of  the  cooiplalnant  Senators  to 
raise  qu«stlo«is  of  eotidtx:!  on  January  3. 
1963,  when  the  oath  waa  admlnlstersd  to 
the  Senator  from  Wlaoooaln  |  Ifr.  McCabtht  | . 
precludes  a  raUd  oonslfderatloa  of  the  charges 


fen  asctloa  1  of  the 
by  tb*  atisct  oonailt 


Mr.  Presklentk 
yield? 
lylekL 

Mr.  HBUXOCKSON .  wm  the  Sen- 
ator read  the  last  statement  again? 
Mr.  IXRKBBN.  It  is  as  foUows: 
That  tike  faUnre  of  tbe  complainant  Sen- 
ators to  ralM  questions  of  eoiMluct  on  Jan- 
uary 3.  IMS.  wtken  the  oath  was  admlnla- 
tered  to  the  Senator  tram  Wisconsin  (Mr. 
McCaKTKT).  prscludes  a  valid  oonskleraUon 
of  tbe  charges  axtd  allegations  In  sectton  1 
of  the  resolution  reported  bj  the  select  coin- 
mlttee. 

OonUnuing: 

That  censure  for  the  xise  of  allegedly  In- 
temperate language  In  tntcrrogating  a  wtt- 
DSSB  doss  not  In  the  light  of  aU  tbe  drcum- 
staaoas  IbvoIvs  tbe  gnxl  faith  which  must 
be  maintained  bsfefcu  tbe  executive  and 
leglilatlve  branches  of  govamnkent;  that  tbe 
Oongreas  does  have  the  rlg^t  to  examine 
Into  tbe  appIlcabUlty  of  an  Kxecutlve  order 
or  directive  especially  where  the  Internal 
aectulty  of  tbe  NaUon  Bkay  be  Involved: 
that  while  abualve  or  IntsmpCTats  language 
la  to  be  dcirtored.  It  does  not  In  the  light  of 
precedent  warrant  formal  censure  or  con- 
dsmnsttoa  m  propowd  in  sections  1  and  a 
of  the  resolutton  reported  by  the  select  com- 
mittee. 

I  had  added  two  other  provisions  or 
clauses,  but  when  the  unanimous-con- 
sent request  was  finally  agreed  to.  I 
disooversd  that  under  the  rule  of  ger- 
maneness those  clauses  would  be  out  of 
order.  However.  I  think  I  ought  to  read 
them  to  tbe  Senate  fcH-  information. 
One  of  them  reads  as  follows: 

That  the  Rulea  OomnUttee  give  Inunediate 
attention  to  tbe  formulation  of  rules  and 
procedures  iss|Tfrtlng  the  conduct  of  In- 
vesttgatlona.  tbe  decorum  of  Ifemboa.  and 
the  disposition  of  motions  to  censura. 

The  final  provision  was: 

That  tbe  Senate  reaffirm  its  duty  and 
responsibility,  through  Its  appropriate  com- 
nUtteee  and  procedurea,  to  investigate  and 
expose  the  intemstion&l  Communist  con- 
spiracy, which  Is  a  menace  to  free  American 
Instltutlona. 

The  entire  purpose  of  the  substitute 
was  to  preclude  a  vote  on  section  1  of 
the  pending  resolution,  because  the  pro- 
posed substitute  is  diametrically  opposed 
to  it.  I  take  a  position  against  censtu^ 
and  condemnation  for  a  great  many  rea- 
sons, including  many  which  have  already 
been  advanced  in  the  course  of  general 
discussion  on  this  floor. 

If  I  may.  I  should  like  to  address  my- 
self without  interruption  for  a  little 
while  to  the  question  before  the  Senate. 
It  seems  rather  fantastic  that  21  years 
after  the  recognition  of  the  Soviet  Union 
the  man  who  is  regarded  in  this  country 
and  in  the  rest  of  the  world  as  the  prin- 
cipal Red  hunter  should  be  on  trial.  It 
is  rather  fantastic  that  after  the  ex- 
change and  consummation  of  corre- 
spondence between  the  then  President 
of  the  United  States  and  Michael  Kali- 
nin, of  the  Presidium  in  Moscow,  and 
21  years  after  recognition,  we  should 
have  on  trial  a  fellow  Member  of  this 
body,  because  of  some  salty  language 
and  because  of  some  alleged  misconduct. 

I  recall  tliat  in  November  of  1933  the 
national  commander  of  the  American 


Tipgton,  who 

llvered  a  dedicatory  address  at  the 
of  the  Unkzaown  Soldier.  RfioenOr  I 
obtained  a  oopgr  of  that  address.  He  ad- 
mcmished  the  country  and  took  a  posl« 
tion,  as  the  national  mmmsnrter  o(  a 
great  peXicMic  body,  against  reeocai- 
tion.  with  all  the  implications  and  perils 
which  would  follow  In  its  traiL 

So  here  we  are.  21  years  later.  oomM* ' 
ering  oensure  and  oondemnatkm  propo- 
sals with  respect  to  a  fdlow  Member  of 
this  body.  We  have  been  beset  wittt 
letters  and  petitions.  I  noticed  m  the 
press  the  other  morning  quotatioos  traaa 
a  number  of  Memben  of  this  body  on 
the  subject  of  whether  or  not  the  seBtl« 
ment  for  or  against  Benator  McCaanrr 
had  shifted,  whether  or  not  the  people 
who  were  vocal  and  who  were  expcesstng 
Uiemselves  in  all  sections  of  the  ooantxy 
had  now  shifted  their  opinion 

That  is  rather  strange.  Mr.  President. 
when  a  Senator  Is  on  trial,  because  if. 
as  has  been  contended  on  occasions,  this 
is  a  Judicial  proceeding,  it  is  strange  thai 
the  Judges  should  be  subject  to  all  the 
pressures  and  influences  of  names,  let« 
ters,  telegrams,  and  petitions. 

As  for  me.  I  will  resolve  the  question  on 
principle,  as  best  I  can.  I  can  assureAhe 
Senate,  feelde  as  tbe  assurance  may 
aouQd.  that  there  will  be  no  polities  in 
that  judgment  Frankly,  I  do  not  know 
what  is  tbe  popular  course.  I  receive  aa 
many  letters  and  telegrams  as  does  any 
other  Member  of  the  Soiate  on  this  sub- 
ject. Wb«i  tbe  McCarthy-Army  bear- 
ings were  in  progress  more  than  15g.00i 
letters  and  telegrams  came  to  my  olBoe. 
showing  how  volatile  and  exidosive  is  the 
pubUc  mind  on  tbe  issue  <rf  Seiwtor  Mc* 
Castht.  But  for  me  the  decision  will  be 
on  a  question  of  principle.  I  do  not  care 
how  many  petitions  and  reaolutiooa 
reach  my  ofllce.  Whatever  my  conscience 
dictates,  that  I  must  do.  That  I  will  do: 
and  I  will  do  it  without  any  regard  for  my 
poUtical  future,  because  that  is  of  no 

consequence  when  a  great  principle  is 

involved. 

It  seems  to  me  that,  by  way  of  ap- 
proach to  our  duties  and  responsibili- 
ties when  the  hour  of  judgment  arrives, 
we  could  be  a  Uttle  kinder.  We  coold 
be  a  Uttle  softer  In  our  language.  We 
could  be  a  little  more  dispassionate.  Tbe 
judgment  is  coming  in  the  month  of  De- 
cember. There  in  a  great  tradition  con- 
nected with  that  month.  Only  a  week  or 
more  hence  we  shall  observe  the  anni- 
versary of  the  outraging  of  our  moral 
and  physical  frontiers  in  the  Pacific, 
when  the  bombs  fell  at  Pearl  Harbor, 
precipitating  us  into  the  greatest  con- 
flict mankind  ever  saw.  It  was  a  con- 
flict which  started  with  a  black  Hitler 
and  wound  up  with  a  Red  one.  That  Red 
one  is  the  cause  of  all  trouble  and  all 
concern,  not  only  for  the  Senate  and  our 
coordinate  body,  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, but  for  the  people  of  this 
coimtry,  who  are  so  interested  in  tbe 
preservation  of  freedom. 

The  judgment  wiU  alsa  come  m  the 
month  of  Christmas.   I  had  a  moment  to 
spend  downtown  the  other  day.   I  coold. 
hear  all  the  gramaphones  and  radioa 
pealing  out  the  lovely  words  and  phrssss 
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whieh  somehow  giire  milmatfnn  to  peo- 
ple In  this  one  ■won  and  tbat  aometiow 

Kurkf  TIM  Htorald  Angels  Sins' 
O  Uttit  Town  of  Bathleliem. 

l^n*  once  tfae  t^irit,  in  a  csmical  and 
material  age,  is  Ufted  for  a  UtUe  whUe, 
and  the  great  pulsing  thn^  of  sentiment 
Is: 

Ptaoe  on  earth;  good  will  to  men. 

I  wonder,  as  I  see  how  sharp  is  the 
language  that  is  used,  where  is  the  f  orti- 
fjFlng  sentimftnt  of  good  will  that  comes 
coursing  down  and  softens  the  q;>irit? 
Where  is  the  good  will?  I  merely  wish 
to  say  to  Senators:  Let  us  think  about  it 
•  Uttle. 

Finally,  this  judgment  will  come  in 
the  month  in  which  we  observe  the  10th 
Christmas  in  the  atomic  age.  Oh.  what 
IMTogress  we  have  made  in  the  field  of 
physical  fission.  How  little  progress  we 
hare  made  in  the  field  of  spiritiial  fis- 
sion. There  is  still  very  much  of  the 
Jungle  in  us. 

.  I  allude  to  these  things  today  because 
I  think  of  the  softer  approach  we  should 
use  in  discharging  oiu:  responsibilities. 

Long  ago  Marcus  Aurelius  said; 

VtortManmoe  U  a  part  of  Jiutiee. 

Let  us  ponder  that  when  we  think  of 
the  dignity  and  the  traditions  of  the 
Senate.  Tliis  is  a  great  deliberative 
body.  Mr.  President,  I  would  rather 
have  the  people  of  this  country  say  the 
greatness  of  the  Soiate  in  an  hour  like 
this  lies  in  Its  forbearance. 

Is  tha?e  anything  absolute  in  our  judg- 
ment in  standards  of  conduct?  How 
does  one  Judge? 

I  see  on  the  fkxnr  the  distinguished  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Ohmick]. 
I  see  other  Senators  on  the  floor  who 
have  served  in  the  Senate  much  longer 
than  I  have.  I  am  sorry  that  when  I 
saw  ttie  reference  in  the  press  to  the 
long  servioe  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
Georgia  I  did  not  take  tbe  time  to  send 
him  a  telegram  of  fdicitation  for  the 
servioe  he  has  rendered  to  the  people  of 
our  country  and  to  those  of  his  great 
sovereign  State.  I  believe  the  senior 
Senator  from  Georgia  was  a  Member  of 
the  Senate  v^ien  Senator  Walsh,  of  Mon- 
tana, was  also  a  Member.  He  was  a 
great  crusader.  Yet  the  New  York  Times 
called  him  the  "Montana  mudgunner." 
He  was  the  one  who  found  something 
that  the  Republicans  should  not  have 
been  doing  and  exposed  it.  What  was 
the  judgment  of  the  New  York  Times, 
one  of  the  great  newspapers  of  our 
country?  They  referred  to  him  as  the 
"Montana  mudgimner." 

Even  in  the  days  of  ancient  Greece 
judgments  were  not  absolute.  Plato,  in 
felicitating  the  Athenians,  congratulated 
them  as  possessing  "pure  heartfelt 
hatred"  txxt  their  enemies.  That  was 
many_  centuries  ago. 

As  I  see  scxnetlmes  evil,  cold,  and  ma- 
levolent hate  display  itself,  it  distresses 
m3  no  end. 

I  wish  JoK  MoCartbt  were  present,  so 
that  I  oould  say  this  to  his  face.  Per- 
hi^M  be  would  not  like  what  I  am  about 
to  say.  and  I  might  evm  be  censured,  if 
he  were  to  take  exception  to  what  I  am 


about  to  say.  However,  Joe  McCIlrthy, 
in  the  language  that  I  understood  in  my 
neighborhood  when  I  was  a  boy.  is  {some- 
thing of  an  alley  fighter.  That  is  a 
pretty  good  description. 

He  Is  no  master  of  the  EngU^v-ktt — 
guage.  He  does  not  know  all  the  fine 
and  tripping  phrases.  There  is  a  blunt- 
ness  about  his  spirit.  When  he  came 
full  tilt  against  the  great  insidious  and 
malevolent  force  that  would  threaten 
this  country,  he  responded  to  every  in- 
stinct, to  all  the  feelings  that  were 
aroused  in  the  spirit  of  Joe  McCarthy, 
himself. 

We  ought  to  be  rather  forbearing 
when  we  come  to  make  an  absolute  judg- 
ment. 

Who  of  us  timid  people  would  have 
done  that  job?  Who  would  have  taken 
upon  himself  the  harrassment  that  be- 
gan with  the  speech  in  Wheeling  5  years 
ago?  Oh.  the  harrassment  and  vilifi- 
cation and  abuse.  Who  would  have 
taken  that?  I  doubt  whether  I  would 
have  done  so.    But  he  stood  up. 

It  has  been  said  that  he  never  sent 
one  person  to  jail.  The  answer  is,  of 
course  not.  The  Senate  is  not  a  court. 
We  are  not  district  attorneys.  His  job 
was  to  alert  the  American  people,  to  lift 
them  out  of  lethargy,  so  that  they  could 
see  in  precise  focus  this  frightfvd  force 
that  menaces  our  country,  even  at  this 
good  hour. 

So  here  comes  a  great  crusader,  not 
too  poUshed  in  his  approach,  not  too 
felicitous  in  his  selection  of  words  and 
phrases,  to  do  battle  with  this  insidious 
force. 

If  he  has  strayed  a  little  from  decorous 
language.  I  can  still  find  it  in  my  heart 
to  be  entirely  forbearing  about  It.  be- 
cause at  the  great  work  he  has  done. 

I  have  a  quotation  before  me.  It  is 
of  a  remark  made  by  former  Senator 
Wheeler,  published  In  the  newspapers  a 
day  or  two  ago.    He  said: 

How  thin-skinned  has  the  Senate  become? 

We  do  not  pay  so  much  attention  to 
what  is  said  by  outside  agencies.  Let  me 
read  a  few  quotations.  I  trust  I  can  do  it 
within  the  rule,  and  not  invite  oensure 
for  myself  in  doing  so.  I  shall  read  the 
quotation  and  then  give  the  source : 

A  more  weak,  bigoted,  persecutifig  and 
intolerant  set  of  instruments  of  malice  and 
every  hateful  passion  were  never  assembled 
In  a  legislative  capacity  In  any  age  or  any 
land. 

That  was  written  about  the  United 
States  Senate.  When?  On  the  20th 
day  of  March  1837.  in  the  Baltimore 
Republican  and  Commercial  Advertiser. 

I  read  another  quotation: 

Tbe  Senate  Is  the  pitiable  state  tf  body 
that  abdicates  its  legislative  function 
through  sheer  weakness  and  cowardice. 

That  is  not  the  language  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Illinois.  That  language 
was  contained  in  an  editorial  printed  in 
the  New  York  Evening  Post,  quoting  the 
Portland  Oregonian,  of  October  It,  1893. 

I  read  again : 

Does  the  Senate  understand  that  at  the 
present  writing  it  is  the  most  thoroughly 
deq;>i8ed  body  of  public  men  in  the  world? 

That  is  not  the  language  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Illinois.    That  is   taken 


from  the  Indianapolis  News  of  Septem- 
ber 27.  1893. 
I  read  again: 

If  Ood  had  made  Ckingress,  he  would  not 
boast  of  it. 

That  quotation  comes  from  the  Albu- 
querque Morning  Journal  of  January  28, 
1908. 
I  read  again.  Mr.  President: 
How  can  we  expect  integrity  atid  upright- 
ness In  our  legislatures  or  In  Congress  when 
tbe  barrooms  and  bullies  furnish  most  of  the 
candidates? 

That  is  from  the  United  States  Gazette 
of  September  15,  1857. 

I  add  1  or  2  more.  There  is  not  a 
lawyer  in  this  body  who  is  not  familiar 
with  the  author  of  what  I  am  about  to 
read ;  and  I  read  it  now : 

The  senatorial   debauch   of  Investigations 

*  "  *  poking  into  political  garbsee  cans  and 
dragging    the    sewers    of    poUtlqal    intrlgvia 

•  •  •  filled  the  winter  •  •  •  wllth  a  stench 
which  has  not  yt-t  passed  away.  Instead  of 
employing  the  constitutional,  manly,  fair 
procedure  of  Impeachment,  the  Senate  flung 
self-respect  and  fsirness  to  the  winds.  As  a 
prosecutor,  the  Senate  presented  a  spectacle 
(and)  fell  *  *  *  in  popular  estimate  to  the 
level  of  professional  searchers  of  the  munici- 
pal dunghills. 

Who  was  the  author  of  that  state- 
ment? The  greatest  authority  on  evi- 
dence I  ever  encountered  was  Dean  Wig- 
more,  of  my  own  State.  He  wrote  that 
in  the  Illinois  Law  Review  in  1925. 

Others  are  not  very  thin-skinned  about 
what  they  say  atout  this  body.  It  seems 
to  me.  Mr.  President,  there  is  a  little 
more  robustness ,  there  is  a  little  more 
vital  fiber,  there  is  a  little  more  re- 
siliency in  this  body  than  all  that. 

I  add  one  more  quotation  to  make  the 
record  complete:  i 

The  constitutional  guaranty  against  un- 
warranted search  snd  seizure  breaks  down, 
the  prohibition  against  what  aiDounts  to  a 
government  charge  of  criminal  action  with- 
out the  formal  presentment  of  a  grand  Jury 
Is  evaded,  the  rules  of  evidence  which  have 
been  adopted  for  the  protection  cf  the  inno- 
cent are  ignored,  the  department  becomes 
the  victim  of  vague,  unformulated,  and  in- 
definite charges,  and  Instead  of  a  govern- 
ment of  law.  we  liave  a  government  of  law- 
lessness. Against  the  continuation  of  such 
a  condition,  I  enter  my  solemn  protest. 

Does  the  Senate  know  who  said  that? 
Calvin  Coolidge  said  that  about  the  in- 
vestigatory powers  of  the  United  States 
Senate. 

So,  Mr.  President,  at  the  v«ry  outset. 
I  say  to  my  fellow  Members  that  I  think 
we  must  be  forbearing.  I  think  we  can 
be  a  little  dispassionate;  I  think  we  can 
be  a  little  softer,  and  that  this  is  the 
season  of  the  year  when  men  from  pole 
to  pole  exemplify  that  great  throbbing 
sentiment  "On  earth  peace,  gXxKl  will  to 
men." 

I  pay  tribute  to  the  select  committee. 
I  say  to  those  distinguished  men  that 
it  does  not  make  me  feel  good  to  see 
these  rather  casual,  severe,  and  testy 
remarks  made. 

I  served  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives with  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota [Mr.  Case].  I  served  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  with  the  Seiiator  f  rt«n 
Kansas  I  Mr.  Carlson].  I  served  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  with  the  Sen- 


ator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Etvxxl. 
For  all  of  them  I  have  a  great  affection. 
I  have  an  equal  affection  for  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  [Mr.  WatsinsI.  who  is 
one  of  the  most  pious  and  devout  Mem- 
bers of  this  body.  I  salute  him  for  the 
great  and  cliastenlng  force  he  has 
brought  to  the  Senate.  The  members  of 
this  committee  are  men  of  probity  and 
character.  I  say  r>o  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  MissLaippi  [Mr.  Srainnsl 
that  one  of  the  thinijs  that  gave  me  great 
delight  was  to  go  to  Kentucky  to  deliver 
a  commencement  address  at  a  small  col- 
lege in  the  hills,  and  the  man  who  deliv- 
ered the  invocation  on  that  occasion  was 
the  pastor  of  the  church  where  the  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi  worships.  The  fine 
testimony  he  gave  to  the  Senator's  char- 
acter made  me  feel  good,  and  I  hope  some 
of  it  rubbed  off  on  me  on  that  occasion. 
So.  Mr.  President,  I  have  nothing  but 
the  highest  praise  for  the  members  of 
the  select  commltU'e.  But  I  say,  Mr. 
President,  that  even  six  men  can  be  fal- 
lible, even  when  unanimous  in  their 
opinion. 

Mr.  President,  th<?  first  vote  I  cast  In 
1933  found  me  as  one  of  a  very  small 
minority,  and  my  soul  quaked  and  my 
spirit  drooped.  I  wf<.s  a  freshman  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  and  I  saw  a  premature 
end  to  my  political  career  as  the  tele- 
grams and  letters  rolled  in.  But  I  lived 
to  see  the  day  when  truly  every  Jot  and 
tittle,  every  phrase,  clause,  and  comma, 
of  that  so-called  Economy  Act,  which 
was  not  even  in  legtilative  form  when  it 
was  adopted  by  the  House  in  1933.  has 
been  wsished  from  the  statute  books  of 
our  country. 

Yes,  Mr.  President ;  six  men.  notwith- 
standing their  character,  their  probity, 
their  judgment,  could  be  fallible  in  this 
particular  instance. 

So  I  want  to  come  'x>  the  resolution  and 
to  the  proposals  which  have  been  made, 
but  before  doing  so  I  reassert  what  I  said 
to  the  Senate  briefly  a  few  days  ago.  that 
this  is  not  a  Judicial  proceeding.  This  is 
a  legislative  trial.  Tliere  is  no  presiding 
Judge  to  note  exceptions  which  might  be 
made  by  counsel  This  is  a  legislative 
procedure,  pure  and  simple — a  legislative 
trial.  The  astonishing  thing  is  that  on 
occasions  I  have  noticed  that  g5  percent 
of  the  membership  of  the  Senate  was  not 
on  the  floor  when  tho  political  life  of  one 
of  our  colleagues  was  in  jeopardy.  I  do 
not  scold.  I  admit  my  own  sin  in  the 
matter.  I  boarded  a  plane  at  2 :  30  o'clock 
yesterday  to  go  to  Chicago  to  receive  an 
award  and  to  make  u  speech.  I  got  on  a 
plane  at  1  o'clock  tills  morning,  in  the 
snow  and  the  rain,  tc>  return  to  the  Capi- 
tal. But  if  a  single  member  of  a  jury 
walked  out  when  a  trial  was  m  progress 
in  a  court  it  would  result  in  the  declara- 
tion of  a  mistrial  right  then  and  there. 

We  know  the  whole  story,  the  whole 
argument.  This  procedure  is  being  con- 
ducted in  a  political  atmosphere.  I  do 
not  say  that  invidiously.  I  am  proud  of 
it.  This  is  a  political  body.  No  one 
apologises  for  it. 

I  see  my  good  friend  from  Montana 
[Mr.  MtiaRAT]  seated  here.  I  did  my  best 
to  accomplish  the  defeat  of  the  Senator. 
We  live  by  political  victories.  We  are 
thinking  now  about  the  transfer  of  con- 
trol and  who  is  goin«  to  run  the  legisla- 


tive show  come  January  1955.  Why.  Mr. 
President,  when  the  day  comes  that  this 
is  not  a  political  body,  when  there  is  not  a 
line  between  two  virile,  vital  institutions, 
that  is  the  day  when  I  shall  be  filled 
with  despair,  because  I  shall  begin  to  see 
the  end  of  America  as  we  once  knew  it. 

This  is  a  legislative  trial,  in  a  political 
atmosphere.  If  it  were  judicial.  Mr. 
President,  what  can  be  said  alx)ut  the 
pressures,  about  the  ];>eople  who  write  to 
the  Judges  and  send  them  telegrams  and 
say  "Do  this"  or  "Do  that."  What  shall 
we  say  about  the  millions  of  names  which 
will  probably  be  delivered  to  the  Nation's 
Capital.  A  strange  way  to  conduct  a 
trial ;  is  it  not?  Is  it  Judicial?  Par  from 
it,  Mr.  President,  as  a  matter  of  fact. 
How  strange  it  is.  when  the  poUtical  fu- 
ture of  one  of  our  colleagues  is  in  jeop- 
ardy, as  compared  with  the  impeachment 
rules.  How  carefully  they  have  been 
drawn,  so  that  in  every  stage  of  the  pro- 
ceedings the  right  of  the  person  accused 
is  fully  protected.  There  is  nothing  like 
that  here  today.  There  is  no  judge  who 
sits  to  rtile  on  the  competence  of  what  is 
said.  It  is  not  a  judicial  proceeding. 
There  is  no  statute  of  limitations,  as  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  pointed 
out  yesterday.  There  is  no  appeal  to  a 
less  poUtical  body  than  this. 

So  I  simply  say,  Mr.  President,  it  is 
small  wonder  that  that  great  student  of 
Jurisprudence.  Dean  Roscoe  Pound, 
looked  down  his  nose  a  little  when  it 
came  to  a  legislative  trial.  I  quote  ium, 
in  part.   He  said : 

Legislative  justice  Is  unequal,  uncertain, 
and  capricious. 

He  goes  away  back  to  ancient  times. 

In  the  second  place,  legislatlTe  justice  in 
its  relatively  short  history  in  this  country 
and  In  the  relatively  small  number  of  cases 
In  which  tt  was  exercised  showed  tbe  In- 
fiuence  of  personal  solicitation,  lobbying,  and 
even  corruption  far  beyond  anything  which 
even  the  most  bitter  opponent  of  our  judicial 
system  has  charged  against  the  courts  in  the 
course  of  a  long  history  and  after  dlsi>osltlon 
Of  a  huge  volume  of  Utlgatlon. 

Dean  Pound  goes  on  to  say: 

Thirdly,  legislative  justice  has  always 
proved  highly  susceptible  to  the  influence 
at  passion  and  prejudice. 

Then  he  says : 

The  preponderance  of  purely  partisan  or 
political  motives  as  grounds  of  decision  is 
another  characteristic. 

Then  he  says: 

PlnaUy.  legislative  Justice  has  been  dis- 
figured very  generally  by  the  practice  of  par- 
ticipation in  argument  and  decision  by  many 
who  had  not  heard  aU  the  evidence,  and 
I>articlpatlon  In  the  decision  by  many  who 
had  not  heard  all  the  arguments. 

This  is  the  language  of  probably  the 
foremost  student  of  jurisprudence  in  our 
land,  who  speaks  thus  of  legislative  jus- 
tice and  legislative  trial. 

I  now  OMne  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  President,  may  I  respectfully  In- 
quire how  much  time  I  have  remaining? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
WKLKxa  in  the  chair) .  The  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  has  14  minutes  remain- 
ing. 

Mr.  DIRKSiaf .  Is  there  some  oppor- 
tunity to  get  a  littie  more  time,  so  that  I 


may  be  able  to  fill  in  a  large  part  of  what 
I  have  to  say? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  majority 
leader  has  no  additional  time  remaining; 
but  the  minority  leader  has  been  very 
generous  in  making  time  available. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  How  much 
time  does  the  Senator  desire? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Texas  will  bear  in  mind  that  there 
are  additional  speakers  on  my  side  to 
whom  I  have  made  some  commitments. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  In  line  with 
the  traditional  Democratic  policy  of  not 
interfering  with  internal  policy  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle.  I  yield  15  ad- 
ditional minutes  at  this  point  to  the 
Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  5  additional 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  make  that  10  minutes? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wiU  make  it  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  might  Inform  the 
Senate,  then,  that  I  shall  change  stance 
somewhat.  I  shall  get  around  to  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  resolution  later  this  afto*- 
noon.  and  to  the  provisions  of  tiie  sub- 
stitute and  of  the  resolution  itaelf .  But 
now,  in  line  pretty  well  with  what  I  have 
said,  there  is  a  statement  in  the  resolu- 
tion to  the  effect  that  what  has  been 
done  has  been  contrary  to  tradition.  I 
want  to  take  the  remaining  time — ^and  I 
hope  it  will  be  sufllcient — to  discuss  tra- 
dition a  Uttle.    It  is  a  good  word. 

When  a  person  makes  a  speech  and 
cannot  thiiik  of  some  other  word  to  use. 
he  can  fall  back  on  the  word  "tradition." 
It  is  always  a  splendid  word  and  covers 
a  multitude  of  sins.  But  it  has  a  definite 
and  precise  meaning.  It  means  the 
whole  bimdle  of  hopes,  of  aspirations,  of 
achievements,  and  of  accompUshmenta 
of  the  country.  It  means  Lexington  and 
Concord,  and  Vall^  Forge;  it  means 
Bunker  Hill,  the  Declaration  of  Inde- 
pendence, and  the  Constitution:  it 
means  the  utterances  of  tbe  great  men 
Who  have  sat  in  this  body. 

It  is  the  whole  bundle  of  what  we  are. 
what  we  have  been,  and  what  we  hope 
to  be. 

So  I  was  very  much  Interested  in  going 
back  to  find  the  utterances  of  those  who 
have  walked  across  the  pages  of  tradi- 
tion. I  go  back,  for  instance,  to  1890.  at 
the  time  of  the  Slst  Congress.  The  time 
was  June  25.  1890.  One  of  the  great. 
fluent  Members  of  the  Senate  was  John 
J.  Ingalls,  of  Kansas,  He  was  in  an  al- 
tercation with  Senator  Call,  of  Florida. 
What  did  Senator  Ingalls  say?   He  said: 

The  Senator  from  Florida  has  not  only, 
in  my  Judgment,  grosaly  vioUted  and  abused 
the  prlvUeges  at  the  Senate,  but  he  baa  <to- 
Uberately  falsified  the  record  at  what  ap- 
peared on  tbe  day  when  the  transaction 
took  place.  •  •  •  The  Senator  from  Flortda 
has  falsified  the  record  by  omiUing  the 
wcHtU.  "in  an  appendix  to  theee  remarka." 

They  spoke  their  business  very  freely, 
those  great  predecessors  of  ours,  who 
were  from  long  ago. 

I  come  down  to  1917,  to  the  Mth  CSon- 
gress.  I  think  of  that  man  from  Mis- 
sissippi who  had  such  an  able,  sbazi>, 
and  tripping  tongue.  His  name  was 
John  Sharp  Williams.  His  name  was  a 
household  word  for  eloqu^ice  in  many 
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aectSons  of  ttie  country.  What  did  he 
aay  on  the  24th  of  February  1917?  Be 
Mdd: 

Z  iMHMd  from  the  newspapers  this  mam- 
lag  that  the  RepubUean  Party  has  matte  up 
Its  mliMl  to  IllltouBter  In  order  to  lisve  an 
extra  snsslnn  I  understand  tbat  the  rea- 
son Is  given  that  they  do  not  want  to  leave 
the  President  •  •  •  Just  as  the  Copperheads 
did  not  want  to  leave  Lincoln,  with  power 
to  act,  but  I  do  not  think  that  Is  the  real 
reason.  Z  think  your  real  reason  Is  that  you 
have  received  rarders  from  the  munitions 
factories  •  •  •  that  have  hitherto  been 
generous  contributors  and  that  you  ought 
to  remonbar  them. 

That  statement  was  uttered  on  the 
Senate  floor  In  1917. 

I  go  to  the  66th  Congress.  This  is 
Senator  James  A.  Reed,  of  Bfissourl. 
speaking: 

Members  at  the  Senate  do  not  know  about 
it.  They  retire  to  the  cloakroom,  they  iday 
the  part  at  the  flau4>plng  turtle,  who,  when 
disturbed,  polls  In  his  head,  pulls  In  his 
tafl,  shuts  down  his  shell,  and  closes  up. 
They  are  determined  to  vote  for  this  League 
whether  it  Is  right  or  wrong.  •  •  •  Their 
massive  minds  are  In  a  static  condition  and 
cannot  be  moved.  *  *  *  A  number  of  gen- 
tlemen •  •  •  [wlU  vote]  for  reservations. 
*  *  *  A  reservation  Is  the  last  resort  of 
cowardice.  It  Is  the  h(de  through  which  the 
little  soul  of  a  feUow  who  Is  not  willing  to 
stand  up  and-  front  the  people  seeks  to 
escape  from  responsibility.  It  is  the  crack 
In  the  fence  through  which  a  hound  dog 
always  seeks  to  escape.  The  mastiff  turns 
at  bay  and  fights,  or  else  he  takes  the  fence 
at  a  Jump.  He  does  no  cringing  and  crawl- 
ing and  wtolnlng.  and  some  of  them  have 
their  heads  stuck  In  the  crat^  now  and  do 
not  know  whether  to  back  up  or  go  ahead. 

That  was  language  on  the  floor  of  the 
United  States  Senate. 

I  go  to  the  67th  Ck>ngress.  Senator  Tom 
^eflin,  of  Alabama,  speaking.  What 
did  he  have  to  say  to  this  body?  I  read 
his  remarks  on  June  22.  1922 ;  but.  first. 
I  read  the  statement  of  Mr.  Glass,  the 
eminent  Senator  from  Virginia: 

Mr.  Glabs.  I  deny  absolutely  that  there  Is 
a  single  Inaccuracy  In  Uie  speech  to  which 
the  Senator  refers.  I  am  getting  very  tired 
of  these  utterly  false  accusations  by  the  Sen- 
ates from  Alabama. 

What  was  the  rejoinder? 

Mr.  Hbvun.  If  the  Senator  charges  me  v^h 
making  a  false  statement,  he  Is  a  liar. 

Oh,  yes.  Mr.  President,  there  were  Sen- 
ators jrears  ago  who  were  accomplished 
in  the  art  of  salty  phraseology. 

I  go  now  to  the  68th  Congress.  This 
is  Senator  Ernst  speaking.  I  read  his 
language  on  the  14th  of  March  1925,  in 
the  special  s^sion.    He  said: 

I  wish  to  know  If  there  be  any  way  imder 
the  rules  of  the  Senate  whereby  I  can,  with- 
out breaking  those  rules,  and  without  of- 
fending Uie  Senators  about  me,  call  a  fel- 
low Member  a  willful,  malicious,  wicked  liar. 
Is  there  any  way  of  doing  that? 

Well,  there  was  no  way  of  doing  it. 
[Laughter.] 

I  go  to  the  69th  Congress.  This  is 
Senator  Couzens,  of  Michigan,  speaking, 
and  the  date  was  February  8,  1926: 

I  want  to  register  a  complaint  against 
unanlmous-oonsent  agreements. 

That  sounds  familiar,  does  it  not,  Mr. 
President.     [Laughter.! 


X  consider  that  I  was  tricked  by  the  Ven- 
ator from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  *  •  •  it  was 
perfectly  obvious  that  within  the  hour  and 
a  half  the  argument  that  I  propoeed  to  put 
in  behalf  of  this  amendment  was  blocked 
by  the  sharp  practice  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah. 

That  statement  was  uttered  on  this 
very  floor,  where  we  are  conducting  the 
legislative  trial  of  one  of  our  coUeaf  ues 
today. 

I  go  to  the  71st  Congress,  Senator 
Heflin,  of  Alabama,  speaking  again. 

In  the  second  session,  January  6,  1930. 
he  said  of  Senator  Phipps,  of  Colorado: 

If  the  Senator,  who  is  a  man  of  tremen- 
dous wealth,  wishes  to i 

There  there  is  an  interruption.  When 
Mr.  Bingham  made  the  point  of  order 
that  the  Senator  from  Alabama  was  in- 
fringing the  rule  prohibiting  a  Member 
from  imputing  to  another  Senator  a  mo- 
tive unbecoming  a  Senator,  the  Vice 
President  directed  Mr.  Heflin  to  take  his 
seat. 

The  amazing  thing  is  that  there  have 
been  imputations  of  one  kind  or  another 
over  a  long  period  of  time.  How  careless 
we  have  become  as  a  body.  Maybe  all 
this  would  not  have  happened  if  we  had 
performed  our  duty  fully. 

I  come  now  to  the  73d  Congress,  April 
5,  1934,  and  to  what  was  said  by  the 
Honorable  Huey  Pierce  Long,  of  Lou- 
isiana. His  very  able,  noted,  and  re- 
doubtable son  graces  this  body,  and  is  a 
fine  public  servant.  I  salute  him;  but 
this  was  what  the  Honorable  Huey  P. 
Long  said  on  April  5,  1934: 

We  all  have  our  way  of  working.  One  la 
just  as  honest  as  the  other.  One  Is,  catch 
your  friend  in  trouble,  stab  him  In  the  back. 
and  drink  his  bloo<l.  The  other  Is,  rtaad  by 
yova  friend  and  try  to  heal  his  wounds. 

Pretty  robust  language,  is  it  not,  for 
the  Senate  floor,  Mr.  President? 

In  the  75th  Congress,  2d  session,  then 
Senator  Bennett  Champ  Clark,  of  Mis- 
souri, stated  on  November  19,  1937: 

I  can  readily  understand  how  It  may  be 
Irksome  to  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  have 
these  exhibits  presented.  It  may  cause  some 
faint  flurry  of  that  conscience  for  which  the 
Senator  from  Texas  used  to  be  renowned,  but 
which  his  conduct  this  week  has  led  most  of 
us  to  believe  has  become  calloused. 

Robust  language  for  this  body.  They 
were  not  quite  so  sensitive,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. They  did  invoke  the  rule,  but  they 
did  not  propose  to  censure  a  Member. 

I  go  to  August  6,  1940.  Senator  Rush 
D.  Holt  was  speaking  in  the  3d  session  of 
the  76th  Congress.  Before  I  read  that. 
I  wish  to  read  the  words  of  a  man  who 
today  graces  the  Supreme  Court,  and 
who  was  once  a  Member  of  this  body, 
the  Honorable  Sherman  Minton,  of  In- 
diana. I  have  counted  him  as  a  k>ng- 
time  friend.    On  that  day  he  said : 

When  I  was  over  In  France  In  1917  and 
1918,  the  father  of  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  was  preaching  that  people  sbould 
not  raise  any  food  to  send  to  me  and  my 
comrades.  •  •  *  The  father  of  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  sent  his  son  *  *  *  to 
hide  away  In  South  America  to  avoid  the 
draft.  •  •  •  That  is  the  kind  of  patriotism 
that  is  represented  by  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia. 

Mr.  HOLT.  •  •  •  I  will  answer  his  mall- 
clous  lie.  *   *   *  If  ever  the   administration 


wants  filth  to  be  thrown  they  get  the  8ena« 
tor  from  Indiana  to  throw  it. 

Mr.  MiNTON.  And  when  Hitler  Wants  It 
thrown  you  throw  It. 

Pretty  salty  language.  Is  it  Hot.  Mr. 
President,  for  the  floor  of  the  United 
States  Senate? 

I  refer  now  to  the  78th  Congress  and  to 
the  language  of  one  who  happened  to  be 
my  predecessor  in  Congress,  the  Hon- 
orable Scott  Lucas,  who  was  at  one  time 
majority  leader  of  this  body.  This  oc- 
curred on  December  15.  1943.  He  was 
taking  Senator  Moore,  of  Oklahoma,  to 
task.    He  stated: 

When  he  [Mr.  Moorel  gave  out  that  state- 
ment he  charged  every  Democrat  and  Re- 
publican who  voted  for  the  bill  wUh  a  con- 
spiracy to  steal  the  election  in  1944  •  •  • 
and  he  says  he  does  not  charge  [that]  by 
Implication  •  •  •  any  fair  and  prudent 
mind,  any  reasonable  mind,  any  decent 
mind  cannot  read  any  other  Interpretation 
Into  It  but  that.  •  •  •  But  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  refused  to  dignify  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  by  making  any  reply,  until 
he  comes  along  with  his  contemptible  speech 
today. 

It  was  my  predecessor  In  the  United 
States  Senate  who  said  that. 

I  come  now  to  the  79th  Congress.  On 
May  23,  1946,  the  Senator  from  Idaho, 
the  Honorable  Glen  H.  Taylor,  4aid: 

I  am  beginning  to  agree  with  the  oldtlmers 
[that  the  Senate  does  not  have  the  caliber 
of  men  In  it  nowadays  that  It  used  to  have). 
•  •  •  Already  the  very  ones  whont  the  Lea 
bin  was  supposed  to  benefit  are  saying  tbat 
Senators  made  fools  of  themselves  by  passing 
the  Lea  bill*  •  •  I  am  simply  trylag  to  per- 
suade Senators  not  again — at  least  so  quick- 
ly— to  make  a  jackass  out  of  theittselves  as 
they  did  In  passing  the  bill. 

They  were  not  so  very  sensitive  in 
those  days,  and  I  suppose,  in  the  vulgar 
parlance  of  the  day,  they  "could  take  it." 

Now  we  come  to  the  80th  Congress.  I 
refer  to  the  very  capable  and  distin- 
guished former  Senator  from  TeKas.  We 
had  a  visit  with  him  yesterday.  He  is  a 
fine,  gracious,  upright  citizen,  who  did 
such  yeoman  service  for  his  country  over 
a  long  period  of  time.  I  am  speaking 
of  Tom  Connally.  This  happened  in  the 
80th  Congress,  1st  session,  on  July  26, 
1947: 

Even  now  I  can  see  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Michigan — 

He  was  referring  to  the  present  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  [Mr.  FekguSon] — 

with  his  Insinuations  and  with  his  political 
bile  and  with  his  political  rancor  and  with 
his  political  prejudice  undertaking  to  cross- 
examine,  annoy,  and  harass  the  Attorney 
General.  •    •    • 

He  [Mr.  Pircuson]  may  be  junior  in  some 
respects,  of  course,  but  he  Is  senior  in  vUl- 
ficatlon  and  abuse  and  Insinuation. 

Our  distinguished  colleague  from 
Michigan  remembers  it  so  well.  I  con- 
tinue to  read: 

I  hope  he  always  remains  junior. 

If  a  judge  on  the  bench  •  •  •  in  my  State 
should  In  a  law  case  show  the  venom  and 
the  spleen  and  the  political  hatred  exhibited 
by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Michigan,  he 
would  be  disqualified. 

The  Idea  of  a  little  two-bit  committee 
summoning  or  invjting  the  President  •  •  • 
to  come  down  and  appear  before  a  committee 
composed  of  gentlemen  like  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan. 
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That  was  in  the  80th  Congress.  Our 
colleague  is  stUl  here.  Note  the  abuee 
of  a  committee.  I  know  of  no  worse 
thing  to  say  about  a  oummittee  than  to 
say  it  is  a  "two-bit"  committee. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  many  other 
instances  I  could  select,  but  let  me  go 
now  to  the  81st  Congress,  and  I  refer  to 
colloquy  between  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  IMr.  JevneiI  and  the 
distinguished  former  Senator  Tydings. 
The  statement  was  made  in  the  81st 
Congress,  2d  session,  on  July  21.  1950. 
Senator  Tydings  was  sjieaking.  My  dis- 
tinguished friend  from  Indiana  will  re- 
member it  well: 

I  found  the  Junior  Senator  from  Indiana 
I  Mr.  jEKHsal  Is  in  comjiany  that  I  never 
associate  with.  I  find  that  Joe  StaUn  aiul 
the  Dally  Worker  and  the  Senator  aU  vote 
the  same  way. 

A  point  of  order  was  made. 

On  July  21,  1950,  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr.  JENNVitl 
arose,  and  I  read  his  remarks: 

All  trained  seals  have  to  stoop  to  pick 
up  the  ball  when  they  drop  It,  and  the  at- 
tack of  the  Senator  from  Marylr.nd.  Mr. 
Tydings.  on  me  is  only  an  indication  of  how 
low  he  is  willing  to  stoop  to  pick  up  the  ad- 
ministration's baU.  no  matter  how  rotten 
the  filth  it  has  rolled  through. 

The  Ssnator  from  Marylsnd  has  now  pre- 
sented a  spectacle  which  has  transformed 
the  msjorlty  of  the  United  States  Senate 
into  an  Instrument  of  mt>b  rule    •    •    • 

So,  Mr.  President,  we  do  not  have  to 
Ro  back  to  ancient  days  to  find  robust 
language;  it  gets  rather  current,  as  we 
may  see. 

Then  I  come  to  the  82d  Congress,  and 
I  shall  refer  to  a  colloquy  involving  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  Mr.  FsbcusonI. 
Obviously,  Mr.  President.  I  try  to  be  as 
impartial  about  this  matter  as  I  can.  I 
refer  now  to  a  colloquy  which  occurred 
between  the  Senator  from  Michigan  and 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  KerrI 
on  May  3.  1951.  At  that  time  the  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan  said : 

The  Senator  from  Oklalioma  [Mr.  Kxax] 
knows  that  what  he  says  ii  absolutely  false 
*  *  *  He  accuses  the  Senati>r  from  Michigan 
of  wanting  to  give  aid  and  comfort  to  an 
enemy  *  •  *  I  now  consider  the  source  from 
which  that  remark  came,  and  I  have  no 
further  reply  to  it. 

I  do  not  know.  Mr.  Pre.?ident,  but  that 
some  day  I  may  land  in  tJiis  list.  I  never 
know.  [Laughter.]  Who  shaU  say? 
But  the  list  must  be  complete,  and  the 
whole  story  must  be  told. 

Then  we  come  to  remarks  made  by 
Senator  Connally.  of  Texas,  in  the  2d 
session  of  the  82d  Congress — on  March 
10,  1952 — as  follows: 

Any  statement  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Taftl  •  •  •  to  the  effect  that  the 
Ssnator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Connallyl  was 
willing  to  Invite  or  invited  any  Communists 
to  go  irto  Korea  Is  absolutely  untrue  and 
absolutely  false.  •  •  * 

Now  we  have  the  Senator  from  Ohio  de- 
filing his  own  seat  In  this  body  by  making 
a  statement  that  we  Invited  Communists  into 
Korea. 

In  his  (Mr.  Taffs]  vBarU  as  a  candidate 
for  the  Presidency  he  is  willing  to  subordi- 
nate his  integrity  and  his  truthfulness,  in 
order  to  grasp  a  few  slimy,  filthy  votas. 
which  is  what  they  are  when  they  are  pur- 
chased by  untruths  and  misrepresentation. 


Here  Is  what  he  [Mr.  Taft]  said  In  •  •  • 
his  speech  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  not  on 
the  hustings,  not  cravenly  going  around  and 
begging  a  few  dirty,  filthy  votes. 

That  is  what  Senator  Connally.  of 
Texas,  said  in  the  speech  he  made  on 
that  date  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  not 
in  the  hustings.  I  repeat  that  the  speech 
was  made  in  the  Senate  Chamber  on 
March  10,  1952. 

So,  Mr.  President,  we  see  that  the  sin 
is  on  both  sides.  I  wonder,  then,  how 
sensitive  we  can  become. 

Mr.  President,  how  much  time  remains 
to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  has  approximately 
3V^  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  wonder  whether  it 
will  be  possible  to  have  as  miich  as  2 
additional  minutes  yielded  to  me. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  2  additional  minutes  to  the 
acting  majority  leader. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Then,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  the  2  additional  minutes  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  thank  b3th  Sena- 
tors.   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  is  recognized  for 
2  more  minutes,  and  thus  he  has  a  total 
of  5  V^  minutes  remaining  to  him. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  have  the  exact  page  reference  to 
some  of  the  quotations  I  shall  give,  but 
they  are  fairly  well  documented. 

On  March  30,  1826,  John  Randolph, 
of  Virginia,  said: 

I  was  defeated  •  •  •  and  clean  broke 
down  •  •  •  by  a  coalition  of  Black  Bill  and 
Black  George,  by  the  combination  •  •  •  of 
the  puritan  (John  Qulncy  Adams]  and  the 
blackleg  [Henry  Clay). 

I  understand  that  on  another  occa- 
sion John  Randolph,  while  serving  in 
the  Senate  during  the  interval  1825-27. 
is  reported  to  have  called  Henry  Clay's 
progenitors  into  account  for  bringing 
into  this  world  "this  being,  so  brilliant 
yet  so  corrupt,  which,  like  a  rotten  mack- 
erel by  moonlight,  shined  and  stunk." 

Mr.  Randolph  also  is  reported  to  have 
denounced  Daniel  Webster,  of  Massa- 
chusetts, as  "a  vile  slanderer,"  and  John 
Holmes,  of  Maine,  as  "a  dangerous  fool," 
and  Edward  Livingston,  of  Louisiana,  as 
"the  most  contemptible  and  degraded  of 
beings,  whom  no  man  ought  to  touch, 
iuiless  with  a  pair  of  tongs." 

Those  were  statements  by  some  of  the 
Members  who  graced  this  body — robust, 
and  not  too  sensitive. 

Mr.  President,  when  we  speak  of  the 
tradition  of  the  Senate,  we  speak  of  the 
whole  tradition,  which,  like  some  mag- 
nificent piece  of  pageantry,  unfolds,  and 
is  studded  with  all  the  characters  and 
all  the  utterances,  salty  and  otherwise, 
which  go  to  make  up  the  tradition  of  the 
Senate. 

Now  I  say  to  my  colleagues.  Bend  your 
ear  while  I  give  another  quotation.  This 
one  is  from  Senator  Voorhees,  of  Indi« 
ana,  wben  he  viras  speaking  in  the  Sen- 
ate Chamber  on  Jtme  18,  1879.  At  that 
time  he  was  referring  to  Senator  James 
O.  Uaine.  Senator  Voorhees  said,  on 
that  occasion: 

If  he  (Senator  James  G.  Blaine]  adopts  the 
part  of  the  scavenger  bird,  hunts  for  offal. 


the  eastoff  and  putrefying  matter  of  past 
years,  I  may  deplore  but  I  cannot  prevent 
such  a  course.  If  he  prefers  to  abandon  the 
pursuits  of  the  Uon.  and  foUow  the  habits 
of  the  hyena,  to  dig  into  the  graves  of  the 
past  for  loathsome  and  offensive  things,  I 
deeply  r^ret  It.  •   •   • 

On  May  1,  1888,  Senator  Ingalls,  of 
Kansas,  referred  to  Senator  Voorhees 
and  to  other  Senators,  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  the  affected  Indignation  of 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Daniel  A. 
Voorhees],  and  others  at  my  alleged  assault 
upon  these  Union  generals  Is  discreditable 
either  to  their  intelllgenoe  or  their  csndar. 
If  they  did  not  know  that  in  speaking  o< 
them  *  *  *,  I  was  speaking  of  them  not  as 
soldiers,  but  as  politicians  *  *  *,  they  are 
dull,  stupid,  and  ignorant  Indeed.  If  they 
do  know  it  and  persist  In  their  misrepre- 
sentation they  are  disingenuous,  and  I  stis- 
pect.  if  such  a  thing  were  possible,  they  are 
both. 

That  statement  also  was  made  on  the 
floor  of  the  United  States  Senate. 

On  the  same  date.  Senator  Voorhees 
replied: 

I  say  he  (IngaUs]  •  •  •  Is  a  great  liar 
when  he  Intimates  such  a  thing — a  great  liar 
and  a  dirty  dog. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  a  Uttle  distressed 
that  time  will  not  permit  completion  ol 
these  remarks.  Thus  far,  I  have  just 
laid  a  foundation,  by  going  back  into 
the  past,  and  by  showing  that  in  those 
days.  Members  of  the  Senate  were  not 
so  sensitive;  that  they  were  pummeled 
from  both  outside  and  within,  and  some- 
how it  did  not  fracture  the  dignity  or 
the  traditions  of  the  Senate,  and  it  did 
not  obstruct  the  constitutional,  parlia- 
mentary process. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  afraid  I  have  de- 
tained Senators  far  too  long  from  their 
lunch.  For  that.  I  apologize.  I  shall  re- 
sume my  remarks  later  this  afternoon. 
I  am  grateful  to  the  Senate  for  its  in- 
dulgence. 

Mr.  PURTELL.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Connecticut  is  recognized 
for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  PURTELL.  Mr.  President,  I  won- 
der whether  the  acting  majority  leader 
will,  through  the  kinrinftss  of  the  mi- 
nority leader,  request  that  I  be  granted 
20  minutes.  I  have  a  prepared  speech 
to  deliver. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Pnst- 
dent.  this  is  the  first  notice  I  have  had  of 
such  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Connecticut.  I  must  eoofer 
with  the  majority  leader.  I  shall  be  glad 
to  consider  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut,  as  he  proceeds  with 
his  remarks;  and  certainly  we  shall  be  as 
generous  as  possible. 

Mr.  PURTELL.  That  Win  be  very 
kind.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Texas 
now  will  yield  to  me  15  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  have  no  time  to  yield.  However. 
I  shall  confer  about  the  matter. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Let  the 
Chair  inquire  whether  it  is  planned  to 
have  the  Senate  take  a  recess  for  limch, 
today. 


«v 


■:-T« 

I 


It288 


I 
CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — SENATE 


December  1 


I* 


m  I  r 

11 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  eaoDOt  speak  for  the  majority 
leader;  tNit  today  he  told  me  that  he 
did  not  plan'  to  have  the  Senate  take 
such  a  reoees  period.  

The  FRBSIDINO  OmCER.  Very 
weU. 

The  Senator  from  Ckmnecticut  Is  rec- 
ognized.      

Mr.  FURTELL.  Mr.  President,  it  has 
been  my  privilege— and  a  great  privi- 
l^e.  for  which  I  shall  be  everlastingly 
thankful  to  the  people  of  my  State — to 
sit  in  this  great  body  for  the  past  2 
years.  TO  me  these  hallowed  walls,  the 
seats  we  occupy,  the  customs  we  follow, 
the  traditions  we  observe  in  this  great- 
est of  all  temples  of  freedc»n,  are 
sacred — not  sacrosanct,  but  sacred. 
Here  have  sat,  deliberated,  and  legis- 
lated, the  greatest  of  our  great  Ameri- 
cans. Here  has  been  steadily  built, 
molded,  and  sliaped,  the  greatness  that 
is  ours  today  as  a  nation;  and  here,  too, 
have  been  preserved  by  those  who  pre- 
ceded us  in  this  Chamber,  ttie  rights  and 
the  privileges  which  today  we  exercise. 

Here,  and  in  the  legislative  hall  but  a 
few  short  strides  down  that  historic  cor- 
ridor were  planted  and  nurtured  the 
principles  of  our  democracy.  I,  like 
many  other  Members  of  this  body,  today, 
have  spent  slsepless  nights  and  tortured 
hours,  tormented  and  perplexed  as  to 
what  action  to  take  in  the  matter  now 
pending  before  the  Senate.  I  found  my- 
self emotionally  urged  to  take  punitive 
action — quick  and  sure  and  certain— for 
what  were,  in  my  judgment,  abuses  of  the 
tongue  and  of  the  pen.  visited  upon  col- 
leagues whom  I  hold  in  high  esteem  and 
great  respect — ^yes,  in  deep  affection.  I 
found  it  easy  to  let  passion  sway  judg- 
ment, to  center  my  thoughts  and  my 
actkuQs  on  things  of  the  moment.  I  felt 
that  the  dignity  of  this  great  body  needed 
defense,  and  I  found  it  easy  to  be  carried 
away  on  the  sea  of  indignation.  I  felt  it 
my  obligation  to  take  action  to  preserve 
the  dignity  of  this  great  body,  tmd  I 
thought  the  one  way  to  do  it  was  by  posi- 
tive action  on  the  matter  pending  before 
the  Senate  today. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER  (Mr. 
WcLxn  in  the  chair) .  The  Senator  will 
suspend,  without  the  time  being  taken 
from  either  side. 

There  will  be  m-der  in  the  Chamber 
and  in  the  galleries,  or  the  galleries  will 
be  cleared.  Occupants  of  the  galleries 
are  here  as  guests  of  the  United  States 
Senate.  They  are  requested  not  to  dis- 
tract the  speaker. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  FURTELL.  But  I  pondered — and 
I  ask  Senators  to  ponder  with  me— on  the 
word  "preserve."  Webster  defines  pre- 
serve as  meaning  "to  keep  alive,  or  in 
existence,  to  make  lasting,  to  keep  safe 
f nmi  harm  or  injury."  I  asked  myself. 
"Does  that  meui  to  preserve  something 
which  I  created,  something  which  the 
83d  Congress  brought  into  existence,  a 
child  of  this  sitting  body?"  No.  It  refers 
to  something  that  was  created  and  pro- 
tected and  handed  down  to  me  and  my 
colleagues  by  those  who  preceded  us.  My 
mind  went  back  to  the  early  days  of  this 


body,  and  to  all  the  days  that  followed, 
up  to  the  present  time. 

Cool  reason  brought  the  realisation 
that  what  I,  as  a  Senator,  as  a  Member  of 
this  body,  enjoy,  the  freedoms  which  I 
am  exercising  today,  and  the  privileges 
that  are  mine,  were  created  and  pre- 
served by  others  long  before  my  entrance 
into  this  august  body.  I  felt  meek  and 
humble,  and  a  lltle  bit  ashamed,  pethaps, 
to  have  for  so  long  a  time  harbored  the 
thought  that  what  faces  me  now.  and 
the  decision  we  all  must  make,  was  some- 
thing new.  Calm  deliberation  bnought 
to  my  mind  that  many  of  my  predeces- 
sors over  the  long,  long  past,  doiibtless 
spent  many  sleepless  nights  and  hours, 
facing  problems  created  by  situations 
similar  In  magnitude  to  that  which  faces 
US  today.  Causes  just  or  unjust  have 
from  time  to  time  whipped  up  pdpular 
emotion  throughout  our  country  and 
throughout  c  ur  whole  history. 

Many  times  actions  were  advocated 
and  advanced,  actions  which  had  mo- 
mentary popular  appeal;  and  Members 
of  this  Chamber  then — because  they 
were  human  and  because  at  times  they 
felt  the  blood  rise,  were  sorely  tried,  as 
we  in  this  body  today  are  sorely  tried. 
They  were  tempted,  as  we  are  tempted. 
to  sail  with  the  wind,  but  oh,  what  would 
have  been  our  fate,  and  now.  as  the  world 
depends  upon  us,  what  would  have  been 
the  fate  of  the  world  if  those  who  occu- 
pied these  seats  in  the  Senate  then  had 
shifted  with  every  change  of  the  wind. 
had  responded  to  the  passions  of  the  day 
or  the  moment,  had  decided  that  our 
"ship  of  state"  should  be  a  ship  cotisist- 
ing  of  all  sails  and  no  anchor.  I  asked 
myself  then,  and  I  ask  my  colleagues  now, 
"Are  we  the  only  body,  we  sitting  Sena- 
tors, to  whom  the  dignity  of  the  Senate 
was  precious?  Did  they  who  preceded  us 
think  less  of  the  dignity  of  the  Senate, 
and  their  own  dignity,  than  we  do?  Are 
we  the  only  Members  of  all  of  those  who 
occupied  this  Chamber  whose  patience  at 
times  was  tried,  whose  tempers  were 
aroused  because  there  were  those  among 
them  who  castigated,  who  criticized,  and 
who  denounced?"  We  talk  now  of  pre- 
serving the  dignity  of  this  body.  What 
dignity?  The  dignity  that  we  inherited 
from  those  who  preceded  us.  who  pre- 
served it  and  handed  it  on  to  us.  And 
was  that  dignity  tarnished?  I  think 
not.  Dignity  cannot  be  bestowed,  it 
must  be  earned.  Neither  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  nor  any  other 
Senator  can  lessen  my  dignity.  Only  I 
can  do  that. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
has  expired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Presidant,  5 
minutes  have  been  allotted  to  me  by  the 
distinguished  minority  leader.  I  yield 
that  time  to  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut. 

Mr.  FURTELL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Texas  and  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia. 

There  was  much  else  that  we  inherited 
in  the  basic  freedoms  which  we,  as  am- 
bassadors from  our  respective  States, 
enjoy  in  this,  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 


Situations  similar  to  that  which  faces 
us  now  are  not  new  in  the  Senate,  tmt 
the  means  proposed  to  meet  them  are 
new.  Neither  Is  the  provocation  which 
exists  today,  new.  Like  provodations  ex- 
isted from  the  very  inception  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  have  continued  to  exist  at  times 
throughout  the  history  of  this  body,  and 
yet  never  has  action  like  that  proposed 
been  taken.  I  can  find  neither  rule  nor 
precedent  on  which  to  base  censure  on 
the  charges  made,  and  therefore  I  will 
not  vote  for  censure.  Throughout  our 
history,  our  basic  principles,  our  kiiiding 
light,  the  keystone  of  our  liberties — my 
liberties  as  a  Senator  and  my  liberties  as 
a  citizen — the  one  foundation  which  if  it 
crumbles  brings  everything  down  with  it. 
is  the  principle  that  this  Is  a  government 
of  laws  and  not  of  men. 

History  records  that  there  have  been 
other  republics  whose  destruction  was 
rapid  and  complete  when  they  departed 
from  that  guiding  principle;  and,  to  the 
extent  we  depart  from  that  principle, 
freedom— whether  it  be  in  the  Senate  or 
in  the  street — becomes  a  mockery,  and 
man  becomes  a  slave  of  his  fellow  men. 

There  is  another  thing  that  has  been 
preserved  for  us,  and  that  is  freedom  of 
speech  and  freedom  of  action.  As  Sena- 
tors, such  action  is  restricted  only  to  the 
extent  that  rules,  few  in  number,  and 
limited  in  scope,  have  been  self-imposed. 
Ours  is  the  power  to  make  such  rules, 
such  laws,  to  govern  our  actions.  If  it 
is  the  will  of  this  body,  let  us  then  make 
such  rules.     I  find  no  such  rule  today. 

We  are  here  debating,  deUberating. 
and  shortly  we  shall  be  deciding,  whether 
or  not  a  man  by  the  name  of  McCahthy, 
a  duly  elected  Senator  from  the  State 
of  Wisconsin,  shall  be  ceiisured  by  his 
peers.  Much  has  been  said  of  the 
charges  lodged  against  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin.  The  Conckkssional 
Record  is  filled  with  the  speeches  of  men 
more  able  than  I  in  discussing  the  legal 
aspects  of  the  matter,  but  I  ask.  "What 
rule  has  been  violated?" 

I  should  like  at  this  time  to  E>ay  tribute 
to  the  select  committee  which  I.  with 
others  of  this  body  in  the  closing  days 
of  the  last  session  of  the  83d  Congress, 
asked  to  assume  the  disagreeable  and 
unwanted  duty  of  holding  hearings  and 
sifting  the  charges  presented  In  Senate 
Resolution  301  and  all  amendments 
thereto.  Let  me  say  now  that  they  are 
men  of  integrity  and  men  of  character, 
men  who  have  my  regard,  my  respect, 
and  my  afTection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield?    j 

Mr.  FURTELL.    I  yield.        ' 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  obliged 
to  leave  the  Chamber  for  a  few  moments. 
I  wish  to  yield  to  the  majority  leader  an 
additional  10  minutes,  so  that  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Connecticut 
may  have  time  in  which  to  conclude  his 
address. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  has  yielded  to  the  ma- 
jority leader  an  additional  10  minutes, 
leaving  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  12 
minutes  in  which  to  complete  his  ad- 
dress. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Or  so  mvlch  of  the 
time  as  the  Senator  may  need. 
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Mr.  FURTELL.  I  shall  hurry  as  fast 
as  I  can. 

I  resent  the  things  said  about  my  wor- 
thy colleagues  who  are  members  of  the 
select  committee,  and  I.  too.  resent  what 
has  been  said  about  my  esteemed  and 
respected  friend  and  colleague  from  New 
Jersey  IMr.  HnrsMCXSOii].  I  wish  the 
conduct  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consm  had  been  other  than  it  was.  But. 
in  truth,  I  wish  I.  too.  were  different  and 
better  in  many  wajrs.  Yes;  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  used  ex- 
pressions deplorable  by  my  standards, 
but  I  ask.  "What  Senate  rule  has  he  vio- 
lated?" Cruel  as  were  the  words  used  by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  in 
regard  to  my  esteemed  and  distinguished 
friend,  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey — 
and  they  were  cruel — in  my  opinion  they 
did  less  harm  comhig  from  a  Senator 
with  a  reputatkm  for  exaggerated  verbal 
expressions  than  vould  some  cleverly 
worded  but  sharply  barbed  and  equally 
cruel  expressions  used  by  more  careful, 
and  perhaps  more  erudite  men.  When 
my  esteemed  colleague  from  New  Jersey 
was  referred  to  as  a  nuui  without  brains 
or  guts,  the  unfairness  of  the  statement 
was  obvious  to  everyone.  Yes.  harm  was 
done,  not  harm  to  the  man  who  was  the 
recipient  of  that  remark,  but  harm  to 
the  maker  of  the  statement.  But  how 
about  a  Senator  who  may  cleverly  and 
skillfully  convey  the  idea  that  he  is  above 
reproach,  and  by  his  carefully  selected 
barbs  and  skillfully  worded  castigations 
of  a  fellow  Senator  not  only  leave  an 
everlasting  wound  in  the  soul  and  heart 
of  him  toward  whom  it  is  directed,  but 
can  well  undermine  public  confidence  in 
him.  and,  to  that  extent,  lessen  his  use- 
fulness in  this  body. 

I  hold  no  brief  for  the  Junior  Senator 
'i-om  Wisconsin.  I  deplore  many  of  his 
expressions.  I  am  not  a  lawyer,  though 
I  sit  in  the  midst  of  lawyers.  My 
knowledge  of  law  is  elementary.  I  am 
grateful  that  one  of  the  requirements 
for  senatorship  is  not  membership  at 
the  bar.  But  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  one 
of  the  first  principles  of  Jurisprudence, 
and  one  of  the  very  fundamentals,  is 
embodied  in  the  well-known  phrase 
"Better  10  guilty  men  go  free,  than  1 
innocent  man  be  condemned."  Let  us 
have  rules  plainly  stated  and  easily  un- 
derstood. 

It  is  proposed  that  we  censure  here  a 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Wisconsin; 
that  we  take  action  here  on  a  matter  for 
which  there  is  no  existing  rule.  We  are 
asked  to  set  a  different  precedent  in  this 
Senate,  this  body  of  96  men,  each  the 
equal  of  the  other,  chosen  by  the  sov- 
ereign States  who  sent  them  here  as 
representatives  of  the  people  of  their 
State. 

Oh,  the  dignity  of  the  Senate  is  pre- 
cious to  me,  but  I  have  no  reason  to 
believe,  no  right  to  assume,  that  its 
preciousness  is,  or  w^,  limited  to  me.  or 
to  the  other  95  seated  Senators  in  this 
body. 

Dignity  in  the  Senate  certainly  was  no 
less  precious  to  those  who  preceded  us 
in  this  Chamber,  and  yet  for  185  years 
the  men  who  occupied  these  places  were 
at  times  castigated  and  criticized,  de- 


nounced, and  condemned  by  colleagues 
on  and  off  the  floor,  without  once  by  any 
recorded  action,  indicating  that  for 
which  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  today 
stands  charged,  was  of  a  nature  that 
lowered  the  dignity  of  the  Senate. 

Oh.  make  no  mistake  about  it.  The 
dignity  of  the  Senate  was  precious  to 
them,  but  so  was  freedom  of  speech,  and 
so  was  the  principle  of  government  of 
laws,  and  not  of  men;  of  rules  and  not 
of  emotions. 

This  respect  for,  trust  in,  and  devo- 
tion to  this  body  is  not  new  with  the 
83d  Congress.  I  deplore  much  of  the 
language  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. Were  I  able.  I  would  change  in 
some  respects  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  But  there  is  something  I 
would  not  change,  if  I  could,  and  that  is 
the  fact  that  for  165  years  my  predeces- 
sors in  this  beloved  Chamber  refused  to 
restrain,  or  restrict,  or  circimiscrlbe  the 
freedmn  of  expression,  or  the  freedom 
of  speech,  except  as  set  out  by  rules, 
and  they  are  few. 

If  they  were  able  to  endure  the  tem- 
porary stings  and  invectives — and  they 
so  endured — and  if  they  were  willing  to 
do  it  so  that  I  might  today  in  this  Cham- 
ber enjoy  the  freedom  which  I  now  enjoy 
as  a  representative  of  my  people  in  this 
body — then  I  ask,  what  right  have  I, 
after  165  years  of  such  precedent  set  by 
men  whose  greatness  is  recorded  in  the 
pages  of  history— what  right  have  I  to 
determine  and  what  right  have  I  to  de- 
cide that  not  only  for  today,  but  forever. 
I  shall  place  restrictions  upon  Senators 
In  this  body  except  by  rules  clearly 
stated? 

We  have  a  precedent  in  the  Senate  in 
the  matter  before  us.  a  precedent  165 
years  in  the  making,  a  precedent,  as  I 
pointed  out  before,  of  preserving,  in  the 
face  of  many  provocations,  the  freedom 
of  speech  that  was  handed  down  to  me 
by  those  who  preceded  me  here. 

I  shall  not  vote  for  censure  of  Senator 
McCaitht,  or  any  other  Senator  on  like 
charges,  in  the  absence  of  an  adopted 
rule.  My  decision  was  not  an  easy  one 
to  make.  My  ire  has  been  aroused  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  on  more 
than  one  occasiiMi.  But  such  action  as 
we  take  affects  not  only  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin,  but  all  Senators 
now  and  forever. 

I  know  that  critical  comment  will  re- 
sult from  the  position  I  am  tiOcing  today. 
Far  better  that  than  the  remorse  that 
would  forever  be  with  me  in  the  knowl- 
edge that  m  leaving  this  Chamber  I  was 
leaving  behind  less  freedcnn  for  my  suc- 
cessor than  I  had  found  when  I  entered. 

I  have  a  duty,  as  I  see  it.  to  this  body; 
a  duty  to  my  constituents:  a  duty  to  my- 
self; a  duty  to  those  who  have  preceded 
me  over  the  past  165  years;  and  a  duty 
to  those  who  will  follow  me.  I  beUeve 
I  am  performing  that  duty  in  voting 
against  censure.  There  can  be  little  sat- 
isfaction for  anyone  in  thi^  action  in 
which  we  ar^  engaged. 

Such  solace  as  may  be  derived  lies  in 
the  knowledge  that  I  ani  doing  wiiat  I 
can  and  what  I  believe  to  oe  my  duty,  to 
preserve  those  rights  and  those  privi- 
leges which  I  inherited,  and  which  I 
strive  to  pass  on  to  all  future  Senators, 


unhampered  and  unrestricted,  except  as 
by  such  rules  as  are  adopted  by  this  body. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  bow 
much  time  do  I  have  remaining? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bkall  in  the  chair) .    Three  minutes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  3  mlBUtet 
to  the  senior  Senator  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President. 
within  a  few  minutes  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  will  vote  on  a  moat  im- 
portant subject.  I  have  listened  with 
much  interest  to  the  debate,  and  I  have 
tried  to  be  conscientious  in  meeting  my 
responsibiUty  in  connection  with  the  sub- 
ject. 

As  I  heard  presented  to  the  Senate 
during  this  session  and  during  the  last 
few  hours  the  arguments  on  the  pending 
resolution,  there  came  flitting  before  me 
from  the  pages  of  tradition  and  from  ttie 
actions  of  the  Senate  of  yesterdays  state- 
ments and  decisions  taken  which  lead  me 
to  reflect  that  these  matters  which  relate 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
today  too  shall  pass. 

Shall  we  legislate  or  maneuver,  in  a 
sense,  to  shackle  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  and  prevent  it  from  being  the 
great  body  I  envision  it  to  be  and  which 
our  forebears  thought  it  should  be,  or 
that  I  want  it  to  be  in  the  future? 
Those  are  questions  which  seriously  tn- 
gross  my  thinking  today. 

I  am  fearful  of  the  precedents  we  are 
establishing  in  an  atmosphere  of  high 
emotions,  instead  of  calm  deliberation 
and  reasoning,  as  to  the  future  of  the 
Senate.  I  do  not  want  to  depart  from 
time-honored  procediu-es  of  the  Senate 
that  have  been  so  effective  in  the  past. 
I  do  not  want  to  sacrifice  principle  even 
for  a  passing  rebuke  for  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin.  There  are  other 
ways  to  meet  the  present  situation,  but 
this  is  not  the  way. 

I  shall  not  vote  to  censure  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  not  because  I 
agree  with  all  his  acts  and  utterances, 
which  I  do  not.  I  have  due  respect  for 
the  select  committee.  It  has  performed 
very  well  the  arduous  responsibilities 
which  were  cast  upon  it.  The  members 
of  the  committee  did  a  creditable  Job  In 
the  time  allotted  to  th«n;  but  its  find« 
ings  go  far  beyond  what  I  think  should 
be  done  if  we  are  to  consider  the  future 
of  this  body  and  the  effectiveness  of  the 
Senate  in  the  years  to  come.  Therefore 
I  cannot  bring  myself  in  good  oonsclenoe 
to  sustain  that  committee's  determina- 
tion in  this  matter. 

I  shall  not  shackle  and  I  shall  not 
render  impotent  by  my  vote  what  I  be- 
lieve the  Senate  should  hold  inviolate. 
namely,  the  right  of  free  speech  of  its 
membership,  the  right  to  Investigate,  ttie 
right  to  search  boldly  and  thoroughly 
into  matters  that  affect  the  peoide  of 
this  Nation. 

In  closing.  I  should  like  to  say  that  I 
had  prepared  some  formal  remarks  on 
this  subject.  However,  since  then  I  have 
read  a  statement  which  aiweared  In  the 
Washington  Star  of  Monday,  November 
29.  In  an  article  entitled  "A  Lawyer 
Looks  at  Censure,"  David  Lawrence  ao 
clearly  embodies  what  I  wish  to  say  and 
so  ably  states  my  position  that  I  ask. 


f.  - 
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tbBtfte«rtkle  be  printed  tn  the  Raoow 
at  ttii  90tai  M  •  put  ^  Biy  rauurkB. 

Thtte  MiBV  no  objeeOoB.  tfae  aiiilele 
mw  ordend  to  be  iNrfnted  in  tbe  Rsooav. 
MtDlkmt: 

A  ZjAfwnK  XnoKS  AT   Ckhbuiii    Will  III   In- 
worn.  Mc- 

4Jlr  DaTkl  L»wi«ae«) 

f  aeltztg  tastaftd  of 
to  have  baoome  deminant 
oa  both  aldn.  not  ooly  outsld*  but  inside 
tike  Stnste.  In  dealtnir  wltli  tbe  dispute  orer 
tbe  uenaure  of  Senator  McCASTsrr. 

Ttato  oomepondent  baa  )t»t  obtataied  a 
copy  or  a  lettor  written  by  one  of  the  ablest 
lavyva  la  tiM  eountry.  who  had  been  adced 
bar  •  ps(pl«aed  firiend— a  inominent  Amert- 
oan  taastnaasmaa  recently  returned  frota  a 
lonf  trip  abroad—^  give  him  privately  a 
dflt^ebetf  opinion  on  the  merits  of  the  case. 
XndlestlBf  etearly  the  diffleulty  of  rendering 
an  ol»)eetfY«  judgment  on  one  of  tbe  biggest 
oontfewsisise  of  tbe  day.  the  attorney's  re- 
ply Js  a  wertlivhlle  e^Mstttan  d  the  croes- 
cunants  oC  the  affair.    It  reads  as  foUows: 

"My  answer  depmds  upon  wliether  I  ap- 
proa^  the  qusstion  purely  emotionally  or 
critteally  as  a  lawyer.  In  my  oplnloa.  the 
tragle  dUBeuIty  with  the  whole  liccarthy 
pcoblem  fs  that  It  is  being  Judged  and  de- 
bated purely  emotlonaUy  and  opinionatedly 
«ad^  eonsaqucBtly,  the  baale  issuee  are  com- 
pletely tgnflved.  MOCabtbt  has  made  hlm- 
aeU  pereonally  the  issue.  Hta  opponents 
have  Joined  Issue  on  McCastht,  the  In- 
dlTldnal.  Both  have  lost  sight  of  the  prlncl- 
Irtes  involved  and  hence  the  mess.  Once  you 
ibtaake  prtnelirfee  for  persons  you  find  your- 
seU  involved  In  an  emotional   chaoe. 

*Tenoaany.  I  hold  no  brief  for  llc- 
Osanr  aa  a  peieon.  I  think  he  hi«  been 
built  up  aa  a  Vtankensteln  by  his  adversaries. 
They  have  given  him  a  public  significance 
that  he  personally  does  not  warrant  and 
Aever  could  liave  acquired  by  his  own  ef- 
forts. 

"As  a  lawyer.  I  am  fearful  that  the  present 
ptnfiiiedlwgi  will  result  tn  ftmdamental  in- 
novatkms  in  Senate  procedure  by  establish- 
ing new  preoedents.  departing  from  time- 
honored  procedures,  which  will  affect  ad- 
versely the  dignity  and  effectiveness  of  the 
Senate.  I  dont  believe  IIoCabtht,  as  an  In- 
dividual, is  worth  this  sacrifice  of  principle 
and  precedent. 

"Let  me  explain:  Szamlnlng  the  Watldns 
report — and  that  report  is  the  only  Issue  now 
before  the  Senate — ^McCabtbt  as  a  person 
and  as  a  Senator  has  not  been  put  in  issue 
by  tlie  Watkins  report,  and  could  not  be. 
as  tiiat  is  a  question  solely  for  the  electorate 
of  the  soveielgn  State  of  Wisconsin. 

Tlrst:  If  McCabtht  refused  to  accept  the 
Invitation'  of  a  Senate  committee  to  appear 
If  he  dMee.'  aa  the  Watkins  report  concedes, 
ttat  cannot  be  contempt.  Contempt  is  a 
technical  offense — ^the  refusal  to  comply  with 
the  valid  orders  or  subpena  of  a  commit- 
tee or  the  refusal  to  answer  legally  competent 
questions.  There  is  nothing  mandatory 
about  an  invitation,  and  a'  refusal  to  accept 
an  invitation  cannot  be  a  contempt. 

''Many,  many  Senators  have  and  are  con- 
stantly not  'aoeepting  such  invitations.'  If 
that  ia  contempt,  why  not  try  all  offenders 
for  tbe  same  offense?  Do  we  want  to  set  the 
precedent  that  any  Senator  must  testify  be- 
fore a  committee  If  invited  to  do  so?  If 
so,  why  not  change  the  Senate  rules?  Kven 
if  now  dtanged.  you  could  not  condemn 
MoCABTwr  ex  post  facto,  as  that  certainly  is 
not  the  rule  or  practice  of  the  Senate  up  to 
now. 

"PurtheriBore.  tha  subject  matter  about 
wlUch  McCakbt  was  Invited  to  testify  was 
in  his  own  Inoomc-tax  returns  and  his  use 
Of  his  political  contributions.  Both  have 
been  investigated  by  the  Bureau  of  Internal 


RvMnue  and  the  Department  of  Justice  un- 
der Democratic  and  Republican  administra- 
tions with  the  finding  that  no  evide|ice  of 
legal  violations  were  found.  McCaxts^  made 
full  disclosure  to  both  agencies.  PUrtber- 
more.  failure  to  properly  report  and  (tiy  in- 
come taxes  Is  a  crime  over  which  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  has  exclusive  Jurisdiction. 

"Second:  McGastkt  has  used  ladgoiage 
unbecoming,  in  my  opinion,  of  what  a  tTnlted 
States  Senator  should  use.  but  is  he  alone  in 
this  impropriety?  I  can  cite  too  ma|iy  ex- 
amples of  even  more  unrestrained  laaguage 
being  used  by  many  Senators.  If  audi  lan- 
guage be  made  a  punishable  offense,  tben  all 
(trending  Senators  should  be  similarly  cited 
for  censure.  They  have  not  been.  Why? 
Because  up  to  now  such  undeslred  language 
has  not  been  an  offense  against  any  law  or 
rule.  Xven  in  the  present  debate  on  the 
Watldns  report,  censurable  language  is  being 
used  by  several  Senators  seemingly  without 
any  disapproval. 

"Big  bUBiness  has  been  Insulted  and 
smeared,  in  more  violent  language  than  Mc- 
CaarrHT  has  used,  by  many  congressional  com- 
mittees and  on  the  floors  of  both  Bouses. 
and  no  one  has  uttered  a  word  of  {votest. 
We  have  apparently  become  very  sensitive  to 
the  sensitivities  of  some  groups  only.  Why 
not  equal  protection  to  all? 

"Even  Senator  Casz  has  now  reversed  him- 
self on  this  question  in  the  light  of  Secre- 
tary Stevens'  recent  letter. 

Tnurd:  The  remaining  charge  that  Sena- 
tor McCabtht  has  encouraged  Govertunent 
employees  to  violate  their  department  and 
superior  orders  in  revealing  restricted  Infor- 
mation is  controversial,  but  it  would  be  In- 
teresting to  have  tlie  courts  settle  the  ques- 
tion if  an  employee  can  be  ordered  to  refuse 
to  reveal  his  knowledge  of  a  crime.  Does  his 
immunity  of  acting  under  superior's  orders 
exonerate  him  from  giving  evidence  of  a 
crime?  Suppoee  tbe  information  In  lUs  pos- 
session, no  matter  how  acquired,  is  evidence 
of  treason  or  of  giving  aid  and  assistance  to 
the  enemy,  can  the  possessor  of  such  evidence 
refuse  to  disclose  it?  If  so,  our  criminal  Uws 
will  hav^to  be  amended. 

"And  how  about  our  position  at  the  Ifurem> 
berg  trials?  Did  we  not  take  the  position 
that  acting  imder  superior  orders  was  no  ex- 
cuse for  committing  or  condoning  un.  im- 
moral act — an  act  against  the  consciance  of 
mankind? 

"The  fact  that  all  these  principles  of  our 
law  and  traditional  procedures  will  be  re- 
jected just  to  censive — slap  the  wrist — of  a 
personally  disliked  person  is  a  careless  re- 
jection of  practice  and  an  ex  post  facto 
judgment — to  be  applied  against  one  person. 
not  against  all  similar  offenders.  This  would 
be  a  government  of  men,  no  matter  what  men 
or  why.  not  laws. 

"Remember,  the  Watkins  report  dharges 
no  crime  against  McCaktht.  if  a  crlAie  has 
been  committed,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Senate 
to  report  the  same  to  the  Department  of 
Justice,  not  just  spank  the  offender.  Fur- 
thermore, censure  is  a  futile  and  liuiocuous 
remedy  because  it  accomplishes  nathlng. 
Senator  McCaxtht  will  continue  Just  the 
ssune — ^probably  even  denouncing  the  Senate 
more  violently. 

"Being  a  lawyer,  I  must  view  this  whole 
procedure  in  this  manner.  I  do  not  want  to 
join  a  lynching  party  against  a  person  in 
whom  I  have  no  interest.  I  am  more  Inter- 
ested In  the  prestige  of  the  Senate  than  I  am 
in  the  man.  or  any  man." 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  fi*om  Kansas  hus  ex- 
pired. All  time  of  the  Senator  from 
California  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  t»resl- 
dent.  I  jrleld  6  minutes  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONO.  Mr.  President,  so  much 
do  I  dislike  the  idea  of  censuring  one's 


colleagues  that  I  cannot  conceive  of  my- 
self ever  bringing  before  the  Senate  % 
censure  resolution.  Nevertheless  this 
unpleasant  task  has  been  brought  before 
us,  and  I  have  been  compelled  to  reach 
an  unhappy  decision.  I  hitve  been 
especially  troubled  because  of  the  pos- 
sible dangers  of  the  precedent  whidi 
would  be  established  by  voting  censuze. 
which  is  and  should  always  be  t  most  ex- 
traordinary actitxi  by  the  Senate.  Cen- 
sure of  a  colleague  in  the  senate  is  a 
grave  matter,  and  it  should  not  be  in- 
voked without  clear  and  unequivocal 
Justification. 

It  is  not  enough,  in  my  opinion,  to 
disapprove  generally  of  the  pergonal  con- 
duct of  a  Senator  or  the  mannM'  in  which 
he  carries  out  his  duties  as  a  Senator. 
Specific  misconduct  is  essentia]  as  a  basis 
for  censure. 

I  disagree  with  the  statement  in  the 
select  committee's  report  to  the  effect 
that  a  Senator  does  not  have  the  i^ght 
to  Impugn  the  motives  of  a  fdllow  Sen- 
ator or  a  senatorial  committee.  I  be- 
lieve that  all  of  us  have  that  right,  and 
I  would  certainly  regret  to  see  it  other- 
wise. 

Suppose  that  a  committee  might  in 
fact  be  proceeding  from  wrongful  mo- 
tives and  seeking  to  destroy  a  Member 
of  the  Senate  who  was  engaged  in  an 
undertaking  essential  to  our  secuilty. 
It  is  unquestionably  in  the  naJtIonal  In- 
terest that  there  be  freedom  to  bring 
forward  such  charges — and,  of  course, 
to  be  given  a  chance  to  prove  them. 
However,  any  Senator  who  chooses  to  ex- 
ercise that  right  must  clearly  do  so  at 
his  peril,  because  either  an  Individual 
Senator  or  a  committee  can  bring  the 
case  before  the  Senate  In  the  event  of 
such  an  attack. 

The  conduct  of  the  juniot  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  toward  and  his  abusive 
language  concerning  the  Oillette-Hen- 
nings  committee  certainly  conetituted  a 
challenge  which,  in  my  opinion,  should 
have  been  taken  up  by  that  committee. 
Had  it  been  brought  before  the  Senate  at 
the  time  it  was  occurring,  I  feel  certain 
that  I  would  have  voted  to  stistain  the 
committee  and  to  condemn  the  attack  by 
the  Senator.  I  am  not  prepared  to  cen- 
sure him  now,  solely  for  an  actJlon  which 
went  unchallenged  at  the  time. 

Unfortunately,  tliis  is  not  the  only  in- 
stance in  which  the  junior  Seqator  from 
Wisconsin  has  challenged  duly  consti- 
tuted committees  of  the  Senate.  In  most 
violent  form  we  have  witnessed  his  atti- 
tude and  attack  on  the  chalrtnan,  aiKl 
indeed  all  the  members,  of  a  select  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  appointed  with  the 
greatest  care.  The  members  of  this 
committee  are  without  exception  con- 
sidered by  the  entire  membership  of  the 
Senate,  except  by  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, to  be  men  whose  honor  and  in- 
tegrity are  without  question.  All  of  us 
know  also  that  not  (me  member  of  this 
committee  served  by  his  own  wish  or 
nomination.  They  served  as  a  matter  of 
duty,  and  an  attack  on  them  cannot  be 
treated  in  any  way  except  as  lui  attack 
on  the  Senate  as  a  whole. 

Each  of  us  must  now  decide  whether 
or  not  we  find  that  the  Senator's  abusive 
conduct  toward  the  select  committee, 
and  the  other  committees  and  individ- 
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uals  which  are  involved  here,  has  been 
justified  by  the  evidence  which  he  has 
produced  before  the  select  committee 
and  on  the  floor  ot  the  Senate.  I  do  not 
believe  that  he  has  produced  the  evi- 
dence to  support  these  charges.   ' 

He  has  said  that  this  committee  as  a 
whole  was  serving  the  cause  of  commu- 
nism, but  he  has  produced  no  evidence 
supporting  this  charge,  and  I  emphati- 
cally state  that  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
member  of  this  committee  knowingly  or 
imknowingly  is  serving  the  cause  of  com- 
munism. He  has  labeled  the  chairman 
of  this  c(Hninittee  as  a  coward  on 
grounds  which  I  cannot  remotely  accept. 
I  believe  that  Senator  Watxucs  has  dis- 
charged a  disagreeable  and  onerous  re- 
sponsibility in  a  manner  a  hich  has  won 
for  him  new  esteem  amoni^  us  all.  and  I 
cannot  by  my  vote  do  otherwise  than 
express  my  confidence  in  him  and  appre- 
ciation for  his  conscientious  effort  to 
serve  the  Senate  in  a  most  unpleasant 
post. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President.  I  shall  vote 
in  favor  of  censure.  In  view  of  all  the 
circumstances  I  do  not  see  how  I  could 
do  otherwise.  I  wish  to  make  it  a  mat- 
ter of  record,  however,  that  in  doing  so  I 
do  not  consider  that  I  am  establishing 
a  precedent  which  can  be  used  in  the 
future  to  enforce  uniformity  in  our  con- 
duct as  individual  Senators  and  repre- 
sentatives of  our  respective  States. 

Except  for  repeated  &-»aults  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  on  indi- 
vidual Senators  and  duly  constituted 
committees,  which  have  not  been  miti- 
gated by  any  generous  expression  on  his 
part  and  which  have  not  l^een  supported 
by  evidence  to  prove  h.ls  charges  of 
wrongful  motives  and  hsrmful  actions. 
I  should  never  have  deci<led  to  vote  for 
censure  in  this  case.  In»tead.  I  should 
like  to  again  make  It  clear  that  I  support 
him  fully  in  his  right  to  impugn  the 
motives  of  any  and  all  of  us;  but  the  fact 
cannot  be  escaped  that  his  imputations, 
as  those  of  any  other  Senator,  must  be 
subjected  to  scrutiny  if  they  are  chal- 
lenged and  bi-oiight  before  the  Senate. 

In  the  present  case  he  is  clearly  found 
wanting  when  called  upoc  to  support  his 
allegations.  This  Is  the  test  which 
should  be  applied  in  all  such  cases:  and 
I  believe  that  by  the  judicious  applica- 
tion of  this  test  we  can  ttvoid  in  future 
instances  the  very  harmful  results  which 
have  been  pointed  out  most  clearly  by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCastrt].  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
I  Mr.  WklkoI,  and  others  in  the  debate 
which  is  now  being  concluded.  The  right 
to  challenge  must  be  undisputed  and. 
equally  so,  the  burden  of  proof  must 
rest  with  the  challenger  when  his  chal- 
lenge is  accepted. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  suggest  the  abseiK«  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFTICER.  The 
Clerk  will  caU  the  rolL 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  caXL 
the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  the  quorum  call  may  be 
rescinded.  

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Cotton  in  tbe  chair).  Without  objec- 
tion, it  is  so  ordered. 


ICr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  IS  minutes  to  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  myseU  10  minutes. 

I  said  at  the  session  of  the  Senate  last 
August  that  the  select  committee  which 
was  appointed  commanded  my  con- 
fidence. I  have  not  changed  my  view- 
point of  the  hitegrity,  the  ability,  the 
losralty.  or  the  courage  of  that  commit- 
tee in  the  slightest  degree  since  that 
time. 

These  men  I  know  well.  I  have 
served  with  some  of  them  for  a  consid- 
erable period  of  time.  I  have  known 
others  in  their  capacity  as  public  serv- 
ants or  as  private  citizens.  I  stated  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  August,  and 
I  repeated  my  statement  during  this  ses- 
sion, that  I  would  be  willing  to  be  tried 
for  my  life  before  this  select  committee 
as  a  group,  or  before  any  of  them  indi- 
vidually. I  did  not  draw  the  center  line 
whoi  I  said  that,  because  my  statement 
applied  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
fMr.  STXKinsl,  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Eaviifj.  and  to  the  Sen- 
ate- fi-om  Colorado  (Mr.  JomfsoN],  as 
well  as  it  applied  to  the  Seiuitor  from 
Utah  [Mr.  WatkhtsI,  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson! .  and  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  CassI.  Any 
abuse  or  unfair  statements  which  have 
been  made  in  relation  to  this  commit- 
tee or  to  any  of  Its  members  I  consider 
to  be  abuse  and  unfair  statements 
against  the  majority  leader,  and  I  might 
add.  perhaps,  against  the  minority  leader 
and  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
itself. 

The  investigation  was  not  an  easy  task 
for  the  committee  to  imdertake.  I  have 
said  privately  to  some  of  my  colleagues 
in  the  Senate  that  I  did  not  beUeve  I  ever 
had  a  more  difficult  or  distasteful  job 
than  I  had  on  my  side  of  the  aisle  in 
adcing  three  Members  of  this  body  to 
undertake  what  all  of  us  knew  would  be 
a  dilBcult  task  to  perform.  I  express  on 
my  own  behalf  and  on  behalf  of  the  Sen- 
ate my  deep  sense  of  appreciation  that 
the  members  of  the  select  committee 
have  been  willing  to  undertake  this  very 
difficult  work. 

I  have  known  and  served  with  the  dis- 
tinguished junior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  HbndricxbomI  for  a  consid- 
eraUe  period  of  time.  I  have  served 
with  him  during  the  entire  6  years  he  has 
been  a  Member  of  the  Senate.  I  am 
sorry  he  will  not  be  back  with  us  at  the 
next  session,  because  I  admire  his  intel- 
ligence and  his  courage  as  a  man,  as  a 
8(^dier  of  his  counb-y.  and  as  a  Senator. 
I  would  have  no  hesitation  about  giving 
my  unqualified  approval  of  him  for  any 
poalUon  for  which  he  might  be  suggested, 
because  I  know  he  has  the  abiUty,  cour- 
age, and  intelligence  to  undertake  and 
fulfill  with  great  distinction  any  position 
which  he  might  be  called  upon  to  fill. 

When  any  of  my  colleagues  are  treated 
luifairly.  I  feel  very  badly.  I  do  not  think 
It  helps  the  person  who  makes  references 
to  them  in  an  unfair  way. 

But  having  said  that,  Mr.  President,  I 
also  must  say  that  I  have  had  to  search 
my  conscience  very  deeply  before  coming 
to  a  final  conclusion  in  regard  to  the 
matter  pending  before  the  Senate.     I 


have  finally,  and  only  last  night,  after 
some  prayerful  constderaticm.  arrived  at 
what,  at  least  to  me.  is  a  decision  In  the 
matter.  I  shall  not  vote  for  the  censure 
resolution. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  dealing  with  a 
body  which  has  existed  since  the  birth 
of  this  Republic.  I  hope  we  are  AfmWwt^ 
with  a  body  which  will  exist  long  after 
all  of  us  have  gone.  As  was  stated  by 
the  Senator  from  Coimectieut  (Mr. 
PtntTKLL]  today,  I  Yiopt  that  we  shall  not 
hand  down  to  those  who  succeed  us  a 
body  which  will  have  any  less  power  than 
had  the  body  as  we  found  it  when  we 
came  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  it  Is  a  very  difficult  decl-' 
sion  that  Members  an  both  sides  of  the' 
aisle  must  make.  Certainly  we  must,  and 
we  shall,  in  my  judgment,  continue  the 
power  of  the  Senate  to  conduct  investi- 
gations into  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government,  or  into  any  field  involving 
legislaUve  responslbiUty.  We  have  a 
constitutional  obligation  to  do  that,  and 
we  must  resist  with  aU  the  power  at  our 
command,  and  it  is  a  substantial  power, 
an  effort  to  curtail  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree that  power  of  investigation. 

But,  Mr.  President,  we  must  be  very 
certain  in  this  body  to  make  sure  that  If 
at  any  time  in  the  future  a  Senator 
speaks  up.  he  will  not  be  cut  down.  . 
Sometimes  it  is  very  difficult  to  draw 
the  line.  I  have  told  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  and  I  am  sorry  he 
stepped  from  the  Chamber  momentarily, 
because  I  luve  told  him  privately,  and 
I  would  not  say  publicly  what  I  had  not 
said  privately,  that  I  do  not  a^M-ove  of 
the  language  which  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  used  concerning  my  good 
friend,  and  he  Is  my  good  ftlend.  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr,  Hxw- 
DBicxsoNl,  or  remarks  of  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  regarding  the  se- 
lect committee.  I  stated  ttiat  any 
charges  made  against  the  committee  to 
the  efTect  that^it  was  the  "unwitting 
handmaiden"  of  anything  in  fact  implied 
that  the  majority  leader  was  also  the 
unwitting  handmaiden,  and  I  personally 
resented  it. 

However,  under  the  circumstances,  and 
contiderlng  the  long  history  of  the  Sen- 
ate, I  do  not  believe  the  S«iate  should 
now,  in  an  ex  post  facto  sort  of  way. 
adopt  a  resolution  of  censure,  which  has 
not  been  done  in  the  entire  history  of  the 
Senate  under  the  circumstances  present* 
ly  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  are  we  to  have  no  statute 
of  limitati(Mis  at  all?  I  believe  the  Sen- 
ate has  to  give  some  consideration  to 
that  question.  During  the  address  pt  the 
junior  Senator  frmn  Nevada  [Mr. 
Baowwl,  on  sresterday,  during  Vat  time 
he  yielded  for  questicms.  I  briefly  referred 
to  the  fact  that  we  might  go  back  to  the 
1941  Ijanger  case,  to  be  speclflc.  At 
that  time  the  question  arose  with  regard 
to  the  seating  of  a  Member  kA  this  body. 
The  question  arose  as  to  whether  a  Sm- 
ator  might  be  expelled.  Certain  charges 
were  made.  The  Senate,  in  its  judgmspt. 
determined  that  it  would  not  expd  a 
Senator,  and  would  not  deny  him  hit 
seat.  However,  the  charges  might  stUt 
remain. 

The  period  from  1941  to  1954  is  IS 
years.    Are  we  to  establish  a  precedent 
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lie  mlilit  ffo  teck  and  drmw 
after  saeh  a  loog  period  of 
,  and  OQoalder  a  eensozv 
It    fia.  aame  distant  day.  smdi 
a  proposal  mlsbt  be  p<dltically  Inqtlred. 

ThOM  ute  are  fUHUar  with  history 
knov  ttiat  dnrins  the  period  of  the; 
'Pnabh  Sefohitloii.  a  memtwr  of  the 
maada  /^— «— *hiy  could  rise  on  Mie  side 
of  the  aWe  and  denounce  a  ooUeague  on 
the  cAher  akie  of  the  aisle,  and  if  stand' 
tag  at  his  back  was  a  maioritj.  the  man 
who  was  denounced  wait  to  the  guillo- 
tine. That  Is  an  extreme  case,  to  be 
sure,  but  we  are  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion now  for  all  history,  and  not  al<me  for 
the  tad  Ooogress.  or  merely  for  the 
junior  Brnatnr  from  Wisconsin,  or  for 
ax9  individual  Senator,  important  as  he 
may  be. 

I  think  thore  is  a  very  real  basis  for 
bdievlngthat  if  a  eensuraUe  act  is  com- 
mitted, the  action  should  be  taken  by 
the  Cmigress  in  which  that  set  took 
plaoe.  because  otherwise  th«re  would  be 
no  statute  of  limitatioas.  I  think  it  is 
partleidariy  true  that  when  a  Senator 
lias  committed  an  alleged  act  during  the 
term  of  eOtoe  for  whi^  he  has  been 
elected,  and  he  submits  his  candidacy 
to  the  people  of  his  State,  and  the  peo- 
ple of  his  own  State  reelect  him,  and 
be  cornea  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and 
presents  his  credentials,  and  takes  his 
oath  of  oOee.  the  Senate  is  derelict  iu 
its  duty  if  at  that  particular  time  it 
does  not  raiae  a  q^iestion  as  to  his  right 
to  be  seated.  If  he  is  seated,  and  the 
point  is  not  made,  then  I  think  the  stat- 
ute of  limitations  runs.  If  we  do  not 
follow  moDB  rule  of  reason  in  that  re- 
gard, a  transttrary.  highly  political  group 
which  might  come  to  power  some  day 
in  the  distant  future,  after  all  of  us  have 
passed  from  the  scene,  might  determine, 
for  political  purposes,  to  use  the  power 
of  the  majority  to  censure  a  monber  of 
the  minority,  and  that  member  might  be 
a  member  of  the  DMnocratlc  minority, 
the  R^imblican  minority,  the  conserva- 
tive minority,  or  the  liberal  minority,  be- 
cause governments  of  countries  have 
changed  over  the  years.  The  only  pro- 
tection we  have  Is  to  go  by  the  land- 
marks of  the  Constitution  and  the  prece- 
dents of  the  Senate,  which  have  kept  the 
Senate  the  greatest,  freest  deliberative 
body  the  world  has  ever  seen. 

Mr.  President,  after  a  careful  search 
of  my  oonsdence.  and  considering  the 
resp(»isibility  which  weighs  heavily  upon 
me  because  fit  the  seat  I  occupy.  I  have 
come  to  this  conclusion.  I  wish  it  to  be 
xmderstood  that  if  the  Senate  should  vote 
against  the  cmsure  resolution,  it  would 
be  in  no  saise  an  an;)roval  of  the  use 
of  the  wwds  used  by  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wiaoonain,  for  I  would  not  approve 
of  such  words.  I  would  not  want  it  so 
Interpreted,  and  I  have  told  the  junimr 
Senatmr  from  Wisc<»isin  that  he  has  not 
In  the  least  been  courteous  to  some  of 
his  colleagues  in  this  Chamber. 

However,  under  the  conditions  I  have 
cited,  in  fairness  to  this  body,  to  myself, 
and  to  those  by  whom  I  have  been  asked 
to  serve,  I  feel  that  I  should  not  vote 
for  censure. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  myself  10  minutes. 


The  FRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  is  recognized. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  At  the  out- 
set of  the  debate  it  was  my  intentioa  not 
to  address  the  Senate  on  the  subject  now 
before  the  Senate. 

I  had  thought  that  the  question  tould 
best  be  handled  Uirough  a  calm  diicus- 
sion  by  the  participants — the  members 
of  our  select  committee  and  the  declared 
<H>Ponents  ot  the  i-esolution.  The  senior 
Smator  from  Texas  believed  it  would  be 
best  to  listen  to  the  arguments  advanced 
by  the  opposing  sides,  and  then  express 
his  position  by  his  vote  alone. 

After  all.  Mr.  Piesident.  on  an  issue  of 
this  kind  no  person's  word  can  be  &$  elo- 
quent as  his  vote. 

Since  the  debate  began,  however,  there 
have  been  developments  which  have 
changed  my  decision  as  to  the  course  I 
should  pursue.  The  most  important  is 
the  attack  made  upon  the  select  com- 
mittee chosen  by  the  majority  and  mi- 
nority leaders,  and  I  regard  it  as  an  at- 
tack upon  the  Senate  itself. 

The  change  in  my  course  does  not 
miean  I  have  changed  my  mind  as  to  how 
I  should  vote.  A  number  of  days  ago  I 
csune  to  the  conclusion  that  sufOcient 
facts  were  available  to  permit  a  reason- 
ably intelligent  man  to  make  a  reason- 
ably conscientious  decision. 

On  the  basis  of  the  evidence,  it  is  my 
intention  to  vote  for  the  censure  resolu- 
tion. That  is  a  personal  decision  oh  my 
part.  I  am  not  seeking  to  influence,  and 
I  have  not  sought  to  influence,  the  deci- 
sion of  any  other  Senator. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  not  my  purpose  to 
go  into  a  lengthy  explanation  of  the  rea- 
stms  for  the  vote  I  shall  cast.  The  re- 
port of  the  select  committee  and  the  ad- 
dresses made  by  its  distinguished  mem- 
bers are  ample,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  Texas.  They  need 
no  elaboration  insofar  as  I  am  concerned. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  rising  to  speak  for 
one  reason  only — to  make  it  unmistak- 
ably clear,  today  and  tomorrow,  and  in 
the  years  to  come,  where  I  stand  with 
respect  to  the  unwarranted  attack  upon 
the  members  of  the  select  committee. 

Mr.  President.  I  had  a  hand  in  the  se- 
lection of  the  members  of  that  great 
committee.  They  were  not  my  selection 
alone,  because  I  sought  advice  and  coim- 
sel.  I  doubt  whether  there  was  any 
Member  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  who, 
during  that  period  of  selection,  wa<  not 
approached  by  me,  seeking  advice,  coun- 
sel, and  recommendations. 

In  a  very  real  sense  this  was  truly  a 
committee  which  represented  the  whole 
Senate.  In  making  the  selection.  Mr. 
President,  we  sought  men  of  prudence, 
men  with  judicial  temperaments,  men  of 
unqxiestlonable  patriotism,  men  who 
could  and  would  succeed  in  putting  their 
country  ahead  of  any  political  or  parti- 
san consideration. 

Mr.  President,  it  Is  my  belief  that  we 
succeeded  beyond  the  fondest  expecta- 
tions of  the  most  optimistic. 

Mr  President.  I  wish  to  have  It  noted 
here  that  I  am  not  confining  my  personal 
tribute  to  the  Democratic  membei«  of 
the  select  committee  alone.  I  think  par- 
ticular praise  is  due  to  the  very  able  and 
the  very  courageous  senior  Senator  from 


Utah  [Mr.  WatkihsI.  a  man  kho  will 
forever  deserve  the  gratitudo  of  the 
American  paople  for  his  courageous  and 
his  statesmanlike  conduct.  Although  I 
do  not  always  agree  with  the  political 
views  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah, 
he  will  always  have  my  respect  and  my 
admiration  as  a  courageous,  gallant  gen- 
tleman, a  public  servant  in  the  highest 
sense  of  the  word. 

Neither  he  nor  any  other  member  of 
the  select  committee  sought  the  post. 
They  accepted  it.  knowing  it  to  be  a  very 
disagreeable  task.  They  accepted  it  sole- 
ly because  it  had  to  be  done-^because 
duty  was  calling;  and  these  six  men  are 
the  kind  of  men  who  always  answer  the 
call  of  duty.  Prom  an  examination  of 
the  record,  it  is  obvious  that  they  ap- 
proached this  unpleasant  duty  in  a  ju- 
dicial frame  of  mind.  They  leaned  over 
backwards  to  give  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  the  b«nieflt  of  any  doubt. 
They  exercised  what  I  consider  great 
restraint  and  prudence. 

Mr.  President,  it  concerned  me  to  find 
inserted  in  the  CoNCRESsioifAL  Record  a 
statement  describing  these  agents  of  the 
Senate — these  men  who,  pursuant  to  an 
order  of  the  Senate,  were  selected  upon 
recommendation  of  the  majority  and  the 
minority  leaders,  as  "unwitting  hand- 
maidens of  communism."  I  imagine  it 
even  came  as  something  of  a  shock  to 
the  most  vigorous  opponents  of  the  cen- 
sure resolution. 

The  use  of  the  word  "unwitting"  does 
not  change  the  situation,  for.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, if  these  are  "unwitting"  nien,  then 
our  country  is  lost,  because  I  do  not  think 
any  Member  will  dispute  the  statement 
that  these  six  men  represent  as  good  as 
we  have  in  the  United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  intend  to  have 
my  comments  construed  as  a  "defense" 
of  the  select  committee.  It  needs  no  de- 
fense. Its  members  are  eminently  quali- 
fied, as  they  have  so  amply  demon- 
strated, to  take  care  of  themselves.  I  am 
speaking,  Mr.  President,  because  I  am 
proud  to  associate  myself  with  statesmen 
of  their  high  caliber.  I  am  speaking  out 
of  a  deep,  personal  belief  that  I.  as  an 
individual,  must  reject  these  imputations 
against  the  honor  of  great  Americans 
with  a  long,  proven  record  of  service  to 
their  country. 

The  words  which  were  used  In  attack- 
ing these  men  do  not  belong  in  the  pages 
of  the  CoNCRissoNAi.  Record  or  of  the 
Senate  Journal.  Such  words  would  be 
much  more  flttingly  inscribed  on  the  wall 
of  a  men's  room.  But.  Mr.  President. 
the  issue  before  us  Is  not  just  the  use  of 
harsh  language.  Men  like  "Big"  Eo 
Johnson,  the  governor-to-be  of  Colo- 
rado, Judge  John  Stennis,  Judge  Sam 
Epvin,  and  the  other  members  of  the  se- 
lect committee,  can  handle  any  personal 
abuse  which  may  come  In  their  orectlon. 

The  real  issue,  as  I  see  It.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, is  whether  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  the  greatest  deliberative  body  in 
the  history  of  the  world,  will  permit 
abuse  of  a  duly  appointed  committee 
seeking  to  carry  out  the  will  of  the 
Senate. 

The  issue  before  us  Is  just  that  simple. 

If  we  sanction  such  abuse — whether  of 

this  committee,  that  committee,  or  an- 
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other  committee — we  miirht  Just  as  wen 
tiun  over  our  Jobs  to  a  small  group  ot 
men  and  go  back  home  to  plow  the  south 
40  acres. 

For  myself.  I  can  conceive  of  no  com- 
promise on  this  question.  Like  any 
reasonable  man,  I  am  drilling  to  ocm- 
slder  language  which  will  Improve  the 
resolution,  any  language  which  will  ex- 
press better  the  sense  of  this  body.  But 
on  the  basic  issue  of  censure  or  noncen- 
sure  of  the  conduct  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  I.  as  a  raan  devoted  to 
the  traditions  of  this  body,  feel  that 
there  is  no  choice. 

If  there  were  truly  an  issue  involving 
communism,  my  attitude  would  be  dif- 
ferent. But  I  can  search  the  record  with 
a  fine-tooth  comb  and,  on  that  question. 
I  can  find  nothing  even  remotely  con- 
nected with  the  battle  ttgainst  subver- 
sion. 

Mr.  President,  many  people  are 
strongly  in  favor  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  Many  are  strongly  op- 
posed to  him.  I  doubt  whether  any  ac- 
tion we  take  here  today  or  tomorrow  will 
meet  with  the  approval  cf  either  group. 
But  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
American  people,  most  of  them  silent  as 
we  speak,  are  concerned  with  the  prac- 
tices, the  policies,  and  the  conduct  of  the 
United  States  Senate. 

Our  integrity  can  best  lie  preserved  by 
a  straight-out  vote.  As  for  myself — and 
I  am  speaking  for  no  otSer  Senator— I 
have  made  my  decision. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  E»resident.  win 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  me  7 
minutes? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  7 
minutes  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President.  I  had 
not  intended  to  say  anything  further 
with  reference  to  the  committee's  recom- 
mendation No.  1,  but  I  wish  to  answer 
the  remarks  made  by  our  esteemed 
majority  leader  (Mr.  KhowlahdI,  In 
which,  in  effect,  he  approved  the  state- 
ment of  facts  In  the  report,  the  con- 
clusion in  the  report,  and  the  law  in  the 
report,  condemned  the  acts  aUeged  to 
have  been  committed  by  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin,  and  then  entered 
a  plea  of  the  statute  of  Limitations. 

I  feel  compeUed.  In  mj-  feeble  way,  to 
make  some  remarks  on  that  point.  I 
wish  especially  to  empliasize  my  very 
high  regard  for  the  very  fine  leadership 
and  patriotism  of  the  Senator  from 
California.  I  was  peratviaUy  Incensed 
and  highly  resentful  th:s  morning  be- 
cause of  a  news  broadcast  containing  the 
suggestion  that  perhaps  the  position  of 
the  Senator  from  CalLTomia  on  this 
question  would  be  influenoed  by  the  fact 
that  the  junior  Senator  I'rom  Wisconsin 
had  announced,  in  effect,  that  he  would 
support  the  Senator  from  California  in 
his  stand  on  certain  questions  of  foreign 
policy.  I  resented  that  mggestlon,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  and  as  a  coUeague 
of  the  Senator  from  Calif  omla.  What  I 
am  about  to  say  In  reference  to  his  sirgu- 
ment  is  said  in  the  very  tJghest  terms  of 
compliment  to  him  as  a  Senator.  How- 
ever. I  think  his  logic  ia  utterly  fallacious. 

As  I  say.  he  did  not  contradict  the 
committee  report.   He  did  not  contradict 
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the  statement  of  facts  In  the  report. 
He  did  not  challenge  any  of  the  con- 
clusions in  the  report.  He  did  not  say 
that  there  was  anything  wrong  with  the 
statement  of  the  law  connected  with  the 
case,  as  oootained  in  the  report. 

Moreover,  he  said  that  he  disapproved 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  that  he  did  not  wish  to  be 
associated  with  it.  that  he  thought  it  had 
no  place  in  the  Senate.  Nevertheless,  he 
said  that  he  intended  to  vote  against 
censure  because  of  the  statute  of  limita- 
tions. I  presume  he  confined  his  re- 
marks to  count  No.  1  with  reference  to 
the  statute  of  limitations,  because  the 
other  acts  referred  to  were  committed 
since  the  83d  Congress  began. 

The  report  fUed  by  the  Gillette  sub- 
committee came  to  the  Senate  about  5 
or  6  p.  m.,  on  January  2.  1953,  at>out  18 
short  hours  before  that  Congress,  as 
such,  expired  by  terms  of  law.  As  a 
practical  matter,  what  opportunity  was 
there  for  that  Congress  to  have  passed 
upon  the  facts  set  out  in  that  report, 
even  though  some  of  those  facts  may 
have  been  generally  known  before  that 
time.  The  report  did  not  take  crystal- 
lized form  until  18  hours  before  the  end 
of  the  session. 

The  remarks  with  respect  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hendbicksom  1 . 
which  constituted  a  part  of  the  attack 
on  the  committee,  were  not  made  until 
after  the  report  was  filed.  Now  it  Is  said 
that  because  those  18  hours  elapsed  and 
nothing  was  done,  the  conduct  of  which 
the  Senator  from  California  disapproved 
is  to  be  passed  by  on  a  plea  of  the  statute 
of  limitations.  Can  we  accept  that  argu- 
ment? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  win 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  have  only  a  limited 
time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  Senator 
would  yield  for  half  a  minute.  I  would 
take  It  out  of  my  time  if  I  had  any  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  glad 
to  yield  time  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  if 
I  have  the  time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  My  point  was — 
and  I  thought  I  expressed  it  clearly — 
that  I  thought  the  Senate  during  the 
period  of  time  when  the  aUeged  action 
took  place  should  be  the  Senate  to  act 
upon  the  matter.  The  fact  is  that  It  was 
not  the  fault  of  the  so-caHed  defendant, 
if  I  may  use  that  term.  I  am  not  a  law- 
yer, as  is  the  able  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi, so  my  terms  may  be  Incorrect. 
However,  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the  de- 
fendant that  the  committee  waited  untQ 
less  than  24  hours  before  the  beginning 
of  the  new  Congress.  The  committee 
was  dereUct  in  not  submitting  the  report 
earUer. 

Mr.  STENNIS.    That  i&  my  next  point. 

What  were  the  acts  of  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  bearing  upon  the 
abUity  of  the  committee  to  act  as  an 
arm  of  the  Senate?  Did  he  cooperate 
with  the  committee?  Did  he  give  the 
committee  the  advantage  of  any  infor- 
mation he  possessed?  Did  he  make  any 
move  whatsoever  except  moves  of  ob- 
struction, moves  of  defiance,  moves  of 
delay?    He  did  not.    For  that  reason. 


Mr.  Preddent,  the  committee  did  not 
have  a  reasonable  opportunity  to  fl)e 
anything  like  a  complete  report  imtU 
the  dying  days  of  that  Cangress. 

The  correct  rule  as  to  the  statute  of 
limitation  is  that  if  a  person  is  beyond  the 
reach  of  the  processes  of  the  court,' or 
beycxKl  the  reach  of  the  law.  the  statute 
of  limitations  is  tolled.  If  I  ever  saw 
a  case  in  which  the  cooduct  of  the  party 
In  question  delayed,  halted,  and  tolled 
the  operations  of  any  statute  of  limita- 
tions, it  is  this  case.  The  whole  idea  of 
a  statute  of  limitations,  which  bars  ac- 
tion after  a  certain  time,  is  to  av«cM 
placing  any  person  at  a  disadvantage  in 
making  his  proof. 

There  is  no  scintilla  of  a  si^gestioa 
here  from  any  source  that  the  jimior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  hampered 
or  hindered  in  any  way  in  yn^ifing  his 
defense  before  the  GiUette  8ubcoBmiit> 
tee,  before  the  so-called  select  comn^t- 
tee,  <H-  before  the  Senate,  on  the  ground 
of  the  time  element. 

We  hear  a  great  deal  about  iHVoedents. 
If  we  establish  the  firm  precedent  that 
every  subject  must  be  taken  up  and  dis- 
posed of  during  the  current  session  of 
Congress  in  which  it  happens,  the  Senate 
wiU  lose  control  over  vital  matters  of  this 
kind. 

I  respectfully  submit  that  in  a  case  of 
conduct  of  a  Senator  involving  the  hcmor 
and  Integrity  of  a  Senator  or  his  col- 
leagues, or  in  connection  with  the  oper- 
ation of  the  Senate  in  Its  legal  functions, 
there  should  be  no  statute  of  limitations. 
I  submit  that  it  comes  with  poor  grace, 
in  the  dying  moments  of  the  considera- 
tion of  this  case,  to  make  the  argument 
in  a  serious  way  tiiat,  regardless  of  what 
the  facts  may  be,  the  power  of  the  Senate 
to  act  has  been  toUed  by  the  expiration 
of  time.  If  that  is  the  rule  in  a  case  hke 
this.  God  help  the  United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  wfH 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  STENNIS.   I  am  very  glad  to  yield. 

The     PRESIDINO    OFFICER.       The 

time  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  has 

expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  3  additional  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.    I  now  yield  to  the 

Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  invite  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  to  the  fact  that  at  the 
beginning  of  the  83d  Congress,  as  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  were  being  sworn  in. 
the  late  lamented  Senator  RObert  Taft^ 
of  Ohio.  caUed  attention  to  the  fact — 
and  I  think  it  was  generally  agreed  to— 
that  when  Senators  were  sworn  in  they 
were  sworn  in  without  prejudice,  and 
that  contests  or  other  proceedings  af- 
fecting them  could  be  instituted  later. 
Does  the  Senator  remember  that? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  think  the  Senator 
Is  correct,  although  I  am  not  absolutely 
certain  as  to  the  exact  language  used. 
I  may  add  this  thought  to  what  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  has  said:  When  the  Jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  took  the  oath 
of  office  here,  following  his  reelectton.- 
whaikever  could  have  been  said  in  his  be- 
half ^th  respect  to  the  statute  of  limi- 
tations was  waived  by  him.  and  he  Is 
now  estopped  to  plead  the  statute  of 
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Umitatloos  ncafdtng  Mts  of  this  kind. 
They  are  never  mA  9i  dale  when  thaw 
oonatttate  »  eifne  of  this  UBd  agmlnBt 
the  Senate  bf  one  ti  its  Memben.  Thej 
can  he  hraugtat  up  and  paased  upon  fajr 
the  acnaleatany  time. 

Mr.  WATKDiS.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

llr.  JOBNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  15  minutes  to  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader. 

Mr.  KNOWI^AND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  15  minutes  to  the  8«iior  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  GORDON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Or^on  will  not  take  15 
minutes,  or  10  minutes,  or  even  5  min- 
utes. I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to 
OQCUpy  the  few  minutes  that  I  shall  take. 

Mr.  President,  this  Is  the  last  yote  I 
shall  past  as  a  Member  of  this  body. 
This  is  my  final  participation  in  debate. 
I  shall  be  bri^. 

I  dmibt  that  my  contribution  will  be 
of  any  material  effect  in  the  pending 
matter.  I  hope,  coupled  with  submitted 
material,  that  it  may  serve  a  useful  pur- 
pose in  the  years  to  come. 

The  position  I  take  would  have  been 
more  difficult  were  it  not  for  the  admis- 
sion of  error  made  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate. 

In  all  frankness,  I  recognize  that  the 
admission  could  have  been  more  spe- 
cific, phrased  in  words  of  greater  cer- 
"tamty.  But  the  admission  was  made, 
and  it  was  made  after  the  statemoits 
critical  of.  the  select  committee. 

However  we  try,  we  cannot  limit,  we 
cannot  oootrol.  the  effect  of  what  we  do 
here  on  actions  to  be  had  in  future  years. 
This  record  will  be  examined  for  weal 
or  woe  long  after  all  here  today  are  gone. 

We  are  more  sinners  than  saints  in 
this  body.  Mr.  President.  Our  izKhvidual 
frailties  and  derelictions  may  vary,  but 
they  exist.  And  they  ill  fit  us.  I  sub- 
mit, to  don  Judicial  robes  and  adopt  to- 
day standards  upon  which  to  censure 
yesterday's  actions. 

Individual  liberty,  freedom  of  speech — 
the  freedom  to  speak  words  which  we 
hate,  if  you  please — grow  daily  less  in 
this  harried,  confused,  and  chaotic  wwld. 
In  this  matter  I  shall  act  to  further  the 
cause  of  liberty,  not  to  restrict  it.  I 
shall  be  generous  rather  than  chance  be- 
ing unjust.    I  shall  vote  against  censure. 

Mr.  President,  during  the  pendency  of 
this  matter  a  serin  of  pertinent  dis- 
cussions have  appeared  in  the  pages  of 
the  U.  8.  News  ft  World  Report  They 
show  conclusive  evidence  of  careful  and 
comprehensive  research  and  considera- 
tion. Because  I  believe  they  will  be  in- 
valuable in  future  years  when  this  ques- 
tion shall  again  arise— and  it  will  wise 
again— I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  In  the  Ricord,  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks,  the  following  articles  and  edi- 
torials: 

First.  An  article  entitled  "Committee 
Findings  on  McCasthy."  beginning  on 
page  60  of  U.  8.  News  ft  World  Report 
for  October  8,  1854,  and  an  article  en- 
titted  "We've  Been  Asked:  The  Meaning 
pf  Censiu-e"  appearing  on  page  54  of  that 
issue; 

Second.  An  editorial  by  David  Law- 
rence entiUed  "Forget  It's  McCabtht — 
Remember  the  Constitution"  appearing 
09  page  144  of  the  same  issue; 


Third.  An  editorial  by  David  Lawxience 
entitled  "Ceosure  for  the  Senate,"!  ap- 
pearing on  page  128  of  U.  S.  NeUrs  ft 
World  Report  for  October  22.  1954;  and 

Fourth.  An  editorial  by  David  law- 
rence  entitled  "Shall  the  Senate  Destroy 
Itself?"  appearing  on  page  138  of  U.  S. 
News  ft  World  Report  for  October  29, 
1954. 

Tliere  being  no  objection,  the  material 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

[From  the  U.  S.  News  ft  World  Report  of 

October  8,  1954 1 

ComcnrKz  FnroiNOs  on  McCabtht 

(Here.  In  complete  official  text,  is  tHe  re- 
port of  tbe  Senate  committee  that  recom- 
mended censure  of  Senator  Joseph  R.  Mc- 
Oabtrt.  The  special  committee,  head#d  by 
Senator  AsTRm  v.  Watkins,  Republlcin,  of 
Utah,  beld  that  Senator  McCarthy  shoxald  be 
censured  on  2  of  5  categories  of  charges. 
Qiven  here,  also.  Is  the  fuU  text  of  the  IIUI  of 
exceptions  to  the  Watkins  committee  rtport, 
as  submitted  to  the  committee  by  Edward 
Bennett  WllUams.  counsel  for  Senator  Mc- 
CUaTBT.  This  document  outlines  the  poei- 
tion  that  Senator  McCaktht  will  take  when 
the  Ivil  Senate  debutes  his  case  In  a  special 
session  which  has  ];)een  scheduled  to  begin 
on  November  8.) 

Following,  In  full  text,  la  the  report  of  the 
Select  Committee  To  Study  Censure  Charges, 
as  released  on  September  27.  1954: 

The  Select  Committee  To  Study  Censure 
Charges,  consisting  of  Akthur  V.  WaTkins 
(chairman),  Edwin  C.  Johnson  (vice  ohair- 
man),  John  C.  Stknnis.  Frank  Casc^son. 
FaANCia  Casb,  Sam  J.  Esvin.  Jr..  to  which 
was  referred  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  and 
amendments,  having  considered  the  same,  re- 
ports thereon  and  recommends  that  the  reso- 
lution be  adopted  with  certain  amendcfents. 

Introduction  I 

On  August  2  (legislative  day.  July  2) .  1954. 
Senate  Resolution  301,  to  censure  the  ^na- 
tor  from  Wisconsin,  Mr.  McCartht.  sub- 
mitted by  Senator  Flanders  on  July  30,  and 
amendments  propo8<sd  thereto,  was  referred 
to  a  select  committee  to  be  composed  of  3 
Republicans  and  3  Democrats  and  named  by 
the  Vice  President.  By  said  order  the  select 
committee  was  awthorlzed — 

(1)  To  hold  hearings: 

(2)  To  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and 
places  during  the  sessions,  recesses,  and  ad- 
journed periods  of  the  Senate; 

(3)  To  require  by  subpena  or  othorwlse 
the  attendance  of  3uch  witnesses  and  the 
production  of  such  correspondence,  books, 
papers,  and  documents,  and  to  take  such  tes- 
timony as  Is  deemed  advisable. 

The  select  commit  tee  was  Instructed  to  act 
and  to  make  a  report  to  the  Senate  prior  to 
the  adjournment  sine  die  of  the  Senate  in 
the  2d  session  of  the  83d  Congress. 

The  order  of  the  Senate  Is  set  forth  Iti  the 
bearing  record,  page  1  et  seq. 

The  Vice  President,  on  August  5.  1964,  act- 
ing on  the  reconunendations  of  the  majority 
leader  and  the  mlncfflty  leader,  made  the 
following  appointments  of  members  at  the 
select  committee:  From  the  majority,  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins]  .  the  $ena- 
tor  from  Kansas  (Mr.  Cari.son|,  and  the 
Senator  trota  South  Dakota  ( Mr.  Cask  |  .  From 
the  minority,  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Ifr.  Johnson],  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
(Mr.  SnaonaJ.  and  the  Senator  from  Vorth 
Carolina  [Mr.  Ervin].  The  select  committee 
chose  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins) 
as  chairman,  and  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[ICr.  Johnson]  as  vice  chairman. 

The  select  committee,  on  August  24.  1954, 
served  upon  the  Jimlor  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin, and  other  Interepted  persons,  a  notice  of 
hearings,  setting  forth  6  categories  contain- 
ing 13  specifications  of  charges  from  certain 


of  the  proposed  amendments,  eslabllahlng 
the  general  procedural  rules  for  th^  hearings 
before  the  select  committee,  and  formally  re- 
questing the  appearance  of  SenHtor  Mc- 
Cartht. The  notice  of  hearings  will  be  found 
In  the  hearing  record,  page  8. 

All  testimony  and  evidence  takeh  and  re- 
ceived by  the  select  committee  was  at  public 
hearings  attended  by  Senator  McCASnHT  and 
his  counsel.  No  testimony  or  evidence  was 
taken  or  received  in  executive  sessisn,  except 

the  testimony  of  the  Parliamentarian,  which 
was  taken  with  the  knowledge  an^  consent 
of  the  attorney  for  Senator  lIcCARtHT.  The 
public  hearings  were  held  In  accordlince  with 
said  notice  of  hearings,  on  Augtut  31,  Sep- 
tember 1.  2.  7.  8.  0.  10,  11,  and  13,  II0M.  The 
entire  testimony,  evidence,  and  pnoccedlngs 
at  said  public  hearings  is  in  the  printed 
record  of  tho  hearings  and  made  part  of  this 
report  by  reference. 

At  the  commencement  of  the  hearings  on 
August  31.  1064  (p.  11  of  the  hearings),  the 
chairman   stated : 

Statement  of  purposes  of  committee  made  at 
commencement  of  hearing 

"Now,  at  the  outset  of  this  hearing,  the 
committee  desires  to  state  in  general  terms 
what  is  involved  in  Senate  Resolution  301 
and  the  Senate  order  on  It.  which  sfuthorlxed 
the  appointment  of  the  select  committee  to 
consider  In  behalf  of  the  Senate  the  so-called 
Flanders  resolution  of  censure,  together  with 
all  amendments  proposed  in  the  resolution. 

"The  committee.  In  the  words  of  the  Sen- 
ate order  was  'authorized  to  hold  hearings, 
to  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and  places  diir- 
ing  the  sessions,  recesses,  and  adjourned 
periods  of  the  Senate,  to  require  by  sub- 
pena, or  otherwise,  the  attendance  of  such 
witnesses  and  the  production  of  such  corre- 
spondence, books,  papers,  and  documents, 
and  to  take  such  testimony  as  It  deems  ad- 
visable, and  that  the  committee  be  Ikutructed 
to  act  and  make  a  report  to  this  body  prior 
to  the  adjournment  sine  die  of  the  Senate 
In  the  2d  session  of  the  83d  Congress.' 

"That  Is  a  broad  grant  of  power,  carrying 
with  it  a  heavy  responsibility — a  responsi- 
bility which  the  committee  tskes  seriously. 
In  beginning  lU  duties,  the  committee  found 
few  precedents  to  serve  as  a  guide.  It  Is  true 
that  there  had  been  other  censure  resolu- 
tions before  the  Senate  in  the  past,  but  the 
acts  complained  of  were,  for  the  most  part, 
single  occurrences  which  happened  In  the 
presence  of  the  Senate  or  one  of  Its  commit- 
tees. Under  such  circumstances,  prolonged 
Investigations  and  hearings  were  not  neces- 
sary. 

"It  should  be  pointed  out  that  scene  forty- 
and-odd  alleged  Instances  of  misconduct  on 
the  part  of  Senator  McCartht  referred  to 
this  committee  are  involved  and  complex, 
both  with  respect  to  matters  of  fact  and 
law.  With  reference  to  the  time  element,  the 
incidents  are  alleged  to  have  hsppehed  with- 
in a  period  covering  several  years.  In  addi- 
tion, three  Senate  committees  already  have 
held  hearings  on  one  or  more  phases  of  the 
alleged  incidents  of  misconduct.  Obvlotisly. 
with  all  this  in  mind,  the  committee  had 
good  reason  for  concluding  it  faced  an  un- 
precedented situation  which  would  require 
adoption  of  procedures,  all  within  the  au- 
thority granted  It  in  the  Senate  order,  that 
would  enable  It  to  perform  the  duties  as- 
signed within  the  limited  time  given  by  the 
Senate. 

"The  committee  Interprets  its  duties. 
functions,  and  responsibilities  under  the 
Senate  order  to  be  as  follows: 

"1.  To  analyze  the  charges  set  forth  in 
the  amendments  and  to  determine— 

"(a)  If  there  were  duplications  which 
could  be  eliminated. 

"(b)  If  any  of  the  charges  were  6f  such  a 
nature  that  even  if  the  allegatlona  were  es- 
tablished as  factually  true,  yet  there  would 
be  strong  reasons  for  believing  that  they  did 
not  constitute  a  ground  for  censure. 
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*^.  To  thoroughly  Inveetlirate  all  charges 
not  eliminated  under  No.  1  In  order  to  se- 
ctire  rrtevant  and  material  facts  copceming 
them  and  the  names  of  wltDssses  or  records 
which  can  astablish  the  facts  at  the  hear- 
ings to  be  held. 

"In  this  connection  the  committee  be- 
lieves It  should  function  as  f.n  Impartial  in- 
vestigating agency  to  derelofi  by  direct  con- 
tacts in  the  field  and  by  dlriiet  examination 
of  Senate  records  all  relersjit  and  material 

facts  possible  to  secure. 

"Wlien  Senate  Reeolution  :K>1  and  amend- 
ments offered  were  referred  to  the  commit- 
tee.  the  committee  interpret  1  this  action  to 
mean  that  from  that  time  on  the  resolution 
and  charges  became  the  sole  responsibility 
of  the  Senate.  To  state  it  aaother  way,  the 
Senator,  or  Senators,  wbo  offered  Resolu- 
tion 301,  and  proposed  amendments  there- 
to, have  no  legal  responsibility  from  that 
point  on  for  the  conduct  of  the  investiga- 
tions and  hearings  authorlsad  by  the  order 
of  the  Senate.  The  bearings  are  not  to  be 
adversary  In  character.  Dikder  this  inter- 
pretation, it  became  the  c(iffimlttee*s  duty 
then  to  get  all  the  facts  and  material  rele- 
vant to  the  charges  irrespective  of  whether 
the  facts  sustained  the  chiirges  or  showed 
them  to  be  without  foundation. 

"The  foregoing  statement  tieems  to  be  nec- 
essary in  view  of  a  widespread  misunder- 
standing that  the  Senator  who  Introduced 
the  resolution  of  censure  lnti>  the  Senate  and 
the  Senators  wbo  offered  an^indments  there- 
to, setting  up  specific  charges  against  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  an?  the  complain- 
ing witnesses,  or  the  parties  plaintiff,  in  this 
proceeding.  That  is  not  true,  as  has  been 
explained.  However,  because  of  the  fact 
that  they  had  made  some  study  of  the  situa- 
tion, the  committee  did  give  them  an  op- 
portunity to  submit  informational  docu- 
mentaUoo  of  the  charges  Uiey  had  offered. 
Also  they  were  asked  to  submit  the  names 
of  any  witnesses  who  might  have  firsthand 
knowledge  of  the  matters  cliarged  and  who 
could  give  relevant  and  material  testimony 
In  the  hearings. 

"Since  matters  of  law  also  will  be  Involved 
In  reaching  evaluation  of  the  facts  de- 
veloped, pertinent  rules  of  the  Senate  and 
sections  of  law,  together  with  precedents  and 
decisions  by  competent  tribimals.  abould  be 
\)rlefed  and  made  a  part  of  i.he  hearing  rec- 
ord, the  committee  believes. 

"3.  Tb  hold  hearings  w&ere  the  com- 
mittee can  present  wltnecses  and  docu- 
mentary evidence  for  the  purpose  of  placing 
on  record,  for  later  use  t>y  the  Senate,  the 
evidence  and  other  information  gathered 
during  the  preliminary  inveritigatlon  period, 
and  for  the  development  of  additional  evi- 
dence and  Information  as  tlie  hearings  pro- 
ceed. 

"The  resolution  of  censun  presents  to  the 
Senate  an  issue  with  respect,  to  the  conduct 
and  poaslble  punishment  of  one  of  its  Mem- 
bers. The  debate  in  the  Senate  preceding 
the  vote  to  refer  the  matter  to  a  select  com- 
mittee made  It  abundantly  clear  that  the 
proceedings  necessary  to  a  proper  disposal  of 
the  resolution  and  the  amendments  pro- 
posed, both  in  the  Senate  and  in  the  select 
committee,  woxild  be  Judicial  or  quasi-Ju- 
dicial In  nature,  and  for  that  reason  should 
be  conducted  In  a  Judicial  manner  and  at- 
mosphere, so  far  as  compatible  with  the  in- 
vestigative functions  of  the  <;ommittee  in  its 
preliminary  and  continuing  search  for  evi- 
dence and  Information  bearing  on  all  phases 
of  the  Issues  presented. 

"Inherent  In  the  situation  created  by  the 
resolution  of  censure  and  the  charges  made, 
is  the  right  of  the  Senator  acalnst  whom  the 
charges  were  made  to  be  present  at  the  hear- 
ings held  by  the  select  committee.  He  should 
also  be  permitted  to  be  represented  by  coun- 
sel and  should  have  the  right  of  cross-exam- 
ination. This  Is  somewhat  contrary  to  the 
practice  by  Senate  commlttses  in  the  past. 


In  hearings  ef  this  nature,  but  tbm  preaent 
oommlttee  beHeves  that  the  accused  Senator 
should  have  theae  rights.  He  or  bis  eounsel. 
but  not  both,  shall  be  permitted  to  make 
objections  to  the  introduction  of  testimony, 
but  the  argument  on  the  objections  may  be 
had  or  withheld  at  the  discretion  of  the 
chairman.  The  Senator  under  charges  should 
be  permitted  to  present  witnesses  and  docu- 
mentary evidence  in  his  behalf,  but,  of 
course,  this  should  be  done  in  compliance 

wltli  tbe  policy  laid  down  by  the  oommlttee 
in  its  notice  of  hearing,  which  Is  a  part  of 
this  record. 

"In  general,  the  committee  wishes  It  under- 
stood that  the  regulations  adopted  are  for 
the  purpose  erf  insuring  a  Judicial  hearing 
and  a  Judicial  atmosphere  as  befits  the  im- 
portanoe  of  the  issutos  raised.  For  that  rea- 
son and  in  accordance  with  the  order  the 
committee  believe  to  be  the  sentiment  of 
tbt  Senate,  all  activities  which  are  not  per- 
mitted in  the  Senate  itself  wlU  not  be  per- 
mitted in  this  beartne- 

"4.  When  the  hearings  have  closed,  to  pre* 
pare  a  report  and  submit  It  to  the  Senate. 
Under  the  order  creating  this  committee,  tills 
must  be  done  before  the  present  Senate 
adjourns  sine  die. 

"By  way  of  comment,  let  me  say  that  the 
Inquiry  we  are  engaged  In  is  of  a  special 
character  which  differentiates  it  from  the 
usual  legislative  inquiry.  It  Involves  the  In- 
ternal affairs  of  the  Senate  Iteelf  In  the 
exercise  of  a  high  constitutional  function. 
It  Is  by  nature  a  Judicial  or  semi-Judlclal 
function,  and  we  sliall  attempt  to  conduct 
it  as  such.  The  procedures  outlined  are  not 
necessarily  appropriate  to  congressional  in- 
vestigations and  should  not.  therefore,  be 
construed  as  in  any  sense  intended  as  a 
model  appropriate  to  such  Inquiries.  We 
hope  what  we  are  doing  will  be  found  to  con- 
form to  sourul  senatorial  principles  and  tra- 
ditions in  the  special  field  in  which  the 
committee  is  operating. 

"It  has  been  said  before,  but  It  wlU  do 
no  harm  to  repeat,  that  the  members  of  this 
committee  did  not  seek  this  appointment. 
Tbe  quallficatlonB  laid  down  by  the  Senate 
order  creating  the  commission,  said  the  com- 
mittee should  be  made  up  of  S  Democrat 
Senators  and  8  Republican  Senators.  This 
was  the  only  condition  named  in  the  (»der. 
However.  In  a  larger  sense  tbe  proper  au- 
thorities of  the  Senate  were  charged  with  the 
responsibility  of  attempting  to  choose  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  for  this  oommlttee  who 
could  and  would  conduct  a  fair  and  impartial 
investigation  and  hearing.  Members  of  the 
committee  deemed  their  selection  by  the 
Senate  authorities  as  a  trust. 

"We  realize  we  are  hxmian.  We  know,  and 
the  American  people  know,  that  there  has 
been  a  controversy  raging  over  the  country 
through  a  number  of  years  in  connection 
with  the  activities  of  the  Senator  against 
whom  the  resolution  Is  directed.  Members 
of  this  oommlttee  have  been  conscious  of  that 
controversy:  they  have  seen,  heard,  and  read 
of  the  activities,  charges,  and  countercharges, 
and  being  human,  thej  may  have  at  times 
expressed  their  Impressions  with  respect  to 
events  that  were  happening  while  they  were 
happening. 

"However,  each  of  the  Senators  who  malte 
up  this  special  select  committee  are  matxire 
men  with  a  wide  background  of  experience 
which  should  enable  them  to  disregard  any 
impressions  or  preconceived  notions  they 
may  have  had  In  the  past  respecting  the  con- 
troversies which  have  been  going  on  in  pub- 
lic for  many  years. 

"We  approach  this  matter  as  a  duty  im- 
posed upon  us  and  which  we  feel  that  we 
should  do  our  very  best  to  discharge  In  a 
proper  manner.  We  realise  the  United  States 
Senate,  in  a  sense,  is  on  trial,  and  we  hope 
our  conduct  will  be  such  as  to  maintain  the 
American  sense  of  fair  play  and  the  high 
traditions  and  dignity  of  the  United  States 


Senate  under  the  atrtbortty  given  It  by  tbe 
OcHiBtltntion.'* 

As  the  Inveetlgationa  aad  tlie  bcarli^ 
progressed,  tbe  committee  found  that  the 
period  of  time  allotted  to  perform  the  task 
assigned  would  not  be  sufficient  if  aU  the 
charges  were  given  thorough  Investlgatkm 
and  hearings  were  htid  tbereon.  Tlie  eom- 
mittee  also  was  aware  of  the  practical  aitua" 
tlon  that  required  that  its  tssk  be  oompletsil 
sufficiently  esrly  to  permit  tlie  Senate  to 

consider   its   report  t>efare   that  body  uamt 
adjoxim  alne  die. 

Procedure  for  committee  hearings  estubliihed 
in  notice  of  hearings 

"All  testimony  and  evidence  received  in 
tbe  hearings  shall  be  such  as  is  found  by  the 
select  committee  to  be  competent,  relevant 
and  material  to  tbe  subject  nuitters  so  under 
inquiry,  with  the  right  ol  examination  and 
cross-examination  in  general  conformity  to 
Judicial  proceedings  and  in  accordance  with 
said  order  of  the  Senate. 

"The  select  committee  will  admit,  subject 
to  said  order,  as  competent  testimony  for 
the  record,  so  far  as  material  and  relevant, 
the  official  proceedings  and  pertinent  actiona 
of  the  Senate  and  of  any  of  Its  committees 
or  subcommittees.  tnv<T>£  Judicial  notice 
thereof,  and  using  offlclal  reprints  when  con- 
venient. Following  Senate  tradition,  wit- 
nesses may  be  examined  by  any  memtwr  of 
the  committee,  and  they  may  be  examined 
or  cross-examined  for  the  committee  by  its 
coiuisel.  Witnesses  may  be  examined  ox 
cross-examined  either  by  Senator  McCabtrt 
or  his  counsel,  but  not  by  both  as  to  tlw  same 
witness." 

Senator  McCartht  was  permitted  to  and 
made  an  opening  strtement  in  his  own  lie- 
half  at  the  conunenoement  of  the  first  h/un- 
Ing.  on  condition  that  it  be  relevant  and 
material,  and  not  to  be  received  as  testinwny 
(hearing  record,  p.  14). 

By  unanimous  vote  of  the  members  of  tbe 
select  committee  taken  after  the  issuanos' 
of  the  notice  of  hearings,  it  was  decided  to 
proceed  with  hearings  only  upon  the  IS 
specifications  set  forth  in  the  5  cat^orlce 
contained  In  the  notice  of  hearings,  to  whlA 
reference  is  hereby  made  (liearing  record. 
p.  8). 


I.  CATBCoar  1 :  rwciuawia  or  00; 

SKMATR  or  a  sxmatoriai.  ooMxcrmaB 

A.  General  di»cussion  and  aummmry  of 

evidence 

The  evidence  on  the  question  whether 
Senator  McCartbt  was  guilty  of  contenqit 
of  the  Senate  or  a  senatorial  committee  in- 
volves his  conduct  with  relation  to  tbe  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Elections  at  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration. An  analysis  of  the  three  amend- 
ments referring  to  this  general  matter  (being 
amendment  (3)  proposed  by  Senator  Foi.- 
BKioirT,  unendment  (a)  proposed  by  Oenatnr 
MoRSK,  and  amendment  (7)  propoeed  by 
Senator  Plandkrs)  reveals  these  apecUle 
charges: 

"(1)  Tbzt  Senator  McCsktrt  refused  re> 
peated  Invitations  to  testify  before  the  snb- 
ocxnmittee. 

"(2)  That  he  declined  to  comply  with  a 
request  by  letter  dated  November  31,  M69, 
from  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  to 
appear  to  supply  information  eonoemlng 
certain  specUlc  matters  Involving  hla  aetlvl- 
tiee  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate. 

"(8)  That  he  denounced  the  suboommlteee 
and  contemptuously  refused  to  comply  wttli 
its  request. 

"(4)  That  he  has  conttnned  to  show  his 
contempt  for  the  Senate  by  falling  to  e]q>lain 
In  any  manner  the  six  charges  contained  In 
the  Hennings-BsTden-Hendrtckson  report' 
which  was  filed  in  January  IOCS." 

We  have  decided  to  consider  and  lUsetav 
In  our  report  under  this  category  the  In- 
cident with  reference  to  Senator  Bki 
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auuduct  fOHiplwlmd  of  li 
nlated  dtrwtly  to  the  fact  that  Saautor 
a  mnBlMr  of  tha  Suboom- 
This  In- 
to  la   tiM 

(SO).  Vbm 
batng: 

**(8)  Itet  ba  rkUeulad  and  dafamad  Saa* 
•tor  H— —«'—«—  In  vulgar  and  base  Uuxo 
miagi  T»t^*'*g  Iklm  '»  llvliig  T"*'*^^  wltboat 
bnOss  or  Kuta.'" 

Tlia  raport  rafanad  to  aa  tha  Henninfi- 
Baydan-Bandrickson  report  ia  tba  raport  of 
tha  SubeamnUttaa  on  Privllegaa  and  Kactlona 
to  tha  Oommittaa  on  Btiles  and  Administra- 
tion, punniant  to  Ssnate  Beacdutlon  187.  83d 
Obngraaa,  lat  ■wrton.  and  Senate  Reacdutlon 
S04.  83d  Oongraaa,  ad  aeaaion,  fllad  Jamiary 
3.  IMS,  mada  part  of  thla  report  and  printed 
In  tba  appendix.  The  aelact  conunlttee  ad- 
mitted m  evldanee  the  Hennlngs-Hajden- 
Hendrtckaon  report  for  tbe  limited  purpoeee 
of  allowing  tne  neture  of  tbe  chargea  before 
that  aubeammlttee.  aa  bearing  upon  the 
quaatlon  of  Jurladletlon  of  ttiat  subcostmlt- 
tee.  and  what  vaa  the  subject  matter  of 
tbe  Inveetligatlon  (pp.  66,  lai.  and  534  of  the 
haartnga). 

As  atated  by  tbe  chairman  (p.  17  of  tbe 
hearlnga).  tbe  adeet  ooanmlttee  did  not  oon- 
ctnie  thla  eatapiry  as  InTcdvlng  in  any  way 
tha  truth  or  falsity  of  any  of  the  charges 
agalnat  Senator  BicCAanrr  considered  by  that 
aubeammlttee.  Olteae  ebargea,  aa  abown  by 
Its  report  and  aa  stated  briefly  by  tbe  chair- 
man, Sanator  Hsmmraa,  In  a  letter  to  Sena- 
tor MoCabtht  under  date  of  November  31. 
19S3  (Bennlngs-Hajrden-Hendrlc^son  report, 
p.  98),  were: 

"Pursuant  to  your  request,  as  transmitted 
to  us  through  Mr.  Klermas.  we  are  advising 
yoa  that  tba  subcommittee  desires  to  make 
Inquiry  with  req>ect  to  the  following 
matters: 

"(1)  Whether  any  funds  collected  or  re- 
ceived by  you  and  by  others  on  your  behalf 
to  conduct  certain  of  your  actlvltlea.  Includ- 
ing those  relating  to  communism,  ware  ever 
diverted  and  uaed  for  other  purpoees  Intirlng 
to  your  peraonal  advantage. 

"(3)  Whether  you,  at  any  time,  used  your 
dBdal  position  as  a  United  BUtes  Senator 
and  as  a  member  of  the  Banlhng  and  Cur- 
rency Committee,  the  Joint  Housing  Commit- 
tee, and  the  Senate  Investigations  Commit- 
tee to  obtain  a  $10,000  fee  from  tne  Luatron 
Corp.,  which  con^Muiy  was  then  almost  en- 
tirely sttbsidlaed  by  agencies  under  the  Jurts- 
dlctlcm  of  the  very  committees  of  which  you 
were  a  membo*. 

"(3)  Whether  your  activities  on  bdialf  of 
certain  special  Interest  groups,  sucb  aa  hous- 
ing, sugar,  and  China,  were  motivated  by 
aelf-lntcreat. 

"(4)  Whether  yoiir  activities  with  respect 
to  your  senatorial  campaigns,  particularly 
with  req;»eet  to  the  reporting  of  yotir  financ- 
ing and  your  activities  relating  to  the  finan- 
cial tnnaaeUons  with,  and  subsaquent  em- 
ployment of.  Ray  Klermas  Involved  violations 
of  the  VMasal  and  State  Corrupt  Practices 
Act. 

"(6)  Whether  loan  or  other  transactions 
Which  you  bad  with  the  Appieten  State  Bank, 
of  Appleton.  Wis.,  involved  violations  of  tax 
and  hanking  laws. 

"(6)  Whether  you  used  cloee  assoctates 
and  members  of  your  family  to  secrete  re- 
ceipts. Income,  oonunodlty.  and  stock  specu- 
lation, and  other  financial  transactions  for 
iilterUw  motives." 

The  evidence  taken  by  the  select  commit- 
tee under  this  eatsgory  consisted  kO.  letters 
and  documents,  oral  testimony  by  Senator 
McCaantT  anc  oral  testimony  by  Senator 
HaTonr,  and  by  tba  Parliamentarian.  As  to 
the  statement  regarding  Souitor  Hnnaaaa- 
SOM,  there  Is  the  testimony  of  a  reporter. 
There  U  no  material  oontradlctl<Hi  In  any  of 
the  testlaanny  relating  to  this  category.  The 
sending  and  receipt  of  the  oorrespondence 


Is  admitted.  Thare  Is  no  contradiction  ^f  the 
verbal  tesUmony  of  Senator  McCabtht  with 
xeferenoe  to  his  conversations  with  Ohalr- 
man  OnuoTK,  or  al  that  of  Cbalrman  >Hat- 
mav  with  reference  to  tbe  constitution  of 
the  Subounmlttee  on  Privileges  and  iBlec- 
tlons  and  the  filing  of  Its  report,  or  of  that 
of  Parliamentarian  Watklns,  discussed  fully 
hereinafto'. 

Tlie  evidence  shows  that  the  Subcoiamlt- 
tee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  was  pro- 
ceeding to  Investigate  and  report  on  Senate 
Resolution  187;  that  Senator  McCAXTHt  was 
Invited  to  appear  to  testify  before  the  sub- 
committee on  five  separate  occasions  extend- 
ing from  Septentber  25,  1951.  to  November  7. 
1963.  and  formally  requested  to  appear  by 
letter  and  telegram  of  November  21,  1952; 
that  Senator  McCastht  could  not  appear  at 
the  times  spedfled  in  the  request  becaase  of 
his  absence  In  Wisconsin;  thst  Senator  Uc- 
Cabtht  did  not  sppear  before  ths  subcom- 
mittee In  answer  to  tbe  matters  under  knves- 
tlgatlon  regarding  his  own  conduct,  but  did 
appear  on  one  occasion  in  support  of  his 
Senate  Haaolutlon  304  directed  against  Sen- 
ator Benton;  that  Senator  McCAaTHV  ac- 
cused the  subcommittee  of  acting  without 
power  and  beyond  its  Jurisdiction,  of  wasting 
vast  amoimts  of  public  money  for  improper 
partisan  purposes,  of  proceeding  dishonestly, 
of  aiding  the  cause  of  communism,  and  that 
these  accusations  were  directed  toward  an 
ofllcial  subcommittee  of  the  Senate.  The 
uncontradicted  testimony  further  shows 
that  Senator  BICC&btbt  directed  and  gave  to 
the  press  an  abusive  and  insulting  statsment 
concerning  Senator  Hxndbickson.  calculated 
to  wound  a  colleague,  solely  because  Sanator 
HsifsaicKsoM  was  a  member  of  the  subcom- 
mittee and  performing  services  required  by 
the  Senate. 

Senate  Resolution  187,  Introduced  by  Sen- 
ator Benton,  was  not  voted  upon  by  the  Sen- 
ate, but  when  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Sub- 
comittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  and  the 
Integrity  of  Its  members  was  attacked,  the 
Senate  by  Its  vote  of  60  to  0  in  Senate  Reso- 
lution 300.  affirmed  and  ratified  both. 

Counsel  for  Senator  McCastht  advanced 
the  contention  that  these  speciflcatloas  re- 
lating to  "Incidents  of  contempt  of  the  Sen- 
ate or  a  senatorial  committee"  were  legally 
Insufficient  on  their  face  as  a  predicate  for 
the  censure  of  Senator  McCaxtht  because 
(1)  there  has  never  been  a  case  of  csisiire 
upon  a  lIeml>eF  of  Congress  for  conduct 
antedating  the  Inception  of  the  Coagress 
which  Is  hearing  the  censure  charges  |p.  18 
of  the  hearings),  and  (2)  because  the  sub- 
committee acted  unlawfully  and  beyond  Hs 
Jurisdiction  (pp.  53  to  58  of  the  hearings). 

B.  Findings  of  fact 

From  the  evidence  and  testimony  taken 
with  reference  to  the  first  category,  the  select 
committee  finds  the  following  facts: 

1.  On  August  6,  1951.  Senate  Resolution 
187.  83d  Congress,  Ist  session,  was  Introduced 
by  Senator  Benton  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rtdes  and  Administration  (p.  20  of 
the  hearings) . 

3.  In  turn,  this  resolution  was  referred  by 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration 
to  Its  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions (p.  280  of  the  hearings). 

3.  This  resolution  provided,  inter  alia,  that 
whereas  "any  sitting  Senator,  regardless  of 
whether  he  Is  a  candidate  in  the  election 
himself,  should  be  subject  to  expulsion  by 
action  of  the  Senate,  if  it  finds  such  Sanator 
engaged  In  practices  and  behavior  that  make 
him.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  unfit  to 
hold  the  position  of  United  States  Senator,": 
Therefore  be  It 

"Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  of  the  Senate  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  proceed  with  such  con- 
alderatlon  of  the  report  of  its  Subcomniittee 
on  PrlvUegea  and  Elections  with  respect  to 
the  19S0  Maryland  senatorial  general  elec- 
tion, which  was  made  pursuant  to  Senate 


Resolution  250,  Slst  Congress,  April  18.  1880. 
and  to  make  such  further  lnvestlgi|tlon  wltb 
respect  to  the  participation  of  Senalor  Joairw 
B.  McCartht  in  the  1950  senatorial  campaign 
of  Senator  Joiuf  Masshau.  BX7n.xa,  and  suctk 
investigation  with  respect  to  his  other  acta 
since  his  election  to  the  Senate,  ^  may  be 
appropriate  to  enable  such  oomfnlttea  to 
determine  whether  or  not  it  should  Initiate 
action  with  a  view  toward  the  expulsion  from 
the  United  States  Senate  of  the  said  Senator 
Joseph  R.  McCastht." 

It  will  be  noted  that  this  proposad  raaolu- 
tlon  authorized  and  directed  svich  Investiga- 
tion as  may  be  appropriate  "with  reference 
to  his  other  acts  since  his  election  to  tbe 
Senate." 

4.  Senator  McCastht  was  electad  to  tha 
Senate  In  the  fall  of  1948.  and  took  hla  seat 
in  January  1947.  i 

6.  Among  the  charges  pending  before  and 
investigated  by  that  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections,  charges  (1).  (3),  (3), 
and  (4)  related  to  matters  sinca  Senator 
McCaktht's  election  to  the  Senate  in  1846, 
and  charges  (5)  and  (0)  may  or  maV  not  have 
referred  to  nuttters  since  his  election  to  the 
Senate,  or  to  matters  both  before  and  after 
his  election. 

6.  Senator  Qtrr  M.  Onxrm  was  chairman 
of  that  Subcommittee  on  Privilegea  and  Elec- 
tions until  his  resignation  on  Beptemhar  26, 
1952  (p.  22  of  the  hearings). 

7.  By  letter  of  Senator  SfcCAXTHt  to  Chair- 
man OiLLSus.  dated  September  17.  1951. 
Senator  McCastht  stated  thst  he  Intended 
to  appear  to  question  witnesses  and  that  the 
subcommittee,  without  authorization  from 
the  Senate,  was  undertaking  to  conduct  bear- 
ings in  the  matter  (p.  280  of  tbe  hearings). 

8.  By  letter  of  September  25,  1961.  Chair- 
man OiLLrm  notified  Senator  IiIcCastht 
that  the  Benton  resolution  (S.  Res.  187) 
would  be  taken  up  by  the  subcommittee  on 
September  28.  1951,  and  that  Seaator  Mc- 
Cabtmt  could  be  present  to  hear  Senator 
Benton  in  executive  aeaaion  and  make  his 
own  statement  also,  if  time  permitted  (p.  23 
of  the  hearings). 

9.  Senator  McCastht  did  not  reply  to  this 
letter. 

10.  By  letter  of  October  1.  1951.  Chairman 
GiLLETTx  advised  Senator  McCastht  that 
Senator  Benton  had  appeared  and  presented 
a  statement  in  support  of  his  resolution  look-* 
ing  to  action  i>ertalning  to  the  expulsion 
of  Senator  McCaxtht  from  the  Setiate,  that 
the  subcommittee  had  taken  action  to  accord 
to  Senator  McCaxtht  the  opportunity  to  a4>- 
pear  and  make  any  statement  he  wiahed  to 
make  concerning  the  matter,  and  that  tbe 
subcommittee  "will  be  glad  to  hear  you  at  an 
hour  mutually  convenient."  befort  the  lOth 
of  October,  if  Senator  McCastht  dealred  to 
appear  (p.  23  of  the  hearings). 

11.  Under  the  date  of  October  4. 1951.  Sen- 
ator McCastht  wrote  to  Chairman  OnAXTTX, 
in  reply  to  the  letter's  letter  of  October  1, 
1951.  that  "I  have  not  and  do  not  eten  Intend 
to  read,  much  less  answer,  Benton's  smear 
attack"  (p.  23  of  the  hearings). 

12.  By  letter  of  December  6.  1951,  Senator 
MCCAXTHT  advised  Chairman  Qillsttx  (p.  34 
of  the  hearings)  — 

(a)  That  the  Elections  Subcommittee,  un- 
less given  further  power  by  the  Senate.  Is 
restricted  to  matters  having  to  do  With  elec- 
tions. 

(b)  That  "a  horde  of  investigators  hired 
by  your  committee  at  a  cost  of  ten*  of  thou- 
sands of  dollars  of  taxpayers'  money,  has 
been  engaged  exclusively  In  trylhg  to  dig 
up  on  McCaxtht  material  covering  periods 
of  time  long  before  he  was  even  old  enough 
to  be  a  candidate  for  the  Senate*-material 
which  can  have  no  conceivable  cbnnectlon 
with  his  election  or  any  other  election." 

(c)  That  the  "obvious  purpose  Is  to  dig 
up  campaign  material  for  the  Democrat 
Party  for  use  in  the  coming  campaign  against 
McCastht." 
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(d)  That  "when  your  Elections  Subcom- 
mittee, without  Senate  authorisation,  spends 
tens  of  thousands  of  taxpayers'  dollars  for 
the  wfA»  purpose  of  digging  up  campaign 
material  against  mcCaxtht.  then  the  com- 
mittee Is  guilty  of  stealing  Just  ss  d(aarly 
as  though  the  Members  engsged  in  picking 
the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers  and  ttu-nlng 
the  loot  over  to  the  Democrat  National  Com- 
mittee." 

(e)  That  "If  one  of  the  administration 
lackles  were  chairman  of  this  committee, 
I  would  not  waste  the  time  or  energy  to 
write  and  point  out  the  committee's  com- 
plete dishonesty." 

(f)  That  instead  of  obtaining  the  neces- 
sary power  from  the  Senate,  "your  commit- 
tee decided  to  spend  tens  of  thousands  of 
dollars  of  taxpayers'  money  to  aid  Benton 
in  bis  smear  attack  upon  McCastht." 

(g)  Thst  "I  cannot  understand  your  being 
willing  to  label  Out  Ouxxttk  as  a  man  who 
will  head  a  committee  which  is  stealing  from 
the  pockets  of  the  American  taxpayer  tens 
of  thousands  of  dollars  and  then  using  this 
money  to  protect  the  Democrat  Party  from 
the  political  effect  of  tbe  exposure  of  Com- 
munists  in    Government." 

(h)  That  "to  take  it  upon  yourself  to  hire 
a  horde  of  investigstora  and  spend  tens  of 
thousands  of  dollars  without  any  authorisa- 
tion from  the  Senate  is  labeling  your  Elec- 
tions Subcommittee  even  more  dishonest 
than  was  the  Tydlngs  committee." 

13.  Chairman  Gnj-XTTS  replied  to  Senator 
McCaxtht  by  letter  of  December  6,  1951  (p. 
26  of  the  hearings),  stating  that  the  sub- 
committee did  not  seek  iU  unpleasant  task, 
but  that  since  Senate  Resolution  187  was 
referred  by  the  Senate  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  and  by  It  to  its 
eubcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections, 
its  duty  was  clear  and  would  be  discharged 
"In  a  spirit  of  utmost  fairness  to  all  con- 
cerned and  to  the  Senate." 

14.  In  the  same  letter,  Chairman  OaLrrrs 
Informed  Senator  McCastht,  "your  infor- 
mation as  to  the  use  of  a  large  staff  and  the 
expenditure  of  a  large  sum  of  money  in  in- 
vestigations relative  to  the  resolution  U.  of 
course,  erroneous." 

15.  By  letter  from  Senator  McCaxtht  to 
Chairman  Gnxxirx  dated  December  7.  1951. 
information  was  requested  of  the  number 
and  salariea  of  employees  of  the  sut>cominit- 
tee  (p.  26  of  the  hearings). 

16.  Chairman  Onixm  gave  this  Informa- 
tion to  Senator  McCastht  under  date  of 
December  11.  1951  (p.  27  of  the  hearings) . 

17.  Under  date  of  December  19.  1951.  Sen- 
ator McCastkt  wrote  to  Chairman  Oxio^rrx 
stating  that:  "the  full  committee  appointed 
you  chairman  of  an  Elections  Subcommittee, 
but  gave  you  no  power  whatsoever  to  hire  in- 
vestigators and  sf>end  vast  amounts  of  money 
to  make  investigations  having  nothing  to  do 
with  elections.  Again,  may  have  an  answer 
to  my  questions  as  to  why  you  feel  you  are 
entitled  to  spend  the  taxpayers'  money  to 
do  the  work  of  the  Democratic  National  Com- 
mittee" (p.  27  of  tbe  hearings). 

18.  In  the  same  letter.  Senator  McCaxtht 
Stated.  "Tou  and  every  member  of  yovir  sub- 
committee who  is  responsible  for  spending 
vast  amounts  of  money  to  hire  investigators, 
pay  their  traveling  expenses,  etc.,  on  mat- 
ters not  concerned  with  elections,  is  Just  as 
dishonest  as  though  be  or  she  picked  the 
pockets  of  the  taxpayers  and  turned  the  loot 
over  to  the  Democratic  National  Committee." 

19.  In  the  same  letter.  Senator  McCaxtht 
stated:  "I  wonder  If  I  might  have  a  fratUc. 
honest  answer  to  all  the  questions  covered 
in  my  letter  of  December  7.  Certainly  as  a 
member  of  the  Rules  Committee  and  as  a 
Member  of  the  Senate,  I  am  entitled  to  this 
Information.  Your  failure  to  give  this  in- 
formation highlights  the  fact  that  your  sub- 
committee Is  not  concerned  with  dishonestly 
spending  the  taxpayers'  money  and  using 
your  subcommittee  as  an  arm  of  the  Demo- 


cratic Natlosud  Committee"   (p.  28  of  tba 
bearings). 

30.  On  December  21,  1951,  Chairman  Gn.- 
Lxrra  wrote  Senator  MOCaxtbt,  advising  talm 
as  follows: 

(a)  "I  shall  be  very  glad  to  give  you  such 
Information  ss  I  hsve  or  go  with  you,  If  you 
so  desire,  to  the  rooms  occupied  by  the  sub- 
committee and  aid  you  in  securing  any  facts 
that  are  there  available,  relative  to  the  em- 
ployees Of  the  subcommittee  or  their  work," 
and  stating  further  that — 

(b)  Previous  correspondence  had  been 
printed  In  the  public  press,  even  before  re- 
ceipt by  Chairman  Onjjuix. 

(c)  That  It  was  Improper  to  disoiss  mat- 
ters pertaining  to  pending  litigation  in  the 
public  press. 

(d)  That  a  meeting  of  the  subcommittee 
was  being  called  for  January  7,  1952,  to  con- 
sider  the   Benton    resolution. 

(e)  That  If  Senator  MCCaktrt  cared  to 
appear  before  the  subcommittee,  be  would 
be  glad  to  make  the  necessary  arrangements 
as  to  time  and  place. 

(f )  That  be  would  be  glad  to  confer  with 
Senator  McCaxtht  personally  as  to  matters 
concerning  the  staff  and  the  work  of  the  Eub- 
committee. 

(g)  That  neither  the  Democratic  National 
Committee  nor  any  person  or  group  other 
than  an  agency  of  the  United  States  Senate 
has  had  or  will  have  any  influence  on  his 
duties  and  actions  as  a  memt>er  of  the  sub- 
committee, and  that  no  other  member  of  the 
subcommittee  has  been  or  will  be  so  influ- 
enced ( p.  28  of  tbe  hearings) . 

21.  Senator  McCaxtht  wrote  to  Chairman 
OIU.BTTX  on  January  4.  1962,  asking:  "The 
simple  question  of  whether  or  not  you  have 
ordered  the  investigators  to  restrict  their  in- 
vestigation to  matters  having  to  do  with 
elections,  or  whether  their  Investigations  ex- 
tend Into  fields  having  nothing  whatsoever 
to  do  with  either  my  election  or  the  election 
of  any  other  Senator"  (p.  ?9  of  the  hearings) . 

32.  Chairman  Goxxttx  replied  to  Senator 
McCaxtht  by  letter  dated  January  10.  1952. 
Informing  him  that  the  staff  of  the  8Utxx>m- 
mlttee  had  Just  submitted  a  report  on  the 
legal  queaUon  raised  by  Senator  McCaxtht. 
that  this  was  being  studied,  and  the  sub- 
committee would  then  determine  what  ac- 
tion, if  any.  they  would  take  (p.  29  of  the 
hearings ) . 

23.  Because  Senator  McCastht  questioned 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  subcommittee,  the 
subcommittee  adopted  a  resolution,  ap- 
proved by  a  majority  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  that  Senator  Mc- 
Caxtht be  requested  to  t>ring  to  tbe  floor  of 
the  Senate  a  motion  to  discharge  the  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Elections  (p.  30 
of  the  hearings ) . 

24.  Senator  Hatdew.  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration,  In- 
formed Senator  McCaxtht  that  the  purpose 
would  be  to  test  the  Jurisdiction  and  integrity 
of  tbe  members  of  the  subcommittee  (p.  30 
of  the  bearings ) . 

25.  Under  date  of  March  21.  1952,  Senator 
McCaxtht  wrote  to  Senator  Hatdxn,  chair- 
man of  the  parent  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration,  that  he  thought  it  improp>er 
to  discharge  the  subcommittee  for  the  fol- 
lowing reasons : 

"The  Elections  Subconunlttee  unquestion- 
ably has  the  power  and,  when  complaint  is 
made,  the  duty  to  investigate  any  improper 
conduct  on  the  p«urt  of  McCaxtht  or  any 
other  Senator  In  a  senatorial  election. 

"The  subcommltee  has  spent  tens  of  thou- 
sands of  dollars  and  nearly  a  year  making 
the  most  painstaking  Investigation  of  my 
part  In  the  Maryland  election,  as  well  as 
my  campaigns  in  Wisconsin.  The  subcom- 
mittee's task  is  not  finished  until  It  reports 
to  the  Senate  the  result  of  that  investigation, 
namely,  whether  they  found  such  miscon- 
duct on  the  part  of  McCastht  In  either  his 


own  campaigns  or  In  the  Tydlngs  camfMlgn 
to  warrant  his  expulsion  from  iha  Senate. 

"1  note  the  subcommittee's  request  that 
the  integrity  of  the  subcommittee  be  pasnrnt 
upon.  As  you  know,  the  scde  question  of  tha 
Integrity  of  the  subcommittee  concerned  Its 
right  to  spend  vast  sums  of  money  Investi- 
gating the  life  of  McCastht  from  birth  to 
date  without  any  authority  to  do  so  from 
the  Senate.  However,  the  vote  on  that  ques- 
tion cannot  affect  the  McCastht  Investiga- 
tion, In  that  the  committee  for  a  year  has 
been  looking  into  every  poealble  phase  of 
McCaxtht 'a  life,  including  an  Investigation 
of  those  who  contributed  to  my  tmsuccessful 
1944  campaign. 

"As  you  know,  I  wrote  Senator  Ouxxttk, 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  that  I  con- 
sidered this  a  completely  dishonest  handling 
of  taxpwyers'  money.  I  felt  that  the  Elec- 
tions Subcommittee  had  no  authority  to  go 
Into  matters  other  than  elections  unless  the 
Senate  instructed  It  to  do  so.  However.  It 
is  obvious  that  insofar  as  McCastht  Is  con- 
cerned this  is  now  a  moot  question,  because 
the  staff  has  already  painstakingly  and  dili- 
gently Investigated  every  nook  and  cranny 
of  my  life  from  birth  to  date.  Every  possible 
lead  on  McCaxtht  was  Investigated.  Noth- 
ing that  could  be  investigated  was  left  un- 
investigated. The  stalTs  scurrilous  report, 
which  consisted  of  cleverly  twisted  and  dis- 
torted facts,  was  then  "leaked"  to  the  left- 
wing  elements  of  the  press  and  blaaoned 
across  the  Nation  in  an  attempt  to  further 
smear  McCastht. 

"A  vote  of  confidence  In  the  subcommittee 
would  be  a  vote  on  whether  or  not  it  had  the 
right,  without  authority  from  the  Senate, 
but  merely  on  the  request  of  one  Senator 
(In  this  case  Senator  Benton)  to  make  a 
thorough  and  complete  Investigation  of  the 
entire  life  of  another  Senator.  A  vote  to 
uphold  the  subcommittee  would  mean  that 
the  Senate  accepts  and  approves  this  prec- 
edent and  makes  it  binding  on  the  Electlcms 
Subcommittee  in  the  future. 

"A  vote  against  the  subcommittee  could 
not  undo  what  the  subcommittee  has  done 
in  regard  to  McCaxtht.  It  would  not  force 
tbe  subcommittee  memliers  to  repay  Into 
the  Treasury  the  funds  spent  on  this  In- 
vestigation of  McCaxtht.  A  vote  against 
the  subcommittee  would  merely  mean  that 
the  Senate  disapproves  what  has  already  been 
done  insofar  as  McCaxtht  Is  concerned,  and. 
therefore,  disapproves  an  InvestigaUon  of 
other  Senators  like  the  one  which  was  made 
of  McCaxtht.  While  I  felt  the  subcommittee 
exceeded  its  authority,  now  that  It  baa 
established  a  precedent  In  McCaxtht's  case, 
the  same  rule  should  apply  to  every  other 
Senator.  If  the  subcommittee  brought  up 
this  question  before  the  Investigation  had 
been  made.  I  would  have  voted  to  discharge  it. 
Now  that  the  deed  is  done,  however,  the  same 
rule  should  apply  to  the  other  95  Senators. 

"Por  that  reason,  I  would  be  forced  to 
vigorously  oppose  a  motion  to  discharge  the 
Elections  Subcommittee  at  this  time. 

"I  hope  the  Senate  agrees  with  me  that  it 
would  be  highly  Improper  to  discharge  the 
Gillette-Monroney  subcommittee  at  this 
time,  thereby,  in  effect,  setting  a  different 
rule  for  the  subcommittee  to  follow  In  caae 
an  Investigation  is  asked  of  any  of  the  other 
95  Senators"  (p.  30  of  the  bearings). 

26.  In  view  of  Senator  McCaktht's  reftisal 
to  make  the  requested  motion  in  the  Sen- 
ate. Chairman  Hatdxn,  of  himself  and  for 
the  other  four  members  of  the  Subcommit- 
tee on  Privileges  and  Elections  ( Senators 
Omi.xTTB.  MONXOHXT.  HKNiTOfOB,  and  HXM- 
DKicKSON),  BUtanitted  Senate  Resolution  800. 
83d  Congress,  2d  session,  on  April  8,  1953 
(p.  31  of  the  hearings). 

27.  Senate  Resolution  300  provided  that 
whereas  Senator  McCaaTST  in  a  series  of 
conununlcatlons  addressed  to  Chairman  On.- 
ljttx  between  December  6,  1951,  and  Janu- 
ary 4,  1952,  had  charged  that  the  subcom- 
mittee lacked  Jurisdiction  to  Investigate  such 
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•eti  of  —pater  IJoCanHT  ■• 
n«etad  wfOi  dMtloa 
tMksdIte  taonn^  of 
■olwoaaiiilttM,  ■i*^W'fl<"t  that  In  their  lai 
t^ktton  of  siM^  odier  acti  the  meinbon  ««r» 
Unproptrty  moMmted  and  ««r«  gulltf  or 
stoattng  Jost  at  eieacly  a«  though  the  dmbi- 
ban  angacsd  tn  pidtlnf  tha  poefceti  of  tha 
taipa^Ma;  and  <ih>reei  the  ■uboeaiinlttae 
mHoptipfl  a  motkm.  as  tha  moat  expedlttoua 
pwUameiitary  method  of  obtaining  an  af« 
firmatUm  by  the  Senate  of  tta  Jurladletlon 
of  this  matter  and  a  rote  on  tha  honesty  of 
Its  Mamhers.  that  Senator  McCAwnrr  be  re- 
qaested  to  ralae  the  question  of  jortsdletioD 
and  of  the  Integrity  of  the  members  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  PrlTlleges  and  Bleetlons  by 
mnli'ig  e  formal  motion  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  to  dlacharge  the  committee,  and  that 
unless  Senator  McCastht  did  so  tha  ehalr> 
man  of  the  Oommlttee  on  Roles  and  Admln- 
Istratloii  or  the  Chairman  of  the  subooaamlt- 
tee  ivould  present  such  a  motion,  and  since 
Senator  McCastht  in  effect  had  declined  so 
to  do,  thoafore.  to  determine  the  proper 
jurisdiction  of  the  Oommlttee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  and  to  express  the  oonildenoe 
of  the  Senate  In  Its  committee  In  their  con- 
sideration of  Senate  Resolution  187.  be  it 
resolved  that  the  Oommlttee  on  Rules  and 
AdmixUstratlon  be.  and  it  hereby  is.  dis- 
charged from  the  further  oonslderatlon  of 
Senate  Resolution  187  (p.  31  of  the  hear- 
ing") • 

38.  The  Senate  voted  upon  this  resolution 
on  April  10,  19S3.  and  the  resolution  was  re- 
jected by  a  vote  of  0  to  60.  with  30  Menabers 
not  voting  (p.  33  of  the  hearings) . 

38.  Senator  McCabtht  is  recorded  as  not 
voting,  but  he  stated  in  the  Senate  that  he 
could  not  wait  for  the  vote  and  if  inresent 
would  have  voted  against  the  discharge  of  the 
subcommittee  (p.  378  of  the  hearings) . 

30.  Chairman  Osxsrrx  wrote  to  Senator 
McCaarKT  on  May  7.  1953.  fixing  May  13, 
1963.  as  the  time  for  public  bearing  on  Sen- 
ate Reeolution  187.  Informing  him  tliat  the 
first  charge  to  be  heard  would  be  the  mat- 
ter concerning  the  Lustron  Ccnp.  booklet, 
and  extending  to  Senator  MoCabtbt  "the 
opportunity  to  appear  at  the  hearings  for 
the  purpose  of  presenting  testimony  relat- 
ing to  this  chsrge.  The  hearings  in  this  ease 
will  probably  continue  for  sevoral  days,  and 
we  shall  make  whatever  arrangements  for 
your  appearance  ss  are  moat  convenient  for 
you"  (p.  83  of  the  hearings). 

31.  Under  date  of  May  8,  19fi3.  Senatw 
McCabtht  wrote  to  Chairman  Onucrxs. 
acknowledging  receipt  of  the  letter  of  May  7. 
1953.  aalrlnc  on  what  point  the  subcommit- 
tee dcslrsd  Information,  and  giving  a  state- 
ment of  facts  with  reference  to  the  Lvutron 
Corp.  booklet,  in  argumentative  fashion,  and 
duurglng  the  subcommittee  with  knowingly 
allowing  itseU  to  serve  tha  Communist  cause, 
and  stating: 

"The  Communists  will  have  scored  a  great 
victory  If  they  can  convince  every  other 
Senator  or  Congressman  that  If  he  attempts 
to  ezposs  undercover  Communists,  ha  will 
be  subjected  to  the  sams  type  of  Intense 
smear,  even  to  the  extent  of  ualng  a  Senate 
committee  for  the  ptupose.  They  will  have 
frightened  away  firom  this  fight  a  vast 
number  of  legislators  who  fear  the  political 
effect  of  being  inundated  by  the  Communist 
Party  line  sewage. 

"If  you  have  evidence  of  wrongdoing  on 
McCABTRT'a  part,  which  would  Justify  re- 
nxivml  from  Um  Senate  or  a  vote  of  censure 
by  the  Senate,  certainly  you  have  the  obU" 
gatlon  to  produce  It.  However,  as  you  weU 
know,  every  member  ot  your  cmnmtttee  and 
staff  privately  admits  that  no  such  evidence 
Is  in  existenoe.  It  Is  an  avtt^uid  dishonest 
thing  for  tha  subcommittee  to  aUow  Itself 
to  be  used  for  an  evU  puipaee.    Certainly 


Ihe  fact  Oiat  the  Democrat  Party  may  tem- 
ponxUy  benefit  thereby  is  Insufficient 'Jtistl- 
fiaatton.  Bamamber  the  Communist  i  Party 
wlU  baasflt  infinitely  noore"  (p.  33  af  the 
hearings). 

83.  SMiator  McCaBTBT  again  wrote  to 
Ohalnnan  Oxllsttb  on  the  same  day.  May  8. 
1803.  demanding  expeditious  action  tn  the 
Benton  case  (p.  35  of  the  hearings). 

88.  Chairman  Onj^arrs  wrote  to  Senator 
McCabtrt  under  date  of  May  10,  19|a.  In- 
forming him  that  the  subcommittee  hafl  con- 
eluded  to  take  testimony  on  May  12,  1952, 
and  that  It  was  the  courteous  thing  to  do 
to  invite  him  to  attend,  to  present  evidence 
in  refutation  or  explanation,  and  that  the 
ommrtunity  would  continue  to  be  that  of 
Senator  McCastht  to  present  such  matter 
as  he  might  wish  In  connection  with  the 
hearing  and  to  attend  if  he  so  desired  (p.  43 
of  the  hearings) . 

34.  On  May  11,  1952,  Senator  McOartht 
wrote  to  Chairman  Qn-Lirm:,,  Senator  Mon- 
BOivzT,  and  Senator  Hennings  Jointly,  a  sar- 
castic letter,  the  meaning  and  Intention  of 
which  can  be  understood  only  by  reading  It 
In  its  entirety  (p.  43  of  the  hearings). 

35.  The  chief  counsel  for  the  subcommit- 
tee wrote  to  Senator  McCarthy  on  l4ovem- 
ber  7,  1952,  inviting  Senator  McCaeIht  to 
appesur  before  a  subcommittee  In  executive 
session.  In  connection  with  Senate  Hesolu- 
tlon  187,  during  the  week  of  Novemaer  17, 
1963,  and  asking  to  be  advised  of  tha  date 
of  Setiator  McCaxtbt's  appearance  (p,  44  of 
the  hearings). 

36.  The  administrative  assistant  to  Sena- 
tor McCastht  replied  for  Senator  McCartht 
by  letter  of  November  10,  1952,  stating  that 
Senator  McCastht  was  away  and  that  he  did 
not  know  when  he  would  return  to  Washing- 
ton, stating^  however,  that  If  th3  siibcom- 
mlttee  would  let  him  know  what  Inforaiatlcn 
was  desired,  he  would  be  glad  to  try  ta  be  of 
help  (p.  45  of  the  hearings) . 

37.  Chairman  Hknninos  of  the  sxibcom- 
mlttee,  then  wrote  a  letter  to  Senator  Mc- 
Castht under  date  of  November  21,  1952. 
which  because  of  its  importance  Is  set  forth 
in  fuU: 

"Ukak  Sxnatos  McCastht:  As  you  will  re- 
call on  September  25,  1951,  May  7,  1992.  and 
May  10.  1952.  this  subcommittee  Invited  you 
to  appear  before  it  to  give  testimony  relat- 
ing to  the  investigation  pursuant  to  $enate 
Resolution  187. 

"Under  date  of  November  7.  1952,  the  fol- 
lowing communication  was  addressed  to  you : 

"  'DsAS  SxHATOR  McCaxtht  :  In  conqection 
with  the  considerntion  by  the  Subcommittee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections  of  Senate  Resolu- 
tion No.  187,  Introduced  by  Senator  Benton 
on  August  6,  1951.  as  well  as  the  ensuhig  In- 
vestigation. I  have  been  instructed  by  the 
subcommittee  to  invite  you  to  appear  before 
said  8Ubc<»nmltte6  In  executive  sessioa.  In- 
sofar as  possible,  we  would  like  to  sespect 
yoiir  wishes  as  to  the  date  on  which  yau  will 
appear.  However,,  the  subcommittee  plans 
to  be  available  for  this  purpose  durlag  the 
week  begainlng  November  17,  1952. 

"  'It  will  be  appreciated  if  you  will  advise 
me  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible  of  tfee  day 
you  will  appear.  In  order  that  the  subcom- 
mittee may  arrange  its  plans  accordingly. 
"  'Very  truly  yours, 

"  'Paul  J.  Corrxs,  Chief  Counsel.' 

"On  Mbvembw  14,  1952.  the  subcommittee 
received  the  following  communication,  dated 
November  10,  1953: 

"  'Dbab  MS.  Corna:  Inasmuch  as  Senator 
McCastht  Is  not  now  in  Washington.  I  am 
taking  the  liberty  of  acknowledging  xecelpt 
of  your  letter  of  November  7. 

"  'I  have  Just  talked  to  the  Benatof  over 
the  telephone  and  he  does  not  know  Just 
when  he  will  return  to  Washington.  It  pres- 
ently appears  that  he  wiU  not  be  available 


Ir 


to  appear  before  your  committee  during  tha 
time  you  mention.  However,  hei  did  atata 
that  If  you  will  let  him  know  Just  ithat  infor- 
mation you  desire,  he  will  be  glad  to  try  to 
be  of  help  to  you.  j 

"  'Sincerely  yours.  I 

"  *RaT  KTOtfAW, 

*  •Administrative  Auistunt  to 

Senator  McCarthy.' 

"The  subcommittee  Is  grateful  for  your 
offer  of  assistance,  and  we  want  to  afford  you 
with  every  opportunity  to  offer  jouc  ex- 
planations with  reference  to  the  Issues  In- 
volved. Therefore,  although  th#  subcom- 
mittee did  make  Itself  available  during  the 
past  week  In  order  to  afford  you  an  oppor- 
tunity to  be  heard,  we  shall  be  a(  your  dis- 
posal conunencing  Saturday,  November  22. 
through  but  not  later  than  Tuesday,  Novem- 
ber 25,  1952. 

"This  subcommittee  has  but  one  object. 
and  that  Is  to  reach  an  impartial  and  proper 
conclusion  based  upon  the  facts.  Your  ap- 
pearance. In  person,  before  the  subcommittee 
will  not  only  give  you  the  opportunity  to 
testify  as  to  any  Issues  of  fact  a^hlch  may 
be  in  controversy,  but  will  be  of  the  grtetast 
assistance  to  the  subcommittee  la  Its  effort 
to  arrive  at  a  proper  determination  and  to 
embody  in  lu  report  an  accurate  sepresenta- 
tlon  of  the  facts. 

"Pursuant  to  your  request,  ss  transmitted 
to  us  through  Mr.  Klermss,  we  s|«  advising 
you  that  the  subcommittee  desiras  to  make 
inquiry  with  respect  to  the  following  mat- 
ters: 

"(1)  Whether  any  funds  colleoted  or  re- 
ceived by  you  and  by  others  on  your  behalf 
to  conduct  certain  of  your  activities,  includ- 
ing those  relating  to  communism,  were  ever 
diverted  and  used  for  other  purposes  inuring 
to  your  personal  advantage. 

"(2)  Whether  you.  at  any  time,  used  your 
official  position  as  a  United  Statss  Senator 
and  as  a  member  of  the  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency Committee,  the  Joint  Housing  Com- 
mittee, and  the  Senate  Investigations  Oom- 
mlttee, to  obtain  a  $10,000  fee  from  the  Lus- 
tron Corp..  which  company  was  then  almost 
entirely  subsidized  by  agencies  Under  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  very  committeas  of  which 
you  were  a  member. 

"(3)  Whether  your  activities  on  behalf  of 
certain  interest  groups,  such  a|  housing, 
sugar,  and  China,  were  motivated  by  self- 
interest. 

'■(4)  Whether  your  activities  with  respect 
to  your  senatorial  campaigns,  particularly 
with  respect  to  the  reporting  of  ydur  financ- 
ing and  your  activities  relating  to  the  finan- 
cial transactions  with  the  subee^uent  em- 
ployment of  Ray  Klermaa,  invol^red  viola- 
tions of  the  Federal  and  State  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Acts. 

"(6)  Whether  loan  or  other  transactions 
which  you  had  with  the  Appleton  State  Bank 
of  Appleton.  Wis.,  involved  violations  of  tax 
and  banking  laws. 

"(6)  Whether  you  used  close  associates  snd 
members  of  your  family  to  secrete  receipts. 
Income,  commodity  and  stock  speculation, 
and  other  financial  transactions  ftor  ulterior 

motives. 

"We  again  assure  you  of  our  dealre  to  give 
you  the  opportunity  to  testify,  in  executive 
session  of  the  subcommittee,  as  ta  the  fore- 
going matters.  The  82d  Congress  expiree  in 
the  immediate  future  and  the  subcommit- 
tee must  necessarily  proceed  with  dispatch 
in  making  its  report  to  this  Coi^ress.  To 
that  end,  we  respectfully  xirge  you  to  ar- 
range to  come  before  us  on  or  before  Novem- 
ber 25,  and  thus  enable  us  to  do  out  conscien- 
tious best  in  the  interests  of  the  Senate  and 
our  obligation  to  complete  our  arork.  We 
would  thank  you  to  advise  vu  immediately,  so 
that  we  may  plan  accordingly. 
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"This  letter  Is  being  transmitted  at  tha 
direction  and  with  the  full  eoncurrenoe  of 
the  membership  of  this  subeommlttaa. 
"Sincerely  yours, 

"THOMAS  C.  Hkm ifncos,  Jr.. 

"Chairman." 
(P.  45  of  the  hearings.) 

38.  This  letter  was  delivered  by  hand  to 
the  office  of  Senator  McCastht  In  Washing- 
ton on  November  21,  1952  (p.  47  of  the 
bearings). 

39.  On  the  same  day,  November  31,  1963, 
Chairman  Hcmnings  sent  the  foUoarlng  tele- 
gram addressed  to  Senstor  McCastht  at 
Appleton,  Wis.: 

"Today  you  were  advised  by  letter  delivered 
by  hand  to  your  ofllce  of  the  principal  mat- 
ters which  the  subcommittee  desires  to  in- 
terrogate you  in  furtherance  of  your  express 
desire  transmitted  to  the  committee  by  your 
administrative  assistant,  Mr.  Ray  Kiermas, 
under  date  of  November  10.  The  subcom- 
mittee appreciates  your  willingness  to  help 
in  the  completion  of  the  work  in  connection 
with  the  investigation  of  resolution  187  and 
the  investigations  predicated  thereon.  Tour 
prompt  appearance  before  the  subcommittee 
can  save  the  Government  much  effort  and 
expense.  We  sre  sure  that  you  want  to  be  of 
help  to  us  In  arriving  at  a  proper  determina- 
tion of  the  Issues  In  controversy.  We  are 
therefore  at  your  disposal  tn  executive  ses- 
sion and  for  your  convenience  suggest  that 
the  subcommittee  Is  svallable  to  you  com- 
mencing with  tomorrow,  Saturday,  Novem- 
ber 22,  but  not  later  than  Tuesday  the  25th. 
to  enable  the  committee  to  hear  you  and 
allow  time  thereafter  to  prepare  the  sub- 
committee report. 

"Senator  Benton  has  slso  been  notified  to 
appear  by  similar  communication.  This  ac- 
tion is  being  taken  at  the  direction  and  with 
the  full  concurrence  of  the  committee  mem- 
bers" (p.  47  of  the  hearings). 

40.  The  copy  of  the  telegram  in  the  H-H-H 
Report,  designated  "Bxhlbit  No.  42"  at  page 
99  thereof,  was  not  sent  to  Senator  McCastht 
and  was  inserted  as  an  exhibit  by  error  in 
place  of  the  foregoing  telegram  of  November 

21,  1952,  as  shown  by  the  fact  it  is  not  dated 
and  as  appears  in  the  index  of  api>endlx, 
page  55,  wherein  exhibit  No.  42  is  described 
as  "Telegram  dated  November  21,  1952,  from 
Senator  Hcmninos  to  Senator  McCastht 
•   •   •.  Page  99"'  (p.  51  of  th«  hearings). 

41.  On  November  21,  1952,  Senator  Mc- 
Castht was  deer  hunting  in  northern  Wis- 
consin (p.  298  of  the  hearin.^). 

42.  Senator  McCastht  wrote  to  Chairman 
HxNNiMcs  on  November  28.  1952,  stating  that 
he  had  just  received  the  wj-e  of  November 

22,  and  that,  as  Senator  EUujnings  had  been 
previously  advised.  Senator  McCastbt  was 
not  expected  to  return  to  Washington  untu 
November  27,  on  which  dale  he  did  return 
(p.  49  of  the  hearings). 

43.  Senator  McCastht  did  not  see  the  let- 
ter or  telegram  dated  November  21,  1952. 
until  Noveml)er  28,  1952  (p.  299  of  the 
hearings ) . 

44.  Senator  McCastht  wrjte  to  Chairman 
Hemnincs  under  date  of  I>$cember  1.  1952, 
stating  as  follows: 

"Senator  Thomas  C.  HSKKxycs,  Jr., 

"Chairman,  Subcommittee  on  Privileges 
and  Elections, 

"Senate  Cfflce  Building. 

"DXAs  Ma.  Hkmnimcs:  This  is  to  acknowl- 
edge receipt  of  yours  of  November  21  in 
which  you  state  that  your  object  Is  to  reach 
an  'impartial  and  proper  conclusion  based 
upon  the  facts'  in  the  Benton  application 
which  asks  for  my  removal  i  rom  the  Senate. 

"I  was  Interested  in  your  declsration  of 
honesty  of  the  committee  and  wotild  like  to 
believe  that  It  Is  true.  As  you  know,  your 
committee  has  the  most  unusual  record  of 
any  coounittee  in  the  history  of  the  Senate. 
As  you  know,  two  members  cf  yotir  staff  have 


resigned  and  made  the  public  statement  that 
their  reason  for  resignation  was  that  your 
oommlttee  was  dishonestly  used  for  political 
purposes.  Two  Senators  have  also  resigned. 
One,  Senator  Wauca,  In  the  strongest  pos- 
sible langtisge.  Indicted  ycmr  committee  for 
emnplete  dishonesty  in  handling  yotir  inves- 
tigation. Senator  OnxsTTs  also  resigned 
without  glvmg  any  plausible  reason  for  his 
resignation  from  the  committee.  Obviously, 
he  alscr  couldn't  stomach  the  dishonest  use 
of  public  funds  for  political  purposes.  For 
thst  reason  It  is  difficult  for  me  to  believe 
your  protestations  of  the  honesty  of  your 
committee. 

"I  wotild.  therefore,  ordinarily  not  dignify 
your  oommlttee  by  answering  your  letter  of 
November  21.  However.  I  decided  to  give 
you  no  excuse  to  claim  in  your  report  that  I 
refused  to  give  you  any  facts.  For  that  rea- 
son you  are  bemg  InfOTmed  that  the  answer 
to  the  six  insulting  questions  in  your  letter 
of  November  2'  is  'No.'  You  understand 
that  in  aaswerlng  these  questions  I  do  not 
in  any  way  approve  of  nor  admit  the  false 
statements  and  mnuendoes  made  in  the 
questions. 

"I  note  with  some  interest  your  reference 
to  my  'activities  on  behalf  of  certain  special- 
interest  groups,  such  as  bousing,  sugar,  and 
China.'  I  assume  you  refer  to  my  drafting 
of  the  comprehensive  Housing  Act  of  1946, 
which  was  passed  without  a  single  dissent- 
ing vote  in  the  Senste,  either  Democrat  or 
Republican.  Neither  you  nor  any  other 
Senator  has  attempted  to  repeal  any  part  of 
that  Housing  Act.  Or  perhaps  you  refer  to 
the  slum-clearance  bill  which  I  drafted  and 
introduced  in  1948,  which  slum-clesrance 
bill  was  adopted  in  toto  by  the  Democrat- 
controlled  Senate  in  1949. 

"When  you  refer  to  sugar.  I  asstune  you 
refer  to  my  efforts  to  do  away  with  yotir 
party's  rstlonlng  of  sugar,  as  I  promised  the 
hotiscwlves  I  would  during  my  1946  eam- 
palgn.  If  that  were  wrong.  I  wonder  why 
you  have  not  introduced  legisUtion  m  the 
Etemocrat-controUed  Senate  to  restore  sugar 
rationing.      You  have  had  3  years  to  do  so. 

"I  thought  perhaps  the  election  might 
hsve  taught  you  that  yoiir  boss  and  mine — 
the  American  people — do  not  approve  of 
treason  snd  incompetence  and  feel  that  it 
must  be  exposed. 

"You  refer  to  the  sbove  as  'special  inter- 
ests.' I  personally  feel  very  proud  of  having 
drafted  the  Housing  Act  In  1948  which  passed 
the  Congress  without  a  single  dissenting 
vote — a  housing  act  which  contributed  so 
much  toward  making  it  possible  for  veterans 
and  all  Americans  in  the  middle-  and  low- 
income  groups  to  own  their  own  home.  Like- 
wise. I  am  proud  of  having  been  able  to  fulfill 
my  promise  to  American  housewives  to  ob- 
tain the  d««tionlng  of  sugar.  I  proved  at 
the  time  that  rationing  was  not  for  the 
benefit  of  the  housewives  but  for  the  com- 
mercial users. 

"I  likewise  am  double  proud  of  the  part  I 
played  in  alerting  the  American  people  to 
your  administration's  traitorous  betrayal  of 
American  Interests  throughout  the  world,  es- 
pecially in  China  and  Poland. 

"You  refer  to  such  activities  on  my  part  as 
'activities  for  special  interests.'  I  am  curious 
to  know  whst  'special  interests'  you  mean 
other  than  the  special  IntM-est  of  the  Ameri- 
can people. 

"This  letter  is  not  written  with  any  hope 
of  getting  an  honest  report  from  your  com- 
mittee. It  is  being  written  merely  to  keep 
the  record  straight. 

"Sincerely  yours. 

"Jox  McCabtht." 

(P.  51  of  hearings.) 

45.  Senator  McCastht  appeared  before  the 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  elections 
once  only,  on  July  3,  1952,  In  connecUnn  with 
his  chMges  against  Senator  Benton  under 


Senate  Baaolutton  904.  without  requiring  a 
subpena  (pp.  63,  300,  and  876  of  hawlngs) . 

46.  Senator  McGAarBr  did  not  appear  be- 
fore that  subcommittee  at  any  other  ttme. 
nor  make  any  explanation  m  defense,  except 
as  shown  in  the  foregoing  correspondence,  in 
connection  with  the  charges  pending  against 
him,  either  before  or  after  the  Senate  action 
in  Senate  Resolution  300  (pp.  63  and  376  of 
hearings) . 

47.  Senator  McCabtht  did  make  an  ex- 
planation of  the  Lustron  matter  on  the  fioor 
of  the  Senate,  on  Augtist  3,  1054  (p.  63  of 
hearings). 

48.  Senate  Resolution  187.  introduced  by 
Senator  Benton,  was  not  voted  upon  by  the 
Senate,  although  it  was  considered  by  the 
Senate  in  its  vote  on  April  10,  1953.  upon 
Senate  Resolution  300  to  test  the  Jurisdiction 
of  the  subcommittee  and  the  integrity  of  Its 
members. 

49.  The  vote  of  the  Senate  upon  Senate 
Resolution  300.  notwithstanding  any  previ- 
ous question  of  the  jiuisdictlon  of -the  Hen- 
nlngs  subcommittee,  was  a  grant  of  authority 
to  that  Bubconunlttee  to  proceed  with  its 
investigation  ot  the  charges  pending  fgfilnit 
Senator  McCabtht  since  his  election  to  tha 
Senate. 

50.  Senate  Resolution  187,  introduced  by 
Senator  Benton,  confined  the  subcommittee 
to  activities  of  Senator  McCabtht  subsequent 
to  his  election  in  1946. 

51.  Senator  McCabtkt's  position  wss  that 
he  would  not  appear  before  the  Hennings 
subcommittee  upon  the  charges  pending 
against  him  unless  he  was  ordered  to  aniear 
(p.  388  of  hearings). 

62.  Senator  McCabtht  did  not  say,  in  any 
o  the  correspondence  relating  to  the  hear- 
ings and  his  appearance,  that  be  would  not 
appear  before  the  suboommlttee  unlses  ha 
was  ordered  to  do  so,  but  testified  that  he 
so  notified  Chairman  Oiu.rrTX  orally  (p.  388 
of  hearings). 

53.  Senator  McCabtht  advised  Chairmen 
OnxKTTs  that  unless  he  wss  given  the  right 
to  cross-examine,  that  he  had  no  desire  to 
appear  before  the  subcommittee  but  that  ha 
would  appear  if  ordered  to  do  so  (p.  388  of 
hearings) . 

54.  At  the  hearings  before  the  select  com- 
mittee, Senstor  McCabtht  testified  that  the 
subcommittee  knew  that  a  witness  was  men- 
tally incompetent  "and  they  were  going  to 
call  him  solely  for  the  purpose  of  doing  a 
smear  job"   (p.  396  of  hearings). 

55.  At  the  hearings  before  the  select  com- 
mittee, Senator  McCastht  testified  that  tha 
insertion  of  the  undated  telegram,  exhibit 
No.  42  in  the  Hennings  report  (fovuul  by 
this  select  conunlttee  to  be  a  clerical  error), 
"was  completely  dishonest,"  insisting  uixm 
this  conclusion  when  the  chairman  asked 
whether  it  could  not  have  been  a  iw««<-«fct 
(pp.  299,  384,  and  385  of  hearing  record). 

56.  Senator  McCastht  told  Chairman  Qs.- 
LAiiA  "that  I  would  not  apfiear  tinless  I  was 
ordered  to  appear  or  subpenaed.  I  forget 
which  word  I  used.  I  told  him  I  had  no  de- 
sire to  appear  before  that  oommlttee  and 
that  his  extending  an  opportunity  meant 
nothing  to  me"  (p.  305  of  the  hearings). 

57.  The  rep<n^  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  was  filed  January  2, 
1953  (p.  306  of  the  hearings). 

58.  On  that  day.  Senator  McCabtht,  ac- 
cording to  his  own  testimony,  called  Senator 
Hxin»icxsoN,  a  member  of  that  suboonmiit- 
tee,  by  telephone  and  told  him  that  It  waa 
completely  dishonest  to  sign  a  report  that 
was  factually  wrong  (p.  306  of  the  hearings). 

59.  That  evening  Senator  McCastht  gave 
a  statement  to  the  press  regarding  «*n»tQr 
HxMiNUCXSON,  a  member  of  that  suboommit* 
tee,  stating: 

"This  report  accuses  me  either  directly  or 
by  Inniiendo  and  intimation  of  the  most  dls» 
honest  and  Improper  conduct. 


^f. 
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*If  It  is  tm*.  1 
SeoAta.    IC  It  la 
urtw  jolMd   tn 

yeod  wBnli 

"It  ttaoM  tlivM  BMii  iMXMcUy  think  tbat 
all  of  tiM  four  thlogfi  a<  wlilob  tlMy  ]!»▼• 
•eeuMd  ID*.  •(«  texw.  ttuj  Have  a  deep,  moral 
obUgstkm  tomorrow  to  move  tbat  tbe  8«iiat« 
doM  not  Mat  me  as  a  Senator. 

"If  thuj  tblnk  tbe  Mpori  la  tma.  tliey  will 
do  tbat.  U  they  know  the  r^Mrt  la  com- 
pletely f  alae  and  that  It  haa  been  laaued  only 
tor  tte  smear  yalue.  then  they  will  not  dare  to 
presKkt  this  case  to  the  Senate. 

"This  oomnklttee  has  been  squandering 
taxpayers'  money  on  this  smear  campaign 
for  neairly  18  months.  U  they  feel  that  they 
are  honest  and  right,  why  do  they  fear  pre- 
aentlng- their  case  to  the  Senate? 

"I  challenge  them  to  do  that.  If  they  do 
not,  they  will  have  proved  their  complete 
dlshooasty. 

"I  can  nndvstand  the  actions  of  the  left- 
wingers  tn  the  administration,  like  Hmnmios 
and  HaTinar.  As  far  as  HannucKsoN  Is  oon- 
oemed.  I  frankly  can  bear  him  no  111  will. 

"Suflleo  It  to  say  that  he  is  a  Uvlng  miracle 
In  that  he  is  without  question  the  only  num 
tn  the  world  who  has  lived  so  long  with 
neither  btaina  nor  guts"  (pp.  67^  and  «8  of 
hearing  record). 

60.  By  letter  of  September  10.  IBSa.  Chair- 
man OnxBTTX  of  the  subcommittee  wrote  to 
Chairman  Batdkn.  of  the  Conuaittee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  suggesting  that 
the  membership  of  the  subcommittee  be  re- 
duced from  5  members  to  8.  as  it  was  origi- 
nally, to  facilitate  the  work  of  the  subcom- 
mittee (p.  a04  of  the  hearings) . 

61.  Senator  Wbjub  resigned  as  a  member 
of  the  subcommittee  on  September  9,  1962 
(p.  a»l  of  the  liearliigB). 

82.  Chairman  CHLunn  resigned  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  subcommittee  on  September  36. 
1052  (p.  394  of  the  hearings). 

63.  After  eonatatation  with  the  Parliamen- 
tarian, Senator  HATBinr,  chairman  of  the 
parent  Committee  on  Bulcs  and  Adminlstra- 
tlon.  decided  it  was  uxmeoessary  to  an>olnt 
2  Members  of  the  Ssnate  to  take  the  places 
of  thoee  who  had  resigned,  because  it  was  a 
committee  of  5  with  a  BkaJorlty  at  8.  and 
because  the  Senate  not  being  In  seasion.  it 
was  very  diSeult  to  obtain  Senators  who  were 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Bulee  and 
Administration  (p.  S61  of  the  hearings). 

64.  Senator  IfomomT.  who  was  in  Europe, 
resigned  as  a  member  of  the  subcommittee 
on  November  30.  1053  (p.  361  of  the  hear- 
ings). 

66.  On  Movember  30.  1963.  Senattv  HATinm 
made  it  a  matter  of  record  by  writing  to  the 
clerk  of  the  Committee  on  Bules  and  Ad- 
mlnlttntion  tiuA  he  was  appointing  himself 
a  member  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
lages  and  Beetions  in  place  of  Senator  Mon- 
BOifST  (p.  862  of  the  hearings) . 

66.  The  subcommittee,  with  Senator  Hkm- 
xiiraa  as  chairman,  and  Senators  Hnvsncx- 
aoM  and  Hathm  as  members,  continued  to 
function  until  January  16. 1958  (pp.  862  and 
367  of  the  hearings) . 

67.  Since  January  18S3  the  Subcommittee 
on  Privileges  and  ZLectkms  has  had  but  three 
members  (p,  363  of  the  hearings). 

68.  The  suggestion  of  Senator  Onxxrrc 
that  the  membership  of  the  subcommittee 
be  reduced  to  three  members  was  given  con- 
sideration by  both  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  and  the  subcommittee 
(p.  363  of  the  hearings) . 

09.  Senators  Hbvhxmos,  HATmnr,  and  Hcn- 
DKiCKSOif  jilgned  the  subcommittee  report 
pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  187  and  Sen- 
ate Resolution  801  (p.  808  of  the  heartngs) . 

70.  Itr  was  the  opinion  of  Chairman  Hat- 
vex,  of  the  Committee  on  Bulee  and  Admin- 
istration, that  without  reducing  the  subcom- 
mittee to  8  members,  the  subcommittee  could 
continue  to  function  as  a  committee  of  5 
with  but  3  members  (p.  365  of  the  hearings) . 


71.  It  was  the  opinion  of  Chairman  Hat- 
wmi,  that  the  Senate  not  being  in  (seealon. 
it  was  not  necessary  Xor  him  as  chairman  of 
the  partnt  oommittee  to  obtain  eonflrmatlon 
1^  the  parent  committee  of  appointments 
to  the  subcommittee  (p.  365  of  the  hayings) . 

73.  Chairman  Hati»it  testified  that  there 
was  immediate  lmpc»ijmt  work  for  tSie  eub- 
GCHnmlttee  to  do  and  that  there  was  »o  other 
than  himself  on  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  who  could  be  appointed 
to  the  subcommittee  (p.  365  of  the  besu-lngs) . 

73.  This  manner  of  conducting  the  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Elections  was 
consistent  with  its  practice  since  before  the 
8lBt  Congress  and  did  not  violate  any  rule 
of  the  parent  committee  (p.  366  of  the 
hearings). 

74.  Chairman  Hatddt  continued  tm  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin- 
istration, and  Chairman  Hemnincs  of  the 
8ia>oommittee  on  Privileges  and  SlectlonB 
continued  in  office  until  about  January  16, 
1963  (pp.  367  aOd  369  of  the  hearings ) . 

75.  At  the  hearings  before  the  select  com- 
mittee. Senator  McCastht  testified,  when 
asked  whether  he  had  any  evidence  to  sup- 
port his  written  statements  that  the  sub- 
committee was  spending  tens  of  thousands 
of  dollars  and  as  guilty  as  though  engaged 
tn  picking  the  pockets  of  the  tazpeyers  to 
turn  the  loot  over  to  the  Democratic  Vatlonal 
Committee,  that  he  had  produced  ttila  evi- 
dence in  letters  to  the  subcommittee  (p.  377 
of  the  hearings) . 

78.  No  such  evidence  appears  in  the  letters. 

77.  When  asked  whether  he  had  any  evi- 
dence that  the  subconunlttee  had  spent  tens 
of  thousands  of  dollars  Illegally.  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtbt  testified  that  "they  were  spending  a 
vast  amount  of  money  Illegally.  I  doit't  know 
the  exact  figure"  (p.  378  of  the  hearttigs) . 

78.  When  asked  whether  he  knew  that  the 
matters  i>endlng  before  the  subcommittee 
reflected  seriously  upon  his  character  and 
activitiee  and  were  of  sufficient  moment  ordi- 
narily to  Jiiatify  making  some  reply,  Senator 
McCastht  testified  that:  "They  were  six  In- 
sulting questions  asked  by  the  committee — 
by  a  Senator,  not  by  a  legal  committee.  I 
answered  his  questions.  I  told  him  the  an- 
swer was  'No'"  (p.  383  of  the  haBrtngs). 
(But  note  that  the  above  answer  was  con- 
tained In  a  letter  from  Senator  McCAtht  to 
Senator  Hkitktkgs  dated  I>ecember  1.  1952. 
addressed  to  the  latter  as  chalrmad  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections) 
(pp.  51-52  of  the  hearings). 

79.  At  page  384  of  the  hearings  Senator 
IfcCAXTRT  was  asked  whether  it  was  his  posi- 
tion that  when  matters  of  that  serious  na- 
ture are  pending;  against  a  Member  of  the 
United  States  Senate,  Instead  of  appearing 
and  making  an  answer,  he  can  call  tDem  "In- 
sulting^" and  need  not  appear,  and  Senator 
McCastkt  testified  In  reply  that:  ""^ey  are 
no  more  'matters'  than  the  46  statements 
made  by  Senator  Flandxxs." 

80.  On  January  2,  1953,  Senator  McCartht 
bitterly  criticized  Senator  HxNDBicKaoN  with 
reference  to  the  latter's  work  with  the  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Elections,  and 
then  gave  to  the  press  a  statement  that  Sen- 
ator HnrDBicKacir  was  "a  living  miracle  in 
that  he  Is  without  question  the  odly  man 
who  has  lived  so  long  with  nelthet  brains 
nor  enits"  (pp.  66  and  425  of  the  hearings). 
(See  also  finding  of  fact  No.  59.) 

81.  At  the  hearings  before  the  select  com- 
mittee, when  given  the  opportunity  by  Sen- 
ator Cass  to  withdraw  or  modify  his  remarks 
about  Senator  Hxkdbickson,  a  meaaber  of 
the  subcommittee.  Senator  McCaktSt  indi- 
cated he  had  no  desire  to  change  his  position 
(p.  425  of  the  hearings). 

C.  Legal  questUyns  involved  in  this  tategory 
Several   legal  questions  are   involf ed  and 

were  considered  m  this  part  of  the  Inquiry. 

They  may  be  stated  briefly  as  foUowl: 
1.  Is  the  Senate  a  continuing  body? 


3.  Does  the  Senate  have  tbr  power  to 
censure  a  Senator  for  condu<|t  occiirring 
during  his  prior  term  as  Senator  1 

3.  Was  it  necessary  for  Senate  Reaolution 
187  to  be  adopted  by  the  Senate? 

4.  Was  the  Glllette-Hennlngs  subcommit- 
tee acting  beyond  Its  power  and  Jurisdic- 
tion? 

5.  Was  it  a  lawfully  constituted  subcom- 
mittee? 

6.  Was  It  necessary  for  that  subcoounlt- 
tee  to  subpena  Senator  McCastvt? 

7.  Was  Senator  McCastht  repeatedly  in- 
vited to  appear? 

8.  Was  It  the  duty  of  Senator  UcCabtht 
to  appear  without  an  order  or  subpena  to 
appear  and  was  his  failure  to  appear  ob- 
structive? 

9.  Was  the  request  to  Senator  McCabtht 
to  appear  a  legal  basis  for  coatempt.  and 
was  his  reply  contumacious? 

10.  Was  Senator  McCastbt's  conduct  to- 
ward that  subcommittee  contemptuous,  in- 
dependently of  his  failure  to  appear? 

11.  Did  Senator  IIcCastht  denounce  the 
subcommittee  ? 

12.  Has  the  conduct  of  Senat<)r  McCabtht 
been  continmaclous  toward  the  Senate  by 
failing  to  explain  the  six  charges  contained 
In  the  subcommittee's  report? 

13.  Did  the  reelection  of  Senator  McCajk- 
THY  In  1952  make  these  matters  moot? 

Discussion  of  Legal  Queotions 

1.  The  Senate  la  a  continuing  body:  The 
fact  that  the  Senate  la  a  continuing  body 
should  require  little  discussion.  This  had 
been  uniformly  recognized  by  hiatory.  prece- 
dent, and  authority.  While  the  rule  with 
reference  to  the  House,  whose  Ifembers  are 
elected  all  for  the  period  of  a  single  Con- 
gress may  be  different,  the  Senate  Is  a  con- 
tinuing body,  whose  Members  are  elected  for 
a  term  of  6  years,  and  so  divided  Into  classes 
that  the  seats  of  one-third  only  became  va- 
cant at  the  end  of  each  Congness.  Senate 
Document  No.  99,  83d  Congress,  2d  session. 
Congressional  Power  of  Investigation,  page  7. 

The  continuity  of  the  Senate  was  ques- 
tioned at  the  beginning  of  the  SSd  Congress. 
and  the  Issue  was  decided  In  favor  of  the 
precedents.  Concbxssional  RecOks,  Senate — 
January  6,  1953,  pages  92-114.  Senate  rule 
XV  (2)  provides  that  each  standing  com- 
mittee shall  continue  and  have  (xrwer  to  act 
until  their  successors  are  appointed.  Senate 
rule  XXXII  provides  that  the  legtslatlve  busi- 
ness of  the  Senate  shall  t>e  continued  from 
session  to  session,  and  that  thn  legislative 
business  which  remains  undetermined  at  the 
close  of  the  next  preceding  session  of  that 
Congress  shall  be  resumed  as  If  no  adjotim- 
ment  had  taken  place.  This  n|le  makes  it 
clear  that  all  legislative  buslne^  continues 
from  session  to  sesnion.  See  Senate  Docu- 
ment No.  4.  1953,  83d  Congress.  The  rule 
that  the  Seruite  Is  a  continuing  b^y  has  been 
recognized  by  the  Supreme  Court,  In  JfcGraiit 
v.  Dougherty  (273  U.  S.  135.  |82  (1937)). 
where  the  Co\irt  said: 

"This  being  so,  and  the  Senate  being  a 
continuing  body,  the  case  cannot  be  said  to 
have  become  moot  in  the  ordlnaly  sense." 

2.  The  Senate  has  the  power  to  censure 
a  Senator  for  conduct  occurring  during  his 
prior  term  as  Senator:  | 

The  contention  has  been  mad^  by  Senator 
McCaktht  that  since  he  was  reelected  In  1952 
and  took  hU  seat  for  a  new  term  on  January 
3,  1953.  the  select  committee  latfks  power  to 
consider  any  conduct  on  his  patt,  occurring 
prior  to  January  3.  1953.  as  the  basis  for 
censure.  His  counsel  based  this  contention 
on  several  cases  cited  as  axrthotlty  for  this 
proposition  (p.  19  of  the  hearings),  being 
Anderson  v.  Dunn  (6  Wheat.  204!) ;  Jiimey  ▼. 
MacCracken  (294  U.  S.  126);  «nd  V.  8.  T. 
Bryan  (339  U.  S.  323).  The  argumenUtlve 
basis  for  this  contention  is  thatt  the  power 
to  censure  Is  part  of  the  power  dt  the  Senate 
to  punish  for  contempt,  and  that  any  limita- 
tions on  the  latter  power  must  necessarily 
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limit  the  power  to  eensure.  This  contention 
is  without  foundation  for  at  least  two  rea- 
sons: (1)  The  power  to  censure  is  an  lnde« 
pendent  power  and  may  be  exercised  by  the 
Senate  for  conduct  totally  unrelated  to  any 
act  or  acts  which  may  be  contemptuotu;  and 
(2)  even  assuming  that  the  power  to  censure 
is  limited  to  the  extent  of  the  power  to 
punish  for  contempt,  the  authorities  cited  do 
not  sustain  the  proposition  advanced. 

The  case  of  Anderson  v.  Du^n  (6  Wheat. 
204  (1821) )  was  an  action  In  trespass  for  an 
assault  and  battery  and  fslse  imprisonment 
against  the  Sergeant  at  Arras  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.  The  Sufireme  Court  held 
that  the  defendant  Sergeant  at  Arms  had  a 
proper  and  lawful  defense  by  showing  that 
he  acted  under  the  orders  cif  the  Speaker  and 
had  taken  the  plaintiff  Into  custody  for  a 
high  contempt  of  the  dignity  of  the  House. 
The  only  possible  relevancj  of  the  opinion  to 
the  matters  now  pending  before  the  select 
committee  appears  in  thi;  opinion  by  Mr. 
Justice  Johnson,  at  page  2:)1.  that  the  dura- 
tion of  the  Imprisonment  for  contempt  of 
the  House  is  limited  when  the  legislative 
body  ceases  to  exist  on  tlie  moment  of  Its 
adjournment,  and  the  Imprlsozunent  must 
terminate  with  that  adjournment.  It  is 
clear  that  this  was  dictum,  applies  to  the 
House  and  not  to  the  Serjite,  does  not  in- 
volve a  case  of  censure  of  a  Member  of  the 
Senate,  and  was  the  law  only  until  Congress 
by  statute  made  contempt  of  either  House  a 
criminal  offense. 

In  the  case  of  Jurney  ▼.  MorCracfcen  (294 
V.  S.  125  (1935))  the  defendant,  a  lawyer, 
was  arrested  by  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the 
Senate,  pursuant  to  s  resolution  of  the  Sen- 
ate, for  contempt  in  failing  to  produce  and 
permitting  the  removal  and  destruction  of 
cerUin  papers,  after  the)  had  been  sub- 
penaed  by  the  special  Sen&te  committee  in- 
vestigating oc^n  and  airmail  contracts. 
The  Supreme  Court  afflrmel  the  dismissal  of 
the  defendant's  writ  of  habeas  corpus  hold- 
ing that  where  the  offending  act  was  of  a 
nature  to  obstruct  the  legislative  process,  the 
fact  that  the  obstruction  has  since  been  re- 
moved or  that  Its  removal  has  become  im- 
possible is  without  significance;  that  the  en- 
actment of  Revised  Statute  103  did  not 
Impair  the  right  of  Congnsss  to  punish  for 
contempt:  and  that  whetlter  a  recalcitrant 
witness  has  purged  himself  of  contempt  is 
for  Congress  to  decide  and  cannot  be  in- 
quired Into  by  a  court  by  a  writ  of  habeas 
corpus.  It  Is  evident  that  this  case  does  not 
deal  with  any  question  of  censure  or  punish- 
ment of  a  Member  of  tlie  Senate.  Mac- 
Cracken did  contend  that  the  Senate  was 
absolutely  without  power  Itself  to  impose 
punishment  for  a  {wst  act,  and  that  such 
punishment  must  be  Inflicted  by  the  courts, 
as  for  other  crimes,  and  under  the  safeguard 
of  all  constitutional  provlslans.  but  this  con- 
tention was  dismissed  by  the  opinion  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  delivered  by  Mr.  Justice 
Brandels.  at  page  149. 

The  case  of  United  Stmte$  e.  Bryn  (839 
V.  a.  (I960))  Involved  a  iTlmlnal  trial  for 
contempt  of  the  House  Oimmlttee  on  Un- 
American  Activities,  and  the  refusal  of  the 
defendant  to  produce  oertiiln  reoords  under 
subpena  from  that  committee.  In  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Supreme  Court,  by  Mr.  Chief  Jus- 
tice Vinson,  mention  is  made  of  Revlaed 
Statutes,  section  102  (2  V.  S.  C,  sec.  198). 
enacted  in  1867.  It  la  dear  that  one  of  the 
pxirpoeea  of  the  act  was  to  permit  the  Im- 
prisonment of  a  oontemncir  beyond  the  ex- 
piration of  the  current  senaioa  of  Onngrssa 
The  Buprems  Court  states  unequivocally 
that  the  Judicial  proceedings  under  the 
statute  are  intended  as  an  attematlve  meth- 
od of  vindicating  the  authority  <rf  Oongreas 
to  compel  the  disdoeure  cf  facts  whlcb  are 
needed  In  the  fuUUlmeot  of  the  legislative 
function.  The  select  committee  was  advised 
by  Its  counsel  that  this  case  has  no  ap- 
I>arent  bearing  upon  the  Cimtentlon  of  Sen- 


ator McCastwt  In  tbeee  proceedings  with 
reference  to  his  failure  to  appear  before  the 
Olllette-Hennings  subcranmittee.  Counsel 
further  advlaed  that  It  Is  Inappropriate  to 
cite  eaaea  of  criminal  contempt  as  the  baala 
for  the  law  of  censure  by  the  Senate  of  one 
of  Its  Members. 

It  seems  clear  that  if  a  Senator  should 
be  guilty  of  reprehensible  conduct  uncon- 
nected with  his  offlcial  duties  and  position, 
but  which  conduct  brings  the  Senate  Into 
disrepute,  the  Senate  has  the  power  to  cen- 
sure. The  power  to  censure  must  be  inde- 
pendent, therefore,  of  the  power  to  punish 
for  contempt.  A  Member  may  be  censured 
even  after  he  has  resigned  (3  Hinds'  Prece- 
denu  1239,  1273.  1375  (1907)).  PreoedenU 
In  both  the  Senate  and  House  for  expulsion 
or  censure  for  conduct  occurring  during  a 
preceding  Congress  nuiy  be  found  in  Hinds 
(op.  dt.,  1275  to  1289).  PrecedenU  in  the 
House  cannot  be  considered  as  controlling 
beeauae  the  House  is  not  a  continuing  body. 

In  this  connection.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  the  report  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Beetions  was  filed  on  Jantiary 
2.  1963,  and  since  the  new  Congress  con- 
vened the  next  day,  there  was  not  time  for 
action  in  the  prior  seasion. 

While  it  may  be  the  law  that  one  who  Is 
not  a  Member  of  the  Senate  may  not  be 
punished  for  contempt  of  the  Senate  at  a 
preceding  session,  this  is  no  basis  for  de- 
claring that  the  Senate  may  not  censtire 
one  of  Its  own  Members  for  conduct  ante- 
dating that  session,  and  no  controlling  au- 
thority or  precedent  has  been  cited  for  such 
position. 

The  particular  charges  against  Senator 
McCa*tbt,  which  are  the  basis  of  this  cate- 
gory. Involve  his  conduct  toward  an  official 
committee  and  official  oommittee  members 
of  the  Senate.  These  committees  continue 
from  session  to  session  and  there  is  no  lapse 
In  their  legislative  business. 

The  reelection  of  Senstor  McCastht  In 
1962  was  considered  by  the  select  committee 
as  a  fact  bearing  on  this  propoeltlon.  This 
reelection  Is  not  deemed  controlling  because 
only  the  Senate  itself  can  pass  judgment 
upon  conduct  which  Is  Injurious  to  Its  proc- 
esses, dignity,  and  offlcial  committees. 

In  the  Senate  on  April  8,  1952  (COwcxxs- 
sioNAL  Racoas,  vol.  68.  pt.  3.  pp.  3701-08), 
at  the  request  of  Senator  Hatdew.  there  were 
ordered  printed  Senate  Bxpulslqb.  Kxclusion. 
and  Censure  Oases  Unconnected  with  Elec- 
tions, 1871-1951.  ) 

A  rteumi  of  precedents  on  expulsion,  ex- 
clusion, and  censure  cases  since  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  Conunlttee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions is  printed  at  page  73  of  the  Hennlngs- 
Hayden-Hendrlckson  report.  Another  col- 
lection of  Senate  precedents  appears  In  the 
CoNcaassioKAL  Rmcono,  Senate,  August  2, 
1964,  pafle  13989,  being  a  study  prepared  by 
William  R.  Tamsill,  of  the  Oovemment  Divi- 
sion of  the  Legislative  Reference  Service  of 
the  Ubrary  of  Congress,  printed  on  motion 
of  Senator  Moaax.  In  election  caaes.  the 
Senate,  of  ootirse,  considers  conduct  occur- 
ring before  the  oonuxtenoement  ot  the  term  of 
the  Senator  involved.  Senator  Moasc,  in  the 
saai*  day,  had  printed  in  the  same  Cowcaxs- 
anwAi.  Ricoae  at  page  13909  certain  pertinent 
material  from  Hinds'  Precedents,  and  at  pages 
18000-01  oertain  pertinent  material  from 
Cannon's  Precedents. 

nt>m  an  examination  and  study  of  all 
available  precedents,  the  select  committee  is 
of  the  opinion  that  the  Senate  has  the  power, 
under  the  circumstances  of  this  case,  to  elect 
to  censure  Senator  McCaktht  for  conduct 
oecurrlng  during  his  prior  term  in  the  Senate, 
ihould  It  deem  iiKh  oonduct  censurable. 

8.  It  was  not  necessary  for  the  Senate  Reso- 
lution 187  to  be  adopted  by  the  Senate : 

Senate  Resolution  187,  introduced  by  Sen- 
ator Benton  on  August  6.  1951,  was  not  ac- 
tually a  resolution  for  the  expulsion  of  Sen- 
ator McCaktht.    In  the  resolution  paragraph 


the  Committee  on  Butoi  and  Admlnlstmtloa 
is  authoriaed  to  nkake  an  investigation  "as 
may  be  appropriate  to  enable  such  eommittea 
to  determine  whether  or  not  it  ■houki  ini- 
tiate action  with  a  view  toward  the  expulsAon 
from  the  United  Statea  Sowte  of  the  said 
Senator.  Josbph  R.  MoCabtkt." 

In  the  regular  order  of  Senate  bualneaa. 
after  this  reaolution  was  Introduoed.  tt  was 
referred  by  the  President  of  the  Senate,  with- 
out a  vote  by  the  Senate,  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration. 

The  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946. 
in  section  102,  which  incorporates  rule  XXV 
of  the  Standing  Bules  of  the  Senate,  provides 
that  among  the  standing  committees  to  be 
appointed  at  the  commencement  of  each 
Congress,  with  leave  to  report  by  bill  or 
otherwise,  there  shall  be  a  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  to  which  oommit- 
tee shall  be  referred  all  propoaed  legislatkm. 
messages,  petitions,  memorlala.  and  other 
matters  relating  to  *  *  *  credentials  and 
qualifications.  By  section  134-A  of  the  same 
act  each  standing  committee  of  the  Senate, 
including  any  subcommittee  of  such  com- 
mittee. Is  authorized  to  hold  such  hearings, 
to  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and  places  dur- 
ing the  sessions  and  adjourned  periods  of  the 
Senate,  to  require  by  subpena  or  otherwise 
the  attendance  of  such  witnesses  *  *  *  as  it 
deems  advisable.  It  Is  further  provided  In 
the  same  section  that  each  such  committee 
may  make  investigations  into  any  matter 
within  iu  jurisdiction  and  report  such  hear- 
ings as  nuLj  be  had  by  it. 

As  sUted  by  Senator  Cask  (at  p.  61  of  the 
hearings)  reference  is  made  on  page  71  of  the 
Hennlngs  report,  being  the  report  of  the  Sub- 
committee on  Privileges  and  Xlectlons  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  Rules  and  Administration 
pursuant  to  Senate  Resolutions  187  and  804. 
that  investigations  with  reference  to  alleged 
misconduct  by  a  Senator  may  be  undertaken 
by  the  Subcommittee  on  Privllegea  and  Elec- 
tions wiXti  or  without  spedflc  Senate  au- 
thorization or  direction.  That  report  states 
at  the  page  indicated: 

"The  old  Committee  on  Privfleges  and 
Elections  was  presented  with  five  cases  at 
expulsion  or  exclusion  unconnected  with  an 
elecUon.  In  three  of  these  cases,  thoee  of 
Smoot.  Burton,  and  Oould.  the  Senata 
adopted  resolutions  directing  an  Investiga- 
tion of  the  charges  against  the  respective 
Senators.  In  the  other  two  cases,  thoee  of 
La  PoUette  and  LANOsa,  the  petitlona  and 
protests  of  private  cltlaens  were  referred  by 
the  Presiding  Officer  to  the  Oommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections,  which  then  con- 
ducted investigations  withottt  obtalninc 
resolutions  of  authorisation  from  the  Senate. 
"Theee  precedents  indicate  that  the  legal 
power  of  the  subcommittee  to  oondoct  in- 
vestigations of  its  own  motkm  la  not  subject 
to  question;  and,  also,  that  the  suboomnUttee 
may  act  under  a  resolution  formally  adopted 
by  the  Senate." 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  aelaet  committee, 
in  addition  to  the  conclusion  made  erldaot 
by  the  foregoing  precedents,  that  the  vote  at 
the  Senate  on  April  10.  1068.  upon  Sesiate 
ReeoluUon  800.  83d  Oongreas,  3d  seeslan.  In- 
troduced by  Senator  Hatbsm  for  Mmeelf  i 
Senators  Onxarra.  MoamoHwr. 
and  HxHuaicxsoif .  to  obtain  the  aenae  at  tbm 
Senate  upon  the  right  and  power  of  the  Ooaa- 
mittee  on  Ruiee  and  Admlnlatrattoa  and  Ms 
Subcommittee  on  Privilages  and  Blectlona  to 
proceed  with  the  InveetlgatkMi  of  Senator 
McCaixht  under  Senate  Baaolutkm  187,  and 
to  obtain  a  vote  of  oonAdence  from  the  i 
ate  in  the  Integrity  of  the  oownmtttee 
bers,  carried  aU  the  Impltratlona.  and  waa  to 
the  same  effect,  aa  If  the  Somatc  toy  vote  had 
directed  that  committee  and  wittrwnmltlaa. 
on  August  6.  1951.  to  proceed  with  the  In- 
vesti^tlon  sought  by  Senate  Basoltttiam  187. 
It  is,  therefore,  the  opinion  of  the  select 
committee  that  it  was  not  necessary  for 
Senate  Resolution  187  to  have  been  adapted 
by  the  Senate. 
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and  after  lt8S«    As  a  nwtter  of  fact,  the  subr 
ooanmrnaa  slnoa  19Sa  has  oonsUted  of  thref 


(«■«(  Apva  10.  un,  wbaa  tbt 
acUona  oC  thi  HHMWiBiBina*  oi  Mvlltgw 
mat  tbm  tetagr^oC  Ha; 

Of  a»  to  a.  tl»nniaiHfi»  and 

WOT*  aaUBt  wttlilB  tta  powar  and  JmMtto- 

tkm. 

Hm  Jtirisdletloa  of  tba  Subeoasmtttaa  on 
PriTlIt^  and  atoetknis  wa*  not  Haftttad  to 
the'  eOBdaet  «C  Omator  McCabtht  eonneetod 
wttti  rtauttoaa  onlj  Imt  estanded  to  aets  to- 
taXtf  oaeoniMeMI  with  daetlou  mattcra,  tout 
irietaal  to  inquiries  relatliiff  to 
mafliakiit.  and  esnsura.  Tbe  da- 
bats  tn  tiM  Ssaataand  ttao  voi*«f  the  Sensts 


ttiis  aixHadaiitiy  dsar.    (Sss 
ftmriimt,  -wtL  M.  pt.  S,  ] 


08.  Ont  of  flia  prlndpal  porposss  of 
the  IntrodUBtlan  of  fienats  Bosotutlbn  800 
was  to  adtoB  or  dsay  tlis  oontsatlon  of  asn- 
•tor  MoCumnr  t<hat  tiM  BubooBUBoittee  on 
PrtvUeses  and  Slaetlons  laeked  Juriadftetkm  to 
invest^ta  siXh  aets  as  were  not  eonneeted 
with  elaetlaas  and  campaigns.  Senate  Res- 
olution 107.  introdueed  by  Senat<»  Benton. 
proTlded  for  an  In'vvstlgatlon  wtth  referenoe 
to  the  othw  acts  ot  Senator  McCastht  stoce 
his  election  to  the  Senato  (tn  the  fall  of 
iMt),  as  mlfht  be  approprlato  to  carry  out 
the  pmposea  of  the  resolution.  It  Is  clear. 
thsraCore.  that  the  subcommittee  had  the 
right  and  the  powar  to  Investigate  the  acta 
of  Baaator  Mc^Ustht  at  least  since  January 
1047,  Wbm  tkmU  Bcsolutlon  187  did  not 
Itself  spselfy  any  chargM  against  Senator 
ifcCABTKr.  the  dtatges  pending  upon  ttie 
Subcommittee  on  PrlTUeges  and  Bectlons 
were  known  to  Senator  IfcCAarar  and  were 
dlsdoeed  to  hha  In  detaU  in  the  correspond- 
ence between  blm  and  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommlttae.  Most  of  the  six  charges  re- 
ferred clearly  to  activities  of  Senator  Mc- 
Ca^tbt  after  January  1947.  It  may  be.  al- 
though this  select  committee  la  not  In  a 
poeltloo  to  so  decide,  that  some  parte  of  the 
Investigations  and  prooeedlngi  of  the  Sub- 
c<»nmlttee  on  PrlvUeges  and  Elections  were 
ooneemed  with  matters  arising  before  Janu- 
ary 1047.  but  It  Is  the  Judgment  of  this  select 
committee  that  this  extension  of  power  and 
authority  did  not  Ipso  facto  nullify  the  power 
and  ]url«Uctk>n  of  that  suboonunittee  to 
proceed  with  Its  lawful  duties  and  powers. 

It  Is,  therefore,  the  Judgment  of  the  select 
committee  that  for  the  purposes  of  the  lures- 
ent  ln(|ulry.  it  can  be  stated  that  the  OU- 
letta-Hennlngs  Sobocwunlttee  on  Privileges 
and  Beetlons  was  not  acting  beyond  Its 
power  and  jurisdiction  so  far  as  forming  a 
basis  for  the  possible  censure  of  Senator 
MoGaaratT  1^  reason  of  his  ccmduct  In  rela- 
tion with  and  toward  that  subooounittee. 

5.  The  Olllatto-Hannlngs  Suboonunittee  on 
PrtvUsges  and  Bsotions  was  a  lawfully  con- 
stttutsd  eemaattee: 

As  shown  toy  the  testimony  taken  in  this 
proceeding,  tha  sMwoounlttee  orlginaUy  had 
five  memban.  After  the  resignations  of 
Senators  Wkuna  and  axLurrm,  and  the  re- 
duction oi  tbm  nnatitosr  of  aetlng  members 
to  S,  Senator  Haraaw.  diairman  of  the  com- 
mittee on  BKOm  and  Adminlstratton.  the 
parent  eaaualttee,  decided  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  OH  the  a  vacancies,  and  that 
the  work  of  tha  antoecaaaalttee  would  be  bet- 
ter pcrfonned  by  the  smaller  number.  After 
that  time.  Senator  IfoMBomr  resigned,  and 
Sanator  HsTSBir  then  apptrinted  hlniBelf  to 
that  vacancy,  eo  that  the  suboommlttee  oon- 
tlnnsd  wtth  thrsa  members. 

Senator  Ratsbw  tastlfled  that  there  was  no 
rule  of  the  paiwnt  eommlttee  or  suboom- 
mittee  whieU  wae  contrary  to  the  procedure 
adopted  la  this  ease,  and  that  the  procedure 
was  consonant  with  the  practioe  both  before 


With  tha  apiHoval  of  Senator  McCAaTHt 
and  his  counsel,  testimony  was  taken  froa^ 
Charles  L..Watklns.  ths  Senate  Parliamenf 
tarian.  upon  the  status  and  legality  of  tho 
Olllatte-Henalngs  subcommittee.  This  tes^ 
tlnony  appears  on  page  636  of  the  hearings. 
and  aaay  be  epltomlaed  as  followa: 

**1.  The  three-member  subcommittee,  a^ 
.  oonatttuted  by  Senator  Hatoxm,  after  tbo 
realgnatlon  of  Senator  Mombonit,  by  apx 
pointing  himself  as  the  third  member,  was 
a  legal  eomnUttee  for  the  discharge  of  regu- 
lar buslnees  under  the  rules  and  precedents 
of  the  Senate. 

*!2.  There  was  no  mandatory  requirement 
for  a  duUrman  to  fill  a  vacancy  on  a  sub- 
committee. 

"3.  duklmum  Hatden  of  the  parent  Com- 
■  mittse  on  Rulee  and  Administration,  had 
the  right  to  appoint  himself  a  member  of 
tha  Suboonunittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions, without  submitting  the  appointment 
to  the  Oonunlttee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion, for  prior  approval  or  subsequent  ratlfl* 
cation. 

"4.  This  was  particularly  true  when  tha 
Senate  was  not  in  seeslon. 

"6.  Chairman  HATSEir  bad  the  right  to  reo» 
ognlae  Sniator  Hxmninos  as  cbalnnan  of  the 
Subetxamlttee  on  Privileges  and  Electiona, 
and  had  the  right  to  appoint  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee. 

"9.  The  subcommittee  of  3  members  hag 
the  right  to  designate  1  member  aa  a  legal 
quorum  for  the  purpose  of  taking  testimony. 
"7.  The  subcommittee  of  3  members  was 
authorlasd  and  had  the  duty  to  make  a  re- 
port to  the  full  committee,  signed  by  its  t 
members.  Senstors  Hxmraiae.  Hatokn.  and 
HsMoeicKSON.  and  file  the  report  with  the 
full  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administratioo, 
with  Senator  Hatdbn  as  chairman. 

"8.  In  a  quasl-Judlclal  proceeding  such  aa 
an  expulsion  matter,  although  3  of  the  origi- 
nal 6  members  ot  th«»  Subcommittee  oa 
PrlvUeges  and  Klectlonii  have  resigned,  al- 
though 3  of  the  vacancies  liave  not  been 
filled,  and  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  og 
Rules  and  Administration  has  appointed 
himself  to  the  third  vacancy  on  the  subcom- 
mittee, that  suboonunittee  of  3  members  had 
the  right  to  nie  a  valid  legal  report  with  the 
parent  ctHnmittee,  when  lees  than  half  of 
Ite  original  5  4nembers  have  heard  th« 
evidence." 

0.  It  was  not  necessar:  for  the  subconunit- 
tee  to  subpena  Senator  McCastbt  : 

A  question  has  been  raised  in  these  pro- 
ceedings whether  it  wss  necessary  for  the 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  to 
subpena  Senator  McCartht  to  appear  before 
it. 

According  to  his  testimony,  he  had  no  de- 
sire to  appear  liefore  the  subcommittee  and 
advised  the  chairman  that  he  would  not  ap- 
pear before  It  to  answer  the  charges  mad« 
against  him  and  pending  before  that  sub« 
conunlttee,  unless  he  was  ordered  so  to  do. 
The  provisions  of  the  Legislative  Reorgani- 
sation A6t,  above  referred  to,  make  it  cleat 
that  the  subcommittee  had  the  power  and 
right  to  require  the  attendance  of  Senator 
MoCaBTHT  for  pxurpoaes  of  investigation  and 
ezanUnatlon  "by  subpena  or  otherwise."  if 
can  be  stated,  therefore,  categorlcaUy,  that 
It  was  not  necessary  few  the  subcommlttea 
to  issue  ite  subpena  for  liim.  Section  134-A 
of  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  does 
refer  to  requiring  the  attendance  of  wit- 
neeeee.  and  the  select  committee  Is  of  the 
opinion  that  an  invitation  to  appear,  is  not 
such  action  indicating  a  requirement  to  ap4 
pear  as  Is  contemplated  by  the  act.  It  is  tha 
opinion  of  the  select  eonuaittee  that  a  re.* 
quest  to  appear,  such  as  the  letter  and  tele« 
gram  from  the  subcommittee  to  Senator 
IIcCastht  dated  November  21,  1952,  was 
sufflClent  (aside  from  any  question  whether 
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Senator  McCaitht  received  them  In  tln|e)  to 
meet  the  requiremente  of  the  law.  Tl^  re- 
lated questions  whether  Senator  M0C4BTBT 
was  repeatedly  invited  to  appear. ,  and 
whether  he  should  have  appeared  even  trlth- 
out  invltetlon  and  without  request  or,  sub- 
pena, are  considered  hereinafter.  . 

7.  Senator  McCastht  wiu  repeated^  In- 
vited to  appear:  The  select  commlttea  has 
carefully  considered  all  the  letters  lu  evi- 
dence between  Senator  McCabtht  ang  the 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Slectlona. 
and  all  the  testimony  relating  to  his  apiiear- 
ance  before  the  subconunlttee.  The  facte 
relating  to  whether  or  not  Senator  McCi^XTKT 
was  repeatedly  invited  to  appear  befora  that 
subcommittee  In  order  to  make  answai  to 
the  very  serious  charges  against  his  char- 
acter and  his  activities  In  the  Senate  have 
already  been  found  by  the  select  oomsMttae 
and  Incorporated  hereinabove  as  flndltig  oC 
fact.  This  evidence  and  this  testimony,  upon 
analysis,  has  convinced  the  select  coEJunlt- 
tee  that  Senator  McCaitht  was  invitfd  by 
that  subcommittee  to  appear  before  it  in 
order  to  aid  its  investigation  and  to  give 
answer  to  the  charges  made  against  him  and 
pending  before  that  subcommittee.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  Senator  McCabtht  wrote 
to  Chairman  OiLLrrrx  under  date  of  Sep- 
tember 17.  1951,  stating  that  he  Intended 
to  appear  to  question  witnesses  (see  finding 
of  fact  No.  7).  Senator  McCartht  wi<s  in- 
vited to  appear  before  the  subcommlttfce  by 
letter  of  September  25.  1951  (finding  o^  fact 
No.  8).  by  letter  of  October  1,  1951  (lidding 
of  fact  No.  10) ,  by  letter  of  December  21,  1981 
(finding  of  fact  No.  20),  by  letter  of  I^ay  7, 
1952  (finding  of  fact  No.  30) ,  by  letter  of  May 
10,  1952  (finding  of  fact  No.  33).  and  by  let- 
ter of  November  7.  1952  (finding  of  fadt  No. 
35).  ' 

8.  It  was  the  duty  of  Senator  McCabtht 
to  accept  the  repeated  Invitations  bj  the 
subcommittee  and  hU  failure  to  appea('  waa 
obstructive  of  the  processes  of  the  Sdnato. 
for  no  formal  order  or  subpena  should  be 
necessary  to  bring  Senators  before  Senate 
committees  when  their  own  honor  and  the 
honor  of  the  Senate  are  at  Issue: 

The  matters  against  Senator  McCaitht 
under  Investigation  by  the  GUlette-Henhlngs 
subcommittee  were  of  a  serious  natiu-e.  Ap- 
parently. Senator  McCastht  knew  the  nature 
of  these  matters  since  he  testified: 

"I  know  all  about  this  matter:  I  have  been 
living  with  It.  It  had  been  under  way.  They 
had  been  going  far  beyond  the  resolution, 
investigating  things  they  had  no  right  to  in- 
vestigate; going  back  beyond  the  time  that 
1  was  even  old  enough  to  run  for  Senator, 
Investigating  the  Income-tez  returns  eg  my 
father,  who  died  before  I  was  elected.  So  I 
knew  those  facte"  (p.  385  of  the  hearing). 

Purthermcx-e  Chairman  On.i.RTK  speclAed 
one  of  the  matters  against  Senator  McKZiMrXBT 
(that  of  the  Lustron  payment),  in  hl«  let- 
ter of  May  7,  1952.  to  Senator  McCsarBT 
(p.  32  of  the  hearings),  and  Chairman  hrw- 
Mmcs  specified  all  six  of  the  matter  la  hU 
letter  to  Senator  McCastrt  of  November 
21,  1952  (p.  46  of  the  hearings). 

The  mere  reading  of  these  matter!  (p. 
46  of  the  hearings)  without  deciding  or  at- 
tempting to  decide  whether  they  are  true  or 
not,  makes  It  clear  that  the  honesty,  slficer- 
Ity,  character,  and  conduct  of  Senator  Mc- 
Castht  were  under  inquiry.  It  is  the  apin- 
lon  of  the  select  committee  that  when  the 
personal  honor  and  official  conduct  of  a  Sen- 
ator of  the  United  States  are  in  question  be- 
fore a  duly  constituted  committee  of  the 
Senate,  the  Senator  Involved  owes  a  duty  to 
himself,  hla  Stete,  and  to  the  Senate,  to 
appear  promptly  and  cooperate  fully  ^hea 
called  by  a  Senate  committee  charged  with 
the  reeponslbUlty  of  inquiry.  This  muat  ba 
the  rule  If  the  dignity,  honor,  authority,  and 
powers  of  the  Senate  are  to  be  respected  and 
maintained.  This  duty  could  not  and  was 
not  fulfilled  by  questioning  the  authprlty 
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pendittu*e  at  public  funds,  ijr  even  by  eharg- 
ing  that  the  suboomatttaii  was  permttttng 
itself  to  be  used  to  serv«  t2ie  cause  at  com- 
munism. Whan  persons  Iz;  high  places  tall 
to  set  and  meet  high  standards,  the  people 
loae  faith.  If  our  people  lotte  faith,  our  form 
of  government  caimot  Ion;  endiure. 

The    appearance    which    we    belteve    was 
necessary  was  befora  s  subtiommittee  of  the 


their  dutlaa. 

The  same  attitude  was  sususeiid  in  tba 
statement  given  to  the  press  by  Senator  lic- 
oaaawT  on  January  %,  196S  (p.  08  of  tha 
beartaga). 

The  letten  to  Senator  IfbCsKtsr  from 
Chairman  Onxcmc.  later  from  Chairman 
Hswwmos,  and  the  letter  from  Chairman 
Haiubsi.  were  uniformly  courteous  and  co- 


Bls  pabllestotoment  with  ref erenoe  to  aea- 
ator  Bmnmxxmtm  was  Tulgar  and  iiwulUun. 
Any  Senator  haa  the  right  to  quaetion.  esttl- 
ciae.  differ  from,  or  oondemn  aa  *'*»«««^  mt^^i^n 
ot  the  body  of  which  be  Is  a  Member,  or  of  tha 
constituent  committees  which  ara  wotkli^ 
arms  of  the  Senate  In  proper  language.  But 
he  ham  no  right  to  impugn  the  motives  of 
individual  Senators  "^tp^islWe  tor  nWi  lal 
action,  nor  to  reflect  iqwn  thalr  paraonal 
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Senste.  through  ite  norms  1  proceeses.  had 
confided  a  mater  affecting  its  own  honor  and 
integrity.  In  such  a  case  legal  process  was 
not  and  should  not  bs  required. 

g.  The  request  of  November  21,  1053,  to 
Senator  MoCabtut  to  appesr  did  not  form  a 
legal  l>asis  for  contempt,  but  his  reply  of 
Decembev  1.  1062.  was.  in  itself,  contuma- 
cious in  character: 

As  appears  from  the  fln«ii^p  of  f^ct.  Sen- 
ator McCartht  was  formally  requested  to 
appear  by  letter  and  by  telegram  from  Sub- 
committee Chairman  Hknnikgs.  dated  No- 
vember 21,  1962.  The  request  was  that  he 
appear  b^ore  the  sut>commlttee  between 
November  23  and  Notembei  25,  1852  (p.  40 
of  the  hearings). 

Senator  McCastrt  testiflal  thst  he  was  in 
Wisconsin,  on  a  hunting  trip,  and  that  he 
did  not  see  the  letter  or  telegram  until  No- 
vember 38,  1093  (p.  308  oJ  the  hearings). 
The  select  committee  accepts  thU  testimony 
as  true. 

Considering  this  request  ss  a  formal  re- 
quest, and  Senator  McCAaroT  being  unable 
to  appear  In  the  dates  flxecl  because  he  did 
not  know  of  the  request  in  time,  we  believe 
that  this  request,  considered  independent- 
ly, would  not  be  contempt  in  the  ordinary 
legal  sense,  but  we  think  -Jm  letter  which 
he  wrote  in  reply  to  the  request  was  con- 
tumacious in  ite  entire  form  and  manner  of 
expression  when  directed  at  a  committee  of 
the  Senate  seeking  to  act  ujjon  a  matter  re- 
ferred to  It  (p.  61  of  the  heiuings). 

10.  The  conduct  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  toward  the  Subconunlttee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  waii  contemptuous, 
independently  of  his  failure  to  appear: 

We  have  considered  carelully  all  of  the 
correspondence  and  all  the  conduct,  rela- 
tion, and  attitude  of  Senator  McCastbt  to- 
ward the  Sut>commlttee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections.  We  believe  it  fsL-  to  say  on  the 
evidence  in  this  record  that  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  did  not  intend  to  ap- 
pear l>efare  thst  subcommittee  for  examina- 
tion. 

He  first  questioned  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
subcommlttae  to  Inquire  Int)  any  but  elec- 
tion chargea.  Later  he  contended  that  the 
subcommittee  was  investlgatiog  conduct  pre- 
ceding Ills  election  to  the  Senate,  and  that, 
therefore,  ite  acUvltlas  were  lllcgpal. 


right  to  expect  from  coUeagues.  There  is  no 
Justilleatlon  in  this  record  for  the  harsh 
crttidanis  directed  by  Senator  McCastbt  to 
the  subconunlttee,  in  letters  apparenUy 
eometlmes  given  to  the  press  tiefore  receipt 
by  the  person  to  whom  directed  (p.  37  of 
the  hearinsi). 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  select  committee 
that  this  conduct  of  Senator  McCastbt  waa 
contemptuous,  independently  of  his  failure 
to  appear  before  the  subcommittee. 

11.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  did 
"denounce"  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  wltliout  JiistUlca- 
tkm: 

We  feel  that  the  fact  that  SenatOT  Mc- 
Cartht denounced  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  BlecUons  U  established  by  ref- 
erence to  a  few  of  the  Icttera  In  the  exchange 
of  oorraapondence.  In  Ills  letter  of  Decem- 
ber 6.  1B61  (p.  34  of  the  hearings) ,  to  Chair- 
man OnxRn,  Senator  McCartht  states  that 
when  the  subcommittee,  without  Senate  au- 
thorization. Is  "spending  tens  of  thousands 
of  taxpayers'  dollars  for  the  sole  purpoae  of 
'**tff*'*g  up  campaign  material  against  Mc- 
Cartht. then  the  committee  is  guilty  of 
stealing  Jiist  as  clearly  as  though  the  mem- 
bers engaged  in  picking  the  pockete  of  the 
taxpayers  and  turning  tlie  loot  over  to  the 
Denwcrat  Nattonal  Oonunlttee."  Such  lan- 
gusge  directed  by  a  Senator  toward  a  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  pursuing  ite  authqrlaed 
functions  Is  clearly  Intemperate,  in  bad  taste, 
and  unworthy  of  a  Member  of  this  body. 

These  accusations  l>y  Senator  McCabtht 
are  continued  and  repeated  In  his  letter  to 
Chairman  OnxErrx  dated  December  19.  1961 
(p.  37  of  the  hearings).  Under  date  of 
March  31,  1BS3  (p.  SO  of  the  hearings) ,  Sen- 
ator MOCaxtht  wrote  to  Senator  Hatdcv, 
chairman  of  the  parent  Committee  on  Rxiles 
and  AdnUnlstratlon  that:  "As  you  know.  I 
wrote  Senator  OnxsTTX,  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee,  that  I  consider  this  a  com- 
pletely dishonest  handling  of  taxpayers' 
money."  Similar  language  Is  used  in  Sen- 
ator MoCastbt's  letters  down  to  the  last 
dated  December  1.  1952  (p.  61  of  the  hear- 
ings). 

If  Senator  McCartbt  bad  any  Justlflcatlon 
for  such  denunciation  of  the  subcommittee, 
he  should  have  presented  It  at  these  hear- 
ings. His  failure  so  to  do  leaves  his  denun- 
ciation of  officers  of  the  Senate  without  any 


He  also  steted  that  he  would  not  appear     foundation  In  this  record. 


unless  he  were  given  the  rifht  to  cross-ex- 
amine witnesses.  We  faal  thst  this  right 
should  have  been  accorded  ti  him  and  that 
upon  proper  request,  either  tx>  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules  and  AdministniUon.  of  which 
Senator  IfcCARTRT  was  a  mrmbsr  (p.  37  of 
the  hearings),  or  to  the  Senate  itself,  he 
could  have  obtained  this  rlgbt.  but  that  to 
any  event,  this  cannot  be  a  :ustiflcation  for 
contemptuous  conduct. 

The  letters  of  Senator  McCabtht  to  the 
respective  chairmen  of  the  subcommittee 
dsted  December  8.  1051  (p.  34  of  the  hear- 
ings) ,  December  19,  1081  (p.  27  of  the  hear- 
ings) .  March  21.  1063  (p.  80  of  the  heaHngs) , 
May  8.  1053  (p.  S3  of  the  hearings) ,  May  8. 
1062  (p.  86  of  the  hearings).  May  11.  1082 
(p.  44  of  the  hearings),  and  December  1, 
1062  (p.  51  of  the  hearings),  i\n  clearly  oon- 
temptuous.  disrsgarding  entirely  his  duty  to 
cooperate,  rkilcuiing  the  sub:»3mmlttee,  ac- 
cusing theee  eommlttee  oOctn  of  the  Sen- 
ate with  dishonesty  and  impugning  their 
motives,  and  making  it  impoisfble  for  them 


The  members  of  the  subcommittee  were 
Senators  representing  the  people  of  sovereign 
Stetes.  They  were  performing  official  duties 
of  the  Senate.  Every  Senator  Is  understand- 
ably Jealous  of  his  honor  and  integrity,  but 
this  does  not  bar  Inquiry  into  his  conduct, 
since  the  Constitution  expressly  makes  the 
Senstor  the  gruardian  of  his  own  honor. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  select  committee 
that  these  charges  of  political  waste  and  dis- 
honesty for  improper  motives  were  denun- 
ciatory and  unjustified. 

In  this  connection,  sttentlon  Is  directed  to 
the  chsrges  referred  to  this  committee  relat- 
ing to  words  uttered  by  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisoonsln  about  individual  Senators. 

It  has  been  estebllshed,  without  denial 
and  In  fact  with  confirmation  and  reitera- 
tion, that  Senator  McCastht.  to  reference  to 
the  official  actions  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  (Mr.  RxwDaxacsoit],  as  a  member 
of  the  SulKommlttee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions, questioned  both  his  moral  courage  and 
his  mental  ability. 


If  the  rules  and  proeeduies 
no  Senator  could  have  flwedom  of  actSoa  to 
perform  hU  assigned  ooamitttee  duttos.  If  a 
Senator  must  first  glv«  eoewtderatton  to 
whether  an  oOcial  action  aan  ba  wantonly 
Impugned  by  a  oolleagua.  as  having  been  1 
ttvated  by  a  lack  of  the  vary  qualittea 
capacities  every  Senator  la  presunaed  to  : 
the  proceeses  <rf  the  Senate  win  toe  < 

12.  The  conduct  of  Senator  MoCaarHr'haa 
been  contumacious  toward  tha  Senate  by 
fslllng  to  explato  three  of  the  queetloiM 
raised  in  the  subcommittee's  report:        r 

The  report  of  the  subcommittee  was'flled 
on  January  2.  1968.  Since  that  Ume  B^tor 
McCartht  has  given  to  the  Senate,  on  tha 
Senate  floor,  an  ezidanatlon  of  the  Livtrtm 
matter  only.  Of  the  other  8  matters  men- 
tloned  in  the  November  21,  1962,  letter  toy 
Chairman  Hzmnwoe,  8  are  of  serious  nature, 
reflecting  upon  Senator  McCartht's  charac- 
ter and  integrity,  and  have  not  been  answeiad 
either  before  the  Senate  or  before  any  at  ite 
committees. 

It  Is  our  opinion  that  the  failure  of  Sen- 
ator McCaxtht  to  explato  to  the  Senate  ttiese 
matters:  (1)  Whether  funds  collected  to  flght 
communism  were  diverted  to  other  puipoaea 
Inuring  to  his  personal  advantage;  (S) 
whether  certato  of  his  official  activities  www 
motivated  by  aelf-lnterest;  and  (8)  vrhetlier 
certain  of  his  activities  to  senatorial  cam- 
paigns tovolved  violations  of  the  law;  waa 
conduct  contumacious  toward  the  Senate  and 
injurious  to  ite  effectiveness,  dignity,  te- 
sponslbUltles.  processes,  and  prestige. 

13.  The  reelection  of  Senator  MoCaxtbt  to 
1962  did  not  settle  these  mstters: 

This  question  is  answered  in  part  by  otor 
conclusions  that  the  Senate  Is  a  conttoulng 
txKly  and  has  power  to  censure  a  Senator  fOr 
conduct  occurring  during  his  prior  term  as 
Senator,  and  in  part  by  the  fact  that  some 
of  the  contumacious  conduct  occurred  after 
his  reelection,  notebly  the  letter  of  Decem- 
ber 1,  1952.  The  Senate  ml^t  have  pro- 
ceeded with  this  matter  to  1058  or  earlier  to 
1954  had  the  necessary  resolution  been  pro- 
posed. 

Some  of  the  questions,  notably  the  use  for 
private  purposes  of  funds  contributed  for 
fighting  communism,  were  not  raised  until 
after  the  election.  The  people  of  Wlaconsto 
could  pass  only  upon  what  was  known  to 
them. 

Nor  do  we  believe  that  tha  reelectton  of 
Senator  McCartht  by  the  people  of  Wlaoon« 
sin  in  the  fall  of  106S  r*iV>rit  his  conduct 
toward  the  Suboonunittee  on  PrlvUeges  and 
Elections.  The  charge  is  that  **rmt'rr  Mc- 
Cartht was  guilty  at  contempt  of  the  Senate 
or  a  senatorial  committee.  Neoeasarily.  thla 
is  a  matter  for  the  Senate  and  the  Senate 
alone.  The  people  of  Wlaconsto  can  only  paaa 
upcm  iBsvtes  Iwf ore  them;  they  cannot  forgivo 
an  attack  by  a  Senator  upon  the  totsgrity  of 
the  Senate's  processea  and  Ite  conualttasi^ 
That  is  tha  business  of  the  Senate. 

D.  Conclusions 

It  is,  therefore,  the  conclusion  at  the  select 
committee  that  the  conduct  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wlsoonsto  toward  the  Suboom- 
mlttee on  Privileges  and  Bections,  toward  Ite 
members,  todudlng  toe  stotement  ooocem- 
ing  Senator  Hxmiaicxaoir  acting  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  sxibooBunittee,  and  toward  tha 
Senate,  was  contemptuous,  oontrunadotta, 
and  denunciatory,  without  reason  or  justlfl- 
catton,   and  was  obstructive   to    legtalative 
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4.  Summmrp  of  cvtdeno* 

purmamnt  to  «&•  cfttagary 
qC  MMOunfiiBent  ot  XTnttwl 
^«o  noiato  ttM  IMT  wad  tbnta 
o«tt»  «(  oAm  «r  ■aentiv*  ardns,"  reeslTad 
»>t»lwony  JTWgardteg: 

by  lir.  PnLmoR 

(&  Bm.  301>  to  eoMfim  Um 

Wtaooiiita.  Mr.  lioCAKiR.  vts: 

*'(S)  XI»|«iMar  Senator  ftom  WiMonatn 
opmly.  In  «  poMIe  mannw  before  natton- 
wiOm  >iJ«?liloD,  lavttad  and  orgad  amptoyaa 
at  nam  tkommmmttni  oC  tte  United  State*  to 
Tlotata  tlM  law  and  tbalr  oa^  of  oAoa." 

9l  AinaadBMiDit  jmnmaxl  by  ICr.  Mooh  to 
tba  waomtloo  <&  Baa.  aoi)  to  oanamra  tba 
SasAtor  tram  Wlaaanaln.  Mr.  McCarht,  via: 

"48)  Openly  Inirtted  and  Incited  waployeee 
of  tba  Oovanunant  to  vKdata  tba  law  and 
their  oatba  ot  oOoa  by  urging  them  to  make 
•▼aUable  IntormaUon,  InOludlng  claaalfled 
latormatlon.  which  In  the  oplxilon  of  the 
employaea  oould  baof  aaalstanoe  to  the  Jun- 
ior BMiator  trom  Wlaooniln  In  eonductlng 
hla  InTaatlgatlona.  even  though  the  suppty- 
Ing  o<  auch  Infonnatlon  by  the  onployee 
would  be  llla^U  and  In  violation  of  Presiden- 
tial order  and  contrary  to  the  constitutional 
rights  of  the  Chief  CiaeutiTe  under  the  sep- 
aratkm-of-powera  doctrine." 

This  catagarj  Involyes  alleged  statements 
by  Senirtor  MoC«anrr  made  at  and  during 
the  hearings  before  the  Special  Subcommit- 
tee on  Xnvaetigattona  for  the  Coiumlttee  on 
GoTHmment  Operations  ot  the  United  States 
Senate  puzsnant  to  Senate  ReaOlutlon  188. 
and  reveals  the  fcdlowlng  spedflc  charges: 

1.  "That  Senator  MoCaixht  openly.  In  ft 
public  manner  before  nationwide  television. 
Invited,  urged,  and  Incited  employees  of  the 
Qovemment  to  violate  the  law  and  their 
oaths  of  oOce. 

a.  "That  he  Invited,  urged,  and  incited 
such  en^oyees  to  give  him  classified  Infor- 
mation. 

8.  That  the  supplying  of  such  classified 
information  by  such  employees  would  be  Il- 
legal, In  violation  ot  Presidential  orders  and 
contrary  to  ^le  constitutional  rights  of  the 
Chief  Sxecutlve.** 

The  committee  received  documentary  evi- 
dence m  the  fonn  of  excerpts  from  the 
printed  record  of  the  testimony  taken  and 
published  by  the  Special  Subcmnmlttee  on 
Inveetlgattona  for  the  Committee  on  Oov- 
emment  Oparatlona,  oral  testimony  by  Sen- 
ator McCmrkt  In  his  own  behalf,  and  re- 
ceived documentary  evidence  offered  by  him 
from  the  nporto  of  the  Internal  Securl^ 
Subcommittee  and  the  Committee  on  the 
Judlelary  of  the  SenMe  wherein  Oovenunent 
worken  wan  Invited  to  «iq>irty  certain  Inf  or- 
matlen  to  aonfFaaslonal  oommltteca. 

rnua  the  ■firaraantkmad  rrtevant  and 
eompetant  evldaBoe  and  teattanony  ao  ad- 
duced, the  atfoet  eommlttee  regards  the  fol- 
lowing aa  having  been  eetaUished: 

That  at  the  »**w»1ng»  of  the  Permanent 
Subooounlttea  ea  Investlgatlona  for  the 
Committee  on  Oovemment  Operations,  fol- 
lowing aa  attempt  by  Senator  MoCasnrr  to 
question  Seeratary  Stevens  about  the  "2^- 
pege  doeimMnt,"  and  fcdlowing  queetlonlng 
by  certain  mambers  of  that  subcommittee. 
relaUve  to  the  IsgaUty  of  hla  receiving  and 
using  the  document,  the  Senator  made  the 
replies  or  statements  which  are  the  subject 
of  this  category  of  chargea. 

At  tboae  hearings  Senator  McCabtwt  took 
the  poaltlon  that — 

"  *  *  •  X  would  Ilka  to  notify  thoee  a  mU- 
ll(m  Pederal  es^rtosfeea  that  I  feel  it  Is  their 
duty  to  give  us  Miy  inf  orinatlon  which  they 
have  about  gntt,  corruption,  communism, 
treason,  and  that  there  is  no  loyalty  to  a 


whlift  ean  tower  above  and 
beyond  thair  loyalty  to  their  country  •  •  •  ^ 
(having  nootd.  p.  87). 

"Again,  I  want  to  compliment  the  Ind^ 
TldnalB  who  have  placed  their  oaths  to  dw> 
fend  the  country  against  enemies — and  cei^ 
talnly  Ooaununlsts  are  enemlee — above  and 
beyond  any  Prealdential  directive  •  •  •** 
(hearing  saeocd,  p.  87). 

"  *  •  •  X  think  that  the  oath  which  every 
pcracm  in  this  Oovemment  takes,  to  prote<fC 
and  defend  thle  country  egainet  all  enemlee. 
foreign  and  domestic,  tliat  oath  towera  far 
above  any  Presidential  vecrecy  directive. 
And  X  Will  oontlntM  to  receive  informatioh 
■uoH  aa  I  received  tlie  other  day  •  •  •  *• 
(hearing  record,  p.  m)^ 

-  •  •  •  that  1  have  instructed  a  vast 
number  of  theee  employees  that  they  aie 
dutybound  to  give  me  information  even 
though  some  little  bureaucrat  has  stamped 
It  'secret'  to  protect  himself"  (hearing  reo- 
oed.  p.  87). 

*T  dont  think  any  Oovemment  employoe 
can  deny  the  people  the  right  to  know  what 
the  facts  are  by  using  a  rubber  stamp  in 
stamping  something  'secret'"  (hearing  red- 
ord.  p.  88). 

"  •  •  •  while  I  am  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee X  will  receive  all  the  information  1 
can  get  about  wrongd(rtng  in  the  executiw 
branch"  (p.  88  of  the  bearings). 

"I  think  that  oath  to  defend  our  country 
against  all  enemies  foreign  and  domestlt. 
towers  above  and  beyond  any  loyalty  you 
might  have  to  the  head  of  a  bureau  or  to  the 
head  of  a  department"  (p.  90  of  the  hea«- 
Inga). 

"I  am  an  authralaed  person  to  receive  id- 
formation  In  regard  to  any  wrongdoing  In 
the  executive  branch.  When  you  say  'classt- 
fled  documents,'  Mr.  Sticikoton.  certainly  I 
am  not  authoriaed  to  receive  anythli« 
which  would  diviUge  the  names  of,  we  wHl 
aay.  Informants,  of  Army  Intelligence,  any- 
thing which  would  in  any  way  compromlee 
their  Inveatigative  technique,  and  that  soft 
of  thing.  •  •  •  "  (p.  81  of  the  hearings). 

"  •  •  •  no  one  can  deny  xis  information 
by  stamping  something  'classified' "  (p.  flS 
of  the  hearings) . 

"Any  committee  which  has  Jurlsdictioti 
over  a  subject  has  the  right  to  receive  the 
Information.  The  stamp  on  the  document,  I 
would  say.  Is  not  controlling  •  •  •  "  (p.  90 
of  the  hearings). 

•••  •  •  anyone  who  has  evidence  of  wrong. 
doing,  has  not  only  the  right  but  the  duty  to 
biing  that  evidence  to  a  congressional  coni- 
mlttee"  (p.  92  of  «ie  hearings) . 

That  the  Senator,  at  the  hearings  of  the 
select  committee,  admitted  making  some  of 
the  foregoing  statements  charged  against 
him  (pp.  201-383  of  the  hearings),  and  did 
not  deny  having  made  the  others.  At  thele 
hearings.  Seiiator  McCabtht  took  an  afflf- 
mative  position  relative  to  the  followlqg 
question  of  Senator  Bsvof : 

'^Senator,  when  you  made  the  statement 
which  Mr.  de  Furla  characterized  as  an  in- 
Titation  to  the  employees  of  the  executive 
departments,  did  you  mean  to  Invite  those 
employees  to  bring  to  you,  as  chairman  Of 
the  investigating  subcommittee,  informatloti 
relating  to  corruption,  wrongdoing,  commu- 
nism, or  treason  in  Government,  even  though 
euch  employees  could  find  such  informatloti 
only  in  documents  marked  'classified'  by  the 
department  In  wlilch  such  employees  were 
worklng?- 

By  Senator  McCAarHT.  "Tes"  (hearing*, 
record,  p.  417). 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing  which  the 
committee  believes  to  have  been  established, 
the  select  committee  received  the  foUowli^ 
additional  evidence  and  testimony: 

Senator  McCsstht  teatifled  in  his  own  be- 
half that— 

*****  X  was  not  asking  for  general  classi- 
fied information.  I  was  only  asking  for  evi- 
dence of  wrongdoing.      I  was  asking  these 


people  to  conform  with  the  criminal'  code 
which  requires  they  give  that  evidence'*  (p. 
362  of  the  hearings). 

"•  •  •  When  I  invited  them  to  gins  th* 
chairman  of  that  eommlttee  evidenM  of 
wrongdoing,  I  am  inviting  them  not  te  vio- 
late their  oath  of  odkM  but  to  oonfoem  to 
their  oath  of  c^ce  *  *  •"  (pp.  383  aiM  aSi 
of  the  hearings). 

"I  confined  this  Information  with  eegard 
to  illegal  activities  on  the  part  of  Federal 
employees.  It  did  not  include  general  elaast- 
fled  material  •  •  •  that  as  chairman  ef  the 
Oovemment  Operations  Ckxnmlttee  anM  the 
Investigation  committee.  If  I  did  not  try  to 
get  that  informBtlon.  then  I  should  be  sub- 
ject to  censiire"  (p.  265  of  the  hearing^). 

•'•  •  •  I  feel  very  strongly  that  if  Some- 
one In  the  executive  knows  of  wrongdottig,  of 
a  crime  being  committed,  and  they  ao  not 
bring  It  to  someone  who  will  act  on  1|  they 
are  almost  equally  guilty  •  •  •  and  let  me 
emphasize  again  I  am  not  asking  for  general 
classified  Information;  I  am  merely  asking 
for  evidence  of  wrongdoing.  I  majntaln 
that  you  cannot  hide  wrongdoing  by  u^ing  a 
rubber  stamp,  stamping  'Confidential/  'Se- 
cret,' or  'Top  Secret' — I  don't  care  what  clas- 
sification they  stamp  upon  it — as  long  as  it 
la  evidence  of  wrongdoing"  (p.  266  Of  the 
hearings). 

"I  am  referring  here,  obviously,  to  valid 
information"  (p.  394  of  the  hearings). 

The  Senator  contended  that  the  follpwing 
statutes  permitted,  even  imposed  a  duty 
upon.  Federal  employees  to  give  to  hi4i  the 
Information  so  requested: 

Title  V.  United  States  Code,  section  8^2  (d) 
(p.  264  of  the  hearings). 

Title  XVni.  United  States  Code,  section  4 
(p.  265  of  the  hearings). 

Title  XVIII,  United  States  Code,  section 
798  (p.  395  of  the  hearings). 

Senator  McCaktht  further  stated  th^t  the 
position  which  he  took  was  not  new  c^  un- 
precedented, but  that  the  Vice  President 
(then  Congressman)  Nixoh,  took  a  poaitiom 
much  stronger,  and  the  then  Senator  Hugo 
Black  In  1934  took  a  similar  position  io  the 
one  presently  taken  by  him  (p.  267  Of  the 
hearings).  He  Introduced  Into  the  record 
excerpts  from  a  report  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  1951.  Subversive  and  Illegal 
Aliens  In  the  United  States,  wherein  the 
subcommittee  Invited  the  employees  Of  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service  to 
report  to  the  subcommittee  laxity  la  en- 
forcement of  Immigration  laws  or  othe^  mat- 
ters affecting  national  security:  and  also 
parts  of  a  report  of  the  Internal  Security 
Subcommittee,  Interlocking  Subversion  in 
Oovemment  Departments,  wherein  Govern- 
ment workers  were  invited  to  supply  Infor- 
mation of  subversion  to  the  Federal  Bureau 
Of  Investigation  or  the  congresBlonal  oom* 
mlttees  (pp.  418  and  419  of  the  hearing). 
B.  Legal  issues  involved 

The  select  committee  believes  that  the 
charges  in  this  category,  and  the  eviilenoe 
and  testimony  thereunder  adduced,  glee  rise 
to  the  following  legal  or  quasi-legal  qu^tlon: 

1.  Whether  Senator  McCabtbt  openly  in- 
vited, incited,  and  urged  employees  off  the 
Oovemment  of  the  United  States  to  report 
to  him  Information  coming  to  their  atten- 
tion without  distinction  to  whether  qr  not 
contained   In   a   classified   document;   and 

thereby  to  violate  (a)  their  oath  of  office, 
(b)  the  law  of  the  United  States,  (c)  Hxecu- 
tlve  orders  and  directives. 

Senator  McCaktht  contended  at  the  hear- 
ings of  the  select  committee,  and  by  a  brief 
submitted  to  the  committee  by  his  coUnael, 
that  he  had  not  requested  classified  Infor- 
mation, but  only  information  relatiag  to 
"graft,  corruption.  Communist  infiltrfition. 
and  espionage"  and  that  such  information 
"could  not  be  Insulated  from  exposure  by  a 
rubber  stamp."  He  asserts  that  by  statute 
(U.  S.  C,  title  V,  sec.  652  (9))  Federal  em- 
ployees are  not  precluded  from  furnishing 
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such  information  to  a  Member  ef  Congress: 
indeed,  by  virtue  of  Unit«<l  States  Code, 
title  XVin.  section  4.  such  employees  have 
a  duty  to  give  such  Information.  He  twr- 
ther  contends  that,  as  ehalnnan  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Opcrationa.  a  duty 
is  impoeed  upon  him  by  tlie  Senate  itself 
to  get  such  information,  and  that  in  seek- 
ing this  Information  he  was  doing  no  more 
than  had  been  done  in  the  past  by  other 
Senators  and  senatorial  comooittees. 

The  oomznlttee  believes  that  from  a  read- 
ing of  the  entire  section  e£2  of  title  V,  It 
win   appear   that   this   portion   of    the   Civil 

Service  Act  of  1913  does  no  more  than  affirm 
that  Federal  employeeu  do  not  lose  or  for- 
feit any  of  their  rights  merely  by  virtue  of 
their  Federal  employment.  A  study  of  title 
XVIII,  section  4,  by  the  committee  leads  It 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  applies  only  to  per- 
sons possessing  actual  perscmal  knowledge 
of  the  actual  commission  of  a  felony,  as  dis- 
tinguished from  information  obtained  by 
reviewing  files. 

As  to  the  alleged  precedents  of  other  Sen- 
ators and  senatorial  committees,  the  com- 
mittee lias  taken  note  of  the  statements  con- 
tained in  the  reports  of  certain  senatorial 
committees  cited  by  Senator  McCaitht,  as 
expressing  the  ofllclal  opinion  of  the  mem- 
bers of  such  committees.  The  committee 
was  of  the  opinion  that  any  similar  state- 
ments of  other  Senators  are  expressions  of 
individuals  and  do  not  establish  senatorial 
precedent  unless  confirmed  by  official  action. 

The  charges  contained  in  this  category  In- 
volve the  right  of  the  legislative  branch  of 
the  Oovemment  to  investigate  the  executive 
branch  and  to  be  Informed  of  tlie  operations 
of  that  branch.  This  committee  believes 
that  the  principles,  frequently  enunciated  by 
the  Senate  and  Ita  committees,  sustaining 
the  right  of  the  Congress  to  be  inftMmed  of 
all  pertinent  facts  with  respect  to  the  op- 
erations of  the  executive  branch  should  not 
be  relsxed;  and  any  contrary  view  is  hereby 
disavowed.  These  principles  certainly  em- 
brace information  of  wrongdoing  hi  the  ex- 
ecutive branch  of  a  general  noiclasslfled 
natiire.  and  the  right  of  employees  to  Inform 
the  Congress  of  the  same. 

The  precedents  do  show  with  certitude, 
however,  that  the  Congress  has  the  consti- 
tutional power  to  investigate  activities  in 
the  executive  branch  to  determine  the  ad- 
vlsabUlty  of  enacting  new  laws  directed  to 
such  activities,  or  to  determine  whether  ex- 
isting laws  directed  to  such  activities  are 
being  executed  in  accordance  with  the  con- 
gresslonsl  intent.  To  these  ends,  the  Con- 
gress may  make  Investigations  into  sUegedly 
corrupt  or  subversive  activities  In  executive 
agencies  or  departments.  The  power  to  In- 
vestigate such  activities  necessarily  carriea 
with  It  the  power  to  receive  information 
relating  to  such  activities. 

By  the  Reorganisation  Act  of  1946,  the 
Congress  conferred  upon  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Oovemment  Operatioiu  express 
authority  to  study  "the  operation  of  Govern- 
ment activities  at  all  levels  with  a  view  to 
determining  its  economy  and  efficiency,"  and 
also  that  "Each  such  (standing)  committee 
may  make  investigations  into  any  matter 
within  lu  Jtirisdiction.'* 

In  so  doing,  Congress  delegated,  in  part,  to 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Government  Oper- 
ations its  constitutional  power  to  oaake  in- 
vestigations into  alleged  corruption  or  sub- 
version In  executive  agencies  or  departments. 
The  Senate  Committee  on  Oovemment  Op- 
erations elected  to  exercise  this  delegated 
power  through  its  Permanent  Subconunit- 
tee  on  Investigations,  whose  chairman  was 
Senator  McCmitht. 

The  committee  is  Immediately  concerned 
with  the  conduct  of  Senator  McCaxtht 
rather  than  with  the  conduct  of  employees 
of  the  executive  branch.  The  President  no 
doubt  has  power  to  safeguard  from  public 


diasemlnation  by  Exeeuttv*  order  or  other- 
wise, information  affecting,  for  example,  the 
national  defense,  notwithstanding  that  the 
rsgulations  might  indirectly  interfere  with 
any  aecrst  tranamiaslon  line  between  the 
executive  employees  and  any  individual  Mem- 
ber of  the  Congress.  But  the  President,  we 
think,  cannot  (nor  do  we  believe  he  has 
sought  by  any  order  or  directive  called  to  our 
attention )  deny  to  the  Congress,  or  any  duly 
organised  committee  or  subcommittee  there- 
of, and  partlcvaarly  the  Committee  on  Gov- 
ernment Operations  of  the  Senate,  any  in- 
formation, even  though  classlfled.  If  It  dis- 
closes corruption  or  subversion  in  the  execu- 
tive branch. 

This,  we  think,  is  true  on  the  simple  basis 
that  the  Congress  U  entitled  to  receive  such 
information  in  the  exercise  of  its  investi- 
gatory power  under  the  ConsUtutlon.  The 
Congress,  too.  is  charged  with  the  responsi- 
bility for  the  welfare  of  the  Nation. 

What  the  executive  branch  may  rightfully 
expect  is  that  the  coequal  legislative  branch, 
or  Its  authorized  committees,  will  inform  the 
President,  or  his  specially  designated  sub- 
ordinate (ultimately  the  Attorney  General) 
of  the  request,  and  that  the  desired  informa- 
tion will  be  supplied  subject  to  the  pro- 
tectlves  customarily  thrown  around  classified 
documenu  by  such  committees. 

In  receiving  such  Information,  however, 
the  Congress  should  refrain  from  thwarting 
or  impeding  the  proper  efforts  of  executive 
agencies,  charged  with  duties  incident  to  dis- 
covering, prosecuting,  or  punishing  cor- 
ruption or  subversion  In  Government,  or 
chJirged  with  safeguarding  secreu  Involving 
the    national   defense. 

However,  the  committee  is  equally  of  the 
view  that  the  manner  of  approaching  this 
Important  aspect  of  investigation  in  the  light 
of  the  peculiar  dangers  of  this  hour,  must 
be  taken  into  account.  The  executive 
branch  is  initially  peculiarly  charged  with 
inquiry  Into  and  suppression  of  Insidious  In- 
filtrations of  subversives  Into  Its  own  depart- 
ments and  agencies;  this  responsibility  Is  a 
delicate  and  necessarily  confidential  one,  be- 
cause It  Involves  the  clearing  of  loyal  person- 
nel as  well  as  the  identification  and  elimina- 
tion of  disloyal  employees.  It  also  involves 
techniques  of  investigation  wlilch  must  be 
kept  secret  to  be  effective. 

For  this  reason,  there  has  been  developed, 
under  pressure  of  necessity,  a  system  by 
which  certain  Information.  Involving  the 
national  security,  is  protected  in  the  execu- 
tive branch  by  a  machinery  of  classification, 
to  insure  that  such  Information  will  remain 
confidential,  as  against  unauthorized  revela- 
tion or  publication  by  employees,  officers,  or 
other  agents  of  the  executive  branch. 

If  this  system,  v/hlch  has  expanded  during 
recent  years  to  keep  step  with  the  danger, 
were  to  be  presented  to  the  Congress  as  an 
iron  curtain,  denying  to  properly  authorized 
agencies  or  persons  (In  which  class  the  Con- 
gress and  Its  committees  are  to  be  placed 
fhvt)  any  right  of  access,  a  situation  would 
be  presented  against  which  this  committee 
would  protest  with  all  its  power,  as  other 
committees  have  protested  in  the  past.  This 
we  would  regard  as  a  challenge  to  the  co- 
equal powers  of  the  legislative  branch. 

If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Executive  has 
recogniaed  the  prerogatives  of  the  Congress, 
and  incidentally  other  agencies  of  Govern- 
ment, even  in  the  executive  department  it- 
aelf,  to  be  informed  of  classified  material 
or  information,  by  orderly  and  formal  impli- 
cation to  reaponsible  heads  of  departments 
or  to  the  Presidential  office  Itself,  then  the 
committee  believes  another  problem  of  or- 
derly constitutional  government  may  be  pre- 
sented, and  that  the  Senate  itaelf  would  be 
the  first  to  respect  the  necessary  right  of 
the  executive  to  protect  its  special  functions, 
ao  long  as  the  equally  important  powers  of 
the  legislative  branch  are  not  unduly  im- 
peded thereby. 


We  would  be  of  the  view  that  for  the 

uUve  department,  arren  the  Preaident  ^ 

self,  to  deny  to  a  properly  constituted  oom- 
mlttee  or  suboonunlttee  of  the  Senate,  or  any 
Senator  operating  with  authority  In  the  mat* 
ter,  facts  involving  wrongdoing  in  any  exec- 
utive departmmt,  might  well  offer  a  proper 
ground  for  «^h»"*"g«"g  such  dedslon.  oa 
the  broadest  and  aoundest  ooostltutkmai 
grounds.  But.  by  the  same  token,  a  faUura 
of  the  (3ongrees  or  any  Member  to  adaivk 

Itself  or  himself  to  reasonable  regulations 
by  the  President  or  his  authariaed  depart- 
ment heads  (for  example,  the  Departnoent 
of  Defeiose  or  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Invea- 
tlgatlon),  with  respect  to  matters  involving 
national  security,  might  readily  expose  tha 
Cougrees  to  an  eqxially  sound  criticism. 

In  this  connection,  it  Is  i^yparent  that 
Congress  itself,  by  q>ecific  leglaUtlon.  haa 
expressed  an  intent  to  protect  documents 
relaUng  to  national  security,  and  to  prevent 
imauthorlaed  disclostues  of  such  informa- 
Uon  contained  therein.  At  the  aame  tloke, 
the  executive  branch,  by  departmental  ordna 
and  Presidential  directives  ("not  inconsist- 
ent with  Uw")  has  expressed  a  cooperatlva 
atutude.  by  providing  an  orderly  method  of 
disclosing  such  information  to  proper  au- 
thorities, including,  of  course,  the  Congtasa, 
in  a  reasonable  prescribed  manner,  not  harm- 
ful to  the  Nation's  interest. 

(FcM-  a  further  consideration  and  discus- 
sion of  these  authorities  by  this  committee, 
reference  is  made  to  the  legal  discussion  con- 
tained in  pt.  IV,  category  SB  of  this  report.) 

If  the  invitation  of  Senator  McCsktht  to 
the  Federal  employees  is  more  a  solicitation 
of  general  information  of  wnmgdoing,  this 
committee  would  beUeve  that  he  was  withiii 
his  senatcnlal  prerogative,  as  there  appeata 
to  be  no  law  or  Presidential  order  prohibittng 
employees  of  the  Federal  Government  from 
giving  such  Information  to  the  Congress  or 
members  thereof.  Indeed,  there  is  law  whleU 
affirmatively  Imjxiees  a  duty  upcm  such  em- 
ployees to  disclose  to  proper  authorities  any 
actual  knowledge  of  the  commission  of  a 
felony. 

A  more  difficult  legal  question  Is  fwesented 
if  the  invitatton  of  the  Senatcw  goes  beyond 
general  information  of  wrongdoing,  and  in- 
cludes within  lu  scope  classified  informatloii 
and  doctiments,  such  as  the  2^-page  docu- 
ment and  the  inf  ormaticm  contained  therein. 
The  law  hereinbefore  mentioned  and  Presi-* 
dentlal  orders  would  seem  to  prevent  tha 
receipt  or  disclosure  of  such  inf<mnatlon  or 
documents  except  through  established  or- 
derly procedures. 

The  task  of  considering  the  allegaticms  em-* 
bodied  in  category  I  is  a  perplexing  one  b»4 
cause  ..of  the  ambiguity  of  the  statements 
made  \>y  Senator  McCaxtht  as  well  as  be- 
cause of  the  diflknilty  of  distinguishing  be« 
tween  the  constitutional  power  of  the  Con4 
greas  to  investigate  the  executive  t>ranch  and 
the  constitutional  power  of  the  President  to 
withhold  information  from  the  Ocmgress. 

The  statements  of  Senator  McCakiht  aa^ 
susceptible    of   alternative    oonstnictions. 

The  first  construction  is  that  Senator  Mc* 
Caxtht  merely  invited  employees  of  the  ex4 
ecutlve  branch  to  bring  to  talm  as  «'b»«r»"*n 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Government 
Operations  and  as  chairman  of  Its  Permanent " 
SubccHnmlttee  on  Investigations,  infonnal 
tlon  acquired  by  them  in  the  ordinary  contae 
of  their  employment  having  a  logical  ten* 
dency  to  disclose  corrupt  or  subversive  activi- 
ties in  governmental  areas.  | 

The  second  construction  is  that  Senator 
McCabtht  in  effect  ivged  employeea  at  the 
executive  branch  to  ransack  confidential  filea 
of  executive  agencies  or  departments  regard* 
leas  of  whether  they  had  lawful  aooeas  t^ 
those  files,  and  bring  to  him  rlasslflad  doeu* 
ments  the  confidential  retention  oi  whld^ 
in  those  files  was  necessary  to  enable  the 
executive  agendea  charged  with  such  duties 
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to  tammm,  vMtwnt.  or  Ivlnf  to  Jwtioe  pvi' 
•eaa  giinty  of  contipt  or  auJWulw  aotM« 
tlco  t»  flOftnuMDMl  Mooa. 
ir  Ids  oUlM H  ««M  oaMaptlbto  of  ttio 
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nrr  mlglit  ymgk  mnit  tfto  emaor*  or  tbo 
Henaf  upOA  the  aUtgatloiio  «mbodl««  la 
eategory  X  ft«  t&o  condnet  ndeetoa  toy  tbo 
noond  00— truetlon  irotdd  cTtnoo  •&  tr- 
rwpcmBthUlty  ttznMrthy  of  any  flBiistar  umI 
portieuUrlj  of  »  Somttor  uocupytog  Vam 
AolniuuMhtp  of  ttM  SoMto  Ooaunlttoo  on 
Ooff  miiont  Opcmtkm*  and  tto  Fcnaanent 
ButoeooBBriiteo  on  InvooOgattonB. 

Binoo  hlo  ■totHnoBto  admtt  o(  tlio  olter- 
aattTo  eonctmettoa  sot  out  above,  bewover, 
tbe  Mteet  comiBlttea  feels  jUBUfled  in  glTlng 
Senator  McCAanrr  the  benefit  of  tbe  first 
or  aoore  eliarltable  euusti  uctton. 

In  ncotTlng  InfflriMitlon  rtiattng  to  eor- 
r<qitkMk  or  satoveralon  tn  the  eseeotive  branch 
niMSM-  tiM  ctreomstaaees  drtlaeated  tn  the 
first  eonstmotkm.  that  Is.  wlthoot  bregular 
and  po«flbly  lllogal  vm  of  flfilliid  docu- 
monta,  the  ehatnaan  of  the  Senate  Oom- 
mlttee  oa  Oo^renmient  Operattons  and  of  its 
Fermaaeat  Bubeoouaittee  on  InvestlgatUnis 
would  be  esiMelaIng  the  inveetigatory  pow- 
er vested  in  the  Oongrsss  by  the  Ooostttatlon. 
This  froold  bo  true  even  though  employeeB  of 
the  eseeatlve  braaeh  should  eommimlcate 
such  information  to  him  in  dlsobedlenoe  to 
Prestdeatlal  orders. 

The  committee  does  not  overlook  tbe  alle- 
gation that  the  statements  of  Senator  Mc- 
Curmr  vara  tantamount  to  Inettement  to 
employsss  of  the  aseeutive  brandi  to  violate 
tiM  provMoaa  of  the  BSploaacs  Act  smtaraoed 
in  18  ITnttsd  Btates  Gods  793  (d)  (e) ,  which 
are  winched  In  this  laagnags: 

"(d)  Whoever  having  lawful  possesiloo  of 
•  •  •  any  •  •  •  informatlcm  relating  to  tho 
national  defense  wlileh  informatloa.  the 
poassBSor  has  isatou  to  believe  could  be  used 
to  the  Injury  of  the  United  States  *  *  *, 
wlllf  uUy  oommunlcates  •  •  •  the  same  to 
any  person  not  entitled  to  reoeive  it  *  *  * 
shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $10,000  or  Im- 
prisoned not  more  than  10  years,  or  both. 

"(e)  Whoever  having  nnauthorlaed  pos- 
session of  *  *  «  any  •  •  •  information  re- 
lating to  the  national  defense  which  infor- 
mation the  pogessor  has  reason  to  believe 
could  be  used  to  the  injury  of  the  United 
States  •  •  •.  willfully  eonmiunicatea  •  •  • 
the  same  to  any  person  not  entitled  to  re- 
ceive it  *  *  *  shall  be  fined  not  Bkore  tiian 
$10,000  or  Imprisoned  not  more  than  10  years, 
or  both." 

These  statutory  provisions  do  not  define 
who  Is  entitled  to  receive  informatiafi  re- 
lating to  the  national  defense,  litmamr, 
the  code  leavca  to  conjecture  the  question 
whether  the  definition  embodied  in  18  United 
States  Code  7M  (b)  applies  to  18  United 
States  Code  708  (d)  (e).  Since  it  le  a  cardi- 
nal rule  of  statutory  construction  that  stat- 
utes defining  crimes  are  to  be  oonstarued 
strictly  against  the  Oovemment  and  It  does 
not  appear  that  the  ebalrman  of  the  Sen- 
ate Committee  on  Oovemment  Operatloos 
and  Ita  Permanent  Subcommittee  on  Inves- 
tigations is  a  "person  not  entitled  to  receive" 
Information  relating  to  the  national  dofensit 
within  the  purview  of  18  United  States  Code 
793  (d)  (e),  the  select  committee  Is  of  tbe 
opinion  that  the  statements  of  Senator  110- 
CASTHT  cannot  awuredly  be  deemed,  under 
all  the  facts  before  us.  to  constitute  an  In- 
citement to  employees  of  the  executive 
branch  to  vlolato  the  provisions  of  the  Bi- 
plonage  Act  embraced  in  18  United  States 
Code  7»3  (d)  (e). 

C.  FUtdingt  of  the  eommtttee 
After  carefuUy  considering,  evaluating,  and 
weighing  the  evidence  and  testimony  pre- 
sented at  the  hesrings,  and  construing  the 
applicable  legal  principles  involved,  the  select 
committee  is  of  the  opinion— 

1.  That  Insofar  as  Senator  lIbC*aTHT  In- 
vited Federal  employees  to  supjrty  him  with 


tnforaiatlon  of  wrongdoing,  not  o|  a 
eUssfsrt  nature,  he  was  acting  within  %\a 
pwogatlve  as  a  United  States  Senator  aUd 
as  head  of  an  Investigative  arm  of  the  Uni1)ed 
States  asnato.  and  waa  not  inviting  supeh 
employeea  to  violato  their  oath  of  office.  Pres- 
.  Mentlal  orders,  or  any  law. 

a.  That  the  invitation  of  Senator  l4c- 
Cabtht,  BMde  during  the  hearings  before 
the  Special  Subcommittee  on  InTesttgatlcms 
Of  the  Oonunlttee  on  aovemment  Opera tlotis. 
and  aflrmed  aad  reasserted  at  the  hearings 
before  the  seleet  committee,  is  susceptible  to 
the  interpretation  that  it  was  sufficiently 
broad  by  specific  language  and  necessary  iin- 
pllcatlon  to  Include  information  and  doou- 
asmto  properly  classifled  by  executive  de- 
partment heads  as  containing  Informatton 
affecting  the  national  security. 

'8.  However,  the  srtect  committee  Is  ccm- 
viaced  that  the  invitation  so  made,  affirmed, 
and  reasserted  by  Senator  McCastht  was 
ntotivated  by  a  sense  of  official  duty  and  not 
Uttered  as  the  fruit  of  evil  design  or  wroag- 
ful  intent. 

4.  That  were  the  invitations  as  made,  tf- 
firmed.  and  reasserted  to  be  acted  upon  by 
the  Vefleral  employees,  as  to  classifled  ma- 
terial affecting  the  national  security,  the  or- 
derly and  constitutional  functioning  of  lihe 
executive  and  legislative  branches  of  the 
Goverxmient  would  be  unduly  disrupted  atid 
impeded,  and  this  select  committee  warns 
such  employeee  that  such  conduct  involves 
the  risk  of  effective  penalties.  | 

D.  Conclusions 

The  select  committee  feels  compelled  to 
conclude  that  the  conduct  of  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtht  in  inviting  Federal  employees  to 
supply  him  with  information,  without  ex- 
pressly excluding  therefrom  classifled  dodu* 
menta.  tends  to  create  a  disruption  of  tbe 
orderly  and  constitutional  functioning  of  the 
executive  and  legislative  branches  of  the 
Government,  which  tends  to  bring  both  into 
disrepute.  Such  conduct  cannot  be  con- 
doned and  Is  deemed  improper. 

However,  the  committee,  preferring  to  give 
Senator  IAcCaktht  the  benefit  of  whatever 
doubte  and  uncertainties  may  have  confused 
the  Issue  in  the  past,  and  in  recognition  of 
the  Senatcv's  responsibilities  as  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Oovemment  Operatloiu 
and  Ito  Permanent  Subcommittee  on  Invealtl- 
gations.  does  not  feel  Jtistlfled  In  proposfeig 
his  acts  in  this  particular  to  the  Senate  as 
ground  for  censure. 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  lead- 
ership of  the  Senate  endeavor  to  arrange  a 
meeting  of  the  chairman  and  the  ranktog 
minority  members  of  the  standing  commit- 
tees of  the  Senate  with  responsible  depart- 
mental heads  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Oovemment  In  an  effort  to  clarify  the  medh- 
anlsms  for  obtaining  such  restricted  Informa- 
tion as  Senate  commltle^  would  find  helpful 
In  carrying  out  their  duly  authorized  Xuoc- 
tlons  and  responsibilities. 

m.  CATxooBT  s:  nrcnmrrs  ikvolvino  reciXpt 
oa  vss  or  coMnmivTrAL  oa  classutio  doou* 

iam  OB  OTHXa  OOWFIDSKTIAL  INrORMATWN 

vaoic  sxxcimvs  rata  1 

A.  Summary  of  evtdence  ' 

The  evidence  adduced  before  this  commit- 
tee relating  to  this  chooge  was  evolved  from 
the  testimony  before  the  Special  Subcommit- 
tee on  Investigations  for  the  Committee  on 
Oovemment  Operations  (Mundt  committee) . 
together  with  some  testimony  taken  at  hear. 
lags  of  this  select  committee. 

The  chsrge  is  baaed  upon  the  speclficatlcma 
contained  In  amendment  (d)  propKwed  by 
Senator  Ifoasa  (hearing  record,  p.  3)  and 
amendment  (IS)  proposed  by  Senator  Plai^- 
mia  (hearing  record,  p.  8) . 

The  charge  or  charges  inherent  in  these 
specifications  are — 

1.  Tbrnt  Senator  McCuttbt  received  ahd 
used  confidential  information  unlawfully  ob- 
tained from  an  executive  department  cla«l- 


fled  document,  and  failed  to  restore  thf  docu- 
ment. 

a.  That  In  so  doing  he  was  in  possible 
violation  of  the  Espionage  Act. 

3.  That  he  offered  such  information  to  a 
Senate  subcommittee  in  tbe  form  of  a  spu- 
rious document. 

The  evidence  supporting  these  charges  wss 
In  part  derived  in  documentary  fori|i  from 
the  record  of  the  Mundt  subcommittee  hear- 
ings held  in  April,  May,  and  June  19|4.  and 
In  part  oral  testimony  presented  before  the 
select  committee. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  select  con^nlttee 
that  competent,  relevant,  and  materia  testi- 
mony has  been  submitted  before  the  com- 
mittee to  support  the  charge  that  Senator 
McCakthy,  before  the  Mundt  subcomtnlttee. 
produced  what  purported  to  be  a  copy  of  a 
letter  from  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Director,  of  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  to  Major 
General  Belling.  Assistant  Chief  of  StJ^,  0-2. 
Army,  bearing  the  typed  words  "Perso^ial  and 
Confidential  via  Liaison."  asserting  it  had 
been  in  the  Army  flies  (hearing  records,  pp. 
95  and  96)  and  suggesting  this  was  ohe  of  a 
series  of  letters  from  the  FBI  to  the  Army 
complaining  "about  the  bad  security  setup 
at"  the  Port  Monmouth  Signal  Corps  labora- 
tory, and  giving  information  on  certal>i  Indi- 
viduals (hearing  record,  p.  9fl);  tlpt  Mr. 
Hoover,  after  examining  the  "letter,*"  which 
was  dated  January  2«.  1951,  declared  that  the 
"letter"  was  not  a  carbon  copy  or  a  topy  of 
any  communication  prepared  or  sent  by  the 
FBI  to  General  Bollmg  (hearing  redord.  p. 
99) ,  but  that  "the  letter"  contained  litforma- 
tlon  Identical  In  some  respects  with  ttiat 
contained  In  a  15-page  Interdeparttnental 
memorandum  from  the  FBI  to  General  Boi- 
ling, of  the  Army,  dated  January  3$,  1951, 
marked  "Confldential  via  Liaison";  aI»o  that 
Mr.  Hoover  had  stated  that  "confidential ** 
was  the  highest  classification  that  could  be 
put  on  a  document  by  the  FBI  (bearihg  rec- 
ord, p.  110).  "It  is  also  established  that 
Senator  McCastht  urged  that  the  doctunent, 
214  pages  In  length,  which  he  had  received 
from  an  Army  Intelligence  oOcer  be  mada 
available  to  the  public"  (hearing  redord.  p. 
ill). 

It  Is  further  established  that  Attorney 
General  Brownell  on  May  13.  1954,  Sdvlsed 
Chairman  Mundt  by  letter  that  ttie  2  %  -page 
document  was  not  authentic;  that  portions 
of  the  2% -page  document  which  wers  taken 
verbatim  from  the  15-page  interdepartmen- 
tal memorandum  are  classifled  "oc^iflden- 
tlal"  by  law;  this  means  they  must  not  bo 
dlscloeed  "in  the  best  Intereste  of  the  na- 
tional security  •  •  '.It  would  not  bd  la  the 
public  Interest  to  declassify  the  docxu»ent  or 
any  part  of  It  at  the  present  time"  (Hearing 
record,  p.  116).  The  Attorney  Oenerml  fur- 
ther stated  that  "if  tbe  'ctsnfldential'  claasl- 
flcatlon  of  tbe  FBI  reports  and  meaioran- 
dums  is  not  respected,  serious  and  Irrepa- 
rable harm  vrlll  be  done  to  the  FBI"  (hear- 
ing record,  p.  116). 

Despite  the  fact  that  the  Attorney  Oeneral 
had  ruled  that  the  document  was  a  rlswlflod 
document.  Senator  McCastbt  tn^itttflirt  that 
all  security  Information  had  been  deleted 
from  it,  and  a  request  was  made  by  tils  at- 
torney as  follows: 

"Mr.  Williams.  I  want  to  read  It,  sir.  be- 
cause there  Is  no  security  Information  In  it. 

"The  Chaoman.  Are  you  offering  it  la 
evidence? 

"Mr.  WnxzAMs.  Yes"  (p.  314  of  th4  hear- 
ings). 

But  Senator  McCastht  suggested  that  the 
names  contained  In  the  document  be  deleted 
(p.  326  of  the  hearings).  This  committee 
received  the  document  Into  tbe  possession 
of  the  chairman,  without  making  puUic  ths 
contents  (p.  327  of  tbe  hearings)  upon  the 
advice  of  the  Attorney  General  that  the  doc- 
ument was  a  security  document  and  could 
not  be  declassified  (p.  327  of  the  hearings). 
This  committee  thereupon  ruled  that  tho 
2 1/4 -page  document  Is  a  security  dQOument 
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and  thst  the  informstion  contained  In  It 
should  be  kept  classifled  (p.  838  of  the 
hearings). 

Clifford  J.  Nelson,  of  the  Internal  Security 
Division  of  tbe  Department  of  Justice,  testi- 
fied that  in  January  1051  the  word  "confl- 
dential" was  the  only  claaslflcation  officially 
recognised  by  tbe  FBI  (p.  610  of  the  hear- 
ings ) :  and  that  there  was  no  regulation  re- 
quiring any  partictilar  way  of  imprinting  tbe 
claaslflcation  deslgtuition  on  the  document 
or  paper  (p.  511  of  the  hearings):  and  that 
it  was  not  necessary  for  Government  agen- 
cies "to  go  through  their  files  and  •  •  • 
declassify  restricted  Information"  when  a 
new  classification  order  was  promulgated  (p. 
513  of  the  hearings). 

Senator  McCaktht's  position  was  that  the 
names  contained  In  the  document  were  not 
security  information  (p.  880  of  the  hear- 
ings) ;  he  requested  that.  In  accordance  with 
the  rule  of  his  conunlttee,  ttve  names  be  de- 
leted If  the  document  be  made  public,  "un- 
less •  •  •  tbe  Individual  named  can  ap- 
pear •  •  •  and  answer  the  charges  against 
him"  (p.  880  of  the  hearings) .  His  position 
also  was  that  he  had  presented  the  document 
to  the  MuiKlt  committee  In  good  faith  be- 
lieving It  was  a  copy  of  a  letter  In  the  Army 
flies,  it  being  self-evident  that  certain  infor- 
mation had  been  deleted  (pp.  397  and  417  of 
the  hearings).  Finally  he  Insisted  that  the 
document  and  the  Information  contained 
therein  were  not  classifled  until  Attorney 
General  Brownell  "classified  It  during  the 
McCaktht  bearings":  and  "that  it  waa  not 
classified  from  tbe  time  I  received  It  until 
tbe  time  that  Brownell  either  classifled  it  or 
attempted  to  classify  It"  (p.  432  of  the  bear- 
ing ) ;  "It  did  not  disclose  any  secrets  of  our 
national  defense  of  any  kind"  (p.  433  of  the 
hearings). 

B.  Lepol  issues  involved 

1  What  were  the  statutas,  Kseeutive 
orders,  and  direcUvee  applicable  to  the  2^- 
page  letter  or  document? 

2.  Was  the  2% -page  letter  or  document  or 
the  information  therein  classified? 

3.  Waa  It  proper  for  Senator  McCabtht  to 
attempt  to  make  the  2  %  -page  letter  or  docu- 
ment public? 

Congrees  has  long  reoognlaed  the  need  for 
providing  legislation  authorising  the  heads 
of  executive  deparUnente  to  nuike  regulations 
relative  to  records  and  paper*  within  their 
departmento.  As  early  as  the  act  of  June  22. 
1874  (R.  S..  sec.  161.  U.  8.  C,  UUe  18.  sec.  23), 
the  Congress  authorised  tbe  beads  of  execu- 
tive departmente  to  preecrlbe  regulations 
not  inconsistent  with  law  controlling  the 
conduct  of  Ito  officers  and  clerks  and  the  cus- 
tody, use,  and  preserration  of  its  reoorda 
and  papers. 

This  early  act  Is  dted  by  the  Department 
of  Justice  Order  No.  3230,  filed  May  3,  1048 
(11  Fed.  Reg.  4030,  18  Fed.  Reg.  1388)  pro- 
tecting official  flies,  documents,  records,  and 
information  In  the  olBoes  of  tiie  Department, 
including  the  ^deral  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion, as  "confldential,"  by  pro-^dlng  that  "no 
ofllcer  or  employee  may  perml".  the  dlsclosxuv 
or  use  of  the  same  for  any  purpose  except  in 
the  discretion  of  the  Attorney  General." 

To  the  same  effect.  Presidential  directive 
of  March  13,  1948,  13  Federal  Register  1359, 
which  was  apparently  In  effect  in  May  and 
June  1953:  and  the  subeeqjent  Executive 
Order  No.  10200  of  September  34.  1051,  set- 
ting up  a  system  of  dassiflcstion  "to  the 
extent  not  inconsistent  with  law."  The  reg- 
ulations promulgated  by  such  order  expreesly 
apply  only  to  classifled  security  information, 
which  term  Is  restricted  to  cflk:lal  informa- 
tion which  requires  safeguarding  in  the  in- 
terest of  national  security.  It  restrlcto  the 
dissemination  of  classifled  information  out- 
side the  executive  branch,  but  authorises^he 
Attorney  General  on  request  to  lnter|tret 
such  regulations  In  connection  vrlth  tiny 
problem  arising  thereunder. 


Of  particular  Import  Is  the  Depitftment  of 
Justice  ordOT  AprU  23,  1048,  directed  to  the 
"Heads  of  All  Ctovernment  Departments. 
Agencies,  and  Commissions"  (see  t^imony 
of  Clifford  J.  Nelson,  of  tbe  Department  of 
Justice,  hearing  record,  p.  512)  providing  as 
follows: 

"As  you  are  aware,  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  from  time  to  time  makes  avail- 
able to  Oovemment  departments,  agencies, 
and  commissions  information  gathered  by 
tbe  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  which  is 
of  Interest  to  such  departmente,  agencies,  or 
commissions.  These  reportu  and  commiml- 
catlons  are  confldential.  All  such  reporte 
and  communications  are  tbe  property  of  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  and  are  sub- 
ject at  all  times  to  ito  control  and  to  all 
privileges  which  the  Attorney  General  has  as 
to  the  use  or  disclosure  of  documento  of  the 
Department  of  Justice.  Any  department, 
agency,  or  commission  receiving  auch  reports 
or  ccHnmunications  is  merely  a  custodian 
thereof  for  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion, and  the  documento  or  communications 
are  subject  to  recall  at  any  time. 

"Neither  the  reports  and  communications 
nor  their  contents  may  be  disclosed  to  any 
outside  person  or  source  without  specific 
prior  approval  of  the  Attorney  General  or  of 
the  Assistant  to  the  Attorney  General  or  an 
Assistant  Attorney  General  acting  for  the 
Attorney  General. 

"Should  any  attempt  be  made,  whether  by 
request  or  subpena  or  motion  for  subpena  or 
court  order,  cr  otherwise,  to  obtain  access  to 
or  dlsclosxins  of  any  such  report  or  communi- 
cation, either  aepcumtely  or  as  a  part  of  the 
flies  and  records  of  a  Government  depart- 
ment, agency,  or  cotnmlsalon,  and  reporto 
and  communications  Involved  should  be  Im- 
mediately returned  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  tn  order  that  a  decision  can  be 
reached  by  me  or  by  my  designated  repre- 
sentative in  each  individual  instance  as  to 
the  action  wtiich  should  be  taken." 

This  order,  providing  thst  all  rep<vto  and 
oommunicatlons  are  confldential  and  shall 
remain  the  property  of  and  In  the  control  of 
the  FBI,  was  effective  tn  January  of  1951. 

Executive  Order  10501,  dated  Novemt>er  5, 
1963.  also  undertakes  to  safegtiard  oflldal  in- 
formation in  the  interest  of  national  de- 
fense, and  also  oommlu  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral the  interpreting  of  the  regulations  in 
connection  with  the  problems  arising  out  of 
their  administration. 

We  Bkentlon  in  this  eonneetion  the 
Bspionage  Act  of  June  36,  1048  (ch.  645,  62 
Stat.  788:  18  U.  S.  C,  sees.  798  (d)  and  (e) : 
also  ch.  046,  63  Stat.  738,  18  U.  S.  C.  792; 
also  18  U.  S.  C.  sec.  4,  ch.  646,  63  Stat.  884: 
also  ch.  645.  63  Stat.  811.  amended  May  34, 
1940,  Ch.  189,  sec.  46,  09  Stat.  96,  18  U.  S.  C. 
3887).  (a)  (1)  (3)  and  (b)  (cited  in  the 
brief  of  committee  counsel,  supplement  to 
the  record,  p.  646  of  hearing  record)  as  show- 
ing a  legislative  intent  to  protect  documento 
relating  to  national  security,  to  prevent  con- 
cealment of  felonies;  to  forbid  publications 
or  disclosures  not  authorised  by  law  J>y  any 
ofllco'  or  employee  of  the  United  States  of 
information  coming  to  him  in  the  course  of 
his  employment  or  ofllclal  duty. 

These  statutes  are  referred  to  here  as 
aflbrmative  evidence  of  congressional  ooop- 
eratlon  vrlth  the  Executive,  in  a  oonmion 
effort  to  discourage  unauthorised  disclosures 
of  oonfidential  documento  (w  Infonnation 
relating  to  the  national  defense,  or  obtained 
in  the  course  of  official  duties;  and  to  prevent 
interference  with  or  impiUrment  of  the 
loyalty  or  discipline  of  the  Armed  Forces. 
All  the  cited  statutes,  Executive  orders  and 
directives  are  applicable  to  the  3% -page 
letter  or  document. 

In  determining  whether  tlie  letter  or  docu- 
ment was  classifled  or  contained  classified 
information,  reference  mvist  be  made  to  the 
facto  which  have  been  established  that  the 
contento  of   this   letter   or   document   were 


taken  from  the  16-page  interdepartmental 
memorandum  dated  January  16,  1061,  from 
the  FBI  to  the  Army  marked  aad  classified 
confldential:  that  the  letter  or  document  la 
some  respecto  contained  Identical  language 
with  that  of  the  15-page  memorandum;  and 
that  Senator  MoCabtrt  knew  in  May  of  1068 
when  he  acquired  the  3% -page  letter  <x'  doc- 
ument that  it  had  been  in  part  extracted 
frcMn  a  document  containing  secxirity  In- 
formation and.  therefore,  a  classified  docu- 
ment. It  must  be  admitted,  and  in  fact  was 
so  admitted  by  Senator  McCastbt's  counsel, 
that  the  material  copied  from  a  classified 
docvmient  retains  the  same  classification  ss 
the  document  from  which  It  is  oc^ed  (bear- 
ing record,  p.  753).  It  foUovrs  that  the  314- 
page  document  retains  the  character  of  a 
classifled  document.  While  Senate  McCab- 
tht contends  that  the  deletion  of  certain 
information  from  tbe  3^ -page  doctunent 
renders  It  an  unclassified  document,  tills  po- 
sition overlooks  the  legal  necessity  that  de- 
classification can  only  be  effected  liy  a  legally 
constituted  authority.  Furthermore,  the  At- 
torney General  has  formally  ruled  that  the 
document  still  contains  security  Infcnmation. 
The  committee,  after  examining  the  docu- 
ment, likewise  has  agreed  that  the  2>4-page 
document  contains  security  information. 

Apart  from  these  considerations,  the  estab- 
lished facto  show  that  Senator  McCastbt 
attempted  to  make  public  over  nationwide 
television  the  contento  of  a  document  whibh 
he  believed  emanated  from  the  Faderal  Bu- 
reau of  Investigation  to  the  Xntelllgenoe 
Department  of  the  Army  regarding  possible 
espionage  in  a  defense  installation  and 
which  brav  a  classifled  or  oonfidenttal  mark- 
ing. This  condiKt  on  his  part  shows  a  dis- 
regsrd  of  the  evident  purpose  to  be  served 
by  such  a  document  aad  overlooks  the  seri- 
ous Import  which  attaches  to  a  document 
affecting  the  national  defense,  and  the  dan- 
gers flowing  from  «»«ii«tiig  such  laf ormatlOB 
to  become  public  knowledge.  This  trans- 
gression is  nonetheless  grave  even  thoui^ 
the  Senator  personally  may  have  been,  as  be 
oontMids.  of  the  opinion  thst  tbe  document 
did  not  contain  security  Information.  This 
disposition  on  the  part  of  Senator  MoCaBmr 
to  determine  for  himself  what  Is  or  Is  not 
security  infomuttion  regardless  of  the  sfvl* 
dent  classifled  marking  on  a  document,  ooa- 
firmed  by  the  c^inion  of  a  duly  emstitutad 
agency  authorlaed  to  make  rntdi  a  niUag, 
evidences  a  lack  of  regard  for  respooslblllty 
to  the  laws  and  regulations  providing  for  <v- 
derly  determination  of  such  matters.  This 
conduct  on  the  part  of  Senator  McCaannr  Is 
all  the  more  svlous  when  considered  In  tb* 
Ught  of  the  act  <a  June  25.  1048  (ch.  M6.  63 
Stat.  7S8.  title  18,  sec.  70S  (d)  and  (e) )  whieh 
provides  that  wtaoevo'  having  tavrful  or  ua- 
authoriaed  possession  of  any  document  re- 
lating to  national  defense  or  infomuitlon  re- 
lating to  the  national  dtfense  which  Infor- 
mation the  possessor  has  reason  to  believe 
could  be  used  to  the  injury  of  tbe  TTnlted 
States,  sttempto  to  communicate  tbe  asms 
to  persons  not  entitied  to  reoeive  It,  Is  an 
offender  against  the  criminal  laws  of  tho 
country. 

We  believe  under  the  facto  and  our  concep- 
tion of  tbe  law  that  the  2% -page  doeument 
was  s  legally  classified  docuntent  entitled  to 
the  protection  and  respect  legally  surround- 
ing such  a  docunoent.  and  binding  on  an  dvU 
and  military  ofllcers  of  the  Government,  as 
well  ss  on  all  employees  of  the  Govemment. 

Such  a  conclusion  is  not  Inconsistent  with 
the  ftn-ther  view  that  repreaentatives  of  tbe 
legislative  branch  have  a  oomi^ete  legal  right 
to  obtain  access  to  such  doctmtento  by  using 
the  methods  available  to  them  to  get  such 
information  by  formal  request  to  tbe  classi- 
fying agency  or  to  the  Attorney  Oeneral  or 
to  the  President  himself.  It  Is  <»ly  wlisn 
such  orderly  methods  are  rebuffed  that  an 
issue  between  two  coequal  branches  of  ths 
Goveriunent  can  or  should  develop. 
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'  RfaOowB  ftha*  say  aManpt  to  mmk«  puliile 
tba  eontMkti  or  ny  portleB  oC  this  3)4-pac* 
>li,wunirt,  ■If  Uiig  lurtkBial  saeortty.  woidd 
tM  »  tMiiniiliiii  iqMB  saUicrltj.  Whea 
SanAtflr  MoQusaT  oOind  to  main  pvMle 
tills  doeaaMnft.  wMdi  1m  1eii««  ibtoIvmI  In- 
f armattctt  ImgiUaKly  obtataed  mmI  i^iMk  on 
Ita  fac*  eiErlMl  •  daMtfieatlcm  of  "eonfldan- 
tlal"  bf  ttM  VBZ.  tt  warn  an  aMomptlon  of 
authortty  vbl^  tti^  la  dlsupttre  of  ordarly 
govamaMDtal  pioeaaw.  TlolatlTe  of  aeoeptod 
oomlty  batweau  tb*  two  great  teancbea  of  our 
OovemflMnt.  tiM  oneutlTo  and  legialatlve. 
and  tnrompatHato  with  the  baste  tsnets  of 
•ffectlTB 


C.  Finding:  of  the  committee 
1.  XXurlxig  tba  bnarlngs  before  tbe  Perma- 
nent Sobeommlttee  on  Investigations  of  tbo 
Gommittee  on  GoTemment  Operations,  Sen- 
ator JtfoCsKTHT,  In  tbe  course  of  tbe  dOTOlop- 
ment  ct  hla  defttaw,  offered  to  make  publle 
tbe  oontents  of  a  doctiment  bearing  tbe 
markings  of  tbe  Federal  Bureau  of  InTestl- 
gatlon.  'Taraonal  and  Confidential  via  Liai- 
son." wbleb  contained  dasslfled  Information 
relatinc  to  tba  national  defense.  Tbls  offer 
was  not  accepted  by  tbe  committee. 

a.  In  offering  to  make  tbe  contents  of  tbe 
<toeuznent  puUlc,  Senator  McCartht  acted 
In  tbe  bona  fUle  belief  tbat  tbe  document 
was  a  valid  ratbar  tban  a  spurious  Instru- 
mmt  and  offHned  It  In  evidence  as  sucb. 

D.  CondusioiM 

TRie  eommlttee  eoncludes  tbat  In  offerlnir 
to  make  pubUe  tbe  contents  of  tbls  daastfled 
doeummt  0enator  IfOCsarBT  committed 
grave  error.  Be  manifested  a  blgh  degree 
of  iRwpoMlMllty  toward  the  purposee  itt 
tbe  atatotes  aaA  Bteeutlve  directives  prO^ 
bfbittng  tbe  disclosuie  to  unautborlaed  per- 
sons at  filassttlsd  information  or  Information 
rtiating  to  tbe  national  defense.  He  sbottkt 
bave  appUad  In  advance  to  tbe  Attorney  Oea- 
eral  for  eapreee  permission  to  use  tbe  docu- 
ment In  bis  defense  under  adequate  safe- 
guards, or  to  tbe  committee  to  receive  Its 
ecmtents  In  efvldenea  In  an  enecutlve  ratber 
tban  an  open  seaaloii.  Tbe  committee  reeog- 
nlan,  bowevar,  ISut  at  the  time  In  queatlca 
Sanator  llcOumrr  was  under  tbe  stress  and 
strain  at  being  tried  or  tavestlgated  by  tba 
sabeoHuntttea.  Be  oCOred  tbe  iinmmmnt  ta 
tbls  IsveaUgatloii,  wblob  was  tben  being  oon- 
tssted  at  avcry  step  by  botb  sldea.  Tba  oon- 
tants  of  tba  «toc«iiant  were  xMevaat  to  tba 
sabjaet  mattst  under  Inquiry,  In  our  opinion. 

Tbeee  nrttlgating  droumstanees  are  sucb 
that  w«  do  not  neoinmrad  eananre  on  tba 
iffaolfleatlOBa  tnainded  in  category  HL 

It  la  tbe  epIaiOn  of  tbls  committee  tbat  U 
win  not  serve  tbe  necessary  purposes  of  tbls 
inqalry  to  make  pubUo  tbe  3^-page  docu- 
ment or  any  part  of  tbe  contents  tbareof.  If 
tbe  eoomtttee  bad  been  of  different  opin- 
ion, tba  ebatarmaa  would  bave  been  autbor- 
iaed.  In  Ugbt  of  tbe  opinions  of  tbe  Attorney 
Oenoal.  etlU  adhered  to  by  tbe  latter  officer 
(p.  116  of  tbe  bearings),  to  direct  a  request 
to  tbe  Presldant  for  authority  to  declassify 
tbe  same.  Pending  the  final  action  of  tbe 
Senate  In  tbls  matter,  tbe  committee  has 
directed  Ita  chairman  to  retain  pbysleal  pos- 
aeerion  of  this  document.  In  confldonce. 
Unlaes  tbe  Senate  otherwise  directs,  it  will  be 
aurrendered  to  tbe  Pederal  Btureau  of  Invea- 
tlgatuin  for  sucb  disposition  as  shall  be 
proper  after  tbe  Senate  baa  eoncbidad  ita 
consideration  of  Senate  Beaolutkm  801. 
zv.  CA- 


«:  xMcnmra  ntvoLvmo 
or  cocjJUouBi  or  tbs  skhms 


A.  Generai  discmrion  and  tummary  of 
eoidenee 

Pursuant  to  tba  category  dealgnated  by 
the  atf  eet  oommlttea.  Inddanta  Involving 
Abuses  of  Oollsaguea  in  tba  Senate,  It  re- 
ceived evidence  and  took  teatlmony  relating 
to— 


kt  proposed  by  Mr.  PlaxwK  to 
tba  leaotutlaB  (8.  Bee.  301)  to  censure  ;tbe 
Senator  from,  Wlaeonsin,  ICr.  McCabzht.  ¥1b: 

"(M)  Be  has  ridlculad  bis  ooUeague*  in 
the  Saaate,  defaming  them  publicly  in 
vulgar  and  hase  language  (regarding  Sen- 
ator BBMnocxaoN — 'a  living  miracle  with- 
out brains  or  guts':  on  Plaitdsbs — 'Senile — 
I  tbink  tbey  sbould  get  a  man  with  a  net 
and  take  him  to  a  good  quiet  place' ) ." 

Amendment  propos^  by  Mr.  Mossk  to  the 
resolution  (8.  Res.  891 )  to  censure  tbe  Sen- 
ator from  Wlsconaliy  Mr.  McCastht.  viz: 

"(b)   Unfairly  accused  Ills  fellow  Senaitora 

GnXVrTK.  MONBOMXT,   HXHSBICXSON,   HATttEN. 

and    HxNifiiras    of    improper    conduct    In 
carrying  out  their  duties  as  Senators." 

The  alleged  abuses  of  senatorial  colleagues. 
oonsUlered  in  tills  category,  result  from  cer- 
tain oral  and  written  statements  of  Senator 
IfcCsaTHT  directed  by  blm  to  and  about 
certain  fellow  Members  of  the  Senate,  and 
center  around  the  following  specific  charges: 

1.  Tbat  Senator  McCastht  publicly  ridi- 
culed and  defamed  Senator  HxifosicKsoa  In 
vulgar  and  base  Isnguage  by  calling  blm 
"*  *  *  a  living  miracle  without  braini  or 
guts." 

2.  That  Senator  McCastht  publicly  ridi- 
culed and  defamed  Senator  Plakdkk9  la 
vulgar  and  base  language  by  saying  of  blm. 
"SenileT^I  think  they  should  get  a  aian 
With  a  net  and  take  him  to  a  good  quiet 
pUce." 

8.  Tbat  Senator  McCastht  unfairly  ac- 
ouBCd  Senators  OnxxTTS.  MomoitKr,  Hsms- 
aacscaoir,  Hatdbm,  snd  HxinnKGS  of  Improper 
conduct   in    carrying    out    their    senatorial 

dUtlCB. 

As  rslattng  to  this  category,  the  select  00m- 
mlttee  reo^ved  documentary  evidence  In  the 
form  of  correapondeace  between  Senator  Mc- 
Caanrr  and  the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges 
and  Beetl<xis,  testimony  taken  before  and 
pubUsbad  by  the  Permanent  Subcommittee 
on  Investigations  of  ttie  Committee  on  <^v- 
emment  Operations,  being  part  of  the  Aisny- 
MOCarthy  hearings,  tbe  testimony  of  two  re- 
porters, certain  other  record  evidence,  and 
the  teatlmony  of  Senator  McCastht  in  bis 
own  behalf. 

We  point  out  that  for  convenience,  and  by 
reaaop  of  related  subject  matter,  the  select 
oommtttee  has  already  considered  and  dls- 
poeed  of  two  of  tbe  charges  contained  in  this 
category,  being  the  charge  that  Senator  Mc- 
Castht publicly  ridiculed  and  defamed  Sen- 
ator HaMBBiCKaoif  In  vulgar  and  base  lan- 
guage, being  No.  1  above-mentioned,  and  the 
charge  that  Senator  McCastht  unfairly  ac- 
cused Senators  OnxarTS,  Mohsoitst,  HtMo- 
sxauoK,  HATDKir.  and  Hxmnings  of  Improper 
oonduet  in  carrying  out  their  senatorial 
duties,  being  No.  3  above-mentioned.  These 
two  charges  have  already  been  considered  and 
reported  upon  tn  this  report  under  I — "Inci- 
dents of  Contempt  of  the  Senate  or  a  Sena- 
torlal  Committee."  The  dlscxisslon  usder 
this  category  IV,  therefore,  will  be  restricted 
to  tbe  one  charge  contained  In  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  Senator  Flandkbs  (SO), 
tbat  Senator  MCCabtht  publicly  ridiculed 
and  defamed  Senator  PLAmnss,  in  vulgar  and 
base  language,  by  calling  him  "senile." 

Tbe  evidence  shows  tbat  on  June  11,  1954, 
Senator  PlAMDias  walked  into  the  Senate 
caucus  room  where  Senator  McCastht  was 
testifying  before  a  vast  television  audience 
In  tba  Army-McCarthy  hearings,  and  unex- 
pectedly gave  Senator  McCabtht  notice  of  an 
Intended  speech  attacking  Senator  Mc- 
CsBTKT  irtileb  be  proposed  fcN-thwlth  to  de- 
liver on  tbe  Senate  floor;  that  shortly  there- 
after Sanator  IA^Cartht  was  asked  by  the 
prees  to  cmnment  on  Senator  Flandkbs'  in- 
tended speech;  that  Senator  McCAMrHT 
tbsKvtqKm  made  this  remark  conceratng 
Sanator  FlAMBaas: 

"I  think  they  should  get  a  man  with  a  net 
and    take    him    to    a    good    quiet    pls(» '; 


and  that  on  occasions  prior  to  tl^  time 
Senator  njurosas  made  provocative  speeches 
in  respect  to  Senator  McCastht  on  the  Sen- 
ate floor. 


B.  Coneltuiona 
The  remarks  of  Senator  McCsantT  con- 
cerning Senator  PLAin«as  were  tal^ly  im- 
proper. The  committee  finds,  however,  ttast 
they  were  Induced  by  Senat'ir  PLAMsSaa'  con- 
duct In  respect  to  Senator  McCasthiv  In  tha 
Senate  caucus  room,  and  In  delivering  pro-' 
vocative  speeches  concerning  Senator  Mc- 
Castht on  the  Senate  floor.  For  these  rea- 
sons, the  committee  concludes  the  remarks 
with  reference  to  Senator  TumvmM  do  not 
constitute  a  basis  for  censure. 

v.  CATXGOST  S:  INCTOKNT  SKUiTDfC  tO  BALPH 
W.  ZWICKEB.  A  CXNXBAL  OmCBB  OF  T>UC  ABMT 
OF    THZ    UNITED   STATES 

A.  General  discussion  and  tummary  of 
evidence 

This  category  refers  to  the  qucstUm 
whether  Senator  McCastht  should  be  cen- 
sured for  his  treatment  of  Gen.  Balph  W. 
Zwlcker,  In  connection  with  Ocnera}  Zwlek- 
er'n  appearance   before   the   Senator   as   a 

witness. 

The  pertinent  proposed  amendments  sre 
that   of  Senator  Ptn^siGHT: 

"(4)  Without  Justification,  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  Impugned  the  loyalty* 
patriotism,  and  characier  of  Oen*  Ralph 
Zwlcker. - 

And  that  of  Senator  Moasx: 

"(c)  As  chairman  of  a  committee. ircaorted 
to  abusive  conduct  In  his  interrogation  of 
Oen.  Ralph  Zwlcker,  Including  a  chsirge  that 
General  Zwlcker  was  unfit  to  wear  the  uni- 
form, during  the  appearance  of  Oeneral 
Zwlcker  as  a  witness  before  the  Pstmanant 
Subcommittee  on  Investigations  of  the  Sen- 
ate Committee  on  Government  Operations  oa 
February  18.  1954." 

And  that  of  Senator  Plamdbbst      > 

"(10)  He  has  attacked,  defamed,  and  be- 
smirched military  heroes  of  the  United 
States,  either  as  witnesses  before  his  com- 
mittee or  under  the  cloak  of  immunity  og 
the  Senste  floor"  (Oeneral  Zwlcker,  General 
Marshall ) . 

The  select  committee  restricted  tts  bear- 
ings to  the  case  of  General  Zwlcker.  Ita 
reasons  for  not  inquiring  into  tbe  csae  of  re* 
marks  made  against  General  Marshall  appear 
in  part  VI  of  this  report. 

In  his  capacity  as  chairman  of  tba  Perma* 
nent  Subcommittee  on  InvestlgstloDs.  San- 
ator McCabtht  held  hearings  to  d#tennlna 
whether  there  were  espionage  sctifltiss  la 
the  radar  laboratory  at  Port  Mopmoutb. 
Oeneral  Zwlcker  was  summoned  as  a  witness 
and  appeared  on  February  18.  19H>  *t  a 
hearing  held  in  New  York,  N.  T. 

The  evidence  on  this  phsse  conslst#d  of  the 
records  of  both  a  public  and  ejcecutlire  bear- 
ing, the  testimony  of  William  J.  Barding, 
Jr.,  who  was  a  spectator  at  the  public  bear* 
ing.  the  testimony  of  Senator  MqCAanrr, 
and  of  General  Zwlcker,  the  testimony  of 
Oen.  Klrke  B.  Lawton,  and  of  Capt.  WllUam 
J.  Woodward,  a  medical  ofBcer  whot  accom- 
panied General  Zwlcker  to  the  beari|igs,  and 
of  James  M.  Juliana  and  C.  Oeorge  Anastoa. 
of  the  staff  of  the  Permanent  Subcofnmittea 
on  Investigations. 

There  is  no  dispute  concerning  ,the  re- 
ported testimony  of  General  Zwlcker  and  tbe 
questions,  statements,  and  coniment4  of  Sen- 
ator McCabtht  during  the  hearings.  Gen- 
eral Zwlcker  attended  a  public  hearing,  as  a 
spectator,  in  the  morning  of  Febr^uuy  18. 
1954,  and  testified  as  a  witness  at  an  e^tecutlve 
session  late  that  afternoon.  There  is  dis- 
pute as  to  the  attitude  and  trutbf\<lnees  of 
General  Zwlcker,  the  statements  made  to  and 
about  him  by  Senator  McCastht  at^e  con- 
clusion of  the  executive  session,  apd  con- 
cerning alleged  utterances  cd  Oeneral 
Zwlcker  prior  to  his  testimony. 
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Oen.  Khke  B.  Lawton  taetUVed  to 
Tervstion  wblch  he  had  witb  0<«iaral  Zwlekea 
at  Camp  Kilmer  sotnettnse  before 
Zwlcker  waa  called  as  a  wltoeea.  It 
charged  that  General  Lawton  waa 
by  his  military  soperiorB.  tout  after  Oaneral 
Lswton  teatlfled.  tt  beoama  clear  tbat  bla 
inabiUty  to  give  details  of  bii:  conversation 
with  General  Zwlcker  was  not  tbe  result  of 
any  military  eecracy  order  but  waa  tbe  result 
of  nis  inability  to  remember  sny  of  tbe  de- 
tails of  tlie  ooaversatioo.  Otnsral  Lawton 
testified  tbat  Oaneral  Zvrlckar  gave  blm  tba 
impression  of  being  generally  o]>posad  to  Gten- 
stor  McCsaTWT  or  tbe  Senator's  metbod  In 
investigation.  Be  could  not  lemember  any 
words  used  toy  Oeneral  Zwlcker  but  waa  per- 
mitted to  testify  to  his  general  Impression 
and  conclusion  as  to  tbs  effect  of  General 
Zwicker's  remarks. 

William  J.  Harding,  Jr..  wb>  waa  a  spec- 
tator St  the  morning  public  lesslon  ot  tbe 
hearing  held  by  Senator  McCabtht  in  New 
York  on  February  18,  1964,  toittiled  tbat  be 
was  sested  near  Oeneral  Zwlcker.  In  tbe 
morning  session  Oeneral  Zwlcker  also  was  a 
specutor.  Mr.  Harding  stated  that  Senator 
McCabtht  sddressed  a  questlDn  to  Oeneral 
Zwlcker,  who  was  then  seated  in  tbe  svidi- 
ence.  and  tbat  Oeneral  Zwlcker  replied  to 
the  question.  As  Oeneral  Zwlcker  sested 
himself,  after  replying  to  tbe  Senator's 
queetlon.  Mr.  Harding  testtflad  that  tha 
general  muttered  under  bin  breath  tbe 
letters  "s.  o.  b."  with  reference  to  Senstor 
McCabtht. 

James  M.  TuUana  and  C.  a<orge  Anaetoe. 
members  of  the  staff  of  the  Permanent  Sub- 
committee on  Investigations,  srere  called  as 
witnesses  by  the  select  committee.  Mr. 
Juliana  testified  that  be  ssw  Oeneral  Zwl^er 
at  Camp  Kilmer  on  nbruary  13,  lOM.  S  days 
before  tbe  appearance  of  General  Zwlcker 
as  a  wltnees  before  Senator  McCabtht  In 
New  York.  On  Februsry  IS.  1954,  Mr. 
Juliana  received  from  Oeneral  Zwlcker  a 
copy  of  the  Army  order  directing  tbe  boncM-- 
able  discharge  of  MaJ.  Irving  Pereea.  In  the 
New  Y<M-k  hearing  Senator  McCastht  tried 
to  estsblisb  who  was  responsible  for  tbe  sd- 
▼ancement  of  Peress  from  captain  to  major 
and  who  was  responsible  for  his  separation 
and  discharge  from  the  mllltsry  service,  the 
latter  having  occurred  after  he  bad  claimed 
the  protection  of  tbe  fifth  amendment  as 
to  his  Communist  connections  and  activities 
at  a  hearing  before  Senator  McCabtht. 
(The  separation  order  was  read  Into  tba 
record  at  theee  hearings  befijre  the  select 
committee.)  Mr.  Juliana  also  testified  that 
his  copy  of  the  Peress  separation  order  waa 
produced  at  the  bearing  of  February  18, 
1954,  and  banded  by  him  eltlier  to  Senator 
McCabtht  or  to  Ri^  IC  Oohn.  oouneel  for 
the  subcommittee. 

Under  examination  by  eounnel  for  Senator 
McCabtht,  Mr.  Juliana  sUted  tbat  whan  be 
Ulked  to  General  Zwlcker.  Oeneral  Zwlcker 
said  that  he  bad  been  in  conUct  wltb  Waab- 
Ington  prior  to  discharging  Major  Parees  on 
February  2,  1B64.  reUtlve  to  ttte  Parses  mat- 
ter, and  that  be.  Mr.  Jtiliana,  bad  so  in- 
formed Senator  McCabtht  priur  to  February 
18,  IB54. 

C.  George  Anastos  testified  that  be  talked 
with  General  Zwlcker  about  tbe  Perees  oasa 
by  telephone  on  January  2S.  L9M.  Oeneral 
Zwlcker  gave  him  tbe  name  of  Per^a.  and 
sUted  that  the  file  showed  there  waa  in- 
formation that  Peresa  and  hU  wifs  waa  or 
liad  been  a  Communist,  and  that  in  August 
1953  Perees  bad  refused  to  answer  a  loyalty 
questionnaire.  There  was  reference  mada 
also,  according  to  Mr.  Anastnt.,  to  an  Army 
effort  to  get  Pereea  out  of  tha  servlee.  This 
testimony  Is  In  contrast  with  that  of  Oan- 
eral Zwlcker  that  be  did  not  give  to  Mr. 
Ansstos  any  Information  contained  in  tha 
Peress  claeslfled  personnel  file.  Tbe  next 
day,  according  to  Mr.  Anastos.  General 
c loas 


caHad  him  voluntarily  aud  told  him 
of  tba  Perees  aeparatkm  order. 

Major  Psreea  was  examined  by  Chairman 
MocsRHT  on  January  30, 1964.  He  bad  been 
promoted  on  November  3,  1963.  He  rwreived 
an  lionorable  discbarge  on  Falmiary  a,  1954. 

tt  waa  tha  contention  of  Senator  McCab- 
tht tbat  Oeneral  Zwlcker  was  most  arro- 
gant, very  inritotlng,  and  evasive,  tbat  be 
waa  untruthful  In  his  teatlmony.  and  that 
be  vraa  "covering  up"  for  hto  superiors.  Oen- 
eral Zwlcker  stood  upon  his  testimony  and 
contended  tbat  be  had  been  truthful  in  all 
respects  and  as  frank  as  he  could  be  in 
view  ot  tbe  military  reetrlctions  upon  bis 
teatlmony.  General  Zwlcker  also  contended 
ttiat  Senator  MoCabtht  had  full  Icnowledge 
of  Oeneral  Zwl^er's  sttltude  and  ccmduct 
witb  reference,  to  tbe  Peress  case,  and  tbat 
tbls  made  Senator  McCabtht'b  treatment  of 
blm  unjuatlfled  and  unwarranted.  General 
Zwlcker  appeared  as  a  witness  at  the  invi- 
tation of  tbe  select  committee. 

B.   Findings   of   feet 
From  tbe  evidence  snd  testimony  taken 
wltb  reference  to  this  fifth  category,  tbe 
•elect  committee  finds  the  following  facts: 

1.  In  connection  with  tills  incident.  Sena- 
tor McCabtht  was  acting  as  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Government  Opera- 
tions and  chairman  of  its  Permanent  Sub- 
committee on  Investigation  (pp,  68  and  183 
of  the  hearlnga) . 

2.  Ralph  W.  Zwlcker  Is  a  brigadier  gen- 
eral of  tbe  Army  of  the  United  States,  a 
graduate  of  West  Point  Military  Academy, 
and  an  Army  officer  since  1937  (p.  80  of  the 
heartngi). 

3.  From  July  1953  to  August  1954.  Gen- 
eral Zvrtcker  was  the  commanding  ofBcer  at 
Camp  KUmer,  an  Army  separation  center 
(pp.  70  and  81  of  the  hearings) . 

4.  Senator  McCabtht  began  looking  Into 
the  Pereae  matter  in  November  1953  (p.  183 
of  the  bearings). 

B.  In  late  November  or  December  1953. 
General  Zwlcker  had  a  conversation  with 
Oen.  Klrke  B.  Lawton.  and  gave  General 
Lawton  the  impreeslon  that  he  was  antago- 
nistic toward  Senator  McCabtht  (p.  438  of 
the  bearings). 

6.  On  January  22,  1964.  C.  Oeorge  Anas- 
tos. a  member  of  the  staff  of  tbs  Permanent 
Subcommittee  on  Investigations,  talked  to 
General  Zwlcker  by  telephone;  the  general 
gave  htm  tbe  name  of  Peress  and  made  some 
refsrenoe  to  tbe  lattar's  Communist  con- 
nections (p.  519  of  the  hearlnga) . 

7.  This  Infonnatlon  was  reported  to  Roy 
Cobn  and  Frank  Carr  of  tba  subcommittee 
staff  (p.  519  of  the  hearings) . 

8.  On  February  13,  1954.  General  Zwlcker 
talked  to  Jamae  C.  Juliana,  another  mem- 
ber of  tbe  subcommittee's  staff,  and  gave  to 
Mr.  Juliana  a  capj  of  tbe  Peress  separation 
order  (p.  515  of  tbe  bearings) . 

9.  This  copy  was  available  to  Senstor  Mc- 
Cabtht at  the  New  Tork  hearing  of  Feb- 
ruary 18,  1954  (pp.  79,  515.  and  516  of  tha 
bearings). 

10.  On  the  same  date.  General  Zwlcker  also 
told  Mr.  Juliana  tbat  be  was  opposed  to 
giving  Pereee  an  bonorabla  discbarge  and 
bad  been  In  touch  with  Washington  fcbout 
tbe  matter  (p.  517  of  tbe  bearings). 

11.  This  was  reported  by  Mr.  JtiUana  to 
Senstor  McCassht  some  days  before  Febru- 
ary 18.  1964  (pp.  1B8.  189,  333.  and  517  of 
the  hearings). 

12.  Major  Pereee  was  stunmoncd  to  amtear 
before  tba  permanent  subcommittee  by  re- 
queet  made  cm  January  26.  1954.  and  141- 
peared  on  January  30,  1954  (p.  183  of  tbe 
bearings). 

13.  Senator  MoCaktbt  and  General  Zwlcker 
met  for  tha  first  time  on  February  18,  1954 
(p.  330  of  tha  hearings). 

14.  lliey  had  a  pleasant  social  oimversa- 
tlon  during  the  lunch  intermission  (p.  454 
oi  the  hearings). 


16.  There  was  a  public  hearing  duzlng  tha 
morning  of  February  18,  1954,  attended  by 
General  Zwlcker  as  a  ^ectator  (p.  465  of  tba 
hearings). 

16.  During  tbla  morning  seeelon.  William 
J.  Harding.  Jr..  teatlfiad.  after  Oeneral 
Zwlcker  had  answered  a  question  of  Senator 
McCabtht,  that  be  beard  General  Zwi^er 
mutter  under  bis  breatb,  "Tou  s.  o.  b.."  and 
(turning  to  his  companions)  said.  HTou  see. 
I  told  you  wtiat  we'd  get"  {p.  ITB  of  tba 
bearings). 

17.  General  Zwlcker  t*Tt«flvd  be  bad  no 
recollection  of  and  knew  of  no  reason  for 
making  such  an  utterance  (p.  4Se  of  tba 
hearings). 

18.  Senator  McCabtht  did  not  know  of  tba 
Harding  incident  when  be  •■^■»««»«^>||  General 
Zwlcker  (p.  204  of  tbe  bearings). 

19.  Oeneral  Zwlcker  waa  called  aa  a  witnesa 
at  an  ezecuUvc  seailOD  before  Hfnator  Mc- 
Cabtht. sitting  ss  a  suboommittae  of  one, 
about  4 :30  p.  m.  on  February  18,  19M  (pp.  09 
and  190  of  the  has  rings) . 

20.  At  tbe  beginning  of  the  hearing,  under 
examination  by  Ifr.  Oohn.  Oeneral  Zwl^er 
testified  tbat  If  he  were  in  a  poattlon  to  do 
so.  that  be  would  be  glad  to  tell  wbat  stapa 
be  took  "and  others  took  at  Kilnkar  to  take 
action  against  Peress  a  long  tlase  bsforw 
action  was  finally  forced  by  tba  conunlttec.'* 
and  tbat  tbe  information  would  not  reOact 
unfavorably  on  General  Zwlcker  or  "on  a 
number  of  other  people  at  Kllmar  and  tba 
First  Army"  (p.  70  of  tbe  tiearings). 

31.  Senator  McCabtht  then  took  over  tba 
examination  of  Omeral  Zwlcker  in  an  aSOrt 
to  bring  out  that  the  general'e  InXormadon, 
if  given  in  evidence,  "would  reffeot  unfavor- 
ably on  some  of  them,  of  course"  (p.  10  of 
the  hearings). 

22.  Senator  MoCakht  then  ordered  the 
wltnees  to  reply  to  tbe  question  irikethar 
somebody  k^»t  Peress  on,  knowing  he 
Communist,  and  General  Zwlcker 
tbat  be  respectfully  declined  to  an 
he  was  not  permitted  to  do  so  under  tba 
Prealdential  diraetive  (p.  70  of  the  hearings). 

23.  General  Zwlcker  triad  unavoeeaafully 
to  bave  tbls  Preeldentlai  dlreetive  read  at  the 
hearing  before  Senator  McCabxkt  (p.  354 
of  the  hearings). 

24.  Senator  McCabtht  sUted  that  he  waa 
familiar  witb  the  provlaftona  of  tha  Pxaal- 
dential  directive  (p.  354  of  the  hearings). 

25.  Ttie  Presidential  dizecUve  of  Marcb  13, 
1948,  provided  "in  order  to  insure  tbe  fair 
and  Just  dUpoeitlon  of  loyalty  cases  •  •  • 
reports  rendered  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  and  other  investigative  agen- 
cies of  tbs  executive  branch  are  to  be  re- 
garded as  confidential  •  •  •  and  files  rela- 
tive to  tbe  loyalty  of  employees  •  •  •  shall 
be  maintained  in  conlldenoe  *  *  *. — ^Barry 
S.  Truman"  (p.  467  of  the  hearlncs). 

36.  Senator  McCabtht  then  asked  General 
Zwlcker  whetho'  be  knew  on  the  day  an 
honorable  discharge  was  signed  for  Peress 
tliat  Peress  bad  refueed  to  answer  certain 
queetions  before  tbe  subcommittee,  and  Oen- 
eral Zwlcker  replied:  Tfo,  sir;  not  spedfleally 
on  answering  any  questtons.  I  knew  be  had 
appeared  before  your  committee"  (p^  TV  eC 
the  hearings). 

27.  Wbsn  artced  wbetber  be  "knew  geb- 
eraUy  that  he  (Perees)  had  refnaed  to  tair 
whether  be  was  a  Communist,"  Osnsrat 
Zwlcker  relied:  "I  dont  saeaU  wbiettbar  ba 
refused  to  tell  whether  ha  waa  a  Oommualst* 
(p.  71  of  tbe  bearings). 

38.  Oeneral  Zwlcker  tastiflad  tbat  be  bad 
read  tbe  prees  releaaaa  about  Pereee.  and. 
knew  tbat  Pwees  had  taken  refuge  In  tba 
fifth  amendment,  but  that  ha  did  not  know 
spedAcaUy  tbat  Perees  had  refuaed  to  answer 
queetions  about  bla  Communist  acttvltlee  (pw 
71  of  tbe  bearings). 

29.  Senator  McCabtht  then  told  the  wlt- 
nees: "OeneraL.  let's  try  and  ba  tnithfuL  Z 
am  going  to  keep  you  bere  as  \ 
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ytm  XkXL  xm  tlMt  s  B«)ar 

vlio  was  known  to  yo«i  to 

■  n«ii«t«i  UBiimlUiw,  aadoC 

ftffl^p-to  mm  have  70a  att  bare  and  USk  na 
tbat  fOQ  41d  not  know  wbattaer  ha  nfOMMl 
to  aiWBi  qotrttona  abovt  OonBnuBlat  aettTl- 
ttaa.  X  kad  aeaa  aU  tt»  ynaa  nilpimii,  and 
tbmf  an  daalt  wfth  that.  80  wImb  yen  do 
l^tt.  OoMral,  If  ymi  win  pardoB  uke,  I  cannot 
iMtp  kvk  qiMrtliRi  aitlMr  ymr  iMBflc^  or  your 
tetelUiiaM.  OM  or  fhe  otter.  I  want  to  ba 
fimiik  wttb  yov  OB  ViatL 

n/fam  la  It  yvxor  taatlmoBy  now  tliat  a« 
tha  ttaaa  yoa  nad  tba  atorlaa  atooot  Major 
PHcaa,  tiMt  yoa  ^d  not  know  that  be  had 
Mfnaad  to  auwcr  queatKma  tMf ore  thia  eom- 
aboat  bla  Ooounnnlat  acttrtttaat 

I  am  •are  I  liad  tbat 


**Ib«  CitMMfiw.  Ware  yoa  aware  that  VtM 
i)ar  waa  beinc  gtven  an  bonoraMe  dls- 


Did  yoa  tiao  read  tba 
atorlaa  Mioat  my  letter  to  Secretary  of  tbe 
Armj  atinana  In  wblcb  Irequaated<r,  rather. 
wnfgmtmtL  tbat  this  man  be  oourt-martialed. 
and  tbat  aaTone  tbat  proteeted  blm  or  oot- 
ered  up  tar  bbn  be  eonrt-martlaled? 

'Xleaaral  Xwaoaa.  Tea.  ate"  (pp:  71  and 
■n  oC  tbe  beartacs). 

tl.  AS  to  the  Pareaa  dlaehaifle,  Genoml 


CWAnofiur.  Wbo    orderto    bla    dla- 

*^aenena  Zwxxb.  mut  Department  o<  Xbm 
Army. 

"The  OtumauM.  Who  In  the  Department? 
"Oenenq  Zwicaaai.  That  I  eant  answer. 
•1*r.  Ooanr.  Tbat  Isnt  a  aaeurtty  matter? 
"XleiMral  Swnns.  No.   I  dont  know.  Bc- 


Ton 


"Uc,  Ocmm.  Who  4Hd  yoa  talk  to? 
talked  to  aomebodyfX 

"Oeneral  Swicna.  Ho;  I  did  not. 

"Mr.  Ocmm.  How  did  you  know  be  ehould 
be  diaeharsedr* 

"General  Zwiodb.  Ton  alao  baiw  a  copy  of 
this.    I  dont  know  why  you  asked  me  for  it. 
This  Is  the  order  under  which  he  was  dis- 
charced.  a  eopy  of  that  otder." 
And  alao: 

-The  CKAttauw.  Dtd  you  take  any  stepa  to 
ha^  him  retained  untU  the  Secretary  ot  the 
Anny  eoold  deckle  n^tether  he  should  be 
conrt-aarttaled? 

"Oeneral  Zwickb.  Mo.  air. 

"Tba  CauuBanur.  DM  \%  occur  to  vou  that 
you  «bould7 

'Xlenand  Zwxaoi.  Mo.  sir. 

*Tbe  CabuaofAw.  oould  you  have  taken 
audk  stepa? 

"General  ZwKKot.  Mo.  sir. 

"Tba  OtujmMMM.  In  otber  words,  tbere  la 
botbing  you  eould  have  done,  la  that  your 
■tfttement? 

"General  Zwamaa.  niat  la  my  oolnlon'* 
Cp.  73  of  the  beartnga). 

83.  Tbm  Pereas  dladMr«e  ordo-  was  dated 
January  U.  1M4.  was  reoetvad  by  Ctenerai 
Zwlekar  oa  Jaanarj  28.  1964.  aiid  provided: 

(a)  That  FsMas  be  relieved  from  active 
duty  and  boooraifaiy  dlacbargad. 

<b)  Tbat  tbia  be  at  tbe  deeire  of  Peress 
Imt  in  any  event  not  later  tban  90  days 
from  date  of  reoelpt  of  tbIa  letter"  (p.  464  of 
tbe  hMMnp). 

».  Mejor  Fweas  adced  for  his  discharge  on 
Vebruary  i.  1094.  and  be  was  dlaebarced  tbe 
next  day  (p.  48S  of  tbe  bearings). 


had  read  the 

and  knew  about  it  on  Feb- 

3.  1964  (pp.  199  and  SS8  of  tbe  bear- 

SB.  Senator  Mocsbxkt  then  examined 
General  Zwlcker  as  follows: 

"The  CHaisMsw.  Let  me  ask  this  qxieetion. 
Zr  this  man.  after  tbe  order  came  up,  after 
tbe  Oder  of  tbe  18th  came  up.  pr\ai  to  his 
getting  an  booorable  dlacharge.  were  guilty 
of  aome  crime — let  us  say  that  he  held  up  a 
bank  or  stole  an  automobile — and  you  beard 
of  tbat  the  flay  before — let's  say  you  beard 
of  it  tbe  same  day  that  you  heard  of  my 
letter— could  you  then  have  taken  steps 
to  prevent  his  (Uacharge,  at  woiild  he  have 
avtomatieally  been  discharged? 

"General  Zwickxr.  X  would  have  definitely 
taken  steps  to  present  discharge. 

"Tba  CBsmataw.  In  other  words,  if  you 
f^rand  that  be  was  guilty  of  improper  con- 
duet,  conduct  unbecoming  an  officer,  we  will 
say,  then  you  would  ZHn  have  allowed  the 
honorable  discharge  to  go  through,  would 
you? 

"General  ZwicKxt.  If  It  were  outside  tbe 
directive  ctf  this  order? 

-Tbe  CBantMAK.  Well,  yes;  let's  say  It  were 
outside  the  directive. 

"General  ZwicKxa.  Then  I  certainly  would 
never  have  discharged  him  until  that  part 
of  tlMcasc 

"The  CHAnacAOT.  Let  us  say  he  went  out 
and  stole  950  the  night  before. 

"General  Zwicxxa.  He  wouldn't  have  been 
discharged. 

"Hie  Chahicaot.  Do  you  think  stealln|  950 
Is  more  serious  than  being  a  traitor  to  tbe 
country  ss  part  of  the  Communist  con- 
Kpkncy7 

"General  Zwicxxs.  That,  sir,  was  not  my 
decision. 

"The  CHsTSMtif.  Tou  said  if  you  learned 
that  be  stole  950,  you  would  have  prevented 
his  discharge.  Tou  did  learn  something 
much  more  serious  than  that.  Tou  learned 
tbat  he  bad  refused  to  tell  whether  he  was 
a  Communist.  Tou  learned  that  the  chair- 
man of  a  Senate  committee  suggested  that 
be  be  court-martialed.  And  you  say  if  he 
bad  stolen  950  he  would  not  have  gotten  the 
honorable  discharge.  But  merely  being  a 
part  of  the  Conununist  conspiracy,  and  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  asking  that  he 
be  court-martialecl.  would  not  give  you 
grounds  for  holding  up  his  discharge.  Is 
that  correct? 

"General  ZwicKxn.  Under  the  terms  of  this 
letter,  that  is  corre<:t,  Mr.  Chairman. 

"The  CHAXBiCAif.  That  letter  says  nothing 
about  stealing  960,  and  it  does  not  say  any- 
thing about  being  a  Communist.  It  does  not 
wtyanything  about  his  appearance  before  oxir 
committee.  He  appeared  before  ova  commit- 
tee after  that  order  was  made  out. 

"Do  you  think  yoii  sound  a  bit  ridiculous. 
General,  when  you  say  that  for  $50.  you 
would  prevent  his  being  discharged,  but  for 
being  a  part  of  the   conspiracy    to   destroy 
this  country  you  could  not  prevent  his  dis- 
charge? 
"General  Zwsckxs.  I  did  not  say  that.  sir. 
"The  CwAixinwr.  Let's  go  ovei   that.     Tou 
did  say  If  you  found  out  he  stole  $50  the 
night  before,  he  would  not  have  gotten,  an 
honorable  discharge  the  next  morning? 
"General  Zwicko.  That  is  correct. 
"Tlie  CHASMAif.  You  did  learn,  did  you 
not,  from  ^e  newspaper  reports,  that  this 
man  was  part  of  the  Communist  conspiracy, 
or  at  least  that  there  was  strong  evidence 
tbat  he  was.     Dldnt  you  think  that  Was 
more  Berious  than  the  theft  of  $50? 

"General  Zwickxb.  He  has  never  been  tried 
for  that,  sir,  and  there  was  evidence,  Mr. 

Chairman 

"Tbe  CHsntMAir.  Don't  you  give  me  liiat 
doubletalk.  The  $S0  case,  that  he  had  stcflen 
the  night  before,  he  has  not  been  tried  for 
that. 

"General  Zwkxxk.  That  is  correct.  He 
didn't  steal  it  yet. 


"The  CHADucAif.  Would  you  wait  until  be 
ras  tried  for  stealing  tbe  950  before  you 
prevented  tbe  honorable  discharge*? 

"General  Zwiocxa.  Btber  tried  or  ex- 
onerated. 

"The  CHAnMAW.  Tou  would  hold  up  the 
discharge  until  he  was  tried  or  exonerated? 

"General  Zwicxxa.  Tot  stealing  tbe  950* 
yes. 

"The  CHAiBMAir.  But  if  you  heard  that  this 
man  was  a  traitor — in  other  words,  tn^t^a^ 
of  hearing  that  he  had  stolen  950  from  the 
comer  store,  let's  say  you  heard  that  he  was 
a  traitor,  he  belonged  to  the  Conununist  con- 
spiracy; that  a  Senate  oonunittee  had  the 
sworn  testimony  to  that  effect.  Tbien  would 
you  hold  up  his  discharge  until  be  waa  either 
exonerated  or  tried? 

"Oeneral  Zwickex.  I  am  not  gohtg  to  an- 
swer that  question,  I  don't  believe,  tbe  way 
you  want  it,  sir. 

"The  Chaixmah.  I  Just  want  you  <o  tell  me 
the  truth. 

"Oeneral  ZwicKxa.  On  aU  of  the  evidence 
or  anything  that  had  been  presented  to  me 
as  commanding  general  of  Camp  Kilmer.  I 
had  no  authority  to  retain  him  In  the 
service."  1 

And  alao:  | 

"The  CHAixMAiv.  Tou  say  that  if  you  had 
heard  tbat  he  had  stolen  950.  then  you  could 
order  him  retained.  But  when  you  beard 
that  he  was  part  of  the  Conununist  conspir- 
acy, that  subsequent  to  the  time  tbe  orders 
were  issued  a  Senate  committee  took  tbe 
evidence  under  oath  that  he  was  pMt  of  the 
conspiracy,  you  say  that  would  not  allow  you 
to  hold  up  his  discharge? 

"Oeneral  Zwicxxa.  I  was  never  offieially  in- 
formed by  anyone  that  he  was  pan  of  tbe 
Conununist  conspiracy,  Mi.  Senataf. 

"The  Chaixman.  Well,  let's  see  now.  Tou 
say  that  you  were  never  offlcially  informed? 

"General  Zwicxzx.  No. 

"The  Chaoiman.  If  you  heard  that  he  had 
stolen  $50  from  someone  down  the  street.  If 
you  did  not  hear  It  offlcially.  then  ceuld  you 
hold  up  his  discharge?  Or  U  there  some  pe- 
culiar way  you  must  hear  it? 

"General  Zwicxxx.  I  believe  so,  yes.  sir. 
until  I  was  satisfied  that  he  had  or  hadnti 
one  way  or  the  other. 

"The  CHAaifAM.  You  would  not  qeed  any 
official  notification  so  far  as  the  50  bucks  is 
concerned?  , 

I^Oeneral  Zwicxxx.  Yes. 

"The  Chaixman.  But  you  say  inaofir  as  the 
Communist  conspiracy  L-j  concerned,  you  need 
an  official  notification? 

"General  Zwicxrs.  Yes,  sir;  because  I  was 
acting  on  an  official  order,  having  precedence 
over  that?  ^  i«»«««u«» 

"The  Chaixman.  How  about  the  950»  If 
one  of  your  men  came  in  a  half  hoi«  before 
he  got  his  honorable  discharge  a»d  said 
•General.  I  just  heard  downtown  from  a 
ix)llce  officer  that  this  man  broke  Inte  a  store 
last  night  and  stole  $50.'  you  would  toot  alve 
him  an  honorable  discharge  until  you  had 
checked  the  case  and  found  out  whether  that 
was  true  or  not;  would  you? 

♦i^.l^r"'*,'  Zwicxxx.  I  would  expect  the  au- 
thorities from  downtown  to  InfomJ  me  of 
that  or,  let's  say.  someone  in  a  position  to 
suspect  that  he  did  it.  ^^ 

"The  Chaixman.  Let's  say  one  of  the  trust- 
ed privates  In  your  command  came  id  to  you 
and  said,  'General.  I  was  Just  downtown  and 
I  have  evidence  that  Major  Peress  broke  into 
a  store  and  stole  $60.'  You  wouldn't  dis- 
charge him  until  you  hsd  checked  the  facte 
seen  whether  or  not  the  private  wa4  telUng 
the  truth,  and  seen  whether  or  not  he  bad 
stolen  the  $50?  ^^ 

"General  Zwicxxx.  No;  I  dont  beUeve  I 
would.  I  would  make  a  check,  certainly  to 
check  the  story"  (pp.  73-74  ot  the  hearings). 

38.  The  examination  then  proceedM  on  a 
further  hypothetical  ba«U  as  foUowa: 

"The  CHAntMAN.  Do  you  think,  (jleneral. 
that  anyone  who  Is  responsible  for  giving  an 
honorable  discharge  to  a  man  who  has  been 


named  tmder  oath  as  a  member  of  the  Com- 
munist conspiracy  should  himself  be  re- 
moved from  the  military? 

"Oeneral  Zwicxxx.  You  are  speaking  of 
generalities  now,  and  not  on  spedflos;  Is  that 
right,  sir,  not  mentumlng  al)Out  any  one 
particular  person? 

"The  Chaixman.  That  is  riglit. 

"Oeneral  Zwicxxx.  I  have  no  brief  for  that 
kind  of  person,  and  if  there  exists  or  has  ex- 
isted something  in  the  system  that  permits 
that,  I  say  that  that  is  wrong. 

"'The  Chaixman.  I  am  not  talking  about 
the  system.  I  am  aaking  you  this  question. 
General,  a  very  simple  question :  Let's  assume 
that  John  Jones,  who  is  a  major  In  tbe 
United  States  Army 

"General  Zwicxxa.  A  what,  r.ir? 

"The  Chaixman.  Let's  assume  that  John 
Jones  is  a  major  in  the  United  States  Army. 
Let's  assume  thst  there  is  swcim  testimony 
to  the  effect  that  he  is  part  of  the  Commu- 
nist conspiracy,  has  attende<l  Communist 
leadership  schools.  Let's  assume  that  MaJ. 
John  Jones  is  under  oath  befon;  a  committee 
and  says.  'I  cahnot  tell  you  th<  truth  about 
these  charger^because.  if  I  did.  I  fear  that 
might  tend  to  Incriminate  me.'  Then  let's 
say  that  Oeneral  Smith  was  nwponsible  for 
this  man  receiving  an  honors ole  discharge, 
knowing  these  facts.  Do  you  think  thst  Oen- 
eral Smith  should  be  removed  Irom  the  mili- 
tary, or  do  you  think  be  should  be  kept  on 
In  it? 

"General  Zwicxxx.  He  should  be  by  all 
means  kept  if  he  were  acting:  under  com- 
petent orders  to  separate  that  man.  ' 

•The  Chaixman.  Let  us  say  :ie  is  the  man 
who  signed  tbe  orders.  Let  us  say  Oeneral 
Smith  is  the  man  wbo  originated  the  order. 

"Oeneral  Zwicxxa.  Originated  the  order 
directing  his  separation? 

"The  Chaixman.  Directing  his  honorable 
dl."=charge. 

"General  Zw«3Ckx.  Well,  tJiat  Is  pretty 
hypothetical. 

"The  Chaixman.  It  is  pretty  real.  General. 

"General  Zwicxxa.  Sir.  on  one  point;  yes. 
I  mean  on  an  individual;  yes.  But  you  know 
that  there  are  thousands  and  thousands  of 
people  being  separated  daily  from  our 
Army. 

"The  CHAntMAN.  General,  you  understand 
my  question 

"General  Zwicxxa.  Maybe  n-jt. 

"The  CHAnMAN.  And  you  are  going  to  an- 
swer it. 

"General  Zwicxxx.  Repeat  1~. 

"The  CHAIXMAN.  The  reporter  will  repeat 
It. 

"(The  questicm  referred  to  was  read  by  the 
reporter. ) 

"General  Zwicxxa.  Tbat  is  not  a  question 
for  me  to  decide.  Senator. 

"The  Chaibmam.  Tou  are  ordered  to  answer 
It.  General.  Tou  are  an  employee  of  the 
people. 

"General  Zwicxxa.  Tee,  sir. 

"The  chabman.  Tou  have  a  rather  Im- 
portant job.  I  want  to  know  how  you  feel 
about  getting  rid  of  Communbte. 

"General  Zwicxxa.  I  am  all  lor  it. 

"The  Chaixman.  AU  right.  Tou  arlU  an- 
swer that  question,  unless  you  take  tbe  fifth 
amendment.  I  do  not  ears  bo^r  long  we  stay 
here,  you  are  going  to  ancwer  It. 

"General  Zwicxaa.  Do  you  mean  how  I  feel 
toward  Oommunlsto? 

"The  Chaixman.  I  mean  eicactly  what  I 
asked  you.  Oenaral;  nothing  else.  And  any- 
one with  the  brains  of  a  5-year-old  child  can 
undersUnd  that  question. 

"The  reportsr  will  read  It  to  yoa  as  often 
as  you  need  to  hear  It  ao  tbat  yju  can  answer 
it.  and  then  you  vrUl  answer  it . 

"Oeneral  Zwicxxa.  Start  It  o«>er.  please. 

"(The  queatton  was  reread  by  the  r»- 
pOTter.) 

"General  Zwicxaa.  X  do  rot  think  be 
should  be  ramovad  from  tbe  nulltary. 

"The  Chaixman.  Then,  Oeneral.  yon  sboold 
be  removed  from  any  comma] id.     Any  man 


who  has  been  given  the  honor  of  being  pro- 
moted to  general  and  who  says  'I  will  protect 
another  genaral  wbo  proteeted  Communiste.' 
is  not  fit  to  wear  that  uniform.  General.  I 
think  It  is  a  tremendous  disgrace  to  the  Army 
to  have  this  sort  of  thing  given  to  the  public. 
I  intend  to  give  It  to  them.  I  have  a  duty 
to  do  tbat.  I  tatend  to  repeat  to  the  press 
exactly  what  yon  said.  So  you  know  that. 
You  will  be  back  here.  General"  (pp.  75  and 
76  of  the  hearings). 

"37.  At  page  77  of  the  hearings,  the  follow- 
ing occurred: 

"The  Chaixman.  Did  you  at  any  time  ever 
object  to  this  man  being  honorably  dis- 
charged? 

"Oeneral  Zwicxxx.  I  respectfully  decline 
to  answer  that,  sir. 

"The  Chaixman.  You  will  be  ordered  to  an- 
swer it. 

"Oeneral  Zwtckxx.  That  Is  on  the  grounds 
of  this  Executive  order. 

"The  Chaixman.  You  are  ordered  to  an- 
swer.    That  is  a  personnel  matter. 

"General  Zwicxxx.  I  shaU  stiU  recpectfuUy 
decline  to  answer  It. 

"The  Chaixman.  Did  you  ever  tske  any 
steps  which  would  have  aided  him  In  con- 
tinuing in  th«  military  after  you  knew  that 
he  was  a  Communist? 

"General  Zwicxjcx.  That  would  have  aided 
him  in  continuing,  sir? 

"The  Chaixman.  Yes. 

"General  Zwicxxx.  No. 

"The  Chaixman.  Did  you  ever  do  anything 
instrumental  In  his  obtaining  his  promotion 
after  knowing  that  he  was  a  fifth-amend- 
ment case? 

"General  Zwicxxx.  No,  sir. 

"The  Chaixman.  Did  you  ever  object  to 
his  l>elng  promoted? 

"General  Zwicxxa.  I  had  no  opportunity 
to,  sir. 

"The  Chaixman.  Did  you  ever  enter  any 
objection  to  promotion  of  this  man  under 
your  command? 

"General  Zwicxix.  I  have  no  opportunity 
tr   dc  that. 

"The  Chauiman.  Tou  say  you  did  not;  la 
that  correct? 

"Oeneral  Zwicxxx.  That  Is  correct. 

"The  Chaixman.  And  you  refuse  to  tell  'is 
whether  you  objected  to  his  obtaining  an 
honorable  discharge? 

"Oeneral  Zwicxxx.  1  dont  believe  that  is 
quite  tbe  way  the  question  was  phrased 
before. 

"Tbe  Chazbman.  Well,  answer  It  again, 
then. 

"General  Zwicxxa.  I  respectfully  request 
thst  I  not  answer  that  question. 

"The   Chaixman.  You    will   be   ordered   to 


"General  Zwicxat.  Under  the  same  au- 
thority as  dted  before,  I  cannot  answer  It." 

88.  At  tbe  heelings  before  the  select  com- 
mittee. Senator  McCaxtht  testified  that 
Oeneral  Zwlclcer  was  evasive  (p.  183  of  the 
bearings),  tbat  be  changed  bis  story  (p.  193 
of  the  hearings),  that  he  was  difficult  to 
examine  (p.  193  of  the  hearings),  that  It 
was  "a  long,  laborious,  trnth-pulllng  Job." 
and  that  he  was  "most  arrogant"  (pp.  199 
and  304  of  the  hearings). 

39.  As  statad  oy  tbe  cbairman  and  otber 
members  of  the  select  committee,  tbeae  were 
matters  of  argnment  (p.  196  of  tbe  hearings) . 

40.  The  transcript  of  tbe  New  York  hear- 
ing shows  that  Senator  McCaxtht  said  to 
Oeneral  Zwlcko':  "Then.  Oeneral.  you  should 
be  removed  from  any  command.  Any  man 
who  has  been  given  the  honor  of  being  pro- 
moted to  ganaral  and  wbo  says,  T  will  pro- 
tect another  general  wbo  protected  Commu- 
niste.' Is  not  fit  to  wear  tbat  uniform,  Gen- 
eral." and  Ssoator  McCaxtht  testified  be 
was  referring  to  the  uniform  of  a  general 
(pp.  aoa  and  SS2  of  the  hearings). 

41.  General  Zwlcker  did  not  make  any  such 
statement. 

43.  Senator  McCaxtht  testified  tbat  Gen- 
eral Zwlcker  bad  said,  in  effect,  "It  is  all 


right  to   give   Communiste   honorable   dis- 
charges" (p.  303  of  the  hearings). 

43.  There  is  no  testimony  in  this  record 
which  Justifies  such  a  conclusion. 

44.  When  asked  to  give  the  facta  on  which 
h>  based  his  testimony  that  General  Zwlcker 
was  an  unwilling  witness,  arrogant  and  eva- 
sive. Senator  McCaxtht  reiterated  his  con- 
clusion that:  "All  I  can  say  U,  tbe  full. atti- 
tude was  one  of  complete  am^ance.  complete 
contempt  of  the  committee"  (p.  904  of  the 
hearings ) . 

45.  Senator  McCaxtht  testified  tbat  be  was 
Justified  in  his  treatment  of  Oeneral  Zwlcker 
solely  by  the  letter's  conduct  at  Oie  hearing 
m  New  York  (p.  880  of  the  hearings). 

46.  He  testified  further  tbat  he  had  not 
criticised  Oeneral  Zwlcker  and  it  was:  "JiMt  a 
method  of  cross-examination,  trying  to  get 
the  truth"  (p.  831  of  tbe  hearings) . 

47.  Senator  MCCaktht  refused  to  draw  any 
Inference  but  that  Oeneral  Zwlcker  waa  not 
telling  the  truth  (speclfleally  exelodlng 
perjury,  p.  887  of  toe  bearings),  as  follows: 

"Mr.  DK  PnxiA.  Now.  assiuning.  Senator, 
that  for  the  sake  of  this  question,  anyhow, 
that  General  Zwlcker  did  testify  In  what  we 
might  call  a  stilted  fashion,  dont  you  think 
that  the  fair  inference,  rather  than  to  say 
that  the  general  was  deliberately  telfing  an 
untruth,  or  stelllng.  or  distorting  facta,  that 
the  fair.  Judicious  inference  was  tbat  be 
couldnt  do  very  much  else  in  tbe  face  of  tbe 
PresidentUl  orders  and  tbe  otber  ordMs  of 
bis  superiors,  isnt  that  the  fair  way  to  kxA 
at  it.  Senator? 

"Senator  McCaxtht.  Ho,  MT.  de  Purla." 
When  a  general  comes  before  me  first  ssys, 
T  dldnt  know  this  man  refused  to  answer 
any  questions.'  then  after  be  Is  pressed  un- 
der cross-examlnaUon.  he  says.  "Yee,  I  knew 
be  refused  to  answer  questions,  but  I  dldnt 
know  he  refused  to  answer  questions  aboot 
Communist  activities' — ^then.  after  further 
cross-examination,  he  says,  *Yes,  I  know  tbat 
he  refused  to  answer  questions  about  Com- 
munist activities' — ^I  can't  aasume  that  Is 
the  result  of  any  Presidential  directive.  We 
cr.nnot  blame  the  President  for  that." 

48.  Before  examining  General  Zwlcker, 
Senator  McCaxtht  knew  tbat  Genera|FZwldt- 
er  was  oppoaed  to  giving  Pereas  an  honorable 
discharge  (p.  343  of  the  bearinga)  and  Sen- 
ator McCaxtht  had  received  a  long  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  tbe  Army  giving  a  full 
explanation  of  the  Pereas  caae  (pp.  480  and 
403  of  the  hearings). 

49.  Senator  McCaxtht  contended  at  the 
hearings  before  the  select  committee  tbat 
matters  In  the  Peress  personnel  file  could 
be  revealed  by  General  Zwlcker  (p.  344  of  tba 
hearings)  and  that  General  Zwteker  was  not 
relying  on  any  Presidential  order  (p.  944 
of  the  hearings). 

50.  Later.  Senator  McCaxTsr  teatlfled  that 
General  Zwlcker  was  relying  on  Presidential 
and  Bxecutive  orders,  and  that  he.  Senator 
McCaxtht,  had  copies  Ol  them  (pp.  S47  axkd 
354  of  the  hearings). 

51.  Immediately  after  General  Zwtcker  had 
testified  In  New  York.  Senator  McCaanrr 
gave  to  the  press  his  verslan  of  what  bad 
occurred  at  tbe  executlv*  hearing  (p.  848  of 
the  hearings) . 

62.  Senator  McCaxtht  could  not  recall 
whether  he  told  tbe  preai  that  tbe  Zwlckv 
hearing  had  been  held  principally  for  tbe 
benefit  of  tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Army  Stevena. 
did  not  think  so,  was  reasonably  certain  be 
bad  not  said  so  (p.  348  of  tbe  bearings). 

68.  On  his  right  to  reveal  to  tbe  praaa 
what  had  been  testified  to  at  the  Swlcker 
executive  bearing.  Senator  McCabtht  taetl- 
fled: 

"tix.  Ds  FmoA.  Senator,  were  yon  autbor- 
laed  by  either  tbe  major  conunittee  or  your 
Subcommittee  on  Permanent  Zaveetlgatlaaa 
to  reveal  what  tranq^red  at  the  Zwteker 
executive  hearing? 

"Senator  McCaxtht.  I  discussed  tbe  matter 
with  the  representatives  of  tbe  two  Senators 
who  were  present  and  we  agreed,  In  view  of 
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Toa  WKf  yoa  dJaeoMad  it 
S«a  of  tit*  two  SanatonT 
TKiit  Is  eoRact. 
Xb  m^t*  of  the  mlM  ctf  your 
thttt  all  taattmony  taken  In 
ba  kapt  aacrat  and 
will  not  ba  rdaaaad  or  naad  In  poUllc  aaa> 
■Ion  vukfout  tlM  i^proval  of  tha  nu^ortty 
of  tha  aobeammlttae? 

"aaaator  tfoCUaamr.  I  felt  that  the  two 
men  who  vara  preaent  ware  ■T'tn'Mtlin  tha 
Sanaton  and  thay  oonstltiitad  a  majorl^. 
l^era  vara  only  fofur  Senatora  on  the  com- 
mlttaa  at  that  ttma. 

"lAr^  SB  Wvmtk.  In  a  matter  involTlng  a 
fencnU  of  the  United  States,  then,  you  per- 
mitted an  admlnlatratlya  aaatotant  to  eior- 
elaa  tha  pnrogatiTea  of  tba  United  States 
Smate? 

"flmator  IfoCMmrr.  I  think  I  have  recited 
the  facta  to  you"  (pp.  849  and  360  of  the 
hearings). 
And  alao: 

"Senator  licCMtnnr.  Uky  X  say  further,  llr. 
«9  Fttrla.  In  answer  to  your  question,  that 
Geiiaral  Zwiidcsr  had  already  released  a  dis- 
torted verskm  of  the  testlnumy,  through  Bob 
Stevens,  In  affdavlt  form.  X  felt  under  the 
drcumatane^  that  the  eonect  version 
ahotUd  ba  released. 

"llr.  BB  Pdsu.  Why.  Senator,  you  released 
this  itarst  3  or  8  minutes  after  your  hearing 
ccmcluded.  did  you  not? 

"Senator  IfeCABZBT.  KO;  I  did  not.  It  was 
the  transcript. 

"Mr.  BB  PDBU.  Tou  called  in  the  press,  did 
yoa  not.  right  away? 

"Senator  MoCAanrr.  X  did  not. 
"Ut.  BB  Pdbi*.  rro  teU  them  what  had  hap- 
penad  In  tlia  aiecutlTa  sesslonY 

"Senator  MoCairht.  llr.  da  Furla,  If  you 
want  to  know  what  tha  practice  was  here. 

and  what  the  practloe  la 

"Mr.  BB  FoaxA.  X  do  not  want  the  practice. 
"Sonator  IfcCsBnrr.  Z  did  not  release  the 
transcript. 

"Mr.  BB  PuBXA.  I  am  not  talking  about  the 
transcript.  But  you  did  teU  the  press  what 
happened  In  the  closed  eaeeutlTe  seealon. 
within  a  few  minutes  after  that  aesslon 
•nded? 

"Senator  McCabtbt.  X  gave  them  a  r«sum6 
of  the  testimony;  yee. 

"XHr.  SB  Pdbia.  Sir.  I  am  ***^"c  you,  upon 
what  authority,  or  by  what  right,  you  did 
that? 

"Senator  IfbCAxxHT.  Because  that  has  been 
otir  practice. 

"Mr.  SB  rowu.  In  spite  of  the  rule  of  your 
Ofwn  OQtnmlttee? 

"Senator  McCabtbt.  That  has  been  the 
practice  at  the  committee. 

"Ifr.  BB  Pdbia.  Oeneral  Zwlcker's  affidavit 
waa  not  made  until  2  days  later;  lent  that 
right.  Senator?     It  Is  dated  February  ao. 

"Senator  McCabtbt.  I  dont  know  what 
date  it  Is  dated,  but  the  transcript  was  not 
released  tmtU  after  the  distorted  version  of 
the  testimony  given  by  Zwlcker. 

"Mr.  WnxxAKS.  Do  you  have  the  rule,  there. 
Mr.  de  Furia? 

"Mr.  BB  FuBXA.  Tes.  X  have  the  rule,  and  I 
would  like  to  have  It  In  evidence.  If  the 
chairman  please. 

"The  CHAUntAw.  Xt  wlU  be  received"  (p.  860 
of  the  hearings). 

64.  The  rules  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Government  Operations,  adopted  January  14. 
1863.  provided: 

"6.  All  testlflsony  taken  In  exectitive  ses- 
sion shall  he  kept  secret  and  wlU  not  he 
released  or  used  In  pubUc  session  without  the 
approval  of  a  majority  of  the  subctmmiittee" 
(p.  862  of  the  hearings). 

66.  At  that  time  the  subcommittee  con- 
sisted of  seven  members  (p.  868  of  the  hear- 
ings), 

66.  During  the  executive  session.  Senator 
McCabtbt  said  with  reference  to  General 


S^wlekar:  "Thia  is  the  first  fifth-amendment 
general  we've  had  before  us"  (p.  461  if  the 
hearings).  ~ 

67.  After  the  executive  session.  Senator 
McCabtbt  said  to  Oeneral  Zwlcker: 

"General,  you  will  be  back  on  Tuesday, 
and  at  that  time  I  am  going  to  put  you  on 
display  and  let  the  American  public  see  what 
kind  of  officers  we  have"  (p.  451  of  the  bear- 
ings). 

68.  The  facta  concerning  Peress'  Commu- 
nist connections  were  known  to  General 
Zwlcker's  superior  cheers  when  he  wfu  di- 
rected to  discharge  Peress  (p.  492  df  the 
hearings). 

69.  General  Zwlcker  was  not  responsible  In 
any  way  for  promoting  or  discharging  Peress 
and  was  v«ry  mucb  opposed  to  both  (pp.  505 
and  606  of  the  hearings). 

60.  Major  Peress  was  not  in  a  se^itlve 
position  so  far  as  intelligence,  or  classified 
Information  or  material  was  concemtd  (p. 
605  of  the  hearings). 

C  Legal  questions  inx>olved  in  this  category 

The  legal  questions  arising  with  reference 
to  the  incident  relating  to  General  Zwlcker 
may  be  stated  brlefiy  as  follows: 

1.  Is  there  any  evidence  that  General 
Zwlcker  was  not  telling  the  truth  In  ttttlfy- 
Ing  before  Chairman  McCaxtht? 

2.  Is  there  any  evidence  that  General 
Zwlcker  was  intentionally  irritating  or  eva- 
sive or  arrogant? 

3.  What  is  the  law  governing  the  treat- 
ment of  witnesses  before  congressional 
committees? 

4.  Was  the  conduct  of  Senator  McCarthy 
toward  General  Zwlcker  proper  under  the 
circumstances  ? 

1.  niere  is  no  evidence  that  General 
Zwlcker  was  not  telling  the  truth  in  testify- 
ing before  Chairman  McCarthy. 

We  have  analyzed  carefully  the  testimony 
of  Oeneral  Zwlcker,  of  Senator  McCaRtht, 
and  ot  the  other  witnesses  relating  to  this 
question.  We  have  concluded  that  General 
Zwlcker.  when  he  appeared  as  a  witnegs  be- 
fore Senator  McCabtbt  on  February  18.  1954, 
was  a  truthful  wi  .ness.  We  feel  that  It  was 
evident  that  his  examination  was  unfair,  and 
that  General  Zwlcker  testified  as  fully  and 
frankly  as  he  could  do,  in  view  of  the  Presi- 
dential and  Army  directives  which  restricted 
his  freedom  of  expression.  These  directives 
were  known  to  his  examiners,  and  however 
much  they  may  have  been  out  of  sympathy 
with  the  directives,  the  fact  remains  that 
this  was  no  excuse  for  berating  General 
Zwlcker  and  holding  him  up  to  public 
ridicule. 

Oeneral  Zwlcker  testified  before  the  select 
committee.  He  underwent  a  vigorous  and 
taxing  cross-examination  from  Senatur  Mc- 
Cabtbt's  counsel.  A  reading  of  his  testi- 
mony and  examination  makes  it  clear  that 
In  no  material  respect  was  it  necessary  for 
Oeneral  Zwlcker  to  modify  or  change  hlA  tes- 
timony from  that  given  on  February  18,  1954, 
and  that  the  double  exposure  of  bis  evidence 
wider  searching  examination  revealed  no 
distortion  of  fact  or  untruth. 

2.  There  Is  no  evidence  that  General 
Zwlcker  was  Intentionally  irritating,  evasive, 
or  arrogant: 

Oeneral  Zwlcker  was  initially  examined  at 
the  New  York  hearing  by  Mr.  Cohn,  counsel 
for  the  suboonmiittee.  It  is  evident  that 
this  examination  was  mutually  courteous 
and  satisfactory.  Mr.  Juliana  and  Mr.  Anas- 
tos.  of  the  staff  of  the  subcommittee,  both 
found  Oeneral  Zwlcker  to  be  cooperative  and 
helpful.  Even  in  his  examination  by  Sen- 
ates' McCabtbt.  the  record  shows  that  the 
general  was  courteous  and  respectful 
throughout  the  hearing.  We  find  in  the 
record  no  single  Instance  which  supports  the 
conclusion  that  he  was  intentionally  irri- 
tating. Some  questions  General  Zwlcker  re- 
fused to  answer  and  in  his  answers  to  some 
of  the  questions,  apparently,  he  meticulously 


sought  to  avoid  the  dlsclosvire  of  material  or 
information  in  the  classified  per^nnel  file 
of  Peress,  or  Involving  Intra-Army  (tiscusslons 
and  policies,  which  he  was  under  prders  not 
to  reveal.  It  should  not  have  been  difficult 
to  meet  this  situation  in  a  fair  a^d  reason- 
able way.  Senator  McCaxtht  ssfd  he  wsa 
familiar  with  the  Presidential  ord#r  and  the 
Army  directives.  A  few  moments  ^ould  have 
been  taken  to  analyze  tbem,  and  so. frame  the 
questions  propounded  to  the  witpeas  as  to 
avoid  any  difficulty.  The  inslstance  that 
the  witness  answer  long  hypothetical  ques- 
tions and  questions  that  are  not  clear  even 
upon  careful  inspection  and  refiectlon,  was 
much  more  the  source  of  any  res\41ting  irri- 
tation on  the  part  of  the  examiner  than  any 
conduct  on  the  part  of  the  wltnes$. 

Moreover,  when  be  was  before  this  com- 
mittee. General  Zwlcker  was  subjected  to  a 
long  and  vigorous  croes-examln$tion  and 
manifested  great  patience  and  candor  and  a 
complete  lack  of  any  tendency  toward  arro- 
gance or  irritability. 

3.  The  law  governing  the  treatment  of  wit- 
nesses before  congressional  committees: 

The  law  and  precedent  on  this  subject  has 
been  stated  many  times.  Senate  Document 
No.  99.  83d  Congress,  2d  session.  1954,  on 
Congressional  Power  of  Investigation,  gives 
an  excellent  summary  of  the  law  and  pro- 
cedure. Pertinent  articles  in  cxiryent  legal 
literature  on  the  subject  may  be  found  in 
American  Bar  Association  Journal.  Septem- 
ber 1954.  at  page  763.  The  Investigating  Power 
of  Congress:  Its  Scope  and  Limitations; 
Ohio  Bar,  August  9,  1954,  at  page  607,  A 
Comparison  of  Congressional  Investigative 
Procedures  and  Judicial  Procedures  With 
Reference  to  the  Examination  of  Witnesses; 
and  Federal  Bar  Journal,  April-June  1954, 
page  113,  Executive  Privilege  and  the  Release 
of  Military  Records.  These  artlclef  are  men- 
tioned only  as  a  source  material  and  do  not 
necessarily  express  or  contain  the  views  of 
the  select  conunlttee. 

There  are  no  statutes  and  few  oourt  de- 
cisions bearing  on  the  subject  (Din)ock,  Con- 
gressional Investigations  Committees,  p.  153 
( 1929 )  ) .  There  are  few  safeguards  for  the 
protection  of  the  witness.  His  treatment 
usually  depends,  and  must  depend,  upon  the 
skill  and  attitude  of  the  cbairmaa  and  the 
members.  Since  an  investigation  by  a  com- 
mittee is  not  a  trial,  the  committee  is  under 
no  compulsion  to  make  the  hearing  public. 
We  call  attention  to  three  cases  in  the 
Federal  courts  discussing  this  subject. 
Barksy  v.  United  States  (187  F.  (2d)  241 
(1948)  )  was  a  prosecution  for  failure  to  pro- 
duce records  before  a  congressional  commit- 
tee pursuant  to  subpena.  The  coprt  stated 
at  page  250 : 

"(14-17)  Appellants  press  upon  us  repre- 
sentations as  to  the  conduct  of  the  congres- 
sional committee,  critical  of  Its  behavior  in 
various  respects.  Eminent  persons  have 
stated  similar  views.  But  such  matters  are 
not  for  the  courts.  We  so  held  in  foumtend 
V.  United  States,  citing  Hearst  v.  Bl«ck.  The 
remedy  for  unseemly  conduct,  if  any.  by  the 
committees  of  Congress  is  for  Congress,  or  for 
the  people;  it  Is  political  and  not  Judicial. 
'It  must  be  remembered  that  legislatures 
are  ultimate  guardians  of  the  liberties  and 
welfare  of  the  people  In  quite  aA  great  a 
degree  as  the  courts.'  The  courts  have  no 
authority  to  speak  or  act  upon  the  conduct 
by  the  legislative  branch  of  its  own  business, 
so  long  as  the  bounds  of  power  a|id  perti- 
nency are  not  exceeded,  and  the  mere  possi- 
bility that  the  power  of  inquiry  may  be 
abused  'affords  no  ground  for  denying  the 
power.'  The  question  presented  by  these 
contentions  must  be  viewed  in  th«  light  of 
the  established  rule  of  absolute  imihunlty  of 
governmental  officials,  congressional  and 
administrative,  from  liability  for  damage 
done  by  their  acta  or  speech,  even  though 
knowingly  false  or  wrong.  The  basis  of  so 
drastic  and  rigid  a  rule  Is  the  overbalancing 
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of  the  ln<^dual  hurt  by  the  pviblle  neoeaalty 
for  untrammeled  freedom  of  loglalatlva  and 
administrative  activity,  within  the  reapeetlve 
powers  of  the  legtslature  and  the  eascutlve." 

In  TowHtend  v.  U.  5.  (M  F.  (M)  858 
(1988)),  the  defendant  was  convicted  of 
fsllure  to  appear  before  a  oongreaalonal  com- 
mittee. 

In  affirming  the  conviction,  the  ootirt  said 
at  page  861 : 

"(14-17)  A  laglsUtlve  InquL-y  noay  be  aa 
broad,  as  searching,  and  as  ex.'isustlva  as  Is 
necessary  to  make  effective  -.he  constitu- 
tional powers  of  Oongreas.  ITcOrain  v. 
Daugherty  (278  U.  S.  185,  47  S.  Ct.  819,  71  L. 
Ed.  680.  60  A.  X*.  R.  1).  A  Jullelal  inquiry 
relates  to  a  eaaa,  and  the  evldcnoe  to  be  ad- 
mlsslMe  nauat  be  measured  br  ths  narrow 
limits  of  the  pleadings.  A  legislative  inquiry 
snticlpates  all  poaalbla  caaee  whk:h  may 
arise  thereunder  and  the  evldcnoe  admis- 
sible must  be  responsive  to  the  scope  of  the 
inquiry,  which  generally  is  very  broad.  Many 
a  witness  in  a  Judicial  inquiry  lias,  no  doubt, 
been  embarrassed  and  Irritated  by  questions 
which  to  him  seemed  incompetent,  irrele- 
vant. Immaterial,  and  impertlni-nt.  But  that 
is  not  a  matter  for  a  witness  finally  to  de- 
cide. Because  a  witness  could  not  tuidsr- 
Etand  the  purjKise  of  cross-examination,  he 
would  not  be  Justified  in  leading  a  court- 
room. The  orderly  processes  of  Judicial  de- 
termination do  not  permit  the  exardae  of 
such  discretion  by  a  wltneas.  The  orderly 
processes  of  legislative  inquiry  require  that 
the  committee  shall  determine  such  ques- 
tions for  itself.,'  Within  the  rnOm  of  legis- 
lative discretloii.  the  exercise  at  good  taste 
and  good  Judgment  in  the  examination  of 
witnesses  must  be  entrusted  'jo  those  who 
have  been  vested  with  authorl'.y  to  conduct 
such  investigation.  (Hearst  v.  Block  (66 
App  D.  C.  818.  87  F.  ad  68) .) - 

Under  theae  authorities,  the  Sexute  alone 
can  review  this  record  and  <ietermine.  In 
Justice  to  Itself  and  to  Oeneral  Zwicker. 
whether  the  bo\inds  of  propriety,  consonant 
with  the  lawful  purpoae  of  thi;  subcommit- 
tee a  Investigation  and  fair  aiid  reaaonable 
standards  of  senstorial  conduct,  were  trans- 
gressed by  Senator  McCabtbt  in  his  exam- 
ination of  the  general  st  New  T3rk  on  Febru- 
ary 18,  1964.  and  later  in  his  testimony  be- 
fore this  conunlttee. 

The  select  committee  Is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  very  fact  that  "the  exercise  of  good  taste 
and  good  Judgment"  must  be  entnosted  to 
those  who  coiuluct  such  investigations  places 
upon  them  the  responsibility  of  upholding 
the  honor  of  the  Senate.  If  they  do  not 
maintain  high  standards  at  fair  and  respect- 
ful treatment  the  dishonor  is  Hhared  by  the 
entire  Senate. 

4.  The  conduct  of  Senator  McCabtbt  to- 
ward Oeneral  Zwlcker  was  not  proper  under 
the  circumstances; 

In  the  opinion  of  this  select  committee, 
the  conduct  of  Senator  McCabtbt  toward 
Oeneral  Zwl<Aer  was  not  proper.  We  do  not 
think  that  this  conduct  wou'.d  have  been 
proper  In  the  ease  of  any  wltneaa,  whether  a 
general  or  a  private  citiaen.  tostlfylng  in  a 
similar  situation. 

Senator  McCabtbt  knew  before  he  called 
Oeneral  Zwlcker  to  the  stand  t:iat  the  Judge 
Advocate  Oeneral  of  the  Army,  who  was  the 
responsible  person  under  the  statutes,  had 
given  the  opinion  that  a  court-martial  of 
Major  Peress  would  not  stand  under  the  ap- 
plicable regulations  and  that  Oeneral 
Zwlcker  had  been  directed  by  higher  author- 
ity to  issue  an  honorable  discharge  to  Peress 
upon  his  application. 

Senator  McCabtbt  knew  that  Oeneral 
Zwlcker  was  a  loyal  and  outstanding  officer 
who  had  devoted  his  life  to  the  service  of  his 
country,  that  Oeneral  Zwlcker  was  strongly 
opposed  to  Communists  and  tlMlr  activitlea. 
that  Oeneral  Zwlcker  was  cooperative  and 
helpful  to  the  staff  of  the  subcommittee  In 
giving  information  with  reference  to  Major 
Peress,  that  Oeneral  Zwlcker  opposed  tba 


promotloo  and  oppoeed  the  giving  to 
him  of  aa  honorable  discharge,  and  that  he 
was  testifying  under  the  restrictions  of  law- 
ful Kxecuttva  ordera. 

Under  theae  elreumatanoea,  the  eonduct  of 
Senator  McCabtbt  toward  Oeneral  Zwleksr 
In  reprimanding  and  ridiculing  him.  In  head- 
ing him  up  to  public  soom  and  contumely, 
and  In  disclosing  the  proceedings  of  the 
executive  aeaalon  in  violation  of  the  rules  of 
his  own  oommlttee,  was  Inexcusable.  Sena- 
tor McCabtbt  acted  aa  a  critic  and  Judge, 
upon  preooxtoelvad  and  prejudicial  notions. 
He  did  much  to  destroy  the  effectiveness  and 
reputation  of  a  witness  who  was  not  in  any 
way  responsible  for  the  Peress  situation,  a 
situation  which  we  do  not  in  any  way  con- 
done. The  blame  should  have  been  placed 
on  the  shouMecs  of  those  culpable  snd  not 
attributed  publicly  to  one  who  bad  no  share 
in  the  responsibility. 

D.  Conclusions 
The  select  committee  concludes  that  the 
conduct  of  Senator  McCabtbt  toward  Oen- 
eral Zwicker  was  reprehensible,  and  that  for 
his  conduct  he  should  be  censured  by  the 
Senate. 

VT.    CHABCBB  MOT  INCLUDKD  IN  TBK  PXmUC 
HKASINCS 

Senate  Reaolutlon  301  provides  that  the 
conmiittee:  "ahall  be  authorized  to  hold 
hearings,  to  sit  and  act  at  ^tich  times  and 
places  during  the  sessions,  recesses,  and  sd- 
Joumed  periods  of  the  Senate,  to  require  by 
subpena  or  otherwise  the  attendance  of  such 
witnesses  and  the  production  of  such  cor- 
respondence, books,  papers,  and  documenta, 
and  to  take  such  testimony  as  it  deems  ad- 
visable, and  that  the  committee  be  instruct- 
ed to  set  and  make  a  report." 

At  the  outset  of  our  deliberations,  the  com- 
mittee decided,  preliminarily,  that  it  was  ad- 
visable to  proceed  with  hearings  upon  IS  of 
the  charges  in  the  various  proposed  amend- 
ments, rlssstfled  into  the  five  nukjcx'  cate- 
gories outlined  in  the  notice  of  hearing. 
The  other  charges,  however,  remained  pend- 
ing before  the  committee  and  its  staff.  We 
have  studied  them  in  the  light  of  the  law 
and  testUnony  developed  in  the  hearings  and 
have  also  investigated  the  evidence  suggested 
in  the  charges.  The  conunlttee  thereafter 
confirmed  Its  tentative  decision  not  to  con- 
duct hearings  on  these  other  items.  The 
oommlttee  believes  It  desirable  under  the  res- 
olution from  which  Its  poirers  and  duties 
stem,  to  express  its  reasons  for  determining 
that  formal  hearings  need  not  be  conducted 
on  these  remaining  charges. 

The  committee  eliminated  some  of  the 
charges  for  reasons  of  legal  insufficiency, 
having  concluded  that  the  particular  con- 
duct charged  waa  not  In  Its  Judgment  a 
proper  baala  for  Senate  censure.  The  de- 
termination of  what  constituted  "legal  in- 
sufficiency" in  the  context  of  a  charge  In- 
tended to  support  a  proposed  motion  to  cen- 
sure a  Monber  of  the  United  States  Senate 
was  ths  most  difficult  task  Imposed  upon  this 
oommlttee.  Mo  precedents  found  by  the 
committee  were  particularly  helpful  in  con- 
nection^ with  this  task.  The  path  is  narrow 
and  the  guldeposts  few. 

Only  three  Senators  have  previoiuly  been 
censured  by  the  Sexutte.  Two,  Senators  Mc- 
Laurln  and  lUlman.  in  1902,  for  abxuive  and 
provocative  language  and  engaging  In  a 
physical  altercation  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate. The  third.  Senator  Hiram  Bingham,  waa 
oenstired  In  1929  for  having  brought  into  an 
executive  asaalon  of  the  Finance  Conunlttee  "s 
meeting  on  the  tariff  bill,  as  his  aide,  the  as- 
sistant to  the  prealdent  of  the  Connecticut 
Manufacturers  Association.  The  Seiute 
found  thla  action  by  Senator  Bingham, 
"while  not  the  reault  of  corrupt  motives"  to 
be  "contrary  to  good  morals  and  senatorial 
ethics  •  •  •  (texMllng)  •  •  •  to  bring  the 
Sexuite  into  dlabonor  aiul  disrepute  *  *  *. 
Tha  very  paudty  ot  precedents  tends  to 


eatabUah  the  Importance  placed  by  the  Sen- 
ate on  Ita  machinery  of  oensure. 

ObviouBly,  with  such  limited  preoedenta 
the  taak  of  this  oommlttee  In  uiulertaklng 
to  determine  what  Is  and  what  la  iM>t  oenaur- 
able  ctmduct  by  a  UiUted  SUtea  Senator  waa 
Indeed  formidable.  Individuals  differ  In 
their  view  and  sensitivities  respecting  the 
propriety  or  Impn^Mrlety  of  many  types  of 
conduct.  Especially  Is  this  true  when  tha 
conduct  and  Its  background  present  so  many 
complexities  snd  shadings  of  interpretations. 
Moreover,  it  is  fairly  obvious  that  conduct 
may  be  distasteful  and  leas  than  proper,  and 
yet  not  constitute  censuraUs  behavior. 

We  begin  with  the  premise  that  the  Senata 
of  the  United  States  is  a  responsible  polltleal 
body.  Important  in  the  tw*int^>naiTffft  of  our 
free  institutions.  XU  Members  are  expected 
to  conduct  themselves  with  a  propo-  respect 
for  the  principles  of  ethics  and  morality,  for 
senatorial  cu^ms  based  on  tradition,  axul 
with  due  regard  for  the  importance  of  main- 
taining the  good  reputation  of  the  Senate  aa 
the  highest  legislative  body  In  the  Nation, 
sharing  constitutional  responslblUtlea  with 
the  President  in  the  appointment  of  officials 
and  Judges  through  advice  ami  oonflrmatlon 
and  partlcipsting  In  the  eonduct  of  foreign 
affairs  through  the  ratification  of  treaties. 

At  the  same  time  we  are  cognizant  that 
the  Senate  as  a  political  body  Impoees  m 
multitude  of  responsibilities  and  dutlea  on 
iU  Members  which  create  great  strains  and 
stresses.  We  are  further  aware  that  Indi- 
vidual Senators  may,  within  the  bounds  of 
political  propriety,  adopt  different  methoda 
of  discharging  their  responsibilities  to  the 
people. 

We  did  not.  and  clearly  could  not.  under- 
take here  to  establish  any  fixed,  compre- 
hensive code  of  noncensurable  conduct  for 
Members  of  the  United  States  Senate.  Wa 
did  apply  our  collective  Judgment  to  the 
specific  conduct  charged,  and  In  some  in- 
stances to  the  way  a  charge  was  made  and 
the  natiu^  of  the  evidence  preferred  In  sup- 
port of  it.  And  on  the  baals  of  the  prece- 
dents and  our  understanding  of  what  might 
be  deemed  censurable  conduct  in  these  cir- 
cumstances, we  determined  whether.  If  a 
particular  charge  were  established,  we  would 
consider  it  conduct  warranting  the  oenstira 
of  the  Senste. 

In  concluding  that  certain  of  the  chargaa 
dropped  were  legally  tnsufllclent  tor  Senate 
censure,  we  do  not  want  to  be  tmderstood 
as  saying  that  this  committee  approves  of  th» 
condtict  alleged.  Tet  disapproval  of  conduct 
does  not  necessarily  call  for  official  Senate 
censure. 

The  decision  to  eliminate  any  ot  the 
charges  was  arrived  at  only  following  ex- 
tremely cireftil  and  thorough  considera- 
tion. Unquestionably,  one  conslderatUm 
underlying  the  elimination  at  these  chargea 
vras  the  overall  time  factor.  Under  Senate 
Resolution  301  the  select  conunlttee  vras  di- 
rected by  the  Senate  to  hold  its  hearlnga 
and  file  Its  report  prior  to  the  sine  die  ad- 
journment of  the  Senate  In  the  2d  sesaloa 
of  the  then  83d  Congress.  And  It  was  ex- 
pressly contemplated  that  the  Senate  should 
be  able  to  meet  and  consider  such  report  at 
an  approiulate  time  jnlor  to  such  adjourn- 
ment. 

In  order  to  abide  by  this  direction  and 
conform  to  such  purpose  it  was  neceaaary  to 
narrow  and  confine  the  scope  of  Its  delibera- 
tions, and  particularly  of  its  formal  hear- 
ings. The  committee's  study  developed  IS 
major  reaaons  which,  singly  or  cumulatively, 
led  to  the  elimination  of  theae  other  diargea 
from  the  committee's  formal  hearings.  Only 
a  few  of  these  reaaons.  In  addition  to  the 
ground  of  legal  Insufficiency,  Involved  the 
passing  of  Judgment  upon  the  merits  ol 
any  particular  charge.  Tlie  other  reeeona 
deal  with  the  feasibUlty  of  the  oommltteels 
attempting  to  Investigate,  document,  and 
receive  suitable  testimonial  cvldeiioa  tg^oa 
such  speclflcattona. 
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Tbe  19  w— one  apidletf  m  «piiit>prtste  for 
rtlmlnattaig  pefrtleular  cSiargee  «r»— 

1.  OliM|aa  whieli.  even  tf  ftOly  aopported 
end  eeteMlelMd.  irotdd  not  In  tbe  Judgment 
of  tbe  eommtttee  eonatltnte  censumble  con- 
duct. 

t.  Ohftifai  wlilelk,  cTen  tf  fully  rapported 
•ad  «>t»bUibed  After  iBTeetlgtttkm.  would  In 
tbe  Judgment  of  tbe  eommlttee  be  of  doubt- 
ful velldtty  ee  ■  beels  fbr  censure. 

S.  Ctuprgee  wbldi  «re  too  Tague  and  un- 
eertsta,  or  which  were  too  broad  In  apparent 
•cope  to  justify  formal  hearings  by  the  com- 
mittee. 

4.  Charges  reflecting  largely  personal  opin- 
ion rather  than  delineating  spteclfle,  con- 
crete eottduet  upon  which  a  Judgment  of 
censure  eould  properly  be  baaed. 

8.  Charges  whliOi.  in  order  to  determine 
properly,  would  have  required  more  time  to 
InTesttgate.  dbeument,  and  take  testimony 
Upon,  ttam  was  practically  available  to  this 
committee. 

«•  Chartss  which  were  substantially  cor- 
er«d  or  dupUeated  by  other  charges  upon 
whldi  the  committee  actually  held  hearings 
and  reeetved  evidence. 

7.  Ohargea  eoneemlng  statements  made  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  about  public  offldals, 
with  whlc9i  statements  we  may  dlsi^ree.  but 
Whldt,  If  held  censurable,  would  tend  to 
place  unwarranted  Hmltatlans  cm  the  free- 
dom of  speech  In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

«•  Charges  Involving  sUch  matters  as  the 
Teeelpt  by  a  member  of  a  committee  of  pay- 
Bomts  not  corresponding  to  the  value  of 
y  y^<y  Tendered,  ftom  persons  subject  to  the 
JUTladletlon  of  sncb  committee  (wblch  might 
he  reprehensible  If  true,  because  of  some 
fmiriicatlon  of  improper  Influence),  but 
^ieh  the  committee  believed  were  not  sus- 
ceptlMe  of  satisfactory  proof  in  this  forum. 

9.  Charges  of  improper  treatment  of  a  par- 
♦lenlar  committee  witness  who  is  presently 
undergoing  eonfldentlal  security  investiga- 
tion by  the  executive  department. 

10.  Charges  Involving  misconduct  of  the 
»**g  o*  »Btanding  committee  of  the  Senate, 
ever  whMi  that  committee  as  a  whole  has 
Jurisdiction  and  primary  resiMnsibiUty. 

11-  ChMges  concerning  matters  over  which 
other  committees  have  already  acquired 
Jurisdiction. 

xa.  Charge*  on  which  no  substantial  evi- 
<l*nee  was  submitted  and  none  could  be 
found  by  the  committee. 

Jteason  why 
eliminated 

The  charges  eliminated,  and  the 
reasons  therefore,  are: 

Amendments  pn^xieed  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas.  Mr.  Pcn.BaiGHT: 

"(1)  Tbe  Junior  Senator  from  Wis-  g 

consln.  vrtille  a  member  of  the  com- 
iBlttee  luvlnc  |wiKlictloB  ov»  tbe 

•ffalxa  of  the  laistron  Co..  a  corpora- 
tion Inanced  by  Government  money. 
received    eiOkOOO   without   rendering 

•emoee  of  oomperable  value. 

"(9)  In  pubUc  heartngs,  before  the  0 

Senate  FHinanent  Investlgatlans 
Suboommittee.  of  which  he  was 
chalrmaa.  the  junior  Soiator  flmm 
Wisconsin  strongly  lT>p^i«l  that 
4nnle  Lee  Moss  was  known  to  be  a 
n>ember  ear  the  Ooaamunlst  Party  and 
that  U  ehe  teetlAed  ahe  would  per- 
Jure  hsBself .  hafore  he  had  given  her 
en  opportuni^  t»  testify  In  bar  own 
behalf. 


Meaaan  why 
eUmttuitea 

•(«)  Hie  junior  Senator  from  Wis-  i 

consln  In  a  speech  on  June  14.  1961, 
without  proof  or  other  Justifleatlon 
made  an  unwarranted  attack  upon 
eea.  Oeorge  C.  ICarshall." 

Amendments  proposed  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  OregKm.  Ifr.  Moass: 

"(f )  Attempted  to  invade  the  con-  8. 3 
stituttonal  power  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  conduct  the 
foreign  -  relations  of  the  United 
States  by  carrying  on  negotiations 
with  certain  Greek  shipowners  In 
respect  to  foreign  trade  policies,  even 
though  the  «Eecutlve  branch  of  our 
Government  had  a  few  weeks  pre- 
viously entered  into  an  understand- 
ing with  the  Ore^  Government  In 
respect  to  banning  the  flow  of  stra- 
tegic materials  to  Communist  coun- 
tries: and 

-(g)  Permitted  and  ratified  over  ,  10 
a  period  of  several  months  in  1953 
and  1964  the  abuse  of  senatorial  priv- 
ilege by  Mr.  Roy  Cohn.  chief  coun- 
sel to  the  Permanent  Invesr^lgations 
Suboommittee  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Operations  of 
which  committee  and  subcommittee 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
Is  chairman.  Mr.  Cohn's  abuse  having 
been  directed  toward  attempting  to 
secure  preferential  treatment  for 
Pvt.  David  Schine  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  tbe  Army,  at  a  time  when 
the  Army  was  under  investigation 
by  the  committee. 

Amendments  proposed  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont,  Mr.  PLANDxas: 

"(1)  He  has  retained  and/or  ac-  4.5 
credited' staff  personnel  whose  repu- 
tations are  in  question  and  whose 
backgrounds  would  tend  to  indicate 
untrustworthiness  (Siu-ine,  Lavenla. 
J.  B.  Matthews). 

"(2)  He  has  permitted  hla  staff  to  4,  5, 10 
conduct  itself  in  a  presumptuous 
nuuiner.  His  counsel  and  his  con- 
sultant (Messrs.  Cohn  and  Schine) 
have  been  insolent  to  other  Senators. 
discourteous  to  the  public,  and  dis- 
creditable to  the  Senate.  His  counsel 
and  consultant  traveled  abroad  mak- 
ing a  spectacle  of  themselves  and 
brought  discredit  upon  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States,  whose  employees 
they  were. 

"(3)  He  has  conducted  his  com-  3,4,10 
mlttee  in  such  a  slovenly  and  unpro- 
fessional way  that  cases  of  mistaken 
MentiUes  have  resulted  in  grlevoiis 
hard^ip  CO*  have  made  his  commit- 
tee, and  thereby  the  Senate,  appear 
ridiculous.  (Annie  Lee  Moss,  Law- 
rence W.  Parrlsh,  subpenaed  and 
brought  to  Washington  Instead  of 
Liawrence  T.  Parish). 

"(4)  He  has  proclaimed  publicly 
his  intention  to  subpena  citizens  of 
good  reputation,  and  then  never 
called  them.  (Gen.  TBlford  Taylor. 
WUliam  P.  Bundy,  former  President 
Truman.  Reporters  Marder,  Joseph 
Alsop,  Friendly,  Blgart.  Philip  PoU 

tw.) 

"(6)  He  has  repeatedly  used  ver-  9.  5 
bat  subpenas  of  questionable  legal- 
ity. Cmed  to  prevent  Stete  Depart- 
ment granting  visa  to  WUliam  P. 
Bundy  on  ground  that  he  was  under 
kmu  subpena.') 

"(6)  He  has  attempted  to  Intlm-  4.5 
Idate  the  press  and  single  out  indi- 
vidual Journalists  who  have  been 
critical  at  him  or  whose  reports  he 
has  regarded  with  dlsfaw^,  and  ei^er 
threatened  them  with  subpena  or 
forced  them  to  testify  in  such  a  man- 
ner as  to  raise  the  posslbUlty  of  a 


MetMonwhf 
c^mlncted 
breach  of  the  first  amendment  of  fhe 
Constitution.     (Mimrey     Marder     of 
Washington  Post,  the  Alaops,  Jaatas 
Wechsler.) 

"(7)  He  has  attempted  'economic  9,3.8 
coercion'  against  tbe  press  and  radio, 
particularly  the  case  of  Time  mSg- 
azine,  the  Milwaukee  Joiimal,  and 
the  Madison  Capital  Times.  (On  Jihie 
16.  1962,  McCaxtht  sent  letters  to 
advertisers  in  Time  magaaine,  urging 
them  to  withdraw  their  advertiee- 
ments. ) 

"(8)  He  has  permitted  the  staff  to  4,10 
investigate  at  least  one  of  his  fellow 
Senators  (Jackson)  and  possibly  nu- 
merous Senators.  Such  material  Has 
been  reserved  with  the  obvious  inten- 
tion of  coercing  the  other  Senator  or 
Senators  to  submit  to  his  will,  or 
for  the  purpose  of  Inhibiting  them 
from  expressing  themselves  critically. 
(Cohn  said  he  would  "get"  Senator 
Jackson) —  Washington  News,  June 
14.  1954. 

"(9)  He  has  posed  as  savior  of  his  1 

country  from  communism,  yet  tfce 
Department  of  Justice  reported  that 
McCarthy  never  turned  over  for  pn>s- 
ecution  a  single  case  against  any  of 
his  alleged  Communists.  (The  Jus- 
tice Department  report  of  Deceml^r 
18,  1951.)  Since  that  date  not  a 
single  person  has  been  tried  for  Com- 
munist activities  as  a  result  of  Infer- 
matlon  supplied  by  McCAarHT. 

"(11)  He  has  used  distortion  and  8, 4. 5 
Innuendo  to  attack  the  reputations 
of  the  following  cltlasns:  Pomler 
President  Truman.  Gen.  Oeorge  Mir- 
shall.  Attorney  General  Browneil. 
John  J.  McCloy,  Ambassador  Charles 
E.  Bohlen,  Senator  Raymond  Bald- 
win, former  Assistant  Secretary  of  De- 
fense Anna  Rosenberg,  Philip  Jessvip. 
Marquis  Chllds,  Richard  L.  Strout  of 
the  Christian  Science  Monitor,  Ojn. 
Telford  Taylor,  and  the  three  naUoQal 
press  associations. 

"(12)  He  has  disclosed  restricted  4,6,12 
security  Information  In  possible  vio- 
lation of  the  espionage  law.  (l4c- 
Caktht  has  made  public  portions  of 
an  Army  Intelligence  study.  Soviet 
Siberia,  which  compelled  the  Army  to 
declassify  and  release  the  entire 
document.) 

"(15)  He  has  used  his  official  poti-  3.4,5 
tlon  to  fix  the  Communist  label  up<>n 
all  individuals  and  newspapers  as 
might  legitimately  disagree  with  him 
or  refuse  to  acknowledge  him  as  the 
unique  leader  In  the  fight  against 
subversion.  (Deliberate  slips  such  as 
calling  Adlal  Stevenson  "Alger";  say- 
ing that  the  American  Civil  Liberties 
Union  had  been  "listed"  as  doing  t|ie 
work  of  the  Communist  Party;  call- 
ing the  Milwaukee  Journal  and  Wash- 
ington Post  local  "editions  of  the 
Dally  Worker.') 

"(16)  He  has  attempted  to  usurp  9,8.5 
the  functions  of  the  executive  de- 
partment by  having  his  stall  nego- 
tiate agreements  with  a  group  of  ship 
owners  in  London;  and  has  infringed 
upon  functions  of  the  SUte  Depart- 
ment, claiming  ttiat  he  was  acUog 
in  the  "national  Interest." 

"(18)     He    has    made    false    claims  1 

about  alleged  wounds  which  in  fapt 
he  did  not  suffer.  (Claims  he  was  a 
tailgunner  when,  in  fact,  he  was  a 
Marine  Air  Force  Ground  Intelllgenie 
officer  •  •  •  claims  he  entered  es 
buck  private,  when  he  entered  as 
commissioned  officer.)  I 

"(i9)   His  rude  and  ruthless  disre-  2 

gard  of  the  rights  of  other  Senators 


195J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1€3U 


Jteason  ipfcf 

■fffffn^netsd 
has  gtme  to  the  point  where  the 
entire  minority  nkembsrabip  ot  the 
Permanent  Investigating  Suboommlt* 
tee  resigned  from  the  oommittee  in 
protest  against  his  hlthhanrtrxtimas 
(July  10.  IMS). 

"(90)  He  has  Intruded  upon  the  t 

prerogative  of  the  executive  branch, 
violatinf  the  oonstitutlonal  prlndplea 
of  separation  of  powers.  (Within  a 
single  week  (FMruary  14-20.  IMS) 
McCAanrr'B  acUvltles  against  the 
Voice  of  America,  forced  the  Stete  X>e« 
partment  three  tlmee  to  reveree  ad- 
mlnletrattve  declalons  on  matters 
normally  oonsidered  internal  oper- 
ating procedurea. 

"( (1)  The  Department  had  author- 
ized the  use  of  certain  writings  by 
pro-Communist  authors  as  part  of 
their  program  to  expose  Oomuunist 
lias  and  false  promlees.  MoCabtht 
compelled  the  State  D^MUtment  to 
dtsoontlnus  this  practlos;  (2)  tbe  De- 
partment authorlaed  its  emirtoysss  to 
refuse  to  talk  with  MoCasnrr's  sUS 
in  the  abeenoe  of  McCaamT  himself. 
It  was  oompMled  to  oanoei  this  direc- 
tive: and  (3)  John  Matson.  a  depart- 
mental security  agent  who  had  'co- 
operated' enth  McCjlbtht,  was  trans- 
ferred so  as  to  Im  put  out  of  reach  of 
the  Department  "a  confidential  files. 
McCabtht  compelled  the  Department 
to  return  Matson  to  his  originel  po- 
sition.) 

"(21)  Be  has  infrhiged  upon  the        1,3 
Jurisdiction  of  other  Senate  cotamit- 
tees.  Invading  the  area  of  the  In- 
ternal   Security   Suboommittee    and 
other  committees  of  the  Congress. 

"(22)  He  has  failed  to  perform  the  3 

solid  and  tiseful  duties  of  the  Oov- 
emment  Operations  Committee, 
abandoning  the  iegltimate  and  vital 
functions  of  this  conunittse. 

"(23)  He  has  held  executive  see-  3.4.5 
sioDS  in  an  apparent  attempt  to 
prevent  the  press  from  getting  an  ac- 
curate account  ctf  the  testimony  at 
witnesses,  and  then  released  his  own 
visions  of  that  testimony,  often  at 
variance  with  the  subsequently  re- 
vealed transcripts,  and  under  cir- 
cumstances in  which  the  witness  had 
little  opportunity  to  correct  or  ob- 
ject to  his  version. 

"(24)  He  has  questioned  adverse  8.8 
witnesses  In  public  session  In  such  a 
manner  as  to  defame  loyal  and  val- 
uable public  servants,  whose  own  tes- 
timony he  failed  to  get  beforehand, 
and  whom  he  never  provided  a  oom- 
parable  opportunity  for  answering 
the  charges. 

"(25)  Be  has  berrsd  ths  press  and  I 

general  public  from  executive  sss- 
Bions  and  then  permitted  unautbor- 
iaed  persons  whom  his  wblae  favored 
to  attend,  in  one  ease,  a  class  of 
schoolgirls,  thus  holding  tbe  vary 
principle  of  executive  ssssions  up  to 
ridicule. 

"(20)  BU  conduct  has  caused  and  2,4, 10 
permitted  his  subeoenmlttee  to  be  in- 
complete or  incepecitated  in  its  nor* 
mal  work  for  approximately  40  per- 
cent (tf  the  time  that  he  has  bsen  its 
chairxnan.  (During  Hi»  is  ascmtlis  as 
chairman  of  the  suboommittee.  his 
refusal  to  reoognias  theto'  rlgbta— 
later  acknowledged  by  hUn— eaueed 
the  minority  members  to  leave  the 
suboommittee  on  July  10.  1U3,  and 
they  did  not  return  until  January  35. 
1954.  His  personally  motlvatsd  quar- 
rel with  the  United  States  Army  ne- 
oessitated  the  Interruption  of  the 
subcommittee's  work  and  its  exclusive 


Metutmwkf 

rHmlusfsd 
preooeupetkm   with   tbe  Army-Me- 
Carthy  heerfngi  from  April  22,  1M4, 
to  June  17,  1M4.) 

"(27)  He  has  publicly  thrsatened  19 

puUlcatlona  with  the  withdrawal  of 
their  seoond-claas  mailing  privilege 
becauae  he  disagreed  with  t^lr  edi- 
torial p(Aiey  (Washington  Poet. 
Wall  Street  JouroaL  Time  magaeine) . 
Letter  to  Poetmaster  Oeneral  Sum- 
msrfleld  made  public  August  22,  10S8. 
See  Waahlngton  Post.  August  23. 1953. 

"(38)  Be  has  exploited  his  com-  2 

mlttee  chairmanship  to  disseminate 
fantastic  and  unverilled  claims  for 
the  obvious  purpose  of  publicity. 
(McCAsnrr's  hint  that  he  was  in 
secret  communication  with  Lav- 
renti  P.  Beria  and  would  produce  him  ^ 
as  a  witness  when  Berla  was  on  the 
verge  of  execution  in  Moscow.) 
Washington  News.  September  31,  1053 
(announcement  of  plan  to  subpena 
Berla). 

"(99)  Be  has  denied  Members  of      8.11 
Congrees  access  to  the  flies  of  the 
committee,  to  which  every  Member 
of  Congress  Is  entitled  under  the  Re-  ^ 
organlaatlan  Act  (title  n,  sec.  902. 
psr.  d). 

"(31)  Be  has  announced  invest!-  8 

(atlons  prematurely,  subsequently 
dropping  these  InvestlgatiODs  so  that 
the  question  whether  there  was  ever 
any  serious  intent  to  pursue  them 
may  be  Justifiably  raised,  along  with 
tlie  inevitable  condualon  that  pub- 
licity eras  the  only  purpoee  (Central 
Intelllfjenee  Agency.  Berla,  etc.) . 

"(39)  Chewing  through  hearings,  3.4.8 
one  will  note  that  favorable  materUl 
submitted  by  witnesses  will  usually 
have  tbe  notation  "May  be  found  in 
tbe  files  of  the  suboommittee,' 
whereas  unfavorable  material  Is 
printed  in  the  record. 

"(S3)   He  has  permitted  changing  3 

Of  committee  reports  and  recwds  in 
such  a  way  as  to  substantially  change 
or  delete  vital  meaninsi.  (Senator 
Mssossar  Ckasb  Ssoth  felt  compiled 
to  object  to  the  filing  of  his  IM.*  sub- 
committee reports  without  their  first 
being  sent  through  the  full  commit- 
tee.)" 

TtZ.  BUSH  AUMKOWan 

Senate  Reeolutlon  301  submitted  to  the 
select  committee  for  consideration  contains 
not  only  the  charges  for  censure,  but  also 
contains  ths  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut,  Mr.  Bush,  in  re- 
gard to  propoaed  changes  in  rules  and  pro- 
cedure for  Senate  committees. 

Tbe  select  committee  la  aware  of  the  fact 
that  the  Suboommittee  on  Rulee  of  the  Sen- 
ate  Oommittee  on  Rules  and  Administratton 
has  held  extensive  hearings  on  this  subject. 

lUny  wltneeses  appeared  before  that  sub- 
committee, tncludtng  Senator  Bosm,  and  we 
are  advised  that  this  oommittee  expects  to 
have  a  report  ready  for  the  opening  of  the 
nest  sewion  of  Oongreas. 

Xt  is  tbe  firm  oonTlctlon  of  the  select  cotn- 

mlttee  that  this  is  a  subject  which  requires 
much  study  before  alBrmatlve  action  is  taken 
on  a  lensral  change  in  the  rules  and  proce- 
dure of  oomaalttees  and  subcommittees  of 
the  Senate.  Bowever,  after  hearing  the  evi- 
danee  and  the  teetlntony  presented  at  the 
hearing  before  our  oommittee.  we  are  of  the 
opinion  that  had  certain  rules  of  commit- 
tee prooedure  been  in  effect,  much  of  the 
crttlcism  against  Investigative  oommittee 
hearings  would  have  been  avoided.  Par  this 
rsaeoei.  we  report  a  separaU  resolution  mi 
tbs  sttbjset  of  ths  Bush  amendment,  to  read 
as  follows: 

"Jlesolved,  That  subsection  3  of  rule  XXV 
of   the  Standing   Rules  of   the   Senate   u 


amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
2oUowli«: 

"'(«)  Mo   wltnees   ShaU   be 
testify  before  a  committee  or 

with  lees  than  9  nn 

the  ooenmlttee  or  suboommittee  by 
vote  agrees  that  1  maenbsr  mi^  bold  .^. 
hearing,  or  tbe  wltneea  waives  any  objaetkm 
to  teetif  ying  before  1  member. 

"'(d)  Ooittmlttee    lntsrro«atlOB    of    wit- 
n  esses  shall  be  conducted  only  by 
and  authorlaed  staff  p'W"'*'*^  of 
mlttee  and  no  person  shall  be 
aesigned  to  Investigate  activities  unm 
proved  by  tbe  oommitter. 

"'(e)  No  testimony  taken  or 
sented  In  an  eMoutUre  ensslnii 
public,  either  In  Whole  or  la  pvt  or  by 
at  summary,  rnilsas  autborlesd  by  meionty 
vote  of  the  committee. 

"'(f)  Vouchers  cofvering  e^MBditofes  of 
any  investigating  oommittee  shall  be  meoam* 
panled  by  a  statement  signed  by  tbe  dkslr* 
man  that  the  Investigation  was  duly  awtborw 
lasd  and  conducted  under  the  proviskaM  of 
this  rule'.- 

And  we  recommend  that  this  amsndment 
to  the  rules  be  approved  by  tbe  Senate  to  be 
effective  January  8,  1955. 

vnt.  BscoiacKHsaTioifs  or  sxlbct  coMsmTjM 
mroxa  skhats  oama  PDasuanr  xo  saai am 

BXSOLUnOM  SOI 

For  the  reaecms  and  on  the  facts  found  la 
this  report,  tbe  select  r'-'mmlttet  reeona- 
mends: 

1.  That  on  the  chargee  In  the  category  of 
"Incidents  of  Contonpt  of  the  Senate  or  a 
Senatorial  Ooenmlttee."  the  Senator 
Wlaoonatn,  Mr.  McCsnHT,  ahould  be 
cured. 

2.  That  the  <Aiarges  In  the  category  of  "In- 
cidents of  Bneouragement  ot  United 
employees  To  Violate  the  Law  and 
Oaths  of  OOoe  or  Bxeeutlve  Ordate."  do  not» 
under  aU  the  evidence.  Justify  a  reeolutlon  of 
censure. 

3.  That  the  xdiarges  In  the  catsfory  of  "In* 
cidents  Involving  Receipt  or  Use  of  Oonll- 
dential  or  Claasifled  or  Other  OonfUlMitlat 
Information  From  ■xeeutlve  Files."  do  not. 
under  aU  evidence.  jusUfy  •  resoHitton  ot 
censure. 

4.  That  the  chatves  In  the  eatefory  of  1a« 
cidente  Involving  Abuse  of  OoUeegnee  la  the 
Senate."  except  as  to  ttiase  dealt  with  in 
the  first  category,  do  not,  under  all  the 
evidence.  Justify  a  reeolutKm  of  censure. 

5.  That  on  the  charges  In  tbs  category  of 
"Incident  Betatlng  to  Balph  W.  Swicker.  • 
Oeasral  OOoar  of  the  Army  of  tbe  Unlteift 
Statee."  the  Senator  from  Wtaoonain.  Mr. 
McCabtkt,  should  be  censured. 

6.  That  with  rtf  erence  to  the  amendasafc 
to  Senate  Besolutlon  301  offered  by  tbe 
Senator  from  New  Jeney,  Mr.  Sboth.  tbta 
report  and  the  **»«"" r»^"'l"1^tffns  berete  be 
regarded  as  having  met  the  purposes  of  said 
amendment. 


7.  That  with  reference  to  the 
to  Senate  pssolutton  801  oflsrsd  by  tbe  I 
tor   from   Ooiukecttcut,    Mr.  r 
amendment  to  the  Senate  Bulas  be 
In  aooord  wltb  the  lang^iage  propoaed  la  past 
VII  of  this  report. 

like  chairman  of  the  select  coounlttee  le 
authorlaed  in  behalf  of  the  oonunlttee  te 
preeent  to  tbe  Senate  appsoprlate  i 
to  give  effect  to  tbe  f orefoing 
tiona. 

[Ftom  the  U.  S.  Mews  *  World  Report  of 
Octobers.  1354) 

We've  BbehAsxsd:  The  Mkamm  or  CaraukS 
(The  proposal  to  oonsors  Senator  Mc» 
CasTHT  raiaee  questions  of  what  a  vote  of 
censure  means.  Doee  a  oeneured  Pi  11  hi  see 
man  lose  his  ssat?  Are  other  privllegee 
taken  from  him?  mstory  shows  that  few 
Senators  have  been  rebuked  by 
more  have  been  expelled  outright.) 
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of  A  StoBBtor 
that  he  la  erltlclied  and 

•«t  of  hig.    It  takes  «  nujartty 
^  ttm  9umtm  to  onwura. 

*  Bwater  gat  oot  of  tba  flanata  tt 
fta  U  tmumw^kf  In  tHa  past,  eanamad  Ben- 
aOowatf  to  kaap  tbtir  aaats. 
after  apologlaa.  It  would  ba  poa- 
•Ible.  lunr«TCT,  for  tbe  Saaato  to  «q;wl  a 
IfaiabM.'  alaac  wttli  a  vote  of  oannare.  (TIUs 
la  Bot  fwjpoaoa  In  tbe  caaa  concarnlng  8en- 
•tor  JiMiiM  R.  MoCarkt.) 

X>aaa  oaaacD*  lirlns  any  tea  of  prtvUcKoa  at 
aUf  It  baa  not  in  tba  paat.  Under  tbe 
Conatitatlon.  however,  tba  Senate  Iwa  almoat 
to  pnnlab  a  Uamber.  It 
lentove  a  eenanred 


bar  fRxa  ebatinmnditp  of  a  oommlttee.  But 
meh  panalUea  have  Boi  followed  Senate  votea 
of  oenaure. 

wbat  elaaae  of  tbe  Oosictltutlon  la 
voted?  Article  I.  aectlon  6.  aaya: 
ay  *  *  *  ponlab  Its  Meaubcra 
for  diaorttoty  befaaTlor,  and.  with  tbe  eon- 
cnniaMe  of  two-tblMa.  espel  a  Member." 
(Tbe  word  "oenaure"  la  not  uaed.) 

Can  a  flenator  get  a  oourt  rorlcw  of  a  vote 
to  eenautaT  Ko.  Meltber  tbe  Supreme  Oourt 
nor  other  courta  have  a  rlfl^t  to  renew  a  vote 
of  canaura  by  Congrcaa. 

When  a  Senator  la  eenaured.  la  he  given  a 
public  rebuke?  No.  tbat  la  not  the  procedure. 
Tbe  vote  ttaeU.  carrying  a  censure,  la  the  end 
of  the  matter  Inaofar  aa  pnniehment  of 
tbe  Ssnatcw'  la  eoncemed.  Tbat  la  the  pro- 
cedure followed  In  paat  caaea,  but  there  are 
few  preeedenta  for  handling  tbe  oenaurlng  of 
Seaatora. 

■ow  many  Senators  have  been  censured? 
Only  tteee.  But  tbe  oenaure  baa  been  used 
more  frequently  aa  a  reprimand  In  the  Bouae 
of  BepreesBtotlvee. 

_Wbo  has  boMi  oensured  by  the  Senate? 
Twro  Denocrata  fiom  South  Carcdtna  were 
the  flnt  to  be  censured  by  the  Senate,  in 
190S.  mia  followed  a  flat  flght  on  the  floor 
between  Senator  Benjamin  R.  Tillman  and 
Senator  tcbn  Xj.  McLaurin.  after  lir.  Ifc- 
Laurla  accused  Ifr.  Tinman  of  "a  wlUful. 
Btallekma.  and  deUberate  lie."  Both  Sen- 
atora  were  oeaaured  and,  after  apologlee.  al- 
lowed to  ronaln  In  the  Soiate. 

The  other  Senator  rebuked  by  censure  waa 
XBraoi  Bingham,  Republican,  of  Connecticut, 
<a  IWP-  Be  waa  oenanred  for  hiring  a  paid 
lobbyMto  J(to  the  steff  of  a  subcommittee 
and  anowtng  him  to  alt  In  on  cloeed  meetings 
of  the  siriwoBunlttee  which  was  conalderlne 
tariff  leglalatkm.  ^ 

Have  aome  Senators  been  expelled,  too? 
Yes.  le  Senators  have  been  expelled  from  the 
Senate,  beginning  with  Senator  William 
Blount,  of  Tenneeaee.  who  waa  rtimnlsood  In 
1787  for  high  mlademeanor  approaching 
treaaoa.  Ifloet  of  tbe  othera  were  drtnmed 
for  tbelr  Southern  aympathy  or  anpport  dur- 
ing the  early  days  of  the  C^vil  War.  No  Sen- 
ator haa  bean  expdled  since  1883,  though 
efforte  have  been  made  to  remove  aome  since 
then. 

What  about  the  censure  propoaia  for  Sen- 
ator McGomrr?  Doea  that  differ  from 
earUar  caaea?  Tea.  For  the  first  time,  in 
the  MoOamiy  ease,  a  move  la  being  made  to 
censure  a  Senator  for  the  way  he  conducted 
an  tBveatlgation  and  for  refuaal  to  testify 
before  a  anbcommlttee.  These  points  in- 
T«olve  ^bargee  of  aboae  In  the  questioning  of 
a  wltneas  before  the  IfeCarthy  committee 
and  of  contempt  In  not  appearing  before  a 
Senate  suboommiUee  to  answer  accusations 
filed  against  blm.  The  McCarthy  case  thus 
expands  the  grounds  for  censure  proceedings. 

IFtom  the  U.  8.  News  ft  World  Report  of 
OctobCT  8.  1954] 
Ttmaa  b'a  McCaxtht— I 

OOMai'lT  UTIOK 

<By  David  Lawrrace) 
Certainly  a  Senator  la  guUty  of  bad  man- 
hers  when  he  denounces  a  witness  who  is 


evasive  in  teatlfying  before  a  congrestfonal 
ooaamlttee. 

Certainly  a  Senatw  la  Intemperate  When 
he  denooneea  a  fellow  Senator  who  haa  pro- 
voked him. 

Certainly  a  Senator  usee  poor  Judgment 
when  he  aenda  bitterly  worded  replies  te  let- 
tera  from  a  Senate  committee  which  h«  in- 
vited him  to  testify,  even  If  he  regards  its 
hearings  aa  a  political  smear. 

But— and  here's  the  crux  of  the  fltotlre 
case — not  a  single  statement  or  charge  tnade 
In  the  report  Issued  last  week  by  the  com- 
mittee headed  by  Senator  Watkiks,  of  Utah. 
aSorda  constitutional  Justification  for 
punishing  any  United  States  Senator  now  or 
hereafter. 

The  Ck)nstitution  makes  no  reference  at 
all  to  "cenaure."  but  specifically  says  that 
each  House  of  Congress  "may  punlsli  Its 
membera  for  disorderly  behavior." 

Crimea  of  the  mind,  however,  are  not 
crimes  of  the  hand.  Censure  cases  lo  the 
paat  have  primarily  concerned  physical 
»cts — fist  fighte  in  the  heat  of  Senate  de- 
bate. Neither  contemptuous  language  aor  a 
contemptuoiu  "manner  of  expression"  by  a 
Senator  la  legal  contempt  of  the  Senate. 

Drastic  treatment  in  croes-examination  of 
a  recalcitrant  witness  waa  vigorously  de- 
fended  in    1936   by   Senator   Hugo   Black,   of 

Alabama,  Democrat,  then  chairman  of  a 
Senate  Inveatlgating  committee  and  now  a 
Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Uaited 
Stetes.  The  right  to  excoriate  fellow  Mem- 
bers off  the  floor  <rf  Congress  has  always  been 
held  to  be  a  prerogative  of  Members  oX  Con- 
gress In  pc^tlcal  campaigning. 

If  the  oenaure  motion  is  approved  by  the 
Senate,  the  cause  of  freedom  of  speech  will 
Buffer  a  setback  in  tbe  legislatures  of  the 
wcwld.  It  will  change  the  nature  of  the 
United  Stetes  Senate.  It  will  make  of  it 
a  body  in  which  minority  rights  hereafter 
will  alwaya  be  at  the  mercy  of  an  intolerant 
majority. 

The  Watkins  report  points  to  an  allrged 
act  of  impropriety  in  1063 — a  refusal  by  the 
Senator  in  queation  to  accept  an  invita- 
tion extended  to  him  by  a  previous  aon"- 
mlttee  to  tcatlfy  on  hla  personal  finaaces. 
There's  ZMthing  in  the  records  to  jxistlfy  the 
failure  of  that  committee  to  issiw  a  sub- 
pena,  which  the  same  Senator  repeatedly  had 
said  he  would  honor. 

Also,  the  Department  of  Justice  and  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service,  tmder  the  present 
and  preceding  administrations,  have  not 
found  any  violations  of  law  by  the  Senator 
In  connection  with  his  personal  finances 
or  his  vise  of  funds  to  fight  communism. 
Has  it  not  been  argued  often  that  to  farct 
out  violatlona  of  law  is  primarily  an  execu- 
tive and  not  a  legislative  fiinctlon? 

The  Watkins  c<»nmittee  says,  however,  that 
an  Invltetion  by  the  previous  committee 
roQeusting  the  Senator  to  testify  should 
have  been  enough.  But  la  that  law,  or  is 
It  a  new  code  of  senatorial  etiquette  never 
before  proclaimed  in  the  Senate's  own  rules 
or  precedents? 

Back  in  1029  and  1030  a  demagogue  ffom 
Alabama,  the  late  Senator  Heflin.  vUifled 
the  Catholic  Church,  the  Pope  and  the 
Vatican,  and  Americans  of  Catholic  faith. 
In  tirade  after  tirade,  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.    No  Senator  moved  a  vote  of  censiire. 

Ukewlse.  in  1018  In  the  midst  of  war.  the 
late  Senator  La  PoUette.  Sr.,  made  a  speech 
denouncing  tbe  war  and  virtually  inciting 
the  populace  not  to  allow  their  sons  to  be 
drafted.  A  Senate  committee  considered 
oensmre  but  refused  to  reconunend  it. 

Both  these  Instances  of  contemptucua 
apeech  are  examples  of  what  the  late  Jljs- 
tlco  OUver  Wendell  Holmes  of  the  Suprane 
Co«rt  of  tbe  United  Stetes.  a  great  liberal, 
meant  when  he  defined  the  freedom  of  speech 
giiaranteed  in  our  Constitution  aa  "freedom 
for  the  thought  we  hate." 


That's  the  acid  test  today,  too.  Are  we 
true  liberals,  or  are  we  totalltarians?  If  we 
are  believers  in  ~a  government  of  laws  and 
not  of  men,"  the  Watkins  report  $houid  be 
rejected  by  the  Senate. 

As  a  substitute  motion,  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Rules — which  for  many  montha 
has  been  taking  testimony  on  the  eubject  of 
the  procedures  and  methods  at  congressional 
investigating  committees — should  be  di- 
rected to  bring  In  a  report  deflnlni  what  Is 
or  Is  not  permissible  in  examining  witneaaes 
and  what  is  or  is  not  the  proper  procedure 
in  obtaining  testimony  from  Senators  or 
Representatives  themaeivea. 

Congreaslonal  history  U  replete  with  in- 
stances of  a  refuaal  by  Members  to  accept 
invitations  to  testify  before  Investigating 
committees.  It  is  regretteble  that  the  Wat- 
kins committee  declined  to  allow  the  evi- 
dence on  this  point  to  be  introduced  into 
the  record. 

Lets  not  legisUte  retroactively  on  any 
Senator.  The  ConsUtution  says  no  ez  poat 
facto  law  shaU  be  adopted.  This  mtans  that 
no  statute  or  rule  shall  punlah  any  citizen 
or  any  Member  of  Congress  for  any  past  ac- 
tion which  at  the  time  was  not  a  prohibited 
offense. 

Lets  forget  it's  McCAsraT,  and  remember 
the  Constitution.  ■ 

(Prom     U.    S.    News    &    World     Report     of 
October  22.  1954] 

CsNsuaz   roB   nu   SkmatJ 
(By  David  Lawrence)      |  * 
A     sensational     revelation — disclosing     a 
grave   lack   of  security   inside   the  executive 
branch    of    the   Government   of   the    United 
States — has  Just  been  made. 

Joseph  S.  Petersen,  Jr..  a  scientist  special- 
izing In  physics  and  mathematics,  has  been 
arrested  and  formally  charged  with  having 
in  his  possession — outside  his  ofllce  in  the 
Government — secret  documents  of  the  high- 
est Importance.  Our  Government  knows  they 
were  transmitted  to  a  friendly  government 
in  Europe.  The  papers  were  then  passed  on 
to  Moscow  presumably  by  an  agent  planted 
in  one  of  the  ofllces  abroad  of  that  friendly 
government,  which  lUelf  is  now  astounded 
and  embarrassed  by  what  haa  happened. 

For  nearly  5  years — from  March  1948  to 
December  1952 — documents  of  a  top-secret 
nature  were  taken  out  of  the  National  Secu- 
rity Agency  by  Professor  Petersen,  an  em- 
ployee, and  used,  as  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice now  charges,  with  the  Intent  to  Injure 
the  United  Stetes. 

The  damage  done  by  this  leakage  Is  In- 
calculable. An  attorney  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  told  the  court  that  the  far- 
reaching  extent  ol  the  injury  to  the  United 
Stetes  may  not  be  known  for  several  yean. 
The  National  Security  Agency— ^hich  Is 
not  to  be  confused  with  the  National  Security 
Council — la  a  hush-hush  operation  wholly 
Inside  the  Department  of  Defense.  |t  Lb  un- 
der Army  Jurisdiction.  It  U  engaged  in 
studying  ciphers  and  developing  codts.  It  is 
vested  with  the  duty  of  protecting  the  secret 
communications  of  the  United  Stetes  Gov- 
ernment. 

As  a  consequence  of  tliia  laxity.  It  may  be 
asked,  how  much  haa  Moacow  been  reading 
of  our  secret  messages  aa  they  passed  in  code 
from  Waahlngton  to  telegr^h  and  radio 
offices  In  other  countries — messages  to  and 
from  our  embassies  and  measages  containing 
vital  facte  about  our  Army.  Navy  and  Air 
Force,  and  about  the  location  of  out  atom- 
bomb  pUes  ala-oad? 

The  truth  is  that,  despite  all  the  recent 
debate  about  running  subversives  out  of  the 
Government,  there  stUl  are  weaknesses  in 
our  security  system. 

Each  governmental  department  or  agency 
Is.  for  example,  the  final  judge  of  Its  own 
security  setup. 
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There  Is  no  ovaraU  cheek  and  supervision 
from  the  standpoint  of  eOclency  »^n^  fol- 
lowup. 

No  Oovernmentwlda  system  to  evaluate 
on  a  professional  baala  tba  derogatory  Infor- 
maUon  gathered  about  Oovemment  person- 
nel has  yet  been  estebUsbed. 

Too  much  attention  has  been  given  to  the 
smokescreen  raised  by  tbe  leftwlngezs  about 
protecting   individual  rlghte   and   too  little 

time  bM  been  spent  InvMtlgatlng  tbe  mcu- 
rlty  technlquea  of  each  department. ' 

The  Army  aeema  particularly  vulnerable. 
To  this  day  the  public  doeant  know  the 
truth  about  the  breakdowns  of  security  at 
Fort  MonnK>uth.  N.  J.,  where  new  radar  de- 
vices were  being  developed  for  use  In  inter- 
ceptlng  enemy  bombera. 

To  this  day  we  don't  know  who  In  the  Army 
promoted  Dr.  Paress  to  be  a  major  and  who 
sat  on  tbe  boarda  which  failed  to  '<««*«'«t  him 
as  a  aecurity  risk. 

To  this  day  we  dont  know  why  the  recom- 
mendations made  months  ago  by  oOcers  in 
the  Army  urging  a  cleanup  at  Fort  Mon- 
mouth were  so  long  disregarded. 

It  is  tbe  duty  and  responsibility  of  Con- 
gress, and  particularly  of  the  Senate,  of  the 
United  Stetes  to  check  up  on  governmental 
operations  of  this  kind. 

Why.  therefore,  did  a  Senate  committee 
apend  nearly  S  months  cm  trivialities  such  as 
the  Cohn-Schine  case,  when  there  were  seri- 
ous deficiencies  In  our  whole  security  system 
that  need  to  be  investigated  by  that  same 
Permanent  Subcommittee  on  Investigations 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Oovemment 
Operations? 

The  record  ibows  that  the  Senate  itself 
has  been  preoccupied  with  petty  ooatrover- 
stes  over  the  Intemperate  remarka  and  bad 
manners  of  a  Senator  but  has  allowed  a  sya- 
tem  to  remain  which  lete  our  topmost  secrete 
fall  into  the  hands  of  our  enemiea. 

The  Senate  Is  to  eonvene  in  spedsl  seaskm 
on  Mcweixiber  8.  It  has  no  mora  important 
Job  to  do  than  to  Insist  tbat  Ite  eommlttaes 
be  given  full  Infarmatioa  by  every  Oovem- 
ment agntcy  as  to  the  prooeda«s  In  use 
and  the  reasons  why  Oovemment  personnel 
who  must  handto  aecret  docaments  are  not 
cbacked  and  double-checked  periodically  by 
a  competent  board. 

Tbe  Petersen  case  Is  a  aho^^ng  affair.  R 
brings  into  disrepute  tba  honor  of  tba  Oov- 
•maoent  Itself.  It  Is  u  shameful  neglect  of 
tbe  pubUe  interest.  It  Is  contemptuous  of 
tbe  American  people. 

Oensore  in  tbe  court  of  public  oplnkm 
must  be  visited  upon  that  large  number  of 
Senators  who,  by  their  diversionary  acta,  have 
actually  "obstructed  tlM  legislative  proeeas." 
For  they  have  unwtttkagly  bloeked  the  work 
of  tbe  very  committee  charged  with  tbe  all- 
important  duty  of  investigating  govern- 
mental (qwratioDi — particularly  our  security 
system  Itself. 

The  Issue  Is  more  Important  than  the  In- 
dividual  behavior  of  any  Senator.  It  in- 
volves a  means  of  protecting  tbe  safety  of 
the  United  States  from  tbe  espionage  of  tbe 
Oommunlsta^-a  matter  of  the  highest  prior- 
ity for  the  American  people. 


U.  8.  News  < 
October  ao. 
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Sraxx  thc  SanaTR 

(By  David  Lawrence) 

The  United  Stetes  Senate  Is  about  to  con- 
vene in  special  aeaslon  to  eosisider  a  rqxirt 
made  by  a  select  comroittee  of  six  members, 
headed  by  Senator  Was-kims.  of  Utah.  Repub- 
lican. The  report  reoommcnda  that  on  three 
polnte  Senator  JoasrH  R.  MoCaaxHT.  of  Wis- 
consin, be  censured. 

The  propoeed  action  la  unpreoedented  In 
the  entire  history  of  the  Senate. 

There  have  been  three  cases  In  the  past  In 
which  censure  has  been  voted.  Two  of  them 
involved  physical  behavior — flat  flgbte  on  the 


floor  of  the  Senate— and  the  third  was  con- 
earned  with  the  ineligibility  of  a  member 
of  a  Senatorli  own  staff  to  attend  executive 
aasslons  of  the  committee  over  which  the 
Bonator  In  qiiestion  presided  aa  «»ABJrTT»mn 

While  the  Constitution  spedflcally  grante 
to  the  Senate  the  power  to  punish  ite  Mem- 
bers for  disorderly  behavior,  there  has  been 
no  censure  ever  voted  for  disorderly  q>eech- 
m  or  stetemente  of  Individual  Senators.  Be- 
fore the  Watkins  committee  report  was  sub- 
mitted, there  bad  never  been  offered  in  the 
Senate  such  a  proposal  to  ciirtaU  freedom 
of  speech. 

Tbe  Senate,  of  course,  can  adopt  any  new 
"^•«  *bat  it  plaaaea.  But  never  in  tbe  past 
has  tbe  Senate  aought  by  ex  post  facto  acUon 
to  apply  rctroaetlvely  any  new  rule  or  code 
of  behavior.  To  do  so  vioUtes  the  spirit  as 
weU  as  tbe  letter  of  the  Constitution.  It  is 
not  dlsUke  of  a  man  which  is  the  issue  but  a 
procedure  that  wlU  affect  our  system  of  gov- 
ernment for  generations  to  come.  It  Is  of 
transcendent  Unportanoe  to  tbe  preservation 
of  tbe  freedom  of  the  Senate  itself  to  exam- 
ine the  basis  for  the  most  unusual  action  now 
recommended. 

One  of  the  startling  oondvislcms  of  the 
Watkins  coounittee  reads  as  foUows: 

"Ptom  an  examinaUon  and  study  of  aU 
available  prtoMlcnte.  tbe  select  ocHomittee  U 
of  the  opinion  that  the  Senate  has  the 
power,  under  the  drcumstencee  of  this  case, 
to  elect  to  censure  Senator  MoCastht  for 
conduct  occurring  during  bis  prior  term  in 
the  Senate,  abould  it  deem  such  conduct 
censurable." 

USUtnifG    CKItSUKK   ^nmmm 

But  no  Senator  has  ever  been  censured— 
or  punished  in  any  other  vray— for  conduct 
f  *  Senator  occurring  in  a  prior  term.  The 
conunlttee  acknowledges  this  point,  yet  pro- 
ceeds nevertheless  to  vtsurp  the  power  to 
censure  as  It  says: 

"While  it  may  be  the  law  that  one  who 
te  not  a  Member  of  the  Senate  may  not  be 
punned  for  contempt  of  the  Senate  at  a 
preceding  aession,  thla  la  no  bssls  for  de- 
claring that  the  Senate  may  not  censure  one 
<*  **»own  Members  for  conduct  antedating 
that  Bseslon.  and  no  contitdling  authority  or 
precedent  haa  been  dted  for  such  position." 

Nor  Is  any  "eontroUing  authority  or  prece- 
dent" cited  in  the  report  to  sustain  the 
oommlttee's  posttton.  For  it  may  be  steted 
with  equal  poaltlveneas  that,  since  a  Sen- 
**«'  PMy  not  be  punished  for  legal  contempt 
eommlttad  at  a  previous  session,  be  cannot 
te  l«g^y  eenaored  either  for  what  he  did 
In  a  prior  term. 

The  Watkins  committee  naively  oommente 
that,  sinoa  the  Hennlngs  committee  report 
ooptaining  varloos  chargee  against  Senator 
ttcCAMmx  "wae  filed  on  January  a,  l»e3,  and 
alnoe  the  new  Congress  convened  the  next 
day.  there  was  not  time  for  action  in  the 
prior  seasion.**  Tet  tba  Hennlngs  committee 
had  tba  matter  under  eonsldaatton  more 
than  16  aaontbs,  Would  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  Stetes  uphold  a  prosecutor  who 
claimed  ba  "Just  dldnt  have  time"  to  bring  a 
case  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  '^stetute 
of  limitations"? 

There  are  several  Senators  whose  conduct 
prior  to  tbelr  terms  of  oOce  baa  been  ques- 
tioned in  tbelr  re^>ectlve  Stetea.  If  tbe 
WatUna  committee  report  Is  adopted,  the 
Setuite  will  be  in  duty  bound  now  to  follow 
the  new  precedent,  or  else  admit  the  charge 
that  ao  many  people  are  making — namely, 
tbat  this  Is  a  case  of  persecution  of  one 
Senator  irbo  happens  to  be  fighting  com- 
muntam.  For  why  has  the  power  of  "cen- 
sure" never  been  invcAed  in  comparable 
caaes  against  anybody  eiae?  Also,  why  did 
tbe  Watkins  committee  refuse  at  ite  bearings 
to  receive  evidence  on  similar  conduct  by 
other  Senators? 


SLBcnoir  auMMM  chabcb  moot 

Bvan  mors  arbitrary  is  ths  bold  effort  of 
the  Watkins  oommlttee  to  deprive  the  people 


of  thc  Stetes  of  the  Union  of  tb»  right  to 
pass  Judgment  tbmneeltes  at  the  pedis  on 
poUtical  charges  made  against  tbelr  Sanatora. 

The  Watklna  oommlttee  Intlssd  haa  ruled, 
tn  efleet.  that,  when  a  Senator  Is  slsrtsil  by 
tbe  people  of  a  Stete.  tba  Senate  of 
United  Stetea  entirely  apart  from  aa 
Inatlon  of  possible  fraud  or  taint  in  an 
tton — may  liM|ulre  into  the  prevknw  beltavtar 
of  a  Senator  and  "oansura"  him  for  any 
reason  whl<^  political  feeling  or  i»ajudloa 
may  have  inspired. 

This  Is  an  Intolerant  position  which  no 
falrminded  person  to  the  Senate  can  justty 
defend.  To  accept  such  a  rule  Is  to  *»»»*»"1 
tbe  Constitution  itself,  and  to  do  so  without 
permitting  the  people  of  thc  States  to  have  * 
voice  in  the  wfH«g  of  such  a  <»*«««g»  Thla 
recommendation  by  tbe  Watkins  committee 
Is  Ita^f  contemptuous  of  tbe  rlghte  of  tbe 
American  people. 

Tbe  argument  is  made  by  the  oommlttea 
that  the  Senate  "can  pass  Judgment  upon 
conduct  which  is  injurious  to  Ite  pun  iissiis. 
dignity,  and  oflldal  committeee."  But  it  la 
not  explained  how  any  injury  to  the 
"prooeeaea,  dignity,  and  official  committeea" 
of  the  Senate  can  be  committed  by  ■»">1K>"# 
prior  to  tbe  time  be  waa  elected  for  his 
current  term. 

Obvto\ialy.  the  oocaalon  for  raising  audi  an 
iMue  la  during  tbe  term  of  thc  Senator  In 
question,  and  not  when  the  people  of  bis  own 
State,  mtta  hearing  the  nature  of  tbe  chargee 
in  a  political  rampalgn.  have  neverthelesa 
elected  him. 

The  Watkins  ooounittee  la.  In  fact,  oon" 
tradicted  on  thla  point  by  the  very  words  of 
tbe  document  which  played  so  large  a  part 
in  talnging  about  tbe  "cenaure"  proceed- 
ings — namely,  the  report  by  the  Senate  Sub- 
committee on  Prlvilegea  and  Kleetloas; 
headed  by  Senator  Hxxifziraa  of  Missouri. 
Democrat.  At  the  end  of  Ite  fixud  report— 
the  one  it  filed  on  January  2. 1963 — was  thla 
"addendiun** : 

"However,  because  of  a  lack  of  continuity 
In  the  committee  membership  and  delays 
beyond  the  control  of  the  i»eeent  member- 
ship of  ths  oommlttee.  ite  jirepatatlon  has 
given  us  great  concern  as  a  number  of  Ite 
aspecte  have  become  moot  by  reason  of  the 
1952  election.  Such  facte  therein  as  were 
known  to  the  pec^le  of  the  Stetes  particu- 
larly affected  have  been  passsa  upon  by  the 
pet^le  themselves  la  tbe  Section." 

AU  the  Important  Issues  tn  the  wi»«ii*gp 
oommlttee  rqMrt  were  piddlshed  la  the  presa 
before  or  during  the  campaign  and  vrere 
passed  upon  by  ths  people  of  Wlsoonsln  whsm 
they  reelected  Senator  MoGsaraT  In  No- 
vember ISSa.  Blnoa  alao  the  facte  thaaoaelves 
relate  to  Inddente  whldi  oeeuiTed  prior  to 
tbe  election,  tbe  diargee  therefore  have  be- 
come  moot. 

There  were  two  minor  Inddente  which  did 
occur  after  the  November  106S  election  and 
which  vrere  pn^wrly  the  subject  of  "«—«*«-- 
tlon  by  tbe  Watkins  oonunlttse.  One 
rsf  nsal  by  Senator  MCCaanrr  of  a 
Invitetton  to  testify  eesit  htm  on 
21,  1953.  Incidentally,  this  waa  the  ItaC 
formal  invitation  to  testify  evar  sent  to  Mr. 
MoCastht  by  instruction  of  tbe  itin^sn^ 
oommlttee  during  Ite  16  mffftbs  of  life.  Tba 
Watklna  oommlttee  aays  la  ite  report  that  it 
aocepte  as  a  fact  that  thla  partleular  Invita- 
tion was  not  personally  received  by  the  Wla- 
consin  Senator  in  time  for  the  masting  dats 
specified.  But  the  Hennlngs  wnmwii^:^^^  t^m 
never  explained  why  It  did  not  then  set  an- 
other date  for  a  hearing.  The  other  point 
concerned  a  "denuncUtory"  letter  written 
by  Senator  McGAsnrr  and  dated  December  1. 
19S2.  in  which  he  charged  that  the  w^wwti^gr 
committee  had  Impugned  bis  hooMty  and  in- 
tegrity vrithout  evidence  to  support  Ite 
charge.  He  declared,  moreover,  that  tbe  ooaa- 
mlttee vras  poutlcally  moCtvatad. 

But  the  Watidns  onenmlttaa  concedes  that 
"similsr  language"  waa  used  in  Senator  Mc- 
CABTKT'a  letters  denouncing  the  oonuaittea 
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which  wet*  puWdMd  long  htfore  the  1963 
•iccticn  in  WIbWiWhIti  , 


Hm  Watkiiis  oommlttM  argiiM  repeatedly 
the  right  of  the  Senate  to  divegard  the  votee 
of  the  pecqile  of  a  aororelgB  State.  It  aays: 
*mw  reeleetlon  of  Senator  licCMtTBT  In 
1909  did  not  setUe  thCM  matters.  This  quM- 
ttOB  to  answered  tn  part  1^  our  coneltudons 
that  the  Senate  is  a  continuing  body  and  haa 
power  to  cencure  a  Senator  for  conduct  oc- 
curring during  his  prior  term  as  a  Senator, 
and  In  part  by  the  fact  Uiat  boom  of  the  eon- 
tumadoas  eonduet  occurred  after  his  re- 
election, notahly  the  letter  of  December  1, 
ISIKI.  The  Senate  might  hate  proeeeded  with 
this  matter  In  1908  or  earUer  in  1964  had  the 
ixuiMammif  rssolutlon  been  proposed. 

*1Bome  of  tlw  questions,  notably  the  use 
for  private  puipoees  of  funds  contributed  for 
fighting  eommunlam,  were  not  raised  until 
after  the  tieetl<m.  Tht  people  of  Wisconsin 
could  pass  Only  upon  what  was  known  to 
them.'* 

The  tine  to  have  challenged  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtbt  on  all  thcee  issues,  however,  was  on 
the  afternoon  of  Janiutfy  3,  1958,  as  he  was 
about  to  take  the  oath  of  olBce  for  his  second 
tonn  in  the  Senate.  He  liad  declared  at  the 
time  in  a  public  statement  that  If  anybody 
wished  to  question  his  right  to  take  a  seat, 
ttxi  time  to  do  It  was  then.  The  very  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  wlio  18  mcmths  later  pro- 
poaed  "ceniure"  charges  were  present  at  the 
sea8l<»  at  frhlch  the  credentials  of  S«iator 
McCAaTBT  were  offered  and  accepted  by  tlM 
Senate. 

The  Senate  really  knew  through  the  prese 
before  January  3, 19S3,  aU  the  duuges.  insln- 
uatkws.  and  allegBtions  In  the  ease.  The 
enemies  of  Senator  McCabtbt  IumI  leveled  all 
kinds  of  accusations  at  him  in  that  eam- 
pAlgn. 

Certainly  if  the  Wisconsin  Senator  were 
not  qualified  for  admlMlon  to  a  new  term. 
or  If  there  was  anything  about  his  conduct 
that  required  further  examination.  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  Senate,  when  It  convened  at 
noon  (m  Jantiary  3.  19S3,  to  ask  him  to  step 
aside  while  it  adopted  the  necessary  proce- 
dure then  and  there  to  settle  the  question  of 
whether  or  not  he  had  acted  with  propriety. 
BOf  AToa-nacT  not  "oomtiwuiho"  »«»»««■ 
The  Watidna  committee  pointedly  charae- 
teriaea  the  Senate  as  a  "continuing  body." 
This,  however,  ean  refer,  when  the  Senate  re- 
convenee,  only  to  those  Senators  whose  terms 
have  not  expired.  The  Constitution  declares 
spesclfleally  that  the  e-year  term  ol  a  Senator 
Bhall  "end"  at  noon  on  January  3  of  the  year 
set  for  the  assembling  of  each  new  Congress. 
By  no  stretch  of  legal  reascmlng  can  anybody 
be  considered  a  "continuing"  Member  of  the 
TTnited  States  Senate  whoee  term  has  ended 
or  whoee  credentials  as  a  Senator-elect  have 
not  yet  been  dmy  accepted  by  the  Senate. 

The  Watkiiu  committee  holds  as  a  basis  of 
oenaure  in  1964  that  the  Wisconsin  Senator 
declined  to  sn>ear  In  person  In  1951  and 
196S  before  the  Hennings  committee  to 
testify  on  chargee  made  against  mm.  But  he 
did  testify  on  other  matters  before  the  same 
committee  on  July  3,  l9Sa.  and  could  have 
been  queetloned  that  day  on  anything  the 
committee  ehoee  to  ask  him. 

The  Wisconsin  Senator,  of  course,  did  an- 
swer tlie  eommittee  again  and  again  in  writ- 
ing, and  categorically  denied  the  truth  of  the 
«peclflc  chargee  concerning  his  personal 
aifalrs. 

The  Watklns  eommittee.  moreover,  admits 
that  at  no  time  did  the  Hennings  committee 
issue  a  subpena.  but  says  that  a  mere  written 
request  to  testify  shoidd  have  been  enough. 
Is  that,  however,  in  accord  with  precedent? 
How  many  caaee  have  there  been  in  which 
United  Stetes  Senators  who  were  merely 
"invited"  to  testify  have  declined  to  do  so? 
In  all  falmeas.  the  Senate  should  make 
public  now  the  names  of  thoee  Senators  who 


even  In  recent  months  have  for  various  Rea- 
sons dscllned  to  testify  before  a  Senate  com- 
mittee in  resiionse  to  Its  Invitations. 

It  is  argued,  of  course,  that  In  the  case  of 
Senator  McCaxtbt  the  Issue  was  related  to 
his  personal  conduct  and  personal  flnanises. 
But  so  far  as  the  Senate  Is  concerned— if 
these  are  to  be  the  new  rules — It  does  not 
matter  what  tlge  basis  for  the  request  hap- 
pens to  be.  For  the  Watklns  committee 
plainly  implies  ^t  a  United  States  SenStor 
must  respond  to  an  invitation  to  testify,  ir- 
respective of  tlie  subject  matter  under  cpn- 
slderation. 

18  AK  nfYTTATION  VAUDr  j 

If  It  be  conceded  that  the  Senate,  on  the 
other  hand,  does  have  the  right  to  inquire 
Into  the  behavior  of  ji  Senator  in  a  prior 
term,  an  examination  of  the  legal  circum- 
stances \mder  which  the  so-called  Invitations 
to  testify  were  issued  by  the  Hennings  com- 
mittee to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  be- 
comes pertinent.  The  Watkliu  commiCtee 
says: 

"It  Is  the  opinion  of  the  select  committee 
that  a  request  to  appear,  such  as  the  letter 
and  telegram  from  the  subcommittee  to  Sen- 
ator McCastht  dated  November  21.  1952.  Uas 
sufflclent  (aside  from  any  question  whether 
Senator  McCaktht  received  them  In  time) 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  law." 

What  law  is  the  committee  talking  abodt? 
There  Is  no  law  on  the  subject.  The  RUles 
Of  the  Senate  do  not  specify  anything  about 
response  to  committee  invitations.  In  fact, 
there  are  no  rules  at  all  In  the  Senate  cover- 
~^  Ing  this  subject. 

How  can  It  be  persuasively  argued  that  the 
Wisconsin  Senator  "obetructed  the  legislative 
process"  when  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on 
Elections  and  PrivUeges  Itself  did  not  exrr- 
•  dse  its  right  under  the  "legislative  proceas" 
to  Issue  a  subpena? 

It  Is  trtie  that,  prior  to  November  1952.  the 
Wisconsin  Senator  did  receive  Informal  In- 
viUtlons,  giving  him  "the  opportunity  to  ap- 
pear," as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  before  the 
Senate  subcommittee.  He  made  it  clear  In 
Ills  replies  that  he  would  not  appear  volun- 
tarily but  would  obey  a  subpena.  He  did 
stipulate  also  that  he  would  appear  If  he  were 
given  by  the  subcomnUttee  the  right  to  cross- 
examine  witnesses. 

The  Watklns  committee  says  on  this  point  • 
"He  [Senator  McCaxtht]  also  stated  that 
be  would  not  appear  unless  he  were  given 
the  right  to  cross-examine  witnesses.  We 
feel  that  this  right  should  have  been  accorded 
to  him  and  that  upon  proper  request,  either 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra- 
tion, of  which  Senator  McCaktht  was  a 
member,  or  to  the  Senate  Itself,  he  could 
have  obtained  this  right,  but  that  In  any 
event,  this  cannot  be  a  Justification  for  coo- 
temptuous  conduct." 

Using  the  same  reasoning  that  the  Wat- 
klns committee  has  employed,  why  was  It 
necessary  for  the  Senator  from  Wlsconrfn 
to  go  twyond  a  simple  request  to  the  chair - 
nian  of  a  Senate  subcommittee  when  asking 
for  the  right- to  cross-examine?  Why  was 
it  obligatory  for  him  to  adopt  any  legal 
procees  Involving  the  passage  of  a  motion 
by  the  Senate  Iteelf  In  order  to  get  the 
simple  right  to  cross-examine? 

nfFoaitAL  BEorntsT  works  both  wats 
The  Watklns  conunlttee  cannot  have  it 
both  ways.  It  cannot  argue  the  sufficiency 
of  Infcnrmal  requests  by  the  Hennings  com- 
mittee in  one  case,  inviting  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtht  to  testify,  and  Justify  In  anotlusr 
instance  the  faUure  of  that  same  subcom- 
mittee to  honor  an  Informal  request  by  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  seeking  the  right  to 
cross-examine. 

Since,  moreover,  the  Wisconsin  Senator  is 
now  held  by  the  Watklns  committee  to  hate 
been  right  in  his  contention  that  he  should 
have  t>een  accorded  the  opp<M^unlty  for 
cross-examining  witneeses.  was  this  not  a 


sufflclent  Justification  for  his  decUniition  of 
the  Invitation  of  the  Hennings  committee 
before  which  he  was  asked  to  testify?  His 
request  went  to  the  core  of  the  Iseue — the 
conditions  under  which  he  would  be  testi- 
fying as  to  his  personal  affairs  if  he  volun- 
tarily accepted  the  Invitation. 

Is  It  contemptuous  to  ask  that  your  per- 
sonal rights  be  safeguarded  by  a  tribunal 
that  has  sought  to  Indict  you? 

The  Watklns  committee  holds  nevertheless 
that  failure  to  testify  was  Indeed  contemp- 
tuous, contumacious,  and  denunciatory.  It 
carefully  refrains  from  charging  the  Senator 
with  legal  contempt,  but  plays  on  words  In 
an  attempt  to  convey  an  equlvalenf  mean- 
ing. 

In  this  connection,  the  Watklns  coeunlttee 
speaks  of  Senator  McCaxtrt's  letiter  de- 
nouncing In  "harsh  terms"  the  Htennlngs 
committee  as  "contumacious  In  It^  entire 
form  and  manner  of  expression." 

Since  when  are  Members  of  the  Senate  to 
be  deprived  of  their  right  off  the  Boor  of  the 
Senate  to  denounce  other  Members  of  the 
Senate? 

Are  we  to  have  political  campaigns  in 
which  only  those  persons  who  are  not  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  may  denovmce  the  can- 
didates  who   happen   to   be    Senatoia? 

Are  we  to  have  campaigns  In  which  Sen- 
ators go  Into  other  States  and  speak  In  criti- 
cism of  incumbent  Senators  and  then  be- 
come subject  to  "censure"  under  this  alleged 
rule  of  the  Senate?  This  goes  to  the  heart 
of  the  free  speech  question.  For  the  right 
to  denounce  Is  the  right  of  free  speeeh. 

AOCtrSATIOJ^    WTTHOUT    Psoor 

Evidently  the  Hennings  committee  Itself 
felt  no  restraint  about  asking  wliat  Senator 
McCaktht  regards  as  insulting  questions. 
They  were  Indeed  full  of  Innuendos,  Im- 
pugning the  integrity  of  a  fellow  Senator. 
Tet.  the  Watklns  committee  upholds  that 
form  of  accusation  without  proof.  Its  re- 
port says  on  that  point: 

"It  to  our  opinion  that  the  failure  of  Sen- 
ator McCaktht  to  explain  to  the  Senate 
these  matters:  (1)  Whether  funds  collected 
to  fight  communism  were  diverted  to  other 
purposes  Inuring  to  his  personal  advantage; 
(2)  whether  certain  of  bis  official  aatlvltles 
were  motivated  by  self-interest;  and  (3) 
whether  certain  of  hto  activities  in  senatorUl 
campaigns  Involved  violations  of  the  law; 
was  conduct  contumacious  toward  the  Sen- 
ate and  injurious  to  lu  effectiveness,  dig- 
nity, responslbllltleK.  processes,  and  pres- 
tige." 

Do  not  the  members  of  the  Watklr^  com- 
mittee know  that  dozens  of  Members  Of  Con- 
gress every  year  collect  funds  for  public 
purposes,  and  not  one  of  them  has  yet  been 
required  to  divulge  the  names  of  his  con- 
tributors except  In  reg\ilar  election  cam- 
paigns? 

Since  when  must  a  Senator  answer  all  the 
smear  accusations  filed  against  him  by  his 
critics,  especially  thoee  charges  which  vague- 
ly claim,  as  the  Senate  committee  phrases  It, 
that  "certain  of  his  official  acUvltlea  were' 
motivated  by  self-interest"? 

Where  Is  the  rule  of  the  Senate  which  de- 
fines what  is  or  Is  not  self-interest? 

How  many  Members  of  the  Senate  are  do- 
ing business  today  with  the  Oovernment  of 
the  United  States  tlu-ough  their  private  busi- 
ness connections? 

How  many  Members  of  the  Senate  vote 
from  time  to  time  on  issues  in  which  they 
have  a  direct  personal  interest? 

As  for  the  charges  that  funds  collected  for 
a  public  cause  were  used  for  personia  pur- 
poses, to  It  not  the  function  and  duty  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  and  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Service  to  determine  whether  thOre  are 
violations  of  Federal  law  involved?  Subee- 
quent  to  the  time  when  the  Hennings  Com- 
mittee made  its  report  on  Jsuiuary  2,  1953, 
the  Department  of  Justice  examined  the  doc- 
ument, made  Ite  own  Investigation,  and  then 
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stated  publicly  that  it  found  no  violaUon  of 
Federal  law  by  the  Wlaoonsln  Senator. 

The  Internal  Revenue  Service,  moreover. 
has  thorougtily  InvraUgatad  Senator  lie- 
Cabtht's  income-tax  returns.  It  did  ao  when 
the  Truman  administration  wm  in  power, 
and  likewise  examined  tlMm  again  under  the 
Elsenhower  adnilntotiatloa.  But.  according 
to  an  article  published  In  the  Washington 
Evening  Star,  last  August,  before  the  Watklns 
committee  nude  its  report,  no  evidence  of 
any  violation  of  law  has  been  found. 

Why  dldnt  the  Wstldns  committee,  with 
its  deference  to  and  professed  respect  for  the 
Jurisdiction  of  executive  agencies,  take  cog- 
nizance of  the  action  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
nue Service  and  the  DepartoMnt  of  Justice, 
both  of  which  were  concerned  with  the  truth 
or  f  Atolty  of  these  ver^  charges? 
,  The  committee  rlghUy  decided  that  what 
Senator  McCaktht  nuty  have  said  In  Inviting 
Federal  employees  U>  supply  him.  as  the 
ctialrman  of  a  congressional  committee,  with 
Information  conccmliic  corruption,  commu- 
ntom.  or  treason  In  Oovernn>ent,  does  not 
furnish  ground  for  censure. 

Mo  oafsoax  whxm  raovoKss 

The  committee  re}»ned  also  as  a  basis  for 
censure  the  comment  made  by  the  Wlsoon- 
Aln  Senator  that  liie  Vermont  Senator  was  se- 
nile.    The  committee  says: 

"The  remarks  of  S<nator  McCaktht  con- 
cerning Senator  Ful>-ii^u  were  highly  Im- 
proper. The  commlttte  finds,  however,  that 
they  were  induced  by  Senator  FLAmnas' 
conduct  In  respect  to  Senator  McCaktht  in 
the  Senate  caucus  rcom.  and  in  delivering 
provocative  speeches  concerning  Senator 
McCaktht  on  the  Senate  Boor.  For  these 
reasons,  the  commlt.ee  concludes  the  re- 
marks with  reference  to  Senator  Flandibs 
do  not  constitute  a  l>asto  for  censure.** 

Thto  U  the  most  am  axing  paragraph  In  the 
entire  Watklns  committee  report.  Here  It  to 
fiatly  stated  that  Sen.itar  McCaitht  should 
not  be  censured  for  hit  denunciation  of  Sen- 
ator Flakokbs  becauar  the  latter  had  deUv- 
ered  provocative  spe<!ches  concerning  the 
Wisconsin  Senator  on  the  Senate  floor.  But 
what  about  the  Vermont  Senator  who  fiu- 
nished  the  provocation?  Logically,  to  he  not 
sub.'ect  to  a  censure  reeolutlon  now? 

The  Watklns  comoilttee  plainly  says  in 
thto  Instance  that  Senator  McCaktht  to  to 
be  absolved  from  censure  because  he  was 
provoked.  Tet,  later  on  It  recommends  a 
censure  count  against  the  WlsooiMln  Sena- 
tor because  of  hto  sUttement  of  January  2, 
1953,  saying  that.  In  Joining  with  the  two 
Democrats  and  slgnlig  the  Hennings  com- 
mittee report,  lito  feDDw  Republican— Sena- 
tor HxNsaicKsoif.  of  New  Jersey— was  with- 
out brains  or  guts. 

What  a  petty  buslm«s  to  Introduce  thto  as 
a  basto  for  a  censure  resc^utlon,  and  with 
what  mock  dignity,  oimlng  as  it  does  from 
Senators  accustomed  to  the  epithets  of  the 
stump.  Akmgslde  President  Truman's  let- 
ters to  the  miislc  ctIlIc  and  about  the  ma- 
rines and.  tn  a  public  speech,  hto  use  of 
s.  o.  b. — and  he  dldnt  use  Jxut  the  initiaU 
either — to  characterize  a  political  critic,  the 
language  of  the  Seiuitor  from  Wisconsin 
seems  to  have  been  r.ttlter  restrained. 

"UNlMlUmONil."  PBOVOCATXOir 

The  last  censure  count  concerns  the 
treatment  of  General  Zwlckcr.  who  was  a 
witness  before  Senator  McCaktht'b  commit- 
tee early  in  1954.  Th4  vras  an  incident  tliat 
did  occur  in  the  curr»»t  term  of  the  Senate 
and  hence  it  to  within  Uie  proper  time  limi- 
tation.   The  Watklns  oommlttae  declares: 

"There  to  no  evidence  that  Oeneral 
Zwlcker  was  IntentiociaUy  irritating,  evaatve. 
or  arrogant." 

The  testimony  of  Oeneral  ZwlekM'  has  been 
printed  in  full  for  everybody  to  read.  There 
are  honest  differences  of  opinion  as  to 
whether  ttie  general  was  provocative.  But 
the  Watklns  ctHnmlttee  poeee  a  new  prob- 


lem in  mental  gymnastiea  when  it  aaya  be 
was  not  intentionally  irritating,  evasive,  or 
arrogant. 

Is  this  to  be  taken  to  mean  that  he  actually 
may  have  been  irritattcg,  evasive,  or  arro- 
gant, but  did  not  Intend  his  remarks  to  have 
such  an  impact?  If  so,  to  not  what  actually 
bappei^ed  Uie  best  proof?  It  was  obvious  to 
anyone  present  at  the  hearing  that  the  Wto- 
oonaln  Senator  was  Irrluted  and  was  im>- 
▼oked  into  an  outburst  of  temper. 

Is  the  United  States  Senate  to  be  cen- 
sorious of  all  such  conduct?  If  so,  it  must 
go  back  Into  Its  own  records  and  begin  to 
appoint  committees  to  investigate  the  con- 
duct of  other  Senators  who  have  from  time 
to  time  either  ejected  witnesses  bodily  or  else 
said  thln«K  even  worse  than  Senator  Mc- 
Caktht ever  said. 

One  Ifcmber  of  the  preeent  Senate  told  a 
recalcitrant  witness — a  general,  too — at  a 
congressional  hearing  a  few  years  ago  that 
anybody  who  took  the  attitude  he  did  about 
the'  security  procedures  under  dlscuaslon 
shoxild  be  taken  out  and  shot. 

Several  Senators  have  used  profanity  in 
arguing  with  witnesses. 

One  Senator  last  summer  made  a  speech 
implying  In  so  numy  words  that  ^nnt**er 
Senator  was  morally  delinquent  In  hto  per- 
sonal life. 

One  Senator  only  last  week  In  a  written 
statement  Issued  during  the  heat  of  the 
campaign  said,  with  reference  to  a  fellow- 
Senator  who  had  left  hto  own  party,  that 
**vrl>en  a  renegade  leaves  the  camp,  he  be- 
comes a  worse  traitor  than  an  enemy  spy." 

Must  not  all  these  Seiutors  now  be  hauled 
before  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and  censured 
for  contemptuous  language?  Or  to  freedom 
of  speech  to  be  regarded  as  the  late  Justice 
Oliver  Wendell  Holmes  defined  It — as  *free- 
dom  for  the  thought  we  hate"? 

Whatever  motivates  the  human  mind  and 
provokes  it  to  anger  to  speculatively  inter- 
esting but  hardly  eoitotltutea  a  fit  subject  for 
the  adoption  of  a  censure  resolution  by  the 
United  States  Senate.  It  to  beneath  the  dig- 
nity of  that  body  and  tends  to  bring  Its 
prestige  as  a  legislative  institution  Into  na- 
tionwide disrepute. 

Whether  or  not  General  Zwlcker  was  in- 
tentionally irritating,  evasive,  or  arrogant,  it 
to  a  fact  that  he  did  provoke  Senator  Mc- 
Caktht. Tlie  Senate  committee  Itself  has 
aald  In  the  Flanders  case  that,  where  there  to 
provocation,  there  to  no  Jttotificatlon  for 
censxire.  Irrespective  of  what  the  remarks 
luippen  to  be.  Why  doesnt  provocation 
therefore  constitute  grounds  for  eliminating 
the  censure  charge  growing  out  of  the  re- 
marks made  by  the  Wisconsin  Senator  to 
General  Zwlcker? 

ooMTBAOicnoMs  iM  ronuirca 

The  Watklns  committee  contradicts  itself 
further  on  another  point  in  Its  findings. 
Under  the  heading,  "The  Law  Governing  the 
Treatment  of  Witnesses  before  Congressional 
Committees."  the  committee  says: 

"The  law  and  precedent  on  tlito  subject 
has  been  stated  many  times." 

But  m  the  next  paragraph  the  conunlt- 
tee declares: 

"There  are  no  statutes  and  few  court 
dectolons  l>earlng  on  the  subject." 

Which  statement  are  we  to  accept? 

There  are,  of  ooiuse.  no  statutes  discuss- 
ing the  treatment  of  witnesses  t>efore  a 
Senate  committee  except  in  cases  of  legal 
eontempt.  Mor  has  the  Senate  ever  adopted 
any  law  or  rule  on  the  subject  of  ttie  treat- 
ment of  its  Members  as  wltneasee,  other  than 
the  legal  process  which  takes  effect  U  thers 
Is  a  refusal  to  obey  a  subpena. 

Ttie  facts  are  that  General  Zwlcker  him- 
self, in  hto  testimony,  admitted  he  had  read 
in  the  press  that  Major  Perass  had  Invoked 
the  fifth  amendment,  but  told  Senator  Mc- 
Caktht at  the  hearing  that  he  dldnt  know 
it  was  in  connection  with  Communist  activi- 
ties.   Tet  he  previously  had  informed  a  Sen- 


ate committee  staff  mrmber  he  knew  about 
the  charges  of  COnununlst  acttvltlaa  by 
PeresB.  Tills  vraa  an  aatouniahing 
diction.    Small     wonder     this 

pcxMluoad  the  Impreaalon  that  the  . 

waa  evasive.    That's  why  it  drew  the^flic  ot 
the  Wisconsin  Senator. 

The  real  point,  however.  U  that  the  gen- 
eral failed  la  all  cazMSor  to  tell  the  auboaofc- 
mittee  of  the  Senate  Oommittee  on  Oovem- 
ment  OperaOona  the  procedures  in  the  c^ 
in  which  he  himaelf  was  a  factor,  wis  samin. 
excuse  was  that  he  was  obeying  an  artier. 

The  Senste  of  the  United  «H-i*iie.  on,  the 
other  tumd,  to  not  required  to  oooform  to 
any  Executive  order  Hmiting  the  testimony 
ot  subordinates  in  the  Government  with  x«- 
■pect  to  governmental  oparatlans.  The  Oon- 
gress  holds  the  purse  stringa,  and  it  lu»  the 
right  to  oommand  testimony  on  Government 
procedtirea. 
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A  MOBS  BBAsnc  sm 

No  Senator  should  he  oenaured  for  hto  p 
stotent  effort  to  get  informatiaii  from 
evasive  witness  during  the  course  of  a 
mlttee  investigation.  In  the  last  iasne  of 
thto  magailne  an  article  waa  rqirtnted  from 
Harper's  mags  sine  in  which  Hugo  ni«<>k.  then 
Senator  from  Alabama — now  a  Supretas 
Court  Justice — wrote  in  1980  of  hto  diOculttea 
in  getting  information  from  wltneasea.  He 
said  that  sometimes  It  to  nnniisssrj  "In  the 
presence  of  a  witness  who  to  d^lberately  oon- 
ceallDg  the  facu  to  attempt  to  shake  It  out 
of  tilm  with  a  more  drastic  attack." 

Provocations  of  .Senators  and  Bepreaenta- 
tlves  to  anger  when  they  try  to  croes-examlae 
witnesses  are  frequent.  Willie  tlieae  in- 
stances are  numerous,  no  case  of  censure  of 
a  Senator  who  has  been  the  victim  of  such 
provocation  lias  been  recorded.  The  Watfclna 
committee  makes  thto  pertinent  camnwBt: 

"The  very  paucity  of  precedents  tends  to 
estat>Ilsh  the  importance  pla4::fid  by  the  Sen- 
ate on  its  machinery  of  censure. 

"Obviotuly,  with  such  limited  precedents 
the  task  of  thto  committee  in  tuidertaking 
to  determine  what  to  and  wiiat  to  not  cen- 
surable conduct  by  a  United  Statee  Senator 
was  Indeed  formidable.  Individuals  differ  In 
their  view  and  aensitivities  reapecting  the 
I»opriety  or  Impropriety  of  many  types  of 
conduct.  Especially  to  thto  true  when  the 
conduct  and  its  backgrotind  present  so  many 
complexities  and  shading  of  Interpretatlona. 
Moreover,  it  to  fairly  obvious  that  conduct 
may  be  distasteful  and  less  than  proper,  and 
yet  not  constitute  censurable  behavior." 

If  the  Watklns  oommittee  had  stopped 
there,  it  would  have  l>een  stating  the  facts 
as  they  have  been  htotorlcally  established. 
The  Watkiiu  committee  might  well  have 
added  then  that  It  would  propose  certain  new 
rules  to  be  adopted  and  that  it  would  ask 
the  Senate  to  pass  concretely  on  the  phrase- 
ology of  such  rules.  Thto  would  be  orderly 
procedure. 

It  to  disruptive  of  orderly  prooedurk. 
however,  to  Introduce  as  a  basto  for  censure 
a  vaguely  vrorded  critique  on  a  manner  ot 
expreesion  by  a  Senator  or  to  Interject  a 
dogmatic  treatise  on  psychology  in  order  to 
rule  on  what  to  Intentional  or  tmintentlonal 
"provocation"  by  a  witness.  Thto  createe  for 
the  future  all  sorts  of  doubts  and  mtogivlngB 
concoiiing  the  true  rights  of  Members  of  the 
United  States  Senate. 

The  Watklns  oommittee  itself  recognlaes 
the  dilemma  in  thto  observation: 

"We  are  cognizant  that  the  Senate  aa  a 
political  body  impoeera  multlttide  of  respon- 
BlbiUties  and  duties  on  its  Members  which 
create  great  strains  and  slrssese.  We  are 
ftu-ther  aware  that  mdivldual  amators  may, 
vrlthln  the  boiinds  of  political  pioptletf, 
adopt  different  methods  of  disduuging  their 
responsibilities  to  the  people. 

"We  did  not,  and  clearly  couM  not, 
take   here   to   estabUsh   any 
heiulve  code  of  nonoensuratito  eonduct  tor 
Members  of  the  United  States  Senate." 
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Had  tlM  eoBUDlttee  been  content  wltb  that 
teOMt  •Utenent  and  propoaed  that  a  set  of 
•zidlelt  mlaa  be  adopted  to  govern  future 
oonduet,  tt  ivould  have  been  weU  wltbln  Ita 
rlgbti.  It  ivoold  have  been  roUowlng  the 
precept  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  irtileh  has  again  and  again  ruled  that 
vaguely  written  laws  are  invalid  unless  legls- 
lattve  standards  are  prescribed  for  the  gntd- 
anee  of  those  who  are  to  administer  the 
■tatutea.  Had  the  Watklns  committee  pre- 
scribed the  standards  for  the  future.  Its  re- 
port would  have  been  welcomed  by  every- 
body as  a  constructive  contribution  to  the 
whole  subject. 

WHAT  COMBTTCT  IS  UBOALT 

Today  the  country  is  confined,  and  so  may 
well  be  the  futiire  members  of  the  Senate 
as  to  what  Is  or  Is  not  proper  conduct  ttom. 
a  legal  standpoint. 

If  the  Watklns  committee  report  is  adop- 
ted, an  intolerant  majority  in  the  United 
States  Senate  will  feel  it  has  the  right  at 
any  thne  hereafter  to  wipe  out  minority 
dissent  by  the  simple  device  of  censure. 
Will  a  southerner,  for  example,  who  has  made 
speeches  denouncing  members  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  for  their 
decision  on  segr^ation  now  be  eligible  for 
admission  to  the  United  States  Senate  if  a 
majority  chooees  to  decide  that  disorderly 
words  constitute  conduct  prior  to  his  term 
suffldent  to  deny  him  admission  under  the 
Inhoent  power  doctrine  asserted  in  the 
Watklns  report? 

A  rule  of  fear  has  been  proposed  by  the 
Watklns  committee.  That  rule  must  be 
•ummarily  rejected  by  the  Senate  unless  it 
Wishes  to  apply  thiought  control  or  con- 
formity of  thought  to  a  free  Institution 
T'hleh  has  existed  since  1789. 

Shall  the  Senate  destroy  Itself  by  curtailing 
the  rl^t  of  free  speech? 

What  did  Abraham  Lincoln  ^y  under 
8(»newhat  analogous  circumstances?  Dur- 
ing the  War  Between  the  SUtes,  Postmaster 
General  Blair,  whose  own  home  had  been 
burned  by  Confederate  troops,  exclaimed 
that  "nothing  bettor  could  be  expected  while 
politicians  and  cowards  have  the  conduct 
of  military  affairs. "  Secretary  of  War  Stan- 
ton wrote  President  Lincoln  backing  up  the 
demand  of  General  Halleck  that  Blair  be  dis- 
missed frcxn  the  Cabinet,  lir.  Lincoln  said 
in  reply: 

"Tour  note  •  •  •  enclosing  General  Hal- 
leck's  letter  •  •  •  relative  to  offensive  re- 
marks supposed  to  have  been  made  by  the 
Postmaster  General  concerning  the  military 
officers  on  duty  about  Washington  is  re- 
ceived. The  general's  letter  In  substance 
demands  that  if  I  approve  the  remarks  I 
shall  strike  the  names  of  those  officers  from 
the  rolls;  and  that  if  I  do  not  approve 
them  the  Postmaster  General  shall  be  dis- 
missed from  the  Cabinet. 

"Whether  the  remarks  were  really  made 
I  do  not  know,  nor  do  I  suppose  such  knowl- 
edge Is  neeeasary  to  a  correct  response.  If 
they  were  made.  I  do  not  approve  them;  and 
yet,  under  the  circumstances,  I  would  not 
dismiss  a  member  of  the  Cabinet  therefor. 
I  do  not  consider  what  may  have  been 
hastily  said  in  a  iRpment  of  vexation  at  so 
severe  a  toes  Is  sidieient  groimd  for  so  graie 
A  step.  Besides  this,  truth  is  generally  the 
best  vindication  against  slander.  I  propose 
continuing  to  be  myself  the  Judge  as  to  when 
a  member  of  th«  Cabinet  shall  be  dismissed." 


nnnkUOMTAL  ibsos  or 

A  courageous  Senate,  firee  from  passion 
and  the  prodding  of  pressure  groups,  true 
to  the  historic  principles  of  Ubcrallsm  which 
have  governed  the  American  people  from  the 
foundation  of  the  Republic,  will  seek  to  up- 
hold the  highest  principles  of  American 
Jurlq^rudenee. 

Ttku  Senate,  therefore.  shotOd  table  the 
censure  resolution  and  promulgate  a  rule 
In  an  orderly  manner  prescribing  the  stand- 


ards for  future  conduct  of  Its  Members.  But 
such  rules  must  be  written  so  as  noit  to 
prejudice  the  right  of  free  speech  guaranteed 
by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  to 
everybody — Including  Members  of  the  United 
Stetes  Senate  Itself. 

Where  are  the  true  liberals  In  America? 
I«t  them  stand  up  and  be  counted  on  this 
fundamental  Issue  of  free  speech. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  dlsting\ilshed  Senator  from 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  FDIBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  all 
of  us  are  aware  of  the  right  to  petition  to 
Congress,  and  I  am  sure  all  of  us  approve 
of  it.  Certainly  I  would  not  for  a  mo- 
ment wish  to  restrict  that  right.  How- 
ever, I  believe  that  all  of  us  agree  that 
such  a  right  should  be  exercised  in  a  rea- 
sonable and  lawful  manner. 

I  have  been  informed  that  at  about  1 
o'clock  this  afternoon  a  U.  S.  Trucking 
Co.  armored  car  drove  up  in  front  of  the 
Senate  OfDce  Building  and  that  two 
armed  guards;  got  out  of  the  truck  tvnd 
unloaded  some  cartons  from  it.  The 
^ards  then  stood  guard  around  the 
truck  with  drawn  pistols. 

Lat(!r  one  of  the  guards  entered  the 
Senate  Office  Building  with  a  pistol  in  his 
holster  at  his  side.  However,  Police  Cupt. 
Michael  Dowd  disarmed  the  guard  and 
took  his  pistol  from  him  and  had  it  put 
either  in  a  desk  or  in  some  other  place. 

I  was  told  all  this  by  members  of  the 
press. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Ser- 
geant at  Arms  be  instructed  to  look  into 
this  subject  and  submit  a  report  to  the 
Senate  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  as 
to  exactly  what  did  happen  during  this 
Incident. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  has  23  min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
majority  leader  srield  me  1  minute? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  no  time  to 
yield.  I  wonder  whether  the  acting  mi- 
nority leader  would  yield  I  minute  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  I  yield  1  minute  to 
the  Senator  from  South  E>akota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  allusion  has 
been  made  several  times  to  the  statement 
of  the  late  Senator  Taft  at  the  opening  of 
the  83d  Congress.  I  have  that  statement 
before  me.  I  believe  for  the  purposes  of 
the  record  it  ought  to  be  read  at  this 
time. 

The  late  Senator  Taft  made  reference 
to  the  fact  that  some  contests  had  b«en 
filed  in  connection  with  the  election  of 
Senator  Lancer  and  Senator  Chavxz. 
Then  he  said:  j 

My  own  view  is  that  these  Senators  sholild 
be  permitted  to  take  the  oath  and  be  seated. 
It  Is  my  further  view  that  the  oath  Is  taken 
without  prejudice  to  the  right  of  anyone 
contesting  the  seat  to  proceed  with  the  con- 
test, and  without  prejudice  to  the  right  of 
anyone  protesting  or  asking  for  expulsion 
from  the  Senate  to  proceed.  I  believe  that 
the  various  protesta  which  have  been  filed 
Should  be  referred  to  the  appropriate  cotn- 
mittee  and  dealt  with  in  due  course. 


There  followed  some  additional  state- 
mente  by  the  late  Senator  Taft.  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  and  the 


Vice  President.  However,  the  Rl)tt  of  the 
suggestion  was  that  all  Senators  pre- 
senting themselves  at  that  tin^e  could 
take  the  oath  of  office  without  deroga- 
tion of  any  rights  any  protestant  might 
have  with  regard  to  the  seating  or 
expulsion,  or  anything  else. 

Obviously,  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen- 
ate retained  the  right  to  consider  expul- 
sion or  not  to  seat  a  Senator,  it  retained 
the  right  to  invoke  a  lesser  pennlty.  It 
was  on  that  basis,  in  the  consideration 
of  this  subject  in  committee,  that  I  felt 
the  statute  of  limitations  had  not  nm. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
while  awaiting  the  arrival  of  the  minor- 
ity leader,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum  if  that  is  agreeable  to  the  acting 
minority  leader. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.   It  Is  a*n-eeable  to  me. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Abel 

Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Bridges 

Brown 

Burke 

Bufh 

Butler 

Byrd 

Carlson 

Case 

Chavez 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cordon 

Cotton 

Daniel,  S.  C. 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Dlrksen 

Douglas 

Duff 

Dworshak 

Eastland 

Ellender 

E^rvin 

Ferguson 

Flanders 


Prear 

Pul  bright 

George 

Gillette 

Ooldwater 

Green 

Hayden 

Hendrlckson 

Henntngs 

Hlckenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 

Hruska 

Humphrey 

Ivee 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kerr 

KUgore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehman 

Long 

MagnuBon 

Malone 


SW€ 


Uansfleld 
Martin 
McCarthy 
McClel^n 

Muiikin 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundti 

Murray 

Neely 

O'MabOney 

Pastors 

Payne 

Potter  I 

Purtelll 

Robertson 

Russell 

Saltonstall 

Schoep|>cl 

Scott 

Smith.  Mains 

Smith.  Jf.  J. 

Sparkman 

Stennls 

Symington 

Thye 

Watklns 

Welker 

Williams 

Toung 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BaicxcR], 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Cape- 
hart],  and  the  Senator  from  WisccMisin 
[  Mr.  Wiley  ]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate  on  official  business. 

Mr.  CLEJMENTS.  I  annoimce  that  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  I  Mr.  Goie]  and 
the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  SmathersI 
are  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate  on 
official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kennedy]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate Ijecause  of  illness. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quOnim  is 
present. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johh- 
sonJ  has  13  minutes  remaining.  Does 
the  Senator  desire  to  yield  additional 
time? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  How  much 
time  remains? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  has  13  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Aad  the 
Senator  from  California  has  how  much 
time? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Nonej 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  As  I  under- 
stand, there  is  13  minutes'  time  left.  Is 
it  all  in  the  control  uf  the  senior  Senator 
from  Texas? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  yielded  «>arlier  15  minutes  to 
the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Blvow- 
LAKD].  So  at  thlH  time  12  minutes 
remain,  or  6  minutes  to  each  side. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  jrield  3  minutes  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  fnwi  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
MONKOwrrl. 

The  VICE  PRESn^srr.  The  Sen- 
ator tnaa  Oklahoma  is  recognized  for 
3  minutes. 

Mr.  MONRONE7.  Mr.  President,  a 
great  deal  of  importance  seems  to  be 
attached  to  the  alleged  running  of  the 
statute  of  llmitatioiis.  With  reference 
to  count  No.  1.  I  sliould  like  to  invite 
the  attention  of  the  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  the  fact  that  much  of  the  time 
that  elapsed  was  time  which  was  given 
in  behalf  of  the  committee  in  order  to 
be  eminently  fair  to  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  More  than  6  weeks 
elapsed  during  the  early  part  of  the  year 
in  which  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin was  repeatedly  invited  to  test  the 
jurisdiction  and  the  vote  of  confidence 
of  the  Senate  Itself  in  the  Gillette 
subcommittee.  Repeated  delays  were 
granted  in  the  hope  that  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  would  accept  the 
repeated  Invitations  sent  to  him  by  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  to  come 
before  the  subcommittee  and  to  answer 
the  charges  which  liad  been  made,  on 
which  the  Oillette  subcommittee  was 
acting  as  the  agent  of  the  Senate  itself. 

But  the  most  important  thing  was  that 
after  the  campaign  began  in  the  State 
of  Wisconsin,  the  distinguished  and  able 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Iowa  (Mr.  On.LKTTxl.  said  it 
was  not  fair  to  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  who  was  at  that  time  running 
for  reelection,  for  Uie  committee  to  be 
sitting  and  taking  evidence  which  might 
be  used  politically  against  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.  That  state- 
ment came  from  the  Democratic  chair- 
man of  the  subcommittee. 

After  the  beginning  of  the  campaign, 
which  was  near  the  middle  of  July,  and 
until  after  the  election  in  November,  not 
one  wheel  tinned  in  public  hearings,  or, 
I  believe,  in  executive  hearings.  No  wit- 
nesses were  called  before  the  Gillette 
subcommittee. 

In  other  words.  In  order  to  lean  over 
backward  in  fairness  to  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin,  the  subcommittee 
suspmded  its  action,  and  it  was  not  until 
after  the  November  election  that,  uzKler 
the  leadership  of  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Mlaaoiuri  [Mr.  HnnaifGSl,  the 
hearings  were  resumed.  It  was,  of 
course,  an  Impossibility  to  rush  them  to 
a  conclusion,  because  the  subcommittee 
again  invited  and  repeatedly  sent  invita- 
tions to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin to  appear  before  the  subcommittee 
and  to  give  the  answers  which  only  he 
knew. 

To  hear  It  pleaded  now  by  the  propo- 
nents of  the  cause  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  that  count  1  of  the  reso- 
lution is  dead  because  the  statute  of 
limitations  has  nm  is  certainly  not  in 


Abel 

Prear 

Aiken 

Pul  bright 

Anderson 

George 

Barrett 

Oillette 

Beau 

Ooldwater 

Bennett 

Oreen 

Bridges 

Harden 

Brown 

Hendrlckson 

Burke 

RMnningv 

Bush 

Hlckenlooper 

Buuer 

HUl 

Byrd 

Holland 

Carlson 

Hnmka 

Case 

Humphrey 

Chavez 

Ives 

Clements 

Jackson 

Cooper 

Jenner 

Cordon 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Cotton    - 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Daniel,  8.  C. 

Johnston.  8.  C. 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Kefauver 

EMrkaen 

Kerr 

Douclas 

Kllcore 

Duff 

Knowland 

Dworahak 

Kurhel 

■stlsnd 

Langer 

KUender 

liShman 

Krrln 

Lone 

Perguson 

Masnuaon 

Flanders 

Malone 

Acoordanoe  with  the  facts  as  they  exist 
in  the  Gillette  subcommittee. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
wiU  call  the  roU. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 

Mansfield 

Martin 

McCarthy 

McCleUan 

MUllkln 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mxmdt 

Murray 

Meely 

O'Mahoney 

Pastore 

Payne 

Potter 

Purtell 

Robertson 

Russell 

Saltonstall 

Sehoeppel 

Scott 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Sparkman 

Stennls 

Symlngtoo 

Thye 

Watklns 

Welker 

Williams 

Young 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum 
is  present. 

The  hour  of  3  o'clock  having  arrived, 
the  clerk  will  state  the  first  committee 
amendment. 

The  Chi&#  Clcmc.  On  page  1.  line  1. 
after  the  word  "That."  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "the  conduct  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  Mr.  McCaktht.  is  unbe- 
coming a  Member  of  the  United  States 
Senate,  is  contrary  to  senatorial  tradi- 
tions, and  tends  to  bring  the  Senate  into 
disrepute,  and  such  conduct."  and  to  in- 
sert in  lieu  thereof  "the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  Mr.  McCaktht.  failed  to  co- 
operate with  the  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  and  Administration  in 
clearing  up  matters  referred  to  that  sub- 
committee which  concerned  his  conduct 
as  a  Senator  and  affected  the  honor  of 
the  Senate  and,  instead,  repeatedly 
abused  the  subcommittee  and  its  mem- 
bers who  were  tnrlng  to  carry  out  as- 
signed duties,  thereby  obstructing  the 
constitutional  processes  of  the  Senate, 
and  that  this  conduct  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  Mr.  McCaktht,  in  fail- 
ing to  cooperate  with  a  Senate  commit- 
tee in  clearing  up  matters  affecting  the 
honor  of  the  Senate  is  contrary  to  sen- 
atorial traditions  and" 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  select  committee,  it  is  desired 
to  modify  the  proposed  committee 
amendment  which  has  Just  been  read. 
The  modification  is  to  strike  out,  on  page 
2.  line  3,  the  following  words: 

In  faUlng  to  cooperate  with  a  Senate  oom- 
noittee  in  clearing  up  matters  affecting  the 
honor  of  the  Senate. 

Those  words  are  to  be  deleted  imder 
direction  of  the  committee.  The  com- 
mittee amendment  will  then  read: 

Rtaottoed,  That  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
Bih.  Mr.  McCakTHT,  failed  to  cooperate  with 
the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Klec- 


tions  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Rules  ao4 
Administration  in  clearing  up  matters  i«- 
ferred  to  that  subcommittee  which  con- 
cerned his  conduct  as  a  Senator  and  affected 
the  honor  of  the  Senate,  and,  intym.  re- 
peatedly abused  the  subcommittee  and  ita 
naembers  who  were  trying  to  carry  out  as- 
signed duties,  thereby  obctructing  the  con- 
stitutional prnccestis  of  the  Senate,  and  that 
this  conduct  of  the  Senator  from  Wlaoonsln. 
Mr.  McCastitt,  Is  contrary  to  senatorial  tra- 
ditions and  is  hereby  condemned. 

The  words  stricken  out  seem  to  place 
a  limitation,  which  was  not  intended. 
upon  the  subject  matter  whieh  was  oon- 
demned.  It  was  intended  to  f>nnAmmi^ 
not  only  the  failure  to  cooperate,  but  the 
denunciation  of  the  committee  and  the 
abtise  of  the  committee.  So  the  woirds 
I  have  indicated  should  be  deleted,  and 
the  committee  directs  that  I  modify  the 
committee  amendment  accordingly. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  By  direction 
of  the  committee,  the  Senator  may  mod- 
ify the  amendment,  and  it  is  so  modified. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  is  recog- 
nized. 

Mr.  DIRK8EN.  Mr.  Presidoit.  this 
morning  I  read  the  text  of  a  proposal  to 
Members  of  the  Senate,  and  I  now  sub- 
mit it.  if  the  Senate  will  bear  with  me  a 
moment 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  sridd? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  If  the  Senator  will  let 
me  conclude  my  thought,  I  shall  yield. 

I  submit  my  amendment  as  an  amend- 
ment for  the  language  in  italics  in  sec- 
tion 1,  and  I  should  confess  to  the  Senate 
that  I  am  in  a  slighUy  awkward  position, 
because,  under  the  rule,  a  Senator  can- 
not make  a  motion  to  strike  anrf  insert 
while  another  motion  to  strike  and  insert 
is  pending.  So  the  language  I  submit  at 
an  amendment  will  still  contain  the  orig- 
inal language  of  Senate  Resolution  301, 
"is  hereby  condemned."  But  if  the  Sen- 
ate.  in  its  good  Judgment,  adopts  the 
language  I  now  submit,  I  shall  subse- 
quently offer  an  amendment  to  strike 
out  the  last  three  words  in  tlie  original 
resolution. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Pxest- 
dent.  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

BCr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Do  I  under- 
stand correctly  that  the  propoaed 
amendment  which  the  Senator  is  xiow 
submitting  is  identical  with  the  language 
of  the  proposed  substitute  the  «i^nat<?r 
presented  to  the  Senate  earlier  today? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  parliamentary  inquiiy. 

The  VICE  PRUSlDSrr.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Since  the 
language  is  not  a  substitute,  but  a  pro- 
posed amendment  to  the  otxnmitte* 
amendment,  each,  side  will  have  30  min- 
utes.   Is  that  correct? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  Is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  under 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  will 
the  Chair  advise  the  Semite  who  has 
control  of  the  time? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
tTQitn.  Illinois  will  have  control  of  the  30 
minutes  on  the  amendment  in  the  nature 
of  a  suljstitute  offered  by  himself,  and 
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finem  Utah  Flfr.  WaikzhsI 
wiB  ha^  eoBtroi  of  ttie  30  mtoates  In 
appofetttan  to  tbe  amendment 

The  Senator  from  minate  is  recoenlaed 
for  M  mliataa.  but  before  be  ipeaks. 
the  clerk  wfll  state  the  amendment. 

Mr.  niKKWKM.  Mr.  President,  I  un- 
derstand my  time  win  start  to  run  after 
ttie  aiueudmeui  has  been  ^ted. 

The  yrCE  PRESIDENT,  wm  the 
Senator  send  his  amendment  to  the  desk? 

Mr.  I1ERK8BM.  I  think  it  is  on  the 
desk.  Mr.  President. 

TtM  YICK  FBESXDEtrr,  The  clerk 
ivm  state  the  amendment 

The  Cmsr  Clxbx.  On  iiage  1.  line  5. 
In  Ilea  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
inaarted  bar  the  committee,  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  ttie  folkminc: 


with  wpect  to  th*  report  and 
mendatloaa    cf    the    aelcet    oommlttee.    a 
wcwbl»  doubt  ezlste  as  to  the  antbortty 
of  ttkt  Sonata  to  oaasure  or  condemn  a  Sen- 
ator for  language  or  conduct  In  a  prior  ses- 
sion oX  fb«  Oongreas;  that  no  rule  presently 
ezlsta  tinder  vblcta  censure  or  condemnation 
for  the  alleged  language  or  conduct  might  be 
lusttflaMy  Impoaed;  that  a  Senator  Is  under 
BO  legal  d«^  to  appear  before  a  eonunlttee 
en  lavttKtkm  and  that  eeosure  was  not  hcre- 
tofon  propoaed  where  a  Senator  refused  to 
appear  b^ore  a  committee;  that  censure  or 
condemnation,  while  not  depriving  a  Senates 
of  any  prtrllege  or  pravgatlve.  Is  punltlTe  In 
nature  and  might,  therefore,'  be  ccnisldered 
«BK  poet  facto  In  character.  If  Imposed  for 
language  or  eonduct  tn  a  prior  Congress; 
that  tlMre  baa  been  no  Tftolattan  of  senatorial 
tradlttao  as  evidenced  by  countless  inmt^Tuy^ 
Of  robust  and  salty  phraaeoloe^  in  Senate 
debate  dating  back  to  the  First  Cbngress  In 
1780;  that  there  Is  no  evidence  to  establish 
Uiat  the  oonstltutkmal  proceeeee  of  the  Sen- 
ate were  In  fact  obstructed:  that  the  failure 
of  the  eonplalnant  Senators  to  raise  quea- 
tlons  ta  eonduet  on  January  8,  1968.  when 
the  oath  was  administered  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [ICr.  MoCastht],  precludes 
a  valid  consideration  of  the  charges  and 
allytions  in  section  1  of  the  resolution  re- 
ported by  ^e  select  committee;  that  cen- 
sure for  the  use  of  allegedly  Intemperate 
language  tn  Interrogating  a  witness  does  not 
In  the  light  of  all  the  drcumstances  Involve 
the  good  faith  which  must  be  maititnintd 
between     the     executive     and     legislative 
branches  of  government;  that  the  Congress 
does  have  the  right  to  examine  Into  the  ap- 
plicability of  an  Szeeutive  «rder  or  directive. 
•mMdally  where  the  Internal  security  at  the 
Katkm  may  be  Involved;  that  while  abusive 
or  intemperate  language  is  to  be  deplored, 
it  does  not  In  the  light  of  precedent  warrant 
yonnal  censure  or  condemnation  as  proposed 
In  sections  1  and  3  of  the  resolution  re- 
ported by  the  select  eonunlttee. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  what 
the  substitute  really  contemplates  is  a 
general  denial  of  the  allegations  and 
charges  that  have  been  made,  and  is  in 
direct  oontravention  of  that  which  has 
been  reported  by  the  select  committee. 

Ailindlcated  to  the  Senate  this  mom- 
Ing,  this  is  no  c(Hnproinise.  I  use  the 
expression  "comivomise"  as  being  the 
difference  between  a  sound  spanking  and 
a  little  epanldng.  If  any  principle  were 
involved.  I  would  not  think  of  trying  to 
c<«ipronii8e.  nor  would  I  do  so.  I  believe 
we  are  dealfaig  with  a  principle,  and  for 
that  reason  I  present  the  laz^uage  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute  for  the  langtiage 
that  appears  in  sectkm  1  of  the  reso- 
lution. 

I^  me  take  a  nuMnent  or  two  to  con- 
alder  the  language  which  is  before  the 


SeuOe  as  submitted  by  the  select  com- 
mittee. If  one  breaks  down  all  the 
chargea  and  allegaUons,  he  will  find  that 
the  first  one  is  that  there  was  a  failure 
on  the  part  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  to  cooperate. 

I  simply  ask  this  question.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent: Is  there  a  duty  to  cooperate?  Is 
there  a  rule  under  which  a  Senator  must 
cooperate?  I  remind  the  Senate  that 
if  it  approves  language  of  that  kind,  it 
will  be  a  weapon  which  could  be  a 
weapon  of  tyranny,  indeed,  at  some  time 
in  the  future,  for. if  a  Senator  were  to 
submit  a  resolution  of  censure  against 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Illinois,  oa  the 
ground  that  he  liad  failed  to  cooperate, 
think  what  could  be  done  with  such  a 
weapon.  Certainly.  Mr.  President.  I 
would  be  the  last  to  approve  such  lan- 
guage in  a  resolution. 

The  second  charge  is  that  matters  af- 
fecting the  conduct  of  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  remain  uncleared. 
We  should  think  a  little  of  the  back- 
ground in  that  connection.  What  was 
involved?  An  expulsion  resolution  was 
submitted  by  one  Member  of  the  Senate. 
Suppose  a  Member  of  this  body  were  to 
Offer  a  resolution  calling  for  expulsion  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Illinois.  Must 
I  respond?  Must  I  go  before  the  oom- 
mittee?  Does  it  depend  upon  how  grave 
toe  charges  are  or  how  extreme  the  alle- 
gaUons may  be?  Because  1  of  96  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  submits  such  a  reso- 
lution— ^whlch  of  course  is  his  right— is  it 
the  duty  of  the  Senator  who  is  the  Sub- 
ject of  the  resolution  to  appear  before 
the  committee,  open  his  books,  and  let 
the  committee  examine  his  income  tax  or 
anything  else  which  might  be  involved? 
I  doubt  it  very  much,  Mr.  President ;  that 
would  take  the  rule  rather  far. 

There  was  another  case,  that  of  Sena- 
tor Robert  M.  La  Pollette,  Sr.,  when  he 
failed  to  appear  before  the  same  com- 
mittee, the  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections.  That  was  at  a  time  when 
Senator  La  Follette  had  used,  in  ad- 
dressing Senator  Kellogg,  of  Minneaota. 
language  as  extreme  as  any  I  have  ever 
heard  either  in  or  out  of  the  Senate 
insofar  as  dialog  in  the  course  of  de- 
bate is  concerned.  Is  there,  then,  a 
duty,  when  a  Senator  submits  such  a 
resolution,  for  the  Senator  who  is  the 
subject  of  the  resolution  to  go  before  a 
committee  of  this  body  and  there  give 
testimony? 

The  third  eharge  is  that  it  has  ob- 
structed the  constitutional,  legislative 
processes.  Could  not  the  committee 
function.  Mr.  President?  Was  there 
something  physically  involved  that  in- 
terdicted or  arrested  the  committee's 
actions?  Did  not  the  committee  have 
the  power  to  proceed?  If  we  approve 
such  an  allegation,  I  ask  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  this  question :  What,  then, 
will  Senators  say  about  a  filibuster?  it 
is  a  designed  and  deliberated  effort  to 
place  a  barricade  In  the  way  of  the  leg- 
islative process.  If  and  when,  at  a  sub- 
sequent time,  a  filibuster  occurs  In  the 
Senate,  may  we  not.  notwithstanding 
the  tranqra.rent  reasons  which  are  given 
for  it.  submit  a  resolution  of  censure 
because  the  fiUbuster  obstructs  the  cen- 
stitutional,  legislative  process?  What 
do  Senators  say  about  a  Member  who 


deUberately  absents  himself  .from  a 
committee,  so  tliere  cannot  be  a  quorum 
with  which  to  conduct  the  business  of 
the  committee?  That  would  be  deliber- 
ate. If  that  could  be  onJy  partially  es- 
tablished, would  it  be  an  Invitation  for 
the  submission  of  a  resolution  of  cen- 
sure, on  the  ground  that  such  aetion  ob- 
structed the  constitutional,  legislative 
process? 

Finally.  Mr.  President,  in  the  first  sec- 
tion there  is  a  recital  that  the  subcom- 
mittee and  its  members  have  been 
abiised.  Senator  Kellogg,  of  Minnesota, 
once  submitted  in  this  body  a  resolution 
to  expel  Senator  Robert  Marion  La  Pol- 
lette, Sr.,  from  this  body,  on  the  ground 
of  sedition  and  disloyalty.  The  resolu- 
tion was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections;  I  believe  that 
imder  the  Senate's  rules  at  that  time, 
that  committee  was  then  a  standing 
committee,  rather  than  a  subccsnmittee 
of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration, as  is  the  case  today.  Was  there 
any  proposal  to  censure  Senator  La  Pol- 
lette because  he  failed  to  appear  before 
the  committee?  Not  only  did  he  not 
appe^p.  before  the  committee,  but  he 
abused  the  committee.  I  say  in  all  con- 
science that  if  Senators  are  to  make  a 
rule,  then  let  them  make  it  carefully 
and  deliberately,  and  let  it  be  a  rule 
that  will  define  and  delimit  the  decorum 
and  prescribed  duties  under  which  Sen- 
ators rest. 

So  much.  then,  for  the  first  section 
of  the  resolution. 

With  respect  to  section  2  of  the  reso- 
lution, let  me  say  it  is  alleged  or  charged 
that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
intemperately  abused  a  witness.  On 
what  date  did  the  abuse  occur?  It  oc- 
curred on  February  18.  1954.  What  were 
the  clrcumstences?  There  is  some  back- 
ground to  all  this.  Mr.  President.  In  tlie 
first  place,  at  that  time  the  entire  Per- 
ess  record  was  before  the  Committee  on 
Government  Operations.  In  the  second 
place,  there  was  the  frustration  which 
went  along  with  the  Port  Monmouth  in- 
vestigation, particularly  inasmuch  as  the 
operations  at  Port  Monmouth  consti- 
tuted one  of  the  most  sensitive  operations 
of  any  Government  agency. 

The  first  "look-see"  at  that  operation 
occurred  In  tJctober  1953.  Directly  oti 
the  heels  of  it  came  what?  There  came 
an  effort  on  the  pert  of  the  juntor  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  to  bring  before  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations 
the  members  of  the  Army  loyalty  board 
panels,  put  them  under  oath,  and  make 
them  testify.  That  is  when  the  general 
counsel  of  the  Army  appeared  in  my  of- 
fice with  a  friend  of  mine.  Strange  that 
he  never  came  there  before.  But  he 
came  then,  when  the  subpenas  were  being 
prepared  for  the  Army  loyalty  board. 
Why?  First,  to  attempt  to  persuade  me 
that  I  should  intrude  and  shouild  seek 

to  stop  it;  second,  to  interject  a  threat 

because.  Mr.  President,  it  was  that  after- 
noon in  January  1964,  at  6  o'clock  in  the 
evening,  when  I  first  heard  about  the 
Cohn-Schine  controversy. 

The  next  morning  I  appeared  in  the 
office  of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, and  I  said  to  him.  "What  is  all 
this  about?"  Then  I  discovered  that  al- 
ready there  was  in  the  formative  stage. 


195J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


16323 


at  least,  a  case  which  was  going  to 
be  submitted,  in  which  undue  in- 
fluence would  be  charged  on  the  part 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
and  his  staff,  in  behalf  of  Private  Schine. 
Those  were  some  of  the  details  which  oc- 
curred at  the  time.  It  was  the  period 
when  brain-washing  was  under  way.  We 
were  quite  familiar  with  it. 

To  this  next  stetement  I  must  come 
with  some  caution;  and  I  do.  If  the  steff 
memorandum  of  the  committee  is  cor- 
rect, then  on  the  Ist  of  April,  the  day 
before  Peress  was  discharged,  we  find 
that  the  staff  memorandum  shows  tliat 
General  Zwicker  called  in  Peress  and 
urged  him  to  get  out  of  the  Army  with- 
out delay.  I  can  only  teke  the  words  I 
find  in  the  staff  memorandum,  right  or 
wrong.  In  any  event,  all  those  things 
were  a  part  of  the  circumstances. 

So,  Mr.  President,  what  would  you  do 
under  the  circumstances,  as  yxm  learn 
them  when  you  go  back  and  read  the 
record?  I  listened  with  interest  to  my 
esteemed  friend,  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado I  Mr.  Johnson),  who  said  General 
Zwicker  was  such  a  i^radous  witness  and 
such  a  tractable  witness;  and  that  is  en- 
tirely possible.  Frankly.  I  do  not  know 
General  Zwicker.  But  no  doubt  there 
was  an  electric  atmosphere  in  the  court- 
room in  New  York  en  the  afternoon  of 
February  18.  I  do  not  believe  that  words 
can  capture  it.  finally.  There  was  some- 
thing in  the  atmosphere  which  devel- 
oped some  provocation;  and  perhaps  re>- 
stralnts  and  inhibitions  fell  by  the  way- 
side, and  perhaps  the  interrogation  was 
slightly  on  the  rough  side.  But  let  us 
consider  all  the  clrcumstences  which  de- 
veloped provocation.  It  may  be  said  that 
provocation  is  no  justification.  That 
may  be. 

But  what  does  the  select  committee  say 
about  provocation?  I  read  now  from 
page  46  of  the  report  of  the  committee, 
and  at  this  point  the  reference  is  to  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr.  Flandkss]  : 

The  evidence  shows  that  on  June  11.  1954. 
Senator  TuMotmm  walked  Into  the  Senate 
caucus  room  where  Senator  ACcCabtht  was 
testifying  before  a  vast  televUion  audience 
in  the  Army -McCarthy  hearings,  and  un- 
expectedly gave  Senator  licCAxrar  notice 
of  an  intended  speech  attacking  Senator  Mc- 
Caktht  which  he  proposed  forthwith  to  de- 
liver on  the  Senate  floor;  that  shortly  there- 
after Senator  IIcCaitht  was  asked  by  the 
press  to  comment  on  Senator  FLAwnaas'  In- 
tended speech:  that  Senator  IIcCabtht 
thereupon  made  this  remark  conoemlng  Sen- 
ator PLAifsaaa.  "I  think  they  should  get  a 
man  with  a  net  and  take  him  to  a  good  quiet 
place";  and  that  on  occasions  >rlor  to  that 
time  Senator  Fluunwas  nuule  provoeaUve 
speeches  In  respect  to  Senator  McCaktht  on 
the  Senate  floor. 

What  does  the  committee  say  by  way 
of  conclusion? 

The  remarks  of  Senator  McCaitbt  con- 
cerning Senator  FlandAh  were  highly  Im- 
proper. Hie  committee  finds,  however,  that 
they  were  Induced  by  Senator  Funoow* 
conduct  In  respect  to  Senator  McCnarmr  In 
the  Senate  cauciu  room,  and  In  delivering 
provocative  speeches  conoemlng  Senator  lAc- 
Cabtbt  on  the  Senate  floor.  For  these  rea- 
sons, the  oommlttae  ooocludes  the  remarks 
with  reference  to  Senator  FLAin»n  do  not 
constitute  a  basis  for  censure. 


Are  we  to  have  one  rule  for  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Vermcmt  and 
another  rule  for  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin?  i  have  read 
the  words  of  the  committee.  They  re- 
cite provoeation  as  a  justification  or  ex- 
cuse. Are  we  to  make  fish  of  one  and 
fowl  of  the  other  at  the  present  time? 

Those  are  the  circumstances  involved 
In  section  2  of  the  resolution.  So  I  go 
back  to  the  substitute.  I  say,  fairly, 
that  in  my  mind  there  is  a  reasonable 
doubt  concemhig  our  authority  to  cen- 
sure for  conduct  and  words  in  a  prior 
session  <rf  the  Senate.  If  there  is  a  rule 
under  which  censure  and  condemnation 
are  to  be  imposed,  it  has  not  come  to  my 
attention.  In  fact,  we  are  in  the  process 
of  making  a  rule  by  the  action  this  body 
may  teke.  I  know  of  no  law  which 
would  require  or  impose  a  duty  to  go  be- 
fore a  Senate  committee  when  a  single 
Senator  introduces  a  resolution  to  expel 
another  Senator  from  the  Senate.  I  am 
not  so  sure  that  I  would  have  gone  t>e- 
fore  that  committee  under  those  cir- 
cumstances. 

While  such  action  would  not  deprive 
the  Senator  of  his  seat  in  the  Senate,  or 
of  his  prerogatives  and  privileges,  and 
while  it  would  not  remove  him  from  his 
committees,  certeinly  it  must  be  the 
judgment  of  this  body  that  when  a  man 
who  is  a  Member  is  publicly  censured, 
that  is  a  punishment  which  may  have  a 
tremendous  impact  upon  his  political  fu- 
ture. It  must  have  an  impact  upon  the 
being  of  the  man  himself,  for  when  he 
goes  about  in  the  land  it  wUl  be  said. 
"There  goes  Senator  McCasthy.  His 
peers,  his  colleagues,  before  the  whole 
wide  world,  censured  him  formally  for 
words  and  conduct."  If  that  is  not  pun- 
ishment, then  I  never  saw  any  punish- 
ment. 

So.  the  resolution  relating,  as  it  does, 
to  actions  which  antedated  this  Con- 
gress. \a  there  not  a  reasonable  doubt 
whether  we  have  authority  to  censure, 
and  secondly,  whether  such  punishment 
would  not  be  ex  post  facto  in  nature. 

EarUer  hi  the  day  I  recited  at  some 
length  some  of  the  very  robust  phrase- 
<^ogy  which  has  been  used  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  since  1789.  So  when  we 
speak  of  tradition,  let  us  look  at  the  en- 
tire cuitaUi  of  tradition,  and  everything 
that  is  in  it.  I  did  not  recite  nearly  all 
the  examples  I  have  before  me.  I  might 
have  read  a  great  many  which  were  far 
more  rugged  than  the  ones  I  recited 
earlier.  But  when  we  telk  about  tradi- 
tion and  precedent,  there  is  the  record. 
It  cannot  be  sponged  out.  So  shall  we 
say,  ha  the  light  of  all  that,  that  the 
rather  rugged  language  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  a  depar- 
ture from  tradition?  I  think  not.  I  see 
nothing  to  esteblish  that  there  was  an 
otMtruction  of  the  constitutional  process. 

Had  there  been  a  subpena.  had  there 
been  a  real  demand,  had  there  been  any 
insLstenoe  upon  his  appearance,  the  case 
might  have  been  different  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  there  was  only  an  invitetion.  It 
is  one  thing  to  invite  a  person,  and  an- 
other to  demand  his  presence.  I  am  not 
sure  whether  there  was  a  persimal  invi- 
tation, man  to  man.  whether  It  was  over 
the  telephone,  or  whether  it  was  in  the 


cold  print  of  a  formal  letter  <m  Senat» 
steUonery.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  tn 
that  respect  sometimes  we  are  pretty 
dereUet  in  our  duty. 

I  ask  every  Senator  who  Is  in  this 
Chamber  today.  How  many  times  hff 
any  Member  of  the  Senate  sat  down  with 
Jot  McCaitht  and  said.  "Look,  sonny 
boy.  your  language  is  a  little  n«ged. 
We  think  you  ought  to  get  back  on  the 
track"? 

It  is  so  easy  to  say.  "Joe  is  my  friend." 
The  test  of  friendship  Is  not  to  eall  him 
on  the  telephone  or  send  him  a  letter. 
The  test  of  friendship  in  this  club,  in  my 
judgment,  is  to  sit  with  hhn.  How 
many  have  sat  with  him?-  Have  we 
been  a  little  dereUct  in  our  human  duty? 
Had  the  milk  of  human  kindness  been  a 
little  sweeter,  perhaps  all  this  would  not 
have  happened. 

Oh.  I  know  what  the  answer  Is.  It  is  so 
simple.  "He  is  of  lawful  age.  He  waa 
elected  by  the  people  to  the  United  Stetes 
Senate.  He  is  a  man  ot  responsibility. 
Must  we  teke  him  by  the  hand?" 

I  do  not  know  how  others  estimate  the 
situation,  but  when  we  say.  "He  is  not  my 
charge."  there  comes  ringing  down  the 
eternal  corridor  the  language  of  a  man 
who  cowered  before  the  vengeance  of  the 
Voice  from  above,  which  asked  "Where 
is  Abel,  thy  brother?"  He  answered  "I 
know  not.    Am  I  my  t»other's  keeper?" 

To  what  extent  have  we  failed?  To 
what  extent  has  our  failure  made  pos- 
sible the  procedure  in  which  we  are  en- 
gaged at  the  present  time?  If  there  is  a 
doubt  I  wish  to  resolve  it  on  the  side  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisoonsln.  I 
do  not  wish,  by  my  vote,  to  inscribe  upon 
the  records  of  this  body  that,  under  all 
the  clrcumstences,  I  lent  my  voice  and 
my  vote  to  s^ipport  public  censure. 

In  the  notebook  of  Leonardo  da  Vinci 
there  is  a  wonderful  and  redeeming  line. 
He  said: 

Reprove  thy  friend  in  secret,  and  praise 
him  in  public 

That  sentiment  was  so  worthy  that  It 
has  endured  throughout  the  centuries. 
Some  would  reverse  it  this  afternoon. 
They  would  say,  contrary  to  da  Vlncl. 
"Reprove  thy  friend  where  all  can  see 
and  hear,  and  praise  him  in  private.** 

I  remember  what  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Uteh  [Mr.  BEmnn]  said 
in  a  very  fine  speech  several  wedcs  ago. 
He  said,  "But  for  the  grace  of  God,  there 
go  L"  So  I  shall  be  pretty  circmnspeet 
before  I  place  the  public  brand  upon  a 
Member  of  this  club;  for  when  the  door 
is  opened  and  a  precedent  is  estatdished, 
then  what?  Then,  in  all  conscience,  we 
may  well  ask.  Who  will  be  next? 

We  shall  not  all  be  here  too  long.  As 
John  Maynard  Keynes  said  as  the 
foimdation  for  his  amaiclng  econmnle 
philosc^hy,  "In  the  long  run  we  Shall  aU 
be  dead."  He  would  like  to  take  bock 
that  Une,  but  that  is  the  foundation  of 
Keynes'  economic  phlloscq^hy.  However. 
it  is  correct.  By  the  fortuities  of  time 
and  political  accident  many  of  these 
seate  will  be  rendered  vacant.  We  shall 
begone.  Someone  else  will  be  here.  But 
the  precedent  will  also  be  here. 

Then  what?  How  restrained  will 
Senators  be  in  the  future,  in  the  light  of 
such  a  precedent?    Will  the  resolution  of 
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!  ttaea  becomes  veiqpan  of  despot^ 
,  of  Xjttaoixr,^  aawult  upon  Members 
«C  this  bBdp. «  wMiMMi  raOly  te  obstniet 
the  coDfltltattonal  proeenes  and  to  im- 
pair tbe  fUBcttatt  of  tbe  greatest  free 
firatem  of  govcxruneat  on  Ctod^  f ooC- 
atMd? 

One  tiling  further,  if  time  pennits.  Z 
listened  with  a  great  deal  o<  interest  to 
the  dfcitingwtiihed  Senatoor  from  Missis- 
sippi [Mr.  Stinnis].  I  do  not  see  him 
In  the  Chamber  at  the  moment  Perhaps 
heisinthedookroem.  The  other  day  he 
Irfaeed  ttie  Issue  on  the  moral  ground. 
He  said  that  a  mcMml  issue  was  inrolyed. 
It  could  be.  However,  let  us  look  at  the 
record.  Since  1949  a  Btonber  of  the 
Senate  has  been  under  harassment.  For 
5  ycua  he  has  been  under  abuse.  For  5 
years  he  has  been  Tiliiled.  I  do  xm^  know 
how  many  reproaches  there  are  in  this 
Uttle  portfolio.  lUey  come  to  the  office 
every  day. 

As  I  potinted  out  once  b^ore,  the  abuse 
and  villfieatton  ocwie  not  on^  from  or- 
ganizations, but  also  from  editorial  etd- 
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flow  long  can  a  man  stand  op  against 
tiwt  sort  of  thiz«  bef  nre  finally  some 
restraint  iMreaks?  Then,  when  It  takes 
the  fbrm  of  wiut  seons  to  us  Uke  aba- 
aive  and  intemperate  kmguage,  that  is 
the  other  side. 

I  do  not  f  or  a  nuanent  def  Old  language 
that  is  intmpavte  and  aboBive.  How- 
ever. I  do  say  that  under  all  the  dr- 
cumstanees  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  is  on 
the  side  oi  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, and  that  forbearance  rather  than 
passkm  and  hate  should  be  the  rule  as 
we  manSh  up  to  the  judgment  hour. 

I  could  go  ba<^  and  recite  the  whole 
record  for  the  past  5  years.  There  would 
be  no  point  in  it.  But  when  all  is  said 
and  done,  who  can  deny  that  the  Junior 
Senator  irem  Wisconsin  has  alerted  our 
country  to  the  existence  of  an  evil  in 
a  manner  in  which  it  ooiild  not  have 
been  alerted  in  any  other  way? 

I  should  like  to  say  this,  too:  What 
wm  be  gained  1^  all  this?  Is  it  the 
desire  to  humiliate  the  Senator?  is  it 
the  desire  to  humble  him?  If  it  were 
only  possible  to  sit  in  the  cloisters 
of  siiCnce  and  commune  with  one's 
thoughts  on  the  day  after  sentence  is 
pronounced.  If  such  it  be.  I  wonder  what 
each  Senator's  estimate  and  evaluation 
Of  that  judgment  would  be. 

Throughout  this  far-fiung  country 

even  though,  this  be  collateral  to  the 
Issue  before  the  Senate — there  will  be 
literally  millions  of  peoi^  who  win 
think  that  an  we  have  done  has  been 
in  the  Interest  of  taking  a  little  bloody 
spot  off  the  Senate  rule  book,  and  that 
we  have  humiliated  the  man  who  has 
stood  up  as  a  crusader  for  a  free  America. 

Where  win  we  find  another?  Who 
win  venture  his  neck  on  the  block? 

liCARXZM  DOS  went  the  way.  I  served 
with  him  in  the  House  for  a  long  time 
I  ranember  how  he  used  to  sit  in  the 
cloakroom  and  tdl  me  aU  the  threats 
that  had  come  to  him  and  his  family. 
Tliey  flnaUy  ran  him  out  of  public  life. 

When  a  man  stands  up  with  his  chin 
In  the  air,  even  as  Ood  told  Ezeklel  to 
keep  his  chin  up.  what  haM>ens  to  him? 


Because  there  may  have  been  a  UtUe 
license,  or  because  there  may  have  been 
a  little  departure  from  good  taste,  his 
own  colleagues  would  now  reprove  him 
before  the  world  and  before  his  country. 

I  have  no  stomach  for  it,  believe  me. 
Mr.  President. 

After  a  while  I  shaU  discuss  the  mat- 
ter a  little  further,  not  that  I  think  my 
feeble  words  wiU  change  a  vote  in  this 
great  body.  I  wiU  do  it  because  I  want 
to  make  the  rectmi.  so  that  in  the  days 
that  lie  ahead  others,  too,  shall  see.  We 
WiU  pass  frmn  this  scene,  as  others  have 
passed,  but  the  record  wiU  remain  after 
us. 

I  commend  to  an  Senators  the  lan- 
guage of  the  substitute  for  section  1.  I 
think  it  is  reasonable.  I  think  theiK  is 
a  reasonable  doubt.  I  know  of  the  ex- 
istence of  no  law  or  rule  that  would 
have  reiiuired  the  Senator  to  appear  be- 
fore the  committee.  I  believe  the  whole 
doubt  is  on  his  side.  Therefore.  I  com- 
mend to  Senators  favorable  considera- 
tion for  the  substitute  language  before 
the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  has  4  minutes  remain- 
ing. The  Sexiator  from  Utah  has  28 
minutes  remaining. 

Mr.WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Ekv»}. 

Mr.  EBVIN.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ate has  been  repeatedly  told  that  tliere 
is  no  rule  by  which  the  Senate  can  cen- 
sure Senator  McCabtht.  We  have  kad 
called  to  our  attention  certain  prece- 
dents of  the  House  and  of  the  Senate  in 
exclusion  cases,  which  are  governed  by 
the  provision  of  section  5,  article  I.  of 
the  Constituti<m.  to  the  effect  that  each 
House  shaU  be  the  Judge  of  the  qualifi- 
cations of  its  own  Members. 

Manifestly,  none  of  the  precedents  of 
the  Senate  or  of  the  House  relating  to  ex- 
clusion cases  have  any  application  to  the 
matter  before  us,  because  the  matter  we 
are  considering  falls  under  a  different 
constitutional  provision. 

We  have  also  had  caDed  to  our  atten- 
tion certain  decisions  of  the  courts  in 
cases  in  which  the  House  undertook  to 
deal  with  outsiders  who  were  not  Mem- 
bers of  the  House. 

ManifesUy,  the  House  has  no  judicial 
power  over  non-Members  of  the  House, 
and  precedents  dealing  with  the  conduct 
of  persons  who  are  not  Members  of  Con- 
gress have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  subject  before  the  Senate. 

We  have  also  had  precedents  of  the 
House  and  of  the  Senate  in  expulston 
cases  called  to  our  attention.  Such 
cases  are  governed  by  the  following  pro- 
vision in  section  5.  article  I,  of  the  Con- 
stitution: 

■ach  House  may,  with  the  concurrence  of 
two-thirds,  expel  a  Member. 

Manifestly,  those  precedents  which 
deal  with  expulsion  cases  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  subject  pending  before 
the  Senate.  That  subject  is  based  on  a 
rule  which  was  put  into  plain  language 
2  yeara  \xtc^  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  to<^  effect.  We  have  a 
rule  which  is  expressed  in  the  Constitu- 
tion in  the  plainest  of  language  that 


eould  be  devised  to  express  It  and  its 
purpose. 

The  rule  goes  back  to  the  beginning  of 
our  Government.  The  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  in  many  of  its  pro- 
visions. Is  self-executing.  It  requires 
no  act  of  Congress  to  give  them  validity. 
The  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
was  penned  by  the  Constitutional  Con- 
vention of  1787.  When  the  requisite 
number  of  States  ratified  that  instru- 
ment, there  was  breathed  hito  those  dead 
words  the  breath  of  life,  and  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  became 
the  greatest  living  instniment  of  gov- 
ernment on  the  face  of  the  earth. 

This  is  the  rule  which  applies  in  the 
pending  case: 

Each  House  may  punish  its  Members  for 
diaorderly   behavior. 

The  suggestion  Is  made  that  the  Sen- 
ate is  impotent  to  act,  because  no  prece- 
dent has  been  established  for  such 
action. 

As  I  said  In  my  argument  the  other 
day,  we  ought  to  thank  God  that  there  is 
no  precedent  for  the  matter  now  pend- 
ing before  the  Senate. 

We  have  here  a  provision  of  the  Con- 
stitution which  is  not  to  be  interpreted 
by  the  courts  of  this  land,  but  is  to  be 
interpreted  by  the  Senate. 

When  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  says  in  express  words  that  each 
House— and  that  is  the  Senate  in  this 
case— may  punish  its  Members  for  dis- 
orderly behavior,  the  Constitution  im- 
pliedly says  that  there  is  a  rule  which 
applies  to  every  Member  of  the  Senate, 
and  that  nile  Is  that  each  Member  of 
the  Senate  shall  refrain  from  disorderly 
behavior. 

That  Is  the  rule  which  the  seleet  com- 
mittee says,  by  its  report,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  violated. 

Let  us  see.  Mr.  President.  Has  he  been 
guilty  of  disorderly  behavior?  When  a 
committee  of  the  Senate,  acting  under 
the  orders  of  the  Senate  Itself,  which 
orders  were  manifested  by  a  vote  of  60 
to  0  establishing  its  jurisdiction,  makes 
the  inquiry  which  It  is  directed  by  the 
Senate  to  make,  we  have  this  kind  of 
situation. 

It  is  not  a  thing  that  happened  on  the 
spur  of  the  moment.  The  evidence  is  not 
contradicted  by  any  living  soul,  and  it 
is  in  the  words  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  himself. 

In  the  fall  of  1951,  when  the  committee 
undertook  to  investigate  a  matter  which 
the  subcommittee  had  the  power  to  in- 
vestigate, the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin started  to  slander  the  committee, 
and  he  persisted  in  that  conduct  from 
the  faU  of  1951  up  until  December  1952. 
We  have  before  us  a  Senator  whose  con- 
duct is  being  investigated,  saying  that 
the  members  of  that  committee  were 
stealing  the  taxpayers'  money  for  parti- 
san political  purposes.  We  have  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  saying  that  the  com- 
mittee which  is  acting  for  the  Senate  is 
dishonest,  and  that  he  wiU  not  have 
"truck"  with  a  dishonest  Senate  com- 
mittee. He  also  made  the  same  charge 
in  respect  to  the  subcommittee  he  has 
made  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of    the   country   concerning   the  select 


I 


195U 


X 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


I632S 


committee,  namely,  that  any  committee 
which  asks  him  to  give  an  account  of  his 
conduct  In  any  respect  is  an  aider  and 
abettor  of  the  Communist  Party.  Can 
anyone  imagine  ansrthing  that  is  more 
disorderly  than  for  a  Senator  of  the 
United  States  to  try  to  discredit  a  Senate 
committee  in  the  eyes  of  the  American 
people  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  him- 
self from  making  some  revelations  which 
he  was  asked  to  make?  It  was  not 
something  done  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment. 

Mr.  President,  when  the  Founders  of 
this  Republic  wrote  the  Constitution  and 
gave  to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
the  power  in  express  words  to  punish  its 
Members  for  disorderly  behavior,  ttiey 
impliedly  said  that  every  Senator  must 
refrain  frtmi  disorderly  behavior.  No 
one  contradicts  the  findings  of  fact  in 
this  case,  and  if  they  do  not  show  dis- 
orderly behavior,  I  venture  the  assertion 
that  there  is  no  mind  with  a  suflidently 
vivid  imagination  to  Imagine  wliat  dis- 
orderly behavior  might  be. 

It  has  been  said  that  his  behavior  did 
not  obstruct  the  constitutional  processes 
of  the  Senate.  Yet,  Mr.  President,  it  is 
the  uncontradicted  evidence,  most  of  it 
the  words  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  himself,  in  ills  letters  to  the 
Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions, that  for  14  months  or  more  the 
committee  was  unable  to  function;  that 
it  never  did  do  what  the  Senate  by  a  vote 
of  60  to  0  said  it  should  do.  If  that  is 
not  obstructing  the  processes  of  the  Sen- 
ate. I  do  not  know  what  we  may  caU  ob- 
structing the  processes  of  the  Senate. 

We  are  told  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  is  a  great  champion  of 
the  American  people  against  commu- 
nism, and  yet  he  says  to  us  that  he  ex- 
pects to  be  censured.  He  does  not  add 
M^'hether  it  is  because  he  has  a  feeling  of 
guilt  or  whether  he  considers  that  aU  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  are  handmaidens 
of  the  Communist  Party.  But  instead 
of  making  a  defense  on  the  merits,  he 
spends  his  time  and  his  energy,  and 
many  of  his  friends  join  him,  none  of 
whom  are  Members  of  the  Senate,  in  try- 
ing to  destroy  whatever  faith  the  Amer- 
ican people  still  have  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States. 

If  that  is  not  disorderly  conduct,  then 
God  help  this  country  when  a  Senator 
does  become  guilty  of  disorderly  conduct. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
myself  15  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Utah  is  recognized  for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
listened  with  a  great  deal  of  admiration 
to  the  address  of  my  very  able  friend  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Dirkskn  1 .  He 
is  always  appealing,  and  his  speeches  are 
always  moving.  I  wish  I  could  agree  100 
percent  with  all  his  sentiments  and  his 
deductions  from  the  evid^ice  in  this 
matter.  But  I  cannot,  because  I  think 
the  facts  and  the  law  are  against  him. 
It  is  all  well  and  good,  as  we  approach 
the  Christinas  time,  to  talk  about  friend- 
ly feelings.  We  recognized  that  during 
the  summer  when  we  were  holding  hear- 
ings. We  tried  to  extend  the  olive 
branch  to  our  young  friend  from  Wiscon- 
sin.   It  was  indicated  to  him  that  he 
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might  possibly  have  done  wrong,  that  he 
might  have  said  some  things  he  should 
not  have  said,  and  the  opportunity  was 
given  to  him  to  say  whether  he  was  wiU- 
ing  to  retract  some  of  the  words  he  had 
said  and  some  of  the  things  he  had  done. 
But  there  was  no  indication  that  he 
wanted  sympathy  or  a  helping  hand  ex- 
tended to  him.  As  time  went  on  we 
know  he  rejected  every  effort  to  help  him. 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  I  Mr. 
Cask],  a  member  of  the  select  commit- 
tee, on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  during 
the  debate,  also  extended  his  hand  and 
indicated  that  the  door  was  still  open 
for  the  prodigal  to  come  in  and  make 
namt  amends,  but  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  made  no  effort  at  all 
to  do  that. 

I  am  personally  willing  to  forgive. 
That  is  a  commandment  which  has  been 
given  to  us.  But  forgivenes.<;  is  based  on 
some  sort  of  repentance,  some  works 
meet  for  repentance,  and  I  have  failed 
to  see  such  works  up  to  this  hour.  In 
case  of  sickness,  we  extend  our  hand  to 
any  Member  of  the  Senate.  We  have 
been  accused  of  being  club  members, 
that  we  have  more  regard  for  Members 
of  the  Senate  than  we  have  for  anyone 
else.  That  is  not  an  idle  tradition. 
There  is  a  great  bond  of  friendship  \x- 
tween  Members  of  this  body,  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle.  It  is  not  political;  it 
is  merely  human. 

The  committee  did  not  go  forth  seek- 
ing to  nail  the  hide  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  on  the  bam  door,  as  has 
been  said  in  the  press.  We  tried  to  carry 
out  the  directions  of  this  t)ody  as  best 
we  could,  in  the  light  that  God  gave  us 
in  connection  with  the  matters  brought 
before  us,  and  under  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  which  was  our  guide. 

The  report  has  been  made.  I  cannot 
take  the  time  to  review  tte  evidence.  As 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Ervim]  has  just  said,  the  record  is  here. 
Hie  findings  of  fact  and  the  testimony 
are  completely  uncontradicted.  No  one 
has  sought  to  change  the  record  of  the 
facts.  They  are  there,  and  they  are 
admitted. 

There  has  been  reference  made  to 
"salty"  remarks.  I  never  regarded  a 
salty  remark  as  downright  abuse.  Some- 
one may  have  been  a  litUe  bit  vigorous. 
But  the  committee  was  extending  a  help- 
ing hand  and  extenfling  courtly  to  the 
limit.  The  members  were  doing  all  they 
could  to  help  the  junicn-  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  They  were  not  hardhearted 
monsters  seeking  his  political  scalp. 
They  tried  to  be  helpful  and  courteous. 
The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  GnxarrKl 
talked  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin on  the  ^wr  of  the  Senate.  He 
was  in  position  to  have  daily  intimate 
contact.  But  from  the  safety  of  his  of- 
fice the  junior  Senator  froim.  Wisconsin 
made  his  written  appearance  before  the 
committee  and  utterly  failed  to  come  in 
for  an  examination,  although  the  most 
serious  things  were  being  charged  against 
him. 

I  have  thought  much  about  that 
What  would  have  been  the  legal  posi- 
tion if  he  had  gone  before  the  coomiit- 
tee?  There  were  some  400  or  500  i^oto- 
Stat  copies  of  exhibits,  bank  records. 


statements,  and  numerous  other  docu- 
ments. If  he  had  gone  before  the  com- 
mittee be  would  have  been  swam  and 
would  have  been  confronted  with  these 
dociiments.  If  he  had  denied  them,  and 
if  his  denial  were  not  true,  he  would 
have  faced  a  possible  perjury  charge. 

If  he  had  looked  at  them,  examined 
than,  and  had  admitted  that  they  were 
true,  probably  he  would  have  been  in  dif- 
ficulty again. 

So  there  was  only  one  or  two  things 
left,  under  a  circumstance  of  that  kind. 
If  he  had  gone  before  the  committee, 
that  would  have  been  one  thing.  If  be 
did  not  want  to  deny  the  documents  or 
admit  them,  he  would  have  had  to  do 
one  of  the  most  humiliating  things  which 
the  jiuiior  Senator  from  Wiscansin  could 
have  been  required  to  do.  and  that  was 
to  have  claimed  the  protection  of  the 
fifth  amendment    [Laughter.] 

But  he  could  see  that  So  he  dected 
not  to  go.  He  ignored  the  committee, 
and  abused  them.  Then,  when  he  was 
charged  with  the  abuse,  hte  defense  wm 
to  abuse  every  committee  that  was  try- 
ing the  matter.  That  was  his  answer  to 
a  charge  of  abuse.  He  handed  out  more 
abuse. 

We  tried  to  be  kind.  I  should  like  to 
extend  a  helping  hand  to  him.  now,  upon 
a  sign  of  repentance  and  willingness  to 
get  along  with  his  colleagues. 

He  charged  us  with  being  "hand- 
maidens" of  communism  and  of  being 
attorneys-in-fact  for  the  Cooununists. 
He  has  charged  us  with  all  these  thingg^ 

Let  us  think  about  it  for  a  moment 
He  knows  the  Members  of  the  Senate, 
He  knows  whether  such  statements  are 
true  or  not.  He  knows  whether  or  not 
I  have  been  woi^ing  on  a  subcommittee 
w^hich  has  been  investigating  Commu- 
nists, ever  since  the  subcommittee  was 
created  4  years  ago.  That  subcommittee 
is  the  Subcommittee  on  Internal  Secu- 
rity. I  have  held  numerous  hearings, 
and  I  have  some  acquaintance  with  the 
Communist  line.  I  think  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  knows  that  to  be  so. 

In  q;>ite  of  that,  he  has  hurled  Uiis 
charge  at  me — not  at  me  personally,  bat 
at  me  as  chairman  of  the  committee 
which  the  Senate  selected  as  its  repre- 
sentatives. 

I  wish  to  spend  a  minute  or  two  on  the 
Zwicker  matter.  Let  us  get  a  picture  of 
what  happened  in  that  case.  Was  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  imesent 
in  his  perscmal  capaci^?  Oh.  no.  He  i 
was  there  as  the  long  arm  and  agent  cf 
the  United  States  Senate,  to  make  some 
investigations.  He  had  back  of  him  the 
full  power  of  this  great  d^bnative 
body.  Anyone  who  came  before  that 
committee  knew  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  represented  the  power 
and  authority  of  the  greatest  d^berative 
body  on  earth,  the  United  States  Senate. 
But  immediately  witnesses  were  placed 
in  a  position  of  terrific  dtsadvantage.  so 
far  as  any  personal  debate  with  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  was 
concerned. 

Under  these  cireumstanees.  a  reeord 
was  made  of  an  executive  hearing  tax  Mew 
York  City  on  February  !•  of  this  year. 
General  Zwicker,  a  wartime  horo,  a  maa 
who  had  risked  his  life  for  his  oountcy* 
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WM  tirodtfik  before  this  eominittee.  Be 
teld  the  eoouBlttee  In  alaiost  the  vetr 
ttrtt  words  openiaf  the  ezamiiiatkm, 
tluillie  vw under  orders  uid could  not 
aaj  what  he  would  Uke  to  say.  He  was 
the  very  person  who  had  givm  the  name 
of  Peraasto  ttw  investigators  for  Senator 
MeCMBnyseoBunittee.  Oeneral  Zwick- 
or  explained  all  of  that  whra  he  was 
ezamtned.  He  did  not  object  to  the 
examination. 

Seiiators  who  are  acting  as  «Eandners, 
mwswmilliiH-  the  Untted  States  Senate, 
can  be  Tigorous  in  the  ouestions  they 
aslE.  But  when  one  ludding  the  autbor- 
itsr.  not  as  an  todtridual.  but  as  a  Senator 
or  as  a  chairman.  xepres»tlng  a  great 
committee,  goes  to  the  point  not  only  of 
cendoetlng  an  investigation  and  of  aslc- 
ing  questtons,  but  then  finally  of  passing 
judgmmt  upon  the  witnesses  who  anpear 
before  him  at  a  great  disadvantage,  he 
atteavits  to  exercise  a  right  which  was 
never  given  to  the  Soiate  by  the  Consti- 
tution of  this  country.  The  Senate  was 
given  the  power  to  investigate  and  to 
get  the  facts  for  the  purpose  of  enacting 
legislation.  It  was  not  given  the  power 
to  try  men.  damn  them,  and  blast  them 
before  the  whole  worid. 

That  is  precisely  what  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  did.  He  was 
not  satisfied  with  the  questions  he  asked 
and  the  remarla  he  made;  he  also  called 
in  the  representatives  of  the  press  within 
a  few  minutes  afterward  and  gave  them 
a  r^suoiii  of  what  had  occurred  in  the 
executive  bearing.  This,  as  well  as  I 
can  ascertain,  was  in  violation  of  the 
rules  of  the  subcommittee,  which  re- 
quired that  that  could  not  be  done  with- 
out the  consent  of  a  majority  of  the 
members  of  Uie  committee.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Wiscmuin  did  not  release 
a  transcript  of  the  hearings,  because  it 
had  not  yet  been  made.  iMit  he  issued  a 
resume 

Mr.  President,  we  are  very  Jealous  of 
our  own  hraior  and  our  own  reputations. 
But  what  are  we  to  say  of  those  persons 
who  are  called  before  the  committees, 
particularly  a  man  by  the  name  of 
Zwldcer.  The  fact  is  imcontradicted 
that  he  was  not  responslMe  for  either 
the  promotion  or  the  honorable  dismis- 
sal of  Dr.  Peress.  He  was  not  respon- 
sible for  those  actions. 

It  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
junlcn:  Senator  f  roa&  Wisconsin  that  the 
general  was  acting  under  orders.  In 
q>ite  of  that,  because  the  Junior  Senator 
fronr  Wisconsin  was  having  some  kind 
ot  feud  with  the  Army,  with  some  of  the 
higher-iips.  he  let  loose  on  General 
Zwlcker  and  blasted  him.  He  inferred 
that  CSeneral  Zwlcker  was  not  fit  to  wear 
the  uhtfcmn  of  a  general.  I  cannot  give 
the  exact  words.  The  final  shot  of  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  that 
he  was  giring  to  call  General  Zwlcker 
back,  to  give  the  people  of  ttie  United 
States  an  idea  of  what  kind  of  Army 
ofBcers  we  have. 

If  Senators  feel  like  voting  to  protect 
the  honor  and  dignity  of  the  Senate 
when  it  comes  to  a  c<Kutideration  of  its 
own  Members,  let  us  remember  that  the 
ordinary  dtiseii  of  the  United  States  does 
not  wear  the  Uniform  of  a  generaL  Any 
citizen  of  the  United  States  has  a  right 
to    claim   the    protection   of    the    fifth 


amendment,  and  we  do  not  have,  any 
right  to  damn  him  simply  becauite  he 
claims  a  right  which  the  Constitgtion 
gives  him.  That  is  the  position  o|  the 
cmnmlttee;  at  least,  it  is  my  position. 
In  bringing  this  matter  before  the 
Senate,  we  tried  to  discharge  a  duty  to 
defend  and  protect  the  Senate,  wSiich 
was  created  by  the  Cwistitution.  The 
Constitution  is  designed  to  protect  all 
our  Institutions — ^the  Presidency,  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  the  Senate  and 
House  of  RqM-esentatives.  The  CdisU- 
tution  as  a  written  docimient.  as  Here 
words,  was  not  a  living  force;  but  ylhen, 
under  the  authority  of  the  Constitution. 
there  were  created  a  Senate  and  a  Hbuse 
of  Representatives,  the  Presidency,  and 
the  Supreme  Court,  the  Constitution 
was  made  a  living  document.  When  we 
raise  our  right  hands  to  Almighty  God 
and  say  that  we  will  support  and  defend 
the  Constituticm.  we  mean  all  our  insti- 
tutions, as  well. 

As  has  been  pointed  out  very  well  dur- 
ing the  debate,  attacks  on  the  Senate, 
such  as  the  attack  in  which  it  was  said 
that  the  Senate  was  engaged  in  a  "lynch- 
ing bee,"  are  as  false  as  they  are 
Vicious.  We  know  that.  We  are  the 
witnesses.  We  know  what  kind  of 
Ismching  bee  has  been  held.  Long- 
drawn-out  procedures  have  been  fol- 
lowed. Everything  has  been  done  in 
accordance  nith  patterns  set  in  the  past 
to  protect  the  rights  of  the  person 
accused.  Yet,  nevertheless,  an  attack 
was  made  upon  the  Senate  which  was 
calculated  to  bring  it  into  disrepute 
b^ore  the  people  of  the  coxmtry  and  of 
the  entire  world. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  living  in  perilous 
times,  when  our  institutions  are  under 
attack  from  every  source.  We  cannot 
afford  by  condoning  what  is  referred 
to  as  "salty"  langxiage.  if  we  wish  to 
describe  it  mildly  as  salty  language,  or 
by  adjectives  of  that  kind,  to  establish 
a  Une  of  precedents  that  will  plague  us 
forever,  if  adopted. 

What  precedent  will  we  set?  We  shall 
be  saying,  if  we  fall  to  censure,  that  the 
conduct  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  with  reference  to  the  Qillette- 
Hennings  subcommittee  was  all  rifht 
because  that  matter  has  definitely  been 
brought  now  to  our  attention  and  as  it 
relates  to  the  conduct  of  the  junior  aen- 
ator  from  Wisconsin.  We  shall  be  say- 
ing that  it  is  perfectly  aU  right  for  any 
Chairman  or  Senator,  or  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  to  run  a  com- 
mittee the  way  the  McCarthy  commit- 
tee has  been  run;  that  it  is  all  right  to 
damn  people;  that  it  is  all  right  to  ask 
all  the  questions  one  wishes  to  ask  in  a 
very  vigorous  way,  and  to  pass  judg- 
ment as  well.  We  shall  be  saying  that 
sUch  conduct  is  all  right. 

What  is  there  to  restrain  anyone  in 
the  future,  if  the  Senate  now  set$  a 
precedent  by  saying  that  this  was  dene 
under  the  peculiar  facts  in  this  case  up 
and  down  the  line,  and  that  the  actions 
are  not  censurable.  Can  Senators  Im- 
agine anything  that  will  be  censurable 
In  the  future? 

I  say  to  my  Republican  colleagues  that 
this  is  not  a  partisan  matter.  I  think 
it  is  a  matter  of  defending  what  ihe 
Constitution    has    established.     In    my 


opinion,  the  Constitution  was  ordained 
of  Ood  and  framed  by  inspired  men.  It 
is  our  solemn  duty,  imder  our  oath  of 
ofllce,  to  maintain  it.  We  can  Revise  all 
the  excuses  we  want  to.  But  we  face  a 
situation  now,  and  we  shall  have  to 
make  a  decision.  It  is  said  pflecedents 
are  bad.  if  we  establish  them.  Have 
Senators  considered  what  the  commit- 
tee said?  Have  they  measured  th«n  and 
studied  the  statements?  Is  there  a 
single  thing  which  the  commiittee  has 
recommended  that  Senators  would  not 
be  willing  to  obey  in  the  future? 

In  my  opinion,  any  gentleman,  any 
person,  with  a  high  standard  of  ethics, 
whether  he  be  in  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate or  not,  will  follow  a  proper  coivse; 
the  other  kind  need  rules.  Ais  Elbert 
Hubbard  once  said.  "Fences  are  tnade  for 
those  who  cannot  fly." 

I  say  to  my  colleagues  that  t  am  not 
asking  for  any  personal  vindioation  in 
this  matter.  I  am  unimportant.  I  have 
reached  such  an  age  that  perhaps  I  may 
never  again  be  a  candidate  f^r  ofllce. 
Nobody  Icnows  what  may  happen  in  the 
future,  but  I  am  fighting  for  what  I  have 
beUeved  in  all  my  life  with  respett  to  this 
Government,  that  its  standardi  cannot 
be  too  high,  and  that  when  a  man  walks 
within  the  walls  of  this  Chamber  and  be- 
comes a  Member  of  the  United  States 
Senate,  he  takes  on  himself  certain 
obligations.  One  of  them  is  to  conduct 
himself  as  a  Senator  should  conduct 
himself.  He  should  not  be  guilty  of  dis- 
orderly behavior.  He  should  do  none  of 
the  things  which  would  bring  this  body 
into  disrepute,  and  make  it  of  lesser 
esteem  before  our  citizens  and  the  peo- 
ples of  the  world. 

A  vote  for  censure  now  Is  ndt  going 
to  take  away  any  of  the  rights  of  Senator 
McCarthy,  but  it  is  going  to  say  to  him 
and  to  the  whole  world,  "We  do  not  ap- 
prove of  your  conduct  In  the  peculiar 
circimistances  of  this  case."  It  does  not 
go  beyond  that.  If  one  wishes  to,  he 
may  treat  as  dictum  everything  in  the 
report,  but  the  fundamental  fajcts  will 
still  be  before  him.  We  can  fote  for 
censure  and  say  to  the  world,  and  I  hope 
my  Republican  colleagues  will  join  in 
saying  to  the  world,  "This  Senate's 
dignity  and  honor  must  be  upheld,  and 
each  Senator  must  do  his  part." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator 
from  Illinois  has  4  minutes  reipaining 
and  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  3  min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
1  minute  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Mtmorl. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President.  I  take 
this  time  only  to  make  an  anUounce- 
ment.  because  of  the  parUamentajry  situ- 
ation in  which  we  find  ourselves,  I  an- 
nounced yesterday  in  the  course  of  my 
speech  that  I  thought  there  was  avail- 
able to  the  Senate  a  third  avenue  of  ap- 
proach whereby  we  could  do  something 
constructive  rather  than  do  sometjhing  by 
way  of  a  negative  approach  in  connec- 
tion with  our  existing  problem. 

I  wish  to  announce  at  this  time  that 
If  the  substitute  offered  by  the  $enator 
from  Illinois  shaU  be  adopted,  I  shaU 
then  move  to  substitute  for  the  three  re- 
maining words  in  the  first  paragraph  the 
following   language,   after   reciting   the 
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fact  that  the  Senate  disapproves  of  in- 
temperate statements  made  by  the  Ju- 
nior Senator  from  Wisconsin,  or  similar 
statements  by  other  Senators: 

And  it  la  further  declared  to  be  the  bcdm 
of  the  Senate  that  tte  Senate  Committee  on 
Rules  azul  Admlnletrmtlon  should  conduct 
hcajringa  and  report  to  the  Senate,  early  m 
the  first  aeeslon  of  the  a4th  Congress,  recom- 
mendations for  any  deairabic  changes  in  the 
rules  goTerning  committee  hearing  witnes- 
ses and  recommendations  for  a  code  of  prop- 
er and  becoming  conduct  to  apply  to  aU 
Members  of  the  Senate  insofar  as  tlMlr  con- 
tacts with  fellow  Seniitars  are  concerned  and 
that  such  recommenlatlona  should  incltide 
provisions  for  appropi  late  punishment  by  the 
Senate  of  any  Infnuttons  o<  such  eode  of 
conduct  which  may  occur  after  Its  adoption. 

Mr.  President,  I  make  that  announce- 
ment at  this  time  because  if  the  amend- 
ment in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  adopted. 
in  lieu  of  censureship  I  shall  move  to 
substitute  for  the  final  three  words  the 
language  I  have  read.  If  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  not 
adopted,  as  soon  as  I  can  obtain  the  floor 
I  stiali  offer  as  an  independent  provision 
language  I  have  rejul. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  first 
let  me  say  to  my  distinguished  friend 
from  North  CaroUna  that  nobody  ever 
questioned  the  juilsdiction  of  the  so- 
called  Gillette  su  acommittee.  I  have 
never  understood  tbat  any  question  has 
been  raised  about  tbe  right  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wiacdosin  to  appear  or  not 
appear,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is 
sought  to  condemn  or  censure  him  be- 
cause he  elected  not  to  appear,  which 
was  his  right 

When  it  comes  to  dealing  with  the 
subcommittee.  I  go  back  to  the  La  Pol- 
lette  case,  in  which  a  resolution  was  in- 
troduced to  expel  the  senior  La  Follette 
on  the  ground  of  disloyalty  and  sedition. 
Senator  La  ^Uette  would  not  appear. 
He  would  not  cooperate.  No  one  ever 
thought  to  censure  him. 

When  it  comes  to  words  and  conduct, 
after  all.  our  evaluation  of  such  matters 
is  not  in  the  field  of  absolutes.  U  there 
be  any  doubt  about  it.  Senators,  listen  to 
me  for  a  moment.  I  shaU  read  25  or  30 
words,  from  a  speech  which  was  de- 
livered on  the  28th  of  September.  1948.  in 
Oklahoma  City.    I  read  one  paragraph: 

The  fact  of  the  nu^tter  Is  that  the  Repub- 
lican Party  Is  the  unwitting  ally  of  the 
Commtinlsts  in  tills  fxnintrj.  lliat  is  clearly 
ahown  in  the  election  record  of  the  Com- 
munist Party. 

Who  do  my  colleagues  think  said  that? 
The  Honorable  Harry  Truman,  then 
President  of  the  United  States,  at  Okla- 
homa City.  When  we  deal  with  words, 
when  we  deal  with  conduct,  remember 
that  there  are  no  abe<dutes  in  that  field. 

If  time  permits,  I  should  like  to  refer 
to  certain  language  uaed  toward  wit- 
nesses. I  now  quote  from  the  record  of 
hearings  of  the  (Committee  on  Armed 
Services  in  Deceml)er  1950,  on  a  nomina- 
tion.   A  Senator  said: 

I  think  tills  witness  Is  entirely  irrespon- 
sible. I  doot  think  that  her  taatimony 
la  of  any  yalue  to  this  committee  because 
I  question  the  mennal  atablUty  of  this  wlt- 
neea.  anU  I  don't  know  why  members  at 
the  committee  should  have  to  sit  here  and 
listen  to  a  witness  whose  irresponslbUlty  X 


think  can  be  ao  clearly  paychlatiieally  cstab- 
Uabed  as  this  witness. 

Who  said  it?  The  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Oregon.  Watnx  Mobsi.    The 

time  was  when?    December  11,  1950. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  win  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  should  now  like  to 
read  from  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  ot 
the  Senator  from  Dlinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Utah  yield  me  30 
seconds? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yield  the  Senator 
30  seconds. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  come  to  the  last 
paragraph: 

TO  sum  up,  it  is  my  considered  opinion 
based  on  close  obeerration,  that  Mrs.  Shearon 
Is  an  hysterlcBl.  psychopathic,  and  com- 
pletely untrustworthy  Individual  whose 
testimony  Is  deserving  of  absolutely  no  cre- 
dence whatsoever. 

Who  said  that?  The  honorable  J  axes 
E.  MtntiuT,  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  in 
December  1950.  There  are  no  absolutes 
m  this  field. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  point 
of  inqiUry.  Was  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yielding  30  seconds  to  me  or  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
yield  30  secqnds  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  If  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  will  go  into  the  rec- 
ord of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
ices, he  will  find  that  an  overwhelming 
majority  of  the  committee  agreed  with 
my  observation,  and  the  testimony  of 
that  witness  before  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  was  highly  discounted  by 
the  committee  because  of  the  obvious 
instability  which  the  witness  demon- 
strated at  the  hearing. 

I  am  perfectly  willing  to  abide  by  the 
language  I  used  on  that  occasion,  be- 
cause it  was  highly  circumspect  and 
proper  imder  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Does  that  change  the 
situation?     Not  one  bit. 

Mr.     MORSE.     Under     the     circum- 

stanees  based  upon  the  record  oi  the 
hearing,  It  makes  my  language  highly 
proper  and  highly  temperate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  has  1  minute  remaining 
to  him. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  back  my  time.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays  on  the  amendment. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.   WELKER.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  For  what 
purpose  does  the  Senator  rise? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a 
p<'r1<ft'"«'"*^T  inquiry. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
to  strike  out  section  1  of  the  first  resolu- 
tion of  censure. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  a 
point  of  order.  The  motion  Is  out  of 
order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  motion  to 
strike  is  not  In  order  at  this  point. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Idaho  wtU  state  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Will  the  Parliamen- 
tarian now  advise  me.  as  he  did  a  mo- 
ment ago.  when,  if  ever,  a  motion  to 
strike  will  be  in  mder? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Soch  a  mo- 
tion will  be  in  order  when  the  questkm 
before  the  Senate  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

At  this  tune  the  question  before  the 
Senate  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  niim^  [Mr.  Dxax- 
skn]  to  the  first  coounittee  amendaient; 
and  the  vote  on  that  question  will  camt 
first. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  a  fur- 
ther parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Idaho  will  state  It. 

Mr.  WELKER.  In  other  WOTds,  was  Z 
dilatory  in  making  my  motion? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  make  his  motion  in  the  event 
the  pending  amendment  to  the  first  oom- 
mittee  amendment  is  rejected.  In  the 
event  the  pending  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment  does  not  prevail, 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  will  have  an  op- 
portunity to  make  his  motion. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Illinois  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  May  the  pending 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment be  read  at  this  time? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  pending  amendment,  sulnnlt- 
ted  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  fMr. 
DntKSKR],  to  the  committee  amendment 
will  be  stated. 

The  Lkcislativk  Clksk.  On  page  1. 
line  1.  in  lieu  of  the  language  proposed  to 
be  Inserted  by  the  committee,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  Insert  the  following: 

VTlth  respect  to  the  report  and  recommen- 
dations of  the  select  committee,  a  reason- 
able doubt  exists  as  to  the  authority  of  the 
Senate  to  censure  or  condemn  a  Senator  for 
language  or  conduct  in  a  prior  session  of 
the  Congress;  that  no  mle  presently  ezlsta 
under  which  censxire  or  condemnation  for 
the  alleged  language  or  conduct  might  be 
Justifiably  Imposed;  that  a  Senator  is  under 
no  legal  duty  to  appear  before  a  committee 
on  invitation  and  that  eeuaure  was  not  here- 
tofore proposed  where  a  Smator  refused  to 
appear  before  a  cmnmtttee;  that  eenaorv  or 
oondemnatlon  whUe  not  deprlTlng  a  Senator 
of  any  privilege  or  prerogative  Is  punitive 
In  nature  and  might,  therefore,  be  consid- 
ered ex  post  facto  In  character.  If  Impoeed 
for  language  or  conduct  In  a  prior  rimgie— . 
that  there  has  been  no  violation  of  aenatariai 
tradlUon  as  evldeneed  by  oounUess  limtsiMJ— 
ot  robust  and  salty  phraeeology  In  *»tr"ntv 
debate  dating  back  to  the  First  Oongreaa  tm 
178»:  that  there  la  no  evklenee  to  ratahllah 
that  the  constitutional  proceas  of  the  Scb<4 
ate  were  In  fact  obstructed;  that  the  laUur^ 
of  the  complainant  Senators  to  raise  quae- 
tlona  of  conduct  on  January  g.  itss,  when 
the  oath  was  administered  to  the  w^ri^tr*^ 
from  Wiaoonsin  (Mr.  MOCaarHT)  prechidaa 
a  valid  consideration  of  the  charges  and 
allegations  In  section  1  of  the  rcaohitloA 
reported  by  the  select  committee;  that  een- 
aure  for  the  use  of  allegedly  Intempatata 
language  in  interrogating  a  witnesa  does  not 
in  the  light  of  aU  the  clrctunstances  involve 
the  good  faith  which  mtnt  be  maintained 
between  the  ezseutlve  and  leglslatlTe 
branches  of  Oovemmentj  that  the  Congress 
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Cam  laaev  Hm  tl^t  to  Tamhie  Into  tlte 
appUeabtlt^  oC  an  ancutlve  ordar  or  dlrec- 
tlv«  ipwrtMlly  «b«r«  tba  Intaraal  aeeiirlty 
at  tlM  MUini  amy  1m  InvoTratf;  that  wblle 
aIniJrtTa  or  tntanparata  laaigtMiv*  ia  to  ba  da- 
plond.  It  «oaa  not  In  ttaa  Ught  of  pcacadntt 
wanraat  formal  oansura  or  conrtamnatloo  aa 
propoaad  fnaaetlma  1  and  3  of  tba  rMolutUm 
r^portad  laif  tiaa  aalaet  committaa. 

lir.  DAMIBL  of  Texas.  Ifir.  President, 
X  adc  nimntmmis  cooaent  to  have  printed 
at  this  pdnt  in  tbe  Rbcord  remarks  pre- 
pared Iqr  me  oo  the  pending  questkm. 

The  VICE  FRE8EDBNT.  Is  there  ob- 
jectioBf 

There  behis  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
R»XMU».  as  ttXtawni 

BtATOaairx  ar  Sbmatob  DAifXB.  or  TxzAa 
TB>  cbmbubs  BsaoLxrnoir 

On  July  Si,  whan  tha  original  raiolutlon 
of  canaura  (8.  Baa.  301)  by  tha  Sanatm  ftoin 
Vermont  [Ifr.  FLAmaasl  vaa  pending.  I  dia- 
cunad  ttia  Judicial  nature  of  this  proceed- 
ing and  ivgad  that  the  general  atandarda 
of  f  atrneae  and  Juatloa  to  the  aocuaad  shoxild 
be  appUad.  I  objected  to  oonaldaratlon  of 
tha  reeolutlon  without  apedf ylng  the  chargea 
and  without  giving  both  the  aceuaers  and 
the  accuaed  an  opportunity  to  develop  the 
evidence. 

Raoognialng  that  it  ilte  in  such  matters 
In  a  quasl-Jttdlclal  capacity,  the  Senate  re- 
ferred the  original  reeolutlon  and  a  total  of 
4S  chargea  to  Its  select  committee.  In  order 
that  tha  committee  might  hear  the  evidence, 
report  Ita  llndtngs,  and  make  Its  reoc^- 
mendatlons.  In  this  work  the  committee 
has  acted  In  a  capacity  reeembllng  that  of 
special  masters  appointed  by  a  court  to  hear 
the  evidence  and  the  law  and  to  report  back 
with  reoonunendatlona.  In  order  that  the 
court  might  than  oonafcler  the  evidence,  the 
law,  and  tha  recommendations  In  arriving  at 
a  final  Judgment. 

The  committee  has  performed  Its  labors 
and  reported  Its  findings  and  recommenda- 
tions. The  Senate,  In  considering  Its  final 
J\idgment,  Is  not  limited  to  the  evidence  ad- 
duced, the  findings,  or  the  reoonunendatlona 
of  Its  committee.  It  has  heard  additional 
evidence  In  these  debates  and  additional 
arguments.  At  this  point  no  one  can  truth- 
fully say  thjtt  the  standards  of  American 
Justice  have  not  been  applied  to  this  pro- 
ceecfing.  The  committee  has  performed  Its 
ardiiouB  and  unsought  task  with  order,  dis- 
patch, and  ability,  and  the  Senate  has  pa- 
tiently heard  all  evidence  and  arguments 
which  any  Senator  has  sought  to  offer  either 
for  or  against  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin (Mr.  IIcCabiht]. 

The  committee,  after  considering  the  46 
specific  charges  leveled  against  Senator  Mc- 
Castht,  rejected  88  of  these  chargea  and 
consoUdated  the  balance  Into  2  ootmta  upon 
which  It  has  recommended  censure.  It  would 
seam  that  this  action  alone,  reducing  the 
total  chargea  fmn  40  to  3.  answers  the  alle- 
gatlona  of  partiality  and  prejudice  which 
have  been  leveled  at  the  oMnmlttee  com- 
poaad  of  3  distinguished  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate from  each  side  of  the  aisle. 

Unless  the  Senate  Itself  adds  additional 
counts  to  the  censure  resolution,  the  only 
questions  are  (1)  whether  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  (Mr.  McCa«tht]  should  be  cen- 
sured for  abuae  of,  and  f aUure  to  cooperate 
with,  a  committee  assigned  by  the  Senate  to 
Investigate  certain  <rf  his  actions  whoUy  un- 
connected with  his  fight  against  omnmunlsm. 
and  (3)  ^tether  Senatm-  MoCaarHT  should 
be  censured  for  alleged  abusive  treatment  of 
a  witness.  General  Zwlcker,  on  croas-examl- 
natlon. 

True  ilgnt^eanet  of  the  retelutkm 
Neither  of  these  questions  concerns  an  ap- 
proval or  dlaapproval  of  the  alms  and  objec- 


tlvea  of  Senator  McCabtht's  fight  against 
communism.  Neither  calls  tor  termination 
or  continuation  of  our  ctnnmlttees'  InvdBti- 
gation  at  oooununlsm  and  subversives.  Vlie 
qnastkms  lAMuld  be  decided  In  a  Judk:lal 
manner  in  accordance  with  the  evidence  und 
the  law  and  not  because  of  any  other  oon- 
slderatlons.  My  decision  and  this  discussion 
shall  be  based  solely  upon  the  evidence  iind 
the  law  relating  to  these  two  questions  ^ow 
preeented  In  the  censure  resolution,  ex<tept 
that  I  must  urge  that  the  Senate  take  af- 
firmative action  to  let  it  be  known  that  the 
real  meaning  of  this  resolution  is  limited 
to  the  specified  charges  and  that  It  has  no 
other  significance. 

Rightly  or  wrongly,  these  two  Isolated  alle- 
gations relating  to  the  ofllclal  conduct  of 
Senator  McCabtrt  have  been  represented  to 
the  American  people  as  being  decisive  of  the 
attttude  of  the  Senate  with  reference  to 
commimlsm  and  the  continued  investigatton 
of  subveiBlon.  Some  very  sincere  people 
have  been  misled  to  believe  that  censure 
of  any  act  or  conduct  of  Senator  McCartrt 
would  amount  to  a  vote  to  end  the  Investi- 
gative powers  of  Congress.  Others  have  b*ea 
led  to  believe  that  it  would  be  a  victory  for 
communism  or  an  Indication  that  the  Sen- 
ate has  become  "soft"  on  subversives.  Unflsr- 
tunate  as  these  Impressions  may  be,  their 
existence  cannot  be  ignored.  ■ 

Proposed  amendment  \ 

Hence  the  Senate  is  faced  not  only  with 
the  problem  ol  protecting  its  decorum,  honor. 
and  dignity,  but  with  the  additional  prob- 
lem of  doing  so  In  a  manner  which  ♦ill 
preserve  Inviolate  its  investigative  powers 
and  encourage  continued  exposure  and  rid- 
dance of  subversive  elements  in  oxir  Govern- 
ment. By  a  iiroper  amendment  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  Senate  can  discbarge  ita  respon- 
sibility with  respect  to  Its  own  procedia-es 
In  such  a  maimer  that  no  doubt  will  be  ittt 
in  the  public  mind  about  this  body's  abhm-- 
rance  of  communism  and  subversion  and  its 
Intention  to  continue  to  employ  the  full  az- 
tent  of  Its  Investigative  powers  in  exposing 
and  ridding  this  country  of  communism  and 
subversive  elements  in  our  Government. 

In  short,  I  should  like  to  see  this  resolu- 
tion amended  so  that  it  will  furnish  no 
comfort  to  the  Communists  or  any  others 
who  support  the  resolution  because  of  their 
hatred  for  and  desire  to  see  a  fighter  of  com- 
munism embarrassed  and  censured.  I  would 
prefer  their  opposition  to  the  resolution.  It 
should  be  amended  so  that  no  one  can  falsely 
accuse  the  Senate  of  quitting  its  fight  agalUst 
subversion  or  of  being  influenced  to  censUre 
one  of  its  Members  for  any  reason  other 
than  what  ia  specified  in  the  count  or  counts 
finally  adoptcsd.  For  this  purpose.  I  have 
proposed  the  following  amendment  to  be 
added  as  the  last  paragraph  of  the  reso- 
lution: 

"Recognising  that  the  Communist  Party 
of  the  United  States  Is  a  part  of  the  inter- 
national Communist  conspiracy  against  the 
Uhlted  States  and  all  democratic  forms  of 
government,  the  Senate  commends  all  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  and  all  committees  to  the 
extent  that  they  have  contributed  to  the 
exposiuw  of  this  deadly  menace.  It  is  ttie 
sense  of  tha  Senate  that  its  appropriate  com- 
mittees shall  continue  diligently  and  vigor- 
ously to  investiggte.  expoee,  and  combat  this 
conspiracy  and ^11  subversive  elements  acd 
persons  connected  therewith.  Specifically, 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment  the  Senate 
and  the  American  people  should  be  given 
aU  of  the  facts  with  reference  to  the  promo- 
tion and  honorable  discharge  of  Mai  Irving 
Peress." 

No  comfort  to  Contmuniats  \ 

Also,  I  have  Joined  with  the  Senator  frosn 
Colorado  (Mr,  Johmson]  in  a  shorter  amend- 
ment o:  jlmilar  wording  and  Import  asd 
strongly  urge  that  one  of  these  amendments 
be  adopted.  Such  action  will  eliminate  from 
the  supporters  of  the  censure  resolution  the 


Communist  Party.  Uie  Dally  WorHer.  and 
others  whose  only  interest  therein  has  been 
for  ulterior  motives.  It  will  leave  t^e  reso- 
lution Just  as  strong  for  those  whose  tuimary 
interest  is  the  preservation  of  the  hdnor  and 
dignity  of  the  Senate.  At  the  saiae  time, 
it  will  answer  the  unwarranted  chargea  that 
the  reeolutlon  is  Communis^ -Inspifed  and 
that  it  is  an  indication  that  the  Senate  Is 
ending  its  Investigative  powers  and  Its  battle 
against  communism. 

If  anyone  should  object  to  that  portion  of 
the  amendment  which  commends  our  com- 
mittees and  all  Members  of  the  Senate  who 
have  fought  and  exposed  the  Communist 
conspiracy  simply  because  it  neoess4rtly  In- 
cludes Senator  McCastht,  let  me  remind 
them  that  every  member  of  the  select  com- 
mittee recommending  censure  has  during 
its  investigation  or  diiring  theee  debntee  ac- 
knowledged that  Senator  McCaktht  has  made 
important  contributions  to  the  expoaure  and 
elimination  of  Communists  and  th^lr  sirm- 
pathizers.  and  most  of  them  have  com- 
mended his  work  to  this  extent.  At  a  time 
when  he  is  being  criticized  for  miaUdus  and 
misconduct,  it  would  seem  only  fair  that  he 
share  in  any  commendation  that  may  be 
made  of  all  Members  of  this  body  to  the 
extent  that  they  have  worked  toward  expos- 
ing and  fighting  communism  and  subversion. 

It  will  be  noted  that  this  amendment  calls 
for  continued  investigation  by  our  appro- 
priate committees  and  says  that  they  shall 
"diligently  and  vigorously"  investigate,  ex- 
pose, and  combat  this  conspiracy  and  all 
subversive  elements  and  persons  connected 
therewith.  Speciflcally,  the  amendment 
calls  for  the  earliest  possible  information  to 
the  Senate  and  the  American  peopia  of  tha 
facts  with  reference  to  the  promotion  and 
honorable  discharge  of  MaJ.  Irving  Peress,  tha 
Army  ofltoer  whose  file  showed  that  he  was  a 
Communist  Party  memlier  and  leader,  and 
that  these  facts  were  known  to  somaone  In 
the  Army  before  his  promotion  and  discharge 
were  approved.  It  seems  to  me  tha«  this  is 
an  appropriate  time  for  the  United  States 
Senate  to  let  it  be  known  that  It  wants  Its 
committees  to  find  out  and  its  Army  oflldala 
to  cooperate  in  the  determinstion  of  what 
persons  or  conditions  were  responslbla  for  the 
promotion  of  Peress  and  his  hurried  honor- 
able discharge. 

Whether  one  of  these  amendmants  la 
adopted  or  not.  they  express  the  sentiment 
of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Texas  On  this 
subject,  and  it  U  with  thU  sentiment  m  mind 
that  I  proceed  to  discuss  my  decision  with 
reference  to  the  vote  I  shall  cast  on  counts 
one  and  two  of  the  resolution. 


The  first  count 
The    first    count — proposing    censure    for 
abusing  and  failing  to  cooperate  with  a  Sen- 
ate committee — relates  not  only  to  the  or- 
derly  procedure   and   honor  of  the  Senate, 
but  to  preservation  of  the  investigative  pow- 
ers   of    the    Senate.     One    of    my    primary 
concerns  in  this  proceeding  is  that  it  shall 
not  be  interpreted  as  a  precedent  or  intention 
to  curb  the  power,  authority,  or  respoi«ibility 
of    congressional    investigating    committees. 
Por  these  investigative  powers  to  ^  pre- 
served and  malnUlned  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate must  respect  and  uphold  them  ai^  set  a 
proper  example  for  those  who  appear  bs  wit- 
nesses or  under  investigation.     In  my  opin- 
ion,    the     evidence     shows     that     Senator 
McCaktht  failed  to  do  this  when  a  silbcom- 
mittee  of  the  Senate  was  directed  to  Inves- 
tigate him  in  connection  with  his  finances 
and  possible  charges  of  expulsion.    Tjie  evi- 
dence appears  undisputed  that  he  n<>t  only 
failed  and  refused  to  explain  the  questions 
raised  about  the  use  of  the  money  contrib- 
uted to  him  to  fight  communism  and  other 
matters  of  a  similar  nature  but  he  oontin- 
ually  abused  and  berated  the  membera  of  the 
committee,    accusing    them    of    dishonesty. 
stealing  the  taxpayers'  money,  and  geberaUy 
impugning  their  motives,  finally  ending  up 
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with  the  assertion  tliat  one  of  the  members 
was  "a  living  miracle  In  that  he  Is  without 
question  the  only  man  who  has  Uved  so  long 
with  neither  brains  nor  guts." 

Important  In  this  connection  is  the  fact 
that  at  no  time  has  'Jiere  been  any  evidence 
offered  or  adduced  In  support  of  these  abu- 
sive charges  against  n  duly  constituted  com- 
mittee and  agency  of  the  Senate.  The  Inves- 
tigaUve  powers  and  authority  of  our  com- 
mittees and  the  dignity  and  honor  of  the 
Senate  cannot  be  priisarved  U  we  allow  such 
conduct  to  go  unnoliced.  especially  when  It 
Is  the  conduct  of  tl>e  chairman  of  another 
conunittee  which  should  and  does  demand 
tbe  respect  and  cooperation  of  all  persons 
under  Investigation  or  called  as  wltncMaa. 

Parliament  sry  precedents 

There  is  nothing  jiew  In  this  proposal  to 
censure  a  member  of  a  legislative  Ixxly  for 
Impiigning  the  motives  and  abtislng  his  fel- 
low members.  Ptaa  the  earliest  history  of 
parliamentary  bodlef  it  has  been  recognized 
that  order,  decencj.  and  mutual  respect 
must  be  preserved  in  order  for  representative 
government  to  func^,lon.  Thomas  Jefferson 
explained  that  decoixim  and  orderly  proce- 
dures are  necessary  to  prevent  anarchy  and 
destruction  of  parliamentary  procedures. 
Jefferson's  Manual  ot  Parliamentary  Prac- 
tice says: 

"No  person.  In  speaking.  Is  to  *  *  •  di- 
gress fKMn  the  matt<>r  to  faU  upon  the  per- 
son (Scob..  31:  Hale  Pari.,  133:  2  HaU..  166) 
by  speaking,  reviimg.  nipping,  or  unman- 
nerly words  agalnsi  a  particular  member 
(Smyth's  Oomw.  L.,  2,  ch.  3).  The  conse- 
quences of  a  measure  may  be  reprobated  in 
strong  terms,  but  to  arraign  the  motives  of 
thoee  who  propose  -x)  advocate  it  Is  a  per- 
sonality, and  agalns-  order." 

It  was  to  Insure  aid  preserve  orderly  pro- 
cedures In  the  Houie  and  Senate  that  the 
second  paragraph  oJ  section  6.  article  I,  of 
the  Constitution  wu.  written,  as  follows: 

"Bach  House  may  determine  the  rules  of 
Its  proceedings,  punish  Its  Members  for  dU- 
orderly  behavior,  and,  with  the  concurrence 
of  two-thirds,  expel  a  Member." 

With  the  same  purpose  In  mind.  Senate 
rule  XIX.  paragraph  2.  reads  as  follows: 

"No  Senator  In  cebate  shall,  directly  or 
indirectly,  by  any  form  of  words  impute  to 
another  Senator  or  to  other  Senators  any 
conduct  or  motive  unworthy  or  unbecoming 
a  Senator." 

Cushing's  Law  and  Practice  of  Legislative 
Assemblies  says: 

"Members  may  bu  guilty  of  misconduct, 
either  towards  tbe  sasembly  itself,  towards 
one  another,  or  towards  strangers.  Miscon- 
duct of  members  towards  the  assembly,  be- 
sides being  the  san^  in  general  as  may  be 
committed  by  other  persons,  consists  of  any 
breaches  of  decorum  or  order,  or  of  any  disor- 
derly conduct,  disoiiedlence  to  the  rules  of 
proceeding,  neglect  of  attendance,  etc.;  or  of 
any  crlnM,  mlsderaeanor.  or  misconduct, 
either  civil,  moral,  or  ofllclal.  which,  though 
not  strictly  an  atta<:k  upon  the  botjse  Itself, 
is  of  such  a  nature  u  to  render  the  individ- 
ual a  disgrace  to  tbe  body  of  which  he  U  a 
member.  Misconduct  of  members  towards 
one  another  consist!,  of  insulting  remarks  In 
debate,  personal  assiiults,  threate,  challenges, 
etc..  In  reference  to  which  besides  the  ordi- 
nary remedies  at  law  or  otherwise,  the  as- 
sembly interferes  to  protect  the  member,  who 
Is  Injured,  Insulted,  or  threatened." 

True,  there  have  been  many  Instances  of 
abuse  and  InsulU  lo  Members  which  have 
gone  uncenstired.  However,  In  many  of  these 
Instances  the  offending  Member  was  called  to 
order  In  accordance  with  Senate  rule  XIX. 
and  In  many  other  Instances  apologies  and 
regrets  have  boon  latpresasd.  In  the  only 
instance  involving  abusive  language  In  which 
censure  was  InsUted  upon,  the  Tlllman-Mc- 
Laurin  case.  McLavirin's  sole  offense  "was 
confined  to  the  use  of  unparliamentary  lan- 


guage.*   He  and  his  antagonist  both  were 
censured. 

In  the  case  before  us.  I  find  no  evidence  of 
regret  or  i^mlogy  for  abusive  conduct  toward 
the  Members  and  agencies  of  the  Senate,  but 
Instead — new  abuse  and  unwarranted  at- 
tacks on  the  members  of  the  select  ccmunlt- 
tee  and  the  membership  of  the  Senate.  This. 
I  regret  exceedingly,  because  in  all  good  oon- 
selence  it  leaves  me  with  no  alternative  other 
than  to  vote  for  censure  on  count  No.  I. 

The  second  count 

On  count  No.  2,  Involving  the  case  of  Ma]. 
Irving  Peress  and  Senator  McCaxtht's  cron- 
examlnatlon  of  General  Zwlcker,  I  shaU  vote 
against  censure.  No  matter  how  excessive  or 
unjustified  his  language  might  have  been, 
there  Is  no  evidence  of  premeditated  abuse  or 
mistreatment  as  we  have  in  connection  with 
count  No.  1.  Senator  McCastht  was  in- 
furiated, and  Justly  so  in  my  opinion,  at  the 
action  of  the  Army  ofllclals  In  hurrying  up  an 
honorable  discbarge  for  a  Communist  major 
within  48  hours  after  he  had  protested  such 
action  and  demanded  a  court-martial.  I  re- 
gret that  General  Zwlcker  was  the  brunt  of 
this  anger  rather  than  the  Army  ofllclals  who 
were  actually  responsible.  The  President 
and  the  Secretary  of  Defense  have  acknowl- 
edged that  the  Peress  promotion  and  honor- 
able discharge  were  great  mistakes,  but  the 
people,  and  especially  the  Congress,  are  en- 
titled to  know  exactly  how  and  why  it  hap- 
pened in  order  to  help  prevent  such  occur- 
rences In  the  future.  Someone  In  the  Army 
deserves  censure  or  expulsion  and  will  prob- 
ably receive  it  when  the  evidence  is  de- 
veloped. Until  this  U  done.  I  consider  the 
Pereas  Incident  still  an  open  matter  and  do 
iKit  believe  that  we  should  censure  Senator 
McCabtht  on  the  second  count.  All  of  the 
facts  now  concealed  from  Congress  should  be 
revealed  before  we  criticize  anyone  who  had 
any  connection  with  the  case  or  the  investi- 
gation. 

In  conclusion.  Mr.  President,  whatever 
resolution  may  result  from  this  proceeding, 
I  urge  that  it  contain  one  of  the  amend - 
menu  to  which  I  have  referred  stating 
clearly  the  determination  of  the  Senate  that 
Its  Investigation  and  expoetire  of  the  Com- 
munist conspiracy  shall  continue  unabated. 
Let  us  carry  out  our  duty  In  surti  a  manner 
that  Communists  and  their  fellow  travelers 
will  receive  no  comfort  from  the  final  result 
of  these  proceedings. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirkskn]  to 
the  first  committee  amendment. 

On  this  question  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Utah  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  In  voting  on  this 
question  a  "yea"  vote  will  be  to  agree  to 
the  substitute  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dibksen]  for  the  com- 
mittee amendment;  is  that  correct? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  An  affirma- 
tive vote  would  be  a  vote  to  agree  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Dibkskn]  to  the  first  com- 
mittee amendment. 

The  question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
to  the  committee  amendment. 

On  this  question,  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call 
the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Buckkk], 
the  Senator  from  Indiana   LMr.  Capi- 


HAKTl.  and  the  senior  Senatcn'  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  Wn.rrl  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate  on  official  businesB. 

The  Senator  frmn  Oregon  [Mr.  Coa- 
DON]  is  absent  on  official  business,  uid 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCaktht]   is  necessarily  absent. 

On  this  vote  the  Senator  from  Cttiio 
[Mr.  Brickes]  has  a  pair  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Oogg],  and  th« 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capkkakt] 
has  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Rorlda 
[B^.  Smathkrs).  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bucxn) 
and  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
CapehaktI  would  each  vote  "yea,**  while 
tiie  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ooax] 
and  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
SacATHBRsl  would  each  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  aimounce  that  tbe 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavb] 
is  unavoidably  detained  on  official  busi- 
ness and  if  present  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gore]  and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
(Mr.  Smathers]  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
KcNREDT]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

I  announce  further  that  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  (Mr.  GosbI  is  paired  on 
this  vote  with  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
(Mr.  Bricker].  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  wouM  vote 
"nay,"  and  the  Senator  from  Ohio  would 
vote  "yea." 

I  announce  also  that  the  Senator  tram 
Florida  (Mr.  Smathkrs]  is  paired  on  this 
vote  with  the  Senator  frcMn  inriiana  [Mr. 
CapkhartI.  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  Florida  would  vote  "nay," 
and  the  Senator  from  Indiana  would 
vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  31, 
nays  66.  as  follows: 

TEAS— 21 


Abel 

Dworshak 

Malone 

Barrett 

Ooldwater 

Martm 

Beall 

Hlckenlooper 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Hruska 

J»urtell 
.JSchoqipel 

Brown 

Jenner 

Butler 

Knowland 

Welker 

DU-ksen 

Langer 

NATS— as 

Toung 

Aiken 

George 

McClellaa 

Anderson 

OUlette 

Mllllkln 

Bennett 

Oieen 

Mooroney 

Burke 

Hayden 

Morse 

Bush 

Hendrlckaon 

Murray 

Byrd 

Neely 

Carlson 

Hill 

Case 

Holland 

Pastore 

Clements 

Humphrey 

Payne 

Cooper 

Ives 

PottM- 

Cotton 

Jackson 

RobertaoB 

Daniel.  S.  C. 

SuBseU 

Daniel,  Tex. 

Johnaon,  Tex. 

HaltonsUU 

Douglas 

Johnston,  8.  C 

Scott 

Duff 

Kefauver 

Smith.  Maine 

■astland 

Kerr 

Smith.  M.  J. 

EUender 

Kilgore 

Sparkman 

Ervin 

Kuchel 

Stennis 

Ferguson 

Lehman 

Symington 

FUnders 

Long 

Thye 

Freer 

Magnuson 

Watklns 

Fulbright 

Mansfield 

WUUams 

NOT  vonNO— • 

Bricker 

Cordon 

McCarthy 

Capehart 

Oan 

Smathers 

Chaves 

Kennedy 

WUey 

'^. 


So  Mr.  Dirksbh'8  amendment  to  the 
0(Hnmittee  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  com- 
mittee amendment  is  open  to  amend- 
ment. 
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UUHETT.  Mr.  President.  I  offer 
tbe  MMndBMBt  which  I  acwl  to  the  desk 
and  Mk  to  bftve  read. 

Use  VICE  FRBaZDENT.  The  amend- 
ment  offend  Iqr  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  wffl  be  stated. 

The  Caaa  Clbk.  On  page  1.  line  5. 
to  lieu  of  the  language  pn^jtoaed  to  be 
Inaearted  Jar  the  committee,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  insert  the  following: 


•■  tb*  wtoet  nofnmm—  to 
whldi  was  rafwied  this  rasolatkm  hu  IsbumI 
a  eaaipr«hiMulVtt  rapart  deaUi^  with  certain 
actlTltlM  axul  statcmenU  of  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wlaoonain.  lb.  McCUaTBT,  and 
recoiinniiBQdlng  that  becsiue  of  certain  atate- 
m«nt>  made  toy  him  and  his  failure  to  co- 
operate tvaij  vftli  the  Subcommittee  <m 
Fvlvllegea  and  Elections  of  tbe  Senate  Com- 
mittee <m  Rules  and  Administration  he 
abould  be  censured,  and 

Inasmuch  as  there  Is  no  precedent  in  Sep- 
ate  history  for  censuring  a  Ifember  of  the 
Senate  for  sucdi  actlTltles  and  statements, 
and 

Tnasmnch  as  It  Is  not  In  keeping  with 
Senate  traditions  and  poUdes  to  an>ly  letra- 
setlTBly  any  rules  or  regulations  adopted  for 
the  conduct  of  Senators  eltticr  on  or  off  the 
floor  or  in  commtttee,  and 

Inasmuch  as  the  Senate  deplores  and  dis- 
approves of  the  use  of  offensive  or  sbiislve 
language  by  the  Junior  SenatOT  from  Wls- 
eonsln  In  attacking  the  honesty  or  honor  of 
patrtotio  wltnessee  toefon  a  committee  or  In 
referrlnc  to  other  Members  of  the  Senate* 

It  Is  thertf  ore  declared  to  be  the  sense  of 
the  Senate  that  In  lieu  of  censuring  the 
Junior  Swiator  from  Wisconsin,  the  Senate 
dlflSTowB  and  (Ilsapproves  of  the  intemperate 
statMnente  emplc^ed  by  the  Junior  Senator 
f*om  Wisconsin  or  any  similar  stotemente 
onployed  by  any  of  Its  other  Members  and  it 
is  further  declared  to  be  the  sense  of  the 
Senate  that  the  Senate  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  should  conduct  hear- 
ings and  report  to  the  Senate,  early  in  the 
first  session  of  the  84th  Congress,  recom- 
mendations for  any  desirable  chaises  in  the 
rules  governing  oooamittees  hearing  wit- 
nesses and  recommendations  for  a  code  of 
proper  and  becoming  conduct  to  apply  to  all 
Members  of  the  Senate  insofar  as  their  oon- 
tacte  with  fellow  Senators  are  concerned  and 
that  such  recommendations  should  Include 
provisions  for  appropriate  punishment  by 
the  Senate  of  any  infractions  of  such  code  of 
conduct  which  may  occur  after  ita  adoption. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota to  the  first  committee  amendment 
The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  has  30 
minutes  on  his  amendment 

Mr.  WATXINS.  Mr.  President,  a 
point  of  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sen- 
ator will  state  it 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  wish  to  determine 
from  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
whether  or  not  his  amendment  is  in- 
tended as  a  substitute  for  the  entire 
resolution. 

Mr.  MUJNI/r.  No.  It  is  a  substitute 
for  the  committee  amendment  which  is 
now  pendtag. 

Mr.  WATKINS.    To  section  1? 

Mr.  MUNDT.    That  is  correct 

Mr.  WATDNa  It  is  in  the  same 
category  as  the  amendment  which  has 
Just  been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  MDMDT.    Prociaeiy. 

Mr.  President  as  I  annoimced  at  the 
time  the  Dirksen  amendment  was  under 
discussion,  it  seems  to  me  that  after  Uie 
long  months  this  body  has  spent  deal- 


ing with  the  activities  of  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  and  the  vaiious 
ramifications  thereof,  at  this  late  hour 
we  should  try  our  best  to  do  something 
constructive  instead  of  something  purely 
negative  ua  we  approach  the  proWem 
whieh  confronts  us. 

As  I  stated  yesterday,  it  seems  to  me 
very  clear  that  there  is  a  third  choice. 
Thei»  is  a  constructive  choice  which  we 
confront,  ope  wliich  I  recognize,  like  any 
other  choice,  will  not  be  satisfactory  to 
everyone,  but  one  wtilch  has  the  distinct 
advantage  of  looking  ahead  Instead  of 
looking  backward,  one  which  has  the  dis- 
tinct advantage  of  avoiding  the  pltftills 
inherent  in  a  vote  either  to  censure  or 
not  to  censure,  and  one  which  I  think 
would  express  the  attitude  of  the  Sen- 
ate, if  primarily,  it  looks  to  principle 
and  avoids  personalities. 

I  grant  that  the  third  choice  will  never 
quite  satisfy  those  individuals  who  will 
never  be  happy  until  they  have  the  head 
of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wiscon$in. 
I  grant  that  some  people  in  this  coun- 
try— and  most  of  us  know  who  they  are — 
will  never  be  quite  content  until  someone 
delivers  to  them  the  head  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  on  a  platter.  I 
do  not  think  there  arc  any  such  persons 
in  this  body.  If  there  are.  they  can  iden- 
tify themselves.  I  certainly  will  not 
undertake  to  designate  any  Senator  as 
having  that  attitude.  But  either  by  my 
substitute  or  if  we  merely  vote  not  to 
censure,  we  shall,  of  course,  make  those 
people  mo6t  unhappy. 

It  is  also  true  that  if  we  vote  to  ctn- 
sure  we  shall,  as  every  Senator  knows,  be 
unwittingly  adding  fuel  to  the  fires  of 
communism  around  the  world. 

There  is  no  way  by  which  any  of  us 
can  stop  the  propaganda  mills  of  the 
Communists  from  proclaiming  to  the 
people  in  every  country  of  the  world  if 
we  vote  for  censure  that  the  United 
States  Senate  here  and  now  has  acted 
officially  to  try  to  destroy  or  at  least  to 
diminish  the  Influence  of  a  man  who  has 
become  the  symbol  of  the  congressioaal 
fight  against  communism. 

As  I  said  yesterday.  I  believe  he  has 
become  the  symbol  largely  in  spite  of 
himself,  rather  than  by  anything  he  has 
done.  However,  few  will  deny  that  he 
has  become  that  symbol. 

I  sometimes  wonder  what  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  would  do  if  they  had 
to  make  this  vote  in  the  middle  of  a  hot 
war  with  communism  in  Russia,  inst«id 
of  in  the  middle  of  a  cold  war  with  com- 
munism in  Russia. 

I  wonder  whether  it  would  not  give  us 
a  little  pause  to  think  whether  perhaps 
we  should  not  seek  out  a  third  construc- 
tive course,  if  we  were  in  a  shooting  war 
instead  of  running  the  risk  that  by  our 
action  today  we  give  aid  and  comfort  to 
a  Communist  enemy  that  all  of  us  abhor. 
Therefore,  it  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, an  opportunity  should  be  provided, 
at  least  for  those  of  us  who  care  to  to 
deal  constructively  with  this  situation 
that  now  confronts  us.  and  I  sincerdy 
believe  my  substitute  amendment  pro- 
vides that  constructive  opportunity. 

There  should  be  some  means  provided 
by  which  those  of  us^who  want  to  vote  In 
a  manner  which  cannot  be  interpreted 
by  some  people  as  giving  aid  and  com- 


fort to  communism,  or  who  wan^  to  vote 
in  a  manner  which  cannot  be  attributed 
by  other  people  as  placing  our  stamp  of 
approval  on  every  word  and  aldjectlve 
used  by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wlaoon- 
sin.  can  find  a  method  to  express  our 
clear-cut  convictions.  There  must  be 
some  other  constructive  course  that  we 
can  follow. 

I  believe  the  substitute  which  I  have 
placed  before  the  Senate  provides  that 
other  constructive  course.  I  suggest  that 
my  substitute  has  other  merits. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  ]4r.  Pres- 
ident, will  the  Senator  from  Soath  Da- 
Icota  yield  for  a  question  which  seeks 
clarification?  i 

Mr.  MUNDT.     I  yield.  I 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Is  the 
Senator  limiting  his  suggested  substitute 
to  the  first  section? 
Mr.  MUNDT.  That  is  correct 
Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  The  first 
section  does  not  use  the  word  "censure" 
at  all. 

Mr.  MUNDT.    That  Is  correct 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  The  word 
"censure"  does  not  appear  In  the  first 
section.     I  wonder  whether 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President  my  thne 
is  very  much  limited.  My  substatute  Is 
limited  to  the  first  section,  I  will  say  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  beqause  of 
the  parliamentary  situation  confronting 
us.  If  my  amendment  meets  approval. 
I  would  then  move  to  strike  the  second 
section.  I  am  sorry  that  I  cannot  yield 
further  at  this  time. 

Let  me  read  the  salient  part  of  the 
proposal,  because  I  believe  it  expresses 
what  many  Senators  have  stated: 

It  Is  declared  to  be  the  sense  of  th«  Senate 
that  In  lieu  or  censuring  tbe  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  tbe  Senate  dlsavoNrs  and 
disapproves  of  Intemperate  atetemeau  em- 
ployed by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wleooa- 
sln.  or  any  similar  sUtemenU  employed  by 
any  of  ita  other  Members.  [ 

Mr.  President.  I  faU  to  see  why  In  a 
sense  of  piety  we  should  simply  disap- 
prove the  intemperate  language  used  by 
the  jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and 
ignore  entirely  or  look  without  any  sense 
of  censureship  upon  equally  repulsive 
and  repugnant— if  not  more  so-*-8tate- 
ments  used  against  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  by.  for  example,  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Fuuriwiia]. 

I  do  not  understand  how  we  could 
Justify  such  a  double  stondard  of  moral- 
ity. If  it  is  objectionable  and  wrong  and 
censurable  for  one  Senator  to  speak  in- 
temperately  of  another  Senator,  it  seems 
to  me  it  is  equally  objectionable  and 
wrong  and  censurable  for  another  Sen- 
ator to  do  so,  particularly  wheft  that 
other  Senator  sits  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate  and  votes  on  this  measure  to  cen- 
sure a  Senator  he  has  peraonally 
attacked. 

By  adopting  my  amendment,  we 
would  avoid  the  difficulty  of  selecting 
from  among  our  friends  and  our  efiemies 
those  who  should  perhaps  be  ceisured 
and  those  who  perhaps  should  reqeive  a 
pat  on  the  back,  even  though  the  latter 
have  used  equally  repugnant  and  repul- 
sive language  in  the  same  calendar  year 
and  before  the  same  Senate.  I  suggest 
that  we  come  out  clearly  and  ooura- 
geously  and  say  that  we  disavow  and  dls- 
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approve  of  all  intemperate  language, 
whether  employed  by  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  oi  any  other  Member  of 
the  Senate.  Why  not  make  universal 
application  of  sucii  a  rule?  I  believe  we 
should. 

We  would  avoid  another  pitfall.  Mr. 
President;  we  would  avoid  the  pitfall  in 
the  current  issue  of  proceeding  to  vio- 
late what  I  consider  to  be  one  of  the 
great  inherent  American  bastions  of 
freedom,  the  rights  of  States,  the  prin- 
ciple of  States'  rights. 

It  is  proposed  to  go  behind  the  deter- 
mination of  the  electorate  of  the  State 
of  Wisconsin  in  1952,  and  to  tell  them 
that,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  they  elected 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  anu 
in  spite  of  the  fact  that  he  has  taken  his 
seat,  we  now  propose  to  censure  the  Sen- 
ator for  having  failed  to  come  before  a 
committee  of  the  Senate  to  discuss  things 
that  were  discussed  in  his  campaign  in 
Wisconsin,  and  which  things  the  people 
of  Wisconsin  considered  before  they  re- 
elected the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  for 
a  second  term.  In  doing  this,  we  may  be 
doing  more  to  censure  the  voters  of  Wis- 
consin than  we  are  to  censure  their 
Junior  Senator. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
are  treading  In  a  very  dangerous  area 
when  we  establlsli  a  precedent  to  the 
eflrect  that  the  Senate  has  the  right  to 
tell  the  people  of  a  sovereign  State  whom 
they  can  send  to  the  Senate,  when  a 
question  of  neithei  morality  nor  fraud  is 
involved. 

I  am  afraid  if  we  vote  in  that  direction 
some  of  our  friends  from  south  of  the 
Mason -Dixon  Line  will  regret  for  many 
years  the  interprenation  and  the  prece- 
dent of  the  action  we  take  here  in  order 
to  meet  a  particular  problem,  which  we 
can  meet  in  diffeient  ways  other  than 
riding  roughshod  over  the  principle  of 
States'  rights. 

Having  stated,  as  I  think  we  should 
state,  that  we  disavow  and  disapprove 
of  intemperate  stitements  by  our  col- 
leagues. I  propose  that  we  look  ahead, 
and  that  we  plan  for  the  future.  I  sug- 
gest that  we  do  something  constructive. 
I  suggest  that  we  express  it  to  be  the 
sense  of  the  Senate  that  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  or  any 
other  appropriate  committee,  bring  in  a 
set  of  rules  which  that  committee  be- 
lieves should  be  recommended  to  the 
Senate  for  conducting  committee  activi- 
ties and  for  proper  conduct  of  committee 
chairmen. 

Having  adopted  such  rules,  we  would 
then  have  the  po'jrer  to  enforce  them, 
because  we  would  have  specific  offenses 
described  and  specific  punishments  pro- 
vided by  official  Senate  action. 

I  go  further  and  suggest  that  the  ap- 
propriate committee  of  the  Senate,  in 
looking  ahead,  hold  hearings  and  give 
careful  consideration  to  the  desirability 
of  establishing  codes  of  proper  conduct 
for  the  Members  of  the  Senate.  That 
committee  can  go  as  far  as  it  likes.  It 
can  establish  the  proper  codes  of  con- 
duct for  Senators  on  the  floor  or  off  the 
fioor,  or  both.  Whatever  it  does,  will  be 
clear.  Whatever  is  adopted  will  be  ob- 
vious and  universally  applicable.  It  may 
improve  the  attitudes  and  the  acts  of 


every  Member  of  the  Senate.  Once  the 
rules  are  adopted,  if  they  are,  the  Sen- 
ate will  set  up  machinery  for  their  en- 
forcement, and  they  will  be  enforced  by 
the  Senate  against  all  Senators  equitably. 

Mr.  mCKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield  for  ques- 
tions? 

Mr.  MUNDT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  As  I  under- 
stand, the  Senator  is  arguing  that  if  the 
Senate  is  to  adopt  lexicon  which  cir- 
cumscribes the  choice  of  words  a  Sena- 
tor may  use  in  tlie  conduct  of  his  public 
affairs,  we  had  better  study  that  lexicon 
a  Uttle  in  order  to  determine  what  cir- 
cumscription is  to  be  applied,  in  view  of 
the  long  traditions  and  the  experiences 
of  the  past,  when  words,  which  some- 
times were  rough  and  perhaps  brutal, 
have  not  been  made  the  cause  for  offi- 
cial censure  in  the  Senate.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  The  Senator  states  the 
problem  very  well. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield  for  another 
question? 

Mr.  MUNDT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Words  of  del- 
icate and  fine  semantics  have  been  used 
in  the  past,  have  they  not.  to  push  the 
poniard  into  other  Members? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Tes;  and  some  words 
could  not  be  described  exactly  as  being 
delicate.     

Mr.  .  HICKENLOOPER.  And  there 
have  been  brutal  words  used  in  the  past. 

Mr.  MUNDT.    That  \&  correct. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Which  have 
undoubtedly  unjustly  injured  the  sensi- 
Mlltles  of  oUier  Senators.  Is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  MUNDT.    That  is  correct 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Does  it  make 
much  difference  whether  a  wound  is 
caused  by  a  fine,  delicate  stiletto  being 
inserted,  or  by  a  meatax  which  cuts  off 
the  head?  Does  it  make  much  differ- 
ence in  Uie  long  run  if  the  injury  occurs 
Just  the  same? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
What  disturbs  me  is  that  while  it  does 
not  seem  to  make  much  difference  as  to 
the  natuiT  of  the  weapon  which  Is  used, 
to  a  great  many  Members  of  the  Senate 
it  does  se«n  to  make  a  considerable  dif- 
ference as  to  who  uses  the  weapon. 
That,  to  me.  Is  the  unjust  and  unfair 
phase  of  this  whole  matter. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  sat  here,  as  I 
did,  and  listened  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  read  a  long  list  of  prior  offenses. 
There  Is  no  Senator  on  the  fioor  who 
will  deny  that  in  that  Ust  there  were  a 
great  many  examples  of  language  which 
was  much  more  repulsive,  much  more 
repugnant,  much  more  offensive,  and 
much  more  intemperate  than  was  any- 
thing ever  said  by  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  at  his  best,  or  at  his 
worst.  We  can  put  it  either  way.  I  do 
not  know  why  no  one  raised  the  point 
of  censure.  I  do  not  know  why  the  pre- 
cedent of  censure  was  never  established, 
but  I  know  it  was  not.  Certainly  there 
should  be  universal  applicabihty  of  pim- 
ishment  for  like  offenses.  We  now  pro- 
poee.  and  I  wonder  why,  singling  out  a 
particular  Senator  because  he  used  lan- 


guage of  which  I  disapprove  and  of 
which  you  disai^rove.  when  we  have 
entirely  ignored  worse  examples  by 
predecessors,  some  of  whom  are  sitting 
in  this  body  today. 

Mr.  President.  I  suggest  that  we  give 
s<Mne  thought  to  a  constructive  ap- 
proach. I  think  we  can  do  that  I  have 
said,  as  many  other  Senat(»«  have  said 
in  correspondence,  that  I  disapprove  of 
some  of  the  language  which  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  has  used.  I  have  said  it 
in  pubUc  speeches.  I  propose  now  to 
put  it  into  legislative  language.  I  think 
it  is  fair  and  right  as  an  expression  of 
our  position.  The  thing  I  oppose  is  the 
idea  that  we  should  take  an  egression 
of  disapproval  and  balloon  it  up  into  an 
official  act  of  censure,  when  on  previous 
occasions  nothing  like  that  has  ever  been 
done  at  any  thne  in  the  history  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  for 
a  unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Not  if  it  is  to  be  taken 
out  of  my  time.     I  have  very  little  time. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  want  to  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  have  2  minutes  to  cover 
a  point,  without  the  time  being  taken 
from  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  I 
hesitate  to  interrupt  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  at  tills  time,  but  I  must 
leave  the  Chamt)er,  and  I  should  like  to 
address  my  remarks  to  the  majority 
leader  and  the  minority  leader. 

Mr.  MX7NDT.  May  I  establish  on  the 
record  the  fact  that  I  may  have  the 
fioor  when  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin has  concluded? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  has  the  fioor. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
not  important,  so  far  as  the  resolution 
of  censure  is  concerned — the  sooner  we 
can  get  through  with  that  the  better  I 
sliall  like  it— but  I  invite  the  attention 
of  the  majority  leader  and  the  minority 
leader  to  letters  alleged]^  signed  by  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  LMr.  Giuxml.  I 
told  representatives  of  the  press  last 
night  that  I  Icnew  he  had  not  signed 
them,  ttiat  they  were  forgeries.  They 
are  letters  which  bear  the  signature  of 
the  Senator  from  Iowa,  and  there  are 
others  atwut  which  he  knew  nothing. 
The  letters  ask  for  iUegal  actiim  on  the 
part  of  postmasters  in  Maryland  and  In 
Washington.  I  have  photostatic  copies 
of  the  letters  to  which  someone  fogged 
the  signature  ot  the  Senator  from  Iowa, 
and  I  think  it  shoiild  be  made  clear  thi^ 
he  should  take  no  blame  in  the  matter, 
because  he  knew  nothing  about  it. 

I  was  not  present  this  morning,  but  I 
understand  that  the  senior  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  HaItdxnI  made  some  re- 
marks alx>ut  it  Even  though  he  may  be 
generous  in  the  matter,  he  cumot  take 
the  blame,  because  he  did  not  have  any 
place  on  the  Gillette  subcommittee  until 
after  the  Senator  from  Iowa  left. 

All  the  information  I  have  is  that  a 
Mr.  Cotter,  who  is  now  working  for  the 
House  Committee  on  Government  Op- 
erations, can  give  a  picture  of  the  reason 
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I  thiak  ttw  majority  lendor  and  tbe 
minatttr  iMdor  abould.  aome  UMe  Iwfora 
tomorrow  moraine,  decide  whether  we 
ahould  caB  the  neoeeMUT  witeeoMB  undo- 
oeth  and  Had  out  who  waa  guOtj  ot  the 
forgery,  who  waa  the  iartigator  of  thia 
act  which  caQa  for  a  vkdatifim  of  a  Ind- 
eral olBiiiial  law  on  the  part  of  two  dif- 
f  ereat  postmaaters. 

In  addttton  to  that.  I  think  we  should 
can  the  itaff  of  the  Watklns  committee 
and  flnd  out  «iiy  this  inf  onnation  was 
aonneoMd.  why  there  was  a  supmeaston 
of  evidoice.  The  Senator  from  Utah 
has  suhprnaed  the  evidence;  he  had  the 
letters  before  htan.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  knew  about  it.  but  meataen 
of  his  staff  said  they  knew.  Someone 
was  guilty  of  suppreailDg  important  evi- 
dence which  the  Senate  should  have. 

In  cwiBluston.  Mr.  President.  I  would 
say  to  the  majority  leader  and  the  minor- 
ity leader  that  I  am  not  concerned  with 
the  Question  insofar  as  it  may  affect  the 
votes  of  Senators.  I  know  exactly  how 
they  win  votow  But  if  we  are  concerned 
about  the  digni^  of  tbe  Senate — and  it 
makes  me  a  bit  HI  to  hear  some  of  my 
colleagues  talk  about  what  they  con- 
aider  the  dignity  of  the  Senate— — 

The  VICE  PRBSIDENT.    The  time  (rf 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  expired. 
Mr.WATKINa    Mr.  President,  I  yield 
another  minute  to  thelSenator  from  Wis- 
consin, if  he  desires  it. 

Mr.   McCarthy,    if   we   are   con- 
cerned with  the  digni^  of  the  Senate, 
then  I  suggest  to  the  majority  leader  and 
tbe  minority  leader  that  before  the  final 
vote  is  had  they  call  the  necessary  wit- 
nesses—I  can  give  their  names— and  put 
than  under  oath  and  flnd  out  who  was 
guilty  of  foiling  the  signature  of  the 
chairman  of  a  Senate  committee  for  the 
purpose  of  having  an  iUegal  act  com- 
mitted.   I  think,  if  I  may  say  so,  VLt. 
President,  that  this  is  important.    We 
have  gone  through  this  farce  now  to  the 
point  wh«re  I  think  tbe  Senate  is  dis- 
graced to  a  great  extent;  but  let  us  try 
to  regain  a  part  of  what  we  have  loet 
over  the  past  few  days,  and  let  us  in  all 
decency  and  honesty  flnd  oat  who  on  the 
Watklns  committee  has  the  information. 
I  doubt  if  any  member  of  the  committee 
has  it.  but  someone  has  it.    Let  \a  flnd 
out  who  suppressed  the  information  and 
why  it  has  not  been  brought  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MDNDT.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
inquire  how  much  of  my  20  minutes  I 
have  leftt 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, does  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota hate  the  floor? 

The  VICjS  president.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Sooth  Dakota  has  the  floor, 
and  he  te84  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  JOHM80N  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, win  tbe  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota yield  tome? 

Mr.  MUIIDT.  If  I  can  make  a  deal 
with  my  firiend  from  Utah  to  be  yielded 
back  the  time  that  is  constuned. 

Mr    WATKJMI^.    I  yield  2  minutes, 
with  the  understanding  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota  retains  the  floor. 
Mr.   JOHNSON   of   Texas.    Apropos 
the  suggestion  made  by  the  Junior  Sin- 


ata*  from  Wlaoooain.  Xtut  mlivirity 
leader  wishes  to  make  this  observation. 
So  far  as  I  know,  neither  the  majority 
leader  nor  the  minority  leader  haa  any 
authority  to  take  action  (m  the  sugges- 
tloo.  We  have  no  subpena  power.  We 
have  no  right  to  act  for  the  Senate  in 
this  case  either  as  an  agent  or  as  a  som- 
mittee. 

If  the  jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
desires  to  do  so,  it  seems  to  me  that,  with 
reject  to  the  alleged  forgery  to  which 
he  refers,  if  he  would  prepare  a  resolu- 
tion, certainly  the  minority  leader— and 
the  majority  leader  can  speak  for  Idm- 
self— would  be  very  glad  to  liave  the  res- 
olution referred  to  the  appropriate  oom- 
mittee  which  the  Vice  President  might 
select  for  its  immediate  consideration 
and  study. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Texa^  as 
minority  leader,  has  no  authority  to  sub- 
pena any  witness  or  to  ferret  out  what- 
ever truth  or  untruth  may  exist  in  the 
charge.  I  certainly  do  not  wish  to  tup- 
press  anything.  If  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  desires  to  sulunlt  a  reso- 
lution, setting  forth  what  he  desiros  to 
have  done,  it  would  then  be  a  matter  on 
which  the  entire  Senate  could  act. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.    I  yield. 
Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  may  say  that  this 
would  not  accomplish  the  purpose.    I 
tliink  that  before  the  flnal  vote  the 
Senate  should  know  the  picture  of  this 
alleged  forgery.    I  wish  to  make  it  very 
clear  that  last  night,  before  the  Senator 
from  lOwa  [Bfr.  Oimrm]  had  made  his 
statemmt,  I  stated  that  I  knew  he  was 
not  responsible  for  the  act.    He  was  in 
no  way  responsible.    I  told  the  Uu^ee 
wire  services  last  night  that  I  believed 
ttJs  was  a  forgery.    It  has  to  do  with 
the  question  of  whether  or  not.  as  the 
Watklns  ccmunittee  said.  I  was  not  Jigsti- 
fled  in  criticizing  the  Gillette  committee. 
If  some  of  the  staff  members  were  forg- 
ing the  chainnan's  signature  to  obtain 
illegal  action,  action  in  violation  of  the 
Federal  criminal  law.  then  the  staten«ent 
of  the  WaUdns  committee  could  tiasdly 
stand  up. 

I  say  to  the  very  able  Senator  fsom 
Texas,  who  is  temporarily  the  minority 
leader,  but  who  will  shortly  become  the 
majority  leader,  that  I  feel  all  Senators 
ahould  know  why  tliis  evidence  was  sup- 
pressed. I  do  not  accuse  any  of  the  six 
Senators  of  suppressing  it.  I  do  hot 
know  who  was  responisible.  I  know  that 
Mr.  de  Furia  and  Mr.  Chadwick  told 
the  conunittee  that  they  had  examined 
all  tbe  evidence  and  knew  of  wliati  it 
c<msisted.  So  someone  suppressed  the 
evidence. 

I  may  suggest  further,  while  we  are 
about  it.  that  it  might  be  well  to  subpena 
tlie  minutes  of  the  November  21  mee^ng 
of  the  Gillette  committee.  The  Senator 
from  Iowa  tMr.  Qillktti]  was  not  pi^- 
ent  at  that  meeting.  It  was  decided  at 
Uiat  meeting  not  to  ask  or  require  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  ap- 
pear. It  was  decided  that  a  deadline 
would  be  set  beyond  which  I  could  not 
appear,  namely.  November  25.  They 
Imew  at  tliat  time  that  Mr.  Cotter  had 
been  notified  that  I  could  not  return  by 
that  date.    Nevertheless,  even  when  that 


evidence  was  available  to  the  Watkins 
committee,  they  concluded  tliat  there 
was  an  invitation  and  that  I  should  have 
appeared.  They  had  the  minutos  of  that 
meeting.  I  did  not  have  theog  at  the 
time ;  I  have  them  now.  They  are  avail- 
able, and  I  think  they  should  lie  made  a 
part  of  the  record,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  influencing  the  vote.  I  Icnew  wtiat 
the  vote  will  be.  It  does  not  concern  me 
in  the  least.  I  want  to  get  back  to  the 
all-important  work  of  the  investigating 
committee.  But  I  think,  to  keep  the 
record  clear,  that  the  evidence  which  was 
suppressed  should  be  made  a  part  of  this 
record. 

I  think  the  able  minority  leader,  who 
is  about  to  become  the  majority  leader. 
would  want  to  take  steps  to  tiave  that 
evidence  made  a  part  of  the  leeord  be- 
fore there  is  a  final  vote.  Beyond  that, 
I  have  nothing  further  to  say  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  JOHNSON- of  Texas.  I  have  no 
desire  to  prolong; the  discussion 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tl«  Sena- 
tor's time  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  think  I 
have  time  available. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  Presidetit.  how 
much  time  have  I  remaining  of  the  time 
I  yielded? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time 
has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  no 
desire  to  prolong  tiie  discussion  or  to  en- 
gage the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  in  an 
argument  on  the  matter.  I  have  stated 
my  position,  namely,  that  so  far  as  I  am 
aware.  I  have  no  authority  or  power  to 
subpena  anyone  or  anything. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  South  DakoU  [Mr.  MuifBTj  has  tbe 
floor. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Unless  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Watdns]  will  yield  ad- 
ditional time.  I  do  not  have  additional 
time  to  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unalmous  consent  that  I  may  tnftke  a 
parliamentary  inquiry  without  eitlier 
side  losing  any  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  will  state  his  parlia- 
mentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  WELKER.  WiU  the  Chair  state 
whether  the  question  raised  by  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  could  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Subcommittee  on  Ibtemal 
Security  or  to  any  other  committee  of 
the  Senate?  Some  Senators  are  not  clear 
on  the  matter.  I  wonder  if  we  cou|id  have 
a  ruling  upon  the  question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  a  Member 
of  the  Senate  desires  to  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  refer  the  matter  U)  an  (appro- 
priate conunittee,  such  consent  could  lie 
granted.  The  Committee  on  the  ^Judici- 
ary  would  appear  to  be  the  proper  com- 
mittee to  wliich  reference  of  the  matter 
should  be  made. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  what 
matter  is  being  talked  about? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Idaho  had  asked  what  disposition 
could  be  made  of  the  matter  ji|st  dia- 
cussed  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin; namely,  as  to  what  committee 
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it  could  properly  be  referred  to.    The 
Chair  was  responding  to  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  the  Senator 
refer  to  the  charges  with  respect  to 
someone  forging  the  name  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa  [Mr.  Oillktr]  or  to 
the  charge  that  some  member  of  the 
staff  of  the  select  committee  suppressed 
some  evidence? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tlie  Chair 
understood  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  to  deal  with  the  alleged 
forgery  to  which  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  had  referred.  So  far  as  the 
question  as  to  by  whom  the  forgery  was 
committed  or  who  was  responsible  for  it 
is  concerned,  that  would,  of  course,  have 
to  be  determined  by  tlie  appropriate 
committee.  No  request  has  as  yet  been 
made  to  refer  the  matter. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  do  not  j^eld  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  up  some  special  mat- 
ter which  is  sought  to  be  referred  to  a 
committee  and  which  affects  the  com- 
mittee of  which  I  am  still  the  chairman. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  has  expired. 
The  Senator  cannot  be  recognized  fur- 
ther for  his  parliamentary  inquiry  unless 
the  Senator  from  South  Dalcota  wishes 
to  yisld  additional  time. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  to  yield 
to  me  not  to  exceed  one-half  minute  so 
that  I  may  propound  a  unanimous- 
ccHisent  request. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  3rield  not  to  exceed 
3C  seconds  to  the  Senator  frcun  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  question  raised  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  namely, 
whether  there  was  suppression  of  evi- 
dence, be  referred  to  the  Subconunittee 
on  Internal  Security  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Jiidlciary. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  I  wish  to  say  now  that  no 
member  of  the  select  committee  staff  has 
suppressed  any  evidence.  There  was  a 
vast  amount  of  material  in  the  haruis 
of  the  OiUette-Hennlngs  subcommittee. 
They  did  not  have  time  to  go  through 
all  of  it.  I  have  already  explained  the 
position  which  the  select  committee  took 
as  a  matter  ctf  law.  It  was  explained  in 
great  detail  this  morning.  Under  those 
circumstances,  if  it  is  proposed  to  begin 
an  investigation  of  the  committee  staff, 
the  staff  cannot  defend  itself.  I  know 
they  are  all  honest  men.   I  object. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Objection  is 
heard.  The  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  ask  for  the  regular 
order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  for  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  yield  not  to  exceed 
30  seconds. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    Make  it  15  seconds. 

Can  the  Senate  refer  this  matter  to 
the  Department  <A  Justice  immediately, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  a  clear-cut  vio- 
lation of  Federal  law  is  involved?  In 
other  words,  would  a  motion  be  in  order 
to  refer  the  matter  to  the  Department  of 
Justice? 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  unani- 
mous-consent request  to  that  effect 
would  be  appropriate. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  ttiat 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
for  the  regular  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Objection  is 
heard.  The  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
is  recognized. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  if  I  re- 
member correctly,  some  time  ago  the 
Chair  advised  me  that  I  had  4  minutes 
remaining  of  my  original  20  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  South  Dalcota  still  hus  4  minutes 
remaining. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  have  a  little  difBculty 
recalling  exactly  where  I  was  in  the 
course  of  my  discussion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  suspend.  The  Senate  will  be  in 
order.  Those  who  desire  to  carry  on 
conversations  will  go  to  the  cloaicrooms. 
The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  will  not 
proceed  until  the  Senate  is  in  order. 

The  Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President.  I  should 
say  that  what  has  recently  transpired  on 
th3  floor  of  the  Senate,  as  I  reconstruct 
it.  appears  to  lie  an  tmchallenged  state- 
ment ttiat  some  forgeries  were  entered 
into  in  the  course  of  the  hearings  by  the 
Gillette  subcommittee.  No  one  chal- 
lenges the  fact  that  the  man  whose  name 
is  mentioned  is  not  in  any  sense  respon- 
sible. With  respect  to  the  second  charge, 
that  somebody  suppressed  the  evidence, 
wliich  has  been  challenged,  having  no 
knowledge  of  any  subsequent  act  which 
has  taken  place.  I  think  that  should  also 
add  up  to  support  for  the  substitute 
which  I  have  offered.  It  seems  to  give 
added  emphasis  to  the  good  sense  in  our 
now  doing  what  we  can  well  do.  Re- 
gardless of  who  forged  the  letter,  or  who 
did  or  did  not  suppress  information,  we 
can  still  disavow  any  offensive  language 
of  any  Member  of  ovu-  body.  We  can  still 
express  that  it  is  the  sense  of  the  Senate 
that  it  establish  some  rules  which  we  can 
make  applicable  to  every  Senator,  and 
not  say  eeny-meeny-m^iny-mo.  stopping 
at  Wisconsin  only  when  "mo"  is  reached. 
Or  we  couW  search  our  minds  and  hold 
hearings  to  determine  whether  it  is  nec- 
essary to  establish  proper  rules  of  con- 
duct for  Senators,  either  on  or  off  the 
floor.  If  the  Senate  adopted  such  niles, 
we  could  make  them  applicable  to  Sen- 
ators from  all  the  48  States,  and  not  just 
to  the  JunioE»  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 
To  me  that  is  the  fair  thing  to  do,  to  me 
that  is  the  honest  thing  to  do.  to  me  that 
is  the  nondiscriminatory  thing  to  do. 
At  least,  my  substitute  is  the  only  con- 
structive proposal  before  the  Senate.  All 
the  other  proposals  simply  say  we  shall 
vote  either  for  censure  or  against  it.  We 
know  that  when  we  vote  on  such  a  nar- 
row issue  many  people  are  going  to  mis- 
interpret whichever  way  we  vote.  And 
no  lasting  constructive  purpose  will  be 
served. 

I  should  nice  to  make  a  rejoinder  to 
what  was  said  by  my  friend  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  WatkhtsI  about  the 
Dirksen  substitute,  who  implied  that  the 
choice  is  either  to  vote  for  censure  or 
to  say  that  Senator  McCartht  was  right 
in  his  attitude  toward  the  Gillette  or 


the  Hennings  subcommittee  in  every- 
thing he  said  or  did.  The  Senator  from 
Utah  has  said  that  we  can  either  vote 
for  censure  or  say  that  everything  Sen- 
ator McCarthy  said  about  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  or  General  Zwicker  was 
aU  right. 

That  cannot  be  said  with  respect  to 
my  proposal.  I  am  not  suggesting  that 
the  Senate  say  the  conduct  or  language 
of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
was  all  right.  My  proposal  is  that  we  dis- 
approve of  the  offensive  language  which 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  used. 
Then  I  am  proposing  that  the  Senate 
should  look  ahead  and  show  the  good 
faith  and  courage  to  give  a  committee 
of  the  Senate  the  responsibility  of  rec- 
ommending sets  of  rules  of  conduct. 
Then,  if  Senators  wish  to  vote  them  up 
or  down,  they  can  do  so,  but  having 
voted  them  up  we  should  propose  to 
live  by  them  and  to  enforce  them  uni- 
versally and  equitably. 

In  the  debate,  both  in  August  and 
during  the  present  session,  it  was  shown 
that  there  are  persons  in  this  body  who 
think  we  should  have  a  great  many  re- 
forms. There  are  persons  who  want  to 
engage  in  a  great  moral  crusade  or  ref- 
ormation in  the  Senate.  I  shall  be 
happy  to  join  with  them  in  any  appro-* 
priate  reforms,  but  I  think  my  pn^xttal 
makes  clear  that  those  of  us  who  want 
tcklook  ahead  and  who  want  to  establish 
rules  to  live  by,  both  for  themselves  and 
their  colleagues,  can  do  so  now  and  here 
and  by  my  substitute.  I  think  my  pro- 
posal w^ill  give  Senators  an  opportunity 
to  do  tiuit,  at  the  same  time  expressing 
disapproval  of  the  statements  that  have 
caused  offense  by  the  Senator  from. 
Wisconsin. 

I  conclude  by  saying  once  again  that 
I  do  not  think  a  double  standard  of  mo- 
rality enacted  by  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate is  the  proper  rule  ot  justice  to  place 
before  the  taxpayers  of  America.  I  do 
not  tliink  it  is  proper  for  the  greatest 
deliberative  body  in  the  world  to  display 
before  the  worid  that  it  is  saying  that 
for  the  other  Senators  such  and  such 
will  be  the  rule,  but  for  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin,  because  of  one  rea- 
son or  another  he  has  been  singled  out 
and  we  should  apply  a  different  proce- 
dure to  him.  a  different  punishment,  and 
a  different  rule. 

I  urge  my  colleagues,  whose  opposition. 
to  communism  I  know  is  genuine,  to  thin^e: 
carefully  before,  by  their  action,  they 
give  aid  and  comfort  to  communism — tbe 
most  godless  and  fearsome  enemy  this 
country  ever  had. 

As  I  said  before.  I  do  not  believe  Sen- 
ator McCakthy  deserves  to  be  called  tlie 
symbol  against  communism  In  America. 
but  he  has  been  called  that.  He  has  been 
accepted  as  that.  The  world  recognizes 
him  as  such  because  of  the  propaganda 
which  has  been  put  out  largely  by  his 
enemies. 

Are  we  going^  cut  down  tbe  sjrmbol 
and  have  such  action  misinterpreted, 
when,  by  constructive  action  we  can 
voice  our  displeasure  and  disapproval 
over  things  which  should  not  have  been 
done,  and  establish  a  code  of  conduct  to 
govern  us  all  in  the  future? 
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Mr.  PN8ldeDt»  Z  yield  bttck  the  ze- 

Ifr.  WATXIM8.  11^.  Prcrident,  I 
yteld  mjfMlf  1  minate.  I  do  not  tntend 
to  rehMh  tbe  ftrguments  that  have  al- 
ready beco  ande.  I  think  what  haa  been 
preriooBly  said  dnxina  the  debate,  and 
wliat  te  stated  in  tbe  report  of  ttie  select 
conunittee,  is  a  complete  answer  to  the 
argument  lust  made  by  the  Senator.  I 
do  not  Intoid  to  use  the  rest  of  my  time. 
I  shaB  rsleaae  whatever  time  I  hare,  un- 
leae  a  member  of  the  select  committee  or 
other  Mttnbers  of  the  Senate  desire  to 
speak.  1  yMd  back  my  time,  and  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

lir.  MONDT.    lir.  President 

The  YKM  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota  has  8  minntes  re- 
maining. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senatcn-  is  going  to  speak,  I  withdraw  the 
Shielding  ba^  of  my  time.  I  ask  for  the 
yeas  and  nay& 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  MUMDT.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
4  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Cahfor- 
.  nia. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  once 
before  daring  the  brief  time  I  have 
served  In  the  Senate  I  participated  in  a 
debate  which  dealt  with  a  specific  Man- 
lier of  the  United  States  Senate.  At 
that  time,  a  nmnber  of  months  ago.  a 
motton  was  made  by  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  to  find  disqualified  tor  membef- 
diip  the  senior  Senator  from  the  State 
oA  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavb],  a  Demo- 
crat. I  listened  carefully  to  the  ddbate 
and  to  the  discussion,  and  I  concluded 
that,  as  a  case  had  not  been  made  in 
favor  of  ttie  OMttion.  I  should  therefore 
Vote  against  the  motion  to  find  vacated 
the  senior  senatorship  from  ttie  State  of 
New  Mezloo. 

I  have  endeavored  in  ttds  instance 
again,  Mr.  President,  to  apmoach  an 
onerous  and  a  diflleult  dxne  with  an 
open  mind,  and  thus  to  arrive  inde- 
pendently at  my  best  judgment.  I  have 
deplored  many  of  the  words  spcdcen  by 
the  Junior  Sooator  from  Wisconsin. 

According  to  the  stcmdard  of  ethics 
and  morals  by  which  I  endeavor  to  guide 
myself.  I  find  those  words  offenaive;  but 
I  must  also  say.  Mr.  President,  that  I 
have  llstoied  to  other  Members  of  the 
Soiate,  both  off  and  on  the  floor,  use 
language  which  to  me  was  equally  of- 
fensive and  deplorable. 

There  an  some  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate, and  aome  perscms  in  the  United 
States,  I  regret  to  say.  who  hate  the 
Junior  Soaator  frcan  Wisconsin,  and  who 
find  that  he  is  incapable  of  any  good. 
I  am  sure  there  are  others  in  the  Senate 
and  In  the  country  who.  contrarywlse. 
feel  that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin can  do  no  wrong.  I  shall  ap- 
peal,  in  the  few  aeoonds  which  remain 
to  me.  to  thoae  tm.  both  sides  of  the  aisle 
who.  like  myself,  take  pride  In  inde- 
pendence, to  consider  the  question  which 
is  before  us  as  prcqiosed  bj  the  senior 
Senator  from  South  Dakota.  His  pro. 
posal  denteea  and  disavows  the  offen- 
sive and  abuahre  language  which  from 
time  to  time  has  been  indulged  in  by  the 
Junior  Senatm-  from  Wisconsin. 

That  is  the  way  I  feel  about  it.  But 
I  must  ten  the  Senate  that  after  listen- 


ing to  the  recital  of  statonents  made  by 
individual  Members  of  the  United  States 
Senate  In  days  gone  by  and  noting  vio- 
lations  by  them  of  the  standard  of  ettUcs 
to  which  I  subscribe,  it  becomes  very  dM- 
fieult  at  this  time  for  me  to  censure,  by 
my  vote,  one  who  is  my  colleague. 

However.  I  desire  by  my  vote  to  to- 
dlcate  to  the  people  of  the  United  States 
that  I  disavow  abusive  language.  That 
is  what  the  pending  amendment  to  Itie 
committee  amendment  would  do. 

I  wish  to  reiterate,  today,  that  the  Sen- 
ate needs  an  abundance  of  changes  in  its 
rules.  Previously  I  have  alined  my*lf 
with  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Bush]  in  his  desire  to  have  rules  for 
Senate  committee  procedure. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  time  of 

the  Senator  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  MUNDT.    Mr.  President.  I  yield  2 

additional  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 

California. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator fnnn  California  is  recognized  for 
two  additional  minutes. 
Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  thank  my  colleague. 
Mr.  President,  I  repeat  that  early  noxt 
year  the  Senate  needs  to  concern  itself 
with  rules  for  Senate  committee  pn>- 
cedure,  and  that  is  what  the  amend- 
mttit  to  the  committee  amendment 
reomunends. 

Furthermore,  I  think  we  might  give 
consideration  to  some  basic  rules  of  con- 
duct by  which  all  of  us  should  be  guided. 
I  have  listened  to  Senators  say  some 
fahrly  mean  things  about  their  col- 
leagues; and  on  one  occasion,  one  of  ndy 
brethren  in  the  Senate  tiad  some  rather 
ugly  and  mean  things  to  say  about  the 
Junior  Senator  frtun  California.  How- 
ever, I  would  not  wish  to  use  tils  uay 
words  as  a  basis  at  tills  time  for  censur- 
ing his  conduct. 

For  that  i-eason.  Mr.  President.  I  sug- 
gest—as one  (tf  the  Junior  Members  of 
the  Soiate— that  Senators  give  their 
urgent  consideration  to  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment  submitted  by  the  able 
Senator  frmn  South  Dakota  [Ut. 
MuwDT]  to  the  committee  amendmenrt;, 
and  that  in  that  way  Senators  make  a 
positive  statement  on  l>ehair  of  the  Sen- 
ate that  it  disavows  this  type  of  latt- 
goage.  but  tliat  it  attempts  to  look  tat- 
ward  and  to  take  a  constructive  posltioBi 
in  the  future  as  to  the  conduct  of  the 
business  of  the  Senate. 

Hie  VICE  ^RESIDENT.  The  addi- 
tional time  yielded  to  the  Senator  from 
California  has  expired. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  chairman  of  the  select  committee 
yield  2  minutes  to  me? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Yes,  Mr.  President: 
I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
mnsas. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Kansas  is  recognized  for  2  minutet. 
Mr.  CARIfiON.  Mr.  President,  I  thii* 
all  Senators  and  the  Senate  as  a  whole 
are  concerned  with  the  conduct  of  ttv 
Members  of  tills  body.  The  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
MiWDT]  has  stressed  the  fact  that  in  tills 
particular  instance  the  Senate  has 
singled  out  one  Senator  for  condemnar- 
tion  or  censure.  That  is  a  fact,  but  that 
was  not  the  fault  of  the  select  committee. 
We  who  served  on  the  select  committee 
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performed  the  duty  assigned  to  us  by  tha 
Senate,  namely,  to  go  into  the  enlarges 
presented  to  the  Senate  by  various  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate.  We  also  we0t  into 
the  problem  of  proposed  dianges  in  the 
rules  of  the  Senate,  inasmuch  as  that 
was  a  part  of  the  same  resolution, 

I  remind  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota that  there  is  a  rule  of  good  conduct 
in  the  Senate,  and  that  rule  has  been  in 
effect  from  the  very  l>^rinnlng  pf  the 
Senate,  from  the  time  of  its  very  first 
session.  I  think  the  members  of  the 
select  committee  tried,  in  their  report, 
to  affirm  tiiat  principle  or  rule.  It  has 
l>een  called  to  the  attention  of  tiie  Sen- 
ate— in  fact.  I  have  heard  some  Senators 
discuss  it  during  the  present  debate — 
that  If  this  provision  should  be  allowed  to 
stand.  It  would  greatly  hamper  the  mak- 
ing of  speeches  and  the  conduct  of  opera- 
tions In  the  United  States  Senatev  The 
rule  reads  as  follows: 

Any  Senator  haa  tbe  right  to  qT)e«tion. 
criticize,  differ  from,  or  condemn  the  ofBdal 
action  of  the  body  of  which  he  la  a  Ifembcr 
or  of  the  conatltuent  commit  teea  whfch  are 
working  arms  of  the  Senate,  in  proper  lan- 
guage. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion  thgt  rule 
was  in  effect  and  was  implied  at  the  very 
first  session  of  this  great  i>ody.  and  is  in 
effect  today. 

I  sincerely  hope  and  trust  that  it  will 
not  be  necessary  for  us  to  write  rules 
regarding  the  conduct  of  individual 
Members  of  the  Senate.  I  think  we 
should  take  it  upon  ourselves  to  bear 
worttilly  the  great  tionor  which  haa  lieen 
conferred  upon  us  in  trust  by  the  people 
of  the  several  States. 

I  am  in  accord  with  writing  some  rules 
for  the  conduct  of  Senate  committees, 
and  I  am  very  happy  to  liave  served  on 
and  to  be  serving  on  a  committee,  under 
the  leadersliip  of  the  distinguished  Junior 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jsmntl  and 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator;  from 
Ariaona  [Mr.  Hatdsm],  which  hat  been 
holding  hearings  on  that  subject.  I  do 
not  believe  I  violate  any  confidence  of 
the  committee  if  I  state  that  I  prepared 
the  proposed  rule  changes  to  l>e  found 
in  the  report  which  was  adopted  unani- 
mously by  the  committee;  and  I  hope 
such  clianges  will  be  agreed  to  by  the 
Senate. 

However.  I  do  not  lielieve  we  Should 
proceed  to  write  rules  for  the  ccgiduct 
of  Senators. 

Of  course,  the  Senate  did  single  out 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  but 
that  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Senator 
from  Kansas.  I  condemn  any  suoh  ac- 
tion on  the  part  of  any  Senator,  I  care 
not  who  he  may  Ytt. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  how 
much  time  remains  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  has  1  minute 
remaining. 

Let  the  Chair  also  state  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  I  Mr.  WatkimsI  has  17 
minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
Inquire  whether  the  Senator  from  Utah 
desires  to  use  any  more  of  the  time 
available  to  him. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  have  previously 
announced  tliat  I  did  not  think  it  was 
necessary  for  me  to  reply  to  any  cf  tlie 


195^ 


CX)NGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1€335 


t- 


arguments  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota.  However.  I  had 
letter  wait  to  see  vrtiat  he  will  say  now, 
before  I  decide  whether  to  yield  any  more 
of  the  time  availalrie  to  me. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President.  I  shaU 
not  say  very  much  In  1  minute,  except  to 
emphasize  what  I  consider  to  be  a  most 
startling  statement  made  in  the  course 
of  the  debate;  and  it  was  made  by  a  very 
good  friend  of  mine,  whose  candor  I 
respect,  and  I  applaud  him  for  his  candor 
in  making  the  statement.  The  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  CAiuioa]  has  Just  said 
it  is  a  fact  tliat  the  Senate  has  singled 
out  one  Senator  of  the  United  States  for 
special  treatment.  He  stated  Uiat  to  be 
a  fact.  He  said — and  I  agree  with  him — 
that  he  did  not  single  out  that  Senator, 
and  tiiat  the  select  committee  did  not 
single  out  ttiat  Senator,  but  ttiat  the 
Senator  he  mentioned  tiad  t>een  singled 
out.  and  that  the  select  committee  had 
been  assigned  the  task  and  duty  of  con- 
sidering the  conduct  of  that  one  Senator. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  consider  that  fact 
in  connection  with  my  proposal  to  wjpviis, 
on  a  fair  basis,  proper  rules  to  all  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate.  In  other  words.  I 
propose  that  we  show  clearly  that  we  are 
not  throwing  stones  from  a  house  of 
glass,  but  that  we  are  willing  to  apply  to 
ourselves  the  rules  we  would  apply  to 
other  Senators. 

Yet  today  one  Member  of  the  Senate 
has  stated  to  us  that  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  Senate  has  singled  out  one  of  its 
Members,  whose  offense  was  no  great- 
er— In  fact,  in  some  respects  it  was 
less — tiian  a  series  of  offenses  which 
constitute  a  list  almost  as  long  as  a 
bamboo  fishing  pole;  and  this  very  after- 
noon that  Ust  was  read  into  the  Con- 
CKBssioitAi.  RacoRs  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DntasKN]. 

I  suggest  we  take  the  constructive 
course  of  expressing  our  disapproval  of 
what  has  l>een  done,  and  that  then  we 
proceed  to  etitabllsh  whatever  rulte  and 
regulations  and  codes  of  conduct  we 
believe  it  necessary  tot  the  Senate  to 
adopt — ^ttiosc  by  which  w  ourselves  are 
willing  to  live.  Instead  of  applying  to 
other  Senators  rules  for  punishment 
which  do  not  now  exist 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  say  that,  as  I  recall.  75 
Senators  accepted  tiie  charges  as  being 
of  sufDcient  frravlty.  at  least,  to  warrant 
their  reference  to  the  select  committee. 
Seventy-five  Senators  thus  were  respon- 
sible for  singling  out  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCasthtI.  If  i 
remember  correctly,  my  good  friend,  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
MuNDTl,  was  one  of  that  number. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WATKINS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MX7NDT.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Utah  say  that  by  voting  to  refer  this 
series  of  charges  to  the  select  committee. 
Senators  were  automatically  finding 
guilty  the  S(!nator  whose  conduct  was 
being  referred  to  the  select  committee 
for  consideration? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  is  not  a  fair 
cons*  -ucUon  of  what  I  said.  I  said  ttie 
Senate  of  the  United  States  determined 
that  the  charges  were  of  suflcient  grav- 
ity to  warrant  the  creation  of  a  select 


committee  to  wliich  the  cliarges  would 
be  referred  for  study ;  and  I  said  that  the 
charges  related  to  only  one  Senator. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  did  vote  for  that. 
because  I  thought  it  was  wise  to  study 
the  facts,  so  as  to  be  able  to  determine 
whether  there  was  something  about  that 
Senator's  conduct  Uiat  was  different 
from  the  conduct  of  other  Senators, 
under  the  precedents.  However,  the  re- 
port of  the  select  committee  shows  that 
there  were  no  such  differences. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  If  the  select  com- 
mittee had  been  instructed  to  study  the 
conduct  of  and  the  charges  against  10 
other  Senators  who  had  said  improper 
tilings,  then,  as  chairman  of  the  select 
committee,  we  would  have  examined  the 
charges  against  them;  or  if  the  commit- 
tee iiad  been  instructed  to  study  im- 
proper statements  by  50  Senators  and  to 
report  on  diarges  made  against  those 
50  Senators,  we  would  have  examined 
those  statements  and  charges  and  we 
would  have  made  that  report.  However, 
the  select  committee  was  not  given  any 
such  assignment.  We  could  act  (mly 
within  the  scope  of  our  auUiority  and 
the  charges  which  were  l)efore  us.  As 
one  Senator  said  during  the  debate,  we 
could  not  go  behind  the  evidence  or  lie- 
hind  our  instructions. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Is  it  not  correct  that  in 
the  debate,  in  the  evidence  presented  be- 
fore the  committee,  and  in  the  context 
of  the  discussions  leading  up  to  it.  the 
committee  had  before  it  statements  of 
the  senior  Senator  from  Vermont,  who 
once  tills  very  year  referred  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  as  a  Hitler,  and 
once,  by  Implication,  as  a  homosexual? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  There  were  no 
charges  made  against  the  Senator  from 
Vermont.  We  were  not  required  to  in- 
vestigate charges  against  ansrone  but  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  and  we 
could  investigate  only  the  diarges  filed 
against  him. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  The  committee  could 
have  recommended  a  censure  resolution 
to  include  them  all.  As  my  proposal  says, 
I  disavow  and  disapprove  of  what  the 
Juni(H-  Senator  from  Wisconsin  said.  I 
disavow  and  disapprove  what  the  Sen- 
nXar  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Plandkrs]  said, 
and  what  any  other  Senator  may  have 
said  In  the  nature  of  offensive  or  abusive 
language. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  As  a  matter  of  law, 
when  I.  as  a  Judge,  had  before  me  men 
charged  with  murder,  burglary,  or  speed- 
ing. I  did  not  bring  into  court  anyone 
else  who.  I  haiH>ened  to  know,  was  guilty 
Of  speeding.  I  considered  only  1  charge 
at  a  time,  against  1  individual. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  The  jurisdiction  of  the 
committee  over-the  controversy  would 
have  given  it  a  perfect  right  to  bring  in 
as  large  or  as  inclusive  a  resolution  as 
it  chose  on  the  basis  of  all  available 
facts.         

Mr.  WATKINS.  We  did  not  so  con- 
strue our  instructions,  and  I  think  the 
Senate  will  agree  with  us. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota [Mr.  MvNDT]  to  the  first  ccnunittee 
amendment.  On  this  question  tbe  yeas 
and  nays  have  l)een  ordered. 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President  Z 
suggest  tbe  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESKSNT.  The  clerk 
Will  can  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 

Ifanifleld 

Martin 

McCarthy 

McClellan 

Wiiiifctn 

Mooroaey 

Morw 

UvaoAX 


Abel 

Frear 

Aiken 

Folbnght 

Anderson 

Oeorge 

Barrett 

OUIette 

Beall 

Ooldwater 

Bennett 

ak«en 

Bridges 

Hayden 

Brown 

Hendrickson 

Burke 

BuEh 

Hickenlooper 

Butler 

HIU 

Byrd 

HolUnd 

Carlson 

HruAa 

Case 

Humphrey 

Chavez 

Ives 

Clements 

Jackson 

Cooper 

Jenner 

Cordon 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Cotton 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Daniel.  8.  C. 

Johnston.  8.  C 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Kefauver 

Dlrksen 

Kerr 

Douglas 

Kilgore 

Duff 

Kuchel 

EastUnd 

Langer 

Blender 

Lehman 

Krvln 

Long 

Ferguson 

Magnuson 

Flanders 

Ualone 

Meely 

OlUhoney 

Paatore 

Payne 

Potter 

PurteU 

Robatson 


Haltonatall 

Schoeppel 

SooU 

Smith.  lAOne 

6mitii.N.J.  - 

Sparkman 

Stennls 

ftj  iilngtoii 

Thye 

Watkins 

Welker 

WllUama 

foung 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  Is 
present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
South  I>akota  [Mr.  Muvarl  to  the  first 
committee  amendment  On  this  quea- 
tion  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  or- 
dered, and  tlie  Secretary  will  call  the  roIL 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roU.  

Mr.  McCarthy  (when  his  name  was 
called).    Present. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  and  con- 
cluded the  call  of  the  roil. 

Mr.  SALTONSTAU^  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  TMr.  Baxcxsa], 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capb- 
EAKT],  and  the  Senator  from  Wtsocmsin 
[Mr.  Wnxr]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate  on  official  business. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gkiaal 
and  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Smathkss]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate  on  official  business;  and,  if  iires- 
ent,  each  of  these  Senators  would  vote 
"nay." 

The  Senator  from  Massachosetts  FMr. 
KDnriDT]  is  abeent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  IS. 
nays  74,  as  follows: 

TEAS— 15 


Abel 

Barrett 

Brown 

Case 

Cordon 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Beall 

Bennett 

Bridges 

Burke 

BiMt 

Butler 

Byrd 

Oartson 

caiaves 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cotton 

Daniel.  S.  C. 


Dworshak  Itondt 

Goldwater  Payne 

Hruska  PorteU 

Kuchel  Bchoeppel 

milikln  Toung 

HATS— 74 


Daniel.  Tex. 

Ddkaen 

Douglaa 

Dull 

Eastland 

Blender 

Brrln 

Ferguson 

Flanders 


Fulbrlcht 

Geocge 

omette 

Otmua 

Bayden 


Eendrlckaon 

Hennlngs 

Hlckenlooiwr 

HUl 

Holland 

Humphrey  . 

Xvaa 

Jackaon 

Jenner 

JntMssw.  Ooio. 

Johnson.  T«SK. 

Jolmaroo.S.C 

Kefauver 

Kerr 

Kllgora 


K 


%    J 


1^ 


t 


I 


5-. 

i 


I 

% 

t 
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Bfcntth,  If .  J. 


Thyv 


autonateU 
Boott 

MdT  VCyiXNO— 4 


WUUam* 


Cap«b«rt 


KnuMdr 


Snmthan 
Wiley 

—1 


MMSuthy 

So  Ifr.  ItDWDT's  ammdment  to  the 
commtttee  aa^endmait  was  rejected. 

The  VUX  PRBBIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion reeun  on  the  OMnmlttee  amendment 
(mpage  1. 

ifr.BRIDClEB.  lir.  President.  I  send 
an  amendment  to  the  desk  and  ask  that 
it  be  stated.         

The  VJCB  FRSSIDBNT.  T^e  clerk 
wlU  state  the  amendments 

The  Cbbt  Clkul  In  Ueu  of  the  lan- 
guage of  the  committee  beginning  on 
page  1,  line  5,  it  is  im^toeed  to  insert  the 
following: 


Tbm  flwyitnr  from  Wlaoonaln  (ICr.  lio- 
CAnar]  nolalMl  no  nils,  and  no  pnoedant 
In  fatllnc  to  appwr  b«f or*  »  saboonunlttee  of 
the  Senate  whan  tha  natter  at  sppeuraaM 
befon  that  suboommmae.  by  tha  lattan  at 
InTitatlon  iamad  by  that  Bubeommlttaa  laft 
^pyaanmoa  aa  a  matter  of  tba  Banatarli  own 
<tlaefvtlon. 

Sac.  t.  Tbat  the  aama  priTllagea  and  Im- 
muntttoa,  aa  w^  aa  ralaa  tnaof  ar  aa  14;^- 

tha  Sanate  floor  and  thanlon  no  rulaa  or 
pracadante  wara  Ttetatad  by  tha  uaa  by  tba 
Senator  from  Wlaeonaln  [Mr.  IfcCAarHT]  of 
worda  dnring  tha  oonduet  at  a  haartng  which 
aran  might  ba  charaetMiiad  aa  Intemperate 
nor  in  hla  danoandng  a  wttnaH  duly  called 
before  hla  aQbeemmittae,  Who  had  been  re- 
luctant. eraalTe,  and  uneot^Mrattva  to  the 
extant  that  tha  Informing  function  of  tha 
Senate  was  hindered. 


Mr.  WATKIN&  ICr.  President.  X 
should  like  to  inquire  oi  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampehize  if  his  amendment 
is  offered  as  a  substitute  for  aU  of  the 
committee's  recommendations. 

ICr.  BRZDQES.  It  is  a  substitute  for 
seetions  1  and  a. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  For  both  sections  1 
and  37 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I 
P(Hnt  out  that  the  amendm^it  is  out  of 
order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  ia  correct.  If  the  amend- 
ment oi  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire rotates  to  sectimis  1  and  2,  it  is  not 
in  order  at  this  poli^. 

Mr.  BRIDOE8.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  will  strike  out  the  por- 
tion relating  to  section  a.  and  offer  only 
the  portion  relating  to  secticMi  l. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  may  modify  his 
amendm^it.  Under  those  circumstances 
the  amendment  is  in  order. 

Mr.  BRIDOBS.  I  should  like  to  say  to 
the  Senate  that  section  1  of  my  amend- 
ment, as  read,  is  very  dear.  It  is  very 
simple,  and  is  very  short.  The  Senate 
also  has  heard  read  sectton  3.  which  win 
follow,  and  that  will  iaake  the  subetitu- 
tion  complete. 


Having  heard  section  1  read,  and  ,it 
being  so  short  and  simple.  Senators 
should  have  no  difficulty  in  understand- 
ing it.  The  subject  matter  as  a  whdle 
has  been  thoroughly  discussed.  I  do  opt 
believe  there  is  any  need  for  prolongl|ig 
the  debate.  The  amendment  presents  a 
different  version  and  a  different  state- 
ment in  substitution  for  the  committee's 
words,  which  points  out  a  fact  that  has 
been  definitely  made  clear  that  there  was 
no  vlolati<Hi  of  a  Senate  rule  or  precedeat. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  quos- 
ticm  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  ninxsss]  to  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  1. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN  and  other  Senators  re- 
quested the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  najrs  were  ordered. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  read  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate  the  section  on  which  we  are  about 
to  vote? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  For  the  in- 
formation of  the  Senate,  the  clerk  will 
r^Ml  the  amendment  as  modified. 

Tlie  Crzkf  Clbrk.  In  lieu  of  the  lan- 
guage of  the  committee  beginning  en 
page  1,  Une  5,  it  Is  proposed  to  insert  the 
following: 

Hie  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  Mr.  Mt- 
Cakxbt.  Tlolated  no  rule,  and  no  precedent 
In  falling  to  appear  before  a  subcommittee 
of  tha  Saoiate  when  the  matter  of  appearanlw 
before  that  subcommittee,  by  the  letters  of 
Invttetlon  laaued  by  that  subcommittee  latt 
appearance  as  a  matter  of  the  Senator's  own 
discretion. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary, inquiry. 

The  VICE  mESIDENT.  The  Senator 
Will  state  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  If  the  amendment  ^lould 
be  agreed  to.  as  I  understand.  Senate 
Resolution  301  would  be  amended  to 
carry  the  language  of  the  amendment, 
and  then  there  would  follow  the  words 
"is  hereby  ctmdemned."  Is  that  cor- 
rect? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor is  con-ect. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  A  parliamentary  in- 
quiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEirr.  The  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire  will  state  it. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  If  the  amendment 
should  be  adopted,  it  would  then  be  in 
order  to  strike  the  words  referred  to  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  South 
Dakota.    Is  that  correct? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  At  a  later 
time  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
could  move  to  strike  out  the  words  re- 
ferred to  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota.     

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  desire  to  argue  the  matter,  except 
to  point  out  that  it  is  a  contradiction  of 
the  recommendation  of  the  select  com- 
mittee in  amendment  1,  and  it  shouki 
be  voted  down,  in  my  judgment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
ticm  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
ottered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  Bsmou]  to  the  committee 
unoidment.  The  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  ordered,  and  the  Secretary  will  call 
the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  iH'oceeded  to  call 
the  roll.     . 


Mr.  McCarthy  (when  his  nan^  was 
called).    Present. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  and  con- 
cluded the  call  of  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALIi.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Baicicn], 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr.  iCapb- 
HAST],  and  the  senior  Senator  frosg  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  WiLXT]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate  on  ofllcial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
PuKTXiJLl  Js  necessarily  absent. 

On  this  vote,  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  BKician]  has  a  pair  with  thelSena- 
tor  from  Tennosee  (Mr.  Oosil,  ahd  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  CAPtRAsr] 
has  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  81CATHKR8].  If  present  and  Voting, 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BitcKn) 
and  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehait]  would  each  vote  "yea,"  while 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ooss] 
and  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Smathxks]  would  each  vote  "nay.** 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Oots] 
and  the  Senator  from  Florida  (Mr. 
Smatrrs]  are  absent  by  leave  pt  the 
Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Kknnxdt]  is  absent  by  leave  of  tht  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

I  announce  further  that  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ocas]  is  paired  on 
this  vote  with  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Bhickkb].  If  present  and  Voting, 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  would  vote 
"nay,"  and  the  Senator  from  Ohio  would 
vote  "yea." 

I  announce  also  that  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  SxathkbsI  Is  paired  on  UUs 
vote  with  the  Senator  f  r(Hn  Indiang  [Mr. 
Capehait].  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  Florida  would  vote  ^nay." 
and  the  Senator  from  Tnriiftnft  would 
vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  30, 
nays  68,  as  follows:  | 
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So  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Bkrocss  was  i-ejected. 

Mr.  WELKER.  liifr.  President.  I  move 
to  strike  all  tliat  portion  of  Senate  Reso- 
hition  301  in  italics  on  page  1,  beginning 
in  line  5  and  ending  on  line  5.  page  2. 
with  the   word   "condemned." 

ScvKKAL  StifATORS.     Votc!     Vote! 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
will  advise  the  Senator  from  Idaho  that 
his  motion  is  not  in  order,  because  he  is 
Including  some  of  the  original  text  of  the 
resolution.  U  the  Senator  limits  his  mo- 
tion so  as  to  strike  out  the  committee 
amendment  fJ(me,  it  will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  thank  the  Chair.  I 
shall  omit,  therefore,  the  last  three 
words,  "is  hereby  condemned." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chah* 
will  advise  the  Senator  from  Idaho  that 
that  motion  Is  also  not  in  order.  Under 
the  rules.  t^>e  committee  amendmmit 
must  be  acted  upon  before  the  text  of 
the  resolution  ia  acted  upon.  If  the 
Senator  desii'es  to  move  to  amend  the 
committee  amendment  or  to  strike  a  por- 
tion of  the  committee  amendment,  such 
a  motion  would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  words  "is  hereby  condemned", 
appearing  in  the  perfecting  amendment 
proposed  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Utah,  the  last  three  words 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  As  the  Chair 
has  informed  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
previously,  ttis  portion  he  is  attempting 
to  strike  by  his  motion  is  not  a  part 
of  the  committee  amendment.  There- 
fore, hts  motion  to  strike  is  not  in  order 
at  this  point. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, if  we  could  have  action  on  the 
committee  amendment 

Mr.WEXKER.  I  do  not  need  any  help. 
I  have  too  many  parliamentarians  back 
here  now.      Laughter.] 

Mr.  Presidtmt,  I  move  that  the  words 
"contrary  to  senatorial  traditions"  be 
stricken  from  the  perfecting  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.   That  motion 

Is  In  order. 

SxvnAL  SiNAToes.    Vote!  Vote!  Vote! 

The  VICE  PRESII»NT.  How  much 
time  does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 
himself? 

Mr.  WEIXER.  I  yield  myself  as  much 
time  as  I  have. 

The  VICE  raSSIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Idaho  is  recognized  for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  regret 
very  much  tliat  on  a  matter  so  serious  as 
this  I  have  heard  from  the  Democratic 
aide  of  the  aisle  cries  of  "Votel  Votel 
Vote!" 

I  have  tried  to  be  fair  and  honest  in 
this  debate.  When  I  originally  spoke  to 
this  great  body  I  stated  that  whatever 
I  could  do,  I  would  do  for  any  Member 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  aisle,  no  mat- 
ter how  blttejrly  I  might  oppose  him  po- 
litically. 

I  think  it  comes  with  ill  grace  that  a 
Senator  who  is  trying  to  do  something 
for  a  Member  of  this  body — ^forget  Joa 
McCarthy — is  treated  as  I  have  Just  now 
been  treated.  But  I  shall  not  entertain 
any  feeling  of  rancor  or  bitterness.  I 
know  this  debate  has  gone  on  for  a  long 
time,  and  I  know  that  patience  has  been 
exhausted. 


I  wish  to  say  once  again  that  this  is 
a  very,  very  serious  matter. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIIH3IT.  The  point  of 
order  is  well  taken.  The  Senator  from 
Idaho  will  not  proceed  until  the  Senate 
ts  in  order.  The  Senate  will  be  in  order. 
Those  who  desire  to  converse  will  retire 
to  the  cloakrooms. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  may  now 
proceed.        

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  do 
not  intend  to  discuss  the  law  or  the  prec- 
edents. For  2  days  I  discussed  the  law 
and  the  precedents;  and  I  have  yet  to 
hear  one  of  the  learned  judges,  or  one 
of  the  Members  of  the  great  committee, 
all  of  whom  I  admire,  contradict  suc- 
cessfully one  iota  of  the  law  or  the  prece- 
dents which  I  have  presented  to  this 
august  body  now  sitting  as  some  sort 
of  court  or  tribunal. 

Today  I  am  convinced  that  it  is  not  a 
tribunal;  that  it  is  not  a  court  of  law. 
It  is  a  court  of  politics,  pure  and  simple, 
which  is  out  to  destroy  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  body.  At  the  next  session 
of  Congress  the  attack  might  well  be 
directed  against  some  of  the  Senators 
who  have  voted  for  censure.  It  might 
well  be  directed  against  Senators  who 
have  yeDed  "Vote",  and  who  have  voted 
against  those  of  us  who  are  trying  to 
preserve  the  dignity  and  honor  of  the 
United  States  Senate. 

It  is  unfortunate,  indeed,  that  all  of 
us  cannot  love  and  respect  the  same  in- 
dividual. What  a  perfect  world  this 
would  be  if  we  all  had  the  same  friends. 

Today  my  name,  for  some  reason,  was 
placed  with  that  of  Senator  McCabtht. 
In  that  BV>eech.  I  assume  that  the  per- 
son who  included  my  name  with  that  of 
Senator  McCaktht  thought  that  perhaps 
I  would  be  destroyed  along  with  McCar- 
thy. Let  me  say  to  you,  Mr.  President, 
and  to  the  world,  that  I  am  proud  to  be 
associated  with  Senator  Jos  McCarthy; 
Indeed  I  am  proud  to  be  associated  with 
any  man  who  is  engaged  in  fighting 
Communists,  the  Communists  who  are 
now  attempting  to  destroy  this  world. 
80  if  that  be  the  intention  of  the  author 
of  the  remarks  made  this  morning.  I 
well  accept  it  If  I  am  destroyed  lay  vir- 
tue of  the  fact  that  I  am  trying  to  de- 
fend not  only  the  Junior  Senator  fnHn 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy],  but  any 
otho*  Senator,  regardless  of  political  af- 
flliati(m,  then  let  the  chips  fall  where 
th^may. 

I  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  what 
tfala  body  is  now  attempting  to  flo.  In 
the  hearings,  I  well  recall  the  statement 
of  the  learned  chairman,  who  was  at  one 
time  a  jikUte  in  the  great  State  of  Utah, 
my  neighboring  State,  to  the  effect  that 
the  OMnmlttee  was  going  to  follow  Judi- 
cial procedure  as  long  as  possible.  I 
eannot  quote  him  directly,  because  I  am 
not  reading  from  a  manuscript. 

I  have  heard  It  said  that  the  select 
committee  is  composed,  in  part,  of  three 
great  Jurists.  I  have  all  the  respect  in 
the  world  for  a  Jurist.  Probably,  no 
Member  of  this  twdy  has  i^peared  before 
more  Jurists  than  has  the  junior  Senator 
from  Idaho.  I  have  had  the  respect  of 
any  court  before  which  I  have  ever  ap- 
peared.   But  the  fact  that  a  Senator 


happened  to  be  a  Judge  at  one  time  does 
not  make  him  infallible.  It  does  not 
make  him  any  more  brilliant  than  thoee 
who  had  to  work  for  a  living  and  practiee 
law,  and  not  be  paid  salaries  by  the  tax- 
payers. I  say  this  without  trying  to  hurt 
the  feeUngs  of  the  Jurists.  I  say  that  the 
jurists  can  l>e  wrong;  because  tf  ttaef 
were  always  right,  there  would  never  be 
occasion  for  an  mn>ellate  court  or  a 
supreme  court.  As  a  matter  ot  fact.  If 
Jurists  were  always  right,  there  would 
never  l>e  any  i>ccasion  for  lawyers  what- 
soever. 

I  was  astounded  by  certain  remarks  of 
my  distinguished  friend,  the  ehairraaa 
of  the  select  committee,  when  he  ob- 
jected to  new  evidence  coming  into  the 
hearing,  or  whatever  it  might  be  called — 
a  court,  a  tribunal,  a  ptditical  and  per- 
sonal tribunal,  as  I  should  like  to  call  it; 
when  he  objected  to  referring  new  evi- 
dence to  a  duly  constituted  subcommit- 
tee of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of 
the  Senate. 

I  know  that  the  senior  Senator  from 
Utah  has  served  with  honor  and  glory 
upon  that  committee.  So  why  ^ould  he 
hesitate  to  have  all  the  facts  broufl^t 
before  the  American  pecvle?  I  do  not 
know  of  any  court,  equity  or  otherwise, 
which  will  not  permit  a  motion  to  be 
made  for  a  new  trial,  when  evidence  has 
been  discloeed  to  the  court  which  might 
well  change  its  findings. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  infonned  that  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  leavtng 
the  Chamber  because  his  arm  is  paining 
him.  He  will  not  offend  me  by  virtue  of 
his  departure. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.    I  shouki  like  very 
much  to  remain  and  listen  to  the  dis- 
cussion by  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  but 
■  unfortunately  I  must  leave. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  quite  certain 
that  the  Senator  would  see  almost  Hke 
same  vote  as  heretofore.  80  let  him 
have  no  illusions. 

Mr.  President,  when  the  questkm  was 
propounded  to  the  chairman  ott  the  seleet 
committee  as  to  whetho*  or  not  the 
activities  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flahdbrs],  who  Is  the 
autlux-  of  Senate  Rescriution  301,  should 
be  censured  or  considered,  if  I  remember 
ccnrectly  the  chairman  stated  that  ttw 
select  committee  had  no  obligation  what- 
soever to  consider  the  allegations  of  the 
complaining  witness^  Mr.  lYestdentk 
when  in  the  hlstcny  of  any  aori  of  Juris- 
prudence  did  It  ever  happen  that  a  tri- 
bunal could  never  c<»8ider  the  motivea 
of  a  complaining  witness,  his  interest,  or 
his  l>las.  in  a  case  presented  before  that 
tribunal?  It  is  a  shocking  revetetimi  to 
me.  I  sui^x)se  if  the  Ku  Kluz  Klan, 
should  it  exist  today,  were  to  h^  pre- 
pare censure  resoluUons  against  a  few  of 
the  liberals,  the  committee  would  not 
take  mto  consideration  who  hdped  pre- 
pare thoee  charges. 

Mr.  President,  the  thing  I  am  worried 
about,  and  I  shall  worry  about  It  until 
the  stepants  carry  me  out  the  keyhole,  ia 
wheth^  we  shall  have  not  dcatioyed  the 
great  h(Hior  and  dignity  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  rather  than  have  pre- 
served it.  Heretofore  I.  as  did  the  great 
and  learned  Junior  Senator  from  nitamli^ 
have  gone  ov«r  many  precedents  and 
many  occurrences  that  took  place  before 
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fheax  Here  «e  ilt  as  some 
of  aa  asMMiy,  ckithed  In  the  spot- 
ItMrobeioraliidielaltxUMuua.  Aittw 
*|fa»wftVTf  gtitfil,  we  are  the  sole  judges 
of  the  lav  aad  the  fticts.  we  are  clothed 
with  that  auftharitgr:  and  Tet  I  think  the 
trjftimal  Is  not  the  Uinlted  States  Senate, 
hut  th^  Aawilcan  peoples 

Mr.  ftesldentt  ba¥e  no  niiwlnns.  Does 
uxjVMt  UBUBW  that  I  am  90  naive  as  ever 
te  expect  that  X  eould  he^  when  the  vote 
is  taken,  when  the  press,  the  Icf  twhig 
columnists,  and  the  leftwlng  pseudo 
radio  fommfntatoara,  have  been  spewing 
out  this  pnwagaoda  against  the  man  on 
tzlal  todajr?  The  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisecwsin  has  had  as  much  chance  to 
Win  as  a  man  would  have  to  swim  the 
oeean  with  an  anvil  under  eaeh  arm. 

I  am  not  quite  that  naive.  However, 
what  i  have  to  say  will  go  into  the  Rxc- 
ORB.  "&  may  u^  be  read,  as  the  chair- 
man of  the  select  committee  admitted 
today  that  he  never  read  my  (vcnins 
qDeeeh  on  this  question.  Never  did  he 
know  untU  today  that  I  tHrought  to  the 
attention  of  the  United  States  Senate 
and  to  the  wwld  the  fact  that  ail  cross- 
examiners  can  flftake  mistakes— aU  of 
thcan,  lir.  FrestdcsE^.  He  served  upon  a 
one-man  eoauaittee.  the  Internal  Secu- 
rity SidBcommtttee  inyestii^tiBg  Infiltra- 
tion  id  eommuxdsm  Into  labor  unions, 
sitting  in  Cleveland.  Ofak>. 

Mr.  Pnaldent,  I  am  going  to  insist 
upon  order. 

The  PBRSIDDiO  OFTICBR  (Mr.  Csas 
in  the  chair).  The  Senate  wilt  be  in 
order,  and  the  cooperation  of  persons; 
the  oceupants  of  the  galleries,  win  be 
appreciated. 

Ui.  WBJOR.  Mr.  Fresklent.  I  know 
what  the  distinguished  Senator  from- 
Utah  went  through  in  eomaeetion  with 
that  onmmlttff.  Wtm  o<  us  in  the  Sen- 
ate have  taken  as  mudi  abuse  as  a  Sen- 
ator has  heaped  upon  him  when  he  tries 
to  inrestlgate.  under  the  inTestigatory 
power  granted  to  committees  by  the  Sen- 
ate, those  who  we  fe^  are  sedcteg  to 
destroy  the  united  StateSw 

Let  me  go  bade  to  Uie  ronarics  made 
a  few  moments  ago,  in  which  the  chair- 
man of  the  seifect  committee  was  very 
smphatic  in  his  statements.  Alttwugh 
be  at  first  soM  lie  was  mdxiased.  and  that 
the  decision  was  up  to  the  Senate;  yet 
he  was  demanding  a  rerdict  of  guilty,  if 
you  please,  in  his  speech.  What  did  be 
say  with  respect  to  General  ZwU±n7 
He  defended  the  original  testimony  of 
Gencna  Zwleker.  I  beg  every  Senator 
and  evcryoae  tise  to  read  It^  I  put  that 
testimony  Into  the  Rtcobd.  and  I  ven- 
ture to  aav  not  six  Senators  read  it. 

Let  us  read  the  record  and  see  if  Gen- 
eral ZwidBcr  was  not  an  evasive  and  an 
arrogant  witness,  such  as  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator fro*  Idaho  has  never  encountered 
in  a  courtroom,  not  even  in  a  Justice 
court  What  happened?  Taking  the 
tesdmonor  irom  the  uOd  black  print,  I 
am  sure  most  people  would  be  convinced 
that  Qcneral  Zwiekcr  was  arrogant  and 
evasive.  Then  the  sdeet  committee  did 
a  *^take"  when  he  came  in  with  coun- 
sti  from  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Oovemment,  ttie  Army.  Tlie  General 
was  thai  a  very  suave  and  a  very  eooper- 
aUve  witmss  Indeed. 


Mr.  President,  I  know  of  persons  Who 
are  now  confined  behind  brick  or  ojon- 
orete  walls.  I  wish  I  could  have  a  retiake 
ai  their  original  testimony. 

What  I  lead  up  to  is  the  sahent  lact 
that  all  cross-examlntra  can  lose  their 
tempers^  The  chairman  of  the  sciect 
committee  apologised  for  Mr.  de  Pfrla 
when  he  called  the  Junior  Senator  f  torn 
Wisconsin  a  word  which  was  the  equlva- 
knt  Off  a  high-classed  liar.  With  his 
great  legal  ability,  the  chairman  then 
stated  tbat  tempers  get  rough  and  vio- 
lent When  perscms  are  attempting  to 
cross-examine. 

Let  us  go  a  bit  further.  Did  the  seaior 
Senator  fmn  Utah  remember  this  one- 
man  committee  over  which  he  presided 
alone  in  Cleveland,  Ohio,  at  the  direction 
of  the  erreat  junior  Senator  from  In- 
diana [Mr.  JsmfSK]  ?  He  had  before  him 
another  human  being,  even  though  he 
did  not  wear  the  great  uniform  of  the 
United  States  Army,  with  one  star  on  it; 
and  I  respect  that  uniform  as  much  as 
does  any  other  Member  of  the  Senate. 
That  witness  was  not  wearing  the  Uni- 
form, but,  after  all,  he  was  a  human  be- 
ing. He  tock  an  oath  of  ofiBce.  He  tpok 
the  oath  of  an  attorney,  the  most  solemn 
oath  I  have  taken  in  my  life  until  Crod 
gave  me  the  chance  to  come  into  this 
great  body.  That  man  bound  himself  to 
defend  the  defenseless  and  the  oppressed 
at  any  cost,  and  what  happened? 

The  senior  Senator  from  Utah  had 
coB4;»letely  forgotten  about  it,  even 
though  I  spoke  about  it  on  the  17th  day 
of  November,  as  appears  in  the  CpH- 
cussiowAi,  RxcosD.  I  know  he  is  a  busy 
man.  but  we  are  suiH>osed  to  take  con- 
structive notice  of  the  CoNCBESsioriAL 
Rbcoss,  even  though  we  cannot  be  in 
attendance  on  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  these  are  some  of  the 
tacts.  An  attorney  by  the  name  of 
Scribner.  who  was  admitted  to  the  btur 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Uni^ted 
States,  was  present  representing  a  cU- 
tat.  Whether  the  client  was  a  Comntu- 
nlst  or  not,  I  do  not  know,  but  there  was 
some  sort  of  argument  between  counsel 
and  the  witness.  The  chairman  of  the 
select  committee  accused  the  New  York 
attorney  of  coaching  the  witness.  How- 
ever, the  attorney  was  doing  his  Job.  He 
did  not  have  a  Presidential  directive. 
He  was  being  guided  by  the  oath  taken 
Iv  an  honorable  attorney — the  oath  all 
lawyers  take.  After  Mr.  Scribner,  the 
attorney  from  New  York  City,  was  ac- 
cused t^  the  chairman  ol  the  select  con- 
mlttee  of  coaching  the  witness,  Mr. 
Scribner  asked  this  question: 

Mr.  Chalrinan,  will  you  state  for  the  tec- 
ord  that  I  have  coached  this  wltnen? 

He  used  rather  mild  language;  many 
attomejrs  have  used  much  more  vicious 
or  violent  language  than  that.  But  as 
a  result  ot  that  one  request  by  that  Hew 
York  attorney,  what  happened?  As  I 
have  said.  Mr.  President,  that  attorney 
has  been  admitted  to  practice  before  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Statei^  if 
you  please;  and  that  is  a  great  honor. 
I  know  nothing  about  the  reputation  of 
that  attorney;  but  he  would  have  to  be 
a  rather  good  man,  to  be  admitted  to 
practice  before  the  Supreme  Court  of 


the  United  SUtes.   At  least,  that  U  what 
I  am  told. 

After  that  attorney  asked  tbf  chair- 
man of  the  committee.  "WIU  y0u  state 
for  the  record  that  I  was  coaching  the 
witness?"  what  happened?  Thf  chair- 
man of  the  select  committee  then  said, 
"Put  him  out."  That  order  caihe  then 
from  the  chairman  of  the  select  oommlt- 
tee.  the  distinguished  senior  Benatog 
from  Utah  [Mr.  WATxnisl. 

I  mention  these  matters.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, to  reiterate  to  Senators — puid  al- 
though I  know  their  minds  are  niade  up^ 
yet  I  also  know  that  the  mind*  of  tht 
American  people  are  not  made  ujp — that 
all  cross-examiners  are  not  the  same.  A 
cross-examiner  may  get  a  little  angry  or 
confused  and  a  little  too  vigorous  when 
itomething  happens,  and  then  the  croos- 
examlnation  which  results  is  not  good. 

Mr.  President.  I  say  to  you  that  never 
in  my  life  have  I  seen  an  attorney 
evicted  from  a  courtroom  or  a  beariiv 
room.  Let  all  Senators  read  the  testi- 
mony I  took  from  Mr.  Scribner.  It  m^ 
pears  in  the  Comgbksszomai.  RcOoas  for 
November  17.  Let  Senators  leam  from 
It  how  embarrassed  Mr.  Scribner  was. 
Certainly  he  was  as  embarrassed  as  Gen- 
eral Zwlcker  was. 

I  cannot  imagine  what  changed  the 
thinking  of  those  concerned.  When  at 
least  two  members  of  the  select  oommlt- 
tee.  and  in  my  opinton  at  least  three  of 
them,  were  prejudiced.  I  say  that  be- 
cause if  you,  Mr.  President,  were  a  law- 
yer trying  a  case,  and  if  you  s«w  news 
reports  or  statements  to  the  effect  that 
a  Judge  in  the  case  had  made  up  his 
mind  against  an  important  wHloess  or 
against  the  defendant — in  thti  case, 
perhaps  against  General  Zwi^er.  or 
against  Senator  McCARnrr — ^then  cer- 
tainly you  would  wish  to  have  that  Judge 
disqualified.  Certainly  any  attorney 
worth  his  salt  would  seek  to  have  such 
a  judge  disqualified.  In  this  ca^,  such 
members  of  the  select  committee  should 
be  disqualified,  inasmuch  as  now  they 
are  attempting,  in  my  opinion,  to  gov- 
ern the  activities  and  deliberations  of 
every  member — all  06  Members-— of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  To  that  I 
will  never  subscribe,  Mr.  President.  I 
think  we  should  sit  here  with  hhnor  as 
a  tribunal,  rather  than  be  influenced  by 
demands  that,  "If  you  do  not  vqte  such 
and  such,  you  will  be  letting  uS  down; 
you  win  be  violating  the  vote  ypu  cast 
in  assigning  this  Job  to  us." 

Mr.  President,  I  have  no  use  f^  crud 
words  against  anyone.  I  hope  I  hare 
many  friends  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
I  have  never  wilfully  tried  to  abuse  any- 
one. If  I  have  abused  anyone*,  I  am 
sorry,  because  that  has  never  bten  my 
Intention.  I  have  observed  that  a 
lawyer  never  wins  a  lawsuit  by  civet  try  - 
Ing  his  case. 

Mr.  President,  I  was  somewhat  as- 
tounded when  I  heard  it  said  that  the 
Jimior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  had  said 
the  members  of  the  select  coi^mittee 
were  "unwitting  handmaidens  of  the 
Communist  Party."  I  know  that  every 
member  of  that  committee  certainly  Is 
just  as  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  as  is  the  Jtinior  Senator 
from  Idaho;  and  I  firmly  bellevfe  that. 
In  fact,  I  know  it;  there  is  no  question 
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about  it  in  my  mind.    But  human  minds 
might  be  taxed  at  times,  Mr.  President 

In  this  instance  we  are  dealing  with  a 
man.  a  Membtn:  of  this  body,  elected  to 
this  body  by  orte  of  the  greatest  States  in 
the  Union,  the  sovereign  State  of  Wis- 
consin. He  has  been  continuously  on 
trial  for  approximately  10  months,  as  I 
recalL  Whose  patience  would  not  be  at 
an  end  under  such  circumstances,  Mr. 
President? 

So  when  he  used  the  words  "unwitting 
handmaidens.'  let  us  ascertain  the  defi- 
nitions of  those  terms.  I  have  heard 
definitions  of  the  Communist  Party;  and 
I  have  heard  either  the  chairman  of  the 
select  committee  or  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Utah  (Mr.  BxnnkttI  make  state- 
ments to  the  effect  that  to  call  one  a 
Communist  is  libelous  or  slanderous,  and 
that  money  damages  may  be  collected 
for  doing  it.  So  I  assume  that  in  some 
States  it  would  be  criminal  Ubel  to  caU 
a  person  a  Communist.  In  this  Instance, 
let  us  ascertain  the  meaning  of  the  words 
"unwitting  handmaidens."  I  have  heard 
the  word  "hacdmaldens"  defined,  but  I 
have  not  heard  the  definition  of  "un- 
witting." as  stited  in  Webster's  diction- 
ary. At  this  time  let  me  read  the  defini- 
tion of  the  word  "unwitting;'  as  it 
appears  in  Webster's  Dictionary:  "not 
knowing,  unaware,  imconscious.  unin- 
tentional.'* 

How  about  the  word  "handmaiden." 
Mr.  President?  Today  I  spoke  a  Uttle 
regarding  whether  that  was  so  vicious  a 
term.  During  the  debate  it  has  been 
referred  to  as  a  viUgar  term,  something 
very  low  down,  indeed.  However,  if  I 
correctly  remember  Holy  Scriptures, 
that  word  comes  from  the  greatest  book 
ever  written,  the  Bible.  I  now  quote 
from  the  Bible,  and  I  think  I  shall  quote 
correctly.  As  I  recall,  we  find  the  follow- 
ing in  Holy  Scripture:  "Behold  the  hand- 
maid of  the  Lord." 

That  was  the  answer  of  the  Mother  of 
Christ  to  the  Angel  Gabriel  who  brought 
her  the  message  that  she  was  to  become 
the  Mother  of  Christ. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  ask  how  much 
time  remains  to  me? 

The  PRESUDINO  OFFICER.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  has  1  minute  remaining. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  on  the 
basis  of  some  new  evidence  which  has 
recently  been  discovered — and  I  assure 
Senators  that  it  came  to  my  attention 
not  more  than  40  minutes  ago — I  should 
like  to  have  .some  member  of  the  Hen- 
nings-Oillette  subcommittee  tell  me 
whether  or  nut  paragraph  5  of  the  min- 
utes of  a  Fubcommlttee  meeting  of 
November  19,  1952,  reads  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cotter  reported  on  the  Benton  inquiry. 
Mr.  Posner  outlined  developments  on  Cos- 
grlff  Field  Investigation,  etc.  Conunlttee  ap- 
proved rubpenalng  Rigga  special  account 
on  this  phaae  only  and  that  no  further  hear- 
ings need  be  held — 

I  Invite  the  attention  of  the  Judges 
and  Jurors  to  this  language.  In  my 
opinion  they  are  about  to  make  one  of 
the  most  momentous  mistakes  in  the 
history  of  the  United  States  Senate. 
Listen  to  thli — 

and  that  no  further  hearings  need  be  held 
as  Benton's  Usstlmony  can  be  used  In  con- 
junction with  our  findings  to  write  a  com- 


plete r^Mrt  •  •  •  but  we  are  not  to  oonoem 
ourselves  with  tax  angles. 

The  FRESIDINO  OJVICEU.  TTie 
Chair  advises  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
that  his  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  WKUSER.  I  tliank  the  distin- 
guished Presiding  Officer. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  withdraw 
my  amendment. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  withdraws  his 
amendment. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment  to  section  1,  as 
modified. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays  on  the  conunlttee  amendment, 
as  modified. 

Tlie  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum.  

Ttoe  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Abel 

Pulbrlcht 

Mansfield 

Aiken 

Oeorge 

Martin 

Anderson 

Olllette 

McClellan 

Barrett 

Ooldwater 

MllUkln 

Beau 

Oreen 

Monroney 

Bennett 

Hayden 

Morae 

Brldces 

Hendrickaon 

Mundt 

Henzxlnss 

Murray 

Burke 

mckenlooper 

Neely 

Bush 

Hill 

CMaboney 

BuUer 

Holland 

Pastore 

Byrd 

Hr\iska 

Payne 

Ckrlaon 

Humphrey 

Potter 

Caae 

Ivea 

PurteU 

Clements 

Jackaon 

Robertson 

Oooper 

Jenner 

Russell 

Cotton 

Johnson,  Colo. 

SaltonstaU 

Daniel.  B.  C. 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Rchoeppel 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Jobnston,  8.  C. 

Scott 

Dlrkaen 

Kefauver 

Smith,  Maine 

Kerr 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Duff 

KUcore 

Sparkman 

Dwonhak 

Stennls 

BasUand 

Kiirhel 

Bymlngton 

Bllender 

Langer 

Thye 

Ervln 

Lehman 

Watklna 

Long 

Welker 

Ifasnuaon 

WUllams 

Frear 

Ifalone 

Toung 

The  PRESIDINa  OPPICER.  A  quo- 
rum Is  present. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  At  the  time  the  Senate  be- 
gan the  consideration  of  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 301.  the  Junior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  invited  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  acts  dealt  with  under  the  amend- 
ments to  section  1  consisted  largely  of 
acts  which  occurred  prior  to  the  opening 
of  the  83d  Congress. 

In  that  coiuiection  I  called  attention 
to  the  fact  that  at  the  time  the  late  Sen- 
ator Taf  t  commented  upon  the  status  of 
Senators  who  were  sworn  in  at  that  time 
he  alluded  to  the  fact  that  in  the  Langer 
case  the  Senate,  by  majority  vote,  had 
determined  that  a  two-thirds  vote  would 
be  required  in  dealing  with  acts  which, 
in  that  case,  took  place  prior  to  the  elec- 
tion. 

So  I  submitted  a  parliamentary  in- 
quiry as  to  whether  or  not  a  two-thirds 
vote  would  be  required  in  dealing  with 
the  amendments  to  section  1.  The  Jun- 
ior Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
KxTCRCL]  was  in  the  chair  at  the  time. 
He  decided  to  take  the  question  imder 


advisement,  after  consultation  with  the 
Parliamentarian.  I  am  advised  that  the 
Parliamentarian  lias  considered  tlie 
question  and  is  now  in  a  position  to  ad- 
vise the  Chair  on  the  point.  I  there- 
fore ask  for  a  ruling  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Tlie 
Chair  will  state  tiiat  the  Parliamen- 
tarian has  handed  him  a  memorandum 
on  the  question  raised  by  the  Senatm: 
from  South  Dakota. 

The  Chair  will  read  the  memorandum 
of  the  Parliamentarian,  with  which  the 
Chair  agrees: 

Section  1  (tf  the  pending  resolution  <8. 
Rea.  301 )  to  censure  the  Junior  Benator  from 
Wlaoonaln  contalna  a  oomxnlttee  amendmena 
■trlklnc  out  certain  language  beginning  osi 
page  1,  In  line  1,  as  foUows: 

"The  conduct  of  tbe  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, Mr.  McCasTHT.  is  unbeeomlng  a 
Member  of  the  United  States  Senate,  la  con- 
trary to  senatorial  traditions,  aad  tends  to 
bring  the  Senate  into  disrepute,  and  sudh 
conduct" 

And  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following; 

"The  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  lir.  lie- 
CAaTHT,  failed  to  cooperate  with  the  Bul»- 
conunlttee  on  PrlvUeges  and  KtoctlcMU  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Boles  and  Administra- 
tion in  clearing  up  matten  referrsd  to  that 
subcommittee  which  eoncemed  hls.eoiiduct 
as  a  Senator  and  affected  the  bcmor  of  the 
Senate  and.  Instead,  repeatedly  ainued  the 
subconunittee  and  ita  members  who  were 
trying  to  carry  out  assigned  duties,  thereby 
obstructing  the  constitutional  processss  at 
the  Senate,  and  that  this  oooduet  of  tlie 
Senator  from  Wlsconain.  ICr.  ICoCaannr.  In 
f  alUng  to  cooperate  with  a  Senate  cammlttee 
In  clearing  up  matters  affecting  the  honar  of 
the  Senate  Is  contrary  to  senatorial  tradi- 
tions and" 

Then  the  words  of  the  text  retained. 
namely,  "Is  hereby  condemned",  foUow. 

The  Senator  from  Sout&  Dakota  fMr.  CasB]. 
stating  that  the  above  language  dealt  largrty 
with  incidents  occ\irrlng  during  the  term  o€ 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  flir.  McCarhtI 
which  ended  on  January  2,  196S,  submitted 
to  the  temporary  Presiding  OBoer  (Mr. 
KocHKL]  for  consideration  a  parltaunentary 
inquiry  wbether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
such  incidents  occurred  i»lor  to  the  begin- 
ning of  Mr.  McCaktht's  second  term  on  Jan- 
uary 3,  1953,  a  majority  vote  or  a  two-thirds 
vote  of  the  Senate  was  required  in  acting 
upon  the   amendment. 

Under  the  practice  of  ttie  Senate,  the 
question  of  a  two-thirds  vote  cannot  prop- 
erly be  raised  at  this  time  on  an  amendment, 
regardless  ol  its  nature,  to  Senate  Besolution 
301.  A  majority  vote  only  Is  necessary  on 
any  amendment  proposed  to  the  pendi,ng 
resolution,  as  is  the  case  with  amendments 
proposed  to  treaties  or  constitutional  amend- 
ments. U  the  pending  amendment  to  sec- 
tion 1  of  Senate  Resolution  301  Is  adopted, 
the  appropriate  time  to  raise  the  quectloa 
of  the  nece^ty  for  a  two-thirds  vote  would 
be  on  tbe  final  adoption  of  the  reaolutkHi, 
as  amended. 

Rule  XXXVll  of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the 
Senate,  relating  to  proceedings  cm  treaties, 
contains  a  paragraph  as  f<dlows: 

"On  the  final  question  to  adTlae  and  eon- 
sent  to  tbe  ratification  (of  the  treaty)  In 
the  form  agreed  to.  the  concurrence  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  Senators  present  shall  be  nec- 
essary to  determine  It  in  the  alBrmatlve;  but 
aU  other  motions  and  questions  upon  a  treaty 
shaU  be  decided  by  a  majority  vote,  except  a 
motion  to  postpone  Indefinitely,  which  shaU 
be  decided  by  a  vote  of  two-thirds." 

There  are  many  precedents  in  botb  tbe 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives 
which  hold  that  proposed  amendments  to 
the  Constitution  may  be  amended  by  a  ma- 
jority vote. 
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to  a  Ma  far 
tte  nmoval  of  kvtf  MBd  poBttoai  dtebOitlM 
Impo—d  lif  tiM  ttilnt  Mctkm  of  artlete  XtW 
of  Um  OuaBUludup,  tSthant^  on  anal  pa** 


18.  IMT  (< 

,  p.  «n).  tn 
of  tlM  BOOM  Of  n>pr— entatif  to 
JototH— nUitlon  17.  tiM  natloni  prabXbitkm 
•HMmdnnnt.  iHoe  FraaldBnt  MinMK  hild 
tlist  m  amreodiawit  to  a  naoiutlon  propoitnc 
an  amandmant  to  the  OonatHuthm  of  tte 
Pfcttad  afcatt  nwdaa  oaly  a  majoaltf  In  erdar 
toka  ■itpliil.  twt  that  tt  wm  namwaij  to 
IMW  a  ««o*«klrdB  vota  oa  tba  adopMoB  of  tlw 
Wkenm  a— daw*^  far  tfcat  eouetttulad  tfca 
final  paaaafe  of  tka  laaiiliilliwi. 
on  MfKH  IS.  1900  (Mth  Oaa«..  lat  ae«„ 
pt.4Ut).tba 


ikt  to  tba  OaaM^tutloa.  A  aubrtl- 
tota  baatnc  feaan  aArad.  a  polBt  of  o*««r  «aa 
nuKla  by  Mr.  OorllaB.  of  Bttehlgan.  that,  aa 
the  otlglnal  nntatlon  awidd  mnitra  a  two- 
iblrda  W)ta  for  Ita  pawaga.  tba  aaeatfment 
t^avOA  alao  xme&tm  a  tso-thlHk  vote. 

Tba    npaafcaff    (Davltf    B. 
Iowa),  oaetndlBc  tba  potarfc  of 

"IlM  Ckair  boMi  tba*  In  vottag  iqam  aa 
■— Mhaairt  »  la  not  naeHaary  for  a  taro- 
th>rd»Tal«.dtiMU^  tha  orfglaal  praposltloa 
laqoliaa  It.    Wbitm  tba  Hdoaa  coniMen  any 


te 

la  but 
n  emam.  bowavar,  to 
af  tba  bin,  tbflai  tba  potat  can 
Tba  Chair  ovarmlaa  tha  point 
by  tba  gMttanaa  tnm  M«^**«g*n  at 
tbla  tiaw.-  -^ 

Voter  tta  praetlca  uid  praeedants^  tha 
Chair  therefore  le  of  the  opinion  that  only 
a  aaajortiy  vote  la  reqrnlrad  In  paeelng  npon 
tha  fOBwatttaa  awandmeut  to  eectlott  1. 
and  that  tba  qoaatlon  ol  a  two-tblnh  vote. 
In  tba  avant  tba  amendBBent  la  adoptad.  can 
only  be  raiaad  on  tba  quaatlon  ot  agreeing 
to  Senate  BeatHatkm  301.  ae  amended. 

The  ycM  and  Dbars  haw  been  ordered 
on  the  pendlBs  qaertkm,  which  la  on 
asreelBff  to  the  eommfttee  aaendment 
OD  page  1.  aa  modified  hy  the  efaafarman 
of  the  committee.  The  Secretary  win 
cantheron. 

The  Clilef  Clerk  called  the  itdL 

Mr.  SALTOMSTALLw  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  CMik>  IMr.  Bucxsa], 
the  Senalmr  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Car* 
RAK}.  and  the  senior  Senator  from  WIs- 
conahi  FMr.  Wnjcr]  are  absent  hy  leave 
of  the  Senate  on  official  bosiness. 

The  Junior  Senator  from  WkKonaftn 
[Mr.  McCaazHTl  Is  necesaarily  absent, 
and  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [M^.  coa* 
Boif  ]  is  abeent  en  cAclal  basfness. 

On  this  ToCe.  the  Senator  from  Obio 
f  Bfr.  Bnonot]  has  a  pair  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ooaa},  and  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capsbait] 
has  a  pair  with  the  g*"***"-*  from  Florida 
(Mr.  RmathwiI.  If  presort  and  vothig. 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bncmtl 
and  the  Ses»tor  frvxtt  TivHftTm  [Mr. 
Cafkrart}  WDOId  each  vote  "nar*  while 
the  Senator  ftrom  Tennessee  piir.  QobkI 
and  the  Senatmr  from  Florida  [Mr. 
SMATRna]  would  eaeh  vote  "yea." 

Mr.CIfMBNTS.  I  aimounOe  that  the 
Sena^  from  Ifew  McUbo  [Mr.  C^aviz] 
Is  miayoMabiy  detatawd  on  dlteial  busi- 
ness and.  if  present.  wooU  TOte  "yea.* 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gou]   and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
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mt.  SmfHiM]  are  absent  by  leive  of 
the  Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Hmator  from  Maaaachusetts  [Mr. 
KBonEar]  to  absent  by  leave  of  tha  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

I  announce  further  that  the  Sdnator 
frmn  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ooaa]  is  paiSed  on 
this  vote  with  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  BaicKXR].  If  present  and  vtoting. 
ttis  Senator  from  Tennessee  would  vote 
'Yea."  and  the  Senator  f  rmn  Ohio  trould 
vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  SIcath- 
BIS}  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  [Mr.  CapkhariO.  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Florida  would  vote  "yea."  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Indiana  would  vote  "nay." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas 
nays  20.  as  follows: 

YIAS— 67  j 

Abel  Pulbrtgbt 

Aiken  Qeorge 

Andema  OUlette 

Beau  Oreen 

Bennett  Hay  den 

Burke  Hendrlckson 

Buita  Hennlngs 

Byrd  HUl 

Carlaon  Holland 

Case  Humplircy 

Clemeata  Ives 

Cooper  Jackson 

Cotton  JohaaoB,  Ctdo. 

Daniel,  S.  C.  Johnacnt.  Tex. 

Daniel,  Tex.  JotUHton,  8.  C. 

Doui^tas  Kefauver 

Duff  Kerr 

Sastland  Kilgore 

niender  T.*>im»n 

Errln  Long 

Ferguson  Magnuson 

Flanders  Mansfield 

Freer  MeCMlan 

NAYS— ao 

Barrett  Hlckenlooper  Martin 

Brldgea  Hr\iska  Mundt 

Brown  Jenner  Purt«U 

Butler  Knowland  Schoeppel 

Dlrksen  K\ichel  Welker 

Dworshak  Langer  Toung 

Ooldwatcr  Malone 

HOT  VOnNO— 9 

Cordon  McCarthy 

Oore  Smathcra, 

Kennedy  Wiley        i 

So  the  committee  amendment,  as  tnod- 
ifled,  on  page  1  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the 
amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President.  I  move  to 
lay  ths^  motion  on  the  table. 

The  VICE  PRESIDKNT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  to  lay  on  the  table 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  ptah. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
now  recurs  on  the  committee  amendment 
insertinir  section  2. 

Mr.  CASK  Mr.  President,  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army  addressed  a  letter  to 
me.  tn  Washington,  imder  date  of  No- 
vember 24, 1954.  while  I  was  in  the  State 
of  SOutti  Dakota  for  Thanksgiving.  So 
I  did  not  receive  and  read  the  letter  until 
Monday  night,  and  I  replied  to  It  yester- 
day. I  have  talked  with  the  Secretary. 
and  it  ts  with  his  knowledge  that  I  now 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  letter 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  dated 
November  24, 1954.  and  my  reply,  dated 
November  30, 1954,  both  dealing  with  the 
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so-called    Zwieker-PeresB    miitter,    bs 
printed  in  the  Raooaa. 

The  VICE  PRE8IDBNT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 1 

There  being  no  objection,  the  corre- 
spondence was  ordered  to  be  tninted  in 
the  Racots,  as  follows:  T 

EZBiarr  I 

Uarm  SraTxa  Ssmatk. 
CoMMTrm  oir  Aaicn  Saavicts. 
Washington,  D.  C.  November  30,  1954. 
The  Honorable  Roeaar  8.  Oftfawe, 

Seeretmrg  of  tht  Armf,  DepcrfmaaC  a/ 
the  Army,  Wmshtugton.  D.  C. 

Mt  Daaa  Ma.  Sacaaraar:  I  greatly  i^pra- 
elate  your  letter  of  Noveaftber  3^  whleh  I 
read  laat  nlglit  (Monday)  aa  I  trl^d  to  catcb 
up  on  mail  which  came  while  I  was  In  Soutli 
Dakota  over  Thanksgiving. 

I  readily  agree  that  there  la  "a  gyeat  differ- 
ence between  an  error  of  Jiidgnielit.  tf  eoca 
waa  the  case,  and  a  breach  of  g^od  falta." 
So,  I  can  undentand  arhy  yon  nUgbt  ba 
disturbed  by  a  newspaper  report  that  Z  had 
uaed  the  phraaa  "a  braach  ot  good  faith"  pa 
the  accoxint  did  not  fully  reflect  the  setting 
In  which  the  phrase  was  uaed. 

Count  No.  2  of  the  commlttefet  recom- 
mendations deals  with  the  denunciation  of 
General  Zwlcker  and  uaes  thdM  words: 
"thereby  trjidlng  to  destroy  the  good  taitH 
which  must  be  maintained  betwden  tha  ex- 
ecutive and  legislative  branches  ta  our  sy»> 
tern  of  government." 

Thoee  words  were  inserted  aa  a  aort  of 
yardstick  to  draw  the  line  between  the 
proper  use  of  free  speech  and  sucS  abuaea  of 
it  as  would  warrant  censwe  for  wtMs  spoken 
off  the  floor  of  Oongrcea. 

As  you  know,  the  Constitutkn)  says  that 
for  words  spoken  on  the  Itoor  of  either  Umiee 
of  Congress.  Members  shaU  not  pe  held  to 
account  elsewhere.  That,  of  course.  Is  to 
Insure  for  legislators  the  right  tp  question 
the  conduct  of  public  alTBlrB  ev^i^  arhen  full 
proof  of  some  sxMplckms  may  not  be  at  hand. 
Senate  rulas  provide  for  wi»«fc^<r»g  a  Senator 
sit  down  when  he  apeaka  lU  ot  anoihar  Sen- 
ator or  State  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

But  what  yardstick  exists  or  eifn  be 
to  determine  when  derogatory  language 
by  a  Senator  off  the  floor  about  a  wltneaa 
representing  the  executive  brancS  warrants 
censiire  by  the  Senate?  There  ie  no  written 
mle  on  that  point.  So.  we  faU  bdck  on  the 
constitutional  authority  to  "ponlab  for  dis- 
orderly conduct"  and  the  Inharenl)  right  and 
responslbUity  of  a  legialaUve  bo^y  to  pre- 
serve itself  and  lU  responsibility  ,to  protect 
the  Government  of  which  It  Is  a  part. 

Personally,  as  a  result  of  Ustanfng  and 
reading  and  thinking  during  tha  boosldara- 
tlon  of  the  censure  resolntiocu  I  have  oobm 
to  accept  aa  a  sura  yardstick  this  propoal- 
tlon: 

"Conduct,  Including  the  use  of  derogatory 
language,  warrants  censiore  If  It  obstructs, 
corrupts,  destroys  or  actually  tei|ds  to  ob- 
struct.  corrupt  or  destroy  governmental  proc- 

Bo,  in  the  belief  that  Senator  UcCaanrr'a 
denunciation  of  General  Zwlcker  tended  to 
"destroy  the  good  faith  essential  batween  tha 
executive  and  legislative  taranchaa  of  tha 
Government."  I  origlnaUy  concurred  In  tha 
opinion  of  the  other  members  vho  heard 
General  Zwlcker  testify  (I  did  pot)  that 
censure  was  warranted  on  that  ground. 

However,  that  opinion  rested  upon  the  Im- 
pression gained  from  your  letter  of  February 
16.  the  only  documentary  evideiice  In  tha 
committee  hearings  on  that  point.. that  Sen- 
ator McCaxtht'b  letter  of  February  1  aakad 
for  the  recall  and  court-martial  of  Major 
Peress  after  he  had  been  discharged. 

You  wUl  recall  that  the  staff  prapared  let- 
ter of  February  16  to  Senator  UcCaaxav 
which  carried  your  signature  saldt 

"The  suggestion  which  yon  made  In  your 
letter    (February   l)    that   the  ofllcers   dls- 
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charge  shotild  be  ravenad  and  that  ba  dioald 
be  recallad  for  tba  purpoaa  of  aourt-martial 
on  charges  of  conduct  unbecoming  an  of- 
flcer  have  been  examined  and  appear  to  be 
Impracticable.  In  the  first  place  tha  aepara- 
tlon  of  an  ofltoer  nnder  dreumstaneea  such 
as  this  is  a  final  bctlon,.and  there  is  no  meana 
of  which  X  am  aware  by  which  the  action 
could  be  succestfully  reversed." 

Not  untU  X  read  the  full  text  of  Senator 
MoCaiTHT'B  lettar.  which  you  brought  to 
Senator  WaxKDf.s'  oSce  on  November  13,  did 
I  reallae  that  he  had  clearly  sought  to  fore- 
stall the  PeresK  discharge  before  It  hap- 
pened and  that,  as  chairman  of  a  Senate  sub- 
committee, he  wiis  soggastlng  you  file  charges 
and  retain  jurlfdlctlon  over  Psrese  on  the 
basis  ai  evidence  In  hla  prreeslon  and  the 
conduct  of  Perew  before  his  committee  on 
Saturday.  January  80. 

That  waa  why  I  asked  when  Senator  Mc- 
Caxtbt's  letter  was  received  at  the  Pentagon 
and  how  it  wa«  handled.  Tour  personally 
prepared  answer  written  to  Senator  WkTtaita 
later  on  November  18  said: 

"In  responae  to  the  queetloos  raised  by 
Senator  Caax  In  yoor  ofltee  this  BBomlng  re- 
garding the  receipt  and  prooeastng  of  tha  lat- 
ter from  Senator  McCaaTaT  dated  February 
1,  1964.  I  have  inveatlgatad  the  records  at 
my  ofllce  and  fliid  that  this  letter  was  hand  - 
carried  to  my  oflloe  eometlme  during  the  day 
on  February  1.  As  you  wUI  recaU.  I  had  not 
yet  returned  from  a  trip  to  the  Far  Cast  on 
this  data.  •  *  • 

"Mr.  Adama  made  known  the  receipt  of  the 
letter  to  the  renponalble  Army  staff.  After 
review  of  the  letter.  It  was  concluded  that 
there  was  no  additional  evidence  to  require 
modlflcatlon  of  the  prior  determination  in 
the  Peress  case  which  had  been  based  on 
all  the  avaUable  information  known  at  that 
time,  and  that  the  beet  Interests  of  tha 
United  States  wutUd  be  aaiiad  by  his  proaopt 
separation,  a  matter  which  was  about  to  be 
consummated." 

VThen  I  read  that,  of  course.  It  destroyed 
the  basis  for  my  opinion  that  the  lireakdown 
of  good  faith  orlgtnatad  with  Senator  Mc- 
Caxtht's  intemperate  denunciation  of  Oan- 
eral  Zwlcker.  for  It  eatabllshed  that  the  letter 
of  the  chairman  of  tha  Senate  Inveatlgatlng 
committee  to  the  head  of  a  Governntent  de- 
partment suggesting  flllng  of  charges  was  re- 
ceived and  reviewed  prior  to  the  final  action 
i  of  separation — the  honoraMe  discharge  for 
*^    Peress  on  tha  afternoon  of  February  2. 

Recalling  that  General  Zwlekar  taatlfled 
that  he  bad  tele^iooed  his  superior  next  In 
line.  Chief  U  Staff.  First  Army,  that  Psrasa 
had  come  in  Monday  morning.  February  1. 
and  asked  for  Immediate  discharge.  It  seemed 
to  me  that  tha  ortglnal  breach  of  faith  was 
at  the  other  end  of  the  street — the  granting 
of  the  request  oC  a  Oooamunlat  who  wanted 
to  gat  out  of  the  Army's  jurisdiction  with  an 
honorable  discharge  and  rejecting  the  eiiggee 
Uon  of  the  chatraun  of  a  Senate  Uivaatlgat- 
ing  oonunlttae  to  Ala  chargse  and  to  Inatituta 
investigation  of  his  activltias  and  thoee  of 
persons  responsible  for  hla  promotion, 
change  of  orders,  ate. 

That  was  why  X  did  not  think  the  Senate 
had  a  good  foundattoo  for  predicating  can- 
s\ire  of  a  Benetnr  for  a  breach  of  good  faith 
between  the  leglalativa  and  executive 
branches  of  Oovanunant. 

I  readUy  agree  that  when  Senator  Mc- 
Castht's  letter  reaehed  you  February  6  you 
took  prompt  and  nrmmemrtsMT  action  on  the 
chairman's  second  and  third  suggestloea. 
The  unfortunate  thing,  however,  waa  tha 
hasty  re  jectloa  at  hla  llrat  auggeetton  tba  day 
before  you  returned  from  Japan.  It  Is  not 
your  fault  that  the  door  waa  locked  too  late 
and  nalthar  waa  It  Senator  MoCAanrr'a  and 
nalthar  waa  It  General  Zwicker's.  But. 
ahouki  Senator  UcCaaTwr  be  censined  be- 
cause he  loet  his  patience  when  hla  efforts  to 
lock  the  door  In  time  were  tossed  aside? 
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I  raadily  agrM  with  tlw  ttatamaat  tn  your 

lettar  that  "the  Perees  case  was  badly 
handled"  and  that  you  "took  prompt  meas- 
ures after  returning  from  the  Far  East  to 
preclude  the  possibility  of  a  recurrence  of 
such  a  sltuatton."  My  use  of  the  phrase. 
nwaach  of  good  faith,"  was  never  applied  to 
the  rtapa  arhlch  you  as  Secretary  of  the  Army 
took  after  you  returned  on  the  second  and 
third  suggestions  in  the  McCarthy  letter. 

It  aras  used,  as  I  trust  Is  now  clear,  only 
with  respect  to  the  action  on  the  first  sug- 
gestion, as  the  counterpart  and  basic  cause 
of  Senator  McCabtht'b  final  loes  of  patience 
at  the  zwlcker  hearing. 

X  do  ^ypredate  your  writlngapd  giving  me 
this  opportunity  to  clarify  the  matter. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Fbahcis  Case. 
South  Dakota. 

DxPAXTMXjrr  or  thk  Axmt, 
Washington,  November  24, 1954. 
Hon.  nuwcn  Cask, 

United  Stetea  Senate, 

WoMhlnffton,  D.  C. 

Daaa  SavaTOK  Caax :  Last  mday  the  news- 
papers carried  reports  Indicating  your  feel- 
ing that  the  manner  of  handling  Senator 
ICoCaaTHT'a  letter  of  Febnuu7  1  by  the 
Army  was  "a  breach  of  good  faith."  WhUe 
I  appreciate  the  sincerity  of  any  statement 
made  by  yoti,  I  wae  natiuidly,  as  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  disturbed  by  this  statement. 
Human  baiiigt  are  not  infallibla  and  I  fully 
apprectato  that  It  can  be  argued  that  the 
Arany's  handling  of  Senator  McCaxtht's 
letter  of  February  1  was  faulty.  I  am  sure 
you  will  agree,  however,  that  there  is  a  great 
difference  between  an  error  of  judgment,  if 
such  was  the  ease,  and  a  breach  of  good 
faith.  It  Is  my  considered  opinion,  after 
carefully  revtewing  aU  the  facts,  that  there 
was  not  a  breach  of  good  faith  by  the  Army 
In  this  caae. 

In  his  letter  of  February  1.  Senator  Mc- 
Cabtbt  made  three  suggestions,  which.  If  I 
may  summarise,  were: 

1.  That  oourt-martlal  proceedings  lie  im- 
madlataly  Instituted  agalnat  Major  Pereea; 

S.  Titat  a  thorough  Inveetigation  be  mada 
to  rtlerlnae  tha  nsntas  of  ofltoers  reaponalbla 
for  handling  of  the  Perees  caae  with  a  view  to 
their  oourta-martlal; 

S.  That  a  oomplete  Investigation  be  made 
by  the  Inspector  General  to  determine  who 
was  responaible  for  change  of  Peress*  over- 
aaaa  ordsn  with  a  view  to  oourta-martlal. 

Ton  rater  to  tha  Army's  handling  of  this 
lattsr  aa  foUowa:  "Tlie  staff  did  not  show 
any  re^teet  to  the  letter  from  the  Chairman 
of  a  Senate  eommlttee.  *  *  *"  It  seems 
unfortunate  to  ma  that  jou  have  draam 
such  a  conclusion.  On  being  informed  of 
the  Pereai  matter  when  I  returned  from  the 
par  Beat  on  February  3.  I  promptly  directed 
the  Inspector  General  of  the  Army  to  con- 
duct a  thoroogh  and  detaUed  Inveetigation 
of  all  the  dreumatanoes  surrounding  Pareas' 
induction,  change  of  ordara.  promotion,  and 
separation  from  tha  Army.  After  reading 
Senator  llcCaarHT's  lettar  X  falt^  and  I  am 
s\ire  you  wUl  agree  with  me,  that  this  action 
on  my  part  waa  In  harmony  with  the  latter 
taro  BuggeatkaM  ha  made. 

Ttie  remaining  anggeetlop — ^that  Perees  be 
Qourt-aarttalad — ^waa  oarefuUy  reconsidered 
by  tba  staC  upon  raeaipt  of  Benator  Mc- 
CAanrr'a  latter.  In  view  of  Perei'  loualnent 
separation,  time  waa  of  the  easenoe.  Xt  la 
appropriate,  however,  to  recall  that  the  staff 
had  only  recently  completed  a  careful  study 
of  tbte  Mmtlcal  queetton.  The  oonduslon 
waa  rsaahad  that  Senator  ISoCaaTwr'a  letter 
did  not  fomlah  new  evMenoe  to  warrant  tba 
retantSon  of  Mi^or  Ferem  in  tbe  sarvtea  f«r 
poertbla  court-martial.  That  eocolualoa 
may  be  argued  to  have  been  an  wror,  I  do 
not  consider  It  a  breach  of  good  faith. 

Beoognlalng  your  moat  conscientious. 
Bearding  and  fair-minded  approach  to  every 


matter  with  which  you  eoma  la  eoataet,  I 
feel  that  It  is  appropriate  for  ma  to  axpnaa 
my  views  to  you  in  a  oonctruBtlve  and  re- 
spectful manner.  It  is  my  feeling  that  yoa 
would  not  wlA  to  leave  wltti  tha  Senate  an 
accusation  of  bad  faith  by  tha  Army  In  Uda 
matter.  It  may  waU  ba  that,  if  I  bad  noi 
gone  to  the  Far  Xsat  at  that  ttaia  tn  conwae- 
tlon  with  vital  mUltary  mattcra.  Bona  tor  Mc- 
Caxtrt's  letter  would  have  been  handled  dif- 
ferently. In  my  abaeaoe.  however,  a  oertaln 
course  of  action  was  fcdlowad.  After  investi- 
gation I  can  find  no  evidence  of  bad  faith 
by  those  who  handled  the  matter.  Tlia 
Peress  case  had  been  carefully  studied  over  a 
long  period  of  time  and  a  definite  dedalon 
to  rtfeaee  him  as  promptly  as  pcaalMe  had 
been  made.  I  can  asstir^  you  that  there  area 
no  question  involved  of  giving  "priority  to 
the  request  of  Major  Perees  for  an  Inunedlate 
discharge."  ^ 

As  you  are  aware,  X  readUy  i^Bmlttad  la  aay 
letter  of  Febniary  18  to  Senator  McCaaiwr 
Uiat  there  were  defeeto  in  the  Army  pro- 
oediires  for  handling  man  called  to  dutf 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Doctor  Draft  Act. 
The  Peress  case  was  handled  badly  and  X  took 
prompt  meastu*es,  after  returning  from  tha 
Par  Seat,  to  preclude  the  poa«ttaUlty  of  a 
recurrence  of  such  a  situation.  Whan  I  re- 
oelved  the  reeulto  ox  tbe  Inapactor  General's 
inveetigation  I  eoouaunlcated  with  tba 
Chairman  of  the  Speetal  Caveatlgating  Ooaa- 
mlttee  and  on  Juno  2S.  In  aooocdanee  wttb 
Senator  MoCaixHT's  request,  submitted  la 
oonfldenoe  a  list  of  olBoers  determined  by  tba 
Inspector  General  to  have  had  primary  ra- 
sponsibiUty  for  peiaonnal  actions  pertalnfnc 
to  Peress.  Theee  things  do  not  appear,  la  aH 
falmeee.  to  add  up  to  brsaUag  faftb  by  tba 
Army.  I  slnoerrty  hope  you  wlU  flad  It  ap> 
proprlate  to  modify  tha  language. 

With  my  thanks  for  your  constdaratloa  oC 
this  matter  and  arlth  highest  personal  re- 
gards. I  am. 

Tours  sincerely, 

Boanr  T.  Oiavuu, 
Secretary  o/  the  Army. 


SCHEDULE  FOR  THIS  EVENINQ  AND 
TOMORROW 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  » 
number  at  Senators  have  requested  in- 
formation relative  to  the  program  of  tbm 
majority  leadCT  for  the  remainder  of  this 
evening  and  for  tomorrow.  I  have  toM 
them  that  the  Senate  would  stt  tfali  eve- 
ning until  appmatmately  1  o'do^  or  » 
Uttte  later,  if  neccsaary.  and  that  if 
Uaa  1  were  dlsposwl  of,  I  wonld 
mend  that  the  Senate  receaa  untU  !• 
o'clock  tCHuorrow  morning.  It  is  my  be- 
lief that  we  can  finish  at  an  eaziy  hour 
tomorrow  afternoon.  We  have  had  » 
kmg  day,  from  9:Sa  this  monilxig.  and  • 
number  of  Scnatora  have  atated  that  thcgr 
would  not  like  to  have  an  extended 
sion  tmii^t.  It  Is  nw 
that  we  recess  at  this  ttaae  and 
10  o'clock  tonoorrow  monilng. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.    Mi 
dent,  wUl  the  Senator  from  Caltfocni* 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yirid. 

Mr.  JOfSHSOS  of  Texas.  I  wonder  If 
the  distinguished  Vloe  President  will  in- 
form us  as  to  how  many  amendiiieuts 
remain. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  At  tbe  pres- 
ent time  there  Is.  of  course,  the  oommtt- 
tee  amendment,  and  in  addition  to  th^ 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  frona. 
Utah  [Mr.  BsimrrTl  and  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Ccdorado  [Mr. 
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r1.  Tbere  are  thoae  two  am«nd- 
0ient>  peaiflfiig. 

Mr.  J0B!i8CW  (tf  Texas.  So  far  as  the 
majoxltr  leader  la  aware,  are  there  any 
other  am^odmeiits? 

Mr.  BmOWLAMD.  There  are  none  of 
whieh  I  have  any  knowledflre.  nor  do  I 
have  reaaon  to  believe  that  any  more 
win  be  offered.  

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presl- 
6itDt,  win  the  Senator  from  California 
yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  think  it  is 
only  fair  to  say  that  I  will  have  an 
amendment. 

Mr.  JOUNSCH?  of  Texas.  Tlie  Sena- 
tes from  Iowa  contemplates  offering  an 
agifiirtiwent.  So  there  will  be  4  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  sosgesticm  made  by  ttie  majori^ 
leader. 

ALLEGED  MAIL  COVERS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr. ,  President, 
eailier  in  the  afternoon  the  Junior 
Senator  from  IXHsconsin  raised  a  cer- 
tain Questlmi  on  the  floor  regarding  the 
so-called  mail  cover,  and  submitted  cer- 
tain Information,  none  of  which  I  had 
been  aware  of  before.  The  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  also  made  available 
to  the  majority  leader  what  purports  to 
be  photostats  of  certahi  letters,  one  being 
under  date  ni  October  23, 19S3,  addressed 
to  the  postmaster  at  Kensington,  Md.; 
another  (me,  under  date  of  October  22, 
puiporting  to  be  addressed  to  the  post- 
master at  Washington,  D.  C;  another 
October  22,  also  addressed  to  the  post- 
master at  Waathington,  D.  C;  another 
one  dated  November  5,  purporting  to  be 
addreased  to  the  postmaster  at  Washing- 
ton, D.  C;  azMl  one  dated  November  5, 
also  purporting  to  be  addressed  to  the 
postmaster  at  Washington,  D.  C;  to- 
gether with  certain  idiotostats  of  what 
i^Tpears  to  have  been  foolscap  paper  con- 
taining certain  names,  from  certain  per- 
sons to  certain  persons,  which  presuma- 
bly are  the  result  of  the  postal  or  mail 
cover,  whatever  that  may  mean. 

During  the  time  the  matter  was  being 
inresented  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  Oxllbttk]  had  gone  over  to 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Cabtht]  at  the  time  I  was  talking  to 
him,  to  see  Just  what  this  informatkm 
was,  and  pointed  out  that  he  hardly  be- 
lieved his  name  would  have  been  used 
<m  these  purported  letters,  because  it 
was  his  reocUection  that  he  had  actually 
lesiciied  as  chairman  of  the  committee 
prior  to  the  dates  on  these  letters.  Sub- 
sequent to  that  time,  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Arizona,  the  ttien 
chairman  of  the  Ccnnmittee  on  Rules 
and  Administratimi,  and  now  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  Members  of  this 
body,  pointed  out  to  me  in  ihe  report  on 
the  resolution  of  censure,  on  page  18, 
Item  62,  the  Information  that  "Chair- 
man OxLLXTR  resigned  as  a  member  of 
the  subcommittee  on  September  26. 
1952" — page  294  of  the  hearings. 

In  any  event,  the  Senator. from  Iowa 
had  no  recollection  of  having  signed  the 
letters,  and,  as  I  understuid,  had  no 
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prior  knowledge  of  such  letters  being 
sent. 

The  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hat- 
BKN]  liad  indicated  to  me — and  he  is 
here  and  can  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong — 
that  he  had  not  signed  the  lettens,  nor 
were  the  letters  sent  with  his  knowledge 
or  consent. 

What  I  am  about  to  say  is  hearsay,  be- 
cause I  did  not  personally  discuss  it  with 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hkn- 
NXNGS];  but  I  had  understood  frotn  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hatden] 
that  the  Senator  from  Missouri  hiid  no 
recollection  of  having  signed  such  letters 
or  of  the  letters  having  been  sent. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President.  wUl 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  may  say,  with  re- 
spect to  that,  that  never  in  my  life  had 
I  heard  the  phrase  "mail  cover"  used  un- 
til the  distii^riiished  junior  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Jinhei]  used  it  at  the  time 
of  the  debate  last  fall.  I  did  not  know 
what  a  mail  cover  purported  to  do.  I, 
of  course,  had  never  seen  any  0f  the 
letters  exhibited  here  today.  I  knew 
nothing  whatever  about  any  surh  action 
having  been  taken. 

Having  conferred  with  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillkttz]  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hatdem),  and 
other  members  of  the  committee,  we  all 
agreed  that  none  of  us  recalled  the  mat- 
ter ever  having  been  discussed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  understand  the 
same  thing  applies  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrckson]  ,  the  other 
member  of  the  subcommittee,  for  as  long 
as  he  was  a  member  of  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  was  the  mi- 
nority member  of  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  May  I  inquire  of 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  wfheth- 
er  this  is  violative  of  law;  and,  If  so,  what 
section  of  the  law?  I  think  it  would 
have  a  bearing  on  the  relevancy  of  any 
inquiry,  because  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment would  be  involved. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  am  practically 
in  the  same  boat  as  is  the  Senator  from 
Bfissouri,  because  when  the  pihrase 
"mail  cover"  was  used  some  weeks  ago, 
I  had  no  idea  what  a  mail  cover  was. 
I  made  some  inquiries  at  the  time.  I  am 
not  an  attorney.  I  do  not  know  whether 
such  a  practice  is  a  violation  of  ai|y  law 
or  postal  regulation. 

I  do  not  wish  to  delay  the  proceedings, 
because  I  believe  it  is  important  that  we 
conclude  the  pending  business  tomor- 
row as  early  as  possible,  so  thajt  the 
Senate  can  adjourn  sine  die.  The  Sen- 
ate will  have  my  full  cooperation  so  to 
do.  But  as  a  matter  of  public  policy, 
if  it  is  a  fact  that  neither  the  chabman 
Of  the  committee,  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  GiLLiTTi],  nor  the  Senator  who 
succeeded  him.  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Hknhings],  nor  the  Senator 
who  was  chairman  of  the  full  commit- 
tee, the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Hatdkn],  nor  the  minority  member,  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hen- 
DKicxsoN].  had  any  knowledge  of  the 
letters  being  sent,  and  had  not  seen 
them  and  had  not  authorized  thenj,  and 
if  the  committee  itself  had  tak«n  no 
action,  I  think  it  is  a  matter  of  high 


public  policy  whether  an  employee  of 
any  committee  of  the  Senate  can  have 
the  mail  of  any  Senator  covered,  whether 
he  be  Republican  or  Democrat,  on  either 
side  of  the  aisle,  so  as  to  determine  who 
is  writing  to  him  and  to  whom  he  is 
writing.  I  beUeve  this  is  a  matter  of 
public  policy  which  affects  the  dignity 
of  the  Senate.  I  think  we  are  entitled 
to  know  what  the  facts  are.  We  should 
know  whether  a  law  has  been  violated, 
if  an  employee  has  exceeded  his  author- 
ity, and  the  number  of  other  Senators 
whose  mail  is  being  subjected  to  an  in- 
telligence check. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  quite  agree  with 
the  distinguished  majority  leader.  For 
my  part,  it  never  occurred  to  me,  and  I 
am  certain  it  never  occurred  to  any 
other  members  of  the  committee,  to  have 
a  surreptitious  check  made  of  the  mail 
of  any  Member  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  full  confi- 
dence in  the  integrity  and  ability  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Missouri,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Arizona,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Iowa,  and 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey. I  merely  wish  to  say  that  if  some- 
one exceeded  his  authority,  I  think  it  is 
time  the  Senate  put  a  stop  to  it,  and  that 
a  situation  of  this  kind  should  not  be 
allowed  to  develop  in  the  future  without 
its  being  properly  authorized  by  a  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate,  if  indeed  any  com- 
mittee has  the  power  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  f^Oly  Share 
the  views  of  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  on  this  subject;  thus,  I  wish  to 
associate  myself  with  everything  he  has 
said. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Pnesident.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  other  Senators, 
but  first,  on  behalf  of  myself  and  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johvson],  the 
minority  leader,  I  submit  a  resolution 
and  ask  that  it  be  read  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  read  the  resolution  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

The  legislativ2  clerk  read  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  332),  as  follows:  ) 

Resolved.  That  the  senior  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Febccson]  and  theBenlor  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  [Mr.  Oxobob|  are  hereby 
constituted  a  special  committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  make  a  full  and  complete  InTestlgatkm 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  all  of  the 
facts  with  respect  to  ( 1 )  whether  or  not  d\ir- 
Ing  any  period  of  time  there  has  been  main- 
tained a  cover  on  mall  to  or  from  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  McCabtht],  or 
such  mail  has  been  otherwise  handled  In  any 
special  manner  and  without  authoiiaatlon 
from  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  contents 
thereof  or  the  identity  of  persons  oorrespond- 
ing  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 
and  (2)  in  the  event  the  committee  deter- 
mines that  any  such  cover  has  been  main- 
tained or  such  mall  has  been  m  handled, 
the  person  or  persons  responsible  therefor, 
the  period  during  which  such  cover  was 
maintained  or  such  mall  was  so  handled, 
and  all  othef  matters  connected  with  the 
maintenance  of  such  cover  or  so  ^tmnnng 
such  mall.  The  committee  shal)  report  to 
the  Senate  at  the  earliest  practicable  date 
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the  reeults  of  its  InTecUgatloB  uatf  sball  ee«a* 
to  exist  upon  the  misg  oC  tta  report. 

Sac.  a.  (a)  The  commlUee  is  autborlaid 
to  sit  and  act  at  such  places  and  tlinee  dux- 
Uig  the  sessions,  recesses,  and  adjoumed  pe- 
riods of  the  Senate,  to  require  by  subpeaa 
or  otherwise  tlic  attendance  of  such  witnesses 
and  tlie  production  of  such  boolLs.  papers, 
and  doctunents,  to  administer  such  oaths,  to 
take  such  testimony,  to  procure  such  print- 
ing and  binding,  and  to  make  such  expendi- 
tures as  it  deems  advlaabie. 

(b)  The  committee  is  empowered  to  ap- 
point and  fix  the  compensation  of  such  ex- 
perts, consultants,  and  clericai  and  steno- 
graphic asslstanU  as  It  deems  necessary. 

(c)  The  expenses  of  the  committee,  which 
shaU  not  exceed  $3,600.  shaU  be  paid  from  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouch- 
ers approved  by  the  oonunittee. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Mftine.  Would  the 
Seiuitor  from  California  be  willing  to 
amend  his  resolution  to  as  to  include  all 
Genators.  and  not  merely  any  single  one? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
do  so.  I  shall  modify  it  so  as  to  make  it 
apply  to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin or  to  any  other  Member  of  the 
Senate.         

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  jrleld? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Would  tne  Senator 
be  kind  enough  to  include  in  his  resolu- 
tion the  fact  that  the  select  committee 
had  in  its  files  reeords,  which  were  taken 
from  the  telephone  company  here,  of 
every  telephone  call  sent  from  the  oflBce 
of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 
Those  records  were  received  and  were  in 
the  files  of  the  select  committee,  which 
according  to  the  order  of  the  Senate,  was 
supposed  to  obtain  all  the  evidence  pos- 
sible. I  shall  be  glad  to  submit  a  photo- 
static copy  of  the  document  which  hap- 
pened to  be  in  the  files  of  the  select  com- 
mittee, but  which  was  not  acted  upon, 
so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  wish  to 
extend  this  to  a  general  investigation. 
We  have  one  matter  before  us  which 
was  called  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate, 
upon  which  we  have  certain  information. 
I  think  it  Is  a  matter  which  could  be 
cleared  up,  and  should  be  cleared  up  be- 
fore the  Senate  meets  tomorrow,  or  cer- 
tainly sometime  during  the  morning. 
The  committee  would  have  the  power  to 
subpena  the  necessary  witnesses  and  to 
get  the  originals  of  the  letters,  or  copies 
of  them,  from  the  Post  OfBce  Depart- 
ment, with  the  assistance,  I  assume,  of 
the  postal  inspectors,  and  would  be  able 
quickly  to  clear  this  matter  up,  because 
I  think  a  matter  of  high  public  poUcy  is 
involved. 

Mr.  WELKER.  BAr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  one  more  question? 

Mr.  EJ^OWLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Since  the  Senator 
from  CaUf  omia  has  said  he  does  not  care 
to  amend  his  resolution  with  respect  to 
the  telephone  calls  which  were  made  in 
the  office  of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, would  the  Senator  amend  the  res- 
olution to  include  any  activt^  on  the 
part  of  the  telephone  company  or  any 
other   individual   which   caused   to   be 


■lade  a  list  of  t^phone  caUs  from  the 
office  of  any  other  Senator? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  U  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  has  Information  in  that  re- 
gard. I  see  DO  reason  why  the  matter 
should  not  be  brought  to  the  attentioa 
of  the  Senate.  But  time  is  of  the  es- 
sence in  this  particular  matter. 

I  beUeve  that  in  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  [Mr.  Geosgi]  and  the 
distingulahed  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Fnousowl  we  have  perhaps  two 
Soiators  who  not  only  have  the  confi- 
dence of  the  Senate,  but  who  have  had 
considerable  legal  experience. 

I  think  the  matter  can  be  acted  upon 
promptly,  and  a  determination  can  be 
made  whether  employees  of  the  Senate, 
without  the  authority  of  any  Senate 
committee,  or  without  the  authority  of 
the  chairman  of  any  committee,  are  per- 
mitted to  tamper  with  the  mails  in  the 
way  it  is  alleged  to  have  been  done. 

Mr.UEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Csdifomia  yield  for  a 
Question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  understand  the  res- 
olution applies  to  mail  covers  in  the  case 
of  all  Senators  and  of  all  authorized 
committees.  It  seems  to  me  if  the  Sen- 
ate is  going  to  look  into  the  qiiestion, 
and  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  CaU- 
fomia  that  this  is  a  matter  of  public 
policy,  we  ought  to  make  sure  that  there 
is  no  mail  cover  on  any  Senator,  and 
that  there  is  no  illegal  action  taken  by 
any  committee. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  would  say  to  the 
Senator  from  New  York  that  I  would  be 
as  incensed  if  any  mail  cover  applied  to 
any  Senator  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle  as  I  would  be  if  it  appUed  to  Sen- 
ator McCAKTirr  or  any  other  Senator  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle.  If  we  cannot  unite 
on  anything  else,  I  think  this  is  a  ques- 
tion on  which  we  can  tmite.  It  would 
be  unsound  public  policy,  and  no  tm- 
authoriaed  person  should  be  permitted, 
without  any  authority  under  the  rules 
of  the  Senate  or  of  a  standing  ccnnmit- 
tee  of  the  Senate,  to  tamper  with  the 
mail  (rf  Senators  who  represent  the  48 
States  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Sooth  Dakota. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Are  the  terms  of  the 
resolution  sufBciently  broad  to  permit 
the  determination  of  the  identity  of  who- 
ever may  have  forged  a  document? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  thhik  there  is 
ample  authority  contained  in  the  reso- 
lution. I  think  the  two  distlngriished 
Senators  have  sufficient  knowledge  of 
the  law  to  get  the  facts. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Assuming  that 
what  the  Senator  from  California  has 
alleged  Is  c4»Tect,  what  relevance  would 
It  have  to  the  issue  presently  before  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  alleged 
nothing.  I  have  stated  what  was  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate.   I  assume 


the  Senator  from  Arkansas  was  present 
at  that  time.  I  do  not  know  that  it 
will  necesnrlly  affect  at  all  the  businem 
before  the  Senate.  Aside  from  that,  and 
assuming  the  resolutkm  is  ad^t^  as 
apparently  it  will  be,  I  think  this  is  a 
matter  which  should  be  cleared  up,  and 
if  there  are  any  kwpholes  or  kxwe  prac- 
tices now  existing,  the  loopholes  shmild 
be  plugged  and  the  practices  should  be 
prevented  in  the  future. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Am  I  to  iiuder- 
stand  that  the  majority  leader  does  not 
allege  that  this  has  any  relation  what- 
ever to  the  pending  business  before  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  know,  but 
a  disclosure  of  any  such  practice  wmfld 
result  in  what  I  would  call,  and  what  my 
old  New  England  grandmother  used  to 
can,  righteous  indignation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  E*resi- 
dent,  will  the  Senator  frcmi  CaUfomi* 
yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Earlier  in 
the  debate  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin suggested  to  the  majority  leader 
and  the  minority  leader  that  scmie  ac- 
tion should  be  taken  to  determine  who 
is  responsible  for  this  specific  mail  cover, 
and  any  others  that  may  exist  After 
conferring  with Jhe  minority  leader,  the 
majority  leader  drew  up  the  resolutioa 
now  before  the  Senate.  I  share  the  feel- 
ing expressed  by  the  majority  leader, 
and  I  hope  the  Senate  can  act  on  the 
resoluticm  promptly,  that  it  may  be 
adopted,  and  that  the  committee  may 
function. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution?    The  Chair  hears  none. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  sUte  it 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Will  the  Presidhxg  Of- 
ficer have  the  resolution  read?  I  wish 
to  make  sure  that  the  resolution  is  suf- 
ficiently broad  so  that  it  really  takes  into 
consideration  not  only  mail  coverage, 
but  telegrams  and  other  forms  of  com- 
munication of  all  Senators  and  of  all 
ccmunittees.  and  is  not  limited  to  merely 
1  committee  and  1  Senator. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  As  I  interpret  ttw 
resolutiMi.  although  I  wish  the  ecHnmit-  ) 
tee  to  have  whatever  broad  nowws  It 
needs,  it  relates  to  mail  coverage  of  all 
Senators,  not  merely  one  Senator.  It 
does  not  go  into  tel^hone  records  or  tel- 
egrams, because  they  do  not  go  through 
the  United  States  Post  OfBoe  Dq;>art- 
ment  I  feel  a  specific  situation  is  In- 
volved. If  the  charge  is  true,  an  agency 
of  the  Federal  Government  Is  beinr 
used  by  scmieone  without  the  authmlty 
of  a  committee,  to  check  on  the  mail  of 
a  United  States  Senctor. 

Mr.  LEHBIAN.  Wotdd  the  SenatM-  bo 
wiUing  to  include  telephone  caUs? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  committee. 
after  it  has  been  selected,  feels  it  #ants 
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to  ttHMHtoB  ttt  •nt&orttr,  and  if  th«  Son- 
•tor  fram  GMrgto  [|fr.  ObombI  and  tti« 
AMHiter  fram  Mtabican  Ofr.  rKB/omcmi 
fboQld  fiBto  tamorrow  tlMsr  teel  ttie  ns- 
oliitlon  dMiukl  be  bRwdened.  I  would 
lUNV  110  dUeotlon  to  it.  Howerer.  I  do 
no*  WiA  the  atfeuatton  to  let  eompU- 
eatod  bearaod  tbe  faete.  whteh  I  think 
can  be  wily  aaeertained. 

The  VICE  FRBSIDBNT.  The  ques- 
tion iB  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  reeoluUon  was  agreed  to,  as  fol- 
lows: 

JteatOoed,  Tlurt  the  senior  Senator  from 
lllnhlgan.  Ifr.  VkaooBoir,  mnd  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Oeorgia.  Ifr.  Obobcs.  are  li«rel>y 
eoostttated  a  mwetal  conamlUce  ot  the  Sen- 
ate to  malBB  a  full  and  eomideto  investiga- 
tion for  the  purpoM  of  determining  all 
of  the  facts  with  respect  to  (1)  whether 
or  not  during  any  period  of  time  there  has 
been  maintained  a  cover  on  mail  to  or  from 
tbm  fiwiOK  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  Ur.  Mc- 
GAanar,  or  any  other  Senator,  or  such  mall 
has  been  otherwise  handled  in  any  spsdal 
manner  and  trtthout  autherlaatimi  fttm  the 
Jiinior.  Senator  from  Wlsconsbi.  or  any  other 
Senator,  for  tbe  purpose  of  ascertaining  the 
eontsnts  thereof  or  the  identity  of  persons 
corresponding  with  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  or  any  other  Senator,  and  (3)  in 
the  event  the  committee  determines  that  any 
such  cover  hss  been  maintained  or  such  mail 
has  been  so  handled,  the  person  or  persons 
reqxmsible  therefor,  the  period  during  which 
such  cover  was  maintained  or  such  mall  wss 
so  handled,  and  all  other  matters  connected 
with  the  maintenance  of  such  cover  or  so 
handling  such  mail.  The  committee  shall 
report  to  the  Senate  at  the  earUest  nurac- 
tlcable  date  the  resvats  of  its  investigation 
and  Shan  cease  to  exist  upon  the  filing  of  Its 
r^MTt.     - 

Ssc.  9.  (a)  The  committee  is  authorlaed  to 
sit  and  act  at  such  places  and  timee  during 
the  sessions,  recesses,  and  adjourned  periods 
of  the  Senate,  to  require  by  subpena  or 
otherwise  the  attendance  of  such  witncMes 
and  ths  production  of  such  books,  papers, 
and  documents,  to  admlnlstsr  such  oaths,  to 
take  such  testimony,  to  procure  sucb  print- 
ing and  binding,  and  to  make  such  ezpen<U- 
tures  as  it  deems  advisable. 

(b)  The  committee  is  empowered  to  ap- 
point  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such  ex- 
perts, consultants,  and  clerical  and  steno- 
graphic assistants  as  it  deems  necesssry 

(c)  The  eiqMnses  of  the  committee,  which 
shall  not  exceed  $2,600.  shall  be  paid  from 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  upon 
Touchers  approved  by  the  committee. 


RESOLUTION  OP  CENSURE 

iTie  Senate  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  resolution  (8.  J.  Res.  301) 
to  censure  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin.        

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent  

ICr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa.       

Mr.  HIGKBNIiOOPER.  It  had  been 
my  purpose  earlier  in  the  day  to  ad- 
dress the  Senate  in  explanation  of  my 
position  QXk  the  matter  pending  before 
the  Smate.  to  gire  my  reasons  for  voting 
as  I  have  been  doing,  and  as  I  shall  con- 
tinue to  vote,  but  circumstances  pre- 
vented my  doing  so. 

I  wish  to  make  it  dear  that  approval 
or  disapproval  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCaithy]  is  not 
part  of  my  fundamental  purpose.  I  wish 
to  make  it  very  clear  that  I  have  the 
highest  respect  for  the  select  committee 


and  eaeh  member  of  it.  No  Member  of 
the  Senate  has  any  higher  respect  for 
them  ttian  I  do.  I  also  wish  to  make  it 
elear  that  I  have  the  highest  adection 
and  respect  for  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  HKin>ucKsoM].  a  friend  and 
associate  of  s<mie  intimacy. 

However,  I  did  wish  to  make  it  clear, 
Mr.  President,  that  I  feel  that  in  censur- 
ing the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
for  exercising  his  rights  before  the  Gil- 
lette sulMXunmittee  we  would  be  malcing 
a  grievous  error.  I  did  wish  to  saiy  that 
to  censuring  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  as  an  individual  for  words 
^x>ken  inadvertently,  perhaps,  and  in 
heat  of  debate  or  otherwise,  regrettable 
as  they  may  have  been,  when  at  no  pre- 
vious time  in  ito  history  has  the  United 
States  Senate  seen  fit  to  take  such  ofHcial 
cognizance  of  words  spoken  inaxlvert- 
ently,  or  in  the  heat  of  debate,  the  Sen- 
ate would  be  establishing  a  most  serious 
precedent,  which  might  rise  to  plague  fu- 
ture Members  of  this  body  when  their 
own  Uberties  or  freedoms  might  be  at 
stake.  So  I  thought  we  should  approach 
the  matter  with  judicious  caution,  and  I 
attempted  to  point  that  out  in  my  pre- 
pared remarks. 

I  neither  approve  nor  disapprove,  in 
my  basic  premise,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCakthy):  and 
therefore  I  may  say  Uiat.  in  fact. !» is  an 
incident,  perhaps,  in  my  view. 

But.  Mr.  President,  as  I  say,  other  du- 
ties have  prevented  me  from  malcing 
these  remarlcs  in  the  length  to  which  I 
had  hoped  to  make  them.  Therefore, 
when  I  conclude  at  this  Ume,  I  shall  re- 
quest unanimous  consent  that  the  re- 
marks I  wished  to  make  today  be  printed 
in  the  Rbcoro  as  a  statement  by  me. 
But  I  assure  the  Senate  that  they  have 
the  same  force  and  effect  as  if  I  had 
made  them  in  due  and  proper  time. 

Mr.  President,  while  emotions  in  the 
country  rim  high  on  this  particular  issue 
and  involving  this  particular  Senator. 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  and 
feelings  on  both  sides  of  the  question  are 
vital  and  sometimes  vicious,  the  sanc- 
tity and  security  of  operation  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States  and  the  great 
freedom  and  latitude  which  have  marked 
its  strength  during  the  years  are,  in  my 
opinion,  being  endangered  by  what  I  hope 
Is  not  an  emotional  attitude  at  this  time, 
although  I  fear  it  may  be  so  interpreted. 
I  believe  we  are  about  to  take  a  grievous 
step.  The  personality  of  the  individual 
concerned  is  only  an  incident  to  the  se- 
curity and  sanctity  of  the  Senate 

As  I  said  a  moment  ago,  I  hope  we  are 
not  attempting  to  write  a  lexioon  of 
words  from  which  in  the  future  a  Sena- 
tor must  choose  as  he  prepares  the  state- 
ments he  will  make  either  to  the  Senate 
or  to  the  country. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  my  statement  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  PuR- 
TH.L  in  the  chair).    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

STATKlCDrr  BT   SXN ATOB  HlCKXNLOa|>n 

The  issue  which  has  been  plaguing  ths 
Senate  and  exciting  the  country  for  many 
months,  namely,  action  on  Senate  Resolution 


801.  which  moves  ofllcial  censare  for  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  will  soon  be 
decided  by  the  Senate.  Tbe  charges, 
countercharges,  facts,  fiction,  and  emotions 
that  have  marked  this  strange  controversy 
wUl  be  involved  in  tbe  final  votes  which  are 
taken,  although  the  final  vote  may  not  setUe 
the  argument.  To  believe  that  any  solution 
of  thlB  controversy  would  completely  satisfy 
everyone  would  be  the  beight  of  naivete. 
Indeed,  and  of  course  no  one  bsiieves  that 
such  universal  satisfaction  can  rssult  from 
our  actions  here.  The  Issues  intolvsd  seem 
to  me  to  be  fundamental,  indeed.  They  go 
to  the  roots  of  the  constitutional  rights,  and 
the  constitutional  safeguards  of  our  free 
system.  In  which  the  freedom  of  expression 
and  action  la,  and  has  been,  one  of  its  great- 
eat  pillars  of  atrength. 

The  Issues  raised  under  Senate  Resolution 
301  are  crystallized  by  the  rej^rt  of  the 
select  committee,  and  at  least  onf  or  perhaps 
more  amendments  or  substitutes  germane 
to  the  report  of  that  conunlttee. 

No  finer,  more  honorable  or  mofe  dedicated 
Members  of  the  United  States  Senate,  indi- 
vidually and  coUectlvely,  could  have  been 
chosen  for  what  was,  undoubtedly,  a  dis- 
tasteful task,  than  the  members  Sf  the  select 
committee.  These  members  need  no  testi- 
mony from  me  as  to  their  integrity  and  their 
dedication  to  their  States  and  Nation  and  to 
the  responsibilities  of  their  high  oOkoss. 
They  need  no  character  witnesses  so  far  ss 
all  who  know  them  are  concerned.  Z  only 
express  my  great  regard  and  affection  for 
them  as  a  matter  of  personal  conscience. 
The  subcommittee,  with  the  rei|>ect  and.  I 
believe,  sympathy  of  the  Senate  generaUy. 
undertook  its  difficult  task  and  labored  with 
diligence  and  expedition.  Tbe  fact  that 
some  may  disagree  with  the  findings  of  the 
subcommittee  certainly  cannot  indicate  the 
slightest  disrespect  for  the  committee,  nor 
any  of  its  individual  members,  any  more 
than  a  vote  on  this  floor,  on  any  substantial 
issue  which  is  contrary  to  the  recommenda- 
tion of  a  standing  committee  of  the  Senate, 
indicates  disrespect  for  the  members  of  that 
committee.  The  progress  of  our  system  of 
government  has  been  continuously  nuurked 
by  the  fact  that  reasonable  men  can  sincerely 
differ,  and  in  such  differences  eventually 
arrive  at  sounder  solutions  in  thf  public  in- 
terest. 

I  have  no  doubt  but  that  each  member  of 
the  select  committee  would  far  rather  have 
not  been  chosen,  had  selfish  desires  pre- 
vailed, and  I  believe  that  the  thanks  of  tbs 
Senate  are  due  these  members  for  their  labors 
in  a  difficult  assignment. 

The  report  of  the  select  committee  has 
been  thoroughly  discussed  on  the  flow  of 
the  Senate  during  this  debate.  I  do  not 
want  to  engage  In  unnecessary  repetition. 
It  Is  sufficient  to  note  that  after  considera- 
tion of  all  the  charges  and  allegations  before 
It  with  respect  to  the  proposed  censure  of 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  the  select  com- 
mittee discarded  all  except  two  categories. 
( 1 )  The  committee  reconunended  censure 
of  the  Senator  Irom  Wisconsin  in  connection 
with  the  circumstances  surrounding  the  in- 
vestigation by  the  Subcommittee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections  in  the  SSd  Congress. 
called  the  Gillette  committee,  on  charges 
made  by  the  then  Senator  from  Ckinnecticut, 
Mr.  Benton,  and  (2)  the  committee  recom- 
mended censure  in  the  category  ctf  "Incident 
relating  to  Ralph  W.  Zwlcker,  a  general 
officer  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States." 

I>uring  the  debate  upon  the  report  of  the 
select  conmaittee,  a  third  motion  for  censiire 
has  been  filed  as  an  amendment  to  the  com- 
mittee report,  by  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Utah,  and  based  upon  words  used  by  tbe 
Junior  SenatOT  from  Wisconsin  since  the 
select  conunlttee  concluded  its  deliberations. 

I  propose  to  discuss  each  of  these  move- 
ments for  censure  briefly. 


195j^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


16345 


X  have  read  the  report  of  the  select  com- 
mittee. In  the  first  category,  the  matter  ot 
the  failure  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to 
appear  befors  tbe  OUlette  subcommittee  of 
the  83d  Oongress.  the  sound  reasons  for  dls- 
agreement  with  the  select  committee  seem 
to  me  abundantly  clear. 

The  Olllet*«  subcommittee  had  before  It 
for  consider  stlon  certain  complaints  or 
charges  agalr.st  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 
filed  by  the  then  Senator  from  Connecticut, 
Mr.  Benton.  That  subcommittee  met  and 
deliberated:  It  examined  so-cslled  evidence 
and  after  considerable  deliberation  it  made 
no  findings  of  fact  adverse  to  the  Senator 
from  Wlsconiln.  During  its  deliberations  it 
Invited  the  8(  nator  from  Wisconsin  to  appear 
end  testify.  He  did  not  sppear  and  testify 
and  based  upon  ths  fact  that  he  did  not 
appear  and  testify,  the  select  committee  now 
recommends  that  he  be  censured. 

But  let's  exf jnine  the  circumstances  a  little 
further,  and  I  hope  dispassionately  and  ob- 
jectively. The  subcommittee  did  not  sub- 
pena the  Senator  from  Wisconsm,  so  that, 
apart  from  the  question  of  whether  or  not 
the  subcommittee  had  the  authority  to  com- 
pel his  appetxance.  it  did  not  attempt  to 
exercise  the  jwwer  of  subpena.  Therefore, 
even  granting  ror  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
it  coxild  have  compelled  his  appearance  by 
subpena  and  nls  failure  to  such  compulsion 
might  have  bi>en  contemptuoxis,  that  power 
was  never  sttimpted  to  be  used.  Therefore, 
he  surely  could  not  be  held  in  contempt  of 
that  committee  or  of  the  Senate  on  that 
ground.  The  nelect  committee  stressed  the 
fact  that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsm  was 
invited  to  apfiear.  if  be  so  desired,  and  did 
not  sppear.  3uch  an  tovltstlon  placed  it 
clearly  within  the  discretion  snd  right  of  the 
Senstor  from  Wisconsin  to  accept  or  to  de- 
cline. He  exercised  that  discretion  appar- 
ently by  not  ap>pearlng  before  tbe  committee; 
whether  he  declined  to  appear  or  whether 
there  was  difliculty  in  arranging  mutually 
convenient  times  for  his  appearance  may  be 
in  dispute,  but  of  no  great  consequence. 
The  point  is  that  be  bad  a  discretion  and  a 
right  which  he  could  exercise,  either  to  ap- 
pear or  not  to  appear.  He  did  not  exercise 
that  discretion  to  appear  before  tbe  com- 
mittee. I  can  only  conclude,  therefore,  that 
the  select  committee  reasons  that  tbe  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  should  be  censured  for  not 
exercising  his  dlscreUon  and  his  rights  in 
the  manner  m  which  that  committee  thought 
he  should  have  exercised  It. 

Of  even  greater  significance  is  the  fact  that 
the  Gillette  committee  did  not  see  fit  to  re- 
quest censure  of  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin; nor  did  it  nee  fit  to  request  an  interpre- 
tation of  its  pcwers  from  the  Senate,  Itself; 
nor  did  it  mak«  any  nndlngs  of  fact  on  the 
charges. 

In  addition,  tbe  Senate  of  tbe  83d  Con- 
gress did  not  f«e  fit  to  make  any  issue  ot 
this  incident  of  the  suboommlttee's  Investi- 
gation; made  no  move  to  continue  or  pursue 
the  mstter  bejond  the  inconclusive  repent 
of  the  subcommittee  and  the  matter  sup- 
posedly died  wl-.b  tbe  termination  of  the  sad 
Congress.  The  Subcommittee  on  Privileges 
and  Elections  (if  the  83d  Congress  had  be- 
fore it.  and  there  was  voluminous  coversge 
through  the  press  and  radio,  of  aUegations 
and  charges  on  personal  matters  mvdvlng 
the  Senator  frcon  Wisconsin,  but  it  is  slg- 
nlflcant,  indeed,  to  note  that  the  people  of 
Wisconsin,  whom  he  repreeents.  and  after 
extensive  publicity  In  these  matters,  re- 
elected him  to  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  to  reprecent  the  great  State  of  Wis- 
consin. Can  there  be  tbe  sUgbtest  doubt 
but  that  the  issiies  involved  before  the  Privi- 
leges and  Klectlims  Subcommittee  of  the  SSd 
Congress  inhered  in  the  Judgment  o<  the 
people  of  Wisconsin  in  that  sleeUon? 

Based  upon  the  premises  which  I  have  at- 
tempted to  briefly  outline.  It  seems  incom- 
prehensible to  me,  from  a  standpoint  of  rea- 
son and  objective  approach,  that  the  Senate 


of  the  8Sd  Oongress  has  any  Justification 
whatsoever  to  reach  back  into  a  preceding 
Congress  and  vote  censure  for  something 
which  tlie  Senate  of  tbe  83d  Congress  failed 
to  take  dBdal  cognisance  of.  This  is  es- 
pecially trus  when  the  very  acts  upon  which 
censure  Is  now  proposed  were  actions  or  fail- 
tve  to  act  which  were  within  the  discretion 
and  the  rights  of  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin. In  fact,  certainly  no  Senator  should  be 
censtired  for  acting  within  his  rights. 

The  second  incident  upon  which  the  se- 
lect committee  bases  its  reconunendation  of 
censure  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  is 
the  so-called  Zwlcker  Incident.  Laying  aside 
for  the  moment  a  great  many  of  the  details, 
I  think  it  Is  well  to  examine  certain  legal 
phases  involved. 

In  the  first  place,  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, beyond  dispute  so  far  as  I  know,  was 
acting  under  the  authority  rules  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  of  the  Committee  on  Oovernment 
Operations,  of  which  he  is  chslrman.  In 
his  subcommittee  activities  he  was  acting 
within  the  authorisation  laid  down  by  that 
committee.  He  was  Investigating  the  mat- 
ter of  subversive  Infiltrstlon  into  the  Oov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  and  with  par- 
ticular emphasis  st  the  naoment  on  the 
Armed  Forces. 

At  all  times  ths  o»mmittee  of  which  he 
was  chairman  had  the  authority  to  defijoe, 
curtail,  limit  or  end  the  investigative  activi- 
ties in  this  field  by  either  the  committee 
Itself,  or  by  any  subcommittee  of  that  com- 
mittee. 80  far  as  I  luiow.  that  committee 
have  never  yet  circumscribed,  c\irtailed. 
limited,  or  ended  these  investigative  ac- 
tivities. 

Can  anyone  argue  thst  the  matter  of  sub- 
versive infiuence  in  the  Oovernment  of  the 
United  States,  or  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  any 
other  branch  or  department  of  our  Govern- 
ment, is  not  of  vital  interest  to  the  Congress 
and  ths  pecH>le,  or  thst  acquisition  of  in- 
formation with  regard  to  such  subversive  ac- 
tivities is  not  within  the  very  deep  reepon- 
sibUlty  of  ths  Senate  and  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States? 

Can  anyone  argue  that  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  hsving  information  that  an  officer 
in  ths  Army  was  a  member  of  a  Communist 
or  Conxmunist  dominated  organisation,  with 
strong  suspicion  that  hU  activities  had  been 
in  support  of  conspiratorial  actlvltiee  and 
that  this  ofllcer  had  not  only  refused  to 
answer  questions  in  connection  therewith, 
but  that  he  had  been  promoted  in  spite  of 
this  record,  and  that  after  demand  for  a  more 
thorough  investigation  of  his  activities  had 
been  made  by  the  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee looking  into  such  activities,  he  had  been 
precipitously  given  an  honorable  discharge 
by  someone  or  soms  authority  In  the  Army. 
I  repeat,  can  anyone  argue  that  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  should  not  have  vigorously 
and  intensively  inquired  Into  the  clrciun- 
stanoes?  I  think  any  Senator  in  this  body, 
under  the  same  circiimstances,  would,  in- 
deed, have  made  vigorous  inquiry  and  in- 
vestigation. The  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
did  make  such  Inquiry,  and  he  called  before 
his  subcommittee  the  oommandlng  officer  of 
Camp  Kilmer,  an  Army  separation  center, 
from  which  Major  Peress.  the  object  of  this 
inquiry,  was  given  hU  honorable  discbargs 
on  February  2,  1964.  Does  anyone  argue 
that  a  general  officer  of  the  Army  Is  immune 
from  giving  testimony  before  a  congressional 
committee?  Can  anybody  argue  that  a  logi- 
cal souros  of  evidence  in  connection  with 
the  Peress  cass  woiUd  be  tbe  commanding 
oflloer  of  the  separation  center,  where  a  nmn- 
ber  of  the  events  involved  occurred? 

It  seems  to  me  that  two  most  fundsmental 
questions  In  this  inquiry  would  be.  (1)  Who 
vras  responsibls  for  the  promotion  of  Peress? 
and  (1)  Who  was  responsible  for  his  expe- 
dited dlsdiarge  on  Febnuury  2, 19M.  after  the 
matter  had  been  specifically  called  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  Department  of  the  Army  prior 
thereto? 


In  pursuit  of  these  two  major  quesMons, 
the  so-called  Zwlcker  incident  took  plaee. 
and  under  a  plea  of  orders  from  superior 
authority.  General  Zwlcker  declined  to  gtvo 
any  kind  of  a  clear  answer.  During  tha  at- 
tempt by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and 
counsel  for  the  committee  to  get  the  facts  la 
connection  with  this  matter.  frustratUm  #nd 
irritation  undoubtedly  entered  into  tbe  cir- 
cumstances, snd  tbe  Senator  from  Wisooostit 
eventuaUy  directed  some  bitter  words  at 
General  Zwlcker. 

So  far  as  I  recall.  I  have  never  met  General 
Zwlcker.  Such  information  as  I  have  con- 
cerning him  convinces  me  that  he  is  an  able 
officer  with  a  splendid  war  record,  and  that 
he  is  an  honorable  gentleman.  I  regret  that 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  in  what  un- 
doubtedly was  a  period  of  enaotlon  and  frtM- 
tration  so  f ar  ss  the  meat  of  the  oontroreray 
was  concerned,  used  caustic  words  toward 
General  Zwlcker  which  questioned  his  fltneea 
for  his  Job.  But,  by  the  same  token.  I  do 
Bc  y  that  the  Congress  of  ths  United  Statee  is 
entitled  to  the  answers  to  these  questions 
which  are  still  unanswered,  so  far  as  I  know— 
who  pronu>ted  Peress,  and  who  is  responsible 
for  expediting  his  honorable  discharge? 

So  far  as  the  controversy  between  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsm  and  General  Zwlcker 
was  concerned,  there  is  disputed  testimony. 
There  is  evidence  that  Oenersl  Zwidksr  had 
made  disparaging  remarks  about  the  Setuitar 
from  Wisconsin.  There  is  evidence  that  led 
reasonable  )feople  to  the  belief  that  Oenersl 
Zwlcker  was  arrogant,  almost  to  tbe  point  of 
defiance,  of  the  Senate  committee.  Hie 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  as  chairman,  stated 
his  conclusion  that  General  Zwlcker  was  ar- 
rogant; the  sentocflcnator  from  Colorado,  a 
member  of  the  select  committee,  has  frankly 
stated,  as  I  understand  it.  that  prior  to  the 
hearings  of  the  select  committee,  be  vrae  at 
the  opinion  that  General  Zwlcker  was  an  ar- 
rogant witness  before  tbe  oommlttae  of  tbe 
Senstor  from  Wisconsin.  The  Senator  from 
Colorado  has  also  frankly  stated  that  after 
hearing  General  Zwlcker  before  tbe  eelect 
oonmilttee.  he  changed  his  opinion,  but  X 
submit  that  It  is  not  the  conduct  of  Oen- 
eral  Zwlcker  before  the  select  oommittes 
which  is  the  iasue,  but  the  condtict  of  Gea- 
eral  Zwicker  before  tlM  McCarthy  committee 
which  is  at  issue,  and  conduct  at  one  ttaaa 
may  not  neceesarily  be  the  criterion  for 
Judgment  of  conduct  at  another  time. 

Now,  so  far  as  the  words  ot  "A"d^fmn«tion 
which  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  tissd  to- 
ward General  Zwicker  are  concerned,  and 
while  I  personaUy  regret  that  tbey  were  used, 
and  I  personally  respect  General  Zsricksr, 
neverthelees.  I  have  heard  on  repeated  oc- 
casions diuing  the  cotuse  of  my  service  to 
this  body  language  used  toward  witnessea 
by  members  of  various  oommtttees  wbielft 
were  at  least  as  condemnatory  of  tbe  wit- 
ness as  anything  that  toe  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin said  to  General  Zwlcker.  On  occa- 
sions and  on  committeee  ot  which  I  havo 
been  a  member.  I  have  heard  members  of  a 
committee  remonstrate  with  a  colleague  in 
objection  to  the  caustic  or  condemnatory 
language  which  the  member  was  using  to- 
ward a  witness.  In  some  rsses.  perhi^M.  the 
condemnation  might,  in  the  Judgment  of 
some  people,  be  Justified,  and  in  eome  casus 
the  condemnation  mlgbt.  in  the  Judgment 
of  some  people,  be  wholly  unjustified:  nevor- 
theless.  such  condemnation  of  at  least  equal 
vehemence  has  been  repeatedly  heard  fraos 
members  conducting  investigations  in  pur- 
suance of  the  leglslatlvs  reqxmslbmtlss  of 
the  Senate,  and  no  propoeal  for  censure  haa 
ever  been  offered  as  a  result. 

This  is  not  to  say  that  I  applaud  or  upgtow 
violence  of  langxiage.  and  I  make  rtf  erenoe  to 
It  only  because  the  situatloa  iksre  btfore  us 
is  not  imiqtie.  The  unique  situation  is  that, 
so  far  ss  I  know,  for  ths  first  time  la  the 
history  of  the  United  States  Senate,  oon- 
demnatory  criticism  of  a  wltnsss  by  a  Mssa- 
her  of  the  Senate  is  being  made  the  basis  for 
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%y  OUa  body.    %  the  Senate 

to  ttdopi  »  policy  or  p^eiog  tbe  oim- 
KM*  and  ToaJMOary  of  Ub  Mtembera  by 
cAstel  t«tT 

TMb  mm  the  tfOMMon,  of  ooone.  m  to 
wtetker  or  aot  a  lezloon  of  worda  of  pro- 
yrtaty  la  to  be  adopted  by  tbe  Senate  wtttaln 
tbe  ttettattoB  of  wbkd.  eacli  Member  mVMt 
vavefMly  eoaflae  hlnaelf .  eiae  be  b«  oAdaUy 
vaaaond  becaiwe  eltber  through  inad- 
vertency or  emoUon.  which  la  only  a  part  of 
human  reaction,  he  oveietepa  the  line  oC 
olActel  ptDprtety  o(  the  mooaent.  It  rateea 
tlM  qwaitluu  <j(  niMttier  or  not  Senatora  wUl 
be  drevnaoribed  In  thi^  Individual  right 
and  oMiaoteaee  to  erltlclae  people  and  prac- 
tteea  In  what  «iey  beBere  to  be  the  iNrt>Ue 
Interc^  It  ralaaa  the  question  of  whether 
r»  not  Senatora  wOl  be  ctreumacrlbed  and 
Vmltad  In  their  right  and  fMedom  to  dla- 
eon  the  eondoet  and  attitude  of  foreign 
nattona  toward  thla  eountry,  else  they  be 
conaured  by  ttiose  who  may  disagree  with 
them,  or  wbo  may  oonalder  tlielr  language 
xmtlmely  or  HI  chceen.  It  raises  the  ques- 
tion «f  the  meaning  of  the  oonatltotlonal 
protection,  which  aaya  liiat  for  words  ap<Aen 
on  the  floor  of  the  United  Statea  Senate,  the 
Member  ahall  not  be  qxiestloned  In  any  other 
plaoe.  It  ralaea  the  whole  question  of  vihaX 
Xreedoiiu  win  renuOn  to  a  Miinltiii  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  express  his  views  on  matters  which 
he  In  coneclsnce  believes  to  be  affecting  the 
p^^e  Interest  of  his  country  or  of  his  con- 
atttomts.  It  raises  the  oanlnoas  cloud  of 
•snsnrs  over  a  body  and  Its  memberriUp. 
which,  np  untU  now  haa  retained  the 
Strength  d  trssdum  In  dtisate  and  latitude  In 
Investtgatton.  Ik  raises  the  question  of 
vbsthar  cepsuie  in  thla  caae  would  put  the 
stamp  of  approval  upon  deOance  ot  a  law- 
fully conatitttted  committee  of  this  body  by 
servanta  of  cr  by  a  department  of  the 
Government. 

Ab  I  stated  heretofore,  my  position  In  this 
matter  Is  not  from  a  standpoint  of  agree- 
ment or  disagreement  with  the  Senator  from 
Wlsoonsln.  With  many  things  he  hss  done 
and  said  I  agree;  with  many  things  he  has 
done  and  said  I  disagree;  my  position  In 
thla  matter  la  taken  beeauae  I  believe  tbei« 
la  a  fundamental  and  vital  principle  affeeUng 
the  freedom  ctl  the  Senate  of  the  United 
Statea  and  Ita  Members  as  the  real  issue  In 
this  controversy,  and  I  propose  to  protect 
those  freedoms  as  much  as  I  can. 

If  the  Senator  from  Wlsoanstn  has  trans- 
gressed the  rules  of  propriety  or  of  oSdal 
conduct  In  the  minds  of  some  people,  never- 
theless, there  Is  voluminous  precedent  In 
the  past  wtkere  such  transgrssslons  have 
oomrrsd  on  the  part  of  others.  The  very 
strengtti  of  ^e  rl^t  of  freedom  of  conduct 
on  the  part  of  the  Soiate  Is  proven  by  the 
ability  at  our  system  to  absorb  all  manner 
of  discussion  and  action,  some  vehement. 
same  mild,  and  still  maintain  that  latitude 
which  Is  necessary  in  the  interest  of  ex- 
haustive eiqiloration  of  the  rights  of  the 
Amartcaa  people. 

X  often  disagree  with  positions  taken  by 
many  of  my  ooUesguee  and.  indeed,  with 
stateaaents  whldi  they  may  make  from  time 
to  time,  and  without  any  doubt  they  disa- 
gree with  me  from  time  to  time  on  position 
and  statements,  but  the  great  principle  of 
frsodom  of  «rt>ate  and  f>eedom  of  position 
and  attttode  was  so  dearly  enunciated  in 
the  statement.  "I  disapprove  of  what  you 
my  but  I  will  defend  to  the  death  your  right 
to  say  it." 

For  all  of  these  reasons  and  because  of 
tl»e  sacred  prtndple  of  Uberty  and  freedom. 
I  cannot  support  Ibe  vote  of  censure  in 
^'Otm  of  the  two  eategori«B  set  out  by  the 
seleet  eoDmittee. 

Taming  now  to  the  amendment  filed  by 
taw  Junior  Senator  ftrcm  Utah  (BCr.  Bsjinsri]. 
He  propoaes  to  offldaUy  censore  the  Sen- 
ator from  WIseonsin  for  critical  words  spoken 
aboot  his  eoBeague,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Utah  {Mr.  WftnoMS].    Again  I  reassert  my 


great  respect,  friendship,  and  admiration  for 
the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkiks]  . 
He  Is  a  man  of  highest  integrity,  courage, 
and  devotion  to  his  responsibilities  and  hla 
feUowmen.  I  regret  that  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  fighting  with  hlB  back  to  the  wall, 
lised  blunt  language  directed  toward  the 
senior  Senator  from  Utah  and  th#  distin- 
guished select  committee  of  which  he  was 
^airman. 

No  doubt  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
might  be  described  as  having  laahed  out 
at  the  committee,  but  at  the  sa«ie  time 
the  committee.  Itself,  was  supporting  a  mo- 
tkMi  to  condemn  the  Senator  from  Wlscon- 
aln,  and  emotions  of  the  moment  whAch  were 
Involved  might  be  taken  into  acoount  In 
mitigation  of  intemperate  words.  Of  course. 
the  aelect  committee,  and  no  member  of 
It,  haa  any  sympathy  whatsoever  with,  and 
In  fact  hate,  communism,  but  at  the  same 
time  no  one  can  deny  that  humlltotlon  of 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  call 
for  a  celebration  in  every  Communist  dep  In 
the  world. 

To  that  extent  resolutions  of  censure  of 
the  Ssnator  from  Wisconsin  will  contribute 
to  the  objective  of  the  Communists  In  this 
eountry,  who  have  long  sought  to  itlfle  his 
activities.  Of  course,  countless  people  who 
hate  communism  disagree  with  and  criticize 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  They  are  loyal 
people  and  in  no  sense  do  they  aid  com- 
munlatlc  movements.  My  own  view  is  that 
the  words  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
might  better  have  been  unsaid,  aad  I  re- 
gret his  reference  to  the  Senate  seisslon  as 
a  "lynch  party";  i  regret  the  use  of  the 
word  "cowardly"  with  respect  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  Utah,  who  Is  not  eowardly 
but  is  possessed  of  the  highest  degree  of 
courage.  At  the  same  time  I  regtet  that 
Mttcr  words  have  been  spoken  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  from  time  to  time  In  the  past. 
In  fact  I  feel  certain  that  the  Senator  from 
Wisconaln  regrets  his  choice  of  language  and 
the  bluntnees  of  his  words.  It  seents  to  me 
that  he  expressed  this  on  November  19.  when 
he  Bald,  "However,  insofar  as  th#  words 
need  I  am  wUling  to  strike  out  all  the  words 
that  are  considered   objectionable." 

The  choice  of  words  Is  an  art;  some  people 
have  ttie  ability  to  inflict  grievous  wounds 
with  the  delicate  and  needlelike  stiletto,  the 
seriousness  of  which  are  not  realized  until 
Bome  time  after  the  blows  have  been  struck. 
Others,  less  artful,  do  battle  with  a  meat  ax. 
where  the  damage  is  immediately  more  evi- 
dent and  sometimes  more  repulsive,  but  in 
the  long  run  It  makes  litUe  difference  be- 
catisi;  the  injury  may  be  Just  as  serious; 
either  type  of  attack  can  wound  or  kill. 
The  Senate  in  rule  19  provides  for  calling 
a  member  to  order  for  words  spoken,  which 
are  csnsidered  by  any  member  to  offend  the 
rules  of  the  Senate.  These  words  can  be 
taken  down"  and  the  member  cannot  jwo- 
eeed  in  order  except  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 
This  has  been  a  remedy  that  has  worked 
satisfactorily  over  the  years. 

It  Is  signlflcant.  however,  that,  so  far  as  I 
know,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  not 
had  rule  19  invoked  against  him.  fie  was 
not  called  to  order  for  any  words  which 
he  has  spoken  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
Again  I  say  that  I  do  not  agree  with  many 
of  the  words  which  he  has  spoken:  per- 
sonally I  might  criticize  him  for  his  choice 
of  wcn-ds  on  certain  occasions,  but  that  la 
a  matter  of  semantics  and  personal  qpinlon. 
Rule  19  stin  remains  as  a  remedy  tor  any 
Member  of  the  Senate  who  desires  to  exercise 
it  and  it  haa  not  l>een  exercised  in  sonnec- 
tlon  with  this  censure. 

I  regret  exceedingly  the  bitter  wordt  which 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  directed  against 
the  Junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
BjOfSBiocaoir].  I  have  known  the  Junior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  Intimately  a»d  well. 
ffis  entire  record  is  one  of  courage,  decency 
and  devotion  to  duty.    He  is  a  man  of  the 

highest   honor   and  integrity. 


I  thoroughly  disagree  with  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  in  his  refeilence  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jeraey  aa  "a  living  miracle, 
a  man  without  brains  and  without  guts,** 
but  again  without  defending,  and  in  fact 
In  criticism  of  these  words,  xinfortunately 
chosen  and  unfortunately  spoken,  I  call  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  equUly  grievoua 
things  have  been  said  from  tints  to  time  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  by  Membera  against 
other  Members,  often  couched.  It  is  true,  in 
less  blunt  language  but,  nevertheless,  in 
connotation  fully  as  violent. 

Again  I  point  out  that  this  is  the  flrst 
time  in  the  history  of  the  Senate,  so  far 
as  I  know,  that  words  spoken  by  a  Senator 
have  been  the  subject  of  a  formalized  motion 
tor  censure.  This  seems  to  me  to  invite 
a  precedent  for  the  oOiclal  censureahlp  and 
control  of  the  choice  of  words  used  by  a 
member  of  the  Senate,  which  may  well  ariae 
to  plague  other  members  in  the  future  and 
to  circumscribe  the  latitude  within  which 
they  may  discharge  their  duties  as  they  see 
them  to  the  people  whom  they  represent. 

Therefore,  while  I  assert  th«  freedom  to 
personally  disagree  with  the  choice  of  words. 
and  with  their  connotation,  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  on  some  occasions,  to  regret 
that  he  has  no  doubt  offended  the  sensi- 
bilities of  many,  nevertheless,  I  d^  not  think 
ofOclal  censure  Is  a  means  of  cotrection,  and 
on  the  other  hand,  I  think  it  is  a  dangerous 
precedent  to  freedom  of  speech^  which  may, 
indeed,  plague  us  in  the  future. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has,  indeed. 
been  a  controversial  figure.  Mllllona  of  peo- 
ple support  him  with  zeal  and  enthualasm. 
Other  millions  criticize  and  condenm  hip> 
Throughout  the  history  of  this  country  ws 
have  hod  public  figures  who  have  aroused 
violent  feelings,  pro  and  con;  they  have  gen- 
erated controversies  which  have  aifected  the 
course  of  our  Nation.  It  is  in  the  freedom  of 
controversy  and  in  the  Area  Of  emotional 
discussion  that  we  have  traditionally  found 
great  strength,  and  we  must  take  great  care, 
indeed,  that  the  emotionally  exerclaed  power 
of  a  majority  shall  not  translate  itself  Into 
tyranny  over  the  rights  of  a  minority. 
whether  it  be  a  minority  of  one  or  more. 


NOMINATION  OP  DR.  WHXARO 
PRANK  UBBY  TO  BE  A  MEMBER 
OP  THE  ATOMIC  ENEHOY  COM- 
MISSION 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
as  in  executive  session,  there  is  a  matter 
about  which  I  should  like  to  interrogate 
both  the  majority  leader  and  the  minor- 
ity leader.  This  afternoon  the  Senate 
section  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy  unanimously  approved 
and  recommended  the  reporting  to  the 
Senate,  for  confirmation,  of  the  nomlna- 
Uon  of  Dr.  Willard  Prank  LiUby.  of  Illi- 
nois, to  be  a  member  of  the  Atomic  En- 
ergy Commission  for  the  reyiainder  of 
the  term  of  5  years  expiring  June  30, 
1956,  to  which  office  he  was  appointed 
during  the  last  recess  of  the  Senate.  I 
now  report  the  ncwninatlOn  to  the  Sen- 
ate. 

I  do  not  desire  to  press  for  action  on 
the  nomination  this  evening.  As  I  have 
said,  the  nomiii&tion  is  unanimoudy  ap- 
proved by  the  Senate  membra,  on  both 
sides,  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
g»gy.  Action  on  the  nomlnttion  is  tai- 
flwtant,  because  today  there  are  only  2 
confirmed  Commissioners,  oxtX  ol  5,  on 
the  Atomic  Energy  Comini«ion;  and 
Dr.  Libby  has  been  an  acting  Commis- 
sioner since  before  the  Senjite  recon- 
vened, on  a  recess,  interim  appointment. 
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He  is  acting  as  one  of  the  Oommisslonen. 
but  his  nomination  has  not  been  cod- 
flrmed.  I  think  it  Important  that  there 
be  at  least  three  cooSaxatA.  Commis- 
sionMa. 

I  do  not  seek  to  press  for  action  on 
the  nomination  at  this  time,  but  I  believe 
it  incumbent  upon  me  to  press  for  con- 
firmation as  soon  as  possible  of  the  nom- 
ination, which  has  the  unanimous  ap- 
proval of  Senators  on  both  aides  of  the 
aisle.  Insofar  as  the  joint  committee  is 
concerned.  Of  course.  I  shall  abide  by 
the  desires  of  the  majority  leader  and 
the  minority  leader  In  this  connecti(»i. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Preel- 
dent,  will  the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  As  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  knows,  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  press  for  action  in  this  connec- 
tion, because  there  is  complete  agree- 
ment on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  in  this 
instance:  and  earlier  in  the  day  I  notified 
the  majority  leader  that  there  was  no 
objection  from  this  side  of  the  aisle  to 
reporting  this  ncunlnation  and  having  it 
confirmed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  there  are  several  nominations 
upon  which  Uie  minority  leader  and  the 
other  members  of  the  minority  have 
shown  excellent  cooperation.  My  im- 
derstandtng  1b  that  the  nominations  have 
been  reported  from  the  committee  with 
the  support  of  both  the  majority  and  the 
minority  members,  and  that  the  nomina- 
tions have  been  cleared  with  both  the 
majority  leadftr  and  the  minority  leader. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

I  may  state  for  the  Rbcoid  that  at  this 
time  the  Semitor  from  Tennessee  I  Mr. 
Cork]  is  abstmt  in  Europe,  on  official 
duties.  I  feel  that  he  would  not  object, 
although  I  cannot  speak  for  him,  and  he 
is  not  voted. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  TMr.  BaicKml 
is  also  absent  on  official  duties.  He  has 
traveled  in  tlie  other  direction;  he  is 
not  in  Washington.  I  am  not  privileged 
to  vote  for  him,  although  he  was  kind 
enough  to  give  me  his  general  proxy  on 
the  committee.  But  I  am  not  recording 
him  one  way  or  the  other.  The  other 
Senate  Members-— of  both  parties — are 
unanimous  in  their  approvaL 

Mr.  President.  I  am  not  disposed  to 
request  immediate  action  on  the  nomi' 
nation;  but  if  that  would  be  satisfactory 
to  the  leadership.  I  would  suggest  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be 
placed  on  the  Executive  Calendar  both 
the  nomination  reported  from  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  EInergy  and  also 
nominations  coining  from  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  and  nominations 
coming  from  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee, in  regard  to  which  I  understand 
the  same  situation  prevails,  namely,  that 
the  nominations  have  been  cleared  with 
the  minority  memben  and  with  the  mi- 
nority leader. 

The    PRESIDINO    OFFICER.     First. 

the  nomination  reported  from  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy  will  be  re- 
ceived  and  placed  on   the   Executive 

Calendar. 


MOBONATIONB  REPORTED  BY  THB 
ARMED  SBRVICEB  OOMMITTEB 

Mr.  SALTONSTAUi.  Mr.  President, 
as  in  executive  session,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Armed  Services,  I  report  favor- 
ably sundry  nominations,  including  the 
10,030  nominations  received  yesterday 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  latter  nominations  were  printed 
in  yesterday's  Concrsbsiomal  Rbooks. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  10,030, 
as  printed  in  yesterday's  Congrkssiohal 
Rkcokd,  not  be  printed  on  the  Elxecutive 
Calendar,  but  be  placed  on  the  Vice  Pres- 
ident's desk;  and  that  all  other  nomina- 
tions reported  from  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  be  placed  on  the  Executive 
Calendar.  In  that  way,  all  the  nomiiui- 
tions  will  be  available  for  consideration, 
but  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  print  again 
the  10,030  nominatjpns. 

Mr,  KNOWLAND^  They  are  the  cus- 
tomary, routine  nominations,  are  they 
not? 

Mr.  8ALTONSTALL.    That  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, reserving  the  right  to  object,  let 
me  say  that  as  I  understand,  the  nomi- 
nations being  reported  from  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  include  the  nomi- 
nations of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  De- 
fense and  the  As.sistant  Secretary  for  Air. 
Both  those  nominations  were  reported 
this  morning  by  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  accoi-dlng  to  my  understand- 
ing. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  correct ; 
they  were. 

In  the  case  of  two  other  nominations, 
the  nominees  were  not  able  to  be  present 
this  morning  in  the  committee.  So  the 
committee  has  held  up  those  nomina- 
tions. But  all  the  nominations  now  re- 
ported by  the  committee  are  reported 
unanimously,  and  with  the  full  approval 
of  the  members  of  both  sides. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, let  me  ask  how  many  committee 
members  on  this  side  were  present. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Four  were  pres- 
ent; the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Rus- 
sxu.].  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
BtrdJ,  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Stmuicton],  and  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee [Mr.  KirAUVKRl. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  All  the 
nominations  were  reported  unanimously, 
were  they? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts?  Without  objec- 
tion, it  is  so  ordered. 


NOMINATIONS      IN      THE      XTNTTED 
STATES  PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  understand  that 
in  the  caae  of  certain  nominations  which 
are  ready  to  be  r^^orted  from  the  Ccun- 
mlttee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  the 
committee  members  on  both  sides  are  in 
agreement. 


Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  President,  as  In  execntive  sesskm. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  report  from 
the  Committee  on  lAbor  and  Public  Wel- 
fare a  number  of  nominations  in  the 
Regular  Corps  of  the  United  States  Pub* 
he  Health  Service. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICHl.  Without 
objection,  the  nominations  will  be  re- 
ceived and  placed  on  the  Executive 
Calendar. 


NOMINATIONS  REPORTED  FROK 
THE  FOREIGN  RELATIONS  COM- 
MITTEE 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, as  in  executive  session.^ I  aslc 
unanimous  c<Hisent  to  report  a  number 
of  nominations  from  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations.  The  list  includes  7 
recess  appointmoits  of  ambassador;  ai>- 
polntments  and  promotions  in  the  For- 
eign Sei-vice;  4  appointments  of  repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States  to  the 
eighth  session  of  the  Oeno^  Conference 
of  the  United  Nations  Educational, 
Scientific,  and  Cultural  Organization; 
and  the  nomination  of  Christian  ik. 
Herter.  Jr..  as  General  Counsel  of  the 
Foreign  Operations  Administration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection ?  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inations will  be  received  and  placed  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  understand  that  the  other  nomi- 
nations to  which  reference  has  been 
made  include  those  reported  from  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee,  those  re- 
ported from  the  Armed  Services  Cmn- 
mlttee,  and  those  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare. 
Were  any  other  nominations  reported? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Th«» 
was  also  a  nomination  from  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  There  were  also 
nominations  from  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  From  the 
Judiciary  Committee? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes;  and  that  is 
aU. 


MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chafr 
lays  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from  Rear 
Adm.  John  O.  Crommelin.  United  States 
Navy  (retired) ,  presenting  sample  copies 
of  memorials,  disapproving  censure  of 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  Mc* 
CarthtJ.  which,  with  a  copy  of  Uie  peti- 
tions enclosed,  will  be  printed  in  the 
Ricoao  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  talde. 

The  letter  and  sample  copies  of  memo- 
rials are  as  follows: 

Tof  imxiON  AmucAMs, 
New  yoric,  x>ecember  J,  19S4. 
The  Honorable  Richasb  11.  NzaoH, 

PretiAent  of  the  United.  Statea  Senate. 
Ttut  Honorable  ¥rnxiAic  H.  Khowlamb, 
Majority  Leader, 

The  Honorable  LTWDOir  JomrsoH, 
Minoritji  Leader, 

The  United  States  Senate, 

WashinftoH,  2>.  C. 
Oemtlxmxn:  On  behalf  of  Lt.  Oen.  George 
E.    Stratemeyer.    United    States    Air    Torea 
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(Attrai) ,  tflaftnuB:  Adm.  mmakn  K.  stMMl- 
toy.  United  States  Navy  (retired);  tbe  Hoa- 
attUk^  CSiaiSea  mifrm;  Oett.  Jiunee  A.  Van 
neet.  Uidted  States  Army  (retired);  the 
Bononlile  3.  Bracken  Lee.  aoreraor  of  ITtah; 
Hts.  Otaee  L.  B.  Btoenan;  'tbe  DuuuiaMA 
Mmi  VtaiMBi*  Neyian:  Lt.  Cten.  Pedro  A.  dd 
Vine.  Dtotted  States  Msclne  Oorpe  (retired): 
the  Hooorable  John  B.  Tnmit,  vloe  chatruisn; 
Hid  "Its  Minion  Americans."  we  are  pre- 
eentlac  bvewlth  to  tbe  united  Statee  Senate 
sample  co^es  of  a  petition  wbicb  bas  been 
Widely  drculated  throughout  the  Nation. 

As  the  petitions  are  now  In  custody  of 
James  W.  Walsh  ft  Co..  certified  public  ac- 
ernmisHts  «f  New  York  City,  who  are  busUy 
engaged  in  preparing  an  authentic  tally.  It  is 
ImpiaeUeal  to  present  tbe  entire  lot  to  you 
at  this  time.  Only  a  fractlob  Ol  tbe  signed 
petlti<ma  iias  been  mroceesed  by  the  audi- 
tors, and  a  very  heavy  volume  of  signatures 
Is  pouring  te  via  tbe  malls.  However,  a  eer- 
tafted  SKiqile  or  petitions  bearing  1.00031S 
alguatmea  is  available  at  the  Capitol  of  the 
United  States  for  Inspection  by  any  Members 
Of  the  Senate  desiring  te  do  so. 

It  Is  respectfully  requested  that  the  con- 
tents of  tbls  petition  be  carefiiUy  noted  by 
an  Members  of  the  United  States  Senate  be- 
fore eeatlBg  their  votes  in  tbe  propoeed  reso- 
lotkm  toeeosurs  Senator  Josbph  r.  McCas- 


The  respoDM  to  this  petlttan  throughoot 

tbe  entire  United  Statee  bae  been  eponta- 
neous,  and  has  developed  Into  a  ground  swell 
Irom  tbe  graisroots.  Therefore,  u  a  public 
•ervloe.  we  are  hereby  submitting  this  to  you 
for  sndi  action  as  you  deem  warranted. 
Very  respectfully, 

JoBar  O.  Cte»cicxijsr. 
Rear  Admirtl.  VnUed  SUte$  JTavy 
iBetired);  ChieJ  o/  Stmff.  Ten  Mil- 
Uom  Antericatu. 


TO  TBS  Umxrb  States  Sbm  atb 
Wa.  tbe  undersigned,  being  gravely  eon- 
ttoe  sMiotts  threat  to  oonatitu- 
tlonal  goveniment  and  the  great  dama^  to 
our  country  that  could  mistakenly  result 
from  your  8j>ecisl  "censure  session,"  respeet- 
^fnlly  submit  this  appeal  to  reason,  conunon- 
■rase,  and  Justice. 

9.  We  declare  that  It  Is  your  doty  to  reject 
the  reoommendatlona  of  the  Wstklns  oom- 
mlttee  as  an  nOfont  to  the  dignity  of  the 
Senate,  as  eontrary  to  ita  rules,  and  as  a 
serious  threat  to  the  power  and  prCTogatlves 
of  the  United  States  Senate.  Senator  Mc- 
Camrr  is  really  not  the  Issue.  He  Is  a 
symbol  of  your  constitutional  right  to  In- 
qubra  Into  the  acts  of  the  executive  branch, 
without  which  you  could  not  get  dlahoneefe 
and  disloyal  employees  out  at  the  Oovem- 
ment.  A  vote  to  censure  one  of  yoiu-  own 
members  for  doing  bis  sworn  duty  would 
estahUsh  a  dangetous  precedent  that  could 
only  lead  to  tbe  deatrucUon  of  constitutional 
gover  1  iTnent — tbe  very  objective  sought  by 
the  enemies  of  the  united  States. 

S.  We  slneerrty-  pray  that  your  decisions 
will  be  baaed  upon  honorable  ooasideratlons, 
rather  than  poMtteal  partisanship  or  politleal 
espedteney.  It  Is  no  longer  necessary  f cr  you 
to  fear  or  favor  because  ot  an  election.  The 
campaign  ia  over. 

4.  We  point  out  that  the  Communists  and 
their  un-American  cohorts,  by  vicious  propa- 
ganda, and  through  wUBBg  stooges  and  blind 
but  inaooent  dupsa.  already  have  victimized 
certain  members  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate. The  tnsldlons  Inflaepoe  of  tbesB  wtenUes 
of  our  way  of  Jtie  was  mainly  re^onslble  for 
the  creation  at  the  WatUas  committee,  and 
for  Ite  Incredible  flnrtings  and  conclusions. 
Now,  these  same  subversive  elemente  are 
again  engaged  In  sn  all-out  '—"P^'g"  of 
smear,  slander,  pressure,  and  political  in- 
timidation In  a  final  attempt  to  destroy  Sen- 
ator Joseph  R.  McCabtbt  and  the  funda- 


flMntil  iriad|>ta  be  lyiAboitei,  igid  to 
nullify  the  great  good  that  he  h*s  ac- 
complished. 

g.  We  impkire  yon.  In  the  Interest  of  our 
eowntry.  to  resist  this  pressure,  to  tgnere  this 
Influence,  and  to  disregard  this  Red-Utsplred 
propscsnda. 

6.  We  urge  you  to  make  your  decislcma  on 
the  basis  of  a  careful  and  conscientious  con- 
sMerarion  of  the  law,  the  precedenjts,  the 
tecte,  the  drcumstanoes,  and  above  all.  the 
consequences. 

7.  We  urgently  call  jova  attention  to  the 
fact  that  a  mlsteken  and  unjust  decision 
could  be  helpful  only  to  tbe  Comijiunlsts 
and  tlieir  Soviet  masters  and  extremely  dan- 
gerous to  the  interests,  the  security,  and  the 
safety  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Therefore,  we.  10  million  Americans,  are 
mobilising,  and  we  demand  jiisUca  for  a 
Unlte<l  States  Senator. 

Wbun  10  million  signatures  have  been  se- 
cured, the  petitions  will  be  delivered  to  the 
President  of  the  Senate  by  a  delegatltn  rep- 
resenting each  of  the  48  States. 

ThLs  petition,  when  complete  with  signa- 
tures, should  promptly  be  retiirncd  to: 

Ten  Million  Americans  Mobilizing  for 
Justice.  Booeevelt  Hotel,  New  York. 

Lt  Gen.  George  E.  Stratemeyer.  United 
Stetea  Air  Force  (retired),  chairman. 

Adni.  William  H.  Standley.  United  States 
Navy  (retired):  Hon.  Charles  Edlsod:  Gen. 
James  A.  Van  Fleet.  United  States  Arsiy  (re- 
tired);   Mrs.    Grace    L.    H.    Broeseau;    Hon. 

John  Francis  Neylan;  U.  Gen.  Pedra  A.  del 

Valle.  United  States  Marine  Corps  (retired); 
Bon.  John  B.  TTevor,  vice  chairmen. 

Bear  Adm.  John  Q.  Crommelln,  United 
Stetea  Navy  (retired) ,  chief  of  staff;  Tbeodore 
S.  Watson,  treasurer. 

Ann  Oonstantlne  Roberts,  secretary;  Lt. 
CSol.  MUton  Anthony  Stone,  United  States  Air 
FUrce  (retired),  oounseL 

Reprinted  for  the  convenience  of  thou- 
sands :Enore  who  still  want  to  go  on  record. 

OoDt  delay.  I 

Be  1  in  10  mUUon.  I 

Sign  up— back  McCaitht. 

Ten  million  Americans  ,on  the  march. 

Official    petitions    may   be    signed   at 
Maple  Street,  comer  of  Essex  Street. 

tt  you  cant  sign  a  petition,  sign  this: 

"I  am  In  complete  accord  with  the  seven 
statements  contained  in  the  petition  to  the 
United  States  Senate  as  prepared  by  the 
Ten  Idllllon  Americans  Committee.  I  am 
against;  tbe  McCarthy  censure." 
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RB^ORT  OP  SERGEANT  AT  ARMS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  In  adfliUon, 
the  Cliair  has  been  handed  a  report  from 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms,  as  requested  ear- 
lier in  the  day  by  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas [Mr.  FuLBKiGHT],  on  a  matter 
involTlng  this  petition.  The  report  will 
atoo  be  printed  In  the  Rbcord  for  the  in- 
formation and  benefit  of  the  Senate. 

The  report  is  as  follows:  j 

UmrsD  States  Senate, 
Qmcx  or  tbe  SEScEAirr  at  Asms, 
Washinffttm,  D.  C,  December  1.  JS5<. 
Bon.  Rkrabb  M.  NntoM. 

Vice  President  of  the  United  States. 
Wtuhington,  D.  C. 

Mr  Deab  Me.  Vice  PxEsmENr:  Pursuant  to 
the  direction  of  the  Senate.  I  have  investi- 
gated the  matter  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  Senate,  by  the  Smator  from  Aifcansas 
(Mr.  PuLSBiGBT],  and  find  the  facts  to  be  as 
XoQows: 

An  Armored  track  of  the  U.  S.  Trucking 
Ob.,  at  Mew  York  City,  arrived  at  the  Senate 
wing  of  the  Capitol  sometime  betweea  12:30 
and  1  p.  m.  today,  in  charge  of  Mr.  James 


Walsh  of  the  James  Walsh  Accounting  Co., 
of  New  York  City.  Mr.  Walsh  was  accom- 
panied in  the  armored  truck  by  tbree  armed, 
uniformed,  special  officers  of  the  if.  S.  Truck- 
ing Co.  I  am  advised  that  shortly  after  the 
truck  arrived,  Mr.  Walsh  directed  the  special 
cOcers  to  remove  from  the  truck  a  number 
at  boxes  allegedly  containing  original  peti- 
tions bearing  signatures  of  persons  (^pos- 
ing the  resolution  to  censure  Senator  Mc- 
Caktht.  These  boxes  were  reiaoved  from 
the  truck  so  that  news,  newsreel  and  TV 
photographers  who  were  standing  by  could 
take  pictures.  After  the  boxes  were  removed 
fr<Mn  the  truck,  the  three  special  officers  of 
the  U.  S.  Trucking  Co.  drew  their  pistols 
while  the  photographs  were  being  taken. 
This  scene  attracted  the  attention  of  Lieu- 
tenant Gorsky.  of  the  Capitol  PWtce  Force, 
who  was  directing  traffic  nearby,  and  he  im- 
mediately approached  the  special  officers  and 
ordered  them  to  bolster  their  pittols,  which 
they  did. 

These  boxes  were  then  replsced  in  the 
armored  truck  by  the  special  officers  and  were 
subsequently  Inspected  by  Senator  Welkee, 
who  advised  that  the  boxes  contained  peti- 
tions bearing  signatures  and  addresses  whlcb 

he  believed  to  be  authentic.  After  the  In- 
spection by  Senator  Wiuua,  the  petitions 
were  replaced  In  the  boxes  and  the  armored 
truck  was  locked. 

One  of  the  special  officers  then  left  the 
truck  and  entered  tbe  Senate  Wing  of  tbe 
Capitol  wearing  his  bolstered  pistol.  He  was 
followed  Into  the  Capitol  by  Lieutenant  Gor- 
sky  of  the  Capitol  Police  Porce  end  advised 
that  he  could  not  proceed  into  the  Capitol 
without  depositing  his  pistol  with  Captain 
Dowd  of  tbe  Metropolitan  Polloe  who  was 
then  stationed  at  the  Senate  entrance  to  the 
Capitol.  The  special  officer  theretipon  hand- 
ed his  pistol  to  Captain  Dowd  who  deposited 
the  weapon  in  a  drawer  of  the  police  desk. 
The  special  officer  advised  Lleuteaant  Oorsky 
that  he  desired  to  make  a  long-dlrtance  tele- 
phone call  and  asked  for  directions  to  the 
telephone  booth.  As  the  special  officer  left 
the  Capitol  Building  a  few  minutes  later,  hs 
was  given  his  pistol.  He  then  entered  tbe 
truck  and  the  three  guards  departed  with 
the  truck  from  the  Capitol  OroKnds. 

I  am  further  advised  that  the  James  Walsh 
Accounting  Co.  has  been  employod  to  certify 
the  actual  number  of  signatures  On  the  peti- 
tions that  are  being  circulated  by  a  com- 
mittee known  as  a  Committee  Of  Ten  Mil- 
lion. The  accounting  firm  is  still  in  the 
process  of  counting  signatures  and  would  not 
permit  any  of  the  petitions  to  love  ite  cus- 
tody until  the  count  could  be  completed 
and  certified  to.  For  this  reason  the  Ur  S. 
Trucking  Co.  was  employed  to  take  posses- 
sion of  the  petitions  which  iuid  baen  counted 
by  the  accountants  and  bring  them  to  Waab- 
ington  under  guard,  and  with  Mr.  James 
Walsh,  head  of  the  accounting  firm. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  Mr.  J.  Mark 
Trice,  advises  that  a  petitions  purporting 
to  bear  original  signatures  were  filed  with 
him  and  that  he  was  advised  that  the  other 
petitions  containing  signatures  to  excess  of 
1  million,  could  be  examined  In  tbe  armored 
truck. 

Respectfully, 

Foxebt  a.  HARims. 

Sergeant  at  Arms. 


RECESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  as  in 
legislative  session,  I  now  move  that  the 
Senate  stand  in  recess  until  tomorrow, 
at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  7 
o'clock  and  19  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate took  a  recess  until  tomorrow.  Thurs- 
day, December  2, 19*4,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 
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SENA1I 


Thursd.«wY,  Decembeb  2, 1954 

(Legislative  day  of  Monday,  tloveviber 
29,  1954) 

The  Senate  met  at  LO  o'clock  a.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  tbe  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rer.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  tbe  following 
prayer: 

Our  Father  Ood.  Thou  hast  set  us  to 
serve  the  Nation  and  all  mankind  in 
crucial  and  decisive  hours.  With  a  new 
world  emerging  from  the  churning  waters 
which  engulf  us,  help  us  to  be  vividly 
conscious  that  Thou  hast  committed  as 
a  trust  to  our  hands  the  great  truths 
that  make  men  free.  May  our  individ- 
ual lives  be  more  and  more  the  incar- 
nation of  the  principles  which  we  pro- 
fess— Thy  word  made  flesh  in  us  for  this 
tortured  generation. 

Tolling,  in  Thy  world,  to  serve  our 
fellows,  may  we  lose  all  sense  of  dull 
drudgery  and  know  the  gladness  of  sons 
doing  their  Father's  will.  Grant  us 
sweet  reasonableness  in  all  our  dealings 
with  our  fellow  men,  and  especially  with 

each  other  In  these  Halls  of  state.  Keep 

us  from  sitting  in  the  seat  of  the  scornful 
as  we  remember  our  own  grievous  faults 
and  failings.  We  ask  it  in  the  Re- 
deemer's name.    Amen. 


THE  JOURNAL 


On  request  of  Mr.  Kxowlan*.  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  tbe 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Wednes- 
day. December  1.  19M,  was  dispensed 
with. 


CREDENTIALS 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  credentials  of  Hdcbt  C. 
DwoBSHAK,  Senator-elect  from  Idaho, 
and  MAaoAkXT  Causa  Smith,  Senator- 
elect  from  Maine,  which  were  ordered  to 
be  placed  on  file,  as  follows: 

ScaiBor  laaao. 
OwicB  or  Tws  OovsairaB. 
Boise,  Naoember  22.  19S4. 
To   the   PiBBiDXMT  or  ths  Sknatb  or  thb 
UNitn  STsm: 
This  Is  to  MTtlfy  that  on  tbe  3d  day  of 
November  1054  Hkwbt  C.  Dwobsrax  was  dvily 
chosen  by  ths  ciualifled  dectors  of  the  Stata 
of  Idaho  a  Senittor  from  said  State  to  repre- 
sent said  Bute  In  tbs  Senate  of  the  United 
States  (or  tba  term  of  6  years,  beginning  on 
the  3d  day  at  Jtmuary  IMS. 

Witness:  Hla  XxceUency.  our  Oovemor 
Jordan,  and  our  seal  hereto  alBxed  at  Boise. 
this  2ad  day  of  November,  In  the  year  of  our 
Lord  1964. 

iMK  JamoAW. 

Oovefnor. 
By  the  Oovernor: 
IsxAi.]  IBA  H.  Mastbh, 

Secretary  of  State. 

Stats  or  Maxkk. 
To  All  Who  Shall  See  These  Presents,  Or^et' 
ing: 

Know  ye,  that  Maboabst  Chask  Siczrw,  of 
Bkowbegan  in  tbe  eounty  of  Somerset,  on  the 
13th  day  of  September,  in  tbe  year  of  o\ir 
Zxn-d  1964,  was  chosen  by  the  electors  of  tbls 


State  a  United  States  8eaat(v  to  reprssnt 
the  SUte  of  Maine  in  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate for  the  term  of  0  years,  begLinlng  on  the 
Sd  day  of  January  1955. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  caused  the 
aeal  of  State  to  be  hereunto  aOzed. 

Given  under  my  hand  at  Augusta  tbe  1st 
day  of  December  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
1954,  and  in  the  179th  year  of  the  independ- 
ence of  the  United  SUtes  of  America. 

HaBOU)  I.   OOBS. 

Secretary  of  State. 
By  the  Governor: 

ISBALJ  BUSTON  M.   CSOSS. 


GREETINGS  TO  THE  CONGRESS 
FROM  THE  LEGISLATIVE  ASSEM- 
BLY OF  THE  REPUBLIC  OP  COSTA 
RICA 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  while 
the  Senate  was  in  recess  a  visitor  from 
one  of  our  neighboring  countries  to  the 
south,  Costa  Rica,  who  is  a  member  of 
the  Costa  Rican  Congress,  visited  Wash- 
ington. She  came  to  see  me.  as  the  ma- 
jority leader,  and  left  with  me  a  copy  of 
a  certificate  which  had  been  presented 
to  her  by  the  Congress  of  Costa  Rica. 
It  is  addressed  to  the  Congress  of  the 

United  States.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  it  may  be  printed  in  the  Rkc- 
ou>  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  certlfl- 
cate  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rkcobo,  as  follows: 

[Translation  (Spanish)  ] 
No.  74 

The  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  Bepublle 
Of  Costa  Rica 

Considering  that  it  Is  of  vital  Importance, 
for  consolidating  the  unity  of  all  the  coun- 
tries of  the  American  Continent,  to 
strengthen  the  cultural  and  poUtical  bonds 
between  their  peoples;  and 

OooBldsrlng  that  Madam  Deputy,  tbe 
Chairman  of  the  CotnmlUee  on  Public 
■ducatlon  of  this  Assembly,  Prof.  Maria  Te- 
reea  de  Dengo.  is  undertaking  a  good-wlU 
tour  of  a  cultural  character  to  several  cltiea 
of  tbe  united  States  of  North  America, 

Resolves  that  Madam  Deputy,  Prof.  Maria 
Teresa  ds  Dengo.  be  designated  to  represent 
this  Assembly  before  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  of  North  America,  with  a  view 
to  prwasntli^  tbe  cordial  greetings  of  tbe 
D«|Rtttai  of  tbe  Republic  of  Casta  Rica  to 
those  of  the  great  Nation  of  the  North. 

To  be  Published. 

Done  In  the  Hall  of  the  Legtelative  As- 
sembly, National  Palace.  San  Joee.  on  the 
ITtb  day  of  October  1954. 

OOMBAU}  J.  PACIO. 

President. 
MAiroK.  Amtohxo  Qubsaoa  Cbac6m, 

First  Secretaryi 
QoasABAH.^ 

Second  Secretary. 


COMMITTEE  MEETING  DURINO 
SENATE  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
nA  unanimous  consent  that  the  select 
committee,  consisting  of  the  Senator 
from  OcOTgla  [Mr.  OaoaoK]  and  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  FtacvsoN], 
to  deal  with  the  man  cover  matter,  may 


be  pomitted  to  meet  during  the  acKian 
of  the  Senate  today. 

The      PRESIDENT     pro     tempors. 
Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


NOTICE  OF  COMMTTTEB  METTINO 
TOMORROW 

Mr.  JENNER.    Mr.  President.  I  wish, 
to   announce  that   the  Committee  on 

Rules  and  Administration  win  meet  at 
9:30  tomorrow  morning  in  the  commit- 
tee room. 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTION  OF  ROU- 
TINE BUSINESS 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  X 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  imme- 
diately following  the  quorum  call  there 
may  be  the  customary  morning  hour  for 
the  transaction  of  routine  business,  un- 
der the  usual  2 -minute  limitation  on 
speeches. 

The     PRESIDENT     pro     tenu»re. 
Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


CAIX.  OP  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  the  alH 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tfNBipore.  The 
Secretary  will  call  tbe  rolL 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roO. 
and  the  following  SeoatMs  answered  to 
their  nameii: 


Abel 

Aiken 

Andereon 

Barrett 

Beau 

Bennett 

Bridgee 

Brown 

Burke 

Bush 

Butter 

Byrd 

Carlson 

esse 

Chaves 

Clonents 

Oooper 

Cotton 

DanM,8.0. 

Daniel,  Tex. 

Dtrksen 

Douglas 

Duff 


fcstlsnrt 

Blender 

Xrvtn 

Persuson 

nanders 

Prear 


Pultnigbt 

George 

OUlette 

Ooldwater 

Qreen 

HSydea 

HendriekBon 

BennlBgs 

Hlckenlooper 

HiU 

■bUand 

Hruska 

Hxunpbrey 

Ives 

Ja«*soa 

Jenner 

Jobaeon.  Cdo. 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Kefauvsr 

Kerr 

Kllgore 

Knowland 

KuBliel 

Langer 


Martm 
MoacUaa 

iComoney 


Mundt 

Murray 

Nsely 
CMS  honey 


l^jms 
Potter 
Purt^ 


Long 


SaltoMtaU 

Scbocppel 

Scott 

Smith. 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Bparkmsa 

Stennls 

Symingtoa 

T*ye 

WatUns 

Wdker 

WUllama 

Toong 


Manafldd 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  annoimce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Baiacn], 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  IMr.  Cara- 
KAKTl,  and  the  saiior  Senator  frona 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wnxrl  are  absenk  by 
leave  of  the  Senate  on  official  buslaeHL 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  lltr.  Oot- 
DON]  is  absent  on  offldal  business. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Wlaoansii& 
[Mr.  McCaktht]  is  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  CTJrMEWTB.  I  annocmce  that  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Goaal  and 
the  Senator  from  norida  [Mr.  SmathbsI 
are  absent  by  leave  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Massa^osetts  [Mr. 
KKNNBnr]  is  absent  by  leave  of  Hne  Sen- 
ate because  of  jllness. 

Tbe  PRBBIDeNT  pro  tempore.  A 
quOTum  Is  present 
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FBimOMS  AMD  liElf 0RIAL8 

Petltioos.  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate  and  referred  as  indicated: 

By  tlie  Vld  FRB8IDXNT: 

FBtiUosM  of  rnxstOrf  ettlaetia  of  th«  Uxdted 
aut—,  prafliiC  for  th*  adoiytkm  of  Senate 
Beeolutiop  901.  to  oencuTe  the  Senator  from 
Wlaoonsln  [Mr.  McCabtbt];  ordered  to  U« 
on  the  teble. 

A  lelitiein  In  the  nature  of  a  petiticm  ftom 
the  Amarlean  Jewish  CongreM  of  New  York. 
N.  T..  stfned  by  Dr.  Israel  Goldstein,  preel- 
dent,  favoring  the  censure  of  Senator  Mc- 
Caitht;  ordored  to  lie  on  the  table. 

A  telegram  tn  the  nature  of  a  petition  from 
Carroll  Wcldin.  of  San  Diego,  Calif.,  relating 
to  the  expulsion  from  the  Senate  of  Senators 
lHoasB  and  Iiaweaa  If  Senator  lIcCAarar  is 
oensured;  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Memorials  from  itmdry  ettlaens  and  organ-' 
laatkma  of  the  United  States,  remonstrating 
agataast  the  censure  of  Senator  IfcCAsnrr; 
i  to  Ue  on  the  table. 


PRICE  ffi>READ6— MILK  AND  DAIRY 
PRODUCTS— REPORT  OF  COM- 
MTTTEE  ON  AQRICUIiTURE  AND 
FORESTRY  (S.  REFT.  NO.  2509) 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Bdr.  President,  from  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 
pursuant  to  Senate  Resolutions  127,  218. 
and  304,  authorizing  an  investigation  of 
matters  relating  to  agricultural  pro- 
grams. I  submit  a  report  entitled  "Price 
Spreads — Milk  and  Dairy  Products." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report 
will  be  received  ^md  printed. 


aWM 


AMENDMENT  OF  FEDERAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION  ACT  RELATING  TO 
PROFESSIONAL  BASEBALL 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  submit  a  resolution  to  amend 
8ubaecti<m  5  (a)  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act  (38  Stat.  719,  as  amend- 
ed; 15  U.  S.  C.  45) .  I  may  say  that  the 
resolution  has  nothing  whatsoever  to  do 
with  the  pending  matter. 

The  FRESIDBNT  pro  tempore.  The 
resolution  will  be  received  and  printed, 
and  will  lie  on  the  table. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  334)  was  or- 
dered to  lie  on  the  table,  as  follows: 

Jtesotoetf,  That  It  is  the  sense  of  the  Senate 
that  subsection  6  (a)  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act  (38  Stat.  719.  as  amended: 
15  n.  8.  C.  45)  tfiould  be  amended  by — 

(a)  redesignating  numbered  paragraph  (0) 
thereof  as  paragraph  (7>  thereof;  and 

(b)  inserting,  immediately  after  paragraph 
(5)  thereof,  the  following  new  paragraph: 

"(6)  Nothing  contained  in  any  of  the 
antitrust  acts  shall  <A)  render  unlawful  any 
provision  of  any  franchise  entered  into  or 
granted  by  the  National  League  of  Profes- 
sional BasebaU  Clubs,  the  Amwlcan  I>ague 
of  Ihrofeaslonal  Baseball  Clubs,  or  the  Na- 
tional Aaaoctatlon  of  Prctfesslonal  Baseball 
Leagues,  or  (B)  make  unlawful  the  enforce- 
ment of  any  provision  of  any  such  f  ranchis< ." 


RESOLtmON  OF  CENSURE— 
AMENDMENT 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas  submitted  an 
amendm^it  intended  to  be  proposedJIiy 
him  to  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  to 
censure  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin, which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
and  to  be  printed. 


ADE»IESSB8.  EDIT0RIAU3.  ARTT- 
CLEB,  ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  ^THE 
RECORD 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
addresses,  editorials,  articles,  etc.,  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Reco«d.  as 
follows:  I 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN:  ' 

Stateirtent  by  him  concerning  former  Sena- 
tor Benton,  of  Connecticut,  together  with 
recent  editorials. 

By  Mr.  DWORSHAK: 
Address  by  himself,  and  letter  from  Direc- 
tor of  the  Budget  Biireau  and  from'  the  Com- 
missioner of  the  United  States  Civil  Service 
Commlsalon. 

Bj  Mr.  KEFAUVER: 
Stateiiient  by  him  in  tribute  to  Senator 
HnfMioaBON's  work  on  Juvenile  delinquency. 
By  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey : 
Statement  by  him  in  tribute  to  tht  col- 
leagues who  are  leaving  the  Senate. 


APPOINTMENT  OP  A  SPECIAL  GOM- 
MTTTEE  TO  INVESTIGATE  TELE- 
PHONE COVERS 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  desire 
to  send  to  the  desk  a  resolution,  which 
I  should  first  like  to  explain. 

I  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  senior  Senator  from 
Michigan  (Mr.  FzacusoN]  and  the  senior 
Senator  from  Oeorgla  |Mr.  OEoacE]  are 
hereby  constituted  a  special  committee  of 
the  Senate  to  make  a  full  and  complete  in- 
vestigation for  the  pvurpose  of  determining 
all  of  the  facts  with  respect  to  ( l )  whether 
or  not  during  any  period  of  time  thene  has 
been  maintained  a  telephone  cover  on  tele- 
phone calls  to  or  from  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCabtht],  or  from 
any  other  Senators,  that  such  telephone 
cover  has  been  otherwise  handled  Id  any 
special  manner  and  without  authorlaatlon 
from  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  or 
from  any  other  Senators  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  the  contents  thereof  ot  the 
identity  of  persons  calling  or  being  called 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin;  and 
(3)  in  the  event  the  committee  determines 
that  any  such  secret  reporting  of  telephone 
calls  has  been  maintained  or  that  such 
calls  have  been  so  handled,  the  person  or 
persons  responsible  therefor,  the  period 
during  which  such  telephone  cover  was 
maintained  or  such  calls  were  so  handled,  and 
aU  other  matters  connected  with  the  main- 
tenance of  such  telephone  cover  or  the 
handling  of  such  calls.  The  committee  shall 
report  to  the  Senate  at  the  earliest  prac- 
ticable date  the  results  of  its  investiga- 
tion and  shall  cease  to  exist  upon  the  filing 
of  its  report. 

8«c.  2.  (a)  The  committee  Is  authorised 
to  Sit  and  act  at  such  places  and  times  dur- 
ing the  sessions,  recesses,  and  adjovrned 
periods  of  the  Senate,  to  require  by  subpena 
or  otherwise  the  attendance  of  such  witdesses 
and  the  production  of  such  books,  pspers, 
and  documents,  to  administer  such  oaths,  to 
take  such  testimony,  to  procure  such  print- 
ing and  binding,  and  to  make  such  expendi- 
tures as  it  deems  advisable. 

(b)  The  committee  is  empowered  to  ap- 
point and  fix  the  compensation  of  such  ex- 
perts, consultants,  and  clerical  and  steno- 
graphic assistants  as  it  deems  necessary. 

(c)  The  expenses  of  the  committee,  which 
shaU  not  exceed  •2,600,  shall  be  paid  from 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  Upon 
vouchers   approved   by  the   committee. 

Before  I  send  the  resolution  to  the 
desk  I  should  like  to  say  that  the  mate- 
rial dealing  with  the  telephone  «over 
was  subpenaed  by  the  select  committee 


but  was  never  used  by  it,  and  from  con- 
versation with  two  members  of  the  com- 
mittee, I  learn  that  their  attention  was 
never  called  to  these  matters. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Gillette  subcom- 
mittee files  contain  over  125  pages  of 
photostatic  telephone  calls.  I  h|ive  in  my 
hand  only  21  pages  of  them.  These  calls 
pertain  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Idah^  has  ex- 
pired, under  the  2 -minute  rule.  If  he 
wishes  to  continue  his  remark^,  he  will 
have  to  ask  unanimous  consent  for  addi- 
tional time. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  I  may  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  No  time  limitation  is 
included  in  the  unanimous -consent  re- 
quest. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  ask  only  sufficient 
time  to  answer  the  question  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  desires  to  ask.  If  Sena- 
tors do  not  wish  me  to  continue  for  that 
purpose,  it  is  agreeable  to  me. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  willing  to  con- 
sent to  have  the  Senator  proceed  for  a 
reasonable  length  of  time. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  Senators  do  not  wish 
me  to  continue,  that  is  all  right  with  me. 
I  merely  wanted  to  answer  the  question 
of  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorada  I  can 
speak  for  2  minutes.  I  should  Uke  to 
use  those  2  minutes  for  the  purpose  of 
asking  a  question  of  the  Senator  from 

Idaho  and  for  the  purpose  of  making  an 
observation. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tetnpdre.  The 
Senator  from  Colorado  is  recognized. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  wish  to 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho  that  I  am 
completely  in  accord  with  the  purpose  of 
his  resolution.  I  was  shocked  last  night 
when  I  heard  the  Senator  frdm  Idaho 
say  that  the  select  committee  had  been 
listening  in  on  telephone  conversations. 
If  that  is  what  he  meant  to  say.  and 
that  is  the  way  I  understood  him,  I  want 
to  tnake  It  clear  that  the  senior  Senator 
from  Colorado  never  knew  a|id  never 
had  heard  that  the  select  commdlttee  hakt 
made  any  effort  or  had  engaged  In  listen- 
ing in  on  telephonic  messagea  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy 1,  or  in  connection  with  any 
other  Senator.  That  kind  of  conduct  is 
reprehensible.  I  want  it  definitely  un- 
derstood that  I  had  no  part  in  it  and  no 
knowledge  of  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  did  not  under- 
stand the  Senator  from  Idaho  to  say 
that  the  select  committee,  that  is,  the 
Watkins  committee,  had  been  listening 
in  on  telephone  calls. 

Mr.  WELKER.     Oh,  no. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  understpod  that 
the  Watkins  committee  merely  had  in- 
formation that  certain  checks  had  been 
made  on  calls  by  the  Subcommittee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections. 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  did  not 
understand  it  that  way. 

Mr.  WELKER.  In  answer  to  my  dis- 
tinguished f ric  nd  from  Colorado,  let  ma 
say  that  I  am  submitting  this  resolution 
for  an  investigation  to  be  made  by  our 
two  able  colleagues  into  whether  there 
was  a  telephc>ne  cover.  I  have  never 
alleged  that  there  was  any  monitoring  of 
telephone  calls.  That  might  be  brought 
out  in  the  investigation.    I  do  not  know. 

However,  I  have  before  me  21  pages  of 
photostats  of  telephone  calls  on  which 
someone  in  the  Oillette-Hennings  sub- 
committee reported.  There  are  125 
pages  of  these  photostats,  although  I 
have  only  21  pages. 

Why  tliese  calls  were  not  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  select  committee, 
when  that  committee  was  ordered  by  the 
Senate  to  seek  all  the  evidence,  is  what  I 
should  like  the  two  distinguished  Sen- 
ators, the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Oeokok]  and  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
(Mr.  FnotrsoN  I  to  find  out  and  to  report 
on  to  the  Senate  at  the  earliest  possible 
convenience. 

The  PRE9II>ENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  has 
expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  have  1 
more  minute. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordi;red. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  simply 
wish  to  say  that  I  understand  better  now 
what  the  charge  is.  However,  with  ref- 
erence to  my  present  understanding  of 
the  charge,  which  has  been  modified  con- 
siderably, I  Should  like  to  say  that  no 
one  called  to  my  attention  these  tele- 
phonic communications,  or  reports  on 
them.  As  a  member  of  the  select  com- 
mittee. I  listened  to  all  the  witnesses  who 
were  brought  before  our  committee  by 
the  j'jnior  Senator  from  Wisoonsin  and 
by  everyone  else,  and  at  no  time  was 
anything  ssdd  about  telephonic  commu- 
nications, either  that  they  were  being 
monitored,  or  otherwise  reported  on.  I 
do  not  recall  anythhig  about  that.  I  did 
not  know  that  any  element  of  this  kiixl 
was  involved  in  our  hearing.  So  it  is 
quite  a  revelatloa  to  me. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  not  to  ex- 
ceed 1  minute  to  reply  to  the  Senator 
from  Colorado. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  may  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  if  he  is  making  any 
suggestion  that  the  select  committee 
ever  had  anything  to  do  with  monitor- 
ing telephone  calls? 

Mr.  WELKER.  No  one  has  ever  made 
such  an  allegation.  I  merely  stated  that 
the  committee  had  access  to  files  of  the 
Oillette-Hennings  committee,  and  that 
they  were  never  used.  I  am  not  sug- 
gesting that  the  chairman  ot  any  other 
member  of  the  committee  knew  anything 
about  it.  In  fact,  I  asked  the  commit- 
tee's able  chief  counsel,  and  he  stated 
that  he  had  never  heard  about  it.  So 
I  wish  to  know  why  it  was  not  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  select  commiU 
tee. 


Ifr.  CASE.  Certainly  I  never  heard 
anytlilng  about  the  monitoring  of  tde- 
phone  calls. 

ifr.  WELKER.  Just  a  moment  I 
have  never  said  "monitming." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welxkb]  has 
requetted  unanimous  consent  for  1  min- 
ute.   Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CASE.  Reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, the  suggestion  has  been  made  to 
me  that  the  select  committee  was  sup- 
posed to  have  been  involved  in  the 
cheeking  of  telephone  calls.  I  want  thia 
particular  point  cleared  up.  because 
never  to  my  knowledge  was  anything 
ever  taDught  to  the  attention  of  the 
seleet  committee  about  such  oh^ung 
of  teleplione  calls.  Certainly  the  com- 
mittee itself  had  no  part  in  any  such 
operations. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With- 
out objection,  tht  Soiator  from  Idaho 
may  proceed. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  the 
only  tiling  I  have  to  ny  is  Uiat  I  am  not 
charging  that  my  f  rieiuls  on  the  select 
committee  ever  monitored  any  telephone 
calls,  but  I  do  say  that  they  had  in  the 
flies  the  telephone  covers  from  the  Gil- 
lette Wihrotnmittee.  If  this  resolution 
is  agreed  to.  I  want  Mat  Senate  to  be  in- 
formed why  that  was  not  brought  to  the 
attention  of  ttie  members  of  the  select 
committee. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  yield? 

Mr.  WELKER.     I  ytekL 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  have  any  reason  to  believe  that 
the  charges  made  by  the  Qillette-Hen- 
ntngs  committee  against  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  may  have  been 
based  on  Information  which  resulted 
fitxn  the  covering  of  the  mail  or  the 
recording  of  telephone  calls? 

Mr.  WILKER.  I  have  no  idea  why 
the  charges  were  made.  I  resigned  from 
that  committee.  I  was  in  complete  dis- 
agreement with  the  manner  in  which  the 
committee  was  functioning.  I  had  no 
desire  to  aerve  on  it.  But  I  invite  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  placing  a  mail 
oomst  on  the  letters  or  »  telephone  cover 
on  the  telephone  calls  of  a  Senator  is 
not  the  way  we  do  business  in  my  State. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President.  I  think  I 
can  answer  the  question  of  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  at  this  time.  The  select 
committee  did  not  have  referred  to  it 
any  question  about  any  mall  cover  or 
any  monitoring  of  telephone  calls.  The 
sdect  committee  took  the  matters  re- 
ferred to  it.  reduced  them  to  what  it 
considered  to  be  charges  of  a  substan- 
tial nature,  and  confined  the  inquiry  to 
ttie  matters  which  the  committee  con- 
sidered to  be  of  a  substantial  natiu-e  and 
excluded  all  evidence  about  anything 
else. 

I  never  heard  anything  about  tho 
monitoring  of  telephone  calls  or  mail 
covers  until  after  this  extraordinary  sea- 
sitm  of  the  Senate  was  convened.  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  other  members  of  the 
select  committee  never  heard  of  those 
matters.  I  have  talked  with  several 
members  of  the  committee  and  they 
knew  nothing  about  them.  The  mem- 
bers of  the  staff  inform  me  that  they 


had  no  knowledge  of  any  matters  itiat- 
ing  to  the  alleged  monitoring  o<  ptaone 
calls.  If  ttie  select  committee  had  qp«it 
its  time  reading  all  the  flies  availatde  ta 
it,  we  would  have  been  busy  until  Qib* 
briel's  horn  sounded,  and  we  could  XMit 
have  obeyed  the  eommand  of  tlie  *»»»»ntr 
to  make  a  report  in  time  to  aOov  ttae 
charges  against  the  Junior  Senator  fnaa 
Wisconsin  to  be  di^xiaed  of  bef  oce  tte 
Senate  of  the  83d  Congress  adjoumed 
sine  die. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  aaic 
unanimous  consent  tiiat  I  may  have  no4 
to  exceed  2  minutes  to  make  an  obaer<- 
vation. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Ig 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  tte 
Senator  from  Idaho?  The  Chair  Itmxm 
none,  and  the  Senator  may  twoceed. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  Presidnit,  the 
order  which  the  Senate  gave  to  the  stiset 
committee  is  printed  on  page  1  of  part  1 
of  the  hearings  before  the  seleet  com* 
mlttee  on  Senate  Resolution  SOI.  It 
reads  as  follows: 

OrAertA,  That  Senate  Rewduttea  tOl,  to 
censtu^  the  Senator  from  Wlaeonrtn,  Ifr. 
ICcCAvrKT.  submitted  by  Senator  Fulmdbw 
on  July  so,  and  amendments  propoaed  there- 
to, be  rafsrred  to  a  selaet  eoBwilttae  as  pro- 
vided In  the  motion  set  forth  below  and 
agreed  to  by  the  Senate  on  Monday.  Augiwt  S 
(legislative  day.  FMday.  Jaly  2).  1*54: 

"Ur.  President.  I  move  to  rsfer  the  pumMng 
resolution  (S.  Bes.  301),  together  with  aa 
amendments  propoaed  thereto,  to  a  sels^ 
committee  to  be  composed  of  S  BepuMleaas 
and  S  Democrats  who  shaU  be  muned  by  tlia 
Vice  President:  AnA  orOered  furrier,  Tluia 
the  committee,  which  shaU  be  auttoorlBsd  to 
hold  hearings,  to  sit  and  act  at  «ueh  fimtm 
and  places  during  the  imsilnns.  reoasss^  aaA 
adjourned  periods  of  the  Senate,  to  raqoire 
by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  ■***n'*«~^  c£ 
such  witnesses  and  the  production  at  sneb 
correspondence,  books,  papers,  and  Hirm- 
ments,  and  to  take  such  testimony  m  It 
deems  advisable,  and  that  tha  coauattSae  be 
instructed  to  act  and  make  a  rqiort  to  this 
body  prior  to  the  adjouznmsnt  staa  dia  oC 
tlie  Senate  In  the  ad  swsslnp  of  the  tM. 
Congress.  , 

Mr.  President,  the  sdect  foimnltttee 
did  subpena  the  reocnrds  of  the  Gmictt»->  • 
Hennings  committee  with  reapect  to  a' 
telephcme  cover,  and  that  is  why  I  acnfc 
forward  my  resolution.  ^  am  certain 
that  every  1  of  the  6  able  mcBgben 
of  the  select  coaunittee  would  want  to ' 
know  why  there  was  a  triephone  cover  [ 
as  well  as  a  niadl  oorer  plswed  "g^'-'Tt ' 

the  Junior  Senativ  from  Wisooodn. 
That  is  not  the  way  to  do  business  in  this 
august  body. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Tte 
Senator  from  Idaho  has  asked  unani* 
mous  consent  for  the  immediate  ftmsiil- 
eration  of  his  resolution. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  olijectk  I  zeqoest  ny 
distinguished  colleague  from  Idaho  ta 
withhold  his  request  for  "«»«"1»«i?^w  t 
sent  at  this  time.  I  diould  like  to 
suit  with  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oeorgla  [Mr.  aaoaaal  and  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
FtectJsoH]  as  to  the  progress  of  their 
present  assignment,  prior  to  the  Bcmate 
acting  on  this  additional  resolution. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  shall  be  very  happf 
to  cocwerate.  I  shall  be  h&wj,  if  tte 
able  Senators  are  too  busy,  to  leave  it  to 
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X  have  already 
consulted  wtth  the  ittotlngwtetiwt  mi- 
nori^  leader,  and  we  are  both  In  agree- 
ment tbMit  we  certainly  do  not  want  any 
facts  witiibdd  fram  the  Senate.  Isog- 
gest  to  ttie  Senator  for  bis  eonsideraticni 
that  tUto  resolution,  when  It  to  consid- 
ered by  the  Senate,  might  be  so  framed 
as  to  read  the  same  as  the  intent  of  the 
prior  resolution;  that  is.  where  the  Sen- 
ator's resoiatlon  says  "without  author- 
isation from  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin*'  that  there  Ite  added  the 
words  "or  from  any  other  Senator."  and 
a  little  farther  down,  where  the  resotu- 
tion  mentions  the  Junior  Senator  from 
^MHsoonsln.  to  add  "or  any  other 
Senator." 

Mr.  WBLKER.  I  am  sorry  that  I  did 
not  put  that  language  in.  Certainly  no 
Senatw  should  be  subjected  to  that  kind 
of  treatment. 

The  rtasnJEHT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senate  will  temporarily  pass  over  con- 
slderatiim  of  the  resolution  (8.  ties.  333) 
of  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 
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DEATH  OP  REPRESENTATIVE 
ROGERS.  OF  FLORIDA 

Mr.  HOUWkMD.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
spakai  with  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  and  the  distinguished  minority 
leader  with  reference  to  the  privileged 
matter  to  which  I  desire  to  refer  brtefly. 
I  wish  the  Soiate  to  know  that  the 
matter  has  been  cleared  by  both  leaders. 

It  to  my  sad  duty  to  announce  to  the 
Senate  the  death  of  one  of  my  colleagues 
in  the  House  of  Representatives,  the 
HonorablapwzGBT  L.  Rocns.  late  a  Rep- 
resentative I'rom  the  Sixth  Congressional 
District  of  Florida.  Representative 
RoGBss  passed  away  suddenly  last  night 
at  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla..  where  he  had 
made  hto  hmne  for  many  years. 

DwiGHT  Rocns  was  elected  to  Con- 
gress in  1944  as  the  first  Representative 
of  the  Sixth  Congressional  JJistTict  of 
FtOTida,  and  had  been  reelected  to  every 
subsequent  Congress,  so  that  he  was  the 
only  Rem^sentative  who.  up  to  thto  time, 
has  represented  the  Sixth  CcMigresstonal 
District  of  our  State.  He  has  r^ne- 
sented  that  district.  Its  people,  our  State. 
and  our  Nation  with  very  great  distinc- 
tion and  outstanding  ability. 

Personally  I  feel  very  great  distress  in 
making  thto  announcement  because  of 
the  most  friendly  relations'  between  the 
late  Representative  and  myself.  We 
served  together  for  several  years  in  the 
Legislature  ot  FliMrlda.  Later  we  have 
served  together  in  Congress  for  8  years. 
I  counted  him  one  of  my  warmest  and 
most  beloved  frioMto.  Our  wives  and  our 
families  were  very  close  friends. 

My  enthre  family  will  deeply  mourn 
hto  passing. 

Representative  Rogxbs  possessed  a 
singular  charm  and  courtesy  of  manner; 
and  I  have  been  greatly  impressed  thto 
morning  by  the  large  number  of  my  col- 
leagues and  others  in  Washlngt<ni  who 
already  have  called  to  express  ttieir 
S3rmpathy  and  regret,  and  their  very 
great  affection  and  respect  for  Repre- 
sentative Rogers. 


Be  wag,  in  my  estimatioii,  a  Chritttan 
eentleman  of  the  highest  type.  He  was 
a  highly  effective  Representative.  Above 
and  bei^md  that.  Mr.  President,  he  was 
one  of  the  dearest  friends  any  indivklual 
ooold  ever  have.  I  deeply  mourn  his 
passing. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  to  the  dto- 
tinguished  minority  leader. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  wish  to 
associate  myself  with  all  the  fine,  gen- 
erous statements  which  the  distinguifehed 
senior  Senator  from  Florida  has  Just 
made  about  my  good  friend.  Dwxght 
RoiSBS.  I  learned  of  his  passing  early 
thir  morning.  The  news  of  his  death 
came  as  a  great  shock. 

I  served  in  the  House  with  DwIicht 
Rocns  for  many  years.  He  was  a  gentle. 
lEindly  man— one  who  had  the  love  and 
affection  of  the  Members  of  the  House 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  His  passing 
will  be  deeply  regretted.  He  was  an  out- 
standing pubUc  servant,  and  was  deeply 
devoted  to  hto  country. 

I  shall  long  remember  the  hospitality 
he  extended  to  me  when  I  visited  the 
great  State  which  he  in  part  represented. 
He  will  be  missed  by  all  of  us  who 
knew  him  and  loved  him.  Our  hearts 
and  our  sympathy  are  with  his  wife  and 
hto  beloved  family. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  dtotin- 
guished  minority  leader. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Florida  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  I,  too,  served  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  for  many  years  with 
DwiGBT  L.  Rocns.  I  wtoh  to  second,  in 
as  strong  words  as  I  can.  the  sentiments 
which  have  been  expressed  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Florida  and  the 
dtotingutohed  Senator  from  Texas  with 
respect  to  him. 

Representative  Rogers  was  a  kindly 
man.  a  Just  man,  and  a  Christian  gentle- 
man in  every  sense  of  the  word.  We  did 
not  happen  to  serve  on  the  same  com- 
mittees; but  yet  we  came  to  know  each 
other  quite  well.  He  had  the  respect  of 
every  Member  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

He  was  a  great  battler  for  the  interests 
of  the  veterans,  and  a  strong  champion 
of  the  common  people.  He  had  a  fine 
sense  of  Justice  and  fairness.  He  ntver 
compromised  hto  principles,  but  fought 
for  them  with  zeal,  courtesy,  and  dignity. 
The  death  of  Representative  Rogess  to 
a  great  loss  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  to  the  Nation. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Florida  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  would  not  like  to 
let  thto  opportunity  pass  without  ex- 
pressing sincere  regret  upon  the  sudden 
and  untimely  death  of  Representative 
DwiGHT  Rocns.  It  happened  that  Rep- 
resentative Rogers  and  hto  wife  lived  in 
the  same  hotel  in  which  Mrs.  Carlton 
and  I  reside.  We  had  the  opportunity 
to  meet  with'one  another  frequently.    I 


had  the  privilege  of  serving  with  him  In 
the  House  of  Representatives.  There- 
fore, our  associations  have  been  very 
cUxe. 

As  the  Junior  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota has  Just  stated,  Repreientative 
Rogers  was  an  outstanding  gentleman, 
a  devoted  Christian,  and  an  exemplary 
citizen  of  thto  country. 

Personally,  I  feel  that  Mrs.  Carlson 
and  I  have  suffered  a  great  loss^  In  hto 
departure,  I  know  that  the  great  State 
of  Florida  and  the  Nation  as  a  whole 
have  suffered  a  real  loss. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  distin- 
giushed  Senator  from  ELansas.. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  from  Florida  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  to  the  dto- 
tingutohed Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  ERVm.  I  share  the  sorrow  of  the 
Senator  from  Florida  and  the  people  of 
Florida  in  the  passing  of  DwicHt  Rogers. 
I  shall  always  consider  it  to  have  been 
one  of  the  rare  privileges  of  my  life  to 
have  served  with  him  for  a  time  in  the 
79th  Congress.  He  was  a  patriotic 
American,  and  was  also,  in  the  finest 
sense  of  the  term,  a  Clirtotian  gentle- 
man. 

I  share  the  sorrow  of  hto  beloved 
family,  of  his  friends,  and  the  State  of 
Florida,  in  his  passing. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  dtotin- 
guished  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Florida  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  certainly  share  the 
sentiments  expressed  by  other  Senators, 
which  I  know  are  so  very  sincere,  and  the 
grief,  which  Is  so  very  deep,  sustained 
by  the  Senator  from  Florida  in  the  pass- 
ing of  Representative  Rogers. 

As  one  who  did  not  have  the  privilege 
of  serving  with  Representative  %>gers 
in  the  House,  but  who  had  known  him 
for  several  years,  I  greatly  admired  hto 
fine  Christian  character,  hto  geaial  per- 
sonality, and  his  great  sincerity  tn  repre- 
senting the  people  of  hto  dtotrif  t  whran 
he  served  in  Congress.  I  know  of  hto 
great  interest  in  the  veterans,  and  of  hto 
untiring  work  in  matters  affectiag  them. 

To  his  family,  hto  friends,  and  hto  great 
State  of  Florida,  I  extend  my  most  sin- 
cere sympathy  upon  the  loss  of  thto 
dlstingutohed  Representative,  with  a 
record  which  marked  liim  as  a  states- 
man. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  distin- 
guished Senator. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  Presiaent,  will 
the  Senator  from  Florida  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  to  th«  dtotin- 
gutohed Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  share  the  regret 
expressed  by  the  dtotingutohed  Senator 
from  Florida  upon  the  untimely  death  of 
hto  colleague  from  the  Fort  Lauderdale 
district  of  Florida.  I  had  the  pleasure 
and  privilege  of  serving  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  with  Representative 
Rogers  for  2  years.  After  I  came  to  the 
Senate,  I  frequently  saw  him  as  he  would 
come  over  to  the  Senate  to  consult  with 
hto  Florida  colleagues. 

Representative  Rocns.  a  man  of  ster- 
ling character  and  outstanding  ability. 


195j^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SEN  ATE 


16353 


was  dedicated  to  the  promoU(m  of  t^e 
welfare  of  hto  dtotrict,  of  hto  great  State, 
and  of  our  great  Nation.  We  have  lost 
a  very  valuable  Member  of  the  House. 

I  share  the  distress  which  I  Imow  to 
felt  among  all  hto  constituents,  from 
whom  he  has  been  taken  away. 

Mr.  HOUiAND.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Virginia. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President.  I 
Join  with  my  colleagues  in  expressing 
deep  regret  at  the  death  of  Dwight 
Rogers.  Dwight  was  one  of  the  best 
friends  I  had  in  Washington.  He  and  I 
had  many  happy  hours  together.  I  ex- 
tend to  hto  family  my  deepest  sympathy. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  dtotin- 
guished  Senator  from  Missouri  for  hto 
statement. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  to  the  dtotin- 
gutohed Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  de- 
sire to  pay  my  respects  and  to  assoctote 
myself  with  the  tributes  which  have  t>een 
paid  to  the  late  Representative  Dwight 
Rogers.  Mr.  Rogers  was  bom  and 
reared  in  my  State  of  Georgia,  and  prac- 
ticed law  in  Ocilla,  Ga..  for  a  number  of 
years.  He  had  been  my  friend  since  we 
both  reached  maturity.  I  mourn  hto 
passing.  He  was  an  able  Representative 
in  Congress,  diligent  in  hto  service  to  the 
people,  and  devoted  to  the  well-being  and 
the  interests  of  thto  great  land  of  ours. 

Dwight  Rogers  was  a  successful  Rep- 
resentative. He  sponsored  many  im- 
portant legtolative  measures  which  bear 
hto  name.  Hto  death  will  t>e  mourned  in 
Georgia  as  it  will  be  in  Florida.  I  extend 
my  sympathy  to  hto  family.  I  mourn  hto 
passing  as  a  personal  friend. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  dtotin- 
guished  Senator  from  Georgia  for  hto 
kind  remarlcs. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  sent  forward  to 
the  desk  a  privileged  resolution,  which  I 
ask  to  have  considered  and  adopted  at 
thto  time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  resolution. 

The  legtolative  clerk  read  the  resolu- 
tion (S.  Res.  335).  as  follows: 

Reaolx>ed.  TliAt  tha  Senate  haa  heard  with 
profound  Borrow  the  announcement  of  the 
death  of  Hon.  Dwioht  L.  Roosbs,  late  a  Repre- 
sentative from  the  State  of  Florida. 

Resolved.  That  a  committee  of  two  Sena- 
tors be  appointed  by  the  President  of  the 
Senate  to  attend  the  funeral  of  the  deceased 
Representative. 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  communicate 
these  resolutions  to  tlie  House  of  Representa- 
tives when  It  next  assembles,  and  transmit  a 
copy  thereof  to  the  famUy  of  the  deceased. 

Resolved.  That  as  a  further  mark  of  reapect 
to  the  memory  of  the  deceased  Representa- 
tive the  Senate,  at  the  conclusion  of  Its 
business  today,  do  adjourn. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  consider- 
ation of  the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion was  considered  and  unanimously 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tonpore.  Un- 
der the  second  resolving  clause  of  the 
resolution  the  Chair  appoints  the  two 
distinguished  Senators  from  Florida 
(Mr.  Holland  and  Mr.  Smathxrs]  sis  the 


committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  to 
attend  the  funeral  of  the  deceased  Rep- 
resentative. 

RESOLUTION  OF  CENSURE 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  un- 
finished business. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301)  to  cen- 
sure the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  to  on  agreeing  to  section  2  of 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  select 
committee. 

Mr.  JENNER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Indiana  to  recognized. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
to  strike  out,  on  page  2,  the  following 
language  commencing  in  line  12: 

Thereby  tending  to  destroy  the  good  faith 
which  must  be  maintained  between  the  ex- 
ecutive and  legislative  branches  In  our  sys- 
tem of  government. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Indtona  has  30  minutes. 
How  much  of  that  time  does  he  allot  to 
himself? 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President.  I  allot 
myself  20  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  the  Communtot  plan  of 
attack  on  the  United  States  to  a  brilUant 
series  of  apparently  small  moves,  each  of 
which  to  carefully  chosen  because  it 
pulverizes  a  small  bit  of  the  structure  on 
which  our  sovereignty  as  a  Nation  rests. 

The  Communtot  Party,  Communist 
fronts,  Communtot  penetration  of  Gov- 
ernment, of  finance,  of  education  and 
religious  bodies,  labor  and  business. 
Communist  activities  In  both  poUtical 
parties  and  in  local  congressional  dto- 
tricts,  Communtot  mTiting.  and  Commu- 
ntot censorship  of  anti-Communist  writ- 
ers, movie  actors,  scenario  writers,  tele- 
vtoion  commentators.  Communist  sabo- 
tage of  our  victory  in  Korea,  brain  wash- 
ing of  our  POW's.  Stockholm  peace  peti- 
tions, and  the  subtle  drive  for  coextot- 
ence,  are  all  parts  of  one  thing— con- 
tinuoito  mining,  beneath  the  surface,  of 
American  sovereignty  until  the  area  of 
destruction  to  wide  enough  so  the  whole 
structure  will  come  crashing  down. 

The  difference  between  active  antl- 
Communtots  and  those  who  think  "it 
can't  happen  here"  to  that  the  first 
group  recognizes  each  of  these  various 
steps  as  retoted  to  a  single  dominant 
end,  as  a  military  commander  sees  each 
move  in  wartime  as  a  part  of  a  tightly 
knit  campaign. 

Every  step  taken  by  Communtot  serv- 
ants of  the  Kremlin,  and  their  aUies 
and  dupes,  to  an  attack  on  our  abiUty  to 
defend  ourselves,  as  truly  as  if  the  enemy 
held  a  gun  to  the  backs  of  our  fighting 
men  and  pulled  the  trigger. 

May  I  have  order,  Mr.  President? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Soiate  will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  JENNER.  If  the  Judges  are  not 
Interested,  and  If  the  Jury  to  not  inter- 
ested. I  certainly  do  not  mind,  but  I 
should  like  to  have  order. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  order.  Senators  will 
take  their  seats.    Persons  in  the  rear  of 


the  Chamber  will  refrain  from  coDTersa- 
tion  or  they  will  be  removed  from  th« 
Chamber.  The  occupants  of  the  galleries 
will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  would 
not  like  to  have  the  time  taken  in  gedt- 
ing  order  charged  to  me. 

In  the  world  in  which  we  live  today, 
what  I  have  Just  indicated  to  the  shape 
of  war — the  only  shape  it  to  likely  to 
have. 

Field  Marshal  Montgomery  recoitly 
said  ttiat  cold  war  to  real  war,  aiKi  we 
must  either  win  or  lose  it. 

In  all  thto  land  of  ours,  I  believe  the 
heaviest  responsibiUty  for  resisting  the 
fifth  column  by  orderly  means  faUs  on 
the  Congress. 

The  English-speaking  people  have  a 
deep  dtotrust  of  star-chamber  proceed- 
ings. They  do  not  want  their  govern- 
ment to  have  arbitrary  power,  not  even, 
in  times  of  danger.  The  Fjigii^h  fought 
a  bitter  civil  war,  lasting  in  all  nearly 
50  years,  to  establish  the  sole  responsi- 
bility of  the  parliammt  for  the  definition 
of  crimes.  Our  Constitution  to  the  ful- 
fillment of  the  revolution  which  ended 
the  Stuart  rebellion  by  firmly  establish- 
ing the  role  of  the  legislative  branch. 

Mr.  President,  the  Commimlst  threat 
to  our  country  today  will  never  be  met 
by  the  measures  we  are  taking  today. 
It  cannot  be  met  by  the  state  of  mind  we 
are  hving  in  today.  The  threat  can  be 
met  only  if  all  the  Members  of  our  Con- 
gress who  hate  the  Communtot  debauch- 
ery of  himian  values  will  rise  up  and 
help  in  overcoming  the  danger,  while  we 
can  still  overcome  it  by  orderly  political 
and  legal  means. 

The  duty  of  exposing  communism  and 
uprooting  it  by  legal  process  does  not 
rest  on  the  Internal  Security  Subcom- 
mittee of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Commit* 
tee.  or  on  the  Subcommittee  on  Investi- 
gations of  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations,  or  on  the  House  Ocnnmlttee 
on  Un-American  Activities,  or  on  all  of 
them  combined.  The  duty  of  exposing 
conmiunism  and  tearing  out  every  ten- 
tacle of  its  power  by  truly  American 
means  rests  on  us.  the  Monbers  of  the 
Senate,  and  also  on  the  Members  of  the 
other  House  of  Congress.  We  cannot 
win  unless  all  antl-Communtots  are 
united. 

I  ask  you  to  look,  Bfr.  President,  at 
how  the  Communists  have  disrupted  the 
official  business  of  thto  body.  An  impor- 
tant subcommittee  has  been  Inoperative 
since  last  March.  The  Subcommittee  on 
Investigations  has  made  no  investiga- 
tions. Its  work  has  been  suspended.  Its 
staff  has  been  scattered  to  the  four  winds. 
Funds  given  for  investigation  of  mal- 
feasance tn  ofllce  have  beeai  used  for  fn- 
vesldgatlon  of  Its  own  chairman,  at  tbe 
instigation  of  a  minor  ofllcial  in  the  De- 
partment of  Defense  and  eertein  news- 
papermen. Many  cases  of  probable  fifth- 
amendment  Communists  would  have 
been  heard  months  ago.  Instead,  these 
people  are  still  working  in  defense  in- 
dustries. 

Thto  to  a  qiiestlon  of  national  security. 
The  shutUng-down  of  a  Senate  subcom- 
mittee to  not  the  budness  of  individual 
Senators,  Mr.  President.  It  to  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Senate.  -   • 
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yoa  Iwsltete  to  believe,  Ifr. 
Pnaktant,  tlwt  ttie  IrasineBs  of  the  Sen- 
ate bM  btcn  iMUBitniiw  bgr  tte  D^ly 
Worker  and  its  allies.  Do  you  know 
that  In  every  ■mloa  now,  for  at  least  7 
ytmn,  someoMe  or  sooettiing — in  an 
effort  to  help  the  Cooimunlsts,  has  beoi 
intcff ertng  with  the  vmpa  woA  ot  this 
body? 

Tlie  Uni  chapter  of  oar  story  begins 
in  March  1947,  when  President  Truman 
issued  his  loyal^  order.  Tliis  order  bad 
two  important  effects.  It  took  the  prac- 
tical handling  of  loyalty  procedures  from 
the  agencies,  and  centralized  it  under 
eoBtrol  of  the  palace  guard.  Hidden  in 
It  was  a  secrecy  oder  which  clanyied 
down  a  rigid  censorship  on  public  rec- 
enb  ot  dTiUan  agencies,  and  put  an  iron 
curtain  to  bar  Congress  from  investigat- 
ing Communists.  TTiis  story  is  devel- 
oped in  detail  in  the  mincnity  views  on 
the  Maryland  election  of  1950. 

The  Cramnunists  did  not  like  the 
makeiq)  of  the  Congress  which  was 
elected  in  1946.  They  were  taking  no 
cliances  with  wliat  it  mig^t  unearth. 
They  decided  it  must  not  be  allowed  to 
unearth  anjrthing.  How  they  persuaded 
good  patriotic  Americans  to  Help  them.  I 
do  not  know.  That  is  one  of  the  things 
we  must  find  out. 

The  80th  Congress  found  plenty,  in 
spits  at  the  iron  curtain.  The  Ccmunu- 
nists  decided  to  smear  it  With  the  over- 
wiielming  rlctory  of  1948,  they  thought 
their  work  was  done.  But  In  1950.  Sen- 
ator McCarht,  in  his  speech  at  Wheel- 
ing, ripped  away  the  curtain  which  hid 
the  facts  of  communism  in  the  State  De- 
partaient.  Do  you  remember  the  uproar. 
Mr.  PreeMent?  The  chain  reaction  has 
continued  ever  since. 

After  all  the  efforts  to  silence  Senator 
McCaktht  had  failed.  Senator  Tydtags 
and  his  subcommittee  were  authorized 
to  investigate  the  evidence  of  com- 
munism in  our  Government.  Instead, 
Senator  Tydings  said  to  Senator  Mc- 
Caxtrt,  when  he  tried  to  testify: 

Bo  fsr  M  I  am  conoemed  in  thla  com- 
mittee, you  are  going  to  get  one  of  tbe  most 
complete  InTestlgatlons  ever  given  in  the 
history  of  the  Republic,  so  far  as  my  abilities 
p«rmlt. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  show  the  Sen- 
ate the  chain  reaction  which  has  been 
going  on  for  years  to  "get  McCarthy." 
He  is  only  a  symlxd.  Who  will  be  next? 
I  will  ten  you,  Mr.  President:  Any  man 
Who  stands  up  and  fights  communism 
will  be  next. 

This  is  the  standard  technique  of  in- 
vestigating those  who  dare  to  investigate 
communism. 

Next,  the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges 
and  ElectiMis  investigated  tlie  Maryland 
election  of  1950,  although  Senator 
ladings  said  his  defeat  was  due  to  the 
Sl^t  within  his  party  in  tiis  state. 
After  taking  1.200  pages  of  testim<my, 
including  some  rather  lurid  ctiarges.  the 
subcommittee  concluded  there  was  no 
violati(xi  of  Federal  or  State  election 
laws.  The  subcommittee  had  been  used 
as  a  forum  for  continuing  Senator 
Tydings'  attack  oH  the  Junior  Senator 
from  WisconsizL^^Ofa.  Mr.  President, 
there  is  always  something  else. 


Mr.  Prealdent,  may  we  have  order  in 
the  Chamber?  I  have  a  sore  throdt,  and 
it  is  difficult  for  me  to  talk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
KucHKL  in  the  cliair).  Let  thore  be 
order  in  the  Chamber  and  also  in  the 
galleries. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  Uiat  the  time  taken 
by  these  interruptioDs  shall  not  be 
charged  to  the  time  available  to  me. 
Instead,  I  should  like  to  have  thai  time 
saved  to  me. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Next.  Mr.  President. 
came  ttui  Benton  rest^ution.  to  investi- 
gate the  financial  practices  of  the  Sen- 
ator the  Communists  hated  so  much. 
We  have  the  resignation  of  Senator 
Welkxk  and  two  staff  members  of  the 
subconuniitee  as  proof  that  its  Investi- 
gators w€Te  determined  to  "get"  Senator 
McCaxtht.  whetlier  there  was  evWence 
or  not. 

Yet,  Mr.  President,  this  morning, 
although  the  minds  of  the  judges  to  this 
ease  are  closed,  there  is  evidence,  and 
thM«  are  committees  working  to  find 
the  truth.  Why?  Because  certain 
things  took  place. 

Mr.  Piesident,  the  people  of  Con- 
necticut censured  Senator  Benton. 

The  Rides  and  Administration  Com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  failed  to  accept 
the  report,  of  the  Gillette  subcommittee. 
Mr.  President,  have  you  ever  thought 
of  that?  It  seems  most  strange  to  me 
that  the  f«lect  committee  found  peason 
to  republish  400  pages  of  this  thoroughly 
repudiate<l  report  and  all  exhibits  deal- 
ing with  the  finances  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  although  the 
Treasury  and  the  Justice  Department 
had  investigated  them  and  found  no 
wrongdoiDg.  The  letter  of  Attorney 
General  Brownell  to  that  effect  is  tn  the 
Racoio;  I  put  it  there.  So.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, let  me  ask  you.  What  gots  on 
here? 

Also,  the  select  committee  had  said 
the  c<mtetit  of  the  Gillette  subcommit- 
tee investigation  was  no  part  of  their 
assignment. 

I  am  curious -to  know  what  the  people 
of  the  United  States  will  be  compelled 
to  pay  for  reprinting  400  pages  of  a 
report  which  the  parent  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  did  not  ac- 
cept, while  the  Subcommittee  on  Inves- 
tigations is  dismissing  its  staff  for 
lack  of  funds  and  Communists  remain 
untouched  in  defense  plants. 

O  Mr.  President,  the  other  day  I  aid- 
but  the  Senate  did  not  listen— that  the 
select  committee  did  not  bring  in  a  true 
bill  because  it  did  not  look  behind  the 
curtain  of  the  Communist  conspiracy  to 
destroy  a  man  who  is  fighting  commu- 
nism. Until  that  is  made  clear,  the  vote 
on  the  pending  censure  resolution  will 
mean  notliing. 

When  the  Benton  resolution  failed, 
Mr.  President,  a  hidden  steering  group 
apparently  planned  the  charges  which 
led  to  the  Mundt  investigation.  These 
operations  never  end.  Mr.  President; 
and  on  came  the  Mundt  investigation. 

When  the  Mundt  inquiry  found  no 
reason  to  silence  the  Senator  from  Wis- 


consin, the  same  group  planned  the  oen- 
suire  resolution.  It  never  ends.  On  came 
the  Mundt  investigation.  Wben  the 
Mundt  inquiry  found  no  reasod  to  silence 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  this 
same  group  planned  the  cenaure  reso- 
lution. 

I  repeat,  this  is  the  business  of  the 
Senate. 

Each  of  these  apparently  segiarate  in- 
vestigations is  a  part  of  one  chain  of 
investigations,  which  has  beep  directed 
at  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  since  he 
broke  through  the  iron  curtain  over 
Conununists  in  the  executive  branch. 
set  up  by  the  loyalty  order  and  the 
secrecy  directive  of  1947. 

Does  anybody  still  doubt  what  is  back 
of  all  these  bits  and  pieces? 

Let  us  check  another  way.  Do  we 
have  any  evidence  of  the  censure  of  other 
committee  chairmen  for  their  methods? 

After  the  1929  crash  there  was  an  in- 
vestigation by  Senator  Fletcher  of  finan- 
cial practices.  A  midget  waa  set  upon 
the  lap  of  the  late  J.  P.  Morgan.  The 
committee  counsel,  Ferdinand  Pecora. 
met  newspapermen  twice  daily,  to  make 
headlines  against  witnesses  even  before 
they  appeared.  Senator  Fletcher  was 
not  censured. 

There  was  an  Investigation  of  alleged 
violations  of  civil  liberties,  headed  by  the 
late  Senator-La  Follette.  Its  chief  coun- 
sel was  the  tommunist,  John  Abt.  Its 
investigators  Included  the  COmmimlst. 
Charles  Kramer,  and  other  comrades, 
some  of  whom  have  only  recently  taken 
refuge  behind  the  fifth  amendment  be- 
fore our  committee. 

It  established  a  record  for  browbeating 
witnesses,  one  such  being  a  minister  of 
the  Gospel,  whose  plea  that  he  be  treat- 
ed with  common  decency  was  laughed 
away.  Senator  La  Follette  was  not  cen- 
sured. 

There  was  an  investigation  of  utility 
companies,  which  investigation  was 
headed  by  Senator  Black.  It  invaded 
every  telegraph  ofBce  in  Washington  to 
seize  private  telegrams,  willy-nilly,  in 
the  hope  that  something  evidential 
might  turn  up.  That  was  similar  to  the 
present  mail  cover,  and  similar  to  the 
telephone  cover.  Senator  Black  was  not 
censured. 

He  was  rewarded  by  promotion  to  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  to  liberal- 
ize that  body. 

Senator  Connally  made  the  bitterest 
kind  of  personal  attack  on  the  late  Sen- 
ator Taft.  as  already  reported  in  these 
debates.  There  was  not  a  S«nator  on 
either  side  of  the  aisle  who  was  not 
ashamed  of  it. 

Yesterday  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
FMr.  DiRKSEN]  gave  many  examples. 
We  could  go  on  forever,  but  we  have  not 
the  time. 

Senator  Connally  was  not  coisured. 

The  Senator  from  New  Ybrk  [Mr. 
Lehman]  made  a  speech  In  Wisconsin  iii 
which  he  declared  that  those  Who  dared 
support  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
were  the  kind  of  people  who.  in  his  own 
words —  I 

Stamp  ruthlessly  underfoot  all  'standards 
of  morality,  believe  In  Iron  Curtains,  seek 
to  return  to  the  days  of  the  poorhouse.  and 
are  the  agents  of  a  simple  Soviet  scheme. 


:95J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


f' 


16355 


The  Senator  from  New  York  was  not 
censured. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  announces  ttiat  the  20  minutes 
which  the  Senator  from  Indiana  al<- 
lotted  to  himself  have  expired. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
like  to  disagree  vith  the  Chair,  but  as  I 
looked  at  the  clock.  I  began  about  8  min. 
utes  after  11.  There  were  two  inter- 
ruptions, which  were  not  supposed  to 
come  out  of  my  time.  I  estimate  that  I 
have  been  speaking  for  about  15  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OF7ICER.  The 
Chair  advises  the  Senator  that  the  Par- 
liamentarian hae  allocated  additional 
time  to  the  Senator  to  compensate  for 
the  interruptions.  The  Cluilr  therefore 
reit^rstes  that  the  20  minutes  which  the 
Senator  originally  allotted  to  himself 
have  expired. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  parliamentary  in- 
quiry? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  am  glad  to  yield,  pro- 
vided I  do  not  lose  my  right  to  the  floor, 
and  provided  thv  interruption  is  not 
taken  ouLol  my  time. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  what  clock  the  ParUamentarian  is 
using?  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  should  like  to  be  able 
to  conclude  in  30  minutes.  If  I  must 
ofTer  further  amendments  or  make  ad- 
ditional motions.  I  shall  do  so.  How- 
ever. I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  too  much 
of  the  time  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  advises  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
that  the  clock  facing  the  podium  is  the 
clock  which  the  ParUamentarian  has 
used. 

Mr.  JENNER.  As  I  have  stated  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  LshmanI 
was  not  censured. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  TMr. 
Flandkks]  made  a  speech  in  which,  by 
innuendo  and  deioagoglc  arrangement 
of  questions,  he  ciiculated  the  most  un- 
speakable and  baseless  slander  against 
Roy  Cohn  and  David  Schine. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  was  not 
censured.  What  Lb  tliis.  Mr.  President? 
Is  it  McCarthy  day  at  the  Capitol? 

Mr.  President.  tl:e  charges  which  fur- 
nish the  basis  for  the  motion  of  cen- 
sure against  Senator  McCabtht  ema- 
nated originally  from  Senator  FLANaaas, 
of  Vermont 

Since  these  chai-ges  are  a  part  of  a 
long  chain  of  attac^Jcs.  on  anti-Commu- 
nist leaders  in  Congress.  It  is  important 
to  know  whether  tlie  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont approaches  this  question  with 
clean  hands. 

I  ask  the  Senator  from  Vermont: 

First.  Are  you  willing  to  tell  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States  what  have  been 
your  relations  with  Owen  Lattimore  dur- 
ing the  past  10  years? 

Mr.  FLANmRS.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  say 

Mr.  JENNER  Not  on  my  time.  The 
select  committee  has  30  minutes.  The 
Senator  may  not  ^eak  on  my  time. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  should  like  to  an- 
swer the  question  which  has  been  asked. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  have  several  ques- 
tions.  The  Senator  can  answer  them  all. 


Mr4  WELKER.  They  should  be  an- 
swered before  the  vote. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Oh.  yes.  I  shoukl  like 
to  have  them  answered  before  the  vote. 

I  have  some  further  questions: 

Second.  Are  you  willing  to  place  in  the 
hands  of  the  Senate  your  entire  corre- 
spondence with  Owen  Lattimore? 

Third.  Did  you  ever  discuss  the  ques- 
tion of  censure  or  discipUtuiry  action 
against  Senator  McCarthy  with  Owen 
Lattimore? 

Fourth.  Are  you  willing  to  tell  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States  whether  you 
were  associated  with  Owen  Lattimore  in 
support  of  the  campaign  for  a  coalition 
government  including  the  Conununlsts 
in  China? 

Fifth.  William  L.  Holland,  secretary- 
general  of  the  Institute  of  Pacific  Rela- 
tions said,  on  October  10,  1951.  that  you 
were  an  active  member  of  the  Institute 
of  Pacific  Relations,  attended  Its  meet- 
ings, and  contributed  to  Its  budget.  Is 
this  correct? 

Frederick  Vanderbilt  Field,  a  leading 
writer  for  the  Communist  press,  was 
active  as  a  member  of  the  American  In- 
stitute of  Pacific  Relatioi^  and  a  mem- 
ber of  its  executive  committee  during 
this  period,  and  Owen  Lattimore  was  its 
editor  of  Pacific  affairs. 

Sixth.  The  1952  report  of  the  Senate 
Internal  Security  Sutx;ommittee  found 
that— 

The  IPR  has  been  considered  by  the  Amer- 
ican Communist  Party  and  by  Soviet  offl- 
claU  as  an  Instrument  of  Oonununlst  policy, 
propacanda.  and  mUltary  InteUlgcnoe. 

Did  you  make  any  efforts  to  repudiate 
the  Institute  of  Pacific  Relations  or  to 
dissociate  yoxirself  therefrom  after  this 
finding? 

The  next  question  I  wish  to  ask  this 
man  whose  hands  are  so  clean  Is  as 
follows: 

Seventh.  Will  you  state  to  the^nlted 
States  Senate  whether  or  not  you  had 
associations  with  Harry  Dexter  White. 
Harold  Qlasser,  and  V.  Frank  Coe  in 
ctmnection  with  the  Morgenthau  plan 
for  Germany? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
announces  that  the  Parliamentarian  has 
discovered  that  an  error  was  made  In 
computing  the  time  of  the  Senator. 

Mr.  JENNER.     I  thought  so. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  For  the  in- 
formation of  the  Senator,  the  Chair  will 
state  that  at  this  point  he  has  10  minutes 
remaining. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  thank  the  Chair  very 
much. 

Three  years  ago,  in  late  June  1951.  the 
Soviet  delegate  to  the  United  Nations, 
Jacob  Malik,  climaxed  a  carefully 
planned  Soviet  propaganda  campaign 
wiUi  his  appeal  for  cease-fire  in  Korea. 

Now  we  know  the  peace  campaign  was 
inaugiirated  by  the  Soviet  leaders,  be- 
cause the  Red  forces  in  Korea  had  been 
defeated,  and  the  Communists  hoped  to 
win  back,  by  peaceful  coexistence,  what 
they  could  not  win  by  fighting. 

A  peace  resolution  was  introduced  by 
the  senior 'Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 

JOHMSQir]. 

It  proposed  the  peace  terms  which  the 
Soviet  delegates  had  proposed  in  the 

U.N. 


These  were,  first,  withdrawal  oi  aU  for- 
eign troops  from  Korea;  and,  second, 
self-determination  for  small  nations. 

This  perfect  setup  fm:  the  fifth  <^i"»wn 
was  the  sctieme  the  Communists  used  in 
China  and  Poland.  It  is  the  scheme  they 
so  recently  used  in  Vietnam. 

The  Johason  resolution  was  sent  all 
over  the  United  States,  to  women's 
groups,  churches,  editors,  and  the  fami- 
lies of  men  in  Korea.  Many  Members 
of  this  body  received  letters  from  lnno« 
cent,  loyal  Americans,  including  sorrow- 
ing relatives  of  our  men,  referring  to 
this  peace  resolution. 

I  am  sure  the  Senator  who  spcmaored 
this  resolution  had  not  the  faintest  idea 
he  was  Innocently  doing  exactly  what  tha 
Communists  In  Moscow  wanted. 

But.  as  I  said,  the  effect  is  no  less  seri- 
ous because  the  Senator  was  unaware  of 
their  Intention. 

When  the  name  of  a  distinguished 
Member  of  this  body  can  be  attached  to 
an  appeal  for  the  Stockholm  peace  pro- 
posal In  American  dress,  when  it  can  be 
circulated  throughout  the  country  to  de- 
lude innocent  and  unhandy  people,  then 
we  are  all  conoemed  in  the  damger. 

Three  years  have  gone  by,  but  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  has  not  l>een  cen- 
sured. 

Recently  we  oOled  as  a  witness  before 
the  Internal  Security  Subcommittee  ona 
Palmer  Weber,  a  fifth-amendment  Com^ 
munist. 

Mr.  Weber  had  been  on  the  staff  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Internal  Ifigratioa 
and  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Tech- 
nical Mobilieation. 

But  I  received  communications  from 
a  Senator,  saying  Weber  was  a  good  man 
and  requesting  that  no  acticm  be  takoi 
to  interrogate  him,  though  he  had  been 
perverting  the  Senate's  power  of  investi- 
gation to  Communist  ends. 

This  Senator  was  not  censured. 

I  ask:  Is  censure  something  directed 
against  all  Senators  on  an  equal  basis,  or 
Is  It  something  meant  only  to  punish  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  because  he 
fights  Commimlsts? 

I  have  tried  to  show  the  series  of  cam« 
paigns  carried  on.  with  rfngni^ir  imity  of 
aims  and  tactics,  against  a  Senator  who 
exposed  Communists  whom  a  group 
within  the  White  House  and  the  State 
Department  was  seddng  to  hide. 

I  have  tried  to  ^ow  that  these  strange 
investigations  were  all  parts  of  a  chain 
reaction,  wtiich  began  with  the  Presi- 
dent's secrecy  directive  of  1947,  designed' 
to  hamstring  congressional  investiga- 
tions, and  was  carried  to  cmnmittee  after 
committee  by  fuses  we  could  not  see. 

On  November  IS.  Z  urged  that  the 
Senate  plan  a  counterattack  against  tha 
Communist  invasion,  and  I  propoaed. 
several  steps  which  would  give  ua  tho 
information  and  the  laws  we  need. 

Today,  I  propose  that  the  subcoonmit- 
tee  make  a  thorough  investigation  of  ihia 
diversion  of  the  senatorial  power  of  in- 
vestigation to  pimish.  not  Communists  in 
QovemmiUit.  but  Senators  who  dare  in- 
vestigate communism. 

The  select  committee  has  failed  to 
consider  the  evidence  that  aU  the  organ- 
ised attadcs  on  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, including  the  Benton  plan  for 
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,  of  U«  liiiaiiees,  Iqr  the  OH- 
tette  0»iMWiiM»lttee.  wex«  a  put  of  a 
ebttal  oC  efWtB  (Greeted  by  hidden  agents 
to  pralMt  Orwwnnntrtg  and  their  ool- 
labocmion  In  Okivcnubent,  in  spite  at 


Let  us  dispose  of  this  oensore  resoha- 
tton. 

Let  US  get  back  to  the  proper  business 
of  the  Senate. 

liSt  all  good  Americans  in  this  body 
yan  together  to  eradicate  every  lota  of 
CDmmvnist  influence  on  lawmaking. 

Then  we  can  give  the  American  people 
the  legal  instruments  they  need  to  safe- 
guard our  country  against  its  CkHnmunist 
enemies  and  inreeerve  its  liberty  for  the 
generations  to  c<»ne.         9 

Mr.  JOBNBCM  of  Colorado  subse- 
quently said:  Itr.  President,  I  am  in- 
formed that  earUer  today.  In  the  course 
of  the  debate,  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Indiana  IMr.  Jnntnl  made  some  refer- 
ences to  a  resolutton  I  submitted.  Al- 
though I  have  not  read  his  remarlcs,  I 
understand  there  was  some  thought  that 
the  reeolutton  might  have  been  influ- 
oioed  by  the  Communists  or  lef  twingers 
or  fellow  travelers,  or  someone  of  that 
sort. 

I  am  not  w^«iH«y  %  defense  against  the 
charges,  1/tt.  President.  In  all  kindness. 
I  say  that  one  does  not  make  a  defense 
against  the  remarks  of  the  very  able  and 
dlstlnculdied  Junior  Senator  from  In- 
diana; instead,  one  uses  an  umbrella. 

But  I  think  the  Senate  and  the  country 
are  entitled  to  know  something  about  the 
resolution.  Therefore.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  it  may  be  inserted  in  the 
body  cl  the  Raoosa,  following  the  re- 
marks of  the  Senator  from  Indiana;  and 
that  what  I  now  say  may  also  aiHpear 
in  the  Bacou  at  that  point. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion (8.  Res.  140,  82d  Cong..  1st  sess.) 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricobo« 
as  follows: 

Wlatnim  to  permit  eMllzatlon  to  be  de- 
stroyed by  world  war  m  U  utter  insanity 
and  unworthy  of  tbe  men  of  this  century: 
and 

the  Korean  war  has  every  ap- 
oC  being  a  hopeless  conflict  of  at- 
trttton  and  tadecisivcneBs  and  a  breeder  at 
Mttar  raotal  Itatreds;  and 

Whereas  a  Umitad  war,  like  a  limited  or 
smoldering  fire,  is  gravely  dangerous,  for  it 
may  burst  forth  Into  a  worldwide  conflagra- 
tlOB  at  any  moment;  and 
-  Wmereas  tb»  Mortll  and  South  Koreans,  the 
Chinese,  and  the  United  Nations  have  suf- 
fered mora  than  1  mllUon  casualties,  with 
the  only  taagible  result,  so  far.  the  inde- 
•erlbable  misery  which  has  been  heaped  upon 
the  K(vean  people;  and 

Whereas  tremendous  strides  have  been 
made  in  ttie  derelopeaent  of  hitherto  unused 
laOial  sad  dMtmoUvs  weapons  of  war  with 
potentials  ci  unbetievaUt  fury  and  horror; 
and 

Whsreas  by  slaughtering  additional  mil- 
lions of  humans  an  usMwy  peace  might  in. 
time  be  ftirced  upon  the  vanquldied;  and 

Whereas  the  people  of  the  indted  States 
traditionally  have  held  tbm  people  of  Chins 
in  the  highest  esteem  and  ailtetleB  and  stiu 
do:  and 

Whereas  tiha  people  of  the  matted  SUtes 
have  long  reeopilaed  the  wisdom  of  the  prin- 
ciplee  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  so  eloquently 


peril  ayed  by  the  slogan  "Asia  for  AsiaUcs"  If 
It  were  to  be  applied  to  Asia;  and 

Whcraas  it  has  long  been  the  policy  of 
the  Amerloan  people  that  no  nation  sbould 
seek  to  extend  its  form  of  government  over 
any  other  nation  or  people,  but  that  as  an 
inherent  right  every  people  should  b*  left 
free  to  determine  its  own  form  of  government 
and  its  own  way  of  life,  unhindered^  un- 
threatened.  unafraid — the  little  along  with 
the  great  and  the  powerful;  and 

VThereas  the  traditional  policy  and  desire 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States  of  America 
is  now  and  has  Iteen  a  Just  and  enduring 
peace:  and 

Whereas  it  is  never  too  early  for  God- 
fearing and  peace-loving  peoples  to  earnestly 
endeavor  to  stop  needless  human  slaughter : 
Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  it  Is  the  sense  of  the  Senate 
that  the  United  Nations  call  upon  all  n*tlons 
and  all  groups  now  engaged  in  the  war  in 
Korea  to  cease-flre  and  declare  an  arniistlce 
effective^at  4  antemeridian  (Korean  time) 
June  25,  1951;  and  that  prior  thereto  the 
United  Nations  forces  retire  to  points  south 
and  the  opposing  forces  retire  to  points 
north  of  the  38th  parallel;  and  that  before 
December  81,  1951.  all  prisoners  of  the  Ko- 
rean war  shall  be  exchanged  and  all  non- 
Korean  persons,  military  and  nonml.ltary 
(except  the  ordinary  diplomatic  representa- 
tives), shall  depart  from  North  and  Couth 
Blarea. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  let  me  say  there  is  no  secret 
about  my  position  with  respect  to  the 
war  in  Korea.  Right  or  wrong.  I  was 
opposed  to  it  from  the  very  nrst,  and  I 
said  so.  After  General  MacArthiir  re- 
turned to  the  United  States  and  made 
his  report  to  the  Congress,  I  said  many, 
many  times  that  I  thought  our  policy  in 
Korea  should  be  either  all  out  or  get  out. 

I  saw  that  statement  published  a  good 
many  times.  I  think  I  am  the  author 
of  the  statement. 

That  was  my  general  position.  On 
May  17.  1951,  as  we  approached  the  first 
anniversary  of  our  entrance  into  the  war 
in  Korea,  I  submitted  a  resolution.  My 
resolution  was  addressed  to  the  llnited 
Nations,  and  suggested  to  the  United 
Nations  that  an  armistice  be  dedlared 
on  June  25.  1951.  which  was  the  first 
anniversary  of  the  war  in  Itorea. 

I  do  not  wish  to  argue  the  point  as  to 
whether  that  resolution  was  a  wise  reso- 
lution or  a  very  foolish  one.  So  liskr  as 
Influence  is  concerned,  I  wish  to  say  that 
it  was  drafted  by  myseU.  1  consulted 
no  one  other  than  my  own  conscience. 
No  one  suggested  to  me  that  I  draft  such 
a  resolution.  I  did  not  talk  with  any  of 
my  colleagues.  I  simply  went  ahead  and 
put  my  own  thinking  into  the  resolution. 

On  May  25  I  was  interviewed  by  a  very 
well-known  newspaperman,  Mr.  Frank 
Bourgholtser,  who  Is  the  White  fiouse 
correspondent  of  the  National  Broad- 
casting Co.,  with  respect  to  my  resolu- 
tion. He  asked  me  a  long  series  of  ques- 
tions with  respect  to  the  reasons  why  I 
had  submitted  the  resolution,  and  what 
its  purposes  might  be.  I  answered  his 
questions  on  the  radio,  and  inserted  a 
transcript  of  the  questions  and  answers 
in  the  CoNCixssiaNAL  Rxcord. 

I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
those  questions  and  answers  printed  in 
the  Rkcobd  at  this  point  as  a  part  pt  my 
remarks. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
RacoRD.  as  follows: 

Ckasx  PnxiN  Kouu 

(Pro  and  Con  program  on  National  Broad- 
casting Co.  Washington  radio  station  WRC. 
10:45  p.  m.  to  11  p.  m.,  May  25,  1951.  Pranlc 
Bourgholtzer,  White  House  NBC  corre- 
spondent, Interrogator;  Ebwnr  C.  Johhsom. 
United  States  Senator,  of  Colorado,  being 
questioned ) 

Question.  Korea  and  what  to  do  about  her 
still  dominates  the  news.  Last  week  Senator 
Edwim  C.  Johnson,  DenuM:rat,  Colorado,  of- 
fered a  Senate  resolution  calling  upon  the 
United  Nations  to  promulgate  a  cease-flre 
order  effective  4  a.  m.  June  25.  1951,  the  first 
anniversary  of  the  beginning  of  hostilities 
there.  Senator  Johnson  is  here  ito  the  stu- 
dio with  me  and  I  shall  start  Pr^  and  Coo 
off  with  this  question :  Why  did  y^u  propose 
a  cease-fire  Order  by  U.  N.? 

Answer.  There  are  many  reasoas  for  the 
resolution,  but  the  facts  developied  by  the 
testimony  of  the  MacArthur  hearing  con- 
vinced me  that  a  cease-flre  order  pow  is  not 
only  timely  but  is  the  only  wsy  out. 
Question.  What  facts.  Senator? 
Answer.  General  MacArthur  Indicated  that 
only  a  madman  would  undertake  a  war  on 
the  mainland  of  China.  In  otfter  words. 
he.  too.  is  against  an  all-out  war  in  China. 
When  General  Bradley  took  the  witness 
stand  he  made  it  clear  that  in  the  adminis- 
tration's opinion  a  Chinese  war  would  be  the 
wrong  war,  at  the  wrong  time,  in  the  «Tong 
place,  with  the  wrong  enemy.  Hfcnce.  both 
sides  In  the  "great  debate"  veto  an  all-out 
war  with  China.  But  the  facts  are  that 
China  and  the  United  States  have  been  at 
war  many  months.  Last  week  we  elaimed  we 
killed  and  wounded  70,000  Chinese  soldiers, 
and  we  admitted  that  we  suffered  severe  cas- 
ualties ourselves. 

I  believe  that  oTir  generals  sre  correct 
when  they  say  "War  with  China  would  be 
madness,"  and  when  they  say  it  would  be 
"the  wrong  war,  in  the  wrong  place,  at  the 
wrong  time,  with  the  wrong  enemy."  In  my 
opinion  there  is  no  way  to  keep  the  limited 
war  with  China  from  developing  into  a  full- 
scale  war  with  China.  The  logical  thing  to 
do,  therefore.  Is  for  the  United  fVatlons  to 
stop  the  terrible  slaughter  in  Korea  before  it 
matxires  Into  a  full-scale  war  with  China, 
which  it  must  do  unless  It  Is  stopped. 

Queetlon.  Are  you  suggesting  that  Gen- 
eral MacArthur  and  the  adminisW«tlon  are 
in  agreement  on  tlie  Chinese  war? 

Answer.  Oh,  no.  There  are  areas  of  dis- 
agreement, but  the  areas  of  agreement  are 
far  greater  than  the  areas  of  dlaagreement 
between  these  opposing  factions.  As  I  un- 
derstand their  positions,  the  administration 
advocates  a  more  limited  war  than  does 
General  MacArthur.  Their  difference  is  one 
of  degree.  Both  appear  to  believe  that  a 
general  war  with  China  wotild  be  a  major 
catastrophe  and  that  world  war  in  would 
rock  the  very  foundations  ol  civilization. 
The  best  way  I  know  to  stop  the  Impending 
all-out  war  with  China  and  Impending  world 
war  m  is  for  the  United  Katiotts  to  stop 
the  so-called  limited  war  between  the  Allies 
and  China  now.  During  the  papt  8  years 
the  world's  foremost  statesman^  VTlnston 
Churchill,  repeatedly  has  urged  negotiating 
small  wars  for  the  best  possible  p^ace  which 
can  be  obtained.  It  is  his  contetxtioa  that 
sooner  or  later  small  wars  are  certaistto  lead 
to  a  big  war. 

Question.  Just  what  are  the  terms  of  your 
resolution.  Senator? 

Answer.  Perhaps  I  sho\ild  read  It.  It  la 
not  very  long,  and  It  is  full  of  mefit. 
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In  Senate  Resolution  140.  submitted  in  the 
Senate  May  17, 1  list  11  reasons  for  its  enact- 
ment,  as  follows: 

First,  to  permit  civilization  to  be  destroyed 
by  world  war  lU  is  utter  insanity  and  un- 
worthy of  the  men  of  this  century. 

Second,  the  Koretoi  war  tias  every  ap- 
pearance of  being  a  hopeless  oonfUct  of  at- 
trition and  Indecislvcness  and  a  breeder  of 
bitter  racial  hatreds. 

Third,  a  limited  war.  like  a  limited  or 
smoldering  Are,  is  gravely  dangerous,  for  it 
may  burst  forth  into  a  world-wide  conflagra- 
tion at  any  moment. 

Fourth,  the  North  and  South  Koreans,  the 
Chinese,  and  the  United  Nations  have  s\if- 
fered  more  than  l.OX>,000  casualties,  with 
the  only  tangible  result,  so  far.  the  Indescrib- 
able misery  which  has  been  heaped  upon 
the  Korean  people. 

Fifth,  tremendous  strides  have  been  made 
in  the  development  of  hitherto  unused  lethal 
and  destructive  weapons  of  war  with  poten- 
tials of  unbelievable  ftn^  and  horror. 

SUth,  by  slaughtering  additional  miUlons 
of  humans  an  uneasy  peace  might  in  time 
be  forced  upon  the  var.qulshed. 

Seventh,  the  people  of  the  United  States 
traditionally  have  held  the  people  of  China 
in  the  blgbest  estee:n  and  affection  and 
stiU  do. 

Eighth,  the  people  of  the  United  States 
have,  long  recognised  the  wisdom  of  the 
principles  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  so  elo- 
quently portrayed  by  the  slogan  "Asia  for 
Asiatics"  If  It  were  to  l>e  applied  to  Asia. 

Ninth,  it  has  long  been  the  policy  of  the 
American  people  that  no  nation  should  seek 
to  extend  its  form  of  government  over  any 
other  nation  or  peopl'?,  but  that  as  an  in- 
herent right  every  peoole  should  be  left  free 
to  determine  i^  own  form  of  government 
snd  Its  own  way  of  life,  unhindered,  un- 
threatened.  unafraid— the  little  along  with 
the  great  and  the  powerful. 

Tenth,  the  tradltiomU  poUcy  and  desire  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States  of  America  is 
now  and  has  been  a  Just  and  enduring  peace; 
and 

Eleventh,  it  is  never  too  early  for  God- 
fearing and  peace-lovicg  peoples  to  earnestly 
endeavor  to  stop  needless  human  slaughter. 

"Now,  therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved.  That  It  is  the  sense  of  the  Sen- 
ate that  the  United  Nations  call  upon  all 
nations  and  all  groups  now  engaged  in  the 
war  in  Korea  to  cease  fire  and  declare  an 
arq^tlce  effective  at  4  a.  m.  (Korean  time). 
JuiV  25,  1051:  and  that  prior  thereto  the 
United  Nations  forces  retire  to  points  south 
and  the  opposing  farces  retire  to  points  north 
of  the  88th  paraUel;  and  that  before  De- 
cember Si,  1061,  aU  prisoners  of  the  Korean 
war  shall  be  exchanged  and  all  non-Korean 
persons,  military  and  nonmilitary  (except 
the  ordinary  diplomatic  representatives), 
shall  depart  from  North  and  South  Korea." 

Question.  What  does  the  State  Department 
think  of  your  resolution? 

Answer.  I  do  not  knew.  I  have  not  asked 
them,  but  I  am  certain  that  the  State  De- 
partment above  everything  else  wants  peace 
in  the  world. 

Question.  What  groups  In  this  country 
suggested  the  introduction  of  Senate  Reso- 
lution 140? 

Answer.  No  groups  ttiggeeted  It.  None 
were  consulted.  However.  I  hope  that 
church  groups,  women's  elube,  organiaed 
labor  groups,  luncheon  dubs,  and  many 
other  alert  organisations  devoted  to  the  pub- 
lic interest  and  a  peaceful  world  wlU  demand 
prompt  action  on  it. 

Questkm.  Do  you  regard  this  resolution  a 
partisan  political  issue** 

Answer.  Indeed  I  do  not.  It  Is  the  hottest 
issue  in  the  United  States  todsy.  but  it  is 
not  partisan.  Every  responsible  political 
party  and  every  responsible  political  leader 
in  the  United  States  should  and  does  want 
C 1029 


to  stop  the  war  in  Korea  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible hour.  No  political  party  in  the  United 
States  is  a  war  party.  Certainly  I  have  no 
personal  political  ambition  or  design  myselL 

Question.  What  about  the  newspapers? 

Answer.  Most  of  them  have  shied  away 
from  tlie  issue  which  my  resolution  presents 
as  though  it  were  a  hot  potato.  "J^' Denver 
Post,  the  largest  newspaper  in  the  Rocky 
Mountain  empire,  has  castigated  me  as  a 
defeatist,  an  isolationist,  and  an  appeaser. 
but  support  from  the  Colorado  people  has 
been  tremendous  which  proves  that,  while 
they  read  the  Denver  Post,  they  do  their  own 
thinking  and  want  the  conflict  in  Korea 
settled  now. 

Question.  Have  any  Senators  Joined  you 
in  sponsoring  this  resolution? 

Answer.  I  did  not  ask  any  Senator  to  Join 
me,  nor  did  I  consult  any  Senator  with 
respect  to  it.  I  introduced  It  strictly  on  my 
own.  I  thought  It  up  all  by  myself.  How- 
ever, multiplied  millions  of  people  in  tiie 
UnitMi  States  and  all  over  ttic  world  long 
for  peace  and  so  I  know  that  any  equitable, 
realistic,  and  sincere  peace  proposal  would 
find  countless  supporters  all  over  the  world. 
The  affair  in  Korea  has  tlie  whole  world  on 
edge. 

General  Rldgway,  commanding  general  of 
Korea,  in  a  recent  letter  to  his  church  wrote: 

"Hundreds  of  thousands  of  poor  people, 
the  old.  Infirm,  infants,  the  sick,  fleeing 
night  and  day  across  country  over  the  ice  of 
frocen  streams,  in  temperatures  at  sero.  no 
shelter  at  night  but  that  obtained  from 
huddling  together  and  from  jiuch  (A  their 
belongings  as  are  on  their  backs  or  ox  or 
small  two-wheeled  cart — would  to  God  the 
American  people  might  see  a  full-length 
nu>vie  of  current  events  here  in  their  true 
setting." 

When  General  MacArthur  testified  recently 
before  the  Senate  committee,  he  said:  "The 
war  in  Korea  has  already  almost  destroyed 
that  nation  of  SO  mlliion  people.  I  have 
never  seen  such  devastation.  I  shrink  with 
a  horror  that  I  cannot  express  in  words,  at 
this  continuous  slaughter  in  Korea.  I  have 
seen,  I  guess,  as  miich  blood  and  disaster 
as  any  living  man.  and  it  Just  ciu^iled  my 
stomach  the  last  time  I  was  there.  After 
I  looked  at  that  wreckage  and  those  thou- 
sands of  women  and  children  and  everything, 
I  vomited.  If  you  go  on  you  are  going  to 
destroy  tluit  people.  I  think  we  should  make 
some  extraco-dinary  effort  to  tiring  it  to  an 
end." 

Question.  It  is  said  that  Russian  news- 
papers gave  your  cease-flre  proposal  consider- 
able attention.     Is  that  bad  news? 

Answer.  No.  indeed,  that  is  good  news. 
Peace  is  not  a  one-way  street.  Tliere  can 
l>e  no  peace  in  the  world  unless  Russia  agrees 
to  it.  If  Russia  would  cooperate  with  the 
peace-loving  people  of  the  world,  we  coxild 
have  world  peace  and  world  prosperity  right 
now.  So  if  Riissia  is  Interested  in  establish- 
ing peace  in  Korea,  the  battle  is  half  won. 

Question.  Does  your  resolution  appease 
the  Oommunists? 

.Answer:  Of  course  it  does  not.  There  is 
not  one  word  of  appeasement  in  it.  Senate 
Resoluton  140  turns  Korea  back  to  the  Ko- 
reans. Under  its  terms  every  people  other 
than  the  Koreans  get  out  by  next  New  Tear's 
day.  TTm  United  States  wants  nothing  in 
Korea  except  the  happiness  and  prosperity 
at  the  Korean  people. 

Senator  Darr.  in  a  commencement  address 
at  Oarson  College  in  Jefferson  City  in  Ten- 
nessee, said: 

"Unless  we  arc  dealing  with  complete  mad- 
men in  Russia,  there  must  surely  be  some 
avenue  whereby  it  will  be  poeslble  to  discuss 
serioxHly  and  slnoerely  methods  to  adjust  the 
misunderstandings  on  some  otl»er  basis  than 
by  destroying  clvUisatloD  itself." 

Question.  Will  it  not  iHt>ve  voy  difficult  for 
the  U.  N.  to  negotiate  an  armistios  now? 


Answer.  Korea  is  s  testing  ground  for  nego- 
tiating peace.  If  we  cannot  settle  this  oon- 
flict  where  the  conditions  now  are  so  ripe  for 
settlement,  we  must  confess  Impetency  to 
negotiate  peace  anywhere.  If  we  wilt  foc\an 
unconditional  surrender  before  we  start  de- 
veloping peaoe  terms,  we  better  start  prepar- 
ing for  a  hundred  years'  war.  Men  of  good 
Will,  Korea  U  the  testing  ground  of  U.  M."* 
eapacity  to  negotiate  peace.  Dorothy 
lliompson.  in  one  of  her  recent  columns. 
wrote  th|»: 

"War  has  become  the  supreme  lunacy.  It 
can  accomplish  nothing  for  an  Ideology,  for 
it  crushes  every  idea.  It  is  the  dttfeotVer  of 
all  social  orders:  it  is  the  dissolver  of  life 
itself." 

Question.  How  will  the  recent  victories  of 
the  United  Nations  forces  affect  your  reao> 
lution? 

Answer.  In  peace  negotiations  it  is  always 
a  great  advantage  to  lead  from  strength  and 
not  weakness.  It  Is  great  to  be  in  the  driver's 
seat.  Our  current  victories  and  smashing 
rout  of  the  enemy  in  Korea  give  us  a  tre- 
mendoiu  psychological  advantage  right  now 
in  pressing  for  a  Jiut  peace. 

Question.  WUl  North  Korea  invade  South 
Korea  the  monxent  foreign  troops  are  with- 
drawn? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  so.  Hie  Korean 
war  has  taught  many  people,  lncl\idlng  th« 
people  of  the  United  States,  many  lessons. 
The  North  Koreans  have  learned  the  haivl 
way  that  aggression  does  not  pay.  I  hope 
they  have  been  cured  of  thinirfwg  that  th« 
world  wlU  sit  idly  by  wtille  they  try  to 
subdue  their  neighbors  with  gunpowder.  I 
believe  they  have  learned  this  lesson  weU. 
Furthermore,  there  are  more  than  twice  aa 
many  South  Koreans  as  North  Koreans.  The 
taU  is  not  going  to  wag  the  dog. 

Question.  Does  not  your  resolution  add  to 
the  significance  of  the  38th  parallel? 

Answer.  It  neither  adds  to  nor  detracts 
from  It.  The  civU  war  in  Korea  did.  of 
course,  add  great  importance  to  this  imagi- 
nary line.  But  we  are  the  original  archi- 
tects of  this  poorly  conceived  device.  When 
our  war  with  Japan  ended,  the  United  States 
Government  created  the  SSth  paraUel.  How 
the  Koreans  are  stuck  with  it  and  only  the 
Koreans  can  eliminate  it.  Even  bad  eggs 
cannot  be  unscrambled.  We  created  the 
same  botched -up  mlsforttuie  for  Germany 
and  Austria.  Perhaps  time,  patlenoe.  ■  and 
good  vrlll  msy  eliminate  these  wicked  and 
arbitrary  divisions  of  pec^les  and  states. 

Question.  What  results  other  than  talk  do 
you  anticipate  from  your  cease-flre  resolu- 
tion? 

Answer.  I  expect  it  to  stop  hostilities  In 
Korea  4  a.  m.,  June  25. 1051.  One  year  of  the 
futile,  senseless,  inhunoan  sacrifice  of  the 
youth  of  many  nations  is  shocking.  A  fur- 
ther extension  of  this  debacle  would  be 
criminal.  Our  best  hope  is  not  to  muddle 
on  and  on.  Everyone  knows  that  one  day  a 
cease-flre  order  will  tie  issued.  W.  Awrell 
Harriman,  official  Presidential  adviser.  In 
speaking  on  a  radio  program  recently,  atioat 
the  Korean  war  ending,  said: 

"The  Korean  fighting  mlg^t  end  next  week, 
the  week  after,  in  a  noonth  or  2  months.** 

Bventually  peaoe  wm  be  negotlatad.  BOw 
many  additional  thousands  of  ^utbs  must 
die  iMfore  we  do  that  negotlaUngT  Why  noi 
negotiate  right  now?  Kmema  says,  "Nloe- 
tenths  of  wisdom  Is  being  wise  In  time." 
There  will  never  tw  a  more  appropriate  ttma 
to  cease  fire  than  on  or  before  June  26.  1961. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  have  one  furtho:  word  to 
say.  I  still  feel  that  the  reeoliition  was 
a  wise  rescdutlon.  I  r^:xct  at  this  time 
that  It  did  not  reeelTe  favorable  acttott 
by  the  United  Nations. 

I  recall  that  when  we  had  a  change  of 
administrations,     and    wlien    General 
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'  took  over  tlM  ofllw  <tf  Pral* 

dent,  be  did  not  liesttste  rery  long  about 
readidiiff  annlBtlce  tenas.  I  recall  thst 
the  Denver  Poet,  a  wktely  circulated 
newtpaper,  and  a  very  pcnnilar  news- 
paper, pubUabed  In  Driver.  Ckdc,  tooAc 
me  to  tadc  and  criticised  me  aevendy  for 
mj  resDlutton,  calling  it  appeasement, 
and  many  other  things. 

Neverthdess.  after  the  dection  of  1952, 
I  heard  the  mibUsher  of  the  Denver  Poet. 
Mr.  E.  P.  Hoyt.  d^ver  an  address  before 
the  Denver  Rotary  Club,  about  the  elec- 
tion of  1952.  He  made  the  statonent 
that  one  of  the  principal  reasons  why 
G«>eral  Eisenhower  was  elected  by  the 
tremendous  landslide  vote  which  he  re- 
ceived in  the  election  of  1952  resulted 
f  i*om  his  expression  of  five  words.  He 
said  those  five  words  were,  "I  will  go  to 
Korea." 

ISi.  Hoyt,  in  his  very  excellent  address 
before  the  Rotary  club,  argued  that  the 
pe(«>le-rthe  women,  especially — under- 
stood those  words  to  mean  that  the 
President  would  exert  every  effort  within 
his  power  to  eod  the  Korean  war. 

However  that  may  be.  the  war  did  end. 
The  end  of  the  war  was  a  popular  thing 
In  the  United  States.  I  feel  that  my  res- 
olution was  in  line  with  that  same  kind 
of  thinking,  and  was  as  noble  In  purpose 
as  the  purposes  and  objectives  of  our 
very  great  President  when  he  brought 
the  war  to  a  close. 

I  repeat  that  I  was  not  influenced  in 
any  way  by  anyone  in  thinking  up  this 
resolution.  Whatever  responsibility 
there  is  for  it  must  rest  upon  my  shoul- 
ders. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object— and  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  object— I  should  like  to  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  remarks  in 
regard  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senator 
from  Colorado,  contained  in  a  speech 
which  I  delivered  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  June  27.  1951.  be  reprinted,  along 
with  the  resolution  which  he  has  placed 
in  the  Rscou.  so  that  the  entire  story 
may  appear  in  one  place. 

There  being  no  objection.  Mr.  Jsmm's 
remarks  of  June  27,  1951.  were  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  foUows: 
(Pr(mi  the  Senate  proceedlnga  of  June  27, 

1961] 

Tax  SoviR  XJMion'B  Pboposai,  nm  a  Ccasb- 

Fns  IN  KoasA 

Mr.  Jsmna.  lir.  Prealdent.  the  Soviet 
Union's  propoaals  tar  a  oeaae-flre  In  Konm 
are  nothing  new. 

The  VscM  PaaaumiT.  The  caiahr  would  aUte 
that  it  the  Senator  from  Indiana  la  begin- 
ning to  make  a  speech  It  will  be  norniQiy 
for  him  to  have  time  yielded  to  him,  under 
unanlmoua-oonaent  agreement. 

Mr.  Jkmns.  i  thought  it  was  understood 
that  I  had  been  yielded  SO  minutes  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  UOFmmumd.  As  I  undarstood.  the  Sen- 
ator txom  Netaraaka  (Mr.  Wherry)  was  to 
yield  time  to  the  Senator  txmn  Indiana. 

Mr.  Jamm.  Thirty  minutes. 

Mr.  McVablahs.  The  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska was  to  have  yielded  the  time  to  the 
Senator  from  Indiana,  but  the  zequeat  has 
not  been  made. 

Mr.  XiAMoaa.  Mr.  President.  In  behalf  of 
the  Senator  from  NetaraAa.  I  yield  such  time 
to  the  Senator  from  Indiana  as  he  may 
deslrs  to  take. 

The  Vtea  PranDniT.  The  Senator  from 
Indiana  la  reoocnlzed  for  30  minutes. 


I.  Mr.  President,  as  I  had  started 
to  say.  the  Soviet  Union's  p»>posala  for  a 
cease-fire  In  Korea  are  nothing  new.  The 
n.  S.  8.  B.  submitted  Its  peace  tetms  6 
months  ago  In  the  U.  N.  Assembly.  The  only 
thing  which  Is  new  Is  the  clever  publicity 
buUdxip.  The  only  effective  answer  to  the 
Soviet  peace  terms,  which  represent  a  stra- 
tegic victory  for  the  U.  S.  S.  R.,  is  to  sUte 
a  truly  American  peace  program  which  will 
strengthen  free  nations  In  Asia  and  the 
world. 

Stz  months  ago  the  Soviet  Union  laid  down 
its  basic  terms,  essentially  the  same  as  those 
offoed  In  their  Saturday  broadcast.  They 
specified  that  all  foreign  troops  should  -with- 
draw, and  political  questions  should  tie  left 
to    the    self-fletertnlnation    ef    the    Borean 

people  themselves. 

On  the  surface  this  looks  very  attractive. 
but  so  does  any  boobytrap.  If  we  lift  dp  the 
pleasing  cover  oi  words,  what  do  we  find? 
American  troops  and  Chinese  Ccniniunlst 
forces  are  to  withdraw  from  the  38th  parallel, 
and  soon  from  Korea.  But  what  will  be  left? 
Merely  the  Soviet-trained  North  Korean  di- 
visions, just  the  thousands  of  men  of  fight- 
ing age  who  fled  from  Korea  during  the  Japa- 
nese occupation,  and  were  trained  In  Russian 
armies  at  Stalingrad,  and  in  the  Chinese  civil 
war  against  Chiang  Kai-shek. 

Of  course,  Americans  believe  in  the  self- 
determination  of  small  nations,  but  what 
kind  of  self-determination  would  our  anti- 
Communist  friends  In  Korea  enjoy,  tf  the 
Communists  have  a  large  well-trained  ttatlve 
army  In  North  K<:irea? 

Mr.  President,  look  closely  at  this  peace 
€>Ber.  and  you  will  see  what  It  really  Is.  It 
Is  the  peace  program  that  Marshall  took  to 
China  in  December  1946,  the  peace  settle- 
ment for  China  which  cost  us  400  mlllllon 
alUes. 

That  plan  provided  that  both  fdrelgn 
armies,  the  Americans  and  the  Russians, 
were  to  withdraw  their  forces  from  Oblna. 
and  then  China  wovild  have  peace.  The 
same  boobytrap  was  hidden  behind  the 
pleasant-sounding  words,  then  as  now.  As 
the  Russians  withdrew,  they  gave  all  their 
spare  arms  to  the  Chinese  Communists. 

We  took  a  few  thousand  marines  out  of 
China  at  Rtisslan  insistence.  They  were 
guarding  the  Chinese  railways  to  keep  the 
Communists  from  destroying  the  rallrosda  so 
that  the  Natlonalifits  could  move  their  troops 
northward.  We  tjok  our  marines  out.  the 
railroads  were  destroyed,  and  the  Commu- 
nists swept  down.  Now  a  million  armed  Chi- 
nese Communists  are  killing  our  boys  In 
Korea. 

We  took  a  few  thoiisand  marines  olit  of 
giuu-d  duty  In  China,  for  the  sake  of  %ree- 
ment  with  Rxiasia.  and  we  had  to  put  over 
300.000  men  Into  the  battle  lines  In  Korea 
Now  they  are  asking  us  to  take  our  troops 
out  of  Korea,  and  in  another  year  or  so  we 
ahaU  have  to  put  a  million  men  some- 
where else. 

We  took  our  naval  forces  out  of  Tslng  Tao 
at  Russian  Insistence  that  the  city  mi*t  be 
returned  to  China.  Now  the  Chinese  city  of 
lUng  Tao  Is  a  Soviet  naval  base  threatening 
Korea  and  Japan. 

Mr.  Malik's  Soviet  peace  proposal  k.  In 
fact,  the  old  Yalta  peace  plan  for  Poland. 
We  kept  our. armies  out  of  central  Euroi>e 
and  the  Balkans.  We  even  gave  orders  to  the 
American  armies  to  retreat  across  the  Elbe 
after  they  had  advanced.  We  trusted  to  self- 
determlnatlon  for  the  election  of  demooratic 
governments  In  Poland,  Bulgaria,  and  Ru- 
mania. Today  we  put  American  troofs  In 
Europe  for  garrison  duty,  because  yesterday 
we  pulled  Wsenhower  and  Patton  back  from 
a  quick  and  easy  victory  In  Eastern  Evirope. 

Twice  we  have  fallen  for  that  kind  of 
Soviet  peace.  We  dare  not  do  It  agaln^  not 
with  the  turmoil  In  Iran. 

The  Soviet  Union  Is  using  every  device  of 
high-powered   publicity   to   make    this   plan 


look  sweet,  like  Little  Red  RWinghood's 
grandmother,  and  not  like  the  big  bad  wolf 
It  really  is. 

For  0  months  the  Soviet  Union  has  been 
quietly  building  its  undergroun(4  publicity 
for  this  proposal.  Its  propaganda  has  been 
distributed  through  labor  unions,  women's 
organizations,  churches,  youth  grdups. 

The  new  plan  is.  in  fact,  only'  a  variant 
of  the  Stockholm  peace  proposal  In  Ameri- 
can dress.  If  we  want  to  find  oiit  how  the 
Ckimmunlsta  have  been  working'  on  their 
build-up  for  the  Malik  proposals,  we  can 
find  It  fully  outlined  In  the  report  of  the 
House  Un-American  Activities  Committee, 
called  the  Communist  Peace  Offensive.  Only 
change  the  words  u  little,  and  the  Stockholm 
peace    petition    becomes   tiie   Soviet   UnUm'a 

peace  proposal  for  Korea. 

Recently  even  a  prominent  Member  of  this 
body  was  won  over  to  propose  a  peace  reso- 
lution for  a  cease-fire  on  June  25.  the  anni- 
versary of  the  start  of  this  war  thftt  U  not  a 
war. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado.    Mr.  President, 

will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JsNKra.  I  shall  he  glad  to  yield  briefly 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado, 
because  In  my  remarks  I  sm  referflng  to  his 
peace  resolution.  However,  I-  am  speaking 
under  a  time  limitation,  and  I  cannot  yield 
very  long. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado.  I  understsnd. 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  take  very  much  of  the 
Senator's  time. 

The  Senator  has  said  that  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  was  won  over.  What  I 
am  Interested  In  is  who  won  hUn  over  snd 
wh^  was  he  won  over?  Will  the  Senator 
elucidate  that  point?  i 

Mr.  Jemner.  I  certainly  will.        I 

If  we  look  at  the  peace  resolution  Intro- 
duced in  this  body,  we  see  thst  tlte  Senator 
makes  two  main  points.  He  wants  all  "for- 
eign" troops  withdrawn  from  Korea,  and  In 
the  sUtement  of  purpose  he  pfalses  the 
American  principle  of  self-determination  for 
small  nations. 

That  senatorial  resolution  has  been  sent 
sll  over  the  United  States  by  tftie  Soviet 
propaganda  machine.  It  has  beeh  sent  to 
women's  groups,  churches,  edltors.land  fam- 
ilies of  men  in  Korea.  Many  of  Us  In  this 
body  have  received  letters  from  Innocent 
loyal  Americans  which  were  written  as  a 
result  of  the  clever  Soviet  campaign  for  a 
mock  peace. 

The  newspapers  appeared  to  be  surprised 
at  the  announcement  by  Mr.  Malik  on  Satur- 
day, but  they  should  not  have  been.  For 
13  weeks  the  n.  N.  has  been  bulldlhg  up  the 
peace  propaganda  in  radio  broadci^ts  at  the 
same  time  every  week.  We  pay  most  of  the 
cost  of  preparing  those  broadcastst  and  our 
radio  stations  probably  give  the  time  free,  as 
a  public  service.  Then — surprise.  Stirprlse— 
the  Soviet  Union  geu  the  preferred,  spot,  and 
Just  by  accident  its  representativ#  Ulks  of 
peace  on  the  anniversary  of  the  Korean  war 
the  date  they  have  been  stressing  for  months 
for  the  climax  of  their  publicity  Campaign. 

I  am  sure  that  the  dtstingulslMd  Sena- 
tor whose  name  U  taken  in  vain  h«s  not  the 
faintest  idea  that  someone  in  Moscow  in  the 
Soviet  propaganda  bureau  planQsd  every 
step  he  innocently  took.  But  the  effect  Is 
no  less  serious  because  the  Senator  was  un- 
aware of  their  Intentions.  When  the  name 
of  a  distinguished  Member  of  this  body  can 
be  attached  to  an  appeal  for  the  Skockholm 
peace  petition  In  American  dress.,  when  it 
can  be  circulated  throughout  the  country  to 
delude  innocent  and  unhappy  peotole,  then 
all  of  us  are  concerned  In  the  daneer  all  <rf 
us  must  work  to  see  that  this  campalcn  does 
not  succeed  and  that  our  people  aHe  warned 
of  this  newest  Soviet  boobytrap. 

The  most  diabolical  phase  of  th»  Sorlet 
peace  plan  U  that  It  exploits  the  ideslre  o* 
all  decent  people  for  an  end  to  the  senseless 


195^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


16359 


slaughter  in  Korea,  which  In  the  first  place 
never  should  have  been  started. 

No  one  wants  to  end  the  Korean  war  more 
than  I.  I  have  spoken  apaln  and  again  of  the 
need  to  bring  this  slaxighter  to  an  end.  But 
we  cannot  end  It  on  Soviet  terms,  sspeclaUy 
when  those  terms  are  S3  open  to  stuplclon 
that  the  Soviet  Union  must,  by  subterfuge, 
try  to  seduce  Americans  :nto  accepting  them. 

We  can  best  meet  the  Russian  mock-peace 
terms  by  submitting  gen  Jlne  American  peace 
terms;  of  course  we  are  for  peace,  of  course 
we  are  for  a  cease-fire,  tut  they  must  be  on 
American  terms. 

We  can  agree  to  a  ce.tae-flre  today.  But 
we  cannot  agree  to  movlikg  a  single  American 
soldier  from  the  dark  snd  bloody  ground 
bis   oomrades   havs   bou^bt   with   their    lives 

until  we  have  a  truitiiorthy  program  for 
keeping  that  peace. 

That  means  only  one  thing.  We  must  re- 
place American  txattle-hardened  soldiers  with 
well -equipped,  well-trained  Asiatic  soldiers — 
free  Chinese,  Koresns,  .lapanese,  and  PUl- 
pinos.  This  is  the  same  answer  that  we 
found  for  the  Philippines.  Had  It  not  been 
for  the  betrayal  which  exposed  Pearl  Harbor 
to  the  Japanese,  the  Philippines  would  hsve 
been  safe  from  Invasion 

There  can  be  no  sell -determination  for 
small  nations  except  behind  a  living  wall  of 
fighting  men  who  can  keep  predatory  ag- 
gressive powers  from  Invudlng  their  country. 

The  free  Chinese,  the  Koreans,  the  Jsp- 
anese,  and  the  FlUplnon  have  all  felt  the 
power  and  cruelty  and  ha  te  of  Soviet  Russia. 
They  can  work  together  u>  defend  each  and 
all  from  Soviet  attack,  while  we  guard  the 
sea  and  air  along  our  Island  chain  and  maks 
the  Pacific,  as  General  MacArthur  said,  a 
peaceful  lake. 

It  should  not  be  our  business  to  defend 
the  Koreans.  It  Is  their  business.  We  were 
Involved  In  Korea  when  the  American  State 
Department  refused  to  let  our  military  men 
train  the  Koreans  and  equip  them  with  nec- 
essary arms.  The  State  Department  said 
no;  they  oo\ild  have  arms  only  for  p<rilce 
work,  although  the  evidence  was  clear  and 
unmistakable  that  the  Ncrth  Koreans  would 
strike  when  ordered  by  the  Soviet  Union. 

Our  State  Department  insisted  that  we 
leave  Korea  before  It  wtis  ready  to  defend 
itself.  It  engaged  In  constant  intrigue 
against  the  elected  repreiientatlves  of  Korea 
and  kept  alive  the  turmcU  which  the  Com- 
munlsU  needed.  It  pubUsly  announced  that 
we  had  DO  interest  In  Korea,  thus  Inviting 
the  Soviet  Union  to  takt-  over. 

We  have  an  Interest  In  Korea  now,  bought 
with  the  Uvea  of  the  men  who  were  sacri- 
ficed by  our  State  Department.  We  cannot 
suffer  140,000  casualties  orily  to  open  the  door 
wider  for  Soviet  expansion.  We  have  a  peace- 
time role  In  Korea — that  our  Armed  Forces 
khall  train  the  South  Koreans  to  defend 
their  coimtry.  They  can  Isam  to  do  it  as  tlte 
Turks  and  Greeks  have  learned  to  defend 
their  countries. 

The  slmple-sppearlng  Soviet  peace  pro- 
posal has  behind  It  all  tlie  subtle  organiza- 
tion, all  the  hidden  aggression,  that  are  the 
Soviet  strength.  Our  peace  proposal  mtist 
bave  behind  it  our  total  moral  and  poUtlcal 
power  within  the  framework  of  historic 
American  principles  of  foreign  policy. 

Americans  have  always  believed  in  the 
righto  of  smaU  nations.  We  have  not  the 
slightest  desire  to  rule  over  or  to  Interfere 
with  their  affalra.  We  hiive  daarly  dsaaon- 
strated  over  many  years  that  that  Is  our 
policy.  But  we  cannot  permit  small  natkma 
within  otu-  security  cone  vjo  be  swaUowed  up 
by  the  Soviet  Union,  and  we  cannot  wait 
without  a  policy  or  with  a  hidden  pro-Soviet 
policy,  and  then  enter  th.s  wrong  war  at  the 
wrong  time  and  In  the  wrong  plaee. 

The  policy  which  is  beet  for  the  free  people 
of  Asia  Is  the  policy  Uiat  Is  bsst  for  us— for 
us  to  do  everything  In  our  power  to  help  the 
free  nations  of  Asia  defend  themselves 
against  conquest.    We  need  not  Interfere  In 


their  affairs,  or  be  distracted  from  our  own 
affairs  by  periodic  wars,  crises,  and  more 
wars. 

It  is  time  for  all  Americans.  Bepubllcans 
and  Democrats,  who  believe  in  our  historic 
American  foreign  policy  to  insist  thst  the 
Korean  war  be  settled  according  to  4he  prin- 
ciples of  freedCHn  enunciated  In  our  historic 
Monroe  Doctrine.  We  want  no  more  settle- 
menta  by  the  hidden  collectivists  who  made 
our  "peace"  In  China.  We  want  a  trtdy 
American  settlement,  true  to  the  principles 
of  George  Washington,  Thomas  Jefferson, 
James  Monroe,  and  John  Hay.  That  policy 
Is  self-determination  for  small  nations  be- 
hind a  wall  of  their  own  well -trained,  well- 
equipped  fighting  men.  which  In  turn  Is  pro- 
tected by  our  air  power  and  our  control  ot 

theiea. 

We  do  not  have  to  go  on  forever  in  this 
brutal  half  war  in  which  the  collectivists  In 
our  own  Government  have  embroiled  us. 
We  cannot  escape  if  we  keep  on  discussing 
their  tortuous  proposals.  But  we  can  escape 
very  quickly  if  we  do  our  own  thinking.  We 
can  have  peace  at  home,  and  hold  out  the 
hope  of  peace  to  the  free  people  of  Asia,  if 
we  will  accept  the  challenge  cf  the  Soviet 
peace  proposals,  and  state  now  the  principles 
of  an  American  peace  for  Asia  and  the  world. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  yield 
me  5  minutes? 

Mr.  Matbank.  I  am  not  able  to  do  so  st 
this  time.  I  shaU  be  glad  to  do  so  at  a 
later  time. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado.  The  reason  I  ask 
is  that 

Mr.  LANcxa.  Mr.  President.  I  yield  5  min- 
utes of  my  time  to  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado.  The  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  has  yielded  me  5  minutes 
of  his  time,  if  I  may  tise  It. 

The  "ViCB  PaxsmxMT.  The  Senator  from  Col- 
orado is  recognieed  for  6  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President, 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jennis],  In 
his  usual  vigorous  and  bitter  manner  of 
speech,  has  made  a  very  serious  charge 
against  the  senior  Senator  from   Colorado. 

On  May  17  I  sulMnltted  a  resolution  in 
the  Senate.  I  did  not  slip  around  the  l>ack 
door.  I  stood  up  and  received  recognition 
from  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  I  read 
my  resolution  word  for  word,  from  top  to 
bottom.  A  few  days  later  I  was  interviewed 
on  the  radio  and  was  asked  who  was  inter- 
ested in  the  resolutlan  other  than  myself. 
I  stated  tbe  facta  at  the  case  at  that  Ume 
on  the  radio,  and  that  statement  as  broad- 
oast  was  placed  In  the  Oomokcssionai.  RBCoau). 
I  stated  then  that  I  ixad  not  discussed  it 
with  any  other  Senator  ch:  with  any  other 
person.  Prevloxis  to  Ita  submission  I  had 
not  dlsctused  It  at  all  with  anyone.  X  added, 
"I  thought  it  up  aU  by  myseU."  I  am  still 
proud  of  that  resolution.  Mr.  President.  X 
think  It  Is  one  of  the  wisest  and  most  states- 
manlike documents  authored  by  me.  It  was 
something  which  should  have  been  done  by 
someone,  and  I  am  glad  I  had  the  intelli- 
gence and  the  courage  to  do  It.  I  knew  when 
X  submitted  the  rescmitlon  what  the  poll- 
tlctans  would  say  about  It.  I  have  been  in 
pxibllc  life  a  long  time,  and  I  know  before- 
hand what  the  reactions  of  certain  people 
to  sudi  proposals  will  be.  So  I  did  not  do 
tt  with  my  eyes  shut;  I  did  not  sneak  around 
ta  any  way  to  do  It.  X  am  stUl  proud  of 
what  I  did.  If  X  had  not  submitted  tills 
resolutUm  on  May  17.  1961,  I  would  sulnnlt 
it  today. 

When  the  Senator  from  Indiana  says  that 
X  was  Importuned  or  Influenced  to  do  It,  he 
Is  saying  something  which  Is  absolutely  false, 
unless  there  U  such  a  tiling  as  auboooeeious 
influence.  Maybe  Malik  or  8talin  were  woik- 
ing  on  me  from  aeross  Um  ocean;  Z  do  not 
know.  Maybe  there  Is  stich  a  thing  as  mental 
teleftathy   which   causes   people   to   act   one 


way  or  the  other.  If  there  Is.  X  did  not  feel 
any  heat  wave  strike  my  brain  cells  at  Um 
time,  and  I  am  certain  no  such  unknown  in- 
fluence was  at  work.  I  know  very  positively 
that  no  one  representing  Russia  or  any  otlwr 
country  wrote  to  me  or  talked  to  me  about  It. 

Mr.  Jennb.  Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Sena- 
tor yield  r 

Mr.  Johnson  of  C<dorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JxNNBK.  Mr.  President,  in  my  remarka 
I  did  not  try  to  Impugn  the  motives  of  the 
Senator  from  Colorado.  Every  Member  a€ 
this  body  knows  that  he  Is  an  outotanding 
American  and  a  great  Senator.  I  only  stated 
that  I  was  sure  the  Senator's  name  had  been 
taken  in  vain  and  that  he  had  not  the  faint- 
est idea  that  someone  in  Moscow  was  idant- 
tng  this  scune  type  of  propaganda  tturoustiowt 

the  country  and  had  been  &aiag  tt  f or  0 
months  previously,  and,  at  the  same  time; 
had  been  using  the  sanoe  broadcasting  facili- 
ties at  the  same  hour  for  several  weeks  to  lay 
a  foundation  for  Malik  to  make  his  pro- 
posal. I  also  referred  to  the  dletlngultfied 
Senator's  main  objective,  which  was  self- 
detarmlnatlon  for  small  nations.  I  did  not 
impugn  the  Senator's  motives.  I  attributed 
the  bast  of  American  intentlocs  to  the  Sen- 
ator. 

If  we  accept  tills  proposal  we  have  no  way 
to  protect  the  boys  wlio  are  giving  tlieir  Uvea 
In  Korea. 

X  hope  the  Senator  will  not  take  my  re- 
marks In  any  other  light,  because  X  certainly 
did  not  Intand  them  to  be  taken  In  any  otliar 
light. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment  on  page  2  of  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  with- 
draw the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
recurs  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment  embracing  section  2  of  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

•The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary will  call  the  rolL 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senat(H«  answered  to  their 
names: 

Pulbrlibt  Martin 

deorge  McCleUan 

Gillette  iciiiaEln 

Goldwatsr  Monrooey 

Green  Morse 

BSyden  Mimdt 

HendrlCkaosi  Mnrray 

HmBlBBB  MSely 

Elckenl«9er  O'Mahoney 

Hin  I>astore 

BoUand  Payne 

HTuskm  Potter 

Humphrey  Purtell 

Ires  Robertson 

Jadcaon  Busstll 

jennn  Saltoostall 

Johnson,  Colo.  Sclioeppel 

Johnson.  Tex.  Soott 

Johnston.  8.  C.  Smith.  Maine 

Ketauvcr  flmlth.  N.  J. 


Abel 

Aiken 

Anderson 

Barrett 

Beall 

Bennett 

Bridges 

Brown 

Burks 

Bush 

Butler 

Byrd 

Carlson 

Case 

Chavez 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cotton 

Daniel.  S.  C. 

Daniel.  Tex. 


Dizksen  Kerr  ^MUtkman 

Douglss  KUcore  Steunls 

Duff  Knowland  Symington 

DwcHshak  Kuchrt  Tftye 

■astiand  Langer  Watklns 

Blender  t  ■**»»"»»  Wetter 

Xrvln  Xaoc  WUllame 

Perguson  Magnuson  Toung 

Piantters  Malone 

Fraar  MsnsfleM 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT, 
present. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  ICr.  Ptesldeiit.  af- 
ter consultation  with  the  xnlnority  leader, 
I  now  xnoTe  that  the  Senate  stand  In 
recess  imtll  the  ho\ir  of  12:30  p.  m. 


i' 
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ACr.BSIDOBB.  Ifr.lhMldeDtTeaerr- 
IBC  the  rlfbt  to  object.  I  fhlnk  we  abcNfld 
ham  an  wrplMWitkm.  We  are  ready  to 
go  on  with  the  debate.  Ii  there  aoaie 
good  icMon  for  the  motton  of  the  nut- 
iority  lonVrT 

Kr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wOl  say  to  the 
dtettngttiidMd  Benator  from  New  Haiiii>- 
idilre  two  things:  Firsts  I  have  been  re- 
quested by  the  sdeet  eommittee  that 
they  be  permitted  to  meet  at  this  pctet. 
and  that  win  be  dUBeult  while  the  debate 
Is  g(rtng  cm.  Second,  we  wish  to  provide 
a  luncheon  period,  brief  though  It  may 
be.  ao  that  we  can  comiilete  our  labrars 
this  afternoon.  Tliat  Is  the  explanation. 

1  thought.  Inasmuch  as  the  select  com- 
mittee wanted  some  time,  that  we  might 
let  them  have  the  time  during  the  45- 
minute  lunch  period. 

Ux.  BRIDGES.  Would  it  be  agreeable 
to  the  select  committee  to  have  time 
after  we  take  actkm  on  section  2  of  the 
eommittee  amendment? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  the  select 
committee  wanted  an  opportunity  to 
meet  pri<Mr  to  such  action. 

lifr.  BRIDQES.  I  think  the  Members 
of  the  Soiate  are  ready  to  vote  on  that 
section  of  the  e(»nmittee  amendment.  I 
am  ready  to  oAtst  a  motion  to  strike  sec- 
tion 2.  The  question  Is.  should  we  pro- 
long the  situation  by  taking  a  recess  at 
thla  time?  I  think  the  Senate  is  ready 
to  act.  We  have  discussed  it  in  the  past 

2  days,  and  it  Is  thoroughly  understood. 

Mr.MAIiON&  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWZjAND.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.MALONX.  I  wish  to  address  my- 
self to  the  distinguished  Senatw  from 
New  Hampshire. 

But  first  to  the  distinguished  majority 
leader.  The  luncheon  period  has  been 
staggered  frequently.  On  some  days  we 
have  had  a  limcheon  period;  some  days 
we  have  not  We  have  no  knowledge  be- 
forehand as  to  what  the  plans  may  be.  So 
there  is  nothing  to  do  except  to  conform 
with  the  unexpectedly  announced  pro- 
grams ct  the  majority  and  minority 
leaders  when  and  If  they  are  announced. 

I  agree  with  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire  that  what 
should  be  done  is  to  inrooeed  with  the 
debate  and  to  vote  when  we  are  ready. 
We  have  watched  the  committee  operate 
for  about  3  weeks  including  the  recess. 
I  returned  from  Caracas.  Venezuela. 
2.500  rnOea — ^to  see  it  through. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  fnxa  New 
Hampshire  that  we  were  entitled  to 
know  when  a  recess  may  be  taken.  Yes- 
terday we  did  not  have  one;  the  day 
before  we  had  one.  Some  days  we  do; 
some  days  we  do  not.  No  one  is  inr- 
f  onned  of  the  schedule. 

LUMCsjBuir  MO  pmoaum — its  rmtam 

For  178  years  Senators  have  been  able 
to  eat  lunch  without  dlseommodlna  the 
Senate  to  i^ny  great  degree.  If  there  is 
some  reaaon  why  It  Is  necessary  to  de- 
lay the  proceedings  and  take  time  out 
to  call  signals,  we  should  have  an  ez- 
planatkm  of  It. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Pretddent,  Z 
withdraw  my  suggestion  for  %  lUnebeon 
recess  period  for  today. 


Mr.  BEUDOES.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
to  strike  from  Senate  Resolution  301  sec- 
tion 2,  being  lines  6  through  17.  on  pftge  2. 

The  VICB  FREB11>£NT.  The  phair 
advises  the  Smatw  from  New  Hiamp- 
shire  that  his  motion  is  not  in  erder, 
since  a  negative  vote  on  the  committee 
amendment  would  accomplish  the  same 
purpose. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Then  I  move  that  sec- 
tion 2,  on  page  2,  lines  6  through  17.  be 
tabled. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary Inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  Has  section  2  been  called 
up?  Has  the  committee  amendment 
known  as  section  2  been  called  up? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
annoimced  previously  that  the  pending 
question  is  the  adoption  of  section  2. 

Mr.  CASE.  Did  the  chairman  of  the 
select  committee  formally  present  sec- 
tion 2? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  chair- 
man of  the  select  committee  did  not. 

Mr.  CASE.  How  does  section  2  then 
come  before  the  Senate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  When  com- 
mittee amendments  are  before  the  Sen- 
ate, automatically  after  section  1  has 
been  disposed  of  the  next  amendment, 
which  is  section  2,  ccunes  before  the  Sen- 
ate. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  a  further 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  Would  a  motion  be  in 
order,  if  made  by  the  chairman  of  the 
select  c<»unlttee.  to  offer  some  substi- 
tute language?  Or  would  it  be  in  order 
for  him  to  offer  an  amendment  contain- 
ing substitute  language  for  section  2? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  motion  to 
table  takes  precedence.  At  this  point 
the  motion  to  table  takes  precedence. 
Prior  to  the  time  a  motion  to  tabit  was 
offered,  the  chairman  of  the  select  com- 
mittee coidd  have  offered  an  amendment 
to  modify  the  c<Hnmittee  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE.  Will  the  Chair  kind|7  re- 
state what  he  Just  said? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Prior  to  the 
time  the  motion  to  table  was  offered,  the 
chairman  of  the  select  committee  could 
have  modified  his  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  a  further 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  a  motion  to  table  de- 
batable? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Undef  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  a  motion  to  table 
sreneraUy  is  not  debatable;  but  the 
unantmnus-c<Misent  agreement  now  in 
effect  specifically  states  that  on  any  mo- 
ti<m  debate  is  in  order.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, therefore,  the  Chair  inter- 
prets the  imanimouB-consent  a^rreetoent 
to  include  a  motion  to  table.  The  mo- 
Uon  to  table,  therefore,  is  debatabla 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  a  further- 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
tnm.  South  Dakota  will  state  It. 

Mr.  CASE.  Do  I  correctly  understand 
that  the  Chair  has  recognized  the  senior 


Senator  from  New  Hampshire  to  speak 
in  his  own  time  on  his  motion  to  table? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
Is  correct  The  Senator  fnom  New 
Hampshire  has  the  floor  on  hU  motion 
to  table.  The  Senator  f  rcMn  New  Hamp- 
shire has  30  minutes. 

Mr.  BRIDQES.  I  shall  allocate  to  my- 
self only  3  minutes  at  this  time. 

I  propose  the  elimination  of  eecticm  3. 
which  at  best  Is  a  very  controversial  and 
very  questionable  section  of  the  commit- 
tee's recommendations. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  for  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tl»  point  of 
order  is  well  taken.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  will  not  prodeed  until 
the  Senate  is  in  order.  C(M}versatlon 
will  cease.  Those  who  wish  to  converse 
will  retire  to  the  cloakrooms. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
may  proceed. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  have  beeq  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  for  18  years.  I  am  the 
senior  Member  on  the  Republican  side  of 
the  aisle:  and.  with  but  few  exceptions, 
I  have  been  a  Member  of  this  body  as 
long  as  any  Member  on  the  other  side  of 
the  aisle,  my  length  of  service  being  ex- 
ceeded by  that  of  only  a  few  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle. 

I  am  proud  of  my  associatiohs  In  this 
Chamber.  I  have  a  warm  fleeling  of 
friendship  for  all  Members  of  ihls  body. 

I  have  been  here  long  enough  to  have 
heard  statements  mgde  by  other  Sena- 
tors about  their  coUtegues.  and  state- 
ments made  by  Senators  who  w^e  acting 
as  chairmen  of  committes.  about  wit- 
nesses and  about  Members  of  the  other 
House.  I  have  been  here  long  enough 
to  have  heard  Senators  who  were  not 
chairmen  of  committees  also  make  direct 
attacks  upon  witnesses. 

As  are  most  other  Senators.  %  also  am 
in  a  position  to  cite  example  iafter  ex- 
ample of  such  conduct.  In  committee 
meetings  and  conferences  I  have  ob- 
served Senators  display  physical  violence 
against  Members  of  the  other  House  and 
against  witnesses,  or  at  least  attempt  to 
do  so.  In  none  of  those  Instances, 
whether  for  spoken  word  or  fo^  physical 
encounter,  has  a  Senator  been  censured. 

In  most  instances  when  such  conduct 
has  taken  place  on  the  floor.  It  has  been 
expiuiged  from  the  Rbcokd.  In  com- 
mittees, it  has  been  eliminated  from  the 
transcripts  of  the  hearings.  Jn  other 
instances,  it  has  been  f  orgotten^  ignored, 
or  otherwise  glossed  over. 

In  this  case.  I  feel  that  an  individual 
Senator  Is  being  singled  out  fof  conduct 
in  a  committee  which,  certainUr  in  the- 
ory, has  some  precedent  in  tqe  Senate 
as  a  whole.  It  is  a  sad  day  for  the  United 
States  Senate  and  a  sad  day  for  America 
When  a  Member  of  this  bodi  can  be 
taken  to  accoimt  for  words  spoken  by 
him.  as  chairman  of  a  committee,  to  a 
witness,  when  the  witness  had  be<m  ut- 
terly uncooperative.  ' 

Mr.  President.  I  yield  mysell  2  addi- 
tional minutes. 

I  do  not  believe  in  a  muckrgking  re- 
hearsal of  these  things.  I  have  in  my 
possession  information  from  the  Con- 
GREssioifAi.  Recoko  and  newspaper  ar- 
ticles of  similar  conduct  in  c$8e  after 
case.     I  can  recall   observing  similar 
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conduct  with  my  own  eyes,  and  I  can 
call  as  witnesses  to  such  c<HMluct  other 
Members  of  the  Senate  from  both  sides 
of  the  aisle.  I  have  heard  similar  lan- 
guage with  my  own  ears.  I  do  not  be- 
Ueve  there  is  any  Senator  who  has  served 
with  me  on  committees  vho  would  not 
so  testify.  As  I  have  said,  I  do  not  be- 
heve  in  raking  up  such  mcidents;  but 
I  have  seen  them.  They  liave  occurred. 
No  one  can  challenge  that  statement. 

Regardless  of  whether  or  not  one  may 
like  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 
or  his  methods,  or  his  objectives,  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  does  not 
think  that  c  Member  of  the  Senate,  so 
far  as  the  section  of  the  resolution  under 
discussion  is  concerned,  should  be  cast 
entirely  out  of  the  pictiut;,  or  that  he  is 
not  to  be  considered.  "Vet  the  larger 
question  is  the  future  in  this  country 
of  the  United  States  Senar,e,  and  wheth- 
er it  is  guing  to  exist  and  continue  as 
a  great  legislative  body. 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  myself  2  more 
minutes. 

We  must  consider  whether  or^aiot  we 
want  to  go  ahead  and  rake  up  the  past. 
IX  we  wish  to  rake  up  the  past  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle.  Senator  after  Senator 
win  be  found  to  have  violated  procedure 
and  to  have  been  guilty  of  exactly  what 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is 
being  charged  with  hi  the  iiarticular  sec- 
tion under  discussion.  I  do  not  want 
to  do  that,  and  I  do  not  think  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  should  do  it.  and 
I  hope  that  this  section,  at  least,  will  be 
eliminated.  If  it  is  not.  it  will  come  back 
to  haunt  every  Member  of  this  body. 
It  will  haunt  them  in  the  days,  months, 
and  years  to  come.  Somelay  our  coun- 
try may  suffer  in  a  vital  way  as  a  result. 
The  time  to  take  action  is  now.  and  not 
to  regret  It  afterward. 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
need  more  than  3  minutes. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  wlil  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada,  if  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  may  first  yield  to  the'  Sena- 
tor from  Vermont.  Then  I  shall  see  how 
generous  I  can  be  in  irieldlng  time  to  the 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  yesterday 
I  voted  for  section  1  of  the  amendment 
proposed  to  Senate  Resolution  301.  I 
expect  to  vote  for  the  Bennett  amend- 
ment to  Senate  Resolution  301.  because 
I  believe  the  charges  made  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  against  certain 
Senators,  and  in  effect  against  the  Sen- 
ate Itself,  were  cruel,  false,  and  unpar- 
donable; but  I  also  believe  section  2  of 
the  amendment  to  the  resolution  repre- 
sents an  entirely  different  matter. 

Having  listened  to  the  arguments,  hav- 
ing read  whatever  evidence  I  had  at  my 
command,  I  have  Cfxne  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Army  did  promote  and  protect 
an  officer  who  the  Army  had  every  reason 
to  believe  was  a  Communist,  and  who 
had  been  deceitful  in  his  dealings  with 
the  Army.  I  believe  the  Army  did  defy 
the  Senate's  efforts  to  get  at  the  facts. 
If  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
is  to  be  censured  because  he  was  a  rep- 
resentative Of  the  Senate,  then  it  is 


equally  true  that  General  Zwlcker. 
against  whom  the  Junior  SenaUnr  from 
Wisconsin  used  Improper  language,  was 
a  representative  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

While  the  language  used  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  toward  General 
Zwlcker  at  the  hearing  was  improper,  in 
my  opinion,  it  Ls  also  my  opinion  that  the 
attitude  of  the  of&cials  of  the  Army  was 
also  improper.  So  it  seems  to  me  a  vote 
to  censure  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin on  this  particular  charge  would 
weaken  our  efforts  to  root  out  subversives 
in  Government,  and  would  also  consti- 
tute acquiescence  in  the  attitude  of  de- 
fiance shown  by  the  Armed  Forces  toward 
furnishing  information  to  the  Congress. 
If  the  section  under  discussion  is 
stricken  out  of  the  resolution.  I  intend  to 
vote  for  censiure  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  for  his  attitude  on  the 
fioor,  unless  he  shows  a  much  more  re- 
Tpentent  attitude  for  the  injury  he  has 
done  to  certain  sincere  and  patriotic  Sen- 
ators than  he  has  shown  to  date. 

Mr.  MALONE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  How  much 
time  does  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire jrield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 
The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  has  18 
minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  will  yield.  I  should 
like  to  yield  1  minute  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  SaltomstallI. 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President.  I 
shall  support  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  to  table  the  second 
section  of  the  committee  amendment  to 
the  resolution,  because  I  consider  the 
Army,  in  silencing  one  of  its  generals, 
failed  to  render  customary  courtesy  to 
a  chairman  of  a  Senate  committee,  who. 
though  using  language  to  be  deplored, 
was  quite  Justified  in  his  feeling  that  he 
was  being  blocked  by  the  Army  in  trying 
to  root  out  subversives  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  our  country.  For  that  reason 
I  shall  support  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire. 

THX  PmOPOSAL  TO  CENSUKZ 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President.  I  shield 
12  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 
nrmmoATTvz  powm  of  thi  bkkatz  at  stakk 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  support  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  in  his  motion  to 
table.  As  a  matter  of  fact  I  have  pre- 
viously served  notice  of  my  intention  to 
move  to  table  the  whole  resolution  301. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  has  made 
several  statements  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate  since  the  debate  started  on  No- 
vember 8  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  is  merely  a  whipping  boy  in 
the  debate  on  the  proposed  resolution. 

The  real  question  before  the  Senate 
is  the  preservation  of  the  Investigative 
power  of  the  legislative  branch  of  the 
Government,  for  which  the  Constitution 
provides. 
»M^»>w  ujccoLM's  wAKimfc  or  »o  TXAia  ago 

Mr.  President.  90  years  ago  Abraham 
Lincoln  said: 

If  deatructlon  be  our  lot  we  must  ourselves 
be  ita  author  and  finlsber.  As  a  nation  <A 
freemen  we  oxuat  Uve  Uixougb  aU  time  <x  die 

by  suicide. 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
may  we  have  order  in  the  Senate  and 

in  the  galleries? 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor will  not  prodeed  until  the  Senate  la 
In  order.  This  time  will  not  be  taken 
f  ran  the  time  of  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  may  now 
proceed. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  is  the  upper  house  of  the  legisla- 
tive branch,  charged  with  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  Nation  under  the  Constitu- 
tion and  the  Bill  of  Rights. 


OOVKUIMZMT  OAK  BBCIM  tW 


"suicxDK"  or 


The  "suicide"  described  by  Lincoln 
could  well  begin  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States — as  a  matter  of  fact,  it 
really  got  underway  in  1930. 

Under  the  Constitution,  the  Congress, 
of  which  the  Senate  is  the  upper  house, 
wets  set  up  as  cm  independent  and  coor- 
dinate branch  of  our  Government.  The 
executive  and  the  judiciary,  together 
with  the  Congress,  make  up  the  consti- 
tutional three  branches  of  Government, 
each  independent  of  each  other,  pur- 
posely created  as  balances  and  checks  in 
a  government  of  law. 

During  the  past  22  years,  however, 
there  have  been  numerous  and  repeated 
attempts  to  curtail  or  destroy  that  inr 
vestigative  power.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  suspend.  The  Chair  will  make  the 
announcement  that  if  the  conversatiims 
which  have  been  going  on  among  the 
clerks  and  the  employees  of  the  Senate 
seated  in  the  various  chairs  on  th3  Sen- 
ate fioor  do  not  cease,  the  Chair  will 
order  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  to  clear  from 
the  Senate  fioor  all  persons  other  than 
those  who  are  here  on  official  business. 
The  Chair  will  not  give  any  additional 
warning  of  such  action.  Conversations 
among  Senators  should  take  place  in  the 
cloakrooms.  It  is  desired  to  expedite  the 
business  of  the  Senate  by  refraining 
from  conversations. 

The  Chair  will  repeat  that  those  per- 
sons who  are  not  Senators  and  who  m- 
dulge  in  conversation  will  be  rempved 
from  the  Senate  fioor  immediately,  in  the 
event  that  such  conversations  continue. 

The  Senate  will  remain  in.  order,  and 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  may  continue. 

PEIVS    TO    OBBTkOT    LaCISLATTrB    HfOSPKNOBirai 

HAS  CX>NTI>rtTXS   22  TKABS BKNATK  BKSPOK8I- 

BIUTT  TO  EXBCUTIVC 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  dur- 
ing the  past  22  years  there  have  been 
numerous  and  repeated  attempts  to  de- 
stroy the  independence  of  the  legislative 
branch,  and  subordinate  It  to  the  whims 
and  wishes  of  the  executive  department. 
Targets  of  this  assault  have  included 
Congress'  constitutional  autbcMlty  and 
responsibUity  over  money  and  its  value, 
credit,  trade,  commerce,  regulation  of 
the  military,  treaty  consent  and  ratifica- 
tion, and  declarati(m  of  war.  Some  of 
these  powers  have  been  yielded  directly 
to  the  executive  branch  by  the  leglala- 
tive,  and  several,  particularly  the  power 
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Is  to  punish  one  o<  tts 
TboQ  tbm  aeattte  viU 
bflme  again.  In  aU  its  Asotty. 
Hits  pMKT  af?er  Due 
_  atorirtw  ted  tte  in- 
iusUiuds  to  t^tStA  coBBommiain 


lOr.  FntfdtaBfeM  vtet  hfrgrm  to  a 
tfngleaeaa^jQIi:^  Wm  floor,  in  my  optn- 
loo.  It  not  toe  fimpartant.  exeept  tiiat  it 
WIS  aerwjQotlooon  aU  Mmten  of  tiala 
bo4y  tbaft  to  fb*  fiitare  tliey  wm  b«  wlae 
to  acsily  HM  pqOciir  of  peaceful  eoezlst- 
anoe  irtth  Onjiwntttfiitit  at  home,  in^ud- 
liigtt>oiaeMaa<yed  in  our  defmse  ertab- 
ttiilliMtits. 
'  OS9KK  wank  «o  thb  siauirnvs  rmnnt 

What  te|>pen»  to  the  Senate  and  to 
tho  legWaMre  tanuKh  of  Oovernment  ia 
moak  tepcrtant.  We  ean  deabroy  our- 
wlfM  as  an  taidvendent.  coordinate 
teanch  o<  Oovenunent^  and  can  become 
eOlee  hoya  to  the  eaeenttve  branch  or 
the  military,  or  we  can  rnemriil  our  con- 
•ttftutlonal  ohHgettons  and  authority. 


ID 

— nciHiiiiUMi  or  • 

Ttera  aie  two  approadiei  to  deatroy 
this  Nattoo— poUtlcal  and  economic. 
TtM  pQllkleal  approach  began  in  1933. 
with  recognition  of  Communist  Russia 
wttiuNik  eagp  aafegnards  whatsoever. 
The  fwmnmtB  apunMudi  to  destruction 
OMmawiced  with  transfer  of  the  regula- 
tion of  money  and  the  1S34  Trade  Agiee. 
ments  Act.  transferring  the  power  to 
regulate  m<mey  Mid  f ordgn  trade  to  the 
Xxecutive. 

The  legifilattye  branch  gaire  up  its  con- 
ftitutional  power  vttr  money  In  1933  and 
1934:  FIrrt,  when  the  gold  standard  was 
aeottled  by  the  administration:  second, 
when  the  Ckdd  Resenre  Act  was  passed. 
Pttmltttng  the  President  to  devalue  and 
impound  g<dd.  which  he  mromptly  did. 
thus  creating  inflation  through  the 
printing  of  paper  money  that  wiped  out 
the  lifetime  savings  of  millions. 


teSorea,  imder  tbe  auspices  ol  the 
■urtflMnt  and  the  United]  Na- 
*i  —ri  la  that  war,  more  than  ai.000 
boys  lost  their  Mves,  and  lorer 
IMJOO  were  casualties.  The  Contress 
ted  no  vol^  in  that  war,  or  in  mi^dng 
the  ndca  conoRnlng  captures  on  Und 
and  water,  anothw  constitutional  pro- 
vision. 

a*o  aasLtiy  it  srccTrnvz  bkanch  tbvAT 
SOT's^nm  coMcaiM  amb  thi  ooNsmmioK 

The  Constitution  says  Congress  ihall 
Mato  the  rules  for  the  govemment~and 
regulation  of  the  land  and  naval  forces. 
But  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  or  offi- 
cials under  him,  lay  down  rules  for*  the 
Senate,  instead,  when  an  InvestlgatlCn  Is 
sought  of  communist  infiltration,  oC  the 
promotion  and  honorable  discharge  of  a 
fifth-amendment  Commiinist  major, 
the  Army  lays  down  the  rules  aider 
which  officers,  such  as  General  Zwioker, 
may  testify,  baclced  up  by  gag  directives. 
What  is  more,  the  Senate,  or  part  ot  its 
membership,  accepts  the  military  riiles 
and  directives,  instead  of  making  the 
rules  for  the  government  and  regula- 
tion of  our  land  and  naval  forcesi  as 
provided  in  Uie  Constitution. 

So,  now  Congress  lias  yielded  to  the 
executive  branch  control  of  mc^ey, 
treaties,  trade,  military  regulatton, 
commerce,  and  the  national  economy 
and  security. 

We  stUl  make  appropriations  based  on 
White  House  budgets;  and  when  we  tote 
ftmds  which  the  executive  branch  does 
not  order,  the  administration  can  disre- 
gard them,  as  it  did  with  reference  to 
millions  of  dollars  provided  for  alrpower 
several  years  ago. 

We  still  make  our  own  rules  of  conduct 
with  respect  to  our  own  Members— al- 
though no  rule  is  involved  In  this  censure 
regulation— and  we  still  exercise  legisla- 
tive iuilsdiction  over  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. However,  if  the  one-worldcrs' 
dream  of  world  government  comes  true, 
we  shall  not  even  liave  those  powers  left. 


AMB  mVBROB 

Bvwer  over  mcmey  was  turned  over  to 
tte  eaeeutive  branch.  It  has  been  said 
that  to  control  a  peoples'  medium  of  ez- 
^tange  money  is  to  control  the  Na- 
tlan,  And  that  Is  at  least  half  right.  Con- 
trol of  trade  Is  the  other  half;  so  in 
1934.  Googress  turned  their  constitu- 
flenal  responsibility— article  1,  section 
•— oeer  to  the  executive  branch,  too.  giv- 
ing it  tte  power  to  destroy  the  woridng- 
asB,  tnrtwiMng  any  liidu^.  investment 
craft;  or  hurtniwa  In  the  Nation. 

Tbm  Onnstttotion  says  that  Congress 
Shan  xcgidato  oosDonerce  with  fweign 
natlaos.  We  scuttled  that  ceostitatioBai 
proi^siQa,  alio.  Stsp  by  step,  we  teve 
destroyed  our  eonsfcltutlonal  authority 


tuMxiamm    max  coi 


i:^: 


Tte  Oonstltntten  says  that  OoDgEess* 
and  only  Congress,  shall  teve  tte  power 
to  declare  war.   But  we  ted  a  fun-scale 


won  OOKCMS  BT  FALax  MASK 

or  Bsacmnva  *i"nMin'ni 
We  teve  shielded  our  responsibility  to 
concur  in  treaties— since  they  are  How 
called  executive  agreements,  concerning 
which  ttie  administration  seldom  even 
seeks  or  asks  our  consent  or  advice. 

The  term  "executive  agreements"  does 
not  appear  in  the  ConsUtuUon,  because 
it  bad  not  been  invented  then;  but  the 
word  "treaties"  does.  Executive  agree- 
ments were  invented  as  a  "phony"  label 
to  paste  over  treaties  ttet  the  executive 
branch  prefers  to  hold  back  from  Ibe 
Senate.  The  Yalta  and  Potsdam  agr^e- 
mentai  are  two  examples. 

Sometimes  an  administration  does  not 
even  bother  to  enter  Into  formal  agr#e- 
mento.  such  as  when  the  decision  Was 
reached,  under  Pranklin  Delano  Roose- 
velt, to  scuttle  Chlan^F-ICal-shek  and  to 
yield  China  to  the  Communists;  or  whpn 
the  decision  was  made  by  his  successtr 
at  the  Instance  of  Oreat  Britain,  not  to 
seek  victory  in  Korea  or  to  bcxnb  beyond 
tte  Yalu. 

w.  ir.,  a4Tr,  mow  cumtwh.  aicboca's  sBCURtrr 
AM»  aoowoirr  j 

There  are  two  further  efTorts  to  de- 
stroy the  Senate  ttet  I  would  touch  obi. 


One  is  the  United  Nations,  whi^h  shifts 
constitutional  legiSIaUve  powers  from  tte 
legislative  branch  to  a  hodgepo<tee  og  34 
countries,  many  of  them  Co>|ununlst. 
some  pro-Communist,  some  neoliml.  and 
some  still  independent  but  pfsaiililug 
tte  doctrine  of  coexlBtence,  which  our 
Secretary  of  State  has  so  i  qolekly 
espoused,  although  it  is  plainly  fcneign 
manufactured. 

■Hie   other    Is    OATT— the  lOeneral 

Agreement  on  Trade  and  TRiiSa the 

ninth  session  of  which  is  now  in  t>rogie8S 
in  Geneva.  It  is  a  left-wing  crdation  at 
which  diplomats  huddle  to  wiork  out 
ways  and  means  of  destroying  tj^  econ- 
omy of  the  XThited  SUtes.  OATT,  In 
any  shape  or  form,  has  never  becfei  before 
the  Congress  or  tte  Senate,  because  to 
bring  it  before  us  would  expose'lts  true 
character  and  objectives. 

So  the  Senate,  having  giveii  up  its 
major  responsibilities,  as  ordained  In  tte 
ConsUtution.  puts  one  of  Its  Members  on 
trial— not  once,  but  3  times  in  1  year. 

The  first  trial,  based  on  cterges  pre- 
ferred by  civilian  heads  of  the  depart- 
ment of  the  Army  as  a  device  to  i 
vestigations  Into  communism 
Monmouth,  provided  a  tel 
for  many  monttis  before  a 
committee.  This  trial  succeeded  axOf  In 
making  several  of  our  civiliaj  Anny 
chiefs  look  ridiculous,  and  in  bridging  on 
the  resignations  of  valdable  in^stiga- 
tors  experienced  in  investigating  com- 
munism. 

So  a  second  trial  was  contrive^  by  the 
committee  for  an  Effective  Cbngress 
working  with  or  thWugh  the  distin- 
guished Junior  Senator  from  Vermont 
The  second  trial  was  before  a  select  com- 
mittee, serving  as  a  sort  of  grand  Jury, 
and  delving  into  matters  of  t^e  past 
months  and  years,  and  even  ihto  at- 
tempted inquisitions  in  previous  Con- 
gresses. I 

OtNSTTM  OF  WISOOJfSIN'S  TmOOm  SntAtOa  KXW 

■T«F  TOWA«D  sKLr-amarmvcrmK  or  M^mOMiji- 

TIVX  BBAHCH 

This  is  the  third  trial,  Mr.  President,  a 
furtlier  diversion  from  the  duties  which 
under  the  Constitution  tte  Senate  of  tte 
United  Stetes  should  be  performing.  It 
is  a  further  step  toward  self-destruction 
of  the  legislative  branch  of  Qoveqnment, 
the  only  branch  of  Government  which 
represents  every  coimty,  Stote.  and  pre- 
cinct in  the  Nation. 

Of  course  we  can  destroy  ourselves 
piecemeal,  by  picking  oB  one  Senator 
and  then  another,  with  those  opposing 
communism  as  our  initial  targetet  or  we 
can  go  "whole  hog."  and  can-Mdl  at 
once — ^tum  over  to  the  executive  ttie  rest 
of  our  responsibilities. 

leVICE  PIUBSIDENT.    Tte  Hme  of 
the  a^Bator-lxstai  Nevada  has  expired. 

Mr.  MAIX)NE.  Mr.  Preeident.  I  re- 
quest ttet  additional  time  be  allotted 
me.  , 

Mr.  BRIDCBte.  Mr.  President.  %  yield 
2  additional  minutes  to  the  Senate^  from 
Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  thank  the  S^tor 
from  New  Hampshire. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  S^tor 
from  Nevada  Is  recognized  for  2'addi- 

tional  minutes. 


195J^ 
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VAIL    XABX    nOMOTmCBOMT    OM 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the 
father  of  communism  was  Karl  Marx. 

OenenOIy  ^>eaking.  the  protectlTe  system 
in  these  days  is  conserratlTe.  whUe  the  free 
trade  ■ystem  works  destructively.  It  breaks 
up  old  natlonaUtles  and  carries  antagonism 
of  proletariat  and  bourgeoisie  to  the  utter- 
most point.  In  a  word,  the  free  trade  system 
hastens  the  social  rsTolutlon.  In  this  revo- 
lutionary sense  alone,  gentlemen,  I  am  In 
favor  of  free  trade. 

Mr.  President,  this  principle  has  not 
changed  in  the  103  years  stoce  the  out- 
standing Communist  of  all  time  said  in 
effect  ttet  free  trade  destroys  the  woiic- 
ingman.  and  now,  since  tte  investment 
in  todustry  has  risen  f ran  a  few  dollars 
per  employed  person  to  an  average  of  ap- 
proximately $10,000,  the  tovestor  is  an 
equal  victim. 

atjjmBOLon  uas  pibcbwkai.  iothob 
3TiKe  UBsrrr 


Mr.  President,  dlctatorstiips  can  lie 
created  to  two  wajrs,  the  piecemeal  meth- 
od or  the  "whole-hog"  method.  Hitler 
never  violated  a  law,  rule,  or  precedent 
of  tbe  Reictistag — they  always  laid  the 
groundwork  ahead  of  time  for  wtetever 
he  ted  m  mind.  The  piecemeal  method 
was  used  by  Hitler  and  MussoUni. 

TBS  nrs  ooiTLO  Ml  Dunfrrr  without 
spoNsnnjTT 


During  this  debate  we  have  heard  a 
lot  about  senatorial  dignity.  Dignity 
seems  to  be  a  major  concern. 

The  Reichstag  had  dignity,  too.  Its 
members  under  Hitler  retained  their 
dignity  but  noUiing  else. 

Ttet  is  tbe  danger  we  face  today,  of 
keeping  a  lot  of  dignity  and  pomp  but 
losing  all  our  constitutional  powers  and 
authority,  giving  them  away  at  tte  be- 
hest of  appointive  oiScials  in  the  execu- 
tive branch,  and  tiuTiing  over  to  these 
amx)intees  our  duties  and  responsibil- 
ities through  precedents,  rules,  and 
legislative  acts. 

We  began  ttet  process  in  1934. 

We  teve  continued  it  since  then. 

We  are  furthering  it  now  by  disputing 
among  ourselves  over  the  manners  of  a 
colleague  in  combating  communism. 

To  quarrel  over  wtet  \»  proper  eti- 
quette in  comteUng  communism  and 
Communist  protectors  is  utter  folly,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

■KMATB  SROVU)  IXSKT  COMMOWISM  IirSTBAO  Of 

nnrssTuuToas  or  suBvxasioM 

Wtet  we  ateuld  be  doing  Is  fighting 
the  Communist  economic  approach  to 
destroy  this  Nation. 

riuHTUfa  KQtnnsnffT  vo«  caviab 
We  should  be  fighting  tte  Commimist 
objective  of  East- West  trade,  in  which 
the  West  supplies  ^e  East  with  war  po- 
tential and  the  fiast  supplies  the  West 
with  caviar,  vodte,  and  canned  crab- 
meat. 

THs  PALLxanvs  callbd  saciPSocAL  Ta*nB 

We  should  be  fighting  tte  division  of 
our  markete  with  the  other  nations  of 
the  world,  including  Red  satellites  such 
as  Czechoslovakia,  through  a  pailiative 
called  reciprocal  trade,  meaning  the  ex- 
port of  American  Jobs  and  the  destruc- 
tion of  American  investments. 


LAMB    AKS    MATAI. 

We  Should  be  fighting  Communist  to- 
filtraticm  into  defense  planta.  defense 
installations,  and  strategic  industries,  as 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  was 
attempting  to  do  until  he  ran  head-on 
into  Army  opposition  and  trials  before 
the  Senate  committees — starting  with  a 
"soap  opera"  on  the  television. 

The  Constitution  provides  that  the 
Congress,  not  the  Executive,  shall  make 
the  rules  for  the  government  and  regu- 
lation of  the  land  and  naval  forces. 
That  is  one  of  the  provisions  of  the  Con- 
stitution which  the  executive  branch  ap- 
parently has  forgotten. 


GAS   UVLM»   Xm   PBXXSS   CABC   LAD   DOWM    ST 
TKUMAN,  lOLrrAaT 

The  Truman  directive  of  19i8,  which  I 
teve  cited  before,  set  up  ite  own  rules 
and  regulations — gag  rules— for  the  mil- 
itary to  ite  dealings  with  the  legislative 
branch,  and  got  away  with  it. 

The  military,  not  the  Congress,  set  up 
the  rules  for  matters  such  as  the  Peress 
case;  and  under  this  censure  resolution 
the  Senate  not  only  would  accept  this 
transfer  of  consticutional  authority  but 
would  condone  it. 

We  should  be  working  to  destroy  the 
Communist  menace,  instead  of  destroy- 
ing those  who  investigate  this  menace. 

The  Junior  Senator  frx»n  Wisconsin  is 
only  the  whipping  boy  in  the  drive  to 
destroy  the  investigative  powers  of  Con- 
gress. The  real  Communist  objective  is 
destruction,  first,  of  the  investigative 
power  of  the  legislative  branch,  then  the 
branch  itself,  as  an  independent,  consti- 
tutionally autterized.  coordinate  part  of 
our  system  of  government. 

comrr  wouu)  cowc 


CEMsusa  oir 

smvBBiCACr  or  Mn^tTAar 

Adoption  Of  section  2  of  Senate  Reso- 
lution 301  is  a  stepptogstone  to  acqui- 
esence  to  the  theory  ot  superiority  of 
military  authority  over  civilian  author- 
ity. That  was  one  of  the  ctiarges  to  the 
Declaration  of  Independence  against 
George  HL 

The  Continental  Congress  on  July  4. 
1776,  declared  ttet  tte  British  monarch, 
among  other  affronte.  had  "affected  to 
render  the  military  independent  of  and 
superior  to  tte  civil  power." 

Wtet  our  forefathers  fought  against 
we  steuld  not  endorse.  We  do  endorse 
that  precept  if  we  support  section  2  of 
Senate  Resolution  301. 

BKNATS    MOST    KOT    ABDICATS    COIfSTtTtmOMAL 

aBBruMsuii.Tnas  to  sxbuutivs 

Mr.  President,  let  us  stand  by  the  Con- 
stitotlon  instead  of  creating  more  prece- 
dente  toward  abdicating  our  ctmstitu- 
tlonal  powers.  We  already  have  sur- 
rendered far  too  many. 

Let  me  repeat  wiiat  Abraham  Uncoto 
said  90  years  ago: 

If  destruction  be  our  lot  we  must  ourselves 
be  Its  author  and  finisher.  As  a  Nation  of 
freemen  we  must  live  through  all  time  or  die 
by  suicide. 

We  are  doing  ttiat  now  by  quibbling 
over  the  manners  of  one  of  our  Mem- 
bers while  Communists  shoot  down  our 
planes,  imprison  our  citlaens,  and  thumb 
their  noses  at  mealymouthed  State  De- 
partment protests. 


We  quibble  over  McCaktrt  n^dle  It 
brave  Americans  suffer  to  Red  Chinese 
torture  chambers. 

We  quibble  over  wtet  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 301  calls  criticism  of  superior  mili- 
tary officers  and  the  destruction  of  good 
faith  wliich  must  be  maintained  between 
the  executive  and  legislative  branches. 

COMOma*   UXJBT   mKOMBTSATS   OOOD   PAJTH   TO 
AMXaiCAM    nUSOKBtS    OF   CHUI—S 


Good  faith  between  the  two  todepend-  v 
ent  branches  of  government,  the  legis- 
lative and  executive,  is  fine.  But  good 
faith  with  13  American  dtiaens  im- 
prisoned on  false  charges  by  tte  Com- 
munists, is  far  more  ImpOTtant.  We 
should  be  conoemtaif  oarMlta'  with 
good  faith  toward  AasiUVwtives  d 
Communist  China  tefoMH^  worry  about 
good  faith  between  tte  executive  and 
legislative  branches,  and  whether  a  single 
Senator  and  a  rtngle  brigadier  general 
have  breached  it,  which  of  course  they 
have  not. 

Let  us  cut  out  the  doubletalk  about 
crlUcism  and  good  faith.  The  Jmiior 
Senator  from  Wisconsto.  after  all.  Is 
only  the  whipping  boy  for  purposes  of 
politics. 

The  13  American  prisoners  to  Red 
China  sentenced  to  long  years  to  Com- 
munist prisons  are  real  victims  of  Cmn- 
munist  effrontery  and  aggreaston. 

If  the  Senate  feels  it  must  censuie 
somebody  it  could  well  take  a  stand  on 
this  outrage  to  civilization  and  oensuze 
the  perpetrators  of  this  ghastly  outeage. 
Heaven  knows,  the  State  Department 
has  not  done  it. 

TAKZ  AkMT  OUT  OF  POUTICB  AMO  fOUTSOS  OOT 
OF  ABMT 

Let  us  diq^ose  of  this  diversl(mary  mat- 
ter Inspired  originally  by  tte  Army's 
civilian  chiefs.  Let  us  get  pcditics  out 
of  tte  Army  and  tte  Army  out  of  poli- 
tics. 

Thm  let  us  take  up  the  real  issues, 
such  as  ccmcern  all  Americans,  tte  issues 
of  strength  and  preparedness,  and  of 
firmness  m  the  face  of  any  peril  affecting 
the  lives  of  Amoican  dtisois.  itir-in^Hwg 
Red  Cliina's  captives. 

aCAJOB 


ATE 

In  summation,  I  merely  say  that,  first, 
we  transferred  to  the  encutive  control 
over  m<KMy.  Congress  has  »»<»^««g  to  do 
with  it  now.  Seeond.  we  turned  over  to 
tte  executive  the  regulation  of  lortign 
trade,  which  section  8  of  article  I  of  tte 
Constitotion  makes  the  specUlc  responsi- 
bility of  Congress.  Third,  we  teve  re- 
linquished tte  power  to  declare  war. 
Under  tte  Constitotifln.  we  are  tte  sniy 
agency  which  can  declare  war,  hut  we 
relinquished  ttet  power  over  life  or 
death  to  the  Executive.  The  United  Na- 
tions tak^  care  of  everything.  VOurtfa. 
we  teve  turned  ovw  tte  power  to  mate 
rules  and  regulations  oT  our  militaiy 
forces  DOW  scattered  to  some  42«f(nelgii 
lands.  Fifth,  we  have  yidded  all  au- 
th<M-ity  to  making  peace  and  setttqg  tte 
terms  of  peace.  Sixth,  we  teve  abdi- 
cated any  voice  to  foreign  policy  to  tte 
State  D^Tartment  and  United  Natioas. 
In  the  present  matter  we  teve  tte  spec- 
tacle of  a  representative  of  tte  execirtive 
department  appearing  btfore  a  Soiate 
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MouBttiet  and  hkUng  behind  a  Pnsl. 
dmUal  ga«  dlreettve  or  behind  an  oKder 
of  a  superior  oOcer  when  he  la  aaked  a 
question.  Then  what  haiqiicnB?  EOs 
Buperion  IDe  charges  against  the  Sen- 
ator, sitting  as  fihatrman,  who  Is  tried 
in  a  "soap"  ^iwra  on  television  for  a 
couple  of  BMinths.  and  thm  the  mdlginal 
question  asked  the  witness  is  forgotten. 
The  seTWth  step  is  the  one  In  which 
we  are  now  engaged.  That  completes 
the  job.  We  will  have;  If  we  psas  this 
coisure  reeotoUon.  set  the  i»eoedent  of 

censuring  a  Senator  for  the  spoken  word, 
the  remedy  for  irtikh  Is  BireaOy  set  out 
in  the  Senate  rules. 

The  rule  provides  that  when  a  Sen- 
ator is  considered  out  ci  order  in  ddtiate 
he  can  be  eaBed  to  ordor  and  must  take 
his  seat.  Be  can  thm  be  allowed  to 
proceed  tn  (Hider. 

If  censure  is  to  be  used  for  the 
spoken  word,  then  we  have  set  the  sti«e 
with  the  seten  steps  of  self-destaruetion 
for  completie  control  by  the  executive 
branch. 

The  VICE  FRE8IDKNT.  The  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Idr.  Brnxtss]  has 
5  mlnotes  remaining. 

Mr.  BRIDQBB.  Mr.  President,  does 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  WAtWKs] 
desire  to  use  any  of  his  time? 

Mr.  WATKINS.    Not  at  the  moment. 

Mr.  BIUDQBS.  The  Senator  from 
New  Bampshiiv  lias  ecmeluded  his  pres- 
entation for  the  time  being,  and  is  ready 
for  a  vote. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
not  yielded  bade  my  time.  lyieldSmtai- 
utes  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  EMr 
MomtomcT]. 

Mr.  MONRONE7.  Mr.  President.  I 
thiidc  the  Senate  would  make  a  very 
grave  mistake  if  the  motion  to  teble  see- 
tion  a  of  the  eommlttee  amendment, 
dealing  with  the  mistreatment  of  a  very 
distinguished  member  of  the  armed  serv- 
ices. shouM  prevaJL  The  case  which  we 
are  trying  here  today  before  96  Senators 
Is  in  reaUty  behig  tried  before  166  mil- 
Hon  Americans.  It  matters  little  to  the 
millions  of  American  peoide  whether  the 
sensibilities  of  the  Senate  have  been  of- 
f  aided  bgr  mnaiks  made  on  the  floor.  It 
is  charges  of  communism.  Communist 
dornhmtton.  or  Communist  eooBpincy 
directed  against  a  United  States  Senator 
or  against  an  udlnary  citizen  of  America 
that  concerns  them. 

In  an  effort  to  water  down  the  readhi- 
tlon  and  obtain  a  large  vote  in  sunmrt 
of  the  charges  which  come  before  the 
Senate  we  are  asked  today  to  delete  the 
only  portkm  which  deals  with  the  of- 
fenses of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wls- 
eonsln  against  the  American  public. 

U  we  strike  out  section  2  and  substi- 
tute f <Hr  It  the  new  section  proposed  we 
Shan  be  saying  that  the  Junior  Senator 
from  WiseoBitn  has  not  abused  or  mis- 
treated dtiaens  of  the  United  States,  but 
that  we  are  eooeemed  only  with  the 
manner  In  which  be  has  treated  his  fel- 
low SenatMV. 

By  such  action  we  would  be  saying 

that  we  are  a  privileged  class,  that  we  are 
above  the  normal  guaranties  of  ttie  Con- 
stitution which  were  meant  to  protect 
even  the  humblest  dtiaen.  We  shaU  be 
saying  that  no  one  must  lay  a  finger  oh 
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a  United  States  Senator  or  criticize  him 
in  any  way. 

We  had  better  stop,  look,  and  listen, 
becuise  this  case  is  being  tried  before  all 
the  people.  If  we  eliminate  this  s^tion, 
new9apers  will  say.  I  believe,  a»  they 
sum  up,  that  Senator  McCABTHt  has 
been  censured  <mly  because  he  dated  to 
criticize  Members  of  this  body. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  tide  of 

the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  has  expired. 

Mr.  WATKINS.    Mr.  President.  I  yield 

6  minutes  additional  to  the  Senator  from 

Oklahoma. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  we 
seem  to  have  established  a  pattern.  It  is 
perfectly  all  right  to  install  wiretaps 
and  to  list  long-distance  telephone  calls 
of  preachers,  teachers,  professors,  and 
businessmen.  It  is  all  right  to  put  a  maU 
cover  on  the  maU  of  any  private  citizen 
of  the  United  States,  regardless  of 
whether  he  Is  a  Communist  or  whether 
there  is  an  lota  of  evidence  that  ht  is  a 
Communist.  It  is  all  right  to  invade  the 
privacy  of  citiaens  by  wiretaps  to  an  un- 
limited extent  so  long  as  we  are  dealing 
with  the  public  of  the  United  States. 

But.  oh,  ray  friends,  do  not  touch  the 
telephone  wires  of  a  Member  of  this 
great  club.  We  96  are  sacrosanct.  We 
are  above  the  normal  protections.  So  we 
may  disregard  the  constitutional  guar- 
anties to  which  the  Constitution  says 
every  American,  even  the  most  humble 
is  entitled. 

I  think  the  Zwlcker  Incident  Is  a  jirlme 
example  of  the  repeated,  continual,  de- 
liberate efforts  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  to  browbeat  and  mis- 
treat witnesses  who  come  before  him 
This  charge  does  not  Involve  merely  the 
browbeating  of  those  who  were  Com- 
munists or  who  were  seeking  to  take  ref- 
uge behind  the  fifth  amendment.  This 
charge  involves  the  treatment  of  heroes 
of  the  United  States.  I  feel  that  Gen- 
eral Zwlcker  is  a  symbol  of  those  in  uni- 
form who  man  the  ramparts  around  the 
world  while  we  at  home  enjoy  the  privi- 
lege of  free  debate  and  discussion. 

It  Is  said  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  was  Irked  because  something 
happened  in  the  high  command  of  the 
IfPartment  of  the  Army  which  gave 
Major  Peress  a  discharge;  but  no  one 
oraitends  that  General  Zwlcker  had  a 
thing  to  do  with  giving  him  that  dis- 
charge. It  iB  said  that  It  Is  all  right  to 
accuse  this  war  hero  of  not  behig  at  to 
wear  the  uniform  of  our  coimtry  because 
Senator  McCastht  was  Irked  that  mom- 
Ing,  because  someone  had  fouled  up  his 
plans  or  disregarded  his  edict  to  the  De- 
partment of  the  Army. 

The  Zwlcker  case  partakes  of  the  na- 
ture of  mass  punlslunent.  A  hostagis  Is 
seized  and  punished  because  someone  in 
a  town  committed  a  crime.  Perlwtps 
someone  in  the  Department  of  the  A«my 
made  a  grave  error.  So  It  Is  all  right  to 
make  a  hostage  of  General  Zwlcker  and 
compel  him  to  endure  the  greatest  hu- 
miliation of  his  Uf e.  the  worst  I  have 
ever  heard  about  in  any  senatorial  In- 
vestigatkm. 

It  seems  it  is  all  right  to  browbeat 
Oie  pubUc.  We  have  numerous  examples 
of  witnesses  who  have  been  brought  be- 
fore our  committees  and  subjected  to 
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such  treatment  Over  a  period  of  years 
the  jiinior  Senator  from  Wisoonsln  has 
been  one  of  the  leaders  In  that  J^i"d  of 
abuse. 

I  was  a  member  of  the  Gillette  sub- 
committee. It  is  said  that  If  Ihe  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  daras  to  talk 
about  us.  that  is  a  subject  for  censure. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  Senate  repre- 
sents all  the  people,  and  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  acting  as  the 
agent  of  the  Senate.  The  committee  li 
an  agency  of  the  Senate.  I,  for  one,  wish 
to  censure  him  for  his  h«inrtnt|g  of  that 
job  as  an  agent  of  the  Senate.  I  beUeve 
that  the  Zwicker  case  concentrates  \n  one 
package  the  things  concerning  which  the 
public  has  been  pressing  Congtesa  The 
public  has  been  pressing  Congress  for  a 
decent  standard  of  ethics  and  iSor  proper 
rules  of  procedure  which  will  protect  the 
rights  of  citizens  before  congressional 
committees. 

If  we  vote  down  the  Zwicker  leotlon  of 
the  resolution,  we  shall  be  tdmig  the 
pubUc  of  the  United  States  that  we  are 
not  concerned  over  Uie  rights  of  ordin- 
ary citizens,  but  are  concerned  only  over 
our  rights. 

No  Senator  has  risen  on  th#  floor  to 
say  that  General  Zwicker  was  a  recalci- 
trant witness.  No  one  has  sai^  that  he 
is  responsible  for  the  discharge  of  Major 
Peress.  Every  speech  I  have  heard  or 
read  indicates  that  he  was  completely 
blameless. 

The  only  extenuating  eireunstance  is 
that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconshi 
was  irked  that  morning  because  someone 
in  the  Department  of  the  Atmy  had 
given  a  discharge  to  Major  Peress  with- 
out first  noUfylng  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,     of  course  that  was 
wrong.    But  let  him  caU  wltne^es  from 
the  Department  of  the  Army,  aa  he  had 
the  right  to  do.  and  cross-examlbe  them. 
I  have  been  in  the  Senate  for  only  a 
short  time,  for  no  more  than  4  ytears.  but 
'  I  served  in  the  other  body  for  13  years 
I  have  never,  found  it  necessary  during 
that  service,  in  the  interest  of  aecuring 
any  kind  of  Information,  to  be  ungentle- 
manly,  to  be  brutal,  to  try  to  destroy  the 
reputation  of  a  witness,  or  to  undertake 
to  take  away  the  greatest  posaession  a 
man  has— his  reputation  for  kwitlty  as  a 
good  American.  #    •«       • 

O,  Mr.  President.  I  saw  the  Orooodlle 
tears  which  were  shed  yesterday,  and  I 
heard  the  references  to  the  Spirit  of 
Christmas,  and  I  heard  It  said  that  we 
should  have  forbearance  becaiise  it  Is 
the  hoUday  season.    For  a  while  t  did  not 
know  whether  we  would  hear  the  re- 
frains of  "Silent  Night.  Holy  Night."  or 
Rudy,  the  Red-Nosed  Reindeer." 
This  is  not  a  matt^  that  should  be  de- 
termined on  the  basis  of  our  chlulty  at 
the  Christmas  season.    It  is  not  a  mat- 
ter In  which  we  should  show  forbear- 
ance, if  the  undeniable  facts,  to  which  we 
have  largely  been  eye  witnesses  over  the 
years,  present  to  us  as  Member^  of  the 
Senate  evidence  that  we  shouM  cdnsuie  a 
fellow  Member. 

After  all.  I  believe  Senator  McCabtrt 
has  been  given  his  day  in  court.  I  be- 
lieve he  has  been  given  more  than  his 
day  in  court.  The  select  conurtlttee  is 
at  least  the  fifth  committee  that  has  had 
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something  to  do  with  Investigating  some 
of  the  antics  of  the  junicr  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  Preslclent.  a  point  of 
order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENi:.  The  Senator 
Will  state  It. 

Mr.  CASE.  Perhaps  I  should  preface 
my  question  by  asking  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  whether  he  re 'erred  to  croco- 
dile tears  and   insincerity  on  the  part 

of  a  Senator.  He  made  reference  to 
the  Christmas  season. 

Bflr.  MONRONETY.  I  d.d  not  say  any- 
thing  about   insincerity. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  time  of 

the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  has  expired. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  I  teUeve  we  have 
had  an  appeal  to  the  Christmas  spirit. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senaixjr  from  Okla- 
homa referred   to  crocodile  tears. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENr.  The  Chair 
has  stated  that  the  time  of  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  has  expired.  The  senior 
Senator  from  Utah  is  in  control  of  the 
time. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
chairman  of  the  select  committee  Is  not 
in  the  Chamber.  I  suggisst  the  absence 
of  a  quorum,  and  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  time  consumed  In  the  call- 
ing of  the  quorum  be  iK>t  charged  to 
either  side. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, it  is  so  ordered,  and  the  clerk 
will  caU  the  roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Abel 

Fulbricbt 

Martin 

Aiken 

George 

ItcClelUn 

Olllene 

MUllkln 

Barrett 

Ooldwater 

Monroney 

Be«U 

Green 

Morse 

Bennett 

Bayden 

Mundt 

Brtdgea 

Hendrickaon 

Murray 

Brown 

Hennlngs 

Neely 

Burke 

Hlckenlooper 

OlAa  honey 

Bush 

Hill 

Pastors 

Butlfr 

Holland 

Payne 

Byrd 

Hruska 

Potter 

Carlaon 

Humphrey 

Purtell 

Caw 

Ives 

Robertson 

Chavez 

Jackson 

Russell 

Clementa 

Jenner 

Saltonstan 

Cooper 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Schoeppel 

Cotton 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Scott 

Daniel.  8.0. 

Johnston,  B.  C' 

Smith,  Maine 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Kefauver 

Bmlth.  N.  J. 

Dlrkaen 

Kerr 

Douglas 

KUtore 

Btennls 

Duff 

Knowland 

Symington 

K\iohel 

Thye 

■Mtland 

linger 

Watkins 

Blender 

litfiman 

Wclker 

Brrln 

Long 

wmiams 

reiTUson 

Magnuson 

Toung 

Flanders 

BCalone 

Frear 

Uansfleld 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present.  The  Senator  fi-om  Utah  [Mr. 
WATKZifSl  has  21  mmutes  remaining,  and 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bsrvcxs]  has  5  minutes  nmainlng. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  Prcisident.  will  the 
Senator  from  Utah  yield  me  S  minutes? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  promised  first  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Pomn].   I  yield  6  mlnut(«  to  him. 

Mr.  POTTER  I  thank  the  disthi- 
guished  chairman  of  the  select  commit- 
tee for  affording  time  to  make  a  state- 
ment on  the  pending  resolution  and  on 
the  pending  amendment 

First,  I  should  like  to  commend  the 
chairman  and  the  other  members  of  the 


select  committee  for  undertaking  a  job 
which  certainly  no  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate would  volimtarily  assume.  It  Is  a 
job  which  has  brought  to  various  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  much  abuse  of  an 
emotional  nature.  I  admire  their  forti- 
tude and  their  fairness  In  submitting 
their  report  to  the  Senate. 

As  to  the  question  relating  to  General 
Zwicker,  no  greater  insult  can  be  hurled 
at  a  military  man  or  one  more  calculated 
to  destroy  his  reputation  than  to  say, 
whether  he  be  a  general  or  a  private, 
that  he  is  unfit  to  wear  the  uniform  of 
his  country.  I  am  sure  that  if  I  had  been 
in  vmiform  and  such  a  statement  had 
been  made  to  me.  miy  reaction  would 
have  been  much  more  violent  than  was 
that  of  General  Zwicker. 

We  have  heard  a  great  deal  said  about 
the  prestige,  the  honor,  and  the  dignity 
of  the  Senate.  When  we,  with  the  power 
of  a  subpena,  summon  a  citizen  of  this 
country  to  appear  before  a  congressional 
committee,  that  citizen,  whether  he  be  a 
private,  or  a  general,  or  a  civilian,  has 
every  right  to  expect  courtesy  and  fair 
treatment  from  a  dignified  body. 

I  hold  no  brief  for  the  leadership  of 
the  Army  in  this  instance.  They  have 
bungled,  by  being  evasive,  the  entire 
question  of  General  Zwicker  and  Major 
Peress.  I  would  not  be  standing  here  to- 
day speaking  as  I  am  if  the  spleen  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  had  been 
directed  to  the  responsible  persons  in  the 
Army  who  prohibited  General  Zwicker 
from  testifying.  I  hold  no  brief  for  their 
actions;  but  what  was  done  was  much 
like  whipping  a  grandchild  for  the  ac- 
tions of  his  grandfather.  It  was  a  case 
where  General  Zwicker  was  under  orders 
from  his  superiors  in  the  Army  not  to 
testify  on  certain  matters.  If  he  had 
testified,  he  would  have  acted  in  viola- 
tion of  those  orders.  I  am  sure  all  Sena- 
tors know  the  pattern  of  military  service, 
and  that  a  soldier  does  not  violate  orders 
of  his  superiqjfs.  If  the  spleen  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  bad  been 
directed  against  Secretary  Stevens  or 
John  Adams  in  this  case,  I  would  have  no 
quarrel.  But  here  was  a  man  who. 
though  acting  under  orders  from  his  su- 
periors, was  humiliated  by  the  statement 
that  he  was  not  fit  to  wear  his  uniform 
when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  was  under 
orders  not  to  testify. 

I  understand  that  another  amendment 
will  be  offered.  I  have  no  knowledge  of 
what  that  amendment  will  provide,  but  I 
would  feel  derelict  in  my  duty  if  I  let 
this  opportunity  pass  without  expressing 
my  sentiments,  because  the  people  of  the 
country  would  assume  that  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  condones  and  ap- 
proves of  a  committee  representing  the 
Senate  referring  to  an  oiScer  in  uniform 
as  unfit  to  wear  that  imiform.  when  he 
was  carrying  out  the  orders  and  direc- 
tives of  his  superiors. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
5  minutes,  first,  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Lehman],  and  then  2  minutes 
to    Oie   Senator   frosn    Arkansas    [Bfr. 

McCUELLAMl. 

First.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESBIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor will  state  it. 


Mr.  WATKINS.  Will  the  Chair  ad- 
vise how  much  time  I  shall  have  left 
after  those  subtractions  have  been  made? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  After  the 
two  Senators  have  completed  their  re- 
marks, the  Senator  from  Utah  will  have 
7  minutes  remaining.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Budges]  will  have 
5  minutes  remaliUng. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  how 
much  time  has  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa [Mr.  MoKRONEY]  used?  I  allotted, 
as  I  remember,  5  minutes  to  him,  and 
then  2  or  3  additional  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  used  9  minutes. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  happened  to  be  re- 
quired to  leave  the  chamber  for  a  mo- 
ment  

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  has  used  0  minutes. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Then  I  shall  have  to 
cut  down  on  the  time  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York. 

Can  he  make  his  speech  in  3  minutes? 

Mr.  LEHMAN^   That  is  agreeable. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Lehmah]  is  recog- 
nized for  3  minutes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  speak  briefly  on  this  subject.  I  have 
very  little  time.  I  particularly  wish  to 
associate  myself,  however,  with  the  re- 
marks of  my  distingiilshed  colleague 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  MomoifET]  and  of 
the  able  Senator  from  Mirhig^^n  [Mr. 
Potter]. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  censure  reso- 
lution which  we  are  now  considering 
directs  its  attention  to  the  two  phases. 
One  is  the  honesty,  the  dWlty,  the  pa- 
triotism, the  loyalty,  and  the  good  faith 
of  the  Members  of  the  Senate. 

I  expect  to  vote  for  the  proposed  sec- 
tion 3.  which  will  be  totroduced  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Bkm- 
NETT] ,  because  I  beUeve  that  the  charges 
it  contains  against  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  are  justified  on  tha 
ground  that  he  has  Impugned  the  good 
faith,  the  patdotism.  the  loyalty,  and  the 
good  will,  not  only  of  the  select  com- 
mittee but  of  the  entire  body  of  the 
Senate. 

The  second  ground  on  which  many  of 
us  lu-e  basing  charges  is  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  abused  tha 
rights  of  citliens  of  this  country. 

Togeth^  with  some  of  my  oolleagtwa, 
I  have  been  fighting  for  several  years  for 
a  fair  code  of  procedure  by  committees  • 
a  code  which  will  permit  invest^pittng 
committees  to  proceed  with  their  lei^tl- 
mate  work,  but  at  the  same  time  will  pro- 
tect the  rights  of  all  citiaens.  I  can  say 
to  the  Senate.  Mr.  President,  that  if  wa 
now  cut  ourselves  off  from  voting  any 
censure  because  of  iU>use  of  a  rttiaon, 
whether  he  wears  a  uniform  or  whether 
he  does  not.  I  believe  we  shall  havw 
weakened  ourselves  very  greatly  in  tha 
country. 

In  a  speech  which  I  delivered  on  ttie 
floor  of  the  Senate  2  days  vst,  I  said  ttia 
following: 


It  li  not  the  junior  flteator  fMm 
consln  who  la  on  trial  1m(«  befora  ua.  n  !• 
w«  who  ur«  on  trial.  W«.  the  Senalt  oC  tha 
United  States,  art^  on  trial  at  the  bar  oC 
public  opinion  \n  our  own  oovintrr  and  at 
the  bar  of  world  opinion,  too. 
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X  add  HvttaaU  401810111(7.  ZbeUer* 
m  bKw^  *  tetar  to  prateet  Ixilh  the  dig** 
oUr  and  the  repuUtlon  of  this  grest 
deUberalhre  body,  but  I  beltew  that  of 
equal  importance  la  our  duty  to  protect 
the  rlgMs  provided  under  our  Constl- 
tirtlon  and  eur  BUI  of  Ri^yts  to  every 
man  uoA  woman  in  this  country. 

Therefmw.  Mr.  I>re8ident  I  shall  vote 
against  the  modon  to  table  section  2  of 
the  resolutfton. 

Mr.  MoCLKULAN.    Mr.  President 

Tlie  VKas  FRBSIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Arkansas  is  recognised  for 
2  minutes. 

Mr.  MCCLBU.AN.  Ur.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  FRKSIDENT.  The  Senator 
Will  state  It 

Sir.  McCXSLLAN.  If  the  motion  of 
the  aUe  Senator  from  New  Hampdilre 
[Mr.  BamoBs]  to  table  U^  committee 
amendment  is  rejected,  will  the  commlU 
tee  amendment  still  be  subject  to  fur- 
ther amwnrtment  or  can  a  substitute  be 
offered  for  It? 

The  VldFRIdlDBNT.  The  Senator 
Is  correct. 

Mr.  M<^:leU.AN.    Mr.  President,  if  I 
had  no  alternative  except  to  vote  for  the 
moticm  to  talde  or  for  the  committee 
amendment  In  Its  present  form,  I  would 
vote  for  the  motion  to  table. 
^^  I  <W>oee  the  committee  amendment  In 
itsiHvsentfona.    Ithhxkitlstoostrons. 
in  that  it  uses  the  word  "censure,"    I 
am  willing  to  vote  for  censure  where 
censure  Is  merited.    I  intend  to  vote  for 
censure  on  section  1  on  final  passage  as 
I  voted  yesterday  for  the  adoption'  of 
Kciixm   1.    I   intend    to   support  the 
amendment  which  I  understand  will  be 
proposed  by  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Utah  tMr.  BBrarrT]  with  respect  to  the 
mtooonduct  of  the  Jimior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  during  these  proceedings.    I 
beUeve  censure  is  fully  warranted  on  the 
charges  contained  In  section  l.  and  those 
contained    in    the    proposed    Bennett 
amendment 

But  I  do  not  believe,  under  the  attend- 
xng  circumstances,  that  censure  is  war- 
ranted in  the  Zwicker  charge.  I  disavow 
and  disapprove  the  actions  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  on  that  occa- 
"too.  bgt  I  have  resolved  in  this  matter 
not  to  ier?«  In  tte  role  of  prosecutor  or 
In  theroie  of  defendo*.  but  to  try  to  do 
my  datj  as  a  member  of  this  court,  free 
ftrom  Mas  or  prejodiee  and  on  the  basis 
of  tlM  facts  and  the  record  that  to  me 

Mtebiiah  mlaconduet  or  acts  unbecoming 
a  Itatted  States  Senator.  ^^ 

UlBder  those  dreumstanees,  I  believe 
that  where  there  Is  any  reascHiable  or 
wmynlM  doQbC,  that  doubt  should  be 
^'aolwid  **  Hifor  of  the  junlcHr  Smator 
fromWlMoiiaiB.  I  resolve  the  doubt  on 
sectiaa  9  in  9t  present  form  in  his  favor 
Btrt  I  do  Hot  appifovo  of  the  procedure 
to  table,  CBM^  tf  that  should  be  the 
only  alternative. 

Therefore.  I  simll  vote  against  the  mo- 
non  to  table  seetkm  2.  On  final  acti(m 
on  section  2,  unless  It  be  sutotantlallj 
modified,  I  Shan  vote  against  the  adop- 
ticm  of  the  amendment 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  thne  of 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  has  expired. 
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Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yield  1  minute  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Maine 
[MnkSmrai. 

Mra  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President 
my  remarks  shall  be  brief.  I  shUl 
merely  repeat  what  I  said  4^  years  ago 
on  June  1.  i960,  on  this  floor,  for  It 
applies  with  great  force  to  the  issue  On 
which  we  are  about  to  vote. 

It  is  ironical  that  we  Senators  can  In 
debate  In  the  Senate,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, by  any  form  of  words.  Impute  to 
any  American  who  is  not  a  Senator,  any 
conduct  or  motive  unworthy  or  unbe- 
coming an  American — and  without  that 
non-Senator  American  having  any  legal 
redress  against  us— yet  if  we  say  the 
same  thing  in  the  Senate  about  our  col- 
leagues we  can  be  stopped  on  the  ground 
of  being  out  of  order. 

It  is  strange  that  we  can  verbally 
attack  anyone  else  without  restraint  and 
with  full  protection,  and  yet  we  hold 
ourselves  above  the  same  type  of  criti- 
cism here  on  the  Senate  floor. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
3  minutes  to  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER     Mr.  President,  I 
said  earlier  in  the  debate  that  this  trial 
had  a  peculiar  aspect  to  me,  In  that  we 
were  dealing  with  upside-down  facts.   As 
we  have  progressed  up  to  the  point  ef 
deciding  on  the  second  part  of  the  reso- 
lution of  censure,  I  am  more  convinced 
than  ever  that  we  are  a  little  befuddled 
We  are  looking  at  things  through  an 
upside-down    mirror.     To    attempt    to 
prove  this  I  shall  read  that  part  of  the 
resolution  offered  by  the  senior  Senator 
from  Utah   IMr.  Watkucs]   which  was 
agreed  to,  which  states  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  "repeatedly 
abused  the  subcommittee  and  Its  mem- 
bers   who    were    trying    to    carry    out 
assigned  duties." 

I  should  like  to  have  the  Senate  con^. 
aider  exactly  what  General  Zwicker  wafi 
doing  to  the  subcommittee  when  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  had  him 
before  the  committee.  The  Senator  from 
Wiscmisin  was  the  chairman  of  a  sub*- 
WMnmittee  duly  authorized  by  this  body. 
He  was  attempting  to  ferret  out  informa- 
tion troax  tiie  armed  services  about  a 
certain  Major  Peress.  Yet  General 
Zwicker  sat  there  and  defied  the  repre- 
sentaUve  of  this  body. 

Yesterday  we  censiu^ed  the  Jimior  Sen* 
ator  from  Wisconsin  for  repeatedly 
abusing  the  subcommittee  and  Its  mem* 
hers  who  were  trymg  to  carry  out  as* 
signed  duties.  Today  we  are  attempt* 
Ing  to  glorify  a  member  of  the  armed 
services  who  aiveared  before  the  sub- 
cmnmittee  and  abused  a  Member  of  the 
Senate.  I  was  happy  to  hear  the  dis- 
tmguldaed  Senator  from  Colorado  tMr. 
JomfsoHl  admit  the  other  day,  undetf 
questionh3g.  that  he  felt  that  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisctmsin  had  some  reason 
to  use,  possibly  not  the  language  he  used, 
but  certainly  some  language  to  indicate 
his  diwleasure  of  the  position  which 
a«ieral  Zwicker  took. 

I  have  heard  Senatcnv  on  the  floor 
decry  the  abuse  of  witnesses.  I  should 
like  to  refresh  soiatorlal  minds  as  to  the 
abuse  which  was  hemwd  upon  a  nominee 
for  the  National  Labor  RelaUons  Board 
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by  the  name  of  Beeson,  who  was  repeat- 
edly called  a  liar.  That  was  one  of  the 
more  gentle  terms  used.  Yet  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  which  con4idered 
his  nomination  have  not  been  dragged 
up  for  censure. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    Mr.  President,  Will  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  yield? 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  No;  I  do  not 
yield. 

Yes.  today  we  are  dealing  with  upside 
down  values.  We  heai-  it  said  that  we 
are  not  allowed  to  bring  representatives 
of  the  executive  department  before  Con- 
gress for  questioning.  Since  when  can- 
not a  member  of  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  be  questioned  by  the 
representatives  of  the  people?  The  fact 
that  a  person  wears  the  uniform  of  a 
general  or  of  a  private,  or  even  the  dress 
of  an  ordinary  citizen,  makes  no  differ- 
ence when  the  Senate  or  the  House  is 
attempting  to  get  hiformation  about  the 
execuUve  branch,  or  any  other  branch 
of  Government,  in  an  effort  to  better  the 
lives  of  all  the  people. 

I  suggest  again  that  we  are  dealing 
here  with  a  dangerous  thing,  with  a 
matter  which  Is  completely  upside  down. 
We  are  out  in  a  sea  of  human  emotions. 
We  are  blinded  to  what  we  might  do  to 
the  Senate  by  censuring  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  on  this  count.  : 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire  is  temporarily 
absent  from  the  floor,  but  he  staled  to 
me  that  I  might  have  2  minutes. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  wishes  to  save  ohe  of 
his  minutes.  I  yield  1  minute  to  the 
junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  wiph  to 
make  it  clear  that  I  do  not  approve  of 
the  language  which  the  Junior  Sepator 
from  Wisconsin  used,  but  I  do  not  think 
the  Zwicker  matter  can  be  separated 
from  the  Peress  matter.  General  Zwick- 
er was  before  the  subcommittee  headed 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to 
give  answers  to  questions  about  the  dis- 
charge of  Major  Peress. 

Secretary  of  Defense  Wilson,  ia  his 

letter    to    the    Senate    Committee    on 

Armed  Services  on  March  31.  1954,  said: 

My  review  of  all  the  available  facta  le  this 

case  maltes  it  appear  that  this  Judgment  wm 

The  entire  paragraph  in  which  that 
sentence  was  included  Is  as  follows: 

As  to  the  type  of  dlacharge  given  Efr.  Peress. 
the  Army  reports  that  an  honorable  dto- 
charge  was  selected  bMSuae  It  was  the  quick. 
eat  method  to  get  him  out  of  the  ■erylc«  and 
because  in  the  opinion  of  the  Judg*  Advo- 
cate General,  court-martlsl  actlcMi  wM  not 
Clearly  Justified,  and  that  board  actkxi.  cvea 
after  protract«i  prooe«ilng.  might  noi  re- 
sult In  a  finding  that  would  warrant  a  lass 
than  honorable  discharge.  My  review  ^«  aU 
the  avaUable  facts  in  this  case  mak^  It 
appear  that  this  Judgment  was  faulty. 

Secretary  of  the  Army  Stevens,  iij  his 
letter  to  me  dated  November  24.  |9M 
wliich  I  placed  in  the  Racoao  last  night' 
said:  , 

The  Peress  case  was  handled  badly  atui  I 
took  prompt  measures,  after  returning  from 
the  Far  East,  to  preclude  the  possibUifiy  of 
a  recurrence  of  such  a  situation. 
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But.  Mr.  President,  ahen  the  junior 
Senator  fnnn  Wisconsla  had  General 
Zwicker  before  him  on  February  18.  he 
had  the  letter  of  Secretary  Stevens,  who 
said  that  his  letter  had  got  there  too  late. 
The  two  matters  cannot  be  separated. 
The  Zwicker  matter  waf  the  outgrowth 
of  the  Peress  discharge.  That  is  why 
they  caimot  be  separated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Soutii  Dakota  has 
expired. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
ready  for  the  vote. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  fisk  for  the  yeas 
and  nays  on  the  pending  motion. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  is 
there  any  time  remaining? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Utah  has  9  minutes  remaining ;  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  has  1 
minute  remaining. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  desire  to 
yield  additional  time? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Anotlter  Senator  has 
asked  for  time.  Do  I  understand  cor- 
rectly that  I  have  9  minutes  remaining? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Utah  has  9  minutes  remaining;  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  has  1 
minute  remaining,  but  he  has  stated  that 
he  is  ready  to  vote. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  May  we  have  order. 
Mr.  President? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate 
will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  S4;lect  conmiittee 
made  ,  some  definite  rei;ommendatlons 
with  respect  to  section  2.  The  commit- 
tee, by  reason  of  the  parliamentary  situ- 
ation which  was  created  by  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Nevi  Hampshire  to 
table,  was  not  able  to  present  any  modi- 
fications of  the  recommendations  it  had 
made  with  respect  to  the  second  amend- 
ment. In  that  situation.  It  seems  to  me 
the  committee  has  been  cut  off  from  the 
possibility  of  presenting  what  It  would 
have  liked  to  present  in  the  regular  order 
before  the  motion  to  table  was  made. 
However,  the  subject  has.  now  been  de- 
bated somewhat  on  the  merits. 

The  committee,  at  a  pri;vlous  Informal 
group  meeting,  decided  to  submit  a  modl- 
flcatlon.  which  I  understand  will  not  be 
allowed  to  come  to  a  vote.  I  shall  submit 
the  language  which  would  have  modified 
section  2.  as  follows: 

Sxc.  2.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr. 
SIcCastht],  in  conducting  a  senatorial  in- 
quiry intemperately  abused,  and  released  a 
r^Bum^  of  executive  hearlcgs  in  which  he 
denounced,  a  wttneoe  representing  the  execu- 
tive branch  of  the  Oovernment,  Gen.  Ralph 
W.  Zwicker.  an  cfllcsr  of  tLe  United  States 
Army,  for  refusing  to  critic  lae  his  superior 
offloers  and  for  respecting  oiBdal  orders  and 
executive  directives,  therebj  tending  to  de- 
stroy the  good  faith  which  must  be  main- 
tained between  the  executive  and  legislative 
branches  in  our  system  of  government;  and 
the  Senate  disavows  and  condemns  the  de- 
nunciation of  General  Zwicker  by  Senator 
McCabtbt  as  chairman  of  a  Senate  siibcom- 
mlttee. 

The  words  that  have  lieen  added  on 
line  2  are  "a  rfeum*  of." 

Then,  at  the  end  of  Uiie  17.  a  period 
has  been  placed  after  the  word  "sub- 


etmmyttee**.  and  the  words  "and  een- 
mum  him  for  that  action"  have  been 
stricken.  That  is  the  modification.  I 
take  it  that  the  modification  can  be 
accepted. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  take 
it  the  time  for  the  parliamentary  in- 
quiry will  come  out  of  someone  else's 
time.  I  object  to  the  time  coming  out 
of  my  Ume. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
the  senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
to  yield  me  one -half  minute  in  order 
that  I  may  make  a  parliamentary  In- 
quiry. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
one-half  minute  to  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  for  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Is  the  modification  as 
presented  and  read  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Utah  in  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
rules  that  since  the  yeas  and  nays  have 
not  been  ordered  on  the  amendment 

Mr.  WELKER.    Yes :  they  have. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Since  tlie 
yeas  and  nays  have  not  been  ordered  on 
the  committee  amendment,  the  Chair 
rules  that  up  until  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered  on  the  committee 
amendment  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, acting  by  direction  of  the  com- 
mittee, has  a  right  to  modify  the  amend- 
ment. So,  under  the  circumstances,  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  may  modify 
the  amendment.  Unanimous  consent  is 
not  required  for  such  modification.  The 
motion  to  table  then  will  operate  on  the 
amendment  as  modified. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  take  It  the  time 
used  m  parliamentary  inquiries  will  be 
taken  out  of  the  time  of  the  Senate,  and 
not  out  of  the  time  allotted  to  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
only  a  half  minute  left,  but  I  shall  be 
glad  to  yield  that  half  minute  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
Uamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it.  ^ 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  If  the  new  iSiguage 
Is  offered  In  lieu  of  the  language  which 
appears  In  the  committee  print,  does 
that  call  for  another  hoiu-  of  debate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No;  it  does 
not 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    It  does  not? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Not  under 
the  circumstances. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  point  out  that  it  is 
new  language.  There  is  a  substantial 
change  suggested  in  the  language  Just 
offered  by  the  chairman  of  the  select 
committee.  It  would  appear  to  me  that, 
under  the  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment, the  Senate  should  be  entitled  to 
debate  the  proposaL 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
Informs  the  Members  of  the  Senate  that 
it  is  a  rule  that  any  Senator  may  modify 
his  amendment,  and  that  modification 
may  be  made  without  unanimous  con- 
sent and  without  debate  when  a  unani- 


nous-consent  agreement  has  been  en- 
t«red  Into.  Under  present  circimi- 
stances,  whm  the  chairman  of  a  com- 
mittee, acting  by  direction  <rf  the  com- 
mittee.  requests  that  he  may  modify  his 
amendment,  he  has  a  right  to  modify  the 
amendment,  and  no  debate  is  required 
on  such  modification. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  It. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Technically  speaking. 
does  not  this  proposal  to  modify  the  lan- 
guage take  the  status  of  a  motion,  under 
the  general  rules  oi  ttie  Senate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  a  right 
conferred  by  the  procedures  of  the  Sen- 
ate, and  it  is  not  a  motion  within  th« 
purview  of  the  unaninsous-cooflent 
agreement.  As  the  Senator  may  re- 
call, yesterday  a  similar  situation  arose 
when  the  Senator  from  Utah  modified 
the  first  section  of  the  committee 
amendment.  Any  Senator  at  any  time 
may  modify  an  amendmait  which  he  has 
offered,  unless  the  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  ordered  upon  it,  or  unless  it  has 
been  amended  previously. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  in 
order  to  be  sure  that  the  language  is  ac- 
curately understood,  I  send  to  the  desk 
a  copy  of  the  amendment  as  it  would 
read  after  the  modification.  I  desire  the 
amendment  in  that  form  to  be  made  the 
pending  question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  For  the  In- 
formation of  the  Senate,  the  clerk  win 
state  the  committee  ammdment  as  now 
modified. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  understand  the 
time  will  be  taken  from  the  time  of  the 
Senate  instead  of  my  time. 

The  LkGisLATn^i  Clerk.  As  modified, 
the  amendment  of  Mr.  Watkxks,  on  be- 
half of  the  committee,  reads  as  follows: 

Sxc.  2.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  {ttr, 
McCaxtht]  in  conducting  a  senatorial  In- 
quiry intemperately  abused,  and  releaasd  a 
rteum^  of  executive  hearings  in  ^rtilcli  be 
denounced,  a  witness  representing  tbs 
executive  branch  of  the  Government.  Gen. 
Ralph  W.  Zwicker.  an  oflicer  of  the  United 
States  Army,  for  refusing  to  criticize  his  su- 
perior officers  and  for  respecting  ofBcial 
orders  and  executive  directives,  tliereby 
tending  to  destroy  the  good  faltb  which 
must  be  maintained  between  the  csecutlve 
and  legislative  branches  In  our  system  of 
government:  and  the  Senate  dlsavowi  and 
condemns  ^  the  denunciation  of  General 
Zwlcke];J)^  Senator  McCaxtht  as  chalnnan 
of  a  Senate  subcommittee. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President^J^  par- 
liamentary mqtiiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  It. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  should  like  to  aak 
the  Chair  if  an  amendment  or  a  substi- 
tute to  the  entire  proposal  as  it  has  now 
been  modified  by  the  oonmaittee  is  in 
order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  motion 
to  table  is  now  the  pending  question. 
Once  the  motion  to  table  is  acted  on,  a 
motion  to  substitute  will  be  m  order. 

Mr.  RUSSELIi.  I  did  not  understand 
the  last  part  of  the  Chair's  ruling. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  motion 
to  table  is  now  the  pending  question 
before  the  Senate.     If  the  motion  to 
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tafeto  Ic  miwted  when  it  te  aeted  OB.  tbm 
a  moUgn  to  Mibstlfttae  wfU  te  Hi  oi«r. 
Mr.  XNOWLAMD.    Mr.  PnaMcnU.* 
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TteVIdFiaBIDENT.  IteScoaftor 
win  ftatott. 

Mr.  moWLAND.  If  tbe  mottoa  to 
table  should  carry.  It  wooM  tataie  tkmxn 
Mo.  2.  If  Hae  motion  to  taUo  ahoukl  not 
carry.  In  tbe  Ught  of  the  m/Mft<w»fttiCTi 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  Wat- 
ras],  woold  further  amendments  be  in 
oraer,  or  would  ttiej  be  amendments  in 
tbe  third  degree? 

T^  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend- 
ments would  be  amendments  m  the  sec- 
ond  degree,  and  would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  RDBSBLLb  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  eooaeot  that  I  be  pennitted 
to  make  a  statement  of  not  more  than 
1  minute. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  ttie 
Senator  from  Georsla  may  proceed. 

Mr.  RU88EI1«.  Mr.  President,  when  I 
first  read  the  report  oi  the  committee. 
I  decided  that  I  could  not  siq>port  the 
part  of  the  rceobition  which  is  embraced 
in  section  2  unless  something  was 
brought  to  my  attenti(m  omvincing  me 
that  I  should  do  so.  I  do  not  like  to 
▼oto  to  table  the  proposaL  Therefore. 
I  shaU  ?ote  against  the  motion  to  table. 
but  if  that  motion  is  lost.  I  shall  then 
▼oto  against  count  2,  evm  as  m/wimti  by 
ttie  cmnmittee. 

I  desired  to  make  this  statement  In 
case  the  motion  to  toble  did  carry,  and 
my  poBltlon  on  the  matt«r  might  have 
been  obscure. 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texaf.  Mr.  President, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may 
have  half  a  minute  to  make  a  state- 
ment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  thore  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  Texas  may  proceed. 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  Mr.  President. 
I  associate  mysdf  with  the  remarks  made 
by  the  distinguished  Senate  f  nmi  Geor- 
gia. I  am  opposed  to,  and  shall  vote 
against,  the  second  count,  which  relates 
to  the  Zwid:er  cross-examination,  but  I 
shall  vote  against  the  motion  to  toble. 
I  understand  a  substitute  will  be  offered 
if  the  motion  to  toble  is  defeated. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Soiator  from 
Utah  (Sir.  Bmnsn]  if  it  is  etnrect  that 
a  substitute  will  be  offered  if  the  mo- 
tion to  table  is  defeated. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
moUon  to  table  is  defeated,  it  is  my  in- 
tehtton  to  (rffer  the  amendment  which 
has  been  printed  and  which  lies  on  the 
talAe  as  a  substitute  for  section  2,  with 
some  minor  int^nal  changes  in  my  own 
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Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  time 
yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Texas  has 
expired^ 

Mr.  FERGFDSON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  speak  at 
this  time  for  one-half  minute. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
JecUon?  Without  objection,  the  Sena- 
tor  from  Michigan  may  proceed. 

Mr.  FEROUSON.  Mr.  President.  I 
shaU  vote  against  the  motion  to  table 


faeeauM  I  fed  that  my  vote  should  cofne 
directly  on  count  2.  if  the  motion  to 
table  la  rejected,  I  shall  vote  against 
counta^^ 

Mr.WELBZR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampeliire  yield  to 
me  his  remaining  one-half  minute? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  $m 
willing  to  yield.some  time  to  the  Sena- 
tor fromldaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  did 
not  request  time  from  the  Senator  from 
Utah;  I  requested  It  from  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshii'e. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
cme-half  minute  to  the  Senator  from 
Idaho.  However,  inasmuch  as  numer- 
ous requeste  to  yield  have  been  made  of 
me,  and  have  been  acceded  to  by  me,  I 
may  ask  for  additional  time  for  mysejf 
The  VICE  PRESroENT.  The  Senator 
from  IdalM  is  rec(K3:nized  for  one-lialf 
minute^ 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President.  I  de- 
sire to  make  only  an  observation.  We 
are  here  as  some  sort  of  juaicial  body- 
no  one  can  define  just  what  It  is.  in  the 
entire  history  of  Anglo-Saxon  law.  this 
practitioner  of  law  knows  of  no  instance 
of  a  modification  or  amendment  of  a 
charge  being  made  without  giving  the 
defendant  time  to  study  it  and  to  pre- 
pare his  defense  to  It.  I  wish  to  bring 
that  point  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
because  I  think  such  a  practice  is  a  vi- 
cious one. 

Mr.  WATKINS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  For  the  in- 
formation of  the  Senator  from  Utah  he 
has  9  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  yiekl 
2  minutes  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  BxKNrrr]. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Utah  is  recognized  for  2 
minutes. 

B«r.   BENNETT.     Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  for  wlilch  I  asked  my  coUeague 
to  yield  to  me  tias  alr«>ady  been  achieved 
by  my  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Texas 
iMr.  Dakikl],  namely,  when  I  stated  that 
if  the  motion  to  table  is  defeated,  it  is  my 
intention  to  offer  as  an  amendment  to 
count  2  substantiallj'  the  language  of 
the  amendment  I  ha<i  prepared  to  offer 
as  a  third  section  of  the  resolution 
^.L  ROBERTSON.      Mr.    President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Utah  permit  me  to 
ask  a  brief  question? 
Mr.  BENNETT.    Certainly. 
Mr.  ROBERTSON.   When  the  Senator 
from  Utah  offers  tliat  moUon  wiU  it  be 
accepted  by  the  chaiiman  of  the  select 
committee? 

Mr  BENNETT.  I  cannot  speak  for 
him;  but  I  am  acting  with  ahnost  com- 
plete faith  that  all  Senators  who  would 
nave  voted  for  my  amendment,  if  it  had 
been  offered  as  the  third  section  of  the 
resolution,  will  vote  for  it  if  it  is  offered 
as  a  substitute  for  count  No.  2  of  the 
resolution. 

*».**«  McCLELLAN.  ISx.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Utoh  yield  to  me' 

Mr.  BENNETT.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  The  Senator  from 
Utah  has  said  he  wIU  offer  it  as  an 
amendment  to  secUon  2  of  the  resolu- 
tion. Does  he  mean  he  will  offer  it  as  a 
substitute  for  section  2' 


Mr.  BENNETT.  Because  of  the  par- 
liamentery  situation,  I  shall  offc^  it  as 
an  amendment;  but  because  of  a  happy 
accident  of  language,  it  will  be,  in  effect, 
a  complete  substitute,  even  though  it  is 
offered  in  the  form  of  an  amendment. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  California  will  stete  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  procedure 
proposed  to  be  followed  by  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Utah  should  prevail,  there 
would  then  be  no  direct  vote  on  charge 
No.  2.  as  originally  presented  by  the  se- 
lect committee  or  as  modified,  aa  I  un- 
derstand. Is  that  correct?  In  other 
words,  if  the  amendment  were  adopted 
there  would  then  be  no  direct  vote  on  the 
so-called  charge  No.  2.  relattog  to  Gen- 
eral Z wicker.    Is  that  correct' 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  California  is  correct  in  the  sense 
that  the  vote  then  will  come  on  tt^e  sub- 
stitute finally;  and  thire  would  be  no 
direct  vote,  as  the  Senator  from  tWll- 
fornia  has  said,  on  section  2  as  It  has 
been  modified. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  my 
coUeague,  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah 
yielded  to  me  a  specific  amount  of  time' 
I  now  yield  the  floor,  so  as  to  restore  to 
him  the  time  remaining  from  the  time 
he  has  yielded  to  me. 

Mr.  WATKINS.     Mr.  President- 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  me' 

Mr.  WATKINS.  For  what  purpose 
does  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  re- 
quest that  I  yield  to  him? 

^K^""    ?.V^^-    ^  ^^^  ^  inquire  what 
the  position  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
Utah  is  with  respect  to  the  suggesUon 
which  has  been  made  by  his  coUeague 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah 

Mr.  WATKINS.     The  committee  took 
a  stand  on  count  No.  2.  which  now  has 
been  modified  by  adding  1  or  2  words 
and  by  striking  out  1  or  2  words     Bow- 
ever,  at  this  time  it  is  in  substance  what 
It  was  before,   except  it  removes  the 
statement   of  censure,   and   includes  a 
statement    of    condemnation    and    the 
words  "a  resume  of,"  before  the  *ords 
executive  hearings."    The  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  himself  criticized 
that   particular  statement   because   he 
said  it  was  not  in  line  with  what  he 
said  that  facts  were.    I  think  he  is  right 
about  that,  and  count  No.  2  has  now  been 
amended  by  inserting  the  words  "g  re- 
sume of." 

Mr.  CASE.     Mr.  President,  may  I  ask 
a  question  of  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  WATKINS.    Certahily. 
Mr.  CASE.    Does  that  count  now  also 
include  the  words  "and  condemns?^' 

Mr.     WATKINS.     That     is     cortwt 
Those  words  are  added  In  place  of  the 
declaration  of  censure,  at  the  end  of 
that  particular  sentence. 

The  committee  is  in  this  position*  It 
presented  in  good  faith  amendment  No. 
2;  but  it  now  appears  tliat  by  reason  of 
this  particular  amendment,  there  tnay 
be  some  doubt  about  the  final  adoption 
of  the  censure  resolution.  Under  those 
circumstances,  in  so  far  as  I  personally 
am  concerned,  I  shall  leave  it  enth^ly  to 
the  Senate  to  vote  as  It  pleases— which 
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of  ooorae.  Ibe  Senate  has  a  right  to  do 
m  any  ease. 

I  ahaD  vote  against  the  mottan  to 
table,  and  I  think  aO  Mtimbers  of  the 
Senate  sboiild  vote  against  that  motian. 
I  have  not  abandoned  'Oat  principles 
for  whkdx  I  atood  m  oatmeetian  with  the 
entire  matter.  I  think  thi!  treatment  of 
General  Zwicker  merited  r^mke  by  the 
Senate. 

To  many  SenAtora  who  have  an- 
nounced that  they  could  mit  support  that 
particular  oomt.  I  have  pc-toted  out  ttiat 
they  do  not  approve  of  wliat  happened 
there,  but  evidently  tbet-  do  not  feel 
that  that  aotian  merited  oensure.  Of 
course,  each  Senator  is  entitled  to  vote 
his  eonvlctiacis  to  the  flsaifeer;  but  I  can 
not  say,  on  brtialf  of  the  omnmittee.  that 
I  can  accept  the  amendment  of  tiie 
Jimior  Senator  from  Utiih  (Mr.  Bkh- 
iTETTl.  On  Mx  other  hand,  the  Senate 
itaelf  can  acoept  It.  if  it  iw  desires. 

Mr.  CASE'  Mr.  Preslclent.  will  the 
Senator  from  Utah  yield  lurther  to  me? 

Mr.  WATKINS.     1 3rield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  CASE.  Let  me  asli  the  Senator 
from  Utah  how  he  refei  b  to  the  adoption 
of  a  censure  resolution  wtiieh  would  tiave 
for  Its  mam  substance  aei-tion  1.  wtiich 
uses  ttie  word  "condemn."  and  wtien  he 
now  proposes  that  section  2  be  modified 
by  including  ttie  words  "and  condemn"? 
How  does  the  Senator  from  Utah  thmk 
that  modification  will  modify  the  censure 
proposed  m  section  2? 

Mr  WATKINS.  The  modification 
strikes  out  the  word  "oensore." 

Mr.  CASE.  Tes;  but  th^m  we  come  to 
the  words  "and  condemn'  m  section  1, 
although  the  Senator  frcsn  Utah  still 
refers  to  the  reaolotion  as  a  censure 
resolution. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  is  a  difference 
of  semantics.  Some  persons  believe 
ttiat  "condemn"  is  a  stroniter  word  ttian 
"censure" :  and  some  perso:u  beUeve  that 
"censure"  is  a  stronger  word  tiian  "con- 
demn."    I  do  not  know  woich  is  which. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  Pretadent.  will  the 
Senator  from  Utah  yield  one-fourth  of 
a  minute  to  me,  so  I  may  clarify  that 
situation? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yield  one-fourth  of 
a  minute  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  for 
ttiat  purpose. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Being  i  practitioner 
of  law.  as  is  the  Senator  rrom  Utah,  lie 
certainly  knows  that  a  man  is  never 
censured  to  death  On  tlie  contrary,  a 
man  is  condemned  to  death.  That  in- 
dicates the  dlflerence  between  the  two 
words. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Very  well;  I  accept 
that  effort  on  the  part  of.  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  to  clarify  the  difference  be- 
tween the  meaning  of  the  two  words. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Utah  yield  fijrther  to  me? 

Mr.  WATKINS.    I  yield 

Mr.  CASE.  Nothing  I  hiive  said  would 
indicate  that  I  approve  the  langviage 
Senator  McCarthy  used  ivith  respect  to 
General  Zwicker. 

I  have  thought  that  If  tbe  amendment 
were  to  be  modified,  and  if  the  Senator 
from  Utah  wished  to  make  some  expres- 
sion with  regard  to  Oeneial  Zwicker  or 
the  treatment  of  witnessei,  it  should  be 


te  language  along  the  Uae  of  tbe 
following: 

nta«  ttw  Jfxaiae  Senator  from  Wlseonsln 
rMr.  HoOmbkt],  in  oontfiietliic  •  Mostartal 
Inquiry.  Urtamperately  denouxioMI  •  wttane 
rwiM— iiiitlm  tbe  estacutlve  toranofa  of  tbe 
Oowrzunent,  thereby  Oeetroylng  tbe  good 
talth  wbicb  miiet  be  maintained  between  tbe 
executive  and  legislative  branches  in  our 
system  of  government.  TTae  Senate  disavows 
tlie  denunciation  oT  OenenU  Svricker  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wtaconsic  (Mr.  Mc- 
Oakist]  ,  ss  obairman  of  ■  Senate  committee, 
and  rttipiii  rn>e>  the  use  of  intemperate  lan- 
gtuMpe  towwd  wltuesees  generally,  in  sena- 
torial InquirleB. 

My  feeling  is  that  we  could  disavow 
that  action,  and  could  say  we  disapprove 
of  ttie  use  of  intemperate  language  in  all 
instonces.  whether  such  language  is  ad- 
dreesed  to  witnesses  representing  tlie 
executive  branch  of  ttie  Government  or 
wiiether  it  is  addressed  to  other  wit- 


However,  if  we  proceed  to  condemn  the 
chairman  of  a  Senate  committee  under 
the  circumstances  existing  m  tlie  case  of 
General  Zwioker.  when  both  the  Secre- 
tory of  the  Army  and  tiie  Secretary  of 
Defense  have  said  that  case  was  badly 
handled,  and  when  the  chairman  of  a 
Senate  committee  was  slighted  by  a  re- 
sponsible Anny  staff,  in  lavor  of  a  re- 
quest from  a  man  such  as  Peress.  we  shall 
be  establishing  a  very  poor  precedent. 

BIT.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  half  a  minute  to  me? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  so  far 
as  I  am  conoemed.  in  view  of  the  direc- 
tion m  which  we  are  headed,  rather  than 
nm  the  rtsk  of  the  possibility  that  no 
resolution  at  all  may  be  adopted.  I  am 
willing  to  go  along  v^lth  the  amendment 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah.  Let  it 
be  understood  that  I  am  not  at»ndoning 
any  principles,  but  we  are  confronted 
with  a  practical  situation.  I  urge  tlie 
Senate  to  vote  down  the  motion  to  table. 

Mr.  President,  have  I  any  time  left? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
has  1^  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yield  1  minute  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  find  that 
I  shall  liave  to  vote  against  the  mqtipn  to 
table,  knit  I  would  not  vote  for  secuon  2 
to  its  present  form.  Therefore  I  sliall 
vote  agcunst  the  motion  to  table  in  the 
hope  that  we  can  amend  or  pertect  sec- 
tion 2  before  it  is  necessary  to  vote  on  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
Will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  to 
table  section  2  should  prevail,  would  the 
resolution  itself  then  be  open  to  further 
amendment?  Would  the  amendment  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  LMr.  Bkn- 
MSTTl  then'^be  in  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
is  correct.  If  the  motion  to  table  pre- 
vails, the  Senator  from  Utah  may  offer 
his  amendment  to  the  resolution,  and 
accomplish  the  same  result. 

Mr.  DIRK8EN.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 


Mr.  DOasSBK.  XT  tbe  pending 
tion  to  table  does  not  prevail,  mid  tbe 
iunicr  Senator  from  Utah  reoeiv«s  pri^ 
mary  reoognittan  to  oiler  a  substitute,  te 
it  true  ttiat  there  will  be  no  other  op- 
portunity f  m  tbe  Senate  to  vote  dinctly 
upon  section  2  of  the  pendiiv  readta- 
tion?  And  is  it  further  teue  that  tiw 
only  way  to  obtato  a  direct  vote  on  aac- 
tion  2  would  be  to  move  to  aferike  out 
the  section?  Wtaiebever  Senator  mahos 
the  motion,  he  would  have  to  be  pri- 
marily recognised  before  the  Jonkx-  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  oould  subanit  his  aubati- 
tute  laivuage. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  ttw  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  obtains  recognition  mid 
offers  his  amendment  as  a  substltate  for 
section  2.  it  is  correct  that  a  <8rect  vote 
on  toe  merits  of  section  2  wlU  not  coaae 
before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  So  the  only  way  there 
might  be  a  direct  vote  on  the  provisioiw 
of  section  2  would  be  to  comaection  with 
the  pending  motion  to  table. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  cer- 
tainly the  most  direct  way. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Somtor 
will  state  it 

Mr.  PBtausON.  Would  it  not  be  a 
fact  that  if  some  other  Senator  obtained 
the  floor  and  made  a  motion  to  strike 
section  2  prior  to  the  offer  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Utah  of  his  substitote.  the 
vote  then  would  come  on  the  motion  to 
strike  secUon  2? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
is  correct. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  restate  his  par- 
liamentary inquiry? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  parhamentery 
inquiry  is  this:  If  some  other  Senator 
obtains  recognition  prior  to  recognition 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah,  mid 
makes  a  motion  to  strike  section  2,  wHI 
not  the  vote  then  come  on  the  motion 
to  strike  section  2.  and  would  not  the 
amendment  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Utah  be  out  of  order  while  the  motion 
to  strike  was  pending? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
did  not  understand  the  first  inquiry  sub- 
mitted. The  Chair  had  previously  ruled 
on  that  question.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  BanNKSl  made 
such  a  motion  earlier.  Hm  Chair  ruled 
it  out  of  order,  on  the  ground  that  a  vote 
on  the  committee  amendment  itself 
would  accomplish  the  same  result,  be- 
cause a  vote  of  "nay"  on  the  oom«nittee 
amendment  would  be,  to  effect,  a  vote  to 
strike  the  committee  amendm^it. 
Therefore,  a  motion  to  strike  would  not 
be  in  order. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, may  we  have  the  r^ular  order, 
if  the  Chair  has  rendered  his  decision. 
in  order  that  we  may  avoid  too  many 
arguments? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
is  inclined  to  be  as  generous  as  possible, 
so  that  Senators  may  be  fully  informed. 
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Tb»  ammUnr  from  Utah  haa  1  minute 
tmmiatam^  wad  the  Semtor  fiom  New 
Hompohiro  hu  baU  a  minute  wmalniBg. 
Does  the  Senater  f  voai  Utah  deaiie  to 
uae  aiv  more  thne? 

Mr.  WATXINa  I  ihaU  be  f  lad  to 
yMd  liiick  ttM>  x^mahider  of  my  time, 
unless  some  other  Senator  wishes  to  be 
heard, 

Ur.  FDRTBU^  Mr.  Presideiit.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Utah  yidd  to  me? 

Mr.  WATKQia    I  yield. 

Mr.  FOmvifc  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oonnecticut  correctly  imderstand 
the  present  attoation  to  be  that  we  are 
about  to  vote  on  tfie  motion  to  taUe;  and 
that  if  the  motion  to  table  does  not  pre- 
▼ail.  we  may  never  have  an  opportainity 
of  acting  upon  the  substance  of  section 
2,  whlcJi  deals  with  the  Zwicker  case? 

TheVICBPRBSZDEMT.  If  all  amend- 
ments to  section  2  arc  voted  down,  then 
the  Senator  is  not  ezpreadng  the  pailia- 
mentary  situation  correctly,  because  If 
all  amendments  to  section  2  are  Toted 
down,  ttie  vote  will  then  come  on  section 

Mr.  PTOTHl..  TTie  Senate  has  al- 
ready  been  advised  that  substitutes  will 
probabhr  be  offered  which  do  not  con- 
tain the  substance  of  the  present  section 
2.  So  if  the  motion  to  table  is  defeated, 
the  Iftdlbood  Is  that  the  Senate  wlU 
have  no  other  cmportunity  to  express 
itadf  In  eonnecUofn  with  the  Zwicker 
section. 

The  VICE  FRBSIDENT.  That  de- 
pends mwrn  how  the  votes  occur  on  the 
substitutes  whi<di  are  offered.  If  the 
substitutes  are  defeated,  the  Senate  will 
then  have  an  opportunity  to  vote  on  sec- 
tTon  2  directly. 

Mr.  CASK  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  FRESIDKNT.  The  Senator 
Will  state  It.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Utah  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dalcota  for  the  purpose  of  a  parliamen- 
tary inquiry? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  If  It  Is  a  parliamen- 
tary inquhy.  it  ought  to  be  on  the  time 
oftheSenate.  I  am  wilUng  to  yield  some 
part  of  the  time  remaining.  l  cannot 
tell  what  inquiries  may  arise.  I  may 
need  further  time. 

I  yield  1  minute  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  CabeI. 

Mr.  CASK.  Mr.  President,  as  I  under- 
stand, the  parliamentary  situation  is 
this:  Assuming  that  action  were  com- 
pleted on  the  present  section  2  and  the 
substttutOb  and  that  it  were  disposed  of. 
could  not  any  individual  Senator  then 
offer  an  amendment  as  an  additional 
sectimi  te  the  resolution,  onbodying 
somethhig  xelattng  to  the  Zwicker  mat- 
ter, if  he  sodcdred? 

Mr.  DIRKBBN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampahlre  yields  his 
remaining  half  minute  to  the  Senator 
from  minols  [Mr.  Dnxsn)  to  clarify 
the  situation. 


IHBK8EN.  Mr.  President.  i«  is 
my  understanding  that  under  an  earlier 
ruling  of  the  Chair  a  vote  either  to  |m:- 
oept  or  reject  section  2  is  the  equivalent 
of  acdng  on  a  motion  to  strike.   Th^e- 

fore,  a  motion  to  strike  section  2  would 
not  be  in  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
is  correct. 

Mr.  DIRKSKN.  I  think  it  follows 
from  tliat  that  the  only  direct  vote  on 
section  2  in  its  amended  form,  in  lan- 
guage suggested  by  the  senior  Senator 
from  Utali,  would  be  in  connection  with 
the  pendhig  motion  to  table.  I  am 
meaking  now  <rf  the  language  which  is 
at  present  before  the  Senate.  There  am 
be  a  direct  vote  on  that  language  oaiy 
in  connection  with  the  motion  to  table 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  has  expired.  All  time  has 
expired. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  mo- 
tion  of  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  Bsmccs]  to  lay  on  the  table 
section  2  of  the  committee  -amendment. 
On  this  question  the  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call  the 
roll. 

The  le^islaUve  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricku], 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Care- 
HAiT],  and  the  senior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Coa- 
BOdi]  is  absent  on  official  business,  a»d 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr. 
McCartht]  is  necessarily  absent. 

On  this  vote,  the  Senator  from  OMo 
tMr.  aucKSB]  has  ft  pair  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gorc].  and 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  CAPt- 
HAW]  has  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from 
Rorida  [Mr.  Smathkes].  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [I4r. 
BaicKBt]  and  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
iMr.  Capkhait]  would  each  vote  "yea." 
while  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [lA". 
Goul  and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  SmathxbsI  would  each  vote  "nay." 
Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Teimessee  [Mr.  Goiuc]  and 
the  Senator  from  Florida  (Mr.  Smats- 
««s]  are  absent  by  leave  cm  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [MT. 
KnmsDT]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

I  announce  further  that  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ooax]  is  paired  cci 
this  vote  with  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Bkicxer].  if  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  would  vote 
"nay,"  and  the  Senator  from  Ohio  would 
vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  f rwn  Plorlda  [Mr.  Smats- 
nsl  is  pah^  on  this  vote  with  the  Seiv- 
ator  from  EndUna  [Mr.  Capkhast].  IX 
present  and  vothig.  the  Senator  from 
norida  would  vote  "nay."  and  the  Sen- 
ator ZToai  Indiana  would  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  3S 
nays  55,  as  follows: 


Ckddwater 

Hlckenlooper 

Hruska 

Jenncr 

Knowland 

Kuchel 


December  Z 

r^nser  PurteU; 

Malone  8alt<»i4t*U 

Martin  Scboepbel 

MUlUcin  WrtkMrT 

Mundt  WUlias^ 

Payne  Tounc 


Anderson 

Bennett 

Burke 

Bush 

Byrd 

Carlaon 

Clements 

Oooper 

Daniel,  8.  C. 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Douglas 

Duff 

Ervln 

Ferguson 

Flanders 

Fulbrlght 

Oeorge 

OUlette 

Green 


NAYS — 65 
Hayden 
Hendrlckaon 
Heanings 
Hill 

Holland 
Humphrey 
Ives 
Jackson 
Johnson,  Colo. 
Johnaon,  Tex. 
Johnston,  S.  C. 
Kefauver 
Kerr 
Kllgore 
Ijchman 
Long 

Magnuson 
Mansfield 
McClellan 

NOT  vormo — s 

acre  amatheri 

Kennedy  wuey 

McCarthy 


Matxraiiey 
Mone  , 

Munrny 

Neely 

OlCahotiey 

Pastoral 

Pot  .«r 

Robert^DO 

Buaseu 

Scott 

Smith,  lain* 

Smith.  Ji.  J. 

BpArbniaa 

Stennta 

Symlnglton 

Thye 

Watklns 
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Abel  Srown  Dlrksen 

Aiken  BuUer  Dwomhak 

5^™»  C«u»  fcstland 

B»ll  Chaves  saiender 

Bridges  Cotton  Prear 


Vi  Hi 


Brlcker 

Capehart 

Cordon 

So  Mr.  BitmcKs'  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table  section  2.  as  modined,  was  rejected. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President.  I  send 
a  proposed  amendment  to  the  ri#^  jt 
is  to  section  2  of  the  amendment  to  the 
resolution.    I  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chut  Clihk.    On  page  3  of  the 
committee  amendment,  as  modlfted.  It 
is  proposed  to  strike  out  all  after  the  first 
line  of  secUon  2,  which  is  line  numbered 
6.  and  Insert  in  lieu  of  lines  7  to  17,  in- 
clusive, the  following:  "writing  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Select  Committee  To 
Study  Censure  Charges   [Mr.  Wanczirsl 
after  the  select  committee  had  Issved  its 
report  and  before  the  report  was  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate  charging  three 
members  of  the  select  committee  with 
'deliberate    deception'    and    'frauds  for 
faUure  to  disqualify  themselves;  in  stat- 
tlng  to  the  press  of  November  4,  1954, 
that  the  special  Senate  session  thit  was 
to  begin  November  8.  1954.  was  a  'lynch 
party';     in    repeatedly    describing    tfiiiy 
special  Senate  session  as  a  lynch  bee' 
in   a   nationwide   television   and   radio 
show  on  November  7.  1954;  in  stating  to 
the  public  press  on  November  IS.  1964. 
that  the  chairman  of  the  select  com- 
mittee [B4r.  Watkzks]  was  guilty  of  'the 
most  unusual,  most  cowardly  thing  Fve 
heard  of  and  stating  further:  1  expected 
he  would  be  afraid  to  answer  the  ques- 
tions, but  didn't  think  he'd  be  stupid 
enough  to  make  a  pubUc  sUtemenf;  and 
in  characterizing  the  said  committee  as 
the   'unwitting   handmaiden.'   'in^iolim- 
tary  agent'   and   'attomeys-in-fasf  ot 
the  Communist  Party  and  in  ctuvrging 
tliat  the  said  committee  in  writing  its 
report  'imitated  Communist  methods— 
that  It  distorted,   misrepresented,,  and 
omitted  in  its  eifort  to  manufacture  a 
plausible  raUonalizaUon'  in  support  of 
its    recommendations    to    the    Sdnate, 
which    characterizations    and    chfirges 
were  contained  In  a  statement  released 
to  the  press  and  inserted  In  the  Con- 
GRkssiowAL  RicoRD  of  Novcmbcr  10. 1954. 
acted  contrary  to  senatorial  ethics  and 
tended  to  bring  the  Senate  into  dishonor 
and  disrepute,  to  obstnict  the  constitu- 
tional processes  of  the  Senate,  and  to 
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impair  its  dignity;  and  such  conduct  is 
hereby  condemned." 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President.  I  yield 
myself  such  time  as  I  may  require  to 

make  an  explanation  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texaf.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  Utah  srield 
in  order  that  I  may  ask  that  the  yeas 
and  nays  \x  ordered? 

Mr.  BENNETT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Utah. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  VICE  PRBsnXNT.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  (Mr.  BnnnrT]  is  recog- 
nized for  80  minutes,  or  for  such  of  his 
30  minutes  as  he  may  desire  to  use. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  I  gave 
notice  to  the  Senate  on  November  18 
that  it  was  my  intention  to  offer  this 
amendm«it.  It  was  offered  when  the 
Senate  returned,  after  its  recess,  on 
November  29. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Utah  yield  for  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  shall  be  happy  to 
do  so  if  it  does  not  come  out  of  my 
time.  .. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  it  is  important  to  invite  the  atten- 
tion of  the  minority  leader  to  this  point. 
As  I  understand,  when  an  amendment 
is  offered,  the  Senator  proposing  the 
amendment  has  30  minutes.  If  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  (Mr.  Watkins]  is  in 
oppositicux  he  has  eontrtd  over  the  other 
30  minutes.  If  he  is  m  support  of  the 
amendment,  as  he  Indicated  he  would 
be  if  it  were  acceptable  to  him,  then  the 
control  of  the  time  in  opposition  passes 
to  the  minority  leader.  It  is  my  under- 
standing that  Senators  on  the  other  side 
of  the  question  would  have  30  minutes' 
time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  am  totally  imaware  of  any  under- 
standins  on  that  particiilar  subject,  but 
I  am  anxious  to  avoid  cutting  any  Sen- 
ator's time  to  t)e  used  for  the  purpose 
of  opposing  an  amendment.  The  Sen- 
ator from  California  and  I  have  found 
that  has  frequently  happened.  That  is 
a  sitiuition  unanimous-consent  requests 
may  get  us  into.  But  I  am  certainly 
going  to  aMde  by  the  spirit  in  which  we 
have  always  operated. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  when 
the  Senate  resumed  its  session  on  No- 
vember 29,  I  submitted  the  language  of 
a  proposed  amendment  which  contained 
substantially  the  same  language  as  that 
n^fw  offered  as  an  amendment  to  sec- 
tion 2.  It  seems  to  me  that  by  its  nature 
the  amendment  relates  more  definitely  to 
section  1  than  to  any  other  section,  al- 
though I  thliik  it  is  entirely  proper  that 
it  should  be  offered  as  a  replacement  for 
section  2  in  order  to  preserve  this  re- 
lationship. 

During  the  discussion  which  has  en- 
sued since  the  time  I  proposed  my  orig- 
inal amendment  up  to  the  present  time 
a  number  of  questions  have  been  raised, 
such  questions  as,  first,  that  there  has 
never  been  a  precedent  for  this  kind  of 
a  resolution:  second,  that  no  censure  ac- 
tion has  ever  been  Instituted  on  the  basis 


of  words  alone;  third,  that  the  amend- 
ment had  not  been  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee; fourth,  that  there  had  been  in- 
adequate time  allowed  for  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  prepare  his 
reply  or  defense;  and,  finally,  that  no 
censure  resolution  had  actually  ever  been 
adopted  on  the  basis  of  words  alone. 

I  should  like  to  point  out  to  my  col- 
leagues that  there  is  a  precedent,  and  it 
is  a  very  interesting  one,  almost  an  exact 
one.  It  is  true  that  it  did  not  arise  in 
the  Senate.  It  arose  in  our  companion 
legislative  body,  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives; but  since  the  House  is  subject 
to  the  same  constitutional  restrictions 
and  privileges  regarding  the  discipline  of 
its  own  Mnnbers,  it  seems  to  me  that  it 
is  entirely  appropriate  to  refer  to  it  here. 

In  that  particular  case  Thomas  Blan- 
ton,  a  Democrat,  who  was  a  Representa- 
tive from  the  17th  District  of  the  State 
of  Texas,  was  charged  and  finally  cen- 
sured. On  October  4.  1921,  he  asked 
unanimous  consent  to  have  an  extension 
tA  his  remarks  printed  in  the  Congbks- 
SIONAL  Rbcokd. 

A&  I  should  like  to  point  out,  some  of 
the  things  for  which  I  believe  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  might  be  subject 
to  criticism  were  contained  in  matter 
which  he  asked  to  have  printed  in  the 
CoNGRissioNAL  RECORD.  Representative 
Blanton  submitted  his  remarks,  and  they 
were  printed  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Com- 
CKKSsioMAi.  Record  on  Saturday,  October 
22.  1921. 

Mr.  President,  may  be  have  order  in 
the  Senate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Chir.  BtrsH 
In  the  chair) .  The  Senate  will  please  be 
in  order.  The  Senator  from  Utah  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  on  Oc- 
tober 24.  a  Monday,  the  House,  by  a  vote 
of  314  to  1.  adopted  a  motion  to  expunge 
Mr.  Blanton 's  extension  of  remarks.  The 
next  day,  Tuesday,  the  25th,  a  resolution 
was  submitted  for  the  expulsion  of  Rep- 
resentative Blanton.  He  was  not  pres- 
ent. That  is  a  very  interesting  paraUel. 
He  was  notified  that  on  Thursday  the 
resolution  would  be  called  up.  It  was 
called  up  without  reference  to  a  commit- 
tee. He  was  allowed  to  address  the 
House.  The  vote  on  expulsion  was  204 
to  113.  The  House  even  proposed  to  ex- 
pel him  for  words.  They  lacked  eight 
votes  of  the  necessary  two-thirds.  So. 
as  a  substitute,  a  resolution  of  censure 
was  offered  and  was  adopted  by  a  vote 
of  293  to  0. 

So  we  have  this  interesting  precedent 
in  which  the  House  censured  a  Member 
for  words  inserted  in  the  Conckkssional 
Recosd. 

Mr.  Blanton  was  brought  \xtate  the 
Speaker.  The  Speaker  delivered  the 
censure,  and  the  next  day  Mr.  Blanton 
apologised  to  the  House.  Mr.  Blanton 
had  much  less  time  in  which  to  answer 
than  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
has  had.  I  think  5  days  elapsed  from 
the  time  of  Blanton 's  original  statement, 
and  2  days  elapsed  from  the  time  of  the 
introduction  of  the  resoluticm. 

Unfortunately,  we  have  no  way  of 
comparing  the  language  which  Mr. 
Blanton  introduced  into  the  Rxcori)  with 
that  of  wliich  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Utah  has  complained,  because  Mr.  Blan- 


ton's  language  was  c^cially  expunged. 
We  have  searched  the  newspapers  and 
other  potential  available  sources  of  in- 
formation at  the  time,  but  can  find  noth- 
ing to  indicate  the  exact  words  used. 

I  wish  to  say  at  this  pomt  that,  of 
course,  I  do  not  believe  the  language 
complained  of,  as  having  been  uttered 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  is 
obscene.  There  may  be  a  source  of  se- 
rious difference  of  opinion  there.  But  I 
think  the  precedent  stands  upon  the 
point  that  Mr.  Blanton's  case  was  one  in 
which  the  Rouse  acted  on  the  basis  of 
language  contained  in  an  insertion  in 
Uie  RscoRo,  on  the  basis  of  words  alone, 
as  apart  from  any  other  action.  How- 
ever, our  case  is  a  very  serious  one. 

I  should  like  to  outline  some  of  die 
things  which  have  occurred  since  we  be- 
gan our  discussion  of  this  ^uesttcm.  In 
an  earlier  speech,  which  am>earB  on  page 
16014  of  the  Rkcosd,  the  distinguished 
Junior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jan-* 
NER]  said: 

One  of  the  obJectlTes  of  Communist  action 
has  been  to  destroy  the  lawmaking  body  In 
countries  under  their  attack. 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is 
hailed  as  the  symbol  of  the  fight  against 
communism,  and  is  so  regarded  by  at 
least  10  million  Americans,  because  we 
have  been  assured  that  petitions  ex- 
pressing this  point  of  view  are  on  their 
way  to  the  United  States  Senate,  and 
that  more  than  1  million  of  them  were 
delivered  here  yesterday.  Hence  it  is 
safe  to  assume  that  in  the  minds  of  his 

friends  and  in  the  minds  of  a  great  many 
Americans,  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin can  be  regarded  as  one  of  the 
outstanding  authorities  on  Communist 
acUvIty  in  the  United  States. 

In  his  own  Inserted  speech,  to  which  I 
have  referred,  the  junior  Senat(»-  from 
Wisconsin  says: 

But  I  take  It  that  you  would  rather  I  be  ■ 
frank  than  coy;  that  you  woxild  rather  I 
acknowledge  and  accept  the  fact  that  Ifc- 
Cartfaylsm  ia  a  househoM  ward  for  describ- 
ing a  way  of  dealing  with  treason  and  the 
threat    of   treason;    and    ao   I   shalL 

Earher  in  his  statement,  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  had  this  to  say: 

Let  me  aay.  Incidentally,  that  it  ia  not  easy 
for  a  man  to  assert  that  he  Is  the  symbol  al 
resistance  to  Communist  subverskm. 

Mr.  President,  my  mind  reverts  to  an- 
other one  of  the  little  bits  of  ragtag  and 
bobtail  of  general  information  that 
floats  around  in  my  memory,  a  quotation 
from  Pinafore,  in  which  the  character 
salfl: 

And  it's  greatly  to  his  credit. 
For  be  hlmoelf  haa  aaid  It 

Now,  having  qualified  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  as  an  authority  on 
the  Communist  situation,  and  I  do  so 
serioiisly  in  spite  of  my  quip,  we  find 
that  that  same  authority,  in  his  inserted 
speech,  used  those  statements  which  are 
contained  in  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Utah.  I  should 
like  to  read  to  the  Senate  several  para- 
graphs from  that  section  of  the  speech. 
This  appears  on  page  15K3  of  the  Ric- 
ORD  of  November  10,  19&4: 

I  would  have  the  American  people  recog- 
nize, and  contemplate  In  dread,  the  fact  that 
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teaiUd  »■  toataelM  to  tliat  xaost  rc^peeUd 
of  AmaclBaa  UMIm,  tlie  xnittod  8tot«  Ben- 
ale:  that  it  htM  made  a  oommlttoe  of  tb* 
BexuM  ito  vntrltttBC  baadmatcton. 

Ux.  President,  we  have  heard  much 
talk  about  "unwitting  handmaidatt." 
Btoe  is  the  whole  of  that  Icontinue: 
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LBt  BM  be  wj  dMT  •boot  thla.  I  am  not 
■•ylnC  ■■  X  am  oasxfldant  tttm  appoaitian 
prmm  wlU  bava  ma  ■aylng  tomorrow,  tbat  tba 
Watklni  cnnnnlttee  koowinfly  <Ud  the  work 
of  .the  Oommnnlst  Party.  I  am  saying  tt  was 
tbe  Tlctlm  of  a  Commtmlst  campaign. 

In  oUier  words,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wiaeaoain  Is  saying  that  the  oom- 
mlttee  wag  a  vietim  ol  a  gpeeiflc  cam- 
paign made  agahMt  it»  and  it  thus  un- 
wittingly became  the  victim  of  tiw  Com- 
munist Partgr.    I  eomtlnue: 

Z  am  aayti«  It  was  the  Tletlm  of  a  Com- 
munist campaign:  and  baUng  been  rletlm- 
ifaed.  It  became  tbe  Commtmtot  Party's  In- 
▼oltmtary  agent. 

I  am  aware  tbat  many  of  you  listening  to 
me  regard  tbls  as  an  unpalatable  proposition. 
I  hsTe  made  shnllar  sUtemcnts  before,  in 
other  contexts.  Such  statements  never  fan 
to  nmtptntm  a  good  number  of  loyal  Ameri- 
cana. But  said  tbey  must  be  If  we  are  to 
surrtre,  and  said  tbey  wlU  be. 

I  regard  as  tbe  moet  disturbing  phenom- 
enon In  Amerlea  today  tiie  fact  that  so  many 
Americans  stm  refuse  to  acknowledge  the 
aMUty  of  Oommiinlsts  to  persuade  loyal 
Americans  to  do  tbelr  work  for  tbem. 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
again  stresses  the  ability  of  Communists 
to  persuade  the  Watkins  select  commit- 
tee to  do  their  work  for  them.  Con- 
tinuing: 

In  the  eonrae  «f  tbe  Senate  debate  I  shaU 
demonstrate  that  the  WatUns  committee  has 
dime  the  wort:  of  the  Commtmlst  Party,  tbat 
It  not  only  cooperated  Is  the  aehlerement  of 
Oommimlet  goals,  but  tbat  In  wHtlng  Its 
report  It  Imitated  Oonununlst  metbods— tbat 
it  distorted,  mlareprassntsd.  and  omitted  In 
its  effort  to  manufacture  a  plausible  ration- 
alisation for  adTlainc  tbe  Senate  to  accede 
to  the  elamor  for  my  scalp. 

But  pn>baps  more  Important  than  explain- 
ing how  tbe  Watkins  committee  did  tbe  work 
of  the  Communist  Party — 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 

has  already  promised  to  do  that 

is  t^  Job  of  alerting  the  American  people 
to  the  fact  tbat  this  vast  consplracypoa- 
sessM  the  power  to  turn  their  most  trusted 
servants  Into  Its  attorneys  In  fact. 

In  prevloQs  statements,  I  have  ana- 
lysed carefully  each  of  the  phrases  used 
on  and  off  the  floor  by  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  which  I  think  tend  to 
bring  the  Senate  toto  dishonor  and  dis- 
repute, and  thus  to  show  why  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  should  be  con- 
demned. 

T  LfZ  ^5**°'w"  ^^^on  Tuesday,  that 
I  think  the  phrases  relating  to  commu- 
nism are  the  most  serious.  ICuch  has 
been  said  about  our  establiahlng  prece- 
dents and  about  the  damage  we  shall  do 

n  we  vote  to  condemn  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 

.^T'^^  to  point  out  that  if  in  the  face 
of  those  statements  about  the  effects  of 
«ie  Communist  conspiracy  upon  a  duly 
appointed  and  legally  acting  committee 
of  the  Senate,  we  give  tacit  confirmation 
to  the  charge  made  by  the  junior  Sena- 


tor from  Wisconsin,  we  shall  be  telling 
the  American  people  and  the  world  that 
we  agree  that  the  Communist  conspfeiu^ 
haa  atended  its  tentacles  into  the  Sen- 
ate, and  that  it  luut  been  able  to  make 
the  select  ccmunlttee  cooperate  with  it 
for  its  own  needs. 

So  I  think  for  this  reason,  in  addition 
to  all  the  others,  it  is  imperative  that  this 
amendment  be  adopted,  and  that  the 
Senate  reject  the  impUcations  that  the 

Communist  Party  has  this  power  over 
the  United  States  Senate.  We  muA  do 
so  n<^  merely  to  express  our  faith  in 
the  wmunittee.  but  also  to  preserve  our 
self-respect  and  the  respect  which  we 
hope  the  American  people  have  for  us. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  I  AaU 
conclude  my  formal  statement.  Bow 
much  time  liave  I  remaining? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ivxs 

in  the  chair).  The  Senator  from  Utah 
has  14  minutatremaining. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  That  is  fortunate,  be- 
cause after  my  remarks  the  other  day  I 
agreed  to  yield  some  time  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  Idaho  for  questioning. 

Mr.  BUSH.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Utah  j^eld  to  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  BENNSTT.  Mr.  President,  before 
I  yield  I  should  like  to  say  that  my  col- 
league, the  senior  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Watkzns]  also  approached  me  and 
asked  me  for  time.  May  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  [Mr.  Wslker]  the  mini- 
mum amount  of  time  which  he  f^ls 
would  enable  me  to  keep  my  good  faith 
with  him? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  am  willing  to  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Idaho  some  time  to  makt  a 

statement. 

Mr.  WEI2ER.  Mr.  President,  I  slwUld 
nke  to  make  a  statement. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, as  I  understand,  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  is  opposed  to  tlie  amendment.  I 
emitrol  time  for  the  opposition,  and  I  am 
willing  to  yield  to  hhn.  I  hope  the  Sena- 
tor win  jrield  back  whatever  time  he  msy 
have  remaining. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  should  like  to  ask  ttie 
Swiator  frwn  Utah  If  he  did  not  agree 
with  me  to  yield  to  me  one-half  of  his 
time? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  Senator  has 
available  aK>roximately  half  of  the  time 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah.  He  has  14 
minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Ii4r.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  to  the  Senator  3  minutes 
far  the  purpose  of  answering  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  before 
the  Senator  yields,  I  should  like  to  state 
that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  is  In 
a  peculiar  position.  If  the  Senator  frofai 
Idaho  wishes  to  insist  on  his  rights  under 
the  statement  made  to  him,  then  the 
Senat<v  from  Utah  Is  obligated  to  yield 
the  remainder  <rf  his  time  to  the  Senator 
from  Idaho,  who  is  In  opposition  to  the 
amendment,  and  the  junior  Senator  from 
Vt^  will  be  In  the  interesting  positldn 
of  having  to  go  to  the  minority  leader 
and  ask  him  to  yield  him  sufBcIent  time 
to  make  up  the  time  that  the  Senatar 
from  Idaho  uses. 

ir^JS^wT^^^-   Mr.  President,  I  do  net 
intend  to  embarrass  the  Senator  froji 
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Utah  or  to  take  his  time.  He  iras  very 
gracious  when  ne  told  me  he  would  yidd 
me  half  his  time.  I  desired  to  have  the 
RjrcoKD  read  correctly,  because  many 
persons  heard  that  statement,  t  did  not 
wish  to  embarrass  the  Senator  from  Utah 
or  anyone  else.  i 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  am  wUliag  to  go 
through  with  my  promise  if  the  Senator 
insists  on  it. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President*  WUI  the 
Senator  yield  me  1  or  2  minutest 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  Presldemt.  I  am 
happy  to  yield  2  minutes  to  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  BUSH.    Mr.  President.  I  commend 
the  Senator's  statement.   Having  talked 
With  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
select  committee,  who  assured  me  that 
he  intends  to  support  the  amendment. 
Which  is  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  I 
wish  to  state  that  I  believe  this  entire 
debate  In  the  past  few  months  has  re- 
sulted in  expressing  quite  clearly  the 
Senate's  insistence,  which  I  hope  will  be 
reflected  In  January  In  a  change  of  the 
rules,  upon  fair  investigating  procedures 
In  speaking  for  the  substitute.  I  eertahily 
do  not  wish  to  convey  the  impression, 
remotely  or  In  any  other  way.  that  I  am 
faltering  in  my  Insistence  that  the  Sen- 
ate adopt  a  fair  code  of  Investigative 
procedures.    Because  of  the  complicated 
nature  of  the  particuhu-  section  under 
consideration,  and  because  of  the  will- 
ingness of  the  chairman  of  the  select 
committee,  the  brave  and  noble  Senator 
from  Utah  I  Mr.  WATKnrsl.  I  shall  sup- 
port  him  in  favoring  the  substitute     I 
thank  the  Junior  Senatcu-  from  Utah  for 
yielding  to  me. 

Mr.  ERVIN.   Mr.  President > 

Mr.  BENNETT.    I  yield  2  minutes  to 

the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 

Mr.  ERVIN.     I  tWnk  the  conduct  of 

the  junior  Senator  from  Wlscopsm  in 

respect  to 

Mr.  WELKER  Mr.  President.  I  Insist 
on  the  regular  order. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  getting  the  regular  order 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  thought  a  Senator 
could  yield  only  for  the  purpoae  of  a 
question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Not  un- 
der unanimous  consent;  no. 

Mr.  WELKER.  When  was  unahlmous 
^^sent  given  to  the  Senator  f ronj  North 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  Tha 
Sraator  from  Utah  is  parceling  aut  his 

Mr  BENNETT.  Mr.  President.  I 
yielded  2  minutes  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  beg  the  Sehator's 
pardon 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Preal- 
dent.  I  assume  this  time  is  not  doming 
out  of  the  time  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina. 

The  PRESIDINO  OmCER.    N*. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President.  I  favor 
censuring  the  Junior  Senator  front  Wis- 
consin for  his  conduct  toward  O^neral 
Zwlcker.  I  recognize,  howeverj  that 
many  Members  of  the  Senate,  who  have 
not  had  the  opportunity  of  studying  that 
matter  and  witnessing  General  Zwlcker 
on  the  witness  stand,  have  somJ  mis- 
givings on  this  subject. 
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I  do  not  believe  that  those  wlia  favor 
censuring  the  oanduct  of  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wlsooniln  ought  to  be  divided 
as  to  the  particular  grounds  of  the  cen- 
sure, when  there  are  two  grouads  which. 
in  my  Judgment,  would  Justify  censure. 

In  order  to  prevent  any  divisloa.  I  ex- 
pect to  support  the  amendment  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute  ollered  by  the 
junior  Senator  froan  Utah.  In  so  doing.  I 
do  not  surrender  in  any  way  oay  con- 
viction that  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  gMrits  censure  because  of  the 
General  Zwlcker  incident. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  have  time  available,  if  any  Soia- 
tor  deairet  to  use  it  In  oppotltkm  to  tbe 
Bennett  amendment. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  may 
the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  yentiicky  (Mr.  Cooml 
for  a  question?  Then  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  will  yield  the  floor  tem- 
porarily.   

The  PRXaiDIMO  OFViCKU.  The 
Junior  nmatnr  from  Utah  has  the  Hotx. 
To  whom  does  he  yield? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  Junior  Senator 
from  Utah  yields  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentudsy  for  a  question,  which  wiU  come 
out  of  the  time  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Utah. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Tbe  Senator  may  have 
answered  the  question,  but  I  should  like 
to  have  the  point  clear.  Is  it  the  Sen- 
ator's insistence  that  his  amendment  be 
offered  as  a  substitute  based  on  the  sub- 
stitute's own  merits  alone,  or  is  his  in- 
siBtmoe  a  result  o<  the  Judgment  of  the 
select  i^rMmtw***^*  that  ite  mxaJota  no 
longer  wish  to  press  point  2? 

Mr.  BSNNETT.  Hm  Junior  Senator 
from  Utah,  not  being  a  member  of  the 
ariect  committee,  cannot  answer  that 
question  categorically. 

Mr.  JXNNER.  The  senior  Senator 
from  Utah  Is  preaent.  He  can  answer 
the  queatkm. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  wish  to  know  if  the 
ocanmittee  has  withdrawn  its  point  1. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  Prerident,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BSMMEIT.  X  yield  to  my  col- 
league. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  made  an  announoe- 
meni  a  few  minutes  ago.  Just  before  a 
vote  on  a  previoaa  gueetton,  that  I  waa 
not  abandoning  at  aU  my  kleaa  or  prin- 
ciple* with  inspfft  to  tbe  Zwteter  inci- 
dent. I  stated  that.  In  the  interest  oC 
having  a  censure  resnintion  adopted,  in 
the  interest  dt  not  having  the  supporten 
of  the  reeolutlon  divided.  I  would  sup- 
port and  would  aoevt  pemnally  the 
Bennett  amenrtmenk 

Mr.  COOFOL  The  practical  effect  la 
that  the  ^^n-""****^  Is  withdrawing  ito 
insistence  on  point  2.  Is  that  ooxrect? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  It  has  that  effect. 
The  Senator  from  Utah  wffl  yield  the 
floor  in  order  that  the  Senator  from 
BllncHs  may  obtain  time  from  the  mi- 
nority leader. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Preei- 
dent.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
lA  minutes. 

Mr.DIRKSEN.  Mr. PrceldeBt. bj way 
of  prelude,  to  carry  on  the  query  raised 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, while  we  speak  of  the  effect  of 
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an  effort  or  action  here,  the  fact  of  the 
matter  is.  and  it  must  be  reocMded  for 
aU  histoiy.  Mr.  PresklcDt.  that  section 
2  of  Senate  Resolution  301  has  been 
■heiMloned.  It  has  been  abandoned  by 
the  committee.  Mr.  President.  If  I  am 
in  errm',  I  wish  to  be  corrected  now.  be- 
cause there  axe  persons  who  wfU  read 
this  RaooBB,  aiul  I  want  to  be  certain  that 
my  ttotement  Is  accurate.  Section  2  has 
been  abandoned,  and  abandonment,  in 

my  Judgment  is  eonfesskm  of  a  mis- 
take; and  if  the  committee  made  a  mis- 
take there,  it  is  reasonable  to  asmime 
that  a  mlstske  might  have  been  made 
with  respect  to  section  1. 

It  might  further  be  assumed.  Mr. 
President,  that  a  mistake  lias  been  made 
with  reelect  to  the  amendment  which 
Is  pending  before  the  Senate  at  the  pres- 
ent time.  In  my  Judgment,  not  only  is 
it  a  mistake  in  substance,  but  I  believe 
it  is  a  mistake  to  procedure.  If  one  will 
take  the  trouble  to  look  at  the  report 
of  the  select  committee,  he  win  notice 
on  the  title  page  that,  fhst  of  all.  it  was 
filed  on  tbe  tth  day  of  November  1054. 
and  the  first  paragraph  of  that  report 
states: 

Tbe  Setoet  Ooounlttee  To  Sttidy  Censure 
Clisrges.  ennrtetlwg  at  Abthue  V.  Wasxuvi 
(chairmen),  townr  C.  Johksov  (vice  ehslr- 
tnsn).  joaov  C.  Smnrxs.  TMJknx.  Cablsoh. 
TtMcm  Ca^,  Ssaf  J.  gsmr,  js.,  to  wblcb  was 
lefetied  the  reeolatloii  (8.  Bee.  801)  aind 
■menrtmeuS^  bewlac  conaiftared  tbe  seme, 
reports  thereon  and  reoommende  that  the 
reeointkin  be  adopted  with  certain  amend- 
ments. 

Tbe  oommittee  had  before  it.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, only  the  charges  and  allegations 
which  were  fDed  prior  to  the  time  when 
we  aaseaibled  here  on  November  8,  to 
consider  the  sriect  committee's  report. 

This  is  a  new  count  to  the  indictment 
It  has  not  been  heard  by  the  members 
of  the  select  committee.  There  has  been 
no  opportunity  for  the  junior  Senator 
fmm  Wtsocneln  to  go  brtore  the  com- 
mittee and  offer  a  defense  to  this  new 
oount.  I  say  aneh  procedure  is  dubious 
indeed,  when  we  eonrider  today.  fOr  the 
first  time,  a  count  for  condemnation, 
oriidnally  cooehed  tn  words  of  cenmnre. 
fbr  w^igiif  and  language  only — noth- 
ing r\m  that  was  ottered  to  the  prees. 
uttered  over  tdevialon.  tndoded  in  ottier 
statenenti  of  one  kind  or  another,  and 
finally  included  in  a  statement  whleh 
never  was  delivered  on  tbe  floor  of  tiie 
Senate,  but  was  extended  in  Uie  Coa- 
caiasioiiaL  Raooaa. 

Mr.  President,  what  is  the  ftavt  Ian- 
guage  about  which  complaint  is  made? 
It  is  a  statement  that  there  was  "de- 
liberate deception.''  In  what  waa  that 
language  eontained.  Mr.  President?  It 
rfrn^f>'*»n^  in  a  letter;  the  statftniTit 
not  made  on  the  floor  of  tise  Senate. 
That  lfiTi*g*  was  contained  in  a  letter; 
it  was  set  forth  in  wrtttng  and  at  quite 
a  difft^i*^  from  the  Senate  cauunber. 

The  next  language  referred  to  "fraud." 
Where  waa  it  uttered?  It  was  uttered  to 
the  press.  Mr.  President. 

The  next  language  was  that  "a  lynch 
party"  and  "a  lynch  bee"  were  in  prog- 
ress. Wcra  those  iihraaes  used  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate?  Indeed  they  were 
no^  Mr.  President.  They  were  used  on 
a  televisi<m  presentetion. 


Mr.  JENMER.  Mr.  Presidait.  wiU  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  me  at  ttais 
point?        

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  ^ef er  not  to  yidd. 
Mr.  President. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
meaning  of  "a  lynch  bee." 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  sorry  that  X 
cannot  yield  now. 

Of  course.  Mr.  President,  I  know  it 
Is  easy  to  liear  or  to  read  a  piiraee^  and 
later,  by  a  prooeas  of  flyalinn,  hate  it 
oome  into  oik's  miiut  and  then  utter  it 
without  stopping  to  think  of  what  ImpU- 
cations or  meanings  may  be  read  Into  it. 

The  next  language  complained  of,  Mr. 
Presideiit.  wag  contained  in  the  XMtaUo 
press  on  November  13. 1954.  and  was  not 
uttered  In  this  Chamber.  On  the  ooci- 
trary.  it  was  spoken  to  preae  reporters. 
What  Senator  has  not  had  the  expert-* 
ence  of  being  taken  into  the  UtUe  reeep- 
tkm  room  to  the  left  of  the  Senate  Cham- 
ber and,  m  a  moment  yrbea.  thtogs  on 
the  floor  of  the  aenate  were  in  an  agi- 
tated state,  being  asked  a  pointed  and 
precise  question,  and  then  fishing  taUrn 
the  recesses  of  mcniutji  and.  in  the  proc- 
esses of  thinking,  flndlng  an  appropriate 
phrase?  What  Soiator's  tongue  has  not 
lost  ite  tetlier  m  a  situation  like  that? 
ILaughter.] 

The  PRBSIDINO  OFVICSL  ThO 
Senate  wiU  be  in  order. 

Mr.  CASK.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  tome? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  eannot  yield.  Mr. 
President;  my  time  is  limited. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President  will  tlia 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  me  for  a 
question? 

Mr.DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
yield  for  that  purpose  at  the  end  of  aiy 
remarks,  if  I  have  tiaae  to  do  so;  but. 
first.  I  wish  to  finish  my  statement,  if  I 
may.  Thereafter.  I  shaU  be  delighted  to 
yield.  

The  FRBSnXNO  OFnCBt.  The 
Senator  from  Tlllnois  may  proceed. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  tlm 
last  allegation  is  regarding  aomething 
wlikh  mnieared  in  the  pren  and  tben 
was    inserted    in    tlie 


Yesterday  I  recited  to  ttie  Senate  aoaaa 
of  the  rather  robust  langwase  irtakih  haa 
been  uttered  on  the  floor  of  the 
slnoe  this  body  eaase  hrto  being, 
the  Oonrtitation  of  the  United  Statea.  Z 
shall  not  imw  repeat  tbe  details,  bat  I 
ShaU  repeat  some  of  the  language,  aa 
follows: 

VUdfieatton. 

A  doctored  report. 

OOWBldlOSw 

Uar. 

A  dirty  dog. 

A  wUlfully  snaMrinna.  wlofcad  liar. 
TrXtkxsj  and  Sharp  practlea. 
Making  the  Senate  a  lewer  tor  the  viqpor- 
mgi  of  a  Senator. 
OanteeapaMe  speech. 
ODnsplTacy  to  steal  aa  Stoetloa. 

Two-bit  committees. 
A  tieaue  at  falsehoods. 
PoUtlcal  trickery  and  subterfuta. 
Blasphemy. 

A  Senator  In  company  with  Statin  and  the 
Dally  Worker. 
Ttalned  seals. 
Rotten  filth. 
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OMdi  that  an  red  witli  tli«   blood  of 
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IMUinf  bis  Mftt. 

Tbe  but  WM  uttered  against  the  late 
Senator  Taft,  of  beloved  memory,  and 
iriMMe  passing  an  of  us  lament. 

I  continue  with  the  list  of  strong  lan- 
guage used  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate: 

Subordinating  Integrity  for  a  few  illmy 
totefc 

Ltt*  a  Mtten  maekerrt  tbat  Bhlnes  and 
•Unto  la  the  aaoonlls^t. 

Most  eontampUble  and  degraded  of  beings. 
.  A  i»if sngii  Mrd  hunting  ottal  and  putrtfy- 
lag  Brtattir^ 
'   A  graat  liar  and  a  dirty  dog. 

Mr.  President,  that  language  has  been 
uttered  on  the  flocnr  of  the  Senate  over  a 
kog  period  of  time. 

But  the  language  ctnnidained  of  in  this 
ease  was  used  either  on  tdevislon  or  to 
the  reporters,  or  it  was  Inserted  in  the 
OoKoannaiiAL  Rsoobb.  It  was  not  ut- 
tered on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  In  the 
light  of  tradition,  I  wonder  whether  we 
shall  now  condemn  a  Senator  for  doing 
that. 

Tlien  we  come  to  the  language  "the 
miwltting  handmaidens  of  eommu- 
msm." 

Yesterdayl  read  to  the  Senate  a  state- 
ment whieh  was  made  in  a  speech  at 
Oklahoma  City  on  September  28.  1948. 
I  repeat  It  at  this  time: 

Tbe  fact  of  tbe  matter  la  tbat  tbe  Be- 
publlean  Party  la  tbe  unwitting  aUy  of  tb« 
Ocmmonlsti  In  this  eountoy. 

I  think  Senator  McCarthy  should  stop 
reading  the  words  of  Harry  Truman,  be- 
cause Truman  made  that  speech  in  Okla- 
homa City  In  1M8.  Tet  that  Is  one  of 
the  phrases  about  which  complaint  is 
made  at  the  present  time. 

But,  lir.  President,  in  the  light  of  the 
laets.  lookhig  at  this  language — ^uttered 
not  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  but  to  the 
press  fmd  on  the  outside — ^what  do  we  do. 
Anally,  to  complete  freedom  of  speech, 
which  has  been  one  of  the  attributes  of 
this  body? 

When  Senator  ^ack.  now  on  the  Su- 
meme  Court  of  the  United  States,  was 
attacked  some  years  ago.  in  connection 
with  interrogating  a  witness,  he  said 
there  had  to  be  drastic  action,  and  he 
preserved  Inviolate  the  freedom  of 
queech. 

Read  what  Mr.  Justice  Frankfurter 
said  in  a  case  in  1»61.  He  went  the 
whole  hog.  to  make  sure  that  freedom 
of  speech,  as  set  forth  by  James  C.  Wil- 
son in  the  Constitutional  Convention 
itself.  In  1787,  would  be  preserved 
inviolate. 

So,  Mir.  President,  as  we  look  at  the 
whole  picture  of  the  past,  shall  we 
now  oondenm.  for  the  use  of  certain 
^»ae«--Phra8es  probably  less  severe  In 
their  inmlicatlons  and  their  meaning 
than  other  i^irases  which  have  been  ut- 
tored  On  this  floor  \xj  great  Members  of 
this  deliberative  body  who  have  marched 
on  to  the  contempM-ary  scene  and  then 
have  marched  off  into  eternity.  We 
salute  every  one  of  them  for  their  con- 
tributions to  the  country— their  salty 
language  and  alL  Are  we  going  back  on 
that  tradition  now? 

Let  us  come  up  to  the  present  for  a 
moment.  The  distinguished  Senator 
Irom  Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders]  is  on  the 


floor.  If  I  can  read  the  English  lan- 
guage correctly.  I  think  I  am  accurate 
when  I  state  that  when  he  made  his 
speech  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  last 
S'ear,  there  was  no  question  in  my  mind 
that  he  was  comparing  the  junior  Sana- 
tor  from  Wisconsin  with  a  Hitler.  If 
that  connotation  is  not  there,  then  I  toeg 
to  be  corrected. 

Many  other  statements  were  made 
Was  there  any  censure  for  them?  Nbne 
that  I  know  of.  So  there  is  before  us  at 
the  present  time  language  not  uttered 
on  this  floor.  I  would  be  the  last  to  in- 
terdict or  inhibit  the  freedom  of  a  Sen- 
ator to  speak  freely,  and  to  speak  al»ut 
me,  if  he  did  not  like  what  I  did  or  what 
I  said.    That  question  la  involved  here. 

Going  back  to  the  speech  which  was 
Inserted  in  the  Congressional  Record. 
what  Senator  rose  in  his  place  to  object? 
There  was  opportunity  to  object.  When 
a  New  York  Times  editorial  was  sub- 
mitted by  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
tB£r.  Johnson]  the  other  day.  the  jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  said,  "Be- 
fore I  agree  to  have  it  inserted,  I  want  to 
look  at  it."   He  did  look  at  it.   I  did  not 

r«ftd  it.  but  I  fancy  it  charged  him  with 
being  a  demagog — spelled  with  a  capital 
D.  At  least  I  gained  that  Impression 
about  the  editorial.  But  he  saw  it  He 
iHieW  what  its  text  was  in  Its  entirety. 
and  he  said.  "So  far  as  I  am  concerned. 
It  can  go  into  the  Congressional  R*c- 

0M>." 

What  Senate  rose  In  his  place  and 
wild,  "Before  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  inserts  a  speech  In  the  R»c- 
ORD  I  want  to  see  it '?  Did  any  Senator 
avail  himself  of  that  privilege?  That  is 
our  privilege  and  our  right  under  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  We  can  stop  any 
matter  from  going  into  the  Congr*b- 
MOWAL  RtcoRD.  Howcver,  that  was  not 
done. 

That  is  the  entire  story. 

♦H^'  CATKINS.    Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  DmKSEN.    I  wish  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Casrj 
I  shall  conclude  in  a  moment, 
i^^i  ?  ^^J^^  as  I  see  it.    I  woiid 

^^^J^  *°  ^°^  'o^  "^at  kind  of 
amendment,  particularly  when  it  comes 

asa  new  count  in  an  indictment,  so  to 
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Dfiote  ^*^**  ^  "**  Senator  from  South 


Mr.  CASE.     Let  me  first  say    In  re- 
S3.  «,J^  question  the  SenB^iov  from 

SLflS^  ^L""*  J^°^  Senator  from 
WiMonsin  asked  permission  to  insert  the 
^eechln  the  Record.  I  did  not  objedt, 
first,  because  I  did  not  want  to  be  thin- 
skinned  or  sensitive.  If  he  had  some- 
ttdng  he  wanted  to  put  in  the  RecoUd 
ohjSft^*  committee,  I  was  not  going  to 

Secondly.  I  wished  to  be  fully  cour- 
teous to  the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
^  and  let  him  say  anything  he  wished 
in  Justification  or  defense. 
_  But  when  I  sought  to  interrogate  the 
Senator  a  little  while  ago  he  was  talking 
about  tongues  being  loose  on  the  tether 
to  the  Senate  Chamber.  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator if  he  knows  that  only  yesterday 
the  disflngulshed  and  very  able  Senator 


from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Eastlaw>1  con- 
ducted a  hearing  in  the  Senate  District 
Committee  room  on  the  subject  of  ttuig 
oil. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  had  not  heard  of  it 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  WATKINS.     Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  i 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield.  I 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  have  already  stated 
my  position  with  reference  to  placing 
that  speech  in  the  Record.  I  did  not 
know  what  was  In  the  speech.  *rht  re- 
quest was  made  toward  the  close  of  the 
session  in  the  afternoon.  We  did  not 
wish  to  be  so  discourteous  as  to  ask  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  allow 
each  Member  of  the  select  committee  to 
read  the  speech  and  see  if  there  was 
any  objection  to  it.  Had  I  known  what 
he  was  placing  in  the  Record.  I  certain- 
ly would  have  objected,  because  the  lan- 
guage was  highly  improper.  However,  I 
did  not  know  what  was  in  It.  I  did  not 
feel  that  it  was  the  right  thing  to  re- 
quire him  to  hand  over  a  long  speech 
and  let  us  sit  down  and  read  it  while  the 
Senate  waited.  We  must  rely  on  the 
good  faith  of  Senators  in  tK-eeentlng 
unanimous-consent  requests  of  that 
kind. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Mr.  President.  I  yield 
myself  4  additional  minutes. 

Deep  as  my  affection  is  for  my  gracious, 
amiable  friend  from  Utah,  I  must  say  in 
all  candor  that  that  is  a  rather  strange 
response.  I  say  so  for  this  reason:  The 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  hits  been 
an  issue  in  the  Senate  for  a  long  time. 
Before  the  Senate  concluded  its  session 
in  August  this  subject  was  submitted  to 
the  select  committee.  We  are  gener- 
aUy  familiar  with  the  effervescense  of 
spirit  and  the  ebullience  which  char- 
acterize the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. So  we  were  forewarned  on  the 
basis  of  other  speeches,  as  to  what  might 
be  Inserted  in  the  Record.  So  I  do  not 
think  that  is  an  answer. 

I  think  perhaps  the  Senate  might  be 
charged  with  laches  and  neglect.  I  do 
not  wish  to  place  that  responsIblUt^r  upon 
the  shoulders  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr.  President,  I  conclude  by  dipping 
deep  Into  the  Old  Book  to  find  aome- 
thlng  in  Samuel,  which  Is  very  gppro-     \ 
priate.    When  Amnon,  son  of  the  king.      * 
ravished  his  half-sister,  who  was  a  full 
sister  to  Absalom,  he  having  ravished 
her  by  artifice,  he  then  sent  her  away. 
She  made  a  classic  reply.     She  said. 
"This  evil  In  sending  me  away  is  greater 
than  the  other  that  thou  didst  imtO  me.** 
Conceding  that  this  language  is  not 
the  language  of  a  gentleman,  conceding 
that  it  was  uttered  without  resttralnt 
which  is  the  greater  evil  today — i^  put 
handcuffs  on  freedom  of  speechrw  to 
charge  ourselves  with  the  guilt  <*  neg- 
ligence and  laches  and  vote  down  the 
pending  amendment. 

Section  2  has  been  withdrawn.  It 
has  been  abandoned.  That,  in  my  Judg- 
ment, is  a  confession  that  it  was  a  mis- 
take. I  think  this  whole  business  is  a 
mistake,  but  I  think  we  can  retrieve  the 
situation  In  part  If  we  vote  dowtt  the 
pending  proposal,  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  distinguished  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  Bennett] 
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T  say  that  la  an  ktndnwe.  "Ob  Is  ooa 
<tf  tbe  moat  gradeus  liembeca  of  tt*<y 
body.  He  Is  a  Man  of  platy.  devafckm. 
and  great  f  altlL  I  ateoat  waatt^  at 
his  feet;  but  I  tfalnk  his  amendment 
would  be  a  mistake.  I  think  It  would  be 
a  departure  from  sound  tradltlasi.  X 
think  it  would  have  an  Impact  upon  tha 
ultimate  freedom  of  speech  in  this  eoon- 
try  which  would  be  catastrophic  indeed. 
It  ought  to  be  voted  down. 

The  VICB  PRBZDBfT.  Tbe  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  esptred. 

Mr.  BOSH.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  JC«N80N.  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  win  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  BpnwTTl  yield  me  1  minute? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  Senator  from 
Utah  Is  glad  to  yMd  1  minute  to  the 
senior  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  as  a  member  of  the  aelect 
committee,  the  question  for  me  to  deckle 
Is  not  what  Is  abandoned  or  what  is  not 
abandoned.  The  Senate  has  full  Juris- 
diction. The  select  committee  does  not 
have  complete  control  of  the  procedures 
of  the  Senate. 

We  submitted  our  report.  The  Senate 
has  a  perfect  right  to  d^eat.  to  lay  on 
the  table,  to  amend,  or  to  change  in  any 
way  it  desires  any  section  of  the  pending 
resolution.  We  have  before  us  a  propo- 
sal to  change  section  3.  This  proposal 
Is  made  not  by  a  member  of  the  select 
committee,  but  by  a  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate outside  the  select  eommlttee.  The 
Senate  fts  the  superkx-  body  over  the 
select  committee.  I,  as  one  member  of 
the  select  committee,  will  support  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  BUSH.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  WKIIEER.    Mr.  President 

BAr.  JBNNER.  Mr.  President,  win  the 
Senator  yield  half  a  minute  to  me? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the 
Senator^ from  Utah  srleld  me  2  minutes? 

Mr.  BBINKTT.  The  Senator  from 
Utah  aasmnes  that  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana is  in  opposition  to  this  amend- 
ment, and  he  suggests  that  the  Senator 
obtain  his  time  frem  the  minority  leader. 

Mr.  JORIfSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  minority  leader  has  very  little 
time.  He  has  8  minutes  left,  and  he 
would  like  to  yield  S  mlnutea  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  [Mr.  WblsoebI. 

Mr.  JKNMBH.  May  I  have  1  minute, 
or  half  a  minute? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr. 
JkhmxrI  and  4  minutes  to  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  (Mr.  WKueb.1 

Mr.JENNER.  Mr.  President,  a  unani- 
mous-consent request  was  made  to  ex- 
pedite the  sttaatkm  and  get  rid  (tf  the 
mess  m  which  we  have  been  for  several 
years.  It  has  been  oonoentrated  within 
the  past  10  months.  The  requestrwas 
objected  to  beeaose  the  proposed  unani- 
mous-consent agreement  provided  that 
it  would  be  germane  to  file  a  censure 
resolution  against  any  Senator  at  any 
time.  The  point  raised  wu  that  a  Sen- 
ator might  be  taken  by  surprise  with  a 
censure  resolution,  and  that  under  the 
IHt>po8ed  onanlmous-eonsent  agreement 
he  would  have  30  ndnutes  to  defend  him- 
self. 

The  proposal  of  the  distinguished 
Junior  Senator  from  Utah  stctnds  on  the 


Thoe  was  no  bearing  on  H. 
niere  Is  no  (n>portunity  for  deftese.  It 
has  bMB  brought  before  tbe  Senate  after 
this  siAieet  has  been  debated  for  a  eon- 
aMermble  time.  It  is  a  new  propoaaL 
If  we  take  this  step.  I  am  afraid  we 
«han  justify  one  of  the  statements  which 
has  been  auMle.  and  that  this  may  turn 
into  a  lynching  bee. 

Mr.  BOSH.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen- 
ator tnm  Idaho  does  not  wish  the 
floor 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  JC^NSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sena- 
tor from  Maho  does  not  desire  the 
time 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  thought  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  was  ahead  of  me. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  not 
yielded  any  time  to  the  Senator  from 
Connectictit  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELBJSK.  I  ask  my  distinguished 
friend  if  he  will  not  permit  me  to  interro- 
gate the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Bkk- 
axTTl? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is  en- 
tirely within  the  control  of  the  Senator 
from  Utah.  It  is  up  to  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  to  do  what  he  wishes  with  the  4 
minutes  which  have  been  yielded  to  ^rfrp 

Mr.  BENnrrr.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Utah  is  happy  to  give  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  an  opportimlty  to 
mterrogate  him  toward  the  end  of  the 
discussion,  but  the  Senator  from  Utah 
must  retain  the  right  to  keep  a  minute 
or  two  of  his  own  time  for  possible  re- 
buttal. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  will  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Utah  that  I  have 
yielded  4  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  WELKER.    Very  welL 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  should  like  to  make 
one  point  clear.  The  Junior  Senator 
from  Utah  will  be  very  glad  to  discuss 
with  the  Senator  from  Idaho  anything 
he  wishes  to  discuss;  but  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  wuits  to  reserve  a  min- 
ute or  two  of  his  own  time  at  the  very  end 
of  the  whole  discussion  for  a  final  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  WELJCBl.  Mr.  President,  whose 
time  Is  this  discussion  coming  out  of? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Out  of  the 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  ^aho  has  the  floor,  and  he  has 
been  recognised  for  4  minutes. 

Mr.  WELKSR.  I  may  Just  as  well  use 
up  the  remainder  of  the  4  minutes.  I 
assure  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  he 
win  have  plenty  of  time  to  discuss  the 
matter  with  me,  because  the  next  move 
that  I  Intend  to  make  is  to  move  to 
table  the  amendment.  He  will  then 
have  90  minutes  of  debate  avallabte  to 
him.  and  I  shall  have  30  minutes. 

The  fh^  point  the  Senator  from  Utah 
brought  Tip  today  was  to  contradict  a 
point  of  law  I  presented  to  the  Senate 
on  the  lOtt)  or  17th  of  this  month.  The 
Senator  dted  the  ease  of  Representative 
Blanton.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  that  was 
originally  an  action  to  expd  a  Repre- 
sentative from  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives, and  that  It  failed  by  Just  a  few 
votes? 


Mr.  BBmETT.  That  Is  a  ftet 
original  actian  was  to  expsL  Hofc^vc, 
tbe  CbaIr  apparently  nded  that  a  sub- 
stitute for  that  mottoa.  namely,  a  ■■»- 
tion  to  eenaare.  wooSd  be  aeieiited.    It 

WW  tbe  motkm  to  eenrare  that  pzefmikil, 
not  the  mottop  to  expeL 

Mr.  wmcER.  After  tbe  moUon  to 
expd  had  ftdled.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  HKMNETT.    That  ii  true. 

Mr.  WtlXESL  I  will  aak  the  Senator 
whether  It  Is  not  a  fact  that  the  lan- 
guage used  m  that  case  was  ao  vile  and 
so  Tulgar  that  it  was  ordered  stridben 
from  the  CaaonasiOKU.  Bcooao  on  tbe 
ground  that  jroung  women,  younc  men, 
and  children  should  not  be  pennttted  to 
read  that  language.    Is  that  a  fact? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  stated  earUer  that 
it  is  true  that  the  matter  was  ordered 
expunged  on  the  ground  of  o^wwilty-  I 
also  stated  that  the  language  of  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  not 
in  any  sense  obscene.    - 

I  was  making  the  point  that  we  have 
before  as  a  case  in  which  oensuxe  re- 
suited  from  a  oonslderatlan  of  worda 
alone,  rather  than  any  action. 

Mr.  WEl^ER.  The  Senator  from 
Utah  stated  that  I  had  daimed  that 
never  In  the  htetory  cA  Coogrcas  had  a 
man  been  censured  for  words  wptAen.  on 
or  off  the  floor.  I  wUl  ask  the  Sen- 
ator  

Mr.  BENNgTT.    May  I  Interrupt 

Mr.  WEUOSR.  I  wUl  ask  the  Senator 
to  wait  until  I  have  finished  my  ouea- 
tion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDDrr.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  has  expired. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Smator  from  Utah  yidd  to  me  not  moc« 
than  2  minutes? 

Mr.BENNETT.  I  am  tfad  to  yield  not 
more  than  2  mmutes  to  the  "f^ftlw  from 
Connecticnt. 

Mr.  BUSH.  Mr.  President,  with  re- 
spect to  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois,  and  in  support  of  the  subotttnte 
motion.  I  wl^  to  refer  to  aome  re- 
marks on  the  subject  of  free  9eeci&  - 
which  I  offered  m  tbe  form  of  a  state- 
ment on  December  1.  printed  m  tbeCOw- 
QRKssKWAi.  Raooea  at  page  16270: 

No  question  of  tnm  ip— ch  la  Involved. 
R«e  speecb  doe*  not  nwn  mil— litliisd 
Itcense.  In  oertaln  rimwiMf  mw.  wonia 
may  be  tanfemfwint  to  acta  as  wtaaa  a  maa 
Inoltee  a  mob  to  riot,  or  when  tbey  may 
lead  to  dlsaatroue  oonsequencea.  As  lir. 
JuBtloe  Holmes  aald,  *Tlie  moet  •trtngenS 
protection  of  free  epeeeh  ivotfld  aot  proteeS 
a  man  In  falacly  «»«A^itlf^  'Tin'  la  a  tlt—tw 
and  causing  a  panic." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  majority  leader. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  "nxat  Is  the 
remainder  of  the  time  available  to  the 
minority  leader. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
there  are  several  questions  that  should 
bother  the  Senate  In  connection  wttti 
the  adoption  of  the  amoidment  offered 
by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
BaiiMAii]. 

WYiKo.  the  select  eommlttee  was  cre- 
ated, at  a  time  when  various  charges 
were  being  submitted  by  rescdutkm  and 
amendments,  it  was  the  Judgment  of  tbe 
Senate  that  it  would  be  a  bad  preeedent. 
and.  in  fact,  unprecedented  under  for- 
mer censure  actions,  for  censure  to  be 
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vatod  willxmt  the  charses  heiboe  flnt 
«i*iintf  to  a  eomnittee  of  the  Sezmte; 
II  «M  Ml  that  the  ehuriee  should  be 
1  to  s  eoBMBtttee.  either  «  stand- 
eoBUBtttee  m  a  adeet  eommlttee.  It 
Mt  that  if  we  dkl  not  imvide  for 
an  ORierly  proceoB,  a  censure  motion  or 
■aMndnenteoukl  be  Introduced,  and  the 
measuM  eoidd  be  voted  on  without  the 
defendant*  so-ealled.  havlnc  an  opportu- 
Bttar  to  preaent  any  extenuating  circum- 
stances or  to  point  out  that  certain  ex- 
tracts were  takm  out  of  ccmtext 

As  I  said  yesterday,  I  do  net  condone 
some  of  the  lancuase  which  has  been 
used  by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wiacen- 
Bin.  However*  I  do  point  out  that  we  are 
trespassinc  on  very  dangerous  ground. 

Are  we  to  set  up  in  the  Senate  a  board 
of  censors,  to  which  material  to  be  in- 
troduced, in  the  OONGUBSIONAL  RXCOU 

most  Unt  be  autamitted,  to  determine  if 
it  meets  the  approval  of  Senates  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle? 

Are  we  to  set  up  a  board  of  censors 
so  that  before  a  Senator  makes  a  tele- 
yhtian  appearance  or  a  radio  appearance. 

he  must  sutmit  his  text  to  such  a  board 

Just  as  a  businessman,  for  example,  con- 
sults an  agent  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Servlre  in  connection  with  his  income 
tax—in  otCa  to  get  a  ruUng  on  the  text 
and  to  guard  against  his  sasring  some- 
thttg  for  which  he  could  be  later  cen- 
sured? .  If  we  were  to  adopt  the  amend- 
ment we  would  establish  a  very  danger- 
ous precedent,  one  which  I  believe  would 
be  detrimental  to  free  speech  in  the  Sen- 
ate and  which,  perhaps,  could  even  serve 
as  a  pattern  for  the  whole  couirtry. 

I  have  been  quite  interested  in  the 
point  oi  view  taken  by  some  of  our 
friends  of  the  fourth  estate,  who  appar- 
ently want  compkte  freedom  of  the  press 
for  themsetves — ^whlch  thc^  should  have, 
and  which  is  guaranteed  Iqr  the  Consti- 
tutloD— but  who  at  the  same  time  want 
to  put  certain  limitations  upon  the 
Senate. 

The  Senate  has  s<nne  req)onsibilities. 
If  a  SenaUn:  sits  idly  in  the  Senate  and 
lets  a  speech  be  made  which  casts  a  re- 
f!ecti(»  upon  another  Senator,  he  Is  ab- 
dicating his  reqponslbiUty  as  a  Senator. 
If  a  Senator  sits  in  committee— and  I 
care  not  whether  the  committee  is 
hea^d  by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin or  by  any  other  Senator— and  lets 
the  chairman  of  that  committee  ride 
roughshod  over  a  witness,  that  member 
ci  the  ooomilttee  is  abdicating  his  re- 
sponsibility for  letting  his  chairman  get 
away  with  it. 

lir.  President,  this  is  a  very  dangerous 
doctrine.  The  charge  contained  in  the 
amendment  has  not  been  sulmiitted  to  a 
committee  of  the  Senate.  It  is  based, 
presumably,  on  a  television  appearance 
and  certain  iMress  Quotations,  and  only 
one  section  relates  to  an  action  which 
took  place  in  the  Senate,  and  that  was 
a  speech  put  into  the  Rkcord. 

I  believe  that  action  was  unfortunate. 
I  believe  the  Senator  from  Wlscimsin 
should  never  have  put  it  in  the  Bmcobb. 
However,  every  Senator  was  on  notice, 
because  the  newspapers  of  that  morning 
contained  advance  notice  that  a  speech 
oi  ttiat  nature  was  to  be  made.  Any 
Senator  might  have  objected  to  it  and 
required  him  to  read  it  on  the  floor,  and 
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iriien  he  read  it  he  would  have  been 
made  to  sit  down. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  California  has  expired. 
The  junior  Senator  from  Utah  has  oon- 
trol  of  the  time. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Stbmmzs]  2  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor frtmi  Mississippi  is  recognized  for  2 
minutes. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  re- 
garding the  committee  amendment  re- 
lating to  the  Zwicker  incident,  I.  of 
course,  supported  that  amendment  in 
the  committee's  conclusion.  I  now  think 
it  should  be  adopted  by  the  Senate. 
There  are  facts  conjiected  with  it  which 
are  difficult  to  make  clear.  In  my  ^st 
impression,  before  we  started  the  haar- 
ings,  I  was  not  Inclined  to  look  upon  the 
Zwicker  incident  as  a  basis  for  censare, 
but  as  the  testimony  unfolded,  censare, 
in  my  opinion,  was  indicated. 

We  are  now  confronted  with  a  parlia- 
mentary situation.  Our  committee  has 
had  a  meeting.  The  question  has  been 
thoroughly  discussed,  and  it  is  the  uwii- 
mous  conclusion  of  the  committee,  at 
this  stage  bf  the  parliamentary  proceed- 
ing. I  think,  that  we  should  support  the 
Bennett  amendment.  That  will  be  my 
position  with  reference  to  the  pending 
vote,  without  abandoning  one  bit  my 
flnh  conclusion  with  reference  to  the 
merits  of  the  so-called  Zwicker  incident 
amendment. 

I  see  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  Case]  on  the  floor,  and  it  may  be 
that  the  Senator  did  not  join  me  in  tftat 
conclusion. 

Mr.  CASE.    That  Is  correct. 
Mr.  President,   could  I   be  yielded  1 
minute? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Utah  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  I 
yitid.  first,  2  minutes  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  this 
matter  has  been  reviewed  a  number  of 
times  before  this  body,  and  there  are  c«r- 
tam  things  we  must  keep  in  mind. 

The  items  in  the  Bennett  amendmant 
are  recitals  of  what  has  happened  since 
the  proceeding  began  against  the  junior 
S^iator  from  Wisconsin,  at  least,  since 
the  report  was  prepared  and  released  to 
the  public  and  finally  filed  with  the  Sen- 
ate.   In   it    are    Inserted    the    "hand- 
maiden" speech.    The  contempt  and  the 
actions  are  against  the  Senate  itself  and 
are  Inseparably  connected  with  the  pro- 
ceedings now  before  the  Senate.     The 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  appar- 
ently tried  to  put  in  those  items  as  a  mat- 
ter of  defense.     He  made  charges  and 
said  he  was  going  to  prove  them,  but  he 
has  never  offered  one  word  of  proof  with 
reference  to  them.     How  can  we  ac- 
quiesce in  what  has  been  done  and  say. 
"You  can  condemn  the  court;  you  can 
criticize  it  and  Insult  It,  but  we  can  do 
nothing  about  It"?    In  any  court  in  the 
land  if  such  an  attack  were  made  upon 
the  judge  of  the  court  while  the  proceed- 
ings were  going  on,  the  judge  himself 
would  bring  in  the  person  who  made  sudh 
an  attack  and  would  act.    Some  Sena- 
tors seem  to  feel  that  we  should  not  do 


anything  about  it  because  we  are  in- 
terested parties.  Every  judge  has  to 
stand  on  his  own  feet  and  take  measures 
to  protect  the  dignity  of  the  court. 

What  I  am  saying  Is  not  innthalf  of 
Senator  Watkins.  of  Utah,  but  in  behalf 
of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  To 
me,  personally,  it  means  very  little  ex- 
cept as  I  have  reverence  for  this  body. 
How  can  we  say,  when  it  Is  be|ng  put 
squarely  up  to  us.  that  we  will  vote  to 
sustain  the  jvmior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin in  what  he  has  done?  He  has  made 
charges  and  has  abandoned  them  com- 
pletely. This  matter  does  not  have  to 
be  referred  to  any  committee.  What  was 
done  happened  in  the  presence-  of  the 
court. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  WiU  the 
junior  Senator  from  Utah  yiel4  for  a 
parliamentary  inquiry? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Provided  it  is  not 
charged  against  my  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  from  New  Ycrk  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  propound  a  parUamentary 
inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  In  the  event  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Utah  should  be  agreed  to— 
and  I  shall  vote  for  it — I  should  like  to 
ask  whether  it  would  be  in  order  for  a 
Member  of  this  body  to  introduce  as  new 
matter  substantially  the  language  which 
is  contained  in  section  2  of  the  pending 
resolution? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor, of  course,  may  submit  at  any  time 
an  amendment  adding  to  the  matter  in 
the  resolution:  and,  consequently,  if  the 
amendment  which  has  been  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Utah  is  agreed  to,  the 
Senator  from  New  York  may  otfer  an 
amendment  containing  substantially  the 
same  language  as  that  contained  In  sec- 
Uon  2. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.    I  thank  the  Chgir. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Junior 
Senator  from  Utah  has  3  minutes  re- 
maining. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Utah  yield  me  1  minute? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
be  happy  to  yield  1  minute  to  the  Sen- 
ator frcHn  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President.  I  asked  for 
this  minute  merely  to  make  my  own  posi- 
tion clear. 

As  I  remember.  I  had  the  floor  at  the 
time  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
asked  me  to  yield  so  that  he  might  pro- 
pound a  unanimous-consent  request  to 
insert  his  remarks  in  the  Rxcor»  as  a 
statement.  I  yielded  for  that  purpose. 
I  knew  substantially  what  was  in  his 
remarks.  I  had  myself  made  a  statement 
on  the  radio  or  television  with  respect  to 
them  on  the  night  before,  on  the  basis 
of  a  quotation  read  to  me  by  a  member 
of  the  press.  I.  therefore,  would  not  be 
now  in  position  to  vote  against  it^  But 
my  understanding  with  the  com^ttee 
this  morning  was  that  the  committee 
members  would  vote  "present"  if  per- 
mitted by  the  Senate  with  respect  to  this 
matter,  because  it  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee.   At  least,  in  discussion  with  the 
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Senator  from  Mississippi  I  understood  he 
had  considered  that  as  a  possibili^. 

As  for  myself.  I  expect  to  vote  "pres- 
ent." if  the  Senate  permits,  if  it  oomes  to 
a  vote.  If  the  Senate  requires  me  to 
vote.  I  shall.be  obliged  to  vote  "no."  be- 
cause I  pentdtted  the  statement  to  be 
placed  in  the  Rxcoap. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President.  I  feel 
that  if  we  do  not  go  through  with  this 
program  we  shall  not  have  completed  or 
rounded  out  the  action  we  took  yester- 
day. The  question  was  raised  as  to 
whether  the  Senate  had  the  light  to  con- 
demn or  censxire  a  Member  for  conduct, 
or  misconduct,  in  a  prcvloxis  session  of 
the  Senate.  We  decided  yesterday  that 
the  Senate  has  such  right.  Here  are  ac- 
tions which  I  think  tend  to  bring  the 
Senate  into  disrepute.  They  took  place 
In  the  present  session  of  the  Senate,  and 
we  are  so  close  to  the  state  tory  end  of 
the  session  that  If  we  do  not  act  in  the 
manner  suggested  by  my  amendment  we 
may.  in  effect,  force  this  matter  over  into 
the  84th  Congress.  In  view  of  the  Blan- 
ton  incident.  I  feel  that  theie  is  no  jus- 
tification for  the  claim  that  we  are  act- 
ing in  violation  of  the  rules  of  the  Senate. 

I  hope  my  colleagues  will  join  me  in 
sustaining  the  proposed  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Utah  has  expired. 

Mr.  WELKER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ptor  what 
purpose  does  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
rise? 

Mr.  WELKER.    To  make  a  motion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Idaho  will  stete  his  motion. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  move  to  lay  on  the 
teble  the  perfecthig  modification  as  pro- 
posed by  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Idaho  moves  to  lay  on  the  table  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Utah.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  is  rec- 
ognized for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  WEUCER.  I  should  like  to  con- 
tinue my  interrogation  of  the  distin- 
guished junior  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  President,  may  we  have  order, 
without  the  time  for  the  suspension  of 
the  proceedings  being  taken  out  of  my 
allotment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Idaho  will  suspend,  and  the  Senate 
will  be  in  order. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  may  proceed. 

Mr.  WEUEXR.  I  was  glad  to  hear  the 
closing  remarks  of  the  distinguished  jun- 
ior  Senator  from  Utah  to  the  effect  that, 
in  view  of  the  Blanton  decision,  there 
was  certainly  no  precedent  whatsoever 
for  the  arguments  berotofwe  made 
against  his  amendment  or  substitute,  or 
whatever  it  IS;    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  That  is  the  interpre- 
tation of  the  Senator  fn«n  Idaho.  In 
trying  to  remember  what  I  said.  I  beUeve 
I  said  that  the  Rlanton  case  is  a  prece- 
dent for  action  wliich  may  eventually 
end  in  censure  without  the  matter  having 
been  referred  to  a  committee. 

Mr.  WELEZa  I  take  it  that  if  the 
Senator  felt  in  his  own  heart  that  that 
precedent  was  not  good  law.  he  would 
not  feelas  he  does;  would  he? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  certainly  am  not 
resting  my  case  on  the  precedent  set  by 
the  Blanton  case.    I  feel  that  the  lan- 
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guage  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, as  specified  in  the  amendment 
offered  by  me.  is  sufficient  to  justify 
action  by  the  Senate;  and,  as  my  col- 
league has  pohited  out,  if  this  were,  in 
fact,  a  court — and  again  I  realtee  that  I 
am  treading  on  dangerous  ground,  be- 
cause my  questioner  is  an  able  and 
ezperioioed  trial  lawyer  and  croes- 
examiner,  while  the  Senator  who  is  being 
questioned  lias  been  limited  in  his  court 
experience  to  service  on  a  jury  and  as 
an  occasional  trembling  witness — ^but  I 
have  not  answered  the  Senator's  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  the  Senator  will 
answer  my  question,  Instead  of  making 
a  speech,  that  mill  be  fine  with  me. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Uy  colleague  pointed 
out  that  if  this  occurrence  had  token 
place  during  a  proceeding  in  a  court 
which  is  a  part  of  our  judicial  system, 
such  language  probably  would  have  jus- 
tified a  charge  of  contempt  by  a  judge, 
in  which  case  the  judge  himself  would! 
as  I  understand  it.  make  the  charge,  try 
the  case,  and  Inflict  the  punishment. 

Mr,  WELKER.  The  Senator  from 
Utah  is  not  trying  to  indicate  to  me  that 
the  rules  of  contempt  in  a  judicial  pro- 
ceeding are  the  same  as  in  this  political 
tHal.  is  he? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  No;  I  am  not  saying 
the  rules  are  the  same.  But  ever  since 
this  matter  began.  Members  have  drawn 
many  parallels  between  rules  in  judicial 
proceedings  and  rules  In  this  proceeding. 
The  Senator  from  Idaho  himself  has 
drawn  many  of  those  parallels.  I  sug- 
gest there  may  be  another  parallel  in 
this  situation. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  started  my  consid- 
eration of  this  matter  by  beUeving  my 
friend,  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  WatdhsI,  the  chairman 
of  the  select  committee,  when  he  said 
the  Senate  would  be  the  judge  of  the  law 
and  the  facts.  But  in  observing  him 
during  the  past  few  days,  it  has  been  my 
observation  that  there  are  not  many 
prosecutors  mbo  are  quite  so  rough  as 
he  is. 

If  the  jtmlor  Senator  from  Utah  did 
not  have  faith  in  the  Blanton  decision 
as  a  precedent,  why  did  the  Senator 
tHing  that  case  before  the  Senate  and 
use  it  as  a  precedent? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  brought  it  for  the 
additional  information  of  this  body.  I 
presented  other  reasons  in  earlier 
4>eeches. 

I  might  observe  that  when  the  dis- 
tingtiished  jimior  Senator  from  Idaho 
was  cut  off  by  the  limitetion  of  time  in 
the  previous  time  period,  he  charged  me. 
if  I  remember  correctly,  with  having  said 
thero  was  no  precedent.  I  did  not  say 
that.  I  said  that  during  the  debate  a 
statement  had  been  made— I  do  not 
know  by  v^om — that  there  was  no  prec- 
edent for  this  kind  of  action. 

Mr.  waxXR.  I  tlihik  I  said  there 
was  never  in  the  history  of  the  United 
States  Senate  a  censuro  resolution.  I 
challenge  anjrone  to  cite  the  Rxcou  to 
disprove  that  statement. 

How  dcHdy  has  the  Senattu*  from  Utah 
dona  his  research  to  guide  the  Senate, 
this  quaai-judicUl  body,  which  is  trying 
a  fellow  Member? 


Mr.  BENNETT.  Obvioudy.  not  being 
a  trained  lawyer,  I  can  adaiowledge  that 
whatever  research  has  been  done  has 
been  necessarily  very  shallow,  as  com- 
pared with  that  done  by  the  junior  Sena* 
tor  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator  fTom 
Utah  mean  to  tell  me  that  he  has  not  had 
legal  help  in  this  matt«-? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  discovery  of  the 
Blanton  decision  was  made  by  a  member 
of  my  staff,  since  I  myself  am  not  a 
lawyer,  and  I  have  not  referred  the  full 
implications  of  the  Blanton  decision  to 
any  lawyer. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Did  the  Senator's  as- 
sistant refer  the  Blanton  decision  to  any 
coimsel  or  attorney? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  So  far  as  I  know,  he 
has  not  done  so. 

Mr.  WELKER.  How  did  the  Senator's 
assistant  know  how  to  conduct  research 
as  far  back  as  he  did  in  this  matter? 
Does  the  Senator  know? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  jTheigtttter  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Library  of  Congress  with  a 
request  to  find  any  precedent,  if  su^ 
existed. 

Mr.  WELKER.  That  is  the  answer  I 
wanted  to  the  $64  question.  Did  the 
Senator's  research  assistant  go  a  Uttle 
further  and  take  Into  accoimt  the  rul- 
ings made  by  the  select  committee,  as  to 
how  it  considered  precedente,  and  what 
the  committee  would  be  governed  by? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  My  research  assisU 
ant  was  not  charged  with  that  reqwnsi* 
bility.  He  was  asked  to  ascertain 
whether  in  either  House  of  Congress 
there  was  any  precedent  for  action  oa 
a  motion  leading  to  censure,  without  the 
matter  first  having  been  referred  to  a 
committee. 

Mr.  WELKER.  What  I  am  about  to 
say  will  blast  the  Blanton  dedgion  dear 
through  the  skylight  a<  this  Chamber. 
I  direct  the  Senator's  attention  to  tiii«. 
because  it  Is  a  decision  of  the  so-called 
select  committee,  which  started  to  be  a 
judicial  committee.  It  is  the  ruling 
which  was  sought  to  be  followed 
throughout  these  proceedings.  I  »-Tt%  cer- 
tain the  select  committee  acted  as  it  did 
in  all  good  faith.  I  quote  Iran  page  22 
of  the  report  of  the  select  committee,  as 
follows: 

A  Member  may  be  censured  even  after  be 
bjw  redgoed  (a  Hlnda'  Preoedsnta,  1239.  1278. 
1275  (1007).  •  •  •  Preoedenta  hi  tha  Bousa 
cannot  be  considered  as  oontroUlng  becauaa 
the  House  Is  not  a  «^oTi».ii»^ing  body. 

That  is  the  law  as  laid  down  by  % 
tribunal  which  setics  to  expel  the  defend- 
ant here. 

Ui.  BENNETT.  May  I  see  tltat  lan- 
guage? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  refer  the  Senator  to 
page  22  of  the  committee  report.  'l  do 
not  widi  to  take  the  time  to  discuss  that 
further;  I  must  continue. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  It  seemed  to  me,  as  I 
listened  to  the  Senat<n>  from  Idaho,  that 
that  decision  referred  to  the  right  of  » 
select  committee  to  consider  actions 
which  took  place  ina  prior  Congreea,  and 
not  solely  to  the  rl^t  of  the  select  com* 
committee  or  the  Smate  to  oonsider  ae« 
tions  which  had  taken  place  in  this  Con- 
gress. 
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Ux.WEUOBBL  Does  tbe  Senator  sup- 
pose for  ft  mament  that  the  committee 
is  going  to  say  that  precedents  in  the 
Bouse  eanaot  be  oonsklered  as  control- 
Jac-beeanse  the  House  Is  not  a  eonthm- 
tng  body  ? 

Ur,  BENRBTT.  Tliat  is  what  they 
•aid. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Thai  OkouM  be  the 
rule,  because  they  adopted  it.  They  did 
not  say  aaything  about  *nwM»tK<i7g  lutp- 
pening  prior  to  ctection. 

Mr.  BENNBTT.  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
eemed.  it  seems  very  clear  to  me  that  in 
section  1  the  committee  was  considerinK 
a  protdem  which  had  originated  in  an 
earlier  session  of  Ccmgress.  The  ctnn- 
mlttee  assumed  that  precedents  In  the 
House  relating  to  the  question  of  action 
which  took  place  In  an  earlier  Congress 
could  not  be  rulings. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  is  only 
assuming,  and  he  reaUy  does  not  know 
what  he  is  talking  about.  Is  that  not 
correct? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  May  I  suggest  that 
perhaps  both  of  iis  are  in  the  same  situa- 
tion?   [Laughter  in  the  galleries.] 

Mr.  WELBXR.  I  will  stake  my  repu- 
tation on  that.  Either  that  quotation 
of  tlie  law  by  the  select  committee  is 
eorrect — and  this  is  not  a  question,  and 
I  do  not  want  any  more  qweches— or 
this  august  body  has  been  misled,  and 
certainly  neither  the  Junior  B«iator 
from  Utah,  nor  anyone  else,  would  ever 
suqiect  the  committee  of  attempting  to 
mislead. 

The  Senator  took  a  great  deal  of  time 
a  mamsxit  ago  in  crlUd^ng  the  jimlor 
Senator  from  Wisetmsm.  the  defendant 
in  this  political  trial,  for  using  the  words 
"unwitting  handmaidens  of  the  Com- 
munist Party." 

Mr.  BENNETT.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WEI2ER.  The  other  day  when  I 
asked  the  Senator  to  let  me  interrupt 
him,  which  he  refused,  and  then  gra- 
ciously gave  me  time,  which  we  did  not 
get  opportunity  to  take  advantage  of 
until  now.  I  told  the  Senator  I  wished  to 
interrogate  him  at  length.  The  Senator 
referred  to  "hardmaiden"  as  a  viilgar 

Mr.  BENNETT.    No. 
^Mr.  WEIiER.   Yes,  the  Senator  did; 
though  he  may  have  stricken  it  out  of 
the Racoaa.    Ishall check  the  Rscors. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  am  sorry.  I  said 
the  deOnition  was  that  "handmaid"  or 
"handmaiden"  was  a  servant  of  low  de- 
gree. It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  that 
imputes  any  vulgarity. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Now.  I  qix>te  to  the 
Senator  the  words  of  Holy  Scripture,  and 
I  am  sure  that  he  knows  more  about'that 
than  I  do  because  he  is  a  devout  Chris- 
tian man.  not  only  in  his  own  faith  but 
in  aH  faiths: 
Bebou  the  haadnuOd  of  the  Lord. 
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Patms  in  the  chair).  The  Senator  Irom 
Idaho  will  suspoid.  and  the  time  wiU 
not  be  charged  to  him,  but  the  Chair 
must  respectfully  advise  persons  occu- 
pying the  seats  in  Che  gaUeries  that  they 
are  here  at  guests  of  the  Senate,  and 
must  abide  by  the  rules  of  the  Sexiate. 
which  do  iK>t  pennit  any  outbursts  of 
approval  or  disapproval  of  any  matters 
that  are  imder  discussion  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate. 
The  Senator  from  Idaho  may  proceed 
Mr.  BENNETT.    Mr.  President,  may 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  f^m 
Utah  does  not  have  the  floor.  The  Sen- 
ator has  answered  my  question.  I  am 
interrogating  him. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  May  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Utaii  make  it  clear  that  he 
does  not  have  the  floor?  The  Senator 
from  Idaho  has  tlie  floor. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  think  the  Senator 
finislied  the  answer. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  And  tliat  the  Sanfttor 
from  Utah  is  standing  here  out  of  cour- 
tesy to  the  Senator  from  Idaho.  v. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Something  the  Sena- 
tor promised  me  a  week  ago  or  whenever 
it  was. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  May  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  make  it  clear  that  he  has 
completed  tlie  tenure  of  his  time  15 
minutes,  the  equivalent  of  half  of '  his 
time. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  does  hot 
"Wish  to  yield  further? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Oh.  I  shall  be  happy 
to  yield^  •^ 

Mr  WELKER.  In  view  of  the  feet 
that  the  Senator  is  trying  to  put  ma  in 
the  hole,  I  ask  him  to  take  his  seat,  and 
I  shall  ask  the  questions  and  then  ask 
him  if  he  wants  to  take  the  time  to 
answer  them. 

Mr.  President,  what  is  the  definition 
of  'unwitting"?  I  wonder  if  the  distin- 
guished junior  Senator  from  Utah  has 
looked  up  that  definiUon.  It  means  this : 
Not  knowing;  unconscious:  unaware- 
unintentional."  ' 

Certainly  a  man  who  Is  on  trial  for  his 
political  life.  and.  yes.  perhaps  his  physi- 
cal life,  if  he  is  kept  on  trial  for  10 
Straight  months,  is  entiUed  to  use  ver- 
biage such  as  that.  I  have  quoted  from 
Holy  Scripture,  and  I  have  read  the  dafl- 
nition  of  "unwitting." 

Now  let  me  refer  to  the  Tuesday.  Sep- 
tember 28.  1954,  issue  of  the  DaUy  Work- 
er, the  official  organ,  the  official  news- 
paper, of  the  Communist  Party,  and  let 
me  read  for  the  record  wliat  it  said: 
THiow  TH«  Bum  Out 
America  Is  catching  up  with  McCAnar 
The  six-man  Senate  committee  has  voted 
unanimously  In  favor  of  Senate  censure  of 
the  arch  conspirator  against  the  American 
Constitution.  -~"cin,»n 
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the  postponement  ot  any  Senate  acUon  till 
after  the  elections.  They  thus  hope  to  keep 
the  issue  quiet. 

But  the  country  has  seen  enough  of  the 
•ordid  McCaxtht  conspiracy  not  t9  be  con- 
tent with  this  trick.  In  the  first  j^lacc,  the 
voters  shoiild  insist  to  their  Senators  oo  a 
Senate  meeting  before  the  November  elec- 
tions. They  should  insist  on  a  swiit  vote  of 
censure  before  November. 

Following  that,  the  country  has  every  right 
to  expect  that  the  Senate  will  not  merely 
rebuke  McCaktht  for  overstepping  soom  of 
the  rules  but  will  vraste  no  time  la  digging 
into  his  whole  shabby  career. 
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That  was  the  answer  of  the  mother  of 
Christ  to  the  angel  Gabriel,  who  brought 
her  the  message  that  she  was  to  become 
the  mother  of  Christ 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  am  sure  the  per- 
son who  said  that  felt  that  she  was  a 
person  of  low  degree  conyiared  to  wiin 
from  whom  the  message  came. 

[lAughter  and  applause  in  the  gal- 

leries.] 


Underlying  tliat  is  the  following: 
It  Is  good  news  for  America— for  its  free 
^eech,  its  right  to  speak  out  for  peace,  co- 
existence, and  the  abolition  of  H-bomb  war^ 
that  McCarthylam  is  no  longer  the  imtouch- 
able  sacred  cow.  Ttxe  good  sense  of  the  peo- 
^^*  ^ T°°  "^  important  achievement 

However,  the  CKM»,  Imcked  In  this  by  Xte 
Democratic  Party  leader  in  the  Senate  la 
trying  to  sweep  the  licCASTHr  Issue  tind*r 
the  rug  for  the  elections.    They  have  ordered 


That,  my  distingiiished  friend,  is  not 
from  the  Payette  Independent  Enter- 
prise, of  Payette.  Idaho,  but  from  the 
official  publication  of  the  Communist 
Party. 

In  view  of  the  definitions  of  the  word 
"unwitting"  which  I  have  read,  here  sits 
a  man  singled  out — singled  out  alone — 
to  be  tried  in  this  court  without  any 
rules  of  evidence,  without  any  rules  of 
law.  without  any  coxirt  to  instruot.  Why 
could  not  a  man  make  a  reasonable  mis- 
take, if  one  wants  to  call  it  such?  Per- 
sonally. I  would  not  have  used  the  lan- 
guage, but  certainly  there  was  some 
justification  for  it.  in  view  of  the  record 
and  the  facts. 

I  challenge  the  Senator  from  tJtah  to 
answer  this,  and  he  can  ask  for  time.    As 
I  remember,  the  Senator  said  in  effect 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
had  imphedly  accused  the  select  com- 
mittee of  being  agents  in  fact  of  the 
Communist  Party,  and  so  forth :  that  the 
Communists  would  take  over  by  virtue 
of  this  activity.     If  the  theory  of  the 
Senator  is  correct,  why  does  not  someone 
propose  a  censure  resolution,  without  a 
hearing,  as  has  been  done  by  the  junior 
Senator   from    Utah    in    this   instance, 
against  the  distinguished  Senator  at  my 
right,  the  great  Senator  from  Indiana 
{ Mr.  Jennbb  ] ,  chairman  of  the  Internal 
Security  Subcommittee  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary,  or  against  the  great 
and   able   Senator   from   Arizona    [Mr. 
GoLDWATER]?    We  havc  been  toW  that, 
as  a  great,  augxist.  and  deliberative  body! 
if  it  can   be   so  denominated,   that  is 
exactly  what  should  have  been  dohe;  but 
that  was  not  done.    Jok  McCa«t»t  told 
the  Senator  and  everyone  else  that  he 
did  not  feel  that  the  select  committee 
members  were  Communists  or  that  they 
were  going  hand  in  hand  with  them. 

As  the   Senator  from   Indiana    [Mr, 
Jknnir]  stated  in  his  dynamic  way.  the 
junior  Senator  frwn  UUh  has  never  sat 
across  the  table,  looking  at  these  schem- 
ing, thieving,  lying  witnesses,  who  would 
undermine  not  only  the  committees  and 
the  Senate,  but  this  great  country  of 
ours.    Listen  to  the  words  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  now  present,  a  man 
to  whom  the  Senator  frtMn  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Bush]  paid  great  tribute  yesterday, 
to  the  effect  that  three  men  have  been 
thrown  out  of  the  committee  hearings 
by  able  Senators,  two  lawyers,  and  an- 
other witness,  thrown  out  by  an  able 
Senator  from  the  other  side  of  the  aisle. 
I  want  to  know  what  is  going  on.     In 
the  late,  sorrowful  hours  of  the  night, 
when    Senator   McCastht   is   worrytog 
about  his  future,   when  his  wife,  his 
brother,  and  aU  his  relatives  are  think- 
ing of  what  is  going  on  here  in  this  mock 


court  did  Senator  McCaitrt  have  a 
right  to  assume  that  communism  was 
behind  this  move,  when  the  architect, 
the  author,  of  Senate  Resolution  301  had 
his  picture  contamed«  not  m  cartoon 
form,  but  m  a  very  nice  display,  in  the 
Daily  Worker  of  Wednesday.  July  14. 
1954,  with  the  heading  "Aid  Senate  Fight 
on  McCabtht." 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  remainder  of  the  iCTticle 
from  which  I  have  been  quoting  be 
printed  in  the  Rbcokd  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rscord. 
as  follows: 

The  effort  of  Senator  Rai.ph  Plawdbs. 
Republican,  of  VemMnt.  to  strip  Senator 
JosKPH  McCastmv,  Republican,  of  Wlaoonsln, 
of  hla  committee  chairmanships  is  gaining 
ground  In  the  United  States  Senate.  Several 
Republicans  have  already  indicated  support. 
While  a  number  of  Democrats  are  also  for  it. 
the  Senate  tory  Democratic  leadership  has 
tried  to  eTade  the  strxtggle  by  maintaining 
McCaktky  Is  a  RepubUcan  problem. 

Among  Republicans  who  have  not  yet  Uned 
up  behind  the  Flanders  resolution  is  Senator 
IxviNc  M.  IVKs.  of  New  York. 

We  I'Tge  all  New  Yorkers  to  write  to  Ivia, 
insisting  he  support  the  Flanders  resolution. 

We  urge  New  Yorkers  to  write  to  Senator 
HsXBsST  LzHMAN.  Suggesting  he  put  the  heat 
on  the  Democratic  Senate  leadership  to  line 
up  behliMl  the  resolution. 

We  urge  readav  everywhere  to  take  similar 
action  In  connection  with  their  Senators. 

warn  roua  bzmators 

Tell  the  two  Senators  from  your  State  to 
rapport  the  Flanders  censure  resolution. 
Urge  the  organizations  to  wblcli  you  belong 
to  do  likewise. 

In  New  York,  Senator  Lkhma.m  says  he  will 
support  the  censure;  Republican  Ixvinc  M. 
Ives  has  been  silent. 

Many  are  also  writing  to  Senator  Flakdeks 
giving  him  their  support  in  this  move. 

STTLL  TIME  TO  CUVSrrBZ 

The  next  few  days  will  tell  whether  Mc- 
Caktht  can  still  blackmail  the  country.  A 
shower  of  wires,  letters,  and  calls  will  go  a 
long  way  toward  giving  the  Senators  an  indi- 
cation of  the  feelings  at  home.  They  should 
be  told  no  adjournment  until  Senator  Mc- 
Castht is  severely  censured. 

ACT    NOW 

We  urge  all  readers  to  write  at  once  to 
their  Senators,  Insisting  they  vote  for  the 
Flanders  resolution. 

We  urge  aU  readers  to  reach  their  fellow 
workers  and  neighbors  and  the  leaders  of 
the  unions  and  other  organizations  they 
might  belong  to,  urging  them  to  Uke  slmilar 
actlon. 

They  should  also  make  their  will  known  to 
Senator  Ltndon  Johnson,  Democratic  Sen- 
ate leader,  who  Is  dodging  the  issue  on  the 
excuse  that  this  is  an  Inner  RepubUcan 
Equabble. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  picture  of  the 
distinguished  junior  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont (Mr.  Plandkks],  printed  with  the 
article,  is  a  pretty  good  one;  it  is  a 
photograph. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Idaho  will  suspend  until 
there  is  order  in  the  Chamber.  Conver- 
sations will  please  cease. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  will  proceed. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
Dally  Worker  of  New  York  for  Wednes- 
day. August  23.  1954.  there  appears  a 
cartoon  of  J.  Edgar  Hoover  and  Job 
McCaktht.    I  have  never  seen  such  a 


despicable  attempt  to  malign  or  abuse 
any  human  being,  no  matter  how  rude. 
or  crude  he  might  be.  as  that  vicious 
thing.  I  aslc  the  jimior  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Bawwarr]  to  look  at  it.  and 
then  m  hit  own  oonscience  pass  judg- 
ment on  it.  I  am  addressing  myself  to 
the  junior  Senator  from  Utah,  my  friend, 
and  one  who  will  always  be  my  friend. 
He  is  a  highly  religious  man.  We  came 
to  the  Senate  together,  and  perhaps  we 
shall  leave  here  together.  I  Laughter.] 
In  the  spirit  of  forgiveness  that  blesses 
his  great  church,  I  ask  him  whether  he 
would  have  a  bit  of  charity  in  his  heart 
for  a  man  wtio  is  here  on  the  hot  seat, 
with  his  name  being  blazed  all  over  the 
world  as  an  awful  character  who  did 
something  ruthless  when  he  cross-exam- 
ined an  arrogant,  evasive  witness. 

For  the  record,  let  me  say  that  I  would 
have  loved  to  see  that  witness  cross- 
examined  by  the  chairman  of  the  select 
committee,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  WatkinsI,  with  whom  I  have 
served  on  committee.  I  would  have 
loved  to  have  seen  him  cross-examine 
General  Zwicker.  because  no  abler 
cross-examiner  Uves  than  the  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Utah;  and 
he  cross-examines  in  the  way  that  any 
good  lawyer  would,  having  a  desire  to 
get  only  the  truth  and  the  facts.  Yet 
he  has  "gone  overboard"  at  times,  in  the 
process  of  cross-examining.  But  cer- 
tainly the  art  of  cross-examination  is 
the  hardest  thing  to  master  in  the  prac- 
tice of  law.  A  go6d  cross -examiner  must 
obtain  the  facts.  I  do  not  agree  with 
those  who  say  that  General  Zwicker  was 
not  evasive  and  arrogant.  Let  Senators 
examine  the  record.  Let  Senators  read 
the  remarlcs  I  made.  I  stated  exactly 
the  places  in  his  testimony  where  Gen- 
eral Zwicker  hemmed  and  hawed  and 
hedged  and  ducked.  Why  did  he  do 
that?  H£  did  it  because  he  did  not  want 
to  tell  Senator  McCaathy  the  facts. 

How  about  the  references  to  "s.  o.  b.*'? 
The  select  committee  completely  for- 
got about  that,  when  it  came  forth 
with  its  report.  Perhaps  the  committee 
thought  hie  was  talking  about  officer 
of  the  day.  and  that  perhaps  the  wit- 
ness might  not  have  sworn  falsely  to  his 
God.  because  he  might  not  have  under- 
stood. 

I  know  that  my  distinguished  friend, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Utah,  although 
he  is  a  devoutly  religious  man.  does  not 
misunderstand  the  meaning  of  "s.  o.  b." 
He  knows  that  in  his  State  and  in  my 
State  the  meaning  of  that  expression  is 
imderstood.  and  it  is  not  understood  as 
meaning  "OD"  either.  "S.  o.  b."  is  fight- 
ing language  anywhere  in  the  United 
States,  I  am  sure. 

So  I  beg  Senators  to  have  a  bit  of 
charity.  I  say  to  my  colleagues  that  I 
am  trying  to  be  honest  and  fair.  If  now 
the  Senate  votes  to  "get  Senator  McCar- 
THT,"  the  next  time  the  one  involved 
might  be  Senator  Jkknek,  and  the  next 
time  it  might  be  Senator  Watkins,  and 
the  next  time  it  might  be  Senator  Mai- 
TXif .  and  so  on  and  so  on,  ad  infinitum. 

Here  we  stand.  Mr.  President,  ready 
to  estaldish  a  precedent,  ready  to  take 
a  step  never  before  tak«i  in  the  history 
of  the  United  States  Senate.     In  this 


case,  section  3  of  the  resohifion  is  based 
on  the  use  of  certain  words.  Who  raised 
objection  to  them?  Not  a  single  person. 
Yet  it  is  proposed  tliat  we  censure  a 
Senator  for  using  them.  If  we  do.  that 
censure  wiU  follow  him  to  the  end  cA  hla 
political  career,  and  will  bring  di^xace 
upon  his  sovereign  State.  To  the  great 
State-righters  in  the  Senate.  I  say  that 
the  sovereign  people  of  the  great  State 
of  Wisconsm  should  be  the  judges  of  the 
facts  in  this  case.  We  are  wasting  our 
time. 

Yet  some  Senators  take  the  attitude 
that  we  shall  have  to  wear  tennis  shoes 
to  keep  from  b^ng  censured.  I  say  to 
the  Senate  that  the  Judges  and  jury  In 
this  matter  are.  not  the  96  Members  of 
the  Senate,  but  the  160  mllUon  Ameri- 
cans all  over  this  land. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry  this  had  to 
happen.  In  my  opinion,  the  (miy  thing 
that  can  be  done  now  is  to  aoe^H  the 
apology  which  J<»  MoCaktht  made.  Let 
me  refer  to  the  words  of  the  great  Sena- 
tor Cordon,  who  is  soon  to  leave  us.  and 
than  whom,  in  my  opinion  ik)  finer  Sen- 
ator ever  served  in  this  body.  He  said 
that  Senator  McCaktht  made  his  apol- 
ogy. Mr.  President,  perhaps  in  majrirmr 
his  apology.  Senator  McCastrt  was  not 
flowery  enough  or  picturesque  enough. 
Perhaps  his  apology  should  have  been 
made  before  a  television  camera  which 
would  have  shown  Jos  McCaktht  going 
down  the  center  aisle  in  this  Chamber, 
apologizing,  and  saying.  "I  am  sorry,  sir. 
I  am  sorry." 

But  knowing  that  fighting  Irishman 
from  Wisconsin.  I  know  tliat  he  went  to 
the  bottom  of  his  heart  and  tried  his  best 
to  vindicate  himself  with  his  colleagues 
in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  how  much  time  have  I 
remaining? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Six 
minutes. 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  Mr.  President. 
will  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield  to  me 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  WEUOER.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
my  distinguished  friend  for  a  question. 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  I  shotild  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Idaho  whether 
he  intends  to  cover,  or  whether  there  is 
any  dispute  as  to  the  facts  alleged  in  ttie 
so-called  Bennett  amendment?  Is  there 
any  dispute  or  denial  that  the  statements 
alleged  were  actually  made  by  the  Jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
Caktht]. 

JAr.  WELEXR.    Mr.  President.  I  am 
delighted  that  my  distinguished  and  able 
friend  and  great  attorney,  the  Juniw> 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  DawxklI,  has 
asked  me  Uiat  question. 

How  under  the  canopy  of  heaven  could 
we  know?  There  has  never  been  a  pre- 
liminary hearing;  there  has  never  been 
an  indictment  by  a  grand  jury.  But  out 
of  the  cold,  open  sky  comes  a  resolu- 
tion— bang.  In  the  resolution  the  Jun- 
ior Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  told,  "You 
are  guilty  of  this,  and  therefore  you 
should  be  censured."  That  is  why  no 
facts  are  set  forth,  and  that  is  why  there 
is  no  dispute  about  the  facts — because 
no  one  has  had  a  chance  to  take  the 
testimony.  I  know  that  my  distin- 
guished friend,  able  prosecutor  that  he 
is — and  I  pay  tribute  to  him.  not  only 
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as  »  gitst  ScAator.  bat  ma  an  xmtstaad- 
Ins  fomcr  attoaney  fcneral— 4oes  not 
believe  tlii^  tofair  and  hannmbie  In  any 
court  or  evmta  tlie UkUted  States  Senate. 
Ur.  DANIEL  of  Texas.    Hie  Senator 
from  Idaho  may  remember  that  eariier 
in  the  year  I  made  a  statement  to  the 
effect  that  ttiere  should  be  an  opportu- 
nity for  the  e?kienoe  to  be  derti^^  on 
the  origJaal  Randers  resolution.    But. 
Hi  oourae.  duiinc  that  argument  it  was 
pointed  out  at  various  times  that  when 
offensive  acts  have  occurred  on  the  floor 
In  the  presoaoe  of  the  Senate,  or  when 
ttiere  wm  no  disimte  as  to  the  facts,  the 

fienmte.and  other  parliamentary  bodies 
have  acted  without  tannal  hearings,  the 
■UM  «s  the  ecMuts  act  in  ea^xs  of  con- 
tempt. The  facts  being  undisputed, 
there  was  no  need  to  hear  evidence. 

In  all  rineerity.  In  order  that  I  might 
arrive  at  my  decision  regarding  the 
profter  procedure.  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  there  is  any  question  as  to  the 
accuracy  of  the  factual  aUegations  in  the 
Bennettaa^Q^noit. 

Mr.  WKLKER.    I  have  no  way  of  an- 
swering that  question,  because  no  one 
knows.    I  do  not  know  wheth^  he  in- 
tended to  use  the  low.  vUe  language 
which  some  persons  would  ask  Senators 
to  brieve  be  intouied  to  use.  or  whether 
he  tried  to  be  charitable,  and  tried  to 
*ness  it  «9.  so  to  speak.    But  let  me  say 
that,  as  I  understand  the  facts  in  this 
case—Md.  bear  in  mind.  I  am  as  naive 
about  these  matters  as  is  any  other  Sen- 
ator—there has  never  been  a  prelimi- 
nary hearing,  an  indictment,  a  bill  of 
particulars,  qr  anything  else.  All  I  know 
is  that  only  ene  allegation  relates  to 
something  which  took  place  upon  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.    That  is  the  only 
basis;  and  If  that  be  the  only  basis,  what 
happens  to  rule  XTX,  secUon  2?    Are  we 
going  to  h(9  over  it  and  say.  "No;  that 
is  aimed  only  at  profanity,  or  calling  a 
man  a  traitor,  or  a  dirty,  slimy  creature 
seeking  votes,  or  words  to  that  effect"? 

That  is  the  thing  that  worries  me. 
In  aU  sincerity.  I  believe  that  this  case 
should  be  heard  by  a  committee. 

Mr.  DANIEIi  of  Texas.    Does  the  Sen- 
ator mean  that  even  if  there  Is  no  dis- 
pute as  to  the  factual  allegations  a  com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  to  hear  evi- 
dence?   In  the  Bingham  case  there  was 
no  dispute  as  to  the  facts.    The  Senate 
acted  without  further  hearing.    If  there 
is  no  dispute  about  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  having  written  a  letter 
to  the  chairman  of  the  select  committee 
charing  three  members  of  the  commit- 
tee with  deliberate  deception  and  fraud 
and  no  dispute  as  to  the  additional  fac- 
tual allegations.  I  disagree  with  the  Sen- 
ator on  the  necessity  for  a  committee 
hearing.    What  I  am  trying  to  find  out 
is  whetho:  any  of  these  allegations  are 
being  denied  by  ttie  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  

Mr  WKI^ER.  Is  the  Senator  sure 
that  the  Bingham  case  was  not  referred 
to  the  standing  Committee  on  PrivileKes 
and  Elections? 

Mr.  DAWKL  of  Tfexas.    Before  any 
censure  charge  was  filed,  the  Committee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections  heard  the 
facts  and  reported  to  the  Senate 
.  Mr.  WELKER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  Following  that 
report  a  censure  charge  was  made,  and 


December  2 


BO  additional  hearing  was  held  because, 
as  one  Senator— I  believe  it  was  Setwitor 
Norria — said,  the  facts  were  undisputed. 
There  was  no  other  evidence  to  be  heard. 
No  Soiator  contended  then  that  the  fticts 
reported  were  untrue,  and  as  far  as  I 
have  heard  here,  it  has  not  been  eon- 
tended  that  there  is  any  question  or  dis- 
pute as  to  the  facts  alleged  in  the  Ben- 
nett amendment  if  so.  i  would  lite  to 
know  about  it,  because  this  is  most  im- 
portant  with  reference  to  procedure, 

Mr.  WELKER.  Very  true ;  but  at  least 
the  standing  Committee  on  Privileges 
and  Elections  heeu-d  the  case.  Perhaps 
the  defendant,  the  tortfeasor,  or  what- 
ever he  may  be  called,  has  an  explana- 
Uwi  which  would  satisfy  a  standing  com- 
mittee or  a  select  committee.  We  should 
never  adopt  the  attitude  that  whenever 
we  do  not  like  something  that  is  said  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  we  should  bfeng 
away  with  a  censure  resolution.  If  tihat 
becomes  the  law  of  this  body,  I  expect  to 
have  my  censure  resolutions  mimeo- 
graphed or  printed  by  the  thousands 
One  who  has  served  in  this  body  as  short 
a  time  as  I  have  served,  and  who  sees 
these  unfortunate  tilings  happen,  feels 
very  sad  over  the  situation. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The  time 
Of  the  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  with- 
draw my  motion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  BsNNKTT]  in  tiie  nature  of  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  modifled  committee 
amendment  to  section  2. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quonmi. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Abel 

Aiken 

Andenon 

Barrett 

BeaU 

Bennett 

Bridges 

Brown 

Burke 

Busn 

Butler 

Byrd 

Carleon 

Caae 

Chaves 

Clements 

Oooper    . 

Cotton 

Daniel.  S.  C. 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Dlrksen 

Douglas 

Duff 

Dworshak 

Bastland 

Blender 

Xrrln 

Ferguson 

Flanders 

R«ar 


Pulbrlght 

Oaorge 

OUIette 

Goldwater 

Green 

Hayden 

Hendrlckaon 

Hennlngs 

Hlckenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 

Hruska 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnaon,  Tex. 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Kefauyer 

Kerr 

Kilgore 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Lehman 

liOng 

Msgniuon 

Malone 

Mansfield 


Martin 

McClellan 

MllUkln 

Monroney 

Morse 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

CMahoney 

Pastore 

PayHft  . 

Potter  I 

Purt«ll 

Robertson 

Russell 

Sal  tons  tall 

Schoeppel 

Scott 

Smith.  Main* 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Sparkman 

Stennis 

Symington 

Thye 

Watkins 

Welker 

Williams 

Young  1 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo- 
rum is  present. 

The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute 

offered  Iqr  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
BBnTKTT]  to  the  modifled  committee 
amendment  to  section  2. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary Inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Illinois  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Will  the  Viae  Presi- 
dent state  the  precise  nature  of  the  mo- 
tion which  Is  now  to  be  voted  on' 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Question 
Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
BENNmr  ]  to  the  committee  amendmentj 
as  modifled. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thank  the  Vice 
President. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  wish  the  amend- 
ment to  be  read? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.    I  do  not. 
The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  CASE  (when  his  name  was  called) . 
For  the  reasons  stated  earlier,  inasmuch 
as  I  had  the  floor  at  the  time  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  asked  unani- 
mous consent  to  make  his  Insertion  and 
I  yielded  for  that  purpose  with  some 
knowledge  of  what  his  statement  said 
and  thereby  permitted  the  insertion  to 
be  made,  and  further  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  many  of  the  words  complained  of 
in  the  pending  amendment  were  di- 
rected toward  members  of  the  select 
committee,  I  feel  that  I  have  a  personal 
Interest  In  the  matter,  and  therefore  I 
ask  to  be  excused  from  voting.  I  answer 
"present." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
Is  so  ordered. 
The  rollcall  was  concluded. 
Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Biqckkr], 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  I  Mr.  Cape- 
hart],  and  the  senior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  WU.IY]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cor- 
don] is  absent  on  oflicial  business  and 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy]  is  necessarily  absent. 

On  this  vote  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Capehart)  has  a  pair  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  IMr.  Smathers].  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart]  would  vote 
"nay."  and  the  Senator  from  florlda 
IMr.  Smathers)  would  vote  "yea.'» 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gor^]  and 
the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Smath- 
ers] are  absent  by  leave  on  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr 
Kkwidy]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

I  announce  further  that  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Smathers]  Is  paired 
on  this  vote  with  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana [Mr.  Capehart].  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Florida  would 
vote  "yea,"  and  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana would  vote  "nay." 

I  announce  also  that,  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gore  J  would  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — veas  64. 
nays  23.  as  follows:  ^ 


Abel 
Aiken 
Anderson 
Beau 


>.^ 


YEAS — 64 

Bennett  Carlson 

Biirke  Chavez 

S^'h  Clements 

Eyd  Cooper 


IOoj^ 


Daniel.  8  O. 

Holland 

Keely 

Daniel.  Tea. 

Humphrey 

O^iahoney 

Oouglaa 

Ivea 

Paattw 

rniff 

JaekMQ 

Payne 

Eastland 

Johnaon.  Oolo. 

Potter 

Ellender 

Johnaon.  Tax. 

Robertaoa 

Ervln 

Johnaton,  8,  C 

BuaaeU 

Perruaon 

Kefauver 

BaltonstaU 

Flandan 

Karr 

Boott 

Prear 

KUcora 

8mlth.MUne 

Pulbrtsht 

Lehman 

Smith.  If .  J. 

Oeorgfl 

Lone 

Bparkman 

OUlett« 

Stennla 

Oreen 

Mananald 

Bymlncton 

Hayden 

McCl^an 

Thye 

Hendnckaon 

Monroney 

Watkins 

Hennlnss 

Morae 

HIU 

Murray 

NATS— 28 

Barrett 

Hlckenlooper 

MUlikln 

Brldcea 

Hniak* 

Mundt 

Brown 

Jenner 

Purtell 

Butler 

Knowland 

Schoeppel 

Cotton 

Kuchel 

Welker 

Dlrkaen 

Lancer 

WUlUms 

Dworabak 

Malone 

Tounc 

Goldwater 

Martin 

NOT  VOTINO— 8 
Slicker  Oore  Smathers 

Capehart  Kennedy  Wiley 

Cordon  McCarthy 

ANSWXRZD  "PRKSENT"— 1 
Caae 

So  Mr.  Bennitt's  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment,  as  modifled.  was 
agreed  to.  ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion recurs  on  agreeing  to  the  cmnmittee 
amendment,  as  amended. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  will  state  it. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  If  it  is  desired  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment 
which  lias  just  been  adopted,  would  it 
be  proper  to  offer  such  an  amendment 
at  this  time  or  would  it  be  proper  to  offer 
it  at  a  sul>sequent  time? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  An  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment  Just  adopted 
would  not  be  in  order  except  on  a  recon- 
sideration of  the  vote.  An  amendment 
to  the  resolution  would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  In  other  words,  once 
the  committee  amendment  is  formally 
adopted  and  it  becomes  a  part  of  the 
resolution,  then,  as  a  part  of  the  reso- 
lution, it  is  subject  to  amendment.  Is 
that  correct? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No;  but  the 
resolution  Itself  would  be  open  to  further 
amendment. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  amendment 
agreed  to  would  be  a  part  of  the 
resolution? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Therefore,  it  would 
be  open  to  amendment.     Is  that  correct? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ttie  amend- 
ment, once  it  is  adopted,  would  not  be 
open  to  further  ammdment,  but  the 
resolution  would  be  open  to  further 
amendment  by  the  addition  of  a  new 
section.  Does  that  answer  the  Senator's 
inquiry? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    I  believe  it  does. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu- 
tion will  be  open  to  amendment  by  the 
addition  of  a  new  section,  but  this  sec- 
tion of  the  resolution  will  not  be  open  to 
further  am^dment. 

Mr.  KNOmAMD.  Mr.  Pi-esident.  • 
parliamentary^  inquiry. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  It. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  question  now 
recurs  on  the  committee  am^nrfm^nt^  u 
amended,  does  it  not? 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  jreas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  CSiief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roU. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Will  the  Chair  In- 
form me  whither  if  section  2.  as  amend- 
ed. Is  approved  by  the  Senate  it  wUl  then 
be  necessary  to  vote  on  sections  1  and  2? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  vote 
will  then  be  on  the  entire  resolution. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  point  of  order.  The  roUcaU  has 
commenced. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  demand  the  regular 
order.  Mr.  President. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
wiU  proceed  with  the  call  of  the  roU. 

The  Chief  Clerk  resimied  and  conclud- 
ed the  call  of  the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bucx- 
u],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
CapkraitI.  and  the  senior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  WzlktI  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate  on  ofBcial  busmess. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  McCaitht]  is  necessarily  absent. 

On  this  vote,  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Capbhast]  has  a  pair  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  [Mr.  Smathbks].  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Capxhakt]  would  vote 
"nay."  and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Smathers]  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gou] 
and  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Smathcrs]  are  absent  by  leave  on  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
KiNNDT]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

I  announce  further  that  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Smathkks]  is  paired 
on  this  vote  with  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana [Mr.  CapehabtI.  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Soiator  from  Florida  would 
vote  "yea."  and  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana would  vote  "nay." 

I  announce  also  that,  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Gou]  would  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  64, 
nays  24,  as  follows: 

TEAS— e4 

Johnston.  S.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kerr 

KUsore 

L«hmaa 

Zx>ns 

Macnuaoa 

Manafleld 

IfcCleUsn 

Monroney 

Mone 

Murray 

Neely 

O'Uahoney 

Paatore 

Payne 

Potter 


16381 


Abel 

Knrln 

AUcen 

Pergtuon 

Andenon 

Flanders 

Beau 

Frear 

Bennett 

rultnight 

Burke 

George 

Buah 

OUIette 

Byrd 

Opmh 

CarlK>n 

Hkyden 

Chaves 

Hendrieksoa 

Clementa 

oooper 

HIU 

Daniel,  8. 0. 

BOUand 

Daniel,  Tex. 

Humphrey 

Douglas 

iTea 

Duff 

Jmekaan 

Iteatland 

Johnson.  Odlo. 

Klender 

Johnaon.  Tex. 

BuMeU 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Thye 

Baltonatall 

Bparkman 

Watklns 

eoott 

Stennla 

Smith.  Maine 

Symlncton 
NATS— 24 

Barrett 

Goldwater 

Marthi 

BrKlgea 

Hlckenlooper 

Mmikln 

Hruaka 

Mundt 

Butler 

Jenner 

Purt^ 

Cordon 

Knowlaod 

Schoeppel 

Cotton 

Kuchel 

Welker 

Dtrkaen 

Langer 

Dworabak 

Malone 

Taung 

NOT  VOTINO— 7 

Brlcker 

Kennedy 

WUey 

Capehart 

McCarthy 

Gore 

Smathers 

ANSWSUD)  "FRESBirr*— 1 

Case 

So  the  committee  amendment,  as 
amended,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  vote  by  which  the  committee 
amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to, 
be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President.  I  move  to 
lay  that  motion  on  the  table. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ivis]  to 
lay  on  the  table  the  motion  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  WatkhibI  to  re- 
consider. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion recurs  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  call  up  my  amendment  and 
ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Colorado. 

The  CHXxr  Clxrk.  Amendment  offered 
by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  for  himself. 
Mr.  Byrd.  and  Mr.  Danzxi.  of  Texas,  pro- 
poses to  add  the  following  new  section: 

Sec.  3.  It  Is  the  sense  ot  the  Senate  that 
the  Communist  Party  of  the  United  States  is 
not  a  domestic  political  party  in  the  usual 
tradition,  but  is  a  part  of  the  International 
Communist  concplnkcy.  a  deadly  menace  to 
the  United  States,  and  the  enemy  of  aU  dem- 
ocratic forms  of  government.  AoocMrdlngly, 
the  Senate'!  appropriate  committees  sbouki 
continue  diUgently  and  vlgorouBly  to  In- 
vestigate, expoae,  and  combat  this  conspiracy 
and  aU  subversive  elements  and  persona 
connected  therewith. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President.  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  the  amendment 
is  out  of  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  desire  to  q;>eak  to 
his  amendment? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  Of  Colorado.  I  had  in- 
tended  to  discuss  tiie  amendment;  but  if 
the  point*of  order  be  sustained,  then  the 
amendment  cannot  be  discussed.  So  I 
wish  to  make  another  motion,  in  order  to 
obtain  the  floor. 

The  VICE-PRESIDENT.  If  the  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado  does  not  desire  to  dis- 
cuss the  parliamentary  point,  the  Chair 
rules  that  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senat<M'  from  Colorado  is  not  germane 
and.  therefore,  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado,  lir. 
President,  I  move  to  amend  section  2  by 
striking  out  the  last  word. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Section  1 
has  now  been  disposed  of.  The  motion 
to  reconsider  has  been  laid  on  the  table; 
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rtrnM/MpmnOj  the  Senator's  motloD  is 
not  in  order. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Cblorado.  Mr. 
Ihnaiidiexit,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  YKX  PREBIDE39T.  The  Sena, 
tor  from  Ortlorado  wm  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  OoJorado.  Is  any 
amendment  to  the  pending  m^usure  in 
order:  and  if  so.  what  amendment  would 
be  in  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu- 
tion at  present  is  open  to  amendment. 
For  examine,  a  new  seetion  could  be 
oflTered  to  the  resolution,  but  such  sec> 
tion  must  be  germane. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  regular  order. 

Mr.  HCXiliAMD.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  will  state  it 

Mr,  HOLLAND.  Is  my  understanding 
correct  that  in  order  for  any  proposed 
new  section  to  be  in  order,  it  must  relate 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  must  re- 
late to  the  subject  matter  of  the  resolu- 
tion: and,  of  course,  the  interpretation 
Which  the  Senator  from  Florida  has 
placed  upon  it  might  be  considered  rea- 
fionaUe.  Such  a  pnH;)osed  section  must 
be  within  the  subject  matter  of  the  reso- 
lution.        

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  Mr.  President. 
has  the  point  of  order  been  ruled  upon? 

The  VK:e  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
has  ruled  that  the  pokit  of  order  is  well 
taken,  and  that  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
JoHffsoR]  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  I  offer  an 
amendment  to  add  a  new  section,  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  read 
It. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

Mr.  LANGER.  We  cannot  hear  the 
Senator. 

■nie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Texas  again  state  his 
unanimous-ccmsent  request? 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  I  rise  to  offer 
an  amendment  to  add  a  new  section  to 
the  resolution,  and  I  ask  unanimmis  con- 
sent that  I  may  read  the  ftnM>nriw^^»yit 
which  is  in  the  form  of  a  proposed  new 
section. 

Mr.  JENNER.    I  object. 

The.  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Objection  Is 
heard. 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  Then  I  send 
the  amendment  to  the  desk  and  ask  that 
it  be  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  sunendment. 

The  LKXsuknva  CixKK.  At  the  end  of 
the  resolution  it  is  proposed  to  add  a  new 
section,  as  follows: 

Nothing  oontalned  In  thU  ranlutlon  BhaU 
be  conatarued  as  a  precedent  or  an  Intention 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate  to  limit  the  Inves- 
tlgatlTe  powers  and  reaponalbUltles  of  its 
commltteee,  eai>eclany  with  reference  to  the 
Conununlrt  Party  of  the  Ublted  States,  a  part 
ctf  tiie  intanatlonal  Comnnmtet  oonmincV 
JWtheoanteary.  it  la  the  emae  of  the  Senate 
that  its  mtproprlate  committees  should  con- 
tlnue  dlllgenUj  and  vleoroualy  to  Investl- 
'ii  iJS25L?°**  «Mnbat  this  conq>lracy  and 
•u  •nbrenlv^/ elements  and  persons  oob* 
SMtad  therawith. 
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Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President.  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  the  amencknent 
iB  iMit  of  order. 

Mr.  DANIBL  of  Texas.  WiU  the  Sen- 
ator from,  Indiana  be  kind  enough  to 
withhold  his  point  of  order,  so  that  1  may 
make  a  statement? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  withhold  my  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  This  amend- 
ment, which  is  offered  on  behalf  oC  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  JohnbchI, 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Bvrd], 
and  myself.  Is  similar  to  the  amendment 
that  has  previously  been  objected  to,  ex- 
cept that  I  have  attempted  to  word  the 
amendment  so  that  it  will  be  germane. 
It  refers  to  what  the  Senate  has  already 
done,  and  places  aii  interpretation  tbere- 
on  to  the  effect  that  our  action  here 
should  not  be  construed  as  any  prece- 
dent or  intention  to  limit  the  investiga- 
tive powers  of  the  committees  of  the 
Senate,  especially  with  reference  to  the 
Communist  Party,  a  part  of  the  inter- 
national Communist  conspiracy. 

To  the  contrary,  the  amendment  states 
that  it  is  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  our 
committees  should  conduct  with  Tigor 
and  diligence  the  invesUgation  and  expo- 
sure of  this  conspiiacy.  I  thinlc  that  the 
amendment  has  been  worded  so  that  it  is 
germane. 

Before  objection  is  raised.  I  would  ap- 
PWlto  the  Senator  from  Indiana  tMr 
J»«Hn]  not  toTalse  a  point  of  order  on 
this  amendment.  It  has  been  wrong- 
fully aUeged  that  our  action  in  censiaing 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has 
been  inspired  by  the  Communist  Party 
and  that  the  hands  of  the  Communist 
Party  have  readied  into  the  Senate  in 
this  matter.  This  is  not  true.  It  has 
been  alleged  that  the  Communist  Flirty 
and  the  Daily  Worker  will  be  very  happy 
over  this  action. 

Mr.  JENNER.    For  the  Senator's  In- 
formation, they  are  already  happy 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.    I  should  like 
to  continue. 

Mr.     JENNER.     The     Senator     may 
continue. 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  I  want  to 
make  the  Communists  unhappy  and 
they  will  be  unhappy,  if  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  will  permit  this  amend- 
ment to  be  included  in  the  resolution 
so  that  the  truth  will  be  stated,  ll  is 
iuready  known  to  the  Members  of  this 
body  that  the  resolution  was  not  inspired 
by  the  Commjinist  Party,  and  no  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  wishes  to  give  comfort 
to  the  C(»nmunist  Party. 

If  the  Senate  will  agree  to  this  amend- 
ment, we  shall  be  saying  to  the  world 
by  the  official  action  of  the  Senate,  that 
the  allegations  which  have  been  made 
are  untrue,  that  we  are  going  to  con- 
tinue our  flght  against  communism  and 
subversion.    Thereby  we  will  accomplish 
«ie    good    purpose    of    preserving    the 
honor  and  dignity  of  the  Senate.  «nd 
we  i^n  do  so  in  a  manner  from  which 
the  Community  Party  and   the   Daily 
Worker  can  take  no  comfort.   I  am  snre 
the  Senate  would  adopt  this  resolution 
11  the  point  of  order  is  not  raised      I 
appeal  to  those  who  have  said  that  the 
Communists  would  take  comfort  from 
our  action  to  permit  the  adoption  of  this 
amendment  to  the  resolution,  which  wiU 


state  the  truth  about  the  matter,  namely 
that  the  United  States  Senate,  to  a  Mem- 
ber, is  against  the  Communist  Party  and 
the  international  Oommtinist  oonspir- 
acy;  that  we  want  our  investigations  to 
continue,  and  that  they  shall  continue 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  PresWent.  will 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? I 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President.  I  have 
the  floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  wiU 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  JENNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  the  point 
of  order  Is  well  taken,  because  Senators 
on  the  Democratic  side  of  the  aisle  quite 
properly  wanted  a  strict  rule  of  ger- 
maneness, so  that  other  censure  resolu- 
tions might  not  be  introduced.  We  have 
abided  by  that  wish  under  the  unani- 
mous-consent agreement. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Texas 
that  while  I  think  the  point  of  order  is 
well  taken,  there  would  be  nothing  to 
prevent  the  Senator,  when  this  resolu- 
tion is  disposed  of.  from  offering  his 
amendment  as  a  separate  resolution.  In 
that  way  we  would  abide  by  the  rule  of 
germaneness,  and  not  open  the  door  to 
other  violations  of  the  rule  of  germane- 
ness. At  the  same  time  the  Senate  later 
could  express  itself  in  the  manner  sug- 
gested by  the  Senator  from  Texas,  if  it 
so  desired. 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
majority  leader,  but  the  Senate  has  done 
this  by  separate  action  many  times.  I 
regret  that  anyone  would  object  to  it 
being  made  a  part  of  the  pending  reso- 
lution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  is 
ready  to  rule  on  the  point  of  order 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President^  I  have 
the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Indiana  has  made  a  point  •f  order 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  have  made  a  point  of 
order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
sustains  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  JENNER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  wish  to  jnake  an- 
other point  of  order? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  am  seeking  recogni- 
tion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Indiana  is  recognized 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  What  has 
been  done  here  will  be  well  understood 
by  the  Communists. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Indiana,  in  order  to  obtain  the 
floor,  must  offer  a  motion  or  an  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  on  page 
2.  line  12, 1  offer  an  amendment  to  strike 
the  following  language:  j 

Thereby  tending  to  destroy  the  good  faith 
which  must  be  maintained  between  the  exec- 
utive and  legislative  branches  In  our  system 
of  government. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
must  inform  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
that  the  resolution  at  this  time  is  subject 
to  amendment  only  by  adding  a  ntw  sec- 
tion. It  is  not  subject  to  amendment 
otherwise. 
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Mr.  JENNER.    I  more  to  taUe  the  i 

oluUon.  

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Thatmotloii 

Is  in  order,  and  the  Senator  from  xiwWi^p^i 
is  recognised. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  before 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  begins^ 

Mr.  JENNER.  Oh.  no;  I  will  do  the 
talking  now. 

Mr.  President,  this  has  turned  oat  to 
be  a  rather  ammrtng  affair.  What  wor- 
ries me  is:  What  happened  to  Zwlcker? 
Zwlcker  has  been  thrown  out  the  window. 
Poor  old  Zwlcker.  He  does  not  count 
now.  Zwicker  is  not  in  the  resolution. 
It  does  not  matter  what  happens  to  a 
Senator,  but  be  careful  what  you  do  to  a 
general.  Senators  are  in  a  different 
category.  It  is  wonderful  to  see  the  at- 
titude of  my  friends  on  the  other  side 
of  the  aisle.  Now  they  want  to  flght 
commimism.  They  call  the  Daily 
Worker 

Mr.  HOIXAND.  Mr.  President.  I  caU 
for  the  regular  order. 

Mr.  JENNER.  They  are  not  going  to 
gild  the  lily.  The  record  is  made,  and 
they  are  going  to  stay  with  their  record 
every  day.  from  now  on.  Oh.  sure,  we 
know  how  their  party  let  Communists 
into  our  Government,  bow  the  Commu- 
nists undertook  the  8ubver8i<m  of  this 
country,  how  they  stole  our  secrets,  and 
how  they  worked  themselyes  into  high 
positions  in  the  Oovemment.  I  warned 
the  country  that  the  same  thing  would 
happen  to  the  Republican  Party,  and  it 
is  happening.  But  you  aie  not  going  to 
gUd  the  lily.  We  are  all  guilty  of  sin. 
but  by  your  deeds  and  by  your  votes  the 
world  and  the  country  will  know  you. 

That  is  an.    I  withdraw  my  motion. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inqiUry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  sUte  it. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Is  a  motion  to  re- 
commit in  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Such  a  mo- 
tion is  in  order. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Then  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  makes  a  motion  to  re- 
coDunlt.  Does  that  give  the  Junior  Sen« 
ator  from  Utah  80  minutec  timet 

The  VICE  PRESnMSNT.    It  does. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  Junior  Senator 
from  Utah  will  claim  his  time. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President. 
I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
motion. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Utah  is  recognized. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  the 
Junior  Senator  trom  Utah  made  his  mo- 
ti(m  in  the  same  spirit  as  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  made  his  motion  to  lay  on 
the  table,  simply  to  get  a  minute  or  two 
in  order  to  comply  with  the  request  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Daiokl] 
during  his  questioning  of  the  Senator 
from  Idaho.  The  question  raised  by  the 
Senator  from  Texas  was  whether  or  not 
there  was  any  dispute  as  to  the  allega- 
tion that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin liad  actually  made  the  statonents 
alleged  in  the  amendmoit  offered  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Utah,  and  now 
agreed  to.  The  Jimior  Senator  from 
Utah  feels,  therefore,  that  this  matter 
should  be  cleared  up,  and  the  material 


«w<li»ttng  that  there  te  no  dispute  about 
the  fact  should  be  imt  In  the  Raooo 
before  Uie  final  vote  Is  taken. 

TlM  words  "ddlbcrate  deeeptkm**  and 
*tnrad"  appearing  on  line  6  of  my 
amendment  were  contained  In  a  letter 
itddresied  by  the  Junior  Souttor  from 
Wisoonsin  [Mr.  McCastht]  to  the 
SM>tor  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat- 
Kns],  ehairmsn  of  the  sdact  committee. 
The  letter  was  dated  October  26.  1»64. 
The  oopy  which  I  hold  in  my  hand  states 
in  the  upper  left-hand  comer.  Ttom 
the  ofBoe  of  Senator  Jos  McCaxtht. 
Overnight  release  October  28.  1954.- 

That  was  released,  and  I  hold  In  my 
hand  a  idiotoetatic  copy  of  a  news  story 
published  In  the  Washington  Post  and 
Times  Herald  of  October  27.  1954.  I 
have  established  that  the  story  was  writ- 
ten by  Mr.  John  A.  Goldsmith,  of  the 
United  Press,  on  the  basis  of  the  letter 
suppUed  by  Senator  McCastht.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  RaooKD  at  this  pobit  the  letter  and 
the  news  article  to  which  I  have  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  news  article  were  ordered  to  lie 
printed  In  the  Rbcosd.  as  follows: 

OCTOBa  25,  1»54. 
Senator  Abthct  V.  WAnoNs. 
5en4i<«  Office  BuUding, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

DXAB  SXMATot  WATxiifS:  While  I  have  not 
yet  received  an  answer  to  my  letter  Invit- 
ing you  to  appear  before  the  committee 
to  give  us  Information  which  In  your  report 
you  Indicate  you  have  In  the  Pereaa  case,  I 
note  from  news  stories  that  you  are  quoted 
as  saying  you  will  not  be  able  to  appear 
before  Norember  a 

In  view  of  the  Importance  of  this  question 
of  who  promoted  and  gave  an  honorable  dis- 
charge to  this  fifth-amendment  Conununist. 
who  according  to  tlie  testimony  was  a  grad- 
uate of  a  Oommunlst-leadershlp  school,  you 
could,  of  course,  be  subpenaed  to  appear  be- 
fore the  Stii  of  November.  However.  I  have 
decided  not  to  Issue  a  subpena  for  you. 
Therefore,  wm  you  tell  me  what  day  after 
November  8  you  can  appear?  It  has  been 
announced  that  the  Senate  sessions  will  start 
at  IS  noon,  which  leaves  you  free  In  the 
forenoon.  It  Is  Important  that  I  have  the 
date  that  yon  can  appear  so  I  may  notify 
the  other  memben  ot  the  Investigating  com- 
mittee who  undoubtedly  wm  wish  to  be 
preaent. 

I  note  further  your  suggestion  that  I  call 
the  other  members  of  the  Watklns  commit- 
tee. Tou  ai^nrently  are  confused  aa  to  the 
poipoae  of  your  being  caUed.  I  have  no  In- 
tention of  questioning  jxm  or  any  of  the 
other  members  of  the  Watklns  Committee 
In  regard  to  your  activities  on  that  com- 
mittee. For  example,  it  now  Is  unquestioned 
that  three  of  the  members  of  the  committee. 
Including  yourself,  indicated  prejudice  to- 
ward me  before  you  were  selected  to  act  on 
that  committee  and  failed  to  tell  the  Vice 
President  ot  your  statements  In  that  regard 
before  he  appointed  you  to  this  committee. 
This  would  appear  to  be  a  deliberate  decep- 
tion of  the  Vlee  President  and  a  fraud  upon 
the  Senate  which  obviously  Intended  that 
an  unprejudiced  committee  be  appointed. 
However.  I  have  no  Intention  whatsoever  of 
queettonlng  you  on  that  point  or  any  at  the 
ether  activities  of  your  committee. 

I  am.  however,  deeply  interested  In  the 
stateanent  on  page  SO  ot  your  report  which 
Indicates  tibat  you  know  who  was  raqtonalble 
for  the  Jsrsss  situation.  Tou  state  that 
Pereas'  oommanding  oJBosr  was  In  no  way 
responcthlie  for  the  Peress  situation  and  that 
I  should  place  tha  blame  on  the  shoulders  ol 
those  culpable. 


Ton.  of  eome.  know  that  I  eeuM  BOt  plaee 
the  teiame  on  the  ahouWeiB  e( 
ble  uBlSM  I  knew  who  they  wsra.  Tou 
that  undsr  anny  praoUee  a  a^  to 
aaally  proBaoted  or  hoiMraM 
eept  vpoB  the  reeoiamaBdatlan  ot  hto 
manding  olBoer — in  this 
Ttiaref  ore.  this  statement  la  yow  report  was 
elthsr  Irrseponalbie  In  the  estreme  or  yoa 
have  InioRBatlon  tn  the  Fsreas  matter  wtktolt 
Is  not  available  to  our  committee. 

Tou  should  not  be  reluetaat  to  give  us  In- 
f  ormattoa  In  regard  to  the  ooddHng  of  a  man 
whq  has  been  named  under  oath  ae  having 
been  a  full-fledged  member  at  the  Ooaamu- 
nlst  Party  and  a  gnkduate  of  a  OommuntoS 
leadership  schooL  Tht  information  as  to 
who  was  responsible  for  his  promotion,  hon- 
orable discharge,  and  change  In  duty  to  a 
plush  ]Ob  might  wM  ssrve  ae  the  key  to 
Communist  Infiltration  In  key  qmts  Where 
they  can  do  nnllmlted  rtsmi^w.  I  staearely 
hope  that  X  do  not  reoelve  some  «Beaae  tnm 
you  as  to  why  you  cannot  i^pear.  beeauee 
nothing  can  be  more  Important  than  «i»vt«"g 
additional  keys  to  Communist  Infiltration. 

May  I  bear  from  you  by  return  wire  so  I 
can  notify  the  other  Senators  as  to  the  date 
of  your  appearance. 
Sincerely  yours. 

aoalioCA 


Iftom  the  Waslklngton  Fast  and  Times 

Herald  of  October  37.  19M1 

Thbix  Sbmatobs  CAU.BD  BxaasD  ar  McCaaxwr 

(By  John  A.  Goldsmith) 

Senator  Joasarw  B.  McCAarHT  snruasil 
Ctudrman  Astbub  T.  Wanom  (RepuMleaa. 
Utah)  and  two  other  Senators  yesterday  at 
deUberate  deception  and  ftaod  for  famng  to 
disqualify  themselves  from  the  Senate  Osn- 
vure  Committee. 

Watkimb,  whose  special  alz-man  oonrndt- 
tee  recommended  censure  at  MoGaanrr  on 
two  counts,  said  at  Salt  I^ke  City  ttiat  "I 
wlU  not  be  provoked  Into  a  debate  wltli  8en« 
ator  McCastht.** 

McCAsnrr,  in  a  letter  to  WanairB.  said  the 
ebalrmaa  and  two  unnamed  eommittea 
memben.  Indicated  nnqueettoned  prejudlee 
against  him  before  they  were  selected  to 
servexm  the  censure  groiq».  But  he  said  they 
faUed  to  notify  Vice  President  »—>»■«.  M. 
NizoH  of  thto  prejudice  before  he  appointed 
them. 

Watkhts  told  reporters:  T  wm  have  noth- 
ing to  say  prior  to  flung  of  the  committee 
report  with  the  Senate.  Our  report  hsa  not 
been  filed  because  the  Senate  is  not  In  sea- 
^on  untU  November  t." 

The  Senate  wm  reconvene  then  to  consider 
the  committee's  ""^ymTn^^d^itlon  tSiat 
IfcCABTBT  be  eeusmed  for  his  aUeged  abuse 
of  Oen.  Ralph  W.  Zwlcker  and  his  faUure  to 
answer  questions  of  a  Senate  Elections  Sub- 
conmilttee  which  Inveettgated  his  aettvltlea. 

The  Wisconsin  Bepubllean  In  his  lettsr 
asked  WATsg^  when  he  would  be  ready  to 
testily  bef (m  the  Senate  In  the  pronwtlon 
and  honorable  discharge  of  MaJ.  Irving 
Peress.  farmer  Army  dentist  who  was  dted 
by  McCastht  as  a  fifth-amendment  Com- 
mimlst. 

Although  he  did  not  name  the  two  other 
Senators  whose  Impartiality  he  questioned. 
McCabxht  previously  has  dted  aUeged  bias 
on  the  part  of  Senators  &>wur  C.  JoBiraaar 
(Democrat.  Colorado)  and  Sax  J.  %vnr 
(Democrat.  North  Carolina).  He  has  made 
no  direct  challenge  against  any  committee 
member. 

Kavm,  at  Sparta.  N.  C.  accused  McCaxtbt 
of  "trying  to  try  the  committee  before  the 
Senate  gets  around  to  trying  blm."  He  said 
that  In  Judging  charges  against  McCabcrt 
the  only  thing  I  considered  was  the  evidence. 

Xavur  said  McGabtht  "might  undsrtaka  to 
explain  how  It  han»ened  that  the  supposedly 
prejudiced  Senators  and  the  other 
on  the  committee  arrived  at  the 
conclusion." 
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McOttHtT  had  written  WATXnra  last  8at<- 
UMtoj  aridag  Ittm  to  tMtUy  bafon  M^ivmn. 
bar  8  on  the  Pareaa  eaae.  He  aald  the  een- 
wne  eoatmlttae  npart  Indloatea  that  Wa*. 
xnra  tffifomu  who  was  reeponalble  tar  the  pco- 
naotkm  and  honorable  dlacharge  Kranted  the 
denttat. 

Wt/iKan  told  feportOTs  prerlo^is  eommlt- 
mmte  would  prevent  his  appMurmnce  before 
the  IfeOarthy  etnnmlttee  by  the  date  set. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  the 
nut  statement  was  the  one  about  a 
"lynch  party."  That  statement  appeared 
in  a  news  story  printed  in  the  New  York 
Times  of  Friday,  November  5, 1964.  writ- 
ten by  Mr.  Foster,  of  the  United  Press. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  that 
news  article  printed  in  the  Rkcoid  at  this 
point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rsoohd. 
as  follows: 

iicCaxur  Vmoirs  a  'Xthch  Pa«tt"  Whxn 
BawATK  Mnra  on  CxNsma — ^Asks  Watkzms 
To  XxFLAor  "Iimarn.B  Ruung" — CaxncxBss 

AUCT  R^>OIT  OM  PBtSSS — MOVMS  TO  CtBAB 

OF  Woix  or  iKQunzxa 

WAaHntqfroir,  November  4. — Senator  JoexPR 
R-  M6CABTBT  called  on  the  Senate's  Special 
Censure  Committee  today  to  explain  what 
he  called  an  "Imbecillc  ruling"  before  the 
cnamber  begins  Its  'lynch  party"  next 
Monday. 

The  Wltcofitln  BepubUcan  xued  the  term 
*'lynch  party"  to  charactwiae  the  spedal 
Senate  sesalon  that  wlU  meet  Monday  to 
consider  the  censure  charges  the  committee 
made  against  htm. 

Mr.  IfoCaiTRT,  who  previously  had  pre- 
dieted  the  Senate  would  vote  to  cenaxire  Mm. 
released  a  letter  to  Senator  AaTHoa  V.  Wat- 
xnfs.  RepubUean.  of  Utah,  challenging  a 
statement  ICr.  Watxhts  had  made  during  the 
censure  hearings.  Mr.  Watkiks  served  as 
chairman  of  the  censure  committee. 

Mr.  McCabtbt  said  Mr.  Watkins  had  pre- 
vented him  frcmi  defending  himself  against 
the  charge  that  he  unjustly  criticised  a 
1961-63  elections  subcommittee  that  inves- 
tigated his  finances.  One  of  the  charges 
against  Mr.  McGabtht  is  that  he  was  guilty 
of  contempt  for  refusing  to  appear  before 
the  elections  group. 

He  said  one  of  the  election  subcommittee 
Wltneaaee  was  mentally  unstable  and  had 
a  "blttor  hatred"  for  him.  He  said  Mr. 
WATKors  would  not  let  him  read  a  statement 
to  that  effect. 

In  his  letter  to  Mr.  Watkins,  Mr.  McCarht 
said  the  ruling  meant  that  even  If  the  sub- 
committee "were  hiring  insane  people  to  in- 
vestigate me,  I  would  not  be  Justified  in  crit- 
icizing that  committee." 

"Perhaps  you  might  want  to  explain  that 
ImbeclUc  ruling  before  the  debate  [on  the 
censure  charges]  commences."  Mr.  McCabtht 
wrote  Mr.  Watkiks. 

XarUer.  Mr.  McCaktrt  told  reporters  he 
would  ask  other  members  of  his  own  inves- 
tigating subcommittee  permission  to  "clean 
up  oxur  work  before  the  first  of  the  year." 

He  will  lose  the  chairmanship  of  the  group 
to  Senator  John  L.  McClellan,  Democrat,  of 
Arkansas,  in  January,  provided  the  present 
razor-thin  Democratic  control  is  not  upset 
by  a  recount  In  Oregon. 

"If  it  appears  that  the  censure  debate  is 
going  to  run  a  long  time,"  Mr.  McCaitht 
said.  "I  might  even  take  up  the  question  of 
holding  hearings  in  the  forenoon — that  is. 
before  the  Senate  meets  each  day." 

"U  It  appears  that  it  [the  debate]  will  be 
over  before  long,  I  might  suggest  waiting 
until  the  November  8  lynch  party  is  over  " 
he  added.  ' 

*^-  McCa«tht  also  said  he  planned  to  send 
a  new  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
Robert  T.  Stevens,  repeating  his  request  for 
the  name  of  the  person  responsible  for  pro- 
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motlag  and  discharging  former  Maj.  Irving 


"IHST'VS  OOT  SaOOT  ICASTBl'* 

He  deeerlbed  as  "gobbledegook"  the  Army's 
statement  last  night  explaining  the  han- 
dling of  the  case.  Dr.  Peress  is  a  former  Hew 
York  Army  dentist  labeled  by  Mr.  McCAatHT 
as  a  "fifth  amendment  Oommunlat." 

After  reading  the  Army  statement.  Mr. 
McCa«tht  commented  that  "theyVe  got 
some  secret  master  they're  protecting  in  the 
Pentagon." 

Meanwhile,  the  Army  disclosed  with  sotne 
embarrassment  today  that  Maj.  John  J. 
MCManus,  who  actually  had  signed  Dr.  Pertss' 
discharge  papers,  had  been  separated  Irtm 
the  service. 

Many  oOlclals  were  disturbed  because  of 
the  timing  of  the  discharge  and  their  re- 
lease of  the  Peress  report.  They  Insisted 
Major  McManus'  separaUon  was  "pure  coin- 
cidence" and  "in  no  way  connected  with  the 
Peress  case." 

Dr.  Peress'  commanding  officer  at  the  tiine 
of  the  promotion  and  discharge  was  Brig 
Gen.  Ralph  Zwicker.  The  Army  said  the 
promotion  was  carried  out  by  Maj.  Gen.  Wil- 
liam B.  Bergln,  Army  Adjutant  General.  In 
accordance  with  a  law  providing  for  all 
drafted  doctors  to  be  raised  to  rank  "cofn- 
menourate"  with  their  professional  back- 
ground. 

In  a  letter  to  Mr.  McCabtkt  released  yes- 
terday, Mr.  Stevens  said  no  action  had  b«en 
taken    against    Major    McManus.     General 


Senator  McCastht.  Let  me  change  your 
question  a  bit.  I  invited  them  tu  give  in- 
formation of  wrongdoing,  graft,  corruption, 
communism;  I  am  continuing  to  get  that 
information. 

Mr.  Lawbinci.  Getting  documents,  too? 

Senator  McCastht.  Yes. 

Mr.  Rnrss.  Are  you  getting  any  more  as 
the  result  of  your  appeals,  than  you  got  be- 
forehand? Has  there  been  a  flow  built  up 
as  a  result  of  that? 

Senator  McCaktht.  It's  pretty  hard  to  say 
whether  It  has  Increased  or  decreasqd.  I've 
been  so  busy  being  Investigated  and  prepar- 
ing for  this  "lynch  bee"  starting  tomorrow 
that  I  haven't  had  an  opportunity  to 

Mr.  Laweence.  Do  you  call  a  meeting  of 
the  United  Stotes  Senate  a  "lynch  b(Be"? 

Senator  McCastht.  Well,  let's  call  it  the 
censure 

Mr.  Lawkencs.  No:  but  I  am  Interested 
In  this  because  the  Senate  is  an  Institution 
of  government;  It's  part  of  the  Congress. 

Senator  McCabtht.  Let's  answer  It 

Mr.  Lawbxnce.  Are  you  calUng  the  Senate 
a  lynch 

Senator  McCabtht.  Let's  answer  It,   Bill. 

Mr.   Lawkence.  Let's  do. 

Senator    McCartht.  There     are     a    great 


number  of  the  DemocraU  who  have  indi- 
cated. In  private  conversations,  that  they 
will  censure  McCabtht,  not  because  of  what 
Is  In  the  Watkins  reports  but  becauser  I  have 
labeled   them   as   the   party  of   conuqunlsm. 

------    -o — jv«     w<.iwtuus,     uenerai     *^*"  though  I  have  always  pointed  out  that 

Zwicker.  or  General  Bergln  because  there'S^*^*'^  are  million  of  Democrats  who  am  good, 
^**  °°*  "*^*  ellghtest  indication  of  Com-  *°y*^  Americans,  and  many  offlceholdws  here 
munlst  sympathy  nor  any  other  dereliction      *°   Washington    who    are    antl-CommunUts 


Of  duty 

^  Mr.  McCabtbt  said  Mr.  Stevens'  letter 
Isnt  even  a  clever  attempt  to  hide  tkis 
secret  masto-— who  is  he?"  He  said  the 
Army  explanation  "doesnt  answer  the  Ques- 
tion at  aU."  ^ 

Mr.  BENNFTT.  Mr.  President,  the 
next  phrase  is  "lynch  bee. '  That  ex- 
pression was  used  In  a  television  broad- 
cast known  as  Face  the  Nation  pre- 
sented on  November  7. 1954.  with  Senator 
Joi  McCaatht  as  the  guest, 

I  hold  in  my  hand  a  portion  of  the 
transcript  of  that  statement,  the  portion 
which  includes  every  reference  to  the 
phrase  "lynch  bee."  This  transcript  wgs 
made  by  Mr.  Jesse  L.  Ward,  Jr..  of  Wand 
ft  Paul,  who  operate  the  shorthand 
reporters'  service  which  is  used  very 
frequently  here  on  Capitol  Hill. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  that 
document  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  docu- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  tbe 
RicoaD,  as  follows:  , 

Pack  thx  Nation  \ 

(A  presentation  of  the  Columbia  Broadcast- 
ing System  television  and  radio  networlcs 

from  Washington) 

Guest:  Senator  Joseph  McCabtht,  R^ 
publican,  of  Wisconsin. 

Moderator:  Tep  Koop,  director  of  pubUfc 
affairs.  CBS,  Washington. 

Panelists:  WUllam  Hlnes.  Jr.,  Sunday 
editor,  Washington  Star;  William  Lawrence 
Washington  correspondent,  New  York  "nmes. 

Mr.  Lawkxncx.  Now,  carrying  It  a  step  fur- 
ther, you  issued  an  open  invitation  during 
the  Army-McCarthy  hearings  for  people  te 
continue  to  supply  you  with  '"formation 

Senator  McCabtht.  That's  right. 

Mr.  Lawbemcb  (continuing).  Regardless  of 
Its  stamping. 

Are   you    getting   new   information   from 
people  in  this  administration? 
Senator  McCabtht.  Bill,  let 
Mr.  Lawbknce.  On  that  basis? 
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but  there  are  those  that  feel  that  they  should 
censure  me.  not  for— not  because  I  cross- 
examined  Zwicker  trying  to  find  out  about 
a  Communist  whom  he  promoted,  honor- 
ably discharged;  there  are  some  Republicans 
who  feel   likewise. 

Now,  I  consider  that— yes;  that's  a  lynch- 
ing bee. 

Mr.  Hikes.  But  this  Is  an  orderly  assem- 
bly  

Senator  McCabtht.  When  they  are  not 
basing  their  vote  upon  the — counts  set 
forth,  when  they  base  their  vote  upen  po- 
litical reasons,  when  they  say  ahead  of  time 
In  effect:  "Regardless  of  what  the  evidence 
says,  this  man  has  been  fighting  communism 
he  has  been  showing  that  over  20  years  the 
Democrat  Party  has  been  Infiltrated,  there- 
fore we  are  going  to  get  him." 

Mr.  Lawrence.  Well,  now.  Senator—^ 

Senator  McCastht.  I  think  "a  lyachlng 
bee"  Is  a  good  name  for  it,  BUI. 

Mr.  Lawbence.  Senator,  the  Republican 
leadership  of  the  Senate  will  support  this 
motion  of  censure,  as  well.  Now,  are  they 
doing  It  because  you  called 

Senator  McCastht.  You  are  making  « 
pretty  rash  statement. 

Mr.  Lawbemce.  Well,  I  have  no  hesitancy 
about  making  It,  but,  to  continue  with  the 
point 

Senator  McCabtht.  I  disagree;  I  don't 
think  they  will. 

Mr.  Lawbence.  Tou  don't  think  they  wUl? 

Senator  McCabtht.  No.  I 

Mr.     Lawbence.  You     don't     think  '  that 

Knowland  will  vote  to  censure  you?     You 

don't  think 

Senator  McCabtht.  I  dont  think  the  Re- 
publican leadership  Is  going  to  go  along  with 
this.    I  hope  not. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  finally, 
I  hold  in  my  hand  the  story  that  ap- 
peared in  the  New  York  Times  of  No- 
vember 14,  1954.  The  story  was  written 
by  Mr.  Fred  Parker,  of  the  Milwaukee 
Bureau  of  the  United  Press.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  have  the  news  article 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  as 
evidence  of  the  fact  that  those  state- 
ments were  actually  made. 


195J^ 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


There  betuf  no  objection,  the  newa 
article  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rbc<mw,  as  follows: 

MoCatwrr  LuaoM  Wanmra  OowAsa— br  IttL- 
WAUXBB  worn  Pfen.  Hs  jobs  at 
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MiLWAUKB.  W»..  Movambar  is.- 

Jo— "«  B.  McCabtht  today  aoeuaed  Senator 
Aanroa  WsTKiNa,  RepubUeaa.  of  Utah,  oi 
the  "moat  unuatial,  moat  eowardly  thing  Fve 
heard  oT*  in  saying  hs  would  answer  no 
future  oral  questions  by  Mr.  McCastht  cr 
any  other  Senator. 

"If  a  man  U  chairman  of  a  eommlttee  [the 
censure  panel},  he  should  be  wUllng  to  an- 
swer for  errors  In  his  report,"  Mr.  MoCabtht 
said.  "Otherwlsa  be  Is  miserably  falling  his 
duty  aa  chairman." 

"It's  the  most  oowardly.  most  unheard  at 
thing  ITe  heard  at  so  far,"  Mr.  McCabtht 
said. 

"I  expected  he  would  be  afraid  to  answer 
the  qtaesttons,  but  dldnt  think  he'd  be 
stupid  enough  to  make  a  public  statement " 
he  aaaertad. 

Mr.  WATKDra  had  aald  he  would  not  inter- 
rupt  his  speeches  to  answer  oral  quaatlona 
and  only  questions  submitted  In  writing  or 
poeed  in  speeches  by  other  Senators  would 
be  answered. 

"I  can't  use  the  gavel  (to  silence  McCabtht 
as  he  did  in  the  censure  committee  hearings] 
but  I  can  determine  how  I  extend  oourte- 
aies,"  Senator  WATKora  aald  in  Waahlngton. 


WATKnra  MAKas  a  bkplt 

Tonight,  in  Washington,  Mr.  Watkiws  said 
In  reply  to  Senator  MoCabtrt'i  remarks  that 
"I  am  not  going  to  follow  hhn  around  and 
reply  to  evarythli^  be  says." 

"My  statement  is  self-explanatory.  It  Is 
based  on  the  rules  of  the  Senate  and  I  am 
going  to  follow  them." 

Mr.  Watkins  referred  to  Senator  McCax- 
tht's  interruptions  during  his  (Sens tor  Wat- 
Kiws')  speech  on  the  censure  recommenda- 
tion to  yiald  for  a  question.  This  Inter- 
rupted Mr.  Watkzmb'  speech  many  tlmea. 

Inally,  Senator  Watkuts  announced  that 
he  would  answer  questions  if  they  were  sub- 
mitted in  advance  so  that  his  remarks  would 
not  be  interrupted.  Re  said  he  would  follow 
Senate  rules  of  courtesy  in  this  regard. 

"If  I  were  to  do  what  WAnum  Is  doing," 
Senator  McCabtht  said,  "and  someone  pro- 
poaed  a  censure.  I  would  say  *rlghUy  so.'  " 

Senator  McCabtht  said  he  had  no  cocn- 
ment  on  the  statement  by  Senator  PasMcia 
Casx,  Republican,  of  South  Dakota,  who  waa 
on  the  Watkins  committee  which  drew  up 
the  censure  charges  against  Mr.  McCaxtht. 
Mr.  Casb  said  he  would  support  a  substitute 
course  of  acUon. 

Senator  McCabtht  reiterated  that  he  knew 
there  were  enough  votea  to  oenstire  him  and 
he  wanted  to  get  It  over  with  ao  he  could 
get  back  to  the  work  at  Investigating  Com- 
munists. 

"There  are  considerably  In  excess  of  25  in- 
dividuals who  appear  to  be  clearly  Commu- 
nists working  in  defense  plants,  handling 
classlfled  material  up  to  top  aeeret,"  he  said. 

Mr.  McCabtht  declared,  too.  he  had  sent 
to  Mr.  WATKnca  a  telegram  aaklng  him  to  ap- 
pear before  the  McCarthy  subcommittee  at 
0  p.  m.  Monday  to  give  any  information  he 
had  about  the  case  of  former  Maj.  Irving 
Peress. 

"I  doubt  If  he  has  any,"  Mr.  McCaxtht 
said. 

"I  don't  want  to  be  Investigated  again.  I 
would  have  to  quit  laveatlgatlng  Commu- 
nists," he  said.  "I  dont  Intend  to  quit,  ao 
there'll  be  a  sixth,  seventh,  and  so  forth, 
investigation.    This  is  the  fifth." 

He  listed  the  four  previous  InvesUgatlona 
as  thoae  by  the  Tydlngs  committee,  the  one 
Into  the  Maryland  election,  the  De  Witt  In- 
vestigation, and  the  Stevens-McCarthy  hear- 
ing. 


wewdd  have  bean  held  If 
ejqmalBg  ooounualats,"  he 

Mr.  McCabtht  pinned  the  ,BepubUean's 
loaa  c€  the  eleetioa  on  mt«ti>nHHT»g  of  the 
term  Bltaatton  and  "the  Jungle  warfare  our 
owH  party  has  been  waging  against  those 
or   oa   who    have   been   exposing   Commu- 
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taxwwM.  xoa  aanHBAT 

The  Wleeonstn  BepuUtean  was  the  guest 
tonight  at  a  teetlmonlal  dinner  In  honor  of 
his  birthday,  which  is  tomorrow.  A  crowd 
of  about  1,300  was  expected  to  attend. 

Senator  Baot  Ooldwatbb.  Republican,  o* 
ArlBcoa.  was  to  speak  over  a  network  of  18 
Wlsoonsla  radio  stations.  Mr.  licCASTBr 
hlmeeg  waa  to  make  a  brief  addreee  on  the 

Senator  McCabtht  said  he  would  not 
apologlae  for  remarks  he  made  about  Sen- 
ator BoBKT  C.  HxMnaicxaoM,  Republican,  of 
New  Jersey,  so  the  Senate  might  as  weU  cen- 
sure him. 

Re  declared  there  was  no  doubt  that  there 
were  enoogh  votes  against  him  to  evoke  cen- 
■ure.  He  aald  he  wanted  to  "get  It  over 
with"  ao  he  eould  get  back  to  the  job  of 
httntlng  out  Oommunlsta. 

When  aaked  what  sort  at  compromise  Sen- 
ator avxBBTT  Dntxaaw,  BepubUcan.  of  lUi- 
nois,  had  In  mind  as  an  alternative  to  cen- 
sure Mr.  McCabtht  aald  he  did  not  know. 

"Xv'B  got  something  he's  working  on,  but 
I  have  been  so  busy  I  dont  know  what 
theyTe  doing."  Senator  McCabtht  said. 

Be  added  he  doubted  that  a  vote  for  cen- 
eure  would  affect  his  chanoea  of  reelection  In 
issa. 

"I  think  the  people  know  I  wouldnt  be  up 
for  oensure  if  I  hadn't  been  fighting  commu- 
nism," he  obeerved. 

Senator  McCabtht  said  his  subcommittee 
might  "work  through  the  Christmas  holi- 
days on  Communists  in  defense  plants,"  and 
that  there  had  been  deliberate  attempts  to 
keep  the  subcommittee  from  expoelng  Com- 
munists for  many  months. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
back  the  remainder  of  my  time,  and 
withdraw  my  motion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  motion 
cannot  be  withdrawn,  since  the  yeas  and 
nays  have  been  ordered. 

Mr.  DIRXSEN.  Mr.  President.  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  motion,  unless  an- 
other Senator  controls  the  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  senior 
Senator  from  Utah  control!  the  time. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  am 
opposed  to  the  motion. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  need  only  2  or  3 
minutes. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  jrield  2  minutes  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  have  the  attoitlon  of  the 
Junim-  Senator  fnnn  Texas.  I  address 
my  remaiics  to  the  Chair,  to  the  attention 
of  the  Parliamentarian,  and  to  the  Junior 
Senatmr  f  itnn  Texas. 

I  respectfully  inquire.  Mr.  President, 
whether  or  not  either  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  distinguished  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado  or  the  alternative  lan- 
guage submitted  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Texas  would  be  In  order  if  at  the 
end  of  the  language  we  were  to  strike  out 
the  period  at  the  end  of  line  9.  insert  a 
comma,  and  then  add: 

And  that  the  efforts  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wlaoonsin.  Senator  McCabtht.  In  ex- 
posing thm  menace  of  oommunlsm  are  hereby 
eomntended. 


Mr.  CASE.  Ux.  President,  I  Move  to 
lay  on  the  table  the  motton  offered  k7  tiM 
junior  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.mBKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
the  floor.  I  very  respectfall]r  mAc  a  rul- 
ing f rran  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Tttt  nilinc 
of  the  Chair  Is  that  tbe  ammrtment  w^ 
modtflfd  bj  the  Senator  from  niitmiy 
would  not  be  germane. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  WouU  not  be  ger- 
mane. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  mov«  to 
lay  on  the  tabie  the  motlan  to  reeonunit, 
offered  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah, 
and  I  waive  and  yield  back  aU  my  re* 
malning  time. 

The  VICE  PRESlDEm*.  Tliequestioa 
Is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota. 

BCr.BRlDOES.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESnMSNT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  yeas  and  nays 
had  been  ordered  on  the  motion  prior  to 
the  time  the  motion  waa  made.  Is  a  mo- 
tion to  table  m  order  after  the  yeas  and 
nays  have  been  ordered? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  motion  to 
Uble  is  in  order  prior  to  the  rollcalL 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Even  after  the  yeas 
and  nays  have  been  ordered? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Even  after 
the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered; 
that  is  correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  MT.  President,  in 
order  that  the  Senate  may  flna^  oom- 
plete  its  business.  I  wonder  if  we  eoold 
not  get  unanimous  oonsmt — and  it  ooidd 
be  done  only  by  unanimous  consent-^* 
that  the  order  for  the  yeas  and  nays  be 
withdrawn.  Then  the  Senator  fifsm 
Utah  could  withdraw  his  motkm  to  re- 
commit, and  the  Senate  could  then  vote 
on  the  pending  resolutlan  finally,  on 
which,  of  course,  I  woukl  want  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reaenr- 
Ing  the  right  to  object.  I  do  not  see  th« 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jnnm]  on 
the  floor,  and  I  do  not  believe,  in  view 
of  his  previous  objection,  tt  would  be 
fair  to  enter  into  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement  without  his  being  present. 

Mr.  WSiKER.  Mr.  Presldeut.  I  Ob- 
ject. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Objection^ 
heard.  The  question  now  Is  on  agreciuc 
to  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  to  lay  on  the  taUe  the  motion  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  that  the 
pending  reatdutton  be  reconunltted. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  waa 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRBSTDKNT.  The  Sena- 
tor from  CaUf (xnia  wUl  state  it 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Is  the  vote  now  to 
be  taken  on  the  question  of  final  adop- 
tion <it  the  resolutlcm.  as  amended? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  re90> 
hition  is  open  to  further  amendment. 
If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to  ba 
pnqxMed.  the  question  now  Is  on  ado|»- 
tion  of  the  resolution,  as  amended. 
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Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Bfr.  Prealdent.  on 
this  qaegtkm,  I  aak  for  the  Teas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  VICX  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre- 
tary wlU  caO^e  ndL 

Mr.  HICXENLOOPER.  ICr.  Presi- 
dmt.  what  is  the  situation  in  regard  to 
debatte  cm  the  question  of  final  adoption 
of  the  reaohitlon.  as  amended?  Is  there 
a  Umltatifm  on  the  time? 

The  VICZ  PRESIDENT.  Under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement,  no  time 
is  left  for  ddbate  on  the  resohition.  The 
wmmmoas-eonacnt  agreement  provides 
for  time  for  debate  on  amendments  or 
motions  w  suhstitutes. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICK  VBXlsnyEKT.  The  Senator 
from  Iowa  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HICKBNLObPER.  Does  a  failure 
of  the  agreement  to  mention  a  limitation 
on  the  time  for  debate  on  the  question 
of  final  adoption  of  the  resolution,  as 
amended,  necessarily  indicate  that  there 
is  a  limitation  on  the  time  available  for 
debate  on  the  questior.  of  final  adoption 
of  the  resolution,  as  amended? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  unanl- 
mous-consent  agreement  sets  forth  the 
specific  limitations  as  to  the  time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  in 
order  that  we  may  not  again  become  in- 
volved in  a  prolonged  discussion,  with 
amendments  being  submitted — because  I 
think  all  Senators,  regardless  of  dif- 
ferences ctopiaioD  on  this  matter,  are 
desirous  of  having  it  come  to  a  conclu- 
'siOQ — ^may  net  we  be  able  to  agree  that 
there  may  be  ope-half  an  hoiu-  for  each 
side  for  debate  on  the  question  of  final 
adopticm  of  the  resolution,  as  amended? 

SEvnAL  Skkatohs.  I  object. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Objection  is 
heard. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.   Mr.  President, 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Iowa  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  did  not  in- 
tend to  raise  this  issue  at  this  particular 
moment,  because  inquiry  earlier  this  af- 
ternoon informed  several  of  us  that  there 
was  no  limitation  on  debate  on  the  ques- 
tion of  final  adoption  of  the  resolution, 
as  amended.  I  myself  did  not  inquire  at 
the  desk,  of  the  Parliamentarian;  but  I 
relied  upon  inquires  made  by  other  Sen- 
ators of  those  whom  I  thought  had  accu- 
rate information  <m  that  subject.  I  as- 
sumed there  was  no  limitation  on  debate 
on  the  question  of  final  adoption  of  the 
resolution,  as  amended. 

I  did  not  Intend  to  disctiss  the  matter 
at  length,  but  there  are  some  things  I 
intended  to  say.  and  I  would  Just  as  soon 
say  them  on  the  question  of  final  adop- 
tion of  the  resolution,  as  amended. 

Do  I  correctly  understand  that  the 
Chahr's  ruling  now  is  that  no  time  is 
available  for  debate,  after  the  resolution 
has  been  perfected?  Is  it  the  ruling  of 
the  Chaur  that  at  this  time  no  time  is 
available  for  debate  on  the  resolution 
as  it  is  perfected? 

The  VK2B  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  is 
boimd.  in  Its  ruling,  as  is  the  Senate,  by 
the  unammous-oonsent  agreement, 
Which  does  not  provide  time  for  debate 
on  the  resolution,  as  amended. 
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BCr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presidett, 
a  further  parUamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senaljor 
from  Iowa  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  By  the  same 
token,  the  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment does  not  limit  the  time;  it  is  sileftt 
on  the  question  of  time,  as  I  understand 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  unani- 
mous consent  agreement  does  specifically 
limit  the  time  the  Senate  may  spend  on 
the  resolution— on  amendments,   n»- 

tions,  and  substitutes.  It  does  not  allew 
any  time  on  the  question  of  final  adop- 
tion of  the  resolution,  as  amended. 

The  Chair  will  also  inform  the  Senator 
frwn  Iowa  that  in  discussing  this  matter 

with  the  Parliamentarian,  the  Chair  is 
informed  that  in  other  circumstances  the 
Senate  enters  into  unanimous -consent 
agreements  which  provide  specifically  for 
debate  on  the  question  of  final  passage 
or  final  adoption.  However,  no  such  time 
limitation  is  contained  in  the  present 
unanimous-consent  agreement.  There- 
fore, by  implication,  no  such  time  can  be 
allowed. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
at  this  time  I  am  prepared,  if  I  have  to 
do  so,  to  send  to  the  desk  a  complete 
substitute  for  the  entire  resolution,  in 
order  to  obtain  some  time  in  which  to 
address  myself  to  it.  If  some  Senator 
wishes  me  to  request  the  yeas  and  nays 
on  that  question,  that  will  be  perfectly 
satisfactory  to  me,  also. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  Senator 
has  a  right  to  submit  a  substitute  at  any 
time. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  However,  Mr. 
President,  my  chief  purpose  is  to  have 
approximately  20  minutes — and  perhaps 
I  shall  need  only  12 — in  which  to  present 
some  facts  and  some  history  regarding 
this  very  tense  and  controversial  issue. 

Therefore,  I  would  ask  that  I  be  given 
not  to  exceed  20  minutes  to  discuss  this 
matter.  It  is  Immaterial  to  me  whether 
unanimous  consent  is  given,  because  1 
am  prepared  to  submit  a  substitute,  in 
order  to  gain  that  much  time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  California  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  will  yield  to  me  for  a  moment! 
I  wish  to  say  I  would  certainly  Uke  to  see 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  have  the  time  he 
desires  to  have. 

I  now  renew  my  request  that,  on  the 
question  of  final  adoption  of  the  resolu- 
tion, there  may  be  1  hour  of  general  de- 
bate, to  be  divided  equally  between  the 
two  sides. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  California  ?  The  Chair  hears  none : 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Now.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  yield  20  minutes  to  the  Senator 
from  Iowa. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Iowa  is  recognized  for  20  minutes. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President 
because  I  have  had  some  experience,  be- 
ginning with  the  incepUon  of  this  very 
difficult  and  unfortunate  controversy  I 
would  not  feel  that  I  had  conducted  m'y- 
self  properly  unless,  prior  to  the  final 
vote  on  the  question  of  the  adoption  of 


the  resolution,  I  took  steps  to  make  the 
record  somewhat  accurate  by  the  reci- 
tation of  some  historical  facts. 

Without  going  into  detail,  or  laboring 
the  point,  I  now  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  fact  that  the  entire  argu- 
ment about  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin I  Mr.  McOrthy]  had  its  inception 
back  in  about  1950,  when  he  made  cer- 
tain allegations  about  the  infiltration  of 
subversive  elements  into  the  State  De- 
partment of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. Of  course,  there  went  up  from 
Government  propaganda  agencies,  and 
so  forth,  a  hue  and  cry  that  he  was  a 
heinous  fellow,  that  he  was  "off  his 
rocker."  that  he  was  looking  for  pub- 
licity, and  similar  statements. 

Later,  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, after  his  first  address  on  that 
subject,  made  a  speech  lasting  almost 
2  days;  and  he  delivered  that  speech 
from  his  desk  on  the  right  hand  aide  of 
this  Chamber.  In  the  course  of  that 
speech  he  said  he  had  a  number  of  cases 
of  subversives  and  alleged  subversives 
who  had  infiltrated  the  State  Depart- 
ment of  this  Government.  He  said  he 
had  them  characterized  or  listed  by  the 
letters  "A,  B,  C.  D."  and  so  forth. 

During  his  2-day  speech,   a  number 
of  Senators  on  the  Democratic  side  of 
the  aisle  rose  repeatedly,  and  demanded 
that  he  name  those  whom  he  was  accus- 
ing  of   being   subversives.     The   Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  stood  here  for 
2  days— as  Senators  will  see  if  they  will 
take  the  time  to  read  the  REcoHD^and 
during  those  2  days  said  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  name  names  in  public,  would 
not  do  so.  either  under  the  immunity 
accorded  a  speech  delivered  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  or  otherwise;  but  he  paid 
that  if  a  special  committee  were  created 
and  were  charged  with  the  duty  of  in- 
vestigating the  possibility  of  subversive 
infiltration  into  the  State  Department 
he  would  turn  over  to  the  committee' 
in  secret,  the  hst  of  names  and  the  in- 
formation he  had  on  those  names,  and 
then  that  committee  could  go  further  in 
Its  investigation.     But.  notwithstanding 
the  great  insistence  of  Democratic  Sen- 
ators   who    demanded    that    he    oame 
names,  he  refused,  to  do  so.     I  heard 
that   speech.     My   interest   in    it   even- 
tually became  intimate,  because  io  re- 
sponse to  that  suggestion   the  Senate 
established  a  subcommittee  of  the  For- 
eign Relations  Committee  charged  with 
the  duty  of  investigating  the  alleged  in- 
filtration of  subversive  influences  Into 
the  State  Department. 

Bear  in  mind,  there  is  not  a  word  in 
that  resolution  saying  that  that  sub- 
committee was  to  investigate  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.  The  subcom- 
mittee which  was  established  was  called 
the  TydJngs  subcommittee.  It  hap- 
pened to  fall  to  my  unfortunate  lot  to  be 
a  minority  member  of  that  subcommit- 
tee. The  then  Senator  Henry  Cabot 
Lodge  of  Massachusetts  was  the  other 
minority  member.  Senator  Tydings.  of 
Maryland,  was  the  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee. The  late  Senator  McMahon, 
whcoe  untimely  death  we  all  regret,  was 
a  member  of  that  subcommittee,  and  the 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Or«en] 
was  the  third  majority  member  of  that 
committee. 


I  am  now  repeating  nothing  that  was 
not  placed  in  the  Record  4  years  ago. 
At  the  very  first  executive  or  organiza- 
tion meeting  of  that  6ut>committee  Sen- 
ator Lodge,  of  Massachusetts,  and  I 
moved  that  the  meetings  be  held  in 
secret  at  first,  that  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wlsconsm  be  asked  to  come  before 
us  and  give  us  the  names,  and  whatever 
other  information  be  had,  and  that  we 
then  proceed. 

The  three  majority  members  imme- 
diately voted  that  suggestion  down. 
They  said.  "No;  we  wUl  hold  no  secret 
meetings."  Senator  Lodge  and  I  argued 
that  that  was  what  was  suggested  by  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisoonsin.  to  pre- 
vent making  public  the  names  of  those 
whom  he  suspected,  or  might  secretly 
charge  with  being  subversive  in  their  m- 
terests.  The  majority  of  the  subcom- 
mittee voted  us  down,  with  the  state- 
ment. "We  will  hold  public  meetings. 
We  will  get  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
before  the  committee  in  public.  We  will 
subpena  him.  We  will  put  him  under 
oath,  and  we  will  make  him  name  names 
in  public." 

That  Is  exactly  what  was  done,  as 
shown  by  the  record. 

For  a  long  time  the  majority  of  that 
subcommittee  refused  to  allow  the 
minority  members  to  participate  in  the 
selection  of  counsel;  and  when  they  did 
allow  us  to  employ  counsel,  that  counsel 
was  on  a  number  of  occasions  excluded 
from  the  meetings  of  the  subcommittee, 
and  the  coimsel  of  the  majority  was  Iq^ 
eluded.  On  one  occasion  Mr.  Owen  Lat- 
tlmore.  who  came  in  for  a  considerable 
amount  of  mvestlgatlon.  was  permitted 
to  remain  in  an  executive  committee 
meeting,  and  coimsel  for  the  minority 
was  ordered  to  absent  himself  from  that 
meeting. 

The  committee  continued  to  function 
for  several  weeks.  The  Senator  from 
Idaho  (Mr.  Wklkkk]  can  issue  one  of 
his  mimeographed  censure  resolutions 
against  me  if  he  so  desires,  for  what  I 
am  about  to  say.  I  say  it  because  I  said 
it  in  1950  on  this  floor.  No  genuine  ef- 
fort was  ev.er  made  by  that  subcommit- 
tee to  Investigate  the  matters  it  was 
charged  by  the  Senate  with  investigat- 
ing. In  my  Judgment  the  sole  purpose 
of  the  subconunittee.  and  the  net  result 
of  its  work,  was  an  attempt  to  pillory  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  He  was 
on  trial  from  the  first  meeting  of  that 
subcommittee  until  the  report  of  the  full 
committee  was  filed.  It  was  a  report 
filed  without  authority  of  the  subcom- 
mittee. It  was  filed  as  a  report  of  the 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee, 
when  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee had  never  passed  upon  it  or  au- 
thorised it 

The  report  was  unauthorized,  but  It 
was  nevertheless  drafted  and  given  to 
the  press  by  the  majority  of  the  full 
committee  before  the  two  minority  mem- 
bers of  the  subcommittee.  Senator  Lodge, 
of  Massachusetts,  and  I.  had  ever  seen 
it.  and  before  we  knew  it  had  beexi 
printed. 

When  the  transcript  of  the  record  be- 
fore that  subcommittee  was  placed  m 
the  CoRoasBsioHAL  Rbcosd,  35  pages  of 
damaging  testimony,  showing  matters 
adverse  to  the  conduct  of  the  subcom- 


mittee, were  strangely  eliminated  from 
the  report. 

I  will  now  say  something  that  I  have 
never  said  before.  The  records  are 
downstairs,  on  the  next  fioor  below.  One 
of  the  citations  for  contempt  against  a 
witness  before  the  subcommittee,  and 
one  of  the  citations  for  contempt  re- 
ported by  the  subcommittee  to  the  For- 
eign Relations  Committee,  were  mate- 
rially and  substantially  altered  in  ver- 
biage and  sent  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

after  they  had  been  authorized  by  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee. 

I  know  something  about  the  history 
of  the  hue  and  cry  which  started  with 
the  trial  and  attempted  conviction  of 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  in 
the  early  days,  when  he  started  to  alert 
the  people  of  the  country  to  the  evils  of 
communism  and  its  infiltration  into 
Government. 

I  do  not  stand  here  as  a  defender  of 
the  verbiage  chosen  by  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin.  Of  course,  seman- 
tics is  an  art.  The  choice  of  words  which 
I  might  use  might  be  crude  indeed.  The 
choice  of  words  which  my  neighbor  and 
friend  might  use  in  attempting  to  say 
the  same  things  might  be  aitful.  clever, 
and  soft. 

Yesterday  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  I 
said  something  to  the  effect  that  if  one 
undertakes  to  deal  a  death  blow  to  a 
man,  or  murder  him,  it  makes  no  dif- 
ference, in  the  long  run,  whether  he  cuts 
his  tt)fbat  with  a  razor  or  chops  off  his 
head  with  a  meat  ax.  He  is  just  as  dead, 
regardless  of  the  delicacy  or  finesse  of 
the  slayer.  The  same  thing  is  true  4ft 
the  semantics  which  one  person  might 
be  able  to  choose,  as  compared  with  the 
rougher  or  more  blunt  words  which  an« 
other  might  use.  I  have  seen  Members 
of  the  Senate  not  only  stand  on,,  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  speak,  but  bt  art- 
ful movements  of  the  head,  by  gestures 
with  the  hands,  by  shrugs  of  the  should- 
ers, or  by  a  snarllhg  voice,  convey  the 
most  devastating  ridicule  and  contempt 
of  their  fellow  Senators.  Yet  when  one 
reads  the  Record  it  does  not  show  the 
lifted  eyebrow,  the  curled  lip,  the  shrug 
of  the.  shoulders,  or  the  contemptuous 
looks:  ^ 

As  I  stated  yesterday.  I  have  seen  wit- 
nesses abiised  in  committees  on  which  I 
have  served,  to  the  point  where  members 
of  the  committee  have  remonstrated  with 
the  colleague  who  they  thought  was 
abusing  a  witness.  Yet  no  censure 
resolution  has  ever  been  filed  m  such  a 
case. 

I  deplore  such  abuse.  I  can  say  that 
I  disagree  with  the  choice  of  words,  and 
with  some  of  the  rather  flailing  tactics 
which  I  think  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wlsconsm  has  used  on  certam  occasions. 
I  can  understand  that  anyone  with  his 
back  to  the  wall,  and  with  the  pack 
almost  at  his  throat,  may  strike  out,  in 
emotion,  with  almost  any  weapon  avail- 
able to  him.  Nevertheless.  I  am  not 
praising  the  use  of  certam  words. 

In  my  statement  yesterday  I  said  that 
there  is  no  more  honorable  man  sitting 
m  the  United  States  Senate  at  present, 
and  no  more  honorable  man  ever  sat  m 
the  united  States  Senate,  than  Aithttx 
WAnoxs,  the  Senator  from  Utah.  I  do 
not  criticise  him  m  the  least.    There  is 


no  more  high  class  committee  than  the 
select  cfmmiittee,  so  far  as  concerns  the 
respect  of  Members  of  the  Senate.  No 
finer  committee  could  be  choam. 

The  Senator  fn»n  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Hekdrickson]  is  an  mtimate  friend  of 
mine,  with  whom  I  have  had  a  great  deal 
of  association.  I  love  and.  respect  him 
smcerely,  as  I  do  other  Members. 

I  am  not  refiecting  upon  the  smcerity 
of  purpose  or  the  good  mtentions  of 
honorable  Members  of  the  Soiate.    ffor 

am  I  saying  that  the  Junior  Senator  f  tttt 
Wlsconsm  has  always  be^i  most  delicate 
and  artful.  But  I  am  sasring,  as  I  said 
in  my  statement  yesterday,  that  such 
things — and  worse — have  been  done  be- 
fore, and  yet  we  have  not  censured  the 
Senators  involved.  I  have  said  many 
bitter  things,  which  I  think  are  true. 
about  the  failure  of  the  ladings  subcom- 
mittee to  perform  the  mandate  which 
the  Senate  gave  it. 

In  July  1950  I  said  more  critical 
things,  I  believe,  about  the  failure  of 
that  subcommittee  to  do  the  Job  for 
which  it  was  established,  than  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  said  about 
either  the  select  committee  or  the  Gillette 
subcommittee.  I  do  not  believe  that  I 
used  quite  the  words  he  employed,  but  I 
meant  to  say  that  the  subcommittee,  of 
which  I  was  a  member,  failed  utterly  to 
do  its  duty.  It  faUed  to  meet  the  re- 
sponsibility which  the  Senate  had  given 

Am  I  to  be  censured? 

I  wish  to  refer  to  a  few  thingsl  said  in 
my  statement  of  yesterday.  The  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  an  incident. 
He  has  his  defenders  and  he  has  his  oon- 
demners.  When  I  read  the  charges'enu- 
merated  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
(Mr.  Flanders]  I  found  heinous  acts 
charged  against  the  Senator  from  Wls- 
consm, which  were  discarded  by  the  se- 
lect committee.  They  weic^^ahArges 
which,  in  my  opinion,  constituted  far 
more  drastic  criticism  of  an  mdlvldual 
Senator  than  any  remarks  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wlsconsm  has  made  about 
other  Senators.  I  say  agam  I  do  not  ap- 
prove of  what  he  said  about  other 
Senators. 

In  the  charges  which  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  FdlbrxghtI  filed  against 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  I 
find  at  least  one  charge  which  I  interpret 
to  be  a  charge  that  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Wlsconsm  is  corrupt  <inatw»ift]|y 
and  dishonest  m<»«Uy«  That  charge  was 
discarded  by  the  select  ooaamittee.  I 
would  not  vote  to  censure  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  or  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont, because  I  do  tiot  believe  that  is  tba 
way  to  approach  the  subject 

The  Senate  is  indeed  a  deliberative 
body.  If  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin has  transgressed  in  his  Terbiage 
what  I  might  beUeve  to  be  propriety.  I 
have  a  right  to  disagre^rith  him,  and  to 
personally  criticize  him.  However,  there 
is  a  difference  between  personal  criti- 
cism and  the  ofBctal  stamp  of  odium  put 
on  him  by  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

Never  before  in  our  history  has  the 
Senate  attempted  to  so  cireumserlbe  the 
freedom  of  expression  withm  the  eon** 
science  of  an  mdividual.  It  has  never 
tried  to  do  so. 
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X  amncfttier  ennrtwirtng  nor  defend- 
Inc  Jos  MoCMssT  At  this  point.  I  am 
te^avaboat  a  prlnetple  wbicb  is  mueh 
more  fadMMntal  tlian  Jw  ifoCunHT. 
Ifflevt  tlHit  nords  have  been  used  with 
^rtiicfa  I  dingree. 

Mr.  Prasldflnt.  I  am  eritieiae  the  Junior 
Seaatsr  ftoa.wlBOQnsin  tot  his  wronc 
uae^VQVds.  However,  there  is  a  bis 
onnvnee  between  my  Tiotently  dis- 
esredns  with  his  ehoiee  ot  expression 
•nd  my  pntttnc  an  ofOeial  stamp  of 
opiMOteUm  on  him  as  a  public  serrant 
«<*,^w«<fc  !>•  bee  used  in  times  erf  stieas 
wjfle  TCpceMottng  hla  eonstituents  In 
wtocoosln  and  the  people  of  the  United 
SUtes  to  the  best  of  his  aUllty  and  alonr 
^e  Itaes  he  brieves  are  most  effecttre 
in  the  public  Interest. 

Mr.  Prerident.  I  said  yesteiday  in  my 
2!?5?^  W?  I  wish  to  repeat  today. 
that  this  whole  matter  of  setting  up  a 
lericon  of  terms— and  it  may  be  that 
■^■[*^row— is  the  first  step  toward  the 
««»»o«blp  of  expressed  thoughts  as  well 
asttie  ctreumscrlption  of  words  to  be 
used,  the  method  of  expression,  and  the 
manner  in  which  an  Independent  and 
'!1?*.,?S?^  ^  ^^  United  States  shall 
aet  zorth  his  views  on  subjects  of  debate. 
^™*  ?*?"•  ^^  an  old  proverb  which 
^yathat  a  Journey  of  a  thousand  mi]« 
b^ns  with  the  first  step.  ^^ 

How  many  Senators  have  not  said  on 
cainpalgn  platfemns.  bitter  things  about 
th^opponcnts  or  about  those  who  op- 
posed them?  How  many  Senators  In 
the  Chamber  can  cast  the  first  stone 
when  it  comes  to  the  question  of  the 
use  of  Imivoper  or  unduly  harsh  terms 
in  the  heat  of  campaigns  or  otherwise' 
«J?2^  m»ny  Senators,  when  they  are 
SSS^  ^°^  *helr  political  life,  have  not 
perhaps  bem  indiscreet  so  far  as  the 
lexicon  of  the  parlor  is  concerned' 

No^do  not  agree  with  the  selection 
Si^*?!?  ^  ^*  Junior  Senator  from 
WIsocM^.  I  regret  that  the  Junior  Sen- 
ior from  Wisconsin  has  said  certain 
tWngs  about  Members  of  the  Senate 
whom  I  reepect  very  highly,  and  I  take 
no^ock  in  what  he  has  said  ta  that  re- 
gard. 

However,  yesterday  I  tried  to  sum  up 

!£«  J'L*"  ^^  ^  WttiXig  the  ofllclal 
•tamp  of  condemnation  on  a  S«iator 
It  is  not  McCsKTHT  with  whom  we  are 
«onownod  here,  although,  as  I  said  in 
my  statement,  when  the  Senate  votes  to 
censure  him,  Joy  and  haDelujahs  will  be 
■ung  In  every  Communist  den  in  the 
United  States  and  in  the  world.  Good 
people  oppose  Senator  McCaktrt.  it 
is  true  ^hat  peoide  who  are  not  Com- 
munis <9poee  McCasthy.  Neverthe- 
less, there  is  something  greater  than  the 
hate  or  the  dislike  or  the  dlsai^roval  of 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  for 
some  things  he  may  have  InadvertenUy 
•aid  in  the  heat  of  passion  or  emotion. 
There  is  something  deeper  than  that. 

We  are  beginning  a  censorship  over 
the  eh<dce  of  words  which  a  Senatw  may 
use.  We  are  beginning  to  make  up  an 
official  lexicon  of  vert)lage  and  to  set 
f  (H>th  the  terms  which  are  available  to  a 
Senator  In  expressing  himself  in  the  In- 
trest  of  his  ccmstituency  and  the  pe(x>le 
of  the  Nation. 

I  aaid  yesterday: 

.  This  raises  the  question,  of  course,  as  to 
whether  or  not  a  lexicon  of  words  of  pro- 
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prtoty  la  to  be  adt^ted  by  the  Senate  wl«hia 
the  limitation  of  which  each  Member  xaust 
carefuUy  omllne  himself,  else  he  be  oOciaUy 
cmsured  because  either  through  inadvttrt- 
gncy  or  emotion,  which  is  only  a  part  of 
b^aan  reaction,  be  oversteps  the  Una  of 
<tftelal  proprtety  of  the  moment.     It  raises 
theyieattop  of  whether  or  not  Senators  WUl 
be  etreumserlbecl  In  their  Individual  r%ht 
•od  amsdenoe  to  criticize  people  and  p«ac- 
Ucaa  in  what  they  beUeve  to  be  the  public 
interest.    It  raises  the  question  of  whettier 
or  not  Senators  will  be  clrciimscrlbed  and 
limited  In  their  right  and  freedom  to  dis- 
cuss the  conduct  and  attitude   of  foreign 
nations  toward  this  country,  else  they  be 
eenrared  by  those  who  may  disagree  with 
them,  or  who  may  consider  their  laneuace 
untimely  or  111  choeen.     It  raises  the  qvS- 
tlon  of  the  meaning  of  the  constitutiooal 
protection,  which  says  that  for  words  spoken 
on  the  noOT  of  the  United  States  Senate  the 
Member  shall  not  be  questioned  in  any  other 
place.    It  raises  the  whole  question  of  what 
freedom  wlU  remain  to  a  Member  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  express  his  views  on  matters  which 
he  in  conscience  believes  to  be  affecting  the 
public  Interest  of  his  country  or  of  his  con- 
atltuents.    It  raises  the  ominous  cloud  of 
censxire   over   a   body   and   its  membership 
which.    1^    imtU    now    has    retained     the 
strength  of  freedom  in  debate  and  latitude  in 
investigation,     it   raises   the    question   of 
whether  censure  In  this  case  would  put  tihe 
stamp  ol  approval  upon  defiance  of  a  law- 
fuUy  constituted  committee  of  this  body  by 
servanu    of    or    by    a    department    of    ttie 
Government. 


Serious  questions  are  raised  In  this 
c^troversy.  I  can  brush  McCakt*t 
*^'  ^^^  *°  contempt,  but  because  Mb- 
C.JtTHT  Is  not  necessarily  the  primary 
Issue.  Perhaps  the  dislike  for  McCart«t 
and  perhaps  the  emotional  feeUng  to- 
ward McCarthy  are  overriding  the  rml 
purpose.  However,  once  such  a  move- 
ment as  this  is  started  in  this  last  great 
free  forum  6f  the  world,  there  will  be  ao 
turning  back  on  that  road. 

Every  subversive  element  in  this  coun- 
try would  like  to  see  free  discussion 
choked  off  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  I  do  not  say  that  the  resolu- 
tion of  censure  will  automatically  in  and 
Of  Itself  completely  clamp  down  cen- 
sorship. I  do  not  say  that.  But  I  do 
say  that  a  jcumey  of  a  thousand  miles 
starts  with  the  first  step.  We  are  tak- 
ing that  step,  because  we  are  censuring 
not  McCarthy,  but  a  Senator  for  using 
words  which  v^^e  do  not  like. 

Again.  I  say.  Mr.  President,   that  1 
have  heard  the  most  brutal  attacks  made 
on  people  in  nicer  words   than   those 
which  have  been  complained  of.    I  have 
heard  them  repeatedly.    I  used  to  know 
a  man  who  could  not  talk  without  swear. 
Ing  every  other  word.    Because  of  habit 
he  swore  in  the  parlor,  in  the  church, 
and  in  the  Simday  school.     He  was  a 
pretty  decent   feUow.     He   contributed 
more  to  the  church  than  did  most  of 
the  other  parishoners.    I  would  take  his 
word  rather  than  his  bond,  any  day.   But 
he  had  the  habit  of  profanity,  which  was 
Ingrained  in  him  as  deeply  as  was  his 
ability  to  speak.   My  father  did  not  have 
that  khid  of  vocabulary,  but  this  man 
applied  for  a  job  and  got  it.    He  could 
express  himself.    The  choice  of  words  is 
an  art.     Who  are  we  to  say  that  the 
choice  of  words  by  the  Senator  from 
Cahfomia  is  all  right,  but  the  choice  of 
words  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa  is  aU 


wrong,  if  we  both.  In  the  long  run,  say 
the  same  thing? 

Jos  McCarthy— I  think  I  violated  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  when  I  said  "Mc- 
Carthy"; I  should  have  referred  to  him 

as  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 

the  junior  Senator  from  Wiscomtfn  may 
have  chosen  words  that  other  Senators 
would  not  have  chosen.  I  think  most 
of  us  would  not  have  chosen  them.  He 
was  under  stress,  he  was  under  emotion; 
there  is  no  question  about  that.  I  de- 
cry the  words;  I  regret  them.  I  believe 
he  regrets  that  choice  of  words.  I  be- 
lieve he  has  proffered  an  apology  for  his 
impulsiveness.  If  that  is  what  we  want  to 
call  It.  But  I  say  the  Senate  is  taking 
a  step  today  which  many  Membel^  may 
live  to  regret  and  which  may  rise  up  to 
smite  some  of  those  who  follow  \m. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  think  votes  win 
be  cast  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  today 
through  venom.  No;  I  do  not  think 
,that.  But  I  do  say  that  if  there  are  any 
venomous  votes  cast,  those  votes  will 
return  to  plague  the  casters.  If  any 
votes  are  cast  in  emotion  today  I  um 
afraid  they  will  return  to  plague  those 
who  cast  them.  I  think  we  shouM  take 
an  open  view  of  the  question.  If  we 
individually,  want  to  tell  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  that  he  made  a  mis- 
take, we  should  tell  him.  but  not  with 
the  official  stamp,  the  red  seal,  indicating 
for  all  time  that  we  are  beginning  to 
circumscribe,  to  delimit  the  words  which 
a  Senator  may  choose. 

Mr.  President,  this  Is  an  Important, 
serious,  and  vital  decision  which  the 
Senate  has  to  make.  I  shall  vote  neither 
for  nor  against  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  I  shall  attempt  to  vote  for 
a  principle  which  I  think  is  in  danger  of 
being  partially  destroyed.  I  shall  vote 
as  I  have  voted  heretofore,  not  in' favor 
of  anyone,  but  against  the  procedure  I 
shall  vote  against  the  resolution  not  be- 
cause of  the  verbiage  which  Is  contained 
In  it,  but  because  of  what  I  think  a  cen- 
sure resolution  of  this  kind  will  do  to 
the  great  freedoms  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  and  the  repercussions  it 
will  have  on  our  free  system.  That  is 
my  position  today. 

I  could  not  let  the  resoluUon  come  to 
a  final  vote  without  further  explaining 
my  position  and  spreading  it  upon  the 
Rkcoro. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MUNDT.    I  think  the  approach 
of  the  Senator  from  Iowa  to  the  problem 
has  been  very  sound  and  dispassionate 
and  I  think  he  has  rendered  the  country 
a  great  servic»4n  trying  to  depersonalise 
the  issues  and  to  bring  the  discussion 
back  to  historic  facts  and  fundamental 
principles.    I  congratulate  him. 
>^  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  shares  with 
^le  my  disturbance  with  reference  t4  the 
second  count  which  is  now  before  us 
because.  If  I  understand  correctly,  we 
have  now  taken  all  reference  to  General 
Zwicker  entirely  out  of  the  resolution. 
The   select  committee   brought  in   the 
original  second  count  against  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  on  the  basis  of 
the  General  Zwicker  incident  and  with 
the  full  vote  of  the  select  committee 
except    for    one    member    who    voted 
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"present."  They  have  now  retreated 
enUrely  from  their  position  on  the 
Zwicker  count  and  substituted  the  Ben- 
nett proposal.  They  have  also  now 
eliminated  all  reference  to  the  term 
"censure"  as  it  appeared  frequently  in 
their  original  resolution. 

The  second  count  now  deals  with 
words  used  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  on  the  radio  and  on  television 
and  in  a  press  conference.  I  Icnow  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  must  realize,  as  I  do, 
how  easy  it  is  to  slip  and  stumble  and 
make  errors  in  statements  in  front  of  a 
radio  microphone  or  the  TV  cameras. 
Will  the  Senator  comment  on  the  dan- 
gers which  we  would  face  if  we  would 
establish  the  precedent  of  censuring  or 
condemning  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  or  any  Senator  without  even 
a  committee  hearing  because  of  a  slip 
of  the  tongue  or  the  use  of  unfortunate 
language  uttered  under  the  stress  and 
strain  of  a  radio  w  TV  interview?  What 
might  such  a  precedent  do  to  free  speech 
and  free  conscience  in  the  United  States 
Senate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  compelled  to  announce  that  the 
Senator's  time  is  now  completely 
consumed. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
I  did  not  want  to  trespass  on  the  time 
of  the  Senate;  I  did  not  want  to  use 
any  subterfuge  to  get  time,  and  I  ap- 
preciate the  indulgence  of  the  Senate  in 
granting  me  time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  1  minute  in  order  that  the  Sena- 
ator  from  Iowa  may  reply  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  imderstood 
when  the  recommendations  came  from 
the  select  committee  that  the  Zwicker 
incident  was  one  of  the  fundamental 
principles  in  this  matter.  It  now  seems 
to  be  discarded  like  an  old  shoe.  General 
Zwicker  is  no  more  one  of  the  princii>als 
in  this  case.  General  Zwicker  is  no  more 
the  maligned  and  abused  human  being 
we  were  led  to  believe  he  was.  Because 
of  expediency  or  otherwise,  he  has  gone 
out  the  window ;  he  has  disappeared  into 
thin  air.  I  am  glad  to  see  tha^issue 
removed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  back  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, do  I  correctly  understand  that  each 
side  was  granted  30  minutes? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  U 
correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  And  that 
the  time  of  the  nmjority  has  already  been 
consumed? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  Is 
correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  And  that  if 
the  minority  leader  would  yield  back  his 
30  minutes  and  not  use  it,  we  could  then 
proceed  to  vote  on  the  resolution,  as 
amended,  without  further  debate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  yield  back  my  time. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.   Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  in  order  that  I  may 
have  placed  In  the  body  of  the  Record 
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a  statement  without  taking  up  the  time 
of  the  Senate  to  read  it? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  for 
that  purpose. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  placed  in  the 
body  of  the  Rkcoko  a  speech  which  I 
have  prepared  on  the  censure  recom- 
mendations. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  speech 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Speech    Psbparib   it   Senator   Bsidcrs    ow 
Watkws  CoMMirrsz  Czmsuu  Rxcoicmkn- 

DATIOMS 

I  want  to  address  my  remarks  to  the  whole 
problem  of  censure  from  the  standpoint  of 
State  eoTerelgnty  and  historical  precedent 
and  by  analysing  the  full  Import  of  censure 
as  affecting  freedom  of  debate  and  the  future 
efTectlveneae  of  the  United  States  Senate  and 
lU   investigating   committees. 

To  my  mind,  the  matter  of  censuring  a 
colleague  entails  the  consideration  of  these 
deeper  problema  so  that  we  do  not  find  that 
in  the  heat  of  emotionalism  over  Individuals 
we  have  established  new  precedents  that  will 
prove  to  be  embarrassing  and  unduly  restric- 
tive In  the  future.  Even  in  the  most  favor- 
able atmosphere  of  complete  Judicial  detach- 
ment In  our  courts  of  law  we  find  on  occa- 
sion that  decisions  have  been  made  in  regard 
to  cvurent  expediency  and  in  response  to  the 
passions  of  the  times  rather  than  on  sound 
development  of  existing  theories  of  law. 
Fortunately,  theae  occasions  are  rare  In  Judi- 
cial decisions  and  they  are  soon  set  to  right 
when  calmer  heads  prevaU. 

Prom  these  lessons,  however,  we  can  learn 
much  which  ahould  guide  us  in  oiu-  consid- 
eration of  the  matter  before  us,  and  the 
analogy  U  moet  apt  because  the  broader 
aspecU  of  the  instant  censure  proceedings 
call  for  a  quasl-Judlclal  aprn-oach  as  the 
queaUons  open  for  debate  are  Involved  In 
the  legallstlcs  of  InterpreUtlon  of  our  Fed- 
eral Constitution  and  the  Rules  of  Procedure 
of  this  body. 

There  have  been,  and  will  be,  remarks 
made  by  my  colleagues  trained  In  the  Held 
of  law  which  wUl  go  Into  these  matters  with 
thoroughness  and  deUll  as  befits  their  train- 
ing. I,  as  a  layman  In  the  field  of  law,  would 
not  attempt  to  Indulge  In  the  Intricacies  of 
legal  debate,  but  I  think  that  the  matters  we 
must  consider,  although  legal  In  natnre,  are 
so  founded  in  American  ideas  of  fair  play 
that  no  particular  legal  background  Is  nec- 
eaaary.  Indeed,  our  greatest  constitutional 
lawyers  have  weU  said  that  the  body  of  the 
law  Is  no  more  than  the  enunciation  of  the 
public  concept  of  fairness  and  Justice  as 
applied  to  a  particular  situation. 

As  the  senior  Member  of  my  colleagues 
on  this  side  of  the  aisle,  and  one  of  the 
senior  liembers  of  this  whole  body,  I  have 
aeen  many  characters  cross  the  stage  of 
thU  great  debating  and  legUIatlng  society 
of  which  we  are  Members.  The  characters 
are  more  varied  than  those  in  any  play  ever 
written,  because  they  represent  the  diverse 
Individualities  of  every  nook  and  corner  of 
this  great  land  of  ours.  But  they  have  one 
common  denominator,  that  of  serving  their 
constituents  and  their  country  In  accord- 
ance with  their  best  Judgment.  That  is 
not  only  their  privilege  but  the  right  of 
threlr  respective  SUtes  as  guaranteed  under 
our  Constitution. 

In  the  matter  of  representation  In  tlie 
jSenate  of  the  United  States,  is  preserved  the 
npHndple  of  State  sovereignty  which  was  so 
fiercely  debated  and  so  forcefully  Insisted 
upon  In  the  Constitutional  Convention 
which  produced  the  document  which  has 
been  deacrlbad  as  the  greatest  document  ever 
oonoelvett  and  produced  by  the  mind  of  man 
at  one  sitting  and  at  one  time. 

In  the  fierce  debate  between  the  National- 
ists and  Federalists,  Johnson  of  Connecticut. 
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propoaed  the  great  compromise  at  a  repn- 
aenution  of  the  people  In  one  bramai  of 
the  legislature  and  the  8tot«  in  the  other 
and  at  ttie  doee  of  bis  debate,  lie  aaid:  "It 
la  agreed  on  all  hands,  that  a  portion  of 
government  is  to  be  left  to  the  States.  How 
can  this  be  done?  It  can  be  done  by  Join- 
ing the  sutea  in  their  leglsutive  capacity 
with  the  right  of  appointing  the  aecond 
branch  of  the  legislature  to  represent  the 
States  Individually." 

Thus  the  question  was  solved  with  the 
solution  that  the  sovereign  States  ahoald 
each  have  direct  repreeentation  in  the  na- 
tional legUlature.  to  wit  tlie  United  Stataa 
Senate,  and  thU  right  was  safeguaidied  1^ 
article  V  of  the  Constitution  In  the  foUow- 
Ing  words:  "And  that  no  State  without 
Its  consent  shall  be  deprived  of  its  equal 
suffrage  In  the  Senate."  Indeed  It  la  most 
significant  that  thia  Is  the  only  part  of  the 
Constitution  which  cannot  be  amended 
Although  the  method  of  selecting  theae 
United  States  Senatora— direct  representa- 
tives of  the  sovereign  Statea— can  and  baa 
been  amended  by  the  17th  amendment  from 
election  by  the  legislature  to  election  by 
the  people. 

Since  the  members  of  the  United  States 
Senate  are  the  final  repository  and  the  cus- 
todians of  State  sovereignty  In  our  national 
Government,  it  ia  Indeed  a  moat  solemn  duty 
that  we  have  and  it  is  with  the  utmost  cau- 
tion that  we  should  act  in  any  way  to  restrict 
or  limit  the  activities  at  a  fellow  Member, 
because  we  are  In  effect  tampering  with  thit 
sovereignty  of  his  State  in  ao  doing. 

As  in  all  organizations  it  is  neceasary  to 
have  certain  rules  of  procedure  in  order  to 
provide  for  the  laest  functioning  and  carry- 
ing out  of  the  duties  of  the  Congress.  And 
in  that  regard  certain  rules  governing  the 
United  States  Senate  were  set  forth  In  the 
Constitution— article  I,  section  5.  eteuse  2  of 
the  Constitution  provides:  "Kach  House  may 
determine  the  rules  of  its  proceedings,  pun- 
ish Its  Members  for  disorderly  behavior,  and. 
with  the  concurrence  of  two-tiiirds.  expel  a 
Member." 

Thia  was  a  necessary  and  proper  rule  but 
it  is  one  which  to  my  mind  should  not  be 
Interpreted  any  broader  than  Its  own  clear 
and  definite  language.  The  propriety  of  this 
rule  rests  on  the  fact  tliat  the  direct  rep- 
resentatives of  the  sovereignty  of  one  State 
should  not  act  In  such  a  way  aa  to  Interfere 
with  other  Members  of  this  body  In  acting 
aa  the  direct  representatives  of  the  sover- 
eignty of  their  States.  That  and  that  alone 
should  be  the  consideration  when  It  cornea 
to  a  matter  of  deciding  a  queatlon  of  dla- 
clpllnary  action  by  thia  body  In  regard  to 
one  of  its  Members.  If  this  nile  were  en- 
larged or  stretched  or  distorted  to  encom- 
pass the  sort  of  proceeding  we  now  have  be- 
fore us,  it  would  Indeed  operate  to  utterly 
destroy  the  purpose  behind  the  rule. 

If  we  are  to  censure  on  the  basis  of  the 
chargea,  and  the  evidence  In  aupport  of  Thnaa 
chargea,  which  are  now  before  ua.  we  would 
be  esUbllshing  a  precedent  under  wtilcb  a 
great  number  of  present  or  former  Membera 
of  this  body  might  have  been  censured,  and 
this  I  say  from  the  atandpolnt  of  IS  years 
experience  In  hearing  remarka  made  by  one 
Senator  In  regard  to  another,  cr  twmarks 
made  by  a  Senator  in  regard  to  the  testi- 
mony of  a  witness  at  a  hearing,  or  remarka 
made  by  a  Senator  in  regard  to  motlvea 
of  a  committee  In  arriving  at  certain  con- 
clualona. 

But  some  of  you  may  feel,  if  we  hereby 
establiah  a  precedent,  that  what  haa  been 
aaid  before  ia  water  over  the  dam  and  tliat 
about  what  U  said  In  the  future,  we  are 
forewarned.  Let  us  think  of  that  for  a  mo- 
ment. There  alts  among  ua  today  a  col- 
league from  the  sovereign  State  of  Wiscon- 
sin, wlio  is  subject  to  a  recommendation  for 
censure  without  the  benefit  of  the  forewarn- 
ing, for  which  some  would  say  we  are  now 
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Mttint  tlM  pneedtnt.    Tint  Is  tbe  dMnrb- 
Inc  part,  to  say  mind.  aC  this  ptoe«dur«. 

In  our  Baaato  Maaval  IB  tlM  McUon  known 
MmmmI.  tt  Is  elMur  that  "oltl- 
alao  »  liemtMr  of  this  body. 

Wliat  «•  mtm  sttwnptlng  to  dow  tf  va  try 
to  oansnrs  In  tlM  way  tbe  proposal  lias  been 
■erred  np  to  vs.  It  as  unnatural  as  trying 
to  ooooelT*  and  give  birth  at  the  same  time. 
We  would  be  creating  a  power  which  we  may 
or  may  not  have  the  power  to  create — ^we 
would  be  defining  a  crime  and  astaUtahlng 
a  proeedure  while  at  the  same  time  and  in 
the  same  proeesi  weighing  evidence  and  de- 
termining gttUt  under  the  power,  deflnltlom. 
and  procedure  that  we  are  In  the  process  of 
bringing  Into  being.  We  would  not  only  be 
going  far  beyond  establishing  precedent  un- 
der the  OoostltutlQn  but  we  would  be  flying 
In  the  face  of  other  constitutional  guaran- 
ties of  fair  play,  such  as  the  provision  that 
one  will  not  be  made  acomin  table  to  an  ex- 
post  facto  law. 

Now  let  us  eoaslder  the  consequence  of 
carrying  through  the  censure  proposals  to 
the  ultimate  conclusion.  Hie  precedent 
would  be  an  undue  Inhibition  on  debate. 
The  Members  of  this  body  are  not  demlgocte 
and  archancels  they  are  human  beings  and 
while  human  nature  remains  imperfect  so 
will  be  the  conduct  which  Is  the  espreaslon 
of  human  nature.  From  a  great  debating  and 
legislative  body  we  might  well  descend  to  a 
group  of  sUent  mummies,  completely  inar- 
ticulate, each  busy  at  the  Job  of  being  his 
brother's  keeper.  The  prospect  of  this  even- 
tuality must  have  been  well  recognised  in  the 
past  when  you  consider  that  in  the  long 
history  of  the  United  States  Banste  there 
have  been  only  three  occastoTn  when  censure 
vas  considered.  In  tbe  first  case,  when  one 
Kemher  advanced  on  another,  the  other  met 
him  with  a  drawn  revolver.  In  that  case,  in 
1850,  between  Senators  Benton  and  Wxiie, 
under  a  reeolution.  a  committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  Investigate  the  disorder  and  to 
report  to  the  Senate  "what  befits  the  oc- 
casion." The  committee  reported  no  Seiutte 
action  was  recommended,  and  the  matter 
was  dropped.  Plfty-two  years  later  Senators 
Tinman,  and  McXjaurln  engaged  in  lIstlcuiEs 
on  the  floor.  After  an  immediate  closed-door 
^session  of  2  hours  and  40  minutes,  the  Sen- 
ate unanimously  passed  an  order  that  the 
two  Senators  involved  be  declared  In  oon- 
tempt.  and  the  matter  was  referred  to  a 
then  standing  committee,  the  Ckinmilttee  on 
Privileges  and  Klectlons,  to  report  on  what 
action  should  be  Uken  by  the  Senate  In 
regard  thereto.  The  two  Senators  were 
given  permission  to  make  an  apology,  to 
purge  themselves  of  contempt  at  that  time. 
The  committee  reported  a  resolution  of  cen- 
aure  and  disorderly  behavlw,  which  also 
canceled  the  contempt  order.  The  contempt 
order  had  suspended  their  functions  as  Sen- 
ators for  the  6  intervening  days  between  the 
Incident  and  the  report  of  the  committee. 

Twenty-seven  years  later.  Senator  Bing- 
ham, of  Connecticut,  was  censured  by  reso- 
lution as  the  result  of  a  subcommittee  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Judiciary,  on  the  mat- 
ter of  lobbying  in  which  the  Senator  was 
Incidentally  Involved.  It  would  appear  that 
the  present  resolution,  because  of  the  simi- 
larity tn  hmguage,  was  drawn  with  the  Bing- 
ham censure  reeolution  as  a  model,  and  it 
would  seem  to  me,  that  we  sre  now  faced 
with  the  question  of  whether  we  shall  con- 
firm the  procedure  in  the  Bingham  case. 
wblch  was  a  radical  departure  from  the  al- 
ready cited  constitutional  provisions.  It  is 
not  uncommon  In  the  evolution  of  consti- 
tutional law,  as  X  have  previously  pointed 
out.  that  esrtaln  decisions  stand  out  as  spur 
tracks  branching  oir  the  main  Une.  which 
s|mr  tn^s  are  soon  abandoned  after  the 
lieat  and  expediency  at  the  moment  is  over. 
Are  we  now  going  to  add  expediency  to  ex- 
pediency and  extend  the  spur  track  further. 


rather  than  continue  on  the  main  line  which 
has  served  us  for  more  than  165  years? 

Before  leaving  the  issue  of  this  body  bfing 
the  final  repository  of  State  sovereignty,  let 
our  minds  travel  back  over  the  167  years 
that  have  Intervened  since  those  hectic  days 
of  the  OonstituUonal  C<m  vent  Ion  In  Phila- 
delphia In  the  summer  of  1787.  In  the  Heat 
of  that  summer  without  benefit  of  alr-cDn- 
ditlonlng  the  tireleas  and  devoted  delegates 
to  that  convention  were  laboring  to  give 
birth  to  a  new  nation  destined  to  become 
the  greatest  nation  on  earth. 

Opinions  were  sharply  divided  and  com- 
promise after  compromise  was  the  ordet  of 
the  day.  Yet.  withal,  in  the  compromise  be- 
tween the  Nationalists  and  the  Federattsts 
in  regard  to  the  matter  of  State  soverelghty. 
the  eternal  right  of  a  State  to  preserve  Its 
sovereignty  was  most  strongly  set  forth,  and 
at  the  same  time  there  was  also  set  forth 
one  cardinal  rule  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
those  individuals  to  whom  was  entrueted 
that  sovereignty. 

That  was  the  rule  which  I  have  already 
cited  that  provided  punishment  only  for 
disorderly  behavior.  Putting  yotireelves  In 
that  convention  hall  and  thinking  with  the 
vigor  of  thoee  Founding  Fathers,  can  you 
imagine  for  one  moment  what  the  reaction 
would  have  been  if  it  had  been  suggested 
that  after  that  cited  rule  of  conduct  that 
there  be  inserted  something  like  the  follow- 
ing: "Provided  further  that  at  any  time  tfaat 
certain  Members  of  the  Senate  become  ttrl- 
tated  at  the  langiiage  and  methods  of  a  fel- 
low Member,  that  there  may  be  by  appro- 
priate resolution,  adopted  by  a  majority  of 
the  membership,  censure  of  that  Member 
and  the  sovereignty  of  the  SUte  from  which 
he  comes  U  thereby  abridged  to  the  extent 
of  the  censure."  Over  that  long  span  of 
years  1  can  hear  the  hooU  of  derision  that 
would  have  greeted  .-uiy  such  proposal. 

liCt  us  now  tiirn  to  a  contemplation  of  an- 
other and  equally  great  danger  that  rises 
before  us  In  the  new  and  uncharted  seas  Into 
which  the  adopUon  of  the  committee  report 
woxUd  eventiutUy  lead.  The  danger  that  we 
would  strike  on  the  shoals  of  Intolerance 
where  freedom  of  speech  would  be  Irretriev- 
ably lost. 

We  hear  a  good  deal  about  freedom  of 
speech.  Its  fair  name  is  taken  In  vaia  In 
many  and  varied  causes  but  here  In  the 
Oo^vas  of  the  United  States  If  freedom  of 
speech  is  undermined  and  curtailed,  how  can 
It  long  endure  elsewhere?  The  concept  of 
freedom  of  speech  shotild  be  safe  eternally 
In  this  its  most  redoubtable  citadel— the 
United  States  Senate.  That  our  FoundUig 
Fathers  decided  this  would  be  that  citadel 
could  no  better  be  expressed  than  In  the 
constitutional  provision  of  immunity  for 
whatever  nuiy  be  said  in  the  Chambers  of 
Congress.  In  a  democracy  so  great  Is  the 
pubUc  interest  In— so  great  is  the  absolute 
necessity  of.  free  and  untrammeled  free<iom 
of  speech  in  congressional  debate,  that  Im- 
munity was  given,  even  for  such  words,  that 
without  Immunity  would  be  subject  to  dvU 
€«•  even  criminal  libel.  Intention  was  never 
made  mart  clear. 

Are  we  now  to  reject  aU  that?  Have  we 
now  become  so  thin-skinned,  so  sensitive,  so 
lacking  in  stalwartness  that  we  are  seeking 
protection,  one  from  another,  because  of 
what  may  have  been  an  intemperate  remark 
made  in  debate?  Has  it  come  to  the  day 
when  we  can  no  longer  frankly  debate  with 
one  another  and  express  our  viewpoints  eten 
perchance  with  inadvertent  words  of  passion 
and  not.  when  debate  Is  over.  Unk  arms  and 
go  to  dinner  together?  Are  we  to  Jeopardise 
the  great  tradition  in  this  body  where  I  have 
heard  delivered  some  of  the  most  touching 
and  beautiful  eulogies  about  a  departed 
Member,  delivered  by  someone  who  through- 
out a  Senate  lifetime  had  been  his  most  bit- 
ter opponent  in  debate? 


But  some  will  say  the  privileges  and  im- 
munities of  this  floor  should  not  eftend  to 
committees,  such  as  Senate  Investigating 
committees,  before  which  the  public  Is  nMsst 
apt  to  come,  although  it  Is  clear  that  the 
immunities  and  privileges  do  extend.  Prob- 
ably none  of  our  Founding  Fathers  in  their 
wildest  flights  of  Imagination  ever  fireamed 
to  what  size  our  Federal  Government  would 
grow  and  what  varied  projects  It  would  en- 
compass. There  Is  no  special  conetstutlonal 
instruction  as  to  conunittee  procedure  except 
the  general  provision  found  In  article  I.  sec- 
tion V,  clause  U,  that:  "Each  House  may  de- 
termine the  rules  of  its  proceed tngB"  Nor 
Is  the  Senate  Manual  Instructive  on  the 
point,  except  for  certain  minor  matters. 

We  must  remember  that  although  investi- 
gating committees  are  not  a  new  feature  of 
our  operation,  nevertheless,  committees 
called  upon  to  Investigate  American  citizens 
for  subversion — American  citizens  who 
through  some  unfathonuibly  warped  and  per- 
verted thinking  would  participate  ladirectly 
or  directly  in  philoeophles  and  ooniplracles 
for  overthrowing  our  form  of  Government 
and  deliver^^  us  into  the  hands  of  a  foreign 
power.  True  the  word  traitor  U  not  a  new 
word  In  the  English  language.  But  new  In- 
deed are  the  traitorous  methods  which  we 
are  confronted  with  today.  Repugnant  to 
any  true  American  would  be  such  persons 
and  their  methods.  What  would  be  more 
calculated  to  try  the  soul  of  a  man  than  to 
have  one  of  these  people  in  evading  honest 
inquiry,  take  refuge  in  the  very  Constitution 
he  seeks  to  destroy.  What  would  t>e  more 
calculated  to  try  a  man's  soul  than  to  find 
that  such  people  have  infiltrated  Into  the 
highest  levels  of  the  Oovernment  Which  he 
Is  trying  to  defend  and  preserve.  Under  such 
circumstances  is  not  the  avoidance  ef  angry 
words  or  what  might  be  considered  intem- 
perate words  almost  an  impoesibiUty. 

But  let  us  not  reason  merely  in  the  ab- 
stract. Let  us  see  what  has  been  said  In  the 
past  In  regard  to  the  conduct  of  investigating 
committees.  In  my  search  on  this  subject  I 
happened  to  come  across  the  writings  of 
three  men — one  a  former  President  of  the 
United  States.  Woodrow  WUson.  who  in  his 
treatise  enUtled  'Congressional  Government" 
said: 

"It  is  the  proper  duty  of  a  representstlve 
body  to  look  diligently  into  every  affair  of 
government  and  to  talk  much  abovt  what 
It  sees.  It  Is  meant  to  be  the  eyes  and  the 
voice,  and  to  embody  the  wisdom  and  will 
of  its  constituents.  Unless  Congress  have 
and  use  every  means  of  acquainting  itself 
with  the  acts  and  the  disposition  of  the  ad- 
ministrative agents  of  the  Government,  the 
country  must  be  helpless  to  learn  how  It  is 
being  served;  and  unless  Congress  both  scru- 
tinize these  things  and  sift  them  by  every 
form  of  discussion,  the  country  must  re- 
main In  embarrassing,  crippling  Ignorance 
of  the  very  affairs  which  it  Is  moet  important 
that  it  should  understand  and  direct.  The 
Informing  function  of  Congress  should  be 
preferred  even  to  its  legislative  function." 

The  other  two — each  of  whom  by  coinci- 
dence, find  themselves  today  on  the  highest 
court  in  this  land,  which  Is  dedicated  to  the 
preservation  of  the  Judicial  branch  of  the 
Government  as  we  are  dedicated  to  the  legls- 
laUve  branch  of  the  Government.  The 
writings  from  which  I  quote  are  not  court 
decisions.  They  were  written  before  either 
of  these  men  ascended  to  the  Supremo  bench 
but  they  were  written  at  a  time  whon  they 
were  in  full  maturity  and  with  mature  Judg- 
ment and  since  "as  the  twig  is  bent  sO  Is  the 
tree  inclined."  such  I  would  think  wOuld  be 
their  belief  today.  And  may  I  further  add 
that  they  have  always  been  conalderod  men 
of  a  very  liberal  point  of  view. 

Justice  Hugo  Black  in  a  Harper's  article 
In  1936,  when  he  was  then  an  investigating 
Senator   himself,    expressed    approbation   of 
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the  tactic.  If  necessary  lu  handling  an  eva- 
sive witness,  to  "attempt  to  ahake  It  out  of 
him  with  a  more  drastic  attack." 

JusUoo  Frankfurter  in  writing  in  the 
May  ai,  1034.  New  Bepublic  at  a  time  when 
the  Walsh- Wheeler  Investigations  were  be- 
ing conducted  had  this  to  say  in  regard  to 
the  methods  of  Investigating  committees: 

"But  where  so  much  that  the  Department 
of  Justice  was  doing  under  Daugherty  was 
not  innocent.  It  is  highly  important  that 
even  innocent  transactions  In  the  general 
field  of  fraud  and  suspicion  be  explained 
In  order  to  eeparate  the  sheep  from  the 
goau.  The  question  Is  not  whether  people's 
feelings  here  and  tbere  may  be  hurt,  or 
names  dragged  through  the  mud.  as  It  Is 
called.  The  real  Issue  Is  whether  tbe  danger 
of  abuses  and  the  actual  harm  done  are  so 
clear  and  substantial  that  the  grave  risks  of 
fettering  froe  oongre««ional  Inquiry  are  to 
be  Incurred  by  artlOcial  and  technical  limi- 
tations upon  Inquiry.  Any  quantitative  and 
qualitative  Jtidgment  of  what  Walsh  and 
Wheeler  were  up  against,  what  they  produced 
and  how  they  produced  It.  leaves  tbe  expe- 
rienced and  disinterested  mind,  duly  regard- 
ful of  tbe  InvestlgaUng  duties  of  Congress. 
wholly  without  Justiflcstlon  for  chsnging 
congressional  procediue."  And  further  he 
said: 

"It  must  be  remembered  that  in  various 
fields  tbere  la  no  legal  protection  against 
harm  due  to  unfettered  s|>eech.  The  only 
safeguards  are  those  secured  by  social  and 
moral  pressure.  Thus  the  Immunities  en- 
Joyed  by  Judges  and  legisUtors  for  anything 
said  by  them  as  Judges  and  as  legislstcrs  are 
founded  on  deep  experience.  So  also,  tbe 
abuses  of  the  prlnUng  press  are  not  sought 
to  be  corrected  by  legal  restriction  or  cen- 
sorship in  advance  because  the  remedy  Is 
worse  than  the  disease.  For  the  same  rea- 
son, congreastonal  inquiry  ought  not  to  be 
fettered  by  advance  rigidities,  because  In  the 
light  of  experience  there  can  be  no  rea- 
sonable doubt  thst  such  curtailment  would 
make  effective  investigation  almost  Impos- 
sible." 

Further  on  Justice  Frankfurter  speaks  of 
the  then  proposal  to  Introdvice  curbs  on  the 
investigating  powers  of  Congress: 

"Where  they  have  never  been  resorted  to 
or  where  they  are  wholly  out  of  place, 
namely,  in  the  exercise  ol  the  informing 
function   of   Congress." 

And  finally  Justice  Frankfurter  says: 
"Whatever  inconveniences  may  have  re- 
sulted are  inseparsble  incidents  of  an  essen- 
tial exertion  of  governmental  power,  and  to 
talk  about  these  incidents  is  to  deflect  at- 
tention from  wrongdoing  and  iU  sources. 

"The  procedure  of  congressional  investiga- 
tion should  remain  as  it  Is.  Mo  limitations 
should  be  Imposed  by  congressional  legisla- 
tion or  standing  rules.  The  power  of  in- 
vestigation should  be  left  untrammeled  and 
the  methods  and  forms  of  each  Investigation 
should  be  left  for  determination  of  Con- 
gress and  its  committees  as  each  sitiutlon 
arises.  The  safeguards  against  sbuse  and 
folly  are  to  be  looked  for  in  the  forces  of  re- 
sponsibility which  are  operating  from  with- 
in Congress,  and  are  generated  from  with- 
out." 

In  considering  the  subject  matter  and 
working  over  the  remarks  I  am  making  here 
uxlay  I  have  been  haimted  and  obsessed  hj 
the  ominous  overtones  of  the  drama  in  which 
we  find  ourselves  the  pUyers.  What  has 
become  of  the  true  liberals  in  our  midst,  not 
ths  breast-beating,  self -proclaiming  ones? 
They  are  strangley  sUent.  while  the  breast 
beaters  and  self-proclaimers.  though  protest- 
ing the  utmost  liberalism,  are  unwittingly 
asking  us  to  take  the  most  reactionary  step 
this  body  has  ever  taken.  True  liberalism  U 
found  In  a  Uve-and-let-Uve  sUte  of  mind. 
The  true  liberal  does  not  go  about  with 
sandwich  boards  in  front  and  behind  ad- 


vertising his  wares:  hs  is  secure  In  his  own 
mind  with  his  llve-and-let-llve  attitude  and 
he  knows  well  that  actions  speak  louder 
than  words.  We  have  a  strange  situation 
today  In  which  thoee  who  shout  their  lib- 
eralism the  loudest  are  the  most  intolerant 
of  other  potnts  of  view  and  most  reactionary 
in  wanting  to  suppress  points  of  view  differ- 
ing from  their  own.  Labels  no  longer  mean 
anything.  One  must  stop  to  look  beneath 
tbe  surface. 

There  are  ominous  overtones  too.  In  the 
spectacle  we  present  to  the  country  and  the 
world.  We  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  can  take 
no  comfort  In  the  fact  that  these  proceedings 
were  Instituted  by  one  member  of  our  party  « 
against  another  member  of  our  party.  Tou. 
my  oolleagxies  on  tbe  other  side  of  tbe  aisle, 
should  have  no  pride  in  Joining  the  fray.  In 
the  hope  of  ]>olitlcal  advantage.  If  that  Is  In 
your  minds,  at  a  time  when  the  continued 
effectiveness  of  this  great  body  U  being  chal- 
lenged. These  proceedings  were  Ul-con- 
celved  and  each  day  that  we  remain  here  In 
political  sparring  and  wrangling  debate,  we 
present  s  more  and  more  sorry  spectacle  to 
our  own  cltlsens  and  to  cltlzeiy|.- In  other 
parts  of  the  world,  whether  the^  would  be 
friendly  or  whether  they  would  destroy  us. 
The  drams  In  which  we  are  indulging  dis- 
comforts our  friends  and  makes  gleeful  our 
enemies. 

I  see  ominous  overtones  In  the  fact  that 
our  investigating  subcommittee  on  sub- 
version has  been  immobilized  for  a  matter 
now  of  0  months.  Lost  In  the  morass  of 
endless  discussion  of  man  and  method  Is  the 
great  and  necessary  work  of  continuing  in- 
vestigation on  the  score  of  subversion. 

Final  and   most   ominous  overtone  of  all 

I  see  U  that  by  this  unnecessary  and  lU-ad- 
vlsed.  proceeding,  calling  for  censure,  we  are 
driving  the  greatest.  If  not  tbe  final  spike 
In  the  coffin  of  our  tripartite  form  of  gov- 
ernment as  we  have  known  It.  Government 
is  a  fiuld  thing.  There  is  constant  fiux. 
Change  Is  the  never  changing  order.  We  are 
now  at  the  apex  of  a  f>endulum  swing  toward 
overwhelming  dmnlnance  by  the  executive 
branch.  It  is  not  the  fault  of  any  individual. 
It  Is  not  the  fault  of  any  group  of  individuals. 
I  do  not  say  that  anyone  has  sought  such  a 
result,  but  such  a  result  we  all  know  we  have. 
All  of  us  wUl  admit  it  privately,  some  of  us 
will  speak  It  out  as  I  do  todsy,  publicly. 

Xf  we  depart  from  our  constitutional  con- 
cepts and  Instructions  which  I  have  n\en- 
tioned  hitherto.  If  we  depart  from  our  tradi- 
tions of  full  freedom  of  debate  and  the  In- 
violability of  otir  Members,  we  are  well  on 
our  way  to  oblivion  as  the  upper  branch  of 
the  greatest  democratic  legUlatlve  body  on 
earth.  In  our  Senate  Manual,  which  U  on 
the  desks  and  in  the  offices  of  all  of  us,  on 
page  SOS  appears  the  following: 

"Mr.  Onslow,  the  ablest  among  the  Speak- 
ers of  the  House  of  Commons,  \ised  to  say  it 
was  a  maxim  he  had  often  heard  when  he 
was  a  a  young  man,  from  old  and  experi- 
enced members,  that  nothing  tended  more  to 
throw  power  into  the  hands  of  administra- 
tion, and  those  who  acted  with  the  majority 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  than  a  neglect  of. 
or  departure  f;^m,  the  rules  of  proceeding: 
that  those  forms,  as  instituted  by  our  an- 
cestors, operated  as  a  check  and  control  on 
the  actions  of  the  majority,  and  ttiat  they 
were,  in  many  instances,  a  ahelter  and  pro- 
tection to  the  minority  against  the  attempta 
of  power." 

Oentlemon— my  colleagueo— I  kppoal  to 
you,  tbe  decision  rests  with  you  and  it  is  a 
decision  which  may  well  be  the  most  historic 
dedston  made  in  this  body  in  the  166  years 
we  have  participated  in  ahaping  the  history 
oZ  this  land.  I  ask  that  we  do  not  depart 
from  our  cetabUahed  rulea,  preoedenta.  and 
customs — that  we  urge  ourselves  ot  the  taint 
of  petty  bickering  at  a  time  which  I  fort 
is  a  time  of  crisU  for  this  United  SUtes 


Senate.  Let  tu  shortly  vote  against  censure 
and  then  let  \u  return  dedicated  anew  to  our 
real  tasks  and  problems  of  keeping  our  great 
country  on  the  straight  road  of  Its  mani- 
fest glorious  destiny. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  wlU  the 
minority  leader  yield  in  order  that  I 
may  place  in  the  Rkcoro  a  statein^t 
which  I  have  prepared?  ^ 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President.  I  adc 
unanimous  consent  to  have  placed  in  the 
Record  a  statement  which  I  have  pre* 
pared  on  the  censure  reeolution. 

There  being  no  objection.  Mr.  THrx't 
statement  was  ordered  to  he  printed  In 
the  RxcoKB,  as  follows: 

6TSTKMXMX    BT    SXMATOe   TSTX 

No  more  tmpleasant  or  difficult  duty  could 
fall  upon  the  Members  of  the  United  Statss 
Senate  than  that  of  Judging  whether  or  not 
the  acts  and  words  of  another  Senator  should 
be  pubUcly  censured. 

In  the  last  analysis  each  Member  of  tbe 
Senate  who  has  the  responsibility  of  casting 
a  vote  on  such  s  question  must  determine 
what  in  his  Judgment  are  the  merlta  of  the 
case,  what  action  wUl  best  maintain  stand- 
ards which  have  made  ths  Senate  through 
generations  one  of  our  gntkt  institutions  of 
freedom,  snd  what  wlU  be  Jn  the  best  in- 
terests of  this  Nation.         wy 

I  have  carefully  considered  this  entire 
mstter,  and  all  the  Issues  which  have  entered 
into  the  debate  and  the  public  controversy 
relative  to  It.  and  I  havs  concluded  that  in 
conscience,  in  respect  for  tbe  Senate,  and  in. 
the  diocharge  of  my  duty  as  a  Senator  I  can- 
not do  otherwise  than  vote  for  the  reeolution 
of  censiue. 

This  decision  Is  based  prlmarUy  vq^aa  my 
evaluation  of  what  is  the  real  issue  in  the 
present  case,  stripped  of  personalities,  emo- 
tions, and  unrelated  diversions. 

I  believe  that  Members  of  the  Senate 
should  be  held  to  strict  accountability  for 
their  actions  and  their  conduct,  that  wit- 
nesses before  Senate  oomnoittees  are  entitled 
to  fair  treatment,  that  Senate  oommtttees 
themselves  in  discharging  their  functions 
deserve  the  respect  and  cooperation  of  all  ., 
Members  of  the  Senate,  and  that  individual 
members  of  such  committees  In  carrying  out 
their  duties  should  be  free  from  peteooal 
attack  that  impugns  their  motlvea. 

It  is  when  there  Is  persistent  departure 
from  principles  such  as  these  that  the  honor 
and  prestige  ot  the  Senate  demand  that  a 
line  be  drawn. 

It  Is  like  the  line  between  liberty  and 
license. 

To  me  it  is  Of  the  greatest  Importaaoe 
that  the  business  of  the  United  States  Senate 
should  be  conducted  with  due  regard  to  tbe 
sUndsrds  which  have  made  ttUrn  logldattve 
assembly  (me  of  the  strongest  and  most  vital 
piUars  of  our  Bepublic. 

Siuely  the  American  people  have  a  rtglbX  to 
look  here  for  a  standard  that  Is  not  ordinary. 
How  Senators  act  and  what  the  Senate 
does  should  be  an  Insplratian  and  an  oaam- 
ple.  particularly  to  the  youth  of  Amertoa  who 
are  destined  to  Uve  in  an  age  of  conflict  at 
ideaU. 

When  the  Senate  deliberates  with  reason 
and  tmderstandlng.  when  It  proceeds  tn  or- 
derly fashion,  and  when  It  Is  true  to  Its  owA 
high  traditlona  it  Is  a  bulwark  of  ■trsngth 
for  our  own  country  and  a  beacon  ll^t  for 
aU  mankind  and  more  especially  the  young 
people  who  will  suffer  from  our  mtstalnsB  If 
made. 

Xjet  uo  look  to  the  futuro.  not  wtthoot  r»-^ 
gret  for  mistakes  that  have  be»  made,  but 
with  confidence  and  not  confusion. 
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Let  us  nlM  ih»  terel  of  poMie  «M»kn  aad 
•Bhanee  the  oooAtaBee  of  our  peopto  la 
tbOM  ehoam  to  aerw  tbem. 

X«C  ua  uw  tree  speeeh.  not  •base  It,  for 
the  vigorous  exchange  of  KteM. 

Let  Its  make  patriotism  a  llTlng  thing,  and 
hat  a  cloak  of  self -righteousness  or  a  mantle 
for  ourselves  alone  to  the  exclusion  of  other 
loytd  elttaens  niio  may  differ  with  our  views. 

Let  us  find  a  commoa  ground  at  unl^  in 
this  oovntry  stemming  from  the  strength  of 
oiir  Just  laws,  our  representative  Institu- 
tions, and  the  worthy  traditions  upon  which 
this  country  was  founded  and  upon  which 
It  has  heeome  great. 

If  we  do  theee  things  we  may  locA  to  the 
future  with  renewed  strength,  we  will  pore- 
vent  the  weakness  that  cones  when  we  light 
to  destroy  each  other,  and  we  will  make  the 
resources  of  freedom  the  firm  foundation 
upon  which  the  United  States  of  America 
wUl  stand  against  all  its  enemies  and  all  the 
forces  that  may  be  arrayed  against  us. 

Mr.  KNOWLAMD.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  PRBSIDINO  OFFICER.  The 
yeas  and  nays  have  ahready  been  ordered. 
The  question  is  on  agreehig  to  the  res- 
olution, as  amended. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President.  I  sug- 
fest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OJWICEH.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roIL 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senatora  answered  to  their 
names: 

Ifansfleld 

Martin 

McCarthy 

McCleUan 

MUllUn 

Monroney 

Iforae 

Mundt 

Murray 

Neely 

OliCahoney 

Pastore 

Payne 

Potter 

PurteU 

Bobotson 

Russell 

SaltoDAtali 

Schoeppel 

Scott 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  H.  J. 

Sparkman 

Stennls 

Symlncton 

T^ye 

Watkins 

Wdker 

WUIlams 

Toung 


Abel 

Prear 

Alkm 

Polbrlght 

Andersnt 

Oeorse 

Barrett 

OlUette 

Beall 

Ooldwater 

Bennett 

Green 

Brtdges 

Bsyden 

Brown 

HendrldESon 

Burke 

Hwinlngs 

Btwh 

Bickenlooper 

Butler 

Hill 

Byrd 

Carlson 

Hnuka 

case 

Humphrey 

Chaves 

Ives 

Clements 

Jackson 

Cooper 

Jenner 

Cotton 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Daniel,  S.  O. 

Johnston.  8.  C 

Daniel.  Tex. 

Kefauver 

Dlrkaen 

Kerr 

Douglas 

KUgore 

Duff 

Dworshak 

Kuchel 

Ssstland 

Langer 

Blender 

lidunan 

Zrvin 

Long 

Planders 


Malone 


The  VICE  FRESiraSNT.  A  quorum  Is 
present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
resolution  as  amended.  The  yeas  and 
nays  having  been  ordered,  the  Secre- 
tary wiU  eaU  the  rolL 

The  lecidattve  cleric  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll.        

Mr.  McCarthy  (when  his  name  was 
caned).  Present. 
-  The  roDcaQ  was  concluded. 

Mr.  &ALTQNBTALL.  I  announce 
ttiat  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bbick- 
Bl.  the  jBenator  from  Ti^Hiannt  [i^, 
CapbhmtI.  and  the  senior  Soiator  from 
Wiseonsia  [Mr.  Wiur]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Soutte  <m  official  business. 

On  this  Tote,  the  Senator  from  Gbio 
IMr.  Baxcxn]  has  a  pair  wiHi  the  Sen- 
ate frcHU  Tennessee  [Mr.  Goul.  and 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capk- 
BAKT]  has  i  pair  with  the  Senator  from 


norlda  [Mr.  SkathxxsI.  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
BazcKxa]  and  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Capkbabt]  would  each  vote  "nay." 
while  the  Senator  fnun  Tennessee  [Mr. 
GkMU]  and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  SmatheksI  would  each  vote  "yea.** 

Bfr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ooitx] 
and  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Skathxbs]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
►  KiNHEDY]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen- 
ate because  of  illness. 

I  announce  further  that  on  this  vote 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gonz] 
is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Bbickxr].  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  would  v»ote 
"yea,"  and  the  Senator  from  Ohio  would 
vote  "nay." 

I  announce  also  that  on  this  vote  the 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Smathers]  is 
peered  with  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Capehakt].  If  present  and  voting. 
the  Senator  from  Florida  would  vote 
"yea."  and  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
would  vote  "nay." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  67, 
nays  22,  as  follows : 


Abel 

Aiken 

Andenon 

Beall 

Bennett 

Burke 

Bush 

Byrd 

Carlson 

Case 

Chaves 

Clements 

Cooper 

Cotton 

Daniel,  S.  C. 

Daniel,  Tex. 

Douglas 

Duff 

■astUuid 

Blender 

Ervln 

Ferguson 

nanders 


Barrett 

Bridges 

Brown 

BuUer 

Cordon 

Dtrkaen 

Dworshak 

Ooldwater 


TKAS — 67 

Prear 

Fulbrlght 

George 

OUlette 

Green 

Hayden 

Hendrlckflon 

HennlngB 

HUI 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Ives 

Jackson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Kefauver 

Kerr 

Kllgore 

Lehjnan 

Long 

Magnuson 

Mansfield 

NATS  22 

Hlekenlooper 

Hruska 

Jenner 

Knowland 

Kuchel 

Langer 

Malone 

Martin 


McClellan 

Monroney 

Morse 

Murray 

Neely 

O'Mahoney 

Pastore 

Payne 

Potter 

Robertson 

Russell 

Saltonstall 

Scott 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  N.  J. 

Sparkman 

Stennls 

Symington 

Thye 

Watkins 

Williams 


MUIlkln 

Mundt 

PurteU 

Schoeppel 

Welker 

Young 


NOT  VOTING— « 

Brlcker  Gore  Smathers 

Capehart  Kennedy  Wiley 

AMSWEEtED  "PRESENT" — 1 

McCarthy 

So  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  301),  as 
amended,  was  acreed  to.  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin. J«r.  MCCSBTHT,  lalled  to  cooperate  wSth 
the  Subcommittee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions at  the  Senate  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  In  clearing  up  matters  re- 
yemed  to  that,  suhccnnmittee  which  con- 
cerned his  conduct  as  a  Senator  and  af- 
fected the  honor  «  the  Senate  and.  Instead, 
repeatedly  abused  the  subcommittee  and  its' 
uemben  who  were  trying  to  carry  out  as- 
signed duties,  thereby  obstructing  the  con- 
stitutional processes  at  the  Senate,  and  taat 
this  conduct  cf  the  Senator  tram  Wlscontfn. 
Mr.  MoCsanrr,  Is  coatrvj  to  senatorial  tra-' 
ditions  and  Is  hereby  condemned. 


8bc.  3.  The  Senat(v  from  Wiscomin.  Mr. 
ICcCaitbt,  in  writing  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Select  Committee  To  Study  Censure 
Charges  (Mr.  Watkins)  after  the  select  com- 
mittee had  Issued  its  report  and  bctfore  the 
report  was  presented  to  the  Senate  Charging 
three  members  of  the  select  committee  with 
"deliberate  deception"  and  "fraud"  for  fail- 
ure to  disqualify  themselves:  in  stating  to 
the  press  on  November  4,  1954,  that  the  spe- 
cial Senate  session  that  was  to  begin  Novem- 
ber 8,  1954,  was  a  "lynch  party":  In  repeatedly 
describing  this  special  Senate  sesston  as  a 
"lynch  bee"  In  a  nationwide  television  and 
radio  show  on  November  7,  1954;  in  stating 
to  the  public  press  on  November  J3.  1954. 
that  the  chairman  of  the  select  committee 
(Mr.  Watkins)  was  guilty  of  "the  most  un- 
usual, most  cowardly  thing  I've  heard  of"  and 
stating  further:  "I  expected  he  would  be 
afraid  to  answer  the  questions,  bxit  didn't 
think  he'd  be  stupid  enough  to  make  a  pub- 
lic statement";  and  In  characterbflng  the 
said  committee  as  the  "unwitting  hand- 
maiden." "Involuntary  agent."  and  "attor- 
neys in  fact"  of  the  Communist  Ptrty  and 
In  charging  that  the  said  committee  in 
writing  Its  repwrt  "Imitated  Coitimunlst 
methods — that  It  distorted,  misrepresented, 
and  omitted  in  its  effort  to  manufacture  a 
plausible  rationalization"  in  support  of  Its 
recommendations  to  the  Senate,  which  char- 
acterizations and  charges  were  contained  In 
a  statement  released  to  the  press  and  Insert- 
ed In  the  Congressional  Rccoko  of  Novem- 
ber 10.  1954,  acted  contrary  to  senatorial 
ethics  and  tended  to  bring  the  Setwte  into 
dishonor  and  disrepute,  to  obstruct  the  con- 
stitutional processes  of  the  Senate,  and  to 
impair  its  dignity;  and  such  conduct  Is 
hereby  condemned. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  vote  by  which  the  resolution 
was  agreed  to  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  I  move  to 
lay  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Utah 
on  the  table. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President.  I  wish 
to  address  the  Chair  to  propound  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  desires  to  know  wheth- 
er or  not  in  the  resolution  Just. passed 
the  word  "censure"  is  mentioned? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Answering 
the  inquiry  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire,  the  Chair  will  say  the  word 
"censure"  does  not  appear  in  the  body 
of  the  resolution. 

The  title  will  be  appropriately  amend- 
ed, and  the  clerk  will  read  the  title  as 
amended. 

The  CHirr  Clerk.  Resolution  relating 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, Mr.  McCahthy. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  an- 
other parliamentary  Inquiry 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Then  the  resolution 
which  has  been  agreed  to  Is  not  a  cen- 
sure resolution? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
has  not  stated  a  parliamentary  ipmiiry 

Mr.  BRHXIES.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  will  ask  the  Chair  if, 
after  the  elimination  of  the  word  "cen- 
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sure"  in  the  amendment  of  the  title,  the 
resolution  as  adopted  concerns  the  cen- 
sure of  a  United  States  Senator. 

The  VICE  PREBIDBNT.  The  Senator 
has  stated  the  same  inquiry  in  different 
words.  The  resolution  does  concern  the 
conduct  of  a  Senator,  and  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  or  other  Senators 
may  place  upon  the  resolution  such  in- 
terpretation as  they  desire. 


SENATOR  FROM  NEVADA 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  has  before  it  a  privileged  matter 
relating  to  the  credentials  of  a  United 
States  Senator. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  creden- 
tials will  be  read. 

The  credentials  were  read  by  the  legis- 
lative clerk,  and  ordered  to  be  placed  on 
file,  as  follows: 

Statx  or  NsvASA, 
Buctmvz  Dkpaktmsnt. 
To  the  PirstDEKT  or  thz  Senate  or  ths 

United  Statxb: 

This  Is  to  certify  that  at  a  general  election 
held  In  the  State  of  Nevada  on  Tuesday,  the 
3d  day  of  November  1954.  Alan  Bma  was 
duly  elected  by  the  qualified  electors  of  the 
State  of  Nevada  a  Senator  from  said  Bute 
to  represent  said  State  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  for  the  unexpired  term  of 
United  States  Senator  Patrick  A.  McCarran. 
deceased,  and  having  received  the  highest 
number  of  votes  cast  for  said  oOce  of  Sena- 
tor, as  appears  by  the  certificate  of  the  duly 
constituted  and  qualified  board  of  canvassers 
now  on  file  in  the  ol&ce  of  the  secretary  of 
state  at  Carson  City.  Nev.,  he  was  elected  for 
the  term  beginning  upon  his  qualifying  as 
said  Senator  and  ending  on  the  3d  day  of 
January  1957. 

In  testimony  whereof.  X  have  hereunto  set 
my  hand  and  caused  the  great  seal  of  the 
State  of  Nevada  to  be  alBxed  at  Carson  City, 
this  1st  day  of  December,  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord  1954. 

Chakles  H.  Russxxx. 

Governor. 

By  the  Governor: 

I  SEAL  ]  John  Koontb. 

Secretary  o/  State. 

The  VICE  PRESID»rr.  U  the  Sen- 
ator-elect wlU  present  himself  at  the 
desk,  the  oath  of  office  will  be  admin- 
istered to  him. 

Mr.  BIBLE,  escorted  by  Mr.  Maloni 
and  Mr.  Baowir,  advanced  to  the  Vice 
President's  desk,  and  the  oath  of  oOcc 
prescribed  by  law  was  administered  to 
him  t>y  the  Vice  President,  and  was  sub- 
scribed by  the  new  Senator. 

(Applause  on  the  floor  and  in  the 
galleries.  ] 

PERSONAL  STATEMENT 

Mr.  FLANDERS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  "Hie  Sena- 
tor from  Vermont 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  with 
the  exception  of  a  few  paragraphs  of  one 
speech,  everything  that  I  have  said  and 
done  from  last  March  until  the  present 
time  was  a  matter  of  deep  necessity  and 
deep  thought.  There  are  a  few  para- 
graphs of  one  speech  which  I  have  come 
to  regret  very  deeply,  nothing  else;  but 
I  do  regret  those  paragraphs  very 
deeply. 


I  ihoald  like  ftrrt  to  extend  my  apolo- 
gies to  the  Senate,  and  to  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wtscoiwin,  who  is  not 
present  I  told  him  that  I  hoped  he 
could  stay.  I  should  like  to  do  what 
can  be  done  in  the  way  of  clearing  the 
record.  That  will  be  difficult,  but  I  am 
assuming  that  there  are  still  a  niunber 
of  unbound  volumes  of  the  Rbookd  of 
this  session  of  the  83d  Congress,  and 
I  desire  unanimous  consent  that  I  may 
consult  with  the  majority  and  the  mi- 
nority leaders  as  to  the  possibility  of 
handling  the  RscotD  in  some  way,  and 
that  the  Senate  may  give  them  i>ower  to 
act.    For  that  I  ask  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  re- 
serving the  right  to  object,  first  I  should 
like  to  ask  why  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont did  not  apologize  to  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  before  this  late 
hour. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  As  for  the  time  for 
apologizing,  that  matter  lies  within  my 
own  control. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Then,  Mr.  President. 
I  object  to  the  request  for  unanimous 
consent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Objection  is 
heard. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Then.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent— that  having  been  prevented — I 
should  Uke  to  make  a  further  comment : 
I  trust  that  Senators  will  from  time  to 
time  read  over  the  speeches  I  have  made, 
commencing  with  the  very  friendly  one 
I  made  in  March,  which  I  hoped  might 
result  in  some  change  of  thought  or  ac- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  However,  that  did  not 
occur. 

I  now  end  that  part  of  the  discussion : 
I  have  mentioned  it  only  in  order  to  indi- 
cate that  my  relations  with  him  and  my 
thoughts  of  him  have  not  been  person- 
ally unfriendly,  but  I  have  been  seri- 
ously disturbed  by  the  course  of  events  of 
which  he  has  been  the  center. 

Now  I  wish  to  comment  on  the  fact 
that  this  morning  the  junior  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenmkr]  asked  me 
certain  questions  with  regard  to  my  re- 
lations with  Mr.  Lattimore  and  with 
others.  I  asked  him  whether  he  would 
put  those  questions  in  writing;  but  he 
took  my  noto.  crumpled  it  up,  and  left 
the  Chamber — from  which  I  conclude 
that  his  only  interest  was  in  asking  the 
questions,  not  in  obtaining  the  answers. 

I  wish  to  say  that  I  have  my  Lattimore 
file  with  me.  and  will  be  glad  to  show  it 
to  any  ccmstituted  authority,  either  of 
this  body  or  of  the  administration. 

Furthermore,  he  asked  me  certain 
questions  with  regard  to  my  relations 
with  Mr.  White,  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment. I  do  not  remember  the  others 
about  whom  he  asked  me;  their  names 
will  appear  in  the  copies  of  the  Coin»Ks- 
6IONAL  Rkcoed  whlch  wlll  be  available 
tomorrow. 

I  may  say  I  played  a  part  in  the  an- 
nounced Judsment  of  the  then  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Morgenthau.  and 
of  the  then  negotiator  for  the  banking 
system.  Mr.  Randolph  Burgess.  I  played 
an  important  part  in  making  amend- 
ments to  or  suggestions  concerning  the 


bills  for  the  Monetary  Fund  and  the 
World  Bank,  which  led  to  their  final  pas- 
sage in  the  House  ^d  in  the  Senate.  I 
do  not  remember,  Sr  the  moment,  that 
I  was  actively  engaged  in  conversation 
on  that  subject  with  Mr.  Harry  Dexter 
White.  It  is  not  impossible  that  I  was. 
If  so,  ttiat  is,  to  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion, my  only  connection  with  the  gentle- 
man. 

I  thank  the  Senate  for  its  attention. 

Mr.  JENNER.  BCr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  asked  me  to 
write  out  the  questions  and  if  he  gave 
me  a  slip  and  I  crtimpled  it  up,  I  apolo- 
gize. I  do  not  recall  his  handing  me  a 
slip;  I  do  not  recall  crumpling  up  such 
a  sUp. 

But  the  questions  I  asked  are  in  the 
official  RzcoKD  of  the  Senate,  and  could 
be  obtained  at  any  time  by  the  Senator 
from  Vermont.  All  he  needs  do  is  go  to 
the  Official  Reporter,  Mr.  Murphy,  and 
he  will  give  him  the  questions.  If  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  does  not  have 
them  and  if  he  is  not  interested  enough 
to  go  get  them.  I  will  repeat  them,  or  I 
will  give  him  a  copy  of  the  remarks  I 
made  this  morning. 

I  did  ask  him  to  answer  the  questions 
before  the  final  vote  was  taken  on  the 
censure  resolution  that  he  started;  but 
that  request  of  mine  was  not  complied 
with. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  answers  of  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  will  be  to  all  the 
questions.  But  I  am  certain  that  this 
body  and  various  committees  of  thiy 
body  will  be  interested  in  his  answers; 
and  we  will  expect  his  answers  to  come 
in  due  time. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  si^  that  this 
has  been  a  very,  very  sad  affair.  Many 
things  are  still  unanswered;  for  example, 
we  have  had  no  report  on  the  m%ii  cover 
and  the  telephone  cover  incidents. 

From  the  parliamentary  inquiry  which 
was  made,  I  find  that  the  word  "censure" 
does  not  appear  in  the  resolution,  as 
finally  adopted.  I  also  find  that  ref- 
erence to  General  Zwicker  does  not  ap- 
pear in  the  resolution,  as  finally  adopted. 

Mr.  President.  some<me  has  said  that 
apparently  old  soldiers  never  die;  they 
Just  fade  away,  with  resolutions  of  cen- 
sure in  their  hip  pockets. 

Many  unkind  things  have  been  said 
here.  I  predict  this  is  not  the  last  situa- 
tion of  this  sort  the  Senate  wiU  face,  as 
a  result  of  the  precedent  which  has  been 
established. 

As  an  example,  yesterday  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  said  the  Senator  frt»n 
Indiana  had  taken  leave  of  his  intelli- 
gence. I  wish  I  could  say  the  same  for 
the  Senator  from  Vermont. 

So  we  are  anxiously  awaiting  the  an- 
swers of  the  Senator  from  Vermont  to 
these  questions.  I  think  they  may  shed 
a  great  light  upon  what  has  happ«30d 
on  the  Ooat  of  the  Senate:  and  I  am 
sure  that  the  pnqserly  oonstttoted  eom- 
mittees  will  give  the  Senator  from  VSer- 
mont  an  invitation,  or  will  give  him  a 
subpena  if  he  docs  not  come  forward 
with  the  answers. 
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.  SntATS  REBQLirnON  SOI.  AS 
ADOPTS) 

Ifr.^JIBREQRT.  Mr.  PresUtent,  two 
Memlmrs  pn  ttie  other  aide  of  the  alale 
hare  caUed  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
censure  reeoiution  as  finally  adopted 
does  not  contain  the  word  "censure."  I 
beUere  Senators  will  find  that  the  last 
previous  resolution  of  censure,  as  it  is 
comnwmly  called,  adopted  in  1929,  also 
used  the  word  "condemned." 

For  the  information  of  Senators,  and 
In  order  to  convey  the  meaning  which  I 
attach  to  the  resolution  Just  adopted — 
and  I  believe  other  Senators  who  voted 
for  it  also  had  this  understanding  of 
it — ^I  should  like  to  read  from  Webster's 
International  Dictionary  the  definition 
of  "condemn."  "condemned."  and  "cen- 
sure." Rrst.  we  come  to  the  word  "con- 
demn." I  shall  not  read  all  the  defini- 
tions.   I  read  several  of  them: 

To  pronounc*  to  be  wrong;  to  disapprove 
of;  to  dedJurc  the  guilt  of;  to  make  manifest 
the  faults  of;  to  convict  of  guilt;  to  pro- 
nounce a  Judicial  sentence  against;  to  ad- 
Judge  or  pnmounoe  to  be  unfit  for  use  or 
service;  to  adjudge  or  pronounce  to  be  for- 
feited; to  pronounce  Incurable. 

The  adjective  "condemned"  is  defined 
as  foUows: 

Pronounced  to  be  wrong,  guilty,  worthless, 
or  forfeited;  adjudged  or  sentenced  to  pun- 
ishment, destruction,  or  confiscation. 

X  believe  the  word  "condemn"  was  in 
the  original  resolution  submitted  by  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flandsks]. 
As  I  recall,  it  was  also  in  the  Bingham 
resolution. 

The  definitions  of  the  word  "censure" 
are  practically  the  same: 

To  condemn  or  reprimand  by  a  Judicial  or 
ecclesiastical  sentence;  to  find  fault  with 
or  condemn  as  wrong;  to  klame;  to  express 
disapprobation  of;  to  criticize  adversely. 

So  I  am  quite  unable  to  see  that  there 
is  any  substance  to  the  point  made,  that 
this  resolution  does  not  contain  the  word 
"censure."  It  is  a  resolution  of  censure, 
in  the  common  usage  of  the  word. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PULHRIOHT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  ask  the  Senator  to  give 
lis  the  benefit  kA  his  knowledge.  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  we  may  condemn  a  person, 
and  also  we  may  condemn  an  act  of  a 
person,  which  the  resolution  which  we 
have  Just  adopted  has  done?  It  con-^ 
demns  the  act  rather  than  the  person. 

Mr.  FULBRIOHT.  I  would  not  pre- 
sume to  interpret  the  entire  resolution. 
It  speaks  fen:  Itself.  I  did  not  raise  the 
question.  However,  two  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle  seem  to  think  there 
is  s<Hne  significance  in  the  point  that  the 
word  "censure"  is  not  found  in  the  res- 
olution. Actually,  the  word  "condemn," 
as  I  read  It.  is  a  more  severe  term  than 
"censure."  If  there  is  any  difference  at 

Mr.  BRIDOKS.  Ux.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.POIARIQHT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDQES.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  raised  the  point  that  the 
word  "censure"  does  not  appear  in  the 
resolution  Itself.    He  did  so  because  he 


thought  It  was  very  peculiar  for  the  Sen- 
ate to  be  called  into  special  session  to 
ocmsider  the  censuring  of  the  Junior 
Senator  frmn  Wisconsin,  and.  after  all 
the  time  and  effort  which  was  put  forth. 
to  find  that  the  resolution  which  ttie 
Senate  finally  adopted  did  not  contain 
the  word  "ccnsure/V^ 

I  am  glad  the  Solitor  from  Arkansas 
recognizes  that  fafti  and  is  now  trying 
to  develop  a  philosophy  which  will  Justi- 
fy the  action. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  Senator  fr»m 
New  Hampshire  does  not  mean  to  sty, 
does  he,  that  in  2  or  3  places  the  resolu- 
tion does  not  contain  the  word  "con- 
demn" very  explicitly?  That  is  correct, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  believe  that  is  cor- 
rect. However,  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas was  speaking  about  censure  and 
about  the  resolution  being  a  resolutiDa 
of  censure. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  As  I  recall,  ttie 
distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho  (Mr. 
WXLKEK],  who  took  a  prominent  part  in 
the  debate  on  the  resolution,  said  that, 
in  his  opinion,  the  word  "condemn"  was 
not  so  severe  as  the  word  "censure." 
That  is  my  recollection  of  what  he  said. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  WATKINS,  Mr.  JENNER.  and  Mr. 
WELKER  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Arkansas  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President, 
what  is  the  question  before  the  Senate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Arkansas  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield  to  the  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Utah  for  a  question. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  should  Uke  to  In- 
quire  whether  the  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas was  present  when  the  Senator  from 
Idaho,  in  his  speech  on  November  16, 
quoted  the  Bingham  resolution.  The 
Bingham  resolution.  Senate  Resolution 
146.  71st  Congress,  1st  session,  reads  as 
follows: 

Resolved  That  the  actions  of  the  Senator 
from  ConntK^lcut,  Mr.  Bingham,  In  placing 
Mr.  Charles  L.  Eyanson  uf>on  the  official  rolls 
of  the  Senate  at  the  time  and  in  the  mantter 
set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  subcommittee 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  ( Kept.  Ko. 
43,  7l8t  Cong.,  1st  seas.)  is  contrary  to  good 
morals  and  8enat(»lal  ethics  and  tends  to 
bring  the  Senate  Into  dishonor  and  dla|-e- 
pute,  and  such  conduct  is  hereby  coudemaed 
(id.  p.  6063).  -  j 

Does  the  Senator  recall  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  read  that  resolution? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah.  That  was  the  point  I 
tried  to  make.  I  was  speaking  from 
memory.  I  did  not  have  the  exact  quo- 
tation before  me. 

Mr.  WELKER  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
Uamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  point  I  wished  to 
make  was  tiiat  the  word  "condemned" 
was  the  historical  word  used  in  censure 
resolutions. 

Mr.  FUUBRIGHT.  The  Senator  is 
quite  correct  It  was  my  imderstaivl- 
ixtg  that  he  was  following  the  precedent. 
I  take  it  that  the  senior  Senator  fronn 
New  Hampshire  accepts  that  as  a  proper 
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word  in  the  r^olution.  and  that  the 
meaning  of  the -Word  is  as  I  understand 
it  to  be. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  JENNER.    Mr.  President—— 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiazia  for 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JENNER.  There  seems  to  be 
some  question  about  whether  Senator 
McCarthy  has  been  censured  or  con- 
demned. Does  the  Chair  feel  that  we 
should  do  it  all  over  again? 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  My  name  has  beeh  men- 
tioned. I  believe  in  fairness  to  me  the 
Senator  from  California  should  yield  to 
me  so  that  I  may  ask  a  question  of  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  for  that  purpose,  with  the  under- 
standing that  I  do  not  lose  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  Senator  may  yield  for  that 
purix>se. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  answer  a 
question? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  shall  be  happy 
to  do  so,  if  I  can, 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  should  certainly  be 
surprised  if  the  distinguished  Rhodes 
scholar,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas, 
could  not  answer  this  question. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  for  his  gracious  com- 
pliment. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Regardless  of  wihether 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  has  practiced 
law.  is  it  not  a  fact  that  I  gave  to  the 
Senator  the  legal  deflnition  of  the  words 
"censure"  and  "condemnation '?  I  cer- 
tainly did  not  attempt  to  use  any  mock 
court,  political  tribunal  that  we  wit- 
nessed here  at  the  taxpayers'  expense. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  do  not  beUeve 
that  is  a  question. 

THE    «ESOLtmON    CENSURf-CONT>EMIf IkTlOW » 

Mr.  MALONE  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  now  that  the  "party"  Is  over 
and  tempers  have  cooled,  in  order  to 
keep  the  Record  straight  in  regard  to 
just  what  the  Senate  has  accomplished 
with  a  resolution  which  began  With  a 
threatened  censure,  but  ended  bjr  con- 
demning the  language  used  by  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  in  describing 
the  select  committee  appointed  toi  inves- 
tigate the  charges  and  report  to  the 
Senate. 

I  wish  to  state  that  In  the  resdlutlon. 
as  finally  adopted,  I  find  very  little  of  the 
original  proposal  of  the  special  commit- 
tee under  Senate  Resolution  301  as  first 
reported  to  the  Senate  at  the  opening  of 
this  special  session. 

THX     AMZNOBD     XZSOLTmOIV       I 

I  now  hand  to  the  clerk  of  this  distin- 
guished body  a  copy  of  the  amended 
resolution,  as  Anally  adopted,  and  ask 
that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin I  Mr.  McCarthtJ  failed  to  cooperate  with 
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the  Subeommlttee  oa  PrtvUefas  and  Bee- 
tlons  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Bules  and 

Administration  In  clearing  up  matters  re- 
ferred to  that  subcommittee  which  con- 
cerned his  conduct  as  a  Senator  and  affected 
the  honor  of  the  Senate  and.  instead,  re- 
peatedly abused  the  subcommittee  and  Ita 
niemt>ers  who  were  trying  to  carry  out  as- 
signed duties,  thereby  obstructing  the  con- 
stitutional processes  of  the  Senate,  and  that 
this  conduct  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 
I  Mr.  McCabtht  |  is  contrary  to  senatorial  tra- 
ditions and  is  hereby  condemned. 

Sac.  2.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCaxtht]  In  writing  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Select  Committee  To  Study  Censure 
Charges.  Mr.  Watkhw,  after  the  Select  Com- 
mittee had  Issued  Its  report  and  before  the 
report  wiks  presented  to  the  Senate  charging 
three  members  at  the  Select  Coounittee  with 
"deliberate  deception"  and  "fraud"  for  fail- 
ure to  dlsqualUy  themselves;  In  stating  to 
the  press  on  November  i.  1054,  that  the  spe- 
cial Senate  session  that  was  to  begin  No- 
vember 8.  1954,  was  a  "lynch  party";  in  re- 
peatedly deecriblng  this  special  Senate  ses- 
sion as  a  "lynch  bee"  In  a  Nationwide  tele- 
vision and  radio  ahow  on  November  7,  1954: 
In  stating  to  the  public  preas  on  November 
13.  1954.  that  the  chairman  of  the  Select 
Committee,  Mr.  Watkims,  was  guUty  of  "the 
most  unusual,  most  cowardly  thing  I've  heard 
or'  and  stating  further:  "I  expected  he  would 
be  afraid  to  answer  the  questions,  but  dldnt 
think  he'd  be  stupid  enough  to  make  a  pub- 
lic statement":  and  in  characterizing  the  said 
committee  as  the  "unwitting  handmaiden." 
"Involuntary  agent"  and  "attomeys-ln-facf 
of  the  Communist  Party  and  in  charging  that 
the  said  committee  in  writing  lU  report 
"Imitated  Communist  methods — that  It  dis- 
torted, misrepresented,  and  omitted  In  Its 
effort  to  manufacture  a  plausible  rationalisa- 
tion" In  support  of  its  recommendations  to 
the  Senate,  which  characterisations  and 
charges  were  contained  in  a  statement  re- 
leased to  the  preas  and  Inserted  in  the  Con- 
caKssioNAL  Racoao  of  November  10.  1954. 
acted  contrary  to  senatorial  ethics  and 
tended  to  bring  the  Senate  Into  dishonor  and 
disrepute,  to  obstruct  the  constitutional 
procesaee  of  the  Senate,  and  to  impair  its 
dignity:  and  such  conduct  is  hereby  con- 
demned. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  that  is 
the  resolution  as  finally  passed  by  this 
distinguished  body. 

The  word  "censure"  does  not  appear. 

The  harm,  of  course,  is  in  condemning 
a  Senator  who  is  not  accused  of  breaking 
any  rule  of  the  Senate  or  any  law  of 
the  land. 

The  condemnation  is  for  the  spoken 
word  which  is  a  precedent  this  body  may 
regret. 

McCastht  was  only  the  whipping  boy, 
the  real  objective  is  the  destruction  of 
the  investigaUve  power  of  the  United 
States  Senate. 


ICr.  WATKINS.  What  I  have  In  mtnd 
rdafees  to  the  staff .  It  is  a  cloetng  state- 
ment 


CONSIDERATION  OF  NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  A  number  of  Sen- 
ators have  asked  me  questions  with  ref- 
erence to  certain  nominations. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  should  like  to  make 
a  brief  statement 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wonder  whether 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Utah 
would  permit  the  Senate  to  proceed  with 
the  nominations.  Tliere  will  be  ample 
time  for  other  matters.  I  should  like  to 
proceed  with  certain  routine,  noncon- 
troversial  nominations. 


TDTIVE  SESSION 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  under- 
stand that  the  majority  leader  intends 
to  have  the  Senate  consider  only  routine, 
noncontroverslal  nominations,  which 
have  been  previously  agreed  upon  and 
which  appear  on  the  executive  calendar 
available  to  every  Senator? 

Mr.  KNOVa^AND.  That  is  correct. 
Th^  are  nominations  which  have  been 
reported  by  several  committees,  with  the 
support  of  both  Democratic  and  Republi- 
can Members.  They  have  been  cleared 
with  the  majority  and  minority  leaders. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  California  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
after  consultation  with  a  number  of 
Senators,  I  ask  that  the  nominations  in 
the  Export-Import  Bank  be  passed  over 
temporarily. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nominations  in  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  will  be  passed  over. 

The  other  nominations  on  the  Execu- 
tive Calendar  will  be  stated. 


UNITED  NATIONS 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nom- 
ination <rf  Albert  F.  Nufer  to  be  a  rep- 
resentative of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  the  eighth  session  of  the 
General  Conference  of  the  United  Na- 
tions Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cul- 
tural Organization. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  WELKER.     Mr.  President 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  ncxnina- 
tion  of  Samuel  M.  Brownell,  to  be  a 
representative  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  the  eighth  session  of  the 
General  Conference  of  the  United  Na- 
tions Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cul- 
tural Organization. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Mrs.  Elizabeth  E.  Heffelfinger  to 
be  a  representative  at  the  United  States 
of  America  to  the  eighth  session  of  the 
General  Conference  of  the  United  Na- 
tions Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cul- 
tural Organization. 

Mr.  WELKE31.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  I  should  like  to 
have  some  information  with  respect  to 
the  gentleman  whose  nomination  is  being 
considered.  I  should  like  to  know  in 
which  State  he  lives,  what  his  accom- 
pUshments  are,  and  so  forth. 

The  VICE  FRE5IDKNT.  The  nomi- 
nee to  which  the  Senator  has  reference 
is  a  lady.     

Mr.  WELKER.  I  did  not  hear  what 
the  Vice  President  said. 


Tlie  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate 
Is  ooDsidering  the  nomination  of  Mn. 
HefTeWnger. 

Mr.  WEUCER.  I  am  sorry.  May  we 
have  order  in  the  Senate.  I  cannot  hear 
what  is  going  on. 

The  VICE  PRESIDeNT.  The  Senate 
will  be  in  order.  The  Chair  informs  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  that  the  nomination 
under  consideration  is  that  of  Mrs.  Eliza- 
beth E.  Heffelfinger.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  desire  to  have  some  informa- 
tion concerning  Mrs.  Heffelfinger? 

Mr.  WEUCER.  Yes;  I  should  like 
t6  know  the  State  of  her  residence  and 
her  background,  and  so  forth. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  frxnn  Minnesota  desire  to  give 
that  Information? 

Mr.  THTE.  I  am  delighted  to  Inform 
the  Senator  from  Idaho.  Mrs.  Heffel- 
finger is  the  wife  of  P.  V.  Heffelfinger. 
She  is  a  mother  and  an  outstanding  citi- 
zen of  Minnesota.  I  could  not  conceive 
of  anyone  on  the  RepuUican  side  of  the 
aisle  objecting  to  Mrs.  Heffelfinger  be- 
ing considered  tar  this  important  as- 
signment. 

Mr.  WELKER.  What  is  that?  From 
which  side  of  the  aisle? 

Mr.  THTE.  From  this  side  of  the 
aisle.  I  said  I  could  not  believe  that  any 
Senator  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  could 
object  to  Mrs.  Heffelflnger's  conflrmm- 
tion.  I  could  go  into  great  detail  with 
respect  to  her  nomination  and  with  re- 
spect to  her  qualifications,  but  I  do  not 
believe  it  should  be  necessary. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  have  complete  con- 
fidence in  my  distingtushed  friend  from 
Minnesota.    I  have  no  obJecti<m. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  cleric  read  the  nomin- 
ation of  Athelstan  F.  Spilhaus  to  be  a 
representative  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  the  eighth  session  of  the  gm- 
eral  conference  of  the  United  Nations 
Educational.  Scientific,  and  Cultural  Or- 
ganization. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without 
Objection  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  n<Knin- 
ation  of  Willard  Frank  Libby,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
sion. 

The  VICE  I^IESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection?^ 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Resenring  the  right 
to  object — and  I  shall  not  object — I 
should  like  to  nuike  a  brief  statement 
in  connection  with  this  nomination. 
The  appointment  of  Dr.  Libby  has  been 
held  up  because  of  my  objection  to  his 
confirmation.  I  did  not  object  to  Dr. 
Libby  because  of  any  lack  of  qualifica- 
tions from  a  scientific  standpoint.  He 
is  a  fine  sdentist.  My  objection  was 
based  solely  on  the  fact  that  he  favored 
the  Dixon- Yates  contract  and  then,  in 
examination  before  the  committee, 
clearly  showed  and  admitted  that  he 
knew  nothing  about  the  contract  or 
about  the  power  brokerage  toosmen.  I 
said  that  as  kmg  as  AEG  was  being  forced 
Into  the  power  brokerage  business  anA 
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as  laaag  as  ABC  was  b^ng  toed  laj  tbia 
admintstrattan  as  a  broker  at  power  fol^ 
the  TVA.  we  would  Just  have  to  see  that 
QMnmlsskmers  are  qualified  not  only 
from  a  seientifle  standpoint  but  also 
from  the  standpoint  of  knowledge  of  the 
power  brokwage  Add. 

I  am  withdrawing  my  objection  now. 
I  am  informed  that  the  AEC  may  not  be 
able  to  have  a  quorum  for  business  dur- 
ing the  adjournment  of  Congress  unless 
new  commissioners  are  confirmed.  I 
furthermore  believe  that  Dr.  Libby  may 
not  be  so  pleased  with  the  power  broker- 
age fields  into  which  the  AEC  has  been 
injected  and  I  hope  that  he  will  use  his 
influence  as  a  c(»nmlssi(mer  against 
f  urthM:  adventures  in  that  direction. 

It  is  obviously  not  possible  for  the  AEC 
to  get  men  quaUfied  in  both  the  scientific 
and  power  brokerage  fields.  I  knew  that 
at  the  time  I  made  my  objection,  but  I 
wanted  to  emphasize  the  ridiculous  na- 
ture of  the  Dixon- Yates  deal,  the  mis- 
use of  a  vital  agency,  the  AEC.  to  ham- 
string another  vital  agency,  the  TYA. 

I  do  not  ttiink  the  TVA  ought  to  be  in 
the  atom-splitting  field. 

I  do  not  think  the  AEC  ought  to  be  in 
the  power  brokerage  field. 

Having  emphasized  that  point.  I  will 
no  longer  stand  in  the  way  of  the  AEC 
having  on  its  commission  men  best 
qualified  to  perform  Its  primary  fimc- 
tlon,  namely  the  scientific  function  of 
developing  atomic  energy. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
Will  stote  it. 

Mr.  HICKEailLOOPESl.  Mr.  President, 
I  do  not  care  to  hold  up  the  libby  ncnn- 
ination.  but  I  should  like  to  make  a 
statement  about  another  nominee.  Dr. 
Von  Neumann,  whose  name  has  been 
sent  to  the  Senate  by  the  President.  I 
do  not  know  whether  this  is  the  proper 
time  to  make  the  statement,  or  whether 
I  should  make  it  after  the  Senate  acts  on 
the  confirmation  of  the  nomination  of 
Libby. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  that  the  only  nomination  which 
is  before  us  is  the  Libby  nomination. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
for  the  information  of  Senators.  2  nom- 
inations to  the  Atomic  Energy  c<Hnmis- 
sion  were  sent  to  the  Senate,  and  if-  ac- 
tion is  taken  on  1,  I  think  the  people 
of  the  country  are  entitled  to  know  that 
there  is  nothing  against  the  confirmation 
of  the  nomination  of  the  other  man. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  of  Willard 
Frank  Libby  is  confirmed;  and,  without 
objection,  the  Senator  from  Iowa  may 
make  his  statement.  ^  . 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
with  reference  to  Dr.  Libby,  whose  nom- 
ination has  just  been  confirmed,  he  was 
nominated  after  the  recess  of  the  Senate, 
and  after  the  House  had  adjourned  sine 
die.  He  took  the  oath  of  office  and 
became  a  Ccnnmlssloner  in  fact.  There- 
fore, he  has  been  acting  since  that  time. 
Certain  complications  or  legal  questions 
might  have  been  raised  had  the  Senate 
not  gone  through  with  the  confirmation 
of  the  nMnination  at  this  session.    I  do 


not  say  that  they  are  significant,,  but 
other  Senators  may  Uilnk  there  is  some- 
thing to  them.  Nevertheless,  it  is  desir- 
able that  the  nomination  be  confirmed 
at  this  time. 

Dr.  John  von  Neumann,  who  is  one  of 
the  leading,  if  not  the  leading,  theoreti- 
cal mathematicians  in  the  world,  has 
also  been  nominated  by  the  President  for 
the  position  of  Commissioner.  Certain 
delays  occurred,  understandably,  in  the 
meeting  of  the  Senate  section  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy.  The 
nomination  of  Dr.  Libby  was  taken  up, 
and  a  considerable  amount  of  time  was 
consumed  in  arranging  for  a  hearing  on 
his  nomination.  The  adjournment  of 
the  Senate  occurred,  and  there  was  al- 
most no  time  to  gfve  any  serious  or  sub- 
stantial consideration  to  the  nomination 
of  Dr.  von  Neumann.  I  think  it  is  agreed 
that  the  practicalities  of  the  situation 
preclude  any  kind  of  an  adequate  hear- 
ing, and  I  believe,  in  the  interest  of  Dr. 
von  Neiunann.  I  should  say,  at  least  for 
the  record,  that  there  are  certain  rea- 
sons why  the  confirmation  of  his  nom- 
ination at  this  particular  moment  is  not 
SO  essential  as  is  the  conflimation  of  the 
nomination  of  Dr.  Libby.  It  is  a  matter 
of  mechanics;  and  by  no  stretch  of  the 
imagination  would  I  want  anyone  to 
think  that  a  failure  of  the  committee  to 
give  adequate  consideration  to  the  nom- 
ination of  Dr.  von  Neumann  is  any  re- 
flection of  any  kind,  type,  or  description 
on  him.  It  is.  as  I  say,  a  matter  of  me- 
chanics; it  is  a  matter  of  the  tensions 
of  the  moment;  it  is  a  matter  of  the  de- 
sire of  everyone  to  get  away.  We  could 
not  begin  hearings  until  tomorrow,  and 
we  shall  be  in  adjournment  tomorrow. 

I  merely  make  that  explanation  to 
Indicate  that  no  one  should  draw  the 
slightest  inference  from  the  fact  that 
both  nominations  are  not  on  the  cal- 
endar. 

The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  fMr. 
Andirson]  and  I  have  discussed  it  at 
considerable  length,  and  I  hope  he  will 
verify  my  statement  along  that  line. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield?  i 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
thoroughly  confirm  the  statement  which 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  has  made. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Clerk 
will  state  the  next  nomination  on  the 
Executive  Calendar.  • 

DIPLOMATIC  AND  FOREIGN 
SERVICE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Gerald  A.  Drew,  of  California,  to 
be  an  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and 
Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  Bolivia. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  this  ncmiination  and  the  other 
nominations  in  the  Diplomatic  and  For- 
eign Service  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nominations  in  the  Diplo- 
matic and  Foreign  Service  are  confirmed 
en  bloc. 


FOREIGN  OPERATIONB 
ADMINISTRATION 


The  legislative  clerk  read  the  domina- 
tion of  Christian  A.  Herter.  Jr..  of  Massa- 
chusetts, to  be  General  Counsel.  Foreign 
Operations  Administration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


FEIfSE 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DE: 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Carter  Lane  Burgess.  Of  South 
Carolina,  to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object.  I  remember  that 
a  few  years  ago  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  rose  upon 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  asked  various 
questions  as  to  why  it  was  that  North 
Dakota  never  received  recognition  by  ap- 
pointment of  any  of  its  citizens.  The 
people  of  Idaho  are  not  begging,  but  I 
resent  vei-y  much  the  fact  that  dcy  after 
day  and  year  after  year  during  this  ad- 
ministration I  have  yet  to  see  one  person 
from  Idaho  appointed  to  any  important 
position,  and  for  tliat  reason  t  object. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  Pre$ident,  a 
parliamentary  inquiryl 

The  VICE  PRESITHJInt,  The  Senator 
will  state  it.  /    i 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Sihce  the  nomina- 
tion is  on  the  calendar  and  has,  under 
the  rule,  laid  over  for  a  day.  it  is  not 
subject  to  a  single  objection,  is  it? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  cor- 
rect. A  single  objection  will  iiot  carry 
over  the  nomination. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 
tion now  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  v^ 
consent  to  the  nomination?  An  obi^^~ 
tion,  ordinarily,  puts  the  nomination 
over  to  another  day.  In  this  instance. 
since  it  comes  over  from  a  previous  day, 
an  objection  does  not  have  that  effect, 
and  the  nomination  now  comes  before 
the  Senate  for  a  vote  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  other  words, 
Mr.  President,  It  is  not  done  under 
unanimous  consent,  but  by  majority 
vote  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  Is  cor- 
rect. 

The  question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise 
and  consent  to  this  nomination? 

The  clerk  will  restate  the  nomination. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
tion of  Carter  Lane  Burgess,  Of  South 
Carolina,  to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ttie  Sen- 
ator will  state  it. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Nomiiiations  are  sub- 
ject to  debate,  are  they  not? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  They  cer- 
tainly are. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President.  I  was 
Interested  in  the  observation  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Idaho  (Mr.  W«lkwi].  The 
senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  was 
not  only  objecting  some  months  ago  to 
the  fact  that  North  Dakota  had  never 
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been  recognised  in  any  of  the  top  posl- 
tioofl,  but  he  was  speaking  at  that  time 
for  all  the  small  States  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  k)oked  up  the 
record  and  I  find  that  Ariaona  was  ad- 
mitted to  the  Union  on  February  14, 
1912.  It  has  never  had  a  citizen  on  the 
Supreme  Court.  No  one  from  Ariaona 
has  ever  been  nominated  for  a  Caldnet 
position  since  1912. 

We  cmne,  now.  to  the  State  of  Florida. 
Florida  was  admitted  into  the  Union 
on  March  S.  1845.  109  years  aso,  and. 
yet,  during  those  109  years,  the  State 
of  Florida  has  never  had  a  citizen  nomi- 
ivated  for  the  Supreme  Court  or  for 
any  Cabinet  position. 

We  come,  now,  to  the  State  of  Idaho, 
to  which  my  distinguished  friend  had 
reference  a  moment  ago.  Idaho  came 
into  the  Union  on  July  3.  1890,  64  years 
ago.  I  invite  attention  to  the  fact  that 
during  the  Rooserelt  administration  at 
one  time  six  members  of  the  Cabinet 
came  from  the  State  of  New  York.  I 
wish  to  compliment  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Idaho  for  raising  this  ob- 
jection. Sixty-four  years  have  gone  by 
and  not  a  person  from  the  State  of  Idaho 
has  ever  been  on  the  Supreme  Court  or 
has  been  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet. 

We  come  to  the  State  of  Montana. 
Montana  was  admitted  into  the  Union 
In  1889.  It  has  never  had  one  of  its 
citizens  hi  the  Cabinet  or  on  the  Su- 
preme Coin^ 

We  come  to  the  State  of  Nevada.  I 
see  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada [Mr.  Maloki:]  on  the  floor.  Ne- 
vada was  admitted  into  the  Union  on 
October  31.  1864.  90  years  ago;  yet  the 
State  of  Nevada  has  never  been  recog- 
nized at  any  time  as  have  been  some 
of  the  larger  States.  No  one  from  Ne- 
vada has  ever  been  nominated  for  the 
Supreme  Court  or  for  the  Cabinet. 

We  come  next  to  the  State  of  North 
Dakota,  which  was  admitted  to  the 
Union  on  November  2,  1889.  South  Da- 
kota was  admitted  ma  the  same  day. 
Neither  State  haf.  ever  had  a  person 
nominated  either  to  the  Supreme  Court 
or  to  the  Cabinet. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  now  serve 
notice  that  when  the  nomination  of 
Judge  John  Marshall  Harlan  to  the  Su- 
preme Coiu^  of  t.he  United  States  is 
considered  by  the  Senate.  I  shall  fight 
the  nomination,  not  because  Judge  Har- 
lan may  not  be  qualified,  but  because  I 
believe  the  time  has  come  in  the  Senate 
when  Members  representmg  the  so-called 
smaller  States  and  their  constituencies, 
should  get  together  to  make  certain  that 
their  constituents  also  receive  some 
recognition. 

The  population  of  Arizona  is  859.000. 
Florida's  population  is  3.100.000.  one- 
fifth  the  popxilatlon  of  the  State  of^ew 
Yorlc  One  hundred  and  seven  jmn 
have  gone  by.  and  Florida  has  never  had 
a  man  or  a  woman  nominated  to  the 
Supreme  Coiu^  or  the  Cabinet.  Yet,  as 
I  said  a  moment  ago.  New  York  had  six 
members  in  the  Cabinet  at  one  time 

The  population  of  Idaho  is  608,000; 
the  population  of  Mcmtana  is  591.000; 
Nevada's  population  is  180.000;  the 
population  of  North  Dakota  is  600,000; 


the  population  of  Sooth  Dakota  Is  6e4.- 
4M0.  Tlie  total  populatioa  of  all  those 
States  is  approximately  one-half  that  of 
the  population  of  the  Stote  at  Mew  York, 
wlilch  is  15.179.000. 

Certainly  I  believe  Senators  repre- 
aenting  the  smaller  States  have  a  right 
to  appeal  to  the  Senate  to  make  certain 
that  before  we  copsent  to  the  confirma- 
tion of  the  nominations  of  some  of  these 
penons  to  high  places,  the  smaller  States 
also  should  be  recognized. 

When  January  comes,  and  the  Senate 
meets  again,  the  senior  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  will  be  here,  fighting,  with 
the  SenatcR-  from  Nevada  [Mr.  MKLomzl. 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  (Mr.  WblkksI.  I 
hope  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Hol- 
LAKDl.  the  Senators  from  South  Dakota, 
and  the  Senators  from  Arizona,  to  make 
certain  that  the  small  States  receive 
pmptT  representation,  the  representa- 
tion to  which  they  are  entitled. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  it  was 
called  to  my  attention  a  moment  ago  that 
I  made  a  grievous  error  when  I  stated 
that  I  had  never  seen  the  name  of  an 
Idaho«n  cxi  the  executive  calendar.  I 
believe  I  am  not  quite  so  dumb  as  to 
think  that  the  sovereign  State  of  Idaho 
would  be  without  a  Federal  Judge,  a 
United  States  district  attorney,  or  a 
United  States  marshal.  But,  like  the 
distinguished  and  able  Senator  from 
North  Dakota,  I  am  tired,  sick,  aiul  dis- 
gusted with  the  idea  that  every  one  of 
these  important  positions  should  go  to 
New  York.  Massachusetts.  Connecticut, 
California,  or  other  States  on  the  eastern 
seaboard.  I  do  not  admit  for  one 
moment  that  those  sections  of  the  coun- 
try have  a  monopoly  up<m  intelligence 
in  the  United  States. 

We  have  some  RepubUcans  in  Idaho, 
as  the  persons  who  make  these  nomina- 
tions will  note  if  they  take  a  Uttle  look 
at  the  record.  Let  them  look  at  it  when 
they  come  to  give  out  political  patronage, 
instead  of  going  to  places  elsewhere. 

In  deference  to  my  dear  friend,  the 
able  maJ(H-ity  leader,  whom  I  respect  and 
admire  very  much,  I  shall  not  continue 
any  longer  on  this  subject.  But  I  serve 
notice  now — and  this  statement  can  go 
down  to  the  other  end  of  the  Avenue — 
that  should  any  more  nominations  be 
received  in  the  Senate,  and  should  the 
small  States  be  overlooked,  as  they  have 
been  for  years  and  years — I  think  the 
RacoKD  shows  that  Idaho  had  one  sub- 
Cabinet  member,  but  Bdr.  Ickes  fired  him 
in  a  couple  of  weelcs — I  shall  be  here 
spealdng  as  I  am  now,  and  losing,  as  I 
have  been  all  day. 

But  out  of  deference  to  my  dear  friend, 
the  able  majority  leader,  who  has  noth- 
ing to  do  with  this.  I  withdraw  any 
objection  I  have. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
Jecticm.  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Burgess 
is  confirmed. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  notice  that  the  nomina- 
tion which  has  been  under  discussion  is 
that  of  Carter  Lane  Burgess.  On  page  2 
of  the  Executive  Calendar  the  nomina- 
tion of  Jctm  E.  Peorifoy  to  be  Ambassa- 
dor to  Thailand  appears.  Both  of  these 
nominees  are  from  South  Carcdina. 


I  win  admit  that  so  far  as  South 
Carolina  la  concerned,  the  President  of 
the  united  SUtes  had  to  look  a  long 
time  before  be  eoold  find  RepuUleaiia 
there — and  I  doubt  whether  either  one 
of  these  persons  is  a  Republican,  if  it  is 
desired  to  conxe  to  that  question.  But  I 
believe  both  of  these  nominations  are 
good  ones. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  David  S.  Smith  to  be  Assistant  Sec- 
retary ot  the  Air  Force. 

The  VICE  KIESIDENT.    Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  coDfirmed. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Rear  Adm.  Frederic  8.  Withington. 
United  States  Navy,  to  be  Chief  of  the 
Bureau  of  Ordnance.  Department  of  the 
Navy,  for  a  term  of  4  years. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  eonflrmed. 


ROUTINE  FOREIGN  SERVICE 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  routine  For- 
eign Service. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  nominations  in  the  routine 
Foreign  Service  be  confinned  en  Woe. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nominations  are  confirmed 
en  bloc. 


UNITED  STATES  dRCUTT  JUDGE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nominatioa 
of  Walter  M.  Bastlan  to  be  United  States 
circuit  Judge  for  the  District  of  Cotum- 
bia  circuit. 

The    VICE    PREsrorarr.   without 

objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  JUDGES 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Joseph  Charles  McGarraghy  to  be 
United  States  district  judge  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ol)- 
jection.  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  n<unination 
of  Lamar  Cecil  to  be  United  States  dis- 
trict Judge  for  the  eastern  district  of 
Texas. 

The  VICE  PRESnXEMT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 


UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEYS 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Phil  M.  McNagny,  Jr.,  to  be  United 
States  attorney  for  the  northern  district 
of  Indiana. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chi^  Clerk  read  the  nominatioa 
of  Leon  P.  Miller  to  be  United  Stfttea 
attorney  for  the  Virgin  Islands 

The  VICE  FBESn»NT.  Wittxmt  ob- 
jection, the  nmiination  IseoDflnBed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nominatkm 
of  John  R.  Morris  to  be  United  States 
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Attorney  for  the  northern  district  of 
West  VlrgiBiA. 

The  VICE  PRBSIDEin:'.    Without  oh- 
JectkWr  the  nominatloa  is  oonfinned. 


UMlTEL^KjrATES  MARSHALS 

The  CSatef  Clerk  pnxseeded  to  read  sun- 
dry nominaticMis  of  United  States  mar- 
shals. 

lir.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  nominations  of  United 
States  marshals  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nominaticHJs  are  cmiflrmed 
en  Moo.  

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  wish  to  make  a  Inrief  statement 
while  the  Executive  Calendar  is  stiU  be- 
ing c<ni8idered. 

The  minority  leader  has  checked  very 
carefully  with  the  minority  members  of 
the  c(»nmittee  each  nomination  that  has 
been  reported  to  the  Executive  Calerictiir. 
There  is  no  nomination  on  the  calendar 
as  to  which  objection  has  been  brought 
to  my  attention. 

At  the  beginning  of  this  special  ses- 
sion, an  agreement  was  had  with  the  ma- 
jority leader  that  an  opportunity  would 
be  offered  to  every  Senator  who  desired 
to  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  to 
question  any  prospective  nominee  before 
the  nomination  was  reported  to  the 
Senate. 

At  the  beginning  oi  the  session,  follow- 
ing that  agreement.  I  presoited  our  con- 
clusions to  the  Donocratic  policy  com- 
mittee, and  we  took  the  position  that  no 
controversial  nominations  should  be  con- 
sidered at  this  session,  which  had  been 
called  for  the  purpose  of  acting  on  the 
report  of  the  select  committee.  We 
thought  that  nothing  should  be  allowed 
to  intrude  into  the  very  serious  matter 
before  us,  particularly  when  the  Senate 
was  meeting  in  the  mornings  and  late  in 
the  afternoons. 

That  position,  however,  did  not  extend 
to  noncontroversial  nominations.  The 
minority  had  no  desire  to  block  confir- 
mation merely  for  the  sake  of  obstruction 
or  in  anticipation  of  an  improved  legis- 
lative position  in  January. 

There  would  have  been  ample  prece- 
dent had  the  minority  elected  to  take 
the  course  of  obstruction.  But  because 
of  the  reasoned  policy  and  because  of  the 
always  extended  desire  of  the  minority 
leader  to  cooperate  with  the  majority,  we 
did  not  follow  that  course. 

I  think  some  Members  may  recall  the 
special  session  which  was  held  in  July 
1948,  and  which  extended  into  August, 
a  session  controlled  by  my  good  friends 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle.  To  that 
session  the  then  President  of  the  United 
States  submitted  10,213  nominations. 
They  covered  a  wide  variety  of  positions, 
including  Secretary  of  Labor,  Undersec- 
retary of  Agriculture.  Federal  Judge- 
ships, military  ofBces,  and  many  routine 
nominationa. 

For  some  reason,  the  q;>eclal  session 
of  the  80th  Ckmgreas  refused  to  act  on  a 
single  nomination — not  even  the  nomi- 
natlpn  of  our  present  President's  brother. 
MiltCfin  8.  Eisenhower,  to  the  United  Na- 
tions.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  motives 


of  my  c(dleagues  on  the  other  side  ef  the 
aisle  were  pure.  But  whatever  the  rea- 
son, it  was  a  precedent,  a  precedent 
which  we  in  the  minority  today  art  per- 
fectly willing  to  forego— that  is,  to  fore- 
go so  long  as  the  policy  laid  down  by  the 
majority  leader  is  followed,  namely,  that 
every  member  of  the  minority  and  ma- 
jority shall  have  ample  opportunity  to 
question  the  prospective  nominees  be- 
fore being  called  upon  to  support  their 
nominations.  Today  there  are  422  nom- 
inations on  the  calendar,  and  there  are 
more  than  10,000  on  the  desk  awaiting 
action  and  not  printed.  The  nomina- 
tions have  been  made  by  the  President. 
They  have  been  checked  in  accordance 
with  the  policy  laid  down  by  the  majori- 
ty leader.  They  are  all  roncontroviersial 
so  far  as  the  minority  is  concerned,  and 
there  is  a  reasonable  justification^  I 
think,  for  their  inunediate  confirmation. 

There  are  some  nominees.  I  am  sure 
men  of  stature,  men  of  qualifications, 
men  who  are  unknown  to  some  mem- 
bers of  the  committees  whose  nomina- 
tions are  not  on  the  calendar;  but  that 
does  not  necessarily  cast  any  reflection 
on  them.  It  merely  means  that  in  the 
short  time  we  have,  we  could  not  have 
committee  meetings,  smd  cause  those 
persons  to  undergo  extensive  inteiroga- 
tion. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  willing  to  con- 
firm every  nomination  on  the  calendar. 
We  wish  the  nominees  Oodl^eed,  and  we 
give  them  our  assurance  that  what  is 
now  the  minority  will  always  be  cooper- 
ative, regardless  of  the  circumstanoes. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Pubhc  Health 
Service. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nom- 
inations in  the  Public  Health  Servfce  be 
confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nominations  in  the  Public 
Health  Service  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 


UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCE 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
simdry  nominations  in  the  United  States 
Air  Force. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  xmanimous  consent  that  the  nomi- 
nations in  the  Air  Force  be  confirmed  en 
bloc. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  there 
are  included  in  the  nominations  in  the 
Air  Force  20  or  25  general  officers,  that 
Is.  of  the  rank  of  brigadier  geneml  or 
above,  and  I  understand  the  nimiber  is 
above  that  prescribed  In  the  formula 
which  has  been  adopted  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Armed  Services.  Unfortunately.  I 
could  not  attend  the  committee  meet- 
ing yesterday.  I  had  no  prior  notice 
that  these  nominations  were  coming  up 
today,  but  I  am  not  going  to  object  to  the 
confirmation  of  the  nominations.    The 


formula  we  have  in  the  committee  may 
not  provide  for  a  sufficiently  high  num- 
ber. It  may  be  that  the  formula  fixing 
the  number  of  general  officers  the  Air 
Force  should  have  is  too  low.  In  view  of 
the  extended  program;  but  I  wish  to 
serve  notice  that  I  am  not  waiving  the 
Idea  that  this  matter  should  be  looked 
into  and  should  be  evaluated  again. 

The  nominations  met  the  require- 
ments of  the  committee  members  who 
were  present  in  the  committee  when 
they  were  considered,  and  ]  am  not 
going  to  object  now.  or  oppose  the  nomi- 
nations; but  I  want  to  make  it  clear  that 
I  shall  not  agree  on  such  nominations 
generally  until  the  formula  is  looked 
into  and  revalued. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President. 
wUl  the  Senator  from  CaUfomla  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  td  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts,  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  Conmiittee  on 
Armed  Services. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  am  in  hearty 
agreement  with  what  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  has  said.  As  I  told  him  yes- 
terday in  private  conversation,  the  nomi- 
nees exceed  the  so-called  Stennis  form- 
ula by  22.  but  the  number  is  beneath  the 
limit  set  under  the  law  by  23.  The  Air 
Force  is  being  increased  by  about  30.000 
men.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  the 
survey  which  the  Senator  made  a  few 
years  ago  provides  for  too  low  s  number. 
and  is  now  really  out  of  date.  I  want 
him  to  know  that  we  have  recommended 
that  the  next  committee  make  S  resurvey 
in  January. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  appreciate  the  sUte- 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts. The  Senator  from  Mississippi  had 
not  imderstood  that  the  reccynmenda- 
tion  had  been  made.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nominations  in  the  United 
States  Air  Force  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 


iRCE 


REGULAR   AIR   FO 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nommations  in  the  Regular  Air 
Force. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nomi- 
nations in  the  Regular  Air  FOroe  be  con- 
firmed en  bloc. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nominations  in  the  Regular 
Air  Force  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 


MARINE  CORPS  AND  NAVY 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Marine  Corps 
and  the  Navy. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, are  those  the  nominations  which 
are  on  the  desk  and  which  were  not 
printed  on  the  calendar? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  MSy  I  make 
inquiry  as  to  how  many  names  arc  con- 
tained in  the  list  at  the  desk? 

Th9  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ten  thou- 
sand and  thirty. 


19  5  It 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


16399 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  KNOWLANI}.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  Uke  to  say  that  the  nominations 
were  sent  to  the  desk,  and  were  cleared 
through  the  committee  in  the  same  way 
the  others  were  handled. 

Mr.  SALTONSrALL.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent  

Mr.  KNOWLAND  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  8ALTON8TAIJL.  What  the  Sen- 
ator says  is  correct,  and  no  general  offi- 
cers are  included  In  the  nominations. 
The  nominations  f<»r  promotions  are  in 
the  Marine  Corps  and  the  Navy,  and 
they  are  all  routine  promotions. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  that  the  nominations  be  confirmed 
en  bloc. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nominiitions  in  the  Marine 
Corps  and  the  Navy  are  confirmed  en 
bloc. 


MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  COMMISSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania,  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Works. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  as 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Pubhc 
Works,  I  should  like  to  state  that  the 
committee  has  taken  up  with  every  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  the  nominations  of 
Brig.  Gen.  Charle;  O.  Holle  and  Brig. 
Gen.  William  E.  Potter  to  be  members  of 
the  Mississippi  River  Commission.  I 
conferred  with  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  I  Mr.  ChavkzI.  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Mississippi  (Mr. 
StcnnisI,  and  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Teimessee  I  Mr.  OoseI.  and  they 
recommended  that  the  nominations  be 
confirmed.  I  disc^ossed  the  nominations 
with  every  member  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senfitor  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Are  they 
the  same  nominations  concerning  which 
we  conferred  about  3  weeks  ago? 

Mr.  MARTIN.    Yes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  very  fine  and  able  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Worlcs  al- 
ways handles  correctly  matters  t)efore 
his  committee,  and  we  certainly  have  no 
objection  to  the  nominations.  We  en- 
thusiastically endorse  the  ncHninees  the 
Senator  has  mentioned. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nominations  to  the  Missis- 
sippi River  Commission  are  confirmed. 


names  appear  on  the  calendar.  The 
oommlttee  met  this  mcH'nlng.  Every 
member  of  the  committee  has  been  can- 
vassed concerning  the  ncMnlnatlcms. 
They  are  merely  routine  appointments. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  these  nom- 
inations may  be  culded  to  the  list  of  the 
other  nominations  on  the  calendar  and 
that  they  be  confirmed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  nominations  in  the  Foreign 
Service  will  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 


ROUTINE  FOREIGN  SERVICE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
3rield  to  the  Sent.tor  from  New  Jersey, 
acting  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relatione. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, as  acting  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations,  I  wish  sim- 
ply to  have  added  to  the  list  of  nomina- 
tions to  the  routine  Foreign  Service  the 
nomination  of  Elbridge  Ehu-brow,  of  Cal- 
ifornia, and  others,  which  list  was  not 
drawn  up  in  timf  yesterday  to  have  the 


POST  OFFICE  NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
jrield  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  take  this  opportunity  to  answer  the 
inquiry  as  to  why  there  are  no  post- 
master nominations  on  the  list.  I  con- 
ferred with  the  minority  and  majority 
leaders,  and  with  representatives  of  the 
majority  and  the  minority  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
It  was  felt  at  first  that  there  was  time 
to  investigate  postmaster  nominations, 
but  there  were  300  such  nominations 
submitted,  and  it  was  agreed  unanimeiw^ 
ly  among  those  who  conferred  on  the 
matter  that  the  nominations  be  held 
over  until  January. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  thank  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kansas,  who,  as  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service,  has  always  been  very  cooper- 
ative and  fair. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  wish  to  join  in  what  the  ma- 
jority leader  has  said  about  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  (Mr.  Carlson].  No 
Member  of  the  Senate  has  been  more 
cooperative  with  the  minority  than  has 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee. I  wish  to  assure  him  that, 
whether  we  are  In  the  majority  or  In 
the  minority,  we  shall  continue  to  have 
cooperative  relations  with  him. 

Mr.  CARISON.  I  wish  to  state  to  the 
minority  leader  that  I  have  had  the 
finest  help  from  the  minority.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  think  I  am  authorized 
to  make  the  statement  for  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Johnston] 
and  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  I  Mr. 
MONRONEYl  that  after  the  beginning  of 
the  year  there  will  be  no  disposition  to 
object  to  nominations  that  are  put 
through  in  the  regular  way.  I  think 
that  is  a  tribute  to  them. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr,  President,  I 
ask  that  the  President  be  immediately 
notified  of  the  nominations  confirmed 
today. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  President  will  be  immedi- 
ately notified  of  the  confirmation  of  the 
ncxninatlons. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  be- 
fore the  Senate  resumes  legislative  ses- 
sion, I  should  like  to  say  a  word.  A  num- 
ber of  nominations  in  several  of  the  de- 
partments and  commisisons  were  sent  to 
the  Senate  by  the  President.  In  con- 
formity with  the  understanding  I  Jiad 
with  the  minority  leader  when  the  Sen- 
ate first  came  back  into  special  session, 
it  was  agreed,  and  I  thought  the  request 


was  a  reasonable  one.  that  when  there 
was  a  desire  on  the  part  of  either  the 
majority  or  the  minority  members  on  the* 
committees  to  have  hearings,  and  to  have 
the  nominees  appear  before  them,  in  or- 
der to  clear  up  any  matters  which  it  was 
desired  to  clear  up.  that  would  be  a  rea- 
sonable thing  to  do,  and  that  it  would 
be  only  the  nominations  which  came  out 
of  committees  with  the  support  of  both 
the  minority  and  the  majority  which  we 
would  seek  to  have  confirmed  this  year. 

I  wish  to  express  my  appreciation  to 
the  minority  leader  of  the  Senate  and 
the  members  of  the  minority,  as  well  as 
those  ef  the  majority,  for  the  very  fine 
cooperation  we  have  had  in  clearing 
promptly  executive  nominations  which 
have  been  sent  to  the  Senate,  and  hav- 
ing them  stay  on  the  calendar  for  a 
shorter  period  of  time  than  probably  has 
occurred  In  recent  years  In  our  country's 
history. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that 
whether  we  shall  be  in  the  minority,  as 
now  seems  Ukely.  or  whether  we  shall  be 
In  the  majority,  at  the  next  session,  I 
hope  and  I  know  we  shall  have  the  same 
splendid  cooperation.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  just  a  few  hours  ago  I  once  again 
became  a  majority  leader  without  a  ma- 
jority when  the  new  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada [Mr.  BiBLil  was  sworn  in,  which 
left  us  with  47  Repubhcans.  48  Demo- 
crats, and  1  Independent,  as  Is  now 
the  case. 

I  wish  to  express  my  appreciation  to 
the  minority  Members — and  I  think  It 
entirely  pn^^er  to  mention  this — in  view 
of  certain  precedents  which  were  created 
in  the  last  session  of  the  80th  Congress. 
Let  me  say  with  complete  candor  and  the 
greatest  friendship  that  they  are  not  the 
only  precedents  we  have,  because  I  have 
a  faint  recollection — although  It  was  a 
long  time  before  my  arrival  in  the  Sen- 
ate — that  in  1930.  after  the  Republicans 
lost  control  in  the  Congress,  President 
Hoover  had  a  few  problems  with  some 
nominations  at  that  time.  However,  I 
think  we  do  not  serve  any  useful  purpose 
by  rehashing  old  history.  Instead,  Mr. 
President,  I  prefer  to  look  to  the  future. 

I  am  sure  we  can  carry  (m  and  con- 
tinue with  the  very  fine  cooperaticm  we 
have  enjoyed  during  this  session.  It  will 
be  most  necessary  that  the  cooperation 
continue,  for  no  one  knows  what  great 
problems  may  arise  to  affect  our  county 
during  the  2  years  the  84th  Congress 
will  be  in  existence;  and  I  beUeve  we 
shall  have  to  face  the  proUems  as  Amer* 
lean  citizens,  rather  than  as  narrow  par« 
tisans.  If  we  can  continue  in  the  same 
spirit  which  Senators  have  shown  dur- 
ing the  past  session,  I  know  the  Qovem- 
menj;  of  the  United  States  will  continue 
to  function  in  an  orderly  fashion,  as  was 
intended  by  the  f  ramers  of  the  Constl* 
tution. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, will  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Cau- 
SON  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senate^, 
from  California  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.    I  yield. 
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DeceTT^her  2 


JOmwoW  of  Toaa.   Mr. 

X  ^9Wi  to  rttort  tbe  di»- 

of  a  or  a  anftton  on  «lllwrild»  d  %tm 
aW»  to  i«Kl  Ibi  voy  gaautaM  fzieBd- 
ihlPk  nvtelb  •nd  admiratloa  I  onter- 
toto  for  oo  booonble  »  man  as  the  on* 
«lM»  now  ociemiiao  tba  porttlan  oC  bm- 
iocitgr  ieadw  o<  the  flffiaita    a  man  of 

deep  QonviettQii.  a  BMA  of  mat  sineertty. 
who  at  mil  ttees  Is  mctnated  by  only  ona 
parpoea^  imub^.  what  la  best  for  his 
ooontey.  Althooih  we  may  <Uffer  on 
aaattan.  and  f requukUy  do,  we  never 
dtfter  abo^  how  we  feel  toward  each 


I  wlah  to  eiigacst  to  the  aiaiority 
leader  that  ha  review  the  reeoid.  be* 
caaae  atthoagh  I  was  not  a  Mcnber  of 
Oongrem  in  U80,  I  was  around  the 
Capitol,  either  In  the  callerice  as  a 
doorkeeper,  or  as  a  secretary,  or  while 
encaged  In  work  to  the  Hoose  of  Repre- 
sentotttea:  and,  as  I  remonber— al- 
thootfi  that  was  a  long  time  ago— the 
Democrats  did  obtain  eontrol  of  the 
House  of  Repreamtotivea,  but  the  Re- 
publicans were  still  reqionsible  for  the 
eonflnaatlon  <tf  nominations  in  the 
Soiate. 


rjyiTBTiATTVE  SESSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  move  that  the  Senate  resume  the 
considrratloa  of  Icgialattve  business. 

Hie  motkai  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  oonsideratkm  of 
legislative  busJneaiL 


REPORT  OP  SFBCIAL 

TO  INVISTiaATB  PACTS  ON  MAIL 
GOVBt  OP  SBYATORS 

Mr.  PKUUUUUM.'  Mr.  Preddent.  on 
yeetexdaj  ttie  Sumte  referred  to  toe  sen- 
ior Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Qeoial 
and  myself,  as  a  q;>ecial  committee,  a 
reapjutton  caning  for  an  investigation  to 
relation  to  mail  covers  to  connection 
with  the  mail  of  Senators,  fc»#^itiHt»iy  the 
mail  of  the  Junimr  Senator  ftemWiacfm- 
sto  LMr.MbCoTHT].  That  matter  aroM 
to  ftonnection  with  the  previous  tovesti- 


I  now  report  to  the  Senate  that  todaj 
we  hava  awom  Bkany  witnesaes  and  have 
eonduetad  an  investigation,  which  tocA 
until  •  p.  m.  today.  It  would  be  impos- 
sible for  OS  to  write  a  m»ort  and  file  it 
before  tfaa  end  of  the  present  session. 
We  expect  that  wa  diall  be  aide  to  lOe 
the  report  tomocrow.  wlto  the  Secretary 
of  the  Senate. 

Tberef ora,  Mr.  Resident,  on  behalf  of 
the  Senalor  tram  Georgia  and  myself. 
I  ask  unantmnna  consent  for  leave  to 
file  the  testimony  and  the  ezhfbtte  at 
a  later  date,  as  soon  as  the  stenographers 
can  write  up  the  testtmony;  and  that 
then  we  may  make  such  recammenda- 
tions  as  we  deem  appropriate  under  the 
resolution,  and  that  the  Senate  may 
take  such  steps  aa  It  nuor  desire  to  ze- 
gard  to  toe  printing  of  the  eooqyEpittaa 
hearings. 


Mkr.  J0BN8ON  «t  Texas.  Mr.  Presi- 
dsBt.  wiU  tha  Senator  from  ***«'^*g«" 
yield  tome? 

Mr.  PBRODSOK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHMBON  of  Texaa.  Doc«  tha 
dliUngwishfd  senior  Senator  from  Oeor- 
gla  [Mr.  QaoacB]  Joto  in  the  requeat  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  has  Just  made? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Tes;  he  does.  I  am 
sure.    He  has  lust  left 

The  FR88IDIMG  OFFICER.    Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Michigan?    The  Chair  hears  none 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KKOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
BOW  send  to  the  desk  a  proposed  order 
which  I  ask  to  have  read;  and  I  request 
its  immediate  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  pro- 
posed order  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

I  ask  unanimous  conaent  that  XXxm  ipecUl 
commlttae  to  InvMiigatc  and  report  ttia  fact* 
on  mall  ooven  of  Senators,  pursuant  to  Sen- 
ate Resolution  832,  Im  authorteed  to  Ale  a 
mpart  wtth  tbe  Secretary  of  the  Stonate 
during  the  tine  die  adjournment  d  tbe 
Senate. 

Mr,  BUOWIiAMD.  Mr.  President  this 
has  been  discussed  with  the  mliaorlty 
leader.     

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  California?  The  Chair  hears  aone. 
and  the  order  is  entered. 

I 

PRINTING  OF  FINAL  ISSUE  OF  THE 
CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  Senators 
shall  bave  the  xyrlvilege.  until  10  days 

after  tbe  adjournment  sine  die  of  the 

Senate,   of   making   insertions    in   the 

OOKOMtaaiOMAL  RaCOBB. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
obJectiMi.  it  is  so  ordered.  j 

THE  ECONOMIC  CONFERENCE  AT 
RIO  DE  JANEIRO 

M^.  JOHNSQN  ct  Texas.  ICr.  Presi- 
dent. I  am  infbimed  that  this  is  the  last 
day  of  the  Important  economic  confer- 
ence at  Rio  de  Janeira  This  is  a  meet- 
ing  of  extreme  slsniflcance  for  Use  future 
of  inter-American  relations. 

It  i4)pears  that  some  vital  decisions 
have  already  bcm  reached— ^edgions 
which  will  place  toter-Amerlcan  .eco- 
nomic cooperation  on  the  basis  of  a 
two-way  streeU-an  operation  to  which 
everyone  will  have  a  part. 

I  do  not  think  we  should  allow  this 
day  to  pass  without  recognizing  the  im- 
portant contribution  maule  to  this  con- 
ference by  the  ccmgressional  delegatea. 
Tbey  inehided  the  distinguished  cliair. 
man  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relattons 
OoBualttee  [Mr.  Wnrrl,  toe  chairman 
of  the  Senate  timri^ir*^  ^nd  Currency 
Oommlttee  [Mr.  CAPXHAnl.  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  SiuTHgRs]. 
and  the  gentleman  from  the  House  Itor- 
cign  Affairs  Committee  [Mr.  rxTLXtaO. 

T}iese  men.  I  am  informed,  brought  to 
the  conference  tbe  knowledge  of  our  do- 
toeetle  sitoatkon  that  is  too  frequently 
lacking.    They  represented   the   vtew- 


potot  of  America  vigorously  and  aUy. 
I  think  toey  made  a  disUnct  cwitribaftloQ 
to  the  understanding  of  our  Latto  Aaaer- 
tean  neighbors  of  our  own  attKtode. 

I  am  vtfy  proud  to  have  had  tha 
(HWortunity  to  nomtnate  one  of  the  d^e» 
gates — toe  Junior  Senator  from  norlda. 
I  kziow  of  few  men  to  this  Chamber  who 
have  exhibited  greater  entouslasm  M14 
greater  totelligence  to  seeklnf  to  pro- 
mote Western  Hemispborie  toUdarity 
than  have  boto  distinguished  Senators 
fmn  toe  SUte  of  Ftorida.  the  Junior 
Senator  [Mr.  SmathxbsI  and  his  col- 
league, my  beloved  friend  [Mr.  ^ouonl. 

It  Is  my  belief  that  toe  congresaional 
delegation — boto  from  the  House  My| 
toe  Senate — added  materially  to  what- 
ever success  this  conference  has  had  ami 
that  we  owe  our  colleagues  deqp  thanXt 
for  toeir  work. 


■I'r 


GODSPEED  TO  DEPARTING 
SENATORS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Prasl- 
dent,  we  are  in  toe  closing  hours  of  the 
83d  Congress  and  I  want  to  take  tola 
opportunity  to  say  "Godv>eed"  to  ■^-w 
Members  who  will  not  be  wlto  Us  to  toe 
next  Congress. 

One  of  the  true  rewards  of  service  to 
toe  Senate  is  tl>e  friendship  that  exlste 
between  the  Members.  Over  the  yeara 
I  have  been  stimulated  and  in^Dired  by 
my  close  connections  wlto  Members  on 
boto  sides  of  toe  aisle. 

On  poliUcs.  we  are  divided.  But  to  our 
personal  loyalties  and  our  personal  feel- 
ings I  think  there  are  few  divisions. 

One  of  toe  Members  who  la  retiring 
is  a  man  who  has  been  a  good  friend 
and  counselor  to  practically  all  of  ut . 

I  am  referring  to  Biff  Bd  JoomaoR— Mr. 

Wisdom,  as  some  of  us  have  called  him 

who  is  going  back  to  his  home  Stete  tA 
Colorado  to  occupy  toe  GKovemor's 
mansion. 

I  think  toat  an  of  us  wffl  feel  a  deep 
sense  of  loss  over  this  partizag.  Big  Ed 
is  toe  man  of  sense  the  man  who  has 
always  exercised  a  restraining  f««*»«— ~wr 
over  toose  of  us  who  become  too  impul- 
sive and  toose  of  us  who  frequgntly  de- 
part from  the  paths  of  pradenge  out  of 
an  excess  of  aeaL  We  wlU  miss  tbe 
senior  Senator  from  CVrtorado  and  tha 
Nation  will  miss  him.  Our  lose  te  tem- 
pered only  by  toe  tremendous  gato  of 
toe  people  of  Ccdorado. 

We  shall  feel  an  eqiud  sense  of  lose 
over  other  Members  who  are  dtparUng. 

My  good  and  trusted  friend.  Out  Gil- 
LRTs.  has  served  wito  ib  for  many 
years.  His  dignity  and  his  stotesman- 
shlp — particularly  to  the  realm  of  for- 
eign affairs — has  been  a  guiding  beacon 
for  boto  Democrats  and  Repablicans. 
He  has  served  wito  distinction  and  with 
integrity,  and  I  shaU  always  treasure  oar 
personal  association.  I  shaU  be  wiwr^y 
upon  him  for  advice  and  ootmagl  to  the 
years  to  come  no  matter  where  he  may 
be. 

From  a  personal  standpotot  I  rihall 
also  miss  my  associates  on  the  otoer  side 
of  toe  aisle.  I  look  upon  toe  sentor  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  [Mr.  Fgicusow)  tha 
senior  Senator  from  Oregon  I  Mr.  Coa- 
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i>oM],  and  toe  Junior  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky [Mr.  CooPEF]  as  friends.  I  never 
permit  political  dliferences  to  govern  my 
friendships. 

These  men  have  all  served  in  this  body 
wlto  Integrity  and  wlto  ability  and  I 
shall  miss  my  opporiunlty  for  dally  as- 
sociation wito  toem. 

They  are  honor  ible  gentlemen,  and  I 
hope  they  will  always  include  me  among 
toose  who  wish  them  well  and  hope  toat 
their  personal  f 01  tunes  will  prosper  as 
toey  deserve. 

Because  of  his  brief  service,  I  have 
not  had  toe  opp«)rtunity  for  extended 
association  wito  tlie  Junior  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  (Mr.  Daiosl].  He  has 
sat  In  the  front  row  with  me.  I  have 
never  formed  a  d<«per  affection  for  any 
man  in  such  a  short  time  as  I  have 
formed  for  toe  distinguished  Senator 
from  Souto  CaroUna. 

I  also  wish  to  express  my  regret  at  the 
departure  of  the  distinguished  lady  from 
Nebraska  [Mrs.  AbelI.  I  have  enjoyed 
my  brief  associaton  wlto  her.  and  wish 
her  Godspeed. 

I  have  alwasrs  considered  service  to 
the  Senate  of  toe  United  States  toe  high- 
est honor  that  csn  befall  any  man.  To 
my  mtod  toose  who  are  leaving  tois  year 
carry  wito  toem  all  toat  distinction  and 
all  toat  honor  and  also  bear  my  deep 
respect  and  affection. 


ORDER  FOR  ADJOURNMENT  SINE 
DIB 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consrat  toat  when  toe 
Senate  has  comideted  its  deliberations 
this   evening.  It  stand  in  adjournment 

Sine  die.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Caiil- 
soK  In  toe  chair t.  Is  toere  objection? 
The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so 
ordered. 


CLOSING  STATEMENT  BY  THE 
MAJORITY  LEADER 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  1 
should  like  to  say  a  word  relative  to  sev- 
eral of  our  colleagues  on  boto  sides  of 
the  aisle  wlto  whom  I  have  served  in  toe 
Senate. 

HoMxs  FmcusoN  came  to  toe  Senate 
In  1943.  He  has  served  ably  and  well  to 
his  capacity  as  a  Senator  from  toe  great 
State  of  Michigan.  As  a  Senator  he  has 
held  a  ranking  RepubUcsm  position  on 
toe  Committee  on  Appropriations.  He 
has  also  served  as  an  able  member  of 
toe  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
and  as  chairman  of  toe  Republican  pol- 
icy committee. 

I  have  found  him  to  be  an  industrious 
and  able  Senator.  I  shall  personally 
greatly  feel  his  loss  to  toe  next  session. 

Senator  GKnr  Cordon  and  I  have 
served  togetoer  on  toe  Committee  on 
Appropriations  for  a  number  of  years. 
He  is  toe  ranking  Republican  member 
on  toe  Subcommittee  on  Civil  Functions 
of  toe  Committee  on  Appropriations,  of 
which  I  have  toe  honor  to  serve  as  chair- 
man, to  turn,  I  am  toe  ranking  Re- 
publican member  of  the  Interior  sub- 
eommittee  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 


mittee, of  which  he  serves  as  toe  able 
chairman. 

This  is  toe  second  Congress  to  which 
Senator  Johh  Coops*,  of  Kentucky,  has 
been  wito  us  in  toe  Senate,  and  I  hope 
toat  it  will  not  be  the  last  one.  He  is  a 
man  of  deep  convictions  wito  an  ardent 
desire  to  serve  his  country.  He  has  served 
wlto  great  distinction  boto  under  a  Re- 
publican admtoistration  and  under  a 
Democratic  administration.  He  is  a 
comparatively  young  man.  and  I  know 
toat  he  will  serve  his  country  and  his 
State  well  for  many  years  to  come.  ** 

I  would  not  wish,  as  majority  leader 
of  toe  Senate,  to  let  toe  opportunity  pass 
witoout  also  making  reference  to  a  num- 
ber of  Senators  on  the  otoer  side  of  the 
aisle,  whom  we  shall  also  miss  m  toe 
next  session  of  Congress. 

Those  of  us  who  have  been  privileged 
to  serve  wito  Senator  Johhson  of  Colo- 
rado have  considered  it  a  great  and 
pleasant  experience.  He  has  been 
friendly.  He  has  been  toterested  in  the 
problems  of  toe  West  and  of  toe  Nation. 
He  has  been  helpful  to  all  Members  of 
the  Senate,  witoout  regard  to  the  side 
of  toe  aisle  on  which  toey  happen  to  sit. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  about  to  jrield  toe 
floor  to  toe  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrickson],  wito 
whom  I  have  had  toe  opportunity  to 
serve  to  toe  Senate  during  toe  past  6 
years.  I  have  known  him  for  a  longer 
period  of  time  toan  that,  and  have 
counted  him  as  one  of  my  close  personal 
friends.  I  hope  that  as  toe  years  go  by 
he  will  also  ftod  toe  opportunity  to  give 
many  more  years  of  service  to  his  coun- 
try and  to  his  State. 

I  hope  that  all  Members  of  the  Senate, 
When  toey  leave  us,  will  remember  to 

come  back  and  visit  wito  us. 

We  have  had  with  us  also  some  newer 
Members  of  toe  Senate,  including  toe 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mrs.  Abxl],  who  has  been  wito  us  for 
only  a  short  time.  I  know  that  toose  of 
us  who  have  had  an  opportunity  to  be- 
come acquainted  wito  her  have  enjoyed 
toe  experience,  and  we  hope  that  she, 
too,  now  that  she  is  a  Member  of  this 
dub.  Will  find  an  opportunity  to  visit  us. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  DakzslI  has  been  wito  us 
for  <mly  a  short  time,  but  although  we 
on  this  side  of  toe  aisle  have  not  had  toe 
opportunity  to  get  so  well  acquainted 
wito  him  as  Senators  on  the  otoer  side 
of  toe  aisle  have  had,  I  did  have  toe  op- 
portunity to  get  to  know  him  sometime 
ago  to  his  own  Stote.  I  hope  that  he, 
too.  will  carry  away  from  this  Chamber 
toe  recollection  of  toe  spirit  which  rec- 
ognizes no  center  aisle  and  toe  knowl- 
edge that  while  we  may  sometimes,  under 
some  considerable  emotional  stress,  differ 
wito  each  otoer,  when  toe  day  is  over 
and  toe  Senate  has  adjourned,  we  can 
meet  and  greet  each  other  as  friends  and 
discuss  the  many  problems  in  which  we 
have  a  common  interest. 

I  would  not  wish  this  opportunity  to 
pass  witoout  also  saying  a  word  about 
Ottv  GnxxTTK.  He  comes  from  the  Stete 
of  Iowa.  It  happens  toat  my  motoer. 
who  died  when  I  was  a  year  or  less  old. 
wa&  born  in  Iowa,  in  the  little  commu- 


nity of  Cherokee.  That  is  toe  city  from 
which  Senator  Otrr  Qnixm  comes.  We 
have  often  had  an  (^nwrtunlty  to  com- 
pare notes  a  little,  my  information  being 
a  bit  remote,  of  course.  I  have  had  very 
pleasant  as8ociati(M)s  wito  him  during 
the  period  of  time  I  have  been  to  the 
Senate. 

I  wish  to  Joto  toe  mtoority  leader  to 
his  expressions. 

I  would  not  wish  this  opportunity  to 
pass  witoout  also  extending  my  deep  ap- 
preciation to  toose  who  do  toe  heavy 
work  of  toe  Senate  at  toe  desk,  our 
Secretary,  our  Sergeant  at  Arms,  and 
our  pages,  as  well  as  toose  who  serve 
boto  toe  majority  and  toe  minority. 
Until  a  man  has  had  toe  oi4>ortunity 
of  serving  at  one  of  toose  desks,  he  does 
not  realize  Just  how  great  a  burden  toese 
men  carry,  and  how  important  toeir 
work  is  to  toe  functioning  of  toe  Senate. 

Of  course,  in  what  I  have  said  I  to- 
clude  also  toe  Official  Reporters  of  de- 
bates. I.  who  have  been  to  toe  news- 
paper business,  consider  it  almost  a  mira- 
cle toe  way  toese  men.  working  long 
hours  and  under  very  trying  conditions, 
in  toe  stress  of  debate,  wito  2  or  3  or 
more  Senators  talking  at  toe  same  time, 
manage  to  write  it  all.  and  toen  some- 
times even  make  it  all  read  much  better 
than  we  said  it  on  toe  floor.  We  do 
indeed  owe  toem  a  great  debt  of  grati- 
tode. 

I  wish  to  express  our  appreciation  also 
to  toose  who  work  to  toe  Government 
Prtoting  Office,  who  during  toe  session, 
night  after  night,  long  after  we  have 
gone  home,  print  toe  Congkessiohal 
RccoKD.  When  we  leave  our  homes  to 
toe  morning  we  always  find  a  copy  of  too 
ConcBissioNAL  RscoKD  for  our  perusaL 

To  all  these  persons  I  wish  to  say,  now 

that  I  am  about  to  pass  from  toe  position 
of  majority  leader  to  a  mtoority  position, 
toat  I  deeply  appreciate  toe  many  cour- 
tesies which  have  been  extended  to  me  by 
toem,  as  well  as  by  Senators  on  boto 
sides  of  the  a£le,  and  I  shall  extend  to 
my  friend,  toe  mtoority  leader,  toe  cour- 
tesies which  he  has  extended  to  me  dur- 
ing toe  two  years  I  have  been  called 
upon  to  serve  to  the  capacity  of  majorl^ 
leader. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  wish  to  take  this  opportunity  to  thank 
the  dlstingiilshed  majority  leader  for 
toe  kind  things  he  has  said  about  me.  not 
only  today,  but  on  other  occasions,  and 
I  wish  to  say  that  one  of  toe  greatest  to- 
spirations  of  my  life  ha^Vc^v  toe  privi- 
lege of  serving  under  toe  Senator  from 
California  as  majority  leader.  His  worit 
to  toe  Senate  has  been  a  great  example 
to  all  of  us  to  follow. 


CARTER  BURGESS 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Souto  Carolina.    Mr.~ 
Presidmt.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  prtoted  to  the  Rbcokd  a  short  state- 
ment which  I  have  prepared. 

There  bdng  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  to  tha 
RacosD,  as  follows: 

I  want  to  reoommend  bl^ily  th«  nomina- 
tion of  Mr.  Carter  Burgeu  aa  AnAstant  Secre- 
tary  of  Defense  in  Charge  of  Personnel. 
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FR0P08BD  SALARY  INCRXASXB 

Mr.  DAMIBi  of  Sooth  CuoBiMk  Mr. 
Px«Bideni,  I  BiMiikl  like  to  take  fills  op- 
portotttlj  to  timak  the  majority  lettder 
and  the  minority  leader  for  their  ktaid 
ol»erv»tlaB8  »boiit  the  Jindor  Senator 
from  South  Oandina.  I  am  appreciative 
to  mn  Mottbert  of  the  6en«to  for  the 
many  comteaiea  they  hare  attended  to 
me  sinee  I  hare  been  a  Member  at  this 
great  body.  I  leave  the  Senate,  trcmen- 
doudy  ImpieuBtd  with  the  vast  amount 
<tf  work  aeeompUAted  and  wltti  the  bur- 
densome VttA  whi6h  Is  carried  by  the 
leaden  of  the  two  sreat  political  parties 
of  our  eoontry.  I  am  indeed  sorry,  for 
one  particUlmr  reason,  that  I  dudi  not 
be  here  in  Juniary.  because  the  first 
onfer  of  business  for  me  would  be  to 
urge  the  Senate  to  drasUcal^  increase 
salartes  for  aU  Members  of  the  Senate, 
the  House  (rf  Representatives,  the  Judi- 
ciary, and  employees  of  theFsderal  Gov- 
enunent.  The  pei^le  of  South  Carol^ 
want  to  pay  adeouate  salaries  to  ttiose 
who  serve  them  so  well  in  the  Consreas. 
the  Judidaiy,  and  the  Government  oC 
the  TXEdted  States.  In  my  opinion,  the 
Senate  is  the  most  underpaid  organiza- 
tioia  in  America  today.  If  we  are  to  con- 
tinue having  the  best  brains  in  this  coun- 
try represent  this  great  country  In  the 
OtmgresB  and  the  Judiciary.  I  think  that 
the  84th  Congress  shoold  make  pay  in- 
creases the  first  order  of  business.  Busi- 
nessmen, tazpiqrers,  and  citizens  at 
South  OaroUna  would  give  their  full  sap- 
port  to  sttcfa  a  program  as  a  matter  of 
Justice. 

SPECIAL    OOMMl'lTJEE    TO    STUDy 
TECHNICAL    ASSISTANCE     FRO- 
GRAliS 
The     FSJBEUIXIMO     UFJflCgB      GAr. 

CASLSQir  in  the  chair).  The  Chair  ap- 
points the  Smator  from  Ariaona  (Mr. 
GoumsTB]  as  a  member  of  the  special 
committee  on  the  so-called  4-palnt  pro- 
srams,  created  by  Sesiate  Reaolatlon  214, 
heretofore  adopted. 


JUV0UL2  DBLIMQXTBfCY 
Mr.  HENDRICKBON.  Mr.  President, 
during  the  past  14  inonths  It  has  been 
my  privilege  to  serve  as  chairman  of 
the  Senate  Hi»tw.oi».»»i«^^  ^i  ^^  Judi- 
ciary charged  with  invei^ating  Juvenile 
delinquency  to  the  United  States.  Since 
I  shall  not  be  a  Member  of  this  distin- 
guished body  whoi  the  report  of  thp  sub- 
committee is  made  to  it  to  Jannaiy  Iftss. 
I  feel  a  rrn^onsiWltiy  to  briefiir  sum- 
mariK  at  this  time  certain  impressions 
of  Ito  work  and  achievements.  This 
feeling  of  responsibility  does  not  reflect 
imy  desire  to  assume  credit  for  ite  work, 
but  grows  out  of  my  belief  that  as  ite 
retiring  chairman  I  am  in  a  position  to 


make  eertato  observations  about  its  ac- 
compllshmente  which  it  could  not  inod- 
•sUy  B«k»to4ta  own  behalf. 

An  appraisal  of  aeeomplisliment,  to  be 
fair.  mvtX  be  made  relative  to  what 
could  be  reaUsticaUy  expected  of  the 
sobeomBiittee  in  the  way  of  achieve- 
ment. Neither  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee [Mr.  Kkfauw]  or  myself  in  in- 
troducing identical  resolutions  caUing 
for  a  senatorial  investigation  of  juvenile 
delinquency  expected  that  acUon  to  ob- 
literate the  problem  from  our  sbores, 
nor  has  the  subcommittee  done  so.  I 
am  absolutely  convinced,  however,  that 
ite  work  has  made  a  vast  and  f  ar-rtach- 
tog  contribution  to  combating  this  inen- 
adng  social  problem.  And,  Mr.  Pres- 
ldent»  total  gains  on  the  problem  have 
be^i  Significant.  The  problem  is  not  yet 
Whipped,  far  from  it,  but  I  predict,  with 
full  awareness  of  the  danger  confront- 
Ing  prophets,  that  1954  stetistics  wiU 
reveal  that  the  shocking  upward  spiral 
of  Juvenile  ddinquency  which  began  in 
1948  ground  to  a  halt  this  year.  Merely 
tUxmAxm  the  upward  surge,  however,  is 
no  reason  to  relax  our  efforts.  We  can- 
not afford  to  go  on  pajrins  ttie  grim 
annual  toll  tliat  the  problem  of  Juvenile 
delinqueiuqr  is  reaping  among  our  young 
dtiiras. 

The  oontributkms  which  the  subcom- 
mittee has  made  to  total  gains  are,  I 
believe,  multiple.  Some  have  been  im- 
mediate and  ooncreta  in  form.  Other 
contributions,  perhaps  of  even  greater 
signiflcance.  are  impoDderable.  In  some 
instances,  the  resulte  of  movemente 
•tarted  by  the  subcommittee  will  not  be 
apparent  for  some  months  or  even  jears. 
This  report,  therefore,  is  of  necessity 
sketchy  and  incomplete. 

In  terms  ct  volume  of  work  under- 
teken.  the  record  of  the  subcommittee 
Is.  I  believe,  impressive.  To  date^  we 
have  examined  more  than  500  witnesses. 
reviewed  the  programs  of  hundreds  of 
community  agencies,  made  first-hand  in- 
vestigations of  both  local  and  Interstate 
probleiiis  from  coast  to  coast,  conducted 
hearings  in  major  cities  throughout  the 

eoontry,  eoUeeted  statistics,  and  an- 
alysed scores  of  studies,  stetutes,  and 
other  pertinent  data. 

Partkdpatkm  In  this  varied  work  has 
left  me  with  a  large  number  of  coaclu- 
aions— and  one  that  is  Inescapable.  Mr. 
President,  Is  that  there  Is  a  vast  differ- 
enee  between  what  is  known  about  the 
IHToblem  and  what  is  done  about  It.  The 
ptobleni  of  Juvenile  delinquency  has 
many  causes  but  It  is  not  so  comideec  as 
to  baffle  efforto  by  intelligent  pecq?ie  to 
come  to  grips  with  It.  There  are  here 
to  Washingtoi  and  in  every  State  and 
cooununity  we  have  visited  numerous 
community  leaders  who  know  ways  and 
means  of  ameliorating  the  problem.  But 
there  Is  a  gap  between  what  they  kjiow 
and  what  the  commiinlty  does. 

It  Is  my  studied  and  honest  opinion. 
Mr.  President,  that  the  subcommittee 
has  served  an  invaluable  role  in  helping 
to  ctose  that  gap  throughout  the  land. 
I  will  take  the  time  here  te  give  the 
Senate  only  one  specific  example  of  the 
kind  of  thing  I  am  talidng  about. 


V\l^V 


Our  hearings  in  Boston.  Mass..  re- 
vealed widespread  drinking  by  Juveniles 
In  a  number  of. downtown  bam  in  that 
city.  They  also  revealed  a  failure  by  the 
Ucenslng  authority  to  take  effective  ac- 
Uon against  establlshmento  dlspenslnc 
alcoholic  beverages  to  youngstfn.  This 
condition  was  not  unknown  to  the  Vwal 
police.  Indeed.  It  was  the  police  who 
told  us  alwut  It.  Neither  were  the  good 
citizens  of  Boston  indifferent  to  this 
hazard  to  the  wellbeing  of  th«ir  young 
But  relaUvely  few  of  them  knew  of  the 
condition  imtil  it  was  publicized  by  the 
subcommittee's  putdic  hearings  there. 
Six  months  later  the  subcommittee  sent 
two  Investigators  to  Boston  to  do  a  le- 
check  on  conditions  in  that  city.  By  that 
time  signs  prohibiting  sales  to  minors 
were  conspicuously  diq;>Iayed  in  all  tev- 
cms.  Waiters  were  scmpvlous  to 
checking  the  ages  of  youthful-appearing 
patrons.  And  not  a  Juvoiile  could  be 
found  at  any  bar  visited.  The  gap  be- 
tween wtiat  was  known  about  a  social 
problem  and  what  was  done  about  it  had 
been  closed. 

Other  community  bearings  have  been 
held  in  Washington,  m  Phila^bThia.  in 
Chicago.  In  Denver,  in  El  Paso,  in  San 
Oiego.  in  Los  Angeles,  and  to  San 
Francisco.  In  every  one  of  those  com- 
munities. wiUiout  exception,  it  would  be 
possible  to  point  to  corrective  social  ac- 
tion which  has  followed  subcommittee 
revelations. 

But  there  are  many  and  varied  condi- 
tions contributing  to  Juvenile  delin- 
quency which  cannot  ht  corrected  on  a 
commiinltv-by-mmmiinitjr  basia.  These 
are  interstate  and  national  «ft"dmf>in 
and  problems,  and  to  these  the  subcom- 
mittee has  given  its  particular  attention. 
Again.  I  will  limit  myself  to  only  an  ex- 
ample or  two  of  the  kind  of  ptoblems  I 
refer  ta 

Juvenile  delinquency  crosses  State 
tx>rders.  A  boy  nms  away  from  one 
State  to  commit  delinquencies  in  an- 
ottier.  A  girl  on  probation  kmvea  her 
home  State  to  reside  with  other  relatives. 
Two  States,  side  by  side,  have  a  com- 
bined caseload  large  enoush  Jointly  to 
support  a  needed  specialized  service 
such  as  a  treatment  center  iac  psychotle 
delinquents,  which  could  be  afforded  by 
neither  alone.  These  are  the  types  of 
problems  which  the  lack  of  effective 
machinery  for  interstate  cooperation 
has  made  difficult,  indeed  Impcasible.  to 
resolve.  Working  in  cooperation  with 
several  national  agencies,  the  sul>com- 
mlttee  has  tielped  to  formulate  the  in- 
Btnmients  necessary  to  such  interstate 
work.  During  this  session  of  tihe  Con- 
gress  the  subcommittee  introduced,  and 
in  the  next  session  plans  to  reintroduce, 
a  Joint  resolution  authorizing  States  to 
enter  into  these  compacts. 

Another  example  of  a  problem  which 
cuts  across  State  lines  is  that  presented 
by  certain  mass  media  of  communica- 
tions wliich  dramatize  and  glamorise 
crime,  vice,  lust,  and  every  depraved 
form  of  human  behavior.  The  so-called 
crime  and  Iu>rror  comic  books  repre- 
sented such  a  media.  At  the  beginning 
of  its  work  the  subcommittee  found  that 
parents  throughout  the  Nation  were  con- 
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cemed  with  this  stream  of  literary  filth 
which  was  pouring  through  U.eir  chil- 
dren's hands.  But  there  was  Uttle  the 
individual  parent  could  do  beyond  tryln? 
to  play  censor  after  the  child's  dimes  had 
been  spent  Parents  could  not  shut  off 
the  supply. 

Following  the  subcommittee  hearings 
on  this  problem — and  we  had  3  days  of 
hearings  in  New  York — responsible  pub- 
lishers and  distributors  Joined  together 
to  form  a  new  organization,  adopted  a 
code  of  standards,  and  appointed  a 
"czar"  for  its  enforcement.  Horror 
comics  are  outlawed  tinder  the  code  and 
limitations  are  imposed  on  those  deal- 
ing with  crime.  It  is  yet  too  early  to  say 
with  confidence  that  this  mechanism  will 
completely  solve  the  problem  of  crime 
and  horror  comics,  but,  for  the  first  time. 
American  parents  at  least  Imve  reason 
to  hope. 

May  I  depart  from  my  text  at  this 
point  to  say  that  a  special  Interim  report 
on  crime  and  horror  comics  will  be  made 
to  the  Senate  by  our  subcommittee  with- 
in the  next  few  weeks.  I  strongly  urge 
each  Senator  to  read  it  Mr.  President 
you  will  be  shocked,  as  indeed  I  was.  to 
learn  that  such  vile  materials  have  been 
selling  to  our  American  children  at  the 
rate  of  20  million  copies  per  month. 

To  return  to  my  thesis,  the  subcom- 
mittee has  also  uncovered  problems 
which,  though  primarily  local  in  impact 
are  national,  even  international,  in  char- 
acter. Southern  California  is  confronted 
with  such  a  problem  relative  to  the  Mexi- 
can border  city  of  Tia  Juana.  That  city 
abounds  in  every  form  of  human  vice. 
Including  large-scale  narcotics  opera- 
tions and  widespread  prostitution.  Tens 
of  thousands  of  teenagers  from  tlirough- 
out  southern  California,  and  often  from 
other  States,  pour  over  the  border  in 
search  of  excitement  and  new  thrills. 
Local  authorities  can  do  little  with  such 
a  problem  as  this,  involving  as  it  does 
international  relationships.  As  chair- 
man of  the  subcoounittee,  I  have  re- 
quested the  Navy  to  consider  placing  Tia 
Juana  off  limits,  a  step  both  necessary  to 
tlie  protection  of  some  80.000  miUtary 
personnel  in  that  area,  and  one  which 
would  stimulate  a  cleanup  by  local  Mex- 
ican authorities.  The  Senate.  I  hope, 
will  have  the  opportunity  to  take  more 
pointed  corrective  action  on  this  problem 
following  submission  of  recoomienda- 
tions  in  January. 

I  have  referred  thus  far  to  only  a  few 
of  the  many  concrete  resulte  which  have 
fiowed  from  the  subcommittee's  work. 
Let  me  turn  for  a  moment  now  to  some 
less  tangible  and  somewhat  imponder- 
able effecte  of  the  subcommittee's  work — 
effects  which  in  many  ways  may  be  of 
even  greater  import  to  the  war  against 
Juvenile  delinquency.  The  United  States 
Senate  enjoys  great  prestige.  The  fact 
that  it  has  singled  out  the  problem  of 
Juvenile  delinquency  for  attentiac  tias 
tiuned  the  spotlight  of  public  attention 
upon  ite  causes  and  cures  as  never  before 
in  our  history.  This,  in  turn,  has  helped 
to  stimulate  and  strengthen  a  wide  range 
of  remedial  activities  throiwhout  the 
country.  During  the  past  year  programs 
and  projects  to  combat  Juvenile  delin- 


quency have  been  adopted  by  hundreds 
of  communities  and  by  thousands  of  or- 
ganizations in  those  communities.  Com- 
prehensiTe  studies  of  the  problem  of 
Juvenile  delinquency  have  t>een  launched 
to  doaens  of  cities.  Now  let  me  em- 
phasize that  I  do  not  contend  that  our 
subcommittee  was  the  one  and  only 
trigger  for  all  this  action,  but  the  sub- 
committee has  been  consulted  in  regard 
to  too  many  of  these  projecte  to  discount 
ite  important  influence. 

I  will  refer  to  only  one  more  small  ex- 
ample of  ite  possible  influence.  Our  sub- 
committee has  recently  held  hearings  to 
toqulre  into  the  extent,  if  any,  that  the 
presentation  of  crime  and  violence  on 
television  may  contribute  to  the  delin- 
Quent  acts  of  children.  Again  this  is  a 
subject  of  great  concern  to  an  over- 
whelming number  of  American  parente. 
I  know  not  yet  what  our  findings  or 
recommendations  in  this  area  may  be. 
but  I  am  unofficially  advised  that  the 
television  Industry  itself,  and  it  is  a  re- 
sponsible Industry,  is  contemplating 
significant  research  into  the  effecte  of 
certain  kinds  of  programing  as  a  result 
of  our  hearings. 

My  14  months'  Investigation  into  the 
problem  of  Juvenile  delinquency  leaves 
me  with  another  negative  iMit  inescapa- 
ble conclusion.  Delinquency  is  a  problem 
with  wliich  many  people,  groups,  and 
agencies  are  concerned.  And  they 
Should  be.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  It  is  a 
problon  of  such  great  magnitude — of 
such  tremendous  importance  to  the  peo- 
ple of  this  Nation — that  more  and  more 
people  must  take  an  active  part  in  the 
fight  if  we  are  to  win.  But  during  our 
hearings  it  was  forcefully  brought  home 
to  us.  time,  and  time,  and  time  again, 
that  there  is  all  too  often  a  decided  lack 
of  coordination  and  cooperation  among 
the  agencies  which  are  trying  to  do  the 
job.  And  this.  Mr.  President  is  true 
both  nationally  and  in  local  communi- 
ties. Not  for  one  moment  would  I  have 
anyone  here  take  this  stetement  to 
mean  that  I  have  not  the  highest  ad- 
miration and  respect  for  the  countless 

ttiousands  of  earnest  and  sincere  men 
and  wcmien  throughout  the  country  who 
are  flghUng  to  this  common  cause.  But 
unless  all  their  eflorte  are  brought  toto 
focus,  there  is  bound  to  be  dupUcation 
of  effort.  But  worse  yet,  unless  all  oS. 
these  good  people  and  organizations 
work  together  certain  aspects  <«f  tlie 
problem  are  bound  to  be  neglected  and 
overlooked. 

The  subcommittee  has  tried  to  do 
something  about  this  lack  of  coordina- 
tion. We  have,  first  of  all,  focused  pub- 
lic attention  on  this  lack  of  coordination 
not  only  through  our  public  hearings  but 
also  through  questionnaires  sent  to 
leaders  throughout  the  country — ques- 
ttonnaires  soliciting  advice  as  to  how 
better  coordinated  efforts  could  be 
brought  about. 

It  is  very  difficult  to  measiu'e  accu- 
rately the  resulte  of  the  subcommittee's 
efforto  akmg  these  fines.  We  have  had 
our  successes;  we  have  also  had.  so  far. 
our  share  of  failures.  But  on  the  whole  I 
think  I  can.  at  this  potot.  repcMrt  that  I 
see  some  definite  signs  of  improvement 


to  this  matter  of  increased  cooperation 
among  the  agencies  and  on^smlzations. 

Some  of  the  rranmnrk\i'»t\nnn  we  have 

received  Indicate  to  me  that  our  eflorte 
may  well  be  more  effective  than  we  have 
guessed.  For  example,  we  have  had  con- 
siderable testimony  before  our  subcom- 
mittee concerning  the  need  for  the  es- 
tabllstunent  by  the  Federal  Government 
of  a  new  organization  which  scene  of  the 
witnesses  called  a  National  Institate  of 
Juvenile  Delinquency.  Our  subcommittee 
te  giving  earnest  consideration  to  such  a 
proposal.  But  in  order  to  get  Uie  best 
thinking  on  the  subject,  we  sent  out  hun- 
dreds of  questionnaires  asking  for  spe- 
cific recommendations — for  pros  and 
cons — on  this  recmnmendation.  Just  re- 
cently I  received  a  reply  from  one  city  in 
which  all  the  agencies  had  gathered  to- 
gether to  discuss  the  questions  we  had 
raised.  In  compiling  their  answers  they 
were  led  to  see  how  their  rectmunenda- 
tions  could  be  put  into  effect  locally,  a 
step  which  brought  about  decided  im- 
provement in  day-to-day  working  rela- 
tionships. 

Now  I  must  be  frank,  and  I  want  to  be. 
In  some  instances,  the  subcommittee's 
efforte  to  spotlight  the  lack  of  coordina- 
tion among  the  agencies  has  not  had  any 
appreciable  effect  One  such  situation 
existe  right  here  in  the  District  of  Co- 
liunbia.  at  Congress*  own  doorstep.  In 
March,  when  we  submitted  our  toterim 
report,  we  stated  that  to  relatkm  to 
agencies  in  the  District  of  Columbii^^ 

There  is  wide  lack  of  effective  cooperatiaa. 
There  ia  alao  evidence  of  great  frtctiofi  be- 
tween these  agenclea.'  The  latter  wm  quita 
apparent  not  only  In  the  charges  and  coon- 
tercharges  dviring  the  hearings  but  also  In 
tbelr  enxinclatlon  via  the  pubUc  press  both 
befOTc  and  after  the  hearings.  With  soeh 
feeungi  prevaOlng,  It  is  obvious  that  these 
agencies  are  not  utlllzlzig  most  effectively 
their  limited  resources. 

From  recent  items  appearing  In  the 
public  press,  the  situation,  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  is  not  a  whit  different 
today  from  what  it  was  a  year  ago.  Co- 
operation must  come  about  through  the 

earnest  desire  on  the  part  of  aU  persons 
Involved  to  get  together  to  do  the  Job.  It 
is  hard  to  legislate  cooperation.  I  hope 
it  wiU  not  be  necessary.  But  to  view  of 
the  situation  as  it  existe  and  of  tha 
responsit^ty  of  Congress  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  our  sut>cainmlttee  te 
seriously  considering  whether  to  this 
ease  legislation  might  not  be  necessary  to 
actiieve  even  the  beginnings  of  coopera- , 
tion.  Children  in  the  Disteict  of  Colum- ' 
bia  whose  welfare  is  peculiarly  the  re- 
sponsibility of  this  Congress  should  not 
continue  to  be  innocent  victims  of  pull- 
ing and  hauling  on  the  part  of  public 
officials. 

But  Itoding  ways  and  means  of  unltlnc 
battlefronte  is  not  of  concern  solely  to 
official  agencies.  A  few  months  ago,  the 
subcommittee  called  together  represent- 
atives of  some  17  of  the  largest  service 
and  fraternal  and  vetouns'  organisa- 
tions having  combined  memberdiip  of 
over  9  million  persons.  Wh«i  these 
representatives  gathered  here  to  the 
Capital,  we  put  our  challenge  sqnardy 
to  them.  We  knew  that  these  very 
worthy  organizations  were  doing  a  k4 
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in  the  fleU  of  pcerenttng  Juvenile  de* 
linquener.  Bulk  we  aaked  them  to  do 
more.  And  we  asked  them  to  coordinate 
their  efforte  in  doing  more.  I  am  haiqnr 
to  repcM^  that  they  oithusiaatiicaUy 
accepted  that  challenge.  A  selected 
drafting  committee,  aesisted  by  subeom- 
mittee  staff,  has  been  h«rd  at  work 
developing  the  details  of  a  mechaolBm 
for  continulnc  cooperation  of  efforts  to 
combat  delinquency  among  these  organ- 
izations. Soon  I  h<H>e  this  mechanism 
will  become  a  reality — tangible  proof  of 
the  efforts  of  the  subcommittee  to  get 
a  common  effort  focused  on  a  common 
KoaL  Then.  I  hope,  all  these  great  and 
fine  service,  fraternal  and  veterans'  or- 
ganizations will  march  shoulder  to 
shoulder  in  a  spirit  of  common  endeavor 
in  this  all-important  fight  against 
juvenile  (telinquency. 

There  is  one  further  step  we  took  to 
seek  national  coordination  of  endeavor. 
Just  a  few  weeks  ago  we  asked  18  of  the 
leading  national,  public,  and  private  or- 
ganizations, organizations  dedicated  to 
the  improvement  of  services  for  the  pre- 
vention and  treatment  of  juvenile  delin- 
quency, to  gather  together.  Among 
those  invited  were  the  National  Council 
of  Juvenile  Court  Judges,  the  American 
Bar  Association,  the  National  Probation 
and  Parole  Association,  the  United 
States  Children's  Bureau,  the  Federal 
Biireau  of  Prisons,  and  the  American 
Public  Welfare  Association.  They  all 
came.  They  met  for  a  full  day  and  gave 
us  the  ben^t  of  their  valuable  advice 
and  counsel  on  how  national  efforts  of 
public  and  private  agencies  throughout 
the  country  could  be  harnessed  together 
to  pull  in  the  same  direction,  to  eliminate 
duplication,  andjto  increase  their  efforts. 
Many  of  the  valuable- suggestions  re- 
ceived from  that  group  will,  I  hope,  be 
incorporated  in  the  subccnnmittee's  rec- 
ommendations for  legislation  and  action. 
But  one  thing  surprised  me  about  that 
meeting.  I  was  told  that  it  was  the  very 
first  time  they  had  all  gathered  together. 
And  they  expressed  the  belief  that  even 
if  nothing  further  came  of  that  meeting 
the  opportunity  provided  by  the  subcom- 
mittee for  discussing  their  common 
problems,  as  they  did  that  day.  would 
prove  invaluable. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  refer  to  only  one 
more  speeifle  problem  given  attenticm  by 
our  subcommittee,  and  that  is  to  the 
severe  problem  of  juvenile  delinquency 
amongst  s<Nne  of  our  Indian  peoples.  I 
mention  it  because  it  is  a  matter  about 
which  our  subcommittee,  and  particu- 
larly my  distinguished  colleague,  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lak- 
cn  ] ,  has  keen  concern.  Indian  children 
are  entitled  to  the  same  kind  and  degree 
of  guidance  and  protection  that  is  nor- 
mal and  needful  for  any  other  American 
child.  And  all  too  often  he  is  not  receiv- 
ing his  just  dues.  Our  hearings  re- 
vealed living  conditions  amcmg  many 
Indian  groupa  far  worse  than  the  worst 
slums  in  the  larger  cities;  that  oppor- 
tunities to  earn  a  living  wage  by  labor, 
by  farmtdg,  or  hy  ranching  are  far  less 
than  for  other  groups — ^resulting  in  an 
average  annual  income  of  $750  per  fam- 


ily eompared  to  $2,250  per  non-Ind|an 
family.  Our  hearings  also  revealed  tl^at 
both  Federal  legislation  and  admlnlstta- 
ticm  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  has 
bem  too  changeable  and  vacillating  to 
exert  any  positive  influence  on  the  way 
of  Indian  Uf(|iilftiat  our  appropriatlens 
for  health,  ecfucation,  welfare,  and  ad- 
ministration of  law  and  order  has  either 
been  too  inadequate  or  too  poorly  dis- 
tributed to  obtain  the  best  results. 

I  have  not  deemed  it  proper  in  these 
remaiics  to  anticipate  the  subcommit- 
tee's  report  by  making  specific  recom- 
mendations on  any  of  the  many  prob- 
lems which  I  have  helped  to  study — prob- 
lems which  in  one  way  or  another  add 
their  bit  to  the  delinquency  toll.  But 
next  year  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  will  be  presented  with  specific  leg- 
islative proposals  as  the  result  of  our 
comprehensive  investigation.  I  fervwt- 
ly  hope  that  this  great  legislative  body 
will  consider  seriously  each  and  every 
piece  of  recommended  legislation.  I  say 
this  because  the  Subcommittee  To  In- 
vestigate Juvenile  Delinquency,  which  I 
have  so  proudly  headed  since  its  incep- 
tion, has  worked  diligently  and  has  care- 
fully considered  what  laws  are  needed  to 
reverse  our  national  tragedy  of  youth  In 
trouble.  My  colleagues  on  the  subcom- 
mittee will  have  devoted  countless  hours 
to  the  consideration  of  these  proposiils. 
And,  gentlemen,  as  I  make  my  final 
speech  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  I  want 
to  say  that  when  one  considers  this  leg- 
islation I  want  my  colleagues  to  know 
that  my  heart  and  my  spirit,  the  best 
that  is  in  me,  accompany  those  recom- 
mendations. ' 

Now,  one  final  matter.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve there  has  been  a  more  important 
Senate  Investigation  undertaken  by  any 
group  of  Senators  than  that  which  my 
colleagiies,  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota [Mr.  Lancer  1.  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  KzfauvebI.  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  HiNNntcs],  and  I 
have  imdertaken.  In  the  14  months 
that  we  have  been  carrying  on  this  all- 
important  task,  we  have  attempted  to 
cover  literally  scores  of  casual  and  con- 
tributing factors  to  the  tremendous  Ju- 
venile delinquency  problem.  But  in  14 
months'  time,  it  has  not  been  possible  to 
examme  every  facet  of  a  problem  which 
is  so  many  rooted. 

C(msequently.  it  is  my  earnest  hope 
that  this,  the  greatest  deliberative  body 
on  earth,  the  United  States  Senate,  as 
has  been  stated  so  often  in  the  past  few 
days,  will  pick  up  the  task  I  leave  atid 
carry  through  the  work  begun  by  iiy 
subcommittee.  There  is  no  more  im- 
portant undertaking,  as  far  as  our  do- 
mestic problems  are  concerned,  tht^xy 
this.  A  stnmg  America  needs  law-abid- 
ing citizens.  We  have  no  more  impor- 
tant resource  than  our  youthful  citi- 
zens. The  President  of  the  United  States 
said  the  other  day  that  the  greatest 
national  resource  we  have  is  the  chil- 
dren of  Amorica.  Indeed,  I  believe  that 
the  protection  and  preservation  of  this 
resource  merits  and  deserves  a  contimi- 
ing  watchdog  m  the  form  of  a  perman- 
ent subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 


195j^ 


CX>NGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


1$405 


mittee  of  the  Senate,  and  I  recommend 
that  action  to  this  end  be  taken. 

In  conclusion  I  want  to  state  a  final 
fact.  In  the  years  I  have  been  in  the 
United  States  Senate  no  work  that  I 
have  undertaken  gave  me  as  much  m- 
ner  satisfaction  as  my  efforts  |o  help 
curb  juvenile  delinquency.  I  wish  to 
thank  each  and  every  Member  of  the 
Senate  for  granting  me  the  opportunity 
to  carry  on  so  satisfying  an  undertaking. 
When  in  the  next  Congress  nty  col- 
leagues have  the  opjwrtunity  to  renew 
the  work  of  the  subcommittee  and  to 
pass  laws  the  subcommittee  recom- 
mends, they  too  can  share  the  profound 
satisfaction  of  thereby  serving  our 
American  youth. 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  the  fioor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President.  I 
yield  to  the  distinguishe<<  acting  minor- 
ity leader,  the  junior  Senator  from  Texas 
I  Mr.  DanhclI. 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  Mr.  President, 
on  behalf  of  the  minority  leader  [Mr. 
Johnson  J  and  myself,  I  wish  to  compli- 
ment the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Hensrickson  ]  on  his  fine  report,  his 
speech,  and  the  work  of  his  committee. 
We  shall  miss  him  in  the  next  seision  of 
the  Senate,  and  we  are  sorry  that  he 
will  be  leaving. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  should  like  to  take  this  opportunity, 
before  I  leave  the  Senate,  to  thank  the 
distinguished  junior  Senator  from  Texas 
(Mr.  Daniel)  for  the  tribute  he  just  paid 
to  the  committee,  partly  in  my  name. 

As  I  leave  the  fioor,  I  wish  ta  say  to 
him  that  he  has  been  an  inspiring  flgiu-e 
In  the  Senate.  I  shall  never  forget  his 
fight  on  the  tidelands  issue.  His  leader- 
ship was  magnificent,  and  he  won  his 
fight. 

I  shall  miss  him  terribly  in  the  years 
ahead. 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey. 


SINE  DIE  ADJOURNMEm* 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Mr.  President,  in 
accordance   with   the   order   previously 
entered.  I  move  that  the  Senate  now 
adjourn  sine  die. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  7 
o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m.) .  under  the 
order  previously  entered,  and  as  a  further 
mark  of  resi>ect  to  the  memory  of  Dwight 
L.  Rogers,  late  a  Representative  f i«om  the 
State  of  Florida,  the  Senate  adjourned 
sine  die. 


REPORT  OP  SPECIAL  COMMTrtKE  ON 
MAIL  COVER  OP  SENATORS  AFTER 
ADJOURNMENT  ^ 

Under  authority  of  the  order  ot  De- 
cember 2.  1954.  and  pursuant  to  Senate 
RescdutiQn  332.  sutaiitted  on  December 
I.  1954.  by  Mr.  Knowuind  (for  himself 
and  Mr.  Johnsoit  of  Texas) ,  Mr.  t^aU' 
SON  and  Mr.  Gborck.  as  the  special  com- 
mittee to  investigate  the  cover  Of  mall 
of  Senators,  on  December  1,  195t.  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No,  2510)  thereon, 
which  was  printed. 
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CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  December  2  (legislative  day 
Of  November  29) ,  1954: 

UirmD  Mattoits 

•KFKESnfTATTTKS  Or  TBX  UMlTIi)  BTATCB  OF 
AMEUCA  TO  THX  KIGRTR  BOSIOIf  OF  THS 
CKJfXKAI.  COMFUUKNCX  OF  THX  VNITB)  NATIONS 
SDUCATIONAI.,  aCIXNTZnC.  AND  CULTUKAL 
OBCANBATIOM 

Albert  F.  Nufer.  of  New  York. 
Samuel  M.  Brownell,  of  Connecticut. 
Mrs.  EliEabetb  E.  Heflelfinger,  oi  Minne- 
•ota. 

Athelftan  F.  Spilhaxis,  of  Minnesota. 

ATOMIC  EmacT  Ck»(Mis8ioif 
Wlllard  Frank  Ubby,  of  nunols,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
for  remainder  of  term  of  5  years  expiring 
June  30,  1950. 

Diplomatic  and  FoaxicN  Scxvics 

Following-named  persons  to  be  Ambassa- 
dors Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of 
the  United  States  of  America  to  the  coun- 
Ules  indicated  (recess  appointments) : 

Gerald  A.  Drew,  of  California,  to  Bolivia. 

Robert  F.  Woodward,  of  Minnesota,  to 
Costa  Rica. 

Robert  C.  Hill,  of  New  Hampshire,  to  El 
Salvador. 

Jack  K.  McFall.  of  the  DUtrlct  at  Colum- 
bia, to  Finland. 

Norman  Armour,  of  New  Jersey,  to  Repub- 
lic of  Guatemala. 

John  E.  Peurlfoy.  of  South  Carolina,  to 
Thailand. 

Edward  T.  WaUes.  of  the  DUtrlct  of  Colum- 
bia, to  Union  of  South  Africa. 

FoaxicN  OPEXATiom  Asministkation 
Christian  A.  Herter.  Jr.,  of  Massachusetts, 
to  be  General  Counsel,  Foreign  Operations 
Administration. 

Dxfaitmknt  or  Ddxnss 
Carter  Lane  Burgess,  of  South  Carolina,  to 
be  AssUtant  SwTetary  of  Defense. 

Depakticknt  or  Ani  Foacx 
David  S.  Smith,  of  Connecticut,  to  be  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

DXTAKTlCXlfT   or  THX   NaVT 

Rear  Adm.  Frederic  8.  Wlthlngton,  United 
BUtes  Navy,  to  be  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Ordnance.  Department  of  the  Nary,  for  a 
term  of  4  years. 

Mississipn  Bivn  CoMMUSioir 

Brig.  Gen.  William  B.  Potter,  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers, to  be  a  meuber  of  the  Mississippi 
River  Commission. 

Brig.  Gen.  Charles  O.  HoUe.  United  States 
Army,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Mississippi 
River  Commission. 

Rourmx  FoBsicN  Sxxvicx 
The   following -named   persons,  who  were 
appointed  during  the  last  recess  of  the  Sen- 
ate, to  the  offlees  Indicated: 

To  b«  consul  general  of  the  United  States  of 
Amerfca 

Loyd  V.  Steere,  of  California. 

To  be  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  1 

E.  Tomlln  Bailey,  of  New  Jersey. 
FTedertc  P.  Bartlett.  of  New  Tork. 
Nlles  W.  Bond,  of  Massachusetts. 
Bernard  Gufler.  of  Washington. 
James  E.  Hend«von,  of  California. 
Fred  W.  Jandrey,  of  Wisconsin. 
Brewster  H.  Morris,  of  Pennsylvania. 
Robert  Newbegln,  of  Massachusetts. 

To  be  Foreifn  Service  officers  of  class  1,  oon- 
aul,  and  aecretary  in  tKe  diplomatic  serviea 
of  the  United  Statet  of  America 
Graham  A.  Martin,  of  Florida. 
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S.  L.  TlmmoDs  m,  of  tbe  District 
ot   Columbia. 

To  be  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  2 
William  Belton.  of  Oregon. 
William  O.  BoaweU,  of  Pennsylvania. 
To  be  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  t 
John  H.  Bums,  of  Oklahoma. 
John  B.  Holt,  of  Mblne. 
Raymond  O-  Leddy,  of  New  York. 
Gardner  E.  Paln\er,  of  Michigan. 
Btuart  W.  Rockwell,  of  Pennsylvania. 
Roy  Richard  Rubottom.  Jr.,  of  Texas. 
Horace  O.  Torbert,  Jr.,  of  Massachusetts. 
Gerald  Warner,  of  Massachusetts. 
Murat  W.  Williams,  of  Virginia. 

To  be  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  2.  con- 
sul, and  secretary  in  the  diploniatic  service 
of  the  United  States  of  America 

John  J.  Haggerty.  of  Montana. 

Harlan  P.  Bramble,  of  Oregon. 

liBO  O.  Cyr,  of  Maine. 

W.  Clyde  Dunn,  of  North  Carolina. 

Richard  B.  Freund,  of  niinois. 

Robert  G.  Hooker,  Jr..  of  California. 

Paul  T.  Meyer,  of  New  Jersey. 

H.  Gerald  Smith,  of  Virginia. 

Paul  R.  Sweet,  of  tbe  DUtrlct  of  Columbia. 

WUUam  C.  TTueheart.  of  Virginia. 

Robert  B.  Ward.  Jr..  at  South  Carolina. 

To  be  coTwuI  generals  ©/  the  United  States  of 
America 
V.  Harwood  Blocker,  of  Texas. 
WUliam  J.  Porter,  of  Massachusetts. 

To  be  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  3 

Robert  W.  Adams,  of  Texas. 

Milton  Barall.  of  New  York. 

Charles  PhUlp  Clock,  of  California. 

Robert  F.  Oorrigan,  of  Ohio. 

FrancU  W.  Herron,  ot  Iowa. 

Alfred  le  a  Jenkins,  of  Georgia. 

Joseph  J.  Jova.  of  New  York. 

James  C.  Liobenstlne,  of  Connecticut. 

William  L.  MagUtrettl.  of  California. 

Oliver  M.  Marcy,  of  Massachusetts. 

Lee  E.  Metcalf,  of  Texas. 

Joseph  J.  MontUor,  of  New  York. 

Albert  W.  Sherer.  Jr..  of  Dllnois. 

Garrett  H.  Soulen,  of  Texas. 

Miss  Margaret  Joy  Tlbbetts,  of  Maine. 

To  be  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  3,  eon- 

rul.  and  secretary  in  the  diplomatic  service 

of  the  United  States  of  America 

Howard  P.  Backus,  of  Virginia. 

Harry  K.  Baker,  of  Maryland. 

J.  Lawrence  Barnard,  of  the  DUtrlct  of 
Columbia. 

Douglas  N.  Batson,  of  Mississippi. 

Arthur  E.  Beach,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

James  H.  Boughton,  of  Connecticut. 

John  M.  Catea.  Jr.,  of  California. 

Wesley  HarrU  Collins,  of  MUsUsippi. 

John  J.  Conroy,  of  Maryland. 

Edwin  M.  Cronk,  of  Virginia. 

Balnbrldge  C.  DavU,  of  Maryland. 

Ben  F.  Dixon,  of  North  Carolina. 

LouU  Mason  Drury,  of  Maryland. 

RusseU  Ftasenden,  of  Virginia. 

Edward  R.  Fried,  at  Maryland. 

James  F.  Grady,  of  Massachusetts. 

Herbert  T.  Knieger,  ctf  California. 

pmilp  A.  Mangano,  of  Maryland. 

Kyle  B.  Mitchell,  Jr..  of  Alabama. 

John  Howard  Moore,  of  IlllnoU. 

Denxll  L.  Page,  of  California. 

Paul  G.  Slnderson,  of  Oklahoma. 

George  O.  Spencer,  of  Maryland. 

James  W.  Swlhart,  of  Massachusetts. 

C.  Tbayer  White,  of  Texas. 

To  be  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  4 

WUllam  J.  Barnsdale.  of  California. 

Roland  K.  Beyer,  at  WUconsln. 

CurtU  F.  Jones,  of  Maine. 

John  M.  Kavanaugh,  of  Louisiana. 

Thomas  H.  Murfln,  of  Washington. 


DeWitt  L.  Storm,  of  CaUfomla. 
Bmer  S.  Teltcn.  d  Virginia. 

To  be  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  4  end 
to  be  also  consul  of  the  United  States  of 
America 

Douglass  K.  BaUentlne.  of  Texas. 

WUllams  Beal,  of  Maaaachusetta. 

WUliam  H.  Bruns.  of  ttie  District  ot  ColiBB- 
bla. 

WlUiam  T.  Carpent^.  Jr..  of  tbe  IMstrlct 
of  Columbia. 

Philip  H.  Chadboum.  Jr..  of  California. 

Arthiir  D.  Foley,  of  Michigan. 

WUllam  O.  Gibson,  of  California. 

Richard  M.  Hemdon,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Robert  B.  HIU,  at  Maasaebusetta. 

Elmer  C.  Hulen.  of  Kentucky. 

John  J.  IngersoU.  of  nUnoU. 

Ralph  A.  Jones,  of  Pennsylvania. 

David  J.  8.  Manbey,  of  CaUfomla. 

David  S.  McMorris,  of  Alabama. 

Joseph  P.  Nagoekl,  oi  Tennessee. 

Albert  V.  Nyren.  of  Massacbusetta. 

David  Post,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Edward  P.  Prince,  of  New  Hampshire. 

Albert  W.  Stoffel.  of  New  Toric 

Robert  W.  Stookey,  of  lUlnols. 

Ncnman  E.  Warner,  of  Iowa. 

Harry  R.  Zerbel,  of  Colorado. 

To  be  Foreign  Service  officers  of  doss  4,  con- 
sul, and  secretary  in  the  diplomatic  service 
of  the  United  States  of  America 

Harold  Alaley,  of  Maryland. 
Laurln  B.  Askew,  of  Tenneasee. 
Warren  P.  Blumberg,  of  Marj^and. 
Tobias  J.  Boyd,  ta  Pennsylvania. 
Delmar  R.  Carlson,  of  Oc^crado. 
Raymond  Gary,  Jr..  of  MUsourL 
Leonard  R.  Cowles,  of  Virginia. 
Anthony  Cuomo,  at  CaUfomla. 
FrancU  Dejmal,  of  Kansas. 
Rockwood  H.  Foster,  of  the  Dlstrlet  of 
Columbia. 

Robert  H.  Harland,  of  XUlnoU. 
Grant  V.  McClanahan,  of  Mlasourt. 
Delbert  D.  Mehaffy,  at  Iowa. 
Carvel  Painter,  of  Wisconstn. 
WlUlam  E.  Price,  ot  Ar^pansas. 
Joseph  B.  TUinger  m.  of  MarylaUfd. 
Walter  G.  Walcavlcb.  of  VlrgUila. 

To  be  consul  of  the  United  States  of  Amertem 
Daniel  J.  Meloy.  of  Maryland. 
To  be  Foreign  Service  officer  of  elow  f 
Nicholas  G.   Andrews,  of  New  Jersey. 
Michael  P.  Balla.  of  Pennsylvania. 
Alf  E.  Bergesen,  of  New  York. 
Robert  R.  Brungart,  of  Maryland. 
Frank  N.  Burnet,  oi  Mew  Tork. 
Charles  T.  Butler,  Jr.,  of  Indiana. 
Thotnas  A.  Cassllly,  ot  Maryland. 
WUllam  R.  Crawford,  Jr.,  of  Pennsylvania. 
Michael  A.  Falcone,  oi  Mew  Tork. 
Richard  T.  Foose.  of  West  Virginia. 
Robert  M.  Forcey,  of  California.        * 
Richard  D.  Geppert.  of  New  Jeney. 
Pierre    R.    Graham,    of   nilnola. 
Undsey  Grant,  of  New  York. 
WlUlam  A.  Helseth,  of  Florida. 
Harold  L.  Henrikson,  of  Missouri. 
Benjamin  C.  HlUlard  8d.  ot  West  Virginia. 
Borrle  I.   Hyman.  of  CaUfomla. 
WlUlam   M.   K«>""*"",   ot  Missouri. 
LoweU  Bruce  Lalngen.  at  Minnesota. 
Paul  Baxter  Lanlus.  Jr..  of  Colorado. 
Joiin  C.  Leary,  oi  Massachusetts. 
PhUlp  M.  Lindsay,  of  California. 
Robert  J.  Martens,  of  California. 
Kenneth  W.   MarUndale.   of   Illinois. 
Edward  E.  Masters,  of  Ohio. 
Kermit  S.  Mldthun.  of  Michigan. 
Howard  F.  Newsom.  of  the  DUtrlct  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

Harry  L  Odell.  of  Mew  Tortc 
Stephen  E.  Palmer,  Jr.,  at  New  York. 
Uoyd  M.  Rlvea.  of  Mew  Jersey. 
Luclan  L.  Bocke.  Jr..  of  Fknlda. 
H.  Earle   RviaseU.  Jr.,  of  MVhigan, 
StaiUey  D.  Schllf,  of  New  Jersey. 
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■dwln  C.  HtgtlT.  of  NelvMka. 
RIohard  Bb-.SBllqr,  Jr^  of  Mew  Jtney. 
John  J.  Shea,  of  Ifew  York. 
John  W.  gUniiiMi.  of  Pennvylranla. 
Jack  IC.  smith.  Jr.,  of  a«orgla. 
Stdnay  V.  Suhlar,  of  Texas. 
Harold  C.  Swope,  of  MlsaourL 
Bobart  J.  Tspper,  of  New  Tork. 
Ifalcolm  llioinpaon,  of  Mwwiachusetta. 
Arthur  T.  Tlenken,  of  New  Tork. 
Pater  C.  ¥^dker,  of  New  Tork. 
John  T.  Wheeler,  of  niinola. 
Merrill  A.  White,  of  Massachuaetta. 

To  be  Foretg*  Service  offieen  o/  cUue  S,  vice 
eoneul  of  oareer,  and  eecretarg  in  the  dip- 
lonwtie  eervioe  of  the  United  Stmtea  of 
Ameriom 

Un.  Haael  O.  Brlgga.  <a  Waahlngton. 
ICiaa  Sleanar  A.  Burnett,  of  Florida. 
Albert  O.  Ciaauakaa.  of  New  Twk. 
lamsfMd  Is.  Hiint.  of  Maine. 
Mlas  Betty-Jane  Jonee.  of  Wlaeonsin. 
Bdward  P:  KoalgUa.  of  New  Tork. 
Michael  H.  Stylea,  of  "^rginla. 

To  be  Foreign  Service  offleen  of  claas  9,  vice 
eonsid  of  career,  and  secretary  in  the 
diplomatic  service  of  the  United  States  of 
America 

Mlaa  Gloria  X.  Ablouneaa,  of  Virginia. 
Aurey  J.  Feldman,  of  niinoia. 
Robert  H.  nenner.  of  Pennsylvania. 
WUbur  W.  mtchoock.  of  New  Jersey.    ' 
Wallace  P.  Boltmxik.  oi  Massachusetts. 
Jack  lilebhof.  of  New  York. 
Hugh  J.  liDCall,  of  New  Tork. 
Nicholas  V.  MeCausland.  of  Oallfomla. 
Leonardo  Naher,  of  nilnois. 
Prederick  P.  Pleard  m.  of  Nebraaka.  " 

To  be  eoMitli  of  the  United  States  of  America 
William  O.  AadMKm,  of  Indiana. 
Robert  W.  OaldweU.  of  North  CartHina.      i 
Paul  B.  Carr,  of  California. 
Justle  ■,  Olst,  of  Iowa. 
William  B.  Snidow,  of  Virginia. 
Mrs.  C.  Carey  White,  of  Ariaona. 
R.  Jack  Smith,  of  Virginia. 
Charles  8.  Whitehouse.  of  Rhode  Island. 

Tbe  following-named  Foreign  Servloe  olB- 
eers  for  promotion  to  the  class  of  career 
minister  of  the  United  States  of  America: 

Bteldge  Durbrow,  of  California. 

UTlngaton  T.  Merchant,  of  New  Jersey. 

Bdward  J.  Sparks,  ot  New  Tork. 

Uewenyn  B.  Thompson.  Jr.,  of  Cblorado. 

Robert  P.  Woodward,  of  Minnesota. 

Thomaa  J.  Maleady,  of  Massachusetts,  to 
be  a  consul  general  of  the  United  States  of 
America. 

William  U.  Bountree.  of  Maryland,  for  ap- 
pc^ntment  as  a  Pore^  Servioe  officer  of 
class  1,  a  consul,  and  a  secretary  m  the 
diplomatic  service  of  the  United  States  of 
America. 

The  foUowlng-named  Fcx-eign  Service  offl- 
eers  for  promotion  to  class  2: 
Olcott  H.  naming,  of  Cumecticut. 
Carlos  J.  Wamo',  of  Maine. 

The  following-named  persona  for  appoint- 
ment as  Foreign  Servioe  offlcm  of  class  2. 
consuls,  and  secretaries  In  the  diplomatic 
service  <a  the  United  States  of  America: 

Bdgar  P.  Allen,  of  Pennsylvania. 
Fred  Ij.  Hadsel.  of  Virginia. 
Joseph  S.  Henderson,  of  Virginia. 
Edward  A.  Jamison,  of  Illinois. 
Allen  B.MOTeland.  of  Florida. 
B.  Winfred  RuHner,  of  Tennessee. 
Francis  T.  Williamson,  of  Virginia. 

^  mie  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
tB^t  as  Foreign  Servlee  offloen  of  cIms  8, 
conkuls.  and  secretariea  in  the  diplomatic 
service  of  the  United  Statea  of  America: 

dement  B.  Cbnger.  at  Virginia. 

Fredertek  B.  Oook.  of  Vlrgmia. 

WlUlam  B.  Coolldge,  of  Virginia. 


Henry  Dearborn,  of  New  Hampahlre. 

William  B.  Dunham,  of  Virginia.  ! 

Walter  H.  Dustmann.  Jr..  of  Virginia* 

James  H  Bnnls.  ot  Maryland. 

Ij.  James  Falck.  of  Maryland. 

George  M.  Fennemore,  of  New  York.  ' 

John  C.  Gutlirle.  of  Virginia. 

Jack  A.  Herfurt.  of  California.  | 

John  Ii.  Hill,  of  Wisconsin. 

Frederick  Irving,  of  Virginia. 

Clinton  E.  Knox,  of  Maryland. 

Thcanas  H.  Llnthlcum.  of  California. 

David  X.  lionganecker.  of  Virginia. 

John  W.  McBride.  of  Virginia. 

WlUiam  K.  MUler.  of  nilnols. 

William  P.  Nlccloy.  of  New  York. 

Horace  J.  Nickels,  of  Maryland. 

Dana  Orwlck,  of  Maryland. 

Miss  Constance  Roach,  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Eddie  W.  Schodt,  of  Virginia. 

Thomas  K.  Shields,  of  California. 

Thomaa  W.  Simons,  of  the  District  of 
Colximbla. 

Brwln  Straiiss.  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Jules  H.  Wayne,  of  Maryland. 

WlUlam  L.  S.  Williams,  of  Wisconsin. 

Roland  K.  Beyer,  of  Wisconsin,  to  be  a 
consul  of  the  United  Statea  of  America. 

Philip  C.  Hablb,  of  California,  for  promo- 
tion to  class  4  and  to  be  also  a  consul  of  the 
.^pmted  States  of  America. 

The  following -named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  Fcx'elgn  Service  officers  of  cIms  4. 
consuls,  and  secretaries  in  the  diplomatic 
service  of  the  United  States  of  America: 

Sebum  X.  Baker,  of  Florida. 

Mrs.  Mildred  L.  Brockdorff,  of  Maryland. 

lUss  Boene  Q.  Brooks,  of  Iowa. 

Thompson  R.  Buchanan,  of  Maryland. 

Robert  A.  Clark,  Jr..  of  Oregon. 
=      Wendell  B.  Coote,  of  Virginia. 

Miss  Frances  M  Dallor.  of  the  District  of 
ColimiUa. 

Xdmimd  A.  da  Sllveira.  of  Virginia.      * 

Huston  Dixon,  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mrs.  Alice  I*.  Dunning,  of  New  York. 

James  F.  Gorman,  of  Delaware.  ' 

John  K.  Hagemann.  of  Maryland. 

Harold  X.  HaU,  of  Utah. 

Miss  Betty  R.  Hanes,  of  Ohio. 

Jbseidi  A.  Harary,  of  New  York. 

Miss  Margaret  P.  Hays,  of  Texas. 

AdoU  B.  Horn.  Jr.,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

Morris  Kaufman,  of  New  York. 

John  W.  Keogh,  of  IlllnoU. 

John  L.  Kuhn,  of  Virginia. 

Frank  R.  LaMacchla,  of  Maryland.         | 

Jerome  R.  Lavallee,  of  Massachusetts. 

NeU  C.  McManus,  of  New  Jersey. 

John  X.  Mellor,  of  Virginia. 

Robert  C.  Mudd,  of  Virginia. 

George  P.  MuUer,  of  Maryland. 

John  F.  COrady,  ot  Maasactiusetts. 

John  Ij.  Ohmans.  of  Maryland. 

WlUlam  J.  Beardon.  of  New  York. 

George  C.  Spinel,  of  Indiana.  , 

Isaac  A.  Stone,  of  Massachusetts.         t 

Prank  J.  Wathen.  of  Texas.  | 

Harry  J.  Wetzork,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Miss  MUdred  M.  Yenchlus,  of  Ohio. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appoint- 
ment as  Foreign  Service  officers  of  clses  5. 
vice  consuls  of  career,  and  secretaries  in  the 
fUplomatlc  service  of  the  United  Stat«  of 
America: 

Miss  Norma  M.  Arthur,  of  New  York. 
Kyle  D.  Barnes,  of  Alabama. 
Mario  Calvani.  of  Maryland. 
WlUlam  Im.  Carr,  of  Massacliiuetts. 
WUliam  M.  Childs,  of  Massachusetts. 
Miss  Mary  W.  Cutler,  of  the  District  of 
C<Aumbla. 
Bdward  Ij.  Eberhardt,  of  Virginia. 
Guy  Perri.  of  Pennsylvania. 
Miss  Alice  M.  Qrlfflth,  of  Maryland. 
John  O.  Hemard,  of  Louisiana. 


Deion  L.  Hlxon.  of  Maryland. 
Edward  J.  Holway,  Jr.,  of  Ohio.  ' 
Miss  Prances  D.  Howell,  of  North  Carolina. 
John  Krizay.  of  Maryland. 
James  F.  Moriarty,  of  Massachhsetta. 
Albert  D.  Moscottl,  of  New  Jersey. 
Miss  Jeanne  C.  Nelson  U.  of  Artaona. 
J.  Stanley  PhUlips,  of  Vlr^nla. 
Robert  E.  Rosselot.  of  VlrgWia. 
Charles  B.  Selak,  Jr..  of  Pennsylvania. 
Andrew  Stalder.  of  New  York. 
Miss  Marilyn  D.  Sworzyn,  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

William  D.  Toomey,  of  North  Dakota. 

Rene  A.  Tron,  of  New  York. 

August  Velletri,  of  Maryland. 

Norman  M.  Werner,  of  Texas. 

Miss  Eugenia  Wolliak.  of  Conneoticut. 

Amos  Yoder,  of  Virginia. 

Miss  Olga  M.  2aiivkovitch.  of  Illinois. 

The  following-named  i>ersons  for  ^>polnt- 
ment  as  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  6. 
vice  consuls  of  career,  and  secretaries  in  the 
diplomatic  service  of  the  United  States  of 
America : 

Dwlght  R.  Ambach.  of  Rhode  Islend. 

George  R.  Andrews,  of  Marylandl 

Robert  B.  Borln.  of  Nebraska. 

Ward  Lee  Christensen,  of  Oregon. 

Douglas  McCord  Cochran,  of  Pennsylvania. 

John  J.  Crowley.  Jr.,  of  West  Vliiglnla. 

Thomas  W.  Davis.  Jr.,  of  California. 

Thomas  De  Scisciolo.  of  New  Yoric 

Dirk   Oleysteen,   of  Pennsylvania. 

Miss  Bernlce  A.  Goldstein,  of  Pennsyl* 
van  la.  , 

John  J.  Barter,  of  California.      J 

John  D.  Hemenway.  of  Washlnglon. 

Robert  C.  Herber.  of  Pennsylvatiia. 

Miss  Irma  Lang,  of  Connecticut. 

Dudley  c.  Lunt.  Jr.,  of  Delaware; 

WUliam  P.  McRory,  of  the  District  ot 
Columbia. 

Charles  R.  Moomey.  of  Nebraska. 

Miss  M.  Jane  Neubauer.  of  Oklakoma. 

A.  Gregory  Nowakoskl.  Jr.,  of  New  Jersey. 

Don  W.  Rogers.  Jr..  trf  Ohio. 

Edward  B.  Rosenttial.  of  New  York. 

Thomas  J.  Scotes.  of  Pennsylvania. 

Harry  w.  Stklaudeman.  of  California. 

Miss  Nancy  L.  Snider,  of  Ohio. 

Miss  Mary  Ann  Spreckelmeyer,  o|  the  Dla- 
trlct  of  Columbia. 

Arthur  M.  StlUman,  ot  IlUnols. 

Edward  H.  Thomas,  of  New  Jersey. 

Richard  N.  TUlson.  of  Massachusetts. 

Ross  P.  Titus,  of  Illinois. 

John  K.  Williams,  of  North  Carolina. 

Brlc  V.  Youngqulst.  of  lUlnols. 

Earle  J.  Rlchey.  of  Kansas,  a  Pbrrtgn  Serr- 
Ice  staff  officer,  to  be  a  consul  of  the  United 
States  of  America. 

The  following-named  Foreign  Service  Re- 
serve officers  to  be  consuls  of  tte  United 
States  of  America: 

J.  Deerlng  Danlelson.  of  Virginia. 

Walter  K.  Schwlnn.  of  Connecticut. 

John  A.  Brogan  ni.  of  New  York,  a  Foreign 
Service  Reserve  oOicer,  to  be  a  vlee  consul 
of  the  United  States  of  America. 

UNrrEB  States  Cacvn  JuDcg 
Walter  M.  Bastian,  of  the  District  of  C6- 
lumbia,  for  the  District  of  Columbia  circuit. 

XJtiTTTD  STATXS  DiSTaiCT  JUDGCS 

Joseph  Charles  McOarraghy.  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  to  be  United  Statee  diatrict 
Judge  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 

Lamar  Cecil,  of  Texas,  to  be  United  States 
district  Judge  for  the  eastern  diatrict  of 
Texas. 

UNrriD  Statss  Aitobkkts 
PhU  M.  McNagny,  Jr.,  of  Indiana,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  tot  the  northern  dis- 
trict of  Indiana. 

Leon  P.  Miller,  of  West  Virginia,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  VlrgiiMffittRl*.- 
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John  R.  Morris,  of  West  Virginia,  to  ba 
United  States  attorney  for  the  northern  dla- 
trlet  of  West  Virginia. 


Uhttzo  SrsTxa  Mabshals 
Carlton  G.  Beall.  of  Maryland,  to  be  United 
States  mti"^*^'  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 
RusseU  R.  BeU.  of  West  ^nrginia,  to  ba 
United  SUtes  marshal  for  the  aouthem  dis- 
trict of  West  Virginia. 

Irl  X.  Thomas,  of  West  Virginia,  to  be 
United  States  marshal  for  the  northern  dis- 
trict of  West  Virginia. 

Public  Hbaltb  Snvicx 
arroomcKirrs  m  nts  ruauc  hxalth  axavics 
To  be  surgeon 
Albert  V.  Myatt. 

To  b«  <en<or  assistant  svrffeons 
George  Roush.  Jr.         Albert  SJoerdsma 
Stanley  E.  Oiaow         Stephen  Parks 
David  Horwitz  Robert  A.  Maries,  jr. 

Mahlon  J.  Shoff 

To  be  seni'yr  assistant  dental  surgeons 
Jacob  D.  Subtelny. 
Donald  A.  CUUesple. 

To  be  ae-nior  assistant  nurse  officer 


Randall  B.  Haas 
Charles  G.  SplcknaU 
Terrenes  E.  Billings 
James  R.  Shaw 
James  Watt 
Edgar  B.  Johnwlck 
Francis  J.  Weber 


Agnes  H.  Des  Marals. 

To  be  senior  assistant  surgeons,  effective  date 
indicated 

David  P.  Mlchener.  September  23.  1S&4. 
Karle  W.  Eips.  September  33,  1054. 
Kugene  H.  (}uthrle.  S^tember  23.  IBM. 
James  R.  HsrrU.  September  23,  1964. 
WUliam  V.  TrekeU.  September  23.  1964. 
James  L.  Welllaouse.  fleptamber  23.  IBM. 
Claude  R.  (larfleld,  September  34.  1B64. 
Douglas  X.  Bragdon.  September  34.  1B54. 
Nicholas  Revotakie,  September  24,  IBM. 
Burton  M.  Cohen,  September  34.  IBM. 
Donald  R.  Chadwick.  September  24.  1B54. 
Lewis  X  Patrle.  Septemlier  24.  1B54. 
Edward  L.  King.  September  34.  1B54. 
Eugene  W.  Ververka.  September  24.  IBM. 
Harvey  P.  Wheelwright.  September  25.  IBM. 
Roy  P.  Sandidge.  Jr..  September  27,  IBM- 
Bdward  F.  Oorln,  September  27,  IBM. 
Wallace  P.  Rowe.  September  29.  IBM. 
Brgl  J.  Pesirl.  September  29.  IBM. 
Hubert  C.  Burton.  September  29.  1954. 
Paul  L.  Klngsley.  November  1.  1954. 

To  be  assistant  surgeon 
Adolph  P.  Ptiedman.  November  2. 1954. 

To  be  senior  lusistant  dental  surgeons 
Douglas  J.  Banders,  September  27,  1954. 
Reuben  L.  Turner.  Septeml>er  28,  1954. 
Fogle  Oodby.  September  28.  IBM. 
Harold  M.  Fullmer,  September  29,  IBM. 
BUI  J.  Brady,  October  8,  19M. 

To  be  assisUnt  dental  surgeons 
John  H.  DuiTy,  Novem.ber  3,  19M. 
Lawrence   K.   Van  Kirk.  Jr..  November  t. 
1954. 

Tt>  be  assistant  scientists 

Melvin  Miuils.  October  29,  19M. 
Seymovu  Subenfeld,  November  1.  1954. 

To  be  permanent  medical  directors,  effeetiva 
September  27, 1954 


re  be  senior  assistant  dental 
effective  Juig  1. 19S4 

Ja^  D.  Robertson. 
Herbert  Swcrdlow. 

To  be  sanitarg  engineer  director,  effeetiva 
September  27,  1954 

Duncan  A.  Holaday. 

To  be  sanitary  engineer,  effective  September 
1.1954 

WlUlam  B.  Schreeder. 

To  be  senior  assistant  sanitary  engineers, 
effective  date  indicated 

Donald  J.  Nelson,  Jr.,  July  20.  1954. 
Herbert  H.  Rogers.  July  20,  IBM. 
Edwin  M  Lamphere,  August  30,  1954. 

To  be  scientist  director,  effective  d3^ 
indicated 

Mayhew  Derryberry,  September  27.  19M. 

To   be  senior  assistant  sanitarian,  effective 
1  date  indicated 

Harold  V.  Jordan,  Jr.,  August  15,  IBM. 
To  be  nurse  officers,  effective  as  indicated 
Ame  B.  Belts.  September  27.  IBM. 
Dorothy  E.  Reese,  September  27,  1B54. 

To  be  senior  assistant  dietitian 

LetitU  W.  Wamock,  September  18,  IBM. 

Uwrrn)  States  An  Poacx 

TSaCFOaAXT  APPOIKTSCKIfTS 

Brig.  Gen.  Karl  TruesdeU,  Jr.,  102SA,  tobe 
major  general  In  the  United  States  Air  Force, 
under  the  provisions  of  secUon  515,  Officer 
Personnel  Act  of  1947. 

The  foUowlng-named  officers  for  tempor- 
ary appointment  in  the  United  States  Air 
ryiroe  undei^'^e  provtelons  of  section  615, 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1B47: 


Brig. 
tSlA. 

Brtg. 


Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brtg. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brtg. 
687  A. 

Brtg. 

Brig. 
M4A. 

Brig. 

Brtg. 

Brig. 

Brig. 


George  W.  BoUn 
Edward  T.  Thompson 
John  E.  Dunn,  Jr. 
liBO  D.   OTtane 
John  A.  Lewis,  Jr. 
Jack  L.  James 
Thomas  A.  Hathcock. 
Jr. 

To  be  senior  assistant  surgeons,  effective  July 
1954 


1. 


Joshua  L.  Weisbrod 
WUliam  S.  Lainhart 


Warren  J.  Boyer,  Jr. 

Arden  A.  Flint.  Jr. 

To  be  dental  directors ,  effective  September 

27.  1954 
John  A.  Hammer  Francis  A.  Arnold,  Jr. 

Ray  P.  Breeux  George  E.  Waterman 


Col. 

Col. 

Col. 

Ool. 

Col. 

CoL 

Col. 

Col. 

Col. 

001. 

Col. 

Col. 

Col. 

Col. 

Col. 

Col. 

Ool. 

Col. 

Col. 

Col. 

Col. 


To  be  major  generals 
Gen.  Matthew  Kemp  Deichelmann. 

Oen.   Merrill  Davis  Bumside,   495A. 
Oen.  Daniel  PTancU  Callahan.  67BA. 
Gen.  Samuel  Russ  Harris,  Jr..  272A. 
Oen.  John  Tltcomb  Sprague,  800A 
Oen.  Burton  Mxudock  Bovey.  8  ISA. 
Gen.  WiUlam  TeU  Befley.  S53A. 
Oen.  Jack  Weston  Wood.  441A. 
Gen.  Harold  Himtley  Bassett.  445A. 
Gen.  Marshall  Stanley  Roth,  458A. 
Gen-   George   Xlston    Price,   475A. 
Gen.  Stuart  PhlUlps  Wright,   510A. 
Oen.  Frank   Arthur  Bogart,  5e5A. 
Oen.     Boyden    Xugene     Beebe.     Jr.. 

Oen.  John  Belvler  Ackerman,  610A. 
Gen.    WlUiam    Henry    Powell.    Jr.. 

Gen.  Frelertck  Jensen  Dau,  8MA. 
.  Oen.  Albert  Meldrum  Kiitaf  eld.  884A. 

Oen.  Kenneth  Paul  BergquUt,  1117A. 
,  Gen.  James  Clyde  Selser.  Jr..  1284A. 

To  be  brigadier  generals 

John  Colt  Baumcxit  ElUott.  271A. 
Boyt  Leroy  Prindle,  334A. 
RcrfMrt  Loyal  Easton.  368A. 
Emmett   Felix   Yost.    389A. 
Hollingsworth  Franklin  Gregory.  496A. 
Tom  WUliam  Scott.  536A. 
Harold  Lester  Smith.  564A. 
Wendell  Washington  Bowman.  5B8A. 
MUton  Frederick  Sxunmerfelt,  653A. 
Charles  Hoffman  Pottenger,  661A. 
Clinton  WiUlam  Davies,  T78A. 
John  Martin  Breit.  1016A. 
Richard  Thomas  King,  Jr.,  1021A. 
Daniel  Edwin  Hooks,  llMA. 
Moody  Rudolph  Tldwell,  Jr.,  1553A. 
Don  Davis  PUcklnger,  19078A. 
Benjamin  Oliver  Davis,  Jr.,  1206A. 
Charles  Berton  Root.  1258A. 
Victor  Raymond  Haugen.  1292A. 
Sam  Wilkerson  Agee.  1348A. 
Edwin  Borden  Broadhurst,  1350A. 


Col.  Kenneth  Oliver  Sanborn.  lS6gA. 
Col.  Don  Richard  Oetrandsr,  1S4SA. 
Col.  Fred  Murray  Dean.  14MA. 
Ool.  Walter  bath  Arnold.  1478A. 
Col.  Arthm-  Janklna  Pieroe.  1SO0A. 
Ool.  Marcus  Fleming  Cooper.  164SA. 
C(4.  CecU  Hampton  Childre.  1551A. 
Col.  Benry  Rlggs  SuUlvaa.  Jr..  IgeSA. 
Col.  WlUlam  XmanuM  Xubank.  Jr..  1T41A. 
Col.  Beverly  Howard  Warren.  1T6SA. 
Col.  James  ptanklin  Whiaenaad.  194SA. 

Rxomjui  Am  PoacB 

AFPOINTICXMTB  Of  THE  IXCOUUl  SB 

The  foUowing-named  oAeera  to  the 
Indicated  under  tlie  provialaais  of  title  Y  of 
the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

To  be  major  generals 
MaJ.  Gen.  George  Robert  Aebeeon.  SSSA.' 
MaJ.  Gen.  Samuel  Robert  Brentnall.  SMA. 
Lt.  Gen.  WUliam  Henry  Tnnner,  S74A. 
Mai-  Oen.  WUliam  Xvens  Hau,  400A. 
Lt.  Oen.  Donald  Leander  .Putt.  4MA. 
MaJ.  Gen.  Norrls  Brown  Aarbold.  SABA. 
MaJ.  Gen.  Albert  Boyd,  4a|A. 
MaJ.  Oen.  Manuel  Jose  As^nsio.  S24A. 
MaJ.  Gen.  John  Stewart  IiOUs,  357 A. 

To  be  brigadier  generals 
Brig.  Gen.  WUUam  Tell  Hefley.  S5SA. 
MaJ .  Gen.  Boward  Graham  Bunker,  878A. 
MaJ.  Oen.  Frederic  Ernst  Olantzberg,  406A. 
MaJ.  Gen.  Dudley  Durward  Hale.  4S1A. 
Brig.  Gen.  Jack  Weston  Wood,  441A. 
Brig.  Oen.  Harold  Huntley  Bassett.  44&A. 
MaJ.  Gen.  Roger  James  Browne,  44tA. 
Brig.  Gen.  MarshaU  Stanley  Roth,  46eA. 
MaJ.  Oen.  Harlan  Clyde  Parks,  472A. 
Brig.  Gen.  George  Xlston  Price,  4T5A. 
MaJ.  Oen.  Floyd  Bernard  Wood.  600A. 
Brig.  Oen.  Hugh  Arthur  Parker.  505A. 
Brig.  Oen.  Stuart  PhUUpe  Wrl^t,  610A. 
MaJ.   Oen.   Richard  August  Gttnsetndoi'f, 
M3A. 

MaJ.  Oen.  Thetus  Cayee  Odom.  554A. 
MaJ.  Oen.  MUlard  Lewis.  seiA. 
MaJ.  Gen.  Sory  Smith.  573A. 
MaJ.  Oen.  Lee  Bird  Washboxime.  810A. 
Brtg.  Oen.  Fredertek  Jensen  Dau.  BSCA. 

The  f oUowlng-iuuned  person  for  reappoint- 
ment to  the  active  list  of  the  Regular  Air 
Force  from  the  temporary  disabiUty  retired 
list,  under  the  provisions  of  section  407.  PVh- 
llc  L«w  361.  81st  OongrcsB  (Career  OrMmpenaa 
tion  Act  of  1949): 

To  be  lieutenant  colonel 

EUls  L.  GottUeb.  2244A. 

The  following-named  persons  for  appolnt- 
ment  in  the  RegtUar  Air  Faroe  in  the  gradea 
Indicated,  with  dates  of  rank  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Faroe  under 
the  provisions  of  section  506,  Public  Law  Ml, 
00th  Congress  (Offioer  Personnel  Act  of  1M7); 
title  II,  Public  Law  S65, 80th  Oongrsas  <Army- 
NavyrPubUc  Health  Servioe  IfeAeai  omrmr 
Procurement  Act.ef  1947):  and  section  wn 
(b) ,  Public  Unw  160.  sad  Oongreaa  (Air  Wacm 
OrganlaaUon  Act  of  1951): 

To  be  majors.  United  States  Air  Force 
{Medical) 

Xugene  R.  K.  Leiter.  A06119ie. 
Lawrence  D.  Stuart.  A02241414. 
Fletcher  H.  White,  AO3eB072. 

To  be  captains.  United  States  Air  Force 
{Medical) 

Harry  T.  Cerha,  O411B60.        ' 

Pritx  M.  G.  Hohnstrom.  AO1908782. 

To  be  captains.  United  States  Air  Force 

{Dental) 
Dewey  M  Metts.  Jr.,  AO«60782. 
WUUam  T.  Stillaon.  AOaa40438. 

To  be  first  lieutenanU,  United  States  Air 
Force  {Medical) 
Claude  T.  Anderson.  AO703082. 
Ned  B.  Chase,  Jr.  ^^ 

James  R.  Clay.  -•-,  •- 
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Oeorg*  9.  CMUna. 

Rtehvtf  O.  DtUBon,  AOeiTSW. 

Date  B.  Domliijr. 

CharlM  IE.  aM-l^.  St.,  AOSMITV. 

Oeorg*  O.  BMnm,  AoaansvT. 

Pmul  B.  JMOita.  01sa4Ml. 

Cwlton  K.  Jtmas.  AOBO01588. 

Bruce  B.  Uttls. 

William  a  MeOannlek,  AOaaOMa. 

Brtebaa  Iforcno-aRlM.  AOOOOOSa*. 

Dw^tkt  B.  Wtwton.  AO7087B1. 

Paul  C.  Petaca.  AOa301678. 

Lawrenoa  W.  Pollard.  Jr.,  A03a61681. 

Jay  H.  Poi»pell. 

■arold  O.  Sadln. 

William  L  ailvamaU.  Ar. 

George  Q.  Snaat. 

James  P.  Taylor. 

Kermlt  Q.  Vandenbos.  AO4013838. 

Jnllaa  S.  Ward.  A018588e4. 

To  "be  first  lieutenant.  United  States  Air 
Farce , (Medical  Service) 

George  P.  Allen.  AO33S9083. 


Tbe  foaowlng-named  peraons  for  appi>tnt'- 
ment  In  tbe  Regular  Air  Force  in  the  grade 
Indicated,  witb  datea  of  rank  to  be  cteter- 
mlned  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Porce 
under  the  provisions  of  section  506,  Public 
Law  381,  80th  Congress  (Officer  Personnel 
Act  of  1947)  : 

To  be  first  lieutenanta 
Vincent  O.  Adams,  Jr.,  A02215252. 
Dale  A.  Blttinger,  A032 18078.  i 

Stuart  E.  Bxirtt.  A07ia375.  ' 

WUUam  A.  French,  A02317565. 
Prank  W.  Harding  m.  AO1860108. 
James  B.  Hughes,  A0943116. 
Bugeae  D.  Levy,  A02232313. 
George  J.  Morton,  A02228684. 
Edwin  K.  Thompson.  A018S9135. 
Joseph  B.  Wratten,  Jr.,  AO1857480.      i 

Zn  trz  Navt 

The  nominations  of  John  M.  Alford  and 
3.922   other   officers   for   promotion   oe   ap- 


pointment in  the  Navy,  which  trere  con- 
firmed today,  were  received  by  tke  Senate 
on  November  30.  1954,  and  appe^  In  full" 
in  the  Senate  proceedings  of  the  CoNaias- 
sioNAi.  Rkcoro  for  that  day  under  the  cap- 
tion "Nominations,"  beginning  with  the 
name  of  John  M.  Alford  which  appears  on 
page  16224  and  ending  with  the  name  of 
Forrest  E.  Zirkle  which  is  shown  on  page 
16230. 

In  thv  MAanrx  Ck>aP8 
The  nominations  of  John  W.  ^luUiardt 
and  7,106  other  officers  for  promotion  or 
appointment  in  the  Marine  Corps,  which 
were  confirmed  today,  were  received  by  the 
Senate  on  November  30,  1954,  and  appear 
In  full  in  the  Senate  proceedings  of  the 
CoNGRzssioNAL  RscoBO  for  that  day  \inder 
the  caption  "NomlnatlonB,"  beglnhlng  with 
the  name  of  John  W.  Burfchardt.  which  Is 
shown  on  page  16230,  and  ending*  with  the 
name  of  Catherine  Toyoe,  which  appean  oa 
page  16245.  T 


EXTENSIONS    OF    REMARKS 


Badf  et  Mast  Be  Babacei  k  PcacetoM 

EXTENSION  OF  REliARKS 

OF 

HON.  HENRY  C.  DWORSHAK 

or  IDAHO 

IN  THX  8ENATS  QP  TBS  UNITED  STATES 

Thuraday,  December  2, 19S4 

Ur.  DWORSHAK.  Bfr.  President.  I 
ask  unanimous  consents  have  minted 
in  the  Record  my  own  remarks,  and  to 
include  therewith  a  letter  from  the 
Director  of  the  Budget  Bureau  and  a 
letter  from  llw  Commisdoner  of  the 
United  States  Civil  Service  Commission. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
referred  to  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Rbcqbo,  as  follows: 

IiCr.  President,  dwing  the  campaign  of 
1962.  the  Republicans  made  a  solemn  pledge 
to  curtail  Federal  spending  ted  balance  the 
budget  as  quickly  as  possible.  Although 
our  national  preparedneea  requires  spending 
far  In  excess  of  normal  requirements,  we  are 
not  engaged  in  hot  or  cold  war,  and.  there- 
fore, should  be  operating  the  Federal  Gov- 
erimient  under  peacetime  conditions.  Busl- 
neas  and  enqdoyment  have  been  unusually 
good  for  the  past  2  yeara.  and  there  Is  no 
emergency  which  Justlflea  abnormal  proce- 
clurea  <x  poUclea  at  this  time. 

Notwithstanding  these  conditions,  the 
Federal  budget  has  not  been  balanced.  Now, 
■pokeamen  for  the  administration.  Including 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Humphrey,  de- 
clare they  anticipate  the  budget  will  be  un- 
balanced during  the  next  fiscal  year.  The 
estimated  deficit  for  this  fiscal  year  Is  $4.7 
bllUon,  which  exceeds  ths  apinroximately  $3 
billion  deOdt  during  the  preceding  fiscal 
year. 

Mr.  President,  it  was  generally  believed 
during  the  past  year  that  both  military  and 
economic  foreign  aid  could  be  reduced  ma- 
terially. Now  we  hear  reports  that  there  is 
under  conaldcgraUon  a  proposal  to  Initiate  a 
10-year  so-called  Marshall  plan  for  Asiatic 
countries.  Federal  spending  abroad  has 
maintalnod  high  levels  during  the  past  8 
years,  until  now  the  United  States  haa  the 
largest  per  capita  Federal  debt,  while  the 
beneficiary  oountrlee  everywhere  have  been 
reducing  taxes  and  cutting  down  on  their 
indebtedneaa. 

WhUe  traveling  throughout  the  State  of 
Idaho  the  past  fall,  the  moat  frequent  In- 


quiry was  directed  to  the  need  of  balaacing 
the  Federal  budget  under  peacetime  condi- 
tions. Natiirally,  there  Is  some  public  sup- 
port tea  continued  and  expanded  Federal 
spending,  but  in  most  cases,  there  is  an  in- 
sistent demand  for  further  economy  and 
efficiency  in  the  operation  of  the  Federal 
Oovemment. 

Upon  my  recent  ret\uii  to  the  Capital,  X 
felt  compelled  to  write  to  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to  emphasize  the 
eeaentlal  need  of  effecting  greater  economy 
and  cutting  down  on  Federal  exfwndlturea. 
It  is  the  responsibility  of  the  administra- 
tion and  the  Ck>ngre8s  to  meet  this  challenge 
by  actually  placing  the  Federal  budget  In 
bcUance  so  that  fiscal  and  economic  prepar- 
edness will  be  a  vital  segment*  of  oun  na- 
tl<mal  defense  program.  To  do  otherwise  is 
to  break  faith  with  the  American  people. 

Under  unanimous  consent  granted  to  me, 
I  am  inserting  a  letter  dealing  with  this 
subject  which  I  received  on  December  1  from 
Rowland  Hughes.  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget: 

Exacimvx  Omcz  of  trx  Pkesidknt. 

BuanAXT  or  tub  BiriKsrr, 
Washington.  D.  C.  December  1.  19B4. 

Hon.  HXN«T  DWOISHAK,  i 

United  States  Senate.  | 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dkax  SxMAToa  Dwobshak:  Thank  you 
very  much  for  your  letter  of  November  16. 
Your  suppcH-t  last  yee;  as  a  member  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Ai^rc^riatlons,  and 
your  offer  of  continued  cooperation  during 
the  next  session  of  Congress,  are  greatly 
appreciated. 

As  you  know,  the  goal  of  our  fiscal  and 
budgetary  policies  has  been  a  reduction  in 
Government  spending  and  taxes,  and  the 
achievement  of  a  balanced  budget.  With  the 
cooperation  of  the  Congress  we  have  thus 
far  been  able  to  make  substantial  progress 
toward  this  goal.  Expendltvu-es  this  year  are 
estimated  at  nearly  $14  billion  below  the 
estimate  for  last  year  made  by  the  previous 
administration.  Tax  reductions  made  dur- 
ing 1954  will  total  $7.4  billion  in  the  first  full 
year  after  they  are  all  in  effect.  The  cur- 
rent estimate  oi  the  1958  deficit  is  $4.7  bil- 
lion compared  with  $9.4  billion  In  1953, 

Sharp  cuts  have  been  made  in  both  appro- 
priations and  unexpended  balances — the  two 
barometers  of  future  spending.  Further- 
more, Instructions  have  recently  been  sent 
to  the  executive  departments  and  agehcles 
directing  that  they  continue  their  eforts 
further  to  reduce  their  expenditures  wfthln 
the   general   budgetary    objectives   of    fiscal 


soundness,  military  and  economic  strength, 
and  the  Increased  welfare  of  the  country. 
With  the  continued  support  of  the  Congrees 
and  of  an  enlightened  public  opinion,  we  are 
determined  to  continue  our  unremitting 
emphasis  on  efficiency  and  economgr.  and  on 
the  elimination  of  noneasentials  from  the 
budget. 

We  remain  fixed  In  our  resolve  to  reduce 
Government  expenditures  as  rapidly  as  our 
national  security  and  well-being  permit  and 
thus  to  move  toward  our  ultimate  goal  of  a 
balanced  budget.  Tour  expression  of  sup- 
port In  this  task  Is.  Indeed,  heartening. 
Sincerely  yours, 

ROWI.AIfT>  HtTC^BB. 

JHrectcr. 

Mr.  President,  In  the  year  foUdwlng  the 
outbreak  of  fighting  in  Korea  in  1050.  more 
than  600,000  civilian  employees  were  added 
to  the  Federal  payroll.  This  administra- 
tion, since  the  end  of  hostilities,  has  elimi- 
nated about  one-third  of  these  employees 
from  the  payroll,  and  there  has  been  a  con- 
sistent downward  trend.  On  October  31,  the 
total  civilian  personnel  In  the  executive 
branch  was  3.323.029,  a  reduction  of  280.429 
from  the  peak  of  the  Korean  campaign  on 
July  31,  1952,  when  the  total  figure  waa 
2.603.458.  However,  the  October  cUlIlan  em- 
ployment was  361.679  higher  than  on  June 
30.  1950,  when  the  hostilities  started  In 
Korea. 

It  Is  apparent,  therefore,  that  v»hlle  con- 
siderable curtailment  has  already  taken 
place,  the  civilian  employment  Is  tar  in  ex- 
cess of  the  (trevalllng  level  Just  prior  to  the 
outbreak  of  the  Korean  war.  At  ttiat  time, 
the  total  civilian  payroll  for  the  preceding 
fiscal  year.  1950,  was  $6.670.760384,  while  for 
fiscal  year  1964,  the  payroll  amdunted  to 
$9,465,236,239,  or  an  Increase  of  about  42 
percent.  It  U  significant  that  during  that 
4-year  period,  the  payroll  increase^  42  per- 
cent in  dollars  as  compared  with  an  18  per- 
cent Increase  numerically. 

Under  permission  granted  me.  I  acn  insert- 
ing a  letter  which  I  received  on  Ifovember 
27  from  Chairman  Philip  Young,  of  the 
United  States  ClvU  Service  Comm|salon.  as 
follows : 


UNrrxD  States 
Civn.  Sexvicx  Coumissiow. 
Washington,  D.  C.  November  26.  1954. 
Hon.  HzNKT  Dwobshak, 

United  States  Senate. 
DxAx  SxNATOB  DwoasHAK:    I  aE$  glad  to 
furnish  the  information  on  Federal  employ- 
ment which  you  requested  in  your  letter  of 
November  16,  1954. 
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The  followlikg  table  shows  the  number  of 
Federal  employees  reported  Just  before 
Korea,  at  the  peak  of  the  Korean  campaign, 
and  the  lates-:  available  totals: 


Junr  30,  19.V)  .. 
July  31.  I«i52  .. 
Kept.  9U,  li»&4.. 


AU  areas 


1,9*1.3.10 
Zfi«3,  4* 
2,  SM,  181 


Contlnratal 
fnlUnl 


1.S14.  312 
2,  4I».»<2 
2,  141.  147 


WasMnirton, 
D.  r.  met- 
ro imlitan 
ama 


222. 4J« 
2«0,7<a 
234.528 


Federal  emjMoyment  increased  by  642,108 
during  the  first  2  years  of  the  Korean  cam- 
paign. Of  this  increase.  38.275  occurred 
Ih  the  Washington  area.  Since  the  down- 
turn In  August  1962.  the  total  has  declined 
by  274.277,  36.235  of  which  occurred  in  Wash- 
ington. Federal  employment  in  the  Wash- 
ington area  It  now  only  2.040  higher  than  It 
was  before  Kcrea.  while  the  total  In  all  areas 
remains  367,131  higher.  Almost  41.000  of 
this  net  Incrrase  occurred  outside  the  con- 
tin  en  Ul  Unlt<Kl  States. 

Federal  payrollB  reported  for  fiscal  years 
1954   and    1950   were: 


Contlnpntal 
8taU^ 


Wu-shlneton, 
D.C.imlru- 
foliiun  area 


1»M         '».  4W.  2.y<,  2.%  tS.  87B,  f.I9.  3nn  »1.  OM.  4»4.  625 

IS»M) I  (i,6r0.7Wl.»M    b,-£ih,*ll,V»y       l«7ti,  2aS  343 
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Senator  Benton  was  the  first  Member  of 
this  body  to  make  formal  proposal  of  dis- 
ciplinary action  against  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

The  action  we  are  about  to  take  has  a  di- 
rect relation  to  that  first  proposal  by  Senator 
Benton,  his  Senate  Resolution  187  Introduced 
in  the  83d  Congress  on  August  6,  1951.  Al- 
though more  than  3  years  have  elapsed  since 
then,  and  the  path  of  action  between  that 
day  and  this  has  taken  many  detours,  the 
Benton  resolution  was  the  first  step  on  the 
long  road. 

The  first  part  of  our  Senate  Resolution  301 
condemns  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin for  his  failure  to  coopeT&te  with,  his 
abuse  of.  and  his  obstructive  conduct  toward 
the  Buboonunlttee  which  investigated  Sena- 
tor Benton's  charges.  The  second  part  of 
Senate  Resolution  301  deals  with  the  conduct 
of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  toward 
the  select  committee  which  was  studying  his 
conduct  with  respect  to  that  subcommittee. 

I  count  Senator  Benton  as  a  friend.  I 
know  that  In  taking  that  first  and  crucial 
step,  back  In  1951,  he  placed  the  public  good 
above  consideration  of  his  own  political  in- 
terest. He  took  It  In  the  full  foreknowledge 
that  such  action  would  make  him  the  target 
for  personal  abuse  and  attack. 

SenaUM"  Benton  Is  personally  convinced 
that  his  defeat  In  the  election  of  1952  was 
not  attributable  to  the  McCarthy  contro- 
versy: and  the  statlslcs  seem  to  bear  this  out. 
But  I  know  him  well  enough  to  say  that,  out 
of  his  high  sense  of  dutyi  I  am  sure  he  would 


You  will  ncte  that  payrolls  have  Increased 
relatively  more  than  employment.  42  percent 
versus  18  percent.  This  is  to  be  expected 
since  pay  legislation  Increased  the  rates  of 
both  Classics tlon  Act  employees  and  postal 
employees  In  1951  by  about  10  percent  and 
wage-board  employees  receive  wage  adjust- 
ments at  intervals  to  conform  to  rates  in 
private  Industry.  More  than  half  of  the 
Increase  In  employment  since  1950  occurred 
among  employees  paid  at  prevailing  rates. 
The  average  (mean)  salary  rate  for  this 
group  Is  31  percent  higher  in  1954  than  It 
was  In  1950. 

If   any   further   information  is   needed.   I 
shall  be  glad  to  supply  It. 
Sincerely  yours, 

PHnjp  YOXTNO. 

Chairman. 


SUtemcBl  of  Hon.  Herbert  H.  Lekmaii, 
of  New  York 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

or 

HON.  HERBERT  H.  LEHMAN 

or  NEW  YORK 

IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
Thursday,  December  2,  1954 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  had 
intended  Uiis  morning  to  make  some  re- 
marks about  former  Senator  William 
Benton,  of  Connecticut,  and  the  part  he 
played  In  the  effort  which  today  arrived 
at  its  conclusion.  I  did  not  find  time  to 
make  these  remarks,  however,  and  now 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  remarks 
I  had  prepared  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  before  final  action  Is  taken 
on  Senate  Resolution  301  I  should  like  to 
point  out  the  pioneering  role  played  In  this 
Senate  action  by  former  Senator  William 
Benton,  of  Connecticut. 


have  gone  forward  wlthlhis  resolution  even 
though  he  believed  It  me^nt  the  end  of  his 
political  life.  t 

But  It  cannot  be  said  t|>at  Senator  Benton 
emerged  unscarred.  Mo^e  than  a  few  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  have  now  felt  the  retalia- 
tory wrath  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. But  none  oth*r  has  had  to  endure 
a  reprisal  in  the  form  ql  a  counterresolutlon. 
By  contrast  with  the  carefully  prepared  and 
temperately  presented  evidence  on  which 
Senator  Benton  based  his  qharges,  the 
countercharges  afealnst  him  wsTe  an  Ill-as- 
sorted, hastily  ^oncocted,  and  improbable 
collection  of  accilsatlonsgjK^h  as  could  have 
been  assembled  or  InveTited  about  almost  any 
man  In  public  life  out  of  newspaper  files. 
Yet  the  subcommittee  to  which  they  were 
referred  treatied  them  Judiciously  and 
solemnly,  in  the  Interest  of  evenhanded 
Justice. 

Nor  has  any  other  Senator  who  has  crltl- 
clzled  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
faced  a  92  million  libel  suit.  Senator  Ben- 
ton waived  his  congressional  Immunity,  In 
order  to  get  an  opportunity  to  prove  his 
charges  In  court.  The  suit  was  ultimately 
withdrawn  by  Senator  McCaetht  under  con- 
ditions which  provided  that  he  bear  the  court 
costs,  but  we  may  be  sure  that  the  prepara- 
tion of  his  defense  was  very  costly  to  Sena- 
ton  Benton. 

Senator  Benton  will  take  no  pleasure  in 
today's  action  by  the  Senate.  He  Is  not  that 
type.  It  was  never  a  feud — as  some  news- 
papers described  It — to  Benton.  It  was  a 
distasteful   duty. 

Three  years  ago  Senator  Benton  asserted 
that  the  course  pursued  by  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  was  bringing  dishonor  on  the 
Senate  and  creating  tragic  division  among 
the  American  people.  He  said  that  this  divi- 
sion would  become  more  menacing  as  time 
went  on.  Events  since  then  have  Justified 
his  judgment. 

The  course  taken  by  former  Senator  Ben- 
ton paved  the  way  for  this  Senate  action  to- 
day, and  he  richly  deserves  our  tribute.  I 
wish  to  Insert  the  following  excerpts  from 
recent  editorials  Into  the  Congrkssionai. 
RBCoao: 

From  the  Christian  Centtu^,  October  13, 
1954: 

"Amid  the  praise  for  the  6  Senators  on  the 
Watklns   committee   and   the  3   others   who 


were  mainly  Instrumental  In  having  the 
committee  formed — FLAinicaa.  Fm.BBsaHT. 
and  MoasB — almost  no  recognition  la  being 
given  the  man  who  really  started  the  WJa> 
oonsin  Senator  down  the  political  akida. 
That  man  was  Senator  William  Benton,  of 
Connecticut,  with  hia  1951  resolution  for 
McCarthy's  expulsion  which  brought  Into 
being  the  Hennings  committee  of  which,  saya 
the  Watklns  report,  McCAaniT  waa  'con- 
temptuous, contiunacious.  and  obstructive.' 
Senator  Benton  threw  away  his  own  politi- 
cal career  by  daring  to  stand  up  to  McCaarBT 
when  others  quailed.  But  his  courage  set 
In  motion  the  train  of  events  which  have 
now  brought  the  Watklns  report." 

Prom  Moses  Berkman.  columnist  for  tbe 
Hartford  Times,  October  2,  1954: 

"Forgotten  in  the  pl«udlts  being  gener- 
ously bestowed  among  t^oee  who  have  suc- 
ceeded In  forcing  a  Senate  ahowdown  on  tbe 
McCarthy  Issue  is  former  Senator  William 
Benton.  The  praise  of  anti-McCarthy  forces 
and  of  others  who  once  were  his  political 
allies  has  gone  to  the  Watklns  committee 
for  Its  forthright  handling  of  an  exploalve 
situation.  But  were  it  not  for  Connecticut's 
former  Senator.  McCAaxHY  might  have  de- 
layed much  longer  the  Inevitable  decision  of 
a  fully  accredited  Senate  committee  to  im- 
portune the  Senate  to  restore  Its  lost  dig- 
nity and  prestige  by  passing  Judgment  on  . 
the  Wisconsin  Senator's  conduct." 

From  tbe  Bridgeport  Herald,  October  t, 
1954: 

"The  Connecticut  battler  who  didn't  com- 
promise on  Senator  McCastht  was  and  to 
former  Senator  William  Benton. 

"Senator  Benton  has  been  the  forgotten 
man  of  the  early  anti-McCarthy  partisan 
forces  In  revolt  against  demagogery  and 
disgrace. 

"It  was  he  who  brought  the  first  serious, 
provable  charges  against  the  Wisconsin  Sen- 
ator, calling  for  a  Senate  Elections  Subcom- 
mittee Investigation  of  many  of  his  ques- 
tionable affairs  and  private  financial 
operations." 

Prom  Life  magazine.  March  22,  1964: 
•"Not  written,  but  unwritten  rules  are  the 
kind  McCarthy  features.  To  really  curb 
him  the  Senate  would  have  to  abolish  his 
committee.  There  are  good  technical  argu- 
ments for  doing  this,  but  to  do  It  the  Sen- 
ators would  have  to  develop  Just  as  much 
anger  as  they  would  need  to  expel  him  from 
the  Senate.  i 

"There  are  good  technical  reasons  for  do- 
ing that,  too.  Senator  Benton's  effort  to 
press  them  In  1951  fell  awfully  fiat,  but 
perhaps  Benton  was  less  quixotic  than 
premature." 


Tribute  to  Seaator  Headricktoa't  WoiIk 
on  JnTenilc  DelinqveBcy 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OP 

HON.  ESTES  KEFAUVER         ; 

or  TENIfESSEE 

IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 
Thursday,  December  2i  1954  \ 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.    Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  In  i 
the  Record  a  statement  by  me  in  tribute  \ 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey   [Mr,^ 
Hendrickson]. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- ; 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the^ 
Record,  as  follows:  j 

I  want  to  pay  a  deserving  tribute  to  tho 
work    of   ovir   colleague.   Senator 
HKNoaicKXON.    during    the    past 


Roai 

session 


B. 

of 
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don*  ut  outstanding 

|udlelo«H  htartnf  4to- 

UgM  on  »  ■Ituatlon  irtklelt 

tlwughta.    X  ■boold  Uka  to 

of  tba  work  that  baa  baea 


1  at  tba  tamixtg  aaailoa  of  tlito  ana  ttiat 
m  eonttiraa  tba  vork  wblch  1m  plonae^M  ao 
affaetlTalj. 


Tribale  !•  Ow  Fomer  CoUearnai 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 


or 


oQtlliia  Jnat 

aooonpUilMd. 

To  data  tba  aubeommlttea  baa  euunlnad 
more  tluui  500  wlluu— m.  many  of  wliom  ar» 
thmii— l»f  «»pmU  In  tba  HtMm  of  Ju-ranUe 

dtilaqu0BC7  and  bay*  glyen  xm  Vu  baneflt  of 
thrtr  kiiowMic»  and  yean  of  «tpcrl«noe.   It 

baa  ecmduetad  flratband  Invaatlgattaiia  of 
botlt  kjeal  mmI  Interstate  problams.  CQoi- 
munlty  twtarlngB  bav«  bean  eonductad  In 
many  major  ottiaa  tbroui^umt  tba  Hatloa. 
Wa  have  esamlnad  tba  rtlaets  of  eomlo  booki 
and  of  tdanrtekn  on  tba  yoatbful  mind. 

In  our  wort  Sunator  Hawaaicacaoit  baa  baan 
oar   tliBlaaa   leader,  derotlnf  blmaelf  to  a 
eauM  whidi  ba  bald  to  ba  moat  Important. 
Althoogb  ha  la  loaylng  tha  fianate.  ha  baa 
raeommandad  that  tba  eooimlttae  ba  con- 
tinued, for  be  reaUaee  tbat  tta  work  la  not 
yet  done.    In  this  I  Jotn  Senatcw  Hbmsbick- 
carae.   They  met  for  a  full  day  and  gave 
us  the  benefit  of  their  valuable  advice 
and  counsel  on  how  national  ^efTorts  of 
public  and  private  agencies  throughout 
the  country  could  be  harnessed  together 
to  pull  in  the  same  direction,  to  eliminate 
duplication,  andjto  Increase  their  efforts. 
Many  of  the  valuable' suggestions  re« 
ceived  from  that  group  will.  I  hope,  be 
Incorporated  in  the  subcommittee's  rec- 
ommendations for  legislation  and  action. 
But  one  thing  surprised  me  about  that 
meeting.  I  was  told  that  it  was  the  very 
first  time  they  had  all  gathered  together. 
And  they  expressed  the  belief  that  even 
if  nothing  further  came  of  that  meeting 
the  opportunity  provided  by  the  subcom- 
mittee  for   discussing    their    common 
problems,  as  they  did  that  day.  would 
prove  invaluable. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  refer  to  only  one 
more  specifle  problem  given  attention  by 
our  subcomndttee,  and  that  is  to  the 
severe  problem  of  juvenile  delinquency 
amongst  8<»Be  of  our  mdlan  peoples.  I 
mention  it  because  it  is  a  matter  about 
which  our  subcommittee,  and  particu- 
larly my  distinguished  colleague,  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lak- 
cn],  has  keen  concern.  Indian  children 
are  entitled  to  the  same  kind  and  degree 
of  guidance  and  protection  that  is  nor- 
mal and  needful  for  any  oth^r  American 
child.  And  all  too  of  ten  he  is  not  receiv- 
ing his  Just  dues.  Our  hearings  re- 
vealed living  conditicms  anumg  many 
Indian  groups  far  worse  than  the  worst 
slums  in  the  larger  cities;  that  oppor- 
tunities to  earn  a  Uvlng  wage  by  labor, 
by  fannl^.  or  by  ranching  are  far  less 
than  for  other  groups — ^resulting  in  an 
average  annual  income  of  $750  per  f  ain- 
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IN  TBS  SSNATS  OF  THE  UNITED  S'mTES 
Thursdav,  December  2,  1954 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  ?res- 
ident,  I  uk  unanimous  consent  to  have 

printed  in  the  Raooao  a  statement  ber  me 
In  tribute  to  our  coUea^ues  who  are  leav- 
ing the  Senate. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state- 
ment was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rbcord,  as  follows: 

with  tbe  eloee  ot  the  83d  Congreae,  t  feel 
It  Is  appropriate  to  lay  a  word  of  appfecla- 
tlOB  of  tboaa  Members  of  the  Senate  who 
have  been  with  ua  dining  theae  past  yean 
and  who  wUl  not  continue  In  the  84tb  Con- 
-      areaa  as  our  ooUeasuea.  .    . 

to  say  that  when  one  considers  this  leg- 
islation I  want  my  colleagues  to  know 
that  my  heart  and  my  spirit,  the  btst 
that  is  in  me,  accompany  those  recom- 
meodations.  ' 

Now,  one  final  matter.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve there  has  been  a  more  important 
Senate  investigation  undertaken  by  any 
group  of  Senators  than  that  which  my 
colleagues,  the  Senator  from  North  Db- 
kota  [Mr.  Langkr],  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  fMr.  KefaoverI,  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hinnihcs],  and  I 
have  undertaken.  In  the  14  months 
that  we  have  been  carrying  on  this  all- 
important  task,  we  have  attempted  to 
cover  literally  scores  of  casual  and  con- 
tributing factors  to  the  tremendous  ju- 
venile delinquency  problem.  But  in  14 
months'  time,  it  has  not  been  possible  to 
examhie  every  facet  of  a  problem  which 
is  so  many  rooted. 

Consequently,  it  Is  my  earnest  hope 
that  this,  the  greatest  deliberative  body 
on  earth,  the  United  States  Senate,  lis 
has  been  stated  so  often  in  the  past  few 
days,  will  pick  up  the  task  I  leave  and 
carry  through  the  work  begun  by  my 
subcommittee.  There  is  no  more  im- 
portant undertaking,  as  far  as  our  do- 
mestic problems  ^u-e  concerned,  than 
this.  A  strmig  America  needs  law-abid- 
ing citizens.  We  have  no  more  impor- 
tant resource  than  our  youthful  citt- 
zens.  The  President  of  the  United  States 
said  the  other  day  that  the  greatest 
national  resource  we  have  is  the  chil- 
dren of  Amaica.  Indeed.  I  believe  that 
the  protection  and  preservation  of  this 
resource  merits  and  deserves  a  contina- 
ing  watchdog  in  the  form  of  a  perman- 
ent subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 


tire  time  I  have  been  bare,  and  alaa  of 
CXx>nB.  of  Kentucky,  and  Roaanr  tTmar.  of 
New  Hampahlra.  I  am  alao,  of  couAm.  tblak- 
Ing  of  my  cloaa  and  Intimata  frtan4  of  many 
years.  Boa  HKNoaicxaoN.  who  haa  baan  with 
me  here  during  the  past  8  years. 

All  these  outstanding  Republican  col- 
leagues have  meant  much  to  me  during  my 
time  In  the  Senate  and  both  IfN.  Smith 
and  I  wUl  miss  them  sorely,  aa  well  m  tbelr 
wives  whom  we  have  come  to  know  ao  walL 

On  the  Democratic  side,  I  think  of  Mm 
JOHMSON  and  Ottt  Onxarra,  who  bave  botb 
been  Intimate  friends  of  mlna.  Tlsrsiiss  of 
my  earlier  yean  in  Colorado  I  faal  a  qiaelal 
relationship  with  Ed  who  It  going  K^k  to 
be  Oovernor  of  that  great  8tat«.  I  have 
kiu>wn  axrr  OnxxTrv  aa  a  memt^er  of  tlie 
Foreign  Relations  Cknunittee,  and  as  a  com- 
panion on  soma  of  the  trips  l  h>ve  taken 
abroad  in  connection  with  tha  acUvltlaa  of 

that  oonunlttae. 

I  alao  desire  to  mention  the  nariMM  oC 
thoee  who  have  been  with  ua  for  a  abort 
Ume  this  yaar.  This  list  Includaa  Senators 
Abel.  Bowrlng.  Brown,  Burke.  Daalel.  Lan- 
non,  and  Reynolds. 

All  these  colleaguee  I  have  valued,  not  only 
as  fellow  Senators  for  whom  I  had  the  high- 
est respect,  but  also  aa  warm  personal 
friends. 

I  am  absolutely  confident  that  1*  the  caaa 
of  all   these  men,   there  are  many  years  of 

[  Mr.  Daniel  ]  for  the  tribute  he  just  paid 
to  the  committee,  partly  in  my  name. 

As  I  leave  the  floor.  I  wish  to  say  to 
him  that  he  has  been  an  Inspiring  figure 
in  the  Senate.  I  shall  never  forget  his 
fight  on  the  tidelands  issue.  His  leader- 
ship was  magnificent,  and  he  won  his 
flaht. 

I  shall  miss  him  terribly  in  the  years 
ahead. 

Mr.  DANIEL  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey. 


SINE  DIE  ADJOURNMENT 
Mr.  KNOWLAND.    Mr.  President,  in 
accordance  with  the  order  previously 
entered,  I  move  that  the  Senate  now 
adjourn  sine  die. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  (at  7 
o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m.) ,  itoder  the 
order  previously  entered,  and  as  a  further 
mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  I>wlght 
L.  Rogers,  late  a  Representative  frtm  the 
State  of  Florida,  the  Senate  adjourned 
sine  die. 


REPORT  OP  SPECIAL  COMMTTTBE  ON 
MAIL  COVER  OP  SENATORS  APTER 
ADJOURNMENT 


Under  authority  of  the  order  •f  De- 
cember 2.  1954.  and  pursuant  to  Senate 
Resolution  332.  submitted  on  Deoember 
1,  1954.  by  Mr.  Kkowlaho  (for  himself 
and  Mr.  Jorhsok  of  Texas).  Mr.  Jtaiao- 
aoK  and  Mr.  Oiokgk,  as  the  special  com- 
mittee to  investigate  the  cover  of  mail 
of  Senators,  on  December  S.  1954.  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  2510)  thereon. 
which  was  printed. 
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isawara  i.  waues,  oi  ipoe  uiMtttu^\,  vu  \i«s«u«u- 
bla.  to  Unlbn  of  South  Africa. 

FOaXICK  OPCSATIOlfB   AXtMntTSTSATtOir 

Christian  A.  Herter.  Jr..  of  Massachusetts, 
to  be  General  Coxinsel.  Foreign  Operations 
Administration. 

DcpAKTSczm'  or  Ddxitsx 

Carter  Lane  Burgess,  of  South  CaroUna.  to 

be  AssUtant  Secretary  of  Defense. 

DEFAXTmiTr  or  An  Foacz 

David  S.  Smith,  of  Connecticut,  to  be  As- 

'       slstant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

DsPAancrifT  or  thk  Navt 

Rear  Adm.  Frederic  S.  WIthlngton,  United 
States  Navy,  to  be  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Ordnance.  Department  of  the  Navy,  foe  a 
term  of  4  years. 

Mississn>n  Rnm  Commission 
Brig.  Oen.  veUUam  K.  Potter,  Corps  of  Kngl- 

neers.   to  be   a  member  of   the  IClssisslppl 

River  Commission. 

Brig.  Oen.  Charles  O.  HoUe.  United  States 

Army,  to  be  a  member  of  the  IClsslasippl 

River    Conunlsslon. 

RormNi  FoancN  Smvicx 
The   following-named   persons,   who   were 
appointed  during  the  last  recess  of  the  Sen- 
ate, to  tbe  offices  Indicated: 

To  be  consul  general  of  the  United  States  of 
America 

Loyd  V.  Steere.  of  California. 

To  be  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  1 

E.  Tomlln  Bailey,  of  New  Jersey. 
Frederic  P.  Bartlett.  of  New  York. 
Nlles  W.  Bond,  of  Massachusetts. 
Bernard  Oufler,  of  Washington. 
James  ■.  Henderson,  of  California. 
Fred  W.  Jandrey.  of  Wlaeoruln. 
Brewster  H.  Morris,  of  Pennsylvania. 
Robert  Mewtiegin,  of  Massachusetts. 

To  be  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  1,  eon- 
tul.  and  secretary  in  tKk  aiplomatie  terviee 
of  the  United  Statet  of  Jtmerica 
Qraham  A.  Martin,  of  Florida. 
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Robert  F.  Corrlgan,  of  Ohio. 
Francis  W.  Herron,  of  Iowa. 
Alfred  le  S.  Jenkins,  of  Oeorgia. 
Joseph  J.  Jova.  of  New  York. 
James  C.  Ijobenstine,  of  Connecticut. 
William  L.  Maglstrettl.  of   California. 
Oliver  M.  Marcy,  of  Massachusetts. 
Lee  E.  MetcaU,  of  Texas. 
Joaepb  J.  Montllor.  of  New  York. 
Albert  W.  Sherer.  Jr..  of  Illinois. 
Oarrett  H.  Soulen,  of  Texas. 
Miss  Margaret  Joy  Tlbbetts,  of  Maine. 

To  be  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  3,  oon- 

rul.  and  secretary  tn  the  diplomatic  service 

of  the  United  States  of  America 

Howard  P.  Backus,  of  Virginia. 

Harry  K.  Baker,  of  Maryland. 

J.  Lawrence  Barnard,  'of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Douglas  N.  Batson,  of  Mississippi. 

Arthur  E.  Beach,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

James  H.  Boughton,  of  Connecticut. 

John  M.  Cates,  Jr.,  of  California. 

Wesley  Harris  Collins,  of  Mississippi. 

John  J.  Oonroy,  of  Maryland. 

Edwin  M.  Cronk.  of  Virginia. 

Balnbrldge  C.  Davis,  of  Maryland. 

Ben  F.  Dixon,  at  North  Carolina. 

Louis  Mason  Drury,  of  Maryland. 

RusaeU  Fsaaenden.  of  Virginia. 

Edward  R.  Fried,  of  Maryland. 

James  F.  Orady.  of  Massachusetts. 

Herbert  T.  Eirueger,  ctf  California. 

PhUlp  A.  Mangano.  of  Maryland. 

Kyle  B.  Mitchell,  Jr..  of  Alabama. 

John  Howard  Moore,  of  Illinois. 

Denxil  L.  Page,  of  California. 

Paul  a.  Slnderson,  of  Oklahoma. 

Oeorge  O.  Spencer,  of  Maryland. 

James  W.  Swihart.  of  Massachusetts. 

C.  Tbayer  White,  of  Texas. 

To  be  Foreign  Service  officers  of  class  4 

WUllam  J.  Bamsdale.  of  California. 

Roland  K.  Beyer,  o(  Wisconsin. 

Curtis  F.  Jones,  of  Maine. 

John  M.  Kavanaugh,  of  Louisiana. 

Thomas  H.  Mvu-fin,  of  Washington. 


Anthony  uuomo,  ai  vaiixamia. 
Francis  Dcjmal,  of  Kansaa. 
Rockwood   H.    Foster.   oC   the   Dlatrlet   of 
Coliimbla. 

Robert  H.  Harland.  of  Dllnols. 
Grant  V.  McClanahan,  of  Mlaaourl. 
Delbert  D.  Mehalfy,^  Iowa. 
Carvel  Painter,  of  Wisconsin. 
William  E.  Price,  of  Ar^pnaas. 
Joseph  B.  Tlsinger  m.  of  Maryland. 
Walter  O.  Walcavich,  of  Virginia. 

To  be  consul  of  the  United  States  of  dmertem 

Daniel  J.  Meloy.  of  Maryland. 
^    To  be  Foreign  Service  officer  of  doss  f 

^Sllcholas   O.   Andrews,  of  New  Jers^. 
It^hael  P.  Balla.  of  Pennsylvania. 
Alf ^vBergesen,  of  New  York. 
Robert^.  Brungart,  of  Maryland. 
Frank  NAPurnet,  of  Hew  York. 
Charles  T.  Butler,  Jr.,  of  Indiana. 
Thomas  A.  CaasUly,  of  Maryland. 
William  R.  Crawford,  Jr.,  of  Pennaylvanla. 
Michael  A.  Falzone,  <a  New  York. 
Richard  T.  FcMse.  of  West  Virginia. 
Robert  M.  PV>rcey,  of  California.       > 
Richard  D.   Oeppert,  of  New  Jexaey.* 
Pierre    R.    Graham,    of    Tlllnnls. 
Llndsey  Grant,  of  New  York. 
William  A.  Helseth,  of  Florida. 
Harold  L.  Henrlkson,  of  Missouri. 
Benjamin  C.  Hllllard  Sd.  of  West  Virginia. 
Borrle   I.    Hyman.   of   CaUfornla. 
William   M.   K^t^mm.nn,   of  Ifflssnurt. 
Lowell  Bruce  Lalngen,  of  Minnesota. 
Paul  Baxter  Lanlus,  Jr.,  of  Colorado. 
John  C.  Leary,  oi  Massachiisetts. 
PhUlp  M.  Lindsay,  of  California. 
Robert  J.  Martens,  of  Callfcx-nia. 
Kenneth  W.  Martlndale.  of  Illinois. 
Edward  E.  Masters,  of  Ohio. 
Kermlt  S.  MJdthun.  of  Michigan. 
Howard  F.  Newsom,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
huibla. 

Barry  L  Odell.  of  New  Yo^ 
Stephen  B.  Palmer,  Jr.,  of  New  York. 
Uoyd  M.  Blvea.  of  New  Jersey. 
Lucian  L.  Bocke,  Jr.,  of  Florida. 
H.  Earle  Ruasell.  Jr..  of  Michigan. 
Stanley  D.  Schiff.  of  New  Jersey. 
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